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ABSTRACT

We study the convergences of several FFT-based schemes that are widely applied in computational
homogenization for deriving effective coefficients, and the term “convergence” here means the
limiting behaviors as spatial resolutions going to infinity. Those schemes include Moulinec-Suquent’s
scheme [Comput Method Appl M, 157 (1998), pp. 69-94], Willot’s scheme [Comptes Rendus
Mécanique, 343 (2015), pp. 232-245], and the FEM scheme [Int J] Numer Meth Eng, 109 (2017), pp.
1461-1489]. Under some reasonable assumptions, we prove that the effective coefficients obtained
by those schemes are all convergent to the theoretical ones. Moreover, for the FEM scheme, we can
present several convergence rate estimates under additional regularity assumptions.

Keywords Computational homogenization - FFT - effective coefficients - convergence - convergence rates - numerical
analysis

1 Introduction and preliminaries

In an inhomogeneous material that obeys the linear elasticity law, the fourth-order stiffness tensor C(z) varies at
different x. The central goal of computational homogenization methods is determining an effective constitute law,
which may serve as a surrogate model for downstream applications Milton|[2002]], Zohdi and Wriggers|[2008]].

Let Y = (0,1)? be a Representative Volume Element (RVE) where d = 3 through the whole paper, and C(z) be the
fourth-order stiffness tensor for any x € Y. We denote by H #(Y) the closure of smooth Y-periodic functions with

respect to ordinary H!-norm Cioranescu and Donato| [[1999], and define W;p (Y) accordingly. The notation H. j# (Y)
will be replaced as [, (Y;R?) or H,(Y'; C) for vector-valued functions, while [[ullyym.p () (2l o (oys 14ll grm (o)
should be always understood as W™P-norm (LP-norm, H"-norm) of u on the domain w regardless of whether u is
vector-valued or not. For a discrete set D < Z%, let [(D; W) be the linear space of discrete functions which take inputs

in D and return values of W, where W may be R, C, R4, C? and ¢ (the set of symmetric d x d matrices). The double

dot operator “:” and the single dot operator ““-” are defined conventionally for any order tensors (including vectors

and matrices), and note that now the matrix-vector product Eu is rewritten as F - u. A popular method to derive the
effective coefficients CT of C(z) is solving a periodic boundary value problem: find u € H. 2 (Y5 R?) with (u) = 0

such that for any v € H# (Y;R%)
NVv:C(x): Viuy =—Vv:C(x)): E, ()

where () stands for f,. f dz, E belongs to $¢ and [V*v], . = 1 (0w [v],, + Ox [v],,). The effective stiffness tensor
C*' can be obtained by
C'":E=(C(z): (V’u+ E)) (2)
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via choosing different E.

The starting point of FFT-based homogenization is rewriting the above variational form into the Lippmann-Schwinger
equation. Taking C™ as a linear elastic reference medium, which is a constant fourth-order tensor satisfying certain
coercive conditions, we can introduce a Green function G° such that for any F(z) € L?(Y;$%), the convolution
G'+Fe H#(Y; R?) is the solution to the variational form

(Vv cet. v (GO «*F))=(Vv:F),Vve H#(Y;Rd).
By setting [C™,npg = A6mndpg + 10 (OmpOng + dmgdnp) and taking the Fourier series expansion of F(x) as
F(z) = Y¢cza Fexp(2miz - ), we can derive that for { # 0
—— 1 0 0 ~
oy P S § iU =TS B
2 [§7 p0 | (2 + X0) [¢]

where I; is the d x d identity matrix and & is the Kronecker product. Moreover, it is easy to show that eq. is
equivalent to

u=-G"% (6C: (Viu+E)+C*: E) = -G’ (6C: (V'u+ E)),
where §C := C — C™ and G + (C™ : E) vanishes due to that C™ : E is a constant matrix. If taking ¢ := Viu + E
and 'Y := V5G°, we can immediately read the above equation as
e+T%(5C:¢e)=F 3)
the so-called Lippmann-Schwinger equation [Lippmann and Schwinger| [I950]. The alternative form of eq. (3) in the
Fourier space is
A~ By 561\67 # 0,
£le] - ¢
E, &E=0.
Specifically, when [C™],,1pq = A20mn0pq + 10 (81mpOng + Omgdnp), We can derive a closed form of 10 as
e~ 1
[ro]mnpq[g] :m (gmgq(snp + gnfq(smp + gmfp(an + gngp(smq)
()‘O + NO) gmgngpgq
1O (X0 +210) ¢

Now it comes to discretization schemes. For simplicity, we equally split Y into N parts in every dimension. For any
d-dimensional index I = (I1, I, I3) € Iy < Z¢ with Zy = {I € 2% : 0 < I, < N, V1 < m < d}, we denote by

(11 I + 1) <12 I, + 1) (13 I3 + 1)

Y[ =\ = X\ ==, X |\ =,

N N N N N N

an element in the language of Finite Element Methods (FEM), which could be interpreted as a pixel (for
2D problems) or voxel (for 3D problems). Correspondingly, the frequency domain is denoted by Fy =
{¢ez: —N/2 <&, < N/2,V1 <m < d}. We always postulate that an image-like Cx(z) (i.e., Cy(z) is con-
stant in every Y7) rather that the ground truth C(x) is provided, and introduce a notation C [I] = Cn (z;) where 7 is
the geometric center of Y;. The basic scheme of FFT-based homogenization was proposed by Moulinec and Suquent in
Moulinec and Suquet| [1995] [1998], and can be stated as algorithm[I] Depending on the type of a function’s domain, the
Fourier coefficients are defined differently, i.e. if f € L?(Y;C), then f[ﬁ] is determined by the formula

f@) =] flE] exp(2mié - ),

Eezd

and if f* € [(Zy; C), then ?:[5] satisfies
[l = Z fL€] eXP(QmT)-
§€fN
Note that if is labeled with a superscript “x”, the function should be understood as a discrete one with Z as its domain.

Moulinec-Suquent’s scheme (we also call it the basic scheme) gains considerable popularity. The reasons can be
summarized as follows: 1) microstructures in heterogeneous materials may be rather complex, which causes that
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Algorithm 1 Moulinec-Suquent’s scheme

Set C™ and E, initiate a tensor variable ¢, € {(Zy;$?) with e}, [I] = E forall I € Iy
while not meet the convergence criterion do
Evaluate 7 [I] = (Cy[1] — C™) : ey [I] forall I € Iy
Perform a FFT 73, = FFT (%)
Initiate a temporary tensor variable e/’;\v and evaluate e/j\\,[O] =FE, e/j\v[f] =—ro[¢]: T/J\*\,[E] forall £ € Fn\ {0}
Perform an inverse FFT ¢}, = FFT ! (e/j\v)

Calculate the convergence indicator via e}y and €} and €} < €}y
end while
—d .
return ey and N9, - CN[I]: ey[l]

W o Nk e

generating high quality meshes dominates overall computational overheads |Hughes et al.| [2005]; 2) the primary
information of microstructures is usually provided by modern digital volume imaging techniques|Larson et al.| [2002],
Poulsen! [2004]], Landis and Keane| [2010]], and we may not be capable to retrieve the original geometric descriptions
and to perform a preprocessing for FEMs; 3) the easy implementation of those schemes and highly optimized FFT
packages (e.g., Intel @ MKL, FFTW |[Frigo and Johnson| [2005]) secure the global efficiency; 4) generally, it is C° the
effective coefficients we are more interested in rather than u the local displacement or € the local stress, and unfitted
structured meshes may have less influence on desired C* comparing to u and . Moreover, those methods are not
limited in linear elasticity, versatile applications such as nonlinear elasticity Moulinec and Suquet| [[1998]], Michel
et al.| [2001], piezoelectricity [Brenner [2009], damage and fracture mechanics Zhu and Yvonnet [2015]], |Chai et al.
[2020]], polycrystalline materials |Segurado et al.|[2018]] can be found in literature. We strongly recommend a recent
review article |Schneider| [2021] as an exhaustive reference for historical developments and the current state of the art of
FFT-base homogenization methods.

Willot’s scheme is another popular discretization method of the Lippmann-Schwinger equation |Willot [2015]]. The
main idea in Willot’s scheme is replacing 27i¢ the gradient operator V in the Fourier space with

. d
knl€] = % {GXP (27715‘]:;> + 1} [tan (7;31) ,tan <7TN§2> ,tan (7;\]53)] 4)
m=1

that is derived from a finite difference stencil. If C™' is isotropic with the Lamé coefficients (A\°, 11°), the closed form of
ry is
1

LA {[k:N]m [in ], Bnp + (], [n], O

[ lmrnpal€]
o [N ) [N ], G + L], (], G |
(A° + 1) [kn)y [Rn ], [kn], (R ],

1
1O (A0 + 200) [k |
and this is the major difference from the basic scheme. Take

b

Fn-={£ez': —N/2 <&, < N/2,V1 <m <d},
and Willot’s scheme states as algorithm 2]

It has been numerically demonstrated that convergences of Moulinec-Suquent’s scheme will deteriorate as the contrast
ratio of Cy grows, and an extreme example shows that the basic scheme indeed fails to converge for a porous material
Schneider et al.|[2016]], while Willot’s scheme stays a stable convergence history in high contrast settings Willot [2015].
Meanwhile, computational overheads of the basic and Willot’s schemes are almost same. Those advantages make
Willot’s scheme become another standard method in discretizing the Lippmann-Schwinger equation eq. (3)).

Interestingly, it is pointed in|Schneider et al.|[2017] that Willot’s scheme is related to a reduced integration variational
problem: find uy € V& with (ux) = 0 such that for any vy € V&,

N3 Yooy (ar) : Cy[I]: Viun (zr) = =N~0 " Voo (zg) : Cy[I]: E,

IeTn IeTn



Numerical analysis of FFT-based homogenization schemes A PREPRINT

Algorithm 2 Willot’s scheme

1: Set C*' and E, initiate a tensor variable €% € [(Zy;$%) with e}, [I] = E forall I € Ty

2: while not meet the convergence criterion do

3:  Evaluate T4 [I] = (CX[I] — C™F) : ey [I] forall T € Ty

4:  Perform a FFT 75, = FFT (73)

5:  Initiate a temporary tensor variable 6/]*\\,, evaluate e/};[O] = F, e/j:,[f] = —IY[¢] - ;]\’{,[5] for all £ € Fn-\{0},
and ey [¢] = O forall { € Fn\Fn-

6:  Perform an inverse FFT ¢, = FFT ! (e/*\N)

7. Calculate the convergence indicator via e}y and €}y and ey — €}y

8: end while

9: return ey and N~ %, . Cx[I]:ey[]]

where V)y is the trilinear Lagrange finite element space of H, ;& (Y'). The reduced integration technique is significantly
efficient in constructing stiffness matrices comparing to full integration, while the latter needs evaluations on all
the Gaussian quadrature points (8 for trilinear elements) in each element. However, due to that the stiffness matrix
derived by reduced integration may be singular, there exist so-called “hourglassing” or “zero-energy”” modes |[Koh and
Kikuchi| [[1987]], [Pugh et al.| [1978]]. For example when N is an even integer, it is easy to find nonzero vy such that
Vun (xr) = 0 for all I, and this vy is closely related with the frequency & = [N /2, —N /2, —N /2], which also
implies there does not exist a positive constant ¢ independent of IV satisfying

cllovlingy SN D) Vion(ar) : Cy[I]: Vion ().
IEIN

In|Schneider et al.|[2017]], Schneider et al. proposed a novel scheme by replacing reduced integration in Willot’s scheme
with full integration, i.., find uy € V& with (uy) = 0 such that for any vy € V¢,

@N)™ D > Voun(ah)  CRIIT: Viun(ah) = (Vion : Oy Viuy)
Ieln be{-1,1}¢

=—N¢ Z Véun(z1) : Cy[I] : E=—(V*uy : Cn): E,
IGIN

where 24 is the Gaussian quadrature point on the element Y; determined by symbols of b € {—1, 1}d. The FFT
technique is utilized in solving reference problem: find wy € VJ% with (wy) = 0 such that for any vy € Vﬁ,

(2N)~¢ Z 2 Voon (2h) : € Viup (24) = (Vooy : C*": Viwy )

TeIn pe{-1,1}¢

=@2N) Y D Veen(e)) s Fy,

Ieln be{—1,1}¢

where FY*[I] € §%. The motivation is converting Vv (4) into k2, [¢€] ® 0% [¢] via the Discrete Fourier Transform
(DFT), where ®" is the symmetric Kronecker product and vy [I] = vn(I/N). Combining the symmetric relations of

C'!, we can hence derive an explicit formula of wy (I/N) in the Fourier space as By'[¢] - (n[€] for € # 0, where

By =274, kb - Cf . kY and Cy = 2743, F&* - kY. The scheme is summarized in algorithm we called it “the
FEM scheme” for it is essentially a FEM with the FFT acting as a preconditioner|Saad| [2003]].

Currently, most researches on FFT-based homogenization are focused on developing fast algorithms to accelerate
convergences of iterating processes and designing schemes to stabilize performances on high/infinite contrast materials
Eyre and Milton| [1999], Michel et al.| [2001]], Zeman et al.|[2010], [Eloh et al.|[2019]], |Schneider|[2020], while few of
them consider the convergences of those methods with respect to the spatial resolution N, which could be viewed as
an analogy of h-estimate theories in FEMs |Ciarlet| [1991]], Brenner and Scott [2008]]. To our knowledge, the work by
Schneider Schneider| [2015] is only published one which seriously discusses such a question. In his article, a priori
error estimate of Moulinec-Suquet’s scheme is formulated with the trigonometric interpolation operator [Zygmund
[1968]. However, because of involving pointwise evaluations, the trigonometric interpolation operator is to some certain
“incompatible” with Lebesgue integrable functions.
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Algorithm 3 The FEM scheme

1: Set C*f and E, initiate a tensor variable u%; € I(Zy; R?) with u},[I] = 0 forall I € Iy
2: while not meet the convergence criterion do

3: Evaluate 75°[I] = (Cx[I] — €™ : (Voun(2}) + E) forall I € Zy and b € {~1,1}%, where Viuny (z}) is
obtained by the trilinear interpolation of u};

4:  Perform FFTs 75" = FFT (Tﬁ;*) forall be {—1,1}"

5:  Initiate a temporary tensor variable 17}:, with 17]*; [0] = 0 and evaluate 17}:,[5] = By'[€] - ¢n[€] for nonzero &,
where By = 2793, k8, - C™F . k% and (y = 2743, 75 - kY,
6:  Perform an inverse FFT v} = FFT™! 17]*:,

7:  Calculate the convergence indicator via u}, and vy and uyy < vy
8: end while
9: return uj and N~/ Cx[I]: (Viun(zr) + E)

Since the main objective in this article is studying convergences with respect to spatial resolutions, it is necessary
to clarify the relation between the provided information C}, and the ground truth C. As mentioned previously, the
ground truth is hidden from the scheme part, we hence cannot hold an optimistic anticipation on convergence rates like
immersed FEMs |Li et al.| [2003]], |Chen et al.| [2009] or unfitted FEMs Burman et al.|[2014], Huang et al.|[2017], Chen
et al.| [2021]]. The assumptions for C and C} is elucidated as follows.

Assumption A The RVE domain Y consists of (M + 1) Lipschitz subdomains that are labeled by Dg, D1, ..., Dy,
and C(z) only takes a constant tensor A; in each subdomain D;.

Assumption B The constant tensors {/;},, <, satisfy properties: (symmetricity) for any 0 <1 < M,

[A] = [A] = [A] =[] gonn » V1 <mym,p,q < d;

mnpq nmpq mngp
(coercivity) there exist positive constants A’ and A” such that for any F' € $? and 0 < | < M,

ANF:F<F:AN:F<A'F:F.

Assumption C For any I € Zy, if Y7 < D; then Cy[I] = A, else Cy[I] will be arbitrarily chosen from
{Al/ Y n Dy # @}.

In some cases, we will use the notation C(p1,pa,...,ps) to represent a positive constant C' which depends on
P1,P25---3Pn-

Here are the contributions and structure of this article:

1. In section |2} we rebuild the theories in[Schneider|[2015] on the convergence of Moulinec-Suquet’s scheme by
introducing a new operator which is will-defined for Lebesgue integrable functions.
2. In section[3] we prove the convergence of the effective coefficients obtained by Willot’s scheme.

3. In section[d] by assuming some suitable regularities and combining several priori estimates in FEM theories,
we present convergence rates of the solution and the effective coefficients derived by the FEM scheme.

2  Convergence of Moulinec-Suquent’s scheme

Let S be a complex trigonometric polynomial space
{f(w‘) = > c€lexp(2mi& - z) : c[¢] € ﬂ:} :
EeFN

and Py : L?(Y;C) — L2(Y; C) be the orthogonal projection onto Sy (Conway|[1990]. Take G (z) := N%1¢, ()
where the set C'y is the cube with O as its center and 1/N as its edge length. In the following analysis, for a function
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f € L*(Y; C), the convolution G * f should be understood as applying Gy to the periodic extension of f, which
induces that

Gy * f(z) = D Gl€]f[€] exp(2ri - @),
¢ezd
where
d N sin (”]%) d
_— if
aale) - { L —¢ = it 11 &m0, 5)
1, otherwise.

It is easy to see that (2/7)¢ < é}[g] < 1for & € Fy, and we can hence define an operator Qv that plays an essential
role in our analysis:

Definition 1. For any f € L?(Y;C),

Qvfe)= Y Gy e (~miih ) Flelexp(onic o),
§eFN

where 1 = [1,1,1] and

[l =Gn=f(zr) =1 f(z)dz.

Y7

We can show the following facts of Q:

Proposition 1. The following statements hold true for Qn
e Let f € L?(Y;C), then Qn f € Sy, and if f € Sy then QN f = f;

 Let [ € L2(Y3C), then | Qn fla(y) < (7/2) 12y and
1f = Onfllzay < {1+ @/} IF =P fll gy

e for a series of {fn} < L2(Y; C) with fx — foo, then QN fN — fo.

Proof. From the definition of Sy, it follows that Qn f € Sn. Moreover, if f(2) = X 7, [{] exp(2mi¢ - x), we have

Z GN &l exp(2mi€ - x1)
§eFN
: &;N Gl (mi it ) exp (2m )
T &1
= f*[€] exp (2#1) .
SG;N N

A~

Then Qn f = f holds by taking ]/”:[f] = E\N[f] [£] exp ( %) into the definition of Qy f.
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From the fact (2/7)% < Gn[€] < 1for ¢ € Fy, we have

—1 2~ 2
lonfliey = X, |Gn Tl |FIe|
§EFN
N 2d 2
<(3) 2 |7
§EFN
an2d 1 )
=(=) — 2 |7 [1]] (Parseval’s theorem)
B
- (Z)zd 1 2 f(x) de (by the definition of f*[I])
2 N¢ IeTy YT
N2 1 ) . )
< <5) Na Z |f(x)]” da (Jensen’s inequality)
IeZn Y Y1
7 2d
= (5) 10y

The estimate of || f — Qn f||2(y) is a direct corollary via
f=ONf=f—Pnf+Pnf-Qnf=(—Pnf)+Onv(Pnf—-1).
For checking the weak convergence of {Qx fn }, we only need to show that

(exp(=27i¢ - 2)Qn fn ) — {exp(=27i& - ) fr)
for any &’ € Z?. Take a large enough N such that ¢’ € Fy;,

!,

(exp(~2ni€’ - 2)Qn i) = T €] exp ( ) e,

and we are left to show ﬁ*v[g M- fo\o[f]. By a direct calculation,

Y e R RACE T ey

Ieln Ielyn

= {fn(z) exp(—2miz - £'))

+ Z {exp (—Qwi I]-V§’> — exp(—2rmix - 5/)} dx

IeTyn YI
7
=Jy + -

We have J) — (fo exp(—2mix - £')) due to the weak convergence of { i}, and it is easy to see that

é— /
175 < c@E il < calsw iz,

which implies J§, — 0 as N — co. We hence complete the proof of Qn fn — foo. O

Remark 1. The operator Qn defined here is a natural modification of the trigonometric interpolation in|Schneider
[2015]]. Generally, the coefficients C and strain field € are discontinuous, while the trigonometric interpolation requires
pointwise evaluations in the domain Y, which is problematic for Lebesgue integrable functions.

The next lemma reveals the relation between Moulinec-Suquent’s scheme (i.e., algorithm[T)) and the original variational
problem eq. (T).
Lemma 1. The following statements are equivalent:

1. There exists €7y such that

=] = {}; FULE) s e, vE# 0. ©

where T3 [I] = (Cx[I] — C) : en[I] forall I € Iy.
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2. There exists uy € S% with (un) = 0, such that for any vy € S%

N4 Z Vionydx: Cy[I] : Viuy dz
IeIy 7 YI ¥;
(N
=—N"* > { Voydz:Cy[I]: E.
IeIy Y1

3. There exists uy € S% with (uny = 0, such that for any v € H#(Y; c?)

Ry (V') : QN (Cn : Viuy)) = —(Rn (V') : QN (Cn : E)), ®)
where the operator Ry is defined as Rnf = Gy * Gn = f.

Remark 2. Because we have not imposed any regularity assumptions, any statement above may not be true. The
purpose of this lemma is showing eqs. (6) to (8) are equivalent transformations, and we can jump out the original
scheme description algorithm[I|and study a more “mathematical” formulation, i.e. eq. (8).

Proof. We first prove that statements 1 and 2 are equivalent. Take an expression of vy as vy(z) =
Yeery UN[€] exp(2mi€ - ), we have

s &1
y Viuy dz = 5(;1\] 27mi€ ®° vy [&] exp (27715‘]\[) ,

where 17]*:, is derived from the DFT of v}, [I] = fYI vy dx. By splitting C} = C™ + §C% and applying Parseval’s
theorem, we can convert eq. into

N~ Z Véoy dz : €™ . Viupy dz

IeIy ' Y1 Yi
= Z 472 (f@s 17]*\\,) S (f@s @)
EeFN
—— N Z Vi da : {(5C;\,: V“”uNdx—i-C]*V:E}
IeIn /Y1 Yi
S (T R
EeEFN

where 7x [I] = dCy; : ( JCYI Viuy dz + E) Note this exactly repeats the derivation of the Lipmann-Schwinger

equation eq. H we hence show that the statement 2 leads to 1. Meanwhile, according the definition of %, we can find

Jy\\, such that e}, [¢] = 271§ ®° J}*\V [£] for & # 0. Then, via reverse steps in proving (2 = 1), we complete the proof of
equivalence between statements 1 and 2.

We then prove that statements 2 and 3 are equivalent. Without loss of generality, we assume v € Sj'{, in eq. @b and
v(z) = Decry V€] exp(27i€ - ). Then recalling the definitions of Ry and Qx, we have

(V¥ (RNTV): On (Cn : Viuy))
= 2 —27i (G/\N)2 (¢® 5[5]) : (é;)_l exp (—wig]'\[l) Cﬁ*[{]

EeFN
= > V[ € U]
EeFN
=N"T N V] CR[I]: UM,
IeTn

where V*[I] = f,. Vivdz and U*[I] = f,. V’uy da. Similarly,

—(V*(Rn®): Qn (Cn i E)y = =N~* > V*[I]: Cx[I]: E.
Ieln
We hence arrive at (2 < 3). O
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The following theorem provides a priori estimate and a convergence proof of the basic scheme.

Theorem 1. Let C and Cy satisfy Assumptions A-C, u be the solution of eq. (1). Then there exists a unique solution
un of the variation problem eq. (8) with an estimate

AV (un =)l 2y
<C {A// le = Pnell ey + llo = Proll ey + (€= Cn) : 5||L2(Y)}

where e = VSu + E, 0 = C : € and C is a positive constant.

Proof. We need first prove a coercivity estimate. Taking any vy (x) € S% with 0y[¢] as its Fourier coefficients,
recalling the proof of lemmal|T] we have

(V' (RnoN) : Qn (Cn : Viun))

=N—¢ Z Véoy da : Cy[I] : Viuy dz
IeIy I YT Y1

>N"N Z Véoy dz : Viun dx
IeZy ' Y1 Y1

2 Y|P e

EEFN

where V*[I] = sz V*vy dz. Note that for any £ € Fy,

v

d
[€] = G 2ri€ @ x| > <72T> o] fel,

which leads

2 2d
¥ (Rviw) : Qu (€ s Py = 4 (2] [Ponlagy

Replace vy with ey = uny — Pnu in the above inequality and combine the variational equalities eqs. (T) and (),

) 2 2d . )
A~ ) IVenllLay)

< — <VS (RNeTv) . QN (CN . E)> - <Vs (RNeT\]) . QN (CN . VSPNU)>
=(V*(RyéN) : (C:Vu+C:E—QnN(Cn:FE+Cy:VPyu)))
=(V*(Ryén) : (6 —QOno— On (Cn : (Pnve—¢€)+ (Cy —C) :¢))).

It is easy to show that ||V* (Ryen)|z2¢vy = RN (V'€N)llr2(y) < [[VPen|lp2(y)- Finally, the priori estimate
follows from proposition [T|and Holder’s inequality. O

Denote by C %f’B the effective coefficients obtained by Moulinec-Suquent’s scheme, based on the equivalent results in
lemmal(T} we have

CYP E=N"" > Cy[I]:en[]]
IEIN

=N~ Cxl: (]i VSuNderE)

Ieln
—(Cx : (Viuy + E)).

The following theorem shows the convergence of the effective coefficients.

Theorem 2. Under Assumptions A-C, C;?f’B converges to C*'" as N — oo, where C*' is defined by eq. .
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3 Convergence of Willot’s scheme

Let Sy- < Sy be defined as

Sn- = {f(r) = > cl€]exp(2mig - x): c[¢] € c} :
EeEFN-
denote by V- a subset of Vy with

V. = {’UN eVn :on <]{f> = Z c[€] exp <27ri§]'vl> VI eIN},

56.7:]\7_
we first present a similar lemma of lemmaT]for Willot’s scheme.
Lemma 2. The following statements are equivalent:

1. There exists €} such that
~ 9] il vee Fv\{o},
exlél =1 B, £=o0, 9
0, V¢ € FN\Fn-
where TA[I] = (Cx[I] — C™) : ex[I] forall I € Ty.
2. There exists uy € Vi with {un) = 0, such that for any vy € Vi

N~ 3 Veuy(ar) : Cy[T] : Viun (1)

Ieln (10)
== N> Voun(z): Cy[I]: E.
Ieln
3. There exists uy € S]“\l,, with (un ) = 0, such that for any vy € Sj‘(,f
N~ > Dyoydr:Cy[I]: + Dyunda
IeIn ' Y1 Yi (11

= - N4> { Dyondz:Cy[I]: E,
IeTy /YT
where the operator DY, is defined as
Dif= ), kn[E]® [l¢]exp(2nié - )
fE]'—N_
for f e L3(Y;C).

4. There exists uy € S%_ with {uny = 0, such that for any v € H#(Y; cd)
<RN ('Di\ﬂj) : On (CN : D?\[UN)> = 7<RN( 7\[’7}) : On (CN : E)> (12)

The proof of this lemma is exactly same as lemma|[l] The variational form eq. (I0) could be treated as a reduced
integration FEM. Note that eqs. (TT)) and (I2) are parallel versions to eqs. (7) and (8), while original V* is replaced with
Djy- The difficulty in analyzing Willot’s scheme is losing coercivity, and we will explain it as follows. It is easy to see

that DY, f= m, and the left-hand side of eq. gives

N=* 3 4 Dyondz:Cy[I]: + Dyvyda

IeZn VY1 Yr
2
>AN Doy da
IeTy WY1
2
=AY, v @ i L€
fE]‘—N_
A 9|2
EeFnN-

10
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where v [I] = f,, v da. Then recall the definition of kx eq. ,
d 2 d
1 Em &n
k| = — { exp (2#1) +1 } { 2N tan ( > }
64 771;[1 N nzl N
d d ¢
{HCOS ( >}{ 2Ntan< n) }
m=1 =1

2
According to the basic inequality |tan(z)| > |z| for z € (—n/2,7/2), we obtain {Zi_l ’2N tan (ﬂ'%)’ } >

472 |£[%, and the coercivity

cllVonlFay < NT4 Y g Dyyin da : C4[I] : g Diyuy da
Ieln I 1

would emerge if an=1 cosz( %”) can be uniformly bounded below. However, this is not true, because
. d

minger, [ [, _; cos? (77%) = O(N~24).

A remedy is considering a modified gradient operator Dy as

Dnf(x):= Y. kn[¢]f[£]exp(2mié - x) (13)

§EFN-

oo () () ()]

and ZND;, is the symmetrization of Dy as V* of V for vector-valued functions. We also rewrite eq. as follows: find
wy € S%_ such that for any v € Hy(Y; c?),

for f € L*(Y; C), where

<RN (:/53@) o (cN : 75§VwN)> . <RN (ﬁm) . Oy (Cy : E)>. (14)

The motivation behind is an observation that wy and uy of eq. (IZ) are connected with

d
1 m _ iy
3 "]31 <exp <ng> + 1) an[€] = wnl€]
forall € € Fn_.
To unveil the limiting behavior of wy, we first prove several properties corresponding to Dy:
Proposition 2. Forany f € C(Y';C), it holds that Dnf — Vfin L*(Y;C%). Ifa series {fx} H,(Y;C) satisfies
N = foo in HL(Y;C) and {f)NfN} < L2(Y;€%), then Dy f — Vfon in L2(Y;CY).

Proof. For the first argument, after taking the Fourier expansion of f, we have

’ D ‘im[é] ~onie| ’fr[f] + Y Anfg? ‘ff[g]
£eFN- £eZ\Fn-
=Jy + Jy.

A2
NG

2
, N =2max|&,|+1

m

According to smoothness of f € CZ(Y;C), we have Ji; — 0as N — o0. We rewrite J}y as Y .72 an[¢] ’f

where
e ) (6nr) —m

0, else,

11



Numerical analysis of FFT-based homogenization schemes A PREPRINT

By the fact that tan(z)/x is monotone in = € (0, 7/2), we have

N m 2|m| +1 7 [§m]
2 tan (02| < t
‘n an(€ N) M olen + 1

for N > 2max,, || + 1, which implies that there exists a positive constant C' such that |ay[€]] < C(|¢]* + 1).

)<0<2|sm|+1>2

2
Recalling smoothness of f, we arrive at 374 (1 + i) ‘f’ [€] < oo. Ttis easy to see that ay[£] — O for any &, then

Jiy — 0 follows from the dominated convergence theorem.

For the second argument, it suffices to prove that
(exp(~2mig - )0 Dy fx ) = {exp(~2mi€ - 2)0 - V foo) = 27i0 - € o [€]
for any &’ € Z% and v € C%. According to the definition of Dy, we get
<GXP(—27T15' Fx)U - ﬁNfN> =0 kn[€]n€]

for large enough N. Combining ky[¢'] — 27i€ and fy — f,, which leads fN €] — fo\o[f’], we hence finish the
proof. O

The following lemma says that wy weakly converges to u as N — o0.
Lemma 3. Under Assumptions A-C, let u be the solution of eq. (I). Then there exists a unique wy satisfying eq. (14)

such that wy — win Hy(Y;C) as N — oo,

Proof. This proof consists of several steps.

Stepl As previously stated, we have
~ ~ A 2~ 2
(v (Brim) o (e mian)) = 3 i [
EeEFN-
2 2d A/ ~ 2 e
2(5)5 3 i
T EE]'-N_
&
Meanwhile, for the right-hand side,

KRN (@ﬁvﬁr) 1 QN (Cn: E)>‘ < HRN (@%UNN’LQ(Y) 19~ (CN = E)ll 2y

gCA”

DNUN‘

2
L2(Y)

@NUNH \/E - FE.
L2(Y)

We hence obtain that H@NwNH . < CA"/ANVE : E. Recalling that ‘IEN‘ >2r|¢
L2(Y

, we show that [[wy || 1y is

uniformly bounded. Up to a subsequence, we derive that wy — wq, in H. 715& (Y'; €%) (such a subsequence is still denoted
by {wn}).

Step2 The goal is proving Qn (C N f)ﬁvw N) — C : V*wy. According to the results presented in proposition ,
we are left to prove that Cy : Dywy — C : Viwy, in L2(Y;$%). Arbitrarily choosing V € L?(Y; $%), we have

<V :Cn: @jva> = <(V :Cn): (@ﬁva)>
Note that V' : Cy converges to V' : C strongly by Assumption C and ﬁ?vw N — Viwy, by proposition it comes that
<V :Cn: ﬁjva> —>(V:C: Vwy),

and we hence show that Qn (CN : ﬁ?VwN) — C : Viwgy.

12



Numerical analysis of FFT-based homogenization schemes A PREPRINT

Step3 The final step is to identify wy, as u. For any v € C;f (Y;€%), we have that ﬁﬁvv converges to V*v strongly in

L?(Y;8%) according to proposition It is not difficult to show that R (ﬁ?vv) — V3 because R is essentially a

mollifier. Applying the “strong-weak™ argument in both sides of eq. (I4), we arrive at

(VU :C: Vuwgy=—(V0:C:E)

for any smooth v, which implies wq, = u. Moreover, the weak limiting point of any subsequence of {wy } is unique,
we complete the proof of wy — wu.

Let C ]e\gf’W be the effective coefficients obtained by Willot’s scheme. It is easy to show that

CY™ B =N~ Cy[I]: en[I]
IGIN
=N"4 Y eyl ( Divun d:r+E>
IeIn Yi
=(Cy : (Diyun + E))

(e (Bron + ).

where €}, is from eq. (), u is from eqs. and (12), and wy is from eq. (14). A direct result from lemma3]is the
convergence of the effective coefficients.

Theorem 3. Under Assumptions A-C, C }"\f,f’w converges to C*T as N — oo, where C° is defined by eq. .

4 Convergence rates of the FEM scheme

We emphasize that algorithmis actually equivalent to solving a variational problem: find uy € VJ{I, with (un) =0

such that for any vy € Vﬁ,,
<VSUN : CN : VSUN> = —<VS’UN : CN> . F. (15)

Because Cy is only piecewisely constant and globally discontinuous, we cannot assume a better regularity than W
of u. The local regularization operator proposed in|Bernardi and Girault|[1998]] is an appropriate framework for our
problem.

Lemma 4 (cf. Bernardi and Girault| [[1998|)). There exists an operator Ly : H# (Y) — Vn such that for any
v € H#(Y) v = Lnvl[giyy = 0as N — oo, Moreover, there exists a positive constant Cin, such that if
ve WhP(Ap) with1 < p < o,

|lv— ENU||W1,p(YI) < Cine HU“WLP(AI) ’

and ifve H*(Ap),
HU — [’NUHHI(YI) < CimN_l HU“HZ(AI) ’

L1 -1 1 +1 Ih—1 Ib+1 Is—1 I3+1
AI: ’ X y X ) .
N N N N N N

Utilizing Céa’s lemma, we could obtain a similar priori estimate as theorem T]

where Y < Ay and

Lemma 5. Let C and C satisfy Assumptions A-C, u be the solution of eq. (1). Then there exists a unique solution uy
of the variation problem eq. (I3)) with an estimate

ANV (un = )l 2y < C{A" IV (0= L)l gy + 1€ = Cx) : ell gy |
where € = V*u + E and C'is a positive constant.

The proof of the above lemma is straight, and we omit it here. Interestingly, the assumption A’ > 0 could be relaxed
as A" = 0 in the FEM scheme. Because eq. minimizes the energy (V*vy : Cy : Viuy ), and the subdomain
{Cn(z) = 0} corresponding to the porous part of the RVE does nor affect the global coercivity. This good property
does not hold for Moulinec-Suquent’s scheme, which could be explained from the proof of theorem ([T} the coercivity

13



Numerical analysis of FFT-based homogenization schemes A PREPRINT

of (V* (Rnon) : Qn (Cn : Viuy)) is proven by converting it into the Fourier space, and such an operation is not
applicable under A’ = 0. This observation to some extent reveals why the FEM scheme is more robust in porous
settings Schneider et al.|[2017].

Convergence rate estimates rely on the regularity of u. The celebrating work by Li and Nirenberg |Li and Nirenberg
[2003]] says that under some regularity assumptions of subdomains, the solution u will be globally gradient bounded.

Proposition 3 (cf. |Li and Nirenberg| [[2003]]). Let the subdomains Dy, D1, ..., Dy satisfy several regularity assump-
tions and u be the solution of eq. . Then there exists a positive constant Creg such that

IVull oo (yy < CregVE : E, and |[ull g2 p,) < CregVE : E (16)
for any subdomain D;.

Then the convergence rate estimate of ||V* (uny — u)|| is stated as follows.

Theorem 4. Suppose that the assumption in proposition[3|holds. Let C and Cy satisfy Assumptions A-C, uy be the
solution of eq. (15)). Then

19" (uxe = )l payy < ONTVEE,
where the positive constant C' is independent of N.
Proof. Since propositiontells that u is piecewisely regular enough, we first part Z into two sets Z); and Zy; defined

as

I ={1:30<1< M, st. Ay c Dy} and I, = In\Ty-
The cardinality of Z% can be controlled as card (Z%) < Co N1, because Y7 for I € T} belongs to O(N ~!)-width
layers of interfaces of subdomains. Then, recalling Assumption C, we have C = Cy in Y; with I € Z}; and

€ =Cx) el = X [ li€ =€) ar

1€y,
<C(d, ") |V*u + B[]y {N " card (Z§) }
<C(d, A", Co,Creg) (E: EYN 1,
where the last line follows from proposition Similarly, for | V* (u — Lyu)|| L2(y)

IV* (u = Lyw)l[72(y,)

<Cd) | >+ D] IV (u— Lyuw)? dz

IeTy,  IeTf ) YT

— 2 2
<C(d, Cint) Z N 2Hu||H2(A1) + Z lullzacap
IeT), Iezy;

_ 2 _ 2
<C(d,Ciy) {N 2 Z ||UHH2(D,) + N~%card (IXI) HVU’HLOO(Y)}
o<I<M

<C(d, Cint, Creg) (E : E) {N7? + CoN'}.
Combining lemmal5] we complete the estimate. O
For the FEM scheme, we can obtain numerical effective coefficients by the formula

C%f’F cB:=N"¢ Z CxlI]: (Viun(zr) + E).
IEIN

Another important estimate in this section shows that C ?\f,“: : F can approximate C° with a higher rate.
Theorem 5. Under the same assumptions in theorem[d| Then

‘E: (ceff—c%f"j :E‘ <CN"Y(E:E),

where C% is defined by eq. (2)) and C'is a positive constant independent of N.

14
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Proof. The proof is based on an observation that
E:CT".E={(Vu+E):C:(Vu+E)),

which is a direct result of (Vu : C : (V3u + E)) = 0. Similarly, for Cf\f,f’F, recalling that u is piecewisely trilinear in
each element, we have

E:CIFE=E: {Nd > CrIIT: (Voun (zr) + E)}
Ieln
={((Vluy + E) : Cy : (Viuny + E)).
Then,
E: (C}?\l;f’F — Ceff) - B
=((Vuny +E):Cy : Vuny + E))—{((Vu+ E):C: (Vu+ E))
=V (uy —u):Cn:V(uy —u))y+ 2V (uy —u) : C: (Vu+ E))
+2V:(uy —u): (Cn —C): (Vu+ E)y+<{e:(Cn—C):¢e)
=J1 + Jo + J3 + Jy,
where ¢ = V*u + E as previously. For J;, we have | J;| < CN~(E : E) according to theorem 4} Meanwhile, Jo = 0
follows from the variational form eq. . For J4, applying the proof steps of theorem we have [J4| <CN"Y(E: E)
by the boundedness of € and Assumption C. Then it is left to estimate .J3, by Young’s inequality,
|[J3| <{VP(uny —u) : V¥ (uy —u))y+<e: (Cyn—C): (Cy —C) : &)
<SCN Y (E:E).
We hence finish the proof. O
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