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Abstract

Multiperforated plates exhibit high gradients and a loss of regularity concentrated in
a boundary layer for which a direct numerical simulation becomes very expensive. For
elliptic equations the solution at some distance of the boundary is only affected in an
effective way and the macroscopic and mesoscopic behaviour can be separated. A mul-
tiscale formulation in the spirit of the heterogeneous multiscale method is introduced
on the example of the Poisson equation. Based on the method of matched asymptotic
expansion the solution is separated into a macroscopic far field defined in a domain with
only slowly varying boundary and a mesoscopic near field defined in scaled coordinates
on possibly varying infinite periodicity cells. The near field has a polynomial behaviour
that is coupled to the traces of the macroscopic variable on the mid-line of the mul-
tiperforated plate. A variational formulation using a Beppo-Levi space in the strip is
introduced and its well-posedness is shown. The variational framework when truncating
the infinite strip is discussed and the truncation error is estimated.

1 Introduction

This paper considers the solution of second order elliptic problems in presence of multiper-
forated plates or thin mesh like structures with locally periodic pattern that may be vary
on a macroscopic scale. Multiperforates plates can be applied to reduce acoustic noise pol-
lution [22] in lecture halls, concert halls or in car mufflers. They can be applied to suppress
thermoacoustic instabilities and for cooling in combustion chambers or as sieves to control
fluid flows. Moreover, thin mesh-like structures consisting of metallic wires – so called Fara-
day cage effect – can effectively shield electric fields, and similar structures of elastic rods –
the stents – are used in blood vessels in human body where they influence the flow.

Due to the multiple scales in the geometry and consequently the solution a direct nu-
merical simulation of such problems is very costly. If finite element methods are used the
mesh width needs to be as small as the smallest geometrical scale, at least in an adaptive
refinement towards the perforated plate or thin mesh-like structure.

Therefore, models for the macroscopic fields are proposed that take the thin surfacic mi-
crostructures with effective boundary or transmission conditions into account. Their deriva-
tion relies on the observation that the small scale variations of the solution have a boundary
layer behaviour and decay exponentially away from the thin microstructure. This boundary
layer have been widely studied since the works of Sanchez-Palencia [28, 29], Achdou [3, 4]
and Artola and Cessanat [5, 6].
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With a combination of homogenisation techniques and the method matched asymptotic
expansions or the method multiscale expansion an asymptotic expansion of the near field
and far field solution can be derived. This asymptotic technique is sometimes called surface
homogenisation.

An asymptotic expansion of order 1 has been obtained for the acoustic wave propagation
through an perforated duct of vanishing thickness [8], where in the limit of vanishing period
the perforated duct becomes transparent [9]. For the scattering by a thin ring of regularly-
spaced inclusions an asymptotic expansion of any order has been derived and justified in [13],
and in [15] an approximative model with transmission conditions of order 2 has been derived
and justified. In [10] an approximate model for the Poisson problem with regularly spaced
small inclusions with Dirichlet boundary conditions is derived with a three-scale expansion
where the size of the inclusions and the distance to their nearest neighbour are considered
as independent scales, which is extended to the Helmholtz equation in [21]. Approximate
boundary conditions for regularly spaced inclusions with a different material has been derived
for the Poisson equation via a two-scale homogenisation in [24, 25], and the method was
applied for inclusions with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions in [16].

Alternatively to the surface homogenisation the periodic unfolding method [11] that is
based on the two-scale convergence [26] was extended to a multiperforated plates for the
Helmholtz equation in [23, 12]. An approximative model for the acoustic-structure interaction
with elastic multiperforated plates was derived with periodic unfolding in [27].

For multiperforated acoustic liners with small viscosity a third scale for the hole size has
been considered in surface homogenisation to obtain approximative models and transmission
conditions in two dimensions [32] and three dimensions [30]. The surface homogenisation
can be extended to multiperforated plates of finite size by incorporating additional terms for
corner singularities [17, 31].

Based on the homogenisation theory [7, 28] for periodic microstructure in all space direc-
tions numerical methods were proposed. The heterogenous multiscale method [19] (HMM)
aims to provide a numerical solution to the limit equations where local cell problems are
solved on quadrature points of the finite element mesh. This allows for a locally periodic
microstructures, where the local problems may change slowly. A complete numerical analysis
of the method in terms of the macroscopic mesh width and the mesh width of the local cell
problems was given in [1, 2].

In this paper we aim to propose and analyse a coupled variational formulation for the far
and near field that are present in the surface homogenisation. For the coupling the principles
of the method of matched asymptotic expansions are applied. The the near and far field in
the variational formulation can be discretised by finite elements which shall be presented in
a forthcoming presentation.

The article is structured as follows. In Section 2 the geometry and model problem with the
solution decomposion in the macroscopic far field and near field is introduced. With matching
conditions based on the method of matched asymptotic expansions the formulation of the
coupled problem is stated. In Section 3 a variational framework for the near field problem in
an infinite strip using a Beppo-Levi space is introduced, its well-posedness is shown and the
error introduced by the truncation of the strip is estimated. Finally, in Section 4 the well-
posedness of the coupled formulation will be proven and the truncation error is estimated.
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(a)

Ωε

(b)

Ω̂w Ω̂w

Figure 1: Illustration of (a) a domain Ωε with perforated wall with (b) two occuring wall
pattern Ω̂w.

2 The geometric setting and the model problem

2.1 Domain with multiperforated plates

Let Ω ⊂ R2 be an open, bounded Lipschitz domain. In this domain we consider a perforated
wall that is defined in a vicinity of a closed C1 curve Γ, that we call mid-line, with unit
normal vector n. The curve Γ is parametrized with xΓ ∶ [0,1) → Γ where cΓ ≤ ∣x′Γ(x)∣ ≤ CΓ

with cΓ,CΓ > 0. The normalized normal vector n on Γ is given by (x′Γ(x))�, x ∈ [0,1) where
v� = (v2,−v1)⊺ for any v = (v1, v2)⊺ is the vector that is turned clock-wise by 90○. Using the
parametrization of the vicinity of Γ

ϕ ∶ (x, y)↦ xΓ(x) + ynΓ(x) . (2.1)

we define the perforated domain as

Ωε = Ω ∖
1/ε
⋃
n=1

ϕ (εΩ̂w(ϕ(ε(n − 1
2
),0))), 1/ε ∈ N . (2.2)

Here, Ω̂w(x), x ∈ Γ is the local wall pattern, which is for each x ∈ Γ an open Lipschitz
domain in (0,1) × [−R0,R0] for some R0 > 0. The outer normalized normal vector field on
∂Ω̂w(x) is denoted by n̂(x,X,Y ) = (n̂1(x,X,Y ), n̂2(x,X,Y ))⊺. For simplicity we assume
that the local wall pattern match between the left and right side, i.e.,

Î(x) ∶= {Y ∈ R, (0, Y )⊺ /∈ ∂Ω̂w(x)} = {Y ∈ R, (1, Y )⊺ /∈ ∂Ω̂w(x)} .

Moreover, Ω̂(x) = ((0,1)×R)∖ Ω̂w(x) denotes the periodicity cell on x ∈ Γ. Assuming Ω̂w(x)
to depend continuously on x in a finite partition of Γ, then the perforated wall is called
locally periodic.
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2.2 Poisson problem in the perforated domain

In the perforated domain Ωε we state the model problem

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

−∆uε = f in Ωε ,

∂nu
ε = 0 on ∂Ωε ,

∫
Ωf

uε dx = 0 ,

(2.3)

where Ωf ∶= supp f ⊂ Ω ∖ Γ with dist(supp f,Γ) > 2√ε0 for some ε0 > 0. Assuming further
that ∫Ω f(x)dx = 0 we can assert that the Poisson problem (2.3) has a unique solution.

Based on the principles of periodic homogenization and the method of matched asymptotic
expansions [15, 13, 17, 32] we take the ansatz

uε(x) =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

Uint (xΓ(x), xε − ⌊
x
ε
⌋ , y

ε
) + o(1) with x = ϕ(x, y), dist(x,Γ) < 2

√
ε,

uext (x) + o(1), dist(x,Γ) >
√
ε,

(2.4)

where Uint ∶ {(x,X,Y ),x ∈ Γ, (X,Y ) ∈ Ω̂(x)}→ R and uext ∶ Ω/Γ→ R describe the dominating
behaviour in a vicinity and outside a vicinity of the microstructure.

Since (xΓ(x−ε),X+1, Y ) and (xΓ(x),X,Y ) correspond to the same point x in the vcinity
of the microstructure and assuming continuity of uε we find that

Uint (xΓ(x − ε), ⌊
x

ε
⌋ , y

ε
) = Uint (xΓ(x), ⌊

x

ε
⌋ , y

ε
)

and taking the limit ε → 0 we see that Uint is periodic in X, i.e., for any (x, Y ) ∈ Γ × Î it
holds

lim
X→0+

Uint(x,X,Y ) = lim
X→1−

Uint(x,X,Y ) . (2.5a)

Similarly, we find that for any (x, Y ) ∈ Γ × Î it holds

lim
X→0+

∂XUint(x,X,Y ) = lim
X→1−

∂XUint(x,X,Y ) . (2.5b)

Inserting the ansatz (2.4)1 into (2.3) we find for x = ϕ(x, y) that

0 = −∆uε(x) = − 1

ε2
( ∂2

∂X2
+ ∂2

∂Y 2
)Uint (xΓ(x),

x

ε
− ⌊x

ε
⌋ , y

ε
) + o( 1

ε2
)

0 = ∂nuε(x) = 1

ε
∇XY Uint (xΓ(x),

x

ε
− ⌊x

ε
⌋ , y

ε
) ⋅ n̂(xΓ(x)) + o(

1

ε
)

and, hence, we demand for all x ∈ Γ

−∆XY Uint(x,X,Y ) = 0, (X,Y ) ∈ Ω̂(x), (2.5c)

∇XY Uint(x,X,Y ) ⋅ n̂(x) = 0, (X,Y ) ∈ ∂Ω̂w(x). (2.5d)

For ∣Y ∣ ≥ R0 we can expand Uint in a Fourier series in X,

Uint(x,X,Y ) =
∞
∑
n=0

U±int,n(x, Y )e2π inX , ±Y ≥ R0, (2.6)
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and inserting into (2.5) and assuming non-exponential increase in Y leads to

U±int,0(x, Y ) = U±int,0,0(x) + Y U±int,0,1(x), (2.7a)

U±int,n(x, Y ) = U±int,n(x)e−2πn∣Y ∣ . (2.7b)

Indeed, U+int,0,1(x) = U−int,0,1(x), i.e., the slopes for Y →∞ and Y → −∞ coincide. To verify

this, we integrate (2.5c) over the truncated periodicity cell Ω̂R = Ω̂∩(0,1)×(−R,R) for some
R > R0. Then, applying Gauss’s theorem and the periodicity condition (2.5b) we obtain

∫
1

0
∂Y Uint(x,X,R)dX = ∫

1

0
∂Y Uint(x,X,−R)dX .

Now, taking the limit for R →∞ using (2.7), we find that the linear slopes are the same,

lim
Y→±∞

∂Y Uint(x,X,Y ) = α(x) . (2.8)

In the following we denote the linear slope and the jump and mean of the constant mono-
mial by

α(x) ∶= U+int,0,1(x) = U−int,0,1(x) ,
u∞(x) ∶= U+int,0,0(x) −U−int,0,0(x) ,
m∞(x) ∶= 1

2
U+int,0,0(x) + 1

2
U−int,0,0(x) .

The two representation of uε in the ansatz (2.4) shall be identical in the two matching zones
where

√
ε < dist(x,Γ) < 2

√
ε, at least asymptotically for ε→ 0. Assuming

uext(x) −Uint (xΓ(x),
x

ε
− ⌊x

ε
⌋ , y

ε
) = o(

√
ε), x = ϕ(x, y),

√
ε < y < 2

√
ε . (2.9)

As we assumed the midline Γ to be C1 the Taylor expansion of uext around Γ

uext(xΓ(x) + ynΓ) = u±ext(xΓ(x)) + y∂nu±ext(xΓ(x)) + o(∣y∣)

holds separately for the two sides of Γ with ∂nu
±
ext(xΓ(x)) = limy→0±∇uext(xΓ(x)+ynΓ(x)) ⋅

nΓ(x).
In the two matching zones the linear polynomial (2.7a) is the dominating term of the near

field Uint. Therefore, for all x ∈ Γ

u±ext(x) + y∂nu±ext(x) −U±int,0,0(x) −
y

ε
α(x) = o(

√
ε),

√
ε < y < 2

√
ε . (2.10)

Hence,

u±ext(x) = U±int,0,0(x) , ε∂nu
+
ext(x) = ε∂nu−ext(x) = α(x) .

For the introduction of the coupled system we define J ∶ R→ R as a canonical jump function,
cf. Fig. 2, that is a smooth and odd function with sgn(Y )J(Y ) = 1

2
for ∣Y ∣ > R1 for some

R1 > R0, and vanishing in [−R0,R0]. Moreover, [⋅] and {⋅} denote the average and the jump
of traces on the mid-line Γ.
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−R1 −R0 R0 R1

− 1
2

1
2

Y

J

Figure 2: The canonical jump function J(Y ).

Altogether, we obtain the coupled system for (uext, Uint, α, u∞,m∞)

−∆uext(x) = f(x), x ∈ Ω ∖ Γ, (2.11a)

∂nuext(x) = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, (2.11b)

[∂nuext](x) = 0, x ∈ Γ, (2.11c)

−∆XY Uint(x,X,Y ) = 0, x ∈ Γ, (X,Y ) ∈ Ω̂(x), (2.11d)

∂nUint(x,X,Y ) = 0, x ∈ Γ, (X,Y ) ∈ ∂Ω̂w(x), (2.11e)

lim
∣Y ∣→∞

Uint(x,X,Y ) −m∞(x) − u∞(x)J(Y ) − α(x)Y = 0, x ∈ Γ,X ∈ (0,1), (2.11f)

[uext](x) − u∞(x) = 0, x ∈ Γ, (2.11g)

{uext}(x) −m∞(x) = 0, x ∈ Γ, (2.11h)

{∂nuext}(x) − ε−1α(x) = 0, x ∈ Γ . (2.11i)

Here, we use ∂nUint(x,X,Y ) ∶= ∇XY Uint(x,X,Y ) ⋅n̂(x,X,Y ). The equations (2.11a)–(2.11c)
form the subsystem for the macroscopic far field, the equations (2.11d)–(2.11f) form the
subsystem for the microscopic near field and (2.11g)–(2.11i) are the coupling conditions.

In Sec. 3 we discuss the near field problem for given jump u∞ at infinity that we call near
field Dirichlet problem. Then, in Sec. 4 we introduce the variational formulation coupling
the near and far field and show its well-posedness.

3 Near field Dirichlet problem in one periodicity cell

In this section we consider a near field problem in one periodicity cell Ω̂ = ((0,1) ×R) ∖ Ω̂w

with Ω̂w denoting a wall domain. Here, we omit the slow variable x. The solution U satisfies
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Ω

Γ

Figure 3: Illustration of the limit domain Ω ∖ Γ with the mid-line Γ of the perforated wall.

(a)

X

Y

Ω̂

0 1
0

Ω̂w

(b)

X

Y

Ω̂R

0 1
0

Ω̂w

R

−R

Figure 4: Illustration of the periodicity cell Ω̂ and the truncated the periodicity cell Ω̂R with
R > R0.

the system

−∆XY U(X,Y ) = 0 in Ω̂, (3.1a)

∂nU(X,Y ) = 0 on ∂Ω̂w, (3.1b)

U(1, Y ) = U(0, Y ) on R ∖ Iy, (3.1c)

∂XU(1, Y ) = ∂XU(0, Y ) on R ∖ Iy, (3.1d)

with the polynomial behaviour

U(X,Y ) =m∞ + u∞J(Y ) + αY +O(exp(−2π∣Y ∣)) for Y → ±∞, (3.1e)

at infinity, with m∞, u∞, α ∈ R.
We consider the problem that we seek the coefficient α for given coefficient u∞, which we

call the near field Dirichlet problem. As near field Neumann problem we would denote the
one where the linear slope α is given where the coefficient u∞ results. In both problems the
solution is defined up to the constant m∞.
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3.1 Variational spaces

For the variational problem of the near field Dirichlet problem we consider as unknowns the
pair (ÌU,α) with

ÌU(X,Y ) ∶= U(X,Y ) −m∞ − u∞J(Y ) − αY, (3.2)

that is seeked in the Beppo-Levi space BL0,♯(Ω̂) that is the completion of the space of smooth
functions with bounded support and periodicity conditions in X

C∞c,♯(Ω̂) ∶= {ÌV ∈ C
∞
♯ (Ω̂),diam(supp(ÌV )) <∞}

in

BL♯(Ω̂) ∶=
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩
ÌV ∈ D′♯(Ω̂) ∶

ÌV√
1 + ∣Y ∣2

∈ L2(Ω̂) and ∇ÌV ∈ L2(Ω̂)
⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭

.

Now, we define for any subdomain Ĝ ⊆ Ω̂ the norm

∥ÌV ∥2
BL(Ĝ) ∶= ∫Ĝ

∣∇ÌV (X,Y )∣2 + ∣
ÌV (X,Y )∣2

1 + ∣Y ∣2
d(X,Y ). (3.3)

The Beppo-Levi spaces BL♯(Ω̂) and BL0,♯(Ω̂) are Hilbert spaces when endowed with the
norm ∥ ⋅ ∥BL(Ω̂) which follows in analogy to [14, Chap. XI, Part B], see also [18].

Lemma 1. The seminorm ∣ ⋅ ∣H1(Ω̂) is a norm on the space BL0,♯(Ω̂), which is equivalent to

∥ ⋅ ∥BL(Ω̂).

Proof. The statement follows from the Poincaré inequality

∫
Ω̂

∣V̂ (X,Y )∣2

1 + ∣Y ∣2
d(X,Y ) ≤ Cp ∫

Ω̂
∣∇ÌV (X,Y )∣2d(X,Y ),

which follows similarly to [14, Chap. XI, Part B, Theorem 1].

Lemma 2. The space
.
H1
♯ (Ω̂) as the completion of C∞c (Ω̂) with periodicity condition in X

with respect to the H1(Ω̂)-seminorm is an Hilbert space with

∫
1

0

ÌV 2(X,Y )dX → 0 for ∣Y ∣→∞ (3.4)

for all ÌV ∈
.
H1
♯ (Ω̂).

Proof. First, we show the decaying property (3.4). For this, let for an arbitrary ÌV ∈
.
H1
♯ (Ω̂)

and any Y with ∣Y ∣ ≥ R0 be

ÌÌV (Y ) ∶=
√

∫
1

0

ÌV 2(X,Y )dX .

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we can assert that ∣ÌÌV ′(Y )∣ ≤ ∫
1
0 (∂Y ÌV (X,Y ))2 dX and so

∣ÌÌV ∣
H1((−∞,−R0)∪(R0,∞))

≤ ∣ÌV ∣
H1(Ω̂)



A finite element method for perforated plates 9

Hence, the continous extension ÌÌV onto R by linear polynomial into [−R0,R0] is the homo-

geneous Sobolev space
.
H1(R) [20], the completion of C∞c (R) with respect to the H1(R)

seminorm. It is well-known that the homogeneous Sobolev space
.
H1(R) with a decaying

behavior towards ±∞. This implies (3.4).

It suffices to show definitness of
.
H1
♯ (Ω̂). For this let ÌV ∈

.
H1
♯ (Ω̂) be a function with

∥ÌV ∥ .
H1
♯ (Ω̂)

= 0. Then, ∇ÌV = 0 and ÌV is a constant. Finally, (3.4) implies ÌV = 0, and the

definiteness of the H1-seminorm follows.

Now, Lemma 1 and Lemma 2 imply

Corollary 3. The homogeneous Sobolev space
.
H1
♯ (Ω̂) and the Beppo-Levi space BL0,♯(Ω̂)

are equivalent.

3.2 Variational problem

The unknown ÌU satisfies

−∆ÌU(X,Y ) = −∆U(X,Y ) + α∆Y + u∞J ′′(Y ) = u∞J ′′(Y ) in Ω̂, (3.5a)

∂nÌU(X,Y ) = ∂nU(X,Y ) − α∂nY − u∞J ′(Y )n̂2 = −αn̂2 on ∂Ω̂, (3.5b)

since J ′(Y )n̂2 = 0 on ∂Ω̂. Multiplying (3.5a) with a test function V ∈ BL0,♯(Ω̂), integrating
over Ω̂ and using integration by parts we find the equality

∫
Ω̂
∇ÌU(X,Y )⋅∇ÌV (X,Y )d(X,Y )+α∫

∂Ω̂
n̂2
ÌV (X,Y )dXY σ = u∞ ∫

Ω̂
J ′′(Y )ÌV (X,Y )d(X,Y ).

(3.6)

A second equation shall derived on the truncated periodicity cell Ω̂R ∶= Ω̂ ∩ (0,1) × (−R,R)
for R > R0. Applying Green’s formula twice and using ∆Y = 0 we can assert that

∫
∂Ω̂

ÌU(X,Y )n̂2dXY σ = ∫
∂Ω̂R

ÌU(X,Y )∇Y ⋅ ndXY σ − ∫
1

0

ÌU(X,R) − ÌU(X,−R)dX

= ∫
Ω̂R

∇ÌU(X,Y ) ⋅ ∇Y d(X,Y ) − ∫
1

0

ÌU(X,R) − ÌU(X,−R)dX

= −∫
Ω̂R

Y∆ÌU(X,Y )d(X,Y ) + ∫
∂Ω̂

Y ∂nÌU(X,Y )dXY σ

+ ∫
1

0
R∂Y ÌU(X,R)dX −R∂Y ÌU(X,−R)dX − ∫

1

0

ÌU(X,R) − ÌU(X,−R)dX

Taking the limit for R →∞ the last two integrals vanish due to the exponential decay of ÌU ,
see (3.1e), and inserting (3.5) we find

∫
∂Ω̂

ÌU(X,Y )n̂2dXY σ = u∞ ∫
Ω̂
Y J ′′(Y )d(X,Y ) − α∫

∂Ω̂
Y n̂2dXY σ.

Integrating the first integral on the right hand side by parts two times and using the smooth-
ness of J we can assert that

∫
Ω̂
Y J ′′(Y )d(X,Y ) = −1 .
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Moreover, the last integral can be simplified using the Green’s formula inside the wall Ω̂w,

∫
∂Ω̂

Y n̂2dXY σ = ∫
∂Ω̂

Y∇Y ⋅ ndXY σ = −∫
Ω̂w

Y∆Y +∇Y ⋅ ∇Y d(X,Y ) = −∣Ω̂w ∣ < 0,

where the sign is changed as the normal vector n is directed inside Ω̂w.
Hence, we seek (ÌU,α) ∈ BL0,♯(Ω̂) ×R such that

∫
Ω̂
∇ÌU ⋅ ∇ÌV d(X,Y ) + α∫

∂Ω̂
n̂2
ÌV dXY σ = u∞ ∫

Ω̂
J ′′ÌV d(X,Y ) ∀ÌV ∈ BL0,♯(Ω̂), (3.7a)

−∫
∂Ω̂

ÌUn̂2dXY σ + α∣Ω̂w ∣ = u∞ . (3.7b)

Lemma 4. The variational formulation (3.7) admits a unique solution (ÌU,α) ∈ BL0,♯(Ω̂)×R
and there exists a constant C such that

∣ÌU ∣H1(Ω̂) + ∣α∣ ≤ C ∣u∞∣. (3.8)

Proof. With the bilinear form a given by

a((ÌU,α), (ÌV ,β)) = ∫
Ω̂
∇ÌU ⋅ ∇ÌV d(X,Y ) + α∫

∂Ω̂
n̂2
ÌV dXY σ − β ∫

∂Ω̂

ÌUn̂2dXY σ + αβ∣Ω̂w ∣

and the linear form ℓ defined by

ℓ((ÌV ,β)) = u∞ (∫
Ω̂

ÌV J ′′d(X,Y ) + β) ,

that are both continuous on (BL0,♯(Ω̂),R), the variational formulation (3.7) is equivalent to

seek (ÌU,α) ∈ BL0,♯(Ω̂) ×R such that

a((ÌU,α), (ÌV ,β)) = ℓ((ÌV ,β) for all (ÌV ,β) ∈ BL0,♯(Ω̂) ×R.

Taking (ÌV ,β) = (ÌU,α) we can assert that

a((ÌU,α), (ÌU,α)) = ∫
Ω̂
∣∇ÌU ∣2d(X,Y ) + α2∣Ω̂w ∣ ≥min (1, ∣Ω̂w ∣) (∣ÌU ∣H1(Ω̂) + ∣α∣

2)

and as H1(Ω̂)-seminorm is a norm on BL0,♯(Ω̂) due to Lemma 1 the bilinear form is

(BL0,♯(Ω̂),R)-elliptic with ellipticity constant γ =min(1, ∣Ω̂w ∣). Then, with the Lax-Milgram
lemma follows existence and uniqueness of the solution as well as its continuous dependency
on u∞.

3.3 Formulation on the truncated periodicity cell

To propose a numerical scheme the periodicity cell shall be truncated at ∣Y ∣ = R for some
R > R1, where we search for approximate solutions with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
conditions at ∣Y ∣ = R. We denote the truncated periodicity cell Ω̂R = Ω̂ ∩ [0,1] × [−R,R] on
which we consider the Hilbert space

BL0,♯(Ω̂R) ∶= {ÌVR ∈ D′♯(Ω̂R) ∶ ∥ÌVR∥BL(Ω̂R)
<∞, ÌVR(⋅,±R) = 0} , (3.9)

By the definiton of BL0,♯(Ω̂) as the completion of C∞c,♯(Ω̂) the union of BL0,♯(Ω̂R) for all

R > R0 each extended by zero for ∣Y ∣ > R is dense in BL0,♯(Ω̂). Hence, in view of Lemma 1
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it follows that the H1(Ω̂R)-seminorm and BL(Ω̂R)-norm are equivalent with constants in-
dependent of R.

Then, we search (ÌUR, αR) ∈ BL0,♯(Ω̂R) ×R such that for all ÌVR ∈ BL0,♯(Ω̂R)

∫
Ω̂R

∇ÌUR ⋅ ∇ÌVR d(X,Y ) + αR ∫
∂Ω̂R

n̂2
ÌVRdXY σ = u∞ ∫

Ω̂R

J ′′ÌVRd(X,Y ) (3.10a)

−∫
∂Ω̂R

ÌURn̂2dXY σ + αR∣Ω̂w ∣ = u∞ . (3.10b)

Lemma 5. The variational formulation (3.10) admits a unique solution (ÌUR, αR) ∈ BL0,♯(Ω̂R)×
R and there exists a constant C independent of R such that

∣ÌUR∣H1(Ω̂R) + ∣αR∣ ≤ C ∣u∞∣. (3.11)

The proof is in analogy to the one of Lemma 4 where the bilinear form is BL0,♯(Ω̂R)×R-
elliptic in this case.

Lemma 6. Let R > 2R1. Then, there exists a constant C independent of R and

∣ÌUR − ÌU ∣H1(Ω̂) + ∣αR − α∣ ≤ C exp(−πR) .

Proof. The proof is divided into two parts. First the truncation error is bounded using Céa’s
lemma by the best approximation error which is then bounded by the error of an interpolant.

AsBL0,♯(Ω̂R) extended by 0 into Ω̂∖Ω̂R is a subspace ofBL0,♯(Ω̂) and with theBL0,♯(Ω̂)×
R-ellipticity of the bilinear form a we can apply Céa’s lemma. This leads to

∣ÌUR − ÌU ∣H1(Ω̂) + ∣αR − α∣ ≤ (1 +
C2

γ2
) inf
(ÌVR,βR)∈H1

±R,♯(Ω̂)×R
(∣ÌVR − ÌU ∣2H1(Ω̂) + ∣βR − α∣2) ,

where γ =min(1, ∣Ω̂w ∣) is the ellipicity constant and C the continuity constant of the bilinear
form. As βR can be chosing to equal α as they are real numbers this simplifies to

∣ÌUR − ÌU ∣H1(Ω̂) + ∣αR − α∣ ≤ (1 +
C2

γ2
) inf
ÌVR∈H1

±R,♯(Ω̂)
∣ÌVR − ÌU ∣2H1(Ω̂). (3.12)

Now, we define for any ÌU ∈ BL0,♯(Ω̂) the interpolant ΠR
ÌU ∈ BL±R,♯(Ω̂) where

(ΠR
ÌU) (X,Y ) = ÌUR(X,Y ) ⋅ { 1, ∣Y ∣ < R

2
,

2R−Y
R

, R
2
< ∣Y ∣ < R.

, (3.13)

which extended by 0 into Ω̂ ∖ Ω̂R is in BL0,♯(Ω̂).
To estimate the interpolation error in the H1(Ω̂) seminorm we compute the L2(Ω̂)-norms

of the derivatives of the difference ΠR
ÌU − ÌU . As ΠR

ÌU = ÌU in Ω̂R/2 the errors consists of

contributions in Ω̂R ∖ Ω̂R/2 and in Ω̂ ∖ Ω̂R.

As the solution ÌU ∈ BL0,♯(Ω̂) of (3.7) satisfies −∆ÌU = 0 for ∣Y ∣ > R1 using separation of
variables we can assure that it admits the series representation

Û(X,Y ) =
∞
∑
k=1

Uk,± exp(2πk iX) exp(−2πk(±Y −R0)) for ± Y > R
2
≥ R1. (3.14)
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Now, with the trace theorem and Lemma 4 it holds with constants c,C that

2π
∞
∑
k=1

k∣Uk,±∣2 ≤ c∥ÌU∥2H1/2(Γ±R0
) ≤ C ∣u∞∣

2 . (3.15)

Using ΠR
ÌU = 0 in Ω̂ ∖ Ω̂R we find

∥∂X(ΠR
ÌU − ÌU)∥2

L2(Ω̂∖Ω̂R)
= 4π2∑

±

∞
∑
k=1

k2∣Uk,±∣2 ∫
∞

R
exp(−4πk(Y −R0))dY

≤ π∑
±

∞
∑
k=1

k∣Uk,±∣2 exp(−4πk(R −R0))

≤ exp(−4π(R −R0))π∑
±

∞
∑
k=1

k∣Uk,±∣2

≤ C exp(−4π(R −R0))∣u∞∣2 ,

and in analogy we obtain

∥∂Y (ΠR
ÌU − ÌU)∥2

L2(Ω̂∖Ω̂R)
≤ C exp(−4π(R −R0))∣u∞∣2 .

To analyse the error in Ω̂R ∖ Ω̂R/2 we first see that

ΠR
ÌU(X,Y ) − ÌU(X,Y ) = (2R − Y

R
− 1) ÌU(X,Y ) = (1 − 2Y

R
) ÌU(X,Y ),

and using (3.14) we find that

∥∂X(ΠR
ÌU − ÌU)∥2

L2(Ω̂R∖Ω̂R/2)
= 4π2∑

±

∞
∑
k=1

k2∣Uk,±∣2Ek(R)

where

Ek(R) = ∫
R

R/2
(1 − 2Y

R
)
2

exp(−4πk(Y −R0))dY

≤ ∫
R

R/2
exp(−4πk(Y −R0))dY ≤

1

4πk
exp (−2πk (R − 2R0)) .

Now, inserting the inequality (3.15) we can assert that

∥∂X(ΠR
ÌU − ÌU)∥2

L2(Ω̂R∖Ω̂R/2)
≤ C exp(−2π(R − 2R0))∣u∞∣2 .

For the Y -derivative we obtain

∥∂Y (ΠR
ÌU − ÌU)∥2

L2(Ω̂R∖Ω̂R/2)
≤ 4

R2∑
±

∞
∑
k=1
∣Uk,±∣2 ∫

R

R/2
exp(−4πk(Y −R0))dY

+ 4π2
∞
∑
k=1

k2∣Uk,±∣2Ek(R)

≤∑
±

∞
∑
k=1
∣Uk,±∣2 (

1

πkR2
+ πk) exp(−2πk(R − 2R0))

≤ C exp(−2π(R − 2R0))∣u∞∣2 ,

where we used again (3.15).
Finally, adding all the error contributions and using (3.12) with ÌVR = ΠR

ÌU we can assert
the statement of the lemma.
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4 Variational formulation for near and far field

4.1 The variational formulation on unbounded periodicity cells

For the variational problem of the coupled problem we consider as unknown for the near field

ÌUint(x,X,Y ) ∶= Uint(x,X,Y ) −m∞(x) − u∞(x)J(Y ) − α(x)Y, x ∈ Γ, (4.1)

that is seeked in the variational space

L2(Γ,BL0,♯(Ω̂)) ∶= {ÌVint(x, ⋅) ∈ BL0,♯(Ω̂(x)) for almost all x ∈ Γ,

∥ÌVint(⋅,X,Y )∥BL(Ω̂(⋅)) ∈ L
2(Γ)}.

This space is equipped with the norm defined by

∥ÌVint∥2L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) ∶= ∫Γ
∥ÌVint(x,X,Y )∥2

BL(Ω̂(x))dσ .

Functions in this space have periodicity conditions in X, and the domain of definition for
fixed x is the local periodicity cell Ω̂(x).

As the far field uext can only be uniquely defined up to an additive constant we seek it
in an Hilbert space of vanishing mean in the support of f

H1
∗(Ω ∖ Γ) ∶= {vext ∈H1(Ω ∖ Γ) ∶ ∫

Ωf

vext dx = 0} ,

which still allows for jumps on Γ. We equip the space with the norm defined by

∥vext∥2H1∗(Ω∖Γ)
∶= ∣vext∣2H1(Ω∖Γ) + ∥[vext]∥

2
L2(Γ) ,

and due to term ∥[vext]∥2L2(Γ) the norm is only zero for vext = 0.
To obtain a variational formulation we consider first (3.7) where ÌU , ÌV are replaced by ÌUint

and ÌVint, the second equation (3.7b) is multiplied with β ∈ L2(Γ), α is considered in L2(Γ) and
both equations are multiplied with 1/ε and integrated over Γ. Then, multiplying (2.11a) by
vext ∈H1

∗(Ω∖Γ), integrating over Ω∖Γ and using [∂nuext] = 0 by (2.11c) and {∂nuext} = α/ε
by (2.11i) and multiplying (2.11g) by v∞ ∈ L2(Γ) and integrating over Γ leads to the coupled
variational formulation: Seek (uext, α, ÌUint, u∞) ∈H1

∗(Ω∖Γ)×L2(Γ)×L2(Γ,BL0,♯(Ω̂))×L2(Γ)
such that

∫
Ω∖Γ
∇uext ⋅ ∇vextdx +

1

ε
∫
Γ
α[vext]dσ = ∫

Ω∖Γ
fvextdx

1

ε
∫
Γ
−[uext]v∞ + u∞v∞dσ = 0

(4.2)

1

ε
∫
Γ
(α∫

∂Ω̂(x)
ÌVintn̂2dXY σ + ∫

Ω̂(x)
∇ÌUint ⋅ ∇ÌVint − u∞J ′′ÌVintd(X,Y ))dσ = 0

1

ε
∫
Γ
(αβ∣Ω̂w(x)∣ − β ∫

∂Ω̂(x)
ÌUintn̂2dXY σ − u∞β)dσ = 0

for all (vext, β, ÌVint, v∞) ∈H1
∗(Ω ∖ Γ) ×L2(Γ) ×L2(Γ,BL0,♯(Ω̂)) ×L2(Γ).

To discuss the well-posedness we introduce the product space W = H1
∗(Ω ∖ Γ) × L2(Γ) ×

L2(Γ,BL0,♯(Ω̂)) ×L2(Γ) with ε-dependent norm defined by

∥(vext, β, ÌVint, v∞)∥
2

W,ε
∶= ∥vext∥

2

H1(Ω∖Γ) +
1

ε
(∥β∥2

L2(Γ) + ∥
ÌUint∥2L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) + ∥v∞∥

2

L2(Γ)) (4.3)
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and a related seminorm

∣(vext, β, ÌVint, v∞)∥
2

W,ε
∶= ∣vext∣

2

H1(Ω∖Γ) +
1

ε
(∥β∥2

L2(Γ) + ∥
ÌUint∥2L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) + ∥v∞∥

2

L2(Γ)) .

On this space we define the bilinear form

b((uext, α, ÌUint, u∞), (vext, β, ÌVint, v∞))

∶= ∫
Ω∖Γ
∇uext ⋅ ∇vextdx +

1

ε
∫
Γ
α[vext] − [uext]v∞ + u∞v∞dσ (4.4)

+ 1

ε
∫
Γ
(α∫

∂Ω̂(x)
ÌVintn̂2dXY σ + ∫

Ω̂(x)
∇ÌUint ⋅ ∇ÌVint − u∞J ′′ÌVintd(X,Y ))dσ

+ 1

ε
∫
Γ
(αβ∣Ω̂w(x)∣ − β ∫

∂Ω̂(x)
ÌUintn̂2dXY σ − u∞β)dσ ,

for which we state inf-sup-conditons where the first gives only a lower bound in terms of the
seminorm.

Lemma 7 (inf-sup conditions). Let ∥J ′∥L∞(R) ≤ 1
2
. Then there exists a constant γ > 0

independent of ε such that for all (uext, α, ÌUint, u∞) ∈W it holds

sup
(vext,β,ÌVint,v∞)∈W∖{0}

∣b((uext, α, ÌUint, u∞), (vext, β, ÌVint, v∞))∣
∥(vext, β, ÌVint, v∞)∥W,ε

≥ γ ∣(uext, α, ÌUint, u∞)∣W,ε
, (4.5a)

and for all (vext, β, ÌVint, v∞) ∈W ∖ {(0,0,0,0)} it holds

sup
(uext,α,ÌUint,u∞)∈W∖{0}

∣b((uext, α, ÌUint, u∞), (vext, β, ÌVint, v∞))∣ > 0 . (4.5b)

Proof. First, integrating by parts we find that

∫
∂Ω̂(x)

ÌUintn̂2dσXY = ∫
Ω̂(x)

Y ′∂Y ÌUintd(X,Y ) = ∫
Ω̂(x)

∂Y ÌUintd(X,Y ),

−∫
Ω̂(x)

J ′′ÌUintd(X,Y ) = ∫
Ω̂(x)

J ′∂Y ÌUintd(X,Y ),

since the boundary term ∫∂Ω̂(x) J
′ÌUintn̂2dσXY vanishes as J ′ is zero on the wall boundary

∂Ω̂w. Inserting the test function

(vext, β, ÌVint, v∞) = (uext, α −
√
2
2
u∞, ÌUint, α) .

into the bilinear form, the mixed terms with α and u∞ cancel out. Now, defining mw ∶=
infx∈Γ ∣Ω̂w(x)∣, using the above formulas and mw ≤ ∣Ω̂w(x)∣ we obtain

b((uext, α, ÌUint, u∞), (uext, α −
√
2
2
u∞, ÌUint, α))

≥ ∣uext∣2H1(Ω∖Γ) +
1

ε
∫
Γ
∣ÌUint∣2H1(Ω̂(x))dσ +

mw

ε
∥α∥2L2(Γ)

+
√
2

2 ε
∥u∞∥2L2(Γ) +

1

ε
∫
Γ
u∞ ∫

Ω̂(x)
(J ′ +

√
2
2
)∂Y ÌUintd(X,Y )dσ.
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Using Young’s inequality we find that

∫
Γ
u∞ ∫

Ω̂(x)
(J ′ +

√
2
2
)∂Y ÌUintd(X,Y )dσ ≥ −3

4
∫
Γ
∣ÌUint∣2H1(Ω̂(x))dσ−

1

3
(∥J ′∥L∞(R) +

√
2
2
)
2
∥u∞∥2L2(Γ) .

With the assumption on ∥J ′∥L∞(R) we can assert that

1 − 1

3
(∥J ′∥L∞(R) +

√
2
2
)
2
≥ 1

3

and therefore

b((uext, α, ÌUint, u∞), (uext, α −
√
2
2
u∞, ÌUint, α))

≥ ∣uext∣2H1(Ω∖Γ) +
1

ε
(1
4
∫
Γ
∣ÌUint∣2H1(Ω̂(x))dσ +mw∥α∥2L2(Γ) +

1

3
∥u∞∥2L2(Γ))

≥ γ
√
∣uext∣2H1(Ω∖Γ) +

1

ε
(∫

Γ
∣ÌUint∣2H1(Ω̂(x))

dσ + ∥α∥2
L2(Γ) + ∥u∞∥

2
L2(Γ))

⋅
√
∣uext∣2H1(Ω∖Γ) +

1

ε
(∫

Γ
∣ÌUint∣2H1(Ω̂(x))

dσ + ∥α −
√
2
2
u∞∥2L2(Γ) + ∥α∥

2
L2(Γ))

for some well-chosen γ > 0 only depending on mw since

∥α −
√
2
2
u∞∥2L2(Γ) + ∥α∥

2
L2(Γ) ≤ 2 (∥α∥

2
L2(Γ) + ∥u∞∥

2
L2(Γ)) .

As the H1(Ω̂(x))-seminorm and the BL(Ω̂(x))-norm are equivalent on BL0,♯(Ω̂(x)) by
Lemma 1 the inequality (4.5a) follows.

Now, we aim to show the second inf-sup condition. For this we fix the test functions and
choose appropriate trial functions. More precisely, we see that forMw ∶=max(4, 1

3
supx∈Γ ∣Ω̂w(x)∣)

it holds

b((vext, v∞,2Mw
ÌVint,Mw(v∞ − 2β)) , (vext, β, ÌVint, v∞))

= ∣vext∣2H1(Ω∖Γ) +
2Mw

ε
∫
Γ
∣ÌVint∣2H1(Ω̂(x))dσ +

Mw

ε
∥v∞∥2L2(Γ) +

2Mw

ε
∥β∥2L2(Γ)

+ 1

ε
∫
Γ
∫
Ω̂(x)
((1 + 2MwJ

′)v∞ − 2Mw(1 + J ′)β)∂Y ÌVintd(X,Y )dσ

+ 1

ε
∫
Γ
(∣Ω̂w ∣ − 3Mw)βv∞dσ .
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Using Young’s inequality, the definition of Mw and the assumption on J ′ we can estimate
the mixed terms and using again Poincaré estimate of Lemma 1 we obtain

b((vext, v∞,2Mw
ÌVint,Mw(v∞ − 2β)) , (vext, β, ÌVint, v∞))

≥ ∣vext∣2H1(Ω∖Γ)

+ 1

ε
(2Mw − 1

2
(1 +Mw∥J ′∥L∞(R)) −Mw(1 + ∥J ′∥L∞(R)))∫

Γ
∣ÌVint∣2H1(Ω̂(x))dσ

+ 1

ε
(Mw − 1

2
(1 +Mw∥J ′∥L∞(R)) − 1

2
(∣Ω̂w ∣ − 3Mw)) ∥v∞∥2L2(Γ)

+ 1

ε
(2Mw −Mw(1 + ∥J ′∥L∞(R)) − 1

2
(∣Ω̂w ∣ − 3Mw)) ∥β∥2L2(Γ)

≥ ∣vext∣2H1(Ω∖Γ) +
1

2 ε
∫
Γ
∣ÌVint∣2H1(Ω̂(x))dσ +

11

ε
∥v∞∥2L2(Γ) +

2

ε
∥β∥2L2(Γ)

≥ ∣vext∣2H1(Ω∖Γ) +
1

2 ε(Cp + 1)
∥ÌVint∥2L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂(x)) +

11

ε
∥v∞∥2L2(Γ) +

2

ε
∥β∥2L2(Γ) ,

which is positive if (vext, β, ÌVint, v∞) ∈W ∖ {(0,0,0,0)}.

Theorem 8 (Well-posedness). Let ∥J ′∥L∞(R) ≤ 1
2
and let ε0 > 0. Then, for all ε ∈ (0, ε0]

the variational formulation (4.2) admits a unique solution and there exists a constant C > 0
independent of ε such that

∣uext∣H1(Ω∖Γ) +
1√
ε
(∥α∥L2(Γ) + ∥ÌUint∥L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) + ∥u∞∥L2(Γ)) ≤ C∥f∥L2(Ω∖Γ) . (4.6)

Proof. The proof is divided into two steps. First, we show that a solution of (4.2) is bounded
by the right hand side f and therefore it is unique. Second, we use the Fredholm theory to
conclude that a solution exists for any f ∈ L2(Ω ∖ Γ).

Using the definition of the bilinear form b we see that the solution (uext, α, ÌUint, u∞) ∈W
of (4.2) satisfies for all (vext, β, ÌVint, v∞) ∈W

b ((uext, α, ÌUint, u∞), (vext, β, ÌVint, v∞)) = ∫
Ω∖Γ

fvext dx .

Moreover, in view of the second equation of (4.2) we can assert that

u∞ = [uext] ∈H
1/2(Γ) . (4.7)

Using (4.5a), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (4.7) we find for any ε0 > 0 and ε ≤ ε0 that

1

γ
∥f∥L2(Ω∖Γ)∥uext∥L2(Ω∖Γ)

≥ ∣uext∣
2

H1(Ω∖Γ) +
1

ε
(∥α∥2

L2(Γ) + ∥
ÌUint∥2L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) + ∥u∞∥

2

L2(Γ))

≥ ∣uext∣
2

H1(Ω∖Γ) +
1

2ε0
∥[uext]∥2L2(Γ) + 1

ε
∥α∥2

L2(Γ) +
1
ε
∥ÌUint∥2L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) +

1
2ε
∥u∞∥

2

L2(Γ)

≥min(1, 1
2ε0
)∥uext∥2H1∗(Ω∖Γ)

+ 1
2ε
(∥α∥2

L2(Γ) + ∥
ÌUint∥2L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) + ∥u∞∥

2

L2(Γ)) .
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Using the Poincaré inequality for functions in H1
∗(Ω ∖ Γ)

∥vext∥L2(Ω∖Γ) ≤ CP ∥vext∥H1∗(Ω∖Γ)
for all vext ∈H1

∗(Ω ∖ Γ)

and using Young’s inequality we obtain

min(1, 1
2ε0
)∥uext∥2H1∗(Ω∖Γ)

+ 1
2ε
(∥α∥2

L2(Γ) + ∥
ÌUint∥2L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) + ∥u∞∥

2

L2(Γ)) ≤
C2

P

2γ2
∥f∥2L2(Ω∖Γ) ,

and (4.6) follows.
Now, we define the sesquilinearform

b0 ((uext, α, ÌUint, u∞), (vext, β, ÌVint, v∞)) ∶= b ((uext, α, ÌUint, u∞), (vext, β, ÌVint, v∞))+∫
Γ
[uext][vext]dσ

for which corresponding inf-sup-conditions with the norm ∥ ⋅ ∥W,ε as defined in (4.3) holds.
Hence, the associated operator B0 ∶ W → W is an isomorphism. Moreover, the operator
K ∶W →W defined by

(K(uext, α, ÌUint, u∞), (vext, β, ÌVint, v∞))W,ε
= −∫

Γ
[uext][vext]dσ ∀(vext, β, ÌVint, v∞) ∈W

with the corresponding inner product (⋅, ⋅)W,ε is compact as the trace space H
1/2(Γ) of

H1
⋆(Ω ∖ Γ) is compactly embedded in L2(Γ) due to theorem of Rellich-Kondrachov. Hence,

the operator B = B0 + K corresponding to the sesquilinear form b of the variational formu-
lation (4.2) is a Fredholm operator of index 0. Hence, by the Fredholm alternative we can
conclude from the uniqueness of a solution of (4.2), which we have shown above, its existence.

This completes the proof.

Remark 9. The condition ∥J ′∥L∞(R) ≤ 1
2
is fulfilled for the piecewise polynomial

J(Y ) =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

sgn(Y )
32
(∣Y ∣ −R0)3 (3(∣Y ∣ −R0)2 − 15(∣Y ∣ −R0) + 20) , R0 ≤ ∣Y ∣ < R0 + 2,

sgn(Y )
2

, ∣Y ∣ ≥ R0 + 2,

0, otherwise,

which is in C2(R) for any R0 > 0, and it holds ∥J ′∥L∞(R) = 15
32
.

4.2 Coupled formulation with truncated periodicity cells

Now, as in Sec. 3.3 the near field function shall be truncated at Y = ±R for some R > R1, as
this simplifies the numerical discretization. Let Ω̂R(x) = Ω̂(x)∩[0,1]×[−R,R] the truncated
periodicity cell for each x ∈ Γ. The truncated solution will be seeked in the space

L2(Γ,BL0,♯(Ω̂R)) ∶= {ÌVint(x, ⋅, ⋅) ∈ BL0,♯(Ω̂R(x)) for almost all x ∈ Γ,

∥ÌVint(⋅,X,Y )∥BL(Ω̂R(⋅)) ∈ L
2(Γ), ÌVint(⋅, ⋅,±R) = 0},

which is equipped with the ∥ ⋅ ∥L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂))-norm.
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Then, the coupled variational formulation with the truncated periodicity cells is: Seek
(uext,R, αR, ÌUint,R, u∞,R) ∈H1

∗(Ω ∖ Γ) ×L2(Γ) ×L2(Γ,BL0,♯(Ω̂R)) ×L2(Γ) such that

∫
Ω∖Γ
∇uext,R ⋅ ∇vext,Rdx +

1

ε
∫
Γ
αR[vext,R]dσ = ∫

Ω∖Γ
fvext,Rdx

∫
Γ
−[uext,R]v∞,R + u∞,Rv∞,Rdσ = 0

1

ε
∫
Γ
(αR ∫

∂Ω̂(x)
ÌVint,Rn̂2dXY σ (4.8)

+∫
Ω̂R(x)

∇ÌUint,R ⋅ ∇ÌVint,R − u∞,RJ
′′ÌVint,Rd(X,Y ))dσ = 0

1

ε
∫
Γ
(αRβR∣Ω̂w(x)∣ − βR ∫

∂Ω̂(x)
ÌUint,Rn̂2dXY σ − u∞,RβR)dσ = 0

for all (vext,R, βR, ÌVint,R, v∞,R) ∈H1
∗(Ω ∖ Γ) ×L2(Γ) ×L2(Γ,BL0,♯(Ω̂R)) ×L2(Γ).

To discuss the well-posedness we introduce the product space WR =H1
∗(Ω∖Γ)×L2(Γ)×

L2(Γ,BL0,♯(Ω̂R))×L2(Γ) equipped with the norm defined in (4.3), and we define the bilinear

form bR as in (4.4) where Ω̂(x) is replaced by Ω̂R(x).

Lemma 10 (inf-sup conditions). Let ∥J ′∥L∞(R) ≤ 1
2
. Then there exists a constant γ > 0

independent of ε and R such that for all (uext,R, αR, ÌUint,R, u∞,R) ∈WR it holds

sup
(vext,R,βR,ÌVint,R,v∞,R)∈WR∖{0}

∣bR((uext,R, αR, ÌUint,R, u∞,R), (vext,R, βR, ÌVint,R, v∞,R))∣
∥(vext,R, βR, ÌVint,R, v∞,R)∥W,ε

(4.9a)

≥ γ ∣(uext,R, αR, ÌUint,R, u∞,R)∣W,ε
,

and for all (vext,R, βR, ÌVint,R, v∞,R) ∈WR ∖ {(0,0,0,0)} it holds

sup
(uext,R,αR,ÌUint,R,u∞,R)∈WR∖{0}

∣bR((uext,R, αR, ÌUint,R, u∞,R), (vext,R, βR, ÌVint,R, v∞,R))∣ > 0 .

(4.9b)

Proof. First integrating by parts we find that

∫
∂Ω̂(x)

ÌUint,Rn̂2dσXY = ∫
Ω̂R(x)

Y ′∂Y ÌUint,Rd(X,Y ) = ∫
Ω̂R(x)

∂Y ÌUint,Rd(X,Y ),

−∫
Ω̂R(x)

J ′′ÌUint,Rd(X,Y ) = ∫
Ω̂R(x)

J ′∂Y ÌUint,Rd(X,Y )

as the boundary terms on [0,1] × {±R} vanish where ÌUint,R = 0 as ÌUint,R ∈ BL0,♯(Ω̂R) and
the boundary term ∫∂Ω̂(x) J

′ÌUint,Rn̂2dσXY vanishes as J ′ is zero on the wall boundary ∂Ω̂w.
The remainder of the proof is in analogy to the one of Lemma 7.

Theorem 11 (Well-posedness). Let ∥J ′∥L∞(R) ≤ 1
2
and let ε0 > 0. Then, for all ε ∈ (0, ε0]

the variational formulation (4.8) admits a unique solution and there is a constant C > 0
independent of ε such that

∣uext,R∣H1(Ω∖Γ) +
1√
ε
(∥αR∥L2(Γ) + ∥ÌUint,R∥L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) + ∥u∞,R∥L2(Γ)) ≤ C∥f∥L2(Ω∖Γ) .

(4.10)
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Proof. The proof is in analogy to the one of Theorem 8 using the inf-sup conditions of
Lemma 10, where the operator BR ∶WR →WR associated to the bilinear form bR is Fredholm
of index 0.

Now, we are going to estimate the truncation error. For this we denote by ÌUint,R also the

extension of ÌUint,R by 0 onto Ω̂(x) ∖ Ω̂R(x) for any x ∈ Γ.

Theorem 12 (Truncation error). For the solution (uext, α, ÌUint, u∞) ∈ H1
∗(Ω ∖ Γ) ×L2(Γ) ×

L2(Γ,BL0,♯(Ω̂)) × L2(Γ) of (4.2) and the solution (uext,R, αR, ÌUint,R, u∞,R) ∈ H1
∗(Ω ∖ Γ) ×

L2(Γ) ×L2(Γ,BL0,♯(Ω̂R)) ×L2(Γ) of (4.8) it holds

∣uext,R − uext∣H1∗(Ω∖Γ)
+ 1√

ε
(∥αR − α∥L2(Γ) + ∥ÌUint,R − ÌUint∥L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) + ∥u∞,R − u∞∥L2(Γ))

≤ C√
ε
exp(−πR) (4.11)

where the constant C > 0 is independent of ε and R.

Proof. Using the triangle inequality we can assert that for any (vext,R, βR, ÌVint,R, v∞,R) ∈WR

∣uext,R − uext∣H1∗(Ω∖Γ)
+ 1√

ε
(∥αR − α∥L2(Γ) + ∥ÌUint,R − ÌUint∥L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) + ∥u∞,R − u∞∥L2(Γ))

≤ ∣vext,R − uext∣H1∗(Ω∖Γ)
+ ∣uext,R − vext,R∣H1∗(Ω∖Γ)

+ 1√
ε
(∥βR − α∥L2(Γ) + ∥αR − βR∥L2(Γ) + ∥ÌVint,R − ÌUint∥L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂))

+ ∥ÌUint,R − ÌVint,R∥L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) + ∥v∞,R − u∞∥L2(Γ) + ∥u∞,R − v∞,R∥L2(Γ)).

With the inf-sup conditions in Lemma 7 and Galerkin orthogonality we find that

∣uext,R − vext,R∣H1∗(Ω∖Γ)
+ 1√

ε
(∥αR−βR∥L2(Γ)+∥ÌUint,R−ÌVint,R∥L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂))+∥u∞,R−v∞,R∥L2(Γ))

≤ 1

γ
sup

(wext,R,δR,ÍWR,w∞)∈WR∖{0}

∣b((uext,R − vext,R, αR − βR, ÌUint,R − ÌVint,R, u∞,R − v∞,R), (wext,R, δR,ÍWR,w∞))∣
∥(wext,R, δR,ÍWR,w∞)∥W,ε

≤ 1

γ
sup

(wext,R,δR,ÍWR,w∞)∈WR∖{0}

∣b((uext − vext,R, α − βR, ÌUint − ÌVint,R, u∞ − v∞,R), (wext,R, δR,ÍWR,w∞))∣
∥(wext,R, δR,ÍWR,w∞)∥W,ε

.

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we can assert with a constant C > 0 that

∣uext,R − uext∣H1∗(Ω∖Γ)
+ 1√

ε
(∥αR − α∥L2(Γ) + ∥ÌUint,R − ÌUint∥L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) + ∥u∞,R − u∞∥L2(Γ))

≤ (1 + C

γ
)(∣vext,R − uext∣H1∗(Ω∖Γ)

+ 1√
ε
(∥βR − α∥L2(Γ) + ∥ÌVint,R − ÌUint∥L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) + ∥v∞,R − u∞∥L2(Γ))) .

Now, taking vext,R = uext, βR = α and v∞,R = u∞ we find that

∣uext,R − uext∣H1∗(Ω∖Γ)

+ 1√
ε
(∥αR − α∥L2(Γ) + ∥ÌUint,R − ÌUint∥L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) + ∥u∞,R − u∞∥L2(Γ))

≤ (1 + C

γ
) 1√

ε
∥ÌVint,R − ÌUint∥L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) . (4.12)
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Using the interpolant ΠR, defined in (3.13), we can assert in analogy to the proof of Lemma 6
for a fixed x ∈ Γ that

∥ÌUint(x,X,Y ) − (ΠR
ÌUint)(x,X,Y )∥BL(Ω̂) ≤ C ∣u∞(x)∣ exp(−πR) .

Now, taken the L2(Γ)-norm on both sides we find that

∥ÌUint − (ΠR
ÌUint)∥L2(Γ,BL(Ω̂)) ≤ C∥u∞∥L2(Γ) exp(−πR) .

Inserting ÌVint,R = ΠR
ÌUint in (4.12) and as ∥u∞∥L2(Γ) is bounded by assumption the inequal-

ity (4.11) follows and the proof is complete.
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d’un revêtement métallisé. Tech. rep., INRIA, 1989.

[4] Achdou, Y. Effect of a thin metallized coating on the reflection of an electromagnetic
wave . C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris, Ser. I 314, 3 (January 1992), 217–222.

[5] Artola, M., and Cessenat, M. Diffraction d’une onde électromagnétique par une
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[23] Lukěs, V., and Rohan, E. Modelling of acoustic transmission through perforated
layer. Appl Comp Mech 1 (2007), 137–142.

[24] Marigo, J.-J., and Maurel, A. Two-scale homogenization to determine effective
parameters of thin metallic-structured films. Proc. R. Soc. A: Math. Phys. Eng. 472,
2192 (2016), 20160068.

[25] Maurel, A., Marigo, J.-J., and Ourir, A. Homogenization of ultrathin metallo-
dielectric structures leading to transmission conditions at an equivalent interface. J.
Opt. Soc. Am. B 33, 5 (May 2016), 947–956.

[26] Nguetseng, G. A general convergence result for a functional related to the theory of
homogenization. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 20, 3 (1989), 608–623.
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