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Abstract

On the example of linearized elasticity we provide a framework for simultaneous homogenization and
dimension reduction in the setting of linearized elasticity as well as non-linear elasticity for the derivation
of homogenized von Kiarméan plate and bending rod models. The framework encompasses even perforated
domains and domains with oscillatory boundary, provided that the corresponding extension operator can
be constructed. Locality property of I'-closure is established, i.e. every energy density obtained by the
homogenization process can be in almost every point be obtained as the limit of periodic energy densities.
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1 Introduction and main results

Our starting point is the three-dimensional linearized elasticity framework [§], where the stored elasticity
energy of a material is given by a quadratic form

%/ A(Z)sym Vu : sym Vu dz . (1)
Q

Above Q C R3 describes a reference configuration of material, u : Q) — R3 is the displacement field,
sym Vu = (Vu+Vu")/2 symmetrized gradient, and A is the elasticity tensor describing material properties.

In this paper we consider composite platelike materials with the aim of studying the asymptotic behaviour
of a sequence of energies , parametrized by the vanishing body thickness, and deriving homogenized
linear plate model by means of simultaneous homogenization and dimension reduction. Such a problem has
been already discussed in [I0], where the authors derived the model of homogenized plate on the level of
linearized elasticity system of equations using compensated compactness argument (see [I9]) and assuming
that external loads act in the vertical direction. In that way they obtained a limit model, which is purely
(linear) bending model. We also mention the work [I5], where in the context of linearized elasticity the
authors derived, again by using the compensated compactness, the model of homogenized plate for elastic
laminates (layered materials). The limit problem is realized in several different ways with explicitely given
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elasticity tensors. In contrast to these, our approach is completely variational, resembling the classical
I-convergence method [B, @], and relies on techniques developed by the second author in the framework
of deriving homogenized bending rod [I8] and von Karman plate models [25] from three-dimensional non-
linear elasticity theory. The approach includes materials which oscillate both in in-plane and out-of-plane
directions, and even perforated materials and materials with oscillatroy boundary, provided that certain
extension operator can be constructed. Moreover, we consider the full model in the sense that it admits
external loads in all directions with appropriate scaling.

To the best of our knowledge, the problem of simultaneous homogenization and dimension reduction
solved in this paper, even in the context of the linearized elasticity, cannot be put into any existing abstract
framework. The reason for that lies precisely in the simultaneity of the approach (cf. [§]). In the first
part of the paper we utilize the arguments given in [25], simplified to the case of the linearized elasticity,
and demonstrate how can we elegantly derive the model of linear plate from the 3D linearized elasticity.
Simplification (connected with a bit change) of the arguments presented in [I8] [25] (see the proof of Lemma
below), along with the possibility of analyzing domains (materials) with holes and oscillating boundary
on the abstract level, are the main contributions of the first part. We emphasize that our approach consists
in defining the correctors on the energetic level (see Lemma below), although, the approach can be used
for the analysis of equations as well (see [7]). We also point out that the method presented here, as well as
in [I8, 25], is not only limited to dimension reduction problems in elasticity.

Performing the rescaling of the reference configuration ), = w x [—%, %], where w C R? describes the
shape and h > 0 thickness of the plate, to the fixed domain 2 = w x I with I := [f%, %}, and dividing the
elastic energy by the order of volume h, expression amounts to

Tn(u) = %/ A"(z)sym Vyu : sym Vyudz = / Q"(x,sym Vyu)dz,
Q Q

where V), = (V’, +03) denotes the scaled gradient and A" (z) := A(h, 1, 2, has) the scaled elasticity tensor
(A(h, -) is the elasticity tensor on the domain Qj, and Q" (z, F) = 1A"(2)F : F is the corresponding quadratic
form). Additionally, we require that the family of quadratic forms (Q");~ satisfies the uniform boundedness
and coercivity estimates on symmetric matrices and that they assign zero value to skew symmetric matrices.
Denoting by Q" (x, F) = %Ah(:r)F : F the corresponding quadratic form, then there exist positive constants
0 < a < 3, independent of h > 0, such that:

(coercivity) Q"(z,F) > alsymF|*> VF cR>3 forae. z€Q; (2)
(uniform boundedness)  Q"(z, F) < Blsym F|? VF € R3*3 for a.e. z € Q.

Notice that from the uniform boundedness and positivity of Q" it follows
Q"(z,F) = Q"(z,symF), VF cR3>3 forae z€Q,
and we also have
’Qh(x,Fl) - Qh((E,Fg)‘ < Blsym Fi—sym Fo||sym Fi+sym Fy|, VFi,FycR¥*3 forae zcQ. (3)

Taking an arbitrary sequence (h,,), of plate thickness decreasing to zero, we aim to describe the asymp-
totic behaviour of the sequence of the energy functionals J,,,. In the following we outline key waypoints in
the derivation of the homogenized linear plate model. First, let us denote by Hf. (Q,R?) = {u € H'(Q,R?) :
u|r, 1 = 0}, the space of displacement fields which are fixed to zero on a portion I'y x I (I'y C w) of positive
surface measure of the lateral boundary of Q. We also denote by Hf (w,R?*) = {u € H'(w,R?) : ulp, = 0},



and by Hf (w) = {v € H*(w) : v|p, =0, dav|p, =0, for a =1,2}. Applying the Griso’s decomposition
(Lemma i on a given sequence of displacement fields (u") C Hlld (2, R?) of equi-bounded energies, we
decompose its symmetrized scaled gradients in the form

sym Vj,, ul = o(sym V'w — £3V'%0) + sym V, @ (4)

where w € Hf\ (w,R?) and v € Hf (w) are horizontal in-plane and vertical displacements which build the

fixed part, and ahn e H} ,(Q, R?) is a corrector which builds the relaxational part of sym Vj, u». Here
1 denotes the canonical embeddlng of R?*2 into R3*3, see Section n 1] below. Motivated by the above
decomposition we define the space of matrix fields which appear as the fixed part of symmetrized scaled
gradients

Sw)={M,+x3My : My, M, € L*(w,RZ2), z3€I}.

Sym

Following the standard approach of I'-convergence, for (h, ), monotonically decreasing to zero, A C w open
subset and M € S(w) define:

’C(h )(M A) = inf hmlnf/ Qh" (x,s(M1ax1) +th'(/)h")dl’ |

n—oo

(qpln,wz",hn%n) — 0 strongly in LQ(Q,R3)} ;

ICE';M)(M, A) = inf { limsup [ Q" (z,s(M1axs) + Vi, ¥ )dz |

n—oo Q

(1/1?",1/13", hni/)g") — 0 strongly in LQ(Q,R?’)}.

These functionals play the role similar to lower and upper I'-limits, respectively, and infimum in the definition
is taken over all sequences of vector fields (1), ¢ H*(A x I, R?) such that (/7,45 hyypf™) — 0 strongly
in the L?-topology. Establishing the equality (on a subsequence of (h,,),) between lower and upper bound

IC(_hn)(M, A) = ICE;M)(M, A) = Kp,)(M,A), M € Sw), ACwopen with Lipschitz boundary, (5)
and using the properties of the variational functional K,y (see also [25, Lemma 3.7]), assures an integral

representation of the variational functional (cf. Proposition [2.2), i.e. there exists a function Q° (dependent
on the sequence (hy)y) such that

Kiny (M. 4) = [ Q! M) Ma(e')) d' ()

Referring to Section [3| for details, we construct the limit energy functional (finite on Kirchoff-Love displace-
ments, see Definition [3.1] and Remark [3.1] )

jO(waU):/Qo(x/7symv/w7_vl2v)dxl (7)

and provide the convergence analysis of 7}, (u"") — Jo(w,v) as n — oo by means of the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1.  Let (h,), be monotonically decreasing to zero sequence of plate thickness that satisfies
Assumption [2]]



(i) (Compactness) Let (u"), C Hf (Q,R?) be a sequence of equi-bounded energies, i.e.
limsup,, .. Jn, (u") < oco. Then there exists (w,v) € H} (w,R?) x HE (w) such that ul — (w,v)
on a subsequence as n — oo in the sense of Definition below.

(ii) (Lower bound) For every (u""), C Hf (Q,R?) sequence of equi-bounded energies such that u —
(w,v), it holds
liminf 73, (u”") > Jo(w,v).
n— oo

(iii) (Upper bound) For every (w,v) € Hf (w,R?) x H (w) there exists (u), C HE (Q,R?) such that

hn

u = (w,v) and lim Jp,, (u') = Fo(w,v).

n—oo

Remark 1.1. In order to analyze a real problem, one can add forces in the above analysis (see Section
below). Since we are dealing with the linearized elasticity, by the uniqueness argument, we can conclude
converegence of the whole sequence in (i). As shown in Section Theorem is proved even for perforated
domains or domains with defects, when we don’t have pointwise coercivity condition.

The second question addressed in this paper is about the local character of I'-closure, i.e. characterization
of a composite of N different constituents with prescribed volume fractions. Such a problem has an important
application in the optimal design of materials [24]. In the context of homogenization of elliptic equations
and systems it is well known as G-closure problem. The first characterization of G-closure by means of
periodic homogenization for the case of the linear elliptic equation describing two isotropic materials has
been performed independently in [I7] and [23]. They showed the locality property — every effective tensor
obtained by mixing two materials with prescribed volume fractions can be locally (at a.e. point) recovered as
the pointwise limit of a sequence of periodically homogenized mixtures of the same volume fractions. Later
on this was generalized to the case of nonlinear elliptic and strongly monotone operators in divergence form
[22]. A variational approach utilizing I'-convergence method has been performed in [4] and they proved the
locality property for convex energies satisfying certain growth and coercivity assumption. In the case of non-
convex energies only a weaker result was obtained, leaving the characterization problem widely open. Our
approach closely follows the one presented in [4], but it is not straightforward. Peculiarities arise through
the usage of non-standard “I'-convergence”, which makes the diagonalization procedure more subtle, and
through the fact that we also have to deal with dimension reduction. Although in the linear case the
diagonalization argument can be performed by the metrizability property of I'-convergence in the class of
coercive functionals (see [9] for details), we retain in the setting below, because it also covers the cases of
non-linear bending rod and von Karman plate. Eventually we are able to give the local characterization
of all possible effective behaviours of composite materials by means of in-plane periodically homogenized
mixtures. In this part we do not take into analysis perforated domains or domains with defects, but assume
uniform boundedness and coercivity assumption from . Denote by XV (Q) the family of characteristic
functions (x1,...,xn) € L>=(2,{0,1}") such that vazl Xi(z) =1 for a.e. z € ). Equivalently, there exists
a measurable partition {4;},=1,. n of Q such that x; = 14, fori=1,..., N. Function x € XN (Q) uniquely
determines the composite material whose elastic energy is given by

N
To(w) = [ 3" @ulasym Viw(alde. (8)
Q=1
where Q;,7=1,..., N, denote energy densities of constituents for which we assume the uniform boundedness

and coercivity as in .



Next, we are considering a sequence of composites (x""),, parametrized by the material thickness (h,, ).
Verifying the uniform boundedness and coercivity of the sequence of energy densities

th' Z hn
QX" =Y Qi
=1

we can perform the asymptotic analysis according to Theorem (cf. Section. Given (hy,),, monotonically
decreasing to zero and the sequence of mixtures (x”"),, there exists a variational functional K(xnny such
that on a subsequence (still denoted by (hy,)x)

Knny (M, A) = IC(_th)(M, A) = IC&,L")(M, A), M € Sw), AC w open with Lipschitz boundary,

where IC(;M) and K&hn) are defined analogously as IC(hH) and IC&H). The limit energy density of the

sequence of mixtures (x""), then equals

1
Q(x', M, My) = “fg WIC(W)(Ml +a3Ms, B(x',r)), VM1, M, c R and ae 2’ €w. (9)
T ’

Before we proceed, let us recall results for periodic composites from [20]. Assuming that the energy den-
sities oscillate with period (k) in in-plane directions, we obtain different limiting behaviour depending on
parameter v = limy, o(h/e(h)). For v € (0, 00), an explicit formula for the homogenized energy density holds:

N
Qy(M1, M2) = ver e, ; et Qi(w,o(My + x3M3) + Vytp)dr, (10)

where {A;}i—1, n is partition of T? x I and T? denotes the two-dimensional torus, i.e. T? ~ [0,1)? with
periodic boundary conditions. Let us only mention that the cases v = oo and 7 = 0 can be obtained as
poinwise limits of the energies when v — co and v — 0, respectively.

For 6 € [0,1]" such that Zivzl 0; =1, let Qy denotes the set of all quadratic forms @, from 1) for some
i € (0,00) and partition {A?}izl ,,,,, ~ such that \Aﬂ =6, foralli=1,...,N and k € N. Let Py denotes
the closure of Qy. The following theorem provides the local characterization of the effective behaviour of a
sequence of mixtures.

Theorem 1.2. Let Q = w x I with w C R? Lipschitz domain. Let (hy,), be monotonically decreasing to zero
sequence and let € L°(w,[0,1]Y) be such that Zfil ;i =1 a.e. inw. Let Q :w x RYZ X RZX2 — R be
given quadratic form (coercive and bounded). The following statements are equivalent:

(i) there exists a subsequence, still denoted by (hy)n, such that there exists a sequence of mixtures (x"),, C
XN(Q) whose limit energy density equals Q and "™ = p for some p € L=(Q,[0,1]N) which satisfies
Sy i, x3) des = 0;(2') a.e. inw, fori=1,...,N.

(ii) Q(x0,,+) € Po(ay) for a.e. x5 € w.

Remark 1.2. Since we do not take into account possible periodic out-of-plane oscillations, only weaker
claim is given in (i), i.e. fI pdxs = 0. In the case when we allow only in-plane oscillations without changing
material along x3 direction, implication (ii) = (i) can be proved on the whole sequence.



Remark 1.3. The limit energy density obtained in [25] for the case of von Kdrmdn plate has the same form
as @D, where Q; = D*W;(I) and W; are stored energy densities of i-th material, fori=1,...,N. Also, the
limit energy density for the bending rod obtained in [18] has a similar form. Thus, Theorem applies to
these cases as well.

In Section [2] we introduce notation and some preparation definitions and results used in the subsequent
Sections [3] and [4] which are devised to the proofs of Theorems and respectively. Auxilliary results
are listed in the appendix.

2 General framework

2.1 Notation

For a vector © = (21,29, 73) € R? by 2/ = (21, 72) we denote its first two components. Consequently, by V'
we denote the gradient with respect to the first two variables V' = (91, 02), while the standard gradient is
denoted by V. The scaled gradient is given by V), = (81,92, +03) for some h > 0. By B(z,r) we denote
the ball of radius r around point z € R™. Vectors, vector valued functions, as well as matrices and matrix
valued functions representing displacement fields or their gradients are denoted by bold symbols, while their
components are indexed in subscripts. With the symbol A we denote the cross product of two vectors
from R®. For a matrix M we denote its symmetric part by sym M = (M + M7)/2. Operator : denotes
contraction of two matrices, i.e. M : K = 3, - M;;K;;. Natural inclusion of R*** into R**? is given by

(M) = Z M;j(e; ®ej),

ij=1

where (e, ey, e3) denotes the canonical basis of R3. By I we denote the identity matrix. If A C R", we
denote by 1,4 the characteristic function of the set A and by |A| its Lebesgue measure. If A and B are
subsets of R™, by A « B we mean that the closure A is contained in the interior int(B) of B.

2.2 Variational functionals

In the sequel, let (hy,)nen denotes a sequence which monotonically decreases to zero, A C w be an open
subset and M € S(w). Recall the definition of the variational functionals from the Introduction, which
resemble the definition of lower and upper I'-limits:

Definition 2.1.
IC(h )(M A) = inf hnrggf/Qh z,0(M1axy)+ Vi, Pl m)dz | (11)
(") € HYQ,R3), (0, b hyth™) — 0 strongly in L2(Q,R3)};

Ky (M, A) = inf{limsup/ Q" (z, (M 1axs) + Vi, 9" )da | (12)
Q

n—oo

(") € HYQ,R3), (W, b hyh™) — 0 strongly in L2(Q,R3)} .



The above infimization is taken over all sequences of vector fields ("), ¢ H'(€,R?) such that
(i i h,pfin) — 0 strongly in the L2-topology. From the definition it immediately follows

IC:t

oy (MLasr,w) = K

(hn)(M7A), for all M € S(w), A C w open. (13)

Remark 2.1. (a) Let N'(0) denotes the family of all neighbourhoods of 0 in the strong L?-topology, then we
have the standard characterizations:

K )(M, A)= sup liminf K, (M,AU); (14)
" UCN(0) P
ICE';I )(M,A) = sup limsupk,, (M,AU),
" UCN(0) n—oo
where
Kh, (M, A U) = inf / Q" (z,1(M14) + Vj, ap)dx. (15)
YeH (AR?) Jo

(Y1,702,hntp3)EU

(b) Using the standard diagonalization argument, one can prove that infima in and (@ are actually
attained.

(c) Additionally one can assume that the test sequences are equal to zero on Ow X I. It can be easily seen
that this does not change the proof of Lemma (see Remark .

(d) The following definitions are given in [18, [25]

Ky (M A) = inf {liminf [ Q" (w,1(M) + Vi, 9" )de | ("), © H'(Ax L,R?)

n—oo AxIT

(W b haphn) = 0 strongly in L2(A x I, R3)} ;

K,y (M, A) = inf { limsup | Q" (z,2(M) + V4" )dz | ("), ¢ H'(A x I,R?)

n—oo AxIT

( ?",qug",hnz/)g") — 0 strongly in L*(A x I, RS)} .

Here we used Deﬁm’tion in order to include perforated domains and domains with defects (see Remark
. In the case when the coercivity condition holds, these two definitions are equivalent, and relation
remains valid with (after replacing IC(ih ) with IC(ih ))

Kn, (M, A U) = inf Q" (x,1(M) + V), p)dz .
YpeH (AXIR®) JAxT
(Y1,%2,hnyp3) €U

One can additionally assume zero boundary condition for test functions in the case when A C w has
Lipschitz boundary. In [25] IC(_hn)(M,A) and IC?;IH)(M,A) were defined for every M € L*(2), but here
we restrict the definition to the set of possible weak limits S(w) (in the first variable).



Obviously, IC(EH)(M, A) < ICZ;L") (M, A). The equality can be proven in the similar way as in [25, Lemma
3.7(a)], but on a subsequence of (h,,),, and we will give the sketch of the proof. The basic novelty, given
in [I8] 28], compared with standard I'-convergence techniques, consists in separating the fixed limit field M
from the relaxation field given by the sequence (¢h"') (correctors) and exploring the functional which has
this additional variable (the set of possible weak limits). This enables us to give an abstract definition of
the energy and to prove that it possesses a quadratic energy density (see Lemma and Proposition [2.2)).
One of the key properties, which also exploits this separation property, is the continuity of functionals IC hon)
with respect to the first variable (see the proof of Lemma in the appendix, cf. also [25] Lemma 3.4]):

’Ci

(ho) (M1, 4) =K

Gy (M2, 4)| < Cla, )My = M|z (| M|z + | Ma]|z2) . VM1, M2 € S(w). (16)

In the following we state the key operating lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Under the coercivity and uniform boundedness assumption , for every sequence (hy)n,
hn 1 0, there exists a subsequence, still denoted by (hy,)n, which satisfies

IC(hn)(M, A) = IC(}L”)(M, A) = ]CJF

(hn)(M,A)7 VM € S(w), VA C wopen.

For every M € S(w) there exists a sequence of correctors (™), C HY(Q,R3), ( T",@/}g",hnwé’") -0
strongly in the L?>-norm and such that for every open A C w we have

Kn,)(M,A) = lim Q" (z,o(M) + Vi, " )dw, (17)

n—o0 AxI

and the following properties hold:

(a) the following decomposition is satisfied

0
W (z) = gphno(gg/) e < V’Wg (') ) _thn’ (18)
hn,
i.e.,
symVy, ™" = —z31(V'?p") + sym th'zjbh" , (19)
where

o — 0 strongly in H' (w), {ph" — 0 strongly in L*(Q,R3), and
. ~hn
timsup (|10 12 + [, 8" 122) < C@)(IMIs +1).
n—oo
for some C(£2) > 0;

(b) sequence (|symV, "

2),, is equi-integrable;

(c) for every M € S(w) and A C w open it holds

Kny(M,A) =K, (M, A) = IC*H)(M,A) =K}

(h (hn)(M,A);



(d) if for M € S(w) a sequence (¢""), ¢ H'(Q,R3) satisfies for A = w and (™, ¢t huiny — 0
strongly in the L?-norm, then

|| sym thCh" — symvhniﬁh"HLz —0.

The lemma can be proved by adapting the proof of [I8 Lemma 2.9]. Below we give simple proof, which can
be easily adapted to perforated domains and domains with defects.

Proof. Take a countable set {M,};en C S(w), which is dense in S(w) in the L:norm. Without loss
of generality we assume that w has smooth boundary. In the case when this is not satisfied we simply
take @ D w with smooth boundary and extend each @"» on &\w by a constant quadratic form that satisfies
coercivity and boundedness property. By a diagonal argument one can construct a subsequence, still denoted
by (hn)n, such that on the subsequence we have

]C(hn)(Mj,w) = ]C&n)(Mj,W) :’C?;Ln)(Mj’w)’ Vj GN, (20)

and such that the equality (for A = w) is valid for some sequence of correctors (1/)%7[]_)” C H'(Q,R3)
which satisfies (w?\/’}j’l, wﬁ}}j’z, hnlﬁz}(}}j’g) — 0 strongly in L?. Using the Griso’s decomposition we can assume

that they satisfy the property (a) (see Lemma [A.5)). This possibly requires a change of the sequence of
correctors. By inequality it, follows that

Ky (M, w) =K, (M, w) = Kt

(hn)(M,w), VM € S(w), (21)

and by the definition of IC?;l ) We can find a sequence of correctors ( ?\}})n C HY(Q,R3), which satisfies
(¢Z§71,¢Z272,hn &3) — 0 strongly in L2. Firstly, we prove equality for A C w open with |0A] = 0
or |[0A| > 0 and M = 0 on 0A x I. Suppose that the equality is not satisfied, then take an arbitrary
subsequence of (hy, )y, still denoted by (hy,),, such that there exists

lim QM (x,2(M) + Vj, Pphn)da . (22)

n—oo AXI
Notice that from the definition of K, ), by testing with zero functions and using (2]), we can assume that
for every n € N

| sym Vi, whi 2 < Cla B)| M|l 12 (23)
Applying the Griso’s decompostion and replacing the sequence of correctors, we obtain the decomposition in

(a). Next, using Lemma and Lemmafrom Appendix, we replace (on a subsequence) second gradients
and scaled gradients by the corresponding equi-integrable sequences, and form the sequence of correctors

(1,7:};\}’1)” C HY(9,R?) according to . Notice that for the new sequence we have the following properties:
(| sym th'z,_lz?\jﬂz)n is equi-integrable and |{sym thﬂfi}} #symVy, phil] — 0asn — oo, (24)

As a consequence of , on every subsequence, still denoted by (hy, )., where the limits exist, the following
inequalities hold:

lim Qh"(z,z(M)Jthn{b}ﬁ)da: < lim Q"M (x,1(M) + Vi, phn)da ; (25)
n—oo [ay g =0 JAxT
lim Q" (z,o(M) + Vj,, ¥hi)dz < lim Q" (z, (M) + Vy,, phmydz;  (26)
00 J(W\A)x T =00 J(w\A)x T
lim Q" (x (M) + Vi, ¥hr)dz < lim Q" (x,1(M) + Yy, ¢l )da . (27)
n=o0 JogaxT n=00 JogaxT



From these relations, using the definition of K, ) (M ,w), we conclude equalities in f. Using Lemma
m from Appendix, we truncate the sequence (1])};\/[)" in set A x I such that the new sequence, denoted
by (IZJOM)n, equals zero in a neighbourhood of 9A x I and zero value is assigned outside A x I. Next, we
perform another truncation of the sequence (’lz}};\;})n, but now in set (w\A) x I, such that the new sequence,
denoted by (7(1)\’;"),1 equals zero in a neighbourhood of d(w\A) x I and zero value is assigned in A. By the
definition of K, (M, A) and by testing with (QQ"M),, we conclude

Kn,) (M, A) < lim Q" (w,0(M) + Vi, Py "ay)de = lim Q" (2, 1(M) + Vi, ¥hn)dz.  (28)

n—oo AxI n— oo AxIT

Further on we take a sequence of correctors (on a subsequence) for M 4 := M1 4, denoted by Q/J}JL\ZA, find
the equi-integrable substitution and perform the truncation (in set A x I in a neighbourhood of 0A x I) to

obtain the new sequence of correctors ({b?\}} n- Assigning the zero value outside of A x I we easily conclude
that (on a subsequence)

K, (M, A) = lim Q" (,1(M) + V), Py, )dz .

n—roo AxIT

Define the new sequence of correctors by

L Pr (@), ifreAxI;
Yar(e) = P (x), ifxe (W\A) xT;
0, ifredAxI.

If the strict inequality in would hold, then we would have (because M1gax; = 0 for a.e. x € Q)

o ha
lim [ Q" (z,u( M)+ Vp, pp)de < K, (M, w),
n—oo Q
which would yield a contradiction. The final claim is the consequence of the arbitrariness of the subsequence,
which we chose such that the limit exists. Notice that on the way, as a consequence of minimality, we
also proved that
lim QM (z,0(M) + Vy, phn Ydz =0, (29)
n—=00 J (\ A)xT Ma
for every sequence of correctors (w};vf‘,A)neN C HY(,R?) for M 4, where A C w open. Namely, we can again
take an arbitrary convergent subsequence, replace the correctors with equi-integrable sequences, perform the
truncation in a neighbourhood of dA and assign values zero outside of A. This would provide the argument
in the same way as above. The property (b) is a consequence of the minimality property in the definition
of K,), see [18, Lemma 2.9] (the proof uses the pointwise coercivity in ) From the equi-integrability
property it follows that equality is valid for every A C w open and M € S(w). To prove (c) we conclude
as follows. Firstly, from and it follows that IC&”)(M,A) < Kh,) (M, A). Next we prove that

E(h")(M, A) > K, (M, A). If A C w has C"! boundary, then one can take a sequence of test functions

for E(h )(M ,A) and replace it in the same way as above to conclude the inequality. If A C w is an arbitrary

open set, then from the definition of iE?; ), We can easily conclude that

Ky (M1pyy, A) =K,

oy MLpxr, A) = K, (M, D), VM € S(w), YD < A, D with C'! boundary,
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or more details see beginning of the proof o , Lemma 3.7]). From the latter, utilizing inequality

f detail beginni f th f of [25] L 3.7)). Fr he 1 ilizing i lity (|16))
for K3,y and IC(ﬂEh")7 which can be proved analogously, and we conclude the claim (¢). For the property
(d), see the proof of [I8, Lemma 2.9]. O

Remark 2.2. One can, by the truncation argument if necessary, assume that for every M € S(w), n € N,

P =0 in a neighbourhood of dwx I, i.e. ol = 0 in a neighbourhood of Ow and Q,NZ;hn = 0 in a neighbourhood
of dwx 1. To see that, one can first take such correctors for a countable set {M ;} C S(w), as at the beginning
of the previous proof, then using the diagonalization argument and inequality construct a sequence of
correctors for every M € S(w), which consists of correctors for the sequence {M ;} (see [18, Lemma 2.10]).

We make the following assumption on which we will refer when necessary.

Assumption 2.1. For a sequence (hy), monotonically decreasing to zero we assume that it satisfies the
claim of Lemma[2.1}

Remark 2.3. Assuming the Assumption and using the representation , for every M € S(w) we
easily deduce the following:

a) K, (M,-) is subadditive on open subsets of w, i.e. Ky, \(M,A) < K, (M, A1) + K, (M, Az) for
all open sets A, A1, Ay C w with A C A1 U As;

b) Kn,)(M,-) is superadditive on open subsets of w, i.e. K, (M, A) > K, (M, A1) + K, (M, Az) for
all open sets A, Ay, Ay Cw with Ay UAy C A and Ay N Ay = 0);

c¢) Kn,)(M,-) is monotone, i.e. Ky, \(M, A1) < K, (M, Az), for all open sets Ay C Ay C w, and inner
regular, i.e.
Kh,)(M,A) =sup{Kp,(M,B): B<K A, B open}, YACw open.

These properties imply that there exists a Borel measure ppg : B — [0, +00], on the family B of Borel subsets
of w, such that K, \(M,A) = punt(A) for every open set A C w (see [9, Theorem 14.23]). Moreover, the
following properties of K,y (+,-) are easily deduced (see also the proof of [28, Lemma 3.7]):

d) (homogeneity)
Kn,) M, A) =K, (M, A), VteR, VACw open, VM € S(w);
e) (paralelogram inequality)

K(hn)(Ml + M27A) + ,C(hn)(Ml - MZaA) < 2IC(hn)(-Z\4'17‘A) + 2]C(hn)(M27A)a
VA Cw open, VM1, M4, € S(w).

Finally, we provide the result on integral representation of the variational functional, whose proof follows

the lines of the proof of [25, Proposition 2.9], hence we omit it here. The key properties for proving that the
energy density is a quadratic form are d) and f) from the above remark.

Proposition 2.2 (Integral representation of K,)). Let (hn)n, hn | 0, satisfies Assumption . There
exists a map Q° : w x RIZ x RZX2 — R (depending on (hy)n) such that for every open subset A C w and
every M € S(w)

Kh,)(M,A) = /AQO(:C', M (2)), My(z")) da’ . (30)

11



Moreover, for a.e. ¥’ € w, Q°(2’,-,-) is uniformly bounded and coercive quadratic form satisfying
- 2 2 0,1
E(\syli\ +|sym Mo|?) < Q°(a’, My, M5); (31)
(uniform boundedness) — Q°(z', My, M3) < B(|sym M{|? + |sym M|?),
VM, My e R¥*? for ae o' € w.

(coercivity)

Remark 2.4. It is enough to prove equality (@) on countable dense families of open C11 subsets of w and
symmetric 2 x 2 matrices. In fact this will be used in Section[f] in the characterization of the T'-closure.

Remark 2.5. Based on expression , one can easily conclude what would be the appropriate periodic or
ergodic cell formula (cf. [25, Section 4], see also [7])), by using respectively two-scale and stochastic two-scale
convergence.

2.3 Perforated domains and domains with defects

An important application issue is relaxation of the pointwise a.e. coercivity condition from and motivation
for that is to include, for example, perforated domains or domains with defects into our framework. The
situation we have in mind is when the coercivity condition is satisfied a.e. only on a subset S"» C Q and
part of the domain Q\S"" has defects. To be more precise we make the following technical assumption.

Assumption 2.2. For every n € N, there exists a subdomain S"™ C Q and an extension operator E'» :
HY(S"h R3) — HY(Q,R3), which meet the following conditions (for ¥ € H'(S" R3) | resp. ¢ € H'(Q,R?),
we denote by z,bEh" = Eap, resp. Q/JEh" = E"n (vlgnn)):

(a) there exists a > 0, such that for everyn € N, M € S(w) and v € H'(Q,R3)
QM + sy Vs, Pl < [ QP (wa(M) + Vi, )
Q

(b)
D" | ghn = plgnn ,  Vap € HY(S" R3);

(c)
hn
[sym Vi, " " |2 < C(Q)||sym Vi, 25y, Vap € H(S" R3);

(d) for every sequence ("), C H'(,R3) such that <|| sym Vp,, " HLZ(Shn)) is bounded,
hn ho hnp E’L-,L hn Eh"
N A e e [ (R A I | I
(e) for every M € S(w) and ("), € HY(Q,R3), such that ||(", ", hpap)|| L2 — 0 it holds
lim sup ( / Q" (x, (M) + V9" )dz — / Q" (:w(M) + vhnlpE”") da:) <0.
Q Q

n—0oo
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Remark 2.6. As a consequence of (a), (b) and (d), for every M1y, My € S(w) and every A C w open we
have

I, (M, 4) = K&, (M3, 4)| < C(9)| M = M|z (1M 2 + | Mol 1)

To see this, notice that in Deﬁm’tion of IC(ih”), we can replace the sequence of test functions (1/)h")n C
H(Q,R3) by the sequence ('z,bEh'" )n. Then, equality is valid with the following definition of Kp, (M, A,U):

K, (M, A,U) = inf / Q" (2, 0(M14) + Vi, $)dz
PEH (Q,R?)

(T,[}Ehn 1/}25;’111 ho, d)fhn
To conclude the above inequality, one simply has to follow the proof of Lemmal[A.9 form Appendiz.

Example 2.1. We assume that inside of the domain Qy,, there is a sequence of disjoint circular defects
{Bj, = B(z}, 7}, )}2, and that there exists a constant ¢ > 1 such that for every i € N we have Kj =
CB,iln\Bfln C Qp,, where CBfln = B(xzn,crzn). Furthermore, we assume that every x € Qy,, 1is contained
in at most N balls of the sequence {°Bj, }2,. Denote by Ry, : R3 — R? the mapping Ry, (71,22, 23) =
(1,22, If—g) and by R its inverse. For i € N, define the sets K" = RhanL” and in the similar way
define B, B The regular set in Q = Ry, Q,, is defined by S"™ = Q\U2 B}, , where we assume the
uniform boundedness and coercivity assumption from for a.e. x € S . On Q\S" we assume only the
uniform boundedness condition with 3 = k,, for a.e. x € Q\S" and Kk, — 0.

In the sequel, we explain construction of the extension operator. Denote by K1 = B(0,¢)\B(0,1). Using
[21, Lemma 4.1], there exists a linear operator P : H* (Kl,Rg) — H? (B(O,c),R3) and C > 0 such that

[Pwllg < C(lwlraxy) + | sym Vwll2ix,)) (32)
IV(Pw)|2 < ClV(Pw)llL2(k,); (33)
[sym V(Pw)[[2 < Cllsym V(Pw)] L2k, - (34)

Using the operator P, define by rescaling and translation operators Pf;n : Hl(K}Ln,R3) — Hl(Bfln7R3),
i € N. Define operators Pt'» : H'(K""» R3) — H'(B"" R3) by rescaling naturaly the operators P} :
for ¢ € HY (K" R3), set Piinap = P} (¢ o Rp,) o R . Finally, define the extension operator E" :
HY(S"h R3) — HY(Q,R3), such that for every i € N,

EMap|gin, = Plnap . Vap € HY (S R3).

We want to prove that the operator E" meets conditions (b)-(e) from Assumption . Condition (b) is
direct, and (c) is a consequence of and the fact that every x € Qy,, is contained in at most N balls of

(o]

the sequence {°Bj, }52,. Condition (e) is a consequence of (c) and the fact that Kn — 0. To prove (d), we
proceed as follows. Integrating the Korn’s inequality with the boundary condition (61) from 1 to ¢, we obtain
that there exists a constant C > 0, such that

w7201y < C (”w”%Q(Kl)) + | Symvw||2L2(B(o,c))) , Yw e H'(B(0,c),R?).

After rescaling on CB}Ln, for every i € N and h,, we obtain

120 ) < C (181200, )+ a2 NsymVl2acpy )2 Vo € BB BY).
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Rescaling once again by Ry, on Q, for every i € N, and h,, we obtain
||¢H%2(Bi>hn) <C (H"/)H%Q(Kivhn) + (TZH)QH sym vhn’l/’H%?(CBiwhn)) , VY€ Hl(cBi’h"7R3) . (35)

Notice that ¥i € N it holds T‘;M < hy. From , property (c) and the fact that (z/z?”, @[J;L") — 0 strongly in
the L?-norm, we easily conclude that ( 1Eh", fh") — 0 strongly in the L?-norm. It remains to show that

B 3Eh" — 0 strongly in the L?-norm. Define zﬁfh" and ifh" by
A hp hn — b B A b
A T
I

First, we use the property (b) and the Griso’s decomposition of z,bEh" (see ) to conclude from (see
also (65)) that da(hn, Afhn) — 0 strongly in the L?>-norm for o = 1,2. Since from we easily obtain
that 0; (hnbt h") — 0 strongly in the L?-norm for i = 1,2,3, we have that 0;(h,k h") — 0 strongly in the
L?-norm. The final claim follows from the fact that there exists a constant C > 0, such that Vi € N and Yh,,

19225,y <€ (Inl3aes )+ b2 IV0Raey ) W€ HYCB,), (36)
which can be proved analogously as , and the fact that hn'l/)g” — 0 strongly in the L*-norm. Observe
that, although we assumed circular defects above, the only important thing is to control the geometry of parts

with defects, i.e. to have a control over constants in the expressions ,, . Thus, other geometries
of defects are also possible (see Figure .

' OOOOQO ° 6

(a)

(c)

Figure 1: (a) Thin domain with defects. (b) Extension operator of type I. (c) Extension operator of type II.

Example 2.2. With an analogous analysis as in the previous example, one can analyze thin domain with
oscillatory boundary (see Figure @) Here we assume that the size of oscillations ¢ < h. The extension
operator can be constructed in a similar way as before, using the extension operator P : H'(Q1,R3) —

HY(Q,R?), where Q = Q1 U Qs.
We now state a lemma for domains with defects, which is analogous to Lemma [2.1

Lemma 2.3. Under the uniform boundedness assumption from and the Assumption for every
sequence (hy)n, hn 1 0, there exists a subsequence, still denoted by (hy)n, which satisfies

’C(hn)(M,A) = ’C(_hn)(M’A) = ’C+

(hn)(M,A), VM € S(w), YA C w open.
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Q2

(a) (b)

Figure 2: (a) Thin domain with oscillatory boundary. (b) Extension operator.

For every M € S(w), there exists a sequence of correctors ("), € H'(L,R3), (' e hple) — 0
strongly in the L?-norm, and for every open subset A C w, which satisfies M1gaxr = 0 for a.e. x € Q, we
have

Kn,)(M,A) = lim Q" (z,1(M) + Vj, " )dz . (37)

n—oo AxIT

In the case when M1gax; # 0, we can only conclude that the left-hand side is less or equal to the right-hand
side in . The following properties hold:

(a) the following decomposition holds:

0
1, P (ol
P () = (phno(x/) - ( \Y </7’; () ) n {bhn ’
hy
i.e.
sym Vy, ™ = —z31(V?p"") + sym thﬂJh" ,
where

" =0 strongly in H' (w), 17)h" — 0 strongly in L*(Q,R?), and
. ~hn
timsup (1" s + 190, %" 12) < CE@)IMIE: +1).
n—oo

for some C(£2) > 0;

(b) for every subseqeunce, still denoted by (hy)n, one can change the sequence of correctors, if necessary, on

~hy,
a further subsequence (possibly depending on M ), such that the sequences (V' |2),, and (|Vu, ¥ "|*)n
are equi-integrable, i.e. the sequence (|sym Vy,, 9""|?), is equi-integrable. On that subsequence for the
changed correctors, formula 1s valid for every open subset A C w.

(c) for every M € S(w) and A C w open, we have

(M, A) <K, (M, A) <K, (M, A).

K

Proof. The proof follows the lines of the proof of Lemma [2.1] after replacing the sequence of test functions
hn

(Yhn),, € HY(Q,R™) by (b )n € H'(Q,R™) and using Remark The validity of statements (b), (¢) and

(d) from Lemma cannot be concluded, since there the pointwise a.e. coercivity was used. However, weaker

statements for the equi-integrability and relation between IC(hH), IC(+hn), K(h,,) can be concluded without the

pointwise coercivity, in the same way as in the proof of Lemma [2.1] O

15



Remark 2.7. The main obstruction in proving equality in (c) is that from the definition of /E?; ) one
cannot conclude that the minimizing sequence has bounded symmetric scaled gradients and thus, one cannot
perform the analysis analogous to the one given in [25)]. On the other hand, the definition of IC(ih ) takes the

whole domain € into account, where an extension operator exists, and thus, is more suitable for domains
with defects.

Remark 2.8. Validaty of Remarks and [2-3 can be easily checked in the same way as before, and the
claim of Proposition is satisfied, but without the coercivity property in .

3 Convergence of functionals and proof of Theorem [1.1

3.1 Convergence of energy functionals

Here we precisely explain what we mean by J, (u"*) — Jo(w,v) as n — oco. First, let us introduce the
space of limiting displacements

Uw) = {(w,v) : we H} (w,R?),v € HE (w)}.

Definition 3.1 (Convergence of displacements). We say that a sequence of displacement fields (u”), C
Hlld(Q, R?) converges to a pair of in-plane and out of-plane displacements (w,v) € U(w), in notation u"» —
(w,v), if there exists decomposition of uh» of the form

W) )= (VU )i, (33

where the corrector sequence (¢, C H},(Q,R?) satisfies limy, oo ( B pln hpabhn) = 0 in the L2-norm.

Remark 3.1. Otherwise stated, the above formulation means that (u", uh™)T — w—23V'v and hyul™ — v

in the L?-norm as n — oo. This non-intuitive definition of convergence will be clarified in Section |3 below.
It is easy to check that the convergence is properly defined, i.e. the limit (if exists) is unique. Usually, in the
linearized elasticity one does the scaling of the unknowns (see, e.g. [8]) and then easily concludes that the
limit model is the Kirchoff-Love model (the first two terms in the expression ) However, here we prefer
not to scale the unknowns apriori. One of the basic reason is that we would then unnecessary introduce h in
the left hand side of (ED Moreover, Griso’s decomposition gives us all the information we need: the limit
field, which satisfies the Kirchoff-Love ansatz, and the corrector field.

Definition 3.2 (Convergence of energies). We say that a sequence of elastic energies (Jp, )n converges to
the limit energy Jo if for all (w,v) € U(w), the following two statements hold:
(i) (iminf inequality) for every sequence (u”*), C H} (Q,R?) converging to (w,v), in the sense of Defi-
nition [3-1),
liminf J, (u™) > Jo(w,v);

n—oo

(ii) (imsup inequality) there exists a sequence (u"*), C Hf (Q,R?) converging to (w,v) such that

limsup J,,, (u") < Jo(w,v).

n—oo
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Remark 3.2. Like in the standard I'-convergence, condition (i) from the previous definition can be rephrased
in terms of the existence of a recovery sequence, i.e. there exists a sequence (uh”)n C H%d (Q,R3) converging
to (w,v) such that '

Jo(w,v) = lim Jp, (u).

n—oo

3.2 Compactness

Let (hy)n be a sequence of plate thickness and let (u""), C Hf (€,R?) be a sequence of displacement fields,
which equal zero on 'y x I C dw x I of strictly positive surface measure. Assume that (u”), is the sequence
of equi-bounded energies, i.e. limsup,,_, . Jh, (u"") < C < co. Then the coercivity condition (2)) implies the
equi-boundednes of the sequence of the symmetrized scaled gradients

lim sup || sym Vj,, w12 < 0o.
n—oo

Applying Lemma, from Appendix we obtain the compactness result.

3.3 Lower bound

Let (u”), C Hf (w x I,R?) be the sequence of displacements of equi-bounded energies and (h,),, satisfies
Assumption or Lemma We decompose u (on a subsequence)

w(z) V'u(z')
u(z)=| v —x ho ().
@ ={ (TN )

where w € Hf, (w,R?) and v € HE (w) are fixed horizontal and vertical displacemets and (Pl i bl —
0 in the L?-norm. The proof of lower bound immediately follows from the definition of the functional Kh,)-

3.4 Construction of the recovery sequence

Let (w,v) € U(w) and (hy), satisfies Assumption [2.1]or Lemma[2.3] Utilizing Lemma m(and Remark
i.e., Rematk[2.8), there exist a sequence Phn H'(Q,R3), such that " = 0on dwxI, (1™, 1/)3” , hnz/zgn) —

0 in the L2-norm and

/ Q%(«,sym Vw, —V"?v)d2’ = lim / Q" (z,1(sym Vw — 23V"%v) + sym Vj,, 4" )dz .
w wx1

n— o0

Defining the sequence of displacements u"» by

w /
o (F) ()
hn

we have that u» — (w,v) as n — oo in the sense of Definition and the previous identity implies
Jo(w,v) = lim Jp, (u"),
n—oo

which finishes the proof.
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Remark 3.3. Analysis of the homogeneous isotropic plate (see [8]), after rescaling, reduces to the T-
convergence problem in the L?-topology. The limit energy density (written on 3D domain) depends on
sym V(w — 23Vv), where w — x3Vv is (as above) the limit of first two components of the h, problem
(u}f",ug"). Thus, the limit energy, although it contains the second gradients, can be interpreted as of the
same type as the starting one, but restricted to the appropriate space. This does not happen here, since in
the limit energy we cannot separate membrane energy (dependent on sym Vw) from the curvature energy

(dependent on V?v).

3.5 Adding lower order term with forces

It is relatively easy to include into the model and analyze external forces of the form (f1, fo, hn f3), which
corresponds to the standard scaling for plates in the context of linearized elasticity, see [8]. Define the energy
functional

Tn, () = /QQh”(gc,sythnuh”)dx—/Qf (b b ubyde (39)

For the sequence of minimizers, denoted by (u/r),,, one easily deduces, using the pointwise coercivity from
, Corollary and testing the functional J,, with zero function,

lsym Vi, up |72 < Cll(ui™, ug™, hnui™)| g2 < Cllsym Vi, upy | 2 - (40)
After obtaining the boundednes of the sequence (|| sym Vp, ujtr[|z2), , the analysis goes the same way as in
the previous section. The above analysis implies in the standard way that the minimizers of h,-problem
converge in the sense of Definition (on a whole sequence) to the minimizer of the limit problem, when the
pointwise coercivity assumption from is satisfied. The following assumption is needed for the convergence

of minimizers in the case when the pointwise coercivity assumption from is not satisfied, but Assumption
2.2 is assumed.

Assumption 3.1. We assume the validity of Assumption and that for S"» C Q additionally the extension
operator E"n : H1(Sh» R3) — H'(Q,R?) satisfies the following conditions:

(a) p=0o0nTyxI = 1/)Ehn =0onTyxI;
(b) 1gn, — 0 € L>(9Q,[0,1]);
(¢) (f1, f2, hnf3)lo\snn = 0 or for every sequence (uh), C Hlld(Q,R?’), there exists a constant C' > 0, such
that for every n € N,
/ Q" (x,sym V), u')dz < C (||(ui’",ug"7hnu§")|\p + 1)
Q

hn hn hn ,
— (ulm Ul bl — (u‘lE Jud " hpud ) — 0 strongly in L*.

The first assumption in (c) is satisfied in perforated domains, while the second one is satisfied in some defect
domains, which does not include the standard analysis of high contrast domains. Analyzing high contrast
domains would require different analysis (see [I], for the periodic case and two-scale convergence approach).

Example 3.1. We take the situation of Exzample[2.1] and the extension operator given there. Additionally,
we assume that the energy densities are pointwise coercive in part of the domain Q\S" with the constants
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€n, where e, — 0. The condition under which (c) from Assumption is satisfied is that €, > 1, =
sup{rzn}ieN (notice that high contrast appears when e, ~ ). Namely, using (35)), we conclude that

R R

Ju— B |22 < Cr | sym Vi, (= wB" )2 g gnny s Vu € HYQ,RY). (41)

Coercivity of the energy, Corollary from Appendiz, property (c) of Assumption and the above in-
equality imply

hn
sym Vi, w32+ 2all sym Vi, wl Fgaysmny < O (| (ub g huy) | +1)

h h h
<C (H(u}f —uP" b — P by, (ug —uf n))
L2

hn hn
<C (Tnll sym Vi, (u —u" ")l 2 (@smn) + [ sym Vi, " 22 + 1)

h’!l h'll
" " gl +1)

hn
<C (Tn|| sym Vi, | 2(0\smn) + || sym Vi, " || 2 + 1) -

From the last inequality we conclude the boundedness of the sequences (|| sym thuEh” lL2)n and
(en]| sym thu”%z(mshn))n. The first boundedness gives us the compactness result that we need (in the

analysis of convergence of minimizers), while the second one, together with estimate , gives that ||Ju —

uB"" |2 — 0, which is stronger than the requirement (c) in Assumption .

The analysis of convergence of minimizers follows standard arguments of the I'- convergence To conclude
compactness for sequence of minimizers, one has to take the sequence of minimizers (u”r),, for h,,-problem

and look the sequence (uEh

=" )n, which has bounded scaled symmetric gradients. In the ﬁrst case of (c), we

have J, (ur) = J, (uZ'™) and the analysis proceeds in the same way as above. The term added to the
energy is of the form

_/9(f1w1 + fowz + fav)dx

In the second case, first we easily conclude by testing with zero function that the sequence of minimizers
satisfies the second condition in (¢). In that way we have:

(uh” ur o hpuln ) - (uflhf, ,Enh; y hnuyy, ;) — 0 strongly in L?, (42)

m,1> “m,2» m,3

jhn (u'}n) = /QQh" (m,sym thu;‘;f) dr — /Q(fl, fo, f3) - (ughl, F,f;’ Jha u )dm +o(1),

where lim,, . 0(1) = 0. Using (a) and (c) from Assumption we easily conclude that the sequence
(uﬁh) has bounded symmetrized scaled gradients in the L?-norm. To make the lower bound, one utilizes
n

a simple observation:
/ Qnn (x,sym thufn") dz = / Q" (ac,sym th’UaE +symVy,, ( n— uEh")) dz,
Q Q

uses , definition of the limit energy density Q° and the analysis from the previous section.

Remark 3.4. In the analysis of bending rod or non-linear von Kdrmdn plate, instead of Assqmptz'on the
existence of another extension operator (besides the one from Assumption , denoted by E" , is required.
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Namely, to obtain the compactness result, one needs from the order of forces h? and h3, conclude that the
order of the term || dist(thy,b:Lh”,SO(3))H%2(Q) is h% and h*, respectively (cf. [12]). Here, (yflh" )n denotes
a sequence of extended minimizers. In the following, we will very briefly discuss the analysis of the bending
perforated rod (we assume that S"» C Q is filled with a material and the rest is empty). A detailed description
of the bending rod model is given for instance in [I8], and the main tool in obtaining the compactness result
is the theorem on geometric rigidity [12]. If the thin domain can be covered with cubes of size hy,, which
can have only finite number of different geometrical shapes with perforations, one can, using the theorem

on geometric rigidity, conclude that there exist a constant C' > 0 and for each h, an extension operator
Eln o qY(SM R3) — HY(Q,R3) satisfying:

-

Iy " Nla ) < Cly" llgrsnmy, Vy' € H'(S" R?); (43)
fihn

Vi, ™ "Nz < ClVR Y | 2(smny, Yy € H'(S" R?); (44)

‘ dist (thth" : 50(3)) ‘ < Odist (Va, ", 50(3))

The extension mapping can be constructed on the unit cube as the one that preserves affine mappings.

Applying the theorem on geometric rigidity, we then conclude . If one takes the forces of the form h2f,
it is not difficult to conclude that the sequence of minimizers satisfies

vy € HY(S" R3). (45)

v [

n—oo

~ 2
li Hd'tV " S0(3 H dz < Ch?
imsup [dist (93, y5™ 50)| | do <

for some C > 0. The analysis then continues in the standard way, by analyzing the sequence (yﬁh")n.

3.6 Auxiliary claims

Results of this subsection, will be used in establishing the locality property of the I'-closure. The arguments
follow the standard arguments of I'-convergence. As in the next section we will assume the pointwise
coerciveness assumption from .

Lemma 3.1. Let D C R? be open, bounded set having Lipschitz boundary and (hy), satisfying Assumption
. Let Q" be a sequence of energy densities with the limit energy density Q°. Then for every M € S(w)

lim min Q" (z,1(M) + Vj, ab)dx
=0 e (DXI,R?) JDxT
=0 on ODXI

= min / Q%(z', My + sym Vw, My — Vv)da' .
weH;(D,R?), Jp
vEHZ (D)

Furthermore, for every r > 0 we have

lim inf min Q" (x,0(M) + Vj,, )dx
n—oo  eH' (DxIR®)  JpxI
=0 on ODXI,
(1,92, hntps) |l L2 <r

> min / Q%(z’, My 4+ sym Vw, My — V?v)dz' .
.JD

weHé(g),]RQ) , vzeHg (ZD)
lwllZz+lvll72<r
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Proof. We prove the statements by means of the I'-convergence. For a fixed M € S(w), take a minimizing
sequence (¥""),, € H'(D x I,R?) with ¥"" = 0 on 0D x I satisfying

Q" (z,u(M) + Vj, " )dx = min Q" (x,1(M) + Vp,, )dz .
DxI YeH (DXI,R?) Jpx1
=0 on ODXI

Comparing with the zero function and using equi-boundednes and equi-coercivity of Q" , we find the uniform
bound
| sym Vy,, 9" ||z < C| M|z, neN.

Applying Lemma there exist w € H}(D,R?), v € H3(D), and sequences (¢"~),, C H2(D), (@Zh”)n C
HY(D x I,R?) satisfying

sym th'(ph" = 1(sym V'w — 23V"?v0) + sym th'JJh"

and (7 B h,apln) — 0 in the L2norm as n — co. From the definition of Q° we obtain the lower bound

lim inf min Q" (z,o(M)+Vy, 4b)dr >  min / Q%(x', My +sym V'w, My —V"?v)da’ .
n—oo weH (DxI,R®) Jpx1 weHS(D,R?), JD
=0 on 0D XI 'ueHg(D)

To prove the upper bound, take wo € H}(D,R?) and vy € HZ(D) such that

/ Q" (2, M1 4 sym V'wg, My — V'"?vg)da’ = min / Q°(z', My + sym V'w, My — V'?v)da’ .
D weH;(D,R?), Jp
vEHZ(D)
Using Lemmal[2.1] (cf. Remark[2.2)), there exists a subsequence of (hy,),, (in the same notation) and a sequence
(¥"),, € H'(D x I) such that 9" =0 on D x I and
/ Q°(z', M1+ sym V'wq, My — V'%vg)da’
D

= lim Q" (z,1(M + sym V'wy — 23V"%vg) + Vj, 9" )dz

n—oo DxI

wo /
lh":<vo>—x3<vvo>7 n €N,
W 0

and noticing that " = 0 on 8D x I and

Defining

sym Vj,, 1" = 1(sym V'wo — 23V"%00) ,
we conclude

lim sup min Qh” (x,20(M) + Vp, ¥)dx
n—oo WEHY(DxI,R?) JpDxI
=0 on 0D xI

<limsup [ Q" (x,s(M)+ Vp, (1" +3""))dz

n— oo DxI

= / QO(ZJ, M1 + sym V’wo, MQ — V’Q’Uo)dx/ s
D
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which establishes the upper bound. The second statement follows the same way as the above proof of the
lower bound. O

The statement of the following lemma is well known. Briefly, it states that the pointwise convergence of
quadratic forms implies the convergence of minimizers.
Lemma 3.2. Let D C R? be open, bounded set having Lipschitz boundary and let Q™,Q : D x }Rfyxnf X
ngxrg — R, n € N, be uniformly bounded and coercive quadratic forms satisfying lim, ., Q™ (x', M1, M5) =
Q(x', My, M5) for a.e. z' € D and for all M1, My € R2X2. Then for arbitrary My, Mo € L*(D,R2%2)

sym * sym
lim min / Q" (2, My 4 sym Vu, My — V?v)da'
n—o0 yecH(D,R?),veH*(D), D
(u,v)eEN (D)
= min / Q(2', My 4+ sym Vu, My — VZv)da',
uweH'(D,R?),veH*(D),JD

(u,v)EN (D)
where N'(D) is a closed subset in weak H'(D,R?) x H?(D) topology satisfying
(w,0) € N(D) = [lullgr + [[v]z2 < Cllsymuf Lz + [[v]22) -

Moreover, if (uy,vy,), are minimizers of

. Rgl)in D) / Q" (z', My 4 sym Vu, My — VZv)da'
ue > , VE yJ D
(u,v)EN(D)

then we have || sym V(u — @)||z2 — 0 and ||V?(v, — 0)||z2 — 0 as n — oo, where (@, v) are minimizers of

. Hgl)in o) / Q(z', M + sym Vu, My — V3v)dz' .
ue s ,VE yJ D
(u,v)EN (D)

Proof. For the sake of brevity, assume M = My = 0. By the direct methods of the calculus of variations,
using the uniform coercivity and the Korn’s inequality, minima (u.,,v,) € N (D) always exist:

/ Q" («',sym Vu,,, —V?v,)dz’ = min / Q" (', sym Vu, —V?v)da’ .
D ueH'(D,R?*),veH*(D), /D
(uw,v)EN(D)

Let w € HY(D,R?) and © € H?*(D) be weak limits of (u,), and (v,),, respectively. For 2’ € D, let
A™(a') s RZXZ X RZXE — R2X2 x R2%2 be the corresponding linear symmetric operator of the form Q" (x’, -, -)

satisfying
Qn(l‘/,Ml,Mg) = An(l‘/)(Ml,Mg) : (Ml,MQ), VMl,Mg S R2X2

sym

and A"(2’) be the corresponding operator of the form Q(z’,-,-). Note that A™(z'), A(z') are bounded and
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satisfy A"(z') — A(z’) for a.e. 2’ € D. Therefore
/D Q" (2',sym Vu,, Vv, )dz’ = /DAn(x')(sym Vi, V27) : (sym Va, V20)da' (46)
+ 2/[) A™(z")(sym Vi, V29) : (sym V(u, — @), V*(v, — 9))da’
+ /D A" (2" (sym V(u, — @), VZ(v, —9)) : (sym V(u, — @), V?(v, — 0))da’
> /D A™(2")(sym V@, V?9) : (sym Va, V29)da’

+ 2/D A™(z")(sym V@, V29) : (sym V(u, — @), V*(v, — 7))da’
+ %(ll sym V(uy — )72 + [V (vn = )I[72) -

By the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem

/D A"(2')(sym Va, V20) : (sym Va, V20)dz' — /D A(2')(sym Va, V30) : (sym Va, V20)da'

as n — oo. Using the strong convergence of operators A" (2') — A(z’) and the weak convergence of the
sequences (U, ), and (v, ), we conclude

/D A™(z")(sym Va, V20) : (sym V(u, — @), VZ(v, — 0))dz’ — 0.

Thus

9

lim inf Q”(x',symVun,V%n)dm'z/ Q(2',sym Va, V20)da'
D D

n—oo

which shows the lower bound. The upper bound is trivial by simply using the constant sequences u,, = u
and v, = 0. Along the same path we also proved that (@, 0) are indeed minimizers of

/ Q(z',sym Vu, VZv)dz' .
D

The strong convergence follows by going back to the inequality and letting n — oo. O
The following result is analogous to [4, Lemma 2.3].

Lemma 3.3. Let Q : w x R2X2 x R2X2 — R be uniformly bounded and coercive quadratic functional and

Sym Sym
(Sm)m decreasing to zero sequence. Then for a.e. xfy, € w and arbitrary D C [0,1]%, My, My € L*(D,RZ%2),
lim min / Q(xy + 82, My + sym Vu, My — V?v)d2’
m—o0 yeH'(D,R?) ,veH*(D),JD
(u,v)EN (D)

" wem'(p él)m €H?(D) / Q(a, My + sym Vu, My — V?0)d?,
u R7), v »JD
(w0)EN(D)

where N'(D) is from Lemma[3.9 above.
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Proof. Using Lemma 5.38 from [2], for a.e. 2, € w, there exists a subsequence, still denoted by (S,)m, and
E C [0,1]? of measure zero such that

lim Q(Qj6 + szla ) ) = Q(‘Tav %y )
—o0

m

locally uniformly in R2X2 x R2X2 for every 2’ € [0,1]?\ E. The statement then follows from Lemma O

Sym Sym

4 Locality of I'-closure

In this section we prove Theorem [I.2] which states that every effective energy density obtained by mixing N
different materials can be locally (in almost every point) recovered as pointwise limit of in-plane periodically
homogenized energy densities. We assume the pointwise uniform boundedness and coercivity condition .
First we recall the definition of variational functinals, which will be frequently used in the sequel.

Remark 4.1. Utilizing topological characterizations and Lemma [2-1] we have the following identities for
every A C w with Lipschitz boundary (see Remark[2.1)(d))

Knny(M, A) = sup limianEXh”(M,A,L{): sup limsupl%xhn(M,A,Z/{)7

UCN(0) "7 UCN(0) n—oco
= sup liminf /E?(,L,L (M,A,U) = sup limsup IE?(,L,L (M,AU),
UCN(0) "R UCN(0) mn—o0

where ’Exhn is as in Remark (a) and

Ko, (M, AU) = inf QX" (z,o(M) + sym V;,_1p)dz . (47)
YeH (AXIR®) Jaxr
(Y1,4h2,hntpz) €U

=0 on OAXI
The following result, given in [4, Lemma 3.2], states that every effective energy density can be generated by
a sequence of mixtures of fixed volume portions.

Lemma 4.1. Let (x"*), C XN(Q) be a sequence of miztures with limit energy density Q and assume
that X" = po€ L=(9,[0,1]N). There exists another sequence (X"), C XN(Q) such that X" = u in
L>(9Q,[0,1]V) and

/X?"(m)dx:ﬂi, vneN, i=1,...,N,

Q

where fi; = fQ wi(z)dx. Moreover, the sequence of miztures with fized volume fractions (Y"),, has the same
limit energy density Q.

Proof. Proof of the existence of (Y""), follows [4, Lemma 3.2]. Construction is performed in such a way
that [{x"» # x"»}| — 0. In order to prove that the limit energy density is the same, it is enough to see that
for every sequence ("), C H'(Q,R?3), such that (|sym Vj, 9" [?), is equi-integrable, we have

/ QX" (z,u(M) + sym Vj, ") du: - / QX" (z,0(M) +sym V;, ") dz| <
Q Q
25/ |W(M) +sym Vj, " 2dz - 0, VM e S(w).
{xhn#xhn}

O
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Definition 4.1. For a sequence (hy,),, monotonically decreasing to zero, 0 € [0, 1]V such that Zf\]:l 0; =1 and
Q = wxTI withw C R?, we define gé"") (w) as the set of all homogeneous quadratic forms Q : R2X2 fo;rz - R

sym

which are limit energy densities of a mizture ("), C XN(Q) satisfying: fQ X?" (z)dz = 6; and X" > p
in L>(,[0,1]N) for some p € L>=(1,[0,1]N) such that [, pi(xs)das = 0;, for alli=1,...,N.

Remark 4.2. Note that g(gh")(w) a priori depends on the sequence (hy)n, and at this point it is not clear
whether it is independent of (hy,). We will prove that in the sequel.

Proposition 4.2. Let Q = w x I and Q = & x I, where w, @ C R? open, bounded set having Lipschitz
boundary and s > 0 such that z{, + s& C w for some xf, € w. For any (hyp)n, hy 1 0, and 0 € [0,1]Y we have

G (w) € G/ (@). (48)

Proof. Let Q € Qéh")(w) be a homogeneous limit energy density of the sequence of mixtures (x"~), of
fixed volume fractions 6; satisfying " = p; for some p € L>(I,[0,1]N) such that J; pi(zs)das = 0;, for
i =1,...,N. Define a new sequence of mixtures ()Zh;z)n C XN(Q), depending on the scaled sequence of
thickness h!, = h, /s, n € N, by

X' (Y ys) = X" (2 + sy ys), yEQ.

For arbitrary ¢ € L'(Q), one easily concludes that Ja )Z?/" (W)o(y)dy — [ 1i(ys)o(y)dy, as n — oo, hence
" S puin L>(, [0, 1]"). Using the homogeneity of Q and the definition of K(xnny, for arbitrary My, M €
R2%2 we have

sym’

L © ~
Q(M1;M2) = mlc(xhn)(Ml + q,‘3M273;‘6 + sw)

1 '
= = lim liminf inf / QX" (z,«(M) + Vj,, ¥(z))dx
S \w| r—0 n—oo 1/)€H1((I6+SLD)><I,]R3), (16+s&1)><1

(Y1,%2,hntp3)EB(r,r)

]- tn
= —— lim limsup inf / QX" (z,o(M) + V,, ¥(z))dz .
$2|@[ r=0 oo weH! (wh+s0)x LR?), J (ol 4-s0)x 1
(¥1,%2,hnp3)EB(r,r)

Next, for ¢ € H'(Q,R?) define (3, y3) = 14p(zf + sy',y3) and note that Vj, 9 = Vh;{b. Changing
variables in the above integral yields

1 ~h! ~
I S . i )
Qv M) = gttt @ ) + T by
($1,92,h,P3)EB(r/s,m/s%)
1 Y ~
= — lim limsup _inf Qxhn (y, (M) + Vi (y))dy
|w| r—=0 nooo PpeH (OoxI,R?), oxI

(P1,92,hlyh3)EB(r/s,m/5%)

1
= ’C(X’L;)(Ml +$3M2,(:)).

|l

Hence, ()Zh'n)n has the same limit energy density (). Finally, applying Lemma we infer that @ €
R~
g\ (@). 0
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Proposition 4.3. Let Q = wx I withw C R? open, bounded set having Lipschitz boundary, (hy,), a sequence,
hy 10, and 0 € [0,1]N. Set Qéh")(w) is closed.

Proof. Let (Qum)m C Qéh”)(w) be a sequence of homogeneous quadratic forms, @ its limit, and (x"»™),, C
XN (Q) respective sequences of mixtures with limit energy densities Q,,. Take an arbitrary M, My € R2X2

and A C w open subset with Lipschitz boundary. By homogeneity of J,, and definition of i{:?(hn,m (cf. ,
for arbitrary r > 0 we conclude

limsuplz(;hwn (M1 + x3M2, A, B(r)) < |A|Qm(M1, M>3),

n— oo
where B(r) denotes the ball of radius r > 0 around the origin in the strong L?-topology. Therefore,
lim sup lim sup K2,.,, .. (M1 + 23 M, A, B(r)) < |A|Q(M 1, M>). (49)

m—r oo n— oo

Applying Lemma [3.I] and using homogeneity and convexity of quadratic forms Q,,, for arbitrary r > 0 we
obtain

n—0o0 weH} (AR?),
vEHZ(A)

> |A|Qm (M1, M>),

liminflzihn,m (M; +23Msy, A, B(r)) > min / Qum(My + sym V'w, My — V'?v)da’
A

which implies _
1%?3&“2%22“@@"‘"1(]\41 +x3M>, A, B(r)) > [A|Q(M 1, M>) . (50)
By assumption there exists a sequence (u™),, C L°(I,[0,1]") such that X?”’m 5o for every i =
1,...,N and m € N. According to the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, there exists a subsequence still denoted by
(™), which weakly* converges to some € L>(1,[0,1]"). Next we take countable dense families: (Dy)
of open Lipschitz subsets in w; (M1 j, M3 ;); C R2%2 x R2%2: (¢r)r C L'(Q); monotonically decreasing to

sym Sym
1

zero sequence (r7);; and define doubly indexed family (¢ m)n,men by
> 1 ~
+ Z 27 k lmln{ 7’C§)<hn,m(M1’j+"E3M2’j,D]€,B(’I"l))—Q(Ml’j,MQ’j)

oo
= 2 i { \ [ () = ) ontalas
1 i=1,...,N | Jo
Jokl=1 D

2

The weak* convergence X?"’m N pi* for every ¢ = 1,...,N and m € N, and bounds 1) - imply
liminf,, o liminf, o0 gn,m = limsup,,_, . limsup,_,.. gn.m = 0. Utilizing the standard diagonalization
procedure (cf. [3, Lemma 1.15 and Corollary 1.16]), there exists an increasing function n — m(n) such that

Therefore, using x™ - p, we obtain

lim (Xfm’”m(x) - ui(a;gj)) dp(x)dz =0, VkeN,i=1,.. N, (51)
n— 00 Q

. 1 = .
i (|Dklc?<hn,m<n>(M1,j +23Myj, Dy, B(ri)) — Q(M 5, Mz,j)) =0, VjkleN. (52)
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It is important to note here that in the diagonalization procedure we do not need to pass on a subsequence
with respect to n. Defining Y := "= n e N, we conclude from , using the density argument,
that x"» = g in L>(€,[0,1]V). Using and the fact that

lim lim Izgh,n (ML]' + $3M2,j7 Dy, B(T‘l)) = ’C(X}L‘,L)(Ml’j + $3.Z\4—27j7 Dk) s

l—o00 n—o0

again by the density argument for sets we conclude that @ is the limit energy density of the mixture
(X")n € XN (Q). O

Proposition 4.4. For every (hy), monotonically decreasing to zero we have ggh")([o, 1]?) = Pe.

Proof. Obviously by construction Qg C Q(Sh")([(), 1]%), and by the closure property we have inclusion Py C
Qéh")([o7 1]?). On the other hand, let (x»), < AN (]0,1]? x I) such that f[o I}QX]X;“L (2)dz = 0; for i =

1,...,N, x" 5y e L=(1,]0,1]), and x"» has the homogeneous limit energy density @ € Qéh”)([O, 1]%).
Using the convexity of () and applying Lemma for every M1, M € R2%2 we obtain

sym

Q(M,,M>) = min Q(M | + sym V'w, My — V'?v)da’
weH' (T R?), JT2
vEH?(T?)
T . th
= e g fpa, @ UM M) Vi)
N

T . hn
- nh_}n;o zpele(%lznxLRB) Z:ZI ne Qi (@2 (M + 2 M) + Vi, p)da,

where for each n € N, {A?n}i:l,.»-,N is the partition of T? x I. Thus, Q € Py. O

Remark 4.3. It is not strange that we can approximate the limit energy density by densities of the form Q
with arbitrary small v’s (see (10)). Recall, the meaning of the parameter vy is v = limy_,0(h/e(h)), where
e(h) is the period of oscillations. Thus, by taking that period arbitrary large by multiplying it with a natural
number, we can make v as small as we wish.

Corollary 4.5. g(gh")(w) is independent of the sequence (hy)y, and the set w.

Proof. According to Proposition [£.2] there exist s1,s2 > 0, such that
hn/s hn hn/s
Gy ([0,117) € 65" (w) < G5 *) ([0, 112). (53)

Since, according to the previous proposition, Qéh")([o, 1]?) does not depend on the sequence (h,,),, we have
equalities in and the claim follows. O

The following lemma is helpful for proving Theorem We employ the following notation: Let (x"),, C
xN (©) be a sequence of mixtures, xf, € w and (8,,)m decreasing to zero sequence of positive numbers such
that z, + 51[0,1]2 C w. Then for each s,,, we denote by x"»m (2/, x3) := x"" (v} + s,m2’, x3) the sequence in
XN([0,1)2 x I), where hy, = hn/Sm. Also, we define B(r1,r2) = {¢p € HY (D x I,R3) : |[(¢1,%2)]/12 <
71, [[43] 2 < 72}, for some D C [0,1]%.
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Lemma 4.6. Let (x""), € XN (Q) has the limit energy density Q. Then for almost every xl € w, every
D C [0,1]2 of class C*Y, r > 0, and M1, My € R2X2 we have

sym

1
Q(zy, M1, M5) = liminf lim inf —

m—00 n—00 |D|

1 ~
= lim sup lim sup —/Cihn,m (M1 + z3My, D, B(r,r)).

m—00 M—00 |D|

’E?(h (M1 + x3My, D, B(r,7))

Proof. Let My, My € R2%2. Take the sequence of minima (¢™"™),, C H'((x + s;nD) x I, R?) such that for
every m € N

iég’(hn (M +23Ms, xy + s, D, B(r1,m2)) = / QX" (z,0(My + 23 M) + Vi, ™) da
(z+smD)xI
Y™™ =0 on Iz + smD) x I, |7, 05" )2 < r1, and ||hpty"™ |2 < 2. For arbitrary m € N and
P € HY((zh + smD) x I,R?), define (2, 23) = 2 4p(x) + sm2’, 23) € H(D x I,R?), and observe that

Sm

th,,,ﬂ?) =Vp, 9.
Next, changing variables in the above integral, we obtain

lzghn (M + x3My, x) + 5, D, B(r,7)) = 52, QX" (w,0(My + 3 M) + Vi
DxI

= S?nlc?(hn,m (Ml + x3M27 -Da B(T/Sm, 71/87271)) .

)dx

Therefore, by the definition of /Ef(,m,

- 1 ~
lim sup K?{hn’m (M1 +23My, D, B(r,r)) = limsup —K%,., (M1 4+ 23 Mo,z + 8., D, B(s,,7, 8%,7))

0
2 "xhn
n—00 n—oo Sm

IN

1 ~
STK:(Xh")(Ml + x3Mo, l‘6 + SmD)

1
= T/ Q(I,,Ml,Mg)dI,:/ Q(I6+Sm$/7M1,M2)d$/.
Sm z{+sm D D
Finally, for any z(, Lebesgue point of @, we get

lim sup lim sup E?{hn’m (M; + x3Ms, D, B(r,7)) < |D|Q(xy, M1, M3).

m—o0 n—oo

On the other hand, using Lemma [3.1] we compute the lower bound as

lim inf IC

n—o0

1~
(M1 + z3My, D, B(r,r)) = lim inf T’Cghn (M + 23Mo, x4 + 5D, B(smr, 52,7))

0
h
X n—oo §2,

1
> liminf —/C?chn (M, + $3M27$6 + sm D, B(00,0))

n—00 S?n

. 1
> min — Q(x', My + sym V'w, My — V'"?v)dz’
weH (z)+smD,R?), Sy zh+smD

vEHZ (x)+5m D)
=  min / Q(xy + spma’, My + sym V'w, My — V'?v)dz’ .
),JD

weH) (D,R?
vEHZ(D)
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Applying Corollary for a.e. ) € w we have

lim min / Q(xy + s’y My +sym V'w, My — V'?0)da’
m—00 weHy(D,R?), Jp
vEHZ(D)

= min /QxO,Ml +sym V'w, My — V'?v)da’ = |D|Q(x}, M1, M>).
weH; (D,R?)
vEHZ (D)

The latter equality follows by the convexity of (). The obtained chain of inequalities

hmsuphmsup/C hnm (M1 +x3Mo, D, B(r,r)) < |D|Q(zg, M1, M>)

m—o0 n—oo

< liminf lim inf K° o m (M1 +x3Mo,D,B(r,r))

m—0o0 n—oo
implies the claim. [

Proof of Theorem[1.3 We will prove that for a.e. 2, € w, Q(xp,,-) € Go(xy), and the claim will

follow by Proposition Define (x"#m), . as before, then for every i = 1,..., N and ¢ € L*([0,1]? x I),
we calculate for a.e. 336 cw

lim lim
m—00 N— 00

/[0.,1]2x1 <X? (@) = Mz‘(%,@,)) ¢(z)dz

' — x|

/(m{)+sm[0,1]2)><[ (X?n () = ,Ui(l‘é,.rg)) ¢( . ,l‘3)dx

= lim lim —
m—00n—0oo0 S7.

. 1 / !/ '/E/ - x(/)
= lim — (pi(a', w3) — Ni(anxS))¢( ,Jis)dl‘
m=00 S | (e +sm[0,1]2) x I Sm
1
< ||¢llp= lim T/ |pi(z',3) — pi(zg, w3)|de = 0. (54)
M= S J () +sm[0,1]2) x I

The last equality is easy to argument by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem and using the facts
that u; € L®°(w x I) and for a.e. ), € w, (x(,x3) is the Lebesgue point for u,(-,z3) for a.e. 23 € I. Next
we proceed as in the proof of Proposition For countable dense families: (Dy )y of open Lipschitz subsets
in [0,1]% (Myj, M ;); C RZSE X R2X2: (¢r)r € C([0,1]% x T), dense in L'([0,1]* x I); and monotonically
decreasing to zero sequence (r;);, define doubly indexed family (gn m)n,men by

/[0,1]2><I (X?"’m (x) — ui(x6a$3)> o (x)dz| | 1}

+ Z 2_j_k_lmin{ 7”€Ohn,m, (M1 +x3Ms j, Dy, B(ri,m1)) — Q(x0, M1 j, M2 j)

.....

W)

Employing and the previous lemma, it follows that limsup,,_,. limsup, _, ., gn,m = 0. By already
utilized diagonal procedure, there exists an increasing function n + m(n) such that lim, e gn,mn) = 0.
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The latter implies

n—oo

lim / (X?"’"’(") (x) — ui(xé,xg)) or(x)de =0, VkeN,i=1,...,N,
[0,1]2xT

. 1 = )
nh—>Holo <|Dk|lc?<h"’m<”’ (M1 j +23Ms ;, Dy, B(r,11)) — Q(xq, M1 5, M2,j)> =0, Vj5,kleN,
and we conclude the proof as in Proposition [4.3

(i) < (ii) | For readability reasons, the proof of this direction is devided into Steps 1-4.

Step 1. Performing completely analogous construction from [4, Theorem 3.5], which utilizes the Lusin and

the Scorza Dragoni theorems (cf. [11]), as well as the diagonal procedure, for every m € N one constructs a
sequence (xY"™),, C XN () satisfying:

(i)
lim lim X?’m(x',xg)qS(x’)dx:/Oi(x’)¢(a:’)dx’ (55)

for every i = 1,..., N and ¢ € L*(w).

(ii) for each m € N there exists a partition of Q into a finite number of M(m) open Lipschitz subsets
{Ujm X I} j=1,... . m(m) such that Uy, x I| = 0 as m — oo, and for every j = 2,..., M(m), there exists
) € Ujm such that the sequence (x""|y; ,.x1)n C XN (Ujm x I) has the homogeneous limit energy
density Q(a ,,,,+,") € Go(a/, .-

(iii) for the sequence of quadratic functions defined by

Qm(xlleaMQ) == ]]-Ul)mQ(z/?MlaMQ) + Z ]]-UjﬁmQ(I;'7m7M17M2)
j=2

one can prove

lim sup |Qm(.’IJI,M17M2) - Q(xlthMQ)‘d‘r/ =0 (56)

m=o0 Jw | My |+ | M2 | <r

for every r > 0. From this we can assume that (Q,,) converges to @, i.e. for a.e. 2’ € w and for all
M1, My € R2X2 lim,, oo Qm(2’, M1, M3) = Q(x', M1, M 5). This follows by taking the subsequence

sym

such that we have pointwise convergence of the integral function in .

The proof is done first by taking a sequence of compact subsets K, of € such that |[Q\K,,| < - and such
that functions 6; and Q(-,,-) are continuous on K,,. Then we divide w into k pieces {U; i m}j=1,. k With
Lipschitz boundary such that limy_,. maxi<j<pdiam U, ;. = 0. Next, in every Uj ., which intersects
with K,,, we choose x;m € Ky, NUj k,m- Those which do not intersect with K, we join in Uj . For each
x;-,k,m we choose a sequence (X"J’k’mwi,k’m“)n C XN(Ujg.m x I) that has the homogeneous limit energy
density Q(x;,k,m, ) € Qg(z;)k’m). Then we fill the domain with N materials on each Uj ., according to the
sequence of characteristic functions (on Uy k., we put, e.g. the material with energy density (7). In this way
we define the sequence (x™*™),, € XN (Q). Finally, we perform the diagonalization to find M(m) = k(m)
for which and is satisfied (see [4] for details).
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n,m

Step 2 (Upper bound). For arbitrary sequence (hp)n, hy, | 0, and for every m € N, denote Xh"=m =X
For fixed m € N and arbitrary r > 0, we estimate

hmsuplC hnm(Ml—i—mg,Mz,A B(r)) <IC hnm (M1+a:3M2,A)

n—oo
~ M(m)
= K:(Xh"”"|U1,mxI)(M1 +ax3Mso, AN Ul,m) + Z ’C(Xh""’" ‘Uj)mxl)(Ml +ax3Mo, AN Uj’m)
j=2
- M (m)
= K(Xh"’m|U11m><I)(M1 + $3M2, AN Ul;m) + Z ‘A N U],””‘Q(“’{],m? M17 MQ)
=2

= kv:(xnn,mwl mxl)(M1 +x3Mso, AN Ul,m) + / Qm(l‘/, M, Mg)dx/
’ A\U1 ,m,
Using the fact that |Uy | — 0 as m — oo, identity implies the following upper bound

lim sup lim sup K° h"m(Ml +x3Msy, A, B(r /Q 2, My, Ms)dx. (57)
m— o0 n—oo
Step 8 (Lower bound). Again take an arbitrary decreasing to zero sequence (A, ),, and denote x/»m = x™™

with x™™ constructed in Step 1. For each m € N take (on a subsequence of (h,),) a minimizing sequence
(™), C HY(A x I,R?) such that ™™ =0 on 0A x I, ||(v7"™, 05", hntby"™) |2 < 7 and

’E())ch”vm (M1 + x3M3, A, B(r)) = Qxhn’m (x,0(M1 + x3M3) + Vj, ™) dx
AxI

for all n,m € N. Using the equi-coercivity of QX" and Lemma/|A 4] there exist w € HL(A,R?), v € HZ(A),
n m

and (¢ ), C H'(AxI,R3) satisfying w2z +]v]|2, <72, 1,bn =0on dAXI, (Y™ ™ hpth™) — 0
strongly in the L2-norm as n — oo, and the following identity holds (again on a subsequence)

sym Vi, ™™ = o(sym V'w — 23V'%0) + sym V9 . (58)

By the definition of K(th,m) and using it follows

liminf K, . (M1 +25Ma, A, B(r) 2 Y K, (M1 @M+ sym V'w — 2320, AN Ujm)
j=2
Z/ Q& M1 + sym V'w, M, — V'"?)dz
ANU; m
Since

lim Q(z', My +symV'w, My — V'?v)dz’ =0,

m=0 JANUL, m

by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we conclude

m— o0 n—oo

lim inf lim inf K° hnm(Ml +ax3Ms, A, B(r /Q &', M1 +sym V'w, My — V'?v)da’
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hence, the lower bound

hmmfhmmflC( oy (M1 + 23M2, A, B(r)) > min / Q(x', My + sym V'w, My — V'"?v)da’
m—0o0 n—00 weH} (AR?),veHS(A)J A
llwl? 2 +lvl|F 2 <r?
=:mqo(M;, My, A, B(r)) (59)

is established.
Step 4 (Diagonalization). Likewise in the first part of the proof, take dense families: (Dy), of open Lipschitz
subsets in w; (M1 ;, M2 ;); C Rf}fﬁ X ngxn%, (¢r)r C L'(w); and monotonically decreasing to zero sequence
(r1)i, and define doubly indexed family (gn, m)n,men by

1}

Dy

gnm—ZQ kmln{_ maxN

(@) - 06 ) on(a)de

wX

+ Z 277" min { (’Eihn,m (M1,; +x3M32;, Dy, B(ri)) —
Jokd=1

Q(CE’,MLj,Mg’j)d.’E,> ,1}
+

(oo}
+ Z Z_j_k_l min{<mQ(MlaM27DkaB(rl)) _K:g)(hn,m (Ml,j +.’L‘3M2,j,Dk,B(7‘l))>+ 51} ’
7.k, =1

where ()4 = max{-,0}. Invoking (55), upper bound and lower bound (59), we infer that

limsup,,_,. limsup,, ,o, gn,m = 0. Again using diagonal procedure, there exists an increasing function
n +— m(n), such that lim, oo gpn,m(n) = 0, which implies

lim (X?"”"“‘)(a: z3) — 0;(x ))¢k( Ndz =0, VkeN,i=1,....N,

n—oo wx T

lim sup K° ) (M, +x3Ms j, Dy, B(ry)) < Q(z', M, ;, M, ;)dx’, Vj,k1€eN,

n—o0 Dy,

lim inf K° () (M1 +x3My ;, Dy, B(r)) > mq(M1, Mo, Dy, B(r)), Vjk,leN.

n—oo

First, by the density argument observe that the sequence X n = xmmm n € N, satisfies that fI (-, z3)dxs
weakly converges to 0 in L*°(w, [0,1]"). After noticing that

lim mQ(Mlj,ng,Dk,B( )): Q($/,M17j,M27j)d$/, Vj,keN,

l—o0 Dy
again by the density argument we infer
Rt (M -+ 2aMa, 4) = [ Q' My, Ma)as
A

for all My, My € R2X2 and A C w open subset with Lipschitz boundary. Finally, taking a suitable subse-
quence, still denoted by (h.,),, such that y/» Weakly converges, finishes the proof. O
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Appendix

Theorem A.1 (Korn inequalities, [16]). Let p > 1, Q C R3 and T' C 9Q of positive measure, then the
following inequalities hold:

)51 < Cr (10115, + [[sym Vp|[7,) ,  Vap € WHP(Q,R?), (60)
191510 < Ck(19l10 ) + Isym VpllT,) Vb € WHP(Q,R?), (61)
where positive constants Cy and Ck depend only on p, Q and T.

Theorem A.2 (Griso’s decomposition, [14]). Let w C R? with Lipschitz boundary and ¢ € H'(w x I,R3),
then for arbitrary h > 0 the following identity holds

bi(2') + ra(a’)ws + i (@)

P =P(a’) + (@) Aases +p(2) = { (@) — 11 (@) + a(w) (62)
V3(a') + s(x)
where 5
(') = /I'Q/J(gc’,xg)dxg, r(x') = 3 /ngeg A (', x3)drs . (63)

Moreover, the following inequality holds

. _ 1 -
lsym Va(9 + 1 Azses)|[iz + Va7 + 551197 72 < Cllsym Vaghl[zz (64)

with constant C > 0 depending only on w.

The following corollary is the direct consequence of Theorem (relation , ie. ), Poincare and
Korn inequalities.

Corollary A.3 (Korn’s inequality for thin domains). Let w C R? and ' C 99 of positive measure, then the
following inequalities hold

(41, %2, hn03) 170 < O (| (01, W2, hnths) |72 + || sym Vipap||72) ,  Vap € H' (w x I,R?);
(01,2, hnta) |7 < Cp (W1, 2, hntha) [ F2(ry + [[sym Vadpll72) ,  Vap € H' (w x I,R?),

where positive constants Cr and C; depend only on w and T'.

The following lemma tells us additional information on the weak limit of sequence that has bounded
symmetrized scaled gradients.

Lemma A.4. Let w C R? be a bounded set with Lipschitz boundary and (h,,), monotonically decreasing to
zero sequence of positive reals. Let ('zph")n C HY(wx I,R?) which for alln € N equals zero on Tgx I C dwx I
of strictly positive surface measure, and

lim sup || sym V4" || 1> < o0,
n— oo
then there exists a subsequence (still denoted by (hy)y) for which it holds

sym thwh“ = 1(—23V"?v 4 sym V'w) + sym th'z,_bh",
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for some v € HE (w), w € H (w,R?) and a sequence ({bh"’)n C HY(w x I,R3) satisfies ﬂzh" =0onlyxI
and (7{”", 73", hni)g) — 0 4n the L?-norm. Furthermore,

: hn 1 hn hn
V)22 + [lwll72 < lin sup [ (3™, ¥57, hntis )z -
Proof. Applying the Griso’s decomopsition (Theorem |A.2|) on each P" | we find
0 hn _
P (z) =4 (@) + 1 () A azey + an (2),

~hn = P
with sequences ¥ " (z') = [, " (2! xs)das, v (2)) = 3 [, xzes A " (2!, x3)des and 1/Jh" satisfying the
following a priori estimate

R N 1 1 -
Fsym V' (4 405712 + ITL sym V' (r5", —r1") |22 + ﬁ\\al(hnﬂfﬁ") + 15[ (65)

2, <C.

1 5 = T 1 -h, ,
o 1) = i 2 + 19,8 B2 + 27 19" 22 < Cllsym Vi,

Together with the Korn’s inequality with boundary condition (cf. Theorem |A.1f), the above estimate implies
(on a subsequence)

(P i) ~ w  weakly in H'(w,R?) and 7' =7 weakly in H!(w,R?).
Furthermore, using the triangle inequality and estimate
~hy ~ by
01 (hntp3") = —ro and  Oa(hpabs") — 71 strongly in L% (w).

By the compactness of the trace operator, r € H%d (w,R?), thus, by the Korn’s inequality, there exists
v € Hf (w) such that

hn'l:bgn — v strongly in H'(w), and 7 = v, 79 =—01v.
Defining
_ w(z') —_
P = - | o) | (V)
hn,
it is easy to check (¢, " h,p") = 0 in the L2-norm, which finishes the proof. 0O

The following lemma is given in [25] Proposition 3.3]. It is a consequence of Theorem It tells us how
we can further decompose the sequence of deformations that has bounded symmetrized scaled gradient.

ey

("), € H'(A x I,R3) be such that

(w?",wg",hnz/)g")—)o, strongly in L?, VYneN, Vi=1,...,k, / z/;é’”:O,
A;

limsup || sym Vj, 4" |2 < M < oc.
n—oo
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hn

Then there exist (" )pen € H2(A), (¥ Vnen C H' (A x I,R?) such that

~hn
sym thwh" = —x31(sym V'2p"") 4 sym V), ap " + ol

where o' € L?(A x I,R3*3) is such that o'"» — 0, strongly in L?, and the following properties hold

. ~ hn
tim (Jl" [l + 9" 122 ) =0,

n—oo

. ~hn
timsup (|l |2 + [V, %" 122) < C(AM.
n—oo

The following lemma is given in [25] Lemma 3.6]. Although the claim can be put in more general form
(since the argument is simple truncation), we state it only in the form we need here.

Lemma A.6. Let p > 1 and A C R? be an open, bounded set. Let ('t/)h")neN C WhHP(A x I,R3) and
(" ) nenw € W2P(A). Suppose that (|V'2@h"\p)neN and (\thi/)h"|p) o ore equi-integrable and
ne

U):&

Then there exist sequences (@' )pen C W2P(A), (" )pen C WHP(AX I, R3) and a sequence of sets (Ap)nen
such that for eachn € N, A, < Ap11 < A and UpenA,, = A and

: by
tim (Jl" flwro + 18
n—

oo

(a) P =0, V'$"" =0 in a neighborhood of OA, '(,th" =0 in a neighborhood of 0A x I;
(b) 'th" =" on A, x I, ' =@ on A, ;

(@) ll§h = o™

The following two lemmas are given in [I3] and [6]. The proof of the second claim in the first lemma is
given in [25 Proposition A.5] as an adaptation of the result given in [13].

’"’hn "’hn
wee =0, i " =" e =0, [V, 9" = Vi, " [[Lr — 0, as n — oo.

Lemma A.7. Letp > 1 and A CR" be an open bounded set.

(a) Let (w™)nen be a bounded sequence in WVP(A). Then there exist a subsequence (w™ ™)) ren and a sequence
(%) pen € WEP(A) such that
[{2* # w" @} =0,
as k — oo and (|Vzk|p)keN is equi-integrable. Each z* may be chosen to be Lipschitz function. If
w™ — w weakly in WP, then 2F — w weakly in WP,

(b) Let (w™)nen be a bounded sequence in WP (A). Then there exist a subsequence (w™*)) ey and a sequence
(2%)ken C W2P(A) such that
[{* # "M} =0,

as k — oo and (|V22k|p)kGN is equi-integrable. Each z* may be chosen such that z¥ € W*>(S). If
w”™ — w weakly in WP, then z* — w weakly in W?P.
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Lemma A.8. Let p > 1 and A C R? be an open bounded set with Lipschitz boundary. Let (h,)nen be a
sequence of positive numbers converging to 0 and let (w"),en C WIP(A x I,R?) be a bounded sequence
satisfying:
limsup ||V, w" || » < +o0.
neN

Then there exists a subsequence (w"»®))cn and a sequence (2"®) ey such that
‘Zhn(k) £ whn(k)| -0,

as k — 0o and |V, 2" ®) [P is equi-integable. If w"n — w € WP (A, R3) weakly in WP, then 2> — w
in WYP. Each 2" may be chosen such that |th(k)zh"(k>| is bounded.

The following lemma is given in [25] Lemma 3.4]. For the sake of completeness, we will give also the
proof.

Lemma A.9 (continuity in M). Under the uniform coerciveness and boundedness assumption , there
exists a constant C > 0 depending only on « and B, such that for every sequence (hy), monotonically
decreasing to zero and A C w open set with Lipschitz boundary it holds:

(M2, A)] < C|My— M2 (| My]z2 + [|[M2]|L2) , (66)
le,MQ ES(OJ),

+ +
"C(m(Mlv A) = Kb

Proof. Due to relation (13), it is enough to assume A = w. For fixed My, M € S(w) and 7, hy, > 0 take
arbitrary 1/13/7& € H'(Q,R?), which for a = 1,2 satisfy:

Q" (w,u(My) + Vi, ¥y ) do < (67)
Q
inf QM (x, (M) + Vi, ) dx + hy ;
PeHL(Q,R3) Q

(1,2, hn3)ll 2 <r
o Jhn o
(e e bt 5" )L < 7.

We want to prove that for every r > 0 we have

‘/ o (:c,L(Ml)Jthn’l,b;\’;;)dx—/Qh" (M) + Vo, i ) de
Q Q
< CMy = Mol ([Mlzz + [[Ma[z2) + ha

From that, can be easily obtained by using for a family of balls of radius r.
Let us prove . From and , by testing with zero function, we can assume for a = 1,2

ol Mo+ sym Vo, Wi 32 < [ Q" (w,u(Ma) + Vi, 93" ) do < B M3
AxI

From this we have for a = 1,2

[ sym V3" 132 < Cla, B)|| Mall3-. (69)
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Without any loss of generality we can also assume that

We have

/§2th (SC, (M) + thiPﬁln) dz = /Q Q™ (a:, M)+ th'l,bﬁ;) dz

= [ @ (w010 + Vo, w5 ) do = [ QP (M) + Vo w3y ) do
Q Q

= / Qln (a:, o(My) + Vhl/’;;f) dr — / QM (x, o(My) + th't,bg’h") dx
Q Q

[ Q@ (M) + oty ) do = [ @ (w0(M2) + 91, 9l ) do
Q Q
< hp +Cla, B)[[ My — Ma||pe ([ M1z + | M2]|L2),

where we used (70), (3) and respectively. This concludes the proof. O
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