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Abstract

We study an abstract family of asymptotically degenerating variational problems. Those are

natural generalisations of families of problems emerging upon application of a rescaled Floquet-

Bloch-Gelfand transform to resolvent problems for high-contrast elliptic PDEs with highly oscillatory

periodic coefficients. An asymptotic analysis of these models leads us to a hierarchy of approximation

results with uniform operator-type error estimates under various assumptions, satisfied by specific

examples. We provide approximations for the resolvents in terms of a certain ‘bivariate’ operator

which appears an abstract generalisation of the two-scale limit operators for highly oscillatory high-

contrast PDEs. The resulting approximating self-adjoint operator, providing tight operator error

estimates, is the bivariate operator sandwiched by a connecting operator which for a broad class of

periodic problems specialises to a new two-scale version of the classical Whittaker-Shannon interpo-

lation. An explicit description of the limit spectrum in the abstract setting is provided, and new

tight error estimates on the distance between the original and limit spectra are established. Our

generic approach allows us to readily consider a wide class of asymptotically degenerating problems

including but also going beyond high-contrast highly oscillatory PDEs. The obtained results are

illustrated by various examples.

1 Introduction

One of the main motivations for the present study comes from the desire for construction of accurate
approximations of two-scale type, with controllably small errors, for mathematical models with strong
interaction between micro and macro-scales. An interest in such models comes from the fact that they are
often capable of displaying certain non-standard and unusual physical effects in an asymptotically explicit
way, which often clarifies the nature and the microscopic mechanism of the observable macroscopic effects.
One class of such models includes two-scale Partial Differential Equations (PDEs) with high-contrast
coefficients, or in other words asymptotically degenerating PDEs. Consider for example a simple scalar
model of time-harmonic wave propagation in an ε-periodic medium described by

(1.1) div
(
aε,δ(x)∇uε

)
+ ρω2uε = 0, x = (x1, x2, ..., xn)

T ∈ Rn, n ≥ 1.

Here ω > 0 is angular frequency, ρ is (for simplicity) a positive constant, and aε,δ(x) = aδ (x/ε) where
aδ(y) = 1−χ(y)+δχ(y) and χ is the characteristic function of a set of isolated “soft” inclusions 1-periodic
with respect to each variable xj , j = 1, 2, ..., n, surrounded by a “stiff” connected matrix.
When both ε and δ are small, a critical scaling is δ ∼ ε2, which in the context of the wave propagation
model (1.1) is known to be a “micro-resonant” scaling: frequencies producing order-one wavelengths in
the matrix material would produce order-ε wavelengths in the inclusion material i.e. those comparable
with the inclusions’ size, or in other words such frequencies are comparable to the resonant frequencies
of the inclusions. This is reflected in the two-scale asymptotics of certain Bloch wave solutions to (1.1):
uε(x) ∼ u0(x, x/ε), where u0(x, y) is a function of only macroscopic variable x in the matrix but is also
a function of the microscopic variable y in the resonating inclusions. This leads to a limit two-scale
system for u0 which displays such effects as band-gap opening near the resonances, as was probably
first formally observed in a similar context in [3] and then made rigorous in [31] and [52, 53]. The
δ ∼ ε2 scaling plays a similarly key role in the so-called double porosity type diffusion models, for
related earlier studies see e.g. [27, 1, 42, 2, 49]. The continued intensive interest in studying such
degenerate models is largely due to the fact that the related two-scale approximations indeed possess a
wealth of interesting and unusual properties. For an incomplete list of related other works we mention
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[4, 5, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 17, 18, 24, 35, 37, 36, 44, 46, 50]. Somewhat similar effects are observed in thin
periodic structures, see e.g. recent publications [19, 20] and further references therein.
Problem (1.1) is mathematically a spectral problem for unbounded self-adjoint operatorAu = − divAε∇uε
in Hilbert space L2 (Rn), with spectral parameter λ = ρω2. (Here we regard Aε(x) := aε, ε2(x) i.e. we
set for simplicity δ = ε2.) A key for the analysis of (1.1), including of its asymptotic properties as ε→ 0,
lies in analysing the related resolvent problem

(1.2) − divAε∇uε + uε = F, F ∈ L2 (Rn) .

Indeed, as we will see in this work too, asymptotic behaviour of a wide class of resolvent problems like
(1.2) plays crucial role for the properties of the related spectral problems as ε → 0. Moreover, they
often also hold keys for analysing related evolution problems, both parabolic and hyperbolic, cf. e.g.
[59, 43, 37].
This all motivates efforts on constructing tractable but accurate approximations first to the solutions of
(1.2). In other words, this leads to a natural and until recently largely open question: can one establish
tractable leading-order approximations for the asymptotically degenerating equations like (1.2), with
small error estimates for the solutions for small ε uniformly with respect to F (in various norms)?
In the context of non-degenerate PDEs or classical homogenisation (e.g. for problem (1.2) which corre-
sponds to a fixed δ > 0 in (1.1)), error estimates for the approximation given by the related homogenised
equations are by now well-known, and various approaches exist to establish them. We shall not even
attempt here to provide a review of all these different methods except to mention one approach of partic-
ular relevance to this work: the so-called spectral method, see for example [54, 22, 8, 55], and also [26] and
further references therein for most recent developments of the spectral approach for long-time homogeni-
sation problems in both periodic and random settings. Our approach here is conceptually somewhat
similar to [8] but we believe bears at the same time fundamental novelties allowing to obtain new results
for much wider classes of examples, both non-degenerate and degenerate, see Section 7. Namely, our
method does not employ analytic perturbation theory or alike but (as clarified below) performs instead a
robust generic asymptotic analysis of variational problems and related operators near certain degeneracy
points. This is what ultimately allows us to successfully analyse the more general degenerate problems
with relative ease.
As far as degenerate problems are concerned, there has been some progress recently in obtaining ap-
proximations with error estimates specifically for the high-contrast problem like the “double-porosity”
one above with δ = ε2 in (1.2). A leading-order approximation with L2 error estimates was established
in [15], for multiple spatial dimensions, using the spectral method as a basis; however the techniques
employed therein appear problem specific and not readily generalisable. In one-spatial dimension double
porosity models, leading-order approximations with error estimates were obtained in [14] and [16] by
different approaches.
We emphasise here that upon applying our general method to the above key example of multi-dimensional
double porosity model, see Section 7.2, we provide new operator estimates between the initial problem
and a novel approximation via the two-scale limit operator. A crucial role is played here, see Theorem
7.9, by a new two-scale interpolation operator Iε : L2 (Rn) → L2 (Rn ×�), where � is the y-periodicity
cell. Iε is an L2-isometry and a key tool for recasting, for any final ε > 0, an input function F (x) of
(1.2) as a two-scale function f0(x, y). This in turn serves as an input for the two-scale limit problem,
which ultimately ensures the desired operator error estimate, see (7.64), with further implications e.g. for
error estimates on Floquet-Bloch spectrum and eigenfunctions (Bloch waves), Theorem 7.13 and Remark
7.14. Operator Iε is a specialisation of a naturally constructed abstract connecting operatorAε (Theorem
6.10), and appears to be a novel two-scale analogue of classical Whittaker-Shannon interpolation formula,
see Remark 7.10. It plays a role somewhat similar to the periodic unfolding operator see e.g. [21], which
has proven capable of establishing operator-type estimates for certain classical (moderate contrast at
low frequencies) homogenisation problems, e.g. [30]. We argue however (see Remark 7.11) that the new
two-scale interpolation operator Iε is the most natural one for a wide class of models, including the
high-contrast problems at micro-resonant frequencies.
That all being said, one of the main aims of this article is to demonstrate that a large class of the above
mentioned problems (as well as many others) are all examples of one particular generic abstract family
of asymptotically degenerating variational problems. As such, their leading-order asymptotics has a
common structure reflecting the fact that these are all particular instances of an asymptotic approxi-
mation for that general variational problem. In this article we derive the leading-order asymptotics for
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this abstract problem with error estimates. We then specify the underlying abstract objects to provide
asymptotics (with operator-type error estimates) for various specific problems of interest.
As a way to motivate the general problem we recall that the starting point in the spectral method,
used in the above-mentioned ε-periodic PDE setting (1.2) where Aε(x) = aδ(x/ε), is following. Apply
the rescaling x 7→ εy and then the Floquet-Bloch-Gelfand transform (see Section 7.1) to arrive at the
family of problems on Sobolev space H1

per(�) of �-periodic functions, parametrised by quasi-periodicity
variable (“quasimomentum”) θ:

(1.3)

{
For each θ ∈ [−π, π]n, find uε,θ ∈ H1

per(�) such that

− ε−2
(
∇+ iθ

)
· aδ(y)

(
∇+ iθ

)
uε,θ + uε,θ = f,

where f is the transform of (rescaled) F .
Next, we observe that the weak formulation of problem (1.3) is of the following more abstract type:

(1.4)

{
For each ε > 0 and θ ∈ Θ, find uε,θ ∈ H such that

ε−2aθ (uε,θ, ũ) + bθ(uε,θ, ũ) = 〈f, ũ〉, ∀ũ ∈ H,

where Θ ⊂ Rn is compact, H a complex Hilbert space, f a bounded linear functional on H , aθ and
bθ are non-negative bounded sesquilinear forms such that aθ + bθ is a family of uniformly equivalent
inner products on H , and aθ is Lipschitz-continuous in θ (see Section 2 for the precise details). Notice
that in many of our motivating examples the ‘singular’ forms aθ have non-trivial degeneracy subspaces
Vθ = {u ∈ H | aθ(u, u) = 0}, that is why we refer to such variational problems as (asymptotically)
degenerate.
The formulation (1.4) does not just cover the above classical or double-porosity type settings (1.3) (for
δ > 0 fixed and δ = ε2 respectively, with corresponding aθ and bθ), but also a much wider class of
interesting problems. For example it includes among others, as illustrated by examples in Section 7,
models as diverse as:
– ‘Inverted’ high-contrast model (Section 7.3), with resulting approximation (accompanied by operator
error bounds) by an infinite contrast ‘stiff inclusions problem’ rather than any two-scale one;
– Problems with concentrated perturbations (Section 7.4) where θ can be not (only) the quasi-periodicity
parameter;
– Problems with ‘weakly bonded’ imperfect interfaces (Section 7.5);
– Elasticity with ‘partially degenerating’ inclusions (Section 7.6);
– Schrödinger equations with a strong periodic magnetic field (Section 7.7);
– Differential-difference equations (Section 7.8);
– Difference equations (Section 7.9).
Further examples which are not covered in the present work but also fall into the abstract framework of
(1.4) include: a wide class of partially degenerating high-contrast PDE systems (cf. [37] for some related
background details); homogenisation problems on periodic quantum graphs and their generalisations, cf.
e.g. [36]; problems in thin domains; problems on discrete periodic lattices; some higher-order differential
and pseudo-differential operators. We emphasise here that we do not generally require the forms aθ and
bθ to be generated by differential operators, nor do we require θ to necessarily be the Floquet-Bloch
parameter or even for H to be a function space. This suggests possible far-reaching consequences of the
present approach that can go even further beyond the scope of the examples outlined above.
The article is organised as follows. In Section 2 we formulate the abstract problem and introduce our
main assumption (H1) that can be regarded as a version of a spectral gap condition. Namely, for every
θ ∈ Θ the form aθ is coercive (generally non-uniformly in θ) on the orthogonal complement Wθ of its
null-space Vθ. This condition is a far-reaching generalisation of a ‘key assumption’ introduced in [37]
found to be important in establishing the two-scale convergence to homogenisation limits for a general
class of partially degenerating elliptic PDE systems of type (1.2) in general domains.
In Section 3, we show that if the null-space Vθ is Lipschitz continuous with respect to θ then aθ is
uniformly coercive in θ on Wθ, and as a result the leading-order approximation simply comes from
‘projecting’ problem (1.4) onto Vθ, see Theorem 3.1. This simple result not only forms the basis for further
investigation, it appears applicable to certain physically relevant models, for example, the inverted
double porosity model ( Example 7.3) and in the study of certain polarisations of electromagnetic waves
in photonic crystal fibres, cf. [23, 25].
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In Section 4 we study the case of discontinuous Vθ. This situation is typical in motivating examples such
as the above classical and high-contrast problems (1.2), and corresponds to loss of the θ-uniformity of
the spectral gap which requires a much more subtle asymptotic analysis of the solutions near related
singular points. In particular, in Theorem 4.8 we construct a leading-order approximation to problems
(1.4) when the null-space Vθ possesses an isolated singularity (say at the origin θ = 0) that is removable

in the following sense: there exists a subspace V⋆ such that V ⋆
θ =

{
Vθ, θ 6= 0,
V⋆, θ = 0

is Lipschitz continuous,

see (H2). The resulting approximate problem (4.23) is on a “sum” of V ⋆
θ and the ‘defect subspace’ Z

(describing the discontinuity gap between V⋆ and V0), with Mθz = z+Nθz where Nθz is an abstract ver-
sion of the classical corrector, see (4.4). The results of Section 4 are found useful for certain applications,
see e.g. the example with concentrated perturbations in Section 7.4.
Problem (4.23) is simpler than (1.4), but still depends on ε and θ. In Section 5, we provide an approx-
imation with even simpler self-similar ε and θ dependencies via their ratio θ/ε =: ξ. This is done by
approximating the forms aθ and bθ for small θ, which can be performed under additional θ-quadratic
degeneracy condition for the spectral gap (H3) and mild regularity assumptions (H4) and (H5) on aθ and
bθ, that are readily observed in many (even if not all, cf the example in Section 7.4 mentioned above)
practical examples.
This leads us to one of the main results, Theorem 5.9, that provides a uniform approximation to the
two-parameter solution uε,θ of (1.4) in terms of a solutions to a one-parameter family of variational
problems (5.26) on the smaller space V0 with sesquilinear forms ahξ + b0, ξ = θ/ε ∈ Rn. Here the

non-negative form ahξ (z, z̃) acts on the even smaller defect subspace Z, and is quadratic in ξ. Form ahξ
appears to generalise the homogenised matrix in classical homogenisation problems, and Z is found to
be finite-dimensional under a stronger version (H1′) of the spectral gap condition which typically holds
in many practical examples, see Section 5.4. (Notice however a simple example of a difference equation
in Section 7.9, where (H1′) does not hold. Nevertheless our general scheme is still applicable and yields,
despite infinite-dimensional Z, explicit approximations with error estimates in terms of a two-scale limit
operator sandwiches by the two-scale interpolation operator, see Theorem 7.27.)

The significance of the dependence of the approximating problem (5.26) only on single parameter ξ = θ/ε
manifests itself in Section 6 were ε-independent approximations in terms of an abstract version of a ‘two-
scale’ limit operator, with principal symbol ahξ , are constructed. Namely, Section 6 focuses on the
associated abstract spectral problem in an ambient Hilbert space H ⊃ H :

(1.5)

{
For each ε > 0 and θ ∈ Θ, find λε,θ ∈ [0,∞), uε,θ ∈ H\{0} such that

ε−2 aθ (uε,θ, ũ) + bθ (uε,θ, ũ) = λε,θ dθ (uε,θ, ũ) ∀ũ ∈ H,

where dθ is an inner product in H and a positive compact sesquilinear form on H , satisfying some
isometry conditions (H6) that are trivially observed in examples. Using the results of the previous
sections we establish that the union of the spectra

⋃
θ∈Θ λε,θ converges in appropriate sense, with rate

ε. Moreover, in Theorem 6.10 we approximate the resolvent problem in terms of certain self-adjoint
‘bivariate’ operator L, which is an abstract version of two-scale limit operator and is related to the
‘homogenised’ form ahξ + b0 via (inverse) Fourier transform (i.e. ξ 7→ − i∇). An important role is played

here by the already mentioned abstract L2-isometric connecting operator Aε. We then show (Theorem
6.11) that the limit spectrum converges to the spectrum of L, with a rate ε. The bivariate operator
L, specified by form (6.43), can be viewed as a second-order constant-coefficient differential operator
acting in the Bochner space L2

(
Rn; V0

)
, where V0 is the closure of V0 in H. It can be seen to generalise

the two-scale limit operators found for some high-contrast models via two-scale convergence. Amongst
other things, the spectrum of the bivariate operator is characterised in terms of certain operator-valued
function (generalising in some way the Zhikov’s β-function introduced in [52, 53]). This is turn provides
an asymptotic characterisation, with error estimates, for gaps in

⋃
θ∈Θ λε,θ which in particular leads to

new estimates for the gaps in the Floquet-Bloch spectrum in specific examples.

Extensive Section 7 aims at demonstrating the power and versatility of our abstract results by applying
them to a diverse set of physically motivated examples. We thereby not only re-establish, in the new
light, some previously known results but obtain a number of new results for various high-contrast and
some other asymptotically degenerating problems. Each of the problems is picked not only for their wider
relevance, but also to demonstrate a particular feature and breadth of the article’s main assumptions
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and results. While in some examples we go into fine details for demonstrating the full power of the
developed general methods, in others we do not pursue a maximal generality but do quite the opposite:
try to present a simpler example displaying a particular feature.

For all the above reasons, we expect the proposed approach to have a significant potential for further
developments and applications, possibly going far beyond those discussed in the present work. In par-
ticular, the generality of the abstract scheme and versatile features of the emerging accompanying tools
like the two-scale interpolation operator and its more abstract version, are expected to allow treating
various non-periodic and time-dependent problems.

2 Abstract problem formulation

An abstract setup for the general class of problems under consideration in this article is as follows. Let H
be a separable complex Hilbert space with a family of inner products (·, ·)θ parametrised by θ varying in

a compact subset Θ of Rn, n ≥ 1. We assume throughout that the norms ‖ · ‖θ := (·, ·)1/2θ are uniformly
equivalent in θ, i.e.

(2.1) ∃K > 0 such that ‖u‖θ1 ≤ K ‖u‖θ2, ∀u ∈ H, ∀ θ1, θ2 ∈ Θ.

We also suppose throughout that the inner products have the following structure

(2.2) (u, ũ)θ = aθ(u, ũ) + bθ(u, ũ), u, ũ ∈ H,

where aθ and bθ are non-negative sesquilinear forms1 on H . Furthermore, we assume that aθ is Lipschitz
continuous with respect to θ in the following sense: there exists La > 0 such that

∣∣aθ1(u, ũ)− aθ2(u, ũ)
∣∣ ≤ La

∣∣θ1 − θ2
∣∣ ‖u‖θ1‖ũ‖θ1 , ∀u, ũ ∈ H, ∀θ1, θ2 ∈ Θ.(2.3)

We consider a general class of problems reducible to the following common abstract variational form.
For any given 0 < ε < 1, θ ∈ Θ, and f ∈ H∗,

(2.4)

{
find uε,θ ∈ H such that

ε−2aθ (uε,θ, ũ) + bθ (uε,θ, ũ) = 〈f, ũ〉, ∀ũ ∈ H.

Here H∗ is the dual space of H and 〈·, ·〉 denotes the duality pairing. Clearly, for any fixed ε > 0, θ ∈ Θ,

(2.5) Aε,θ(·, ·) := ε−2aθ(·, ·) + bθ(·, ·)
is an equivalent inner product for H , and therefore problem (2.4) is well-posed by the Riesz theorem.
Our main aim is to establish asymptotic approximations of the solution uε,θ with respect to small ε that
are uniform in an appropriate sense in both θ and f .
For each θ, we introduce the set of “degeneracy” or the kernel of aθ

(2.6) Vθ :=
{
v ∈ H

∣∣ aθ[v] = 0
}
,

where henceforth b[v] := b(v, v) for a sesquilinear form b. Notice that, as aθ is non-negative, it immedi-
ately follows from Cauchy-Schwartz inequality that

(2.7) aθ(v, u) = aθ(u, v) = 0, ∀v ∈ Vθ, ∀u ∈ H.

Further, since the sesquilinear form aθ is bounded with respect to the norm ‖ · ‖θ, (2.7) implies that
Vθ is a closed linear subspace of H . Let Wθ, another closed linear subspace of H , be the orthogonal
complement of Vθ in H with respect to the inner product (·, ·)θ:
(2.8) Wθ :=

{
w ∈ H

∣∣ (w, v)θ = 0, ∀v ∈ Vθ
}
.

The main assumption of the article is the following pointwise in θ (spectral) gap condition:

(H1) ∀ θ ∈ Θ, ∃ νθ > 0 such that ∀w ∈Wθ the inequality aθ[w] ≥ νθ ‖w‖2θ holds.
1In a complex Hilbert space H, for a non-negative sesquilinear form b : H ×H → C, b[u] := b(u, u) is non-negative real

∀u ∈ H. It is then straightforward to see that b is complex-Hermitian or symmetric, with Cauchy-Schwarz and triangle
inequalities held, i.e. b(u, ũ) = b(ũ, u), |b(u, ũ)| ≤ b1/2[u] b1/2[ũ], b1/2[u + ũ] ≤ b1/2[u] + b1/2[ũ], ∀u, ũ ∈ H. (Here

b
1/2[u] := (b[u])1/2.) We shall also be using throughout the following simple implications, “squared” triangle inequalities:

b[u1 + u2] ≤ 2 b[u1] + 2 b[u2], b[u1 + u2 + u3] ≤ 3 b[u1] + 3 b[u2] + 3 b[u3], ∀u1, u2, u3 ∈ H.
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Remark 2.1. To clarify why (H1) can be called a spectral gap condition, notice that for every θ ∈ Θ
the form aθ defines a non-negative bounded self-adjoint operator in H. Condition (H1) implies together
with (2.2) that the spectrum of this operator is contained in {0}∪ [νθ, 1], in particular if both Vθ and Wθ

are nontrivial (0, νθ) is in the gap of the spectrum. In Section 6 and in some examples of Section 7, aθ
will specify possibly unbounded self-adjoint operator in a bigger Hilbert space H into which H is densely
(compactly) embedded, for which (H1) will still be implying presence of a spectral gap.

Remark 2.2. In a wide class of examples (see Section 7) one can readily verify that the following further
strengthening (see Proposition 5.10) of condition (H1) holds. There exists C > 0 and a non-negative
sesquilinear form c, ‖ · ‖θ-compact (see Section 5.4 for the precise definition) for all θ ∈ Θ, such that

(H1′) ‖w‖2θ ≤ Caθ[w] + c[w], ∀w ∈Wθ, ∀ θ ∈ Θ.

In particular, we will see that (H1′) is self-evident in the context of classical homogenisation. In Section
5.4, we shall see that (H1′) does not only imply (H1) but has other important implications.

3 The case of a continuous Vθ (uniform spectral gap)

As we shall see, the asymptotics of the solution to (2.4) crucially depend on certain continuity properties
of the degeneracy subspace Vθ with respect to θ. We begin with the simple case of the spectral gap νθ
being uniform in θ and then we shall characterise this condition in terms of the continuity of Vθ.

3.1 The case of uniform in θ gap

The spaces Vθ and Wθ are not only orthogonal with respect to (·, ·)θ , they are also orthogonal with
respect to Aε,θ (cf. (2.5), (2.2) and (2.7)). Furthermore, it is clear that the restriction of Aε,θ to Vθ is
bθ. Consequently, by choosing in (2.4) as the test functions first ũ = ṽ ∈ Vθ and then ũ = w̃ ∈ Wθ, the
problem uncouples as follows: uε,θ = vθ + wε,θ, where vθ ∈ Vθ solves

(3.1) bθ (vθ, ṽ) = 〈f , ṽ〉, ∀ṽ ∈ Vθ,

and wε,θ ∈Wθ solves

(3.2) Aε,θ (wε,θ , w̃) = ε−2aθ (wε,θ , w̃) + bθ (wε,θ , w̃) = 〈f , w̃〉, ∀w̃ ∈Wθ.

Problems (3.1) and (3.2) are well-posed in their own right: in particular, (3.1) is well-posed as bθ is
coercive on Vθ: for all v ∈ Vθ, bθ[v] = bθ[v] + aθ[v] = ‖v‖2θ (recalling also that both Vθ and Wθ are closed
in H).
Now, in a standard way, setting in (3.2) w̃ = wε,θ and recalling the spectral gap condition (H1),

Aε,θ[wε,θ] = 〈f, wε,θ〉 ≤ ‖f‖∗θ ‖wε,θ‖θ ≤ ‖f‖∗θ ν−1/2
θ a

1/2
θ [wε,θ] ≤ ‖f‖∗θ ν−1/2

θ εA
1/2
ε,θ [wε,θ ] ,

where

(3.3) ‖f‖∗θ := sup
u∈H\{0}

|〈f, u〉|
‖u‖θ

.

As a result, for wε,θ = uε,θ − vθ,

(3.4) Aε,θ[wε,θ] = ε−2aθ[wε,θ] + bθ[wε,θ] ≤ ε2 ν−1
θ ‖f‖2∗θ, ∀ε > 0 .

Moreover, another application of (H1) and (3.4) give

(3.5) ‖wε,θ‖2θ ≤ ν−1
θ aθ[wε,θ] ≤ ν−1

θ ε2Aε,θ[wε,θ] ≤ ε4 ν−2
θ ‖f‖2∗θ .

If the spectral gap is uniform in θ, regarding (3.1) as an approximate problem, (3.4) and (3.5) immediately
provide the following error estimates.
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Theorem 3.1. Assume that

(3.6) ∃ ν > 0 such that aθ[w] ≥ ν‖w‖2θ, ∀w ∈Wθ, ∀θ ∈ Θ.

Then for uε,θ ∈ H the solution to (2.4) and vθ ∈ Vθ the solution to (3.1),

ε−2aθ [uε,θ − vθ] + bθ [uε,θ − vθ] ≤ ε2 ν−1 ‖f‖2∗θ,(3.7)

‖uε,θ − vθ‖2θ ≤ ε4 ν−2 ‖f‖2∗θ.(3.8)

Remark 3.2. Theorem 3.1 also holds ‘locally’, i.e. with Θ replaced by any of its subsets Θ′ such that
assumption (3.6) is satisfied only on Θ′ rather than on the whole of Θ. Also, the theorem and its proof
remain valid for all ε > 0 (i.e. not only for 0 < ε < 1, as assumed above). These simple observations
will be useful for some of our subsequent constructions.

Remark 3.3. Note that while the right-hand-sides of (3.7) and (3.8) formally depend on θ, this depen-
dence is easily removed by (2.1) : ‖f‖∗θ1 ≤ K‖f‖∗θ2, ∀θ1, θ2 ∈ Θ. Therefore (3.7) and (3.8) provide
desired error estimates for small ε, which are uniform in both θ and f .

3.2 A characterisation of forms aθ with uniform gap condition

In applications, the direct verification of (3.6) can be complicated. An equivalent but often more trans-
parent condition relies on a notion of continuity of the degeneracy subspace Vθ in θ that we shall introduce
now. Namely, we say that Vθ is Lipschitz continuous with respect to θ on Θ if

(3.9) ∃LV > 0 such that ∀θ1, θ2 ∈ Θ, ∀v1 ∈ Vθ1 , inf
v2∈Vθ2

‖v1 − v2‖θ2 ≤ LV |θ1 − θ2| ‖v1‖θ1.

By the identity
∥∥PWθ2

v1
∥∥
θ2

= infv2∈Vθ2
‖v1 − v2‖θ2, where PWθ

: H → Wθ is the orthogonal projection

on Wθ with respect to (·, ·)θ, the inequality in (3.9) can be equivalently rewritten as

(3.10)
∥∥PWθ2

v1
∥∥
θ2

≤ LV |θ1 − θ2| ‖v1‖θ1 , ∀v1 ∈ Vθ1 , ∀θ1, θ2 ∈ Θ.

The following result establishing, under assumption (H1), the equivalence of the uniformity of the gap
property (3.6) and of the continuity of Vθ property (3.9) holds. An intuition behind is that the θ-
continuity property (2.3) of aθ implies certain regular behaviour of the related spectra, see Remark 2.1.
So, as long as the spectral gap remains uniformly positive, the zero eigenspace Vθ can vary with θ only
continuously, while if the uniformity is violated on θ approaching a point θ0 this can be only be due to
an instant addition of a non-trivial subspace to Vθ at θ = θ0.

Theorem 3.4. Assume (H1). Then (3.6) holds if and only if (3.9) holds.

Proof. Proof of (3.6) =⇒ (3.9) . Fix θ1, θ2 ∈ Θ and v1 ∈ Vθ1 . By (3.6), the definition of PWθ2
, (2.7)

(first for θ = θ2, v = v1 − PWθ2
v1 ∈ Vθ2 , u = PWθ2

v1, and then for θ = θ1, v = v1, u = PWθ2
v1), and

(2.3) we obtain

‖PWθ2
v1‖2θ2 ≤ ν−1aθ2 [PWθ2

v1] = ν−1aθ2
(
PWθ2

v1, v1
)

= ν−1
(
aθ2
(
PWθ2

v1, v1
)
− aθ1

(
PWθ2

v1, v1
))

≤ ν−1La|θ1 − θ2|‖PWθ2
v1‖θ1‖v1‖θ1 .

Hence, after an application of (2.1), (3.10) holds with LV = ν−1LaK and therefore so does (3.9).
Proof of (3.9)=⇒(3.6). Let us suppose that (3.6) does not hold. Then there exists a convergent sequence
θn ∈ Θ with limit θ0 ∈ Θ, and a sequence wn ∈Wθn such that ‖wn‖θn = 1 and limn aθn [wn] = 0. Now

(3.11) 1 = ‖wn‖2θn =
(
PVθ0

wn, wn

)
θn

+
(
PWθ0

wn, wn

)
θn
,

where PVθ0
is the orthogonal projector on Vθ0 with respect to (·, ·)θ0 . We will show that each term on

the right of (3.11) converges to zero. First we observe that by (2.1)

∣∣(PWθ0
wn, wn)θn

∣∣ ≤
∥∥PWθ0

wn

∥∥
θn

‖wn‖θn =
∥∥PWθ0

wn

∥∥
θn

≤ K
∥∥PWθ0

wn

∥∥
θ0
,
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and we claim that limn ‖PWθ0
wn‖θ0 = 0. Indeed, by (H1) for θ = θ0, (2.7) and (2.3) we have

∥∥PWθ0
wn

∥∥2
θ0

≤ ν−1
0 aθ0

[
PWθ0

wn

]
= ν−1

0 aθ0 [wn] ≤ ν−1
0 aθn [wn] + ν−1

0 La |θn − θ0| ‖wn‖2θn
= ν−1

0 aθn [wn] + ν−1
0 La |θn − θ0| → 0 as n→ ∞.

Thus the last term in (3.11) converges to zero. On the other hand, by the definition of PWθn
and assumed

(3.10) (for θ1 = θ0, θ2 = θn and v1 = PVθ0
wn) we compute

∣∣∣
(
PVθ0

wn, wn

)
θn

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣
(
PWθn

PVθ0
wn, wn

)
θn

∣∣∣ ≤
∥∥PWθn

PVθ0
wn

∥∥
θn

‖wn‖θn =
∥∥PWθn

PVθ0
wn

∥∥
θn

≤ LV |θn − θ0|
∥∥PVθ0

wn

∥∥
θ0
.

Clearly,
∥∥PVθ0

wn

∥∥
θ0

≤ ‖wn‖θ0 ≤ K ‖wn‖θn = K, and therefore the first term on the right hand side of

(3.11) also converges to zero. Whence, we arrive at the contradiction in (3.11), and so (3.6) holds.

Remark 3.5. The above proof demonstrates that an analogous version of Theorem 3.4 can be proved
if we merely require both aθ and Vθ to be say Hölder continuous (rather than Lipschitz continuous) in
θ, with appropriate modification of (2.3) and (3.9). Also, a ‘local’ analogue of Theorem 3.4 holds, i.e.
when in both (3.6) and (3.9) Θ is replaced by its closed subset Θ′.

4 The case of discontinuous Vθ (non-uniform gap)

Typically, in applications (see Section 7) the space Vθ violates (3.9) and has isolated discontinuities.
Moreover, these are special approximations near those discontinuity points which often characterise the
key asymptotic properties of the solutions. Henceforth, we consider this situation and begin with an
analysis in the neighbourhood of a given point θ0 ∈ Θ that, without loss of generality, we consider to be
the origin2 θ0 = 0.

4.1 Local estimates

While Theorem 3.1 is not anymore directly applicable, the idea behind it is. The essential part of
Theorem 3.1 was to identify two ε-independent complementary subspaces of H , Vθ and Wθ, that are
orthogonal with respect to Aε,θ whilst having aθ uniformly coercive on one of them. Staring with the
latter, as a consequence of (H1) held at θ = θ0 = 0 together with the continuity of aθ due to (2.3), W0

remains available as a subspace of H with the uniform coercivity condition still held in a small enough
neighbourhood of θ0 :

Proposition 4.1. Assume (H1). Then

(4.1)
ν0
2K2

∥∥w0

∥∥2
θ

≤ aθ [w0] , ∀w0 ∈W0, ∀θ ∈ Θ such that |θ| ≤ 1
2ν0L

−1
a .

Proof. For w0 ∈W0, as follows from (H1) (for θ = 0), (2.3) (for θ1 = 0 and θ2 = θ) and La|θ| < 1
2ν0,

ν0 ‖w0‖20 ≤ a0[w0] ≤ aθ [w0] + La|θ| ‖w0‖20 ≤ aθ[w0] +
1
2 ν0 ‖w0‖20 ,

which implies

(4.2) ν0
2 ‖w0‖20 ≤ aθ[w0], ∀w0 ∈W0.

The latter, along with (2.1), implies (4.1).

2We comment in passing that most of the analysis and results that follow extend in a straightforward manner to the
case when the discontinuity set is an arbitrary set of isolated points. This is because most of our subsequent methods are
local in nature.
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Turning now to the orthogonality issue, recall that, at θ = 0, V0 is the orthogonal complement of W0

with respect to Aε,θ. However for θ 6= 0, in general, the direct sum decomposition H = V0 +̇W0 is not
anymore orthogonal with respect to Aε,θ. Nevertheless, it is possible to partially rectify this as follows.
The idea is, for small enough θ 6= 0, to “correct” V0 slightly to maintain the desired orthogonality at
least to the main order in small ε, i.e. with regards to the “singular” part aθ of Aε,θ. To that end, given
v0 ∈ V0, seek a “corrector” Nθv0 ∈W0 such that for Mθv0 := v0 +Nθv0,

(4.3) aθ (Mθv0, w0) = 0, ∀v0 ∈ V0, ∀w0 ∈W0,

i.e. so that MθV0 and W0 are “orthogonal with respect to aθ”. Equivalently, we seek Nθv0 ∈W0 solving

(4.4) aθ (Nθv0, w̃0) = − aθ (v0, w̃0) , ∀ w̃0 ∈ W0.

The above problem is well-posed for |θ| ≤ 1
2ν0L

−1
a by Proposition 4.1, and determines a linear map

Nθ : V0 →W0. Let us show that the following estimate holds:

(4.5) ‖Nθv0‖0 ≤ 2Laν0
−1|θ| ‖v0‖0 , ∀v0 ∈ V0, |θ| ≤ 1

2
ν0 L

−1
a .

Indeed, it follows from (4.2), (4.4), (2.3) and (2.7) (for θ = 0):

ν0
2 ‖Nθv0‖20 ≤ aθ [Nθv0] = − aθ (v0,Nθv0) ≤

∣∣a0(v0,Nθv0)
∣∣+La|θ| ‖v0‖0 ‖Nθv0‖0 = La|θ| ‖v0‖0 ‖Nθv0‖0 .

Additionally, since NθV0 ⊆W0, it readily follows that H = MθV0+̇W0, i.e. H is a direct sum3of MθV0
and W0. Further, from the orthogonality of V0 and W0, and (4.5),

(4.6) ‖v0‖0 ≤ ‖Mθv0‖0 ≤ 2 ‖v0‖0 , ∀v0 ∈ V0, |θ| ≤ 1

2
ν0L

−1
a .

Notice also that (4.6) implies that MθV0 is closed in H . Such properties allow us, for sufficiently small θ,
to construct a desirable approximation to the solution uε,θ of variational problem (2.4) by restricting it
to MθV0 which is “almost orthogonal” to W0. Indeed, the following modification of Theorem 3.1 holds.

Theorem 4.2. Assume (H1). Consider f ∈ H∗, and θ ∈ Θ, |θ| < ν0/(2La). Let uε,θ solve (2.4), and
v0 ∈ V0 solve

(4.7) ε−2aθ
(
Mθv0 , Mθṽ

)
+ bθ (Mθv0,Mθṽ) = 〈f, Mθ ṽ〉 , ∀ṽ ∈ V0.

Then problem (4.7) is well-posed, and the following error estimates hold:

ε−2aθ
[
uε,θ −Mθv0

]
+ bθ

[
uε,θ −Mθv0

]
≤ 8K2ν−1

0 ε2 ‖f‖2∗θ,(4.8)

bθ
[
uε,θ −Mθv0

]
≤ 16K4ν−2

0 ε4 ‖f‖2∗θ.(4.9)

Proof. The well-posedness of (4.7) follows e.g. from its left-hand side specifying an equivalent inner
product on V0, as implied by (4.6). For the difference r := uε,θ − Mθv0, the left-hand-side of (4.8)
equals Aε,θ[r] (see (2.5)) and expanding this out (and dropping the subscripts in notation) gives A[r] =
A (uε,θ, r) − A (Mθv0, r). Note uε,θ = Mθv + w for some unique v ∈ V0 and w ∈ W0, and hence
r = Mθvr + w where vr := v − v0 ∈ V0, and so

A[r] = A (uε,θ, r) − A (Mθv0, Mθvr) − A (Mθv0, w) .

Now, (2.4) givesA (uε,θ, r) = 〈f, r〉, (4.7) givesA (Mθv0,Mθvr) = 〈f,Mθvr〉 and the almost-orthogonality
due to (4.3) implies A (Mθv0, w) = bθ (Mθv0, w). Therefore,

A[r] = 〈f, r〉 − 〈f,Mθvr〉 − bθ(Mθv0, w) = 〈f, w〉 − bθ (Mθv0, w) ≤
(
‖f‖∗θ + b

1/2
θ [Mθv0]

)
‖w‖θ,

3Indeed, for u ∈ H, with unique ṽ0 ∈ V0 and w̃0 ∈ W0 such that u = ṽ0 + w̃0, seek v0 ∈ V0 and w0 ∈ W0 so that
u = Mθv0 + w0 = v0 + (Nθv0 + w0). Hence v0 = ṽ0 and w0 = w̃0 − Nθ ṽ0. Also, on this way, Mθv0 + w0 = 0 implies
v0 = 0 and w0 = −Nθv0 = 0.

9



via (3.3), and having applied Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to bθ and then recalling (2.2). Setting ṽ = v0
in (4.7) and recalling that ε < 1 implies bθ [Mθv0] ≤ ‖Mθv0‖2θ ≤ A [Mθv0] ≤ ‖f‖∗θ ‖Mθv0‖θ ≤ ‖f‖2∗θ
and as a result A[r] ≤ 2‖f‖∗θ‖w‖θ. So for proving (4.8) one needs to bound ‖w‖θ in terms of A[r]. Now
(4.1) gives ν0

2K2 ‖w‖2θ ≤ aθ[w], and noticing that aθ(Mθvr , w) = 0 by (4.3) and r = Mθvr + w implies

(4.10) aθ[w] ≤ aθ[r].

Therefore, ν0
2K2 ‖w‖2θ ≤ aθ[r] ≤ ε2A[r], and as a result

(4.11) ‖w‖2θ ≤ 2K2ν0
−1ε2A[r],

implying (4.8).
It remains to prove (4.9), whose left-hand-side equals bθ[r]. Then, from (4.11) and (4.8) it suffices to
show that

(4.12) bθ[r] ≤ ‖w‖2θ .

Since (4.7) is a restriction of (2.4) to MθV0, r is orthogonal to MθV0 with respect to A (indeed setting
ũ = Mθṽ in (2.4) and subtracting (4.7) gives A (r,Mθ ṽ) = 0 for any ṽ ∈ V0). Consequently, since
w = r − Mθvr, one infers A[r] ≤ A[w]. This inequality along with (4.10) yields bθ[r] ≤ bθ[w] which
clearly implies (4.12), see (2.2). The proof is complete.

We finish this subsection with a comparison between Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 3.1. In the continuous
case we restrict variational problem (2.4) to the subspace Vθ, but for the general (possibly discontinuous)
case this may be not anymore sufficient for maintaining the same order of the approximation’s accuracy,
and we restrict instead (locally near θ = θ0 = 0) to MθV0. From this observation one may expect that
Vθ is a subset of MθV0. Indeed, the following proposition holds.

Proposition 4.3. Assume (H1). Let θ ∈ Θ, |θ| ≤ ν0/(2La). Then

Vθ ⊆ MθV0.(4.13)

In fact,

vθ = MθPV0
vθ, ∀vθ ∈ Vθ.(4.14)

Proof. For (4.13), for any fixed vθ ∈ Vθ we need to find v0 ∈ V0 such that vθ = Mθv0 = v0 + Nθv0.
As Nθv0 ∈ W0, necessarily, v0 = PV0

vθ. Hence, for both (4.13) and (4.14), it remains to show that
vθ − PV0

vθ = NθPV0
vθ. Clearly vθ − PV0

vθ = PW0
vθ ∈W0, and

aθ
(
vθ − PV0

vθ, w̃0

)
= − aθ (PV0

vθ, w̃0) , ∀w̃0 ∈W0

(having used (2.7) for vθ ∈ Vθ). Hence, by (4.4), vθ − PV0
vθ = NθPV0

vθ, which completes the proof.

Remark 4.4. Observe that the proofs in this subsection only require that (H1) holds at θ = 0, that (2.3)
holds for θ1 = 0 and that (2.1) holds in a neighbourhood of θ = 0.

4.2 On the class of Vθ with a removable singularity

So far we have made no assumptions on the nature of the singularity of Vθ, and so one could apply
Theorem 4.2 for any singularity (and even for any non-singular point). However, in a large class of relevant
examples (Section 7), the singularity of Vθ has some additional structures which allow to significantly
simplify the sought approximations further. In the remainder of the article we mostly focus on developing
Theorem 4.2 further for such singularities. Namely, we assume that θ0 = 0 is not an isolated point of Θ
and Vθ has a removable singularity at θ0 in the following sense: there exists a closed subspace V⋆ of H
and constant L⋆ ≥ 0 such that (cf. (3.9) )
(H2)

V ⋆
θ :=

{
Vθ θ 6= 0,

V⋆ θ = 0,
satisfies inf

v2∈V ⋆
θ2

‖v1 − v2‖θ2 ≤ L⋆|θ1 − θ2| ‖v1‖θ1 , ∀v1 ∈ V ⋆
θ1 , ∀ θ1, θ2 ∈ Θ,
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or equivalently satisfies

(4.15) ‖PW∗

θ2
v1‖θ2 ≤ L⋆|θ1 − θ2| ‖v1‖θ1 , ∀ v1 ∈ V ⋆

θ1 , ∀θ1, θ2 ∈ Θ,

where W ∗
θ is the orthogonal complement of V ∗

θ in H with respect to (·, ·)θ. Note that (H2) formally
covers also the case without singularity when V⋆ = V0.

Remark 4.5. For a wide class of examples (cf. Section 7) Vθ is independent of θ away from the
discontinuity, i.e. Vθ = V for θ 6= 0. In this situation (H2) trivially holds with V⋆ = V and L⋆ = 0.

First, we observe that V⋆ ⊂ V0. Indeed, for v⋆ ∈ V⋆ and θ ∈ Θ, θ 6= 0 and θ → 0, by (2.3), the definition
of PWθ

, (2.2) and (4.15) (for θ1 = 0 and θ2 = θ) we obtain

a0[v⋆] = lim
θ→0

aθ[v⋆] = lim
θ→0

aθ
[
PW⋆

θ
v⋆
]

≤ lim
θ→0

∥∥PW⋆
θ
v⋆
∥∥2
θ

≤ lim
θ→0

L2
⋆|θ|2 ‖v⋆‖20 = 0.

A key role in our subsequent constructions will be played by a “defect” subspace Z of V0, which charac-
terises the discontinuity gap between V⋆ and V0. Namely, let Z be a closed linear subspace of V0, such
that

V0 = V⋆ +̇Z,(4.16)

and for some constant 0 ≤ KZ < 1,
∣∣(v⋆, z)0

∣∣ ≤ KZ ‖v⋆‖0 ‖z‖0 , ∀v⋆ ∈ V⋆, ∀z ∈ Z,(4.17)

or equivalently
(
1−K2

Z

)1/2 ‖v⋆‖0 ≤ ‖v⋆ + z‖0 , ∀v⋆ ∈ V⋆, ∀z ∈ Z.(4.18)

Remark 4.6. Note that such Z always exist, in particular Z could be the orthogonal complement of V⋆
in the Hilbert space

(
V0, (·, ·)0

)
, in which case KZ = 0. In the regular case V⋆ = V0, trivially Z = {0}.

Now we are ready to provide an alternative representation of MθV0 in terms of V ⋆
θ and Z, which is useful

for a further simplification of the approximating problem (4.7) as the singular form aθ vanishes on V ⋆
θ .

The following technical lemma, important for our consequent constructions, holds.

Lemma 4.7. Assume (H1) and (H2). If θ ∈ Θ satisfies KL⋆|θ| < 1
3 (1−KZ) then

∥∥v⋆θ + z + w0

∥∥2
0

≥ 1−KZ

3

(
‖v⋆θ‖20 + ‖z‖20 + ‖w0‖20

)
, ∀v⋆θ ∈ V ⋆

θ , ∀z ∈ Z, ∀w0 ∈ W0 ;(4.19)

and if additionally |θ| < ν0/(2La) then

MθV0 = V ⋆
θ +̇ MθZ.(4.20)

Proof of (4.19). Set κ0 := 1−KZ, so 0 < κ0 ≤ 1. Assumption (4.17) and the fact that W0 is orthogonal
to V0 = V⋆+̇Z imply

(4.21)
∥∥v⋆ + z + w0

∥∥2
0

≥ κ0

(
‖v⋆‖20 + ‖z‖20 + ‖w0‖20

)
, ∀v⋆ ∈ V⋆, ∀z ∈ Z, ∀w0 ∈W0.

Thus, for any v⋆θ ∈ V ⋆
θ , z ∈ Z and w0 ∈ W0, with W∗ :=W ∗

0 ,

∥∥v⋆θ + z + w0

∥∥2
0

≥ 1
2 ‖PV⋆v

⋆
θ + z + w0‖20 − ‖PW⋆v

⋆
θ‖20 ≥ κ0

2

(
‖PV⋆v

⋆
θ‖20 + ‖z‖20 + ‖w0‖20

)
− ‖PW⋆v

⋆
θ‖20

= κ0

2

(
‖v⋆θ‖20 + ‖z‖20 + ‖w0‖20

)
−
(
κ0

2 + 1
)
‖PW⋆v

⋆
θ‖20 .

Now, (4.15) (for θ1 = θ, θ2 = 0), (2.1) and the assumption on |θ| gives

(κ0

2 + 1) ‖PW⋆v
⋆
θ‖20 ≤

(
κ0

2 + 1
)
(KL⋆|θ|)2 ‖v⋆θ‖20 ≤

(
κ0

2 + 1
) (

κ0

3

)2 ‖v⋆θ‖20 ≤ 1
6κ0 ‖v⋆θ‖20 ,

and (4.19) follows.
Proof of (4.20). The inclusion V ⋆

θ ⊆ Vθ and (4.13) show V ⋆
θ +MθZ ⊆ MθV0. Furthermore, (4.19) for

w0 = Nθz together with the closedness of MθZ (following e.g. from (4.6) ) implies that this sum is a
direct sum and closed.
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It remains to show that V ⋆
θ +̇MθZ is not a proper subset of MθV0. If it were, there would exist a non-

zero v0 = v⋆ + z, v⋆ ∈ V⋆, z ∈ Z, such that Mθv0 is orthogonal (with respect to (·, ·)0) to V ⋆
θ +̇MθZ.

Seeking a contradiction to this orthogonality, a natural choice of an element of V ⋆
θ +̇MθZ expected to

be close to Mθv0 = Mθv⋆ + Mθz is u = PV ⋆
θ
v⋆ + Mθz. Since (4.14) gives PV ⋆

θ
v⋆ = MθPV0

PV ⋆
θ
v⋆ =

MθPV0
v⋆−MθPV0

PW⋆
θ
v⋆ = Mθv⋆−MθPV0

PW⋆
θ
v⋆ (as v⋆ ∈ V0), we conclude that Mθv0 is orthogonal to

u = Mθv⋆−MθPV0
PW⋆

θ
v⋆+Mθz = Mθv0−MθPV0

PW⋆
θ
v⋆. Now, by (4.6) and the latter orthogonality,

one has
‖v0‖0 ≤ ‖Mθv0‖0 ≤ ‖Mθv0 − u‖0 =

∥∥MθPV0
PW⋆

θ
v⋆
∥∥
0
.

Further, by the second inequality in (4.6), the properties of PV0
, (2.1) and (4.15) (for θ1 = 0, θ2 = θ)

∥∥MθPV0
PW⋆

θ
v⋆
∥∥
0

≤ 2
∥∥PV0

PW⋆
θ
v⋆
∥∥
0

≤ 2
∥∥PW⋆

θ
v⋆
∥∥
0

≤ 2KL⋆|θ| ‖v⋆‖0 .

Moreover (4.18) gives ‖v⋆‖0 ≤
(
1−K2

Z

)−1/2 ‖v0‖0. Consequently ‖v0‖0 ≤ 2KL⋆|θ|
(
1−K2

Z

)−1/2 ‖v0‖0.
This along with the assumed restriction on θ and the inequality

(
1−K2

Z

)−1/2 ≤ (1−KZ)
−1

lead to
‖v0‖0 = 0, which is a contradiction.

We now present a global approximation for the case of Vθ with a removable singularity at θ = 0. Let

(4.22) r0 = ν0/(2La) if L⋆ = 0 or r0 = min
{
ν0/ (2La) , (1−KZ) / (3KL⋆)

}
otherwise,

and fix positive r1 ≤ r0. The direct sum representation (4.20) and Theorem 4.2 show that, for |θ| < r1,
the solution uε,θ to (2.4) is approximated in terms of the solution v0 of the simplified problem (4.7) by
Mθv0 = vε,θ + Mθzε,θ, with unique vε,θ ∈ V ⋆

θ and zε,θ ∈ Z. Recalling (2.7), we conclude that (vε,θ, zε,θ)
is the unique solution to

(4.23) ε−2aθ
(
Mθzε,θ, Mθz̃

)
+ bθ

(
vε,θ +Mθzε,θ, ṽ +Mθz̃

)
= 〈f, ṽ +Mθ z̃〉 , ∀ṽ ∈ V ⋆

θ , ∀z̃ ∈ Z.

Furthermore, the solution vθ to (3.1) approximates uε,θ outside this neighbourhood of the origin: indeed
(H2) implies that Vθ is Lipschitz continuous on the compact set Θr1 = {θ ∈ Θ : |θ| ≥ r1}; therefore
Theorem 3.4 (applied for Θ replaced by Θr1 , cf. Remark 3.5) implies that the assumption of Theorem
3.1 (namely (3.6)) holds on Θr1 with a positive constant ν(r1) = infθ∈Θr1

νθ. More precisely, we have
proved the following result:

Theorem 4.8. Assume (H1)–(H2) and let 0 < r1 ≤ r0 (see (4.22)). Consider f ∈ H∗, uε,θ the solution
to (2.4) and an approximation

u
(0)
ε,θ :=

{
vε,θ +Mθzε,θ |θ| < r1,
vθ |θ| ≥ r1,

where the pair (vε,θ, zε,θ) ∈ V ⋆
θ × Z solves (4.23) and vθ ∈ Vθ = V ⋆

θ solves (3.1). Then, the following
error estimates hold for all θ ∈ Θ and 0 < ε < 1:

ε−2aθ

[
uε,θ − u

(0)
ε,θ

]
+ bθ

[
uε,θ − u

(0)
ε,θ

]
≤ C1ε

2 ‖f‖2∗θ, C1 = max
{
8K2ν−1

0 , 1/ν(r1)
}
,(4.24)

bθ

[
uε,θ − u

(0)
ε,θ

]
≤ C2ε

4‖f‖2∗θ, C2 = max
{
16K4ν−2

0 , 1/ν2(r1)
}
.(4.25)

We emphasise that the “inner” approximate problem (4.23) provides a significant further simplification
compared to (4.7), as its singular part aθ is now a form on the defect subspace Z only.

5 Further refinements of Theorem 4.8

The results of Section 4 approximate the original problem by simpler ones, for example Theorem 4.8
reduces problem (2.4) on H to those on the generally smaller subspaces V ⋆

θ and Z. However, the price to
pay for this is the more complicated dependence on θ, in particular through the operator Mθ. The pur-
pose of this section is to simplify the approximate problems further, in particular their dependence on θ,
as much as possible under certain readily verifiable additional assumptions. In particular, this ultimately
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allows to approximate the original problem by one which in turn leads in Section 6 to construction of an
abstract version of a two-scale limit operator, possessing certain important properties which is in turn
illustrated by new results for a number of examples in Section 7.
We begin by noting that (4.19) implies that V ⋆

θ and Z form a closed direct sum in H for small enough
θ. Furthermore, one can see that bθ generates an equivalent norm on V ⋆

θ +̇Z. Indeed, since Z ⊆ V0, we

use (2.3) and (4.19) to obtain aθ[z] ≤ 3La

1−KZ
|θ| ‖v⋆θ + z‖20, and consequently, via (2.2),

(5.1) ‖v⋆θ + z‖2θ ≤ 2 bθ [v
⋆
θ + z] , ∀v⋆θ ∈ V ⋆

θ , ∀z ∈ Z, ∀θ ∈ Θ, |θ| ≤ r1 := min
{
r0,

1−KZ

6K2La

}
,

with r0 given by (4.22).

5.1 Case of quadratically degenerating spectral gap width

Here, we additionally assume that there exists γ > 0 such that, for νθ defined in (H1),

(H3) νθ ≥ γ |θ|2, ∀ θ ∈ Θ, i.e. aθ[w] ≥ γ |θ|2 ‖w‖2θ, ∀w ∈Wθ.

This is a generalisation of the well-known property of non-degeneracy of homogenised matrix in classical
homogenisation. Condition (H3) allows us to characterise the non-degeneracy of the form aθ [Mθ · ] on
Z.

Proposition 5.1. Assume (H1)–(H3) and θ ∈ Θ, |θ| < r0, for r0 as in Theorem 4.8, see (4.22). Then

(5.2) aθ [Mθz] ≥ ν⋆|θ|2 ‖z‖20 , ∀z ∈ Z, with ν⋆ = γ(1−KZ)
3K2 .

Proof. It is enough to consider the case θ 6= 0. Then Wθ = W ⋆
θ and (H1) implies aθ [Mθz] =

aθ
[
PW⋆

θ
Mθz

]
≥ νθ

∥∥PW⋆
θ
Mθz

∥∥2
θ
.Moreover, (4.19) for w0 = Nθz and v

⋆
θ = −PV ⋆

θ
Mθz implies

∥∥PW⋆
θ
Mθz

∥∥2
0
≥

1−KZ

3 ‖z‖20. Now, (5.2) readily follows upon recalling (2.1) and (H3).

Corollary 5.2. By (2.1), (4.5) and (5.2) one has

(5.3) ‖Nθz‖2θ ≤ κ21aθ[Mθz], ∀z ∈ Z, κ1 = 2KLaν
−1
0 ν

−1/2
⋆ .

The next theorem demonstrates that the extra assumption (H3) and specifically its implication (5.3)
allow us to further simplify approximate problem (4.23) by removing Mθ (i.e replacing it by unity
operator) in both bθ and f terms (but not in the aθ term).

Theorem 5.3. Assume (H1)–(H3), and consider the objects as in Theorem 4.8 with r1 as in (5.1).
Then, for each θ ∈ Θ, |θ| < r1, there exists a unique solution v + z ∈ V ⋆

θ +̇Z to

(5.4) ε−2aθ
(
Mθz,Mθz̃

)
+ bθ(v + z, ṽ + z̃

)
= 〈f, ṽ + z̃〉, ∀ ṽ + z̃ ∈ V ⋆

θ +̇Z.

Furthermore, the following error estimates hold:

ε−2aθ
[
uε,θ − (v +Mθz)

]
+ bθ

[
uε,θ − (v +Mθz)

]
≤ C3ε

2‖f‖2∗θ, C3 = 2C1 + 12κ21.(5.5)

ε−2aθ
[
uε,θ − (v +Mθz)

]
+ bθ

[
uε,θ − (v + z)

]
≤ C4ε

2‖f‖2∗θ, C4 = 2C3 + κ21,(5.6)

where C1 is given by (4.24) and κ1 is given by (5.3).

Proof. For any ε > 0 and θ ∈ Θ, the sesquilinear form

(5.7) B(v + z, ṽ + z̃) := ε−2aθ
(
Mθz,Mθz̃

)
+ bθ(v + z, ṽ + z̃

)
, v, ṽ ∈ V ⋆

θ , z, z̃ ∈ Z,

is bounded and coercive in the Hilbert space (V ⋆
θ +̇Z, (·, ·)θ) (see (5.1), (4.6) and (4.19)) and so problem

(5.4) is well-posed. Furthermore, setting ṽ = v and z̃ = z in (5.4) and utilising (5.1) gives B[v + z] ≤
‖f‖∗θ

√
2bθ[v + z] from which we can readily deduce

(5.8) B[v + z] ≤ 2‖f‖2∗θ, and ε−2aθ[Mθz] ≤ ‖f‖∗θ
√
2bθ[v + z] − bθ[v + z] ≤ 1

2‖f‖2∗θ.
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Proof of (5.5). Notice that the left-hand-side of (5.5) equals Aε,θ

[
uε,θ − (v+Mθz)

]
(see (2.5)) and that

Theorem 4.8, see (4.24), states Aε,θ

[
uε,θ − (vε,θ +Mθzε,θ)

]
≤ C1ε

2‖f‖2∗θ for vε,θ + zε,θ the solution to
(4.23). Thus, it remains to bound Aε,θ[rv +Mθrz ] where rv := vε,θ − v and rz := zε,θ − z. Subtracting
(5.4) from (4.23) for ṽ = rv and z̃ = rz gives

ε−2aθ[Mθrz ] + bθ (vε,θ +Mθzε,θ, rv + Mθrz) − bθ(v + z, rv + rz) = 〈f, Nθrz〉,

which upon further direct calculation (and noticing aθ[Mθrz ] = aθ[rv +Mθrz ]) yields

Aε,θ [rv +Mθrz ] = 〈f, Nθrz〉 − bθ (Nθz, rv +Mθrz) − bθ (v + z, Nθrz) .

From this identity, along with (5.3), Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and (2.2), we obtain

Aε,θ[rv +Mθrz] ≤ κ1

(
‖f‖∗θa1/2θ [Mθrz ] + a

1/2
θ [Mθz]b

1/2
θ [rv +Mθrz] + b

1/2
θ [v + z]a

1/2
θ [Mθrz ]

)

≤ ε κ1

(
‖f‖∗θA1/2

ε,θ [rv +Mθrz ] + B1/2[v + z]A
1/2
ε,θ [rv +Mθrz ]

)
.

(In the last inequality, along with the definitions (2.5) and (5.7) for Aε,θ and B respectively and the fact
that aθ [rv] = 0, discrete Cauchy-Schwarz inequality was also used.) This along with the first inequality
in (5.8) gives Aε,θ[rv+Mθrz ] ≤ 6κ21ε

2‖f‖2∗θ, and (5.5) follows via (4.24) and the triangle-type inequality.
Proof of (5.6). From (5.5) we only need showing bθ[Nθz] ≤ 1

2ε
2κ21‖f‖2∗θ and this follows from (5.3) and

the second inequality in (5.8).

5.2 Case of aθ with additional regularity

While (H3) was sufficient for removing Mθ from bθ and the right-hand-side (cf. problems (4.23) and
(5.4)), in general one cannot remove Mθ from aθ. However in the majority of examples, Section 7, aθ
has an additional regularity in θ which allows one to approximate aθ(Mθ · , Mθ ·) up to quadratic terms
in small θ and thereby further simplify problem (5.4).
In this subsection we assume that θ0 = 0 is an interior point of Θ, and aθ additionally satisfies the
following “differentiability” properties with respect to θ at θ = 0. There exist sesquilinear maps a′0 :
V0 ×H → Cn and a′′0 : V0 × V0 → Cn×n, i.e. vector-valued and matrix-valued maps respectively, such
that

(H4)

{ ∣∣aθ(v, u)− a′0(v, u) · θ
∣∣ ≤ Ka′ |θ|2 ‖v‖0 ‖u‖0, ∀v ∈ V0, ∀u ∈ H, ∀θ ∈ Θ;

∣∣aθ(v, ṽ)− a′′0 (v, ṽ)θ · θ
∣∣ ≤ Ka′′ |θ|3 ‖v‖0 ‖ṽ‖0, ∀v, ṽ ∈ V0, ∀θ ∈ Θ,

for some non-negative constantsKa′ ,Ka′′ . Notice that (H4) and (2.3) gives |a′0(v, u)·θ| ≤
(
La|θ|+Ka′ |θ|2

)
‖v‖0‖u‖0

for all θ ∈ Θ. Dividing this by |θ| and taking the limit θ → 0 yields

(5.9) |a′0(v, u) · θ| ≤ La|θ|‖v‖0‖u‖0, ∀v ∈ V0, ∀u ∈ H, ∀θ ∈ Rn.

Notice that the non-negativity of aθ implies a′0(v, ṽ) = 0, ∀v, ṽ ∈ V0.
We now demonstrate that assertion (H4) allows us to approximate Nθ near θ = 0 by some Nθ which is
linear in θ. To that end, in problem (4.4) defining Nθ, approximate aθ on its left hand side by a0 and
aθ on the right hand side according to (H4) by a′0(v0, w̃0) · θ. As a result, for each θ ∈ Rn, we define
Nθ : V0 →W0 so that Nθv for v ∈ V0 is a solution to

(5.10) a0(Nθv, w̃0) = − a′0(v, w̃0) · θ, ∀w̃0 ∈W0.

The unique solvability of (5.10) is ensured by (H1) and (5.9); in particular, one has

(5.11) ‖Nθv‖0 ≤ Laν0
−1|θ| ‖v‖0, ∀v ∈ V0.

As the right hand side of (5.10) is linear in θ, Nθv = θ ·Nv, where N : V0 → [W0]
n is a bounded linear

mapping. The following proposition establishes closeness of Nθ to Nθ for small θ.

Proposition 5.4. Assume (H1), (H4) and θ ∈ Θ, |θ| ≤ ν0/(2La). Then, the following inequality holds:

(5.12) ‖Nθv − Nθv‖0 ≤ κ2|θ|2 ‖v‖0, ∀v ∈ V0, with κ2 = ν−1
0

(
2L2

aν
−1
0 +Ka′

)
.
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Proof. For R = Nθv −Nθv ∈ W0, by (4.4) and (5.10) we compute

a0[R] = a0 (Nθv,R)− a0 (Nθv,R) = a0 (Nθv,R)− aθ (Nθv,R)− aθ(v,R) + a′0(v,R) · θ.

Now, (2.3) and (4.5) give |a0(Nθv,R) − aθ(Nθv,R)| ≤ 2L2
aν

−1
0 |θ|2‖v‖0‖R‖0, and the first inequality in

(H4) gives
∣∣aθ(v,R)− a′0(v,R) · θ

∣∣ ≤ Ka′ |θ|2 ‖v‖0‖R‖0. Therefore a0[R] ≤ ν0κ2|θ|2‖v‖0‖R‖0 which along
with (H1) gives (5.12).

Now, we are in a position to further approximate aθ (Mθv,Mθ ṽ) as entering the approximations in
e.g. Theorem 5.3, see (5.4). To that end, recalling first that Mθ = I + Nθ and applying (4.3) for
v0 = v and w0 = Nθṽ ∈ W0, and similarly for v0 = ṽ and w0 = Nθv, we observe that aθ (Mθv, Nθ ṽ) =
aθ (Nθv,Mθ ṽ) = 0, and hence via aθ(v, ṽ) = aθ (Mθv −Nθv, Mθ ṽ −Nθ ṽ),

(5.13) aθ(Mθv,Mθṽ) = aθ(v, ṽ) − aθ(Nθv,Nθ ṽ).

Now, according to (H4) approximate aθ(v, ṽ) by a
′′
0(v, ṽ)θ · θ, and aθ(Nθv,Nθ ṽ) by a0(Nθv,Nθ ṽ). As a

result, aθ(Mθv,Mθ ṽ) is approximated by the sesquilinear form ahθ : V0 × V0 → C, θ ∈ Rn, given by

(5.14) ahθ(v, ṽ) := a′′0(v, ṽ)θ · θ − a0(Nθv,Nθ ṽ) = a′′0(v, ṽ)θ · θ − a0
(
θ ·Nv, θ ·Nṽ

)
, ∀v, ṽ ∈ V0,

which is a quadratic form in θ. We call ahθ a “homogenised” form, for reasons to become clear later. The
following proposition establishes the closeness of this approximation, and a |θ|2-coercivity of ahθ on Z.

Proposition 5.5. Assume (H1)–(H4). Then, the following inequalities hold:

∣∣∣aθ(Mθv,Mθ ṽ) − ahθ (v, ṽ)
∣∣∣ ≤ κ3 |θ|3 ‖v‖0‖ṽ‖0, ∀v, ṽ ∈ V0, ∀θ ∈ Θ, |θ| < ν0/(2La);(5.15)

ahθ [z] ≥ ν⋆|θ|2 ‖z‖20, ∀z ∈ Z, ∀θ ∈ Rn,(5.16)

where κ3 = Ka′′ + ν0
−1LaKa′ + Laκ2, and ν⋆ is given in (5.2).

Proof of (5.15). From (5.13) and (5.14),

aθ(Mθv,Mθṽ)− ahθ (v, ṽ) =
[
aθ(v, ṽ)− a′′0(v, ṽ)θ · θ

]
+ [a0(Nθv,Nθṽ)− aθ(Nθv,Nθṽ)] .

Note that the second inequality in (H4) provides the desired estimate for the first bracketed term on the
right. Let us consider the second term: applying (5.10) and (4.4),

a0(Nθv,Nθṽ) − aθ(Nθv,Nθ ṽ) = − a′0(v,Nθṽ) · θ + aθ(v,Nθ ṽ) =

{
aθ (v,Nθṽ) − a′0 (v,Nθṽ) · θ

}
+ aθ (v,Nθ ṽ −Nθṽ) .

By the first inequality in (H4) and (5.11) we obtain

|aθ(v,Nθ ṽ)− a′0(v,Nθ ṽ) · θ| ≤ Ka′ |θ|2‖v‖0‖Nθṽ‖0 ≤ Laν0
−1Ka′ |θ|3‖v‖0‖ṽ‖0.

Also, by (2.3) and (5.12) we deduce that

|aθ(v,Nθ ṽ −Nθṽ)| ≤ La|θ|‖v‖0‖Nθṽ −Nθṽ‖0 ≤ Laκ2|θ|3‖v‖0‖ṽ‖0.

Combining the above estimates yields (5.15).
Proof of (5.16). For fixed z 6= 0, ahθ [z] as defined by (5.14) is quadratic in θ, and so for each fixed
“direction” θ|θ|−1 (θ 6= 0) the ratio ahθ [z]/

(
|θ|2‖z‖20

)
is independent of |θ|. Moreover, we recall that 0 in

an interior point of Θ. So to prove (5.16), for a chosen θ 6= 0 we bound the ratio via passing to the limit
as |θ| → 0 along the corresponding direction and successively using (5.15) and (5.2), as follows:

ahθ [z]

|θ|2‖z‖20
= lim

|θ|→0

ahθ [z]

|θ|2‖z‖20
= lim

|θ|→0

aθ[Mθz]

|θ|2‖z‖20
≥ lim

|θ|→0
ν⋆ = ν⋆.

Now, we are ready to further simplify approximate problem (5.4).
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Theorem 5.6. Assume (H1)–(H4) and let θ ∈ Θ, |θ| < r1 for r1 as in (5.1). Then, there exists a
unique solution vh + zh ∈ V ⋆

θ +̇Z to

(5.17) ε−2ahθ
(
zh, z̃

)
+ bθ

(
vh + zh, ṽ + z̃

)
= 〈f, ṽ + z̃〉 , ∀ ṽ + z̃ ∈ V ⋆

θ +̇Z.

Furthermore, vh + (I +Nθ)z
h approximates uε,θ, the solution to (2.4), in the following sense:

(5.18) ε−2aθ
[
uε,θ −

(
vh + (I +Nθ)z

h
) ]

+ bθ
[
uε,θ −

(
vh + (I +Nθ)z

h
) ]

≤ C5 ε
2 ‖f‖2∗θ,

for C5 = 3C4+3K4κ22ν
−2
⋆ + 3

2K
2L2

aν
−2
0 ν−1

⋆ +3K2κ23ν
−3
⋆ . Moreover, vh+zh approximates uε,θ as follows:

(5.19) bθ
[
uε,θ − (vh + zh)

]
≤ C6 ε

2 ‖f‖2∗θ, C6 = 2C4 + 2K2κ23ν
−3
⋆ .

Proof. Since ahθ is bounded (e.g. via (5.14), (H4) and (5.11)) and non-negative on Z (see Proposition
5.5), by arguing as in the beginning of the proof of Theorem 5.3, it follows that (5.17) is well-posed and

(5.20) ε−2ahθ [z
h] ≤ 1

2‖f‖2∗θ.

As a further preparation, we need a more refined estimate for zh rather than the one implied by e.g.
(5.20) with (5.16). To that end, we set in (5.17) z̃ = zh and ṽ = −PV ⋆

θ
zh, and note that ṽ+ z̃ = PW⋆

θ
zh

and (as for v ∈ V ⋆
θ and w ∈ W ⋆

θ , bθ(v, w) = (v, w)θ = 0) that bθ
(
vh + zh, PW⋆

θ
zh
)
= bθ

[
PW⋆

θ
zh
]
. This

gives

ε−2ahθ [z
h] + bθ[PW⋆

θ
zh] = 〈f, PW⋆

θ
zh〉 ≤ ‖f‖∗θ‖PW⋆

θ
zh‖θ ≤ ‖f‖∗θ ‖zh‖θ ≤ K‖f‖∗θ ‖zh‖0.

Along with (5.16) this yields

(5.21) ε−2|θ|2‖zh‖0 ≤ Kν⋆
−1‖f‖∗θ.

Proof of (5.18). With the aim of exploiting (5.6), decompose the argument in the square brackets on
left-hand-side of (5.18) in two slightly different ways as follows:

uε,θ −
(
vh + (I +Nθ)z

h
)

=
[
uε,θ − (v +Mθz)

]
+
[(
v − vh

)
+Mθ

(
z − zh

)]
+
(
Nθz

h −Nθz
h
)
=

[
uε,θ − (v + z)

]
+
[(
v − vh

)
+
(
z − zh

)]
− Nθz

h.

Applying e.g. a squared triangle inequality to the first of the above decompositions for the aθ-term on
the left-hand-side of (5.18) and to the second decomposition for the bθ-term results in bounding the
whole left-hand side of (5.18) from above by

3
(
ε−2aθ

[
uε,θ−(v+Mθz)

]
+bθ

[
uε,θ−(v+z)

])
+3B

[(
v − vh

)
+
(
z − zh

)]
+3ε−2aθ

[
Nθz

h−Nθz
h
]
+3bθ[Nθz

h],

where v + z solves (5.4) and B is given by (5.7). By (5.6) the first term is bounded by 3C4ε
2‖f‖2∗θ.

By (2.1), (5.12) and (5.21), the third term is bounded by 3K4κ22ν
−2
⋆ ε2‖f‖2∗θ. By (5.11), (5.16) and

(5.20), the last term is bounded by 3
2K

2L2
aν

−2
0 ν−1

⋆ ε2‖f‖2∗θ. So it remains to bound the second term. By
subtracting (5.17) from (5.4) (both with ṽ = v − vh and z̃ = z − zh) we deduce that

B
[
v − vh + z − zh

]
= ε−2ahθ (z

h, z − zh)− ε−2aθ(Mθz
h,Mθ(z − zh)).

Now, by sequentially applying (5.15), (5.2) and (5.21) we obtain

B
[
v − vh + z − zh

]
≤ ε−2|θ|3κ3‖zh‖0 ‖z − zh‖0 ≤ ε−2|θ|2κ3‖zh‖0 ν−1/2

⋆ a
1/2
θ

[
Mθ(z − zh)

]

≤ Kν
−3/2
⋆ κ3‖f‖∗θ a1/2θ

[
Mθ(z − zh)

]
≤ εKν

−3/2
⋆ κ3‖f‖∗θB1/2[v − vh + z − zh].

Thus

(5.22) B
[
v − vh + z − zh

]
≤ K2κ23ν

−3
⋆ ε2‖f‖2∗θ

and (5.18) follows by combining the above bounds.
Proof of (5.19). Since the left-hand-side of (5.19) is bounded by 2bθ

[
uε,θ−(v+z)

]
+2bθ

[
v+z−(vh+zh)

]

then the desired inequality immediately follows from (5.6) and (5.22).
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5.3 Case of continuous bθ

The last in our hierarchy of simplified problems, problem (5.17), has two main advantages: restriction
to a smaller subspace V ∗

θ +̇Z, and replacement of the singular form aθ by the “homogenised form” ahθ
which has a quadratic dependence on θ (as well as is restricted further to the defect subspace Z only).
The dependence of bθ on θ remains so far unspecified, however as we will later see, if it were possible to
approximate it for small θ by a θ-independent b0 that would provide significant additional benefits for
properties of the approximate problem. In particular, as we will see in Section 6, such an approximate
problem will motivate construction of an abstract version of a two-scale limit operator with important
further implications.
To that end, we make here the following additional assumption: Θ is connected, and bθ is Lipschitz
continuous at θ = 0 i.e. there exists Lb ≥ 0 such that

(H5)
∣∣bθ(v, ṽ) − b0(v, ṽ)

∣∣ ≤ Lb|θ| ‖v‖0 ‖ṽ‖θ, ∀v, ṽ ∈ V0, ∀ θ ∈ Θ.

First, we observe that (H5) implies existence of a transfer operator Eθ which plays an important role by
allowing to state the forthcoming approximate problem on θ-independent subspace V⋆+̇Z.

Lemma 5.7. Conditions (H2) and (H5) imply ∀θ ∈ Θ existence of a bijection Eθ : V⋆ → V ⋆
θ such that

bθ (Eθv, Eθṽ) = b0(v, ṽ), ∀v, ṽ ∈ V⋆,(5.23)

and
∣∣bθ(Eθv, z) − b0(v, z)

∣∣ ≤ Kb |θ| ‖v‖0 ‖z‖0, ∀v ∈ V⋆, ∀z ∈ Z,(5.24)

for some constant Kb ≥ 0 independent of θ.

In most of the relevant examples (Section 7), such a Eθ will be naturally identified. In its abstract form,
a proof of the lemma is given in the Appendix A. Notice that (5.24) is equivalent to

(5.25)
∣∣bθ(z, v′)− b0

(
z, E−1

θ v′
) ∣∣ ≤ Kb |θ| ‖v′‖θ‖z‖0, ∀v′ ∈ V ⋆

θ , ∀z ∈ Z.

Our aim is to simplify further the last approximate problem (5.17) by stating it on the θ-independent
subspace V⋆+̇Z instead of V ⋆

θ +̇Z, as well as approximating bθ by b0. The former can be achieved via
the above transfer operator Eθ by replacing in (5.17) vh and ṽ (both in V ⋆

θ ) by respectively Eθv and Eθṽ,
with both v and ṽ now in V⋆. For the latter, the hope is to use (H5). Properties (5.23) and (5.24) of
Eθ suggest that it can actually be dropped from the b0-term, but not from the right-hand side, see the
resulting simplified approximate problem (5.26) below. As a result, the following theorem providing an
approximation to the original problem (2.4) by the simplified problem holds, and is of special importance
to us.

Theorem 5.8. Assume (H1)–(H5) and consider f ∈ H∗, θ ∈ Θ, |θ| < r1 for r1 as in (5.1), and uε,θ
the solution to (2.4), and let Eθ : V⋆ → V ⋆

θ be as in Lemma 5.7 i.e. such that (5.23) and (5.24) hold.
Then, there exists a unique solution v + z ∈ V⋆+̇Z to

(5.26) ε−2ahθ(z, z̃) + b0(v + z, ṽ + z̃) = 〈f, Eθ ṽ + z̃〉 , ∀ ṽ + z̃ ∈ V⋆+̇Z ,

and, there exist constants C7 and C8, independent of ε, r1, θ and f , such that

ε−2aθ
[
uε,θ −

(
Eθv + (I +Nθ)z

)]
+ bθ

[
uε,θ −

(
Eθv + (I +Nθ)z

)]
≤ C7 ε

2‖f‖2∗θ;(5.27)

bθ
[
uε,θ − (Eθv + z)

]
≤ C8 ε

2‖f‖2∗θ.(5.28)

Proof. The method of proof is quite similar to that of Theorem 5.6, and so we will be slightly less
detailed. The assertions b0[·] = ‖ · ‖20 on V⋆+̇Z, (4.18), and the fact that ahθ is bounded and non-
negative on Z imply that the sesquilinear form given by the left-hand-side of (5.26) is bounded and
coercive on V⋆+̇Z and hence, as Eθ is clearly bounded, problem (5.26) is well-posed. Furthermore,
taking in (5.26) ṽ = v and z̃ = z, and using (5.16), (4.18) and (5.23), and denoting by C a positive
constant independent of θ, ε and f whose precise value may change from line to line, we first obtain(
ε−2|θ|2 + 1

)
‖z‖20 + ‖v‖20 ≤ C‖f‖∗θ (‖z‖0 + ‖v‖0). This immediately bounds ‖v‖20 and ‖z‖20 by C ‖f‖2∗θ,

and as a result so also ε−2|θ|2‖z‖20. We also obtain an additional estimate for z analogous to (5.21) by
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taking in (5.26) z̃ = z and ṽ = −PV⋆z, concluding that ε−4|θ|4‖z‖20 is also bounded by C ‖f‖2∗θ, cf. the
derivation of (5.21). Combining the above estimates, we obtain

(5.29)
(
ε−4|θ|4 + ε−2|θ|2 + 1

)
‖z‖20 + ‖v‖20 ≤ κ4‖f‖2∗θ,

with some κ4 > 0 independent of θ, ε and f . By Theorem 5.6 to prove both (5.27) and (5.28) we only
need bounding related difference terms:

(5.30) ε−2aθ
[
Nθ(z

h − z)
]
+ bθ

[
Nθ(z

h − z)
]
+ ε−2aθ

[
zh − z

]
+ bθ

[
vh + zh − (Eθv + z)

]
,

where vh + zh is the solution to (5.17). Now, (recalling ε < 1) by (5.11) and (5.16),

ε−2aθ
[
Nθ(z

h − z)
]
+ bθ[Nθ(z

h − z)] ≤ K2L2
aν

−2
0 ν−1

⋆ ε−2ahθ
[
zh − z

]
.

Next, (4.3), (5.15) and (4.5) first show that ε−2aθ
[
zh − z

]
= ε−2aθ

[
Mθ(z

h − z)
]
+ ε−2aθ

[
Nθ(z

h − z)
]

is bounded by a multiple of ε−2ahθ
[
zh − z

]
+ ε−2|θ|3

∥∥zh − z
∥∥2
0
+ ε−2|θ|2

∥∥zh − z
∥∥2
0
. Then, via |θ|3 ≤(

|θ|2 + |θ|4
)
/2 and bounding the resulting |θ|2-terms via the ahθ -term using (5.16), we conclude that

ε−2aθ
[
zh − z

]
is bounded by a multiple of

ε−2ahθ
[
zh − z

]
+ ε−2|θ|4

(
‖zh‖20 + ‖z‖20

)
.

Consequently, via (5.21) and (5.29), we appropriately bound (5.30) if we bound

(5.31) ε−2ahθ
[
zh − z

]
+ bθ

[
vh + zh − (Eθv + z)

]
.

To this end, we shall demonstrate that replacing in (5.17) vh + zh by Eθv + z produces a small error on
the right-hand side. For ṽ ∈ V ⋆

θ and z̃ ∈ Z, utilising (5.23), we deduce

bθ
(
Eθv + z, ṽ + z̃

)
= bθ

(
Eθv, EθE−1

θ ṽ
)
+ bθ

(
Eθv, z̃

)
+ bθ

(
z, ṽ + z̃

)

= b0
(
v, E−1

θ ṽ
)
+ bθ

(
Eθv, z̃

)
+ bθ

(
z, ṽ + z̃

)
= b0(v + z, E−1

θ ṽ + z̃) + J,

where J =
(
bθ(Eθv, z̃)− b0(v, z̃)

)
+
(
bθ(z, ṽ)− b0(z, E−1

θ ṽ)
)
+
(
bθ(z, z̃)− b0(z, z̃)

)
. Thus, via (5.26),

(5.32) ε−2ahθ(z, z̃) + bθ(Eθv + z, ṽ + z̃) = 〈f, ṽ + z̃〉 + J, ∀ (ṽ, z̃) ∈ V ⋆
θ × Z.

Note J is small. Indeed, (5.24), (5.25), (H5) and estimates (5.29) provide the following bound:

(5.33) |J | ≤ κ5ε‖f‖∗θ
(
ε−2|θ|2‖z̃‖20 + ‖ṽ‖20

)1/2
, ∀ṽ ∈ V ⋆

θ , ∀z̃ ∈ Z,

for some κ5 > 0 independent of θ, ε and f . Comparing (5.32) with (5.17) we conclude that

(5.34) ε−2ahθ
(
z − zh, z̃

)
+ bθ

(
Eθv + z − (vh + zh), ṽ + z̃

)
= J, ∀ (ṽ, z̃) ∈ V ⋆

θ × Z.

Finally, to bound (5.31), we can set in (5.34) z̃ = z − zh and ṽ = Eθv − vh, and then use (5.33) followed
by (5.16), (4.19) and (5.1).

We end this subsection by noting that one can produce a global in θ approximation to uε,θ by combining
an approximation for |θ| < r1, given by Theorem 5.3, 5.6 or 5.8, with the approximation vθ for |θ| ≥ r1
given by Theorem 4.8 (with 1/ν(r1) ≤ γ−1r−2

1 , cf. (H3)). However, it turns out that the solution v + z
to (5.26) is well-defined also when |θ| ≥ r1, and can be seen to still approximate uε,θ up to leading order.
Such global approximations will play a vital role for some of our subsequent constructions in Section 6,
as well as in some examples of Section 7. Following theorem holds.

Theorem 5.9. Assume (H1)–(H5) and consider f ∈ H∗, θ ∈ Θ, uε,θ the solution to (2.4). Then, there
exists a unique solution v + z ∈ V⋆+̇Z to (5.26), and there exist constants C9 and C10, independent of
ε, θ and f , such that

ε−2aθ
[
uε,θ −

(
Eθv + (I +Nθ)z

)]
+ bθ

[
uε,θ −

(
Eθv + (I +Nθ)z

)]
≤ C9 ε

2 ‖f‖2∗θ,(5.35)

bθ
[
uε,θ − (Eθv + z)

]
≤ C10 ε

2 ‖f‖2∗θ.(5.36)
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Proof. Due to Theorem 5.8 we only need to consider the case |θ| ≥ r1. Note that the well-posedness
of (5.26) and estimates (5.29) presented in the proof of Theorem 5.8 remain valid for all θ ∈ Θ. In
particular, for |θ| ≥ r1, (5.29) implies

(5.37) ‖z‖20 ≤ κ4r
−4
1 ε4‖f‖2∗θ,

and so to prove (5.35) and (5.36) we only need bounding the difference ε−2aθ[uε,θ −Eθv]+ bθ[uε,θ −Eθv].
Now by recalling Theorem 3.1 we see that it remains to bound the difference

ε−2aθ[vθ − Eθv] + bθ[vθ − Eθv] = bθ[vθ − Eθv],

where vθ ∈ Vθ = V ∗
θ solves (3.1). Setting z̃ = 0 in (5.26) and utilising (5.23) implies that Eθv ∈ V ⋆

θ solves

bθ(Eθv, ṽ) = 〈f, ṽ〉 − b0(z, E−1
θ ṽ), ∀ṽ ∈ V ⋆

θ .

Comparing this to (3.1) and using (5.37) implies bθ[vθ −Eθv] ≤ κ4r
−4
1 ε4‖f‖2∗θ, completing the proof.

5.4 A strengthening of condition (H1)

In conclusion of this section, we provide a sufficient condition for (H1) which on the one hand is quite
simple to verify for a broad class of examples, and on the other hand assures an important additional
property of finite dimensionality of the defect subspace Z. The latter provides a substantial further
simplification, as the singular form ahθ [z] that appears in the approximate problem (5.17) can then be
represented as a finite dimensional matrix (the homogenised matrix).
Recall (H1′) from Remark 2.2, that is there exists C > 0 and a non-negative sesquilinear form c, ‖ · ‖θ-
compact4 for all θ ∈ Θ, such that

(H1′) ‖w‖2θ ≤ Caθ[w] + c[w], ∀w ∈Wθ, ∀θ ∈ Θ.

The next result follows from standard arguments that we present here for the reader’s convenience.

Proposition 5.10. Assertion (H1′) implies (H1).

Proof. Suppose (H1) does not hold for some θ ∈ Θ. Then there exists a sequence wn ∈ Wθ such that
aθ[wn] <

1
n‖wn‖2θ. Notice that (H1′) implies c[wn] > 0 for n > C, so we can assume c[wn] = 1. Then

(H1′) implies wn is bounded in H . Consequently, up to a discarded subsequence, limn c[wn − u] = 0 for
some u ∈ H . Moreover (possibly up to another subsequence) wn weakly converges to some w ∈ H . The
‖ · ‖θ-compactness of c implies that c is bounded in H (i.e. c[u] ≤ C′‖u‖2θ, ∀u ∈ H , for some C′ > 0).
Hence, ∀ ũ ∈ H , c(u−w, ũ) = limn c(wn −w, ũ)− limn c(wn − u, ũ) = 0, and so c[u−w] = 0. Therefore
c[w] = c[u] = limn c[wn] = 1. We now demonstrate that w ∈ Wθ ∩ Vθ = {0} which contradicts the fact
c[w] = 1. Clearly w ∈ Wθ since Wθ is weakly closed (being an orthogonal complement). On the other
hand, since aθ is non-negative and bounded in H (see (2.2)) it is clearly weakly lower semi-continuous,
and therefore, aθ[w] ≤ lim infn aθ[wn] =0, i.e. w ∈ Vθ. The proof is complete.

One advantage of (H1′) is that it provides a direct means to verify (H1). We finally turn the other
important implication of (H1′), the finite dimensionality of the defect subspace Z.

Proposition 5.11. Assume (H1′) and (H2). Then any space Z satisfying (4.16)-(4.17) is finite dimen-
sional.

Proof. To prove Z is finite dimensional we show first that since c is ‖ · ‖0-compact it is sufficient to prove
that there exists some 0 6= θ ∈ Θ and κ > 0, such that

(5.38) ‖z‖20 ≤ κ c
[
PW⋆

θ
z
]
, ∀z ∈ Z.

Indeed, for a bounded sequence {zn} in Z, {wn} :=
{
PW⋆

θ
zn
}
is also bounded. Hence (up to a subse-

quence) c[wn − u] → 0 for some u ∈ H , and so c[wn − wm] → 0 as m,n → ∞. Then (5.38) implies

4A form c is ‖·‖θ-compact if every sequence {un}, bounded in ‖·‖θ , has a convergent subsequence {unk} with respect to
c, i.e. c [unk − u] → 0 as k → ∞ for some u. Notice that, by the uniform equivalence of the norms ‖ · ‖θ , then compactness
need only be established for one θ to hold for all θ.
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{zn} is a Cauchy sequence and hence zn → z ∈ Z. So every bounded sequence in Z has a convergent
subsequence and hence Z must be finite-dimensional.
Let us now show (5.38). Fixing z ∈ Z, for small enough θ ∈ Θ\{0}, by (4.19) for v⋆θ = −PV ⋆

θ
z and

w0 = 0, (2.1) and (H1′), we obtain

(5.39) 1
3 (1−KZ)‖z‖20 ≤

∥∥PW⋆
θ
z
∥∥2
0

≤ K2
∥∥PW⋆

θ
z
∥∥2
θ

≤ K2
(
Caθ[z] + c[PW⋆

θ
z]
)
.

Now it remains to note that (2.3) gives aθ[z] ≤ La|θ| ‖z‖20. Hence, for small enough θ, (5.39) implies
(5.38).

6 Approximations with uniform error estimates for related op-
erators and their spectra

In this section, we develop certain approximations for general classes of self-adjoint operators generated
by the forms Aε,θ = ε−2aθ + bθ and for their spectra, with uniform in θ ∈ Θ error estimates as ε→ 0.
An abstract setup for wide classes of examples, see Section 7, is as follows. Let H be a complex separable
Hilbert space with a family of uniformly equivalent inner products dθ for each θ ∈ Θ, i.e.

(6.1) dθ1 [u] ≤ Kd dθ2 [u], ∀u ∈ H, ∀θ1, θ2 ∈ Θ, for some Kd > 0.

Assume that H is a compactly embedded5 dense subset of H. Furthermore, we assume that

(6.2) dθ[u] ≤ bθ[u], ∀u ∈ H, ∀θ ∈ Θ.

Consider the self-adjoint operator Lε,θ in H with inner product dθ, generated according to the standard
Friedrichs extension procedure by the (non-negative, closed, densely-defined) sesquilinear form Aε,θ with
the form domain H . Note that Lε,θ has compact resolvent and therefore has a discrete spectrum which

consists of the sequence of positive real eigenvalues {λ(k)ε,θ}k∈N (which may accumulate only at infinity if
H is infinite-dimensional) labelled in ascending order and repeated according to multiplicity:

1 ≤ λ
(1)
ε,θ ≤ λ

(2)
ε,θ ≤ . . . ≤ λ

(k)
ε,θ ≤ λ

(k+1)
ε,θ ≤ . . .

In this section we provide approximations to the operators Lε,θ with corresponding quantitative asymp-

totic approximations for the eigenvalues λ
(k)
ε,θ , for small ε > 0, that are uniform in θ ∈ Θ.

Throughout this section we use the following notation. For a linear subset U of H, U denotes the closure
of U in H and Pθ

U
is the orthogonal projection onto U with respect to dθ. Where appropriate, we use

the notation (V , d) to denote the Hilbert space formed by equipping the vector space V with the inner
product d. We denote the spectrum of a linear operator L by SpL.

6.1 The case of continuous Vθ

In this subsection we suppose that the assumption of Theorem 3.1 holds. Consider original problem (2.4)
with the functional f given by

(6.3) 〈f, ũ〉 := dθ (g, ũ) , ∀ũ ∈ H,

for any g ∈ H. Notice that by (6.2) f ∈ H∗, and the solution uε,θ to (2.4) is in the domain domLε,θ ⊂ H
of operator Lε,θ and Lε,θuε,θ = g. Then Theorem 3.1, in particular (3.8), along with (6.2), (6.3) and
(3.3), for the solution vθ of the approximate problem (3.1), imply

(6.4) dθ[uε,θ − vθ] ≤ ‖uε,θ − vθ‖2θ ≤ ε4ν−2‖f‖2∗θ ≤ ε4 ν−2dθ[g], ∀θ ∈ Θ.

Let us give an operator-theoretic interpretation of (6.4). Let Bθ be the self-adjoint operator in Hilbert
space (Vθ , dθ), generated by the closed positive sesquilinear form bθ with form domain Vθ. In particular,

(6.5) dθ (Bθv, ṽ) = bθ (v, ṽ) , ∀v ∈ domBθ, ∀ṽ ∈ Vθ,

5That is, for any sequence {un} ∈ H ⊂ H with bounded ‖un‖θ , up to a subsequence, dθ [un − u] → 0 for some u ∈ H.

20



where domBθ ⊂ Vθ is the domain of Bθ. Then, via (6.3) and (6.5), the approximate problem (3.1) can
be rewritten as Bθvθ = Pθ

Vθ
g, and so (6.4) can equivalently be re-stated as the following norm-operator

estimate:

(6.6)
∥∥∥L−1

ε,θ − B−1
θ Pθ

Vθ

∥∥∥
(H,dθ)→(H,dθ)

≤ ε2 ν−1.

Next we observe that B−1
θ Pθ

Vθ
is compact, non-negative and self-adjoint in (H, dθ). Therefore, the

spectrum of B−1
θ Pθ

Vθ
consists of real non-negative eigenvalues with only a possible accumulation point

at zero. Let us put these eigenvalues in descending order:

α
(1)
θ ≥ α

(2)
θ ≥ α

(3)
θ ≥ . . .

(Here we are assuming for definiteness that dim H = ∞.) Now, the key standard step is in noticing that
the operator estimate (6.6) implies similar estimates for the spectra via the min-max principle (see e.g.
[48]). Namely, uniformly for all k ∈ N and θ ∈ Θ,

(6.7)
∣∣1/λ(k)ε,θ − α

(k)
θ

∣∣ ≤ ε2ν−1.

Finally, we notice that all non-zero eigenvalues of B−1
θ Pθ

Vθ
are the inverses of the eigenvalues of Bθ

and vice versa. Therefore we have the following relations between the eigenvalues {µ(k)
θ } of Bθ and the

eigenvalues λ
(k)
ε,θ of Lε,θ:

(6.8)
∣∣∣1/λ(k)ε,θ − 1/µ

(k)
θ

∣∣∣ ≤ ε2ν−1, ∀k ∈ N, ∀θ ∈ Θ, if dimVθ = ∞,

or

(6.9)
∣∣∣1/λ(k)ε,θ−1/µ

(k)
θ

∣∣∣ ≤ ε2ν−1,
∣∣∣1/λ(p)ε,θ

∣∣∣ ≤ ε2ν−1, ∀k ≤ N, ∀p ≥ N+1, ∀θ ∈ Θ, if dimVθ = N .

Inequalities (6.6), (6.8) and (6.9) provide the desired estimates on the closeness for small ε of the “resol-
vents” and of the spectra of the exact and approximate operators, Lε,θ and Bθ respectively, uniform in
θ.

6.2 The case of discontinuous Vθ with removable singularities

Here, we suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 5.6 hold, establishing the closeness of the solution
uε,θ to the original problem (2.4) to the solution vh + zh ∈ V ⋆

θ +̇Z to the approximate problem (5.17).
We shall follow the pattern of the previous subsection, aiming first at recasting (5.17) in an operator
form. To that end, for θ ∈ Θ, |θ| < r1, define on V ⋆

θ +̇Z an inner product s by

(6.10) s(v + z, ṽ + z̃) := ε−2ahθ(z, z̃) + bθ(v + z, ṽ + z̃), ∀v, ṽ ∈ V ⋆
θ , ∀z, z̃ ∈ Z.

As follows for example from (5.1) and (5.16), V ⋆
θ +̇Z endowed with the inner product s is a Hilbert space

that is continuously embedded inH and therefore compactly embedded inH; we denote this Hilbert space

by H. Set Hθ :=
(
V ⋆
θ +̇Z, dθ

)
and let Lε,θ : domLε,θ → Hθ be the self-adjoint operator in H generated

by the closed positive sesquilinear form s with the form domain V ⋆
θ +̇Z. The spectrum of Lε,θ consists

of positive isolated eigenvalues (which may only accumulate at infinity if V ⋆
θ +̇Z is infinite-dimensional).

Consider problem (2.4) with functional f given by (6.3). Then, for the solution to the approximate
problem (5.17), vh + zh = L−1

ε,θ Pθ
Hθ
g. By Theorem 5.6 (see (5.19)) and (6.2) one has

dθ
[
uε,θ − (vh + zh)

]
≤ C6 ε

2dθ[g],

which can be rewritten in the operator language as

(6.11)
∥∥∥L−1

ε,θ − L−1
ε,θPθ

Hθ

∥∥∥
(H,dθ)→(H,dθ)

≤ C
1/2
6 ε,

where L−1
ε,θ Pθ

Hθ
is a self-adjoint operator in (H, dθ). Arguing then as in the previous subsection we arrive

at the following result.
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Theorem 6.1. Assume (H1)–(H4). Let {λ(k)ε,θ}k∈N and {Λ(k)
ε,θ}k∈N be the eigenvalues of the operators

Lε,θ and Lε,θ respectively. Then

∣∣∣1/λ(k)ε,θ − 1/Λ
(k)
ε,θ

∣∣∣ ≤ C
1/2
6 ε, ∀k ∈ N, ∀ θ ∈ Θ, |θ| < r1, if dim

(
V ⋆
θ +̇Z

)
= ∞,

or
∣∣∣1/λ(k)ε,θ − 1/Λ

(k)
ε,θ

∣∣∣ ≤ C
1/2
6 ε,

∣∣∣1/λ(p)ε,θ

∣∣∣ ≤ C
1/2
6 ε, ∀k ≤ N, ∀p ≥ N + 1, ∀θ ∈ Θ, |θ| < r1, if dim

(
V ⋆
θ +̇Z

)
= N.

Remark 6.2. The approximations for the eigenvalues of Lε,θ given by Theorem 6.1 for |θ| < r1 can be
combined with the results of Section 6.1 for |θ| ≥ r1. Indeed, under (H2)–(H3), the estimates (6.8) and
(6.9) hold for |θ| ≥ r1 > 0 with ν replaced by γr21 (as seen directly from the proof of Theorem 4.8 for
ν(r1) = γr21 as implied by (H3)).

6.3 The case of Lipschitz continuous bθ

Let us now suppose the assumptions of Theorem 5.9 hold, establishing the closeness of the solution uε,θ
of the original problem (2.4) to the approximations based on the solution v+z ∈ V⋆ +̇Z of the simplified
problem (5.26). With the aim of rewriting (a further approximation to) (5.26) and the resulting estimate
(5.36) in an operator form, notice first that the left-hand side of (5.26) has the following important
self-similarity property: since ahθ is quadratic in θ and b0 is θ-independent, it depends on ε and θ only
via θ/ε =: ξ and in particular ε−2ahθ = ahξ . For each ξ ∈ Rn, let Lξ be the self-adjoint operator in

H0 =
(
V⋆ +̇Z, d0

)
generated by the following inner product on V⋆ +̇Z:

(6.12) Sξ(v + z, ṽ + z̃) := ahξ (z, z̃) + b0(v + z, ṽ + z̃), ∀v + z, ṽ + z̃ ∈ V⋆ +̇Z.

Similarly to the previous subsections, for any ξ ∈ Rn, Lξ has a compact resolvent and hence a discrete
positive spectrum which can only accumulate at infinity.
In addition, let us suppose that Eθ (that satisfies (5.23)–(5.24)) and dθ also satisfy

(H6)
Eθ extends to a bijection in H such that dθ (Eθu, Eθũ) = d0(u, ũ), ∀u, ũ ∈ H, θ ∈ Θ,

E0 = I and
∥∥ Eθ1 − Eθ2

∥∥
(H,d0)→(H,dθ1

)
≤ Ke |θ1 − θ2|, ∀θ1, θ2 ∈ Θ, for some Ke > 0.

Remark 6.3. Assumption (H6) appears to be restrictive but, as we will see, this condition often trivially
holds in examples, Section 7.

Let the right-hand-sides of (2.4) be again given by (6.3). Aiming at recasting (5.36) in an operator
form, we observe that this is prevented by the presence of the transfer operator Eθ, in both (5.36) and
in the right-hand side of (5.26), in the “v-terms” but not in the “z-terms”. As we will see, this can be
rectified by replacing z̃ on the right-hand side of (5.26) by Eθ z̃ as well as z in (5.36) by Eθz. On the
one hand, as we will see, this introduces a small additional error in (5.36), but on the other hand allows
to express the amended approximation Eθ(v + z) in an operator form. Indeed, v + z now solves the
amended (5.26) which via (6.12) and (H6) reads Sθ/ε(v+ z, ṽ+ z̃) = dθ

(
g, Eθ(ṽ+ z̃)

)
= d0

(
E−1
θ g, ṽ+ z̃

)
.

Hence Eθ(v + z) = EθL−1
θ/εP0

H0
E−1
θ g. Notice that (H6) implies that E−1

θ is the adjoint of Eθ when the

latter is considered as a (unitary) map from (H, d0) to (H, dθ), so the emerging operator EθL−1
θ/εP0

H0
E−1
θ

is self-adjoint and non-negative in (H, dθ). As a result, the following theorem holds.

Theorem 6.4. Assume (H1)–(H6). For all θ ∈ Θ and 0 < ε < 1 one has:

∥∥∥L−1
ε,θ − Eθ L−1

θ/εP0
H0

E−1
θ

∥∥∥
(H,dθ)→(H,dθ)

≤ C11 ε, C11 = C
1/2
10 +

1

2
Keν

−1/2
⋆

(
1 +

(
1+K2

2(1−KZ)

)1/2)
.

Proof. Estimate (5.36) of Theorem 5.9 informs us via (6.2) that dθ
[
L−1
ε,θg−(Eθv+z)

]
≤ C10ε

2dθ[g], where

v + z is the solution to (5.26) with functional (6.3). It remains to bound
(
Eθv + z

)
− EθL−1

θ/εP0
H0

E−1
θ g.

Let v1 + z1 = L−1
θ/εP0

H0
E−1
θ g, that is (see (6.12) and (H6)) v1 + z1 ∈ V⋆+̇Z solves

(6.13) ε−2ahθ(z1, z̃) + b0(v1 + z1, ṽ + z̃) = dθ
(
g, Eθ(ṽ + z̃)

)
, ∀ ṽ + z̃ ∈ V⋆+̇Z.
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Then

(6.14)
(
Eθv + z

)
− EθL−1

θ/εP0
H0

E−1
θ g = Eθv + z − Eθ(v1 + z1) = (I − Eθ)z + Eθ

(
v + z − (v1 + z1)

)
.

Let us bound dθ
[
(I−Eθ)z

]
. By (4.17) one has 2 (1−KZ)

(
b0[v]+ b0[z]

)
≤ b0[v+z] which combined with

(6.2), (2.1), (5.16), (5.26) and (H6) gives

ν⋆ε
−2|θ|2d0[z] + 2 (1−KZ)

(
d0[v] +K−2dθ[z]

)
≤ ε−2ahθ [z] + b0[v + z] = dθ(g, Eθv + z)

≤ d
1/2
θ [g]

(
d
1/2
θ [Eθv] + d

1/2
θ [z]

)
= d

1/2
θ [g]

(
d
1/2
0 [v] + d

1/2
θ [z]

)

≤ 1
8 (1−KZ)

−1 (
1 +K2

)
dθ[g] + 2 (1−KZ)

(
d0[v] + K−2dθ[z]

)
.

Thus ν⋆ε
−2|θ|2d0[z] ≤ 1

8 (1−KZ)
−1

(1 +K2)dθ[g] and therefore, via (H6), one has

dθ[(I − Eθ)z] ≤ K2
e |θ|2d0[z] ≤ 1

8K
2
eν

−1
⋆ (1−KZ)

−1(1 +K2)ε2dθ[g].

It remains to bound the last term in (6.14) via dθ[g]. By (H6) it is equivalent to bounding d0 [v + z − (v1 + z1)].
Subtracting (6.13) from (5.26) (with f from (6.3), ṽ = v − v1 and z̃ = z − z1) and utilising (H6), (6.2)
and (5.16) gives

ε−2ahθ [z − z1] + b0 [v + z − (v1 + z1)] = dθ
(
g, (I − Eθ)(z − z1)

)
≤

d
1/2
θ [g]Ke|θ| d1/20 [z − z1] ≤ Ke ν

−1/2
⋆ d

1/2
θ [g]

(
ahθ [z − z1]

)1/2
.

Therefore b0 [v + z − (v1 + z1)] ≤ 1
4ν

−1
⋆ K2

e ε
2 dθ[g] and so d0 [v + z − (v1 + z1)] ≤ 1

4ν
−1
⋆ K2

e ε
2dθ[g]. Ap-

plying finally the triangle inequality completes the proof.

Theorem 6.4, together with the fact that Eθ : (H, d0) → (H, dθ) is unitary by (H6), provides the following
analogue of Theorem 6.1:

Theorem 6.5. Assume (H1)–(H6). Let {λ(k)ε,θ}k∈N and {λ(k)ξ }k∈N be the eigenvalues of the operators
Lε,θ and Lξ respectively. Then, for some C11 > 0 independent of ε and θ,

(6.15)
∣∣∣1/λ(k)ε,θ − 1/λ

(k)
θ/ε

∣∣∣ ≤ C11 ε, ∀k ∈ N, ∀θ ∈ Θ, if dim
(
V⋆ +̇Z

)
= ∞,

or
(6.16)∣∣∣1/λ(k)ε,θ − 1/λ

(k)
θ/ε

∣∣∣ ≤ C11ε,
∣∣∣1/λ(p)ε,θ

∣∣∣ ≤ C11ε, ∀k ≤ N, ∀p ≥ N + 1, ∀θ ∈ Θ, if dim
(
V⋆+̇Z

)
= N.

We next aim at approximating the collective spectrum
⋃

θ∈Θ SpLε,θ =: Spε. The importance of Spε is
due to the fact that in many examples (Section 7) operators Lε,θ, θ ∈ Θ, serve as fibers in a decom-
position of an (appropriately transformed) original operator whose spectrum of interest is (the closure
of) Spε. Theorem 6.5 provides one approximation to Spε, however, this approximation still depends on
the parameter ε. We will now rectify this to produce an important ε-independent approximation of the
above collective spectrum.

Theorem 6.6. Assume (H1)–(H6). Then

(6.17) dists

( ⋃

θ∈Θ

SpL−1
ε,θ ∪ {0},

⋃

ξ∈Rn

SpL−1
ξ ∪ {0}

)
≤ C12 ε,

where for non-empty X,Y ⊂ R, dists(X,Y ) := max
(
supx∈X dist(x, Y ), supy∈Y dist(y,X)

)
is the sym-

metric Hausdorff distance and C12 is a positive constant independent of ε.

Before proving the theorem, we state its corollary providing an ε-independent approximation of the set⋃
θ∈Θ SpLε,θ in any finite interval.
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Corollary 6.7. For every interval [a, b] ⊂ (−∞,∞) one has

(6.18) d[a,b]

( ⋃

θ∈Θ

SpLε,θ,
⋃

ξ∈Rn

SpLξ

)
≤ Cb ε, ∀ 0 < ε < 1,

with a constant Cb independent of ε and a. In (6.18), d[a,b](X,Y ) := max
(
dist([a, b]∩X,Y ), dist([a, b]∩

Y,X)
)
where dist(X,Y ) := supx∈X dist(x, Y ) is the (non-symmetric) distance, and we adopt the con-

vention that dist(∅, A) = dist(A, ∅) = 0 for any set A. In particular, this can be interpreted as that⋃
θ∈Θ SpLε,θ converges when ε → 0 to

⋃
ξ∈Rn SpLξ in the Fell topology (see e.g. [6, p. 142]), with a

“rate” specified by (6.18).

Proof. Since, for any θ ∈ Θ and ξ ∈ Rn, SpLε,θ ∪ SpLξ ⊂ [1,∞), for b < 1 the left-hand side of (6.18)
vanishes and so we can set Cb = 0 for b < 1. Let b ≥ 1, and let for some θ ∈ Θ, 0 < ε < 1 and k ∈ N,

1 ≤ λ := λ
(k)
ε,θ ∈ [a, b] ∩ SpLε,θ. (The case of λ := λ

(k)
ξ ∈ [a, b] ∩ SpLξ, ξ ∈ Rn, is considered in a similar

way.) Then, by (6.17), either 1/λ ≤ C12 ε or for some ξ ∈ Rn and l ∈ N,
∣∣1/λ − 1/µ

∣∣ ≤ 2C12 ε where

µ := λ
(l)
ξ ≥ 1. Assuming first the latter,

|λ− µ| =
∣∣λ−1 − µ−1

∣∣λµ ≤ 2C12 ε b
(
|λ− µ| + b

)
.

Therefore, if ε < min
{
1, (4C12b)

−1
}
=: εb then 2C12 εb < 1/2 and it follows that |λ − µ| ≤ 4C12b

2ε.
Notice that, as λ ≤ b, the former case (1/λ ≤ C12ε) is not possible for ε < εb. On the other hand, if ε ≥ εb,

we notice that as V0 6= {0}, λ(1)0 < +∞. (Similarly, from the variational principle, λ
(1)
ε,0 ≤ λ

(1)
0 < +∞.)

So, taking instead µ = λ
(1)
0 (similarly, µ = λ

(1)
ε,0),

|λ− µ| ≤ max
{
b, λ

(1)
0

}
≤ max

{
b, λ

(1)
0

}
ε−1
b ε.

So it would suffice, for b ≥ 1, to take Cb = max
{
b, λ

(1)
0

}
ε−1
b = max

{
b, λ

(1)
0

}
max {4C12b, 1} ≥ 4C12b

2.

Proof of Theorem 6.6. Note that (6.17) follows if we establish that:

for every lε ∈
⋃

θ∈Θ

SpL−1
ε,θ ∪ {0} there exists l0 ∈

⋃

ξ∈Rn

SpL−1
ξ ∪ {0} such that |lε − l0| ≤ C12ε;(6.19)

for every l0 ∈
⋃

ξ∈Rn

SpL−1
ξ ∪ {0} there exists lε ∈

⋃

θ∈Θ

SpL−1
ε,θ ∪ {0} such that |l0 − lε| ≤ C12ε.(6.20)

Now Theorem 6.5 implies (6.19) and additionally implies (6.20) for all l0 ∈ ⋃
ξ∈ε−1Θ SpL−1

ξ ∪ {0}.
Therefore, in order to establish (6.20) it remains to consider arbitrary l0 ∈ SpL−1

ξ , ξ ∈ Rn\ε−1Θ.

Recalling that θ = 0 is assumed to be an interior point of Θ, let 0 < ε < 1 and let ξ ∈ Rn\ε−1Θ i.e.
|ξ| > ε−1R where R > 0 is radius of the largest closed ball centred at the origin that is contained in Θ.
So, for small ε, we are interested in approximating the spectrum SpL−1

ξ for large |ξ|.
The plan is first to use for such a case of L−1

ξ with a large |ξ| the methods and results of Section

6.1, regarding ε̃ = |ξ|−1 as a small parameter. As a result, we will see that the spectrum of L−1
ξ

is approximated by that of an operator whose spectrum is identical to the one of another operator
approximating in turn L−1

ε,θ .

To that end, for any ξ ∈ Rn\{0}, introduce “wiggled” objects as follows. Let ε̃ := |ξ|−1 and θ̃ := ξ/|ξ|,
and so ξ = θ̃/ε̃ with ε̃ > 0 and θ̃ ∈ Θ̃ = Sn−1 the unit sphere in Rn centered at the origin. We also set

(6.21) H̃ = V⋆+̇Z, Ãε̃,θ̃[v + z] := ε̃−2 ah
θ̃
[z] + b0[v + z] = Sθ̃/ε̃[v + z] = Sξ[v + z], θ̃ ∈ Θ̃,

i.e., for any θ̃ ∈ Θ̃, we set ãθ̃(v+z, ṽ+ z̃) = ah
θ̃
(z, z̃), b̃θ̃(v+z, ṽ+ z̃) = b0(v+z, ṽ+ z̃), with respective inner

product (v+z, ṽ+ z̃)θ̃ = ah
θ̃
(z, z̃)+b0(v+z, ṽ+ z̃). Then Ṽθ̃ = V⋆ and W̃θ̃ =

{
v+z ∈ V⋆+̇Z

∣∣ b0(v+z, ṽ) =
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0, ∀ṽ ∈ V⋆
}
. Now we notice that for the above wiggled objects all the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 hold.

In particular, (3.6) can be seen to hold as follows. For θ̃ ∈ Θ̃ and w = v + z ∈ W̃θ̃, via (5.16),

ah
θ̃
[z] ≥ ν⋆ ‖z‖20 = ν⋆ b0[z] = ν⋆ b0

[
(v + z)− v

]
≥ ν⋆ b0[v + z].

(In the last inequality we used that w = v + z and v are orthogonal with respect to b0.) As a result, for
any 0 < ν̃ < 1,

ãθ̃[w] = ah
θ̃
[z] ≥ ν̃ ah

θ̃
[z] + (1− ν̃) ν⋆ b0[v + z].

Hence choosing ν̃ so that ν̃ = (1− ν̃) ν⋆, i.e. ν̃ := ν⋆/(1 + ν⋆), implies

ãθ̃[w] ≥ ν̃
(
ah
θ̃
[z] + b0[v + z]

)
= ν̃ ‖w‖2

θ̃
,

and therefore (3.6) holds with ν = ν̃.

Next, for the assumptions of Section 6.1, we set H̃ := V⋆+̇Z with dθ̃ = d0, ∀θ ∈ Θ. So L̃ε̃,θ̃ is the

self-adjoint operator in
(
V⋆+̇Z, d0

)
generated by Ãε̃,θ̃ with form domain V⋆+̇Z. Further, B̃θ̃ becomes

in this setting the θ̃-independent self-adjoint operator B in
(
V⋆, d0

)
generated by b0 with form domain

V⋆, i.e. (cf. (6.5)),

(6.22) d0(Bv, ṽ) = b0(v, ṽ), ∀v ∈ domB ⊂ V⋆, ∀ṽ ∈ V⋆.

Recall that Theorem 3.1 holds for all ε > 0 (see Remark 3.2), and hence so are the results of Section 6.1.
Consequently, via (6.8)–(6.9), we have

(6.23) dists

(
Sp L̃−1

ε̃,θ̃
∪ {0} , SpB−1 ∪ {0}

)
≤ ε̃2 ν̃−1, ∀ ε̃ > 0, ∀ θ̃ ∈ Sn−1.

Notice that, see (6.21), L−1
ξ = L̃−1

ε̃,θ̃
, and therefore (6.23) implies

(6.24) dists

(
SpL−1

ξ ∪ {0} , SpB−1 ∪ {0}
)

≤ |ξ|−2ν̃−1, ∀ξ ∈ Rn\{0}.

In particular, for every l0 ∈ SpL−1
ξ , ξ ∈ Rn\ε−1Θ (hence |ξ| > ε−1R), there exists µ ∈ SpB−1 ∪ {0}

such that

(6.25) | l0 − µ | ≤ |ξ|−2 ν̃−1 < ε2R−2 ν̃−1.

On the other hand, from (6.5) and (6.22) we observe via (5.23) and (H6) that, for every θ ∈ Θ\{0},
B−1

θ = EθB−1E−1
θ and thus SpB−1

θ = SpB−1. Consequently, Remark 6.2 implies that for the above
µ ∈ SpB−1 ∪ {0} = SpB−1

θ ∪ {0} with any chosen θ ∈ Θ with |θ| = R, there exists lε ∈ SpL−1
ε,θ ∪ {0},

such that

(6.26) |µ − lε | ≤ ε2γ−1R−2.

Thus, (6.25) and (6.26) imply that (6.20) holds for l0 ∈ ⋃ξ/∈ε−1Θ SpL−1
ξ and the proof is complete.

6.4 Characterisation of the limit collective spectrum
⋃

ξ∈Rn SpLξ

As Corollary 6.7 provides an approximation of the collective spectrum for the original problem
⋃

θ∈Θ SpLε,θ

in terms of the “limit collective spectrum”
⋃

ξ∈Rn SpLξ, we aim here at characterising the latter limit
spectrum.
If λ is an eigenvalue of Lξ with some eigenvector 0 6= v+ z ∈ V⋆+̇Z, then by (6.12) the spectral problem
reads

(6.27) Sξ(v + z, ṽ + z̃) = ahξ (z, z̃) + b0(v + z, ṽ + z̃) = λ d0(v + z, ṽ + z̃), ∀ ṽ + z̃ ∈ V⋆+̇Z.

For deriving useful expressions for the above eigenvalues λ, it would help if it were possible to eliminate
v from (6.27) by expressing it in terms of a self-adjoint operator acting on z. This is prevented by the
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coupling terms b0(z, ṽ) and d0(z, ṽ), and we aim at overcoming this by first showing that the defect
subspace Z (satisfying (4.16) and (4.17)) can always be chosen so that

(6.28) b0(z, v⋆) = d0(z, v⋆), ∀z ∈ Z, ∀v⋆ ∈ V⋆.

In most of the specific examples, Section 7, (6.28) naturally holds. In our general abstract setting, we
show that (6.28) can always be achieved by selecting Z appropriately. With this aim, we assume without
loss of generality that

(6.29) d0[v0] ≤ Md b0[v0], ∀v0 ∈ V0 = V⋆+̇Z, 0 < Md < 1.

(This is a small strengthening of (6.2) for θ = 0, which can always be achieved by re-defining dθ
via multiplying it by any positive constant factor smaller than 1, with corresponding rescaling of the
spectrum.)
Aiming at (6.28), let first Z ′ be the orthogonal complement of V⋆ in V0 (with respect to b0 = (·, ·)0
on V0), cf Remark 4.6. So, for any z′ ∈ Z ′ and v⋆ ∈ V⋆, b0(z

′, v⋆) = 0 and the idea is to construct Z
by “correcting” Z ′ via adding to z′ some Tz′ ∈ V⋆, i.e. to seek Z ∋ z = z′ + Tz′. Then (6.28) reads
b0(z

′ + Tz′, v⋆) = d0(z
′ + Tz′, v⋆), which can be restated as a problem for T : Z ′ → V⋆ as follows:

(6.30) b0(Tz
′, ṽ) − d0(Tz

′, ṽ) = d0(z
′, ṽ) − b0(z

′, ṽ) = d0(z
′, ṽ), ∀ṽ ∈ V⋆.

Notice that problem (6.30) is well-posed on V⋆ due to the coercivity implied by (6.29), and so uniquely
determines a ‖ · ‖0-bounded injective linear operator T : Z ′ → V⋆, and Z := (I + T )Z ′ satisfies (6.28).
Show now that V0 = V⋆+̇Z. For any v0 ∈ V0, seek v⋆ ∈ V⋆ and z ∈ Z i.e. z′ ∈ Z ′ such that for
z = z′ + Tz′, v0 = v⋆ + z = (v⋆ + Tz′) + z′ = PV⋆v0 + PZ′v0. This uniquely determines z′ = PZ′v0,
v⋆ = PV⋆v0 − TPZ′v0 and z = v0 − v⋆, so V0 = V⋆ +̇Z.
Furthermore, via (6.28) and (6.29), for all z ∈ Z and v⋆ ∈ V⋆,

|(v⋆, z)0| = |b0(v⋆, z)| = |d0(v⋆, z)| ≤ d
1/2
0 [v⋆] d

1/2
0 [z] ≤ Md b

1/2
0 [v⋆] b

1/2
0 [z] = Md ‖v⋆‖0 ‖z‖0.

Therefore (4.16) and (4.17) hold with KZ = Md. Notice that Z is closed (and therefore also weakly
closed) linear subspace, as follows e.g. from the closedness of Z ′ and the boundedness of T .
Now, by (6.28), the spectral problem (6.27) can be rewritten as

ahξ (z, z̃) + b0(z, z̃) + b0(v, ṽ) + d0(z, ṽ) + d0(v, z̃) = λ d0(v + z, ṽ + z̃), ∀ ṽ + z̃ ∈ V⋆+̇Z,

or equivalently,

b0(v, ṽ) − λd0(v, ṽ) = (λ− 1) d0(z, ṽ), ∀ ṽ ∈ V⋆;(6.31)

ahξ (z, z̃) = − b0(z, z̃) + λd0(z, z̃) + (λ− 1) d0(v, z̃), ∀ z̃ ∈ Z.(6.32)

It follows from (6.31) that v ∈ domB where B is the operator introduced in Section 6.3, see (6.22), i.e.
self-adjoint operator in V⋆ generated by b0 with form domain V⋆. Furthermore, if λ /∈ SpB, v = vλ(z) is
uniquely found from z:

(6.33) v = vλ(z) = (λ− 1)(B− λI)−1P0
V⋆
z.

For such λ, (6.32) implies that z ∈ Z\{0} solves

(6.34) ahξ (z, z̃) = βλ(z, z̃), ∀z̃ ∈ Z,

where, for λ /∈ SpB, βλ : Z × Z → C is the sesquilinear form

(6.35) βλ(z, z̃) := − b0(z, z̃) + λd0(z, z̃) + (λ − 1)d0 (vλ(z), z̃) ,

where vλ(z) is the unique solution to (6.31). Show that, for real λ /∈ SpB, form βλ is complex-Hermitian
symmetric, i.e. βλ(z̃, z) = βλ(z, z̃) for all z, z̃ ∈ Z; in particular βλ[z] := βλ(z, z) is real-valued. Indeed,
given z, z̃ ∈ Z, by setting in (6.31) z = z̃ and ṽ = vλ(z) and combing with (6.35) and using the symmetry
of b0 and d0, we conclude

βλ(z, z̃) = − b0(z, z̃) + λd0(z, z̃) + b0
(
vλ(z), vλ(z̃)

)
− λ d0

(
vλ(z), vλ(z̃)

)
= βλ(z̃, z).
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For an equivalent operator interpretation of βλ, from (6.35) and (6.33),

(6.36) βλ(z, z̃) = − b0(z, z̃) + d0
(
β(λ)z, z̃

)

for β(λ) : Z → Z the bounded linear operator

(6.37) β(λ) := λ I + (λ− 1)2 P0
Z
(B− λI)−1P0

V⋆
.

Now notice that, since ahξ [z] is non-negative real for all ξ and z, (6.34) immediately implies the following
inclusion:

(6.38)
⋃

ξ∈Rn

SpLξ ⊆
{
λ /∈ SpB : βλ[z] ≥ 0 for some 0 6= z ∈ Z

}
∪ SpB.

In fact we have a stronger assertion, providing the following important characterisation of the limit
spectrum in terms of the form βλ.

Theorem 6.8. The following characterisation of the collective limit spectrum holds:

⋃

ξ∈Rn

SpLξ =
{
λ /∈ SpB : βλ[z] ≥ 0 for some 0 6= z ∈ Z

}
∪ SpB.

Proof. Step 1. Here we prove

⋃

ξ∈Rn

SpLξ ⊆ C :=
{
λ /∈ SpB : βλ[z] ≥ 0 for some 0 6= z ∈ Z

}
∪ SpB.

By (6.38) it is sufficient to show that C is closed. Recalling that SpB is closed, let λn ∈ C be
such that limn λn = λ /∈ SpB, and consider n large enough so that dist(λn, SpB) ≥ δ > 0. Then∥∥(B − λnI)

−1
∥∥
(V⋆,d0)→(V⋆,d0)

≤ δ−1, and so by (6.37) ‖β(λn)‖(H,d0)→(H,d0) is bounded, and there exists

zn ∈ Z, d0[zn] = 1 and βλn [zn] ≥ 0. Via (6.36) these assertions imply that b0[zn] is bounded, and so (up
to a subsequence) zn converges weakly in H , and strongly in H, to some z ∈ Z, d0[z] = 1 and by weak
lower semi-continuity of b0, b0[z] ≤ lim infnb0[zn] =: limnb0[zn]. We show that all these assertions imply
that βλ[z] ≥ 0. Indeed, for Rµ := (B− µI)−1, we calculate via (6.35) and (6.33)

βλn [zn] = − b0[zn] + λn d0[zn] + (λn − 1)2 d0

(
RλnP0

V⋆
zn , zn

)
=

− b0[zn] + λn d0[zn] + (λn − 1)2 d0

(
RλP0

V⋆
zn , zn

)
+ (λn −λ)(λn − 1)2d0

(
RλnRλP0

V⋆
zn , zn

)
,

having used in the last equality the standard resolvent identity Rλn −Rλ = (λn − λ)RλnRλ. By taking
the limit superior (and recalling βλn [zn] ≥ 0) we obtain

0 ≤ limn βλn [zn] ≤ − limnb0[zn] + λd0[z] + (λ− 1)2d0

(
RλP0

V⋆
z , z

)
≤

− b0[z] + λd0[z] + (λ− 1)2d0

(
RλP0

V⋆
z , z

)
= βλ[z].

That is βλ[z] ≥ 0 and since 0 6= z ∈ Z it follows that λ ∈ C. Hence C is closed, as required.
Step 2. Let us now prove

C ⊆
⋃

ξ∈Rn

SpLξ.

We shall consider two cases. First, consider λ ∈ SpB ⊂ [1,+∞). Notice that, by (6.24), for every

λ ∈ SpB = Sp B̃ and for any ξ ∈ Rn such that |ξ| > (λ/ν̃)1/2 there is a λξ ∈ SpLξ such that∣∣∣λ−1 − λ−1
ξ

∣∣∣ ≤ |ξ|−2ν̃−1. Consequently lim|ξ|→∞ λξ = λ, i.e. λ ∈ ⋃ξ∈Rn SpLξ.

Now, we suppose λ ∈ C\SpB. Then, there exists 0 6= z′ ∈ Z such that βλ[z
′] ≥ 0. Let us fix η ∈ Rn,

|η| = 1, and consider

k := sup
z∈Z\{0}

βλ[z]

ahη[z]
.
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By the definition (6.36)–(6.37) of the form βλ implying that βλ[z]/‖z‖20 is bounded, and by coercivity of
ahη, see (5.16), we see that k is finite and, as βλ[z

′] ≥ 0, k is non-negative. We aim at showing that the
above supremum is attained by some point z0 ∈ Z\{0}. If k = 0 we can set z0 = z′. Let k > 0, and
let zn ∈ Z, d0[zn] = 1, be such that βλ[zn]/a

h
η[zn] converges to k. Then, for large enough n, βλ[zn] ≥ 0,

and similarly to Step 1 we conclude from (6.36)–(6.37) that b0[zn] is bounded. Then, by arguing further
similarly to Step 1, we see that (up to a subsequence) zn weakly converges in H to some 0 6= z0 ∈ Z
and that βλ[z0] ≥ limnβλ[zn]. Furthermore, since the sesquilinear form ahη is bounded and positive (see

Proposition 5.5) it is weakly lower semi-continuous and so one has ahη[z0] ≤ limna
h
η[zn]. Thus we obtain

k ≥ βλ[z0]

ahη[z0]
≥ limnβλ[zn]

limna
h
η[zn]

≥ limn
βλ[zn]

ahη[zn]
= k.

Therefore k is attained by z0, as desired. So the sesquilinear form Â(z, z̃) := kahη(z, z̃) − βλ(z, z̃) is

non-negative on Z (i.e. Â[z] ≥ 0, ∀z ∈ Z) and vanishes at z0 6= 0, A[z0] = 0. Therefore, cf. (2.7),

Â(z0, z̃) = 0 for all z̃ ∈ Z, i.e.

βλ(z0, z̃) = k ahη(z0, z̃) = ahk1/2η(z0, z̃), ∀z̃ ∈ Z.

Hence, cf (6.34), λ ∈ SpLξ for ξ = k1/2η with, according to (6.33), non-zero eigenvector v0 + z0 =
(λ− 1)(B− λI)−1P0

V⋆
z0 + z0. The proof is complete.

6.5 An approximation by a bivariate operator

Here we will provide alternative representations to the approximations in Theorem 6.4 for the “resolvent”
L−1
ε,θ and in Corollary 6.7 for the collective spectrum of the original operators Lε,θ in terms of those of an

operator defined on the Bochner space L2(Rn;H0), i.e. on a separable Hilbert space-valued functional

space with H0 =
(
V⋆+̇Z, d0

)
. This operator, as examples in Section 7 will illustrate, can be viewed as

an abstract version of a two-scale limit operator. Some basic facts from the theory of Bochner spaces,
see e.g. [33], which are relevant to our exposition are collected in Appendix B. With the right-hand-side
given by (6.3) for any g ∈ H, according to Theorem 6.4 the solution uε,θ = L−1

ε,θg to the original problem

(2.4) is approximated by uaε,θ = Eθ L−1
θ/εP0

H0
E−1
θ g. Denoting h := P0

H0
E−1
θ g ∈ H0, one observes that

v + z := L−1
θ/εh ∈ dom Lθ/ε ⊂ V⋆+̇Z = V0 depends on θ and ε only via their ratio ξ := θ/ε ∈ Rn where

according to (5.14) the dependence of Lξ on ξ is quadratic. The idea is to try and represent it via an
appropriate (inverse) Fourier transformed problem with a transformed variable x ∈ Rn of ξ. To that
end, first recall that according to (6.12) the above v + z ∈ V0 is the solution to

(6.39) ahξ (z, z̃) + b0(v + z, ṽ + z̃) = d0(h , ṽ + z̃), ∀ ṽ + z̃ ∈ V⋆+̇Z; ξ := θ/ε, θ ∈ Θ.

Regard now h = h(θ), θ ∈ Θ, as belonging to the Bochner space L2(Θ;H0) with the standard Rn-
Lesbegue measure induced on Θ. By extending h(θ) by zero outside Θ for the whole of Rn, we can
assume h ∈ L2(Rn;H0). The quadratic dependence of ahξ on ξ in (5.14) can be represented as follows:
for any z, z̃ ∈ Z and ξ ∈ Rn,

(6.40) ahξ (z, z̃) =
n∑

j,k=1

ahjk(z, z̃) ξj ξk =
n∑

j,k=1

ahjk (ξjz, ξkz̃) .

Here

(6.41) ahjk
(
z, z̃
)

:= a′′0 jk(z, z̃) − a0(N
jz,Nkz̃),

where N j := Nej = ej ·N and e1, ..., en is the canonical basis in Rn, i.e. N j = Nθ with θ = ej , cf (5.10).
Let us now, given 0 < ε < 1, make in (6.39) a change of variable θ → ξ = θ/ε ∈ Rn, and with the aim of
formally integrating (6.39) over Rn in ξ and recalling (6.2) assume v, ṽ ∈ L2 (Rn;V⋆). (Remind that we
regard V⋆ and Z as Hilbert spaces with norm ‖ · ‖20 = b0[·].) Regarding h ∈ L2(Rn;H0) as arbitrary, and
bearing in mind the boundedness of ahξ in z, z̃ ∈ Z as well as its quadratic growth in ξ, we need to take
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z(ξ), z̃(ξ) ∈ L2 (Rn;Z) so that also ξjz(ξ), ξkz̃(ξ) ∈ L2 (Rn;Z), ∀j, k = 1, ..., n. In other words, z and z̃
can be said to belong to weighted Bochner space L2

(
Rn, 〈ξ〉2dξ;Z

)
with the weight 〈ξ〉2 := 1+ |ξ|2. The

resulting problem is to find v ∈ L2 (Rn;V⋆) and z ∈ L2
(
Rn, 〈ξ〉2dξ;Z

)
, such that

(6.42)∫

Rn

ahξ (z, z̃) dξ +

∫

Rn

b0(v+z, ṽ+z̃)dξ =

∫

Rn

d0
(
h(εξ), ṽ+z̃

)
dξ, ∀ṽ+z̃ ∈ L2

(
Rn;V⋆

)
+̇L2

(
Rn, 〈ξ〉2dξ;Z

)
.

(Notice that the above is obviously a direct sum: if v ∈ L2 (Rn;V⋆) and z ∈ L2
(
Rn, 〈ξ〉2dξ;Z

)
and

v + z = 0 in H0 := L2(Rn;H0), then v(ξ) + z(ξ) = 0 for a.e. ξ ∈ Rn. Then, since V⋆+̇Z is a direct sum,
v(ξ) = z(ξ) = 0 for a.e. ξ, i.e. v = z = 0 in H0.)
We next argue that, for arbitrary h ∈ H0, problem (6.42) is well-posed on its own right, and the form
A on its left-hand side generates a self-adjoint operator L in Bochner (Hilbert) space H0. Indeed, the
form is non-negative and has domain D = L2 (Rn;V⋆) +̇L

2
(
Rn, 〈ξ〉2dξ; Z

)
which, see Proposition B.1 of

Appendix B, is dense in H0 and is closed with respect to the form (Proposition B.2). Since, as implied by
(6.2), SpL ⊂ [1,+∞), for any h ∈ H0 problem (6.42) is well-posed and has a unique solution v + z ∈ D.
Moreover, given 0 < ε < 1, as shown in Proposition B.3, (6.42) holds if and only if (6.39) holds for a.e.
θ ∈ Θ. Therefore (see Definition B.4 and Proposition B.5), the latter immediately implies that the newly

defined operator L is a direct integral of Lξ which serve as its fibers: L =
∫ ⊕

Rn Lξ dξ. Similarly, for the

resolvents, L−1 =
∫ ⊕

Rn L−1
ξ dξ.

We now aim at equivalently reformulating problem (6.42) in a Fourier transformed setting, i.e. for
(v̌ + u) := F−1(v+z) where v+z is the solution to (6.42) with h(εξ) replaced for a moment by arbitrary
f ∈ H0 = L2(Rn;H0), i.e. v + z = L−1f , and F−1 being the inverse Fourier transform in the sense of
Definition B.6 for H = L2 (Rn; (H, d0) ). As immediately follows from (B.3), F restricted to the closed
subspace H0 of H coincides with the Fourier transform as given by Definition B.6 directly for Bochner
space H0. Then, v̌ + u = F−1L−1f = F−1L−1FF = L−1F , where F := F−1f ∈ H0 and L := F−1LF .
We will show that L is a self-adjoint operator in H0 generated by a form which is a formal (inverse)
Fourier transform of the one in (6.42).
To that end, let u, ũ ∈ H1

(
Rn; (Z, b0)

)
, see Definition B.7, and introduce ah

(
∇u(x),∇ũ(x)

)
by formally

replacing ξj on the right-hand side of (6.40) by −i ∂xj , i.e. by their Fourier-transformed counterparts:

ah
(
∇u(x),∇ũ(x)

)
:= ah−i∇(u, ũ) :=

n∑

j,k=1

ahjk
(
∂xju, ∂xk

ũ
)
.

This motivates considering the subspace Ď = H1(Rn;Z)+̇L2(Rn;V⋆) of H0, on which we define the
bivariate form

(6.43) Q
(
u+ v, ũ+ ṽ

)
:=

∫

Rn

ah
(
∇u(x),∇ũ(x)

)
dx +

∫

Rn

b0

(
u(x) + v(x), ũ(x) + ṽ(x)

)
dx,

where u, ũ ∈ H1
(
Rn; (Z, b0)

)
and v, ṽ ∈ L2

(
Rn; (V⋆, b0)

)
.

Lemma B.8 establishes that the form Q specifies a self-adjoint “bivariate” operator L in Hilbert space
H0, which is a Fourier-transformed counterpart of L, namely L = F−1LF .

Remark 6.9. We shall see in the examples that L often coincides with the two-scale limit operator,
e.g. in the homogenisation theory for elliptic differential operators with rapidly oscillating high-contrast
coefficients, see Section 7.2.

Aiming at restating Theorem 6.4 in terms of operator L, we first observe that from Lemma B.8 and
Proposition B.5 (see Definition B.4)

(6.44) L−1
ξ f(ξ) =

(
FL−1F−1f

)
(ξ) for a.e. ξ, f ∈ H0 = L2(Rn;H0).

Relation (6.44) signifies the important fact that, while the bi-variate resolvent L−1 is generally not
decomposable into a direct integral, its Fourier transformed counterpart FL−1F−1 is. Further, we
observe that the orthogonal projectors P0

H0
: (H, d0) → H0 and P : L2(Rn; (H, d0)) → L2(Rn;H0) are

related by the identity (Proposition B.9)

(6.45) P0
H0
f(ξ) =

(
FPF−1f

)
(ξ) for a.e. ξ, f ∈ H = L2(Rn; (H, d0)).
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Next, introduce in H a normalised rescaling operator Γε : H → H and its inverse Γ−1
ε by

(6.46)
(
Γεf

)
(x) := εn/2f(εx),

(
Γ−1
ε f

)
(x) = ε−n/2f

(
ε−1x

)
.

Notice that Γε and Γ−1
ε are unitary operators in H. Then, via (6.44) and (6.45),

(6.47)

L−1
θ/εP0

H0
f(θ) =

(
Γ−1
ε L−1P0

H0
Γεf

)
(θ) =

(
Γ−1
ε FL−1PF−1Γεf

)
(θ), for a.e. θ, f ∈ L2

(
Rn; (H, d0)

)
.

Finally, for reformulating Theorem 6.4, we recall that it approximates the exact solution uε,θ = L−1
ε,θg,

where according to (6.3) g ∈ H for any θ ∈ Θ. We now assume g ∈ L2
(
Θ; (H, d0)

)
, and comparing with

the approximation uaε,θ = EθL−1
θ/εP0

H0
E−1
θ g of Theorem 6.4 suggests taking in (6.47) f = χE−1g, where E

is given by f(θ) 7→ Eθf(θ), for a.e. θ ∈ Θ, and χ : L2(Θ; (H, d0)) → L2(Rn; (H, d0)) is the operator of
extension by zero outside Θ. We notice that bounded operator E acts from HΘ := L2

(
Θ; (H, d0)

)
into

itself as, due to (H6), Eθ is continuous in θ and so is θ-(weakly) measurable. Further, in combination
with (6.1), (H6) assures that dθ is also continuous in θ and hence (u, ũ) =

∫
Θ
dθ
(
u(θ), ũ(θ)

)
dθ forms an

equivalent inner product in HΘ. When endowed with such an inner product, we conveniently denote this
space by L2

(
Θ; (H, dθ)

)
, and notice that because of (H6) operator E is unitary when viewed as acting

from L2
(
Θ; (H, d0)

)
to L2

(
Θ; (H, dθ)

)
. Assembling all this together and also noticing that Γ−1

ε F = FΓε

and F−1Γε = Γ−1
ε F−1, for the above approximation, uaε,θ = E χ∗ FΓε L−1P Γ−1

ε F−1 χ E−1g, where

χ∗ : L2(Rn; (H, d0)) → L2(Θ; (H, d0)) is the operator of restriction from Rn to Θ and is the adjoint of
χ. As a result, Theorem 6.4 implies the following.

Theorem 6.10. Assume (H1)–(H6). Then, for 0 < ε < 1, one has

d
1/2
θ

[
L−1
ε,θ g(θ) −

(
A∗

εL−1PAεg
)
(θ)
]

≤ C11 ε d
1/2
θ

[
g(θ)

]
, ∀g ∈ L2

(
Θ; (H, dθ)

)
, for a.e. θ ∈ Θ,

where operator Aε : L2
(
Θ; (H, dθ)

)
→ L2

(
Rn; (H, d0)

)
is the composition Aε := Γ−1

ε F−1 χ E−1, and

A∗
ε : L2

(
Rn; (H, d0)

)
→ L2

(
Θ; (H, dθ)

)
is its adjoint given by A∗

ε := E χ∗ FΓε. Furthermore, Aε is an
L2-isometry and the following identities hold:

(6.48) A∗
εAε = I and AεA

∗
ε = Γ−1

ε F−1χΘFΓε = F−1ΓεχΘΓ
−1
ε F ,

where χΘ is operator of multiplication by the characteristic function of Θ in L2
(
Rn; (H, d0)

)
.

(Identities (6.48) immediately follow via obvious relations χ∗χ = I and χχ∗ = χΘ.) Notice that, by
(6.48), AεA

∗
ε is the operator of projection onto ε−1χΘ in the Fourier space. Notice also that all the

above implies that the approximating operator A∗
εL−1PAεg is self-adjoint in L2

(
Θ; (H, dθ)

)
, and is in

the form of a direct integral along its fibers as given for a.e. θ ∈ Θ.

Turning now to approximation of the collective spectrum of Lε,θ in terms of that of the bivariate operator
L, we first observe that because of the unitary equivalence of L and L (Lemma B.8) the spectra of the
latter two coincide. On the other hand, recalling that L is the direct integral of Lξ, ξ ∈ Rn, notice that
the eigenvalues λk(ξ) of Lξ continuously depend on ξ. (This directly follows e.g. from (6.12), continuous
dependence of ahξ on ξ and the min-max arguments.) Then, by e.g. Theorem XIII.85 (d) of [48], the

spectrum of L is the closure of the union of the spectra of Lξ. As a result, SpL =
⋃

ξ∈Rn SpLξ and
Theorem 6.8 and Corollary 6.7 give together the following result.

Theorem 6.11. One has

SpL =
{
λ /∈ SpB : βλ[z] ≥ 0 for some 0 6= z ∈ Z

}
∪ SpB.

Furthermore, for every interval [a, b] ⊂ (−∞,∞) one has

d[a,b]

( ⋃

θ∈Θ

SpLε,θ , SpL
)

≤ Cb ε, ∀ 0 < ε < 1,

with Cb as given in Corollary 6.7. In particular, if (a, b) is a gap in the spectrum of L, i.e. (a, b)∩SpL = ∅
then [a+ Cbε, b− Cbε] is in a gap of the collective spectrum

⋃
θ∈Θ SpLε,θ when ε < (b− a)/(2Cb).
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Remark 6.12. Under additional assumptions on the regularity of bθ and dθ in θ, one can identify Lε,θ

and
⋃

θ∈Θ SpLε,θ respectively as the fibres and spectrum of a decomposable operator Lε =
∫ ⊕

Θ
Lε,θ dθ

acting in the space L2(Θ; (H, d0)), see the examples section below.

We end this section by discussing the possibility of gaps in the spectrum SpL. We know from Theorem
6.11 that an interval I is in a gap of SpL if, and only if, SpB∩ I = ∅ and for every λ ∈ I the form βλ is
negative-definite on Z. When Z is one-dimensional it is straightforward to verify the existence of such
intervals. Indeed, for such Z and λ /∈ SpB, one has via (6.35) and (6.33) the representation

(6.49) βλ(z, z̃) = − b0(z, z̃) + λd0(z, z̃) + (λ− 1)2
∑

k∈N

d0(z, ϕ
(k))d0(ϕ

(k), z̃)

µ(k) − λ
, ∀ z, z̃ ∈ Z,

where {ϕ(k)}k∈N are the eigenvectors of B, corresponding to the eigenvalues {µ(k)}k∈N, that form an
orthonormal basis in

(
V⋆, d0

)
, assumed here for definiteness infinite-dimensional. Now we can see that

if µ(n) is a single eigenvalue and ϕ(n) is not orthogonal to Z then, for 0 6= z ∈ Z, βλ[z] is positive
just to the left, and negative just to the right, of µ(n). Consequently, there is some interval to the left
(respectively the right) of µ(n) in SpL (respectively the gap). In general, there maybe infinitely many
such eigenvalues and thus there are infinitely many spectral gaps. This situation occurs, for example,
in the double-porosity type problem studied by V. Zhikov in [52, 53], wherein L−1 coincides with the
homogenised two-scale limit operator resolvent (L0+I)

−1 and βλ−1 coincides with the Zhikov β-function,
see Example 7.2.
The situation is more complicated when Z is not one-dimensional. Whilst (6.49) still holds and one
identifies intervals in SpL just to the left of eigenvalues µ(n) with eigenvector ϕ(n) not orthogonal to Z,
as there will always exist 0 6= z ∈ Z such that d0

(
z, ϕ(n)

)
= 0 it is not necessarily the case that the right

of this point is in the gap. There may even be no gaps. For example, if dimZ > 1, dimV⋆ = 1 and say
b0 coincides with d0 on Z, then one can always find a 0 6= z ∈ Z such that βλ[z] ≥ 0 for all λ ≥ 1; thus
SpL = [1,∞).

7 Examples

Here we aim at demonstrating the power and versatility of the abstract results obtained above by
applying them to a diverse set of problems. We provide examples of homogenisation-type models that
can be reformulated as problems of the type (2.4) and satisfy (some of) the main assumptions (H1)–
(H6). We shall begin our demonstration with the classical and by now “almost” classical (‘high-contrast’)
homogenisation problems, where our approach already leads to some new results. Then, we shall study
various other physically-relevant models of interest, each chosen to showcase the relevance and utility of
the main abstract assumptions and results.

7.1 Uniformly elliptic PDEs with rapidly oscillating periodic coefficients

We begin our examples with the classical homogenisation problem for elliptic PDE systems with rapidly
oscillating periodic coefficients. For the convenience of the reader, we consider scalar PDEs with matrix-
valued coefficients and comment here that the subsequent exposition readily extends in a directly anal-
ogous manner for systems with tensor-valued coefficients. For the present example, it would suffice
restricting the application of the above developed general theory up to and including Section 5.2, based
on assumption (H1)–(H4). (The results of Section 6 are also formally applicable although, in contrast
with some of the subsequent “non-classical” examples where they play a key role, are of limited further
value in the classical homogenisation.)
Consider the following “resolvent” problem in the whole of Rn:

(7.1)




Find uε ∈ H1(Rn) such that

− div
(
A
(
x
ε

)
∇uε(x)

)
+ uε(x) = F (x), for a.e. x ∈ Rn,

for a given 0 < ε < 1, F ∈ L2(Rn), and measurable possibly complex-valued n×n matrix A that satisfies
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the following standard conditions of Hermitian symmetry, uniform ellipticity and boundedness:
(7.2)

A = A∗ := AT , γ−1
0 |η|2 ≤ A(y)η · η ≤ γ0|η|2 a.e. y ∈ Rn, ∀η ∈ Cn, for some constant γ0 ≥ 1.

We assume that A(y) is periodic with period 1 with respect to each variable yj , j = 1, 2, ..., n, that is
� = [− 1

2 ,
1
2 ]

n is the periodicity cell and �
∗ = [−π, π]n is the associated Bloch-dual cell (the Brillouin

zone). Our goal is to construct approximations of uε with “operator-type” error bounds (in L2(Rn) and
H1(Rn) norms) of order ε, i.e. those that linearly depend on ‖F‖L2(Rn).
In this and most of subsequent examples a key role will be played by Floquet-Bloch or Gelfand transform
transform, which reduces problems like (7.1) to an equivalent one of the type (2.4) via a decomposition
into quasi-periodic functions. Henceforth, we shall mostly use for the latter the definitions and notation
in a form close to e.g. [38], [55]. Namely, Gelfand (or Floquet-Bloch) transform U : L2(Rn) → L2(�∗×�)
and its inverse are unitary maps that can be defined, for example, as the continuous extensions of the
(L2-isometric) mappings

(7.3) UF (θ, y) := (2π)−n/2
∑

m∈Zn

F (y +m)e−i θ·(y+m), F ∈ C∞
0 (Rn),

(7.4) U−1G(x) = (2π)−n/2

∫

�∗

G(θ, {x}) ei θ·x dθ, G ∈ C
(
�

∗; Cper(�)
)
,

cf e.g. [28] or [38]. (Cper(�) is here the space of functions on � which allow a �-periodic continuous
extension on Rn; {x} ∈ � denotes a “fractional part” of x ∈ Rn: e.g. {x} := x − m for the unique
m ∈ Zn such that x−m ∈ [−1/2, 1/2)n ⊂ �.)
Fix 0 < ε < 1 and apply to (7.1) first the normalised (unitary) rescaling operator Γε : L

2(Rn) −→ L2(Rn),
(ΓεF )(y) := εn/2F (εy), and then the Gelfand transform. It is a key property of the Gelfand transform
that it reduces a PDE problem with periodic coefficients in Rn like (7.1) into an equivalent θ-parametrised
family of problems on the periodic cell �. Namely via the properties of Gelfand transform, cf. in
particular (7.4), we determine that for a.e. θ ∈ �

∗, uε,θ(·) := UΓεuε(θ, ·) belongs to H1
per(�) the Hilbert

space of functions in H1(�) admitting a locally-H1
�-periodic extension on Rn, and solves

(7.5) − e−i θ·y ε−2 div
(
A (y)∇

(
eiθ·yuε,θ(y)

))
+ uε,θ(y) = Fε,θ(y), a.e. y ∈ �,

where Fε,θ(·) := UΓεF (θ, ·) ∈ L2(�). The standard equivalent weak formulation of (7.5) is:

(7.6)





Find uε,θ ∈ H1
per(�) the solution to

ε−2

∫

�

A(∇+ iθ)uε,θ · (∇+ iθ)ũ +

∫

�

uε,θũ =

∫

�

Fε,θũ, ∀ũ ∈ H1
per(�).

Problem (7.6) is of the type (2.4). Indeed, with chosen Hilbert space H = H1
per(�), it can be restated

as:

(7.7) Find uε,θ ∈ H such that ε−2 aθ (uε,θ , ũ) + bθ (uε,θ , ũ) = 〈f, ũ〉, ∀ũ ∈ H, a.e. θ ∈ Θ,

for Θ = �
∗, 〈f, ũ〉 :=

∫
�
Fε,θ ũ ,

(7.8) aθ(u, ũ) :=

∫

�

A(∇+ iθ)u · (∇+ iθ)ũ , and bθ(u, ũ) :=

∫

�

u ũ , u, ũ ∈ H1
per(�).

Recall that, according to (2.2), for the inner products in H , (u, ũ)θ := aθ(u, ũ) + bθ(u, ũ). Assumption
(2.1) then easily follows: for u ∈ H , via assumptions (7.2) on the coefficients A,
(7.9)

aθ1 [u] ≤ γ0 ‖(∇+ iθ1)u‖2L2(�) ≤ 2γ0 ‖(∇+ iθ2)u‖2L2(�)+2γ0 |θ1 − θ2|2 ‖u‖2L2(�) ≤ 2γ20aθ2 [u]+8πγ0‖u‖2L2(�),

and (2.1) holds e.g. with K =
(
2γ20 + 8πγ0 + 1

)1/2
. It is then straightforward to show that (2.3) is also

satisfied.
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Let us next determine the spaces Vθ and Wθ, cf. (2.6) and (2.8). Notice that the form aθ[·] satisfies

(7.10) aθ[u] ≥ γ−1
0

∫

�

∣∣(∇+ iθ)u
∣∣2 ≥ γ−1

0 |θ|2
∫

�

|u|2, ∀u ∈ H1
per(�), ∀θ ∈ �

∗,

where the last inequality follows e.g. via expansion into Fourier series on �. Indeed, for u ∈ H ,
u(y) =

∑
m∈Zn c(m)e2πim·y. Then |2πm+ θ| ≥ |θ|, ∀θ ∈ Θ, m ∈ Zn. Therefore, from (2.6) and (2.8) via

(7.10) and (7.8),

(7.11) Vθ =

{
{0}, θ 6= 0,

Span(e), θ = 0,
Wθ =

{
H1

per(�), θ 6= 0,

H1
per,0 :=

{
w ∈ H1

per(�)
∣∣ ∫

�
w = 0

}
, θ = 0.

,

where e = 1 is the constant unity function on �. We clearly see that Vθ is discontinuous with respect to
θ (only) at the origin, and we are in the context of Sections 4 and 5. Now let us demonstrate that the
related main assumptions (H1)–(H4) hold.
• The proof of (H1) follows from noticing that the stronger assertion (H1′) (see Proposition 5.10)
trivially holds with C = 1 upon choosing c = bθ (recall that bθ is in fact θ-independent, see (7.8), and bθ
is ‖ · ‖θ-compact by the Rellich compactness theorem).
• Hypothesis (H2) holds trivially for V⋆ = {0} with L⋆ = 0; see Remark 4.5.

• Let us show that hypothesis (H3) holds with γ =
(
nπ2 + γ0

)−1
. Indeed, it follows from (7.10) that,

for θ 6= 0,
‖u‖2θ = aθ[u] + bθ[u] ≤

(
1 + γ0|θ|−2

)
aθ[u] ,

and consequently (recalling that |θ|2 ≤ nπ2 )

νθ := inf
w∈Wθ\{0}

aθ[w]

‖w‖2θ
≥
(
1 + γ0|θ|−2

)−1
= |θ|2

(
|θ|2 + γ0

)−1 ≥ |θ|2
(
nπ2 + γ0

)−1
,

as required. Notice also that, for any r > 0, Theorem 3.1 (with Θ = �
∗ replaced by Θ ∩ {|θ| ≥ r}, cf.

Remark 3.2) implies
(7.12)

ε−2γ−1
0

∥∥(∇+ iθ)uε,θ
∥∥2
L2(�)

+
∥∥uε,θ

∥∥2
L2(�)

≤ ε2
(
nπ2 + γ0

)
|r|−2

∥∥UΓεF (θ, ·)
∥∥2, a.e. θ ∈ �

∗, |θ| ≥ |r|.

since Vθ = {0} for θ 6= 0.
• Assumption (H4) is obviously satisfied with Ka′ = γ0, Ka′′ = 0 and

(7.13) a′0(v, u) · θ := i

∫

�

Aθv · ∇u, a′′0 (v, ṽ)θ · θ :=
∫

�

Aθ · θ v ṽ.

As (H1)–(H4) hold we can apply our general theory and, in particular, we conclude that Theorem 5.6
holds. Let us now specify the objects appearing therein. In this setting V ⋆

θ = {0} =: V⋆ for all θ ∈ �, and
the space Z in (4.16) is simply the one-dimensional space V0 = Span(e). Therefore, in the notation of
Theorem 5.6, vh = 0, zh = zε,θe, where zε,θ ∈ C, and (5.17) becomes the scalar linear algebraic equation

(7.14) ε−2 ahθ(e, e)zε,θ + bθ(e, e) zε,θ = 〈f, e〉 .

Let us rewrite the coefficients of this equation in more explicit terms. Clearly, 〈f, e〉 =
∫
�
UΓεF (θ, y) dy

and bθ(e, e) = 1. As for the first coefficient, recalling (5.14) and (5.10):

(7.15) ahθ(e, e) = a′′0(e, e) θ · θ − a0(Nθe, Nθe) = a′′0 (e, e) θ · θ + a′0 (e, Nθe) · θ,

where Nθe ∈ H1
per,0(�) solves (via (5.10) and (7.13) and recalling A = A∗)

(7.16) a0(Nθe, w) = − a′0 (e, w) · θ = − i θ ·
∫

�

A∇w , ∀w ∈ H1
per,0(�), ∀θ ∈ Rn.

As a result, Nθe = i θ · N where N ∈ H1
per,0 (�; Cn) solves

(7.17)

∫

�

A
(
∇(θ · N) + θ

)
· ∇w = 0 , ∀w ∈ H1

per,0(�), ∀θ ∈ Rn.

Thus N is the classical corrector, see e.g. [34].

33



Remark 7.1. If we introduce the components of N, N = (N1, . . . , Nn), then (7.17) can be equivalently
rewritten in a more traditional form:

(7.18)





For j = 1, . . . , n, find N
j ∈ H1

per,0(�) such that
∫

�

A
(
∇ N

j +ej
)
· ∇w = 0, ∀w ∈ H1

per,0(�),

where e1, . . . , en is the canonical basis in Rn.

Now we express ahθ(e, e) in terms of N: via (7.15) and (7.13) and using Im
(
ahθ(e, e)

)
= 0,

ahθ(e, e) = a′′0(e, e) θ · θ + a′0(e, Nθe) · θ =

∫

�

Aθ · θ + i

∫

�

Aθ · ∇Nθe =

∫

�

Aθ · θ +

∫

�

A∇(θ · N) · θ.

Thus we can represent ahθ(e, e) as

(7.19) ahθ(e, e) = Ahomθ · θ,

where Ahom is the classical homogenised matrix with components

(7.20) Ahom
ij :=

∫

�

(
Aij +

n∑

k=1

Aik∂k N
j
)
, i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Matrix Ahom is well-known to be positive definite (which can also directly be seen from (7.19), (5.16))
and Hermitian (which can be checked using (7.20) and (7.18)).
Putting all of this together, we conclude from (7.14)

(7.21) zε,θ =

∫
�
UΓεF (θ, y) dy

ε−2Ahomθ · θ + 1
.

Finally, using (3.3) and (7.8) we observe that ‖f‖∗θ ≤
∥∥UΓεF (θ, ·)

∥∥
L2(�)

. Now from Theorem 5.6 and

(7.12), we readily deduce the following result.

Proposition 7.2. Consider the objects of Theorem 5.6. Let uε,θ ∈ H1
per(�) solve (7.5), zε,θ be given by

(7.21). Then for some r1 > 0 and χ the characteristic function for the ball of radius r1,

ε−2
∥∥∥(∇+ iθ)

(
uε,θ − χ(θ) (1 + iθ · N) zε,θ

)∥∥∥
2

L2(�)
+
∥∥uε,θ − χ(θ) (1 + iθ · N) zε,θ

∥∥2
L2(�)

≤ ε2 c20
∥∥UΓεF (θ, ·)

∥∥2
L2(�)

,

(7.22)

∥∥uε,θ − χ(θ)zε,θ
∥∥
L2(�)

≤ ε c1
∥∥UΓεF (θ, ·)

∥∥
L2(�)

,(7.23)

for some positive constants c0, c1 independent of ε, θ and F .

We now show that, via the inverse Gelfand and scaling transforms, inequalities (7.22) and (7.23) provide
respectively the desired H1 and L2 operator estimates for certain approximations of uε, the solution to
(7.1). To this end, recall that according to (7.23) χ zε,θ serves as an approximation to the transformation
uε,θ of the original solution uε of (7.1) where uε = Γ−1

ε U−1uε,θ. So set the (inverse) transformed
approximation

(7.24) u(0)ε := Γ−1
ε U−1 χ zε,θ,

and notice that as χ(θ)zε,θ does not depend on y, by (7.4) and (7.21), u
(0)
ε ∈ C∞(Rn) ∩ H1(Rn) and

∇u(0)ε ∈ L∞(Rn). Next, for the “corrector” term in (7.22), by the properties of the Gelfand transform,
cf. (7.4),

Γ−1
ε U−1χ i θ · N zε,θ = Γ−1

ε

(
N ·U−1 i θ χ zε,θ

)
= Γ−1

ε

(
N ·∇U−1 χ zε,θ

)
=

(Γ̃−1
ε N) ·

(
Γ−1
ε ∇U−1χzε,θ

)
= ε (Γ̃−1

ε N) · ∇
(
Γ−1
ε U−1χzε,θ

)
= ε

(
Γ̃−1
ε N

)
· ∇u(0)ε ,(7.25)
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where
(
Γ̃−1
ε f

)
(y) := f(y/ε) denotes “ordinary” rescaling. [In (7.25) we have used sequentially that: N

does not depend on θ and U−1
(
f(y)g

)
= f(y)U−1g, U−1

(
iθ f(θ)

)
= ∇

(
U−1f

)
, Γ−1

ε (fg) =
(
Γ̃−1
ε f

)
Γ−1
ε g,

and Γ−1
ε (∇f) = ε∇

(
Γ−1
ε f

)
.] As a result (7.22) and (7.23), upon application of the L2-unitary in-

verse Gelfand transform U−1 and inverse rescaling Γ−1
ε (and noticing that Γ−1

ε U−1
(
(∇ + iθ) f

)
=

ε∇
(
Γ−1
ε U−1f

)
), lead to the following.

Theorem 7.3. Let uε solve (7.1) and u
(0)
ε be given by (7.24) with zε,θ specified by (7.21). Then

∥∥∥uε −
(
u(0)ε + ε

(
Γ̃−1
ε N

)
· ∇u(0)ε

) ∥∥∥
H1(Rn)

≤ ε c0 ‖F‖L2(Rn),(7.26)

∥∥uε − u(0)ε

∥∥
L2(Rn)

≤ ε c1 ‖F‖L2(Rn).(7.27)

The above theorem already provides constructive approximations of the solution to (7.1), however it is
customary to relate these to the solution of the corresponding homogenised equation. We now provide

this link. For the homogenised differential operator applied to u
(0)
ε , by the standard properties of the

scaling and Gelfand transformations together with (7.24) and the fact that χzε,θ is independent of y,

− div
(
Ahom∇u(0)ε

)
= Γ−1

ε U−1
(
− ε−2(∇+ iθ) ·Ahom(∇+ iθ)

)
UΓεu

(0)
ε = Γ−1

ε U−1
(
ε−2θ ·Ahomθ

)
χzε,θ.

This together with (7.21) implies that u
(0)
ε solves

− div
(
Ahom∇u(0)ε

)
+ u(0)ε = Γ−1

ε U−1χ

∫

�

U ΓεF (θ, y) dy.

Now notice that the standard Fourier transform6 F in L2 (Rn) and the Gelfand transform, as directly
follows from (7.3) and (7.4), are related by the identities:

∫
�
Ug(θ, y) dy = Fg(θ), g ∈ L2(Rn), θ ∈ �

∗,

and U−1(h ⊗ e) = F−1h for h ∈ L2(Rn) with support in �
∗. Consequently, we determine that u

(0)
ε is

the solution to

(7.28) − div
(
Ahom∇u(0)ε

)
+ u(0)ε = SεF,

for the smoothing operator Sε : L
2(Rn) → C∞(Rn) ∩H1(Rn) ∩W 1,∞(Rn) given by

(7.29) SεF = Γ−1
ε F−1χFΓε F = F−1(Γ̃εχ)F F.

(In the latter equality we have used that Γ−1
ε F−1 = F−1Γε, FΓε = Γ−1

ε F and ΓεχΓ
−1
ε g = (Γ̃εχ)g .) Let

u ∈ H2(Rn) be the solution to the classical homogenised equation

(7.30) −div
(
Ahom∇u(x)

)
+ u(x) = F (x), x ∈ Rn.

Applying Sε to (7.30) and using the standard properties of the Fourier transform, it is easy to see that

u
(0)
ε solving (7.28) and u are related by the identity u

(0)
ε = Sεu. Further, let us show that one has the

inequality

(7.31)
∥∥u(0)ε − u

∥∥
H1(Rn)

≤ ε r−1
1 γ0 ‖F‖L2(Rn).

Indeed, by (7.29), the Plancherel identity and (7.30),
(7.32)
∥∥u(0)ε − u

∥∥
H1(Rn)

=
∥∥∥(1 + |ξ|2)1/2

(
Γ̃εχ− 1

)
Fu(ξ)

∥∥∥
L2(Rn)

=
∥∥∥ (1 + |ξ|2)1/2
Ahomξ · ξ + 1

(
Γ̃εχ− 1

)
FF (ξ)

∥∥∥
L2(Rn)

.

Noticing that
∣∣∣Γ̃εχ− 1

∣∣∣ vanishes for |ξ| < ε−1r1 and equals -1 otherwise, and recalling that (7.2) implies

Ahomξ · ξ ≥ γ−1
0 |ξ|2 (see e.g. [34]) leads to (7.31).

Combining (7.31) with inequalities (7.26) and (7.27) provides the following result.

6The conventional Fourier transform in L2(Rn) is here specified by

(Fg) (θ) := (2π)−n/2
∫

Rn
e−iθ·yg(y) dy, g ∈ L2(Rn) ∩ L1(Rn).
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Proposition 7.4. Let uε solve (7.1) and u solve (7.30). Then
∥∥∥uε −

(
u+ ε

(
Γ̃−1
ε N

)
· ∇Sεu

)∥∥∥
H1(Rn)

≤ ε
(
c0 + r−1

1 γ0
)
‖F‖L2(Rn),(7.33)

∥∥uε − u
∥∥
L2(Rn)

≤ ε
(
c1 + r−1

1 γ0
)
‖F‖L2(Rn).(7.34)

The result of type (7.34) was obtained for the first time in [8], see also [56]. The result (7.33) was
obtained in [57], [58] although with different smoothing operator and in [9] with the same smoothing
operator Sε. Finally, we reiterate that the operator and spectral results of Section 6 are also formally
applicable for this example (with Eθ = I), but will not be developed here as are of limited further value
(since the spectrum of the homogenised operator has a simple structure with no gaps). This is in sharp
contrast with the following example, where the general results of Section 6 play a key role.

7.2 High-contrast elliptic PDE with rapidly oscillating periodic coefficients

Here we demonstrate our method’s applicability to scalar high-contrast elliptic PDEs with periodic
coefficients. The present example has formed a key motivation for the general approach developed in the
present work. We comment here that the approach below could be extended to a wider class of PDE
systems, cf [37], in particular would be essentially the same for the analogous high-contrast problems of
linear elasticity7. We assume here n > 1; the case n = 1 is qualitatively different and much simpler, cf.
Example 7.3 below. We follow the example of [53] and focus on the simplest geometric model:

(7.35)

{
Find uε ∈ H1(Rn) such that

− div
(
Aε

(
x
ε

)
∇uε(x)

)
+ uε(x) = F (x), x ∈ Rn,

for a given F ∈ L2(Rn) and �-periodic coefficients Aε of the form

Aε(y) =

{
1 y ∈ �\B,
ε2 y ∈ B.

Here the set B has Lipschitz boundary, B ⊂
(
− 1

2 ,
1
2

)n
for simplicity, and �\B is connected.

Following the steps in Example 7.1, for 0 < ε < 1 after an application of the rescaling Γε and the Gelfand
transform U , we determine that uε,θ(·) := UΓεuε(θ, ·) ∈ H1

per(�) for a.e. θ ∈ Θ := �
∗, and solves

(7.36) − e−iθ·yε−2div
(
Aε (y)∇

(
eiθ·yuε,θ(y)

) )
+ uε,θ(y) = UΓεF (θ, y), a.e. y ∈ �.

This has the equivalent weak formulation
(7.37)

ε−2

∫

�\B

(∇+ iθ)uε,θ · (∇+ iθ)ũ +

∫

B

(∇+ iθ)uε,θ · (∇+ iθ)ũ +

∫

�

uε,θũ = 〈f, ũ〉,

∀ũ ∈ H1
per(�),

where

(7.38) 〈f, ũ〉 :=

∫

�

UΓεF (θ, y) ũ(y) dy.

We note (7.37) is a problem of the form (2.4) with H := H1
per(�), Θ := �

∗,

(7.39) aθ(u, ũ) :=

∫

�\B

(∇+ iθ)u · (∇+ iθ)ũ , and bθ(u, ũ) :=

∫

B

(∇+ iθ)u · (∇+ iθ)ũ +

∫

�

uũ.

Then the same argument as in Example 7.1, cf (7.9), assures that assumptions (2.1) and (2.3) hold.
Next, for determining the subspaces Vθ but also for some later purposes, we notice that the assumptions
on the ‘soft’ phase B ensure the following extension result (see e.g. [53, Proposition 4.3]).

7The only substantive difference in the case of linear elasticity is that we would need to replace the extension Proposition
7.5 with analogous extension property in linear elasticity, see Proposition 7.24 below.
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Proposition 7.5. There exists an extension operator E : H1(�\B) → H1(�) with the following prop-
erties: Eu|�\B = u, ‖Eu‖H1(�) ≤ CE‖u‖H1(�\B), and

(7.40)

∫

�

|∇Eu|2 ≤ C2
E

∫

�\B

|∇u|2, ∀u ∈ H1(�\B),

with some constant CE > 0 independent of u.

Using Proposition 7.5 we argue

aθ[u] =

∫

�\B

|(∇+ iθ)u|2 =

∫

�\B

∣∣∇(eiθ·yu)
∣∣2 ≥ C−2

E

∫

�

∣∣∇E
(
eiθ·yu

)∣∣2 ≥ C−2
E | θ|2

∫

�

∣∣E
(
eiθ·yu

)∣∣2

≥ C−2
E | θ|2

∫

�\B

|u|2 , ∀u ∈ H1
per(�\B), ∀θ ∈ Θ,(7.41)

where the first inequality holds due to (7.40), the second (c.f. (7.10)) by expanding e−iθ·yE
(
eiθ·yu

)
∈

H1
per(�) in Fourier series in �, and the last from the extension property E|�\B = I. Therefore, we

deduce via (2.6) that

(7.42) Vθ =





H1
0 (B), θ 6= 0,

{
v ∈ H1

per(�)
∣∣∣ v is constant in �\B

}
= C

·
+H1

0 (B), θ = 0,

where elements of H1
0 (B) are understood as those of H1

per(�) which are identically zero in �\B. Hence,
recalling (2.8) and (2.2) with (7.39),

Wθ =





{
w ∈ H1

per(�)
∣∣ − (∇+ iθ) · (∇+ iθ)w + w = 0 in B

}
, θ 6= 0,

{
w ∈ H1

per(�)
∣∣ −∆w + w = 0 in B &

∫
�
w = 0

}
, θ = 0.

Clearly, Vθ is discontinuous with respect to θ (only) at the origin. Now, proceeding as in Example 7.1,
let us demonstrate that the main assumptions (H1)–(H6) hold for the setting (7.39) and identify the
principal objects associated with each assumption.
• To prove (H1) we shall demonstrate that the stronger assertion (H1′) holds for C = C2

E and c(u, ũ) :=
C2

E

∫
�\B uũ, with the latter clearly being ‖ · ‖θ-compact by the Rellich theorem. For fixed θ ∈ Θ and

u ∈ H , we find that v := u− e−iθ·yE
(
eiθ·yu

)
∈ H1

0 (B) ⊆ Vθ satisfies

‖u− v‖2θ = ‖u− v‖2L2(�) + ‖(∇+ iθ)(u − v)‖2L2(�) =

(7.43)
∥∥E
(
eiθ·yu

)∥∥2
H1(�)

≤ C2
E ‖eiθ·yu‖2H1(�\B) = C2

E

∫

�\B

(∣∣(∇+ iθ)u
∣∣2 + |u|2

)
.

Since, for any w ∈ Wθ and v ∈ Vθ, ‖w‖θ ≤ ‖w − v‖θ, the above inequality with u = w implies that

‖w‖2θ ≤ C2
E

(
aθ[w] +

∫

�\B

|w|2
)
, ∀w ∈Wθ, ∀θ ∈ Θ,(7.44)

which establishes (H1′).
• The validity of (H2) is immediate for V⋆ = H1

0 (B) and L⋆ = 0; see Remark 4.5. Furthermore,
one can choose the defect subspace Z = Span {e} where e ∈ H1

per(�) is the constant unity: indeed,

V0 = H1
0 (B)+̇C implying (4.16), and for φ ∈ H1

0 (B),

(7.45) |(φ, e)0| =
∣∣∣∣
∫

B

φ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |B|1/2
(∫

B

|φ|2
)1/2

≤ |B|1/2‖φ‖0 = |B|1/2‖φ‖0‖e‖0,

i.e. (4.17) holds with KZ = |B|1/2 < 1.
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• Assumption (H3) holds with ν⋆ = C−2
E (π2n+C2

E)
−1. Indeed, (7.44) and (7.41) imply for w ∈Wθ and

θ 6= 0, ‖w‖2θ ≤ C2
E

(
1 + C2

E |θ|−2
)
aθ[w], and consequently

νθ = inf
w∈Wθ\{0}

aθ[w]

‖w‖2θ
≥ C−2

E

(
1 + C2

E |θ|−2
)−1 ≥ |θ|2 C−2

E

(
π2n+ C2

E

)−1
.

• Assumption (H4) is obviously satisfied, cf. (7.13), with Ka′ = 1 , Ka′′ = 0 and

(7.46) a′0(v, u) · θ := i

∫

�\B

θv · ∇u, a′′0 (v, ṽ) θ · θ := |θ|2
∫

�\B

vṽ.

Now let us calculate ahθ [e]. Recalling (5.14), (5.10) and (7.46), we obtain:

(7.47) ahθ [e] = a′′0 [e]θ · θ + a′0 (e, Nθe) · θ =

∫

�\B

|θ|2 + i

∫

�\B

θ · ∇ (Nθe),

where Nθe ∈ W0 solves (see (5.10))

(7.48)

∫

�\B

∇ (Nθe) · ∇w = − i

∫

�\B

θ · ∇w, ∀w ∈ W0, ∀θ ∈ Rn.

It is clear (since V0 = C+̇H1
0 (B) and H1

per(�) = V0 ⊕W0) that the above equality holds in fact for test
functions φ ∈ H1

per(�). Therefore,

(7.49)

Nθe = i θ ·
(
N
pd
1 , . . . , Npdn

)
in �\B, where real-valued N

pd
j ∈ H1

per(�\B), j = 1, ..., n, solve
∫

�\B

∇ N
pd
j · ∇φ = −

∫

�\B

ej · ∇φ, ∀φ ∈ H1
per(�\B),

with e1, . . . , en denoting the canonical basis in Rn. Thus N
pd = (Npd1 , . . . , Npdn ) is (up to an additive

constant) the perforated domain corrector, see e.g. [34, Section 3.1]. As a result (7.47) and (7.49) allow
us to rewrite ahθ [e] as

(7.50) ahθ [e] = Ahom
pd θ · θ,

where Ahom
pd is the perforated domain homogenised matrix with components

(7.51) {Ahom
pd }ij =

∫

�\B

δij +

∫

�\B

∂i N
pd
j , i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Matrix Ahom
pd is well-known to be positive definite and symmetric (see e.g. [34, Section 3.1]); these can

also be seen directly, respectively via (7.50) and (5.16), and (7.51) and (7.49) with φ = Ni.
• Assumption (H5) is immediate for Lb = 1: indeed, via (7.39),

∣∣bθ(u, ũ)− b0(u, ũ)
∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣
∫

B

iθu · (∇+ iθ)ũ +

∫

B

∇u · iθũ
∣∣∣∣

≤ |θ|
(
‖u‖L2(B)‖(∇+ iθ)ũ‖L2(B) + ‖∇u‖L2(B)‖ũ‖L2(B)

)
≤ |θ| ‖u‖0 ‖ũ‖θ, ∀u, ũ ∈ H1

per(�).

Now, we can take as the operator Eθ, see Lemma 5.7, multiplication by e−iθ·y. Indeed, for φ, φ̃ ∈ H1
0 (B) =

V⋆,

bθ

(
e−iθ·yφ, e−iθ·yφ̃

)
:=

∫

B

(∇+iθ)e−iθ·yφ · (∇+ iθ)e−iθ·yφ̃+

∫

�

e−iθ·yφe−iθ·yφ̃ =

∫

B

∇φ·∇φ̃+
∫

�

φφ̃ = b0(φ, φ̃),

i.e. (5.23) holds. One can also readily verify (5.24) with Kb =
√
|B|(1 + n/4) as follows:

∣∣∣bθ(e−iθ·yφ, e)− b0(φ, e)
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣
∫

B

e−iθ·y∇φ · iθ +

∫

B

(e−iθ·y − 1)φ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |θ| ‖∇φ‖L2(B)|B|1/2 +

√
|B|n/4 |θ|‖φ‖L2(B) ≤

√
|B|(1 + n/4) |θ| ‖φ‖0 =

√
|B|(1 + n/4) |θ| ‖φ‖0‖e‖0, ∀φ ∈ H1

0 (B).

• Finally, we can see that (H6) holds for H = L2(�) with θ-independent dθ = d0 the standard L2(�)
inner product and Eθ multiplication by e−iθ·y. Indeed, H = H1

per(�) is compactly embedded into and
dense in H and (6.2) holds, and Ke =

√
n/2 in (H6).

As (H1)–(H6) hold we can apply the results of Sections 4 - 6, and we detail below implications of the
relevant approximation theorems for the present example.
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7.2.1 Application of Theorem 5.9

We begin with specifying the approximations given in Theorem 5.9. Therein, V⋆ = H1
0 (B) and Z =

Span {e} (recalling e(y) ≡ 1) and consequently, v = vε,θ ∈ H1
0 (B), z = cε,θe, cε,θ ∈ C, and problem

(5.26), via (7.50), (7.39) and (7.38), specialises to
(7.52)

ε−2
(
Ahom

pd θ · θ
)
cε,θ c̃ +

∫

B

∇vε,θ · ∇φ +

∫

�

(vε,θ + cε,θ)(φ + c̃) =

∫

�

UΓεF (θ, y)
(
e−iθ·yφ(y) + c̃

)
dy,

∀φ ∈ H1
0 (B), ∀c̃ ∈ C.

This can equivalently be re-written as

(7.53)





(
ε−2Ahom

pd θ · θ + 1
)
cε,θ +

∫

B

vε,θ(y) dy =

∫

�

UΓεF (θ, y) dy, θ ∈ �
∗;

−∆vε,θ(y) + vε,θ(y) + cε,θ = eiθ·y UΓεF (θ, y), y ∈ B, θ ∈ �
∗.

Applying Theorem 5.9 and noticing that, by (3.3) and (7.38), (7.39), ‖f‖∗θ ≤
∥∥UΓεF (θ, ·)

∥∥
L2(�)

, we

conclude that inequalities (5.35) and (5.36) imply the following result.

Proposition 7.6. Let uε,θ solve (7.36) and cε,θ, vε,θ solve (7.53). Then
(7.54)

ε−2

∫

�\B

∣∣∣
(
∇+ iθ

)(
uε,θ(y)−

(
1 + i θ · Npd(y)

)
cε,θ

)∣∣∣
2

+

∫

�\B

∣∣uε,θ(y)−
(
1 + i θ · Npd(y)

)
cε,θ
∣∣2 dy

≤ C9 ε
2

∫

�

∣∣UΓǫF (θ, y)
∣∣2 dy,

(7.55)∫

�

∣∣uε,θ −
(
cε,θ + e−iθ·yvε,θ

)∣∣2 ≤ C10 ε
2

∫

�

|UΓǫF (θ, y)|2 dy.

Inequalities (7.54) and (7.55) provide L2 estimates for the corresponding approximations of uε, the
solution to (7.35), and its gradient on the “stiff” phase. Indeed, applying the inverse transforms to the
approximation cε,θe+ e−iθ·yvε,θ to uε,θ = UΓεuε in (7.55), set

(7.56) u(0)ε := Γ−1
ε U−1cε,θe, v(0)ε := Γ−1

ε U−1e−iθ·yvε,θ.

Note that, cf (7.24) and (7.25), as cε,θe is y-independent u
(0)
ε is smooth and

Γ−1
ε U−1

(
1 + i θ · Npd

)
cε,θe = u(0)ε + ε

(
Γ̃−1
ε N

pd
)
· ∇u(0)ε in Rn \Bε, where Bε :=

⋃

m∈Zn

ε(B +m).

Then inequalities (7.54), (7.55), via the L2-unitarity of the above inverse transform Γ−1
ε U−1, lead to the

following theorem.

Theorem 7.7. Let uε solve (7.35) and u
(0)
ε , v

(0)
ε be as in (7.56) where cε,θ, vε,θ solve (7.53). Then there

exist positive constants c0 and c1 independent of ε and of F ∈ L2(Rn), such that

∥∥uε −
(
u(0)ε + ε Npd

(
·
ε

)
· ∇u(0)ε

)∥∥
H1(Rn\Bε)

≤ c0 ε ‖F‖L2(Rn),(7.57)
∥∥uε −

(
u(0)ε + v(0)ε

(
·
ε

) )∥∥
L2(Rn)

≤ c1 ε ‖F‖L2(Rn).(7.58)

An estimate similar to the L2-estimate (7.58) (more precisely to that based on (5.19) with 〈f, φ〉 =
∫
�
fφ)

was first derived in [15] by different means. TheH1-estimate (7.57) is believed to be new. We remark that,
like Proposition 7.4 re-expresses estimates (7.26) and (7.27) in terms of the solution of the homogenised
equation (7.30), estimates akin to (7.57) and (7.58) can be re-expressed in terms of appropriate solutions
to the two-scale limit problem, cf. the next subsection.

39



7.2.2 Approximation via the two-scale limit operator and an associated two-scale inter-

polation operator

Let us recall, see e.g. [53, 37], that for problem (7.35) the following property of (strong) two-scale
(pseudo-)resolvent convergence is held. If Fε ∈ L2(Rn) weakly or strongly two-scale converges as ε → 0
to F0 ∈ L2(Rn×�) then uε the solution to (7.35) (for F = Fε) respectively weakly or strongly two-scale
converges to u0(x, y) = u(x) + v(x, y) the solution to the two-scale limit system L0u0 = PF0. Here L0 is
the self-adjoint two-scale operator in the closed subspace L2

(
Rn; C +̇L2(B)

)
= L2(Rn) +̇L2

(
Rn;L2(B)

)

of L2
(
Rn;L2(�)

)
= L2(Rn ×�) generated by the two-scale form

(7.59) Q0(u+ v, φ+ ψ) =

∫

Rn

Ahom
pd ∇u(x) · ∇φ(x) dx +

∫

Rn

∫

B

∇yv(x, y) · ∇yψ(x, y) dy dx,

for u, φ ∈ H1(Rn), v, ψ ∈ L2(Rn;H1
0 (B)), with dense form domain H1(Rn) +̇L2

(
Rn;H1

0 (B)
)
, and P :

L2(Rn ×�) → L2(Rn) +̇L2
(
Rn;L2(B)

)
is the orthogonal projection or simply

(7.60) Pg(x, y) =
{
g(x, y) x ∈ Rn, y ∈ B
|�\B|−1

∫
�\B g(x, y

′) dy′ x ∈ Rn, y ∈ �\B.

Now we observe that the above objects are precisely those that appeared in Section 6.5 when specialised
to the present example. Indeed, recall that H = L2(�) with inner product dθ(u, ũ) =

∫
�
u ũ, and notice

via (7.39) that (6.28) holds. Further, according to Section 6.5, H0 := Z+̇V⋆ = C +̇L2(B), and

H = L2
(
Rn; (H, d0)

)
= L2 (Rn ×�) , H0 = L2(Rn;H0) = L2(Rn) +̇L2(Rn;L2(B)),

and Ď = H1(Rn;Z) +̇L2(Rn;V⋆) = H1(Rn) +̇L2
(
Rn;H1

0 (B)
)
,

all equipped with the standard norms. Therefore, comparing the above two-scale form Q0 and the
bivariate form Q (see (6.43)) and recalling (7.50) we find that

Q(u+ v, φ+ ψ) = Q0(u+ v, φ+ ψ) + (u + v, φ+ ψ)L2(Rn×�)

and so L = L0 + I for the abstract bivariate operator L generated by Q as introduced in Section 6.5. In
particular, for g ∈ H0, the two-scale limit problem (L0 + I)u0 = g is to find such u0 = u+ v ∈ Ď that

(7.61)





− divx
(
Ahom

pd ∇xu(x)
)

+ u(x) +

∫

�

v(x, y) dy =

∫

�

g(x, y) dy, x ∈ Rn;

− ∆yv(x, y) + u(x) + v(x, y) = g(x, y), y ∈ B.

As a result, Theorem 6.10 via a routine specialisation to the present setting yields the following.

Theorem 7.8. For 0 < ε < 1, one has
∥∥∥L−1

ε,θg(θ) −
(
A∗

ε (L0 + I)
−1 PAεg

)
(θ)
∥∥∥
L2(�)

≤ C11 ε
∥∥g(θ)

∥∥
L2(�)

, ∀g ∈ L2(�∗ ×�), a.e. θ ∈ �
∗,

where Aε : L2(�∗ × �) → L2(Rn × �), Aε = Γ−1
ε F−1 χ E−1, and its adjoint A∗

ε : L2(Rn × �) →
L2(�∗ ×�), A∗

ε = E χ∗ Γ−1
ε F , are given by the continuous extensions of

(7.62) Aεg(x, y) = (2π)−n/2ε−n/2

∫

�∗

ei θ·yg(θ, y)ei θ · x
ε dθ, x ∈ Rn, y ∈ �;

(7.63) A∗
εh(θ, y) = (2π)−n/2ε−n/2e−i θ·y

∫

Rn

h(x, y)e−i θ
ε · x dx, θ ∈ �

∗, y ∈ �.

The above theorem can be re-stated in terms of an operator-type estimate for the original problem (7.35)
as follows. Let Lε = − div

(
Aε

(
x
ε

)
∇·
)
be the non-negative self-adjoint operator defined in a standard

way in Hilbert space L2 (Rn). Then, for the solution of (7.35), uε = (Lε + I)
−1
F . On the other hand,

denoting g = UΓεF , we observe via (7.38) and (6.3) that uε,θ = L−1
ε,θg for which in turn uε,θ = UΓεuε.

Combining this all implies L−1
ε,θ = UΓε(Lε + I)−1Γ−1

ε U−1, which due to the L2-unitarity of U and Γε

allows to recast Theorem 7.8 in the following form.
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Theorem 7.9. Let Lε and L0 be respectively the original and the two-scale limit operators as described
above, and P be the projector given by (7.60). Then, for 0 < ε < 1, one has

(7.64)
∥∥(Lε + I)

−1 − I∗
ε (L0 + I)

−1 PIε
∥∥
L2(Rn)→L2(Rn)

≤ C11 ε.

Here Iε : L2(Rn) → L2(Rn ×�), which we call “the two-scale interpolation operator” (see Remark 7.10
below), is a bounded operator given by the composition

(7.65) Iε : = Aε U Γε = Γ−1
ε F−1 χ E−1 U Γε .

In (7.65), Γε : F (x) 7→ εn/2F (εx) is the rescaling operator and Γ−1
ε : g(x, y) 7→ ε−n/2g

(
ε−1x, y

)
is its

inverse in x; U : F (x) 7→ g(θ, y) is the Floquet-Bloch-Gelfand transform, see (7.3); E−1 is multiplication
by ei θ·y; χ : L2 (�∗ ×�) → L2 (Rn ×�) is the extension by zero outside �

∗ in the first variable, and
F−1 : h(ξ, y) 7→ g(x, y) is the inverse Fourier transform also in the first variable.
Iε is an L2-isometry and the continuous extension of

(7.66) IεF (x, y) =
∑

m∈Zn

F
(
εy + εm

)
Sinc

(x
ε
−m

)
;

I∗
ε : L2(Rn × �) → L2(Rn) is the adjoint of Iε given by I∗

ε = Γ−1
ε U−1A∗

ε = Γ−1
ε U−1E χ∗ FΓε, which is

the continuous extension of

(7.67) I∗
εu0(x) = ε−n

∫

Rn

u0

(
s,
{x
ε

})
Sinc

([x
ε

]
− s

ε

)
ds ,

where {p} is the fractional part of p ∈ Rn, and [p] := p − {p} is its “entire part”. In (7.66) and (7.67)
Sinc(z), z ∈ Rn, is the (n-dimensional normalised) sinc-function:

Sinc(z) :=

n∏

j=1

sin (πzj)

πzj
, z ∈ Rn.

The range of Iε consists of all functions f(x, y) ∈ L2(Rn×�) whose Fourier transform in x is supported
in [−π/ε, π/ε]n for a.e. y ∈ �. Moreover,

(7.68) I∗
εIε = I, and IεI∗

ε = Sε,

where Sε is the smoothing operator as given by (7.29) (with χ replaced by the characteristic function of
�

∗) applied to the first variable, i.e.

(7.69) Sε = F−1 χε−1�∗ F ,

where χε−1�∗ is multiplication (in the first variable) by characteristic function of ε−1
�

∗. Sε → I strongly.

Proof. Operator Iε = Γ−1
ε F−1 χ E−1 U Γε is an L2-isometry from L2(Rn) to L2(Rn × �), as a superpo-

sition of L2-norm preserving operators. Therefore, at a dense subspace, e.g. C∞
0 (Rn) ∋ F , combining

(7.62) with (7.3) and (6.46) we obtain

IεF (x, y) := Aε U ΓεF (x, y) = (2π)−n
∑

m∈Zn

F (εy + εm)

∫

�∗

ei θ · (x
ε −m) dθ,

which yields (7.66). Similarly, combining (7.63) with (7.4) and (6.46) gives

I∗
εu0(x) = Γ−1

ε U−1A∗
εu0(x) = (2πε)−n

∫

Rn

u0
(
s,
{
x
ε

})(∫

�∗

ei θ · ([ xε ]−
s
ε ) dθ

)
ds,

yielding (7.67). Finally, (7.68) immediately follows via (7.64), (6.48) and (7.29); and the strong conver-
gence of Sε to the unity operator I directly follows from (7.69).
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Remark 7.10. Operator Iε plays a key role of L2-isometrically transferring, for any ε > 0, an input
function F (x) from L2(Rn) into corresponding two-scale function IεF (x, y) in L2(Rn × �). The latter
serves in turn as the input for the two-scale limit problem (7.61), whose solution u0(x, y) is converted
by the adjoint I∗

ε back into a function of x. The whole point is that such a procedure delivers an
approximate self-adjoint solution operator, which is the inverse of the two-scale limit operator preceded
by the projection operator P and flanked by the transfer operator Iε and its adjoint, delivering the
operator-normed error estimate (7.64). Interestingly, (7.66) appears to be a two-scale version of the
Whittaker–Shannon interpolation formula, see e.g. [32] for a review. In this respect, operator Iε can be
viewed as a new two-scale interpolation operator. Indeed for regular enough F , given y ∈ �, if x = εl for
l ∈ Zn then (7.66) implies IεF (x, y) = F (x+ εy), interpolating for other x ∈ Rn between the values of F
on the ε-periodic lattice containing εy (i.e. on the lattice εZn+εy of all the points with the chosen “phase”
y). In particular, the following can be derived directly from the above definition of Iε (cf. Remark 7.28
below) and is also immediately implied by the classical Whittaker-Kotelnikov-Nyquist-Shannon sampling
theorem (see e.g. [32]). – If the right hand side F is itself a two-scale function, i.e. Fε(x) = Φ(x, x/ε)
where Φ(x, y) is sufficiently regular, �-periodic in y and its Fourier transform in x is uniformly for
a.e. y compactly supported in an origin-centred cube Q of size 2R, i.e. Q = [−R,R]n, then for all
0 < ε ≤ πR−1,

(
IεFε

)
(x, y) = Φ(x + εy, y). On the other hand it is easy to see from (7.65) that, for

any F ∈ L2 (Rn), (IεF ) (x, y) automatically has the above property of uniformly compact support of the
x-Fourier transforms with R = π/ε, which property is inherited by the solution u0(x, y) of the two-scale
limit problem (7.61). For such u0 it follows in turn from noticing that (7.67) is a convolution of u0 (with
respect to its first variable) with the rescaled Sinc-function whose Fourier transform is the characteristic
function of ε−1

�
∗, that I∗

εu0(x) = u0 (x− εy, y) where y := {x/ε}.

Remark 7.11. It appears that, in contrast to the classical homogenisation (Example 7.1 above), an
interpolation operator is necessary for recasting the input F as a two-scale function (to serve in turn as
the input for the two-scale limit problem). In this respect, it would be of interest to compare the new
interpolation operator Iε with any other candidate interpolators. One of these is the periodic unfolding
operator see e.g. [21], which has a track record of establishing operator-type error estimates, see e.g. [30],
although in classical homogenisation problems. Denoting by Tε : L2(Rn) → L2(Rn ×�) the L2-isometric
unfolding operator, for sufficiently regular F we have (TεF ) (x, y) := F

(
ε [x/ε] + εy

)
. This means that,

for regular enough F , both Tε and Iε produce on the same ε-periodic lattice εZn exactly the same values
F (x+εy), however interpolate between those in different ways. Namely, while Tε simply extends the latter
value for the whole of the related ε-cell x ∈ εl + ε� in piecewise constant way, Iε smoothly interpolates
between the above points according to (7.66). We briefly discuss here some similarities and differences
between Iε and Tε, postponing a more detailed discussion for another study. Notice that the unfolding
operator can be written in a form akin to (7.66). Namely,

(7.70) TεF (x, y) =
∑

m∈Zn

F
(
εy + εm

)
χ�

(x
ε
−m

)
,

where χ� is the characteristic function of the periodicity cell �. Comparing then with (7.65), one
observes that Tε has the following operator form

(7.71) Tε = Γ−1
ε F−1 Sn E−1 U Γε ,

where Sn : L2 (�∗ ×�) → L2 (Rn ×�), replacing the extension operator χ in (7.65), is the operator of
“�∗-periodisation” in the first variable followed by multiplication by a Sinc function. Namely,

(
Sn g

)
(ξ, y) = Sinc

(
ξ
2π

)
g
(
2π
{

ξ
2π

}
, y
)
.

It can be seen that, ∀x ∈ Rn,
∑

l∈Zn Sinc2(x + l) = 1, which implies that operator Sn is an L2-isometry
(and so is Tε, as a composition (7.71)); and in particular Sn∗ Sn = I.
As we have seen, our new two-scale interpolation operator Iε delivers a desired approximation with an
operator norm error estimate (7.64), uniformly valid in ε and F . However one can show from the above
using the structure of the two-scale limit operator (and in fact of more general bivariate operators 8) that

8In the notation of Section 6, the difference of the two approximating operators on the left hand side of (7.72) is
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the approximations based on Iε and on the unfolding operator Tε (i.e. when Iε is replaced in (7.64) by
Tε) are ε2-close, i.e.

(7.72)
∥∥ I∗

ε (L0 + I)−1 PIεF − T ∗
ε (L0 + I)−1 PTεF

∥∥
L2(Rn)

≤ C ε2 ‖F‖L2(Rn), ∀F ∈ L2 (Rn) .

(We remark that the above estimate holds despite Iε and Tε not being L2-close to each other.) Esti-
mate (7.72) implies that both approximations give operator estimate (7.64), and the underlying reasoning
suggests a possibility for constructing similar approximations based on other extension operators with
properties similar to those of χ and Sn for a broader class of examples. Still, we believe that our new
two-scale interpolation operator Iε appears here most naturally. Indeed, the extension operator χ (being
the prototype of Iε) naturally appears in the abstract setting of Theorem 6.10 for arbitrary Θ.
Remark finally that, like the unfolding operator, the new two-scale interpolation operator Iε provides an
equivalence link between two-scale convergence [41, 2] and “conventional” convergence: one can show
that Fε ∈ L2 (Rn) weakly (resp strongly) two-scale converges to f0 ∈ L2(R × �) if and only if IεFε

weakly (resp strongly) two-scale converges to f0.

Remark 7.12. One potential disadvantage of the above constructed operator Iε, suffered in fact also by
Tε, is that for a given x e.g. x ∈ εZn, even for smooth F (x) it produces a discontinuity on the boundary
of � in the �-periodic extension in y of (IεF )(x, y) = F (x + εy). We recall however that, according to
(7.64), IεF is immediately followed by the projection operator P, see (7.60), which in a sense regularises
this discontinuity. Indeed from (7.66), for x = εl, l ∈ Zn, and y ∈ �\B, g(x) := PIεF (x, y) =
|�\B|−1

∫
�\B

F (εl + εy′)dy′ i.e. g(εl) is the average of F over the matrix part of the cube εl + ε�. In

other words, g(εl) is (up to a pre-factor) the Steklov smoothing (see e.g. [60]) at x = εl of χm
ε F where

χm
ε is the characteristic function of the matrix phase Mε = Rn\⋃m∈Zn ε(B +m). For x /∈ εZ, (7.66)

implies that g(x) is the (classical) Whittaker interpolation: g(x) =
∑

m∈Zn g(εm) Sinc(x/ε−m). On the
other hand, we notice that the operator Eθ could be chosen in a slightly modified form. Namely, keeping
it as the multiplication by e−i θ·y for y ∈ B i.e. in the inclusion, set it to be identity (i.e. a multiplication
by unity) in the surrounding ‘matrix’ �\B. One can then easily check that all the assumptions in Lemma
5.7 and hypothesis (H6) remain valid. Therefore a minor modification of Theorem 7.9 holds, where IεF
is still given by (7.66) for y ∈ B, however with y additionally subtracted in the argument of Sinc for
y ∈ �\B:

(7.73) IεF (x, y) =
∑

m∈Zn

F
(
εy + εm

)
Sinc

( x
ε

− m − y
)
, y ∈ �\B.

As a result, given a regular F , while for y in the inclusion (IεF ) (x, y) remains unchanged, for y in
the matrix and for x ∈ εZn + εy it is simply F (x) with Whittaker interpolation in between. Since the
isolated inclusions do not intersect the boundary of the periodicity cell �, no discontinuities are anymore
introduced in the periodic extension of (7.73) on artificial boundaries like that of �. Moreover, as directly
follows from (7.60) and (7.73), for x ∈ Rn and y ∈ �\B,

PIεF (x, y) = |�\B|−1

∫

Rn\
⋃

m∈Zn ε(B+m)

F (z) ε−n Sinc

(
x − z

ε

)
.

Since, up to the constant pre-factor, the latter is a convolution of χm
ε F with the rescaled Sinc-function,

this shows that for y ∈ �\B, PIεF (x, y) = |�\B|−1Sεχ
m
ε F (x) where Sε is the smoothing operator (7.69).

One can also see that for the modified choice of Iε the approximation delivered as a result by (7.64) has

a particularly simple form. Namely, given any F ∈ L2 (Rn), with related u0 = (L0 + I)−1 PIεF one
has u0(x, y) = u(x) + v(x, y) and I∗

εu0(x) = u(x) in the matrix phase Mε = Rn\Bε while I∗
εu0(x) =

u0

(
x− ε{x/ε}, {x/ε}

)
in the inclusion phase Bε =

⋃
m∈Zn ε(B +m).

Finally we emphasise again that, for both choices of Iε, in the inclusion phase i.e. for y ∈ B it has
to be the same and as in (7.66). As mentioned in Remark 7.10, for regular enough two-scale inputs

Γ−1
ε U−1E

[
χ∗Γ−1

ε L−1PΓεχ − Sn∗Γ−1
ε L−1PΓεSn

]
E−1UΓε. Operator L−1P is direct integral of L−1

ξ P0

H0
, ξ ∈ Rn, and

one can show from its special structure that its “symbol” stabilises for large ξ, namely L
−1

ξ P0

H0
= A0 +R(ξ) where A0 is

ξ-independent and ‖R(ξ)‖H→H ≤ C/
(
1 + |ξ|2

)
. Then the parts corresponding to A0 are seen to cancel, and the remaining

parts via some further estimates yield (7.72).

43



Fε(x) = Φ(x, x/ε) this yields
(
IεFε

)
(x, y) = Φ(x + εy, y). Although the εy shift in the x-variable might

look unnatural from the first sight, in fact it is not. – In the two-scale limit problem (7.61), x and y
are regarded as independent variables and given u(x) the equation for v(x, y) would have to be solved on
the inclusion B for every fixed x with the right hand side

(
IεFε

)
(x, y). Any “true” inclusion centered

at xl = εl, l ∈ Zn, can be parametrised as x = xl + εy, y ∈ B, and so for the related true right hand
side Fε(x) = Φ(x, x/ε) = Φ (xl + εy, y). For a fixed x = xl ∈ εZn the latter coincides with the “shifted”(
IεFε

)
(x, y) as above, and for x /∈ εZn these are smoothly interpolated. So it is no surprise the shifted

interpolation gives a more accurate approximation in the inclusions.

7.2.3 Estimates on the rate of convergence of the spectrum

Finally, the following important result on the approximation of spectra holds by adopting Theorem 6.11
to the present example.

Theorem 7.13. For every real b there exists a non-negative constant Cb such that for every interval
[a, b] ⊂ (−∞,∞) one has

(7.74) d[a,b]

(
SpLε, SpL0

)
≤ Cb ε, ∀ 0 < ε < 1.

Further, for the spectrum of the above two-scale limit operator L0,

SpL0 =
{
λ /∈ Sp

(
−∆H1

0
(B)

)
: βB(λ) ≥ 0

}
∪ Sp

(
−∆H1

0
(B)

)
.

Here −∆H1

0
(B) is the Dirichlet Laplacian on the inclusion B and βB(λ) = λ+λ2

∫
B

(
−∆H1

0
(B) − λ

)−1

e

is the β-function associated with B which was probably first introduced by Zhikov, see e.g. [52, 53].
In particular, when (a, b) is a gap in SpL0 then [a + Cb ε, b − Cb ε] is in a gap of SpLε when ε <
(b− a)/(2Cb).

The proof immediately follows from Theorem 6.11 upon noting the following specialisations for the
present example:

SpLε =
⋃

θ∈Θ

SpLε,θ , B = −∆H1

0
(B) + I, and βλ[e] = βB(λ− 1),

see (6.36)–(6.37). Notice further that (6.49) specialises to

βB(λ) = λ + λ2
∞∑

m=1

∣∣∫
B
φm(y)dy

∣∣2

λm − λ
,

where λm and φm, m = 1, 2, ..., are respectively all the simple eigenvalues and the L2-orthonormalised
eigenfunctions of Dirichlet Laplacian −∆H1

0
(B) on the inclusion B. This implies, cf. [52, 53], that the

spectrum of the limit operator L0 typically has infinitely many gaps. It was shown in [53] that the
Floquet-Bloch spectrum of the original operator Lε converges to that of L0 in the sense of Hausdorff.
The estimate (7.74) provides a new result on the rate of the convergence of the spectrum. We remark that
it, as well as (7.64), appears to improve recent results of [17, 18]: while the latter references have similar
estimates in terms a certain ε-dependent approximate operator Lapp

ε , the above approach of ours allows
to construct an approximation with the desired error estimates in terms the ε-independent two-scale
limit operator L0.

Remark 7.14. The general spectral results of Section 6 imply also error estimates for convergence of
corresponding eigenfunctions, and in the present example of the Bloch waves. Not attempting here any
detailed investigation of this, we remark that Theorems 6.4 and 6.5 in combination with general methods

found e.g. in [51] imply the following. Let ξ ∈ Rn and k ∈ N and let λ
(k)
ξ be (for simplicity) a simple

eigenvalue of Lξ with associated eigenfunction ψ
(k)
ξ = z

(k)
ξ + v

(k)
ξ where z

(k)
ξ ∈ C and v

(k)
ξ ∈ H1

0 (B).
Then there exists 0 < ε0 ≤ 1 and δ > 0 such that for all 0 < ε < ε0 and for θ = εξ ∈ �

∗ there exists
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a single isolated eigenvalue λ
(k)
ε,θ of Lε,θ in the δ-neighbourhood of λ

(k)
ξ and associated eigenfunction

ϕ
(k)
ε,θ ∈ H1

per(�) such that

(7.75)
∥∥∥ϕ(k)

ε,θ − ψ
(k)
ξ

∥∥∥
L2(�)

≤ C ε,

with a constant C > 0 independent of ε. A converse property also holds: for an appropriate sequence

of eigenvalues λ
(k)
ε,θ it necessarily converges as ε→ 0 to λ

(k)
ξ with associated eigenfunctions, up to scalar

pre-factors, obeying (7.75). As eiθ·yϕ
(k)
ε,θ (y) is a θ-quasiperiodic Bloch wave associated with the original

(rescaled) operator, (7.75) implies approximation of the latter by eiθ·yψ
(k)
θ/ε(y), where ψ

(k)
θ/ε is explicitly

found from the two-scale limit problem. More detailed analysis, in particular of any uniformity properties
of (7.75) with respect to ξ and k, may deserve a separate investigation.

7.3 ‘Inverted’ high-contrast model

Here we provide an example for which the form aθ has θ-regular associated spaces Vθ, that is the
assumption (3.6) of Theorem 3.1 of Section 3 holds. A simple example of such a case is the ‘inverted
high-contrast’ problem: the case where the roles of the isolated inclusions and connected matrix sets B
and �\B respectively in Example 7.2 above are switched. As we will see, this results in an approximation
of the original problem, with error bounds, in terms of a limit problem which in contrast to the previous
two examples is not anymore homogenised or two-scale but is instead with an “infinite” contrast inclusions
(e.g. with rigid inclusions in case of linear elasticity). We will consider here slightly less general elliptic
systems9, i.e. we set H = H1

per (�; Cm), m ≥ 1, Θ = �
⋆ := [−π, π]n, n ≥ 1,

aθ(u, ũ) =

∫

B

a(0)
(
∇u+ iθ ⊗ u

)
:
(
∇ũ+ iθ ⊗ ũ

)
, bθ(u, ũ) =

∫

�\B

a(1)
(
∇u + iθ ⊗ u

)
:
(
∇ũ+ iθ ⊗ ũ

)
+

∫

�

u · ũ.

Here a(0) and a(1) are Hermitian �-periodic tensor-valued bounded coefficients that satisfy

(7.76)

γ−1
0

∫

�\B

|∇φ|2 ≤
∫

�\B

a(1)∇φ : ∇φ ≤ γ0

∫

�\B

|∇φ|2, φ ∈ H1(�\B; Cm),

γ−1
0

∫

B

|∇φ|2 ≤
∫

B

a(0)∇φ : ∇φ ≤ γ0

∫

B

|∇φ|2, φ ∈ H1(B; Cm),

for some constant γ0 ≥ 1. In this setting, for each θ ∈ �
⋆ and u ∈ H , one has

aθ[u] =

∫

B

a(0)∇
(
eiθ·yu

)
: ∇
(
eiθ·yu

)
≥ γ−1

0

∫

B

∣∣∇
(
eiθ·yu

) ∣∣2

whence, assuming for simplicity B connected,

Vθ =
{
v ∈ H1

per

(
�; Cm

) ∣∣∣ v(y) = e−iθ·yc, y ∈ B, for some constant c ∈ Cm
}
,

and Wθ is the orthogonal complement of Vθ in H = H1
per(�; Cm) with respect to the inner product

aθ + bθ. Let us now show that (H1) holds uniformly on �
⋆, i.e. condition (3.6) is satisfied.

Proposition 7.15. There exists a constant ν > 0 independent of θ ∈ Θ = �
⋆ such that

ν
(
aθ[w] + bθ[w]

)
≤ aθ[w], ∀w ∈Wθ, ∀θ ∈ Θ.

Proof. Let E : H1(B) → H1
0 (�) be a Sobolev extension, cf. Proposition 7.5, and for any fixed u ∈

H1
per(�; Cm) and θ ∈ �

∗, consider v = u− e−iθ·yE
(
eiθ·yu− |B|−1

∫
B e

iθ·yu(y) dy
)
with the extension E

acting component-wise. Clearly v ∈ Vθ and we readily estimate

‖u − v‖2θ = aθ[u− v] + bθ[u− v] ≤ γ0

∥∥∥∥E
(
eiθ·yu− |B|−1

∫

B

eiθ·yu(y) dy

)∥∥∥∥
2

H1(�)

≤

9This could be routinely extended to the case of linear elasticity for example, by appropriate modifications in the
ellipticity conditions (7.76) and in the related extension operator, cf. Example 7.6 below.
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γ0C
2
E

∥∥∥∥e
iθ·yu− |B|−1

∫

B

eiθ·yu(y) dy

∥∥∥∥
2

H1(B)

≤ γ0 C
2
E C

2
B

∥∥∥∇
(
eiθ·yu

) ∥∥∥
2

L2(B)
≤ γ20 C

2
E C2

B aθ[u],

where CE and CB , respectively, are the H1-operator norm of E and the Poincaré-Wirtinger (Poincaré
inequality with mean) constant for domain B. Hence, for u = w ∈ Wθ, ‖w‖2θ ≤ ‖w − v‖2θ ≤
γ20 C

2
E C

2
B aθ[w], and the desired inequality holds with ν =

(
γ0 CE CB

)−2
.

Consequently, for these class of problems, the main approximation result is given by Theorem 3.1.
Employing like in the previous examples the scaling and Gelfand transforms, it implies in the present
context the following.

Theorem 7.16. For fixed 0 < ε < 1 let uε ∈ H1(Rn; Rm) solve the elliptic PDE system

(7.77) − div
(
aε
(
x
ε

)
∇uε(x)

)
+ uε(x) = F (x), x ∈ Rn,

where aε(y) = χB(y)a
(0)(y)+ ε2

(
1−χB(y)

)
a(1)(y), χB the characteristic function of B, F ∈ L2 (Rn; Rm).

Consider vε(θ, ·) ∈ Vθ the (unique) solution to
∫

�\B

a(1)(y)
(
∇vε(θ, y)+iθ⊗vε(θ, y)

)
:
(
∇φ(y) + iθ ⊗ φ(y)

)
dy+

∫

�

vε(θ, y)·φ(y) dy =

∫

�

UΓεF (θ, y)·φ(y) dy,

for all φ ∈ Vθ, a.e. θ ∈ �
⋆. Then, for the approximation u

(0)
ε := Γ−1

ε U−1vε, inequality (3.8) implies the
following:

(7.78) ε2γ−1
0

∫

Rn

∣∣∇uε − ∇u(0)ε

∣∣2 +

∫

Rn

∣∣uε − u(0)ε

∣∣2 ≤ ν−2ε4
∫

Rn

|F |2.

Notice that ∇u(0)ε vanishes in the inclusions Bε :=
⋃

l∈Zn ε(B + l) i.e. has support in Rn\Bε, and in

particular one has
∫
Bε

|∇uε|2 ≤ γ0ν
−2ε2

∫
Rn |F |2.

To the authors’ knowledge, the above result is not found in previous literature. In dimension n =
1, the inverted high-porosity model is equivalent to the one-dimensional double-porosity model. The
quantitative homogenisation of the scalar (m = 1) one-dimensional double-porosity model was studied,
by different means, in the works [14, 16].

Remark 7.17. We remark that, for any fixed ε > 0, the above approximation u
(0)
ε appears to be the

solution of a “stiff” problem associated with (7.77), cf. e.g. [34] §4.2. Namely, if one makes in (7.77)
change of variable y = x/ε and introduces contrast δ := ε2 then it becomes − divy

(
a(δ) (y)∇yuε(εy)

)
+

uε(εy) = F (εy), where a(δ)(y) = δ−1χB(y)a
(0)(y) +

(
1 − χB(y)

)
a(1)(y). Now if, for a fixed ε, one

takes a “stiff inclusion” limit δ → 0, then one can see that u
(0)
ε (εy) is the limit of the solution uε(εy).

Therefore (7.78) can be viewed as providing new operator-type estimates for the solution of the problem
for large contrast δ in terms of its stiff limit with an infinite contrast as δ → 0. Amongst other things, this
also provides an approximation with error estimates for the Floquet-Bloch spectrum of the high-contrast
problem (see Section 6.1) in terms of that for the limit stiff problem.

7.4 A problem with concentrated perturbations

In this section we demonstrate that the parameter θ does not necessarily have to come from the Gelfand
transform only. Let F ∈ L2(R3), 0 < ε < 1, 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1/2, and Br(x) denote the ball of radius r centred
at x, with Br(0) denoted by Br. Consider the problem, in the weak form,

(7.79)





Find Uε,δ ∈ H1(R3) the solution to
∫

R3

∇Uε,δ · ∇φ + ε−2δ−1
∑

j∈Z3

∫

Bδε(εj)

Uε,δ φ +

∫

R3

Uε,δ φ =

∫

R3

F φ, ∀φ ∈ H1(R3),

where we make a convention that if δ = 0 the singular term (i.e. the second term on the left hand side
of (7.79)) is absent. Related problems with different scalings for “concentrated perturbations” where
considered, for example, in [29, 40].
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Our aim is to construct, for small ε, approximations to the solution Uε,δ which would be uniform in δ.
The idea here is to reduce problem (7.79) to the general form (2.4) by regarding δ as another component
in the abstract parameter θ. Namely, let θ = (k, δ) ∈ Θ = �

⋆× [0, 1/2] ⊂ R4, where k ∈ �
⋆ = [−π, π]3 is

the usual Floquet-Bloch quasiperiodicity parameter. Then, as in the preceding examples, after rescaling
and application of Gelfand transform, we arrive at the equivalent problem:
(7.80)



Find uε,θ ∈ H1
per(�), � = [−1/2, 1/2]3, the solution to

ε−2

∫

�

(∇+ ik)uε,θ · (∇+ ik)φ + ε−2δ−1

∫

Bδ

uε,θ φ +

∫

�

uε,θ φ =

∫

�

gε,k φ, ∀φ ∈ H1
per(�),

where gε,k = UΓεF (k, ·). Thus (7.80) is of the form (2.4) with H = H1
per(�), n = 4, 〈f, ũ〉 =

∫
�
gε,kũ,

(7.81) aθ (u, ũ) =

∫

�

(∇+ ik)u · (∇+ ik)ũ + δ−1

∫

Bδ

u ũ, and bθ (u, ũ) =

∫

�

u ũ.

To check (2.1) we notice that, by Hölder inequality and standard Sobolev embeddings, there exists c0 > 0
such that
(7.82)

δ−1

∫

Bδ

|φ|2 ≤ δ−1
(∫

�

|φ|6
)1/3

|Bδ|2/3 =
(
4
3π
)2/3

δ ‖φ‖2L6(�) ≤ c0 δ ‖φ‖2H1(�), ∀δ > 0, ∀φ ∈ H1
per(�).

This, together with the arguments as in Section 7.1, cf (7.9), implies that (2.1) holds. Further, as δ ≤ |θ|
inequality (7.82) also implies that aθ is Lipschitz in θ at the origin, i.e. (2.3) is satisfied for θ1 = 0,
θ2 ∈ Θ. Notice however that (2.3) does not hold globally on Θ (it can be shown by estimates similar to
(7.82) that aθ is merely 2

3 -Hölder continuous in δ and hence in θ), and that (H4) fails to hold for similar
reasons. Still, we can proceed here with our general method in its relevant parts.
First notice that as follows from (7.81) the spaces Vθ and Wθ are as in the classical setting (Example
7.1, see (7.11), with e denotes the identical unity function):

Vθ =

{
{0}, θ 6= 0,

Span(e), θ = 0,
Wθ =

{
H1

per(�), θ 6= 0,

H1
per,0 :=

{
u ∈ H1

per(�)
∣∣ ∫

�
u = 0

}
, θ = 0.

Observe next that the key condition (H1) holds: this can be seen by noting (H1′) is obviously valid
with C = 1 and c[u] =

∫
�
|u|2. Hypothesis (H2) is trivially satisfied (with V ⋆

θ = {0} and L⋆ = 0), and
moreover we will prove at the end of the subsection that (H3) also holds.
In applying our abstract results based on hypotheses (H1)–(H3), certain care needs to be exercised as
some of these results may be based on global version of (2.3) while in the present example the latter
is only assured when θ1 = 0. In any case, our aim here is also to show that our earlier theorems may
already lead to meaningful approximations, and thanks to Remark 4.4 Theorem 4.2 is applicable and
states that uε,θ is approximated when |θ| < ν0/(2La) by Mθv0, where v0 ∈ V0 is the solution to (4.7).
On the other hand, due to (H3), for each r > 0 (3.6) is satisfied on Θr := {θ ∈ Θ : |θ| ≥ r} with
ν = γr2. Therefore, Theorem 3.1 applies when θ ∈ Θr (see Remark 3.2), and states in this setting that
the solution uε,θ to (7.80) satisfies (3.7) and (3.8) with vθ = 0 and ν = γr2.
Specialising (4.3) and (4.4) to the present example, v0 = zε,θ e for some zε,θ ∈ C, Mθv0 = v0 +Nθv0 =
zε,θ(e+ Nθ) where Nθ := Nθe ∈ H1

per,0 is the unique solution to

(7.83) aθ(Nθ, w̃0) = − δ−1

∫

Bδ

w̃0, ∀w̃0 ∈ H1
per,0.

Equation (4.7) reduces then to an algebraic equation for zε,θ as follows. Setting ṽ = z̃e, z̃ ∈ C, and

e.g. using (5.13), one obtains: aθ (Mθv0,Mθ ṽ) =
(
|k|2 + 4πδ2/3 − aθ[Nθ]

)
zε,θ z̃, bθ (Mθv0,Mθṽ) =

(
1 + ‖ Nθ ‖2L2(�)

)
zε,θ z̃, 〈f,Mθ ṽ〉 =

(∫
�
gε,k(y)(1 + Nθ(y))dy

)
z̃. Then (4.7) results in

(7.84) zε,θ =

∫
�
gε,k(y)(1 + Nθ(y)) dy

ε−2
(
|k|2 + 4πδ2/3− aθ[Nθ]

)
+ 1 + ‖ Nθ ‖2L2(�)

,
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where Nθ ∈ H1
per,0 is the solution to the “cell problem” (7.83). (Notice that the bracketed term in the

denominator coincides with aθ [Mθe] which via (H3) is bounded from below by e.g. γ|θ|2.)
The above approximates uε,θ when θ ∈ Θ, |θ| < ν0/(2La). Namely, for

Aε,θ

(
u, ũ

)
:= ε−2aθ (u, ũ) + bθ (u, ũ) = ε−2

(∫

�

(∇+ ik)u · (∇+ ik)ũ + δ−1

∫

Bδ

u ũ

)
+

∫

�

u ũ,

(4.8)–(4.9) imply:
(7.85)

Aε,θ

[
uε,θ − zε,θ(e+Nθ)

]
≤ c1ε

2 ‖gε,k‖2L2(�) , and
∥∥uε,θ − zε,θ(e+Nθ)

∥∥
L2(�)

≤ c1ε
2 ‖gε,k‖L2(�) , ∀ |θ| < ν0

2La
,

with some constant c1 > 0 independent of ε, θ and F . In principle this, together with (3.7)–(3.8) for
|θ| ≥ r0 = ν0/(2La), provides us after the inverse Gelfand and scaling transforms with an approximation
to the solution Uε,θ of (7.79) for small ε, uniform with respect to both F and δ. This is quite inexplicit
though as requires in particular solving the cell problem (7.83) for a range of k and δ. However, we can
construct a more explicit further approximation of (7.84) as follows.
First notice that Nθ is small for small δ. Indeed, by (7.83) with w̃0 = Nθ, aθ [Nθ] ≤

∣∣δ−1
∫
Bδ

Nθ

∣∣. On the

other hand, arguing similarly to (7.82) and employing the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality we observe that

(7.86)
∣∣∣δ−1

∫

Bδ

φ0

∣∣∣ ≤ c2 δ
3/2 ‖∇φ0‖L2(�) , ∀φ0 ∈ H1(�),

∫

�

φ0 = 0,

for some c2 > 0. Thus, by sequentially using (7.86), (7.81) and (4.2) one has aθ [Nθ] ≤ 2 c22 ν
−1
0 δ3, and

recalling (4.1) also ‖ Nθ ‖2L2(�) ≤ 4 c22K
2ν−2

0 δ3.

So estimating, in terms of both |θ| =
(
δ2 + |k|2

)1/2
and ε, the error of neglecting in (7.84) all the terms

containing Nθ, and recalling (H3) for bounding from below the denominator of (7.84), we obtain
(7.87)∣∣∣zε,θ − cε,θ

∣∣∣ ≤ c3
ε−2|θ|3

(ε−2|θ|2 + 1)
2 ‖gε,k‖L2(�) , where cε,θ =

∫
�
gε,k(y) dy

ε−2
(
|k|2 + 4πδ2/3

)
+ 1

, gε,k = UΓεF (k, ·),

and c3 is some positive constant independent of ε, δ, k and F . Now replace in (7.85) the approximation
zε,θ(e+ Nθ) by cε,θe. As a result, for the first estimate,

(7.88) Aε,θ

[
uε,θ − cε,θe

]
≤ 3Aε,θ

[
uε,θ − zε,θ(e+ Nθ)

]
+ 3Aε,θ

[
(zε,θ − cε,θ) e

]
+ 3Aε,θ

[
zε,θ Nθ

]
.

With the first term on the right hand side bounded by (7.85), for the second term via (7.87)

Aε,θ

[
(zε,θ − cε,θ) e

]
= |zε,θ − cε,θ|2

[
ε−2

(
|k|2 + 4

3
πδ2
)
+ 1

]
≤ 4

3
πc23

ε−4|θ|6
(ε−2|θ|2 + 1)

3 ‖gε,k‖2L2(�) ≤ c4ε
2 ‖gε,k‖2L2(�) ,

with constant c4 = 4πc23/3. (In the last inequality we used that for 0 ≤ t := |θ|/ε < +∞, t6/(1+t2)3 < 1.)
Finally, for the last term in (7.88), via (7.84) together with the above estimates for aθ [Nθ] and ‖Nθ‖L2(�),

Aε,θ

[
zε,θ Nθ

]
= |zε,θ|2

(
ε−2aθ [Nθ] + ‖Nθ‖2L2(�)

)
≤ c5

‖gε,k‖2L2(�)(
ε−2|θ|2 + 1

)2
(
ε−2δ3 + δ3

)
≤ c6 ε ‖gε,k‖2L2(�) ,

with positive constants c5 and c6 independent of ε, θ and F (having used in the last inequality the
boundedness of t3/(1 + t2)2, 0 ≤ t < +∞). Combining the above we bound (7.88), for |θ| < r0 :=

ν0/(2La), by a constant times ε ‖gε,k‖2L2(�). On the other hand, for θ ≥ r0, it immediately follows from

(7.87) that
∣∣cε,θ

∣∣ ≤ r−2
0 ε2‖gε,k‖L2(�) and as a result Aε,θ [cε,θe] = |cε,θ|2

(
ε−2aθ [e] + 1

)
is bounded by

a constant times ε2 ‖gε,k‖2L2(�). Also, for |θ| ≥ r0, by (3.7) and (H3) Aε,θ [uε,θ] ≤ γ−1r−2
0 ε2‖gε,k‖2L2(�).

As a result, the left hand side of (7.88) is bounded by a constant times ε2 ‖gε,k‖2L2(�) for |θ| ≥ r0.

Repeating the above arguments for the second estimate in (7.85) with the approximation zε,θ(e + Nθ)
again replaced by cε,θe, we observe that the corresponding estimate is dominated by the term analogous
to the second term on the right hand side of (7.88). Namely, recalling (7.87),

∥∥ (zε,θ − cε,θ) e
∥∥
L2(�)

= |zε,θ − cε,θ| ≤ c3
ε−2|θ|3

(ε−2|θ|2 + 1)2
‖gε,k‖L2(�) ≤ c7 ε ‖gε,k‖L2(�) ,
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with c7 > 0 independent of ε, θ and F .
Combining all the above estimates we deduce that

ε−2

(∫

�

∣∣(∇+ ik) (uε,θ − cε,θe)
∣∣2 + δ−1

∫

Bδ

∣∣uε,θ − cε,θe
∣∣2
)

+
∥∥uε,θ−cε,θe

∥∥2
L2(�)

≤ c8 ε ‖gε,k‖2L2(�) ,

(7.89)
and

∥∥uε,θ−cε,θe
∥∥
L2(�)

≤ c8 ε ‖gε,k‖L2(�) , gε,k = UΓεF (k, ·), ∀θ ∈ Θ,

for some constant c8 > 0 independent of ε, θ = (k, δ) and F . Comparing the above estimates with (7.85),
we observe that replacing the approximation zε,θ(e + Nθ) by the simplified one, cε,θe, results in a “one
power of ε” loss in the accuracy.
Then, arguing as in Example 7.1 (cf (7.87) with (7.21) leading to (7.28) ), we deduce that the approx-

imation U
(0)
ε,δ = Γ−1

ε U−1cε,θe to the exact solution Uε,δ = Γ−1
ε U−1uε,θ of the original problem (7.79), is

itself the solution to

(7.90)

(
−∆ +

4

3
π
δ2

ε2
+ 1

)
U

(0)
ε,δ = SεF, in R3,

with Sε given by (7.29) where χ stands for the characteristic function of �∗. Further, estimates (7.89)

imply similar estimates for U
(0)
ε,δ , cf. (7.26)–(7.27):

(7.91)

∥∥∥Uε,δ − U
(0)
ε,δ

∥∥∥
H1(R3)

≤ c8 ε
1/2 ‖F‖L2(R3), and

∥∥∥Uε,δ − U
(0)
ε,δ

∥∥∥
L2(R3)

≤ c8 ε ‖F‖L2(R3).

Finally, as (7.29) implies (cf. (7.32) leading to (7.32)) that ‖SεF−F‖H−1(R3) ≤ επ−1‖F‖L2(R3), it follows
that the estimates analogous to (7.91) remain valid if Sε is removed in (7.90). We collect all of the above
observations to state the following theorem.

Theorem 7.18. Let Uε,δ solve (7.79) and, for each α ∈ [0,∞), let Uα ∈ H1(R3) solve

(
−∆ +

4

3
π α2 + 1

)
Uα = F in R3.

Then there exists a positive constant c independent of ε, δ and F such that

(7.92)
∥∥Uε,δ − Uδ/ε

∥∥
H1(R3)

≤ c ε1/2 ‖F‖L2(R3), and
∥∥Uε,δ − Uδ/ε

∥∥
L2(R3)

≤ c ε ‖F‖L2(R3),

for all 0 < ε < 1 and 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1/2.

Remark 7.19. Notice that estimates (7.92), uniform in both ε and δ, hold in particular for the ‘critical
scaling’ δ = O(ε). For example, for δ = ε Theorem 7.18 states that uε, the solution to the concentrated
perturbation problem

∫

R3

∇uε · ∇φ + ε−3
∑

j∈Z3

∫

Bε2 (εj)

uεφ +

∫

R3

uεφ =

∫

R3

Fφ, ∀φ ∈ H1(R3),

i.e. with ε-periodic inclusions of size ε2 and of “density” ε−3, is approximated with operator-type error
estimates by u0 the solution to the averaged problem

(
− ∆ + µ + 1

)
u0 = F, in R3,

where µ = 4π/3. Indeed, (7.92) gives

‖uε − u0‖H1(R3) ≤ c ε1/2‖F‖L2(R3), ‖uε − u0‖L2(R3) ≤ c ε‖F‖L2(R3).

We conclude this example with the proof of (H3).

49



Proof. For proving (H3) it is sufficient to show that

‖(∇+ ik)u‖2L2(�) + δ−1

∫

Bδ

|u|2 ≥ γ̃
(
|k|2 + δ2

)
‖u‖2L2(�), ∀u ∈ H1

per(�), ∀ (k, δ) ∈ Θ,

for some γ̃ > 0. Clearly, cf. e.g. (7.10) and from the triangle inequality,

‖(∇+ik)u‖L2(�) ≥ |k| ‖u‖L2(�), and ‖(∇+ik)u‖L2(�)+ |k|‖u‖L2(�) ≥ ‖∇u‖L2(�), ∀u ∈ H1
per(�), ∀k ∈ �

∗.

Combining these implies 3 ‖(∇+ ik)u‖L2(�) ≥ |k| ‖u‖L2(�) + ‖∇u‖L2(�), and so it suffices to show that

(7.93) ‖∇u‖2L2(�) + δ−1

∫

Bδ

|u|2 ≥ c δ2 ‖u‖2L2(�), ∀u ∈ H1
per(�), ∀δ ∈ (0, 1/2],

with some c > 0.
To prove (7.93), for u = c+ u0 with c =

∫
�
u and so

∫
�
u0 = 0, using (7.86) we obtain

δ−1

∫

Bδ

|u|2 ≥ 4

3
π δ2|c|2 + 2 δ−1Re

∫

Bδ

u0 c ≥ 4

3
πδ2|c|2 − 2 c2δ

3/2|c| ‖∇u‖L2(�) ≥

2

3
πδ2|c|2 − 3 c22

2π
δ ‖∇u‖2L2(�) =

2

3
πδ2

(
|c|2 + ‖∇u‖2L2(�)

)
−
(
2

3
πδ2 +

3 c22
2π

δ

)
‖∇u‖2L2(�).

This implies (as δ ≤ 1/2) that

(
π

6
+

3 c22
4 π

)
‖∇u‖2L2(�) + δ−1

∫

Bδ

|u|2 ≥ 2

3
π δ2

(∣∣∣∣
∫

�

u

∣∣∣∣
2

+ ‖∇u‖2L2(�)

)
, ∀u ∈ H1(�).

Then, after application of the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality, one arrives at (7.93).

7.5 Periodic inclusions with imperfect interfaces

Here we consider a problem where the space Vθ has a removable singularity at the origin but Vθ is not
piece-wise constant, i.e. (H2) holds but the conditions of Remark 4.5 do not10. Such a situation arises,
for example, in composites whose inclusions are not in perfect contact with the surrounding ‘matrix’.
Let the reference inclusion B ⊂ � be as in Example 7.2, Bε =

⋃
z∈Zn ε(B + z) be the set of associated

ε-periodic inclusions and its complementMε := Rn\Bε be the connected matrix, and let nε be the outer
unit normal to the interface Iε = ∂Bε. For 0 < ε < 1, consider the problem: Given F ∈ L2(Rn), find in
the matrix and in the inclusions uε1 and uε2 respectively, such that

(7.94) −∆uε1 + uε1 = F in Mε, −∆uε2 + uε2 = F in Bε, ∂nεu
ε
1 = ∂nεu

ε
2 = ε (uε2 − uε1) on Iε,

where ∂nε denotes the normal derivative. This problem admits equivalent variational formulation: Find
uε ∈ Wε := L2(Rn) ∩H1(Mε) ∩H1(Bε) such that

(7.95)

∫

Mε

∇uε · ∇φ +

∫

Bε

∇uε · ∇φ + ε

∫

Iε

[uε]ε [φ]ε +

∫

Rn

uε φ =

∫

Rn

F φ, ∀φ ∈Wε,

where [u]ε denotes the jump in u across Iε, i.e. [u]ε := T+
ε u − T−

ε u where T+
ε : H1 (Mε) → L2 (Iε) and

T−
ε : H1 (Bε) → L2 (Iε) are the trace operators.

We take our usual approach and restate problem (7.95) in the form (2.4) via the transforms Γǫ and U
(see Example 7.1). Then uε,θ := UΓεuε(θ, ·) is the solution to

ε−2aθ (uε,θ, ũ) + bθ (uε,θ, ũ) = 〈f, ũ〉, ∀ũ ∈ H, a.e. θ ∈ Θ,

where uε,θ ∈ H = L2(�)∩H1
per(�\B)∩H1(B), Θ := �

∗, 〈f, ũ〉 := (UΓεF (θ, ·), ũ) for (·, ·) the standard
L2(�) inner product,
(7.96)

aθ[u] =

∫

�\B

∣∣(∇+ iθ)u
∣∣2 +

∫

B

∣∣(∇+ iθ)u
∣∣2, and bθ[u] = b[u] :=

∫

∂B

∣∣ [u]
∣∣2 +

∫

�

|u|2,

10Another such example, in the context of linear elasticity, is Example 7.6 below.
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where [u] denotes the jump in u across the interface ∂B.
Let us now show that all our general assumptions hold. It is clear, cf. (7.9), that the basic assumptions
(2.1) and (2.3) hold. Next note that, denoting χB the characteristic function of the inclusion B,
(7.97)

Vθ =

{
Span

(
e−iθ·yχB

)
θ 6= 0,

Span (e, χB) θ = 0,
Wθ =





{
w ∈ H

∣∣ ∫
∂B

[w]eiθ·y =
∫
B
weiθ·y

}
θ 6= 0,

{
w ∈ H

∣∣ ∫
∂B[w] =

∫
B w and

∫
�
w = 0

}
θ = 0.

Therefore Vθ has a discontinuity at θ = 0 and varies with θ in �
∗\{0}. Now check that for this example

(H1)–(H6) all hold.
• Proof of (H1). Standard arguments show that there exists a constant CB > 0 such that

(7.98) b[φ] ≤ CB

(
a0[φ] +

∣∣∣∣
∫

�\B

φ

∣∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣
∫

B

φ −
∫

∂B

[φ]

∣∣∣∣
2
)
, ∀φ ∈ L2(�) ∩H1(�\B) ∩H1(B).

Indeed, if φn with b [φn] = 1 are such that (7.98) is violated with CB replaced by n, then a0 [φn] → 0 and
so {φn} are bounded in H1(�\B) and H1(B). So, up to a subsequence, {φn} converges H1-weakly and
L2-strongly to some φ0. Then b [φ0] = 1 by the L2-compactness of the trace operators, and by the weak
lower-semicontinuity a0 [φ0] = 0 so φ0 ∈ V0 i.e. φ0 = c1+ c2χB. On the other hand, by the compactness,
for φ = φ0 both other terms on the right hand side of (7.98) are zero, which implies c1 = c2 = 0 i.e.
b [φ0] = 0 which is a contradiction.
We then show that (H1′) holds for c(u, ũ) = CB |�\B|

∫
�\B uũ and C = CB + 1. Indeed for fixed θ ∈ Θ

and w ∈ Wθ, see (7.97),
∫
B w e

iθ·y −
∫
∂B

[
w eiθ·y

]
= 0 and so (7.98) for φ = eiθ·yw gives

(7.99)

b[w] = b
[
eiθ·yw

]
≤ CB

(
a0
[
eiθ·yw

]
+

∣∣∣∣
∫

�\B

eiθ·yw

∣∣∣∣
2
)

≤ CB

(
aθ[w] + |�\B|

∫

�\B

|w|2
)
.

Hence (H1′) holds (as c[·] is clearly ‖ · ‖θ-compact), and so (H1) holds too by Proposition 5.10.
• Proof of (H2). We set V⋆ = Span (χB), and so V ⋆

θ := Span
(
e−iθ·yχ0

)
for all θ ∈ Θ = �

∗.
Then, for given V ⋆

θ1
∋ v1 = c1e

−iθ1·yχB, c1 ∈ C, set v2 = c1e
−iθ2·yχB ∈ V ⋆

θ2
and so |v1(y)− v2(y)| ≤(

n1/2/2
)
|θ1 − θ2| |v1(y)|, y ∈ �. Therefore, since for i = 1, 2, aθi [vi] = 0 and [vi] = − vi,

∥∥v1 − v2
∥∥2
θ2

= |θ1 − θ2|2
∫

�

|v1|2 +

∫

∂B

|v1 − v2|2 +

∫

�

|v1 − v2|2 ≤
(n
4
+ 1
)
|θ1 − θ2|2 ‖v1‖2θ1 ,

and so (H2) holds with L⋆ = (n/4 + 1)
1/2

. Furthermore, one can naturally choose Z = Span (e) so that

(4.16) and (4.17) hold with KZ = |B|/
(
|B|+ |∂B|

)1/2
< 1).

• Assumption (H3) follows by applying (7.99) and then (7.41), with e.g. γ = (1 + CB)
−1 (

nπ2 + |�\B|C2
E

)−1
.

• Assumption (H4) is obviously satisfied, see (7.96), with Ka′ = 1,Ka′′ = 0, and

(7.100) a′0(v, u) · θ :=

∫

�\B

i θv · ∇u +

∫

B

i θv · ∇u, and a′′0 (v, ṽ) θ · θ := |θ|2
∫

�

v ṽ.

• Assumption (H5) trivially holds for Lb = 0 since bθ is independent of θ. Furthermore, it is clear that
(5.23) and (5.24) with Kb = n1/2/2 hold for Eθ defined as multiplication by e−i θ·y.
• Finally, (H6) also trivially holds with H = L2(�), dθ the standard L2-inner product, Eθ multiplication
by e−iθ·y on L2(�) and Ke = n1/2/2. Notice that the above choice of Z = Span (e) satisfies (6.28).
As all the main assumptions (H1)–(H6) hold, our general results are applicable to the present example,
in particular Theorems 5.9 and Theorem 6.5. We will illustrate below the spectral results related to the
latter, leaving it to the reader specialising any of our other general results to the present setting.
Notice first that for the solution uε to (7.94), equivalently (7.95), uε = (Lε + I)−1 F , where Lε is the
self-adjoint operator in L2(Rn), with standard inner product, which is generated by the form

Qε (u, ũ) =

∫

Mε

∇u · ∇ũ +

∫

Bε

∇u · ∇ũ + ε

∫

Iε

[uε] [ũε],
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with the form domain Wε. We are interested in the spectrum SpLε of Lε.
Upon applying the unitary rescaling Γε and the Gelfand transform U , it follows that the spectrum SpLε

is equal to
⋃

θ∈�∗ Lε,θ where Lε,θ is the self-adjoint operator generated in L2(�) by the form

qε,θ (u, ũ) = ε−2

(∫

�\B

(∇+ iθ)u · (∇+ iθ) ũ +

∫

B

(∇+ iθ)u · (∇+ iθ) ũ

)
+

∫

∂B

[u] ũ

with the form domainH = L2(�)∩H1
per(�\B)∩H1(B). The spectrum of Lε,θ consists of countably many

nonnegative real eigenvalues {λ(k)ε,θ}k∈N labelled in the increasing order accounting for their multiplicity.

The functions E
(k)
ε (θ) := λ

(k)
ε,θ , θ ∈ �, are the spectral band functions of Lε.

In short, Theorem 6.5 provides the asymptotics of the spectral bands E
(k)
ε in terms of the eigenvalues

of Lθ/ε which, in turn, describes the approximation of SpLε in terms of
⋃

ξ∈ε−1�∗ Sp (Lξ − I) or, via

Corollary 6.7, by
⋃

ξ∈Rn Sp (Lξ − I). Finally, we have the characterisation of
⋃

ξ∈Rn SpLξ given in
Theorem 6.8 thus completing our asymptotic analysis with error estimates for SpLε and its spectral
band functions.
Now, we follow the above steps with more detail. First we need to specify the limit operator Lξ given by
the form (6.12). To determine the homogenised form ah, defined by (5.14), we first need the corrector
Nθ = θ · N , as specified by (5.10), on Z. For this, one can see from (5.10) and (7.100), cf. (7.48), that
(up to an element of V0) e 7→ (Ne)(y) = i (1− χB) N

pd(y) − i yχB where N
pd solves (7.49). As a result

ah, which is on Z fully determined by ahθ [e], is found, cf (7.47), to be in the form ahθ [e] = Ahom
pd θ · θ where

Ahom
dp is the perforated domain homogenised matrix given by (7.51) in Example 7.2.

Further, in this setting we have V⋆ + Z = V⋆ + Z = H0 =
{
c1 + c2 χB

∣∣ c1, c2 ∈ C
}
. Putting all this

together, form (6.12) specialises to

Sξ
(
c1 + c2χB , c̃1 + c̃2χB

)
= Mξ

(
c1
c2

)
·
(
c̃1
c̃2

)
, where Mξ =

(
Ahom

pd ξ · ξ + 1 |B|
|B| |∂B|+ |B|

)
,

d0
(
c1 + c2χB, c̃1 + c̃2χB

)
= D

(
c1
c2

)
·
(
c̃1
c̃2

)
, where D =

(
1 |B|
|B| |B|

)
.

As a result, see (6.27), the eigenvalues of Lξ are the solutions of the generalised (real-valued) eigenvalue
problem

Mξc = λDc for some non-trivial c ∈ R2.

Hence λ are roots of the polynomial det (Mξ − λD) = det
(
diag

(
Ahom

dp ξ · ξ, |∂B|
)
− (λ− 1)D

)
, however

we shall determine λ by using the representation (6.34) with βλ given by (6.36)–(6.37). We note that
V⋆ = V⋆ = Span (χB), b0[χB ] = |∂B| + |B| and d0[χB] = |B|. Therefore, the operator B (defined
in (6.22), i.e. as the operator in V⋆ with inner product d0 generated by b0 with form domain V⋆) is
simply the multiplication by 1 + |∂B|/|B|. Hence SpB = {1 + µ0}, where µ0 := |∂B|/|B|. Further,
Z = Z = Span (e), b0[e] = d0[e] = 1, P0

V⋆
e = χB, (B − λI)−1 is multiplication by (1 + µ0 − λ)−1 and

P0
Z
χB = |B|e. Thus, via (6.37), d0

(
β(λ)e, e

)
= λ+ (λ− 1)2(1 + µ0 − λ)−1|B| and so (see (6.36))

(7.101) βλ[e] = Φ(λ− 1), for Φ(µ) :=
µ

µ0 − µ

(
µ0 − µ

(
1 − |B|

) )
.

Then, from (6.34), for each ξ the eigenvalues λ of Lξ are the two solutions of the dispersion relation

(7.102) Ahom
pd ξ · ξ = Φ(λ− 1),

i.e. λ− 1 are the roots of quadratic polynomial p(µ) = |�\B|µ2−µ
(
Ahomξ · ξ+µ0

)
+µ0A

homξ · ξ. (Note
that for every ξ ∈ Rn, p(µ) has two distinct nonnegative roots, and p(λ− 1) = |B|−1det (Mξ − λD).)
Theorem 6.5, wherein consistently with our notation in the present example Lε,θ = Lε,θ + I, now implies
the following for the spectral bands of Lε:
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Theorem 7.20. Let
{
λ
(k)
ε,θ

}
k∈N

be the eigenvalues of Lε,θ and 1 ≤ Λ
(1)
ξ < Λ

(2)
ξ the eigenvalues of Lξ,

equivalently the roots of (7.102). Then, there exists a positive constant C independent of ε, θ and k such
that

∣∣∣1/
(
λ
(k)
ε,θ + 1

)
− 1/Λ

(k)
θ/ε

∣∣∣ ≤ Cε, k = 1, 2, and
∣∣∣1/
(
λ
(k)
ε,θ + 1

)∣∣∣ ≤ Cε, ∀k ≥ 3, ∀θ ∈ �
∗.

(7.103)

By direct inspection of (7.102) we can determine the behaviour of Λ
(k)
ξ in ξ. Indeed, we see from (7.101)

that F has zeros at µ = 0 and µ = µ0/(1 − |B|) = µ0 + µ1 where µ1 = |∂B|/|�\B| > 0, and blows up
(indicating at a “resonance”) at µ = µ0. Further, F is non-negative and strictly increases from 0 to +∞
on [0, µ0) and on [µ0 + µ1, +∞), and F is negative on (−∞, 0) and (µ0, µ0 + µ1). Therefore, as Ahom

pd

is positive definite, it follows from (7.102) that Λ
(k)
ξ are strictly increasing in |ξ| with 0 ≤ Λ

(1)
ξ − 1 < µ0

and µ0 + µ1 ≤ Λ
(2)
ξ − 1 < +∞.

Now, we can use F to approximate SpLε. Indeed, recalling SpLε =
⋃

θ∈Θ Sp (Lε,θ), Theorem 6.8 for
the present βλ and B gives

⋃

ξ∈Rn

Sp (Lξ − I) =
{
µ
∣∣F (µ) ≥ 0

}
∪ {µ0} =

{
µ | Φ(µ) ≥ 0

}
= [0, µ0] ∪ [µ0 + µ1, +∞) ,

i.e. (µ0, µ0 + µ1) is a gap in the limit collective spectrum
⋃

ξ∈Rn Sp (Lξ − I). Combining this with
Corollary (6.7) provides the following results on the structure of SpLε:

Theorem 7.21. For every interval [a, b] ⊂ (−∞,∞) there exists Cb ≥ 0, such that

d[a,b]

(
SpLε , [0, µ0] ∪ [µ0 + µ1, +∞)

)
≤ Cbε, ∀ 0 < ε < 1.

In particular, if ε < µ1/(2Cb) then
[
µ0 + Cbε, µ0 + µ1 − Cbε

]
is in a gap in the spectrum SpLε.

We finish this example by observing that, routinely specialising to the present context the constructions
of Section 6.5 leads to the associated bivariate operator of the form L = L0+ I, where L0 is the operator
in L2 (Rn) +̇L2

(
Rn; Span (χB)

)
, equipped with the standard L2 (Rn ×�) inner product, generated by

the form

(7.104) Q
(
u+ vχB, ũ+ ṽχB

)
:=

∫

Rn

Ahom
pd ∇u(x) · ∇ũ(x) dx + |∂B|

∫

Rn

v(x) ṽ(x) dx,

with the form domain H1 (Rn) +̇L2 (Rn; Span (χB)). Adjusting the derivation leading to Theorem 7.9
for the present example, we have the following result.

Theorem 7.22. For 0 < ε < 1 one has

(7.105)
∥∥∥ (Lε + I)−1 − I∗

ε (L0 + I)−1 PIε
∥∥∥
L2(Rn)→L2(Rn)

≤ C11ε,

where the two-scale interpolation operator Iε and its adjoint I∗
ε are given by (7.66) and (7.67) respectively,

and P : L2 (Rn ×�) → L2 (Rn) +̇L2
(
Rn; Span (χB)

)
is the orthogonal projection.

Remark 7.23. Notice that, as follows from (7.104), for f0 ∈ L2(Rn × �), (L0 + I)−1Pf0 = u(x) +
v(x)χ0(y) where (u, v) ∈ H1(Rn)× L2(Rn) solve the coupled system





− divAhom
dp ∇u(x) + u(x) + |B|v(x) =

∫

�

f0(x, y) dy, x ∈ Rn;

|B|u(x) +
(
|∂B| + |B|

)
v(x) =

∫

B

f0(x, y) dy, x ∈ Rn.

We remark in passing that the above is nothing but the two-scale limit system for the original problem
(7.94). Furthermore, Theorem 7.21 immediately implies the following estimate on the closeness of the
spectra of the original and the limit problems:

d[a,b]
(
SpLε , SpL0

)
≤ Cbε.
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7.6 An example with a ‘partial’ high-contrast

Here we consider an example of a high-contrast linear elasticity problem with so-called ‘partial degener-
acy’. Consider the following resolvent problem:

(7.106)

{
Find uε ∈

[
H1(R3)

]3
such that

− div σε(uε) + uε = F ∈ [L2(R3)]3,

where the matrix is assumed stiff but the ε-periodic inclusions are stiff in compression but soft in shear.
Namely, for the stress-strain constitutive relation,

σε(uε)(x) = λ
(
x
ε

) (
div uε

)
I + 2µε

(
x
ε

)
e(uε), x ∈ R3, e(u) = 1

2

(
∇u+∇uT

)
,

with �-periodic Lamé coefficients of the form

λ(y) =

{
λ1(y), y ∈ �\B,
λ2(y), y ∈ B,

µε(y) =

{
µ1(y), y ∈ �\B,
ε2µ2(y), y ∈ B.

Here as before the reference inclusion set B is assumed to have Lipschitz boundary, B ⊂ (− 1
2 ,

1
2 )

n and
�\B is connected, and the coefficients λi, µi, i = 1, 2, are uniformly positive and bounded. Now,
we proceed as in the above examples, to find that uε,θ = UΓεuε(θ, ·) solves (2.4) with the following

identifications: H =
[
H1

per(�)
]3
, Θ = [−π, π]3, 〈f, ũ〉 =

∫
�
UΓεF (θ, y) · ũ(y) dy, and

aθ[u] =

∫

�\B

(
λ1
∣∣div u+ i θ · u

∣∣2 + 2µ1

∣∣e(u) + i θ ⊙ u
∣∣2
)

+

∫

B

λ2
∣∣div u+ i θ · u

∣∣2,(7.107)

bθ[u] =

∫

B

2µ2

∣∣e(u) + i θ ⊙ u
∣∣2 +

∫

�

|u|2, θ ⊙ u := 1
2

(
θ ⊗ u+ u⊗ θ

)
.(7.108)

Let us now check the main abstract assumptions. We begin by recalling the elasticity theory variant of
extension Proposition 7.5, whose proof we shall provide for the reader’s convenience.

Proposition 7.24. There exists an extension operator E :
[
H1(�\B)

]3 →
[
H1(�)

]3
with the following

properties: Eu|�\B = u, ‖Eu‖[H1(�)]3 ≤ CE‖u‖[H1(�\B)]3 , and

(7.109)

∫

�

∣∣e(Eu)
∣∣2 ≤ C2

E

∫

�\B

∣∣e(u)
∣∣2,

for some constant CE > 0 independent of u.

Proof. For fixed u ∈
[
H1(�\B)

]3
let Ru = c + d × y be the [H1(�\B)]3-projection of u onto the

subspace R =
{
c̃+ d̃× y

∣∣ c̃, d̃ ∈ C3
}

of rigid body motions of �\B (so in particular ‖Ru‖[H1(�\B)]3 ≤
‖u‖[H1(�\B)]3). Recall Korn inequality in the following form:

(7.110)
∥∥u− Ru

∥∥
[H1(�\B)]3

≤ CK

∥∥ e(u)
∥∥
[L2(�\B)]3×3

for some CK > 0 independent of u. Let P : [H1(�\B)]3 → [H1(B)]3 be the standard Sobolev extension
(applied component-wise), i.e. Pu = u in �\B and there exists CP > 0 such that

(7.111) ‖Pu‖[H1(�)]3 ≤ CP ‖u‖[H1(�\B)]3 , ∀u ∈
[
H1(�\B)

]3
.

We construct E as follows: Eu := Ru + P (u − Ru), where Ru = c + d × y for all y ∈ �. As R is
finite-dimensional and a direct sum of ‘translational’ (d = 0) and ‘rotational’ (c = 0) subspaces, one can
see that c1‖Ru‖[H1(�)]3 ≤ |c|2+ |d|2 ≤ c2‖Ru‖[H1(�\B)]3 with positive constants c1 and c2 independent of
u. It is then straightforward to check via (7.111) and (7.110) that all the stated properties of E hold.
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Now, the above uniform positivity assumptions on the Lamé coefficients imply that

aθ[u] ≥ C

(∫

�

∣∣div u+ i θ · u
∣∣2 +

∫

�\B

∣∣e(u) + i θ ⊙ u
∣∣2
)
, ∀u ∈ [H1

per(�)]3,

for some positive constant C. Next, by Proposition 7.24, and arguing as in (7.41), we obtain

∫

�\B

∣∣e(u) + i θ ⊙ u
∣∣2 =

∫

�\B

∣∣e
(
eiθ·yu

) ∣∣2 ≥ C−2
E

∫

�

∣∣e
(
E
(
eiθ·yu

)) ∣∣2 ≥ 1

2
C−2

E

∫

�

∣∣∇
(
E
(
eiθ·yu

)) ∣∣2

≥ 1

2
C−2

E |θ|2
∫

�

∣∣E
(
eiθ·yu

) ∣∣2 ≥ 1

2
C−2

E |θ|2
∫

�\B

|u|2,

where the second inequality follows e.g. from integration by parts and the �-periodicity of u. Conse-
quently, one has

(7.112) aθ[u] ≥ C

(∫

�

∣∣div u+ i θ · u
∣∣2 +

1

2
C−2

E |θ|2
∫

�\B

|u|2
)
, ∀u ∈

[
H1

per(�)
]3
.

Thus, from (7.107) and (7.112), the space Vθ is

(7.113) Vθ =





{
v ∈

[
H1

0 (B)
]3 ∣∣ div v + i θ · v = 0 in B

}
, θ 6= 0,

{
v ∈

[
H1

per(�)
]3 ∣∣ v constant in �\B and div v = 0 in B

}
, θ = 0.

As before, we regard H1
0 (B) as a subspace of H1

per(�) by extending by zero into �\B. For proving the
key spectral gap condition (H1) we shall be using the following ‘Sobolev Modification’ lemma.

Proposition 7.25. There exists linear operator M :
[
H1(�)

]3 →
[
H1(�)

]3
and a positive constant CM

such that

(i) Mu = u in �\B;

(ii) divMu = div u in B;

(iii) ‖Mu‖2[H1(�)]3 ≤ CM

(
‖u‖2[L2(�\B)]3 + ‖e(u)‖2

[L2(�\B)]3×3 + ‖div u‖2L2(B)

)
, ∀u ∈

[
H1(�)

]3
.

Proof. It is well know that the divergence operator div : [H1
0 (B)]3 → L2

0(B) := {f ∈ [L2(B)]3 |
∫
B f = 0}

is surjective, see for example [39, Chapter 1, Section 2.1]. Moreover,

(7.114)

{
there exists a linear map U : L2

0(B) → [H1
0 (B)]3 such that for each f ∈ L2

0(B)

divUf = f, and ‖Uf‖[H1(B)]3 ≤ CB‖f‖[L2(B)]3 for some CB > 0 independent of f .

Let us now construct M . For fixed u ∈
[
H1(�)

]3
, u − Pu ∈ [H1

0 (B)]3 for P as in (7.111) and so
div(u − Pu) ∈ L2

0(B). Now let f = div(u − Pu) and set Mu = Uf + Pu (where Uf is continuously
extended by zero into �\B). Now, the desired properties (i) and (ii) immediately follow by construction.
For property (iii), via (7.111) and (7.114) we obtain obtain

‖Mu‖[H1(�)]3 ≤ ‖Pu‖[H1(�)]3 + ‖Uf‖[H1(B)]3 ≤ CP ‖u‖[H1(�\B)]3 + CB ‖div(u− Pu)‖L2(B)

≤ CP

(
1 +

√
3CB

)
‖u‖[H1(�\B)]3 + CB ‖div u‖L2(B),

and then (iii) follows from this last inequality and Korn’s second inequality in �\B.

Now, one can readily prove that the main assumptions of the article hold by arguing as in the previous
examples (in particular Example 7.2). We sketch the details below.
First, (2.1) and (2.3) hold by essentially the same arguments as in the previous examples, cf. e.g. (7.9).
• Proof of (H1). We argue that (H1′) holds with c[w] chosen as a constant times

∫
�\B |w|2 (which is

‖ · ‖θ-compact via Korn inequality). Indeed, for given u ∈
[
H1

per(�)
]3
, it follows by properties of M that

55



v := u−e−iθ·yM(eiθ·yu) belongs to Vθ. Hence, for any w ∈ Wθ and v chosen as above for u = w, we have
‖w‖θ ≤ ‖w − v‖θ and arguing similarly to (7.43) we readily see via Proposition 7.25 that (H1′) holds.
• Proof of (H2). It is straightforward to show that (H2) holds for

(7.115) V ⋆
θ :=

{
v ∈

[
H1

0 (B)
]3 ∣∣ div v + i θ · v = 0 in B

}
.

Indeed, for each v1 ∈ V ⋆
θ1

it is sufficient to consider v2 = ei(θ1−θ2)·y v1 ∈ V ⋆
θ2
.

• Proof of (H3) follows from combining (H1′) where c[w] = k
∫
�\B |w|2 with some k > 0, and (7.112).

• Proof of (H4). This is immediate in the present setting with

a′0(v, u) · θ =

∫

�\B

λ1i θ · v div u +

∫

�\B

2µ1i θ ⊙ v : e(u) +

∫

B

λ2 i θ · v div u

and

a′′0 (v, v)θ · θ =

∫

�\B

λ1|θ · v|2 +

∫

�\B

2µ1|θ ⊙ v|2 +

∫

B

λ2|θ · v|2.

Now, from (7.113) and (7.115) we see that one can choose the defect space Z to be the 3-dimensional
vector space of constant functions. Indeed, with V⋆ := V ⋆

0 , (4.16) clearly holds, and (4.17) holds with
KZ = 0:

(7.116) (v⋆, z)0 = b0 (v⋆, z) =

∫

B

v⋆ · z = 0, ∀ v⋆ ∈ V⋆, ∀ z ∈ Z,

where the latter equality can be seen e.g. by integrating (z · y) div v⋆ over B by parts. It then routinely
follows via a derivation similar to that leading to (7.50) that

ahθ(z, z̃) = Ahom
p z ⊙ θ : z̃ ⊙ θ, ∀z, z̃ ∈ Z, ∀θ ∈ R3,

where Ahom
p is the homogenised tensor for the natural analogue of perforated elastic domain for the

present example. Namely, Ahom
p correspond to the periodic matrix-inclusion composite with λ = λ1 and

µ = µ1 in the matrix �\B, and with λ = λ2 but zero shear modulus µ = 0 in the inclusion B.

• The proof of (H5) is immediate from (7.108), and (H6) holds for H =
[
L2(�)

]3
, dθ the standard

(θ-independent) [L2(�)]3 inner product and Eθ multiplication by e−iθ·y. In this setting, we observe that
the bivariate operator (see Section 6.5) is the (shifted for unity) two-scale homogenised limit operator,
found in [24], and therefore its spectrum is the semi-axis [1,+∞).
In what remains we shall specify our approximation given by general Theorem 5.9 and provide some new
results in the context of homogenisation theory for the present example. Estimate (5.36) in particular
implies ∥∥uε,θ −

(
z + e−iθ·yv

)∥∥
[L2(�)]3

≤ C
1/2
10 ε ‖UΓεF (θ, ·)‖[L2(�)]3 ,

where z+v ∈ Z +̇V⋆ = V0 solves (5.26). Therefore, exploiting as in the earlier examples the L2-unitarity
of the scaling and Gelfand transforms, one has

∥∥uε − (uε + vε)
∥∥
[L2(R3)]3

≤ C
1/2
10 ε ‖F‖[L2(R3)]3 ,

where uε = Γ−1
ε U−1z and vε = Γ−1

ε U−1e−iθ·yv. Let us determine the problems that uε and vε solve.
First note, see (7.116), that V⋆ and Z are orthogonal with respect to b0 and so problem (5.26) decouples.
Thus, z ∈ Z solves

(7.117) Ahom
p z ⊙ θ

ε : z̃ ⊙ θ
ε + z · z̃ = (UΓεF (θ, ·), z̃)[L2(�)]3 , ∀z̃ ∈ Z,

and v ∈ V⋆ solves

(7.118)

∫

B

2µ2 e(v) : e(ṽ) +

∫

B

v · ṽ =

∫

B

eiθ·yUΓεF (θ, y) · ṽ(y) dy, ∀ṽ ∈ V⋆.

Now, similarly to Example 7.1, we take the inverse Gelfand and scaling transforms in (7.117) to find that

uε ∈
[
H1(R3)

]3
solves, cf. (7.28),

− div σ0(uε) + uε = SεF in R3, σ0(u) = Ahom
p e(u),
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for the smoothing operator Sε = F−1χ
(
·
ε

)
F , where χ is the characteristic function of �∗. Furthermore,

as we saw in Example 7.1, cf (7.31), one can remove Sε for F ∈ [L2(R3)]3. Namely, one has

∥∥uε − u0
∥∥
[L2(R3)]3

≤ επ−1γ0‖F‖[L2(R3)]3 ,

where u0 ∈ [H1(R3)]3 solves

(7.119) − div σ0(u0) + u0 = F in R3,

and γ0 > 0 is a strong ellipticity constant of Ahom
p (i.e. Ahom

p z ⊙ ξ : z ⊙ ξ ≥ γ−1
0 |z| |ξ|, ∀z, ξ ∈ C3).

Let us now turn to vε. By (7.118) and the properties of the Gelfand transform we conclude that

vε belongs to Vε :=
{
u ∈

[
H1(R3)

]3 ∣∣ u = 0 in R3\Bε and div u = 0 in Bε

}
, Bε =

⋃
m∈Z3 ε(B + m).

Moreover, from (7.118) we readily deduce that vε solves

(7.120) ε2
∫

Bε

2µ0

(
x
ε

)
e(vε) : e(ṽ) +

∫

Bε

vε · ṽ =

∫

Bε

F · ṽ ∀ ṽ ∈ Vε,

which is nothing but a collection of Stokes problems on each inclusion ε(B +m) of Bε. In general, vε is
not negligible and the solution uε to (7.106) is approximated up to leading order by u0+vε. However, if
F does not rapidly vary over F ε

0 (for simplicity if ‖F‖[H1(F ε
0
)]3 is bounded) we can see that vε is ε small

in L2-norm. Indeed as, cf. (7.116),
∫
ε(B+m)

ṽ = 0 for each m, one has

∥∥vε

∥∥
[L2(ε(B+m))]3

≤
∥∥∥F − 1

|ε(B+m)|

∫

ε(B+m)

F
∥∥∥
[L2(ε(B+m))]3

≤ εCB

∥∥∇f
∥∥
[L2(ε(B+m))]3×3

where CB is the Poincaré-Wirtinger constant for B.
Putting all this together gives the following approximation results.

Theorem 7.26. For F ∈
[
L2(R3)

]3
, the solution uε to (7.106), the solution u0 to the classical ho-

mogenised system (7.119) and the solution vε to the inclusion Stokes problems (7.120) satisfy the esti-
mate ∥∥uε − (u0 + vε)

∥∥
[L2(R3)]3

≤ εC
∥∥F

∥∥
[L2(R3)]3

.

for the constant C = C
1/2
10 + π−1γ0 that is independent of ε and F . If additionally F ∈

[
H1(R3)

]3
, then

∥∥uε − u0
∥∥
[L2(R3)]3

≤ εC
∥∥F

∥∥
[H1(R3)]3

with C = C
1/2
10 + π−1γ0 + CB independent of ε and F .

7.7 Schrödinger equation with a ‘strong’ periodic magnetic field

Up until now, in the examples, the space Vθ has either been continuous in θ or possessed an isolated
discontinuity at the origin θ = 0. Here, we give a simple one-dimensional example demonstrating that
for certain physically motivated models it is possible to have isolated discontinuities appear at non-zero
points in the θ-space.

For a given periodic magnetic field A : C1
per [0, 1] → R,

∫ 1

0
A(y) dy /∈ 2πZ, a uniformly positive periodic

potential V ∈ L∞
per(0, 1) and F ∈ L2(R) we consider the solution uε to the one-dimensional Magnetic-

Schrödinger equation

−
(
d

dx
− i

ε
A
(x
ε

))2

uε + V
(x
ε

)
uε = F, x ∈ R,

with small parameter 0 < ε < 1. After the spatial rescaling Γε and the Gelfand transform U , we find
that uε,θ := UΓεuε(θ, ·) is the [0, 1]-periodic solution to

− ε−2

(
d

dy
+ i θ − iA(y)

)2

uε,θ + V (y)uε,θ = UΓεF (θ, ·), a.e. θ ∈ Θ = [−π, π].
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The variational formulation of this problem is of type (2.4) forH = H1
per(0, 1), 〈f, ũ〉 =

∫ 1

0 UΓεF (θ, y) ũ(y) dy,
and

aθ[u] =

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣u′(y)+ i θu(y)− iA(y)u(y)
∣∣∣
2

dy, bθ[u] ≡ b0[u] =

∫ 1

0

V (y)
∣∣u(y)

∣∣2 dy, u ∈ H1
per(0, 1).

Upon observing that

aθ[u] =

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣
d

dy

(
u(y) exp

[
iθy − i

∫ y

0

A(y′)dy′
])∣∣∣∣

2

dy,

we can readily see that

Vθ =





{0} θ 6= θ0,
{
c exp

[
− i

(
θ0y −

∫ y

0
A(y′)dy′

)] ∣∣∣ c ∈ C

}
θ = θ0,

where θ0 ∈ (−π, π]\{0} equals
∫ 1

0 A(y)dy up to an integer multiple of 2π. That is, Vθ is piecewise
constant with isolated discontinuity at the point θ0 determined by the mean value of the magnetic field
A. Clearly, θ0 can take any value in Θ. Moreover, one can readily check that the assumptions (H1′)-(H6)
hold with straightforward details left to the reader.

7.8 A non-local example/differential-difference equation

Here, we provide an example where the dependence of aθ on the Floquet-Bloch parameter θ does not have
to be quadratic (and not even polynomial). We consider for this a simple model of a nonlocal operator.
For recent results on operator estimates in homogenisation of other classes of nonlocal operators see [45].
Let uε ∈ H1(R) be the solution to one-dimensional problem
(7.121)∫

R

A
(
x
ε

)
u′ε ũ

′ + ε−2

∫

R

D
(
x
ε

) (
uε(x+ ε)− uε(x)

) (
ũ(x + ε)− ũ(x)

)
dx +

∫

R

uε ũ =

∫

R

F ũ,

∀ũ ∈ H1(R),

for given F ∈ L2(R) and uniformly positive bounded 1-periodic functions A(y) and D(y). We ap-
ply the usual scaling and Gelfand transforms, noticing via (7.3) that for a function with a shifted
argument û(x) = u(x + ε) one has UΓεû(θ, y) = eiθUΓεu(θ, y). As a result, we determine that
uε,θ := UΓεuε(θ, ·) ∈ H1

per(�) solves a problem of the form (2.4) for H = H1
per(�), � = [0, 1],

Θ = [−π, π], 〈f, ũ〉 =
∫
�
UΓεF (θ, y) ũ(y) dy, with the sesquilinear forms

(7.122)

aθ(u, ũ) =

∫

�

A(y)
(
u′(y) + i θu(y)

) (
ũ′(y) + i θũ(y)

)
dy +

∫

�

D(y)
∣∣1− eiθ

∣∣2u(y) ũ(y) dy ,

and bθ(u, ũ) =

∫

�

u(y) ũ(y) dy.

Here, as in the classical homogenisation Example 7.1, we have

Vθ =

{
{0}, θ 6= 0,

Span(e), θ = 0,
Wθ =

{
H1

per(�), θ 6= 0,

H1
per,0 :=

{
u ∈ H1

per(�)
∣∣ ∫

�
u = 0

}
, θ = 0.

,

Further, we can argue with the exact same reasoning as in Example 7.1 to show that (H1′), (H2) and
(H3) all hold. In particular, we have V⋆ = {0} and Z = Span(e). Next, since 1 − eiθ = −i θ + O(θ2) as
θ → 0, it is clear that (H4) holds with the forms

a′0(v, u) · θ = i

∫

�

Aθv u′, a′′0 (v, ṽ)θ · θ = |θ|2
∫

�

Av ṽ + |θ|2
∫

�

D v ṽ, v, ṽ ∈ V0, u ∈ H1
per(�).

As a result, Theorem 5.6 is applicable. Arguing again as in Example 7.1, since a0(u, ũ) =
∫
�
Au′ ũ′

we readily verify that for the corrector Nθ defined by (7.16), Nθe = i θ N where N is the solution to the
classical corrector problem (7.18) (for n = 1), and applying (7.15)

ahξ [e] =
( 〈
A−1

〉−1
+ 〈D〉

)
|ξ|2, ξ ∈ R,
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where 〈h〉 :=
∫
�
h(y) dy. Following further the pattern of Example 7.1, we observe that the solution

uε to the original problem (7.121) is approximated in terms of the following homogenised problem, cf.
(7.30):

−
(〈
A−1

〉−1
+ 〈D〉

)
u′′ + u = F.

As a result, estimates directly analogous to those in Proposition 7.4 hold, with one further refinement
namely with the possibility of removing in the present example the smoothing operator Sε in the analogue
of (7.33). (This follows from noticing that in the present one-dimensional caseN ′(y) is bounded, and then

establishing the L2-smallness ofN ′(x/ε)
(
(Sε−I)u

)′
(x) via an argument similar to (7.32).) Consequently,

the following estimates are satisfied:

∥∥∥uε −
(
u + ε N

(
·
ε

)
u′
) ∥∥∥

H1(R)
≤ εC

∥∥F
∥∥
L2(R)

, and
∥∥uε − u

∥∥
L2(R)

≤ εC
∥∥F

∥∥
L2(R)

,

with some constant C independent of ε and F .

7.9 A difference equation 11

Here we provide an example where our general theory remains applicable while the defect space Z
is infinite dimensional. Notice that, consistently with Proposition 5.11, this can only happen when
the weaker hypothesis (H1) holds in the absence of its stronger version (H1′). For that, we consider
the problem which resembles (7.121) with the term involving derivatives being dropped. Namely, let
uε ∈ L2(R) be the solution to the difference equation

(7.123) ε−2

∫

R

D
(
x
ε

) (
uε(x+ ε)− uε(x)

) (
ũ(x + ε)− ũ(x)

)
dx +

∫

R

uε ũ =

∫

R

F ũ, ∀ũ ∈ L2(R),

for given F ∈ L2(R) and D ∈ L∞
per(0, 1) satisfying

D(y) ≥ m, ∀y ∈ R,

with some positive constant m. Arguing as in the last example we arrive at a problem of the form (2.4):

(7.124) ε−2aθ (uε,θ, ũ) + bθ (uε,θ, ũ) = 〈f, ũ〉, ∀ũ ∈ H,

for H = L2(�), � = [0, 1], Θ = [−π, π], 〈f, ũ〉 =
∫
�
UΓεF (θ, y) ũ(y) dy, with the sesquilinear forms

aθ(u, ũ) =

∫

�

D(y)
∣∣1− eiθ

∣∣2u(y) ũ(y) dy = 4 sin2(θ/2)

∫

�

D(y)u(y) ũ(y) dy ,

and bθ(u, ũ) =

∫

�

u(y) ũ(y) dy.

Hence we have

Vθ =

{
{0}, θ 6= 0,

L2(�), θ = 0,
Wθ =

{
L2(�), θ 6= 0,

{0}, θ = 0.

Obviously (H1) holds, with for example νθ = 4m
4m+1 sin

2(θ/2) for θ 6= 0 and ν0 any positive number.

Further (H2) trivially holds with V⋆ = {0}, and so Z = L2(�). Elementary estimates then show that
(H3) holds with γ = 4m

π2(4m+1) , as well as (H4) holds with

a′0 (u, ũ) · θ = 0, a′′0(u, ũ)θ · θ = |θ|2
∫

�

Du ũ, u, ũ ∈ L2(�).

As a result, Nθ is zero (since W0 = 0) and Theorem 5.6 is applicable with

ahθ (z, z̃) = |θ|2
∫

�

D(y) z(y) z̃(y) dy, ∀z, z̃ ∈ L2(�).

11The authors are grateful to Prof. Igor Velčić (University of Zagreb) for bringing this example to their attention
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Notice next that (H5) is obviously valid, since bθ does not depend on θ. Moreover, as V ⋆
θ = V⋆ = {0}

are trivial so are Eθ : V⋆ → V ⋆
θ , and Theorem 5.8 coincides with Theorem 5.6.

We next adjust this example to the framework of Section 6. First we observe that the right hand
side of (7.124) has the form as in (6.3), with H = L2(�), dθ(u, ũ) =

∫
�
u ũ and g = UΓεF (θ, ·). At the

beginning of Section 6, we made an assumption of compactness of embedding of H into H for the purpose
of investigation of the spectra. In the present example however H coincides with H, and therefore there
is no compactness of the embedding. Nevertheless hypothesis (H6) trivially holds with Eθ chosen to be
the identity operator, and inspecting the proof of Theorem 6.4 shows that on its own it does not actually
require the embedding compactness. As a result, the theorem takes the form of the following inequality

(7.125)
∥∥∥L−1

ε,θ − L−1
θ/ε

∥∥∥
L2(�)→L2(�)

≤ Cε, 0 < ε < 1, ∀ θ ∈ [−π, π],

where Lε,θ is the self-adjoint operator in L2(�), generated by the form on the left hand side of (7.124)
and Lξ is the self-adjoint operator generated by the form

|ξ|2
∫

�

D(y)z(y)z̃(y) dy +

∫

�

z(y) z̃(y) dy, z, z̃ ∈ L2(�), ξ ∈ R.

The simplification in (7.125) compared to Theorem 6.4 is due to the facts that Eθ is chosen the identity
operator, and H0 := V0 = L2(�) (and therefore the projector appearing in Theorem 6.4 is also the
identity operator).
Now Theorem 6.10 takes the form12

∥∥∥L−1
ε,θ −

(
B∗

εL−1Bε

)
(θ)
∥∥∥
L2(�)→L2(�)

≤ C ε , for a.e. θ ∈ [−π, π].

Here B∗
εL−1Bε is a self-adjoint operator in L2

(
R;L2(�)

)
decomposable into a direct integral in θ, the

bivariate (two-scale) limit operator L is an unbounded self-adjoint operator in L2 (R×�) generated by
the form

(7.126)

∫

R

∫

�

D(y) ∂u
∂x (x, y)

∂ũ
∂x (x, y) dy dx +

∫

R

∫

�

u(x, y) ũ(x, y) dy dx , u, ũ ∈ H1
(
R;L2(�)

)
;

Bε : L2
(
Θ ;L2(�)

)
→ L2

(
R ;L2(�)

)
is the composition Bε := Γ−1

ε F−1 χ and χ : L2
(
Θ ; L2(�)

)
→

L2
(
R ; L2(�)

)
is the operator of extension by zero outside Θ. We notice that, while the original problem

(7.123) is nonlocal, the limit problem (7.126) is local (although two-scale).
Further, following the pattern of Subsection 7.2.2 we observe that the analog of Theorem 7.9 for the
self-adjoint operator Lε in L2(R) corresponding to the original problem, i.e. generated by the form on
the left hand side of (7.123), is:

Theorem 7.27. For 0 < ε < 1 one has

(7.127)
∥∥L−1

ε − J ∗
ε L−1Jε

∥∥
L2(R)→L2(R)

≤ C ε

for some positive constant C independent of ε. Here Jε : L2(R) → L2(R × �), which is a modified
“two-scale interpolation operator” (see Remark 7.12, and Remark 7.28 below), is the bounded operator
given by the composition

(7.128) Jε : = Bε U Γε = Γ−1
ε F−1 χU Γε ,

which is an L2-isometry and the continuous extension of

(7.129) JεF (x, y) =
∑

m∈Z

F
(
εy + εm

)
Sinc

(x
ε
−m− y

)
;

12Theorem 6.10 relies on Appendix B, which in turn uses the assumption of compactness of embedding. In particular
this assumption allowed us to pick up a special basis in both V0 and H0, see the proof of Proposition B.1. However the
results of Appendix B are still valid in the present setup (in fact their proofs are simpler) since Z = V0 = H0 = H, b0 = d0
and any basis in V0 will serve the purpose.
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J ∗
ε : L2(R×�) → L2(R) is the adjoint of Jε given by J ∗

ε = Γ−1
ε U−1B∗

ε = Γ−1
ε U−1 χ∗ FΓε, which is the

continuous extension of

(7.130) J ∗
ε u(x) = ε−1

∫

R

u
(
s,
{x
ε

})
Sinc

(x
ε

− s

ε

)
ds .

Moreover,

(7.131) J ∗
ε Jε = I, and JεJ ∗

ε = Sε,

where Sε is the smoothing operator given by (7.69) (applied to the first variable), and Sε → I strongly.

Remark 7.28. The key properties of Jε are already encoded in its operator representation (7.128). For
sufficiently regular G ∈ L2(R×�), let Rε denote the mapping G(x, y) 7→ G

(
x, {x/ε}

)
. We observe from

the inversion formula (7.4) for Gelfand transform that U−1 = R1F−1χ which implies R1F−1χU = I.
Next, since Γ−1

ε R1 = RεΓ
−1
ε , in combination with (7.128) this yields

(7.132) RεJε = I,

i.e. (for sufficiently regular F ∈ L2(R)) JεF
(
x, {x/ε}

)
= F (x) which is a two-scale interpolation property

of Jε: if x has “phase” y i.e. x = εl + y for l ∈ Z and y ∈ �, then simply JεF
(
x, y
)
= F (x). Further,

combining (7.132) with the second identity in (7.131), one obtains J ∗
ε = RεSε. Applying Jε to both sides

and then using (7.131) again results in JεRεSε = Sε, which recovers the two-scale Whittaker-Shannon
sampling theorem. Namely, if Fε(x) = Φ(x, x/ε) (so Fε = RεΦ) where Φ(x, y) ∈ L2 (R×�) is �-
periodic in y and for every y its Fourier transform in x is supported within a bounded segment [−R,R],
cf. Remark 7.10, then for ε ≤ π/R simply JεFε(x) = Φ(x, y).
This allows a particularly simple specialisation of estimate (7.127) for such a class of two-scale right
hand sides Fε(x) = Φ(x, x/ε). Indeed, as L−1 commutes with Sε, for the solution u = L−1Φ of the
two-scale limit problem J ∗

ε u(x) = u
(
x, x/ε

)
. As a result, for the exact solution uε = L−1

ε Fε, (7.127)
yields ∥∥uε − u

(
x, x

ε

) ∥∥
L2(R)

≤ C ε
∥∥Φ
(
x, x

ε

)∥∥
L2(R)

,

with a constant C independent of ε and Φ.
We finally notice that Theorem 7.27 remains valid if we replace Jε by Iε as originally introduced in (7.65)
and (7.66). Indeed, the only difference is the absence in (7.128) of the operator E−1 of multiplication by
eiθy, which corresponds to the choice of Eθ in Section 7.2. In the present example we were able to choose
Eθ to be identity, however we could choose it to be multiplication by e−iθy as well, thus arriving at (7.127)
with Iε instead of Jε. Notice however that, for the present example, the two resulting approximations
coincide. Indeed, e.g. comparing (7.129) and (7.66), we observe that IεF (x, y) = JεF (x + εy, y).
Similarly, from (7.130) and (7.67), for û(x, y) = u(x + εy, y) one has J ∗

ε û(x) = I∗
εu(x). Further, it

follows from (7.126) that L−1 commutes with the x-variable shift operation x → x + εy. Combining
these implies I∗

εL−1Iε = J ∗
ε L−1Jε. We remind that in Section 7.2 form bθ in (7.39) was genuinely

θ-dependent and so we could not have taken Eθ to be the identity operator. This illustrates that our choice
of the interpolation operator Iε appears more generic for some wide class of periodic problems.

Appendix A

We prove here Lemma 5.7, i.e. the existence of Eθ satisfying (5.23) and (5.24) (or equivalently (5.25)).
We shall prove it in the following form:

Proposition A.1. Assume (H2) and (H5). Then, there exists a bijection Eθ : V⋆ → V ⋆
θ such that

bθ(Eθv⋆, Eθṽ⋆) = b0(v⋆, ṽ⋆), ∀v⋆, ṽ⋆ ∈ V⋆;(A.1)

and there exists a constant K ′
b ≥ 0 such that

‖Eθv⋆ − v⋆‖θ ≤ K ′
b|θ|‖v⋆‖0, ∀v⋆ ∈ V⋆.(A.2)

Notice that combining (H5) with (A.2) implies (5.24) and (5.25) (for Kb = Lb +KK ′
b).

Before proving this proposition, let us first demonstrate that under (H2) the subspace V ⋆
θ1

is isomorphic
to V ⋆

θ2
when θ1 and θ2 are close.
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Proposition A.2. Assume (H2). Then, for θ1, θ2 ∈ Θ, P (θ1, θ2) : V
⋆
θ1

→ V ⋆
θ2
, given by v 7→ PV ⋆

θ2
v, is a

bijection when KL⋆|θ1 − θ2| < 1.

Proof. Fix θ1, θ2 ∈ Θ, KL⋆|θ1 − θ2| < 1, and v1 ∈ V ⋆
θ1
. By (4.15) and (2.1) we have ‖PW⋆

θ2
v1‖θ2 ≤

KL⋆|θ1 − θ2| ‖v1‖θ2 and so

(A.3) ‖PV ⋆
θ2
v1‖2θ2 = ‖v1‖2θ2 − ‖PW⋆

θ2
v1‖2θ2 ≥

(
1 − (KL⋆|θ1 − θ2|)2

)
‖v1‖2θ2 .

This implies P (θ1, θ2) is injective and has a closed range. It remains to prove that PV ⋆
θ2
V ⋆
θ1

is not a

proper subset of V ⋆
θ2
. Suppose there exists 0 6= v ∈ V ⋆

θ2
such that v is orthogonal to PV ⋆

θ2
V ⋆
θ1

with respect

to (·, ·)θ2 . Then,
(
v, PV ⋆

θ1
v
)
θ2

=
(
v, PV ⋆

θ2
PV ⋆

θ1
v
)
θ2

= 0. Consequently, we compute

‖v‖2θ2 =
(
v, PV ⋆

θ1
v
)
θ2

+
(
v, PW⋆

θ1
v
)
θ2

=
(
v, PW⋆

θ1
v
)
θ2

≤ ‖v‖θ2‖PW⋆
θ1
v‖θ2 ≤ KL⋆|θ1 − θ2|‖v‖2θ2,

where we have used (2.1) and (4.15) in the last inequality. This leads to the contradiction ‖v‖θ2 = 0 for
KL⋆|θ1 − θ2| < 1. Hence PV ⋆

θ2
V ⋆
θ1

= V ⋆
θ2
.

Proof of Proposition A.1. As H is separable, the dimension (i.e. any basis) of V ⋆
θ is at most countable.

Moreover, it follows from Proposition A.2 that the dimension of V ⋆
θ is independent of θ for close enough

θ1 and θ2. Since Θ is assumed connected, V ⋆
θ and V⋆ are isomorphic for any θ ∈ Θ, and in particular one

can always find a Eθ which satisfies (A.1). Moreover it is clear that, for any such Eθ, and for any chosen
r > 0 (A.2) holds for |θ| ≥ r > 0 (with K ′

b replaced by (1 +K)/r). As such, we need only establishing
(A.2) for the case KL⋆|θ| < 1/

√
2, for which we construct below Eθ in a particular way.

Consider the Hilbert spaces (V⋆, b0) and (V ⋆
θ , bθ), and let Qθ : (V ⋆

θ , bθ) → (V⋆, b0) be the inverse of
P (0, θ), which is bounded (see (A.3)), and let Q∗

θ : (V⋆, b0) → (V ⋆
θ , bθ) be the adjoint of Qθ. Noticing

that Q∗
θQθ : (V ⋆

θ , bθ) → (V ⋆
θ , bθ) is bounded, self-adjoint and non-negative, set Eθ = (Q∗

θQθ)
1/2P (0, θ)

and note that (A.1) holds:

bθ(Eθv⋆, Eθ ṽ⋆) = (Eθv⋆, Eθṽ⋆)θ =
(
(Q∗

θQθ)
1/2P (0, θ)v⋆, (Q

∗
θQθ)

1/2P (0, θ)ṽ⋆
)
θ

=

(
(Q∗

θQθ)P (0, θ)v⋆, P (0, θ)ṽ⋆
)
θ
=
(
QθP (0, θ)v⋆, QθP (0, θ)ṽ⋆

)
0
= (v⋆, ṽ⋆)0 = b0(v⋆, ṽ⋆).

Let us prove (A.2). For arbitrary v⋆ ∈ V⋆, vθ ∈ Vθ, recall that ‖vθ‖2θ = bθ[vθ], ‖v⋆‖20 = b0[v⋆]. Now,
since (Q∗

θQθ)
1/2 is non-negative on (V ⋆

θ , bθ) one has ‖vθ‖θ ≤ ‖(I + (Q∗
θQθ)

1/2)vθ‖θ, which (upon setting
vθ = PV ⋆

θ
v⋆ − Eθv⋆) gives

‖PV ⋆
θ
v⋆ − Eθv⋆‖θ ≤ ‖(I + (Q∗

θQθ)
1/2)

(
PV ⋆

θ
v⋆ − Eθv⋆

)
‖θ = ‖(I −Q∗

θQθ)PV ⋆
θ
v⋆‖θ = ‖PV ⋆

θ
v⋆ −Q∗

θv⋆‖θ, ∀v⋆ ∈ V⋆.

Combining the above inequality with (4.15) gives

‖v⋆ − Eθv⋆‖θ = ‖PW⋆
θ
v⋆ +

(
PV ⋆

θ
v⋆ − Eθv⋆

)
‖θ ≤ L⋆|θ| ‖v⋆‖0 + ‖PV ⋆

θ
v⋆ −Q∗

θv⋆‖θ, ∀v⋆ ∈ V⋆.(A.4)

It remains to estimate the difference PV ⋆
θ
−Q∗

θ on V⋆. For this note that, for any vθ ∈ V ∗
θ ,

bθ
(
PV ⋆

θ
v⋆ −Q∗

θv⋆, vθ
)
= bθ(v⋆, vθ) − b0 (v⋆, Qθvθ)

= bθ (v⋆, vθ −Qθvθ) + bθ (v⋆, Qθvθ) − b0 (v⋆, Qθvθ) , ∀v⋆ ∈ V⋆, ∀vθ ∈ V ⋆
θ .

To estimate the first term on the right, we use PV ⋆
θ
Qθvθ = vθ implying Qθvθ − vθ = PW⋆

θ
Qθvθ, and

(4.15). To bound the difference of the remaining two terms we use (H5). Hence, one has

|bθ(PV ⋆
θ
v⋆ −Q∗

θv⋆, vθ)| ≤
(
K2L⋆ + Lb

)
|θ| ‖v⋆‖0‖Qθvθ‖θ, ∀v⋆ ∈ V⋆, ∀vθ ∈ V ⋆

θ .

Now the above inequality and the bound ‖Qθvθ‖θ ≤
√
2‖vθ‖θ (see (A.3) for KL⋆|θ| ≤ 1/

√
2) give

‖PV ⋆
θ
v⋆ −Q∗

θv⋆‖θ ≤
√
2
(
K2L⋆ + Lb

)
|θ| ‖v⋆‖0, ∀v⋆ ∈ V⋆,

which along with (A.4) implies (A.2) with K ′
b =

√
2
(
K2L⋆ + Lb

)
.

62



Appendix B

We provide here some basic facts from theory of Bochner spaces, see e.g. [47, 33], as relevant and
specialised to our setting in Section 6.5, as well as justify some accompanying facts specific to our context.
The latter follow quite standard arguments, but are still sketched here for the reader’s convenience.
Let H be a separable complex Hilbert space with inner product (·, ·) and associated norm ‖ · ‖. Bochner
space L2(Rn;H) =: H consists of all (Lebesgue measure zero equivalence classes of) weakly-measurable13

maps u : Rn → H, such that ‖u‖2
H

:=
∫
Rn ‖u(ξ)‖2dξ <∞. The latter defines the norm ‖u‖H in H. With

associated inner product

(u, ũ)H :=

∫

Rn

(
u(ξ) , ũ(ξ)

)
dξ,

H is known to become a (separable) Hilbert space. Similarly are defined L2(Θ;H) for any measurable
Θ ⊂ Rn, with induced Lebesgue measure.

Let us now show that the domain D of the form on the left-hand side of (6.42) is dense in L2(Rn;H0).

Proposition B.1. D := L2 (Rn;V⋆) +̇L
2
(
Rn, 〈ξ〉2dξ; Z

)
is dense in H0 := L2(Rn;H0).

Proof. Let us show first that V0 := L2(Rn;V0), where V0 = V⋆+̇Z is regarded as Hilbert space with
inner product b0, is dense in H0. Recall that both V0 and H0 = V0 are separable, and V0 is compactly

embedded into H0. Let λ
(k)
0 , k = 1, 2, ..., be the eigenvalues of L0, i.e. of Lξ for ξ = 0, cf. Corollary 6.7.

Since the domain of L0 is in V0, the associated eigenfunctions ψ(k) ∈ V0 ⊂ H0, k = 1, 2, ..., can be chosen
to form an orthogonal basis in both V0 and H0. Let u ∈ H0. Then, decomposing along this basis, for
a.e. ξ ∈ Rn, u(ξ) =

∑∞
k=1 ck(ξ)ψ

(k). Considering the truncated sums, uN (ξ) :=
∑N

k=1 ck(ξ)ψ
(k), clearly

uN → u in H0. On the other hand, since b0
(
ψ(k), ψ(l)

)
= δklλ

(k)
0 d0

[
ψ(k)

]
, uN ∈ V0 for any finite N .

(δkl = 1 if k = l and δkl = 0 if k 6= l is Kroneker symbol.) Hence V0 is dense in H0.
Next we argue that L2

(
Rn, 〈ξ〉2dξ;V0

)
is in turn dense in V0. To see this, given u ∈ V0 with associated

u(ξ) ∈ V0 for a.e. ξ, we construct uN by setting uN(ξ) := χBN (ξ)u(ξ), where χBN is the characteristic
function of ball of radius N in Rn centered at the origin. It is easy to check that uN ∈ L2

(
Rn, 〈ξ〉2dξ; V0

)

and uN → u in V0 as N → ∞, hence the stated density.
Combining the above two density statements, we conclude that L2

(
Rn, 〈ξ〉2dξ;V0

)
is dense in H0. Finally,

it remains to observe that L2
(
Rn, 〈ξ〉2dξ;V0

)
is a subset of L2 (Rn;V⋆) +̇L

2
(
Rn, 〈ξ〉2dξ;Z

)
. Hence the

latter is dense in H0, as required.

Proposition B.2. The form A defined by the left-hand side of (6.42) with domain D is closed.

Proof. Let {um}∞m=1 ⊂ D, um(ξ) = vm(ξ) + zm(ξ), be a Cauchy sequence with respect to A, i.e.
A [um − ul] → 0 as m, l → ∞. It follows from (5.16) and (4.21) that

A [um − ul] ≥ ν⋆

∫

Rn

|ξ|2 b0
[
zm(ξ)−zl(ξ)

]
dξ + (1−KZ)

∫

Rn

(
b0
[
zm(ξ)−zl(ξ)

]
+ b0

[
vm(ξ)−vl(ξ)

])
dξ.

The above implies that {vm} and {zm} are Cauchy sequences in, respectively, L2 (Rn;V⋆) and L
2
(
Rn, 〈ξ〉2;Z

)
.

It follows from the basic theory of Bochner spaces that both of these spaces are complete, and hence
there exist v ∈ L2 (Rn;V⋆) and z ∈ L2

(
Rn, 〈ξ〉2;Z

)
such that

∫

Rn

{(
1 + |ξ|2

)
b0
[
zm(ξ) − z(ξ)

]
+ b0 [vm(ξ)− vl(ξ)]

}
dξ → 0.

For u := v + z ∈ D this clearly implies that A [um − u] → 0, which completes the proof.

Proposition B.3. Let h ∈ L2 (Θ;H0) and regard it as an element of L2 (Rn;H0) by setting h(θ) = 0
for θ /∈ Θ. Let 0 < ε < 1 and set ξ = θ/ε. Then, for a.e. ξ ∈ Rn, the unique solutions v(ξ) + z(ξ) to
(6.42) and (6.39) coincide.

13i.e. ∀ũ ∈ H, Rn ∋ ξ 7→
(
u(ξ), ũ

)
∈ C is Lebesgue measurable
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Proof. Let v + z ∈ D be the solution to (6.42). Let ṽj + z̃j ∈ V⋆+̇Z, j = 1, 2, ..., form a dense set in(
V⋆+̇Z, b0

)
. For any j, consider arbitrary ϕ(ξ) ∈ C∞

0 (Rn) and set ṽ(ξ) = ṽjϕ(ξ) and z̃(ξ) = z̃jϕ(ξ).
Then from (6.42)

(B.1)

∫

Rn

[
ahξ
(
z(ξ), z̃j

)
+b0

(
v(ξ)+z(ξ), ṽj+ z̃j

)
− d0

(
h(εξ), ṽj+ z̃j

) ]
ϕ(ξ) dξ = 0, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞

0 (Rn) .

Because of the density of C∞
0 (Rn), the square bracket in (B.1) must vanish for a.e. ξ ∈ Rn, for all j ≥ 1.

Finally, because of the density of {vj + zj} in V⋆+̇Z (and hence also in H0), the above square bracket
must vanish for a.e. ξ ∈ Rn for all ṽ + z̃ ∈ V⋆+̇Z which is equivalent to (6.39).
The converse statement trivially follows from the uniqueness of the solutions to (6.39) and (6.42).

We next recall the notion of a direct integral of operators and specialise it to the context of Section 6.5.

Definition B.4. Let (H0, d0) be a complex Hilbert space and L be a self-adjoint operator in Bochner
space H0 := L2

(
Rn;H0

)
. Let Lξ, ξ ∈ Rn, be a family of self-adjoint operators in H0 with their spectra

(say) contained in [1,+∞) and which are weakly-measurable14 in ξ. We say that L is a direct integral

of Lξ over ξ ∈ Rn, denoted L =
∫ ⊕

Rn Lξ dξ, and Lξ are fibers of L, if

(i) u ∈ H0 is in the domain domL of L, if and only if u(ξ) ∈ domLξ for a.e. ξ ∈ Rn and∫
Rn d0

[
Lξu(ξ)

]
dξ < +∞;

(ii) ∀u ∈ domL,
(
Lu
)
(ξ) = Lξ

(
u(ξ)

)
, for a.e. ξ ∈ Rn.

Proposition B.5. For Lξ, ξ ∈ Rn, and L as defined in Sections 6.3 and 6.5 respectively,

L =

∫ ⊕

Rn

Lξ dξ, and L−1 =

∫ ⊕

Rn

L−1
ξ dξ.

Proof. First, Lξ are weakly-measurable as for any g ∈ H0, d0

[
L−1
ξ g

]
is continuous in ξ. As a brief

sketch for proving the latter, consider ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Rn with associated uj = L−1
ξj
g, j = 1, 2. Then, via

(6.12), Sξj (uj , u1 − u2) = d0(g, u1 − u2), j = 1, 2. Hence, subtracting, Sξ1 [u1 − u2] = Sξ2(u2, u1 − u2)−
Sξ1(u2, u1−u2). When ξ2 → ξ1, the latter difference form becomes small, see (6.12). Hence, via standard
arguments, d0[u1 − u2] ≤ Sξ1 [u1 − u2] → 0 as ξ2 → ξ1, as required. The rest of the proof essentially
follows that of Proposition B.3. By definition, v + z ∈ D is in domL if there exists H ∈ H0 such that

(B.2) A
(
v + z, ṽ + z̃

)
=

∫

Rn

d0
(
H(ξ), ṽ + z̃

)
dξ, ∀ṽ + z̃ ∈ D,

where A is the form on the left-hand side of (6.42). Arguing then as in the proof of Proposition B.3, we
conclude that for a.e. ξ ∈ Rn, ∀ ṽ+ z̃ ∈ V⋆+̇Z, Sξ

(
v(ξ) + z(ξ), ṽ+ z̃

)
= d0

(
H(ξ), ṽ+ z̃

)
where the form

Sξ is given by (6.12). The latter implies both conditions in Definition B.4, so L is the direct integral of
Lξ. For the inverses, condition (i) in Definition B.4 trivially follows from the well-posedness of (6.42).
Also, if H ∈ H0 and u = L−1H then (ii) implies L−1

ξ

(
H(ξ)

)
= u(ξ) =

(
L−1H

)
(ξ) for a.e. ξ ∈ Rn, as

required.

Fourier transform F is known to be a well-defined unitary operator in a Bochner space L2 (Rn;H),
together with its inverse F−1:

Definition B.6. Given u ∈ L2 (Rn;H) =: H, Fu =: û and F−1u =: ǔ are such elements of H that,
respectively for a.e. ξ ∈ Rn and a.e. x ∈ Rn,
(B.3)
(
û(ξ), ũ

)
= (2π)−n/2

∫

Rn

e−ix·ξ
(
u(x), ũ

)
dx,

(
ǔ(x), ũ

)
= (2π)−n/2

∫

Rn

eix·ξ
(
u(ξ), ũ

)
dξ, ∀ũ ∈ H.

[The above integrals denote conventional (inverse) Fourier transforms in L2 (Rn) ∋
(
u(·), ũ

)
=: g, i.e.

by first defining the integrals for g ∈ L2 (Rn) ∩ L1 (Rn) and then extending by continuity.] Given u,

14i.e. ∀g, ũ ∈ H0, ξ 7→ d0
(
L
−1

ξ g, ũ
)
is Lebesgue-measurable as a map from Rn to C
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the above û and ǔ are (uniquely) well-defined. Indeed, e.g. for û, for a.e. x decompose u(x) along
an orthonormal basis ej , j = 1, 2, ..., in H: u(x) =

∑∞
j=1 cj(x)e

j where cj =
(
u(·), ej

)
∈ L2 (Rn) and

‖u‖2
H
=
∑∞

j=1 ‖cj‖2L2(Rn) < ∞. Then (B.3) for ũ = ej implies û(ξ) =
∑∞

j=1 ĉj(ξ)e
j , where ĉj ∈ L2 (Rn)

is the conventional Fourier transform of cj. Then (B.3) is held for arbitrary ũ ∈ H by linearity and
continuity, and Plancherel theorem for cj and the orthogonality imply the unitarity of F and F−1:

(B.4)
(
u, ũ

)
H

=
(
Fu, F ũ

)
H

=
(
F−1u, F−1ũ

)
H
, ∀u, ũ ∈ H.

Bochner Sobolev space H1 (Rn;H) can be defined in two equivalent ways, see e.g. [47] and [33]: via
generalised derivatives or via Fourier transform. Adopting the former,

Definition B.7. It is said that u ∈ L2 (Rn;H) has a (first order) L2−generalised derivative ∂xju ∈
L2 (Rn;H), j = 1, 2, ..., n, if for all ϕ ∈ C∞

0 (Rn) and all ũ ∈ H,

∫

Rn

(
u(x), ũ

)
∂xjϕ(x) dx = −

∫

Rn

(
∂xju(x), ũ

)
ϕ(x) dx.

H1 (Rn;H) is the space of all u ∈ L2 (Rn;H) having all the first-order L2−generalised derivatives.

It is known that H1 (Rn;H) is a separable Hilbert space with inner product

(
u, ũ

)
H1(Rn;H)

:=

∫

Rn

[ (
u(x), ũ(x)

)
+

n∑

j=1

(
∂xju(x) , ∂xj ũ(x)

) ]
dx.

Finally, u ∈ H1 (Rn;H) if and only if u ∈ L2 (Rn;H) and Fu ∈ L2
(
Rn, 〈ξ〉2dξ; H

)
, with obvious

definition of the latter weighted Bochner space. For u ∈ H1 (Rn;H), the gradient ∇u ∈
(
L2 (Rn;H)

)n

is defined in a standard way, and (in the component-wise sense) F(∇u)(ξ) = iξF(u)(ξ).

Lemma B.8. Form Q on domain Ď determines a self-adjoint operator L in Hilbert space H0 =
L2 (Rn;H0), H0 =

(
V0, d0

)
, V0 = V⋆+̇Z. In fact, L = F−1LF , where F is the Fourier transform

in H0.

Proof. Since F is a unitary operator in H0, see (B.4), it suffices to show that Ď = F−1D and

(B.5) Q
(
u+ v, ũ+ ṽ

)
= A

(
F−1(u+ v), F−1 (ũ+ ṽ)

)
, ∀ u+ v, ũ+ ṽ ∈ D,

where A is the form on the left-hand side of (6.42). First notice that by properties of the Fourier transform
Ď = F−1D. To prove (B.5), it would suffice to show that a variant of Plancherel theorem holds for all
the forms entering (6.40)–(6.42). Namely, ∀ v + z, ṽ + z̃ ∈ V0 := L2 (Rn; (V0, b0)), V0 = V⋆+̇Z,

(B.6)

∫

Rn

b
(
v(ξ) + z(ξ), ṽ(ξ) + z̃(ξ)

)
dξ =

∫

Rn

b
(
F−1v(x) + F−1z(x), F−1ṽ(x) + F−1z̃(x)

)
dx,

for b = b0 and b = ahjk, j, k = 1, ..., n. (For b = ahjk one has to set in (B.6) v = ṽ = 0.)

1. Aiming at (B.6) for b = b0, regard V0 as a Bochner space in its own and let Fb be the corresponding
Fourier transform according to Definition B.6. By the unitarity of Fb we immediately have

∫

Rn

b0
(
v(ξ) + z(ξ), ṽ(ξ) + z̃(ξ)

)
dξ =

∫

Rn

b0
(
F−1

b v(x) + F−1
b z(x), F−1

b ṽ(x) + F−1
b z̃(x)

)
dx,

So it remains to show that Fbv = Fv, ∀v ∈ V0. From (6.2), by the Riesz theorem for Hilbert space
V0 := (V0, b0), there exists a linear map T : V0 → V0 such that d0(v, ṽ) = b0(Tv, ṽ) = b0(v, T

∗ṽ),
∀v, ṽ ∈ V0, where T

∗ is the adjoint of T in V0. (T is a bounded operator in V0, as follows e.g. from
setting above ṽ = Tv and using (6.2)). Notice that formula (B.3) of Definition B.6 states that, for a.e.
ξ,
(
Fu(ξ), ũ

)
= Fc

(
u(·), ũ

)
(ξ) where Fc is the conventional Fourier transform in L2 (Rn). So, for any

v ∈ V0 ⊂ H0 and v′ ∈ V0 ⊂ H0, for a.e. ξ,

d0
(
Fv(ξ), v′

)
= Fcd0

(
v(·), v′

)
(ξ) = Fcb0

(
v(·), T ∗v′

)
(ξ) = b0

(
Fbv(ξ), T

∗v′
)
= d0

(
Fbv(ξ), v

′
)
, ∀v′ ∈ V0.
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As V0 is dense in H0, the latter implies Fbv = Fv for a.e. ξ, as required.

2. To prove (B.6) for b = ahjk for any fixed 1 ≤ j, k ≤ n, we notice first that the form ahjk is bounded in
terms of b0. Namely, with some constant C > 0,

(B.7)
∣∣ahjk(z, z̃)

∣∣ ≤ C b
1/2
0 [z] b

1/2
0 [z̃], ∀ z, z̃ ∈ Z.

(This follows e.g. from (6.41), (H4) and (5.11).) Therefore, by the Riesz theorem for Z := (Z, b0),
there exists a bounded linear map Tjk : Z → Z such that ahjk(z, z̃) = b0(Tjkz, z̃), ∀z, z̃ ∈ Z. Let now

z, z̃ ∈ Z := L2 (Rn;Z). Then, using the boundedness of ahjk and Tjk, the isometry of Fb, and the above
established identity Fbz = Fz, ∀z ∈ Z ⊂ V0 ⊂ H0,

(B.8)

∫

Rn

ahjk
(
z(x), z̃(x)

)
dx =

∫

Rn

b0
(
Tjkz(x), z̃(x)

)
dx =

∫

Rn

b0

(
F (Tjkz) (ξ), Fz(ξ)

)
dξ.

Notice that Fz(ξ) = Fbz(ξ) ∈ Z for a.e. ξ (as immediately follows from (B.3)). We next show that,
for a.e. ξ, F (Tjkz) (ξ) = Tjk (Fz(ξ)). Formula (B.3) of Definition B.6 applied for Fb, u = Tjkz, and
arbitrary z′ ∈ Z for ũ implies b0

(
FbTjkz(ξ), z

′
)
= Fcb0

(
Tjkz(·), z′

)
(ξ). Then, with T ∗

jk denoting the
adjoint of Tjk in Z, and applying (B.3) again, we obtain:

(B.9) b0
(
FTjkz(ξ), z′

)
= Fcb0

(
z(·), T ∗

jkz
′
)
(ξ) = b0

(
Fz(ξ), T ∗

jkz
′
)

= b0
(
TjkFz(ξ), z′

)
.

Since the above holds for arbitrary z′ ∈ Z, we conclude that F (Tjkz) (ξ) = Tjk (Fz(ξ)), as desired.
Employing the latter in (B.8) and then using again the definition of Tjk, we conclude

∫

Rn

ahjk
(
z(x), z̃(x)

)
dx =

∫

Rn

b0

(
TjkFz(ξ), F z̃(ξ)

)
dξ =

∫

Rn

ahjk
(
Fz(ξ),F z̃(ξ)

)
dξ,

as required. The proof is complete.

Proposition B.9. Let P0
H0

: (H, d0) → H0 and P : L2
(
Rn; (H, d0)

)
→ L2(Rn;H0) be the orthogonal

projections on the respective subspaces. Then

(B.10) P0
H0
f(ξ) =

(
FPF−1f

)
(ξ) for a.e. ξ, f ∈ L2(Rn; (H, d0)).

Proof. Given f ∈ H := L2
(
Rn; (H, d0)

)
let g = F−1f ∈ H and notice first that, for a.e. x, (Pg)(x) =

P0
H0
g(x). Indeed, h = Pg ∈ L2(Rn;H0) =: H0 is such that, for any h̃ ∈ H0,

∫
Rn d0

(
g(x)−h(x), h̃(x)

)
dx =

0, and the latter obviously holds for h(x) = P0
H0
g(x) for a.e. x. So (B.10) is equivalent to P0

H0
Fg(ξ) =(

FP0
H0
g(·)
)
(ξ), for a.e. ξ. The latter can be proved by the argument identical to (B.9), with Tjk replaced

by (self-adjoint) P0
H0

, b0 by d0 and z′ by g′ ∈ H.
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[20] Cherednichenko, K. D., Velčić, I., and Žubrinić, J., 2023. Operator-norm resolvent estimates for
thin elastic periodically heterogeneous rods in moderate contrast. Calc. Var. 62:147, 72 pp.

[21] Cioranescu, D., Damlamian, A. and Griso, G., 2008. The periodic unfolding method in homogeniza-
tion. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 40, No. 6, pp. 1585-1620.

[22] Conca, C. and Vanninathan, M. 1997 Homogenization of Periodic Structures via Bloch Decomposi-
tion. SIAM Journal on Applied Mathematics, Vol. 57, No. 6, pp. 1639-1659.

[23] Cooper, S. Two-scale homogenisation of partially degenerating PDEs with applications to photonic
crystals and elasticity. PhD Thesis, (2012), University of Bath.
http://salc.azurewebsites.net/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/PhDThesissalc.pdf

[24] Cooper, S., 2013. Homogenisation and spectral convergence of a periodic elastic composite with
weakly compressible inclusions. Applicable Analysis, 93(7), pp.1401-1430.

[25] Cooper, S., Kamtoski, I. V. and Smyshlyaev, V. P. (2014). On band gaps in photonic crystal fibers.
Preprint: https://arxiv.org/pdf/1411.0238.pdf

67



[26] Duerinckx, M., Gloria, A. and Ruf, M. (2023). A spectral ansatz for the long-time homogenization
of the wave equation. Preprint: https://arxiv.org/pdf/2303.07684.pdf

[27] Fenchenko, V.N. and Khruslov, E.Ya., 1980. Asymptotic behaviour for the solutions of differential
equations with strongly oscillating and degenerating coefficient matrix. Dokl. Akad. Nauk Ukrain.
SSR Ser. A4, 26–30.

[28] Gelfand, I. M. Expansion in characteristic functions of an equation with periodic coefficients. (Rus-
sian) Doklady Akad. Nauk SSSR (N.S.) 73, (1950). 1117–1120.

[29] Golovatyj, Yu, D, Nazarov, S.A. and O. A. Oleinik, 1992. Asymptotic expansions of eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions in problems on oscillations of a medium with concentrated perturbations. Proc. Steklov
Inst. Math., 192, 43–63.

[30] Griso, G., 2004. Error estimate and unfolding for periodic homogenization. Asymptotic Analysis,
40, 269–286.

[31] Hempel, R. and Lienau, K. Spectral properties of periodic media in the large coupling limit Properties
of periodic media. Communications in Partial Differential Equations, Volume 25, 1999, Issue 7-8.

[32] Higgins, J.R. Five short stories about the cardinal series. Bull. AMS 12, (1985). 45-89.

[33] Hytönen, T., Van Neerven, J., Veraar, M. and Weis, L., 2016. Analysis in Banach spaces I, Springer.

[34] Jikov, V. V., Kozlov, S. M. and Olejnik, O. A., 1994. Homogenization of differential operators and
integral functionals, Springer-Verlag, Berlin.

[35] Kamotski, I. and Smyshlyaev, V. P. 2018. Localized modes due to defects in high contrast periodic
media via two-scale homogenization. Journal of Mathematical Sciences, 232 (3), 349-337.

[36] Kamotski, I. V. and Smyshlyaev, V. P. 2019. Bandgaps in two-dimensional high-contrast periodic
elastic beam lattice materials. Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids, Vol 123, 292-304.

[37] Kamotski, I. V. and Smyshlyaev, V. P. 2019. Two-scale homogenization for a general class of high
contrast PDE systems with periodic coefficients. Applicable Analysis, An International Journal, Vol-
ume 98, Issue 1-2.

[38] Kuchment, P. An overview of periodic elliptic operators. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 53 (2016), 343-414.

[39] Ladyzhenskaya, O. A., 1969. The Mathematical Theory of Viscous Flows, second edition, Gordon
and Breach, New York.

[40] Nazarov, S.A, 1993. Interaction of concentrated masses in a harmonically oscillating spatial body
with Neumann boundary conditions. ESAIM: M2AN, Volume 27, Number 6, 777-799.

[41] Nguetseng, G. 1989. A general convergence result for a functional related to the theory of homoge-
nization, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 20, 608-623.

[42] Panasenko, G.P., 1991. Multicomponent homogenization of processes in strongly nonhomogeneous
structures. Math. USSR Sbornik 69 (1),143–153.

[43] Pastukhova, S.E., 2005. On the convergence of hyperbolic semigroups in variable Hilbert spaces. J
Math Sci (N Y) 127, 2263–2283.
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