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Abstract

In this dissertation we will address two types of homogenization problems. The first one is a
spectral problem in the realm of lower dimensional theories, whose physical motivation is the study
of waves propagation in a domain of very small thickness and where it is introduced a very thin
net of heterogeneities. Precisely, we consider an elliptic operator with e-periodic coefficients and the
corresponding Dirichlet spectral problem in a three-dimensional bounded domain of small thickness 4.
We study the asymptotic behavior of the spectrum as € and § tend to zero. This asymptotic behavior
depends crucially on whether € and ¢ are of the same order (§ = €), or ¢ is of order smaller than that
of § (6 =7, 7 < 1), or ¢ is of order greater than that of § (6 = &7, 7 > 1). We consider all three
cases.

The second problem concerns the study of multiscale homogenization problems with linear growth,
aimed at the identification of effective energies for composite materials in the presence of fracture or
cracks. Precisely, we characterize (n+1)-scale limit pairs (u, U) of sequences {(u:L" g, Duc o) }es0 C
M RY) x M(;RN) whenever {u.}.~o is a bounded sequence in BV (;R%). Using this
characterization, we study the asymptotic behavior of periodically oscillating functionals with linear
growth, defined in the space BV of functions of bounded variation and described by n € N microscales.

Key Words: Periodic homogenization, spectral analysis, dimension reduction, I'-convergence,
asymptotic expansions, space BV of functions of bounded variation, BV -valued measures, multiscale
convergence, linear growth
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Resumo

Nesta dissertacao serao tratados dois problemas no ambito da teoria da homogeneizagao. O primeiro
refere-se a um problema espectral no dominio das teorias de baixa dimensao, que tem como motivagao
o estudo de propagacao de ondas em dominios de pequena espessura e onde € introduzida uma fina rede
de heterogeneidades. Mais precisamente, consideramos um problema espectral definido num dominio
tridimensional de espessura §, com condicdes de Dirichlet nulas, associado a um operador eliptico
com coeficientes e-periédicos. Apresentamos o comportamento assimptético do espectro quando € e §
tendem para zero, distinguindo trés casos: o caso em que a frequéncia das oscilagoes e a espessura do
dominio sdo da mesma ordem de grandeza (£ = §), o caso em que a frequéncia das oscilagoes é muito
maior do que a espessura do dominio (0 = ", 7 < 1) e, finalmente, o caso em que a espessura do
dominio é muito menor do que a frequéncia das oscilagoes (6 =7, 7 > 1).

O segundo problema aqui tratado reporta-se ao estudo de problemas de homogeneizagao caracterizados
por miultiplas escalas microscépicas e condigoes de crescimento lineares, que tém em vista a
identificacao da energia efectiva de compésitos com fracturas ou rachas. Mais precisamente,
caracterizamos os pares limite a (n + 1)-escalas (u,U) de sucessdes {(u-LN|q,Ducig)}eso C
M(Q;RY) x M(QR>*N) em que {u.}e~o é limitada. Usando esta caracterizagio, estudamos o
comportamento assimptético de funcionais periodicamente oscilantes com condigbes de crescimento
lineares, definidos no espago BV das fungoes de variagao limitada e caracterizados por n € N escalas
microscépicas.

Termos Chave: homogeneizagao periddica, analise espectral, redugao dimensional, I'-convergéncia,
expansoes assimptdticas, espaco BV das funcoes de variagdo limitada, medias com valores em BV,
convergéncia a multiplas escalas, crescimento linear
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Notation and List of Symbols

Symbol/Expression

N, Z, and R :

Np :

RT :

R™ :

2] and (z) (z € R™) :
¢-Cor (€10) (6. CeR™):
VAL

MExN

AEC (AeMVNXN ¢ eRY):
£@¢ (E€RY (eRY):

RdXN .

£:¢ (& CeRMN):

€] (€ e RN)
(-1-)or (-] )m -
|- [For ||+ llx
<,>

0ij :

div

V,; or 8?“ :
A,;ora‘r’,—;g

Y (reference cell) :
Y, with¢ e N :
subscript # :

Q (QCRY):

set of natural, integer, and real numbers

{0} UN

set of positive real numbers

m-~dimensional Euclidean space

integer and fractional parts of © componentwise, respectively
Do &G

{(21,-~-,zm): z; € Z for all i € {1,-~-,m}}

space of d x N-dimensional matrices

(A¢[¢)
(&i¢j)1<ism1<j<d €

deN

space of d x N-dimensional matrices identified with RV
Y Zjvzl &ijCij

VE:E

inner product in a Hilbert space H

norm in a Banach space X

duality pairing

Kronecker symbol

Laplacian

gradient

divergence

first order partial derivative with respect to the variable x;
second order partial derivative with respect to the variable x;
(0,1)N or [0, 1]V

copy of Y

Y7 x -+ - x ¥Y,-periodic functions (or measures) w.r.t. the variables (y1, - - -

closure of €

xi

s Yn)



N (QCRY):
VccQ (QCRN):
Q domain (2 CRYM):

supp f, Lipf :
F e
Cf, Qf:

C’#(le...
feC(CY x -

feCe(;Cp(Yr x -+

Co(Q;C#(Yl X oo X Yn)> :
Co(Q C(Yr x - x Yy RY)) -
Ck(Q), CF(Q;RY) :

C>(Q), C=(;RY)

LP(Q), LP(;RY) :

Whr(Q), Whp(Q;RY)
BV(Q), BV(S;R?) :

B(X) :

M(X; Z) (Z Banach space) :

Lo
a.e. in R? ;
M(¢,n,Q)

x Y,iRY)) -

boundary of Q2
Q' compact with Q' C Q
Q open and connected

support and Lipschitz constant, respectively, of a function f
polar (or conjugate) and bipolar functions, respectively, of a function f

convex and quasiconvex envelopes, respectively, of a function f

space of real- and R%valued continuous functions in €2, respectively

space of functions in C(Q2) and C(Q; R?), respectively, with compact support
closure of C.(Q2) and C.(Q;R?), respectively, w.r.t. the supremum norm

Y x -+ x Y,-periodic, real-valued continuous functions in RY

Y x -+ x Y,,-periodic, R?%-valued continuous functions in RV

for all z € Q, f(z,-) € Cu(¥1 x ---
f(-,y1,...,yn)€Cc(Q)

for all z € Q, f(x, ) € Cp(Y1 x ---
FCoym) € Co(RY)

closure of C.(; Cx (Y1 x -+ x Y,)) w.r.t. the supremum norm

x Y,) and for all y1,...,y, € RV,

x Y,;R%) and for all yy,...,y, € RY,

closure of C.(€; Cx (Y1 X -+ x Y3 R?)) w.r.t. the supremum norm

space of all functions in C(2) and C(Q;R%), respectively, whose i‘"-partial
derivatives are continuous functions in  for all ¢ € {1,---,k}; the
spaces C*(Q; RY), CE(Q;RY), C;;(Yl X o X Yy RY), Cf(Q;C;i(Yl X
- x Yy RY)), and CF (€2 CL (Y1 x - - - x Yy3RY)), with the co-domain
omitted if d = 1, are defined in an obvious way

space of all functions in C*(2) and C*(; R?), respectively, for all k € N;
the spaces C3° (Y1 X - - - x Y, s R™), C2(Q; O (Y1 x - - - x Y3 RY)), and
C5e(Q;C (Y1 X -+ X Y R%)), with the co-domain omitted if d = 1,
are defined in an obvious way

usual Lebesgue spaces
usual Sobolev spaces

space of functions of bounded variation

weak and weak-x convergence, respectively

o-algebra of the Borel subsets of a topological space X

space of Z-valued Radon measures

d-dimensional Lebesgue measure

everywhere in R? except in a set of zero d-dimensional Lebesgue measure

set of all N x N real matrices A = (a;;)1<ij<n € [L=(Q)]Y*Y bounded and
coercive a.e. in {2
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MS(C: 7, Q) :

D(A), R(A),N(A),G(A) :
p(A),0(A),0,(A) :
A*

set of all N x N real, symmetric matrices A = (a;j)1<ijen € [L(Q)V*N
bounded and coercive a.e. in €2

domain, range, kernel, and graph, respectively, of an operator A
resolvent, spectrum, and point spectrum, respectively, of an operator A
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Chapter 1

Introduction

This dissertation is devoted to the study of mathematical problems within the framework of
homogenization theory, which addresses the description of the macroscopic or effective behavior of
a microscopically heterogeneous system. There are multiple applications in the fields of physics,
mechanics and engineering sciences, from which we emphasize problems aimed at the modeling of
composites, stratified or porous media, finely damaged materials, or materials with many holes or
cracks.

From the mathematical point of view, homogenization is often associated to the study of the
asymptotic behavior of oscillating partial differential equations, or of minimization problems yielding
from certain oscillating functionals, depending on one or more small-scale parameters. Several
approaches have been proposed to handle this type of problems, such as the method of asymptotic
expansions (see the books of Bensoussan, Lions and Papanicolaou [13], Jikov, Kozlov and Oleinik
[53], Bakhvalov and Panasenko [12], and Sanchez-Palencia [69]) and methods using the concepts of
G-convergence due to Spagnolo (see Spagnolo [71] and De Giorgi and Spagnolo [35]), H-convergence
due to Murat and Tartar (see Murat and Tartar [63], Tartar [73] and Murat [62]), I'-convergence
due to De Giorgi (See De Giorgi and Dal Maso [36] and De Giorgi and Letta [37]), and two-scale
convergence due to Nguetseng (see Nguetseng [64]), further developed by Allaire [1] and Allaire and
Briane [2]. For a comprehensive introduction to the theory of homogenization and for an overview of
the different homogenization methods, we refer to the book of Cioranescu and Donato [28].

As a simple illustration of a homogenization problem, we briefly describe the problem regarding
the study of the thermal conductivity of a periodic composite material. Composites are structures
constituted by two or more finely mixed materials that, depending on the performance we are looking
for, in general exhibit a better behavior than the average of its components, and for this reason they
may have an impact in industrial applications. Loosely speaking, the smaller the heterogeneities, the
better the mixture, which then seems homogeneous (see Fig. 1.0.1).

Assume that we are given two isotropic, homogeneous materials, one of thermal conductivity k; and
the other of thermal conductivity ko. Consider a three-dimensional body occupying a certain region
Q) C R? made of a heterogeneous material, which is a mixture of the two given materials such that the
material of thermal conductivity k1 occupies a certain portion €7 of €2, and the material of thermal
conductivity ko occupies its complement Qg := Q\Q;. Assume further that both Q; and Qs are the
union of many subregions whose size is much smaller when compared to the size of the body, so that
they seem evenly distributed and therefore may be modeled by a periodic distribution characterized
by a small parameter €. Precisely, assume that the thermal conductivity at each point x € € is given

1



1.1

by
ko(z) = k(f)

€

where € > 0 is a small parameter, and k is the Y-periodic function, being Y := [0,1]? the reference
cell ', defined for all y € Y by

[k ifyew,
k() '_{k2 ify e V\Yq,

where Y7 is a measurable subset of Y.

Fig. 1.0.1. Microscopically heterogeneous material

Note that

Q= < U E(Z—I—Y1)> NQ and Qy:= ( U e(z+Y\Y1)) na.
2€Z3 z€Z3
Assuming without loss of generality that the temperature on the surface 92 of the body is zero and
representing by f the heat source, then the temperature u. = u.(z) at each point = € Q satisfies the
Dirichlet problem

{ —div(k.Vu.) = f in ©, (1.0.1)

u: =0 on 0f).
We observe that two scales characterize problem (1.0.1): the macroscopic one, x, which indicates
the position in €, and the microscopic or fast-oscillating scale, £, which assigns the position in the
reference cell, in the sense that there exists a unique y € Y such that £ =y + 2 for some 2 € Z3.

It is commonly agreed in the engineer and physics communities that the bigger is the ratio between
the size of the body and the size of each of its separated components, that is, the smaller ¢ is, the
more stable are the physical properties (in this case, the heat transfer) of the mixture. Moreover, the
global or effective behavior of the mixture generally differs from the average of its components.

Heuristically, we seek to replace the heterogeneous material by a “fictitious” homogeneous material
whose global characteristics are dictated by the effective properties. From the mathematical point
of view, this reduces to the study of problem (1.0.1) in the limit as ¢ — 0T. Precisely, we want to
investigate whether {u. }.~o converges is some sense to some function ug as ¢ — 0%, and, if so, we aim

For simplicity, we take here as reference cell the unit cube in R3, but we could have taken any bounded interval in R3,

as suggested by Fig. 1.0.1.



at describing the limit problem of (1.0.1) that admits ug as solution. Under some mild hypotheses
on f (see, for example, Cioranescu and Donato [28] for the details), the answer to these questions
is affirmative: {u.}c>o converges weakly in Hi(f), as ¢ — 0T, to a function ug, solution of the
homogenized Dirichlet problem

—div(A"Vu) = f in Q
’ 1.0.2
{ u=20 on 042, ( )
where A" .= (a?j)lgm»gg € M3*3 is the constant matrix whose coefficients are given by
h w; -
A5 = k(y) (6” - —> dy7 1) € {17273}5
Y y;
where d;; is the Kronecker symbol, and w; is the solution of the cell problem
ok
—div(kVw;) = o inY,
Yi (1.0.3)

w; Y-periodic, /ij (y)dy = 0.

The matrix A" encodes the overall characteristics of the original mixture, and since it cannot be
written in the form al, with @ > 0 and I the identity matrix, we conclude that the homogeneous
limit material is not isotropic. We also observe that the considerations above are still valid in any
dimension N € N (and not just N = 3).

In this work we will sometimes adopt the variational point of view, i.e., instead of looking for solutions
of boundary problems of the type (1.0.1) we will be interested in solutions of minimization problems
associated with the energy functional corresponding to the physical system under study. For instance,
in the case of problem (1.0.1), we would be led to the study of the minimization problem

min{/ﬂke(m)Vu(x)|2dx—2/ﬂf(x)u(a:)dx: ueH&(Q)}

These minimization problems often assume the general form
min{ fe(z, Du(x))dz: u € A},
Q

where A is the class of admissible u’s. In the limit as e — 07 we expect a minimization homogenized
problem of the form

Inin{ /Q From(Du(@))dz: u € A},

where fhom plays the role of the matrix A" in (1.0.2), and it is given by asymptotic homogenization
formulas or cell problem formulas, which correspond to the variational formulation of the cell problems
(1.0.3).

In this dissertation we will address two types of homogenization problems. The first one, briefly
described in Subsection 1.1, is a spectral problem within the realm of lower dimensional theories, whose
physical motivation is the study of waves propagation in a domain of very small thickness and where a
very thin net of heterogeneities is introduced. The second problem, outlined in Subsection 1.2, concerns
the study of multiscale homogenization problems with linear growth, aimed at the identification of
effective energies for composite materials in the presence of fracture or cracks.

3



1.1. SPECTRAL ANALYSIS IN A THIN DOMAIN WITH PERIODICALLY
OSCILLATING CHARACTERISTICS.

Within the framework of quantum mechanics, Schrodinger’s equation for the time-independent wave
function v associated to a particle in a three-dimensional space is given by:

~ M Ayt vy =By,
2m

where % ;= h/27m, h being Plank’s constant, m is the mass of the particle, A is the usual Laplace’s
operator, V is the potential energy and F is the energy of the system with wave function ¢. When
we consider the particle to be confined to a certain domain 2 C R?, but otherwise free, precisely,
when the potential function is of the form V(z) := 0 if x € Q, and V(z) := +oo if = ¢ , then the
problem of finding the spacial wave function 1 and the energy levels E reduces to solving the following
eigenvalue problem for the Laplace’s operator:

—Av=Xv in Q,
v=20 on 02,

where, using standard mathematical notations, we identified v = v and A = QT’”E In the joint
works with Mascarenhas [45] and with Mascarenhas and Piatnitski [46], we addressed this eigenvalue
problem in the case in which the domain has a very small thickness § and the material presents very
small e-periodic heterogeneities. We proved that the energy levels depend strongly on both small
parameters ¢ and € and on their ratio.

Precisely, let €,d > 0 be small parameters, and consider the thin domain €5 := w x 61, where w C R?
is a bounded domain, and I := (—1/2,1/2). Our goal is to study the asymptotic behavior as ¢ — 0T
and 6 — 07 of the spectral problem

{ —div(AEva) = )\g vg a.e. in Qg, (1.1.1)

v? € Hy(Qs),

where A.(Z) := A(Z), € R?, with A = (a;j)1<i,j<3 € [L>(R?)]**? a real, symmetric and Y-periodic
matrix, where Y := (0, 1)?, satisfying appropriate boundedness and coercivity hypotheses. We assume
further that aa3 = 0 a.e. in Y, a € {1,2}. We refer to Chapter 3 for the details.

The spectrum o? of problem (1.1.1) is discrete and can be written as of := {A2, € RT: i € N},
where 0 < )\‘g’i < Ag’m for all i € N, and )\g,i — 400 as i — +o00. For fixed € > 0, as the thickness
of the domain goes to zero (§ — 07) all the eigenvalues go to infinity. For fixed § > 0, a classical
result in the theory of homogenization asserts that as e — 07 the eigenvalues converge to eigenvalues
associated with the corresponding homogenized problem of (1.1.1). As we mentioned before, in the
case in which the small parameters € and § converge to zero simultaneously, the asymptotic behavior
of the spectrum o9 depends crucially on whether £ and § are of the same order (¢ ~ d), or ¢ is of
order smaller than that of 6 (¢ < d), or ¢ is of order greater than that of § (¢ > §). The results
corresponding to the cases ¢ = § and ¢ < § were announced in Ferreira and Mascarenhas [45]. In
Ferreira, Mascarenhas and Piatnitski [46] detailed proofs of the statements formulated in Ferreira and
Mascarenhas [45] were provided, and the case € > ¢ was studied. Our main tools are T'-convergence
and asymptotic expansion techniques.

The homogenization of spectral problems, supported by a large bibliography, was first treated in
Vanninathan [75] and Kesavan [54], [55]. The methods of analysis of spectral problems in terms of
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operator convergence have been introduced in Oleinik, Shamaev and Yosifian [65] and Attouch [8].
Other homogenization approaches in spectral problems and related topics have been proposed by
Allaire and Conca [3], Allaire and Malige [4]. The homogenization of singularly perturbed operators
has been considered in Kozlov and Piatnitski [56], [57] and some other works. The novelty in the
homogenization spectral problem treated here is its study in the realm of lower dimensional theories.

the references therein, for other spectral problems within lower dimensional theories.

A BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE CASE ¢ ~ §. Let A\, be a kP eigenvalue associated with problem
(1.1.1) for 6 =¢e. Then (see Theorem 3.1.1)

Ho
/\6,k =5 + Ve k,
€
where pg > 0 is the first eigenvalue associated with a certain bidimensional periodic spectral problem

with nonzero potential. Moreover, v,  — v as ¢ — 07, with v a k' eigenvalue associated with the
bidimensional homogenized spectral problem in the cross section w

{ —div(B"Vy) =vp ae. in w, (1.1.2)

€ Hy(w),
where B" is a certain 2 x 2 constant matrix. Loosely speaking, the term £ provides information on
how the eigenvalues A, ; diverge, and also on the precise shift of the spectrum in order to retain the
macroscopic behavior of the physical problem under study, which is given by the limit problem (1.1.2).
As expected this is a two-dimensional problem of the same type of the original three-dimensional one,
but with constant coefficients. Note that {)\E’k — %}keN = {Ve i }ken is the spectrum of the shifted
operator — div(A.V) — %I with zero Dirichlet boundary conditions, where I represents the identity
operator.

The asymptotic behavior of the eigenfunctions associated with A j, will also be provided. We refer to
Chapter 3 for the details.

A BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE CASE € < 0. Assume that a,g are uniformly Lipschitz continuous in
Y. Let A be a k'" eigenvalue associated with problem (1.1.1) for § = 7, with some 7 € (0,1), and
let i € N be such that =1 < 7 < ZJ%l Then (see Theorem 3.1.2)

i

_ Qj r
Aek = Z T (212)-2) + pe + Ve ks
=0

where gy = 72 fY ass(y)dy > 0, and for j € N, p; are well-determined constants. Furthermore, p7 — 0
as € — 0T, Ve — Vi @S € — 0F, with v, a k" eigenvalue associated with a certain bidimensional

homogenized spectral problem in the cross section w, of the same type as (1.1.2). Here, the sum

Ho
e2

the limit as it converges to zero, is related to this sum and we may think of it as a remainder. The

> o === Plays the role of

_ - in the above case € ~ §. The term pZ, which is innocuous in
j=0 g7 (24 =

asymptotic behavior of the eigenfunctions associated with A, ; will also be provided.

A BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE CASE ¢ > ¢. I) This case is considerable more difficult to handle
than the previous ones, and it depends strongly on the behavior of the potential az3. An interesting
case in applications is when the potential ags oscillates between two different values (which is the

5



case of composites). In that direction new hypotheses on ass are introduced: Assume that a.p are
smooth functions and that there exists an open and smooth subdomain @ of Y, Q CC Y, such that
az3 coincides with its minimum, amin, in @ and is a smooth function strictly greater than am, in
Y\Q. Let ;1 be the first eigenvalue of problem (1.1.1) with 6 = &7 for some 7 € (1, +00). Then (see
Theorem 3.1.4)

2
QminT o -3
A = +Zt+e Tt te
€, 527’ 52

k(r—1)—

QM/C +pg + V;—,la

where k is the first integer greater or equal than 2/(7—1), vy > 0 is the first eigenvalue associated with
a certain bidimensional spectral problem on @, and pu;, @ € {1,---, k}, are well-determined constants,
|p7| < Cetbt2)7=(+3) 0 as ¢ — 0%, for some constant C' independent of e, and vl vanishes as
€ — 07, In this case, the limit problem degenerates.

ii) Finally, under quite more general hypotheses than those above, we are able to characterize the

limit spectrum in the sense of Kuratowsky: Assume that ags attains a minimum value, anyin, at some

Jo € R? such that aqp and agg are continuous in some neighborhood of gg. Then (see Theorem 3.1.7)
lim, (e%70.) = [aminm?, +00] , (1.1.3)

E—

where o represents the spectrum of problem (3.1.2) with § = &7 for some 7 € (1, +00), and the limit

in (1.1.3) is to be understood in the sense of Kuratowsky, that is, [aminm?, +00] is the set of all cluster

points of sequences {\:}e=0, Ac € €270-.

1.2. REITERATED HOMOGENIZATION IN BV viA MULTISCALE CONVERGENCE.

Within the framework of nonlinear elasticity, the elastic energy associated with an N-dimensional
composite materials is of the form

/Q f.(@, Vu(z)) dz,

where Q C RY denotes the reference configuration, v : Q — R? is the deformation of the body, and f.
stands for the elastic stored density energy. We will assume that f. satisfies linear growth conditions,
which is the natural setting for composite materials in the presence of fractures or cracks. In order to
allow for jump-type discontinuities, we consider the space of admissible deformations to be the space
BV (Q;R?) of functions of bounded variation. In the presence of n microscales, or fast-oscillating
variables, we seek to characterize the asymptotic behavior as € — 07 of energy functionals of the form

= [ f(oe g V@) + [ (s s @) al Dl @)

(1.2.1)
for u € BV (;R?) with Du = Vuﬁi\gz + D%u the Lebesgue decomposition of Du with respect to E{\é,

where

foo(yla te 'ayﬂmg) = limsup f(yh — ’yn,tf)
t—+too t

is the recession function of a certain function f : R™N x RN — R, separately periodic in the first n
variables and satisfying linear growth conditions, and g1, ..., 0, are positive functions in (0, 00) such
that for all i € {1,---,n} and for all j € {2,---,n},

0;(€)

lim g;(e) =0, lim —~—“"_ =0. 1.2.2
lim 0i() R e (1.2.2)
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In the context of multiscale composites, the functions g1, ..., 0, stand for the length scales or scales of
oscillation. The second condition in (1.2.2) is known as a separation of scales hypothesis. A simple
example of such functions p; is the case in which g;(¢) :== €, i € {1,---,n}.

We observe that for fixed e > 0, and under some hypotheses on f, the functional in (1.2.1) is the
relaxed functional in BV (Q; R?) of

x x
u— | fl——, -, ——,Vu(x))dx
LG ae @)
with respect to the L(£;R?) topology (see Fonseca and Miiller [49)]).

We now briefly describe the methodology adopted to carry out the aforementioned asymptotic
characterization. In a joint work with Fonseca [43] we generalized the notion of two-scale convergence
for sequences of Radon measures with finite total variation obtained in Amar [5] to the case of
multiple periodic length scales of oscillations. The main result in Ferreira and Fonseca [43] concerns
the characterization of the multiple-scale limit of {(u-L" o, Duc|g)}es0 € M(Q;R?) x M(Q; RN
whenever {u.}.~o is a bounded sequence in BV (Q; R?). Using this characterization and the periodic
unfolding method (see, for example, Cioranescu, Damlamian and De Arcangelis [26] and Fonseca
and Kromer [47]), in a subsequent joint work with Fonseca [44] we treated multiscale homogenized
problems in the space BV of functions of bounded variation of the form (1.2.1). In the case of one
microscale we recovered Amar’s result [5] under more general conditions, as well as Bouchitté’s result
[16] and De Arcangelis and Gargiulo’s result [34]; for two or more microscales the results we obtained

are new.

Precisely, let @ C RY be an open set and let Y := (0,1)Y. For i € N, Y; is a copy of Y. We
use the subscript # to represent Y7 X --- x Y, -periodic functions (or measures) with respect to
the variables (y1,---,yn). We say that a sequence {puc}teso C M(;R™) of Radon measures with
finite total variation in 2, (n + 1)-scale converges to a Radon measure with finite total variation
1o € (C’O(Q; Cu(Yrx-- -xYn;Rm)))/ ~ My (2xY7 X+ - -xY,; R™) in the product space QxY7 x- - -xY,,,
if for all ¢ € Co(Q; Cx (Y7 X -+ X Y,,;R™)) we have

€Z €T
lim gp(]}7—7...,—_>.du x :/ plr,y1, -,y duo T, Y1,y Yn),
e—0t Jo 91(6) Qn(g) E( ) XYL X XY, ( n) ( n)

. . . 1 -
in which case we write ugLa)si,ug.

This notion of convergence is justified by a compactness result, which asserts that every bounded
sequence in M(Q;R™) admits a (n + 1)-scale converging subsequence (see Theorem 4.1.3).
Furthermore, the usual weak-x limit in M(;R™) is the projection on 2 of the (n + 1)-scale limit,
so that the latter captures more information on the oscillatory behavior of a bounded sequence in
M(Q;R™) than the former. This leads us to study the asymptotic behavior with respect to the
(n + 1)-scale convergence of first order derivatives functionals with linear growth of the form (1.2.1).

In that direction, the first step is the characterization of the (n + 1)-scale limit associated with
{(ueL™ o, Duc o) }. € M(Q;RY) x M(GRPN), {uc}oso being a bounded sequence in BV (€, R?).
This was established in Ferreira and Fonseca [44] and may be summarized as follows (see Chapter 4
for the details). Assume that the length scales g1, ..., 0, are, in addition, well separated (c.f. Allaire
and Briane [2]), i.e., there exists m € N such that for all i € {2,---,n}, we have

B <in(1i)5)>m 91%6) B
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Then, up to a not relabeled subsequence,

N n+1)-sc
uc L [Q( s) Tu,

where 7, € Myu(Q2 X Y7 x -+ x Yy; R?) is a certain measure only depending on u, and

(n+1)-sc
Due—— AR

where Ay, op, € Mys( X Y7 x -+ x Y, RN) s a certain measure depending on u and on
n measures p; € My (Q x Yy x -+ X Y;_q1; BVy(Yi; RY)), ie., measures p; € M(Q x Yy X -+ x
Yio1; BV (Vs R?)) for which there exists a measure \; € Myu(Qx Yy x - x Y3 R4*N) such that for
all Be B(QxY) x---Y; 1), E e B(Y;), we have

(Dyz(ﬂi(B)))(E) = \i(B x E).

The measures 7, and Ay ... ~admit an explicit characterization, whose proof is not a simple
generalization of the case n = 1 treated in Amar [5]. In fact, considerable modifications are required
when n > 2, similar to those in Allaire and Briane [2] in the Sobolev setting. Moreover, we found out
that fully developing the underlying measure-theoretical background was not straightforward.

Using the main results in Ferreira and Fonseca [43], in Ferreira and Fonseca [44] we characterized and
related the functionals

F*(u, py, -, ) := inf { lisrg(i)alf F.(u:): u. € BV(Q;RY), Du, (n+i)-5c /\u,M17---,Mn}

and
Fhom(y) .= inf { lim(i)grlf F.(u.): ue € BV(QRY), u. >, u weakly-+ in BV(Q;Rd)}

£—

for u € BV(;RY) and p; € M, (Q x Y1 x -+ x Y;_1; BV (Yi;RY)), i € {1,---,n}, where Fy is given
by (1.2.1).

Precisely, under certain hypotheses on the function f (see Chapter 5 for the details), for all
(uy pyy o ) € BV (S5 RY) x M, (€ BV (Y13 RY)) X -0 X M (Q X Y7 X -+« x Yyo1; BV (Y, RY))
we have that (see Theorem 5.1.3)

daae
FSC(“aHv"W#n):/ f(yh7yn7M(xuylv7yn)>dmdyldyn
! QXY X XY, dﬁ(n+1)N

e o] dAZvquv--wP'n s
+ f (yla"'aynvW(xaylv”'vyn)) d”/\u,ul,.“,p,nu(m?ylf"7yn)'
QXY x--xXY, || u,ul,...,/.l.nH
(1.2.3)
Moreover, for all u € BV (2;R?),
Fhom () — inf Py, o)
,LtlEM*(SZ;BV#(Yl;]Rd)) .....
u,,LeM*(Qxylx...xyn,l;Bv#wn;Rd)) (1 9 4)

= [ from (V@) dz+ [ (rom) (G507 (@) dID*ul0)

where from is given by a cell problem formula (see (5.1.4)).

For simplicity, in (1.2.4) we provided the integral representation concerning the case in which a

coercivity hypothesis on f is assumed. However, one of our main contributions in Ferreira and Fonseca
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[44] was proving a similar result without assuming coercivity, or boundedness from below, of f. Such
weak hypotheses are often useful to deal with degenerate media.

The main ingredients we will use to establish (1.2.3) and (1.2.4) are the unfolding operator (see
Cioranescu, Damlamian and De Arcangelis [25], Cioranescu, Damlamian and Griso [27]; see also
Fonseca and Kromer [47]) and Reshetnyak’s continuity- and lower semicontinuity-type results. The
approach via the unfolding operator, in connection with the notion of two-scale convergence and in the
framework of homogenization problems, sometimes referred as periodic unfolding method, has already
been adopted by other authors in the Sobolev setting (see, for example, Cioranescu, Damlamian and
De Arcangelis [25], Cioranescu, Damlamian and De Arcangelis [26], Fonseca and Kromer [47]).

This dissertation is organized as follows. In Chapter 2, we collect the basic notations and background
results that are used in the subsequent chapters. In Chapter 3, we prove the results announced
in Section 1.1 above concerning the asymptotic behavior as e — 0T and § — 0T of the spectrum
of an elliptic operator with e-periodic coefficients in a three-dimensional bounded domain of small
thickness 0. The aim of Chapter 4 is to prove the characterization of (n + 1)-scale limit pairs (u,U)
of sequences {(u-L" o, Duc|g)}teso © M(QRY) x M(QRY>N) whenever {uc}eso is a bounded
sequence in BV (£2;R?) referred in the Section 1.2. Finally, in Chapter 5, we treat multiple-scale
homogenization problems in the space BV of functions of bounded variation, using the notion of
multiple-scale convergence developed in Chapter 4; in particular, we prove the integral representations
(1.2.3) and (1.2.4) claimed in Section 1.2.






Chapter 2

Preliminaries

The aim of this chapter is to provide a survey of the concepts and known results used throughout
this dissertation. At the beginning of each section we will give references where proofs of the results
therein and further considerations on the corresponding topic may be found.

2.1. MEASURE THEORY.

In this section we briefly overview properties of measures. We refer to the books Fonseca and Leoni
[48], Rudin [68], Evans and Gariepy [40], Ambrosio, Fusco and Pallara [7], and to the references
therein.

2.1.1. Positive Measures

Definition 2.1.1. (o-algebra, measurable space, measurable set) Let X be a nonempty set. We say
that a collection M C 2% is a o-algebra (in X) if ) € M, X\E € M whenever E € M, and M is
closed under countable unions. If M C 2% is a g-algebra, we call the pair (X,90) a measurable space,
and a set £ C X is said to be measurable if E € 9.

Definition 2.1.2. (Borel o-algebra, Borel set) Let X be a topological space. The smallest o-algebra
in X that contains all open subsets of X is called the Borel o-algebra (in X ) and is represented by
B(X). A set E € B(X) is said to be a Borel set.

Definition 2.1.3. (Positive measure, measure space) Let (X, 91) be a measurable space. We say that
a set map p : M — [0, 400] is a positive measure on M if u(P) = 0 and p is countably additive, i.e.,

M(DOE> - iuwn (21.1)

whenever {E;}jen Is a countable collection of mutually disjoint measurable sets. The triple (X, 9, 11)
is called a measure space.

Definition 2.1.4. (Restriction of a measure) Let (X, 9, ) be a measure space and let E € 9. The
measure | g : MM — [0, +o00] defined by

us(F) = w(FNE), Fem,
is called the restriction of u to the measurable set E.
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2.1

Definition 2.1.5. (o-finite set, o-finite and finite measures) Let (X,9, u) be a measure space. A
set B € M is said to have o-finite . measure if it can be written as a countable union of measurable
sets of finite p measure. In the case in which X has o-finite  measure we say that p is o-finite. If
w(X) < 400 we say that p is finite.

The next result concerns monotone convergence properties of measures.

Proposition 2.1.6. Let (X, M, ) be a measure space. If {E;};en C 9 is an nondecreasing sequence,

then
+oo
M( U Ej) = Mmu(E;).
j=1

If {E;}jen C M is an nonincreasing sequence with p(E1) < 400, then
+oo
u( ﬂl Ej) = Mmu(E;).
j=

Definition 2.1.7. (Borel, Borel regular and Radon measures; inner and outer regular sets) Let
(X, 0, 1) be a measure space, with X a topological space. We say that

(i) p is a Borel measure if B(X) C 9;

(ii) p is a Borel regular measure if it is a Borel measure and for every set E € 9 there exists a set
F € B(X) such that F' D E and p(E) = pu(F);

(iii) u is a Radon measure if it is a Borel measure satistfying the following conditions:
(a) u(K) < +oo for every compact set K C X,
(b) every open set A C X is inner regular, i.e u(A) = sup{u(K): K C A, K compact},
(c) every set E € I is outer regular, i.e u(E) = inf{p(A): AD E, A open}.

Definition 2.1.8. (Support of a Borel measure) Let (X,9,u) be a measure space, with X a
topological space and p a Borel measure. The support of u is the set

supp v := {& € X: u(O) > 0 for every open neighborhood O of z}.

Definition 2.1.9. (Negligible set) Let (X,9, 1) be a measure space. We say that a set M C X is
p-negligible if there is a measurable set E € 9 such that E D M and u(F) = 0. A property P(z)
depending on x € X is said to hold p-almost everywhere in X (in short, to hold p-a.e. in X or to hold
for p-a.e. x € X )*! if the set {x € X: P(x) does not hold} is j-negligible.

In applications it is often very important to guarantee that subsets of sets of zero measure are still
measurable.

Definition 2.1.10. (Complete measure) Let (X, 9, ) be a measure space. We say that yu is complete
if given any set E € 9 with u(E) = 0, then every subset of E belongs to 9.

If p is the I-dimensional Lebesgue measure £!, I € N, then its dependence is often omitted, and we simply write a.e. in

X or for a.e. x € X.
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It is always possible to complete a measure. Precisely,

Proposition 2.1.11. Let (X,9, 1) be a measure space and let M. be the collection of all sets E C X

for which there exist F,G € M with FF C E C G and such that u(G\F) = 0. Define p.(E) := u(F).
Then M, is a o-algebra that contains M and p. : M. — [0,400] is a complete measure, which are
called the . completion of M and the completion of p, respectively.

One of the most important examples of completion of a measure is the completion of the Lebesgue
measure on the Borel o-algebra.

Notation 2.1.12. Let [ € N. We will represent by L' both the I-dimensional Lebesgue measure on
the Borel o-algebra and its completion.

2.1.2. Measurable Functions

Definition 2.1.13. (Measurable and Borel functions) Let (X,9) and (Z,M) be two measurable
spaces. We say that a function u: X — Z is measurable if u='(F) € 9 for all F € M. In the case in
which X and Z are topological spaces, M = B(X) and M = B(Z) we say that u is a Borel function.

Remark 2.1.14. If X and Z are topological spaces, a function v : X — Z is Borel if, and only if, for
every open set A C Z we have u=!(A) € B(X).

We now extend the notion of measurability to functions defined everywhere except in a set of zero

measure.

Definition 2.1.15. (Generalization of the notion of measurable function) Let (X, 9, u) and (Z,M)
be a measure and a measurable space, respectively, and let E € 9 be such that u(X\E) = 0. We say
that u : E — Z is measurable over X if u=!(F) € 9 for all F € N.

Remark 2.1.16. Let (X,9, 1) be a measure space and let v : E — [—00,+00] be a measurable
function over X, where E € 9 is such that u(X\FE) = 0. Then the function @ : X — [—00, +0]
defined by
i(x) = {u(m) 1:fgc €E,
0  ifzeX\E,
is measurable and fX udp = fEudu, where [ dp is the usual Lebesgue integral with respect to the
measure .

Definition 2.1.17. (Simple function) Let (X,90) be a measurable space. We say that a function
s : X — R is a simple function if it is measurable and if it takes finitely many values. If ¢y, ..., ¢, are
the distinct values of s, then we write

m
s = Z CiXE;»
i=1
where Y g, is the characteristic function of the measurable set E; := s~ ({c;}).

Theorem 2.1.18. Let (X,9) be a measurable space and u : X — [—00, 400] a measurable function.
Then there exists a sequence {s;};en of simple functions such that

lim s;(z) =
im s (2) = u(z)
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for all x € X. Moreover, the convergence is uniform in every set in which u is bounded.

Lemma 2.1.19. (Fatou’s Lemma) Let (X, 90, 1) be a measure space. The following statements hold:

(i) If {uj}jen Is a sequence of nonnegative measurable functions u; : X — [0,400], then the

function v := liminf u; is measurable and
j—Foo

/udugljmin / u; dy;
X j—+oo Jx

(ii) If {u;}jen is a sequence of measurable functions u; : X — [—o0,+o00| for which there exists a
measurable function v : X — [0,+0c] such that u; < v for all j € N, and [, vdp < +o0, then

the function v := limsup u; is measurable and
j—Fo0o

/udu} hmsup/ u; dp.
X j—+oo JX

Theorem 2.1.20. (Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem) Let (X, 9, 1) be a measure space,
and let {u;};en be a sequence of measurable functions u; : X — [—o00,+00] such that

lim u;(z) =
i uj(@) = u()

for p-a.e. x € X. If there exists a Lebesgue integrable function®? v : X — [0,+o00] such that
|uj(x)| < v(z) for p-a.e. x € X and for all j € N, then u is Lebesgue integrable and

lim / |uj —uldp =0.
Jj—+o0 Jx
In particular,
lim u;dp = / wdpy.
X X

j—+o0

Corollary 2.1.21. Let (X,90, 1) be a measure space and let {u;};en be a sequence of measurable
functions u; : X — [—o00,+00]. If

“+o0
Z/ luj| dp < 400,
j=17%

then the series Zjﬁf uj(x) converges for p-a.e. x € X, the function u(z) = Z;;fo uj(x), defined for

u-a.e. x € X, is Lebesgue integrable, and
+oo +oo
Z/ ujdu:/ Zujdu.
j=17X X j=1

We now state a measurable selection criterion (see Fonseca and Kromer [47, Lemma 3.10]; see also
Castaing and Valadier [24]) and we recall Lusin’s Theorem, which will be useful results for our analysis
in Chapter 5.

22 We recall that a function v : X — [—00, +00] is said to be Lebesgue integrable (in a measure space (X, M, pu)) if it is

measurable and fX [v]dp < 4o0.
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Lemma 2.1.22. Let (X, M) and (Z,M) be two measurable spaces, with Z a separable metric space.
Let T': X — 2% be a multifunction such that for every z € X, I'(x) C Z is nonempty and open, and
for every z € Z, {x € X: z € I'(z)} is measurable. Then I admits a measurable selection, i.e., there
exists a measurable function v : X — Z such that for all x € X, v(z) € T'(z).

Theorem 2.1.23. (Lusin’s Theorem) Let (X, 9, 1) and (Z,M) be a measure and a measurable space,
respectively, with X a finite dimensional normed vector space, Z a separable metric space, and u a
finite Radon measure on 9. Let u: X — Z be a measurable function. Then for all § > 0 there exists
a compact set K C X with (X \K) < ¢ such that ux is continuous.

2.1.3. Decomposition and Differentiation of Measures

Definition 2.1.24. (Absolutely continuous and mutually singular measures) Let (X,9) be a
measurable space and let p, v : 9 — [0, +00] be two positive measures on M. We say that

(i) v is absolutely continuous with respect to p if v(E) = 0 whenever E € 9 is such that u(E) = 0,
in which case we write v < i;

(ii) p and v are mutually singular if there exist two disjoint sets X,,, X,, € 9 such that X = X,UX,
and for all E € 9 one has

wE)=pnENX, and v(E)=v(ENX,),
in which case we write i L v.

Theorem 2.1.25. (Radon—Nikodym Theorem) Let (X,9) be a measurable space and let p,
v: 9 — [0, +o0] be two positive measures on M such that p is o-finite and v is absolutely continuous
with respect to . Then there exists a measurable function u : X — [0, +oc], unique up to a set of u
measure zero, such that v = u p, that is,

v(E) = / udp
E
for all E € 9.

Definition 2.1.26. (Radon—Nikodym derivative) The function u in Theorem 2.1.25 is said to be the

dv

Radon—Nikodym derivative of v with respect to p, and we write u = a

Theorem 2.1.27. (Lebesgue Decomposition Theorem) Let (X,9) be a measurable space and let p,
v: M — [0, +00] be two positive measures on 9 being p o-finite. Then there exist two measures v*¢,
v® 9 — [0, +o00] such that

v=v"+r° (2.1.2)

and v*¢ < p. Moreover, if v is o-finite, then v* L p and the decomposition (2.1.2) is unique, i.e.,
if % and v® are two positive measures on 9 such that v*¢ < p, v° L p and v = v*° + v°, then

a

v =1v% and v° = v°.

Definition 2.1.28. (Lebesgue decomposition of a measure, absolutely continuous part, singular part)
Let (X,9M) be a measurable space and let u, v : M — [0, +0o0| be two o-finite measures. We say that




is the Lebesgue decomposition of v with respect to u, where v*¢ and v® are the measures given by
Theorem 2.1.27. The measures v*° and v° are called, respectively, the absolutely continuous part and
the singular part of v with respect to p.

We finish this subsection by stating a local version of the Besicovitch Derivation Theorem.

Theorem 2.1.29. (Besicovitch Derivation Theorem) Let E C R! be a Borel set and let p,
v:B(E) — [0,+00] be two Radon measures. Then

v = V(ZC + VS7 l/ac << /,L, VS J_ /,1/7
and there exists a Borel set M € B(E) such that (M) = 0 and for all x € E\M it holds

dvee . v((x+rC)NE)

(2) = vi((x+rC)NE)
du TS w((@+rC) N E)

r0 p((z+rC)NE)

e R,

:07

where C' is an arbitrary bounded, convex closed set containing the origin in its interior.

2.1.4. Signed Measures

Definition 2.1.30. (Signed measure) Let (X,9) be a measurable space. We say that a set map
A M — [—o0,+0o0] is a signed measure on M if A()) = 0, the range of X\ is either contained in
[—00, +00) or in (—oo, +o0], and X is countably additive (i.e., (2.1.1) holds with u replaced by \).

In particular, every positive measure is a signed measure.

Theorem 2.1.31. (Jordan Decomposition Theorem) Let (X,91) be a measurable space and let
A9 — [—o0,+00] be a signed measure. Then there exists a unique pair (A~ , A1) of mutually
singular positive measures, one of which is finite, such that A = A\t — \=.23

Definition 2.1.32. (Total variation of a signed measure) Let (X,9) be a measurable space and let
AN — [—o0, +00] be a signed measure. The positive measure ||A|| : 9 — [0, 4o00] defined for each
E €M by

IAI(E) = AT (E) + A~ (E)

is called the total variation of \.

Proposition 2.1.33. Let (X,9) be a measurable space and let A : M — [—o0, +00] be a signed
measure. Then

+o0o
[IN|(E) = sup { Z IA(E;)|: {Ej}jen C M is a partition ofE}
j=1

for all E € 9.

Definition 2.1.34. (o-finite, absolutely continuous and mutually disjoint signed measures) Let (X, 9t)
be a measurable space and let A, 7 : 9 — [—o0, +00] be two signed measures. We say that \ is o-finite
if its total variation ||\|| is o-finite. The measure T is said to be absolutely continuous with respect to

23 This equality is often called the Jordan or Hahn decomposition of .
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2.4
2.5
2.6

A, and we write T < A, if ||7|| is absolutely continuous with respect to ||[A||. We say that A\ and T are
mutually singular, and we write A L 7, if ||A|| and ||7|| are mutually singular.

Remark 2.1.35. Let (X,9) be a measurable space, X\ : M — [—o0,+00] a signed measure, and
w9 — [0, +o0] a o- finite positive measure. Applying Lebesgue Decomposition Theorem to the two
pairs (A\*, j1) we can find positive measures (A\*¢)*, (A\%)* on 9 such that (\*°)* < p and

/\:I: — (/\ac):t + (/\s):t.

Moreover, in view of the Radon Nikodym Theorem, there exist measurable functions u* : X —
[0, +00], unique up to a set of u measure zero, such that (\°°)* = w*yu (in other words, u* =

d(A*)* /dpu). Since at least one of the measures A is finite, we may define
A= (AT — (AT A= (AT - (AT, wi=ut —ur

Then \°¢ is a signed measure with \*¢ < y and A\ = w y. Furthermore, if X is in addition o-finite,
then \° L p and the decomposition
A=A 4N (2.1.3)

is unique (in the sense of Lebesgue Decomposition Theorem). As in the positive case, (2.1.3), and the

measures \*¢ and \° are called, respectively, the Lebesgue decomposition, the absolutely continuous

daec

part and the singular part of A with respect to u. We also write u = an

Proposition 2.1.36. (Polar Decomposition Theorem) Let (X,9) be a measurable space and let
A MM — [—o00,4+00| be a o-finite signed measure. Then there exists a measurable function

u: X — [—00,400] such that |u(z)| =1 for ||A||-a.e. z € X and u = ﬁz"l.

Definition 2.1.37. (Signed Radon measure) Let (X, 91) be a measurable space with X a topological
space. A signed measure \ : 9 — [—o0, +00] is said to be a Radon measure if ||A|| : M — [0, +o0] is
a positive Radon measure.

In this dissertation we will also be interested in vector-valued measures.

Definition 2.1.38. (Vector-valued measures and their total variation) Let (X,9) be a measurable
space. We say that a set map A = (\i,--+,Apm) : MM — R™ is a vectorial measure on M5 if each
component \; : 9 — R is a signed measure, i € {1,---,m}. The total variation of \ is the finite
positive measure ||A|| : 9t — [0, +00) on M defined by

“+o0 2.6
|IA[[(E) = sup { Z IN(E;)|: {E}}jen C M is a partition ofE} (2.1.4)
j=1

for all E € 9.

Definition 2.1.39. (Vectorial Radon measure, space M(X;R™)) Let (X, ) be a measurable space
with X a topological space. A vectorial measure A = (A1, -+, \p,) : MM — R™ is said to be a Radon

This equation is often called the polar decomposition of .
If m =1, it is said to be a real measure on M.

In fact, it can be checked that ||A[|(-) given by this supremum defines a finite measure on 9 (see, for example, Rudin

[68])
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measure if each component \; : 9 — R is a signed Radon measure, i € {1,---,m}. We represent by
M(X;R™) the space of all vectorial Radon measures \ : B(X) — R™ on B(X), endowed with the
total variation norm || - || given by (2.1.4).

Remark 2.1.40. It can be checked that M(X;R™) is a Banach space.

The notions of o-finite vectorial measure, absolutely continuous and mutually singular vectorial
measures are defined in a similar way as in Definition 2.1.34. In particular, every vectorial measure is
o-finite. Moreover, arguing componentwise and in view of Remark 2.1.35, if (X,9) is a measurable
space, A : I — R™ a vectorial measure and p : MM — [0, +00] a o-finite positive measure, then there
exists a unique pair (A%, \*) of R™-valued measures on 9 such that

A: >\GC+>\S’ )\ClC <<‘LL7 AS J_u’

and, up to a set of p measure zero, there exits a unique measurable function v : X — R™ such that

A% = u p. As before, u is known as the Radon—Nikodym derivative of \*¢ with respect to p, and we

dxae
dp

write u =

Equality A = A\ + \*(= %;cu + A%), and the measures A% and A\® are called, respectively, the
Lebesgue decomposition, the absolutely continuous part and the singular part of A with respect to pu.
We further observe that the Polar Decomposition Theorem still holds for R"*-valued measures with
the obvious modifications.

2.1.5. Product Measures

Definition 2.1.41. (Product o-algebra) Let (X,9) and (Z,M) be two measurable spaces. The
smallest o-algebra that contains all sets of the form E x F', where E € 9t and F € N, is represented
by M @ N and called the product o-algebra of M and N.

Theorem 2.1.42. (Fubini’s Theorem) Let (X, 9, u) and (Z,M,v) be two measure spaces. Then
there exist a o-algebra M x N containing M @ N and a positive measure X v : M x N — [0, +00)
on M x N such that for all E € M, F' € N, we have

(1 x v)(E x F) = p(B) v(F)>".

Moreover, if p and v are complete measures and u : X x Z — [—o00,400] is p1 X v-integrable, then
for p-a.e. x € X the function u(z,-) is v-integrable and for v-a.e. z € Z the function u(-,z) is
p-integrable; furthermore, the functions [, u(-,z)dv(z) and [y u(x,-)du(x) are p-integrable and v-
integrable, respectively, and

/XXZ“<waz>d<u><V)<waz>= /X ( /Z u(m)du(z)) du(x) = / ( /X u(m,z)d,u(a:)) ().

Remark 2.1.43. Fubini’s Theorem still holds for measures pu and v not necessarily complete provided
u: X X Z — [—00,+00] is assumed to be M @ N-measurable. This will often be our case.

Definition 2.1.44. (Product measure) Let (X,9, u) and (Z,M,v) be two measure spaces. The
measure 1 X v given by Fubini’s Theorem is called the product measure of p and v. We represent by
u @ v the restriction of ji X v to the product o-algebra M @ N, i.e., p @V = p1 X V|gpan-

27 With the convention w(E)v(F) := 0 whenever u(E) =0 or v(F) = 0.
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2.8
2.9

We will be particularly interested in the case in which X and Z are topological spaces and 9t = B(X)
and M = B(Z). In this case we have that B(X) ® B(Z) C B(X x Z), but equality may fail. However,
if X and Z are separable metric spaces, then B(X) ® B(Z) = B(X x Z). Moreover, if u € M(X;R)
and v € M(Z;R) are nonnegative, then p ® v is a nonnegative measure in M(X x Z;R) satisfying

(1 ® v)(E x F) = p(E) v(F) (2.1.5)

for all E € B(X), F € B(Z).
More generally, if A € M(X;R), 7 € M(Z;R), with X and Z separable metric spaces, we define

A=At + @ - M er - o7t

where A = A — X\~ and 7 = 77 — 7~ are the Jordan decompositions of A and 7, respectively.
Then A ®@ 7 € M(X x Z;R) and (2.1.5) holds with p and v replaced by A and 7, respectively.
Similarly, in the case in which A € M(X;R) and 7 = (71, -+, 7n) € M(Z;R™), A ® 7 is the measure
in M(X x Z;R™) satisfying (2.1.5) (with g and v replaced by A and 7, respectively) defined by
AT =(AQT, AR 7).

2.1.6. Space of Radon Measures as a Dual Space

Throughout this subsection, Y := (0,1)" is the unit cube in R, and for each i € N, Y; stands for a
copy of Y.

Definition 2.1.45. (Q-periodic function) Let ¢ : RY — R™ be a function and Q = TIY,(0,b;)%®
an interval in RN. We say that ¢ is Q-periodic if for all k € 7Z and for a.e. z € RN one has
o(x + Kbie;) = p(x), where {e;}i—1 ... n is the canonical basis of RN. If p : R™N — R™  we say that
is Y1 X -+« x Yy, -periodic if for all i € {1,---,n} the function ©(y1, ..., Yi—1, * s Yit1, -, Yn) Is Yi-periodic
for a.e. Yi, ooy Yi1, Yig1s s Yn € RV,

Let X be a normal o-compact metrizable space. We represent by C(X; R™) the space of all continuous
functions ¢ : X — R™, while C.(X;R™) is the subspace of C(X;R™) of functions with compact
support. The closure of C..(X;R™) with respect to the supremum norm |||« is denoted by Cy(X; R™).
It is well known that Cy(X;R™) is a separable Banach space, and that ¢ € Co(X;R™) if, and only
if, p € C(X;R™) and for all 7 > 0 there exists a compact set K, C X such that for all 2 € X\K,,
lo(x)| < n. Moreover, if & C RY is an open and bounded set, then Cp(£2;R™) coincides with the
space of continuous functions in 2 vanishing on 99.

We will also consider the Banach spaces
Cu(Yi X - x Y R™) :={p € CR™;R™): pis Y] x --- X Yn—periodic}z'9

endowed with the supremum norm || - |loo, and Co(X;Cxu (Y1 X -+ x Y,;R™)), which is the closure
with respect to the supremum norm || - oo of Co(X; Cx(Y1 X -+ X Y,,;R™)). The latter is the space
of all functions ¢ : X x R™ — R™ such that for all z € X, ¢(z, -) € Cx(Yy x --- x Y,,; R™) and for
all Y1, .oy ERYN 0(- Y1, .., yn) € Co(X;R™).

We could as well consider the case in which @ is not necessarily open.
The space C (Y1 X - -+ X Y3 R™) can be identified with the space Co(T1 X - -+ X T; R™), where each T; is a copy of the

N-dimensional torus 7.
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For our convenience, we introduce here some related Banach spaces that will be used in the sequel
of this work. We write C*(X;R™) (respectively, C*(X;R™) and C¥(X;R™)), k € N, to denote
the space of all functions in C(X;R™) (respectively, C.(X;R™) and Cp(X;R™)) whose i*P-partial
derivatives are continuous functions in X for all ¢ € {1,---,k}. We say that ¢ € C®(X;R™)
(respectively, C2°(X; R™) and C§°(X;R™)) if for all k € N, p € C¥(X;R™) (respectively, CF(X;R™)
and CF(X;R™)).

The spaces C;’;(Yl X oo x Y R™) OF(Yr x -0 x Vs R™), Cf(X;C’;;(Yl X oo x Yo R™)),
CE(X;02 (V1 X -+ X Yo R™)), CH(X;CE(Yy x -+ x Vi R™)) and C°(X;C2(Yy X -+ X Y R™))
are now defined in an obvious way.

If m =1 the co-domain will often be omitted (e.g., we write Cy(X) instead of Cy(X;R)).

The next theorem shows that we can identify the dual of Cy(X;R"™) with the space M(X;R™).

Theorem 2.1.46. (Riesz Representation Theorem in Cy(X;R™)) Let X be a locally compact
Hausdorff space. Then every bounded linear functional L : Co(X;R™) — R is represented by a
unique vectorial Radon measure A = (A1, -+, Ap) € M(X;R™) in the sense that

L(@:/X@.dx ::Z/chi(x)d)\i(x)Q'lo (2.1.6)
i=1

for all o = (p1, -+, pm) € Co(X;R™). Moreover, the norm of L coincides with the total variation
norm ||A||(X). Conversely, every functional of the form (2.1.6), where A = (A1, -+, A\p) € M(X;R™),
is a bounded linear functional on Cy(X;R™).

In view of the previous theorem, the norm of a vectorial Radon measure A € M(X;R™) is alternatively
given by
[Al[(X) = sup { /X o(x) - dA(x): ¢ € Co(X5R™), [l < 1}~

Moreover,

Theorem 2.1.47. Let X be a o-compact metric space, and let {\;};jen C M(X;R™) be a sequence
of vectorial Radon measures such that

sup A, (X) < +oo.
JEN

Then there exist a subsequence {\j, tren of {\;};en and a vectorial Radon measure A\ € M(X;R™)
such that
Njp = X weakly-x in M(X;R™) as k — +o0,

that is,

for all p € Co(X;R™).

Proposition 2.1.48. Let X be a locally compact, separable metric space. Let {\;}jen C M(X;R™),
A € M(X;R™) be such that \; = \ weakly-x in M(X;R™) as j — +oc. Then

IMICX) < Lim inf ;] (X).

210" Also written as the duality pairing (X, ¢) yvq(x;Rm),Co (X R™)-
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Notation 2.1.49. If p € Co(X) and A = (A1, -+, ) € M(X;R™), then we set

[eoare = ([ epanen [ o@ane).

If o= (¢1, ,pm) € Co(X;R™) and A € M(X;R), then we define

[ e@rne = ( [ a@ae. [ wm<z>dA<z>).

Having in mind Theorem 2.1.46 and footnote 2.9, we write My (Y1 X -+ X Y;,; R™) and My (X x
Y1 x -+ x Y,;R™) to denote the duals of Cy (Y1 x --- x Y,; R™) and Co(X; Cx(Y7 X -+ x Y,; R™)),
respectively.

2.1.7. Disintegration of Measures

In this subsection we recall a disintegration property of Radon measures in a product space. We refer
to Evans [42] for the proof (see also Ambrosio, Fusco and Pallara [7]).

Theorem 2.1.50. Let X and Z be two o-compact, separable metric spaces, and let p : B(X x Z) —
[0,+00) be a finite positive Radon measure. Represent by 7, the canonical projection of yi onto Z,
i.e., the measure defined by 7,(F) := u(X x F) for all F € B(Z). Then for m,-a.e. z € Z there exists
a finite positive Radon measure v, : X — [0, 4+00) such that v,(X) = 1, and such that for all bounded
and continuous function ¢ : X x Z — R the mapping

2o [ el (@)

is m,-measurable and

/XXZSD(:E,Z)dM(x,Z)Z/Z(/Xgo(ﬂc,z)dyz(x)> drm,(2). (2.1.7)

2.1.8. Reshetnyak’s Continuity and Lower Semicontinuity Results

In this subsection we recall two results due to Reshetnyak [66] (see also Ambrosio, Fusco and Pallara
[7], Spector [72]).

Theorem 2.1.51. (Reshetnyak’s Continuity Theorem) Let X be a locally compact, separable metric
space, and let {\;}jen € M(X;R™), A € M(X;R™) be such that \; = \ weakly-x in M(X;R™)
and [|A;]|(Q) — [|A|(R2) as j — +oo. Then

d\;
1A

g @) Al = /X w(%%(ﬂs)) aA|(z)

lim (:c
Jj—+o0 X QO ’

for every continuous function ¢ : X xR™ — R satisfying a growth condition of the type |¢o(x, z)| < C|z|
for some C' > 0 and for all (z,z) € X x R™.

Remark 2.1.52. If we replace X by an open set 0 C RY, then Reshetnyak’s Continuity Theorem
holds for every continuous and bounded function ¢ : Q x S™~! — R, where S™~! denotes the unit
sphere of R™.
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Theorem 2.1.53. (Reshetnyak’s Lower Semicontinuity Theorem) Let X be a locally compact,
separable metric space, and let {\;}jen C M(X;R™), A € M(X;R™) be such that \; = \ weakly-x
in M(X;R™). Then

Jin [ oo gii@) @ > [ (e gin@) dine

J

for every continuous function ¢ : X x R™ — R, positively 1-homogeneous and convex in the second
variable, and satisfying a growth condition of the type |¢(z,z)| < C|z| for some C' > 0 and for all
(x,2) € X x R™.

Remark 2.1.54. If we replace X by an open set @ C RV, then Reshetnyak’s Lower Semicontinuity
Theorem holds for every lower semicontinuous function ¢ : Q x R™ — [0,+oc], positively 1-
homogeneous and convex in the second variable.

2.2. LEBESGUE AND SOBOLEV SPACES.

In this section we recall well known results concerning Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces that will be used
in this work. We refer to the books Brezis [22], Evans and Gariepy [40], Fonseca and Leoni [48], Leoni
[60], and to the references therein.

2.2.1. Lebesgue Spaces

Definition 2.2.1. (L? Spaces) Let (X, 9, 1) be a measure space and let 1 < p < + co. We define

2.11
LP(X,p) == {u : X — [—00,4+00]: u measurable and |[ul|r»(x ) < —|—oo} ,

where

1/p
lull o (x,p) = (/X [ul” dpe if 1 < p < +oo,
esse suplu| := inf{C € R: Ju(z)| < C for p-a.e. v € X} if p= +o0.

Notation 2.2.2. When there is no possibility of confusion, we will simply write L?(X) in place of
LP(X,p), and || - || v (x), || - [|ze or || - ||, in place of the norm || - ||pr(x, ). Moreover, if p = +oco then
L% stands for LP. In the case in which = L', we define [y u(x)dz := [ u(z)dp.

Remark 2.2.3. Endowed with the norm ||-|| 1 (x .y, LP(X, pt) is a Banach space for every 1 < p < 400,
and L*(X,p) is a Hilbert space. If 1 < p < +4oo, then LP(X,p) is reflexive and its dual may be
identified with LP/(*=Y) (X, ). In the case in which u is o-finite the dual of L*(X, 1) may be identified
with L>°(X, ), and if in addition (X,90) is separable, then so is LP(X, u) for all 1 < p < +o0.

Definition 2.2.4. (Holder conjugate exponent) Let 1 < p < + oco. The Holder conjugate p' of p is
given by

Ll if1<p< +oo,
r._ ) P—
P =9 Yoo ifp=1,

1 if p = 400,

Underlined is the identification of a measurable function u with its equivalence class [u], that is, the set of all measurable

functions that coincide with v p-a.e. in X.
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1
so that (with an abuse of notation) — + — =1
p p

Theorem 2.2.5. (Holder’s Inequality) Let (X, 90, 1) be a measure space and let 1 < p < +oo. If u,
v: X — [—00,4+00] are measurable functions, then

luvllrxy < llullecollvll e x)-
In particular, if u € L?(X) and v € L? (X)) then uv € L'(X).
Definition 2.2.6. (Weak convergence in LP) Let (X, 9, u) be a measure space and let 1 < p < + 00.
Ifp € {1,400} assume in addition that p is o-finite. We say that a sequence {u, };en C LP(X) weakly

(weakly-x if p = +00) converges to a function u € LP(X), and we write u; — u (= if p = +00), if for
allv e LP (X) we have

lim ujvdu:/ wvdpu.
J=reo Jx X

Proposition 2.2.7. Let (X,9M, u) be a measure space and let 1 < p < + oo. If p = +o00 assume in
addition that p is o-finite. Let {u;}jen C LP(X), u € LP(X). The following conditions hold:

(i) If uj — u weakly in LP(X) (2>, weakly- if p = 4+00) as j — +0o, then

HUHLP(X) < l_irnianUjHLp(X) < sup ||Uj||LP(X) < +o0.
J—-+o0 jJEN

(i) If 1 < p < 400, uj — u weakly in LP(X) as j — +oo, and ||Jul|r»(x) = ljm_~i_nf lujll v (x), then
J—Foo
uj — w in LP(X) as j — +oo.

(iii) If 1 < p < 400 and sup;ey ||ujlr(x) < 400, then there exists a subsequence {uj, }ren
of {u;}jen such that w;, — v weakly in LP(X) as k — +oo for some v € LP(X). If in
addition (X,9M) is separable, then this property also holds in L°°(X) with respect to the
weak-x convergence.

Definition 2.2.8. (Vectorial L? spaces) Let (X, 9, 1) be a measure space and let 1 < p < +o0o. We
define

LP(X, 1 RY) = {u: (ur,- - ug): X — RY: wy € LP(X, ) for all i € {1,---,d}}7

and we endow LP(X, ju; RY) with the norm || - || 1»(x,ra) given by

d 1/p
(Sl ) i1<p<+os
i=1

Hu”LT’(X,u;Rd’) = d
D il oo x if p = +o0.
i=1

When there is no possibility of confusion, we write LP(X;R?) instead of LP(X, ju; R?).

Remark 2.2.9. In some situations it will be more convenient to use the equivalent norm in
LP(X, u; R?) defined by

1/p
Pd if 1 < ,
. N 1< p < to
esse suplu| := inf{C € R: Ju(z)| < C for p-a.e. z € X} if p=+o0,
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where, we recall, | - | stands for the euclidean norm in R%.

Definition 2.2.10. (Spaces L} ) Let (X,90, u) be a measure space, with X a topological space and
w9 — [0, 4+00] a Borel measure, and let 1 < p < + oo. A measurable function u : X — [—o00, 0]
(respectively u : X — R?) is said to belong to LY (X) (respectively L} (X;R%)) if u € LP(K)

loc loc

(respectively LP(K;R%)) for every compact set K C X.

We finish this subsection by stating Riemann—Lebesgue’s Lemma, which provides an example of
bounded sequences in LP whose weak (weak-* if p = +00) limit can be explicitly characterized.

Theorem 2.2.11. (Riemann-Lebesgue’s Lemma)?12 Let 1 < p < + oo and let u € LY (RY) be a

loc
Q-periodic function, with @ an arbitrary N-dimensional bounded interval. For ¢ > 0 and z € RV,

define .
us(x) := u(g>

Then u, — @ (> if p=+o0) in L? (RN) (L>°(RYN) if p = 400), where @ is (the constant) given by

loc
B B
U= CN(Q)/Q (y) dy.

Using Riemann-Lebesgue’s Lemma, in Donato [39] it is shown that if g1, ..., 00, n € N, are positive
functions in (0,00) such that for all ¢ € {1,---,n} and j € {2,---,n}, lim. .o+ 0i(¢) = 0 and
lim, g+ 0j(¢)/0j—1(g) = 0, then given ¢ € C(Q; Cx (Y1 x -+ x Y3 R?)) we have that

. . N
ey, Ha YL, yn) dyr - - dyp 2921
w( 01(¢) Qn(f)) /Yl><-~><Y,L (1 ) dyn (22.1)

weakly-+ in L2 (Q;RY). In particular, if p € Cy (Q; Cy (Y1 x -+ X Yp; RY)) then (2.2.1) holds weakly-x

loc

in L>°(Q;RY).

Also, if ¢ : R™"™W — RisaYj x--- x Y,-periodic function such that for some 1 < p < + oo and for
a.e. Yy € Y, we have p(-,yn) € Cp(Yy x --- x Y1) and [l9(-, yn)llcy (vi x - x v, 1) € LP(Yy), then

loc

) 5 weakly in L (RY)  if 1 <p < +oo,
(2.2.2)

) = @ weaklyx in Li5, (RN) if p = +oo,

loc

where

P / oW1, Yn) dyr ... dyn.
Y1><-~ Yn

2.2.2. Sobolev Spaces

Throughout this subsection 2 denotes an open subset of RY and we consider the L? spaces with
respect to N-dimensional Lebesgue measure. The space of (d x N)-dimensional matrices will be
identified with RdN, and we write RdXN. Iff = (fkl)1<k<d71§l§]\], C = (Ckl)lgkgd,lglgN S RdXN, then

d N
E:¢:=) > &alu

k=11=1

Here, and in the sequel, € is a small parameter taking values on an arbitrary sequence {e; }jeN of positive numbers
converging to zero. We write €, {us}>0 and € — 07 in place of ¢;, {ue;}jen and e; — 0% as j — oo, respectively.

Moreover, ¢’ represents a subsequence of €, and we write &/ < €.
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represents the inner product of £ and ¢, while || := /€ : £ denotes the norm of &.

Definition 2.2.12. (Weak derivatives) Let u € L, () and let i € {1,---, N}. A function g € L (Q)
satistying for all ¢ € C°(2) the equality

u 0 dx:—/qbgdx

is said to be the i'" derivative of u, and we write g = V,;u or du/0z;.

Remark 2.2.13. If it exists, the i-th derivative of an Li. .(Q) function is unique. Moreover, it coincides

with the classical one in the case in which u € C*(Q), the reason why the same notation is used for
both.

Definition 2.2.14. (Spaces W1P) Let 1 < p < + oo. We define
WhP(Q) :={u e LP(Q): Viu € LP(Q) for all i € {1,---,N}},

and if u € WHP(Q) we set Vu := (Vyu,- -+, Vyu) € RY.
Similarly, we define
WP RY) == {u = (u1, -, uq): Q=R u; € WHP(Q) for all j € {1,---,d}},
and if u = (u1, -+, uq) € WHP(Q;RY) we set Vu := (Viu;) 1<;<a € RV,
1<G<N

If p = +o0, we simply write W1 (Q) := WLP(Q) and W1>°(Q; R?) := WP(Q; R?).

Remark 2.2.15. When endowed with the norms

1/p
lullwrog@) = ("“"iwm HIVulllsomsy ) 1P <+oo,
[ull oo () + IVl Lo (um) if p = +o0,
and
1/p
[r— (”““’im;m + Vel qpacny ) HL<p < +oo,
|l oo (mray + [Vl oo (rax ) if p = +o00,

the spaces WP (Q) and WP (Q;R?), respectively, are:
(i) Banach spaces if 1 < p < + oo,
(ii) Hilbert spaces if p = 2,
(iii) separable if 1 < p < +00,
(iv) reflexive if 1 < p < +o0.
Definition 2.2.16. (Weak convergence in W) Let 1 < p < + oco. We say that a sequence
{uj}jen C WLP(Q) weakly (weakly—x if p = +o00) converges to a function u € WHP(QQ), and we

write u; — u (> if p = +00), if u; — u and Vu; — Vu weakly in LP(Q) (=, weakly-x if p = +00)

as j — +o0.
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Proposition 2.2.17. Let 1 < p < +o0. If {u;}jen is a bounded sequence in W (Q) then there exist
a subsequence {w;, }ren of {u;};jen and a function u € WHP(Q) such that uj, — u (= if p = +00)
weakly (weakly-x if p = +o00) in WhP(Q) as k — +oc.

Definition 2.2.18. (Higher order Sobolev spaces) Let k € N with k > 2, and let 1 < p < + co. We
define by induction the Sobolev space W*P(Q) as

WhP(Q) = {u € LP(Q): Vu e W’“*l’p(Q;RN)}.

Remark 2.2.19. Alternatively, W*P(Q) is given by
Whr(Q) = {u e L7(@): D°ue L'(Q), 1< |o| <k},

where for a = (ay,--+,an) € NI we put

. glaly o N
D% := and |a| = E ;.
0zt 0xy? - - - 0r N —

=1

When endowed with the norm

1/p
(Il + X I0%ule)  if1<p <o,
1< ol Sk

lullpey + Y. 1Dl (0 if p = +o0,
1< ol Sk

Hu||W’€vP(Q) =

properties (i)-(iv) of Remark 2.2.15 hold for WP (Q).

We now state two results concerning density of smooth functions in W*(().

Theorem 2.2.20. (Meyers—Serrin) Let k € N and 1 < p < +o00. Then the space C*(Q) N WHkP(Q)
is dense in WP (Q).

Theorem 2.2.21. Let 1 < p < +oc and assume that 9 is Lipschitz. Then the space C™(Q)NWP((2)
is dense in WkP(().2:13

2.2.3. Poincaré-Type Inequalities and Embeddings

Definition 2.2.22. (Spaces W **) Let k € N and 1 < p < +00. We represent by W} () the closure
of C2°(Q) in W*P(Q) (with respect to the topology of W*P(Q)).

Notation 2.2.23. We set H*(Q) := W*2(Q) and HE(Q) := W2(Q).

Theorem 2.2.24. (Poincaré’s Inequality) Let 1 < p < 4+o00. The following statements hold:

(i) (Poincaré in Wy?(Q)) Assume that the open set 0 has finite width, i.e., it lies between two
parallel hyperplanes. Then for all u € I/VO1 P(Q),

/4
(@) de < & / V()P de,
Q P Ja

This result is valid for more general open sets (2, precisely, those having the segment property; we refer to Leoni [60]

for the details.
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where d is the distance between the two hyperplanes.

(ii) (Poincaré in WP (Q)) Assume that the open set Q is also bounded, connected, and with 9
Lipschitz. Let E C € be a Lebesgue measurable set with positive measure. Then there exists
a positive constant C' = C(p, ), F) such that for all u € W1P(Q),

/|u(sc) —upPde < c/ V()P dz,
Q Q

1

where up := ,CN—(E)/ u(z) da.
B

Theorem 2.2.25. (Rellich-Kondrachov Theorem) Assume that Q2 is bounded and that 0} is locally
Lipschitz. Let k € N and 1 < p < + co. Then WF*P(Q) is compactly embedded in:

(i) L9(Q) if kp < N, p < q < p*,
(ii) C(Q) ifkp > N,
(iii) C™*(Q) if0 < s <k— 1,
where p* := Np/(N — kp) ifkp < N and p* := +oco ifkp = N, and C%*(Q) is the space of all functions

u € C(Q) such that

wp @ )l

z,y€Q,zy |z —yl*

Remark 2.2.26. The previous theorem holds for an arbitrary open and bounded set () if we replace
WEP(Q) by Wy(Q).

2.3. INTEGRATION WITH RESPECT TO FUNCTIONS OF BOUNDED VARIATION-VALUED
RADON MEASURES.

In this section we start by recalling some well known properties of functions of bounded variation, and
we refer to the books Ambrosio, Fusco and Pallara [7], Evans and Gariepy [40], Ziemer [77], and to
the references therein. We also collect properties of integration with respect to certain Banach-valued
measures, which seems to be hard to find in literature and which will play an important role in this
dissertation.

As in subsection 2.2.2, throughout this section 2 denotes an open subset of RN and we consider the L'
space with respect to N-dimensional Lebesgue measure. The space of (d x N)-dimensional matrices
will be identified with R, and we write RN

2.3.1. Space of Functions of Bounded Variation

Definition 2.3.1. (Function of bounded variation, spaces BV (€;R%) and BVjo.(€2;R9)) A function
u : Q — R? is said to be of bounded variation if u € L'(Q;R?) and its distributional derivative
Du belongs to M(S; RN that is, if there exists a measure Du € M(2; RN such that for all
peC(Q),je{l,---,d} andi € {1, ---, N} one has

x%x r=— x i (x
[ 5@y == [ o) Dy (a),
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where u = (u1,---,uq) and Du; = (Diuj,---, Dnu;). The space of all such functions w is denoted
by BV (Q;R?). We say that u € BVi,.(Q;R?) if u € BV (Q;R?) for every open set ) compactly
contained in Q (briefly Q' CC Q).

Remark 2.3.2. The space BV (Q;R?) is a Banach space when endowed with the norm
lull By (ray = llull 1 (;ray + [ Dul|(€2).

Remark 2.3.3. If u € WHY(Q;RY), then u € BV (;R?Y) with Du = Vuﬁf& and ||Du|/(R2) =
Jo|Vu|dz.

Notation 2.3.4. For a function u € BV (€;R?) the Radon—Nikodym derivative of the absolutely
continuous part of Du with respect to L:]L\s[) is represented by Vu, and the singular part of Du with
respect to EJL\S'I is denoted by D®u. With this convention, the Lebesgue decomposition of Du with
respect to Efgl becomes

Du = Vuﬁﬁr) + Dfu.

Theorem 2.3.5. (Lower semicontinuity in Ll . of the total variation) Let {u;}jen C BV (;R?),

loc
u € BV(Q;RY) be such that u; — u in L (Q;R?). Then

|Dull(©) < limint | Du |(©).
J—+0o0

Theorem 2.3.6. (Approximation by smooth functions) Let u € BV (Q;R?). Then there exists a
sequence {u;}jen C C°(Q;RY) N BV(Q;RY) such that

lim fluj —uflpiray =0, lim /IVuj(:c)\dx=llDull(Q)-
Jj—+oo Jj—+o0 Jo

The norm topology is too strong for our purposes, which motivates the introduction of a weaker notion
of convergence in BV (£; R?). The usefulness of the latter is justified by a compactness result.

Definition 2.3.7. (Weak-x convergence in BV') We say that {u;};en C BV (Q;R?) weakly-x converges
to a function u € BV (Q;RY) in BV (Q;RY), and we write u; = u, if u; — u (strongly) in L' (Q;RY)
and Duj > Du weakly-x in M(Q;R¥N) as j — 4oo0.

Theorem 2.3.8. From every bounded sequence in BV (§;R%) we can extract a weakly-+ convergent
subsequence in BV (£; R%).

We now state the BV version of Theorems 2.2.24 and 2.2.25.

Theorem 2.3.9. (Embedding Theorem) Assume that ) is bounded and that 02 is Lipschitz. Then
for all 1 < p < 1*% we have that BV ({;R?) is compactly embedded in LP(2;R%). Moreover,
BV (Q;RY) is continuously embedded in L' (€; R?).

Theorem 2.3.10. (Poincaré’s Inequality) Assume that €2 is bounded and that 0S) is Lipschitz. Then
there exists a positive constant C' = C(§2) such that for all u € BV (;R?) and 1 < p < 1%, we have

lu — uallLr@rey < Cl|Dul|(2).

214 We recall that 1* = +oo if N =1, and 1* = N/(N —1)if N > 1.
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In this dissertation the functions of bounded variation that are periodic assume an important role.
Definition 2.3.11. (Space BV (Y;RY)) We define

BVy(Y;R?) := {u € BVioe(RY;RY): w is Y-periodic},
endowed with the norm of BV (Y;R%), where Y := (0,1)

Remark 2.3.12. We have that BVy(Y;RY) is a Banach space, and if u € BVy(Y;R%), then
Du € My (Y; RN,

2.3.2. Integration with respect to BV (Y :R%)-valued Radon measures

In this subsection, X denotes a o-compact separable metric space, ) an open subset of RY and for
each i € N, Y; stands for a copy of Y := (0,1)V

Integration with respect to Banach-valued measures seems to be hard to find in literature. Here we
collect properties of integration with respect to BV (Y; R%)-valued Radon measures, which will play
an important role in Chapters 4 and 5. The considerations in this subsection may also be found in
Ferreira and Fonseca [43].

We start by recalling the notion of Banach space-valued measures. For a more detailed exposition see,

for example, Diestel and Uhl [38].

Definition 2.3.13. (Borel and Radon Banach-valued measures) Let Z be a Banach space. We say
that p : B(X) — Z is a (Z-valued) Borel measure if the following conditions are satisfied:

i) p(®) =0,
ii) Given any countable family {B;}jen of mutually disjoint Borel subsets of X, the series
ZJ 1 1(Bj) converges (in Z) and

u( G Bj> = ZM(Bj)-

j=1

If, in addition, the condition

iii) The total variation of p,

[[ee|[ (X —sup{ZHu )|z: {Bj}jen C B(X) is a partition ofX}7
is finite,

is satisfied, then we say that p is a (Z-valued) Radon measure with finite total variation, and we write
pweMX;Z).

Notice that if p € M(X; Z), then ||u]| : B(X) — [0, 00) defined by

(B —sup{ZIIM Mzt {Bs}jen C B(X >isapamtionof3}, B e B(X),
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is a finite positive Radon measure on B(X).

We will be particularly interested in the case in which X = Q xY; x--- x Y;_; for some ¢ € N, where
AxYy x--xY;,_1:=0Q ifi=1,
and Z = BV (Y;; RY).

Let p € M(X;BVg(Y;RY) and B € B(X). Then u(B) € BVy(Y;RY), and so D,(u(B)) €
My (Y;RP>*N) Moreover, it can be checked that the mapping Dyu : B € B(X) — Dypu(B) =
D, (p(B)) belongs to M(X; My (Y;RN)) in the sense of Definition 2.3.13.

In fact, since p(f)) = 0, we have
Dyp(0) = Dy(p(0)) = 0. (2.3.1)

Let {B,},en be a countable family of mutually disjoint Borel subsets of X. Define the functions vy
and vs by

k “+o0
Vg = Z“(Bj) and vy, = Z“(BJ)
1 j=1

j=
respectively. Since p € M(X; BVx(Y;R?)), we have vy, veo € BVy(Y;R?). Moreover, given any
w e CP(Y; R%),

Z sl < IIwHooZIIM Movorm < ol () < oc.
Consequently (see Corollary 2.1.21),
+oo +o00
/(w voo)dy=/ (w M(Bj))dy=2/ (w- u(By)) dy,
Y Y]:l Jj=1
and
+oo k
w-pu(B;))dy = lim /wuB dy = lim w - vg) dy
;/Y( RT3 NURTENLTER N KURS
Therefore,
/(w~voo)dy: lim (w - vg) dy, (2.3.2)
Y k—+oo Jy

and since w € Cg° (Y;R%) was taken arbitrarily, we conclude that v, — v as k — +00, in the sense
of distributions. Thus, Dyv, — Dyvs as k — +o00, in the sense of distributions, and so

k
] D,(u(B;)) = lim D B;)) = lim Dyv, = Dyve
k;ffmz i Dy(3out2) = tim Dy =Dy

<z><<u>><u>

in the sense of distributions, where we have used the fact that pu € M(X;BVg(Y;R9)). Since
B> = szo‘fBj € B(X), we have Dypu(B>®) = D,(u(B>)) € My (Y;R¥>N) and thus we proved
that Zj:{ Dy p(Bj) converges and it is equal to Dy,pu(B>) € My (Y;R¥N) so that

+oo +oo
Dun( U B) = > Dun(s) (23)
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Moreover, the total variation of Dy pu,
“+o00
| Dype||(X) := sup { Z [ Dyt (Bj)l| e (viraxny: {Bj}jen C B(X) is a partition of X},
j=1
is finite due to the inequality || D, (p(B))l|a, (virax vy < [16(B)] By, (v;ray, for all B € B(X), and to

the fact that p has finite total variation. This, (2.3.1) and (2.3.3) yield Dyu € M(X; My (Y;RPXN)),

As we will see in Chapter 4, the measures g € M(Q x Yy x -+ x Y;_1; BV (Y;; R?)) whose associated
mapping D, st may be identified with an element of M, (Qx Y] X+ - - x Y;; R¥*N) will play an important
role in the characterization of the multiscale limit of the sequence of distributional derivatives of a
bounded sequence in BV (€2;R?). This motivates the following definition.

Definition 2.3.14. (Space M, (Q x Y7 x -++ x Y;_1; BVy(Y;; R%))) We represent by M, (2 x Y7 x
-+ X Y;_1; BV4(Yi; R)) the space of all BV (Y;; RY)-valued Radon measures pu € M(2 x Y7 X -+ x
Y;_1; BV (Y;;RY)) for which there exists a RN valued Radon measure A\ € Myx(Q x Y7 X -+ X
Y;; RN such that for all B € B(2x Yy x --- x Y;_1), E € B(Y;),

(Dy,(n(B)))(E) = \(B x E). (2.3.4)
We say that A is the measure associated with D, pt.

Note that since B(Q2x Yy x-+-xY;_1)®@B(Y;) = B(Q2x Y7 x -+ - xY;), it follows that if g € M(Q x Y7 x
e x Yiq; BV#(E;RCI)), then there exists at most one measure A € Myx(Q x Y7 x --- X Yy RIXN)
satisfying (2.3.4).

Example 2.3.15. Fixi € N, let 7 € Myx(Q x Yy x -+ x Y;_1;R), and let v € BV (Y;; R?). Then
the mapping

p:BeBOXYy x- - xY, 1)~ puB)=7(BxY; x--xY;_1)v
belongs to M(Q x Y7 x - -+ x Y;_1; BV(Y;; RY)), with
[l x Y1 x - xYiq) = [7[(Q2 x Y1 x -« x Y1) |[v]| v (v; me)-

Observe also that for all B € B(d x Y1 x --- xY;_1), (Dy,n)(B) = Dy, (p(B)) = 7(B)Dv. Moreover,
defining A\ := 7 ® Dv, we have that A\ € Myx(Q x Y7 x -+ x Y;;R>N) and (2.3.4) holds. Thus,
pE M (QxY] % xYi1; BVg(Y;;RY)).

Our goal now is to give sense to the expression
/ @(xayla"'7yi)dl‘l’(x7y17'"ayifl)dy’h (235)
QXY X XY;

whenever ¢ € Co(;Cy (Y1 x -+ x Y;)) and g € M(Q x Y7 x -+ x Yi_1; BV (Yi; RY)).

Step 1. We start by assuming that ¢ = 1, and we write Y in place of Y7. As it is usual when defining an
integral, we will start by giving meaning to (2.3.5) for simple functions and then, using approximation
arguments, we will extend such notion to more general functions. Let s : 2 — R be a Borel, simple
function, with

5= ZCiXB“ (2.3.6)
i=1
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where m € N, ¢1,...,¢,, € R are distinct and By, ..., B, € B(Q) are mutually disjoint. If B € B(Q),
then we define the integral of s over B with respect to p, and we write [ s(x) dp(z), as the function
in BV (Y;R?) given by

m

/B s(z) dp(x) ==Y cip(B; N B). (2.3.7)

i=1
Let ¢ : Q — R be a bounded, Borel function, and let {s,},en be a sequence of Borel, simple functions
converging uniformly in  to ¢, with s; := > %) c(j)me as in (2.3.6). We have that

i

[ st dut)

du= [ |5 u(5) ar < 31 [u(52)
i=1 i=1

L1(Y;R%)
and

o, (fisrama)] o0« S u(o( ) o

where we used (2.3.7). Consequently, using the definition of the total variation of u,

J
/s

Since sup; [|s;j/|cc < 0o and p has finite total variation, we deduce from (2.3.8) that the sequence

{ [ du(w)}jeN

is uniformly bounded in BVy(Y;R%). Thus, up to a (not relabeled) subsequence, we may find
u € BVy(Y;R?) such that

[ 5i@) duo

v+ |0y ([ ss@an@)| @) < sl i) (235)

and also

[ st dut)

dy < Sl (B2) = [ sy (@)l o) (23.9)
=1

/SJ(CL‘) dp(z) = u weakly-x in BV (Y;RY) as j — +oc.
Q

Assume now that {¢;};en is another sequence of Borel, simple functions converging uniformly in € to
¢, and such that

/tj (2) dp(z) = v weakly-—% in BV (Y;R?) as j — +oo,
Q

for some v € BV#(Y;Rd). Then {s; — t;}jen is a sequence of Borel, simple functions converging
uniformly in © to 0, and so (2.3.8) ensures that u = v for LN-a.e. y € RY. This gives sense to the
following definition.

Definition 2.3.16. (Integral with respect to p) Let ¢ :  — R be a bounded, Borel measurable
function. If B € B(Q) and p € M(Q; BVy(Y;RY)), then we define the integral of ¢ over B with
respect to p, and we write [, ¢(x) dp(x), as the function in BV (Y;R?) given by

/B(b(x) dp(x) := (wx-BVgx(Y;R?)) —jli)r_iloo ; sj(x) dp(z),

where {s;};en Is a sequence of Borel, simple functions converging uniformly in ) to ¢.
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The following lemma will be useful in the sequel. Its proof uses (2.3.8), (2.3.9), Definition 2.3.16,
Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem and the lower semicontinuity of the total variation.

Lemma 2.3.17. Let ¢ : Q — R be a bounded, Borel measurable function and p € M(Q; BV (Y;R%)).

The following hold:
i) /Y /Q o) dp() | dy < /Q 16(2)| ]l );

ii) If v is the set application given by v(B) := /(b(x) dp(z), B € B(Q), then v €
B
M(Q; BV (Y3 RY)), and |[V]|(B) < [|¢]|s||wl|(B) for all B € B(Q).

PROOF. Let {s;}jen, s;j(z) := >0 5 )XB(“( ), be a sequence of Borel, simple functions converging

uniformly in Q to ¢.

i) Tt suffices to pass (2.3.9) to the limit as j — +oo, using Definition 2.3.16 and Lebesgue Dominated
Convergence Theorem.

i) Using the fact that p() = 0, from (2.3.7) we deduce that

v(0) = (wx-BVx(Y;RY)) - lim [ s;(z)dp(z) = 0.

j—+oo 0

Let {Bi}lren C B(f2) be a countable family of mutually disjoint sets. Define B® := U/ By
and, for M € N, BM = U} B,. We want to show that Z;::i v(By) € BVy(Y;RY) and
v(B*®) = Zk 1V(By). By (2.3.7), we have that

[ seant = kﬁ [, o) duta)

Thus,
v(BM) = ¢(x) dp(z) = (wr-BVy(Y;RY)) - 4li1;n sj(z) dp(x)
BM J—Too JpM
= (weBV(Y3RY)) - Tim { Z /B }
M (2.3.10)
= W- ‘R%)) - lim si(w x
. ;{( BV i) [t )}
M M
=5 [ b@dute) =3 uBy).
k=1" Bk k=1

On the other hand, since xp~¢ — xpnm ¢ is a bounded, Borel measurable function, by i) we get
[5%) = (B |y = . \ [ o @) = xam (@)] @) dnta)
< [ o= (@) = xan (@) [6(0)] el @)

dy

- / 6(@)| dlluall(@) < 1]l (o Il (B=\BM) — 0,
B\BM M—too

where we have used the fact that ||p|| is a positive finite Radon measure on B(£2) (see Proposition 2.1.6).
Hence,
00y 1 AN L : M
v(B%) = (L3(Y;RY) - lim v(BY). (2.3.11)
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Using the fact that (B>) € BVy(Y;R%), from (2.3.10) and (2.3.11) we conclude that 3"/ v(By,) €
BVy(Y;R?) and v(B>) = 32 v(By,).

Finally, since for all B € B(f2), we have v(B) = (wx-BVx(Y;RY))-lim; 1o [ 5;(z) du(z), by the
lower semicontinuity of the total variation and using (2.3.8) we get

B v vme < T [ | [ o) duto) - +imng ]Dy ( / sj<x>du<m>)H<Y>< 16 lscllil(B).
J=teo Jy | JB Jteo B
Hence,
(B —sup{Znu Mo {B,}sen € BE >1sapartitionof3}<|¢||oo||u||<B>,
which concludes the proof of ii). O

Note that if ¢ : @ — R and v : Y — R are bounded, Borel functions, then given p €
M(Q; BVy(Y;RY)) and B € B(Q), the integral

/Bxy¢< )¥(y) dp(z)dy —/ (/qb ) dpa( > y) ¥ (y) dy (2.3.12)

is well defined in R<.

By considering first bounded, Borel simple functions, one can show that

3y RYRIETE) DI > o

whenever ¢; : Q >R, ¢, : Y =R, i€ {l,---,m}, are bounded, Borel functions.

IIMII Q), (2.3.13)

\

In fact, for simplicity, assume that m = 2. Let sq, so, t1, 2 be simple functions, and write

my mo 1 la
= aixa, s2=Y bixp, ti=Y cxc, b= dixp,
i—1 i—1 i=1 i=1

with my,mo,l1,le € N, {a;};"Y, {b;} " {cl L, {d-}l2 finite collections of distinct real numbers,
{AY™M (B} < B(Q), and {C;} |, {D }2 | € B(Y) finite collections of mutually disjoint sets.

It can be shown that

s1t1 + Salo = Z&‘XEI-XF“
i=1

where for all i € {1,---,m}, k; € R and |k;| < ||s1t1+ satal|ec, {Fi}, is a family of mutually disjoint
Borel subsets of €, and for all ¢ € {1,---,m}, F; € B(Y).

[ ([s@au)ornwars [ ([ s aue)ouoal
/Y (ia (N(Ai))(y)) (ﬁ:cim (y)) + (ib (N(Bﬁ)(y)) (idix,;i (y)> d
[[s1t1 + satalloo Z/ (y)| dy

|\s1t1+82t2||mz / |((E) ()| dy < lsats + satall oo 2] (92,

Thus,

Z’iz z XF()dy

34



from which we deduce (2.3.13) for simple functions. To prove the general case, if ¢; : @ — R,
Y; Y =Ry i€{l,---,m}, are bounded, Borel functions, then for each j € N we can find sy) 0 —-R
and tgi) 1Y — R, Borel simple functions, such that sgi) — ¢; uniformly in Q as j — 400, and tg-i) — P
uniformly in Y as j — +o0. By definition,

¢i(2) dp(z) = (we-BV(Y;RY) - lim [ s () dp(a),
Q J—=too Jqo

so that the uniform convergence ty) — 1 inY as j — +oo entails

i [ ([ @ a6 ay = [ ([ o) due)) vt an

for all i € {1,---,m}. To conclude, it suffices to pass to the limit as j — 400 the inequality
[ ([ @an@)n e ma) < || i)
i=1 oo

established above for simple functions.
We are finally in position to give sense to (2.3.5) (for ¢ = 1).

Definition 2.3.18. (Integral with respect to “p ® ﬁN ") Let p € M(S; BV (Y;RY)) and let ¢ €
Co(Q;Cx(Y)). We define

Pt ety iE&;{Z / ( | <>)<y>¢£”<y>dy}, (2.3.14)

where for each j € N, m; € N, and for all i € {1,...,m;}, ¢§j) € Co(Q), ng) € Cx(Y), and {¢;}en,
with ;= >0 ¢1(~j)1/)fj), converges to ¢ in Co(2; Cx(Y)).

Remark 2.3.19. (i) Given ¢ € Co(;Cx(Y)), the existence of a sequence {p;}jeny as In
Definition 2.3.18 is a consequence of the Stone-Weierstrass Theorem.
(ii) Note that (2.3.14) reduces to (2.3.12) when p(x,y) = ¢(x)(y) with ¢ € Co(Q), ¢ € Cx(Y).

(iii) Estimate (2.3.13) ensures that the limit in the Definition 2.3.18 exists and does not depend on
the approximating sequence. Moreover,

[ ete) du(w)dy‘ < lollllll(). (2.3.15)
OxY

for all ¢ € Cy(2;C»(Y)) , and

¢ € Co(Q;Cx(Y)) — ., Yw(%y) dp(x)dy

defines a linear continuous functional.

(iv) We could have considered the more general setting in which ¢ € C(€; Cx(Y))NL>(2xY'). In this
case, (iii) above still holds with “p € Cy(2; C4(Y"))” replaced by “p € C(; Cx(Y)) NL>(Q2 x Y)”.
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Next we prove an integration by parts formula for measures in M, (€; BV (Y;R?)). We first introduce
some notations. If @ € R? and b € R, then a ® b stands for the (d x N)-dimensional rank-one matrix
defined by a ® b := (aibj>1<¢<d,1gj<]v € RIXN,

Lemma 2.3.20. Let u € M, (Q; BVy(Y;RY)), ¢ € Cp(Q) and ¢ € CL(Y) be given. Then

[ ([t au@)) o Vomar=- [ o) vt axie.o) (23.16)
v \Ja axy
where A € Myx(Q x Y;R¥N) js the measure associated with Dy p.

PrOOF. Fix B € B(Q), and let A\g € M4(Y;R) be the (projection) measure defined by Ap(-) :=
A(B x ). We have that

/Y ( /Q Xz (@) du(a:))(y) ® Viply) dy = /Y ((B))(y) © V(y) dy = — /Y (y) ADy (1(B))(w)
$(y) dA(zy) = - / x5 (@) () dA (. ),

QxY

—— [ v dra) = -
Y BXY
(2.3.17)

where we have used the fact that u(B) € BV (Y;R?) and the disintegration property of a Radon

measure (see (2.1.7)) applied to )\foy.

Since any function in Cy(§2) can be approximated with respect to the uniform convergence in 2 by
Borel, simple functions, (2.3.16) follows from (2.3.17) and Definition 2.3.16. O

Step 2. We define (2.3.5) recursively for an arbitrary ¢ € N. Fix ¢ > 2, and let ¢ € Cp(€; Cu (Y7 X
coxYiq))and p € M(Q x Yy X -+ x Y;_1; BVg(Y;, RY).

Proceeding as before (see (2.3.7) and Definition 2.3.16), we define the integral of ¢ over B €
B(Q2x Yy x - xY;_1) with respect to u, and we write fB Hx,yr, -, yio1) dp(z,y1, -+, yi—1), as the
function in BV (Y;;RY) given by

/; ¢($7y17 e ayi—l)dﬂ(l‘,yh e 7yi—1)

= (’LU*—BV#(K,Rd)) - lim 87(‘1:’ Y1, 7yi—1) d“(xayla Ty yi—l)a

j—+cc /B
where {s;}jen is a sequence of Borel simple functions s; : @ x RC"DN R ¥} x - -+ x ¥;_;-periodic
in the variables (y1,---,y;—1), converging uniformly in Q x Y7 x -+ x Y;_1 to ¥.
Let ¢ € Co(2;Cx(Y1 x -+ x Y;)), and take a sequence {¢;},jen converging to ¢ in Co(€2; Cp (Y1 x
-++xY;)), where each ¢; is of the form ¢, (z,y1, , Yi1,yi) = Y oy 19,(5)(1“, Y1, ,yi_l)w,(cj)(yi) with
mj € N, and for all k € {1,---,m;}, 191(3) € Co(;Cp(Y1 x --- x Y1), w,(cj) € C4x(Y;). Once again
proceeding as before (see (2.3.12) and Definition 2.3.18) we can give sense to the expression

ZA (/Q v v ﬂg) (l‘, Y1, ayi—l) d[,l,(l‘, Y1, 7yi—1)>(yi) ,(/)](qj) (yl) dyz (2318)
k=1 i XY XX Y1

in RY, and prove that the limit of (2.3.18) as j — +oc exists and is independent of the approximating
sequence. We then define

/ Sp(xvylf"7yi)diu’(z7y17'”7yi—1)dyi
QXY x---xXY;

m] . |
e Z/ (/ 19’?)(36’%"“’%1)d“(xvyla"'ayi1)>(yz‘) I(cj)(yi)dyi.
It Y N JaxyixexYin

(2.3.19)
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Similarly, if ¢ € Co(Q; Cx (Y1 x -+ x Y;;RY)), then we set
/ so(w Y, i) A,y e, yio1)dys
QAXY7 X--

= _lim Z/ (/ ﬂ,gj)(x,yl,~~~,yi_l)du(z,y1,~--,yi_l))(yi)~ V(i) dys,
J—too QXY1 X XY;_1

(2.3.20)
where ¢, (z, y17~-~,yl 1,Yi) = Z;nilﬁ,(f)(x,yh“_',yifl) ;(c (y;) with m; € N, and for all k& €
{1 -,my}, O ) ¢ Co(;Cu(Y1 x -+ x Yi_1)), w,(f) € Oy (Y;,RY), converges to o in Cy(€; Cy(Yr x

- X Yl,Rd)) as j — +oo.
If, in particular, g € M, (2 x Y7 x -+ x Y;_1; BVx(Y;,R?)) then similar arguments to those of
Lemma 2.3.20 ensure that for all ¥ € Co(€;Cx (Y1 x --- x Yi_1)), ¥ € CL(Yi) and 6 € CL(Yy;RY)
one has

/ (/ ﬁ(x,yl,'wyi1)du(x,y1,~-',yz-1)>(yi)®V¢(yz-)dyi
i \JOxyixeexy (2.3.21)

-/ 9y, ) A1, 30),
QXY x Y

where A € My (Q2x Y7 x- - -xY;; RV is the measure associated with Dy, i, and for all k € {1,---,d},

/ (/ 19(%?417"'7yi—1)dﬂk($7y1,"wyi—l))(yi)diV@(yi)dyi
Vi \JQxvix-xY; (2.3.22)

= _/ 7-9(-T,y1, o ,yifl) a(yz) : d)‘(k)(xayb T ,yi)a
QXY x Y;

where \(;) denotes the £*" row of A and denotes the k'™ component of .
(k) Ky

Remark 2.3.21. As observed in Remark 2.3.19 (iv), in (2.3.20) we may consider the more general
setting in which ¢ € C(Q; Cp (Y1 x -+ x Yi; RY))NL®(Q x Y1 x - - - x Y;; RY). In this case, the functions
19,(;) are to be taken in C(Q; Cy (Y7 x---xY;))NL>®(2x Y7 x---xY;), and, as before, the corresponding
limit in (2.3.20) is independent of the approximating sequence (with respect to the supremum norm
| “ oo in 2 x Y] X+ X Y;).

Moreover,

F(QD) ::/ cp(x’yla"'7yi)'dp’(xayla"'ayi—l)dyi
QxYy % Y

for p € C(Q;Cp (Y1 x -+ x Vi RY))NL®(Q x Y7 x - - - x Vi3 RY), defines a linear continuous functional,
and we have

[F(@)] < llelloo Il (€2 x Y1 5 -+ x Yiey).

Furthermore, proceeding as in Lemma 2.3.17 and (2.3.19), in the particular case in which ¢ is scalar
and does not depend on y;, then

Ji

/ o, y1, - yim1) dp(x, yi, - yi1) [dys

QXY x--xXY;

< / lo(@,y1, -, yi-) | dlpll(zyn, - yi-1),
QXY x Y;
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and if we define for all B € B(Q x Yy X -+ x Y;_1),
V(B) = /; @(xvyh Tty yifl) dﬂ:(l‘,yl, o 7%‘71);
then we have that v € M(Q x Y1 x -+ x Y;_1; BVx(Yi; R)), and ||v||(B) < ||¢lleoll ]| (B)-

2.4. UNBOUNDED LINEAR OPERATORS IN HILBERT SPACES: SPECTRAL THEORY.

The purpose of this section is to recall some results regarding spectral properties of unbounded linear
operators defined in Hilbert spaces. We refer to the books Brezis [22], Dal Maso [31], Dautray and
Lions [32], Gilbarg and Trudinger [52], Oleinik, Shamaev and Yosifian [65], and to the references
therein.

We start by recalling certain definitions concerning unbounded linear operators in Hilbert spaces. Let

H be a real Hilbert Space, endowed with a scalar product (-|-) and the associated norm || - ||.

Definition 2.4.1. (Unbounded linear operator (u.l.o.); domain, range and kernel of an u.lo.) A
linear map A : D(A) C H — H defined in a linear subspace D(A) of H with values in H is said to
be an unbounded linear operator (briefly u.l.o.) in H. The set D(A) is called the domain of A. The
sets R(A) and N(A) given by

R(A) :={Au: ve D(A)} and N(A):={ue D(A): Au =0},
respectively, are named the range of A and the kernel (or null space) of A, respectively.

Definition 2.4.2. (Densely defined, closed, coercive and bounded u.l.o.) Let A: D(A) C H — H be
an unbounded linear operator in H. We say that A is

(i) densely defined if D(A) is dense in H;
(ii) closed if the graph of A, that is, the set G(A) defined by

G(A) := {(u, Au): u € D(A)},

is a closed subset of H x H;

(iii) bounded (or continuous) if D(A) = H and there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for allu € H
one has
[ Aull < clfull

We represent by £(H) the set of all bounded linear operators in H.

Remark 2.4.3. When endowed with the norm

Au
[Allgm) = sup ” H, Ae £(H),
u€H\{0} [l

£(H) is a Banach space.

Notation 2.4.4. Let A: D(A) C H — H be an unbounded linear operator in H, and let E be a subset
of D(A). We represent by A(FE) the image of E through A, that is, the set A(E) := {Au: u € E}.
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Definition 2.4.5. (Compact u.l.o.) We say that a bounded operator A € £(H) in H is compact if
A(Bp) has compact closure in H, where By = {u € H: ||u|| < 1} is the closed unit ball in H.

Notation 2.4.6. We represent by Z the identity operator in H.

Definition 2.4.7. (Resolvent of an u.l.o., resolvent operator) Let A : D(A) C H — H be a closed
unbounded linear operator in H. The resolvent p(A) of A is the set defined by

p(A) :={X e R: (A — \) is bijective from H onto H}.

For each A € p(A) we call the resolvent operator associated with A to the bounded linear operator in
H defined by Ry := (A — A\Z)~1, the inverse map of (A — \Z).

Definition 2.4.8. (U.Lo. with compact resolvent) We say that a closed unbounded linear operator
A:D(A) C H— H in H is an operator with compact resolvent if there is A € p(A) such that the
associated resolvent operator Ry (A) is compact.

Remark 2.4.9. Let A: D(A) C H — H be a closed unbounded linear operator in H. If there is
a A € p(A) for which Rx(A) is compact, then for all u € p(A) the corresponding resolvent operator
R, (A) is compact.

Definition 2.4.10. (Spectrum, point spectrum of an u.l.o.) Let A : D(A) C H — H be a closed
unbounded linear operator in H. The spectrum o(A) of A is the complement in R of its resolvent,
that is, o(A) := R\p(A). The point spectrum oc,(A) of A is the set of all A\ € o(A) for which
N(A =) #{0}.

Definition 2.4.11. (Eigenvalue, eigenspace, eigenfunction, multiplicity of an eigenvalue, simple
eigenvalue, (normalized) eigenpair) Let A : D(A) C H — H be a closed unbounded linear operator in
H. Each X € 0,(A) is called an eigenvalue of A, in which case the subspace N(A— \I) of H is said to
be the associated eigenspace, u € N(A—AZ)\{0} an associated eigenfunction, and the dim N(A— A7),
i.e., the dimension of the space N(A — A\T), its multiplicity (or geometric multiplicity). If X\ € o,(A)
is such that dim N(A— A\T) = 1, then X is said to be simple. An eigenpair of A is a pair (A, u), where
X € op(A) and u € N(A— NZ)\{0}; it is said to be normalized (in H) if |ju| = 1.

Definition 2.4.12. (Adjoint operator of an u.l.o., self-adjoint u.l.o.) Let A: D(A) C H — H be a
densely defined unbounded linear operator in H. The adjoint operator of A is the unbounded linear
operator A* : D(A*) C H — H in H, where

D(A*) :={v € H: there exists ¢, > 0 s.t. |(v]Au)| < ¢y||lu|| for all u € D(A)}, (2.4.1)
defined for each v € D(A*) by A*v := w with w € H the unique element in H satisfying
(v]Au) = (wlu) for all u € D(A). (2.4.2)
We say that A is self-adjoint if A* = A.

Remark 2.4.13. The above definition makes sense since the set D(A*) in (2.4.1) comprises the
elements v € H for which the linear map v € D(A) — (v|Au) is continuous with respect to the norm
of H. Since D(A) is dense in H, this linear map can be uniquely extended to a continuous linear
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map in H. In view of the Riesz Representation Theorem, there is a unique element w € H satisfying
(2.4.2). We further observe that for all u € D(A) and v € D(A*) one has (v|Au) = (A*v|u).

Proposition 2.4.14. If A is an unbounded linear operator in H that is closed and densely defined,

then so Is its adjoint operator A*.

The next result concerns the solvability of the equation © — Au = f, where A € £(H) is a compact
operator and f € H. In particular, it asserts that either for every f € H the equation u — Au = f
has a unique solution, or the homogeneous equation v — Au = 0 has [ linearly independent solutions
(for some | € N), in which case the inhomogeneous equation u — Au = f is solvable if, and only
if, f satisfies I orthogonality conditions, namely, f € N(Z — A*)‘. This dichotomy is known as the
Fredholm Alternative.

Theorem 2.4.15. (Fredholm Alternative) Let A € £(H) be a compact operator. Then
(i) N(Z — A) is finite dimensional;
(ii) R(Z — A) is closed;
(iii) R(Z — A) = N(T — A*)*;
(iv) N(Z — A) = {0} if, and only if, R(Z — A) =
(iv) dimN(Z — A) = dim N(Z — A*).
We now state two results concerning spectral properties of self-adjoint compact linear operators in H.

In general, the operators that we will be dealing with in this dissertation are not compact but admit
a compact inverse operator for which these results will apply.

Theorem 2.4.16. (Spectrum of a self-adjoint compact operator) Let A € £(H) be a self-adjoint

compact operator in H. Then

(i) o(A) = 0,(A) U{0}, and the set 0,(A) of eigenvalues of A is either finite or can be written as
a sequence converging to zero; moreover, 0 € o,(A) if N(A) # {0};

(ii) for each A\ € o0,(A) except perhaps for A = 0, the dimension of the associated eigenspace
N(A — )\Z) is finite;

(iii) the spaces N(A — \T), with A € 0,(A), are pairwise disjoint and H is the direct Hilbert sum
of the eigenspaces N(A — \T), i.e

H= P NA-I)

A€o, (A)

Lemma 2.4.17 (Vishik-Lyusternik Lemma) Let A € £(H) be a compact self-adjoint operator in
H. Suppose that there exist a real number v > 0 and an element f € H with ||f| = 1 such
that ||Af — vf|l < ¢, for some constant ¢ > 0. Then there is an eigenvalue A € o,(A) of A such
that |A — | < ¢. Moreover, for any C > c there exists w € H, which is a linear combination of
eigenfunctions associated with eigenvalues of A belonging to the interval [y — C,~+ C|, and such that
Jull = 1 and Ju — f < 2¢/C.
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2.4.1. Quadratic Forms and Associated Unbounded Linear Operators

Definition 2.4.18. (Quadratic form) A function F : H — [0,40c] is said to be a (nonnegative)
quadratic form if there is a (unique) symmetric bilinear form a : D(F) x D(F) — R, where
D(F):={ue€ H: F(u) < +o0} is the domain of F, such that

Flu) = {a(u,u) ifue D(F),
400 otherwise.

Remark 2.4.19. Every quadratic form is convex.

Definition 2.4.20. Let F : H — [0,+o0] be a quadratic form and a : D(F) x D(F) — R the
associated symmetric bilinear form. Set V' := D(F). The unbounded linear operator A : D(A) C

V — V in V associated with F' is the operator defined by

D(A) :={u € D(F): there is (a unique) v € V such that a(u,w) = (v|w) for all w € D(F)},
Au = for all w € D(F).
(2.4.3)

Remark 2.4.21. The uniqueness of v € V in (2.4.3) is a consequence of the density of D(F') into
V. Moreover, by the Riesz Representation Theorem, u € D(A) if, and only if, the linear application
w — a(u,w) is continuous in D(F') with respect to the topology of H. We further observe that for
every u € D(A) and w € D(F) we have (Au|w) = a(u,w). In particular, taking w = u we obtain
(Au|u) = a(u,u) for all u € D(A).

Theorem 2.4.22. Let F : H — [0,40o0] be a quadratic form and let A : D(A) C V — V be the
unbounded linear operator in V := D(F) associated with F. If F is lower semicontinuous in H?"1°
then A is self-adjoint in V.

Definition 2.4.23. (Scalar product and norm in D(F)) Let F' : H — [0,400] be a quadratic form
and a : D(F) x D(F) — R the associated symmetric bilinear form. The scalar product (-|-)pry in
D(F) is defined by

(ulv) pery == alu,v) + (ujv), u,v € D(F),

and the corresponding norm || - || p(py in D(F') is given by

[ull ey = V@) +[[ull?, we D(F).

Proposition 2.4.24. Let F': H — [0, +o0] be a quadratic form. Then D(F) is a Hilbert space when
endowed with the scalar product (-|-) p(ry if, and only if, F' is lower semicontinuous in H.

Proposition 2.4.25. Let F' : H — [0,400] be a lower semicontinuous quadratic form and let

A:D(A) CV — V be the unbounded linear operator in V := D(F) associated with F. Then D(A)
is dense in D(F) with respect to the norm || - || p(r).

Proposition 2.4.26. Let F' : H — [0,+00] be a lower semicontinuous quadratic form and let

A:D(A) CV — V be the unbounded linear operator in V := D(F') associated with F. Consider the
quadratic form G : H — [0, +o0] defined by

Glu) = {(Au|u) ifu e D(A),

+00 otherwise.

2.15 ge6 Definition 2.5.3 in Subsection 2.5.1 below.
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Then F = sc”G, where sc”G is the lower semicontinuous envelope of G in H?'6.

2.4.2. The Case of Elliptic Partial Differential Operators

In Chapter 3 we will be particularly interested in spectral properties of a specific type of unbounded
linear operators, namely, partial differential operators.

Definition 2.4.27. (M (¢,n,9Q), Ms(¢,n,9)) Let Q@ C RY be an open set and let (,n € R
be such that 0 < ¢ < n. We represent by M((,n,Q) the set of all N x N real matrices
A = (aij)1<ijen € [L=®(Q)]V*N such that for all £ € RY and for LN -a.e. x € Q,

(A(z)€le) = ¢ligl®, (2.4.4)
[A@)E] < nll€ll (2.4.5)

We represent by Mg (¢, n, ) the set of all matrices in M ((,n,)) that are symmetric, precisely, the set
of all matrices A = (a;j)1<ij<n € M(C,n,Q) such that for alli,j € {1,---,N} and for LN -a.e. z € (,

aij(x) = aji(x).
Notation 2.4.28. For simplicity, if A is an N x N matrix and &1, & € RY, we often write A¢,&; in

place of (A&|&2).

Assume that  C RY is a bounded and open set, let b € L>° () be nonnegative and let A € Mg (¢, n,Q)
for some (,n € R such that 0 < ¢ < 7. Define the continuous and symmetric bilinear form
a: HY Q) x HH(Q) — R in H}(Q) by

a(u,v) = [ A(z)Vu(z)Vo(z)dz + [ b(z)u(z)v(z)dx (2.4.6)
Q Q
for u,v € H} ().
In view of (2.4.4) and Poincaré’s Inequality, we have that a(-,-) is coercive in HE(Q) x HE (), i.e.,
there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all u € H}(£2), one has
a(u,u) > QTHUH%{;(Q) (24.7)

We now introduce the densely defined self-adjoint unbounded linear operator A : D(A) C L?(Q) —
L2(Q) in L?(2) defined by

D(A) :={u € H}(Q): v a(u,v) is continuous in Hg () for the topology of L*(Q)}, (2.4.8)
a(u,v) = (Aulv) for all u € D(A) and v € H}(Q2), o
where (+|-) stands for the inner product in L?(2).
Remark 2.4.29. In other words,
Y9 du
— _div(A — — (a;; — 2.4.
Au div(AVu) + bu ijzﬂ oz, (a” axj) + bu (2.4.9)

2.16 g66 Definition 2.5.4 in Subsection 2.5.1 below.
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for u € D(A), where
D(A) = {u € Hy(Q): div(AVu) € L*(Q)}. (2.4.10)

An operator operator of the form (2.4.9) is said to be a partial differential operator. Under condition
(2.4.7) it is said to be elliptic.

Equipped with the graph norm

lulloeay = y/lull ooy + I Aullay,  w € DA),

D(A) is a Hilbert space embedded into H{ () with continuous injection. Since the injection of Hg (£2)
into L2(€2) is compact, it follows that the injection of D(A) into Hg(f2) is also compact. In view of
the Lax-Milgram Theorem, A is an isomorphism of D(A) onto L?(2), A~! € £(L?(Q)) is self-adjoint
and compact. Therefore, we can apply the following general result with V = H{(Q) and H = L*(Q)
in order obtain spectral properties of A.

Theorem 2.4.30. Let V be a Hilbert space dense and compactly embedded in H. Let a(-,-) be
a continuous, symmetric and coercive bilinear form in V- x V, and let A : D(A) C H — H be the
self~adjoint unbounded linear operator in H defined by

{D(.A) :={u € V: v a(u,v) is continuous in V for the topology of H}, (2.4.11)

a(u,v) = (Aulv) for allu € D(A) and v € V.
Then

(i) 0(A) = 0,(.A) and for each eigenvalue A € o,(A) the associated eigenspace N (A — A\Z) is finite
dimensional;

(ii) o,(.A) can be written as a nondecreasing sequence { A }ren, where each eigenvalue is repeated
according to its multiplicity, such that A\, — +o00 as k — +0oo;

(iii) the eigenfunctions wuy of the operator A normalized in H and associated with \j, satisfy the

variational formulation
a(ug,v) = Mg(ug|v) forallveV, (2.4.12)
[Jugll =1,
(iv) the vector subspace generated by the eigenfunctions uy, (normalized in H) is dense in V and in

H, with {uy, }ren forming an orthonormal basis of H;

(v) representing for each | by U; the subspace generated by {uy,---,u;}, we have that

A= min a(u,u), A= min a(u,u), k=>2. (2.4.13)
weV,||u||=1 "GV,H"iH=1,
ueUk71

Remark 2.4.31. (A word on the nomenclature) Consider the elliptic partial differential operator
defined by (2.4.6) and (2.4.8). In the literature, the problem of finding the eigenvalues and the
corresponding eigenfunctions of A is often referred as the spectral problem associated with the operator
(= div(AV) + b) with Dirichlet boundary conditions, and is posed as: find (A, u) such that

{ —div(AVu) + bu = Au  a.e. in ,

u e HAQ), (2.4.14)
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Remark 2.4.32. (The periodic case) Besides Dirichlet boundary conditions, we will also be interested
in the case of periodic boundary conditions. Precisely, let Y := (0,1). We represent by H,(Y) the

closure of C°(Y') with respect to the H'(Y')-norm. For 1 < p < + oo, LY (Y;R™) stands for the

p
loc

space of all functions in L (RYN:R™) which are Y -periodic. We say that a matrix is Y -periodic if

each of its components is a Y -periodic function.

Let b € LE(Y) be such that infy b > 0, and let A = (a;;)1<i,j<N € [L;f(Y)]NXN be a Y -periodic
matrix in Mg(¢,n,Y). Arguing as in the beginning of this subsection, Theorem 2.4.30 can be applied
to the bilinear form a : Hj,(Y) x Hj,(Y) — R defined in Hj(Y') by

a(u,v) = /Y A(y)Vuly) Voly) dy + /Y b(y)u(y)o(y) dy (2.4.15)

for u,v € H}#(Y), with V = H#(Y) and H = L?@&(Y)'

As in the Dirichlet case, the associated elliptic partial differential operator A : D(A) C Li(Y) —
Li(Y) defined by (2.4.11) can be alternatively given by
N

0 ou

Au = —div(AVu) + bu = — —(ai-—

( ) Z J ayj

o ) + bu

ij=1
for u € D(A), where
D(A) = {u € Hi(Y): div(AVu) € LL(Y)}.
In this setting, (2.4.14) takes the form: find (A, u) such that

—div(AVu) +bu= A u a.e inY,
u e Hy(Y),

and is said to be the periodic spectral problem associated with the operator (— div(AV) + b).

We observe also that since Y is connected and Lipschitz continuous, it can be proved that the first

eigenvalue A1,

M= min { [ AwTuw et s+ [

uGH;(Y) Q

b(y)u(y)o(y) dy},
lull L2y =1

is simple and the associated eigenfunction u, belongs to H%E(Y) N Cgf(Y) for some 0 < s < 1, and
can be chosen to be a strictly positive function (see Gilbarg and Trudinger [52]).

2.5. I'~-CONVERGENCE AND G-CONVERGENCE.

In this dissertation, we will often adopt variational methods to study the problems treated here. In
particular, the notions of I'-convergence and G-convergence will play an important role. In this section
we collect some properties concerning these two concepts, and we refer to the books Dal Maso [31],
Cioranescu and Donato [28], Jikov, Kozlov and Oleinik [53], and to the references therein.

2.5.1. I'-Convergence

The notion of I'-convergence may be introduced in an arbitrary topological space. However, for our
purposes throughout this work, it suffices to consider topological spaces satisfying the first axiom of
countability, in which case I'-convergence acquires a sequential characterization.
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In the sequel of this subsection, X is a topological space satisfying the first axiom of countability, i.e.,
every point has a countable neighborhood basis. We represent by {F}},cn and {Fs}s5>0 a sequence
and a family of functions from X into R, respectively.

Definition 2.5.1. (I-limit inferior, T-limit superior, I-limit) We say that F’ : X — R and
F": X — R are the I'-limit inferior and the T'-limit superior, respectively, of the sequence {F;};en if
for all x € X we have
F'(z) = min{limjanj(xj): zjeX, x;—rxinX asj— —|—oo}

j—+o0

and
F'(z) = min{limsuij(xj): rjeX, z; —axinX asj— —|—oo} .
j——+oo

We often represent F' by F—liminf F; and F" by I'-limsup Fj.
Jj—+o0 j—too
If there exists a function F : X — R such that

F=F"=F

then we write F = T'- 41121 F;, and we say that the sequence {F}};en I'-converges to F' in X or that
j—+oo

F is the I'-limit of {F}}jen in X.
We say that F' : X — R and F"" : X — R are the I'-limit inferior and the I'-limit superior, respectively,

of the family {F5}s-¢ Iif for every sequence of positive numbers {0;}jen converging to zero we have

F' = [-liminf Fs, and F" = I-limsup Fs;,

respectively. We say that the family {Fj}s~o I'-converges to a function F' : X — R if for every
sequence of positive numbers {0; }jen converging to zero we have

F =T-liminf Fs, = I'-limsup Fj; .

J—+o0 j——+oo

Remark 2.5.2. As an immediate consequence of the definition, the sequence {F;} en I'-converges to
F in X if, and only if, the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) for all € X and for every sequence {z;} ey converging to x in X, we have

F(z) < liminf Fj(z;);

J—-+oo
(ii) for all x € X there is a sequence {z;},en converging to x in X such that

F(z)= lim Fj(z;).
j—-+oo

Definition 2.5.3. (Lower semicontinuous function, Ls.c.) We say that a function F : X — R is lower
semicontinuous (briefly Ls.c.) in X if for all x € X and for every sequence {x;};cn converging to x in
X, we have

F(z) < liminf F(x;).

J—+oo
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Definition 2.5.4. (Lower semicontinuous envelope) Let F' : X — R. The Ls.c. envelope of F is the
function sc¢”F defined for all x € X by

s F(z) :=sup{G(z): G is ls.c., G < F}.

Remark 2.5.5. It can be checked that sc”F' is the greatest Ls.c. function bounded from above by F'.

Examples 2.5.6. (I-limits) 1) If the functions Fj are independent of z, i.e., if for all j € N
there exits a constant a; € R such that Fj(z) = a; for all z € X, then F’ = liminf; ., a; and

[Ja—
F" =limsup,_,; . a;.

2) If the functions F; are independent of j € N, i.e., if there exits a function F' : X — R such that
F; = F for all j € N, then F' = F" = sc'F, that is, {F}}jen I'-converges to s¢’ F' in X.

We now state two important properties of I'-limits.
Proposition 2.5.7. If {F}, }xen is a subsequence of {F}; }jen, then

I-liminf F; < I'-liminf Fj, and T'-limsup F; > I'-limsup F, .
Jj—+oo k—-+o00 j—+o0 k—+o00

In particular, if {F};},;en I'-converges to F' in X then also {F}, }xen T'-converges to F' in X.
Proposition 2.5.8. The functions F' and F" are l.s.c. in X.

The first of the next two results shows that the I'-limits remain unchanged if we replace the functions
F}; by their l.s.c. envelopes sc™F;. The second characterizes the behavior of the I'-convergence under
continuous perturbations.

Proposition 2.5.9. We have that

I-liminf s’ F; = I'-liminf F; and [I'-limsupsc F; = I'-limsup F}.
Jj—+o0 Jj—+o00 j——4o0 j——+oo

In particular, {F;}jen T-converges to F': X — R in X if, and only if, {sc"F}}jen T'-converges to F in
X .

Propositions 2.5.10. Let G : X — R be a continuous function. Then

I-liminf(F; + G) = (F-ljm_&nf Fj) +G and T-limsup(F; +G) = <F—limsup Fj) +G.
j—+o0

j—4o0 j—+oo Jj—+oo
In particular, if {F;}jen I'-converges to F in X, then {F; + G}jen I'-converges to F' + G in X.

We will now see that, under some equi-coercivity hypotheses, the I'-convergence of {F}} ey to a
function £ in X implies the convergence of the infima of F}; to the minimum of F.

Definition 2.5.11. (Coercive function) We say that F': X — R is coercive if for all t € R, the closure
of the set {F <t} :={z € X: F(z) <t} is a compact subset of X.

Definition 2.5.12. (Equi-coercive sequence of functions) The sequence {F;} ;e is said to be equi-
coercive (in X)) if for all t € R there exist a closed and compact subset K; of X such that for all j € N
one has {F; < t} C K,.
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Proposition 2.5.13. The sequence {F}};jen Is equi-coercive if, and only if, there exists a Ls.c. and
coercive function G : X — R such that F; > G in X for all j € N.

Definition 2.5.14. (6-minimizer of a function) Let F': X — R and § > 0. A point x € X is said to
be a §-minimizer of F' in X if

1
< i ——= .
F(:U)\max{ylg)f{F(y)—i—&, 6}

Remark 2.5.15. Ifinfx F' > —oo and if § > 0 is small enough, then x is a d-minimizer of F' in X if,
and only if,
F(x) < inf F 0.
(@) < inf Fly) +

The next result concerns the convergence of the infima of an equi-coercive sequence of functions.

Theorem 2.5.16. Assume that the sequence {F}};jen is equi-coercive and that I'-converges to a
function F : X — R in X. Then F is coercive and

in F(z) = i inf F;(x).

L
Moreover, if for all j € N z; is a minimizer of F; in X, or more generally a ¢ ;-minimizer, where {0; } jen
is a sequence of positive numbers converging to zero, then every accumulation point x of {x;};en is a
minimizer of F in X and

F(z)= lim Fj(x;).
J—-+oo

Finally, we state two results, the first of which shows that the I'-convergence in X satisfies Urysohn’s
convergence property; the second one establishes a compactness property of the I'-convergence.

Proposition 2.5.17. The sequence {F;};en I'-converges to a function F : X — R in X if, and only
if, from every subsequence of {F}};cn we can extract a further subsequence that T'-converges to F' in
X.

Theorem 2.5.18. Assume that X admits a countable basis. Then from every sequence {F;};en we
can extract a I'-convergent subsequence.

Remark 2.5.19. In some cases we will be interested in the study of the I'-convergence with respect
to the weak topology of a Banach space, which is not metrizable. Nevertheless, under some suitable
hypotheses the previous definitions and results may be extended to this case. Precisely, assume that
X is a Banach space whose dual is separable. Then there exists a metric d in X for which the weak
topology in every bounded in norm subset B coincides with the topology induced in B by the metric
d. Thus, restricted to B, the weak topology satisfies the second axiom of countability.

Assume now that {Fj};en is a sequence of functions defined in X with values in R such that F; > G
for all j € N, where G : X — R is a function satisfying lim ;| 400 G(x) = 400. In this setting, the
study of the I'-convergence of {F;};en with respect to the weak topology of X reduces to study of
the T'-convergence of {F}} cn with respect to the weak topology of a bounded in norm subset B of
X ; we are thus confined to the study of the I'-convergence in a topological space satisfying the second
axiom of countability. As such, under these hypotheses, we can make use of the definitions and results
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stated above, where in place of convergence in X one should read convergence with respect to the
weak topology of X.

2.5.2. G-Convergence

Definition 2.5.20. (Weak solution for the Dirichlet problem) Let @ C RN be an open and bounded
set, f € H-Y(Q), and A = (a;j)1<1,j<n € [L=®(Q)V*N. We say that u is a weak solution of the
Dirichlet problem

(2.5.1)

—div(AVu) = f inQ,
u=0 on 0f),

if u belongs to Hg(S2) and satisfies the variational equation
| A@Tu(@)Vele) s = (7001 0 o)

for all v € HL(Q).

Remark 2.5.21. In view of Lax—Milgram Theorem, if we assume that A € M({,n,Q) for some
¢,n € R such that 0 < ¢ < n then for all f € H~'(Q) there exists a unique weak solution u for the
corresponding Dirichlet problem (2.5.1). Moreover, under additional regularity hypotheses on Q, A
and f, it can be proved that u is a weak solution if, and only if, it is a solution in the classical sense
(see, for example, Gilbarg and Trudinger [52]).

Definition 2.5.22. (G-convergence, G-limit) Let @ C RY be an open and bounded set and let
¢,n € R be such that 0 < ¢ < n. We say that a sequence of matrices {A:}es0 C Ms(¢,n,Q) G-
converges to a matrix Ay € Ms((,n,Q) if for every f € H~1(Q) the weak solution u. of the Dirichlet
problem

—div(A:Vue) = f inQ,
ue =0 on 02,

is such that u. — ug weakly in H}(Q) as e — 07, where ug is the weak solution of the Dirichlet

problem
{ —div(AoVu) = f inQ,
u=20 on 9.

In this case, the matrix Ay is said to be the G-limit of the sequence {A.}:>0.

The next theorem states the main properties of G-convergence.
Theorem 2.5.23. Let Q C RY be an open and bounded set and let (,n € R be such that 0 < ¢ < 7.
Let {A.}.~¢ be a sequence of matrices in Mg(¢,n,2). Then

(i) (compactness) there exists a subsequence {A. }or~o of {Ac}eso that G-converges to some
AO S MS(C777’Q)7

(ii) (uniqueness) the sequence {A.}c~¢ admits at most one G-limit;

(iii) (locality) if {A:}es0 G-converges to some Ay € Mg((,n,$) and if {B:}eso C Ms(¢,n,Q) is
another sequence G-convergent to some By € Mg((,n,Q) and for which there exists a set w C )
such that A, = B, for all e > 0 and a.e. in w, then Ag = By;

(iv) (Urysohn) {Ac}eso G-converges to some Ay € Mg((,n,Q) if, and only if, from every
subsequence of {A.}.~o we can extract a further subsequence that G-converges to Ag.
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The next theorem relates the G-convergence of a sequence of matrices and the I'-convergence of a
certain sequence of associated functionals.

Theorem 2.5.24. Let Q C RY be an open and bounded set and let (,n € R be such that 0 < ¢ < 7.
Let {Ac}eso € Ms(C,n,Q2) and Ag € Ms(¢,n,Q). Then {A.}.~o G-converges to Ay if, and only if,
the sequence of functionals {J:}.~o, where J. : L*(Q) — [0, +0oc] is defined by

J.(u) = {/QAE(JU)Vu(a:)Vu(x) dz ifu€ H}(Q),

400 otherwise,

for u € L*(Q), T-converges in L*(Q) to the functional Jo : L*(Q2) — [0, +00] given for u € L?(2) by

Jo(u) = {/QAO(:E)VU(:U)VU(QC) dr ifue H}(Q),

400 otherwise.

Remark 2.5.25. The notion of G-convergence above may be generalized to the case in which the
matrices in M (¢, n, ) are not necessarily symmetric. This generalization is called H-convergence and
it was introduced by Tartar in [73], and further developed by Murat and Tartar in [63] (see also Murat

[62]).

In Chapter 3 we will mostly be interested in a particular type of sequences of matrices in Mg(¢,n,€2).
Precisely, let Y := (0,1)V, let (,n € R be such that 0 < ¢ < 5, and let A = (a;j)1<ij<n €
(L3 (Y)]N*N be a Y-periodic matrix in Mg(¢,n,Y). For each & > 0, set

xr ..
Ae = (aj;)1<ij<n, where af;(z) = a;; (g>, i,je{l,---,N}. (2.5.2)

Observe that each matrix A. is €Y -periodic and belongs to Mg((,n, O) for every open subset O of
RY. The next result is a classical one within homogenization theory.

Theorem 2.5.26. Let Q C RY be an open and bounded set, and let {A.}.~o be the sequence of
matrices defined in (2.5.2). Then there exists a constant matrix A" € Mg((,n,Q) such that {A.}.>o
G-converges to A". Moreover, the sequence of functionals {J. }.~o, where J. : H}(2) — R is given by

Je(u) ::/QAs(:E)Vu(x)Vu(x)dx

foru € H}(Q), T-converges with respect to the weak topology of Hg (S2) to the functional J : H} () —
R defined by

J(u) = / AMu(x)Vu(z) de
for u € H}(Q). The matrix A" is also called the homogenized limit of the sequence {A.}c~o.

2.5.3. Convergence of Eigenvalues of Sequences of Unbounded Operators

In this subsection we state two results in terms of G-convergence and I'-convergence regarding
convergence of eigenvalues, and of the associated eigenfunctions, of sequences of densely defined self-
adjoint operators. The first one is a classic result within homogenization theory (see Kesavan [54],
[55]; see also Boccardo and Marcellini [14]).
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Theorem 2.5.27. Let Q0 C RY be an open and bounded set, Y := (0,1)N, and A = (a;j)1<i j<n €
[L?(Y)}NXN a Y-periodic matrix in Mg((,n,Y") for some ¢,n € R such that 0 < ¢ < 7. For each
£ > 0 consider the €Y -periodic matrix in Ms(¢,n,) defined by (2.5.2). Let A" be the homogenized
limit of {A.}es0. Represent by {\:i}ren and {A\p}ren the nondecreasing sequences formed by
the eigenvalues of the operators —div(A.V) and —div(A"V) with Dirichlet boundary conditions,
respectively, where each eigenvalue is repeated according to its multiplicity, and let {u. x}ren and
{up}ren be the associated L?(§)-normalized sequences of eigenfunctions, respectively. Then for all
keN,
Aek — A ase — 07

and, up to a not relabeled subsequence,
ue p — ug, weakly in H} () ase — 0.
Moreover, if \i, is simple then the whole sequence {uz i }->0 converges.

The next result, whose proof can be found in Bouchitté, Mascarenhas and Trabucho [19, Thm. 3.1], will
play an important role in the study of the spectral problem addressed in Chapter 3 of this dissertation.

Proposition 2.5.28. Let A. : H. — H. be a sequence of densely defined self-adjoint operators,
where H. coincides algebraically with H endowed with a scalar product (- |-). such that

c1ljul|? < (uu). < ezl|ul|?, for suitable positive constants c1, ca, (2.5.3)
lim+(u6|va)€ = (u|v) whenever u. — u and v. — v in H ase — 0F. (2.5.4)
e—0

Let Ge : H — (—00,+00] be defined by Ge(u) := (Aculu)e, if u € D(A:), and G.(u) := +oo,
otherwise. Assume further that the three following conditions hold:

(i) G-(u) = — col|lu||?, for a suitable constant co > 0 independent of ¢;

(ii) If sup G.(ue) < 400 and sup |juc|| < +oo, then the sequence {u.}e~o is strongly relatively
e>0 e>0

compact in H;
(iii) {G:}e>0 I'-converges to a certain functional G.

Then, the limit functional G determines a unique closed linear operator Ay : H — H with compact
resolvent such that G(u) = (Agu|u), for all u € D(Ap). Furthermore, the spectral problems associated
with A, converge in the following sense: let (Ve , ue ) and (vg,uy) be such that

Ue | € D(Aa>7 Aaua,k = Vg, kUek, Vejl < Ve 2 < -0 < Ve k < ey (us7k|ua,l)€ = O,
ug € D(Ao), Aouy, = vpug, vy S s SV S, (ug|uy) = ki,

where k,l € N and 6, denotes the Kronecker symbol. Then v, — v}, as e — 0%. Moreover, up to
a subsequence that we will not relabel, {uc j}.~¢ converges as e — 07 to an eigenfunction associated
to vi. Conversely, any eigenfunction uy, is the strong limit of a particular sequence of eigenfunctions
of A, associated with v j.
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Chapter 3

Spectral Analysis in a Thin and Periodically
Oscillating Medium

Under the motivation mentioned in the Introduction (see Subsection 1.1), we consider an elliptic
operator with e-periodic coefficients and the corresponding Dirichlet spectral problem in a three-
dimensional bounded domain of small thickness 5. We study the asymptotic behavior of the spectrum
of this problem as both positive parameters ¢ and § tend to zero. As we will see this asymptotic
behavior depends crucially on the ratio between e and §.

The results corresponding to the cases ¢ ~ ¢ (0 = ¢) and ¢ € 0 (§ = €™, 7 < 1) were
announced in Ferreira and Mascarenhas [45]. In Ferreira, Mascarenhas and Piatnitski [46] detailed
proofs of the statements formulated in Ferreira and Mascarenhas [45] were provided, and the case
e> (6 =¢", 7> 1) was studied.

Our analysis relies on I'-convergence and asymptotic expansions techniques for spectral problems.
Some of our arguments are based on the Vishik-Lyusternik Lemma.

3.1. MAIN RESULTS.

Let w be an open and bounded subset of R? and let § be a positive parameter. Consider the thin
domain Qs := w x 61, where I := (—1/2,1/2). Throughout this chapter the Greek characters o and
B take their values in the set {1,2} and we will often write Z instead of (x1,2z2). Given a function
f:R? = R, de {23}, Vf stands for the vector (9f/0x1,0f/0x5), while V3f and Asf stand for
Of /Ox3 and 0 f/0x3, respectively.

Let Y := (0,1)* and let A = (aij)i<ijen € [LF(Y)]**? be a 3 x 3 real, Y-periodic matrix in
Ms(¢,n,Y x I) for some ¢,n € R such that 0 < ¢ <7 (see Definition 2.4.27). Notice that in view of
(2.4.4) and (2.4.5), we have that for all £ € R? and for a.e. j €Y,

cliEl® < (Am)ele) < mllgll®. (3.1.1)

In order to simplify the notations, we will often write A in place of (AE|€). For each € > 0 define
x .
A = (afj)lgi’jgg, where afj(a?) = aj <g), i, €{1,2,3}.

We observe that each matrix A, is eY-periodic and belongs to Mg (¢, n,w X I); moreover, it satisfies
(3.1.1) a.e. in w. Our goal is to characterize the asymptotic behavior as € and § tend to zero of the
eigenvalues )\g associated with the spectral problem
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{ —div(A.V#?) = A58 ae. in Qj, (3.1.2)

’LN)éS € H&(Q(;)

Fig. 3.1.1. Thin and periodically oscillating media

We also assume that aqs = 0 a.e. in R2, thus we admit that the planar flux associated to the wave
function depends exclusively on the behavior of this function in the cross-section w. This hypothesis
enables us to decouple the limit problem, simplifying a lot our computations. We denote by A and
A. the 2 x 2 matrices A := (aqp) and A. = (afz), respectively.

As we have seen in Subsection 2.4.2, by Theorem 2.4.30 the spectrum ¢ of the self-adjoint operator
—div(A.V) in L?*(Qs) with Dirichlet boundary conditions is discrete and can be written as a
nondecreasing sequence {)\g,k}keN» where each eigenvalue is repeated according to its multiplicity,
such that )‘g,k — +00 as k — +o0.

Moreover, in view of (2.4.13), (3.1.1) and Poincaré’s Inequality, )\g’l > 0. We further observe that by
Theorem 2.5.27, for each 0 fixed we have that for all k& € N, Ag,k — A} as ¢ — 0%, where {\)}xen
is the nondecreasing sequence formed by the eigenvalues of the operator — div(A"V) in L?(Qs) with
Dirichlet boundary conditions, being A" the homogenized limit of {A.}.~¢. On the other hand, using
(2.4.13), it can be checked that for each € fixed one has /\g’k — 400 as § — 0T, for all k£ € N. Here
we are interested in the case in which both parameters € and § converge to zero simultaneously.

A detailed characterization of the asymptotic behavior of o0 is given in Theorem 3.1.1 for the case
€ = ¢, in Theorem 3.1.2 for the case ¢ < §, and in Theorems 3.1.4 and 3.1.7 for the case € > . As
we mentioned before, our analysis relies on I'-convergence and asymptotic expansions techniques
for spectral problems. Some of our arguments are based on the Vishik-Lyusternik Lemma (see
Lemma 2.4.17).

Consider the quadratic energy E? : L2(w x 1) — [0, +00] defined by

E%(3) = /m] A(Z)Vo(2®)Vi(z0) da®  if o € H (w x 61),

400 otherwise,

(3.1.3)

for © € L?*(w x 0I), whose associated operator (in the sense of Definition 2.4.20) is precisely the self-
adjoint operator — div(A.V) in L?(w x 6I) with Dirichlet boundary conditions (see Subsection 2.4.2).

As it is usual in the dimension reduction framework, the first step is to perform a rescaling and a change
of variables in order to transform problem (3.1.2) into an equivalent one defined in the fixed domain
w x I. To each point 2% = (2%, 23) € w x §I we associate the point x = (Z,x3) = (z°,6 '03) € w x I,
and we define v € H} (w x I) by v(z) := #(2°) whenever © € H}(w x §I). Accordingly, we rescale the
energy in (3.1.3) by dividing it by ¢ so that the new energy becomes E? : L?(w x I) — [0, 4+-oc],

= _ a54(T) )
ES(v) = { /LUXIAE(x)Vv(a:)Vv(m) + 322 |Vav(z)[*de  if v € H}(w x I), (3.1.4)
+00 otherwise.

The rescaled spectral problem reads

€
{ —divi(ﬁgﬁvg) _ %Aﬂ)g = /\g vg a.e.inw x I, (3.1.5)

52
vd € H(w x I).
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We stress that problems (3.1.2) and (3.1.5) are equivalent.

Before stating our main results, we will introduce some notation. Since we are interested in the
cases € & §, ¢ € ¢ and € > 0, we consider 6 = ¢ for each 7 € (0,+00), and we introduce the
L?(Y )-normalized first eigenpair (ul o, ¢ ) for the bidimensional periodic spectral problem

{ —e20-D div(AVT) + agsm?¢T = pulé?l  ae. inY, (3.1.6)

oL € Hy(Y).

We recall that the eigenvalue u7 , is real, positive and simple, and the associated L*(Y')-normalized
eigenfunction ¢7 5 belongs to H#(Y) DC;;’S(Y), for some 0 < s < 1, and may be chosen to be a strictly
positive function (see Remark 2.4.32).

We will distinguish three cases: 7 =1, 7 < 1 and 7 > 1. Notice that if 7 = 1 then problem (3.1.6)
does not depend on ¢, and for that reason we simply write (10, ¢o) to denote its L?(Y)-normalized
first eigenpair.

Let us also introduce the following unidimensional spectral problem in the interval I:

g — .
{ 0 ¢f ae. in I, (3.1.7)

0 e H(I),

whose n'™™ L?(I)-normalized eigenpair is represented by (n,6,) for each n € N, with (¢,6;) :=
(72,32 cos(mx3)), 3 € I. The following statement characterizes the behavior of ¢ in the case § ~ ¢.

Theorem 3.1.1. (¢ ~ §) Under the above hypotheses, let (M-, v- 1) be a k'™ eigenpair associated
with problem (3.1.5) for § = ¢, and let (v, ;) be a k'" eigenpair associated with the bidimensional
homogenized spectral problem in the cross section w

—div(B"Vy) =vp ae. inw,
p € Hy(w),

where the 2 x 2 constant matrix B" is the homogenized limit of the family of €Y -periodic matrices

{B:}es0, Be = (b) with _ 7
b @ 1= [o0 (2 )] aas(2):

Then, there exists a self-adjoint operator A. : H. — H., where H. coincides algebraically with
L?(w x I) endowed with the scalar product (-|-). defined by

(ulv)e := /wXI ’qﬁo(%) ‘QU(iﬂ)v((E) dz, u,v € L*(w x I),

such that D(A.) is dense in Hi(w x I) and

T
Aek = g Fver,  ex(F s) = ¢0(g)u57k(i,x3) ae. (7,23) €wx I, (3.1.8)

where (Ve i, uc 1) is a k' eigenpair of A., that is,
Ue k € D(As), Asus,k = Veg,kUek, Vel < Ve 2 <o SV < ve ey, (us,k|ue,l)s = Opi.

)

Furthermore, v, j, — vy, as e — 01 and, up to a subsequence that we do not relabel, u. j, — uj, weakly
in HY (w x I) as e — 0T, where uy is the product of an eigenfunction associated with vy, and 6.
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Conversely, any product of eigenfunctions u, = @61 is the weak limit of a particular sequence of
eigenfunctions associated with v j,.

We next provide the characterization of o'g when ¢ < §. For each j € Ny define

0j = 772/Ya3»3(?3)1/}j(17) dy, (3.1.9)

where 19 =1 in Y and, for j > 1, v; are the solutions of the recurrence problems in H#(Y)

j—1
— div(A(Y) V) = —ass(D) 71 + Y ordi1-1, /Y ;(5) dy = 0. (3.1.10)
£=0

Theorem 3.1.2. (¢ < §) Suppose that the above hypotheses are fulfilled and that in addition a.g are
uniformly Lipschitz continuous in Y. Let ()\e,k, vak) be a k" eigenpair associated with the problem
(3.1.5) with § = " for some 7 € (0,1), and let (ul o, ¢Z ) be the L?(w)-normalized first eigenpair of
(3.1.6). Let i € N be such that % <7< Z.J%l,
bidimensional homogenized spectral problem in the cross section w

and let (v, 1) be a k' eigenpair associated with the

{ _ div([lh )<p) =vp a.e inw, (3.1.11)

v € H}(w

where the 2 x 2 constant matrix A" is the homogenized limit of the sequence {A.}.~o. Then,
plo — 7 [y ass(y)dy = 0o as € — 0T, ¢I(z/e) — 1 = v uniformly in w as ¢ — 0T, and
there exists a self-adjoint operator A. : H. — H., where H. coincides algebraically with L?(w x I)
endowed with the scalar product (-|-). defined by

(ufv). = / .

such that D(A.) is dense in H}(w x I) and

qbg,o(g) ‘2u(x)v(x) dz, u,ve L*(wx 1),

%

9j _ x _ _
Ae ke = Z m +pl +vek, vei(ZT,x3) = <;3;O<g>u5,k(ac7x3) a.e. (T,x3) ewx I, (3.1.12)
=0

where (Ve g, ue i) is a k'™ eigenpair of A, that is,
e € D(As),  Aclek = Ve e, Vel SVea < +o0 SVek < oovy (U k|Usi)e = O

Furthermore, pI — 0 ase — 07, v, — v, as € — 07, and, up to a subsequence that we will not
relabel, u. . — uy weakly in H} (w x I) as e — 0%, where uy, is the product between an eigenfunction
associated with vy and 6. Conversely, any product of eigenfunctions uy = @01 is the weak limit of
a particular sequence of eigenfunctions associated with v, j.

Remark 3.1.3. If the series _; -  |[¥;llL2(v) converges, the same happens with >, . |o;| since
from (3.1.9) we obtain that |p;| < C|[¢]|12(v), where C' is a constant independent of j. Moreover,

%
> o= and Y=

j>0 j>0
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where (po, ¢o) is the L?(Y')-normalized first eigenpair of (3.1.6) for 7 = 1. In fact, the sum on the
right hand side of (3.1.10) is the general term of the Cauchy convolution of the series ¢ := Zj >0 Vi
and p := Z];o pj. Summing (3.1.10) in j € Ny and passing to the limit, we get

{ —div(AVY) +azz 2y = ptp ae. inY,
S H}#(Y)v fyw dy =1,

which implies ¢ = ¢o/ [, ¢ody and p = pq.

We further observe that since =1 < 7 < #1, the convergence of 3, -  |o;| implies that for fixed
€ >0 and as ™ — 17, we have
i
9j Ho
> @ 2 (3.1.13)
§=0

This shows that as T tends to 1, the development (3.1.12) tends to the development (3.1.8). To prove

(3.1.13) we fix e > 0 and we consider, for an arbitrary 6 > 0, jo € N such that >, |pj| <. As 7
is of order H_Ll, to obtain the desired convergence it is enough to prove that
L2
J
i i+1 . = = . 3.1.14
Lim ZOS pj=p= o (3.1.14)
J:

Since

i
2(+1)
g g i+l p]

Jj=jo+1

< DIl <6,

Jj>Jjo

Z 2(j+1) 10 2G4 2(j+1)
g itl pj — E g itl pj+ g g i+l p]7
=0 =0 J=jo+1

and

Jo ) Jo

) 2(+1)

lim g op; = E Pjs
0 =0

i——+00 £
]:

the arbitrariness of § yields (3.1.14).

The case ¢ > 0, say § = &7 with 7 € (1,+00), seems a lot more difficult to handle due to the
degeneracy of the corresponding problem (3.1.6). Indeed, in the case 7 > 1 the asymptotic behavior
of 7 o depends strongly on the behavior of the potential ass (see, for instance, Kozlov and Piatnitski
[56], [57]). An interesting case is when the potential ass oscillates between two different values, as
it is the case of a two media mixture. In that direction we introduce new hypotheses on azz. In
Theorem 3.1.4 we identify the asymptotic expansion of the first eigenvalue. In Theorem 3.1.7 we
provide a characterization of the limit spectrum in the sense of Kuratowsky.

Theorem 3.1.4. (¢ > J) Under the general hypotheses stated above, assume in addition that a3 are
smooth functions and that there exists an open, connected and smooth subset QQ of Y, Q CC Y, such
that ass coincides with its minimum, ayiy, in () and is a smooth function strictly greater than ayy, in
Y\Q. Let (vo,qo) be the L?(Q)-normalized first eigenpair of the bidimensional spectral problem in Q

—div(AVq) =vq a.e. in Q,
{qe H&(Q) (3.1.15)

Let oo := {)\cx € RT: k € N} be the spectrum of problem (3.1.5) with 6 = & for some T € (1, +00).
Let k € N be such that k > -2, and let (uZ, ¢Z ) be the L?(Y')-normalized first eigenpair of (3.1.6).

95



Then pil 5 — aminT, ¢L g — qo weakly in H;E(Y) as € — 07, where we identify qo with its extension
by zero to the whole Y, and

2

AminT 1%} _ —1)—
Nea = T e 4 TRy T T
where p;, i € {1,---,k}, are well determined constants, |pT| < Ce®+2)7=(*+3) _, 0 as e — 0T, for

some constant C' independent of €, and

T F— 3
vig = inf {/
vEH] () w

leo(2)#ll 2 ="

fo(2)[ AvuTaa)

vanishes as € — 07.

Remark 3.1.5. Theorem 3.1.4 is valid under weaker regularity hypotheses on the coefficients. In
fact, as it will become clear within the proof, instead of smoothness it suffices to assume that a.p are
C**+2 functions and that in Y\Q ass is also a C**2 function, where k is the smallest natural number
satisfying k > ﬁ In particular, the smaller the positive number 7 — 1 is, the more regularity on the
coefficients is required.

Remark 3.1.6. Hypotheses of Theorem 3.1.4 cover the important case where azs oscillates between
two different values, but rule out the case in which ags is constant. Nevertheless, it is easy to see
that under the general hypotheses stated at the beginning of the present chapter, if ass is constant,
then for any 7 € (0,+00), ul, = agzm? and ¢Lo = 1. Moreover, as it will become clear from our
arguments, if ()\E’k, vg,k) is a k*" eigenpair associated with problem (3.1.5) with § = &7, then

a33772
)\s k=

, 2 + Ve g,
where v j, — vy, ase — 07 and, up to a subsequence that we do not relabel, v. j, — v = i1 weakly
in Hi(w x I) as e — 0T, being (vx, ¢1) a k' eigenpair associated with (3.1.11).

Finally, under quite more general hypotheses than those of Theorem 3.1.4, the next theorem
characterizes the limit spectrum in the sense of Kuratowsky.

Theorem 3.1.7. (¢ > 0) Assume the general hypotheses stated at the beginning of the present
chapter and, in addition, assume that w is connected and that ass attains a minimum value, Gy, at
some 7y € R? such that aqp and azz are continuous in some neighborhood of ijy. Then,

lim (52705) = [aminﬂ2,+oo] , (3.1.16)

e—0t

where the limit in (3.1.16) is to be understood in the sense of Kuratowsky, that is, [aminﬂg, —l—oo] is
the set of all cluster points of sequences {\: }c>0, e € €27 0.

The remaining part of this chapter is organized as follows. In Section 3.2 we prove some auxiliary
results. Section 3.3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 3.1.1, while Section 3.4 to the proof of
Theorem 3.1.2. Finally, in Section 3.5 we prove Theorems 3.1.4 and 3.1.7.
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3.2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS.

In this section we prove two preliminary results that play an important role in the subsequent sections.
The first result concerns a classical change of unknowns (see Vanninathan [75]; see also Allaire and
Malige [4]). In the cases ¢ = 0 and ¢ < ¢ it will allow us to transform the energies (3.1.4) into
functionals for which Proposition 2.5.28 applies.

Proposition 3.2.1. For fixed 1, > 0, consider the functions v and v related by
T

v(z) = Zo(g)u(m) for a.e. v = (T,x3) € w x I. (3.2.1)

Then v € H} (w x I) if, and only if, u € H}(w x I). Moreover, if v € Hi(w x I), then

20 (g) ’2As(f)vu(w)vu(x) da.
(3.2.2)

| A@Tu@9u@) + B2 - Ll @P s - [
wx I € € wx T

ProoF. We will proceed in two steps.

Step 1. We begin by proving that equality (3.2.2) holds for every u € H} (w x I) N L (w x I).

Fix u € Hy(w x I) N L>®(w x I). Since ¢7, € HL(Y)N C%S(Y) for some 0 < s < 1, the function v
defined by (3.2.1) belongs to H(w x I) N L>=(w x I). Furthermore, we have

-
_ ME,O

() da

/ A(@)T0()Vola) + %@ﬂv(xw

= [ Jozo(3)[ A@ute)Vu@) + 5442 90 () Toro(2) u(w)l da
2@y vz (7)) 2o Jute) + oo ()] e

-
/J’E,O
€2T

To(3)[ @) da

“f
wx T
_/wxl
We claim that for a.e. z3 € I,

1 = T T\ & T ? 2 g_ =\ Y7 AT z = T ? =
| 5@ 9020 (2) Fero (D) @) + 24.(2) 962 (2) Tulw) 67 (£ Ju(w) az

T\ |2 9 1 Ko
fo(5)| oz = [ £

from which Step 1 will follow.

fo(D)[ )P az, (323)

To prove claim (3.2.3) we start by observing that since w is an open and bounded subset of R? there
exist m. pairwise disjoint translated sets of Y, denoted by Y;, ¢ = 1,--- m,, such that

me
w Cw, wherew:= int( U EYZ'>.
i=1

Representing by @ the extension by zero of the function u to the set @ x I, we have @ € H} (@ x 1) N
L>*(@ x I). Using the change of variables 3 := £, defining w(y, 23) := u(ey, x3), and recalling that
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a5;(z) = a;;(£), we obtain for a.e. x5 € I:

/wgiQAE:z Vo ( )ws ( )\u( )|2+§21€(:z)v¢;0(§) Vu(z) ;OG)U(I)M
+/w“§:T(f)n2 To(g)‘ lu(z)|? dz
23| [ ZAGVe @6 oDt

+ / 2 AG)V 6T o(3)Vit(eq, 23T o(3) (7, x3) / 1330 22147 ¢ >|2|a<sg,w3>|2dg]

527’

—522 [ | SA@Te, @7 oItz ) + 180 2247 o5 >(¢;O<y>w<y,m3>|2)dy].
(3.2.4)

For a.e. x3 € I, let w,, € Hy(Y) N L>(Y) be the function defined by

wgg3 g w? -+ zl,xg

where z; € Z* are such that Y; =Y + z;, i = 1,---,m.. Notice that ¢7 jw,, € H#(Y) Using the
Y-periodicity of a;; and ¢, and using @7 wz, as a test function in the variational formulation of
¢L o, we get for a.e. x3 € I

22{ || AT (6ot 20)) + 07 1) (0ol 22))

—| / S ADTL TG 00, 0) + SR D oD@ g (B2
:EQ/YZ;) 200 (D2 0(9)way (7)) dﬂ_/{:éf ;0(§>‘2|u(x)|2df,

where in the last equality we used the definition of w,, w and u, the Y-periodicity of ¢7 ; and the

change of variables Z := ey.

From (3.2.4)—(3.2.5) we derive claim (3.2.3).

Step 2. We establish (3.2.2).

We start by proving that if v € H}(w x I), then the function u given by (3.2.1) belongs to Hg (w x I)
and

LXIAE(x)vU(x)vv(m)+%@ﬂm(@ﬁ ‘260| (@) de > /M ¢£,o(§)\zﬁg(@)m(xwu(w> dz.

(3.2.6)

Fix v € Hj(w x I). Since ¢7, € H,(Y) N C%S(Y) is strictly positive, the function

~

u(z) = ;}(xi , a.e. x=(T,x3) €EwXxI,
EO(E)

is well defined and belongs to L?(w x I). Moreover, Viu € L?(w x I).
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Let {vp}nen be a sequence in C§°(w x I) such that v, — v in H}(w x I) as n — +o00. Setting
Up = VU /Pl o, We have u, — u and V3u, — Viu in L?(w x I) as n — +oo. Furthermore, for all
neN, u, € H(wx I)N L>®(w x I), and so, by Step 1,

/ A (Z) V() Vo, (z) + %@WQ\vn(x)P - /;;0 v, (2)|* da
wxI

e ) (3.2.7)
- / 2o (5)[ A (@) Vun (@) Vun (@) de
wxI €
The convergence v, — v in H}(w x I) as n — +oo yields
lirf A () Vo (2) Vo, (z) + aggT(x)ﬂﬂvn(x)F - ﬂ;,o v, (2)|? dz
n—+oo [ o1 e=T e=«T
) B (3.2.8)
€
- [ A@vi@ v + S - L) P,
wxI €T €T

which, together with (3.2.7), implies that

sup {/
neN wx I

Consequently, since there is a constant c. > 0 such that ¢7,(-/e) > c., from (3.1.1) we get

2.0 (§> ‘QAE(f)?un(m)?un(m) dx} < 400,

€

sup, [|[Vun||22(wx g2y < +0o. Therefore, u € Hj(w x I) and u, — u weakly in Hg(w x I) as
n — +00.

Using the sequential lower semicontinuity with respect to the weak topology of L?(w x I;R?) of the
convex functional F : L?(w x I;R?) — R defined by

To(g) ‘QAE(f)w(m)w(x) de, we L*wx L;R?),

we conclude that

lim inf
n—-+oo wxI

From (3.2.7)—(3.2.9) we deduce (3.2.6).

;Og)\QAE(:z)vun(x)vun(x) dz > /M

Changing the roles between u and v we conclude that if u € H}(wx I) then v also belongs to Hg (wx I),
and the converse of (3.2.6) holds true. |

Unfortunately, the lack of a positive uniform lower bound for {¢7}c>o when 7 > 1 will prevent

us from using Proposition 2.5.26, and consequently Proposition 2.5.28, in the case € > §. To treat

)

2 associated

this last case we will make use of an alternative result that shows that the spectrum o
with the tridimensional problem (3.1.5) equals a countable union of spectra associated with certain

bidimensional problems.

Proposition 3.2.2. Let B € Mg((,n,w) and let b € L*>(w) be such that { < b(-) < n a.e. in w. For
each n € N, let {)‘gfn)}keN
the bidimensional spectral problem

be the nondecreasing sequence formed by the eigenvalues associated with

(3.2.10)

—div(B(Z)Ven) + b(Z)snpn = Anpn  a.e. T € w,
¢n € Hj(w),
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where each eigenvalue is repeated according to its multiplicity, and, we recall, (s,,0,) represents
the n'" eigenpair of problem (3.1.7). Then {)\,(cn)}k’neN can be written as a nondecreasing sequence
{S\m}meN, where eigenvalues are repeated according to their multiplicity, which coincides with the
spectral sequence of the tridimensional spectral problem

{ —divs(B(z)Vv) = b(7)Agv = M ae. (T,23) € w x I, (3.2.11)

ve Hi(wxI).
In particular, A\ = A= )\gl).
PROOF. Denote by ()\,(C"),go,in)) a L*(w)-normalized k' eigenpair of problem (3.2.10). It can be
checked that

(1) the family of functions {vl(cn) = @én)(f)ﬁn(x3) : n € N, k € N} forms an orthonormal basis of
L?(w x I);
2) for eachn € Nand k € N, (A,(Cn),v,(cn)) is an eigenpair of (3.2.11).
Furthermore, in view of Theorem 2.4.30 applied to V := Hi(w x I), H = L*(w x I), and
a(,+) : Hi(w x I) x H3(w x I) — R defined by

a(u,v) = B(z)Vu(z)Vu(z) + b(Z)Vsu(r)Viv(x) dz = / C(z)Vu(x)Vu(z) dx

wx T wx I

for u,v € Hj(w x I), where C = (c¢ij)1<ij<3 € Ms(¢,n,w x I) is the matrix given by (cag) := B,
Caz = 0, and c33 := b, we conclude that all eigenvalues of (3.2.11) belong to {)\én)}kneN. This
completes the proof. |

3.3. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1.1 (e = ).

In this section we prove Theorem 3.1.1. Let us recall that (pg,¢o) is the first L?(Y)-normalized
eigenpair for problem (3.1.6) with 7 = 1, while (¢, 0;) = (72, /2 cos(mx3)) is the first L?(I)-normalized
eigenpair for problem (3.1.7). Since we are expecting the asymptotic behavior mentioned in (3.1.8)
for the shifted spectrum o. — L7, instead of the energy defined in (3.1.4) for § = ¢, we consider the
functional I. : L?(w x I) — [0, +00], defined by

L) = {LXIAE(f)vu(x)vU(x) + %Z—9|ng(x)\2 - g v@)Pde ifve HiwxD), (33

400 otherwise.

Using Proposition 3.2.1 with 7 = 1, we conclude that I.(v) = G.(u), where G. : L*(w x I) — [0, +00]
is the functional given by

Culu) = /M B.(%)Vu(z)Vu(z) + b%;g@ (|v3u(x)\2 - 7r2|u(x)\2) de ifue Hi(wx D), (34,

+o00 otherwise,

where, a.e. T € w,

B.(z) = (b4(2)) € M2, b,4(3) = ]¢0(§)\2aa5(f), b5y (7) = ]¢0(§)‘2a33(?).

£ £

Remark 3.3.1. Notice that since ¢y belongs to H;& Y)n C;gs (Y) for some 0 < s < 1, and is strictly
positive, we have that B. := |¢o(2)|?A. is an €Y -periodic matrix belonging to Mg((,7,w x I) for

g
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some (,7 € R independent of ¢ and such that 0 < ¢ < 7. In particular, for all ¢ € R* and for a.e.
T € w, one has

inf (B.(2)¢l€) > Clel’. (3:3.3)

In order to prove Theorem 3.1.1, we start by showing that that the sequence {G.}.>o satisfies the
hypotheses of Proposition 2.5.28.

Proposition 3.3.2. Let G. be the functional in (3.3.2). Then the sequence {G¢}.~o I'-converges in
L?(w x I) as e — 0% to the functional G : L?(w x I) — [0, +00] defined by

Glu) = {/thVgo(x)Vgp(:E) dz  if u(z,x3) = o(7) 01(z3), p € Hi (w),
+00 otherwise

for u € L?(w x I), where the constant matrix B" is the homogenized limit of the sequence {B.}.>o.
Moreover, G, also satisfies conditions (i) and (ii) in Proposition 2.5.28.

PRrROOF. We will proceed in two steps (see Remark 2.5.2).

Step 1. We prove that if u.,u € L?(w x I) are such that u. — u in L?(w x I) as ¢ — 0T, then
G(u) < lim irif Ge(ue). Furthermore, conditions (i) and (ii) in Proposition 2.5.28 are satisfied.

e—0
We start by observing that if w € H}(wx I), then for a.e. T € w, w(%, -) € H(I). Thus, since ¢; = 72
is the first eigenvalue associated with problem (3.1.7), we have, a.e. T € w,

/ (|Vsw]* — 7°|w]?) dzs > 0. (3.34)
I

This and (3.3.3) ensure that G. > 0in L?(wx I). Hence, condition (i) in Proposition 2.5.28 is satisfied.

Let ue,u € L*(w x I) be as in the statement of Step 1. Up to a subsequence (which we will not
relabel), we may assume without loss of generality that

liminf G = lim G < .
Inff Gelue) = T, Gelue) < +oo

Then {u.}eso C Hi(w x I) and sup, Ge(u.) < +o00. Using (3.3.4), (3.3.3) and the uniform bound of
{uc}eso in L?(w x I), we get

/ S ? de < C, / Vau|? dz < C &2 —|—7r2/ 2 de < C, (3.3.5)
wx1 wx1

wx I

where C and C are constants independent of . Consequently, sup, ||u.|| Hl(wx1) < +o0 and ue — u
weakly in Hi(w x I) as e — 0. The sequential lower semicontinuity of the L?-norm with respect to
the weak topology and (3.3.5) yield

Hence, taking into account (3.3.4), [,(|Vsul® — 7%|u|?) dzg = 0 for a.e. Z € w, from which we deduce
that there is a function ¢ € H}(w) such that w(Z,z3) = ¢(Z) 61 (x3) for a.e. (Z,23) € w x I.

Using Fubini’s Theorem, Fatou’s Lemma, Proposition 2.5.26 (see also Remark 3.3.1) and the condition

101]|z2(ry = 1, we obtain

liminf G (u.) > liminf /w Bu@) V(@) V(o) do > / { /w B"Vu(x)Vu(z) dz | des = Glu).

e—0t e—0t I
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Finally, to conclude Step 1, we observe that if sup, G (u.) < 400 and sup, |Juc||z2(wx ) < +00, then
(3.3.5) holds. Consequently, condition (ii) in Proposition 2.5.28 is also satisfied.

Step 2. We prove that for any u € L?(w x I) there exists a sequence {u.}.~o C L?(w x I) satisfying
ue — uin L?(w x I) as e — 0" and G(u) = lim G (uc).
e—0

Given u € L?*(w x I), the only nontrivial case is when u(Z,r3) = ¢(Z)61(z3) with ¢ € H}(w),
otherwise, considering Step 1, it is enough to take u. = u.

By Proposition 2.5.26, there exists a sequence {¢.}.~0 C Hi(w) converging to ¢ in L?(w) and such
that

lim [ B.(Z)Ve.(Z)Vp.(T) dg‘c:/Bh?gp(jW«p(i«) dz.

e—0t J,
Recalling that [, (]67]* — 72|61|?) dzs = 0, in order to obtain the intended equality it suffices to define
e (T, x3) := pe(T) 01 (x3). This concludes Step 2 as well as the proof of Proposition 3.3.2. O

We now prove Theorem 3.1.1.

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1.1. Let H. be the Hilbert space H := L?*(w x I) endowed with the scalar
product (-|-)e, where

(uv)e == /wx[ ‘(ﬁo(g) ‘2u(x)v(x) dz, w,ve€ L*(wxI).

Since ¢g € H;é (Y)ﬂCgf(Y) is a strictly positive function, there exist positive constants ¢; and ¢y with
0 < ¢1 < ¢ and such that for all § € Y we have ¢; < ¢(y) < co. Moreover, by Riemann-Lebesgue’s
Lemma,

‘¢0(;) ’2 = / ‘¢0(gj)|2 dy = 1 weakly-x in L>®(R?) as ¢ — 07.
€ Y

Hence conditions (2.5.3) and (2.5.4) hold. On the other hand, for each € > 0, G. defined in (3.3.2) is a
nonnegative lower semicontinuous quadratic form in L?(w x I) (see Proposition 2.4.24). Consequently,
in view of Theorem 2.4.22 and using Riesz Representation Theorem, the associated unbounded linear
operator in H, A. : D(A.) C H. — H., is a densely defined self-adjoint operator in H.. We further
observe that D(A.) is also dense in H}(w x I). Let {(Vek, uec k) }ren and {(v, ¢x) bken be such that

Ue,k S H(:)l(w X I)v Aeus,k = Vg, kUe k, Vel < Ve 2 <0 < Ve k < - ) (ue,kr|u5,l)6 = 6k}l7
or € Hy(w),  —diva(B"Ver) =vkpr, v <vp < Sy <y (@rler) = 6,
where (-|-) represents the standard scalar product in L?(w).

By Propositions 2.5.28 and 3.3.2 (see also Propositions 2.4.26 and 2.5.9), v., — v as ¢ — 07.
Moreover, up to a subsequence that we do not relabel, u.  — uy weakly in H} (wx I) as e — 07, where
uy, is the product between an eigenfunction associated with v, and 6. Conversely, any eigenfunction
up = @b is the weak limit of a particular sequence of eigenfunctions associated with v, j.

To finish the proof of Theorem 3.1.1 we are left to show that (3.1.8) holds. Considering for each k € N,
i € R and functions wy and @y, such that

wi(x) = ¢0<§>u~)k(x), ae. = (Z,x3) Ew X I,

Proposition 3.2.1 implies that wy belongs to H}(w x I) if, and only if, @y, belongs to Ha(w x I), and
also that the equalities

G (W) = (Aclp|wr)e = p(Wr|Wr)e,  (Wi|Wr)e = Ok
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hold true if, and only if, the equalities
Ry a33 Ho
I (wy) = (* divz (A-Vwy) — ?Aswk - ?ka‘wk) = pg(wrlwr), (wglwr) = o

are satisfied, where (-|-) represents the standard scalar product in L?(w x I) and I. is the functional
in (3.3.1). Replacing py by ve g, wi by ve r and @ by ue k, we conclude the proof of (3.1.8). O

3.4. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1.2 (e € §)

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 3.1.2. The arguments are similar to those of
Theorem 3.1.1, however, in this case problem (3.1.6) does depend on &; this compels us to study
the asymptotic behavior of its first L?(Y")-normalized eigenpair (ul,,¢I,) as € — 0F. Throughout
this section we assume that 7 € (0, 1) is fixed, and that § = 7.

Proposition 3.4.1. Assume that, in addition to the hypotheses made at the beginning of Chapter 3,
aqap are uniformly Lipschitz continuous in Y. Let {(0;,%;)}jen, be given by (3.1.9)—(3.1.10), and let
i € N be such that =1 < 7 < H—Ll Then ¢ 4(-/e) — 1 = vy uniformly in w as ¢ — 0%, and ul
behaves as follows:

lo =00+ 207 g 4 4 207 0(521‘(177)). (3.4.1)

PROOF. Let us start by proving that ul, — 0o = 72 fY as3(y)dy > 0 as ¢ — 0%, and that all the
other eigenvalues of problem (3.1.6) tend to 400 as ¢ — 0%. By Rayleigh’s formula for uf , (see
Theorem 2.4.30-(v)),

pio=  min { /Y ﬁfi(y)%(y)ww)+a33(y)w2|¢(y)l2dy}. (34.2)

1
PEH (V)

191 L2 (yy=1

Using (3.1.1) and ¢ = 1 as a test function in (3.4.2), we conclude that (7? < ul, < go. In particular,

limsup . o < 0o.
e—0*+ '
Since ¢ is a minimizer for uf , using again (3.1.1) we deduce that ||?¢;0HLz(y) —0ase — 0T,
Consequently, ¢7  — 1 in Hj(Y) as ¢ — 0. In turn, this implies

e—0

timint o > timinf [ asa(0)l070(0) 47 = oo
’ e—0t+ Jy 5

Therefore, uZ , — 0o as € — 0.

Similarly, using Rayleigh’s formula for p. ; and admitting that the latter is bounded, we are led to a
contradiction, since we would conclude that any minimizing sequence of eigenfunctions must converge
on the one hand to the constant function ¢9 = 1 and on the other hand to a function having zero
mean (by the orthogonality condition). So, except for the first, all the eigenvalues of problem (3.1.6)
tend to +oo as ¢ — 0F.

We now prove the statement on the asymptotic behavior of ¢ ;. If, in addition, we suppose that a.gs
are uniformly Lipschitz continuous in Y, then (see Gilbarg and Trudinger [52, Thm. 8.8]) {¢7 ¢}->0
is uniformly bounded in H?(Y). Due to the compact injection of H2(Y) in C(Y), we conclude that
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z0(7) — 1 uniformly in Y as € — 0%, Finally, the Y-periodicity of @7 o ensures that ¢ 5(-/e) — 1
uniformly in w as e — 0%.
We are left to establish (3.4.1), for which we will base ourselves on the Vishik-Lyusternik Lemma (i.e.,

Lemma 2.4.17). For the sake of simplicity we will present the proof only for i = 1, the argument being
easily generalized for i > 1.

We start by setting e := £2(=7) | . = 1lo, b(7) := m2as3(y), and we define the unbounded linear
operator A : D(Ac) C LL(Y) — L4(Y) in L, (Y) by

Acp =~ div(A(5) V) + b(a)o
for
¢ € D(A) == {p € Hy(Y): div(AVyp) € L5 (Y)}.

Then (see Subsection 2.4.2), A-! belongs to E(Li(Y)) and is a compact self-adjoint operator in
L3(Y). We then apply Lemma 2.4.17 to H := L3(Y), to the operator A", to the real number
Ye := (00 +€01) 7%, and to the function f. := f./||fc||zr, where fo := A with . 1= 1o + €h1 + €21)o.
Observe that || f.||z — 0o as € — 0T and recall that gy > 0.

Since AZLfe — Ve fe = Ve — Ve Acthe = we, using (3.1.9)—(3.1.10) we conclude that

We = (62((b — 00)2 — 01¢1) — 6391%) (00 +€01) .

Using the condition gy > 0, we deduce that for all e > 0 small enough and for a constant ¢ independent
of €, ||we|lzr < €2c. Consequently,

_ e _
1Felln

for all € > 0 small enough and for some other constant ¢ independent of €. For any such €, Lemma 2.4.17

”Ae_lfe - ’Yefe”H

yields the existence of an eigenvalue . of A! satisfying |[Ac — (0o + €01)7!| < €2c. Since all the
eigenvalues of A1 tend to zero, except for the first, which converges to gy 1'> 0, we conclude that
for all € small enough, A\, = u='. Hence,

|1e — (00 + €01)| < €,
for some other constant ¢ independent of €. This concludes the proof for ¢ = 1. O
As it was already mentioned, the main ideas of the proof of Theorem 3.1.2 are those of Theorem 3.1.1.

s
€,0

We are expecting the asymptotic behavior referred in (3.1.12) for the shifted spectrum o, — ZQT (see

also (3.4.1)), and so instead of the energy defined in (3.1.4) for § = &7, we consider the functional
IT : L*(w x I) — [0, +00] defined by

v(x)|*dr  ifv e Hi(w x I),

N e s
) = { | A@Te@)Tew + S v - 22
€ wX

+0o0 otherwise

for v € L?(w x I). By Proposition 3.2.1, we have that I7 (v) = GT(u), where GT : L*(w x I) — [0, +<]
is the functional given by

G‘Er(u) = {/wXIB;—(Q_?)VU(I)VU(I) + bgi—?(i') (|V3u(x)|2 o 7r2|u(x)|2) dr ifu c H&(w % I),

+o0 otherwise

(3.4.3)
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for u € L?*(w x I), where for a.e. T € w,

o) e (2)

BI(w) = (75(@) € MP2, 15(@) o=

FANE T
T - o =), bT,E — =
%,0(5)’ aﬁ(g) 33 (T)
The analogue to Proposition 3.3.2 reads as follows.

Proposition 3.4.2. Let G be the functional in (3.4.3). Then the sequence {GT }.~o I'-converges in
L*(w x I) as € — 0T to the functional G™ : L*(w x I) — [0, +oc] defined by

O () = { [ AVe@ Vo) a5 ifulz. ) = (@) 01(a), ¢ € H )
400 otherwise

for u € L*(w x I), where A" is the homogenized limit of the sequence {A.}.~q. Moreover, GT also

satisfies conditions (i) and (ii) in Proposition 2.5.28.

PROOF. The proof is very similar to that of Proposition 3.3.2, and so we only outline the main
differences.

Step 1. We prove that if u.,u € L?(w x I) are such that u. — u in L?(w x I) as ¢ — 07, then
G™(u) < lim irlf GI(uc). Furthermore, conditions (i) and (ii) in Proposition 2.5.28 are satisfied.
e—0

Without loss of generality we may assume that liminf, g+ G (u.) = lim,_ g+ GI(u.) < 4+o00. Then,
using (3.1.1) and the uniform convergence ¢7,(-/e) — 1 in w as € — 0T (see Proposition 3.4.1),
we conclude that (3.3.5) holds. Consequently, u. — u weakly in Hi(w x I) as ¢ — 0%, where

uw(Z, x3) = @(Z)01 (x3) for some p € Hi(w), ae. (Z,73) € w x I.
Fix 0 < v < 1. Then for all € sufficiently small, ‘(bg,o(-/e)’z > 1 — . Therefore, Fubini’s Theorem,
(3.1.1), Fatou’s Lemma, Proposition 2.5.26 and the condition ||01]|2(;) = 1 ensure that
liminf G7 (u.) > liminf / B () Vu. (2)Vue (z) de
wxI

e—0t e—0t

> (1_7)/1 {uminf/wAa(m)vue(:ﬁwue(@ dz | das > (1 — 1) G (),

e—0t

from which we conclude that G7 (u) < lim {iﬁf GI(u:) by letting v — 0T,
E—

To prove that GT satisfies conditions (i) and (ii) in Proposition 2.5.28 it suffices to repeat the
corresponding arguments in Step 1 of Proposition 3.3.2. This concludes Step 1.

Step 2. We prove that for any u € L?(w x I) there exists a sequence {u.}.~o C L?(w x I) satisfying
ue —uin L*(wx I) ase — 07, and G"(u) = lim GI(u.).

e—0

Given u € L*(w x I), the only nontrivial case is when u(Z,z3) = ¢(Z) 61 (x3) for some p € H}(w),
otherwise, considering Step 1, it’s enough to take u. = u.

By Proposition 2.5.26, there exists a sequence {¢;}e~0 C H}(w) converging in L?(w) to ¢ and such
that
lim [ A(2)Ve.(2) V. (#) di — / AN (3)Vo(z) di. (3.4.4)

e—0t J, w
Fix v > 0. Let &9 > 0 be such that for all 0 < & < &g, [¢70(-/e)|" < 1+ 7. Define
ue(Z,x3) = ¢-(%)01(x3). Recalling that [, (|01|*> — 72|61]*)dzs = 0, from (3.4.4) and (3.1.1) we
conclude that
limsup G7 (u.) = limsup/ BI(Z)V(2)Vpe(z)dz < (1 +7) / A p(z2)\Ve(z)dE = (1 4+ )G (u).

e—0*t e—0t
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Letting v — 0% and using Step 1, we conclude Step 2 as well as the proof of Proposition 3.4.2. |

Proor oF THEOREM 3.1.2. Replacing G. by GZ, (1o, d0) by (ulg,%Io), and recalling Proposi-
tions 3.4.1 and 3.4.2, the proof of Theorem 3.1.2 is analogous to that of Theorem 3.1.1. O

3.5. PROOF OF THEOREMS 3.1.4 AND 3.1.7 (e > §)

Throughout this section we assume that 7 € (1, +00) is fixed, and that 6 = ™. As we mentioned before,
the lack of a positive uniform lower bound for {¢7 ;}.~o will prevent us from using Proposition 2.5.28.
So, in order to prove Theorems 3.1.4 and 3.1.7, we will take advantage essentially of Propositions 3.2.1
and 3.2.2, and of the asymptotic behavior of the eigenpair (1 o, ¢ () introduced in (3.1.6), which is
the aim of the following lemmas.

To simplify the statements and the proof of the lemmas, we introduce some notations:

T 2
. 2 . . He,0 — AminT™ e AT
b:= (a33 - amin)ﬂ- ) €=¢& ) He = 52(7'71) ) ¢€ - (bE,O'

Problem (3.1.6) then reads

R b .
—div(AVe,) + 6—2¢6 = e a.e.inY, (3.5.1)
b € HL(Y), |62y = 1.
The asymptotic behavior of (u, ¢) depends strongly on the behavior of the potential b. As we referred
at the beginning of this chapter, an interesting case is when b oscillates between two different values
and this justifies the present hypotheses on the coefficients.

Lemma 3.5.1. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1.4 and using the above notations, let (v, qo)
represent the L?(Q)-normalized first eigenpair of problem (3.1.15), and consider qq extended by zero
to the whole Y. Let also . represent the second eigenvalue of problem (3.5.1) and vy the second
eigenvalue of problem (3.1.15). Then {¢.}e~o converges in norm to qq in L*(Y) and weakly in H(Y).
Moreover,

e — 1o and limigfue,l > . (3.5.2)
e—0

In particular, there exist a positive constant C' and ey > 0 such that for all 0 < € < ¢y we have
He,1 — He 2 C.
Proor. We will proceed in several steps.

Step 1: We prove that p. < vyg.

Noticing that b vanishes in @), the eigenvalue p. is given by the Rayleigh’s formula

. T | _
pe = inf {/YAV¢V¢dy+€2/Y\Qb|¢>2dy}. (3.5.3)

1
PEH, (Y)

191 L2 y)=1

Using in (3.5.3) test functions ¢ € Hg(Q), with [|¢[z2(g) = 1, extended by zero to the whole Y, we
obtain

pe < inf {/ Aqung} =1, (3.5.4)
Q

a€HL(Q)
llall g2 gy=1
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which concludes Step 1.
Step 2. We establish the convergence of {¢¢}eso-

In the previous step we proved that
_ _ 1 o _
— [ AVeVodgr 5 [ Holdi<w = [ AVaVads (3.5.5)
Y € e Q

Consequently,
/ AV Vo, dj < / AVaoVa0 d7, / bl |2 < 2o, (3.5.6)
Y Q Y\Q

Using (3.1.1), from the first estimate in (3.5.6) we conclude that ||Vc| 72(y) is bounded independently
of e. Hence, up to a subsequence, {¢.}c~o converges to some ¢y € H#(Y) weakly in H'(Y) and
strongly in L?(Y). A lower semicontinuity argument then yields

/ AV oV dy < / AV oV o dy < 1im31+1f / AV V. dy < / AV qoVqo dj. (3.5.7)
Q Y e Y Q

Fix ¢ > 0 such that b(-) > ¢ in Y\Q. Then, in view of the second estimate in (3.5.6),

2

6y = |, 00 < T 5 0

—0+

Thus ¢g = 0 a.e. in Y\Q. Consequently, ¢g € H}(Q) and | ¢ollr2(q) = 1. Finally, from (3.5.7) and
since ¢q is admissible in the variational definition of v, we obtain ¢y = qg, as well as the convergence
of the whole sequence {¢.}c~o.

Step 3. We prove that g, — vy as € — 0F.
By (3.5.5), we have

o 1 o
fie = / AV NV dy + — / bloc|* dg > / AV$.NV ¢ dy,
Y € Jyv\Q Y
and so, in view of (3.5.7) and since ¢g = qo,

e—0t

liminf p, > / AVqoVqo dyj = vy,
Q

which, together with (3.5.4), concludes Step 3.

Step 4. We prove that lim irlf fhe1 = V1.
e—0 ’

Let ¢¢1 be a L?(Y)-normalized eigenfunction associated with . 1. Then ¢ € H%&(Y), lGerllzvy =
L, [ 60) dua(@)dg =0, and
Y

o 1
= inf {/ AV¢V¢dgj+—2/ b|¢|2dgj}
venl ), [ escar=o LJy € Jy\qQ
Il L2y =1 (3.5.8)

_ _ 1
/ AV, Vberdg+ & / bl e |2 dg.
Y & JIv\Q
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If lim inf p1c 1 = 4-00 there is nothing to prove, so that, extracting a subsequence if necessary, we may
e—0t
assume without loss of generality that

liminf pe 1 = lim peq < 400.
e—0t ’ e—0t

Then, in view of (3.5.8) and (3.1.1), and arguing as in Step 2, we conclude that up to a subsequence
that we do not relabel,
¢oq — ¢ weakly in H(Y) as e — 07,

for some ¢ € H#(Y), and lim,_, o+ ||¢5,1||L2(Y\@ = 0. In particular, ¢ € H}(Q), ||<Z;HL2(Q) =1 and
0= [ owoaair = [ 6w dmar= [ awoma

m=  inf { / AVqquy} < / AVTady. (35.9)
Q Q

qEHé(Q),fQ qqpdy=0

Hence,

”qHL2(Q):1

Finally, from (3.5.8), (3.5.9), and using a lower semicontinuity argument, we get
fimint s > ot | 4900, 900145> [ 40(0) )i = | A6)3(3) 5 > .
Y Q

This yields Step 4.

To conclude the proof of Lemma 3.5.1 it suffices to observe that from Steps 3 and 4 we obtain

lim(i)r+1f(u571 pe) =11 — v >0,

E—

where we also used the fact that 1 is simple. O

Lemma 3.5.2. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1.4 and using the previous notations, the L*(Y')-
normalized first eigenpair (jic, ¢.) of problem (3.5.1) has the following asymptotic behavior for any
integer n € N:

fre = vo + €1 + € p + - 4 € fn + pre,

where 11,1 € {1,---,n}, are well determined constants and |p, | < ¢,€"2, for some positive constant

¢, independent of €, and

d)e =qo + E(j)l,e + 62¢2,€ + -+ 6n¢n,e + Tn,es

where ¢; ¢, i € {1,---,n}, are well-defined functions in L*(Y') and ||ry.c||12(y) < cn€™t2 for a certain
positive constant ¢, independent of €.

PRrROOF. The proof is based on the asymptotic expansion technique. We will detail the proof for n = 1,
being clear how to extend it for the higher orders.

For v > 0 we define Q, := {y € Y : dist(y, Q) < v}. Let 79 > 0 be such that the outward normals to
0Q of length 27, do not intersect. Consider a system of local coordinates (s, ) on QQ24,\Q, where 6
represents the local coordinate on 9Q) and s € [0,27y) stands for the distance to Q) in the outward
normal direction. In these local coordinates, equation (3.5.1) in Q2,,\Q reads

- _ b
—div(A"Vpe) + 0" Ve + 5 9c = pepe, (3.5.10)
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for a certain uniformly elliptic matrix A* = (a* 5) with smooth coefficients as functions of s and 6,
and for a certain vector b* = (b3, b3), where bt, b} are also smooth functions of s and 6.

In the sequel we will deal with different coordinates on each side of Q). For the sake of simplicity we
will abusively identify f(7) with f(7(s,0)) or, conversely, g(s,0) with g(s(7),0(7)).

For small € > 0 we search for ¢, and . with the following development

fe = Vo + e + €pg + -, (3.5.11)
be=qo+epre+ P+, (3.5.12)

where, we recall, (g, q) is the L?(Q)-normalized first eigenpair of problem (3.1.15), and for each
1 € N, ¢;  have the form

o (y) e
01.c(@) = ¢ 67 (2,0) in Qu\Q, (3.5.13)
0 in Y\QQ—YO.

In view of the regularity assumptions on the coefficients aqg and b and in Y'\@Q, the following Taylor
expansions for 6 fixed hold true

* 82 * 2 830’*[3 53
atp(s,0) = ah5(0,0) + (0 0)s + B 3 0,0)> 5 88;‘ (L(S),@)E, (3.5.14)
2 2 3 83
b(s,0) = b(0,0) + gb( a b(o 9) g g( (s ),0)5. (3.5.15)

Setting 7 = s/e, T € [0,270/€), substituting (3.5.11), (3.5.12) and (3.5.13) in (3.5.10), using expressions
(3.5.14)—(3.5.15) and collecting like powers of €, we obtain in Q2+, \@, for the power ¢~ 1, that ¢ must

satisty
O*of

—aj;1(0,0) 52 +b(0,0)¢] =
where 6 is a parameter.
Denote by ;" the solution, for fixed 6, of
82¢1
—aj1(0,0)——5- 2 + (0, 9)¢1 =0,
1 0) = 0)=———.
i vi(n0) =0, G- 0, (0,0)

Then

1 /s
Vi (7,6) = e VoY

a?,(0,0)b(0,0)

)

and we define
o1 (1,0) := —[(AVqong)(5(0,0))| ¢ (1,0),

where ng represents the outward normal to 0Q at (0, 8), so that we may have

(o5

a1 32 )(0,0) = (AVa0mq) (50, 6).

Also, ¢; must satisfy o
{ —div(AV¢7 ) = vod; + 1go  a.e. in Q,
01 190 (5(0.0)) = 67 (0,0),
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and, from the compatibility condition (see Theorem 2.4.15)

/ (A?qoncg)éfd0=u1/ lq0|* d7,
00 Q

we obtain

[y = / (AVqong) i do = _/ |A?qonQ12¢f do < 0. (3.5.17)

0Q 0Q
So, ¢7 is uniquely defined as the solution of (3.5.16) with u; given by (3.5.17), and satisfying
/ G067 dgi = 0. (3.5.18)
Q
Collecting the terms of order € we conclude that in Q2.,\Q, ¢ must satisfy
* 62(;5;— +
_all(ov 0)— + b(o7 0)¢2 = R(Ta 0))

or?

where R(,0) is a finite sum of functions of the type f(#)7e 9()™ with f and g bounded as functions
of 6 and g is strictly positive. Therefore, problem

Lo O
_a’ll(oa 0) 872 + b(O, 0)‘)0 = R(Ta 9)7
OpT _
im G5 6) =0, a11(0.0)02(0,0) = (AVorng)(3(0,6),

has a unique solution ¢5 , which is smooth in (7,0) and decays exponentially to zero as T — +oc.

We now define ¢, in @) as the solution in ) of

{ —div(AVey ) = vy + ¢y + pago  ae. in Q,
¢2_|8Q(g(07 9)) = ¢3_ (07 9)7

with
i = [ (A¥an) e do
oQ
so that the compatibility condition is satisfied.

Now, in order to make the function ¢, and its derivatives continuous on 9@, we introduce a smooth
function 15 , defined in @, such that 7/’2_|8Q =0 and flvz/;;nQ = fflvgbz_nQ. Consider also a cut-off
function ¢, € C*°(R; [0, 1]) such that ¢,,(s) =1 if s <y, and ¢, (s) = 0 if s > 2.

Finally, we set

60(9) + €d1 (7) + €03 (§) + € ¥y (7) ifyeQ,
we@) = § (et (2200) + 207 ((L.60) o0 (s@) T Q\Q  (3519)
0 it 5 € V\@oro

and
Ae = vo + €1 + €2p. (3.5.20)

Then, it can be checked that for suitable constants ¢y and ¢; independent of €, the following estimates
hold true

[wellL2vy < 14 co€?, (3.5.21)
= 1
H — div(AVw,) + :zbwf — A w, ey < cpel?, (3.5.22)
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Indeed, from (3.5.18) and the fact that gy vanishes outside @ it follows that ¢ . is orthogonal to go.
Thus, considering the normalization ||go| z2(yy = 1, we obtain

lgo + ep1.ellZ2 vy = 1+ €l dnelliz(v): (3.5.23)
This implies in particular that [|go + €d1ellr2(yy = 1 and [jgo + €d1.ell2(vy < [l@o + 6¢175||2L2(Y).
Therefore, (3.5.21) is a consequence of (3.5.23).

To justify (3.5.22), we use (3.5.19) and (3.5.20) and the definitions of all functions qo, ¢T, 3, 15
and ¢-,. After straightforward rearrangements we obtain

ere (9) ify€Qq,
— div(AV L — Ao = 3 ot (oo prony S\ 3.5.24
iv(AVwe) + 2 We eWe er’ (s(7),0(9), — if § € Q24,\Q, (3.5.24)
0 if y € Y\Qg,m,
where
I7c 2@y < 2 and It (s,0,7) < csTie T (3.5.25)

with positive constants co, c3, ¢4, and j € N, independent of €. It follows from the second upper bound
in (3.5.25) that for some positive constant cs,

||7":r ||%2 (Y\Q) < Cs€. (3526)

Then, in view of the first upper bound in (3.5.25) and thanks to (3.5.26) and (3.5.24), we obtain
estimate (3.5.22).

In order to obtain the announced estimates we notice that by Lemma 3.5.1 we can find ¢y > 0 such
that for all € < ¢y the ground state p. and the second eigenvalue p. 1 of problem (3.5.1) satisfy the
inequality pe1 — pe = € > 0. So, using Vishik-Lyusternik Lemma (see Lemma 2.4.17), from (3.5.21)
and (3.5.22) we get

Ac — pe| < c6€’/?, |Jwe — bellr2(vy < cre’/?, (3.5.27)

for some positive constants cg,c7 independent of e. Considering the definitions of w. and A, we
conclude, from (3.5.27), that

e — (vo + €epa)| < 0853/2a e — (g0 + 6¢>1,e)\|L2(y) < 0963/2,

for some constants cg > 0 and ¢g > 0. This completes the proof for n = 1. O

We now prove Theorems 3.1.4 and 3.1.7.

Proor oF THEOREM 3.1.4. By Proposition 3.2.2, the first eigenvalue A.; of the tridimensional
problem (3.1.5) coincides with the first eigenvalue )‘211) of the following bidimensional problem
R as3(T B
- dlv(Ag(x)Vgogl)) + %W%pg) =AY ae 7 cw,
oM e H} (w).
Also, the corresponding L2-normalized eigenfunctions v, ; and gag satisfy the following relation

ven(z) = <pgi(5:)91(x3), ae. v = (Z,r3) €Ew X I,
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where 6 is the first L?(I)-normalized eigenfunction of problem (3.1.7).

On the other hand, recalling the proof of Proposition 3.2.1, relation (3.2.2) holds true if we restrict
(3.2.1) to v and u only depending on Z. Using (3.2.2) for ¢, € H}(w) satisfying

o(z) = ;O(?)w(@, ae. I € w,

13
we obtain
| A@9e@Vele) + B wio @) az
A=A = inf e (3.5.28)

e /I@ )| dz

. [l A@v@vi@ar .

o we:}fw FINE ; =+
o(3)] @) az

Using Lemma 3.5.1 and recalling the notations introduced at the beginning of this section, we get
Lo = aminm and @7 5 — qo weakly in Hy(Y) as ¢ — 0, and

aminﬂ—Q Yo T—3 k(r—1)—2 T T
Al = =g T g T Tt e i+ pl vy,

where [p7| < Ce*+2)7=(-+3) 0 as e — 07,

To conclude the proof of Theorem 3.1.4 we are left to prove that v7; — 0 as ¢ — 0. Construct a
sequence {1 }o~¢ in Hj(w) as follows: for each e > 0 let K, := {x € Z*: e(k +Y) C w}, and define

T. = int( U eri+ Y)) .

reEK.

Consider the cut-off function ¢, introduced in Lemma 3.5.2 in the definition of w, (see (3.5.19)).
Extend ¢, to the whole R? by Y-periodicity, and define 1. by ¥.(Z) := ¢’yo(£) if z € T., and
Ye(z) :=01if T € w\T..

Using the definition of v7, taking 1. as test function, using the uniform bounds in (3.1.1), the
usual change of scales 4 = £, together with the Y-periodicity of ®~o and ¢f , and since we have
Vol Lo (vy < ¢/70, we obtain

\Vglgz/TE 20( )‘ ’V¢%( )‘;dx ) e /Q%\Qm |¢T’O(y)|2dy.
T el e () e 0 /|¢ @)[*dg

Using Lemma 3.5.2 with £ = n and recalling the definitions and the estimates therein, we obtain for

= 17(8, 9) € QQ’YO\Q?

(3.5.29)

T:

Lo(9(s,0)) =7 P(5,0) + 1y (3.5.30)
where, since 7 > (k + 2)/k,
Ik ellzzng) < el D) < et (3.5.31)
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and P satisfies the following pointwise estimate

|P(s,0)[% < i am(§>jm€fbm

m=1

ol

(3.5.32)

for some positive constants a,,, b, and for some j,, € N, independent of €.

Consequently, putting together (3.5.30), (3.5.31) and (3.5.32), and in view of (3.5.29), we conclude

that
c 2 e j 20 j
ogu;l<—2(/ |670(@)] dg) D aper et ® [ s
€ Q m=1 Q@

270\ R~g (3533)
¢ 2 - 2(2+4 1
+ 2(/ |¢20(Z7)| dﬂ) £2(2+%),
e \Je

for some constant ¢ independent of €. Having in mind that from Lemma 3.5.1, fQ |¢;0(g)\2 dy — 1
as € — 07, we may pass in (3.5.33) to the limit as € — 07 to conclude the proof of Theorem 3.1.4. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1.7. We start by observing that we may assume without loss of generality
that 0 € w.

In view of the definition of A. 1 (see (3.5.28)), we deduce that

Gmin
7T2

)\8,1 = 827— ’

and so

lim (52705) C [aminT?, +00)]. (3.5.34)

e—0*
To prove the opposite inclusion we fix € > 0 and we recall the notations of Proposition 3.2.2 with B,
b and /\,in) replaced by A., 2 and )\gnk), respectively. Let also ot 1= {)\ink) : k € N}.

For fixed € > 0 we have that 520\2,1 — 400 as k — 4o00. Using a diagonal argument we can find a

sequence {\;}c>¢ C 0. such that \. — 400 as ¢ — 0", Thus,

+oo0 € lim (e*70.). (3.5.35)

e—0*t
Moreover, by Proposition 3.2.2 one has

0e = U o™,

neN

We claim that
lim (£2"0M) O [amnn?, +00). (3.5.36)

e—0t

Assume that (3.5.36) holds. Then the inclusion o. D ot vields
li 2T c) D li b D |Gmin 2a )
Jim, (e 0.) Jim, (e77otV) O [aminm?, +00)

which, together with (3.5.34) and (3.5.35), establishes (3.1.16).

In order to show (3.5.36) we first perform a change of variables that will transform problem

o
{ — div(A(2) VM) + %@W%S) = 2PV ae zew, (3.5.37)
Pe € Hol(w)a
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into an equivalent one allowing us to pass to the limit as ¢ — 0*. Recall that problem (3.5.37)
corresponds to (3.2.10) for n=1, with B replaced by A. and b replaced by Z%;‘

Let we == % — 85—91, where 7 is a point of minimum of azz. Notice that if Z C R? is a bounded set,
then for all € > 0 small enough, Z C w,, since w is connected, 0 € w, and 7 > 1. Associating to each
function ¢ € H{(w) the function ¢ € Hi (w.) defined by 9(2) := p(¢7Z + €fjp) and using the change

of variables z := e~ 7% — 2", (3.5.37) becomes

{ —div(D.(2)V) + d ()9l = pMpl) ae. z € w, (3.5.38)
1

where pgl) = 527)&), while D, and d. are defined by
D.(2) := A(e™ "2+ 50), do(2):=as3(e” 2+ g0)n%, Z€RY (3.5.39)
respectively. In view of (3.1.1), for all £ € R? and for a.e. Z € R? one has

ClIE® < (D=(2)€16) < mllEl?, ¢ < d=(2) <. (3.5.40)

Notice also that D, € Mg(¢,n,R?). Hence, up to a subsequence that we do not relabel, the sequence
{D.}.~¢ G-converges to some matrix Dy in any open and bounded subset of R? (see Theorem 2.5.23)
and the sequence {d. }.~¢ weakly-x converges in L>(R?) to some dy € L>°(R?). On the other hand,
since aqp and ags are continuous in a neighborhood of g, D. — A(3o) and d. — a33(%o)7? uniformly
on each compact subset of R? as ¢ — 0. Thus, by definition of G-limit, we conclude that Dy = A(%)o)
and dy = a33(70)m = amin7>. In particular, the whole sequences {D.}.~o and {d.}.~o converge.

Let S. represent the self-adjoint operator (— div(DE?) + da) in L?(w.) with Dirichlet boundary

conditions. Then its spectrum is o(S.) = 2o, Therefore, proving (3.5.36) is equivalent to proving

lim o(S;) D [do, +00). (3.5.41)

e—0*t

Consider now the inverse operator, S=!, of S., i.e., the compact self-adjoint operator in L?(w.) that
to each f. € L?(w,.) associates the function S=!f. := 1., where 1. € H{(w,) is the solution of

— div(D.Vi.) + detpe = f- ace. in we,
{ws € H}(we). (3.5.42)

For the sake of simplicity we will not distinguish a function in H{ (w.) from its zero extension to the
whole R2.

Let us also introduce the self-adjoint operators in L?(R?), S := (— div(DoV) + do) and its inverse
operator S~! that to each f € L?(R?) associates the function S71f := 1, where 1 € H*(R?) is the
solution of

{ —div(DoVe)) + dotp = f  a.e. in R?, (3.5.43)

b € HY(R?).

Since Dy is a positive definite constant matrix and dy > 0, o(S) = [do, +00). Hence, if we prove that

lim o(S:1) Do (S, (3.5.44)

e—0t
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3.1

it follows that lim._+ 0(S.) D 0(S) = [do, +00), which is precisely (3.5.41). In order to show (3.5.44),
we start by proving that S-1 converges strongly to S~1 as ¢ — 0F; more precisely, if f € L?(R?),
then S- ! fyw. — S71f in L?(R?) ase — 0F.

Let f € L?(R?), and define f. := fyxo. € L?(w:). Let ¢, := S f. (extended by zero outside w.)
and 1 := S71f. Thanks to (3.5.40), we have, up to a subsequence that we do not relabel, ¥ — ¢
weakly in H*(R?) as ¢ — 0T, for some ¢ € H'(R?). Moreover, since 1. is the solution of (3.5.42), if
¥ € C2°(R?) then we have, for all € > 0 small enough, suppd C w. and

/ DV + dopddz = | fodz. (3.5.45)
R2 R2

Letting € — 0 we obtain
DoVVY + dopddz = | fodz. (3.5.46)
R2 R2
Since ¥ € C2°(R?) was arbitrary, we deduce that ¢ = ¢ a.e. in R?. Thus, 1. — 1 weakly in H*(R?)
as € — 0T and so, to establish the strong convergence in L?(R?) it suffices to prove that

lim/ |¢E|2d2:/ [v]? dz.
e—0t JR2 R2

Let L := liminf,_, o+ ng |1c|? dz. Without loss of generality we may assume that the inferior limit
defining L is actually a limit, otherwise we would extract a subsequence. By the sequential lower

semicontinuity of the norm with respect to the weak topology of L?(R?), L > [, [¢]? dz.

R

To prove the converse inequality, we start by proving that if {v.}.s0 C HY(R?) and v € H*(R?) are
such that v. — v weakly in H'(R?) as e — 0", then

Fy(v) < liminf F.(v.), (3.5.47)

e—0+

where for each e > 0, F. : HY(R?) — [0, +oc] is defined by

D-(2)Vo(2)Vu(2) + (do(2) — )|v(2)]?dz it v e H(w.),

400 otherwise,

F.(v) =

for some ¢ € R such that inf. d. > ¢ > 0, and Fp : H'(R?) — [0, +00] is given by
Fo(w) = [ DoVu(2)Vu(2) + (dy — ¢)|v(z)[* dz.3 !
R2

In order to show (3.5.47) we may assume without loss of generality that the limit inferior on the
right hand-side of (3.5.47) is actually a limit and that this limit is finite. Then, by definition of F,
v. € H}(w.) for all € > 0.

Defining g := — div(DoVv) + (dg — ¢)v, we have that g € H~1(R?). Moreover, if 7. € H}(w.) is the
solution of —div(D.Vd.) + (d. — ¢)D. a.e. in w,, then given an arbitrary ¥ € C2°(R?) the equality

/ D.V5.V0 + (d. — )09z = (9,9) g (o) 113 () (3.5.48)

It can be shown that actually the sequence of functionals {Ft}c>0 I'-converges with respect to the weak topology of

H'(R?) as ¢ — 07 to the functional Fy (see also Dal Maso [31, Thm. 13.5]).
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holds for all £ > 0 small enough. In view of (3.5.40), we have, up to a subsequence that we do not
relabel, U, — © weakly in H!(R?) as e — 0%, for some © € H'(R?). Letting ¢ — 0" in (3.5.48), we
obtain for all ¥ € C°(R?),

Do?’[}?ﬂ + (do - C)’(Nj’l9 dz = <g, 19>H*1(]R2),H1(]R2)- (3549)
R2

Consequently, ¥ is the solution of

—div(DoVd) + (dg — )0 =g a.e. in R?,
0 € HY(R?).

Since g = — div(DoVv) + (do — ¢)v, we conclude that © = v a.e. in R%. On the other hand, using the
fact that (3.5.48) holds for all ¥ € H}(w.) and (3.5.49) holds for all ¥ € H'(R?), and using the weak
convergence 0. — 0 = v in H*(R?), we get

Dav/ﬁgvﬁg + (dE — C)|i}8|2 dz = <97'DE>H—1(<_‘15),H(}(L¢5)
e (3.5.50)
— <97U>H*1(R2),H1(R2) = / Doﬁvﬁv + (do - C)‘U|2 dz.
e—0t R2
Moreover, since U minimizes F(w) — 2(g, W) g-1(w,) Bl (w.)> W € H}(w.), we have that F.(v.) —
2(97U€>H*1(u5),Hé(w€) > Fe(ﬁs) — 2<97{)€>H*1(w5),Hé(ojg)' ThiS7 together with (3550) and the
convergences

(g, Ue>H71(wE),H(}(%) 6_)—0; <97U>H*1(R2),H1(R2)a (g, {)E>H*1(w5),Hé(uE) €—>_OL <97U>H*1(]R2),H1(]R2)a

yield
liminf F.(v.) > liminf F.(0.) = Fy(v),

e—0t e—0t

which establishes (3.5.47).

In view of (3.5.47), and since 1. — ¢ in H'(R?) as e — 0T, we conclude that

limief Davwa?we + (da - §)|¢a|2 dz > / Dovl/ﬁib + (dO - 5)|¢|2 dz (3'5'51)
R2

e—0 we

for any 0 < ¢ < ¢. Furthermore, using in addition the strong convergence f. — f in L?(R?) as
e — 0T, and the fact that (3.5.45) holds for all ¥ € H}(w.) and (3.5.46) holds for all ¥ € H'(R?), we
deduce that

DV Vi), + d€\¢5|2dz:/ fedz — /szwdz:/m DoVYN + doltp|* dz.

we we e—0

Consequently,
lim inf D.VYVip + (de — O)|tbe|? dz = 11%1+ (/ D.NVpVipe + dalwal2d2) —CL

e—0 we

(3.5.52)
_ / DoV + dolyp|2 dz — CL,
RZ

where we also used the definition of L. From (3.5.51) and (3.5.52) we deduce that L < [, [¢]* dz.
Hence, L = [ [¢|?dz and S fe = ¢ — ¢ =S~ f in L*(R?) as e — 0.
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Finally, we prove (3.5.44). Assume by contradiction that there is v € o(S~!) which is not a cluster
point of o(S-1). Then there exist ¢ > 0 and &g > 0 such that for all 7. € ¢(S-1) with 0 < & < g9 one
has

[ve =] > e

Let f € L*(R?), and set f. := fxw, € L*(w.). If 7. € 0(S-1) with 0 < & < g, then

ISZ 1 fe = VSellzeeey = 1S fe = vfellr2n = e = lIfellzeqn) = ellfellzeqee)- (3.5.53)

Using the strong convergence of S-1 established above together with the strong convergence f. — f
in L?(R?) as e — 07", and letting e — 0T in (3.5.53), we get

ST f = vfllz2@e) = cllfll 2oy,

which contradicts the fact that v € o(S™1) since f € L?(R?) was taken arbitrarily. Thus (3.5.44)
holds, and this finishes the proof of Theorem 3.1.7. |
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Chapter 4

Multiscale Convergence of Sequences

of Radon Measures

Under the motivation mentioned in the Introduction (see Subsection 1.2), in this chapter we are con-
cerned with the characterization of (n+1)-scale limit pairs (u, U) of sequences {(ucL"| g, Duc o) }es0 C
M(Q;RY) x M(Q; R>*N) whenever {u.}.~¢ is a bounded sequence in BV (£;R%). This characteri-
zation, established in Ferreira and Fonseca [43], is useful in the study of the asymptotic behavior of
periodically oscillating functionals with linear growth, defined in the space BV of functions of bounded
variation and described by n € N microscales, undertaken in Chapter 5.

The notion of two-scale convergence was first introduced by Nguetseng [64] and further developed
by Allaire [1]. Tt was used to provide a mathematical rigorous justification of the formal asymptotic
expansions that used to be commonly adopted in the study of homogenization problems (see, for
example, Bensoussan, Lions and Papanicolaou [13], Jikov, Kozlov and Oleinik [53] and Sanchez-
Palencia [69]).

In Allaire and Briane [2] the authors extended that notion to the case of multiple separated scales of
periodic oscillations. Precisely,

Definition 4.0.1. Let n, N € N, let Q C RY be an open and bounded set, and let Q := [0,1]"V. Let
0155 0n : (0,00) — (0,00) satisfy for all i € {1,---,n} and for all j € {2,---,n},
lm os(c) =0, 1m —2E) _g (4.0.1)
e—0t e—0+ ijl(E)
A sequence {u.}.~o C L?(Q) is said to (n+1)-scale converge to a function ug € L*(Qx Q1 x -+ x Q,),
where each Q; is a copy of Q, if for every p € L*(Q;Cx(Q1 x -+ x Qy,)) we have

x x
Iim [ u.(x)olz, ——, -, dx
e=0t Jo ( )(’0( 01(€) gn(e))

- / uo(x7yla T yn)@(xayh e ayn) dxdyl e d?/m
QXQ1 X XQn

. . . 1 -
in which case we write uE%uo.

Remark 4.0.2. In the context of multiscale composites, the functions o1, ..., 0, stand for the length
scales or scales of oscillation. The second condition in (4.0.1) is known as a separation of scales
hypothesis.
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Also, Allaire and Briane [2] established a compactness result concerning this notion and provided the
relationship between the (n + 1)-scale limit and the usual weak limit in L?(Q2) (see [2, Thms. 2.4 and
2.5]). Precisely,

Theorem 4.0.3. Let {u.}.~¢ be a bounded sequence in L2(Q). Then, there exist a (not relabeled)
subsequence of {u.}.~o and a function ug € L?(2 x Q1 X - -+ x @Q,,) such that u, (”H)_SC ug. Further-

more, u. — iy weakly in L?(Q2) as ¢ — 0%, where ug(x leX xQ uo T, Y1, Yn) dyr - Ay,

and lim,_ o+ HueHLZ(Q) Hu0||L2(Q><Q1>< X Qn) ||U0||Lz

In general the (n + 1)-scale limit differs from the weak limit in L?(Q2), with the (n + 1)-scale limit
capturing more information on the oscillatory behavior of a bounded sequence in L?(£2) than its weak
limit in L?(€2). The proof of Theorem 4.0.3 follows the arguments introduced in the case n = 1 treated
in Allaire [1] (see also Nguetseng [64]).

Moreover, in order to study the asymptotic behavior of the solutions of certain partial differential
equations with periodically oscillating coefficients in the space H!(Q), the (n + 1)-scale limit of
gradients was fully characterized in Allaire and Briane [2, Thm. 1.2]. Precisely,

Theorem 4.0.4. Let {u.}.~¢ be a bounded sequence in H'(Q). Then there exist u € H'(Q) and n
functions u; € L*( x Qq X -+ x Qi_l;H%&(Qi)), fori € {1,---,n}, such that

e e, (4.0.2)
and, up to a not relabeled subsequence,
Vue Ty 4+ YV, g (4.0.3)
i=1

Furthermore, given any u € H*(2) and u; € L*(Q x Q1 x -+ x Qi—1; Hy(Qy)), i € {1,---,n}, there
exists a bounded sequence {u.}e~¢ for which (4.0.2) and (4.0.3) hold.

Remark 4.0.5. In the theorem above, the function u is the weak limit in H'(Q) of the sequence
{tc}es0. The terms Vy,u; in (4.0.3) may be interpreted as the gradient limits at each scale.

Remark 4.0.6. Definition 4.0.1 and Theorem 4.0.4 admit simple generalizations to the cases LP(£2)
and WP(Q), respectively, for any p € (1,00).

Theorem 4.0.4 extends Prop. 1.14 (i) in Allaire [1] to the case in which n > 2, but its proof requires
significant changes and is rather more difficult. By means of this result, Allaire and Briane [2]
completely characterize the asymptotic behavior as ¢ — 07 of solutions of the family of boundary

value problems
—div(A:Vue,) = f a.e.in Q,
ue =0 on 0%,
where f € L*(Q), Ac(xz) := A(z, rROINE g%(a))? and A is a N x N matrix satisfying appropriate
coercivity and boundedness hypotheses, and such that A(x,) is @1 X - -+ X Q,-periodic (see Allaire

and Briane [2, Thm. 1.3]).

A similar analysis was undertaken in Allaire [1] in the case n = 1. Also in Allaire [1] (see [1, Thms. 3.1
and 3.3]), the author provides a simple and elegant proof for the homogenized functional of a sequence
{I.}c>0 of functionals of the form

u e WhP(QRY) v I(u) == /Qf(g,Vu(x)) da.
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Following this last approach, in Amar [5] the author extended the notion of two-scale convergence
to the case of bounded sequences of Radon measures with finite total variation, and characterized
the two-scale limit associated with a bounded sequence in BV (2) (see Amar [5, Thm. 3.6]). Using
this characterization, the asymptotic behavior as e — 07 of sequences of positively 1-homogeneous
and periodically oscillating functionals with linear growth, defined in the space BV of functions of
bounded variation, of the form

r dDu

we BV(Q) — I (u) = /Qf(? d[Dul]

(#)) d|Dul|(z)
is given in Amar [5, Thm 4.1].

The purpose of the present chapter is to present an extension of the notion of two-scale convergence
for sequences of Radon measures with finite total variation introduced in Amar [5] to the case of
multiple periodic length scales of oscillations, and the characterization of the (n + 1)-limit associated
with a bounded sequence in BV (Q;R?). The remaining part of this chapter is organized as follows.
In Section 4.1 we state our main results, whose proofs are presented in Section 4.2. This study was
elaborated in the joint work with Fonseca [43].

4.1. MAIN RESULTS.

The notations introduced in Subsection 2.1.6 and the analysis undertaken in Subsection 2.3.2 will play
an important role in the sequel.

Definition 4.1.1. Let m,n, N € N, let Q C R be an open set and define Y := (0,1)V. Let o1, ..., 0
be positive functions in (0,00) satisfying (4.0.1). We say that a sequence {jic}eso C M(Q;R™) of
Radon measures (n+ 1)-scale converges to a Radon measure pig € My (2 x Yy x --- x Y,; R™), where
eachY; is a copy of Y, if for all ¢ € Cy(§; Ce(Y1 X - -+ x Y,,; R™)) we have

xZ €T

lim @(1‘7—7"'7—)'(1“6:6 :/ P Y1y 5 Yn d/“L LYty s Yn)s 411
Q Ql(g) Qn(g) () QXYy X XYy ( ! ) 0( ! ) ( )

e—0*t

(n+1)-sc
g

in which case we write L. Lo

Remark 4.1.2. The (n + 1)-scale limit po may depend on the sequence {€}. Indeed, let n = 1,
o01(e) = ¢ foralle > 0, let @ C RN be open and bounded, and let ¥ € C(Y'). Define pic := 9(<) LN q.
If p € Cy(;Cx(Y)), then by the Riemann-Lebesgue’s Lemma

i z = li r z = _. (/N N
lim QQO(I, 5) dpe(z) = lim QQD(I, 5)19(6) dz /Qxygo(z,y)ﬂ(y) dedy =: (LY o @ VL, @)

e—0*t e—0*t

and

lim ng(m, g) dpez ()

e—0t

€T €T
lim r,— | — ) dzx = T, Y1) dadyd
o 2)0(G)dr= [ i) drdndy

e—0t

/ w(ﬂw)( 0(y2) dy2> dedy =: (LN g ® L)), ),
QxY Y2

where 9 := fy 9(y)dy. Hence NEQ'%ENLQ ® VLY, while pu2 2'%5[,]\19 ® E?JJV. This example shows

Y )
(rt1)ses o and po PFDTCN with € < e, but po # Ao. What

that it may be the case that p.
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we can guarantee is that . ("+€1/)_Sc wo. This is due to the dependence of the test functions on the

length scales.

The notion of (n+1)-scale convergence is justified in view of the following compactness result asserting
that every bounded sequence {fic}eso in M(Q;R™) admits a (n + 1)-scale convergent subsequence.

Theorem 4.1.3. Let {picte>0 C M(;R™) be a bounded sequence. Then there exist a subsequence
{tter }erso of {petes0 and a measure py € Myz (2 X Y7 x -+ x Y,; R™) such that e ("+€1,)'SC 1o-

As in the cases studied in Allaire [1], Allaire and Briane [2], and Amar [5], the (n + 1)-scale limit
contains more information on the oscillations of a bounded sequence in M(€2;R™) than its weak-x
limit, in that the latter is the canonical projection of the (n + 1)-scale limit onto €.

Proposition 4.1.4. Let {uc}.~0 C M(S;R™) and pg € Myu (2 x Y1 x -+ x Y,;R™) be such that
e (n+i)'sc po. Then p. = iy weakly- in M(Q;R™) as e — 0%, where jig € M(;R™) is the
measure defined for all B € B(Q2) by

fo(B) := puo(B x Yy x -+ xY,).
Moreover, [[il|(€2) < [|poll (2 x Y x -+ x ¥,,) < liminf. o+ || |(€).

Remark 4.1.5. In view of Proposition 4.1.4, since every weakly-x convergent sequence in M(§2; R™)
is bounded, the same holds for any (n + 1)-scale convergent sequence in M(€; R™).

Assume that {u.}.~o C BV(;R9Y) is a bounded sequence. By Theorem 4.1.3, there exist
subsequences of {u.LY LQ}E>0 and {Du. }.>o that (n+1)-scale converge. The next theorem provides a
characterization of these (n+ 1)-scale limits as well as the relationship between them. We will assume
a stronger separation of scales hypothesis than the one in (4.0.1), precisely (cf. Allaire and Briane

2)),

Definition 4.1.6. The scales o1, ..., 0, are said to be well-separated if there exists m € N such that
for alli € {2,---,n},

. oi(e) \" 1 _
61;1%1+ <Qi1(5)> (@) =0. (4.1.2)

The case in which g;(¢) := &’ is a simple example of well-separated scales. Indeed, it suffices to take

m=n-+1.

Theorem 4.1.7. Let {u.}.~0 C BV(Q;R?) be a sequence such that u. = u weakly-x in BV (;R?)
as ¢ — 01, for some u € BV (Q;R?). Assume that the length scales o1, ..., 0, satisfy (4.0.1) and
(4.1.2). Then

a) uLYq ("+?_SC Tu, where 7, € Myx(Q x Y7 x -+ x Y,,;;RY) is the measure defined by
Tui=ullo@ Ly,
ie., if p € Co(Q;Cx (Y1 x -+ x Y3 RY)) then
<Tu730> :/ (P(‘rvylavyn)u(x) dxdyldyn
QxXYyx---xXY,
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b) there exist a subsequence {Du. }erso of {Duc}eso and n measures p; € My (2 x Yy x -+ X
Y;_1; BVyg(Y;;RY), i € {1, ,n}, such that

(n+1)-sc
‘Duel e’ )\u7l‘l’17.“5l’l’n’

where Ay op, € Myzu(Q XY x - X Y,; RN is the measure

n—1
Msir g, = Dujo @ L2V + 3" M@ Ly 0N, 4, (4.1.3)
1=1

Y1,y

ie., if p € Cp(Q;Cu(Yr x -+ x Yy, ; R¥*N)) then

<)‘u,ﬂ17"'xﬂn7 <P> :/ @(w,yh e 7yn) : dDu(‘r)dyl o dyn
OXY;x--XY,
n—1
+ Z/ e, y1, - yn) s dNi(@, 91, ¥i)dyigr - - dy
i—1 QXY X--XY,

+/ W(xayh“'?yn):d)‘n(xvy17'”7yn)a
QAXY]X--XY,

and each \; € My (x Yy x -+ - x Y;; R¥*N) is the measure associated with Dy, p;, i € {1,---,n}.

The proof of Theorem 4.1.7 is not a simple generalization of the analogous result in the case n = 1
treated in Amar [5]. When n > 2, and similarly to Allaire and Briane [2], some new arguments
are needed. We also show that Theorem 4.1.7 fully characterizes the (n + 1)-scale limit of bounded
sequences in BV (€; R?), in that:

Proposition 4.1.8. Let u € BV(;R?) and let p; € My (Q x Yy x -+ x Y;_1; BVx(Y;;RY)),
i € {1,---,n}. Then there exists a bounded sequence {u.}.~o C BV (;R?) for which a) and b)
of Theorem 4.1.7 hold (with €’ replaced by ¢).

Remark 4.1.9. Proposition 4.1.8 together with Theorem 4.1.7 represent the BV version of Theo-
rem 4.0.4.

4.2. MuLTISCALE CONVERGENCE IN BV.

We start this section by proving Theorem 4.1.3 and Proposition 4.1.4, which are simple generalizations
of Amar [5, Thm 3.5] (see also Allaire [1]) and Amar [5, Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4], respectively. Here, the
letter C represents a generic positive constant, whose value may change from expression to expression.

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.1.3. Let ¢ := sup..g|[p[|(2) < +o0o. For all ¢ > 0 and ¢ €
Co(Q;Cu(Y7 x -+ x Y3 R™)) we have that

fel ) 4

Hence F. : ¢ € Co(;Cx(Y1 x -+ xY,;R™)) — F.(p) = ngo(x,g%(s),~~,ﬁ(s)) ~dpe(z) is a

linear and continuous functional in Cp(€2; C (Y1 X - -+ x Y,,; R™)). By Riesz Representation Theorem

< cflelloo- (4.2.1)
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(see Theorem 2.1.46), there exists a measure A. € Myx(Q x Y7 x -+ x Y,,;R™) such that for all
v € Co(;Cu(Yr x -+ x Y,;R™)),

X X
F.(p) = /QSD (90, Q1—(€)’ ) Qn(€)> dpe(r) = <>‘sa90>My#(ﬂ><Y1><~~~><Yn;]Rm),CU(Q;C#(Y1><~~><Yn;]Rm))

:/ gp(x7y17"'ayn)'d)‘s(xayh"'vyn)'
QXY X+ XY,
Using (4.2.1) we have sup,~ ||[A:[|(2 x Y7 x --- x Y},) < ¢, and so there exist a subsequence {\. }./>0

of {Ac}eso and a measure A\g € Myx(Q X Yy x--- x Y,;R™) such that A\ X X weakly-% in
Myu(Qx Yy X -+ x Y,;R™) as ¢’ — 07, that is,

liHOl+<)\su<P>M,co = (Ao, ©) M,Co s

gl —

or, equivalently,

X X
lim SO((LH Ty ).d/”ts,m :/ C\L,Y1," " Yn d)\O TyY1, 5y Yn
/=0t Jq 01(¢") on (') (=) QXY1 X XY, ( ) ( )

for all p € Co(2;Cx (Y1 X -+ x Y,,;R™)). This proves that pior (n+51,)_sc Ao- O

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.1.4. Let ¢ € Cy(€2;R™) be given. By (4.1.1) we have

e—0t

lim /Q¢(a:)-dua(:c) =/QXY1XWXYH o(x) - dpo(x, 91, Yn) Z/Q¢($)'dﬂ0($)-

Thus pe = fig weakly-+ in M(Q;R™) as ¢ — 0%,
Furthermore,

ol (2 x Y1 x -+ x ¥y)

sup{/ o(@, Y1, Yn) - dpo(@,y1 -+, Yn):
OXY|X--XY,
0 € Col@Cp(Ys % -+ X Yoi R™), ]l < 1}

X X
- li ) dp (o)
Sup{s_lgg/(zw(x, @) 7Qn<5)> pe ()
o € Col@ Cu(Yi x - x Vs R™), [lplloe < 1}

liminf | su / (m,i,---,i)-dgaz:
~[ p{ A\ ae ) @
o € Co(: Cp(Yi X -+ X Y B™), [lplloe < 1}]

N

VAN

nmmf[sup{ [ 6@ ducta) s o€ Cal@R™), ol < 1}]

e—0*t

lim inf ||| (2
im inf [|.c[|(€2),

where we have used the fact that if ¢ € Co(Q;Cx(Y7 X --- x Y,,;R™)), then for each ¢ > 0, the

function ¢.(z) := ¢(, OLRR QHL(E)), x € €, belongs to Cy(Q; R™) and
Jocle = sup o (.5 S osw e )=l
e || oo xeg 2 791(5)7 ,Qn(E) X me(rl) e\r, Y1, s Yn Plloco-

y, €RN i€ {1,--+,n}
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On the other hand,

Iall@) = sup { [ o) amla): 6 € Co(@ &™), Il <1}

s [ oa) ol .-+ ): 6 € Co@R™), ol < 1]
QAXY]X--XY,

< Sup{/ oz, y1,yn) - dpo(,y1 - yn):
QXY X--XY,

¢ € OO CHY X X V™), ol <1
= [luoll(2 x Y1 x -+ x Yy),
which concludes the proof of Proposition 4.1.4. a

In order to prove Theorem 4.1.7 we we need an auxiliary lemma, which is an extension of Amar [5,
Thm. 2.5] (see also Allaire and Briane [2, Lemma 3.7]). We first introduce some notation.

Let p € C2°(RY) be the function defined by

oo fee = <1,
p(z) {0, o > 1,

where ¢ > 0 is such that [,y p(z)dz = 1. For each 0 < & <1 let

pe(x) = %Np (g) (4.2.2)

Then p. € C°(RY) and

/N pe(x)dx =1, suppp. C B(0,e), p:=0, p-(—z)=p:(z), (4.2.3)
R

for all z € RV,

For 0 < £ < 1/2, let . denote the extension to RY by (-1, 1)¥-periodicity of the function Pe|(~1,1)N -
Then 7. € C32(Y) is such that

/Q @) dy =1, 730, no(~2) = 1:(x), (4.2.4)

for any unit cube @ C RY and z € RV,

Lemma 4.2.1. Let A € My (QxY7 x -+ X Y3 RY) be given. The following conditions are equivalent:

i) for all'i € {1,---,n} there exists a measure p; € M, (Q x Yy x --- x Y;_1; BV4(Y;)) such that

)\1 ifnzl,

n—1
AEN S e Ll A iz,
1=1

where each \; € My (2 x Y7 x - -+ x Y;;RY) is the measure associated with Dy, p;;
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i) for all ¢ € CX(QOF (Y1 x -+ X Y,;RN)) such that div,, = 0 and, if n > 2, for all
ke{la"wn—l}J?GQ,yiEYiJG{L“'yn}y

/ dlvyk ¢($7 Y1, 7yn) dyk+1 e dyn — O,
Yir1 X XYy,

we have
/ @(xvyla"'ayn)'d)‘(m7y1a"'7yn):O'
QOxYy % Y,

ProoOF. We will give the proof only for n = 2, the argument being easily adapted for any n € N.
Step 1. Assume first that i) holds, and let ¢ € C2°(€2; O (Y1 ¥ Ya; R™M)) be such that div,, ¢ = 0 and
divy, p(z,y1,y2) dy2 = 0.
Y2

Using the decomposition of A as in i), we have

/ ¢ - d\z,y1,92) Z/ <p-d)\1(a:,y1)dy2+/ ¢ - dXa(z,y1,92)- (4.2.5)
QxY;xXYs QAxY;xYs QxY; XY

We will show that both integrals on the right-hand side of (4.2.5) are equal to zero. Let {¢;};en
be a sequence of the form ¢;(x,y1,92) = >, g)( ) ,ij)(yl)Olgj)(yg), where m; € N and for
all £ € {1,---,m,}, qb,(cj) € C>(9), w,(j) € CxM), 9,(3) € C’;O(YQ;RN), converging to ¢ in
C5e(Q; CF (Y1 x Y5; RY)). Then,

/ divy, pjdys = Z (¢§§j)vw,(€j) / 9,(3) dy2> — / divy, ¢dy2 =0 in Co(Q; Cx(Y1)), (4.2.6)
Yo Y2 Yo

k=1

Mj ) ) )
divy, o5 = > o0 divey) — divy, o = 0 in Co(; 0y (Y1 x Y2)). (4.2.7)
k=1

as j — +oo. The convergence ¢; — ¢ in Co(§2; Cx (Y1 x Y2;RY)) as j — 400 and Lemma 2.3.20 (see
also Remark 2.3.21) yield

/ o(x,y1,y2) - dAi(z,y1)dy2 = lim iz, y1,y2) - dAi(z,y1)dy:
QXY XYs J—too QAxY; XY

2

:jEI—iI-loo {—];/Yl </¢ x)dpy ( )) (1) Vo (y1) dys - /Y2 ‘91(3)(2/2)613/2}
—ngm{:sz (/qsm z) dpy (a >)( ) “)(yl)dyl}
-/

where 15,(3) = Vz/Jl(j) Jy, Hl(cj) dys. By (4.2.6), >, qb,(cj)i;,(cj) — 0in Cp(2; Cx(Y1)) as j — +o0, and
so, using (4.2.8) and Definition 2.3.18, we obtain

(4.2.8)

/ o(x,y1,y2) - A (z,y1)dys = / 0dp, (z)dy; = 0. (4.2.9)
QOxY; xYo QxYy
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Similarly, in view of (2.3.19), (2.3.22) and (4.2.7), we get

/ ‘P(377y1a92) ) d)‘Q(xayhyQ) = hm ‘Pj(l’ail/l,yQ) . d)\Q(xaylayQ)
QXY XY J=1% Jaxy; xYs

= lim <> o (@ ()0 (1) - Ao, 91, 12)
OxY; xXYs

— 400
J k=1

= i {kz [ (], ¢>2?’<x>w§j><yl>du2<m,y1>)<yz>dive,i”<y2>dy2}

= / 0dpy(z, y1)dy2 = 0.
QXYlXYQ

(4.2.10)

From (4.2.5), (4.2.9) and (4.2.10), we conclude that

/ <P(x,y1792)'d)\(x>y1792):0,
QXY XY

which proves ii).

Step 2. Conversely, assume by contradiction that ii) holds but A ¢ &, where &£ is the space of all
measures T € Myx(Q x Y7 x Yo; RY) for which there exist two measures p; € M, (€; BV (Y1)) and
o € M, (Q x Y7; BV4(Y3)) such that

T—)\1®£N+)\2»

where A1 € My (Q x Y1;RY) and Ay € Myx(Q x Y7 x Yo; RY) are the measures associated with
D, p and D, p,, respectively.

Note that £ is a vectorial subspace of M4 (€2 x Y7 x Ya; RY). We claim that it is weakly-x closed.

Substep 2a. Assume that the claim holds. Recalling that in a Banach space, a convex set is weakly
closed if, and only if, it is closed, then by a corollary to the Hahn—-Banach Theorem (see, for example,
[22, Cor. 1.8]), there exists a function ¢ € Cp(Q; Cx (Y1 x Ya; RY)) such that for all 7 € &,

(T, 90>My#(9xy1xYQ;RN),CO(Q;c#(YIxYQ;RN)) = / e(z,y1,92) - d7(z,y1,92) = 0,
QxY; xXYs
(4.2.11)
(A 9D My s (X Y3 X YaiRN),Co (0 (Y1 x Yo RN )) = / e(x,y1,92) - AN, y1,y2) # 0.
QXYl XYQ

Let f € CX(Q), g € CF(Y1) and h € CF(Ya) be arbitrary. Define p; : B(2) — BV (Y1),
Mo @ B(Q X }/1) — BV#(YQ) by

- (/Bf(x)dx)g, B e B(Q), (/ F@)gln d:cdyl)h EeBOx V)

Clearly, py € M(Q; BVi(Y7)) and py € M(Q x Y1; BVx(Y2)). Moreover, for all B € B(f),
FEe B(Q X Yl),

Do) = [ 0)20)Vaev, DyulussE) = ( [ ston) aan) 9
Hence pq € M, (; BV4(Y7)) and py € M, (Q x Y1; BV4(Y3)), with
M= LY @ Ve, and = (foLly© £y ) @ VhLNy,,
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respectively. Thus A\; ® Li\g, A2 € €, and so by the first condition in (4.2.11), and denoting by (-, -)
the duality pairing in the sense of distributions, we conclude that

0= / oy, y2) - D (a1 )dys = / oy, 2) - (F(2) V() dedysdys
QXY xXYs QXY xYs

= /QXYI (/Y2 @(x,yl,yQ)dyz) (f(x)Vg(y1)) dzdys = — </Y2 divy, sodyz,fg>7

and

0= [ plaanm) Dl = [ gl (ol VhGe) dedidse
QxY1 XY QXY XYs
= —(divy, ¢, fgh) .
The arbitrariness of f € C2°(R2), g € CZ (Y1) and h € CP(Yz) yields

/ divy, ¢dys =0 and divy, ¢ =0, (4.2.12)
Y2

in the sense of distributions.

Substep 2b. We show that (4.2.12) and ii) contradict the second condition in (4.2.11). We will derive
such contradiction by proving that there exists a sequence {¢;}jen C C2°(Q2; CZ (Y1 X Ya; RY)) such
that divy, ¢; =0, [}, divy, ¢;dys =0 and ¢; — ¢ in Co(§2; Cy (Y1 x Y2; RY)) as j — +oc.

Let 0 < e < 1/2, and let p. € C.(RY) and 1. € Cx(Y') be the functions introduced above (see (4.2.2),
(4.2.3) and (4.2.4)). For z € , y1,y2 € RV, define

o (T,y1,y2) == / o, Y1, yo)ne (Y1 — y1)ne(y2 — y) dyydys.
Y1 XYQ

Then ¢, € Co(%; CF (Y1 x Yo; RY)) and ¢ — ¢ in Co(Q; Cy (Y1 x Yo; RY)) as € — 0F. Moreover, by
(4.2.12) divy, . = 0 in 2 x RN x RV and sz divy, g dys = 0 in Q x RV, In fact, let f € C(Q).
We have that

/QdiVyz o (z,y1,y2) f(z) dz :/

(/ lo(z, y1, ya)ne(y1 — y1)] - Ve (Y2 — 1) dyidy’z)f(x) dz
Q\JYi xYs

= —/ [o(@, 91, y2)me (Y1 — y1)] - Ve (y2 — y2) f (2) dedy; dys
QOxY;xXYs

= (divy, @, 1 (y1 — Ine(y2 — ) f) =0,

where we used (4.2.12). The continuity of divy, ¢. and the arbitrariness of f € Cg°(Q2) yield
divy, p. =0in Q x RY x RN for all 0 < e < 1/2.

Similarly, using (4.2.4), (4.2.12) and Fubini’s Theorem, we deduce that
/(/ divy, %(x,yl,yz)dyz)f(x) dz
Q Yo

= —/ (/ (2,91, 95) - Vyrne(yr — y1)n= (Y2 — yé)dyidy'z>f(z) dzdy,
QXYQ Y1 XYQ

= */ o(x,91,Y3) - Ve (yr — yi)(/ Ne(y2 — yé)dy2>f($) dady|dy,
QXYl XYz YQ

= —/ (2,91, 95) - Vyrne(y1 — y1) f (@) dedy) dys = </ divy; @ dys, me(y1 — -)f> =0,
QXY XY Yo
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from which we conclude that for all 0 <& < 1/2, [, divy, pcdys =0 in Q x RV,

Extend ¢, to RY x RN x RN by zero outside Q x RY x RY, and for each j € N let

. 2 c
Kji={o e : ol < dist(ar RN\Q) > 5] 0 (0, 10) = el o), (),
2\ (2, y1,10) = /RN <P§E)(x’,y1,yz)p;(fc—z’)dxC

for all (z,y1,72) € RY x RY x RV, where p1 is the function given by (4.2.2) with ¢ replaced by 1/3.
J —
Notice that K; C K41, and U;enK; = 2. Moreover, since supp p1 C B(0,1/j) we have
J

1
supp & C {(x,yl,yg) e RY x RN x RV: dist(z, K;) < ;}
1
c {x € Q: dist(z, 0Q) > f,} x RV x RV,
J

Hence,

Jj J

P € (05 (1 x Y RY)),  divy, 317 =0, / div,, ¢\ dys = 0.
Yo

Furthermore, arguing as in [48, Thm 2.78], we have that @;E) — o in Co(;Cx (Y1 x Yo; RY))
as j — 4oo. Finally, using a diagonalization argument we can find a subsequence j. < j such
that ¢ := ¢\ € O CF (Y1 x YasRN)), divy, @ = 0, [y, divy, @ dya = 0 and @ — ¢ in
Co(;Cx (Y1 x Yo; RY)) as ¢ — 0T, Using ii),

0= / Ge(w,y1,92) AN, y1,92) — (@, y1,y2) ANz, y1,92) as € — 07,
QAxY; XY QXY xYs

which contradicts the second condition in (4.2.11).
It remains to prove the claim, i.e., £ is weakly-x closed.

Substep 2c. We start by proving that the set & of all measures 7 € M4 (2 x Y1; RY) for which there
exists a measure p; € M, (Q; BV4(Y7)) such that 7 is the measure associated with D,, p, (i.e., for
all Be B(Q), E € B(Y1), 7(B x E) = Dy, (p,(B))(F)) is weakly-+ closed.

Since the weak-x topology is metrizable on every closed ball of M, (QxY7; RY), by the Krein—Smulian
Theorem to prove that £ is weakly-x closed it suffices to show that & is sequentially weakly-x closed.
Let {7;}jen C & and 7 € Myx(Q x Y1;RY) be such that 7; = 7 weakly-x in M, »(Q x Y1;RY) as
j — 400, that is, for all ¢ € Co(; Cx(Y1;RY)) we have

lim (@, 1) dr(z,41) = / (@, 1) dr(z, 31).
=+ Jaxy, QxY;

We want to prove that 7 € & . Let {N§1)}jeN C M, (Q; BV4(Y1)) be such that 7; is the measure
associated with D,, u§1) for each j € N.

Fix j € N, and let /1;1) : B(Q) — BV (Y1) be defined by

()= i (B) — [ W By, B e B,
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It can be seen that each ;15»1) satisfies conditions i) and ii) of Definition 2.3.13. In fact, since
pl e M, (9 BV4(Y1)), we deduce that

L(0) = 0
and, proceeding as in the proof of (2.3.2), given any sequence {B;};eny C B(£2) of mutually disjoint
Borel sets,

1)<UB) (:Bz)—/ “]1)<H3)dy1 Z“yl) /1;%1) ) dy;

<“’§‘1)(Bi) —/Y 2 dyl) Z ~(1)
—1 1

Moreover, for all B € B(Q2), D,, (u(l)(B)) D, (ugl)(B)) and

3

1757]1(€2) = sup { ST EY (B v,y {Bitien € B(R) is a partition of sz}

=1
< 2sup { Z ||/1,] Bi)llBv,(vi): {Bitien C B(£) is a partition of Q}
1
= 2| >||<9> < o0,

Thus ﬁ;l) € M, (Q; BV4(Y1)), being 7; the measure associated with Dy1ﬂ§-1). Furthermore,

~(1 . o,
185 anqeaizs 1)y = sup { Sl ><BZ—>||L;<Y1> : {Bi}ien C B(Q) is a partition of Q}

=1
< Csup { Z | Dy, (257 (B)||(Y1): {Bi}ien C B(S) is a partition of Q}
oo
2 g 5 P B B

oo

=C sup Z sup Z |7;(B; x Ey)]

{B; }LGNCE(Q) —1 {Ek}kENCB(Yl)

partition of Q partition of Y]
oo
<C sup g sup g |75 [(B; x Ey) < C|l75]|(2 x Y1),
{B; thCB(Q) 1 {Ep}kenCB(Y1) 1
partition of © partition of Y7

(4.2.13)
where 1* is the Sobolev conjugate of N, and where we have used a Poincaré inequality in BV (see
Theorem 2.3.10) taking into account that for each B € B(f), p,gl) is a function in BV (Y1) with zero
mean value.

Since supjey [|7;](22 x Y1) < oo, and as M(; LY (7)) ~ (C’O(Q;Lg(}ﬁ)))/ (see, for example, [38,
p.182]), from (4.2.13) we deduce the existence of a (not relabeled) subsequence of {ﬂél)}jeN and of a
measure 1 € M(; L;; (Y1)) such that

;1§1) o weakly-+ in M(Q;Lg (Y7)) as j — +oo0.

In particular, for all ¢ € Cy(Q; Cx(Y71)) we have

Tim o) i @i = [ pler) diate)dn, (4.2.14)
i—=+oo Joxy, axy;

90



where the integrals are to be understood in the sense of Subsection 2.3.2.

We want to prove that fi € M, (Q; BV4(Y1)) and that 7 is the measure associated with D, &,

thus proving that 7 € £. We start by showing that g1 € M, (Q; BVk(Y71)). Let ¢ € Cp(2) and
()

Y € C’#(Yl;RN ) be given. Taking into account that 7; is the measure associated with Dy, fi;

Lemma 2.3.20 and the weak-+ convergence 7; X 7in Myx(Q x Y1;RY) as j — +oo, we have

lim () divep(y) djaS” (z)dy) = Tim ( / o(x) dﬂé”(az))(yl) div ¢(y1) dy
Y1 Q

i—=+o Jaxy, j—+oo

—— lm o(x) ¥(yr) - dry (1) = — / o(2) ) - dr(z, ).

j=+oo Jaxy, Qxy;

(4.2.15)

From (4.2.14) and (4.2.15), we get

/ ([ ot ae) ) aiv oty am = - [ V) ), (1210

for all ¢ € Cp(2) and ¢ € C#(H;RN).
We claim that for all B € B(Q) and ¢ € C4(Y1;RY), we have

/Y 2(B)(y1) divep(yr) dyy = — 5 Y(y1) - dre(y1), (4.2.17)

where 75(-) := 7(B X -), thus showing that ft(B) € BV (Y1) with Dy, (ix(B)) = 75.

Indeed, proceeding as in Lemma 2.3.17, it can be proved that for all bounded, Borel functions

¢ : Q — R, we have
/Y / o(x) dji(x)

Fix 6 > 0. Since ||@t]| € M(Q;R) and |7 € M,x(2 x Y1;R) are positive, finite Radon measures, we
may find an open set A5 O B and a closed set Cs C B such that

dy < / ()| ]|t (). (4.2.18)

I2][(As\Cs) < 8, ||I7]|((As\C5) x Y1) < 4. (4.2.19)

By Urysohn’s Lemma, we may also find a function ¢5 € Cp(£2; [0, 1]) such that ¢s = 0 in 2\ As and
¢s = 1 1in Cs. Then, in view of (4.2.18),

‘ /Y : ( /Q bs(x) dﬂ(:b))(m)divw(yl)dyl - / f(B)(y1) div(yy) dyy

Y1

(4.2.20)
< C||V¢||oo/ /Q(%(UC) —x(2))dia(z)| dyr < 2C|| V|| || ]l (A5\Cs).
From (4.2.19) and (4.2.20), we get
i [ ([ osto) i) n) v oton) i = [ (B)0n) v ) . (1221
Similarly,
Sim, Gs(@)¥(y1) - dr(@,y1) = | ¥(y1) - d7B (1) (4.2.22)
- QxYy Y1
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Considering (4.2.16) with ¢ replaced by ¢s, passing to the limit as § — 0T taking into account (4.2.21)
and (4.2.22), we deduce (4.2.17). In particular, for all B € B(2), E € B(Y1),

Dy, (it(B))(E) = 75(E) = 7(B x E). (4.2.23)

To conclude that fi € M, (§2; BV(Y7)) it remains to prove that fi has finite total variation. As in
(4.2.13), by (4.2.23) we get

sup { Z | Dy, (1(B;))||(Y1): {Bi}ien C B(Q) is a partition of Q} < |I7I[(2 x Y7).

i=1
Consequently,

o

l£2][(2) = sup { Z |l (B |BV#(Y1) {Bi}ien C B(Q) is a partition of Q}

oo

< Csup { Z BB Ly (va) + [[Dys (1 B))II(Y1)): {Bi}tien C B(Q) is a partition of Q}
i=1

< (supll 0 x ¥i) 4 7@ x Y1) ) < o,
J€

where we have also used (4.2.13). Thus, & € M, (Q; BV4(Y1)) and 7 is the measure associated with

Dy, v, which shows that 7 € £, and this concludes the proof that &£; is a weakly-* closed subspace of
My#(Q X YhRN)

Substep 2d. Similarly to Substep 2c, one can show that the space & of all measures 7 €
Myu (2 x Yy x Yo; RY) for which there exists a measure py € M, (Q x Y; BV4(Y2)) such that 7 is the
measure associated with Dy, u, (i.e., for all B € B(Q x Y1), E € B(Y2), 7(B x E) = Dy, (u(B))(E))
is weakly-x closed.

Substep 2e. We are now in position to prove that & is a weakly-x closed vectorial subspace of
Myu(Q x Y1 x Yo; RY). As before, it suffices to show that & is sequentially weakly-x closed. Let
{7j}jen C & be a sequence such that 7; = 7 weakly-* in M,4(Q x V7 x Yo; RY) as j — +o00. We
want to prove that 7 € £.

For each j € N write 7; = 7; () QLY +7; ) , where T ) e My (8 x Yl,RN) and T ) e My (2 x Y] x
Y2; RY) are the measures associated with D,, u; and Dy2u§. ) for some u b e M, (©; BV4(Y1)) and
,uf) € M, (2 x Y1; BVx(Y3)), respectively.

Let ¥ € Co(Q;Cx(Y1;RY)) be such that |[J]oc < 1. Then ¥ can be seen as an element of
Co(; C (Y1 x Yo RY)), still with norm less than or equal to 1. Moreover,

(T35 0) My (X Vi X YaiRN),Clo (5 C 4 (Y1 X YoiRN)) =/ (e, y1) drj(@, y1, y2)
QxY1 XY
= / 9, yn) dr (@, y1)dys + / Iz, y1) A7 (2,1, 0)
QXY xYs QxY1xYs

:/Q v I, yn) dri (@, 51) = (717, 9) (@23 Colup (vimY)
X Y1
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since [y, v, oy, 9(2,51) d717 (2,51, 92) = 0 by (2.3.21) (with i = 2 and ¢ = 1). This implies that

[I75[1(2 x Y1 x ¥3)

Hence {T;l)}jeN is a bounded sequence in M, (Q2xY7; RY), and so there exist a subsequence {T;kl)}keN
of {T;l)}jeN and a measure 71 € M4 (Q x Y1; RY) such that T;:) 2oy weakly-x in M4 (Q x Y RY)
as k — +oo. Since Tj(kl) € & for all k € N, and &) is a weakly-x closed subspace of M, (Q x Y7; RY)
(see Substep 2c), we conclude that 7 € &. Let p; € M, (Q; BV4(Y1)) be such that 7 is the measure
associated with D, p;.

Next, write ij) =T}, 77_.](13) ®£évz, so that TJ(:) BN - ®£y]\£ =: 7 weakly-* in M4 (Q x Y7 X Ya; RY)
(2

as k — 4o00. Since Tjk) € & for all k € N, by Substep 2¢c we conclude that 79 € &. Thus we can find
o € M, (Q x Yy; BV4(Y3)) such that 75 is the measure associated with D,, p,. Finally,

T=7'1®[,;\£ +1 €€,
and this concludes the proof of the claim. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.1.7. a) We claim that for all ¢ € Co(€; Cx (Y1 x -+ x Yy,;R?)) we have

T T
lim T, ——,—— | u xdx:/ T, Y1, ~u(x) dedyy - - - dys,.
e—0F Qw( 01(¢) Qn(€)> <) QXY X XY, Pl Un) - u(z) . o
(4.2.24)
If p € C(Q;Cx(Yy X -+ x Yy,;RY)), then by Riemann—Lebesgue’s Lemma
2@ @) S, ¥ ) (4:229)

weakly-x in L2 (Q;R?) as e — 07, from which (4.2.24) follows since by hypothesis u. — u (strongly)

in L'(;RY) as e — 07, and since if ¢ € Cp(Q; C (Y7 X -+ x Y3 RY)) then (4.2.25) holds weakly-x
in L>=°(Q;RY).

b) By reasoning component by component, we may assume without loss of generality that d = 1.
Since {Du. }.~0 is a bounded sequence in M(2; RV ), by Theorem 4.1.3, and up to a subsequence (not
relabeled),

Du A0 (4.2.26)
for some p1g € Myx(Q x Y7 x -+ x Y,; RY).
We claim that if ¢ € C2°(Q;CF (Y1 x -+ x Y,; RY)) is such that div,, ¢ = 0 and, if n > 2, for all
ke {17"'an_1}a er7 Yi EYzaZE {17"'7”}7
/ divy, o(z,y1,- 5 Yn) dYpy1 - - dyn =0, (4.2.27)
Yep1 X XY,
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then we have

/ Q)O(xvylv"'vyn)'dMO(xvyla"'vyn):/ w(x,yl,,yn)dDu(x)dyldyn
OXY]X--XY, QXY X--XY,

(4.2.28)
If the claim holds, then by Lemma 4.2.1 there exist n measures p; € M, (QxY7 x---xY;_1; BVx(Y;)),
i€{1,---,n}, such that

n—1
_ON
pio — Dujo ® EZlewyn - Z Ai ® E,(y::’li)"'ﬁgn + Ans
i=1

where each \; € My (2 x Yy X --- x Y;; RY) is the measure associated with D, pt;. This will establish
statement b).

Let us prove (4.2.28). Let ¢ € CZ°(€; 0% (Y1 x -+ Y,; RY)) be such that div,, ¢ = 0. Using the
fact that u. € BV (§2) we obtain

- 7/9(011% ®) (x ng) C ej@) uele) d (4.2.29)

By a) and Fubini’s Theorem, we deduce that

xr X
lim div, T, ———, ue(x) do
i e (g ) e
:/ (dive @) (@, Y1, yn)u(z) dedy - - - dy, (4.2.30)
OXY]X--XY,

QXY x--xXY,

We claim that, if in addition ¢ is such that for n > 2 and for all k € {1,---,n — 1},

/ dlvyk (,0(.’1:, Y1, ,yn) dyk_;’_l e dyn = 07
Yit1 X XY,

then for all k € {1,---,n — 1},

lim 1(5)/9(011‘;% cp)(x, A )us(x)dmo. (4.2.31)

e—0t Ok 01(e) ’ on(e)

Assume that (4.2.31) holds. Then passing (4.2.29) to the limit as e — 07, from (4.2.26), (4.2.30) and
(4.2.31) we get (4.2.28), which concludes the proof of Theorem 4.1.7.

It remains to establish (4.2.31). The main ideas to prove (4.2.31) are those of Allaire and Briane
[2, Thm. 3.3, Cor. 3.4], which we will include here for the sake of completeness. Let n > 2, fix
ke{l,---,n—1} and define ¥y, := div,, . By (4.2.27), we can write

n

ﬂk(xvyla"'vyn): Z ﬂgk)('x?yh'"ayi)a
i=k+1
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where the functions ﬁgk) are given by the inductive formulae

19£7k) = ﬂk 7/ ’19k dyn,
Y,

n

19516) ::/ 19kdyi+1---dyn—/ Vpdy; ---dy, ifie{k+1,---,n—1}
Yip1 X XYy Yix- XYy
By construction, for each ¢ € {k+1,---,n} one has

9 € 0; = {19 €CX(UOF (Vi X --- x V) : / D@, y1, i) dyi = 0}.
Y;

Moreover, for n > 2 and k € {1,---,n — 1},

1 x

gk(@/g(i”yk s ue@ = s Lo (ot @
S Y reey Kl CP eRPre) EELE

Hence, using the boundedness of {u.}.~o in BV () and (4.0.1), to prove (4.2.31) it suffices to show
that for each ¢ € {k+1,---,n} there exists a constant C; = C(ﬂgk)), independent of e, such that

@ie) /Q 9k (:g gje)""’gj@) ue(z) da

Fix ¢t € {k+1,---,n}. To simplify the notation, in the remaining part of the proof we will drop the
dependence on i and k of the function ﬁgk), so that 191(-k) =9€0;.

IS

< Cilluc| By (- (4.2.32)

As shown in Allaire and Briane [2, Lemma 3.6], there exists a linear operator S : 9 € O; — S € ON
such that div,, (SY) =9 and ||S¥Y||sc < C||9||co, for some constant C. Then we can write

1 z .
@i(sf?(”’ or(e) gi(s>>
_ div((Sﬁ) (ac I Qf("g))) - (%ﬁ(i)) Qig) (T29) <g; 91“("5),...7 gjg)) ’

where T is the linear operator given by

i—1

Te9 := 0i-1(g) div,(S9) + Z Q;'ES)
=1 %

div,, (S9).

Note that T 9 € O;. Indeed, T Y € O; inherits the same regularity of S, and
/ div,,(S9) dy; = div,;/ Svdy; =0, / div,, (8) dy; = divy, / SYdy; =0,
Yi Y; Y; Yi

forall j € {1,---,i— 1}, and so in T.9dy; = 0.

Let us now analyze the right-hand side of (4.2.33). On the one hand we have that

/Qdiv<(5’19)(x,gli(€),~~,$>>ua(x)dx :’—/9(519)(;5,@1&(6),...,gi”(cg))-dpug(x)
<180 oo | Duc () < Cll9]|oo | Due [|($2).
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O? the other hand, the function &%@)(Tgﬂ)(-, MO Qi'(a)) is of the same type as the function

Qi—(f)ﬁ(.) _gl'(e) oy &_(6))
Applying (4.2.33) to T .9 instead of ¥, and reiterating this process m times, with m as in (4.1.2), we

get
1

Qz‘(@ﬁ(% 013(05)7.“’ Qz’f@) 4
zmz_l(_w( 0i(¢) )Jdiv((S(TE)jﬁ)(m, SRR x)>> (4.2.34)

= Qi—1(€) 91(5) Qz(5
m [ 0i(€) ™o m L
) <gima> o) ) m<%9dd’ ’gxa>'

Reasoning as above,

[ (20 (oo )

(4.2.35)
0ie) Y j j
C|— [(T2)? Il oo || Due || (2) < C[[(T2) O oo [| Duc [|(£2)
0i-1(¢)
for all j € {0,---,m — 1}, while
/(—l)m( oi(c) )m ! (T.)™9) (x o L) ue () de
Q 0i-1(¢) 0i(e) 7 Toi(e) Taile)) T (4.2.36)
0i(€) )m 1 '
< T)" | sollue |l L) < CI(T2)™ | ool|uell L1,
(25 g1 dleliulzeo) < T il oo
where we used (4.0.1) and (4.1.2).
Finally using the definition of the operator T, we deduce that for all j € {0,---,m},
igg I(T2) 9loo < C(”S’ﬂHCj(Q;C;(Yl><--<><Yi;RN)) + ||’9||Cj(9;c;(ylxmxn)))v (4.2.37)
so that (4.2.32) follows from (4.2.34)—(4.2.37). O

The proof of the converse of Theorem 4.1.7, that is, of Proposition 4.1.8, is hinged on a version for
BV (Y; R%)-valued measures of the classical Meyers—Serrin’s (density) Theorem. We will need some
auxiliary results.

For 0 < & < 1/2, let p. € C®(RY) and n. € Cg(Y) be functions satisfying (4.2.3) and (4.2.4),
respectively. Fix i € {1,---,n}, let p € M,(Q x Y1 x -+ x Y;_1; BVx(Y;,R?)) and denote by X the
measure associated with D,, . We define

1/)5(%%, e 7yz)

i—1
:=/Y </Q N pe(a =) [T ey — y;)du(x’,yi,---,yéﬂ)(yé)ne(yi —y;) dy;,
i XY X X Y51 k=1
(4.2.38)
for x € Q. == {z € Q: dist(z,0Q) > ¢} and y1,...,y; € RV,

Lemma 4.2.2. The function v defined in (4.2.38) belongs to C*(Q; C3° (Y1 X - - x Y;;RY)).

PrOOF. The proof is similar to the usual mollification case (see, for example, Ambrosio, Fusco and
Pallara [7]). It is done by induction on the order of the derivative, and the key ingredients are the
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difference quotients and the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem, taking into account the
regularity of p. and 7. a

Lemma 4.2.3. Let ' CC Q be an open, bounded set, and let 1/j; be the function defined in (4.2.38).
Then wjﬁ(HI)NLQ/XyIXWXn R pLY|y, weakly-—+ in Myu(Q x Yy x -+ x Y;;RY) ase — 0%, that is,
for all ¢ € Co(Q;C (Y7 x -+ x Y;; RY)) we have

lim @(xmyl,ayz) wﬁ(m7y1a 7yl)d‘rdy1 dyz
e=0% Jorxy, x--xY;

(4.2.39)
:/ w(xayla"Wyi)'dl*l’('raylf"ayifl)dyia
Q' XYy X XY;
where the last integral is to be understood in the sense of Subsection 2.3.2.

ProoF. To simplify the notation, set Y=Y x % Yio, Y=Y, 5:= (1, ,yi-1) and y :== y;
with the obvious conventions if ¢ = 1. Set also 7.(9) := H;_:ll Ne(yx). Notice that due to (4.2.4), for
all / € RC-DN o/ € RN, we have

/~ ﬁe(g - gl) dﬂ = 17 / 775(?/ - y/) dy =1. (4240)
Y Y

Fix 0 < & < &g where 0 < g9 < 1/2 is such that Q' C Q... By (4.2.3), for all such ¢ and for all 2’ € €V,
one has

/ps(x —2')dr =1. (4.2.41)
Q
We will proceed in two steps.

Step 1. We start by proving that for every function f € C(; C’#(}7 X Y;C(ZRY))NL®(Q x Y x
Y x Z;R%), where Z C R™ is an open and bounded set, we have

/ ~ f(x/7g/7ylvz) : d[,L(ZC/, g/)dy/dz = / (/ f(.’l,'/,g/7y/7 Z) dZ) : dﬂ(m/yﬂl)dy/7 (4242)
QXY XY xZ QxYxY \JZ

where the integrals are to be understood in the sense of Subsection 2.3.2.

In fact, let f;(z/, 9,y 2) = Y .2, ﬁ,(cj)(x',gj') ,(cj)(y’)(b,(cj)(z), where m; € N, and for all £ €
{1, ,m;}, 99 € C(C(V)NL=(Q x V), »7) € Cu(Y), ¢ € C(Z;R%) N L=(Z;RY), be
such that {f;};en converges to f with respect to the supremum norm || - [|» (such a sequence exists
as a consequence of the Stone-Weierstrass Theorem).

Then, by definition,

/ Ty - dp, ) dyde
OXY XY xXZ
= lim / {(/ 99 (!, i dp x',gj') v) - (V9 () 6V (2 }dy’dz.
Jm 3 U e 7 due ) )6 - (00 6 )

On the other hand, since [, ;Cj )(z) dz € R%, by Fubini’s Theorem we have that for all j € N and
kEe{l,---,m;},

L (L e mane.n)w- (s )6 ) |aas

XY

:/Y K/QX? (/Z(ﬁ](cj)(z)dzﬁl(cj)(x”g’)).du(x’,g/)>(y/) ,ij)(y’)]dy’.
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Finally, we observe that since [, f;dz = Y07, ([, ¢ dz 0% P} converges to [, fdz with respect
to the supremum norm in Q x Y x Y, then, in view of Remark 2.3.21,

Jim Y [ [( | ( [ dzﬁﬁ”(w’,g'))-du(x',g@)(y’)w?)(y')} &

k=1 (4.2.45)
= / </ f(x/a g/u y/u Z) dz) : d/,l,(l'/, g/)dy/
QXY XY Z

From (4.2.43)—(4.2.45) we obtain (4.2.42).

Step 2. We establish (4.2.39). Fix ¢ € Co(Q;Cx(Y7 x -+ x Y;;R?)). Using Fubini’s Theorem and

Step 1, with Z := @' x Y x Y and f(«', 7,9/, 2,5,y) := p=(x — &')7(§ — ' )n-(y — v')o(x, §,y), and
considering (-, 7, y) extended by zero outside ', we get

/ (@, g1,y (T yn, - y) dody - - - dy;
Q' XYy x--XY;
= / _ o(z,7,y) [/ (/ _pelr —2)7(§ — z?’)du(fv’,z?’)>(y') ne(y — y’)dy’} dzdydy
QXY XY Y QxY
= / N </ _pe(z— 2" ) (g —§') dp(a, 17'))(1/) n:(y — ") e(x,5,y) dy'dedydy
YXOXY XY 95°9%

= / _ (/ o pelx =2 = ey — v )z, 7, y) dxdﬂdy) dp(2’, 9" dy’,
QXY XY OXY XY

and, using in addition (4.2.40) and (4.2.41),

/ (p(xlvyllaay;) dp’(m,vyllaay:—l)dy:
Q' XY x--XY;

= o (et ) L= 0a0)
([ et wran) ottt e s
-/ ( / mymxx’)m(gg/m(yy')ao(x',g’,y@dxd@dy) dule!, )y

Thus, by Remark 2.3.21,

‘/ w(xaylf"?yi)wﬁ(x?ylf"ayi)dxdyl"'dyi
Q' XY x--XY;

7/ (p(xvyla""yi)du’(‘rayh"'ayi—l)dyi
Q' XYy X---XY;

Vs Uy -t

Pl — )G — ' )nely — o) dxdgdy) du(a’, 7)dy

< max (2, 9,y) — (", 7,9 || ull (2 x Y),
E (4.2.46)
where A, = {(z,7,y), (@', 7,y) € QA x Y xY: lv—a'| <e, |[§—7| <e, ly—y'| < e}, and where we
have also used the inclusions supp pe, suppn. NY C B(0,¢), as well as (4.2.40) and (4.2.41).
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The uniform continuity of ¢ entails

li ~ - AN
Eirél+11}lelX!<p(x,y,y) (@' 7,y =0,

and so, to conclude Step 2 it suffices to pass (4.2.46) to the limit as e — 0. O

Lemma 4.2.4. Let ' CC § be an open, bounded set, and let Yy, be the function defined in (4.2.38).
Then Vyiw,i‘c(i—i_l)NLﬂ’xYl><-~><Y7; 2\ weakly-% in Myu (¥ XY x - Y;; R>*NY as e — 01, and

lim Vot (yr, -y dedyr - dy; = A (Q x Yy x - x Y5).

e=0T JOrxy, x---xY;
ProOOF. Fix x € Q. and yy,---,y; € RY. Set Y =Y X % Yio1, Y=Y, 9:= (y1, ", ¥i-1),
y = y;, and 7.(9) := H;;ll Ne(yx). As in the previous proof, (4.2.40) holds. Using (2.3.21) and
(4.2.40), we get

vud}i(xa J,y) = /

v (/Qx? pele = 2)e(§ =9 dple’ 3“7/))(?/) ® Vyne(y —y') dy’

= /Y (/Qx; ps(x - x/)ﬁe(g - 37') d[J/(.’El,gl)>(y') X Vy,na(y _ y/> dy’
= [ pele == ey~ ) N )
QXY XY

Hence V95 = e * A in Qe x RN where ¢ (2,91, -, 9;) = pe() Hi;:1 Ne(y;), and well known
results on mollification of measures yield the desired convergences (see, for example, Ambrosio, Fusco
and Pallara [7, Thm. 2.2]). O

Remark 4.2.5. Let ¢ € C.(Q) and p € My (Q x Y7 x -+ x Y;_1; BVx(Y;;RY)) be given, and
define v(B) = [, ¢(x)dp(z,y1, -, yi—1) for all B € B(Q x Yy x --- x Y;_1). By Remark 2.3.21,
veEM(Q XY x - xYi_1; BVg(Y;;RY)). Note that suppv C supp ¢ x RE-DN,

Considering first functions @, ¢ of the form @(x, y1, -+, vy;) = Hx,y1, -+, yi—1)V(yi) and p(z, 41, -+, y;) =
Iz, Y1, yio1)W(y;) with 9,9 € Co(;Cu (Y1 x -+ x Y1), e Cy(Y;) and ¢ € C#(Yi), using
(2.3.21), arguing component by component, and finally considering a density argument, we conclude
that v € M, (2 x Y7 x --+ X Yi_1; BVx(Y;;RY)), with 7 := ¢d\ being the measure associated with
D, v, so that

/ oz, y1, 5 yi) - dv(@,yr, -+, yi-1)dy;
QXY x--xXY;
= / (@(xaylaayz>¢(x)) 'dll’(xaylv"'ayifl)dyiv (4247)
QXY x---xXY;
/ cp(xvylv"'vyi):dT(mayla"'ayi)
QXY x--xXY;

:/ (@(x,yl,,y1)¢(m)) :d)‘(mayla"'ayi), (4248)
QXY x--xXY;

for all € Co(Q;Cx (Y1 x -+ x Yi;RY)) and ¢ € Cp(Q; Cp (Y1 x -+ x Vi RN,

Notice that the domain of the function v given by (4.2.38), is Q. x RN, In order to have it
defined on the whole 2 x RN we extend v by zero. Precisely, for B € B(RY x Yy x -+ x Y;_1),
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let »(B) := v(BNQ XYy X xYi_1). Then v € My(RN x Yy x --+ x Y;_1; BV4(Y;; R?)), and
Supp vV = supp v.
In this setting, the function 15 defined in (4.2.38) (with p and €2 replaced by v and RY | respectively)
belongs to C° (RN; (@hryg (Yl X e X Yy Rd)). Furthermore,
supp ¢S C Q x R for all € > 0 small enough, (4.2.49)

since for all yy,....,y; € RN, ¥e(-,y1,-++,9;) = 0 in {x € RV : dist(z,supp¢) > ¢}. Arguing as in
Lemmas 4.2.3 and 4.2.4, we conclude that

wéﬁ(i“)NLQXyﬂmxyi B uﬁNm weakly—x in Myzx(Q x Yy x -+ x Y;;RY) ase — 07,

Vyiwgc(“”Nmelxmm X7 weakly-x in Myg(Q x Yy x -+ x Vi RN as e — 07F, (4.2.50)

lim IVy g (@, y1, -y dodyy -~ - dy; = [|7[[ (2 x Y1 x -+ x Y]).

e=0T JOxY; x--xY;

Proposition 4.2.6. Fixi € {1,---,n}, and let p € M, (Q x Y1 x --- x Y;_1; BVy(Y;; R%)). Denote
by A the measure associated with Dy, p. Then there exists a sequence {);}jen C C(Q;CF (Y1 x
X Y RO)NLYQ X Y] x - - x Y1 WHY(Y;; RY)) satisfying

wjﬁ(i+l)NLQ><Yl><...><)/i R u[,Nm weakly-x in Myx(Q x Yy x -+ x Yi;RY) as j — +oo,

Vb LN vy, = X weakly-x in My (Q x Yy x -+ x YVi; RPN as j — 400, (4.2.51)

J=F0 Jaxyix - xY;

ProOF. For simplicity we will assume that ¢ = 1. The case @ > 2 may be treated similarly.

Let {Q}ren be a sequence of open sets such that Q CC Qi1 and

Q= [j Qp,
k=1

and consider a smooth partition of unity subordinated to the open cover {QkH\Qk,l } en of Q, where
Qp := 0, that is, a sequence { @y }ren such that

o0
b € C(Ust\U1300,1]), D ow(x) =1 forall z € Q. (4.2.52)
k=1
For each k € N, define vy := ¢, dp in the sense of Remark 4.2.5. In particular, suppry C

(Qe41\2%—1). Let {3;}jen and {p;}jen be dense in Co(€; Cx(Y1;R?)) and Co(Q; Cy(Yr; RN)),
respectively.

By induction and by (4.2.49) and (4.2.50) (with v replaced by vy), given j € N we can find a sequence
{sg)}keN of positive numbers converging to zero, with 5,(3) < 5,(5_1) (and 5,&0) := 1/2), such that for
allk e Nandl e {1, ---,5} we have

(3)
supp ¢t C (g1 \ Qo1 ) x RY, (4.2.53)
~ @ . 1
/ @1(x,y1) - Vg (2,91) dedys —/ @1(z,y1) - dvg(z)dy | < —, (4.2.54)
QXYl QXYI ‘72
(3) 1
/ i@, y1) - Vg (x,yl)dmdyv/ oz, y) sdre(e,y)| < —op, (4.2.55)
QXYl QXYI '72
[€2] 1
/ ‘Vyﬂ/);z (@, y1) | dadyy — ||| (2 x Y1)} < o, (4.2.56)
QXY
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where 7y, is the measure associated with D, vy. For every open, bounded ' CC Q only finitely many
Qp11\Qr—1 cover ', and so, in view of (4.2.53), for each j € N the function ; defined by

)
(z,91) Zwyk z,y1) (4.2.57)

%)
belongs to C*°(Q; C3(Y1;RY)), with Vy, 5 = >332, Vgt . Moreover, v; € L'(Q; W (Y1;RY))
and

sup ||wj||L1 QxviRd) = M < oo, sug ||Vy1¢j||L1(QXY1;]RdXN) = M < o0. (4.2.58)
JEN Jje

&)
Indeed, thanks to (4.2.53), and defining w,igj := 0, we obtain

(Q+1\ Q1) XY

(@) ()
o2 (5 Y1) +¢uk (x 1) + ot (@, yl)’ dady, (4.2.59)

/ \wj<x,y1>|dxdy1<2 / B b, (@, 91| dardyy
axy; /@

1Y (1 \Qr—1) x Y1

oo

Zl/( Qrr1\Qk—1)x Y1 |:

€§cj)l Cr+1
QpDk:l(mayl)‘ + :

@)
Vk+1 (1’ yl) ’

£
1%2 (.’E, yl) ‘ +

} dazdyy,

and

/ mwmmwm<z/ 1V, (@, 1) ddyy
QxYy k=1 (Q

k1 \Qr—1)X Y1

€] @)
Voot () + Vo id (@) + V05 (o) | dady,

o0
k=1 /(Qk+1\§k—1)XY1
()

S ) )
< Z/ |:‘vy1¢l/k 1(33 'A% "F ‘Vznwr)i (-7773/1 ) ‘Vyl ,,ifl(x yl)ﬂ dxdy1
1 (e \Qr 1) x Y3

(4.2.60)
We have that

(3)

[ el e
(1 \ Q1) xY1

:/ / / oo (@ — ') dog(2') )(y)) n.o (y1 — y1) dy)

(Qe4+1\ Q1) xY1 | /17 RN R €

<[ L= mane)on

(1 1\2% 1) /7 Y, Q kK
:/ [ (/ Pe<j>(f”—$/)dl7k($’))(yi) dyi]dx

(QU41\Qk—1) LI Q k

< / B / por (2 = 2) || () A < 7011\ 1) < el s\ 1),
(Qp4+1\Q%—1) JQ T F

dxdy,

.6 (y1 —y1) dyl] dyjdz

where we used Fubini’s Theorem, (4.2.4), Lemma 2.3.17 (see also Remark 2.3.21), (4.2.53) and (4.2.3)

in this order. Thus,
i )
S | )| dedi < 2l (1.2:61)
=17 (e 1\ Q1) X Y1
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Similarly,
@)

o ()| dadyn < 20|l (),

; /(Qk\ﬁk—l)XYl

(o)
; /(Qk+1\§k)><yl

From (4.2.59), (4.2.61) and (4.2.62), we deduce the first condition in (4.2.58). To prove the second
condition in (4.2.58), we observe that from (4.2.53), (4.2.56), (4.2.52) and equality 7, = ¢5 dX (see
Remark 4.2.5), we have that

(4.2.62)

Vit ()| ey < 201 ().

oo

e = 5 1
_ Yotk (oyn)| dedys < 3 (Il @esn\Bue) + 57 )
o1 (Qep1\Qr—1) X Y1 1

8 |

<IN\ Qrmr) +1 < 2/ () +1

k=1

Arguing as above, and taking into account (4.2.60),

/ IV, ()| dadys < 6[A(Q x V1) + 3,
QxY;

which concludes the proof of (4.2.58).

Now we prove the first convergence in (4.2.51). Let ¢ € Co(Q; Cx(Y1;R?)) be given, and fix n > 0.
There exists m € N such that

16 = @mlloy(@icp(viray) <.

Using (4.2.58), (4.2.57), (4.2.52), (4.2.53), (2.3.15) (see also Remark 2.3.21), (4.2.47) and (4.2.54), we
obtain for any j > m

‘ / o(z,y1) - ¥z, y1) dady;, — / G(x,y1) - dp(z)dys
QxYy QxYy

‘/ l‘ yl L)Zrn(xayl)) ’lbj(l‘,yl)d.’ﬂdyl
QxY;

; ] / Foessn) (o) dadys — [ ) - dpa)
QXYl QXYl

+

/ (Em(@s 1) — 3@, 9)) - dps(z)dy
Q><Y1

nM—i—Z

+77||u|\( )

1
<Cn+ =
J

) .
/ (@,91) - ¥ (z,91) dodys — / (G (,92)() - dpa()dyn
QXYl QXYl

Letting first 5 — 400 and then n — 0%, we conclude that

lim o(x,y1) - ¥j(x,y1) dedy, = / @(x,y1) - dp(w)dy; .
J=+ Jaxy; QxY;

Since ¢ € Cp(Q; Cx(Y1;RY)) was taken arbitrarily, this proves that
'l/}jEQNLQXYI R /JUCNLyl weakly-x in M, 4(Q x Y1;R?) as j — +oo.
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We will now prove the second convergence in (4.2.51). Let ¢ € Cp(Q; Cx(Y1;R*N)) be given, and
fix n > 0. There exists m € N such that

H‘p_ @m”oo S n

Using (4.2.58), (4.2.57), (4.2.52), (4.2.53), (4.2.48) and (4.2.55), we get for every j > m

/ o(x,y1) : Vy, (2, y1) dedy, —/ o(x,y1) : ANz, 1)
QxY; QxYy

< ‘/Q y (e(z,y1) — em(z,y1)) : Vi (@, y1) daedy,
XY

" \ [ emn) s Vutsten) oty = [ o) dre )
QXYl Q><}/1

+ ‘/ (em(z,y1) — @(z,p1)) : dA(z, 1)
Q><Y1

nM+Z | e st Vtis (o) dadyy - [ PCHCENEERENCR

+ TI||/\||(Q x Y1)

1
<Cn+ -
J
Letting first 5 — +oo and then n — 07, we conclude that

lim @(x,y1) + Vi ¥ (z,y1) dedy, =/ o(z,y1) : AN (@, y1).
J—too Jaxy, QxY;

Since ¢ € Cp(Q; Cx(Y1;R¥N)) was taken arbitrarily, we have just proved that

Vi i LN gxy, = A weakly-x in Myx(Q x Y3 RN) as j — +oo. (4.2.63)
Using the lower semicontinuity of the total variation, convergence (4.2.63) yields
lim inf / 19, (1) dadyy > A9 x V7). (4.2.64)
j*>+00 QxY; 1

To prove the converse inequality, let ¢ € C.(€; Oy (Y1; R¥*N)) be such that |¢|l < 1. Using similar
arguments to those in the proof of Lemma 4.2.4, Fubini’s Theorem, the symmetry of PG and )
k k

with respect to the origin, (4.2.48) and the inclusion suppy C ; x R for some | € N, we deduce
that

()
/Q ; e(@,y1) : Vy, ¥z, y1) dedy, = Z/Q . p(x,y1) : Vy,tgs (2,41) dady,
XY XYy

l

=S [ e | [ pp e anpn - ) anda' ) |dsdn
=1V X7 RNxY; k k

= / {/ oz, y1)p, m(fv—x ). (41 yi)dxdyl] A7 (2, )
— JRVxv1 LJaxn
(4.2.65)

= Z/ p <j>778<j>) * SD) (@',91) + d7i(2’, 1)
><Yl k k

x>
—~

l

/ ((p. @1, m) @) (z,y1) : dri(z,y1)
axy;

k‘

1
= /QXY1 Z [ P, (J) ) * 90) (x,91) o (x)| : dX(z,y1) = / @iz, y1) + dX(z, y1),

k=1 QxYy
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where @;(z,y1) = Sh_, {((psg>n€§cj>) * @) (x,y1) or(z)|. Notice that [|@;]|oc < 1. Indeed, for all
x € Q, y1 € Y7, we have

|90] z, 1)

!
Z (/ P (& —2")n o) (y1 — yy)e(@', yy) da'’dyy ¢>k($))’
QXYl k k

k=1

l

el X ([ npla =g i) ds'd (o)) < | |so||oo2¢k

k=1
where we used (4.2.3), (4.2.4), (4.2.52) and the condition ||¢| < 1. Taking the supremum over
r € Qand y; €Yy, we get [|Pj]|oo < 1. Moreover, g; € Co(Q; Cx(Y1;RN)) and so, from (4.2.65),
we deduce that
[ tan) s 9y ) dadyn < (@ ). (4.2.66)
XYy

By density, taking into account (4.2.58) and using Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem, we
conclude that (4.2.66) holds for all ¢ € Cp(Q; C(Y1; R¥*N)) with [¢[|oo < 1. Hence

| 190 dadys < IXI(@ x i),
QxY;
which together with (4.2.64) yield

lim ¥ty (1) dadys = [AI(Q x 12). 0

J=+oo Jaxy,

Corollary 4.2.7. Fixi € {1,---,n}, and let p € M, (Q x Y7 x -+ x Y;_1; BVx(Y;;R?)). Denote by
A the measure associated with Dy, p. Then there exists a sequence {1 }jen C C2°(€;CF (Y1 x -+ X
Y;; RY)) satisfying (4.2.51).

PRrROOF. As in the previous proof, we may assume without loss of generality that ¢ = 1. Let
{Yrtren C C=(Q;CF (Y15 R?)) be the sequence given by Proposition 4.2.6. Let {Q;},en be a sequence
of open sets such that Q; CC Q11 and Q = (72, Q;, and let {¢;} jen be a sequence of cut-off functions
¢j € C(8;]0,1]) satisfying ¢; =1 in Q; and ¢; = 0 in Q\Q; 14, for all j € N. Define

bik(@,y1) = ¢ ()i (@, 1)

We have that 1, € C2°( C%(V1;RY)). Let ¢ € Co(Q; Cu(Y1;RY)) and ¢ € Co(; Cye (Y1 RPN))
be given. Then for all j € N, ¢¢; € Co(Q;Cx(Y1;RY)) and pg; € Co(2;Cy(Yr; R>*N)). Using
the first two convergences in (4.2.51), Remark 2.3.19 (iii) (see also Remark 2.3.21), the convergence
lim; oo [|p]| (2\2;) = 0, the pointwise convergence ¢; — 1 in Q as j — +oo, and Lebesgue
Dominated Convergence Theorem, we get

li li 5 .y dzd li li 5 (2)) - U dzd
LN . Gz, y1) - Yz, y1) dedy; = LTI A, (@(z,y1)dj(2)) - th(, y1) dzdyy
= lim (@2, y1)¢5(x)) - dp(x)dys = / G(w,y1) - dp(z)dyy,
J—>+OO QXYl QXYl
and
lim  lim (@, 1)« Vb (@, y1) dedy,
j—+00 k—+o00 QxYy
j——+o00 k—4o0 QxY;
= tim [ (e s o) = [ o) ).
J—+o0 QxY: QXY
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On the other hand,

/ Vs B, 1) dadyy = / 165 (2)V s (2,1 dadlys < / IV, e, y)| dady,.
QXYl QXYI

QXYl

and so
limsuplimsup/ |Vy177/~1j7k(:z:,y1)\ dzdy; < |2 xY),
QXYl

j—+oo k—+oo

where we have used the third convergence in (4.2.51). Using a diagonal argument together with the
separability of the spaces Cp(Q; Cy(Y1;R?)) and Co(€2; Cy(Y1; R*N)), we can find a subsequence
k; < k such that ¢, := 1;]47;%. € C(Q;C (Y1;RY)) and

wjﬁzNLQXyl N /LENLyl weakly—* in ./\/ly#(Q X Yl;Rd) as j — +00,
vy11/~’j£2NLQxY1 XX\ weakly-x in Myx(Q x Y1 RPN as j — 400,

limsup/ |Vy11;j(x,y1)|dxdy1 < IMJ(82 x Y7).
QxYy

j—too

Finally, the convergence Vqul;jﬁzNLQXyl X0\ weakly- in Myu(Q x Y1;R>*N) as j — 400 implies

Jj—+oo

limin [ [V, 0 0n) dadyn > A2 % Y2)
OxYq
which concludes the proof. O

Corollary 4.2.8. Assume that 9 is Lipschitz. Let u € BV (;R?) and for each i € {1,---,n}, let
p; € My (2 x Yy x -+ x Y;_1; BVx(Y;; RY)). Then there exist sequences {u;}jen C C*(Q;R?) and
{0 jen © C2 (4 CF (Y1 x - x YisRY)) satisfying

uj > u weakly-x in BV (Q;R?) as j — +o0, vliI*I_l /|Vuj(x)| dz = || Dul|(£2),
J—=T0 J0

n
(Vus + DVl ) £V g vy,
1=1
= >\u71417~--7#n Weakly—* in My#(Q X Yl X oo X Yn;RdXN) aSj — 400, (4267)

lim ‘Vuj(fr) + Zvyiw;i)(x,y17 )| dadyy - - dyn
Jj—+oo QXY X XY, pat

= [y, (2 X Y1 X X Yy,
where Ay y, ..., i the measure defined in (4.1.3).
Proor. We will proceed in two steps.

Step 1. We first prove that there are sequences {u;};eny C C°(;R?) N WH(Q;RY) and {1/1§i)}jEN C
O (Q; CF(Yr x -+ x Yy RY)) satisfying (4.2.67).

Let {Qk}ren be a sequence of open sets such that € CC Qgy1 and Q = U,;“;l Q, and consider
a smooth partition of unity {¢}ren subordinated to the open cover {QkH\Qk_l}keN of Q, where
Qo =10, as in (4.2.52).

For each k € Nand i € {1,---,n}, define v} := ¢ dp,; in the sense of Remark 4.2.5, and let {apgi)}jeN
be dense in Cp(; Cx (Y7 x -+ x Y;; RN)). Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 4.2.6 and as in
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Ambrosio, Fusco and Pallara [7, Thm 3.9] (see Theorem 2.3.6), for each j € N we can find a sequence
{6§CJ)};€€N of positive numbers converging to zero, with e,(c]) < 5“ b (and 5,(60) :=1/2), such that for

al ke N, le{l,---,j} and i € {1,---,n} one has

supp (ps;ﬂ * (upr)) C (1 \ -1 ),

1
/ Hﬂsg) * (udk) —udp| +lp.) * (U@ Vr) —u® Vér|] dx < T (4.2.68)
Q
Re) .
supp 5 C (g1 \ Q1 ) x R,
Re)
‘/ (37 Y1, .- 7%) : Vy/(/),gﬁ (33,?417 -"ayi) dmdyl o dyl
QXY x-- H
_ (i) V. drk NP
e (@, g1 yi) 1 AT (@ Y 1) | S
QxYy % Y
€ 1
‘/ ‘Vyﬂ/’f—,’x_i (2,91, p0)| dadys - dy; — [TF[(Q2x Y1 x -+ x Vi)| < ok
QXY x--XY; v

)
where w;’; were introduced in (4.2.38) and 7/ is the measure associated with D,,vF.

Similarly to the proof of Proposition 4.2.6 and as in Ambrosio, Fusco and Pallara [7, Thm 3.9], for
each j € Nand i € {1,---,n} the functions u; and wj(-z) defined by

[€))
i Jf y17"'7yi)7 (4269)

g

Z p(J)* ka )( )7 ¢§i)($ay1>" ayl . Z¢
k=1 k=1

belong to C**(Q;RY) NWHH(Q;R?) and C(Q; C (Y1 x - - - x Yj; RY)), respectively, and are such that

)

u; — u in LY RY) as j — +o0, jEinOO/SJVuj(xﬂdx = ||Du||(2),
up 1908 [ 1 @y vy < 00, (4.2.70)
Vyiz/Jj(»i)E(iH LOXY: X XY 2o\ weakly-x in My (Q x Yy x - x Vi RN as j — 400, (4.2.71)
In particular, u; X weakly-+ in BV (€;R?) as j — +o0. In turn, this implies that
Vu LY oy vy, = Duja @ L0V

weakly-x in Myx(Q x Y7 x -+ x Y,;R>N) as j — +oo. Also, convergences (4.2.71) imply that

VLN o vy BN @ LGN, weakly-k in My (X Y1 X - X Yy RPN as j — oo,

Hence,
n .

(VU]‘ + ZVyiw§l))£(n+1)NLQ><ylX..,Xyn I N, Weakly-x in Myu(Q x Yy x -+ x Vi REY)
i=1

as j — +oo. Using the lower semicontinuity of the total variation,

Jj—4o00

hmlnf/ Vu,(x)+ v, Tyt 0, yi)| dedyr - - dyy,
v ‘ i () ; vty (@1, y) | dadyy - - - dy (4.2.72)

2 ||/\u,;41,..4,p.n||(Q X Yl X o0 X Yn)
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Finally, let ¢ € C.(Q;Cx(Y1 X -+ x Y,; R*N)) with ||¢[lec < 1 be given. Let m € N be such that
supp ¢ C €, x R¥N. Taking into account (4.2.4), similar arguments to those of Proposition 4.2.6 (see
(4.2.65)) show that

/ sp(xayla e ,yn) : quw]u) (xayla ) yz) dxdyl e dyn
QXY x Y,

(4.2.73)
= / @j(xvyla e ayn) : dAi(xayh e 7yi)dyi+1 T dyTH
QXY x Y,
where @] (l‘, Y1,y y’n) = Z?:l |:((p€§j) H?:] 77€]<cj>) * (p) (33, Y, 7yn) ¢k(x):| is such that
$; € Co(Q Cp(Y1 x - X Vs RPN)) - [[g]loe < 1. (4.2.74)

On the other hand, using the identity
Vu; = lesﬁj) * (¢r dDu) + § P * (u® Vor) —u® V],
the estimate (4.2.68) and the condition |¢]le < 1, we deduce that

/ oz, y1,- -+, yn) : Vuj(z)dady - - - dy,
QXY X XY
. | (2m)
S Z/ SD(I’,yl, te ayn) : (Psm * (¢k dDu))(x) dady; - - - dy, + =-
k=1 QXY X XYy k j

In turn, using (4.2.3), (4.2.4) and Fubini’s Theorem,

m

/ w(m Y1 yn) (0.0 * (0 dDw)) (z) dzdy - - dy,
1/ O2xY1x k

Z/ l‘ s Y1, 7yn) : (/ ps(j) (Jf - m/)(bk(l‘/) dDu(l‘/)> d]}dyl cee dyn
QxXY)x-- RN k

m
Z/ ‘P($7y17"'7yn) : (/ (bk(x/)pa(j)(x_m/)
1 QXY X XY, RN XYy X+ XYy k

HU u) — i)y dDu(2")dy] - - - dyjl) dzdy; - - - dy,

m
= Z/ |:</ @(x7y1a"'7yn)p8(j)(z/ —I')
RN XYy X XYy, QXY X XYy k

HU u) —yi) dedy; - dyn> ¢k(3?/)] s dDu(a)dyy - - - dyj,

=/ @@ y1s - yy) - dDu(z)dy; - - - dy,,.
OxXY;x--- XY,

(4.2.76)
Thus, from (4.2.73), (4.2.75) and (4.2.76) we conclude that
/ oz, Y1, yn) : (Vuj +Zvyl¢ x y17-~-,yi)) dzdy; - - - dy,,
OXY;x--XY,
- 1
< / ¥i (.’IJ, LATRRE yn) : d)\u,p,l,,.,,p," (xv Yi, - 7yn) + = (4277)
QxXY; X XY, J
1
<Ay oo [ X Y1 X X Y ) + 7
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where in the last inequality we have used (4.2.74). Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem,
(4.2.70) and an approximation argument ensure that for all ¢ € Co(; O (Y;RYN)) with [¢]loo < 1

one has
/ @(‘T7y17 e 7yn) : (VU](Z) + Z v%d}](” (xvyla T ayz)> dxdyl e dyn
QXY x Y, i—
1
< ||)‘u,u1,~-,#n”(Q X Yl X X Yn) + 3
Hence,

j—4o0

1imsup/ ’Vuj(x)—kz vyiiﬁéi)(wvyla"'vyi) dady; -+ dyn < [[Aupy e, (X Y7 XX Y,),
QXY X--XY, =1

which, together with (4.2.72), concludes Step 1.
Step 2. We prove that the sequences {u;};en and {wj('i)}jeN may be taken in C*°(Q;R?) and
Ce(Q0r(Yr x - x Y;; R?)), respectively.

The argument is similar to that of Corollary 4.2.7. Let {u;}jeny and {¢;}jen be the sequences
constructed in Step 1. Let {Q}reny be a sequence of open sets such that Qp CC Qpy; and
Q = UpZ; Q, and let {0 }ren be a sequence of cut-off functions 6, € C2°(£;10,1]) satisfying for
all k €N, 0, =1 in Q. Define

1/)](',2-1)@(1.7y1a e 7yz) = ek(x)¢§l)(x7yla T 7y’L)
We have that ¢) € C2(QCF(Yy x -+ x Y3 RY), with V,, 4\") = 0.V, 4\". For each j € N, let
{u,(j)}keN C C™(Q;RY) be a sequence such that
u,(cj) — u; in WHHQ;RY) as k — +oo0. (4.2.78)

We observe that here, and only here, we use the hypothesis that 0f2 is Lipschitz. We have that

lim i ‘@ - dz =0, lim i /’v U (g d —ID 4.2.79
i oo koo Jo |1 (@) ~u(z)] dz =450 koo " v = [1Dull@). )

Let ¢ € Co(;Cp (Y1 X -+ x Yy; R*NY) be given. Using on the one hand convergence (4.2.78), and on
the other hand the pointwise convergence 0, — 1 in 2 as k — 400 together with Lebesgue Dominated
Convergence Theorem and taking into account estimate (4.2.70), we obtain

1i li ;(v () v, -)dd d
jJim - Tim Qxylx__xynw(:myl, n) (Vg (1‘)+Z v (@ g, yi) ) dedys - dyn

= hm @(‘raylv"'ayn . (vu] Zvyﬂﬁ T yla"'7yi)) dxdyldyn
J=+0 Jaxy; x-xY,

:/ Lp(xuyla' ! 'uyn) :d)\u,p.l,‘..,p,n(m»yla T 7yn)u
QAxXY] X XY,

(4.2.80)
where in the last equality we have used Step 1. By similar arguments, and since we can write

V’U,](Cj) + Z Vyle(?,)c = Vugcj) - Vu; + HkVuj ~+ 0% Z V%’L/JJ(U + (1 — Qk)Vuj,

i=1 i=1
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we have

dzdy, - - - dyn

j—4o00 k—+oco

n
lim sup lim sup/ ’Vu,(g)(m) + Z Vyiz/iyl)c(x, Y1, Yi)
QXY XX Y, pat ’

< lim  lim {/ ‘Vu,(gj)(x)—Vuj(x)‘dx
Q

Jj—+00 k—+o00

- @)
QXY X XY, ]( ) ; v (@5 ) ! (4.2.81)
+ [0 bV @) ac)
Q
= lim Vuy(x) + > V08 (2,1, -+ y:) | dady -+ dy,
Jim [ [Ve@ > Va3 | o

e [ X Vi % x Vo).

From (4.2.79), (4.2.80) and (4.2.81), using the separability of Cp(Q; Cx (Y1 X -+ x Y;,; R>N)) and a
diagonal argument, and finally the lower semicontinuity of the total variation, we can find sequences
as in the statement of Corollary 4.2.8. a

Remark 4.2.9. As it was observed within the previous proof, if Q) fails to be Lipschitz, then
Corollary 4.2.8 holds replacing the condition “{u;}jen C C®(;RY)” by “u;}jen € C®(Q;RY) N
Wl’l(Q;Rd)”.

We are now in place to prove Proposition 4.1.8.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.1.8. Let u € BV(Q;R?) and for i € {1,---,n}, let p, € My(Q2 x Y1 x
- % Yie1; BV (Y5 RY). Let {u;}jen © C®(QRY) N WL RY) and {17} jen € C2(Q: CF (V1 x
- x Y;;RY)) be sequences satisfying (4.2.67).

For each ¢ > 0 and j € N, define

x x
U = Uy —I—E i (,—,---, ),.TEQ.
(@) i il o01(¢) i

Then u. ; € WHH(Q;RY), and

Vue j(z) = Vu,(x +ZQl ij(i)<x,i7n_’ .:c )

+ZZ§;((‘Z))VZ”“¢$)(%91?€) T )+Zvyl l)< 911(;)’”" x))

i=2 k=1 aie) oile

Let ¢ € Co(;Cx (Y1 x - -+ x Y3 RY)) and ¢ € Cp(Q;C (Y1 X - -+ x Yy, ; R¥*N)) be given. Since for
fixed j € Nand i € {1,---,n}, and for all (y1,---,9;) € RN, 7 w§’)(x,y1,--~,yi) has compact
support in RV, from (4.0.1) and (4.2.25) we deduce that

€T €T

x x
lim ~(m, ,---7—)-u€-xdx:11m ~(x7 ,~-~,—)-u-xdx
ot Jo "\ 01(e) on() (@) =0t Jo ' \" 1 (o) on(e)/ 7 @)

-, By, ) () dady - dyn,
QxY]x--XY,

109



and

X X
I T : Ve (z)d
0 Qg0<x 01(¢) Qn(f)) e (@) dz
. x x 2 () x T
= 1 , oo, —— | o | Vu, + Vl_ \ S, d
o Q“’(x 01(2) gn(s)) ( () ; 0 (x 01(e) gi(e))) *

QxYyx--xY, i—1

Thus, in view of (4.2.67),

T T

lim  lim @(% o )u(x dxz/ (T, 91, Yn) - u(z) dodyy - - - dy,,

j—+ooe—0t Jo 01(¢) on(e) > ) QXY XX Yy (
(4.2.82)

and
x T
1i 1i (7 7...,—):V : d

i o0 e Qgp . o01(g) 0i(¢) e}z (4.2.83)

=/ P,y yn) F Ay, (0155 Yn)-

OXY]X--XY,

We claim that we may find a sequence {jc}.~o such that j. — +oo as ¢ — 0T, and if we define
Ve :=u j_, then {v:}.>0 is a bounded sequence in W11 (€; R?) satisfying a) and b) of Theorem 4.1.7.

In fact, let {Pp, fmen and {py, fmen be dense in Co(2; Cy (Y1 X -+ x V3 RY)) and Cp (5 O (Yy x -+ - x
Y,; RN respectively. For each e > 0, j,m € N, define

~ €T T
\IJ "m,::/~m xaia”'ai s U 'IZ?dZL',
VA QQD ( 91(5) Qn(E)) EJ( )

Lm 5:/ @m(xyyla"’vyn) u(aj)dxdyldyna
QXY X-- XY,

x x
\Ils-m::/ m | T, R : Vu, j(x) de,
5Js Q(p ( 91(5) Qn(E)) ,]( )

Lm = / gam(:z:,yl, e 7yn) : d)\u,pl,...,p.n (17,3/1, e ayn)-
QXY X--XY,

By (4.2.82) and (4.2.83), for all m € N, we have

lim lim W, =Ly, lim lm U, = L. (4.2.84)

j—+ooe—0+t Jj—+00e—0+

For each € > 0, j € N| set

O, . — — 3 4+ = .
7 Z |:2m<1+|\11 m_Lm| 1+|‘Il5,j7m_Lm‘

1
Fix § > 0, and let mg € N be such that Z om < 6/2. Then,

m=mgs+1

O<® S ié: |:1< ‘\ijsij»miiﬂﬂ + |\IIE,j,m7Lm,| ):| +5
- 2™ \1+ |\I}€’j,m - Lm| L+ |‘I’€,j7m - LM|

m=1
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and so, using (4.2.84),

0 < limsuplimsup©O, ; < 4§, 0 < limsupliminf©, ; <.

j—+oo e—0t j—+oo e—0+

Letting 6 — 07, we obtain

lim limsup®.; = lim liminf®,; =0.
Jj—=t+oo o+ Jj—+o00 e—0t

By a diagonalization argument, we may find a sequence {j.}.~o such that j. — +o0o as e — 07, and

lim O, =0. (4.2.85)

e—0

This way, given m € N, by definition of O, ;. and by (4.2.85), we have

+ ‘\Ijs,js,m - Lm‘
1+ ‘\Ilf‘:y.js’m_Lm‘ 1+|\I/87je:m_Lm|

1 ( Ve jom = L]

= 9om

><957j€—>0 ase — 07,

which implies
m W, =Ly, lim W_; .= L. (4.2.86)

e—0t e—0t

Finally, the existence of a sequence {v. }.~¢ as claimed above follows from (4.2.86), taking into account
the boundedness of {u. j_}cso in WHL(Q; RY). O

We finish this section by proving an extension of Corollary 4.2.8 to the case in which €2 is bounded,
and that will play an important role in our application to homogenization in Chapter 5.

Proposition 4.2.10. Let Q C RY be an open and bounded set such that 0S) is Lipschitz. Let
u € BV(Q;RY) and for each i € {1,---,n}, let p; € My (Q x Y1 x -+ x Yi_1; BV (Yi; R?)). Then
there exist sequences {u;}jen C C*(Q;RY) and {w](-i)}jeN C OO0 (Yr x - % Y;; R?)) satisfying
(4.2.67), and such that

N Xy, Weakly-x in My (2 x Yy x -+ x Yo RN x R) as j — 400,

S . 4.2.87
i Rl % Vi x Vi) = Ry, [0 % Vi x o x V), (4.2.81)

where, for any B € B(2 x Y7 x --- x Y},),

A(B) = ( | (Fusta)+ 390 ) ) oy, c<"+1>N<B>),
i=1
Nyt (B) = (N o, (B), LIFIN(B) ).

PROOF. The proof is very similar to that of Corollary 4.2.8. We will just point out the main differences.

In Step 1 of the proof of Corollary 4.2.8, for each j € N we require the sequence {5fcj)}k€N to satisfy
the additional conditions

supp (pefj) * dr) C (o1 \ Q-1 ) sup |pr(z) — Pe * o) < o (4.2.88)
d S

This is possible since if ¢ € C(2), then p. * ¢ converges uniformly to ¢ as e — 07 on every compact
subset of 2, and supp ¢ C (Qk+1\Qk_1 )
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Defining u; € C°(Q;R?) NWHHQRY)) and ¢ € C(Q;0F (Y1 x -+ x Y;; RY)) as in (4.2.69), then
(4.2.67) holds. Moreover, we clearly have \; = S\U,#U...,#nweakly—* in Mg (QxYy % x Y RNV xR)
as j — 400, which in turn implies that

ljm_&nf NI X Yy X x Yy,) > Hj\u’”l’...)“nH(Q x Yy x - xY,).
j—+o0

Furthermore, given 1 = (p,0) € C.(Q; Cx (Y X -+ X Yp; RUN)) 5 Cu(Q; C (Y1 x -+ x Yy,)) with
[¢]lso <1, then by (4.2.77)

/ 1/’(%1/1»"‘,%)'d)\j(%yla"wyn)
QXY Xx--XY,
QXY X XY, i1
+/ 0(x,y1,- -+ yn) dadys - - dyn
OXY|X--XY,
1

< / @iy, yn) s Ay, (T 01, Un) + =
OXY1 X XYn J

+/ 02,1, yn) dzdys -~ - dyn,
OXY|X--XY,
where @;(z,y1,- -, yn) == Dy {((pggy [Toim.0) + @)@yt yn) m(@]. Similarly, setting

aj(xay17"'7yn) =

NE

[((Pal(cﬂ Hﬁgl&j)) #0)(x, Y1, Yn) d’k(x)}y

>
Il

1

then, using (4.2.88) and Fubini’s Theorem, we deduce that

‘/ G(x,yly---,yn)dwdw---dyn—/ 0;(x,y1,- -, yn) dadys - - - dyn
OXY) X XYy, OXY)X--XY,

LY(Q)

< -
J

HGHCG, deﬁning ql_Jj (i)’], Y1, ayn) = Z;cnzl [((pgg) Hl'l=1 778;1)) * 7/)) (’I’, Y, ayn) ¢k(x):| , We conclude
that

/ 7/1(%91,"',2%)'d/\j(xallh"‘,yn)
OXY|X--XY,

7 5 1+ LN(Q
< / wj(x’ylv"'vyn)'dAu,#l,..‘,Mn(m7y1a"'7yn)+A (4289)
QXY X+ XY, ]
3 1+ LN(Q
< Ay omapa, QX YD X X YG) + f()’

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that ¢; € Co(Q; Cx (Y7 X - -+ x Y5,; RN x R)) and
¥l < 1. Using a density argument, together with Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem,
we deduce that (4.2.89) holds for every ¢ € Co(;Cx (Y1 X «++ X Y ; RN x R)) with [[¢]s < 1.
Consequently,

limsup || X][(2 x Y3 x -+ x ¥,,) < Hj‘u,ul,---,unH(Q x Yy x - xY,).
j—oo

Thus (4.2.87) holds. We proceed as in Step 2 of Corollary 4.2.8 to prove that the sequence {u; }jeny may
be taken in C*°(Q; R?) and that the sequences {%@ }jen may be taken in C2°(Q; O (Y1 x- - - x Y3; RY)).
O
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5.1

Chapter 5

Reiterated Homogenization in BV

via Multiscale Convergence

Under the motivation mentioned in the Introduction (see Subsection 1.2), in this chapter we treat
multiple-scale homogenization problems in the space BV of functions of bounded variation, using the
notion of multiple-scale convergence developed in Chapter 4. In the case of one microscale we recover
Amar’s result [5] under more general conditions; for two or more microscales we obtain new results.

This study was elaborated in the joint work with Fonseca [44].

As we referred in the previous chapter, in Amar [5] the author extended the notion of two-scale
convergence to the case of bounded sequences of Radon measures with finite total variation. This
was used to study the asymptotic behavior of sequences of positively 1-homogeneous and periodically
oscillating functionals with linear growth, defined in the space BV of functions of bounded variation.
Precisely, the following result is given in Amar [5].

Theorem A (cf. Amar [5, Thm. 4.1]). Let Q C RY be an open and bounded set with OQ2 Lipschitz,
let Q :=[0,1]V, and let f : RY x RN — [0,00) be a function such that

(A1) for all £ € RN f(-,€) is continuous and Q-periodic;

(A2) for ally € Q, f(y,-) is convex, positively 1-homogeneous, and of class C*(RV\{0});

(A3) there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all y € Q, £ € RN, L[¢] < f(y,€) < Cl¢].
For each € > 0, let I, : BV (§2) — R be the functional defined by

rw= [ 1(% 5ipe @) dlDule) + [ o) = @) ds

where v € LN/(N=1D(Q), p € (1, N/(N —1)] if N > 1, and p € (1,00) if N = 1. Then for each ¢ > 0,
there exists a unique u. € BV (€2) such that

I(u.) = werg%?(m I.(w) = wev%/qfl(g) {/Qf(g, Vw(x)) dz + /Q|v(a:) —w(z)|P dx}.

Moreover, there exist u € BV () and p € M, (Q; BV (Q))>!, such that {u.}.~o weakly-x converges
tow in BV (Q) as e — 07 and, up to a subsequence, { Du.}.~o two-scale converges to the measure

In Amar [5] no considerations on the application Dyu were made; in particular, the subspace M« (€; BV (Q)) was not
introduced. In view of Theorem 4.1.7 we believe this is the correct setting, and so we use here the same notations as in

Subsection 2.3.2 and Chapter 4.
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Aup € Myu(Q x Q;RYN) given by (4.1.3) for n = 1. Furthermore,

hHl+ IE(UE) = weianf(Q) Isc(wvy) = ISC(”aN)a
=0 VEM, (Q2BVg(Q))

where I®¢ is the two-scaled homogenized functional defined for w € BV (Q) and v, € M(Q; BV4(Q))

by
)= [ (o gty ) el @ + o) —w)r

Finally, in the minimizing pair (u, p) the function v € BV () is uniquely determined.

The proof of Theorem A is based on the so-called two-scale convergence method, which has the
virtue of taking full advantage of the periodic microscopic properties of the media, enabling the
explicit characterization of the local behavior of the system: The asymptotic behavior as ¢ — 0 of
the energies F. and of the respective minimizers u. is given with regard to both macroscopic and
microscopic levels, through the two space variables x (the macroscopic one) and y (the microscopic
one), and through the two unknowns u and p. The next step of the two-scale convergence method is to
obtain the effective or homogenized problem, that is, the limit problem only involving the macroscopic
space variable z, and which has as solution the function @(z) := |, o W(z,y)dy. This is usually done
via an average process with respect to the “fast variable” y of the two-scale homogenized problem. It
should be noticed that in some cases this averaging process leads to very complicated expressions for
the homogenized problem, and consequently, the nice form of the two-scale homogenized problem is
lost (see Allaire [1] for several references exemplifying such a phenomenon). Therefore, in particular
in these cases, the two-scale homogenized limit problem seems to be preferable.

For the class of functions f considered by Amar [5], Theorem A provides an alternative characterization
of the homogenized problem previously obtained by Bouchitté [16], [17], and summarizes as follows:
Theorem B (cf. Bouchitté [16, Thm. 2.1]). Let Q C RY be an open and bounded set, let Y := (0,1)V,
and let f : RN x RN — R be a function such that

(B1) for all ¢ € RN, f(-,€) is measurable and Y -periodic;

(B2) for ally €Y, f(y,-) is convex;

(B3) there exists a constant C > 0 such that forally € Y, £ e RN, L|¢] = C < f(y,€) < C(1+[€)).
For each e > 0, let F. : L*(Q) — (—o00, 00| be the functional defined by

x
- if LLQ
Fu(u) i {/Qf(E,Vu<x>) de ifue WI(Q),
00 otherwise.
Then, the sequence of functionals {F.}.~o I'-converges in L'(Q) as e — 0752, to the functional

Fy: LY() — (—o00, 0] given by

Folu) = F"(u) ifu€ BV(Q),
RN 00 otherwise,

where, for u € BV (Q),

w/ dD%u s
P = [ (V@) do+ [ (o)™ (G50 (@) D"l o)

52 See Definition 2.5.1 (see also Remark 2.5.2).
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with

From(€) = inf{ /Y Fy. €+ V(y)) dy: weWy(Y)}, (from)®(€) i= limLom().

t— oo t

In view of Theorem 2.5.16, under the coercivity condition in (B3), if we consider the analogous
functional I. of Amar [5], i.e., the functional I (u) := F.(u) + [,|v — u|? dz for u € L*(Q2), where F.
is as in Theorem B, and v and p are as in Theorem A, then, assuming 02 Lipschitz and using the
continuous injection of BV (Q) in LP(Q) (see Theorem 2.3.9),
. . T . o . - . h

slir& welillf(ﬂ) Le(w) = slgrl)l+ wev%/qvfl(n) Le(w) = werLi(e) To(w) = weBV (@) Pw),
where Ip(w) := Fy(w)+ [ |v—w[? dz, I"(w) := F*(w)+ [,,|v—w|? dz, and Fy and F" were introduced
in Theorem B. In particular, if f satisfies conditions (A1), (A2) and (A3), then I™(u) = I°(u, u),
where I°° and (u, u) € BV(2) x M, (€; BV4(Q)) are as in the statement of Theorem A.

The proof of Theorem B relies on integral functionals of measures and their formulation by duality,
while, as we mentioned before, the proof of Theorem A is based on the two-scale convergence method
and is very similar to that of Allaire [1, Thm. 3.3] in which the subdifferentiability of f and the
regularity and boundedness of Vg f play a crucial role. In particular, the arguments used in Amar [5]
do not apply neither under weaker regularity hypotheses than those in (A2) nor under more general
linear estimates from above and from below than those in (A3).

Some questions then naturally arise: Is it possible to derive the two-scale homogenized functional
under weaker hypotheses than those considered in Amar [5]7 May we establish the relation between
the two-scale homogenized functional 1% and the homogenized functional I"™ in a systematic and
direct way? How to generalize this analysis to the case of multiple microscales? And to the vectorial
case? The goal of this chapter is precisely to give answers to these questions.

In particular, using Theorem 4.1.7 (and having in mind Proposition 4.1.4) we seek to characterize and
relate the functionals

F*(u, g, -, ,,) := inf { ligg(i)rlfFa(ue): u. € BV(Q;R?), Du, (n+i)-5c Au7u17~--=un} (5.0.1)
and

FPom(y) := inf { liminf F.(u.): ue € BV (5 RY), u. =, u weakly-x in BV(Q;Rd)} (5.0.2)

e—0

for u € BV(;RY) and p; € My (Qx Yy x -+ x Yi_1; BV (Y;;RY)), i € {1,---,n}, where F is of the

form

Felu) = /Qf(@lif) C Qje) ’ Vu(x)>dx - /Qfoo <@1:E6) C Qngze) ’ dﬁg:z” (x))dIIDSU“((x) )
5.0.3

for u € BV (;RY), where

fOO(yl, o 'ayﬂmg) = hmsup f(yl’ — ’y”“tf)
t—+too t

is the recession function of a real valued function f : R™ x RN — R, separately periodic in the
first n variables.

115



5.1. MAIN RESULTS.

Before we state our main result, we introduce some notation. Fix k € N and let g : R*V x RN — R
be a Borel function. We recall that the effective domain of g, dom.g, is the set

domeg = {(y17"'7yk7§) € RkN X RdXN: g(yla"'aykag) < OO},

while the conjugate function of g is the function g* : REN x RN — R defined by

9*(2917"'7%»5*) = Sl%ipN {gzg*_g(yla"'aykag)}a yla"'aykeRN7€* ERdXN) (511)
EEREX

and the biconjugate function of g is the function ¢** : R¥N x RN — R defined by

9**(y17"'>yk7f) = Su}?N{f* 55_9*(3/17"'7%75*)}7 Yi, - Yk ERN7 5* ERdXN' (512)
£+ €Rdx

We define a function ghom,, : RE-DN 5 RIXN _, R by setting
Ghomy (Y1, Yr—1,§) 1= inf{/ 91 Ye—1, Yk, § + Vi (yr)) dy: x € W;’I(Yk;Rd)} (5.1.3)
Y

for y1,...,yr—1 € RN, £ € RN,

Let f: R™™ x RN — R be a Borel function. If n = 1, we set fuom := fhom,, where fhom, is given
by (5.1.3) for k =1 and with g replaced by f, that is,

from (&) = inf{ Flyr, €+ V(1) dyn: o € W;’l(YuRd)}.

Yy

If n =2, we define fuom := (fhoms Juom,» Which is the function given by (5.1.3) for £ = 1 and with g
replaced by fhom,, where the latter is the function given by (5.1.3) for k£ = 2 and with g replaced by
f. Precisely,

from(€) == inf{ Froms (y1,€ + Vi (y1)) dyr = ¢n € W#lm;Rd)},

Y1

where

Jnom, (y1,€) = inf{ Fyry2, €+ Va(y2)) dya: 12 € W;’l(yz;Rd)}-

Y2

Similarly, if n = 3 we define fyom := (( fh0m3)hom2)

hom;’ 1.¢.
from(©) = inf{ [ e (1€ + Va0 s 1 € W;J(Yl;Rd)},
where
(froms ) nom, (U1, &) = inf{ /Y Froms (U1, Y2, & + Viba(y2)) dya: by € W;;l(yz;Rd)},

with
froms (1,2, &) = inf{/y fyi,y2,ys, €+ Vibs(ys)) dys: s € W#l(yrs;Rd)}-

116



Recursively, for n € N we set
From = ((fhomn)homn,l ) . (5.1.4)
--./ hom,
Consider the following conditions:
(F1) for all £ € RN (. €)is Yy x --- x Y,,-periodic;
(F2) for all yi,...,yn € RN, f(y1,-++,Yn,") is convex;

(F3) there exists C' > 0 such that for all yy,...,y, € RY, £ € RN

fyi, 9, §) <O+ [€]);

(F4) for all § > 0 there exist c¢s € RN, bs € R, such that |cs] — 0 as § — 0, and for all
Yl Yn € RV € € RXN

f(ylﬂ"'7yna§)+c5'§+b(5 207
(F4)’ there exists C' > 0 such that for all yy,...,y, € RY, & € RN,

F v ) 2 51— C

(F5) foreveryyl,...,y,, € RN, § > 0, there exists 7 = 7(y}, - -+, 9., ) such that for all yy, ..., y,, € RY
with |(ylla e ay;L) - (yl, o ;yn)| <, and for all g € RdXNa

‘f(yll?"'ayiwf) _f(yla"'vyn7€)| < 6(1+ |€|>’

(F6) for all § > 0 there exists a; € LL(Y1 x --- x Y,) such that 6||d5||L#(Y1X___XY”) — 0
as 0 — 0T, and there exits 75 > 0 such that for all yy,...,¥n_1,%}, ..., 4,1 € RY with
‘(ylv' o 7yn—1) - (y,17 ! .7y;L—1)| < 78, and for all Yns é. € RdXN7

f(ylv"'7yn71ayn7£) > 6d5(y117"'7y;zflvyn) + (1 +0(1))f(yi7'">y;zfl7yn7§)

(as & — 0F). If n > 3, then we assume in addition that for a.e. y,_1,7, € RY we have
a5 (- Yn—1,yn) € Cp (Y1 X - X Yy o) with [|@s (-, Yn—1,Un) lcy (v x--xvn_s) € L' (Vo1 X Ya);

(F7) there exist a € (0,1) and L,C > 0, such that for all yy,...,y, € RY, for all £ € RN with
|€] =1, and for all ¢t > L,

f(yla"'ayn7t€) <£

foo(ylv"'?ynvg)_ n X

a?

~

(F8) the conjugate function f* of f is a bounded function on its effective domain, dom, f*.

The next proposition will be used to establish integral representations for the multiple-scale functional
F*¢in (5.0.1) and for the homogenized functional F"°™ in (5.0.2).

Proposition 5.1.1. Let f : R™V x RN — R be a Borel function satisfying hypotheses (F1), (F3)
and (F4). Forn > 0, let f, be the function defined by f,(y1,--,Yn.&) == f(y1, -, yn, &) + nl&|.
Then,
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(i) For all yy, ...,yn, € RY, ¢ € RN the limit
lm ((f)")% (1, o ¥ &) =2 ((for)™) > (W1s - Uns ) (5.1.5)

n—0+
exists, ((fo+)**)>° : R™Y x RN — R is positively 1-homogeneous and convex in the last variable, and
()% < ((for)™)> < (F%).
Furthermore, if in addition
a) [ also satisfies (F2), then ((fo+)**)>® = f°°;
b) d=1 and f also satisfies (F7), then ((fo+)**)> = (f°)**.
(i) For all ¢ € RN the limit
lim (((f2)™hom) ™ (€) = (((for )™ Ihom) ™ (€) (5.1.6)

n—0+
exists, with ((( f0+)**)hom)oo : RN — R positively 1-homogeneous, convex, and such that
(" nom) ™ < (((For)™nom) ™ < ((For)™)> o < ((F)) o
Furthermore, if in addition
a) [ also satisfies (F2) and (F8), then (((f0+)**)h0m)oo = (fhom)™ = (f*)hom;
b) f also satisfies (F2) and (F7), then (((fo+)™* nom) ™~ = (f*)nom:
¢) d =1 and f also satisfies (F7), then (((fo+)™)nom) " = ((f*)™) o

Remark 5.1.2. Hypothesis (F7) is common within variational problems with linear growth conditions
(see, for example, Bouchitté, Fonseca and Mascarenhas [18, Sect. 4], Babadjian, Zappale and Zorgati
[11]).  We will prove (see Lemma 5.2.11 below) that under hypotheses (F1), (F3), (F4) and
(F7), we have (fhom)™ = (f°)nom; in the scalar case, these conditions also ensure the equality
(f**)°° = (f°°)**. Other sufficient conditions to guarantee that (fhom)> = (f*)hom are (F1)—(F4)
and (F8) (see Lemma 5.2.10 below), which is an hypothesis on f* that is often considered when
dealing with duality problems (see, for example, Témam [74, Ch. I1.4]).

Unless stated otherwise, we will always assume that the length scales o1, ..., o, satisfy (4.0.1) and
(4.1.2). Our main result is the following.

Theorem 5.1.3. Let @ C RY be an open, bounded set with 02 Lipschitz, let Y; := (0,1)V,
i€ {l,---,n}, and let f : R"N x RN — R be a Borel function satisfying (F1)-(F4), (F5) and
(F6). Then, for all (u, gy, -, p,) € BV(QRY) x My (Q; BV (Y1;RY)) X -+ x My (Q x Y7 X -+ x
Yo 15 BVg(Yas RY),

daae
Fsc(uﬂ“7"'7un):/ f(yh,ynaM(xayh?yn))dmdyldyn
! QXY X+ XY, dﬁ(n+1)N

00 dAZth---vlJm s
+ f (yla"'aynyd)\si(z7ylv”'7yn)) d”/\u,pl,.“,p,n”(x7y17'"7yn)'
QXY x--xXY, || u,ul,“.,/.l,n”
(5.1.7)
Moreover, for all u € BV (£;R),
Fhom(u) _ inf Fsc(u, My, 7l'l’n)
[—L1€M*(Q;BV#(Y1;LR‘1)),,.,,
B €M (XYL XX Yy _13BVig (YniR)) (5 1 8)

[ fron(Vut@)) dz + [ o om)™ (G (@) APl 0)
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where (fo+ hom)™ = (((f0+)**)hom)°° is the function defined by (5.1.6) (note that in view of (F2),
(fa)™ = fn)-
Furthermore, if in addition

(i) f satisfies one of the two conditions (F4)" or (F8), then (fo+ hom)™ = (from)™;
(ii) [ satisties (F7), then (fo+ hom)> = (f*)hom-

We remark that in Theorem 5.1.3 we do not assume coercivity nor boundedness from below of
f. The main ingredients of the proof are the unfolding operator (see Cioranescu, Damlamian
and De Arcangelis [25], Cioranescu, Damlamian and Griso [27]; see also Fonseca and Kromer
[47]) and Reshetnyak’s continuity- and lower semicontinuity-type results. The approach via the
unfolding operator, in connection with the notion of two-scale convergence and in the framework of
homogenization problems, sometimes referred as periodic unfolding method, has already been adopted
by other authors in the Sobolev setting (see, for example, Cioranescu, Damlamian and De Arcangelis
[25], Cioranescu, Damlamian and De Arcangelis [26], Fonseca and Kromer [47]).

We use the convexity hypothesis (F2) when establishing the lower bound for the infimum defining
F*¢. which is based on a sequential lower semicontinuity argument. We start by proving that the
(n+1)-scale convergence of a sequence of measures absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure is equivalent to the weak-x convergence in the product space 2 X Y7 X --- X Y,, in the sense
of measures of the unfolded sequence, i.e., the image through the unfolding operator of the original
sequence (see Lemma 5.2.4). Then we prove that the energy F. does not increase by means of the
unfolding operator (see Lemma 5.2.2). In order to conclude we need sequential lower semicontinuity
of the functional

dec
F()\) ::/ f(yh sy Yns 7(%%, ayn)) dxdyl o 'dyn
QXY X--XY, dﬁ(n+1)N

d\s
+/ foo yl»"'ay’n7—(x7yla'“7yn) d||As||($7y1a7y’n)
QXY x---xY, ( d”)‘S” )

for A € My (2 x Yy x -+ x Yp; RN) with respect to weak-x convergence in the sense of measures,
which requires convexity of f in the last variable (see, for example, Ambrosio and Buttazzo [6]). In
the scalar case d = 1 we can overcome this difficulty by a relaxation argument with respect to the
weak topology of W11(Q), which cannot be applied in the vectorial case since quasiconvexity is a
weaker condition than convexity (see, for example, Dacorogna [29]). As a corollary of Theorem 5.1.3,
we obtain the following result concerning the scalar case d = 1.

Corollary 5.1.4. Let  C RY be an open and bounded set with 0 Lipschitz, let Y; := (0,1)",
i € {l,---,n}, and let f : R™ x R¥ — R be a Borel function satisfying conditions (F1),
(F3), (F4), (F5) and (F6) with d = 1 and with o(1) replaced by —|o(1)| in (F6). Then, for all
(W, pys -y o) € BV () X M (Q; BV (Y1) X -+ X My (2 x Yy X ---Y,_1; BV4(Y,)),

F5¢(u )= f M(x o yn) ) dady; -+ d
y s y M) = X Vi XX Y Y1, y Yns dﬁ(nJrl)N y Y1, )y Yn Y1 Yn
k| 0O d>\i7“17,,,7“n s
+ ((For ™)™ (s o2, ) ) NGy, 19, 90),
QXY X XY || Uy -y p,nH

(5.1.9)
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where ((fo+)**)°° is the function defined by (5.1.5). Moreover, for all u € BV (),

Fhom(y) = inf F*(u, py, -+, [yy)

By EML(BVY (YD), -.os
Ko €M (XY XX Yy 3BV (Yn))

~ [ hamTut) s+ [

Q

D (5.1.10)
(o) nom) ™ (g ) AID"ull(2),

where (((fo+)**)hom) . is the function defined by (5.1.6).
Furthermore, if in addition

(i) f satisfies the coercivity condition (F4)', then ((fo+)**)® = () and (((fo+)* )hom) =
((f**)hom)oo;

(ii) f satisfies (F7), then ((fo+)**)>° = (f°°)** and (((f0+)**)hom)oo

((foo)**)hom'

Remark 5.1.5. (Comments on the hypotheses) (i) If f is bounded from below, then (F4) is satisfied:
it suffices to take cs = 0 and by = —b, where b := inf f € R. Hypothesis (F4) may be regarded as a
stronger version of the condition

(F4)* for all § > 0 there exists bs € R such that for all yy, ..., y,, £ € RV,

f(y177yn7§>+6|§|+b5 207

so f cannot decrease as —|€| but it can decrease as —|¢|* with a € (0,1): If f : R™N x R¥*N — [0, 00)

is a nonnegative function, and b € R, ¢ > 0, then for all « € (0, 1),

f(yl»"';ynvf) = f(y17"'ayna§)_c|§|a+b

is a function satisfying (F4)*. We do not assume (F4)* in place of (F4) in Theorem 5.1.3 and
Corollary 5.1.4 because in general the former is not inherited neither by fuom nor by f** from f,
whereas the latter is.

We observe that if f is lower semicontinuous and independent of (y1,---,yn), then f satisfies (F4)*
if, and only if, it satisfies
lim inf @ > 0. (5.1.11)
lgl—+oo [€]
Moreover, if f is in addition convex, then (5.1.11) is a necessary and sufficient condition for the
sequentially lower semicontinuity with respect to weak-* convergence in the sense of measures of the
functional

u e LY RPN — Qf(u(x)) dz.

Furthermore, (5.1.11) yields

imint [ @) > [ f(Tw@)de+ [ 1 (550@) dve

e—0t

whenever u-LY o = X\ weakly-x in M(Q;R?*N) (see Fonseca and Leoni [48, Thm. 5.21]). This fact
will be used when establishing (5.1.8) and (5.1.10).

(ii) If f satisfies a growth condition of the form |f(y1,- -+, yn,&)| < C(14€|) and is convex in the last
variable, then (see Boni [15]) (F5) holds if, and only if, the function f : R™N x RN x [0,00) — R
defined by

B B tf(yh...,ymé) ift >0,
o yn, 6 1) = P
fln Yn, &5 t) {foo(yh...,ym,f) ift =0,
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is continuous. In particular, if f is continuous, positively 1-homogeneous in the last variable, and
satisfies (F2), (F3), and (F4)*, then it also satisfies (F5) since in this setting f is continuous.

The continuity of f will be crucial in our analysis in order to apply Reshetnyak’s continuity- and lower
semicontinuity-type results (see Lemmas 5.2.5 and 5.2.6 below).

(iii) Hypothesis (F6) is a weaker version of the hypothesis

(F6) there exist a continuous, positive function w satisfying w(0) = 0, and a function a € L%E(Yn)
such that for all Y1, ..., Yn—1, Yis s Y1, Yn, € € RN we have

|f(yla"'ayn—17yna€) 7f(y,17"'ay;L—1ayn7£)|
< w(|(y17"'ayn71) - (y/17y;L71)D(a’(yn) +f(y17"'7yn7§))7

which often appears in the literature (see, for example, Braides and Defranceschi [21], Serrin [70]).

If f is of the form f(y1, -, Yn,&) := g(y1, -, Yn—1)h(yn, &), where g is a continuous and Y1 X+ - - XY, _1-
periodic function, and h is a function satisfying (F1)-(F5), then f satisfies (F1)—(F6); in particular,
we may consider g = 1, which corresponds to the case of one microscale (i.e., n = 1) and so, in
this situation, (F6) is trivially satisfied. Other simple examples of functions satisfying (F1)—(F6) are
functions of the form f(y1,- -, yn,&) = g(y1,- -, yn)h(E), where g is continuous and Yy X -+ X Y-
periodic, and h satisfies (F2)—(F4).

Remark 5.1.6. (i) Equalities (5.1.7) and the first one in (5.1.8) are valid under the more general
growth condition from below (F4)* (introduced in Remark 5.1.5 (i)). The reason why this condition
is not enough in order to conclude the second equality in (5.1.8) is that in general it is not inherited
by fnom, while (F4) is and this ensures that fnom satisfies (5.1.11), which, as we will see, will play a
crucial role in the proof.

(ii) In Theorem 5.1.3 and Corollary 5.1.4, we need the length scales to satisfy condition (4.1.2) only
to establish the equalities (5.1.8) and (5.1.10) involving Fhom.

In the case in which n = 1 and d = 1, we recover Amar’s integral representation [5] of the two-
scale homogenized functional F®¢ under more general conditions (see Remark 5.1.5 (ii) and (iii)).
Furthermore, if we assume a priori compactness of a diagonal infimizing sequence for the sequence
of functionals {F.}.~0, we recover Amar’s result [5] under more general conditions. We observe
that even if a priori compactness of a diagonal infimizing sequence is assumed in Theorem A, the
coercivity condition is still needed to validate the arguments in Amar [5]. We also recover Bouchitté’s
integral representation [16] of the effective energy FP°™ without assuming coercivity of f and without
assuming convexity of f in the second variable, but assuming continuity in the first one in order
to apply Reshetnyak Continuity Theorem, while in Bouchitté [16] f is assumed to be convex in the
second variable and coercive, but only measurable and Y -periodic in the first variable.

If n =1 and d > 1 in Theorem 5.1.3, then we recover De Arcangelis and Gargiulo’s integral
representation [34] of the effective energy F"™ without assuming f to be bounded from below, but
assuming f to be continuous in the first variable and convex in the second one, while in De Arcangelis
and Gargiulo [34] f is only required to be nonnegative, measurable and Y-periodic in the first variable
and continuous in the second one. As we mentioned before, our hypotheses are related to the periodic
unfolding method and Reshetnyak Continuity Theorem’s hypotheses.

In the case in which n > 2, Theorem 5.1.3 and Corollary 5.1.4 provide new results in the literature in
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that, to the best of our knowledge, the homogenization of nonlinear periodically oscillating functionals
with linear growth and characterized by n > 2 microscales has not yet been carried out.

Finally, in the framework of homogenization by I'-convergence in the BV setting and for n = 1 we
also mention the works by Braides and Chiato Piat [20] and Carbone, Cioranescu, De Arcangelis and
Gaudiello [23] concerning the convex case; and Bouchitté, Fonseca and Mascarenhas [18, Sect. 4.3],
Attouch, Buttazzo and Michaille [9, Sect. 12.3] and Babadjian and Millot [10] regarding the nonconvex

case.

The remaining part of the present chapter is organized as follows. In Section 5.2 we prove
Proposition 5.1.1 and Theorem 5.1.3, and in Section 5.3 we prove Corollary 5.1.4.

5.2. PROOF OF THEOREM 5.1.3.

Throughout this section we will assume that n = 2. The cases in which n =1 or n > 3 do not bring
any additional technical difficulties. Given x € RY, we write [z] and (z) to denote the integer and
the fractional part of x componentwise, respectively, so that = [z] + (z) and [z] € ZV, (z) € Y. We
denote the Lipschitz constant of a function g on a set D by Lip(g; D); if D coincides with the domain
of g we omit its dependence. The letter C represents a generic positive constant, whose value may
change from expression to expression.

For n = 2 the energies F. in (5.0.3) take the form

T T o/ T x dD*%u <
Fu(u) = /Qf(gl—(s),gz—(g),Vu(x))dx—i—/ﬂf (91(6),92(6),d||D8u”(x)>d||D ull(z)  (5.2.1)

for u € BV (Q;R?), where, we recall, 01,02 : (0,00) — (0,00) are functions satisfying (4.0.1) (with
n = 2) and f*° is the recession function associated with f. Due to the convexity hypothesis (F2),
the limit superior defining f° is actually a limit (see, for example, Fonseca and Leoni [48]), so that
e RY x RNV x RN — R is given by

f(yh Y2, tg)

W1, y2,8) = tlgrnoo e

Moreover, under hypotheses (F1)—(F3) and (F4)* on f, we have that f*° is a Borel function satisfying
(F1), (F2), and the growth condition

0< (1, 2,€) < CIE- (5.2.2)

Notice that in view of (F3), (F4)* and (5.2.2), the functional F. is well defined (in R) for every
u € BV(QRY).

In Theorem 5.2.1 below we will establish (5.1.7). We will use the unfolding operator (see Cioranescu,
Damlamian and De Arcangelis [25], Cioranescu, Damlamian and Griso [27]; see also Fonseca and
Krémer [47]): For ¢ > 0, 7, : L' (;R™) — L'(RY; L}, (Ya;R™)) is defined by

T,(9)(z,y2) = 9(9[%} + o(y2 — [yz})) for z,y2 € RN, g € L' (4 R™),

where g is the extension by zero of g to RY. Clearly 7, is linear, and for every g € L' (£;R™)
1709l Lr@xvarm) < (1 To(9 L @Y xyvarm) = 19l 21 @y mm) = [l9ll L2 (@rm) (5.2.3)
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and
lim |9(2) — To(9) (2, y2)| dadys = 0 (5.2.4)

0—0" JrN v,
(see Fonseca and Kromer [47, Prop. A.1]).
Similarly, we define the operator A, : L}(Q x Ya; R™) — LY(RY; L (Y1; L' (Y2;R™))) by

Ay (h)(z,y1,2) := ﬁ(@[a +o(y1 — [yl]),yz) =Ty(h(-,y2))(x, y1)

for z,y; € RN, 4y € Yo, h € LY(Q x Y3; R™), where h is the extension by zero of h to RN x Y. A, is
linear, and for all h € L*(Q x Yo; R™),

Ao ()| 1 (v xvasrm) < ARl L1 @y xvs xyvasremy = 1Bl @y xvaizm) = il @xvaem)  (5:2.5)

by (5.2.3) and Fubini’s Theorem. Moreover, we notice that for a.e. yo € Y2, we have

lim |h(z,y2) — To(h(-, y2))(z, y1)| dzdy; = 0

0—0t JRrN « Yi

by (5.2.4), and
/ |iL(w,y2)—%(h(,yg))(x7y1)’dxdy1 <2/ |B($a92)|d$€Ll(Y2)a
RN xYy RN
where we used (5.2.3) to obtain

[ 1)l dsdn = [ [ien)|

Thus, Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem yields

lim |iL(‘T7 y?) - Ag(h’) (QL‘7 Y1, yQ)‘ dxdyldyQ

0—=0" JRN Vi x Yy

= lim \h(z,y2) — To(h(:,y2)) (2, y1)| dzdysdys = 0.

QHO*’ ]RNXY1 XY

Theorem 5.2.1. Let Q C RY be an open, bounded set with OQ Lipschitz, let Y1 = Y := (0,1)V,
and let f : RY x RN x RN — R be a Borel function satisfying conditions (F1)~(F3), (F4)*, (F5),
(F6) for n=2. Then (5.1.7) holds (with n = 2).

The proof of Theorem 5.2.1 is hinged on some lemmas. The first lemma “unfolds” the rapidly
oscillating sequence.

Lemma 5.2.2. Under the same hypotheses of Theorem 5.2.1, if {v.}.~0 C L'(Q; R™Y) is a bounded
sequence then, for all n > 0,

. . X x
fim inf /an(gl—(g)v @) do

(5.2.6)
> hmlnf/ fn(yhyQaAgl(e) (%2(5)(715))(33#1’92)) dxdyldQQ;
QXY1><Y2

e—0t
where fn(ylay27€) = f(ylvaag) + 77|§|
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Proor. Fix n > 0 and § > 0. Let b, € R be given by (F4)* (see Remark 5.1.5), and let
as € L;L(Yl X Y3) and 75 > 0 be given by (F6). Then

fﬂ('a'v') = _bna (527)

and, for all y1,v},y2 € RY, € € RN such that |y, — | < 75,

Fa(yr,2,€) = 0as(y1,y2) + (1+ o(1)) fr (41, 42, §) — o(1nl¢] (as 6 — 07F). (5.2.8)

Set ¢ := sup, [|v|| L1 (rax ), €1 := 01(¢) and €3 := g2(¢). Define

Ze, ={r € ZN: ek +Ya)NQ # 0}, Q= int( U 52(/@+72)>. (5.2.9)

KEZe,

Notice that Q C Q, and, by (5.2.3),
Sl>1F0’ 172, (V)| L1 (™ < vpsrax vy < c (5.2.10)
g

Recalling that @, stands for the extension by zero to the whole RY of v., using (F3), a change of
variables and (F1), in this order, we obtain

S SR L AR CE

€2

r X

> 3 /EQ(H%) fn(—, L ﬁs(ac)) do — CLN (2,\Q)

g1 €
KEZe, 1 2

Z / fn —n+—y2,y2,vs(egm+52y2)) 5§de2*CEN(Qsz\Q)-
Yz

KEZe,
(5.2.11)

Since [%] = k whenever = € go(k + Ya), LV (e2(k + Y2)) = &) and [y2] = 0 for all yo € Ya, in view of
the definition of 7., (v¢), by Fubini’s Theorem, and from (5.2.11) we get

JolE )
> > / Km)(/ G P R A C1 ]+62y2>)dyg>dx—C’/jN(Q€2\Q)

KEZe,
= [ 0(Z[E] R T ) dede - CLY (22\)
Qe, X Y2 €1

E1 LE2

> [ h(2[E] R T (o)) dods — (b, + 0L (2,\9),
QXY €1

g1 L&y
(5.2.12)

where in the last inequality we used (5.2.7).

By (4.0.1) there exists €5 > 0 such that for all 0 < & < g5 one has 0 < e3/e1 < T5/2\/N. For any such

57
S T 9 T 9 T
—2[—}+—2 s — —|= sup 7—2<—>+—yz‘<75,

sup Y
€1 €1 €1 z€Q,Y2€Y>2 €1 \&2

z€Q,y2€Y>
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thus (5.2.8) and (5.2.10) yield

/Q><Y2 I (52 [ﬁ} + i_ij’yQ’TE? (UE)(x,y2)> dadys,

€1 Leg

>0 dg(%,m) dadys + (1 + 0(1)) /

€T
Fo( £y Tea(0) (@,12) ) dadys — [o(1) e
QxYs QX Ys €1

(5.2.13)
Defining Z., and Q., as in (5.2.9) (with eo and Y3 replaced by e and Y7, respectively), and reasoning
as in (5.2.11)-(5.2.12), we conclude that

/ fn(gay%TEz (UE)(x7y2)> d$dy2

v (5.2.14)

> / fo(y1, 2, Acy (Toy (ve)) (91, 2)) dedyrdys — (by + C) LY (Q:,\Q).
QXYl XY2

By the Riemann—Lebesgue Lemma we have that for a.e. yo € Ys, as(-/e1,y2) — le as(y1,y2) dys
weakly in LL (R™). Hence,

loc

.. - x -
hmlnf/ as (—, yz) dadys > EN(Q)/ as(y1,y2) dyi1dys, (5.2.15)
QXYZ 51

e—0t Y1 XYz
where we have also used Fatou’s Lemma and Fubini’s Theorem.
In view of (5.2.12)—(5.2.15), we obtain

o T x
hmlnf/ﬂfn<—, 5,115(30)) dx

e—0t €1

e—0*t

> (1+0(1)) hminf/ So (1 y2, Aey (T2, (ve)) (2,1, y2) ) dadyidys (5.2.16)
QAxY;xYs

+0£3(@) [ aslon,ve) dundys — oDl
Y1 xYs

where we also used the convergences £V (€.,\Q), LY (Q-,\Q2) — 0 as ¢ — 07, since 99 is Lipschitz
and so £V (9Q) = 0. Finally, recalling that (5H&5HL;&(Y1><Y2) — 0 as § — 0, passing (5.2.16) to the
limit as § — 07 we get (5.2.6). 0

Remark 5.2.3. The previous proof can be easily generalized to the case in which n > 3 by using
(2.2.2) in place of Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma (see (5.2.15)).

We now show that, similarly to what happens in the LP-case with p € (1,00) (see Cioranescu,
Damlamian and Griso [27, Prop. 2.14]), 3-scale convergence of a sequence of measures absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure is equivalent to a weak-x convergence in the sense
of measures in a product space of the unfolded sequence.

Lemma 5.2.4. Let Q C RY be open and bounded, let {v.}.~o C L'(€;R¥*N) be a bounded sequence
and let \ € My#(QXYi XE/Q; RdXN). Then UaﬁNLQ%)\ 1'1‘; and only if, Agl(g) ('TQQ(E) (UE))ﬁgNLQXyl X Yo
2o\ weakly-+ in My(Q x Y1 x Yo; RN as e — 0F.

Proor. For § > 0, define the sets
Ws = {KEZN: §(k+Y)CQ}, Qs ::int( U 6(/@—&-7)).
reWs
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Take ¢ € C(Q), ¥1 € CL(Y1) and ¢y € CL(Yy; RN), and let ¢ 1= ¢y1¢hs. Set &1 := o1(e) and
€9 1= p2(e). By (4.0.1) we can find & > 0 such that for all 0 < & < & one has

dist(supp ¢, N\Q.,) > 2e1V/N,  dist(supp ¢, Q\Qe,) > 261 VN. (5.2.17)

Fix any such e. Using (5.2.17), the definition of A.,, Fubini’s Theorem, and the equalities [i] =K
ifx €e1(k+Y7) and [y1] =0 if y; € Y7, in this order, we get

/ (@, y1,y2) + Az, (T2, (ve)) (2, 41, y2) dedyidys
QXYl XY2

X
— /Qsl I o(z,y1,92) : 1ey (UE)(El {g} +e1(yn — [yl}),y2> dady;dys (5.2.18)

:/ ( > / @(fﬂ,yhlﬂ)5722(%)(51/@+€1yl,y2)d$>dy1dy2~
Y1 xYs K/EWEI El(HJrYl)

Performing the change of variables * = €1k + £1(, by Fubini’s Theorem the last integral in (5.2.18)

becomes
/ < > / plerk +e1(,y1,y2) « Tey (ve)(E1k + 613/1,?;/2)5{\[012/1) dcdys,. (5.2.19)
Y1 XY2 HEWEI Y1
Considering now the change of variables y; = ﬁ — K, and using again Fubini’s Theorem, (5.2.19)
reduces to
x
/ < Z / 90(51'%"_514-7_ _K'?yQ) : Zz(va)(x7y2) d$>d<dy2
YixYe \ ey, Je(nti) €1
= [ (] elalE] v ac L) Tt m ds)aca (5.2.20)
YixYe \JQ.

x x
:/ @(51{ } + ey, — 792) T, (ve) (2, y2) dady dys,
Q- XYL xYs

where in the first equality we used the Yj-periodicity of ;.
We claim that if x € Q\Q., UQ\Q,, then

(51 [:—1} n 51Y1) N supp ¢ = 0. (5.2.21)

In fact, if there was z € (e1[% } +e1Y1) Nsupp ¢, then z = &1[ % ] + &1y for some y; € Y7 and, by
(5.2.17),

261V N < dist(supp ¢, z) < |z — x| = ‘51[:} + 11 —x‘ = ‘ —51<€ >+51y1‘ 261\/N,
1

which is a contradiction. Hence, (5.2.21) holds. Consequently,

/ <P( [ ] +e1y1, — ,2/2) :Te, (ve) (2, y2) dzdy:dys
e X V122 (5.2.22)
=/Q vy @(El[x] +e1y1, — ,yz) 2 T, (ve) (2, yo) dedyr dys.
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Arguing as in (5.2.18)—(5.2.20), we have

/QE ><Y1><Y2(p( [ } €11 1’y2) 172, (ve) (2, yo) dedyr dyo

= ( @(51{ } + ey, — ,y2> : v5(52/<5+52y2)dx>dy1dy2
Y1 XYo HEW 62(H+Y2)
= ( €1 [*Hﬁ" C} +51y1, "6+ vaQ) 2%(52/€+€2y2)5§]dy2>dy1d€
Y1 XYz
€ € € € T
= < ga( {—2,%—1——2(} —l—elyl,—z/ﬁ—l——QC,——n) :vs(x)dx)dyldg
Y1 XY 52(K+Y2 €1 €1 €1 &1 €2

= < ( |: + C:| +€1y1a = |:x:| +€_2C7 £> UE(x)dx)dyldC
Y1><Y2 20 &1 &2

o X eyl T € T
Z/ <P<€1 [—2 [—] + —2y2} ey, = {—} + 2y, —) : ve(z) dzdyidys,
Qey XY1X Y5 €1 leg €1 €1 Leg €1 €9

(5.2.23)
where in the fourth equality we used the Ys-periodicity of 1.
In view of (5.2.18)~(5.2.20) and (5.2.22)(5.2.23), we conclude that
/ (@, y1,y2) + Aey (T2, (ve)) (2, 1, y2) dodyrdys
XY (5.2.24)

-/ Hac(i 1,32 (0 (2, 2)) s () - w2 () oy,
Qe, xY1 X Y2 €2
where

ol £9 g2 €2
as(xvylayZ) =€l {— [—} + _yQ] + 191, bs($7y2) = [—} + —Yy2, x,Y1,Y2 € RN,
€1 Leg €1 €1 leg €1

Notice that for all z € Q, y; € Y7 and ys € Yo,

|a6(m7y1uy2) - SUl < 2\/N(51 + 52)7

be (2, y2) — —) <2/NZ 2. (5.2.25)

Using (5.2.24) and (5.2.17), we obtain

€1 €2

X X
’/ (Y1, y2) + Aey (7o, (v)) (@, 91, y2) dedy; dys —/w(ﬂc,—y—) D ve () da
QxY;XYs Q

/ Slac (. n.92) o ()i () ¢ v (a) oyl
Qe, xY1 X Yo €2

—/QEQXYMY2 o(x )¢1< )¢2< ) t ve(2) dedyr dys
<l [ [ gn, ) (tul ) = S ()| on(o)] dodinde

QxY; XY

< Walligpaorn [

QxXY1 XY

(|¢||Loo<mmp<w>

X
6<‘r7y2> - g‘

#0705 L) o o1, 2) = ) o) e

<C(€1 +€2+?)’
1
(5.2.26)
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where in the last inequality we used (5.2.25) and the fact that sup, [|ve|| g1 (ouraxny < 00.

Since functions of the form ¢ = ¢11hy are dense in Co(2;C (Y x Yo; R¥*N)), and since
{ A e)(Toye)(0e))} C LMQ x Vi x Yo; RPN {o.} € LM RYYN) are bounded sequences (see
(5.2.3) and (5.2.5)), using a density argument, (4.0.1), and passing (5.2.26) to the limit as e — 07T,
we conclude that UE,CNLQﬁ)\ if, and only if, A, (o (ng(s) (UE))£3NLQXy1Xy2 XX weakly-x in
Myz(Qx Y7 x Yo RN) ag e — 07, O

The next lemma is a Reshetnyak continuity type result for functions not necessarily positively 1-
homogeneous, and similar to Kristensen and Rindler [58, Thm. 5] (see Delladio [33] for related results).

Lemma 5.2.5. Let U C R! be an open set such that L'(U) < co. Let g: U x R™ — R be a function
such that §: U x R™ x [0,00) — R defined by

§) ift>0
gz 6.1y = L1905 %) ’ 5.2.27
g(z7£7 ) { (27 ) ift:(), ( )
is continuous and bounded on U x S™, where g™ (z,&) := limsup,_, . g(z,t£)/t is the recession

function of g and S™ is the unit sphere in R™ x R. If A € M(U;R™), let A € M(U;R™ x R) denote
the measure defined by A(-) := (A(-), £'(-)). Assume that \;,\ € M(U;R™) are such that

N 25 A weakly— in M(U;R™ x R),  lim |[A;]|(T) = | A|(T). (5.2.28)

j—+oo

dxze dxs
jin { [o(= @) ase [ i) ansie )
= [ o(=Gar@) as+ [ o= (= g ) Al

PROOF. Since g is a continuous and bounded function on U x §™, in view of (5.2.28) Theorem 2.1.51

. o d) A
jEToo/Uf’(Z’d”xj”( 2))dlNll(=) = / gz, dW( 2))dlIAl(2)- (5.2.30)

We claim that (5.2.30) reduces to (5.2.29). In fact, writing the Lebesgue decomposition of an arbitrary
€ M(U;R™) with respect to £ as

Then

(5.2.29)

yields

duac .
p= gLt
then . ac
p= (S )+ 00, il = | (1) |t + e (5:231)
act’ )=t o act’ : ’

are the Lebesgue decomposition of i and ||ji|| with respect to L!, respectively.

In view of the Besicovitch Derivation Theorem, for £'-a.e. z € U, we have

~ duac 1
AR = 7(5“50 ().1) : (5.2.32)
|l | (427 (2),1)]
and for ||p®]-a.e. z € U, we have
dit dp®
- 0 5.2.33
ain® = (ager ) 15239
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From (5.2.31)—(5.2.33), and taking into account the positive 1-homogeneity of (§,t) € R™ x [0, 00) —
9(z,&,t), we deduce that

[ a(e i@l = [ a(=Sar.1)as+ [ a(s glre0) aene)
—[o(= S @) e+ [ (i) bl

where in the last equality we used the definition of g. By (5.2.34) we conclude that (5.2.30) reduces
0 (5.2.29). O

(5.2.34)

Next we prove a Reshetnyak lower semicontinuity type result for functions not necessarily positively
1-homogeneous (see also Dal Maso [30], Giaquinta, Modica and Souéek [51]).

Lemma 5.2.6. Let U C R! be an open set such that L'(U) < co. Let g: U x R™ — R be a function
satisfying |g(z,&)| < C(1 + |£]|), for some C > 0 and for every (z,£) € U x R™, and such that for all
z €U, g(z,-) is convex. Assume further that for all z € U and § > 0, there exists 7 = 7(Z,6) > 0
such that for all z € U with |z — Z| < 7, and £ € R™, we have |g(z,§) — g(z,&)| < §(1 +|£]). If
A, A € M(U;R™) are such that A\; =, X\ weakly-x in M(U;R™) as j — +o0, then

daee d)s
J o'} J s
ygg{Lg@dU@»m+[g @ﬂwﬂuﬁm&ua}
daee dA®
> —_— o0 s .
> [ o= @) e+ [ o (= g @) AV

PrROOF. Let \j,A € M(U;R™) be such that \; =; \ weakly-x in M(U;R™ x R). Defining
Aj, A € M(U;R™ x R) as in Lemma 5.2.5, we see that \; =; X weakly-x in M(U;R™ x R).

(5.2.35)

Let g: U x R™ x R — R be the function introduced in (5.2.27). Then (see Remark 5.1.5 (ii)) g is a
continuous function, and [g(z, &, )| < 2C|(€,¢)| for all (z,&,t) € U x R™ x [0, 00). Moreover, since for
each 7 € N there exist functions a; : U — R and b; : U — R™ such that

9(z,€) =sup {a;i(z) + bi(2) - £}, ¢™(2,6) = sup {bi(2) - €},

€N

(see Fonseca and Leoni [48, Prop. 2.77]), we have that for all (z,£,t) € U x R™ x [0, 00),
g(z ft)—sup{az )+ bi(z §}

Thus for all z € U, (£,t) € R™ x [0,00) — §(z,§,t) is convex and positively 1-homogeneous. So,
Theorem 2.1.53 yields

d; dX
ygg/d dM())n]n() / (mwﬁ»””() (5.2.36)

Finally, we observe that by (5.2.34), (5.2.36) reduces to (5.2.35). O
PROOF OF THEOREM 5.2.1. Fix (u,py, i) € BV(Q;RY) x M, (Q; BV (Y1;RY)) x M, (Q x
Y1; BVy(Y2; R%)), and set
d)\aC
G (u, pq, o) 12/ f(yhyz, %(%yh yz)) dady;dys
QxY;xXYs
L (e g ) ) 1N ),
QXY xYs ' ’ dH)\ ' ’ ok ’ ’

Uy s #2”
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We will proceed in two steps.

Step 1. We start by proving that

F(u, pys prg) 2 Gu, pry, o).

Let {en}ren be an arbitrary sequence of positive numbers converging to zero as h — 400, and by
Proposition 4.1.8 let {us }hen € BV (£;RY) be a bounded sequence such that Duhs_;f%)\u,ul,uz- We
claim that

liminf F;, (upn) = G(u, pq, o). (5.2.37)

h—+o00

Since {Duy, }hen is bounded in M(£; R4*Y) (see Remark 4.1.5), in view of (F3), (F4)* and (5.2.2),
we have that {F., (up)}ren is bounded. Therefore, we may assume without loss of generality that
the limit inferior in (5.2.37) is actually a limit and that this limit is finite (which is true up to a

subsequence).

By Proposition 4.2.10 (with p; = 0), for each h € N we can find a sequence {u§-h)}j€N C WHL(Q;RY)
such that

2wy, weakly- in BV (;RY),
§ 25 A weakly-x in MQRN xR), - lim [IAV1(Q) = Mll(9), (52:38)
Jj—+o0

u

o

where, for B € B(12),

AN (B) = (/BWE") () dw,£N<B>)7 An(B) = (Dun(B), LN(B)).

Under hypotheses (F1)—(F3), (F4)*, (F5) (see also Remark 5.1.5 (ii)), it can be shown that for fixed
h € N, Lemma 5.2.5 applies to U := Q and g(z,§) := f(ﬁ, ﬁ, £), which ensures the continuity

of the functional F, with respect to the convergence (5.2.38), that is, lim; o F%, (u;.h)) = F., (up).

Consequently,

. . M\
Jimlim F (uj ) =, lim_F, (w). (5.2.39)
Moreover, given ¢ € Co(; C (Y7 x Yo; R>*N)) we have
. . x x h) . X x
lim lim (x, —_—, ) :Vul(z)dz = lim (x, , ) s dDup (x
DB P @y ) Y = B A ey w4

:/ W(%?ﬂ»yz) : d/\u,ul,MQ (xayl,y2)a
QXY xXYs

(5.2.40)
where we have used the weak-+ convergence Vug»h)EN o = Duy in M(QRPN), and the 3-scale
convergence Duh%/\u,ul,uy In addition, in view of (5.2.38),

sup sup/ {VuEh)(z)| dz < oo. (5.2.41)
heNjeN JQ

Using the separability of Cp(Q; Cx (Y1 x Y2;R¥*V)) and a diagonalization argument, from (5.2.39),
(5.2.40) and (5.2.41), we can find a sequence {j,} such that j, — 400 as h — 400, and such that

h )
wy, = ugi) satisfies

wp € WHHQRY), VLN 0225 Ay, i, Jim Fe (wp) = lim Fe, (un). (5.2.42)
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Set ¢ = supy, ||Vwn|| i @many < oo and fix 7 > 0. Then by Lemmas 5.2.2 and 5.2.4, and by
Lemma 5.2.6 applied to U := Q x Y7 x Y and g(z,y1,%2,€) = fy(y1,92,§), where fp(y1,92,§) :=
fy1,y2,€) + nl€|, we conclude that

T T
lim F — lim F > liminf (—,—,v )d
yJm Fe (un) +ne = Tim e, (wn) +ne > lim inf /Qf N oren) oaleny Y en(@)) de
> liminf/ Fo W1, v2: Agen) (Tos(en) (Vwn) ) (2,91, y2) ) dedyrdys = F3C(u, puy, o),
h—+oc QXY xYs
(5.2.43)
where
sc d/\Z?ul,p,z
qu (uvll'h IJ’Q) = f’r] (y17y27 W(Z‘a y17y2)> dxdyldyQ
QXY XY dc
D (5.2.44)
+/ fgo (y13y27 %(Iaylvy2)> d||)‘su,p1,p2”(z7ylay2)'
QXY xYs d” u,ul,p,QH
Since f2°(y1,y2,§) = > (y1, y2,§) +nl§], from (5.2.43) we deduce that
hEr-&I-loo FEh (U’h) +ne 2 G(U,Mp IJ’2) + UHAU,HMP"Q H(Q X Yi X }/2)
Finally, letting n — 0% we obtain (5.2.37).
Step 2. We prove that
Fo(u, pry, pg) < Gu, py,s po).- (5.2.45)

Let {ep}ren be a sequence of positive numbers converging to zero as h — 400, and let {u;}jeny C
g 1 2

Co@RY), {¢iV} oy © O CE(Y;RY) and {viP}  C C22(2:CF (1 x Yo RY) be the

sequences given by Proposition 4.2.10. For each h,j € N define uy, j € C°(§; R%) by

) + o2t (m gléh) : ﬁ) (5.2.46)

ale) =) + aleny? (s

Using (4.0.1), (2.2.1), and (4.2.67), in this order, we have that for all ¢ € Cp(; Cyy (Y7 x Yo; RI*N))

. . €T &z . ) o .
it [ty gty @ = [ ) D)
(5.2.47)
Moreover,
x x
Fatons) = [ 15y iy Tns0)
B x x _ ) x
= /Qf(m(fh) ) Vuj(z) + (Vyle )(ac, 91(€h)) dz
(2) X x )
+ /Q(vy2¢] )(.’If, Ql(gh)7 QQ(@h)) + ﬁh’](aj)) dx?
where ) T 2) x x
Inale) = o) (V) (o ) + e () (o p iy )

02(en) @) (o T T
* 01(cn) (Vur¥3 )( ’Q1(€h)’92(5h))'

We claim that if K ¢ R?Y is a compact set then there exists a positive constant C'(K), depending
only on K, such that for all y;,7, € RV, £,¢' € K,

1f (1 92,8) — fly, 92, € < C(K)IE =€) (5.2.48)
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In fact, the continuity of f (see Remark 5.1.5 (ii)) and (F1) ensure that there exists a positive constant
¢(K) only depending on K such that for all y;,yo € RV, £ € K,

|f(y1,92,8)| < e(K). (5.2.49)

On the other hand, by (F2) (see, for example, Fonseca and Leoni [48, Thm. 4.36]) f(y1, y2, -) is locally
Lipschitz with

Lip(f(y1,y2,): B(0;r)) <

Vdx N
r Sup{|f(y1ay256)_f(y17y2a§/)| :575/ € B(O,2T)} (5250)
From (5.2.49) and (5.2.50), we deduce that (5.2.48) holds.

Taking into account (4.0.1), in view of (5.2.48) for each j € N we can find a positive constant C;
independent of € such that

FEh(th)
X X (1) xr (2) €T X
< —a—7v j +v1 j sy TN +v2 j sy T\ d
LGt mateny @+ (ot (o ps) + (Tt (o s ) oo
+C'j/|19h7j(:17)|d:c,
Q
(5.2.51)
with, for all j € N,
Jlim /Qwh,j(x)\ dz = 0. (5.2.52)

Furthermore, the function

gj(x7y1a y?) = f(y17y27 vuj(w) + (vy1¢§1))($7y1) + (vyz¢§2))($ay1ay2))
belongs to C(€; Cx (Y1 x Y2)), hence by (2.2.1)

91(5h)’ 02(n)

lim gj (x, ) dx = / gj(x,y1,y2) dedyidys. (5.2.53)
h—+oo Jo QXY xYa

From (5.2.51)—(5.2.53) we conclude that

lim sup lim sup F;, (up, ;)
j—+oo h—+oo

< lim sup/ £y, Vg () + (V08 (@, 91) + (V3082 (2,91, 92)) dedyidys
J—+00 JOAXY; xYs

= G(“u”]vﬂ@)u ( )
5.2.54

where in the last equality we invoked Lemma 5.2.5 applied to U := Q x Y7 X Y5 and g(z,y1,¥2,§) ==
Fly1,y2,€), and also (4.2.87).

Using the separability of Co(£2; Oy (Y7 X Ya; R?*N)) and a diagonalization argument, from (5.2.47) and
(5.2.54), and noticing that {up ; }n jen is a bounded sequence in WH1(Q;RY), we can find subsequences
hy < h and ji < j such that up, ;, € C°(Q;R?) satisfies

Vun, j; ﬁNLQ% Aty g llimiup Fshk, (Uhiji) < Gu, Py, Bo). (5.2.55)
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Finally, consider the sequence {wy, }nen C BV (€;RY) defined by

wr o 1 Wi if h = hy, for some k € N,
7 o if h # hy for all k € N,

where {vj}hen C BV(Q;R?) is a sequence such that Dvh?’;%)\u,#l#z (which exists by Proposi-
tion 4.1.8). Then Dwy 222\, 4, , and so by (5.2.55)

F5(u, py po) < liminf Fr, (wp,) < limsup Fe,, (un, ;) < G(u, o, po).
h—+o00 k—4o00

This concludes the proof of Theorem 5.2.1. a

The next theorem concerns the first equality in (5.1.8) relating the three-scale homogenized functional,
F*¢, and the effective energy, Fo™.

Theorem 5.2.7. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 5.2.1, assume further that the length scales o1, 02
satisfy the condition (4.1.2). Then, for all u € BV (; R?),
Fhom () — inf Fo(ut, o, ).

K1 EM (2B Vy (Y15RD))
B €My (QXY1;BVy (Yo iRD))

PROOF. Let u € BV (2;R?) be given. We will proceed in two steps.

Step 1. We prove that

Fhom(y) > inf F®C(u, poy s phy)- (5.2.56)
HIGM*(SZ;BV#(YI;]Rd))
/J.2€M*(Q><Y1;BV#(Y2;1R‘1))
Let {en}ren be an arbitrary sequence of positive numbers converging to zero as h — +oo, and let
{uptnen € BV (£;RY) be a sequence weakly-x converging to u in BV (Q;R%) as h — +o0. By (F3),
(F4)* and (5.2.2), liminfy, 4o Fr, (u) € R. Using Theorem 4.1.7, we can find a subsequence hy, < h
and measures f1; € M, (Q; BV (Y1;RY)), 1y € My (Q x Y1; BV (Y2;RY)), such that

. R T 3- N 2N 3-sc o
kETOO Fe,, (un,) = 1}1121-51—25 F., (up), up, T ulM o ® Ly, Dun 525 Ny -
Hence, taking into account Theorem 5.2.1 (see (5.2.37)),
inf FSC(“’)“I»“Z) < Fsc(u7ﬂ17ﬁ2) < 11m1an€h(uh)
[—LIEM*(Q;BV#(YI;Rd)) h—+oco

I.LQEM*(QXYl;BV#(YQ;Rd))
Taking the infimum over all sequences {up, }ren as above, we deduce that (5.2.56) holds.

Step 2. We show that

Fhom(y) < inf F5(u, pq, pbg). (5.2.57)

M €M (Q3BVy (Y:RD))
I-LQGM*(QXYl;BV#(YZ;LKd))

Let {ex}rhen be an arbitrary sequence of positive numbers converging to zero as h — +o00, and take
py € M, (Q; BV (Y1;RY), py € My (Q x Yi; BV (Y2;RY)). Reasoning as in the proof of (5.2.45),
we can find a subsequence hy < h and a sequence {vy }reny C C°(Q;R?) such that (see (5.2.46) and
(5.2.55))

lim / |vg — ul[dz =0, vvk’cN LQ%)‘“»#u#z’ lim sup FEILk (vk) < F*(u, py, pg).-
k—-4o00 O k k— oo
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Consequently, we also have that Dvy, = Du weakly-+ in M(Q;R¥*N) as k — +o0. Finally, define

_{vk if h = hy, for some k € N,
Up — .
u  otherwise.

Then uy = u weakly-+ in BV (Q;R%) as h — +o0, so that

Fhom(y) < liminf FL, (up,) < limsup FL, (vr) < F5(u, poy, o),
h—-+o0 k—-+oo e
from which we get (5.2.57) by taking the infimum over all p; € M, (Q; BVy(Y1;R?)) and p, €
M, (Q x Y1; BVy(Ya; RY)). 0

Remark 5.2.8. We observe that Theorems 5.2.1 and 5.2.7 hold if (F4)* is replaced by (F4) (see also
Remark 5.1.5 (i)).

In order to establish the integral representation for the effective energy F"°™ stated in Theorem 5.1.3
we will need some auxiliary results. The first one is a simple consequence of Kristensen and Rindler
[58, Thm. 6] (see also Dal Maso [30] in the case in which d = 1 and ¢ is coercive).

Lemma 5.2.9. Assume that Q C RY is an open and bounded set with 0S) Lipschitz, and let
g : R™N _ R be a convex function such that for all ¢ € RN and for some constant M > 0,
lg(€)] < M(1 + |£]). Then, for all § > 0 and for all u € BV (Q;R¥N), there exists a sequence
{uj}jen € WHH(Q; RPN such that u; = u weakly- in BV (Q;R¥*N) as j — 400, and

w( dD%u R .
Javut@nas+ [ o= (o) dptul@ +6> tin_ [ o(Tu,@)d.

The next two lemmas provide sufficient conditions under which equality (ghom)® = (¢°°)nom holds.

Lemma 5.2.10. Let g : RY x RY x R¥*N — R be a Borel function satisfying conditions (F1)—(F4)
and (F8). Then,
(ghom)oo - (goo)hom' (5258)

PROOF. We start by observing that, arguing as in Attouch [8, Thm. 4], we can prove a similar result
to Bouchitté [17, Lemme 3.5]: If A : RY x RY x RN — R is a Borel function satisfying hypotheses
(F1)~(F4), then for all y; € RV, ¢* € RN (see (5.1.1) and (5.1.3)),

(Mhoms)*(y1,£7) = W (y1,y2,§" + Va(y2)) dya (5.2.59)

inf /

W€ Ey (Ya;RIXN) [y,
where, for k£ € N,

E#(Yk;RdXN) = {\p = (Uy) GLO#O(Yk;RdXN);

/ U(yg)dyr =0, div¥,;. =0 for all ¢ € {1,-~-,d}}.
Y

Similarly, since Apom, : RY x RN — R is also a Borel function satisfying conditions (F1)-(F4), we
have that for all £&* € RN,

(hrhom )™ (§7) =

inf
V21 GE#(Yl;RdXN)

/Y (hhomz)*(yl, &+ \111(y1)) dy;. (5.2.60)
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Moreover, for all 1,y € RY, ¢ € RN (see, for example, Rockafellar [67, Thm. 13.3, Lemma 7.42]),

hoo(yl7y2a§) = sup 6 : f*a (hhomz)oo<y17£) = sup g : €* (5261)

(y1,y2,6*)€ domeh™ (y1,£*)€ dome (hhoms, )™

If, in addition, A* is bounded from above in dom.h*, then we claim that for all 3,7, € RV, ¥ € RN,

(h™) (g1, 92,€") = {0 if (41,42, ") € domeh”, (5.2.62)
oo otherwise.

Indeed, under this additional hypothesis, we have that for each y;,y2 € RY the set {¢* € RN .

(y1,92,£*) € dom.h*} is convex and closed. Hence (see, for example, Ekeland and Témam [41],

Rockafellar [67]), the indicator function xdom,h*, that is, the function defined by

0 if (y1,y27£*) € dom.h*,

Xaomee (91,32, 87) := {OO otherwise

coincides with its biconjugate function (Xdom,n+)**. On the other hand, defining for each ¢ > 0,

h(yr, y2,t€) — h(y1, y2, 0
ht(ylayQ,E) = (yl Y2 g)t (yl b2 )7 Y1, Y2 GRNag GRdXN7

due to the convexity hypothesis we have that for all y1,yo € RV, & € RNt € RY v hy(yy, 92, &) is
nondecreasing and

sup he(y1,y2,§) = lm he(yi,y2, &) = h™(y1,92,€).
t>0 t—-4o0
Furthermore, it can be shown that for all y;,y, € RN, £, &* € RN,
%nf hr (y17 Y2, g*) = lim h;‘;(ylv Y2, g*) = Xdom,h* (yla Y2, 5*)7
>0 t—4o00

(%I;g h:)**(yhy%g) = (i’ggh’t)*(ylvy%g) = (hm)*(y17y2a§)7

so that (5.2.62) follows from the equality (Xdom.h* )™ = Xdom,h*-

We now establish equality (5.2.58) in two steps. Notice that both ghom, and gnom, as well as their
respective recession functions, are real-valued Borel functions satisfying similar conditions to (F1)—

(F4).

Step 1. We prove that (ghom, = (6" ) homs -

)OO —
Inequality (Ghoms)™ < (9°°)hom, follows from the definitions of both functions and using Lebesgue
Dominated Convergence Theorem taking into account (F3) and (F4).

We claim that to prove that (ghom, )™ = (9°°)hom,, it suffices to show that

*

dome(ghomg)* D) dome((goo)homg) . (5263)
In fact, if (5.2.63) holds then by (5.2.61) we have that
(ghomg)oo 2 ((goo>hom2)oo~ (5264)

Since (¢°°)hom, 1S positively l-homogeneous in the last variable, we have that ((goo)hom)oo =
(9°°)hom,, which together with (5.2.64) yields (ghom,)™ = (9°° ) homs,-
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We now prove (5.2.63). Let (y1,£*) € dome((g‘x’)hom)*. Then, by (5.2.59) (with g replaced by ¢g>°),
there exists Wy € Ey(Ya; RN) such that

/Y () (1.4, € + Ua(y)) dyp < 0,

and so (5.2.62) ensures that for a.e. y» € Yo we have (y1,y2,£* + Pa(y2)) € dom.g*. From (5.2.59)
and (F8) we conclude that

(Ghom,) ™ (y1,€") < / 9 (Y1, y2,&" + Wa(ys)) dy2 < C < o0.

Y2

Thus, (y1,£*) € dome(ghom, )™, which proves (5.2.63). So, (ghom,)™ = (9°°)hom, and, consequently,

((ghomz)m) = ((gm)hom)homl = (97 )hom, (5.2.65)

homy
where in the last equality we used definition (5.1.4).
Step 2. We prove that (ghom)™ = (9°°)hom-

It suffices to observe that (F3), (F8) and (5.2.59) imply that (ghom,)* is also bounded on its effective
domain. Hence, reasoning as before and in view of (5.2.60),

((ghorrm )Oo)

Thus, from (5.2.65)—(5.2.66) we conclude that (ghom)™ = (¢°°)hom- O

= ((ghomsJnom, ) = (ghom) - (5.2.66)

hom;

Lemma 5.2.11. Let g : RN x RN x RN — R be a Borel function satisfying conditions (F1), (F3),
(F4) and (F7). Then (ghom)™ = (9°°)hom-

PRrROOF. Note that (F7) is equivalent to requiring that there exist constants C, L > 0 and « € (0, 1)
such that given y;, yo € RY and ¢ € R¥¥ arbitrarily, then for all ¢ € R such that ¢|¢| > L,

11—«
g(y17i/27t£) < C‘gLa .

9% (y1,92,€) — (5.2.67)

We now prove that
(ghomQ)Oo = (goo)hom2~ (5268)

Inequality (ghoms)™ < (¢°°)hom, follows from the definitions of both functions and Fatou’s Lemma
taking into account (F3) and (F4)’.

Conversely, fix y; € R, ¢ € RN, By definition of infimum, for each t > 1 we can find
Py € W#]ZI(S/Q;RC[) such that

omso 7t 1
/ 91, Yo, t€ + tVe(y2)) dyy < (y1,86) 1 (5.2.69)
v, t t t
In particular, (5.2.69), together with (F3) and (F4)’, yields
€+ Vibu(y2)| dys < C(1 + [€)), (5.2.70)

Y2

for some positive constant C' independent of .
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By definition of (¢° )noms,,

wmnmxmfwz/gwwhm£+vwwamm

Y>

CL
< 2=

~

. / 9% (Y1, Y2, € + Vi (y2)) dyz,
Yon{yz: t|§+V i (y2)|> L}

where we used the fact that in view of (F3), ¢*°(y1,42,€) < C|{|. Invoking, in addition, (5.2.67),
(F4) and (5.2.69), in this order, we have
CL Y2, tE +tV +V
(goo)homQ(ylug) < T +/ g(yl b2 §t wt(y2)) +C‘§ 1/}ttogy2)
Y2 {y2: t|€+Vepi (y2)|>L}

C(L—i_l)_’_/y 9(?/17y27t5+tv¢t(y2)) dy2+t%/y ‘€+th(y2)|1—ady2

|1—a
dy2

<
= t t

CL+1)+1  goms(y1,t6) C - o
<AEEDAL, Domslinst®) | 4 g,

(5.2.71)
where in the last estimate we also used Holder’s Inequality together with (5.2.70). Letting ¢ — +oo,
we conclude that (¢°)hom, < (ghom, ). Thus, (5.2.68) holds. Consequently,

((ghomz)oo) = ((goo>h0m2>homl = (9 )hom-

hom1

Next we show that
= ((9moma hom: ) ™, (5.2.72)

((ghomz )oo)

which will finish the proof since, by definition, ((ghomz)homl)(>O = (ghom )™

h0m1

In view of the hypotheses on g and using definition (5.1.3), it can be shown that gpom, : RY x RN —
R is a Borel function satisfying conditions (F1), (F3) and (F4)’. If we prove that gnom, also satisfies
(F7) then, reasoning as in the proof of (5.2.68), we deduce that (5.2.72) holds.

Let C,L > 0 and « € (0, 1) be given by (F7) for g. Fix y; € RY and ¢ € R*Y such that |¢| = 1. Let
t > L :=max{1, L}. Using (5.2.68) and (5.2.71), we have

(ylv tf)

(Ghom, ) (y1,€) — ghomgt = (g £) — w

t
(5.2.73)
L+1)+1 N
<SR e <

Oo)homg (yl 9

where C' is a positive constant independent of ¢.

Conversely, for each 0 < § < 1 we can find 5 € W;gl(Yg, R?) such that

/Y goo(ylvaag + V%S(?/Q)) dy2 < (goo)horru (ylag) + 5» (5274)

so that, in view of (F3) and (F4)’,

1
C |€ 4+ Vs (y2)|dyas < ClE]+6 < C+ 1. (5.2.75)
Yo
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From (5.2.68), (5.2.74) and (5.2.67), and taking into account that g> > 0, we conclude that

w — (ghomz)oo(yl’ f)

t
LYo, tE+ 1V -
</ 9. y2 gt Vo) _ (Y1, Y2, € + Vs (yo)) dyo + &
Ya st ( €+ 190 ()) (5.2.76)

<C 5ay2 dy2+/ 9(y1, Y2, 5 (Y2 dyy + 6

Yy t Ya{ya: t|E+ Vs (y2)|<L} t

2 11—«
gC(C ;C) +C(1:L)+§’

where in the last inequality we also used Holder’s Inequality together with (5.2.75), and (F3). Letting
d — 07 in (5.2.76), using the fact that ¢ > t* whenever ¢ > 1 together with (5.2.73), we deduce that
Jhom, Satisfies (F7). O

We now prove Proposition 5.1.1.
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5.1.1. Without loss of generality we may assume that the parameter n > 0
takes values on a sequence of positive numbers converging to zero.

(i) We start by observing that for fixed yi,yo € RV, & € RN the sequences {f,(v1,y2,&)}y>0,
{()* (W1, 92, ) b0 and {((f)**)°° (Y1, Y2, &) }y>0 are decreasing (as n — 07), so that the respective
limits as 7 — 07 exist and are given by the infimum in 1 > 0.

Recalling definition (5.1.2) and in view of (F3) and (F4), we have that the biconjugate function f**
of f is such that for all y1,y2 € RN, f**(y1, 42, -) is a convex function which coincides with the convex
envelope Cf(y1,ya2,-) of f(y1,y2,-) (see, for example, Fonseca and Leoni [48, Thm. 4.92]). Precisely,
for all (y1,y2,£) € RN x RN x RIXN,

f**(ylvy%g) - Cf(yla y27£) ‘= sup {g(g) g: RdXN —-R convex, g() < f(ylay% )} (5277)

Note that the same holds true for (f,)**. Consequently, ((f,)**)> is a convex function, since the
recession function of a convex function is a convex function. Moreover, for all > 0, we have that

< () < s (5.2.78)

and so, using the fact that the pointwise limit of a sequence of convex functions is a convex function,
passing (5.2.78) to the limit as  — 0% we get

(fn)" (w1, 92,€) = £ (y1, 92, €)- (5.2.79)

lim
n—0+

In view of (5.2.78), (f**)>° < ((fy)*)> < (fy); thus, letting n — 07 and observing that
(fn)oo(ylay%g) = foo(yhy%é-) + 77|£|7 we have

(f**)oo(ylvy%g) < ((fO*)**)oo(ylvy%g) < (foc)**(y17y27§)7 (5280)

where we also used the fact that both functions (f**)°° and ((fo+)**)° are convex in the last variable,
since the recession function of a convex function is also a convex function. We further observe that
((fo+)*)>° is positively 1-homogeneous in the last variable because it is the pointwise limit of a
sequence of positively 1-homogeneous functions in the last variable.
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(i)-a) If, in addition, f also satisfies (F2), then (f**)>° = f°° = (f°°)**, which, together with (5.2.80),
implies that ((fo+)*)> = f*.

(i)-b) Assume that d = 1 and that, in addition, f also satisfies (F7).

In the scalar case d = 1 the notions of convexity and quasiconvexity agree (see, for example, Dacorogna
[29, Thms. 5.3, 6.9]), therefore f** is alternatively given by

P (1,92, ) = inf{ [ Honi e+ Vo) v W&“(Y)} (5.2.81)

for (y1,y2,€) € RV x RN x RV,

Since f;, is a Borel function satisfying conditions (F1), (F3), (F4)" and (F7), using (5.2.81) and
arguing as in the proof of Lemma 5.2.11, it can be shown that (f,)** also satisfies (F7) and that

((fn)")> = ((f)>)"". Consequently,

((f0+)**>00(y1’ 92»‘5) = 7}£%+((fn)**)w<y17 Y2, 6) = nli)IIO'l_*_((fn)oo)**(yl’ Y2, g) = (fOO)**<y17 Y2, g)ﬂ
(5.2.82)
where the last equality may be proved in a similar way as (5.2.79) (with f replaced by f°).

(ii) Just as (i) above, it can be shown that the limit (5.1.6) exists and defines a positively 1-
homogeneous convex function (((fo+)™*)hom)  : RY — R.

By (5.1.3), (F3) and (F4), there exists a constant M > 0 such that for all y;, y» € RN, £ € RN,

1f (1592, 1 S MA+[E]), [ fnoms (Y1, I S M+ [E]), | from ()] < M(1+[£]). (5-2.83)

Using in addition (5.2.79), Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem yields

lim_ (/)™ homs (¥1,€) < (f)noms

n—0t

which, together with inequality ((f;)**)hom, = (f**)hom,, implies that

lim ((fn)**)homz (1,€) = (f" )hom, (y1,§)-

n—0+

Similar arguments ensure that

lim ((fn)**)hom(f) = nlif&(((fn)**)homz)hom1 (f) = ((f**)homz)horm (f) = (f**)hom(§)7 (5-2~84)

n—0%
and that
(")) = (o)) ) < (™)) € (5.2.85)

with ((fo+)**)°° the function defined by (5.1.5), where in the last inequality we used (5.2.80).

Using the fact that if ¢ is a function satisfying (F3) and (F4) then (ghom)™ < (9°°)hom, passing to
the limit as n — 07 the chain of inequalities

((f**)hom)oo < (((fn)**)hom)oo < (((fn)**)oo)homa
from (5.2.85) we obtain

((FYmom) ™€) < (((For )™ nom) ™ (€) < (o)) o (©) < (7)) o (€)- (5.2.86)
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(ii)—a) Assume that, in addition, f also satisfies (F2) and (F38).

In this case, from (5.2.86) we get

(fhom)oo < (fO*,hom)oo < (foo)homy (5287)

oo

where (fo+ hom)™ = (((f0+)**)hom) = li%l+ ((fn)hom)oo@), since (f,)** = f,. To conclude that
n—
(fo+ hom)™ = (fhom)™ = (f*)nom it suffices to apply Lemma 5.2.10 to f, taking into account (5.2.87).

(ii)-b) Assume that, in addition, f also satisfies (F2) and (F7).

As before, using (5.1.3), equality (f,)*°(y1,y2,&) = f=(y1,v2,€) + n|§|, and Lebesgue Dominated
Convergence Theorem together with (5.2.83), we obtain

lim ((fn)oo)hom(g) = (foo)hom(g)- (5288)

'r]~>0+

By Lemma 5.2.11 applied to f,, we conclude that for all n > 0, ((f;)hom)™ = ((f4)°)hom, Which,
together with (5.2.88), yields (fo+ hom)™ = (f*)hom-

(ii)—c) Assume that d = 1 and that, in addition, f also satisfies (F7) (with d = 1).
As we observed in (i)-b), (f,)** is a Borel function satisfying conditions (F1), (F3), (F4)" and (F7).
Applying Lemma 5.2.11 to (f,,)**, using the first equality in (5.2.85) and by (5.2.82),

(o)™ Inom) (€)= Tim_ ()™ Jnom) ™ (€) = Hm_(((f)™*)) o (€)

n—0+ n—0+
= (((F0+))%) pom ) = ((F)) hom (6)-
This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.1.1. O

We finally prove Theorem 5.1.3.

PROOF OF THEOREM 5.1.3. By Theorem 5.2.1 and Remark 5.2.8, we have that (5.1.7) holds.

We observe that in view of (F1)—(F4), we have that both fhom, and fhom are real-valued Borel

functions, satisfying (F1)-(F4), and we can find a constant M > 0 such that for all y;, y» € RV, £ €
RdXN,

(1,2, )1 S M(T+ L), | froms (W1, )] S ML +E]), [ fuom(§)] < M1+ [£]). (5.2.89)

Moreover, since (F4) holds for fiom,

Jim inf Jhom(©) > 0. (5.2.90)
jel—+oo  [€]
The first equality in (5.1.8) is given by Theorem 5.2.7 (see also Remark 5.2.8). To prove the second
equality in (5.1.8) we will proceed in several steps.

Step 1. We show that for all u € BV (€; R%),

inf P i) > [ (V) @+ [ (o)™ (1220 0)) a0 ).

oy €M (B Vy (v157D)) d||Dsul|
Mo EM*(QxYl;BV#(YZ;Rd))

(5.2.91)
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Fix (u, py, o) € BV (Q;R?Y) x M, (Q; BV (Y1;RY)) x M, (Q x Y1; BV (Y2;R?)), and let {u;}jen C
C>(Q;RY), {’(/Jj(-l)}jeN C O (& C%O(Yl;Rd)) and {Q/J](-Q)}jeN C O (0 (Yr % Y2; R?%)) be sequences
given by Proposition 4.2.10.

By (5.1.7), applying Lemma 5.2.5 to U := Q x Y] x Yy and g(x,y1,92,&) = f(y1,92,£) (see also

Remark 5.1.5 (ii)), and using the definitions of fhom, and fhom together with Fubini’s Theorem, we
conclude that

Fo(u, py, pg) = /

QXY xYs

dxae
f(yh y2, —qpan (@, yz)) dzdy;dy,

+/ foo (yl y2 M(JE yl yQ)) d”)\s ||(.I' yl yg)
QXY xYs B d”)\s H rIL U, Ko » Y1,

Uy s Ko

= lim f (1,2, Vu,(z) + (Vyl%(-l))(x,@h) + (Vy2¢§2))(x,y1,y2))d$dy1dy2
J—too QxY; XY

lim inf/ froms (Y1, Vu,(2) + (vy1¢§1)) (z,y1)) dzdy,
QxY;

\%

\%

llmllé.lof/gfhom(vu](x)) dl‘

Jj—+
> [ o (V@) da + [ (o)™ (Gprar @) 1Dl 0)

where in the last inequality we have used [48, Thm. 5.21] (see also Remark 5.1.5 (i)) taking into
account that VquN [ X Du weakly-x in M R>*NY as j — +o0, and that fiom is a real-valued
convex function satisfying (5.2.90). Taking the infimum over all g, € M, (€; BV (Y1;R?)) and
Hy € M, (Q x Y1; BVy(Ye; RY)), we obtain (5.2.91).

Step 2. We prove that for all u € W11 (€;R9),

inf F3(u, pq, pg) S/thom(Vu(x))dx. (5.2.92)

By €M (23BV4 (Y1:RD))
”QEM*(QXYLBV#(Y%]R({))

Fix 7 > 0, and let 0 < 7 < 1 be such that for all measurable sets D C Q with £V (D) < 7,

[ @+ Vu@hz <o (5.2.93)

In view of (5.2.83), without loss of generality we may assume that for all z € €,
fhom(Vu(z)) € R. (5.2.94)

Fix 0 < 6 < 7, and consider the multifunction I'{ : Q — oWy (ViiRY) defined, for each x € , by

I (x) := {¢1 € Wt (ViR | foms (y1, V() + Vb (1)) dys < from(Vu(@)) + 6}.

Y1

By (5.2.94), for all z € Q one has I'{(z) # 0. Moreover, if {¥);};jen C W;’l(K;Rd)\Ff(x) is a
sequence converging in W#l (Y1;R?) to some v, then, taking into account (5.2.83) and the continuity of
froms (Y1, ), by Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem we deduce that ¢ € W;l(Yl; R\ ().
Thus, I'{(z) is an open subset of W;&’l(Yl; R?).  Furthermore, given 1, € W;’I(Yl; R?), the
measurability of the function

T = . fh0m2 (yl; Vu(x) + le(yl)) dyl - fhom(vu(x)) -0
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ensures the measurability of the set {x € Q : ¢; € T'Y(z)}. Thus, by Lemma 2.1.22 we
can find a measurable selection ¢ : Q — W#l(Yl;]Rd) of T'Y. Moreover, by Lusin’s Theorem,
Py € Ll(Qg;W;’l(Yl;Rd)) for a suitable measurable set 5 C  such that £N(Q\Qs) < §. Since
for a.e. € Qs one has ¥y () € I'{(z), in view of (5.2.83) and (5.2.93) we obtain

/Q Froms (Y1, Vu(z) + Vo, b1 (z,91)) dedy; < /Q from (Vu(z)) dz + Mn + L™ (Q),  (5.2.95)
s XY

where we also used the fact that 0 < 0 <7 <.

Similarly, let 0 < 7 < & be such that for all measurable sets £ C Qs x Y with L2V (E) < 7,

/ (1+ |Vu(z) + Vy, 01 (2, y1)|) dzdy; < 7. (5.2.96)
B

As before, we may assume without loss of generality that for all (z,y;) € Qs x Y] we have

froms (Y1, Vu(x) + Vy, 1 (x,41)) € R. Moreover, fixed 0 < v < 7, the multifunction I'J : Q5 x Y3 —
1,1 .

oWy (VaiR?) defined, for each (z,y1) € Q5 x Y7, by

I3 (2, y1) o= {1/)2 € W' (Y RY): Ty, y2, V(@) +V 91 (2, 91) + Vo (ya)) dys
Y2

< Froma (g1, V(@) + Vs (2, 31)) + 7},

is such that for all (z,y1) € Qs x Y1, I'J(z,y1) is a nonempty and open subset of W;’l(YQ;Rd), and
for all iy € W#l(Yg;Rd), the set {(z,y1) € Qs x Y1 : 1o € I'J(x,y1)} is measurable. Hence, by
Lemma 2.1.22 we can find a measurable selection ¥ : Q5 x Y7 — W;’I(E;Rd) of I'J. Moreover, by
Lusin’s Theorem, 1y € L(E.; W#1£71(}/—2;Rd)) for a suitable measurable set £, C {25 x Y7 such that
LN (Q5 x Y1\E,) < 7. Since for a.e. (z,y1) € E,, one has 1s(x,y1) € I3 (2, 1), in view of (5.2.83) and
(5.2.96) we get

/ f (1,92, V(@) + Vo, b1 (z,y1) + Vi, 2 (2, y192)) dzdy; dys

By ¥s (5.2.97)

< [ om0, Vu(e) + Vi ,30)) oy + Mg+ 0™ (),
QgXYl

Finally, define ¢ € L'(Q W' (Y1;R?)), v € LY(Q x Yi; W' (Yo;RY)) by setting v (2) = ¢y ()
it x € Qs, P1(x) := 01if & € Q\Qs, Ya(x,y1) = VYa(z,y1) if (z,91) € E,, and a(x,y1) = 0 if
(x,y1) € (2xY71)\E,. Using the usual identification of an integrable function with a measure, elements
of LY(; W;l(Yl;Rd)) and L'(Q x Y; W;’I(E;Rd)) can be seen as elements of M, (Q; BV (Y1;R%))
and M, (2 x Y1; BV (Ya; R?)), respectively. Considering this identification (see also (4.1.3)), we have

)‘uﬂl)lﬂﬁz [QXY1 Yo = VUE?ngYl XYs + vyl wl‘C?[ngl XYs + vyz w2£?g><Y1 XYo* (5'2'98)
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From (5.1.7), (5.2.98), (5.2.83), (5.2.93), (5.2.96), (5.2.97) and (5.2.95), in this order, we deduce that

in F*(u, . 1)

K1 EM (2B Vy (Y15RD))
Ko €My (QX Y1 BVy (Yo iRD))

: d)\au::l»‘q»#Q
= inf f(yl’ Y2, W(Ia Y1, Z/2)) dadyidy,
QXYl XY2

MleM*(Q;BV#(Yl;TRd))
[LZGM*(SZXYI;BV#(YQ;Rd))

oo d>\’lshl/'17ll'2 dlIns
+ P2y grs @y y2) ) NG, e, (591, 02)
QXY xXYs H

. |
Uy 5 g

< / Ji,y2, Vu(z) + Vy (2, y1) + V2 (2, Y1, y2)) dedyidys
QXYl ><Y2

-/ F (91, 92, V() dady dys
(Q\Q(;)Xyl ><Y2

+/ F1,y2, Vu(x) + Vi, 1 (2, 1)) dedyydys

((Q25 xY1)\Ey) X Y2

+ / Fy1,y2, V(@) + Vb1 (z,91) + Vi th2 (2, y192) ) dedy: dys
E’Y XYQ

< 2M77+/Qfhom(Vu(x))dx+2(M77+77£N(Q)).

Letting  — 0%, we obtain (5.2.92).
Step 3. We prove that if (F4)’ is satisfied, then the converse of (5.2.91) holds for all u € BV (€; R?).

Indeed, let u € BV (;R?). Since fuom : RN — R is a convex function satisfying (5.2.83), in view
of Lemma 5.2.9 for all > 0 we can find a sequence {u;}jen C W1 (Q; R?) weakly-x converging to u
in BV (Q;R?) and such that
] w/ dD%u s

1 [ (V@) 0 < [ from(Fu()) dz + [ (rom)* (210 (@) D] ) 4+,

=t /o Q Q d||Dsul
Under the present hypotheses on f, it can be checked that FP°™ is sequentially lower semicontinuous
with respect to the weak-x convergence in BV (€; R?). Hence, using Theorem 5.2.7 and (5.2.92),

inf F3(u, pq, o) < liminf inf F*(uj, oy, ps)
By €M (23BV4 (Y1iRD)) J=H00 p EML(BV (Y1iRD))
Ko €My (2X Y13 BVy (Yo iRD)) Ko €My (2X Y13 BVy (Yo iRD))
] o/ dD%u s
< A fron(Vuy(@) dz < [ from(Vu(@) dz+ | (from)™ (5o @) diD*ull(2) +n,
J=tee o Q Q d[|Doul|

from which we conclude Step 3 by letting n — 0.
Step 4. We establish the second equality in (5.1.8).

Let u € BV (£;R4), and fix n > 0 (which, without loss of generality, we assume will take values on a
sequence of positive numbers converging to zero). Then f,, (we recall, f,(y1,v2,&) == f(y1,y2,£)+nl&l)
satisfies conditions (F1)—(F3), (F4)’, (F5); condition (F6), which was only used in Lemma 5.2.2, reads
slightly different for f,, than for f (see (5.2.8)), but it can be checked that this difference is innocuous.
So, in view of Steps 1, 2 and 3 applied to f,,

. dD%u
inf Pyt ts) = [ Fuom(Fu@)do+ [ (fon) ™ (75507 (@) Al Dl @),

B €M (2 BVy (Y1:RD) dHD‘SUH
Hg € M (X Y7 BV (Yo iRY))

(5.2.99)
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where Fpeis the functional given by (5.2.44), and where f;; hom = (f5)hom-

In order to pass (5.2.99) to the limit as n — 0T, we start by observing that for fixed (u, pq, o) €
BV (4 R?) x M, (Q; BV (Y1;R)) x M, (% Y1; BV (Ya; R?)), Ay, ,, has finite total variation and
{F5¢(u, iy, o) bi>0 is a bounded decreasing sequence, and so

. . sc . . sc
lim inf F3¢(u, py, po) = inf inf Fpe(u, py, po)
n—0t  pqeML(2BVL(Y1RY)) N>0 g e ML (2BVy (Y1iRY))
Ko €My (2X Y13 BVy (Yo iRD)) Ko €My (2X Y1 BVy (Yo iRD)) (5 9 100)
— : : sc _ : scC e
= inf inf £ (u, g, po) = inf F™(u, py, pa).
M1 €My (Q:BVy (Y1:RD)  1>0 1 €M (2B Vy (Y1:RD))
HQEM*(SZXYI;BV#(YQ:Rd)) [LQEM*(SZXYl;BV#(Y2:Rd’))

Furthermore, using Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem together with (5.2.89), in view of
(5.2.84) (observing that thanks to (F2), f** = f and (f,)** = f,,) and of (5.1.6) we get

lim /Q Frnom(Va(a)) dz = /Q From (Vau(z)) da, (5.2.101)

n—07+

and

) / dD%u . B o dDu :
tin | (o)™ (g ey () 10wl (2) = /Q (o o)™ (G e ) AIDul (@) (5:2.102)

n—0+
From (5.2.99), (5.2.100), (5.2.101) and (5.2.102), we conclude Step 4.
Finally, we observe that
a) if, in addition, f satisfies (F4)’, then by Step 1-Step 4, we have that (fo+ hom)™ = (fhom):

b) if, in addition, f satisfies (F8), then by Proposition 5.1.1 (ii)-a), (fo+ hom)® = (fhom)™ =
(foo)hom;
c) if, in addition, f satisfies (F7), then Proposition 5.1.1 (ii)-b) yields (fo+ nom)™ = (f*)hom- O

5.3. PROOF OF COROLLARY 5.1.4.

As in the previous section, below we will assume, without loss of generality ,that n = 2, since the
generalization to an arbitrary n € N does not bring any additional technical difficulties.

The proof of Corollary 5.1.4 relies on Theorems 5.1.3 and on the next lemma concerning properties

inherited by f** from f.

Lemma 5.3.1. Assume that f : RV x RY x RY — R is a function satisfying conditions (F1), (F3),
(F4)’, (F5) and (F6) with d = 1. Then the biconjugate function f** of f is a real-valued Borel
function in RN x RN x R¥ | and verifies conditions (F1), (F3), (F4)’, (F5) and (F6) with d = 1.

PROOF. By (5.2.77) and since f1 < fo implies that Cf; < Cfa, the only nontrivial condition to verify
is (F5).

Fix (y5,95) € RY x RY and § > 0 arbitrarily. Set ¢ := §/(1 + 2C?), where C' is given by (F3) and
(F4)', and let 7 = 7(y},v4,8) be given by (F5) for f and for such 4.

Fix ¢ € RY and (y1,y2) € RY x RY such that |(y},v5) — (y1,y2)| < 7. By (5.2.81), for each € > 0 we
can find o, € W, *°(Y) such that

/Y Fn . €+ Veouy)) dy < F* (o, v, €) + €, (5.3.1)
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and so,

T W1 y2,6) — £ (1,42, €) < / (f(y’l,yé,é”rvwe(y))—f(y1,yz7§+Vsoe(y))) dy +e
Y (5.3.2)

</5<1+\5+w6<y>|>dy+e7
Y

where in the last inequality we used (F5) for f.

In view of (5.3.1), (F3) and (F4)’, we have that £[|¢ + V|1 yrv) — C < C(1 + [€]) + e. Thus,
from (5.3.2) we deduce that

£ (192, €) = F7 (y1,2,6) < 01+ C*(2 4 [€])) + (6C + 1)e < (1 + [€]) + (C + 1)e.

Letting ¢ — 07, we conclude that

W v €) — 7 (w2, 6) < (1 + €)).

Interchanging the roles between (v, v5,&) and (y1,y2,&), we prove that f**(y1,y2,&) — f** (v}, v5, &)
8(1 + |€]) also holds. Thus f** satisfies (F5). O

PROOF OF COROLLARY 5.1.4. We proceed in two steps.

Step 1. We prove that if in addition f satisfies (F4)’, then (5.1.9) holds with (f;;)> replaced by
(f**)°°, and (5.1.10) holds with (((f0+)**)hom)oo replaced by ((f**)hom)oo.

Substep 1.1. We show that the infima (5.0.1) and (5.0.2) remain unchanged if we substitute f by its
biconjugate function f**.

Fix (u, pq, pbg) € BV () x M, (€; BV4(Y71)) x M, (2 x Y1; BV4(Y2)), and define

F*5(u, pq, o) := inf { liminf F* (uc) : ue. € BV(Q), Dus?"%/\u#l’“z}

e—0*t

and
Frobom () — inf { liminf F**(u.): ue € BV(Q), ue >, u weakly-x in BV(Q)},

e—0t

where F* is the functional given by (5.2.1) for d = 1 and with f replaced by f**.

Notice that by Lemma 5.3.1 and Remark 5.1.5 (ii), f** is a real-valued continuous function in
RN x RN x RY satisfying conditions (F1), (F3), (F4)’, (F5) and (F6) with d = 1.

Since f** < f, we have that F***(u, uy, y) < F*(u, pq, o) and F**1om(y) < Fhom(y). To prove
the opposite inequalities, we start by observing that in view of (5.2.38)—(5.2.42) the following equalities
hold:

F*%(u, pq, o) = inf { hmmfF *(ue) : ue € WHYH(Q), VUEL:NLQS_%\)\U7”17”2}

V(@) )da : ue € WHHQ), VLYo 525 Ay i, |-

e—0t

:inf hmlnf/f**
o01(e 2(6)

Moreover, a similar argument to (5.2.38)—(5.2.42) ensures that also

Frebom )y — inf { liminf F* (u): ue € WHHQ), ue 2. u weakly-x in BV(Q)}

e—0t
X

= inf { liminf/ﬂf**(gl(g) , QQL@, Vug(x))dx: ue € WHH(Q), u. 2. u weakly-x in BV(Q)}.

e—0t
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Fix 0 > 0. We can find a sequence {ep, }ren of positive numbers converging to zero as h — +o0o, and

a sequence {up }pen C WHH(Q) such that VuhENLQ%/\u,“DHQ and

x x
F*%(u, pq, +0> lim **(—, —  Vuy(z )dx.
b 02 0 ) e w0
On the other hand (see, for example, Marcellini and Sbordone [61, Cor. 3.13]; see also Ekeland and
Témam [41, Chapter X]), since f is a continuous function satisfying (F3) and (F4)’, for each h € N
there exist a sequence {ugh)}jeN C WH(Q) weakly converging to u, in W1(Q) and such that

/Qf**( - L,Vuh(x))dx: lim Qf(L T Vugh)(x))dx.

o1(en)’ 02(en) oo o1(en)” 02(en)’
Hence,
. . . T T (h)
F*%¢(u, puy, +d6> lim lim , ,Vu: "’ (x))dx, 5.3.3
( 1251 I‘LQ) h—-+oo j—s+oc Qf(Ql(gh) Q2(5h) j ( )) ( )

and for all ¢ € Co(Q; Cx (Y7 x Ya; RY)),

. . T T h) . X xT
lim lim (x, _ ) Vul(2)dz = lim (x, _
hrtoo j—too Jo o1(en)’ 02(en) ;@) h—too Jo o1(en)’ 02(en)

) - Vup(x) da

:/ ‘P(xaylva) 'd>\U7M17M2(z7y17y2)'
QXYlXYQ

(5.3.4)
Using a diagonalization argument and the separability of Cy(€2; Cy (Y1 x Yo; RY)), from (5.3.3), (5.3.4)
and (F4)" we can find a sequence {jp }ren such that j, — 400 as h — +oo, vy = uy:) e Whi(Q),

N, _3-sc
V’Uh£ [Q Th /\u’“l},_,,2 and

xT T

Jrrkssc u, ’ +45> lim / —
(u, s 12) htoo Qf(gl(eh) 02(en)

avvh($)>dx 2 Fsc(ua/'l'bu?)a

where in the last inequality we used the definition of F*¢(u, p, p,). Letting § — 07, we conclude
that F*%(u, py, po) = F*(u, py, po).

The proof of inequality F**"°™ (y) > Fh°m(y) is similar. Thus, we conclude that F**°(u, p,, o) =
Fo©(u, . g) and F=1om () = Fhom )

Substep 1.2. Finally, we observe that in view of Theorem 5.1.3 (i) and Lemma 5.3.1, we have that for
all (u, py, o) € BV(Q) x M, (Q; BV4(Y1)) x M, (Q x Y1; BV4(Y2)),

*%,SC Kok d)\Z?I‘le.U/Q
F%(u, py, pg) = f (ylyyz, (x,yl,ya))dxdyldyz

QxY; XY d‘CgN
*%\ 0O d)\zal-‘q,”z S
+ (f ) (ylay%d)\si(xaylayZ)) d|‘>‘u,p1,p2“(wayl7y2)
QxY1xYa || u,/.l,l,[.l,2||

and

F**,hom (U) — F**’SC(U7 M, IJJZ)

m
K1 EM(S5BV 4 (Y7))
Mo €My (X Y1 BVy (Y2))

— [ () da+ [

Q

(o) (e @) A",

and this, together with Substep 1.1, completes the proof of Step 1.
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Step 2. We establish Corollary 5.1.4.

Fix n > 0 (which, without loss of generality, we assume will take values on a sequence of positive
numbers converging to zero), and let F¢ and F°™ be the functionals given by (5.0.1) and (5.0.2) for
d = 1, respectively, with f replaced by f;.

Assuming (F6) with o(1) replaced by —|o(1)] in (F6), it can be shown that we may use Step 1 for f,,.
Thus, for every (u, py, po) € BV () x M, (€5 BV4(Y1)) x M, (Q x Y1; BV4(Y2)),
Fsc(uvu‘la /1'2) = /

ac

* 3k d)\uﬁl—t s
(fn) (y17y27 2 (mayl,y2)) dxdyldy2

QXY1><Y2 d‘CBN
%%\ 00 d)\ivﬂlaﬂfz s
- () (w20 a2 s, 12) AN |91 22)
QXY xYa NV
(5.3.5)
and
hom _ . SC
Byi(u) = nleM*<lsIzl;fBV#<Y1)> Ey (s p, )
o €M (X Y13BVy(Y2)) (5 3 6)

= [ hon(Tut@) o+ [ () o)™ (g ) 1D ul@)
Q Q uf
In order to pass (5.3.5) and (5.3.6) to the limit as n — 0%, we start by observing that for fixed
(u, oy, o) € BV () x M, (€; BV4(Y1)) x M, (2 x Y1; BV4(Y2)), the sequences {F;C(u,ul, o) bn>0
and {Fgom(u, 1, Ho) byso are decreasing (as n — 07), so that the respective limits as n — 07 exist
and are given by the infimum in 7 > 0.

Let {uc}es0 C BV(£2) be such that Duz 22\, ;. . Then {Duc}.~¢ is bounded in M(Q;RY) (sce
Remark 4.1.5), and so since (f,,)*(y1,v2,&) = f*°(y1,y2, &) + n|€|, we have

F(us pry s pr) < lim inf P (ue) + nC,

where C is a constant independent of . Letting 7 — 07 and then taking the infimum over all such
sequences {uc }.>0, we conclude that lim, o+ Fp(u, py, pto) < F*(u, py, o). Conversely, since for
all p >0, f, > f, we have that F¢(u, pty, ) = F*°(u, 1, py). Hence,

"]Er{)lJr Fsc(uaﬂlauﬂ) = FSC(uaul,H2)' (537)
Similar arguments ensure that
: hom _ hom
nlirgh Fo(u) = F (u). (5.3.8)
Moreover, as in (5.2.100),
lim inf FRe(u, py, po) = inf F3¢(u, oy phs)- (5.3.9)
n—0t P e ML (2BVL(Y]RY)) 1 €M (5 BViy (Y15RD))

HQEM*(QXYl;BV#(YQ;]Rd)) MQEM*(QXYI:BV#(Y2;H«Z‘1))

So, letting 7 — 0% in (5.3.5) and (5.3.6), thanks to (5.3.7), (5.3.8), (5.3.9), (5.2.79), (5.2.80), (5.2.84),
(5.2.86) and Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem together with (F3) and (F4), we obtain
(5.1.9) and (5.1.10).

Finally, we observe that in view of Step 1, if f satisfies in addition (F4)’, then
((for)™)> = ()% and (((for)*hom) ™ = (/" Inom) -

Moreover, if, in addition to (F1), (F3), (F4), (F5) and (F6), with o(1) replaced by —|o(1)| in (F6),
f satisfies the condition (F7), then by Proposition 5.1.1 (i)-b) and (ii)—c),

((for)™)>® = (£)™ and (((for )™ nom) ™ = ((f*)™) porn- 0
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Chapter 6
Future Research Projects

Wave propagation. In the sequence of the problem described in Chapter 3, we would like to address
the case in which the coefficients a3, o € {1, 2}, are not necessarily null and, in the case £ > ¢, when
different hypotheses on ass are assumed. Another interesting variant of the problem in Chapter 3 is
when instead of Qs := w x 61 we consider Qs = {(Z,23) € R®: Z € w, |z3| < $hs(Z)}, where hs
determines the d-dependent profile z3 = +hs(Z).

Effective energies for composite materials in the presence of fracture or cracks. Following
the work described in Chapters 4 and 5, we would like to address a similar problem within the scope of
second order derivatives theories. It amounts to characterize the multiscale limit of bounded sequences
of the second-order distributional derivatives of functions of Bounded Hessian. The next steps are
the characterization of multiscale homogenized functionals associated with homogenization problems
with linear growth involving dependence on the Hessian and the study of the relation between the
multiscale homogenized functional with the classical homogenized functional.
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