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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 e-periodic medium described by

(1.1) div(a&(s(:E)Vug) + pwu. = 0, z=(x1,29,...,2,)" €ER™ n>1.

Here w > 0 is angular frequency, p is (for simplicity) a positive constant, and a. s(z) = as (x/e) where
as(y) = 1—x(y)+0x(y) and x is the characteristic function of a set of isolated “soft” inclusions 1-periodic
with respect to each variable z;, j = 1,2, ...,n, surrounded by a “stiff” connected matrix.

When both ¢ and § are small, a critical scaling is § ~ €2, 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-¢ 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):
Ue(x) ~ up(x, x/e), where ug(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 ug 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
§ ~ &2 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 operator Au = — divA.Vu,
in Hilbert space L? (R™), with spectral parameter A = pw?. (Here we regard A.(z) := a. .2(z) i.e. we
set for simplicity § = &2.) A key for the analysis of (1.1), including of its asymptotic properties as € — 0,
lies in analysing the related resolvent problem

(1.2) —divA.Vu. + u. = F, Fe L*(R").

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 e — 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 & 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 § > 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 § = 2 in (1.2). A leading-order approximation with L? error estimates was established
n [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 Z. : L? (R") — L2 (R™ x O), where [J is the y-periodicity
cell. Z. is an L%-isometry and a key tool for recasting, for any final ¢ > 0, an input function F(z) of
(1.2) as a two-scale function fo(z,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 Z. is a specialisation of a naturally constructed abstract connecting operator A, (Theorem
6.10), and appears to be a novel two-scale analogue of classical Whittaker-Shannon interpolation formula,
see Remark 7.10. Tt 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 Z. 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



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 e-periodic PDE setting (1.2) where A.(z) = as(z/¢), is following. Apply
the rescaling x — ey and then the Floquet-Bloch-Gelfand transform (see Section 7.1) to arrive at the
family of problems on Sobolev space ngT(D) of (-periodic functions, parametrised by quasi-periodicity
variable (“quasimomentum”) :

per

(13) For each 6 € [—, 7", find u. g € H},, (0) such that
| — (V4 i0) - as(y)(V + 0)uco + ueo = .

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 € > 0 and 6 € ©, find u. g € H such that

e %ag (ucp, @) + by(uce,u) = (f,a), VaeH,

where © C R” is compact, H a complex Hilbert space, f a bounded linear functional on H, ag and
bg are non-negative bounded sesquilinear forms such that ag 4 by is a family of uniformly equivalent
inner products on H, and ag is Lipschitz-continuous in 6 (see Section 2 for the precise details). Notice
that in many of our motivating examples the ‘singular’ forms ag have non-trivial degeneracy subspaces
Vo = {u€ H | ap(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
§ > 0 fixed and § = €2 respectively, with corresponding ap and bg), 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 6 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);

— Schrodinger 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 ag and
by to be generated by differential operators, nor do we require 6 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
0 € © the form ay is coercive (generally non-uniformly in #) on the orthogonal complement Wy of its
null-space Vy. 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 Vj is Lipschitz continuous with respect to 6 then agy is
uniformly coercive in @ on Wy, and as a result the leading-order approximation simply comes from
‘projecting’ problem (1.4) onto Vpy, 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].



In Section 4 we study the case of discontinuous V. This situation is typical in motivating examples such
as the above classical and high-contrast problems (1.2), and corresponds to loss of the f-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 Vp possesses an isolated singularity (say at the origin # = 0) that is removable
Vo, 0#0,
Ve, 6=0
see (H2). The resulting approximate problem (4.23) is on a “sum” of Vj* and the ‘defect subspace’ Z
(describing the discontinuity gap between V and V;), with Myz = 2+ Nyz where Nyz 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 € and 6. In Section 5, we provide an approx-
imation with even simpler self-similar ¢ and 6 dependencies via their ratio 8/ =: £. This is done by
approximating the forms ag and by for small #, which can be performed under additional f-quadratic
degeneracy condition for the spectral gap (H3) and mild regularity assumptions (H4) and (H5) on ag and
bg, 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 u. g of (1.4) in terms of a solutions to a one-parameter family of variational

problems (5.26) on the smaller space Vj with sesquilinear forms ag + by, & = /e € R™. Here the

non-negative form a]é‘ (z,2) acts on the even smaller defect subspace Z, and is quadratic in £. Form a?

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.)

in the following sense: there exists a subspace V, such that V; = { is Lipschitz continuous,

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

(15) { For each e >0 and # € ©, find A € [0,00), ue 9 € H\{0} such that

e 2 ag (uep, @) + by (ucp, @) = Aeyg dy(ucp, @) Vi € H,

where dy 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 (Jycg Ac,9 converges in appropriate sense, with rate
€. Moreover, in Theorem 6.10 we approximate the resolvent problem in terms of certain self-adjoint
‘bivariate’ operator £, which is an abstract version of two-scale limit operator and is related to the
‘homogenised’ form a]g + bg via (inverse) Fourier transform (i.e. & — —iV). An important role is played
here by the already mentioned abstract L?-isometric connecting operator A.. We then show (Theorem
6.11) that the limit spectrum converges to the spectrum of £, with a rate e. 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 L? (R”; VO), where Vj is the closure of Vy 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 S-function introduced in [52, 53]). This is turn provides
an asymptotic characterisation, with error estimates, for gaps in (Jycg Ac,p 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



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 (-, -)g parametrised by 6 varying in
a compact subset © of R, n > 1. We assume throughout that the norms || - ||¢ := (-, ~)é/2

equivalent in 0, i.e.

(2.1) JK > 0 such that ||ullg, < Klulle,, Yu€ H, V61,05 € O.

are uniformly

We also suppose throughout that the inner products have the following structure
(2.2) (u,1)g = ag(u,a) + bo(u, @), u,u € H,

where ag and bg are non-negative sesquilinear forms' on H. Furthermore, we assume that ag is Lipschitz
continuous with respect to 6 in the following sense: there exists L, > 0 such that

(2.3) lag, (u, @) — ag, (u,@)| < Lalb — 02| ||ullo, |@lle,, Yu,@ € H, V61,02 € O.

We consider a general class of problems reducible to the following common abstract variational form.
For any given 0 <e < 1,0 € ©, and f € H*,

{ find u. g € H such that

(2.4) 72 ~ ~ ~ ~
e "ag (Uep,U) + bp(ucg,u) = (f,0), VYueH.

Here H* is the dual space of H and (-, -) denotes the duality pairing. Clearly, for any fixed € > 0, 6 € O,
(2.5) A&g(-, ) = E_Qag(-, ) + be(-, )

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 u. g with respect to small ¢ that
are uniform in an appropriate sense in both 6 and f.

For each 6, we introduce the set of “degeneracy” or the kernel of ay

(2.6) Vo = {veH | aglv] =0},

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

(2.7) ag(v,u) = ag(u,v) =0, YveVy, YueH.

Further, since the sesquilinear form ag is bounded with respect to the norm || - ||p, (2.7) implies that

Vp is a closed linear subspace of H. Let Wy, another closed linear subspace of H, be the orthogonal
complement of Vp in H with respect to the inner product (-, -)g:

(2.8) Wy == {weH | (w)g=0, YoeVp}
The main assumption of the article is the following pointwise in 6 (spectral) gap condition:

(H1) V0 €O, Juy > 0 such that Yw € Wy the inequality ag[w] > vy ||w||3 holds.

n a complex Hilbert space H, for a non-negative sesquilinear form b : H x H — C, b[u] := b(u,w) is non-negative real
Vu € 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,@) = b(@,u), |b(u, )] < 63/2[u]6/2[a], 63/2[u + 4] < b1/2[u] + 61/2[4], Vu, @ € H. (Here
b1/ 2[u) = (b[u})lm.) We shall also be using throughout the following simple implications, “squared” triangle inequalities:
b[u1 =+ ug} <2 b[ul} + 2 b[ug}, b[ul —+ ug + ug] < 3b[u1] =+ 3b[ug] =+ 3b[ug], Yui, ug, uz € H.




Remark 2.1. To clarify why (H1) can be called a spectral gap condition, notice that for every 6 € ©
the form ag 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} U [vg, 1], in particular if both Vy and Wy
are nontrivial (0,vp) is in the gap of the spectrum. In Section 6 and in some examples of Section 7, ag
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, || - ||g-compact (see Section 5.4 for the precise definition) for all 0 € ©, such that

(H1) lwl2 < Caglw] + clw], Ywe W, Y0 € O.

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 Vj (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 Vy with respect to §. We begin with the simple case of the spectral gap vy
being uniform in 6 and then we shall characterise this condition in terms of the continuity of Vj.

3.1 The case of uniform in 6 gap

The spaces Vp and Wy are not only orthogonal with respect to (-,-)s, they are also orthogonal with
respect to Az g (cf. (2.5), (2.2) and (2.7)). Furthermore, it is clear that the restriction of A. g to Vp is
by. Consequently, by choosing in (2.4) as the test functions first @ = 0 € Vy and then @ = w € Wy, the
problem uncouples as follows: u. g = vg + we 9, Where vg € Vj solves

(3'1) by (’UHaﬁ) = <fa’D>a Vo € Va,

and we g € Wy solves

(3.2) Aco (wsﬁ W) = 572‘19 (wsﬁ , W) + be (wsﬁ ;) = (f,w), Yw e Wp.
Problems (3.1) and (3.2) are well-posed in their own right: in particular, (3.1) is well-posed as by is
coercive on Vp: for all v € Vp, bg[v] = bp[v] + ag[v] = ||v]|3 (recalling also that both Vy and Wy are closed
in H).
Now, in a standard way, setting in (3.2) w = w, ¢ and recalling the spectral gap condition (H1),

Acolweg) = (Fweo) < IIfllollwesllo < 1Flvovy oy [weo) < 1fllo vy /% AL e,
where

fru

(3.3 o = sup IS0l

ue H\{0} [Jwllo .
As a result, for we g = u. g — vg,
(3.4) Ac glwe g] = e %agwe g] + bo[weg] < €2 1/9_1||f||59, Ve > 0.
Moreover, another application of (H1) and (3.4) give
(3.5) lweoll; < vy aplweo) < vy'e®Acplweo] < e vy [If]%-

If the spectral gap is uniform in 6, regarding (3.1) as an approximate problem, (3.4) and (3.5) immediately
provide the following error estimates.



Theorem 3.1. Assume that
(3.6) Jv >0 such that aglw] > v|w|3, Yw e Wy, Vo€ O.
Then for us g € H the solution to (2.4) and vg € Vi the solution to (3.1),

(3.7) e %ap [uc,o — vo] + bo [uco —vo) < 21| fIIZ,,
2 _
[uc,o —velly < *v=2|fIIZg

Remark 3.2. Theorem 3.1 also holds ‘locally’, i.e. with © replaced by any of its subsets ©' such that
assumption (3.6) is satisfied only on O’ rather than on the whole of ©. Also, the theorem and its proof
remain valid for all e > 0 (i.e. not only for 0 < e < 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 0, this depen-
dence is easily removed by (2.1) : || fll«o, < K| fll«05, V01,02 € ©. Therefore (3.7) and (3.8) provide

desired error estimates for small €, which are uniform in both 6 and f.

3.2 A characterisation of forms ay 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 V3 in 6 that we shall introduce
now. Namely, we say that Vj is Lipschitz continuous with respect to 6 on © if

(39) dLy > 0 such that V91,92 c @, Vv € ‘/915 iné HU1 — ’U2H02 < Ly |91 — 92| H’U1||91.
v2€Vy,

By the identity HPWQ2 lee = infy,ev,, lv1 — vallg,, where Py, : H — Wy is the orthogonal projection
2
on Wy with respect to (-, -)g, the inequality in (3.9) can be equivalently rewritten as

(3.10) HPW92U1H92 < Lv|91 — 92| ||’U1H91, Yoy € Vp,, V01,02 € O.

The following result establishing, under assumption (H1), the equivalence of the uniformity of the gap
property (3.6) and of the continuity of Vj property (3.9) holds. An intuition behind is that the 6-
continuity property (2.3) of ag 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 Vp can vary with 6 only
continuously, while if the uniformity is violated on 8 approaching a point 8y this can be only be due to
an instant addition of a non-trivial subspace to Vp at 8 = 6.

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

Proof.  Proof of (3.6) = (3.9) . Fix 01,02 € © and v; € Vp,. By (3.6), the definition of Py,_, (2.7)
(first for 0 = 0o, v = v1 — Pw,,v1 € Vg,, u = Pw,,v1, and then for 0 = 01, v = v1, u = PWQZ’Ul), and
(2.3) we obtain

HPW92U1||§2 S V_la/ez [PW92U1] = l/_la/ez (PW92U1)U1) = V_l (a92 (PW92U13U1) — Qg (PWQZ/UI?Ul))

v La|01 — 02| Pw,, v1 o, 01 6, -

IN

Hence, after an application of (2.1), (3.10) holds with Ly = v~!L,K 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
0, € © with limit 6y € O, and a sequence w,, € Wy, such that |w,|s, = 1 and lim, ag, [w,] = 0. Now

(3.11) 1= |lwally, = (Pyywn,wn), + (Powag Wnswn )y

n

where Py, is the orthogonal projector on Vp, with respect to (-,-)g,. We will show that each term on
the right of (3.11) converges to zero. First we observe that by (2.1)

| (Bowig wns wa)e, | < || Bwagwally, lwnlls, = [[Pwagwnlly, < K [[Pwagwnlly,



and we claim that limy, || Pw, wn|le, = 0. Indeed, by (H1) for 6 = 6y, (2.7) and (2.3) we have

IN

2 _ _ _ _
[Pwagwally < v5 " as, [Pwsywn] = vy 'ag wa] < v5'ag, [wa] + 15" La |0 = 60| [[wallj,

= vy tas, [wn] + vy Lo |00 — 0] — 0 asn — oco.
Thus the last term in (3.11) converges to zero. On the other hand, by the definition of Py, —and assumed
(3.10) (for 81 = 0y, 02 = 0,, and v; = Py, wy,) we compute

= ‘(PWQTLPVQOwnawn)On‘ < HPWQHPVQanHen wallp, = HPWQTLPV%wnHen

LV|9n — 90| HPV%wnHOU .

‘ (PVgo Wn wn)en

IN

Clearly,

Py, w”He < lwnlly, < K [Jwnlly, = K, and therefore the first term on the right hand side of
o n
(3.11) also converges to zero. Whence, we arrive at the contradiction in (3.11), and so (3.6) holds. O

Remark 3.5. The above proof demonstrates that an analogous version of Theorem 3.4 can be proved
if we merely require both ag and Vi to be say Hoélder continuous (rather than Lipschitz continuous) in
0, 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) © is replaced by its closed subset ©'.

4 The case of discontinuous V; (non-uniform gap)

Typically, in applications (see Section 7) the space Vp 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 6y € © that, without loss of generality, we consider to be
the origin? 6y = 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 e-independent complementary subspaces of H, Vy and Wy, that are
orthogonal with respect to A, ¢ whilst having ag uniformly coercive on one of them. Staring with the
latter, as a consequence of (H1) held at 6 = 6y = 0 together with the continuity of ap due to (2.3), Wy
remains available as a subspace of H with the uniform coercivity condition still held in a small enough
neighbourhood of 6 :

Proposition 4.1. Assume (H1). Then

Vo

(4.1) T

Honi < aglwo], VYwo € Wy, V0 € O such that 0] < L, ".

Proof. For wy € Wy, as follows from (H1) (for 6 = 0), (2.3) (for 6; = 0 and 0, = 60) and L,|6] < 3vo,
vo lwollg < aolwo] < ag[wo] + Lal0l Jwoll < aglwo] + 3 vo [lwollg

which implies

(4.2) YWllwollg < aglwo], Vwo € Wo.

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

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.



Turning now to the orthogonality issue, recall that, at 8 = 0, Vj is the orthogonal complement of Wy
with respect to A. g. However for 6 # 0, in general, the direct sum decomposition H = V, + W, is not
anymore orthogonal with respect to A. g. Nevertheless, it is possible to partially rectify this as follows.
The idea is, for small enough 6 # 0, to “correct” Vj slightly to maintain the desired orthogonality at
least to the main order in small ¢, i.e. with regards to the “singular” part ag of A g. To that end, given
vy € Vp, seek a “corrector” Nyvg € Wy such that for Myvg := vg + Nyvg,

(4.3) ap (Me’vo,’wo) = 0, Yug € Vo, Ywg € Wy,
i.e. so that MyVy and Wy are “orthogonal with respect to ap”. Equivalently, we seek Nyvy € Wy solving

(44) agp (Ng’l)o,’[tjo) = — ap (’Uo, 1170) 5 V’LZ() € Wo.
The above problem is well-posed for |0] < %VOLgl by Proposition 4.1, and determines a linear map
Ny : Vo — Wy. Let us show that the following estimate holds:

_ 1 _
(4.5) [Novolly < 2Lavo™"10] [lvollg, Voo € Vo, 6] < §y0La1.
Indeed, it follows from (4.2), (4.4), (2.3) and (2.7) (for 6 = 0):

W [ Novollg < ag [Novo] = —ag (vo, Novo) < |ao(vo, Novo)| + Lalf] lvolly INavolly = Lalf] [|volly [Novoll, -

Additionally, since NpVy C Wy, it readily follows that H = MyVy4+Wy, i.e. H is a direct sum3of MgV
and Wy. Further, from the orthogonality of V and Wy, and (4.5),

1
(4.6) loolly < [IMovolly < 2 flwolly, Yoo € Vo, 10] < SmoLs".

Notice also that (4.6) implies that MV} is closed in H. Such properties allow us, for sufficiently small 6,
to construct a desirable approximation to the solution u. ¢ of variational problem (2.4) by restricting it
to MgV which is “almost orthogonal” to Wy. Indeed, the following modification of Theorem 3.1 holds.

Theorem 4.2. Assume (H1). Consider f € H*, and 0 € O, 0| < v9/(2L,). Let ucg solve (2.4), and
vg € V solve

(4.7) e 2ag(Movo, MgT) + by (Movg, Me?) = (f, MgD), Vi€ V.
Then problem (4.7) is well-posed, and the following error estimates hold:

(4.8) e aguco — Movo] + bplucy — Movo] < 8K vy ' (| f||2,
bo [ueo — Movo] < 16K 5% || f|12

Proof. The well-posedness of (4.7) follows e.g. from its left-hand side specifying an equivalent inner
product on Vp, as implied by (4.6). For the difference r := u. 9 — Myug, the left-hand-side of (4.8)
equals A, g[r] (see (2.5)) and expanding this out (and dropping the subscripts in notation) gives Afr] =
A (ueg, r) — A(Mouvg, 7). Note u.g = Mov + w for some unique v € Vp and w € Wy, and hence
r = Myv, + w where v, :=v — vy € Vp, and so

Alr] = A(ucp, r) — A(Mgrg, Mgv,) — A(Mavg, w).

Now, (2.4) gives A (ue,9,7) = (f, ), (4.7) gives A (Mgvo, Mov,) = (f, Mgv,) and the almost-orthogonality
due to (4.3) implies A (Mgvg, w) = by (Mgvg, w). Therefore,

Alr] = (£.r) = (£ Mavy) = bo(Mavo,w) = (fw) = by (Movo,w) < (I1Fllo + b5 [Mavo] ) lelo

3Indeed, for u € H, with unique 79 € Vp and wg € Wy such that u = Ty + Wo, seek vo € Vp and wg € Wy so that
u = Mgvg +wo = vo + (Ngvo + wo). Hence vo = 0p and wo = wo — Npp. Also, on this way, Mgvg + wo = 0 implies
vo = 0 and wg = —Ngvy = 0.



via (3.3), and having applied Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to by and then recalling (2.2). Setting v = vy
in (4.7) and recalling that ¢ < 1 implies by [Myvg] < Mooz < A[Mavo] < |[fll6 [Mavolly < II£1I%
and as a result A[r] < 2| f]l.¢||wl|le. So for proving (4.8) one needs to bound |Jw|| in terms of Afr]. Now
(4.1) gives 5%z ||w[3 < ag[w], and noticing that ag(Mgv,, w) = 0 by (4.3) and r = Myv, + w implies

(4.10) aplw] < aglr].
Therefore, 522 |[w||? < ag[r] < e?A[r], and as a result
(4.11) lwlz < 2Ky te?Alr],

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

(4.12) bolr] < [lwll3-

Since (4.7) is a restriction of (2.4) to MyVp, r is orthogonal to MyVy with respect to A (indeed setting
@ = Mp? in (2.4) and subtracting (4.7) gives A (r, Mp?0) = 0 for any v € V;). Consequently, since
w = r — Mguv,, one infers Afr] < Afw]. This inequality along with (4.10) yields bg[r] < bg[w] which
clearly implies (4.12), see (2.2). The proof is complete. O

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 Vp, 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 = 6y = 0) to MyVp. From this observation one may expect that
Vi is a subset of MypVp. Indeed, the following proposition holds.

Proposition 4.3. Assume (H1). Let 0 € ©, (0] < vy/(2L,). Then

(4.13) Vo € MoW.
In fact,
(4.14) vg = MpPyvg, Vg € Vp.

Proof. For (4.13), for any fixed vg € Vy we need to find vy € Vj such that vg = Myvy = vg + Novo.
As Npvg € Wy, necessarily, vg = Py,vg. Hence, for both (4.13) and (4.14), it remains to show that
vy — Py,vg = Ny Pyyvg. Clearly vg — Py,vg = Py,ve € Wo, and

ao(ve — Pyyvg, Wo) = — ag (Py,ve,Wo), Ywo € Wy
(having used (2.7) for vy € V). Hence, by (4.4), vg — Py, v9 = Ny Py, ve, which completes the proof. O

Remark 4.4. Observe that the proofs in this subsection only require that (H1) holds at 6 = 0, that (2.3)
holds for 61 = 0 and that (2.1) holds in a neighbourhood of 6 = 0.

4.2 On the class of V with a removable singularity

So far we have made no assumptions on the nature of the singularity of Vj, 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 Vy 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 6y = 0 is not an isolated point of ©
and Vp has a remowvable singularity at 6y in the following sense: there exists a closed subspace V, of H
and constant Ly > 0 such that (cf. (3.9) )

(H2)

Vo 6#0,
Vg o= satisfies  inf [lvg —wally, < Li|01 — 02 |lvilly,, Vo1 € Vg, V01,02 €0,

V, 6=0, v2€Vy, -
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or equivalently satisfies

(4.15) HPW9*2U1H92 < L*|91 — 92| H’U1||01 R Yu € ‘/et, V91, 0y € @,
where W is the orthogonal complement of Vj in H with respect to (-,-)g. Note that (H2) formally
covers also the case without singularity when V, = Vj.

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

First, we observe that V, C Vj. Indeed, for v, € V; and § € ©, 0 # 0 and 0 — 0, by (2.3), the definition
of Pw,, (2.2) and (4.15) (for #; = 0 and 0 = @) we obtain

T T . 2 : 2192 2 _

aplvs] = gl_r%ag[v*] = él_%a@ [Pw;v.] < glir(l) HPWJU*HQ < g%L*|9| lellg = 0.

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

that

(4.16) Vo = Vi+ 2,
and for some constant 0 < Ky < 1,
(4.17) |(vi, 2)0| < Kzllvillg llzllo 5 Yo, € Vi, Vz € Z,

or equivalently
(4.18) 1=K Jolly < los+2ly, Yoo €V, Yz Z

Remark 4.6. Note that such Z always exist, in particular Z could be the orthogonal complement of Vi
in the Hilbert space (Vo, (-, ~)0), in which case Kz = 0. In the reqular case V, = Vy, trivially Z = {0}.

Now we are ready to provide an alternative representation of MgV; in terms of V* and Z, which is useful
for a further simplification of the approximating problem (4.7) as the singular form ag vanishes on V.
The following technical lemma, important for our consequent constructions, holds.

Lemma 4.7. Assume (H1) and (H2). If 6 € © satisfies KL,|0| < 3 (1 — Kz) then

* 2 1-K * * *
(4.19) vz +z+onO > TZ(H%H% + |lzlI3 + ||w0||(2)) , Yvg €V, Yz e Z, Ywy € Wy
and if additionally |0| < vo/(2L,) then
(4.20) MoVy = Vg + MoZ.

Proof of (4.19). Set ko :=1— Kz, 500 < kg < 1. Assumption (4.17) and the fact that Wy is orthogonal
to Vo = Vi+Z imply

(4.21) [ox + 2 +wol|} > KO(HU*H%; + 2R+ Hwong), Vo, € Vi, Vz € Z, Yy € Wo.
Thus, for any vy € V', 2 € Z and wy € Wy, with W, := Wy,

e + =+ wol

Y

2 2 2 2 2
LIPvv; + 2+ wolly = 1Pw.villy = % (IPvi I + 11213 + llwolly) = (12w, o513

K K * 12
52 (o 13 + 1213 + lwold) — (5 +1) [ Pw. i} -
Now, (4.15) (for 61 =0, 02 = 0), (2.1) and the assumption on || gives

K 2 K 2 2 K K 2 * 12 2
(3 +DlPw.vlly < (8 +1) ELOD llvglle < (5 +1) (5) lvills < gro il

and (4.19) follows.

Proof of (4.20). The inclusion Vj C Vj and (4.13) show Vj + MyZ C MgVp. Furthermore, (4.19) for
wo = Npz together with the closedness of MyZ (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; + MyZ is not a proper subset of MyVp. If it were, there would exist a non-
Zero Vg = Uy + 2, Ux € Vi, z € Z, such that Moy is orthogonal (with respect to (-,-)o) to Vg + MgZ.
Seeking a contradiction to this orthogonality, a natural choice of an element of V;* + MgZ expected to
be close to Mgvg = Mpv, + Moz is u = Pyyv. + Mpz. Since (4.14) gives Pysv, = MoPy, Py, =
Mo Pyyvs — Mo Py, P vs = Mov, — Mo Py, P vs (as vy € Vp), we conclude that Myvy is orthogonal to
u = Mo, — Mo Py, Py vi + Moz = Mgvg — Mo Py, Py vs. Now, by (4.6) and the latter orthogonality,
one has

Further, by the second inequality in (4.6), the properties of Py, (2.1) and (4.15) (for 6, =0, 02 = 0)

volly < IMowolly < [Movo —ully = || MoPy, Piwgo, -

||M9PV0PW9*U*||O S 2 HPVOPWS*’U*HO S 2 ||PW9*U*||0 < QKL*|9| ||’U*||O.

Moreover (4.18) gives ||v, ]|, < (1= K2)™"* voll,. Consequently [lvoll, < 2KL.10] (1= K2) ™" Jluoll,-

This along with the assumed restriction on 6 and the inequality (1 — K%)_1/2 < (1- KZ)_1 lead to
lvolly = 0, which is a contradiction. O

We now present a global approximation for the case of Vj with a removable singularity at § = 0. Let
(4.22) ro = 10/(2La) if L, = 0 or 1o = min { v/ (2La) , (1 — Kz) / (3KL,) } otherwise,

and fix positive 71 < 9. The direct sum representation (4.20) and Theorem 4.2 show that, for || < rq,
the solution u. ¢ to (2.4) is approximated in terms of the solution vy of the simplified problem (4.7) by
Moy = v: 9 + Moze 9, with unique v. g € V" and 2. 9 € Z. Recalling (2.7), we conclude that (v. g, 2-0)
is the unique solution to

(4.23) 672(19 (Mazgye, ./\/192) + be (0519 + Moyze 9, 0+ Mei) = (f,o+ Myz), Vove VQ*, VzZe Z.

Furthermore, the solution vy to (3.1) approximates u. g outside this neighbourhood of the origin: indeed
(H2) implies that Vj is Lipschitz continuous on the compact set ©,, = {# € © : |0] > r1}; therefore
Theorem 3.4 (applied for © replaced by O,.,, cf. Remark 3.5) implies that the assumption of Theorem
3.1 (namely (3.6)) holds on ©,, with a positive constant v(r1) = infgeo,, V9. More precisely, we have
proved the following result:

Theorem 4.8. Assume (H1)-(H2) and let 0 < r1 < 1o (see (4.22)). Consider f € H*, uc g the solution
to (2.4) and an approximation

L. ] vee + Mopzeg 0] <71,
U Vg |9| > 1,

where the pair (v, 2ze0) € Vi x Z solves (4.23) and vg € Vyp = Vj solves (3.1). Then, the following
error estimates hold for all 0 € © and 0 < e < 1:

(4.24) e %ay [u&e - uiog} + by {u&g - uiog} < (&2 Hing, Cy] = max {8K21/0_1, 1/1/(T1)} ,
e,

(4.25) be |:’U/879 - u<°g} < Coel|f%, G =max {16K% 52, 1/13(r)}.

We emphasise that the “inner” approximate problem (4.23) provides a significant further simplification
compared to (4.7), as its singular part ag 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* and Z. However, the price to
pay for this is the more complicated dependence on €, in particular through the operator My. The pur-
pose of this section is to simplify the approximate problems further, in particular their dependence on 6,
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" and Z form a closed direct sum in H for small enough
0. Furthermore, one can see that by generates an equivalent norm on V;* + Z. Indeed, since Z C V;, we

use (2.3) and (4.19) to obtain ag[z] < 13ngz 6] ||vs + zHé, and consequently, via (2.2),

(5.1) lvg + 2|7 < 2bglvp 4+ 2], Vv €Vy, VzeZ, V€O, |6 <r :=min {ro, gI;—KLZ}

with ro given by (4.22).

5.1 Case of quadratically degenerating spectral gap width

Here, we additionally assume that there exists v > 0 such that, for vy defined in (H1),
(H3) ve > 7|0, YOO, ie aglw] > |07 ||w]|3 VYwe W,

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 ag [My -] on
Z.

Proposition 5.1. Assume (H1)-(H3) and 0 € O, |0 < ro, for ro as in Theorem 4.8, see (4.22). Then

(5.2) ag [Mo2] > wl0]? |zllo, Vze Z, with v, = 1552

Proof. It is enough to consider the case § # 0. Then Wy = Wy and (HI1) implies ag [Mpz] =
ag [ng*MQZ] > vy HPW(;MBZH2 . Moreover, (4.19) for wg = Npz and v}, = — Pyy Mgz implies HPW(;Mngi >
1=K2||2|13. Now, (5.2) readily follows upon recalling (2.1) and (H3). O

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

(5.3) [Nozllz < Kiag[Mez], Vz€Z, K1 = 2KLauO_11/71/2.

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 My (i.e replacing it by unity
operator) in both by and f terms (but not in the ag 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 6 € ©, 0] < 11, there exists a unique solution v+ z € VF+Z to

(5.4) e 2ag( Moz, Mo2) + bo(v+2,0+2) = (f,i+2), YV o+2€eVi+Z
Furthermore, the following error estimates hold:

(5.5) e 2ag[uc,o — (v + Mgz)] + bolucy — (v+ Myz)] < Cse®||f[7, C3 = 2Cy + 127,
(5.6) e 2ag[uco — (v+ Mgz)] + bgucg — (v+2)] < Cag®(|f]2, Cy = 2C3 + K3,
where Cy is given by (4.24) and k1 is given by (5.3).

Proof. For any € > 0 and 6 € O, the sesquilinear form

(5.7) B(v+ 2,0+ 2) == 2ag(Moz, MgZ) + bo(v + 2,0+ 2), v,0€ V], 2,2€ Z,

is bounded and coercive in the Hilbert space (Vy+Z, (+,-)g) (see (5.1), (4.6) and (4.19)) and so problem
(5.4) is well-posed. Furthermore, setting o = v and Z = z in (5.4) and utilising (5.1) gives Blv 4 z] <
| f1l«0+/2bg[v + 2] from which we can readily deduce

(5-8) Blv+2] <2|[fllZ, and e %aglMoz] < [|fllsov/2bp[v+ 2] — bo[v+2] < 3] f]%-
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Proof of (5.5). Notice that the left-hand-side of (5.5) equals Ac g[uc,g — (v + Mpyz)] (see (2.5)) and that
Theorem 4.8, see (4.24), states Az g[uc9 — (ve,g + Moze9)| < C1%||f||2g for vep + zc,6 the solution to
(4.23). Thus, it remains to bound A. g[r, + Mygr,] where r, := v, 9 — v and r, := 2z, p — z. Subtracting
(5.4) from (4.23) for o =r, and Z = r, gives

e %ag[Mor.] + bg (vep + Moz g, o + Mors) — bg(v + 2,75 +72) = (f, Nors),
which upon further direct calculation (and noticing ag[Mor.] = ag[r, + Mgr.]) yields
Acgro + Mor.] = (f, Norz) — bg (Noz, 1y + Mor.) — by (v+ 2z, Npr.) .

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

Acolry + Morz] < K1 (HfH*gaé/Q[Mgrz] + aé/2[./\/lez]b;/2[rv + Mor,] + b;/Q[v + z]aé/Q[./\/lerz])

IN

e (I lleALS ro + Mars] + BY2[o+ AL Iru + Mor])

(In the last inequality, along with the definitions (2.5) and (5.7) for A. ¢ and B respectively and the fact
that ag [r,] = 0, discrete Cauchy-Schwarz inequality was also used.) This along with the first inequality
in (5.8) gives A. g[r, + Mor.] < 6r3e%| f||%5, and (5.5) follows via (4.24) and the triangle-type inequality.
Proof of (5.6). From (5.5) we only need showing bg[Npz] < 3e2k3| f|?, and this follows from (5.3) and

the second inequality in (5.8). O

5.2 Case of ay with additional regularity

While (H3) was sufficient for removing My from by and the right-hand-side (cf. problems (4.23) and
(5.4)), in general one cannot remove My from ap. However in the majority of examples, Section 7, ag
has an additional regularity in  which allows one to approximate ag(My -, My ) up to quadratic terms
in small § and thereby further simplify problem (5.4).

In this subsection we assume that 6y = 0 is an interior point of ©, and ag additionally satisfies the
following “differentiability” properties with respect to 6 at § = 0. There exist sesquilinear maps ay :
Vo x H—= C" and af : V x Vj — C™*™ i.e. vector-valued and matrix-valued maps respectively, such
that

(H4) |lag(v,u) — ag(v,u) - 0] < Kar|0] |[v]lo [ullo, Yo e Vo, Yu € H, V0 € ©;
|lag(v,0) — af (v,0)0- 0] < Kar|0 [|v]lo I3]0, Yo, 0 € Vy, VO €O,

for some non-negative constants Ko/, Kov. Notice that (H4) and (2.3) gives |af (v, u)-0] < (Lq|0] + Kq|0]?)

for all # € ©. Dividing this by |#| and taking the limit 6 — 0 yields

[wllollullo

(5.9) lag(v,u) - 0] < La|0]||v]o]lu]os Yo e Vo, Yu € H, V0 € R"™.

Notice that the non-negativity of ag implies a((v,?) = 0, Vv, 0 € Vj.

We now demonstrate that assertion (H4) allows us to approximate Ny near # = 0 by some Ny which is
linear in #. To that end, in problem (4.4) defining Ny, approximate ag on its left hand side by ag and
ag on the right hand side according to (H4) by a((ve, wo) - 0. As a result, for each § € R™, we define
Ny : Vo — Wy so that Ngv for v € Vj is a solution to

(5.10) ao(Nov,wo) = — ag(v,wp) - 0, Vg € Wy.
The unique solvability of (5.10) is ensured by (H1) and (5.9); in particular, one has
(5.11) INov|lo < Lovo™ 0] |Jv]lo, Vv € V4.

As the right hand side of (5.10) is linear in 6, Ngv = 6 - Nv, where N : Vi — [Wy]" is a bounded linear
mapping. The following proposition establishes closeness of Ny to Ny for small 6.

Proposition 5.4. Assume (H1), (H4) and 0 € ©, |0| < vy/(2L,). Then, the following inequality holds:

(5.12) [Nov — Novlly < k2|0 |v]lo, Yo € Vo, with ko =15 (2L2v5 " + Kar).
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Proof. For R = Nyv — Ngv € Wy, by (4.4) and (5.10) we compute
ag[R] = ag (Npv, R) — ag (Ngv, R) = ag (Npv, R) — ag (Npv, R) — ag(v, R) + ay(v, R) - 0.

Now, (2.3) and (4.5) give |ag(Ngv, R) — ag(Ngv, R)| < 2L2v5'|0)%||v]l0||R]lo, and the first inequality in
(H4) gives |ag(v, R) — af(v, R) - 0] < Kur|0]? ||v]|o]|R]lo- Therefore ag[R] < vor2]6]?|[v]|o]|Rllo which along
with (H1) gives (5.12). O

Now, we are in a position to further approximate ag (Mgv, My¥) as entering the approximations in
e.g. Theorem 5.3, see (5.4). To that end, recalling first that My = I + Ny and applying (4.3) for
vg = v and wy = Nyt € Wp, and similarly for vg = @ and wo = Nyv, we observe that ag (Mgv, Nyv) =
ag (Nov, M) = 0, and hence via ag(v,v) = ag (Mgv — Nyv, Mgt — Npd),

(5.13) ag(Mov, Mg0) = ag(v,0) — ag(Ngv, Nyv).

Now, according to (H4) approximate ag(v,v) by af(v,©)0 - 6, and ag(Nyv, Ny0) by ao(Nev, Ngv). As a
result, ag(Mov, Myd) is approximated by the sesquilinear form af} : Vo x V5 — C, 0§ € R™, given by

(5.14)  ah(v,0) = af(v,9)0-0 — ao(Ngv, No?) = afj(v,0)0-0 — ao(0 - Nv, 6-N©), Yv,0 €V,

which is a quadratic form in 6. We call ag a “homogenised” form, for reasons to become clear later. The
following proposition establishes the closeness of this approximation, and a |0|?-coercivity of ag on Z.

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

(5.15) ap(Mov, Mgt) — al(v,0)| < k3|0 |[v]|o]|D]lo, You,b€ Vo, VO €O, |0] <wvp/(2Ly);
(5.16) aglz] > w0 ||z|I3, VzeZ, VOeR",
where k3 = Kqn + 19" Lo Ko + Laka, and vy is given in (5.2).
Proof of (5.15). From (5.13) and (5.14),
ag(Mov, Mg?) — a(v,0) = [ag(v,T) — af(v,9)0 - 0] + [ag(Nov, No?) — ag(Npv, Ngd)] .

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),

ao(Nov, Ngv) — ag(Nov, Ngt) = —agy(v, Ngv) - 0 + ag(v,Npd) =
{ag (v, No?) — af (v, Ng?) -0} + ag (v,Ng® — Ng?).
By the first inequality in (H4) and (5.11) we obtain
|ag (v, No®) — ag(v, Noo) - 0] < Kar|0[[v]lol Nodllo < Lavo™ Kar|0]*[[v]lo]|7llo-
Also, by (2.3) and (5.12) we deduce that

|ag (v, No@ — NoB)| < Lal0l[|v]o|NoT — Notllo < Latz|0[[v][o]3]]o-
Combining the above estimates yields (5.15).
Proof of (5.16). For fixed z # 0, al[z] as defined by (5.14) is quadratic in 6, and so for each fixed
“direction” 0]6|~* (6 # 0) the ratio afj[z]/ (|0|?||z]|3) is independent of |¢|. Moreover, we recall that 0 in
an interior point of ©. So to prove (5.16), for a chosen 6 # 0 we bound the ratio via passing to the limit
as |f] — 0 along the corresponding direction and successively using (5.15) and (5.2), as follows:

h h
ag 7] . ag 2] . ap[Mpz] .
021202~ 18120 [02]2]2 ~ jeiso 01222 < jelme T

Now, we are ready to further simplify approximate problem (5.4).
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Theorem 5.6. Assume (H1)-(H4) and let 8 € ©, |0] < r1 for 1 as in (5.1). Then, there exists a
unique solution v 4+ 2 € Vi+Z to

(5.17) e2apg (2" 2) + bo (V' +2" 0+2) = (f,o+2), Vi+zieVi+z
Furthermore, v" + (I + Ny)z" approzimates Ue,p, the solution to (2.4), in the following sense:
(5.18) e %ag[ueo — (V" + (I + No)z") | + bofuco — (v + T+ No)2") ] < Cs2|f12,

for Cs = 3C4+3K*k3v, %+ 3K2L21/0 v 4+ 3K2k2v3. Moreover, v"+ 2" approzimates u. g as follows:
(5.19) bo [u&g — (’Uh + Zh)} < Cg 2 HfH*Oa Co =2Cy + 2K2I£31/

Proof. Since aj} 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) e %aglz"] < 31112

As a further preparation, we need a more refined estimate for 2z rather than the one implied by e.g.
(5.20) with (5.16). To that end, we set in (5.17) Z = z" and & = — Py, 2", and note that 0+ Z = Py, 2"
and (as for v € V§ and w € Wy, bg(v,w) = (v,w)s = 0) that by (’Uh + zh,PW(;zh) =g [ngzh] This
gives

e 2ag "] + bo[Pw; "] = (f, Pws 2") < [If ol Pws="llo < [1Fllo 2"l < KN fll<o 12" llo-
Along with (5.16) this yields
(5.21) e 2101%[1z"llo < Kvi7"|fllvo-

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:

Ue g — (Uh + I+ Ne)zh) = [Us,e —(v+ M(;z)} + [(v - vh) + My (z - zh)} + (./\/gzh — Ngzh) =
[ug,g —(v+ z)] + [(v — Uh) + (z — zhﬂ — Ngz".

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

3(6720,9 [u€797(0+/\/lez)]+b9 [ugyef(v+z)})+3B [(v - vh) + (z - zhﬂ +3e 2y [Ngzthgzh} +3bg[Ng2"],

where v + z solves (5.4) and B is given by (5.7). By (5.6) the first term is bounded by 3C4e?|| f]12,
By (2.1), (5.12) and (5.21), the third term is bounded by 3K?k3v2e2||f||?,. By (5.11), (5.16) and
(5.20), the last term is bounded by 3 K2L2v; 2ve?|| f||2,. So it remains to bound the second term. By
subtracting (5.17) from (5.4) (both with & = v — v" and Z = z — 2"*) we deduce that

B [v —vt - zh} = 572ag(zh, z— zh) — 572a9(/\/192h, Moy(z — zh))
Now, by sequentially applying (5.15), (5.2) and (5.21) we obtain
Blo—o"+2-2" < e 2|0Prs||2"o ||z — Mo <e 2|9|2Ii3||zh||0 v Pay? (Mo(z — 2M)]
< Kvy*Prs||flleoay [Mo(z — 2M)] < eKvy? /ingH*gBl/Q[v — otz — 2.
Thus
(5.22) B[vahanfzh} < K2r3v321 1120

and (5.18) follows by combining the above bounds.
Proof of (5.19). Since the left-hand-side of (5.19) is bounded by 2bg [uc o — (v+2)| +2bg [v+2 — (0" +2")]
then the desired inequality immediately follows from (5.6) and (5.22). O
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5.3 Case of continuous by

The last in our hierarchy of simplified problems, problem (5.17), has two main advantages: restriction
to a smaller subspace V;*+Z, and replacement of the singular form ag by the “homogenised form” ag
which has a quadratic dependence on 6 (as well as is restricted further to the defect subspace Z only).
The dependence of by on 6 remains so far unspecified, however as we will later see, if it were possible to
approximate it for small # by a 6-independent by 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: © is connected, and by is Lipschitz
continuous at @ = 0 i.e. there exists L; > 0 such that

(H5) |bo(v, D) — bo(v,0)| < Lyl0||lv]lo[|Dlle, Vv, o€ Vo, VO €O.

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

Lemma 5.7. Conditions (H2) and (H5) imply V0 € O ezistence of a bijection & : V., — Vi such that

(5.23) bo (Egv,E9v) = bo(v,0), Vu,0 €V,
and
(5.24) ‘bg(é‘gv,z) — bo(v,z)’ < Kp|0|||vllo |z]lo, Vv e Vi, Vze Z,

for some constant K, > 0 independent of 6.

In most of the relevant examples (Section 7), such a £ 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) |bo(z,v") — bo (2,6, 1) | < Kul0][[V'lollzllo, W' € Vg, Vz e Z

Our aim is to simplify further the last approximate problem (5.17) by stating it on the 6-independent
subspace V,+Z instead of Vj+Z, as well as approximating by by by. The former can be achieved via
the above transfer operator & by replacing in (5.17) v" and @ (both in V}") by respectively Ev and Ey,
with both v and © now in V. For the latter, the hope is to use (H5). Properties (5.23) and (5.24) of
Ep suggest that it can actually be dropped from the by-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*, 0 € ©, 0] < r1 for r1 as in (5.1), and ue g
the solution to (2.4), and let & : Vi — Vi 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) e72af(2,2) + bo(v+2,0+2) = (f,Ev+32), Vi+z € Vit2Z,
and, there exist constants C7 and Cs, independent of €, 1, 0 and [, such that

(5.27) 672(19 [u&g — (591) + (I + Ng)z)] + be [u&g — (591) + (I + Ng)z)}
(5.28) be [u&e — (Epv + 2) }

Cr || f1I03

<
< Cse®|lfIl%.

Proof. The method of proof is quite similar to that of Theorem 5.6, and so we will be slightly less
detailed. The assertions bo[] = || - |2 on Vi+Z, (4.18), and the fact that a} 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 & is clearly bounded, problem (5.26) is well-posed. Furthermore,
taking in (5.26) © = v and Z = z, and using (5.16), (4.18) and (5.23), and denoting by C' a positive
constant independent of 6, and f whose precise value may change from line to line, we first obtain
(21612 + 1) [[2]3 + 0113 < ClI oo (l#llo + lollo). This immediately bounds [u]}3 and [}2[3 by C|If|2,
and as a result so also €72|0|?||z]|3. We also obtain an additional estimate for z analogous to (5.21) by

17



taking in (5.26) Z = z and ¥ = — Py, 2, concluding that £~%|0|%||z||3 is also bounded by C' || f||?,, cf. the
derivation of (5.21). Combining the above estimates, we obtain

(5.29) (74101 + 7210 + 1) 12113 + loll} < sall £12,

with some x4 > 0 independent of 6, £ and f. By Theorem 5.6 to prove both (5.27) and (5.28) we only
need bounding related difference terms:

(5.30) e 2ay [N@(Zh — z)] + by [N@(Zh — z)] + e %qy [zh — z} + by [Uh + M = (Epv + z)},
where v + 2" is the solution to (5.17). Now, (recalling £ < 1) by (5.11) and (5.16),
e 2ag[No(2" — 2)] + bg[Np(z" — 2)] < K2LZvy v e 2ag[z" - 2].
Next, (4.3), (5.15) and (4.5) first show that e 2ag[z" — 2] = e 2ag[My(z" — 2)| + e 2ag[Np(z" — 2)]

is bounded by a multiple of e~ 2ag[z" — z] + e 72(0]* || 2" — z||§ + 72|02 ||2" - z||§ Then, via |0]> <

(161> +16|*) /2 and bounding the resulting |§|*-terms via the aj}-term using (5.16), we conclude that

e 2ay [zh — z] is bounded by a multiple of

20 (2" — 2] + 701 (112715 + N1213).
Consequently, via (5.21) and (5.29), we appropriately bound (5.30) if we bound
(5.31) e 2al [zh —z] + by [Uh + 2" — (Egv + 2)].

To this end, we shall demonstrate that replacing in (5.17) v" + 2" by &w + z produces a small error on
the right-hand side. For © € Vi and Z € Z, utilising (5.23), we deduce

bo(Egv + 2,0+ 2) = by (Egv, EsEy D) + by (Egv, Z) + by (2, + 2)
= bo(v, & D) +bo(Egv, Z) +bg(2,0+2) = bo(v+2,ED+2) + J,
where J = (bg(Egv, 2) — bo(v, 2)) + (bg(2, D) — bo(2,E, ' D)) + (ba(z, Z) — bo(2, 2)). Thus, via (5.26),
(5.32) e72ab(2,2) + bo(Egv+ 2,0+ 2) = (f,o4+2) +J, V(8,2 V] xZ

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

1/2
(5.33) 1< msellflleo(e20RIZIE + 1213) . Vo e Vi, vie Z,
for some k5 > 0 independent of §,¢ and f. Comparing (5.32) with (5.17) we conclude that
(5.34) e 2ap(z— 2" 2) + bg(Epv+2— (" +2"), 0+2) = J, V(8,2) €eVfxZ

Finally, to bound (5.31), we can set in (5.34) Z = 2z — 2" and © = v — v", and then use (5.33) followed
by (5.16), (4.19) and (5.1). O

We end this subsection by noting that one can produce a global in 6 approximation to u. g by combining
an approximation for || < 71, given by Theorem 5.3, 5.6 or 5.8, with the approximation vy for |0 > rq
given by Theorem 4.8 (with 1/v(ry) < v~ 172, cf. (H3)). However, it turns out that the solution v + z
to (5.26) is well-defined also when |#] > 71, and can be seen to still approximate u. g 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*, 0 € O, ue g the solution to (2.4). Then, there
exists a unique solution v+ z € Vo,+Z to (5.26), and there exist constants Co and Cio, independent of
g, 0 and f, such that

(5.35) e 2ag[uco — (Egv+ (I 4+ Np)z)] + boluco — (Eov+ (I + Np)z)]
(5.36) bo [uep — (Egv+2) |

Coe® || 120,

<
< Cioe?|f12-
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Proof. Due to Theorem 5.8 we only need to consider the case |#] > r;. Note that the well-posedness
of (5.26) and estimates (5.29) presented in the proof of Theorem 5.8 remain valid for all # € ©. In
particular, for |8] > rq, (5.29) implies

(5.37) 12113 < wary eI 112,

and so to prove (5.35) and (5.36) we only need bounding the difference e~ 2ag[uc g — Egv] + bo[uc.g — Egv].

Now by recalling Theorem 3.1 we see that it remains to bound the difference
e 2ag[vg — Egv] + bg[vg — Egv] = bglve — Eov),
where vg € Vp =V solves (3.1). Setting Z = 0 in (5.26) and utilising (5.23) implies that Egv € V" solves
bo(Eov, D) = (f,0) — bo(z,E, '0), Vi€ Vg,

Comparing this to (3.1) and using (5.37) implies bg[ve — Egv] < rary *e?| f||25, 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 af[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 ¢, || - |/o-
compact? for all § € ©, such that

(H1) |lwlz < Caglw] + clw], Yw € Wy, V0 cO.
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 6 € ©. Then there exists a sequence w,, € Wy such that
ag[wn] < L{jw,|/3. Notice that (H1’) implies c[w,] > 0 for n > C, so we can assume c[w,] = 1. Then
(H1’) implies w,, is bounded in H. Consequently, up to a discarded subsequence, lim,, c[w,, — u] = 0 for
some u € H. Moreover (possibly up to another subsequence) w,, weakly converges to some w € H. The
|| - [[o-compactness of ¢ implies that ¢ is bounded in H (i.e. clu] < C'||ul|Z, Yu € H, for some C’ > 0).
Hence, Vu € H, c(u —w, @) = lim,, ¢(w, —w, a) — lim,, ¢c(w, —u, @) = 0, and so c[u — w] = 0. Therefore
clw] = clu] = lim,, c[w,] = 1. We now demonstrate that w € Wy N Vy = {0} which contradicts the fact
clw] = 1. Clearly w € Wy since Wy is weakly closed (being an orthogonal complement). On the other
hand, since ag is non-negative and bounded in H (see (2.2)) it is clearly weakly lower semi-continuous,
and therefore, ag[w] < liminf,, agw,] =0, i.e. w € Vy. The proof is complete. O

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-
stonal.

Proof. To prove Z is finite dimensional we show first that since c is || - ||o-compact it is sufficient to prove
that there exists some 0 # 6 € © and k > 0, such that

(5.38) Izl < kc|Pwyz], VzeZ

Indeed, for a bounded sequence {z,} in Z, {wn} := {Pw; 2.} is also bounded. Hence (up to a subse-
quence) c[w, —u] — 0 for some v € H, and so c[w, — wy,] — 0 as m,n — oco. Then (5.38) implies

4A form c s ||-||lg-compact if every sequence {u,, }, bounded in ||-||¢, has a convergent subsequence {un, } with respect to
¢, i.e. ¢lun, —u] = 0as k — oo for some u. Notice that, by the uniform equivalence of the norms || - [|g, then compactness
need only be established for one € to hold for all 6.
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{z,} is a Cauchy sequence and hence z,, — 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 2z € Z, for small enough 0 € ©\{0}, by (4.19) for vj; = — Py 2z and
wp = 0, (2.1) and (H1"), we obtain

’2

(5.39) TA-ENzl3 < |Pwgzll < K2||Pwg2|;, < K2 (Caglz] + c[Pw;2]).

Now it remains to note that (2.3) gives ag[z] < La|0]]|2]|3. Hence, for small enough 6, (5.39) implies
(5.38). O

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 A,y = e %ag + by and for their spectra, with uniform in 6 € © error estimates as ¢ — 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 dy for each 6 € O, i.e.

(6.1) dg,[u] < Kgdp,[u], YueH, V01,0, €0, forsome K;>0.
Assume that H is a compactly embedded® dense subset of . Furthermore, we assume that
(6.2) dglu] < bglu], Yue H, V0e0O.

Consider the self-adjoint operator L. g in H with inner product dy, generated according to the standard
Friedrichs extension procedure by the (non-negative, closed, densely-defined) sesquilinear form A, g with
the form domain H. Note that L. s has compact resolvent and therefore has a discrete spectrum which
consists of the sequence of positive real eigenvalues {)\ikg} ken (which may accumulate only at infinity if
‘H is infinite-dimensional) labelled in ascending order and repeated according to multiplicity:

1<l <28 <l <ol <

In this section we provide approximations to the operators L. ¢ with corresponding quantitative asymp-
totic approximations for the eigenvalues )\gcg , for small € > 0, that are uniform in 6 € ©.

Throughout this section we use the following notation. For a linear subset U of H, U denotes the closure
of U in H and P is the orthogonal projection onto U with respect to dg. 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 Sp L.

6.1 The case of continuous V)

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,uy := dp(g,u), Vu€H,

for any g € H. Notice that by (6.2) f € H*, and the solution u. g to (2.4) is in the domain dom £, ¢ C H
of operator L. 9 and L. gus 9 = g. Then Theorem 3.1, in particular (3.8), along with (6.2), (6.3) and
(3.3), for the solution vy of the approximate problem (3.1), imply

(6.4) doluco —vo] < |lueo—vel; < w72 f||% < e'v2dglg], VO €O.

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

(6.5) dp (Bov, ) = by (v,0), Vv e&domBy, Vo€V,

5That is, for any sequence {u,} € H C H with bounded ||ux||g, up to a subsequence, dg[u, —u] — 0 for some u € H.
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where dom By C Vj is the domain of By. Then, via (6.3) and (6.5), the approximate problem (3.1) can
be rewritten as Byvy = 73‘9/—9 , and so (6.4) can equivalently be re-stated as the following norm-operator
estimate:

E v

(6.6) H Loy — By'PL-

(’H,de)—>(7‘l,d9)

Next we observe that B;lpg—e is compact, non-negative and self-adjoint in (H,dp). Therefore, the
spectrum of By 173‘9/—9 consists of real non-negative eigenvalues with only a possible accumulation point

at zero. Let us put these eigenvalues in descending order:
aél) > aéQ) > aég) > ...
(Here we are assuming for definiteness that dim H = co.) 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 ¥ € N and 6 € ©,

6.7 1 )\(k) a® | < 221
6

Finally, we notice that all non-zero eigenvalues of B;lp% are the inverses of the eigenvalues of By

and vice versa. Therefore we have the following relations between the eigenvalues {uék)} of By and the

eigenvalues )\2{2 of L. g:

(6.8) ]1/A§’fg - 1/@’”‘ < 7l VkeN, Yoeo, if dimVy = oo,
or
(6.9) II/Aéfg—l/uék)’ < 21, ‘ A@)’ < 27, VE<N,Vp>N+1,¥0€0,ifdimVy = N.

Inequalities (6.6), (6.8) and (6.9) provide the desired estimates on the closeness for small € of the “resol-

vents” and of the spectra of the exact and approximate operators, L. 9 and By respectively, uniform in
0.

6.2 The case of discontinuous Vj with removable singularities

Here, we suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 5.6 hold, establishing the closeness of the solution
ue,p to the original problem (2.4) to the solution v + 2" € V;* + 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 § € ©, |6] < rq, define on V;* + Z an inner product s by

(6.10) s(wHz,0+2) = e 2ah(2,2) + bg(v+ 2,04+ 2), Vv, 0eEVy, Vz,2€Z.

As follows for example from (5.1) and (5.16), V;* 4+ Z endowed with the inner product s is a Hilbert space
that is continuously embedded in H and therefore compactly embedded in H; we denote this Hilbert space
by H. Set Hgy := (Ve* +7, dg) and let L. g : dom L, 9 — Hg be the self-adjoint operator in H generated
by the closed positive sesquilinear form s with the form domain Vj* + Z. The spectrum of L. g consists
of positive isolated eigenvalues (which may only accumulate at infinity if Vi + 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), v" + 2" = L;é P%gg. By Theorem 5.6 (see (5.19)) and (6.2) one has

dg [u&g — (" 4 zh)] < Cse2dy[g],
which can be rewritten in the operator language as

< %,

6.11 Hﬁil ~ LeoPh
( ) €,0 e,0" Ho (H,dg)—(H,do)

where L;é 73%9 is a self-adjoint operator in (#H, dg). Arguing then as in the previous subsection we arrive
at the following result.

21



Theorem 6.1. Assume (H1)—(H4). Let {)\gfg)}keN and {Agfg)}keN be the eigenvalues of the operators
L. and L. g respectively. Then

Mg’fg - 1/A§’fg] < C2, WkeN, Voeo, [0|<r, if dim(Vy+2) =oo,
or

]1/A§’fg - 1/A§’fg‘ < ol ‘1/A§{’g <CMPe, VE<N,¥p>N+1,Y0€0, 0] <r, if dim (Vg+2) = N.

Remark 6.2. The approzimations for the eigenvalues of L. g given by Theorem 6.1 for |0] < ry can be
combined with the results of Section 6.1 for |0] > r1. Indeed, under (H2)—(H3), the estimates (6.8) and
(6.9) hold for |0| > r1 > 0 with v replaced by yr} (as seen directly from the proof of Theorem 4.8 for
v(ry) = yr? as implied by (H3)).

6.3 The case of Lipschitz continuous by

Let us now suppose the assumptions of Theorem 5.9 hold, establishing the closeness of the solution u. g
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 ag is quadratic in @ and by is f-independent, it depends on € and 6 only

via /e =: ¢ and in particular E_Qa’g = aé‘. For each £ € R", let L¢ be the self-adjoint operator in

Ho = (V* +Z, do) generated by the following inner product on V, + Z:

(6.12) Se(v+z,9+2) = af(2,2) + bo(v+20+7), Yotz t+2€VitZ

Similarly to the previous subsections, for any £ € R", L¢ has a compact resolvent and hence a discrete
positive spectrum which can only accumulate at infinity.
In addition, let us suppose that & (that satisfies (5.23)—(5.24)) and dy also satisfy

Ep extends to a bijection in H such that dy (Egu, Egtr) = do(u, ), Yu,a € H, 6 € O,

E =1 and || Eo, — o, < K.|01 — 02|, Vb1,05 €0, forsome K. > 0.

(H6)
et > ey <

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 &, 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 Z on the right-hand side of (5.26) by £z as well as z in (5.36) by Ez. 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 (v + z) in an operator form. Indeed, v 4+ z now solves the
amended (5.26) which via (6.12) and (H6) reads Sp,-(v+ 2,0+ 2) = dg(g, E9(0+ 2)) = do (&g, T+72).
Hence &(v + z) = 59L9_/187)?0-1050_19' Notice that (H6) implies that 50_1 is the adjoint of & when the
latter is considered as a (unitary) map from (H,dy) to (H,dp), so the emerging operator EQLB_;EP%UEO_ !
is self-adjoint and non-negative in (H,dy). As a result, the following theorem holds.

Theorem 6.4. Assume (H1)—(H6). For all 0 € © and 0 < e < 1 one has:

-1 1750 e—1 _ ~1/2 1 —1/2 1+ K2 1/2
Hﬁfv" — &olly) Py H(H,de)—>(7—t,de) S Cue Cn= G + g fev (1 + (m) '

Proof. Estimate (5.36) of Theorem 5.9 informs us via (6.2) that dy [E;;g— (Egv+2)] < Croedy[g], where
v + z is the solution to (5.26) with functional (6.3). It remains to bound (Epv + z) — EQL;/{SP%Oge—lg.
Let v1 + 21 = Le_/lap%oge_lg, that is (see (6.12) and (H6)) v1 + 21 € V,+Z solves

(6.13) e 2ag(z1,2) + bo(vi + 21,0+ 2) = do(g, Eo(0+2)), YV o+7€VitZ
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Then
(6.14)  (Egv+2) — 59]1"9_/157)%059_19 =Eu+z—Elvi+z)=T—-E)z+E(v+2z— (v1+21)).

Let us bound dy [(I — &p)z]. By (4.17) one has 2 (1 — Kz) (bo[v] + bo[2]) < bo[v + 2] which combined with
(6.2), (2.1), (5.16), (5.26) and (H6) gives

vee 2|0dolz] +2(1 — Kz) (do[v] + K 2d, [z]) < 5_2(1}91[2] +bolv+ 2] = do(g,Epv + 2)
ay/*lg) (d5*(0v] + 5 [21) = d5/*1g] (a6 [o] + d* [2])
L1 —Kz) 7 (14 K?) dplg] + 2(1— Kz) (dolv] + K~2d[2]) .

VAN VAN

Thus v,e2|02do[z] < 3 (1 — Kz)~' (1 + K?2)dg[g] and therefore, via (H6), one has
do[(I — &9)2] < KZ|0]dole] < §RZv: (11— Kz)™ (14 K?)e%dylg].

It remains to bound the last term in (6.14) via dg[g]. By (H6) it is equivalent to bounding dy [v + z — (v1 + 21)]-
Subtracting (6.13) from (5.26) (with f from (6.3), 0 = v — vy and Z = z — z1) and utilising (H6), (6.2)
and (5.16) gives

e %apglz—z1]+bo[v+2z— (vi+21)] = do(g, (I —Ep)(z—21)) <

di/21g) K|0)dY? [ — 2] < K.vi'72dY?[g) (ahlz — 21)) "7

Therefore by [v+ 2z — (v1 + 21)] < 371 K2e2dy[g] and so do [v+ 2 — (v1 + 21)] < 37t K2 2dglg]. Ap-
plying finally the triangle inequality completes the proof. O

Theorem 6.4, together with the fact that & : (H, do) — (H,dp) is unitary by (HG6), provides the following
analogue of Theorem 6.1:

Theorem 6.5. Assume (H1)-(H6). Let {/\ilfg)}keN and {/\ék)}keN be the eigenvalues of the operators
L. g and L¢ respectively. Then, for some Ci1 > 0 independent of € and 9,

(6.15) \1/@ - 1/A§’;>E‘ < Cpe, VEeN, ¥9e©, if dim(V,+2) =oo,
or
(6.16)
1A% =1 < Cne 1T < Cne, VRSN, Vp2 N1, WEO, if dim (VidhZ) =N,

We next aim at approximating the collective spectrum Jycq Sp Lcp =: Sp.. The importance of Sp, is
due to the fact that in many examples (Section 7) operators L. g, 6 € O, serve as fibers in a decom-
position of an (appropriately transformed) original operator whose spectrum of interest is (the closure
of) Sp.. Theorem 6.5 provides one approximation to Sp,, however, this approximation still depends on
the parameter e. We will now rectify this to produce an important e-independent approximation of the
above collective spectrum.

Theorem 6.6. Assume (H1)—(H6). Then

(6.17) dists( Uspcoyutor, U spnglu{O}) < Chae,
[USS) EER

where for non-empty X,Y C R, dist(X,Y) := max(sup,cy dist(z,Y), sup, ey dist(y, X)) is the sym-
metric Hausdorff distance and Ch2 is a positive constant independent of €.

Before proving the theorem, we state its corollary providing an e-independent approximation of the set
Usco Sp L: ¢ in any finite interval.
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Corollary 6.7. For every interval [a,b] C (—o0,00) one has

(6.18) d[a,b]( UspLeo. U SpLg) < Cye, VO<e<l,

00 £ERn
with a constant Cy, independent of € and a. In (6.18), di, 4 (X,Y) := max (dist([a, 5] N X, Y"), dist([a, b] N
Y, X)) where dist(X,Y) := sup,cy dist(z,Y) is the (non-symmetric) distance, and we adopt the con-
vention that dist(D, A) = dist(A,0) = 0 for any set A. In particular, this can be interpreted as that

Upeo Sp Leo converges when € — 0 to Jgegn SpLe in the Fell topology (see e.g. [6, p. 142]), with a
“rate” specified by (6.18).

Proof. Since, for any § € © and £ € R", Sp L. 9 USpL¢ C [1,00), for b < 1 the left-hand side of (6.18)
vanishes and so we can set Cj, = 0 for b < 1. Let b > 1, and let for some § € ©, 0 < e <1 and k € N,

1< A= )\gcg € [a,b] NSp L. g. (The case of \ := )\ék) € [a,b] N SpLe, € € R™, is considered in a similar
way.) Then, by (6.17), either 1/X < Cjae or for some £ € R" and [ € N, ‘1/)\ — 1/u’ < 2(C 9 where
W= )\g) > 1. Assuming first the latter,

AN—p| = [N =pTH A < 2C10eb (A —pl + b).

Therefore, if £ < min {1, (4C12b)7'} =: &, then 2C12eb < 1/2 and it follows that [A — p| < 4Cyzb%.
Notice that, as A < b, the former case (1/A < Ci2¢) is not possible for e < &,. On the other hand, if & > &,
we notice that as Vy # {0}, /\81) < +00. (Similarly, from the variational principle, /\Sg < /\81) < +00.)

So, taking instead u = )\81) (similarly, p = )\gg),
A — p| < max {b, )\81)} < max {b, )\81)}(5;15.

So it would suffice, for b > 1, to take Cj = max {b, /\g”}s,;l = max {b, /\g”} max {4C12b, 1} > 40,502,
O

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

(6.19) for every l. € U Sp E;é U {0} there exists Iy € U Sp ]Lgl U {0} such that |I. — lp| < Cias;

0€© £ER™
(6.20) for every Iy € U Sp ]Lgl U {0} there exists I. € U Sp E;é U {0} such that |l — Ic| < Ciae.
EER™ 0co

Now Theorem 6.5 implies (6.19) and additionally implies (6.20) for all lp € Ugc.-10 Sp]Lg1 U {0}.
Therefore, in order to establish (6.20) it remains to consider arbitrary ly € SpLgl, ¢ € R*\¢"'o.
Recalling that § = 0 is assumed to be an interior point of ©, let 0 < & < 1 and let £ € R™"\e~ 1O i.e.
|€] > e R where R > 0 is radius of the largest closed ball centred at the origin that is contained in ©.
So, for small e, we are interested in approximating the spectrum Sp Lgl for large |€].

The plan is first to use for such a case of Lgl with a large [¢| the methods and results of Section
6.1, regarding € = |¢|7! as a small parameter. As a result, we will see that the spectrum of Lgl
is approximated by that of an operator whose spectrum is identical to the one of another operator
approximating in turn K;é.

To that end, for any ¢ € R"\{0}, introduce “wiggled” objects as follows. Let & := [¢|~! and 0 := ¢/,
and so & = 0/ with € > 0 and § € © = S™~! the unit sphere in R™ centered at the origin. We also set

(6.21) H=V,+Z, g&:,g[v +2] =72 a}él[z] +bolv + 2] = Sgz[v+ 2] = Selv+ 2], feo,

i.e., for any f € é, we set ag(v+z,0+2) = 2( ,2), Bé(v+z,f}+2) = bo(v+2z,0+ %), with respective inner

z
product (v+2,042); = ag(z,,%)—l—bo(v—i—z,ﬁ—i—é). Then IN/é =V, and Wg = {v+z € VitZ | bo(v+2,7) =
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0, Yo € V*} Now we notice that for the above wiggled objects all the assumpmons of Theorem 3.1 hold.
In particular, (3.6) can be seen to hold as follows. For fcOandw=v+z€ W(,7 via (5.16),

ag[z] > v lz[§ = vebolz] = vibo[(v+2) —v] = vibolv+ z].

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

[2] > pablz] + (1 — D) v, bolv + 2].

aglw] = a > F

Hence choosing 7 so that 7 = (1 — D) vy, i.e. v := 1, /(1 + vy), implies

Sli=n

aglo] > 7 (ablz]+bofv+2]) = 7wl

and therefore (3.6) holds with v = .
Next, for the assumptions of Section 6.1, we set H := V,+Z with dg = do, V0 € ©. So L;; is the

self-adjoint operator in (V*JrZ , do) generated by A. ; with form domain V,+Z. Further, ]§(§ becomes

in this setting the é—independent self-adjoint operator B in (V*, do) generated by by with form domain
Ve, ie. (cf. (6.5)),

(6.22) do(Bv,0) = bo(v,v), VYvedomBCV,, YoeV,.

Recall that Theorem 3.1 holds for all € > 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 (spc Ly {0}, SpB~LU {o}) 257l Ve>0,Vhe s

Notice that, see (6.21), ]Lgl = L7, and therefore (6.23) implies

!
£,0’
(6.24) dist, (SpLg' U {0}, SpB™ U{0}) < [¢[7%, e € R™\{0}.

In particular, for every Iy € SpLgl, ¢ € R"\e 'O (hence |{| > e 1R), there exists u € SpB~! U {0}
such that

(6.25) o — p| < [€72071 < 2RZ07L

On the other hand, from (6.5) and (6.22) we observe via (5.23) and (H6) that, for every 6 € ©\{0},
B,' = &B7'&, " and thus SpB, ! = SpB~!. Consequently, Remark 6.2 implies that for the above
p € SpB~tU{0} = SpB, "' U {0} with any chosen 6 € © with |§| = R, there exists l. € Sp E;é U {0},
such that

(6.26) lp — 1| < ey 'R72

Thus, (6.25) and (6.26) imply that (6.20) holds for lp € J¢g.-10 SP Lgl and the proof is complete. [

6.4 Characterisation of the limit collective spectrum UgeRn SpLe¢

As Corollary 6.7 provides an approximation of the collective spectrum for the original problem | Jycq Sp L: 0

in terms of the “limit collective spectrum” Ugew SpL¢, we aim here at characterising the latter limit
spectrum.

If X is an eigenvalue of L¢ with some eigenvector 0 # v+ z € V,+Z, then by (6.12) the spectral problem
reads

(6.27) Se(v+2z,0+2) = a?(z,%) +bo(v+2z,0+2) =Ndo(v+2,0+2), Vi+zeV,+Z

For deriving useful expressions for the above eigenvalues A, 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 by(z,0) and do(z,?0), 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) bo(z,vx) = do(z,0x), Vz € Z, Yo, €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) do[ve] < Mgbo[ve], Yvg € Vo=Vi+Z, 0<My<]1.

(This is a small strengthening of (6.2) for § = 0, which can always be achieved by re-defining dp
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 V (with respect to by = (-,)o
on Vp), cf Remark 4.6. So, for any 2’ € Z' and v, € V,, bo(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 5 z = 2/ + T2'. Then (6.28) reads
bo(#' +T7Z',v.) = do(2' + T2, vx), which can be restated as a problem for T': Z' — V, as follows:

(630) bo(TZI,’[)) — dO(TZ/,'D) = do(zl,ﬁ) — bo(zl,ﬁ) = do(Zl,’[)), Yo € V.

Notice that problem (6.30) is well-posed on V; due to the coercivity implied by (6.29), and so uniquely
determines a || - ||o-bounded injective linear operator T': Z' — V,, and Z := (I + T')Z’ satisfies (6.28).
Show now that Vo = V,+Z. For any vy € Vy, seek v, € V, and z € Z i.e. 2z € Z' such that for
z2=24+T2,vo =vi+2 = (vx+T2")+ 2 = Py vy + Pzvg. This uniquely determines z' = Py v,
vy = Py,vg — TPzvg and 2z = vy — vy, so Vo = Vi + Z.

Furthermore, via (6.28) and (6.29), for all z € Z and v, € V4,

(0 2)o] = [00(ves 2)| = |do(ve, 2)| < dy*[ou] dy/*[2] < Maby*[0.]by*[2] = Maoallo |12]o-

Therefore (4.16) and (4.17) hold with Kz = My. 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

ag(z,2) + bo(z,2) + bo(v,0) + do(2,0) + do(v,2) = Ado(v+2,0+%), Vi+zeVi+Z,
or equivalently,
(6.31) bo(v,0) — Mo (v,7) = (A —1)do(2,0), Y€ Vi
(6.32) ag(z,2) = —bo(z,2) + Ado(2,2) + (A= 1)do(v,2), VZeZ

It follows from (6.31) that v € dom B where B is the operator introduced in Section 6.3, see (6.22), i.e.
self-adjoint operator in V, generated by by with form domain V. Furthermore, if A ¢ SpB, v = vy(2) is
uniquely found from z:

(6.33) v = u(z) = A=1)(B-A)"'Pp-z

For such A, (6.32) implies that z € Z\{0} solves

(6.34) ag(z,2) = Balz,2), VieZ,

where, for A ¢ SpB, ) : Z x Z — C is the sesquilinear form

(6.35) Ba(z,2) == —bo(z,2) + Ado(z,2) + (A= 1)dp (va(2), 2),

where vy (z) is the unique solution to (6.31). Show that, for real A ¢ Sp B, form ) is complex-Hermitian
symmetric, i.e. Ox(Z,2) = Ba(z,2) for all z,Z € Z; in particular 8)[z] := Ba(z, 2) is real-valued. Indeed,
given z, z € Z, by setting in (6.31) z = Z and © = vx(z) and combing with (6.35) and using the symmetry
of by and dy, we conclude

Ba(z,2) = —bo(z,2) + Ado(z,2) + bo(v,\(z),w\(,%)) - A do(’U)\(Z),’U)\(E» = Br(%,2).
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For an equivalent operator interpretation of S8y, from (6.35) and (6.33),
(6.36) B(z:2) = = bo(2,2) + do(B(N)z, 2)
for B(\) : Z — Z the bounded linear operator

(6.37) B = AL+ (A= 1)*PZ(B—AI)"'Pp-.

Now notice that, since a]é‘ [2] is non-negative real for all £ and z, (6.34) immediately implies the following
inclusion:

(6.38) L SpLe < {)\géSpB:ﬂA[z] > 0 for someO#zEZ}USpB.
EERN

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

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

U SpLe = {Ag}éSpB:ﬁ,\[z] >0 for someO#zEZ}USpB.
£ER™

Proof. Step 1. Here we prove

U SpLe c C = {/\¢SpB:ﬂA[z] > 0 for someO#zGZ}USpB.
£ER™

By (6.38) it is sufficient to show that C is closed. Recalling that SpB is closed, let A, € C be
such that lim, A, = A ¢ SpB, and consider n large enough so that dist(\,,SpB) > ¢ > 0. Then
(B - )‘"I)ilu(v*,dg)a(v*,do) <671, and 50 by (6.37) [|B(An) |l (3,d0) s (#.do) is bounded, and there exists

Zn € Z, dolzn] =1 and B, [z,] > 0. Via (6.36) these assertions imply that bg[z,] is bounded, and so (up
to a subsequence) z, converges weakly in H, and strongly in H, to some z € Z, dy[z] = 1 and by weak
lower semi-continuity of by, bo[z] < liminf,bg[z,] =: lim, bo[2z,]. We show that all these assertions imply
that 8x[z] > 0. Indeed, for R, := (B — uI)~!, we calculate via (6.35) and (6.33)

Bualend = = ol + Mol + (o~ D2 do (R, Pl 1) =

~ bolzn] + Andofzn] + (An—1)2do (R,\'P‘%Zn : zn) (=N (A — 1)2dg (RATLRAP%,Z” : zn) :

having used in the last equality the standard resolvent identity Ry, — Rx = (A, — A)R, Rx. By taking
the limit superior (and recalling 8y, [25] > 0) we obtain

0 < Timy By, [20] < — lim, bo[za] + Ado[2] + (A — 1)2do (R,\’P‘O/—z, z) <

= bolz] + Adolz] + (A= 1)%dy (RaPY-2, 2) = Bal2]

That is Bx[z] > 0 and since 0 # z € Z it follows that A € C. Hence C is closed, as required.
Step 2. Let us now prove

C Q U SpLg.
§ER™

We shall consider two cases. First, consider A € SpB C [1,400). Notice that, by (6.24), for every
A € SpB = SpB and for any ¢ € R” such that |[¢| > (\/#)!/? there is a \¢ € Spl¢ such that
‘)\_1 - )\E_l‘ < [€]7207 1. Consequently limjg|_oo Ae = A, fe. A € Ugern Sp Le.
Now, we suppose A € C\SpB. Then, there exists 0 # 2z’ € Z such that 5)[z’] > 0. Let us fix n € R,
In| = 1, and consider
Brlz]

k = .
zeZ\{0} a% 2]
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By the definition (6.36)—(6.37) of the form 3y implying that 3,[z]/|/z]|3 is bounded, and by coercivity of

, see (5.16), we see that k is finite and, as Bx[z'] > 0, k is non-negative. We aim at showing that the
above supremum is attained by some point zo € Z\{0}. If k = 0 we can set zgp = z’. Let k > 0, and
let z, € Z, do[zn] = 1, be such that Sx[z,]/aj[2n] converges to k. Then, for large enough n, x[z,] > 0,
and similarly to Step 1 we conclude from (6.36)—(6.37) that by[z,] is bounded. Then, by arguing further
similarly to Step 1, we see that (up to a subsequence) z, weakly converges in H to some 0 # z9 € Z
and that B\[z0] > lim,, 8x[2,]. Furthermore, since the sesquilinear form ap) is bounded and positive (see

Proposition 5.5) it is weakly lower semi-continuous and so one has ag [20] < hmnag[ n]- Thus we obtain
1'_7’7, EFE n
© ﬂ}A} [20] 5 lim ﬂﬁ[ n] > Tm, 52[2 ]
ablzo] lim,, a2, ab[zn]

Therefore k is attained by zg, as desired. So the sesquilinear form E(z,é) = k:ag(z,é) — Ba(z,2) is

non-negative on Z (i.e. Alz] > 0, Vz € Z) and vanishes at zo # 0, A[zg] = 0. Therefore, cf. (2.7),
A(zo0,2) =0forall Z € Z, ie.

Ba(zo,2) = k:a},;(zo,é) = a},;l/zn(zo,é), VZ e Z.

Hence, cf (6.34), A\ € SplL¢ for & = k'/2y with, according to (6.33), non-zero eigenvector vy + 29 =
A=1)(B- )J)_l'P‘O/—zo + 20. The proof is complete. O

6.5 An approximation by a bivariate operator

Here we will provide alternative representations to the approximations in Theorem 6.4 for the “resolvent”
E;; and in Corollary 6.7 for the collective spectrum of the original operators L. ¢ in terms of those of an
operator defined on the Bochner space L?(R";H,), i.e. on a separable Hilbert space-valued functional
space with Hy = (V*—i—Z , do). 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 u. g = E;;g to the original problem
(2.4) is approximated by ug, = & Le_/lgp%oé'e_lg. Denoting h := P%Oé'e_lg € Hp, one observes that
v+ z = I[,G_/lgh € dom Ly, C V,+Z =V, depends on 6 and e only via their ratio ¢ := 0/¢ € R™ where
according to (5.14) the dependence of L¢ on & is quadratic. The idea is to try and represent it via an
appropriate (inverse) Fourier transformed problem with a transformed variable € R™ of . To that
end, first recall that according to (6.12) the above v 4+ z € Vj is the solution to

(6.39) ag(z,2) + bo(v+2,0+2) = do(h,0+32), Vo+zeV,+Z;, &:=0/s, 0€®O.

Regard now h = h(f), 0 € ©, as belonging to the Bochner space L?(©;H,) with the standard R"-
Lesbegue measure induced on ©. By extending h(f) by zero outside © for the whole of R™, we can
assume h € L?(R";H). The quadratic dependence of a? on & in (5.14) can be represented as follows:
for any z,zZ € Z and £ € R",

(6.40) ag z, 2) Z aj(2,2) & & = Z a?k (&7, &2) .
Jik=1 J.k=1

Here

(6.41) al(2.2) = afl;.(2,2) — ao(N’z,N*z),

where N7 := N_; = ¢/ - N and el,...,e" is the canonical basis in R", i.e. N9 = Ny with 0 = &7, cf (5.10).
Let us now, given 0 < & < 1, make in (6.39) a change of variable § — £ = 0/c € R™, and with the aim of
formally integrating (6.39) over R™ in ¢ and recalling (6.2) assume v, o € L? (R";V,). (Remind that we
regard V, and Z as Hilbert spaces with norm | - || = bg[-].) Regarding h € L*(R™;H,) as arbitrary, and
bearing in mind the boundedness of a}g in 2,z € Z as well as its quadratic growth in £, we need to take
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2(€),2(§) € L* (R™; Z) so that also &;2(€),&2(€) € L2 (R™; Z), V4, k = 1,...,n. In other words, z and Z
can be said to belong to weighted Bochner space L? (R", (€)2d¢; Z) with the weight (¢)? := 1+ [¢|?. The
resulting problem is to find v € L? (R";V,) and z € L? (IR", (€)2d¢; Z), such that

(6.42)

/ ag (z,%)d¢ +/ bo(v+z, 0+2)dé :/ do(h(€), 04+2)dE, Vi+z € L*(R™; Vi) +L* (R, (£)°d¢; Z).
n ]R'n. n

(Notice that the above is obviously a direct sum: if v € L? (R™;V,) and z € L*(R",(£)?d¢; Z) and
v+2z=0in Hy := L?(R";H,), then v(€) + 2(£) = 0 for a.e. £ € R™. Then, since V,+Z is a direct sum,
v(€) = z(&) =0 for a.e. & i.e. v=2=0in Hp.)

We next argue that, for arbitrary h € Hy, 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 Hy. Indeed, the
form is non-negative and has domain D = L? (R™; V) +L? (R™, (£)2d¢; Z) which, see Proposition B.1 of
Appendix B, is dense in Hy and is closed with respect to the form (Proposition B.2). Since, as implied by
(6.2), SpL C [1,400), for any h € Hy problem (6.42) is well-posed and has a unique solution v + z € D.
Moreover, given 0 < € < 1, as shown in Proposition B.3, (6.42) holds if and only if (6.39) holds for a.e.
0 € ©. Therefore (see Definition B.4 and Proposition B.5), the latter immediately implies that the newly
defined operator L is a direct integral of ¢ which serve as its fibers: L. = fﬂgi, L¢ d¢. Similarly, for the
resolvents, L™t = fﬂgi, Lgl d¢.

We now aim at equivalently reformulating problem (6.42) in a Fourier transformed setting, i.e. for
(0 +u) :== F1(v+2) where v+ z is the solution to (6.42) with h(e€) replaced for a moment by arbitrary
f € Hy = L*(R™;Hy), i.e. v+ 2 =L"1f, and F~! being the inverse Fourier transform in the sense of
Definition B.6 for H = L? (R"; (H,do)). As immediately follows from (B.3), F restricted to the closed
subspace Hy of H coincides with the Fourier transform as given by Definition B.6 directly for Bochner
space Hy. Then, ¢ +u = F L1 f = FIL7'FF = L7'F, where F := F~'f ¢ Hp and £ := F 'L F.
We will show that £ is a self-adjoint operator in Hy generated by a form which is a formal (inverse)
Fourier transform of the one in (6.42).

To that end, let u,@ € H*(R"; (Z,bg) ), see Definition B.7, and introduce a" (Vu(z), Vi(x)) by formally
replacing &; on the right-hand side of (6.40) by —id,;, i.e. by their Fourier-transformed counterparts:

n

ah(vu(x),Vﬁ(x)) = a",o(u,0) = Z a?k (0, 1,0, 10) .

k=1

This motivates considering the subspace D = H'(R"; Z)+L?*(R"™;V,) of Hy, on which we define the
bivariate form

(6.43) Qu+v,a+17) = /n al (Vu(z), Vi(z)) do + / bo (u(ac) +v(z), u(x) + 17(30)) dz,

where u, @ € H'(R"; (Z, b)) and v,o € L?(R"™; (Vi by) ).
Lemma B.8 establishes that the form @ specifies a self-adjoint “bivariate” operator £ in Hilbert space
Hy, which is a Fourier-transformed counterpart of L, namely £ = F 'L F.

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 £, we first observe that from Lemma B.8 and
Proposition B.5 (see Definition B.4)

(6.44) Lt f(€) = (FLTVFTU)(E) forae &, feHy=L*(R";Ho).

Relation (6.44) signifies the important fact that, while the bi-variate resolvent £~! is generally not
decomposable into a direct integral, its Fourier transformed counterpart FL 'F~! is. Further, we
observe that the orthogonal projectors Py, : (H,do) — Ho and P : L*(R™; (M, do)) — L*(R"; Ho) are
related by the identity (Proposition B.9)

(6.45) P f(&) = (FPF'f)() forae. & feH=L*R";(H,dp)).
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Next, introduce in H a normalised rescaling operator I'. : H — H and its inverse I'Z! by

(6.46) (Lef)(z) := eV f(ex), (T f)(z) = eTn/2f (e7'z).

Notice that I'c and 7! are unitary operators in H. Then, via (6.44) and (6.45),
(6.47)

Lo, f(0) = (TSP Def)(0) = (D' FLT'PFITLL)(6), for ae 6, [ L*(R; (H,do)).

Finally, for reformulating Theorem 6.4, we recall that it approximates the exact solution u. ¢ = E;ég,
where according to (6.3) g € H for any § € ©. We now assume g € L?(0; (#,dp) ), and comparing with
the approximation ug , = 591[,;/1873%05‘;19 of Theorem 6.4 suggests taking in (6.47) f = x&~'g, where £
is given by f(0) — Eaf(0), for a.e. € ©, and x : L*(0; (H,do)) — L?*(R™; (H,do)) is the operator of
extension by zero outside ©. We notice that bounded operator £ acts from Hg := L? (@; (H, do)) into
itself as, due to (H6), & is continuous in @ and so is 6-(weakly) measurable. Further, in combination
with (6.1), (H6) assures that dg is also continuous in 6 and hence (u, @) = [ do(u(6),@(0))dd forms an
equivalent inner product in Hg. When endowed with such an inner product, we conveniently denote this
space by L? (@; (H, dg)), and notice that because of (H6) operator £ is unitary when viewed as acting
from L?(O; (H,do) ) to L?(O©; (H,ds) ). Assembling all this together and also noticing that 7! F = FT.
and F~'T. = IZ'F~1, for the above approximation, u, = Ex*FL.L'PT ' F~txE g, where
X* 1 L2(R"; (H,do)) — L?*(©;(H,dp)) is the operator of restriction from R™ to © and is the adjoint of
X- As a result, Theorem 6.4 implies the following.

Theorem 6.10. Assume (H1)—(H6). Then, for 0 <e <1, one has
ay*[ £259(0) = (A:L7'PAg)(0)] < Cuiedy®[g(0)], Vg€ L(6;(H.dy)), forae 0€®,

where operator A. : L*(©;(H,dg)) — L*(R™; (H,do)) is the composition A, := T7'F~1x &L, and
Ar o L2(R™; (H,do)) — L*(0;(H,dg)) is its adjoint given by AX := & x* FL.. Furthermore, A. is an
L?-isometry and the following identities hold:

(6.48) AfA. =1 and A A =T'F 'xoFl.=F 'Toxol'F,
where xo 15 operator of multiplication by the characteristic function of © in L? (R”; (H, do)).

(Identities (6.48) immediately follow via obvious relations x*y = I and xx* = xe.) Notice that, by
(6.48), A.A? is the operator of projection onto e !yg in the Fourier space. Notice also that all the
above implies that the approximating operator AZL~'PA.g is self-adjoint in L? (@; (H, dg)), and is in
the form of a direct integral along its fibers as given for a.e. 6 € ©.

Turning now to approximation of the collective spectrum of L g in terms of that of the bivariate operator
L, we first observe that because of the unitary equivalence of £ and L (Lemma B.8) the spectra of the
latter two coincide. On the other hand, recalling that L is the direct integral of IL¢, £ € R™, notice that
the eigenvalues A\, (&) of L¢ continuously depend on €. (This directly follows e.g. from (6.12), continuous
dependence of ag on ¢ 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 L¢. As a result, SpL = U&Rn SpL¢ and
Theorem 6.8 and Corollary 6.7 give together the following result.

Theorem 6.11. One has

SpL = {)\ ¢ SpB: Bi[z] >0 for some 0 # z € Z} USpB.
Furthermore, for every interval [a,b] C (—o0,00) one has

Ao (| SpLes, SDL) < Cre, vO<e<l,
0cO

with Cy, as given in Corollary 6.7. In particular, if (a,b) is a gap in the spectrum of L, i.e. (a,b)NSp L = ()
then [a + Cye, b — Cyel is in a gap of the collective spectrum \Jycq Sp Le,g when e < (b —a)/(2Cy).
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Remark 6.12. Under additional assumptions on the regularity of by and dy in 0, one can identify L. g

and Jyee Sp Le g respectively as the fibres and spectrum of a decomposable operator L. = fga L. odl
acting in the space L?(0;(H,dy)), see the examples section below.

We end this section by discussing the possibility of gaps in the spectrum Sp £. We know from Theorem
6.11 that an interval I is in a gap of Sp £ if, and only if, SpBN I = ) and for every A € I the form 3, 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 X ¢ Sp B, one has via (6.35) and (6.33) the representation

do(z,™)do (%), 2)

(649)  Ba(2.2) = — bo(2,2) + Ado(2.2) + A= 1)* Y o :

keN

Vz2,Z2€ Z,

where {¢")},cn are the eigenvectors of B, corresponding to the eigenvalues {u®)} ey, that form an
orthonormal basis in (V*, do), assumed here for definiteness infinite-dimensional. Now we can see that
if 4™ is a single eigenvalue and (™ is not orthogonal to Z then, for 0 # z € Z, By[z] is positive
just to the left, and negative just to the right, of x("). Consequently, there is some interval to the left
(respectively the right) of u(™) in Sp £ (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 £~! coincides with the
homogenised two-scale limit operator resolvent (Lo+1)~! and 85_; coincides with the Zhikov 3-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 Sp £ just to the left of eigenvalues p(™ with eigenvector (™ not orthogonal to Z,
as there will always exist 0 # z € Z such that dj (z, <p(")) = 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 dim Z > 1, dim V, = 1 and say
by coincides with dy on Z, then one can always find a 0 # z € Z such that S)[z] > 0 for all A > 1; thus
SpL = [1,00).

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 R™:

Find u. € H'(R™) such that

(7.1) N div@(g)v%(@) + uc(x) = F(z), for ae x€R,

for a given 0 < ¢ < 1, F € L?(R"), and measurable possibly complex-valued n x n matrix A that satisfies
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the following standard conditions of Hermitian symmetry, uniform ellipticity and boundedness:
(7.2) L
A= A% = AT, 751|77|2 < Aly)n-7 < vlnl? ae. yeR™ V¥neC, for some constant yo > 1.

We assume that A(y) is periodic with period 1 with respect to each variable y;, j = 1,2,...,n, that is
O = [—1, 3]™ is the periodicity cell and O0* = [—m,7]" is the associated Bloch-dual cell (the Brillouin
zone). Our goal is to construct approximations of u. with “operator-type” error bounds (in L?(R") and
H'(R™) norms) of order ¢, i.e. those that linearly depend on || F||p2(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 : L?(R™) — L?*(0*x0)
and its inverse are unitary maps that can be defined, for example, as the continuous extensions of the
(L?-isometric) mappings

(7.3) UF(0,y) = (2m)™™2 Y F(y+m)e #Wm — FeCRR),
meZmn

(7.4) U™'G(z) = 2m)™2 [ GO, {z})e?™ds, G e C(0% Cper (D)),
D*

cf e.g. [28] or [38]. (Cper(O) is here the space of functions on [0 which allow a O-periodic continuous
extension on R"™; {z} € O denotes a “fractional part” of x € R™: e.g. {z} := & — m for the unique
m € Z" such that x —m € [-1/2,1/2)" C OJ.)

Fix 0 < € < 1 and apply to (7.1) first the normalised (unitary) rescaling operator I'. : L?(R™) — L?(R™),
(T.F)(y) := €"/?F(ey), and then the Gelfand transform. It is a key property of the Gelfand transform
that it reduces a PDE problem with periodic coefficients in R™ like (7.1) into an equivalent §-parametrised
family of problems on the periodic cell 0. Namely via the properties of Gelfand transform, cf. in
particular (7.4), we determine that for a.e. § € 0%, u. o(-) := UT-uc(0,-) belongs to H},, (0) the Hilbert

per
space of functions in H*((0) admitting a locally-H' O-periodic extension on R™, and solves

(7.5) —eTve? diV(A (y) V(e p(y) )) + uco(y) = Feoly), aeyel,
where F. ¢(-) := UT.F(0,-) € L*(0). The standard equivalent weak formulation of (7.5) is:
Find u. 9 € H!. (0) the solution to

per

(76) —92 . . ~ = = ~ 1
g A(V + 19)u5,9 . (V + le)u + Ua,eu - FE,@“) VU € Hper(D)'
O O O

Problem (7.6) is of the type (2.4). Indeed, with chosen Hilbert space H = H}.,(0J), it can be restated
as:

(7.7)  Find u.p € H such that e % ag (ucp,@) + by (ucp,a) = (f, @), Vi€ H, ae.0cO,

for © =0, (f,a) == [(F.pa,
(7.8)  ag(u, @) = / AV +i0)u-(V+if)a,  and  by(u,@) := / wi,  u i€ Hy, (0).
O O

Recall that, according to (2.2), for the inner products in H, (u,@)s := ap(u, @) + bo(u,@). Assumption
(2.1) then easily follows: for u € H, via assumptions (7.2) on the coefficients A,
(7.9)
. 2 . 2 2
ag, [u] <70 I(V +101) ull 2y < 290 [(V +i02) ull 20y +270 01 — o] [ull 22 () < 29500, [ul+8mv0]lullZ: o),

and (2.1) holds e.g. with K = (2+3 + 87y + 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 Vyp and Wy, cf. (2.6) and (2.8). Notice that the form ag[-] satisfies
(7.10) aplu] > 70*1/ \(v+19)u|2 > 70*1|9|2/ lul*>,  Vue H),. (D), V0 e,

O O
where the last inequality follows e.g. via expansion into Fourier series on . Indeed, for v € H,

u(y) =, ez c(m)e*™ ™Y, Then [2rm + 0] > |6], V0 € ©, m € Z". Therefore, from (2.6) and (2.8) via
(7.10) and (7.8),

0L, 040, H (D), 00,
711) Ve{{} # We{ ’i() 1 # |
Span(e), 6 =0, H)po = {weH), (O)| [u=0}, 0=0.

where e = 1 is the constant unity function on 0. We clearly see that Vjp is discontinuous with respect to
0 (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.
e The proof of (H1) follows from noticing that the stronger assertion (H1’) (see Proposition 5.10)
trivially holds with C' = 1 upon choosing ¢ = by (recall that by is in fact #-independent, see (7.8), and by
is || - [[o-compact by the Rellich compactness theorem).
e Hypothesis (H2) holds trivially for V, = {0} with L, = 0; see Remark 4.5.
e Let us show that hypothesis (H3) holds with v = (n7r2 + %)71. Indeed, it follows from (7.10) that,
for 6 # 0,

lull3 = aoled + boful < (1-+70/612) aolud,

and consequently (recalling that |0]? < nzn? )

vy = inf _ag[w] > (1+70|9|72)71

01> (191 +0) " = 10 (nm® +0)
weWe\{0} ||7~UH3 - | | (| | 70) et | | ( 70)

as required. Notice also that, for any r > 0, Theorem 3.1 (with © = O* replaced by © N {|0| > r}, cf.
Remark 3.2) implies
(7.12)

=5V + 10)us oy + usslagy < £ (r +0) 2 |UTLF 0, )|

, ae. 0 |0 > |rl.
since Vp = {0} for 6 # 0.
e Assumption (H4) is obviously satisfied with K, = 79, K,» = 0 and

(7.13) a6(v,u)~9::i/DA9v~W, ag(v,f))t?ﬂ::/DA@ﬂvﬁ.

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" = {0} =: V; for all € O, and
the space Z in (4.16) is simply the one-dimensional space V) = Span(e). Therefore, in the notation of
Theorem 5.6, v" = 0, 2" = z. ge, where 2. g € C, and (5.17) becomes the scalar linear algebraic equation

(7.14) g2 ag(e,e)zg,g + bg(e,e)z.9 = (f,€).

Let us rewrite the coefficients of this equation in more explicit terms. Clearly, (f,e) = fD UT.F(0,y)dy
and by(e,e) = 1. As for the first coefficient, recalling (5.14) and (5.10):

(7.15) ab(e,e) = afj(e,e)0-0 — ag(Nge, Npe) = ajj(e,e)6 -0 + aj (e, Nge) -0,
where Nye € H},, ,(0) solves (via (5.10) and (7.13) and recalling A = A*)
(7.16) ao(Nge,w) = — ajy (e, w) -0 = 719'/5 AVw,  Vwe H,,,(0), V0 e R
As a result, Nye =16 - N where N € H;er,o (O; C™) solves
(7.17) / A(v(@ “N) + 9) Vw =0, Vw € H},,,(d), V6 € R™.

O

Thus N is the classical corrector, see e.g. [34].
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Remark 7.1. If we introduce the components of N, N = (N',... N"), then (7.17) can be equivalently
rewritten in a more traditional form:

Forj=1,...,n, find W € H;eT’O(D) such that

(7.18) o X
/ AV +¢’) - Vw = 0, Yw € Hp,, o(0),
O

where e, ..., e" is the canonical basis in R™.

Now we express aj}(e, e) in terms of N: via (7.15) and (7.13) and using Im (af (e, e)) =0,

al(e,e) = ajj(e,e)0-0 + a)(e, Nye) -0 = / AG-0 + i/ Af-VDNge = / A6 -0 +/ AV(0-N)-0.
O O O O

Thus we can represent aj(e, e) as

(7.19) ab(e,e) = AMomp. 4,

where AM™ is the classical homogenised matrix with components
(7.20) Abom = /D (Aij + ) A, NJ’) . i,je{l,...,n}
k=1

Matrix Ah°™ 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)

JoUTF(0,y)dy
e2Abomg . 4 1

(7.21) Zeo =

Finally, using (3.3) and (7.8) we observe that | f|l.g < ||[UT-F(6, ')HL2(D)' 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 u. g € H;GT(D) solve (7.5), zcp be given by
(7.21). Then for some r1 > 0 and x the characteristic function for the ball of radius r1,

(7.22)
2
EJH(VHG) (UE,H — x(0) (1+10-1) zaﬁ)‘ g T lleee = x(@) A +i0-x) ol
< &2¢2 HUFEF((%')HQL%D)’
. Husﬁ B X(9>Zs,9||L2(D) < e ||UF5F(9, ')HLZ(D)a

for some positive constants cg, c1 independent of €, 8 and F'.

We now show that, via the inverse Gelfand and scaling transforms, inequalities (7.22) and (7.23) provide
respectively the desired H' and L? operator estimates for certain approximations of u., the solution to
(7.1). To this end, recall that according to (7.23) x z¢ ¢ serves as an approximation to the transformation

ue g of the original solution u. of (7.1) where u. = I'Z'U " u.y. So set the (inverse) transformed
approximation
(7.24) ul® = T7U x 2o,

and notice that as x(0)z. ¢ does not depend on y, by (7.4) and (7.21), u? € C>(R™) N H'(R") and

vul? e 1 (R™). Next, for the “corrector” term in (7.22), by the properties of the Gelfand transform,
cf. (7.4),

LU0 Nz = T2' (WU 'i0xze9) = T2 (N-VU P xzeg) =
(7.25) (C2IW) - (TT'WU M yzg) = e(D2IN) -V (210 xze ) = g(fglN) Vul,

€
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where (f;l f) (y) := f(y/e) denotes “ordinary” rescaling. [In (7.25) we have used sequentially that: N

does not depend on 0 and U~1(f(y)g) = f(y)U~1g, U~1(i60 £(6)) = V (U1f), T-1(fg) = (f;lf) r-lg,
and T71(Vf) = eV (IZ1f).] As a result (7.22) and (7.23), upon application of the L2-unitary in-
verse Gelfand transform U~! and inverse rescaling I'Z! (and noticing that F;lU_l((V + i0) f) =
eV (LZ'UTYf)), lead to the following.

Theorem 7.3. Let us solve (7.1) and ue ©) be given by (7.24) with ze g specified by (7.21). Then

(7.26) Hug - (u§0> + 5(1:‘5_1 N) - Vugo))

(7.27) [Jue = ul”]] .

[y < <001 PN,

(R") S ECq HF||L2(R")-

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 ug ), by the standard properties of the

scaling and Gelfand transformations together with (7.24) and the fact that xz. ¢ is independent of y,
—div(4"mVu®) = T2 (= 2TV 4i0) - AN (Y 4i0) )UTwl® = U (2720 4%000) yze .
This together with (7.21) implies that u® solves

— div(A4"m V) + 4l = r;lU—lx/D UT.F(0,y)dy

Now notice that the standard Fourier transform® F in L? (R") and the Gelfand transform, as directly
follows from (7.3) and (7.4), are related by the identities: [ Ug(6,y)dy = Fg(8), g € L*(R™), 6 € O%,

and U~'(h ® e) = F~1h for h € L?(R"™) with support in (J*. Consequently, we determine that ul? is
the solution to

(7.28) —div(A4"m V) + o = S.F,
for the smoothing operator S. : L*(R") — C*°(R") N H}(R") N W (R") given by
(7.29) S.F = I'Z'FWFI.F = FYTI.x)FF.

(In the latter equality we have used that T-'F~! = F~IT'., FI. = T-'F and T.xI'-'g = (T.x)g.) Let
u € H?(R™) be the solution to the classical homogenised equation

(7.30) —div(A™™Vu(z)) + u(z) = F(z), z €R™.

Applying S. to (7.30) and using the standard properties of the Fourier transform, it is easy to see that
ug ) solving (7.28) and u are related by the identity u = S.u. Further, let us show that one has the

inequality
(7.31) [0l =]l o gy < £77 01 |20

Indeed, by (7.29), the Plancherel identity and (7.30),

(7.32)
- 1+ 1/2
[0® = tll oy = [0+ 1B 2 Ex - DFue)]| = ||

Ahomg 5 + 1

(Fox—1) FR(©)|

L2(R7) L2(R)

Noticing that [Ty — 1‘ vanishes for |¢| < 7171 and equals -1 otherwise, and recalling that (7.2) implies

Abomg ¢ > 4 obE? (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(R™) is here specified by

(Fo)0) = 2m) /2 [ g dy, g e LR NLIRY).
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Proposition 7.4. Let u. solve (7.1) and u solve (7.30). Then

(7.33) e = (ut (P w) - V5.0) < e (co+17"0) IFllean,

-
(7.34) Hug — u||L2(]R") < ¢ (cl + rflfyo) 1 Fll 2y -

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 S.. Finally, we reiterate that the operator and spectral results of Section 6 are also formally
applicable for this example (with & = 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 elasticity”. 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:

Find u. € H'(R") such that
(7.35) { i ®"

— div(A4: (2) Vue(z)) + ue(z) = F(x), z € R",

for a given F' € L?(R™) and O-periodic coefficients A, of the form

1 \B,
As(y) = { ve \

g2 y e B.
Here the set B has Lipschitz boundary, B C (—%, %)n for simplicity, and [\ B is connected.

Following the steps in Example 7.1, for 0 < ¢ < 1 after an application of the rescaling I'. and the Gelfand
transform U, we determine that uc ¢(+) := UTcu(0,-) € HL.,.(0O) for a.e. § € © :=[J*, and solves

per
(7.36) *e_w‘ys_QdiV(As (y)V(ew‘yus,e(y))) + uco(y) = UTF(0,y), aeyell
This has the equivalent weak formulation
(7.37)

g2 (V+i)ucp- (V+id)a + /(v+19)u€,9-(v+19)a +/u€79§ = (f,a),
O\B B O
va € H,,,.(0),

where
(7.38) (i) = /D UT.F(6,y) a(7) dy.

We note (7.37) is a problem of the form (2.4) with H := H!_ (0), © :=0*,

per

(7.39) ag(u,u) = /D\B(V—i—iH)u (V+if)u, and by(u,a):= /B(V—i—ie)u (V+id)u —l—/‘:luﬁ.

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 Vy 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]).

"The 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 erists an extension operator E : HY(C\B) — HY(O) with the following prop-
erties: Bulo\g = u, |Eullgroy < Cellullgo\s), and

(7.40) /|VEu|2 < Cg/ |Vu|?>, Yue HY(O\B),
a O\B

with some constant C'g > 0 independent of w.

Using Proposition 7.5 we argue

aglu] = / [(V +i0)ul? :/ ’V(ei‘g‘yu)’2 > CEQ/ |VE (eie'yu)’2 > C§2|9|2/ ’E(eie'yu)’2
O\B O\B 0 0

(7.41) > Cg2|9|2/ lul*,  VueH,,(O\B), V0 €0,
O\B

where the first inequality holds due to (7.40), the second (c.f. (7.10)) by expanding e VE (e'Vu) €

H;ST(D) in Fourier series in [J, and the last from the extension property E|m\p = I. Therefore, we

deduce via (2.6) that

Hy(B), 0 # 0,
(7.42) Vy =
{v e HY, (D)

per

v is constant in D\B} = C+ HYB), 0=0,

where elements of H(B) are understood as those of H,.,.(0) which are identically zero in [0\ B. Hence,
recalling (2.8) and (2.2) with (7.39),

{wGH}}eT O) | = (V+i0) - (V+i0)w + w=0 mB}, 00,
Wy =

per

{weHL @] -Awtw=0inB& [fuw=0}, 6=0.

Clearly, Vj is discontinuous with respect to 6 (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.

e To prove (H1) we shall demonstrate that the stronger assertion (H1’) holds for C' = C% and c(u, @) :=
C% fl:l\ 5 ull, with the latter clearly being || - ||p-compact by the Rellich theorem. For fixed # € © and

u € H, we find that v:=u— e 9VE (¢!%u) € H}(B) C Vj satisfies

lu=llf = llu=vlZ2@) + 1(V+i0)(u—0)i o) =

(743) HE(eiehyu)Hip(D) < C% |‘ei0.yu|@[1(D\B) = C%/

(\(v +i0)ul® + |u|2).
O\B

Since, for any w € Wy and v € Vj, |w|ls < ||lw — v]|g, the above inequality with © = w implies that
(7.44) ]2 < cg(ag[w] +/ |w|2), Vw € Wy, V0 € O,
O\B

which establishes (H1').

e The validity of (H2) is immediate for V, = H(B) and L, = 0; see Remark 4.5. Furthermore,
one can choose the defect subspace Z = Span {e} where e € H},.(0) is the constant unity: indeed,
Vo = H}(B)+C implying (4.16), and for ¢ € Hg(B),

12
(7.45) \ / ¢>\ < |B|1/2( |¢>|2) < 1BM26lls = |B6llollelo.

e. (4.17) holds with K = |B|'/? < 1.
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e Assumption (H3) holds with v, = C*(7?n + C%)~'. Indeed, (7.44) and (7.41) imply for w € Wy and
0 #0, |w]|z < CE(1+ C%]0|72)agw], and consequently

agw]
mn )
weWwy\{0} [|wl[3

e Assumption (H4) is obviously satisfied, cf. (7.13), with K, =1, K,» = 0 and

(7.46) ag(v,u) -0 = i/ Ov - Vu, ag(v,0)0 -6 = |9|2/ v,
O\B O\B

C2(1+C20172) 7" > 9P CR%(n2n+C%)

Vg =

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

(7.47) able] = alel0-0 + dl (e, Nye) - 0 :/ 02 + i/ 0.V (Ngo),
O\B O\B
where Nge € W, solves (see (5.10))
(7.48) V (Nge) - Vw = —i/ 0-Vw,  Ywe W, V0eR"
O\B O\B

It is clear (since Vo = C4+Hy(B) and H,,,.(0) = Vo @ Wy) that the above equality holds in fact for test
functions ¢ € H),,.(0). Therefore,

Nge = i - (Nﬁ’d, . .,Nfld) in O\ B, where real-valued N?d € H',.(O\B), j =1,...,n, solve

per
7.49 — R
(7.49) V.V = —/ ¢ -V¢,  V¢eH,., (O\B),
O\B O\B
with e!,...,e" denoting the canonical basis in R”. Thus NP4 = (8P4, ... NP9) 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 ali[e] as

(7.50) agle] = AN™0-0,

where Agﬁm is the perforated domain homogenised matrix with components
(7.51) [Avomy = / b+ [ et el n}
O\B O\B

Matrix Aggm 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 ¢ = N;.
e Assumption (H5) is immediate for L, = 1: indeed, via (7.39),

|be(u, @) — bo(u,@)| = /ieu-(v+ie)a +/ Vu -i0a
B B

< 101l | (V +10)al 2y + [Vl iz ) < 10l ulolalle,  Vu,i € HL, (0.

Now, we can take as the operator &, see Lemma 5.7, multiplication by e ¢, Indeed, for ¢, ¢ € HY(B) =
Vis

bo (7706, e7003) = / (VH0)e V- (V +i6)e0 v+ / eI gei0vg) / V-V / 66 = bo(@, 9),
B O B O
i.e. (5.23) holds. One can also readily verify (5.24) with K, = /|B|(1 + n/4) as follows:
‘b@(e_ie'yqﬁ,e) — bo(4, e)‘ = / eV -0 +/ (e7v — 1)¢’ < |01IVll2(m) BV +
B B

VIBIn/4l0ll L2y < VIBIL+n/910l6llo = VIBIA+n/4) 160 [élollelo, Vo € Ho(B).
e Finally, we can see that (H6) holds for H = L?*(0J) with §-independent dy = dy the standard L*((J)
inner product and & multiplication by e™%¥. Indeed, H = H;ET (O) is compactly embedded into and
dense in H and (6.2) holds, and K. = v/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, = H}(B) and Z =
Span {e} (recalling e(y) = 1) and consequently, v = v. g € H}(B), 2 = cc g€, ccg € C, and problem
(5.26), via (7.50), (7.39) and (7.38), specialises to

(7.52)

e (Ap3™0 - 0) cz pC +/ Voo Vo + / (Ve,p +cco)(@+0) = / UT-F(0,y)(e7 v (y) + ¢) dy,
B O O
V¢ € HY(B), VéeC.

This can equivalently be re-written as

(572A§3m9'9+1)ce,e +/ v=0(y) dy :/ UT.F(0,y)dy, 0eO%
B O

—Avg(y) +vep(y) +eco = 9VUTF(0,y), ye B, 0cO".

(7.53)

Applying Theorem 5.9 and noticing that, by (3.3) and (7.38), (7.39), ||f|l.e < ||[UT-F(6, ')HL?(D)’ we
conclude that inequalities (5.35) and (5.36) imply the following result.

Proposition 7.6. Let uc g solve (7.36) and ce g, veg solve (7.53). Then

(7.54)
5—2/ ‘(V+i€) (u&g(y) -(1 +19.di(y))ca79)‘ + / |ue.o(y) — (1 +i9'di(9))cg,9\2dy
O\B O\B
< Coe /D U F (0, )| ay,
(7.55)

/D’Ua,e - (Cg,e-i-c?_ie‘yvg,e)’2 < 01052/D|UF6F(9a?J)|2d?J-

Inequalities (7.54) and (7.55) provide L? estimates for the corresponding approximations of wu., the
solution to (7.35), and its gradient on the “stiff” phase. Indeed, applying the inverse transforms to the
approximation c. ge + e Y. y to u. g = Ulcu. in (7.55), set

(7.56) ul® = T7'U e, ge, v = TIIU e 0y, .

£

Note that, cf (7.24) and (7.25), as ¢ ge is y-independent u® is smooth and

U (1+i60 -8 e. ge = ul® + e (f‘;l di) Vul® in R"\ B, where B, := U e(B+m).
mez”

Then inequalities (7.54), (7.55), via the Lo-unitarity of the above inverse transform I'-*U ™1, lead to the
following theorem.

Theorem 7.7. Let u. solve (7.35) and ugo), UEO) be as in (7.56) where cc g, ve g solve (7.53). Then there
exist positive constants co and c; independent of € and of F € L*(R™), such that

(7.57) e = (e + e W9 (2) - V) [ gy gy < o F Nz,

(7.58) o = @O + o ()l gagany < e IFlzaeny

An estimate similar to the L?-estimate (7.58) (more precisely to that based on (5.19) with (f, ¢) = [ )
was first derived in [15] by different means. The H!-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.
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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 F. € L?(R") weakly or strongly two-scale converges as ¢ — 0
to Fy € L?(R™ x ) then . the solution to (7.35) (for F' = F.) respectively weakly or strongly two-scale
converges to ug(x,y) = u(x) +v(x,y) the solution to the two-scale limit system Loug = PFy. Here Ly is
the self-adjoint two-scale operator in the closed subspace L? (R™; C+ L*(B)) = L*(R")+ L?(R"; L*(B))
of L*(R™; L*(0)) = L?(R™ x 0J) generated by the two-scale form

(7.59) Qo(u+v, p+1) = /]Rn Ag‘flmVu(x) -Vo(z)dx + / /B Vyo(z,y) - Vy(z,y) dyde,

n

for u,¢ € HY(R"),v,9 € L?*(R"; H}(B)), with dense form domain Hl(R")—i—L2(R";H01(B)), and P :
L*(R" x O) — L?*(R™) + L*(R"; L?(B)) is the orthogonal projection or simply

9(z,y) zeR",yeB
760 P 5 = — n
(7.60) 9(@,) { O\BI"! [ po(a,y)dy’ =€ Ry eD\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 = L*(0J) with inner product dg(u, @) = [ u @, and notice

via (7.39) that (6.28) holds. Further, according to Section 6.5, Hg := Z+V, = C+ L?(B), and

H = L*(R";(H,do)) = L* (R" xO),  Hy = L*(R";Ho) = L*(R™) + L*(R™; L*(B)),
and D = H'(R™Z)+L*R™V,) = H'(R") + L*(R"; H)(B)),

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

Q(U+U’¢+w) = QO(U+U’¢+’¢) + (u+va¢+w)L2(R"><D)

and so L = Ly + I for the abstract bivariate operator £ generated by ) as introduced in Section 6.5. In
particular, for g € Hy, the two-scale limit problem (Lo + I)ug = g is to find such ug = u + v € D that

—divz(AgngIu(x)) + u(z) + /Dv(ac,y)dy = /Dg(x,y)dy, x € R™;

- Ayv(zay) + ’U,(ZL') + ’U(SC,y) = g(xvy)a yEB-

(7.61)

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

Theorem 7.8. For 0 < e < 1, one has
|£2b9(0) = (4 (Lo + 1) PAg) (0)]

where A; @ L*(0* x 0) — L*(R" x 0O), Ac = T71F 1y &L, and its adjoint AZ : L*(R™ x 0O) —
L2(O* x O), Az = Ex*TLF, are given by the continuous extensions of

< Ciie Hg(@)HLZ(D) , Vge L*(O0" x0), ae. 0O,

L2(0)

(7.62) Acglz,y) = (2#)_"/25_"/2/ e¥Vg(0,y)e'? Fd0, zeR", yel;

5

(7.63) AZh(0,y) = (2#)_"/25_"/26_i9‘y/ h(x,y)e_ig'c”dx, el yel.

n

The above theorem can be re-stated in terms of an operator-type estimate for the original problem (7.35)
as follows. Let L. = —div (AE (f) V~) be the non-negative self-adjoint operator defined in a standard

way in Hilbert space L2 (R™). Then, for the solution of (7.35), ue = (L. 4+ 1) " F. On the other hand,
denoting g = UT'.F, we observe via (7.38) and (6.3) that uc g = E;ég for which in turn u. g = Ul'cu..

Combining this all implies E;é = Ul (L. + I)7'T7tU Y, which due to the Lo-unitarity of U and I'.
allows to recast Theorem 7.8 in the following form.
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Theorem 7.9. Let L. and Ly 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 < e < 1, one has

(7.64) [(Le+D)7" — I (Lo + 1)—17>18HL2( < Che.

Rn)—L2(Rn) —

Here T. : L*(R") — L*(R™ x OJ), which we call “the two-scale interpolation operator” (see Remark 7.10
below), is a bounded operator given by the composition

(7.65) T.:= A UT. = T F e tur..

In (7.65), T : F(x) ~— e"/?F(cx) is the rescaling operator and TZ1 : g(x,y) v e "/?g (Eflz, y) is its
inverse in x; U : F(z) — g(0,y) is the Floquet-Bloch-Gelfand transform, see (7.3); E~1 is multiplication
by e%Y; x : L? (0% x O) — L? (R™ x O) is the extension by zero outside (* in the first variable, and
F~Lih(& y) — g(x,y) is the inverse Fourier transform also in the first variable.

T. is an L*-isometry and the continuous extension of

(7.66) T.F(z,y) = Z F(ey +em) Sinc (E — m) :

g
mezn

Ir . LA(R"™ x O) — L*(R") is the adjoint of I. given by Ir = T71U 1A = T7'U1E x* FTL., which is
the continuous extension of

(7.67) Trug(z) = e /n o (s,{g}) Sinc([g} - z) ds,

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

. " sin (125)
S = _— ",
inc(z) H — z€eR
j=1
The range of I consists of all functions f(x,y) € LQ(R” x ) whose Fourier transform in x is supported
in [—m/e,m/e|™ for a.e. y € 0. Moreover,
(7.68) )T, = I, and I.I} = S.,

where S is the smoothing operator as given by (7.29) (with x replaced by the characteristic function of
O* ) applied to the first variable, i.e.

(769) S = ‘F_lXa*lD* 7,
where x.—10+ 18 multiplication (in the first variable) by characteristic function of e~ 10*. S. — I strongly.

Proof. Operator Z. = TZ'F~1x 71 UT, is an L3-isometry from L?(R™) to L?(R™ x 0), as a superpo-
sition of L%-norm preserving operators. Therefore, at a dense subspace, e.g. C§°(R™) > F, combining
(7.62) with (7.3) and (6.46) we obtain

L.F(r,y) == A-UT:F(a,y) = (2m)7" ) F(€y+sm>/ et (£-m) g,

mez" )

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

Trug(z) = T2PU T Afug(z) = (m)*n/w uo (s, {2}) (/D e”"([i]i)d@) ds,

yielding (7.67). Finally, (7.68) immediately follows via (7.64), (6.48) and (7.29); and the strong conver-
gence of S; to the unity operator I directly follows from (7.69). O
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Remark 7.10. Operator Z. plays a key role of L?-isometrically transferring, for any & > 0, an input
function F(z) from L?(R™) into corresponding two-scale function I.F(x,y) in L*(R™ x O). The latter
serves in turn as the input for the two-scale limit problem (7.61), whose solution ug(x,y) is converted
by the adjoint I} back into a function of x. The whole point is that such a procedure delivers an
approzimate 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 I. 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 I. can be
viewed as a new two-scale interpolation operator. Indeed for reqular enough F', given y € O, if x = €l for
1 €7Z" then (7.66) implies I, F(x,y) = F(x +¢cy), interpolating for other x € R™ between the values of F
on the e-periodic lattice containing ey (i.e. on the lattice eZ™ ey of all the points with the chosen “phase”
y). In particular, the following can be derived directly from the above definition of I. (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. F.(x) = ®(z,x/c)
where ®(x,y) is sufficiently regular, O-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. @ = [—R,R]", then for all
0<e<mRY, (IEFE)(:c,y) = ®(xz + ey,y). On the other hand it is easy to see from (7.65) that, for
any F € L* (R"), (Z.F) (z,y) automatically has the above property of uniformly compact support of the
x-Fourier transforms with R = /e, which property is inherited by the solution ug(x,y) of the two-scale
limit problem (7.61). For such ug it follows in turn from noticing that (7.67) is a convolution of ug (with
respect to its first variable) with the rescaled Sinc-function whose Fourier transform is the characteristic
function of e'00*, that Tug(z) = ug (v — ey, y) where y := {z/e}.

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 Z. 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 Tz : L?>(R™) — L?(R™ x OJ) the L2-isometric
unfolding operator, for sufficiently reqular F we have (T-F) (x,y) := F(E [x/e] + Ey). This means that,
for reqular enough F', both Tz and Z. produce on the same e-periodic lattice € Z™ exactly the same values
F(x+ey), however interpolate between those in different ways. Namely, while T. simply extends the latter
value for the whole of the related e-cell x € el + €0 in piecewise constant way, I. smoothly interpolates
between the above points according to (7.66). We briefly discuss here some similarities and differences
between I. and T, 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) T-F(x,y) = Z F(ey +em) xo (E - m) ,

£
mez”

where xo is the characteristic function of the periodicity cell 0. Comparing then with (7.65), one
observes that Tz has the following operator form

(7.71) T = I'FtSsnetur,,

where Sn : L? (0% x O) — L? (R™ x O), replacing the extension operator x in (7.65), is the operator of
“O*-periodisation” in the first variable followed by multiplication by a Sinc function. Namely,

(Sng)(&,y) = Sinc (%) g(QW{%},y).

It can be seen that, Vx € R", >, ;. Sian(z +1) = 1, which implies that operator Sn is an L*-isometry
(and so is Tz, as a composition (7.71)); and in particular Sn* Sn = 1.

As we have seen, our new two-scale interpolation operator I. delivers a desired approximation with an
operator norm error estimate (7.64), uniformly valid in ¢ 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 ®) that

8Tn 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 I. and on the unfolding operator Tz (i.e. when I. is replaced in (7.64) by
T2) are %-close, i.e.

(7.72) || ZZ (Lo+ 1) PLF - T (LO+1>—17>7;FHL2(M < Ce¥||F|L2@ny, VF € L?(R"Y).

(We remark that the above estimate holds despite Z. and Tz not being Lo-close to each other.) Esti-
mate (7.72) implies that both approzimations 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 x and Sn for a broader class of examples. Still, we believe that our new
two-scale interpolation operator I. appears here most naturally. Indeed, the extension operator x (being
the prototype of I.) naturally appears in the abstract setting of Theorem 6.10 for arbitrary ©.

Remark finally that, like the unfolding operator, the new two-scale interpolation operator I. provides an
equivalence link between two-scale convergence [41, 2] and “conventional” convergence: one can show
that F. € L*(R™) weakly (resp strongly) two-scale converges to fo € L*(R x O) if and only if I.F.
weakly (resp strongly) two-scale converges to fo.

Remark 7.12. One potential disadvantage of the above constructed operator ., suffered in fact also by
Tz, is that for a given x e.g. x € e Z™, even for smooth F(x) it produces a discontinuity on the boundary
of O in the O-periodic extension in y of (Z.F)(x,y) = F(x + ey). We recall however that, according to
(7.64), Z.F is immediately followed by the projection operator P, see (7.60), which in a sense reqularises
this discontinuity. Indeed from (7.66), for x = el, | € Z", and y € O\B, g(z) := PI.F(z,y) =
|O\B|~* fD\B F(el+ey)dy' ie. g(el) is the average of F over the matriz part of the cube el + 0. In
other words, g(gl) is (up to a pre-factor) the Steklov smoothing (see e.g. [60]) at x = el of xI'F where
X" is the characteristic function of the matriz phase M. = R™"\J,,cyn (B +m). For x ¢ 7, (7.66)
implies that g(x) is the (classical) Whittaker interpolation: g(x) =37 .,n g(em)Sinc(z/e —m). On the
other hand, we notice that the operator Eg could be chosen in a slightly modified form. Namely, keeping
it as the multiplication by e %Y for y € B i.e. in the inclusion, set it to be identity (i.e. a multiplication
by unity) in the surrounding ‘matriz’ O\ 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 . F
is still given by (7.66) for y € B, however with y additionally subtracted in the argument of Sinc for
y € O\B:

(7.73) LF(z,y) = Y F(ey+em) smc(f —m - y) y € O\B.

e
mezn

As a result, given a reqular F, while for y in the inclusion (Z.F) (xz,y) remains unchanged, for y in
the matriz and for x € e Z™ + ey it is simply F(x) with Whittaker interpolation in between. Since the
isolated inclusions do not intersect the boundary of the periodicity cell (0, no discontinuities are anymore
introduced in the periodic extension of (7.73) on artificial boundaries like that of O. Moreover, as directly

follows from (7.60) and (7.73), for x € R™ and y € O\B,

PLF(z,y) = |O\B|"" /
R™\ U, czn e(B+m)

F(z) e Sinc < i - & > .

Since, up to the constant pre-factor, the latter is a convolution of xI'F with the rescaled Sinc-function,
this shows that for y € O\B, PZ.F(z,y) = |O\B| " 'S:x™F (z) where S- is the smoothing operator (7.69).
One can also see that for the modified choice of I. the approxzimation delivered as a result by (7.64) has
a particularly simple form. Namely, given any F € L? (R™), with related ug = (Lo +I)_1 PL.F one
has uo(x,y) = u(z) + v(z,y) and Zrup(xr) = u(x) in the matriz phase M. = R™\ B, while T} uo(z) =
U (:c —ef{z/e}, {z/s}) in the inclusion phase Be = J,,czn (B +m).

Finally we emphasise again that, for both choices of I., 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

F;lUfls[X*FglL*IPFEX - sn*rglmflpresn]sflUFg. Operator L=17 is direct integral of Ly 'PY, . ¢ € R", and
one can show from its special structure that its “symbol” stabilises for large £, namely ILQIP%O = Ao + R(&) where Ay is

&-independent and ||R(&)||ly—n < C/ (1 + \5\2) Then the parts corresponding to Ag are seen to cancel, and the remaining
parts via some further estimates yield (7.72).
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F.(z) = ®(x,x/e) this yields (IEFE) (z,y) = ®(x + ey, y). Although the ey shift in the xz-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 fived x with the right hand side (IEFE)(x,y). Any “true” inclusion centered
at x; = ¢el, | € Z™, can be parametrised as v = x; + €y, y € B, and so for the related true right hand
side Fe(z) = ®(z,x/e) = @ (x; + €y, y). For a fized x = x; € €Z™ the latter coincides with the “shifted”
(IEFE)(:c,y) as above, and for x ¢ €Z™ 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 Cy such that for every interval
[a,b] C (—o0,00) one has

(7.74) da.y (sp L.,Sp co) < Cye, ¥V 0<e<l.
Further, for the spectrum of the above two-scale limit operator Ly,

SpLy = {)\ ¢ Sp (_AH&(B)) : Be(N) = 0} U Sp (_AH&(B))-

-1
Here —AH[}(B) is the Dirichlet Laplacian on the inclusion B and Bp()\) = A+ A2 fB (—AH&(B) — )\) e
is the B-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 Sp Lo then [a + Cpe, b — Cye] is in a gap of Sp L. when & <
(b—a)/(2Cy).

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

SpLe = | JSpLew, B =-App+I,  and Bile] = (A —1),
0cO

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

a0y = A+ x2 Y HoomWL
m=1 m

where \,, and ¢,,, m = 1,2, ..., are respectively all the simple eigenvalues and the L2-orthonormalised
eigenfunctions of Dirichlet Laplacian —A m}(B) on the inclusion B. This implies, cf. [52, 53], that the
spectrum of the limit operator Ly typically has infinitely many gaps. It was shown in [53] that the
Floquet-Bloch spectrum of the original operator L. converges to that of £y 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 e-dependent approximate operator L¢P, the above approach of ours allows
to construct an approximation with the desired error estimates in terms the e-independent two-scale
limit operator L.

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 & € R™ and k € N and let )\ék) be (for simplicity) a simple
eigenvalue of L¢ with associated eigenfunction 1/)§k) = zék) + vék) where zék) e C and vék) € HY(B).
Then there exists 0 < g9 < 1 and 0 > 0 such that for all 0 < ¢ < €¢ and for 0 = £ € [O* there exists
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a single isolated eigenvalue )\gfg of Lcg in the d-neighbourhood of )\ék) and associated eigenfunction
@i’fg € HL, (O) such that

per

(7.75) H o) — ‘

< Ce,
L2(O)

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

of eigenvalues /\ike) it necessarily converges as € — 0 to /\ék with associated eigenfunctions, up to scalar

pre-factors, obeying (7.75). As eie'ygpikg (y) is a O-quasiperiodic Bloch wave associated with the original

(rescaled) operator, (7.75) implies approximation of the latter by ei‘g‘yz/}é};)a(y), where wélj)g is explicitly
found from the two-scale limit problem. More detailed analysis, in particular of any uniformity properties
of (7.75) with respect to & and k, may deserve a separate investigation.

7.3 ‘Inverted’ high-contrast model

Here we provide an example for which the form ay has 6-regular associated spaces Vjp, 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 O\ 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
systems?, i.e. weset H = H! (0;C™),m>1,0=0":=[-m,7|", n>1,

per

ag(u,a)z/a(o)(Vu—i—iO@u):(Vﬁ+19®ﬂ), b@(u,ﬂ):/u a(l)(Vu—i—iG@u):(Vﬁ+19®ﬁ)+/
B

\B O

Here a©) and a!) are Hermitian C-periodic tensor-valued bounded coefficients that satisfy

! / VP
O\B

751/B|v¢|2 < /Ba(O)V¢5V_¢ < ’YO/B|V¢|2a ¢ € H'(B; C™),

IN

/D\Ba“)w:v_qb < vo/mw% 6 € HY(O\B; C™),
(7.76)

for some constant 9 > 1. In this setting, for each § € J* and w € H, one has

aglu] = /Ba(O)V(eie'yu) : V(elfvu) > 'yo_l/B}V(eie'yu) |2

whence, assuming for simplicity B connected,

Vo = {v e H! (D; (Cm) ’ v(y) = e ¢, y € B, for some constant ¢ € (Cm},

per

and Wy is the orthogonal complement of Vy in H = H,,,.(0J; C™) with respect to the inner product
ag + bg. Let us now show that (H1) holds uniformly on [J*, i.e. condition (3.6) is satisfied.

Proposition 7.15. There exists a constant v > 0 independent of 0 € © = [0* such that
v(aglw] + bplw]) < aglw], Yw € Wy, V0 € 0.

Proof. Let E : HY(B) — HJ(0) be a Sobolev extension, cf. Proposition 7.5, and for any fixed u €
H}.,(0; C™) and 6 € O, consider v = u — e YVE(eYu — |B| ™! [, €Vu(y) dy) with the extension E
acting component-wise. Clearly v € Vj and we readily estimate

E <ei0'yu - |B|71/ eie'yu(y)dy>
B

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.

2
<

lu = vl[§ = aglu—v]+bolu—v] <

H(O)
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2
< % Ck Ch aplul,

X 2
70C% < 20 CECH|| v (") | <

L*(B)

B [ ) ay
B

H(B)

where Cp and Cp, respectively, are the H'-operator norm of E and the Poincaré-Wirtinger (Poincaré
inequality with mean) constant for domain B. Hence, for v = w € Wy, ||w]|] < |lw — |} <

18 C% C% ag[w], and the desired inequality holds with v = (o Cr Cp) -2 O

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 fized 0 < e < 1 let u. € HY(R™; R™) solve the elliptic PDE system
(7.77) - div(a8 (%) Vug(:c)) + ue(x) = F(x), zeR",

where a.(y) = x5(y)a® (y) + &2 (17)(3 (y))a(l)(y), X B the characteristic function of B, F € L? (R™; R™).
Consider v-(0,-) € Vp the (unique) solution to

/ aM (y) (Ve (0, y)+102v (0, y)) : (V¢(y)+19®¢(y))dy+/ v=(0,y)-0(y) dy = / UT-F(0,y)-6(y) dy,
O\B O 0

for all ¢ € Vi, a.e. § € O*. Then, for the approximation ué") = T71U Y., inequality (3.8) implies the
following:

(7.78) 62751/ |Vu. — Vugo)‘Q + / lue — u§0)|2 < 1/*254/ |F|?.
R R Rn

Notice that Vu'® wvanishes in the inclusions B. := Ujezn (B +1) i.e. has support in R™\B., and in
particular one has [ [Vue|? < yov=2e2 [, |FJ%.

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 fired € > 0, the above approzimation ugo) 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 /e and introduces contrast § := €* then it becomes — divy (a(‘s) (y) Vyug(ay)) +

ucs(ey) = F(ey), where a(‘s)(y) = 571X3(y)a(0)(y) + (1 — XB(y))a(l)(y). Now if, for a fized g, one
takes a “stiff inclusion” limit 6 — 0, then one can see that ugo) (ey) is the limit of the solution u.(cy).
Therefore (7.78) can be viewed as providing new operator-type estimates for the solution of the problem
for large contrast 6 in terms of its stiff limit with an infinite contrast as § — 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 § does not necessarily have to come from the Gelfand
transform only. Let F € L*(R3), 0 <e < 1,0 < § < 1/2, and B,(z) denote the ball of radius r centred
at x, with B,.(0) denoted by B,. Consider the problem, in the weak form,

Find U, s € H'(R?) the solution to

/ VU57§'V_¢ + 5725712/ UE,&E +/ Us,éa = / Fa, V¢€H1(R3)a
R3 Bs:(e5) R3 R3

JEZ3

(7.79)

where we make a convention that if § = 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 e, approximations to the solution U, s which would be uniform in 4.
The idea here is to reduce problem (7.79) to the general form (2.4) by regarding ¢ as another component
in the abstract parameter 6. Namely, let = (k,8) € © = 0* x [0,1/2] C R*, where k € O* = [—7, 7]? 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 ue g € H!,, (O), 0= [~1/2,1/2]*, the solution to

per
5’2/(V+ik)u879.('v+ik)¢ + 5*25*1/ Uepg @ + / Uep ) = /gs,ka, Vo € H,,,(0),
O B O O

s

where g. , = UT.F(k,-). Thus (7.80) is of the form (2.4) with H = H],,.(0), n =4, (f, @) = |5 g- x,

per

(7.81) ag (u, @) = /D(V+ik)u~(v+ik)ﬁ - 5*1/

ut, and by (u,a) :/uﬁ.
Bs

O

To check (2.1) we notice that, by Holder inequality and standard Sobolev embeddings, there exists ¢y > 0
such that

(7.82)

_ _ 1/3 2/3
5! /B o2 < o7 /D 610) 1B = (3m)* 6 lelRey < cod 6y VO >0, V6 € Hiey (D),
)

This, together with the arguments as in Section 7.1, cf (7.9), implies that (2.1) holds. Further, as § < |6
inequality (7.82) also implies that ap is Lipschitz in 6 at the origin, i.e. (2.3) is satisfied for 6; = 0,
02 € ©. Notice however that (2.3) does not hold globally on © (it can be shown by estimates similar to
(7.82) that ag is merely 2-Holder continuous in d and hence in 6), 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 Vp and Wy are as in the classical setting (Example
7.1, see (7.11), with e denotes the identical unity function):

{0}, 0 #0, Hp,,. (D), 0 #0,
Vo = Wo = L L
Span(e), 6 =0, H)po:={ueH), (O] [ju=0}, 0=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] = |5 |ul>. Hypothesis (H2) is trivially satisfied (with V" = {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 6; = 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 uc g is approximated when 0| < vy/(2L,) by Mguvg, where vy € Vp is the solution to (4.7).
On the other hand, due to (H3), for each r > 0 (3.6) is satisfied on 6, := {§ € © : |0] > r} with
v = ~r2. Therefore, Theorem 3.1 applies when 6 € ©,. (see Remark 3.2), and states in this setting that
the solution u. ¢ to (7.80) satisfies (3.7) and (3.8) with vy = 0 and v = yr?.

Specialising (4.3) and (4.4) to the present example, vg = z. g € for some z. g € C, Moy = vg + Novg =
2. g(e + Nyg) where Ny := Npe € H!,,. , is the unique solution to

per,

(7.83) ae(Ng,’@o) = — 571/ 15_0, Ywg € ngho'
Bs
Equation (4.7) reduces then to an algebraic equation for z. ¢ as follows. Setting v = Ze, Z € C, and

e.g. using (5.13), one obtains: ag (Mgvg, My?) = (|I<:|2 + 4mw6%/3 — ae[Ne])ZE,g Z, by (Mavg, Mgd) =
(14 101220 )20 % (£, Ma) = (fig 92 (0 T+ No(y))dy) 2. Then (4.7) results in

Jo 9o (W) (1 +No(y)) dy

(784) Ze,p = ’
5—2(|k;|2 +47r52/3—a9[N9]) + 1+ N[220,
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where Ny € H),, o is the solution to the “cell problem” (7.83). (Notice that the bracketed term in the
denominator coincides with ag [Mye] which via (H3) is bounded from below by e.g. v|6]2.)
The above approximates u. g when 6 € O, |0] < vy/(2L,). Namely, for

Acp(u, @) == e %ag (u,@) + by (u, 1) = 2 </D(V+Z'k)u~m + 51/96u5> + /Duﬁ,
8)—(4.9) imply:

AE,9 |:U/E,9 - Za,e(e-i-Ne)} < Cl“':2 Hga,kHQLz(D) , and HUE,H - Za,9(9+N9)"L2(D) < 0162 ||ga,kHL2(D) 5 V|9| < 212_0&’
with some constant ¢; > 0 independent of e, § and F. In principle this, together with (3.7)—(3.8) for

|0] > 1o = 1vo/(2L,), provides us after the inverse Gelfand and scaling transforms with an approximation

to the solution Uy g of (7.79) for small &, uniform with respect to both F' and §. This is quite inexplicit
though as requires in particular solving the cell problem (7.83) for a range of k and 6. However, we can
construct a more explicit further approximation of (7.84) as follows.

First notice that Ny is small for small 6. Indeed, by (7.83) with wg = Ny, ag [Ng] < ’5*1 fBJ Ng ’ On the
other hand, arguing similarly to (7.82) and employing the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality we observe that

(7.86) ‘5—1/3 ¢0] < @8 |Voollamy, Vo € H'(D), /D¢O:o,
S5

for some ¢y > 0. Thus, by sequentially using (7.86), (7.81) and (4.2) one has ag [Ng] < 2c3v, 6%, and
recalling (4.1) also || Ng H%?(D) < 4c3 K2u6253.
So estimating, in terms of both || = (6 + |l<:|2)1/2 and ¢, the error of neglecting in (7.84) all the terms
containing Ny, and recalling (H3) for bounding from below the denominator of (7.84), we obtain
(7.87)

Jo9ew(y) dy
e 2(|k|]? +4m62/3) + 17

€—2|9|3
2 Hga,k||L2(D) ,  where Ceg = Je,k = UFEF(ka ')a

(€202 + 1)

and c3 is some positive constant independent of ¢, §, k and F. Now replace in (7.85) the approximation
ze,p(e +Ng) by c. ge. As a result, for the first estimate,

(7.88) Acglucy — cepe] < 3Acglucy — zeo(e+Ng)| + 3Ac0[ (20 — cco)e| + 3Acp[zc0Ng].
With the first term on the right hand side bounded by (7.85), for the second term via (7.87)

_ 4 4 =49
Aol (zep—cep)e] = |ze0 — ceol’ {5 2 <|l€|2 + §7r52) + 1] < —mci i

Ze,0 —05,9’ < c3

2 2
W ||ge,k||Lz(|j) < e’ ng,kHLZ(D) ;

with constant ¢, = 4wc3/3. (In the last inequality we used that for 0 < ¢ := |0|/e < 400, t°/(1+t?)3 < 1.)
Finally, for the last term in (7.88), via (7.84) together with the above estimates for ag [No] and [|Ng[[ ;> (),

2
Hgs,kHLz(D)

S (3 +8) < e lgealag).
(=2t + 1)

Acolzeato] = lzeol* (<72ao o] + ol < co

with positive constants ¢; and ¢g independent of e, § and F (having used in the last inequality the
boundedness of ¢3/(1 + t?)?, 0 < t < +oc0). Combining the above we bound (7.88), for 0| < ro :=
vo/(2L,), by a constant times e Hg&kHiZ(D). On the other hand, for 6 > 7y, it immediately follows from
(7.87) that |ce,o| < 75 %2||ge .kl r2() and as a result A g [c.pe] = |c-|° (¢ 2ag [e] + 1) is bounded by
a constant times &2 Hg&kHiZ(D)' Also, for |0] > 7o, by (3.7) and (H3) A. g [ueg] < 7_1r5252||g&k|\%2(5).
As a result, the left hand side of (7.88) is bounded by a constant times &2 ||gg,k|\2LQ(D) for 0] > ro.
Repeating the above arguments for the second estimate in (7.85) with the approximation z. (e + Npg)
again replaced by c. ge, 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),
672|9|3

H (ZE,O - Csﬁ) eHLZ(D) = |ZE,9 - C€,9| < c¢3 W ||gs,kHL2(|:|) < cre Hgs,kHLz(D) )
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with ¢7 > 0 independent of €, § and F.
Combining all the above estimates we deduce that

e2 (/D ‘(V—i—ikz) (Ue,p — e 0€) ‘2 + 6—1/ ‘ug,g — 05196‘2) + Hu&g—ce,@eniz(m) < cg¢ ||gg7k|\iZ(D),
Bs

(7.89)
and Hua,e_ca,éeHLz(D) < cge ||ga,kHL2(D) 5 ge k. = UFEF(k) ')a Vo e ea

for some constant cg > 0 independent of €, § = (k,0) and F'. Comparing the above estimates with (7.85),
we observe that replacing the approximation z. g(e + Ng) by the simplified one, ¢, ge, results in a “one
power of €” 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 UE(%) = F;lU_lcE,ge to the exact solution U, s = F;lU_luE,g of the original problem (7.79), is
itself the solution to

482
(7.90) (A + 3T t 1) vl = S.F, R

with S¢ given by (7.29) where x stands for the characteristic function of J*. Further, estimates (7.89)
imply similar estimates for U, cf. (7.26)~(7.27):

=~ < C8€HF||L2(]R3)'

(To1)  ||ves - U < exel? | Flpaesy, and |

Us,& - Ug(?g)}

HHl(]R3) L2(R3)

Finally, as (7.29) implies (cf. (7.32) leading to (7.32)) that ||ScF — F|| -1 (rs) < em !||F|| L2(ra), it follows
that the estimates analogous to (7.91) remain valid if S; is removed in (7.90). We collect all of the above
observations to state the following theorem.

Theorem 7.18. Let U 5 solve (7.79) and, for each a € [0,00), let U, € HY(R3) solve

4
(A + §7T042 Jrl)Ua = F inR3.

Then there exists a positive constant ¢ independent of €, § and F such that

(7.92)  ||Ues — Usye < ce'?||F||pamsy, and ||Ues — Us)e < ce||F|| 2w,

HHl(]R3) ||L2(R3)

forall0 <e<1land0<§<1/2.

Remark 7.19. Notice that estimates (7.92), uniform in both € and &, hold in particular for the ‘critical
scaling’ 6 = O(e). For example, for 6 = & Theorem 7.18 states that u., the solution to the concentrated
perturbation problem

/}R3 Vu. -Vé + 7 Z/Bz(aj)ugg + /Rsusa = /RsFa’ Vo € HY(RY),

jezsd
i.e. with e-periodic inclusions of size €2 and of “density” >
estimates by ug the solution to the averaged problem

, 18 approximated with operator-type error

(=A+ p+ Du = F, inR?
where p = 4w /3. Indeed, (7.92) gives
||u8 — UOHHl(R3) < CEl/QHFHLZ(]RS), ||u8 — UOHLQ(RS) < CEHFHLQ(H@)-

We conclude this example with the proof of (H3).
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Proof. For proving (H3) it is sufficient to show that

IV + ik)ul 2oy + 5_1/ ul* > 7 (IkP* + 8)llullizq), Yu € Hp, (D), V(k,0) €0,

Bs

for some 4 > 0. Clearly, cf. e.g. (7.10) and from the triangle inequality,
N(V+Rula > Ik oy, and  [(V+Rula + Flulso > [Vulley, Vae Bl @), vk e 0",
Combining these implies 3 ||(V +ik)ul| 20y > [k| ||lul L2y + | Vul/ 220y, and so it suffices to show that

(793) ||V’LLH%2(|:|) + 5_1/ |’LL|2 2 052 ||U||%2(|:|), Yu € Hp}er(D)v ) S (0, 1/2],
B

s

with some ¢ > 0.
To prove (7.93), for u = ¢+ ug with ¢ = [;u and so [ ug = 0, using (7.86) we obtain

4 4
5_1/ lul> > —md8%c)* + 25_1Re/ ue > —mdlel? — 2¢26%/%|¢| Vull 2oy >
Bs 3 Bs 3

2 o2 36 _ 2 o0 2 2 5, 34 2
gﬂ'(s |C| — —6||VUHL2(D) = 57'('6 (|C| + ||VUHL2(D)) - 57'('6 + gé HVUHL?(D)

This implies (as 6 < 1/2) that

(0 3C 2 2
2 2 2
+ — Vu + 6 U > —7d U
(6 ) [ ||L2(D) /5| = 3 (‘/

Then, after application of the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality, one arrives at (7.93). O

+ ||V’LL|%2(D)> 5 Yu € Hl(D)

7.5 Periodic inclusions with imperfect interfaces

Here we consider a problem where the space Vp has a removable singularity at the origin but Vj is not
piece-wise constant, i.e. (H2) holds but the conditions of Remark 4.5 do not'?. Such a situation arises,
for example, in composites whose inclusions are not in perfect contact with the surrounding ‘matrix’.
Let the reference inclusion B C [ be as in Example 7.2, B. = |J, ;. (B + 2) be the set of associated
e-periodic inclusions and its complement M, := R™\ B, be the connected matrix, and let n. be the outer
unit normal to the interface I. = dB.. For 0 < ¢ < 1, consider the problem: Given F' € L?(R"), find in
the matrix and in the inclusions uj and u§ respectively, such that

(7.94) —Au] +uf = Fin M., —Auj +u5 = Fin B, Opuf = Op uj = € (uj — uj) on I,

where 0, denotes the normal derivative. This problem admits equivalent variational formulation: Find
us € W := L*(R™") N H*(M.) N H'(B.) such that

(7.95) / Vu. - Vo +/ Vu. -Vé +s/1 [ue]. [4]. +/nu€$ = /nFa, Vo € We,

where [u]. denotes the jump in u across I., i.e. [u]. := T-*u — T u where T." : H* (M) — L*(I.) and
T : H' (B.) — L? (I.) are the trace operators.

We take our usual approach and restate problem (7.95) in the form (2.4) via the transforms I'c and U
(see Example 7.1). Then uc g := UTzu.(0,-) is the solution to

e %ag (ue,0,) + by (ucyp, @) = (f, @), Vi€ H, ae.f€O,

where u. g € H = L*(0) N H),.(O\B)NH'(B), © := 0%, (f,a) := (UT.F(0,-),a) for (-,-) the standard
L?(0) inner product,
(7.96)

aglu] = / (V +i6)ul / (V +i0)ul’, and  bylu] = blu] = /BB [Tl [* + /D|u|2,

O\B

10 Another 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 0B.

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 x5 the characteristic function of the inclusion B,

(7.97)

{ soan (o) 020, [ {weH | fpplulets = fyuetrh oo
0= 0
Span (e, x5) 0 =0, {weH‘faB[w] = [pw and wazo} 0 =0.

Therefore Vy has a discontinuity at ¢ = 0 and varies with ¢ in J*\{0}. Now check that for this example
(H1)—(H6) all hold.
e Proof of (H1). Standard arguments show that there exists a constant C'z > 0 such that

2+‘/B¢—/63[¢]

Indeed, if ¢,, with b[¢,] = 1 are such that (7.98) is violated with C'g replaced by n, then ag [¢,] — 0 and
so {¢,} are bounded in H*(O\B) and H*(B). So, up to a subsequence, {¢, } converges H!-weakly and
L2-strongly to some ¢g. Then b[¢g] = 1 by the L2-compactness of the trace operators, and by the weak
lower-semicontinuity ag [¢o] = 0 so ¢g € Vp i.e. ¢ = ¢1 + caxp. On the other hand, by the compactness,
for ¢ = ¢ both other terms on the right hand side of (7.98) are zero, which implies ¢; = c2 = 0 i.e.
b[¢o] = 0 which is a contradiction.

We then show that (H1’) holds for c(u,u) = Cp |D\B] fD\B utt and C' = Cp + 1. Indeed for fixed § € ©

and w € Wy, see (7.97), [pwe®? — [ [we??] =0 and so (7.98) for ¢ = 'Yw gives

(7.99)
) < Cg <a9[w] + |D\B|/D\B |w|2>-

blw] = b[ew'yw] < Cp (ao [ew'yw] + ‘/ vy
O\B
Hence (H1') holds (as c[-] is clearly || - ||p-compact), and so (H1) holds too by Proposition 5.10.
e Proof of (H2). We set Vi, = Span (xp), and so Vj := Span (e*ie'yx()) for all 0 € © = [O*.
Then, for given Vy > v; = cre” Yy ¢ € C, set vy = cre” 2 Vyp € Vg and so [v1(y) — va(y)] <
(n'/2/2) |01 — 02| |v1(y)], y € O. Therefore, since for i = 1,2, ag, [v;] = 0 and [v;] = —v;,

2 n
HU1 - U2H92 = 01 — 92|2/ |U1|2 + / lvg — U2|2 + / lvg — U2|2 < (Z + 1) [ 92|2 ||U1H§1 )
O oB O

and so (H2) holds with L, = (n/4 + 1)*/?. Furthermore, one can naturally choose Z = Span (e) so that
(4.16) and (4.17) hold with K, = |B|/(|B| + |0B|)"/* < 1).

e Assumption (H3) follows by applying (7.99) and then (7.41), withe.g. v = (1 + Cp) ™" (nm? + |D\B|C?5)71.
e Assumption (H4) is obviously satisfied, see (7.96), with K, = 1, K,» = 0, and

(7.98) b[¢] < Cp <a0[¢] + ‘/IZI\B¢ ) , Vo e L*(O)nHY(O\B)N H'(B).

(7.100) ap(v,u) -0 = / 190~W+/190~W, and ag (v,0) 00 = |9|2/05.
O\B B 0

o Assumption (H5) trivially holds for L, = 0 since by is independent of §. Furthermore, it is clear that
(5.23) and (5.24) with K;, = n'/2/2 hold for £ defined as multiplication by e~1¢¥,

e Finally, (H6) also trivially holds with H = L?(0), dy the standard L2-inner product, & multiplication
by e~ ¥ on L?(0) and K. = n'/?/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 u. to (7.94), equivalently (7.95), ue = (L. + 1)~ ' F, where L. is the
self-adjoint operator in L?(R"), with standard inner product, which is generated by the form

Qe (u, w) = /M Vu - Vi +/B Vu - Vi +€/I [ue] [ae],

o1



with the form domain W.. We are interested in the spectrum Sp L. of L..
Upon applying the unitary rescaling I'c and the Gelfand transform U, it follows that the spectrum Sp L.
is equal to | Jycq« Le,p where L, g is the self-adjoint operator generated in L?(0) by the form

Gep (u, @) = 2 </D\B(V+ig)u.m +/

B

(V +i0)u - (V+19)a> + /BB[u] U

with the form domain H = L?(0)NH},,(O\B)NH'(B). The spectrum of L. 4 consists of countably many

per
nonnegative real eigenvalues {)\ikg }ren labelled in the increasing order accounting for their multiplicity.
The functions Es(k) 0) := /\ikg, 0 € [, are the spectral band functions of L..

In short, Theorem 6.5 provides the asymptotics of the spectral bands Eék) in terms of the eigenvalues
of Ly, which, in turn, describes the approximation of Sp L. in terms of U&E,lm* Sp (Lg — I) or, via

Corollary 6.7, by Ugew Sp (Lg — I). Finally, we have the characterisation of UgeRn SpL¢ given in
Theorem 6.8 thus completing our asymptotic analysis with error estimates for Sp £. and its spectral
band functions.

Now, we follow the above steps with more detail. First we need to specify the limit operator L¢ given by
the form (6.12). To determine the homogenised form a®, defined by (5.14), we first need the corrector
Ny =0 - 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 V5) e — (Ne)(y) =i (1 — xp)NP%(y) — iyxps where NP4 solves (7.49). As a result
a®, which is on Z fully determined by aj[e], is found, cf (7.47), to be in the form al}[e] = Agﬁmﬁ -8 where
Aggm is the perforated domain homogenised matrix given by (7.51) in Example 7.2.

Further, in this setting we have V, + Z7 = V, + Z = Hy = {c1 + coxB | c1,C2 € (C}. Putting all this
together, form (6.12) specialises to

~ _ c Ahom . 1 B
Sﬁ(cl +C2XB, C1 +C2XB) = M (2) . (?1), where M¢ = ( pd & &+ |B] )’

Co | B| |0B| + |B|

~ ~ _ C1 1 = L |B|
do(c1+ caxm, é1 4 CaxB) = D<62) (52>’ where D = <|B| |B|) "

As a result, see (6.27), the eigenvalues of L¢ are the solutions of the generalised (real-valued) eigenvalue
problem

M¢c = XNDc  for some non-trivial ¢ € R?.

Hence X are roots of the polynomial det (M — AD) = det (diag (Aggmg -E, |8B|) — (A= l)D), however
we shall determine A by using the representation (6.34) with 8\ given by (6.36)-(6.37). We note that
Vi = Vi = Span(xp), bo[xs] = |0B| + |B| and do[xp] = |B|. Therefore, the operator B (defined
in (6.22), i.e. as the operator in V, with inner product dy generated by by with form domain V) is
simply the multiplication by 1 + [0B|/|B|. Hence SpB = {1 + o}, where po := [0B|/|B|. Further,
7 = Z = Span (e), bole] = dy[e] = 1, ’Pe—e = x5, (B — AI)~! is multiplication by (1 + g — A\)~! and
P%XB = |Ble. Thus, via (6.37), do(B(N\)e, €) = A+ (A —1)*(1 4 o — A)~|B| and so (see (6.36))

(7.101) Bile] = ®(A—1), for B(u) = MOM—M(MO - |B|)).

Then, from (6.34), for each & the eigenvalues A of L are the two solutions of the dispersion relation
(7.102) APRE L& = (A1),

i.e. A—1 are the roots of quadratic polynomial p(u) = |0\ B|u? — u(Ah°m§ E+ uo) + poAeme . €. (Note
that for every £ € R", p(u) has two distinct nonnegative roots, and p(A — 1) = |B|~1det (M¢ — AD).)
Theorem 6.5, wherein consistently with our notation in the present example L. 9 = L. ¢ + I, now implies
the following for the spectral bands of L.:

52



Theorem 7.20. Let {/\ike)} be the eigenvalues of L. g and 1 < Aél) < A?) the eigenvalues of L¢,
7 ) keEN

equivalently the roots of (7.102). Then, there exists a positive constant C' independent of €, 0 and k such
that

(7.103)
k k
1/ +1) = /A5

< Ce, k=12, and ’1/(A§’fg+1)‘ < Ce, V>3, Voelr.

By direct inspection of (7.102) we can determine the behaviour of A® in ¢ Indeed, we see from (7.101)
that F' has zeros at g = 0 and p = po/(1 — |B|) = po + 1 where py = [0B|/|C\B| > 0, and blows up
(indicating at a “resonance”) at p = po. Further, F' is non-negative and strictly increases from 0 to +00
on [0, uo) and on [ug + p1, +00), and F is negative on (—oo, 0) and (o, o + p1). Therefore, as Agﬁm
is positive definite, it follows from (7.102) that Aék) are strictly increasing in || with 0 < Aél) —1 < pp
and po + p1 < A?) — 1< +o0.

Now, we can use F' to approximate Sp £.. Indeed, recalling Sp L. = (Jyce Sp (Lec,g), Theorem 6.8 for
the present ) and B gives

U Sp@e—1) = {u|F(w) =0} u{u} = {u| @) >0} = [0, po] U [po + p1, +00),
EER™

Le. (po, po+p1) is a gap in the limit collective spectrum (Jgepn Sp (g — I). Combining this with
Corollary (6.7) provides the following results on the structure of Sp L.:

Theorem 7.21. For every interval [a,b] C (—oo,00) there exists Cy, > 0, such that
d[a,b] (Sp ‘CE ) [Ovﬂo] U [MO + M1, +OO)) < CbE, VOo<e<l.

In particular, if € < u1/(2Cy) then [MO + Cpe, po + 1 — Cbe] is in a gap in the spectrum Sp L..

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 £ = Ly + I, where Ly is the operator
in L? (R™) 4+ L*(R™; Span (x5)), equipped with the standard L? (R™ x [J) inner product, generated by
the form

(7.104) Q(u+vxp, i+ 0xp) = / Agngu(ac) -Viu(z)dx + |0B| v(x) o(z) dz,
n ]R'n.

with the form domain H' (R™) + L? (R™; Span (yp)). Adjusting the derivation leading to Theorem 7.9
for the present example, we have the following result.

Theorem 7.22. For 0 < e <1 one has

< Che,

(7.105) H Lo+ D)™ — T (Lo+ 1) PL

L2(Rn)— L2(R")

where the two-scale interpolation operator I, and its adjoint ZF are given by (7.66) and (7.67) respectively,
and P : L* (R x O) — L* (R™) +L*(R™; Span (x5)) is the orthogonal projection.

Remark 7.23. Notice that, as follows from (7.104), for fo € L2 (R™ x 0O), (Lo + I)"'Pfo = u(z) +
v(z)xo(y) where (u,v) € HY(R™) x L2(R™) solve the coupled system

~div AR Va(e) + (o) + |Blote) = [ folen)dy. o e R

|Blu(z) + (|aB| + |B|)’U($) = /Bfo(ac,y)dy, r € R™

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:

diap)(SPLe, SpLo) < Che.
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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 ue € [H'(R?)]® such that

—divo.(u.) + ue = F e [L*R)]?,

where the matrix is assumed stiff but the e-periodic inclusions are stiff in compression but soft in shear.
Namely, for the stress-strain constitutive relation,

oc(ue)(@) = A(E) (divue)l + 2puc (£) e(ue), © € R?, e(u) = (Vu+ vu'),

with (-periodic Lamé coefficients of the form

)\( ) )\1(?/), ye D\Ba ( ) Ml(y)a ye D\Ba
Yy) = Hely) =
A2(y), y € B, ) 2 ua(y), y€B.
Here as before the reference inclusion set B is assumed to have Lipschitz boundary, B C (—%, %)” and

O\B is connected, and the coefficients A;, p;, ¢ = 1,2, are uniformly positive and bounded. Now,
we proceed as in the above examples, to find that u. g = UT:uc(0,-) solves (2.4) with the following

identifications: H = [HZ, ()], © = [—m,7]3, (f,@) = [ UT.F(8,y) - a(y) dy, and

per
(7.107) aglu] = / ()\1|divu+it9~u‘2+2u1‘e(u)+19®u‘2) + //\2|divu+it9~u2,
O\B B
(7.108) bolu] = /2u2|e(u)+19®u}2 +/|u|2, bou=10utub).
B O

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 : [Hl(D\Bﬂ3 — [Hl(D)]3 with the following
properties: Eulo\p = u, ||EU||[H1(|:I)]3 < C’EHUH[Hl(D\B)]s, and

(7.109) /D\e(EU)!2 < C%/D\B\e(u)\g,

for some constant Cr > 0 independent of u.

Proof. For fixed u € [Hl(D\B)}3 let Ru = ¢+ d x y be the [H'(O\B)]3-projection of u onto the
subspace R = {E +dxy |é, de (C?’} of rigid body motions of [\ B (so in particular ||Rullig: o gy <

[wll {1 (o0 By2)- Recall Korn inequality in the following form:

(7.110) Ju = Ruf| < Ck e

O\B))? u) H[B(D\B)P“

for some C > 0 independent of u. Let P : [H'(T\B)]* — [H'(B)]? be the standard Sobolev extension
(applied component-wise), i.e. Pu = u in [J\B and there exists Cp > 0 such that

3

We construct E as follows: Fu := Ru + P(u — Ru), where Ru = ¢+ d x y for all y € 0. As R is
finite-dimensional and a direct sum of ‘translational’ (d = 0) and ‘rotational’ (¢ = 0) subspaces, one can
see that ci || Rull (g oy < [el* +1d* < col|[Rul| (g1 (0 5y With positive constants ¢; and ¢ independent of
u. It is then straightforward to check via (7.111) and (7.110) that all the stated properties of £ hold. [
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Now, the above uniform positivity assumptions on the Lamé coefficients imply that

aglu] > C (/ ’divu—l—i@-u’Q + / le(u) + i9®u’2> , Vuc€l[H),. (D),
o O\B
for some positive constant C'. Next, by Proposition 7.24, and arguing as in (7.41), we obtain
[ olewrivouf = [ je@m)? = o [ fe(g @) 2 562 [ 9B
O\B O\B O 2 O
> Lo |9|2/ B () [P > 1oy |9|2/ lul2,
2 O 2 O\B

where the second inequality follows e.g. from integration by parts and the O-periodicity of u. Conse-
quently, one has

1
(7.112) aglu] > C (/ ’divu—l—i@-u’Q + 5052 |9|2/ |u|2> , Yue [H;eT(D)}g.
o O\B
Thus, from (7.107) and (7.112), the space Vp is

- {veHB)" | divo+if-v=0in B}, 0 #0,
7.113 Vo=

per

{’UE [H} (D)]3 ‘vconstant in O\B anddivv:OinB}, 6=0.

As before, we regard H{(B) as a subspace of H;eT(D) by extending by zero into (J\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 : [H'(OJ)] ° [Hl(Dﬂ3 and a positive constant Cyy
such that

(1) Mu=winO\B;
(#i) divMu=divu in B;

. 3
(iid) IMulp e < Cur (Il ammys + le@IE o myes + Idivalegg ), vue [H(O).

Proof. 1t is well know that the divergence operator div : [Hg(B)]* — L§(B) := {f € [L*(B)]*| [5 f =0}
is surjective, see for example [39, Chapter 1, Section 2.1]. Moreover,

there exists a linear map U : L3(B) — [H{ (B)]? such that for each f € L3(B)

7.114
( ) {div Uf=f and |[Uflligrsype < Csllflli2@gy  for some Cp > 0 independent of f.

Let us now construct M. For fixed u € [Hl(D)]g, u— Pu € [H}(B)]? for P as in (7.111) and so
div(u — Pu) € L(B). Now let f = div(u — Pu) and set Mu = Uf + Pu (where Uf is continuously
extended by zero into [J\ B). Now, the desired properties (i) and (ii) immediately follow by construction.
For property (iii), via (7.111) and (7.114) we obtain obtain

[Mulligr s < IPullioye + 10Uy < Cpllulligy sy + Cr lldiv(u — Pu)| r2(s)
Cp (1 + \/503) el sy + Cs lIdival 2,

IN

and then (iii) follows from this last inequality and Korn’s second inequality in O\ B. O

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).
e Proof of (H1). We argue that (H1’) holds with c[w] chosen as a constant times [, ; [w[* (which is

|| - [[o-compact via Korn inequality). Indeed, for given u € [H ! (D)} 3, it follows by properties of M that

per
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vi=u—e 0YM (V) belongs to V. Hence, for any w € Wy and v chosen as above for u = w, we have
lwlle < [Jlw —v|lp and arguing similarly to (7.43) we readily see via Proposition 7.25 that (H1’) holds.
e Proof of (H2). Tt is straightforward to show that (H2) holds for

(7.115) Vi o= {UE [HY(B)]® | dive+i0-v=0in B}.

Indeed, for each vy € Vg’; it is sufficient to consider vy = l(01702)v ), Vg’;
e Proof of (H3) follows from combining (H1’) where c[w] = ka\B |w|? with some k > 0, and (7.112).
e Proof of (H4). This is immediate in the present setting with

ag(v,u) -0 = / Aif-v divau —|—/ 2110 © v :e(u) —i—/AgiG-vdivu
O\B O\B B

and

ag(v,0)0 -0 = / A6 - v +/ 21110 ® v +/)\2|9~v|2.
O\B O\B B

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{, (4.16) clearly holds, and (4.17) holds with
KZ =0:

(7.116) (va,2)y = bo (vs,2) = / Ve-z =0, Vo, eV, VzeZ

B
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

ag(z,,%) = AgomZQG : 200, Vz,3€Z VHeR?,

where Agom is the homogenised tensor for the natural analogue of perforated elastic domain for the
present example. Namely, Agom correspond to the periodic matrix-inclusion composite with A = A; and
1 = pq in the matrix 0\ B, and with A = Ay but zero shear modulus g = 0 in the inclusion B.
e The proof of (H5) is immediate from (7.108), and (H6) holds for H = [LQ(D)]B, dp the standard
(6-independent) [L?(0J)] inner product and & multiplication by e~1%. 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, +00).
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

lueo = (=4 € ¥0)| oy < Cig” e IUTF @2y

where z+v € Z + V, = Vj solves (5.26). Therefore, exploiting as in the earlier examples the L?-unitarity
of the scaling and Gelfand transforms, one has

1/2
[ue = (e +ve) H[Lz(RS)P < i LA FZTESH

where u, = F;lU_lz and v, = F;lU_le_i‘g‘yv. Let us determine the problems that u. and v. solve.
First note, see (7.116), that V, and Z are orthogonal with respect to by and so problem (5.26) decouples.
Thus, z € Z solves

€

(7.117) A0 208 + 2.2 = (ULF(0,-),2)2myp, VZEZ,
and v € V, solves

(7.118) /BQ,M(U):% + /Bu-5 = /Beie'yUI‘EF(G,y)-@dy, Vi € V.

Now, similarly to Example 7.1, we take the inverse Gelfand and scaling transforms in (7.117) to find that
u. € [Hl(Rg’ﬂ3 solves, cf. (7.28),

—divop(u.) + u. = S.F inR? Jo(u):Agome(u),
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for the smoothing operator S = F~ x( )]-' where y is the characteristic function of [J*. Furthermore,
as we saw in Example 7.1, cf (7.31), one can remove S. for F' € [L?(R?)]3. Namely, one has

[[ue _UOH[L2(]R3)]3 < en 0llFllizaeayp
where ug € [H'(R?)]? solves
(7.119) —divog(ug) + up = F inR3,

and o > 0 is a strong elhptlclty constant of Agom (i.e. Ahomz O&:20E& >tz €], V2, & € C).
Let us now turn to v.. By (7. 118) and the propertles of the Gelfand transform we conclude that
ve belongs to V. = {u € [H1 (R3) ] |u=0in R*\B; and divu =0 in Ba}, B: = Upmezz (B +m).

Moreover, from (7.118) we readily deduce that v, solves
(7.120) 52/ 2110 (£) e(ve) : e(d) +/ V.- :/ F.5 YoeV,,
B. Be Be

which is nothing but a collection of Stokes problems on each inclusion e(B + m) of B.. In general, v, is
not negligible and the solution u. to (7.106) is approximated up to leading order by ug + v.. However, if
F' does not rapidly vary over F§ (for simplicity if | F||(z1(rs)s is bounded) we can see that v. is ¢ small

in L?-norm. Indeed as, cf. (7.116), [ (B+m) ¥ = 0 for each m, one has

1
IVellaaecampe < |17 - W/E(B+m)FH[L2(E(B+m))]3 < €O [V Nl emmpes

where C'p is the Poincaré-Wirtinger constant for B.
Putting all this together gives the following approximation results.

Theorem 7.26. For F € [LQ(Rg)}B, the solution us to (7.106), the solution ug to the classical ho-
mogenised system (7.119) and the solution v. to the inclusion Stokes problems (7.120) satisfy the esti-
mate

[ue = (uo + ve) H[Lz(RS)]3 < eC FH[Lz(RS)]B'
for the constant C' = 01/2 + 7y that is independent of € and F. If additionally F € [Hl(R3)}3, then
[ue = uo H[L2(]R3)]3 = ECHFH [H!(R?)]?

with C' = 01162 + 7Yy + Cp independent of € and F.

7.7 Schrodinger equation with a ‘strong’ periodic magnetic field

Up until now, in the examples, the space Vp has either been continuous in 6 or possessed an isolated
discontinuity at the origin & = 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 -space.

For a given periodic magnetic field A : C}.[0,1] — R, fo y) dy ¢ 277, a uniformly positive periodic
potential V' € Lg?,(0,1) and F € L*(R) we consider the solut1on ue to the one-dimensional Magnetic-

Schrodinger equation
d i zy \° T
- ———A(—) ug—i-V(—)u8 = F, r eR,
dx e \¢ €

with small parameter 0 < € < 1. After the spatial rescaling I'. and the Gelfand transform U, we find
that u. g := Ul u.(6,) is the [0, 1]-periodic solution to

d 2
2 <d_y +i9 — jA(y)> e + V(y)uey = UTLF(0,:), ae 0€0O=][-mmn]
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The variational formulation of this problem is of type (2.4) for H = H},_,(0,1), (f, @) = fol UT.F(0,y)u(y)dy,

per
and

ag[u] /01

Upon observing that

w0 +i0u) ~iAG) [ bl = il = [ VO ue 0.0,

aglu] = /O1 d% (u(y) exp [iey — i/oy A(y’)dy’])

{0} 0 + 0,
{c exp [— i(@oy—nyA(y’)dy')} ‘ cE(C} 0 = 0o,

2
dy,

we can readily see that
‘/'9 =

where 0y € (—m,7]\{0} equals fol A(y)dy up to an integer multiple of 2w. That is, Vp is piecewise
constant with isolated discontinuity at the point 6y determined by the mean value of the magnetic field
A. Clearly, 6, can take any value in ©. 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 ag on the Floquet-Bloch parameter 6 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 u. € H'(R) be the solution to one-dimensional problem

(7.121)

/A (L)ulw + E_Q/RD (2) (ue(z +e) —ue(a)) (a(x +e) — a(x)) dz + /]Rugﬁ = /RFE,

R

Vi € H'(R),

for given ' € L?*(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 @(z) = u(z + ¢) one has UT.a(0,y) = e?UT.u(f,y). As a result, we determine that
ucg = UT.uc(0,-) € Hp,(O) solves a problem of the form (2.4) for H = H,_.(0), O = [0,1],

O = [-m, 7], (f,u) = [UL-F(0,y) u(y) dy, with the sesquilinear forms

ag(u, @) = /A(y)(@/(y)ﬂL 10u(y)) (@ (y) + i0a(y)) dy +/ D(y)|1 - &) uly) aly) dy,
(7.122) = =

and  bg(u, ) = /Du(y)ﬂ(y)dy

Here, as in the classical homogenisation Example 7.1, we have

{O}a 0 7& 0, ngr(D)v 0 # 0,
Vo = Wy = 1 1 ’
Span(e), 6 =0, Hypo:={ueH), (D) | [qu=0}, 6=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 — €' = —i6 4+ O(6?) as
0 — 0, it is clear that (H4) holds with the forms

agp(v,u) -0 = i/ Abvu/, ag(v,0)0 -0 = |9|2/ Avd + |9|2/ Dvd, v,0€Vy, u€ Hpy, (O).
O O O
As a result, Theorem 5.6 is applicable. Arguing again as in Example 7.1, since ao(u, ) = [ Au/ a

we readily verify that for the corrector Ny defined by (7.16), Nge = 16N where N is the solution to the
classical corrector problem (7.18) (for n = 1), and applying (7.15)

atlel = (A7) + (D)) I, ¢eRr,
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where (h) := fl:l h(y) dy. Following further the pattern of Example 7.1, we observe that the solution
ue to the original problem (7.121) is approximated in terms of the following homogenised problem, cf.
(7.30):

— (<A71>_1 + (D}) '+ 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 S. in the analogue
of (7.33). (This follows from noticing that in the present one-dimensional case N'(y) is bounded, and then

establishing the L2-smallness of N’(z/¢)( (8- —I)u)/(x) via an argument similar to (7.32).) Consequently,
the following estimates are satisfied:

’us — (u + EN(;)U’)

with some constant C' independent of € and F.

= ECHFHLQ(]R)’ and [ ue — = ECHFHLQ(]R)’

u ||L2(]R)

e

7.9 A difference equation !!

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
us € L?(R) be the solution to the difference equation

(7.123) E*Q/RD(g) (ue(z +€) — ue(w)) (a(x +¢) — a(z)) dz + /Rugi = /RFE, Vi € L*(R),

for given F' € L*(R) and D € L:%,(0,1) satisfying
D(y) = m, VyeR,
with some positive constant m. Arguing as in the last example we arrive at a problem of the form (2.4):

(7.124) e %ag (ucp, @) + bo(ucp, @) = (f,a), Vi€ H,

for H = L*(0), O0=[0,1], © = [-m,7], (f,a) = [fUT-F(0,y) u(y) dy, with the sesquilinear forms

ol @) = [ Dl —e”

2u(y) iy dy = 4sin(6/2) /D D(y)uly) 7(g) dy,

and  bp(u, @) = /Du(y)@dy

Hence we have

0}, 040, L2(0), 6+#0,
o[ ez b { 1O 07
L*(0O), 6=0, {0}, 6=0.
Obviously (H1) holds, with for example vy = 4;11’11 sin?(0/2) for § # 0 and vy any positive number.

Further (H2) trivially holds with V, = {0}, and so Z = L*(0J). Elementary estimates then show that
(H3) holds with v = as well as (H4) holds with

4m
72 (4m+1)>
ag (u,u) -0 = 0, ag(u, )0 -0 = |9|2/ Dui, wu,a e L*0).
O

As a result, Ny is zero (since Wy = 0) and Theorem 5.6 is applicable with

ab(22) = o / D) =) 5@) dy, Ve, 2 € LA(0).
[}

" The authors are grateful to Prof. Igor Velcié (University of Zagreb) for bringing this example to their attention
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Notice next that (H5) is obviously valid, since bg does not depend on 6. Moreover, as V¥ = V, = {0}
are trivial so are & : V, — V,*, 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 % = L?(0), dg(u, @) = [qu@ and g = UT.F(6,-). 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 7, and therefore there
is no compactness of the embedding. Nevertheless hypothesis (H6) trivially holds with £ 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) | s - La

< Ce 0O<e<l, VOe€[-mmn],
L2@)—L2(0)

where L. g is the self-adjoint operator in L?*(J), generated by the form on the left hand side of (7.124)
and L¢ is the self-adjoint operator generated by the form

€ [ Doy + [ )Ty xzelf0) cer

The simplification in (7.125) compared to Theorem 6.4 is due to the facts that & is chosen the identity
operator, and Ho := Vy = L?(00) (and therefore the projector appearing in Theorem 6.4 is also the
identity operator).

Now Theorem 6.10 takes the form!?

|e2s = (e B 0) |

< Ce, for a.e. 0 € [—m,x].
L2(O0)—L2(0O)

Here BXL™!'B. is a self-adjoint operator in L? (R; LQ(D)) decomposable into a direct integral in 6, the
bivariate (two-scale) limit operator £ is an unbounded self-adjoint operator in L? (R x [J) generated by
the form

(7.126) //D )a—ﬂ(z y) dy dx +// u(z,y) u(x,y) dy de, u, i€ H (R; L*(0)) ;

B. : L*(©;L*0)) — L?*(R;L*(0)) is the composition B, := I'Z7'F~1x and x : L*(0; L*(0)) —
L? (]R . L2 (D)) is the operator of extension by zero outside ©. 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 L. in L?(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 <e <1 one has

(7.127) Hﬁgl - «78*571«78“1:2(RHL2(R) < Ce

for some positive constant C independent of . Here J. : L*(R) — L?(R x O), 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) J.:= B.UT. = TZ'FI\UT.,

which is an L?-isometry and the continuous extension of

(7.129) JF(z,y) = Z F(ey+em) Sinc (g —m— y) ;

meZ

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 V and Ho, 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 = Vo = Ho = H, bo = do
and any basis in Vp will serve the purpose.
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JX L*(R x O) — L3(R) is the adjoint of J. given by J* =T71UIB: = T71U 1 x* FT'., which is the

continuous extension of

(7.130) Jru(xr) = e* /Ru(s,{g}) Sinc (g — z) ds.

Moreover,
(7.131) TT. =1, and T.J! = Se,
where S is the smoothing operator given by (7.69) (applied to the first variable), and S. — I strongly.

Remark 7.28. The key properties of J. are already encoded in its operator representation (7.128). For
sufficiently regular G € L*(R x O), let R. denote the mapping G(z,y) — G(z,{x/c}). We observe from
the inversion formula (7.4) for Gelfand transform that U~' = Ry F~1x which implies Ry F~1xU = I.
Next, since 1Ry = R.I'Z1, in combination with (7.128) this yields

e
(7.132) R.T. = I,

i.e. (for sufficiently reqular F € L*(R)) J.F (z,{x/c}) = F(x) which is a two-scale interpolation property
of Je: if x has “phase” y i.e. x =¢el+y forl € Z and y € O, then simply jEF(:L', y) = F(x). Further,
combining (7.132) with the second identity in (7.131), one obtains J = R.S.. Applying J. to both sides
and then using (7.131) again results in J.R.S. = S-, which recovers the two-scale Whittaker-Shannon
sampling theorem. Namely, if F.(x) = ®(z, v/¢) (so F. = R.®) where ®(x,y) € L* (R x O) is O-
periodic in y and for every y its Fourier transform in x is supported within a bounded segment [—R, R],
¢f. Remark 7.10, then for e < w/R simply J-F.(z) = ®(x,y).

This allows a particularly simple specialisation of estimate (7.127) for such a class of two-scale right
hand sides F.(x) = ®(x, x/¢). Indeed, as L~1 commutes with S., for the solution uw = L~1® of the
two-scale limit problem Jru(z) = u(z, x/e). As a result, for the ezact solution u. = LZ'F., (7.127)
yields

Hus - U(SC, %) ||L2(]R) < C€||q) (:L', %)HLQ(R)’

with a constant C' independent of € and ®.

We finally notice that Theorem 7.27 remains valid if we replace J. by I. 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
e which corresponds to the choice of E in Section 7.2. In the present example we were able to choose
Ey to be identity, however we could choose it to be multiplication by e~ as well, thus arriving at (7.127)
with I instead of J.. Notice however that, for the present example, the two resulting approximations
coincide. Indeed, e.g. comparing (7.129) and (7.66), we observe that I.F(x,y) = J-F(x + €y,y).
Similarly, from (7.130) and (7.67), for 4(z,y) = u(z + ey,y) one has Ju(x) = Zru(x). Further, it
follows from (7.126) that L= commutes with the x-variable shift operation © — = + ey. Combining
these implies T:L71T. = J*L71J.. We remind that in Section 7.2 form be in (7.39) was genuinely
0-dependent and so we could not have taken Eg to be the identity operator. This illustrates that our choice
of the interpolation operator Z. appears more generic for some wide class of periodic problems.

Appendix A

We prove here Lemma 5.7, i.e. the existence of & 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 Eg : Vi, — V§ such that

(A.l) bg(ggv*,ggf)*) = bo(’U*, f)*), Vg, Ux € Vi
and there exists a constant K,; > 0 such that
(A2) 1€0vs — villo < K3l0|[|vsllo,  Vou € Vi,

Notice that combining (H5) with (A.2) implies (5.24) and (5.25) (for K = Ly + KK}).
Before proving this proposition, let us first demonstrate that under (H2) the subspace Vg, is isomorphic
to V9*2 when 6; and 65 are close.
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Proposition A.2. Assume (H2). Then, for 61,02 € ©, P(01,02) : Vg, — V., given by v Pyx v, is a
bijection when KL,|0; —02] < 1.

Proof. Fix 61,02 € ©, KL,|0; — 62| < 1, and v; € Vj. By (4.15) and (2.1) we have ||PW9*2U1H92 <
KL*|91 — 92| ||’U1H92 and so

(A.3) 1Pvg vl = ol = 1Pwgillf, = (1= (KLuoy = 62])*) flenll3,-

This implies P(6;,0,) is injective and has a closed range. It remains to prove that Pve*2 Vg, is not a
proper subset of V. Suppose there exists 0 # v € Vi such that v is orthogonal to Py, Vi with respect
2

to (v, )p,. Then, (v, PV(;1 v) = (v, PV(;2 PVQ*1 v) = (. Consequently, we compute

92 92

0], = (v, Pygv)y, + (0. Pwg v),, = (v, Pwg v),, < llvlle,ll Py vlle, < KLij01 = 02l]v]7,,

where we have used (2.1) and (4.15) in the last inequality. This leads to the contradiction ||v||g, = 0 for
KL,|01 — 6] < 1. Hence PVJZVG*l = V- O

Proof of Proposition A.1. As H is separable, the dimension (i.e. any basis) of Vj* is at most countable.
Moreover, it follows from Proposition A.2 that the dimension of V" is independent of # for close enough
01 and 6. Since O is assumed connected, V;* and V, are isomorphic for any ¢ € ©, and in particular one
can always find a & which satisfies (A.1). Moreover it is clear that, for any such &, and for any chosen
r >0 (A.2) holds for |§] > r > 0 (with K] replaced by (1 + K)/r). As such, we need only establishing
(A.2) for the case KL,|f] < 1/+/2, for which we construct below & in a particular way.

Consider the Hilbert spaces (Vi,bo) and (Vj,by), and let Qg : (Vj,bg) — (Vi,bo) be the inverse of
P(0,6), which is bounded (see (A.3)), and let Qj : (Vi,bo) — (Vj,bg) be the adjoint of Qg. Noticing
that Q;Qo : (V5 bs) — (Vj,bg) is bounded, self-adjoint and non-negative, set & = (Q;Qg)l/QP(O,G)
and note that (A.1) holds:

be(gev*,geﬁ*) = (591)*,5017*)0 = ((Q;Q9)1/2P(079)v*a (QzQe)l/QP(O’e)f}*)O =

((Q§Q9>P(O,9)’U*, P(Oa9>6*)9 = (QOP(Oa9>'U*7 QOP(Oa9>'D*)O = (0*7’[)*)0 = bO(v*,’D*)'

Let us prove (A.2). For arbitrary v, € Vi, vg € Vp, recall that |Jvg||3 = ba[ve], ||vs|lz = bo[vs]. Now,
since (Q3Qg)"/? is non-negative on (V;*,bg) one has |jvgls < ||(I + (Q5Q0s)"/?)vg|le, which (upon setting
vp = Pyyv, — Epvy) gives

1Py v, = Egvallo < (I +(Q5Q0)"*) (Pyzva = Eovs) llo = (I = Q5Q0) Prz villo = || Py v — Qpvwllo, Vou € Vi
Combining the above inequality with (4.15) gives

(Ad)  loe = Eovillo = |1Pwyvs + (Pyyvs — Egv) llo < L0 lvallo + || Pvp v — Qpuslle,  Vou € Vi

It remains to estimate the difference Py — @ on V.. For this note that, for any vy € V',

bo (P vs — Qpve, vg) = bo(vs,v9) — bo (v4, Qovp)
= bg (v, v9 — Qova) + bo (vs, Qova) — bo (vs, Qova), Vvi € Vi, Yug € VY.

To estimate the first term on the right, we use Pvg*Qg’Ug = vp implying Qevg — vg = PWe* Qovp, and
(4.15). To bound the difference of the remaining two terms we use (H5). Hence, one has

|bo(Pysve — Qpve, v9)| < (K2Ly + L) 0] [[v.]lol|Qovalla, Vus € Vi, Yog € Vi
Now the above inequality and the bound ||Qevglls < v2||velle (see (A.3) for KL,|0] < 1/v/2) give
HPVG*U* - Q;U*HG < \/5 (K2L* + Lb) |9| HU*H07 Y, € V*;

which along with (A.4) implies (A.2) with K] = v2 (K2L, + Ly). O
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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 L?(R™;H) =: H consists of all (Lebesgue measure zero equivalence classes of ) weakly-measurable!?
maps u : R" — , such that [[ul|f = [p. [[u(£)]?d¢ < oo. The latter defines the norm [ju|m in H. With
associated inner product

i = [ (ule). ) de,

H is known to become a (separable) Hilbert space. Similarly are defined L?(0;H) for any measurable
© C R", 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 L?(R™;H,).
Proposition B.1. D := L? (R™; V) +L? (R™, (£)2d¢; Z) is dense in Hy := L*(R™; Ho).

Proof. Let us show first that Vo := L?(R™; V), where Vi = V,+Z is regarded as Hilbert space with
inner product by, is dense in Hy. Recall that both Vy and Hy = V; are separable, and V{ is compactly
embedded into Hy. Let )\gk)’ k=1,2,..., be the eigenvalues of L, i.e. of L¢ for £ =0, cf. Corollary 6.7.
Since the domain of Ly is in Vp, the associated eigenfunctions 1*) € Vi € Ho, k = 1,2, ..., can be chosen
to form an orthogonal basis in both Vy and Ho. Let w € Hy. Then, decomposing along this basis, for
a.e. £ €R™ u(é) =312, k(€)™ Considering the truncated sums, u™¥ (£) := Zgﬂ e (©)v®) | clearly
uN = w in Ho. On the other hand, since by (™, 1) = 6,0 dy [p®)], uN € Vy for any finite N.
(0gr = 11if k=1 and & = 0 if k # [ is Kroneker symbol.) Hence V is dense in H.

Next we argue that L2 (R”, (€)2d¢; VO) is in turn dense in V. To see this, given u € Vg with associated
u(€) € Vp for ae. &, we construct uN by setting uV(€) := xp, (§)u(€), where x5, is the characteristic
function of ball of radius N in R™ centered at the origin. It is easy to check that u™ € L? (R™, (£)2d&; Vo)
and u" — u in Vg as N — oo, hence the stated density.

Combining the above two density statements, we conclude that L? (R", (€)2d¢; Vb) is dense in Hy. Finally,
it remains to observe that L? (R™, (£)2d¢; Vo) is a subset of L? (R™; V,) +L* (R", (€)2d¢; Z). Hence the
latter is dense in Hy, as required. O

Proposition B.2. The form A defined by the left-hand side of (6.42) with domain D is closed.

Proof. Let {um}e_; C D, um(&) = vn(§) + zm(€), be a Cauchy sequence with respect to A, i.e.
A [ty —w] — 0 as m,l — oo. It follows from (5.16) and (4.21) that

Al =] = v [ 16 [en(©=2(@)E + (1= K2) [ (bolm(©=2(0)] + bofon(©—u(e)]) de.

n

The above implies that {v, } and {z,, } are Cauchy sequences in, respectively, L? (R™; V) and L? (R", (£)*; Z).
It follows from the basic theory of Bochner spaces that both of these spaces are complete, and hence
there exist v € L2 (R™;V,) and z € L? (R", (£)%; Z) such that

[ {1 b0lm@ = 20)] + tolom(© —u(@)] } ¢~ o

For u := v 4 z € D this clearly implies that A [u,, — u] — 0, which completes the proof. O

Proposition B.3. Let h € L? (0;Ho) and regard it as an element of L* (R™;Ho) by setting h(0) = 0
for 0 ¢ ©. Let 0 < e <1 and set £ = 0/e. Then, for a.e. & € R", the unique solutions v(§) + z(&) to
(6.42) and (6.39) coincide.

Bie Vo€ H,R* € (u(f)7 ﬂ) € C is Lebesgue measurable
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Proof. Let v+ z € D be the solution to (6.42). Let 9; + z; € V,+Z, j = 1,2,..., form a dense set in
(Vit+Z, bo). For any j, consider arbitrary ¢(¢) € C§° (R") and set 9(€) = 9;0(£) and Z(£) = Z;0(¢).
Then from (6.42)

(B.1) / [a*g(z(g),zj)+b0(v(§)+z(§), U +%) — do(h(sg),f)ijEj)} p(€)d¢ = 0, Ve Cg®(R"),

Because of the density of C§° (R™), the square bracket in (B.1) must vanish for a.e. £ € R™, for all j > 1.
Finally, because of the density of {v; + z;} in V,+Z (and hence also in Hy), the above square bracket
must vanish for a.e. £ € R™ for all ¥ + Z € 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). O

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 (Ho,dp) be a complex Hilbert space and L be a self-adjoint operator in Bochner
space Hy := L? (R"; 7-[0). Let L¢, £ € R™, be a family of self-adjoint operators in Hy with their spectra
(say) contained in [1,+00) and which are weakly-measurable!? in £. We say that L is a direct integral
of L¢ over £ € R, denoted L = fﬂgi L¢ d€, and L¢ are fibers of L, if

(i) v € Hp is in the domain domL of L, if and only if u({) € domL¢ for ae. & € R™ and
f]Rn do [Lgu(f)] dé < +oo;

(ii) Yu € domL, (Lu)(§) = L¢(u(€)), forae. €R™

Proposition B.5. For L¢, £ € R", and L as defined in Sections 6.3 and 6.5 respectively,

©® 57
IL:/ Ledé, and L1 :/ L' dé.

n

Proof. First, L, are weakly-measurable as for any g € Ho, do {Lglg} is continuous in . As a brief

sketch for proving the latter, consider &£;,&> € R™ with associated u; = nglg, j = 1,2. Then, via
(6.12), S¢, (uj,ur —ug) = do(g,u1 — u2), j = 1,2. Hence, subtracting, S¢, [u1 — ua] = S¢, (u2, u1 — uz) —
Se, (u2,u1 —uz). When & — &1, the latter difference form becomes small, see (6.12). Hence, via standard
arguments, dolu; — ug] < Se [ur —uz] — 0 as §&o — &, as required. The rest of the proof essentially
follows that of Proposition B.3. By definition, v 4+ z € D is in dom L if there exists H € Hy such that

(B.2) Alv+2z, 0+ 3) :/ do(H(&), o+ 2)dE, Vo+ZzeD,

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. £ € R", Vo +2 € V,+Z, S¢ (v(f) +2(8), 0+ 2) =dy (H(f), U+ 2) where the form
Se is given by (6.12). The latter implies both conditions in Definition B.4, so L is the direct integral of
Le. For the inverses, condition () in Definition B.4 trivially follows from the well-posedness of (6.42).
Also, if H € Hp and u = L™'H then (ii) implies Lgl(H(«f)) =u(¢) = (L7'H)(€) for a.e. £ € R, as
required. O

Fourier transform JF is known to be a well-defined unitary operator in a Bochner space L? (R™;H),
together with its inverse F~1:

Definition B.6. Given u € L? (R";H) =: H, Fu =: @ and F'u =: @ are such elements of H that,
respectively for a.e. £ € R" and a.e. x € R",
(B.3)

(@(f),ﬂ) = (2#)_"/2/ e_im‘f(u(x),a)dx, (ﬂ(ac),ﬂ) = (2#)_"/2/ eim‘f(u(f),ﬂ)dzﬁ, Vi € H.

n n

[The above integrals denote conventional (inverse) Fourier transforms in L? (R™) 2 (u(-),a) =: g, i.e.
by first defining the integrals for g € L? (R™) N L' (R") and then extending by continuity.] Given u,

Mie. Vg, @ € Ho, £ do (]Lglg,ﬂ> is Lebesgue-measurable as a map from R™ to C
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the above 4 and @ are (uniquely) well-defined. Indeed, e.g. for 4, for a.e. 2 decompose u(z) along

an orthonormal basis ¢/, j = 1,2, ..., in H: u(x) = Y22, ¢j(x)e! where ¢; = (u(-),e?) € L* (R") and

lullf; = 2272, l¢jl172@ny < 0o. Then (B.3) for @ = e’ implies 4(§) = 3272, ¢;(€)e’, where ¢; € L (R")
is the conventional Fourier transform of ¢;. Then (B.3) is held for arbitrary @ € H by linearity and
continuity, and Plancherel theorem for ¢; and the orthogonality imply the unitarity of F and F~:

(B.4) (u, @)y = (Fu, Fi)y = (F'u, F7'a)y, Vu,0eH.

H’

Bochner Sobolev space H! (R™;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 € L? (R";H) has a (first order) L?—generalised derivative Op,u €
L2 (R™H), j=1,2,...,n, if for all ¢ € C§° (R™) and all & € H,

/n (u(z), @) Oy, p(z)dz = — /n (0z,u(z), 1) ¢(z) da.

H' (R™;H) is the space of all u € L? (R™; H) having all the first-order L?—generalised derivatives.

It is known that H! (R™;H) is a separable Hilbert space with inner product
(u, Q)Hl(Rn;H) = / {(u(m),d(m)) + Z (azju(ac) , amja(x)) } dz.
n =

Finally, v € H'(R";H) if and only if v € L?(R";H) and Fu € L? (R”, (€)2d¢; H), with obvious

definition of the latter weighted Bochner space. For u € H! (R";H), the gradient Vu € (L2 (R™; H))
is defined in a standard way, and (in the component-wise sense) F(Vu)(§) = i€ F(u)(§).
Lemma B.8. Form Q on domain D determines a self-adjoint operator L in Hilbert space Hy =

L? (R™;Ho), Ho = (Vo, do), Vo = Vi+Z. In fact, L = F 'L F, where F is the Fourier transform
m Ho.

Proof. Since F is a unitary operator in Hy, see (B.4), it suffices to show that D =F'D and
(B.5) Qu+v,a+d) = A(F '(u+tv), F ' (a+7)), Yu+tv,i+0eD,

where A is the form on the left-hand side of (6.42). First notice that by properties of the Fourier transform
D = F~'D. 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, Vv + z, o + Z € Vg := L? (R™; (Vo, bo)), Vo = Va+Z,

(B.6) / b(v(&) +2(), B(E) +2(8)) d¢ = / b(F to(z) + F'2(z), F'o(z) + F'2(z)) du,

for b = by and b = a?k, j,k=1,..,n. (For b = a?k one has to set in (B.6) v =0 =0.)

1. Aiming at (B.6) for b = by, regard Vy as a Bochner space in its own and let F;, be the corresponding
Fourier transform according to Definition B.6. By the unitarity of F;, we immediately have

/ bo(v(&) + 2(8), 7(§) + 2(9)) dg = / Cbo(Fy e + B (), By (@) + Fy A () da

So it remains to show that Fpv = Fu, Vv € Vy. From (6.2), by the Riesz theorem for Hilbert space
Vo := (Vo,bo), there exists a linear map T : Vy — V; such that do(v,9) = bo(Tv,0) = bo(v, T*0),
Yu,v € Vi, where T* is the adjoint of T in Vy. (T is a bounded operator in 1y, as follows e.g. from
setting above ¥ = Tv and using (6.2)). Notice that formula (B.3) of Definition B.6 states that, for a.e.
&, (Fu(€),u) = Fe(u(-), @) (&) where F, is the conventional Fourier transform in L? (R"). So, for any
v e Vg CHyand v € Vy C Hy, for a.e. &,

do (Fv(£),v") = Fedo(v(-),v") (€) = Febo (v(:), T*v") (&) = b (Fpv(€), T*V") = do(Fpv(§),v"), V' € V.
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As Vj is dense in Hy, the latter implies Fpv = Fo for a.e. £, as required.

2. To prove (B.6) for b = a?k for any fixed 1 < j, k < n, we notice first that the form a?k is bounded in
terms of by. Namely, with some constant C' > 0,

(B.7) |a%.(2,2)] < Chy*l2]0y%12], V2 Ze 2.

(This follows e.g. from (6.41), (H4) and (5.11).) Therefore, by the Riesz theorem for Z := (Z,by),
there exists a bounded linear map Tji, : £ — Z such that a” k(z Z) = bo(Tjrz, %), V2,2 € Z. Let now

2,2 € Z:= L? (R"; Z). Then, using the boundedness of a]k and T, the isometry of 73, and the above
established identity Fpz = Fz, Vz € Z C Vo C H,

®8) [ i@ r@)dr = [ bo(@uee). @) de = [ b (F @), F29) de

Notice that Fz(§) = Fpz(§) € Z for a.e. £ (as immediately follows from (B.3)). We next show that,
for a.e. &, F (Tjrz) (&) = Tjr (Fz(§)). Formula (B.3) of Definition B.6 applied for F3, v = Tz, and
arbitrary 2’ € Z for @ implies bo(FpTj,2(€), 2") = Febo(Tjnz(+),2')(§). Then, with T’ denoting the
adjoint of T}, in Z, and applying (B.3) agam we obtain:

(B.9) bo(FTjrz(€),2") = Febo(2(), T2 ) (&) = bo (Fz(£),Ty2") = bo(TjrFz(€),2").

Since the above holds for arbitrary z’ € Z, we conclude that F (Tjxz) (§) = Tj (Fz(€)), as desired.
Employing the latter in (B.8) and then using again the definition of T}, we conclude

/ al (+(a), 5(a)) de = / 0T FA(€), F2©)) dé = / Ll (Fa(6), F2(9)) d,
as required. The proof is complete. O

Proposition B.9. Let P§, : (H,do) — Ho and P : L*(R™;(H,do)) — L*(R™;Ho) be the orthogonal
projections on the respective subspaces. Then

(B.10) P f(&) = (FPF (&) forae. & feL*R"(H,do)).

Proof. Given f € H := L*(R";(H,do)) let g = F~'f € H and notice first that, for a.e. z, (Pg)(z) =
PY,,9(x). Indeed, h = Pg € L*(R"; Ho) =: Hy is such that, for any h € Ho, [, do(g(z)—h(z), h(z))dz =
0, and the latter obviously holds for h(z) = P, g(x) for a.e. z. So (B.10) is equivalent to Py, Fg(§) =
(]:’P%Og(-)) (€), for a.e. & The latter can be proved by the argument identical to (B.9), with T}, replaced
by (self-adjoint) P, , by by do and 2" by ¢’ € H. O
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