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We deal with homogenization problem for nonlinear elliptic and parabolic equations in a

periodically perforated domain, a nonlinear Fourier boundary conditions being imposed

on the perforation border. Under the assumptions that the studied differential equation

satisfies monotonicity and 2-growth conditions and that the coefficient of the boundary

operator is centered at each level set of unknown function, we show that the problem

under consideration admits homogenization and derive the effective model. Bibliography:

24 titles.

1 Introduction

This paper addresses the homogenization of the boundary value problem
⎧
⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎩

− div a(Duε, x/ε) + λuε = f in Ωε,

a(Duε, x/ε) · ν = 0 on ∂Ω,

a(Duε, x/ε) · ν = g(uε, x/ε) on Sε,

(1.1)

where Ωε is a bounded periodically perforated domain in R
N (N � 2) and ε > 0 is a small

parameter referred to the perforation period. The boundary of Ωε consists of two parts, namely,
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the fixed outer boundary ∂Ω and the boundary of perforations Sε. We assume that the domain is

not perforated in a small (of order ε) neighborhood of ∂Ω so that the perforation boundaries Sε

and ∂Ω are disjoint. The coefficients a = (a1, . . . , aN ) in the equation and the function g in the

boundary condition on Sε are strongly oscillating (with the period ε) functions. The boundary

condition on Sε includes, as a particular case, the inhomogeneous Neumann boundary condition

of the form a(Duε, x/ε) · ν = α(x/ε) and the Fourier one, a(Duε, x/ε) · ν = β(uε, x/ε)uε. Along

with the stationary problem (1.1), we also consider the parabolic problem
⎧
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

∂tuε − div a(Duε, x/ε) = f in Ωε × {t > 0},

a(Duε, x/ε) · ν = 0 on ∂Ω,

a(Duε, x/ε) · ν = g(uε, x/ε) on Sε,

uε = ũ for t = 0.

(1.2)

The linear elliptic equations in perforated domains with the Fourier boundary condition on

the boundary of perforations were considered, for example, in [1]–[7]. It was shown that, if the

coefficient in the Fourier boundary condition is small (of order ε) or the volume fraction of the

holes vanishes at a certain rate as ε → 0, then the asymptotic behavior of solutions to these

equations is described in terms of a homogenized problem with an additional potential. By

contrast, if the volume fraction of the holes does not vanish as the period of the structure tends

to zero, then the dissipative Fourier boundary condition forces solutions vanish.

In the problem studied in the present paper, the surface measure |Sε| tends to infinity as

ε → 0. To compensate this measure grows, we assume that the average of the function g(u, x/ε)

(appearing in the boundary condition on Sε) over the boundary of each hole is zero for any

u ∈ R.

Previously, linear problems with the same assumptions on the coefficient in the Fourier

boundary condition were considered in [8]; related spectral problems were studied in [9, 10]. The

corresponding homogenized operator is shown to contain an additional potential, this potential

is always negative.

A variational problem closely related to (1.1) for a functional with a bulk energy and a surface

term on the perforation boundary was studied in [11] by means of Γ-convergence technique.

In contrast to [11], we do not assume that the problem under consideration can be written in

variational form. Instead, we assume the monotonicity of a(ξ, y) and apply here the celebrated

two-scale convergence method (cf., for example, [12]–[16]). This allows us to treat boundary value

problems that cannot be reduced to the minimization of an energy functional. For instance,

such a reduction is not possible in the case of linear function a(ξ, y), a(ξ, y) = A(y)ξ, with

nonsymmetric matrix A.

Since, in general, the monotonicity assumption on a(ξ, y) does not imply the monotonicity

of the problem (1.1) (even for large λ), we are not able to show the uniqueness result for (1.1).

Moreover, the existence of a solution of (1.1) holds only for sufficiently large λ (cf. the discussion

in [11]), while the parabolic problem (1.2) does have a unique solution under certain assumptions

on a(ξ, y) and g(u, y).

The key difficulty in applying the two-scale convergence theory to the homogenization of (1.1)

and (1.2) is due to the presence of a highly perturbed surface integral in the weak formulations of

the said problems. To pass to the limit in the surface integral, we establish a new result related

to the two-scale convergence of traces (cf. Proposition 3.1). Closely related results concerning
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the two-scale convergence of surface integrals were obtained in [3] and [17].

The main result of this work shows that solutions uε of the problem (1.1) converge as ε → 0

to a solution U0 of the homogenized problem

{
div a∗(DU0, U0) + b∗(DU0, U0) + |Y ∗|(f − λU0) = 0 in Ω,

a∗(DU0, U0) · ν = g∗(U0) · ν on ∂Ω.
(1.3)

The coefficients a∗ and b∗ are defined in terms of a cell problem (cf. the problem (2.13)) and

depend both on the coefficients a = (a1, . . . , aN ) in the equation in (1.1) and on the function

g in the boundary condition on Sε. It is interesting to observe also that the homogenization

of (1.1) leads to the change of the boundary condition on ∂Ω from the homogeneous Neumann

condition to a Fourier type one.

In what concerns the parabolic problem (1.2), we show that solutions uε of (1.2) converge

as ε → 0 to a solution U0 of the homogenized problem

⎧
⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎩

|Y ∗|∂tU0 − div a∗(DU0, U0)− b∗(DU0, U0) = |Y ∗|f in Ω× {t > 0},

a∗(DU0, U0) · ν = g∗(U0) · ν on ∂Ω,

U0 = ũ for t = 0.

(1.4)

The analysis of (1.2) involves the same ideas as that of (1.1) combined with a lower semicontinuity

trick already used in the parabolic problems in [18]–[21].

An interesting issue in both parabolic and elliptic frameworks is the uniqueness of a solution

of the limit problem. The limit operator, although admits a priory estimates, needs not be

monotone even for large values of λ. The main difficulty is due to the fact that the first order

term b∗(Du, u) in the limit equation couples the unknown function u and its gradient.

The uniqueness is proved only for small space dimensions and in the case where either a(ξ, y)

is linear in ξ or g(u, y) is linear in u. Without these additional assumptions it remains an open

problem.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to problem setup and formulation of

the main results. Sections 3–5 deal with the elliptic case. In Section 3, we prove the two-scale

convergence result which relies on several technical statements. These technical statements are

then justified in Sections 4 and 5. Section 6 considers the parabolic case. Finally, in Section 7,

we study the properties of the homogenized problems.

2 Presentation of the Main Results

Let Y be the unit cube Y = [−1/2, 1/2)N (N � 2), and let G be an open subset of Y such

that G ⊂ (−1/2, 1/2)N , with Lipschitz boundary. We set Y ∗ = Y \G and S =
⋃

m∈Z
(∂G+m).

Given a bounded connected open set Ω ⊂ R
N with Lipschitz boundary ∂Ω, we consider the

perforated domain Ωε defined by Ωε = Ω \
⋃

m∈Iε
(εG + mε), Iε = {m ∈ Z

N ;Y
(m)
ε ⊂ Ω}, where

Y
(m)
ε = (Y +m)ε. We have ∂Ωε = ∂Ω ∪ Sε, where Sε is the boundary of perforations.

We assume that a : RN × Y → R
N and g : R× S → R satisfy

(i) a(ξ, y) (respectively, g(u, y)) is continuous in ξ (respectively, u), i.e., a ∈ C(RN ;L∞(Y ))

(respectively, g ∈ C(R;L∞(S))), and is Y -periodic in y,

111



(ii) there is κ > 0 such that

(a(ξ, y) − a(ζ, y)) · (ξ − ζ) � κ|ξ − ζ|2 ∀ ξ, ζ ∈ R
N , (2.1)

(iii) there are constants C1, . . . , C8 > 0 such that

− C1 + C2|ξ|2 � a(ξ, y) · ξ, |a(ξ, y)| � C3|ξ|+ C4, (2.2)

|g(u, y)| � C5|u|+ C6, (2.3)

|g(u, y) − g(v, y)| � C7|u− v|, (2.4)

|g′u(u, y)− g′u(v, y)| � C8|u− v|(1 + |u|+ |v|)−1, (2.5)

(iv) ∫

S∩Y
g(u, y) dσy = 0 ∀ u ∈ R. (2.6)

Let us write (1.1) in an abstract form. For this purpose, we consider the spaceXε = W 1,2(Ωε)

and its dual X∗
ε with respect to the duality pairing 〈 · , · 〉ε induced by the standard inner product

in L2(Ωε). Define the operators Aε, Gε : Xε → X∗
ε by

〈Aε(u), v〉ε =
∫

Ωε

a(Du, x/ε) ·Dvdx ∀ v ∈ Xε(= W 1,2(Ωε))

〈Gε(u), v〉ε =
∫

Sε

g(u, x/ε)vdσ ∀ v ∈ Xε(= W 1,2(Ωε)). (2.7)

In terms of these operators, (1.1) reads

Aε(uε) + λuε − Gε(uε) = f.

According to assumptions (i)–(iii), the operator Aε is monotone and continuous while Gε is a

compact operator. It follows that Fε(u) = Aε(u) + λu− Gε(u) (λ > 0) is a bounded continuous

and pseudomonotone operator (recall that Fε : Xε → X∗
ε is pseudomonotone if u(i) → u weakly

in Xε and lim sup
i→∞

〈Fε(u
(i)), u(i) − u〉ε � 0 implies 〈Fε(u), u− v〉ε � lim inf

i→∞
〈Fε(u

(i)), u(i) − v〉ε for

all v ∈ Xε). Then for any f ∈ L2(Ω) the problem (1.1) has a (possibly not unique) solution

uε ∈ Xε when ε � ε0, λ � λ0 (where λ0, ε0 > 0 are specified in Theorem 2.1 below) by Brezis’

theorem (cf., for example, [22, Chapter II]), thanks to the following coercivity result.

Theorem 2.1. Under assumptions (i)–(iv), there are λ0, ε0 > 0 such that

〈Aεu+ λu− Gε(u), u〉ε � κ1‖u‖2Xε
− κ2, (2.8)

when ‖u‖Xε � R, for some κ1 > 0, κ2 > 0 and R > 0 independent of ε � ε0, and λ � λ0.

Under the above assumptions on the perforated domain Ωε, there is a bounded linear exten-

sion operator Pε : W
1,2(Ωε) → W 1,2(Ω) (Pεv = v in Ωε for any v ∈ W 1,2(Ωε)) and

‖Pεv‖W 1,2(Ω) � C‖v‖W 1,2(Ωε),

‖Pεv‖L2(Ω) � C‖v‖L2(Ωε)
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with C independent of ε (cf., for example, [23]). We keep the notation uε for the solution of

(1.1) extended to Ωε (uε = Pεuε) and study the asymptotic behavior of uε as ε → 0.

We formulate the first main result of this paper.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that conditions (i)–(iv) are satisfied and f in (1.1) belongs to L2(Ω).

Let λ0 > 0 be as in Theorem 2.1. Then for any λ � λ0 solutions uε of (1.1) and their derivatives

Duε two-scale converge as ε → 0 (up to extracting a subsequence) to U0(x) and DU0(x) +

DyU1(x, y), where the pair U0(x), U1(x, y) is a solution of the two-scale homogenized problem:

find U0(x) ∈ W 1,2(Ω), U1(x, y) ∈ L2(Ω;W 1,2
per(Y )) such that

∫

Ω

∫

Y ∗

(a(DU0 +DyU1, y) · (DΦ0 +DyΦ1)dydx

−
∫

Ω

∫

S∩Y
(g(U0, y)Φ1(x, y) + g′u(U0, y)Φ0U1(x, y))dσydx

−
∫

Ω

∫

S∩Y
Dx(g(U0, y)Φ0) · ydσydx−

∫

Ω

|Y ∗|(f − λU0)Φ0dx = 0 (2.9)

for any Φ0(x) ∈ W 1,2(Ω), Φ1(x, y) ∈ L2(Ω;W 1,2
per(Y )). In particular, uε converge weakly in

W 1,2(Ω) to a solution U0 of the homogenized problem (1.3), where a∗(ξ, u), b∗(ξ, u), and g∗(u)
are defined by

a∗(ξ, u) =
∫

Y ∗

a(ξ +Dyw, y)dy, (2.10)

b∗(ξ, u) =
∫

S∩Y
g′u(u, y)wdσy, (2.11)

g∗(u) =
∫

Y ∗

g(u, y)ydσy (2.12)

and w = w(y; ξ, u) is a unique (up to an additive constant) solution of the cell problem
⎧
⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎩

div a(ξ +Dyw, y) = 0 in Y ∗,

a(ξ +Dyw, y) · ν = g(u, y) on S ∩ Y,

w is Y -periodic.

(2.13)

Remark 2.3. Note that (2.9) defines U1(x, y) modulo an arbitrary function Ũ1(x, y) ∈
L2(Ω,W 1,2

per(Y ) such that U1(x, y) = 0 for y ∈ Y ∗. This is due to the freedom in the particular

choice of the extension operators Pε.

Remark 2.4. The third term in (2.9) is reduced by integrating by parts to the boundary

integral ∫

Ω

∫

S∩Y
Dx(g(U0, y)Φ0) · ydσydx =

∫

∂Ω

Φ0g
∗(U0) · νdσx,

which leads to the boundary condition in (1.3).
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Remark 2.5. In the linear case, i.e., when a and g are given by a(ξ, y) = A(y)ξ and

g(u, y) = α(y) + uβ(y), the cell problem (2.13) for w splits into three cell problems for w(1),

⎧
⎪⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎪⎩

div (A(y)(ξ +Dyw
(1))) = 0 in Y ∗,

A(y)Dyw
(1) · ν = −A(y)ξ · ν on S ∩ Y,

w(1) is Y -periodic,

(2.14)

and w(k) (k = 2, 3),

⎧
⎪⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎪⎩

div (A(y)Dyw
(k)) = 0 in Y ∗,

A(y)Dyw
(k) · ν = δ2kβ(y) + δ3kα(y) on S ∩ Y,

w(k) is Y -periodic

(2.15)

(δij is the Kronecker delta) so that w = w(1) + uw(2) + w(3). Then the homogenized equation

takes the form

div AhomDU0 +Bhom ·DU0 + ChomU0 +Dhom + |Y ∗|(f − λU0) = 0,

where the homogenized matrix Ahom coincides with the classical effective matrix for the Neu-

mann problem in perforated domains,

Ahomξ =

∫

Y ∗

A(y)(ξ +Dyw
(1))dy,

Bhom · ξ =

∫

Y ∗

A(y)Dyw
(2) · (ξ +Dyw

(1))dy,

Chom =

∫

Y ∗

A(y)Dyw
(2) ·Dyw

(2)dy,

Dhom =

∫

Y ∗

A(y)Dyw
(2) ·Dyw

(3)dy.

Note that Bhom = 0 in the selfadjoint case (when A = AT ).

In the case of the parabolic problem (1.2), we prove that there is a unique solution uε and

its asymptotic behavior in the leading term is described by the homogenized problem (1.4).

Formulating the convergence result, we assume, as above, that uε is extended onto the whole

domain Ω by means of the extension operator Pε.

Theorem 2.6. Assume that conditions (i)– (iv) are satisfied. Then, if f ∈ L2((0, T ) ×
Ω) and ũ ∈ L2(Ω), there is a unique solution of the problem (1.2) that converges weakly in

L2(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)) as ε → 0 (up to extracting a subsequence) to a solution U0 of the homogenized

problem (1.4), where a∗, b∗, and g∗ are defined by (2.10), (2.11), (2.12), and (2.13).
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3 Proof of the Convergence Result
for the Stationary Problem

From Theorem 2.1 it follows that ‖uε‖W 1,2(Ω) � C, where C is independent of ε. Therefore,

up to extracting a subsequence,

uε → U0(x) two-scale, (3.1)

Duε → DU0(x) +DyU1(x, y) two-scale. (3.2)

Show that the pair (U0, U1) solves (2.9). For this purpose, we chose arbitrary functions

V0(x) ∈ C∞(Ω) and V1(x, y) ∈ C∞(Ω × Y ), where V1(x, y) is Y -periodic in y, set vε = V0(x) +

εV1(x, x/ε), and substitute the test function wε = uε − vε into the weak formulation of (1.1),
∫

Ωε

(a(Duε, x/ε) ·Dwε + λuεwε)dx−
∫

Sε

g(uε, x/ε)wεdσ =

∫

Ωε

fwεdx. (3.3)

By the monotonicity assumption (2.1), from (3.3) we find
∫

Ωε

(a(Dvε, x/ε) ·D(uε − vε) + λvε(uε − vε))dx

−
∫

Sε

g(uε, x/ε)(uε − vε)dσ −
∫

Ωε

f(uε − vε)dx � 0. (3.4)

Since Dvε = DV0(x) +DyV1(x, x/ε) + εDxV1(x, x/ε), it is easy to show, by using (i) and (2.2),

that χεa(Dvε, x/ε) → χ(y)a(DV0(x)+DyV1(x, y), y) in the strong two-scale sense, where χε and

χ are the characteristic functions of Ωε and Y ∗ respectively. This allows us to pass to the limit

in the first term on the left-hand side of (3.4):
∫

Ωε

(a(Dvε, x/ε) ·D(uε − vε) + λvε(uε − vε))dx

→
∫

Ω

( ∫

Y ∗

(a(DV0 +DyV1, y) · (DU0 +DyU1 −DV0 −DyV1) + λV0(U0 − V0))dy

)

dx. (3.5)

The limit transition in the last term on the left-hand side of (3.4) yields

∫

Ωε

f(uε − vε)dx →
∫

Ω

( ∫

Y ∗

f(U0 − V0)dy

)

dx. (3.6)

Finally, passing to the limit in the middle term, we get

∫

Sε

g(uε, x/ε)(uε − vε)dσ →
∫

Ω

( ∫

S∩Y
g(U0, y)(D(U0 −V0) · y + U1(x, y) −V1(x, y))dσy

)

dx

+

∫

Ω

( ∫

S∩Y
g′u(U0, y)(U0 − V0)(DU0 · y + U1(x, y))dσy

)

dx. (3.7)
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The most nontrivial point is to obtain (3.7). The proof of (3.7) is presented in Sections 4 and 5

in detail and is based on the following result, which is of an interest itself.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that q(x, y) ∈ C(Ω;L∞(S)) satisfies

(a) |q(x, y)− q(x′, y)| � C|x− x′| with C > 0 independent of x, x′ ∈ Ω and y ∈ S,

(b) q(x, y) is Y -periodic in y ∈ S,

(c)

∫

Y ∩S
q(x, y)dσy = 0 for all x ∈ Ω.

Then for any sequence wε ∈ W 1,2(Ω) such that

wε(x) → W0(x), Dwε(x) → DW0(x) +DyW1(x, y) two scale as ε → 0 (3.8)

we have ∫

Sε

q(x, x/ε)(wε − wε)dσ →
∫

Ω

∫

Y ∩S
q(x, y)(DW0 · y +W1(x, y))dσydx. (3.9)

Hereinafter, wε denotes the piecewise constant function obtained by averaging over Y
(m)
ε :

wε(x) =
1

εN

∫

Y
(m)
ε

wε(y)dy, x ∈ Y (m)
ε . (3.10)

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Thus, (3.4)–(3.7) yield

∫

Ω

( ∫

Y ∗

(a(DV0 +DyV1, y) · (DU0 +DyU1 −DV0 −DyV1) + λV0(U0 − V0))dy

)

dx

−
∫

Ω

( ∫

S∩Y
g(U0, y)(D(U0 − V0) · y + U1(x, y)− V1(x, y))dσy

)

dx

−
∫

Ω

( ∫

S∩Y
g′u(U0, y)(U0 − V0)(DU0 · y + U1(x, y))dσy

)

dx

−
∫

Ω

( ∫

Y ∗

f(U0 − V0)dy

)

dx � 0, (3.11)

By approximation argument, using (i)–(iv), we see that (3.11) holds for any V0 ∈ W 1,2(Ω) and

V1 ∈ L2(Ω;W 1,2
per(Y )). Choosing V0 = U0 ± τΦ0, V1 = U1 ± τΦ1 (τ > 0), dividing (3.11) by τ ,

and passing to the limit as τ → 0, we obtain the two-scale homogenization problem (2.9).

Let us clarify details in the final part of the above proof when passing from smooth V0 and

V1 to arbitrary functions V0 ∈ W 1,2(Ω) and V1 ∈ L2(Ω;W 1,2
per(Y )) in (3.11). For the first term

on the left-hand side this transition is justified by the Nemytskii theorem (cf., for example, [22,

Chapter II]), and it is a trivial task for the last term. The second and third terms, correspond-

ing to the limiting functional M(U0, U1, V0, V1) in (3.7), require more attention. Let us write
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M(U0, U1, V0, V1) as

M(U0, U1, V0, V1) =

∫

Ω

(g∗(U0) ·D(U0 − V0) + (U0 − V0)(g
∗)′(U0) ·DU0)dx

+

∫

Ω

∫

Y ∗

DyΘ(y;U0) ·Dy(U1(x, y)− V1(x, y))dydx

+

∫

Ω

∫

Y ∗

(U0 − V0)DyΘ
′
u(y;U0) ·DyU1(x, y)dydx, (3.12)

where (g∗)′ denotes the derivative of g∗ and Θ(y;u) is a solution of the problem
⎧
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

ΔyΘ = 0 in Y ∗,

∂Θ

∂ν
= g(u, y) on S ∩ Y,

Θ is Y -periodic.

(3.13)

From assumptions (iii) and (iv) it follows that (3.13) has a unique (modulo an additive constant)

solution Θ(y;u) and Θ depends regularly on the parameter u; more precisely,

‖DyΘ( · ;u)‖L2(Y ∗) � C(|u|+ 1), (3.14)

‖DyΘ( · ;u) −DyΘ( · ; v)‖L2(Y ∗) � C|u− v|, (3.15)

‖DyΘ
′
u( · ;u) −DyΘ

′
u( · ; v)‖L2(Y ∗) � C|u− v|(1 + |u|+ |v|)−1, (3.16)

where C is independent of u and v. All these properties are demonstrated similarly. For example,

we show (3.14) by using (2.3), (2.6) and the Poincaré inequality (7.6) in W 1,2
per(Y ∗) (cf. Section 6),

∣
∣
∣

∫

Y ∗

DyΘ ·DyΘdy
∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

S∩Y
g(u, y)

(

Θ− 1

|Y ∗|

∫

Y ∗

Θdy

)

dy

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
� C(|u|+ 1)‖DyΘ‖L2(Y ∗).

The bounds (3.14)–(3.16) in conjunction with assumptions (2.3)–(2.5) imply

Proposition 3.2. The functional M(U0, U1, V0, V1) defined by (3.12) (or, equivalently, by

the right-hand side of (3.7)) is continuous in the space

W 1,2(Ω)× L2(Ω;W 1,2
per(Y

∗))×W 1,2(Ω)× L2(Ω;W 1,2
per(Y

∗)).

4 Auxiliary Results and Proof of Theorem 2.1

4.1 Some inequalities

Recall the classical inequalities in Sobolev spaces:

∫

S∩Y

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
v −

∫

Y

vdx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dσ � C

∫

Y

|Dv|2dx ∀ v ∈ W 1,2(Y ) (Poincaré inequality), (4.1)

∫

S∩Y
|v|2dσ � C

∫

Y

(|v|2 + |Dv|2)dx ∀ v ∈ W 1,2(Y ) (trace inequality). (4.2)
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By an easy scaling argument, (4.1), (4.2) lead to the inequalities

∫

Sε

|vε − vε|2dσ � Cε

∫

Ω

|Dvε|2dx, (4.3)

∫

Sε

|vε|2dσ � Cε−1

( ∫

Ω

|vε|2dx+ ε2
∫

Ω

|Dvε|2dx
)

(4.4)

for any vε ∈ W 1,2(Ω), where vε stands for the piecewise constant function obtained by averaging

over each cell Y
(m)
ε (cf. (3.10)) and C depends only on S. We also will make use of the following

inequality, which is a simple consequence of the Jensen inequality: for any r � 1

∫

Sε

|vε|rdσ � Cε−1

∫

Ω

|vε|rdx, (4.5)

where C > 0 is independent of r and vε.

4.2 An asymptotic representation for surface integral in (3.4)

To pass to the limit as ε → 0 in the surface integral in (3.4), we use the following assertion.

Lemma 4.1. Let uε, wε ∈ W 1,2(Ω). Then

∫

Sε

g(uε, x/ε)wεdx =

∫

Sε

g(uε, x/ε)(wε − wε)dσ +

∫

Sε

g′u(uε, x/ε)wε(uε − uε)dσ + �ε (4.6)

and

|�ε| � C
(
ε+ (ε‖wε‖L2(Ω))

2/(N+2)
)
(‖wε‖2W 1,2(Ω) + ‖uε‖2W 1,2(Ω)). (4.7)

Proof. We have

g(uε, x/ε)wε = g(uε, x/ε)(wε − wε) + (g(uε, x/ε) − (g(uε, x/ε))(wε − wε)

+ (g(uε, x/ε) − g(uε, x/ε))wε + g(uε, x/ε)wε.

Therefore (in view of (2.6)),

∫

Sε

g(uε, x/ε)wεdσ =

∫

Sε

g(uε, x/ε)(wε − wε)dσ +

∫

Sε

(g(uε, x/ε)− (g(uε, x/ε))(wε − wε)dσ

+

∫

Sε

(g(uε, x/ε)− g(uε, x/ε))wεdσ = I1 + I2 + I3.

The term I2 gives vanishing contribution as ε → 0. Indeed, by (2.4) and (4.3),

|I2| � C

∫

Sε

|uε − uε||wε − wε|dσ � Cε‖Duε‖L2(Ω)‖Dwε‖L2(Ω). (4.8)
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The term I3 can be written as

I3 =

1∫

0

dt

∫

Sε

(g′u(uε + t(uε − uε), x/ε) − g′u(uε, x/ε))wε(uε − uε)dσ

+

∫

Sε

g′u(uε, x/ε)wε(uε − uε)dσ = Ĩ3 +

∫

Sε

g′u(uε, x/ε)wε(uε − uε)dσ.

Using (2.5), we get

|Ĩ3| � C sup
0�t�1

∫

Sε

t|uε − uε|2|wε|
1 + |uε|+ |uε + t(uε − uε)|

dσ,

which yields, after applying the Hölder inequality,

|Ĩ3| � C sup
0�t�1

∫

Sε

t|uε − uε|2|wε|
1 + t|uε − uε|

dσ

� C

( ∫

Sε

|wε|qdσ
)1/q

sup
0�t�1

( ∫

Sε

|uε − uε|2
tq

′ |uε − uε|2q
′−2

(1 + t|uε − uε|)q′
dσ

)1/q′

,

where q′ = q/(q − 1) and q = 2(N + 2)/N . Note that the embedding W 1,2(Ω) ⊂ Lq(Ω) is

compact; moreover (cf., for example, [24]),

∃ C > 0 such that ‖u‖Lq(Ω) � C‖u‖2/q
W 1,2(Ω)

‖u‖4/(Nq)
L2(Ω)

∀u ∈ W 1,2(Ω). (4.9)

Since 1 < q′ < 2, we have

tq
′ |uε − uε|2q

′−2

(1 + t|uε − uε|)q′
� t2q

′−2|uε − uε|2q
′−2

(1 + t|uε − uε|)2q′−2

t2−q′

(1 + t|uε − uε|)2−q′ � 1

for any 0 � t � 1. Therefore, using (4.3), (4.5), and (4.9), we get

|Ĩ3| � Cε−1/q−1/q′+2/q′‖wε‖Lq(Ω) ‖Duε‖2/q
′

L2(Ω)

� Cε2/(N+2)‖wε‖2/qW 1,2(Ω)
‖wε‖4/(Nq)

L2(Ω)
‖Duε‖2/q

′
L2(Ω)

� C(ε‖wε‖L2(Ω))
2/(N+2)(‖wε‖2W 1,2(Ω) + ‖Duε‖2L2(Ω)), (4.10)

where we also used the Young inequality. The bounds (4.10) and (4.10) yield (4.7) (since

|�ε| � |I2|+ |Ĩ3|).

The proof of the next technical result is similar to Lemma 4.1 (and is left to the reader).

Lemma 4.2. If uε, u
(1)
ε ∈ W 1,2(Ω), vε ∈ L∞(Ω) ∩W 1,2(Ω), then for wε = uε − u

(1)
ε

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Sε

(g(uε, x/ε) − g(u(1)
ε , x/ε))(uε − vε − uε + vε)dσ

∣
∣
∣
∣ � C‖wε‖L2(Ω)‖D(uε − vε)‖L2(Ω),
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∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Sε

(g′u(uε, x/ε)uε − g′u(u
(1)
ε , x/ε)u(1)

ε )(uε − uε)dσ

∣
∣
∣
∣ � C‖wε‖L2(Ω)‖Duε‖L2(Ω),

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Sε

(g′u(uε, x/ε) − g′u(u
(1)
ε , x/ε)))vε(uε − uε)dσ

∣
∣
∣
∣ � C‖wε‖L2(Ω)‖v‖L∞(Ω)‖Duε‖L2(Ω).

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Assume by contradiction that there are sequences εk → 0, λk →
+∞, and uk ∈ W 1,2(Ωεk) such that ‖uk‖Xεk

→ ∞,

〈Aεk(uk), uk〉εk + λk〈uk, uk〉εk − 〈Gε(uk), uk〉εk � δk‖uk‖2Xεk
,

and δk → 0. In view of the definition of Aε and Gε, this implies that

∫

Ωεk

(a(Dvk, x/ε) ·Dvk + λk|vk|2)dx �
∫

Sε

g(vk, x/ε)vkdσ + δk‖vk‖2W 1,2(Ω)dx,

where vk = Pεkuk is the extension of uk onto Ω. Using (2.2) and the properties of the extension

operator Pε, for wk = vk/‖vk‖W 1,2(Ω) we get

γ

∫

Ω

|Dwk|2dx+ λk

∫

Ωεk

|wk|2dx � 1

‖vk‖W 1,2(Ω)

∫

Sεk

g(vk, x/ε)wkdσ + δ̃k (4.11)

with some γ > 0, where δ̃k = δk + C/‖vk‖2W 1,2(Ω) → 0. Now, write

∫

Sεk

g(vk, x/εk)wkdσ =

∫

Sεk

(g(vk, x/εk)− g(vk, x/εk))wkdσ +

∫

Sεk

g(vk, x/εk)(w − wk)dσ

= I1 + I2, (4.12)

where we used (2.6). By (2.4) and (4.3), we have

|I1| � C

∫

Sεk

|vk − vk||wk|dσ � Cεk
1/2

( ∫

Ω

|Dvk|2dx
)1/2( ∫

Sεk

|wk|2dx
)1/2

� C‖Dvk‖L2(Ω)(‖wk‖L2(Ω) + εk‖Dwk‖L2(Ω)). (4.13)

Similarly, by (2.3) and (4.5),

|I2| � C

∫

Sεk

|wk − wk|(|vk|+ 1)dσ � C‖Dwk‖L2(Ω)(‖vk‖L2(Ω) + 1). (4.14)

Thus,

γ‖Dwk‖2L2(Ω) + λk‖wk‖2L2(Ωεk
) � C(‖wk‖L2(Ω) + εk) + δ̃k, (4.15)

where we used the fact that ‖wk‖W 1,2(Ω) = 1. Therefore, ‖wk‖2L2(Ωεk
) → 0.
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By the compactness of the embedding W 1,2(Ω) ⊂ L2(Ω), up to a subsequence, wk → w

strongly in L2(Ω). On the other hand, according to the structure of perforated domains Ωε,

∫

Ωεk

wkvdx → |Y ∗|
∫

Ω

wvdx ∀ v ∈ L2(Ω).

Taking v = w, we get w = 0 (since ‖wk‖L2(Ωεk
) → 0) so that ‖wk‖L2(Ω) → 0. Then (4.15) yields

γ‖Dwk‖L2(Ω) → 0 and, consequently, ‖wk‖W 1,2(Ω) → 0, that is a contradiction.

As a byproduct of the above proof, from (4.12)–(4.14) we obtain for any u, v ∈ W 1,2(Ω)

|〈Gε(u), v〉ε| � C(‖u‖W 1,2(Ω)‖v‖L2(Ω)+‖v‖W 1,2(Ω)(‖u‖L2(Ω)+1)+ε‖u‖W 1,2(Ω)‖v‖W 1,2(Ω)), (4.16)

where C is independent of ε. In particular,

‖Gε(u)‖X∗
ε
� C(‖u‖Xε + 1) ∀ u ∈ Xε. (4.17)

Then, possibly modifying κ2 in (2.8), we have

(2.8) holds for all uε ∈ Xε, (4.18)

when ε � ε0 and λ � λ0.

5 Limit Transition in the Surface Term and
Proof of Proposition 3.1

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let Ω′ be a subdomain of Ω such that Ω′ ⊂ Ω. Define the

linear functional bε on W 1,2(Ω) by the formula

bεwε =

∫

S′
ε

q(x, x/ε)(wε − wε) dσ. (5.1)

where S′
ε =

⋃

m:Y
(m)
ε ∩Ω′ �=∅

Sε ∩ Y
(m)
ε . It is clear that S′

ε ⊂ Sε.

Step 1 (weak convergence of bε). Let us show that

‖bε‖ � C with C independent of ε, (5.2)

bεw →
∫

Ω′

∫

Y ∩S
q(x, y)Dw(x) · y dσydx weakly as ε → 0. (5.3)

By (4.3), we have

|bεwε| � C

∫

S′
ε

|wε − wε|dσ � Cε−1/2
(∫

S′
ε

|wε − wε|2dσ
)1/2

� C‖wε‖W 1,2(Ω).

We chose an arbitrary w from the dense (in W 1,2(Ω)) set C2(Ω). We have

121



bεw =
∑

m

∫

S′
ε∩Y (m)

ε

q(x, x/ε)(Dw(x(m)
ε ) · (x− x(m)

ε ) +O(ε2)) dσ

=
∑

m

∫

S′
ε∩Y (m)

ε

q(x(m)
ε , x/ε)Dw(x(m)

ε ) · (x− x(m)
ε ) dσ +O(ε)

=

∫

Ω′

∫

Y ∩S
q(x, y)Dw(x) · y dσydx+ o(1),

where x
(m)
ε is the center of the cell Y

(m)
ε . Thus, (5.2) and (5.3) are proved.

Step 2 (proof of (3.9) for wε with supp(wε) ⊂ Ω′). Assume that

wε = 0 in Ω \ Ω′, (in particular, wε = 0 on ∂Ω′). (5.4)

Given δ > 0, let {Q(α)
δ } be an open cover of Ω, diamQ

(α)
δ � δ, and let {ϕ(α)

δ ∈ C∞(RN )} be a

partition of unity such that suppϕ
(α)
δ ⊂ Q

(α)
δ , 0 � ϕ

(α)
δ � 1,

∑

α

ϕ
(α)
δ = 1. Then

bεwε =
∑

α

∫

S′
ε

q(x̂
(α)
δ , x/ε)(wε − wε)ϕ

(α)
δ dσ

+
∑

α

∫

S′
ε

(q(x, x/ε) − q(x̂
(α)
δ , x/ε))(wε − wε)ϕ

(α)
δ dσ = I1 + I2, (5.5)

where x̂
(α)
δ ∈ Q

(α)
δ . By the Lipschitz continuity of q(x, y) in x,

|I2| � Cδ
∑

α

∫

S′
ε

|w − wε|ϕ(α)
δ dσ = Cδ

∫

S′
ε

|w − wε|dσ � Cδ‖Dwε‖L2(Ω). (5.6)

We write the first term I1 as

I1 =
∑

α

( ∫

S′
ε

q(x̂
(α)
δ , x/ε)wεϕ

(α)
δ dσ −

∫

S′
ε

q(x̂
(α)
δ , x/ε)wεϕ

(α)
δ dσ

)

=
∑

α

(Ĩ
(α)
1 + Î

(α)
1 ). (5.7)

Note that
∫

S′
ε∩Y (m)

ε

q(x̂
(α)
δ , x/ε)ϕ

(α)
δ dσ = εN

( ∫

S∩Y
q(x̂

(α)
δ , y)Dϕ

(α)
δ (x(m)

ε ) · ydσy +O(ε)

)

(as above, x
(m)
ε denotes the center of the cell Y

(m)
ε ). Since wε → W0(x) strongly in L2(Ω),

Î
(α)
1 → −

∫

Ω′

(

W0(x)

∫

S∩Y
q(x̂

(α)
δ , y)Dϕ

(α)
δ (x) · ydσy

)

dx

=

∫

Ω′

(

ϕ
(α)
δ (x)

∫

S∩Y
q(x

(α)
δ , y)DW0(x) · ydσy

)

dx,
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where we used the fact that W0 = 0 in Ω \ Ω′. Thus,

∑

α

Î
(α)
1 →

∫

S∩Y

(
∑

α

∫

Ω′

ϕ
(α)
δ (x)q(x̂

(α)
δ , y)DW0(x) · ydx

)

dσy.

Therefore,

lim
δ→0

lim
ε→0

∑

α

Î
(α)
1 =

∫

Ω′

∫

S∩Y
q(x, y)DW0(x) · ydσydx. (5.8)

In order to pass to the limit in Ĩ
(α)
1 as ε → 0, we consider the solution θ of the problem
⎧
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

Δθ(y) = 0 in Y ∗,

∂θ

∂ν
= q(x̂

(α)
δ , y) on S ∩ Y,

θ is Y ∗-periodic.

(5.9)

By property (c) of q(x, y), there is a unique (up to an additive constant) solution θ of (5.9) and

θ ∈ W 1,2(Y ∗). We set ζε(x) = θ(x/ε). Then Δζε = 0 in Ωε and

ε
∂ζε
∂ν

= q(x̂
(α)
δ , x/ε) on S′

ε,

so that
∫

S′
ε

q(x̂
(α)
δ , x/ε)wεϕ

(α)
δ dσ = ε

∫

S′
ε

wεϕ
(α)
δ

∂ζε
∂ν

dσ = ε

∫

Ωε∩Ω′

D(wεϕ
(α)
δ ) ·Dζε dx

=

∫

Ωε∩Ω′

D(wεϕ
(α)
δ ) · (Dθ)(x/ε) dx,

where we took into account that wε = 0 on ∂Ω′. It is easy to check that

D(wεϕ
(α)
δ )(x) → D(W0ϕ

(α)
δ )(x) + ϕ

(α)
δ DyW1(x, y) two-scale.

Therefore,

Ĩ
(α)
1 →

∫

Ω′

( ∫

Y ∗

(D(W0ϕ
(α)
δ ) + ϕ

(α)
δ DyW1(x, y)) · (Dθ)(y) dy

)

dx

=

∫

Ω′

ϕ
(α)
δ

( ∫

S∩Y
W1(x, y)q(x̂

(α)
δ , y) dσy

)

dx,

where we used (5.9). Thus, taking into account the Lipschitz continuity of q(x, y) in x and

passing to the limit as δ → 0, we get

lim
δ→0

lim
ε→0

∑

α

Ĩ
(α)
1 =

∑

α

∫

Ω′

ϕ
(α)
δ

( ∫

S∩Y
W1(x, y)q(x, y) dσy

)
dx

=

∫

Ω′

∫

S∩Y
W1(x, y)q(x, y) dσydx. (5.10)
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Finally, by (5.5)–(5.8) and (5.10), we obtain
∫

S′
ε

q(x, x/ε)(wε − wε)dσ →
∫

Ω′

∫

Y ∩S
q(x, y)(DW0 · y +W1(x, y))dσydx. (5.11)

Step 3 (general case). Let (wε) be an arbitrary sequence such that wε → W0 weakly in

W 1,2(Ω) and Dwε → DW0(x) +DyW1(x, y) two-scale. Write

wε = (wε − (W0 + w(1)
ε )) + w(1)

ε +W0,

where w
(1)
ε is a unique solution of the problem

{
Δw(1)

ε = 0 in Ω′,

w(1)
ε = wε −W0 on ∂Ω′,

extended in Ω \ Ω′ by setting w
(1)
ε = wε −W0. Since wε −W0 → 0 weakly in H1/2(∂Ω′),

w(1)
ε → 0 strongly in W 1,2(K) for any compact set K ⊂ Ω′ (5.12)

by standard elliptic estimates. This implies, in particular, that w
(1)
ε → 0 and Dw

(1)
ε → 0

two-scale. Moreover, in view of (4.3), for any compact subset K of Ω′,

|bεw(1)
ε | � C

∑

m:Y
(m)
ε ∩K �=∅

∫

Y
(m)
ε

|w(1)
ε − w(1)

ε |dσ + C
∑

m:Y
(m)
ε ∩K=∅

∫

Y
(m)
ε ∩Ω′

|w(1)
ε − w(1)

ε |dσ

� C

( ∫

Kδ

|Dw(1)
ε |2dx

)1/2

+ C|Ω′
δ \K|1/2

( ∫

Ω

|Dw(1)
ε |2dx

)1/2

(5.13)

if ε � δ/N , where C is independent of ε and δ, Kδ,Ω
′
δ are the δ-neighborhoods of K and

Ω′ respectively, and δ > 0 is arbitrary. (The summation in (5.13) is taken over m such that

Y
(m)
ε ∩Ω′ = ∅.) From (5.12) and (5.13) it follows that bεw

(1)
ε → 0 as ε → 0, while, according to

the first and second steps,

bεW0 →
∫

Ω′

∫

Y ∩S
q(x, y)DW0 · ydσydx,

bε(wε − (W0 + w(1)
ε )) →

∫

Ω′

∫

Y ∩S
q(x, y)W1(x, y)dσydx.

Thus, (5.11) is proved for any sequence (wε) such that (3.8) holds.

Final step. We set Ω′ = {x ∈ Ω; dist(x, ∂Ω) > δ}, where δ > 0. By (4.3), we have

∫

Sε\S′
ε

|wε − wε|dσ � C
δ1/2

ε1/2

( ∫

Sε\S′
ε

|wε − wε|2dσ
)1/2

� Cδ1/2‖wε‖W 1,2(Ω) (5.14)

for sufficiently small ε, where C is independent of δ and ε. Therefore, (5.14) combined with

(5.11), yields (3.9) for any sequence (wε) such that (3.8) holds.
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Proof of (3.7). We approximate U0 by functions u
(1)
δ ∈ C1(Ω) (δ > 0) in the strong topol-

ogy of L2(Ω): ‖U0 − u
(1)
δ ‖L2(Ω) � δ. By Lemma 4.1, the strong-L2 convergence of uε to U0, and

Lemma 4.2, we have

lim sup
ε→0

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Sε

g(uε, x/ε)(uε − vε)dσ −
∫

Sε

g(u
(1)
δ , x/ε)(uε − vε − uε + vε)dσ

−
∫

Sε

g′u(u
(1)
δ , x/ε)(u

(1)
δ − vε)(uε − uε)dσ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
� Cδ. (5.15)

On the other hand, the regularity of g(u, y) in u (the conditions (2.3), (2.4), and (2.5)) implies

the point-wise bounds

|g(u(1)
δ , x/ε) − g(u

(1)
δ , x/ε)| � Cε on Sε,

|g′u(u
(1)
δ , x/ε)(u

(1)
δ − vε)− g′u(u

(1)
δ , x/ε)(u

(1)
δ − V0)| � Cε on Sε

(recall that vε = V0(x) + εV1(x, x/ε) and V0, V1 are smooth functions), which, by (4.3), lead to

lim sup
ε→0

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Sε

(g(u
(1)
δ , x/ε) − g(u

(1)
δ , x/ε))(uε − vε − uε + vε)dσ

+

∫

Sε

(g′u(u
(1)
δ , x/ε)(u

(1)
δ − vε)− g′u(u

(1)
δ , x/ε)(u

(1)
δ − V0))(uε − uε)dσ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
= 0. (5.16)

Now, applying Proposition 3.1 first with q(x, y) = g(u
(1)
δ (x), y), wε = uε−vε, then with q(x, y) =

g(u
(1)
δ (x), y)u

(1)
δ (x), wε = uε, and, finally, with q(x, y) = g(u

(1)
δ (x), y)V0(x), wε = uε, we get

∫

Sε

(
g(u

(1)
δ , x/ε)(uε − vε − uε + vε) + g′u(u

(1)
δ , x/ε)(u

(1)
δ − V0)(uε − uε)

)
dσ

→
∫

Ω

∫

S∩Y
g(u

(1)
δ , y)(D(U0 − V0) · y + U1(x, y) − V1(x, y))dσydx

+

∫

Ω

∫

S∩Y
g′u(u

(1)
δ , y)(u

(1)
δ − V0)(DU0 · y + U1(x, y))dσydx. (5.17)

Assuming δ → 0 in (5.15), (5.16), and (5.17) yields (3.7).

6 Homogenization of the Parabolic Problem (1.2)

In terms of the operators Aε and Gε, the problem (1.2) is as follows:

{
∂tuε(t) +Aε(uε(t))− Gε(uε(t)) = f(t), t > 0,

uε(0) = ũ.
(6.1)
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We study the asymptotic behavior of solutions uε of (6.1) as ε → 0 adapting the notion of two-

scale convergence to functions depending on the time variable t which is treated as a parameter.

Namely, following [11], we say that

a sequence vε = vε(x, t), bounded in L2(Ω× [0, T ]),

two-scale converges to V0(x, y, t) if

T∫

0

∫

Ω

vεφ(x, x/ε, t) dxdt →
T∫

0

∫

Y

∫

Ω

V0φ(x, y, t) dxdydt,

for any Y -periodic in y function φ(x, y, t) ∈ C∞(Ω× Y × [0, T ]).

(6.2)

The basic properties of the convergence (6.2) are similar to those of the standard two-scale

convergence. Namely, any bounded in L2(Ω × [0, T ]) sequence has a subsequence converging

in the sense of (6.2); if ‖vε‖L2(0,T ;W 1,2(Ω)) � C then, up to extracting a subsequence, vε and

Dvε converge in the sense of (6.2) to V0 and DV0(x, t) + DyV1(x, y, t) correspondingly, where

V0 ∈ L2(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)) and V1 ∈ L2([0, T ] × Ω;W 1,2
per(Y )). Note, however, that (6.2) does not

imply, in general, that vε( · , t) converges in two-scale sense for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], but rather

β∫

α

vεdt →
β∫

α

V0dt two scale for all 0 � α < β � T .

6.1 Well-posedness of the problem (6.1)

Given T > 0, let us show that the problem (6.1) has a unique solution on the time interval

[0, T ]. For this purpose, we first note that the operator Aε(u)− Gε(u) + λ̃u becomes monotone

if one chooses a suitable λ̃ > 0 (depending on ε). Indeed, using (2.4), we get

〈Gε(u)− Gε(v), u − v〉ε � C

∫

Sε

|u− v|2dσ

� κ/2‖D(u− v)‖2L2(Ωε)
+ Γε‖u− v‖2L2(Ωε)

∀ u, v ∈ W 1,2(Ωε), (6.3)

where κ is the constant appearing in (2.1) and Γε is independent of uε and vε (the last inequality

in (6.3) is due to the compactness of the trace operator Tε : W 1,2(Ωε) → L2(Sε), Tεw =

trace of w on Sε). Then, setting λ̃ = Γε + 1 and using (2.1) and (6.3), it is easy to verify that

the operator u �→ Aε(u)− Gε(u) + λ̃u is monotone. (6.4)

Changing the unknown vε = e−˜λtuε, we reduce the problem (6.1) to the evolution problem

for the equation

∂tvε(t) + Ãε(vε(t), t)− G̃ε(vε(t), t) + λ̃vε = e−˜λtf(t), t > 0,

with the initial condition vε(0) = ũ, where Ãε : v �→ e−˜λtAε(e
˜λtv) and G̃ε : v �→ e−˜λtGε(e

˜λtv).

By the standard theory of parabolic problems for monotone operators (cf., for example, [22]),

from (6.4), (2.1), and (6.3) it follows that the latter problem has a unique solution on [0, T ] as

far as f ∈ L2([0, T ];X∗
ε ) and ũ ∈ L2(Ω).
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6.2 Uniform a priori bounds

Let us show that for any T > 0 the solution uε of (6.1) satisfies the following bounds for

sufficiently small ε:

‖∂tuε‖2L2(0,T ;X∗
ε )
, ‖uε‖2L2(0,T ;Xε)

� C(〈ũ, ũ〉ε + ‖f‖2L2(0,T ;X∗
ε )

+ 1) (6.5)

with a constant C independent of ε. Let ε0, λ0 be as in Theorem 2.1. By (6.1), for ε � ε0

〈uε(t), uε(t)〉ε + 2

t∫

0

〈Aε(uε(τ)) + Gε(uε(τ)) + λ0uε(τ), uε(τ)〉εdτ

= 〈ũ, ũ〉ε + 2

t∫

0

〈f(τ) + λ0uε(τ), uε(τ)〉εdτ. (6.6)

Then (6.6), combined with (4.18), yields

〈uε(T ′), uε(T ′)〉ε + 2κ1‖uε‖2L2(0,T ′;Xε)
� 〈ũ, ũ〉ε + ‖f‖L2(0,T ′;X∗

ε )
‖uε‖L2(0,T ′;Xε)

+ 2T ′
κ2 + 2λ0

T ′
∫

0

〈uε(t), uε(t)〉εdt ∀ 0 � T ′ � T. (6.7)

Therefore,

〈uε(T ′), uε(T ′)〉ε � e2λ0T ′
(〈ũ, ũ〉ε +

1

κ1
‖f‖2L2(0,T ′;X∗

ε )
+ 2T ′

κ2). (6.8)

Combined with (6.7), this implies the second bound in (6.5); while

‖∂tuε‖L2(0,T ;X∗
ε )

� ‖Aε(uε)‖L2(0,T ;X∗
ε )

+ ‖Gε(uε)‖L2(0,T ;X∗
ε )

+ ‖f‖L2(0,T ;X∗
ε )
,

and thus the first bound in (6.5) is a consequence of the second one and (4.17).

6.3 Homogenization of the problem (6.1)

Let uε be continued in x variable onto Ω by using the extension operator Pε. Then the

resulting function, still denoted uε, satisfies

‖uε(t)‖L2(Ω) � C ∀ t ∈ [0, T ],

‖uε‖L2(0,T ;W 1,2(Ω)) � C,
(6.9)

with a constant C independent of ε. This implies that, up to extracting a subsequence,

uε → U0(x, t) two-scale (in the sense of (6.2)) and weakly in L2(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)), (6.10)

Dxuε → DxU0(x, t) +DyU1(x, y, t) two-scale (in the sense of (6.2)), (6.11)

where U0 ∈ L2(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)) and U1 ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω;W 1,2
per(Y ))). Furthermore, if we set ûε = uε

for x ∈ Ωε and ûε = 0 for x ∈ Ω \ Ωε, then (6.10) yields that ûε → |Y ∗|U0(x, t) weakly in

L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)).
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Let X = W 1,2(Ω), and let X∗ be its dual with respect to the duality pairing

〈u, v〉 = |Y ∗|
∫

Ω

uvdx.

Show that U0 ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;X∗) and ûε(t) → |Y ∗|U0(t) weakly in L2(Ω) for all 0 � t � T . From

(6.10) we have, for any φ ∈ X and ϕ ∈ C∞
0 ([0, T ]),

T∫

0

〈∂tuε, φ〉εϕ(t)dt = −
T∫

0

〈uε, φ〉εϕ′(t)dt → −
T∫

0

〈U0, φ〉ϕ′(t)dt. (6.12)

On the other hand, using (6.5), we get

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

T∫

0

〈∂tuε, φ〉εϕ(t)dt
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

� C

T∫

0

‖φ‖2Xε
|ϕ(t)|2dt � C‖ϕφ‖2L2(0,T ;X). (6.13)

Then (6.12) and (6.13) show that U0 ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;X∗). By (6.8), the norms ‖ûε(t)‖L2(Ω) are

uniformly in 0 < ε � ε0 and t ∈ [0, T ] bounded. Thus, to prove that ûε(t) → |Y ∗|U0(t) weakly

in L2(Ω) for every t ∈ [0, T ], it suffices to show that

〈uε(t), φ〉ε → 〈U0(t), φ〉 ∀ φ ∈ X. (6.14)

By the first bound in (6.5),

|〈uε(t)− uε(t
′), φ〉ε| � C|t− t′|1/2‖φ‖X .

On the other hand, (6.14) holds in the sense of weak star convergence in L∞(0, T ) since ûε →
|Y ∗|U0(x, t) weakly in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)). Thus, (6.14) holds for any t ∈ [0, T ], so that ûε(t) →
|Y ∗|U0(t) weakly in L2(Ω) for all t ∈ [0, T ]. In particular,

lim inf
ε→0

〈uε(T ), uε(T )〉ε

= lim inf
ε→0

∫

Ωε

((uε(T )− U0(T ))
2 − U2

0 (T )) dx+ 2 lim
ε→0

∫

Ω

ûε(T )U0(T ) dx

= lim inf
ε→0

∫

Ωε

(uε(T )− U0(T ))
2 dx+ 〈U0(T ), U0(T )〉 � 〈U0(T ), U0(T )〉 (6.15)

and, clearly,

〈uε(T ), vε〉ε → 〈U0(T ), V0〉 for any sequence vε → V0 strongly in L2(Ω). (6.16)

Lemma 6.1. If (uε) is a (sub)sequence of solutions of (6.1) such that (6.10) holds, then

‖uε − U0‖L2(Ω×[0,T ]) → 0 as ε → 0. (6.17)
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Proof. By (6.10), it suffices to establish the (relative) compactness of (uε) in L2(Ω× [0, T ]).

This is achieved by constructing a sequence of compact sets Kk (k = 1, 2, . . . ) in L2(Ω× [0, T ])

such that

lim
k→∞

lim sup
ε→0

distL2(Ω×[0,T ])(uε,Kk) = 0.

Let 0 = ω
(0)
ε < ω

(1)
ε � . . . � ω

(j)
ε � . . . be the spectrum of the Neumann eigenvalue problem

⎧
⎪⎨

⎪⎩

−Δφ = ωφ in Ωε,

∂φ

∂ν
= 0 on ∂Ωε.

The eigenfunctions φ
(j)
ε can be chosen to form an orthogonal basis for L2(Ωε). Then

uε(t) =
∞∑

j=0

f (j)
ε (t)Pεφ

(j)
ε ,

where f
(j)
ε (t) = 〈uε(t), φ(j)

ε 〉ε. Moreover, φ
(j)
ε /(ω

(j)
ε + 1)1/2 form an orthonormal basis for Xε(=

W 1,2(Ωε). Hence

∞∑

j=0

(1 + ω(j)
ε )

T∫

0

|f (j)
ε (t)|2dt = ‖uε‖2L2(0,T ;Xε)

� ‖uε‖2L2(0,T ;X) � C. (6.18)

It is well known that ω
(k)
ε → ω(k) as ε → 0, where 0 = ω(0) < ω(1) � . . . � ω(j) � . . . is the

discrete spectrum of a homogenized problem. By the first bound in (6.5), we have

|f (j)
ε (t)− f (j)

ε (t′)| � C|t− t′|1/2‖φ(j)
ε ‖Xε = C|t− t′|1/2(1 + ω(j)

ε )1/2

for all t, t′ ∈ [0, T ]. It follows that, for every k fixed, the sequence

(u(k)ε :=
k∑

j=0

f (j)
ε (t)Pεφ

(j)
ε )

is in a bounded closed subset Kk of C1/2([0, T ];X). It is clear that Kk is a compact set in

L2(Ω × [0, T ]). On the other hand, due to the properties of the extension operator Pε,

‖uε − u(k)ε ‖2L2(Ω×[0,T ]) � C

T∫

0

‖uε − u(k)ε ‖2L2(Ωε)
dt = C

∞∑

j=k+1

T∫

0

|f (j)
ε (t)|2dt.

Therefore, in view of (6.18),

lim sup
ε→0

distL2(Ω×[0,T ])(uε,Kk) � lim sup
ε→0

‖uε − u(k)ε ‖L2(Ω×[0,T ])

� C/ω(k+1) → 0 as k → ∞.
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Now, we set V0(x, t) ∈ C∞(Ω × [0, T ]) and V1(x, y, t) ∈ C∞(Ω × Y × [0, T ]) with V1(x, y, t)

being Y -periodic in y. Setting vε = V0(x, t)+εV1(x, x/ε, t) an, using the test function wε = uε−vε
in (6.1), we obtain

1

2
〈uε(T ), uε(T )〉ε −

1

2
〈ũ, ũ〉ε − 〈uε(T ), vε(T )〉ε + 〈ũ, vε(0)〉ε +

T∫

0

〈uε(t), ∂tvε(t)〉εdt

+

T∫

0

〈Aε(uε(t)), wε(t)〉εdt−
T∫

0

〈Gε(uε(t)), wε(t)〉εdt =
T∫

0

〈f(t), wε(t)〉εdt. (6.19)

Using (6.10) and (6.15), (6.16), we can take lim infε→0 for various terms in (6.19) to get

lim inf
ε→0

(
1

2
〈uε(T ), uε(T )〉ε −

1

2
〈ũ, ũ〉ε − 〈uε(T ), vε(T )〉ε + 〈ũ, vε(0)〉ε

+

T∫

0

(〈uε(t), ∂tvε(t)〉ε − 〈f(t), wε(t)〉ε)dt
)

� 1

2
〈U0(T ), U0(T )〉 −

1

2
〈ũ, ũ〉 − 〈U0(T ), V0(T )〉+ 〈ũ, V0(0)〉

+

T∫

0

(〈U0(t), ∂tV0(t)〉 − 〈f(t), U0(t)− V0(t)〉)dt. (6.20)

By (6.11), we also have

lim
ε→0

T∫

0

〈Aε(vε(t)), wε(t)〉εdt

=

T∫

0

∫

Ω

∫

Y ∗

a(DxV0 +DyV1, y) · (DxU0 +DyU1 −DxV0 −DyV1)dydxdt. (6.21)

Let us show that

T∫

0

〈Gε(uε), uε − vε〉εdt →
T∫

0

M(U0, U1, V0, V1)dt as ε → 0, (6.22)

where M(U0, U1, V0, V1) is given by (3.12) (or, equivalently, by the right-hand side of (3.7)). The

proof of (6.22) follows closely the arguments at the end of Section 5 (proof of (3.7)). In place of

Proposition 3.1, we make use now of

Proposition 6.2. Assume that q(t, x, y) ∈ C([0, T ]× Ω;L∞(S)) satisfies

(a) |q(t, x, y)− q(t′, x′, y)| � C(|x− x′|+ |t− t′|) with C > 0 independent of x, x′ ∈ Ω,

t, t′ ∈ [0, T ] and y ∈ S,

(b) q(t, x, y) is Y -periodic in y ∈ S,
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(c)

∫

Y ∩S
q(t, x, y)dσy = 0 for all x ∈ Ω, t ∈ [0, T ].

Then, given wε ∈ L2(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)) such that wε → W0, Dxwε(x, t) → DxW0(x, t) +

DyW1(x, y, t) two scale (in the sense of (6.2)) as ε → 0, we have

T∫

0

∫

Sε

q(t, x, x/ε)(wε − wε)dσdt →
T∫

0

∫

Ω

∫

Y ∩S
q(t, x, y)(DxW0 · y +W1)dσydxdt. (6.23)

Proof. We set 0 = t
(n)
0 < · · · < t

(n)
j = Tj/n < · · · < t

(n)
n = T and Δ

(n)
j = (t

(n)
j−1, t

(n)
j ). Using

(4.3) and the Lipschitz continuity of q(t, x, y) in t, we obtain

T∫

0

∫

Sε

q(t, x, x/ε)(wε − wε)dσdt =

n∑

j=1

∫

Δ
(n)
j

∫

Sε

q(t, x, x/ε)(wε − wε)dσdt

=
n∑

j=1

∫

Sε

q(t
(n)
j , x, x/ε)

∫

Δ
(n)
j

(wε − wε)dtdσ + r(n)ε (6.24)

with

|r(n)ε | � C

n

T∫

0

∫

Sε

|wε − wε|dσdt �
C

n

T∫

0

‖wε‖W 1,2(Ω)dt. (6.25)

Setting

Wε =

∫

Δ
(n)
j

wεdt

and applying Proposition 3.1, we get

lim
ε→0

∫

Sε

q(t
(n)
j , x, x/ε)(Wε −W ε)dtdσ =

∫

Δ
(n)
j

∫

Ω

∫

Y ∩S
q(t

(n)
j , x, y)(DxW0 · y +W1)dσydxdt. (6.26)

If we pass to the limit (along a subsequence) as ε → 0 in (6.24) and send n to ∞ in the resulting

relation, then, by (6.25) and (6.26), we obtain (6.23).

Proof of (6.22) (continued). By Lemma 4.1 and (6.9), we have

T∫

0

〈Gε(uε), uε − vε〉εdt =
T∫

0

∫

Sε

g(uε, x/ε)(uε − vε − uε + vε)dσdt

+

T∫

0

∫

Sε

g′u(uε, x/ε)(uε − vε)(uε − uε)dσdt+O(ε2/(N+2)).
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Then, assuming that u
(1)
δ ∈ C1(Ω × [0, T ]) is such that ‖U0 − u

(1)
δ ‖L2(Ω×[0,T ]) � δ and using

Lemma 4.2, Lemma 6.1 (convergence of uε to U0 in L2(Ω × [0, T ])), continuity properties of

g(u, y) and g′u(u, y) in u (the conditions (2.3), (2.4), and (2.5)), (4.3), and the second bound in

(6.9), we obtain

lim
ε→0

T∫

0

〈Gε(uε), uε − vε〉εdt = lim
ε→0

T∫

0

∫

Sε

(
g(u

(1)
δ , x/ε)(uε − vε − uε + vε)

+ g′u(u
(1)
δ , x/ε)(u

(1)
δ − V0)(uε − uε)

)
dσdt+O(δ) (6.27)

provided that the limits exist. Using Proposition 6.2, we identify the limits on the right-hand

side of (6.27) and then obtain (6.22) by passing to the limit δ → 0.

Now, by the monotonicity of the operator Aε(u), we can take lim infε→0 in (6.19) to obtain,

by virtue of (6.20), (6.21), and (6.22),

T∫

0

(〈∂tU0(t), U0(t)− V0(t)〉 − 〈f(t), U0(t)− V0(t)〉)dt

+

T∫

0

∫

Ω

∫

Y ∗

a(DxV0 +DyV1, y) · (DxU0 +DyU1 −DxV0 −DyV1)dydxdt

−
T∫

0

M(U0, U1, V0, V1)dt � 0. (6.28)

This inequality is shown for any V0(x, t) ∈ C∞(Ω × [0, T ]), V1(x, y, t) ∈ C∞(Ω × Y × [0, T ])

(Y -periodic in y) since an approximation argument it still holds for any V0 ∈ L2(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)),

V1 ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω;W 1,2
per(Y ))). We set V0 = U0, V1 = U1 ± δφ(x, t)w(y), where w ∈ W 1,2

per(Y ),

φ ∈ C∞(Ω × [0, T ]), δ > 0 are arbitrary, divide (6.28) by δ, and pass to the limit as δ → 0:

T∫

0

∫

Ω

( ∫

Y ∗

a(DxU0 +DyU1, y) ·Dywdy −
∫

S∩Y
g(U0, y)wdσy

)

ϕ(x, t)dxdt = 0. (6.29)

This means that U1 solves (2.13) with u = U0 and ξ = DxU0 for almost all (x, t) ∈ Ω × [0, T ].

Now, we set V0 = U0± δΦ(x, t) and V1 = U1, where Φ ∈ C∞(Ω× [0, T ]) and δ > 0 are arbitrary,

divide (6.28) by δ, and pass to the limit as δ → 0. As a result, we obtain

|Y ∗|
T∫

0

∫

Ω

∂tU0(x, τ)Φ(x, τ)dxdτ

+

T∫

0

∫

Ω

(a∗(DxU0, U0) ·DxΦ− b∗(DxU0, U0)Φ− div x(g
∗(U0)Φ))dxdτ

= |Y ∗|
T∫

0

∫

Ω

f(x, t)Φ(x, τ)dxdτ, (6.30)

which yields (1.4).
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7 Properties of the Homogenized Problem

Define the operators A∗,B∗,T ∗ : X → X∗ by the formulas

B∗(u) = b∗(Du, u),

〈A∗(u), v〉 =
∫

Ω

a∗(Du, u) ·Dvdx ∀ v ∈ X,

〈T ∗(u), v〉 =
∫

∂Ω

g∗(u) · ν vdσ =

∫

Ω

div (g∗(u)v)dx ∀ v ∈ X.

In terms of the operator F∗(u) = A∗(u)− B∗(u)− T ∗(u), the problems (1.3) and (1.4) read

F∗(u) + λu = f, (7.1)
{
∂tu+ F∗(u) = f, t > 0,

u = ũ, t = 0.
(7.2)

According to Theorem 2.2, there is a solution (obtained as the limit of solutions of (1.1)) of

(7.1) for every f ∈ L2(Ω). Similarly, by Theorem 2.6, the problem (7.2) has a solution on the

time interval [0, T ] when f ∈ L2(Ω × [0, T ]) and ũ ∈ L2(Ω). The solvability of the problems

(7.1) and (7.2) can be proved for more general f ; namely, we can assume merely f ∈ X∗ and

f ∈ L2(0, T ;X∗) in (7.1) and (7.2) respectively. However, we focus on the uniqueness results.

7.1 Properties of a∗ and b∗

Lemma 7.1. The functions a∗ and b∗ given by (2.10) and (2.11) are continuous. Moreover,

there are constants γ, α, r > 0 and C such that

a∗(ξ, u) · ξ � γ|ξ|2 − C(|u|2 + 1) and |a∗(ξ, u)| � C(|ξ|+ |u|+ 1), (7.3)

(a∗(ξ, u) − a∗(ζ, v)) · (ξ − ζ) � α|ξ − ζ|2 − r(u− v)2, (7.4)

|b∗(ξ, u)| � C(|ξ|+ |u|+ 1), and

(b∗(ξ, u)− b∗(ζ, v))(v − u) � 1

4
(a∗(ξ, u)− a∗(ζ, v)) · (ξ − ζ))

+ C
(
|u− v|2 + |u− v|2(|ξ|+ |u|+ 1)/(1 + |u− v|)

)
. (7.5)

The proof of this lemma is based on the study of properties of the solutions w(y; ξ, u) of the

problem (2.13). We make use of the following well known results:
∫

S∩Y

∣
∣
∣w − 1

|Y ∗|

∫

Y ∗

wdx
∣
∣
∣
2
dσ � C

∫

Y ∗

|Dw|2 dx, (7.6)

∫

Y ∗

|Dyw + ξ|2 dy � ρ|ξ|2, ρ > 0, (7.7)

for all ξ ∈ R
N and w ∈ W 1,2

per(Y ∗), where C and ρ are independent of w and ξ.
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Lemma 7.2. For any ξ ∈ R
N and u ∈ R there is a unique (modulo an additive constant)

solution w(y; ξ, u) of the problem (2.13) and

(a)

∫

Y ∗

|Dyw(y; ξ, u)|2dy � C(|ξ|2 + |u|2 + 1),

(b) a∗(ξ, u) · ξ � γ|ξ|2 − C(|u| |ξ|+ |u|2 + 1) (with γ > 0),

(c) there are α, β > 0 and r such that, for any ξ, ζ ∈ R
N and u, v ∈ R

(a∗(ξ, u)− a∗(ζ, v)) · (ξ − ζ) � α|ξ − ζ|2 − r(u− v)2 + β

∫

Y ∗

|Dŵ|2dy,

where ŵ = w(y; ξ, u) − w(y; ζ, v),

(d) w(y; ζ, v) → w(y; ξ, u) strongly in W 1,2
per(Y ∗) \R as ζ → ξ and v → u.

Proof. The existence of a unique solution of (2.13) in W 1,2
per(Y ∗) \ R easily follows from

assumptions (i)–(iii) and (vi) on the functions a and g. To show (a), we derive from (2.13) by

integrating by parts
∫

Y ∗

a(ξ +Dw, y) · (ξ +Dw)dy =

∫

S∩Y
g(u, y)wdσ +

∫

Y ∗

a(ξ +Dw, y) · ξdy. (7.8)

Applying the Poincaré inequality (7.6) and using (2.6), (2.3), for any k > 0 we obtain
∫

Y ∗

a(ξ +Dw, y) · (ξ +Dw)dy � C(|u|+ 1)‖Dw‖L2(Y ∗) + C|ξ| ‖ξ +Dw‖L2(Y ∗)

� C(|u|+ 1)(‖ξ +Dw‖L2(Y ∗) + |ξ|) + C|ξ| ‖ξ +Dw‖L2(Y ∗)

� k((|u| + 1)2 +
C

k
(|ξ|2 + ‖ξ +Dw‖2L2(Y ∗)), (7.9)

where C is independent of k, u, and ξ. Choosing k in (7.9) large enough and using (2.2), we get
∫

Y ∗

|ξ +Dw|2dy � C(|u|2 + |ξ|2 + 1),

which, in turn, implies (a).

Using (7.7) on the left-hand side of (7.8) and (7.6) in conjunction with (2.3), (2.6) in the

first term on the right-hand side, we easily derive (b).

In order to show (c), we use (2.13) to get by integrating by parts

(a∗(ξ, u)− a∗(ζ, v)) · (ξ − ζ) =

∫

S∩Y
(g(v, y) − g(u, y))ŵdσ

+

∫

Y ∗

(a(ξ +Dyw(y; ξ, u)) − a(ζ +Dyw(y; ζ, v))) · (ξ − ζ +Dyŵ)dy. (7.10)
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Taking into account (2.4), (2.6) and applying (7.6), we can estimate the first term I1 on the

right-hand side of (7.10) as follows:

|I1| � k|u− v|2 + C

k

∫

Y ∗

|Dŵ|2dy for any r > 0, (7.11)

where C is independent of k, ξ, ζ, u, and v. In view of (2.1) and (7.7), we have the following

lower bound for the second term I2 in (7.10):

I2 � (1− δ)κρ|ξ − ζ|2 + δκ

∫

Y ∗

|ξ − ζ +Dyŵ|2dy

with 0 < δ < 1 to be chosen later. On the other hand, by the elementary inequality a2 �
2(a+ b)2 + 2b2, ∫

Y ∗

|Dyŵ|2dy � 2

∫

Y ∗

|ξ − ζ +Dyŵ|2dy + 2|ξ − ζ|2.

Thus,

I2 � κ(ρ− δ(ρ+ 1))|ξ − ζ|2 + δκ

2

∫

Y ∗

|Dyŵ|2dy.

Choose 0 < δ < 1 so that ρ − δ(κ + 1) > 0 and set k = 4C/(δκ) (where C is the constant

appearing in (7.11)). We thus obtain (b) with α = κ(ρ− δ(ρ+ 1)) > 0 and β = (δκ)/4 > 0.

Finally, statement (d) is a direct consequence of (a) and (c).

Proof of Lemma 7.1. According to Lemma 7.2, it suffices to show (7.5). We set ŵ =

w(y; ξ, u) − w(y; ζ, v). Using (7.6) and assumptions (i), (iii), (iv) on g, we have

(b∗(ξ, u)− b∗(ζ, v))(v − u)

= (v − u)

∫

S∩Y
g′u(v, y)ŵdσy + (v − u)

∫

S∩Y
(g′u(u, y)− g′u(v, y))w(y; ξ, u)dσy

� C|u− v|‖Dŵ‖L2(Y ∗) + C|u− v|2‖Dw( · ; ξ, u)‖L2(Y ∗)/(1 + |u|+ |v|). (7.12)

Then statements (a) and (c) of Lemma 7.2 yield (7.5).

Remark 7.3. In the case where the function g(u, y) is linear in u, the bound (7.5) simplifies

to the following one:

(b∗(ξ, u)− b∗(ζ, v))(v − u) � 1

4
(a∗(ξ, u)− a∗(ζ, v)) · (ξ − ζ)) + C|u− v|2.

Let us consider the particular case where a(ξ, y) is linear in ξ, i.e., a is given by a(ξ, y) = A(y)ξ

with A ∈ L∞(Y ;RN×N ), A(y)ξ · ξ � κ|ξ|2 (κ > 0) for all ξ ∈ R
N , y ∈ Y . Then we can write

the solution of (2.13) as the sum w(y; ξ, u) = w(1)(y; ξ) + w̃(y;u) with w(1) solving (2.13) and w̃

being a unique (up to an additive constant) solution of the problem
⎧
⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎩

div (A(y)Dyw̃) = 0 in Y ∗,

A(y)Dyw̃ · ν = g(u, y) on S ∩ Y,

w̃ is Y -periodic.

(7.13)
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Note that w(1)(y; ξ) depends linearly on ξ. Also,

‖w̃(y;u)‖W 1,2(Y ∗)\R � C(|u|+ 1),

‖w̃(y;u)− w̃(y; v‖W 1,2(Y ∗)\R � C|u− v|,

‖w̃′
u(y;u) − w̃′

u(y; v)‖W 1,2)(Y ∗)\R � C|u− v|/(1 + |u|+ |v|),

where C is independent of u and v. The proof of these bounds is analogous to that of (3.14)–

(3.16). Thus,

b∗(ξ, u) =
∂

∂u

∫

Y ∗

A(y)Dyw̃(y;u) ·Dyw
(1)(y; ξ)dy

+

∫

Y ∗

A(y)Dyw̃
′
u(y;u) ·Dyw̃(y;u)dy = H ′(u) · ξ + h(u) (7.14)

with H and h such that |H(u)−H(v)| � C|u− v| and |h(u)− h(v)| � C|u− v|.

7.2 Uniqueness results for the problem (7.1)

In the particular cases, where the dimension of the space N � 3 or a(ξ, y) is linear in ξ,

or g(u, y) is linear in u, we show that the problem (7.1) cannot have two distinct solutions for

sufficiently large λ.

The following inequality will be used to estimate the expressions involving traces on ∂Ω. For

every δ > 0 there is Λδ such that

∫

∂Ω

|w|2dσ � δ‖Dw‖2L2(Ω) + Λδ‖w‖L2(Ω) ∀ w ∈ W 1,2(Ω). (7.15)

This inequality is a consequence of the compactness of the trace operator T∂Ω : W 1,2(Ω) →
L2(∂Ω), T∂Ωu = trace of u on ∂Ω. By the Lipschitz continuity of g(u, y) in the variable u, the

inequality (7.15) implies

|〈T ∗(u)− T ∗(v), u − v〉| � α

4
‖u− v‖2X + C‖u− v‖2L2(Ω), (7.16)

where α > 0 is the same as in (7.4).

Let u and v be solutions of (7.1).

Case I: g(u, y) is linear in u. Using Lemma 7.1, Remark 7.3, and (7.16), we get

〈F∗(u)−F∗(v) + λ(u− v), u− v〉 � α

4
‖u− v‖2X + (λ− λ̂0)‖u− v‖2L2(Ω) (7.17)

with λ̂0 independent of λ. It follows that u = v if λ � λ̂0.

136



Case II: a(ξ, y) is linear in ξ. According to (7.14), we have

〈B∗(u)− B∗(v)), v − u〉 = |Y ∗|
∫

Ω

(u− v)(div (H(u) −H(v)) + h(u)− h(v))dx

= |Y ∗|
∫

Ω

(D(v − u) · (H(u)−H(v)) + (u− v)(h(u) − h(v)))dx

+ |Y ∗|
∫

∂Ω

(u− v)(H(u) −H(v)) · ν dσ � α

4
‖u− v‖2X + C‖u− v‖2L2(Ω),

where we used (7.15). This inequality and Lemma 7.1 yield (7.17) (with possibly another

constant λ̂0).

Case III: the space dimension N is equal to two or three. It is well known that for these

space dimensions X(= W 1,2(Ω)) is compactly embedded into L4(Ω); moreover,

‖w‖2L4(Ω) � Cδ‖w‖2X + Cδ−N/(4−N)‖w‖2L2(Ω)

for all w ∈ X and δ > 0, where C is independent of δ > 0 and w (cf., for example, [24]). Using

this inequality, Lemma 7.1, and (7.16), we easily show that

〈F∗(u)−F∗(v), u − v〉 � α

4
‖u− v‖2X − C(δ‖u− v‖2X

+ δ−N/(4−N)‖u− v‖2L2(Ω))(‖u‖X + 1) ∀ δ > 0. (7.18)

On the other hand, Lemma 7.1 and the very definition of T ∗(u) imply that for every w ∈ X

〈A∗(w), w〉 � γ‖w‖2X − C(‖w‖2L2(Ω) + 1),

|〈B∗(w), w〉| � C(‖w‖X + ‖w‖L2(Ω) + 1)‖w‖L2(Ω),

|〈T ∗(w), w〉| � C‖w‖X‖w‖L2(Ω).

Therefore, there is λ̃0 such that

〈F ∗(u), u〉 � γ

2
‖u‖2X − λ̃0〈u, u〉.

Hence for λ � λ̃0 we have the a priori bound

‖u‖X � C(‖f‖X∗ + 1)

with C independent of u, f , and λ � λ̃0. Thus, u and v being solutions of (7.1), the estimate

(7.18) yields

α

4
‖u− v‖2X + λ‖u− v‖2L2(Ω) � C(‖f‖X∗ + 1)(δ‖u − v‖2X + δ−N/(4−N)‖u− v‖2L2(Ω)),

and, setting δ = α/(8C((‖f‖X∗ + 2)), we get u = v as far as λ � λ̂0 (= max{λ̃0, C(‖f‖X∗ +

1)δ−N/(4−N)}) (λ̂0 can be chosen independent of f if N = 2).
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7.3 Uniqueness results for the problem (7.2)

Given T > 0, we show that the problem (7.2) cannot have two distinct solutions u and v on

the time interval [0, T ] if a(ξ, y) is linear in ξ or g(u, y) is linear in u. Indeed, w = u− v satisfies

∂t〈w(t), w(t)〉 + 2〈F∗(u(t))−F∗(v(t)), u(t) − v(t)〉 = 0, 0 < t < T,

and w(0) = 0, while (7.17) yields

−2〈F∗(u(t)) −F∗(v(t)), u(t) − v(t)〉 � C〈w(t), w(t)〉, 0 < t < T.

Therefore, e−Ct‖w(t)‖2L2(Ω) � 0 so that w ≡ 0.

In the case where the space dimension is equal to two, we also have a uniqueness result.

Note that we have at least one solution u ∈ L2(0, T ;X) of (7.2). Then, if v is another solution,

we set w = u− v, R(t) = 〈w(t), w(t)〉 and derive, using (7.18) with δ = α/(8C((‖u‖X + 1)),

R′(t)− CR(t)(‖u(t)‖X + 1)2 � 0, 0 < t < T, and R(0) = 0.

This implies that

R(t) exp

{

− C

t∫

0

(‖u(τ)‖X + 1)2 dτ

}

� 0

and, consequently, R ≡ 0, i.e., u = v.

Acknowledgments

The work of V. Rybalko is partially supported by the Grant of NASU for Young Scientists.

This work was originated and partially done when V. Rybalko enjoyed the hospitality of the

Narvik University College whose support is gratefully acknowledged.

References

1. D. Cioranescu and P. Donato, “On a Robin problem in perforated domains,” In: Homog-
enization and Applications to Material Sciences. Proceedings of the International Confer-
ence, Nice, France, June 6–10, 1995, pp. 123–135, Gakkotosho, Tokyo (1995).

2. D. Cioranescu and J. Saint Jean Paulin, “Truss structures: Fourier conditions and eigen-
value problem,” Lect. Notes Control Inf. Sci. 178, 125-141 (1992).

3. G. Allaire, A. Damlamian, and U. Hornung, “Two-scale convergence on periodic sur-
faces and applications,” In: Proceedings of the International Conference on Mathematical
Modelling of Flow Through Porous Media, pp. 15–25, World Scientific, Singapore (1995).

4. A. G. Belyaev, A. L. Pyatnitskii, and G. A. Chechkin, “Asymptotic behavior of the solution
of a boundary value problem in a punctured domain with an oscillating boundary” [in
Russian], Sib. Mat. Zh. 39, No. 4, 730–754 (1998); English transl.: Sib. Math. J. 39, No.
4, 621–644 (1998).

138



5. O. A. Oleinik and T. A. Shaposhnikova, “On the homogenization of the Poisson equation in
partially perforated domains with arbitrary density of cavities and mixed type conditions
on their boundary,” Atti Accad. Naz. Lincei, Cl. Sci. Fis. Mat. Nat., IX. Ser., Rend. Lincei,
Mat. Appl. 7, No. 3, 129–146 (1996).

6. O. A. Oleinik and T. A. Shaposhnikova, “On the averaging for a partially perforated
domain with a mixed boundary condition with a small parameter on the cavity boundary”
[in Russian], Differ. Uravn. 31, No. 7, 1150-1160 (1995); English transl.: Differ. Equations
31, No. 7, 1086-1098 (1995).

7. S. E. Pastukhova, “On the character of the distribution of the temperature field in a
perforated body with a given value on the outer boundary under heat exchange conditions
on the boundary of the cavities that are in accord with Newton’s law” [in Russian], Mat.
Sb. 187, No. 6, 85–96 (1996); English transl.: Sb. Math. 187, No. 6, 753–770 (1996).

8. A. G. Belyaev, A. L. Pyatnitskii, and G. A. Chechkin, “Averaging in a perforated domain
with an oscillating third boundary condition” [in Russian], Mat. Sb. 192, No. 7, 3–20
(2001); English transl.: Sb. Math. 192, No. 7-8, 933–949 (2001).

9. S. E. Pastukhova, “Tartar’s compensated compactness method in the averaging of the
spectrum of a mixed problem for an elliptic equation in a punctured domain with a third
boundary condition” [in Russian], Mat. Sb. 186, No. 5, 127–144 (1995): English transl.:
Sb. Math. 186, No. 5, 7533–770 (1995).

10. S. E. Pastukhova, “Spectral asymptotics for a stationary heat conduction problem in a
perforated domain” [in Russian], Mat. Zametki 69, No. 4, 600–612 (2001); English transl.:
Math. Notes 69, No. 3–4, 546–558 (2001).

11. V. Chiado Piat and A. Piatnitski, “Gamma-convergence approach to variational problems
in perforated domains with Fourier boundary conditions,” ESAIM, Cotrol Optim. Calc.
Var. 16, No. 1, 148–175 (2010).

12. G. Nguetseng, “A general convergence result for a functional related to the theory of
homogenization,” SIAM J. Math. Anal. 20, No. 3, 608–623 (1989).

13. G. Allaire, “Homogenization and two-scale convergence,” SIAM J. Math. Anal. 23, No. 6,
1482–1518 (1992).

14. V. V. Zhikov, M. E. Rychago, and S. B. Shul’ga, “Homogenization of monotone operators
by means of two-scale convergence” [in Russian], Tr. Semin. I. G. Petrovskogo 23, 44–66
(2004); English transl.: J. Math. Sci. 127, No. 5, 2159–2173 (2005).

15. V. V. Zhikov, “On two-scale convergence” [in Russian], Tr. Semin. I. G. Petrovskogo 23,
149–187 (2003): English transl.: J. Math. Sci. 120, No. 3, 1328–1352 (2004).

16. D. Lukkassen, G. Nguestseng, and P. Wall, “Two-scale convergence,” Int. J. Pure Appl.
Math. 2, No. 1, 35–86 (2002).

17. M. Neuss-Radu, “Some extensions of two-scale convergence,” C. R. Acad. Sci., Paris, Sér.
I 322, No. 9, 899–904 (1996).

18. G. Clark and L. Packer, “Two-scale homogenization of non-linear degenerate evolution
equations,” J. Math. Anal. Appl. 238, No. 1, 316–328 (1999).

19. G. Clark and L. Packer, “Two-scale homogenization of implicit degenerate evolution equa-
tions,” J. Math. Anal. Appl. 214, No. 2, 420–438 (1997).

20. G. Clark and R. Showalter, “Two-scale convergence of a model for flow in a partially
fissured medium,” Electron. J. Differ. Equ. Paper No. 2 (1999).

139



21. L. Pankratov, A. Piatnitski, and V. Rybalko, “Homogenized model of reaction-diffusion in
a porous medium,” C. R. Méc., Acad. Sci. Paris 331, No. 4, 253–258 (2003).

22. R. E. Showalter, Monotone Operators in Banach Space and Nonlinear Partial Differential
Equations, Am. Math. Soc., Providence, RI (1997).

23. E. Acerbi, V. Ch. Piat, G. Dal Maso, and D. Percivale, “An extension theorem from
connected sets, and homogenization in general periodic domains,” Nonlinear Anal. 18, No.
5, 481–496 (1992).

24. O. A. Ladyzhenskaya and N. N. Uraltseva, Linear and Quasilinear Elliptic Equations,
Academic Press, New York etc. (1968).

Submitted on June 11, 2011

140


	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Presentation of the Main Results
	3 Proof of the Convergence Resultfor the Stationary Problem
	4 Auxiliary Results and Proof of Theorem 2.1
	4.1 Some inequalities
	4.2 An asymptotic representation for surface integral in (3.4)

	5 Limit Transition in the Surface Term andProof of Proposition 3.1
	6 Homogenization of the Parabolic Problem (1.2)
	6.1 Well-posedness of the problem (6.1)
	6.2 Uniform a priori bounds
	6.3 Homogenization of the problem (6.1)

	7 Properties of the Homogenized Problem
	7.1 Properties of a∗ and b∗
	7.2 Uniqueness results for the problem (7.1)
	7.3 Uniqueness results for the problem (7.2)

	Acknowledgments
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>



    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>

    /SKY <>

    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>

    /ENU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200039002000280039002e0033002e00310029002e000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
    /RUS <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [594.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


