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INTERPENETRATION OF MATTER IN PLATE THEORIES
OBTAINED AS I'-LIMITS

HEINER OLBERMANN AND ERIS RUNA

ABSTRACT. We reconsider the derivation of plate theories as I'-limits of 3-dimensional
nonlinear elasticity and define a suitable notion for the interpenetration of matter in
the limit configuration. This is done via the Brouwer degree. For the approximating
maps, we adopt as definition of interpenetration of matter the notion of non-invertibility
almost everywhere, see J. M. Ball: Global invertibility of Sobolev functions and the
interpenetration of matter, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A, 88(3-4):315-328, 1981.
Given a limit map satisfying the former interpenetration property, we show that any
recovery sequence (in the sense of I'-convergence) has to consist of maps that satisfy the
latter interpenetration property except for finitely many sequence elements. Then we
explain how our result is applied in the context of the derivation of plate theories.

INTRODUCTION

In the mathematical theory of nonlinear elasticity, the elastic deformations of an elastic
body are identified with (almost-) minimizers of some free elastic energy functional. This
identification works as follows: The reference configuration of the elastic body is some do-
main €2 C R"”, the deformation is a map y : 2 — R™, and the associated energy I : X — R
has as domain the function space of deformations y. Of crucial importance is the right
choice for the function space X. Unphysical deformations (e.g., non-injective maps, which
represent configurations displaying self-penetration of matter) should either be excluded
from X, or the energy of these configurations should be infinite, signaling that it is not
possible to observe them in the “real world”. There exists a large amount of literature on
how to choose the function space of elastic deformations in a manner that at the same time
excludes unphysical configurations and ensures existence of energy minimizers. We do not
attempt to give an exhaustive literature review here, and only mention [, 2} 3] 14} 6], 16}, [17].
In [16], a framework has been introduced that allows for cavitation, i.e., the free energy
allows for the formation of holes in the elastic body. Cavity formation can be observed in
experiments; the mathematical theory for radially symmetric cavities has been developed
in [3]. In [I6], the function space X is chosen such that cavities created at one point
cannot be filled with matter from elsewhere. Clearly, this is another property that “phys-
ical” deformations of an elastic body should fulfill. The mathematical formulation of this
condition (called “(INV)” in [16]) is rather technical.
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An important question in nonlinear elasticity is the relation between models in three, two
and one dimensions. Conceptually and mathematically, the most satisfying approach is
the derivation of lower dimensional models from a 3-dimensional one by I'-convergence [§].
In [11 [12], a hierarchy of 2-dimensional plate models has been derived from 3-dimensional
nonlinear elasticity. These models can be classified by the assumed scaling of the energy
per unit thickness I in the underlying 3d theory, where h denotes the thickness of the
elastic sheet. Assuming I;, ~ h?, where h is the thickness of the elastic plate, the I'-limit
for 5 = 2 is nonlinear bending theory [I1I]. The parameter choice 2 < [ < 4 results in
“von-Kérméan-like” plate theories, see [12].

The 3d models taken as a starting point for this hierarchy of I'-limits do not require
the condition (INV). In [16] it is shown that in general, if condition (INV) is not imposed,
it is possible to construct sequences of (almost everywhere) invertible deformations of fi-
nite energy that weakly converge to a non-(a. e.) invertible one. We will give a slightly
more detailed presentation of this construction in Section What matters for us is
that such a situation is potentially problematic for the derivation of plate theories by
I-convergence: A weakly converging sequence of invertible (a. e.) functions might result
in a non-invertible (a. e.) configuration with finite elastic energy in the 2d limit theory.
The obvious cure would be, of course, to impose condition (INV) on the 3d theory. In the
present contribution, we show that this is not necessary.

In contrast to the existing mathematical literature on interpenetration of matter that
mainly focuses on finding sufficient conditions for invertibility of elastic deformations, we
here identify sufficient conditions for non-invertibility. Questions related to the image of
Sobolev functions are known to be a delicate issue, and these objects may display counter-
intuitive features, cf. the pathological examples going back to Besicovitch [5l [I5]. Here,
such pathologies are not problematic, because we want to show that the image of the
considered functions is sufficiently large.

This will be achieved in the main theorem of the present paper, Theorem We will
assume the typical conditions fulfilled by sequences of elastic deformations of thin films in
the derivation of 3d-to-2d I'-limits. Additionally, we will assume that the limit configura-
tion is non-invertible in a suitable sense, see Definition |2l This definition is crucial for our
method of proof to be workable. The statement of Theorem [I}is that under these assump-
tions, the considered sequence y; of elastic deformations must consist of non-invertible
functions for h small enough as h — 0.

The structure of the present paper is as follows. In section [I, we state our main result.
In section [2] we recall some results from the literature that we will use for its proof. The
proof of the theorem (see section [3)) is based on a reduction to a 2-dimensional domain.
The intersection on a sufficiently large set in the 2d-domain is proved by a homotopy
argument, and the passage back to the 3-dimensional situation is performed with the help
of the geometric rigidity result by Friesecke, James and Miiller [I1]. In Section 4, we re-
call the derivation of plate theories as I'-limits of 3d-nonlinear elasticity, and obtain some
straightforward corollaries from the application of Theorem [I] to these settings.

Notation. The symbol C will be used as follows. A statement such as “f < Cg¢g”,
where f, g are quantities that depends on a variable z, is to be read as : There exists a
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numerical constant C' > 0 with the property that f < Cg for all z. The value of C' may

change from one line to the next.

The d-dimensional Lebesgue measure is denoted by £¢. Further we write w(m) = T'(1/2)™/T'(m/2+
1); if m € N, then w(m) is the volume of the m-dimensional ball.

1. STATEMENT OF RESULTS

1.1. Brouwer degree. First we need to recall the definition and some basic properties
of the Brouwer degree. For U C R" bounded, f € C>*(U,R"), and y € R™\ f(0U) such
that det Vf(x) # 0 for all € f~1(y), the Brouwer degree is defined by

deg(f,Uyy) = ) sgn(det Vf(x)).
z€f~1(y)
One can show that for ¢ € C§°(R™) with supp(p) N f(OU) = 0, and any y € R™ in the
same connected component of R\ f(0U) as supp(y),

deg (f,U, y) /R p(z)dz = /U o (f(x))det V f () da

By this formula and approximation by smooth functions, one can define the degree for any
continuous f € CO(U,R") and y ¢ f(OU). One can show that the degree only depends on
flau. Hence, from now on, we write deg (f,0U,y) = deg (f,U,y). Another basic property
of the degree is

deg (f,0U,y) #0 = ye f(U).
On each connected component of R™ \ f(9U), deg (f,0U,-) is constant. The latter yields
the implication

yo € Hy e R" : deg (f,0U,y) =k} = yo€ f(OU), (1)

for any k& € N. Finally, we will need the homotopy invariance of the degree: If v : [0,1] —
R™ and H : [0,1] x U — R™ are continuous, and ~(t) ¢ H(t,0U) for t € [0, 1], then

deg (H(0,-),0U,~(0)) = deg (H(1,-),0U,~(1)). (2)

For the details of the definition and the proofs of the properties mentioned here, we refer
to [9].

1.2. Invertibility almost everywhere and the example by Miiller and Spector.
Next we introduce appropriate notions of invertibility for Sobolev functions.

Definition 1 (Invertibility almost everywhere [2, 16]). Let U C R"™, and let f be (a
representative of an equivalence class) in WHL(U,R™). We say f is invertible almost
everywhere if there is a null set N C U such that f|U\N 18 1njective.

Note that invertibility almost everywhere only depends on the equivalence class.

In [16], Miiller and Spector gave an example of a sequence of a. e. invertible maps that
weakly converge to a map that is 2-to-1 on a set of positive measure. (As in [16], by
saying that a map u is 2-to-1 at a point x we mean that there exists exactly one point
T # x such that u(z) = u(x).) Their examples were two-dimensional, but similar (slightly
more complicated) constructions can be carried out in higher dimensions too. Crucial for
their construction is the assumed regularity. The formation of cavities must be permitted,

which is the case if the deformations are WP with p < n, where n is the dimension of the
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F1GURE 1. The pathological example by Miiller and Spector.

domain. We do not give the explicit formulas for the examples, but only give a qualitative
explanation and refer to Figure [1}, where the construction is sketched.

The domain of the example is a strip 2 C R2. The deformations are in W1?(£, R?) for all
p < 2, and are constructed as follows: One starts off with the formation of one single cavity
in a quadratic reference configuration, and subsequent continuous deformation. This is
depicted in the upper left frame in Figure[l] In the upper right frame, this building block
is scaled and periodically continued to a larger square. T'wo of these larger squares are the
end parts of the deformed rectangular strip «(€2). Then the strip is bent so that material
from one end covers the voids from the other (see the lower left frame of Figure [1)). The
map constructed in this way is invertible almost everywhere. Letting the period of the
perforation tend to 0, the resulting sequence converges weakly in W1 (Q, R?), for all p < 2,
to a deformation that is 2-to-1 on a set of positive measure (see the lower right frame of

Figure .

1.3. Interpenetration for codimension one maps. For maps R* ! > U — R” as
they occur in plate theories, the above definition of invertibility almost everywhere is not
suitable. Here, modifications on sets of measure zero will be enough to make deformations
with interpenetration of matter injective. We by-pass this problem by restricting ourselves
to continuous deformations — in fact, we will even require Lipschitz continuity, since this
is general enough for all applications to the derivation of plate theories.

For U c R !, we let U C R" denote the boundary of the cylinder over U:

U:=0(U x0,1]) .
In the following, we will identify U with U x {0} c U.

Definition 2 (Interpenetration). For i € {1,2}, let U; C R™™! be simply connected
Lipschitz domains and u; € Lip(U;, R™). We say that ua interpenetrates uy if there exists

A

a Lipschitz-continuous extension iy : Uy — R™ of uy with the following properties:
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FIGURE 2. The extension 4 : U; — R3.

U2(U2)

FI1GURE 3. An example of interpenetration.

(i) The sets
{x € Us: us(z) € a1 (Uh), deg (i1, Ur,ua(z)) =k}, keN

have positive L -measure for at least two different k € N.
(ii) The extension satisfies

ﬂl(Ul\Ul)ﬂul(Ul) ,
a1 (U1 \ Uy) Nug(Uz) =0

3)

We have depicted the extension 4 : U, — R" in Figure [2| and the typical situation of
interpenetration in Figure [3]

Example 1. Let U; = Us = [0,1]? and v; : CY(U;) for i = 1,2. Moreover, suppose that
the set Ay := {x: vi(x) < v2(x)} and that Ay := {x : va(z) < vi(x)} are both open, non-
empty and simply connected. Set u;(2’) = (2/,v;(2)) for i = 1,2, and define the extension
of uy by @y : Uy = 8[0,1]> = R3, (2, 23) — (', v1(2) + 23M), where M := sup vy — v1].
We will now check that deg (u1, Uy, z) = 0 for z € Ay and that there exists z € A; such
that deg (uy, U1, z) > 0. Indeed, there is an obvious way to extend @ to [0, 1]3:

0,1 = R3, (2, z3) = (2, v (2) + 23M).
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Trivially, 4 = 4] on U;. Hence, deg (uy, Ui, -) = deg (47, Ui, -). For 47, we may compute
the degree by (cf. Section [1.1])

deg (43,01, 2) = Z sgn(det (Vui(z))).

xeﬁfl(z)

For every z € R3, we have that (4}) " (z) is either empty or has one element. In the latter
case, it holds

e . id 0\
det (Vi (x)) = det ( (V)T 1 ) =1,
where @*(z) = z. In particular for any € Ay, one has that deg (@}, Uy, uz(z)) = 0. On
the other side, one easily sees that for every x € A; one has that

deg (4}, U, us(z)) = 1.
Thus us interpenetrates u;.

Remark 1.

(1) Definition @ 18 asymmetric with respect to uy, ug. This is done on purpose. It
is always possible to reverse the roles by shrinking the domain of Uy, but we are
neither going to prove nor use this fact.

(2) If U is closed and u : U — R? is an embedding, then there do not exist disjoint
subsets Uy,Us C U such that ua := uly, interpenetrates uy := u|y,. The converse
is not true: there exist non-injective maps u : U — R3 such that it is not possible to
choose Uy, Us such that uy interpenetrates uy (defined as before). This is the case,
e.g., if the graphs uw(Uy) and w(Us) touch, but do not intersect. This is a desirable
feature of a definition for interpenetration of matter. Indeed, two surfaces that
are touching but can be separated via infinitesimal perturbations, should not be
considered as interpenetrating, as they can be approrimated by recovery sequences
with disjoint graphs.

(8) Even though we chose the case of intersecting graphs to illustrate Definition @ m
Ezxample the definition is much more flexible than that. In particular, it is
invariant under surface reparametrization.

(4) It might seem at first sight as if the requirement that the sets

{z € Us: us(x) € a1 (Uh), |deg (i1, U, us(x))| = k}

have positve measure for k € {0,1} would be equivalent to Deﬁm’tz’on@ (i). However
this would exclude cases such as the one depicted in Figu’re (where n = 2), which
are also covered by Definition[d (i).

1.4. Statement of the main theorem. Let S C R? be open and bounded, and let
Qn = S x (—=h/2,h/2). We write Q = Q;. We will consider sequences of functions
zn + Q, — R3. It is convenient to define them on the same domain by introducing
yp - Q0 — R3 via yp (21, 22, v3) = 21(21, T2, hrs). Also, we introduce the scaled gradient

1
Viy = (V'y, +03Y)
6
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UQ(UQ)

Ul(Ul)

FIGURE 4. Interpenetrating curves with deg (i1, Uy, ug(x)) # 0 for all ex-
tensions 41 of u; and z € Us.

Theorem 1. Let S, Q and Q2 be as above, and let Uy, Us C S be disjoint simply connected
Lipschitz sets. Let uy : Uy — R3, ug : Uy — R® be Lipschitz and let uy interpenetrate uq,
let ¢ >0 and yj, a sequence in W12(Q,R3) such that

Idist (Vayn, SO(3))[172(q) < Ch'** (4)
and
1/2
][ yn (-, x3)des — ;. in WH2(U,R¥)as h — 0 fori=1,2. (5)
—-1/2
Then, for h small enough, yy is not invertible almost everywhere.

Remark 2. The crucial assumption here is . This condition (or, more precisely, its
2-dimensional analog) is not fulfilled by the pathological examples from [16], whereas it
does hold true for recovery sequences in the derivation of plate theories by I'-convergence.

2. PRELIMINARIES

For A C R™, we recall the definitions of m-dimensional Hausdorff and spherical Hausdorff
pre-measures and of the “packing measure”,

Hi'(A) =inf {w(m) ZQ_mdiam (Aj) - A C UjA , diam (4;)/2 < 6}

S5'(A) =inf {w(m)ZT;n :ACU;B(xj,rj), rj < 5}
J

Ps'(A) =w(m)d™ inf {#{B(xl,é)} : UB(:Ei,(S) D) A}

where m € [0,00). In the above definition, we also allow ¢ = cc.
It is well known (see e.g. [10]) that the limits lims_,o H}", lims_,o S§* define Borel measures
H'™, 8™ on R™, and that there exists a numerical constant C' = C'(n) such that

CTISP(A) < HP(A) < CSPHA) and PJ > S§(A) > HE
for every A C R™. Also, we recall the definition of the 1-capacity of a set A C R",

capy(A) = inf{Per(F) : F is an open set of finite perimeter and A C E}.
7
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From these definitions, it is easily seen that there exists a constant C = C(n) with the
propert

capy(A) < CHL (A) forall AcC R". (6)
We cite the relative isoperimetric inequality for sets of finite perimeter. In the following
statement, for a set of finite perimeter E, 0, E denotes the reduced boundary of E (see [19]).

Theorem 2 ([19]). Let U C R™ be a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary. Then
there exists a constant C = C(U) such that for every set E C R™ of finite perimeter,

min {|ENU|,|U\ E|}""V/" < CH" Y (0. ENU). (7)

The same inequality holds true if one considers instead of U the whole R™. Namely, there
exists a constant C' = C(n) such that

min {|E[, [R" \ E[}""/" < CH""1(.E). (8)

Using the previous theorem, we will now prove a version of the isoperimetric inequality
involving capacities instead of the Hausdorff measure. Note that due to cap; < CHIT
the next lemma is stronger than Theorem

Lemma 1. Let U be a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary. Then there exists a
constant C = C(U) such that for every bounded set E of finite perimeter,

(min (|ENU|,|U\ E)" Y/ < Ccap,(0,ENU). (9)

Proof. Suppose that the claim of the lemma were not true. Then there exists a sequence
of sets Ej, C R™ such that

(min (|E; N U, |U\ Ex) ™Y/ > kcap, (0. E, N U). (10)

Let us split the proof in two cases: either there exists an M and a sequence {Ej} such
that

min(|E, N U, |U \ Ex))"=D/" > M
or for every sequence such that holds, one has that
min(|E, NU|, |U\ E|)™ Y™ | 0 as k 1 co.

To deal with the first case, we will show that it is not possible to have min(|ENU|, |U\ E|) >
M and cap;(0.ENU) < ¢, with € suitably small. To show that also the second case leads
to a contradiction, we will use a spatial scaling and basically reduce ourselves to having

min(|[ENU|,|U\ E|) = 1.

Case 1. There exists an M and subsequence { ;. } such that min(|E,NU]|, |[U\ Ey|)"~D/" >

M. The boundedness of U implies that cap, (0. ExNU) < w In particular,
one has that cap;(0,E;NU) | 0. Fix € > 0 sufficiently small. By the definition of
1-capacity, there exists an open set of finite perimeter V. such that 0,E,NU C Vj
and Per(V}) < cap,(0+ExNU)+¢ < 2e. Using the second part of Theorem [2, one
has that |Vj| < Ce"/(n=1) Let us denote by Ej, := Ej, U Vj,. We claim that

OE,NU C 8,V (11)
8
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Case 2.

Indeed, note that 0.(Er U Vi) NU C (0Ex U Vi) NU. By 0.E, NU C Vi, one
has that every = € 0,FEj is an interior point (and in particular a set of 1-density,
see [19]), and thus x ¢ 0.(Ey U Vi) N U which proves (L1]).

Hence,

min (|Ey N U|,|U \ Ex|) < Cmin (|Ey N U], |U\Ek:|) + Ce/ (1)
+En/(n—1)>

(Per(V,))™ "1 4 6"/(”_1))

n/(n—1)

(
< ’H” (8, EkﬂUk)) )
) (¢

< o) (gn/(nfn) 7

where in the second inequality above, we have used Theorem [2l By the arbitrari-
ness of €, we obtain a contradiction.

Let us now suppose that for every sequence FEj such that holds, one has
that min(|Ex, N U, |U \ E|) } 0. Without loss of generality we may assume that
min(|E, N U|,|U \ Ex|) = |Ex N U|. Note that both sides of (9) have the same
spatial scaling. Thus, there exists Ay > 0 such that |\ Ex| = 1 and

N Bg |0/ > K capy (A0 E\) N (D).

Hence, by rescaling by A; one can assume without loss of generality that |Ex| = 1
and Ui, 1 R?, where Uy, := \U.

After this observation the proof will proceed in a similar fashion as in the first
case. As in the previous case, one has that cap;(0«(Er N Ug)) | 0. Using the
definition of 1-capacity, there exists an open set of finite perimeter V; such that
0+«(Ex NUg) C Vi and Per(Vy) < capy(0«(Ex N Ug)) + & < 2e. Without loss of
generality, we may assume additionally that |Vi| < +o0o. Indeed, let B D U be a
ball, and By, := A\ B. Because By is convex one has that Per(By N V}) < Per(V%)
thus by taking Vi N By instead of V%, one has the additional requested property.
Using the second part of Theorem 2, one has that [Vi| < Ce™ (=1 Denote by
Ek := E). UV, and notice as before that O Ek C 04Vj. Hence, following exactly
the same chain of inequalities as in , this gives a contradiction as before.

O

2.1. Miscellaneous results from the literature. In the proof of our main theorem,
we will use the following geometric rigidity result.

Theorem 3 ([I1, Theorem 3.1)). Let U C R™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain, with n >
2. Then there exists a constant C = C(U) with the following property: For every v €
WL2(R™), there is an associated rotation R € SO(n) such that,

Vv = R 2y < C|ldist (Vo,S50(n))]| 2w

The constant C(U) is invariant under rescaling of the domain.

We will also use Zhang’s Lemma [I8]. An inspection of its proof in the latter reference

shows

that the following (slightly modified) statement holds true as well.
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Theorem 4 ([18], Lemma 3.1). Let K > 0. There ezist constants C1, = C1(n,m), Cy =
Ca(n,m, K) with the following property: If U C R™ is open and bounded, f € WhH1(U,R™
and € > 0 such that

/ Vflde <,
VNV AIZK)

then there exists f € Wheo(U,R™) such that
IVl @y <CLK,
cr <{az : f(z) # f@)}) < Ose.

3. PrRoOOF OoF THEOREM [I]

Let S, © and Q, be as defined in Section [I.4] Our strategy is as follows. In Proposition [I]
below, we will consider maps y, on a 3-dimensional domain. We reduce the domain to 2
dimensions and assume that the thus obtained maps are 2-to-1 on a “large set” in terms
of capacity, and we will show that this is sufficient to conclude that the maps y;, are 2-to-1
on a set whose £3-measure is of order h?. This will be the main step in the proof of
Theorem [I} In the proof of the proposition, we will need the following lemma:

Lemma 2. Lete >0, z;, € S, a € (0,1/2], and y, € WH®(Qp,; R?) with

/ dist 2(Vyp,SO(3)) dz <Ch3*e
B(zp,ah)

IVynllze <C'.
Then there exist rigid motions Ap, : R> — R3 such that
sup |yn(a') — An(a')| < CR'FE. (13)
z'€B(zp,ah)

where € =¢/(3+¢).

Proof. By Theorem |3 there exists a numerical constant C' = C(C},C3) and Rj, € SO(3)
such that

/ \Vyn — Rp|?dz < Ch3Fe.
B(zp,ah)

We set
by = ][ (yn(x) — Rpz) dz.
B(zp,ah)

By the Poincaré inequality, there exists C' = C(C1, C3) such that
/ lyn (@) — Rnz — by2da < CHO* . (14)
B(zp,ah)

Let Aj, be the rigid motion
T Rpx + by .

Since |lyp, — AhHI%Vl’?(B(zh,ah)) < Ch**e, and |lyn — Ah||%V1m(B(xh7ah)) < C, we also have

||v(3/h - Ah)H]ZP(Bl(Sh’ah)) < C(p)h3+s
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for all p € [2, 00).
Let wy, = yp, — Ap, and B = B (:Eh, ah). Using (|14]) and Holder’s inequality, we have

ftonl < s ([ |wh|2>1/2 w3) (b2

We set p = 3+ . For € B, we have the following estimate (which is used in a similar
fashion in the proof of Morrey’s Inequality, see e.g. the proof of the latter in [13])

][ wp () — wn ()] dz <c [ V2R
B

B |r—2?

1/p (r—1)/p
<C (/ |th|p> </ |z — Z|—2p/(p—1)>
B B

<ChBFe)/pp1=3/p

dz

§0h1+6/(3+5) )
Thus we get
sup jwa ()] < Iwhldz + Sup][IWh —wp(2)|dz < Ch'F* (15)
which proves ([13]). O

Proposition 1. Let y;, : Q) — R3 be Lipschitz, and let C*,e > 0 such that
/ dist2(Vy,SO(3)) <C h*T=,
Qp

[Vyn|| <C™.
Further, with up(-) = yn(+,0), and
Fp, :={x: there exists T € S s.t. up(x) = up(z) and |z — z| > 2h}
assume that
cap, (Fh) >Cy  forallh < hg

for some constants C1,hg > 0. Then there exists ¢ = ¢(C1) > 0 such that for h small
enough,

L3 ({z - yp is not 1-to-1 at x}) > ch?. (16)

Proof. Step 1. Covering of Fj, by balls of size h and definition of auxiliary partitions. For
simplicity let us denote

E, ::/ dist *(Vyp, SO(3)).
Qp,

Fix a set of points X} = {z;}icr C F}j, such that Fy, C UrB(x;,h/2) and B(z;, h/10) N
B(xj,h/10) = () for i # j. Such a set X}, exists by Vitali’s Covering Lemma. By definition
of Fy, for every x € X, there exists T € Fj, such that up(z) = up(z) and B(z,h/2) N
B(z,h/2) = 0.

In the following, we identify the points = € X}, C S with the points (z,0) € S x {0} C Qp,
and whenever we speak of a ball around a point x C X, it is understood to be three-

dimensional.
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Now we introduce several useful partitions of X}. First, we define the set of x € X} with
“low energy”,

Xjow .= {x € Xy, : / dist*(Vyn,SO(3)) < 4h02Eh} , (17)
B(x,h/10) Gy
where (5 is the constant from with n = 3. The complement (the set of z € X}, with
“high energy”) is denoted by X hlgh = X\ Xjov.
Secondly, for z € X}, we write M (x) := B(x,h/(20C*)) U B(Z,h/(20C*)). We define the
set of x with “low pair-energy” as

low . {w € X, :/ dist?(Vyn, SO(3)) < 4h02Eh} . (18)
M(z) G
The complement (the set of x € X} with “high pair-energy”) is denoted by X}};lgh =
X\ Xlow,
Finally, we introduce the partition X, = G, U B where we call G the set of “good”
points and B the set of “bad” points. We define the set of “good” points as the union
Gn = g,ll U 9,2“ where the latter are defined as follows,

gl = {x e X1 3/ € X1V 1 £ o with |y (x) — yn(2)] < h/m} . (19)
and
G = X (20)
Now we claim that there exists a constant Cs > 0 such that for h small enough,
#Gp > Csh™* (21)
and
L3({z' € B(z,h/10) : yp, is not 1-to-1 at z'}) > C3h®  for all x € Gp,. (22)

This will be enough to prove the proposition since the balls of radius h/10 and centers in
Gy, are mutually disjoint.

Step 2. Proof of . Recalling the relations between capacities and Hausdorff pre-
measures we have cap; < CgHéo < CQP% /2 for some numerical constant Cy. Hence
P,}L /2(Fh) > C1Cy ! and in particular for every covering of F), with balls {B;} of radius
h/2 we have that

227”(31) > 105, (23)

where r(B) denotes the radius of the ball B. Applying to the cover by balls with
centers in X}, constructed above, we get

1 Ch
> _pl > —
#Xp > hph(Fh) = (24)

By definition, B, = X}, \ Gy, and hence

B, = {:c € X;"8" : Either (ﬂs € X,};igh> or (/Hx/ € X9V x4, with |y, (z) — yn(2)| < h/lO) _

(25)
12
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Hence we have B;, C B}L U B,QL with

. 4
B = X" = {x €Xp,: / dist *(Vyp,SO(3)) > hCh Eh} : (26)
B(x,h/10) 1

and

B: = {x e Xpov . <$ € X}}:igh) and (/Hx' € XV o' #+ x, with |yn(z) — ya(z')] < h/lO)

(27)
By and the fact that the h/10-balls with centers in X} are mutually disjoint, we have

Ch

1
< .
#B;, < 1Coh (28)
For 1, x9 € B,zL, we have
_ _ 1 _ _
Ty — Io| Zﬁlyh(ﬂfl) — Yn(T2)]
1
= [Yn(@1) = yn(2)] (29)
h
>77
—10C*

and hence the balls B(z, h/(20C*)) with z € G2 are mutually disjoint. By the definition
v-high .. .
of X,™", this implies
Ch
2050 °

Combining , and , we have proved for O3 < 4%2.

Step 3. Proof of for z € Q}L. Let xz € Q}L. By the definition of Q}L in , there exists
x' € G}, x' # x, with |y, (z) — yu(2)] < h/10. Let Bf = B(z,h/10), BY = B(z',h/10).
The conditions of Lemma [2| with o = 1/10 are fulfilled for y;, on both of these balls, and
hence we obtain the existence of rigid motions A¥, Af (depending on z, ', h) that satisfy

#B2 < (30)

sup |yn(z) — 45 (2)| < Ch'*e,  sup lyn(2) — Aﬁl(z)] < Op'te, (31)
z€By zEB,f/

Note that C' is independent of z,z’ € Q}L and of h. The images of B; and Bﬁl under A7
and A?" respectively are balls of radius /10 and centers Af (x), A¥ (/). By (BI),

1 /
limsup inf —|A¥(z) — AF (2)| <1/10. (32)
h—0 zegh h

Set
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By (32)), given § > 0, we may choose hy = hi(d) such that for all h < hq, there exists a
set W), C B} with

L3 (W) >(co — 6)L%(BY) (33)
AR (W) CA} (B} (34)
dist (AF(W3), AY (9BY)) > (35)
In particular, implies
deg (A? 0B}  A¥(2)) =1 for z € W),. (36)

We define homotopies Hf : [0,1] x BE — R3, HY : [0,1] x BY — R? by
HE (1 2) =tyn(2) + (1 — 1) AL(2)
HY (t, ) =tyn(2) + (1 — 1) A7 (2) .
By and , we have (for h small enough)
HE(t,z) ¢ HY (OBY)  fort € [0,1], z € W),
By and , this yields
deg (A}, 0B}, , Af(2)) =deg (Hj; (0,-),0Bj,, Hj;(0, 2))
=deg (Hj; (1,"), 0B}, Hi (1, 2)) (38)
=deg (yl ', OB, ,yn(2)) =1 for z € Wi
By and the arbitrariness of ¢, this implies
liminf inf £ ({Z € By, : deg (ynl gy OB yn(2)) = 1})
h—=0 zeGl L3(BY)

Z Co - (39)

Note that deg (yh\Bw/,aBﬁ/,yh(z)) = 1 is sufficient to conclude that yp is not 1-to-1 at
h

z € Bf. Hence, proves for x € g;.
Step 4. Proof of for x € Q,QL. This closely parallels the previous step, this time
using the balls Bf = B(z,h/(20C*)), Bf = B(z,h/(20C*)). As in the last step, we use
Lemma [2] to obtain rigid motions A¥, A7 that satisfy

sup |yn(z) — Aj(2)] < CR'E, sup |yn(z) — A7 (2)| < ChHE,

2€Bj; z€By
Here, we even have

1 _
lim inf E|Ai(:z:) — Aj(z)| =0,

h—0 xegg
and hence X ~ ~
i g £ (2 € B deg (AR 0BE A = 1) _ |
h—0 xegﬁ ﬁg(B}xl)
and _ _
L€ B den(ALOBL A =1) |
h—0 zg? L3(BY)
This proves for xz € Q',zl and completes the proof of the proposition. O

14
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Proof of Theorem[1 Let z, € WhH2(Qy, R3) be defined by
2n (2 has) = yp(2!,23)  forall 2’ € S, z3 € [-1/2,1/2].
By (@),
[ dist (Vzn, SO(3))||72(,,) < Ch***. (40)
Step 1. Approximation by Lipschitz functions. Using ,

1
|Vzp|de <——= |V 2|2 da
/{|v2h>2\/§} 2V/3 {|Vzn|>2v3}

4
<
T 2V3 Jvaa>2v3E)
SChQ-‘rE

dist*(Vzp,,S0(3)) dz

We apply Theorem (with K — 23, f — 23, € — Ch?*¢) and obtain z, € WH*°(€,, R3)
such that

{zn # Zn}| <CH**® (41)
IV Znl Lo () <C (42)

Step 2. Extension to a sphere. By Definition [2| there exists an extension ; : U, — R?
such that eq. is fulfilled. For § > 0, let

Ui :={z € Uy : dist (x,0U;) < 6} .

Now we choose § so that

u1(Uts) Nua(Uz) = 0.
Such a choice of ¢ is possible by the fact that us interpenetrates uj, cf. Definition [2
Set 0 := dist (u1(Urs),u2(Us)). Next let x5 € C§°(Uy) with x5 = 1 on Uy \ Uy and
Vxs|loe < CO~L. Set

Zp(z,0) ifeeU \Us
ar(2) = 4 X5(2) (Za(2,0)) + (1 = x5(2))u(e) if 2 € Uis (43)
ﬁl(:l?) ifl‘E@Ul\Ul
and
uzn = Zn(+ 0)|u, - (44)
Step 3. Convergence of Brouwer degree in L.
Let

FE = {J} e U, : UQ(.I') S ’lll(Ul)} .
We claim that
deg (1,401, u, () — deg (@1, U1, ua(+)) (45)
in LY (U3 \ E) ash —0.

We prove this claim by a homotopy argument.
By definition of z, and ,

][ dzszp (-, x3) — u; in WH2(U;, R3) .
[~h/2,h/2] .
1
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By definition of Zj, this holds also true if zj is replaced by Z,. By the uniform Lipschitz
bound on Zj, we also have

Zu(-,0) — u; in WH2(U;, R3) .
By the definitions of i p, uz j in and , we get
Gy — Gy in WHAH(UL,R?) and gy — ug in WH2(Uy, R?). (46)

Since the uniform Lipschitz bound holds for zj, there also exist uniform Lipschitz bounds
for 41 5 and wugj by definition of the latter two. Hence the weak convergence in is
also true in WP for every 1 < p < co. By the compact Sobolev embedding, we have
@y p — U1 and ugp, — ug in C% for every 0 < o < 1, and in particular, we have uniform
convergence.

Set E. := {x € U\ E : dist (z,Us). Since E is relatively closed in Us, we have L2(E.) — 0
as € — 0. The claim follows from the continuity of the degree function in the first
and the third argument with respect to uniform convergence.

Step 4. Application of isocapacitary inequality and passage back to 3d. By the definition
of interpenetration (Definition , there exist ki,ko € N, k1 # ko and some C > 0 such
that

‘{l’ € Uy : deg (i1, Uy, ua(z)) = ks }| > C fori=1,2.

Hence by step 3, there exists hg > 0 such that
’{x € Uy : deg (i, Un, usp(2)) = ki)

> Cfori=1,2 (47)
for h < hy (which we assume from now on). Let
Ah = {J} S UQ : deg (ﬁl,ha (71,u27h(x)) = kl}

and let U3 denote the interior of Us. Then by ([47), min(|4, N Us|, |[Us \ Ax|) > C. We
apply Lemma [1] and obtain

cap, (0AL,NU3) > C. (48)
On the other hand, x € 0A;, N U5 implies
ugn(z) € 0y € R : deg (0, U1, y) = kn }
and hence by ,
DAL NUS C{x € Us : ugp(x) €ty py(T1)} .

By the definition of 4;, in (43) and the uniform convergence w5 — U1, ugp — Uz, we

may assume that dist (xz,0Us) > 6 whenever us () € ﬂl,h(Ul), whence @ p(2) = up(x)
for x € 0A, N U5 and

0A,NUy C Fy, :={x € Uy : there exists Zs.t. up(r) = up(z) and |z — x| > 2h}.
By , we have proved
cap, (F,) > C'.

By this last inequality and the results from step 1, the conditions of Proposition [1| are
fulfilled and we can apply it to Z; and obtain that

L3 ({x: Z, is not 1-to-1}) > ch?.
16
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By and the definition of zj, one has that
L£3({x: 2, is not 1-to-1}) = £3 ({z : yp, is not 1-to-1}) > ch?,

which concludes the proof. O

4. APPLICATION TO PLATE THEORIES DERIVED AS ['-LIMITS

As before, let S C R? be open and bounded and © = S x [~1/2,1/2]. We define the elastic
energy of a 3-dimensional body. Let the inhomogeneous stored energy W : Q x R3*3 —
[0, 00) satisfy

(i) W(z,FR) = W(x, F) for all R € SO(n)

(11) (l’, id3><3) =0
(iii) W(z, F) > cdist?(F, SO(3)) for some uniform constant ¢
(iv) W € C%(S,T) where T is an e-neighbourhood of SO(3).

(v) W(z,F)=W(z,F) if (x — z)|es.
We introduce the quadratic forms @3 : Q x R3*3 - R, Q2 : S x R?*2 5 R by

. D*W(a,F) I
Qs(z, F) = W‘x:i‘,F:id(FaF)

Q27 F') =min {Q3(Z, F/ +a®e3 +es®a) : a € R?}
The integral of W satisfying properties (i) through (v) above is the (rescaled) elastic energy
functional
I,: WH(QR3) - R
T fQ W(x,Vyy(z))de.

The penalization of interpenetration of matter is expressed in a modification of the 3d
energy functional I, assigning infinite energy to non-physical deformations. We define
I, : WE2(Q,R3) — R U {+o0} by

(z,V dx if y is invertible a. e.
o - { T Gy e

4.1. Contractive maps. In [7], the I'-limit of the functional =21}, for the scaling regime
0 < 8 < 5/3 has been derived (using results from [I4]). The result can be stated as follows:
We say y5, € WH2(Qy,, R3) converges uniformly to v € WH2(S,R3) as h — 0 if

}1L1_>n10 €S8 Sup(x17$27m3)eﬂh|yh($1> €2, 173) - u(lﬁl, .I2)| =0.

Further, we say that u € W1°(S R3) is short if
VUTVU < id2><2 a. €.

i.e., idoxa — VuT Vu is positive semi-definite almost everywhere. The T'-convergence result
from [7] can be stated as saying that for 0 < 8 < 5/3,

( —]th Blh>() {0 if u is short

400 else,
17



HEINER OLBERMANN AND ERIS RUNA

where the I'-limit is taken with respect to uniform convergence. In fact, it could just as
well have been formulated for weak convergence in W2(2, R3) (see the discussion in [7]).
This result includes the trivial lower bound

liminf h =21, (yp,) > 0
h—0

for sequences yj, that converge towards a short map u. The application of Theorem
immediately yields the following corollary, that is a sharper lower bound for h=21}, for
1< p<5/3.

Corollary 1 (to Theorem [I). Let 1 < 8, u € WY(S,R3), and let U, Uy C S be
disjoint simply connected Lipschitz domains such that with u; = u|y,, ua = uly,, u2
interpenetrates uy. Further let y, € WY2(Qy,) converge uniformly to u. Then

lim i(glf h=PIL,(yn) = +00.

h—

4.2. Nonlinear bending theory. In [11], the nonlinear Kirchhoff plate theory was ob-
tained as the I'-limit of the scaled functional ~21j,. Nonlinear plate theory can be defined
as follows:

Let the set of W22-isometries of S into R? be denoted by

A= {ueW?*?(S,R3) : Vul Vu = idyys} .
Further, the second fundamental form is given by
I, = Vu' - Vv,

where v = u 1 Au s is the normal of the isometry u. Nonlinear plate theory may be defined
via the energy functional

IXh 0 W22(S R3) — RU{+o0}

U~ ifSQQ(:U/,II[u])dIE/ ifue A
+00 else

The limiting deformations with finite bending energy will be the set of y € W12(Q, R?)
such that there exists u € A with

y(2',23) = u(2') for a. e. 2’ € S, x3 € [-1/2,1/2]. (50)

We define the auxiliary functional IX/* : W12(Q,R3) — RU {400} by

K8 () = {IKh' (u) if Ju € A such that eq. holds

= (51)
o%e) else.
Theorem 5 ([L1], I' —lim inf-inequality). Let yn,y € W12(Q,R3), yp, — y in WH2(Q,R3).
Then
lim inf A 21, (yn) >IN (y) .
h—0
The application of Theorem [I| to nonlinear bending theory yields the following sharper

version of the lower bound for h=21},.
18
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Corollary 2 (to Theorem . Letu € A, and let Uy, Us C S be disjoint simply connected
Lipschitz domains such that with uy := u|y,, u2 := u|y,, ua interpenetrates uy. Further,
let yp — y in WH2(Q,R3), with

limsup 2|\ dist (Vyn, 50(3))”%2(9) <00
h—0

and
y(2',z3) =u(@’) fora. e €S x3€[-1/2,1/2].
Then
liminf h =21, (yp) = 400
h—0

Remark 3. In the case 8 > 2, a consequence of the compactness part of the I'-convergence
result for h=PTy in [12] is the following: Whenever

limsup b PI"(yp) < 0o and yu — y in WH(Q,R?)
h—0

then y is (up to a rigid motion) just the projection onto the first two components, y(z) = z'.
This indicates that if S is connected, and U1,Us C S are disjoint subsets, it is impossible
to state sufficient conditions for the limits that assure that yh|(U1uU2)><[—1/2,1/2} is 2-to-1
on a set of positive measure. One can still create a setting in which our main result is
applicable, considering reference sets S with more than one connected component. We
refrain from doing so here for the sake of brevity.
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