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Abstract. This paper deals with the approximation and homogenization of thermoelastic
wave model. First, we study the homogenization problem of a weakly coupled thermoelas-
tic wave model with rapidly varying coefficients, using a semigroup approach, two-scale
convergence method and some variational techniques. We show that the limit semigroup
can be obtained by using a weak version of the Trotter Kato convergence Theorem. Sec-
ondly, we consider the approximation of two thermoelastic wave model, one with expo-
nential decay and the other one with polynomial decay. the numerical experiments indicate
that the two discrete systems show different behavior of the spectra. Moreover, their dis-
crete energies inherit the same behavior of the continuous ones. Finally we show numeri-
cally how the smoothness of data can impact the rate of decay of the energy associated the
weakly coupled thermoelastic wave model.
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1. Introduction

A lot of attention has been given to the equations of thermoelasticity over the past half
century with motivations from classical natural sciences and applications to materials engi-
neering (e.g., metals, polymers, ceramics, liquid crystals, composites, etc.) Much progress
has been made in understanding the transfer of energy in flexible structures, and we refer
to [6, 7, 12] for more details about these topics. For example, on p. 1163 of [12], the
authors mention: ”The thermally induced vibrations that hampered the recently launched
Hubble space telescope have highlighted the coupling between mechanical vibration and
heat transfer and the need to model and control thermoelastic phenomena in flexible struc-
tures.”

The equations of thermoelasticity model the change in the size and shape of a material
(pure or composite) as the temperature of that material fluctuates, this is called thermal
expansion. Materials that are more elastic will expand or contract more than those that
are less elastic. Engineers use their understanding of thermoelasticity to design composite
materials that can withstand fluctuations in temperature without breaking.

Composite materials are widely used in engineering construction because of their prop-
erties that, in general, are better than those of their individual constituents. Moreover, they
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2 S. NAFIRI

are known to display properties often not exhibited by their constitutive parts, , see [23].
Often we would like to predict the properties of composites without having to build them;
mathematically this is a question of solving PDEs with rapidly oscillating coefficients,
therefore Homogenization is a natural tool.

The main goal of this chapter is to investigate homogenization properties of linear ther-
moelasticity. It is to highlight that as far as homogenization of linear thermoelasticity is
concerned, Francfort [11] was probably the first to investigate the homogenization problem
of the following system

c( x
ε
)

∂ 2uε

∂ t2 = div(a( x
ε
)∇uε)− γ( x

ε
) ∂θε

∂x x ∈ Ω, t ⩾ 0

d( x
ε
)

∂θε

∂ t
= div(b( x

ε
)∇θε)+ γ( x

ε
)

∂ 2uε

∂ t∂x
x ∈ Ω, t ⩾ 0

uε = 0 = θε x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0

uε(x,0) = ũ0(x),
∂uε

∂ t
(x,0) = ũ1(x), θε(x,0) = θ̃0(x) x ∈ Ω.

(1.1)

For fixed ε > 0, the long-time behaviour of the solutions of (1.1) have been intensively
studied in many works under various assumptions on the coupling operator and initial
conditions (see for example [16, 18, 21, 22, 24]). Following Bensoussan, Lions and Pa-
panicolaou [4] and Sanchez-Palencia [30] and by using semigroup approach, the author
showed that, as the period of the coefficients goes to zero, the solution of these equations
converges to the solution of a related constant coefficient problem, the homogenized prob-
lem. In other words: given a family of differential operators Aε , assume that the boundary
value problem {

z′ε(t) = Aε zε(t) t > 0,
zε(0) = z, (1.2)

is well-posed in a Sobolev space H for all ε > 0, and the solutions zε form a bounded
subset in H, therefore there is at least one weak limit z0 in H for the family zε , when the
period ε → 0, where z0 satisfies the homogenized evolution equation{

z′0(t) = A0z0(t) t > 0,
z0(0) = z. (1.3)

Many problems in mathematical physics are led to the study of homogenization of dif-
ferential operators. There are many works in this direction, we refer to the book of Cio-
ranescu and Donato [8], Zhikov, Kozlov and Oleinik [14] and the book of C. Evans [10]
for a list of literature.

One of the important methods in dealing with periodic homogenization problems is the
well-known two scale convergence method, which is a specific type of weak convergence
developed especially for the theory of homogenization (see, e.g. [1, 2, 25–27, 34]) in early
90-s in order to overcome the problems connected with weak convergence. This leads to
several interesting phenomena in the homogenization process.

In this paper, we are concerned with a weakly thermoelastic wave model with periodic
coefficients. We mean by weakly thermoelastic system, system (1.1) where the coupling
terms (γθx and γutx) are replaced by (γθ and γut ). With these coupling terms, the thermoe-
lastic system considered is different to the one intensively treated in literature, in the sense
that its solutions do not decay exponentially to the equilibrium, but pollynomially. A fact
that has been shown by Khodja & al. in [16] and has been studied by Liu and Rao in [18].
Our purpose in this work is to investigate the problem of homogenization of solutions as-
sociated to the weakly coupled thermoelastic wave system by using two scale convergence
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method [34] and the Trotter Kato convergence theorem [28, 35]. Afterwards, we illustrate
numerically the mathematical results.

We end the introduction with some words on the structure of this article. In Section
2, we start by some notations and classical spaces that we will use throughout this work.
In Section 3, we recall some properties and results that will be useful for the study of the
homogenisation problem. In Section 4, we prove a well posedness result. In Section 5,
we prove some a priori estimates and define some functional spaces for two-scale limits.
In Section 6 and 7 we prove the main theorem of our paper. In Section 8, we show that
the solutions of our system decays polynomially and not exponentially to zero. Finally, in
Section 9, we explain by numerical experiments the difference between exponential and
polynomial stability for linear thermoelastic wave systems, and this, in terms of spectral
properties and energy behavior and we show that these results are in perfect agreement
with the theory already established in the works [20, 22].

2. Notations

Throughout this study, let Ω be a bounded domain in RN with smooth boundary ∂Ω and
Y = (0,1)N be the periodicity cell with Lebesgue measure dy. The symbol # is used for
denotation Y -periodic functions. A function v is said to be Y -periodic, if v(y+ k) = v(y),
y ∈ Y , k ∈ ZN . If the function v has more variables we say that is Y -periodic in y.

We use standard notations. Given a closed linear operator A we denote by σ(A), ρ(A),
D(A), rg(A) and R(λ ,A) = (λ −A)−1 the spectrum of A, the resolvent set of A, the domain
of A, the range of A and the resolvent of A respectively.

• QT = Ω× (0,T ), T > 0.
• ∂QT = ∂Ω× (0,T ), T > 0.
• C− = {λ ∈ C : Reλ < 0}
• C∞

0 (Ω): the linear spaces of all (test) functions which are infinitely differentiable,
and respectively compactly supported in domain Ω.

• L2(Ω): the space of measurable functions f : Ω → C for which {
∫

Ω
f 2dx}2 < ∞

and with inner product ⟨ f ,g⟩=
∫

Ω
f ḡdx and associated norm ∥ f∥2 := ⟨ f , f ⟩ 1

2 .
• H1(Ω): the space consisting of all integrable functions f : Ω→R whose first-order

weak derivatives exist and are square integrable, H1(Ω) = { f / f ∈ L2(Ω),∇ f ∈
(L2(Ω))N}.

• H1
0 (Ω): the space consisting of functions in H1(Ω) which vanich on the boundary

of Ω,
H1

0 (Ω) = { f ∈ H1(Ω); f|∂Ω = 0}.
• H−1(Ω): the dual space of H1

0 (Ω).
• We denote spaces of functions periodic with respect to the unit cell Y as

F#(Y ) = {u : u ∈ Floc(RN), u is Y −periodic},

where F may be, for example, C, C∞, Lp, H1 or H−1.
By C, C1 etc. we denote generic constants which may change from line to line.

3. Preliminaries

For the convenience of the reader, we recall the definition of two-scale convergence,
which was first introduced by Nguetseng [26,27] and then expanded by Allaire [1,2]. The
terms weak and strong two-scale convergence were introduced by V. V. Zhikov.
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Definition 3.1. A sequence of functions {uε} that is bounded in L2(Ω) is said to be weakly

two-scale convergent to u0(x,y) ∈ L2(Ω×Y ) (we write uε(x)
2
⇀ u0(x,y)) if

lim
ε→0

∫
Ω

uε(x)φ(x)b(
x
ε
)dx =

∫
Ω

∫
Y

u0(x,y)φ(x)b(y)dydx,

for any φ ∈C∞
0 (Ω), b ∈C∞

# (Y ).

In addition to the two-scale convergence, we introduce the notion of what is sometimes
called strong two-scale convergence. Thisconcept is needed to pass to the limit for some
products of two-scale convergent sequences.

Definition 3.2. A sequence of functions {uε} that is bounded in L2(Ω,dx) is strongly two-

scale convergent to u0(x,y) ∈ L2(Ω×Y ) (we write uε(x)
2→ u0(x,y)) if

lim
ε→0

∫
Ω

vε(x)uε(x)dx =
∫

Ω

∫
Y

v(x,y)u0(x,y)dydx, for vε(x)
2
⇀ v(x,y).

The following theorem is a modification of Trotter-Kato theorem for variable Banach
spaces cf. [29, Thm. 4.4,p.87] or [9, Thm. 4.9,p.212], to our setting.

Theorem 3.1 (Weak two-scale Trotter Kato theorem). Let Tε(·), ε > 0, be a contraction
C0-semigroup on the Hilbert space H, with generator Aε , ε > 0. Suppose that for any
λ > 0, we have

(i) weak two-scale resolvent convergence: R(λ ,Aε) f 2
⇀ R(λ ) f for some f ∈ H and

(ii) the range of R(λ ) is dense in H.
Then there exists a unique operator A0 generating a contraction C0-semigroup T0(·) on
the Hilbert space H, such that R(λ ) := R(λ ,A0). Moreover,

Tε(t) f 2
⇀ T0(t) f

for all t > 0 and f ∈ H.

4. Well-posedness

In the following we consider the weakly coupled thermoelastic wave model in a bounded
domain Ω with rapidly oscillating coefficients:

c( x
ε
)

∂ 2uε

∂ t2 = div(a( x
ε
)∇uε)− γ( x

ε
)θε in QT

d( x
ε
)

∂θε

∂ t
= div(b( x

ε
)∇θε)+ γ( x

ε
)

∂uε

∂ t
in QT

uε = 0 = θε on ∂QT

uε(x,0) = ũ0(x),
∂uε

∂ t
(x,0) = ũ1(x), θε(x,0) = θ̃0(x) in Ω.

(4.1)

Here uε represents the displacement (longitudinal or transverse, depending upon the appli-
cation) field and θε the temperature increment field. The first equation is the scalar version
of the equations of motion and the second is the heat conduction equation. The thermome-
chanical coupling γ(·) results from consideration of the interaction between deformation
and temperature: a temperature change induces strain and conversely. The matrices a(y)
and b(y), y ∈ Y are respectively the diffusivity and propagation speed in the medium. For
some α ⩾ 1, we assume that the matrix a satisfyes

α|ξ |2 ≤ ξ
T a(y)ξ ≤ α

−1|ξ |2, ∀ξ ∈ RN . (4.2)
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Define the class of matrix functions:

E(Ω) = E(α,α−1,Ω) = {a = [ai j(x)] : a is symmetric and satisfies (4.2)}.
The first inequality is nothing but the uniform ellipticity. Moreover, the functions c, d and
γ are bounded positive Y -periodic functions

• 0 < α ≤ c(y)≤ α−1 < ∞ ∀y ∈ Y.
• 0 < α ≤ d(y)≤ α−1 < ∞ ∀y ∈ Y.
• 0 < γ(y)< 1 ∀y ∈ Y.

We define the energy space H = H1
0 (Ω)×L2(Ω)×L2(Ω) with the inner product〈

(u,v,θ),(ũ, ṽ, θ̃)
〉

ε
= ⟨Aε u, ũ⟩2 + ⟨cε v, ṽ⟩2 + ⟨dε θ , θ̃⟩2

and the induced norm

∥(u,v,θ)∥2
ε =

∫
Ω

|
(
aε(x)

) 1
2 ∇u(x)|2 + cε(x)|v(x)|2 +dε(x)|θ(x)|2dx.

Remark 4.1. Notice that in the energy norm
(
aε(y)

) 1
2 is well-defined as a square root of

a symmetric nonnegative square matrix a(y).

The energy associated to the evolution equation (4.1) is given by

Eε(t) =
1
2
∥U∥2

ε .

Remark 4.2. In view of the properties of the coefficients, ∥ ·∥ε is a norm on H, equivalent
to the natural Sobolev norm on H, noted ∥ · ∥, that is, if U is in H,

α∥U∥2 ≤ ∥U∥2
ε ≤ α

−1∥U∥2.

By introducing new variable (velocity) vε =
∂uε

∂ t , the evolution equation can be reduced
to the following Cauchy problem{ dUε

dt = AεUε ,
Uε(0) = Ũ0 = (ũ0, ũ1, θ̃0)

T ,
(4.3)

with
Uε =

( uε
vε

θε

)
(4.4)

and

Aε =

 0 I 0
− 1

cε
Aε 0 − γε

cε
I

0 γε

dε
I − 1

dε
Bε

 . (4.5)

Here we have used the notation Aε and Bε defined by

Aε w =−div(a(
·
ε
)∇w), Bε w =−div(b(

·
ε
)∇w).

The domain of the operator Aε is defined by

D(Aε) = D(Aε)×D(A
1
2
ε )×D(Bε)

with
AεU =

(
v,− 1

cε

Aε u− γε

cε

θ ,
γε

dε

v− 1
dε

Bε θ

)T
.

Theorem 4.1. The family of operators Aε generates a family of contraction semigroups
Tε(·) on the Hilbert space H endowed with the norm ∥ · ∥ε .
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Proof. We first prove that Aε is a dissipative operator. Indeed, for any U ∈ D(Aε), we
have

⟨AεU,U⟩
ε
= ⟨Aε v,u⟩2 −⟨Aε u+ γε θ ,v⟩2 + ⟨γε v−Bε θ ,θ⟩2

= ⟨Aε v,u⟩2 −⟨Aε u,v⟩2 −⟨γε θ ,v⟩2 + ⟨γε v,θ⟩2 −⟨Bε θ ,θ⟩2

Re⟨AεU,U⟩
ε
=−⟨Bε θ ,θ⟩2

⩽−α∥∇θ∥2
2.

This implies that Aε is a dissipative operator (due to the assumptions on the coefficients).
Let’s show now that 0 ∈ ρ(Aε). That is, for all ( f ,g,h)T ∈ H, there exist U = (u,v,θ)T ∈
D(Aε) such that

AεU = F,

i.e.,

v = f
1
cε

Aε u− γε θ = g

γε v+
1
dε

Bε θ = h.

Taking v = f in the last equation, we obtain 1
dε

Bε θ = h− γε f . Since h− γε f ∈ L2(Ω)

and 0 ∈ ρ(Bε) there exists only one function θ ∈ D(Bε) that satisfies 1
dε

Bε θ = h− γε f .
Similarly

1
cε

Aε u = g+ γε θ .

Since g+ γε θ ∈ L2(Ω) and 0 ∈ ρ(Aε), then there exists only one function u ∈ D(Aε) that
satisfies 1

cε
Aε u = g+ γε θ . Therefore U = (u,v,θ) ∈ D(Aε), for all ε > 0. Moreover,

∥Tε(t)U∥ε ⩽ ∥U∥ε for any U in H.

The conclusion immediately follows by the Lumer-Phillips theorem, see [29, Theorem
4.6., p.16]. ■

5. A priori estimates and functional spaces for two-scale limits

In this subsection In this subsection, we follow the procedure of I.V. Kamtoski and V.P.
Smyshlyaev [15] to determine the two-scale homogenized limit. For a fixed λ > 0, we
derive in a standard way a priori estimates for the solution Uε of the Cauchy problem (4.3).

5.1. A priori estimates.

Lemma 5.1. For ε > 0, the following a priori estimates hold:

∥c
1
2
ε uε∥2 ≤C∥F∥2 (5.1)

∥a
1
2
ε ∇uε∥2 ≤C∥F∥2 (5.2)

∥d
1
2
ε θε∥2 ≤C∥F∥2 (5.3)

∥b
1
2
ε ∇θε∥2 ≤C∥F∥2 (5.4)

with a constant C independent of ε .
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Proof. According to Theorem 4.1 and [33, Chap 9, p.241] the right half complex plane
belongs to the resolvent set of Aε , for every ε . Let us consider F = ( f ,g,h)T to be an ele-
ment of H. We take λ > 0 to be real strictly positive. The following string of equivalences
holds: R(λ ,Aε)F =Uε , (Uε = (uε ,vε ,θε)

T ∈ D(Aε)) is equivalent to

λuε − vε = f

− 1
cε

Aε uε +λvε +
γε

cε

θε = g

− γε

dε

vε +λθε −
1
dε

Bε θε = h

i.e.,

vε = λuε − f

(λ 2cε −Aε)uε + γε θε = cε g+λcε f

−λγε uε +(λdε −Bε)θε = dε h− γε f .

Multiplying the last two equations respectively by λuε and θε results in

λ
3⟨cε uε ,uε⟩−λ ⟨Aε uε ,uε⟩+λ ⟨γε θε ,uε⟩= ⟨cε g+λcε f ,λuε⟩

⟨−λγε uε,θε⟩+λ ⟨dε θε ,θε⟩−⟨Bε θε ,θε⟩= ⟨dε h− γε f ,θε⟩
then summing

λ
3∥c

1
2
ε uε∥2

2 +λ∥a
1
2
ε ∇uε∥2

2 +λ∥d
1
2
ε θε∥2

2 +∥b
1
2
ε ∇θε∥2

2 = ⟨cε g+λcε f ,λuε⟩2 + ⟨dε h− γε f ,θε⟩2.

In view of the properties of the coefficients and using Young’s inequality and Poincaré
inequality

λ
3∥c

1
2
ε uε∥2

2 +λ∥a
1
2
ε ∇uε∥2

2 +λ∥d
1
2
ε θε∥2

2 +∥b
1
2
ε ∇θε∥2

2 ≤C∥F∥2
2.

■

5.2. Functional spaces for two-scale limits. We next also introduce the following ’dual’
spaces Wa and Wb of admissible ’microscopic fluxes’, of tensor fields on Y :

Wa : =

{
ψ ∈

(
L2

#(Y )
)N∣∣∣divy

((
(a(y)

) 1
2
ψ(y)

)
= 0 in H−1

# (Y )

}
(**)

Wb : =

{
ψ ∈

(
L2

#(Y )
)N∣∣∣divy

((
(b(y)

) 1
2
ψ(y)

)
= 0 in H−1

# (Y )

}
(***)

It immediately follows from the definitions above that Wa and Wb are closed linear

subspaces of the Hilbert space
(

L2
#(Y )

)N
, and hence can themselves be regarded as Hilbert

spaces with respective inherited L2 inner product. When there is no confusion we denote
Wa and Wb by W .

We will additionally introduce, in a standard way, Hilbert spaces L2(Ω;H1
# (Y )), L2(Ω;Wa)

and L2(Ω;Wb) of functions of two independent variables x ∈ Ω and y ∈ Y , which can
thereby be regarded as functions of x with values in the appropriate (Hilbert) space.

The a priori estimates in Lemma 5.1, via adapting accordingly the properties of the
two-scale convergence, imply the following
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Lemma 5.2. There exist u0(x,y),θ0(x,y) ∈ L2(Ω) and ξ0(x,y) ∈ L2(Ω;Wa) and χ0(x,y) ∈
L2(Ω;Wb) such that, up to extracting a subsequence in ε which we do not relabel,

uε

2
⇀ u0(x,y) (5.5)

ε∇uε

2
⇀ ∇yu0(x,y) (5.6)(

(a(x/ε)
) 1

2
∇uε

2
⇀ ξ0(x,y) (5.7)

θε

2
⇀ θ0(x,y) (5.8)

ε∇θε

2
⇀ ∇yθ0(x,y) (5.9)(

(b(x/ε)
) 1

2
∇θε

2
⇀ χ0(x,y) (5.10)

Proof.
(1) According to the theorem on (weak) two-scale compactness of a bounded se-

quence in L2(Ω), the á priori estimate (5.2) implies, up to extracting a subse-

quence in ε (not relabelled), the existence of a weak two-scale limit ξ0 ∈

(
L2
(

Ω×

Y
))N

= L2

(
Ω;
(

L2
#(Y )

)N
)

, which yields (5.7).

We show that in fact ξ0(x,y) ∈ L2(Ω;Wa). By definition of (weak) two scale
convergence, for ϕ ∈C∞

0 (Ω) and b ∈C∞
# (Y )

lim
ε→0

∫
Ω

a(x/ε)∇uε .ε∇

(
ϕ(x)b(x/ε)

)
dx

=
∫

Ω

ϕ(x)
∫

Y

(
a(y)

) 1
2
ξ0(x,y).∇yb(y)dydx = 0,

where we have used the assumption on the coefficients aε . The density of ϕ(x) in
L2(Ω) implies that for all b ∈C∞

# (Y ) the inner integral is zero for a.e. x ∈ Ω. Since
b(y) are in turn dense in H1

# (Y ), this implies that, for a.e. x, ξ0(x, ·) obeys (**) and
hence ξ0(x, ·) ∈Wa implying ξ0 ∈ L2(Ω;Wa)

(2) Further, according to e.g. [1, Prop. 1.14 (ii)], (5.1) together with (5.2) imply
(5.5)–(5.6) for some u0(x,y) ∈ L2(Ω;H1

# (Y )).
Show finally that in fact u0(x,y)∈ L2(Ω). For any ϕ ∈C∞

0 (Ω) and b ∈C∞
# (Y )

N ,

lim
ε→0

∫
Ω

(
a(x/ε)

) 1
2
ε∇uε(x).ϕ(x)b(x/ε)dx =

∫
Ω

∫
Y

(
a(y)

) 1
2
∇yu0(x,y)ϕ(x)b(y)dydx,

(5.11)

where we have used (5.6).
On the other hand, (5.2) ensures that∥∥∥∥∥(a(x/ε)

) 1
2
ε∇uε(x)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

→ 0,

and hence the limit in (5.11) is zero. This implies for the right hand side of (5.11),∫
Ω

ϕ(x)
∫

Y

(
a(y)

) 1
2
∇yu0(x,y).b(y)dydx = 0, ∀ϕ ∈C∞

0 (Ω), b ∈C∞
# (Y )

N .
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By density of ϕ and b, this gives(
a(y)

) 1
2
∇yu0(x,y) = 0 for a.e. x, (5.12)

and therefore, pre-multiplying (5.12) by
(

a(y)
) 1

2
, yields u0(x,y) ∈ L2(Ω).

(3) The remaining (weak) two scale convergence (5.8), (5.9) and (5.10) can be shown
in a similar way.

■

Remark 5.1. According to estimates (5.6) with (5.2) we can show that u0(x,y) = u0(x).
Similarly (5.4) and (5.9) yield θ0(x,y) = θ0(x).

6. The two-scale limit problem

We establish first an important property connecting, the generalized two-scale limit flux
ξ0(x,y) to the two-scale limit field u0(x,y), see Lemma 5.2.

We introduce the following set of ’product’ test functions in L2(Ω;W ). Let Ψ(x,y) =
ϕ(x)b(y), where ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Ω) and b ∈ W . Here C∞
c (Ω) consists of restrictions to Ω of

all the scalar functions in Ω from C∞
0 (RN), i.e. of infinitely differentiable functions with a

compact support in the whole of RN . We note that the linear span of such test functions Ψ is

dense in L2(Ω;W ): e.g. an arbitrary Ψ(x,y) ∈ L2(Ω;W )⊂
(

L2(Ω×Y )
)N

is approximated

in
(

L2(Ω×Y )
)N

by linear span of ϕm(x)b̃m(y) with ϕm(x)∈C∞
0 (Ω)⊂C∞

c (Ω) and b̃m(y)∈
C∞

# (Y ), and then setting bm(y) = PW b̃m(y) with PW denoting orthogonal projection on W in(
L2

#(Y )
)N

.
The following important lemma holds.

Lemma 6.1. Let u0(x,y) and ξ0(x,y) be as in Lemma 5.2. Then the following integral
identity holds

∀ϕ ∈C∞
c (Ω), b ∈Wa,

∫
Ω

∫
Y

ξ0(x,y)ϕ(x)b(y)dydx =

∫
Ω

∫
Y

u0(x,y).divx

(
(a(y))

1
2 ϕ(x)b(y)

)
dydx. (6.1)

Proof. Let ϕ ∈C∞
0 (Ω) and b ∈Wa. Then, by (5.7)

lim
ε→0

∫
Ω

(
a(x/ε)

) 1
2
∇uε(x).ϕ(x)b(x/ε)dx =

∫
Ω

∫
Y

ξ0(x,y)ϕ(x)b(y)dydx. (6.2)

On the other hand, integrating by parts and using uε ∈ H1
0 (Ω) and (**), gives∫

Ω

(
a(x/ε)

) 1
2
∇uε(x).ϕ(x)b(x/ε)dx =−

∫
Ω

uε(x).divx

((
a(y)

) 1
2
ϕ(x)b(y)

)∣∣∣∣∣
y=x/ε

dx.

Passing to the limit and using (5.5) then yields

lim
ε→0

∫
Ω

(
a(x/ε)

) 1
2
∇uε(x).ϕ(x)b(x/ε)dx =

∫
Ω

∫
Y

u0(x,y).divx

((
a(y)

) 1
2
ϕ(x)b(y)

)
dxdy.

(6.3)

Comparing (5.14) and (5.15) results in identity (5.13). ■
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Remark 6.1. Notice that the test function ϕ(x) in the above lemma does not have to vanish
when x ∈ ∂Ω. Formally, if we use integration by parts on the right hand side of (5.13), with
b ∈W we find ∫

Ω

∫
Y

[
ξ0(x,y)−

(
a(y)

) 1
2
∇xu0(x,y)

]
ϕ(x)b(y)dydx = 0

i.e., ξ0(x,y)−
(

a(y)
) 1

2
∇xu0(x,y)⊥ ϕ(x)b(y) in L2(Ω×Y )N . Recall that the orthogonal of

divergence-free functions are exactly the gradients (see, if necessary, [31] or [32]). Thus,
we deduce that there exists a unique function u1(x,y) in L2(Ω;H1

# (Y )) solving the cell

problem −divy

(
a(y)[∇yu1(x,y)+∇xu0(x)]

)
= 0, such that

ξ0(x,y) = (a(y))
1
2 [∇yu1(x,y)+∇xu0(x)].

Similarly we can show that there exists a unique function θ1(x,y) in L2(Ω;H1
# (Y )) solving

the cell problem −divy

(
b(y)[∇yθ1(x,y)+∇xθ0(x)]

)
= 0, such that

χ0(x,y) = (b(y))
1
2 [∇yθ1(x,y)+∇xθ0(x)].

7. The weak two-scale resolvent convergence

Theorem 7.1. (i) The strongly continuous contraction semigroups Tε(·) associated
with Aε weakly two-scale converge to the semigroup T0(·) associated with A0, i.e.
if f ∈ H then for all t ≥ 0,

Tε(t) f 2
⇀ T0(t) f .

(ii) For ε > 0, the family of Cauchy problems
dUε

dt
= AεUε , Uε(0) = Ũ0 = (ũ0, ũ1, θ̃0)

T , (7.1)

(weakly) two-scale converge to the limit Cauchy problem
dU0

dt
= A0U0, U0(0) = Ũ0 = (ũ0, ũ1, θ̃0)

T , (7.2)

Proof.
(i) Let us consider F = ( f ,g,h)T to be an element of H. We take λ > 0 to be

real strictly positive. The following string of equivalences holds: R(λ ,Aε)F =
Uε , (Uε = (uε ,vε ,θε)

T ∈ D(Aε)) is equivalent to

λuε − vε = f

− 1
cε

Aε uε +λvε +
γε

cε

θε = g

− γε

dε

vε +λθε −
1
dε

Bε θε = h

i.e.,

vε = λuε − f

(λ 2cε −Aε)uε + γε θε = cε g+λcε f

−λγε uε +(λdε −Bε)θε = dε h− γε f .
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Multiplying respectively by φ(x), ϕ(x) and ψ(x) in C∞
0 (Ω) yields

λ

∫
Ω

uε(x)φ(x)dx−
∫

Ω

vε(x)φ(x)dx =
∫

Ω

f (x)φ(x)dx,

λ
2
∫

Ω

cε(x)uε(x)ϕ(x)dx+
∫

Ω

aε(x)∇uε(x)∇ϕ(x)dx+
∫

Ω

γε(x)θε(x)ϕ(x)dx

=
∫

Ω

cε(x)(g(x)+λ f (x))ϕ(x)dx

−λ

∫
Ω

γε(x)uε(x)ψ(x)dx+λ

∫
Ω

dε(x)θε(x)ψ(x)dx+
∫

Ω

bε(x)∇θε(x)∇ψ(x)dx

=
∫

Ω

dε(x)h(x)ψ(x)dx−
∫

Ω

γε(x) f (x)ψ(x)dx.

Passing to (weak) two-scale limit and using Lemma 5.2

λ

∫
Ω

u0(x)φ(x)dx−
∫

Ω

v0(x)φ(x)dx =
∫

Ω

f (x)φ(x)dx,

λ
2
∫

Ω

< c > u0(x)ϕ(x)dx+
∫

Ω

ahom
∇u0(x)∇ϕ(x)dx+

∫
Ω

θ0(x)ϕ(x)dx

=
∫

Ω

< c > (g(x)+λ f (x))ϕ(x)dx,

−λ

∫
Ω

< γ > u0(x)ψ(x)dx+λ

∫
Ω

< d > θ0(x)ψ(x)dx+
∫

Ω

bhom
∇θ0(x)∇ψ(x)dx

=
∫

Ω

< d > h(x)ψ(x)dx−
∫

Ω

< γ > f (x)ψ(x)dx,

where < c >=
∫

Y c(y)dy, < d >=
∫

Y c(y)dy, < γ >=
∫

Y γ(y)dy, are respectively
the mean value of the functions c,d and γ . The homogenized matrices ahom and
bhom are defined by their entries

ahom
i j =

∫
Y
[(a(y)∇yMi).e j +ai j(y)]dy =

∫
Y

a(y)(ei +∇yMi).(e j +∇yM j)dy.

bhom
i j =

∫
Y
[(b(y)∇yNi).e j +bi j(y)]dy =

∫
Y

b(y)(ei +∇yNi).(e j +∇yN j)dy

where Ni and Mi are respectively the solutions of the following cell problems:{
−divya(y)(ei +∇yMi(y)) = 0 in Y,
y → Mi(y) Y -periodic

and {
−divyb(y)(ei +∇yNi(y)) = 0 in Y,
y → Ni(y) Y -periodic

(ei)1≤i≤N is the canonical basis of RN .

Since the range rgR(λ ,Aε) = D(Aε) is dense in H and R(λ ,Aε) f 2
⇀ R(λ ) f

for all f ∈ H, we conclude by the weak two-scale Trotter Kato theorem.
(ii) According to the above resulat, one conclude that the homogenized Cauchy prob-

lem is given by
dU0

dt
= A0U0, U0(0) = Ũ0 = (ũ0, ũ1, θ̃0)

T ,



12 S. NAFIRI

where the homogenized operator

A0 =

 0 I 0
− 1

<c>Ahom 0 −<γ>
<c> I

0 <γ>
<d> I − 1

<d>Bhom

 .

Here we have used the notation Ahom and Bhom defined by

Ahomw =−div(ahom
∇w), Bhomw =−div(bhom

∇w)

ahom and bhom are constant matrices defined as above.
■

Remark 7.1. (i) Mi(y) and Ni(y) are respectively the local variation of displacement
and the local variation of temperature created by an averaged (or macroscopic)
gradient ei. By linearity, it is not difficult to compute ul(x,y), solution of the cell

problem −divy

(
a(y)[∇yu1(x,y)+∇xu0(x)]

)
= 0, in terms of u0(x) and Mi(y)

u1(x,y) =
N

∑
i=1

∂u0

∂xi
(x)Mi(y).

Similarly

θ1(x,y) =
N

∑
i=1

∂θ0

∂xi
(x)Ni(y).

(ii) The constant tensors ahom and bhom describe the effective or homogenized proper-
ties of the heterogeneous material a( x

ε
) and b( x

ε
). Note that ahom and bhom do not

depend on the choice of domain Ω, functions c,d and γ , or boundary condition on
∂Ω.

8. Asymptotic behaviour of solutions

We recall here the notions of stability that we encounter in this work.

Definition 8.1. Assume that A is the generator of a C0−semigroup of contractions (T (t))t⩾0
on a Hilbert space H. The C0−semigroup T (·) is said to be

1. strongly stable if

lim
t→+∞

∥T (t)U0∥H = 0, U0 ∈ H;

2. exponentially (or uniformly) stable with decay rate ω > 0 if there exists a constant
M ⩾ 1 such that

∥T (t)U0∥H ⩽ Me−ωt∥U0∥H , t > 0, U0 ∈ H;

3. polynomially stable (of order α > 0) if it is bounded, if iR⊂ ρ(A) and if

∥T (t)U0∥H ⩽Ct−α∥AU0∥H , t > 0, U0 ∈ D(A )

for some positive constant C.
In that case, one says that solutions of (4.3) decay at a rate t−α . The C0−semigroup
T (·) is said to be polynomially stable with optimal decay rate t−α (with α > 0)
if it is polynomially stable with decay rate t−α and, for any ε > 0 small enough,
there exists solutions of (4.3) which do not decay at a rate t−(α−ε).

Theorem 8.1. Let us consider ε > 0. Then it follows that
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(a) the sequence of semigroups Tε(·) is strongly stable but not exponentially stable,
(b) the semigroup associated with Aε is polynomially stable (the order α = 1

2 is opti-
mal).

Proof. The proof follows directly from [18, 22] and Remark 4.2. ■

9. Numerical Experiments

9.1. Approximation of the thermoelastic wave model. We consider the numerical ap-
proximation of the following coupled thermoelastic wave models

utt(x, t)−∆u(x, t)+ γθx(x, t) = 0 in Ω× (0,∞)
θt(x, t)−∆θ(x, t)− γutx(x, t) = 0 in Ω× (0,∞)
u(x, t) = 0 = θ(x, t) on ∂Ω× (0,∞)
u(x,0) = u0(x), ut(x,0) = u1(x), θ(x,0) = θ0(x) on Ω

(9.1)


utt(x, t)−∆u(x, t)+ γθ(x, t) = 0 in Ω× (0,∞)
θt(x, t)−∆θ(x, t)− γut(x, t) = 0 in Ω× (0,∞)
u(x, t) = 0 = θ(x, t) on ∂Ω× (0,∞)
u(x,0) = u0(x), ut(x,0) = u1(x), θ(x,0) = θ0(x) on Ω

(9.2)

It is well known from literature that system (9.1) and (9.2) are respectively exponentially
and polynomially stable, see [13, 19] and [16–18].

In this section, we will show by numerical experiments, how the coupling terms af-
fect quantitative and qualitative properties of thermoelastic systems (9.1) and (9.2). These
results could be found in [20, 22].

To do this, we consider a semi discretization version of both systems (9.1) and (9.2),
obtained with spectral element method. That is, we choose the eigenvectors of the system
as the basis vectors. Here, we will use the eigenvectors of the uncoupled thermoelastic
system, i.e., γ = 0 in (9.1) and (9.2). Let

φ j(x) =

√
2
π

1
j

sin jx, ψ j =

√
2
π

sin jx, ξ j =

√
2
π

sin jx j = 1, . . . ,n.

A straightforward calculation yields the following form

(Si)

{
z′n(t) = Ai,nzn(t), t ≥ 0, n ∈ N, i = 1,2
zn(0) = zn0, n ∈ N (9.3)

where for all n ∈ N, zn = (un,vn,θn)
T is the semi discrete solution, zn0 is the discretized

initial data, Ai,n the discretized dynamic and the subscript ·i refers to system (9.1) and (9.2)
with

Ai,n =

 0 Dn 0
−Dn 0 −γFi,n

0 γFi,n −D2
n

 , i = 1,2

and F2,n = In,

Dn =

1
. . .

n

 , (F1,n)i j =

{
− 4

π

i j
i2− j2 , |i− j|= odd,

0, otherwise.

It has been shown in [20, 22] that the approximation semigroups Tn(t) associated to (9.3)
converge strongly to T (t). This has further important implications and we state this in the
following theorem.
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Theorem 9.1. Tn(t), T ∗
n (t) s−→T (t), T ∗(t) in H, respectively. Moreover, the convergence is

uniform in bounded t-intervals.

9.2. Numerical approximation of the spectrum. Figure 1 and Figure 2 show how the
coupling terms affect the placement of eigenvalues of the dynamic An. In Figure 1, we
see that a uniform distance between the eigenvalues and the imaginary axis is preserved,
see Table 1. Another observation is that for fixed n, the eigenvalues of higher frequency
modes, in particular, the one of the nth mode, are closer to the imaginary axis. Moreover,
as the number of modes increases, these eigenvalues bend back towards the vertical line
λ = − γ2

2 , a fact which has been already shown in [16]. Therefore, the corresponding
spectral element approximation scheme preserves the property of exponential stability.

TABLE 1. Distance between σ(A1,n) and the imaginary axis for the
spectral element method

n min{-Re λ , λ ∈ σ(A1,n)}
8 8.9227×10−4

16 8.9383×10−4

24 8.9402×10−4

32 8.9407×10−4

FIGURE 1. Location of the complex eigenvalues of the matrix A1,n with
the spectral element method
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In Figure 2, conversely to Figure 1 where a uniform distance between the eigenvalues
and the imaginary axis is preserved, we observe that, as the number of modes increases,
an asymptotic behaviour appears in the neighborhood of the imaginary axis at ±∞. This
property is mainly related to systems with polynomial decay, see [3].

FIGURE 2. Location of the complex eigenvalues of the matrix A2,n with
the spectral element method.

9.3. Uniform and polynomial decay of the energy. The discrete energy associated to
system (9.3) is given by

Ei,n(t) =
1
2

n

∑
j=1

{
|u j(t)|2 + |v j(t)|2 + |θ j(t)|2

}
, i = 1,2. (9.4)

The discrete energy E1,n associated to system (9.1) decays exponentially to zero, see Figure
3, in the following sense: ∃M,α positive constants such that

E1,n(t)⩽ Me−αtE1,n(0), n ∈ N, t > 0.

However, the introduction of the weak coupling term in system (9.1) has changed the
dynamic and consequently the behavior of energy (9.4). In this case, we say that system
(9.2) decays polynomially to zero, see Figure 4, in the following sense: ∃M,α positive
constants such that

E2,n(t)⩽
M
t
∥A2,nzn0∥2, n ∈ N, t > 0.
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FIGURE 3. Exponential decay of E1,n(t)

FIGURE 4. Polynomial decay of E2,n(t)
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9.4. Effect of smoothness of the initial data on the rate of decay of energy. It has been
shown theoretically, see [3,5], that the energy associated to system (9.2) is very sensitive to
the smoothness of its initial data. This fact, has been also observed numerically, see Figure
6. we use a uniform mesh with n = 100 elements, fix the final time at T = 100, use dt =
0.1 and consider the following initial conditions for u, ut and θ

u(x,0) = 0, θ(x,0) = 0, ut(x,0) = sin( jx), j = 1,2,3.

Through Figure 6, we notice that for j = 1, the approximate energy E2,n(t) decays to zero
as the time t increases. Moreover, we observe that the decay rate depends strongly to j.
That is, when j increases, initial data are very oscillating. We say in this case that the rate
of decay of the discrete energy E2,n(t) is very sensitive to the choice of the initial data.
However, the behavior of the energy assosiated to system (9.1) remains indifferent to the
smoothness of initial data when n → ∞, see Figure 5.

FIGURE 5. No effect of smoothness on exponential decay of E1,n(t)
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FIGURE 6. Effect of smoothness on polynomial decay of E2,n(t)

10. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have investigated the question of homogenization and approximation
of thermoelasticity by using variational methods, semigroup approach and some space
semi-discretization schemes. Once the appropriate setting is definied, we have shown the
wellposedness of our system and we have recalled the notion of two scale convergence
method as well as a weak version of Trotter Kato convergence Theorem.

To derive the homogenized thermoelastic system that captures the effective properties
of the heterogeneous mediumn we inspire from [15] and use variational techniques and
some regularity arguments. We have shown further that the solutions of our system decay
polynomially and not exponentially to zero.

Afterwards, we have considered the approximation of two thermoelastic wave model
with different asysmptotic behavior. One with exponential decay and the other one with
polynomial decay. Due to numerical experiments, we have deduced that the two discrete
systems show different behavior of the spectra and their discrete energies inherit the same
behavior of the continuous ones.

Finally we have shown numerically how the smoothness of data could impact the rate of
decay of the energy associated the weakly coupled thermoelastic wave model, and we have
concluded that these results are in perfect agreement with the theory already established in
the works [20, 22, 24].
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