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ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS OF BOUNDARY LAYER CORRECTORS IN
PERIODIC HOMOGENIZATION

CHRISTOPHE PRANGE"

ABsTRACT. This paper is devoted to the asymptotic analysis of boundary layers in
periodic homogenization. We investigate the behaviour of the boundary layer corrector,
defined in the half-space ,,, := {y-n —a > 0}, far away from the boundary and prove
the convergence towards a constant vector field, the boundary layer tail. This problem
happens to depend strongly on the way the boundary 02, . intersects the underlying
microstructure. Our study complements the previous results obtained on the one hand
for n € RQ?, and on the other hand for n ¢ RQ? satisfying a small divisors assumption.
We tackle the case of arbitrary n ¢ RQ? using ergodicity of the boundary layer along
O0n,a. Moreover, we get an asymptotic expansion of Poisson’s kernel P = P(y,7),
associated to the elliptic operator —V - A(y)V- and Q, 4, for |y — | — co. Finally, we
show that, in general, convergence towards the boundary layer tail can be arbitrarily
slow, which makes the general case very different from the rational or the small divisors
one.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we investigate the behaviour of vy = vy (y) € RY, solving the elliptic

system
{—V-A(y)val =0, y-n—a>0
(1.1)
v =vo(y), y'n—a=0
with periodically oscillating coefficients and Dirichlet data, far away from the boundary
of the half-space {y - n —a > 0} € R% Understanding these asymptotics is an important
issue in the study of boundary layer correctors in periodic homogenization.

Throughout this paper, N > 1, d > 2, n € S% ! is a given unit vector and a € R.
The Dirichlet data vy = vo(y) € RY is defined for y € R? so is the family of matrices
A= A% (y) € My (R) indexed by 1 < a, 8 < d. Small greek letters like o, 3, 7, n usually
denote integers belonging to {1,... d}, whereas i, j, k stand for integers in {1,... N}.
Therefore, taking advantage of Einstein’s convention:

[V . A(y)VUbl} i: Oya (Aiajﬁ (y)ay/s‘ Ubl,j>'

The main assumptions on A are now

(A1) ellipticity: there exists A > 0 such that for every family ¢ = ¢* € RY indexed
by 1 < a < d, for all y € RY,

AE €0 S A (y)e® - €7 < ATHE
(A2) periodicity: A is 1-periodic i.e. for all y € R?, for all £ € Z¢,
Aly +¢) = Ay);
(A3) regularity: A is supposed to belong to C*° (Rd).
Moreover, we assume

(B1) periodicity: vy is a 1-periodic function;
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(B2) regularity: vy is smooth.
Before focusing on system itself, let us recall the main steps of the homogenization
procedure leading to the study of vy;. We carry out our analysis on the elliptic system with
Dirichlet boundary conditions

VARV =f zeQ
(1.2) { W =0, ze€dn

posed in a bounded Lipschitz domain Q C R? endowed with a periodic microstructure.
This system may model, for instance, heat conduction (N = 1), or linear elasticity (d = 2
or 3 and N = d) in a periodic composite medium. We are interested in the asymptotical
behaviour of u®, when € — 0. This problem is of particular importance when it comes
to the numerical analysis of . The oscillations at scale € are too fast to be captured
by classical methods. One therefore looks for an approximation of u®, taking into account
the small scales, without solving them explicitely. To gain an insight into these numerical
issues, we refer to [SV06]; for a general overview of the homogenization theory see [BLPTS|
or [CD99.

1.1. Some error estimates in homogenization. For a given source term f € L2(),
boundedness of 2 and ellipticity of A yield the existence and uniqueness of a weak solution
uf in H(Q) to (1.2)). Moreover, we deduce from the a priori bound

[l gy < C I N2 s

where C' > 0 is a constant independent from ¢, that up to the extraction of a subsequence,
uf converges weakly in H}(Q). A classical method to investigate this convergence is to
have recourse to multiscale asymptotic expansions. We expand, at least formally, u® in
powers of €

(1.3) uf ~ (x, E) + eut <a;, f) + 202 (x, E) + ...
€ € €
assuming that u* = u’(x,y) € RV is 1-periodic with respect to the fast variable y. Plugging
into , identifying the powers of € and solving the cascade of equations then gives:
(1) that u° does not depend on y and that it solves the homogenized system

V- AV =f €
w’ =0, zeof

where the constant homogenized tensor A° = A%*# ¢ My (R) is given by

AVS / AP (y)dy + / A% ()9, X (y)dy,
Td Td

and x = x?(y) € My (R) is the family, indexed by 3 € {1,... d}, of solutions to
the cell problem
{ —Vy AW)Vyx® =08,,4°% ,yeT?
JraXP(y)dy =0 ’
(2) that for all z € Q and y € T, u!(x,y) = x*(y) 0, u’(x) + @' (x);
(3) and that for allz € Q and y € T¢, u?(z,y) := Fo‘ﬁ(y)@ma8m5u0(w)+xa(y)8zaﬂ1 (x)+
u%(z), where I' = T'*?(y) € My (R) is the family, indexed by a, 8 € {1,... d},
solving

(1.4)

{ -V, - A(y)VyFO‘fB = BB _ de Baﬁ(y)dy, y € T¢
de Faﬁ(y)dy =0 ’
and
B*(y) := A% (y) + A% ()0, X" () + 0y, (A (W)X"(v))-
2



One can then carry out energy estimates on the error rgf = uf(z)—u(z)—ex (%) Vu'(z)—
er (%) - V2u%(z) solving the elliptic system

—V-A(f)VrQ’S =f5 e
r2e =g°, x €N

To bound r%¢ one needs some regularity on u’, say u® € H*(Q) (for refined estimates,
involving lower regularity on u°, see [MV97, Prall]). Under this coarse assumption

1/l 20y < Ce HUOHH‘l(Q)

X T
190,13y == (2) V=T (2) - %1y ) < O 1 gy

One can therefore show that Hr
(1.5)

0 2,e 2 T 2.0
w—a—ex (2) vl < 1P et (D) 9 g < O 1 s

and

HHI(Q) < Ce? HUOHH4(Q)’ which implies

1
lu = w2 ) = O(e2)-

The latter estimate shows, that the zeroth-order term u° is a correct approximation of u®.

Estimate ((1.5)) is however limited by the trace on 99 of u! (-, E) Actually, the periodicity
assumption of the ansatz (1.3)) with respect to the microscopic variable y, is not compatible
with the homogeneous Dirichlet condition on the boundary. In order to force the Dirichlet

condition one introduces a boundary layer term u;l’ = u;la( ) € RN at order ! in the
expansion (|1.3]). More precisely, u;f solves
-V-A ( ) Vu =0, x €
(1.6) KT 50
w,” =-—u'(2,%), we

and the corrected Ansatz is
(1.7) uf ~ul (x) + ¢ [ul (:B, f) + u;l’e] + 22 (:B, E) +...
€ €
Adding the boundary layer at first-order improves (I.5): if u® € H*(Q),
0
(1.8) ‘ o < Ce||u|| jay

However, such a trick remains useless as long as one is not able to describe the asymptotics
1
of u;° when & — 0.

L 1
uf —ul —ex <—> -Vl — euy)”
€

1.2. Homogenization of boundary layer systems. As for ((1.2)), the problem is to show
that ((1.6)) can be in some sense homogenized. A few remarks are in order:
(1) System (1.6 exhibits oscillations in the coefficients as well as on the boundary.
(2) The oscillations along 02 are not periodic in general. This can be expressed by
the fact that the boundary breaks the periodic microstructure.

(3) The a priori bound on w,;°

[ o (= 2)] =0
€

does not provide a uniform bound in H*().

HY(Q) —

These issues make the homogenization of the boundary layer system (|1.6)) far more difficult
than the homogenization of . The results obtained in this dlrectlon are still partial.

The first step towards the asymptotic behaviour of ubla is to get a priori bounds uniform

in e. If N = 1, the maximum principle furnishes a uniform bound in L%(2) on u;f.
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A way of investigating in the case when N > 1 is to represent u;f in terms of
the oscillating Poisson kernel associated to —V - A (f) V- and . In the series of papers
[AL8T, [AL89, [AL91], Avellaneda and Lin manage to get estimates, uniform in &, on these
Green and Poisson kernels, as well as expansions valid in the limit ¢ — 0 (for recent
progress in this direction, see [KLS12]). One of the results of [AL87] (see theorem 3) is the
uniform bound Hu;l’aH Lr(Q) < C, for 1 < p < oo, valid under the assumption that 0 is
at least Ch*, with 0 < a < 1. Note that an L?(£2) bound on u;l’s yields an H'(w) bound
on the gradient, for w €  compactly supported in 2 (see [AA99, [GVMII]). The strong

oscillations of Vu;f are filtered out in the interior of the domain and concentrate near the
boundary. Hence, the multiscale expansion is right up to the order 1 in ¢ in the interior:

(1.9) ‘ uf —u® — ey (g) : Vuo‘

However, to improve the asymptotics up to the boundary, one needs another approach.
Namely, we seek after a 2-scale approximation of the boundary layer corrector

u1’€ S (m E)
bl e

e = ©F 4] gy -

Take xy € 0 a point at which there exists a tangent hyperplane directed by n := n(x) €
S?1 and assume that € is contained in {z-n —2¢-n > 0}. Then plugging formally v into

(1.6) gives at order ¢2

U(x07y) = _X(Q)Vuo(x0)7 y-n— % =0

The variable x( is nothing more than a parameter in this system. If ) is convex, the
boundary layer is approximated in the vicinity of each point zg of the boundary by a
Vg, = v(Tp,-) solving . This formal idea has been made rigorous for polygonal
convex bounded domains @ C R2, for which only a finite number of correctors v* has to
be considered, one for each edge K*. By linearity, v* factors into

(@, y) = v (1) s u’ ()

where for all @ = 1,... d, v5® = v (y) € RN solves
(1.11) ~V-A@)Vug® =0,  y-nf-a>0
: k
Ublyoé — Xa(y)’ y - nk: —a=0

with a := Z2. Dropping the exponents k and «, we end up with .

System (|1.1)) is linear elliptic in divergence form. The main source of difficulties one
encounters is the lack of boundedness of the domain Q,, := {y-n —a > 0}. This
complicates the existence theory, but even more the study of the asymptotical behaviour.
Moreover, the analysis of depends, in a nontrivial manner, on the interaction between
082, o and the underlying lattice. So far, it has been carried out in two different contexts:

(RAT): the rational case, i.e. n € RQ%;

(DIV): the small divisors case, when there exists C, 7 > 0 such that for all £ €
Z3\ {0}, foralli=1,... d—1,

(1.12) ni - €| > C g7

where (n1,... ng_1,n) forms an orthogonal basis of R%.

Assumption (1.12)) means that the distance from every point, except 0, of the lattice Z<, to
the line {\n, A € R}, is in some sense bounded from below. Note that this condition, albeit

generic, in the sense that it is satisfied for almost every n € S%~! (for more quantitative

results, see [GVM]), is not fulfilled by every vector n ¢ RQ.
4



Let us explain why the description of the asymptotics of vy far away from the boundary
is a crucial step in the homogenization of . Roughly speaking, one proves in both
contexts (RAT) and (DIV), that there exits a smooth vy solving and that this
solution converges very fast, when y - n — oo, towards a constant vector field vy € RN,
the boundary layer tail. For a polygonal domain €2 with edges satisfying for instance the
small divisors assumption, we approximate uif by @' solution of

(1.13) —-V-AVal =0, TN
' ol = -0 .V, zedQn Kk
Indeed,
l,e —1 le -1 k k00| . 0 k _ kool . 0
Hub’ - ‘LQ(Q) = H b _Zk: [U”’_U ] Vu ‘LQ(Q)+%:"[Ubl v ] Vu ‘LQ(Q)

and using the decay of the boundary layer correctors in the interior of €2, one proves:

Theorem 1.1 ([Pralll], theorem 3.3). If u® € H***(Q), with w > 0, then there exists
k > 0 such that

le -1
Jo =

K
@ O ().

This shows that the oscillating Dirichlet data of can be homogenized. The limit
system involves the tails of the boundary layer correctors. The corrector %' has
been used to implement numerical shemes in [SV06]. More recently, the obtention of an
[[.I}Hike theorem for a smooth uniformly convex two-dimensional domain has been achieved
in [GVM]. Again, it relies on the approximation of the domain by polygonals with edges
satisfying the small divisors condition, emphasizing the key role of systems (|1.1)).

We devote section [2] of this manuscript to a review of the previous results obtained on
, with an emphasis on the techniques used in the small divisors case. Let us give an
insight into these theorems:

(RAT): Among the rich litterature about this case, we refer to [AA99] (lemma 4.4),
IMVO7] (appendix 6) and the references therein. A precise statement is given in
theorem It consists of two parts:

existence: there exists a variational solution vy € C™ (m) to (unique
if appropriate decay of Vuy is prescribed);

convergence: there exists a constant vector, called boundary layer tail, v‘bll’oo de-
pending on a such that vy (y) —Ugl’oo and its derivatives tend to 0 exponentially
fast when y - n — oo.

(DIV): This case was treated in the recent paper [GVMII| by Gérard-Varet and
Masmoudi. A precise statement is given in theorem [2.2] It consists again of two
parts:

existence: there exists a variational solution vy € C™ (@) to (1.1) (unique
if appropriate decay of Vuy is prescribed);

convergence: there exists a boundary layer tail vy independent from a such
that vy (y) — vy and its derivatives tend to 0 when y-n — oo, faster than any
negative power of y - n.

The main difference is that the boundary layer tail depends on a in the rational setting
and not in the small divisors one, which implies that the homogenization theorem is
true up to the extraction of a subsequence ¢, in the former. In both cases, one can come
down to some periodic framework to prove the existence of a variational solution. Fast
convergence follows from a St-Venant estimate. We come back to these points in detail in
section 2



1.3. Outline of our results and strategy. Our goal is to analyse in the case when
n ¢ RQ? does not meet the small divisors assumption . Again, one first wonders
if the system has a solution. This question can be investigated by methods analogous to
those of [GVM11]. Indeed, their well-posedness result does not rely on the small divisors
assumption. The latter hypothesis is however essential to show the convergence towards
the boundary layer tail in the work of Gérard-Varet and Masmoudi. We therefore have
recourse to another approach based on an integral representation of the variational solution
to by the mean of Poisson’s kernel P = P(y,y) € My(R) associated to —V - A(y) V-
and the domain 2, ,. Basically,

on(y) = /a P,

for every y € 1, 4. At first glance, if n = e4 the d-th vector of the canonical basis of R,
ifa=0and y= (0,5_1), € > 0, then

w(0.2) = [ P(0.0.0.0)) w0

_ /R E%P (i(o, D, i(i«’,())) % (i(@’,@)) d.

Examining the asymptotics of vy far away from the boundary, requires subsequently to
understand the behaviour of the oscillating kernel Edl_l P (%, %) when € — 0, or equivalently
the asymptotical comportment of P(y,y), when y -n — oo and § € 9, 0. This is done
in section , relying on ideas and results of Avellaneda and Lin [AL87, [AL91]. We prove
an expansion for P associated to the domain (), o for arbitrary n € S1. To put it in
a nutshell, one demonstrates that there ewists k > 0 such that for all y € €y, for all

Q € aQn,O,

C
P(y,9) = Peap(y, Y)| < 777>
’ ( ) p( )’ |y_y|d_1_|_,$

where Pegp = Peap(y, ) is an explicit kernel, with ergodicity properties tangentially to the
boundary. The precise statement of this key result is postponed to section[J: see theorem
We have an explicit expression for the corrector terms. Although this expansion
is stated (and proved) for the domain €, it extends to €2, , by a simple translation.
Studying the tail of vy now boils down to examining the limit when y - n — oo of

| Palwieo@di+ [ Rl pula)dy

O .a On.a

with rest R = R(y,y) € My (R) satisfying |R(y, )| < M%. The rest integral tends to
0. One takes advantage of the oscillations of vy on the boundary to show the convergence

of the corrector integrals by the mean of an ergodic theorem. Doing so, we demonstrate
the following theorem, which is the core of this paper:

Theorem 1.2. Assume that n ¢ RQ?. Then,
(1) there exists a unique solution vy, € C™ (Qyq) NL® () of (L) satisfying

t—o00

(1.14a) ”VUblHLOO({y-n—t>0}) — 0,

(114b) / ||8nvbl H%OO({y-n—t:O}) dt < o0,
(2) and a boundary layer tail vyy € RY | independent from a, such that for all y € Qna

n—
only) "= gy,

locally uniformly in the tangential variable.
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Furthermore, one has an explicit expression for vy (see (6.4)).

The use of the ergodic theorem to prove the convergence does not yield any rate. One
wonders therefore how fast convergence of vy towards vy is. A partial answer is given by
the next theorem, whose proof is addressed in section [7}

Theorem 1.3. Assume that d = 2, N = 1, A = Iy and that n ¢ RQ? does not satisfy
(1.12). Then for every I > 0, for all R > 0, there exists a smooth function vg and a
sequence (tyr)n €la, oY such that:

(1) (tar),yy is strictly increasing and tends to oo;
(2) the unique solution vy of (L.1)), in the variational sense, converges towards vy as
y-n — oo and for all M € N, for all y € 02,0 N B(0, R),

‘sz(y/ +tyn) — vf,’f\ > t;/[l.

This result means that convergence can be as slow as we wish in some sense: for fixed
n ¢ QR? which does not satisfy the small divisors assumption, for every power function
t — t~! with { > 0 there exists a 1-periodic vy = vo(y) € R, such that the solution vy of

—Avy =0, y-n—a>0
vy =vo(y), yn—a=0

converges slower to its tail than (y - n)_l when y-n — 00. The main obstruction preventing
vy from converging faster in general lies indeed in the fact that the distance between a
given point ¢ € Z9\ {0} and the line {\n, A € R} is not bounded from below. This is in big
contrast with the small divisors case, where asserts the existence of a lower bound. It
underlines the strong dependence of the boundary layer on the interaction between 0€2,, ,
and Z<.

1.4. Organization of the paper. In this paper we address the proofs of theorems [5.3
(expansion of Poisson’s kernel), (convergence of the boundary layer corrector) and
(slow convergence). Section [2] is devoted to a review of the rational and small divisors
settings. We insist on the existence proof in the non rational case and underline the role
of the small divisors assumption in the asymptotic analysis. In section [3] some essential
properties and estimates on Green and Poisson kernels associated to elliptic operators with
periodic coefficients are recalled. We prove a uniqueness theorem for , which makes
it possible to rely on Poisson’s formula to represent the variational solution of and
explain to what extent the description of the large scale asymptotics of Poisson’s kernel
P boils down to an homogenization problem. The latter is the focus of sections [4, where
we study a dual problem, and [5|in which an asymptotic expansion of Poisson’s kernel, for
y - m — 00, is established (see theorem [5.3]). This work is the central step in our proof
of theorem The last step is done in section [6] where we prove on the one hand the
convergence towards the boundary layer tail using theorem and on the other hand the
independence of vy from a. Section [7]is concerned with the proof of theorem [I.3]

1.5. Notations. The following notations apply for the rest of the paper. The half-space
{y -n —a > 0} is denoted by €, and in the sequel, for any y € Q,, and r > 0,
D(y,r) == B(y,7)NQyp q and I'(y,7) := B(y,r) N0y . The case when a = 0 is frequently
used: Q0 =: Q. For a function H = H(y,§) depending on y, § € R? we may use
the following notation: 01 oH := 0y, H (resp. OsoH := 05, H) for all « € {1,... d}.
The vectors ey, ... eq represent the canonical basis of R?. The matrix M € M (R) is an
orthogonal matrix such that Meq = n; N € Mgq_; (R) is the matrix of the d — 1 first
columns of M. All along these lines, C' > 0 denotes an arbitrary constant independent
from €.
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2. REVIEW OF THE RATIONAL AND SMALL DIVISORS SETTINGS

In this section we make a short review of the mathematical results on system . We
concentrate on giving precise statements for the theorems announced in the introduction
(cf. section and insist much more on the small divisors case, whose existence part is
useful to us. To determine the role of n, we make the change of variable z = M”y in .
One obtains that v(z) := vy (Mz) solves

{ ~V-B(Mz)Vv =0, 24 > a

(2.1) v =v9(Mz), zg=a

The family of matrices B = B**(y) € My (R), indexed by 1 < «, 8 < d, satisfies for every
i, je{l,... N},

Bjj = MA; ;MT.
and is hence 1-periodic, elliptic and smooth.

2.1. Rational case. This case has been studied by many authors (see [AA99, MV9T]).
The assumption n € QR? simplifies much the existence and convergence proof. Indeed, as
n has rational coordinates, one can choose an orthogonal matrix M with columns in RQ?
sending ey on n. Subsequently, there exists a d-uplet of periods (L1,... Lg) such that

z — B(Mz) and z — vg(Mz)

are (Ly,... Lg)-periodic functions. Without loss of generality, let us assume that L; =
...=Lg=1. We can also fix a = 0 for the moment. We come back later to this hypothesis.
Then, lifting the Dirichlet data vy using ¢ € C2° (R), compactly supported in [—1, 1] such
that 0 < ¢ <1 and ¢ =1 on [—3, 3], yields that § := v — ¢(2q)vo(M(2',0)) solves

T 202
(2.2) {—VB(Mz)vg zg-B(Mz)V(gp(zd)vo(M(z’,O))), Zig

An appropriate framework to write a variational formulation for is the completion of
cr (’]I"d_1 X R+) with respect to the L2 (']I'd_1 X R+) of the gradient. The fact that the
source term V- B(M2)V (¢(zq4)vo(M(2/,0))) in is compactly supported in the normal
direction, allows to resort to a Poincaré inequality. We can prove the existence of a weak
solution v to by the mean of the Lax-Milgram lemma.

The existence part asserts that Vo € L2 (”]I'd_1 X ]R+). We aim at showing that Vv
actually decays faster. The key observation is that for any k € N, v*) .= (2, 2q — k)
defined for z4 > k solves

—V - BMz)Vo®) =0, za >k
v =e(Mz), zg=k

Hence, one has for all £ € N the St-Venant estimate

(2:3) HVUHL?(’IFd*lX]k—i-l,oo[) <C ||vv‘|L2(’IFd*1><]k,oo[) - HVUHLZ(’]I‘d*X]k—l-I,oo[) ’

which yields the exponential decay of ||Vl ;2 (Td-1x] when ¢t — oco. The existence

t,oo[) ’
of the boundary layer tail vgl’oo € RY comes from the fact that f.ﬂ.d_lx]k’kﬂ[v(t)dt is a
Cauchy sequence. The decay of higher order derivatives follows from elliptic regularity
(see [ADNG4]). This implies, through Sobolev injections, pointwise convergence of v(2’, z4)
towards vl?l’oo, at an exponential rate.

Let us come back to the assumption a = 0. Let a be any real number, v the associated
solution of and denote by @ = a — [a] its fractional part. Then, v* = v(- + aeq)

{ —V - B (M(z + aeq) Vo* =0, 24 >0

v® =vy (M(z+aeq)), 2z4=0
8



If we now assume that N = 1, d = 2 and that B(M:) is the constant identity matrix Ig,
we can carry out Fourier analysis to compute the tail. We get that the tail vgl’oo of v and
v® is equal to

1
vy = /0 vo (M(2',a)) d7/,

which depends on a. Thus, the boundary layer tail is not independent from a in this rational
setting. We now summarize the preceding results (forgetting about the assumptions L; =
...=Lg=1and a=0) in the:

Theorem 2.1 (lemma 4.4 in [AA99], appendix 6 in [MV97]). Assume that n € RQ.
Then,

(1) there exists a solution v € C* (R x [a,00[) of [2-1), unique under the condition
that for all R > 0

Vv e L*((—R, R)* " x]a, o0[),

(2) and k >0, UZLZ’OO € RY depending on a such that for all o € N%, for all z = (2, z4) €
R4 x]a, oof,

(2.4) efilza—a) ‘8? (U(Z) — vgl’oo)‘ < C,.

We conclude this section by a remark. It is concerned with the exponent k = k,, in .
In [NROO], the case of a two-dimensional layered media 2, ¢ is considered. It is shown that
exponential convergence of Vo to 0, uniform in n € RQ?, cannot be expected. Indeed,
depending on n, k, can be arbitrarily small.

2.2. Small divisors case. All the results we recall here stem from the original article
IGVM11] by Gérard-Varet and Masmoudi. The periodic framework in the rational case
makes the study of more simple for the main reason that it yields compactness in
the horizontal direction. One can thus rely on Poincaré-Wirtinger inequalities, which are
essential to prove the St-Venant estimate . In the non rational case, i.e. whenn ¢ QRY,
one also attempts to recover a periodic setting. Note that for all z = (2/,a) € R%! x {a},
vo (M(2',a)) = vo (N2' +M(0,a)), where N € My 4_1 (R) is the matrix of the d — 1 first
columns of M. Therefore, vo(M-) is quasiperiodic in 2/, i.e. there exists Vp = Vp(0,t) € RV
defined for @ € T¢ and t € R such that for all z = (/,a) € R*™! x {a}, vo (M(¢',a)) =
Vo(N2',a). Similarly, there exists B = B(f,t) such that for all z = (2/,z4) € R x R,
B (M(#',24)) = B(NZ,zq). Hence, one looks for a quasiperiodic solution of (2.1)); for
details concerning quasiperiodic functions the reader is referred to [JKO94], section 7.1.
Assume that there exists V' = V(6,t) € RY defined for § € T? and t > a such that for all
z = (2, 29) € R 1x]a, o0,

v (M(2/, 2q)) = V(NZ/, 2q).

Now, if V' solves

T T
—<N V9>-B(9,t) <N V9>V =0, t>a

(2.5) O O
V. =W, t=a

)

then v = v(2/, z4) = V(NZ/, z4) solves (2.1)).

We focus now on system . We examine successively the existence of a solution
and the convergence towards a constant vector field. By making the change of unknown
function, we have gained compactness in the horizontal direction, but lost ellipticity of
the differential operator. System is however well-posed (see [GVM11] proposition 2):

9



there exists a unique variational solution V € C'* (de]a, oo[) such that for alll > 0, for
all @ € N9,

o (NTY
Aoy < o, 9)

To compensate for the lack of ellipticity, one uses a regularization method. We add a
corrective term —:A to the operator. The regularized system is

T T
- (N V") - B(6,1) (N W) VE— AV =0, t>a

) )
V=V, t=a

26) |

L(Txfael) /w/ (!NTV98£03V\2+ ]aﬁ“agvf) dodt < oc.
X]a,co a

(2.7)

The regularizing term yields ellipticity of the differential operator. Lifting the boundary
data V{ into a function compactly supported in the direction normal to the boundary,
makes it possible, as in the rational case, to prove the existence of a variational solution
V* to (2.7). Carrying out energy estimates on gives —like a priori bounds on
V*, uniform in ¢. Thanks to this compactness on the sequence (V*) ., one can extract
a subsequence, which converges weakly to V' wvariational solution of when ¢ — 0.
Uniqueness follows from the a priori bounds. An important point is that the justification
of this well-posedness result does not resort to the small divisors assumption.

We come to the asymptotical analysis far away from the boundary. Sobolev injections
and the a priori bounds yield pointwise convergence to 0 of NT'VyV (6, t), 0,V (6,t) and
their derivatives, when ¢ — oo, uniformly in # € T¢. Let us investigate this convergence in
more detail. Without loss of generalit;;z we assume temporarily that a = 0. The idea is to
N*Vy

establish a St-Venant estimate on < 9
t

) V. In the same spirit as in the rational case,

we look at the quantity

K(T) ::/ /oo (INT9V|* + |0V |*) doat
Td JT

defined for T" > 0. One proves that
1
(2.8) K(T) < C (-K'(T))* ( |17(9,T)}2d0> 0
Td

with V(6,T) := V(6,T) — Jra V(-,T). The stake is to control the second factor in the
rhs. of (2.8). The key argument of [GVMII] is a type of Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality
implied by the small divisors assumption. Assume that n ¢ RQ? satisfies . Then,
for all 1 < p < oo, there exists C, > 0 such that

1
(2.9) V(6,T)|d6 < C, (/ INTV,V (6, T)|2d9> .
Td Td

Note that the r.h.s. does not involve the L?(T%) norm of V4V, but the norm of the
incomplete gradient NTV4V. We give a sketch of the reasoning leading to . The
proof relies on Fourier analysis in the tangential variable. In order to emphasize the role
of the small divisors assumption, let us give an equivalent statement of : taking for
ni,... nqg—1 the d —1 first columns N € My 4_1 (R) of M, becomes

(2.10) INTe| > Clg| .

Let T > 0 be fixed, 1 < p < oo and p’ its conjugate Holder exponent: % + }% = 1. By

Parceval’s equality we can compute the L? (Td) norm on the Lh.s. of (2.9) and then apply
10



Holder’s inequality

3
~l

~ 2 = 1 = 2 d+1
d|V(97T)\ o< > ‘V §,7T) ‘ G > ’V(&T)‘ [
E gez\{0} £€z\{0}
with o := 1, 8 := & and v := 4T = 47 For the first factor in the r.h.s., which
p p P ?'(p—1)

represents the norm of ‘7(, T') in an homogeneous Sobolev space with negative exponent,

we have, using (2.10)):

HNTVQXN/(H,T)‘ ’

pe T, 2 2T Ve 20 S [Ven| o

|£|2(d+T) :
£ez\{0} £ez\{0}

This bound and ({2.6]) imply in particular a control on Hf/(, T) H 15 (T4) for all s > 0. Hence,

one bounds the second factor by a constant independent from 7.
The bound ([2.10)), in combination with (2.8)), yields for every 1 < p < oo the differential

+
inequation on K, K(T) < C, (—K’(T))pTI0 from which we get the decay: for all T" > 0,
+1
0< K(T) < CpTlljfp. We do the same on higher order derivatives considering for s € N,

K (T):= > // |NTalagvgv\ +]al+1agv|)d9dt

0<|a|+I<s

The existence of a boundary layer tail follows from a procedure similar to the rational case.
For arbitrary a € R, one can prove (see proposition 5 in [GVMI1I]) that the boundary
layer tail does not depend on a. This fact is a characteristic of the non rational setting:
Gérard-Varet and Masmoudi prove it under the small divisors assumption. Note that we
manage to free ourselves from this assumption in section To summarize (see [GVMII]
propositions 4 and 5): if n ¢ RQ? satisfies the small divisors assumption , then there
erists a constant vector field vy € RN independent from a, such that for all m € N, for
all o € N?, 1 €N, for all t > a,

sup
HcTd

(L+ It = al™)35 0} (V(0,1) = v3F)| < Crn

We end this section by a translation of the existence and convergence statement for V'
into a statement for v solution of (2.1)). We recall that for all z = (2, z4) € R x]a, o0,
v(2/,29) = V(NZ/,24). A solution v of (2.1) (or vy of (1.1))) built like this is called a
variational solution.

Theorem 2.2 ([GVMII]). Assume that n ¢ RQ?.

(1) Then, there exists a solution v € C* (Rdil X [a, oo[) of (2.1)) satisfying

(2.11a) ”VUHL“(Rd*x}t,oo[) 2%
(2.11D) / ||azdv(-,t)uiw(Rd_l) dt < oo.

(2) Moreover, if n satisfies the small divisors assumption (1.12)), then for all m € N,
for all a € N?, for all z = (2, z4) € R* 1 x]a, o0,

(1 + |za = a[™) |67 (v(2) = vi)| < Cam.
Estimates (2.11a]) and (2.11b)) rely on (2.6]). Indeed, for every k € N,

t—o0

|’NTV€V||Hk(TdX]t,OO[) + ||8tv||Hk(Td><]t,OO[) — O
11



which together with Sobolev’s injection theorem yields (2.11a)) for k sufficiently big. As

1BV Nl v (1 xa 00f) 2 HHatVHHé“(W) £2(j0,00])

a similar reasoning leads to (2.11b]). The a priori bounds ([2.6]), contain further information:
for k > 0 sufficiently large and &’ > 1,

T K'=1 /T

e |(%5")7] &) (a)v
t Hk’+k—1(j1‘d><]a’oo[) t t

4

vo\¥ 7 /NTY, .
d, d,
L2(Ja,o0])

We resort to the latter in section 5.2l with ¥ = 1 or 2.

HE (T) || L2 Ja,00()

>C

15 ()

Lgo(Td) de (]avoo[)

3. POISSON’S INTEGRAL REPRESENTATION OF THE VARIATIONAL SOLUTION

One can always assume that a = 0. We do so for the rest of the paper (except in section
, even if it means to work with vy, = vy (- + an) instead of vy solving . The
main advantage of this assumption is that the domain Q,, = {y-n > 0} is invariant under
the scaling y — ey for ¢ > 0. The purpose of this section (see in particular section
is to prove uniqueness for the solution to in a larger class than that of [GVMI1].
This result (theorem below) allows to represent the variational solution by the mean
of Poisson’s kernel.

3.1. Estimates on Green’s and Poisson’s kernels. Let G = G (y,7) € Mn(R) solving,
for all § € Q,,, the elliptic system

I S e i

with source term (- —g) (0(+) is the Dirac distribution). The matrix G is called the Green
kernel associated to the operator —V - A(y)V- and to the domain ,,. Its existence in Q,
is proved for d > 3 in [HKO07| (see theorem 4.1), and for d = 2 in [DKO09| (see theorem
2.12). Similarly, G* = G* (y,3) € Mn(R) is the Green kernel associated to the transposed
operator —V - A*(y)V- and the domain ,,, A* being the transpose of the tensor A defined
for all a, S €{1,... d} and for all i, j € {1,... N} by

(A = AT = (A7)
From the smoothness of A and local regularity estimates, it follows that
GeC”(Qx W \{y=17}).
Moreover, the following symmetry property holds: for all y, 7 € Q,,
G (y,9) =G (#.y)-

Using Green’s kernel, one defines another function, the Poisson kernel P = P (z,Z) €
Mp(R): for all i, j € {1,...N}, for all y € Q,,, y € 0y,

(3.2a) Py(y, 1) = — AgS (§)05. Gir (v, B)ns
(3.2b) = — (A ()95.Gha(G y)ns
(320) =~ [A @05 @ w)ns]
(3.2d) = — [A @) VG (@,y) - nlj; -

12



The kernel P* = P* (y,y) € Mn(R) is defined in the same way as G*.

If one considers Green’s kernel G° = G%(y,9) € My (R) associated to the constant
coefficients elliptic operator —V - A°V- and to the domain (2, there exists C' > 0 (see
[ADNG64] section 6 for a statement and [SWT7] V.4.2 (Satz 3) for a proof) such that for all
A, Ap eN? forally, §€Qn, y#7,

(3.3a) Gy, 9)| < C(nfy — gl + 1), if d =2,
(3.3b) |G’0(y,@])| < ma if d >3,
C
A1 oA 0 ~ .
(3.3¢) |aylagzc; <y,y>| < R if |Ag| + [Ag| > 1.

One has similar estimates on Poisson’s kernel P? = P%(y,4) € My (R) and its derivatives.
Such bounds on Green’s kernel and its derivatives are not known for operators with non
constant coefficients. Let us temporarily assume that neither (A2) nor (A3) hold. We
know then from [KKI10| (see theorem 3.3) that under certain smoothness assumptions
on the coefficients there exists R4, €]0,00] and C > 0, such that for all y, § € Q,,
’y - g’ <Rm(m: implies

C
34 G ,~ S T~ 7 o-
(3.4) 1G(y,9)] T

If Ryar < 00, estimate (3.4) does not provide a control of G(y, 7) for y and g far from each
other. However, under the periodicity assumption (A2), we have the following improved
global bounds:

Lemma 3.1 (JAL87| theorem 13 and lemma 21, [GVM] lemma 6). There exists C > 0,
such that

(1) forally, § € Qn, y #7,

(3.5a) Gy, )| < C(Imly -7l +1), ifd=2,
N C ‘
(3.5b) |Gy, 9)| < Wa if d > 3,
and for all d > 2,
(3.5¢) Gy < LI,
ly — 7
(3.5d) VyG(y,9)| € ——=,
ly — 9l
(3.5¢) !Wﬁ@@NSC< y7d+@rmgg?>,
ly — 9l ly — 9
(3.5f) VyViG(y, 9)| < ——;
ly — 7
2) for a € Q,, for all y € 08, for a > 2
(2) f HyeQ,, f Iy e o, f ld ,
(3.6a) Py, )| < c—L "
ly — 7
_ 1 y-n
(3.6b) IVﬂ%%wMSC<y_md+w_@wﬂ>'

By continuity of G and its derivatives, up to the boundary, the estimates on Green’s
kernel naturally extend to y # 3 € €),. These bounds are of constant use in our work: for
13



a proof in the half-space see [GVM] (appendix A). The key argument is due to Avellaneda
and Lin. The large scale description of G boils down to an homogenization problem. In
the paper |[ALS87|, the authors face this homogenization problem under the periodicity
assumption (A2) and manage to get uniform local estimates on u® = u®(x) satisfying

(3.7) { ~V-A(2) Ve =f, z€D(01)

We recall the two local estimates useful in the sequel:

Theorem 3.2 (local boundary estimate, [AL87] lemma 12). Let p, 0 be positive real
numbers, p < 1, F € L4 (D(0,1)) and g € C%' (I'(0,1)). Assume that f =V - F.

There exists C > 0 such that for all € > 0, if u® belongs to L* (D(0,1)) and satisfies (3.7)),
then

(3.8) vl cow(p(o,2)) <€ |:HUEHL2(D(O,1)) 1| pa+s(p(o,1y) + HQHCOJ(F(OJ))} :

Theorem 3.3 (local boundary gradient estimate, [AL87| lemma 20). Let v, & be positive
real numbers, v < 1, f € L9 (D(0,1)) and g € C*¥ (T(0,1)).

There exists C' > 0 such that for all e > 0, if u® belongs to L> (D(0, 1)) and satisfies (3.7)),
then

(3.9) Vel oo (p(0,2)) < € [HUEHLOO(D(O,D) + 1fll oo (po,ay) + ||9||clvv(r(o,1))] .

3.2. Integral representation formula. We aim at showing that the solution wvy; of
can be represented in terms of an integral formula involving Poisson’s kernel. One of the
main difficulties arises from the fact that the Dirichlet data vy of is not compactly
supported in the boundary. The function v = v(z) € RY, such that for all z € R?~! x R%,
v(z) 1= vy (Mz), solves (2.1). Let us now recall what we consider as a solution of (2.1). In
fact, we have two kinds of solutions. The first corresponds to the variational construction in
[GVMTI]: see section[2.2] in particular theorem[2.2] Poisson’s kernel P = P(y, ) € Mn(R)
associated to the domain ,, and the operator —V - A(y)V- makes it possible to define a
second function wy = wy (y) € RY solving . For all y € Q,,, we define wy(y) by

wny) = [ Pl gl
gn=
and w by for all z € R¥1x]0, oo,

w(z) = wy(Mz) = /

P(Mz, §)vo(§)dij = / P(Mz, M2)up(M2)d.
ol 5,=0

Proposition 3.4. The function w belongs to C*° (R~! x [0,00]) and satisfies [2-1). Fur-
thermore,

t—o00
(310&) HVZwHLoo(Rdle}t’OO[) i> 07
(3.10b) o.w e L, (RL, L3 (RTY)).

14



Let us give a sketch of how to deduce these properties from the bound on V, P given in
(3.6). For all z € R1x]0, o0,

V. w(z)| < / ) M7V, P(Mz, MZ)vo(MZ2)| d2
Z4=

1 2d
<C < — + — > dz
24=0 |Z*Z’d |Z*Z\d+1

1
<C n “d a3’

d +
Rd—1 (23 + |2 — 2/|2)2 (z + |2/ — #|2 )
1 1 1
<C— 7+ o | 47,
Zd JRrd—1 (1 + ’Z/ _ 2/‘2)5 (1 + |Z’ _ §/|2)T

from which one gets (3.10a)) as well as (3.10Db]).

Our goal is now to show that the variational solution and the Poisson solution coincide.

Theorem 3.5. We have v = w.
We work on the difference u := v — w, which is a C°° solution of
-V -BMz)Vu =0, 23>0

u = 0, Zd = 0 -
We intend to show that w is zero proceeding by duality. Let f € C2° (Rd_lx]O, oo[) We
take U = U(z) € R the solution to the elliptic boundary value problem

-V - B*(Mz2)VU = f, 2q >0

U =0, zg=20

given by Green’s representation formula: for all z € R?~1x]0, oo,

U(z) = G*(Mz, M2) f(2)dz.

Zq4>0
The bounds on G* (3.5¢|) and its first-order derivative (3.5dJ), yield:

Lemma 3.6. There is C > 0 such that for sufficiently large z € R¥~1x]0, 00|, i.e. far
enough from the support of f,

(3.11a) U(z)| < C—4
(=2 +1'P)*
1
N
(=2 +12'P)*
Moreover, thanks to (2.11b)) and (3.10b|), one manages to estimate u in L°°: there is
C > 0, such that for all z € R41x]0, 00|,

1
(3.12) / |0:,u(2 t‘dtﬁzé(/ |0z u(z t‘dt)2§C’zd§.

We now carry out integrations by parts:

/ u(z)f(z)dz = —/ u(2)V - B*(Mz)VU(2)dz
zq>0

2q>0

(3.11b) IVU(2)| < C

= B“B(Mz)azﬁu(z)ﬁzaU(z)dz

zq>0
_ / e (B (M2)0.,u(2)) U(2)d= = 0.
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To fully justify the preceding equalities we have to integrate by parts on the bounded
domain [—~R, R]%"! x [0, R] and prove that the boundary integrals vanish in the limit
R — 00. We actually show that

(3.13a) / u(z) (B* (Mz) VU (z)) - n(z)dz fimge 0,
O([-R,R]4=1x[0,R])

(3.13D) / B (Mz2) Vau (2)] - n(=)U () d= "= 0.
d([-R,R]4~1x[0,R])

On the one hand, (3.12) together with (3.11b]) yields

u(z) (B* (Mz) VU (z)) - n(z)dz

/8([—R,R}d—1><[0,R])

1 1
—dz < C T
2|4 R¥3

R = g

1
2

[SHN

z

<C /
d([-R,Rl4=1x[0,R])\ ([~ R,R]4~1 x{0})
which gives (3.13al). On the other hand, it follows from (2.11a}), (3.10a)) and (3.11a)) that

|/ [B (Mz)Vu (2)]-n(z)U (z)dz
[~ R,R]4~! x{R}
< C/[—R,R]dl |Vu (z ,R)‘ |U (z ,R)‘dz

<
= /[—R,R]d—1 IVell o (-1 617, 0x1)

R—
< C |Vl poo (-1 .o %0

R 7 dz
2

(R2+ |22
and that

/ [B (Mz) Vu (2)] - n(2)U (2) dz
{R}x|—R,R)*2x[0,R]

Zd
< C/ V| oo (pa—
BRI [0.7) IVull (RI=1x]24,00[) (R2 + |22 + ... ’Zd’2)§

dZQ e dzd

2d
< C/ Vull; oo (rda— S
[ 1,1)4-2(0,1] H HL (Rd Ix]Rzq, [) (1 + |22’2 + ... |Zd|2)%

tend to 0 by dominated convergence, which yields and terminates the proof of
theorem [3.5

For practical convenience, we have argued that v = w. Yet, theorem proves that
the variational solution v of equals the Poisson solution wy;. This allows to work,

for the rest of the paper, with the solution vy of ([L.1)) satisfying (1.14al) and ([1.14bf), no

matter whether this solution is constructed variationally or via Poisson’s kernel. Thanks
to the bound (3.6a)), vy is seen to be bounded on ,,.

dZQ AN dzd

3.3. An homogenization problem. Studying the tail of vy, i.e. the limit when y-n — co
of vy (y), boils down to describing the asymptotics of P (y,y) for y far away from the
boundary 9€2,,. One of the main focus of our paper is thus to expand P(y, y) for |y—g| > 1,
where y € Q, and § € 01, i.e. to describe the large scale asymptotics of P. Let y € Q,
and g € 02, and

(SN

Cly—gl
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If |y — g > 1, then ¢ < 1 is a small parameter. Introducing the rescaled variables
x:=¢ecy€f), and T:=¢ecy€

yields [x—Z| = 1. Such a scaling transforms our initial question of the large scale asymptotic

description of P into the study of Ed%lP (%, %) for e — 0 and |z — Z| close to 1.

Lemma 3.7. Let ¢ > 0 and call G° (resp. P¢) the Green (resp. Poisson) kernel associated

to the operator L = -V - A (%) V- and the domain €y,.

Then,

(1) for all x, T € Qy,

P | AN
(314) G (CC,.’I') = Ede (8, 5) )
(2) for allx € Qp, T € 0y,
i) = L p(t T
(3.15) P (z,z) = 6d_1P<5,€).

Proof. This lemma follows easily from Green’s integral representation formula. Let f €
C>® (Q,), u® = uf(x) € RY the solution of

{—V-A(Zf)Vuz =

€
u® =0, T-n=

and u = u(y) € RV the solution of

For all z € Q,,
e o1 T\ L (T
/QnG (J:,w)E—Qf ((g) dz =u (x)—u(g)

T o 1 T T T\ .
Qn g Q g g € g
which yields (3.14]); (3.15) easily follows from analogous ideas. O
It immediately follows from the definition of G¢, that for all z € Q,,, G (-, Z) solves the

system

(3.16) G¢(z,2) =0, r-n=0 "

The Poisson kernel P¢ satisfies: for all 7, j € {1,... N}, for all z € Q,,, & € 9Q,,,

{—VI~A(§)VQUG5($,§:) =6(z—3)In, z-n>0
T

(3.172) Pi(o) = 45 (2) 05 G2

(3.17b) — (A <“:) O, G- (7, @)

a0 I RE PR
7t

~ T
(3.17d) =— {A* <"z> ViGrE (&, z) - n] .
]
where G** is the Green kernel associated to the operator L*¢ = —V - A* (%) V- and the

domain €2,,.
17



The estimates (3.5) and (3.6) can be rescaled. In particular, there exists C' > 0 such
that for all e > 0, for all z, € Q,,, T # x, for all d > 2,

(3.18a) |G (z,2)| < C(ln|z—Z||+1), ifd=2 (see [AL87| theorem 13 (ii)),
- C .
(@) (Een)
1 € <(C———=
I e
(3.18d)  |VaGi(2,7)| < —C
T | = z)dm
and for all x € Q,, & € I,
x-n
*(z,7)] < O
(3.18e) | P (z,2)] < C|x 7
1 T-n
18f P (x,7)| < - — .
(3.18f) |V, P (x $)|_C<|aj—x|d+|x—x|d+1)

According to lemma[3.7] we now deal with highly oscillating kernels G* and P¢, instead
of looking at G and P. Hence the asymptotic description of G' (resp. P) at large scales,
is replaced by an homogenization problem on G¢ (resp. P¢). This fact, which has been
stressed by Avellaneda and Lin (see [AL91] corollary on p. 903), is the cornerstone of our
method.

4. HOMOGENIZATION IN THE HALF-SPACE

This section is concerned with the asymptotics, for small ¢, of u = u®(z) € R" solving

(41) [-V4@vE =) on>s

u® =0, z-n=0

The study of this dual homogenization problem is preparatory to the expansion of the
Green and Poisson kernels in the next section. In the introduction, we defined the interior
and boundary layer correctors to u® up to the order € and reviewed some error estimates in
the case of a bounded domain 2. The purpose of this section is to show similar estimates,
yet in the unbounded domain €2,,.

Let f € CF (Qn), note that the support of f may intersect the boundary. We define
u’ = u®(z) € RY as the solution of

-V - A0Vy0 = .
(4.2) { V- AVu f, z-n>0

W =0, z-n=0"

ul =u ( y) € RY by ul(z,y) = x*(y)0s,u’(x), for all x € Q, and y € T? and

“bl = “bl (z) € RN as the Poisson solution to
—V-A(e)Vu;f =0, z-n>0
ubl = —ul (z,2) = =x* (%) Oy, u’(z), -n=0

The variational solution u¢ (resp. u") coincides with the solution given by Green’s integral
formula. Besides, u®, u°, as well as u;l’a belong to C'*° (m), thanks to the smoothness of
the boundary 952, using local regularity estimates from [ADNG4]. The rest of this section
is devoted to the proof of the following proposition:
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Proposition 4.1. Let ;" = u®(z) — u®(z) — ex® (2) Oy u® — cwy (x), and § > 0.
Then, there exists a constant C' > 0, such that for all € > 0,

l,e
(43&) Hrbl LOO(Qn) S 08 ||f||W1,%+6(Qn) ’
l,e
(4.3b) [ ey < €1y gs g
(4.3c) Hug - uOHLoo < Ce ”f”W1 g+5 )

The proof of relies on estimates in L of Tbig solution of the following elliptic
system
-V A( )Vr;ls =f z-n>0
{ rbl =0, n=0"
where f¢ = f¢(x) € RV is given by
ff=f+V-A (g) Vu +eV- A (g) \Y (XO‘ (g) 8zau0(:c)) .

The idea is to use the integral representation provided by Green’s formula in order to
bound T;l’a. However, as such, f¢ does not seem to be of order €. Let us thus work on f*©
to make its structure more explicit. Expanding f¢, we get for all z € Q,

(14 F@) =2 [V AWVl + 9y A)Ty] (1, 2)
+[f + Ve A@) Vot + V- A(y)Vyu! + Y, - Aly)Vou'] (:c g)
+¢e[Va- A(y)qul] (az, g) .

We aim to get rid of terms of order e~! and €° in ([#.4). The term of order e~! easily
cancels thanks to (1.4)):

Vy - A)Vau® + V- A@)Vyu' = [0y, (A1) + 0y, (A7)0, (1) ) | 02,u” = 0.
For the term of order €° in the r.h.s. of
(45) [f+ Ve A@W) Vet + Vo - A)Vyu! + Y, - A(y)Vau'] (33 f)

= [f+ Ve v+, A Veu'] (2, 2)
where v = v(z,y) 1= A(y)Vou’ + A(y)Vyu! = A(y) [Vou® + Vyu'], we notice that
Vy - (v - AOVUO) =0 and ]1[1%1 (v - AOVUO) =0.
As v — A°V4O factors into ®Vu, with
® = B(y) == Aly) (+V,3(0) — [ AG) (+V,0(0) df € RV,
one can take advantage of the classical lemma;:
Lemma 4.2. There exists a smooth function ¥ = U(y) € RV*%& gych that for all y € T¢,
O(y) = Vy - ¥(y).

Via lemma becomes
f4+ Ve v+ V- Ay)Veu' =V, [v—AV,ul'] +V, - A(y)V,u!
Vi (Vy - ((y)) Vo) + V- A(y) Vau!
Vy - (U(y) V) + U (y) V3.
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Subsequently, for all z € Q,,
f(@) = [V - (P VO] (2,2) +2V- (4(2) x (2) v2°)
= [y (@) V)] (2, %)
2 [Vo - ()72 (=, g) — v (g) Vi
e (1) () )

e (8 (2) ) o (4 (2 (2) ) e (2w

Hence f¢ =&V - h® 4 g¢°, with
h® =h(z) =" <£> Vil + A (£> X <£> V2P,
€ € €
¢ =9 (z):=—-¥ (g) v3ul,
The next lemma contains estimates on h® and ¢° for large x.

Lemma 4.3. There is a constant C > 0, such that for all x sufficiently large, for alle > 0,

1
(4.7a) b (z)] < C—r,
|z
1
(4.7b) 9% (2)] < CW‘

Proof. Let A € N, 2 < |A| < 3, and R > 0 such that the support of f is included in
B(0, R). Tt follows from (3.3) that for = large enough,

|%ﬂms/»%@mmem
Qp

1
<C ————dzx
BO.R) |z — F|47 2+

1
gc/ iz
B(O,R) (2] — R)*FIA

) C w1
— (|IE| _ R)d—2+|A| - |x‘d—2+‘/\‘ ’

which ends the proof. (|

These preliminaries being done, we now turn to the estimation of T;Z’E. Let x € , be
fixed. Green’s formula yields

(4.8) ryf(x) = ¢ i Ge(x,%) (V - b + ¢°) (3)di.

We concentrate on each term of the r.h.s. of (4.8) separately. The strategy in both cases
is to split the integral in two parts:
(1) for & close to x, one relies on Young inequalities to bound this part in L

(2) for & far from x, one uses (4.7al) and (4.7b) to show that this part can be made
arbitrarily small uniformly in x.

Let R > 0 and assume for the moment d > 3. An integration by parts

/ G (2, 7)Y - b (2)dit = — / (VaGF) (z, 5)F (3)d,
Qn Qn
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together with (3.18b)) and (3.18d) gives

C N C SN
,r;is(x),g,s/ﬂ W\he(m)|dx+s/ﬂ mlge(:ﬂ)ldw

C C
Sf/ 7~1 (OR)(CC—IL’ ’hs ’d?E"‘&/Rd ml (OR)c(LU—I VLE |d$

C s e C
ve [ o Cmten(e - DIF@I e [

71 ¢ A ~E(x d~
a1 — F|42 o o= gz B (@ — 2) |5 (@) dE

where h¢ (resp. §°) is the extension of h¢ (resp. ¢°) to R? by 0 outside of ,,. Let us first
concentrate on the terms involving he. First, it simply follows from lemma that ‘hs }

is O (| |d> in a neighbourhood of co. One can find p, p’ > 1 such that

1 1 d

-4+—=-=1 > — d p>1
oty = prgp edop
Therefore,
1
’ T=1I_1 , )c(.%) Rio;) 0
7 ()

and k¢ is bounded uniformly in € in o (Rd). Thanks to Young’s inequality,

C
~ s R—o0
< Nil c\ T hE / — 0
= Hmdq B(0.R)(7) Lo (R4) I HLP (R9)
uniformly in z € Q,,. The r.h.s. of (4.9) can be made less than ||f||WL%¢Jr5(Q | foran R > 0

large enough. We now carry out the analysis of the integral on |z — Z| < R. An adequate
choice of the exponents in Young’s inequality leads to (4.3a)). Indeed, for all 1 < ¢ < %1,
Iilﬁl B(o,r) € L1 (Rd) . From the condition 1 = % + % on Young exponents, one deduces
q > d. Yet, for all § > 0, for all ¢ := d + 9, thanks to elliptic regularity and Sobolev’s
injection
7 2,0 2,0
172 < OVl g, < C V)]

HLq/(Qn) whi+5(Q,,)

<l <l

d .
W8+ (q,) whati(Q,)

Young’s inequality finally gives

1
/R L pen (@ - B)[EE@)]dE < OIS

a |z —z[d-t whE(Q,)

The reasoning for ¢° is almost the same, except for the exponents in Young’s inequalities
which have to be adapted.

Let us briefly indicate how to treat the case d = 2. Each term can be estimated as
above, except the ones involving ¢¢. As before, we split the integral:

/ G (z,2)g"(7)dx —/ G* (%, T)1p(o,r)(r — 7)g°(7)dx

+ /Q G* (2, ) 1oy (¢ — #)g° (&)dz.
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For z close to & we bound G¢ by (3.18a))
Q(f@@ﬂmwﬂx—@fﬁﬂfﬁCA;wﬁx—ﬁHiﬂmmﬂx—@f@Mi
and for |z — | > R we have recourse to (3.18¢)) instead of ({3.18b))

) o |z - nl||Z - n
/Qn G*(z,2)1p(0,p)(z — )9~ (7)dz Ra T —Z2

r—2)-n||T-n Z-nl? N ~e N g~
<o (Tl B ) tnon (o - 2) @) da

|z — ZJ? |z — 2

<C 1p(o,r)c(x — &) g7 (2)| dz

1
< 1 o(z — #)|3| |55 (7)] dF
<O | s — B G @) d

1 N1~ ~E N g~
+ | et - Dl @) di

_ j»’
and estimate these terms, uniformly in x and &, via Young’s inequality. The bound (4.3al)

on r;l’a is shown.
As elliptic regularity and Sobolev injections imply

e (o], .,,, =l

10 remalns to €Stablls . 111 order to prove .o(Cl). et x € n- 01SSon 'S representation
it ins to establish (#.3b) in order to p 1.3d). Let 2 € Q,. Poisson’s representati

formula for u;l’s yields

)SCHfH

d d
w28+(q, Wi+,

i (z) = — P (‘fcf) By, u(7)di.

From the bound (3.18¢]) on P¢, one gets

1, -
‘“bla(fv)‘ §/ |Pe(z, 7)|
a0y,

r-n

X (Z) Dy, u”(2)

|0y u’(2)| d

dz

<C —
o0, T — |

Tq
Rd-1 (j?l 4 W _ j/‘2)

<C % |0z u® (M (& — £42',0))| d’

Rd—1 (1 i ’:E’|2> 2
1 ~/

0

<Clfl

<C Opou’ (M (7,0))] di’

7|
2

<c|vu],

2,%+5(Qn Wl,%Jré(Qn) )

with  := MT 2. This establishes (4.3a)) and proposition .

5. ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSION OF POISSON’S KERNEL
We intend to get the asymptotics of P = P¢(x, %), defined by (3.17)), for Z in a neigh-
bourhood of the boundary 0%, and |z — Z| close to 1. Our method is in three steps:

(1) homogenization of u¢ solution of (L)) for f € C° (2,);
(2) expansion of G¢, thanks to a duality argument;
(3) expansion of P¢ via (3.17)) and the expansion for G°.

The first point has been the purpose of section [d We now turn to the second point.
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5.1. Back to Green’s kernel.

Proposition 5.1. For all0 < k < é, there exists Cx > 0, such that for all e > 0, for all
z, T € Qy, %S |z — Z| <4 implies

|G*(z, ) — GO(:C,:%)‘ < Cye™.
We start from (4.3c|) and proceed by a duality method, mimicked from [AL91], to prove

the estimate on the kernels. The key is as usual Green’s representation formula. Let
x € Qy, and € > 0 be fixed for the rest of the proof. We look at

Ocw = sup |G°(z,%)— Go(x,i)‘ .
ZEQ,
1<le—2|<4
The l.u.b. 0., is reached for at least one Z. ,, which may be on the boundary 0€2,,. From
(3.18d]), one obtains the existence of C7 > 0, independent from e and z, such that for all

€y, t<|lv—7 <5,
V:GE (2, %)] + |VzG (2, 2)| < Ch.

Oc,x

Let pey = IN?C One can always increase C', so that p., < 1 and

- — 1
B (Zey, pex) C B(z,5)\ B <:c, 5) :
Then:
Lemma 5.2. There exists i, j € {1,... N} such that for all T € D (Z. 5, pez),

~ 0 ~ Oc,x
G5 (2, &) — Giy(2,8)| > SN’
Proof. From |G6(:c,5cg,x) - Go(x,i“g’x)’ = 0., it comes the existence of ¢, j € {1,... N}
such that

- - O,
(5.1) }ij(x,:re,z) — G%(:c,xe,m)‘ > ]\6[;
The integers i, j are now fixed such as (5.1) holds. For all Z € D (%4, pe ), either
ij(x,a%) - G?j(xai') > ;ET’:;; or ij(x,fc) — G?j(x,ic)’ < gETﬁ Assume the latter. Then,

Oe.x - -
0< ]\6[’2 — ‘G%(w,x)—G%(w,xﬂ

< |ij(:1:,i5’m) — G?j(x,ie,m)} — ‘G%(x,i‘) — GQ-(JL’,:%

< |G, de ) — G52, 8)| + |GY (@, 320) — GYy(a,
< |:Hv57G€||L°°(é§‘:E7:f‘S5) + HV%GOHLOO(

Oe,x

< Clps,x = W?
and finally
Ocx

0

|G5;(,2) — G?j(% )| >

Take ¢ € C° (B(Ze,1)), with 0 < ¢ < 1 and ¢ = 1 on B (%4, 5). Note that the
support of ¢ may intersect the boundary 0€2,. For p > 0, we define ¢, by ¢, := ¢ (;) €
C* (B (ZTez,p)); we have:

= Q

H‘PpHLoo(Qn) <C and ”VSD/JHLoo(Qn) <

For p = p. , the constants above do not depend on € or =.
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Let 7, j the integers given by lemma The intermediate value theorem implies that
Gii(z,2) — G% (x,Z) has a constant sign on D (Z¢ 4, pe ). Up to the change of f in —f in
what follows, one can always assume that Gf;(z,2) — Goj (z,Z) > 0, which automatically

yields

~ ~ O¢,
Gz‘?j(li?x) - G?j(x7x) > 2]8\;:2

for all 2 € D (Zc 4, pe). We now carry out the duality argument. For this purpose, take
f = f(&) := ¢,..(%)ej, where e; is the j vector of the canonical basis of RY and denote
by v¢ = uf(%) € RY and «v® = u%(%) € RY the solutions of and with r.h.s.
f. We remind that f, u® as well as u° depend on z. Thanks to Green’s representation
formula,

[u(z) — uo(x)]i = / [(G°(z,7) — Go(az,i)) f(i“)]l dz
= e (z,%) — GV (x, 7 7)dz
~ [ G - G D]

€ (0 0 (0 =\ 15
> /D(:is o) G2, %) — Gy (v, 7)dT

>
2

Ocx -~ d+1
> ~dz > C .
- /D(@E ,pea) 2N2 = PR

2

Yet, we know from ([4.3d), an estimate of u® — u?:

Hus - UOHLOO(QH) < Cse ||f||W1,g+5(Qn)
d—28
_ Oy [Hsop”HmH 900l g1 | < ool
Putting together these bounds, we get
d—26
C,od+1 < Hue(x) - uo(az)]z‘ ‘us(az) — uo(x)| < Hu6 — uOHLm(Qn) < Cgep‘”g‘s,
which summarizes in
e > C pe d+25+d+1 _ C d+d+26

for every § > 0, with a constant Cy independent from € and x. The inequalities

1
et
Ocz < Cspep < Cse T arzs

contain the asymptotic expansion of G* at zeroth order of proposition [5.1l One can follow
the same reasoning as above, changing A in A*, to obtain for all 0 < Kk < é, for all
x, ieQn,ig |z — 2| < 4,

(5.2) |G (2, ) — GO, 7)| < Cre”

5.2. Homogenization of Poisson’s kernel. Let 0 < e < 1and z € Q, be ﬁxed Assume
that x is close to the boundary, say x-n < 4 to fix the ideas. According to , GY5(-, 1)
satisfies
{ —Vsz - A* (2) VzG*<(%,2) =0, &€ D(x,4)\D (z,71)
G**(z,z) =0, z€T(2,4)\T (z,1)

This leads to the idea that one can apply theorem to an expansion of G** for which
a local estimate in L°° is known. Doing so, one has to handle carefully with the trace
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on I'(z,4) \ T (z,%). Take for example Z*% = Z**%(Z) € My(R) defined for all & €
D(z,4)\ D (=,

2r*a/3( )a 95,G*0(&, ).

Then, for all 0 < v < 1,
"Z*,E,iﬂ

v (D(z A\ (2,3))

x5 (”“") 0z, GO (&, x) 4 eI aﬁ( >axaa GOz, z)

5 =0 (5_”)

Ctv (T(z AN (2,5))
which worsens our estimates. One way of getting around this difficulty is again to introduce

a boundary layer term in the expansion . This term has to cancel the trace on the boundary
due to the first-order term.

For all v € {1,... d}, let G*’L’Y Gzl’l’v( ) € My (R) be the solution of
{ ~V;- A*(gj)vgagl’i*y =0, € Qy
Gyl = =XM(@), G €O
in the sense of theorem [2.2] or proposition [3.4] both being identical according to theorem

We then define the boundary layer Gbl Gzl’l’a( x) € Mn(R) at first order in
by

=&

Git*(2) = G (1) 90,6

for all Z € Q,, & # . Instead of Z**" one focuses now on Z,;=" = Z;;°"(z) € Mn(R)
such that

Z55%(7) == G (&, 2) — GYO(&,2) — ex™® <:> 0z, G*0(&, x) — 50;‘;1@(@, )
2 *,a3 *,0 2. ¥, ? *,1,08 *,0
r- 07,05, G (T, ) — "X g G 07,0z, G (T, )

for all # € D(x,4) \ D (:p 1). The method is now similar to the one, which led to the

14
estimate on T;l’gz Zy5" satisfies
~V AL VIt =+ Fy, i€ D(x,4)\D(z,%)
Z5" = —e2I%B (2) 9 0;,GHO(3,3), ¥ € F(a: D\T (2,1)
where

=V;- A" (:) ViG(%,2) + V5 - A* <Z) Vi <X*’a (:) 3fcaG*’0(5U,$)>
+&?Vz - A (f) Vi (r* b ( ) 0z, 05 G*’O(f,x)>

53) FyimeVe 4 (1) Va6

eV, A <”:) 2 (X*ya (j) et ( ) .05 G*’O(j’:,x)) .
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Applying (3.9)), one obtains

(54) V2™l o (pan () < C 1207 N L (D@an (1))

I E N pass (eanD(e.2)) + 16l avs (D ap D2 2))

2r*aﬁ< >axaa G*9(z,z)

Clv”(F(w,4)\F(:c,i))]
From and the boundedness of G ; Ly , one immediately obtains
*,E,T _ 1
(5.5) Hsz HLOO(D(:CA)\B(J:,i)) =0 (5d> :
Now, for 0 < v < 1,

(5.6) HZZl’chLv(r(z 4)\?( )
=0 (61_”) .

I al < > a 6 G* 0(
Cl’”(F(:cA)\f(x,%))

Expanding F* in powers of ¢, one notices that the terms of order —1 and 0 in € cancel and
that for all Z € D(z,4)\ D (z, 1)

(&) = £|Vs - A" (§) Vi (X" (5)05, G0 (3, 2))
+ Vi A(§)V; (070 (5)05,05,G7 (@, 2))
£V A @)V (0700 0)05, 05,603 2)) | <:L~ j)
2 [V )z (177 0)05,05,G°(0.0)) ] (2.2).
This demonstrates that F* is O (¢) in L4 (D (z,4) \ D (z, 1)).

The source term Fy; due to the boundary layer deserves more attention. The expansion
of Fy; in powers of € is quite heavy. For the first term in the r.h.s. of (5.3) we get

eV - A (i) Vi (G;f” ( >a G*0(z, :c))

(5.7a) = O, A*P (“Z) astn ( ) 03,07, G*0(%, )

(5.7b) + A%eB <8> 85,Gy" < > 7,0z, G*0(&, x)

(5.7¢) + A%eB <€> ayaagfﬂ< )a 05, G0 (&, x)
(5.7d) + e ABP (i) Gt ( ) 03, 07,05, G*0(7, ).

We write the second term in the r.h.s. of ((5.3) as a sum of three terms

Vi - A (Z) Vi <X*’7 (i) Gzl’l’n < ) 05,05, G*° (%, x))

=T°(z,2) + T (2,2) + *T? (7, 2),
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with at order &°

(5:80) T(3,2) := [0y, (A" (@1 (@) Gy (3)] (x> 03,05, G, 7)

(5.8b) + [A*’aﬁ(g)agﬂx*ﬂ(g)agaG;f’”(g)} ( )a ,02,G"0(Z, )
*, 00 ~ £ ~ *,1, ~ x k ~
(5.50) +[on (4 ane @) 05,6500 (T) 06,05,60 )
*,Q ~ * ~ *,1,M 0~ 'i' * ~
(5.8) [ AP (G0 ()05 05,6 ()| () 0z, 05, G*°(, 7),
at order !

(5.80) T (&,2) = [A"P(5)05, " )Gy " ()] (9”) 05,05, 05, G, )

(5.80) a2 @ @ag, )| (j) O, 05. 0, G*O(3, )

(5.38) # [on (420 @) 637 @)] (2) 93,08,00,6° (5.0
(5.50) [ 0103650 0)) () 05,05, 06, 6700, 0)

and at order &2
5.81 T2 (% = | AP ()N ()G (5 § 0z 0z.07. 0z G*O(%
(5.81) (Z,2) : @Gy @) | 2 ) 02a0505,05,G°(, 7).

We intend to show that all these terms are O (%), with £ > 0, in L4 (D (z,4) \ D (z,1)).
This seems trlcky for some terms in the expansion above. Indeed, (5.7a)) and (5.8a)) are of
order O ), as we do not know more than G*’l’77 € L>*(§,). However, the sum of (5.7al)

and (| cancels:

*, 0 ~ * ~ *,1,M 0~ jl *,0/ ~,
0. (4 @33,0°®) G @) () 05,02,67.2)
*,001) [~ *,0(~ *,1,m /0~ z *,0(
= [ou. (4 @05, @) 65 @)] (£ ) 05,06, 6 (5.0
= —0, A**P (Zf) Gt ( > 93,05, G*0(Z, x).
For the remaining terms, we use either , if at least one derivative of Gbl’ L g involved,
or (3.12) if not. Therefore we proceed in the same manner for (5.7b)), (5.7¢)), (5.8b)), (5.8c),

(5.8d), (5.81)), (5.8h) on the one hand, and (5.7d)), (5.8€), (5.8g), (5.8i) on the other hand.
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Let us estimate (5.70) in L+ (D (z,4) \ D (z, 3)): by [2:12) with &’ =
HA* Ne%s) < >ayﬁG*71,7 < >8xaax.,G* O(CC LZ')

(o ()
D(z,4)\D(z,5) €
® 1 t
<C / sup VQGZZ’ v (M <21, e Zd1, )> l dt
0 (21,...2d_1)ERd_1 S
s t
<’ / sup VgGZilﬁ (M <21, e Zd—1, >>
0 (21,...§d_1)6Rd71 £
/ sup
0 (Z1,..Z2g—1)€R4!

HA* ap < )ayBG*,l,'y < )axaawa* O(I‘ :L‘)

from which we get, by interpolation,

HA* o ( ) 0y, G ( ) 02,0, G*° (2,3

We have gained a positive power of ¢ for all corresponding terms listed above. In the other
cases, the use of (3.12)) deteriorates the exponent of € in the estimate, though it remains

positive. Let us bound in L4 (D (z,4)\ D (z,1)):

e A*eB (w) G;;f’”< >a 03,05, G0 (i, )
€ Ld+6(D(x4)\E( 1))

z d+6 d d+5 ﬁ
D(z,4)\D(z,5) €

Hence we have shown
1
I3l (e D( ) = O (5757

This bound, with (5.5)), (5.6)), the estimate on F* and (5.4, boils down to
(5.9) |V Zy™"

Lt (D(x,4)\5(m,i))

1
2 2
dt>

2
VG (M(élv--‘éd—lat))‘ dt) < Ce>

D=

IN

Ce

and

L= (D(z,4)\D(z,5))

=0 ( 2(d+6 ) X
LA+3(D(z,4)\D(z,1))

l\‘:h—t

|z (D@ anB(1)) < C

with a positive, albeit small, x := min (1 -, 2(T1+5)). One can always take v sufficiently
small so that 1 —v > m. As VZ;;5" is C°° up to the boundary 9, it follows from
(3.17) and (5.9) that one can expand P*(x,Z). For all Z € D (z,3)\ D (z, %),

(5.10) ‘PE(:U,:E) —pO (xaz :) —eP! (1:&0 ‘:) — £2p? <x:L“ i) ‘ < Ce",

with at order &°

[P2,3,9)] " 1= AP (G) + A1) (95,77 (3) + 05, G (3) ) | 03, G, @)
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at order ¢!
P29 = [47) (v @) + G @)
+ AS(G)05, 07 () + A0, (GG 0)) (8)] 95,05, GO, e,
and at order £2
[P, 3,9)]" = AP () [7(G) + X (9) G ()] 95,05, 06, GO (3, @)

For y € Q,, g € 09, and ¢ := ﬁ, x := ey and T := ey are such that |z — Z| = 1.
Applying now (5.10)) with x and & defined like this, and rescaling the estimate in the
variables g, § using the scaling properties of P* and G*° (see lemma, we finally have:

Theorem 5.3. For all 0 < k < ﬁ, there exists C,, > 0, such that for all y € Q¢ and
g € 8(271,0:

(511)  [PT(y,5) = A" () V3G (@y) - n— A (5) V5 (X" (§) - ViG™(7.9)) - n
— A @)V (G @) - VeG™(G,9) ) -n = A ()5 (T*(5) - VIG™(5,9) -

* [~ * [~ * ~ * ~ C"i
—A*(9)Vy (x (#)Gy' (3) - VG ’O(y,y)) n‘ < [y — gt

6. CONVERGENCE TOWARDS A BOUNDARY LAYER TAIL

6.1. The convergence proof. It follows from theorem 3.5 that the variational solution vy,
of (1.1)) in €, ¢ (see section can be expressed by the mean of Poisson’s kernel associated
to =V - A(y)V- and €,. Hence, by theorem [5.3] for all y € Q,,, for all i € {1,... N},

61)  wily) = /a Pyl )47 = / PX(y, 5)v0,(5)d

0Qn
— | @6+ @) 6 )
+ Gy () - VGO (5, y) + T (@) - VG (3.y)

X @E ) VG| n vy @i+ [ R

where for all § € 90Q,, |R;(y,7)| < M%. The bound on the remainder R; yields

1
R-(y,g)dgj‘ <C T W
/mn ' o0, [y — gli-tte
1 C 1 C .
<C edi < / < - VR0
Ré-1x{o} |2 — Z[471Hm (Y- n)* Jra-1 (1 4 |31(2)° (y-n)
where z := M”y. It remains to handle the other terms. The boundary function vg is

quasiperiodic along the boundary 9€2, albeit not periodic. This suggests to use the fol-
lowing lemma to take advantage of the ergodic properties related to the quasiperiodic
setting.

Lemma 6.1 ([Sub74| theorem S.3). Let f = f(y) € R be a quasiperiodic function on RY,
Then, there exists M{f} € R such that for all p € L* (Rd)

JEOHE )dyi?M{f}/



Let ¢, j € {1,... N} be fixed. We focus on the convergence when y - n — oo of

A @DV3G (G y) - novo s (5)di = AP () 05, Gl (5, y)navo 5 () d.

19J97% (097

For all R > 0, for all y = %/ + (y-n)n € Q,, with y’ € 9Q, N B(0, R), taking z := M”y and
5::ﬁ>0,weget

/aQ A5 (5)05, G (G y)navo 1 (§)di

- / A%P (M2)0y 5 G (M2, M(2, 24))navo j(MZ)d2
Rad-1 X{O}

z! 1 M(2',0) M(e2',1) ' B
— A8 (v (2 0, 4G ’ ! w0 (M [ = /
/Rd1 ik < (E,())) 5d—181”8G’” ( P Navo,j 870 dz

9

z! z!
= / 015Gy (M(2',0),M(0,1)) naAj;f‘ﬁ (M <Z 0)) Vo, (M (Z,())) dz’
Rd—1 3 3

(6.2)

+ [ [2usGid (a0, M, 1)
Rd-1

3! )
—01 5G” (M(Z,0), M(0, 1))}%/1;;?5 (M <’z 0)> Vo, (M (Zo)) dz'.

Let us show that the second term in (6.2) tends to 0 when & — 0, uniformly in 2’ €
B(0, R) C R4, For ¢ sufficiently small such that eR < 1,

/R . [al,ﬁGZ;o (M(2',0),M(e2',1)) — 015G (M(Z, 0), M(0, 1))}

*,af)’ 2/ 2/ ~
naAjk M ;,0 V0,5 M 2,0 dz

<C sup  |V1V2GH0 (M(Z,0), M(u/, 1)) | e|2'|dZ’
Ri—1 w/€B(0,eR)

C
< CeR sup —dz’
Rd-1 u’GB(O,l) (1 + |2/ _ u/|2)§
< Ce.

From the bound (3.5¢)), we get for all g € 0,

- y-n
V1G*0(3,y)| < C—F—,
V@) ly — gl
which shows that
" - C
915G (M(2,0), M(0,1))| £ —=——.
(1 + 17

Hence 8175(?,:’2.0 (M(#,0),M(0,1)) € L, (R*!) and one can apply lemma to get the
convergence of the first term in (6.2):

3! 3/
/Rd1 915Gy (M(2,0),M(0,1)) naA;;f'B <M (Zo)) vo,j <M <z 0>> dz’

€
e—0 9, — R }/ . ~
) M ~ *, QX ~ - a~ G i : d .
{ 4 Aji Yo (@)na | Jq, ok (g,n)dy

1
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The reasoning is identical for

(6.3) | AV [} VG 5] o ()

(6.3b) A0 |GV @ )| e (5)d

as both terms involve just one derivative of G**. For (6.3b]), we notice that 7 — 8;,G;; b7 ()
is quasiperiodic on 92,: we know from section that there is a unique smooth V7 =
V7(6,t) € RV, defined for § € T? and ¢ > 0, such that for all § € 98,

Gy'(§) = Gy (M2) = VY(NZ,0).

The other terms in (6.1]) involving strictly more than one derivative of G*° tend to 0
when £ — 0. Indeed, for all R > 0, for all y =y + (y - n)n € Q,, with ¢/ € 9Q,, N B(0, R),
taking again z := M’y and ¢ := y% > 0,

) e ) - 70 - e >
" AP @)X ()03, G (0, y)navo ;(§)di

= / AP (M2)x (M2)02 5, G (M2, M(2, 24) )navo (MZ) dZ
RA—1x {0} ’
*,03 Z *,Y Z 2 *,0 i /
—° Rd—1 Ajk M e’ 0 X (M e’ 0 81757Gki (M(Z ,0), M(ez’, 1))

Z' =
navo,; | M 2,0 dz’,

which is easily shown to be of order O(g). We proceed following the same method for
the remaing terms. This demonstrates the convergence of the boundary layer towards a
constant vector field vj?, the boundary layer tail: for all y = ¢/ + (y - n)n € Q, with
y' € 09, N B(0, R),

(6.4) v(F) VT upr = /8 . 95.G° (n, §)dy

M{AP G (F)ns |

+M {0y, (¢ G AP @o@ny |+ M {0, (GZil’“)@)Aﬁ”(ﬂ)vo(ﬂ)m}]

locally uniformly in y’. Moreover, (6.4]) yields an explicit expression for vp® in terms of the
means M {-} on 0€Q,.

6.2. The boundary layer tail does not depend on a. In the preceding section we have
shown the convergence of vy defined in §2,, , towards le’oo when y - n — oco. It remains to
show that vy;™ is independent from a in order to complete the proof of theorem The
fact that n ¢ RQ? is crucial. To do so, we generalize lemma 6 in [GVMII]:

Proposition 6.2. Assume that n ¢ RQ?. Then,
aERMle’OO e RY
is Lipschitz continuous.

The proof in [GVMI1] relies on the small divisors assumption and energy esti-
mates. We, instead, have recourse to Poisson’s integral formula and estimates on Poisson’s
kernel. Let a, ¢’ € R and v := |a’ — a|]. We call G® (resp. P?) the Green (resp. Poisson)
kernel associated to —V-A (- + an) V- and Q, = Q,, 9. We define analogously G and PY.
We also have the #-versions G*® and G*% corresponding to the transposed operator (see

section . The following lemma is an adaptation of the results due to Avellaneda and
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Lin (see [AL87]), Kenig and Shen (see [KS11] section 2) and Gérard-Varet and Masmoudi
(see |GVM] appendix A).

Lemma 6.3. Let 0 < pp < 1. There exists C > 0 such that for all y, y € Qy, y # 9,

65) W) - @] < vy, ifd3,
ly — 9l
) (- m)E
(6.5b) ‘G%%@—GM@Q”SCAQ—L@—Q— for all d > 2.

[y =gl

Proof. The ideas for the proofs are in large part taken from the reference above. For (6.5a)),
we rely on a representation formula of G*(y, ) — G% (y, §):

(6.6) G*(y,9) — G (y.9)
= | 320G () (A7 + na') = AP (g 4 1)) 015G (3,5)di

This formula, which is proven in [HKQ7] (see corollary 3.5) for the domain R? d > 3, is a
consequence of Green’s representation formula. The proof of Hofmann and Kim extends

to the domain ,,. From and (3.5dl), one deduces that for all d > 3, y, § € Qp, y # 7,

1 1
2y =9 g =gt

1 1
<C’1// — - dy
Rrd |y — g — gt [g[d—?

G 00) - & | < v | iy

1 1 1
<ot / g
ly = 9|92 Jpa | y—g o |TL[gldT
ly=gl Y
1
< Cv _
ly — g|9—2

For (6.5b)) we have recourse to the local boundary estimate (3.8)). Assume that d > 3.
For given y, § € Q,, y # 7, we first establish the bound

(y-n)"

(6.7) ‘Ga(y,g) -G (¥, 9)| < CVW-

Let r := |y —g|. We distinguish between two cases. If y-n > %, then (6.7) follows directly
from (6.5a]). Assume that y-n < % and let g € 92, such that y-n = |y — g|. Then, from
(31) it comes that G°(-, ) — G¥ (-, 7) satisfies
(6.8)
V- Al )V, (G2 (5) - G (5)) = V- [A( +na) - A(+ na)] VG (- 9)
o o in D(@By)
G (9 -G* (g =0 in T(43)
32



Applying a rescaled version of (3.8]), one gets using (6.5a)) and (3.5d)),
G(w.5) — G (w.9)| = |6 (0.9 - 6 0.9) — (6" (9:7) — 6°(5: D)) |

< et - 6"(.9)| e

o
con(D(E)) h

= L«l G = D gy )
#7775 [ [AC -+ n0) = Al +0)] VG (. 9) deM(D(g,g)J i

<[l - 6o gy o7

(D(9.5))
1 Ll
< Cv sup ————— +7r sup ——— v n|
yED(y 1) |y_y| ﬂeD(y,i) |y_y| rh
ly - n|"
= Cyrd72+,u’

as for all §y € D (g, %), |y — g| > &. This shows (6.7). We now turn to the proof of

(6.5b) itself. If §-n > %, then (6.5b) follows directly from (6.7). Assume that §-n < g
and let § € 09, such that §-n = |g — y|. Applying a rescaled version of (3.8) to

G (-,y) — G5 (-, 1) satisfying with A (resp. G, y, §j) replaced by A* (resp. G*%
7, ), one gets using (6.7), (5¢), and for all § € D (,) | — 4| > L,

G (0.5) = G (.9)| = |G (5.9) = G (G.)|

, ’ y- n|#
<c U G (y) — G ) v [V () } |
L (0(5.5)) = (0(55)
A oo y-n | lg-nf
<Cv sup |G"(y,9) — G* (yay)‘ +7r sup 5 — y[ | i |
9€D(7.5) gen(n3) Y 7Y
.n W -n H -n I-p TR
<Cv A(yidz%m +r su - W dzl—&—u (iy )1—u v u‘
sen(ag) 7~ ] en(e) DA =y ]
.n n .n 1 TN Q) I
5eD(5.5) 19—l sen(s.z) 19—Vl "

) (7 )P
gcu(y n)~ (7-n) ’
ly — gld=2+2m

on condition that y-n < |§ —y| for all y € D (gj, %) If the latter is not true, i.e. if there
isyeD (g, g) such that y -n > |§ —y| > &, then we apply the same reasoning as above
with A (resp. GY y, ) replaced by A* (resp. G=' | g, y) to get

69 |65 - 6 0.0)| = |6 @y) - ¢ @) < CV%,

and deduce (6.5b)) from and y - n > ¢. The two-dimensional bound follows from the
three-dimensional one as explained in [GVM]| and [ALS8T]. O
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Let us notice that proposition implies that for all a, o’ € R, v;™ = vgl/’oo. Indeed,
for ¢ € 74, Ulgl solving

—V-A(y)val =0, y-n—a+&-n>0
vy =w(y), yn—a+fn=0

satisfies, by periodicity of the coefficients and of the Dirichlet data, vgl(-) = (- + §).
Hence, vgfé'n’oo = vy, As n ¢ RQ?, the set {€-n, ¢ € Z9} is dense in R. The
independence of v;™ from a follows now from the continuity of a — vy;~.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of proposition Let as before a, ' € R

and v := |a’ —al. Let vy be the solution of (I.1)) and v}, the solution of (1.I)) in the domain
Q.o instead of Q4. Then vy = v (- — an) (vesp. vy = v (- — a'n)) where v (vesp. vf)
solves

(6.10)

-V - A(y+an)Vuy, =0, y-n>0
vy =vo(y+an), y-n=0

(resp. (6.10) with a replaced by a’). Take ¢ € C2°(R), compactly supported in [—1,1]
such that 0 < ¢ < 1 and ¢ =1 on [—1,1]. Then 9% := vf, — ¢(y - n)vo(y + na) (resp.
3 = v — o(y - n)vo(y +na’)) solves

V- A(ly+an)Voy, =V -A(y+na)V (o(y-n)vo(y +na)), y-n>0
(6.11) = >
vy =0, y-n=>0

(resp. (6.11) with a replaced by a’). One important point is that the source term in (6.11)
is compactly supported in the direction normal to the boundary. We now estimate

vy (y) — v () = 35 (y) — T () + @y - 1) [voly + na) — vo(y + na')]
for all y € Q,,. We have,
s (y) — o5 ()
- /Q Gy, )V - A +na)V (97 - n)vo(§ + na)) dj

- /Q G (y, §)V - A +nd")V (2(§ - n)vo(ij + na’)) di

(6.12a)
= [ [6°00) 6 (0.0)] - A+ 10)V (ol - mn(5 + na))
(6.12b)
+ [ G- (A +n0) — 4G+ )] V (6l m)ua(i + na)
(6.12¢)

+ /Q G (y, )V - A + nd)V (9(§ - n) [vo(§ + na) — vo(§ + na')]) dii.
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We analyse the terms in r.h.s. separately. The first, (6.12a]) deserves more attention. By
estimate (6.5b)) and the usual change of variables Z = M* g, for y - n > 1,

6 - 6 0] T A+ 00 (oG5 nhan( -+ )

<oy [ WL 9 A + 0¥ (605 ool -+ na))] di

1 -
<Cv(y- n)ﬂ/ d—2+2p dz'

w12 ze]

1 1
gcw/1 o du.
(y - m) " St [ g 2

We need, 2u > 1 for the integral to be convergent, and p < 1 for the r.h.s. to be bounded
when y-n — oco. We now work with such a p. For (6.12b)), we rely on (3.5c)): for y-n > 1,

[ 60V (4G + 1)~ A+ )] V (65 0)en(i -+ na) dg]

1
<Cv / ——du/
e (14 o
which is a convergent integral. For (6.12d]), we argue analogously. We end with

[uis(y) = v ()| < |#a(y) = 55 ()] + oLy - ) [voly + na) = woly + na)| < O,

for y - n > 1, which proves proposition [6.2] letting y - n — oco. This concludes the proof of
theorem

7. ALMOST ARBITRARILY SLOW CONVERGENCE

We exhibit examples in dimension d = 2 showing that in general the convergence of vy
towards its boundary layer tail vy can be nearly arbitrarily slow. Let us, for the rest of
this section, focus on the case when n ¢ RQ?. We take d = 2, N = 1, A = I and study
the unique variational solution v of

—ALv = 0, 29 >0
v(z) = wvo(Nz1), 22=0"

where as usual N € R? is the first column vector of an orthogonal matrix M sending e,
on n. From theorem [2.2 we know that v = v(z1, 22) = V(Nzy, 22), with V =V (0,¢) € R,
(0,t) € T? x Ry, solving

2
—(N'W) V=0, t>0

(7.1) 8,
V(0,t) = wo(h), t=0

Expanding vg in Fourier series yields for all € T2,
vo(0) = Y (&)™,
£ez?
where (66(5))5 € 1*(Z;R). From (2.6), in particular 8,V € L?(T? x Ry), it comes for all
(0,t) € T2 x Ry,
V(@, t) _ Z 66(5)67271'|N-§\t62i7r£~9_

£ez?
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Parceval’s equality

(7.2) [V, 8) = 0(0) | Fogray = 3 [F0(&)] e NI
gez2\{0}

together with Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem prove that
- 2 t—
Hv(evt) _UO(O)HLQ(TQ) —O>O 0.

As vg is a O function, its Fourier coefficients (1?0(5)) go to zero when |£| — oo, faster

3
than any negative power of |¢]. It follows from this, for all o € N2,

(7.3) 195 (V(8,8) = (0))|| 2 2) = 0.

Using Sobolev’s injections, one notices that proves again the convergence of v towards
the boundary layer tail vy := 0p(0).

Assume for a moment that n satisfies the small divisors condition . Let us come
back to . For all m € N,

IV 6) = 0(0)[fagray = t™™ D [do(§)[ eIl
£ez2\{0}

B W (6)]
=t™m
56222\:{0} IN- ¢l
<Ct™ 37 a1 GTIm (IN - gl e AmN el
£eZ2\{0}
(7.4) <ot 3w EGTm < Gt
£ez2\{0}

(IN - gty el

the function ¢ — (|N - £[t)™ e~ *"IN¢lt being bounded on Ry . We have shown that V(-,t)
converges to 0y(0) in L? (’]IQ), faster than every negative power of t.

Assume now that n ¢ RQ? does not verify and let [ > 0. Hence there are points
of the lattice Z2, except 0, which are as close to the line N -y = 0 as we wish. The sum
in the r.h.s. of does not necessarily keep the trace of the exponential behaviour of
its terms. We show that the convergence is at least as slow as the convergence of ¢ — t~!
towards 0 at co. In fact we aim at proving:

Theorem 7.1. Assume that n ¢ RQ? does not satisfy (1.12)).
Then, there exists a smooth vy and a strictly increasing sequence (tar)ar>1 of positive real
numbers, tending to oo, such that for all « € N2, for all M € N\ {0},

105 (V6 tar) — (0| e, = i1
where V' is the solution of (7.1)) associated to vy.
Let us insist on the fact that theorem |7.1/holds for any n ¢ RQ?, which does not satisfy

the small divisors assumption. The idea of the proof is to choose a family (1’15(@“ )) ¢ whose

support, that is the set of subscripts & € Z2 such that 0y(¢) # 0, is sufficiently close to
the line N - y = 0. We now construct a suitable sequence (£x7)pr>1 of Z2 \ {0}. The small
divisors assumptions being not verified, for all M € N\ {0}, there exists ¢ € Z? \ {0} such
that

(7.5) N g < e,
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One can construct (§ys) recursively:

& := argmin [§|, & := argmin [¢|, ..., &y := argmin ||,
€ez*\{0} ¢ez”\{0} ¢ez”\{0}
IN-¢|<[¢l~* |&2]>1€1[+1 |Ear[>[€nr—1]+1

IN-g|<5l¢l 2 IN-¢|< 57 1€~

where argmin stands for a minimizor. The existence of a minimizor is ensured by .
For & the reasoning is straightforward. Let us sketch the proof of the existence of &,
which immediately applies, with minor modifications, for all £3;. We assume that for all
€] > |&] + 1, [N-€] > $|¢[72. Then, for all M >2, [N-£| > 3|¢]72 > 3;[¢|™™. According
to (7.5), this shows that there exists £ € Z2\ {0}, [£| < |& | + 1, such that, for all M > 1,
IN-¢] < 37167 For this € # 0, N- ¢ = 0, which is incompatible with n ¢ RQ?. We have
thus built a sequence (£7)a>1 of vectors of Z2 \ {0} satisfying:

(1) (Ja]),y is strictly increasing;

(2) for all M > 1, [Em] > M,

(3) for all M > 1, N - &u| < 37 |6m| ™M

We now come to the construction of vy keeping in mind that vy has to be smooth. For

all £ € Z?, we define

00(8) '—{ 0, if & # &, —&ufor all M > 1
0(&) : Mer| ™M1, if € = Eppor — Enr
Thanks to the construction of the sequence (§1s) s, for all m € N, 9(§) = O (|{|~™). Thus

vo defined like this is a C> (T?) function and V = V(6,¢) defined by for all 6 € T?, for all
t>0,
V(0,t) =2 Mgy M2 Nl cos (21, - 0)
M>1
is a smooth solution to 1)
M
For all M > 1, let tp; := lM‘E'];f‘ . The final step in the proof of theorem is to
estimate H@g‘ (V(0 ta) — HLQ(TQ) for & € N? and M > 1. Of course, in our example
00(0) = 0. Yet one is free to modify this coefficient without changing anything to the
nature of the problem. Let a € N2. By Lebegue’s dominated convergence theorem, for all
(H,t) S TQ X R+,
gV (0,t) =2 M ey M (2m) e e TNl coslle) (28, - 6),
M>1
and Parceval’s inequality yields
(7.6) 195V (0, 0) |2y = 2 D M~ |éar| =M (2m)2 gy [Pem NSl
M>1
Due to our choice of sequence (), in particular because of the second property of ({3r)
listed above, there exists M©) > 1, such that for all M > M©), & # 0 and &y # 0,

where &y = (Ear.1,&02); for all M > MO €| = |52 ]/€32,| > 1. Therefore, (7.6) yields
forallt € Ry,

H@g‘V (0,1) HL2 T2) > 2 Z M721|§M|72Ml(2ﬂ_)2|a\’510\44’26747F|N.5M‘t

M>M(0)
Z 9 Z M—2l|£M|—2Mle—4ﬂ'|N-§M‘t
M>M©)
> t [ MEpsl
2 Gt 2 <M|5M|M ‘ ’

M>M(0)
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and for all M > M), ‘83‘V(9,tM)HL2(T2) > ﬂ(%)ltﬁ, which proves theorem
Theorem prevents V' (6,t) from decaying fast towards vpP when ¢t — oo: in particu-

lar, is impossible, in general, when n does not meet the small divisors assumption.

However, theorem cannot be deduced from theorem Let us turn to estimates in

L™ norm for v. Uniformity in the tangential variable 6 is replaced by local uniformity in
z1. Let R > 0. We slightly modify (175(5))5. As for all |z1] < R,

2R 2tk w
2 -N — Mo D
rlén Nzl < o lewl ™ < S < T
for all M > M) sufficiently large, depending on R, we consider @ defined by
0, if&# &y, —Epforall M > 1
oo(€) == 0, ife&=¢yor —&yforl <M< MO

M= e | M if € = Eppor — &y for M > MM
Then, for all |z;| < R, for all t € Ry,

v(z1,t) =2 Z M*lléM]*Mle*%‘NfM't cos(2m&ps - Nzp)
M>M®

l
2 — ( 27rt ) ——2r Mt
> t E — | e MMl
— l M
(2m) MW M |&n|

which demonstrates theorem when evaluated in t = t5; for M > MM,
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