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Abstract

We deal with the rigorous homogenization and dimension reduction of flow and transport problems posed
in thin e-periodic perforated layers with thickness of order £* with a € (0,1) and therefore the thickness
of the layer is large compared its porosity. The aim is the derivation of effective models for ¢ — 0, when
the thickness of the layer tends to zero. For the flow problem we consider incompressible Stokes equations
with a pressure boundary condition on the top/bottom of the layer, and the transport problem is given by
reaction-diffusion-advection problem with advective flow governed from the fluid velocity from the Stokes
model and different scalings for the diffusion coefficient modelling low and fast diffusion in the horizontal
direction. In the limit, a Darcy-type law is obtained for the Stokes flow with Darcy-velocity depending only
on the derivative of the Darcy-pressure in the vertical direction. The effective equation for the transport
problem is again of diffusion-advection-type including homogenized coefficients, and with advective flow
given by the Darcy-velocity and only taking place in the vertical direction. In the case of slow diffusion in
the vertical direction, effective diffusion only takes place in the vertical direction, where in the case of high
diffusion in horizontal direction, we obtain effective diffusion in all space directions. To pass to the limit we
use the method of two-scale convergence adapted to our microscopic geometry, which is based on uniform a
priori estimates. Critical parts in the derivation of the macro-models are the control of the fluid pressure,
for which we construct a Bogovskii-operator for thin perforated domains with arbitrary boundary conditions
on the top/bottom, as well as the strong two-scale convergence for the microscopic solution of the transport
equation, necessary to pass to the limit in the advective term. This strong convergence is established by
using a Kolmogorov-Simon compactness argument.

Keywords: Homogenization, dimension-reduction, Stokes-equation, two-scale convergence, reaction-diffusion-
advection equation

1 Introduction

The study of fluid flow and the transport of chemical substances or heat through thin, heterogeneous layers is
crucial for numerous applications, ranging from medicine to geosciences and materials science. The different
scalings in the microscopic geometry, as the thickness and the porosity of the layer leads to high computational
challenges. To overcome this problem effective models for ¢ — 0 are derived, carrying information about
the processes on the microscopic scale in homogenized coefficients. The present work deals with the rigorous
homogenization and dimension reduction of transport and flow problems posed in thin e-periodic perforated
layers with thickness of order ¢ with « € (0,1). Here, 0 < € < 1 is a small parameter which describes the ratio
between the macroscopic size (the diameter) of the thin layer and its heterogeneity. Since a < 1, we are dealing
with layers whose thickness is much greater than their internal heterogeneity, and therefore we have a periodic
structure in all space directions. However, for ¢ — 0 the thickness of the layer tends to zero, and therefore we
are dealing with a simultaneous homogenization and dimension reduction problem. The fluid flow is described
by the (quasi-) stationary incompressible Stokes equations, and the transport is given by a reaction-diffusion-
advection equation, with advection given by the velocity field of the Stokes problem, and different scalings of
the diffusion coefficient with respect to € and «. Using two-scale compactness methods, we derive for ¢ — 0
limit problems on the macroscopic scale. While for the transport equation again a reaction-diffusion advection
is obtained, for the Stokes problem we obtain a Darcy-type equation.

To pass to the limit € — 0 we make use of the two-scale convergence adapted to thin layers with thickness
of order €®. This method captures both, the homogenization in the horizontal direction, and the dimension
reduction in the vertical direction. This type of two-scale convergence was introduced in [1], and is an extension
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of the two-scale convergence from the seminal works [2], [3] in domains, see also [4] for a first definition of two-
scale convergence in thin homogeneous domains and [5] for thin heterogeneous layers. Based on uniform a priori
estimates for the microscopic solutions with respect to € and «, we obtain two-scale compactness results for
these solutions. More precisely, for the fluid velocity (and pressure) and the solution of the transport equation,
we get different scalings of the gradient with respect to € and «, leading to a different structure of the limit
functions. Hence, in a first step we show general two-scale compactness results for different types of scalings of
the gradient, which generalizes the results from [2] to the thin layer. Although the thickness of the layer goes to
zero for ¢ — 0, and therefore the thin layer reduces to a lower dimensional manifold, the macroscopic variable
of the two-scale limit is depending on n variables. In other words, the limit function is defined on a thick layer
of order 1. This is a crucial difference compared to the case o = 1, when the thin layer only consists of one
micro-cell in the vertical direction (no periodicity in the vertical direction).

The fluid flow is described by the incompressible Stokes equations. On the top/bottom of the thin layer
we impose a pressure boundary condition, and on the lateral part of the layer and the perforations inside
the layer a no-slip condition is assumed. In a first step, we derive uniform a priori estimates for the fluid
velocity and the fluid pressure. Here, the crucial part is the bound for the pressure. For this, we construct
a Bogovskii-operator (for vector fields having arbitrary boundary values on the top/bottom of the thin layer)
with suitable scalings of its operator norm with respect to € and « adapted to the microscopic geometry. In
a first step, we solve the divergence equation in a thin homogeneous layer with thickness of order ¢“. Now,
applying the restriction operator from [6] for e-periodic domains, we obtain the Bogovskii-operator for the
perforated thin layer. Based on these a priori estimates and the general two-scale convergence results, we get
compactness of the microscopic Stokes-solutions. As usual, the two-scale limit of the velocity is depending on the
macroscopic and the microscopic variable, while the limit pressure, the so-called Darcy-pressure, only depends
on the macroscopic variable. However, in contrast to the classical case in perforated domains, see [6], [7], we
only obtain H'-regularity in the x,-component of the Darcy-pressure. Hence, the resulting Darcy-equation does
not depend on the whole gradient of the pressure, but only on the derivative with respect to the x,-component.
This is also a significant difference to the case o = 1, see for example [8], [9], where the macroscopic variable for
the Darcy-pressure (and also the fluid limit) is given on a lower-dimensional manifold, and also the full gradient
(with respect to the horizontal direction) contributes to the Darcy-velocity.

There is extensive literature on the homogenization of Stokes flow in perforated domains. Here, we have to
mention the seminal work of Tartar in [7], and also [6], where a restriction operator for connected perforations
is constructed. However, the homogenization and simultaneous dimension reduction of the Stokes equations
posed on a thin, periodically perforated layer has received less attention, except for heterogeneities of the
thin layer with a specific structure, for example with a rough surface given as a graph (see [10], [11]) or the
perforations have cylindrical shape (see [8], and also [12] for a formal treatment). In [9], the case @ = 1 (only
one layer of micro-cells in the vertical direction) with Navier slip boundary conditions on the perforations and
the top/bottom of the thin layer is considered. Both the specific choice of « and the slip condition (in particular
on the top/bottom) lead to qualitatively distinct effective equations compared to our problem. More precisely,
the effective model only takes place on a (n — 1) dimensional manifold and contains an additional force term
for the Darcy-velocity, due to the Navier-slip boundary condition on the perforations. Furthermore, full H'-
control of the macroscopic pressure is obtained. [8] deals with the homogenization and dimension reduction of
the Navier—Stokes equations with no-slip boundary conditions in a periodically perforated thin domain, where
the periodicity scale differs from the thickness scale. Compared to the present work, for the homogenization
and dimension reduction the unfolding method is used, which gives an equivalent characterization of the two-
scale convergence. Furthermore, their analysis is limited to the case of cylindrical solids, without oscillations
in the vertical direction. We emphasize, that this has a significant influence on the limit model. Further, in
our case of a pressure boundary condition on the top/bottom of the thin layer, the a priori estimate for the
pressure is of order £ instead of order £% in the no-slip case. As a special case of our results for arbitrary
perforations, we also consider the case of cylindrical inclusions, which leads to a Darcy-flow depending only in
the vertical direction of the Darcy-pressure (and the vertical forces), where the horizontal flow is only depending
on the horizontal forces multiplied with the permeability tensor. In our paper, we use the two-scale convergence
defined in [1], where this method was used for the homogenization and dimension reduction of a linearized
fluid-structure interaction problem coupling instationary Stokes-flow with linear elasticity for different scalings.
As in our case, the thickness of the layer tends to zero for € — 0, but the periodic oscillations within the layer
are much smaller than the thickness. In the limit, a Biot-law is obtained, where the generalized Darcy-velocity
is also only depending on the n-th derivative of the Darcy-pressure. The crucial difference is in the proof of the
a priori estimates for the microscopic pressure. As usual in the derivation of the Biot-law, continuity condition
between the fluid flow and the time-derivative of the displacement at the fluid-structure-interface allows the
control of the pressure, while in our case we have to construct a restriction operator adapted to the microscopic
geometry. We also refer to [13] for the derivation of a Biot-plate equation in the case o = 1.

The last part of our paper deals with the homogenization and dimension reduction of a transport problem,



modelling, for instance, the evolution of a chemical species concentration (as well as heat transfer), given by
a reaction-diffusion-advection equation with advection governed by the Stokes velocity and different scaling
for the diffusion coefficient depending on both € and «. We cover the cases of fast and slow diffusion in the
horizontal direction. On the top and bottom of the layer, we consider Dirichlet-boundary conditions and on the
lateral part of the layer and on the perforations, we consider homogeneous Neumann-boundary conditions. As
for the fluid flow, the first step involves deriving e-uniform a priori estimates for the concentration. Naturally,
these depend on the scaling of the diffusion coefficient. In order to deal with the advection term, strong two-
scale convergence of the microscopic concentration is required, for which we need control of the time-derivative.
For this, additional L*°-estimates are needed. In the case of slow diffusion, standard energy bounds for the
time-derivative and Sobolev norms (depending on the scaling for the diffusion) are insufficient to guarantee
strong two-scale convergence of the concentration, and further control of the spatial variable is needed. This
is achieved by estimating the differences of shifts of the microscopic concentration, which finally allows an
application of Kolmogorov-Simon type compactness results. The different diffusion coefficients lead to two
distinct limit models, as € — 0. In the case of fast diffusion, the homogenized model exhibits effective diffusion
in both the horizontal and vertical direction while advection only takes place in the vertical x,-direction. It is
worth emphasizing that, even though the layer reduces to a lower dimensional manifold, we still get an effect in
the vertical direction. Conversely, in the case of slow diffusion, the weaker estimates only ensure diffusive and
convective flow in the vertical direction.

The homogenization of reaction-diffusion-advection equations for slow and fast diffusion is nowadays well
understood and we refer to the seminal works [14] and [15]. The latter deals in particular also with the case
of slow diffusion with a specific nonlinear reaction term for the scalar case. More general nonlinearities and
systems are considered in [16] and [17], see also [18], where a general two-scale compactness result of Kolmogorov-
Simon type is shown for problems with low diffusion. Rigorous results for the derivation of effective models via
simultaneous dimension reduction and homogenization for reaction-diffusion-problems including nonlinearities
for the case o = 1 can be found in [5], [19], [20], [21] for different scalings of the diffusion coefficient (for
dimension reduction problems including nonlinearities see for example [22], [23] for different scaling of the
diffusion coefficient). Perforated thin domains were considered in [24]. A reaction-diffusion-advection equation
modelling heat flow with advective term given by the solution of a Stokes equation, was recently treated in [25]
for a thin layer with rough surface given as a graph. For a € (0, 1) rigorous results seem to be missing and our
paper is a first essential step and we treat two critical scalings. Principal ideas to establish the strong two-scale
convergence of the concentration in our transport problem are similar to those used in the aforementioned
papers, in particular regarding two-scale compactness results (for thin domains) of Kolmogorov-Simon-type,
which we generalized to our geometrical setting.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the microscopic formulations of both the
Stokes and transport problems, formulate the macroscopic models and outline the key steps in its derivation,
and present the main results of our analysis. We also provide a detailed description of the underlying microscopic
geometry. Section 3 gives an introduction of the two-scale convergence adapted to thin, heterogeneses layers
with thickness of order e%. We further establish compactness results for H'—functions, depending on different
scaling of the gradient. The macroscopic models for the fluid and transport problem are derived in Section 4
and 5 respectively. For both, we proceed in the following way: First, we establish e-uniform a priori estimates.
Then, we show two-scale compactness results, and finally, we derive the macroscopic models.

1.1 Notations

Let n € N, then for O C R™ a bounded Lipschitz domain, we denote by LP(Q2) and W'P(Q) the standard
Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces with p € [1,00]. In particular, for p = 2, we write H!(Q)4 .= WH2(Q)4. With S
a subset of 9Q, we let H(€,S) denote the H'(Q) functions vanishing on S in the sense of traces. For norms
defined on vector valued functions spaces X¢ with d € N, we omit the upper index and write || - || x instead
of | - ||xe. For a Banach space X and p € [1,00], we denote the usual Bochner spaces by LP(£2, X) and, in
particular,LP((0,T"), X) when time is involved. For the dual space of X, we use the notation X’. The duality
pairing between X’ and X is denoted by (-, ) x.

We consider the following periodic function spaces. Let Y = (0,1)", then C5¢,(Y) is the space of smooth
functions on R™, which are Y-periodic, and H} (Y) is the closure of C53.(Y)) with respect to the norm on
HY(Y). Further, for a subset Y* C Y with dY C 9Y*, we denote by H!, (Y*) the space of functions from

per

H;er(Y) restricted to Y*. For y € Y, we use the notation g := (y1,...,¥n—1).
For a function f € HY(Z x (a,b)) with a < b and ¥ C R"~! we write Vzf(z) := (O1f(2),...,00_1f(2))
(with Z := (z1,...,2n-1) for z € Q) and also identify this vector in a natural way with a vector in R™ by

Vzf(x) == (Vzf(2),0). If ¥ is a rectangular domain with integer side length, we denote by Hj (¥ x (a,b))

the space of Y-periodic functions in Z-direction, and similar by C;f(Q) the space of smooth and X-periodic

functions. Finally, we define the Frobenius product B : C := tr(B'C) = Z?,j:l B;;C;; for B,C € R"*™.



2 The microscopic models and main results

In this section we briefly introduce the microscopic problems for the fluid flow and the transport problem,
explain the essential steps used for the derivation of the macroscopic models and formulate the main results
of this paper. The aim of this paper is twofold: First, we study a Stokes problem subject to no-slip boundary
conditions on the oscillating boundary and pressure boundary conditions on the upper and lower surfaces of
the thin layer. We then perform a rigorous homogenization and dimension reduction for this setting. Here, we
only deal with the stationary problem. In the next step, we treat a reaction-diffusion-advection problem, where
the advective velocity is given as the solution of the Stokes problem considered before (here we assume that the
Stokes problem is quasi-stationary, which does not influence the previous results). For this, we assume different
scalings for the diffusion coefficient, leading to a different macroscopic behavior. To pass to the limit ¢ — 0,
we use the method of two-scale convergence adapted to thin layers of order €®. The different scalings lead to
different bounds for (the gradient of) the concentration and we prove general two-scale compactness results for
Sobolev functions to deal with these different cases.

2.1 The fluid problem

Let us start with the formulation of the microscopic Stokes problem: We are looking for a fluid velocity
Ue,o: an — R™ and a fluid pressure p; q: Qéa — R such that

7Au57a + Vps,oz = fs,a in Qg,aa
V . Us,a — O in Qg’a, (1)
Ue, a0 = 0 on aDQg,a U FE’OH

(_vua,a + ps,ald)y = pg,ay on Ssif

Here, f. o is a volume force and pg’a a pressure boundary condition. Further, Qg’a is the microscopic fluid
domain, given as a periodic domain with perforations and with thickness of order é* (we refer to Section 2.3
for more details). Sai,f describes the top/bottom of the domain and I'. ,, the surface of the perforations. We
emphasize that, to keep the problem a little bit simpler, we use here the stress (—Vue o + peof) instead of
—e(Ue,q) + Pe,ol with the symmetric gradient e(ue o), which is not strict from a physical point of view, due
to the pressure boundary condition on S:f. However, there seems to be no problem dealing with the more
general case, by using the Korn inequality instead of the Poincaré inequality. In a first step, we show e-uniform
a priori estimates (depending additionally on the parameter «) for the fluid velocity wu. o and the fluid pressure
De,a, Where as usual the critical point is the derivation of the estimate for the pressure. For this, we first show
a Bogovskii-result for the whole layer 2. , (without perforation), and then apply the restriction operator to
obtain a Bogovskii result in the perforated layer Qf . which allows to control the pressure. More precisely, we

£,
get

a/2'

72 ||te.0 ‘LQ(QQQ) +et ||Vue,a|\L2(Q£’a) + €7°‘||p57a||L2(Q£1a) < Ce

Based on this estimate and general two-scale compactness results, we obtain limit functions ug € L*(€, H}.,(Y))"
with ug =0in Y \ Yy and V,, - up =01in @ x Y , and py € L*(Q2) (with Q = X x (—1,1) the thick layer), such
that up to a subsequence (we refer to Section 3 for the definition of the two-scale convergence)
e e Rug, € WVueo 2 Vyuo, € pea 2 po

We emphasize that the limit fluid velocity ug is depending on both, the macroscopic variable z € 2 and the
microscopic variable y € Y. In the next step, we derive a two-scale homogenized Stokes problem (see equation
(9)), which includes all the necessary information of the limit problem. From this, we obtain that ug can be
expressed as

n—1
uo(z,y) = Z fowi + (f§ = 8z, p0)wn, (2)
i=1
where (w;,q;) for i = 1,...,n are the solutions of the cell problem (10). Compared to homogenization results

for Stokes flow in porous media, here only the n-th derivative of the (Darcy) pressure py contributes to the
macroscopic fluid velocity. We define the average of ug as the Darcy-velocity

u(x) ::/Y uo(z,y) dy.



It follows from the divergence-free condition of u. , that the n-th component of the Darcy-velocity is constant
in the x,,-direction, that is, 9,,u™ = 0. Hence, with the permeability tensor K defined in (11), we obtain

u= K(fO - enaxn,pO) in €2,
Opt =0 in €.

As usual for the homogenization of Stokes problems, we will see that the pressure boundary condition on S:a
leads to the Dirichlet boundary condition py = pf for the limit pressure. In total, we get the Darcy-equation

8mn [K(f() - enaxnpo)}n =0 in Q,

Po = pg on Sft.

3)

In summary, we obtain the following result:

Theorem 2.1. Let (uc o, Pe,a) be the weak solution of the microscopic problem (1). Then, there exists ug €

L2(Q,H} o (Y))" with ug =0 in Y \ Yy and Vy, -ug =0 in Q xY, and py € L*(2), such that e *u. o 22wy and

€ “Pe.a 2 po- In addition, the Darcy-pressure py is the unique weak solution of the Darcy-equation (3) and ug
is given by formula (2).

We emphasize that in the limit € — 0 the macroscopic quantities are given in the thick layer Q = ¥ x (-1, 1),
although the thin layer reduces to a lower dimensional manifold ¥. Here, we have an essential different behavior
compared to the case when the layer is of thickness e, where the limit functions only depend on the macroscopic
variable & € 3.

2.2 The transport problem

In the next step, we consider the transport problem for a concentration given by a reaction-diffusion-advection
equation with advection ue o, given as the solution of (1) (now depending smoothly on time). More precisely,
we are looking for a ¢ o : (0,T) x Qf , — R which is the solution of

eiaatcw — V- (DVe. o — %cs,a) = giagg,a in (0,7) x 9,
—(DOVee g — %‘*c&a) =0 on (0,T) x Tz, (43)
Con = b on (0,T) x (SF,US,),
Ca(0)=0 in Qf ,

with a source term g. ,, and a boundary concentration c?. The system is closed with suitable boundary conditions
on 8DQ£Q, which depends on the choice of the diffusion coefficient. More precisely, for the diffusion coefficient
D2 we consider two different scalings with respect to € and o

(D1) D® = DI € R™™,
(D2) D = Ddiag(e™%,...,e"%,&%) € R**",

with a fixed constant D > 0 and the unit matrix I in R"*" (since it the first case the diffusion matrix D acts
as a scalar, we will often just write D& = e*D). On the lateral boundary we consider the following boundary
condition

2 e,

—(D2Vee o — u;—’acs’a) cv=0 on (0,T)xdpQ ,, if DX =¢“D, (4b)

Ce,q 18 L-periodic, if D = Ddiag(e™“,...,e” %,e%).
Hence, in the case (D1) we consider homogeneous Neumann-boundary conditions, and in the case (D2) periodic
boundary conditions. Although we are in particular interested in the macroscopic behavior inside the domain,
effects at the lateral boundary are also important for applications. We emphasize that the different choices are
elemental for the derivation of the limit problem. While for D& = ¢®D it would be no problem to consider
periodic boundary conditions, our proof fails for Neumann-boundary conditions in the case (D2), see also
Remark 5.9.

From a physical point of view, the first case (D1) treats slow diffusion in Z-direction, where the second case
(D2) deals with fast diffusion in the horizontal direction. We will see that in the first case the diffusion in the
macroscopic limit is only in the vertical direction and in the case of fast diffusion we get diffusion in all space
directions.



We proceed in the same way as for the Stokes equation and first establish uniform a priori estimates with
respect to e. More precisely, we get

1
g llecalliaqoryxar )+ IV DEVeeall o or)at ) = € (5)

which immediately implies the existence of a limit function ¢y € L2((0,7) x ), in particular independent of
the microscopic variable y, such that up to a subsequence

Further, we obtain a bound for the time-derivative on the dual space of the Sobolev space carrying the norm
induced by the left-hand side of the previous inequality. For this, we need in particular an L°°-bound for the
concentration ¢, o, to control the advective term. Using an Kolmogorov-Simon-type compactness argument,
based on additional estimates for the differences of the shifts of the microscopic solutions, we can then establish
also the strong two-scale convergence of the sequence c. o, necessary to pass to the limit ¢ — 0 in the advective
term (since we only get the weak two-scale convergence of the fluid velocity uc q).

From inequality (5) we see that the difference between the two cases lies in the scaling for the gradient
VzCe.o With respect to the first n — 1 components, leading to different regularity results (weak differentiability)
of the limit function with respect to the spatial variable.

The case D% = Ddiag(¢~%,...,e~ % &%): This leads to

||va’zca7a

) < Ceft,

|L2((0,T)xQ£,a) + 5”8”657& |L2((0,T)x95,a

and we obtain ¢y € H'(Q2) and additionally the existence of corrector functions ¢; € L2((0,T) x 2 x Yy) with
Vye1r € L*((0,T) x Q x Yy)"~! and (0,1)" '-periodic with respect to g, and ¢; € L*((0,T) x Q, H}.(0,1))
(only depending on the y,,-variable), such that (up to a subsequence)

2 _
(ViCea,6%ncea) = Veo + (Vyer, 0y, c1).

With these compactness results, we are able to pass to the limit in the weak variational equation associated
to (4). Here, we modify the standard homogenization approach based on the two-scale convergence to our
thin structure. By choosing suitable test-functions, we first derive cell problems for ¢; and c;, see (22) and
(25), which allow to express ¢; and ¢; in terms of Veg and suitable cell solutions independent of macroscopic
quantities. More precisely, we have

n—1
C1 (ta Zz, y) = Z 81160(t7 x))zz(y)v C1 (ta Z, yn) = awnCO(t’ x)Xn(?/n),
i=1

where y; for i =1,...,n— 1, and x,, are the solutions of the cell problems (24) and (27). In the next step, we
choose macroscopic test-functions, also capturing the dimension reduction to obtain with the expression of ¢;
and c; that ¢g is a unique solution of the macroscopic problem
8tco -V (D*VCO — Coﬂen) = go in (O,T) X Q,
co=ch on(0,T)x ST,
Co (0) = 0,
cp is Y-periodic.

(6)

where D* is an effective diffusion coefficient, see (29), and @ is the Darcy-velocity obtained in Theorem 2.1.
Here, go is the average of the (two-scale) limit of g, o. First of all, we notice that macroscopically there is also
an effect in the z,-direction, although the layer reduces for ¢ — 0 to a lower dimensional manifold. The effective
diffusion takes place in the horizontal and the vertical direction, where the advective flux only takes place in
the vertical direction. Finally, let us summarize our results in the following main theorem:

(o3

Theorem 2.2. Let ¢, o be the microscopic solution of (4) and D2 = Ddiag(e™%,...,e~%,e%). Then, there
exists co € L2((0,T), H'(Q)) such that cc 2q co and ¢y 1s the unique weak solution of the macroscopic problem

(6).

The proof of the compactness result, together with some additional convergence of the gradient Ve,  can
be found in Section 5.2, and the derivation of the macroscopic model is done in Section 5.3, where we also give
the definition of a weak solution of the problem (6).



The case DY = ¢*DI: In the case of low diffusion in horizontal direction, we obtain for the gradient Vzc. o a
scaling of the form

E% HVECS’O‘HLZ(QQQ) S C

In this case, we obtain no spatial regularity (differentiability) of ¢y with respect to Z. While we obtain again the
weak two-scale convergence of ¢, ,, to a limit function ¢y € L2((0,T) x ), we only obtain d,,co € L?((0,T) x Q).
Further, for the gradient we obtain the convergence

2a
Ve a = Oncoen + Vycr.

Now, compared to the previous case, the scaled gradient Ve, , does not convergence to the sum of the full
gradient of cp, but only the n-th component, and the rest is included in the gradient (with respect to y) of
the corrector ¢;. However, we can proceed in the same way as in the previous case, but this time we get the
expression

a(t,@,y) = Oz, co(t, ©)xn(y),
again, using the cell solution y,, of (24). Finally, the macroscopic model reads as follows:

Orco — 8,L(D;*m8nc0 — Coﬂn) = go in (O,T) x €,
co=ch on (0,T) x Sfc, (7)
Co (0) =0

In this case, we only have diffusive and convective flow in the vertical direction. To pass to the limit in the
advective term, we need again the strong (two-scale) convergence of the concentration. We summarize the main
result in the following theorem:
Theorem 2.3. Let c. ,, be the microscopic solution of (4) and D& = e*D. Then, there exists co € L*((0,T) x )
with dpco € L?((0,T) x ), such that c. o 29 co and cy 15 the unique weak solution of the macroscopic problem

(7).

For the proof of this result we again refer to Section 5.2 and 5.3.

2.3 The microscopic domain

Let n € N with n > 2 (for the treatment of the transport problem in Section 5 we will restrict this assumption
ton <4) and ¥ = (a,b) C R"! with a,b € Z" ! and a; < b; for i = 1,...,n — 1. Additionally, we assume that
e>0and e7! € Nand a € (0,00). Furthermore, we assume that /e € N. This is necessary to construct the
perforated layer via suitable reference cells, such that no micro-cells are intersected by the outer boundary. We
define the whole layer by

Qoo =X x (e7%,e),

together with its top/bottom SF := ¥ x {£e®}. Within the layer, we have a fluid part Qf , and a solid part

€,

(2% ,, which have a periodical microscopic structure. More precisely, we define the reference cell

Y = (0,1)".
The cell consists again of a fluid part Yy and a solid part Y, with a common interface I' := int(vfﬂﬁ). Hence,

we have
Y =Y;UY,UT.

We assume that Y and Y, are open and connected with Lipschitz-boundary and fulfill Y; NYy = 0. Now, we
introduce the set
K.={keZ": e(Y+k)CQcn}.

In particular, we have

We define the fluid part of the layer via

Qf , = int ( U (v +k)> :
k



The fluid-structure interface between the fluid and the solid part is denoted by

[., = int ( U e+ k)) .

kEK.

We assume that nga is a connected Lipschitz domain. Furthermore, we denote the upper and lower part of the
boundary of Qéa by

Sp =09 , N (9% x {£e"})

and the lateral part of Qg’a is defined by
OpQe = 09! , N (9T x (—&*,&%)).

Finally, we introduce the macroscopic domain (the thick layer)

Q=Y x(-1,1),
which can also be obtained by rescaling the domain €2 ,. We denote the top/bottom of Q by

SE =% x {1},
and the lateral boundary by

OpQ =00\ (S U ST).

Here, the notation D is related to the no-slip (Dirichlet) boundary condition for the fluid problem (although
we consider in the transport problem Neumann-boundary or periodic boundary conditions on this part of the
boundary).

3 The two-scale convergence for thin heterogeneous layers

In this section we introduce the two-scale convergence adapted to thin layers with thickness of order ¢*. Com-
pared to the classical two-scale convergence, see [2], [3], we introduce an additional variable capturing the
dimension reduction. Such a two-scale convergence was introduced in [1]. Here, we use a slightly different
notation. More precisely, in [1] they work with the rescaled thin layer (in the fixed domain ), where we work
in the physical domain (2, , (respectively later in Qg o). Our aim is the derivation of several compactness results
for functions with weak derivatives with different bounds with respect to the scaling parameter ¢ (and «).

Definition 1. We say a sequence ve o € L*(Qc ) converges (weakly) in the two-scale sense to a limit function
vo € L2(Q xY), if for all ¢ € L*(2,C°..(Y)) it holds that

per

. 1 _ Ty T Ty _
i.ll’%i‘:a\/gsya Ue,a(x)'(b(‘rvgiaaga?) dx_LLUO(m7y)¢($7y)dydm

We write ve o 2q V.-
We say that a two-scale convergent sequence v. o converges strongly in the two-scale sense, if additionally it
holds that

ii_%g_%H“w z2(0.2) = [vollz2(2xv)-

We write ve o 2 0.
Remark 3.1.
(i) For we o 2% wy it holds that
lwollz2(@xy) < liminfe™* ||lwe o 2. .-

(i) As in the usual two-scale convergence, see [2] and [3], it is straightforward to show, that a product between
a strongly and weakly two-scale convergent sequence converges in the distributional sense. More precisely,

we have for we o € L*(Qe o) and ve o € L*(Qeq) with we o e wo and Ve q 2a vg, it holds for every

¢ € C>®(Q) that
1 n
lim —/ We. Ve @ (;f, z—) dr = / / wovp¢ dy dex.
e—=0 g% Qo ’ ’ ex aly

In our case, we need this result for the case wy € L*(Q) only depending on the macroscopic variable, which
simpliefies the proof (no density argument for the approzimation of wy is necessary).



In the following we provide several compactness results for sequences in u. o in H 1(S257a) for different
scalings of the gradient. First of all, we quote the standard compactness result for suitable bounded sequences
in L?(Qc o), which can be obtained by similar arguments as in the proofs of [2].

Lemma 3.2. For every sequence ve o € L*(Qc.o) such that

[ve.allL2 (0. 0) < Ce?

there exists vo € L*(Q x Y'), such that (up to a subsequence) v. 22 .

Now, our first compactness result for Sobolev functions treats the case when the gradient is of one e-order
lower then the function itself, leading to the case that the limit function is depending on the macroscopic and
the microscopic variable.

Proposition 3.3. Let v. o € H' (o) with
HU&QHLQ(QEKJ +e ||V’U5;0¢||L2(QE)W) S Cga/2'

Then there exists vo € L?(2, HL, (Y)) such that

per
2« 2a
Ve,a — V0, vvs,a - vaO~

Proof. This result was shown in [1, Lemma B.4] for the two-scale convergence on the rescaled domain €2 and in
our notation in follows directly by the transformation rule. O

Proposition 3.4. Let v. o € H'(Q:,4) be a sequence such that

o

ve,all2(c.0) + €% Ve allL2 (o, .) < Ce?.

Then there exists vg € L*(Q) with 0,v9 € L*(Q) and v1 € L*(Q, HL,(Y)/R) such that up to a subsequence

per
2a
Ve, — V0, €V o = Opvoen + Vyv1.

Proof. By the compactness result in Lemma 3.2 there exist vg € L*(Q x Y) and & € L?(Q2 x Y)™ such that up
to a subsequence

Since « € (0,1) we obtain
€||V’U6,04HL2(QE)(,) < 05%

and Proposition 3.3 immediately implies V,v9 = 0 and therefore vy(x,y) = vo(z) is independent of y. Next, we
show 9,v9 € L%(Q). Choose ¢ € C§°(£2) and use the two-scale compactness of v. , and e*Vuv, , to obtain

n T 1 a
/Q/onzﬁdydxfgl_%g—a/g B, vm¢( )dx

SN

1 0
— —lim 7/ I (;z :i) de = f/ / 0O dy dz.
e—0 ™ Qo ? ex aly

This implies d,vo = [ £ dy (remember that vy is independent of y). It remains to identify the limit &. For
this, we choose ¢ € C§°(2, C5e,.(Y))™ such that V,, - ¢ = 0 and obtain by similar arguments as above

per

//go qbdydxfhmi/ V., - ¢(:7: In f) dz
QJy e=0e% Ja. ., €

B AT

e—0 g« e*’ €

//voa (;Sndydx—//@nvoen ¢ dydex.

By the Helmholtz-decomposition we obtain the existence of v; € L?(Q, H!, . (Y)/R) such that & = d,wpe, +

per

Vyv1, which gives the desired result. O



It is well-known (and can be easily shown by adapting the proof of the trace inequality from [26]), that
functions w € L?(Q) with weak derivative d,w € L?(Q) have traces on L?(ST). Hence, under the conditions of
Proposition 3.4 we obtain that vy has traces on the top/bottom SljE of Q. The following result shows that the
trace of v, o on SsjE is preserved under the two-scale convergence:

Proposition 3.5. Under the assumptions of 3.4 it holds that

||Ua,a ||L2(Sai) S C.

Further, up to a subsequence it holds that ’UE’Q|SEi A ’U()|S1i weakly in L*(X) (in the standard two-scale sense,
see [2]).

Proof. Defining 9. o € H'(Q) by ¥z o () := ve.o(Z,%2,). Then, a simple rescaling argument gives
(19e.allL2 @) + 1000z 0l L2(2))

1 o
e (uvs,anmg,a) 5],
c2

(Qe‘a)> <C.

In particular, there exists 773E € L?(X x (0,1)""1) such that up to a subsequence vg,a\ssi EN n(:)t. Choosing
¢ e C(QUSE,CE((0,1)" 1)) (constantly extended in y,-direction), we obtain (with v, = +1 on SF)

per

/ / 770i¢(:f,:|:1,g)da_3 = lim/ Ve,alg @ (i,:l:l, E) dz
2 J(0,1)—1 e—0 [, c c

= lim vea¢( In x) do

E— 00

“n ]- n X
= lim :l:/ 8 Ve, a¢ 5,2 E) — Ve oﬁn¢ (f7£7£> dx
EOL 6a ’ ga E

E—0OQ

::I://(anv0+8ynv1)¢+v08n¢dydx:/ / vodo,
QJY Sli (0,1)n—1

where at the end we used integration by parts, fy 0Oy,,v1 dy = 0 and the fact that vy is independent of y. This
gives the desired result. O

Next, we give a two-scale compactness result when the components of the gradient are scaled differently.
We show here directly the result for the perforated domain QE o> for which we have to use a special Helmholtz-
decomposition. Let us compare the situation to the scaling in Proposition 3.4. A function v, o € Hl(Qéa)
fulfilling the estimate in this proposition (with €2 , replaced by Qg’a)7 can be extended with the extension
operator E. from Lemma 5.7 to a function E.v. o € H'(Q. o) fulfilling the same a priori estimate. Hence, we

immediately obtain, from Proposition 3.4, that

2¢ 2a
Xof  Ve,a — Xy, V0, 5aXQ£ avvs,a — Xy (Onvoen + vyvl) . (8)

In other words, the extension operator allows to treat the perforated layer as a homogeneous layer (this is
a common approach in the homogenization theory for porous media). However, for different scalings for the
gradient Vz with respect to the horizontal variable and the n-th derivative 9,,, as given in the following propo-
sition (related to the case of high diffusion in horizontal direction), such an argument is not possible, since the
extension operator from Lemma 5.7 only allows to control the partial derivatives of the extended function by
the full gradient of the function itself, which gives another estimate for the extended function, see also Section
5 for more details. We introduce the space

Hler,vg (Yy)={pe L2(Yf) : Vgp € LQ(Yf)”_l, pis (0, 1)"_1—pe1riodic}7

P
together with the norm
||p||§1;m,vg(yf) = ||p||2L2(yf) + ||V§p||2L2(yf)~

Proposition 3.6. Let v, 4 € Hl(nga) be a sequence such that

||U€,oz||L2(Qgﬂ) ) < Ce=.

10



Then there exist vg € H*(Q), v € L*(Q, HY,(Ys)/R) with Vyv1 = 0, and v, € L*(Q, H!

" per,Vy (Y?)), such that
up to a subsequence

2 2 _
XQé"’QUa,a = Xv; Vo, Xﬂg,a (Viva,a; 5(1871“57&) = XYy (VUO + (ngl, 8ynvl)) .

The result is also valid for ) o instead of Qéa

Proof. From the assumed a priori estimates on v ., we get the existence of vy € L*(Q2xY) and & € L*(QxY)"
(both vanishing in Y;), such that up to a subsequence

2¢ @ 2a
Xqf Ve, — Vo, XQ!»Q (viva,aa € anve,a) = &o.
Since we also have
*[Vveo < Ce?
€ sallpzef ) = €%

we can apply Proposition 3.4 (see also (8)), to obtain vo(z,y) = Xy;(y)vo(z) with vo € L*(Q) such that
Invo € L*(Q), and & = xy; (Onvo + 9y, v1) for some vy € L*(Q, H.(Y)/R). Since also €*Vz0: o 220, we have

Vyv1 = 0in Yy, and therefore v; is independent of 3. Now, for all ¢ € C5°(Q,C52,(Y))" ! with V- ¢ = 0 we
have (with & = (&,...,& "))

1 0
/ & - qﬁdydthm—/ Vialeo (;S(xx—g)d:r
QJys e—0 g% Qﬁ
1 0
:—lim—/ vg,aviw(:ﬁ,i,f) dx:—// woVs - ¢ dy da.
=0 Jof | e’ e o Jy;

If we first choose ¢ constant with respect to y and use that vy is independent of y, we get vo € H'(Q2). Then,
with ¢ arbitrary (still V- ¢ = 0), we get

/ (& — Vavo) - dydz = 0,
aJy;

which implies again by the Helmholtz decomposition below the existence of v; € L?(Q x Yy) and V0, €
L*(Q x Yy)" ! (unique up to an L*-function only depending on y,,), such that & = Vzvg + V0.
We define the space

Loper = {u e L2(Yp)" / u-Vgody =0 for all ¢ € per(Yf)}
Yy

Since Ly per is closed, we get L2(Y;)" ™! = Ly per L Lj:per Obviously, we have Hperv (Yy) C LE

C.(Y7) is dense in H,,. v, (Yr). Next, we define the quotient space H:= H! per,v, (Yr)/ ker(Vy). Now, for

per

7.pers Since

given v € Ly per C LQ(Yf)” 1 , we consider the problem

ol o) = [ Vp-Viody= [ v Vy0dy=1(l9)

Yy Yy

for every [p],[¢] € H and p € [p], ¢ € [¢]. This problem is well-defined, since the kernel of Vj consists of
L?-functions only depending on y,,. By the Lax-Milgram Lemma we obtain the existence of a unique solution
[p] € H, and therefore the existence of p € Hpcr Vs (Y¢) (unique up to a function depending on only on ys,),
such that

/ (Vop—v) - Vybdy =0,
Yy

for all ¢ € H},, v, (Yr) (in particular ¢ € C22.(Yy)). Hence, Vyp — v € Ly per and since Vyp,v € Ly .., we
obtain Vgp —v € Lg,per N LSer = {0}, which implies

LAYP)" ™ = Loper - VyHperv, (V5)-
This finishes the proof. O

11



In the following, we also identify the space {¢ € H}. (Yy) : Vyé = 0} with the space H}..(0,1). Finally,

we consider the asymptotic expansion of v, o which is justified by the previous compactness results. We make

the ansatz
_ Tn T 1— _ITn T [ Tp T
Ve,o(T) =00 (J:, —, *) + e "% (x, —, *) + ety (J:, —, *) +
e € e’ € e’ €

Hence, we obtain for our three compactness results the following expansions:

- Proposition 3.3: Oscillations already occur in the lowest order term and we get:

T, X
Ve,o(T) = 1o (% L 7) .

e™ ¢

- Proposition 3.4: No oscillations in the zeroth order term. Oscillations occur in the term of order e!~:

_ Tn 1—a _In T
Ve,a(T) = V0 (:Ev 67) +e Tu|z, ' F)

- Proposition 3.6: In this case, the gradient in the horizontal direction is of the same order as the function
itself, leading to a situation, when the corrector of order ¢!~ is independent of the horizontal microscopic
variable ¢, and an additional corrector of order ¢ is necessary:

x Ty T Ty T
Ve,a(2) = Vo (cf l) +e' "% (5; - ") + ety ( ”77) .
€ ex’ €

a a? e’ ¢

Remark 3.7. All the results can be generalized in an obvious way to the time-dependent case. More precisely, a
sequence vz o € LP((0,T),L*(Qe,q)) with p € [1,00) converges weakly in the two-scale sense to a limit function
vo € LP((0,T), L3(Q x Y)), if for all ¢ € LP((0,T), L*(Q, C%,.(Y))) it holds that

per

,xn r xn dzdt = / //voxy o(t, x,y) dy dz dt.

Our compactness results are valid for p € (1,00). The strong two-scale convergence can be generalized in a
stratghtforward way. We use the same notation as in the time-independent case. It should be clear from the
context, which regqularity with respect to time can be obtained for the convergence.

o=
LE
D=
o\
S~
o)
?
<
o
Q
&
-
/N
“2%\

4 The fluid problem

In this section we deal with the homogenization and dimension reduction of the microscopic Stokes problem (1).
We show uniform a priori estimates for the fluid velocity and the fluid pressure with respect to the parameter
¢ and a. Using the general compactness results from Section 3, we get two-scale convergence of u., and
De,o to suitable limit functions, which allows us to pass to the limit in the microscopic problem, by choosing
test-functions adapted to the structure of the limit function.

We start with the weak formulation for the microscopic problem and state the assumptions on the data: We
say that(ue o, pea) € Hl(anﬁDnga UT.a)" x L2(Qf ) is a weak solution of (1), if V - ue o = 0 and for all

pea € HY(QS 000, , UT. o)™ it holds that

Viea: Vooade = [ peaV - duode =

af. af. af.

fe,a : ¢)E,a dz — /i pgal’ . ¢£,a do.

ST

Under the assumption that p? , € H'(Q,) (see below for the assumptions on the data), we can use the
divergence theorem in the last term on the right-hand side to obtain

/f vus,(x5 v¢e,o¢ dx — /f (pe,a - pg,a)v : QSE,(X dz = /f (fs,oe - Vpl;,a) . ¢e,a dz.
QL. Q

&, g,

Assumptions on the data:

(S1) For the volume force f. o € L*(Qf )", we assume

< Ce/?,

(!
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(S2) For the boundary pressure, we assume p? , € H*(Qf ,) such that

3a
2

IP2.all ot ) + e IVPeall p2gas ) < Ce

Further, there exists pf € L*(Q) with 8,pf € L*(€2) such that e~*p? , 22 pb and pb € L3(9, H..(Y)/R)

such that Vple”a 2 Lphen + Vb (see Section 3 for the definition of the two-scale convergence).
Corollary 4.1. The problem (1) omits a unique weak solution.

Proof. For fixed e this result is classical and we skip the proof. O

4.1 A priori estimates for the microscopic solutions v., and p, ,

We begin by deriving the estimates for the fluid velocity wu. o. In order to do so, we introduce the following
Poincaré inequality on the layer Qf .

Lemma 4.2. Let v, € HY(Q! ,,Tc o) then there exists a constant C > 0 not depending on € such that

g,

||U57a||L2(Q£ W) <Ce ||vvs,a||L2(Q£ O

Proof. The proof is elementary and follows by decomposing an into reference cells and then applying the

Poincaré inequality. O
We are now ready to derive the estimate for the fluid velocity.

Proposition 4.3. Let u. o € Hl(Qéa, 3D9£a UT:.q)™ be the weak solution of the Stokes problem (1). Then it
holds
6_2 ||u€7a||L2(Q£,u) + 5_1 HVUE’QHLZ(QQQ) S C€Q/2o

Proof. We test the weak formulation (4) with the solution u. q to obtain (the (pz.o —p2,,) term vanishes since
V- Ueq =0)

2
HVUS,QHLZ(QQQ) < HUS,QHI}(QQQ) ||f5aa||L2(Q£=a) + HuE,a ‘LZ(Qg,a) HVPS,DLH[}(Q;’&)

< QP ||v“6,a||L2(Qf )’

Hence, with the Poincaré inequality from Lemma 4.2 we achieve
242
||u570l||L2(Q£1a) te ||vus,a“L2(Q£ﬂ) < Ce/>+2,
O

The estimate, of the fluid pressure p, , is less elementary. The goal is to construct and estimate a Bogovskii
operator on the thin perforated layer Qg’a, in order to obtain test-functions ¢. , such that V- ¢. o = peo in

nga. We begin by establishing the Bogovskii operator on the whole layer €2, .. We use the same techniques as
in [27, Lemma 5, Step 4], now adapted to the layer of thickness .

Proposition 4.4. For all f. o, € L*(Qc.a) there exists . o € H (Qe 0, OpQe o)™ such that
V- we,a = fa,a m Qe,a

and

[ a

|L2(Qs,a) + e ||vwa,a||L2(nga) < Ce* ||f€’a||L2(Qs,a) .

Proof. We set ~
Keo={keZ" ' x{0}: e*(Y+k) CQea}.

Since e*/e € N, we have

Q.. = int U (Y + k)
keK. o

For k € K., and f € L?(Q.,), we define

PatY o R, fF = fo(e*(z 4+ k).

13



With the use of the Bogovskii operator, we obtain ¢F , € H'(Y,0Y \ $*)" with S := (0,1)"~! x {1} and
S~ = (0,1)""1 x {0}, such that

V'wsa:ff,a7 de aHH Y)<C||fska”[‘2(y)
Now, we define
Vea: Qoa = RY, ral@) ="k, (S —k) forzec (Y +k).

For . «, we have
S wa,a = fa,oz in Qa,a

and

||v’(/}506||L2(Q5 o) Z /sa(Y+k) e,a (7_]6)‘ dr = Z / |v"l}ea’

keK, kGKE «

<C Z /|fska‘ dy—C”feocHL?(Q o)

keKE «@
Hence, we obtain with the Poincaré inequality
[Yeall2. ) < Ce¥I Ve allL2(a.,q)

which can be obtained in the same way as the inequality in Lemma 4.2 by replacing € with € (we use the zero
boundary conditions of ¢, o, on the lateral boundary of e*(Y + k)):

”7#8,(1”[/2(95‘&) + e vaf,a”[‘?(gsya) < e” er,a”L?'(QE’&) :
O

Now, we want to establish the Bogovskii operator on the perforated layer Qf This is done via the
restiction operator introduced by Allaire in [6, Theorem 2.3]: There exists an operatorR HY(Q% 0,00 .0)™ —

H! (Qf o 8DQ£’Q UT. o)™ with
Retie,q = Ueq for all ug o € Hl(Qa)a, OpQ:e o) With uz o = 01in QF ,
V- Retteo =V e foralluco € HI(Q&Q, OpQe.o)” With V- ue o = 01in Q ,,
and

I1Beticall zar ) + & IVRtall2ar ) <€ (Huf""”ﬁmz o Felltealz o a>>

for all uc o € H'(Qc o, 0pQ )" Using this operator, we can restrict the Bogovskii operator, constructed in
Proposition 4.4, to the perforated layer Qg’a

Corollary 4.5. For f. . € L*(Qf ) there exists oo € H (Qf ,,0p0L , UT o)™ such that

g0
V:gea = fea n an

and
H(bé,aHL?(an) te Hvd)E’QHLZ(an) < Ce® HfE,aHL2(Q£a) :

Proof. For f. o € L*(Q ) (extended to Q. o by zero) there exists . o € H'(Q o, 0pQe,qa)" with
Vo teq = fea inQq.
By setting ¢. o = R:%¢,o, we immediately obtain
Vteo=foa nQf,.
Further, we obtain
1V6ealoqr ) = IV Rl g

< C (e Weall o, .y + IV¥eall o, )
< Ce*™

(Qe,a) ’

14



In total, we obtain with the Poincaré inequality from Lemma 4.2
”(z)s"o‘HLQ(Qéc,a) te |W¢E’al|L2(Q§,a) = Ce” Hfe"’“”ﬁ(ﬂf,a) ’
O

Remark 4.6. We emphasize that the result from Corollary 4.5 is also valid for o = 1. Further, we obtain the
existence of a Bogouvskii-operator Be o, : HY(Qf GDQg’a UTe )" — LQ(Qg’a) with V - Be o(fe,a) = fe.a and

£,a

e[[VBe a(fea) HLz(Qf < Ce fen ||L2(Q£a)'

g,a) T

Here is a crucial difference between considering a pressure boundary condition and a no-slip boundary condition
on Saif. In the latter, see for example [8], [9], the Bogovskii-operator, here denoted by Bg,a: has to be defined

on Hi(Qf )" and only fulfills
elVBLa(fealll 2ot ) < Cllfeall 2ot -

Hence, as can be seen in the following proposition, the pressure estimate can be improved to order e (instead
of order % ).

Now, we can prove the a priori estimate for the fluid pressure

Proposition 4.7. Let (e o,pe.a) € HY(QL

L0 0pQL L UL o)™ x LA(Q ) be the weak solution of the Stokes-
problem. Then it holds

3a/2

”pe,a |L2(Q£,a) <Ce

Proof. We test the weak formulation with ¢, o € Hl(Qg)a, Op UT¢ o)™ such that V - ¢, o = pe o, Obtained via
Corollary 4.5, and get

IVtte o

2
Ipeallizos ) = [e2ar ) IVOeallizar ) + P2l oy, Peollizr
Ffeallizr ) 19eal 2ar )+ 19PEalliaqr ) 1900l 2o )
<C (Ea/2+15a—1 +83o</2 +Ea/2€a +€a/25a) ||ps,a||L2(Qf )

SC&BQ/Q ||p87a||L2(Q£ a) .

O

As mentioned in Remark 4.6 above, in the case of no-slip boundary conditions on S;ff U S; £ the pressure

would be of order 2. However, we will see later that our order is somehow optimal and allows to pass to the
limit € — 0, while for the bound of order £% causes trouble, see also [1, Section 3.6.2].

4.2 Two-scale compactness for the microscopic solutions v, , and p. ,

We use the uniform a priori estimates obtained in the previous section to show compactness results for the weak
microscopic solution (s, pPe.o) of (1). Further, we establish suitable properties obtained from the divergence-
free condition of u. , and the zero boundary conditions on I'; .

Proposition 4.8. The weak solution (ue,q,Peo) 0f the Stokes-problem satisfies

—2 2¢ —1 2q —a 2q
€ "Ug,q — Ug, €& Vus,a - Vyu(); € "Pe,a — Po

with ug € L*(Q, H).(Y))" and po € L*(Q). Additionally, we have ug = 0 in Q x (Y \ Yy). Further, we have

Vy - ug = 0 and for the Darcy-velocity

a(z) == /Y uo dy

we have 0,u™ = 0 and therefore @™ is constant in x,-direction.
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Proof. Due to the a priori estimates of the weak solution from Proposition 4.3 and 4.7, as well as the two-scale
compactness result from Proposition 3.3, we obtain the existence of ug € L*(Q, H}.(Y))" and py € L*(Q2 x Y')

such that

—92 2¢ —1 2q —a 2¢
€ "Ug,q — Ug, € vus,a - Vyuo, € "Pe,a — Po-

Here, we extended . o and p. o by zero to the whole reference cell Y. Now, let ¢ € C5°(2x (Y'\Y))™ extended
by zero to Y. Then, we have

1 n T n
0=~ Pucale) o (022,22 a0 [ [ e sy dyde,
e Ja. . \0f. et e € Y\Y;

Hence ug = 0 in © x (Y'\ Y}). Now, we want to show V,, - ug = 0. For this, we choose ¢ € C5° (2, O, (Yy)).
Then, we compute

_ _ ITn T
026— ngaa 1V-u51a(x)¢ (x,g—a,g) dz

S o [P (5282 e s 22,

e* Jof,

1 _ L Tn @
+ = € 2us,a( ) - qu( E) dx

of .
630// uo(z,y) - Vyoé(x,y) dy dz.
QJy;

In particular, it holds V,, - ug = 0. Now, let ¢ € C§°(£2). Then, we compute

0=— /f 72V - ue o(2)d (i, :—2) dz
Q
—Z/Qf el z¢( )dx lcvggfm()"‘b( )da:

e—0 n
3 / /Y ) dy o) de

This proves d,u™ = 0 and therefore @™ is constant in x,-direction. Lastly, we want to show that pg is in fact
independent of the microscopic variable i.e. py € L?(Q2). For that, we choose

Peal(x) = diag(sﬁ, ...,5’8,57)q’) (55 x—n7 E)

e ¢

with ¢ € C§°(Q, Cpe, (Yy))™ and, we compute

/Qf Vie,o: Vo ode

S8 [ oo (o (1. 22) 0,0 (2. 7))

3,7=1
e [, 000 (0 (5. 52.5) o (522 5)) 0
+;/ﬁ£a5‘nug7a(a§)( ef=e,, ¢ (x In £)+€ﬁ 19y, & (gg)) e

# [, ontato) (00 (22 ) w00 (5. 2.7))

/f (pE,oc _pg,a)v : ¢E,a dl‘
( g,

_z/ (ra = #2)) (006 (225, 2) + 270,00 (5.2 7)) o

# et (77000 (20 T) £ 00 (7200 7))

g,
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/an(fsa Vpea éf)gad:va/ Zpsa( )l (f’%’g) da

+ [, Ve ot oo (.22 7) an

€,

By choosing f = v =1 — 2« and taking the limit ¢ — 0, we obtain
0= [ [ (nlee.9) = ph@)V, o) dyds forall o€ CF(@ x V)"
oJy

This immediately implies that po is independent of the microscopic variable i.e. py € LZ(Q), since p} €
L2(Q). O

4.3 Derivation of the macroscopic model

For the derivation of the macroscopic model, we proceed as in the proof of Proposition 4.8 with the exception
of choosing f =~ = —a and ¢ € C5°(Q2\ IpQ, Cpe,(Yy))" such that V, - ¢ = 0. By doing so, we obtain in the
limit ¢ — 0

|| wsunten): Vyotemdyds = [ i) = sha)on, | o"(wp)ayds
QJy; Yy

(9)
/ [ (@) = eud, ph(e) = Vph(a. ) - () dy e

for all ¢ € C5°(Q\ OpQ, C32,(Yy))™ with V- ¢ = 0. It is easy to sce, that the term including V,p} vanishes
via integration by parts. We now show, that 9, pg exists and is a L?(2) function. In order to do this, we find
(wi, qi) € Hyo (Yr)™ x L*(Yy)/R solving, in the weak sense, the equation

—Aw; + Vg =ce¢; in Yf,
Cw, = inY,
V- w; 0 in Yy, (10)
w; =0 on I,
w;, q; are Y -periodic,
for i = 1,...,n. Existence and uniqueness of a solution is standard. We define the permeability tensor
K;; = Vw;: Vw; dy :/ e; - wj dy. (11)
Yy Yy
Further, we define the test-function ¢ € C§°(Q\ dpQ, H},.(Y5))" via
$@,y) = Kyn(@)w(y),
with n € C§°(Q2\ Opf2). We see that V,, - ¢ = 0 and
¢ dy =n.
Yy
Via a density argument, we can test equation (9) with ¢, and obtain
[ o0(@) = ph(@)0r, () | <l fonh ) ]2
so in particular, that d,, po € L*(Q) and py = pf on ST. Hence, we can rewrite (9) in
[ Vuulea): Vyota.n) dydy

- /Q /Yf 0z, po(7)p(z,y) dy do — /Q \, fo(x) - ¢(x,y)dyde =0,
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for all ¢ € C§°(Q,C%,(Yy))"™ with V,, - ¢ = 0. Here the terms containing pf) cancel each other other out via

per

intergation by parts and due to the zero boundary condition of ¢. Through the application of the Bogovskii
operator, there exits p; € L*(Q, L3(Yy)) such that

/ Vyuo(z,a): Vyo(z,y)dydy
aQJy;s

+ /Q /Y Bpo(@)0(z,y) ~ p1Vy - Gz, y) dy do = /

fo(z) - ¢(z,y) dy dz

for all ¢ € C§°(Q, C2,.(Yr))™. In other words, (uo,po,p1) solves in the weak sense the equation

per
—AyUQ + enacnpo + Vyp1 =fo inQx Yf.

We rewrite this equation into the form

n—1

—Dyug + Vypr = > eifi+en(f§ — Oa,po)  in Qx Y.

i=1

Together with V, - ug = 0 in Q x Yy and the boundary condition uyp = 0 on € x I'. Since the equation on the
left-hand side is linear and the solution (ug, po,p1) is unique, we obtain

n—1
uo(z,y) = Z fowi + (f§ = 8z, p0)wn,
i=1

n—1
pr(,y) =D fodi + (f5 = 0w, p0)n-
i=1
where (w;,q;) € H}..(Y§)™ x L*(Y5)/R is again the unique solution of (10). Now, we define the Darcy-velocity

u(x) = /Y uo(z,y) dy.

For j =1,...,n, we obtain with the permeability tensor K, defined in (11),

n—1 n—1
uj = Z fé/ w; - e;dy + (fg — amnpo)/ wy - e;dy = Z Kij f6 dy + K j(f§ — 02, 10)
i=1 Yy Yy i=1
and therefore
= K(fo—en0z,po) inQ. (13)
Hence the tuple (@, po) satisfies
u= K(fo— en0z,po) in ,
Oy " =0 in Q.

n

In other words, the Darcy-pressure pg solves the equation

Oz, [K(fo—€n0s,p0)l,, =0 in Q,
po =pp on Si.

It is obvious that this problem admits a unique weak solution, as well as the problem (9). In particular, this
implies that all convergence results are valid for the whole sequence, which completes the proof of Theorem 2.1.

4.4 The case of cylindrical inclusions Y

We comment on the case that the solid inclusions Y are given as cylinders, more precisely, we have Y, =
Y! x (0,1) with Y/ C (0,1)"~! strictly included. In the past, problems in this microscopic geometry received
considerable attention in the literature, see for example [8] and also [12] for formal results. However, in both
papers, a no-slip boundary condition on the top/bottom Sif on the thin layer was considered, which has
significant influence on the macroscopic model. In this case, it is easy to check that Vz - @ = 0 and further,
the microscopic pressure p. o is of order €%. In particular, this implies (as can be seen from the calculations
in the proof of Proposition 4.8, where now we can choose test-functions with 9y, ¢ = 0z¢ = 0 and Vy - ¢ = 0,
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and therefore v and 8 independent of each other) that the limit pressure is only depending on Z and fulfills
Vzpo € L?(X)"~1. In the case of a pressure boundary condition on S 7> such results seem to be not possible.
However, we can srmphfy the representation for the Darcy-velocity in (13) by considering in more detail the
structure of K.

It is easy to check (solve a similar equation on Y]ﬁ) that the cell solutions (w;, ¢;) for i = 1,...,n — 1 are
constant with respect to y, and we have w}* = 0. In particular, we get for i =1,...,n — 1 that
K = Kpi = Vyw; : Vywy, dy = / w!'dy = 0,
Yy Yy

and K has the block structure

i
K= 0 ,
0 Knn
where K is the submatrix of K consisting of the first (n — 1) columns and rows. This leads to (fy =

(fas- o F71)
i = (K fo,0)T + (0, Kpn (f§ — 84,p0))" -

In particular, the horizontal part of the Darcy-velocity is just given by K fy and only the vertical velocity
depends on the Darcy-pressure.

5 The transport problem

Now, we deal with with the simultaneous homogenization and dimension reduction for a reaction-diffusion-
advection equation (4), where the advective velocity is obtained via the Stokes problem (1), which we assume now
to be quasi-stationary. More precisely, we assume f- o € L>((0,T), L*(Qf ,))" and p? , € L>=((0,T), H'(Q{ ,))
fulfilling the same estimates as in (S1) and (S2), with additional L>°-regularity with respect to time. This leads
to the same a priori estimates for u. o and pe o as in Section 4.1, with additional L*°-regularity in time. Further,
the compactness results from Section 4.2 remain valid, where the limit function are L° with respect to time.
Further, we assume that n < 4, to guarantee the existence of a weak microscopic solution. For the diffusion
coefficient D& we consider the following cases with D > 0 fixed (already given in Section 2):

(D1) D =e*DI € R™*™,
(D2) DY = Ddiag(e™%,...,e~%,&%) € R**",

Let us give the definition of a weak solution in the case (D1): We say that c. o is a weak solution of the prob-
lem (4) (for diffusion coefficient given in (D1)) if c. o € L*((0,T), H'(Q ,)) with dcc o € L*((0,T), H* (9 ,,, SJr
S;f)') such that c. o = 2 on SE gy us; and for all 9. o € HI(QQO) with 1. o = 0 on S’ US it holds almost
everywhere in (0,7) that

u

1 o 1
7<atce,a7 we,a>H1(Qf ) + / D?vce,a : v¢s,a - %Cs,avq/)s,a dr = vy / gs,aws,a dz, (14)
o ol € e Jal,

together with the initial condition ¢, o(0) = 0. Introducing the quantity
We o = Cooy —

) €

we obtain we o = 0 on S 7 U S, and this function fulfills

Ue, o
B} ws,avwa,a dz

1
*a<atws,avwa,a>H1(Q£a) + /Qf ngwa,a . V%,a -

(15)
= 5% (gs,a atc ) Ye,odz + /

Qf. of.

(ngcl;— e b) Vie o da.

In the case of high diffusion in the horizontal direction (D2), we have to consider in the definition above
Cea € LQ((O,T),H%E(QZ,Q)) and O¢Ce o € LQ((O,T),H#( S+ U S ;)') and test-functions . o € H#(an)
(recall that # indicates the X-periodicity).

Assumptions on the data:

g,a)
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(T1) The source term ge.o € L>((0,7) x Qf ) fulfills

||g€,OéHLOO((01T)X52£a) S C.

Further, there exists go € L2((0,7) x £ x Y) such that Xof  Yea 2 0.
(T2) The boundary-value ¢ fulfills
b e LA(0,7), H'(RL,,)) 0 HY(0,1), L3(9L.)).
with ¢2(0) = 0, such that
HCSHLO@((O,T)xQ,f,Q) + Hatcls)”,;a((o};p)xggﬂ) < Ce?.

In the case (D2), we additionally assume c? , € L*((0,T), H,(Q{ ,)). For the bound of the gradient we
consider two different cases:

e For D = e*D we assume:
for b 5
e*IVeellLa(o,ryxa...) < Ce?

Further, there exists (see also Proposition 3.4) c§ € L2((0,T) x Q) with d,v9 € L?((0,T) x Q) and
b € L3(Q, HL..(Y)/R), such that

per
b 2a b ag b 2 b b
Xaf (€= Xv¢h, Xaf €7V = Xy (Oncten + Vyel) .
e For D% = Ddiag(¢™%,...,e~ % &%) € R we assume:

IVac L2010 ) + € 10nell Lo 0.1y x020 ) < CE2

Further, there exists (see also Proposition 3.6) ¢} € L2((0,T), H*(Q)) and ¢} € L*(Q, H]),(Y)/R)
such that

2 2
XQQQCZ = nycg, Xaf . (Vact, e%0,c2) =2 Xv; (Veh +V,ch).
(T3) It holds that

116 .a

+ ||8t56157||L2((0’T)XQ£7QJL) + ||5CZ||L2((0,T)XQ§,QJL) + Ea||V595.,o<HLz((o,T)XQg’a,h) < w(lle))e®.

y T H5ge,aHL2((o,T)fo )

e,a,h

b
|L2((O,T)><Q£1u’h) +IVop all 12 0,myx0f

e,a,h

Remark 5.1.

(i) Our focus is the treatment of the advective term and the different scalings for the diffusion coefficient.
Therefore we have chosen a homogeneous initial condition and a linear reaction term. However, it is
straightforward to extend our results to more general data.

(i) Of course, due to our assumptions we can expect more reqularity for the time-derivative. However, we
show homogenization and dimension reduction (in particular the strong two-scale compactness results)
for the time-derivative being a functional in the dual space of Hl(Qg,a,S::f U S;f) (respectively, with

Y-periodic boundary conditions), to provide methods for more general data.
Corollary 5.2. There exists a unique weak solution of the microscopic problem (4).

Proof. This result is standard for fixed € and can be obtained by the Galerkin method. O

5.1 A priori estimates for the microscopic solution c. ,

We derive uniform a priori estimates with respect to € and «. Of course, we will obtain different estimates for
the gradient depending on the choice of D for the cases (D1) and (D2). However, the ideas are the same for
both cases and we can follow a standard procedure for energy estimates to obtain L?-bounds for c. , and its
gradient. A more critical part is to obtain a uniform bound for the time-derivative. First of all, we need L°°-
bounds for the concentration c. o to control the advective term uniformly in . Next, to establish later strong
(two-scale) convergence for ¢, , via a Kolmogorov-Simon type compactness argument, we need bounds for the
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time-derivative in dual spaces of Sobolev functions with weighted (with respect to € and «) norms adapted to
the a priori bounds for c. o and Ve, o in L?. Finally, for the strong convergence of c. o, an additional control
with respect to the spatial variable is necessary, and therefore we give an additional estimate for the differences
of shifts of the microscopic solutions c. o and . 4.

The case D¢ =e*D:

We test equation (15) with 1. o = w. o and obtain

1 d 1 U, o 9
gea glvealiaqs ) e L2l 2/Q£a 2 VWeade
1
= — (geva - 8th) We o dz +/

e* Jaf, of .

(so‘DVcZ - ;; b) Vwg, o dz.

For the convective term we can use integration by parts together with the zero boundary conditions of u. o and
We o, and also the divergence-free condition of u. , to obtain

E / UEQO‘V 2 dz=0.

2J)at, €
It remains to estimate the terms on the right-hand side. For the first term, we obtain with the assumptions on
Je,o and 8tcg

1

C 1 2
€—a o (98704 3tc )wg adx < a ||wa a”Lz(Qf ) < c ( co ||wE,Oé|L2(Qg’a)> .

g,

For the second term on the right-hand side in the above equation we consider separately the diffusive and
advective term. For the first one, we have

/f DV - Vi o de < CF [Vl s ) < CO) + 0 [ Vel s (16)
QE o ’ £,

for arbitrary § > 0. For the advective term we use the essential boundedness of ¢? and the a priori bound for
Ue,o from Proposition 4.3, to obtain

Ue,

u
/ il Vu o de < O 52
of . €

L2(f ) ||Vw5;a||L2(nga) < C(0) + 07|V, a”Lz f )
Altogether, choosing 6 small enough, we can use an absorption argument, then we integrate with respect to

time and use the Gronwall-inequality to obtain

1 .
g lveallie o), 20t + €7 IVWeallaomynt .y < ©

Due to the assumptions on c?,

following Proposition.

we obtain the same estimate also for c. o. We summarize our results in the

Proposition 5.3. For D¢ =e*D it holds that

o
2

1@ty e NI Vweall 2o, myxaf .y < Ce

The same estimate is valid for c. o instead of we q.

The case DY = Ddiag(¢™%,...,e~% &%) € R™*™

We proceed in the same way as in the previous case, testing (4) with w, ,, to obtain

1 d 1 1 U
@%H sa||Lz ol za zWe, iZ(QQ )+€QD||3 wsaHLz of )~ i/f %ng,adx
1 U
= | (geya — 8tc§) We o AT — / Eéa cg -Vuwe o dz
e* Jal, of. €

Jr/ fDVTc ViWe,o + € Danc OnWe o dz.
Q

7
Now, the main difference from the proof of Proposition 5.3 lies in the estimate of the last term on the right-hand
side. Here, we can argue in the same way as for (16) separately for V; and 0,. In summary, we get
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Proposition 5.4. For D¢ = Ddiag(e~%,...,e~%,&%) € R"*" it holds that

fe3
2

[|lwe, aHL2(Qs o) T IV zwe 04||L2(Qs o) TE€ “|Onwe, OzHL2(Qs w) S Ce
The same estimate is valid for cc o instead of we q.

Estimates for the time-derivative J;w. o: To control the time-derivative, we need control for the convective
term. As usual when dealing with flow in porous medium, the embedding H'! into L* (at least for n < 4) is not
applicable, since the gradient of u. , scales badly with respect to €. To overcome this problem, it is a standard
approach to show L>°-bounds for the concentration c. . The proof follows the same lines as in the case of full
(perforated domains), so we only give a brief sketch.

Lemma 5.5. For both cases (D1) and (D2) for the diffusion coefficient D, it holds that

y < C.

T)xQf o

Proof. We only sketch the main ideas and refer for example to the proof of [28, Lemma 5.2] for more details. We
emphasize that now we work directly with the weak formulation of ¢, ,, instead of w, . We define W := e™“!c, ,
with w > 0 defined below and ¢t € (0,7). Further, we put Wy, :== W — k for k € N and W} :== (W — k)*
with () := max{0, -}, and use e"“'W," as a test-function in (14). This is an admissible test-function for
k > ||c%]| L ((0,7)x 4. ..), since then W, =0 on S . We obtain after integration in time from 0 to ¢t € [0, T]

1

?” )HLz(Qf ) / / DQVW+ VW+ dxds

/1/f %aW’VW”dmh+4—/j/f —wsg W dads.,
Q Q

For the convective term we use integration by parts to get

g, ]' g, e,
/? U’WKVW?dm:—/> U’Vﬂmﬂﬁh+k/‘ LYW de =0,
Qo Qo

2 , 2
€ 2 € of .

where in the last equality we used the zero boundary condition of u. o and W,j . The force term can be estimated
in the following way by using the L* bound for g, o

1 t
o /0 /Q?;a ge aW drds < (/ /Wk>k} drds + HW ||L2 Ot)XQf ))

Now, the Gronwall-inequality and [29, IT Theorem 6.1 and Remark 6.2] imply the desired result. O

Now, we are able to estimate the time-derivative dic. o. Here, it is necessary to estimate the norm in the
dual space of functions spaces suitably scaled with respect to € and «, and therefore in particular depending on
the choice of DZ'. For this we introduce the space Hpa consisting of functions in H Lt S+ us, ) in the

case (D1) and H} (Qf S+ U SZ ;) in the case (D2), together with the norm

g,

g,

1veall3ene == IIz/lelLQ af ) TIVDEVYeallZs o
We emphasize, that from our a priori estimates on ¢, , above we have
llce,allL2(0,1),1pe) < C-
Proposition 5.6. It holds that
%Hatcs,a”LQ((O,T),H’Da) <C.
Proof. We test equation (14) with 1e o € Hpe such that [[¢e,all2,. < 1. In particular, we have

||V¢E,O(HL2(Q£)O) S 05_%.
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We get almost everywhere in (0, 7))

sa'@%’“’ Vel ot o)

U, o 1
_ /S;gya D?Vc&a . Vlﬁ&a — ETCE’avwE’O‘ dx + ; /S;f

<C||\/ D&V o

gs,awe,a dz

202 IVDEVEeallaar )

Ue, o -
HET et ||C€7a |Loc((0,T)><Q£,a)vaa")‘HLz(Qg,a) +e OéHga,aHm(Qﬁ,a)”wa,anm(ﬁg,a)
_a || Ue,
<CIVDEVeeallaor +CF |50 Loy +C

where we used the L*° bound for g., and c., obtained in Lemma 5.5. Taking the supremum over . q,
squaring, integrating with respect to time and using the a priori estimates for c. o and uc o, we get the desired
result. O

Estimates for the shifts: To obtain strong convergence (in the two-scale sense), more control on the spatial
variable is necessary. For this, we introduce the following notation for the differences of shifted functions. Let
e R x (—e%,e%) - Rand [ € Z"! x {0}. We define

51/}5,04 = ¢€,o¢(' + 15) - %,a,

where in this notation we neglect the dependence on ! and e, which should be clear from the context. In the
following, we extend the function u. , by zero to R"~1 x (—&®,e%) and the function c. , first with the extension
operator from Lemma 5.7 below to Q. o, and then in an arbitrary smooth way to R"~! x (—&®,&%), such that
the a priori estimates, in particular the L>-estimate, remain valid (this can be done by mirroring). We use the
same notation for both extensions as before.

Lemma 5.7 (Extension operator). There exists an extension operator E. : HY(Qf ) — H'(Qe o) such that for
all veo € H'(Q ) it holds that

||E€’UE:O¢HL2(QE,Q) < CHUE,a |VEaUe7a||L2(QE,Q) < C”Vva,a

2@ ) L2t .-

If additionally ve o € L™ (Qéa), it holds that
[ EcveallLe . .) < C”UE,aHLoo(Qg,ay

Proof. This result can be shown as in [30]. The fact that that here we deal with a thin layer with thickness of
order €* has no influence. For the inequality for the L>°-bound, we refer to [31, Lemma A.3]. O

Next, we construct a domain Qia’h for h small, which is obtained by cutting of micro-cells from Qf , near

to the lateral boundary (distance smaller than h). More precisely, we introduce the following notation: For
O0<h<llet Xy, :={zeX: dist{z,02} > h} and we set

Kep:={keZ" " :e(k+(0,1)" ") C %y}
and define
Sen =it ) =(0,1"7 + k)
k?EKsyh

In other words, X j, consists of all points in z with distance greater than h and included in a microscopic cell
g(k + [0, 1]"71) strictly contained in %j. Now, we define

- f - i
Qe,a,h = Ee,h X (_5a75a)7 Qg,a’h = Qe,u,h N Qg7a'

Proposition 5.8. We obtain for every 0 < h < 1 a constant Cy, > 0 depending on h (but independent of €),
such that for every l € Z"=! x {0} and |le| < h it holds that

6_%||5C€,Dé||Loo((07T)’L2(Q£a) < C\/E-l- Chif% + /i(|l€D7

with k(s) — 0 for s — 0. In the case (D2) with periodic boundary conditions (after extending c. . periodically
in X-direction), the inequality is valid for h = 0 and arbitrary | and €, and the constant on the right-hand side
1s independent of h.
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Proof. We first consider the case (D1) with D2 = e*D. We use similar ideas as in the proof of [21, Lemma 4.3],
where here we have to estimate additionally the convective term. We define the space

Honi={6€ B QL) : 6=00n 0], \T.u}.

Let [ € Z"~! x {0}, such that |le| < h. It is easy to check, that for all 9. , € H. p it holds almost everywhere
n (0,7) that

|
e, e, + / DV Vinda

Q
‘o (17)
7/Qf M szadl’—f/ 09e,ate,a dz.

2

e,a,h eah

First, we assume that clg’ = 0. We choose a cut-off function n € C§°(3;,) with 0 <5 <1 and n =1 in Xg. We
emphasize that 7 is depending on h and in particular the gradient is of order % In the following, we denote by
C}, constants which depend on h (and might grow to oo for h — 0). Now, we choose ¢ o = 7%5¢c o € He o and
we have

Vipe o =NV (N0Cs 0) + 1ndce,o VN = 20dce, o VN + 772V5c57a.
We get for all ¢ € [0, T

1 (0% [
267(1”775657(1(25)”%2((2 ) +e“D||nViee, O‘HLQ((O Dl ) + 2¢ D/ /Qf Vice o - Vmice o dzds
e,a,h
(18)

g,a~e,x 1
/ / O (e o ) . V(n2505,a) drds = / / 595’04172565,& dx ds.
Qf e* Jo Jaf

ah ok
For the third term on the left-hand side we get

3a 2
)+ Che HV&W||L2((o,t)x9£,a,h>

/ /f Vice o - Vmoce o dx ds < H
Q

g,a,h

LZ((O tyxQ!

S HT](SCE QHLZ (O t)XQf + Ch52a

where in the last inequality we used the a priori estimate for ch}a from Proposition 5.3. For the convective
term, we use

to obtain with §(ue Ce.a) = Ce,a0lea + Ueo- + l€)dce o and the a priori estimates from Proposition 4.3, 5.3
and 5.4

‘// ugacga) - Ve o dx ds
Qf

a,h

S [2775057aV77 + 772V§c€7a] + u;iéaécaﬂ MV (ndce o) + ndce.o V] dads

Qﬁ,a,h
= 61;% L2((0,6)xQf ) ||C€’a||L°°((0’T)XQ§,a,h (%! )
+C H 775:25 a o Hcs,a‘ILOO((O,T)XSZQQ’,I) ||?7V505,a||L2((O’t)XQ£YQ’h)
+ Ch HU;TQ (O ) ||5Cs,04||L°°((0,T)><Q£’a,h)||7](5€6,0¢”Lz((o’t)xﬂz)a’h)

a NOUe,
<Cne?Indceallzo.xaf ) +C H =

L2((0,6)x0! ) Imvoeeall 2o xar . )

+ ChE% ||77605,a ||L2((0,t)><Qf

o)

2
N0Ue o
52

+ 7||77V5Ce all7
L2((04)x2 )

<Ch5 + H’?CSCE aHL2((0 t)><Qf ,h) + —

oo L2(0,6)x0f )
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The term on the right-hand side of (18) can be estimated in a similar way. In total we get with an absorption
argument and the Gronwall inequality

cxlmdceallieom) 22t )+ INVoCeallzomyxar )

(19)

e
<Ot + ¢ |7 * F109eallzomxar, -

‘néus,a

L2((0,T)xf )

It remains to estimate the term including du. o. For this, we consider the equation for du. . More precisely,
for all ¢, o € Hl(an »)"s such that ¢, o =0 on 8Q£a m\ (ij U S 4), it holds that

/ V(Sue,oc : V(be,a d.’E - / (6p€,oc - 5Pg,a)v : ¢5,a dl’ = / (5f6,a - V(Spg,a) : ¢E,a CL'L‘
ol ol ol

g,a,h g,a,h g,a,h

Now, we choose ¢. o = N?0ue o to obtain with V. o = 72Vue o +20Vn @ duc o and V - ¢e o = 20V - due o

IV ue o

‘iz(ﬂf ) :/ (0pe,a — 5P§,a)2TIV77 e o do + / - (0fea— V(Sple),a) ) 5“6,:1772 dz
e,a,h of Qf

e,a,h e,a,h

- 2/f 77V5U6,a : (V77 ® 6“’6,04) d.’E
Q

g,a,h

§0h||5p6,a - 6pg,a||L2(Q£Yayh) H‘SUE,aHp(anﬁ)

+ CH(st,a - V(Splej,a”LQ(anJL) ||775U6,a||L2(Q£,M)

T OnlinVoueallar ) I0%eallizr, )
<Cpe?t2e 4 Ce¥tok(|le]) + Cpe*te InVoucallpzr

g,a,h

where at the end we used the a priori estimates for u., and p. . from Proposition 4.3 and 4.7, and the
assumption (T3). For the last term we can use the Young inequality to obtain with an absorption argument

||77V5us7a||iz(9£ ) < Ch52+2a + C€2+O‘I€(|l€|)
Using the Poincaré inequality from Lemma 4.2, we get

Inducallaqr ) < Ce (I6ueaVnl s )+ V000l s )
< CRedte 4 Che® T 4 Ce* 2 k(|le)
In summary, we obtain
672“775”570‘”L2(Q£a_h) + 671||77V5UE’O‘HL2(9f,Q.h) < Cpe® + Ce2 r(|le]). (20)

Using this estimate in inequality (19), we get with the assumption (T3)

1 a a
g||n60€,04||L00((0,T)7L2(Q£,a$h) +ez anacfﬂ||L2((0,T)><nga1h,) < Che? + K(|le]).

Using the L>-estimate for ¢, o, from Lemma 5.5 (and the fact that we consider here a smooth extension of ¢, o
to the whole layer R"™! x (—&%,&?)), we obtain

e Ell0ce,all e 0,22 (00 S € FlINOceall Loy L2t 02! L) T OV

< CVh+ Cre? + k(|le]).

,a.Zh)

This is the desired result for ¢ = 0. For the general case, we consider in the previous calculations We o instead of
Ce,o- Then, we have to consider in (18) the function g. o — atc’; instead of g. », and we obtain on the right-hand
side the additional term

/Qf (D?ch - %cé’) V(n’ce.q)dz.

This term can be estimated in the same way as the respective terms in the above calculation with ¢? instead of
Ce,o and using the assumption (T3). This finishes the proof in the case (D1).

Now, we consider the case (D2). Here, we can choose directly ¢ o = dce o in (17) and we can work with
the full domain an instead of Qf;mh (formally, we can choose h = 0), since we can extend all the function
periodically in the horizontal direction. In particular, in (18) we can put 7 = 0 and all terms including V7
vanish. The remaining terms can be estimate as in the case (D2). O
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Remark 5.9.
(i) We also showed that

% HV(SCs,ang((O’T)XQf on) < Ché?% + k(|le])

e,a,2h

and an estimate for duc. o and Voueo. However, for the proof of the strong convergence of c. o this
estimate is not necessary and therefore we only formulated the result for dce q.

(i) The proof of Proposition 5.8 simplifies for the case of periodic boundary conditions. However, this assump-
tion seems to be necessary in the case (D2). Otherwise (assuming also a Neumann-boundary condition),
we get in (18) the critical term

"‘D/ / Vz0ce o - Vimoce o dx ds.
o Jof

e,a,h

Using the same estimate as in the proof above, we only get
1
e *D Viz6Ce,q - Vmice o dxds| < o

aah

”77566 a||L2 © t)><Qf an) + Ch.

As we will see later in the proof of Proposition 5.11, this is not enough to guarantee the strong two-scale
convergence of Ce q.

5.2 Two-scale compactness for the microscopic solutions c. ,

We formulate the (two-scale) compactness results for the microscopic solution ¢ o for the different choices of
D¢. The weak convergence results are direct consequences of the general two-scale compactness results obtained
in Section 3 and the a priori estimates in Section 5.1. However, to deal with the nonlinear advective term, we
also need strong two-scale compactness results. For this, we use the additional bound for the differences of the
shifts with respect to the spatial variable.

In the following, we extend the functions ¢, o, with the extension operator E, from Lemma 5.7 to the whole
thin layer €2, o and use the same notation c. , for the extension. We emphasize that the a priori estimates in
the case (D2) for the extended function do not preserve, since we only have

||VQEE€C€,&||L2((O,T)><QE,O¢) < Cchs,a||L2((0’T)><nga) < CE_%~

Hence, due to the (arbitrary) shape of the perforations Y;, we can only control the horizontal gradient Vz E.c: o
by the full gradient Ve, , including, in particular, the n-th component of c. o, scaling badly with respect to e.
We start with the formulation of the weak compactness results for the microscopic solution:

Proposition 5.10.

(i) For D = “D we have:

There exist co € L*((0,T) x Q) with Onco € L*((0,T) x Q) and ¢1 € L*((0,T) x Q, H}.,(Y)/R) such that
up to a subsequence

2« a 2¢
Xqf Cea = Xv¢Co, Xof € Vee o = XYy (Oncoen + vycl) .

Further, we have cy = ¢} on 51jE in the (generalized) trace sense.

(i1) For D¢ = Ddiag(a_"‘7 N
There exist co € L*((0,T),

,€Y) € R™™ we have:
HY(
Yn-component), and ¢, € L?((0,

5
0)) and ¢; € L*((0,T) x Q, H!,.(0,1)/R) (the microscopic variable is the
T

per
) x QL HY v, (Yr)) such that up to a subsequence

2 2 _
Xngacs,cx = XY Co, XQg,a (va’ccs,aa 5aancs,a) = Xyy (VCO + (ngh 8@/"01)) .

Further, we have cy = c§ on Sli in the trace sense.
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Proof. The convergence results are a direct consequence of the a priori estimates from Proposition 5.3 and 5.4,
and the compactness results from Proposition 3.4 and 3.6. It remains to establish the trace condition ¢y = ¢
on Sf:. We use again the notation we o := E.(ccq — c2) (here we use explicity the extension operator E. to
better distinguish between the extended functions, and the functions itself). We emphasize, that in general we
do not have w. o = 0 on the whole boundary S¥. However, denoting by Q2% the subset of Q. o consisting of
micro-cells touching the outer boundary SZ, then we obtain using the standard trace inequality for e-periodic

domains as well as the Poincaré-inequlity (use we o = 0 on Sif)

1
lwe,allzao,ryxsz) < € (ﬁ”wf»ﬂw((om)mlz:i) * \@“V%»a'L%(o,T)xQZ:f))

kel
2

< C\/EHVwe,a

1
|L2((0,1)x Q0 o) < Ce?

Since o < 1, we get the strong two-scale convergence of w. o to 0 on SE. Obviously, we have E.c? 2 c, and
therefore Proposition 3.5 implies the desired result. O

It remains to establish the strong two-scale convergence of ¢ o. First, we consider the case D& = Ddiag(e™¢,...

which can be seen as the more simple case, since no additional assumptions on the date (see assumption (T3))
are necessary. Further, the argument is less technical, because we can apply directly the Simon compactness
result from [32].

Proposition 5.11. It holds up to a subsequence
2a
Ce,a — Co-

Proof. We define for almost every (t,z) € (0,T) x  the rescaled function ¢. o(t, ) := cc o (t,Z, 2+). With the
properties of the extension operator from Lemma 5.7 (again, to illustrate the use of this lemma, we explicitly
write E.c., for the extended function), we obtain for 0 < h < 1 that (see [13, Proposition 5] for similar
arguments and more details)

- - 1
1.0t + hyoa) = CeallFz(0r—n) 12(0) = :QHEaCe,a('t +hyw) = EeceallT0m—m), 02000

ey
E(X

IN

[Cealce +1y-a) = cealliao.rny 20t )

CVh

o I0eceallrzqo,m) w0 ceall Lo, mpg)

< CVh,

where at the end we used the a priori estimates from Proposition 5.4 and 5.6. Next, we control differences
of the shifts in the spatial variable. We extend c. o to a function in (0,7") x R™ preserving, in particular, the
L*>-estimates. Hence, due to the essential bound from Lemma 5.5, it is enough to show the above convergence
for Qp = {x € Q : dist(0,2) > h} for 0 < h < 1. Let £ € R™ such that |{] < h. In the following, we use

similar arguments as in the proof of [13, Proposition 6] and therefore we skip some details. Let & := ¢ [%]

IN

Now, we have

lée,alts e +&) = eallL2(0mxan) Slleealt:a+ (£,0)) = Cealt:a +E)llL2(0,m)x0m)
+ ”éE,a('ta =+ (£,0)) — 6E,a('t7 v+ (&, O))||L2((07T)X9h)
+ ||és,a - éa,a('ty z + (5570))||L2((0,T)><Qh,) = —[51 + 152 + Ig

For the first term we use the mean value theorem, to obtain
I} < Clénl||Onés,all 20,150 < Cléal-
For the second term, we proceed in a similar way, to get
12 < Cl€ = &I Vale allL2o,m)xa) < 0517%HVCE@”L%(O,T)XQQQ) < el

For the last term I3, we get with Proposition 5.8

c ) .
Ig < che,a('fm Tt (66)0)) - CE’QHLQ((O,T)XQQQ) < C\/E‘f' Che? + H(|§€D
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Now, we can apply [32, Theorem 1] to obtain the strong convergence of é o to some limit function ¢ in
L2((0,T) x Q). It is easy to check that ¢y = cg. Hence, we get (since ¢y is independent of y)

||Co||L2(QxY) = HCO||L2(Q) = il_{% ||5s,a||L2(Q) = 5_%||Cs,oz||L2(Qs,a)v
and therefore the strong two-scale convergence of ¢, . O

Strong two-scale compactness results in thin layers were also obtained, for example, in [20], [21] (see also
[33] for similar ideas in the case of perforated domains). Compared to our situation, a crucial difference lies
in the different scaling of the diffusion in different (horizontal and vertical) directions. In the aforementioned
contributions, in the case of fast diffusion, an additional bound for the differences of shifts was not necessary.
Let us explain, why we cannot avoid this bound in our situation, as long as we consider arbitrary domains. The
rescaled (extended) function é. , fulfills

120|720y, ) :*HE ceallF2(0.1)x9. o) = —VaEBeceal2(0.1)x0. )

+e® ||anEsCs,a||L2((0,T)><Q

ca)

On the right-hand side, we have the norms in the full layer Q). , and have to consider the extended function
E.c. . Now, as already mentioned at the beginning of this section, we can only control the horizontal gradient
VzEcce o by the full gradient Ve o, and only get

20,7y xH (Q)) < Ce™

This is a consequence of the fact, that the estimate for the gradient for the extension operator is depending on
the full norm. We can only avoid this problem in the case of a specific geometry, for example by considering
cylindrical inclusions as in Section 4.4. In this case, we have

Hv.'i'EECE,(XHLZ((O,T)XQE,Q) < C”Vﬂjc‘fao‘||L2((0,T)><Qg"a) < 06%,

which implies that é. , is bounded in L%((0,7), H!(Q2)). Now, with the estimate for the differences of the shifts
with respect to time in the proof of Proposition 5.11, we can directly apply [32, Theorem 1], without additional
estimate for the differences of the shifts in the spatial variable. However, in conclusion, we see that for an
arbitrary shape of the perforations and different orders of diffusion in different directions, the usual a priori
bounds in H! and for the time-derivative, as obtained in Proposition 5.4 and 5.6, are not enough to guarantee
strong two-scale convergence. We emphasize, that this problem also occurs in the case of perforated domains
which are not thin.

5.3 Derivation of the macroscopic model

Based on the compactness results obtained in the previous section, we are now able for the derivation of
the macroscopic model with its effective coefficients. Here, we proceed in the usual way for homogenization
problems, and first derive the cell problems for the corrector functions c;, and then derive the macroscopic
equation. This has to be adapted to our situation including additional the dimension reduction, which is
included in our definition of the two-scale convergence. We first deal with the case (D2) of high diffusion in the
horizontal direction. The other case follows by similar arguments.

5.3.1 The case D& = Ddiag(¢™?,...,e~%,¢&%)
First of all, we choose in (14) test-functions of the form ¢, o (¢, %) := ¢ (¢, 7, £, L) with ) € C§°([0,T), Cy (Q,Cx

per
and compact support in (—1,1) with respect to the z,-variable (third component), and get after 1ntegrat10n

with respect to time and integration by parts in time

”// cwaﬂp )d:cdt
L

+/ /f [é‘iaDV;ica,a +5aDance,a€n] ’ [Vi'w +57aamn¢en +€71Vg¢] (t, jn x) dzdt
QE [e3

[ et (17225 e
QEOC

o [Vath+ 2790, e, + 71V M( Z, : )dxdt
(21)

28



First, we derive the cell problem for the limit function ¢;. For this, we multiply the above equation by ¢ and
use the compactness results from Proposition 5.4, to obtain (all terms except the diffusive term including V¢
vanish for € — 0)

T
/ / D(Vzco + Vgér) - Vypdydedt = 0.
Yy
By density this is valid for all v € L2((0,T) x Q Hpe]r v, (Yy)). In other words, ¢ is the unique (up to a

constant) weak solution of the cell problem

—Vy - (D(Vzco+Vye1)) =0  in (0,T) x Q x Yy,
—D(Vzco+Vgc1))-v=0 on (0,T7) x Q2 xT, (22)

¢1 is Y-periodic.

From this, we obtain the decomposition

1(t,z,y) Zamlco t,2)x:i(y) (23)

for almost every (t,z,y) € (0,T) x Q x Yy, where y; € H} per,Vy (Yf) is the unique (up to L2-functions only
depending on y,,) weak solution of the cell problem (for i =1,...,n—1)

-V, -(D(e;+Vzx:)) =0 inYy,
—D(e; +Vgxi) - v=0 onT, (24)
X; is Y-periodic.

Next, we derive a cell problem for ¢;. For this, we choose in (21) test-functions independent of g, i.e., ¢(t,z,y) =
é(t, z,y,) and multiply the equation with =%, Now, the term including V¢ vanishes, and we get

/ (Buco + By, 1)y, H(yn) dy = 0,
QJy;

and by density this equation is valid for all ¢ € L*((0,T) x Q, H],(0,1)). We define

A(yn) = H ! {geY : (g,yn) € Yf}) .

Since Y} and QE ., are Lipschitz and connected, we have A € L*°(0,1) and A > ag > 0. Identifying ¢; with a
function in LQ((O T) x Q,H!.(0,1)), we obtain that c; is a weak solution of the problem

per

—0y, (A(Onco + 0y, 1)) =0 in (0,T) x Q2 x (0,1),

¢y is 1-periodic. (25)
Since this problem has a unique weak solution, we get
c1(t, ©,yn) = Onco(t, )xn(y), (26)
where x,, € H],.(0,1)/R is the unique weak solution of the cell problem
=0y, (A(1+0y,x»)) =0 1in (0,1), (27)

Xn is 1-periodic.

Now, we are able to derive the macroscopic model. In (21) we choose test-functions of the form (¢, z) =
P (t, z M) (independent of the microscopic variable y), and obtain

) 804
/ / Ce, (,atw t,z, dz dt — / / Cea izﬁ + Efo‘axni/)en} (t,:E, x—n) dz dt
of . g%
—|—/ /f [sfo‘vacQa +5°‘D8ncg,aen] . [V£w+57°‘8xnwen] (t,i‘, Z%) dz dt (28)
Qo

s
= 5_0‘/ / Je. o (t,a?, x—") da dt
0o Jal, e
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Using the compactness results from Proposition 4.8, 5.10 and 5.11 (in particular, we need the strong two-scale
convergence of ¢ o to pass to the limit in the convective term, see also Remark 3.1) , we get

T T
—/ // coatwdydxdt—/ // UpCo - Oy, e, dy da dt
0o Jaly; o Jaly;

T T
—|—/ / D(Veco + (Vyér,0y,¢1)) - Vdyda dt = / / / 9oy dy dz dt.
o Jaly; o Jaly;

With the decompositions of ¢ and ¢; from (23) resp. (26), we get

D(Veo + (Vyér,0y,¢1)) - Viody = D*Vey - Vi
Yy
almost everywhere in (0,7) x  with the homogenized diffusion coefficient D* € R"*™ given by
fo D(e; +Vyxi) - (ej + Vyx;)dy  fori,j=1,...,n—1,
0 fori=mnorj=n,
fo D1+ 8y, xn)(1 + 0y, xn)dy for i =j=n.

Dij =

D 0 -
Remark 5.12. This formula is also valid in the case D = ( ) with D € R=1x(=1) yoitive and

0 Dpn
Dy > 0.

Altogether, we end up with

T T
*|Yf\/ /Coatlbdxdt—/ /coﬁen-vwdxdt
0 Ja 0 Jo
T T
+/ /D*Vco-vwdxdt:/ /gowdaﬁdt
0 Ja o Ja

with go := fo gody. By density, this is valid for all ¢» € L*((0,T), H(Q)) with ¢» = 0 on ST and 9 €

L2((0,T) x ). In particular, this implies d;co € L*((0,T), H}(Q,S; U S7)’) and we have almost everywhere
in (0,7)

<5t007¢>H1(Q,Squ;) —/ﬁCOen-WdH/ D*VCO'Vdel”:/ﬁowde
o Q Q

for all ¢ € H# (9,57 US) and ¢o(0) = 0. In other words, cg is a weak solution of the macroscopic problem
(6). Obviously, a weak solution of this problem is unique and, in particular, we get the convergence of the whole
sequence. This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.2

5.3.2 The case D¢ =¢*D

In this case, we proceed in a similar way as before. The only difference occurs in the diffusive term, where this
term in (21) has to be replaced by

Tyn T

T
1
/ / e“DVee o - {vm%aamnwen + vyw] (t,i, In ) d dt
0o Jal, € ex

e

e’

Multiplication with e and € — 0 gives with the same arguments as above:

T
/ / D (0ncoen + Vycr1) - Vybdyda dt = 0,
o Jaly;

and, by density, this is valid for all ¢ € L*((0,T) x Q, H}..(Yf)). In other words, ¢; is the unique (up to
constant) weak solution of the cell problem

-V, - (D(Oncoen + Vye1)) =0 in (0,T) x Q x Yy,
—D(0ncoen + Vyc1) - v =0 on (0,7) x Q x T,

¢y is Y-periodic.
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Hence, we obtain for almost every (t,z,y) € (0,T) x Q x Yy

c1(t, z,y) = Oneo(t, ©)xn(y),

where ., is the cell solution of (24) for ¢ = n. Now, choosing again in (14) test-functions of the form (¢, z) :=
¥ (¢, 2, 2) with ¢ € C°([0,T) x (QUp)), we obtain (28) with the diffusive term replaced by

Zy
T X

/ / e DVee o - [Vath + & 0y, ten] (t,@,%) dz dt
0 Jaol. €

T
519/ / D(Oncoen + Vyc1) - €,0, 0 dydadt
0o JalJy;

T
:/ / D}, 0ncoOnt dx dt.
0o Ja

Arguing as in the previous case, we obtain d;co € L?((0,T) x %, H}(—1,1)), and almost everywhere in (0,T)
we have

(Orco, ) r2(s 12 (~1,1)) —/ﬂcoan¢d$+/ DznanCO'ani/fdx:/QoT/fde
Q ) 0

for all 1 € L*(X, Hi(—1,1)). In other words, co is a weak solution of the problem (7). It is easy to check
that a weak solution of this problem is unique. In particular, all the convergence results are valid for the whole
sequence. This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.3.
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