arXiv:1811.06615v1 [math.AP] 15 Nov 2018

Homogenization of contact problem with Coulomb’s friction on periodic
cracks

G. Griso, J. Orlik

Abstract

We consider the elasticity problem in a domain with contact on multiple periodic open cracks. The
contact is described by the Signorini and Coulomb-friction conditions. Problem is non-linear, the dissipative
functional depends on the un-known solution and the existence of the solution for fixed period of the structure
is usually proven by the fix-point argument in the Sobolev spaces with a little higher regularity, H'*®. We
rescaled norms, trace, jump and Korn inequalities in fractional Sobolev spaces with positive and negative
exponent, using the unfolding technique, introduced by Griso, Cioranescu and Damlamian. Then we proved
the existence and unigieness of the solution for friction and period fixed. Then we proved the continuous
dependency of the solution to the problem with Coulomb’s friction on the given friction and then estimated
the solution using fixed point theorem. However, we were not able to pass to the strong limit in the frictional
dissipative term. For this reason, we regularized the problem by adding a fourth-order term, which increased
the regularity of the solution and allowed the passing to the limit. This can be interpreted as micro-polar
elasticity.
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1 Introduction

This paper deals with a static multi-scale contact problem with Coulomb’s friction, which arise by time-

discretization of a quasi-static problem, as it is shown in [3],[4]. Such a problem results in a quasi-variational
inequality, whose solvability was studied in [3],[4]. In this paper, we want to repeat these results for multi-scale
periodic open cracks.
We show that the Coulomb-friction problem admits solutions for every fixed period. Then we obtain all
compactness results and preliminary estimates in terms of the powers of the small parameter, related to the
period of the structure, using Korn’s inequalities and their rescaling. For this reason, we extend results of [10]
and [8], where asymptotic analysis and one-side Korn inequalities were given for multi-scale contact problem in
a periodic domain with Tresca friction, and extend the unfolding tools introduced by [5] and [7] to fractional
order Sobolev spaces. We introduce tools for rescaling their norms and dual norms over domains and manifolds.
We regularize the problem by adding the fourth-order term, in order to pass to the limit and prove the strong
convergence of the interface stresses or co-normal derivatives on the cracks. We used the shifting technique as
in [4], or [I5] to show a better regularity in the macroscopic variable and, then, the strong convergence. Finally,
we proved the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the limiting regularized problem. It is easy to show
that the solution of the regularized e-problem converges to the solution of the contact Coulomb’s problem as
the regularizing parameter tends to zero. However, it cannot be sent to zero after the passing to the limit, since
it enters a denominator of the contruction condition for the fixed point argument. In the conclusion, we were
able to homogenize just a regularized problem. The result is still new and interesting and can be applied to
micro-polar materials with some additional rotational degrees of freedom.



2 Geometric set up

The problem is set in the natural space R3. Denote © a bounded domain in R3 with Lipschitz boundary
and I a subset of ) with a positive Lebesgue measure on 0.
In the following Y = (0,1)3, is the reference cell. The crack, is a closed set denoted S and strictly included
in Y and called “open crack”. The crack S, is “open” in the sense that Y* =Y \ S lies on both sides of this
surface. The set matrix is Y* =Y \ S (see Figure 1).
We assume that S is the closure of an open connected set of the boundary of a domain S strictly included in
Y and whose boundary is C1''. We denote v the outward unit normal vector to the boundary of the domain S
(it belongs to W1>°(9S)3).

Recall that in the periodic setting, almost every point z € R3 can be written as
z=[z]+{z}, [s]€ 73, {z}eY.
Denote

Esz{geZ?’\g{—i—eYCQ}, ﬁgzinterior{ U (654—6?)}, As:Q\ﬁea
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this last set contains the parts from cells intersecting the boundary 0€.
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Figure 1. Bounded domain with periodically distributed open and closed cracks

The union of all the cracks is denoted S,

. ~ T . ~ T
SE:{xe 0. {g}es}css_{xe Q0. {g}es}
and the cracked domain
QI =0\ S..
Set
H%(Q;) = {u € HI(Q:) |u=0 a.e. on F}, H%(Q;) = H%(Q;) N HQ(Q:)
Notations

e The normal component of a vector field v on the boundary of a domain with Lipschitz boundary is
denoted v,, while the tangential component v — v, v is denoted v,. (where v is the outward unit normal to the
boundary),

e the strain tensor of a vector field v is denoted by e(v); its values are symmetric 3x3 real matrices,

e we use the notations of [5 [7] for the unfolding method.



3 Preliminary results

3.1 Recall on Poincaré, Poincaré-Wirtinger and Korn inequalities

In the following, for every open bounded set O C R? and ¢ € L*(O), Mo(p) denotes the mean value of ¢

over O, i.e.,
1
Mol(p) = ‘O‘/O@dy-

Let O be a bounded domain in R? with Lipschitz boundary. In O, the following Poincaré and Poincaré-
Wirtinger inequalities hold:

1ll0) < C(IVEllL2(0) + 191 L2(00))

Vo € HY(0),
¢ € H'(0) l6 — Mo ()]l 20 <CHV¢HL2<0)

where the constant C' depends on O.
Recall that the space of rigid displacements is
R={r|r(z)=a+bAz, (ab)ecR® xR}

A bounded domain O C R? satisfies the Korn-Wirtinger inequality if there exists a constant C' such that for
every v € H'(O)3 there exists r € R such that

[ =7l 0y < Clle(v)llz2(0)- (3.1)

We equip H'(0)? with the scalar product

<< wu,v >>:/Oe(u) se(v) dx—l—/ou-vdx. (3.2)

If © C R? is a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary, O satisfies the Korn-Wirtinger inequality and the
associated norm is equivalent to the usual norm of H'(Q)3. For the displacements in H'(O)?3 one also has the
following Poincaré inequality:

voe HY(O), |vllg/zoy < Clle()l 2oy + vl z2(0)) (3.3)
where C depends on O.
Definition 1. Let O be a bounded domain in R3 with Lipschitz boundary, we denote
W(0) = {v e HYO)? | / o(@) - r(x)de =0 for all 7 € R}
@]
The space W(O) is the orthogonal of R in H'(O)?3 for the scalar product (3.2).
Recall that there exists a constant C' such that for every v € W(O)
[0l s 0) < Clle(v)lr2(0)- (3.4)
3.2 The spaces H*(S) and H*(S.), a € (0,1)
The space HY(S), a € (0,1), is the following subspace of L?(S):

2
H*(S) = v e L*(9) | / \a:— 2+2Zl| doydoy, < +oo}.

It is equipped with the semi-norm

2
; v(x) —v(y
oo = [ [ oo, (35

o -y
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and the Sobolev-Slobodetsky norm

lollizacs) = /IWl32(s) + ol Ba o).

The space H*(S:), a € (0,1) is the subspace of L?(S.) containing the functions whose restrictions to every
connected component of S, belong to the space H* of this connected component

2
H*(S,) = vEL2 / / W)l " do,do, < +0 ;.
( 8) { E+eS Je€+eS |'T - y|2+2a Y }

It is equipped with the semi-norm

/ o(y)?
sy =X [ [ i dod
e fcz, Jectes Jegtes |5L‘— |2+2a 7wy

and the Sobolev-Slobodetsky norm

[ollecsy = /I0lBags, + 2200 Fus (3.6)

3.3 Definition of the jumps

For every v € H'(Y*) denote vyg- the trace of v)s on S and vys+ the trace of Vpy=\35 On 0S. The jump
of v across the surface S is

[v]s = (vias+ —vios-)ig»  [ls € f[l/2(5)
We also set for every v € H'(Y*)3
(s = [v]s-ve HY2(S),  [v]s=[v]s —[v]sv e HY?(S)>.

In a similar way, for every v € H(2?)3 one defines [v]s. and [v,,.]s. and [v.]s..

g

3.4 Some recalls on the main periodic unfolding operators
We follow the notations and definitions of [7].

Proposition 3.1. Assume p € [1,+00], then
o for every ¢ € LP(Q2) one has (recall that |Y|=1)

172D Lr@xy) = 19l o@s) < 0llLre
o for every ¢ € WHP(QF) one has VyTX(¢)(x,y) = €T (Vo) (x,y) for a.e. (z,y) € XX Y* and
IVy T (D)l e xys) = eIVl pogey < €llVOllLrar)-
Definition 3.2. Assume p € [1,4+00]. The operator T2 from LP(S.) into LP(Q x S) is defined by

T2 (¢)(2,y) = dle[x/e] +ey)  for ae. (z,y) € Q. x S,
T2($)(z,y) =0 for a.e. (x,y) € A. x S.

m

Vo € LP(S:), {
Proposition 3.3. Assume p € [1,+00], then for every ¢ € LP(S;) one has

T2(¢)(z,y) dadoy, = ¢ | ¢(x)do,,
QxS Se

b 1
IT2 (D)o @xs) = €28l Lo(s.)-
U H'Y2(S) is the space of all v € H'/2(S) whose extension by 0 in dS \ S belongs to H'/2(dS) (see [2]).




3.5 Estimates in L*(Q; H*(S)), a € (0,1).

As immediate consequence of the definitions of the semi-norms in H*(S) and H*(S:), we have the following
lemma and corollary:

Lemma 3.4. For every u € H*(S;), a € (0,1), one has

= &2

T2 (W72 (0w (5)) (S2)"

Proof. One has

: Iu(z) ~ u(y)P
(A O W M

4 |u(e€ +es) — u(e€ + et)|?
Z// S22 45 ¢ {2+ dosdoy

§€Ee

o—1-2a |72 (u) TE(w)(z, )2
/// \s_t|2+2a dosdoy dx
2
:5—1_2a(||7;b(u)|yL2(Q;Ha(S))) ,

The equality is proved. O

As immediate consequence of Propositions 3.3 and [3.4] one has

Corollary 3.5. For every ¢ € H*(S.), a € (0,1), one has

T2 O 2 (ecsy) = €8]l o s.)-

For every u € H' ()3, one has

72 ()]sl 2osmiasy = €2 uls. lmegs.) < Coelle(u)z2qz)- (3.7)

The constant does not depend on e, it depends on the crack S.

Proof. Since the domain Y* satisfies the Korn inequality, for every v € H'(Y*)? there exists a rigid displacement
r such that
v =7l v+ < Clley (W)l L2y

The above inequality yields

I[]sllz2s) + Ilsllgzg) < Cllv =l < Colley(v)ll2¢y)- (3.8)
Applying the above estimate with v = 7 (u)(g€, ), € € E., easily yields (3.7). O

3.6 Estimates for the displacements in H} (), their traces and jumps

Let u be in HE(€Q7)? and r,(e€, ) the orthogonal projections of Uleeteys & € Be, on R,
ru(e€,2) = au(€) +bue) A (e 2}), @+, au(cd), buleg) € R,

We start with the Korn inequality for the cracked domain.

Lemma 3.6. There exists a constant C (independent of €) such that for every u € H*(Q.)?

Y (= rulfaerevsy + 1V @ = ra)lF2erey) < Clle(w)l72gqz),
€=, (3.9)

lu = rullzaesy < CVEle@lirz@n,  u—rullgees, < Cle@lrz -



Proof. Applying (3.4) (after e-scaling) gives
lu = rullF2 e s oy + IV = 1)l T2 ce vy < Celle)| T oy
Then adding the above inequalities (with respect to &) yields (3.9));. Then one obtains (3.9)2 3. O

Next proposition provides the Korn inequality in terms of jumps and the estimate for jumps instead of
traces.

Lemma 3.7. For every displacement u in H}(Q%)3, one has

[ull i (az) < Clle(w)llz2p),

(3.10)
I[uls. 11725,y < Covelle()ll Lz

The constant does not depend on €.

Proof. Proceeding as in [8], we obtain the existence of a constant independent of ¢ such that (3.10]); is satisfied.

Then (3.10))2 is given by (3.7). O

4 The unfolding operator from H “(S.) into L*(2; H%(S)), a € (0,1)

Definition 2. For p € [1, +oc], the averaging boundary operator U’ : LP(Q x S) — LP(S;) is defined by

werars,  waw-| fOCE (T mraerea

0 for a.e. x € A..

4.0.1 Some properties involving U/’ and T?

Let p be in [1,400], p’ its conjugate (1/p+1/p' =1)

o« VO € LP(Qx S), Yy € LV (S.), / YUL(P)do = i/ T2 (4)® dzdo,,
QxS

Se

e U’ is almost a right inverse of 72

x .
Dle|—| t+ez,y)dz for a.e. for (z,y) € Q. x S,
VO e LP(Q2x S), TPoll(®)(z,y) = /y ( {5} y) (z.9) : (4.1)
0 for a.e. (x,y) € Ac x S.
e UL is a left inverse of T
Vo€ LN(S), U oTI(¢) =, (42)

e for every @ in L2(Q2; H*(S)) one has U°(®) € H*(S.).

For every a € (0,1), denote H=*(S.) (resp. H~*(S.)) the dual space of H*(S.) (resp. H*(S.)) equipped with
the dual norm.

Now, for g € H™%(S.) (resp. H™*(S:)), « € (0,1), one defines by duality T°(g) € L*(Q; H~*(S)) (resp.
T2(9) € L*( H(9))) as
<7::b(g)a (I)>L2(Q;H7a(S))7L2(Q;H0¢(S)) = 5<gau:(q>)>H—a(S€)’Ha(S€) Vo e LQ(Q;HQ(S))a

b . b .o
(resp. <7; (g)a (D>L2(Q;ﬁfo<(S))’LQ(Q;}‘;]&(S)) = 5<gvua(©)>ﬁ—a(se)’ﬁa(sg) Vo e LQ(Qv H (S)))



Observe that

b b o
< € (g>7 5 (¢)>L2(Q;H7°‘(S)),LQ(Q;HO‘(S)) = 6<g’¢>H70‘(SE),H0‘(SE) V(ls € H (Sé)a

_ (4.3)
(resp. < € (9)77;b(¢)>L2(Q;ﬁ—a(S))7L2(Q;ﬁa(s)) = E<g7¢>ﬁ—a(ss)7ﬁa(ss) v¢ eH (SE))

=

since here

Vo € HY(S.), UL oTX(¢)
(resp. V¢ € H*(S.),  ULoT(9)
Lemma 4.1. For every o € (0,1), one has
T2 D)l z2(um-acs) = /210l mr-a(s.), Vo€ H(Se),
||7::b(¢)”L2(Q;ﬁ—a(s)) = 51/2”¢Hﬁ—a(55)7 Vo € H_a(ss)'
Proof. One proves (4.4))1, the proof of | 2 is obtained following the same lines. One has
Vo e L2(Q; HQ(S))v <Tb >L2(Q JH=(S)),L2(;H(S)) < 5||9||H*&(Se)Hu&?(q})HHQ(SE)'
Then, Property (4.1)) and Propositions [3.3] m 4f lead to
2 (®) | r2(s.) = & 2ITL o UL(®) | r2(xy < & 2I1® ] r2(axs):

UL (®) [ (s.y = e 2|72 o UL(®) |2 (0110 (5)) < 5_1/2||(I)HILZ(Q;HC“(S))'

b,
)

(4.4)

Hence
Y® e L2(Q; H*(S)) (T (g),®) < V2| gl pr=a (s 1@l L2 (0 pro (57) -
g ’ L2(QH~(S)),L2(H*(S)) = I H=(5e) IFNL2(QH(S))

which yields [|72(9) | 2 (- (sy) < /2|9l - (s.)-
Now, due to the Property (4.2)), for every gb € H(S.) one has

b
<gv¢>Hfa(sg),Ha(sg) <T( ). T2 (¢)>L2(QH @(8)),L2(Q;H(S))"
So
Lo b
<g,¢>H, ooy < SO xa-aspI T 2o sy,
The estimates in Propositions 4l yield ||T2(¢) D)2 (me(s)) < € /2||¢||Ha (s.), hence

gl z-a(sy < e 2NT2(9) L2 @t (s))-
The lemma is proved. O
Lemma 4.2. Let h. be in L?(S.) and v. be a field in L*(S:)® such that
div(ve) = he in  D'(S.). (4.5)

One has
[ve - Vell g-12(p5.) < C(ellhellLzs) + lvell2s,))- (4.6)

The constant does not depend on €.

Proof. Due to the hypothesis of the lemma, one has for every £ € =,
T2(v)(e€,) - v e HV2BS),  divy (T2 (ve)) =T (he)  in D'(Q2xS)
and the estimate
172 (W) (e€,) - V117298 < C(EITe(he) (€€, )12 sy + I Te(0) (€, ) 2(s))-
Adding the above inequalities for & € =, yields
I7200) - I - 1/2(83)) (1T (h) B sy + 177 () Biaqaes)
which in turn with Proposition |3.1| give . O



5 Statement of the contact s-problem with Coulomb’s friction on periodic
cracks
Assume that one has a given symmetric bilinear form on Hf(Q7)3
) 1/0u; = Ouj . 9
a(u,v) = /Q a5 ()es () (@) en(v) (@) do, o) = 5 ( o+ a) (i,5) € {1,2,3}

€

where the tensor field a® = (af;y,), afj; € L*(€%), has the usual properties of symmetry, boundedness and
coercivity when operating on symmetric 3 X 3 matrices

€ _ € _ € —_ € : *
ikl = Qjikl = Qklij & NigNij < Qg MigMel < CANignkl a.e. in € Q.

The vector fields v are the admissible displacement fields with respect to the reference configuration 2f. The

tensor field
o(v) = afjyei(v) Vo e HY(QF)?

is the stress tensor associated to the strain tensor e(v).

Assumptions
e The functions a;ji; belong to L>(Y*) and they are W1 in a neighborhood of S, a5k = Qijkl ({g}> a.e.
in R3,
e the applied volume forces f belong to L?(Q)3,
e the friction coefficient y is a non-negative function belonging to W1°°(Q) with support included in ' C QEI

e K. is a convex set defined by
Ke = {ve Hr(Q)® | [vn.]s. <0}

The vector fields v € K. are the admissible displacement fields with respect to the reference configuration 2.
The inequality in the definition of K. represent the non-penetration condition.

The strong formulation of the static contact problem is the following:

Find wu. in K. such that,
—divo.(us) = f in QF,
ov. (ue)[(ue)uls. =0, ou.(ue)ls. <0, [ov. (ue)]s. =0,
or. ()| < o ()] = [(w)rls, =0 on S, -

= —pulo, (u M U on
or.(us) = —plo, ( E)’H(UE)TEHSE = [(ue)r]s. #0 Se,

oe(us)-v=0 on IOQ\T,

u:=0 on T,

where 0,_(v) = (02(v) ve) « Ve, 07 (V) = 02(V)Ve — 0y (V) Ve.

The weak formulation of the static contact problem is

Find U, € K. such that for every v € K.,

o (Uerv— U) + (o (U] om)s | — (U s. ). > (o= U2) (5:2)

2 with a few change, we can choose a friction coefficient in the form pe(z) = ,u(x, {g}) for a.e. © € Q' xS where p € WH®(QxS)
vanishes in (Q\ @) x S).



where ~ 1
Vg,w) € H™V2(S) x H2(S:), (g, w), = (9, w)govsasy ivagssy

Yo € L2(Q2)3, (f,v) = / f-ude.
12

To solve the above problem, we consider the contact problem with given friction

Find U, ¢ € K. such that for every v € K¢ ,
a*(Uegs v = Usg) + (G l[vrls.| = |[(Us6)rlsel). = (f,0 = Usc)

where the linear form G is an element of the cone
C:={GeH*S.) | Yoe HVX(S.), 620 = (G,¢).>0}.

The existence and uniqueness of the solution of problem ([5.3)) is obtained as the solution of a minimization
convex functional (see Section @

5.1 Estimates

One has the following estimates:

Proposition 5.1. The solution U. ¢ of the contact problem (5.3)) satisfies the following a priori estimates:

1Ue.clla oz < CllfllL2 @),

(5.4)
U= cls s,y < Covellfllz)-

Furthermore, one has B
UE(U&G)K)S; Ve = Ua(Us,G)mg;' Ve i H_1/2(S€)3 (5.5)

and
Vellov. (Ue,e)ll-1r2¢s.) < Cllfllz2 o (5.6)
where 0, (Us ) = (UE(U&G)WSJ ve) - ve and —o,, (U i) belongs to CX.

The constants do not depend on €.

Proof. From inequality (5.3)), one obtains

a*(U.q, Usq) + (G, [(Us@)rls.]). < (f, Ue) -

Then estimates ([5.4)) follow the ones of Lemma
Now, let v be in H%(Q)3 Since [v,.]s. = 0, the fields U, ¢ + v and U, g — v belong to K., one has

a*(Ueg,Usg £v = Ueg) + (G, [[(Ueg £ 0)r]ls. = [[(Ueg)r]ls.). > (fi£v).
Since v belongs to H} ()3
(U, £0)r]s. = [(Ue,o)r.]s.-

Hence
a*(Usq,v) > (f,v) and a®(U.g,—v) > (f,—v).

As a consequence
Y € H%(Q)g, a* (U q,v) = (f,v) (5.7)

which gives (5.5). Due to the estimates (4.6))-(5.4)); and the fact that div(o—g(Ugyg)) = f in S we obtain (5.6)).
To prove that —o,,.(U. ) belongs to C* consider a non-negative function ¢ € H'/2(dS) vanishing in S \ S.



Define v as a lifting (vanishing on the boundary of Y) of ¢v in H'(Y \3) and by 0 in §. By construction
v e HY(Y*)? and
[vr]s =0, (UV)|BS+ = ¢, (UV)|6S* =0, [vu]s = ¢.
For € every =, set
¢ E’U({;}> a.e. in e£+¢€Y,
’UE pry E o
0 a.e. in O\ (e£+¢€Y).

Taking U, ¢ — ¢ as test displacement in ([5.3) and using the fact that div(oE(Usyg)) = f in QF, one obtains that
-0, (Usq) € C. ]

6 Regularized Coulomb friction problem

In order to prove the existence of solutions to the problem (/5.2)), under a suitable assumption on the boundary
of S, one can show (as in [4]) that there exists « € (0,1/2) such that

VG € CENHTYTNS), oy (Ung)| € CE N HTY24(SL) and vEllov, (Uei)ll 172005,y < Cllfl2(o)
Then, the Schauder’s theorem (see Theorem gives the existence of fixed points for the map
A:GeCnHY?YS) — plo,. (U.g)| € C:nHV2(S,),
Thus, the problem admits solutions. Estimate yields
”7?)(0_1/5(U&‘,G»”LQ(Q;ﬁ—l/Q-‘t—a(S)) = €1/2Hf7u5(Ue,G)Hﬁ—l/2+a(s y = CHfHL2

For the homogenization process we need the compactness of the sequence {72 (0, (Uz )} in L2(Q; H1/2(9)).
Unfortunately, the above estimate is not sufficient. One must improve . this could be obtain by comparing
the norms of the tangential jumps |[(Ue ¢)-.]s.| in two neighboring cells. But, it is well known that the following
inequality:

el = Folloragsy < Cllu = olluags,y  Ylurw) € HU(S) x (S

is false. Moreover, one can not replace the euclidian norm | - | by any kind of its approximation because, if one
has

| f(u) — f(U)HHl/?(SE) < Cllu— U”Hl/z(sg)a V(u,v) € H'(S:)? x H'(S.)?
with e.g. f € C}(R3;R?) then f is affine!
On the basis of Proposition m (see Annex and in order to perform the homogenization process, we choose
to modify the problem (5.2)) by adding a regularization term.

We equip HZ(2})3 with the following semi-norm:

w) = \Jle@|Z20) + €21Ve) 22

Since the displacements belonging to H2(Q2*)? vanish on I, this semi-norm is a norm and thus H2(2?)3 is a
Hilbert space.
In view of Proposition denote

H.(Q) = {u e HE Q) | (0% (u) g5 Ve) - Ve = (0°(u) pg+ ve) - ve <0 ae. in SE}.

The set H.(f2) is a convex closed subset of HZ(Q7)3.

% such a v exists since the boundary of S is C**
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Observe that since the a;;i’s are W1 in a neighborhood of S and since the boundary of S is C1!, the
traces on dST of the stress tensor of the elements in H.(Q) belong to H/2(0SZ).

For every u € H.(Q), we denote o, (u) € H'/?(S.) the restriction to S. of (‘76(“)|asj Ve) - Ve.
From now on, in the left hand-side of problem (5.2) we add the regularization term

I€82[VG(UE) , Ve(v —ug) e
where

V(u,v) € HE(Q)3 x HE(QF)3, [Ve(u), Ve(v)]. = 0. Ve(u) Ve(v) dx.

We are therefore led to consider the following variational inequality:

Find u. € H.(Q) N K¢ such that for every v € H.(Q) N K. 6.1)
a“(ue,v — ue) + %62[V6(u5) , Ve(v —ue) e + (M|UV5 (ue)l, |[vr]s.| — |[(UE)TE]S€|)€ > (fyv —ue) '
where
@0)e= [ ovdon V(o) € IA(S.)”
Lemma 6.1. For every u in H.(Q2), one has
\/g”e(u)wssimsaHHl/?(Ss) < C1Ng(u) (6.2)
and
Vellow (W)l g1/2(s.) < Crllallwioo(syNe(u), (6.3)
where .
lallpwieo(sy = | max @ikl wieo(s)-
The constants do not depend on € and &, they only depend on S.
Proof. Let ¢ be in H*(Y*), the trace theorem gives
Pllr2s2ns) < Cllellmeyy,  NDl5osens) < CIVElrzy).
Hence
Ve € HA(S)?,  [|e(®)l /25—y < Culle(®@)mi(s)- (6.4)
The constants depend only on S. Estimate (6.2]) follows after e-scaling applied to the e;j(u)’s. Then (6.3)) is an
immediate consequence of ((6.2)). d
Corollary 6.2. For every u in H. ()
|72 (0. () | 2(@x5) < CNe(u). (6.5)
The constant does not depend on €.
7 Existence results for ¢ and friction fixed
As a consequence of Lemma one has
[(f,w)] < Clf 2@ lle()lrz@z), Ve € He(Q).
Now, consider the contact problem associated to (6.1)) with constant friction
Find u € H.(Q) N K. such that for every v € H.(Q) N K, , (7.1)
a®(u,v —u) + ke[ Ve(u), Ve(v —u) |e + (G, [or]s.| = |[ur]s.]), = (f;v —w) '
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where the linear form G is an element of the cone
C*={GeL*S.) | G>0 ae. on S.}.
The functional J. defined in H.(Q2) N K. by

H€2
Je t u € Ho(Q) N Ko — %as(u, u) + —=[Ve(u), Ve(u) | + (G, |[ur]s.]). = (f,w)

is strictly convex, weakly lower semicontinuous and due to (3.10))1 2, it satisfies

lim Je(u) = +o0.
u€H: (Q)NKe, Ne (u)—+00

As a consequence, there exists a unique solution for the corresponding minimization problem or equivalently

for the problem ([7.1)) (see [4]).

8 Estimates

In this section, the solution to problem ([7.1)) is denoted u. .
Theorem 8.1. The solution u. g of the contact problem (7.1)) satisfies
VEe||Ve(ue el 2z < Cllfll2@),

[ue.cllar @z < CllfllL2 @),
[uecls: sy < CVEllfllzz)-

Furthermore, one has
1
L

Moreover, the solution u. ¢ depends continuously on the given friction G and one has

VEllow. (el iz, < Co(1+

CoclHaHWLOO(S

R R

The constants do not depend on & and k.

Proof. From equality ([7.1]), one obtains
aa(us,Ga Us,G) + Hgg[ve(us,G) ) ve(ua,G) ]s + (G7 H(UE,G)TE]SS Ds < (f7 ua,G) .

Then estimates (8.1)) follow the ones of Proposition while (8.2) is a consequence of (6.3]).
Now, problem ([7.1)) with G; and then G2 together with the estimates (3.10])2 gives

a”e(uE,Gl) - e(uE,G2)H%2(Q;) + H€2[V€(UE,G1 - UE,GQ) ) VG(U&GI - uE,G2) ]8
<Gy = Gallr2gsy (I(ue,cy — ve,gy)r)s. ll22(s.))
< CovellGr — Gall s, lle(ue,ay) — e(uecy) L2 (as)-

So
Co
N(ue,g, — Ue,) < m\@\\Gl — GollL2(s.)-
Then estimate (6.3)) yields
100, (e 62) — o0, (e )| Cillallp.eo(s) (4.6, — 10.) CoChllallp.e0
ve \Ue G ve\Ue,G2 ) Il H1/2(5.) = —\@ e,G1 e,Ga) min{a, /i}

Therefore (8.3)) follows.

12
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8.1 Solution of the Coulomb’s problem

A solution of the contact problem with Coulomb friction is characterized by a fix point of the operator
A Gell v ploy (u.q)| €CL. (8.5)
The existence of a fix point is proved by the Banach fixed-point theorem.

Proposition 8.2. Assume
CoChllallwr.eo syl oo ()
min{a, k}
then problem (6.1) admits a unique solution. The constant CoCy depends only on S.
Proof. From estimate (8.3]) one gets

(0w, (ue,cy) = v (ue,ca)) 2esey <llpllnoo@love (ueay) = ou, (ue,ay)ll L2(s.)
<COClHaHWLOO(S)HMHLN(

<1 (8.6)

Q
L1Gh = Gallras,.

- min{@, xk}
Now, consider the map A defined by (8.5)). It is continuous and if the condition is satisfied then the Banach
fixed-point theorem gives a unique solution to the Coulomb friction problem (6.1]). O

Solutions of (6.1]) can also be obtained by Schauder’s theorem.

Theorem 8.3 (Schauder’s theorem). Let X be a Banach space and let Y C X be a conver compact subset.
Then every continuous map (for the strong topology of X) A: Y — Y has a fized point in Y.

Proposition 8.4. For every € the problem (6.1 admits solutions. The solutions satisfy
1
Vel ov. (e )l rz(sy < GO (14 = ) Il wion I z2c0)
The constant does not depend on €.
Proof. Since p belongs to Wh*°(Q) and due to (8.1)-(8.2), one has
1
\@HM UVE(UE,G)”H1/2(SE) < Cl\/gHNHWLO"(Q)HUVs (UE,G)||H1/2(55) < C1Cy (1 + ﬁ> ||N||le°°(Q)Hf||L2(Q)‘

Now, set
1
R=CiCy(1+ )l 2o (8.7)

Therefore, one has

%k kk R
VG € C*,  poy. (ueq) belongs to C2* and  [|Gllg1/2(s) < —= = [[pov.(us,6)l gz, <

NG
Applying Schauder’s theorem with the map A (see (8.5))), X = L?(S.) (endowed with the strong topology) and

Sl

R
choosing Y = {G € | Glpizs,y < —} (which is a compact convex subset of X) give solutions to

NG
problem (6.1)). O

9 Homogenization process

In this section, we denote u. the solution to problem .
From the displacement u. satisfies the following estimates:
ellVe(ue)llL2(axy < Cllfll2 (@)
Juellm s < Cllfllz2 (o)
H[US]SeHHl/Q(SE) < C\/ng”fﬂ(Q),
Vellov. (ue)llgzgs.y < Clifllcze)-

The constants do not depend on ¢.
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9.1 A compactness result

Below we give a result related to the unfolding method.

Definition 3. Let w be an open set strictly included in Q. For every e < dist(w, 9Q2)/4 and for every ¢ € LP(2¥),
€ [1, 4], we define Q°(¢) € W (w; LP(Y*)) by @1 interpolation. We set

for £ € 2., OQ@)(e&,y) =T (d)(e€,y) for a.e. y € Y™,
for x e w, Q2(¢)(x,y) is the Qq interpolate of Q2(¢) at the vertices of the cell <<€ [g} + 8Y> x {y},

for a.e. y € Y".

Lemma 9.1. Assume w € Q. Ife is small enough, for every ¢ € H*(Q}) then Q2(¢) belongs to H (w; H(Y*))
and

Q2D 1 (s =)y < ClIdllm ()

The constant does not depend on £ and w.
Proof. See [7, Propositions 2.6-2.7] for the proof. O

Lemma 9.2. Suppose w € . One has

192 (e(u)) | 1w (v+y) < Cllf I r20) 192 (e(ue)) — T2 (e(ue))l 2wstr () < Cell fll 2 (- (9.2)
The constants do not depend on e (it depends on w).

Proof. For every function ¢ belonging to L?(€2}) with support strictly included in €2 and for & small enough, set
Ak¢:¢(+€k)_¢a k:eiv i€ {17273}7

Ax¢ also belongs to L2(2F).

Step 1. An equicontinuity result.
Let w be an open set such that w € Q' € Q (see the assumption on p) with dist(w, 9Q) = § > 0. There exists a
function p,, € D() such that

0< Pw(w) <1, VzeQ,

pw(x) =0 if dist(z,00) < g, x €€,
pw(z) =1 if dist(xz,00) > g, x € Q.
Function p,, satisfies ((4,7) € {1,2,3}?)
Ipu 9 pus C dpu, £ 9 pu
= A <(C—= A —= .
H Ox; Lo Haxzaa;] HLoo(m 52’ H % ow; L) = O H K Oxi01; HLoo( Q) 053 (9:3)

where the constant depends on 9€). Below, in the estimates we will not mention the dependence of constants
with respect to § since the open set w is fixed.

Let v be in K. Set v- = wue + pu(v — puue). First, observe that v = u. in the neighborhood of the boundary
of €, also note that v, is an admissible test displacement (it belongs to Kz). Denote

u; = puue, f= pwf-

In (6.1)) choose as test function v., rewrite the inequality in terms of u. and f, shifting the terms with derivatives
of p,, into the right-hand side and additionally due to the assumption on p observe that

poy, () = poy, (ue).
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One obtains )
aa(us,v - us) + ke [usa v = us]s - (,u Ove (ue), |[UTEHSE - H(UE)TEHSE)g

> / f(v — ug)da: + bo(ug, v — ue) for every v € K,

where b; is a bilinear form. For every w € HL(Q7)? one has

ba(uaa w) =a“ (pwuaa w) —a° (u67 pww) + 552([/00.)71/67 w]a - [Usy pww]a)
which is also equal to

Opu 0pu
b (ue, w) = /Q* afjkl {eij (ug)@izl wy, — OZJ(UE)’ ekl(w)] dx

£

+ ke / {( P p (u ) +28p“ "(Ua)) Oeij(w) _ 8%(%)( py w»+28ﬂ eij(w))} dz,

0x;0x; ox; oxy oxy oz 0x; oxy
For € small enough, the set (¢k + €S.) Nw is included in € and one has u.(- + k) € H.(Q) N K..

(9.4)

(9.5)

Choose v = u.(- — ¢k) € H.(2) N K, as test displacement in (9.4). Due to the periodicity of the coefficients

a;jrl, 1 and after a change of variables, one obtains
a®(u.(- + ek), u. — u.(- + k) + ke?[Ve(u. (- + €k)), Ve(u. — u.(- +ek)) .
(- + 2K o, (- + )], ()]s | — [0 (- + k)]s, ).
> (£(- + k), ue — uc(- + €k)) + be(ue(- + ek), ue — ue(- + k).
Besides, since u.(- + k) € H.(Q) N K;, from one also has
a®(ug, uc(- + k) — u.) + re?[Ve(ue) , Ve(ue(- + ek) —u.) e
+(pov. (u), [[(us(- + ek))r]s. | = |[(ue)r]s. 1)
> (f,uc(- 4+ €k) —u.) + be(ue, u (- + ek) — u,)
The above inequalities — lead to
a”(Akue, Aguc) + “52||V6(Aku€)”i2(ﬂg) + (:“ ov. (Akue), Ak”(u&)TE]SEDE
< (A, At) + [ A | + (Al () (- + k)|, Agll(uo)r s [).
where Agb, is equal to (thanks to (9.5)))
dp

Axb, = /Q; ijkl [Ak (ez] (ue) gi) (Axue)g da — /; Ak<8xj(u€)i) exl (Akug)] dx

+/€52/* {A ( o Po ( ) 2apwelj(ua)> 786ij(Akua) dx

0x0z; ox oxy
2 eij(us) 9 p deij(ue) Opu
— ke /: {Ak( 2, 8xlaxi)Ak (ug)j + 2Ak( 02 O )eU(Akug)} dx.

Estimates (9.1))4 and (3.7)) give
1
| (Awpe o, (ue)(- + k)|, Axl[(ue)r]s. ), < CEHVNHLOO(Q)%HJC”LQ(Q)”AkH(HS)Te]Se’HLQ(Sg)

< Ce||[ Vil oo @)1 £ 22 (e le(Akue) [l 22 o)
Now, observe that the first and the last integrals in are equal to

0 O0puw
/QE Tkl Ayg (ew (ug) 8;) (Akue)k dr = /Q:afjk;l@ij (ug)aizlA_k(Akue)k dzx,

[ (P g ) w2 (g G s v i

deij(us) 0?p, Oe;j(ue) Ope, -
[( 8951 8x18xi>A_k (Ak(ue)j) + 2( axl 37x1>A_k (ew (Akus))] dx.

*
€
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Hence, using estimates 1 and .

0puw
| / i (e (1) 52 ) (Buewe)i | < Ol eyl | A (B 20

‘ /* 3egx§ts) 8i2;go;i)Ak(u€)j + 2Ak(aeg:$€)g§“;)eij(Akug)] dac‘

<Ol p2@) 1Ak (Ak(u) ) 22y + 1Ak (€5 (Akue)) | 22 0)) -
Therefore, with (9.3))2 3 and again estimates (9.1)) one obtains

(5 )

The constants only depend on w. Besides,

1Ak (Ak(ue)) 20y < CellV(Ak(u)) |2z < Celle(Ak(ue))ll 22,
1Ak (e(Akue)) [ 2|l < CelV(Ake(ue))| 20y < CellV(e(Akue)) | 2qx)-

< Celflmey. [ Su(n (), + 25 )

< Ol fll2(0)-

L2 (QNw) L2(QNw)

Summarizing the above equalities and estimates lead to
|Akbe| < Cel|fll 2@ (le(Axue) [ r2(ax) + eV (e(Akue)) [ 2y ) - (9.11)
Hence, together with — yield
alle(Axkuc) \\%2(9;) + “€2||V6(Akue)||%2(9;)

<el|pllLos (@) llow. (Axue)l 2(s.) | Ak[(ue) 7] 22 (s.)
+Ofll 2@ 1A (Akue) [ 222y + Cell Il 2o Ne(Axkcue).

Using (3.7 . ) that gives

alle(Awue) 720z + 57l Ve(Awue) 72
1
S||H||L°°(Q)%HaHWW(S)Ns(AkUs) Covelle(Axue)llz2(x) + Cellfllr2 (@) Ne(Awue).

Thus
min{@, K} NZ(Axue) < CoChllull Lo (@ lallwro () NZ(Akue) + Cell £l 2 () Ne (Akctie).

At this point one deduces that under assumption , estimate
N (Axue) < Cel|fll 20y, k=e;, i€{1,2,3} (9.12)

holds true. The constant does not depend on ¢ (it depends on w).

Step 2. We prove the estimates of the lemma.

First the above estimate (9.12)) and (9.1)); lead to
HT*( (u)) I 2(;m1 (v +y) < CllflL2@),

Z 172 (e(ue) (- + cei, ) = T2 (e(ue)) |2 vy < Cellfllzze)

which in turn yield (9.2)) (see [5]). O

As a consequence of the above lemma one has

192 (e(ue)) — T2 (e(ue)) | 2wz (as)) < Cell fllzz(o)- (9.13)

The constants do not depend on ¢ (it depends on w).
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Lemma 9.3. There exists a constant C* which only depends on Y* such that for every (v,v) € HY(Q)3
L2($; Hye, (Y¥)? N W(Y™))

per
C*([le()lz2() + lley (@)l z2@xy+)) < lle(v) + ey (@)l L2 @@xy+)-

Proof. Let ¢ be a 3 x 3 symmetric matrix and @ € H',,.(Y*)3 N W(Y*), one first proves

per
e (I¢] + lley (@)l z2w=y) < NI¢+ ey (@)l r2ey=y < 161+ ley (@)l 2ye)- (9.14)

The right hand-side inequality is obvious.
To prove the left hand-side, apply the Korn inequality. That gives a rigid displacement r(y) = a A y + b,
a, b € R? such that

|- 47+ @l g1 y+) < ClC+ ey (D) L20y+)-
Comparing the traces of the displacement y — (y + r(y) + w(y) on the opposite faces of Y yield

I¢] < CNI¢C -+ 4 @ g1 vy

and then [[e, (W) r2y+) < C"(|C| + |ley(@)||12(y+)). The constants only depend on Y*. That proves the
inequality in the left hand-side of (9.14]).
The estimate of lemma is an immediate consequence of ((9.14)). O

Corollary 9.4. Let (v,0) be in H'(Q)? x L2(Q H.,(Y*))? satisfying e(v) + ey (D) € L*(Q x Y*)**3. Then v
belongs to H?(2)3 and v € L*(Q; H2,,.(Y*))3.

per

9.2 The unfolded limit variational problem

The solution of problem ([7.1]) satisfies the estimates of Theorem Set (recall Definition

Kl;e'r {¢ € H, per *)3 N W(Y*) | [¢V]S < O} ke {1’ 2}7
~ (9.15)
L2 /c’;ﬂ( ) = {0 € L2 HE, (Y)? | (x, ) € KL, (Y*) for ae. o € Q}

Proposition 9.5. There exist a subsequence of {e}, still denoted {e}, u in H{-(Q)* and U belonging to L*(Q; K2,,.(Y*))

such that
T (us) — u  strongly in L*(Q; H'(Y™*))3,
(

T (Vus) = Vu+ Vyu  weakly in L2 (Q x Y*)3%3,
2 (e(ue)) — e(u) +ey(q)  strongly in L2(Q x Y*)3%3,
TX(Ve(u:)) = Vyey (@) weakly in L*(2 x Y*)*, (9.16)

LT (udls) — [@ls weakly in L2(; HY2(S))?,

™

™

T2(0,.(u:)) — X, strongly in L*(Q x S).

Moreover
Yy = (o(u) + oy(u)|g)v-v=0y,(u) + 0y, (u))s <0 ae in QxS (9.17)

where o(u)(z,y) = aiju(y) eij(w)(x), oy(W)(z,y) = aijn(y) eijy(w)(z,y) for a.e. (x,y) € w x Y™,
Proof. Applying [7, Theorem 2.13] to the sequence {uc}. gives a subsequence of {e}, u in H}:(2)% and @ in
L2(Q; H2,.(Y*))? such that convergences (9.16)1 24 hold.
Now, for every open set w with Lipschitz boundary satisfying w € Q' € , due to estimates (9.2)) and the
compact embedding theorems, one obtains

Q2 (e(ue)) — e(u) + ey(w) weakly in H'(w; H(Y*))>*3,

Q2 (e(ue)) — e(u) + ey (W) strongly in L*(w x Y*)?*?

T2 (e(us)) — e(u) + ey(@W) strongly in L*(w x Y*)**3.
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Thus, convergence 3 holds. Moreover, one has
Q;(e(ug))wi — e(u) + ey(u) weakly in H (w; Hl/z(aSi))‘gX‘g,
Q? (e(ug))wi — e(u) + ey (W) strongly in L?*(w x 98F)3*3,
Estimate implies
ﬁb(e(us))lsi — e(u) + ey (U)s= strongly in L2 (w x 8%)3%3,

Then, from the above strong convergence, (9.16))s follows.
Set 4. = u. — r,_ where r,_is defined in Subsection From estimates (3.9)) in Lemma one has

172 ()| L2y vy < Cell fll2(o)

Then, up to a subsequence, there exists # € L?(Q; H'(Y*))3 such that
Iy~ ~ . 2 1v* 3
=T (ue) = u weakly in L7(Q; H (Y™))”.
€

Hence
T2 ([te]s.) = [i]s  weakly in L*(Q; H'/2(S))?,

ey (T2 (t:)) — ey(@w) weakly in L*(Q; H' (Y*))**3.

M| =M=

Besides, since e(u:) = e(u.) in every cell (£ +Y™), £ € E, that gives iey (T () = T2 (e(t:)). Passing to
the limit gives e, (u) = e(u) + e,(1) and then there exists ¢ € L?(2)3 such that

u(z,y) = c(x) + Vu(x)y + u(z,y) a.e in QxY"
Finally, since [t.]s. = [uc]s. convergence (9.16))5 is proved. O
Remark 9.6. As a consequence of the above proposition, for every open set w € 2, one has e(u)+e,(u) belongs

to HY(w; H,,(Y*))3*3, which implies for i € {1,2,3}

per
e(aa;) +ey(§“z) € L2(w; HL,\ (Y*))35.

Then Corollary[9.4) yields
uwe€ HHQ)? NH(Q)°, @€ Hy (5 Hp,, (Y9))P.

per

Theorem 9.7. The pair (u,u) € HE(Q)? x L*(; K2,,.(Y*)) is a solution of the following variational inequality
problem:
/Q aijii(€ij (W) + ey (@) (e (P — w) + ew@ — 1)) dzdy + m/ Vyey(u) Vyey(;ﬁ\ —u) dxdy
xY*

~ e (9.18)
+/ 12| (Il — [[@)r])dzdoy Z/f-@—%t)dax V(®,0) € Hp(Q)? x LH(Q; K7, (Y)).
QxS Q

Proof. Consider the test function v.(x) = ®(z) + 6(;5( ) for all z € QF, where ® € HL(Q) N C®(Q)
and ¢ € L2(Q;K2,.(Y*)) N D(; H2 (Y*)). The test displacement v. belongs to K.. The following strong

per per
convergences hold:
T (ve) — ® strongly in L*(Q; H(Y*))3,

T (e(ve)) — e(®) + ey(qb) strongly in L?(Q x Y*)3%3,
*(Ve(ve)) — V ey(d)) strongly in L*(Q x Y*)%7, (9.19)

™

£

ST ([uls) — [8ls strongly in L2(; H'/%(5),
T2(0,(v:)) — 0,(®) + 0,,4(¢) strongly in L*(Q x S).
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Problem (/6.1]) also reads

a% (ug, ue) + KEQ[V‘@(UE)’ Ve(ue) |e + (M low. (ue)| |[(U€)TE]SE|)5 — (fyue)
<a®(uc,ve) + re’[ Ve(uz) , Ve(ve) e + (.“ low. (ue)l |[(UE)TE]SE|)5 = (f,ve)

Using the properties of the unfolding operators and convergences (9.16))2 6-(9.19)2 5, we obtain

lim a®(ug,v:) = / aiji (e (u) + ey (@) (e (®) + ey’kl(qg)) dz dy,

e—0

QxY*
lim u\ous(ua)lI[(va)dsg\daa=/ w50 (6] |dzday.
=0 Jg, QxS

Further, due to the lower semi-continuity with respect to weak topology and convergences (9.16))3 4 for the
unfolded sequences, we obtain

lim inf (ae(ug, ue) + ke?[Ve(ue), Ve(ue) }s)

e—0

2 /Q . Gt (eij(w) + eyij (@) (eni(w) + ey (@) dedy + &l Vyey (@) 72(q5y+
X *

while (9.16)); yields ii_r)r[l)(f, Ue) = /Qf ~udx.
One has

[ ol lwnsibdo: == [ nlelon, (@l Zlltue)n)s.ldo.

1> €

= [ T 00 T o ()| T2 ().,

From convergences (9.16))5 ¢, one obtains

~ . 1
/ p oS [|[u]r| dzdoy = lim T2 () T2 (L) T2 (0w (ue)| =1 T2 ([(te) 5. )| dedory.
QxS e=0Jaxs €

Summarizing the above convergences, that leads to
/ aijkr(€ij (1) + €y,i; (@) (exi(u) + ey (@) drdy + K / |V yey (@) [*dedy
QxY* QxY*
+/ uzuu[mT\dmday—/f.um
QxS Q

§/ aijri(€ij(w) + ey,ij (@) (e (®) + ey,kl(;ﬁ)) dxdy + li/ Vyey, (1) Vyey (o) dedy
QxY* QxY*

+/ ME,,]|[QAS]T|dxday—/f~<I>dx.
QxS Q

A density argument allows to conclude for every test fields in Hf:(Q2)% x L*(Q; ICIQM (Y™)). O

Below, we prove the uniqueness of the solution of the unfolded problem (9.18)).

Proposition 9.8. The problem (9.18) admits a unique solutionﬁ

4Proceeding as in Sectionlﬂwith first a constant non-negative friction G belonging to L?(€2 x S) and then again using the Banach
fixed-point theorem, one can prove the existence and the uniqueness of the solution to problem (|9.18)).
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Proof. Denote

N(v,v) = \/(Ile(v) + ey (@012 ey T 1 Vyey (@) 132 (quyeys  ¥(0,0) € HE(Q) x L2(Q; Hpe, (Y*)? N W(YY)).

Due to Lemma N is a norm over HE(Q) x L2(Q; H2,.(Y*)2 N W(Y™)).

per

First, note that the Theorem gives a pair (u,u) which satisfies the problem .
Below we only detail the proof of the uniqueness.

Let (u/,@’) be another solution of this problem. First, choose as test fields (@, )A:
(u’,u’) is also a solution, in the corresponding problem chose as test fields ( ,0)
inequalities. That gives

(v, @) in (9.18)), then since
= (u,u). Finally, add both

/ aijr(eij(u—u') + ey (0 — ) (eni(u —u') + ey (@ — ")) dedy
AxY*

—1—/{/ Ve, (i — @) [dzdy < / —p(on(u— ) + oy, (@ —a)) ([al] - |[@],]) dadoy.
Q' xY* QxS

Hence
alle(u —u') + ey (U — 17/)”%2(QxY*) + K[ Vyey(u — a/)||2L2(QxY*)
<l @llow (v —u') + oy (@ — @)l 2@xs)lldlr = [@- |22 xs)-

The above inequality, (3.8) and (6.4) (applied with the displacement y — e(u—u')(z)y + (a —u’)(x, y) defined
for a.e. x € Q) lead to

o ~ a2 ~ ~
min{@, s} (N(u —',0 — )" < [|p]l Lo () Cr |allwr.o (N (u — o', @ — @) Colley (@ — )| L2y -
Condition gives the uniqueness of the solution. O

Due to the nonlinearity of the terms involving the tangential jumps, a homogenized problem can not be obtained.

10 Annex

In this section we denote u. g, the solution of (7.1)) (resp. U, ¢ the solution of (5.3))) with G € C}*.

Proposition 10.1. There exists (ug,tia) € Hp(Q)? x L*(Q; K, Y*))ﬂ such that when (e,k) goes to (0,0)
(resp. € goes to 0)

T (uegr) — ug  strongly in L*(Q; H(Y™))3,
TH(Vuegr) — Vug + Ve  strongly in L*(Q x Y*)3%3 (10.1)
(resp. TZ(Ueg) — ug  strongly in L*(; H' (Y*))?, '
X(VU.g) — Vug + Vg  strongly in L*(Q x Y*)3*3.)
The couple (ug,uqg) is the unique solution of the following variational inequality:
/Q Qijjkl (eij(UG) + €y,z’j(?7c)) (€kl(q) —ug) + €y,kl($— aG)) dxdy
xXY*
+/ G (1) - [@c),|)dedo, > / f (@ = ug) de, (10.2)
QxS Q

V(P,9) € HL(Q)? x L?( Kper (YF)).
Ssee for the definition of this space
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Proof. First, recall that the estimates (9.1)) hold. So, there exist a subsequence of {e, x}, still denoted {e, s},
and (ug,ug) € HE(Q)3 x L2(Q; KL, (Y*)) such that

per
T (ue,g ) — ug  strongly in LQ(Q; Hl(Y*))37
E*(V’LL&,G’W) — VU,G -+ VyﬂG Weakly in LQ(Q % Y*)3X3,

VEeTX (Ve(uegr)) — 0 weakly in L2(Q x Y*)*,

ST ([ueals.) — igls weakly in L2(9; HV(S))"

Due to the lower semi-continuity with respect to the weak topology and the above convergences for the unfolded
sequences, we obtain

1
limint (& (ve, g tie.c) + 157 | Veluean)Fage + = | THG) T2 [uegul)dadoy — [ f e pde)
(e,x)—(0,0) = € Jaxs O

> / aijk (eij(ua) + eyi5(ta)) (en(ua) + ey u(ia)) dudy +/ G |[ucls| dzdoy — / frugdx
QxY* QxS Q
Now, consider the test displacement v, € K. introduced in the proof of Theorem [9.7} One has

(8 e e ve) 12 Vel ) Vel e+ (G [(we)r s ), = (f,ve))

— / aijii(eij(uc) + ey (Uc)) (er(®) + ey (@) dady + G |[¢]+| dzdo, — / f-®de
QOxY* Q

QxS

Finally, a density argument allows to obtain inequality . Since the problem admits a unique
solution, the whole sequences converge to their limits. As in [§], we prove that the convergences (10.1))2 4 are
strong convergences.

Proceeding in the same way with the sequence {U; ¢}, one obtains the same limit problem. O

The homogenization of problem ({5.2)) (and also of problem ([6.1)) for small ) remains an open problem.
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