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I'-CONVERGENCE AND STOCHASTIC HOMOGENIZATION OF SECOND
ORDER SINGULAR PERTURBATION MODELS FOR PHASE TRANSITIONS

ANTONIO FLAVIO DONNARUMMA

ABSTRACT. We study the effective behavior of random, heterogeneous, anisotropic, second order phase
transitions energies that arise in the study of pattern formations in physical-chemical systems. Specif-
ically, we study the asymptotic behavior, as € goes to zero, of random heterogeneous anisotropic
functionals in which the second order perturbation competes not only with a double well potential but
also with a possibly negative contribution given by the first order term. We prove that, under suitable
growth conditions and under a stationarity assumption, the functionals I'-converge almost surely to
a surface energy whose density is independent of the space variable. Furthermore, we show that the
limit surface density can be described via a suitable cell formula and is deterministic when ergodicity
is assumed.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since the pioneering work of MoDICA AND MORTOLA [19] (see also [18]) the mathematical community
has been interested in deriving sharp interface limits of diffuse interfaces in which the thickness of the
transition layer is sent to zero. The prototypical physical system inspiring such kind of problems is
the one formed by two immiscible fluids (oil and water for example) occupying a fixed container and
behaving in such a way to minimize the surface area separating them. Mathematically such a system is
described by modeling the container with an open bounded Lipschitz subset of R?, and by setting the
configuration function u to be equal to 1 in the points where the first fluid is present and —1 otherwise.
Then, the equilibrium configurations are the ones minimizing a surface functional of the form

F(u) = oH*(J,) for u € BV (A;{-1,1}), (1.1)

where A is the container, ¢ is a positive parameter called surface tension, BV (A;{—1,1}) is the space
formed by the functions of bounded variation defined on A and taking values in {—1,1}, J,, is the set of
the discontinuity points of u, and H?(.J,) is its 2-dimensional Hausdorff measure. In [I8] it was shown
that, given a continuous double well potential W with zeros exactly in —1 and 1, the functionals

Felu) = /A @ +¢|Vul? dz for u € WH2(A) (1.2)

I'-converge [14], with respect to the strong L'(A) topology, to an energy of the form (1) with the
surface tension o related to the potential by the following formula:

022/11\/Wdu.

One other important application of phase transition models is the study of pattern formations in physical
and chemical systems, like the one occurring in biomembranes and oxygen vacancies in superconductors
[16, Chapter XIII],[22]. For example, one can suppose to have a monolayer A, at contact with water,
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formed by polar molecules having hydrophilic heads (water-attracting) and hydrophobic tails (water-
repelling). It has been observed that the molecules arrange themselves in microdomains having different
composition and local curvature. One of the first models linking the composition with the curvature
of the biomembrane was derived by ANDELMAN AND SEUL in [3]: specifically, they derived a Modica-
Mortola-type free energy, involving the second gradient of the phase variable, whose minimizers describe
the equilibrium configurations of the bending biomembrane. Thus, motivated by the applications, in
the last decades the work of Modica and Mortola has been extended in the mathematics literature
in order to take into account more complex phenomena. For instance, there are models in which the
gradient term is replaced or added to a second order term (see [5] [10, [15]) and models for heterogeneous,
anisotropic and random media (see [4, 12, 13, 17, 20]).

In this paper, we aim at combining some of the previously mentioned works by studying the macroscopic
limit of second order phase transitions functionals for heterogeneous, anisotropic, random materials.
More precisely, in the first part, we focus on the asymptotic behavior, as € goes to zero, of a collection
of functionals of the form

1
E(u) = - /A fe(z,u,eVu, 2V2u) dz for u € W2(A), (1.3)

for a suitable class of integrand functions (f:).. We show that for such class of functionals the I'-limit
exists, up to extracting a subsequence, and that it can be represented as an integral. In particular, the
T'-limit, denoted with &, is a surface integral supported on the discontinuity points of the configurations
ie.,

Eo(u) —/J o fo(z,v) dH"(z) for u € BV(A;{-1,1}),

where the density fo can be derived from a suitable cell formula involving the initial energies.
In the second part, we focus on random functionals of the form

Eolw](u) = é/ f(w, g,u,aVu,€2V2u) da for u € W>2(A), (1.4)
A
where w is a random outcome of the sample space {2 modeling the random environment of the problem.
Such functionals are obtained formally from the one in (L3) by setting f.(z,-,-,-) = f(%,-,-,-) and
allowing dependence on the random outcome w. These energies (I4) can be interpreted as the het-
erogeneous, anisotropic and stochastic version of the functionals introduced by CHERMISI, DAL MASO,
FoNsEcA AND LEONI [10] and FONSECA AND MANTEGAZZA [15], or as the extension of MARZIANI ’s en-
ergies in [I7] when also a second gradient perturbation is involved. Indeed, the prototypical functionals
E.|w] are of the form
/ a(w, ; u,eVu, £2V2u> @ + b(w, ; u, eVu, 52V2u)5|Vu|2 + c(w, g, u,eVu, 52V2u>53 |V2u|2 dz,
! (1.5)
with a, b, ¢ € L (Q x R” x R x R™ x R"*™) such that a(w,z,u,&, () > ag, b(w,x,&,() € [—q,+00) for
some g > 0 small enough, and c(w, z,u,§, () > co, for every w € Q, z € R", u € R, £ € R, ( € R™*",
and for some ag, ¢o > 0. Notice that the energy introduced in [I0] is a special case of (L)) fora =c=1
and b = +q.
From a physical perspective, u is a phase variable that takes values close to 1 in the region where
the concentration of the first phase is higher and close to —1 in the region where the concentration
of the second phase is predominant. In the case of biomembranes, the coefficient b is related to the
monolayer’s stiffness and c¢ is a function depending on the surface tension and the bending modulus
of the membrane in each point. The fact that a, b and ¢ are not just parameters, but functions of
w and z, models the presence of random heterogeneous impurities on the biomembrane. Instead, the
coefficients dependence on the gradient and the second gradient takes into account possible anisotropies
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and dependence of the physical parameters on the local curvature. We point out that the gradient
perturbation term can contribute negatively to the total energy. Indeed, curvature instabilities and the
creation of domain pattern in the biomembrane are expected when b < 0 (see [3],[16]). Finally, we point
out that considering a double well potential W with zeros in —1 and 1, and thus scalar valued functions,
is only for simplicity of notation. As a matter of fact all arguments in the paper can be repeated also
when the zeros of the potential consist in two vectors u; and us in R™, and when scalar valued functions
are replaced with functions valued in R™, for some m € N.

We explain now more in details the structure of the paper, the results and the main ideas used in the
proofs. The proof’s strategy is similar to the one in [I7] and it is based on the localization method of
I-convergence [I4]. Specifically, I'-convergence is not obtained by proving the I — lim inf inequality and
I'—lim sup inequality explicitly, but by showing that the family of energies is compact with respect to the
notion of I'-convergence, and that the extracted I'-converging subsequence can be chosen independently
of the integration domain A. Then, we show that the I'-limits can be represented in an integral form.
This is the content of the first part. The main difficulties, in applying the localization method to our
setting, are related to the fact that the energies densities are not necessarily non-negative and thus they
do not define increasing set functions like in [8], [I4, Chapters 14-16], or [I7]. As a consequence, the
proof of the fundamental estimate in Proposition and the compactness and integral representation
Theorem B3] (which are the analogues of [I7, Proposition 4.1] and [I7, Theorem 4.2] respectively)
become non standard. In order to overcome this problem, the key ingredient we use is [10, Theorem
1.2] which states roughly the following: for every open bounded set A with C' boundary, there exists
a sufficiently small € such that & is positive for all configurations. In particular, the strategy is to
select each time a sufficiently small € such that the energy is positive on the sets difference. In this
way, we are able to prove a fundamental estimate, but only for a particular class of C! sets and for a
subsequence depending on the sets triple. Nevertheless, this is sufficient for all results in this paper. For
these reasons, consistently with [10, Theorem 1.3], our I'-convergence results hold for C* subsets and
not for Lipschitz subsets like in the original work of Modica and Mortola.

In second part, we move to a random environment and prove that, if the energies are of the form (T4,
then all I'-converging subsequences, almost surely, have limit functionals with the same density i.e. they
converge to the same energy. In particular, under a stationarity assumption on the random density f,
the functionals (L)) homogenize in the sense that they I'-convergence to a functional of the form

Enom|w](u) = /] i, from (W, v) dH™ () for u € BV (A;{—1,1}), (1.6)

with respect to the strong L?(A) topology. We show also that the homogenized density fuom can be
computed through a cell formula. More precisely, we prove that

1
Sfhom(w,v) = lim T inf/Qu(O)f(w,x,u,Vu,VQU) duz, (1.7)

r—oo rn— u

where the infimum is taken on all W22 functions defined on the oriented cube Q%(0) and attaining,
as boundary datum, a suitable regularization of a piecewise constant function related to the normal
vector v. We point out that fyonm is independent of z as consequence of the stationarity assumption
on f. Furthermore, if f is also ergodic, we show that actually fhom does not depend on w i.e., the
limit functional is deterministic. The proof strategy relies mostly on well-known techniques in the field
of homogenization, except for taking into account two observations. The first one is that the notion
of subadditive process, typically used in the variational approach to stochastic homogenization (see for
example [I7, (7.5)]), is defined for positive energies evaluated at the scale e = 1, while our energies are in
principle not bounded from below. The key ingredients used to adapt the standard subadditive process
to our setting is [I0, Proposition 3.9], which guarantees the positivity of the energies on sufficiently
large rectangles. The second observation is that, due to the fact that the cell formula [[7]is formulated
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on cubes and thus on sets which are not C!, we need to adapt the previously mentioned I'-convergence
result to cubic domains. For this purpose, we use the fact that sets with C'' boundaries are dense, in
the sense of Definition [£4] and that the energies of the sets difference of two cubes can be controlled
with their surface uniformly in e. We also remark that, in contrast to [I7], we also examine the case in
which the random density is stationary with respect to a continuous group.

We mention that models involving two different scale parameters 6 and ¢ have been studied in the
context of first order perturbation models and deterministic homogenization [4] [T1], [12] [13] where one
considers functionals of the type

Ese(u) = éAf(%,u,aVu) dz,

and the corresponding regimes € > § and § > . The generalization to stochastic environments and
second order models is still missing and it is beyond the scope of this work.

The paper, counting also this introduction, is divided in six sections. In Section 2] we expose the
basic notation. In Section [3] we present the main notions and main results of this work which can be
categorized in two parts: first a deterministic part in which we show compactness respect to the notion
of I'-convergence and integral representation of the I'-limit. Then, a stochastic part in which we state
that there exists an event of probability 1 such that all subsequences converge to the same I'-limit
density. The main results will be proved in Sections [ and [fl Finally, in Appendix [A] we collect some
auxiliary results used in Section @]

2. NOTATION

We introduce basic notation. Let n € N. Given x € R™ we denote by |z| its Euclidean norm. For
every z,y € R™ z -y denotes the standard inner product on R™ between = and y. For A, B C R™ and
A € R, we define

A+B:={zeR":z=z+y, xz€ A and y€ B}

and
M:={zeR":z=Xx, z € A}.
By A\ B we denote the difference between the two sets A and B. With AAB we denote their symmetric

difference. We write A CC B if A C B, where A is the closure of A. By S"! = {z € R" : |z| = 1} we
denote the unit sphere in R™. Then, we define its subsets

S?;l ={zesS": £ Ti(z) > 0},

where () is the largest index in {1,...,n} such that z;) # 0. Notice that S*~* = St=tu Sﬁfl.
Given z € R™ and p > 0 we indicate with Q,(x) the open cube, with center in z and side length p,
oriented according to the canonical orthonormal basis {ey, ..., e, }, that is

Qple) = {y e R": max [y —zi| < £}
If z = 0 and p = 1 we will write Q instead of Q1(0). For v € S"~! we fix an orthogonal matrix R, such

that R, (e,) = v and satisfying the following properties:

e the restrictions of the function v — R, to the sets S?;l are continuous,

e R_,Q=R,Q for every v € S"! and for every cube @ with center in zero,

e R, € O(n) NQ™ " for every v € S*" 1 NQ".
An example of such a map v — R, satisfying these assumptions is provided in [8] Example A.1 and
Remark A.2]. For every v € S""'NQ" we denote with M, the smallest integer, larger than 2, such that
M, R, belongs to Z"*".
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Then, we denote by @} (z) the n dimensional open cube, with center in x and side length p, oriented
according to the orthonormal basis {R,(e1), ..., v}, that is

Q4(x) = RuQ,(0) + z. (2.1)

Similarly, with @/, we indicate the (n — 1)-dimensional open cube, with center in 0 and side length p.
In this case, we will omit the subscript p if p = 1. We denote by R™*™ the set of real n x n matrices.
For every x € R" and v € S~ ! we indicate with II% the hyperplane passing through = and orthogonal
to v, i.e.,

I :={y e R": (y —z)-v=0}.
If £ = 0 we will just write II” instead of II§j. We proceed with further notation for sets and measures:

(a) By A we denote the family of all open, bounded subsets of R™, and by .A; the family of all open,
bounded subsets of R” with C! boundary.

(b) By £F and H* we indicate, respectively, the k-dimensional Lebesgue and Hausdorff measure.

(c) Let X be a topological space. The Borel sets are the elements of the o-algebra generated by the
open sets of X. Such o-algebra on X (called also Borel o-algebra on X) is denoted by B(X).
When X = R" or X = S"!, we use a simplified notation to denote their corresponding Borel
o-algebras, namely B" and B(S"™!), respectively.

(d) Given n measurable spaces (X1,%1),...,(X,,X,), we denote with 31 ® ... ® 3, the product
o-algebra on X7 X ... X X,.

We continue by introducing relevant function spaces and refer to [2] and [7] for a more comprehensive
discussion. We denote by L2 (R™) the set of all functions u: R" — R such that u € L%(A) for every

loc

A€ A. Given A € A, with W?22(A) we denote the Sobolev space formed by the functions u € L?(A)
such that Vu € L?(A;R"™) and V2u € L?(A; R™ ™). Such space is always intended to be equipped with
the norm | - ||y2.2(4) defined by

||u||W2,2(A) = ||u||L2(A) + ||Vu||L2(A;Rn) + ||V2u||Lz(A;Ran), fOY every u S WQ’Q(A).

We denote with BV (A;{—1,1}) the set of all the functions u € L'(A) having bounded variation and
such that u(z) € {—1,1} for L"-a.e z € A. For every u € BV (A4;{—1,1}), we indicate by J, the set of
its approximate jump points, see [2] for the definition.

3. SETTING OF THE PROBLEM AND MAIN RESULTS

In this section we introduce the setting and we present the main results.

3.1. Setting in deterministic environments. Let W: R — [0,00) be a double well potential such
that

(W1) W is continuous,

(W) W=H(0) = {-1,1},

(W3) W(s) > (|s| — 1)? for every s € R,
(W)

There exists a ¢cg > 1 such that W(s) < coW (t) + ¢o for every t € R and every s € R with
| < 1tl.

One example for W satisfying (W1)—(W,) is W (s) = (s> — 1)2. We point out that conditions (W3) and
(W4) are additional technical assumptions needed for Theorem below, see also the I'-convergence
result [0, Theorem 1.3].

We recall here a direct consequence of [10, Proposition 3.9] and [10, Theorem 1.2] and adapt them
according to our notation.

|s
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Theorem 3.1. Assume that W satisfies (W1)—~(W3) and let R be an open rectangle having all sides of at
least length 1. Then, there exists a constant ¢* > 0, independent of R, such that for every —oo < q¢ < %
and for every u € W2(R) it holds

/ W (u) — q|Vul* + |Vul* dz > 0.
R

Theorem 3.2. Let A € Ay and assume that W satisfies (W1)—(Ws). Then there exists a constant
q* >0, independent of A, such that for every —oo < q < L there exists ¢g = 0(A, q) such that

qe /|Vu|2d:1:</W Ydz +&* /|V2u|2d:1:

or every € € (0,g0) and u € W22(A).
Y

Let ¢* such that Theorem B.I] and Theorem hold. Let 0 < ¢ < %. Let 0 < ¢ < ¢9 and
F = F(W,c1,c2,q) be the family of functions f: R™ x R x R™ x R"*"™ — R satisfying the following
hypotheses:

(f1) (measurability) f is Borel measurable on R™ x R x R™ x R™"*™

(f2) (continuity in u) the function v € R — f(z,u,&, () is continuous for every x € R™, £ € R™ and

C 6 Rnxn7
(f3) (lower bound) for every z € R", u € R, £ € R", and £ € R™*" it holds

c1(W(u) — qlé]* +[¢*) < fla,u,€,¢),
(f1) (upper bound) for every z € R", u € R, £ € R", and ¢ € R™"*™ it holds
F,u.8,¢) < ca(W(u) +qlg]* + [¢]).

Consider a collection of functions (f:).>o in F and the corresponding functionals &.: L (R") x A — R
defined as

1 .
£.(u, A) = < fA fe(z,u,eVu,e2V2u)de  if U, 6 W?22(A) (3.1)
400 otherwise.
Given £ > 0, let us denote by MZ: L2 (R") x A — R two functionals of the type introduced in [10],

namely MZ are defined as

W(u .
ME (u, A) = {fA 5( ) 4 ge|Vu)? + &3|V2u|2dz  if u, € W22(A) (3.2)

+00 otherwise.

In [I0, Theorem 1.3] it has been proved that, for every A € A;, the functionals M* (-, A) I'-converge,
with respect to the strong L?(A) topology, to the surface functional

(TN A) if u, € BV(A {-1,1
M@, Ay =7 ) ifw, € BV(A{-1,1}) (3.3)
+o0 otherwise,
where o is the surface tension defined in [I0, (1.4)] (my in the authors’ notation) i.e.,
oF = inf {Mg(u, Q1(0): e € (0,1], ue D}, (3.4)

with
1

1
D := {ueVVlif(R"),uzlnear:v-en=§,u:—lnearx-en=—§,

u(x+e;) =u(z) forall z e R", i=1,...,n— 1}.
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Here with “u = 1 near = - e, = %” and “u = —1 near = - e, = —%” we mean that there exists a
neighborhood Ny of {z € Q1(0): - e, = 1} and a neighborhood N_ of {z € Q1(0): z - e, = —1}
such that u(x) = 1 for every € Ny and u(x) = —1 for every € N_. In general, given a set U, with

“u = u near U” we will always intend that there exists a neighborhood N of U such that u = u on N.
We point out that the infimum problem (B4) is taken also over 0 < e < 1 and not only over a space of
functions. Notice that by virtue of (f3)—(f4) it holds

M- (u, A) < E(u, A) < caMT (u, A). (3.5)

Thus it is natural to expect that M_ and M7 play a role in the analysis of the asymptotic behavior of
E.. If e = 1, we will write £ instead of & and M¥ instead of ME. Given A € A and @ € W22(A), we
define

S(u, A) := {u € W*?(A): u =u near 9A}.
Let n € C*(R) be such that n(t) = 1if t > 1 and n(t) = —1if t < —%. For every y € R" we define

2
@ . We point out, for arguments that will be used in the following, that ul _ in

v

um,s(y) = 77(
periodic along all directions orthogonal to v. To simplify the notation, if ¢ = 1 we write u% instead of
ugyl.
For every ¢ > 0, A € A, and © € W??2(A) we define the infimum problem

me. (u, A) .= inf{& (u, A): u e S(u, A)}, (3.6)
and the following two densities:

me. (uf o, Qp(x))

f'(z,v) := lim sup lim inf — (3.7)
p—0 e—0 pn
and
f"(z,v) := limsup lim sup me. (Uze: (3:)) (3.8)

p—0 e—0 pn1

Finally, for every z € R™ and v € S"~!, we consider the oriented piecewise constant function 7% : R —
{—1,1} defined as

i) Lif(y—2)-v>0
way) = {—1 if (y—=z)-v<0. (3.9)

3.2. Compactness and integral representation. In this subsection, we give our main result on the
compactness (with respect to I'-convergence) for functionals of type (B.1) and the integral representation
of their limit. Subsequently we also state the main properties of the limit densities: in particular, they
coincide with f’ and f” along the I'-converging subsequence, and they are bounded from above and
from below by two quantities depending only on c;, ¢z, n, and q.

Theorem 3.3 (Compactness and integral representation). Let (£.). be as in B.I). Then, there exists
a subsequence (&;); of (&) and a functional Ey(-, A) such that & (-, A) T'-converges to Ey(-, A) with
respect to the strong L?(A) topology, for every A € Ay. Moreover, for every u € LE (R™) and A € A,
&o 1s given by

) M1 ; BV(A; {~1,1
o, A) = {fw ol va) AH (@) f wy, € BV (A {=1,1}) (3.10)
400 otherwise,
with fo: R™ x S"~1 — [0,00) defined as
: 1 —v v
fO(IaV) = hmjgp pn—_lm&)(uzan(x)) (311)
p
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for every x € R™ and v € S"~ L, where
me, (U, A) := inf{&(u, A): u € BV(A;{—1,1}) and v =71 near 0A} (3.12)
for Ae A andwe BV(A;{-1,1}).

Proposition 3.4 (Properties of fo). Let (E:)e be as in BI) and let (g;); and fo be as in Theorem[F 3
Let f' and f" be defined as in @0) and B.8), with ¢ replaced by ;, let oF be as in (BA). Then, fo is
Borel measurable and, for every x € R™ and v € S"~ !, it holds

f/(:E, V) = f”(I, V) = fO(‘TvV)

and
c1o” < folx,v) < coo™,

Let us assume that f. has the form f.(z,u,&,¢) = f(%,u,&,¢), for some f € F. Then further
information can be added to the previous results. In particular, for this type of densities, if there exists
a subsequence such that the corresponding limit density does not depend on x, then actually the I'-limit
exists, i.e., there exists a unique limit density which does not depend on the extracted I'-converging
subsequence of energies. In Theorem [B.8 below, we show that this assumption is always verified if f is
stationary in the sense of Definition 3.7 Specifically, we have the following.

Theorem 3.5 (Deterministic homogenization). Let f € F and let mg(u,,, Q% (rx)) be as in B8 with
e=1,u=u%, and A= Q% (rz). Assume that for every x € R", v € S"~! the limit

e me(udy, QY (r))
rom(v) 1= Jim ML,

: (3.13)

exists and is independent of x. Then, for every A € A; the functionals & defined in BI) with
fe(@,u,6,¢) == f(£,u,§,C), T-converge, with respect to the strong L*(A) topology, to the functional
Enom: L (R™) x A — [0, 00] given by

Jrna foom(vu(z)) dH""H(z) uj, € BV(A;{-1,1}),

+00 otherwise.

Enom(u, A) = { (3.14)

Proof. The proof follows the same lines of the one in [I7, Theorem 3.3] (see also [8, Theorem 3.8]). Let
f, " asin B7) and (B8] respectively. By virtue of Theorem [33] Proposition 3.4, and the Urysohn’s
lemma [14] Proposition 8.3], it is sufficient to show

Jhom (V) = f(z,v) = [ (z,v), (3.15)

for every z € R” and v € §"~!. Let x € R", v € §"" " and p > ¢ > 0 be fixed. Given u € S(u _, Q%(x)),
we can define uc: Q) (z/€) = R as uc(y) := u(ey). Clearly, ue € S(uf,Q} . (z/€)). With a change of
variable we get
E(u, Qp(z)) = gnt / f(y, ue, Vue, VZu,) dy.
by (/)
Hence, by setting r := § we obtain

n—1

v v p 1% v
me, (Um,aan(l’)) = M—_lms(um/p,Qr (rz/p)).
Passing to the limit as e — 0 (i.e., » — 00), and using (B.I3]) with x/p instead of z, the thesis follows. [

Theorem [3.3] and Proposition B.4] are proved in Section 4]
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3.3. Setting in random environments and stochastic homogenization. We now move to a prob-
abilistic setting. Here and in the following, we denote with (Q,Z,P) a complete probability space. We
consider a family of functions (f.)c>0, with fo: @ x R" x R x R™ x R"*™ — R defined as

felw,2,u.6,0) = f (w0, Z,u,6,€)),

for some function f: 2 x R™ x R x R" x R™*"™ — R satisfying

(F1) fisZ x B™ x B x B™ x B™*"™ measurable,

(Fy) for every w € Q, f(w,-, ") € F.

(F3) for every w € Q, x € R", and u € R, the map (£,¢) — f(w,z,u,§,() is lower semicontinuous.
In particular, we call a function f satisfying these properties a random density. The previously mentioned
concepts of stationarity and ergodicity for random densities are defined using groups of P-preserving
transformations, as we will explain in the following definitions.

Definition 3.6. (Group of P-preserving transformations) An n-dimensional group of P-preserving trans-
formations on (Q,Z,P) is a family (7;),ezn (resp. (72).ern) of transformations 7,: Q@ — Q satisfying
the following properties:

(11) (measurability) 7, is Z-measurable for every z € Z™ (resp. for every z € R"),

(12) (bijectivity) 7,: Q — € is bijective for every z € Z™ (resp. for every z € R"),

(3) (group property) (72).cz» (resp. (72).ecrn) is a group with respect to the composition operation,
stable with the sum in R"™, that is 7, o 7, = 7y 0 T, = Ty for every x,y € Z™ (resp. for every
xz,y € R"), and 79: Q — Q is the identity,

(14) (invariance) (7;).czn (resp. (7.).crr) preserves probability, that is P(7,(E)) = P(E) for every
z € Z" (resp. for every z € R™) and for every E € 7.

In addition, if it also holds that

(15) given E € Z, P(EAT,(E)) = 0 for every z € Z™ (resp. for every z € R™) implies P(E) = 0 or

P(E) =1,
we say that (7,).ezn (resp. (7:).ern) is ergodic.

We emphasize that (75) will be needed only to show that the homogenized I-limit is deterministic
whereas all other results in this paper hold also without this property.

Definition 3.7. (Stationarity) We say that a random density f is stationary with respect to a (n-
dimensional) group of P-preserving transformations (7,).eczn (resp. (72).crn) on (,Z,P) if

f(TzW7$7u7§7C) = f(w,l'—f— Z,U,§,<),
forevery w € Q, z e R*, u € R, £ € R, ( € R"*™ and z € Z™ (resp. z € R").

Let f be a random density and let &.: Q x L2 (R™) x A — [0,00] be the corresponding energies
defined by

N f(w, f,u,sVu,aQV%L) de  if u, € W»2(A)

(3.16)
+00 otherwise.

Eew](u, A) = {

If ¢ = 1 we again write £ instead of &. For every w € Q, A € A, and u € W??(A), we consider the
stochastic infimum problem defined as
M) (U, A) = inf{€w](u, A): v € S(u, A)}. (3.17)

Notice that (BI7) is obtained from (B8] by replacing & with £]w]. The following theorem on existence
of limits of asymptotic cell formulas will be used in the statement of the stochastic homogenization
result.
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Theorem 3.8 (Homogenization formula). Let f be a stationary random density with respect to a group
{T2}zezn (resp. {75} zern) of P-preserving transformations on (2, Z,P), and let (£.)c be the correspond-
ing random energies defined according to B.16). In addition, for every w € Q let mg|,) be as in Definition
[517. Then, there exists an event Q' € T, with P(Q)) = 1, and a function from: 2 xS 1 — [0, 00], inde-
pendent of x, such that for every w € Q', x € R, v € S*~ and for every function r: (0,00) — (0, 0),
with r(t) >t for every t > 0, it holds

melw) (u?:c ) Q:(t) (tx))

fhom(wuay) = t]ilgo T(t)n_l (318)
Moreover, if (7.).czn (resp. (T2).crn ) is ergodic, then fuom does not depend on w, and we have
. 1 /
m(V) = lim ———= [ mgp,(ug, Q) (0)) dP(w). 3.19
Jrom(v) = lim T Sy 1(ug, @r1)(0)) dP(w) (3.19)

We now come to the main statement.

Theorem 3.9 (Stochastic homogenization). Let f be a stationary random density with respect to a
group (7z)zezn (resp. (T2)zern ) of P-preserving transformations on (2, Z,P). Let & be as in (B14), let
Q€T (with P(Y) = 1), fuom as in Theorem [Z8, and let Epom: Q x LE (R™) x A — [0,00] be the
surface functional defined by

ghom[w](u A) — fJuﬁA fhom(wayu(x)) dH"*l(x) u|A E BV(A7{_171})7 (320)
’ +00 otherwise
for we Q and A € A. Then,
E-w](-, A) T-converge to Enom(-, A)  with respect to the strong L*(A) topology, (3.21)

for every w € Q' and every A € Ay. Furthermore, if (7,)zczn (resp. (T2).crn) is ergodic, then Enom is
a deterministic functional, i.e. it does not depend on w.

The results in this subsection are proved in Section

Remark 3.10. We note that the stationarity condition for deterministic densities is immediately trans-
lated into a periodicity condition. Therefore, when deterministic densities are taken into account, a
periodic homogenization result simply follows from Theorem[ZQ. In addition, arguing as in [T, Section
8], it can be shown that such periodic homogenization result may be proven also without the lower-
semicontinuity condition, defined in (F3) before. Indeed, for the proof, the only information about the
functionals taken into account by the author, is that the energies define additive set functions and an
analogue version of ([@2]) below.

4. I'-CONVERGENCE

For convenience of the reader, we divide this section in three parts. In the first short subsection,
we review the results in [I0] and highlight the properties needed for the next subsections. The second
subsection is devoted to the statement and the proof of the fundamental estimate (Proposition 2] and
its application to Theorem [3.3} In the third subsection, we study and characterize the surface integrand
of the I'-limit, establishing its relationship with the original densities (f¢).. Finally we prove Proposition

B4
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4.1. Preliminaries. Let A € A be such that A = A’ x I, with A’ C R"~! open and bounded, and I be
an open bounded interval. Let R, € O(n) as in Section @ and let A4, = R, A. Let MZ be as in (3.2).
By applying Fubini’s theorem, a change of variable and (W), we get

ME (., A / W (n(t)) + qln(®) |2+ 0" ()2 dt da’ < / / W (n(6)) + ()2 + " (£) ] dt da?
" JI/e ’
(4.1)
Hence, by setting Cy, := [, W(n(t)) + q|n(t)'|* + [0 (t)|? dt < co we get
ME(@ ., A) < CyLn 1 (). (4.2)

For every v € S"~! consider the orthonormal basis €}, ..., v, where e} := R,e; for every i € {1,....,n—1}.
For every x € R™ and p > ¢ > 0 consider the infimum problem

g (0 2 Q) i= inf {ME (, Q) (@)): w € Dl ., Q) }, (4.3)
where
DX, Q4 (x)) = {u € W2(R™), u=u’_ near (y—z) v = g and near (y —z)-v = _g,
u(lx+e;) =u(z) forall zeR"”, i=1,...,n— 1}.

In the next proposition we state that [34]) can be viewed also as limit of the infimum problems defined
in (@3).

Proposition 4.1. Let ot and o~ be the infima defined in B.4) respectively for MT and MZ. Then
for every x € R™, v € S*~1, and p > 0 it holds

lim mMi( v Q) = oL (4.4)

e—0

The proof is based on the idea that u} . coincides with %, in a neighborhood of 9Q} () if ¢ < p. In
particular, with [10, Remark 4.3], in (8:4) one can replace Q1(0) with general cubes of side length equal
to 1. Then, with a change of variable one can show that, for every ¢ < p, all u. € D(u}; ., Q7 (z)), up to
a rescaling by p, are admissible for the infimum problem ([B.4]) on rotated cubes and that they satisfy

O'ipn_l < M;t(ug,@;(l')),
and thus
+ n—1 s ~ v v
otpnl < llirilélf m gz (uy o, Qp ().
In order to obtain the other desired inequality, i.e.,
limsup i (w2, Q1)) < o p" Y,

e—0

the strategy is to apply [10, Proof of Theorem 1.3, Substep 2A] getting in this way a recovery sequence
(ue)e for uy on Qp(z) such that, for every e small enough, u. is admissible for the infimum problem

@3).

4.2. T-convergence and integral representation. We start this subsection by proving a fundamen-
tal estimate for a subsequence of (£;).. Fundamental estimates have been proved to be standard tools
in the field of homogenization. For instance, together with abstract I'-convergence compactness results,
they ensure the existence of I'-converging subsequences independent of the chosen subdomain. We refer
to the proof of Theorem B.3] for further details.
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Proposition 4.2 (Fundamental estimate). Let (). be as in BI). Let A, A’ € Ay with A CC A'.
Let B € Ay be such that A\ AC B or BN A = 0. Let S := (A’\ A) N B and let u € W?2(A") and
v € W22(B) be such that sup, E.(u, S)+E-(v,S) < co. Then there exists a subsequence (£;);, depending
on g, A, A" and B, and a function w € W*2?(A U B), which may depend on €;, such that
w=u aein A, w=1v a.ein B\Z/,
and
E,(w,AUB) <&, (u, A + &, (v, B) + wj(u,v, A, A"), (4.5)

where wj: (LE . (R™))? x A3 — [0,00) satisfies, for every measurable set S C S such that u=1v on S,

w;(u,v, A, A") < cLr(s\ §) + %(M; (u, S) + ./\/l; (v,9))

J

—I—C[/ lu —v|* dz + (a?—I—E—J)/ |Vu — Vol|? dz|, (4.6)
S\S J S\S
for some constant C = C(c1,c2, W, q) > 0, and

lim w;(ue;,ve,, A, A") =0, (4.7)

J—o0
whenever u. C W22(A"), (v:)e C W32(B) have the same limit in L*(95).
Proof. Let A, A", B € A; and u, v be as in the statement.
Step 0: In this step we prove the result when BN A’ = (. Because of [10, Theorem 1.2] and ([B.5), there
exists € = e(q, A, A’) such that
E(z, A\ A) >0, (4.8)
for every z € W22(A’\ A). We define w € W22(AU B) as
() = u(z) .if x € A,
v(z) if z € B.
Then, from (L) follows
E(w,AUB) =E.(u, A) + (v, B) < E(u, A) + E(u, A\ A) + & (v, B) = E-(u, A') + E-(v, B).
Notice that the last inequality concludes the proof, since we can set we, = 0. For this reason, from now

on, we study only the case in which A"\ A C B.
Step 1: In this step we show a preliminary inequality. Let ¢g > 0 and d = dist(4;R™ \ A’). Let
Ne, = [2¢;'] and Ay, ..., AN, 41 € Ay with

ACC A CC...CC AN, 1 CCA.
Notice that for every i € {1,..., N}, A; N B € A;. Furthermore, we choose (4;); to satisfy also

. n d .
dlSt(Ai,R \Ai+1) Z N60—|—2 ’L:L...,Neo.
For each i =1, ..., N¢, let ¢; be a smooth cut-off function between A; and A;4; such that
2(Ne, +2)
= | < — .
Ley = _max [Vepi| < y (4.9)
and N Loz
= 2] < (760 ) . .
M., i:f?%c\% [V2pi| < 4 p (4.10)

Because of [10, Theorem 1.2] and (B.0)), there exists e = e(q, 4, A, {A4;}i, B, €0) < €p such that
E-(2,U) >0 for every z € W**(U) with U € {A'\ 4;, A,NB} VY i=1,.. N. (4.11)
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For i =1,..., N, we define w* € W22?(AU B) by
w' = piu+ (1 — p;)v. (4.12)
We set S; := A;y1 \ A;. Thus, we obtain
E(w',AUB) <& (w',AUB) + & (w', Aiy1 \AUB) = & (u, A;) + E-(v, B\ Aiy1) + E(w', S;)
<E(uy Ag) + Ec(u, A\ A) 4+ E(v, B\ Aiy1) + E-(v, Aip1 N B) + E-(w', S;)
= E(u, A') + E-(v, B) + E-(w', Sy), (4.13)

where we used ([II]), the fact that £.(z, ) is an additive set function, and that & (z, N) = 0 whenever
L"(N) =0, for every z € L _(R™).

Step 2: In this step we define the function w, and the sequences (¢;); and (w;); of the statement. We
focus on studying &.(w?, S;). Because of (3.5 it holds

E.(u', Si) < ¢ /

Si

(W(Ew ) + ge|Vw; |* + 53|V2wi|2> dz. (4.14)

Using the convexity of the function | - |2, and that |¢;| < 1, we deduce that there exists a universal
constant C' > 0 such that

[Vw'|? < C(|Vei*lu — v + [V(u—v)[?) (4.15)
and
V2w |2 < C(|V2@il?lu — v|* + Vil * |V (u — 0) |2 + |V2ul? + |VZ0]?). (4.16)

Combining (49), (@I0), (#14), ([EI5) and (@IG), we get that there exists a constant C = é(q, c1,C2)

such that

(w', S;) < ¢ /W dx +C£L2/|u—v|2dx+5£/ IV (u—v)*da
Si Si

+ c[/ 3 (L2 |V (u— )[* + M2 [u— v + [V2ul? + [V20]?) dx]. (4.17)
S.

i

Summing and averaging in [@I3)) and using (A1), we find that there exists a i* € 1, ..., N¢, such that

E.(w' ,AUB) < &.(u, &) + E-(v, B) Zf,’ w', S;) (4.18)
Neo i=1
with
1 CeL? Ce
i € 2 2
Nﬁgz&(w,&)é NEOO/S|u—v| N, )2 dz
=1
L2 3 M2 3
/|V u—v)*dz + /|u—v|2d3: — / W(w . (4.19)
601‘ 1

Now, using that 2;% <N, <2

=, € < €0, (@9) and (LI0), we get that there exist a constant C' =
C(g, c1,c2) > 0 such that

Cel?  C Ce CL2 3 ¢ CM2 3
0« 2 <C 07 < 2?2 and /8 < (O 4.20
N, -2 N, -7 TN, =2t ™ L (4.20)

which implies
E(w' ,AUB) < & (u, A') + E-(v, B) + we e, (u,v, A, A'),
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where

N,
We,eo (U, v, A, A') = C(/ lu —v[?dz + (% + 860)/ |Vu — Vo|? @ Z/ W (w?) dx). (4.21)
s s R H
By setting ¢g = % and denoting ¢; :=¢(q, A, A', {4}, B,1/j), w :== w', and wj = We, 175, [@E3) follows.
Step 3: In this step we prove ([L6]). Let S C S measurable and such that u = v a.e in S. Then it clearly

holds
/|u—v|2d:1c=/|Vu—Vv|2d:E=O.
s s

Hence, in view of ([@.21]), in order to prove [@6]) we just have to show that there exists a constant C' > 0
such that, for j large enough, it holds
Niyj C
Z Ndz < CL S\ ) + = (M (u, S) + MZ (v, 5)). (4.22)
S, \s J ’ !
Because of the convexity of | - |, (Wy), and ¢; € [0, 1], it must hold max{coW (u) + ¢co, coW (v) + co} >
W (w"). Consequently, we have

W (w')dz < 2¢0L™(S; \ §) + o (/ B W (u)dx + / B W (v) daj)
508 (AR W ()= W () (SN ()2 W ()
< 20" (5, \ ) + o / (W (u) + W(v)) da.
S:\§
(4.23)

By virtue of [I0, Theorem 1.2], since ¢ < Z-, there exist « = a(q) € (0,1) and g9 = eo(g, 4, A") > 0
such that

/ %(z) —qe|Vz|? +2a|V2z2dz > 0 (4.24)
s

for every ¢ < g¢ and for every z € W22(S). Then, from (@24, it easily follows that, up to taking j
large enough such that €; < €g, it holds

/JWM+WMM§
S\S

1 Q

C2 C2

Nyijj(l—a)

e (M (1.) + Mg, (0,8)) < S(M (0.8) + Mg, (0,5)
(4.25)

for some suitable constant C' = C(ca, q) > 0, where we used ([3.2) and N, /; = 2j. Finally, ([£22) follows

from 28], by summing over i = 1,...,Ny,; in [A23), and recalling that all the S; are disjoint and

contained in S.

Step 4: In this step we prove [T). Let (uc)e, (ve)e be as in the statement, w their limit in L?(S), and

let w} defined as w* up to replace u with u.; and v with v.,. Then we have

lim |u5 — v, [*dz = 0.
j—oo
In addition, because sup,~ (& (ue, S) + Es(vs, S)) < o0, (f3) and ([@24), it also holds
. €; 2¢ 1 _
Jli}l{.lo (53 + 7]> /S |VU5 V’Us | dz < Jli)nolo m(fj + 3) (Msj (UE]; ) + M ('Usjv )) =0.
So, recalling (£21]), we have just to show that
Nl/]

lim
Jj—o0 Nl/g‘g]

/ W (w (4.26)

=1
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For every j € N consider w;: S — R defined as follow

() wi(x) if z € S; for i € {1,...,Ny;},
w;(z) =
! w(x) otherwise.

Then, clearly w; converges to w in L?(S) as j — oo. Notice that, by virtue of [I0, Theorem 1.1], we
have that w € BV (S;{—1,1}) and so, because of (W7), up to subsequences (W (w;)); converges to zero
a.e in S. Hence, arguing like in the proof of (£27]) and using the reverse Fatou’s lemma, we have

Niyj

lim sup Z / W(wj—)d:t < limsup/ W(w;)dx <
j—o0 i—1 S j—o0 S
lim sup/ W(wj)dx + sup(My (us, S) + Mj (vs, S)) limsup 2e; < / limsup W(w;)dz =0
j—o00 Sn{|w;|<R} 6>0 j—o0 S j—oo
which implies (£26]). O
In the following, for every u € L (R™) and A € A, we set
E(u, A) :=T —liminf & (u, A) and &](u, A) :=T — limsup & (u, A), (4.27)
=0 e—0

meant with respect to the strong L?(A) topology. We notice that, because of ([3.5) and [10, Theorem
1.3], for every A € A; it holds

ClMO_(ua A) S gé(uvA) S gél(u, A) S C2M8_(ua A)v (428)

where M are the functionals defined in (B3). Before passing to the main result of this subsection,
namely Theorem [3.3] we deduce a consequence of Proposition

Corollary 4.3. Let A, A, B and (¢;); be as in the statement of Proposition[{-.3. Let (u:). C W%2(A’),
(ve)e € W22(B) and u € BV(A U B;{-1,1}) such that u. — wu in L*(A’), v. — u in L*(B),
SUP,~q (e, A') < 00, and sup,~( & (v, B) < 0o. Then there exists a subsequence (g;);, depending on
q, A, A’ and B, and a sequence (w;); C W22(AU B) such that (w;); converges to uw in L*(AU B) and
&y (u, AU B) < limsup &, (w;, AUB) < limsup&;, (uc,;, A") + limsup &, (ve,, B). (4.29)
j—o0 Jj—o0 j—o0
Proof. Let €9 > 0 and N, = |2¢;"]. Then, arguing like in Step 1 of Proposition 2} one can define
a collection of sequences {(wi). : i € {1,..., N, }} by following the same construction of w’, up to
replacing u with u. and v with v, (see (LI2)). It is easy to verify that (w!). converges to u in
L?*(AU B). Let l; := limsup & (wl, AU B). Let € = £(A, B, ¢o) be such that for every i € {1,..., Ne,}
e—0
it holds |E-(wi, AU B) — I;| < €. Up to passing to a smaller ¢ depending also on A’ and ¢, we can
assume that the energies are positive on the suitable sets used in the proof of Proposition [£2] i.e., that
(£11) holds. At this point, one can repeat the same remaining steps of the proof of Proposition 2]
and similarly set e = 1/j, ¢; = e(q, A, A', B,1/j), and w; = wg.m (the definition of w*" can be found
in (@I])). The obtained sequence (w;); converges to u in L?(A U B), it satisfies (L5]) and

&l (u, AU B) < inf inf lim sup &-(w?, AU B) < limsup&.. (w;, AU B).
ol )_jENie{l ..... N1y} Eﬂop (we )< j_}oop e, (w; )

Now, let us provide a definition that will be used in the proof of Theorem

Definition 4.4. Let P’ be a family a subsets of R™. A subfamily P C P’ is said to be dense in P’ if
for every A, C € P’, with A CC C, there exists a B € P such that A c B c C.
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Proof of Theorem [3.3. The proof follows the localization method of T'-convergence.

Step 1: Since L _(R™) has a countable basis and [I4, Theorem 8.5, for every A € A;, the family of
functionals (&:(+, A)). admits a I'-converging subsequence which in principle depends on A. Let D; be
a countable dense subset of Aj, intended in the sense of Definition 4l Indeed, one way to construct
D, is the following: let (Ry)r be an enumeration of all the poly-rectangles with rational vertices. It
can be easily checked that such family is dense in A. Now, for every k € N, we select a sequence
(AF), C A; such that A¥ cC Ry and AF © Ry as n — oo. Then, one can set Dy = (A¥);,. Up
to a diagonal argument, we can find a subsequence (g;); such that & (-, A) I'-converges with respect
to the strong L?(A) topology for every A € Dy. In particular, along the subsequence (g;);, it holds
E(u, A) = &l (u, A) for every u € L (R") and A € D;. Furthermore, we recall that, because of [14
Proposition 6.8], the functionals £'(-, A) and £’ (-, A) are lower semicontinuous with respect to the strong
L?(A) topology for every A € A. Combining this with Lemma [A3]in the appendix and [I4, Theorem
15.18 (b) and (e)], we get that the inner regular envelopes of & and & coincide on L2 _(R"™) x Aj;.
Thus, we define a functional &: L2 _(R™) x A; — [0,00] by setting it to be equal to the inner regular

envelope of & : L (R™) x A; — [0, 0] i.e.

loc
Eo(u, A) == sup{&(u,U): U € Ay and U CC A} for every u € L (R") and A € A;. (4.30)

Step 2: In this step we consider & and &} evaluated only along the sequence (¢;); of Step 1. Because
of Step 1 and Lemma [A3] we have & (u,U) < Ei(u,U) < & (u,U) for every u € L% _(R™) and

loc
U € Ai. So to prove that &, (-,U) I'-converges to &(-,U) for every U € Ay, it is sufficient to prove
that & (u,U) > & (u,U) for every U € A;. Notice that, by virtue of [@28)) it holds & (u,U) = oo if

u ¢ BV (U;{-1,1}). Hence, we only have to prove
Eo(u,U) > & (u,U) if uw e BV(U;{-1,1}). (4.31)

Let A, A, B € A; such that A’ € D;, A cC A’ and A’ \ A C B. Since A’ € Dy, by virtue of Step
1, we have that the I' — limsup is a I' — lim on A’, and thus it is invariant under the extraction of
subsequences. Notice that using Lemma[A.3] the fundamental estimate in Proposition 2, [#.28]), and
arguing like in the proof of [14, Proposition 18.3] we can show

EY(u, AU B) < & (u, A') + coM{ (u, B). (4.32)
Indeed, let (uj); € W22(A') and (v;); C W%(B) such that u; — w in L?(A4’), v; — u in L*(B),
lim &, (uj, A') = & (u, A') and lim MT (v;, B) = M{ (u, B).
j—o0 j—o0 J

Thanks to Corollary 3 and (f4), we can extract a (not relabeled) subsequence of (¢;);, depending on
A, A" and B, and construct a sequence of functions (w;); C W#?(A U B) such that w; converges to u
in L>(AUB) as j — oo,

limsup &, (w;, AU B) < lim &, (uj, A') + 2 lim M{ (vj, B) = £ (u, A') + coM{ (u, B),  (4.33)

j—00 Jj—o0 j—o0 J
and such that it holds
&) (u, AU B) < limsup &, (wj, AU B).
Jj—o0

The last equation combined with (£33) gives (£32).
Let U € Ay, u € BV(U;{-1,1}), § > 0 and K be a compact set such that M (u,U \ K) < 4. Let is
choose A, A’ € Dy such that K CC A CcC A’ CC U. Thus, by setting B := U \ K, we get from (£.32)

EJ(u, U) < Ef(u, A') + oM (u, U\ K) < Ey(u,U) + 20, (4.34)

where we used that A’ CC U and the fact that & coincides with the inner regular envelope of £; on

A;. By sending § — 0 in ([@34)), (Z.31)) follows.
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Step 8: In the previous steps, we proved that there exists a subsequence (¢;); such that & (-, A) I'-
converges to a functional & (-, A) with respect to the strong L?(A) topology, for every A € A;. In this
step we want to show that & admits an integral representation and that the limit integrand is given
by BII)). To this purpose it is sufficient to show that the hypotheses of the representation theorem [6]
Theorem 3] hold.

We point out that in [6, Theorem 3] the domain of the energies is a space of functions defined on a
fixed open and bounded set. However, one can easily generalize the authors’ result to energies defined
on Li (R") x A. For every u € L% (R™) we extend &y(u,-) to the whole A by setting

loc
Eo(u, A) :==sup{&(u,U) : U € Ay and U CC A} for every A € A. (4.35)
Then, for every A € A we extend &y (-, A) to L (R™) by taking

loc

oo if u € L} (R")\ L (R") and A # 0,

loc

0 if we Ll (R™")\ L (R") and A =0.

loc

50(“’7 A) = {

We do the same for ./\/la[. We claim that & satisfies the assumptions of [6, Theorem 3], i.e.,
i) Eo(u, A) = E(v, A) whenever u = v L"-a.e. on A € A;
ii) Eo(+, A) is lower semicontinuous with respect to the strong L'(A) topology;
iii) Eo(u,-) is the restriction to A of a Radon measure.

We notice that property 7) follows using Lemma [A.3] [14, Remark 15.25] and arguing like in the proof
of [T4, Proposition 16.15]). Because of [14] Proposition 6.8], [14, Remark 15.10], and the fact that the
supremum of lower semicontinuous functions is still lower semicontinuous, we have that for every A € A
the function u € L?(A) — &y(u, A) is lower semicontinuous with respect to the strong L?(A) topology.
Combining this with (£28)), which implies that &(u, A) < oo if and only if v € BV (4;{-1,1}), (i4)
follows. Indeed on L™ functions defined on bounded domains, the notion of L' convergence and L?
convergence coincide. Thus we are left with proving (¢i7). Notice that, by construction, & defines an
increasing set function. In addition, from [I4] Remark 15.10]), and the density of A; in A, it follows
that & is also inner regular. Arguing like in Lemma [A:3] below, and using the additivity of &, it can
be shown that the set function &(u,-) is superadditive on Ay, and thus, with a density argument, on
the whole A. Following the same steps of [14, Proposition 18.4], using Proposition and the inner
regularity of &, we also have that & defines a subadditive set function on A. Finally combining the
previous properties with the De Giorgi-Letta criterium [I4, Theorem 14.23], we get that &y(u,-) is the
restriction to A of a Borel measure and so (i) holds. O

4.3. Properties and identification of the I'-limit. This subsection is dedicated to study of the limit
density fo and to the proof of Proposition 3.4l In particular, we split the statement of Proposition [3.4]
in two parts: Proposition and Proposition 4.8l In Proposition [£.5] we show how the limit density is
connected with the sequence (&:).. In Proposition A8 we estimate the upper and lower bound of the
limit density.

Proposition 4.5. Let (f:)e C F and let fo and (¢;); be as in Theorem[3:3. Then it holds
fo(l’,l/) = f/(.’I],l/) = f//(l',l/)

for every x € R™ and v € S"~ Y, where f' and f" are as in B71) and BI) respectively, but with e
replaced by €;.

The proof of Propositiond.3lis standard. For convenience of the reader, we include it in the Appendix.
For p, §, ¢ > 0 with p > 6 > 2¢ we set

me, (v ., Qp(2)) = inf{€(u, Q) (2)): u € S (uy ., Q) (x))},
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where
Sl ., Q4(x)) == {u e W(Q(x)): u=ul . on Q4(x)\ Q,_s(x)}.

Then, for every € R® and S*!, we define

/ s D § v v v v
fo(z,v) = ér;% llgigélf me_(uy ., Q) () = élin hgllnf mg (uy ., Qp(x)), (4.36)
and
" R . o v v 1 . o v v
fo(z,v) = ér;% llriljélp me_(uy ., Q) () = %1_1}(1) llriljélp me,_(uy ., Q) (). (4.37)

Proposition 4.6. Let f,, f;) as in [@.386) and [@.31) respectively. Then the following holds:
(i) The restrictions of f,, f, to the sets R™ x Sifl and R™ x §"~ 1 are upper semicontinuous.
(ii) For every x € R™ and v € S"~ 1, the functions p — fo(z,v) — c2Cpp™~ ! and p — [ (w,v) —
c2Cpp™~ ! are mot increasing on (0, 00).
(iii) For every x € R™ and v € S"~! we have

f(x,v) = limsup p%f;(:z, v) (4.38)

p—0

and

" (x,v) = limsup

nsup 5 (z,v). (4.39)

—1

Proof. The proof is an adaptation of the one in [I7, Lemma 6.1] up to some modifications. These
modifications are mostly due to the fact that the statement of our fundamental estimate requires the
sets to have C'-boundaries. As a matter of fact, the only information regarding the explicit form of
the energies that the author makes use of are the fundamental estimate and an analogue version of
([E2). We give a sketch of the proof only for (i) and for f,, since (ii)—(ii7) can be obtained following
exactly the one of [I7, Lemma 6.1 (#4)—(#i7)] up to replace [I7, (2.10)] with (Z2)). Let p > 0 and let
(z;,v;) € R™ x ST71 be a sequence converging to (z,v) € R” x §*~1. We claim that

limsup f,(x;,v5) < f(z,v). (4.40)

j—o0

Let v > 0. Up to pass to a subsequence (not relabeled) we can assume that the liminf in (£30) is a
limit. Following the same argument of [I7, Lemma 6.1 (i)], which mostly only exploits the continuity

of the restrictions of the map v — R, on S” ! we get that for § > 0 sufficiently small there exist a
jo = jo(9) such that

Q:]Qas(%‘) C Qp_45(z) CQp_gs5(x) C Q:]Qa(%‘)
for every j > jo, and a sequence (uc). C S*(u _, Q%(x)) satisfying
E-luter @4(2)) < mB (U, QU(w)) + < 2" 41 (1.41)
and
Ue = uZ,s = U;J]s on (Q) p— 25 ( )\Qp 35(7)) \Ra,ja (4.42)
where

—
R. ;= RV((Q;)725 \ Qp735) X (=he,j, ha,j)) +x,

with he j = e+ |z — x| + p|u —vj|. Let U, U; € Ay such that Qp 55(25) CCU; CC Q}_g5(z) CC
UJ’- cc Qv o ' s(xj). Fixaj 2 Jo. Now, up to extracting a not relabeled sets depending subsequence, we
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can apply Proposition .2 with A, A" € A; such that Q) s5(z) CCU; CC ACC A’ CC Q) _,5(x) CC
U, B=U;\Uj, u=uc and v = uy} , obtaining a sequence (w.). C W?(UJ) such that

Ec(we,Uj) < Ec(ue, A) + Ec(uy? ., B) —|—w5(u5, ug o, A A

= & (ue, QZ(CC)) - gE(”;,av Q () \ A )+ &= (uy Uy’ e B)+ wé‘(u&u;;,av A, A/)
< Sg(ua, QZ(CC)) + C2Cﬂ[(p - 26)n 't (p - 36)n 1) + pn71 - (p - 55)7171)] + Wa(u&u;;,av Av A/)v
(4.43)
and w, = uy’ . on B\A = UJ'-\Z/. In (£43) we also used that —&.(z, A) < —cy M (2, A) < caMT (2, A)
for every A € A and z € W22(A). We extend then w. on the whole Q,’ (z;) by setting it equal to ug’e,

. ; = . - ; ; .
in Q' (x;) \ U;. As a consequence, w, is admissible for m‘sgs (uz) ,Qp’ (z;)) and we have, by virtue of

(f1) and @.2),
Ec(we, QY (x5)) < Ec(we, Ug) + c2Cy(p" ™" = (p — 55)"71). (4.44)

Since Rej C Q) o5\ Qp 35, we have u. = uy _ and [u. —uy .| <2 on R ;. Combining this fact with
(@A2) and [@B) in Proposition A2 with S = (4’ \ 4) \ R..;, we get that for & small enough it holds
we (Ue, ug? o, A A" < CLY(Re,j) + o(1), (4.45)
where we also used that, because of ([@2]),
sup (M (e, A\ )+ M (oo A\ )

J
<SHP(M+( re Qp (@) + ME(ug ., Q) (x)) < 2C,p" ! < oo,
Notice now that
L™(R. ;) < Csp" 2he ;. (4.46)
Combining (@) and ([@43)—-([E7Z0) we get
me, (uy) o, Qp (x5)) < mE (uf ., Qy () + 7+ c2Cy((p — 20" — (p— 30)" 1)
+e2Cy ("1 = (p = 56)"1)) + Cop"he j + o(1),
and by sending, in this order, ¢ — 0, then 6 — 0, j — oo, and v — 0, we obtain

limsup f'(z;,v;) < f (z,v)

j‘)OO

from which (£40]) follows. O

Lemma 4.7 (Equivalence of infimum problems with different boundary conditions). Deﬁne for every
zER", veS" tande, p>0, mMg(ugﬁs,QZ(x)) as in B.8) up to replace E. with M=, U with uly .,
and A with Q) (x). Then, it holds

lim m = (uy ., Q@ (7)) = oFpnL. (4.47)

e—0

Proof. Let m =+ (uy ., Q) (z)) be as in ([@3). Clearly by virtue of Proposition L.l and the properties of
the infimum it holds

o " = T g (0 @ () < Hminf e (u ., QY (). (4.48)
Thus, we have just to show
hms(glp m./\/[i( ;,E?QZ(:’[:)) ipn 1 (449)
E—r

Up to extracting a subsequence (not relabeled) we can assume that the limsup in [@49) is a limit. Let
6 € (0,1) and A, A', U € A; such that Qf) 5 (v) CC A CC A’ CC U CC Qy(x) and B := U\ A.



20 A. DONNARUMMA

Thanks to [I0, Theorem 1.3], there exists a recovery sequence (u). C W22(A’) such that u — @” in
L2(A') and
lim sup ME (uF, A') < MFE (@, A') < otpnt. (4.50)
e—0

We now apply Proposition with c; M7 and co M7 instead of &, u := u and v := u” _, obtaining,

.9
up to extracting a further not relabeled subsequence, functions w¥ € W#2(U) such that w¥ = u% _ on
U \Z/ and

c v v —v Ws(usvug 57AaA/)
M?:t(wg:v U) < M;‘:(U;‘:,A/) + iM:(um,av Qp(I) \ Q(l—&)p(x)) + C]i ) (451)

where we also used ([3.5) and that M7, having a nonnegative density, defines an increasing set function.
Now we can extend wZ on all Q) (z) by setting it equal to u} . on Q) () \ U. By applying ([£2)), we get
then
coC,
ME(wE,Q(e)) < ME(E, )+ 22 (1= (L= 0 el A, A, (152)
1
Finally, notice that wZ is admissible for m = (uy ., @p(2)) and that u.—uy . — 0in L?(A’\ A). Passing
to the limit as e — 0 in (52), using (1) in Proposition 2, and (@E0), we get

2Cy

limsup m & (uy; ., Qp(z)) < oFpn Tl = pn 1 — (1 —0)n Y, (4.53)
e—0 : ’ 1
and by letting § — 0 we obtain ([49]). O

Proposition 4.8. Let (f.). C F and f’, f" be defined as in B) and B.8), respectively. Then f' and
" are Borel measurable. In addition, for every x € R"® and v € S"1 it holds

cro” < fl(z,v) <coot and cio0” < f(x,v) <0, (4.54)
where o are the constants defined in (3.4).

Proof. The proof of the Borel measurability can be easily adapted from the one of [IT, Proposition 6.2,
Step 1] up to take into account Proposition[£.6l We prove now (£54]). Clearly, because of (B3], it holds

cim = (ug o, @y (7)) < me, (u o, Qp(x)) < cam et (ug ., Qp(w)). (4.55)
Hence, (£54) follows by Lemma 7] and the definitions in [B.7)) and B.8]). O
Finally, Proposition [3.4] easily follows from the previous results of this section.

Proof of Proposition[34] The proof follows from Proposition and Proposition [4.8 O

5. STOCHASTIC HOMOGENIZATION

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem B.8 and Theorem 3.9l We state two lemmas that will
be used in the proof of one of the main results of this section, namely Proposition

Lemma 5.1. Let f € F, let v € S" ', 2,7 € R”, and 7 > r > 4 be such that

(i) QYeale) CC QK@) (i) dist(E,11"(x)) < 7.

where T1¥(x) is the hyperplane orthogonal to v and passing through x. Then there exists a constant
L > 0 (independent of v,x,T,r,7) such that

me (uf, QF(T)) < me(uf, Q) (2)) + L(lz — Z| + |r — 7 + 1)F" >, (5.1)
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Lemma 5.2. Let f € F, a € (O, %), and v, € S*! be such that

@
 — Rye; -V < —. 2
1§r51§a7::(71|R,,61 Ryei| + v —v| < Tn (5.2)
Then there exists a constant co > 0 (independent of v, v), with ¢, — 0 as a — 0, such that for every
x € R™ and every r > 2 we have

meg (ugmv Q(;1+O¢)T‘(TI)) - Carn_l S me (u:mv QZ (T'I)) (53)

The proof of Lemma [5.I] and Lemma can be easily adapted from the ones in [I7] Lemma A.1,
Lemma A.2] up to minor modifications. Indeed we can observe that because of Theorem Bl and (f3),
me(ul,Q%(x)) > 0 if r > 1, and thus one can find competitors with energy equal to mg(u?, Q¥ (x)) up
to an arbitrary small error. Then, the only modifications of the proofs are related to the fact that our
energies are not necessarily subadditive set functions. However one can check that an analogue version
of [I7][(A.3) and (A.11)], as well as the remaining inequalities in the proofs can be obtained using the
additivity of the functional &£, [B) (which implies |E(-, A)| < coM™ (-, A)), D) and the fact that M™T
defines an increasing set function.

For any positive integer k and for any a,b € R*, with a; < b; for all i = 1, ..., k, we define the cuboids
k
[a,b) = []lai,b:) ={z € R¥ 1 a; <@y < b; Vi=1,....k},
i=1
and
Ry = {[a,b) ta; < b Vi=1, ,k}

Then, given R = H?;ll [aj,bj) € Rp_1, for every v € S""1 N Q", we define the rotated n-dimensional
cuboid T, R as
T,R:= M,R,(R X [—¢,¢)), where c:= maux{1 max M} (5.4)
vit . vily ) ) . 271San*1 ) . .

Notice that the map R, X [—c¢,¢) adds a thin layer of at least length 1 along the v direction. This is
related to the length of the transition layer described by the function uY.

Definition 5.3. (Subadditive process) A subadditive process with respect to a group (7;),czr (resp.
(72)2err ) of P-preserving transformations on (2, Z,P) is a function p: Q x Ry — R satisfying:

(i) (measurability) for any R € Ry the function w — u(w, R) is Z measurable,
(ii) (covariance) for any w € Q, R € Ry, z € Z* (resp. z € R¥) it holds u(r,w, R) = pu(w, z + R),
(iii) (subadditivity) for any R € Ry and for any finite family (R;)ic;r C Ry of pairwise disjoint sets
such that (J;.; R = R, it holds
plw, R) < Zu(w, R;) for every w € Q,
iel
(iv) (uniform boundedness) there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that 0 < pu(w, R) < ¢ L¥(R) for every
w € Q2 and for every R € Ry.
For every v € S"~! we consider the function p,: Q x R,,_1 — R defined by
mele (o UL B) 3¢ £1(1) > 1 for every i € {1,..,n— 1}
fiy (w, R) := M (5.5)
c2CpL" Y (R)  otherwise,

for every w € Q and R = H;:ll I; € R,—1. We notice that because of Theorem Bl (f3), and the
definition of T}, it holds p,(w, R) > 0. Notice that the definition of y, is slightly different compared to
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the ones that can be found in the literature (see for example [9, (5.3)], [I7, (7.5)]). The main reason, is
that mep,(ug,int(7, R)) is in principle not positive if R has one side of length strictly less than 1. Our
definition coincides with the one in [9] and [I7] on large cuboids. In addition, using (f4) and [{@2) we
get
e (uf, it (TL,R)) _ Elw](uf, int(T, R))
lellfl S lellfl

Proposition 5.4. Let f be a random density which is stationary with respect to a group of P-preserving
transformation (7.).czn (resp. (72).ern) on (L, Z,P). Let v € S N Q" and let p, be as in (B5).
Then, there exists a group of P-preserving transformations (Ty:)1ezn-1 (resp. (Ty)rcrn—1) such that p,
is a subadditive process on (2, Z,IP) with respect to (Ty),rczn—1 (resp. (Ty)ern—1). Moreover it holds

0 < piy(w, R) < 20, L™ (R), (5.7)

for P-almost every w € Q and R € Rp_1.

< cCpL" Y (R). (5.6)

Proof. Step 1: Measurability. The proof of the measurability of w — p,(w, R) can be easily adapted
from the one in [2I] Lemma C.1] up to some minor modifications (see also [I7, Proposition 7.6]). In
particular, because of Lemma [A4]in the Appendix, it is sufficient to prove that for every [ € R™

w — Mg, (U, A) is I-measurable, for every A € A and u € W>?(A). (5.8)
Notice also that
ue‘iSr(lg,A)/A (fl(w, x,u, Vu, Vi) + l) dr = mgi,(u, A) +1L"(A)

for every w € €. Hence, it is not restrictive to assume f > 0. Let A € A and let (4;); C A be such
that A; T A. Consider the set

S, A) = {uecW**(A): u=7u L aeon A\ A4}

Notice that S;(u, A) is a closed subset of W02 2(A) + @ and thus it defines a complete, separable metric
space if equipped with the metric induced by the || - [|yy2.2(4) norm. Since 0 < inf,cs; @ 4) Elw](u, A) <
Elw](u, A) < oo for every j € N, it holds

lim inf Elw](u, A) = mgp,(u, A). (5.9)

Jj—oo ueS;(u,A)
Hence, in order to prove (B8], it is sufficient to show that

w— inf Ew](u,A) is T — measurable. (5.10)
uw€eS; (,A)
Arguing like in the proof of [21, Lemma C.1] and using that f > 0, we can define the Moreau-Yoshida
regularization of f by

fk(waxauvgaC) ::( inf {f(waxava/\vn)+k|(ua€7<>_(’Uv)‘an)”"

v,\,n) ERXR" xR X7

It is known that for every w € Q and € R"™ the function (u,{,() — fr(w,z,u,&, () is k-Lipschitz
continuous. As a consequence, using a standard argument for Caratheodory functions and the definition
of random density, it follows that f is Z ® L"@B'@B"®@B™*"-measurable, where by L™ we denote the o-
algebra generated by the Lebesgue-measurable sets and by Z ® L™ we denoted the completion of Z® L™.
Notice that by Tonelli’s theorem it easily follows that the function (w, ) = fi(w,x, u(z), Vu(z), Viu(x))
is Z® L™-measurable. Thus, we can define a function FJ: Q x S;(u, A) — [0, 0] as

ij(w,u) ::/fk(w,x,u(x),Vu(:v),Vzu(:v))dx.
A
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The integral defined by F. f (w,u) is finite since f is non-negative and

0 < filw,2,u,6,¢) < f(w,2,0,0,0) + k| (u, & )] < kC(|uf® + €[> + ¢ +1)7, (5.11)

for some suitable constant C' > 0 depending on W (0), where we used (f4). Since the function (u, &,¢) —
fe(w,x,u,&, () is k-Lipschitz continuous, and because of (B.IT]), from Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem we get that, for every w € €, the function FJ(w,-) is continuous with respect to the W?22(A)
norm. In addition, by Tonelli’s theorem w — F' Jk (w,u) is Z-measurable for every u € S;(u, A). Hence,
FF is T® B(S;(u, A))-measurable, where B(S;(u, A)) is the o-algebra generated by the open sets of the
metric space (S;(u, A), | - [[w=22(a)). Notice now that, by definition of the random density, the function

(u,&,¢) = flw,z,u,&, ) is lower semicontinuous for every w € 2. Consequently, we have that for every
we Nand u € S;(u, A), Ff(w,u) — Fj(w,u) as k — oo, where F;: Q x §;(u, A) — [0, 00) is defined by

Fj(w,u) ::/Af(w,x,u(x),Vu(:v),V2u(:v))dx.

Hence F; is T ® B(S;(u, A))-measurable. Recalling that S;(w, A) is a complete and separable metric
space, and applying [2T] Lemma C.2], (5I0) follows.

Step 2: Covariance. The proof of the covariance is rather standard (see [9] for example) but we report
it for sake of completeness. We show this property only for the more difficult case, which is the one
with a discrete group (7). ezn-1. In view of (B.H), one has to check only the case in which R has all
sides of at least length 1. For every 2z’ € Z"~! and R € R,,_; it holds

T,(R+2)=T,R+ 2,

where 2, := M,R,(z',0) € Z" NII”. Thus, we have
1
po(w, R+ 2") = 2T el (uf,int(T, R) + z,,).

Now, let v € S(uf, T, R+ z,,) and define u: int(T, R) — R as u(y) := u(y + z,). Since z,, € II¥, we have
that uf(y) = uf(y + z,,) for every y € R™. Hence, u € S(uf, T, R). With a change of variable and using
the stationarity of f we get

Elw](u,int(T, R+ 2,,)) = / f(w, 2, u, Vu, V2u) de = flw,x + 2z, a, Vi, V) dx
T, R+2!, T,R
= f(rew, 2,0, Va, Vi) dz = €[t w](T, int(T, R)). (5.12)
T,R

As a consequence, it is natural to consider the group of P-preserving transformations (7%),/czn-1 defined
by (7.1 ). ezn-1. Equation (5.12), combined with the arbitrariness of u, gives

NV(W7R+ ZI) = /J’V(T;’w7R)7

which proves the covariance of p,, with respect to the previously defined group (7)./czn-1.
Step 8: Subadditivity. Let R € R,—1 and let Ry, ._..,RN € R,—1 be pairwise disjoint and such that
R = Uf;l R;. For every i € {1,...,N}, we take (u!); C W*?(int(T, R;)) as minimizing sequences for

3

mepw)(ug, Ty R;). Then, we define then w/: T, R — R as

v

ul(z) if x € T,R;
(x) otherwise.
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Notice that u/ € W22(int(T, R)) since, for every i € {1,..., N}, u! is equal to u¥ in a neighborhood of
(T, R;). In particular, by construction u’ is admissible for mee(uy, T, R) and it holds

N
el (uf, int(T, R)) < Ew](u’, int(T, R)) Ze L int(T, R0)) + €l (ug, int(T, R\ ((J ToR))).

(5.13)
Now notice that E[w](ug,int(T, R \ (Ufil T,R;)) = 0, in fact since ¢ > 1 and M, > 2 we have {y €
T,R:|ly-v| <1} C Ufil T, R;. As a consequence of this, it must hold uf =uf in T, R\ (Ufil T.R;).
Thus, by sending j — oo in (B13)) it follows

N

mep) (uf, TVR) < mep(uf, T, R:). (5.14)
i=1

From the last equation and by the definition in (G.B]), we obtain that u, satisfies the subadditivity
inequality when all the R; have sides of length larger or equal than 1.

If at least one R; has at least one side of length strictly less than 1, we have two possible cases. If R has
still all sides of length larger or equal than one, then the subadditivity inequality follows by (E.I4) and
(E5). If R has at least one side of length lesser or equal than 1, then all the R; must have at least one
side of length lesser or equal than 1 as well. Hence, in this case, the subadditive inequality follows from
the additivity of the n — 1 dimensional Lebesgue measure and observing that p, (w, R;) = c2C,, L1 (R;)
for every i. (I

Proposition 5.5 (Homogenized surface integrand for © = 0). Let f be a random density which is
stationary with respect to a group of P-preserving transformations (7.).ezn (resp. (72)zerr ) on (Q,Z,P).
For every w € Q let mey,) as in (3XT). Then, there exists an TR B(S"1)-measurable function fuom: Qx
S"=t — [0, 00) such that, given

" v Ov(0
0= {WEQ: lim mf[w](anQr( ))

r—00 rn—1

= fhom(w,v) for every v € S"_l}, (5.15)

we have Q € T and ]P’(Q) 1. Moreover, Q and fhom are (72)zczn (resp. (Tz)zern) invariant, i.e.,
TZ(Q) Q for every z € Z" (resp. for every z € R™) and

fhom(Tzw;V) - fhom(w;V)7 (516)

for every z € Z™ (resp. z € R™), w € Q and v € S*1. Eventually, if (T2)zezn (resp. (Tz2).ern) is
ergodic, then funom is independent of w and given by

/ et (uf, Q2(0)) dP(w). (5.17)

fhom(¥) = lim

r—oo rn—1

Proof. The proof follows the same steps as in [I7, Proposition 7.7] that we report for convenience of the
reader. We divide the proof in three steps. Step 1: Existence of the limit for v € S*~ N Q™. In this
step we show that there exists an event 0 € Z, with P(Q) = 1, such that for every v € S*"1 N Q" there
exists an Z-measurable function f,: Q — [0, c0) satisfying

1m

r—00 rn—1

= fulw)

for every w € Q. Fix v € S N Q" '. Because of Proposition [5.4, we know that s, defines a
subadditive process. Thus, we can apply the Subadditive Ergodic Theorem in [9) Theorem 3.11] (see
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also [I, Theorem 2.7]) with u, instead of p and 2Q’ replacing @, finding in this way an event 2, € 7
with probability 1, and an Z-measurable function f,: @ — [0, 00) such that

e, 2M,Q2(0))
folw) = i —= o e
where we used that T,,(2Q]) = 2M,Q%(0). Now we claim that
w](ug, Q7(0
) 1o M QE(0)

r—00 yn—1

for every w € Q,, (5.18)

: (5.19)

for every w € Q,,. Let (r;); be a sequence such that r; — co as j — 0o, and define

o= 2M,,(L2§\2VJ — 1) and r;f = 2MV({2;2UJ +2).

Now, up to take j sufficiently large we can assume r; > 4(1 + M,,) and thus r; > 4. Furthermore, it
holds

QY 15(0) CC QY,(0) €€ Q¥ 15(0) €C QY4 (0).

We apply Lemma 5.l twice: the first time with x =2 =0, r = r;
r=2=0,r=r;,and ¥ = r;-r, and get the two following estimates

and 7 = r;, the second time with

mep(uf, Q% (0) _ 771 (ut @2 0) L Ly =y +1) (5.20)
et - (ry )=t " | |

mep(ul, Q¥ (0)) _ el (UE Q4 (0)) Lirf =7y +1) 5
pT ST N |
Using that T;_ —71; <4M, and rj —r; < 4M,, (EI8), passing to the limsup in (5.20) and to the lim inf

in (B21)) as j — oo, yields

mew)(ug, @7, (0))

lim sup — < fu(w)
j—o0 Tj
e (uf, Q% (0))
mero(ug, QY.
lim inf £le] 7?_1 J > fu(w),
j—o0 r

j
for every w € €2,,. Thus (5:19) holds since the sequence (r;); was chosen arbitrarily. Finally, we conclude

by setting
Q= () (5.22)
vesSt—1nQn»
and by noticing Q € Z and P(Q2) = 1, being Q the countable intesection of probability 1 elements of Z.
Step 2: Ewxistence of the limit for v € S*1\ Q™. In this step we prove that there exists a Z ® B(S"~1)-
measurable function flom: Q x S~ — [0, 00) such that

Tli)rgo ) = fhom(w,?) (5.23)
holds for every w € Q and v € S"7!. Let f, f: Q@ x S"~! — [0,00) be defined by
w U7 ’lr, O i . w U7 ;“/ O
f(w,v) := liminf Mefu) (U6 lQ ©) and  f(w,v) := limsup e (1 1Q : ))
- r—0o0 rnT r—00 rnT

Notice that using Proposition[5.4] and arguing like in Step 1, it can be deduced that, for every v € S~ 1,
f(,v) and f(-,v), can be written as liminf and lim sup of sequence of Z-measurable functions (see also
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for example [20, proof of Theorem 7]). Now we observe that S’i—l N Q™" is dense in S’i—l, and that
sr-1 = §nt USiﬁl. Furthermore, because of Step 1, it holds f(w, V) z_f(w, v) = f,(w) for every w € Q
and v € S*"! NQ". Hence, it is enough to show that, for every w € ), the restrictions of i(w, -) and
F(w,-) to S771 are continuous. Indeed, this implies f(w,v) = f(w,v) for every v € S"! and w € Q. In
addition, we point out that one can deduce from

for every v € S"7!, w — f(w,v) is T — measurable,

together with
for every w € Q, v — f(w,v) is continuous on ST},

that f is Z ® B(S"~!)-measurable. The same applies to f
From now on, we focus on showing that f(w,-) is continuous on Siﬁl. The proof considering f(w,-)
and/or $"7! is analogous. Consider the function fpom: € x S*™1 — [0, 00) defined as

flw,v) if we
+

fhom(w’, V) = {

Co0 otherwise.

Let (v;); C Si_l and v € Sﬁ_l be such that v; — v as j — co. For every a € (0,1) we can find a
Jja € N such that (5.2)) (with v; instead of v) holds for every j > j,. Hence, we can apply Lemma
with = 0 and ¥ = v; getting

Elw] (UO 7Q(1+a 7«( )) - CQT < melw) (UOa Q (0)) < melw) (uO aQ (0)) =+ COtTnila

where ¢, — 0 as a — 0. By dividing the above inequality by »»~! and passing to the limsup as r — oo
we get

(1+a)"  flw,v;) < flw,v) + Ca, (5.24)

(1= )" f(w,vy) > fw,v) = ca- (5.25)
Now, we can pass to the limsup as j — oo in (5.24) and to the liminf as j — oo in (B.2H]), and then let
a — 0, obtaining

limsup f(w,v;) < f(w,v) < liminf f(w,v;),
j—o00 j—o0

for every w € Q. Let Q be as in (5.15). From the fact that  C ©, P(Q) =1 and (€, Z,P) is a complete
probability space, it follows 2 € Z and P(Q2) = 1.
Step 3: Translation invariance. In this step we show that Q and fhom are (7:).ez» (resp. (72).crn)

invariant. Notice that, by virtue of the group properties of (7,).ezn (resp. (72).ern), in order to show
that Q is (7,).ezn-invariant (resp. (7,).crn-invariant), it is sufficient to show

7.(Q) C Q for every z € Z" (resp. z € R™).

Let z € Z™ (resp. z € R"), w € Q, and v € S"! be fixed. Let r > 4. Because of Theorem B.1] and
(f3), we know that mgp(ug, @7(0)) is bounded from below and thus there exists some u € S(ug, Q}/(0))
satisfying
Elw](u, Q7(0)) < mep) (ug, Q7 (0)) + 1. (5.26)
Setting @(2) := u(y + z) and using the stationarity of f, we obtain
Elwl(u, @7(0)) = E[rw](u, @y (=2)).
This together with (5.26]) and the fact that uw € S(u” ,, Q¥(—%)) yields to

Melr, W) (U5, Qr(=2)) < mep)(ug, @ (0)) + 1. (5.27)
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We choose r, 7 such that ¥ > r and

Q% 5(—2) CC Q4(0) and dist(0,TT(—z)) < g
Then we apply Lemma [5.1] twice: once with = —z and Z = 0 to the minimization problem mg[,__(.)
and once with » = z and ¥ = 0 to the minimization problem mgj,. Thus, we get
melr,w (US, Q?(O)) < melr,w (ulizv QZ(_Z)) + L(|Z| + |T - :F| + 1)(:’:/)”’725 (528)
and
mepw) (ug, Q¥(0)) < mepw)(uf, Q7 (2)) + L(|z| + [r = 71 + 1)(7)" 2. (5.29)

Thus combining (E206)-(E29) we obtain
mefr.w) (U5, QF(0)) _ mep(ug, @r(O0) +1  L(z| +|r =7 +1)

5.30
rn—1 - yn—1 T ( )
and
w V7 Z O TW V? Z O + 1 L — 7] 1
(5, QAN _ Mo (05, Q0D +1 | L(ie| 17 =71+1) o)
T r T
Now we take the limsup as ¥ — oo and the limit as » — oo in (530) to find
TW U, Z O
lim sup 27z L(:leT( ) < from(w, V). (5.32)
T—00 r
Similarly we take in (5.29) the limit as ¥ — oo and the liminf as r — oo, obtaining
T, W Vu 20
from(w, ) < lim inf Melzz1 (46, Q7(0) (5.33)

r—00 yn—1
Gathering (5:32) and (5.33) we deduce 7.(w) € Q and that
fhom(Tz (W)u V) = fhom(Wa V),

for every z € Z™ (resp. z € R"), w € Qand v e S" L.

When (7,).ezn (resp. (72).crn) is ergodic, using the fact that flom is (72).ezn-invariant (resp. (7.).crn-
invariant), and arguing like at the end of the proof of [9, Theorem 3.11] it can be shown that actually
fhom(w, ) does not depend on w for P-a.e w. Finally, (5.I7) can be deduced from Proposition .8 and
the Dominated Convergence Theorem. (I

Remark 5.6. We observe that arguing like in the second step of the proof of Proposition[5.3] it can be
shown that the functions

M [w) (U, QF (1))

v — lim inf el (urs; Qr (rz)) I
re

r—00 rn—1

and v — lim sup
r—>00

are continuous on Siﬁl, for every w € Q and x € R™.

Proof of Theorem [3.8 and Theorem [3.9. Arguing like in [9, Theorem 6.1] up to minor modifications,
replacing [9, Theorem 5.1] with Proposition and [9, Lemma 5.5] with Remark [£.6] Theorem
follows. Indeed the authors’ proof relies on general arguments coming from probability theory (e.g.
the Birkhoff Theorem and Conditional Dominated Convergence Theorem) and a property analogues to
#2)). In addition, the proof in our case is even simpler since it does not require to estimate the energies
added by the presence of jumps. Finally, Theorem [3.9] can be proved by combining Theorem and
Theorem 3.8 O
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APPENDIX A.

In this section we prove the results whose proofs rely on arguments that are standard but included
for convenience of the reader, for example the proof of Proposition Instead, Lemma [A.3]is used in
the proof of Theorem B3] and it states that the I' — liminf and the I' — lim sup, of the energies (B1)),
define increasing set functions on 4;. Indeed, this allows to apply a big part of the localization method
arguments to our setting. Lemma [A4] states that the infimum problem (B.6) can be approximated with
other infimum problems bounded from below. This fact is used in order to apply the Morea-Yosida
approximation in the proof of Proposition (.41
Before proving Proposition L5 we state and prove two intermediate results (Lemma [A] and Lemma
[A2)) that will be useful for applying Theorem and Proposition to suitable functions defined on
cubes.

Lemma A.1l. Let (¢;); and & as in Theorem [T3. Then, for every x € R", v € S~ ! and p > 0, if
ue = w in L*(Q(x)) and ue = uY _ in a neighborhood of dQY(x), then it holds

T,e

Eo(u, QZ(J:)) < liminf &, (usj,QZ(:L“)). (A1)
j—o0

Proof. By virtue of Theorem [3.3] we have that (A.Il) clearly holds if @ (x) is replaced by A € A;. Let
§ >0 and A € Ay such that Qp(z) C A C Q(;4),(x). We extend u. and u on the whole Q{; ) ,(2)

and @, outside @} (x). Notice that the extension of u. still
converges to the extension of u in L2(Q’(’1+5)p(x)). Using that & defines an increasing set function, (33,
([42)), the additivity of the set function defined by &, and that —&.(2,U) < —c;x M7 (2,U) < caoMF(2,U)
for every z € L (R") and U € A, we have

loc

50 (ua QZ(I)) < 50 (’U,, A) < hjn—l)lorolf g&j (uij ) A) = h}gg.}f 5€j (u5j ’ Ql(ll-{-&)p(‘r)) - gsj (u;,a‘j ) Ql(jl-‘ré)p(x) \ Z)
< hjn_l)g.}f &, (uaijZ(m)) + &, (UZ.sj ) Ql(jl+§)p(x) \@Z(m)) + C2M:j (UZ,sj ) Ql(/1+5)p(x) \@Z(m))
<liminf &, (ue,;, Q4 (x)) + 2c2Cy ((p + 6)" 1 — p"1).

1

v

by setting them respectively equal to u; .

Hence, ([(A]) easily follows by sending § — 0 in the last equation. O

Lemma A.2. Let & as in Theorem[Z3. Then, for every x € R™, v € S* ! and §, p > 0 and for every
A € Ay such that Qp(x) CC A CC Q(y5),(x), it holds

meo (T, Q(11.5),(%)) < mey (@, A) + c2Cyp" " (1 +6)" 1 = 1).
Proof. Let A >0, u € BV(A,{—1,1}) such that v = @”, in a neighborhood of 9A and
Eo(u, A) < mg, (s, A) + . (A.2)
Let A" € Ay such that Qf),;) ,(z) CC A" CC Q1 44y),(2) and A’ \ A € A;. Define now u €
BV (A';{-1,1}) as

i) = u(y) if ye A
D=V ifyeaa

x
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Then, clearly u is admissible for mg, (a, Qi+ 6)p(33)) and we have

me, (T, Q146),(7)) < E0(U, Q146),(7)) < Eo(u, A) + Eo (T, A\ A) (A.3)
Let (¢;); as in Theorem 3.3 Since uj . — w7 in L2 _(R™), by @B3), E2) and [10, Theorem 1.3], we

loc

have
Eo(wy, A"\ A) < & (T, Q1 ya40),(7) \ Q) (%)) < cxMG (@, Q1 54n),(2) \ @ (2)) (A.4)
<c2 hjrggolf M;r] (u;,Eijl(ll-i-(sJ,-)\)p(I) \@Z(x)) < CZOnpnil((l +4+ 0" 1),
Up to letting A — 0, and combining (AZ2)-(A4), the thesis follows. O

Proof of Proposition [{.5 Notice that by definition f” > f’, thus it is sufficient to prove f’ > fo > f”.
In the following, for notational convenience, we will still denote with ¢ the subsequence ¢; of Theorem

B3

Step 1: In this step we prove fo < f’. Fix z € R?, v € S*! and p > 0. Because of (f3), we have
me, (uy o Qp () = cimy—(uy ., Qp(x)) = cxm - (uy ., Q) (x)), where m,,— (uy ., Q) (x)) is defined as
in (4.3). Hence, by virtue of Proposition .1 we have meg, (uj ., @} (z)) > —1 for every € small enough.
Let § > 0 and let u. admissible for mg_(uj ., Q) (r)) such that

- (e, Q1)) < me. (1,0, Q4(a)) + 5™ < (c2Cy + )", (A.5)
where in the last inequality we used that uj . is also admissible for mg_(u}; ., Q) (z)) and (4.2). Clearly,

(AR) implies

sup & (ue, Q5 (7)) < oo.
e>0
We can extend u. to R™ by setting it equal to uj . outside @} (x). Notice that (uc). C W22(R™) and

that, because of B3] and [10, Theorem 1.1], for every A € A; such that QZ(,T) CC A, there exists a
function u € L2 (R™) N BV (A;{—1,1}) such that
ue — u in L*(A) up to subsequence,

and u = Ty in a neighborhood of 0A. Let 6 > 0 and A € A; such that Q) (x) CC A CC Q[ 4),(z). By
virtue of Lemma [A1] and Lemma we have

Mg (T2, Q157 (2)) — 2Cap™ (14 6" = 1) < mo(m, 4) < Eofu, A)

< &(u, Ql(,1+6)p(x)) < liggélf Ee (e, Q;(x)) + Sg(u;)a, Ql(jl-i-(;)p(x) \@Z(Cﬂ))a
that together with (2] implies

M0, Q) (@) < limminf me, (1%, Q5 (x)) + 00" + 202C, 3™, (A.6)

By dividing at both sides of ([(A6) by p"~!, sending p — 0 and using B.I0]), we get
(1+8)" fo(z,v) < f/(2,v) + 0 + 2¢2C, (1 + 6)" 7 = 1).

Finally sending 6 — 0 in the last equation implies fo < f’.
Step 2: In this step we will prove f” < fo. Let 6 € (0,1) and let u be admissible for mg(u}, @} (x)) and
such that

o, Q4(2)) < mo(, Q4(x)) + 59", (A7)

Let A’ € Ay with Q(”lfé)p(;v) cc A" cc Qy(x). By virtue of the I'-limsup inequality induced by
Theorem B3] there exists a sequence (u.). C W22(A’) such that u. — u strongly in L#(A’) and

limsup & (ue, A") < Eo(u, A"). (A.8)

e—0
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We extend u to R™ by setting it equal to @, outside A’. Let 0 < p’ < p, with p’ close enough to p to
ensure

u=1u’ on Q4(x)\Q, (). (A.9)
Up to take d small enough, we can also suppose @}, (z) CC A’. Let A, A",U € A; such that @}, (z) CC
AcCCcA ccUccQy(z)and B:=U\ A€ A;. We apply Proposition .2l with u := u. and v := u};
getting, up to a diagonal argument, a sequence (u.). C W22(U) such that %. = u. on A, U, = uy . on
B\ A and
lim sup & (e, U) < limsup & (ue, A/) + & (u;,av U \ Z) < limsup &, (u87 A/) + C2M:(uy,av QZ (‘T) \ @Z’ (CL‘))

e—0 e—0 e—0 m
< Eo(u, A) + e2Cy(p" = (p)" 1) < mo(@y, Q) (@) +6p" 1 + ey ("1 = (0)" 1),
(A.10)

where we used (£2), (A.9) and so [lue — ug .|| p2(an7)np) = 0, (A1) and (A.8). Now, we extend . on
all Q) () by setting it equal to uy . outside U. Thus, we get

Ee (U, QZ@)) < & (ue,U) + C2Cn(pn_1 - (Pl)n_l)u (A.11)
where we used Q%(x) \ U C QY(z) \ @:/ (x), (fa), and (@Z). In this way, we can notice that since
U = uy . on Q(x) \@Z, (2), @ is admissible for me, (ul ., Q% (x)) and so (AI0) implies

lim sup me, (uy o, Qp () < mo(ulf, Q@) +0p" " +2¢2C, ("1 = ()" 7). (A.12)
e—
Finally, f” < fo follows by sending p’ 1 p in (A12) and then arguing like at the end of Step 1. O

Lemma A.3. Let & be as in BI). For every u € L (R™) and A € A, let & and &l be as in [E2T).

loc
Then, the set functions E)(u,-) and E/ (u,-) are increasing on A .

Proof. Let A, B € Ay with A C B. Because of B3] and (28), it is sufficient to show the lemma only
for BV functions taking values in {—1,1}. Let (u.). C L2 (R™) and v € BV(B;{—1,1}) be such that
ue — u strongly in L?(B). Then we have

limiglf E(ue, B) = limiglf E(ue, B) — ca M7 (ug, B) + ey M (ue, B)
e— £e—
> lim i(])af E(ue, A) — ca M7 (ue, A) + ca M (ue, B) (A.13)
e—
> llinlélf E(ue, A) + ey My (u, B\ A) > llinlélf Ec(ue, A),

where we used that & — c¢;M_ has positive density and so defines an increasing set function, and
that the I' — liminf inequality in [10, Theorem 1.3] holds also for Lipschitz subsets once one assume
u € BV(B;{-1,1}). Indeed, for the proof of the I' — liminf inequality in [I0, Theorem 1.3], the
condition to have C! boundary is used only in order to apply the compactness result [I0, Theorem 1.1]
and to apply [10, Theorem 1.2] in order to bound the integrands of M_ (u., B) in L*(B) (and thus the
integrands of M (ue, B\ A) are bounded in L'(B\ A) as well). By passing in (ATI3) to the infimum
along all sequences u. converging to u strongly in L?(B), it easily follows & (u, B) > &}(u, A). Similarly,
it can be proved &/ (u, B) > & (u, A). O

Lemma A.4. Let f be a random density, A € A, and u € W?2(A). For every |l € N define
f(wvxuuaguc) Zf f(WaanuafaC) 2 _lu

-1 otherwise,

fl(w7'r7u’§7<) = {

and denote by E' the corresponding energy. Then, it holds

lim Mgty (’lj, A) = Mmew] (’lj, A),
l—o0
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for every w € Q.
Proof. Since f' > f, it clearly holds

liminf mgi () (U, A) > mep) (U, A).
=00

Now notice that f; | f pointwise and so, because of (f4), c2(W (u)+q|Vu|?>+|V?u|?) - fl(w, z, Vu, Vu) 1
co(W(u) + ¢|Vul? + |[V2u]?) — f(w,z, Vu, V?u) pointwise as [ — co. Thus, by Monotone Convergence
Theorem, it holds

Ewl(u, A) = lim E'w](u, A) > lim sup mei ) (U, A),

l—o0 l—00

for every u € S(u, A), which implies
me (U, A) > limsup mgi) (U, A).

=0
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