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1. INTRODUCTION

Homogenization of periodic structures via two-scale convergence was introduced
in [2, 43] to deal with many problems formulated in terms of partial differential
equations and integral functionals in Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces and BV ones
(see [3L Bl 12, 13} 23] 24]. Indeed the importance of detecting the overall behaviour
of a material which might include periodically distributed heterogeneties is very
important in many applications, from nonlinear elasticity, mean-field games, to
micro and ferromagnetic, conductivity, evolutions problems, polycrystals, discrete
models, etc. Indeed we refer to [} [7, 10, 22| 25] 26| 27, [45] among a much wider
bibliography.

Quite recently the two-scale theory has been extended to the Orlicz setting (see
[30]), and applied in many types of problems (see [31 32, 33, 34 [36], since in many
contexts, polynomial growth cannot be considered.

On the other hand the theory of two-scale convergence has been rephrased by
[16, 17, 18] in terms of periodic unfolding, we refer to [I9] for a complete theory
in the Sobolev setting. However not many results dealing with integral functionals
have been obtained in this context: we refer to [30, 29 [46] 5], among a wider
bibliography, and, in most of these papers explicit homogenized limiting energies
have not been computed if the original model is not convex, the first result in the
non-convex setting is the one obtained in [I4], on the other hand quasiconvexity in
the sense of Morrey have been imposed therein.

Now we aim at extending this latter result to the framework of Orlicz-Soboelv
spaces and at a complete removal of any convexity or quasiconveity assumption
on the integrand f considered below. Namely, we are interested in the asymptotic
behaviour of nonconvex integral functionals modeling homogenization problems in
the Orlicz setting. To be precise let N,d € N. Let Y :=]0,1[" and A the class
of all bounded open subsets of RY with Lipschitz boundary. For each € Ay and
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every ¢ € [0, +00), converging to 0, we consider the family of functionals:
(1.1) ue W'LB(QRY) / f (g,Vu) do,
Q

where

fi(y,€) € RV xR™W — f(y,£) € [0, +00)
(1.2) f (-, &) is Lebesgue measurable and Y —periodic for every ¢ € RN
f (y,) is continous for a.e. y € RV

and verifies the following assumptions: there exist M > 0 and a Y —periodic func-
tion a € L!_ (Y) such that the following growth conditions hold

per

(1.3)  f(y,€) <a(y)+MB(|¢]) for a.e. y € RY and every ¢ € R™N, M >0

(1.4) B(|¢]) < f(y,€) for a.e. y € RY and every ¢ € R,

Here we are interested in the overall behaviour of such energies as the parameter
€ — 0, since it allows to replace a sample with finely distributed heterogeneities by
a homogeneous material.

Problems of this type arise in nonlinear elasticity theory, see [I4] and the refer-
ences therein. While the theory is completely understood in the standard Sobolev
setting, the analysis is not yet complete in the framework of Orlicz spaces, i.e. when
the function f satisfies (I3) and (T4).

Due to recent developments of two scale convergence in the context of Orlicz
setting [31], 37, B8] we are able to deduce the asymptotics of the functionals in
(@1, as € — 0, also in the Orlcz-Sobolev spaces. Indeed, our main results read as
follows (we refer to Section 2] for the adopted notation):

Theorem 1.1. Let B be a Young function satisfying Vo and As conditions, let Q €
Ao and v € WLE (Q; RdN). Let {e} be a family of positive numbers converging to
0. Assume that f satisfies (L2)-(L4)), then for every sequence {e} C {e}

inf {liminf f <§, Vuh) dz : {up} C WLB (Q;RdN) ,up — w in LP (Q;Rd)
Q h

h—o00

= inf {limsup/ f (;,Vuh) dx : {up} C W'LP (Q;RdN) up — u in LB (Q;Rd)}
Q h

h—o0
= [ fhom (Vu)dz,

Q

where, setting for every t > 0,

1.
(1.5) fi(€) = o inf {/ty fly, €+ Vo)dy:ve WLE (tY;Rd)} :
from : € € RN
1
(1.6) Jimf, &) = o inf {/tyf(y,{+ Vo)dy:ve W'LE (tY;Rd)} :

We stress that our set of assumptions allows us to consider growth conditions
modeled through B(§) := |€|P, with p > 1, hence Theorem [ ]extends [14] Theorem
2.5] to the case where no quasi-convexity hypothesis is made on f(z,-).
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Our main result follows by the extension to the Orlicz setting of the unfolding
method in homogenization (see [31I] for the first results in this direction). Indeed,
in subsection 2.2 we get

Proposition 1.2. Let Q € Ay and let B be a Young function satisfying Va and
Ay conditions. let {ep} be a sequence of positive numbers converging to 0. Let
{vn}n be a sequence weakly converging to some v in WL (Q). Then there exist a
subsequence hy and V€ LB (Q X Yper) such that %V (z,-) € L, (Y) verifying,
as k — oo Tz, (Vup,) = Vo4V, V in LB (Q X Yper; RY).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: section [2] deals with notation and
preliminary results on Orlicz-Sobolev spaces, and the properties of the periodic
unfolding operator in Orlicz setting. Section [3is devoted to the proof of the main
results.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

2.1. Notations. In this section, we start fixing some notation, which for the read-
ers’ convenience is not very different from the one adopted in [35]. We will also
recall some preliminaries about Orlicz and Orlicz-Sobolev spaces that we will use
in the sequel.

) is an open bounded subset of RV with Lipschitz boundary.

A(£2) denotes the family of all open subsets of €.

LV is the Lebesgue measure in RV,

R?*N is identified with the set of real d x N matrices.

Y := (0,1)" is the unit cube in RY.

The symbols (-) and [] stand, respectively, for the fractional and integer

part of a number, or a vector, componentwise.

The Dirac mass at a point a € R? is denoted by d,.

The symbol f, stands for the average LV (A)™! [,.

U is an open subset of R

C.(U) is the space of continuous functions f : U — R with compact support.

B :[0,00) — [0,00) is a Young function, i.e. B is continuous, convex, with
B(t) B(t)

B(t)>0fort >0, == = 0ast— 0,and =~ — o0 as t — oo.

e B stands for the complementary of Young function B, defined by
B(t) = sup {st — B(s), t > 0}.
s>0

e We recall that a Young function B is of class As at oo or satisfies the Ag
condition (denoted B € Ag) if there are @ > 0 and ¢¢ > 0 such that

B(2t) < aB(t), forallt > t.

Also B is of class Va (or satisfies Vs condition) if B is of class Ao, ie.
38 > 0 and tp > 1 such that

B(t) < %B(ﬂt), for all ¢ > t,.

o LB(Q;RY) is the Orlicz space of functions defined by

LB(Q;RY) = {u : Q — R?%; wismeasurable, lim [ B(alu(z)|)dr = O} .

a—0 Q
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We recall that LZ(2;R?) is a Banach space with respect to the Luxemburg

norm
lulls = inf{k S0 / B (@) iz < 1} < +o0.
Q

Sometimes, we will denote the norm of elements in LZ(Q;R?), both by
Il and with | - | 1.

e D(Q) is the space of indefinitely differentiable functions f : Q — R¢ with
compact support. We recall that D(f2) is dense in LZ(Q;R?), LB(Q; R?) is
separable and reflexive when B satisfies Ay and V3 conditions above. The
dual of LP(Q; RY) is identified with LZ(£2;R?). The property @ — 00 as
t — oo implies that

LE(RY) € LYY RY) C L (%R € D'(Q),

each embedding being continuous.
e WILB(Q,R?) is the Orlicz-Sobolev space defined by

W1LB(Q,RY) = {u € LB(Q;RY); gu e LB(Q;RY), 1<i< N} ,
i
where derivatives are taken in the distributional sense on 2. Endowed with
the norm
N 1 ou
_ 11B d
”u”WlLB - ”u”LB +Zl 8171 s , U € W L (QuR )7

WILB(Q,RY) is a reflexive Banach space when B € Ay N V.
o WHLB(Q,R?) denotes the closure of D(2) in WILE(Q,RY) and the semi-

norm
N1 ou
— = D =
v Iulgue = [Dulse = 32| 3
is a norm (of gradient) on W LZ(Q, R?) equivalent to || - ||yy11.5-

e Given a function space S defined in Q, ¥ or Q x Y, the subscript Sper
means that the functions are periodic in 2, Y or  x Y, as it will be clear
from the context.

o LB(Q x RY ) is the space defined by

loc

loc

LB(QxRYN) := {v measurable, s.t. / B(v(z,y))dzdy < +oo for every A CC Rff} .
QxA

o LB(Q X Y,) is the Orlicz space defined by
LB(Q X Yyer) = {ve LBQxRY.) :v(x,-) is Y — periodic for a.e. x € a}.

loc

e WILE (Y) is the Orlicz-Sobolev space defined by

per

WILE (v) = {ve wiLB (Rév) :v(z,-) and %(z, ), 1<i <N,

per loc

are Y — periodic for a.e. x € Q}.
° W%&LB (Y) is the Orlicz-Sobolev space defined by

WLLP(Y) = {v eWw'rLl (Y): ]{/U(y)dy = 0} :

It is endowed with the L® norm of the gradients.
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e In our subsequent analysis we denote by

loc per

LB (2 L7 (Ype,)) = {u eLP (QxRY,) 1 u(z,-) € LB (V)

for a.e. x € Q, and /

B (Ju(x,y)|) dedy < oo} .
Qxy

We observe that our is a notation, indeed, in view of [30, Lemma 2.4], if
B satisfies A’ condition, then the above spaces coincide with the standard
Orlicz-Bochner spaces, sometimes denoted in the same way.

e Analogously we consider

per

LB (WLLE(Y)) = {u e LB (QxRY,) tu(z,y) € LB LE, (V) u(x,-) € WLLE(Y)

(2.1) for a.e. z € Q, and /
QxY

(B(uto ) + BV )]) dody < |
2.2. The unfolding operator. This subsection is devoted to recall the unfolding
operator introduced in [17] and some of its properties in the Orlicz setting proven

in [31].

Here and in the sequel 2 € Ag(RY) and Y :=]0, 1[V. Following [L7], for z € RV, [2],,

is the vector with components [z;] where [z;] is the integer part of z;. It follows that
z—[z]ly ={z}y €Y. Then for each z e RN, z =¢ ([f]y + {f}y) .

Define
E.={¢ez e(+Y)CQ},
(2.2) Qci=int ¢ | Je(€+7) ¢,
5655
A, = Q\SA)E

The set Q. is the largest union of cells e(¢ +Y) (with & € ZV) included in
while A. is the subset of { containing the parts from cells (£ +Y) intersecting the
boundary 9f2.

The unfolding operator, introduced in [I7), Definition 2.1], which acts on Lebesgue
measurable functions is defined as follows.

Definition 2.1. For ¢ Lebesgue measurable on §2, the unfolding operator T is
defined as

_ [ o(c[2], +ey) a.e for (z,y) € Qe x Y
7.0 @) ={ g CELrea) wekor ety

Clearly Tz(¢) is Lebesgue measurable in Q x Y, and is 0 whenever x is outside Q..
Moreover, for every v,w Lebesgue-measurable,

Te (vw) = T (v) Te (w)

Analogous identities hold for other pointwise operations on functions. In partic-
ular, the operator is linear with respect to pointwise operations. In the sequel we
recall a series of result whose proofs can be found in [31].
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Proposition 2.2. Let f € L, (Y) define the sequence {f.}, by fe (z) :== f (%)
a.e for x € R", then

_J fly) aefor(x,y) € Q. x Y,
Te (felo) (@ y) = { 0 a.e for (z,y) € A X Y.

If f e Lfer (Y), Tz (fela) — f strongly in LB (2 x Y).

The following result can be immediately deduced by [I7, Proposition 2.5], ob-
serving that for every Young function B and w € LZ(Q) B(T:(w)) = T:B(w).

Proposition 2.3. For every Young function B, the operator T is linear and con-
tinuous from LB (Q) to LB (A x Y). It results that

i) ﬁ foY B(T:(w))(x, y)dxdy = fQ B(w(z))dz—fAE B(w(z))dx = fﬁa B(w(z))dx.
) & Joey BOT-(0) (&, y)dady < [ Bu(e))de
i) b1l foy BOT:(0)) (@ y)dady — [ Bluw(e))dal < [, Blw())ds

v) I7e(w)l[ze@xy) = lwxg, 229
. 1 inQ
th xg = &
with Xg_ { 0 otherwise,
In particular, for every e,

(2.3) 7 (w)HLB(QXY) < (1+[Y]) Hw”LB(Q) :

From this result, in particular from ii), it is possible to provide, as in the standard
L? setting (cf. [I7, Proposition 2.6]), an unfolding criterion for integrals in the
Orlicz setting. For the sake of a more complete parallel with the standard LP
setting, we recall the unfolding criterion for integrals, u.c.i. for short, as introduced
in [17].

Proposition 2.4. If {w.}, is a sequence in L' (Q) satisfying [, |we|dz — 0 as
e — 0, then

1
/ wedr — — Te (we) dedy — 0
Q Y] Joxy

as € — 0.

This result justifies the following notation for integrals of unfolding operators.
Indeed, if {w.}, is a sequence satisfying u.c.i, we write

1
/ wedx ; — Te (we) dzdy.
Q Y] Jaxy

Proposition 2.5 (u.c.i. in the Orlicz setting). If {w.}, is a sequence in L" ()
satisfying fA B(w.)dx — 0 as e — 0, then

/ B(w.)dx — 1 B (T (we)) dzdy — 0
Q Y| Jaxy

as e — 0.



HOMOGENIZATION OF NON-CONVEX ENERGIES 7
Proposition 2.6. Let {u.}_ be a bounded sequence in LP (Q) and v € LB (Q) then
7. 1
usvdr =~ — Tz (ue) Tz (v) dady.
Q |Y| QxY

As in the classical Lebesgue setting we can define the mean value operator acting
on L% spaces.

Definition 2.7. The mean value operator My : LP (Q xY) — LB (Q) is defined

as follows
My (w) (z) :== / (z,y)d
Y]

for a.e. x € Q and for every w € LB(Q x Y).

In particular My (w)|[15 ) < W lwll 5 @xyy » for every w € LE(QxY).
We also recall the convergence properties related to the unfolding operator when
e — 0, i.e. for w uniformly continuous on 2, with modulus of continuity m.,,, it is
easy to see that
sup  [Te(w)(z,y) — w(@)| < muw(e).
zef. yey

The following theorem extends to the Orlicz setting the correspective one in
classical LP spaces, (cf. [I7, Proposition 2.9] and [3I, Theorem 1]).

Theorem 2.8. Let B be a Young function satisfying Vo and Ay conditions. The
following results hold:
i) Forw e LB(Q), T (w) — w strongly in LB (A x Y).

ii) Let {w.}, be a sequence in LB (Q) such that w. — w strongly in LB (Q),
then T (we) — w strongly in L (A x Y).

iii) For every relatively weakly compact sequence {w.}_ in L (Q) the corre-
sponding {T: (we)}, is relatively weakly compact in LB (Q x Y). Further-
more, if Tz (w.) — @ weakly in LB (2 x Y), then w. — My (@) weakly in
LE(Q).

iv) If Tz (we) — @ weakly in LP (2 x Y), then

1l 5@y < Honint (1Y) e | oy

2.3. Two scale convergence and unfolding. We start recalling the notion of
two-scale convergence in Orlicz setting, see [30, Definition 4.1].

Definition 2.9. A sequence {v.}. C LP(Q) is said to (weakly) two-scale converge
in LB(Q) to some vg € LB (2 X Yyer) if have

/Ugcpsd:t — vopdxdy
Q QxY

for every ¢ € LB(Q; Cper(Y)), where ¢° is defined as ¢°(z) := ¢ (x, %), for every
x € €.

We express the above definition by saying that v. — vp in LP(Q) weakly two-
scale.

The following result, which we restate for the readers’ convenience, is the Orlicz
version of [I8, Proposition 1.19] and is a consequence of it (see Proposition [[.2).
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Proposition 2.10. Let B be an Young function satisfying Vo and Ay conditions.
Let {w.}_ be a bounded sequence in L (). The following assertions are equivalent:
() {7z (w.)},. converges weakly to w in LB (Q x Y).
(i1) {w.}. weakly two-scale converges to w in LB(12).

Proof. The proof relies on [I1], Proposition 3.5] and [I8, Proposition 1.19]. First
we recall that each Young function B which satisfies V4 and Ay condition is such
that there exists p,q > 1 L? C LP C L4 with continuous embeddings.

First we assume that (i) holds. The above embeddings ensure that {7:(w;)}c is
also bounded in L4(2 x Y'), hence it converges, up to a subsequence, to the same
limit w in L9(2 xY). By the uniqueness of the limit, the entire sequence converges.
By [I8] Proposition 1.19], it results that {w.}. is weakly two-scale convergent to w
in L2, but by (iii) in Theorem 2.8 the sequence is also bounded in L?, hence by
[30, Theorem 4.1], two-scale weakly converging, up to a subsequence also in L.
By the uniqueness of the weak two-scale limit, this limiting function must be w,
and the convergence has to hold for the entire sequence.

Analogously, assuming that (i7) holds {w, }. is bounded in L%(2), thus, it is also
weakly two-scale convergent also in L2(2 x Y') to the same w. By [I8, Proposition
1.19] {7z(we) }e converges weakly to w in L2(2 x Y)). On the other hand, by (iii) in
Theorem 28] the sequence {7-(w.)}. is also bounded in LZ (2 x Y), hence weakly
convergent (up to a subsequence) in LZ(Q x Y) to the same limit, which in the end
is the limit of the entire sequence. ([

The following result has been proven in [30, Theorem 4.2] (see also [34, Remark 2])

Proposition 2.11. [30] Let {u.}. C WILB(Q) be a bounded sequence. Then, there
exists a not relabelled subsequence {uc}e, such that

ue —uo in WL (Q) — weak,

ue — up  in LB(Q) — weakly two scale,

Ou. N dug n Ouq

6:51- 6:51- 6yi

where ug € WILB(Q) and uy € LB(Q;W#LEGT(Y)), (where the latter is in the

sense of ZI)). Furthermore if {uc}. C WHLP(Q) then the weak limit ug lies in
Wo LE(9),

LB(Q) weakly two scale ,(1 <i < N),

2.4. Properties of the energy densities. We recall that a function f : R? —
[0, +00) is said to be quasiconvex if for every ¢ € RV,

£ < g [ 1€+ Vela))ds

for every ¢ € WhH®(A;R%). A function f : Q x R — [0, 4+00] is said to be
quasiconvex if

(2.4) f(y,-) is quasiconvex for a.e. y € Q.

It is well knonw (see [I5]) that every quasiconvex function f : R? — R is sep-
arately convex. Furtermore, if f : Q x R*™ — [0, 400) satisfies (3] for a Young
function B of class Vo N Ay, in [28] it has been proven that

(2.5) [f (@,21) = f (2, 22)| S C(A+0(1+ || + [21]) |21 22,
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with the constant C' independent on z, and b : [0, +00) — [0, +00) is nondecreasing,
right continuous and such that

t

B(t) = (s)ds,

S—

b(0) =0,b(s) >0s >0, lim b(s) = +oo.

s——+o0

The following result has been proved in [I4, Lemma 2.1]

Lemma 2.12. [14] Let f : QxRN — [0, +00) be such that f(-,&) € LY (Y) for every
¢ € R and assume that it satisfs (L2). Lett € RT and let f, : RN — [0, 4+00)
be as in (LX), then for all £ € RN limy_, o fi(€) exists and

lim_fi () = inf f (€).

t——+oo

2.5. Lower semicontinuity and relaxation results. The following result can
be easily deduced by [42, Theorem 4.7 and Theorem 4.11]

Proposition 2.13. Let Q be a bounded open subset of R and let f: Q x RN —
[0, +00) be a Carathéodory function such that (L3) and (L) (with a € L (RY))
hold. Let F: W'LB (Q;Rd) — R be the functional defined as

F(w):= /Qf (z, Vw (2)) dz,

and let F : w € WTLE(Q;R?) be the functionl defined as
F(u) = inf{lhirnian(uh) cWAILB(Q;RY) 5wy — uw in WLB(Q; R}
—+o0

then
F(u) = | Qf(z,Vu(x))dz,
Q

where Qf (x,-) stands for the quasiconvex envelope of f(x,-) in the sense of Morrey,
for a.e. x€Q, i.e. Qf : Q2 x RW — R is such that

26 Qfw.8) = gyt { [ Qfws+ Tetans g e o

for a.e. x € Q and every £ € R¥™WN | equivalently in view of (L3) and (L) (see
20, [39])

Q1.9 = gt { [ QG+ Votuhay o e WLE W)},

Remark 2.14. We observe that [42], proof of Proposition 4.9 and Theorem 4.11]
ensure that Qf(x,£) is a Carathéodory function satisfying (L3) and (LAl), which
is periodic in the first variable in view of (2.6]).

The following result is well known, hence its proof is omitted.
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Lemma 2.15. Let Q € Ay and let f : Q x RN — [0, 4+00), such that (L2),
[@3) and (@A) hold. Let {vn} C ]0,+0o0], nondecreasing and diverging then for all
we WILB (;R?)

inf {liminf Jo f wnz, Vup) da : {up} € WILB (QR™) Jup, — u in LP (Q;Rd)}
h—o00
= inf {hhminf fQ f (wnz, Vuy)dz - {up} Cu+ WHLE (Q;RdN) up — u in LB (Q;Rd)} .
—00

3. PROOF OF MAIN RESULT

We start this subsection with a crucial observation. In view of [2I, Proposition

6.11], and Remark T4 Qf(z,§) satisfies (L2)-(T4) and (24). Furthermore, it
is easily seen from Theorem [[1] and (L6 that the formula defining from does

not change if one replaces f(z,-) by Qf(x,-). Thus, without loss of generality in
this subsection we can assume that f satisfies (Z4]). It is worth to underline that

our set of assumptions allows us to consider growth conditions modeled through
B(&) := [¢|P, with p > 1, hence Theorem [[.1] extends [14] Theorem 2.5].

The following result, whose proof is presented for the readers’ convenience, is an
Orlicz-Sobolev version of [14, Lemma 2.2].

Lemma 3.1. Let Q2 € Ag, t > 0. Assume that f satisfy (L2)-CA) and @4) and
let fi be as in (3], then

1
fi (Vu) d = — inf {/ f(y, Vu (@) + VY,V (z,y)) dedy : V € Ly, (2 x tY;Rd)}
Q QxtY
for all u € WILB(Q; RY), where
Lgoy Q@ xtY;RY) = {V e LP(Q x tY;RY) : V (z,-) € W'LE (tY;RY) for a.e. z € Q}.

Proof. Forevery V € LP (QxtY;R?), it results that V,,V (z,y) € L (Q x tY;R?)

y

for a.e z € 2, hence, by (LH]), we have
1 . . 17B . Tod
fr (Vu) = in . [y, Vu(z) + Vo (y)) dy;v € WL (tY,R )

1
<o | £ Tu@ 9,V ) dy
t
which leads to
/ fi (Vu)dz < tininf {/ [y, Vu(z) +V,V(x,y))dedy : V € Lgoy (2 x tY;Rd)}
Q QxtY

To prove the reverse inequality, we assume, without loss of generality, that the left
hand side of above inequality is finite. Set X = WL} (tY; Rd). Note that it is a
metric space and define the multifunction

r:¢eRV {ve WILG (tY;RY) - tin/yf(y,ﬁvyv(y))dy=ft(§)}-
t

By (L4) and the lower semicontinuity properties ensured by Proposition[Z13] T (&)
is not empty and weakly closed. Let F be a strongly closed set in W!L (tY; Rd)
hence I'(F)” = {ceRN:T()NF #0} € B(R™W). Indeed, if T'(F)” = 0,
clearly it is in B (RdN ) .



HOMOGENIZATION OF NON-CONVEX ENERGIES 11

The proof follows the same lines as [I4], Lemma 2.2], by an application of Cas-
taing’s selection lemma (see [I4] Theorem 1.1]). In particular, by the separability
of WLE (ty;RY), it suffices to restrict to the case in which F is closed ball and
prove that I' (F)™ is closed. Indeed every closed subset of WLE (ty; RY) can be
written as countable intersection of closed balls and consewuently I'™ (F') will be a
closed intersection of closed sets.

To see that ' (F') ™ is closed, let {5} C T' (F)~ converging to & and vy € ' (§5)NF.
F being a closed ball, {vs} is bounded in X hence there is a subsequence {v, }
of {vs} and ve € F (note that F' as ball is convex and weakly closed) such that
Vs, — Uso 1 X.

We deduce, using definition of infimum and the continuity properties, that:

@ < g [ P Ty ) dy <lmint [ £ (06 + Ty, () dy
ty ty

s—oo tN
<limsupfi (&) < f: (£),

that is vae € I' (2)NF and z € T' (F) ™ hence it is closed then in B (R) . It follows,
by Castaing’s selection theorem, that I has a measurable selection o. For a.e. x € Q)
we set U () = o (Vu (z)) . In particular, U is Lebesgue measurable on 2 with

F(Vu@) = 55 [ Vul@)+ VU @) do

Since f; (Vu) is summable, the previous equality, together with (LZ), implies
v,U e L? (Q X tY;RdN) . Consequently U € Lgo (Q X tY;RdN) with,

y

[ u@)de = [ f.Vu@) + 9,0 () dedy
Q QxtYy
1

> m inf {/ fy,Vu(z)+V,V(z,y))dedy : V € Lgoy (2 x tY;Rd)} 7
Qxty

ending the proof. O

As in [I4] from lemmas BT} 212 (L3) and the Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem, the following result holds.

Proposition 3.2. Let f be satisfying L2-LA), let from be as in (LO) and let B
be a Young function B of class Ay, let Q € Ay and u € WILE (Q;Rd), them

3 lim in inf {/ [y, Vu(z) +V,V (x,y))dedy : V € Lgoy (2 x tY;Rd)}
QxtYy

t—oo t

= [ fhom (Vu(z))dz
Q
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Remark 3.3. Under the assumptions of Proposition the following equivalent
formulalae for the integral of frnom hold:

Jhom (Vu (x)) dz
Q
= lim 1 inf f @y, Vu(x) +V,V (z,y))dedy : V € LY (2 x tY;RY)
oot QxtY ) oy
= lim inf {/ f(ty, Vu () + V)V (z,y))dady : V € L, (92 x Y;Rd)}
t—o0 QOxY ‘ Y

= inf inf {/ f(hy,Vu(z) + V,V (z,y))dedy : V € LY (2 x Y;Rd)} :
heN Qxty Y

For the readers’convenience we restate our main homogenization result
Theorem 3.4. Let B be a Young function satisfying Vo and As conditions, let Q) €
Ao and v € WLE (Q; RdN). Let {e} be a family of positive numbers converging to
0. Assume that [ satisfies (L2)-(L4), then for every sequence {e} C {e}, Then:

/ fhorn (Vu) dx

Q

= inf {hm 1nf (i,Vuh> dr : {up} C WILP (Q;RdN) Jup — u in LP (Q;Rd)}
3

= inf {lim sup (i,Vuh> dr : {up} C WILP (Q;RdN) Jup — u in LP (Q;Rd)}
€

h—o0

= inf {hmlnf ;,VWI) de: {up} Cu+ WL (Q;RdN) up — u in LB (Q;Rd)}

h—o0

= inf {limsup/ f (6—,Vuh> dr : {up} Cu+WLE (Q;RdN) up — u in LB (Q;Rd)}
Q h

The proof is split in many intermediate steps as follow.

Firstly we observe that the exact same arguments used in the proof of [14] Lemma
2.6] guarantee the validity of the following result

Lemma 3.5. Under the same assumptions of Theorem[3]] and recalling that (2.4))
holds, the inequality

inf {limsup/ f (3, Vuh) dx : {up} C W'LP (Q;RdN) Jup — u in LP (Q;Rd)}
Q €h

h—o0

1
< inf — inf {/ [y, Vu (z) + V,V (z,y)) dedy,
kENE™ QxkY

VeLPQxtY;RY :V(x,) e W'LE (2 x kY;R?Y) for ae. x € Q},

per
follows.

We observe that since WL§ (tY;R?) € WILE (¢Y;R?) the lemma is valid for
also for V' € Lgoy (2 x kY;RY).

The exact same arguments as in [14], allows us to deduce the following result,
which is a consequence of lemmas B.1] 212 and the dominated convergence
theorem, taking into account that (L3]) entails that f; in (IH]) satisties the following

fi(6) < /Y a(ty)dy + B(€),
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for every t > 0 and ¢ € R4V,

Proposition 3.6. Let f satisfy (L2)-T4) and [L3) for a given Young function B
satisfying Vo and Ao conditions. Then, for every Q € Ay and u € W'LE (Q;Rd)
we have:

1
lim — inf {/ fly,Vu(z)+V,V(z,y))dy:V € Lgoy (2 x tY;Rd)}
Qxty

t—oot

= [ fhom (Vu)dx.
Q

Lemma 3.7. Let f satisfy (L2)-(L4) and [@L3) for a given Young function B of
class Ny N'Vo. Then, for every Q € Ay and u € WILP (Q;Rd), and for every
en — 0, we have:

(3.1)
sup inf {lihm inf [ f(vha, Vu+ Vo) dz : {vp} € WL (G RY) v, — 0 in LP (Q;RY)
veN —oo Jo

h—o0

< inf {liminf f (;, Vu + Vuh> dr : {up}y CW'LE (Q;Rd) ,up, — 0 in LB (Q;Rd)}
Q h
Proof. Let {up} C WILE (Q;Rd) ,up — 0in LB (Q;Rd) . Without loss of general-

ity assume that hhm inf fQ f (i, Vu + Vuh) dz < +00. Choose V' € Ay such that
—00 J

Q C V', and, with an abuse of notation denote by u;, and u both the functions and
their extensions as 0 in Q. By (L3)), it follows that:

Jo f (i Vu + Vuh) dz

G2 o Jo £ (2, Vu+ Vun) do + [ (a (£) + MB(Vup))) dz, vh € N.

Let {h;} C N such that { [ ! ] } is strictly nondecresing and

VEh;

(33) lim [ f (i, Vu + Vuhj> dr =liminf [ f (i, Vu + Vuh) dx < 4o0.
Q €n Q €h

J—00 h—o0

Therefore (4] ensures that sup fQ B (|Vuh]. |) dr < oo, and, equivalently, that
J

sup Hv“thB,Q < 00 (recall that Hv“thB,Q < Jo B (|Vup,|) da for Hv“thB,Q z
j

1). For v and j nonnegative integers, let 0; = vey, {U;
"

Observing that 0 < §; < 1, with lim 6, = 1, and that v; (z) = 0,Vz ¢ eljﬁ

Jj—o0

] and set v; = eijuhj 0;-).

and, taking into account that, for j large enough %ﬁ C &, one has that v; €
J
WiLE (Q’; Rd) . Moreover, since up, — 0 in L? (Q; Rd) , also v; — 0in LB (Q; Rd) ,
and sup [, B (’VU]. ’) dr < oo, i.e. sup HV’UJ. HB o < 00. Moreover, as in [14], the
J J ’

change of variables x = 6,2’ for j sufficiently large, ensures that
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o
/f(i,vwwhj) d;vzey/ f(ejw ,Vu-l—Vuhj) (02" da’
9] Eh e_le/ Eh].

(3.4) =07 /LQ/ ! <9 v ,Vu (02") + Vv, (x’)) dx’

Eh]

/

0.
> 9?/ f ( ;:1: ,Vu (02") + Vv, (a:/)> dr'.
Q hj

By (Z3), it results that, for all &;,& € R e > 0;

FE@)—f(€)<e(i+b (1+|§1|+|§2|))M

<r(*

< C1eB (|61 — &) +CoB (a) + C2B (b (1 + [€1] + [€2]))
< C1eB (|6 — &) +CoB (a) +eCsB (1 + |&1] + &)
< C1eB (|61 — &) +CoB (a) +eC5Cy (B (1) + B ([&1]) + B (|&]))

for suitable nonnegative constants Cy,Cs, C3 and Cjy, and taking into account that
in the second and forth lines it has been used the duality relation between the two
convex conjugate functions B and B, in the third and the fifth ones it has been
exploited the fact that both B and B satisfy As.

That is, (84]) can be estimated as follows

o
Q Eh Q Eh;
(3.5)

—9;018/93(|vmu (Hj;v')—Vmu(;v')|)dx—5/902§(1)d;v—€C3C4/ (B(1)dz)

Q

>+5B (1+b(1+|&] + &)

(3.6) —eC3Cy /Q B (}Vu + Vg, ’) dx — eC3Cy /Q B (’un (2') + Vo, (x’)}) dz,

1
VE}, .
€ h’]

for j large enough and for n; = [ . Hence taking the limit (up to a subse-

quence), as j — 400 in 3], in view of the arbitrariness of € and the bounds, we
obtain

lim f (vnjxz, Vu + Vv;) de = liminf / f(vnjz, Vu+ Vu;) dz
j—o00 Q

j‘)OO

(3.7) = lijxgggfﬁy /Q f (vnjz, Vu+ Vo;)dz

J—0o0

9.
- 1iminf9g/ f (J—Iaj,Vu—l—ij) da
Q €h;

< lim f (ix,Vu + Vuh> dz.
J—oo Jo g j
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Then, from @), B3), B2), the properties of a in [3)), we get

liminf [ f(vn;z, Vu+ Vu;)dx

< lim inf / f <Ei:1:, Vu + Vuh) dx + LN(Q/\Q)/ a(x)dr + M B (|Vul|) dz.
Q .

j—o00 ; Y Q\Q

Set, for every h € N

wr — v; if h = n; for some j € N
"= 0 otherwise,

Thus, {w,} € W'LB (Q;R?), wy, — 0 in LP (;RY) . Letting '\, Q, and taking
in account that £V (9€2) = 0 we get

inf {liminf [ f(vha, Vu(z) + Vo) da : {v,} € WLP (RNY)

vp — 0in LB (Q;Rd) }

< lim inf/ f (vha,Vu (x) + Vwy,) dz
Q

h—+oco

<liminf [ f(vn;z,Vu(z)+ Vv;)dz

Jj—=+oo Jo
< lim inf/ f (33:, Vu (z) + Vuh) dzx.
Jj——+o0 Q Eh

Finally, the conclusion follows by lemma .15 and by taking the supremum over
V. ]

Lemma 3.8. Let f satisfy (L2)-(C4) and [@L3) for a given Young function B
satisfying Vo and Ay condition. Then, for every Q € Ay and v € W'LE (Q;Rd),
we have:

inf {hminf /Q f <%, Vu () + Vuh(aj)) dz : {up} C W'LE (9 R?)

h—+oco

up — 0 in LP (Q;Rd) }

> lim inf inf {/ f(hy,Vu(z)+V,V (z,y))dedy : V € LE, (2 x Y;Rd)} .
h—+o0 axy !

Proof. To prove the lemma, we estimate from below the right-hand side of the in-

equality in Lemma [3.7 The regularity of Q allows us to extend u and any sequence

{on} € WILE (% RY) converging to 0 from WL (Q;R?) to WLP (RV;R?),

with an abuse of notation, the extension of {vy} outside Q will be still denoted by

{vn}. Letv € N,let j € Z" and define Y, ; := 2 (j +Y)and J, := {j € ZP : Y, ;N Q £ 0}
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then J Y,; C Q1 and Q1 = QU Q1 \Q.By [3J), it results
JGJV v v v

Z f (vha,Vu + V) dx < f (vha,Vu + Vo) dzx
jed, V Yvi Q%

f(vhz,Vu+ V) dx + / f (vha,Vu + Vuy,) dz

Q Q1\Q
v

§/f(uhx,Vu+Vvh)d:v+/ a (vhe)de + M B (|[Vu + V) dz
Q Q1\Q Q1\Q

But vy, =0 on Q1\Q then Vo, =0 on Q1\Q; and we have

Z f (vhz,Vu + V) de < f (vha,Vu + Vuy,) dz
jed, Yo Q

1
v

f (vhz,Vu+ V) de + / f (vha,Vu + V) dz

Q Q1\Q
v

S/f(l/hx,Vu—i—Vvh)dx—i—/ a(vhx)dx + M B (|Vul|) dx
Q Ql\ﬂ QL\Q

Passing to liminf on i we get

lim inf f (vhz,Vu + V) dz
4 h—+oco .
]EJU vhJ

< lim inf f(yhx,Vu+Vvh)d:r+£N(Q;\Q)/ a(y)dy + M B (|Vul|) dz
h—+oo 0 v Y Ql\ﬂ

Taking in account lemma[2TF] the properties of infima, and the fact that Y, ; € Ay,
from

inf {hm mf/ f (wha,Vu+ Vo) dx : v, C wirB (Yyﬁj;Rd) ,

h—+o00

vy — U in LB (Yyﬁj;Rd) }

= inf {hmlnf/ f (wha,Vu+ Vup)dz :up, Cu+ WlLég (Yy,j;Rd) ,

h—+o0
up — U In LB (Yyﬁj;Rd) }

we get that there exists {w,;n} C WILE(Y,;;RY) such that w, j, — 0 in
LB(Y, ;;R?) as h — +oo, and

lim inf/ f(vhz,Vu + Vw, ;) dr < lim 1nf/ f (whz,Vu + Vo) dx.

h—+00 h—+4o00

Fix j € J,, h € N consider 71 on Y, ;, following the same arguments as in [14]
we get

/ f(whz,Vu+ Vw, ;) dr > /
Yo

Y,/’]‘ XY

7 (h, T2 (V) + T (Vwn ) (2,)) ddy.

Since T1 (Vwy jn) = vVyT1 (wy ), and that, when x varies almost everywhere in
some Y, j, the function, 71 (Vw, ;) (z,-) € WLLE(Y;R?), it results that T2 (Vw, ;) €
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Lgoy (Y,,yj X Y;Rd). Thus

[ (vhaz,Vu+ Vuw, ) de >
Yyyj

inf {/ f (hy, T (Vu(z,y)) + V,V (x,y)) daxdy : V € Lgoy (Y., x Y;Rd)} .
Y, XY v

Note that |J Y, ; UN = Qi with LV(N) = 0, with the Y, ; C Q1 pairwise
i v v
disjoints, we have

Y inf { / 7 (hy, T (T (e,) + 9,V (2,9)) dedy : V € LB, (Vi % Y;Rd)}
Y, ;XY Y

Jjedv

> inf / f (hy,’]l (Vu(z,y)) +V,V (x,y)) dxdy : V € Lgoy (2 x Y;RY)
Q1 xY v

> inf {/ f (hy,’]l (Vu(z,y)) + V4,V (z, y)) dxdy 1V € Lg()y (2 x Y;Rd)} .
Qxy v
It follows that

lim inf f(uh:c,Vu—i—Vvh)d:c—i—EN(Q;\Q)/ a(y)dy+ M B(|Vul) da
h=+oco Jo v Y Q1\Q

h—+o00
jEJu

> lim inf inf {/ f (hy,’]l (Vu(z,y)) +V,V (x,y)) dxdy : V € Lgoy (Yo, Y;Rd)}
Y, ;XY v

= lim Z inf {/ f (hy,T; (Vu(z,y)) + V,V (:c,y)) dxdy -V € Lgoy (Yo, Y;Rd)}
jed, Y, ;XY v

h——~4o0 “

> lim inf {/ f (hy,n (Vu(z,y)) + V,V (x,y)) dady : V € LB (Q x Y;Rd)} :
QxY v Y

h—+o00

Since LN (21\Q) — 0 as v — 400, by the absolute continuity of the Lebesgue
integral we have

liminfliminf | f(vhe, Vu+ Vo) dx

v—+00 h—+oo Jo
. . . . B .md
>liminf lm_inf { /Y 7 (hy, Ty (T (@, y) + 9,V (2,y)) dedy : V € LB, (2% ViR )} :

Consequently the proof will be concluded if we show the following:

liminf lim inf {/ f (hy,ﬁ (Vu(z)) + VyV(x,y)) dady : V€ LB, (9 x Y;Rd)}
axy v Y

v—+00 h—+00

> lim inf inf {/ [ (hy, (Vu (2)) + V,V (2,y)) dady - V € LE (2 x Y;Rd)} .
QxY

h—+o00
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Taking in account definition of infimum, and properties of unfolding we get the
existence of a constat k (u) (depending only on u) such that:

inf {/ f (hy,’ﬁ (Vu (x)) + V,V (aj,y)) dedy:V e LB (Qx Y;Rd)}
Qxy v

— inf { f (hy, T (Vu(2) + Y,V (x,y)) dzdy :
QxY

Ve Lgoy (@ x Y;RY) 7/ B ( T (Vu) + VyVD dedy < k(u) }.
QxY v

Note that HT% (Vu(z)) + V,V (z, y)’

: < Joxy B ( T (Vu) + VyVD dxdy

>1.For VelLp (2xY;RY,

LB(QxY;Rd

whenever ‘

’T% (Vu(z)) +V,V (z, y)‘ LB(QxY;RY)

with [, B ( T (Vu) + VyVD drdy < k(u) we have, making the same type of
estimates as in (3.0),:

/ 7 (hy, To (T (@) + Y,V (2,) ) dedy
Qxy

2 /Qxy [ (hy, Vu(x) +V,V (2,y)) dedy — Cic /QB ( 7% (Vu) — VUD dx

—E/QOQB (1) de—ECgC;;/Q(B (1) d:E)

—50304/93 (

—50304/QB(|VU (2) + Y,V (2,y)]) da

Ti (Vu () + V,V (x,y)D dz

> /QXY f(hy,Vu (z) + V,V (z,y)) dedy — Clg/ng ( 71 (Vu) - VUD dx

—eCCiak (u) — 50304/ B(IVu (@) + V,V (2,y)]) d
Q
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Therefore for v,h € N we get

inf { ey f (hy,’T% (Vu(x))+V,V (x,y)) dxdy :V € Lgoy (2 x Y;RY) }

> inf {/ f(hy,Vu(z) +V,V (z,y))dzdy : V € Lgoy (2 x Y;Rd)}
Qxy

02§(1)dx—gc3c4/ B(l)ds
Q

_Clg/QB (‘T% (Vu) — VuD dx — €

Q

—eC3C. 1
eCs 4/93(‘7; (Vu(:c))—i—VyV(x,y)D dx
—50304/B(|Vu($)+VyV(3:,y)|)dx

Q
> inf {/ f(hy,Vu(z) +V,V (z,y))dzdy : V € Lgoy (2 x Y;Rd)}
—Che 1 (Vu) — Vu| ) de — eC3C4k (u) — eC3C4Csk (u
> =01, [ B(|T (V) = V) do — cCoCat (1) — G101 (u)

50y /Q B (|vu (@) - 72 (V)| ) da

Taking the limit first on ¥ — 400 and as ¢ — 0, and recalling (B]), the proof is
concluded. (|

Proof of Theorem [I1l. Tt is a consequence of lemmas 2151 3.5 B-8] and propositions
and O
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