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Abstract

We study the homogenization of the Thomas-Fermi-von Weizsäcker (TFW) model for

2D materials introduced in [3]. It consists in considering 2D-periodic nuclear densities with

periods going to zero. We study the behavior of the corresponding ground state electronic

densities and ground state energies. The main result is that these three dimensional

problems converge to a limit model that is one dimensional, similar to the one proposed

in [9]. We also illustrate this convergence with numerical simulations and estimate the

converging rate for the ground state electronic densities and the ground state energies.
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1 Introduction and main results

In recent years, 2D materials became an active research field [8] due to their promising physical,

electrical, chemical, and optical properties that their 3D materials do not have [16, 7, 10]. Electronic

structure simulations are highly useful in the discovery of these properties and their tuning for the

potential applications [17, 11, 15]. Thus the need of mathematical models and simulation algorithms

tailored for 2D materials [5, 14, 18].

Density Functional Theory is one of the most widely used simulation tool in electronic structure

calculations. It consists in describing the electrons by their density ρ and the energy of the system

by a functional of ρ. A famous model in this class is the (orbital free) Thomas-Fermi-Von Weizsäcker

(TFW) model [12, 19]. From a mathematical point of view, an important result in the study of crystals

is the thermodynamic limit problem. It consists in proving that when a finite cluster converges to

some periodic perfect crystal, the corresponding ground state electronic density and ground state

energy per unit volume converge to the periodic equivalent. This program has been carried out for

the Thomas-Fermi-von Weizsäcker model for three dimensional (3D) crystals in [6] and for one and

two dimensional (1D and 2D) crystals in [3].

In this paper, we investigate the homogenization of the TFW model for 2D crystals. Our goal is to

find a homogeneous material equivalent to a 2D crystal in the limit when the lattice parameter goes to

zero. This corresponds to putting more and more (normalized) nuclei in the unit cell, or equivalently

looking at the crystal from further and further away. It turns out that the homogenized material can

be described by a 1D model, in the same spirit as in [9], which allows to reduce computational time

and resources required to simulate a 2D material, at least in a zero order approximation. Our proof

can be generalized if we substitute the
∫
ρ5/3 term in the kinetic energy by

∫
ρp for some

3

2
< p. Note

that the strict convexity of the energy functional gives the uniqueness of the ground state, which plays

an important role in the proof.

Up to our knowledge, the closest work to ours is [4], where the authors use the 2D TFW model [3]

to derive macroscopic features of a crystal from the microscopic structure in the presence of an external

electric field. The crystal is modeled in the band R2 × [−1, 1] and micro-macro limit is taken when

the ration between the atomic spacing and the size of the crystal goes to zero.

The article is organized as follows. We start by recalling the Thomas-Fermi-von Weizsäcker model

for finite systems in Section 1.1, and for 2D crystals in Section 1.2. In Section 1.3, we define the

homogenization process, along with the limit problem, and state our main result, whose proof is de-

tailed in Section 3. Intermediate results about the 2D Coulomb interaction are presented in Section 2.

Finally, numerical illustrations are gathered in Section 4.
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1.1 Thomas-Fermi-von Weizsäcker model for finite systems

We present in this section the TFW model for finite systems. Let m ∈ L1(R3) be a finite nuclear

charge density. The state of the electrons is described by a non negative electronic density ρ ∈ L1(R3).

The energy functional is given by

Em(ρ) =

∫
R3

|∇√
ρ|2 +

∫
R3

ρ5/3 +
1

2
D(ρ−m, ρ−m), (1)

where the first two terms represent the kinetic energy of the electrons and D(f, g) is the Coulomb

interaction between charge densities f and g in the Coulomb space C =
{
f ∈ S ′(R3), f̂

|·| ∈ L2(R3)
}
.

It is defined by

D(f, g) =

∫
R3

∫
R3

f(x)g(y)

|x− y|
dx dy = 4π

∫
R3

f̂(k)ĝ(k)

|k|2
dk,

where f̂(k) denotes the k−th Fourier coefficient for f . The ground state is given by the following

minimization problem

Im = inf

{
Em(ρ), ρ ⩾ 0,

√
ρ ∈ H1(R3),

∫
R3

ρ =

∫
R3

m

}
. (2)

It is well known that problem (2) has a unique minimizer ρ (see for instance [2]). u =
√
ρ is the unique

solution of the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation{
−∆u+ 5

3u
7/3 + uΦ = λu,

−∆Φ = 4π(u2 −m)
, (3)

where λ ∈ R, and Φ = (u2 −m) ∗ 1

|·|
is the mean-field potential.

1.2 Thomas-Fermi-von Weizsäcker model for 2D crystals

We present in this section the TFW model for 2D crystals introduced in [3]. 2D crystals are charac-

terized by a nuclear density m that has the periodicity of a 2D lattice R = a1Z+ a2Z, where (a1, a2)

are two linearly independent vectors in R2 (see Figure 1), namely

m(x1 + k1, x2 + k2, x3) = m(x1, x2, x3), ∀x ∈ R3, ∀(k1, k2) ∈ R.

From now on, we denote by Q the unit cell of R ⊂ R2 and by Γ = Q× R the unit cell of R seen as a

lattice in R3. For x ∈ R3, we denote by x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2 so that x = (x, x3).

By means of a thermodynamic limit procedure, it has been shown in [3] that 2D crystals can be

described by a model similar to (1)-(2) posed on the unit cell Γ. The main difference is that the 3D

Green function
1

|x|
is replaced by the 2D periodic Green function G solution of

−∆G = 4π
∑

k∈R×{0}

δk.
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Figure 1: Example of a 2D lattice and its unit cell Γ.

An explicit formula of G is given by [3, equation 11]

G(x) = − 2π

|Q|
|x3|+

∑
k∈R

(
1

|x− (k, 0)|
− 1

|Q|

∫
Q

dy∣∣x−
(
y + k, 0

)∣∣
)
. (4)

It can be seen as the sum over the lattice of the Coulomb potential created by a point charge placed at

the lattice sites, screened by a uniform background of negative unit charge. A Fourier decomposition

of G can be found in [9]. The 2D crystals energy functional then reads

Em
per(ρ) =

∫
Γ
|∇√

ρ|2 +
∫
Γ
ρ5/3 +

1

2
DG(m− ρ,m− ρ), (5)

where the Hartree interaction DG is given by

DG(f, g) :=

∫
Γ

∫
Γ
f(x)g(y)G(x− y) dx dy.

Remark 1.1. In [3], there is an Coulomb correction term in the energy which comes from the Dirichlet

boundary condition at infinity considered in the thermodynamic limit procedure, so that the energy is

Ẽm
per(ρ) = Em

per(ρ) +
1

|Q|

∫
Γ

∫
Γ

f(x)g(y)

|x− y|
.

In our study, we omit this correction term as it does not affect the problem from a mathematical point

of view.

The ground state is given by the minimization problem

Imper = inf

{
Em
per(ρ), ρ ⩾ 0,

√
ρ ∈ Xper,

∫
Γ
ρ =

∫
Γ
m

}
(6)

where

Xper =
{
v ∈ H1

per(Γ), (1 + |x3|)1/2 v ∈ L2
per(Γ)

}
.

This problem has been studied in [3] along with some basic properties of the solution, that we sum-
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marize in the following Theorem.

Theorem 1.2 ([3, Theorem 3.2]). Let m ̸= 0 be a smooth non-negative R-periodic function with

compact support with respect to x3. Then, the minimization problem (6) has a unique minimizer ρ.

u =
√
ρ is the unique solution of the corresponding Euler-Lagrange system−∆u+ 5

3u
7/3 + uΦ = λu,

−∆Φ = 4π(u2 −m),
(7)

where λ ∈ R. In addition, u ∈ L∞(R3) and |u(x)| ⩽ C

1 + |x3|3/2
, for |x3| > 1, C > 0 being a constant

independent of the density m.

Remark 1.3. The fact that, in the inequality |u(x)| ⩽
C

1 + |x3|3/2
, for |x3| > 1, the constant is

independent of the density m, comes from a supersolution method applied to the equation (7) (see [3,

Theorem 3.1-Theorem 2.3]).

1.3 Homogenization of 2D materials

In the framework of the Thomas-Fermi (TF) model and the reduce Hartree Fock model (rHF), the

recent work [9] studies reduced models for 2D homogeneous materials. The idea is that if the material

is homogeneous, the 3D model is equivalent to a 1D model; simpler and less costly to simulate. In the

present work, we are interested in the homogenization procedure, which models looking at a crystal

macroscopically, from further and further away. Namely, we put more and more nuclei in the unit

cell, with the right charge normalization, and we ask the following questions:

• What is the nuclear density at the limit?

• Does the ground state electronic density, potential and energy converge?

• What is the model describing the limit electronic structure?

Let m be a nuclear density satisfying the conditions of Theorem 1.2 and consider the following

sequence of nuclear densities which consists in putting N small nuclei in the unit cell

mN (x1, x2, x3) := m(Nx1, Nx2, x3), ∀x ∈ Γ. (8)

We note that mN is 1
NR-periodic, which describes a more homogeneous material than the initial one.

The limit when N → +∞ describes a homogeneous material (see Figure 2). We will show that this

model ”converges”, in some sense that we will precise later, to the following limit model. For a 1D

nuclear density µ, we introduce the energy functional

Eµ
1 (ρ) =

∫
R
|∇√

ρ|2 +
∫
R
ρ5/3 +

1

2
D1(ρ− µ, ρ− µ) (9)

where the 1D Hartree interaction D1 is defined for functions decaying fast enough by

D1(f, g) = −2π

∫
R

(∫
R
|s− t| f(s)g(t) dt

)
ds

6



Figure 2: The homogenization process for the nuclear density mN , illustrated at N = 1, 4 and
16 from left to right.

(more details about the 1D Hartree interaction can be read in [9]). The ground state of this model is

given by the minimization problem

Iµ1 = min{Eµ(ρ), ρ ⩾ 0,
√
ρ ∈ X1,

∫
R
ρ =

∫
R
µ}, (10)

where

X1 =
{
v ∈ H1(R), (1 + |t|)1/2v ∈ L2(R)

}
.

The following Theorem, which is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.2 and the definitions of Hartree

interaction terms DG and D1, is similar to [9, Theorem 2.2, Theorem 2.8], which treat Thomas-Fermi

and reduced Hartree-Fock models.

Theorem 1.4. Let µ ∈ D(R). Problem (10) has a unique minimizer. u =
√
ρ is the unique solution

of the corresponding Euler Lagrange equations−u′′ + 5
3u

7/3 + uΦ = λu,

−Φ′′ = 4π(u2 − µ),

where λ ∈ R, and there exists C > 0, independent of µ, such that for any |t| ⩾ 1, |u| ⩽ C

1+|t|3/2
.

Our main contribution is the following Theorem.

Theorem 1.5. Letm be a nuclear density satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem 1.2 and for N ∈ N\{0},
let mN be defined as in (8). We denote by IN = ImN and by ρN the corresponding ground state given

by Theorem 1.2. Let m0(t) =
1
|Q|
∫
Qm(x, t) dx and denote by I0 = Im0

1 and by ρ0 the corresponding

ground state given by Theorem 1.4. The following holds

i. lim
N→∞

IN = I0,

ii. ρN converges to ρ0 in L1(Γ), in Lp
loc(Γ) ∀1 ⩽ p ⩽ 3 and almost everywhere,

iii.
√
ρN converges

√
ρ0 weakly in H1

per(Γ).

Our result is a zero order approximation of a finiteN situation. In homogenization theory of partial

differential equations with periodically oscillating coefficients, the two scale convergence technique is

usually used to find higher order terms in the approximation [1]. Applying a similar approach to our

problem is a perspective of this work.
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2 Hartree interaction

We recall in this section some properties of the Green function G, the Hartree interaction DG and

prove a uniqueness result on the mean-field potential Φ. In the subsequent proposition, we introduce

a convenient decomposition for the kernel G, that proves to be useful throughout the paper.

Proposition 2.1. We have

G(x) = − 2π

|Q|
|x3|+

1

|x|
+ ψ(x),

where ψ ∈ L∞(Γ).

Proposition 2.1 is partially proved in [3]. We detail the proof here for consistency.

Proof. Using (4), we have

ψ(x) = − 1

|Q|

∫
Q

dy∣∣x− (y, 0)
∣∣ + ∑

k∈(R2)∗

(
1

|x− (k, 0)|
− 1

|Q|

∫
Q

dy∣∣x− (y + k, 0)
∣∣
)
.

Let us show that ψ ∈ L∞(Γ). The function x 7→ 1

|Q|

∫
Q

dy∣∣x− (y, 0)
∣∣ is continuous on Γ and goes to

zero as |x3| → ∞. Moreover, the sum defining ψ converges normally on a neighborhood of 0R3 [3,

Proposition 3.2]. Therefore it is continuous on that neighborhood, which implies that ψ is bounded

on Q× [−ε, ε], for some ε > 0. From [3, Equation 3.12], there exists C > 0 such that

∑
k∈(R2)∗

(
1

|x− (k, 0)|
− 1

|Q|

∫
Q

dy∣∣x− (y + k, 0)
∣∣
)

⩽
C

|x3|α
, ∀α < 1.

It follows that the x 7→
∑

k∈(R2)∗

(
1

|x− (k, 0)|
− 1

|Q|
∫
Q

dy∣∣x− (y + k, 0)
∣∣
)

is bounded on x ∈ Q× (R \

[−ε, ε]), thus ψ is also bounded on the same interval.

As a consequence of the above proposition, we prove useful properties of the potential Φ. Let us

introduce some notations. For some domain Ω ⊂ Rd and 1 ⩽ p ⩽ ∞, we denote by

Lp
unif(Ω) =

{
f ∈ Lp

loc(Ω), ∀r > 0, sup
x+Br⊂Ω

∥f∥Lp(B(x,r)) <∞
}
,

where B(x, r) is the ball of radius r centered at x. For f ∈ Lp(Γ) and g ∈ Lq(Γ), the convolution

(f ∗Γ g)(x) =
∫
Γ
f(x− y)g(y) dy

is well defined in Lr(Γ), where 1
p + 1

q = 1 + 1
r .

Proposition 2.2. Let

Yper =

{
f ∈ L1(Γ) ∩ L5/3(Γ),

∫
Γ
f = 0, |x| f ∈ L1(Γ)

}
.
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The map

Yper → L∞(Γ)

f 7→ G ∗Γ f

is well defined and continuous. Moreover, for f ∈ Yper, G∗Γ f is the unique solution, up to an additive

constant, of the Poisson equation {
Φ ∈ L1

unif (R3)

−∆Φ = 4πf.
(11)

Proof. From Proposition 2.1, we have that G(x) = 1
|x| −

2π

|Q|
|x3| + ψ(x), with ψ ∈ L∞(Γ). We are

thus going to bound the three functions

f ∗Γ |x3| , f ∗Γ
1

|x|
and f ∗Γ ψ

in L∞(Γ). First, since ψ ∈ L∞(Γ), we have for any x ∈ Γ∣∣∣∣∫
Γ
f(x− y)ψ(y) dy

∣∣∣∣ ⩽ ∥ψ∥L∞(Γ) ∥f∥L1(x−Γ) .

Thus

∥f ∗Γ ψ∥L∞(Γ) ⩽ ∥ψ∥L∞(Γ) ∥f∥L1(Γ) .

We move to f ∗Γ 1
|x| . We have

∣∣∣∣f ∗Γ
1

|x|
(x)

∣∣∣∣ ⩽ ∫
Γ

|f(x− y)|
|y|

dy ⩽
∫
Γ
|f(x− y)| dy +

∫
Γ

|f(x− y)|
|y|

1|y|<1 dy.

For the second term, we use Hölder inequality with f ∈ L5/3(Γ) and 1
|y|1|y|<1 ∈ L5/2(Γ). We conclude

that ∥∥∥ 1
|x| ∗Γ f

∥∥∥
L∞

⩽ ∥f∥L1(Γ) + ∥f∥L5/3(Γ)

∥∥∥∥ 1

|y|
1|y|<1

∥∥∥∥
L5/2(Γ)

.

Regarding the last term, we use the neutrality assumption to write∫
Γ
f(x− y) |y3|dy =

∫
Γ
f(x− y)(|y3| − |x3|) dy.

Thus, using the triangle inequality and the R-periodicity of x 7→ x3f(x), we obtain∣∣∣∣∫
Γ
f(x− y) |y3| dy

∣∣∣∣ ⩽ ∫
Γ
|f(x− y)| |x3 − y3|dy =

∫
Γ
|f(y)| |y3|dy.

Finally, we need to prove that Φ − G ∗Γ f is constant for any solution Φ of (11). Notice first that

h = Φ−G∗Γ f is a harmonic function over R3. By the mean value Theorem for a harmonic functions,

we have that

(Φ− h) (x) =

∫
B(x,1)

(Φ− h) (y) dy ⩽ sup
x∈Γ

∫
B(x,1)

(Φ− h) (y) dy ⩽ ∥Φ− h∥L1
unif

.

Therefore, Φ− h is harmonic and bounded in Γ. By Louisville’s Theorem, we conclude that Φ− h is

9



constant.

Corollary 2.3. Let f ∈ Yper, then ∇(G ∗Γ f) ∈
(
L2(Γ)

)3
and there exists C > 0, such that

DG(f, f) = ∥∇(G ∗Γ f)∥2L2(Γ) ⩽ C ∥f∥L1(Γ)

(
∥f∥L1(Γ) + ∥f∥L5/3(Γ) + ∥|x3|f∥L1(Γ)

)
.

Proof. We have

DG(f, f) =

∫
Γ
(G ∗Γ f)× f =

∫
Γ
(G ∗Γ f)×∆(G ∗Γ f) =

∫
Γ
|∇(G ∗Γ f)|2 .

Besides, by the previous proposition G ∗Γ f ∈ L∞(Γ) and

∥G ∗Γ f∥L∞(Γ) ⩽ (∥ψ∥L∞(Γ) + 1) ∥f∥L1(Γ) + ∥f∥L5/3(Γ)

∥∥∥∥ 1

|y|
1|y|<1

∥∥∥∥
L5/2(Γ)

+ ∥|x| f∥L1(Γ) ⩽ C ∥f∥Yper
,

which proves the inequality stated in the corollary.

3 Homogenization procedure: proof of Theorem 1.5

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.5. The strategy of the proof is as follows. We start by

proving the convergence of the nuclear densities (mN ). Indeed, when N increases, the nuclear density

mN becomes more homogeneous and the sequence (mN ) converges to the 2D homogeneous density

m0(x3) =
1
|Q|
∫
Qm(x) dx (see Lemma 3.3). The electronic densities ρN are uniformly bounded with

respect to N . We can thus extract convergent subsequences (see Proposition 3.5). Both convergences

give the upper bound I ⩽ lim inf IN . To prove the lower bound I0 ⩾ lim sup IN , we use ρ0 as a test

function. The proof is divided into four steps.

Step 1: Properties of the sequence (mN) We state in this section two properties of the

sequence (mN ).

Lemma 3.1. For p ⩾ 1 and f ∈ L1
loc(R) such that x 7→ f(x3)m

p(x) ∈ L1(Γ), we have∫
Q
mp

N (x, x3) dx =

∫
Q
mp(x, x3) dx,

and ∫
Γ
f(x3)m

p
N (x) dx =

∫
Γ
f(x3)m

p(x) dx.

Proof. We have∫
Q
mp

N (x1, x2, x3) dx1 dx2 =

∫
Q
mp(Nx1, Nx2, x3) dx1 dx2 =

1

N2

∫
NQ

mp(y1, y2, x3) dy1 dy2.

As m is Q-periodic then,

∫
NQ

mp(y1, y2, x3) dy1 dy2 = N2

∫
Q
mp(y1, y2, x3) dy1 dy2. Hence, the first

claim is proved. The second claim easily follows.

10



Remark 3.2. By the second point of Lemma 3.1, we have that
∫
ΓmN =

∫
Γm =

∫
Γm0, so that any

admissible state for IN is also an admissible state for I0, and vice versa.

Lemma 3.3. The sequence (mN ) converges to m0 weakly in Lp(Γ) ∀1 ⩽ p < +∞.

Proof. From the Q-periodicity of m, we have for any x3 ∈ R (see for instance [13])

mN (·, ·, x3)⇀m0(·, ·, x3) in Lp(Q) ∀1 ⩽ p <∞. (12)

For φ ∈ Lq(Q) and ψ ∈ Lq(R), with 1
q +

1
p = 1, we have fN (x3) :=

∫
Q
mN (x)φ(x)ψ(x3) dx→ f(x3) :=

m0(x3)ψ(x3)

∫
Q
φ(x) dx a.e. and

|fN (x3)| ⩽ ∥φ∥Lq(Q) |ψ(x3)|
(∫

Q
|mN (x, x3)|p dx

)1/p

= ∥φ∥Lq(Q) |ψ(x3)|
(∫

Q
|m(x, x3)|p dx

)1/p

.

(13)

Thus, by dominated convergence Theorem,∫
R
fN (x3) dx3 =

∫
Γ
mN (x)φ(x)ψ(x3) dx→

∫
R
f(x3) dx3 =

∫
Γ
m0(x3)φ(x)ψ(x3) dx.

By the density of Lq(Q)⊗ Lq(R) in Lq(Γ), the proof is complete.

Step 2: Convergence of electronic densities The following proposition gives uniform bounds

on quantities of interest with respect to N .

Proposition 3.4. There exist various constants C independent of N such that the following bounds

hold.

I. IN ⩽ C,

II. ∥√ρN∥H1(Γ) ⩽ C,

III. ∥ρN∥Lp(Γ) ⩽ C for all 1 ⩽ p ⩽ 3,

IV. DG(ρN −mN , ρN −mN ) ⩽ C,

Proof. As ρN is the minimizer of IN and since m is an admissible test function for EmN
per , we have

IN = EmN
per (ρN ) ⩽ EmN

per (m) =

∫
Γ

∣∣∇√
m
∣∣2 + ∫

Γ
m5/3 +

1

2
DG(m−mN ,m−mN ).

By corollary 2.3 applied to f = m−mN and Lemma 3.1, we have

DG(m−mN ,m−mN ) ⩽ C ∥m−mN∥L1(Γ)

(
∥m−mN∥L1(Γ) + ∥m−mN∥L5/3(Γ)

+ ∥|x3|(m−mN )∥L1(Γ)

)
⩽ C ∥m∥L1(Γ)

(
∥m∥L1(Γ) + ∥m∥L5/3(Γ) + ∥|x3|m∥L1(Γ)

)
.

Points II-IV are easily deduces from point point I.
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Proposition 3.5. There exists a non negative function ρ0 ∈ L1(Γ) ∩ L5/3(Γ) such that, up to a

subsequence,

• (ρN ) converges to ρ0 strongly in L1(Γ) and Lp
loc(Γ) for all 1 ⩽ p ⩽ 3, weakly in Lp(Γ) and almost

everywhere on R3,

• (∇√
ρN ) converges to ∇√

ρ0 weakly in (L2(Γ))3

• ρ0 −m0 ∈ Yper

• The sequence ∇ΦN = ∇ (G ∗Γ (ρN −mN )) converges to ∇Φ0 = ∇ (G ∗Γ (ρ0 −m0)) weakly in

(L2(Γ))3.

As a consequence

Em0
per(ρ0) ⩽ lim inf IN .

Proof. The sequence (
√
ρN )N is uniformly bounded with respect to N in H1(Γ) by Proposition 3.4.

Then, up to a subsequence, it converges to some non negative function u0 weakly in H1(Γ), strongly

in Lp
loc(Γ) for all 2 ⩽ p ⩽ 6 and almost everywhere on R3. Besides, by Theorem 1.2, there exists C ⩾ 0

such that for any N and any x ∈ R3 such that |x3| ⩾ 1, it holds

|uN (x)| ⩽ C

1 + |x3|3/2
.

By the almost everywhere convergence, u0 satisfies the same estimate, and we have for ρ0 := u20 the

following estimate

|x3| ρ0(x) ⩽ ρ0(x)1|x3|⩽1 +
C

1 + |x3|3
∈ L1(Γ).

Thus ρ0 ∈ L1(Γ) ∩ L5/3(Γ) and |x3| ρ0 ∈ L1(Γ).

We show now that ρN converges to ρ0 strongly in L1(Γ). Let ε > 0 and R large enough such that

for any M,N ∈ N \ {0}∫
|x3|>R

|ρN − ρM | ⩽ 1

R

∫
|x3|>R

|x3| |ρN − ρM | ⩽ C

R
⩽
ε

2
.

By the strong convergence of ρN in L1
loc(Γ), for M,N large enough, we have∫

|x3|<R
|ρN − ρM | ⩽ ε

2
,

which proves that (ρN ) is a Cauchy sequence. Besides, (∇ΦN ) is uniformly bounded in L2(Γ). Thus,

it weakly converges, up to a subsequence, to W ∈
(
L2(Γ)

)3
. Since −∆ΦN = 4π (ρN −mN ), then,

∀φ ∈ D(Γ), we have ∫
Γ
∇ΦN∇φ = 4π

∫
Γ
(ρN −mN )φ. (14)

By definition of the weak limit, the LHS of (14) converges to
∫
ΓW∇φ, and since ρN −mN weakly

converges to ρ0 −m0 in L1(Γ), then

∀φ ∈ D(Γ)

∫
Γ
W∇φ = 4π

∫
Γ
(ρ0 −m0)φ.
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Therefore div W = 4π(ρ0 −m0). By taking the mixed Fourier transform defined in [3, Eq. 3.13] , we

get for R in the dual lattice R∗ and η ∈ R

2iπ


R1

R2

η

 · Ŵ (R, η) = ( ̂ρ0 −m0)(R, η).

For R = 0 and η = 0, we obtain

∫
Γ
ρ0−m0 = 0. It follows that ρ0−m0 ∈ Yper. Thus by Proposition 2.2,

Φ0 := G ∗Γ (ρ0 −m0) is well defined. Finally, we show that ∇Φ0 =W . Let φ = (φ1, φ2, φ3) ∈ D(Γ)3.

We have div φ ∈ Yper, thus G ∗Γ (div φ) ∈ L∞(Γ). Therefore

⟨∇G ∗Γ (ρN −mN ), φ⟩ = ⟨ρN −mN , G ∗Γ div φ⟩

→ ⟨ρ0 −m0, G ∗Γ div φ⟩ = ⟨∇G ∗Γ (ρ0 −m0), φ⟩.

Step 3: Identification of the limit We show in this section that ρ0 is invariant with respect

to (x1, x2) and it is indeed the unique minimizer of Em0
1 . This will prove that the convergences in

Proposition 3.5 hold for the whole sequence and prove points ii-iii of Theorem 1.5.

We start by showing that ρ0 is the unique minimizer of Em0
per .

Proposition 3.6. ρ0 is the unique minimizer of Em0
per .

Proof. Let ρ ∈
{
ρ ⩾ 0,

√
ρ ∈ Xper,

∫
Γ ρ =

∫
Γm0

}
an admissible test function for Em0

per . Let us show

that

Em0
per(ρ0) ⩽ Em0

per(ρ).

As
∫
Γm0 =

∫
ΓmN , ρ is also an admissible test function for EmN

per . Thus

IN = EmN
per (ρN ) ⩽ EmN

per (ρ).

We know from Proposition 3.5 that

Em0
per(ρ0) ⩽ lim inf IN ⩽ lim inf EmN

per (ρ).

It thus remains to show that EmN
per (ρ) → Em0

per(ρ), which boils down to showing that

DG(ρ−mN , ρ−mN ) → DG(ρ−m0, ρ−m0). (15)

We recall that

DG(f, g) =

∫
Γ×Γ

f(x)f(y)G(x− y) dx dy,

with G(x) = −2π |x3| + 1
|x| + ψ(x), ψ ∈ L∞(Γ). We denote by hN = ρ − mN and h = ρ − m0.

We recall as well that for any x3 ∈ R hN (·, x3) converges to h(·, x3) weakly in Lp(Q), ∀1 ⩽ p < ∞.

Therefore, for any x3, y3 ∈ R, hN (·, x3)hN (·, y3) converges to h(·, x3)h(·, y3) weakly in Lp(Q×Q). We

13



have −2π |x3 − y3|+ψ(x− y) ∈ L∞(Q×Q), and 1
|x−y| ∈ Lp(Q×Q) for any 1 ⩽ p < 2. Therefore, for

any x3, y3 ∈ R ∫
Q×Q

hN (x)hN (y)G(x− y) dx dy →
∫
Q×Q

h(x)h(y)G(x− y) dx dy. (16)

To use a dominated convergence argument, we need to bound the LHS of (16) uniformly with respect

to N by an L1 function with respect to (x3, y3). We start with the term with ψ. We have∣∣∣∣∫
Q×Q

hN (x)hN (y)ψ(x− y) dx dy

∣∣∣∣ ⩽ ∥ψ∥L∞(Γ)

∫
Q
|hN (x)|dx

∫
Q
|hN (y)| dy,

where ∫
Q
|hN |dx ⩽

∫
Q
ρdx+

∫
Q
mN dx =

∫
Q
ρ dx+

∫
Q
mdx. (17)

The RHS of (17) is indeed an L1 function wrt to x3 and y3. We move to the term with |x3|. We have∣∣∣∣∫
Q×Q

hN (x)hN (y) |x3 − y3| dx dy
∣∣∣∣ ⩽ ∫

Q
|x3 hN (x)| dx

∫
Q
|hN (y)|dy +

∫
Q
|y3 hN (y)| dy

∫
Q
|hN (x)|dx

⩽

(∫
Q
|x3| (ρ(x) +m(x)) dx

)(∫
Q
(ρ(y) +m(y)) dy

)
+

(∫
Q
|y3| (ρ(y) +m(y)) dy

)(∫
Q
(ρ(x) +m(x)) dx

)
. (18)

Again, the RHS of (18) is an L1 function wrt x3 and y3. Finally, for the term with 1
|x| , we split the

term as follows∫
Q×Q

hN (x)hN (y)
1

|x− y|
dx dy =

∫
Q×Q

ρ(x) (ρ(y)− 2mN (y))
1

|x− y|
dx dy

+

∫
Q×Q

mN (x)mN (y)
1

|x− y|
dx dy.

The first term is bounded by∣∣∣∣∫
Q×Q

ρ(x) (ρ(y)− 2mN (y))
1

|x− y|
dx dy

∣∣∣∣ ⩽ ∥∥∥∥ρ ∗ 1

|x|

∥∥∥∥
L∞(Γ)

∥ρ+ 2m(·, x3)∥L1(Q)

which is an L1 function with respect to x3. For the second term we use Young inequality with

p = q = r = 3/2. We obtain∣∣∣∣∫
Q×Q

mN (x)mN (y)
1

|x− y|
dx dy

∣∣∣∣ ⩽ ∥mN (·, x3)∥L3/2(Q) ∥mN (·, y3)∥L3/2(Q)

∥∥∥∥ 1

|x|

∥∥∥∥
L3/2(Q)

⩽ ∥m(·, x3)∥L3/2(Q) ∥m(·, y3)∥L3/2(Q) ×
∥∥∥∥ 1

|x|

∥∥∥∥
L3/2(Q)

. (19)

As m is compactly supported in x3, x3 7→ ∥m(·, x3)∥L3/2(Q) is also compactly supported and it is an

L3/2 function, thus, it is an L1; which concludes the proof.

Proposition 3.7. The density ρ0 is invariant wrt (x1, x2), it is indeed the unique minimizer of the
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1D model Em0
1 and

I0 = Em0
per(ρ0) = Em0

1 (ρ0).

Proof. For any R ∈ R2, τRρ0 is also a minimizer of Em0
per , where τ is the translation operator. Thus, by

the convexity of the functional Em0
per and the uniqueness of its minimizer (see Theorem 1.2), we deduce

that ρ0 is invariant with respect to (x1, x2). To conclude the proof of the proposition, we notice that

for any R2-invariant function f

DG(f, f) = D1(f, f),

as shown in [9, Propo. 3.1].

Step 4: Convergence of the energy We prove in this section point i of Theorem 1.5, which

consists of the convergence of the energy.

Proposition 3.8. We have

I0 = lim IN .

Proof. By Propositions 3.5 and 3.7, we have

I0 ⩽ lim inf IN .

To prove the lower bound on I0, we use ρ0 as a test function for EmN
per and obtain

IN ⩽
∫
Γ
|∇√

ρ0|2 +
∫
Γ
ρ
5/3
0 +DG(ρ0 −mN , ρ0 −mN ) → Em0

per(ρ0) = I0,

where the last convergence is obtained using (15). Thus

lim sup IN ⩽ I0,

which concludes the proof of the proposition.

4 Numerical illustration

In this section, we illustrate the convergence result of Theorem 1.5. We recall that the minimization

problem (6) has a unique minimizer ρ, and u =
√
ρ is the unique solution of the corresponding

Euler-Lagrange equations {
∆u+ 5

3u
7
3 + uΦ = −λu,
−∆Φ = 4π(u2 − µ).

(20)

We solve the 3D periodic Euler-Lagrange system in (20) by coupling a spectral approach and a fixed

point iterative scheme1. We adopt the following iterative fixed point scheme : starting form an

1A python implementation of the solution procedure can be found at https://github.com/sa3dben/TFW_
model
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arbitrary initial guess u0, at each fixed point iteration, a linear eigenvalue problem is solved(
∆+

5

3
u4/3n +Φn

)
un+1 = −λ1un+1, (21)

with Φn the solution to the Poisson equation −∆Φn = 4π(u2n − µ). The fixed point iterations are

continued until convergence, i.e. ∥un − un+1∥2 ⩽ ε for some tolerance ε > 0. We take ε = 10−6 in our

simulations.

We adopt a periodic setting, with the unit cell Γ = Q × [−L
2 ,

L
2 ], with Q =

[
−1

2 ,
1
2

]2
. We use a

Fourier series decomposition approach to solve the linearized equation (21). The solution is expected

to be R−periodic with respect to x1 and x2 and decaying at infinity with respect to |x3|. Taking a

large value for L, it is reasonable to impose period conditions in the third direction as well. Therefore,

we consider the Fourier basis

fk(x) =
1√
L
e
i2π

(
x·k+ k3x3

L

)
.

We illustrate the convergence results in Theorem 1.5 using the series of nuclei densities mN defined

as

mN (x1, x2, x3) = µ(N · x1)m0(x3) =
π

2
|cos(Nπx1)| × 5 exp

(
−x

2
3

8

)
.

We note that
∫
Q µ(N · x1) dx1 dx2 = π

2

∫
Q |cos(N · πx1)| = 1. We take L = 2π, which proves effective

as the function m0(x3) = 5 exp
(
−x2

3
8

)
rapidly decreases in the x3 direction. The same behaviour

is assumed for the solutions uN , and is validated with 1D simulations for (u0, ρ0), the 1D solution

corresponding to m0.

The different functions are sampled on a grid of dimensions (200 × N, 4, 300). We keep the dis-

cretization constant along the y and z-axis as the homogenization is only applied in the x3 dimension.

As we will only compute the zero Fourier mode along x2, four points are largely enough. We compute

the positive Fourier modes up to indices K = (K1,K2,K3) = (4×N, 0, 6). On the x3-axis, we use the

first 7 Fourier modes, found to be sufficient for accurate reconstruction of mN and m0 along that axis.

Simulations in 1D prove that the solution (u0(x3), ρ0(x3)), is also accurately represented by these 7

modes. We assume that this is also the case in 3D for all values of N . The choice of (4N +1) Fourier

modes in the x1 direction, is motivated by the need for increased Fourier modes as N grows, to capture

the changing characteristics and new harmonics for mN and ’eventually’ for the solution (ρN , uN ).

In fact, we know that (ρN , uN ) will rather converge to a constant along the axis x1 by Theorem 1.5,

however we enforce a hard check for this by computing also large modes for ρN and uN .

Different Lp-norms of the error eN = ρN − ρ0 are presented in Figure 3 for values of N = 1, . . . , 5.

We, indeed, observe the convergence stated in Theorem 1.5. The same figure shows some convergence

rates estimates. We conjecture that we have a theoretical convergence rate of 1/N r with 10
3 < r < 4

for the different norms of en and the gradient L2 norm ∥∇un −∇u0∥2. The discrepancies in Figure 3

at N = 4, 5 are probably due to numerical errors.

Figure 4 illustrates the convergence of the ground state energy IN = EmN
per (ρN ) to the 1D energy

I0 = Em0
1 (ρ0), proved in Theorem 1.5. The estimated convergence rate for the energy is of the

order ≈ 1

N3/2
.

Remark 4.1. It is noteworthy to mention that, for N ⩾ 6, and using higher order Fourier modes,
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Figure 3: Convergence analysis for en norms (left) and convergence rates estimation for en
norms and the gradient L2 norm ∥∇un −∇u0∥2 (right).

Figure 4: Convergence analysis for the energies IN (left) and convergence rate estimation
(right).

the presence of numerical errors hinders a clear observation of further convergence for eN .
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