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ABSTRACT. We derive high order homogenized models for the Poisson problem in a cubic domain periodically
perforated with holes where Dirichlet boundary conditions are applied. These models have the potential
to unify the three possible kinds of limit problems derived by the literature for various asymptotic regimes
(namely the “unchanged” Poisson equation, the Poisson problem with a strange reaction term, and the zeroth
order limit problem) of the ratio n = a. /e between the size ae of the holes and the size ¢ of the periodic cell.
The derivation relies on algebraic manipulations on formal two-scale power series in terms of € and more
particularly on the existence of a “criminal” ansatz, which allows to reconstruct the oscillating solution u. as
a linear combination of the derivatives of its formal average u} weighted by suitable corrector tensors. The
formal average is itself the solution of a formal, infinite order homogenized equation. Classically, truncating
the infinite order homogenized equation yields in general an ill-posed model. Inspired by a variational
method introduced in [52, 23], we derive, for any K € N, well-posed corrected homogenized equations of
order 2K 42 which yields approximations of the original solutions with an error of order O(¢25+4) in the L?
norm. Finally, we find asymptotics of all homogenized tensors in the low volume fraction regime n — 0 and
in dimension d > 3. This allows us to show that our higher order effective equations converge coefficient-wise
to either of the classical homogenized regimes of the literature which arise when 7 is respectively equivalent,
or greater than the critical scaling 7y, ~ e2/(4=2),
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1. INTRODUCTION

One of the industrial perspectives offered today by the theory of homogenization lies in the development of
more and more efficient topology optimization algorithms for the design of mechanical structures; there exists
a variety of homogenization based techniques [6, 24, 17], including density based (or “SIMP”) methods [16].
Broadly speaking, the principle of these algorithms is to optimize one or several parameters of the micro-
structures which affect the coefficients of an effective model. The latter model accounts for the constitutive
physics of the mixture of two materials (one representing the solid structure and one representing void) and is
mathematically obtained by homogenization of the linear elasticity system. The knowledge of the dependence
between the parameters of the microstructure and the coefficient of the effective model is the key ingredient
of homogenization based techniques, because it allows to numerically—and automatically—interpret “gray
designs” (i.e., for which the local density of solid is not a uniformly equal to 0 or 1) into complex composite
shapes characterized by multi-scale patterns and geometrically modulated micro-structures [45, 10, 34, 36].

Several works have sought extensions of these methods for topology optimization of fluid systems, where
the incompressible Navier—Stokes system is involved. In this context, an effective model is needed for
describing the homogenized physics of a porous medium filled with either solid obstacles, fluid, or a mixture
of both. However, classical literature [25, 3, 13, 49] identifies three possible kinds of homogenized models
depending on how periodic obstacles of size a. scale within their periodic cell of size e: depending on how
the scaling 7 = a./e compares to the critical size 0. := ¢%(?=2) (in dimension d > 3), the fluid velocity
converges as € — 0 to the solution of either a Darcy, a Brinkman or a Navier-Stokes equation. Unfortunately,
there is currently no further result regarding an effective model that would be able to describe a medium
featuring all possible sizes of locally periodic obstacles. The strategy that is the most commonly used in the
density based topology optimization community consists in using either the Brinkman equation exclusively
[20, 21, 28], or the Darcy model exclusively [54, 47]. These methodology have proved efficient in a number of
works [46, 27], however, they remain inconsistent from a homogenization point of view, since these models
are valid only for particular regimes of size of obstacles. In particular, this limitation makes impossible to
interpret “gray” designs obtained with classical fluid topology optimization algorithms.

The main objective of this paper is to expose, accordingly, the derivation of a new class of—high order—
homogenized models for perforated problems which have the potential to unify the different regimes of the
literature. Our hope is that these models could permit, in future works, to develop new mathematically
consistent and homogenization based topology optimization algorithms for fluid systems.

404 V404
4 ¥4 V4 04
V404040
04040404
7

nT

Y
P=10,1]¢

SNNNNS

(7
@4
@4
@4
(7 Ik

FIGURE 1. The perforated domain D, and the unit cell Y = P\(nT).
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This article is a preliminary study towards such purpose: we propose to investigate here the case of the
Poisson problem in a perforated periodic domain with Dirichlet boundary conditions on the holes,

—Au. = fin D,
1, = 0 on Ow, (1.1)
u. is D—periodic,
which can be considered to be a simplified scalar and linear version of the full Navier—Stokes system. Let

us mention that the analysis of the full Navier—Stokes system is much more challenging because of the
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incompressibility constraint and the vectorial nature of the problem; the extension of the current work for
the Stokes system—its linear counterpart—shall however be exposed in a future contribution [32, 33].

The setting considered is the classical context of periodic homogenization represented on Figure 1: D :=
[0, L] is a d-dimensional box filled with periodic obstacles w. := ¢(Z¢ +nT) N D. P = (0,1)¢ is the unit
cell, and Y := P\nT is the unit perforated cell. The parameter ¢ is the size of the periodic cell and is given
by € := L/n where n € N is an integer number assumed to be large. The parameter 7 is another rescaling
of the obstacle T" within the unit cell: the holes are therefore of size a. := ne which allow us to consider in
section 5 so-called low volume fraction limits where 1 converges to zero. The boundary of the obstacle T is
assumed to be smooth. D, := D\w,. denotes the perforated domain and f € C*(D) is a smooth D—periodic
right-hand side. The periodicity assumption for u. and f is classical in homogenization and is used to avoid
difficulties related to the arising of boundary layers (see [39, 19, 7]).

The literature accounts for several homogenized equations depending on how the size a. = ne of the holes
compares to the critical size o, := ¢%/(4=2) in dimension d > 3 (or how log(a.) compares to log(o.) := —1/¢?
in dimension d = 2) [43, 26, 3, 13, 49, 29, 37]:

o if a. = o(o.) (if log(a:) = o(log(o.)) if d = 2), then the holes are “too small” and u. converges as
€ — 0 to the solution u of the Poisson equation in the homogeneous domain D (without holes):

—Au=fin D
. . (1.2)
u is D—periodic.
o if a. = 0. (if log(a.) = —1/¢? if d = 2), then u. converges as € — 0 to the solution u of the modified
Poisson equation
—Au+ Fu=fin D

{ . . (1.3)

u is D—periodic,

where the so-called strange reaction term Fu involves a positive constant F' > 0 which can be
computed by means of an exterior problem in R?\T when d > 3 (see (5.7) below), and which is equal
to 2w if d = 2 (see [3, 25, 49, 37]).

o if 0. = o(a.) (if log(o.) = o(log(a.)) if d = 2) and a. = ne with n — 0 as € — 0, then the holes
are “large” and a?~2e~%u. (—log(a.)e2u. if d = 2) converges to the solution u of the zeroth order
equation

{Fu:finD

u is D—periodic, (1.4)

where F' is the same positive constant as in (1.3).
e if a. = ne with the ratio 7 fized, then e ~2u. converges to the solution u of the zeroth order equation

M% = fin D
. . (1.5)
u is D—periodic,
where M? is another positive constant (which depends on 7). Furthermore it can be shown that
MP°/|log(n)| — F if d =2, and M°/n?=2 — F (if d > 3) when 1 — 0, so that there is a continuous
transition from (1.5) to (1.4); see [4] and corollary 6 below.

The different regimes (1.2) to (1.5) occur because the heterogeneity of the problem comes from the zero
Dirichlet boundary condition on the holes w, in (1.1): this is the major difference with the setting commonly
assumed in linear elasticity, where the heterogeneity induced by the mixture of two materials is instead
inscribed in the coefficients of the physical state equation [53, 6]. (1.2) and (1.3) are the respectively the
analogous of the Navier—Stokes and Brinkman regimes in the context of the homogenization of the Navier-
Stokes equation, while the zeroth order equations (1.4) and (1.5) are analogous to Darcy models. As stressed
above, the existence of these regimes raises practical difficulties in view of applying the homogenization
method for shape optimization: the previous considerations show that one should use (1.2) and (1.3) in
regions featuring none or very tiny obstacles, however one should use the zeroth order model (1.5) when the
obstacles become large enough.



Our goal is to propose an enlarged vision of the homogenization of (1.1) through the construction, for any
K € N, of a homogenized equation of order 2K + 2,
K+1
> DR VR e = fin D,
k=0
v; i is D-periodic,

(1.6)

which yields an approximation of u. of order O(e228%4) in the L?(D,) norm (for a fixed given scaling of the
obstacles n7). The function vZ )¢ denotes the higher order homogenized approximation of u. and ID)%C V% is a
differential operator of order 2k with constant coefficients (the notation is defined in (2.3) below). Equation
(1.6) is a “corrected” version of the zeroth order model (1.5) (for any K, it holds D% = M?), which yields
a more accurate solution when € is “not so small”.

Our mathematical methodology is inspired from the works of Bakhvalov and Panasenko [15], Smyshlyaev
and Cherednichenko [52], and Allaire et. al. [11]; it starts with the identification of a “classical” two-scale
ansatz

+oo
us(z) = ZE”zui(x,x/e), z € D, (1.7)
i=0

expressed in terms of Y—periodic functions u; : D XY — R which do not depend on . Our procedure
involves then formal operations on related power series which give rise to several families of tensors and
homogenized equations for approximating the formal, infinite order homogenized average u}:

+o0
ug(x) == Zsi” /Y u;(x,y)dy, z € D. (1.8)
i=0

In proposition 5 below, we obtain that u* in (1.11) is the solution of a formal, “infinite order” homogenized
equation,

—+oo

MR vl = f, (1.9)

k=0
where MY is the positive constant of (1.5) and (M¥);>; is a family of (constant) tensors or order k. From
a computational point of view, one needs a well-posed finite order model. As it can be expected from other
physical contexts [8, 11], the effective model obtained from a naive truncation of (1.9), say at order 2K,

K
D MR vy = f (1.10)
k=0
is in general not well-posed [8, 1]. Several techniques have been proposed in the literature to obtain well-posed
homogenized models of finite order in the context of the conductivity or of the wave equation [12, 9, 1, 2, 11].
The derivation of the well-posed homogenized equation (1.6) relies on a minimization principle inspired from
Smyshlyaev and Cherednichenko [52] and is marked by two surprising facts.
The first surprising result is the existence of a somewhat remarkable identity which expresses the oscillating
solution u. in terms of its non-oscillating average u}:

+oo

ue(z) = Z&‘ka(CE/E) VR (). (1.11)

k=0

The functions N* are P-periodic corrector tensors of order k (definition 2) depending only on the shape of
the obstacles nT" and that vanish on d(yT). Furthermore, N° is of average [, N°(y)dy = 1 and N* is of
average fY N¥(y)dy = 0 for k > 1 (proposition 8): u? is consistently the average of u. with respect to the fast
variable z/e. While the derivation of (1.7) is very standard in periodic homogenization [50, 40, 18, 14], the
existence of such a relation (1.11) (when compared to (1.7)) between the oscillating solution is less obvious;
it has been noticed for the first time by Bakhvalov and Panasenko [15] for the conductivity equation, and
then in further homogenization contexts in [51, 52, 23, 11, 2, 1]. Following the denomination of [11], we call
the ansatz (1.11) “criminal” because the function u} has the structure of a formal power series in .
4



The second surprise lies in that our higher order homogenized equation (1.6) is obtained by adding to
(1.10) a single term EQK}D%(K“ - V2K+2. in other words ]D)%(k = M?* for any 0 < 2k < 2K. This fact, which
does not seem to have been noticed in previous works, is quite surprising because following [52, 23], the
derivation of (1.6) is based on a minimization principle for the truncation of (1.11) at order K,

K
We k(vZ g )(x) = ZEka(x/s) . VkU;K(x), x € D, (1.12)
k=0
which is expected to yield an approximation of order O(e%*3) only in the L?(D.) norm (u} and v} ; are
of order O(g?)). This is the order of accuracy stated in our previous work [32] and similarly obtained
in the conductivity case by [52], or for the Maxwell equations by [23]; it is related to the observation
that that the first half of the coefficients of (1.6) and (1.9) coincide: D% = M?* for any 0 < 2k < K
(proposition 13). In fact, it turns out that all coefficients D%“ and M?F coincide except the one of the
leading order; ]D)iK T2 £ M2?K+2 As a result, we are able to show in the present paper that the reconstructed
function obtained by adding more correctors,

2K +1
We 2k +1(vE ) () := Z eFNF(z/e) - Vkv:yK(x), x € Dy, (1.13)
k=0
yields an approximation of u. of order O(e2£+4) (corollary 5 below):

lue = We ok 41(v2 )20y + llV (ue = We ok 41 (V7 g0))ln2(p.) < Cr (F)e?H (1.14)

Finally, we obtain in corollaries 6 and 7 (see also remark 8) that our homogenized models have the
potential to “unify” the different regimes of the literature, in the sense that (1.6) and (1.9) converge formally
(coefficient-wise) to either of the effective equations (1.3) and (1.4) when the scaling of the obstacle n — 0
vanishes at rates respectively equivalent or greater than the critical size 7 ~ n?/(4=2).

Unfortunately, we do not obtain in this work that this convergence holds for all possible rates, because the
estimates of corollary 6 imply that higher order coefficients e2*~2M?2F with k > 2 could blow up if the rate
n vanishes faster than the critical size (i.e. when 1 = o(¢2/(?=2))). However the coefficient-wise convergence
holds for the homogenized equation (1.6) of order 2 (with K = 0). Although (i) the derivation of (1.6)
has been performed by assuming 7 constant and (ii) all our error bounds feature constants Ck (f) which
depend a priori on 7, these results seem to indicate that (1.6) has the potential to yield valid homogenized
approximations of (1.1) in any regime of size of holes if K = 0 (which was our initial goal), and for any size
n > Nerit it K > 1.

The exposure of our work outlines as follows. Section 2 introduces the notation conventions and provides
a brief summary of our derivations.

Section 3 then details the procedure which allows to construct the family of tensors M* and N*(y) arising
in the formal infinite order homogenized equation (1.9) and in the criminal ansatz (1.11). Additionally,
we establish a number of algebraic properties satisfied by these tensors and we provide an account of the
simplifications which occur in case of symmetries of the obstacle with respect to the unit cell axes.

Section 4 is devoted to the construction of the finite order homogenized equation (1.6) thanks to the
method of Smyshlyaev and Cherednichenko. We prove the ellipticity of the model and we establish that
]D)%(k = M? for any 0 < 2k < 2K (and not only for the first half coefficients with 0 < 2k < K as observed in
[32, 52]). The high order homogenization process is then properly justified by establishing the error estimate
(1.14).

Finally, section 5 examines the asymptotic properties of the tensors M* in the low-volume fraction limit
17 — 0 (in space dimension d > 3). This allows us to retrieve formally the classical regimes and the arising

of the celebrated “strange term” (see [25]) at the critical scaling 5 ~ ¢2/(4=2),

2. NOTATION AND SUMMARY OF THE DERIVATION

The full derivation of higher order homogenized equations involves the construction of a number of families
of tensors such as X%, M* Nk, ID)%“. For the convenience of the reader, the notation conventions related to
two-scale functions and tensor operations are summarized in section 2.1. We then provide a short synthesis
of our main results and of the key steps of our derivations in section 2.2.

5



2.1. Notation conventions

Below and further on, we consider scalar functions such as
u: DxP—R

(2.4) > u(z,y) 21)

which are both D and P—periodic with respect to respectively the first and the second variable, and which
vanish on the hole D x (nT'). The arguments x and y of u(x,y) are respectively called the “slow” and the
“fast” or “oscillating” variable. With a small abuse of notation, the partial derivative with respect to the
variable y; (respectively x;) is simply written d; instead of 9,, (respectively 0,,) where the context is clear,
i.e. when the function to which it is applied depends only on y (respectively only on x).

The star—“x"— symbol is used to indicate that a quantity is “macroscopic” in the sense it does not depend
on the fast variable x/e; e.g. vl ) in (1.6), uf in (1.8) or Jx in (2.15) below. In the particular case where
a two-variable quantity u(z,y) is given such as (2.1), u*(x) always denotes the average of y — u(x,y) with
respect to the y variable:

u*(z) = /Pu(x,y)dy: /Yu(x,y)dy, z €D,

where the last equality is a consequence of u vanishing on P\Y = nT.
When a function X : P — R depends only on the y variable, we find sometimes more convenient
(especially in section 5) to write its cell average with the usual angle bracket symbols:

@)= [ 2.

In all what follows and unless otherwise specified, the Einstein summation convention over repeated subscript
indices is assumed (but never on superscript indices). Vectors b € R% are written in bold face notation.

The notation conventions including those used related to tensor are summarized in the nomenclature below.

b Vector of R?
(bj)1<j<d Coordinates of the vector b.
bk Tensor of order k (bf ;, € Rfor 1 <iy,..., i, < d)
b @ ckp Tensor product of tensors of order p and k — p:
k— — k—
(bF @c"7P)iy iy = bgl...ipcipf;...ik' (2.2)
bk . vk Differential operator of order k associated with a tensor b*:
bF -V =0f L oF L (2.3)
with implicit summation over the repeated indices i ... 1.
(ej)i<j<d Vectors of the canonical basis of R?.
e; Tensor of order 1 whose entries are (d;,;)1<i,<a (for any 1 < j < d). Note: e; and e;
are the same mathematical object when identifying tensors of order 1 to vectors in R?.
0ij Kronecker symbol: 6;; =1 if i = j and d;; = 0 if 7 # j.
1 Identity tensor of order 2:
Liyiy = diyiy-
Note that the identity tensor is another notation for the Kronecker tensor and it holds
I=¢;®@e;.
J2k Tensor of order 2k defined by:
k times
—tN——
J* =TRI®---I. (2.4)

6



IB%’;{’Z Tensor of order [ 4+ m associated with the quadratic form

l, 1 m, . ._ mlm l m
By"VoVTw =B o 0 00w (2.5)
for any smooth scalar fields v, w € C*>(D).

With a small abuse of notation, we consider zeroth order tensors b° to be constants (i.e. b° € R) and we

still denote by b° @ ¢ := b°c* the tensor product with a k-th order tensor c*.

In all what follows, a k-th order tensor b* truly makes sense when contracted with k partial derivatives, as
n (2.3). Therefore all the tensors considered throughout this work are identified to their symmetrization:

1
k _
bi, . ix = %l to(1)--lo (k)
T oeGy,
where G, is the permutation group of order k. Consequently, the order in which the indices i1, ...,% are
written in bi—“l_”ik does not matter and the tensor product ® is commutative under this identification:
W@ P =P bk (2.6)

Finally, C, Cx or Ck(f) denote universal constants that do not depend on e but whose values may change
from line to line (and which depend a priori on the shape of the hole nT).

2.2. Summary of the derivation

One of the main results of this paper is the derivation of the higher order homogenized equation (1.6)
for any desired order K € N, and the justification of the procedure by establishing the error estimate
(1.14). Before summarizing the most essential steps of our analysis, let us recall that here and in all what
follows, equalities involving infinite power series such as (1.11) are formal and without a precise meaning of
convergence. Our derivation outlines as follows:

(1) following classical literature [41, 40, 15, 19], we introduce a family of k-th order tensors (X*(y))ren
obtained as the solutions of cell problems (see definition 1 and proposition 1) which allows to identify
the functions u;(x,y) arising in (1.11) and to rewrite the traditional ansatz more explicitly:

+oo
x) = Zai“)\,’i(x/e) -Vif(x), xz € D.. (2.7)

i=0
Introducing the averaged tensors of order i, X*™* := [,, X*(y)dy, the formal average (1.8) reads

—+o0

us(z) = Ze”%‘(” -Vif(2). (2.8)

i=0

(2) We construct (in proposition 5) constant tensors M* by inversion of the formal equality
E:EIQAII V”) (E:EHQAﬂ* Vﬂ)__]
( =0

which yields, after left multiplication of (2.8) by ZZ 0 €2 M- V', the “infinite order homogenized
equation” for u’(x):

+oo
ZeHMi Vi (x) = f(x). (2.9)

Note that (2.9) is exactly (1.9) because all tensors X25*1* and M?2**! of odd order vanish (propo-
sition 3 and corollary 1).

(3) We substitute the expression of f(z) given by (2.9) into the ansatz (2.7) so as to recognize a formal
series product:

(Zs% z/e) - )(ZEM VZ> ul(z). (2.10)

7



Introducing a new family of tensors N*(y) defined by the corresponding Cauchy product,

k
NEy) =D xP(y) e M* P, yey,
p=0

we obtain the “criminal” ansatz (1.11):

+oo

ue(x) = Zeka(a:/s) S VEuE (z). (2.11)

k=0

(4) We now seek to construct well-posed effective models of finite order. Inspired by [52, 23], we consider
truncated versions of functions of the form of (2.11): for any v € HX+1(D), we define

K
Werk(v)(z) = e*N*(x/e)- VFu(z), xe€D. (2.12)
k=0

where the tensors N* are extended by zero in P\Y for this expression to make sense in D\D..
Remembering that wu. (identified with its extension by 0 in D\D.) is the solution to the energy
minimization problem

min  J(u, f) ::/ <;|Vu|2 . fu) dz
D

u€H (D)

u=0in w,
s.t. . .
u is D—periodic,

(2.13)

we formulate an analogous minimization problem for v € HX+1(D) by restriction of (2.13) to the
smaller space of functions W x (v) € H*(D):

win - IWenc(0)S) = [

ve HK+1(D) D

1 2
(2 VW k(v)]* — f (x)We,K(U)(f'f)) dw (2.14)

s.t. v is D—periodic.

Averaging over the fast variable x/¢ (by using lemma 3), we obtain a new minimization problem
involving an approximate energy Jj (definition 4) which does not depend on z/e,

min Ji (v, f,e
veHE+1(D) il ) (2.15)
s.t. wvis D—periodic.

Its Euler-Lagrange equation (see definition 5) defines finally our well-posed homogenized equation
(1.6) and in particular the family of tensors (D2¥)g<or<ar 422

(5) In view of (2.12), this procedure is expected to yield by construction an approximation We (v x) of
ue with an error O(e"+3) (because v} ; is of order O(£?), see lemma 7). Surprisingly, we verify that
all the tensors ]D)%(k and the tensors M2* coincide for 0 < 2k < 2K (proposition 13). This allows to
obtain in corollary 5 the error estimate (1.14), which states that v} ;- and the reconstruction (1.13)
yield a much better approximation than expected, namely of order O(e2£+%) instead of O(e¥+3).

The most essential point of our methodology is the derivation of the non-classical ansatz (2.11) of step (3).
Let us stress that in the available works of the literature concerned with high order homogenization of scalar
conductivity equations and its variants [15, 52, 11], the criminal ansatz (analogous to (2.11)) is readily
obtained from the classical one (analogous to (1.11)) because the tensors N* and X* coincide in these
contexts (check for instance [15, 8]). Our case is very different because the heterogeneity comes from the
Dirichlet boundary condition on the holes w.



3. DERIVATION OF THE INFINITE ORDER HOMOGENIZED EQUATION AND OF THE CRIMINAL ANSATZ

This section now presents the steps (1) to (3) of section 2.2 in detail. We start in section 3.1 by reviewing
the definition of the family of cell tensors (X*(y))ren which allows to identify the functions u;(x, %) involved
in the “usual” two-scale ansatz (1.8) and to obtain an error estimate for its truncation in proposition 2. This
part is not new; it is a review of classical results available in a number of works, see e.g. [41, 40, 19]. We
then establish in section 3.2 several properties of the tensor X* which are less found in the literature; the
most important being that the averages of all odd order tensors vanish: X2P+!* = for any p € N.

The next section 3.3 focuses on the definition and on the properties of the family of tensors M* and N*(y)
which allow to we infer the infinite order homogenized equation (1.9) and the criminal ansatz (1.11).

Finally, we investigate in section 3.4 how symmetries of the obstacle T with respect to the axes of the
unit cell P reflect into a decrease of the number of independent components of the homogenized tensors X**
and MPF.

3.1. Traditional ansatz: definition of the cell tensors X%

Classically [50, 41, 40], the first step of our analysis is to insert formally the two-scale expansion (1.11)
into the Poisson system (1.1). Because it will help highlight the occurrence of Cauchy products, we also
assume (for the purpose of the derivation only) that the right-hand side f € C*°(D) depends on ¢ and admits
the following formal expansion:

+oo
f(x)zZezfi(m), x € D.
i=0
Evaluating the Laplace operator against (1.11), we obtain formally

—+oo
1+2
—Au, = Z e (= Ayyuive — ApyUivr — Dgauy),

i=—2
where we use the convention u_qs(x,y) = u_1(z,y) = 0, and where —A,,, —A,,, —A,, are the operators
—Agy = —divy(Vy), —Agy 1= —divy(Vy:) —divy(Vy:), —Ayy = —divy (V).
Identifying all powers in € yields then the traditional cascade of equations (obtained e.g. in [40]):
—Ayytito = firo + DpyUipr + Aggu;  forall i > —2
{ u_o(z,y) =u_1(z,y) =0. (3.1)

This system of equations is solved by introducing an appropriate family of cell tensors [41, 40].

Definition 1. We define a family of tensors (X(y))ren of order k by recurrence as follows:
~Ay X’ =1inY
—Ayy X' =20;X°®e; inY
—Ayy X2 =20, X @e; + XF@IinY, forallk>0 (3.2)
X% =0 on 9(nT)
X* is P—periodic.

The tensors X* are extended by 0 inside the hole T in the whole unit cell P, namely X*(y) = 0 for y € nT.
Remark 1. In view of (2.2), the third line of (3.2) is a short-hand notation for
—AXIT2 =20, XL+ AF 6., forall k>0,

i1+ Th42 k42 Y010

Proposition 1. The solutions (u;(z,y))i>0 to the cascade of equations (3.1) are given by

Vi >0, ui(z,y) :ZXk(y)'kai,k(m), reD,yeY. (3.3)
k=0

9



Recognizing a Cauchy product, the ansatz (1.11) can be formally written as the following infinite power series

product:
Ze”zXl (z/e)-Vif(x <Z€1XZ (z/¢) - ) (Zs filx > : (3.4)
=0

Proof. See [41, 40, 32]. O

We complete our review by stating a classical error estimate result which justifies in some sense the formal
power series expansion (3.4).

Proposition 2. Denote u. g the truncated ansatz of (3.4) at order K € N:

ue i (T 25”2)(1 z/e)-Vif(z), x € D..
=0

Then assuming [ € C*°(D) is D—periodic, the following error bound holds:
|lue = ue k|| 2Dy + €|V (e — ue g)|lL2(0.) < Cre™ || fllarr2(p)
for a constant Ck independent of f and e (but depending on K ).
Proof. See [41, 40, 32]. |
3.2. Properties of the tensors X*: odd order tensors X??T'* are zero.

Following our conventions of section 2.1, the average of the functions u; and X* with respect to the y
variable are respectively denoted:

u; (x) :=LUi(x7y)dy, x €D, (3.5)

X :/Yxi(y)dy. (3.6)

In the next proposition, we show that X?P*!* = 0 are of zero average for any p € N and that X?** depends
only on the lower order tensors X? and XP~!. Similar formulas have been obtained for the wave equation
in heterogeneous media, see e.g. Theorem 3.5 in [2], and also [1, 48].

Proposition 3. For any 0 < p < k, the following identity holds for the tensor X**:
/ Xrdy = (—1)? / (XFP @ (=4 &P) = X* P @ xP~ @ I)dy, (3.7)

with the convention that X~! = 0. In particular, for any p € N:
° X2p+1* — 0
o X?P* depends only on the tensors XP and XP~!:

X = (_1)P/ (0;XP @ 0;X7 — XP~t @ XP~! @ I)dy. (3.8)

Y
Proof. The result is proved by induction. Formula (3.7) holds true for p = 0 by using the convention X~ = 0
and —A,, X° = 1. Assuming now the result to be true for 0 < p < k, we perform the following integration

by parts where we use the boundary conditions satisfied by the tensors X'* and the commutativity property
(2.6) of the tensor product:

AP = (—1)1’/ (—A,, X P xr — Xk~ X~ @ Idy
Y
:(_1)P/ (20, P e, + X P 2R @ AP - X P Lo xP~t @ I)dy
Y
:(_1)P/ (—20;XP @e; — XP @I @ X P71 L XFP2 0 XP @ I)dy
Y

=(-1)P*! / (A X" @ XF=P=1 — X2 @ X7 @ I)dy.
Y

10



Hence the formula is proved at order p + 1.
Now, the formula at order p = k reads

X = (1) [ 00,209y = (1)F | 25,200y = (1)
which implies X** = 0 if k is odd. Formula (3.8) follows easily from (3.7) with k = 2p. O

For completeness, we provide a minor result which implies that there is no order k (even odd) such that
X*(y) is identically equal to zero. However, let us remark that some components X (y) may vanish for
some set of indices i1, ...,1, e.g. in case of invariances of the obstacle nT along the cell axes.

Proposition 4. The following identity holds:
Ay (0F XL ) = (D R+ 1),
where we recall the implicit summation convention over the repeated indices i1 . . . 1.
Proof. The results clearly holds true for £ = 0. For & = 1, it holds
—Ayy 0 X = 0;(20,X°) = 2AX° = —
Assuming the result holds true till rank & — 1, the formula still holds at rank & > 2 because
—Ayy O X = 08 L (200X AT i)

(2 k-1

k—1 k—1 k—2 k—2
=20y, (0 i i) Ay (07 S, L )

= —2(=1)" k= (1) 2(k - 1)
= (—1)*(k +1).

3.3. Infinite order homogenized equation and criminal ansatz: tensors M* and N*

This part outlines the steps (2) and (3) of the procedure outlined section 2.2. Let us recall that the first
tensor X%* is a strictly positive number, since (3.8) implies X% = [, [VAX?|?dy > 0.

Proposition 5. Let (M");cn be the family of k-th order tensors defined by induction as follows:

MO — (XO*)fl
k—1
3.9
MF = (XO* ZX]C P o MP. ( )
p=0

Then it holds, given the definitions (3.1) and (3.5) of u}:
VieN, fi(x ZM’“ VEur_, (z). (3.10)

Recognizing a Cauchy product, (3.10) can be rewritten formally in terms of the following “infinite order”
homogenized equation for the “infinite order” homogenized average u’ of (2.8):

“+o0
D e TEM Vi = f. (3.11)

Proof. We proceed by induction. The case i = 0 results from the identity uf(z) = X°* fo(z) which yields
fo(x) = (X))~ luy(x). Then, assuming (3.10) holds till rank i — 1 with i > 1, we average (3.3) with respect
to the y variable to obtain

up = XV VL, = X0 4> AP VP,
p=0 p=1
11



By using (3.10) at ranks ¢ — p with 1 < p <4, we obtain the following expression for f;:

i i—p
fi — (XO*)71 <u;< _ (Xp* ® MQ) . vaqu;‘—p—q)
= (X1 (u;k (XP* @ MFP) . Vrur_ (by k< p+gq)
k
Z(Xp* ®@ M*F-P). Vkuf_k> (inversion of summation)
= (A7)~ (“f - ZXk_p*®Mp> ~Vkuf_k> (by p & k —p)
k=1 \p=0

= M + ZMk VAT
k=1

which yields the result at rank . ]

Corollary 1. M* =0 for any odd value of k.

Proof. If k is odd, then k — p and p have distinct parities in (3.9). Therefore, the result follows by induction
and by using X*~P* = 0 for even values of p (proposition 3). |

It is possible to write a more explicit formula for the tensors M*:

Proposition 6. The tensors M* are explicitly given by M° = (X°*)~! and:

k
k _ (_1)1) 41% Dk
p=1 i1+ Fip=k
1<iy.ip<k

Proof. For k =1, the result is true because

Ml — _(XO*)—lMOXl* _ _(XO*)—QXl*
12



which is exactly (3.12). Assuming (3.12) holds till rank k& > 1, we compute

Mk‘+1 — (XO* ZX]C+1 p* ® MP
p=0
— _(XO*)—lMOXk—i-l*

k p
XO* —1 ZZ XO* q+1 Xk+1 p* ® Z X’h* R ® Xiq*

p=1 q:1 i1+ Fig=p
1<iy...ig<p

_ —(XO*)_2Xk+1*

k
XO* -1 Zl Xo* q+1 Z Z Xk+1—p* ® Xil* R ® Xiq*
q=

P=q i1+-+ig=p
1<iy...i4<p

— _(XO*)72Xk+1*

k
XO* -1 Z XO* q+1 Z Xiat1* @ XYi* @ ... @ Xld*
q:l

i1+ +igt1=k+1
1<is . oigar <k+1

k+1 ( 1)q

0x\—2 pk+1x% i1 % Tg*
(X ) X +ZW Z P ®"'®Xq7

q=2 i1t tig=k+1
1<ty 0ig<k+1

from where the result follows. O

Remark 2. This result essentially states that Z;;OE e?M* . V¥ is the formal series expansion of

-1

+oo
(Z ekak. vk>
k=0

Indeed, it is elementary to show the following identity for the inverse of a power series Zzﬁ) apz® with
(ax) € CN, z € C and radius of convergence R > 0:

k

+o00 -1 400
<k2 akzk> =ay' + kz Z p+1 Z iy iy - - - Q) P (3.13)
-0 =1

p=1 i1 tip=k
1<iy.ip<k

We now turn on the derivation of the “criminal” ansatz (2.11). Being guided by (2.10), this ansatz is
obtained by writing the oscillatory part u;(x,y) in terms of the non oscillatory part u}(z):

Proposition 7. Given the previous definitions (3.1) and (3.5) of respectively u; and u}, the following identity
holds:

) k
Vi >0, ui(z,y) = (Z MP® X’f—p(y)) VR, (). (3.14)

k=0 \p=0
13



Proof. We substitute (3.10) into (3.3), which yields
ZZ XP(y) @ M?) - VPHayr . q(x)

p=04¢=0

= Z Z(Xp(y) ® MP=*).Vkur  (z) (change of indices k = p + q)
p=0k=p

= Z Z(Xp(y) @ MP~%).Vku: ,(z) (interversion of summation)
k=0 p=0
The result follows by performing a last change of indices p <> k — p. |

This result motivates the definition of the tensors N* of (2.11):
Definition 2. For any k > 0, we denote by N*(y) the k-th order tensor

)i=> MP@XFP(y),  yev. (3.15)

Recognizing a Cauchy product, the identity (3.14) rewrites as expected as the “criminal” ansatz (2.11) which
expresses the oscillating solution . in terms of its formal homogenized averaged v’ (defined in (2.8)):

+oo
x) = Zska(x/s) -Vkui(z), z€D..
k=0
The last proposition of this section gathers several important properties for the tensors N* that are dual to
those of the tensors X* stated in sections 3.1 and 3.2.
Proposition 8. The tensor N*(y) satisfies:
1. [, N°y)dy =1 and [, N*(y)dy =0 for any k > 1.
2. For any k > 0 and assuming the convention N~ = N2 = 0:
— Ay, NFT2 =20, N** @ e; + N* @ I + MFH2. (3.16)
3. For any k > 0,
= Dy (O N ) = (D (R + 1) MO (3.17)
4. Foranyk>1and1 <p<k-1,

MF = (—1)Pt! / (N*P @ (—=A,,NP) — N*=7=1 @ NP~1 @ [)dy, (3.18)
Y
In particular, M?" depends only on the tensors NP and NP~', which depend themselves only on the first

p+1 tensors X0... XP.

Proof. 1. For k =0, it holds [,, N°(y)dy = M°X%* = 1. Furthermore, the definition (3.9) of the tensor M*

can be rewritten as
k

VEk > 1, /N’“ )y = Xk @ MP = 0.
p=0
2. The cases k = 0 and k = 1 are easily verified. The case k > 2 is obtained by writing
k
Ay NF ="M P @ (—A,, A7)
p=0

k
=> MFMPRQ0XTT @e; + AP RI) + M ® (20,4 ®¢;) + M*

p=2

k—2
<ZM’“ P®AXPT 1) ®ej + (ZMP@Xk—P—2> ®I+MPF,

p=0

14



from where the result follows.
The proof of (3.17) is identical to that of proposition 4.
4. We start by proving the result for p = 1 with k£ > 1: using the point 1., we write

@

MF = / N°® MFdy = / N°® (~AN* —20,N* 1 @e; — N2 @ I)dy
Y Y
= / M° @ N¥dy + / (20;N° @ e; @ N1 — N @ N*=2 @ I)dy
Y Y

= / (A, N @ N1 - N° @ N*2 @ I)dy.
Y

Assuming now the result holds until rank p with 1 < p < k — 2, we prove it at rank p + 1 thanks to
analogous computations:

MF = (—1)p+1/ (M*=P 420, Nk Pl @e; + N*P2 g )@ NP
Y T ® np-1 ® I)dy
(1)t /Y((—zajNP ®e; — N?"1 @)@ NEP1
+ N*P=2 @ NP @ I)dy

= (—1)rt! / ((Ayy NPT MPThy @ NF=P=1 4 NF=P=2 @ NP @ T)dy.
Y

3.4. Simplifications for the tensors X** and M* in case of symmetries

In this last part, we analyze how the homogenized tensors X** and MP* reduce to small number of
effective coefficients when the obstacle nT' is symmetric with respect to axes of the unit cell P. Such results
are classical in the theory of homogenization; our methodology follows e.g. section 6 in [12].

In all what follows, we denote by S := (S;;)1<i,j<d an arbitrary orthogonal symmetry (satisfying S = ST
and SS = I). We shall specialize S in corollary 3 below to either of the following cell symmetries:

o for 1 <1 <d, S denotes the symmetry with respect to the hyperplane orthogonal to e;:
Sti=1—2eef;

o for 1 < m # 1 < d, S"" denotes the symmetry with respect to the diagonal hyperplane that is
orthogonal to e; — ey,:

tm . T T T T
S"™:=1—ee —ene, +ee, +e,e.

Recall the Laplace operator is invariant under such orthogonal symmetries S: for any smooth scalar field X,
—A(Xo0S)=—(AX)oS.

Proposition 9. If the cell Y = P\nT is invariant with respect to a symmetry S, i.e. S(Y) =Y, then the
following identity holds for the components of the solutions X* to the cell problem (3.2):

Xi]? g © S= Siljl ""Sfiicjk‘)c’gC

i J1---Jk?

where we recall the implicit summation convention over the repeated indices jy . .. ji-
Proof. The result is proved by induction on k. For k = 0, it holds
—Ayy(X°08)=108=1
and the symmetry of Y implies that X° o S also satisfies the boundary conditions of (3.2). This implies
X208 = X0 For k =1, we write
—Ayy (X} 08) =2(0;,X%) 08 =20;,(X° 0 8)S;,;, =20, X°S;,;,,
15



which implies similarly Xill oS =25; lejll. Finally, if the result holds till rank k + 1 with £ > 0, then

Xk . 0S8

T+ 1Tk4+2 V0. g

Si d; Xk . 08

ikt2Jk+2YIk4+1Tk+2 g

—Ayy (X2 08) =208, ,XL oS+

01Tt 2 Tk4+2 Vi g1
_ . . . k+1 .
- 251k+2]k+2ajk+2 (X7, 41 ° S) + Sl
= 752’1]’1 cS;

k+1Jk+1

A Xk+2

TkJk+2 k42’

whence the result at rank k + 2. O

Corollary 2. If the cell Y = P\nT is invariant with respect to a symmetry S, then the components of the
tensors X** and MF* of respectively (3.6) and (3.9) satisfy:

XE e = Sign o S X (3.19)
Mikl...ik = Siljl . SlkaMjkl -Jk (3'20)

where we recall the implicit summation over the repeated indices ji ... jk-

Proof. Equality (3.19) results from the previous proposition and from the following change of variables:

kx* k
Xil. / ikdy = / Xil...ik o Sdy.

Equality (3.20) can be obtained by using (3.19) in the formula (3.12). O
Corollary 3. (1) If the cell Y is symmetric with respect to all cell azes e, i.e. S (Y) =Y for any
1<1<d, then
o _ k —
X . =0and M, ; =0
whenever there exists a number r occurring with an odd multiplicity in the indices iy ...1k, i.e.
whenever

Ire{l,...,d}, Card{j € {1,...,k}|i; =1} is odd .

(2) If the cell Y is symmetric with respect to all diagonal azes (e; — e,,), i.e. SU™(Y) =Y for any
1 <1l <m<d, then for any permutation o € Gy,

Xk

o(i1)...o(ix) —

MF MF

o(i1)..o(ix) — i ke

kx

Proof. (1) The symmetry S' is a diagonal matrix satisfying S'e; = —e; and S'e, = e, for ¢ # I. Hence,
replacing S by S! in (3.19), it holds

Xk* - (_1)6i11+~~+6ik1‘/‘y]€* )

21...1k 21...1?

which implies the result.

(2) Applying (3.19) to the symmetry S“™ yields the result for ¢ = 7 where 7 is the transposition
exchanging [ and m. Since this holds for any transposition 7 € &4, this implies the statement for
any permutation o € &,.

|

Let us illustrate how the previous corollary reads for the tensors M? and M*:

e if Y is symmetric with respect to the cell axes (€;)1<;<q, then only the coefficients M2, M;‘;”, M.
with 1 <4,j < d and i # j are non zeros (in particular M? is diagonal).

e if in addition Y is symmetric with respect to the hyperplane orthogonal to e; — e,,, then these
coefficients do not depend on the values of the distinct indices ¢ and j. As a result, M? is a multiple
of the identity and M* reduces to two effective coefficients: there exists constants a, 3, v € R such
that

M?.V?=vA and M*.V* = Z O +B8 D>, 0
1<i#j<d

zm
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4. HOMOGENIZED EQUATIONS OF ORDER 2K + 2: TENSORS ]D)%€

This section details the steps (4) and (5) of section 2.2 concerned with the process of truncating the infinite
order homogenized equation (2.9) so as to obtain well-posed effective models of finite order. Recall that this
process is needed because (1.10) is in general ill-posed, since the tensors M* do not have any particular sign
(in view of (3.12)).

The first section 4.1 introduces the main technical results which allow to derive error estimates. More
particularly we show in section 4.1 that for any integer K’ € N, any family of non-oscillating functions
(v)es0 yields an error estimate of order O(e%'+3) provided (i) v* is of order O(e2) and (i) v* solves the
infinite order homogenized equation (1.9) up to a remainder of order O (e’ +1):

K
D e TEME VR = £+ O, (4.1)
k=0
In particular, this result reminds us that higher order models are generally not unique, they differ by the
choice of extra differential operators of order greater than K’ which turn (4.1) into a well-posed model.

Leaving momentarily these considerations aside, we propose in section 4.2, a “variational” method inspired
from [52, 23] which allows to construct a well-posed effective model (1.6) of order 2K +2 for any K € N. The
procedure relies on an energy minimization principle based on the criminal ansatz (1.11); the coefficients
D2k are inferred from an effective energy Ji (definition 4) and are a priori distinct from the tensors M2*.
These properties enable us to establish that the obtained model is elliptic (in particular, well-posed), hence
amenable to numerical computations.

Finally, we obtain in section 4.3 that surprisingly, it holds D2¥ = M?2* for any 0 < 2k < K, which implies
that (4.1) is satisfied by the solution v} = v} ; with K’ = 2K + 1 (recall M?k+1 = 0 for any k € N from

corollary 1). The error estimate (1.14) of order O(e25+4) follows in corollary 5.

4.1. Sufficient conditions under which an effective solution yields higher order approximations

The main result of this part is proposition 10 where we provide sufficient conditions under which a
sequence of sequence of macroscopic functions v} € C*(D) (depending on ¢, K and f) yields a high order
approximation of u,. The proof is based on the properties of the tensors N* stated in proposition 8 and the
next three results.

Lemma 1 (see e.g. Lions (1981) [40]). There exists a constant C independent of € such that for any
¢ € HY(D.) satisfying ¢ = 0 on the boundary Ow. of the holes, the following Poincaré inequality holds:

[[8l|2(p.) < CellVl|L2 (b, ray-
Corollary 4. For any h € L*(D.), let r. € H*(D,) be the unique solution to the Poisson problem
—Ar, = h in D,
re =0 on OJw,
re is D—periodic.
There exists a constant C' independent of € and h such that
Irellze ooy + ellVrell2(p. vy < ClIB| L2 (.)€ (4.2)

Proof. This result is classical; it is a consequence of lemma 1 and of the energy estimate

[ 9o = [ hrde < Mool < Cellbllzawo Ve, a0

D. D.

which implies [|Vr.||p2(p, ray < Cl|h||L2(p.)e, then (4.2). O
Lemma 2. Assume that the boundary of obstacle nT' is smooth. Then, for any k € N, the tensor Xk s
well-defined and is smooth, namely it holds X* € C*°(Y). In particular, X* € L>=(Y) N HY(Y).

Proof. Since the constant function 1 is smooth, standard regularity theory for the Laplace operator —A,,

(see [35, 22, 31]) implies X° € C*°(Y). The result follows by induction by repeating this argument to X'

and X**2 for any k > 0. O
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Proposition 10. Let v} € C*>°(D) be a D—periodic function depending on € (and possibly on K' and f)
satisfying the following two hypotheses:

1. for any m € N, there exists a constant Cg: n(f) depending only on m, K’ and f € C>°(D) such that

Wl am Dy < Crrn(f)E? (4.3)
2. v solves the infinite order homogenized equation (1.9) up to a remainder of order O(eK,‘H):
K/
> ek PMb vEer — f < Cro(f)e™ 1. (4.4)
k=0

L2(D)
Then the reconstructed function Wy i+ (vE) of (1.12) approzimates the solution u. of the perforated Poisson
problem (1.1) at order O(e™'+3), viz. there exists a constant Cr:(f) independent of ¢ such that

e = Weser 00 52,y + 1V (e = Wesier @)l 0y < Crcr(F)eR .
Proof. Let us compute
KI
—AW. g (v7) =Y ¥ (—ANF —20,N* ' @ e, - N¥ 2@ I)(-/e) - VFv?
k=0
- 5Kl_1(26lNK/ ®e+ N1 I)(-/e) - VKIHUZ
— KN (Je) o I VE +2yr
K/
= FPMP VR — KT QONT @e+ NN T @ I)(+[e) - VI 2
k=0
— X' NE(Je) o I VE+2r,
where we have used (3.16) to obtain the second equality. Since the functions (N*)zey are smooth (lemma 2
and (3.15)), assumption (4.3) implies that the last two terms are lower than eX +1;

HeK/_l(wlNK/ ® e+ N L@ I)(-/e) - VE || < o (f)e 1,

< C , K’—i—l.
L2(D.) — K (f);—:

Using now assumption (4.4) and applying corollary 4 to r. := u. — W, g/ (v?) yields the result. |

HEKINK/(/&) @I - VE+2y2

4.2. Construction of a well-posed higher order effective model by mean of a variational principle

Leaving momentarily aside the result of proposition 10, we now detail the construction of our effective
model (1.6) of finite order which is inspired from the works [15, 52, 23]. The construction of the coefficients
D2% from an effective energy is exposed in section 4.2.1, and the well-posedness of the effective model is
established in section 4.2.2.

4.2.1. The method of Smyshlyaev and Cherednichenko

According to the ideas outlined in step (4) of section 2.2, we consider truncations W, g (v) of the “criminal”
ansatz (2.11) of the form:

K
We k(v)(z) = Zeka(a:/E) -V*u(z), x €D, (4.5)
k=0
where we seek a function v € HE+1(D) which does not depend on the fast variable z/¢ and which approxi-
mates the formal homogenized average u? of (2.8). The tensors N*(y) is extended by 0 in P\Y for (4.5) to
make sense in D\ D..

For any u € H'(D) and f € L*(D), we denote by J(u, f) the energy

T(u, f) = /D (;w? —fu) dz.
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Following the lines of the point (4) of section 2.2, we consider the problem (2.14) of finding a minimizer of
v J(We k(v), f). The key step of the strategy is to eliminate the fast variable /e in J(W, g (v), f) so as
to obtain an effective energy Jj (v, f,e) ~ J(We k(v), f) which does not involve oscillating functions. The
main technical tool which allows us to perform this operation is the following classical lemma of two-scale
convergence (see e.g. Appendix C. of [52] or [5]).

Lemma 3. Let ¢ be a P = [0, 1]¢-periodic function and f € C>(D) be a smooth D-periodic function. Then
for any k € N arbitrarily large, the following inequality holds:

/2
[ s@otsres— [ [ s@otnis| < 2 llo= [ sayl| il
D DJP 27| P L2(P)
Proof. See Lemma 7.3 in [32] for a proof of this exact statement. O

Before providing the definition of J} based on the application of lemma 3, we introduce several additional
tensors that arise in the averaging process.

Definition 3 (Tensors IB%l]’(m). Forany K e N, 1 <j<dand 0 <k < K+ 1, let ]\N/'jk(y) (with implicit
dependence with respect to K) be the k-th order tensor defined by
O;N°(y) if k=0
NE(y) = L 0N (y) + N*"H(y) @e; if 1 <k < K (4.6)
NE(y) ®e; if k=K +1.

We define a family of constant bilinear tensors Blf(m of order [ + m by the formula
]B%lf’(m = /Y]\~f]l(y) ® N;”(y)dy, forany 0 <I,m < K +1, (4.7

where the Einstein summation convention is still assumed over the repeated subscript index 1 < 7 < d.
Definition 4 (Approximate energy J3 ). For any f € L?(D) and periodic function v € HX (D), we define

K+1
1
Jic(v, f,e) == /D 3 Z gtm=2glnglyymy — fo | da. (4.8)

1,m=0
where we recall (2.5) for the definition of BII’(mVZUva.

The definition of the energy J (v, f,¢) is motivated by the following asymptotic—provided by lemma 3—
which holds with any p > 0 arbitrarily large

J(WE,K(U)a f) = ‘];(((/U? fa E) + O(EP)'
More precisely, we have the following result:
Proposition 11. Assume f € C*>°(D) is D—periodic. Let v € C*(D) be a smooth D—periodic function and

We k(v) € C™(D,) be the truncated ansatz of the form of (4.5). The following estimate holds true with p > 0
arbitrarily large:

[T (We k (v), £) = Ti (v, £,€)| < Crep[[0]Fnea(py + |1f 170 ()"
for a constant C ,, depending only on p and K (and n).

Proof. For any 1 < j < d, the partial derivative 9, W: i (v) reads

K

O, Wetc(0) = 3 (5710, N*(-/e) - VFu + e NF (o) @ ¢; - VF o)
k=0
K+1

=) FINE(fe) - VHu,
=0
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by the definition (4.6) of the tensors ]\Nf]’?. The computation of the energy J(W; i (v), f) yields then

K+1

J(Wec(v), f) = /D 5 O ENLC/) V) (NP (/) - V) | da

l,m=0

/ LNY(Je) - V') f) da.
D

1=0
The result follows by estimating both term after applying lemma 3: for any 0 <I,m < K + 1,

/ ghtm=2 ((N;(. /&) - V') (NI (-/e) - V™v) — IBSlI’(mVlvav> do
D

< Cef||Viv @ va|\Hp,uﬂn,z)(D’Rde)

< Cl&p(HvlvHHp (1+m— 2)(D ]Rdl +|‘va”?—[;’f(HmfZ)(D’]Rdm))

< CYeP|[v]|Hpr2 ()

VO<I<K, || & (N'(/e) Viuf — fv)da| < cpsp||fvlu|\Hp_,(D R
< Coe? (1 Fo-1(py + 1013 () < Cope? U0y + 10l o))
where we used that N' is of average 1 if I = 0 and 0 otherwise (point 1. of proposition 8). |

The approximate energy (4.8) is used (instead of J(W¢ i (v), f) in (2.14)) in order to construct our higher
order homogenized model.

Definition 5. For any K € N, we call homogenized equation of order 2K + 2 the Euler-Lagrange equation
associated with the minimization problem
min Ji(v, f,e
veHE+1(D) K( f ) (49)
s.t. v is D—periodic.

This equation reads explicitly in terms of a higher order homogenized solution v}, € HXT1(D) as

K+1

§ E2k—2D%€ . v2kU:7K — f
k=0
vZ i is D-periodic,

(4.10)

where the constant tensors D2* are defined for any 0 < 2k < 2K + 2 by:

2k

D = (-1)'B*, (4.11)

1=0
assuming the convention IB%ZI’{W =0forany > K +1orm>K +1.

Proof. Let us detail slightly the derivation of (4.10). The Euler-Lagrange equation of (4.9) reads, after an

integration by parts:
K+1

S ()BT (1) B = . (4.12)
1,m=0

Since IEBZI’{m = IBZJ and (—1)! 4+ (—1)™ vanishes when [ and m are not of the same parity, only terms such
that [ + m is even are possibly not zero in the above equation. Hence, (4.12) rewrites as (4.10) with

2k
1 my! 1 —I\mpl,2k—1
DI = Y S(=D'+(D)™MBE =Y o ((-1)' + (- B
I+m=2k 1=0
for any 0 < 2k < 2K + 2, which eventually yields the desired expression (4.11). |
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Remark 3. As announced in the introduction, (4.10) turns out to be a simple correction of (1.10), see
proposition 13 below.

4.2.2. Well-posedness of the homogenized model of order 2K + 2

We now establish the well-posedness of the high order homogenized model (4.10). More precisely, we prove
its ellipticity, which implies the existence and the uniqueness of the effective solution VZ k- Before stating
the result, let us stress the following observation which is obvious, but a somewhat important consequence
of the definition (4.7).

K+1,K+1

Lemma 4. The dominant tensor By is symmetric and non-negative.

Proposition 12. Assume further that the dominant tensor IBK'H Kl

constant v > 0 such that

is non-degenerate, viz. there erists a

VE = Eirirey, € RTT BETLEHL ce > g2, (4.13)

Then (4.10) is elliptic and there exists a unique solution vy € HEX¥1(D) to the homogenized equation (4.10)
of order 2K + 2.

Proof. Let us consider the space Vi := {v € HETY(D) |v is D-periodic } and introduce a : Vi x Vg — R
and b : Vg — R the respective bilinear and linear forms defined for any v € Vi by
K+1
a(v,v) Z gm=2gb gl vrydz,
D I,m=0

= /D fudzx.

The homogenized equation (4.10) reduces to the following variational problem:
find vl ;o € Vi such that Vv € Vi, a(vf i,v) = b(v). (4.14)

From there, one could directly rely on the theory of Fredholm operators [42] to conclude to the existence
of a solution v} r-. However we are going to show that a is coercive (meaning (4.10) is elliptic), which will
allow us to apply Lax—Milgram theorem [30].

Under the non-degeneracy assumption (4.13), it is readily obtained that there exists a constant C, (depending
on ¢) such that for any v € Vi (D),

a(v,v) > (52KV)HVK+1’U||2L2(D,R¢) + 6_2]\40||U||2L2(1:>) = Ce|llgxr iyl V]| 5 (py-
Remembering M° > 0 and applying the following Young’s inequality

vy?
2

for a sufficiently small v > 0, we obtain the existence of two constants . x > 0 and 8. x > 0 (that depend
on ¢ and K) such that

Vz,y € R, |9cy|<—7+

Vv € Vi (D), a(v,v) > ac klv][3r1(py — Be.c |Vl (). (4.15)

Furthermore, (4.7) together with the proof of proposition 11 allow to rewrite a(v,v) as
K 2
(e7'Vy + Va) (Z eFNF(y) - Vkv(sc)>
k=0

Then, fD fY x,y)?dydz > ID }fy T,y dy| dz and point 1. of proposition 8 imply the the following
inequality:

a(v,v) = dz. (4.16)

Yo € Vi, a(v,v) > ||V||32(p ga)- (4.17)

We now prove that (4.15) and (4.17) together imply the coercivity of a on the space Vi, that is we claim
there exists a constant c. x > 0 such that

Yo € Vi, a(v,v) > cE,KHvH%{KH(D). (4.18)
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Assume the contrary is true, then one can find a sequence (v,) of functions satisfying ||v,||gx+1(p) = 1
and such that a(v,,v,) — 0. Up to extracting a relevant subsequence, we may assume that v,, — v weakly
in HE*Y(D) and v, — v strongly in H¥(D). Then the polarization identity together with (4.15) and the
positivity of a allow to show that (v,) is a Cauchy sequence in Vi:

Vp,q €N, ac kv, — Uq||?{K+1(D) < a(vp — Vg, vp — vg) + B,k |[vp — Uq”%IK(D)

= 2a(vp, vp) + 2a(vg; vg) — alvp + Vg, Vp + Vg) + Be, i [|vp — UQH%IK(D)

< 2a(vp, vp) + 2a(vg, vq) + Be k| |vp — qu?{K (D) 2220,
Therefore v, — v strongly in Vi . Using the continuity of a, we infer then a(v,v) = lim,, 1 a(vy,v,) = 0.
The property (4.17) yields then that v is a constant. Therefore, 0 = a(v,v) = ¢™>M°|[v||7.(p), Which implies
v = 0. This is in contradiction with the fact that ||v,||gx+1(py = 1 for any n > 0 and the strong convergence
of (v,) in HETY(D).

Finally, the coercivity (4.18) and the continuity of @ and b over Vi ensure that all the assumptions of the

Lax-Milgram theorem are fulfilled, which yields existence and uniqueness to the problem (4.14). O

Remark 4. It is always possible to add to D252 a small perturbation making (4.13) satisfied while keeping
an “admissible” higher order homogenized equation. Indeed, since the other 2K + 1 coefficients are kept
unaffected, the error estimate provided by proposition 10 and corollary 5 below remain valid. Let us remark,
however, that this non-degeneracy condition is automatically fulfilled for any shape of obstacle nT" when
K = 0 because it is easily shown that D§ = —(M%)? [, [X°(y)]*dy > 0 (see (4.20)). In the general case
K > 1, it could fail to be satisfied for particular obstacle shapes (e.g. in case of invariance of nT along some
of the cell axes).

4.3. Asymptotic surprise: ]D)%“ = M?*; error estimates for the homogenized model of order 2K +2

We terminate this section by verifying the assumptions of proposition 10 which ensure the validity of the
error estimate (1.14) claimed in the introduction. The next proposition establishes the point 1.

Lemma 5. Assume the non-degeneracy condition (4.13). The solution v ;c of (4.10) belongs to C>*(D) and
for any m € N, there exists a constant Cy, i that does not depend on € such that

102kl rm (D) < Con |l f 1 m (D). (4.19)

Proof. We solve (4.10) explicitly with Fourier expansions in the periodic domain D = [0, L]¢. Let f(f) be
the Fourier coefficients of f and ¢(&, ¢) the symbol of the differential operator of (4.10), namely:
K41
VE € 24, Ve > 0, c§,e) = Y (—1)F|2m/L[**e* 2Dk - ¢2F,
k=0
where 50 = 1 by convention and where we have used the short-hand notation ]D)%(”C . §2k = ]D%lkmm Eiyooiog-
For ¢ € 74, the Fourier coefficients U7 ¢ of vy read:

. G
Ua K(f) (5’ )

Applying Parseval’s identity to the bilinear form (4.16), we obtain

2

K
C(f,é‘):/y (€1Vy+(2i7f/L)€)< (QiW/L)ké‘ka(y)'Ek) dy
k=0
= 20(c8).
where ® is the function defined by:
:RY —R
K 2
A i—)/ (Vy + (2im/L)A (Z 2im/L)*N*(y) - Ak> dy.
k=0
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In order to obtain (4.19), it is enough to prove the existence of some positive constant Cx > 0 such that
®(\) > Ok for any A € R%. The function ® is clearly continuous, nonnegative and satisfies ®(\) — +oo
when |A\| = +o00 because of (4.13). Therefore it admits a minimum point A\g € (R )%. Let us assume that
®(N\g) = 0. Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we obtain

2
0= D(\) > /Y (V, + (2im/L)A) (i(zm/mkzvk(y) : Aé) ay) =P,
k=0
Therefore it must hold Ag = 0, however this is not possible because
D(0) = /Y IV, N(y)|* dy = M° > 0.
Consequently, YA € R%, ®(\) > ®()\g) > 0 which concludes the proof. O

The point 2 of proposition 10 is the object of the next result. More precisely, we prove that surprisingly,
the coefficients ]D)%(k and M?* coincide for 0 < 2k < 2K. A similar fact was also observed for the (scalar)
antiplane elasticity model considered in [52], but only for the first half 0 < 2k < K of the coefficients (and
without providing a proof).

Proposition 13. All the coefficients of the homogenized equation (1.6) of order 2K + 2 (defined in (4.10))
coincide with those of the formal infinite order homogenized equation (1.9), except the leading order one:

]D)%(k = M?%* for any 0 < 2k < 2K,

DIE+? = (—1)KH /Y NE @ NK @ Idy. (4.20)

Proof. First of all, (4.20) is only a rewriting of (4.11). We show the following, slightly more general, result:
k

VO < k < 2K, MF = (~1)'BR, (4.21)
1=0

which is enough for our purpose because of (4.11). We distinguish two cases.
1. Case 0 <k < K. For 0 <k, <K, the coefficient ]Bilf(k_l is given by (from (4.6))

BL = /Y(ale + N @) @ (9N 4+ Nl g ej)dy, (4.22)
where we use the convention N~! = N2 = (0. After an integration by parts, we rewrite IB%ZI’(k_l as follows:
BLF ! = / (~AN' —20,N'" ' @e; - N' 2@ 1)@ N*ldy
Y
+/ @;N' @ N* "1 g e, + N1 @ N*=-1 g [)dy
Y (4.23)
4 /Y(aleﬂ @ N* " ®e; + N2 @ N1 @ I)dy
_ / (M' @ N*1)dy + B*! 1 BRi-1
Y
where B*! is the k-th order tensor defined by
BRl . / O;N'@ N*"1 @ e, + N1 @ N*1-1 g [)dy.
Y

Using now the point 1. of proposition 8 and recognizing a telescopic series, we obtain
k k
Z(il)lBlI,(kfl _ (71)kMk + Z((*l)lBk’l o (71)171319,171)
1=0 1=0
= (=)*M* + (1) BM* — (-1)7'BM
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This implies (4.21) by using the facts that M* = 0 when k is odd and B** = B*~! = 0 owing to our
convention N~1 = 0.

2. Case K +1 <k <2K. The equality (4.22) is valid for any K + 1 < k < 2K and 0 <[ < k if we assume
by convention (in this part only) that N™ = 0 whenever m > K, because of the definition (4.7). Then (4.23)
remains true provided 0 <[ < K. Therefore, recognizing the same telescopic series, we are able to compute

K

Z(_l)lﬁlj}k_l — (_1)KBk,K
=0

=(-D¥ /Y(ajNK @N" e, + NETT@ N R @ I)dy.

Remembering that Bl;{m = 0 whenever [ > K + 1 or m > K + 1, we eventually obtain

k K
Z(_l)lBll,(kfl _ Z(—l)l]B%?(k’l 4 (—1)FHIBEALE-K
=0 =0

= (71)’(/ (NE @ NFE1ge; + NET1 o NFK-1 @ dy
Y
F(—1)EH / (NK @ e;) ® (9;N¥—K~1 4 N¥=K-2 g ¢ )dy (4.24)
Y
= (-1¥ / ((20;NK @ e; + NE 1@ T)@ NFK-1 - NK @ NF=K=2 g I)dy
Y

— (_I)KL((_AnyK+1 —MK+1) ®Nk—K—1 _NK ®Nk—K—2 ®I)dy,

where we have used (3.16) in the last equality. We now consider two cases:
e if k = K + 1, then the above expression reads
K41
> BRI = (2D [ (A, N - ) @ Ny
1=0

Y

_ (71)K+1MK+1 _ MK+1
where the last equality is a consequence of corollary 1.
o if K +2 <k < 2K, then (4.24) coincides with M* by using (3.18) (with p = K + 1).
|

Remark 5. As is highlighted by the proof proposition 13, the “surprising” fact that D2 = M?* even for
K +1 <2k < 2K is partly due to the fact that for any p € N, the tensor M?P can be computed from the
first p homogenized tensors (X*(y))o<i<p only (point 4. of proposition 8).

Since we have verified that all the requirements of proposition 10 are satisfied with v = v ;- and
L =2K + 1 (remember M25+1 = 0 from corollary 1), we are in position to state our main result.

Corollary 5. The error estimate (1.14) holds for the reconstructed solution We arc11(v jc) where vf g is
the solution of (4.10).

5. RETRIEVING THE CLASSICAL REGIMES: LOW VOLUME FRACTION LIMITS WHEN THE SIZE OF THE
OBSTACLES TENDS TO ZERO

The goal of this section is to show that our higher order homogenized models (1.6) have the potential of
being valid in any regime of size of holes. For this purpose, we obtain asymptotics for the tensors X** and
MP* in the low volume fraction limit when the scaling 1 of the obstacle vanishes to zero: n — 0. Our main
results are stated in corollaries 6 and 7; they imply that both the infinite order homogenized equation (3.11)
as well as the effective model (1.6) of order 2K + 2 converge coefficient-wise to either of the three classical
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regimes of the literature (namely, to the original Laplace equation (1.1), or to the analogue of the Brinkman
or Darcy equation (1.3) and (1.4)) if K = 0, and to either of (1.3) or (1.4) for K > 1 if  remains greater or
comparable to the critical size 1t ~ 772/(d*2).

In this whole subsection, it is assumed, for simplicity, that the space dimension is greater than 3:
d> 3.

We do not consider the case d = 2 which requires a specific treatment, although very similar results could
be stated (see e.g. [4]).

In all what follows, the hole T is assumed to be strictly included in the unit cell for any n < 1 (it does not
touch the boundary): nT' CC P. Functions of the rescaled cell n=! P are indicated by a tilde “notation. For
a given function ¥ € L%(n~'P), we denote by (v) the average (v) := n? fn,lpi(y)dy. With a small abuse
of notation, when v € L?(n~'P\T), we still denote by () this quantity where we implicitly extend © by 0
within 7.

Let us recall that for any v € H*(P\(nT)), if v is the rescaled function defined by (y) := v(ny) in the
rescaled cell n~ 1 P\T, then the L? norms of v and v and their gradients are related by the following identities:

ol L2\ )y = 77d/2||m|L2(17—1P\T)v

IV L2\ (g1 RE) = nd/Q_lHVEHLZ(n*lP\T,Rd)'
We follow the methodology of [4] (and also [37]), which relies extensively on the use of the next two
lemmas:

Lemma 6. Assume d > 3. There exists a constant C > 0 independent of n > 0 such that for any v €
HY(n=1P\T) which vanishes on the hole OT and which is n~1 P periodic, the following inequalities hold:

0llz2-1 1) < Cn~ Y2V 201 AT R (5.1)
[(0)] < C[IVV|L2(p-1 p\1,RA) (5.2)

[0 = @O l2@m-1p\1) < Cﬁ71||va||L2(n71P\T,Rd)a (5.3)
[0 — (@) L2a/@-2 (-1 p\1) < ClIVO| L2001 P\ RY)- (5.4)

Proof. See [4, 38]. O
Lemma 7. Consider h € L:(n~'P\T) and let 5 € H*(n~'P\T) be the unique solution to the Poisson

problem: ~
—AT =h inn 'P\T
=0 o0ondT (5.5)
v is 7L P\T —periodic.
There exists a constant C' > 0 independent of n and h such that
VO] L2 -1 P\ RE) < 0(77_1% - <E>HL2(77*1P\T) + 77_d|<ﬁ>|)~
Proof. An integration by parts and the use of lemma 6 yields

[IVl[L2(p-1 P\ RE) = / hdy
n=1P\T

- / (i — ()@ — (@)dy + / () (®)dy
n=1P\T n=1P\T
< Ol = @21 2m 15— lzz-1enr + 0~ @)
< Clor MW = ()l vry + 0 NIV 221 g,
O

We also need to consider the so-called Deny-Lions (or Beppo-Levi) space DM2(R%\T) whose definition is
recalled below (the reader is referred to [4, 3, 13] and also [44], p.59. for more details).
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Definition 6 (Deny-Lions space). The Deny-Lions space DV2(R9\T) is the completion of the space of
smooth functions by the L? norm of their gradients:

DY2(RNT) i= DRAT) 0T,
When d > 3, it is admits the following characterization:
DL2(RNT)
= {¢ measurable |||||;24/(@-2) @®a\r) < +00 and [|Ve|[12ge\pray < +00}.

We introduce ¥ the unique solution to the exterior problem

—AU=0inRY—T

U =0onoT (5.6)
¥ — 1 at oo,
and we denote by F' the normal flux
F = |VU|?dz = — [ VU -nds, (5.7)
RI\T aT

where n is the normal pointing inward T. The condition ¥ — 1 at oo is to be understood in the sense that
U — 1€ DL2(RAT).

The following result provides asymptotics for the tensors X* and their averages X**. It extends Theorem
3.1 of [4] (see also [37]) where the special case k = 0 was obtained for the Stokes system.

Proposition 14. Assume d > 3. For any k > 0, denote by X2F and X2K+1 the rescaled tensors for any
r en 1P\T by:

fzk(x) — n(d72)(k+1)X2k(nx) and fzkﬂ(x) — n(d72)(k+1)X2k+1(nx).

Then:
(1) there exists a constant C > 0 independent of n > 0 such that:
Vi > 0, [[VX(| 20y 1o\ ray < C and ||V 4| 1201 py 7 ey < C (5.8)
(2) the following convergences hold as n — 0:
~ v
X%k WJ%, weakly in HL,(RI\T) (5.9)
X%+ 0 weakly in HY ,(RA\T) (5.10)
1
A2k J* (5.11)

(=2 (k1) fht1
k times
—
where we recall J?* :==T® [ ®---® I (definition (2.4)).
Remark 6. Let us recall that we already know X2¥*1* = ( for any k € N (proposition 3).

Proof. The result is proved by induction.
(1) Case 2k with k = 0. The tensor X° satisfies

—AX° =t in g P\T (5.12)
as well as the other boundary conditions of (5.5), hence lemma 7 yields
IV A2y Pz < O n?|(1)] < €.

From (5.2), the average (X°) is bounded. Therefore, there exists a constant ¢” € R and a function
W0 such that, up to extracting a subsequence,
(X% = & and X° — U weakly in H. (R\T) when  — 0.
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Furthermore, the lower semi-continuity of the H} (R?\T) norm and (5.4) imply that U0 — 0 belongs
to DL2(RI\T) (see [4] for a detailed justification). Multiplying (5.12) by a compactly supported test
function ® € C>°(R¥\T) and integrating by part yields

/ VAL . Vody = n? / ddy.
n'P\T n~'P\T

Passing to the limit when n — 0 entails that T is solution to the exterior problem
—AT% =0 in R\T
U0 =0 on oT (5.13)
T = 0 at co.
By linearity, the unique solution to this problem is given by U = "0 where U is the solution

to (5.6). Finally, the constant ¢’ can be identified by integrating (5.12) against the constant test
function ® = 1, which implies

AF = — V(CO\IIO) -nds = lim — VAC . nds = 1.
aT n—=0  Jar

Therefore, ¢ = 1/F from where (5.9) follows for & = 0. Since the obtained limit is unique, the
convergence holds for the whole sequence. Then (5.11) follows from a simple change of variable.
Case 2k + 1 with k = 0. A simple computation yields

—AX' =229, X° @, (5.14)
Applying lemma 7 and remarking that <277(‘3j/'? 9) = 0, we obtain
IV |21\ rpey < Ol VA < .

Integrating (5.14) against a compactly supported test function ® € C°(R%\T) and passing to the
limit as 7 — 0, we obtain with similar arguments the existence of a constant tensor ¢! (of order 1)
such that, up to the extraction of a subsequence,

PN weakly in H} (RN\T) and (.551> —

From proposition 3, it holds that (X') = 0 which implies ¢! = 0, hence (5.10) for k = 0.
General case. We now complete the proof by induction on k. Assuming the result holds till rank
k > 0, we compute

—AXHAE = opd=lg Xt @) 4l X @ T,
_AXZRES Qnajf%-s-z ®e; + i g T,
Applying lemmas 6 and 7 and (5.8) at rank k, we obtain
IVAZ52|| 121 p 7
< Cn* 2V Lo s pyrray + 07| = (X0 L2 -1 oy
) |21 pvy) (5.15)
< O™ 2|V | Lo prrray + 02 VX L2017 Ry
+ VA L2 ()1 pr7pey) < C,

IV o pyrpey
< OV agmrpyzigay + 0" AP — (X221 oy
+ (X))

< O(||VXHF2| 21 pyrpey + 102 | VAR ) < .
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This implies (5.8) at rank k + 1. Using similar arguments as previously, we infer the existence of
constant tensors ¢2*+2 and ¢2**3 such that

X2H2 s 2R 2 weakly in H} (RNT) and (X2k+2Y) _y (2h2

X2H3 s 2R3Y weakly in HL (RIN\T) and (X2F+3) 5 (2643,

Since we know from proposition 3 that <22k+3> = 0, we obtain ¢?**3 = 0 which yields (5.10) at rank

k+ 1. Finally, we integrate (5.15) by parts against the test function ® = 1 in order to identify ¢2*+2:
AR = V(P T20) . nds = lim — VA2 nds
aT =0 Jar

= lim(X*)el=c*al.
n—0

This implies ¢?*2 = J2k+2 /[F+2 and ¢?k+3 = 0, which concludes the proof.
(Il

Remark 7. The convergence (5.10) seems to indicate that we may have not found the optimal scaling for
the odd order tensors X2**+1 since we are able to identify only a zero weak limit in (5.10). A more elaborate
analysis could be carried on by different techniques, see e.g. the use of layer potentials in [37].

We are now able to identify the asymptotic behavior of the constant tensors M*. Recall already know
that M?k*+1 =0 from corollary 1.

Corollary 6. Assume d > 3. The following convergences hold for the tensors M* asn — 0:

MO ~ y?72F, (5.16)
M?* — —1I, (5.17)
1
2k __

Proof. We replace the asymptotics of proposition 14 in the explicit formula (3.12) for the tensor M*. (5.16)
is a consequence of the definition M? = (X%*)~1. (5.17) is obtained by writing

p2(d=2) p2

T -2 2 I'=-1

M2 — —((XO*)_1>2X2* ~
Let us now prove (5.18). By eliminating terms of odd orders in (3.12), we may write for any k > 1,

e (1P
M :Z(i Z XM ... X

XO*)p+1
p=1 i1+ Fip=k
1<iy . i<k
2k J2in T2
_ _1\Pp(p+1)(d=2)pp+1
_Z:I( 1) Fl +z+: kn(d—2)(i1+l)Fz‘1+1® ®n(d—2)(ip+l)Fip+1
p= i1t tip=
1<iy . ip<k
1
tol
n(k—=1)(d-2)
J2k 2k 1
= D@2 ph-1 Z(_l)p Z 1 +O<,7(k—1)(d—2)>'
p=1 i1 tip=k
1<iy..ip<k

Then (5.18) results from the last summation being zero:

k
VE>1,) (-1)P > 1=0. (5.19)

i1+ Fip=k
1<iy...ip <k
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There are several ways to obtain the latter formula. A rather direct argument in the spirit of the proof of
proposition 6 is to apply the identity (3.13) to the power series 1/(1 —2) = >, oy 2% which yields

+oo k
L—z=1+Y | Y ()P > 1]z,
k=1 \ p=1 P4 Fip=k
1<i1...ip<k

from where (5.19) follows by identifying the powers in z*. O

Remark 8. We retrieve formally in corollary 6 the different classical asymptotic regimes (1.3) to (1.5) for
the perforated problem (1.1) (at least for K = 0), because the coefficients of (1.9) read, as n — 0:

d—2
M0~ L_F,
13
OM? - —1,

82 k—1
c2k=2 2k _ ((H) ) for k > 1.
e

These asymptotics bring into play the ratio 2/7?~2 and so the critical scaling 1 ~ £2/(d=2) corresponding to
the “Brinkman” regime (1.3) (which implies e 72M° — F and e2¥*2M?* = o(1)). The Darcy regimes (1.4)
and (1.5) correspond to the situation where 7972 /¢2 — +o0; in that case the zeroth order term e=2M? is
dominant. The Stokes regime (1.2) is found for K = 0 and = o(¢?/(?=2)) (which implies e~2M° — 0).
Note that e9M? — —TI whatever the scaling n — 0. Unfortunately, the inverse of the critical ratio £2/n?=2
could blow up as n vanishes at the rate n = 0(52/ (d_2)): a more elaborate analysis shall be performed in
future works to determine whether €2*=2M2F with k > 1 still converges to zero in this regime.

We conclude this paper with the statement that the regimes (1.4) and (1.5) are also captured in the
low volume fraction limit 7 — 0 by the homogenized equation (1.6) of finite order 2K + 2. Because of
proposition 13, it is enough to establish that DE(K 2 satisfies the same asymptotics than M25+2 (hence all
the coefficients D2¥ for 0 < 2k < 2K + 2 because of proposition 13). The proof of this result requires the
following asymptotic bounds for the tensors N*:

Proposition 15. Assume d > 3. For any k > 0, denote N2* and N2*+1 the rescaled tensors in n~t1P\T
defined by:

Vy € n T P\T, N*(y) := "N (y) and N*¥(y) := n@=2F N ().
Then there exists a constant C independent of n > 0 such that

V>0, ||[VN||12-1p\7) < C and [[VNH*H| L2 -1py 1y < C. (5.20)

Moreover, the following convergences hold as n — 0:
N° — U weakly in H,(R\T) (5.21)
Vk > 1,N* — 0 weakly in H} (RI\T). (5.22)

Proof. Using the definition (3.15) of the tensors N* and eliminating odd order terms, the tensors N2¥ and
N?2k+1 can be rewritten as:
MO -,

~0
N _nd—2 ’

- MO - _ k -
Vk 2 17 N2k — ndiz XQk T M2 ® X2k—2 T Zn(d—Q)(p—l)MQP ® {YQ(]C—p)7
p=2

0 k
vk >0, N2k — %f2k+l +M?® x2k-1 + Zn(d—Z)(p—l)MQp ® x2(k—p)+1

" =
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By using the results of proposition 14 and corollary 6, we obtain

j\vfo = F.)?O + ODva(Rd\T)(l)
Yk > 1, N2k = F)’(Qk — 12’672 QI+ ODI,Z(]Rd\T)(].)
VE > 1, N2k+1 _ py2k+1 _ p2k—1 ®I+ODL2(R4\T)<1)7

where 0p12(ga\7) = 0 in DV2(RU\T). This implies (5.20) to (5.22) by using once again proposition 14. [

Corollary 7. It holds, as 7 — O:

D2 — —1I

1 1
2K+2 __ —
D _O<n(dz)K> _0(77<012><<K+1>1>) for any K = 1.

Proof. According to (4.20), D = — fY N9 ® N° ® Idy. Then, proposition 14 and corollary 6 imply

—/YNO®NO®Idy: —(MO)Q/Y|X0|2dyI: —(MO)Qn’Q(d’Q)nd/Y|f\fv°|2dyl

~ —F2(X%2] — .

Finally, for K > 1 we estimate D22 as follows:

(10]
[11]
(12]
(13]
[14]
(15]

[16]
(17]

DR — ()t @RI [ () @ (B ()
n~'P\T

— Oy~ @=D@LE/2]=1)y — ()= (d=2)K)

REFERENCES

Assyr Abdulle and Timothée Pouchon. Effective models for the multidimensional wave equation in heterogeneous media
over long time and numerical homogenization. Mathematical Models and Methods in Applied Sciences, 26(14):2651-2684,
2016.

Assyr Abdulle and Timothée Pouchon. Effective models and numerical homogenization for wave propagation in heteroge-
neous media on arbitrary timescales. arXiv preprint arXiv:1905.09062, 2019.

Grégoire Allaire. Homogénéisation des équations de Stokes et de Navier-Stokes. PhD thesis, Université Paris 6, 1989.
Grégoire Allaire. Continuity of the Darcy’s law in the low-volume fraction limit. Annali della Scuola Normale Superiore
di Pisa. Classe di Scienze. Serie IV, 18(4):475-499, 1991.

Grégoire Allaire. Homogenization and two-scale convergence. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 23(6):1482-1518,
1992.

Grégoire Allaire. Shape optimization by the homogenization method, volume 146. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.
Grégoire Allaire and Micol Amar. Boundary layer tails in periodic homogenization. ESAIM: Control, Optimisation and
Calculus of Variations, 4:209-243, 1999.

Grégoire Allaire, Marc Briane, and Muthusamy Vanninathan. A comparison between two-scale asymptotic expansions and
Bloch wave expansions for the homogenization of periodic structures. SEMA journal, 73(3):237-259, 2016.

Grégoire Allaire and Carlos Conca. Bloch wave homogenization and spectral asymptotic analysis. Journal de mathématiques
pures et appliquées, 77(2):153-208, 1998.

Grégoire Allaire, Perle Geoffroy-Donders, and Olivier Pantz. Topology optimization of modulated and oriented periodic
microstructures by the homogenization method. Computers & Mathematics with Applications, 2018.

Grégoire Allaire, Agnes Lamacz, and Jeffrey Rauch. Crime Pays; Homogenized Wave Equations for Long Times. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1803.09455, 2018.

Grégoire Allaire and Takayuki Yamada. Optimization of dispersive coefficients in the homogenization of the wave equation
in periodic structures. Numerische Mathematik, 140(2):265-326, 2018.

Grégoires Allaire. Homogenization of the Navier-Stokes equations with a slip boundary condition. Communications on
pure and applied mathematics, 44(6):605-641, 1991.

Ivo Babuska. Homogenization and its application. Mathematical and computational problems. In Numerical Solution of
Partial Differential Equations—III, pages 89—-116. Elsevier, 1976.

N. Bakhvalov and G. Panasenko. Homogenisation: averaging processes in periodic media, volume 36 of Mathematics and
its Applications (Soviet Series). Kluwer Academic Publishers Group, Dordrecht, 1989.

M. P. Bendsoe and O. Sigmund. Topology optimization. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2003. Theory, methods and applications.
Martin Philip Bendsge and Noboru Kikuchi. Generating optimal topologies in structural design using a homogenization
method. Computer methods in applied mechanics and engineering, 71(2):197-224, 1988.

30



(18]
(19]
20]
(21]
(22]
23]
24]
25]
(26]
27]

(28]

[29]
[30]
[31]
[32]

33]
(34]

(35]
(36]
(37)
(38]
(39]

[40]
[41]

42]
(43]
[44]
[45]
[46]

[47]

(48]

Alain Bensoussan, Jacques-Louis Lions, and George Papanicolaou. Asymptotic analysis for periodic structures, volume
374. American Mathematical Soc., 2011.

F Blanc and SA Nazarov. Asymptotics of solutions to the Poisson problem in a perforated domain with corners. Journal
de mathématiques pures et appliquées, 76(10):893-911, 1997.

Thomas Borrvall and Joakim Petersson. Large-scale topology optimization in 3D using parallel computing. Computer
methods in applied mechanics and engineering, 190(46-47):6201-6229, 2001.

Thomas Borrvall and Joakim Petersson. Topology optimization of fluids in Stokes flow. International Journal for Numerical
Methods in Fluids, 41(1):77-107, 2003.

Haim Brezis. Functional analysis, Sobolev spaces and partial differential equations. Springer Science & Business Media,
2010.

Kirill D Cherednichenko and James A Evans. Full Two-Scale Asymptotic Expansion and Higher-Order Constitutive Laws in
the Homogenization of the System of Quasi-static Maxwell Equations. Multiscale Modeling & Simulation, 14(4):1513-1539,
2016.

Andrej Cherkaev. Variational methods for structural optimization, volume 140. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.
Doina Cioranescu and Francois Murat. A strange term coming from nowhere. In Topics in the mathematical modelling of
composite materials, volume 31 of Progr. Nonlinear Differential Equations Appl., pages 45-93. Birkhauser Boston, Boston,
MA, 1997.

Carlos Conca, Frangois Murat, and Olivier Pironneau. The Stokes and Navier-Stokes equations with boundary conditions
involving the pressure. Japanese journal of mathematics. New series, 20(2):279-318, 1994.

Ercan M Dede. Multiphysics topology optimization of heat transfer and fluid flow systems. In proceedings of the COMSOL
Users Conference, 2009.

Sumer B. Dilgen, Cetin B. Dilgen, David R. Fuhrman, Ole Sigmund, and Boyan S. Lazarov. Density based topology
optimization of turbulent flow heat transfer systems. Structural and Multidisciplinary Optimization, 57(5):1905-1918, May
2018.

Patrizia Donato and Jeannine Saint Jean Paulin. Homogenization of the Poisson equation in a porous medium with double
periodicity. Japan journal of industrial and applied mathematics, 10(2):333, 1993.

Alexandre Ern and Jean-Luc Guermond. Theory and practice of finite elements, volume 159. Springer Science & Business
Media, 2013.

Lawrence C. Evans. Partial differential equations, volume 19 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American Mathematical
Society, Providence, RI, second edition, 2010.

Florian Feppon. Shape and topology optimization of multiphysics systems. PhD thesis, These de doctorat de I’Université
Paris Saclay préparée a I'Ecole polytechnique, 2019.

Florian Feppon. High order homogenization of the Stokes system in a periodic porous medium. In preparation, 2020.
Perle Geoffroy Donders. Homogenization method for topology optmization of structures built with lattice materials. Theses,
Université Paris-Saclay, December 2018.

Pierre Grisvard. Elliptic problems in monsmooth domains, volume 69 of Classics in Applied Mathematics. Society for
Industrial and Applied Mathematics (STAM), Philadelphia, PA, 2011.

Jeroen P Groen and Ole Sigmund. Homogenization-based topology optimization for high-resolution manufacturable mi-
crostructures. International Journal for Numerical Methods in Engineering, 113(8):1148-1163, 2018.

Wenjia Jing. A unified homogenization approach for the Dirichlet problem in Perforated Domains. arXiv preprint
arXw:1901.08251, 2019.

Olga A Ladyzhenskaya. The mathematical theory of viscous incompressible flow, volume 2. Gordon and Breach New York,
1969.

J.-L. Lions. Perturbations singuliéres dans les probléemes aux limites et en contréle optimal. Lecture Notes in Mathematics,
Vol. 323. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1973.

J-L Lions. Some methods in the mathematical analysis of systems and their control. Beijing, Science Press, 1981.
Jacques-Louis Lions. Asymptotic expansions in perforated media with a periodic structure. The Rocky Mountain Journal
of Mathematics, 10(1):125-140, 1980.

William Charles Hector McLean. Strongly elliptic systems and boundary integral equations. Cambridge university press,
2000.

Francois Murat and Jacques Simon. Sur le controle par un domaine géométrique. Publication du Laboratoire d’Analyse
Numérique de I’Université Pierre et Marie Curie, 1976.

Jean-Claude Nédélec. Acoustic and electromagnetic equations: integral representations for harmonic problems. Springer
Science & Business Media, 2001.

Olivier Pantz and Karim Trabelsi. A post-treatment of the homogenization method for shape optimization. SIAM Journal
on Control and Optimization, 47(3):1380-1398, 2008.

M Pietropaoli, F Montomoli, and A Gaymann. Three-dimensional fluid topology optimization for heat transfer. Structural
and Multidisciplinary Optimization, 59(3):801-812, 2019.

Nicold Pollini, Ole Sigmund, Casper Schousboe Andreasen, and Joe Alexandersen. A “poor man’s” approach for
high-resolution three-dimensional topology design for natural convection problems. Advances in Engineering Software,
140:102736, 2020.

Timothée Noé Pouchon. Effective models and numerical homogenization methods for long time wave propagation in het-
erogeneous media. PhD thesis, EPFL, 2017.

31



[49] Jeffrey Rauch and Michael Taylor. Potential and scattering theory on wildly perturbed domains. Journal of Functional
Analysis, 18:27-59, 1975.

[50] Enrique Sanchez-Palencia. Fluid flow in porous media. Non-homogeneous media and vibration theory, pages 129-157, 1980.

[61] Fadil Santosa and William W Symes. A dispersive effective medium for wave propagation in periodic composites. STAM
Journal on Applied Mathematics, 51(4):984-1005, 1991.

[62] Valery P Smyshlyaev and KD Cherednichenko. On rigorous derivation of strain gradient effects in the overall behaviour of
periodic heterogeneous media. Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids, 48(6-7):1325-1357, 2000.

[63] Luc Tartar. The general theory of homogenization: a personalized introduction, volume 7. Springer Science & Business
Media, 2009.

[64] X. Zhao, M. Zhou, O. Sigmund, and C. Andreasen. A ”poor man’s approach” to topology optimization of cooling channels
based on a Darcy flow model. International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer, 116:1108-1123, 2018.

32



	1. Introduction
	2. Notation and summary of the derivation
	2.1. Notation conventions
	2.2. Summary of the derivation

	3. Derivation of the infinite order homogenized equation and of the criminal ansatz
	3.1. Traditional ansatz: definition of the cell tensors Chik
	3.2. Properties of the tensors Chik: odd order tensors Chi2p are zero.
	3.3. Infinite order homogenized equation and criminal ansatz: tensors Mk and Nk
	3.4. Simplifications for the tensors Xk and Mk in case of symmetries

	4. Homogenized equations of order 2K+2: tensors DK
	4.1. Sufficient conditions under which an effective solution yields higher order approximations
	4.2. Construction of a well-posed higher order effective model by mean of a variational principle
	4.3. Asymptotic surprise: D2kM2k; error estimates for the homogenized model of order 2K+2

	5. Retrieving the classical regimes: low volume fraction limits when the size of the obstacles tends to zero
	References

