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Abstract

We consider linear divergence-form scalar elliptic equations and vectorial equa-
tions for elasticity with rough (L>°(Q), Q C R?) coefficients a(x) that, in particular,
model media with non-separated scales and high contrast in material properties.
While the homogenization of PDEs with periodic or ergodic coefficients and well
separated scales is now well understood, we consider here the most general case of
arbitrary bounded coefficients. For such problems, we introduce explicit and optimal
finite dimensional approximations of solutions that can be viewed as a theoretical
Galerkin method with controlled error estimates, analogous to classical homoge-
nization approximations. In particular, this approach allows one to analyze a given
medium directly without introducing the mathematical concept of an e family of
media as in classical homogenization. We define the flux norm as the L? norm of
the potential part of the fluxes of solutions, which is equivalent to the usual H'-
norm. We show that in the flux norm, the error associated with approximating, in a
properly defined finite-dimensional space, the set of solutions of the aforementioned
PDEs with rough coefficients is equal to the error associated with approximating
the set of solutions of the same type of PDEs with smooth coefficients in a standard
space (e.g., piecewise polynomial). We refer to this property as the transfer prop-
erty. A simple application of this property is the construction of finite dimensional
approximation spaces with errors independent of the regularity and contrast of the
coefficients and with optimal and explicit convergence rates. This transfer property
also provides an alternative to the global harmonic change of coordinates for the
homogenization of elliptic operators that can be extended to elasticity equations.
The proofs of these homogenization results are based on a new class of elliptic in-
equalities. These inequalities play the same role in our approach as the div-curl
lemma in classical homogenization.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we are interested in finite dimensional approximations of solutions of scalar

and vectorial divergence form equations with rough coefficients in Q ¢ R4, d > 2. More

precisely, in the scalar case, we consider the partial differential equation

~div <a(x)Vu(x)> = flz) zeQfe LX), alz) = {ay € L¥(Q)} W
u=0 on S, .

where  is a bounded subset of R? with a smooth boundary (e.g., C?) and @ is symmetric
and uniformly elliptic on . It follows that the eigenvalues of a are uniformly bounded
from below and above by two strictly positive constants, denoted by Apin(a) and Apax(a).
Precisely, for all ¢ € R? and z € Q,

Amin(@)[€]* < €7 a(2)€ < Amax(a) €. (1.2)

In the wvectorial case, we consider the equilibrium deformation of an inhomogeneous
elastic body under a given load b € (L?(Q2))¢, described by

—div(C(z) : e(u)) = b(x) x e} (13)
u =0 on 0, '
where O C R? is a bounded domain, C(z) = {Cjjx(z)} is a 4th order tensor of elastic
modulus (with the associated symmetries), u(x) € R? is the displacement field, and for
Y € (HY(Q))?, () is the symmetric part of Vb, namely,

Loy | Oy
gij(w)_§<axj * mj)‘

We assume that C'is uniformly elliptic and Cj;i; € L*°(€2). It follows that the eigenvalues
of C' are uniformly bounded from below and above by two strictly positive constants,
denoted by Apin(C) and Apax(C).

The analysis of finite dimensional approximations of scalar divergence form elliptic,
parabolic and hyberbolic equations with rough coefficients that in addition satisfy a
Cordes-type condition in arbitrary dimensions has been performed in [53] 54, (55]. In
these works, global harmonic coordinates are used as a coordinate transformation. We
also refer to the work of Babuska, Caloz, and Osborn [10] [§] in which a harmonic change
of coordinates is introduced in one-dimensional and quasi-one-dimensional divergence
form elliptic problems.

In essence, this harmonic change of coordinates allows for the mapping of the oper-
ator L, := div(aV) onto the operator Lg := div(QV) where @) is symmetric positive
and divergence-free. This latter property of @) implies that Lg can be written in both
a divergence form and a non-divergence form operator. Using the W?? regularity of
solutions of Lov = f (for f € L?), one is able to obtain homogenization results for the

(1.4)



operator L, in the sense of finite dimensional approximations of its solution space (this
relation with homogenization theory will be discussed in detail in section [A]).

This harmonic change of coordinates provides the desired approximation in two-
dimensional scalar problems, but there is no analog of such a change of coordinates
for vectorial elasticity equations. One goal of this paper is to obtain an analogous
homogenization approximation without relying on any coordinate change and therefore
allowing for treatment of both scalar and vectorial problems in a unified framework.

In section @ we introduce a new norm, called the flux norm, defined as the L?-norm
of the potential component of the fluxes of solutions of (LIl and (L3]). We show that
this norm is equivalent to the usual H'-norm. Furthermore, this new norm allows for the
transfer of error estimates associated with a given elliptic operator div(aV) and a given
approximation space V onto error estimates for another given elliptic operator div(a’V)
with another approximation space V' provided that the potential part of the fluxes of
elements of V' and V' span the same linear space. In this work, this transfer/mapping
property will replace the transfer/mapping property associated with a global harmonic
change of coordinates.

In section Bl we show that a simple and straightforward application of the flux-norm
transfer property is to obtain finite dimensional approximation spaces for solutions of
(CI) and ([L3]) with “optimal” approximation errors independent of the regularity and
contrast of the coefficients and the regularity of 0.

Another application of the transfer property of the flux norm is given in section [l for
controlling the approximation error associated with theoretical discontinuous Galerkin
solutions of (ILT)) and (I3)). In this context, for elasticity equations, harmonic coordinates
are replaced by harmonic displacements. The estimates introduced in section [l are
based on mapping onto divergence-free coefficients via the flux-norm and a new class of
inequalities introduced in section @ We believe that these inequalities are of independent
interest for PDE theory and could be helpful in other problems.

Connections between this work, homogenization theory and other related works will
be discussed in section

2 The flux norm and its properties

In this section, we will introduce the flux-norm and describe its properties when used
as a norm for solutions of (1)) (and (L3])). This flux-norm is equivalent to the usual
HE(Q)-norm (or (Hg (€2))%-norm for solutions to the vectorial problem), but leads to error
estimates that are independent of the material contrast. Furthermore, it allows for the
transfer of error estimates associated with a given elliptic operator div(aV) and a given
approximation space V onto error estimates for another given elliptic operator div(a’V)
with another approximation space V' provided that the potential part of the fluxes of
elements of V' and V' span the same linear space. In [53], approximation errors have been
obtained for theoretical finite element solutions of (ILT]) with arbitrarily rough coefficients
a. These approximation errors are based on the mapping of the operator —div(aV)
onto an non-divergence form operator —@Q); ;0;0; using global harmonic coordinates as



a change of coordinates. It is not clear how to extend this change of coordinates to
elasticity equations, whereas the flux-norm approach has a natural extension to systems
of equations and can be used to link error estimates on two separate operators.

2.1 Scalar case.

Definition 2.1. For k € (L*(02))?, denote by Epot and k¢ the potential and divergence-
free portions of the Weyl-Helmholtz decomposition of k. Recall that k,,; and k., are
orthogonal with respect to the L?-inner product. kpot is the orthogonal projection of
k onto L2,,(€) defined as the closure of the space {Vf : f € C°(Q)} in (L*(Q))".
keurt 1s the orthogonal projection of k onto szl(Q) defined as the closure of the space

{€ + €€ (C=()? div(§) = 0} in (L*(Q))?
For ¢ € H}(2), define

[ lla-trux == [1(@VY)potl (12 (y)e- (2.1)

Motivations for the flux norm

e The ()pot in the a-flux-norm is explained by the fact that in practice, we are inter-
ested in fluxes (of heat, stress, oil, pollutant) entering or exiting a given domain.
Furthermore, for a vector field &, faﬂ §-nds = [, div(€)dr = [ div(Epot)de, which
means the flux entering or exiting is determined by the potential part of the vector
field. Thus, as with the energy norm, |[ul2 := [,(Vu)'aVu, the flux norm has a
natural physical interpretation. An error bound given in the flux-norm shows how
well fluxes (of heat or stresses) are approximated.

e While the energy norm is natural in many problems, we argue that this is no
longer the case in the presence of high contrast. Observe that in [22], contrast
independent error estimates are obtained by renormalizing the energy norm by
Amin(@). In [I4], the error constants associated with the energy norm are made
independent of the contrast by using terms that are appropriately and explicitly
weighted by a. These modifications on the energy norm or on the error bounds
(expressed in the energy norm) have to be introduced because, in the presence of
high contrast in material properties, the energy norm blows up. Even in the simple
case where a is a constant (a = al; with a > 0), the solution of (L)) satisfies

1
/Q (V) aVu = [ VA2 g (2.2)

Hence the energy norm squared of the solution of (L)) blows up like 1/ as a | 0
whereas its flux-norm is independent of a (because (aVu)por = VATLF)

HuHa—ﬂux = HVAilfH(LQ(Q))d- (23)

Equation ([2:3) remains valid even when a is not a constant (this is a consequence
of the transfer property, see Corollary ). In reservoir modeling, fluxes of oil



and water are the main quantities of interest to be approximated correctly. The
energy norm is less relevant due to high contrast and has been modified (in [22]
for instance) in order to avoid possible blow up.

e Similar considerations of convergence in terms energies and fluxes are present in
classical homogenization theory. Indeed, the convergence of solutions of — div(a“Vu*)
f can be expressed in terms of convergence of energies in the context of I'-convergence
[32] 17] (and its variational formulation) or in the terms (of weak) convergence of
fluxes in G or H-convergence [48, BT 59, 58, A7] (a*Vu¢ — a"Vu'). Here, weak
L? convergence of fluxes is used and no flux norm is necessary unlike in our study,
where it arises naturally.

Proposition 2.1. |.||sfux i @ norm on HY(Q). Furthermore, for all ¢ € H(Q)

Amin (@) VY[ z2))a < [[¥]la-ux < Amax(@) VY]] (22(q))a (2.4)

Proof. The proof of the left hand side of inequality (Z4]) follows by observing that

[ @0Tavs = [ (Vo) @V (2.5)

from which we deduce by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that
(T < 198520 (2.6)
O

The proof of the main theorem of this section will require

Lemma 2.1. Let V be a finite dimensional linear subspace of H} (). For f € L*(1),
let u be the solution of ({IL1l). Then,

_ Vw — aVo)y,
sup inf [ — vlla-fux _ sup 0 ¢ Jpotll (£2(2))

rerz@ eV | fll2 o) we H2(Q)NHL(Q) VEY [Awl| 20

(2.7)

Proof. Since f € L?(€2), it is known that there exists w € H(Q) N HE(Q) such that

—Aw = Q
w=J @€ (2.8)
w=0 on JN.
We conclude by observing that for v € V,
[(Vw = aVo)pot || (22 = [[(@Vu = aVv)porl| (L2 (y)a- (2.9)
O



For V, a finite dimensional linear subspace of H}(f2), we define
(divaVV) := span{div(aVv) : v € V}. (2.10)

Note that (divaVV) is a finite dimensional subspace of H~1((2).

The following theorem establishes the transfer property of the flux norm which is
pivotal for our analysis.

Theorem 2.1. (Transfer property of the flux norm) Let V' and V be finite-
dimensional subspaces of H}(QY). For f € L*(Q) let u be the solution of (IL1l) with
conductivity a and u' be the solution of (I1l) with conductivity o'. If (divaVV) =
(diva'VV'), then

J— / _
sup inf w = sup inf w

= 2.11
rerrz@)veV N fll2e) rerr@veV I fllzeo) 211)

Remark 2.1. The usefulness of ([ZI0)) can be illustrated by considering o’ = I so that
diva’V = A. Then «' € H? and therefore V'’ can be chosen as, e.g., the standard
piecewise linear FEM space with nodal basis {(;}. The space V' is then defined by its
basis {t;} determined by

div(aVi;) = Ay, (2.12)

with Dirichlet boundary conditions (see details in section B.IT]). Furthermore, equation
(210) shows that the error estimate for a problem with arbitrarily rough coefficients is
equal to the well-known error estimate for the Laplace equation.

Remark 2.2. Equation (ZII)) remains valid without the supremum in f. More precisely
writing u and u’ the solutions of (L)) with conductivities a and a’ and the same right
hand side f € L?(f2), one has

. . /
Q}g‘f/ v = vla-fiux = vlg‘; [ — 0|l a-frux- (2.13)

Equation (23] is obtained by observing that

lu — vl gfiux = HVAfl(f + div(aVv (2.14)

M 2@
Corollary 2.1. Let X and V be finite-dimensional subspaces of HE(Q). For f € L*(Q)
let w be the solution of [I1l) with conductivity a. If (divaVV) = (divVX) then

e lu = vllafux IV = Vol g2g))
sup inf —— = sup
rerz@ eVl wemb@na2 @) veX  [[Awlr2(q)

(2.15)

Equation ([2.I5]) can be obtained by setting a’ = I in theorem 2.Iland applying lemma
21

Theorem [2T]is obtained from the following proposition by noting that the right hand
side of equation (2.I6]) is the same for pairs (a,V) and (a/,V’) whenever div(aVV) =
div(a'VV").



Proposition 2.2. For f € L?(2) let u be the solution of (I1). Then,

sup inf 7||u_v‘|a—ﬂux = sup 7HZHL2(Q) , (2.16)
rerz@ eV | fll2 o) cetdivavv)t V2l (n2(a)e
where
(divaVV)t = {z € H}(Q) : Vv € V,(Vz,aVv) = 0}. (2.17)

Proof. For w € H?(2), define
J(w) == gg‘f/ [(Vw — aVv)pot|| (12 () (2.18)
Observe that

J(w) = nf Vw —aVu — : 2.19
w) vev,ée(m(ulxg))d;div(g)zoH w = aVo = &l (2.19)

Additionally, observing that the space spanned by Vz for z € (divaV V)" is the orthog-
onal complement (in (L?(22))?) of the space spanned by aVv + &, we obtain that

Vw,V
J(w)=  sup M (2.20)
ce(divavv)t V2l (n2(a))e
Integrating by parts and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields
HZHL2(Q)
J(w) < [[Aw|r2)  sup N2l e (2.:21)
ze(divaVV)+ [ Z”(LQ(Q))d
which proves
_ z
sup inf 7”21 Vlla-fiu < sup 7“ HLQ(Q) , (2.22)
rerr@veV I fll2 ) se(ivav)t V2l (z2(0))a

Dividing by [|Aw||12(q), integrating by parts, and taking the supremum over w € H 2N
HE(Q), we get

J(w) (Aw, z)
sup —_ = sup sup — .
wer2@ni (@) 1AWz ze@ivavv)t wemz@nmi@) 1Vl @)l Awlr2)
(2.23)
we conclude the theorem by choosing —Aw = z. O

The transfer property (ZII]) for solutions can be complemented by an analogous
property for fluxes. To this end, for a finite dimensional linear subspace V C (L?(£2))?
define

(divaV) := {div(a() : ¢ € V}. (2.24)

Observe that (diva)) is a finite dimensional subspace of H~1(2). The proof of the
following theorem is similar to the proof of theorem 2.1



Theorem 2.2. (Transfer property for fluxes) Let V' and V be finite-dimensional
subspaces of (L?(Q))?. For f € L*(Q) let u be the solution of (L) with conductivity a
and u' be the solution of (I1]) with conductivity o’. If (diva)) = (diva'V’) then

H( (Vu — ))pot” (L2(Q))¢ @ (VY = ) potll (2262
sup = sup inf
FeL?(Q) CGV I fllz2 fFer2(Q) eV’ £l z2(02)

(2.25)

Theorem 2.2] will be used in section [ for obtaining error estimates on theoretical
non-conforming Galerkin solutions of (LII).

Corollary 2.2. Let V be a finite-dimensional subspace of (L*(Q))? and X a finite-
dimensional subspace of HE(Q). For f € L*(Q) let u be the solution of (I1) with
conductivity a. If (divaV) = (div VX) then

[(a(Vu = C))potll (£2()) e [Vw = Vv p2(q))e

sup inf = sup
fer?(Q) &V 1fllz20) weHL(Q)NH2(Q) VEX [Awl|L2(q)

(2.26)

Remark 2.3. The analysis performed in this section and in the following one can be nat-
urally extended to other types of boundary conditions (nonzero Neumann or Dirichlet).
To support our claim, we will provide this extension in the scalar case with non-zero
Neumann boundary conditions. We refer to subsection for that extension.

2.2 Vectorial case.

For k € (L?(Q))?*?, denote by kpot the potential portion of the Weyl-Helmholtz decom-
position of k (the orthogonal projection of k onto the closure of the space {Vf : f €
(C&2(2))%} in (L2(22))?*?). Define

[ llc-fux == 1(C = €(¥))pot [l (2 (02))dxa- (2.27)
Remark 2.4. Because of the symmetries of the elasticity tensor C, one has Vf € (C§°(2))?
(foc:ewo»m)@%mwmiz(eum<c:ewo»m)@%ﬂwﬂd (2.28)

from which it follows that definition P.27] would be the same if the projection was made
on the space of symmetrized gradients.

Proposition 2.3. ||.|c.ux is @ norm on (HY(Q))4. Furthermore, for all ¢ € (H}(2))?

Amin(C)le(@) (22 @)yaxa < [Pllo-fux < Amax(O)]le() |l (12 (y)axa- (2.29)
Proof. The proof of the left hand side of inequality (2.29]) follows by observing that
[T+ ) < ez ¥l (2.30)

The fact that ||| cfiux is a norm follows from the left hand side of inequality (2.29]) and
Korn’s inequality [39]: i.e., for all ¥ € (H(Q)),

IVl 2 (@yyaxa < V20le(@)l (12 (q)yaxd- (2.31)
O



For V, a finite dimensional linear subspace of (H{(Q))?, we define
(divC : g(V)) := span{div(C : e(v)) : v € V}. (2.32)

Observe that (divC : e(V)) is a finite dimensional subspace of (H (€))%, Similarly for

X, a finite dimensional linear subspace of (H{(Q))?, we define

AX :=span{Av : v € X}. (2.33)

Theorem 2.3. Let V' and V be finite-dimensional subspaces of (HL(Q))%. For b €
(L2(Q))? let u be the solution of (I3) with elasticity C' and u' be the solution of (I.3)
with elasticity C'. If (divC : (V) = (divC” : (V")) then

sup inf lu = e = sup inf I’ = vllor-sux (2.34)

ver2@)i vV bllz2@pye  vezi@peveV” bllz2 (o))
Corollary 2.3. Let X and V be finite-dimensional subspaces of (H}(Q))?. For b €
(L2(Q2))4 let u be the solution of (I3) with elasticity tensor C. If (divC : e(V)) = AX
then

| — ]| c-rux _ [Vw — Vol|(12(q))ixa

sup  inf sup inf (2.35)
be(L2(Q))d V€V HbH(L2(Q))d we(HY(Q)NH2())d VEX HAWH(L2 (Q))d
The proof of theorem is analogous to the proof of theorem 211
For V a finite dimensional linear subspace of (L2(€2))%*? we define
(divC : V) :=span{div(C : ) : ¢ € V}. (2.36)

Observe that (divC : V) is a finite dimensional subspace of (H~1(Q))¢. The proof of
the following theorem is analogous to the proof of theorem 211

Theorem 2.4. Let V' and V be finite-dimensional subspaces of (L?(Q))%¢. For b €
(L2(Q))? let u be the solution of (I3) with conductivity C' and u' be the solution of (I.3)
with conductivity C'. If (divC : V) = (divC’ : V') then

I(C: (e(u) = O)potll (2 (0))axa I(C": (e(w) = Opotll(r2 ()2

sup inf = sup inf

be(L2(Q))d CEV 101l (£2 (02 be(L2(Q))d CEV/ 01l (22 ())a
(2.37)

Corollary 2.4. Let V be a finite-dimensional subspace of (L*(Q))¥*¢ and X a finite-
dimensional subspace of (H} ()4, For b € (L*(2))¢ let u be the solution of (I.3) with
elasticity C. If (divC : V) = (AX) then

_C = (e(w) = O))potll (£2()yaxa . IVw = Vol 2 q))axa
sup inf = sup inf
beL2(Q) CEV o] (L2(Q))d weHL(Q)NH2(Q) VEX [Awl| (L2(Q))d

(2.38)
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3 Application to theoretical finite element methods with
accuracy independent of material contrast.

In this section, we will show how, as a very simple and straightforward application, the
flux norm can be used to construct finite dimensional approximation spaces for solutions
of (1) and (L3]) with errors independent of the regularity and contrast of the coef-
ficients and the regularity of 02 (for the basis defined in subsection BI.2)). A similar
approximation problem can be found in the work of Melenk [46], where subsets of L2
such as piecewise discontinuous polynomials have been used as an approximation basis
(for the right hand side of (ILT])). The main difference between [46] and this section lies in
the introduction of the flux-norm (||.||4-aux), which plays a key role in our analysis, since
the approximation error (in |[|.||4-aux-norm) of the space V}, on solutions of the operator
div(aV) is equal to the approximation error (in |.||o-gux-norm) of the space V; on solu-
tions of the operator div(a'V) provided that div(aVV},) = div(a’VV}). Moreover, this
allows us to obtain an explicit and optimal constant in the rate of convergence (theorem
and 34]). To our knowledge, no explicit optimal error constant has been obtained
for finite-dimensional approximations of the solution space of (ILI]). This question of
optimal approximation with respect to a linear finite dimensional space is related to the
Kolmogorov n-width [57], which measures how accurately a given set of functions can
be approximated by linear spaces of dimension n in a given norm. A surprising result of
the theory of n-widths is the non-uniqueness of the space realizing the optimal approx-
imation [57]. A related work is also [9], in which errors in approximations to solutions
of div(aVu) = 0 from linear spaces generated by a finite set of boundary conditions are
analyzed as functions of the distance to the boundary (the penetration function).

3.1 Scalar divergence form equation

3.1.1 Approximation with piecewise linear nodal basis functions of a regular
tessellation of (2

Let €, be a regular tessellation of Q2 of resolution h (we refer to [19]). Let £} be the set of
piecewise linear functions on €2, with Dirichlet boundary conditions. Denote by ¢y the
piecewise linear nodal basis elements of Eg, which are localized (the support of ¢y is the
union of simplices contiguous to the node k). Here, we will express the error estimate in
terms of h to emphasize the analogy with classical FEM (it could be expressed in terms
of N(h), see below if needed).

Let @4 be the functions associated with the piecewise linear nodal basis elements ¢y,
through the equation

(3.1)

—div (a(z)VP,(z)) = Apr  in Q
. =0 on 9N

Define
V, := span{®y }, (3.2)

11



Theorem 3.1. For any f € L*(Q), let u be the solution of (I1). Then,

sup inf 7||u — Vlactux

< Ch 3.3
rer2@ vV I fllz2) (3:3)

where C' depends only on Q and the aspect ratios of the simplices of Q.

Proof. Theorem B1]is a straightforward application of the equation (2I5]) and the fact
that one can approximate H? functions by functions from Eg in the H' norm with O(h)
accuracy (since 0 is of class C? solutions of the Laplace-Dirichlet operator with L2
right hand sides are in H?, we refer to [19]). O

Corollary 3.1. For f € L*(Q), let u be the solution of (L) in HL(Q) and uy, the finite
element solution of (I1]) in V. Then,

U — Up|| g1 C
wp I 73 )

rerr@) Ifllz 7 Amin(a)

h (3.4)

where C' depends only on Q and the aspect ratios of the simplices of .

Proof. Corollary Blis a straightforward application of theorem B and inequality (2.4]).
]

Let @ be a symmetric, uniformly elliptic, divergence-free (as defined in section [)
matrix with entries in L>°(£2). We note that this matrix will be chosen below so that the
solutions of div QVu = f are in H?(Q) if f € L?*(Q) and therefore can be approximated
by functions from £} in H! norm with O(h) accuracy. It follows from [IT] that this is
not possible for the solutions of ([LI)). In particular, in some cases () can be chosen to
be the identity.

Let @g be the functions associated with the piecewise linear nodal basis elements
through the equation

{ ~div (aqu)g(x)) = div(QVyy) inQ

. (3.5)
@g =0 on 0f)

Define
VhQ = span{@?}, (3.6)
Theorem 3.2. For f € L*(Q2), let u be the solution of (L) in H} () and uy, the finite
element solution of (I1) in VhQ. If Q satisfies one of the inequalities of theorem [{.1] or
theorem then
[ — unll g1 () C
sup <

rer@  Ifllez@ Amin (@)

h (3.7)

where C' depends only on Q and the aspect ratios of the simplices of .

Proof. The proof follows from the fact that if () satisfies one of the inequalities of theorem
AT or theorem 2] then solutions of — div(QVu) = f with Dirichlet boundary conditions
are in H2. The rest of the proof is similar to that of the previous corollary. O
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3.1.2 Approximation with eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Dirichlet operator.

In this sub-section, we assume the minimal regularity condition (C?) on the boundary
0 such that the Weyl formula holds (we refer to [49] and references therein).

Denote by W the eigenfunctions associated with the Laplace-Dirichlet operator in
2 and Ay the associated eigenvalues—i.e., for k € N* = {1,2,.-.}

—AV, =\ U Q
{ k E¥E T € (3.8)

U, =0 on ON.

We assume that the eigenvalues are ordered-i.e., Ay < Agy1.
Let ), be the functions associated with the Laplace-Dirichlet eigenfunctions ¥y, (3.8])
through the equation

{ —div (a(z)VO(z)) = APy in Q (3.9)

0. =0 on 0f)

Here, Ay is introduced on the right hand side of (39) in order to normalize 6
(0 = Vg, if a(z) = I) and can be otherwise ignored since only the span of {0} matters.
Define

Oy :=span{fy,...,0nm }, (3.10)

where N (h) is the integer part of |Q|/h%. The motivation behind our definition of Oy, is
that its dimension corresponds to the number of degrees of freedom of piecewise linear
functions on a regular triangulation (tessellation) of 2 of resolution h.

Theorem 3.3. For f € L*(Q), let u be the solution of (11]). Then,

[ ]
1

. . HU_UHa—ﬂux 1 1 d
lim sup inf = . 3.11

h*)OfeLQ(Q) vEO), h”f”LQ(Q) 2\/7_'(' <F(1 + %)) ( )
Furthermore, the space Oy, leads (asymptotically as h — 0) to the smallest possible
constant in the right hand side of (Z11]) among all subspaces of H}(Q) with N(h),
the integer part of | /h?, elements.

inf sup inf

[[u — vllg-flux _ 1 ( €] 7
Vidim(V)=N fer2(Q)veV HfHLQ(Q) Qﬁ F(

o %)N>E(1 +e(N)  (3.12)

where the infimum is taken with respect to all subspaces of H&(Q) with N elements
and €(N) is converges to zero as N — oo.

Remark 3.1. The constants in the right hand side of ([B.I1]) and ([B.I2]) are the classical
Kolmogorov n-width d,, (A, X), understood in the “asymptotic” sense (as h — 0 for
@BII) and N — oo for (812)) because the Weyl formula is asymtotic. Recall that the
n-width measures how accurately a given set of functions A C X can be approximated

13



by linear spaces E,, of dimension n. Writing d,,(A4, X) the n-width measure, it is defined
by
dp(A, X) :==1inf sup inf ||lw—g|/x
En weEA geE,

for a normed linear space X. In our case X = HO(Q), A being the set of all solutions
of (L)) as f spans L?(Q2) for a given a(z) and €. It should be observed there is a slight
difference with classical Kolmogorov n-width, indeed the flux norm ||.||4qux used in (B.I1)
depends on a (as opposed to the H}(€2)-norm ). A surprising result of the theory of n-
widths [57] is that the space realizing the optimal approximation is not unique, therefore
there may be subspaces, other than Oy, providing the same asymptotic constant.

Remark 3.2. Whereas the constant in (811]) depends only on the dimension d, the esti-
mate for finite h given by ([B3]) depends explicitly on the aspect ratios of the simplices of
Q}, (the uniform bound on the ratio between the outer and inner radii of those simplices).

Proof. Let V}, be a subspace of H}(Q) with [|©2|/h¢] elements. Let (vy) be a basis of V},.
Let v}, be the functions associated with the basis elements v, through the equation

{ Avy, = —div (a(z)Vog(z)) in Q

v, =0 on 0f) ° (3.13)

It follows from equation ([Z.I5]) of theorem 2] that the following transfer equation holds

_ Vw — Vv
sup inf I = vl = sup inf | 2 (3.14)
rerz@veVe N fllzz weH2NHL(Q) V' EVY [Awl| 20

where for f € L?(Q), u is the solution of (LI). Using the eigenfunctions ¥y of the
Laplace-Dirichlet operator, we arrive at

|Vw — VU'H%LQ(Q)),,Z B ppay /\l—k(Aw — AV, Wy)?

[Awl| ()2 D ket (Aw, Wy )?
When the supremum is taken with respect to w € H? N H}(2), the right hand side
of (3I5) can be minimized by taking V} to be the linear span of the first [|€2]/h9]

eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Dirichlet operator on ), because with such a basis the
first N(h) coefficients of Aw are canceled, i.e.

|Vw — VUIH(LQ Q))d ZZiN(h)H)\—lk(Aw,\I/kf

inf - 2 3.16
v'evy HAU)HL2 Zk:l(Aw’\Pk)2 ( )

(3.15)

with N(h) = [|Q|/h%]. Then

va VUIH(LQ 1
inf sup inf = . (3.17)
Vy, dim(V)!)=N(h) weH2NHL(Q) Y revy HAU)HLQ ) >‘N(h)+1

This follows by noting that the right hand side of equation ([B.I6]) is less than or equal
and that equality is obtained for w = Wy ;)11

1
(0]
AN (h)+1
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The optimality of the constant in V) translates into the optimality of the constant
associated with V}, using the transfer equation ([B.I4)), i.e.

— 0|0 1
inf sup inf [~ lla-gux _

Vi dim(Vi)=N(h) perzi)veVe 12 /ANG)11

We obtain the constant in ([BI1]) by using Weyl’s asymptotic formula for the eigen-
values of the Laplace-Dirichlet operator on Q [62].

(3.18)

wﬁ’ (3.19)

)\k~47r< Q]

In equation ([3I9), || is the volume of €2, d is the dimension of the physical space and '
is the Gamma function defined by I'(z) := [~ t*~ e~ dt. It follows from equation (B.I3)
that by defining V; = ©;, one obtain the smallest asymptotic constant in the right hand
side of (B.I1]). This being said, it should be recalled that the space Oy, is not the unique
space achieving this optimal constant [57].

For the sake of clarity, an alternate (but similar) proof is provided below. By propo-
sition
[ — vlla-frux _ 2]l L2 (0)

sup inf sup (3.20)
rerz@ eV | fll2 o) cetdivavv)t IV2l(n2(a)e
Taking inf of both sides, we have
_ z
inf sup inf 7\@ Vlla-fius = inf sup 7” HLQ(Q
Vdim(V)=N(h) rerz@)veV | fllzz@) Vadim(Vi)=N(h) .e(divavv)L IV2llz2 @)’
(3.21)

Notice that the right hand side is the inverse of Rayleigh quotient, and (divaVV )+
is a co-dimension N (h) space, then by the Courant-Fischer min-max principle for the
eigenvalues, we have

. . Hu_v”a—ﬂux o 1
inf sup inf =
Vdim(V)=N(h) rer2()veV  [Ifllz2@) AN(h)+1

(3.22)

Taking V' to be Oy, then the optimal constant can be achieved asymptotically as
h — 0. O

Remark 3.3. Theorem is related to Melenk’s n-widths analysis for elliptic problems
[46] where subsets of L? such as piecewise discontinuous polynomials have been used as
an approximation basis. The main difference between [46] and this section lies in the
introduction of and the emphasis on the flux-norm (||.||4-fux) With respect to which errors
become independent of the contrast of the coefficients and the regularity of a. Moreover,
this allows us to obtain an explicit and optimal constant in the rate of convergence.

Remark 3.4. Write -
1
ol (@) = Y 57 (9 ¥x)° (3.23)
k=1

?r
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Then the space Oy, also satisfies, for v € [0,1),

i : Hu B UHa—ﬂux 1 1 é 1—v
lim sup inf — . 3.94
h=0 ger—v(0) v€0n M [l gll -+ () <2ﬁ (F(l n g)) ) (3.24)

3.2 Vectorial elasticity equations.

Let (e1,...,eq) be an orthonormal basis of R%. For j € {1,...,d} and k € N* =
{1,2,---}, let 7] be the solution of

—div (C : e(qﬁ)) =ej AWy, in €, (3.25)
Tg =0, on OS2, .

where Wy are the eigenfunctions (B.8]) of the scalar Laplace-Dirichlet operator in 2. Let
M := [|Q|/h?] be the integer part of [Q2|/h? and T}, be the linear space spanned by Tg
for ke {l,...,M} and j € {1,...,d}.

Remark 3.5. Eigenmodes from a vector Laplace operator work as well. We use the
eigenfunctions for a scalar Laplace operator because they are, in principle, simpler to
compute and because our proof uses Weyl’s asymptotic formula for the eigenvalues of
the scalar Laplace-Dirichlet operator in order to obtain the optimal constant in the right

hand side of (326 and [B.27). Also, the eigenfunctions for the scalar Laplace operator
encode information about the geometry of the domain €.

Theorem 3.4. For b € (L*(Q))? let u be the solution of (I.3). Then,

. . Hu — UHC_ﬂUX 1 1 L
lim sup inf = . 3.26
h%ObE(L2(Q))d veT), thH(L2(Q))d 2\/7_'(' <P(1 + %)) ( )

Furthermore, the space Ty, leads (asymptotically) to the smallest possible constant
in the right hand side of (Z20) among all subspaces of HE(Q) with O(|Q/h9|)

elements.
[ ]
. . ||u_v||C—ﬂux 1 |Q| %
inf sup  inf = 1+¢€(N)) (3.27)
V,dim(V)=N be(L2(Q))4 veV ||b||(L2(Q))d 2ﬁ <F(1 + %)N) ( )

where the infimum is taken with respect to all subspaces of (HL(2))? with N ele-
ments and e(N) is converging towards zero as N — oo.

Proof. Theorem B4 is a straightforward application of equation (235 of theorem
and Weyl’s estimate (B.19) (the proof is similar to the scalar case). O
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Defining ¢y as in subsection B.IT], for j € {1,...,d} let @{J be the solution of

iy (@) = e i
dlv <C’($) : 5((I)k)) ejApg, in €, (3.28)
@i —0, on 02,

Define ‘
Wy, := span{®; }, (3.29)

Theorem 3.5. For b € (L?(Q))? let u be the solution of (I3). Then,

sup inf 7”21 — Vllc-fux

< Kh. (3.30)
be(r2(@))d v€Wn (bl (22(q))

where K depends only on ) and the aspect ratios of the simplices of Q.

Proof. Theorem [B.0]is a straightforward application of equation (2.35]) and the fact that
one can approximate H? functions in the H! norm by functions from Eg with O(h)
accuracy. ]

Corollary 3.2. Forb c (L?(Q))? let u be the solution of (I.3) and uy the finite element
solution of (L.3) in Wy, Then,

Ju— uhH(Hg(Q))d K
< h. 31
o Amln(c) (3 s )

sup inf
be(r2(2)d v&Wn [0l (12(q))e

where K depends only on ) and the aspect ratios of the simplices of Q.

Proof. Corollary is a straightforward application of theorem B.A] inequality (2.29))
and Korn’s inequality (Z31]). O

4 A new class of inequalities

The flux-norm (and harmonic coordinates in the scalar case [53]) can be used to map
a given operator div(aV) (div(C : e(u) for elasticity)) onto another operator div(a'V)
(div(C" : e(u))). Among all elliptic operators, those with divergence-free coefficients (as
defined below) play a very special role in the sense that they can be written in both a
divergence-form and a non-divergence form. We introduce a new class of inequalities for
these operators. We show that these inequalities hold under Cordes type conditions on
the coefficients and conjecture that they hold without these conditions.

These inequalities will be required to hold only for divergence-free conductivities
because, by using the flux-norm through the transfer property defined in section 2] or
harmonic coordinates as in [53] (for the scalar case), we can map non-divergence free con-
ductivities onto divergence-free conductivities and hence deduce homogenization results
on the former from inequalities on the latter.
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4.1 Scalar case.

Let a be the conductivity matrix associated with equation (ILI]). In this subsection, we
will assume that a is uniformly elliptic, with bounded entries and divergence free—i.e.,
for all I € R?, div(a.l) = 0 (that is each column of a is div free); alternatively, for all
p e G ()

/ Vp.a.l =0. (4.1)
Q
Assume that  is a bounded domain in R?. For a d x d matrix M, define
d
Hess : M = Z 6i8jMi,j. (42)
ij=1
We will also denote by A~'M the d x d matrix defined by
(ATIM); ;=AM ;. (4.3)

Theorem 4.1. Let a be a divergence free conductivity matriz. Then, the following
statements are equivalent for the same constant C':

e There exists C > 0 such that for all u € H}(Q),

lull p20) < Cl|A™ div(aVu) || 2 q)- (4.4)
e There exists C > 0 such that for all u € H}(Q),
H(div(aV))_lAuHLQ(Q) < C’HUHLQ(Q). (4.5)
e Writing 0; the solutions of (). For all (Uy,Us,...) € RN,
I Z Uiei”i%ﬂ) < Z Uz. (4.6)
i=1 i=1

The inverse of the operator —div(aV) (with Dirichlet boundary conditions) is a
continuous and bounded operators from H~2 onto L?. Moreover, for u € H 2(Q),

H(divaV)fluHLQ(Q) < C‘|A71u||L2(Q). (4.7

o There exists C > 0 such that for all u € H} (L),

o] . \IJZ 2
||uH%2(Q) <C? Z <d1v(avr),u> . (4.8)
i=1

i H-1,H}
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o There exists C > 0 such that

Vz,aV
L < inf sup (Vz,aVu) o) . (4.9)
C ™ uenj©) 2€H2(Q)NHL(Q) HUHL2(Q)HA2HL2(Q)

e There exists C > 0 such that for all u € H}(Q),

||uHL2(Q) < CHAfl Hess : (au)HLQ(Q). (4.10)
e There exists C > 0 such that for all u € H} (),
HUHL2(Q) < CH Hess : (A_l(au))HLQ(Q). (4.11)

Remark 4.1. Theorem A.]] can be related to the work of Conca and Vanninathan [24],
on uniform H?-estimates in periodic homogenization, which established a similar result
in the periodic homogenization setting.

Proof. Let U; € R. Observe that

—div (aV > _0;U;) = > _ U \U;, (4.12)
=1 j=1
hence - -
— A7 Ndiv (aV ) 6,U5) = WU (4.13)
j=1 j=1

Identifying u with > 2%, 0;U;, it follows that

A~ div(aVu) 1
inf | liz0) > = (4.14)
ueL2(R) 1wl 20 C
is equivalent to
2 27T
1> 60Ul < C?UTU. (4.15)
j=1
Observe that equation ([4]) is also equivalent to
H(divaV)_luHLQ(Q) < CHA_luHLz(Q), (4.16)

which is equivalent to the fact that the inverse of the operator — div(aV) (with Dirichlet
boundary conditions) is a continuous and bounded operator from H 2 onto L?. Finally,
the equivalence with (48] is a consequence of equation (L6]). Let us now prove the
equivalence with equations (£I0) and (£II]). Observe that if a is a divergence free d x d
symmetric matrix and u € H2(Q) N H(Q), then

div(aVu) = Hess : (au), (4.17)
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since
d d d d d
Hess : (au) = Z ai7j8,~8ju + Z Z Biai7j8ju + Z Z ({9]‘61@'7]‘82‘11,, (4.18)
ij=1 j=1i=1 i=1 j=1
S 9ia;; =0 and Z;l:l 0ja; j = 0. It follows that
A7 div(aVu) = A"  Hess : (au) = Hess : A7 (au), (4.19)
which concludes the proof of the equivalence between the statements. ]

Theorem 4.2. If a is divergence-free, then the statements of theorem [{.1] are implied
by the following equivalent statements with the same constant C.

e For allu € H}(Q) N H?(Q),

[Aullr2(q) < Clla : Hess(u)||r2(q)- (4.20)
o There exists C > 0 such that for u € C§°(12),

|k2F(u)|| 2 < C||kT . F(aw).k| 2, (4.21)

where F(u) is the Fourier transform of u.

Remark 4.2. Concerning equation ({.21]) since u is compactly supported in €, u can be
extended by zero outside of Q without creating a Dirac part on its Hessian and F(u) is
the Fourier transform of this extension.

Proof. Equation (£I0]) is equivalent to

©, A~  Hess : (au)
B < inf sup ( )LQ(Q)- (4.22)
weHY Q) perr@)  ullzz@llellzz @

Denoting by ¢ the solution of Ay = ¢ in H} () N H?(2), we obtain that @22 is
equivalent to

(1/), Hess : (au))LQ(Q)

1
— < inf sup . (4.23)
weH§ (@) pemi@nm2@) lullz@)llAY] @)

Integrating by parts, we obtain that (£23]) is equivalent to

a : Hess(v),u
1 < inf sup ( )L2(Q). (4.24)
weH (@) pemy@nm2@) lullrz@)llAvl @)
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Since a is divergence free, a : Hess = div(aV.) and so there exists 1) such that a :
Hess (1) = u with Dirichlet boundary conditions. For such a 1, we have

(a: Hess(w)vu)m(n) ~ lla: Hess(9) [ r2(q)

= (4.25)
[ull 22 ) 1AY | L2 [AY] 220
It follows that inequality ([@.24]) is implied by the inequality
1 a : Hess
1 i I (w)HLQ(Q). (4.26)

1
C = yert@nuz@)  [|AY[r2q)

The equivalence with (£2]]) follows from a : Hess(u) = Hess : (au) and the conservation
of the L?-norm by the Fourier transform. U

Theorem 4.3. Let a be a divergence free conductivity matrizx.
e Ifd =1, then the statements of theorem are true.
o Ifd=2 and Q) is convez then the statements of theorem [{.3 are true.

o [fd>3, Q is convex and the following Cordes condition is satisfied

(Trace[a(x)])2
©555UPzeq (d " Trace|a” (z)a(z)] ) <1

(4.27)

then the statements of theorem [{.4 are true.

o [fd>2,Q is non-convex then there exists Cq > 0 such that if the following Cordes
condition is satisfied

B ( Tracela(z)]) 2
Tracela” (x)a(z)]

essSUP,cn <d ) < Cq (4.28)

then the statements of theorem [{.2 are true.

Proof. In dimension one, if a is divergence free then it is a constant and the statements
of theorem are trivially true. Define

(Trace[a(x)]) ) (4.29)

Ba = esssup,eq (d B Trace[a” (z)a(x)]

Theorem 1.2.1 of [45] implies that if Q is convex and f, < 1, then inequality ([£20) is
true. In dimension 2, if a is uniformly elliptic and bounded, then 5, < 1. It follows
that if d = 2 and €2 is convex or if d > 3, € is convex, and 5, < 1, then the statements

of theorem are true. The last statement of theorem [4.3]is a direct consequence of
corollary 4.1 of [44].
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For the sake of completeness we will include the proof of three bullet points here ({2
convex). Write £ the differential operator from H?({)) onto L?($2) defined by:

Lu = Z aijaﬁju (4.30)
/[:7-7
Let us consider the equation
Lu = in Q
u=/f in (4.31)
u=0 on 0N

The following lemma corresponds to theorem 1.2.1 of [45] (and a does not need to be
divergence free for the validity of the following theorem). For the convenience of the
reader, we will recall its proof in subsection of the appendix.

Lemma 4.1. Assume  to be conver with C?-boundary. If B, < 1 then ([-31) has a
unique solution and

esssupqa(x
lullzeryen < 3222 e (4.32)

where a(x) = (Egzlaii(x))/ZZj:l(aij(x))Q

B4 is a measure of the anisotropy of a. In particular, for the identity matrix one has
Br, = 0. Furthermore in dimension 2

2 min (a(2)) Amax (a())
(Amin(a()))? 4+ (Amax(a(2)))?

and one always have 8, < 1 provided that a is uniformly elliptic and bounded. The first
three bullet points of theorem follow by observing that if 5, < 1 then

Ba =1 —essinf,cq

(4.33)

lall p2mmy ) < CIIY ai0:05ul 12(a) (4.34)

0]

which implies inequality (£.20).

4.1.1 A brief reminder on the mapping using harmonic coordinates.

Consider the divergence-form elliptic scalar problem (II). Let F' denote the harmonic
coordinates associated with (LI)-i.e., F(z) = (Fi(z),...,Fy(z)) is a d-dimensional
vector field whose entries satisfy

{divaVFl-:() in (4.35)

Fi(x) =z; on 0S.

It is easy to show that F'is a mapping from €2 onto 2. In dimension one, [ is trivially
a homeomorphism. In dimension two, this property still holds for convex domains [IJ, [5].
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In dimensions three and higher, F' may be non-injective (even if a is smooth, we refer

to [5], [200]).

Define @) to be the positive symmetric d X d matrix defined by

(VEY'aVF
det VF

It is shown in [53] that @ is divergence free. Moreover, writing u the solution of (L)
and [|ullq :== [, Vu - aVu one has for v € H}(Q)

Q= oF L (4.36)

[ —v|la = |0 — 0o, (4.37)
where ¥ :=vo F~ Y and 4 := uo F~! solves

_ 99— 9 -l
;Qw@@u NToda) oF (4.38)

Note that ([£37) allows one to transfer the error for a general conductivity matrix a to a
special divergence-free conductivity matrix ). Observe that the energy norm was used
in [53] (and ([@37), instead of the flux norm) under bounded contrast assumptions on a.

The approximation results obtained in [53] are based on ([A37) and can also be
derived by using the new class of inequalities described above for Q.

4.2 Tensorial case.

Let C be the elastic stiffness matrix associated with equation (L3]). In this subsection, we
will assume that C is uniformly elliptic, has bounded entries and is divergence free—i.e.,
C is such that for all I € R¥9 div(C : 1) = 0; alternatively, for all p € (C5°(Q2))?,

/ Vo)l :Cc:1=0. (4.39)
Q

The inequalities given below will allow us to deduce homogenization results for arbi-
trary elasticity tensors (not necessarily divergence-free) by using harmonic displacements
and the flux-norm to map non-divergence free tensors onto divergence-free tensors.

For a d x d x d tensor M, denote by Hess : M the vector

(Hess : M), := i 0;0; M j 1. (4.40)
ij=1
Let A='M denote the d x d x d tensor defined by
(ATIM); j =AM (4.41)
The proof of the following theorem is almost identical to the proof of theorem H.1]

Theorem 4.4. Let C' be a divergence free elasticity tensor. The following statements
are equivalent for the same constant ~y:
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There exists v > 0 such that for all u € (HL())4,
lullz2apa < ANATHAV(C : e(@)]] 1210y a-
There exists v > 0 such that for all u € (HL())4,
I(iv(C: eON 7 Aul e < [l r2ee-
For all (Uy,Us,...) € (RHN,

co d 00
| ZZ UliTlgH;(Q) <9’ Z Uy,
k=1

k=1 j=1

where {Tg} is the basis defined in (3.23).

(4.42)

(4.43)

(4.44)

The inverse of the operator —div(C : €(.)) (with Dirichlet boundary conditions)

is a continuous and bounded operator from (H2)% onto (L?)%.

u € (H72(Q))d7
H(divC : e(.))*luH(LQ(Q))d < VHAfluH(Lz(Q))d.

There ezists v > 0 such that for all u € (HL(2))4,

SN VY, 2
ol <27 352 ((aiv (€ (Gt @ ).
i=1 j=1 v (H=1,H')
There exists v > 0 such that
1 (V)T :C: e(u))r2(q)

< inf sup

T weH ) ez @nmi @) 1ell 2@ A2l 12 @)

There exists v > 0 such that for all u € (H}(2))4,

lull 22 (@pa < 7][AT Hess : (w.C)| 12q-

There exists v > 0 such that for all u € (HL(2))4,

lull (e < | Hess : (A7 (w.C))|[ 1200

e For all u € (HY(Q) N H?(Q))4,

HAUH(LQ(Q))d < ’)’H Hess : (UC)H(LQ(Q))d

Proof. The proof is similar to that of theorem
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Moreover, for

(4.45)

(4.46)

(4.47)

(4.48)

(4.49)

Theorem 4.5. If C is divergence-free, the statements of theorem [{.4) are implied by the
following statement with the same constant ~y.

(4.50)



4.2.1 A Cordes Condition for tensorial non-divergence form elliptic equa-
tions

Let us now show that the inequality in theorem .5 and hence the inequalities of theorem
4] are satisfied if C satisfies a Cordes type condition. The proof of the following theorem
is an adaptation of the proof of theorem 1.2.1 of [45] (note that C' does not need to be
divergence free in order for the following theorem to be valid).

Let £ denote the differential operator from (H?(Q)¢ onto (L?(€2))? defined by

(Lu)j =" Cijrididkur. (4.51)
ik,
Let us consider the equation

(4.52)

Lu=f in
u=0 on OfN.

Let B be the d x d matrix defined by Bj,, = Zzzl Crmkj- Let A be the d x d matrix
defined by Ajr,, = Zﬁ ki1 CimkiCijra- Define

Bec := d?* — Trace[BA~'BT]. (4.53)

Theorem 4.6. Assume ) is conver with a C?-boundary. If Bc < 1, then [£.53) has a
unique solution and

lull zrznm @) < Kl llz2@)es (4.54)
where K is a function of B¢ and HBA*IH(Loo(Q))dxd.

Remark 4.3. [c is a measure of the anisotropy of C. In particular, for the identity
tensor, one has 3, = 0.

Proof. Let u be the solution of Lu = f with Dirichlet boundary conditions (assuming
that it exists). Let a be a field of d x d invertible matrices. Observe that (L52]) is

equivalent to
Au = af + Au — alu. (4.55)

Consider the mapping 7 : (H2 N H}(Q)4 — (H? N HY(Q))? defined by v = Tw,
where v be the unique solution of the Dirichlet problem for Poisson equation

Av=af + Aw — alw. (4.56)

Let us now choose « so that 7T is a contraction.
Note that

HTwl - Tw2H(H20Hé(Q))d = ||U1 - v2||(H20Hé(Q))d' (4'57)
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Using the convexity of €2, one obtains the following classical inequality satisfied by the
Laplace operator (see lemma 1.2.2 of [45]):

o1 = vall(ar2nmy @) < 1AL — v2)ll(12(0))e- (4.58)
Hence,

2
HTw1 — TUJQH(HQQH(%(Q))d <[ A(wy — wg) — al(wy — w2)H?L2 0))d

d
2
:H Z e]( 0j10ki — Z aJJ/ClJ'k‘l)a 8k( wlz)H(LQ(Q))
ik, 1=1 j'=1
(4.59)
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain that
d d
[ Tw; ~ TwZH(HzmHl(Q ) —/ > ki = D ajpCiym)’)
27.]7 7l:1 =1
J (4.60)
(D (Gi(wh —wbh))?).
ik,l=1
Hence, writing
d
Ba,C = Z jl5kz - Z a]_]/cljlkl ) (461)
i3k, 1=1
we obtain that
HTw1 TwQH (H2AH (@) < esssup,efac(@ le ng(HQOHI(Q)) (4.62)
Observe that
d d d
Boz,C = d2 -2 Z a]j/Ck]/kj —+ Z (Z ajj/Cij/kl)Q. (463)
J'ak=1 i,5,k,1=1 j'=1

Taking variations with respect to o, one must have, at the minimum, that for all j,m

d d d
Z Cimkl(z ;' Cijrg) = Z Chmkj- (4.64)
i,k,l=1 j'=1 k=1
Hence,
d
Z Qg Z CimkiCijrrl = chmkj- (4.65)
i,k l=1 k=1
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Let B be the matrix defined by Bj,, = Zzzl Crmkj- Let A be the matrix defined by
Ajrpy, = Zgl,k,lzl CimkiCijrr- Then (AGH) can be written as

aA = B, (4.66)
which leads to
o =BA™. (4.67)
For such a choice, one has
d d
Yo O aiCiym)* = Y a5uCrmiy. (4.68)
’i7j,]€7l:1 ],:1 j7m7k:1

Hence, at the minimum, S, c = B¢ with
Bc = d* — Trace[BA™'BT]. (4.69)

For that specific choice of «, if B < 1, then T is a contraction and we obtain the
existence and solution of (£52]) through the fixed point theorem. Moreover,

1
AUl 200y < lo* fllz2) + BEIAUl(12(0))e, (4.70)
which concludes the proof.
O

As a direct consequence of theorem and theorem [L6], we obtain the following
theorem.

Theorem 4.7. Let C' be a divergence free bounded, uniformly elliptic, fourth order
tensor. Assume Q is conver with a C*-boundary. If Bc, defined by [{-53), is strictly
bounded from above by one, then the inequalities of theorem [{.5] and theorem are
satisfied.

5 Application of the flux-norm to theoretical non-conforming
Galerkin.

The change of coordinates used in [53] (see also subsection [I.1]) to obtain error esti-
mates for finite element solutions of scalar equation (LI in two-dimensions admits no
straightforward generalization for vectorial elasticity equations. In this section, we show
how the flux-norm can be used to obtain error estimates for theoretical discontinuous
Galerkin solutions of (LI)) and (I3]). These estimates are based on the inequalities in-
troduced in section [] and the control of the non-conforming error associated with the
theoretical discontinuous Galerkin method. The control of the non-conforming error
could be implemented by methods such as the penalization method. Its analysis is,
however, difficult in general and will not be done here. In the scalar case, we refer to
[52] for the control of the non-conforming error.
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5.1 Scalar equations

Let w € H? N HY() such that —Aw = f. Let u be the solution in HE(2) of

/(Vgo)TaVu: /(VQD)TVZU ¢ € HY Q) (5.1)
Q Q

Let V be a finite dimensional linear subspace of (L?(9))%.

We write ¢y an approximation of the gradient of the solution of (1) in V obtained
by solving (B.2)—i.e., ¢y is defined such that for all n € V,

/QnTaCy:/QnTVw. (5.2)

For ¢ € (L?(Q))4, denote by & = £pypy + Epot the Weyl-Helmholtz decomposition of &
(see Definition 2.1]).

Definition 5.1. Write

Ky = sup [Ceurtll 220y

. 5.3
cev Cllr2(a)e (53)

Ky is related to the “non-conforming error” associated with V (see for instance [19]
chapter 10). If £y > 0 then the space V must contain functions that are not exact
gradients. Moreover, it determines the “distance” between V and L2, (see definition

pot
2.10).
Definition 5.2. Write

(@' (V' = ¢"))pot
Dy = inf sup inf H - ! H(L2(Q))d (5.4)
a’ V' div(a’ V')=div(aV) w e H2(QNHL(Q) eV’ HAw HL2(Q)

The first minimum in (5.4]) is taken with respect to all finite dimensional linear sub-
spaces V' of (L2(2))?, and all bounded uniformly elliptic matrices a’ (ai; € L>())
such that div(a’V’") = div(aV). Furthermore, v’ in (B.4) is defined as the (weak) solu-
tion of div(a’Vu') = Aw’ with Dirichlet boundary condition on 9. Due to Theorem
2.1 the inf, v giv(a/v)=div(ay) can be dropped. However, we keep it to emphasize the

independence of the choice of V' and a’ as long as they satisfy div(a’V’) = div(a)).

Theorem 5.1. There exists a constant C* > 0 depending only on Amin(a) and Apax(a)
such that for ICy < C*,

IVu = ¢yl rz@)e < Cllf 2@y (Py + Kv) (5.5)

where u is the solution of [G1l), ¢y the solution of (22) and C is a constant depending
only on Amin(a) and Apax(a).
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Remark 5.1. Theorem [B.1] is in essence stating that the approximation error associated
with V and the operator div(aV) is proportional to Dy and Ky. Ky is related to the non-
conforming error associated to V. Dy is the minimum (over a’, V' such that div(a'V’) =
div(aV)) approximation error associated to V" and the operator div(a’'V). Hence, Dy and
the transfer property allow us to equate the accuracy of a scheme associated with V' and
a conductivity a’ to the accuracy of the scheme associated with V and the conductivity
a provided that div(a'V’) = div(aV).

Remark 5.2. In fact, it is possible to deduce from theorem [B.I] that the maximum ap-
proximation error associated to V and the operator div(aV) can be bounded from below
by a multiple of (Dy + Ky) (see also equation (10.1.6) of [19]).

Remark 5.3. If the elements of V are of the form n = ZTEQh l(zer)Vv where v belongs
to a linear space of functions with discontinuities at the boundaries of the simplices of
Qy, then we can replace the right hand side of ([&.2)) by — [, vAw (see subsection 1.3 of
[53]). This modification doesn’t affect the validity of (5.5) since the difference between
the two terms remains controlled by Dy,. For clarity of presentation, we have used the

formulation (G2]).

In order to prove theorem [B5.1], we will need the following lemma

Lemma 5.1. There ezists C depending only on Amin(a), Amax(a) such that foru € HE(Q)
and ¢ € (L2(Q))?

||Vu - CH(LQ(Q))d < C(H(a(vu - C))potH(LQ(Q))d + HCcurlH(LQ(Q))d> (5'6)
1
IVu = Cll(r2)ye = ol (H(a(Vu - C))potH(Lz(Q))d + HCcurlH(L2(Q))d> (5.7)
Proof. For the proof of (5.7), observe that

IV = Clliz2ye = IVu = Cotll 22y + Ceurtll (2 (0))e

Furthermore,

<[l

(Vu
< Ama )Hvu - CpotH(L2(Q))d + )\max(a)HCcurlH(L2(Q))d
(5.8)

H(CL(VU pOtH(LQ(Q Cpot))potH(L2(Q))d + ||(a<curl)potH(L2(Q))d

For (B.6]), observe that

L= 0Ta(u=0 = [ (V=G (@(Vu=0),, + [ Ea(Vu=¢) (59
It follows from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

HVu CpotH(LQ(Q )< H
= Ve =l r2()
+ )\mam( )HCcurl”(L2(Q))d

(Vu—¢

Amin (@) [Vu = (|l (2(q))e )pOtH(B(Q))d (5.10)

O
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We also need the following lemma, which corresponds to lemma (10.1.1) of [19]

Lemma 5.2. Let H be a Hilbert space, V and V}, be subspaces of H (Vi may not be a
subset of V). Assume that a(.,.) is continuous bilinear form on H which is coercive on
Vi, with respective continuity and coercivity constants C' and . Let u € V' solve

a(u,v) =Fv) YveV (5.11)

where F' € H' (H' is the dual of H). Let uj, € V}, solve

a(up,v) = F(v) Yv eV, (5.12)
Then o )
|lu—wupllg < (14 =) inf [u—w|g+—= sup alu = up, w) (5.13)
v/ wev, Y wevi\foy  llwlla
We now proceed by proving theorem [B.11
Proof. Using lemma [5.1] we obtain that
[Vu = Cll(r2)e < C(H(G(VU - C))potH(Lz(Q))d + ”C”(LQ(Q))d,CV) (5.14)

Using the triangle inequality [[Cll(z2(q)e < [[Vu = Cllz2(@))e + [Vullz2())e, we obtain
that

C
1Va = Clluxan < 7=gx; (1070 = Dpotll zgape + IVellzzapeakv) — (5.15)

from which we deduce that

. C .
cHel\f) [Vu = Cllz2@)e < 10K, éIele) <H(a(VU = Opot | L2y + HVU||(L2(Q))d’Cv>
(5.16)

(C* in the statement of the theorem is chosen so that Ky < C* implies CKy < 0.5).
We obtain from lemma that (observe that the last term in equation (B.I3]) is the

”Ccurl”(LQ(Q))d for

non-conforming error and that it is bounded by C|[Vul|(12(qy) supcey I P~
(L= ()

an appropriate constant C).

I Ceurtll (22 (02))

— < C inf — 5.17
IV = Gl < O(nf IV = Clasys + Vel sup ) (617)

1<l (L2 @))a

Combining (5.16]) with (.I7), we conclude using theorem [2.2]and the Poincaré inequality.
O

Let us now show how theorem [5.1] can be combined with the new class of inequalities
obtained in sub-section [£.] to obtain homogenization results for arbitrarily rough coeffi-
cients a. Let M be a uniformly elliptic d x d matrix (observe that uniform ellipticity of
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M implies its invertibility) and V' be a finite dimensional linear subspace of (L?(£2)).
Define
Vi={M¢ : eV} (5.18)

Assume furthermore that for all w € Hi N H2(Q),

Cifellf;, IVw = {20 < ChllAw|L2(q) (5.19)

where h is a small parameter (the resolution of the tessellation associated to V' for
instance). We remark here that V' can be viewed as the coarse scale h approximation
space (see example below). The fine scale information from coefficients a(z) is contained
in the elements of the matrix M. This is illustrated in the example below where M = VI
for harmonic coordinates F. Therefore, the matrix M is determined by d harmonic
coordinates that are analogues of d cell problems in periodic homogenization, and we
call space V the “minimal pre-computation space” since it requires minimal (namely d)
pre-computation of fine scales.
Then, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 5.2. Approximation by “minimal pre-computation space” If
o a- M is divergence free (as defined in sub-section[{.]]).

o The symmetric part of a- M satisfies the Cordes condition ({.27) or the symmetric
part of a - M satisfies one of the inequalities of theorem [{. 24

e The non-conforming error satisfies Ky < Ch® for some constant C > 0 and
a e (0,1],

then

[Vu = llizz@ye < Cll flle)h® (5.20)
where u is the solution of (Z1) and (y the solution of (2.2),

Remark 5.4. The error estimate is given in the L? norm of Vu — ¢} because we wish to
give a strong error estimate and if ¢ is not a gradient then the L? norm of (a(Vu—Cy))pot
is not equivalent to the L? norm Vu — (y.

Remark 5.5. It is, in fact, sufficient that the symmetric part of a - M satisfies one of the
inequalities of theorem [£]] instead of for the validity of Theorem For the sake
of clarity, we have used inequalities of theorem

Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of theorem [B.1} we simply need to bound Dy,.
Since div(aV) = div(a - MV'), it follows from equation [5.4] that

Dy < sup inf (- MOV = o g2y

we HA(Q)NH] (2) €V [Aw'|| 2 (o)

(5.21)

31



where v’ in (5.4)) is defined as the (weak) solution of div(a- MVu') = Aw’ with Dirichlet
boundary condition on 9€2. Now, if symmetric part of a- M satisfies the Cordes condition
[27)) or the symmetric part of a- M satisfies one of the inequalities of theorem [£2] then
|||z < C||Aw'|| 2 and we conclude using the approximation property (5.19)).

O

An example of V can be found in the discontinuous Galerkin method introduced
in subsection 1.3 of [53]. This method is also a generalization of the method II of
[8] to non-laminar media. In that method, we pre-compute the harmonic coordinates
associated with (LI)-i.e., the d-dimensional vector F(z) := (Fi (), ..., Fy(x)) where F;
is a solution of

{divaVE:O in Q (522

Fi(x) =z; on O

Introducing €2, a regular tessellation of € of resolution h, the elements of V are defined
as VEF(V.F)~ 'V, where ¢ is a piecewise linear function on €, with Dirichlet boundary
condition on € and V_.F' is the gradient of the linear interpolation of F' over ;. In
that example a- VF is divergence-free and V F' plays the role of M. The non-conforming
error is controlled by the aspect ratios of the images of the triangles of Q;, by F. In [53],
the estimate (5.20]) is obtained using F' as a global change of coordinates that has no
clear equivalent for tensorial equations, whereas the proof based on the flux-norm can
be extended to tensorial equations.

5.2 Tensorial equations.

The generalization of the results of this section to elasticity equations doesn’t pose any
difficulty. This generalization is simply based on theorem [2.4] and the new class of
inequalities introduced in subsection An example of numerical scheme can be found
in [38] for (non-linear) elasto-dynamics with rough elasticity coefficients. With elasticity
equations harmonic coordinates are replaced by harmonic displacements, i.e. solutions
of y

{— div(C(z)VFH) =0 z€Q (5.29)

Fkl = 7”61'2"”6’“ on 0.

and strains e(u) are approximated by a finite dimension linear space V with elements of
the form e(F) : (e.F)~!(e()) where the ¢ are piecewise linear displacements on 2y, £, F
is the strain of the linear interpolation of F' over 2 and e(F') denotes the d x d x d x d

tensor with entries Kl Kl
9, FM + 0, F:
(gt =~ 20

Here, C' : e(F) is divergence-free and plays the role of M; furthermore, the regularization
property observed in the scalar case [53] is also observed in the tensorial case by taking
the product (¢(F)) te(u) (figure ).
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QU+l

inv[gF+gF’]

Figure 1: Computation by Lei Zhang. The elasticity stiffness is obtained by choosing its
coefficients to be random and oscillating over many overlapping scales. Figure (a) and (b)
show wild oscillations of one of the components of the strain tensor Vu+Vul (u solves
@3)) and one of the components of (VF +VET)™! (F = {F7} is defined by (5:23)).
Figure (c) illustrates one of the components of the product (VF + VET)~1(Vu + VuTl),
which is smooth if compared to (a) and (b). There is no smoothing near the boundary
due to sharp corners.

6 Relations with homogenization theory and other works.

We first show how our approach is related to homogenization theory. To this end, we

e Describe the notion of a thin subspace, which is pivotal in our work and show that
this notion was implicitly present in classical periodic homogenization.

e Show the analogy between the basis functions in Theorems B.1] and B3] harmonic
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coordinates (£35]), and solutions of the cell problems in periodic and random ho-
mogenization.

e FExplain relations between our work and general abstract operator homogenization
approaches.

The thin subspace notion. A key ingredient of the proofs of the main approxi-
mation Theorems B.I] and is the transfer property introduced in theorems and
Roughly speaking, it shows how a standard (“easy”) error estimate in the case of
smooth coefficients provides an error estimate in the case of arbitrarily rough (“bad”)
coefficients due to an appropriate choice of the finite-dimensional approximation space.

The transfer property in turn is based on the notion of a “thin” subspace whose
essence can be explained as follows. Let us consider the scalar divergence form elliptic
problem (). First, observe that as f spans H~(Q), u spans H}(Q), i.e. the operator
L1 := (—divaV)~! defines a bijection from H~1(Q) onto H}(2). Next, observe that
as f spans L?(f2), u spans a subspace V of H}(Q), i.e. L7 := (—divaV)~! defines a
bijection from L?(2) onto V. How “thin” is that space compared to Hg(Q)? If a = I,
then V =V’ := H}(Q) N H?(), i.e. a much “thinner” space than H}(2), namely V is
“as thin as H?”.

The proofs of Theorems[3T]and B3] also use the transfer property for finite-dimensional
approximation spaces that depend of a small parameter h. Namely, there exists a finite
O(|€|/h?) dimensional subspace V' of H{(€2) such that all elements of V’ are in H'-norm
distance at most h from V; (an example of spaces V; and V' are the spaces Eg (used in
subsection BIT]) and H?(Q) respectively).

Section [3] shows that when the entries of a are only assumed to be bounded, the
solution space V is isomorphic to V' = H}(Q) N H*(Q), that is for arbitrarily rough
coefficients the approximation space V is still “as thin as” H? (isomorphic to H?).
Moreover, the transfer property introduced in theorem allows us to explicitly con-
struct a finite-dimensional space V},, isomorphic to V}/, such that all elements of V' are
in H!' norm distance at most A from Vj,.

We next show that the thin subspace notion is implicitly present in classical homog-
enization problem when a is periodic, with period e, i.e. when equation (I.T) is of the
form

— div(a(z/e)Vus (z)) = f(z), in Q c RY (6.1)

From the two-scale asymptotic expansion ansatz justified in periodic homogenization
(e.g.,[13], [36], [12], 23], [3]), we know that u¢ can be approximated in H' norm by
(modulo boundary correctors which we do not discuss here for the sake of simplicity of
presentation)

() = 0(x) + € iy v (2) B2 (6.2

where 4 is the solution of the homogenized problem

— div(aVa) = f(z) (6.3)
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with constant homogenized (effective) coefficient a. Here, the exact solution u® has both
fine, O(e), and coarse, O(1), variations (oscillations), while the homogenized solutions
4(x) has only coarse scale variations. In (6.3]), the periodic functions xj are solutions of
the cell-problems

div(a(y)(ex + Vxk(y))) =0 (6.4)

defined on the torus of dimension d. The second term in the right hand side of (G.3]) is
known as a corrector; it has both fine and coarse scales, but the fine scales (e- oscillations)
enter in a controlled way via d solutions of the cell problems that do not depend on f(x)
and the domain € (so that yj are completely determined by the microstructure a(z)).

Furthermore, the two-scale convergence approach [50], 2] provides a simple and el-
egant description of the approximation for the gradients Vu.. Namely, for every suffi-
ciently smooth ¢(z,y) which is also periodic in €, ue — @ weakly in H'(2) and

/ o, Vue > [ o y)Ia+ V. () Valz) (6.5)
Q € QxTd

where T? is the torus of dimension d. Thus Vu. can be approximated in the sense of
X)) by functions of the form (I; + V. (z/e))Vi(x)

The latter observation combined with (6.2]) shows that classical homogenization re-
sults can be viewed as follows. The solution space V for the problem (G.I]) can be
approximated in H' norm by a (“thin”) subspace of H'(£) parameterized by solutions
of (3] which are in H? N H{ (). Moreover, homogenization theory shows us how to
construct an approximation of the space V. Indeed, (6.2)), (G.5) show that this approx-
imation space is determined by @(x) and solutions of the cell problems (6.4]) over one
period.

Cell problems. This periodic homogenization scheme was generalized to stationary
ergodic coefficients a(z/e,w), with w in some probability space. Here, there are also
analogs of the cell problems that require the solution of d different boundary value
problems for the PDE div(a(z,w)Vu;) = 0,7 = 1,...,d in a cube of size R — oo for a
typical realization w [37, 56]. The solutions u; must be pre-computed in order to obtain a
homogenized PDE and an approximate solution just like in the periodic problem, which
is why they still are called cell problems even though there is no actual periodicity
cell in the microstructure. Here, the coefficients in the cell problems have both fine
and coarse scales, as in the original PDE div(a(x/e,w)Vu®) = f. The advantage of
solving cell problems numerically (in both the periodic and random case) comes when,
e.g., we need to solve for many different f or for a corresponding evolution problem
Owu® = div(a(z/e,w)Vu®) — f when updating in fine time scales.

Note that the major difficulty in advancing from periodic to random homogenization
was to understand what is the proper analog of the periodic cell problem. In this work, we
ask a similar question— what are the analogs of cell problems for most general arbitrarily
rough coefficients? For the problem (I.T]), we provide two answers.

First, in Theorem B.3] we introduce functions 6y (z) that are analogs of the cell prob-
lems since they are determined by the coefficients a(xz) but do not depend on f(z).
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Note, that these “generalized cell problems” must depend on the domain €2 since the
coefficients are no longer translationally invariant (as in periodic and random stationary
case). This dependence enters via ¥y in (B.8]) using the transfer property. The approx-
imation space in Theorem is ©y, defined in (B9)-(BI0). Similarly, in Theorem [B1],
we introduce functions @ (x) that solve ([BI) with localized right hand side that are also
analogs of the cell problems.

Secondly, the harmonic coordinates ([L35]) provide yet another analog of cell problems
in classical homogenization. Their advantage is obvious— there is only d of them, whereas
in Theorems and B, the number of cell problems (number of elements in the basis
of V) is N(h). In fact, since in the simplest case of periodic homogenization d cell
problems (6.4 must be used, one should expect that for the more general coefficients
a(x), d would be the minimal number of cell problems. On the other hand, the finite
dimensional approximation based on harmonic coordinates, in general, is not direct
(involves the non-conforming error) as one can be seen from Theorem and example
right after this Theorem.

Harmonic coordinates play an important role in various homogenization approaches,
both theoretical and numerical, which is why we present here a short account of their
development. Recall that harmonic coordinates were introduced in [41] in the context of
random homogenization. Next, harmonic coordinates have been used in one dimensional
and quasi-one dimensional divergence form elliptic problems [10} [§], allowing for efficient
finite dimensional approximations.

The idea of using particular solutions in numerical homogenization to approximate
the solution space of (L)) have been first proposed in reservoir modeling in the 1980s
[18], [63] (in which a global scale-up method was introduced based on generic flow solu-
tions i.e., flows calculated from generic boundary conditions). Its rigorous mathematical
analysis was done only recently [53]. In [53], it was shown that if a(z) is not periodic
but satisfies the Cordes conditions (a restriction on anisotropy for d > 3, no restriction
for d = 2 and convex domains (), then the (“thin”) approximation space V can be
constructed from any set of d “linearly independent” solutions of (I.I]) (harmonic coor-
dinates F, for instance by observing that uo F~1 spans H?> N H}(Q) as f spans L*(Q2)).
In the present work (section [ for elasticity problems, we show that d(d+1)/2 “linearly
independent” solutions are required (equation (5.23])).

In [4], the solution space V is approximated by composing splines with local harmonic
coordinates (leading to higher accuracy), and a proof of convergence is given for periodic
media. Harmonic coordinates have been motivated and linked to periodic homogeniza-
tion in [4] by observing that equation ([6.2)) can in fact be seen as a Taylor expansion
of 4(x + x.(z)) where x + x_(z) is harmonic, i.e., satisfies (64]). It is also observed in
[] that replacing x + x.(x) by global harmonic coordinates F'(z) automatically enforces
Dirichlet boundary conditions on °.

More recently, in [29] 28] 18], the idea of a global change of coordinates analogous to
harmonic coordinates was implemented numerically in order to up-scale porous media
flows. We refer, in particular, to a recent review article [I8] for an overview of some main
challenges in reservoir modeling and a description of global scale-up strategies based on
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generic flows.

Abstract operator homogenization approaches and their relation to our work.
Recall that the theory of homogenization in its most general formulation is based on ab-
stract operator convergence, —i.e., G-convergence for symmetric operators, H-convergence
for non-symmetric operators and I'-convergence for variational problems. We refer to
the work of De Giorgi, Spagnolo, Murat, Tartar, Pankov and many others [48] 31, 32,
59, 58, 147, 17]). H, G and T'-convergence allows one to obtain the convergence of a se-
quence of operators parameterized by ¢ under very weak assumptions on the coefficients.
The concepts of “thin” space and generalized cell problems are implicitly present in
this most general form of homogenization theory through the introduction of oscillating
test functions in H-convergence [48] (see also related work on G-convergence [58, [31]).
Furthermore, the so called multiscale finite element method [35] [64] can be seen as a
numerical generalization of this idea of oscillating test functions with the purpose of con-
structing a numerical (finite dimensional) approximation of the “thin” space of solutions
V. We refer to [33] for convergence results on the multiscale finite element method in
the framework of G and I'-convergence.

Observe that in most engineering problems, one has to deal with a given medium and
not with a family of media. In particular, in those problems, it is not possible to find a
small parameter € intrinsic to the medium with respect to which one could perform an
asymptotic analysis. Indeed, given a medium that is not periodic or stationary ergodic, it
is not clear how to define a family of operators A.. Moreover, the definition of oscillating
test functions involves the limiting (homogenized) operator A. While this works well for
the proof of the abstract convergence results, in practice only the coefficients A are
known (computing A may not be possible), and our approach allows one to construct
the approximate (upscaled) solution from the given coefficients without constructing
A. Hence, the main difference between H or G convergence and present work is that
instead of characterizing the limit of an e-family of boundary value problems we are
approximating the solution to a given problem with a finite-dimensional operator with
explicit error estimates (i.e. constructing an explicit finite dimensional approximation
of the “thin” solution space V).

We refer to [25] for for an explicit construction of A with rough coefficients @ in
two dimensions. In particular, it is shown in [25] that conductivity coefficients a are
in one-to-one correspondence with convex functions s(z) over the domain 2 and that
homogenization of a is equivalent to the linear interpolation over triangulations of €2
re-expressed using convex functions.

The thin subspace idea introduced in this section can be used to develop coarse
graining numerical schemes through an energy matching principle. We refer to [38] for
elasticity equations and to [65] for atomistic to continuum models (with non-crystalline
structures).

Other related works. By now, the field of asymptotic and numerical homogenization
with non periodic coefficients has become large enough that it is not possible to cite all
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contributors. Therefore, we will restrict our attention to works directly related to our
work.

- In [26] B0], the structure of the medium is numerically decomposed into a micro-
scale and a macro-scale (meso-scale) and solutions of cell problems are computed on the
micro-scale, providing local homogenized matrices that are transferred (up-scaled) to the
macro-scale grid. This procedure allows one to obtain rigorous homogenization results
with controlled error estimates for non periodic media of the form a(z, £) (where a(z,y)
is assumed to be smooth in z and periodic or ergodic with specific mixing properties
in y). Moreover, it is shown that the numerical algorithms associated with HMM and
MsFEM can be implemented for a class of coefficients that is much broader than a(z, 2).
We refer to [33] for convergence results on the Heterogeneous Multiscale Method in the
framework of G' and I'-convergence.

- More recent work includes an adaptive projection based method [51], which is
consistent with homogenization when there is scale separation, leading to adaptive al-
gorithms for solving problems with no clear scale separation; fast and sparse chaos
approximations of elliptic problems with stochastic coefficients [61), 34]; finite difference
approximations of fully nonlinear, uniformly elliptic PDEs with Lipschitz continuous
viscosity solutions [21] and operator splitting methods [7] [6].

- We refer the reader to [60] and the references therein for a series of computational
papers on cost versus accuracy capabilities for the generalized FEM.

- We refer to [16] [15] (and references therein) for most recent results on homoge-
nization of scalar divergence-form elliptic operators with stochastic coefficients. Here
the stochastic coefficients a(x/e,w) are obtained from stochastic deformations (using
random diffeomorphisms) of the periodic and stationary ergodic setting.

- We refer the reader to [22], [27] and [14] for recent results on adaptive finite element
methods for high contrast media. Observe that in [22], contrast independent error
estimates are obtained for a domain with high contrast inclusions by dividing the energy
norm by the minimal value of a over the domain €. The strategy of [I4] is to first prove
a priori and a posteriori estimates that are contrast independent and then construct a
finite element mesh adaptively such that the error is the smallest possible for a fixed
number of degrees of freedom. In [I4], the energy norm of the error is bounded by terms
that are appropriately and explicitly weighted by a to obtain error constants independent
of the variability of a.

7 Conclusions
In this paper, we have been primarily concerned with the following theoretical results:

e the flux norm introduced in section [l and its transfer property (theorems and

2.3)

e the resulting theoretical Galerkin method with contrast independent accuracy for

linear PDEs with arbitrarily rough coefficients (theorems Bl B3] B4l B30
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e a new class of inequalities (section M) and the introduction of a Cordes-type con-
dition for non-divergence tensorial elliptic equations (theorem [.0]).

The development of numerical techniques based on these results is in progress and will
be addressed elsewhere.

8 Appendix

8.1 Extension to non-zero boundary conditions.

The analysis performed in section [Bl and the previous one can naturally be extended to
other types of boundary conditions (Neumann or Dirichlet). To support our claim, we
will provide here this extension in the scalar case with non-zero Neumann boundary con-
ditions. By linearity, solutions of (IT]) with nonzero boundary conditions can be written

as the sum of the solution with zero-boundary condition and — div (a(x)Vu(x)) = f(x)

and the solution with non-zero boundary condition and — div <a(x)Vu(x)> = 0. Hence,

we will restrict our analysis to solutions of

{— div <a(:c)Vu(:c)) =0 z€Q; a(z)={a; € L®(Q)} 8.1)

n.(aVu)(z) = h(z) x€0Q; he L*(090),

We assume d > 2. Write L2,,,(Q) the closure of {Vv : v € H}(Q)} in (L*(Q))?. Note
that the difference with L2,(9) lies in replacement of v € H{(Q) by v € H*(Q) in

t}12e definition of L2, (Q2). For ¢ in (L?(€2))%, write &t its orthogonal projection on
L

potn(Q)' For v € HI(Q), write

D Er—— /Q (aV0)2, (8.2)

It follows from the following lemma that the ||v||o-flux n-norm is equivalent to the H!-
norm.

Lemma 8.1. Forv € H*(Q)

Amin(@) [Vl (2@ < [[V]la-fuxn < Amax(@) [Vl (12 () (8.3)

Proof. The proof of the right hand side of ([83]) is straightforward. The proof of the left
hand side follows from

| (70 a%0 < 190 waqaplivlle e (8.4)

O
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Write A the Dirichlet to Neumann map mapping v|gg onto n - Vv on 992 where v is
the solution of Av = 0 in Q (and n, the exterior normal to the boundary 092). Write
U the orthonormal eigenvectors of A and A, the associated increasing and positive
eigenvalues. Let V,, be the finite dimensional subspace of H!(Q2) formed by the linear
span of vy, ..., v,, where vy is the solution of (8J]) with h = Wy.

Theorem 8.1. For h € L*(Q), let u be the solution of (81). Then,

||u_fUHa—ﬂuX,n 1 < |aQ| >2(d—1—1) (8 5)
I( )n '

sup inf = —
ner2(o0)veVa  [|hllr2(a0) (4) s \T(1+ 45

Furthermore, the space V,, leads to the smallest possible constant in the right hand side
of (83) among all subspaces of H(Q) with n elements.

Remark 8.1. We also refer to [9] for the related introduction of the penetration function,
which measures the effect of the boundary data on the energy of solutions of (81]) and
is used to assess the accuracy of global-local approaches for recovering local solution
features from coarse grained solutions such as those delivered by homogenization theory.

Proof. For h € L?(95), let w" be the solution of

{Awh(x) =0 ze (8.6)

n-Vuwh(z) =h(z) z€0Q; helLl?09),
Let W, be a finite dimension subspace of H!(Q) of elements v satisfying div(aVv) = 0
in . To prove Theorem R1], we will first prove lemmas and given below.

Lemma 8.2. For h € L?(0), let u be the solution of (81) and w" be the solution of
(84). We have,

Hu - UHa—ﬂuX,n

(V" = aV0)potn |l (12(2))2

sup inf —————— = sup inf (8.7)
her2(0Q)veWn  [[h|z2(50) heL?(Q) v€Wn 17l 2260
Proof. The proof follows by observing that for all ¢ € H(Q)

/ Vo(Vuh — aVu) = / on - (V" —aVu) =0 (8.8)

Q o0
]

For v € HY(Q), write h, := n.aVv defined on 99

Lemma 8.3. For h € L?(0Q) and v € H(Q),

|V = aV0)potnlBpapye = [ (b — h)A" (R — ) (8.9)
(L*(9)) s
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Proof. The proof is obtained by observing that

fﬂ V(Vu —aVo)
[(Ve" = aVo)pomllaz@pe = sup
e A

h — hy
—  sup Jog o(h — )
eeri(@) IVellr2@)e

o Tah—ho) 8.10
. Jo VeVuw (8.10)
veri@) IIVellrz@)e

= |V " 120

_ (/(m(h ~ A (b — hv))é
O

Write Z,, the subspace of H -3 (092) induced by elements n - aVv defined on 0% for
v € W,. Write h; the coefficients of h in the basis Wy, i.e. hy := faﬂ hV;, It follows
from lemmas and that

sup inf W = sup inf <

her2(00)veWn  [|hllL2a0) heL?(0Q) vEWn

o 1 _31v\2 1
Zk:l )\k(hk hk) )2 (8.11)

2 i

It follows that an space W,, with optimal approximation constant is obtained when Z,,
is the linear span of (Vq,...,¥,). In that case

_ flux 1
sup  inf [4 = V-t = : (8.12)
her2(00)veWn IRl 2290 (Ans1)?

We deduce equation (B3] using the following Weyl’s asymptotic for A (as a first
order pseudo-differential operator, see for instance [40], [43] and [42])

I(1+ Sk a2
(k)2 ~ 477(7( ’89’2 ) )d ! (8.13)
This concludes the proof of Theorem
]

8.2 Proof of lemma [4.1]

Let u be the solution of Lu = f with Dirichlet boundary condition (assume that it
exists). Since o > 0, the solvability of {31]) is equivalent to finding u € H? N H}(Q)
such that

Au=af +Au—alu (8.14)
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Consider the mapping T': H2 N H}(Q) — H? N H}(Q) defined by v = Tw where v

be the unique solution of the Dirichlet problem for Poisson equation
Av=af + Aw — alw

Let us now show that for g, < 1, T is a contraction.

[Twr = Tws | oy ) = 1 = v2llrznmy o)

(8.15)

(8.16)

Using the convexity of €2, one obtains the following classical inequality satisfied by the

Laplace operator (see lemma 1.2.2 of [45])
o1 = v2llg2nmy @) < 1AL —v2)ll22(0)
Hence,

2
1T w1 = Tws|[3pop g1 SIA(w1 = wn) = alwr —wn)|[Zaq

2

SH ”i:l (657 — aai;) 905 (w1 — w2)‘ L2(9)

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we obtain that

d

HTwl — TUJQHZQOH&(Q) S/Q ( Z (035 — aa@'j)Q)
ij=1
d
(D (@:0(wy —wh))?)
i,j=1
Hence observing that
d
esssupg ( Z (05 — Oéaij)Q) = Ba
ij=1

we obtain that

[ Tw — TwzH?pmH&(ﬂ) < esssuPyeqfa(a)|wr - wQHiﬂﬁH&(ﬂ)

(8.17)

(8.18)

(8.19)

(8.20)

(8.21)

It follows that if B < 1, then T is a contraction and we obtain the existence and solution

of ([31)) through the fixed point theorem. Moreover,

1
[Aullr2) < lfllr2@) + Ba |Aul| 2 q)

which concludes the proof.
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