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Homogenization of a thin linear elastic plate reinforced with a
periodic mosaic of small rigid plates

Amartya Chakraborttyﬂ Georges GriS(ﬂ Julia Orlikﬂ

Abstract

In the framework of linearized elasticity, we study thin elastic composite plates with thickness §. The
plates contain small, rigid rectangular plates distributed periodically along €. Between two neighboring rigid
plates is an elastic beam with thickness § < £/3 < 1. Through a simultaneous process of homogenization
and dimension reduction, we obtain the limit model. Our analysis yields Korn-type inequalities adapted to
the rigid-elastic geometry of the structure and provides a precise characterization of the limit deformation
and displacement fields. In the 2D limit problem, the bending is the sum of two functions, each depending
on only one variable. This is due to the fact that the mixed derivatives of the outer-plane displacement
vanish. Finally, the limiting 2D problem is two decoupled plates or strips, each one with just three degrees
of freedom: shear along the strip axis, the cross-contraction (-extension), and the cross-bending. The
corresponding correctors are defined in the same way in the periodicity cell. In the linearized setting, all
the correctors are decomposed.

Keywords: Homogenization, dimension reduction, Kirchhoff-Love plate theory, rigid inclusions, non-penetration
condition.
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1 Introduction

The mathematical analysis of thin elastic structures has a long history. Starting from the classical Kirchhoff-
Love and Reissner—Mindlin theories, a variety of reduced models have been derived from three-dimensional
elasticity by means of asymptotic analysis or I'-convergence methods (see, e.g., [11], 21} [12]). In parallel, the
homogenization of heterogeneous elastic materials with periodic structures has been extensively studied (see
[2, (1), 40}, 13| [41]), leading to the concept of effective elastic tensors that capture the influence of micro-scale
heterogeneity.

When both small thickness and periodic heterogeneity are present, the mechanical behavior of the structure
depends on the interplay between the two small parameters: the plate thickness ¢ and the periodicity . The
simultaneous limit (¢,d) — (0, 0) therefore requires a careful multiscale analysis, since the corresponding limits
do not commute [5]. Several studies have addressed related problems for thin periodic plates, shells; textiles,
tubes and general 3D structures (see, for instance, [33, B4, B5] B9, 20, 25, 32, [30, B 42| [36] 29] 44, 22]),
but the presence of rigid inclusions with a non-penetration constraint introduces additional challenges. In
particular, the rigidity constraint in the inclusions restricts the admissible displacement fields and affects the
limit behavior in a nontrivial way.

For homogenization of high-contrast composites, see [8, [0]. For homogenization without dimension reduction
of composites with rigid inclusions, we refer to [I0, [I7, [16]. Simultaneous homogenization and dimension
reduction have been addressed in [6] [46] for high-contrast composites with soft inclusions, and in [7] for thin
composites with rigid inclusions subjected to nonlinear elasticity in the von Karman regime.

In this work, we focus on thin elastic composites containing periodically distributed rigid inclusions; such
composites play a crucial role in modern engineering applications (see [43, [24]) because of their ability to
conform to prescribed shapes without folding. Understanding their effective (or homogenized) two-dimensional
mechanical behavior is therefore of significant theoretical and practical importance for design optimization.

This paper presents a derivation of a limit model obtained through the simultaneous homogenization and
dimension reduction of thin elastic plates reinforced with rigid substructures, within the framework of linearized
elasticity. The structure under consideration, denoted by g, consists of a connected elastic matrix forming
a periodic framework of thin, straight rods intersecting along two mutually orthogonal in-plane directions,
thereby creating a periodic structural frame Qfé (the connected soft part). The resulting perforations are filled
with rigid inclusions Q (the disconnected hard part), see Figure [Il The rigidity of the hard inclusions is
enforced by requiring that the infinitesimal (linearized) strain tensor e(u) vanishes in Q.
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Unlike [32] 30, [42, [36], which deal with beam structures with free lateral boundaries (homogeneous Neumann
conditions on the lateral beam surfaces), in our setting the pores are filled with rigid (strain-free) subdomains
that preserve distances. This corresponds to imposing inhomogeneous Dirichlet conditions on the holes, i.e.,
on the corresponding parts of the lateral beam surfaces. These Dirichlet boundary data are obtained by
restricting an interpolation of the rigid displacements of the inclusions to their boundaries. A similar concept
of inclusions in contact with the matrix, controlled via tangential jumps, was developed in [15] [35] 33]. We
also refer to [3, [] for related results on masonry structures.

This study concerns three main aspects: (i) the thickness and periodicity parameters § and &, respectively,
satisfying

im0 —o, (1.1)

0<3i<e<l, and i -
(e,6)—(0,0) €

(ii) rigidity on the disconnected hard parts, and (iii) a non-penetration constraint. With this perspective, we
assume that two consecutive rigid plates in the in-plane directions satisfy a non-penetration condition (NPC).
Due to this constraint, the elasticity problem is formulated as a variational inequality. In the linearized
setting, this assumption requires some justification, since violation of the non-penetration condition can occur
only in rather degenerate situations, such as loss of coercivity of the linear material or special choices of the
Poisson ratio that allow the inter-layer to shear until its thickness effectively collapses to a line. However, in
the context of large deformations, as considered in our later studies, a multiaxial deformation of the elastic
part may lead to contact between contiguous rigid substructures. We therefore impose the non-penetration
conditions on the admissible fields and formulate the problem from the outset as a variational inequality
(similar to [I5], [35 86l 42]), so as to obtain a formulation that remains valid for other regimes, such as the von
Karméan and large-deformation regimes.

Next, we recall a few mathematical tools, mostly developed by the second author, that are used in this paper.
The orthotropic character of the structure allows us to improve the Kirchhoff-Love plate decomposition from
[25], [14, Chapter 11], [31], and [27] by cancelling the shear terms (see the proof in the Appendix). By
an interpolation technique, the rigid displacements of the disconnected rigid substructures are extended to
the whole domain. Such extensions are often used for perforated structures with Neumann conditions on
the perforations; see, for example, [I4] [31] B2], B0, 34]. In contrast, under homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
conditions one usually extends by zero.

In this paper, we also present polynomial approximations (in this case even the exact solutions /4 and U44),
which strongly converge to the main limiting fields and correctors. Similar tools can be found in [19] 18] [38].
We also point out that, in our setting, the inter-layer between two contiguous plates is thin and elastic, i.e. softer
than the plates themselves. If we fix € and let § — 0, then the corrector problems and their corresponding
macroscopic strain components coincide with those obtained in [23] and [33]. The third corrector corresponds
to a cylindrical hinge between two rigid plates.

The main mathematical novelty of this work lies in the analytical framework developed to handle the inter-
play between dimension reduction, high-contrast homogenization, and unilateral (non-penetration) constraints
within linearized elasticity. In particular, the paper introduces a new decomposition of displacements consis-
tent with the rigidity constraint, establishes uniform Korn-type estimates adapted to the hard/soft composite
structure, and employs rescaled unfolding operators to capture the multiscale limit behavior. These tools allow
for the derivation of the limit variational equation governing the effective plate model. Below, we summarize
the main analytical techniques and results.

e In Section 3| we establish that every admissible displacement can be decomposed into a Kirchhoff-Love
(KL) type displacement and a residual part satisfying the rigidity constraint, i.e.,

ﬂl (SU/) — 1’381113(.%/)
uw(r) = Ugp(z) +u(z) = | Ua(a') — z30:U3(2") | +u(z), for ae. 2= (2',23) € Qs,
Us(x') +u(a’)

such that
e(u) =e(Ukr) =0, and @w=0 ae. in Q%

The membrane displacement L, = 4;e; + Lses and the bending displacement i3 satisfy the following
Korn-type estimates:

C C
sl 2 ) < 7zgle(lizas),  IHmllzaws) < 7z lle()llzzcas),

which are sharper than those obtained using classical tools such as the Poincaré inequality.



e We also derive estimates of different orders for higher derivatives:

C C
102 545 | L2 (ws) < m\\e(u)\lp(m), 10athnl| 22 (ws) < WH(;/(U)HLQ(Q(;)-

Due to the difference in sharpness of these estimates, in Section [ we construct additional global fields
using Q;-interpolation to ensure sufficient regularity of the unfolded limits of i, and 3. In particular,
we construct ¢ and R° in Subsection using Q;-interpolation on cells isomorphic to (0, €)?, to ensure
sufficient regularity for the limit macroscopic fields. In Subsections we define R, U, U*, and
UrL to obtain the exact unfolded limits presented in Section [7] specifically in Lemma For this
construction, we divide each cell (-2 3 g

€ — 5)2 into the union of two squares and two rectangles (see
Figure |2 , and perform Qi-interpolation on each of these subdomains.

e The main tool used to derive the explicit form of the limit strain tensor in Section [7] relies on two
rescaled unfolding operators (introduced in Section @, together with the KL-decomposition and the
global fields. First, in Lemma we derive the macroscopic displacement fields. Then, using the
two-dimensional rescaled unfolding operator, we obtain the unfolded limits of these fields. Finally, in
Lemma we establish the unfolded limit of the infinitesimal (linearized) strain tensor by means
of the three-dimensional rescaled unfolding operator. All microscopic fields depend on the direction
corresponding to the two in-plane axes.

e The construction of global fields in Section [4] also provides insight into the definition of the recovery
sequence. The recovery sequence itself is constructed in Section[8:1} In particular, in Theorems [B:3}B.F
we show that the spaces W1*°(ws) with vanishing gradient, and W2 '((=6/2,L + ¢/2)) with vanishing
second derivative on the hard part, are dense in W1 (w) and W?2:°°(0, L), respectively, in the sense of

the unfolding operators.

e In Section 8| (see Subsection for the derivation), we define the set of limit displacements, denoted by
Dg. In Theorem we formulate the limit unfolded problem and establish the strong convergence of
the strain tensor via the convergence of the energy, given by

2
1
; il - Al g ) . (o) /
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62‘131 81%2
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Then, by solving the associated cell problems and introducing suitable correctors, which are the solutions
of the following auxiliary problems

/ AL () (M) + B (0, E(0,5) dy =0, v5) € L2((0,1),,,, H'(3%),

where MS‘*) for a =1,2 and r = 1,2,3 are 3 x 3 symmetric matrices given by

1
0 5 0 00 0 0 0
MP=|1 o o], MP={0o 10|, MY=[0 -y 0f,
2 000 0 0 0
0 0
1
100 0 5 0 ~y3 0 0
MP =00 of, wMP=|1 o |, ™ 0 00
000 2 0 00
0 0 0

Observe that the correctors have zero values on the lateral boundary parts with the normal belonging
to the plate midplane and have zero Neumann conditions on the lateral parts with the normal in the
xr3-direction.

Finally, we characterize the homogenized problem and compute the effective (homogenized) tensor, given
by

LX)

AL = /y alh() M) + B 0, [MU, + B (0,x()] dy

a4

for r,s € {1,2,3}.



e Technical proofs are presented in Appendix [AHC]

We end the introduction by drawing the reader’s attention to the limit problem, in which the out-of-plane limit
field decomposes into two components (i.e. 92,43 = 0 a.e. in w), and for each a the corresponding component
depends only on the single in-plane variable x3_,. In the linear setting this decomposition extends to all
quantities, including the three correctors. In future studies of nonlinear problems on the same topology, this
decomposition will yield natural macroscopic constraints, which are particularly relevant for applications such
as 3D-printing technologies.

Notations

The following notation will be used:

o w=(0,L)% v = {0}x(0,1) U (0,1)x{0} with 0 < | < L, ws = (—77L+7

ji<7%7%>7jni<fg,g),n>0,

o V1 = (0,1)x7, Y5 =3x(0,1), and Yy = Yo x7J, a € {1,2},

L l
e we choose € such that — = N, e N*, - =n, € N*
€ €

o K. =1{0,...,N.}?, Kr=1{0,...,N.—1}2, K.={-1,...,N.}?,
kM ={0,...,N. - 1}x{0,...,N.}, K& ={0,...,N.}x{0,...,N. — 1},

o Wyy = (pe,pe +€)x(qe, g + €),

Wpg = (pe—é,(erl)eré)x(qsfé (q+1)s+§>,

2 2 2’ 2

é é 1) )
H e _ 2 = _ 2
wpq—(p6+2,(p+1)5 2)><(<1€+2,(q+1)6 2)7(29,(1)6%,

e M3 is the space of 3 x 3 real matrices, S3 the space space of real 3x3 symmetric matrices, Is the identity
matrix of M3,

e {ei}fi<i<n} the standard basis of R", n > 1, | - | the standard Euclidean norm in R™, n > 1, and
Frobenius norm in Mg,

e 7' = (71, 72) the current point in R? and z = (', 23) = (21,72, x3) the current point in R3,

e =L g2 & for i, j € {1,2,3}, and d B R ae{1,2}
P 0w, T Gy O ST S de M dal] o

® 0y, = %, for i € {1,2,3},

e for any u € H'(Qs)3 the linearized strain tensor e(u) is the 3x3 symmetric matrix whose entries are

(Oiuj + 0ju;), Y(i,7) € {1,2,3}2.

DO =

eij(u) =
Throughout this paper, we choose the parameters € and § such that 0 < 36 < € and

im0 —0. (1.2)
(e,6)—(0,0) €

The Greek letters «, 8 belong to {1,2} and the Latin letters ¢, 7, k, I to {1,2,3} (if not specified). We use the
FEinstein convention of summation over repeated indices.

2 Problem setting

In this section, we describe the domain, the set of admissible displacements and the linearized elasticity
problem.

L
4 This implies that 7 € Q*.



(a) Top view of Qs (b) Union of thin rods (¢) Union of small plates

Figure 1: Blue (hard) tiles placed periodically, and red (soft) rod grid.

2.1 Domain description
The rigid re-enforced composite plate in its reference free-stressed form is occupying the region given by
Qs =wsxJs = Interior(Q_fé U Q_gs)
Qs is the union of small plates and beams given by
O =wltx3s, V(p.q) €K,

H _ H S - H H_ H 5 _ H_ S
wes = U Wpgs ws = ws \ Wy, O = w5 xTs, 025 = Qs \ Q5 = w5 xTs.
(p.a)eK:

We also define the set of beams of direction e; and ey by

. W 1 0 0 0 0
Q5 =wy' xTs,  wgs :U(——,L+§)x(q€——,q5+—),
0

2 2 2
q:
N,
4 ) ) 1) 1)
0 = o= (e Dot D)x(~ 51+ 0) w0 0 - ol ua,

p=0

2.2 Set of admissible displacements
In this paper, we deal with displacements u € H'(Qs)? satisfying the following conditions:

e on a part of the boundary of soft part, we have homogeneous boundary condition

u=0, a.e onls= [35><<— g,l— g) U (— g,l— g>x35}x35 = 5% Js. (2.1)

e the displacements are rigid displacements in Qg
e(u) =0 a.e. in Q. (2.2)
So, we have

apg,1 + Rpg,2Tpg,3 — Rpq,3Tpg,2

_ - — o — *

u(x) = apg + Rpg A Tpg = | @pg,2 + Rpg,3Tpg,1 — Rpg,1Tpg,3 V(p,q) € K2,
apq,3 + Rpq,1Tpg,2 — Rpg,2Tpg,1

1 1 .
Tpg = T — 5(p+ §>e1 - 5<q + §)e2, V(p,q) € K2, (Apg, Rpq) € R*xR.



e they satisfy the non-penetration condition between two consecutive rigid bodies

{(qs+ g) +uQ<p5+zl,qs+ g,zg)} — [(qa— g) +u2(p€+z1,qa— g,zgﬂ >0,

5 )
for all (p,q) € {1,...,N. —1}x{0,..., N, — 1} and for a.e. (z1,23) € (2,5— 2) xTJs,

(8 oo+ )] [ 2) o e 2) 20

for all (p,q) € {0,...,N. —1}x{1,...,N. — 1} and for a.e. (21,23) € (g,s— g) xJs.

This is equivalent to

1) 1)
uQ(peJrtheJr 5&3) qu(peJrzl,qs - 5723) > =94,

) )
for all (p,q) € {1,...,Ne — 1}x{0,..., N. — 1} and for a.e. (z1,23) € (2,5 — ) xTs,

5 5 (2.3)
U1 (ps + 2 qe + 22, z3> —up (pe — qe + 22, 2’3) > -4,
0 )
for all (p,q) € {0,...,N. —1}x{1,..., N, — 1} and for a.e. (z1,23) € (2,5 — 2) xTs.
Observe that
0 _qu,S qu,?
Vu=| Rpg3 0 —Rpg1 | ae. in Qg]. (2.4)
_quﬁ qu,l 0

Since the soft part is glued to the hard part, we have continuity of displacement and response function at
interface.
The set of admissible displacements U.s is a closed convex subset of H!(£;)?

U.s = {u € H' ()" | such that u satisfies (2.1) — 2.2) — [.3)}.
Note that for any displacement u belonging to U.s, we have

le(@)l] 2(a,) = lle(@l 2 05,y = Blw).

2.3 Linearized elasticity problem
We consider the following elasticity problem, given in the form of a variational inequality (see [45] [37]):

Find u.s € U.s such that,

2.5
[, dsamt@esues)ertuss —v)do < [ L+ (ues—o)do, voe Uy D
Qaé Q‘S
We assume that the Hooke’s coefficients A, ;0 € L™ (Qfa) satisfy:
e there exists ¢y > 0 such that
A857ijklsijskl > Co|S‘2, VS e Ss. (2.6)

° Asé,ijkl - Aeé,ijlk - AE&,klijv for all (ivja kvl) € {17273}4'

For f.5 € L?(Qs)3, we have using Stampacchia’s lemma in [37], that exist a unique weak solution (due to the
boundary condition (2.1))) u.s € Ugs to the problem ([2.5).

3 Decomposition of the displacements of the structure
We consider the following subspace of H!(Qs)3:
HL(Q;)? = {u € HYQ)? |e(u) =0  ae. in QF }

The theorem below is a variant of [27, Theorem 2].



Theorem 3.1. Any displacement u in H(2s)? is decomposed as follows:

L[l (.’13/) — J)381L[3(.Z‘/)
u(r) = [ Us(2") — 230:83(2") | +a(z)  for a.e. x in Qs. (3.1)
s (') + u(a’)

where 3, € H(ws), ts € H*(ws), u € H'(ws) and u € H'(Qs)? satisfies
=0 a.e inQ, / (-, xg)des =0 a.e. in ws. (3.2)
Js
We set i, = 41e1 + Uses. The following estimates hold:

C
HeOzB(um)HLZ(wd) + 5||6§ﬁﬂ3HL2(w6) < WHG(U)HLz(Qd)’

Il 22wy + 0|Vl 2y < CO2lle() 2202, (3.3)
[l L2 (05) + 01Vl 2 (05) < COlle(w)]|L2(0y)-

The constants depend only on w.
Moreover, if u =0 a.e. on I's then, the terms of the decomposition (3.1)) satisfy

Up =0, Us=u=0, VU3=0, u=0 a.e. on 7.

The proof of the above theorem is given in Appendix [A] This kind of decomposition was first introduced in
[26] and later extended in [14] 27].

3.1 Global estimates

Let u be a displacement in U.s. We decompose u as (3.1)), then this along with (2.4) leads to the following
equalities:

—81u3 - qu,27 a2u3 pq’lv

_ . H
= apg1 — Rpg,3Tpg,2; o = apg2 + Rpg,3Tpg.1, a.e. in wy,, Y(p,q) € KZ. (3.4)

Us = apg,3 + Rpg1Tpg,2 = Rpg,2Tpg,1,
Below, we give the first global estimates of the Kirchhoff-Love part of a displacement v € U_s.

Proposition 3.2. We have

C C
[V8sllL2(ws) < - BW),  [|Usllmw,) < 55Bw),
e ) e ) (3 5)
C C ’
||Vﬂ ||L2(w5) < 51/2E( )7 HumHLZ(wa) < WE(U‘)

The constants do not depend on € and 6.

Proof. The estimate (3.5])1 is a consequence of (3.4); 2, (3.3)2 and Lemmam B.1} from which and the boundary
condition we obtain (3.5)>. The 2D Korn inequality and (3.3); yield (3.5)3. The proof of (3.5)4 is given after

the proof of Lemma O

As a consequence of the above theorem,

Lemma 3.3. We have

N.—1N.—1 C N.—1N.—1 C
Z Z |qu 2= Rp-142 2< =52 (u)zv Z Z |qu7l *qu—l,l|2 52E( )
p=1 q=0 q=1 p=0
N.—1N.-1 N.—1N.—1
€ € C € € C
Z Z |qu, Rp-14.1 ’< ZgE(U)Qa Z Z |qu72 _qu—l,2|2 < gE(U)27 (3.6)
q=1 p=0
N.—1N.-1 N.—1N.—-1
C c
Z Z Rpa,3 — Rp-14,3 ’< ;E(U)Q’ Z Z Rpg.3 = pq—1,3|2 < ?E(UF
p=1 g¢=0 q=1 p=0



and

N.—1N.—1 - ., C
Z Z |apq —Aap—1q — i(Rm + Rp—14) A el| < ;E(U)Qv
qg=0 p=1
N1 N1 e (3.7)
Z Z ’apq Apg—1 — (qu + Rpg—1) A ’32’ < zE(U)Q
p=0 gqg=1

The constants do not depend on e, 6 and L.

Proof. First, we set _
Qpg = WpexTs, V(p,q) € KL (3.8)

The proof is organized in the following steps.

Step 1. We recall the following classical result:
For any ¢ € H(@,,) and ¥ € H(,,)3, we have

19l 2@,0) < CUW N L2z ) + 3V £2(,,))
”\I/”LQ(QW) < O(H\IJHL%QS{I) + 6“6(\I/)||L2(f~2m))'

The constant does not depend on ¢ and 4.

(3.9)

Below, we give a brief proof of these inequalities. Theorem 2.3 in [26] gives a rigid displacement R,, =
Apg +Bpg AZpg, Apgy Bypg € R3 such that

1%~ Ry, < Colle(®) | 2 )-
Thus
||\I/||L2 Q ) < C(HRPQHi2(ﬁpq) + 52” ( )HLZ(Q ) S C((€+ 5)2‘AP(1‘2 + (€+ 5)4‘BP(1|2 +52H ( )”Lz Q ))
Besides, we have
(e = )21 Apal” + (= = ) Byal? < Ol Ry acagy) < 201% ~ RygllFaasy) + 1013 g

This ends the proof of (3.9)2. We obtain (3.9)); with the field ¥ = ¢e; and thanks to (3.9)s.

Step 2. A preliminary result.
Let v and w be two rigid displacements

ap +R2I3 7R3I2 5
v(z) =a+RAz=[as+ Rs(z1 —/2) — Rizs | ae. in (— 575)><35><35, (a,R) € R®*xR3
ag + Rixs — Ro (ml — 5/2)
and
, / all + Rlzl’g - R;l‘g 5 o
wx)=a +R Az = a2 +R3(3:1 +5/2) Rizs | ae. in (— g, 5) xJ.xTs, (a,R) € R3*xR?
a3 +R1$2 RQ(xl +E/2)

In O.5 = JsxT.xTs the components of u = v — w are
u; =a; —a; + (Ry — Ry)ag — (Rs — R;)Iz,
uy = as — a,2 — E(Rg + ’R;,) + (Rs — 'R;,)ﬂh (R1— R 1)73, in Ogs.
us =as — a3 + = (R2 +R2) (Ry — R, 1)x2 — (Ra —Rz)

The L? norm of the components of v — w in O.4 are

’ ’ £ ’ 2 ’ I ’ 2
|wmwm=d%w—mﬁﬂ@—%—4m+ngww%—%+ﬂ&+nm

s (e SRR+ (54 )i

(3.10)

Step 3. We prove . .

We apply .2 with the dlsplacementb v =1u and wpy = apq + Rpg A Tpg in qu Then, with v = u and
Wp_1q = Ap_1q + Rp—1q¢ N Tp_14 in Qp 1¢- This allows to estimate wpq — wp—14 in qu N Qp 1¢ Using
We obtain 1}3’5— 1.

Similarly, proceeding as above we estimate wpg — wpg—1 in Qpg N Qpg_1, which along with give (3.6)2,4,6-
2. This completes the proof. O



4 The tools: Global fields using Q;-interpolations

In this section, we construct several global displacement fields using Q;-interpolation. These fields serve as
tools to obtain the unfolded limits of the macroscopic Kirchhoff-Love displacements 4.

More precisely, we first define °, R® € H'(ws)? to obtain sufficient regularity for the macroscopic limits of 4l.
Then we define U, R € H'(ws)? and UA,UAL € H'(ws) to derive the exact expressions of the unfolded limits
of 4. Details on the corresponding convergence results are provided in Lemma

4.1 The fields U4° and R°

Let u be in Ugg, from the previous subsection, we decompose u as (13.1)).
First, we need to define a,, and R, for all (p,q) € K. \ K. We set

a_19=43a0q R-14=Roq AaN.gq=aN.-1q RnN.q=Rn.-14 q€{0,...,Ne — 1},
ap_1=2ap0, Rp-1=Rpo, apn =apn.—1, Rpn. =Rpn.-1, pe{-1...,N:}.
If the displacement u vanishes on I'y, then we set
a_1,4 :R—Lq =agq ZRo)q =0 q < {0,...,7’7,E —1},
a, 1=Rp_1=a,0=Rpo=0 pe{-1,...,n. — 1}
In order to complete the asymptotic behavior of the function i, we introduce the fields R®, U belonging to
H'(ws)? by o
R°(pe,qe) = Rpq, U°(pe,qe) =apg  (pq) €K
and then, in Wy, (p,q) € K., the fields R®, U° are the Q; interpolation of their values at the vertices of this

square. By construction, the field R®, U°® belong to H 1((—6,L + 5)2)3 and satisfy the following boundary
conditions:

U*=R*=0 on 7.
In the lemma below, we give the estimates of the restrictions of these fields to ws.

Lemma 4.1. We have

C
VR 12(ws) + IRl L2(ws) < mE(U),
IVRS 2o < —Bw), RS2 < —E(u) (4.1)
3lIL2(ws) = 372 u), 3llL2(ws) = 172 w), )
C
01 RS 2 + 10:RS 220 < 577 B(w)
and o
10U 2y + 10205 | 2y < B,

C

10245 = RS o) + 11027 + RS,y < o7

E(u), (4.2)

c1/2
1005 + R3] o+ 06045 — RS < O ).

Moreover, we have
C C
U Ert (s) < ME(U% 13 1 () < E1/725]3(“)- (4.3)
The constants do not depend on & and 9.

Proof. The estimates (4.1))1 35 ¢ are the immediate consequences of (3.6)1,2,3,4,5,6 and the Qq-character of R°.
Then, the boundary condition satisfied by R® leads to (4.1))2.

5 We use Rpq and Rp,q interchangeably for (p,q) € K., as they refer to the same field. Similarly, apq and ap 4 are used to
denote the same quantity.



Now, in wp,, for any (21, 22) € (0,£)%. we have

U(pe + 21,48 + 22) = apq;(f = Zligg ) Ap1g— <E€g 2) 4 aqurl‘(8 _5?)* taptigr 5 1z,
U (pe + z1,qe + 22) = ap+1q€— %pa 2 —522 + aquHe_ Spat] %,

R°(pe + 21,qe + 22) = qu4(€ — Zligg —z) Rp+1inl(6 ) 73pq+17(5 a1 Ro+ig+1—5
= (% pt+lq T qu) + %5/2 (Rerlq - qu)) =&
+ (% p+ig+1 + Rpg1) + M(Rpﬂqﬂ - qu+1)) 2;2

Then, we obtain
(811/[<> —R°A el)(pE + 21, q¢ + 22) :é (ap-l-lq — apq — %(Rp-Hq + Rpg) N el) S
4% (ap+1q+1 —apgi1 — %(Rp+1q+1 + Rpg+1) A el) %2

+(Rp+1q - RPQ)/\el 22128_ = —522 + (Rp+1q+1 - qu-irl) Aer 2z12€_ - %

Thanks to the estimates ) this gives (4 1 3,5 Similarly we prove .2 4,6

2122

The estimate 2 is dlrect consequence of .2 5 ¢ and Poincaré inequality. Estimates (4.2); 2 3.4 lead

to
C
leas@)z2ws) < 7 E(u)
which along with the 2D Korn’s inequality give (4.3]); from which and (4.2))3 4 we obtain (4.1])4.
Finally, from (4.3); and (4.2)s we deduce (4.1)4. This ends the proof of the lemma.

Proof of the estimate (3.5)4. From (4.1])4-(4.3)1 and the Q; character of U, RS we obtain
C C
Z |apq,oc|252 < ;E(U)Q, Z Iqu73|252 < ;E(“)Q
(p.g)eK; (p.a)eK:

Therefore, we get
C
> ||ﬂaH%2(w;{1) < —E(u)?

(p.9)EK: c
which along with (3.5)3 and inequality (3.9))1, give the required result (3.5))4.

Lemma 4.2. We have

£1/2
00t + RS2y + 15 — R ) < OB,
Hﬂa - Z/@”L?(w(;) < CEl/?E(u)v
£1/2
885 — U1y < CZ—B(w).

The constants do not depend on € and 6.

Proof. First, due to the Q7 character of R® we have

2
> IR - Rusalliag,,) < CIVRE T2
(p.a)eK:
The equality (3.4); and estimate (3.9); yield

> ||alu3+R°||L2(w <Cc Y {||R§—qu,2||%2(w5q)+52(||VR§||2L2(;JM)+HV(81£13)||2L2
(p.q)EK* (p,q)EK:

Then, (4.1); together with (3.3))2 give (4.5);. Similarly, we show (4.5))2.

From the equalities (3.4)3 4 and estimate (4.4); we obtain

S e - apq,a||iz(w£,q) < CeE(u)?.

(p,9)EK:

10
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The Q;-character of US together with estimate (4.3]); give
2
> s~ apallie,,) < CIVUEa W) < C<E(w)*.

(p,9)EK:

The above inequalities along with (3.9)1, (4.3)1 and (3.5))5 give (4.5))s.

Now, equality (3.4)5 and estimates (4.1))o give

2 € 9
> s - apqﬁ”m(wgl) < OB
(p,a)eK:
Besides, due to the Qq-character of U5 together with estimate (4.3))2 give
2
Z Hug - apq’?’HLz(qu) < CEQHVZ/{;)”%z(w) < 062 E( ) (47)
(p.9)EK:
Using the above estimates along with (3.9 1, 2 and ((3.5] 2 we obtam the estimate of the L? norm of {5 —Us.
The estimate of the gradient of this dlfference is a consequence of | 576 and .1,2 O
4.2 The fields Y and R
Set
Ry, (pe,qe) + Je—sxTs, (p,q) € KV,
R?)q : (ps, qe) + JsxTe_s, (p> q) € IC§2)7 (48)
qu . (pe, qe) + 7%, (p,q) € K.

Let ¢pq, (p,q) € K. be real numbers. To this family of real numbers we associate a function ¢ defined as
follows:

in wpy:  B(pe + 21,98 + 22) = bpg, (21, 22) € T2 5

. o + 2z — 2z - -
in R;,q: o(pe + 21,98 + 22) = Ppg———— 2 + Ppg— 1 26 = (21,22) € Je_5xTs,
) ) + 2z -2z -
in R2.: ¢(pe+ 21,45 + 22) = Ppg—n— Lt gy 1q 55 L (21,20) € I5xTes, (4.9)
. (5—}-2215—‘1-222 642210 — 229
m Rﬁq: ¢(p€ + 21,98 + 22) ¢Pq 25 (bpq 1—&5¢ 25 2%
6 221 0 + 229 0— 221 0 — 229

+¢p g7 5¢ 26 25 ¢p71q717 25 5 <Z1722) S 3(2;.

Now, we are going to define the global fields U € H'(w;)? and R € H'(ws)3, for that we set
R(pe + z1,qe + 22) = Rpgs

o for all 2" = (21,20) € 325, (p,q) € Ke. 4.10
U(pe + 21,9 +22) = apg + Rpg A | 22 |, (21,22) €Tc 5, (p:0) € (4.10)

0

the field R is defined from the family of real numbers R,q, (p,q) € K.. U is defined as the Qj-interpolate
of its values at the vertices of the above rectangles or squares (4.8]). At this point, these fields are defined in

) 0\2
( — 3 L+ 5) and the above constructions give R, U, € H'(ws)?. We have the following expressions of U:

in Rzl,q : U(pe + z1,qe + z2)

221 221

1 6+ 2 1 6—2

= (ap+ 5Rpa A | —e+06 | )22 4 (apg-1 4 SRpg-1 A [ e =8| )22, (21,22) €9e 5T,
2 0 26 2 0 26

in Rf,q : U(pe + 21,98 + z2)

1 —e 0\ 5422 1 €0\ 6 2.
= (apq + Equ A ( 229 ) ) 1 + (apflq + 5Rp71q A 229 ) 1, (21,22) € TsxTe_s,

0 25 0 25

in qu : U(pe + 21,qe + 22)

1 =€\ {5422 64 22 1 —EF 0N 54221 65— 220
_<apq+2qu/\<—aO+5>) 5 % +(apq,1+§72pq,1/\ e—5 ) 5 5

-6 )
1 e 8 — 221 8+ 220 1 §—221 8 — 220
+(ap,1q + 5 Rp—1a A (80+ 6) ) % 5 T (ap,lq,l + 5 Rp-1q-1 A | € =6 ) =5 o5 0 (F1z) € 33,



(b) Part of ws

Figure 2: Covering a part of ws.

Observe that by construction, the fields & and R satisfy
Ol =R Neq ae. inwll foral (pg) €KX and U=R=0 ae. in~.
Below, we give estimates for U, R € H'(ws)?.

Lemma 4.3. We have

¢ C
< WE(U% ||RO£||L2(UJ5) < mE(u),
C

101R Al 2 (ws) + 102Rz2 L2 (ws) < 7 E(W),

[VRallL2(ws)

C
(| 01145 +R2HL2(W) + ||0atts — R1|‘L2(w5) < ME(U%

C
E(u)a ||R3||L2(w5) < _E(u)v

VR3] 2 (ws) < peIvel BYE
C C C
IVUallz2s) < 57E0W),  [UallLzws) < B0, [Uslmws) < 7558)
and also .
€ C
Ra = Rall2wy) < C——E(w), [R5 — RE L2 (ws) < 73 (),
g
e = UL 12 (ws) < CPE(u), | Us — US| 12(wy) < C%E(U)

The constants do not depend on € and 9.

Proof. The proof is divided into four steps given below.

Step 1. We prove (4.11)1 3.4.7.
In the rectangles qu for (p,q) € IC?), we have

—R,_ 1) 1)
N R(pe + 21,qe + 22) = M, V(21,292) € 35x<§,s — 5).

So, we have
€
101 Rill72R2,) < 5 Rva.i = Rp-14,i*.

Similarly, in the rectangles Rll)q for (p,q) € ICS), we have
€
||62Ri||%2(R11,q) < 5|qu,i - qu—l,i|2-

In the squares R3, for (p,q) € K., we have

Rp_lq - Rp—lq—l 60— 2z 4 qu — qu—l 0+ 221
1) 28 1) 20

Similarly, we compute 9>R;. We therefore obtain

OoR(pe + 21,96 + 22) =

||81Ri||2L2(qu) < C(|qu*1,i - Rpfqul,i|2 + |qu,i - Rpflq,i|2)
and ||32Ri||2L2(qu) < C(|Rp—1q7i - Rp—lq—17i|2 + |Rpg,i — qu—17i|2)'
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Then, using the above results (4.13)—(4.16]), we get

N. N.—1
IVR; HL2(Q)5) = ( Z Z ‘qu i Rpflq,i|2 + Z Z |qu,i - qu*MP)’ (4.17)
p=0 ¢=0 q=0 p=0
The above estlmate with .37 (13.6)4 and ( 5 ¢ give (4.11)3 47 respectively. The estimate (4.11); is a

consequence of (3.6 1’2,3,4 and (4.17)).
Step 2. We prove (4.11)2 g and (4.12)1 o

Observe that, since R is constant and equal to Ry in wit, due to (3.9)1 and ([£.11)); we have

C
Z ”R1 - qu lHLQ (Tpg) = < C§2||VR HLZ(UJJ) (5 ( )2' (418)
(.9) K

The above estimate with (4.6) give (4.12); 2. Then, (4.1))2,4 and (4.12)); 2 give (4.11))2s.
Step 3. We prove (4.11))5 6.7

Using the definition of &/ and R, we have 01U — R A e; vanishes in wgl for (p,q) € K} and in rectangle Rzl)q for
(p,q) € ICS). In Rf)q for (p,q) € IC§2) we have

1 € z
(812/{ —RA el)(pg + 21,98 + 22) = 3 (apq —ap—1qg — §(qu + Rp—14) A e1) - ?I(qu —Rp-19) Ne1
P
+§(qu —Rp_19) Ae2, (21,22) € TsxTo_s

We also have in Rf;q

(01U — RAer)(pe + 21, g2 + 22)

1 € 5 + 22’2
-5 ((apq —ap-1q — §(qu +Rp—14) A el) —21(Rpg — Rp—14) A e1> 5
1 < 6 — 2z
+ g((apq—l —Qp_1g-1 — §(qu_1 + Rp_1q_1) N e1) — 21 (qu_l _ Rp—lq—l) A e1> = 2
16+ 2z 16— 922
t5 a5 (R~ Rp-1g) Aeat 55— (Rpgm1 = Rp-rg-) Ay (a1,2) €35,

which along with (3.6]) implies

N:. N C
ZZ 0w —R/\el||2Lz(qu) < ;E(U>||i2(95)-

q=0 p=0

Finally, we obtain (4.11))5, in the same way we prove (4.11)g. The estimate (4.11])1; is consequence of (4.11)2 56

and Poincaré inequality.

Step 4. We prove (4.12)3 4.
As a consequence of (4.11))5 ¢ and the 2D Korn inequality, we obtain (4.11)g. Then, using (4.1)4 and the Q;
character of RS yield

Uy — apq,aHQLz(wgq) < CEIVUSN T2,y and  [Ua — apq,a||2L2(w;{1) < Ce[Rypg 3l (4.19)
From (3.9); and the above, we obtain
[Uo — U§||2L2(w§) < C(EQHVU&)HZH(M) + 62||R3H%2(w5) + 02|V (Us — Ug)H%%wa))

which with (4.3 1 8 o lead to
Hence, 10, -3 hold.

Bes1des, we also have

U — U |32,y < CeE(u)>.

(ws)

* (‘qu,l 1 + |Rpq.2

2).

145 — apg 5|72 (ary < C*||VUS |2 ,,) and

Then, we obtain

which with .2 2 11 lead to (4.12))4. This completes the proof. O

[ts — U§Iliz(w5> < C(2IVUS T () + IR T () + O IV (Us = US) 72 ws5))

13



As a consequence of above lemmas, we get

Lemma 4.4. We have
C

V018t Ral )+ [Vt — R < Bl
C
Haluli +R2||L2(w5) + ||82L[3 - R1||L2(w5) < WE(u)a (420)
C
14— Ul 125y < C6PE(u), ||V (Us — Us)| L2(w) < S172 E(u).

The constants do not depend on € and d.

Proof. The estimates in (4.20)); 2 follow directly from (3.3)2 and (4.11]);. Next, (4.20))3 4 are obtained from the
equalities (3.4))1 2 together with the estimates (4.20)1 2 and (3.9);.

For the third component, we deduce
145 = Us|| L2 (ws) < C 62 E(u)

using equality 5 in combination with 1. Similarly, for the in-plane components we have
e = Ual2p) < C 6V E(u),

which follows from (4.11))1, (3.5)3, and again (3.9));.
Finally, estimate (4.20))s is a consequence of (4.11))5 ¢ together with (4.20)3 4. O

4.3 The functions U/* and UA*

To the family a,, «, (p,q) € Ke we associate the field U2 (constructed using (4.9)) and we set

UM — 1, —UP,
From the expression of U, and U2, we get
ULt (pe + 21,q8 + 22) = — Rpg3z2, U (pe + 21,06 + 22) = Rpg3z1 ace. inwhy, (21,22) € 325,
UL* (pe + 21, ge + 22) _¢€ g é (6 -;6222 s — (S_Q%qu,l,g,) a.e. in qu, (21,22) € Je—s5xTs,
Uz (pe + 21, g + 22) =21 (6 J;;ZQRM 3+ 0— 6222 Rpg—1 3) a.e. in qu, (21, 22) € Je—sxTs,
ULt (pe + 21, qe + 22) = — 22 <5 —;6221 a3 + %R%lq 3) a.e. in qu, (#1,22) € T5xTes,

e—90 6+ 2 6—2 . ~
Uy (pe + 21,48 + 22) = (— *2n Rpq,3 + 7217{1)71%3) a.e. in Ry, (21,22) € JsxTers,

2 26 26 (4.21)
e—0 [0+ 2z 60— 2z 0+ 2z
ULt (pe + 21, qe + 22) = 5 ( 55 2 Rpgs — TQ pq_l,g) 55 !
e—0 (§+22 0 — 2z 0 — 2z
5 ( 55 QRp_lq,g_TQRp_lq_l,g,) 25 L ae in Ry, (21,22) €73,
-6 [0+ 2z 0 — 2z 0+ 2z
uzu(pf""th&"‘z?):_ B < 2% 2qu3+752qu 13) 2% !
e—0 [0+ 2z 6 — 2z 0 —2z
5 ( 55 2Rp,1q73+27§27€p,1q,1,3) 55 L ae. in R, (21,22) €73
Lemma 4.5. We have
C C
VUL 2 (ws) < w775 E(u), U L2 (ws) < 775 E(u),
sv et/ (4.22)
C .
IVUAM 2 < 5B, A lm(ony < CEV2B(w)
and
" | 2us,) < C5'E(u). (4.23)

The constants do not depend on € and 6.
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Proof. First, we have using 1 5 and (| 2,

N.—1N.—1 N.—1N.—1
Z Z | apg — Ap— 1q ea| + Z Z ‘ Apg — Apg— 1) eal” < —E(u)*. (4.24)
qg=0 p=1 p=0 g=1

Proceeding as in the derivation of the estimates for R (see Steps 1 and 2 in the proof of Lemma [4.3]), and

using (4.24), we obtain (4.22)); o. Then, from (4.22)); and (4.11)y the estimate (4.22))5 follows.
Equalities (4.21))1 2 and estimate (4.4)s yield

[UAR 2t < C=Y/*E(u).

Then, from the above together with (3.9); and (4.22)3 we obtain (4.22)),.
From the expressions (4.21)) of UA4, the estimates (3.6)5 6-(4.4)2, we obtain (4.23). O

5 The applied body forces

In this subsection, we introduce the applied body forces and then using the estimates derived in the previous
sections, we give the upper bound for the L?-norm of the linearized strain tensor.

Let f be in L?(w)3, we set
fes(z) = s"[(;(fl (z")er + fg(x')eg) + 62 f3(a')es] for a.e. z € Qs5, k>0. (5.1)
where f = fie; + faes + fzes (we extend f by 0 outside of w).
Lemma 5.1. The solution u.s € U.s to problem satisfies
E(ucs) < Ce" V26| fl| 12w (5.2)

The constant is independent of € and §.

Proof. First, the solution u.s satisfying (choosing v = 0)

colle(uss) 172, < /S Acsijrr(w)eij(ues)eri(ues) dr < | fe5 - ues da, (5.3)
Qs Qs
Using the decomposition (3.1)), we have
/ fes rudx = 6/ fe5 - hda' +/ fes - udz. (5.4)
Qes ws Qf&
Now, the expression (5.1) of the applied forces, the estimates (3.5))2.4 and equality (3.2) lead to (5.2)). O

From now on, we assume k = 1, so that we are in the critical regime of von-Karman.

6 Unfolding operators and their properties

In this section, we introduce two rescaled unfolding operators, which play a central role in deriving the
asymptotic limits.

Definition 6.1 (3D re-scaled unfolding operators). For every measurable function i on QSS) (resp. QS;)), we
define the measurable functions HS;) () (resp. Hi?(z/))) by

/

Hi}s)(w)(x’,y) = w(a[%} +eyre; + 6y2e275y3) for a.e. (z',y") € wxIy,

6.1
(resp. T2 (p)(a/,y) = z[;(s[%} +oyier +cypen,dys)  for ace. (3',y) € wx D). o
Below, we recall some of the properties and inequalities related to the 3D re-scaled unfolding operator.
e For every 1 € L2(2!%)), we have
I @)y € 1l gt (62)
e For any ¢ € HI(QE?)), one has
0y 15 (8) = €15 (0a0), - Oy JJIF(9) = 0T (05-00), 0y, TI(9) = 6T (030).  (63)
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Definition 6.2 (2D re-scaled unfolding operators). For every measurable function ¢ on wg) (resp. wg)) we
define the measurable functions 7'8(51)(1/}) (resp. 7'5(52) (¥)) by

/

TR W)@ y) = (e[

z} +eyrer + 5y2e2> for a.e. (2',y) € wx Y7,

(6.4)
(2) roy - a’ /
(resp. T_s' (V)(x',y") =v(e = + dy1e1 + eyoe2 for a.e. (2',y) € wxYs).
Below, we briefly give the properties of the 2D re-scaling unfolding operator.
e For every 1 € L? (WS))7 we have
(@) €
T2y <[ Sl (6.5)
e For any ¢ € Hl(wif;)), one has
0y, T5"(6) = eT57(000), 0y Tg”(9) = 0T (D00, (6.6)

e For ¢ € LQ(W(?)), we have

€

'Y (¢) (', y',0) = TS (9) (' ¢).

7 Asymptotic limit of the strain tensor

In this section, we present the limit of the strain tensor when both ¢ and ¢ tend to zero simultaneously,
satisfying (1.2). To this end, we consider a sequence of admissible displacements {u.s}te s C Ugs such that

E(u.s) < Cel/?6%, (7.1)

The constant is independent of ¢ and §.
Then, we decompose each u.s as (3.1)), then from (3.3 and (3.5) we obtain

[8es 31|11 wg) < OO, (102 g8hes 3]l 12(ws) < CVED,
[Viles,all2(ws) < COVES,  [|UhesallL2(wy) < CO2, (7.2)
[tesl| 22 (ws) + Ol Vites|| p2(wg) < CO*VES,

and using the properties of the rescaled unfolding operators (6.2)-(6.3)), we obtain

LY (@es) | 22 (0 va) + 105 T (o) | 12 (o vy + 18y IS (@es) | 2 () < Ced?,

8, '@ < 026 (73)
[0y 15" (Ues) || 2 (wx ya) < Ce76.

The constants are independent of € and 4.
In all the lemmas below, we extract a subsequence of {ed}. s (still denoted by {ed}.s) in order to get the

desired convergences.
7.1 Limit behavior of the macroscopic fields

We define the following spaces

Hi(w) = {¢ ceH (W) |Y=0 ae. in’y}7
H(Qo,z)((OaL)ma) ={y € H*(0,L) | =0 ae. in (0,1) }.

The following convergences hold for the macroscopic fields:

Lemma 7.1. There exist § € H(QOJ)((O,L)M), 6 e H(QOJ)((O,L)M), Uo € HI(w) such that

1

gﬂsé,a — Uq strongly in L*(w),
1 (7.4)
gﬂ.g(s’g - U3 =F+ S strongly in Hi (w).
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Moreover, there exist US" € L*(wx(0,1),,; H}(J)) and 0 e L (wx(0,1)y,; H3(J)) such that

1 ~
5’7;(;)(525.155,,1) — Ol + Oy, U,il) weakly in L? (wxY?),

1
= 5(51)(511155,&) -0 weakly in L?(wxY7),
1 - .
57;(52) (018es.0) — D18y + D, UP weakly in L? (wxYy), (7.5)
1
57—5(52) (O2tles,0) = 0 weakly in L? (wxYa),
L 8 T2
6757—55 (Qattes) = 0 weakly in L*(wxYg).

Furthermore, there exist ﬁéa) € L?(wx(0,1)y,; H}(3)) such that

1 ~
27'8(51) (0358e5,3) — 03813 + Oy, U?(,l) weakly in L*(wxY7),

1
27;(;)(6%11155,3) -0 weakly in L*(wxY7),
1
g7—a(51)(51211155,3) —0 weakly in L*(wxY7),
7.6)
1 _ (
27‘;? (02 8e53) — 0283 + 8, U5 weakly in L*(wxYa),
1
E’TE((?) (0380e53) — 0 weakly in L*(wxY3),
1
ETE(‘?) (6%22155,3) —0 weakly in L?(wxY3).
Proof. The proof is given in the following steps.
Step 1. We prove (|7.4);.
The estimates (4.3); and (4.5)3 give
”u;)&aHHl(wa) < 052’ ||ue§,a - u;)é,aHLz(wa) < Ced?.
Then, there exists i, € H)(w) such that
1
52 S50 — o weakly in Hi (w) and strongly in L?(w). (7.7)
The above gives (7.4));.
Step 2. We prove (7.4))5.
The estimates (4.1)1 256, (4.2)5,6, (4.3))2 and (4.5))1,2,4 give
1USs 3l 12 (w5) < OO IRl 11 ws) < €,
Halugé,?) + R:672HL2(UJ§) + Hangé,B - Rg&,l ||L2(w5) < Ced,
52
101RE5 1122 (ws) +102RE5 2l 2(ws) < O
H31ﬂ55,3 + R;;QHLQ(%) + Hazilea,g - R§5,1HL2(UJ6) +|Ues,3 — Uss 3|l (ws) < Ce0.
Then, there exists Uz, R1, R € H; (w) such that
L, — a1 kly in H!(w) and strongly in L*(w)
5Ueo.3 3 weakly ,(w) and strongly w), s
1 .
5 %50 — Ra weakly in Hi (w) and strongly in L*(w)
with
81113 = —Rg, 82113 = Rl, 3047204 = O, a.e. in w. (79)

So, we get U3 € H?(w) with 9,43 = 0 a.e. in w and

1
3U§573 — 83 strongly in H'(w).
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This implies there exist § € H(o ((0,L)g,) and & € H?((0,)((0,L)4,)) such that

Us(z1,22) = F(r1) + &(x2), for ae. (1,22) € w.

This completes (|7.4)s.
Step 3. We prove (|7.5))1.2,3.4.
From the expression (4.21]) and (4.9)), we obtain

0y, TS UAR ) (2 31, y2) = 0,
By, TS (U ) (@ 91, 92) = (2 — 6) / T (Res ) (@', yn, )t
J

T ( Ukt (2, y1,y2)—a7;(51)(R8573),
T“)(Ltsg ) (@1, ) = 110y, TS (Res 3),

Using the estimates (4.11))7.s, (6.9)), and (B.I)2 (see Lemma [B.1]in Appendix), we have

1) 1)
IResllizon < O [Ressllzags, < 662\[, IVRes812(0n) < 05\@

1T (Res o)l 2 wxvny + 105 TS (Resa)llz2wxvy < €82 105, TS (Res 3) |l 12 (wxvn) < Ced.

19
<0,/E
L2(ws) ~ \[5

< Resz =0 strongly in L*(w),

The estimates (7.11); 3 can also be read as follows:

< Ce,

L2(ws) — HdQVRE‘S?"

5
|52
Now, the above and Lemma give

€
0

1
E—éaylzg”(nag,g) —~0  weakly in L2(wxY?),

1
6—28%7;(51)(7%573) -0 weakly in L?(wxY7).

The above together with the expressions ([7.10)) give

25 yl

T(l)(Z/lgé ) =0 weakly in L*(wxY7),

?61,27%1)(?/{86 ) =0 weakly in L*(wxY}).

Below, we consider the asymptotic behavior of {7'6(51)( A ) }es and its partial derivatives.

ed.a

First, using the estimates (4.22); o, (4.12))3-(4.23)) and (4.22))2, we have

25 allzz sy < C8%, [ VUS all2(ws) < COVES, U —

which together with the convergence (7.7, give

1
(52 55a

The above estimate of VZ/IE‘& ., can also be read as follows:

<C

1
|5 vt
Then, from Lemma and convergence (|7.13)), we obtain

“Nr2(ws) — 5

— 4, strongly in L*(w).

8 T ( &5.a) = 0oly weakly in L?(wx Y1),

0, T ( Aa)—0 weakly in L?(wxY7).

26?!15

18

Uss ol L2 (wg) < Ce6?,

(7.10)

(7.11)

(7.12)

(7.13)

(7.14)



The above convergences and those in (7.12) lead to

3 T ( c5.a) = Oally weakly in L?(wxY7),

(7.15)
2(5 y17;5 ( €d, a)éo Weakly in LQ(wal).
Observe that using (4.11)e, (4.20)5 and (7.2)3, we have
)
||v(u6§,a - Z/[S(s,a)||L2(w5) < 5\/57 ||u55,a - us&,a||L2(w(5) < 0562\/;~ (716)

Transforming using 7;(61) (see (6.5)-(6.6)) gives
H7;(51)(1155,a —Ues,o) L2 wxyy) < Ced?, Hayﬂds(;)(i,lga’a — Z/lgg,a)HLQ(wal) < Ced?,

||ay17;(51)(5~155,a - ua&,a)HLg (wx Y1) < 0625

From the above inequalities, combined with the fact that il.5 o — U5, vanishes in wg;, we deduce that there
exist U5 € L?(wx (0, l)yl;Hé (3)) such that

= LT Mg~ Uog) = TV weakly in L2(wx(0,1),,; H'(T)),

25ay17; ( 5.0 —Ues0) =0 weakly in L2(w><Y1).
So, the above convergences and those in (7.15)) yield (7.5))1 2. Similarly, we get (7.5))s 4.

Step 4. We prove 1.'
From the estimates 5 ¢ and the properties of the operator 7 o5 s we get

I 5 (u85)”L2 (wxv1) T |0y 5 (u65)HL2(w><Y1) < Ce*?, ||8y17—5§1 (ues) || 22 (wxyr) < CE?S.

These estimates give (|7.5))5 for 5 = 1. Similarly, we prove the convergence (|7.5))5 for 5 = 2.
Step 5. We prove (7.6).

From 172, ‘ 1,2,3,4 and " we obtain

”Reé,a”L?(w) < (%, ”VReé,a”L?(ws) < C\/eics, ||R66,a - RZé,aHLQ(wa) < Ced,
018he5,3 + Res, 25,3 — Res,1lln2(ws) < C 5v/ed, (7.17)

[V (018he5,3 + Res2) || L2 (ws) + IV(028e5,3 — Res, 1)l 22(ws) < C 6V/eb.
Using these inequalities together with the convergence (7.8)2 and equalities (7.9)), we deduce

1
F; Res 2 — —01il3 strongly in L*(w),

1
5 Resq — Otz strongly in L*(w).

Next, by the definition of Rzs o and the estimates ((7.17)1 2 together with Lemma we obtain

7'(1)( Res2) = —0583 =0 weakly in L*(w x Y1),

= 6(51)(817356,2) — 0, weakly in L?(w x Y1),
(7.18)

’T ( Res1) — 05,43 weakly in L?(w x Y1),

57;(51)(817355,1) -0 weakly in L?(w x Y7).

From (7.17)4,56,7 and (6.5) we get
T (B18hes 3 + Res2) | 2 (wxvsy + TS (828hes.3 — Resn) | p2(wxvy) < Ce6,
”8?427-5(61) (01853 + Res2) |l L2(wxvy) + ”87427;(51) (D2les3 — Resn) | r2(wxyy) < Ced,
||5y17;(51) (O18es,3 4+ Res2) 2 wxv) + ||8y17;(51) (02853 — Res1) | L2(wxyy) < CE2
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Besides, we recall that from (3.4); 2, the functions d1lc5.3 + Res,2 and Oatles 3 — Res,1 vanish in wg, so there
exist US| UM € L2(wx(0,1),,; HL(3)) such that

1 ~ .
= 5(51)(821155,3 —Res1) = Uél) weakly in Lg(wx(O, 1)y1;H1(3)),

€
1
57261117;(51)(321155,3 —Res1) =0 weakly in L*(wxY7), (7.19)
1 ~ : - '
5T (Oitless + Rego) = U517 weakly in L3 (wx (0, 1)y,: H'(9)),
1
gaylzg” (D18es 3 + Resz) — 0 weakly in L?(wxY7).
Note that 1
T (9othess) = 50, T (Obhess = Resn) + T (92Res),
1
T8 (0h184es.3) = —0, Ty (Dilhes s + Resz) = T (O1Res2),
1
7;(51)(8%21156,3) = gayl 7;(51)(321156,3 —Res1) + 7'5(51)(5'1725571),
1
T3 Othes s) = T3 (Bitles s) = 505,75 (O1hen s + Reo2) = TS5 (0:Rea2).
The last two above expressions together with those in (7.18]) and (7.19) give
0= 0y, ﬁ—él,Q) - 8gl‘u3 = Oy, (7:§172)'
So, we have
awUél’Q) (2',y') =0 forae. (2/,y) € wxY.
As a consequence, since ﬁél’m € L*(wx(0,1)y,; H}(T)), we have ﬁélﬂ) = 0. This and the convergences
(7.18)-(7.19) give (7.6)1,2,3. Similarly, we show (7.6))4,56. O
7.2 Limit behavior of the strain tensor
First, we introduce the limit microscopic displacement space by
L2 (wx (0, 1)y, H' (3%)) = {30 € L2 (w(0, 1), H'(3%)” | 9 satisfying 201 |,
L2(wx (0, 1),,; H' (3%)) = {a<2> € L2 (wx(0,1)y,; HY(3%)® | 5 satisfying 2},
where
~1) () / . 1 ~
o\ (2’ y) =0, fora.e. (2',y)in wx(O,l)x{ + §}><J,
1 (7.20)
7@ (2',y) =0, forae. (z,y)in wx{ + §}>< (0,1)x3.
Using the decomposition (3.1)), we have the following expression for the strain tensor
ell(ueé,m) - x38121u55,3 * *
e(ucs) = | e1a(Yesm) — 130%8es 3 €20(8hes m) — 13038es3  * | +e(Ues). (7.21)
O1ues Oalles 0
We have following convergences of the unfolded fields:
Lemma 7.2. We have the following convergences for the linearized strain tensor:
1
—61_[25) (e(ues)) — EW g, aM) weakly in L* (wx V)33,
< (7.22)

1 f
I (e(ues)) = ED(Wa®)  weakly in L (wxY2)™?,
&
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where

1 1 N

0 562111 + éayQ’U/g_l) *

EMw,aW) = * Oally — Y303,4ls + €y 22 () *
5y317§1 ey.23(u?) ey,33(at))

61&1 — y38%1113 + 6y711(a(2)) * *

1 1 (2
ED(,7) = SOtle + 50,05 0 N

ey13(u?) 53213352) ey.33(u?)

with the microscopic displacements U™ € L2(wx (0,1),,; H*(3%))3.

Proof. First, from the estimates (7.3) and the fact that u.s vanish in w’, we have: There exist @ e
L?(wx(0,1),,; H* (32))3 such that

LH(Q) (ﬁsd) N ﬁ(a) weakly in L? (UJX (07 1)ya ; H! (32»3,

=5 (7.23)
8256%1155) (ugg) -0 weakly in L2(w><ya)3.
The convergences (7.5)), and along with the expression give by defining u(®) as
a® = 0We; + (U — ysUMeq + a7V, a® = (U - y302)ey + UPey + a?. (7.24)
So, we get u(®) € L%(wx(0,1),,; H'(3?))3. This completes the proof. O

7.3 Limit non-penetration condition

The non-penetration condition (2.3)2 using decomposition (3.1]) and equality (3.2, then transforming by 7;%2)
gives

1 1
7;(62) (115571) (xla bR y2> - 7-(2) (ﬂsa 1) (x/, 5 y2>
1 1) )
—0ys3 (7-5(52) (811155,3)< ’ 2;2/2) T (311155.,3) (fl,—§,y2>) > —§, for a.e. ($/,y2,y3) € wx (%7 1_7) <7,
The above and 2 imply

/ Ay T (Ues0) (2, 91, y2) dyn — bys / Ay T2 (008hes ) (2, 91, y2 ) i
J J
=/§7;(52) (O18he5,1) (2, y1, y2) dyy — 521/3/7;(52) (071 4es,3) (2, y1, y2)dyr > —6,
J J

) )
for a.e. (z',y2,y3) € x(—l——)xj.
or a.e. (z',y2,y3) Ew 527 5

So, we have

/ (O18hes,1) (@', y1, y2) dyr — 5@/3/ 3111155,3)(50/7yl,y2)dy1 > -1,

d d
/ . _ ~
for a.e. (z',y2,y3) wa( ,1 2E)XJ. (7.25)

2¢e

We divide the above inequality by £ and then we pass to the limit. Due to the convergences (7.5)); and (7.6]);
we obtain

/ (D14 () + 8y, U (2 91, o) ) dyr — y3/ (02,45 (2") + By, U (2 91, o) ) dyy > —o0,
3 3
for a.e. (2',y2,y3) € wx(0,1)xJ

which imply
Oty (z') — y308,Uz(2') > —oo, for ae. (2/,y3) € wx7.

Similarly, we treat the non-penetration condition (2.3);. There is therefore no additional condition on the
limit displacements arising from the non-penetration condition.
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8 Homogenized limit problem
The limit macroscopic displacement set is defined as
Dy = [H}(w)]* xH* (),

where
H?(w) = {u3 € H*(w) |43 = F+ &, with § € HY ;y((0,L)s,), & € H 1y ((0, L), ) } .

The set of limit displacements is defined as
D = Dy xL?(wx(0,1),,; H(3%))xL2(wx(0,1),,; H*(3%)).

To define the limit elasticity problem, we assume the following: there exist Agjo.‘k)l € L™ (ya)7 for a € {1,2}
such that
I3 (Acsij) (@', y) = AGL(Y)  ace. inwxa, (8.1)

Observe that (see Assumption (2.6))) A(®) satisfy the following for a.e. y € Y, and for all S € S

AL () = AL = AL (),

ALY )SySku = lim T (Acs i) (2, 9)SiSk > colSI.

(,0)—(0,0)

(8.2)

8.1 Construction of the recovery sequence
In this subsection, we construct the recovery sequence.

Lemma 8.1. For every (0,01, 5()) € D, there exist a sequence {ves}es in Ugs such that
1o (1) ~(1) 72 3x3
651‘[&5 (e(ves)) = BV (3,011 strongly in L*(wx)1)°*",
1
)

(8.3)
Hgs) (e(va;)) — E® (0, 5(2)) strongly in L*(wxYs)**3,

and

li —
(575)1—{1%0,0) et Jo,

fes - Ve dx = / f-Ud.

Proof. By density argument, it is enough to prove that main result for (® e L? (w; L2((0, 1)yas H1(§2))3) N
C2(@xY o; HY(3))? and U € Dy N [WH2°(w)]2x W2 (w).
So, there exist § € W2°°((0,L),,) and & € W2°((0,L),,) such that

Vs(z1,22) = F(r1) + &(x2), for ae. (x1,22) € w.

Step 1. We defined Y53 € W2 (ws).
We set
Ves3(1,T2) = Fes(@1) + Ges(x2), for ae. (z1,x2) € ws (8.4)
where §.5 and &5 are defined from § and & using Lemma [B-5]
Step 2. In this step we construct the sequence of admissible displacements {ves}e,s C Ugs.

The sequence of test displacements v.s is

Veos +005 in Q).
Ves = Veros + 02 in 0% (8.5)
Vecs in QF

where
62(15) (pe + dy1, qe + €ya, dys) = 5625(1)(p5, qe,y) for a.e. y € Y and for all (p,q) € K,

ﬁg) (pe + dy1, qe + €ya, dy3) = 5626(2)(p5, qe,y) for a.e. y € Vo and for all (p,q) € K-..
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The field V. .5 is defined as follows: In Q5 by
6*Vs5.1 — 02301Ves 3
Ve,eé(x) = 52‘355,2 - 5$332m56,3 » (8~6)
0053

where the field U5, € W (w;s) is constructed using Lemma from U, € W (w).

So, by construction, we have v.s € H'(Q5)® and v.s = 0 a.e. on I'5 due to the boundary condition satisfied by
2 and ().
Due to , we have the following:

e(ves) = e(Vees) =0, ae. in Qg, (p,q) € K

since by construction of U.5 we have

Oa ‘11555—8@5‘1355 0, ae. inw/l for (p,q) € K.
1)
Observe that we have for a.e. (29, 2z3) —3 XJs
1) § 1)
Ves,1 (p5+§a ge+ 22, ZS) —Ues,1 (pg_*a QE+22,23> Yes,1 <p€ + 5»(]5 + Z2> — V5,1 (pE Ty qe + 22)

— 230 (81‘1355,3 (ps + g, qe + zz) — 01Yes3 (ps — g, qe + zz)) .

Due to the definition of U, 3 in Lemma we have (see )

Ves53(pe + 21, G + 22) = Fes(pe + 21) + Ges(qe + 22),
0 B A € 5 S
81‘1755,3(176 t5ee T 22) = d1§es (pe + 5) = dlﬁ(pe + 5), (21, 22) € Tsx (5,5 - 5)_

URUSE (p€ - ; qe + 22) = d18es <p6 - g) = d13(p5 — %)

From the definition of V.51 in Lemma we have (see (4.9))3)

1) € € 1) € € 1) 1)
‘1755,1(p€+ i,quer) =Vi(pe+=,qe+ 3), ‘1755,1(176*§,q€+22) =Ui(pe—5,qe+5), Yz € (af-:ff)-

2 2 2 2 2 2
Hence
c e pe+e/2 )
dls(pg + 7) - dlg(pg - 7) = / &2, (t)dt
2 2 pe—e/2
€ € pets €
‘I]l(ps-i- ,q€ + ) U1 (pe 7,q5+7):/ NV (t, ge + =)dt.
2 2 2 pe—% 2
0 0 -
So for a.e. (z2,23) € €75 xJs we have
1) K} pe pete/2
Ves 1 <p€ + =, qe + 22, 23) — Ves,1 (p€ — =, Q€ + 22, 23) = 52/ 0101 (t, qe)dt — 235/ d3,F(t)dt.
2 2 pe—e pe—e/2
o 0 . 9 9 .
So for a.e. (z2,23) € 5,5 ~3 xJs since di;§ = 07,3 is independent of zo, we have
1) 0
Ves 1 (p€ + 5 qe + 22, 23) — Ves,1 (pE ~ 3 g + z2, Zs)

peE+S pete/2 e
:52/ 0 (t qge + )dt — 230 d%%g(t, qe + §>dt
P

e—5 pe—e/2

e 1 T (1 5y -
> 101 (t,ge + )
P

1 €
b 62 ng(t,q6+ *) > dt
s 2 2| H 2 |

o (TR Lig2
[ (108 + 5108 Bl )
pE—3

1
> —e6°(|01D1 || oo (o) + §\|8f1‘173||L°c<w>)-
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Therefore, if € and § are small enough, the non-penetration condition (2.3))s is satisfied by v.s. Similarly, v.s
satisfy (2.3);. This implies ves € Ugs.

Step 3. In this step, we give convergence of the fields.

Observe that

1 « ~\l ~ .
gﬁﬂiﬁ)(véé)) — 9@ strongly in L? (w; L*((0, l)ya;H1(32)))3. (8.7)
The definition V.5 3 (see Lemma in Appendix [Bf) give the following convergences:
1) .
- 5((;2)(8%1Q755,3) — 043 strongly in L*(wxY3),
1) .
B 5((;2)(852%55,3) -0 strongly in L*(wxY3),
1) .
T35 (05,003) = 95,6 strongly in L (wxYh), (8.8)
1) .
- 6(51)(831%6573) -0 strongly in L*(wxY7),
0 (a :
- 6(5 )(812%6573) =0 strongly in L?(wxYy).
We also have from Lemma in Appendix
1)
27;(52)(61‘1755@) — 01U, strongly in LQ(waQ),
1)
77;(52)(02‘1755@) —0 strongly in L?(wxY3),
g (8.9)
27;(51)(02‘1755)&) — 020, strongly in LQ(wal),
1)
27;(51)(01‘1755)&) -0 strongly in LQ(wal).
Step 4. In this step, we present the convergence of the strain tensor and the right hand side.
Observe that
75 (en(Ves)) — w5 (071 0es.0) . .
(2) _ 52
s (Veo)) = 0% | 73 (e15(0e0)) — T (03Bes8) TS (e22(Bes)) — 0TS (0BBss) ¢ |
0 0 0
a.e. in wx Yy, which along with the convergences (8.7),(8.8))1,2,5 and 172 give
1 ~ .
gﬂg) (e(ves)) = EP(20,5?)  strongly in L?(wx)s)**2.
Similarly, using the convergences , (8-8)3.4,5 and 3,4
1
EHS) (e(va;)) — E(l)(EU7 5(1)) strongly in L?(wx ;).
With definition of forces (5.1) and V. 5 , we get
li — 26 * Ve dT = -0 da’,
(e,a)gr%o,o) g0t Ja, Jes - vep d /wf v
since from Lemma and we have
Ves,a = Va, strongly in L*(w),
Ves,3 — Vs, strongly in Hl(w).
This completes the proof. O
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8.2 Unfolded limit problem

Theorem 8.2. Let u.s € Ugs be the solution of the elasticity problem (2.5). Then, for the whole sequence
{ed}e,5 the following convergences hold:

1D (eues)) = BOWAD)  strongly in L2 (wx ),

1 (8.10)
gﬂg) (e(ues)) — — B, u®) strongly in L*(wx Vo)<,
and (U, uM), 1?) € D is the solution of the following rescaled unfolded problem:
2
3 / AL B (4, 7@ B (20, 5%)) dady = / fouddd, V@,50,52)eD.  (8.11)

Proof. The proof is given as follows.

Step 1. We prove the convergences (8.10]) in weak sense and (8.11]).
Since u.s € U.s, then using Theorem and the assumption on forces , we have and . Then,
we have the convergences as in Lemmas so we got the convergence at least for a subsequence

1 )
T;HSS) (e(ucs)) — EW (s, aM)  weakly in L*(wxY1)**3,
€
(8.12)
1 I .
gﬂg) (e(us(s)) — E(z)(ﬂ,u@)) weakly in L?(wxYs)3*3,
and (U, u), )) eD.
Multiplying (2.5) by 534 then, using Lemma and the convergences (7.5, (7.6) and (7.22)), we get
2
3 / ALY ES (U, B (U — 20,0 — 5() da'dy
a=1 WXV
- (@) L) L)
< (sgs?ii(rgm;/wa I (Aas,ijkz);(sﬂ;; (eij(usa))gﬂg (exi(tes — ves)) da'dy
1 8.13
< (glfs)ﬁ(ofo) 51 / . Ags ijri(T)ei(Ues)eri(Ues — Ves) dx (8.13)

S(hglszlp)gé / Acs ijri(z)ei;(ues)er (ues — ves) da
£,0)—(0,0

< limsup —

Jimsup 25 fszi'(Ug(s—ve(;)dx:/f-(il—%)dx/, v (0,70, 5?) e D.
£ — w

The first inequality in the above expression is due to the identity
T (A oy L@ L@ — veg)) da’d
es ( sé,ljkl) o5 Lo (eij(ues)) ST1o5" (eri(ues — ves)) da'dy
WX Vo
1 1
= / TS (e ijm1) 51165 (e (ues)) Z5TIES (ena(ues)) da'dy
XV, € &
1 1
- / y Hgg)(Asé,ijkl)gﬂg)(eij(usa))gﬂg)(ekl(’vsé))dil?/dy-
WX Va

We obtain a liminf bound for the first term by weak lower semicontinuity of the convex Carathéodory integrand,
and the second term converges by weak—strong convergence of the solution sequence and the recovery sequence,
respectively.

Since the set of limit displacement D is a subspace without any limit non-penetration condition, we can take
20l — 0 and 2a(®) — 5(®) as test function to get

2
Z / Affkl ES (@) ED (U — 0,0 — 5 de'dy > / fo@—)da’, V(D,5Y,53) € D.

w

So, we have proved (8.11)), by replacing { — U and a(® — () by U and 7(® respectively.
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Using the coercivity result (C.1]) together with (8.2)) and using Lax Milgram’s lemma, we have unique solution
to the unfolded problem (8.11)). So, the convergences (8.12)) hold for the whole sequence.

Finally, passing in the problem (2.5) with v = 0, and proceeding as in (8.13) with (8.11) for U = il and

(@) =3 give

. 1
Jim [ Ao (ueen(ues) do
(e.)-0,0) e84 Jos,
- (@) L) L @
o . « . 7 « . . « !/
S5t 5 ) St

2
-y / AL B (4,2 ES) (4, 7)) da' dy,
wXxY,

which leads to the strong convergences (8.10)).
This completes the proof. O

8.3 Cell problems

In this subsection, we derive the homogneized problem. For that we express the microscopic displacements
@(®) in-terms of the macroscopic displacement $ and some correctors.

In the problem (8.11)) taking U = 0, we get

/y ASLES) 0,3 BN (0,5)) = — / ASLES) (8,00 B (0,5 dy,

fe" e

Vol e L2 (w; L2((0,1),,; H(3%)).

We define the following 3x 3 symmetric matrices by

1 0 1/2 0 W (000 . 0 0 0
MP=(1/2 0o o], M"=[o 1 0], M = ([0 —ys 0],
0 0 0 00 0 0 0 0
100 0 1/2 0 —y3 0 0
(2) (2) (2)
MP =10 0 o], MP =12 0o o], MP=[0 00
00 0 0 0 0 0 00

Let () be in L2((0,1),,; H'(3%)), r = 1,2, 3, the solutions of the following cell problems (a € {1,2}):
T Yo

/ AL () (M) + B0, ) EL (0,5)) =0,  vo(© e L2((0,1),,., H'(3?)). (8.14)

et

The six correctors above allow us to express @(® in terms of the partial derivatives of {{. We obtain

AW (@, y) = stV (y) + 52112X(1)(y) + 0380 (), ae inwxd,
T (2, y) = 018X (y) + OsinS () + 048ax S (v), e in wx s,

We define the homogenized coefficients as

A = [ G w) M)+ B0 MO dy

Ve for r,s € {1,2,3}. (8.15)
- /y ALY () M)+ BS(0,x)] ML) + B 0,19)] dy

Hence, by setting A®) = [.A(a)] € M3, we get the homogenized varitional inequality, given by

2
Z/A(“)E(a)(u)~E(“)(Q3)dx’:/f-‘ndfﬂ', VU € Dy,
a=1vv¥ ©

where
62%1 81Q}2
EVQ) =00, |, EX@w) =Y |, VYUeb,. (8.16)
8%26173 812191]3

The following is the final result of this paper
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Theorem 8.3. The limit macroscopic displacements 1 € Dy is the unique solution to the homogenized problem

2
Z/A(O‘)E(a)(u)-E(a)(%)dm’:/f”l?d% VU € Dy,
a=1"% “

where the homogenized tensor is given by (8.16|) with the coefficients (8.15]).

Proof. Observe that for ¢ € R3, we have, using (8.14)-(8.15))

A = /y Al ) [6M0) + B 0,6 [6MI5) + B (0,60() | dy.

Then, using (8.1)-(8.2), we get A(®) is symmetric, non-negative and coercive. Then, the estimate (C.1]) and
using Lax-Milgram’s lemma with boundary condition satisfied by elements in the subspace Dy give that there
exist a unique solution to the homogenized problem. Finally, using the Theorem (8.2)) along with cell problems

completes the proof. O
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A Appendix: Proof of Theorem 3.1

Proof. The proof is divided into three steps given below.
Step 1. Below we recall two theorems concerning the decomposition of plate displacements.

The first statements of the theorem below is found in [25] Theorem 2.3] and [26] Theorem 4.1], and it was
completed by [I4] Theorem 11.4].

Theorem A.1 (First decomposition of a plate displacement). Any displacement u in H'(Qs)® can be decom-
posed as follows:

Uy (2) + 23R4 ()
w(x) = | Us(2) + 23R2(a) | +u(z)  for a.e. z in Qs. (A1)
Us(z')
where U € H (ws)3, Ra € H?(ws) and uw € H ()3 satisfies

/ udrs =0, / T3Ue drg = 0, a.e. in ws. (A.2)
Js Js

We set
U, = Uier + Uses, R =Rie; + Roes.

The following estimates hold:
C
leas @Um) 2wy + 8[| VR 12, < mHe(U)Hm(m),
C
||VU3 + RHL2(w5) S WHG(U)HLZ(Q(;),
[l 22 (25) + 011Vl L2() < Clle(w)|2(ay)-

The constants depend only on w.
Moreover, if u =0 a.e. on s then, the terms of the decomposition (A.1]) satisfy

U=0, R=0 and u=0 a.e. on .

Theorem below is an immediate consequence of [27, Theorem 2].
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Theorem A.2 (Complete decomposition of a plate displacement). Any displacement u in H'(Qs)% can be
decomposed as follows:

Uy (2') — 2301 U3 (") + 2311 (2)
u(z) = | Yo(2') — x30283(2") + xgra(a’) | +u(z)  for a.e. z in Qs. (A.4)
Us(2') +u(a’)

where 3, € HY(ws), s € H*(ws), ta, u € HY(ws) and w € H*(Qs)? satisfies
/ udrs =0, / T3Ue drg = 0, a.e. in ws. (A.5)
35 35

We set

U, = Ureq + Useo, T =rt1€e; +toes € Hl(W5)2.

The following estimates hold:

C
||eaﬂ(u'rn)||L2(w) + (5”8351«(3”1‘2(&}) < m||€(u)||L2(QS),

C
el 22 (ws) + 5HVt|lL2(w) < m”e(u)HLz(Qs), (A.6)
Iull 22wy + 01Vl 2y < CO2lle(w) 220,
Il 2 (5) + VTl L2(05) < Cdlle(u)]|L2(qy)-

The constants depend only on w.
Moreover, if u =0 a.e. on s then, the terms of the decomposition (A.4]) satisfy

=0, Us=0, ViU3=0, v=0, u=0, u=0 a.e. on .

We proved Theorem from Theorem by setting i, = U, and using the same deformation of the fibers
U, then constructed the field 3 € H?(ws) and defined v € H'(ws)? and u € H'(ws) to get

Us = U3 + u, R =—-ViUz+r.

H
056

— 05

056

Figure 3: The different open sets: O (blue), O., O.s (red+blue) and OF (empty+red+blue).

Step 2. In this step we explain how to modify U3 in a cell.
Denote (see Figure [3)
0 02 0 02 30 30\ 2
- 2 = ( _ = - H_- (7 . _ 7 E - (_ 22 _
O-=0.¢) OE‘S_( 2’E+2) o O (2’5 2) o O ( g et 2) ‘
S
)

We recall that there exists an extension operator P from H'(O.5xJ5)% into H' (O xJ5)3 such that (see [26]
Lemma 4.2])

For the sake of simplicity we assume that - is an integer greater than 4.

Vo € H'(0:5%35)°, ||e(P(v))||L2(Ofé><35) =< C||e(”)||L2(o€5x35)'
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The constant is independent of € and §.

Below, since v satisfies e(v) = 0 a.e. in OfxJ; we have v = R in Ok x7J;, where R is a rigid displacement.
To extend v, we consider v — R and first make reflections with respect to two opposite sides of 00.5xTs, then
reflections with respect to the other two sides of this domain, finally adding the rigid displacement R to the
result ]

Let v be a displacement in H'(O5xJ5)3, satisfying e(v) = 0 a.e. in O xJ; and extended in a displacement,
still denoted v, belonging to H 1(O£;><55)3. Note that with this displacement, applying Theorem gives
estimates with constants independent of € and §. We have v = R in ngjg, where R is a rigid displacement.
Below, we consider v as a displacement of (95; xJs. Theorem allows to decompose v as

Vi(x') + 2381 (2)
v(z) = | Va(a') + 2382(2’) | +v(x) for a.e. z in Og5xTs. (A.7)
Vs (z')

We have
V(') + 238(2') =R(z) ae. inz e OF, T=0 ae. in OZx7;.

We cover O.5 with squares whose edges have length §. To define U3, we have four possible strategies. In the

(c) First strategy: hatched region

(a) Big square with nested re- (b) Four 2x 2 grids arranged com- where no rigid displacement is ob-
gions pactly. tained.

Figure 4: O is covered with squares; below are four strategies for defining Vs.

first, we consider four cells included in (95;, the first four cells under the domain O.s (see Figure@), such that
the red cell is included in O.s. Then, we consider the mean values in these four cells of V3, S; and S;. Thanks
to these values we define Us in the red cell (see [27, Section 8]). In this way, and because we have extended
v to the domain (’)55 xJs, we obtain a function denoted U3 4. The values obtained for U3 4 do not allow to
obtain a Kirchhoff-Love displacement equals to R in the hatched part of (’)55 xJs (see Figure .

Then, we use the other possibilities to construct Us (see Figure[d]). This gives the fields U3 g, Vs ¢ and Vs p.
Of course, the values of these fields do not allow us to obtain Kirchhoff-Love displacements equal to R in some
cells close the boundary of O x7J,.

Now, let ¢ be in C?(R) satisfying

W(t) € [0,1], ViR,
V) =1, vt <0, (A8
W(t) =0, vt > 1, ’
Y'(0)=9'(1)=0
and ;3
’(ﬂg(t):lﬁ(g-i-i), Vit € R.
It satisfies
’ C " C
sl Lo ) < 1, lVs]l Lo m) < 5 %5 | Lo ) < 52 (A.9)

The constant is independent of 4.
We set
V3 =03 7 + vz, SZ—V‘Z]&Z + 5z, 7 € {A, B, C, D}

1) 6
6 In the third step, using this result, we will extend the restriction of a displacement u to Qpg.es = (pa — 5,1)8 +e+ 5) X (qs —

1 4 360 36 30 36
5,(]8 +e+ 5) xJs, (p,q) € K%, into a displacement of (ps — ?,pe +e+ ?) X (qs — ?,qs +e+ ?) xJs, if necessary. For
simplicity, the extensions will always be denoted w.
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We have , , .
V1($ ) — x381%3’z(9c ) + 1‘351’2(:};‘ )

v(z) = | Va(a@') — 230203, 2(2") + z352,z(2') | +v(z) for a.e. x in O5xTs. (A.10)
Vs, z(2') +0z(2')
where U3 7z € H*(Ogs) and 54,7, vz € H'(O.5). The estimates are given by Theorem with constants

independent of ¢ and §. They are for any Z € {A, B, C, D}

1 C
5Ha§5%372|}m(055) +lszllrz0.) + 6||VEZHL2((’)55) + S”UZ”L?(OE,;) + HVUZ”Lz(oag) < WHG(”)”LQ(OSMJJ)'
By construction, we have

V37— Vs=5,2=0z7=0  ae in 0%, Z e {A, B, C, D}.
Now, we define U3, s and v. We set

V3 =Vs3 a5 4 + Vs s 5 +Vs,c¥s,c + Vs pYs.D,
0 =054 +0BYs B + Vcs,c + VDYs. D,
So =50, AUs,A + 50,858 + 50,05, + Sa,0%s,0 — (V3,40a15,4 + V3, 50aVs, 5 + Vs,c0ats,c + V3,00aUs D),
=50, 405, A + 50,858 + 50,050 + Sa,0%s,0 — (0400054 + 0BIaths B + 0c0ats,c + 0p0ats D),

where
Ys,a(x') = ps(x2)5(x1), Vo,(2") = Vs(x2) (1 — s(21)), Ve e O
’ , v € Ogs.
Ys,c(@') = (1 —hs(m2)) (1 — vs(z1)), Yo, p(x') = (1 —s(x2))vs(21),
Observe that by construction
(V3,4 — V3)tbs 4 + (B3, — V3)vs, B + (Vz,c — V3)vsc + (Ba,p — V3)bs,p = 0, . H
a.e. in 0.

U3 401954 + V3,015, + Vs cO1s,c + Vs pdivs,p =0,
So, we obtain the desired decomposition of v.

\Z (l‘/) — $381§B3(Z‘/) + 351 (.13/)
’U(.I) = Vz(il'/) — xgazmg(x/) + 1’352(.%’) +5($) for a.e. x in O.5xTs. (A.ll)
Vs (2') + v(a)

where U3 € H?(O.s) and s, v € H'(O.5). By construction, we have
V3 —Vs3=5,=0=0  ae. in O
Bellow, we give the estimates satisfied by U3 and s,, v. First, from (A.9) we have

[ollz2(0.5) <|vallzz(o.s) + [[oBllz2(0.s) + ocllzzo.s) + [[onllr2(0.5) < C82le(w)r2(0.4x35)s
[VollL2(o.5) <[Voallzzo.) + [[Vorllzo.,) + [[Voclzo.) + [Vobllzzo.)

C c
+5 (loallzio.) +l[oBlr20.0) + [ocllizioun) + lonllrzo.n) < 7 le@llzz©0.5x30)-
Then, again with we get
[sllz2(0.) <llsallLz0.s) + l8Bll2(0.5) + |50 1L2(0.5) + [l5DII22(0.5)
c C
+5 (loallz o) +loBllr20.5) + [oclliziom) + lonllzz0.0) < 7z le@)lrz0.5x30),
[VsllL2(0.5) <||Vsallez(o.5) + |VsBllL2 0. + | Vsellz o) + || VplLzo.s)
C
+5 (lsallzz0.) + lIsBllL20.5) + Iselli20.5) + llepllzz0.5)
c
+§(||UAHL2(OE(;) + ||loBllL20.5) + [[ocliL2o.5) + [|loDll2(0.4))

C C
+51Voallzzo.) + [ Vosllzzo.) + [ Vocllzzo.) + [ Vopllzow) < splle®)lizouxas)-
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Below, we estimate 82 3Us3. We have

83,6&33 = Z (83/3%3,21#6,2 + 0203.208v0 7 + 0803, 70,7 + mg,zazgl/)é,z)
Ze{A,B,C,D}

= Z (82593,215,2 + 0020807 + 03020000z + 0204515, 7).-
Ze{A,B,C,D}

The estimates (A.6) and (A.9)) lead to the following estimate:

C
1026512y < a7z le(@llzc0.0)-

The constants are independent of € and 4.
Step 3. We apply Step 2 in every cell €2, .s. With the help of function i we construct the desired decompo-
sition.
Denote
) = (TR ) (1w ) e (P ) (1w (P 4 5))
(p,q) € {1,...,N. — 2} x{1,...,N. — 2},

doges(e) = o(UE - Dy ( N Iy G (o Iy e v 2y,

) = (1o (BB (B (e )
ge{l,...,N. -2},

Ypo.eo(z") =¢(% - %) (1 —w(xl gpg + %))w(@é_g - %) pell,... N.—1},

bocate) oA )1y ) (B )
pe{l,...,N. —1}.

Similarly, we define
dooas(e) = v (P15 = 5) (1w (T 9))e(5 T - ) (- (F +5))
(5= oG+ ) (- ) (- w(FE ),
(P - D)o ) (- ) (- w(F +3)),
YN —1N.—-1,e5(2")

zw(xl —6]\755_})(1_11)(951—(N5—1)5+1))w<x2—]\755_})(1_w(x2—(N5—1)5_1)).

quNg—l,sé(x/) =

UN.—10,e5(2) =

2 ) 2 1) 2 ) 2
We have
Z wpw(;(:c') =1 Vz' € ws
(p,a)EK:
and
C 9 C
”wpq,et?HL”(w(s) <1, ||V1/Jpq’€5”L°°(w5) < 37 H%Wllm(w) < 672 (A~12)

The constants are independent of € and 4.

Now, let u be in H'(Qs)3, we decompose u as (A.7). Then, we apply the result obtained in Step 2 to all the
restrictions to u to the sets Qpq o5, (p,¢) € Kc. This gives

Z/ll (x’) — x;;@lilgpq(x') + Jfgtl,pq(l‘/)
u(z) = | Uz(2') — 2302803 pg (2") + 23v2,pg(2”) | +0(x)  for ace. = in QpgesxTs. (A.13)
Uz pg (') + upg(2)

where 3 g € Hz(quﬂ;) and ty pg, Upg € Hl(quﬂ;). Of course, the fields s pq and ty pg, Upg satisfy the
estimates obtained in the previous step with constants independent of £ and §. By construction, we have

V3.pg — V3 = Sa,pg = Vpg =0 a.e. in wﬁ V(p,q) € K-..
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Now, we define i3, v and u. We set

Us = E Us pq¥pg,es u= E UpgVpg,es,

(p,q) €K (p,q) €K
o = § , a,pq¥pa,es — E U3,pq0aVpq,es a.e. in Qpg e
(p,q)EX (p,9) €K
= E , Ca,pq¥pg,es — E , UpgOatpg,es,
(p,q)EX. (p,q)EX.

So, Uz € H?*(ws) and t,, u € H'(ws) and by construction, we have
Us—Us =t =u=0 a.e. inwg;.

Bellow, we give the estimates satisfied by {3 and t,, u. First, from (A.12)) we have

[ulzwn < D0 pallzz@,g < C62lle(w)]L2(@y),

(p,9)eK.
C C
IVullzzen < 20 IVl + 5 22 Tl < gizsllelean-
(p,9)EK. (p,a)EX.

Then, again with (A.9) we get

C C
HtHLQ(qu) < Z Htpq”L?(&?pq) + g Z Hupq||L2(‘qu) < m”e(u)HLz(W&))’
(p,9)EK. (p,q)EK.
C C
HVtHL?@M < Z HthqHL?(qu) + 5 Z Htm”Lz(@m) + 52 Z (H“pq”ﬂ(u?pq)
(p,9)EK. (p,g)€K. (p,9)EK.
C C
i > Vinlira,, < g7z le(@llz2(as)-
(p,q)EK

Below, we estimate 82 gHs. We have

(‘ﬁﬁﬂg = Z (aiﬁu&pquq,sé + aau&pqaﬁ@/’pqﬁ + aﬁu&pqaaﬁ’pq,s(? "‘u&pqaiﬁwmd)
(p.q)EX:

= Z (a?xﬁu&pquq,sé + Oaltpq08Ypqg,c6 + OptipgOathpg,es + upqagﬁd’pq,eé)-
(p,q)EK.

The estimates obtained in Step 2 together with (A.12) lead to the following estimate of 97 545:
C
Haiﬁu?) ||L2(w) S 63/2 ||€(u)||L2(Q5)'
The constants are independent of € and §. Finally, we set

U =71+ x3t.

This ends the proof of Theorem O

B Appendix: Some Lemmas

Denote
V= {qﬁ € H'(ws) | V=0 ae. in wf, and ¢ =0a.e. on~yand ¢ defined by },
Below, we recall a few results from [28] (see Lemmas 5.1, 5.2, 6.1 and 6.3 in this article).

Lemma B.1. [Poincaré inequality] For any ¢ € V we have the following inequalities:

) 1)
|wm@$stﬂwwm% WhmmSC¢QWMmmy (B.1)

The constants do not depend on € and d.
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Lemma B.2. Let {¢.5}-5 be a sequence of functions belonging to V and satisfying

3
IV @esllL2(ws) < C\/;. (B.2)

There exist a subsequence of {(g,6)}, still denoted {(¢,9)}, and ¢ € H'(w) satisfying ¢ = 0 a.e. on v such

that
Ges — & strongly in L*(w),

\/57—5(51)(%5) — ¢ strongly in L*(wxY7),

1) 1 .
E'E.(tsl)(agqﬁs(s) = g3y27;%1)(¢65) — Ooop weakly in Lz(wal),
S (1) 5 (1) S (B-3)
57;5 (010es) = gﬁyﬂ;é (¢es) — 0 weakly in L*(wxY7),
1) 1 .
g7;<§)(61¢55) = gaylt(;)(qssé) — ¢ weakly in LQ(CUXYQ),
) ) .
- 5%2)(32¢55) = ?233,27'6(52)((2555) -0 weakly in L?(wxY3).
Lemma B.3. [Test function] For any ¢ € W (w) there exists ¢p.5 € W1 (ws) NV satisfying
bes — ¢ strongly in L*(w),
) )
g7'€(51)(82¢55) — O2¢p  strongly in LQ(wal), (B.4)

27—5(52) (0105) — 19 strongly in L*(wxY3).

Proof. First, thanks to symmetries with respect to the edges of w, we extend ¢ into a function, still denoted
¢, belonging to W1°°(ws). Then, proceeding as in Subsection to construct R, setting

€ £ —
¢85,pq = (i)(pE + 5,(]5 + 5) V(p, q) S ICE

we construct the function ¢.s belonging to W (ws). We easily show that
2
[Pesll oo (ws) < 1@l oo (w)s > ’|v¢56”L2(qu) < C|IVE ()
(p.9)EK:
and (similarly as in Lemma [B.1))
2 € 9 2 € 9
3 102051 2 s ) < C 511020017 ) > [016es 2 (rz, ) < C5 1018l )
(p)ec (p)ec?

We recall that (see (7.18)) 01¢.5 =0 in Rzl,q and O2¢.5 = 0 in Rqu.
From 1) we obtain

€ €
172 @26l 2rs) < C500limirs  NTL(Or6e5) 2 nray < C5 1016l 1o,
a7 (625) OT2 ($.5)
A T P N <2 (51 N P
H Oy ‘ L2(wxY:) — ll 020l Lo @) e L2 (wxva) = el|019 oo (w)
By construction of ¢.s, we have
T (6es), , AT ARG , 5 5
Tyz(xay)_gb(g[?} +592> _¢(€|:?:| —592)7 for a.e. (Z‘,y)ewx<%71—%)xj7
87—5(62)(¢55) o ! 3 T’ € ;o - K} )
T(I Y ) = ¢(€[z} + 561) — (b(a[;} — §e1>, for a.e. (33 y') € wax(Q—E, 1-— 2—5)
As a consequence of the above estimates and equalities we obtain the convergences (B.4)2 3. O

Remark B.4. In the above lemma, if ¢ vanishes on v we construct ¢-5 by setting

bpg =0 for any (p,q) € {—1,0}x{0,...,n:} U{0,...,n.}x{-1,0}

in order to obtain a test function vanishing in the neighborhood of . The results of Lemma[B.3 remain valid.
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) 1)
Lemma B.5. To any ® € W2°°(0, L) we associate a sequence of functions ®.5 € W2’°°< — §7L + i)such
that
D5 P strongly in H'(0, L),
0
g7;(52)(d2<1>€5) — d®®  strongly in L*(wxYa), (B.5)
0
ET (d2 e5) = 0 strongly in L*(wxY7).
Moreover, if ® = d® =0 a.e. on (0,1), then we have .5 = dP.5 =0 a.e on (,%71)_
2.00 1) )
Proof. First, we extend ® to a function belonging to W= ( - -, L+ ) by setting
, )
(I)(O)+tq) (O)a tE( 570}7
O(t), te(0,L),
)
O(L)+ (t — L)d'(L), (L L+§).
This extension of ® is still denoted ®.
Now, we define the function ®.5. For that first we set
d<I>(p6+§z) z € Js, pef0,...,N.},
d®.s(pe + z) = c 5 5 (B.6)
<1>( 7) 2e-2), N1
d ps+2 ze(2s 2) p e {0 . —1}
and 5 5
(1)55 / d(I)E(; PSS (—2,L+2>.
9 00 1) 1)
We have ®.5 € W= (— §,L+ 5) and
qu)szi”Loo(—g,LJrg) < qu)”LOO(—%,L-i-g)a ||d @salle( S L+3 ) ||d2(I>HLw 2 L+%) (B.7)

qu)ai — d(p||L2(—%,L+g) S C€, H(I)55 — (I)”Lz(—%,L—i-g) S Ce.

For the last estimate, we use 1D anchored Poincaré inequality, since ®.5(0) = ®(0) and 0 € (—%, L+ 9). So,
we get (B.5)2. We also have

) )
d2<1>55(p5+21) =0, z € (2,5— 2), pe{0,...,N. — 1},

d*®_5(pe + 21) = %dQQ (pa + %2’1) , z21€Js5, pef0,...,N.},

Below, we consider the function z; — ®.5(x1) (variable z1) we have due to the definition of 7;(50‘) and (B.8))2,3

) 1) 1)

= 5(52) (d2,®.5)(x,y') = d2,®(pe + y1), for a.e. (2',1y') € wxTx (25, 1- 25)’

) 0 0

g7;((51) (d%1¢)85)(x/7y/) = 07 fOI‘ a.e. (Jfl,y/) € wX <25, 1- 25> Xja
which give the strong convergence (B.5))s 4.
Observe that if ® = d® =0 on (0,1), then we have the following

1)
P.s =dP.s =0, a.e on —5,1 .

This completes the proof. O
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C Appendix: Coercivity results

In this subsection, we give a coercivity result required for the proof of the existence of a unique weak solution
to the limit unfolded problem.

Lemma C.1. For every (V, 01, 9®3)) € D, the following estimate hold:

2 2
Vil @) + V2l ) + Vsl + 151 2 (o 0,1),. 1 02y < C S IE@ W, 532 uy.) (C1)

a=1 a=1

Proof. Since, we have

50 Ly 5 5@ 1

' =0, a.e. on wx(O,l)x{ii}xJ, 0¥ =0, a.e. on wx{ﬁ:i}x(O,l)xl
after a straightforward calculation we get

~(1 ~(1
V8 ][22 + V212200 + 102 VslIZo (0 + 102V50122 () + 105,85 12 (wsny + 18588 122y
~(2 ~(2 —~ ~
10 B 22y + 105 T 122 vy + g2 @) 22wy + le2s @) 122 nyn)

Hley,33 @2y + eyt @) Zanyy) + leyas @) 122wy + leyss @22 wx )
2
<CY NED W) 72 0xp.)
a=1

from which we easily deduce (C.1J). O
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