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NONLINEAR STOCHASTIC HOMOGENIZATION IN
ORLICZ SPACES AND APPLICATIONS

DIMITRIS KONTOGIANNIS

1. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we are interested in the stochastic homogenization of integral
functionals defined in Orlicz-Sobolev spaces. We present a general version of
nonlinear stochastic homogenization in these spaces and apply the general
versions to homogenization problems in random media. In particular, we
introduce a notion of I'—convergence in Orlicz-Sobolev spaces and we show
the compactness of a class F of integral functionals with respect to this
convergence. To guarantee that the I'—limit is a measure, one has to give
a criterion called fundamental estimate which the class of functionals must
satisfy. For classical LP—spaces, such estimate was introduced by DeGiorgi
and further developed by Dal Maso, Modica, Braides. A distance function is
also defined as a metric so that the family of minimizers of these functionals
is continuous with respect to this metric. Using results of ergodic theory,
we prove a stochastic theorem concerning the limit of minimizers, which is
an extension of [10]. Finally, we apply the theorem to homogenization over
a class of partial differential equations defined in Orlicz spaces. A technique
of such homogenization problems has been developed in [I§]. We improve
these methods using continuum percolation models. We also mention the
possible improvement of existing results on homogenization of p—Laplace
type equations [3].

The paper is organized as follows.

I Basic properties of Orlicz Spaces, embedding theorems and continuity

of nonlinear superposition (Nemytskii) operators.
IT Integral functionals in Orlicz spaces, lower semicontinuity and existence

of minimizers.
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IIT I'—convergence, integral representation, uniform estimates and com-
pactness of I'—limits.

IV Random functionals and ergodic theory.

V Application of ergodic theorem to homogenization of equations with
generalized growth conditions. Discussion on improvement of results for
equations defined in Sobolev spaces with variable exponent (p—Laplace

equations).

2. PRELIMINARIES

A function @ is called a Young function if it admits the presentation

- /0 C syt

where ¢(t), t > 0 satisfies

(1) ¢(0) =

(2) ¢()>0f0rallt>0

(3) ¢is nondecreasmg, right continuous
)

(4) lim ¢(t) =
(5) <i>( )<a¢>( ) for a > 1 and for all u > 0

The function ® is called an N— function. We say that & satisfies the
Ag—condition (or has the doubling property) if there exists £ > 0, and [ > 0
such that

O (2u) < kP(u)
for all u > [.

Then & is nonnegative, continuous, strictly increasing, convex function

on [0,00). The complementary function ¥ to @ is defined by the formula

¥(v) = max[uv — @ (u)]

The following Young’s inequality holds:
uv < O(u) + ¥U(v)

Let Q be an open subset of R". We define the Orlicz class Lg(Q) as the

set of all measurable functions v such that

(1, B, Q) = /Q<I>(|u(:1:)|)d:r <o
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By Young’s inequality, the norm

llullle.o =" sup
p(v,2,02)<1

/Qu(x)v(a:)da:

is well defined in Lg(Q). If both ®, ¥ satisfy the Ay—condition, then the

class Lg(2) equipped with either the previous norm or the Luxenburg norm

lullog = inf {)\ >0 /Qcp <@> do < 1}

is a reflexive Banach space that we will denote by L (f2). For u € Lg(2),
v € Ly (), the following Holder inequality holds:

[ wvde < ool
Also,
(2.1) ulle. < p(u, ,Q) +1
and if ||ule o <1,
(2.2) p(u, ®,9Q) < [lullo,o
We say that the sequence u,, € Lg converges in the mean to u provided
p(uy —u, ®,Q) — 0

as n — oo. If the Ay condition holds, the convergence in the mean is

equivalent to the convergence in norm.

2.1. Orlicz-Sobolev spaces. Consider the space of smooth functions C'!(£2)

endowed with the norm
[u]|g o = max{[| D¢ 0}
lal<1

The Orlicz-Sobolev space W4 () is defined as the closure of C1(Q) with
respect to this norm. The closure of C§°(£2) to this norm is denoted by
Wol’q)(Q) and is a subspace of W2(Q2). The following embedding theorem
holds [12]: if Q is a bounded domain in R™ with smooth boundary, the
embedding of Wi (Q) into Le(9) is compact and

lulle.q < ClDulle.o

for all u € Wol’q)(Q).
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Notation. For two Young functions @, P, we will use the symbol P << @
when ) grows more rapidly than P near infinity, i.e. for all § > 0,

m&:0

tll>oo Q(dt)
Lemma 1 ( [I5], [5]). Let Q be an open subset of R™ of finite measure
and let ®, P be Young functions satisfying the Ay condition. Suppose that
g: QxR — R is a Caratheodory function such that

P(lg(x; s)]) < k1®(]s])

for some constant k1. Then the Nemytskii operator Tg(u)(z) = g(x, u(x)) is
strongly continuous from Lg(Q2) to Lp(Q).

For the proof we need the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Suppose ® € Ay and Q C R". Ifu, — u in Ly(Q) there exists
a subsequence uy, and h € Ly(2) such that

Up,, — U a.e. inf)

and
[tun,| < h a.e. in)

The proof of theorem 1 is a modification of theorem 2.3 in [4].

Proof of Lemma 1. The map u — g¢(-,u) is well defined from Lg(Q2) to
Lp(Q2). From theorem 1 and the continuity of ¢ in u, for a sequence u,, — u
in Ly(€2) we have
g(,up) = g(-,u) a.e. in Q
and
|up| < h ae. in

for all n € N and h € Lg(2). The continuity of P gives
P(lg(C,un)l) = P(lg( u)]) ae Q
Then
P(lg(,un)l) < k1@ (Junl) < k1®(|A])
with ®(|h|) € L*(Q). Thus, the Dominated convergence theorem says that

/Q Pllg(un))) — /Q P(lg(w))

which implies that g(-,u,) — g(-,u) for any u, — u. O
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Lemma 2 ( [1],8.23). Suppose P, Q are Young functions with P << Q.
Then, any bounded subset of Lg(Q)) which is precompact in L*(Q) is also
precompact in Lp(2).

Lol
Theorem 2 ( [1],8.32). Suppose Q C R™ has the cone property and/ tn(nilg dt <
0

[e's) q>—1
oo and / tn(ngg dt = oo. Consider the Young function defined by
1
1 o-1(s)
-1 _
o, (|t|)—/1 () 08

Then for any B << ®., the embedding W4 (Q) — Lp(S2) is compact.

3. INTEGRAL FUNCTIONALS IN ORLICZ SPACES

Let f: Q x R® — R be a function such that

e f(z,-) is continuous a.e. x €

e f(-,p) is measurable for every p € R"

We assume that

(3.1) f is convex in p;

and that there are constants c}, c? > 0 so that

(32)  d(|pl) < f(z.p) < A1+ D(p])) for all (,p) € R” x R”

Let also g : 2 x R — R be a function that is lower semicontinuous in
the second variable and assume that for some constant ¢, > 0 and some
bg(:E) € Ll(Q)v

(3.3) 9(x,u) = cgB(|u]) — by(x)
where B << ®,. We denote by F = F (c},cfc, ®) the class of functionals
F : Ly(R™) x Q — R such that
(3.4) F(u,Q) = / f(z, Du(x)) dz for all u € W4 (Q)
Q

where f is previously defined.
Let

G(u,Q) = F(u,Q) + /Qg(a:,u(x))da:
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Proposition 1. The functional F(u, ) is lower semicontinuous in the weak
topology of W(Q), that is, if un, — u weakly in Wi(S2), then

F(u, Q) < liminf F(u,, Q)

n—oo

Proof. Let v, be a sequence converging to v in L (€2) so that lim,—, s F'(vy, )

exists. From the definition of the norm in Lg and Fatou’s lemma,

/ O(—)dr < 1
o lull

Hence,

The continuity of ® implies that

Un —

o [liminf(u)] < liminf &( ) < oo ae.

n—o0 " |lup, — v n—oo |up, — v
so that

liminf(u) < 0 a.e.
oo |lon, — 0|

Then, there exists a subsequence, still denoted by v,,, such that v,, — v a.e.

Assume that ||v, —v|| < 1/2. The convexity of ® shows that

Uy — U v
&(v,) =@ | ||v, — v||—— + (1 = |jv, — v 7>
(00) = @ (Jlon = oll g2 =+ (0= o = 01D T
Uy — U v
< [[vn — v]® (—) (1= Jlon— o]} @ (7>
Ton =l T o — o]
Then,
85 [ B < o=l + 0~ o —ol) [ S
Q o 1—|v,—v

If in addition we choose m such that ||v|| < 2™, the As— condition reads

v

o( ) < B(20) < kD (v)

1 —lon =]

and

/Q<I>(U)da::/Q<I>(|]va)da;
< /Q(I>(2mm)da: < km/Q(I)(m)da; < k™ < o0

From the Dominated convergence theorem,

v

lim @(7)dx:/g<1>(v)d:n

n=oo Jo 1= [lun — vl
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so that (3.4) gives

lim sup /Q B(vy)dz < / B(v)dz

n—o0 Q

Using again Fatou’s lemma,

/@(vn)dx §liminf/ & (vy,)dx
Q Q

n—o0

/SltI)(vn)dx—)/QCI)(v)dx

Since f(z,-) and ® are continuous,

lim (f(z,v,) — c}@(vn)) = f(z,v) — c}<I>(v)

n—oo

so that

and

/f(:n,v)dx < lim f(x,vy,)dx
QO n—oo

Thus, the functional / f(z,v)dz is lower semicontinuous in Lg(€2) which
Q

implies that F(u,(2) is lower semicontinuous in W2 (), since if v, — v in
W4 (), then Dv,, — Dv in Lg(). O

Proposition 2. The functional / g(z,u)dx is sequentially lower semicon-
Q

tinuous in Wi (€2).

Proof. Suppose u, — u weak W2 (Q). Then {u,} is bounded and up to a
subsequence it converges strongly to u in Lp(Q), due to theorem 2. Us-

ing proposition 1 with g instead of f, we obtain that [ g(z,u)dx is lower
Q

semicontinuous on Lg(€2). This implies the needed result. O

Theorem 3. Suppose X is a nonempty, weakly closed subset of qu)(Q)
Then the functional

G(u,Q) = F(u,Q) + /Qg(x,u) dx

has a minimum over all u € X.

Proof. Let xx be the indicator function of X, which is weakly lower semi-
continuous in W2 (). Then the minimization problem can be written in the
equivalent form

min (F(u,Q) + / (@, u) dz + xx (1))
uEqu)(Q) Q
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Then,
Fu, Q) + / ole,u) dz+ xx = cZ(u) — b
Q

holds for some positive constants ¢,b with Z(u) = fQ ) dx which is
sequentially coercive in Wi (). The reason is that if JJu| < 1 then Z(u) <
||u|| and if ||u|| > 1 then Z(u) > |ju||. Thus, the set {u : Z(u) < t} is bounded
in qu)(Q) and sequentially compact since the space is reflexive. The direct
method of variational problems implies the existence of the minimizer. If X

is convex, one can show that the minimum is unique. O

3.1. Yosida transforms and distance in F. For F' € F the e—Yosida
transform is the functional T, F(u, Q) : Le(2) x © — R defined by

ToF(u, Q) = evléalf {F(0,9) + e Hu—vllrg@)}

Proposition 3. For every F € F and u € Ly(2),
hm T.F(u,Q) =supT.F(u,) = F(u,Q)
e>0
Proof. See [10], proposition 1.11 O

The e—Yosida transform can be used to define a metric in F so that the
metric space (F,d) is compact and the map F' — min,cx F'(u) is continuous
with respect to the metric. For this purpose, we pick a countable dense
subset W = {w;} of Wi(Q) and a family B = {By} of open bounded
subsets of R™.

Let F, G € F and h: R — R, we define

[e.e]

(36) ARG = 3 s (T u(Flug, Bi)) — h(T3 (Gl Bi))|
i k=1

To show that d is a distance in F, it suffices to show that if d(F,G) =0
then F' = G.

4. '—~CONVERGENCE IN ORLICZ SPACES

The next step is to show that (F,d) is compact, thus separable and com-

plete. The notion of I'—convergence will be introduced for this purpose.

Definition 1. Let X be a metric space and F,, : X — R a sequence of
functionals on X. We say that F,, I'(X)—converges to the I'(X)—limit
F : X — R if the following two conditions hold:
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o F(z) < linrr_1>i£f F,(x,), for every sequence m, converging to x as
n— oo
e for every z € X, there is a sequence x,, converging to x as n — o
such that F(z) > limsup F,(xy,)
n—o0

In this case we write F(x) = I'(X) le F,(z).
n—oo

We adopt the definition of I'—convergence for functionals in F and u €
L3(2) and we denote the limit by

I'(Lo) nlgglo F,(u) = F(u)

Proposition 4 (Main I'—Convergence result). The class F is compact for
the I'(Lg) convergence, i.e. every sequence {Fy,} in F contains a subsequence

that T'(Lg )— converges to a functional F' € F.
The proof of proposition 4 will be a consequence of the following results:

Proposition 5. Let (X,d) be a separable metric space, and for all j € N let
fi: X — R be a function. Then there is an increasing sequence of integers
(jk) such that the T'(d) — 111?1 fj, exists for all x € X.

Proof. See [§], chap. 8. O

Note that if the Ay —condition is satisfied the Orlicz space is separable [16].
In the following definition, A(A) is the family of all open subsets of A C R™.

Definition 2. A function « : A(2) — [0,00] is called an increasing set
function if a() = 0 and a(A4) < «(B) if A C B. An increasing set function
is subadditive if a(AUB) < a(A) + «(B) for all A,B C A(Q). Finally, « is

called inner regular if
a(A) =sup{a(B)|B € A,B CcC A}

4.1. An Integral representation for I'—limits. We recall that a function
u € LY(Q) is piecewise affine in 2 if there is a family of disjoint open subsets
of Q and a set N C Q with |N| = 0 such that Q = (U;c; Q) UN and ujq,
is affine in €2;. We have the following density result.

Proposition 6. For every u € Wé(Q) there exists a sequence u; € Wé(Q)

of piecewise affine functions such that u; — u in W4 (£2).
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Proof. Applying theorem 2.1 of [12], we can find a sequence {u;} € C§°(£2)
converging to u in W2 (€2). Furthermore, by proposition 2.1, chap. X of [13],
for u € C§°(§2) there is a sequence {u;} of piecewise affine functions so that
u; — uw and Duj — Du uniformly in 2. Then, since u; € W2 (Q) and the

uniform convergence implies that
/ B(|u; — ul) + D(|Du; — Dul) dz — 0
Q
a diagonal process gives the desired sequence. O

We are in position to state and show an integral representation result for

a class of functionals in the Orlicz space.

Theorem 4. Suppose that F : Ls(Q2) x A — [0,00) be an increasing func-

tional satisfying the following assumptions:

(1) F is local, i.e. F(u,A) = F(v,A) for all A € A and u,v such that
u=0v ae inA;

(2) F is lower semicontinuous;

(8) F(u+c¢, A) = F(u, A) for every u € Ly(Q2), c € R"

(4) there is constant B > 0 and a function a(x) € L*(Q) such that

0< Flu, A) < B/Aa(a:) + &(|Du) dx

for allu e Wi(Q), A e AQ)
Then there exist a Caratheodory function f: Q x R™ — [0,00] such that
(i) for every u € Ly (2),

F(u,A) = / f(z, Du(x)) dx
A
(ii) f(z,-) is convex for every x € Q and it satisfies
0 < f(x,p) < a(x) + @(|pl)

Proof. The proof, in general, follows the steps with the proof in the case of

Sobolev spaces [§] with a few differences.

Step 1 We define the linear function w,(z) = p - and use assumption (4)
of the theorem to claim that F(u,,-) is continuous with respect to
the Lebesgue measure. Thus there is a density function

F(up, By(x))

p—0t | Bp(z)]
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s 1
in L,

() such that

F(up, A) = /Af(x,p) dx

for A € A. One can show that the representation (i) holds for every
piecewise affine function.

Step 2 It can be shown that f(x,-) is convex on R™:

fla,p) <tf(z,p1) + (1 —1t)f(z,p2)
for all t € [0,1], p1 # p2 with p =tp1 + (1 — t)po.
Step 3 The map
u— / f(z, Du(z)) dx
A
is continuous with respect to the Wi(Q) convergence. Let u €
Wi(Q) and A € A. Applying proposition 6, for A’ C A there ex-

ists a sequence u; of piecewise affine functions such that u; — u in

W4(9). By the lower semicontinuity of F we have that

F(u,A") <liminf F(uj, A") = lim f(z,Du;) de = | f(x,Du) dx
A/

j—o0 j—oo Jar

Taking the limit A’ 7 A, we obtain F(u, A) < / f(z, Du) dz for
A
all u € W2(Q) and A € A.
Step 4 Fix v € W(Q) and define the functional

W(u, A) = F(u+ v, A)

It is straighforward to see that G satisfies assumptions (1) — (3) and

(4) can ve verified with the computation

0<W(u,A)=Fu+v,A) < /Aa(a:) + ®(|Du + Dv|) dx

§2B—1/Agﬁ(2 1 &(|Du|) + ®(Dv|) da
:/b(x)+<1>(|Du|) do
A

where b(x) = a(z) + 2°71®(Dv|) € LY(Q), B = logy k. Thus, from

step 1, we can find a measurable function g : £ x R™ such that

W(u, A) < /Ag(x,Du) dx
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for all piecewise affine functions u € W (Q) and A € A. It follows
that the map v — [, g(z, Du) dx is continuous in Wg (). For A’ C
A there is a sequence of piecewise affine functions (v,,) converging to

u in qu)(Q) so that step 1 together with the last inequality give us
| 9t.0) dz =W (0.4) = Flo, )

< f(x,Dv) de = lim f(x,Dvy,) dx = li_)m F(vp, A

A’ n—oo A’

lim W (v, —v, A’) < lim g(z, Dv, — Dv) dz = / g(x,0) dx

n—oo n—oo A’ ’

soas A" A we get F(v, A) = / f(z, Dv) dz.
A
U

4.2. Uniform Estimate. To proceed to the compactness for integral func-
tionals, we need to prove some properties of the I'—limit as a set function.
We do that by elaborating a method of joining sequences of functions so that,
from the knowledge of the minimizing sequences for F'(u, A) and F(u, B),

we can obtain an estimate for F'(u, AU B). We need the following lemma.

Lemma 3. Suppose U,U",V € A(A) with U' CC U and let u € Wi(U),
v € Wi(V). Then for every cutoff function ¢ € C§°(Q) between U’ and U
(i.e. sptd CU,0< ¢ <1,¢=11inU")we have pu+(1—g¢)v € WL(U'UV).

Definition 3. Let F': Ly x 2 — R be a functional. We say that F satisfies
the fundamental Lg—estimate if for every U, U’,V € A(A) with U’ cCc U
and o > 0 there is M, > 0 such that for all u,v € Lg(£2) there exists a
cut-off function ¢ between U’ and U such that

(4.1) F(pu+ (1 — ), U UV)

<(140)(F(uw,U)+ F(v,V))+ M, O(ju—v|) de+o
(UNV)I\U")
The same definition holds for a family {F,},>o if in addition there is ng

such that for all n < ng the last estimate is valid uniformly.

This definition corresponds to the definition of LP—fundamental estimate

for functionals defined in LP spaces.
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Proposition 7 (Uniform estimate). The family F (c},c},fb) satisfies the

fundamental Lo— estimate uniformly.

Proof. Pick F € ]-"(c},c?,q)) and let U,U",V € A(A) with U’ cC U. Let
d = d(U’,0U) and take parameters 0 < n < §,0 < r < §—n. Choose a cutoff
function ¢ between the sets {z € U : d(z,U’) < r} and {z € U : d(z,U’) <
r+n} with |D¢| < 2/n. Define V,' = {z € V :r <d(z,U’) <r+n}.

Let u,v € Ly(£2). Then

Flugp+ (1 —¢)v,U UV)

— / f(z,¢Du+ (1 — ¢)Dv + (u — v)D¢) dx
UV

f(z, Dv) dz +/ f(z, Du) dx

/{xEV:d(x,U’)>r+n} {zeVUU":d(z,U")<r}

+/ f(z,¢Du+ (1 — ¢)Dv + (u — v)D¢) dx
v

< F(u,V)+F(u,U) + ¢} /Vn 14 &(|pDu + (1 — ¢)Dv + (u — v)D|) da

T

:F(v,V)+F(u,U)+c§/ 1+(I,<3|¢Du+(1—¢)13)v+(u_v)p¢|> o
%

SF('U,V)—FF(u’U)

+k35c§/w1+q><V¢DU+(1—¢)13?U+(u—v)D¢y> "

< F(v,V) + F(u,U)
+ k301 /w 1+ @(|¢pDul) + @(|(1 — ¢)||Dv]) + &(|(u — v)|| D) dz
< F(v,V)+ F(u,U)

2
#1371 [ 1 e(Dul) + (Do) do 4 kP IECP [ v)) de
v n Jwnvnu

where 8 = log, k. To obtain the above inequalities we use assumption (3.2),
the properties of ¢, Jensen’s inequality and the fact that the As—condition
implies that ®(\u) < kA®(u), for A > 1. Note that from (3.2),

2
C
c§/ 1+ ®(|Duf) + &(|Dv]) dz < AU AV] + L (F(u,U) + F(v,V))
unv Cy
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Then, for all N =1,2,... there is u € {1,,,, N} such that

Ak3P1 1+ ®(|Dul) + ®(|Dv|) dx
! S(p—1) 5
{zeV: 25 <d(z,U")<H}

2
1 1c
27,081 217.98—1 f

< cfk:3 —N\U N V! + cfk:3 Ng(F(u, U) + F(v,V))

Ak38-1 e
Fix ¢ and choose N > max{ ! ,—k3ﬁ_1—{ , n = i and r =

o o s N
(L—1)8 / 1 2 :
N so that the constant M, depends only on U,U’,V, Cfy Cy- This
implies that the estimate holds uniformly in F (c}, c?, D). O

Using the uniform estimate, one can include boundary conditions to the

study of I'—limits of local functionals.

Proposition 8. Suppose that {F,} is a family of functionals defined on
Lo (2) x A(A) that satisfy the fundamental Le estimate as n — 0 and let
(nj) be a sequence of positive numbers converging to zero. If F'(u,U) =
['(Lg) —liminf; Fy, (u,U) and F"(u,U) =T'(Le) — limsup; Fy,;(u,U) then

Fl(uw,U'UV) < F'(u,U") + F"(u,V)
and

F'(u,U'UV) < F"(u,U) + F"(u,V)
for allu € Ly(Q) and U, U,V € A(A).

Proof. We start by noticing that we can find two sequences {u;} and {v;}

converging to u in Lg such that
F'(u,V) = liminf F,,, (u;, V)
J

and
F"(u,V) = limsup Fy, (v;, V)
J
Applying the fundamental estimate to {u;} and {v;} for fixed o > 0, we can
find My, ns > 0 so that for nj < n, there is a sequence w; = ¢ju;+(1—p;)v;
(¢; are cutoff functions) between U’, U such that

F (w;, U'UV) < (140) (Fy, (ug, U)+Fy, (v, V) +M, O(|uj—vj|) do+o
wnv)
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Since / ®(Juj — vj|) de — 0, we have
Unv

F'(u,UUV) < limj infF,, (w;, U UV)
< (14 0)(limjinf Fr; (uj, U) + 1imjsup Fo;(vj, V) +o
=1 +o0)(F (w,U) + F'(u,V)) + 0

for any o > 0. The proof of the second inequality follows the same steps. [

Then one can show that F’(u, ), F”(u, ) are increasing set functions. We

return to the proof of proposition 4:

Proof of proposition 4. Taking into account the compactness result 10.3 in
[6] and the above propositions, there exists a subsequence Fj,(,y and a non-
negative, convex function f, : R” x R" — R such that

/ fy(w, Du) dz =T'(Lg) lim (Fj,)
9] h—o00
for each 2 € A(A), u € Ly(2). The growth conditions of f, remain the

same (because of the lower semicontinuity) so that f, € F (c}c, c?c, D). O

Proposition 9. Let Q € A and F, be a sequence in F. Suppose that X is
a weakly closed subset in W4(Q). Suppose {Fy,(u,Q)} T'(Lg)— converges to
a functional F € F. Let X be a weakly closed subspace of Wolﬂ,(ﬂ) and

e1(2) + PEB(lul) < gl w) < ealr) + P EB(ul)
where c;(z) € LY(Q) and ® << P. Then,

lim min Gy, (u) = min G/(u)
n—o00 ueX ueX

where G(u) = F(u, Q)+ [ 9(x, u(z))dx. Furthermore, any sequence u, € X
with Gy (uy) = mi)? Gn(u) contains a subsequence that converges strongly in
ue

Lo(9), weakly in Wi () and a.e. in Q to a function @ € X such that

G(@) = min G(u)

ueX

Proof. From theorem 3, the functionals G,,, G attain their minimum in X.

For any sequence such that G, (u,) = mi;{l G (u), we have that u,, is bounded
ue
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in W2(Q) so, up to a subsequence uy, , it converges in L (€2) and pointwise
a.e. to a function @ € Wi(Q) and

(4.2) lim inf <min G (u)> = lim inf <min G, (u)>

n—o00 ueX n—o00 ueX

Take a fixed subset B CC (2; if the sequence u,, converges to u, the sequence

F,, T'(Lge)—converges to Fnk in B and hence

F(@, B) < liminf F,, (up,, B) < liminf Fy, (un,, Q)

n—o0 n—o0

Fatou’s lemma gives

liminf/g(:ﬂ,unk) dmZ/g(m,ﬂ) dx
Q

n—o0 Q

Combining, we obtain

F(ﬁ,B)—l—/ﬂg(m,&) dx

n—o0 n—o0

< liminf [Fnk(unk,B) + / g(z, up,) daz] = liminf Gy, (un, )
Q
and hence taking B 1T 2 yields

G(a) < liminf G, (un,)
Consider now the second term K (u) = / g(x,u) dr and note that Lemma
Q
1 implies the continuity of K in X.
We will show that for all € > 0 there is a sequence (v,) in X converging

to 0 so that

lim sup Fy, (v, Q) < (14 €)F(9,Q) + ce

n—oo
with ¢ = ¢(?). Fix ¢ € [0,1]. Our assumption says that there is a sequence
(wy,) converging to ¢ in Lg(2) such that
F(9,9Q) > limsup F, (wy,, Q)

n—oo
To have that v, € X, we modify w, by taking a compact subset B of {2
with

/ (14 ®(| D)) dz < e
O\B
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and sets €21, with B C Q1 C Qs C Q. Applying proposition 6, one can
find M > 0 and cutoff functions ¢y, @2, ..., ¢ of C5°(€22) between the sets
01,5 so that

11%12'1& F(¢iwn + (1 — ¢:)0,9Q)

< (14 &)[Fp(wn, Q) + F,(3,Q\ B)]

+e + M & (wy, —0) dz

O\B

/Q@(wn) dx +/ O(0) de+1

O\B

for n € N. If we denote by %, the index at which the minimum is attained

and define v, = ¢; wy,+(1—¢;,)0 € X then v, converges to v in X. Finally,

lim sup F, (vy,, 2)

n—oo
< (14+e¢) (limsup Fy,(w,, Q) + C (1+ (| Dvl)) dl’]
n—oo Q\B
+e [2/ o (0) d$+1}
Q

< (14&)F(9,9Q) +ce

which completes the proof.
O

In our previous discussion, the function f may be taken in the form

f(x, z,p) instead of f(x,p).
The following theorem shows the connection between the distance d and

the I'—convergence. Together with proposition 4, it shows that (F,d) is

complete.

Theorem 5. Suppose that {F,},~0 is a sequence in F and F, € F. The
following conditions are equivalent:

(1) lim d(Fy, Fy) =0

(2) T(Lo) lim (F,) = F,

(3) li_>m (TeFo)(u, Q) = (T Fy) (u, Q) Ve >0, u € Ly, Q € A(A)

Corollary 1. The map mq x,q(F) = mi}{l J(u, ) is continuous on (F,d)
ue
for Qe A(A), X CWi(Q).
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5. RANDOM FUNCTIONALS AND THE ERGODIC THEOREM

We denote by (S, X, P) a fixed probability space where X is the o —algebra
on S and P is the probability measure. A random functional is a measurable
function F': § — F when F is endowed with the field X5 generated by the
distance d. The image P(F~1(S)), S € Xg is the distribution law of F. If
F and G have the same distribution law, we write F' ~ G.

For z € Z™ we define the translation operator 7, by

(5.1) (1. F)(u, Q) = /Qf(x + z,Du) dx

and for € > 0 the homothety operator p. by

x
(5.2) (0-F)w2) = [ fE.Dw da
Note that, since the integrand is independent of wu,
(T=F)(u, ) = F(72u,7:9Q)

where Tu(z) = (xr — 2), .Q={z e R" : 2 — z € Q} and

peF (u, ) = " F(peu, pe£)
where p.u = Lu(ez), p.Q = {z € R" : ez € Q}. If F is a random functional
then both the translated and the homothetic functionals are also random
functionals.
A stochastic homogenization process is a family of random variables (F;):~¢
that has the same distribution law with the random functionals p.F'.

For F € F, u € Ly(R?), we consider the Dirichlet problem

(5.3) m(F,ug, ) = min{F(u, Q) : u—uo € Wy4(Q)}
Let @/ be the cube
Qi ={r € R":|zy| < 1/e;i=1,.,n}

with volume (2/¢)". We denote by [, = p-z the linear function with gradient

p. The main theorem of this section is the following:

Theorem 6. Let ' be a random integral functional and define F. = p.F.
Suppose that T,F = F(r,u,7,A) and F have the same distribution law.

Then the family F. converges P—almost everywhere as € — 0% to a random
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integral functional Fy. In addition, there is a set 8" C S of full measure
such that the limit

. m(u7lp7Q1/€)
w,p) = lim ————"—
folw.p) = lim =]

exists for allw € 8" and

Fofa,) = [ folwrp) da
Q
Moreover, if F is ergodic, the integrand fq is independent of w and

. m(u, lprl/s)
= hm e ———
fol) =0t Jo Q)]

for allp € R", ¢ > 0.

We give a sketch of the proof which can be found in [I1]. We need the
following results.
In [9], the question of determining an integral functional by the knowledge

of their minima was studied. In particular, suppose the numbers
m(u, 1, Q)

are given and that we have a family of subsets {A,},~0 of R™ which shrinks
nicely to x as p — 0". This means that the following density-type inequali-

ties are satisfied:

Ap C B(z,p) Ay = ¢[B(x,p)

where B(x, p) is the ball centered at = of radius p. The following theorem
holds

Theorem 7. Suppose [ : Q x R™ — R satisfies the assumptions of section
3, (3.1) and

¢1(p) < f(x,p) < ¢2(p)
for all (z,p) € (2 x R™) where ¢1, ¢o are convez in p and

¢1(p) _
pl—oc ||
Then there is a measurable subset N C R™ with |N| =0 such that
A
flap) = lim D)

p—0+ | Ay
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for allp € R, x € R\ N and every family {A,},~0 shrinking nicely to x as

p— 0T,

A function p: A — R is called subadditive if for every finite and disjoint
family (Ai)iel with ’A \ UiEIAi‘ =0,

p(A) < Zu(Ai)

We say that p is dominated if 0 < p(A) < CJA] for all sets A. Con-
sider now the family of dominated, subadditive functions and the group of

translations (7,u)(A = u(7,A), where ;A= {z e R" : x — z € A}.

Theorem 8. (Ergodic)(see [2], [10]): Let u : S — R™ be a subadditive
process, periodic in law, in the sense that u(-) and T,u(-) have the same
distribution for every z € Z"™. Then, there exists measurable function ¢ :
S — R and a subset Q' C Q of full measure such that

iy Q)

55 1Q) = 9(w)

exists a.e. w € 8" and for every cube Q C R™. Furthermore, if u is ergodic

then ¢ is constant.

We return to the proof of theorem 6.
Proof. For fixed p € R" and for w € S we define
pip(w) () = m(F(w), 1, )
which is a measurable map, since m(-,l,,?) is continuous in F. For z € Z",
(Taip) (W) (2) = mp(w)(7=42)
= H}Jin{(TzF)(w)(T_Zu, Q)1 u—T_4l € WOI,@(Q)}
= min{(m. F)(w)(v +1,(2), Q) 1 v — I, € Wy o(2)}
and
(T F) (@) (v + Ip(2), Q) = (T F) (w)(v, Q)

since the integrand is independent of u. Thus,

(T2pp) (@) () = m((72F), 1, Q)
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which shows that p, is periodic in law. Applying theorem 4, there exists
measurable function ¢ : Q@ — R and a subset Q' C Q of full measure such

that
p)(Q)
A )

exists a.e. w € Q' and for every cube Q C R". Let
pip(w) (@)

w,p) = limsup ———=
fo(w, p) msup == o

= ¢p(w)

We observe that the convexity of F' in u says that the functions
pp(w)(2)
P e
€

are convex and equibounded. Hence, fj is convex in p and

e p(w)(tQ)
Jo(w,p) = tlggo pﬁT

Furthermore,
pp(w)(tQ) = t"m((p1 1 F) (W), lp, Q)
so that, since p.F' = F,

- m(F(w), by, Q)
lim ——————— = fy(w,
B NTe] fole.)
for each cube Q, p € R", w € §’. Fix w € §'. Corollary 1 and proposition
4 tell that there is an integral functional Fj(w) € F such that F.(w) I'—
converges to Fy(w). Then we are in position to compute the integrand of

Fy(w) since, from theorem 7 there is a subset N with |[N| = 0 such that
m(FO (w)7 l;m Qp)

gO(w7 ﬂj‘,p) = lim

p—07F Q)]
— hm hm m(Fa (OJ), lp7 Qp)
p—0T e—07F ’Qp‘
1
= lim lim M = fo(w,p)
p—0te—ot |[1Q,]

for all x € R"\ N, p € R" so that

Fo(u, ) = /Qfo(w,Du) dx

Note that if F'is ergodic, p, is constant. O
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Remark 1. The last proof is derived in [I0] under the assumption that the
integrand is independent of w. If the integrand depends on u, i.e. f =

f(w,z,u, Du), we can consider the function
fulw,z, Du) = f(w,z,u, Du)
and apply the last proof to see that

. m(Fu(w)vlpan/e)
w(w,p) = lim
R

for all w € &', p € R™. Hence,
Fo,9) = [ folw,u, Du) do
Q
and from the last limit,

Jo(w,u,p) = foulw,p)

The abstract form of this theorem can be applied to obtain homogenization
results over random structures for partial differential equations defined in

Orlicz-Sobolev spaces.

5.1. Examples of random functionals. An application of theorem 3 is
the case of random two-phase domains. Such domains can be obtained for
instance from the realization of Poisson processes. Construction of random
domains has been studied in [14], using the connectivity function of contin-
uum percolation theory [19]. In particular, we take a Poisson process X with
density A > 0 and we consider the realization X (w) of the process in a given
domain Q C R™, for some w € S. A connection function g : R™ — [0,1]
connects two points x1,z9 € X with probability g(|z1 — x2|), where | - |
denotes the Euclidean distance. Suppose that w is a given realization for X
which is locally finite, i.e. a finite number of points hits every compact set

K C R™ almost surely:
Pw € Q:9(K) < oo for all compact K C R") =1

where 1(-) is a counting measure. Let x; € X be a given point of this
realization.
Consider the annulus A = {z € R": ¢; < |z — z;| < c2}, where ¢, ¢y are

positive constants with ¢; < co.
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We connect the point x; with all the points in A that are given from X.
For this purpose we choose the connection function
1 ifg<lr—xz) <ec
9(lz — zi]) =
0 otherwise
For a point x; € A, we denote by l;;(w) = I(x;, ;) the line segment with
endpoints x;, z; and let T, /5(l;;)(w) the tube of radius ¢1/2 surrounding
lij. Let now T'(x;)(w) = U;T, j2(li)(w) and G(w,e1/2) = U;T(z;)(w) for all
points z; of the process.
Thus, the set G(w, ¢1/2) is the union of random tubes obtained from the
given realization of the point process. Let Q(w,¢1/2) = R\ G(w, ¢1/2).

We define the indicator function
a(wv $) =1- min{XF(w,cl/2)v 1}

which is zero in the union of tubes and one elsewhere.
Let © be an open, bounded domain of R™ and consider the random
functional F(w)(u,Q) = /a(w,x)f(w,Du)da: = / f(w, Du)dz for
Q G(w)NQ

u € W2(2). This functional is periodic in law and independent at large dis-
tances, thus ergodic. Furthermore let (p.F)(u, A) = e"F(peu, p.A) where
(peu)(z) = éu(saz), (pcA) ={z eR":cx € A}
Then the family
Fo(u,9) = poF(u,9)

satisfies the assumptions of theorem 3. Note that the p.— homothetic func-
tional is the functional obtained if we scale by e the distance between the
connected points of the set F'(w, ¢1/2) that corresponds to the union of tubes
eF = F(ew,ec1/2), where ew maps to the point measure whose support is
{ez;} and {x;} is the support of X (w). Also, the scaling properties of this
model are the same (in terms of distribution) with the model that we have

if we choose

1 if61€§|l‘—l‘i|§62€
ge(|lz — 2i]) =
0 otherwise

with density function \/e. Let us define G¢(w) = ¢G = G(ew,ec1/2) and
O (w) =eQ(w) =R\ G*(w).
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We may also model a domain perforated with balls at random positions
but nonintersecting. Instead of constructing tubes, we let every point be
the center of a ball with radius p(w) < mind(xz;,z;)(w), where the minimum
is taken over all the pairs of points z of X (w). Note that, without any
affect to our proofs, we may assume that p(w) is identically distributed
random variable taking maximum value min d(z;, z;)(w)/4. We consider for
simplicity the first case. According to this construction, we obtain a domain
randomly perforated with balls of radius and with minimal distance between

them. Finally, we define

G (w) = U B(ep(w),ez;) N Q and Qf(w) N Q = Q\ G°(w). Note that
i>1
measG® (w) tends to zero as € — 0.

6. APPLICATION TO HOMOGENIZATION PROBLEMS

6.1. Homogenization of pde’s with generalized growth conditions.

We study the homogenization of the Dirichlet problem

(6.1)
divA(x,ua,Dua) + B(m,ua,DUE) = f(z) in Qf,u® —ug € W&G(Q&)

where Q° = Qf(w) is a randomly perforated domain (as in section 4.1 for
instance), Q° = Q\ G¢, G to be precisely defined below. We assume that

the following structure conditions hold:

2] |2]
6.2 A > — =)= -
(6:2) p A= lplalo) ~ g (1) 5 -
z
(63) 41 < aagl) + asg () +
where a1, as, a3, a4, a5 are nonnegative constants and g is a C' function
satisfying
tg'(t
(6.4) s< O ks 0

for some § > 0.
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t
We define G(t) = / g(s) ds. It can be shown [I7] that G is twice

differentiable, convex function and it satisfies

(6.5) f‘ci(g < G(t) <tg(t)if t >0,
0

(6.6) g((g < % ifb>a>0,

(6.7) g(t) < g(2t) <2%¢(t) if t > 0,

(6.8) ag(b) < ag(a) + bg(b) if a,b > 0

The smoothness of solutions for the equation (5.1) under the above struc-
ture conditions have been derived in [17].

If in addition tg(t) < C for t > 0, (5.5) implies that G satisfies the
Ay—condition. To see this, note that from (5.5),

@5 o S g6y

and consequently

G@2t) _ [* g(s)
logw—/t G0 ds < C'log?2

G(2t) < 2°G(t)

Thus, G € Ay with & = 2°. The additional assumption tg(t) < C' is also
included in [I7][Lemma 2.1] to derive L* estimates for the solutions.

We denote by W(€2) the Orlicz-Solobev space as defined in section 2.1.
We seek the asymptotic behavior of the family u® as € — 0 in the general

variational form

(6.9) inf{ ; flx,u®, Du®) dx : u® —ug € WO{G(Q'S)}
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where ug € C1(Q), f(x,u,p) is a measurable function defined in 2 x R x R"™,

continuously differentiable with respect to u, p and satisfies

(6.10) C1G(Ipl) — CoG(u) < f(z,u,p) < C3(1 + G(u) + G(|pl)),
(6.11)
|f(@,u,p) — f(z,v,q)| < Ca(1+ g(u) + g(v) + g(|pl) + g(|a]))(|u — v| + |p — q]),

=1
with f,, = A;, fu = B.

Theorem 9 ( [I7]). Suppose that g satisfies (5.4)

(6.13) p-A>plg(lp|) — arg(p|)|p| — as,
(6.14) |A| < aszg(|p]) + as,
(6.15) |B| < bog(|p|)|p| + b1

forx € QF, 2| < M. If u® € L® N W} solves Lu® = 0 where
Lz =div A(z, z,p) + B(z, z,p)

with |u| < M in QF. Then u® is locally Holder continuous with

oscu® < C (ﬁ)a oscu” + xR

B, - R Br
for a > 0, C = C(a3,boM, go,n,d) and concentric balls B,, Br in QF,
0<p<R<LI.

6.2. Passing the limit. In this section, we improve the homogenization
method of [18]. For the convinience of the reader we present it explicitely.
Taking ug € C1(2) and using the smoothness of the solution from the last
section, we can extend u® to Q by taking u® = ug in Q \ Q°. We keep the

notation u® for the extended function. Then,

lullwy @) < ellfllwy

and hence, the family u° is compact in C%(£2) and weakly compact in W (€2).
Thus, we can extract a subsequence, still denoted by u® that converges
weakly to a function u € C(Q2) N WL(Q).
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We denote by Qf = Q(z,h) the cube centered at x of size h > 0 and we

define the function

(6.16) R(z,v°,Vv°) = f(z,0,Vo®) + h" 177G (v —b)
where v is a positive parameter. We also define the capacity-type func-

tionals

(6.17) caps(w,z, ¢, h,b) = inf f(z,0,Vv®) dzx

vt JQhnae
and
(6.18) cap(w,x,e,h,b) = inf/ R(z,v%,Vv°) dx
vt JQhnge

where the infimum is taken over the set {v° € WA(Q) : v = 01in Q\ Q°}.
Note that theorem 3 shows that the limit

) ) 7h7b
capf(whai g, h,b) _ o)

lim lim
h—0e—0

exists for every point x € Q. In addition, since our functionals are inde-

pendent at large distances, the ergodicity implies that the limit ¢(x) = ¢p is

constant. The continuity of v shows that the integral / G(v°® —b) dz
QRNQe

can estimated in terms of / G(|Vv®|) dz (see also [20] for Poincare
QhnQe
type inequalities) times a factor h'*7.
Let us also consider the limit
cap(w, x,&, h,b)

pim, iy I = ()

Furthermore, we assume that for every z € ),

Cap(w7 x? 67 h7 b)

lim sup < O(1 4 g(|b]))]0]

e—0 h™

Theorem 10. The (extended) family of minimizers of (5.9) converges weakly
to the minimizer u € C*(Q) N WL(Q) of

(6.19) inf {/Q f(z,u, Du) + co(u — up) do:u—wup € WOIG(Q)}

Proof. We consider a partition of  with cubes Q% = Q(x®, h) centered at
x® of size h, so that U,Q(z%, h) is a cover of Q and the points z® form a
periodic lattice of period h —r, r to be chosen. Consider a partition of unity
{¢a} of C? functions such that
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(1) a
(2) pa=0ifx ¢ Q% ¢o =1if € Q" \ UpLaQ”
(3) Y ¢alx)=1,ifz €D

(4) [Véa| < C/r

Let us denote by v, = v5 the minimizer of (6.9) in the cube centered at x®
with b = b,.

and

From the last assumption and (6.10),

G(|Vva|) dz = O(h™)
Qa

G(|va — by|) dz = O(R"T117)
Qa

We denote by Qf{ = Q5 \ Uﬁ;ﬁaQi the concentric cube centered at z¢ of

size h = h — 2r. Then,

/ - R(z,vq,Vvy) do
Qu\Qy

= / R(z,v4,Vu,) dx —/ R(x,v4, Vvg) dz + O(rh" 1)
Q

« «
h Qh

< cap(w, z, h,e,b) — cap(w, @, h,e,b) + O(rh™™1)

So,

/ ) R(x,vq, Vuy) dz = o(h™)
(R@I\Q7)NQE
which implies that
(6.20) / A G(|Vval|) dz = o(h")
(QI\Q7)NGe

(6.21) / ) G(va — ba) dz = o(h™)RI 7

(@p\QR)NQe

Note that these relations imply that the local limit

... cap(w,x,e,h,b)
lim lim
h—0e—0 h™

= c(x,b) = co(b)

exists.

Consider a function w € C*(Q) such that w = ug on 9Q and denote by Ky

the set of the cubes Qf that cover Q such that |w(z) — f(z)| > 6 for 6 > 0.



NONLINEAR STOCHASTIC HOMOGENIZATION IN ORLICZ SPACES 29

We set by, = w(z®) — f(x®) for each Qf € Ky and b, = 1 for Qf ¢ Ky. For
each cube @, we define the set

(6.22) B¥(6,e,h) = {x € Qf : sgnby < |by| — }
and the function
ve if z € B*(d,¢e,h)
= (|ba] — 6)sgnby if z € Qp \ B*(d,¢,h)

with 0 < § < 0/2 < 1. To estimate the measure of B*(d, ¢, h), observe that

from our assumption and (5.26), for ¢ sufficiently small,

G(0) meas BY(d,e,h) < / G(vo — by) dz
Ba(4,e,h)NQE

< / G (Vg — by) dz < Ch"THHY
Qasz

We set § = G=H((h~177)71+%) for 6; € (0,1). Then

(6.23) meas BY(0,e,h) = O(hn)h(Hﬁ/) o(h™)

as h — 0. For w € C%(Q) Supported in Q, consider the function
—u
)+ 32 R ) )t
so that wj, —ug € WOG(Q‘E). Let us denote by

JEF] = f(z,v%, Dv°) dx
(943

and note that since v minimizes J¢[-|,
St < T [wh]

To estimate the last inequality, observe that
JEwyi] < Z/ f(z,wy, Dwy) dx+Z/ f(z,w;, Dwf,)| dx

anQe )2NQY) me
Taking into account the properties of V<, ¢, w and the convexity of G(+)

one derives

. . £ & —
(6.24) ,{gmohlglngZ/ ) o M @i, Dwp)} dw =0
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Introduce the sets B{(s,h) = B*(d,e,h) N (Q% N Q°) and BS(e,h) =
(Qy N Q%) \ B (e, k). Then,

(6.25) / i, Dui) de < | f(a,w, Dw) de + o(h")
B (e o

Furthermore, for Q% € Ky, we have
| i Do) da
B (e,h)

— [ f@0De)det [ fleuq Duf) - f(a.0.De5) ds
B2 (h) B2 ()

< / f(x,0,Dv;) dx + 61/ g(ca + c3|Vug ) d
B (e,h) B¢ (e,h)

+O(h)/ G(VeE)) do
B (e,h)
for constants independent of €, h,§. Note that the second term on the right

hand side is of order O(h"*1). To estimate the first term consider the subsets
of B (e, h),

(6.26) B (e, h) = {x € B (e, h) : ca + c3| VS| <m(h)}
(6.27) Yo(e,h) ={x € BY(g,h) : ca + c3| VS| > m(h)}

where m(h) = (h='77)%/2. From condition 5 in section 2,

m(h)g(ca + c3|Vug|) < (e2 + c3|Vug|)g(ca + 3| Vg )
< CG(ea + 3| Vo))

in BY% (e, h). The convexity of G and (6.27) give us

(6.28) / g(ca + c3|Vvs|) dx = o(h")
B, (g,h)

so that

(6.29)

f(@, w5, Du) da < / f(2,w5, Du) da + cap(w, 2, 2, b, ba) + o(A")

QeNns QeNQ

for cubes Q% € Ky. Similarly we can obtain this inequality for Qf ¢ K.
Letting ¢ — 0, h — 0 and finally 6§ — 0, we obtain
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(6.30) lim lim sup J[wj] < Jeo (w)
h—0 -0
and hence
: € € <
(6.31) lim J*[u"] < Jey (w)

for all w € C() and hence for all w € W(Q), with J.(u) being the
functional in (5.23), which is continuous in W4(€2).

To prove the lower bound, we will use the following lemma [18]:

Lemma 4. Suppose w € WA(Q) with ||w||éQ < 1. Under the assumption
of theorem 8, there exists a sequence W& € WA(Q) with W& =0 in Q\ Q°

converging weakly in W(];(Q) to w and, for sufficiently small €, satisfies
Wellgo < A (lwlléo)

for some continuous nonnegative function A with %in(l) A(t) =0.
—

Now let u € WL(Q) be a weak limit of a sequence u® of solutions of (5.9)
extended by ug in Q\ Q°. Given § > 0 we pick a function us € C*(Q) such
that

(6.32) lus — ulléz.0 < 8

From lemma 4, it follows that there exists a sequence {W5} converging
weakly to us — u. We define u§ = u® + Wy so that, as ¢ — 0, uj — us and
us = ug in Q\ Q°. Then,

lim lim sup ||u§ — u®||&.q = 0
=0 £—0 ’

that leads to

lim lim sup |J®[uj] — J5[uf]| =0
=0 =0

The continuity of J,, implies that it suffices to show
(6.33) lim J, [u®] > Jg[u]

e—0

To prove (6.37), we introduce the sets
Q=05 UQy, Qp=Qf UQy, Epg=0\Q

Q5 =QUO° Q5 =QyUQ° 25 =N,
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where
+ _ . Ot _ a . Ho +
Oy ={ceQ:=%(us —uo) >0} Qy ={U.Q5 : Q7 C Oy}

Since ug is smooth,

lim meas[Q5 \ Q5] =0

h—0
The limit of the capacity functional implies that

meas[G° N QY] = O(R™)h'™
for sufficiently small ¢ > 0 so that
meas|[G°| = o(1)

We write J¢[u§] in the following way:

JoTug] = /Q P, Vi) da
]

[ fwu V) do s [ e Vi) da
Q\05

=e

=0

From (6.11) and (6.12) we have

f(z,uf, Vug) > f(x,us, Vug)

" af ous  Ou
+ Z Ou. (@, us, Vug) <8xj B 8xj>
i=1 i

= (9(u5) + 29(IVug]) + 1) (Jus — usl)

The convergence of uj to us and the last estimation implies that

lim liminf/ f(z,us, Vus) de >0
Qs\Q

h—0 e—0
Furthermore,
| rwu i) de = [ fou Vi) do = [ fes Vi) do
= = EgNGe
and

lim inf fz,uj, Vus) dz >

e—0

f($7u57 VU(S) dx

0

T

=E
=6

Let Qf be a cube in Q; and set

min __ . max __ __7min max
by —nqlz%nu5—h1 b, —néf%xuo—i-hl bo = b, — b,



NONLINEAR STOCHASTIC HOMOGENIZATION IN ORLICZ SPACES 33

for hy > 0 to be chosen. Now we split the set Q% M € into the following

nonintersecting sets:
o ={z € QN us < by}
50 = {2 € QR NQ° Y™ <uf < bgﬁ“}
S0 = {z € QN NQ° tuf > b}
Since uj — us in the Lg(§2), for € > 0 small enough

Gus — us) = O(W™2+27)
Qp
and hence
G(h1) meas[Q, UQ3,] < / G S — ug) = O(h"2+2)
07,093,

Choosing h1 = GL(R117), we get meas[Q5, U Q5,] = O(h"T1T7) We follow
the steps that we did to show (6.33), to get

(6.34) liminf/ [z, us, Vuy) de > f(z,us, Vus) dx + o(h")
07,93,

e—0 Qg

The estimate over €25, follows by introducing the function

0, in Q5, U(G°UQY)
e = us — b, in Q5
ba, in 05,

Since u§ are bounded in €5,
[l u5, Vug) de = | - f(x,0,Vug) do
Q5 @y
+h71 [ GE = by) dx + o(h™)
@
so that
fz,uj, Vus) dr > cap(w, x%, €, h,by) + o(h")

Qo
It follows that
lim inf fz,uj, Vus) dx > f(z,us, Vug) dx
e—0 Q%QQE Qg

+ lim inf cap(w, z%, €, h, by,) + o(h"™)
e—0
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The same inequality can be obtained for Q} C €, so that
Jeoltt] < o]
for all w € W&G(Q). This completes the proof. O

6.3. p(x)-Laplace type equations. Homogenization results for the p(x)—Laplacian

have been studied in [3]. The problem under consideration is

(6.35) — div(|Vus P=@72V0f) + [uf [Pe@)20f = f(z) in OF

(6.36) u® =0 on 90°

where p.(z) is continuous, oscillating function satisfying a modulus of con-

tinuity |pe(z) — pe(y)| < &(|z — y[) with hmsque( )In(1/7) = 0. Such

equations are defined in Sobolev spaces with varlable exponents. Assuming

certain convergence properties on p.(-), it is shown that the sequence wu.

converges in W1Po(@) (), lin% lpe — pollco() = 0, to the minimizer u of the
E—>

energy functional

1 1
Sy I+ e o) = u

where

h,z,b
¢(x,b) = lim lim cle, b, 2,b)
h—0e—0 hn

and

c(e,h, 2,b) = inf |VulPe@) 4 B~ 177 (|0 — b|Pe®) 4 [0 — b[Po@)) dy

Qi pe(z)

Proceeding as in the proof of theorem 9, one can show the existence of
the capacity limits, assuming appropriately modelled perforated domains in
which the ergodic theorem is valid. A setup of I'—convergence in Sobolev
spaces with variable exponent and the integral representation of variational
functionals (see [7]) would produce similar homogenization results as long

as theorem 4 is proved.
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