arXiv:2406.04831v1 [math.AP| 7 Jun 2024

Linearization and Homogenization of nonlinear elasticity close to

Acknowledgement.

stress-free joints
Stefan Neukamm® and Kai Richter'

June 10, 2024

Abstract

In this paper, we study a hyperelastic composite material with a periodic microstructure and
a prestrain close to a stress-free joint. We consider two limits associated with linearization
and homogenization. Unlike previous studies that focus on composites with a stress-free
reference configuration, the minimizers of the elastic energy functional in the prestrained
case are not explicitly known. Consequently, it is initially unclear at which deformation to
perform the linearization.

Our main result shows that both the consecutive and simultaneous limits converge to a single
homogenized model of linearized elasticity. This model features a homogenized prestrain and
provides first-order information about the minimizers of the original nonlinear model. We
find that the homogenization of the material and the homogenization of the prestrain are
generally coupled and cannot be considered separately.

Additionally, we establish an asymptotic quadratic expansion of the homogenized stored
energy function and present a detailed analysis of the effective model for laminate composite
materials. A key analytical contribution of our paper is a new mixed-growth version of
the geometric rigidity estimate for Jones domains. The proof of this result relies on the
construction of an extension operator for Jones domains adapted to geometric rigidity.
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1 Introduction

One way to deal with the difficulties of nonlinear elasticity arising from its non-convex nature,
is the derivation of simpler, effective models that capture the behavior from a macroscopic point
of view. In this context, linearization and homogenization are two important concepts. Both
have already been discussed by many authors (e.g. [DNP02; MN11; MPT19; Sch07; ADD12])
and are well understood, in particular, in the case when the reference configuration is stress-
free. However, for composites, this is not always a natural assumption. Composites may
naturally feature prestrain due to varying properties of the material, be they unwanted side-
effects or even desirable behavior. Examples include wood composites [Has+15; MJ22] (where
changes of moisture content lead to swelling and shrinkage), liquid crystal elastomers [WT03]
(which undergo a shape change due an ordering of their long molecules in a nematic phase), or
residual stresses in additively manufactured composites [Zha+17]. One promising application
of prestrained composites is the design of active materials, which change their shape upon
activation via external stimuli such as light, humidity, temperature, electric fields, etc., see
[vJZ18; KES07].

In this paper we study periodic, elastic composites with prestrain. Our starting point is the
energy functional of nonlinear elasticity,

) ::/Qwh(g,w(:c))dx, ¢ e HL(Q,RY), (1.1)



where Q ¢ R? denotes the reference domain of the elastic body, ¢ a deformation, and Wh(y, F)
a stored energy function parametrized by some scaling parameter 0 < h << 1. More precisely, we
assume that

W"(y, F) =W (y, FA,(y)™"), (1.2)

where W (y, F') denotes a standard stored energy function that is Y := [0, 1)d—periodic in y, and
minimized and non-degenerate for F' € SO(d), see Assumption 2.2 for details. The stored energy
function describes an elastic composite with a prestrain that is modeled (following [BNS20]) with
help of a multiplicative decomposition of the deformation gradient F' into an elastic part and a
prestrain tensor Ay : RY 5 R, The latter is assumed to be Y -periodic and a perturbation of
a stress-free joint. Roughly speaking this means that

Ah = (I + hBh)A, (13)

where the stress-free joint A = Da is a tensor field with a Bilipschitz potential a € VVli:o (]Rd; Rd)
(see Definition 2.3 below) and By, is a bounded perturbation. Stress-free joints have been consid-
ered by R.D. James in [Jam86] to model composites with a prestrain that can be accommodated
for by a piece-wise affine deformation. The notion that we consider in this paper is a slight
generalization of it. To understand deformations of prestrained composites with (nearly) zero
elastic energy is important for many applications. Examples include ceramics [DT68], where
stress introduced during the drying process can lead to cracks, thermal expansion of bi-material
joints [Pos+94], and equilibrium configurations of crystals [CK88]. We also note that the theory
of stress-free joints is related to models for twinning in crystals [Zan90] and phase transitions
of multi-phase materials such as shape-memory alloys [Riil22].

We are interested in minimizers of (1.1) when 0 < e,h <« 1. Therefore we study the limits
h — 0 (linearization) and € — 0 (homogenization), both successively and simultaneously. With
regard to the stored energy function the successive limit “linearization after homogenization” is
especially interesting. The limit € - 0 leads to a homogenized stored energy function given by
the multi-cell homogenization formula of [Miil87]:

Wit (F) = ]icnf inf . ][ Wh(y,F+D<p(y))dy. (1.4)
N pewl: (kY,R?) J kY

per

Unfortunately, this formula is of limited use in practice: In addition to the difficulties of com-
puting the two infima, the dependence on the prestrain is implicit. In particular, the minimizers
of Wﬁlom are unknown for i > 0 due to the presence of the prestrain. These difficulties can be
overcome in the limit A — 0 where we shall obtain a unique minimizer and explicit formulas
to compute it. We observe that the infimum of SEh scales like h?, see Remark 2.8 where it is
shown that this follows from (1.3) in combination with the assumption that A is a stress-free
joint. This motivates us to study the scaled energy h_Q&? and the corresponding stored energy
function A~2W". As a main result we show in Theorem 3.2 that the homogenized stored energy
function admits a quadratic Taylor expansion at A := fY Ady. The expansion is of the form

h_IZW}}llom(A+G) NRA(B) +Qﬁ0m(G_BhomA)‘ (15)
Above, Qfom denotes a quadratic form obtained by homogenizing the quadratic form
QU y.&)=Q(y.GAT(y)),  where  Q(y,G)=lim 5 W (y,] +hG).

Furthermore, By, is an effective incremental prestrain tensor obtained by a weighted average
of the incremental prestrain tensor B, which we define as the limit of B;, for h - 0. The term



RA(B) is a residual energy that is independent of the displacement G, but depends on the
stress-free joint A, the stored energy function W and B. We refer to Section 3.1 for the details.
We further prove that (almost) minimizers Fj of Wﬁlom admit an expansion that is explicit up
to an error term of order o(h), see Corollary 3.3. We note that this is a nontrivial result, since in
our setting minizers of Wﬁom are not explicitly known or may even not exist. We also establish
a commutative diagram that shows that linearization and homogenization of the stored energy
function commute.

In Section 3.3 we lift this commutative diagram to the level of a I'-convergence result for the
associated energy functionals, and we investigate the asymptotics of (almost) minimizers (béh
of Sgh (¢) subject to well-prepared boundary conditions of the form ¢ = a. + hg on T' c 99,
where a. denotes the potential of the stress-free joint A(2), i.e. Da.(x) = A(Z). In particular,
in Proposition 3.13 we prove an expansion of the form ¢, = a. + hu ) and show that the
displacement u ;, satisfies the commutative convergence diagram

h—0

* *
Ugp = Ug

e—->0 e—~>0

h—-0 *
u7

*
Up,

where the arrows stand for weak convergence in H%7g(Q,Rd). We show that the displacement
u j, and the limits uZ, uy,, u* are (almost) minimizers of the functionals

Th(u) == %/gwh(g,/x(g)mm(x)) dz, weHl (QRY,  (16a)
Tt (u) = %/ﬂwﬁom (A +hDu(x)) dz, we Hp ,(Q,RY), (1.6b)
7 () :=/QQA(§,DU(:E)+B(§)A(§)) dz, we Hf ,(Q,R?), (1.6¢)
7 () /Q Qo (Du(z) + BuowA) dz+ [ QRA(B),  weHL, (QRY).  (16d)

In fact, the convergence results are obtained by proving the validity of the diagram

e A

|\

lin
hom >

Il}lzom -
where each arrow stands for I'-convergence, and the horizontal direction corresponds to lineariza-
tion (h — 0), and the vertical direction to homogenization (¢ - 0). This is done in Theorem 3.11.
The diagram shows that the successive limits of linearization and homogenization commute and
lead to the limit obtained by the simultaneous limit (h,e) - 0. The I'-convergence results are
w.r.t. weak convergence in Hl(Q, ]Rd) and thus only yield weak convergence of the minimizers.
A posteriori we upgrade some of them to a stronger topology by utilizing the quadratic form of
the linearized limit, see Proposition 3.13.



Key tools for the proofs and survey of the literature. The linearization of elasticity
using De Giorgi’s I'-convergence (see [DF75; Dal93]) goes back to G. Dal Maso, M. Negri and
D. Percivale [DNP02] and uses the geometric rigidity estimate [FJMO02] as a key ingredient.
The analysis has been extended to include homogenization, see [NeulO; MN11; GN11]. In our
work we extend this result to prestrained materials, where the prestrain is a perturbation of a
stress-free joint in the sense of Definition 2.6 below. In a mathematical context, stress-free joints
have been studied by Ericksen [Eri83] and James [Jam86]. Our main idea to deal with such
a prestrain is to utilize the (piece-wise) Bilipschitz potential of the stress-free joint to go back
and forth to a transformed reference domain, where the prestrain is small, i.e. a perturbation
of the identity. To illustrate this, suppose that the potential a : 2 — RY of a stress-free joint A
is Bilipschitz and consider some deformation ¢ € HI(Q,Rd). Then,

£h(6) = /Q W (2, Dé(e)Da(z) (I + hB"(2))™) da

= / w (ail(z), D(¢oa ) (2)(I+hB"o ail(z))fl) det Da™'(2) dz.
a()

However, multiple problems arise from this representation. In particular, we cannot directly
apply the geometric rigidity estimate of [FJMO02] to the transformed domain, since a(€2) is not
necessarily a Lipschitz domain, even if a is Bilipschitz (see [Lic19] for counterexample). Thus,
we show first that the rigidity estimate also holds on the more general class of Jones domains.
We achieve this by providing an extension operator on Jones domains that allows to control
the distance to the set of rotations. This extension operator is based on the constructions in
[Jon81; DMO04].

In this paper, we extend the commutativity of homogenization and linearization established in
[NeulO; MN11; GN11] to prestrained composites. The first homogenization results for elastic-
ity in this direction are due to Marcellini [Mar78] for convex integrands and Braides [Bra85]
and Miiller [Miil87] for non-convex integrands, where the multi-cell homogenization formula
is invoked. The main ingredient to establish this commutativity is a quantitative quadratic
expansion of the homogenized stored energy function, as established in [MN11] for materials
without prestrain. In this work, the presence of a prestrain leads to additional difficulties. The
main ingredients to overcome these, are a connection between the expansions of W" at A and
Wﬁlom at A:= fy A(y) dy, see Lemma 3.5, as well as again a reduction to a small prestrain. Both
ingredients are obtained from the fact that any periodic stress-free joint admits a representation
A=A+ Dy for some Y-periodic map ¢ € Wé’gf (Y,R%), see Lemma 5.1.

One major point that allows us to establish compactness for the simultaneous linearization
and homogenization is the fact that periodic stress-free joints admit a Bilipschitz potential,
see Proposition 2.5. Note that in general we require stress-free joints only to admit a piece-
wise Bilipschitz potential, see Definition 2.3, to conform with the definition in [Jam86] where
piece-wise affine maps are considered. The fact that periodicity in this setting implies global
injectivity is not trivial. Our proof relies on a general transformation rule for not necessarily
injective maps, see [EG15, Thm. 3.8] and [KR19, Thm. B.3.10], which allows us to measure
the non-injectivity of a map in terms of the determinant of its derivative.

1.1 Notation

Throughout this paper we use the following notation.

e Y :=[0, l)d denotes the representative cell of periodicity;



« Given A € GL,(d), we say that a measurable map u : RY - R" is AY -periodic or A-periodic,
if u(z+ Ak) = u(x) for all k€ Z% and a.e. 2 € RY

« We denote by L2, (AY,R"), Wll)’g(f_lY, R™) and Hlljer(/_lY, R™) the set of all AY-periodic

per
maps in L?_(R%, R™), WIP(RY, R™) and Hi (R% R™), respectively;

loc loc

o I ¢ R™ denotes the identity matrix, and sym G := %(G + GT) the symmetric part of
G e R¥”?; we denote the euclidean scalar product in R™¢ by - : -;

e Wecall UcR? a Lipschitz domain, if U is open, bounded, connected and has a Lipschitz
boundary, i.e., QU is locally the graph of a Lipschitz continuous function, cf. [Ada75, §4.5].

2 Modeling of prestrained composites

We model periodic composites with prestrain by means of the elastic energy functional 5€h
defined in (1.1). Throughout the paper we assume that the reference domain 2 c R? is a
Lipschitz domain. The stored energy function W" : R? x R™¢ - [0, 00] in (1.1) is defined by
the expression (1.2) and invokes

e a reference stored energy function W that describes the elastic properties of the compo-
nents of the composite relative to a virtual stress-free reference configuration,

e a prestrain tensor Ay, : R? 5> R4 which we assume to be a perturbation of a stress-free
joint A of order h.

In the following we present the precise assumptions on these quantities. We start with the
assumptions on the stored energy function and then discuss the assumptions for the prestrain
tensor. To this end we introduce a class of nonlinear material laws that we consider for the
composite:

Definition 2.1 (Material class W, cf. [B6h+22, Def. 2.2]). Let 0 < a < 3, p > 0. We denote by
W(a, 3, p) the class of functions W : R4 s [0, oo ], which satisfy

(W1) (Frame indifference): W (RF) = W (F) for all F ¢ R®>? R eSO(d);
(W2) (Non-degeneracy):

W(F) > adist?(F,SO(d))  for all F e R™?,
W (F) < Bdist?(F,SO(d))  for all F e R with dist?(F,SO(d)) < p;

(W3) (Quadratic expansion): There exists a quadratic form @Q : R”? - R and an increasing
map 7 : [0,00) = [0, 00] with lims_y7(d) = 0, such that

W +G)-Q(R)| <|GPr(G])  for all GeR™.

Assumption 2.2 (Periodic composite). We assume that the following statements hold:

(i) (Measurability): W is a Carathéodory function such that for a.e. y € R? the map F —
W (y, F) is continuous.

(ii) (Material law): There exist 0 < g < Be, pa > 0, such that for a.e. y € RY, we have
W(ya ') € W(aelaﬁela pel)’



(iii) (Periodicity): For all F e R™ the map y ~ W (y, F) is Y-periodic.

A stored energy function W that satisfies Assumption 2.2 describes a composite material with a
common stress-free reference state, that is, at a.e. material point y € ]Rd, W(y, R) is minimized
exactly for all rotations R € SO(d). To model a prestrained composite we appeal to a multi-
plicative decomposition of the deformation gradient and introduce the prestrain tensor A;, see
(1.2). We note that an arbitrary prestrain tensor may lead to non-trivial energy minimizing
deformations (ground states) of the elastic energy functional, and in general it is impossible
to explicitly understand the dependence of the ground states on the prestrain. The situation
is different, if the prestrain tensor is the deformation gradient of a Bilipschitz potential a. In
that case a ground state is given by the potential a and has zero energy. Roughly speaking, a
stress-free joint is a prestrain with such a potential:

Definition 2.3 (Stress-free joints). Let U c R? be open, bounded and connected. We denote
by SFJ(U) the set of all maps A: U - R such that for some L > 0 the following holds:

(SFJ1) det A(z) >0 and max {|A(z)|, |A(x)71|} < L for a.e. z €U,

(SFJ2) There exists a continuous map a € Wllézo(U, R?) (called a potential of A) such that
A =Da a.e,;

(SFJ3) a is Bilipschitz or U admits a finite decomposition into Lipschitz domains® where a is
Bilipschitz (in the sense that there exist pair-wise disjoint Lipschitz domains U;, i =1,...,n
such that U = U;L; U; and aly, is Bilipschitz).

This definition is a generalization of stress-free joints as considered in [Jam86]. There, one may
think of a stress-free joint as a composite consisting of firmly joint bodies, where each component
features a prestrain, given by the prestrain tensors A;, respectively, joined in such a way that the
composite can be deformed into some configuration with vanishing prestrain, globally. Hence,
there exists some continuous, piece-wise affine map a : Q - R? with a(x) = A;x + ¢; if x € Q; for
some decomposition (£2;)iv; of Q. This yields the necessary condition that for each neighboring
domains €; and (2}, the matrizes A; and A; must have a rank one difference. More precisely, if
HI(09; 1 9) > 0 and 0, NI ¢ {n}*, n %0, then

A =Ajv, forallve R? with v-n = 0. (2.1)

Since we are interested in periodic composites, we shall consider the special case of periodic
stress-free joints and define

Definition 2.4 (Periodic stress-free joints). We denote by SFJ,, the set of all maps A: R -

R that are Y-periodic and satisfy (SFJ1) and (SFJ2) for U =Y.

The following proposition shows that any A € SFJ,, has in fact a unique Bilipschitz potential
a. In particular, the restriction of A to any admissible set U belongs to SFJ(U).

Proposition 2.5 (Existence of a Bilipschitz potential). Let A € SFJ,.,. Then there exists a

unique potential a : R? > R? that is globally Bilipschitz and onto, and satisfies A = Da a.e. in
R? and a(0) = 0. (For the proof see Section 5.1.)

In our paper, we consider a situation where the prestrain tensor A,; is a perturbation of a
periodic stress-free joint A in the following sense.

'This regularity assumption on the domain can be weakened and has mainly the purpose to impose regularity
on the intersections OU; N OUj, cf. Proof of Theorem 3.15.



Definition 2.6 (Perturbation of a periodic stress-free joint). We say (4,) ¢ L™ (R R™) is a
perturbation of a periodic stress-free joint A € SFJ,,, if A, is Y-periodic, and as h — 0 we have

A, — Ain L=°(RYR™)  and  h71(4), - A) converges in L2 (R? R,

Remark 2.7 (Definition of the incremental prestrain tensors B;, and B). Let (A;) be a pertur-
bation of a stress-free joint A in the sense of Definition 2.6. We may write the prestrain tensor
as a product:

A, = (I +hBy)A, where By, = (A, A7 - T), (2.2)
and we may define )
B :=lim B, (in L} (RY RP)). (2.3)

Furthermore, the Neumann series implies that for small h < 1,

An(w)™ = A(y) (I - hBu(v)), (2:4)
where By (y) = ¥520(~h)* B, (y)**1. From Definition 2.6 we conclude that

By, — B in Li, (R, R™),  limsuph|By| - @4 = 0. (2.5)
h—0

In fact, (2.4) together with (2.5) are equivalent to the notion introduced in Definition 2.6. In
the paper we shall frequently work with this representation, since it eases the presentation.

Remark 2.8 (Energy scaling in the case of a perturbed stress-free joint.). Let (Aj) be a
perturbation of a stress-free joint A in the sense of Definition 2.6. Let a, be the potential of the
stress-free joint A(Z). Then, using the ansatz ¢ = a. + hu for some u € WI’W(Q,Rd), we can
show that the minimal energy scales like h*. Indeed, by (1.1), (1.2) and (W3),

5£(¢):/Qw(g,(1+hDuA(§))(1—hBh(§)))dx
:h2/ Q (%, DuA(£)™ - B,(%)) dz +o(h?).
Q

Especially, a. is a minimizer, if the prestrain is a pure stress-free joint and its energy scales
like h* in the presence of a perturbation. On the other hand, (W2) and a suitable geometric
rigidity estimate (see Theorem 3.15) imply that any sequence (¢.p) C H'(Q,RY) satisfying
5£(¢57h) < ch? is of the form bep, = Re pac+c.p+O(h) for some constant c. p, € R? and rotation
R, € SO(d). This motivates us to linearize at the known low-energy state a. and study the
minimizers of u— h™2EMa. + hu) = T (u).

One can find a variety of non-trivial (periodic) stress-free joints. Some examples are presented in
Fig. 1. The simplest example is a laminate, which is depicted in Fig. 1a. There it is sufficient to
satisfy (2.1). We discuss laminates in greater detail in Section 4. Also a simple example is shown
in Fig. 1b, where the periodicity cell decomposes into a checkerboard. It is not hard to think of
and draw stress-free joints that arise from this situation. However, these examples might not
be to relevant in practice, since very specific kinds of materials would need to be joined for this
to work. An interesting and complex stress-free joint relevant for practical purposes is given
in Fig. 1lc. This examples was found using the theories developed in [Jam86] and [Eri83]. It
depicts the joint of blocks of a single material in various orientations. Finally, our theory also
allows for situations as presented in Fig. 1d featuring a smooth course of the prestrain. The
precise formulas used in Fig. 1 can be found in Appendix A.



‘= %

) A laminate. A “2D-laminate”.
) A single material stress-free (d) A smooth stress-free joint.

JOlIlt

Figure 1: Images depicting periodic stress-free joints. The images always include the periodicity
cell Y on the left-hand side and the deformed cell, according to the deformation a:Y — Rd, on
the right-hand side. The different shades depict the areas where the deformation is affine.

An important special case is the situation, when A = I, i.e., when we have small prestrain of
order h. In fact, the essence of most proofs relies on reducing the situation to this case by
transforming the reference domain with help of the Bilipschitz potential a of Proposition 2.5.
Let us anticipate that a technical difficulty, that emerges in this context, is that we need to show
that certain functional inequalities for Sobolev functions (in particular, the geometric rigidity
estimate) are stable w.r.t. Bilipschitz transformations. We discuss this in Sections 5.1 and 5.2.

3 Main results

We first discuss homogenization and linearization on the level of the stored energy function.
Then, we introduce the effective quantities and study properties of the quadratic term Qfom in
the expansion of Wﬁom. Finally, we discuss I'-convergence of the energy functionals.

3.1 Homogenization and linearization of the stored energy function

In this section, we discuss homogenization and linearization of the stored energy function Wh,
see (1.2). We assume that W satisfies Assumption 2.2 and that (A) is a perturbed stress-
free joint in the sense of Definition 2.3. We are especially interested in the energy well of the
homogenized stored energy function Wﬁbom (see (1.4)) and its dependence on the prestrain tensor
Aj, and the material law W. To understand the latter is difficult, since W is non-convex and
since A;, enters the definition of W non-linearly. We therefore focus on the regime 0 < h <« 1,
i.e., when A, is close to a periodic, stress-free joint A.

For the presentation it is useful to view homogenization on the level of the energy density as
an operation [+]pom that maps a measurable, Y-periodic function V : R? x R®? - [0, 00] to a



function [V ]pom : RY*? - [0, 00] by appealing to the so-called multi-cell homogenization formula:

[V ]hom (F') := inf inf ]{CY V(y, F+ Dcp(y)) dy, F e R™9, (3.1)

keN pew Lo (kY R?)

The motivation of this definition is the following:

Remark 3.1 (Non-convex homogenization). Let V : R x R™? - [0, o] be Y -periodic, measur-
able and suppose that it satisfies the p-growth- and p-Lipschitz-condition

3.2
V. F) - V(O <O+ [FP 4GP P -G, F.GeR™, 2

{%|F|p—CsV(y,F) <C(1+|FP), FeR™,
for some 1 <p < oo. Then the classical result of S. Miiller on non-convex homogenization implies
that the integral functional ¢ — [, V(Z,Dp(x))dx I'-converges to the homogenized functional

© = Jo[VIhom(De(x))dz. We note that in the definition of [V ]yom the space Whe (ky,R?)

per

can be replaced by Wég(k:Y, Rd) [Miil87] thanks to the p-growth- and p-Lipschitz-condition. We
defined [Jpom with WY, since we want to highlight that the homogenization procedure is (to

some extend) independent of the growth exponent of the integrand.

To determine what we can expect, we first review what is already known about the homogenized
stored energy function in the simplest setting, namely, in the case without prestrain, i.e., A =
A = 1. In that case it was shown in [MN11; GN11] that [W ]y, admits a quadratic Taylor
expansion at identity:

(W hom (I + @) = [Qlhom(G) + o(IG[*) (33)
where @ is defined by
Qy,G) = lim LW(y,I+hG), G e R4, (3.4)

In a nutshell this means that homogenization and linearization commute: The quadratic term
in the expansion of the homogenized stored energy function is given by the homogenization of
the quadratic term in the expansion of W at identity. We note that the homogenization of @
is much more simple than the one for W. Indeed, thanks to (W1) — (W3), the limit in (3.4)
exists and defines a positive quadratic form that satisfies the ellipticity condition

aa lsym G < Q(y, G) < BalsymGI*,  for all G e R™, (3.5)

and a.e. y € RY. In particular, @) is convex and thus, as shown by [Miil87, Lem. 4.1], the
multi-cell homogenization formula reduces to a single-cell homogenization formula that can be
represented with help of a corrector field: For all G € R¥? we have

(Qlhom(G) = min ]i Q(y,G + Do(y)) dy = ]6 Q(1,C+ Doa(y))dy.  (3.6)

PeWpir (Y.RY)
where ¢ € Héer(Y, Rd) denotes the unique (up to an additive constant) solution to the periodic

corrector equation
-Div(Lo(G+Dyg)) =0 in Z'(RY),

where Ly denotes the 4th-order tensor associated with @) via the polarization identity
F:Lo(y)G = 3(QW, F+G) - Qy, F) - Q(y, G)). (3.7)
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In [NS18; NS19] it is shown that under additional regularity assumptions on W (both w.r.t. F'
and 4), [W]hom is of class C® and admits a representation via a single-cell homogenization —
both in an open neighborhood of SO(d). On the other hand, since nonlinear laminates may
buckle under compression (see [Miil87, Thm. 4.3]) it is clear that the validity of the single-
cell formula and the commutativity property fail for deformations F away from SO(d). In
view of this it is reasonable to focus on the case of deformations that are asymptotically close
to a ground state and on prestrains that are asymptotically close to a stress-free joint. It
is instructive to first discuss a special case of our result, namely the stored energy function
WOy, F) = W(y, FA(y)™") whose prestrain is of the form of an unperturbed stress-free joint
A € SFJpe. In that case the ground states are explicitly known:

Argmin[W°]yom = {F = RA ‘ Re SO(d)} , A= ]f/A(y)dy.

Indeed, as shown in Lemma 5.1 below, this follows from the fact that A = A + Dy for some
e Wég’f (Y,RY) and the identity W°(y, A(y)) = W(y,I) = 0 < inf[W°]pom. Furthermore, we
shall see that [Wo]hom admits a quadratic expansion at A of the form

(W0 hom (A + G) = [Q" Thom(G) +o(IG?), (3.8)

where QA denotes the quadratic form obtained by linearizing W° at A:
Q™ (y, G) = lim LW (y, A(y) + hG) = Q(y, GA(w) ™). (3.9)

While the expansion (3.8) is rather similar to (3.3), the situation changes in the case of a
perturbed stress-free joint A, = (I + hBj,)A as considered in the definition of W". The next
theorem is the main result of this section. Roughly speaking it establishes the expansion

#[Wh]hom("i + hG) = RA(B) + [QA]hom(G - BhomA) + O(|G|2)7

which holds for h — 0 in a quantitative sense that is made precise in the theorem. The quadratic
form on the right-hand side of the expansion is the same as in (3.8). However, in contrast to
(3.8), the quadratic term on the right-hand side features an effective incremental prestrain
tensor By, and includes a residual energy RA(B ). We define these quantities in Definition 3.8
with help of the homogenization correctors associated with QA. We note that in the special case
A =1, this form of the expansion already appeared implicitly in previous works in the context
of simultaneous homogenization and dimension reduction (cf. [BNS20; Boh+22; Bar+23]).

Theorem 3.2 (Non-degeneracy and quadratic expansion of Wﬁom). Let W satisfy Assump-
tion 2.2, let (Ap,) be a perturbation of a periodic stress-free joint A € SFJ e, (see Definition 2.6),
and define W by (1.2). Set W = [W"hom» Qi = [Q hom, and A := [y A(y)dy. Then
the following statements hold.

(a) (Frame indifference) For all F e R™?, h>0 and R e SO(d) we have

Wit (RE) = Wik (F). (3.10)

(b) (Non-degeneracy) There exists some o > 0 and hy > 0 such that for all F ¢ R and
0<h< ho -
Wi L (F) > L dist?’(FA™,S0(d)) - ah?. (3.11)

11



(c) (Asymptotic expansion) There exists a continuous, increasing map p:[0,00) — [0, co] with
p(0) =0, such that for all h >0 and G ¢ R™?

LW (A+hG) = (Qitora (G = BuomA) + RA(B))| < (1+|GP)p(h + [hG]),  (3.12)

where By, and RA(B) are given by Definition 3.8.
(For the proof see Section 5.5.)

We note that the ground state of Wﬁlom is not explicitly known. In fact, under the assumptions
of the theorem (which does not impose growth conditions on W), it is even not clear that Wﬁom
attains its minimum. For this reason, in the theorem we consider an expansion of W}]fom around
the deformation A, which is an asymptotic ground state. This is made precise in the following
corollary, which yields an asymptotic expansion for almost minimizers of Wl?om:

Corollary 3.3. In the situation of Theorem 3.2 let (F}) c R™ denote a sequence of almost
minimizers for (W[ ) in the sense that

lirzljélp L Wi (Fr) - Fei]ggxd W}?om(F)‘ =0.
Then there exist rotations Ry, € SO(d), such that

Fy = Ry(I + hByom)A +o(h). (3.13)
(For the proof see Section 5.5.)

Furthermore, we observe that the quadratic term in the expansion (3.12) is in fact the homog-
enization of the quadratic term in the expansion of W" at A(y):

Lemma 3.4. In the situation of Theorem 3.2 we have up to a subsequence
lim LW (AQ) +he) =@y, - -~ BG)A®)), (3.14)
and
[(45:6) = Q*(y: G = BWAW)) |y, = B (B) + Qiom (- = Brom ) (3.15)
where By, and RA(B) are given by Definition 3.8. (For the proof see Section 5.4.)

Finally, the following lemma establishes a rigorous connection between the expansion of wh at
A(y) and the expansion of W at A.

Lemma 3.5. In the situation of Theorem 3.2 we have
[, 6) > W(y, A(y) + )]

(For the proof see Section 5.3.)

=[wh] A

hom hom

We may summarize the structural implications of Theorem 3.2 and Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5 with
help of the following commuting diagram:

LW (y, A(y) + h+) BN Q" (v,- - BW)A®v))

3) (2) (3.16)

_ 4 _
#Wl?om (A+ h") L’ RA(B) + Qﬁom(' _BhomA)'
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(1) and (4) stand for linearization (i.e. taking the limit A — 0), while (2) and (3) stand for
homogenization (i.e., applying [+ ]nom). Linearization (4) is part of Theorem 3.2. (1) and (2)
are provided by Lemma 3.4 and (3) is shown in Lemma 3.5. In a nutshell (2) states that
[QA(y, .= BA)]hom can be decomposed into a residual energy term and a quadratic form. This
result uses a corrector representation of the homogenized quadratic form similar to (3.6). We
explain this in detail in the next section. Thus, it is possible to extract the dependence on
the incremental prestrain B from the homogenized energy. The energy can however not be
decoupled from the stress-free joint A, as an example in Section 4 shall reveal.

3.2 Properties of Qi  and definition of the effective quantities

In this section we present the definition of the effective quantities that appear in Theorem 3.2
and Lemma 3.4. We recall that the definition of QA invokes the quadratic term @), which thanks
to (W1) - (W3), satisfies the ellipticity conditions (3.5). The homogenized quadratic form Q{.
inherits this non-degeneracy property in the following form:

Lemma 3.6 (Non-degeneracy). There exists a constant ¢ >0 (only depending on oy and S,
Al vy and HA(')_1HL°°(Y)) such that for all G e R¥,

Hsym 3 G < Qfom(G) < clsymy G, (3.17)

where - o
symj : R4 Rg;rﬁA, sym ;= sym(GA ) A. (3.18)

(For the proof see Section 5.3.)

Especially, (3.17) shows that the left-hand side of (3.15) admits a unique minimizer up to the
symmetry sym z, which is given by BpomA. We introduce the effective incremental prestrain
Byom following the approach in [BNS20, §3]. The main point of this construction is to obtain
the decomposition (3.15) which establishes the direction (2) in the diagram (3.16). The main
idea is to utilize an orthogonal decomposition of the Hilbert space LQ(Y, Rg;g equipped with

the scalar product
(®0)g = [ $) Lo () dy (319)

Thanks to (3.5), (-,-)¢ defines a scalar product that is equivalent to the standard one. We
denote the associated norm by |-||, and write Py; for the orthogonal projection in this Hilbert

space onto some closed, convex subset U c Lz(Y, R‘Si;r‘i). We consider the subspace

S = {sym(DpA(+) ™) [ € Hyer (V;RY) }, (3.20)

and define O as the orthogonal complement of S in S + Rg}ﬁi (which we consider as subspace

of (L*(Y, Rg;ffl), Ilg)). We thus obtain a decomposition of LA(Y, Rgl;rﬁ) into three orthogonal
subspaces:

L(YV,RE4) =S+ O + (S +REIH)E
Note that S is closed as follows from Korn’s inequality, see Corollary 3.18 below. With this at
hand we are ready to define the residual energy and the effective incremental prestrain.

Lemma 3.7 (Effective incremental prestrain By, ). The projection ngxr‘fl - 0, G~ Pp(GQ)

s an isomorphism. In particular, for every B € LZ(Y, ]RdXd) there exists a unique By, € Rgl;i
such that
Po(Bhom) = Po(sym B). (3.21)

(For the proof see Section 5.4.)
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Definition 3.8 (Definition of B, and R*(B)). Let B be given by (2.5). We define the
effective incremental prestrain as the unique matrix By, € Rgl;rﬁ that satisfies (3.21) and we
define the residual energy by

Ay . 2
RA(B) = HP(&R%V(symB)HQ . (3.22)

In Section 5.4 we show that with these definitions Lemma 3.4 is satisfied. The definition of
Byom and RA(B ) is rather abstract. Using the method of correctors, we obtain an algorithmic
characterization.

d(d+1)
2 )

Proposition 3.9 (Algorithmic characterization). Let s := {G;|i=1,...,s} denote a

basis of R;?;gi and
S
emb: R~ RE,  Em Y 6G,
i=1

the linear isomorphism describing the vector representation of matrizes in RYd  subject to this
sym,

basis. For G e R we define the corrector g € Héer’O(Y, Rd) as the unique minimizer of

0 € Bo(VE) > [ Q1,6+ DoA™ dy (3.23)
Furthermore, we define the symmetric and positive definite matriz Q € R**® by
Q;; = /Y (Gi+Dec, (1) A(Y) ™) : Lo(y)(G; + Deg, (y) Ay) ™) dy, (3.24)
and b e R® by

by = /Y (G; + D, (1) A@W) ™) Lo () B(y) d. (3.25)

Then
Byom = emb (Qflb) and

VG e R*: Qi (GA) =€ Q€ with € = emb™ (sym G).
(For the proof see Section 5.4.)

(3.26)

3.3 Linearization and homogenization of the integral functionals

In this section, we upgrade the convergences of the diagram (3.16) to the level of I'-convergence
for the respective integral functionals. We are interested in the minimization of £, see (1.1). To
study this, we recall the functionals Z", Z'™ 7" and Z}® defined in (1.6). These functionals
describe the elastic energy on the level of the scaled displacement u which is associated with a
deformation ¢ by means of the expansion ¢ = a.+hu, where a. denotes the asymptotic minimizer
defined by Da, = A(Z). In particular, we have T (u) = h2EP (). In the case without prestrain
(that is Ay, = I) it has already been shown in several contributions, e.g. [DNP02; NeulO; MN11;
ADD12], that these functionals can be rigorously obtained in the sense of I'-convergence. We
extend these results to the case of a perturbed stress-free joint. To be compatible with the ansatz
¢ = a.+hu in Remark 2.8, we consider well-prepared boundary conditions. On the level of u this
can be expressed by fixing u = g for some fixed g € W1’°°(Q, ]Rd) on some part of the boundary
I c RY. We suppose that I is closed with positive (d - 1)-dimensional Hausdorff-measure.

Definition 3.10 (Boundary conditions). We denote the closure in H'(Q,R?) of the set of
functions u € W (€, R?) with u =g on I" by Hllﬂvg(Q,Rd).
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Our main results can be displayed in the following diagram.

Theorem 3.11 (I'-convergence). We have

Ak 7in
4
Il}lLom - }lll(l)im)

where (1) and (4) mean T'-convergence w.r.t. weak convergence in Hllﬂyg(Q,]Rd) as h - 0, (2)
as € - 0 and (5) is the simultaneous limit as (e,h) — 0. Finally, (3) means I'-convergence
w.r.t. weak convergence in W%”’;(Q,Rd) as € = 0, provided W satisfies the additional growth
and Lipschitz conditions (3.2). (For the proofs see Sections 5.6 and 5.7.)

Note that (3) has been shown in [Mil87]. In Section 5.6, we show (1) and (4) as consequences of
a more general statement. Convergence (2) is a standard result of homogenization of a quadratic
functional. We sketch the proof in Section 5.7 and use it to establish the simultaneous limit
(5). One can still make sense of (3) and (4), if (3.2) is not satisfied. For the situation without
prestrain, i.e. Ay, = A = I, it was shown in [NeulO] that (4) can still be shown with I{fom =
I-liminf._oZ. We propose that the arguments can be adapted to the more general situation
considered in this paper. However, we omit proof for this claim in this work. Furthermore, we
establish the following equi-coercivity estimates.

Theorem 3.12 (Equi-coercivity). There exists a constant C >0 such that for all small e,h >0
and u € H%,Q(Q,Rd) we have

‘|UH?—11(Q) <C (I?(u) + 1) ) (3.28a)
lullf gy < C (22 (u) + 1), (3.28b)
lullfi gy < C (Zhom (u) + 1) (3.28¢)

(For the proof see Sections 5.6 and 5.7.)

A direct consequence of the I'-convergences are the convergences of infima and (almost) mini-
mizers of the functional sequences towards minima and minimizers of the limits (see [Dal93,
§7]). Since we establish I'-convergences w.r.t. weak convergence in H%,Q(Q,Rd), the sequences
of (almost) minimizers a priori only converge weakly in H'!. We prove, that some of these
convergences can be improved to strong convergence a posteriori. For the homogenization
limits we consider the notion of strong two-scale convergence, which we state with help of the
periodic unfolding operator 7, (see Section 5.7 for its precise definition).

Proposition 3.13. Let u € Hl(Q,RdXd) and ¢ denote the unique minimizer of (5.54) for u.
The following statements hold.

(a) Let uy, — u weakly in HL(Q,RY), € > 0 be fized and assume T'(uy) - T2%(u) as h — 0.
Then, Duy, - Du strongly in L*(Q, R¥?).

(b) Let uy, — u weakly in H'(Q,R?Y) and assume I}, (up) - L% (). Then, Duy, — Du strongly
in L2(Q,R>9).

15



C et u. —~ u wea Yy m y ana assume i u - i u). en, Uz —> u+
Let u, kly in H(Q,RY) and I (u) > ;o Then, T.Du_ - Du+D,p
strongly in L*(Q x Y, R¥?),

(d) Let u. ) —~ u weakly in H'(Q,R?Y) and assume Iah(ua,h) - L0 (u) as (,h) - 0. Then,
T-Du, j, > Du+D,¢ strongly in L2(Qx Y,R¥™Y) as (g,h) - 0.

(For the proof see Sections 5.6 and 5.7.)

3.4 Geometric rigidity estimate and Korn’s inequality on Jones domains

An essential ingredient to establish the equi-coercivity estimates above is the geometric rigidity
estimate due to Friesecke, James and Miiller [FJMO02]. However, in this paper we are faced with
some additional complexity. The argument for the proofs depend heavily on the fact that A
is the gradient of a Bilipschitz map a and an application of the geometric rigidity estimate on
a(£2). One complexity here is that a(£2) is not necessarily a Lipschitz domain, see [Lic19] for a
counter example. The proof given in [FJM02] does not extend easily to such domains. We show
that the rigidity estimate does indeed hold on domains like this with controlled constants and
does even hold on more general domains. For this, we introduce the class of Jones domains.

Definition 3.14 (Jones domain, cf. [Jon81]). Let U c RY, §> 0, e € (0,1]. We say U is a Jones
domain or more precisely an (e,d)—domainz, if for all x,y € U with |z —y| < 4, there exists a
rectifiable curve v :[0,1] - U with v(0) =z, y(1) = y and
elr - 2|ly - 2|
|z —y]
Note that Lipschitz domains are Jones domains and e and § are controlled by transformation
of the domain by a Bilipschitz map. Furthermore, as shown in [ADD12], for the strong con-
vergence of (almost) minimizers in H! we require a slightly more general version of the rigidity
estimate with mixed growth conditions (see [CDM14]). This version provides estimates for de-

compositions into parts with lower and higher integrability. For this we introduce the notation
of decompositions V = F + G in L? + LY(U,R™), which is shorthand for

V=F+Gae inU  FeL’(UR™),GeL{(UR™) (3.30)

len(v) <ilz-yl,  dist(z,0U)> for all z € v([0,1]). (3.29)

for U c R? and V : U » R™ measurable. We use analogous notation for more decompositions
into more than two terms. A suitable application is usually a decomposition like V' = 1,V +
T{v<eV. Such a decomposition is applied e.g. in [CDM14] to show a uniform integrability
statement related to the rigidity estimate, see Proposition 5.26.

The following theorem extends the geometric rigidity estimate and Korn’s inequality to Jones
domains with mixed growth conditions and prestrained deformations:

Theorem 3.15. Let U ¢ R? a bounded, connected (e,0)-domain, 1 <p < q<oo and AeSFJ(U).
Then, there exists a constant C' = C'(U, A,p,q) > 0, such that for allu € whi(u, Rd) the following
statements hold.

(a) (Geometric rigidity) Given a decomposition dist(DuA(+)™',S0(d)) = Fist(Dua() 1 so@y) +
G dise(DuA(-)! s0(a)) LP + LY(U), there exist R € SO(d) and a decomposition DuA(+)™" -
R=Fpuiytp + Gpuacey_g i LP+LUURP?), such that

2

wAC) " R||pp ) CHFdist(DuA(ﬁ‘l,SO(d)) LP(U)’

(3.31)

HGDuA(-)_l—R L) < CHGdist(DuA(-)—l,SO(d)) Ly’

*We use e here instead of the standard notation e, since ¢ is already reserved for the periodicity.
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, . . . .. 1y
(b) (Korn’s inequality) Given a decomposition sym(DuA(+)"") = Emmua )™ Cymuac)™)

in LP + LU, R™Y), there exist S € R and a decomposition DuA(+)™t =S = Fouacyt-s*

skew

Gpua(-yt-g in L7+ LU, R, such that

I

wA(+) -8 LP(U) <C ‘ Fsym(DuA(-)fl) LP(U) ’

(3.32)

HGDuA(')_lfs LY(U) <C HGSym(DuA(-)_l) LY(U) :
Moreover, let L > 1, r:=diam(U) := sup,, e/ | — y| and p := min {%, &}. The constant C can be
chosen to be of the form C = (%)dc for some ¢ =c(d,e,p,q, L) uniformly for all A that admit a

Bilipschitz potential with Bilipschitz constant not greater than L. (For the proof see Section 5.2.)

Recall that especially all periodic stress-free joints A € SFJ,, admit a Bilipschitz potential by
Proposition 2.5 and the Bilipschitz constants of the potentials of A(E) coincide for all € > 0.
Moreover, since e and Z are invariant under scaling of the domain, so is the constant C. We
obtain the following versions of Korn’s inequality as corollaries.

Corollary 3.16 (Korn’s inequality). Let U c R? a Lipschitz domain, T' c OU with HY () > 0,
1<p<oo and AeSFIJ(U). Then, there exists a constant C = C(U,T,p, A) >0, such that for
all u e W o (U, RY),

HuHW1,p(U) <C Hsym(DuA(-)_l)HLp(U) ) (3.33)

Moreover, given L > 1, the constant C' can be chosen uniformly for all A that admit a Bilipschitz
potential with Bilipschitz constant not greater than L. (For the proof see Section 5.2.)

Corollary 3.17 (Korn’s second inequality). Let U c RY ¢ Lipschitz domain, 1 < p < oo and
A eSFI(U). Then, there exists a constant C' = C(U, A, p) >0, such that for all u e WHH(U, Rd),

[ulwro @y < C (Il @) + lsymDuAC) ™) 1)) - (3.34)

Moreover, given L > 1, the constant C' can be chosen uniformly for all A that admit a Bilipschitz
potential with Bilipschitz constant not greater than L. (For the proof see Section 5.2.)

Corollary 3.18 (Periodic Korn’s inequality). Let 1 < p < oo and A € SFJ,. There evists a

constant C = C(p, A) >0 such that for all p € WéQO(Y, R%),

HSOHWLP(y) <C Hsym(D@A(-)_l)HLp(Y) . (3.35)
(For the proof see Section 5.2.)

Remark 3.19. The mized growth versions for the geometric rigidity estimate and Korn’s in-
equality have been proven in [CDM14] for the case of Lipschitz domains and Korn’s inequality
has been shown in [DM04] to hold on Jones domains. However, up to our knowledge, the result
for Korn’s inequality on Jones domains is novel in the mized growth version and the geometric
rigidity estimate on Jones domains even in the standard case without mixed growth (p = q).
Furthermore, as an application of the mized growth versions, we obtain Korn’s inequality and

the geometric rigidity estimate in the Lorentz space LPY(U) for 1 <p < oo and 1 < q < oo, see
[CDM14, Cor. 4.1].
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The proof of Theorem 3.15 relies on the construction of an extension operator F that allows
us to control dist(DEu,SO(d)) by dist(Du,SO(d)) (resp. distance to RE% ). The construc-
tion is adapted from [Jon81; DMO04] and presented together with the proofs for Theorem 3.15
and Corollaries 3.16 to 3.18 in Section 5.2. This extension operator is interesting in its own
right. In the proof we only require the rigidity estimate to hold on cubes. Thus, the procedure
provides an alternative to the second part of the proof of [FJM02, Thm. 3.1], where the rigidity
estimate is lifted from cubes to arbitrary Lipschitz domains. Moreover, as presented in Theo-
rem 3.15, from our procedure we obtain fairly good control over the constant depending on the

regularity of the domain.

4 Example: Isotropic Laminates

In this section we study the linearized and homogenized energy density Qfom and the homog-
enized perturbation By, in dependence of the microstructure for the example of an isotropic
laminate in R®. The symmetries present in this case reduce the complexity tremendously, so
that we are able to compute the quantities by hand.

4.1 Formulas for three dimensional isotropic laminates

Let d = 3. We suppose

Qy, G) = A1) tr(G)? + 2u(y1) [sym G, (4.1)
with Lamé constants A, u € L ([0,1)) satisfying essinfjg;yp > 0 and essinfpg;)(A + %") >

0. We also suppose that the stress-free joint A only depends on y;. We denote by a the
Bilipschitz potential of A. It is not hard to show that then necessarily there exists a map
ae Wi ([0,1),R?), such that (cf. Lemma 5.1)

a(y) = a(y;) + Ay. (4.2)

We want to compute By, and Qfom for this situation using Proposition 3.9. Thus, our first goal
is to give explicit formulas for the correctors. Here, it is convenient to change variables first and
compute different correctors than proposed in Proposition 3.9. The procedure is summarized
in the following remark.

Remark 4.1. By changing variables and applying Lemma 5.1, we can also represent Qﬁ‘om by

Qfom(G) =/ Q (Z’GA_l + D@G[}‘l(z)) dz = / Q (y7 (G + D@GA‘I(y))A_l) dy,
AY Y
where
Q(2,QG) = Q(ail(z), G) det A(a™ ()7 zeRY, (4.3a)
Q(y, G):= Q(a‘l(/_ly), G) det A(a™ (Ay)) " det A, y e RY. (4.3b)

and the correctors are defined as
P = argmin {/ Q(z, G +Dyp(z))dy ‘ pE Hll)er,o(/_lY, Rd)} , (4.4a)
AY

P = argmin {/ Q(y,G +Dp(y)A™") dy ‘ peHlo(Y, Rd)} : (4.4b)
Y
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Indeed, we get
(Q)i; = /A y (Gi +Dgg,(2)) : Ls(2)(Gj + Dgg, (2)) dz (4.52)
- | (6:+ D6, (0 A™) L) (G + Déa, (A~ dy, (4.5D)
and

b; = /AY (Gi + D@Gi(z)) : ILQ(Z)B(CL_l(z)) dz (4.6a)
- | {6+ D36 (A7) L) Bla™ (An) (4.6b)

Note that the different correctors are connected via the formulas

Pa=pgoat, $g=wpgoa o A- (4.7)

One version or another may be more useful for a certain purpose. We shall see that here, it is
convenient to use the version b). One advantage of b) is that it basically reduces the problem
to the case where Da = A which helps us later to compute the correctors. First, note that Q is
again an isotropic, linearized elastic energy density with Lamé constants

Ay) = M[a™ (Ay)]y) det A([a™ (Ay)];) ™" det A,
Ay) = u([a™ (Ay)]1) det A([a™ (Ay)]1) ™" det A.
Moreover, Q is still a laminate, since X and i1 only depend on y;, in view of
o' (Ay) = a" (1 Aer) + (0,y2,5) " (4.8)
Indeed, let z := a~*(y; Aey). Then,
a(z+(0,y2,43)") = a(21) + Az + A(0,y2,93)" = a(z) + A(0,52,y3)" = Ay.

We denote the mean over Y (resp. [0,1)) of some map f € L'(Y,R™), m € N (resp. f ¢
L'([0,1),R™) with (f) and the harmonic mean with (f) Recall the following standard
moduli of elastic, isotropic materials:

harm*

K:=\+ %u (Bulk modulus),
M=K+ %u =A+2u (P-wave modulus),

A,

and analogously K, M. As a basis for Rg‘;g, we consider

3 00 20 0 0 0 0
Gi=|0 1 0], Gy=[0 -3 0), G3=|0 -3 0),
00 3 0 0 -3 0 0 3
0 30 00 3 00 0
Gy=|% 0 0f, G5—000), Gﬁzooé).
0 00 200 010

Then, for every matrix F € R®?, we get the decomposition sym F = 9 | a;G;, where

1 1
ap = Fyp+ Fyy + Fys, @2:F11—§F22—§F337 az = F33— Fy,
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ay = Fig + Fy, as = Fi3+ F3y, ag = Fyg + Fsy.

Moreover, we get

Q(y,G1) = Ay1) + 20u(y1) = K (1),
Q(y.G3) = Q(y,Gy) = Q(y,Gs) = Q(y,Gg) = ().

Q(y, Gy) = %ﬂ(?ﬂ),

Proposition 4.2. In the situation as above, the correctors g, (cf. Remark 4.1) depend only
on y; and satisfy

o
! 404% - 2043 - 204%

M EV_-K 4
o M 3lof* 2, 3)al
243
b1 0 T Oé% —Oé% T b1 2 T 20109 T
Dog, = —5 |- |e1 + ———Paer, Dog, = —5|ay|er + — Braeq,
o\ oy o lal"\ o ol
) B () 7 20404 T " b1 T 20303 T
Dog, =—5| 0 |e1 + —1Baaeq, Dég, = —5|as|er + — Baaeq,
oo, ol o \o2)" " ol
1T
where a:= A" ey and
B . (iu>harm 1 ﬁ . (M>harm<%) <M>harm +1 ﬂ
1 L 3 2 M [ M

(For the proof see Appendizx B.)

With these formulas it is straight-forward to calculate Q and By, using Remark 4.1. We omit
the calculations and state the result for the special case « = |a]e;.

Proposition 4.3. Consider the situation as above, where a is such that « = |aleq, a:= AT

Then the matriz Q from Proposition 3.9 is the symmetric block-diagonal matriz given by

€.

A, 0
Q=(O A2),
where
Al:((%)<M)harm—§<w> s )
4 (v (&) (1), — 5 (i)
Ay == diag (1) (Darmn » (D parmm - 1) ).

Moreover, By, := Z?zl B, G, with coefficients

B, = (Bll + %322 + %é?,s) +2 ((322 + é33)%>

ch <E” ’ %322 * %E33> -3 <(B’22 + 333)%>
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(ﬂ(é:g?) - 322)) A

B, = . By=(By+By),

3 () 4 ( 12 21)
. i(Bys + B

B; = (B3 + Byy), B6=< ( 23;) )]

A 1, 7 <%><M>harm_f(
Here B(y) = B(a™ (Ay)) and v = *————
Remark 4.4. By means of the transformation rule and Lemma 5.1, we have (i) = (u) and
analogously for A\, K, M and % But the harmonic mean, as well as other entities, in generality
depend on A.

4.2 Isotropic bilayers with bilayered prestrain

In this last section we want to visualize the dependence of the prestrain on the microstructure
for the special case of an isotropic bilayer with bilayered prestrain. This means, we consider
a laminate consisting of two homogeneous, isotropic materials that on each phase feature a
homogeneous prestrain, i.e.,

AMy) = {/\1 Y1 €[0,0), 1(y) = {Ml y1 €[0,0),

AQ Yy € [97 1)7 Mo Y1 € [07 1)7
A(y) _ A1 yl € [0? 9)7 B(y) — Bl yl € [0’9)7
Ay oy e[0,1), By yp€[0,1),

where 6 € [0, 1] is the volume fraction of the first material. With this definition A is a stress-free
joint, if and only if A; = Ay + ce{ for some ¢ € R?, such that elTAglc > 0. Indeed, in view of
(2.1), Ay = Ay + cel is required to ensure that A is a gradient and el A3'c > 0 is equivalent to
det Ay, det Ay > 0. We can then define the potential a by

Ay y; €[0,0),
a(y) =
Ay +0c ye[6,1).

By applying the inversion formula in [Mil81], we obtain A7' = A3' — —A——A3'cel A5'. Using

1+el A2

this, we can explicitly calculate a_l(/iy), yeY. We get

a (A = AT Ay y1 €[0,0),
(Ay)_{Ail(fly—OC) yi€[6,1)

)
with the distorted volume fraction

é' 0 0(14‘61 A2 C)
. 1- (1 6)61 Al C 1+9€1 A2 C ‘

Note that 0 is exactly defined, such that

0 _
5" 1-(1-0)el A7'c=det A7' det A,

—_
QD

=1+0el Aste = det A3t det A,

1 —é
and hence
el A7 Ay € [0,0) < y; €[0,0), el A" (Ay-0c) e [0,1) <y €[0,1).
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Using this, the mean values in Proposition 4.3 can be explicitly calculated. For the readers
convenience we give an example for each case:

()= (1) = Oy + (1= Oy, (£) =053+ (1-0)52,

() (_+ (1-6) ) _( 0 . 1-6 )1
o = oy " (= 0p2) \ (- (- 0)eT A7) (1 + 01 437)7)

Dependence of Qfom and By, on the microstructure. We want to study the dependence
of Q and B on the microstructure. For this we look at the special case A = I. Our results from
Section 3.3 state that the deformation away from I' is given up to order o(h) by

o(z) :==x + hBpom.

We can easily calculate the coefficients using Proposition 4.3. Note that 6=6, )=\, = p.
Fig. 2 displays these coefficients in dependence of the volume fraction § and on the Lamé
constant py for fixed volume fraction 6 = % These graphs show that Qfom and By, depend
non-linearly on 6 for heterogeneous materials. Especially does the homogenized prestrain differ
from just taking the mean value in favor of the stronger material.

M1 = 0.5, A =-0.33
M2 = 2.0, A2=2.0

0, A1
5, A2

00 05 10 15 20 00 05 10 15 20 00 05 10 15 20 00 05 10 15 20
W2 2 M2 W2

= Bhom: = tr(Bhom) = Bhom:

0.00 025 050 0.75 100 0.00 0.25 050 0.75 1.00 0.00 025 0.50 0.75 1.00 0.00 025 0.50 0.75 1.00
0

= Qhomu - - Qhomaz = Qhomi2 = Qhom21 = Qhomss = Qhomess = Qhomas = Qhomss

Figure 2: The graphs depict the coefficients of B € R® and Q € R®® for an isotropic laminate
with By = -1, By =1 and A =1. We display the dependences on the volume fraction 6 and the
Lamé constant py. In this situation only the coefficients B; and B, are non-zero. The blue
curve for B is a measure for the volume expansion, since the trace is the first order term in
the expansion of the determinant. The second row of graphs show a non-linear influence of the
material law on Bygp,.
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Dependence of Qﬁ‘om and By, on the stress-free joint. We are interested in the de-
pendencies which don’t come from the mean matrix A. For this, we consider the following
one-parameter-family:

. 1
Aﬁ():{dlagw,l,l) yle[o,?’ 0<h<n

dlag(Q_B’lvl) Y1 € [%7

Thus, 0 = %, /_1[3 =1,0= g We can easily calculate the perturbation By, and the homogenized
energy Qfom in dependence of 5. The results are displayed in Fig. 3 shows that the homoge-
nization of the perturbation and the energy cannot be decoupled from the homogenization of
the stress-free joint.

M1=0.5 A =05 M1=1.0,A=1.0 M1=2.0, A =20 M1 = 0.5 A1 =-0.33
M2 =2.0,A =20 H2=1.0,A=1.0 M2 =0.5 A =05 M2 =2.0,A=2.0

2 \

0

72 \

0.0 0.5 10 15 2.0 0.0 0.5 10 15 2.0 0.0 0.5 10 15 2.0 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
B B B B
—— Bhomi = tr(Bhom) Bhomaz

M1 = 0.5, A1 = 0.5 M1 = 1.0, A1 = 1.0 M1 = 2.0, A1 = 2.0 M1 = 0.5, A1 = -0.33
M2 = 2.0, A2=2.0 M2=1.0,A2=1.0 M2 = 0.5, A2 =0.5 M2 =2.0,A2 =2.0

2

0/\/\/\

00 05 1.0 15 20 0.0 0.5 1.0 15 20 00 0.5 1.0 15 20 00 0.5 1.0 15 2.0

= Qhomun = Qhomz2 = Qhomi = Qhoma1 = Qhomss = Qhomes = Qhomas = Qhomss

Figure 3: The graphs display the dependence of B ¢ RS and Qe R%*6 on the parameter (3 for
the family Ag and By = -1, By = I. We see a non-constant dependence, which especially shows
that also the homogenization of the energy and the perturbation cannot be decoupled from the
homogenization of the stress-free joint. The dependence of B on § is linear.

5 Proofs

5.1 Properties of stress-free joints and proof of Proposition 2.5

In this section, we provide some properties of periodic maps, maps with periodic derivative and
stress-free joints, as defined in Definition 2.3, that we require later. Especially, we establish
Proposition 2.5. We start by collecting some basic properties of maps with periodic derivative.
Since they are standard statements, we only sketch the proof.

Lemma 5.1. Let 1 <p<oo and a€ WIIO’ZC)(Rd,Rd) be continuous with a(0) =0 and Y -periodic
derivative. Set a.(x):=ca(%) and A= f, Da(y)dy. Then
(a) a—A- e WEE(YV,RY), ice., a(y+k) = a(y) + Ak for all ke Z% and y €Y.

per

(b) a. -~ A- weakly in Wllo’g(Rd,]Rd) (or weakly-+ for p = oo). Especially, if p > d, then
SUp,, pd |a5(:L‘) - A;U| -0 ase—0.
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(¢c) If p>d and detDa >0 a.e. inY, then det A = §,, det Da(y) dy > 0.

Suppose additionally, a : R 5> R? s a homeomorphism and onto, p > d and detDa > 0 a.e. in
Y. Then

(d) A measurable map ¢ : R > R is A-periodic, if and only if v o a is Y -periodic. Moreover,

in this case
/ w(z)dz = / ©(z)dz. (5.1)
a(Y) AY

(e) Let ¢ € W}g’el,n(/_lY). Then,
][ Dy(z)dz = ][ Dy(z)dz = 0. (5.2)
a(Y) AY

(f) at = A7 . is A-periodic, i.e., a” (2 + Ak) = a_l(z) +k forall ze R, ke Z°.
(9) Ifa™t e Wll(;i(Rd,]Rd), then A™! = fa(Y) Da'(2)dz = fiy Da !(z)dz.

(h) If at e WEURE RY) for some q > d, then det A™! = fa(y) detDa ™' (2)dz

loc

= 1y detDa™'(2) dz.

Proof. We first sketch the proof of (a). Since Da is Y-periodic, for all k € 7% there exists a
constant ¢, > 0, such that

a(y+k)=a(y)+c,, yeY.
By setting y = 0, we obtain ¢;, = a(k). Thus, a : Z* - R? is linear and can be represented as
a(k) = Ak for some matrix A ¢ R4, Note that we can represent A explicitly as flij = a;(e;).
We claim A = A. Indeed, since a — A is Y-periodic, the mean over Y of its derivative is zero
and thus,

0=][ Da(y) - Ady = A- A.
Y

(b) and (c) are a consequence of (a), the weak convergence of rescaled periodic maps to their
mean and the weak continuity of the determinant. Let us sketch (d). Since a is a homeomor-
phism, we obtain

@ is A-periodic
<= o(z+ Ak) = o(2) for a.e. ze R and all k € Z¢
< p(a(y+k)) @ o(a(y) + Ak) = p(a(y)) for a.e. y e R? and all k € Z¢

< poa is Y-periodic.

Moreover, since (a(Y) + Ak), ;4 = (a(Y +k)),_,a generates a tesselation of R? and (2 + Ak) =
©(2) for a.e. zea(Y) and all k € Z%, it is not hard to show that

][ p = lim %) =][ Pp.
A n=ee JB(0,n) a(Y)

This implies the claim, since by (c) and a change of variables (cf. [EG15, Thm. 3.8] and [KR19,
Thm. B.3.10]), we observe

la(Y)| = / 1= / detDa(y) dy = det A = |AY|.
a(Y) Y
We omit the proof of (e) — (h), since they are easy consequences of (a) — (d). O
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We proceed by proving Proposition 2.5. In fact, we prove a slightly stronger statement, which
emphasizes the structures we use for our reasoning.

Proposition 5.2 (Injectivity). Let p > d and a € Wll(;i’(Rd,]Rd) be a continuous function with
Y -periodic derivative and det Da(y) > 0 for a.e. y € Y. Then a is injective a.e., in the sense
that for a.e. z € RY the preimage a”* {z} consists of at most one point. Moreover, assume a has
bounded distortion, that is, there exists K >0, such that

IDa(y)|” < K det Da(y), for a.e. yeRY. (5.3)

Then, a is in fact a homeomorphism, onto and a™* € W (R?, R?) with Da™'(2) = Da(a™*(2)) !

loc
for a.e. z € RY. If a additionally satisfies
‘Da(-)_l‘p detDa e LY(Y) (resp. ‘Da(~)_1| e L= (RY) for p = o0), (5.4)

then, a”' e WIP(RY, RY).

loc

Proof. STEP 1 — IDEA OF THE PROOF: Let a.(z) := ea(Z). Without loss of generality, we

assume a(0) = 0. Since p > d and a is continuous, we have for all open, bounded sets U c RY
the area formula (cf. [EG15, Thm. 3.8] and [KR19, Thm. B.3.10}),

/ det Da(x) dz = / HOU At {2)) dz. (5.5)
U a(U)

Note that #°(U na™' {z}) is a measure of the non-injectivity of al;. Define the level set
Ola,U]={z e U|'§'—[0(Ur‘1cf1 {a(z)}) 22} ={zeU|IyeUz+y: a(z)=a(y)}.

Then a(U \ O[a,U]) and a(O[a,U]) are disjoint and

/detDa(:n)d:rz/ 1dz+/ 2dz = [a(U)] + [a(O[a, U])].
U a(U\OJa,U]) a(O[a,U])

Applying this to a., a. - A- uniformly and det Da, — det A by Lemma 5.1 imply that necessarily

e—0

la.(0fa., V)| < /Y det Da, (x) de  a.(Y)] =% det A - |AY] = 0. (5.6)

Now, the idea of this proof is to show, that if a is not injective (a.e.), then the periodicity of
Da implies that the points, where a is not injective, are periodically distributed over R? and
thus the mass of non-injectivity points of the rescaled functions a, does not vanish in Y, i.e.,
la.(O[a.,Y])| >0 for some ¢ >0 independent of £ which is a contradiction to (5.6).

STEP 2 — INJECTIVITY A.E.: Suppose a is not injective a.e. Then,
0 :=0[a,R%] = {ze R4 |3z € Rz %20 a(z) = a(z)}
satisfies |O] > 0. This set is periodic, i.c. O = k+ O for any k € Z%. Indeed, if z # z satisfy

a(z) = a(z), then a(k + ) = a(z) + Ak = a(2) + Ak = a(k + z). Thus, also |[ONnY]| > 0, since
otherwise

0= Y [0n(k+Y)[= Y |[(k+O0)n(k+Y)[= Y |k+(OnY)[= Y [(OnY)|=0.
kez® kez? kez? kez?
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Since a, is obtained from a by rescaling, the set €O = U, ,ae(k+OnY') consists of all points,
where a, is not injective. Our goal is to find a suitable subset O* ¢ ONY with positive measure
and a sufficiently large collection K} c Zd, such that

U e(k+0*) ¢ Ofa.,Y] (5.7)
keK?

yields a contradiction to (5.6). Let O,, := {y €Y ‘ Jz e [-n, n)t zxy: a(z) = a(y)}, n € N. Since
0,, 1 (OnY), there exists ng € N, such that ‘Ono >0. We set O" := O,, . Lusin’s condition N
(cf. [KR19, Thm. B3.13]) implies that also [a(O*)| > 0. Note that this is a critical property for
this proof; it is satisfied, since det Da > 0 a.e. in R? and a € Wl’p(Y, ]Rd) with p > d. Since a is
continuous and O* precompact, a(O”) is bounded. Thus, there exists [y € N, such that the sets
a(O*) +lyAk, k € Z% are pair-wise disjoint. We set

Kg = {I{I € lOZd‘E(k + [_n()an())d) c Y} ’

which is non-empty for € < 1. We observe that then the sets a.(e(k + O*)) = e(a(O0") + Ak),
k € K} are pair-wise disjoint as well. We claim that with these definitions we obtain the desired
contradiction to (5.6). We show that (5.7) holds. Let y € e(k + O™) for some k € K. Then,
by definition of K, we have y € Y. Moreover, from the definition of O* and the rescaling
a. = €a(), we obtain some z € g(k + [~19,10)%), ¥ # z with a.(y) = a.(z). Since z € Y by
definition of K}, we find y € O[a,,Y]. We now show that K] is large enough and infer the

€
! -2ng

d
T |* many. Hence, for

contradiction. We can count the elements in K and find exactly |

e< 2_1(2710 + lo)_l, our construction yields

-1 n d
0c(OLanYDI> 3 a0+ A1) - | 22 a(0") > 2ty a0
keK? 0

a contradiction to (5.6). Hence, a must be injective a.e.

STEP 3 — SOBOLEV HOMEOMORPHISM: For the rest of the proof, we assume that a has bounded
distortion. Then a is a strongly open map, see [Ric93, Thm. 1.4.1] and [HK14, Thm. 3-18]. We
claim that any strongly open map that is injective a.e. is injective everywhere. Indeed, suppose
there exist 2,y € RY, 2 # y, such that a(z) = a(y). Let § > 0, such that B(z,8) n B(y,d) = @.
Then

O :=a(B(x,0)) na(B(y,0)) 3 a(x)

is open, since a is an open map, and not empty. Hence |O| > 0. But the preimage of each
point in O contains a point in B(z,d) and one in B(y,d). This is a contradiction to injectivity
a.e. Moreover, since a maps open sets to open sets, preimages of open sets of a ! are open.
Hence, the inverse a”' is continuous. Since a has bounded distortion, [HK14, Thm. 5.2] shows
ot e Wl (a(RY),R?) and [FG95, Thm. 3.1] shows Da™'(z) = Da(a™!(2)) ™ for a.e. z € a(R?).

loc

STEP 4 — SURJECTIVITY: Since a(]Rd) is non-empty and open, it suffices to show that a(Rd) is
closed in R? to conclude a(Rd) = R?. Since a is continuous a(Y') is compact. Moreover, in view
of Lemma 5.1 we have
aRY = | a(k+Y) = J Ak +a(Y).
kezd kez?

Let (z,) ¢ a(R?) with z, - z € RY. By boundedness of (z,) and since det A > 0, there exist
finitely many kq, ..., k, € Z%, such that (z,) c U™ (Ak; +a(Y)). But since this set is closed,
ze U™ (Ak; + a(Y)) c a(R?). Hence, a(R?) is closed.
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STEP 5 — REGULARITY OF THE INVERSE: If p = oo, then the formula Da™*(2) = Da(a™!(2))™!
for a.e. z € R? and (5.4) imply o' € Wllc;zo(Rd,]Rd). For p < oo, we additionally use the
transformation rule, see [Bal81, Thm. 1], to show

/ ‘Dail(z)‘p dz = / ‘Da(y)71|p det Da(y) dy < oo.
a(Y) Y

Hence, a™! e WP (a(Y),R?) and by periodicity a™! ¢ WLP(R?, RY). O

loc

The previous proposition implies that periodic stress-free joints are already Bilipschitz. Even
non-periodic stress-free joints are by definition at least piece-wise Bilipschitz. This encourages
us to study Bilipschitz maps in the last part of this section. We use the following lemmas later
to show uniformity of some estimates w.r.t. transformation of the domain by Bilipschitz maps.
We denote the set of Bilipschitz maps on U c R with Bilipschitz constant less than or equal to
1< L < oo by

Bil;, (U,RY) := {a:U - Rﬂ%\x —yl<la(z) —a(y)| < Llz-y|, forall z,y e U}. (5.8)

Lemma 5.3. Let U c R? be a Lipschitz domain and L € [1,00). The set Bily (U, R?) is sequen-
tially closed w.r.t. the weak-x topology in WhH (U, R?).

Proof. Let (ay,) c Bil, (U, R?) converging weakly-# to some a € WH (U, R?). We have to show
a € Bil; (U, ]Rd). Lower semi-continuity of the norm implies that

IDal ) < liminf [Dag =) < L.

Compactness implies that (a;) also uniformly converges to a. Moreover, we find an open
ball B c RY, such that Uyeyax(U) ¢ B. In view of [EG15, Section 3.1.1] we can extend the
inverses agl to Lipschitz maps on R with Lipschitz constants smaller than or equal L. Since
the sequence of extended inverses (a;') is bounded in Wh* (B, R?), there exists a subsequence
(not relabeled), such that (aj') weakly-+ (and thus especially uniformly) converges to some
a € W (B,R?) with |IDélly =gy < L. To conclude the proof we need to show that a is the
inverse of @ on U. Indeed, for all k€ N and x € U, we have

ja(a(@)) - 2| = |a(a(2)) - ;' (ay(2))] < la(a(e)) - a(ax(2))] +

<la(a(x)) - alag(z))| + H& - angoo - 0.

a(ax(2)) - ai' (ay())]

Hence @ oa = id on U. Especially, for z € a(U), we have a(z) € U and thus a;'(z) € U for
sufficiently large k € N. Thus, also

la(a(2)) - 2| = |a(a(2)) - ax(ai, ()] < [a(a(z)) - alai' (2))] + |alaz ' (2)) - ar(ar' ()]
< a(a(2)) - a(ai (2))] + |- ax e ~ 0.
We conclude, @ =a™! in a(U) and a € Bil (U, RY). O

Lemma 5.4 (cf. [DNP02, Lemma 3.3]). Let 1 < p < oo, L € [1,00), U ¢ R? be a Lipschitz
domain, U c Bily (U, Rd) weakly-* closed w.r.t. W1’°°(U, Rd) and S c U be a bounded set with
0<H™(S) < oo for some1<m<d. Let Sy be the set of all points x € S with H™ (SnB(z,0)) >0
for all §>0. Let K c R”? be a closed cone, such that for all F e K~ {0} and a €U

dim(ker F') < dim(aff a(Sy)),
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where aff a(Sy) c R? denotes the smallest affine space containing a(Sy). Define

1/p
|Flsqp = (min/ |Fa(x) - &P d?—lm(x)) . (5.9)
” ¢eR?J S
There exists a constant C' >0, such that for all F € K and a el
|F| < C’|F|S,a’p. (5.10)

Proof. Suppose the contrary holds. Then, for all k£ € N we find some a;, € 4 and Fj, € K with
|F| = 1, such that

- HRP 2 IRl , - [ o) -6F v ).

where &, € R? denotes a minimizer in |Fils.q, p- Since |+|g,, and the assumption dim(ker /') <

dim(aff a(Sy)) are translation invariant w.r.t. a, we may without loss of generality assume (ay)

is bounded in Wh* (U, R?). Hence, we find a subsequence (not relabeled), such that aj, - a

uniformly, Fj, > F and &, — £ for some a €U, F € K and ¢ ¢ R%. Note that indeed, (ay) being

bounded in Wh* (U, R?), |F}| and |Fils 4, p Peing bounded, imply that (£) is bounded. Then,
0= Jim [ |Fiau(@) =6l 047 (w) = [ |Pate) - a7 (a).

Hence, Fa(x) = ¢ for all z € Sy. This implies dim(ker F') > dim(aff a(Sp)) and thus F = 0 by

assumption. But this is a contradiction to |F| = limy,_, . |F}| = 1. O

Corollary 5.5. Let Le[l,00), 1<p<oo and K c R denote the union of the cone generated

by SO(d) — I and the space of skew-symmetric matrizes. Then, there exists a constant C =
C(Q,T,L) >0 such that for all F € K and a € BilL(Q,Rd), we have

|F| S C |F|a(1"),p7 where |‘|CL(F),p = |.|a(F)71d7p :

Proof. According to [DNP02, Chap. 3|, K, S:=T and U := BilL(Q,Rd) satisfy the assumptions
of the previous lemma for m = d — 1. Hence, using the change of variables rule for boundary
integrals, cf. [KR19, Chap. 1.1.3], we get

F < ey |Flp g, < / |[Fa(z) - £ dH (@) < o / |[Fa(z) - € |cof Da(z)v(x)| dH* (z)
bhad} F F
s Pl ) =l Pl

where ¢y does not depend on a € Bil; (2, R?) and ¢ € R? is a minimizer in 1Flor) p- O

Corollary 5.6. Let L€ [1,00), 1 <p<oo. Then, there exists a constant C = C(Q,L) >0 such
that for all F e R”? and a € Bil, (Q,RY), we have

[F| < ClF| g p s where |40y p = *la@)idp -

Proof. K :=R%? §:=Q and U := BilL(Q,Rd) trivially satisfy the assumptions of Lemma 5.4
for m = d. Hence, the transformation rule implies

PP < |, <or [ [Fa@) -6 do<e, [ |Fa(e) - € det Da(a)]| da
bhad) Q Q
_ P gy = p
“er | el az Pl
where ¢y does not depend on a € Bil (€2, R?) and ¢ € R? is a minimizer in |F|G(Q)7p. O
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5.2 Extension operator for rigidity in Jones domains; Korn inequality and
rigidity estimates

In this section we prove Theorem 3.15 and conclude Corollaries 3.16 to 3.18.

Extension operator for rigidity. As proposed in Section 3.4, the results are based on an
extension operator that we shall introduce first. Before we state the result, recall our notation
for mixed growth decompositions introduced in (3.30). We introduce the following notation for
cubes.

Definition 5.7. For the cube Q) :=a+ [—%, é]d with a e R? and [ > 0, we denote the center point
by z(Q) := a and the edge length by I(Q) := . Moreover, for « > 0, we define the scaled cube
a@ =7z(Q) +a(Q - z(Q)). We use the same definitions for open and half-open cubes.

The extension operator controls the distance to SO(d), Rgl;gﬁ and other sets simultaneously,

as long as a geometric rigidity like statement holds on cubes. To unify this, we introduce the
following notion:

Definition 5.8 ((A, p, ¢)-rigidity). Let Q c Q" c R? measurable, p, ¢ € [1, 0] and A c R, We
say (A,p,q)-rigidity holds on Q w.r.t. Q", if the following statement holds. We find a constant
¢ > 0, such that for all v € WH(Q",R?) and all decompositions dist(Du,.A) = Fist(Du,A) +

G dist(Du,A) 0 LP+L%(Q"), we find some matrix M € R and a decomposition Du — M =
FDU—M + GDu—M in LP +Lq(Q,RdXd), such that

| F Dot ||LP(Q) <c HFdist(Du,A)HLp(Q+) ) (5.11)
IGDu-nm ||Lq(Q) <c HGdist(Du,A) HLq(Q+) . .

C . . C . 33
We say (A, p, q)-rigidity holds on cubes, if (A, p, ¢)-rigidity holds on any cube Q w.r.t. Q" = o

The choice 32 for the scaling is technical and not important. The standard choices for A

32
are RY which is Korn’s inequality and SO(d) which is the geometric rigidity estimate, cf.

Section 3.4.

Theorem 5.9. Let U c R? be an open, bounded (e,0)-domain, p := min{%diam(U),é}. For
~v >0, define

Uy = {x € Rd‘dist(x,U) < 7}, Uy ={z eU|dist(x,0U) 2 v},

and note that U, cc U cc Uy. There exist constants 0 < o <aand " >0 (which we relate
to the sets Up_an cUc U;O/ c Upye) and a bounded, linear extension operator E : whi(v, Rd) -

WL (R RY) with

(a) Eu=u a.e. inU and

(b) supp Eu c Uy,

such that the following holds:

Let 7 € [1l,00], 1 < p<qg< o0 and A c R such that (A, p,q)-rigidity holds on cubes.
Then, there exists a constant ¢ > 0, such that for all u € Wl’l(U, Rd) and all decompositions
dist(Du, A) = Fyist(Du,A) + Gaist(Du,4) in LP +LI(U, R | the following estimates hold.
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(¢) We find a decomposition Eu = Fgy, + Gy + Hg, in LP+ L9+ L7 (RY,RY), such that

“FEu HLP(Rd) <c HFdist(Du,A) HLP(U) s
”GEu”Lq(Rd) <c HGdist(Du,A) HLCI(U) ) (5.12)
Hpulyraty < lulir o

Especially, forp=q=r,
Bl gty < (Flrgoy + Idist (D, Dl ). (513)

(d) We find a decomposition dist(DEu, A) = Fysmru,a) + Gdiss(DEu,A) + Hdist(DEu,4) 7
LP + L9+ L7 (R, RP?) with Hgist(DEu,A) =0 a.e. in U;a,, such that

HFdist(DEu,A) HLP(RD!) <c HFdist(Du,.A) HLP(U) )

HGdist(DEu,A) HLq (]Rd) <c HGdist(Du,A) HL‘I(U) 5 (5_14)

HHdist(DEu,A) L"(RY) <c (p_l HUHLT(U;QH) + HDUHLT(U;QH)) :

Especially, forp=q=r,

Moreover, the constants «, o', o' and ¢ depend on the domain U only via its first Jones
coefficient e.

We want to emphasize that the extension operator does not depend on the choice of A but is
stable for all admissible choices of A, including Korn’s inequality (A = Rg}frﬁ) and the geometric
rigidity estimate (A = SO(d)). Especially, (c) and (d) for the trivial choice A = @ show that E is
a bounded operator w.r.t. WP for any p € [1, 00]. We follow [Jon81; DM04] for the construction
of the extension operator and the proof of Theorem 5.9. The definition of the extension operator
relies on Whitney decompositions of the domain U and R\ U and a suitable reflection of the
cubes from the outside to the inside of U close to the boundary. For the readers convenience
we recall here the relevant definitions and statements from [Jon81].

Definition 5.10 (cf. [Jon81]). Let U ¢ R? open. A Whitney decomposition of U is a sequence
of closed, dyadic cubes @, k € N, such that U = Uy @) and

(i) 1(Qk) < dist(Qy, 992) < 4VdI(Qy),
(i) int(Q;) Nnint(Qy) = @, whenever j # k,

(iii) }l < fég;)) <4, whenever Q; N Qy, # @.

Lemma 5.11 (Reflection, cf. [Jon81]).
(a) Every open set U c RY admits a Whitney decomposition, cf. [Ste71, Thm. VI.1].

(b) There exists a constant ¢ = c¢(d,e) > 0, such that if U is an (e,d0)-domain, the following
statements hold. Let p := min{% diam(U), (5},

o Wi :=(Sy)rey denote a Whitney decomposition of U,
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o Wy:=(Q;)jen denote a Whitney decomposition of RINU and
» Wyi={Q; e W2|1(Q)) < £}.

For every cube Q; € W3, there exists a reflected cube Q; =S, € Wy, such that

~

Q; . *
1< ZEQﬁ <4, dist(Q;, Q%) <cl(Q)),

and if Q;,Qp € Wy with Q; n Qy, # @, there exists a chain Fjy, := {Q; =S51,...,5, = Q,’;} c
Wy, ie. S;n S, # @, with chain length m < c.

(c) There exists a constant C = C(d) >0 and a partition of unity (¢;) ¢ CZ° (R%,[0,1]) subor-
dinate to W3, such that

supp; € 16Qj, 2, w;=1on UWs,  [Vel<Cl(@) 7
QjEW3

Throughout this section let U ¢ R? an (e, §)-domain and Wy, Wy, W3 and (¢;) asin Lemma 5.11.
Note that by property (i) of Definition 5.10, W3 consists of the cubes that are close to the
boundary of U. In fact, we may choose 0 < o’ < o only depending on e and d, such that

Uy c UWsuU cUp,.

For u e WH(U, R?), we define the extension of u as,

Pu(z) u(z) ifxel, (5.16)
u(x) = . ) .
Yqew,; Po [u](z)p;(z) ifxe int(RY\U),
where Pg[u] denotes the affine map
Polu](z) =g + M(z - 2g),  xeR? (5.17)

with

g ::][ u, M ::][ Du, Ig:= ][ xdx. (5.18)
Q Q Q

Jones showed in [Jon81, Lem. 2.3] that |0U| = 0. Thus, the formula defines Eu up to a null-set.
We show later that indeed Fu e W' (R?, R?).

loc

Remark 5.12. The main difference of the extension operators in [Jon81; DM04] and in our
work is the choice of M. We want to motivate our choice. By studying [DM0/]] we identify the
following key properties that M needs to satisfy:

(a) M is linear w.r.t. u, such that E is linear.
(b) |M| can be controlled by Du, such that E is a bounded operator.

(c) We can estimate the difference u— Pglu] by dist(Du, A) in WP(Q) to be able to control
dist(DEw, A) (also in the mized growth sense).

The fact that M = fQ Du is a suitable choice is now due to the following simple observation.
In Definition 5.8, we can always choose the explicit matriz M = fQ Du. Indeed, let M ¢ R4
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denote a matriz that satisfies the statement in the definition of (A,p,q)-rigidity. Then, the

inequality
S][ ‘DU—M‘ Sf ‘FDuM|+][ |GDu7M‘
U Q Q

implies this statement by using Du—M = (Du— M)+ (M - M) and Remark 5.13 (i) below. With
this choice, (5.11) reads

|M—M|:‘][DU—M
Q

v <c HFdist(Du,A) "LP(Q+) ’ (5.19)

(@ < ° | Gaist(pu.) HL‘I(QW '

HFDu—DPQ [u]

HGDu—DPQ[u]

Moreover, since fQ u— Pglu] =0, a mized growth version of the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality,

see Proposition C.1, yields a decomposition v~ Pglu] = Fypofu) + Gu-pylu] 0 LP+L9(Q,R%)
with

@) < cdiam(Q) HFdist(D“vA) HL”(QW ’ (5.20)

o) < cdiam(Q) HGdist(DwA) HL‘%Q*) ’

These are exactly the estimates needed for (c). We note that using a similar argument we can
also always use in Definition 5.8 the explicit choice M € Argminy 5 ‘N - fQ Du‘ c A

HFu—PQ [u]

HGu—PQ [u]

Before we proceed with the proof of Theorem 5.9, we provide some further remarks.
Remark 5.13.

(i) To conclude (5.19) and (5.20) from the arguments above, we used the fact that an inequality
of the form |v| < f +§ for some f e LP(Q), § € LY(Q) with f,§ > 0 already implies the
existence of a decomposition v = f + g with HfHLp < fllgrs 19llpe < llglpa. This has already
been pointed out in the notation section of [CDM1/]. We shall use this fact without further
comments several times throughout the proofs below.

(ii) The constant in Definition 5.8 is invariant under scaling and translation of the domains
Q and QF, which can be seen by a standard scaling argument. Moreover, this holds true
with the explicit choice M = JEQ Du from above. FEspecially, if (A,p,q) rigidity holds on
one cube, then it holds on all.

(iii) If (A, p, q)-rigidity holds on two open sets Q1,Qs C RY with Q1N Qs # @, then it is not hard
to show that it also holds on QU Q4. Especially, if it holds on cubes, then it holds on any
finite union of intersecting cubes. We carry out the argument in the proof of Theorem 3.15.

The proof of Theorem 5.9 is analogous to [Jon81; DMO04]. Since one has to be careful to
deal with the mixed growth estimates and the general (A, p,q)-rigidity, we provide the main
arguments for the readers convenience. To that end, we fix r>1, 1 <p<g< oo and Ac RdXd,
such that (A, p, q)-rigidity holds on cubes. Further, we consider a decomposition dist(Du,.A) =

Fist(Du,A) + Gdist(Du,4y in LP +LI(U).

The idea of the proof relies on two observations. First, by construction we have Eu ~ PQ;_ [u] on
Q; and in view of (5.19) and (5.20), u ~ Py [u] on Q7 see Fig. 4. Hence, to relate Eu to u, the
idea is to relate PQ; [u]|Qj to PQ;_ [u]|Q;. This can be done, since PQ; [u] is a polynomial and
Q; and Q; have a similar size and controlled distance. This is made rigorous in the following
lemma.
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oU

Qj Eu PQ; [u]|Qj

u PQ;.' [u]|Q* Q;

Figure 4: Lemma 5.14 allows to relate PQ; [ullg, to PQ; [u]|Q; and thus Fulg to u.

Lemma 5.14 (cf. [Jon81, Lem. 2.1]). Let meN, 1<p<q< oo, Q cR? a cube and E,F c Q
measurable sets satisfying |E|,|F| > ~v|Q| for some v >0. There exists a constant ¢ = c¢(y,m,d),
such that for any polynomial P of degree at most m and decomposition P = Fp|, + Gp|, in
LP+LY(E), we find a decomposition P = Fp|, + Gp,. in L’ + LI(F) satisfying

[Fo1 oy < N Ei o iy (5.21)

HGplpHLq(F) s¢ HGplEHLP(E) :
(For the proof see Appendiz C.)

The second observation is that due to the definition of the partition of unity, Eu|Qj admits
contributions PQE [u] only from neighboring cubes Qy, i.e. only if QN Q; # 0, see Fig. 5. Thus,
we need to relate Py [u] and Pg:[u] on @;. To do so, together with Lemma 5.14 we can use
that the reflections of neighboring cubes are not necessarily neighbors but at least connected
by a controlled chain in view of Lemma 5.11. The following lemma provides estimates for such
a case.

oU
u PQ;; [u] QI:
S 5] Qk
: 0 Eu s P [u]
53 o7 ; J
uwn: Pox[u] ‘?,,l* ’ +(1=@)Px [u]
Qj Qj Q.

Figure 5: Lemma 5.15 allows to relate PQ;_ [u] and Py« [u] which is necessary to estimate Eu
close to Q; N Q.

Lemma 5.15 (cf. [Jon81, Lem. 3.1] and [DM04, Lem. 2.3]). Let m €N and F :={Sy,...,S,,}
Wi a chain of cubes in Wy. Then, we find decompositions Pg [u] -~ Py [u] = Fpg [ul-Ps, [u] *
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G pg, [u)-Ps, [u] W L7 +L7(S1,R?) and DPg [u]-DPs, [u] = Fbpg [u]-DPs [u]*GDPg [u]-DPs_[u]
in LP + LI(S;, RYY) | such that

HFPSI [u]—Psm [u] LP(S,) < Cl(Sl) HFdist(Du,A) HLP(U %J_—) ’

(5.22)

[P WOPEL (] [T g

L7(S,

[For -pes, s, < €1 Fatsipuny o 307,

(5.23)

HGDPsl [u]—DPsm [u] <c HGdist(Du,A) ”Lq(U %]_—) ’

L9(S1)

33

for some constant c = c¢(d,m,p,q) >0. Here, 55F := {%Sh .38

5 Sm -

Proof. Using a telescopic sum, we obtain the estimate

m—1
|Ps, [u] - Ps,_ [u]| < ; | P [u] - Ps, [u]|

m-1

< > |Ps [u]l - Ps,us,, (]| + |Ps.us,,, [u] - Ps,, [u]], on 5.
=1

In view of Lemma 5.14 it suffices to estimate Pg.[u] - Ps.ug,, [u] and Pg. g,  [u] = Ps,  [u] on
S; (respectively on S;.;) instead of S;. Here, we can add and subtract v and then use (5.19)
and (5.20) with Q = S; and Q" = %Si (respectively with @ = S;,; and Q = S; U S;,; and Q"
analogously) to obtain the desired mixed growth estimates in terms of dist(Du,.4). Note that in
order to control v in Lemma 5.14, we use that S; and S;, S;,; are close in view of Lemma 5.11.
Moreover, the constant in (5.19) and (5.20) can be chosen uniformly by scaling and translation
invariance of the constant in (A, p, ¢)-rigidity. O

We use these lemmas to estimate Eu. We only provide a sketch of the proofs. For the details
we refer to the related lemmas in [Jon81] and [DMO04].

Lemma 5.16 (cf. [Jon81, Lem. 3.2] and [DMO04, Lem. 2.4]). Let Q; € W5. We define

F(Q;) ={35;|8; € Fj, Q1 e W3,Q;nQy, + @}, (5.24)
where F} ), denote the chains connecting Q; and Qj, in W, defined in Lemma 5.11 (b). We find
decompositions Eu = Fg, +G g, +Hpg, in L” + L7+ L"(Q;, R?) and dist(DEu, A) = Fist(DEu,A) *
Gaist(DEu,4) 0 LP +L9(Q;), such that

| Feullir g, < cl(@)) | Faist(Du,a) HLP(U:F(QJ_)) :
”GEu”Lq(Qj) < CZ(QJ) HGdist(Du,A)HLq(U]:(Qj)) ) (525)

[ Hpulirq,) < clullr@ry

HFdist(DEu,A)HLP(Qj) <C HFdiSt(DuvA)HLP(U}'(QJ-)) ’ (5.26)
|Gasssun) 100,y < C | Gastuny a0y g,y

for some constants ¢ = c(d,e, A,p,q,7) >0 and C = C(d,e, A,p,q) > 0.

34



Proof. The partition of unity is constructed such that gpk|Qj = 0 whenever Q;, N Q; = @ and
2Q.ew, Pk =1 on Q. Thus, we have the formula,

EU|Qj = PQ; [u] + > (PQ;; [u] - PQ; [ul)er on Q.
QkEWC’)?
Q;NQL+D
Again, using Lemma 5.14, it suffices to estimate Py [u] and Pg:[u] - Py [u] on @ instead
of @;. To show (5.25), we can now estimate on @ the latter term using Lemma 5.15 and the
former term using (5.19) and the formula PQ; [u] = (PQ; [u] = u) + u. For the derivative, we
obtain from the formula above,

T
(DEu-DPy-[u])lg, = kav:V (Pgp[ul = Po: [ul)Vey +ou(DFg;[u] =DFg:[u])  on @y,
€Ws,
Qijkig

We can estimate the right-hand side analogously to the procedure for Eu|Qj and make the
following observation from which we can infer (5.26):

dist(DEu, A) < [DEu - DPys [u]| + dist(DPy: [u], A)

< [DEu - DPy:[u]] + ][

Du - DPg: [u]] + ][ dist(Du, A).
J Q;

Q;
O
Lemma 5.17 (cf. [Jon81, Lem. 3.3] and [DMO04, Lem. 2.5]). Let Q; € Wy \ W3. We define
F(Q;) = {55Qk| Qe e W3,Q;n Q. # 2} (5.27)
We find decompositions Eu = Fg, + Gg, + Hg, in LP+L? +LT(Qj,Rd) and dist(DFEu,A) =
Fiist(DBu,A) + Gaist(DEu,A) + Haist(DEu,4) 1 P+ LI+ 1L7(Q;), such that
HFEu”Lp(Qj) <cep HFdist(Du,A) HLP(Uf(Qj)) ;
“GEu”Lq(Qj) scp HGdist(Du,A)HLq(U]_—(Qj)) ) (5.28)
1 Heulir ;) < clulirur@,) -
and
”Fdist(DEu,.A) HLP(QJ') <c HFdist(Du,.A) HLP(Uf(Qj)) )
HGdist(DEuyA) HLq(Q]-) <c HGdist(Du,A) HL(I(U FQ;)’ (5.29)

HHdist(DEu,A)HLq(Q]_) < C(P_l ”u”LT(U]—'(Qj)) + ||DU||L’“(Uf(Qj)))v

for some constant ¢ = c(d, e, A,p,q,r) > 0.

Proof. Note that F(Q;) is empty only if Eu|Qj = 0. Thus, we may assume F(Q;) # @. Then,
(5.28) follows from the formula

Bulg, = 0 ;V Foiluler  on Qj,
k 3
Qijk:#Q
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where we estimate P [u] as in the previous lemma using Py« [u] = (Pg: [u]-u)+u on Q;.- Note
that since F(Q;) # @, we have LS Q)2 pl. Similarly, we obtain (5.29) from the formulas

cy c

T
DEu= ) Py [u]Vy, +pDPy:[u], and
Qk:GWB,
Q;NQL*D

dist (DB, A) < [DEul + dist(0, A) < [DEul +][ dist (Du, A) +][ Dul,
o o

by estimating D Py« [u] using DPy« [u] = (DPy:[u] - Du) + Du in Q. O
Proof of Theorem 5.9. Let ue Wh (U, R?). Recall formula (5.16), which states

u(x) if v e,

Fulo= {ZQjeWB Po: (u)(@)p;(x) if z € int(U°).

Note that ({0}, p, p)-regularity is trivially satisfied from the observation
|Du=0llpr(q) = [DullLr gy = Idist(Du, {0})]r g

for any measurable set ) c R? and any p € [1,00]. Therefore, Lemmas 5.16 and 5.17, applied
for A={0} and r=p=¢g=1and r =p = q = oo respectively, yield the estimates

| B0l meriary € 1P 1olwiagy for all ve W-(U,R?), (+1)

| B0l mp ey € €10 [0l iy for all ve WH(U,R?). (#+9)

Indeed, (*;) and (*3) follow by summing over the cubes Q; € W,, where we note that in
view of the controlled size and distances of cubes and their reflected cubes by Definition 5.10
and Lemma 5.11,

2, g <ely, ) luyrg)y<ele, 2 lurg)<ale,
QjeWs QjeWs QW Wy pa

We have to show that the weak derivative of Fu exists and thus, indeed, Fu belongs to
Wl’l(Rd,Rd). This can be seen as follows. By the approximation result of Jones in [Jon81,
Sec. 4], there exists a sequence (ug) ¢ C°(R% R?), which converges to u in WHH(U,RY). Tt
follows analogously to [Jon81, Lem. 3.5] from (*5) that Euy, € W5 (RY, R?) is a Lipschitz map.
Applying (#;) yields that (Euy,) defines a Cauchy sequence in W (]Rd, Rd) and thus, converges
to Fu in WH(RY, RY). Especially Fu ¢ WH(RY, RY) holds. Finally, we obtain the estimates
in Theorem 5.9 from Lemmas 5.16 and 5.17 by summing over the cubes in Wj,. 0

Geometric rigidity estimate and Korn’s inequality in Jones domains. In the remain-
der of this section we utilize the extension operator to obtain Theorem 3.15 and Corollaries 3.16
to 3.18.

Proof of Theorem 3.15. Recall the definitions r := diam(U) and p := min{%,d}. We only con-
sider the the case of the rigidity estimate, since the argument for Korn’s inequality is similar in
view of |sym F| = dist(F, R%< ).

skew
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STEP 0 — RIGIDITY ON FINITE UNIONS OF CUBES: We cover U by m cubes Qq,...,Q,, C RY of
size 1(Q;) ~ p. We can do so with m § (%)d many cubes. To be precise we ask for the following
properties from the covering:

m m 1 m
UcUQicUBQictUr,, m<e(t), —p<l(@)<ap,  Flg <ep, and
i=1 i=1 1 i=1
for each i =1,...,m, there exists j < i with |QZ- mQj’ > % Q] -

Such a covering can be constructed using d + 1 shifted copies of the lattice
{Qk = 2 (k+ [0,1)d)|keZd,kaU¢®}.

Recall (A, p,q)-rigidity, cf. Definition 5.8. Let us first show that (SO(d),p, ¢)-rigidity holds
on UM Q; wrt. QF = UM, %Qi with a constant em where ¢ = ¢(d,p,q) > 0. Consider
v e WHY(UT, Q) and a decomposition dist(Dv,SO(d)) = Fist(Dv,50(d)) + Gdist(Dv,80(a)) 10
L?+LY(Uiy Q;). Due to [FIMO02, Prop. 3.4] and [CDM14, Thm. 1.1] (SO(d), p, q)-rigidity
holds on cubes. Thus, we find R; € SO(d) and decompositions Dv — R; = Fp,_g. + Gp,-g, in
LP+L9(Q;, R™Y), i =1,...,m, satisfying

HFDU—R,L‘ L (Q,) < ¢y HFdist(Dv,So(d)) HLP(%QJ ’

HGDU—R«L L9(Q,) <c HGdist(Dv,SO(d))HLq(%Qi) )

Note that by scaling and translation invariance of Definition 5.8, we can choose the constant
c9 independent of . We show that we can replace R; by R; by estimating the difference. For

each i, we find a chain Q) = Q;,,...Q;, = Q; with k <m and |Q;, nQ, | > c3 min{|Qij|, |Qij+1\}.
Thus,

k-1 k-1
|R1—R1|S Z‘Rij+1_Rij|S Z][ DU—RZ'J_|+|DU—RZ']_+1‘
j=1 7=17Q;,0Q;;

+1

k-1
sz::l - VlFDv—Rij‘+‘GDU—Rij|+|FDEu—RZ~j+1‘+‘GDU—Rij+1|'

i+l

We estimate the right-hand side as follows,

‘ ][ |Fpo-r,
Q,.NQ J

ijn 141
and obtain analogous results for the other terms. Note that the constant ¢, only depends on d
and p (respectively on ¢). Hence, Remark 5.13 (i) shows that R; - R; admits a decomposition
Ri- Ry =Fg_p, +Gpg_g, in L? +LY(Q,R*%) with

1/
< ] 1/p HFD'U_Ri-
Qij nQ; | J

L7(Qi)

< Fy )
Lp(Qi]—ﬁQin) Cq H dlSt(Dv’SO(d))HLp(g_gQij)

J+1

”FRrR1 HLP(Qi) <key HFdist(Dv,SO(d)) HLp(g_gQi) )

HGRi_Rl HLq(Qi) <key HGdist(DuSO(d)) HLq(g_gQi) :

Set A; = Q; ~ U;:% Qj. Thus, choosing R := Ry, Fp,_p = Xi%1(Fpy-pg, + Fr,-r,)14, and
GDU—R = Z?:ll(GD’U—Ri + GRi_Rl)]lAi, we obtain Dv - R = FDU—R + GD’U—R a.e. in U?;Ll Ql and

HFDU—R”LP(U?; Q,) $Mmces HFdist(Dv,SO(d)) HL”(U?LH 380,)°
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|Gpu-rlrar, @) <mes |Gaistpvsoa)) HL‘?(UEI 80,

STEP 1 — A =1: Let us first restrict to the case A = I. Given u e WH(U, Rd) and a decompo-
sition dist(Du,SO(d)) = Faist(Du,s0(a)) + Gdist(Du,s0(a)) in L +LI(U), by Theorem 5.9 we find
a decomposition dist(DEu,SO(d)) = Fyist(DEu,s0(d)) + Gaist(DEu,s0(a)) in L+ LI(UiZy @;), such
that

| Faise (D Bu.SO()) HL”(Uﬁl 0,y <G | Faist(Du.s0(a)) HLp(U) ;

HGdist(DEu,SO(d)) HLq(U;" Q) <cg HGdist(Du,SO(d)) HLq(U) .

=1

Then, by Step 0, we find R € SO(d) and a decomposition DEu — R = Fpg,-r + GpEu-r I
LP + LU, Qi,RdXd), such that

I FpEu-rlirr, 0,) < C7(§)d HFdist(Du,SO(d))HLp(U) ;
|Gpeu-rliaur, 0, < c7(5) | Gaispusoay) oy

The claim follows by combining the two results.

STEP 2 — BILIPSCHITZ POTENTIALS: Now, if A admits a Bilipschitz potential ¢ Theorem 3.15
is an easy consequence of the arguments above for @ = u o alonU-= a(U) and using the
transformation rule. This is possible, since U is a Jones domain and @ ¢ WH!(U ,Rd). Note
that e, 0 and % are controlled when transforming the domain by a map in Bil; (U, Rd).

STEP 3 — ARBITRARY STRESS-FREE JOINTS: Now, let us consider an arbitrary stress-free joint
A € SFJ(U) with potential a. By (SFJ3), we find disjoint Lipschitz domains Uy,...,U, with
U = U™, U;, such that a is Bilipschitz on U; for all i = 1,...,n. Thus, we may apply Step 2 on
U; and obtain R; € SO(d) and decompositions DuA(:)™' - R; = F" + Gl in

DuA(+)"'-R; DuA(+)'-R;
LP +L9(U;, R™), such that

I

wAC) Ryl < HF dist(DuA(+) ™ SO() llLr (v’

HGfDuA(-rl—Ri

L(U;) <cg HGdist(DuA(')_l,SO(d)) LI(U;) .

It remains to show that we can choose the same rotation for each i = 1,...,n. Indeed, we can do
80, by estimating the difference between the rotations of neighboring domains. Therefore, let
i # j with Hdil(anﬂan) >0. Set T';; := 9U;n0U; and define @; := uoa™' € WP (a(U;),RY) and

iij:=uoa” e WP (a(U;), R%). Since @, = @; on a(I';;), we obtain by Corollary 5.5, continuity of

the trace operator, the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality and the transformation rule, for suitable
d
giv 5] eR )

R, - R;|" = |R;R - I < cq /(F | |Riz - Rjz - & + & dH(2)
a(l';;

“eo [ (R i) - €) - (Ryz - () - ) aH(2),

Tyj

< C10 (/ |RZ - Dﬂ|p + / |R] - D&‘p)
a(U;) a(Uy)

7

= (/ [Ri=Duba() '+ [ |R; - DuDa(-)‘l\p)
Ui U;
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< 612/ dist” (DuDa(-)™",80(d)).
U;uU;
Since dist(DuDa(-),80(d)) = Fistua() 1 50y T Caist(Dua(+)~,s0(ay)> Ve obtain

|Rz’ - Rj‘ S €13 (HFdist(DuA(-)_l,SO(d)) HLP(U) + ”Gdist(DuA(-)"l,SO(d)) HLq(U)) :

Hence, since U is connected, by an induction argument it follows that we may choose R; := R;
forall i =1,...,n, which finishes the proof. Note that R; is chosen arbitrarily among the R,. [

Proof of Corollaries 3.16 and 3.17. Let u e W'P(U,R?). By Theorem 3.15, we find S e RE% |
such that

[Dul iy < ex ([DuAC)™ = Sy, +181) < 2 (IsymDuAC) ™) o gy +151) -

Hence, it remains to bound |S| by the right-hand sides of (3.33) and (3.34) respectively. By

(SFJ3) we find a Lipschitz domain U c U such that the potential a of A is Bilipschitz on U.
In the case of Corollary 3.16, we can choose U such that I' := I'n 9U satisfies HINT) > 0.
Consider @ :=uoa ! e W'(a(U),R?). Then,

Dii(a(z)) = Du(z)Da(z) ! for a.e. z € U.

Let & := fa(U) Sz-1u(z)dz. For Corollary 3.17, we estimate the modulus of S using Corollary 5.6,
the change of variables rule and the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality,

p P () P L
5 gcg/a(mwz ¢ szC4(/a(0)|Sz a(2) - €] dz+||u|Lp(a(U)))
S ()P ~ | -1P P
505(/a(0) S - Da(2)| dz+HuuLp(a(ﬁ)))gc6(/U\S—Du(x)Da(m) [ do+ full g,

<eq (Hsym (DuDa(-)_l) + [l

HiP(U) ZP(U)) .

Similarly if u € Wllfé(U, Rd), i.e. @=0 on a('), we estimate using Corollary 5.5,
ISP < CS/ ISz -6 dz = CG/ ISz —a(z) - &P de < cg/ S=Da(z)P dz
a(T) a(T") a(U)

< ey /U ‘S - Du(x)Da(m)71|p dz < cpq Hsym (DuDa(-)fl)HiP(U) .

Hence, Corollary 3.16 follows by applying the Poincaré-Friedrich inequality. Note that, if a
is Bilipschitz on U, we can choose U = U and I"' = I'" and then the constants can be chosen
uniformly for potentials with controlled Bilipschitz constant. O

Proof of Corollary 3.18. We argue similarly to [Pom03, Thm 2.3]. Let ¢ ¢ W'P(Q, R¥?) and
let a denote the Bilipschitz potential of A with a(0) =0, cf. Proposition 2.5.

STEP 1: First, we show that sym(DgDa(-)™") = 0 implies ¢ = 0. This can be carried out as
follows. Let @ := @ oa™!. If ¢ satisfies sym(D¢Da(-)™") = 0, then ¢ satisfies symD@ = 0. As
stated in the proof of [Cia88, Thm 6.3-4], then ¢; must be an affine map, i = 1,...,d. From the
periodicity of ¢ and Da, we obtain (cf. Lemma 5.1)

Gi(ka(e;)) = gi(a(ke;)) = pi(ke;) = i(e;) = pi(ale;)), kel
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Since the vectors a(e;) = a(0) + Ae; = Aej, j =1,...,d span the matrix A := §,, Da(y) dy with
det A # 0, see Lemma 5.1, we infer that ¢ and thus also ¢ are in fact constant. Finally, because
Jy9=0,¢=0.

STEP 2: We show that Step 1 implies the claim. Suppose the claim does not hold. Then we

find a sequence () c W;’go(Y, R%) with lex ey =1 and

(D) Dl <

Since () is bounded in WP (Y, R?), it is not restrictive to assume that @), ~ ¢ € W;;O(Y, R%)
weakly in W'P(Y,R?). Corollary 3.17 yields

lex = @rlwioeyy < e1(le = @il + [symDerDal-) ™) ogyy + lsymDeDal-) ™) oy )-

Hence, (¢},) is a Cauchy sequence in wh? (v, ]Rd) and thus actually converges strongly to ¢. By
continuity we obtain sym(DyDa(+)™) = 0 and thus by Step 1, ¢ = 0. But this is a contradiction

to HgonLp(m =1. O

5.3 Proofs of Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6 and introduction of auxiliary integrands
W and Quom

For the proofs of Theorem 3.2, Corollary 3.3, and Proposition 3.9 it is natural to work with the
transformed energy densities

Whon(F)i=intint o W (3, (F+ Doy A) )T - hBu(w)) dy (530
keN pew o2 (ky,RY) JkY

@nom(G) = min /Q(y,G+D<p(y)A(y)‘1)dy- (5.31)
pett), (ViRY) Jy

The relation to [W"],om and [Q* ]pom is the following: For all F,G € R®? it holds

Wi (F) = [ (0. F) = W (g, FA@W)) | (F) = [W"pom (FA),

~ . (5.32)
Grom(@) = | (1:6) = Q*(1,GAW)) | (G) = [Q"hom(GA).

Indeed, this can be easily seen by realizing that for A € SFJ,., with potential a, and for any
F e R™ Lemma 5.1 implies that
op=F(A " —aNoae WLX(V,RY),  FA()'=FA ' - DppA(-)™" (5.33)

per

With this observation at hand, the identities (5.32) follow from the definition of [-],on. Note
that in the definition of Q. it suffices to minimize w.r.t. a single periodicity cell and correctors
in H'. This is due to the fact that Q satisfies a quadratic growth condition and is convex. With
similar argumentation, we can prove Lemma 3.5.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Let G € R®? and a denote the unique potential of A with a(0) = 0.

Lemma 5.1 shows that the map ¢4 := A+ — a satisfies @ 4 € W%;ecf(Y, Rd). Hence,

W(y, A(y) + G) =W"(y, A+ G -Dpa(y)).

From this Lemma 3.5 follows immediately, since Dp4(y) is not seen when applying [ ]pom t0
the right-hand side. O
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We note that we shall establish most properties of [W"],0m and [Q*]pom by proving equivalent
assertions for Wﬁlom and Qpom- An example is the following:

Proof of Lemma 3.6. In view of (5.32) and the definition of sym 7 it suffices to show
VG e RP4 . é ‘(symG)/_l|2 < Qpom(G) < ¢ |(SymG)/_1‘2 .
For the upper bound note that by (3.5) and the invertibility of A, we have
Gion(6) < | Q.G)dy < Aulsym G < 5|47 (sym &) AP

For the lower bound, let ¢ € H;,er(Y, R?) and a the potential of A with a(0) = 0. We use that

poac€ Hper(AY, ]Rd) and thus its derivative is orthogonal to constants in Lz(a(Y),]RdXd), cf.
Lemma 5.1. We observe

jsym GI? < [sym GJ? f symD(poa)f’ = f sym(G + D(p o a))
a(Y) a(Y)

det A det A|; oo _
< Il / [sym(G + DpA(-) ™[ < BTk /Y Q(y, G+ Dep(y)A(y) ™) dy

Hence, we observe the lower bound by minimizing the inequality over ¢. O
5.4 Representation formulas for the homogenized energy and perturbation.

Proofs of Lemmas 3.4 and 3.7 and Proposition 3.9

Proof of Lemma 3.7. We claim that Py is onto and injective. Indeed, by definition we have
Oc(S+ Rg;ri) and O c 8" and thus,

O =Pp(S+RE4) = Py(S) + Po(RE4) = P (REA

Sym Sym sym /»

which yields surjectivity. For injectivity we only need to show Py (sym G) = 0 implies sym G = 0.
For the argument, first note that

Po(symG) =0 <  Pg(symG) =symG

1 d = (5.34)
< symGeS <« JpeH,,(Y,R): sym[G—DgpA(-) ]=

We claim: If Pp(sym G) = 0, then there exists ¢ € Hper(Y, R%) such that
symG =symD(poa™t) a.e. in RY,

where a denotes the potential of A as in (SFJ2) with a(0) = 0. Indeed, this follows since by
(5.34) there exists @ € Hll)er(Y, R?) such that sym G = sym(DpA(-)™1), and by the chain rule we
have Dp(y)A™ (y) = Dp(y)Da(2) = D(¢ o a™)(2) for a.e. z = a(y) € R%. Now the assertion
sym G = 0 follows by integrating (5.34) over a(Y') and by appealing to Lemma 5.1. O

Proof of Lemma 3.4. STEP 1 — PROOF OF (3.14): By definition of W" we have
LWy, Ay) + hG) = 5W(y. I+ h(GAW) ™ - By(y)) - F*CGAW) " By(w)).

Since up to a subsequence we have Bj, - B a.e. and in view of (W3), we deduce that the
right-hand side converges to Q(y, GA(y) ™' - B(y)) = Q' (v, G - B(y)A(y)) as claimed.
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STEP 2 — PROOF OF (3.15): Thanks to the definition of Q“, [-]hom, and S, we have

LHS of (3.15) = inf / Q(y, G’A(yf1 + D(,p(y)A(y)f1 - B(y)) dy.
pel) (VRY) JY

. — 2 _ 2 - 2
= inf, |GAC)™ + ¥ - B, = [Ps: (sym(GA(-)™ = B))| , = [Ps: (sym(GA™ - B))|

where in the last identity we used that sym(GA(:)™) —sym(GA™) € S, which follows from
(5.33). Since S+ O+ (S + Rgl;;i)l is an orthogonal sum, we get

- 2 2
LHS of (3.15) = [Po(sym(GA™" - B))|, + HP<S+R§‘/XI%)L(symB)HQ .
In view of the definition of By, and R*(B) we arrive at
LHS of (3.15) = [Po(sym(GA™) = Byow)| o, + R (B). (5.35)

Note that in the special case B = 0, this identity reduces to Qi (G) = HPO(sym(Gf_l_l))HzQ.
Po(sym(GA™) = Buow) |, = Qftm(G — BuomA) and (3.15) follows. O

In particular,
We finish this section with the proof of the representation formulas Proposition 3.9.

Proof of Proposition 3.9. Thanks to the periodic Korn inequality (cf. Corollary 3.18) and the
non-degeneracy of @ (cf. (3.5)), we see that (3.23) is a coercive, strictly convex minimization
problem. We conclude that the corrector ¢ indeed exists and is unique. Furthermore, since
the associated Euler-Lagrange equation is linear, we deduce that

Qnom(G)=€-Q¢,  E=emb '(G),  forall GeREE.

Combined with (5.32) the second identity in (3.26) follows. It remains to prove the representa-
tion of By, To this end, we first note that

Po(symG) = sym G + sym(DygA(y) ™).
Indeed, this follows from sym G € S + O and the definition of p5. We also conclude that
b; = (P(D(Gi)ysymB)Q'

Thanks to the surjectivity of Pp we have O = Pp(emb(R")), and thus, we obtain the following
characterization of By,:

Po(Bhom) =Po(symB) < VxeO: (X,Po(Bhom))g = (X;sym B)g
= VEeR' 1 (Po(emb(€)),Po(Bhom))g = (Po(emb(§)),sym B)
e VEeR®:£-Qemb ! (Byow) =&+,

and thus By, = emb ((Q)_lb) as claimed. O
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5.5 Asymptotic expansion of the homogenized elastic energy density; Proofs
of Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 3.3

We note that Theorem 3.2 (a) easily follows from frame-indifference of W by substituting ¢
with R in the definition of W% . In view of (5.32), for Theorem 3.2 (b) and (c) it suffices to
prove the following two propositions:

Proposition 5.18 (Non-degeneracy). There ezists some o > 0 and hg > 0 such that for all
FeR™ and 0 < h < hg

Wihow(F) 2 £ dist*(F,80(d)) - ah? | By |2y, - (5.36)
Proposition 5.19 (Asymptotic expansion). There exists a continuous, increasing map p :

[0,00) — [0, 00] with p(0) =0, such that for all h>0 and G € R4,

#W}?om(j + hG) - (@hom(G - Bhom) + RA(B))| < (1 + |G|2)p(h + |hG|) (537)
We start with the argument for the non-degeneracy property:

Proof of Proposition 5.18. We adapt the argument of [MN11, Thm. 1.1]. By definition of ’Wﬁlom
we find for all 7 >0 some k,, € N and ¢, € er,gf(knY, R?%) such that

Whom (F) > ][k y W (y, (F + Dy, A(y) ™ )(I - hBy) ) dy —n

n

> g ][ dist? ((F + Doy A(y) (I = hBy), SO(d)) dy - 1.
k,Y

n

Here and throughout this section we often omit the explicit dependence on the argument of
certain quantities when integrating for easier reading. However, we do display the dependence
for A(+)™! to distinguish between the function and matrix inverse. Furthermore, the triangle
inequality yields for all F' e R4,

dist(F,S0(d)) < dist(F'(I - hBy(y)),S0(d)) + h|B,(y)|| F|
< dist(F(I - hBy,(y)),S0(d)) + h|By,(y)| (dist(F,SO(d)) + |1]).

Since limsup,_,gh ”Bh”Loo(Rd) - 0, we can absorb for small h <« 1 the term dist(F,SO(d)) into
the left-hand side and obtain

dist®(F(I = hBy(y)),50(d)) 2 ;- dist*(F,SO(d)) - e, p? 1B, (). (5.38)

Thus, with F = F + Dgpn(y)A(y)_1 and thanks to Y-periodicity of By, we get

2

Wi (F) > L ][k v dist® (F + Do, A(y) *,80(d)) dy = coh® | By 2y — -
n

Note that By 2 (v is bounded. Hence, by the transformation rule and A = Da with % <
det Da < c a.e., we obtain

Wi (F)s L ][(k B R e L
alky

3

Finally, by quasiconvexity of Qdist?(+,SO(d)), we get
Whom (F) > £ Qdist*(F,SO(d)) = e3h? | By {23y =1,
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since ¢, o ale Hlljer(k:nAY, Rd) and a(k,Y’) is a periodicity cell for this kind of periodicity,
cf. Lemma 5.1 and [Bra06, Section 5.1.1]. Since this holds for arbitrary n > 0 with constants
independent of 5 and Zhang showed in [Zha97] that Qdist®(+,SO(d)) can again be controlled
by dist?(+,SO(d)), we conclude the claim. O

Before we proceed with the proof of the asymptotic expansion, we show the following technical
lemma which we use for the linearization.

Lemma 5.20. Forh >0, let kj, € N and 8, € (0, 00) with limsupy,_o 9, < oo and limy,_,o h*5;" = 0.
Moreover, let ®), ¢ L?(k,Y,R™?) with

lim sup 5h][ 1D, (y)|? dy < oo,
kY

—

and W, ¥ € L%er(Y’RdXd) with &, | ¥, - ‘I’||iz(y) — 0. Then, there exist subsets Y, c kY with
é |knY N Yy| = 0, such that

op,

F @B (o 1) + R (0)) - Qi (0) + ¥(0) dy)‘ L0 (539)

h
Moreover, if limy,_, ”h\ph”Loo(Rd) =0 and ®;, satisfies the uniform bound
. 2
limsup 6y, [ @1 (1, v < o0,
h

then we may choose Y), = kY .
Proof. Let Gy, := U, + ®),. For some Y}, c k,Y (to be specified below), (W3) yields that

S ]i y Ly, (1) (52 W (9, 1 + by, + h,) - Q(y, @y + ) ) dy| < (1),, + (1),
h
where
(1), = %f Ty, Gy r(, IhGyl) dy,  (I1), s= %f Q. @, + 1) - Q(y, B, + )| dy.
kY kY

Since @ is a quadratic form and satisfies (3.5), we obtain (II), — 0 from the L2-bound of @,
and the convergence and Y-periodicity of ;. We proceed to show (I), — 0 for suitable sets

Y},. Consider 73, (y) := r(y,h1/25;1/4) and py, = ([y Fh)l/Q. By the second identity in (W2) we
have 7, < 26, a.e. for h < 1 and by (W3), 7}, converges to 0 a.e. as h - 0. Thus, by dominated
convergence, p;, = 0. Now set,

Y= {y e b |1Gu(w) < 26,1 ey e kY 7 (y) < pn)

Then, Markov’s inequality, the Y-periodicity of 7}, and the L2-boundedness of ®,, and ¥, yield
that kid |k, Y N Y| — 0. With this definition, we obtain
h

(M, < 5h][ 1y, |G 7 dy < Ph][ 8, |Gl dy.
kY kY

Since the integral on the right-hand side is bounded, we indeed obtain (I), — 0. Finally, note
that if &, and ¥, satisfy the uniform bounds, we can estimate (I), differently as

1), < fk 1= 19 Py (o WGl ) dy
h
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<e /Y (146, [Ty — U + |TP)r(y, [hC ) d.

Since |hG} |~ — 0 and 7(y, |hGp| =) < 2684 a.e. for [AGp |~ < pe, dominated convergence
(with strongly converging dominating sequence) shows that the right-hand side converges to 0.
Hence, in this case we may choose Y}, = kY. O

Proof Proposition 5.19. STEP 1 — REDUCTION: In order to treat the cases G}, = Byg, and
G}, # Bpom simultaneously, we let throughout this proof, « = |G}, = Bhom| if Gi # Bhom and
ay, =1 otherwise. As can be easily seen by a contradiction argument, it suffices to prove that
1i7h 2(A A
‘Whom(l + hGh) -h (Qhom(Gh - Bhom) +R (B))|
\hGy)* + h2

-0, as h = 0,

for an arbitrary sequence (G},) c R? satisfying hG), — 0. Moreover, we may without loss
assume that Hj, := aih(Gh - Byom) — G for some G ¢ R4 by the subsequence principle and
compactness. We prove separately the upper and lower bounds

Wit (I +hGp) = B2 (Qnom (Gh — Bhom) + R*(B))
p

lim su <0, 5.40
h—0 \hGy)?* + h? (5:40)
W (I +hGy,) = h% (Onom (G — Bhom) + RA(B
lim inf hom( h) (Qho2 ( 2h ho ) ( )) > 0. (5.41)
h=0 \hGy|° + R

For the proof we adapt the argument of [MN11, Thm 1.1].

1,00

STEP 2 — UPPER BOUND: By definition of W} we have for all o, € Woer (Y, R?) that
Wi (I +hG)) < / W (y, (I +hG), + hDoy A(y) ) (I - hBy)) dy.
Y

Suppose that o, satisfies
1

2
m HDO’hHLOO(Y) < 00. (542)

lim sup
h—0
Then, since limsupy,_,q |~ B}, HLw(Rd) =0, the assumptions of Lemma 5.20 including the uniform

bound hold with

(Shl (I)h = Gh+DO'hA(‘)_1, \Ifh = —Bh—hGhBh—hDO'hA(‘)_lBh, U= -B.

-1
Gy P +17

Thus, we obtain
Whom (I +hG),) < / Q(y.Gn + Doy Aly)™ = B) dy + (IG,[* + 1) rest (h),
Y

with rest;(h) - 0 as h — 0. Our goal is to construct a suitable map oy, satisfying (5.42). This
construction is done by estimating the latter term in (5.40) in two steps. We fix n > 0. First,
by an approximation argument we find some ¢ € W%,gf (Y, Rd) such that

Qhom(G) > /YQ (y,G+DypA(y)™") dy -n.

Second, recall the construction of By, and RA(B ) in Section 3.2. Note that By, —sym B +

P(8+Rdxd)1(sym B) =Pg(Bpom —sym B) €S, and thus, we find v € Hrljer(Y, Rd) such that,
sym

sym B - sym(DyYA(:)™") = Byom + P (g pixdy (sym B). (5.43)
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Hence, again by an approximation argument, we find v € Wll;e(}o(Y, ]Rd) independent of h, such
that with o, := a0 + 9 (recall Hj, = a_lh(Gh - Bhom)),

/Y Q(y,Gj, +Do,A(y) ™ - B) dy
- | Q.G+ @D+ Dy AG) ! - B) dy
< | Q.G+ (@D + D)AG) ™ = B) dy+ (G + 1)
= | Q.Gr= Biow + uDpAw) ™) dy+ RA(B) + (Gal 1)y
~a [ @y +DpA(w)™) dy+ RAE)+ (G

Note that o}, satisfies (5.42). Combining these results, we conclude

Jy Q(y, G, + Doy A(y) ™" = B) dy - Qrom(Gh, — Brom) - R (B)

LHS of (5.40) < limsup

h—0 Ghl* +1
~ 2
< hr}? sup (/Y Q(y, Hy, + DpA(y) ™) dy - Qhom(Hh)) @Zyﬁ +1)

= Q(y,G + DpA(y) ") dy - Qnom(G) | limsup - n <.
Y hoo  |Gal™+1

Since 1 > 0 was arbitrary and the constant ¢; is independent of 7, we conclude (5.40).

STEP 3 — LOWER BOUND: We observe,

Trh ~ B A
LHS of (5.41) 2 liminf Vhon(¥00n) g, o Qrom(Gn = Buom) + R7(B)
h—0 |hGh| +h h—0 |Gh| +1

Wi (I+hGy,) - . .
—hom =t/ s finite and restri
hC, ParZ 18 te and restrict

ourselves to a subsequence (not relabeled) where the liminf is achieved as a limit. By definition
of W, for all A >0 we find kj, € N and oy, € Wi (k,Y,R?), such that

Thus, without loss of generality we may assume that liminf;,_,

Wi (I +hGy) > ][ W (y, (I +hGy, + hDopA(y) ™) (I - hBy)) dy - h(|hGy|* + h?).
kLY

In order to apply Lemma 5.20, we want to show

li . Do,|? dy < oo. 5.44
H,?félplcv‘h2+1]ihy| op|” dy < oo (5.44)

Indeed, by the rigidity estimate Theorem 3.15, we find a constant rotation R, € SO(d) and a
constant ¢y > 0 independent of k;, such that

][ I +hG), + hDo, A(y) ™" - Rh|2 dy < ¢, ][ dist? (I + hG}, + kDo, A(y) ™, S0(d)) dy.
kY kY

Arguing as in Proposition 5.18, using the definition of ¢}, we may estimate the right-hand side
to find

][ I +hG), + hDoy A(y) ™ - Rhf dy < c3 (Wi (I +hGp) + h(IhGy|? +h?) + h?) .
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Using fa(khY) D(oy, 0 a_l) =0, see Lemma 5.1, and Pythagoras, we now obtain,

1 2 c ~112
— D dy < —4— Do, D det Dad
s Pt i | pouat) e pacy

2 I+hG, - Ry |?
< Cs D -1 ‘ h h‘
TGP+ (][a(khY) [Dlonea™f dz+ h
. I+hG), - Ry, » ‘2
=% - —h "D
‘Gh|2+1 ][a(khy) ‘ h " (Uh oa ) dz

C
< 6
= |hGy|?+h*

< cr (W}?om(l + h’Gh) L 1) )
- \hGy)* + h?

][ ‘I +hGy, + hDoyDa(y) ™" - Rh|2 dy
knY

Thus, we may apply Lemma 5.20 with

Op : &), := Gy + Do, A(-)™Y, W, :=-B), - hG,B, - hDo,A(+)'B,, ¥:=-B,

-1
TN

and find sets Y}, c k, Y with 1%‘1 |krY N Yy| = 0, such that
h

Wi (I +hGp) > ][ 1y, W (y, (I + hG}, + hDay, A(y) ™) (I = hBy)) dy - h(|hG,* + h?)

kY

§ h2]i v 1y, Q (y, G + Doy A(y) ™! = B) dy + (|hGx|* + h?) resty(h),
h

with resty(h) = 0. Let 1) € H%)er(Y, R?) be as in (5.43), set U := P(S+Rdxd)L(SymB) and define
sym
Py, € Hll)er(khY, Rd) by o, =Y + appp. We observe as in Step 2,

Q(y,Gr+Doy(y)A(y) ' - B(y)) = i Q (v, Hy, + D@n (1) A(y) ™ — 03, T(y)) .

Moreover, let ¢g € HL (Y, Rd) the corrector for Quom(G), cf. Proposition 3.9. Then, using

per
orthogonality and Y-periodicity, we observe

Qnom (G) + a2 RY(B) = - Q (y,G + DpgA(y) ™ - a;' ) dy.
h

Concluding the results of this step so far, we obtain

LHS of (5.41)

2
> lim inf —2& 1 H, +D@, A(y) ™ — a7t W) d
> lim in |Gh|2*1(][khy v, @ (y, Hy + D@pA(y) ™ -, ¥) dy

_][k v Q (yv G+ DQOGA(y)71 - OZEI\P) dy + @hom(G) - @hom(Hh))

2
= lim inf —2& 1 H, +D&; A(y) ' - ;' W) d
imin |Gh|2+1(][khy v, @ (y, Hy + D@ A(y) ™! - a;,'0) dy

—][k . Q(y,G+DygA(y) ™" - o, 0) dy)_
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Since @ is a quadratic form, there holds the formula Q(y,G1)-Q(y, G2) 2 2(G1-G3) : Lo (y)G
for all G1,G5 € R, Thus, we can treat the latter term as follows,

1

5 fk 1@ (y,Hy, + D@y A(y) ™" - 0" ¥) - Q (y,G + Dy A(y) ™' - o' 1) dy
h

> (I),, + (II),, + (III),,

where

]i [+ DA - a9 Lo (y, - 1) (G + DeaA() ™ - ai'w) |y,

h
I . -1 -1

]i § »Hh—G].LQ[G+D<pGA(y) —aj, qf] dy,

h
(L), ][k (PP =Dec)Ay)” i Lo|G+ Do Aw) ™ - oy ] dy.

h

We show that each term, potentially multiplied by , converges to 0. Define x,(y) :=

ap
Gyl ?+1
2
kd dez £+Yckhy(l Iy, (y+€)), y €Y. Then TenLn 1(I)h converges to 0 by the Cauchy-Schwartz

1nequahty, since

i N - 12
et e DaAG) T e vl dy
h

is bounded due to (5.44) and by periodicity,

_ _ 2 _ _ 2
fy]lkhy\yh‘G+D<pgA(y) Yo, dy=/Yxh |G +DpcA(y) ™ +a;' 0| dy,

h

which converges to 0 when multiplied with by dominated convergence, since | x|y, y) <

2
G |2 1
1 and |xp| ) = é |k, Y N Y| Similarly, using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we observe
K;:éﬁ(ﬂ)h — 0, since H, - G. To treat (III),, we note that according to [Mar78, Thm. 2.1]
¢ also minimizes

e HL o (kY RY) o f Q(y, G + DbA(y) ) dy

kyY

Referring to the associated Euler-Lagrange equation, we obtain
(I1),, = a’ ]i y (D, - D) A(y) ™| Lo dy.
h

Thus, we obtain (III), = 0, since similarly ¥ = P(S+R¢xd)l (sym B) satisfies the Euler-Lagrange
equation y

][ [G + D@A(y)’l] :LoWdy=0, forall GeR™ ¢eH, (kY,R?).
kY

This completes the proof. O

Finally, we prove Corollary 3.3 in the following equivalent form:
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Corollary 5.21. Let (F}) c R™? denote a sequence of almost minimizers for (W) in the
sense that

1 | —
lim sup — W (FF) - inf W (F)|=0.
h-0 h Fer®d

Then there exist rotations Ry, € SO(d), such that
FY = Ry(I+ hByy) +o(h). (5.45)

Proof. Let F, F : R™® - R with F3,(G) := 5 Wi (I + hG) and Fj(G) = Qrom(G ~ Bhom) +
RA(B). Then, Proposition 5.19 implies I'-convergence of F;, to F. Thus, any subsequence of
any bounded sequence (G),) ¢ R¥”? with F,(G},) - inf Fj, - 0, admits a further subsequence
which converges to a minimizer of F. We construct such a sequence. Proposition 5.19 clearly
implies Wi (F}) — 0 as h — 0. Hence, non-degeneracy Proposition 5.18 implies that det F}' > 0
if h < 1. Thus, by polar decomposition we obtain a rotation Rj, € SO(d) such that

* / *T %
Fh:Rh Fh Fh‘

Let G}, := %( Fh*TF;f —I). Then, by frame indifference of W;", ., G} satisfies F, (G}, ) —inf Fj, —
0. Moreover, by Proposition 5.18,

VETF -1

Thus, (G}) c Rg’;ﬁl is bounded and any subsequence admits a further subsequence which con-

verges to a minimizer of F. Since B, is the unique minimizer of F in R;i;;fl, the whole sequence

G}, must converge to By.,,. Hence, the claim follows. O

2

157k *
Ghl* = % < L dist®(Fy,SO(d)) < ¢ (W . 1) .

5.6 Linearization; Proof of Theorem 3.11 (1) and (4), (3.28¢c) and Proposi-
tion 3.13 (a) and (b)

In this section we show the directions (1) and (4) in Theorem 3.11 as well as an associated
equi-coercivity statement which especially includes (3.28¢) as a consequence. We show here a
stronger statement which includes (1) and (4) simultaneously and does not require any period-
icity assumptions. Indeed, note that Wh, A, B;, and B as well as Wﬁlom, A and B, satisfy
the assumptions of the following theorem if h is small enough. For Wﬁom this is a consequence
of Theorem 3.2 and for W" this follows from similar but easier considerations.

Theorem 5.22. Let a > 0, W" : O x R - [0,00] a sequence of Carathéodory functions
continuous in the second component, A € SFJ(Q) and By, B € L2(Q,R™) such that for a.e.
x € and all h > 0, the following properties hold.

(i) (Frame indifference): W"(z, RF) = W"(F) for all F e R™¢, R ¢ SO(d).

(ii) (Non-degeneracy): W"(z, F) > édist2 (Ffl(x)fl,SO(d)) - ah2( ‘éh(x)F +1) for all F €
Rdxd

(iii) (Asymptotic expansion): There exists a quadratic form Q : QxR>? 5 R, a map R € L*(Q)
and a remainder 7 : Q2 x [0,00) = [0, 00] (which is measurable in the first, continuous and

increasing in the second component and satisfies limsups_,,essSup,eq7(z,0) < co and
limgs_o7(z,6) = 0), such that for all G e R™¢,

LWz, A(2) + hG) - (Q(x,G - B(x)A(x)) + R(2))|
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< (1+|Byp(@)[* +|GPY#(a, b+ |hGY)
and with SYIj () defined as in Lemma 3.6,
‘2

1] sym i) G| < Q(z,G) < al SYILj G‘Q.

(m]) Bh - E n LQ(Q,RdXd) and limsuphqo HhBhHL""(Q) =0.
Then, the energy functionals 7" (u) := Jo Wh(x, A(z) + hDu(z)) dz T-converge w.r.t. weak con-
vergence in H%vg(Q,Rd) to 7 (u) = Jo Q(z,Du(z) - A(z)B(z)) + R(z) dz.

Before we move on to the proof, we provide the following lemma whose proof follows analogously
to Lemma 5.20.

Lemma 5.23. Consider the situation of Theorem 5.22. Let (®,) c L*(Q,R>?) bounded. Then,
there exist subsets 0, ¢ Q with |~ Q| = 0, such that

i/ﬂh wh (m,fl(m)+h<l>h(a:)) dx—/ Q(z,@h(m)—é(x)fl(:n)) d:v—/ﬂé‘ - 0.

2
h Q,

Moreover, if (®},) is bounded in L= (2, R?) then we may choose Q;, = Q.

Proof of Theorem 5.22. STEP 1 — RECOVERY SEQUENCE: Let u € Hp ,(Q,R?). By Defini-
tion 3.10 there is a sequence (ug) C W%’ZO(Q,Rd) converging to u strongly in H' as § - 0. It is
sufficient to show -~ 520
() 220 20 () 220 Flin ),
(1) 225 2 (a5) 225 20 )

because then we may extract a diagonal sequence 6(h) with fh(W( hy) = 7" () using Attouch’s
diagonalization lemma, see [Att84, Lemma 1.15]. It remains for us to show (I), since (II) is a
direct consequence of the continuity of 7 wr.t. strong convergence in Hl(Q,]Rd). But (I)
follows by applying Lemma 5.23 with the constant sequence ®;, = Dug.

STEP 2 — LOWER BOUND: Let again u € H%’g(Q,Rd) and (uyp,) c H%’g(Q,Rd) be an arbitrary
sequence converging weakly to u in HI(Q) We show

lirgl iglffh(uh) > 70 ().

Since (Duy,) c L2(€2, R¥?) is bounded, we may apply Lemma 5.23 with ®; = Duy,. Thus, since
W™ is non-negative, we obtain

li%niélffh(uh) > 1121%1f/ Q (z,1g, (z)(Duy(z) - B(z)A(2))) + R(z) dz.
— — Q
Finally, since 1, is bounded in L (§2) and converges to 1 strongly in L2(Q), we obtain that

1q, (Duy, - BA) converges weakly to Du—BA in L2(€2, R¥*?). Hence, weak lower semi-continuity
of the quadratic integral functional, yields

lim iglf/ Q (z,1g, (z)(Duy(z) - B(z)A(2))) + R(z) dz > T (u). O
- Q

Moreover, we prove the following equi-coercivity statement. The approach to prove this state-
ment mimics [Neul0, §5.3.1] and is influenced by [BNS20, §5.1] and [DNP02, §3].
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Theorem 5.24. Consider the situation of Theorem 5.22. Then, we find a constant ¢ >0, such
that for all h >0, R
[l oy < e(Z"(u) +1). (5.46)

Proof. We show that there is a constant ¢; depending only on 2, I and A such that
2 1 . YR 2
/Q Du(z)]” dz < ¢y (ﬁ /Q dist? (I + hDu(2)A(z)™",S0(d)) dw + ”gHLQ(FJ_[d—l)) . (5.47)

Then the claim follows immediately from the non-degeneracy of W" and the Poincaré-Friedrich
inequality. (5.47) can be shown in the following way. By the geometric rigidity estimate
Theorem 3.15, we find a rotation R € SO(d), such that

/ I+ hDu(z)A(e)™" - B[ de < c, / dist? (1 + hDu(z)A(z)™", SO(d)) da. (5.48)
Q Q

Note that I+ hDufl(-)_1 = D(bfl(-)_l, where ¢ = a +hu and a : © - R? is the potential of 4, i.e.
A = Da. We seek to estimate the difference I — R suitably. By (SFJ3) we find some Lipschitz
domain €; c Q, such that a is Bilipschitz on ©; and K Y(I'n 9€;) > 0. Then, u—g=0on I
implies uoa™' —goa™ =0 on a(T'n 09;) in the sense of traces. Thus, by choosing a suitable
& € ]Rd, Corollary 5.5, continuity of the trace operator and the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality
yield

_ _ 2 -
T =R < es|T = Rl rrpn,) < / |2 = Rz + hu(a™'(2)) - hg(a™'(2)) - & dHT'(2)
a(T'ndQ;)
-1 2 d-1 2 -1)2
S /&Z(Qi) ‘Z—Rz+hu(a (2)) —£h‘ dH 7 (2) + cs5h Hgoa HLQ(G(Fﬁagi)Jid—l)

_ 2 3
SCG/CL(Q.)|I+hD(UOa Y(z) - R|” dHT!(2) + cgh? ||gHiQ(F’Hd_1).

_ 2 _
< 07/Q |I + hDu(z)Da(z) ™! - R‘ d#? Yx) + erh? Hg||iz(n7_td-1) .

Hence, we conclude (5.47) by combining this estimate with (5.48). O

Finally, we state the following strong convergence result in the spirit of Proposition 3.13. In
fact, this result admits Proposition 3.13 (a) and (b) as corollaries.

Proposition 5.25. Consider the situation of Theorem 5.22. Let uy —~ u weakly in Hl(Qde)
and assume I (up) - I (u). Then, Duy, - Du strongly in L2(€, R¥?).

At the heart of upgrading to strong convergence lies a formula for quadratic forms, stating

Q(x,F-F)=Q(x,F) - Q(a,F) +2(F - F) : Lo(x)F,  xeQ, F,FeR™. (5.49)

This allows to upgrade a convergence of energies and weak convergence in LQ(Q, RdXd) to strong
‘2 < aQ(z,F - F). Using this
trick, strong convergence in WP for 1 < p < 2 for the linearization in elasticity was already
established in [DNP02]. The argument was later refined in [ADD12] to also include p = 2. The
essential ingredient for this was the observation that uniform integrability of the distance to
the set of rotations implies uniform integrability of the distance to a single rotation. For our
purposes here, we need the following variant of this statement.

convergence, at least for the symmetric part using |sym(F - F)
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Proposition 5.26. Let 1 < p < oo, F c WHH(Q,R?) and A c SFI(Q) such that Theorem 3.15

holds with a uniform constant in A and (nﬁ)ﬁfjﬁ c (0,00). Assume

{ng dist”(DYA(+)™",S0(d)) |¢p € F, A e A}
to be uniformly integrable. Then, there exist rotations (Rg‘)g‘;}é\ c SO(d), such that
{nd[DoA() ! =R [pe F Ac A}
1s uniformly integrable.

This proposition is a consequence of the mixed growth version of the rigidity estimate, see
Theorem 3.15. The proof exactly follows [CDM14, Cor. 4.2] but for the readers convenience we
sketch the main arguments of the proof.

Proof. Let dﬁ = (nq’;‘)l/p dist(DA(-)™%,S0(d)). Due to uniform integrability, we find 7. > 0,

such that
i <e.
Jpny 87 <

Consider the decompositions dist(DpA(+)™",SO0(d)) = F(‘;l + G£ in L +L*=(Q), where

By = distDOAC) ™ SO gy, Gy = dist(DOACY SOy

Choose g € (p,00). Then, by construction we observe,

P
<
L7 (Q)

q

|y eyt Loy

e, |mhras

< Cng_p.

By Theorem 3.15, we obtain rotations Rg € SO(3) and decompositions D A( - )_I—Rg = Ff+(§'£
in LP +LY(Q,R>?), such that

p
LP(Q)
q
L9(Q)

Upr i <e
LP(Q)

A Al _
< Co H(’I’]¢ )1/pG¢ Lq(Q) < C3Tg p.

|y e

< e H(Uﬁ)

|y e

By assuIAnption the ccinstant 9 is independent of ¢ and A. Note that (17(‘;‘)1/ P (quA( O Rﬁ) =
(17(‘;‘)1/ P F(f + (77;;‘)1/ P Gﬁ. It is not hard to show that these estimates imply uniform integrability
of 17(;1 |D¢>A(-)_1 - R£|p, see [ADD12, Lem. 5.1] for a proof. O

Using Proposition 5.26 and Korn’s inequality Corollary 3.17, the proof of Proposition 5.25 can
be obtained analogously to [ADD12, Sect. 5]. Thus, we omit this proof here. Note that later
we do carry out the proof of the strong convergences Proposition 3.13 (c¢) and (d), since there
we have the additional difficulty to deal with two-scale convergence. One may also follow and
alter the proof there to establish a proof for Proposition 5.25.
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5.7 Homogenization; Proof of Theorem 3.11 (2) and (5), (3.28a), (3.28b)
and Proposition 3.13 (c¢) and (d)

Our approach to obtain the homogenization results relies on the notion of two-scale convergence,
which was developed by Gabriel Ngutseng in [Ngu89] and first used by Grégoire Allaire in [A1192]
to treat such homogenization problems. Following [Vis06; Vis07; MT07; CDGO02] we appeal to
a characterization of two-scale convergence via the periodic unfolding operator T, : RYxY - RY,
given by

To(z,y) =¢|£] +ey, (5.50)

where ¢ > 0 and |z] € Z% denotes the (vectorial) integer part of z € RY, given by |z]; :=
max {£€Z|& <z}, i=1,...,d. Moreover, we let T, act point-wise on maps, i.e., for u : R? - R"
we set T.u = uoT,.. In combination with the unfolding operator, we extend maps defined on
subsets of R? to R? by 0.

Definition 5.27. Let 1 < p < oo. We say (u.) c LP(2) weakly (resp. strongly) two-scale
converges to u € LP(Q2 x Y') and write u, Zu (resp. wu, 2 w), if (u.) is bounded in L”(§2) and
Toue = u (resp. Tou, - u) in LP(QxY).

Remark 5.28.

(i) Since T.H(Q) c {(z,y) € RY x Y|dist(ac,Q) < 5\/c_i} and |09 = 0, boundedness of (u.) in

LP(Q) ensures that
// [Touel? — 0 as e — 0. (5.51)
RAQxY

Especially, from the isometry from L! (]Rd) to L (]Rde) induced by the unfolding operator,
see [Vis06, Lem. 1.1], we obtain

hi%(/ﬂu—//gyfru) _ 0. (5.52)

(ii) Below, we also speak of two-scale convergence of a sequence (uy,) c LP (), where we mean
convergence of Tonyup, for a subsequence ¢ : (0,00) = (0,00). The precise meaning will be
clear from the contert.

With this technique, the proof of Theorem 3.11 (2) is standard, see e.g. [All92]. We sketch
the proof here, since we shall need elements of it for the simultaneous limit. Equation (5.52)

and the characterization of two-scale limits of derivatives, see [Al192, Prop. 1.14] , motivates the
definition of the two-scale D-limit T : H'(Q, R?) x LQ(Q,Hlljer(Y, R%)) > R of 7™, given by

70 (u, ) = // Q (v, (Du(z) + Do, 4)) Ay) " - B(y)) dyda. (5.53)
QxY

Indeed, strong continuity and weak lower semi-continuity w.r.t. L? of the quadratic energy
functional, implies that we can understand Z.® rigorously as a two-scale I-limit of Z'™ in the
sense that given (u, ) € H%’Q(Q,Rd) X LQ(Q,H%,QI(Y, R?)), the following statements hold.

e Suppose u, = u weakly in Hllﬂ’g(Q,Rd) and Du, 2 Du+ D¢ weakly two-scale in L2(Q x
Y, R4, Then, liminf._oZ2"(u.) > Z12 (u, @).

hom

o We find a sequence (u.) c Hllﬂ7g(Q,Rd) converging to (u, ) in the sense as above with
. lin lin
lim, o Z; (ue) = Ihom(uv 90)'
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A construction for the recovery sequence can be found in [NeulO, Thm. 3.3.1 (3)]. In fact, we
also use this construction in the proof of Theorem 3.11 (5). Given this statement it is not hard
to infer that Z'™ I'-converges w.r.t. weak convergence in H11~7g(Q,Rd) with the limit given by

iln () = min {7y (u, @) | € LA(Q, Hy o (V;RY)) ), we HY(Q,RY). (5.54)

hom

Indeed, one can use the direct method to show that a minimizer exists. The argument uses the
version of Korn’s inequality given in Corollary 3.18 to obtain a equi-coercivity statement and
the weak lower semi-continuity of quadratic functionals. From the existence of a minimizer,
the I'-convergence follows immediately. Finally, testing the Euler-Lagrange equation for the
minimizer with test functions of the form v(z)n(y) with v € L?(Q) and n € H%,eno(Y, R?), we
obtain Z;in = M Before we proceed with the proof of Theorem 3.11 (5), we show the
following lemma which is in the spirit of Lemmas 5.20 and 5.23.

Lemma 5.29. Let ¢ : (0,00) — (0,00) with lim,_ge(h) = 0. Let (®3),(¥,) c L*(Q,R¥?)

bounded and ¥ € L*(Q,L per( Y,R”)), such that ¥, 2 in L2(Q x Y,R™Y). Then, there exist
subsets Qp, ¢ Q with |2\ Q| = 0, such that

1

=z =z
/Qh W (o 1+ h®y () + by (2)) do - /Qh Q( sy On(@) + (o, 55)) da
Moreover, if (®},) is bounded in L= (2, R¥?) and limy,_,q [P ) = 0, then we may choose
Q, = Q.
Proof. Let G}, := U, +®p,. As in Lemma 5.20 we may estimate the term in question from above

by a sum (I), + (II);,, where

W= [ 1@ (o Ga@)])
W= [ Qi Ble) + W1(0)) = @ (104 (0) + ¥, ) da

We estimate (II),, first. Since, ®;, and ¥}, are bounded in L2(Q,R™%) and Q satisfies (3.5), we
find from (5.52), that

H // Q (v, Temy[La, (21 + V1) (2, 9)) = Q (v Tewy[La, (4 + ) |(z, 1)) dydx‘ - 0.

Thus, since @ is a quadratic form, we obtain (II), — 0 for an arbitrary sequence (€2;,) from

the L%-boundedness of ®, and the two-scale convergence (¥, — ¥) 20 L2(Q x Y,R™). 1t
remains to treat the term (I),. Asin Lemma 5.20, we set 71,(y) = r(y, h'/2) and py, = (Jy )2,
By dominated convergence we observe p, — 0. We set

Q= {z e Q|Gu(@) < B T ({2, ) € R < Y |7 (y) < pu})-

Then, Markov’s inequality and (5.52) yield |2\ Q| — 0. The set €, is defined, such that the
Y-periodicity of 7 implies 1, (x)r(ﬁ, |hGp(2)|) < pp. Hence, (1), < HGhHiz(Q) P, converges
to 0 as h — 0. If &, and WV, satisfy the uniform bounds, then again by (5.52),

. . 2

timsup (1), < ey timsup | (1911 )+ [Ty 04 (o)) DGl )

independently of the definition of ;. The right-hand side equals 0 by dominated convergence
(with strongly converging dominating sequence). Hence, we may choose €, = Q. O
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Proof of Theorem 3.11 (5). Let e : (0,00) — (0,00) with limj,_qe(h) = 0. We show that Z" “(h)

hn

I'-converges w.r.t. weak convergence in Hj (9, R%) to Zjn .

STEP 1 — RECOVERY SEQUENCE: Let u € Hrg(Q R?). We find some ¢ € L?(€, HperO(Y, R%)),

such that I}lll(r)lm(u) = ﬁ(l)lr?l(u) = I™(u, ). Via a density argument, we find sequences (ug) c

Whe(Q,RY) n Hf (2,RY) and (¢5) c C(Q, Coop (Y, R?)) such that
Us = U strongly in H'(Q,R?),
05— @ strongly in L*(Q, Hper(Y, R%)).

Define u; () := us(x) +e(h)ps(z, %) Then, for fixed § > 0, the sequence (Dus,) is bounded

in LW(Q,RdXd). Thus, the assumptions of Lemma 5.29, including the uniform bounds, are
satisfied with

Dy () = Dua,h(x)A(ﬁ)_la Ui (2) = =Bu(Gy) = h®n(@)Bu(y ), ¥(x,y) = -B(y),

and we obtain Z (h)(U5 h)— (h)(U5 ») — 0. Now, continuity of the quadratic energy functional
w.r.t. strong convergence in L2 applied twice along with (5.52), implies

hn

lim hmI (h)(u5 n) = hm hmI (h)(u5 n) = hmItS (ug, 5) = T (u, p) = " (u).

6—0h—

Especially, for fixed 0, the sequence (usy,) is a recovery sequence for the two-scale I'-convergence
of I;i(nh) introduced above. Thus, by Attouch’s diagonalization lemma [Att84, Lem. 1.15], we

find a diagonal sequence uy, = uy, 51, satisfying If(h)(uh) > 70 (u) and uy, — uw in L2(Q, R™9).
Since (uy,) is bounded in H' (€2, R¥?), we conclude uj, — u.

STEP 2 — LOWER BOUND: Let u € H%Q(Q R%) and (uy) c H%g(Q,Rd) converging weakly to u

in H'(Q,R?). By [Al192, Prop. 1.14] we find some ¢ € L2(2, Hpero(Q,Rd)) and a subsequence
(not relabeled) such that

liminf 7/ (up) = im 7/ (up), Dy, 2 Du+Dyp in L2(Qx Y,R¥).
Since (Duy,) is bounded in L2(Q, R™), we may apply Lemma 5.29 with

), (2) = Dup(2) A(Fy) ™ Wal@) = =Bu(gly) = hen(2)Bu(fy):  ¥(x,y) = -B(y).

Thus, we find subsets €, ¢ Q with |2~ Q| - 0, such that

. . h . . ]- x x - x
lign inf T2y (up) > lign inf — Qhw(m,(uhDuh(x)A(m) NI -hBy(F5))) de

h—0

—hmmf//Q y y,ﬁ(h)[]lgh(DuhA(E(h))_ B(E(h)))](x y)) dydzx.

= liminf/ Q (ﬁJQh(@(Duh(ﬂf)A(ﬁ)_l a B(s(ﬁl)))) d

The inequality above is trivial, since W is non-negative and the last equality follows from
(5.52). Then, since 1o, is bounded in L*(£2) and converges in L2(Q) to 1, we find that
1o, (DUhA(E(;h))_l - B(m)) converges weakly two-scale to (Du + Dy<p)A(-)_1 - B in L*(Q x
Y,]RdXd). Hence, lower semi-continuity of the quadratic functional w.r.t. weak convergence in
L2(QxY) yields

lim inf 7, Sy (un) 2 T (u,0) 2 T (u) = Tgr (u). O
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We proceed by proving the associated equi-coercivity statement (3.28a). Note that this also
implies (3.28b), since I'-convergence of Z!* to Z:™ implies

78" (u) = inf {”r,?%lf T2 (up) |up = u weakly in Hp (2, R?) }

Indeed, given (3.28a), from this characterization one obtains (3.28b) immediately from the weak
lower semi-continuity of the norm in H(Q, R%).

Proof of (3.28a). Let u € Hllﬂjg(Q,Rd) and e¢,h > 0 small enough. As in the proof of Theo-
rem 5.24, in view of Theorem 3.15, we find a constant rotation R € SO(d), such that

/ T +hDu(z)A(%)™" - R|2 dz < ¢ / dist®(I + hDu(z)A(£)™",S0(d)) dz.
Q Q

Let a denote the potential of A as given in (SFJ2). The constant ¢; is independent of €, since the
potential a. :=ca(Z) of A(Z) is a Bilipschitz map by Proposition 2.5 with Bilipschitz constant
independent of €. We conclude the claim by estimating I — R as in Theorem 5.24. Indeed,
repeating the argument there but with a replaced by a, and applied on the whole part of the
boundary I" instead of I' n 0€2;, we obtain

II-Rf< 62/ I + hDu(z)Da,(z) " - R‘2 dz + coh? ||9||i2(r M1y -
Q b

Note that also cq is independent of € by the uniformity of the estimate Corollary 5.5 w.r.t. the
Bilipschitz maps a.. Now, combining these two estimates, we obtain

IDu(z)]* dz < cs [ dist?(1 + hDu(z)A(2)7,S0(d)) dz + c3 |g]?2 1yt -
0 N € LY(TVHY)

From this we may conclude the claim by appealing to the Poincaré-Friedrich inequality and
non-degeneracy (W2). Indeed, for the non-degeneracy we can argue as in Proposition 5.18 to
estimate the right-hand side by ¢y (Z2(u) +1). O

We finish by proving Proposition 3.13 (¢) and (d) which establishes strong convergence. In
comparison to Proposition 5.25 we can only expect to obtain strong two-scale convergence of
the sequences, since even the recovery sequences constructed for Theorem 3.11 (2) and (5) are
only two-scale converging. An upgrade to strong two-scale convergence has been obtained in
[NeulO, Sec. 7.5] in the context of homogenization for planar rods. We follow the procedure
presented there and incorporate the arguments from [ADD12] to show Proposition 3.13 (d).

Proof of Proposition 5.15 (c). Using the construction in the proof of Theorem 3.11 (5), we find
a recovery sequence (u}), satisfying Z(uf) - Z(u, p) = 7 (u) and

ul > u strongly in L*(Q,R?),
Du} 2 Du+ D,¢ strongly two-scale in LQ(Q xY), Rd).

Since u, - u weakly in Hl(Q,]Rd), we infer from [All92, Prop. 1.14] that each subsequence

admits a further subsequence (u.») with Du_r 2 Du+ D,¢" in L2(Q x Y,R¥?), where ¢ ¢
L2(Q, Héer,O(Y, Rd)) a priori depends on the subsequence. But then the lower bound statement
for the two-scale I'-convergence of I;in implies

hom

T (0,0) = T () = i 22 () = lim inf T2 () > T8 (u, ") 2 T8 ().
— el
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Thus, ¢” = ¢ by uniqueness of the minimizer of (5.54) and so the whole sequence (u,) satisfies
Du, 2 Du+ D, in L2(Q x YV,R™%). Now, since Z"(u.) - Z™ (u}) - 0, we may refer to (5.49)
to show

| ymDu@)AE) " =D @A) do s (T2 ) - )
+2 [ (DuZ (@) ~Du(e) AE) ™ 1 Lo(E)(Du () A(2) ™ = B())de) 0.

Indeed, the last term converges to 0 as it is a product of a weakly and a strongly two-scale
converging sequence, see [Vis06, Prop. 1.4]. Now, Korn’s inequality Corollary 3.17 shows Du, —
Du} - 0 in L*(Q,R*?) and then the claim follows from the strong two-scale convergence

Du? % Du+D,ep. O
Proof of Proposition 3.13 (d). Fix € :(0,00) - (0, 00) with lim;,_,ge(h) = 0. As above it suffices
to show that Duy, — DuZ,y > 0 in L2(Q, R”?), where uy, = Ug(p),, and ug is as above.

STEP 1 — TWO-SCALE CONVERGENCE: As above we can show that (u;) satisfies Duy, 2
Du + Dy in L2(Q x Y,R™9). Indeed, each subsequence of (u;,) admits a further subsequence

(uy,r) such that Duy,» 2 Du+ D,¢" and ¢" = ¢ because of
I (u, ) = T2 (u) = hmI (h)(uh) = hmmfI (h//)(uhﬂ) > T (u, ™).

The last inequality follows as shown in the proof of Theorem 3.11 (5).

STEP 2 — QUADRATIC TRICK: Since Duy, is bounded in LQ(Q, RdXd), we may apply Lemma 5.29
and find sets ;, c Q with |Q \ Q] — 0, such that If(h)(uh) admits a decomposition

s(h)(uh) (I),, + (IT), + (III),, where,

D= [ @iy, D) Al - B(fiy))
(1), : hl/ﬂ W (5. (I + hDup () A(55) ™) (U - hBy(555))) de

and the remainder (III), converges to 0. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
{z € Q| |Duy(x)| < h*} ¢ Q. Furthermore, we have liminf,_q (I ), > T (u) as we have
shown in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem 3.11 (5). We show that (II), — 0. Indeed, since (II),
is non-negative, this follows from

hn

(u) = hmZ (h)(uh) > hm mf( ), + limsup (II), > Zp, 5, (w) + limsup (II),,..
h—0 h—0

hn
hom

Hence, we obtain limj_,q (I),, = limj_,q Ig( ny(un) = I (u) and we may proceed as for Proposi-
tion 3.13 (c) to show that this implies

sym ((]].QhDUh - Du;(h))A(m)_l) -0 strongly in L2(Q,R>?).

STEP 3 — CONVERGENCE OF THE REST: Let 1< p < 2. By Holder’s inequality, we have

| tora, @) Du @) do <[~ 0,5 [ Du)? do) 0,
Q Q
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Combined with Step 2 and Korn’s inequality Corollary 3.17 this yields Du;, — Du;(h) - 0 in
LP (2, R>?). Especially, Duj, - Du;(h) converges to 0 in measure.

STEP 4 — STRONG CONVERGENCE IN L?: We seek to apply Vitali’s convergence theorem to
the sequence (Duy, — Du;(h)). Since we already showed convergence in measure, it remains

to establish uniform integrability. Since (Du;(h)) is strongly two-scale converging in L?(€ x

Y,R™), the sequence (|Du;(h)|2) is uniformly integrable by (5.52). Thus, it suffices to show
(Duy,) is uniformly integrable. For this, we want to use Proposition 5.26. First, arguing as in
Proposition 5.18, we get

1 : T \— T 2
ﬁ/Q]lQ\thls‘GQ (1 + hDuy(2) A(55) 1,SO(d))dacgc1((Il)h+/Q ) |Bh(m)| d:c).
Ndep

The right hand-side converges to 0, since ]].Q\QhBh(%) converges strongly two-scale to 0 in

L2(Qx Y,R¥?). Moreover, since |hDuy,| < Vi on €y, the Taylor expansion dist( +G,SO(d)) =
lsym G| + O(|GJ?) yields,

. —_ . —_ 2
#]lgh dist? (I+ hDuhA(m) ! SO(d)) < ¢ (]lQh ‘sym(DuhA(m) 1)‘ + h|Duh|2) .

Since by Step 2 also here the right-hand side is strongly two-scale converging, the sequence
(% dist?(I + hDuhA(%)_l, SO(d))) is uniformly integrable. Hence, by Proposition 5.26, we

find rotations (R;) c SO(d), such that -5
Finally,

a(h)) ! Rh‘ is uniformly integrable.

’I—Rh 2
h

1 . 2 .2
_2(? Q|I+hD’U,hA(m) _Rh| + Q‘DuhA(m) ‘ )
is bounded. Hence, we conclude that (|Duy|?) is uniformly integrable and an application of
Vitali’s convergence theorem yields the claim. ]
A Formulas of the stress-free joints

In this section we provide the explicit formulas used in Fig. 1. Fig. 1a is a laminate given by

aly A2 if y; € [1,1).

To ensure that A, is a stress-free joint, by (2.1) it is necessary and sufficient to satisfy the
rank-one compatibility condition A2 = Al + ¢® e; for some ¢ € R® and have det AL, det A2 > 0.
In Fig. 1a we used

1 1 0 2 10
Al=1o 1 o, 4%=|0 1 of.
0 01 0 01
The stress-free joint in Fig. 1b is given by
Al it (y1,10) €[0,3)%
AR if (y1,2) € [5,1) < [0, 3),
R
Ay if (y1,92) € [5 17,
Ap i (y1,92) €0, 3) x [3,1)
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We choose A,la, A%, and A% with positive determinant, such that they satisfy the appropriate
rank-one compatibility conditions. From this A4b is uniquely determined. In Fig. 1b we used

110 1 30 1 -5 0 1 -1 0
1 _ 2_11 3_11 4 _
Ap=|0 1 0|, Ap=|3 1 0], Ai=[3 1 0|, A4,=|0 1 0

00 1 001 0 0 1 0 0 1

In Fig. 1d, by Proposition 2.5 and Lemma 5.1 it suffices to choose A € R¥3 with det A > 0, such
that A4 := A+ Day satisfies det A3 >0 in Y. We used A := I and

1 2 1
aa(y) = 35 2 sin(2ry) (1), yeY.
i=1

The most interesting case is Fig. 1c. For the construction we consider the domains

lez{yEY‘yléLyg—%‘}, YQ:{?/EY|%292>‘91_%‘}’
Y})::{yEY‘l—‘yl—%‘>y2>%}7 Y4‘={y€Y|1—‘?/2‘%‘591}7

with normals n; at 9Y; N dY; (periodically continued) given by,

T T
- (L L (L L —
2 _(\/57\/570) ) 713-—(\/5, \/570) ) Ny = €.
For € [0,1] and ¢ € R® with ¢35 = ¢120” + ¢32(1 — o), consider the orthonormal basis

by := ae; + V1 -a’es, by = eq, by := aez — V1 -a’e.

and the matrices

3 2 2-1
Al ::Zcibi®bi7 A2 _Al I+ OZ(C a )6 ®Tl2

i=1 2(1 - o)

)

20(c2c? -1 2
Me:;@ng y A41=A1 I+—€3®n4

Vo -a?) (1-0a%) ’

A3::A1 I+

We set A (y) = A;, if y € Y;, i =1,...,4. One can check that with these definitions the
matrices have positive determinant and all necessary rank-one compatibility conditions are
satisfied. Moreover, the matrices satisfy A; = R;A;Q;, for rotations R;,Q; € SO(3), i=2,...,4.
Thus, the stress-free joint depicts the joint of multiple bodies of the same material in different
orientations, cf. [Eri83, Sect. 2]. This stress-free joint was found using the theory of [Eri83]. In

. S 3 3\T
Fig. 1c we used the parameters a = 750 CF (\/7, 1, \/;) .

B Correctors for isotropic laminates

Proof of Proposition 4.2. We state the general procedure, how one can find the corrector ¢g,.
The corrector ¢g, is characterized as the unique solution to the Euler-Lagrange equation

[ (G4 Doa () A7) LoD A =0, for all 5 ¢ Hyu (V. )
Y
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Since we consider laminates, it is a good Ansatz to assume, 4, depends only on y;, i.e., P, (y) =
b, (y1) for some ¢¢, € Héer([O,l),Rg). Indeed, in this case we have Dog (y) = gZ)'Gi(yl)elT
and it is not hard to show that the Euler-Lagrange equation presented above is equivalent to
the one restricted to the space {gp‘ J¢ € Hllm([o7 1), R?) with (y) = ¢(y;) for all y € R3}, using
that the integrals w.r.t. y5 and y3 vanish. For maps in this space we obtain the decomposition
sym(DpA™') = Z?:l a;G; with

ay = Q1) + apdh + a3, ag = ¢y - %042% - %a:s(bgv ag = azdh — Ay,

ay = gy + agdt, as = a1z + a3, ag = Qs + a3,

where a:= A T e;. Since isotropy yields G ILQGk =0 for k # j, we get

6
Q(ya G, + D@(y)jrl) = Z(aj(yl) + 5ij)2 Q(ya Gj)7

j=1

and the Euler-Lagrange equation reduces to

1
0= [ (e 3 et + a0l g+ 5) (01565 + azidh + 050h)
+§ﬂ(a1¢'cil - %042<Z5’Gi2 - %O‘3¢,Gi3 +6i2) (160 — 3090y — Fu3663)
+ﬂ(043¢/Gi3 - 042¢/Gi2 +8i3) (agdds — azdy)
+i(a10a,, + a20g,, + 0ia) (100 + azddr)
+i(a19g, 4 + 3G, +0i5) (1005 + azddy)

+i(ade,, + 3G, , + 0i6) (20¢s + a3dd))

1
= /0 5¢’1[041(5\ + %ﬂ)(aﬂblail + 052¢,Gi2 + 043¢2;i3 +0;1)
+ %alﬂ(ald),Gil - %Oézqﬁlciz - %04305’01.3 +0;2)
+ apfi( ¢,y + 20, | +0ia) + azi(a1dg,  + a3dG,, + 05)]
+op5 g (A + 30)(a10g,, + 206,y + a3dg,, +0i1)
- Zapfi(andg,, — 30006, — 30306, + 0i2)
— apfiagde,, — a0G,, +0i3) + a1 fi(ardg,, + ade, | + 0ia)
+asfi(Qad,, + a3d,, + 5i6) ]
+5¢§[043(5\ + %ﬂ)(aﬂb/ail + O‘2¢,Gi2 * 043¢/G’1-3 +0;1) )
- %043!1(041¢/Gi1 - %042¢,Gi2 - %0‘3¢,C¥i3 +0;2)
+asfi(azdg,, — G, + 0is) + aufi(ar b, + azdg, | +dis)
+ agfi(agd,, + asdg,, + )]
for all 0¢ € H%,er([(), 1),R?). Tt follows from a variant of the fundamental lemma of the calculus

of variations that then necessarily the factors after d¢; are constant (cf. [MW89, Section 1.4]).
This yields a system of linear equations for ¢’Gij given by

ai(A+20) + (a3 + 03) i , 041042(5\+g) , ajaz(A+ ) 9G,,
3 ~ 3 ~ ~ N ~ !

aras(A+[) a3(A+20) + (a1 + a3) /i L 042043()\4'5) , ¢,Gi2

ajaz(A+ 1) agaz(A+f1) az(A+241) + (af +az)fi) \ @G, 4
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~

1 o (A- 20)6;1 + 301 100 + o fibiy + iz iy
=lec2 ]~ a2(A- 2)0i1 — F00fibin — iz + 0y iy + 3 iy
€3 az(A - % (1)6;1 — %043/35@'2 + a3fid;3 +  fu0;5 — Qpfidig

<:C0¢' =c-r,

for some constant c := (01,62,63)T ¢ R®. Note that this constant is not arbitrary, but can be
calculated from ¢ as we shall see below. The matrix C' is of the form

] A+ [
C=OA+p)aal +]o)* ol = |af 4 (H—QlfaaT + 1)
al” i

The inverses of matrizes of such a form have been calculated in [Mil81]. Indeed, C is invertible
with inverse R
1 A+ [t
= — (I -2k )
oA\ oM

The constant ¢ can be calculated as follows. Since ¢ is periodic, we obtain

o= | L) () = (Ve (0.

Hence, c = (C’flyl (C’flr>. The inverse of (C’fl> can be calculated similarly to the inverse of C
and is given by

y it ]
(C_l) = |af? (M narm (I + (Hﬂ - 1) laf® ac ) )

<ﬂ)harm

The claim now follows from calculating ¢’ = c! ((C’_l>_l (C_1r> - r). O

C Mixed growth estimates
In this section we sketch the proof of Lemma 5.14 and provide a mixed growth version of the

Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality.

Proof of Lemma 5.14. For p = q (i.e. with decompositions) the lemma is [Jon81, Lem. 2.1]. We
have to check that this lemma also holds in the mixed growth sense. For this we can use the
equivalence of the norm |-[;» and ||« on the finite dimensional vector space of polynomials
of degree at most m. In fact it is easy to show that we can use the following choices

Fo = {P if HGPIEHL‘Z(E) S HFP|EHLq(E)’ Go = {0 if HGP'EHU‘(E) . HEP‘EHL‘Z(E)’
T Plp =
0 else, P else.

O]

Proposition C.1 (Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality). Let Q c RY be a finite union of overlapping
cubes, 1 <p<q<oo,ve WHP(Q) and a decomposition Dv = Fp, +Gp, in LP +LI(Q,R?). Then,
we find a decomposition v — fQ v= Fv—fQ o+ Gv—fQ , I LP+LY(Q) with

HG”‘fQ“

F'U_JCQU LP(Q) sc dlam(Q) ”FDU ”LP(Q) ) (C 1)

o) < cdiam(Q) [Gpy e (q) -

for some constant ¢ > 0, which is invariant under scaling and translation of Q.

61



Proof. The proof is analogous to [CDM14, Thm. 2.1]. It suffices to show that the statement
holds in the case where () is a cube. Then, we can extend the statement to finite unions
of overlapping cubes as in Remark 5.13 (iii). Note that, throughout the proof, constants may
depend on the cube ). A posteriori, a standard scaling argument and translation of the domain
shows that the constant scales as presented with Q.

STEP 1 — EXTENSION: By standard reflection techniques, we can extend v to some smooth
domain Q" 5> Q, such that v e W'P(Q™) and Dv = Fp, + Gp, in Lp+Lq(Q+,]Rd), for suitable
extensions of I, and Gp, with

[ Foollrgry < e [FpullLe g -
Gpuliegry < e1 1GpulLag) -

For example the extension presented in [CDM14, Thm. 5.1] can be adapted to show this.

STEP 2 — CASE HGDv”Lq(Q) < HFDUHLP(Q): Suppose ”GDvHLq(Q) < HFDUHLP(Q)’ Then, the
Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality implies

W—bv

The calculation shows, that the statement holds with F,_ fou = - va, G, fou =0.

o) <4 [Dvfip(gy < 2 (”FDUHLP(Q) + ”GDU||L‘7(Q)) <3 |[Fpolir(g) -

STEP 3 — CASE [Gpyllpe(g) 2 [Fpullir(g): We may now assume [Gp, |1 eg) 2 [ Fpolirg)- We
denote by vp and vg weak solutions to Avp = div(Fp,Llg+) and Avg = div(Gp,Ly+) in R? as
presented in Step 3 of the proof of [CDM14, Thm. 2.1]. Let vp := fQ vp and v = fQ ve. The
Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality shows

lvp = vplirg) < ca ||DUF||LP(Rd) <5 [Foulir gy < ¢ [Fpollir gy »

lve = vGlLa(q) < ea IDvalpagay < c6 [GpollLeg) -

The map w :=v—vp —vg is a harmonic map in R? and smooth by Weyl’s lemma. Let w := fQ w.
By the Poincare-Wirtinger, Caccioppoli and Sobolev inequalities, we obtain

|w=wlpagy < er[Dwliagy < s [Dwlirgry
<o (IPbulliri) + 1GDuliagy ) < e101Gou gy -

Finally, note that w+vg +vg = fQ v. The inequalities shown above now establish the claim with
Fv,fQU::vF—v}: and Gv,va::w—w+vG—v_G. O
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