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Abstract

This paper presents an extension of the unfolding operator technique, initially applied to two-
dimensional domains, to the realm of three-dimensional thin domains. The advancement of this
methodology is pivotal, as it enhances our understanding and analysis of three-dimensional geome-
tries, which are crucial in various practical fields such as engineering and physics. Our work delves
into the asymptotic behavior of solutions to a reaction-diffusion equation with Neumann bound-
ary conditions set within such a oscillatory 3-dimensional thin domain. The method introduced
enables the deduction of effective problems across all scenarios, tackling the intrinsic complexity of
these domains. This complexity is especially pronounced due to the possibility of diverse types of
oscillations occurring along their boundaries.
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1 Introduction

Thin domains with oscillating boundaries have garnered significant interest in the research community
due to their natural appearance in modeling real-world phenomena. Most of the applications in real-
life problems posses boundaries that are not perfectly smooth, presenting a lot of irregularities that
affects significantly the effective behavior of the considered model, which, in general, involves a Partial
Differential Equation (PDE) posed in thin domains with rough boundary. As researchers could see,
such distortions on the boundary may have significantly influence on the effective behavior of the
considered PDE. This has been motivating many investigations to develop and employ asymptotic
analysis techniques to determine the effective behavior on a lower-dimensional domain.

For instance, thin structures with oscillating boundaries are prevalent in various scientific fields,
such as fluid dynamics (lubrication), solid mechanics (thin rods, plates or shells) and even physiology
(blood circulation), [14, [I8), 19]. Refer to [IL [8 9] for specific examples of applied problems.

In this work, we extend the unfolding operator introduced in [5] from two-dimensional to three-
dimensional thin domains. This extension is significant from both a practical and theoretical stand-
point. Practically, three-dimensional domains have substantial applications across various fields such
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as engineering and physics, making their comprehension vital for the progress in these disciplines.
Theoretically, the analysis of these domains introduces additional complexity due to the potential for
combining different types of oscillations at their boundaries. This enriches and complicates their study,
presenting deeper and more varied mathematical challenges

Throughout this paper, we consider thin domains with different kind of oscillations at the top
boundary, given by

e 3 1 X2
R = {(xl,xg,:cg) ER’: (z1,22) Ew, O0<a3<eyg (;,;B)}, I<exl,

where 0 < a < 3, 0 < 7, w C R? is an open, bounded, connected and regular set and g is a bounded
periodic function not necessarily smooth. For an example of oscillatory boundary, see Figure [I}

Without loss of generality, we can consider v = 1 since, if this is not the case, the thickness of the
domain can be redefined as ¢ = 7. Therefore, the thin domains considered are given by

Iy 22

(D) R"::{(xl,xg,xg)€R3:($1,x2)€w, 0<z3<eg (6—0{,6—5

)} 0<e<,

Note that various values of o and 3 greater than zero will result in distinct kinds of oscillatory
patterns or roughness at the boundary. Much more complex behaviors appear than in two dimensions.
In fact, it is possible to have oscillations of one type in the z; -direction and oscillations of another
type in zo. Even in the simplest case, a or 3 is zero, a locally periodic behavior is obtained.

Considering that the focus of this article lies in elaborating the technique of adapting the unfold-
ing operator to a three-dimensional context, rather than on the specific problems it solves, we have
chosen to illustrate this approach through a particular elliptic problem. This choice underscores our
understanding that, while the method holds potential for broader application across more intricate
equations, our emphasis remains on the nuances of the geometrical adaptation. Then, in the sequel,
we address the following elliptic boundary-value problem.

(P) Ou =0 on ORS,
ove

{ —Auf +uf = f¢ in RS,

where 1€ is the normal unit outward vector to OR®, f¢ € L?(R?).
The variational formulation of (P)) is

(1.1) / (VutVo +up)de = feedz
€ RE

for all p € H'(R?).

Lax-Milgram Theorem ensures the existence and uniqueness of solutions for problem for any
fixed € > 0. It is important to point out that the solutions’ behavior is primarily determined by the
value of the parameters o and [ respect to the thickness of the domain. Additionally, given that the
thickness of the domain R°® is of order ¢, it is anticipated that the sequence of solutions u. will converge
to a function with n — 1 variables as € approaches zero.

Thus, the aim of this article is to present the unfolding method as a general approach that simpli-
fies the process of obtaining the homogenized limit problem for problem (]ED considering all possible
combinations of the values of o and 8. Additionally, just like in the two-dimensional case, non-smooth
periodic oscillatory boundaries may be considered.

As previously mentioned, depending on the value of the parameters « and 5, we obtain distinct
lower dimensional limit problems taking the general form

{ _(Qqul)xl - <QQUx2);52 +u= f n w,
(q1ux1 ) QQUm)U =0 omn (9(,0,

where 17 denotes the unit outward normal vector to the boundary dw and the homogenized coefficients
qi, 1 = 1,2, varies as accordingly to the values of a;, and . The function f is related to the function
f¢. We left the description of the coefficients of the different limitting problems for the next sections.



Figure 1: 3d rough thin domain

The key ingredient of the current work is the adaptation of the unfolding method introduced in [IT]
for a higher dimensional thin domain with rough boundary. First, the unfolding method was developed
for problems with oscillating coefficients and perforated domains (see [12]) and then adapted for thin
domains with oscillating boundary (see [4, 5, [17]). Besides defining the unfolding operator, which allows
us to work within a fixed framework, one must address the challenge, common to all homogenization
problems, of determining the limit of the partial derivatives. To achieve this, our primary innovation
lies in constructing suitable operators that facilitate the determination of the limit of the unfolded
gradients. Unlike in previous works, such as [12], 5], we encounter a unique complication: it is not
possible to identify a single limit function whose gradient matches the limit of the unfolded gradients,
owing to the differing scales in the x; and x5 directions. Consequently, these differing scales lead us
to identify various limit functions within distinct Lebesgue-Bochner spaces. The emergence of these
diverse spaces necessitates a slightly modified corrector equation for the critical oscillations (i.e., of
order €) and also compels us to employ different test functions for each scenario, due to the interaction
between the oscillation orders in each direction. Furthermore, it is pertinent to highlight that our
ideas and techniques can be easily adapted to scenarios involving higher dimensions, though it must
be noted that in such cases, the notation might become excessively cumbersome.

Now, we perform a brief overview on the literature. For pioneering works, we mention [1I, [7, [13]
where thin domains with or without oscillatory boundaries were studied. In [I], thin domains with
oscillatory boundary were considered in context of I'-convergence and in [7], where the Stokes system
were studied. In [13], the authors studied a parabolic equation and its asymptotic dynamics in a
standard thin domain (i.e. without oscillations).

More recently, the works [2, Bl 4, 5], 15 16, [17] studied elliptic and parabolic problems on thin
domains with rough boundary. These works used several techniques from the classical extension op-
erator or asymptotic expansions to the most recent ones, using the unfolding operator method. It is
important to emphasize that in [4, [5], the pioneering works with respect to the unfolding method in
oscillating thin domains, a profound study of the method was performed for two-dimensional domains.

2 Notations and Preliminary Results

To study the convergence of the solutions of (]ED, we fix some notations and recall results concerning
the method of unfolding operator which will be essential trough the paper for our analysis.

We consider three-dimensional thin domains defined by (@[) Observe that this domain have an
oscillatory behavior at its top boundary. The parameters €, a and 8 are positive and the function g
is a periodic function. Firstly, we would like to clarify that, for the sake of simplicity in notation we
say that a function in R? is L-periodic if there exist two periods, L; and Lo, such that the function is
Lq-periodic in the first variable and Lo-periodic in the second.

The function g which defines the oscillatory boundary satisfies the following hypothesis:



(Hg) g: R? — R is a strictly positive, bounded, lower semicontinuous, L-periodic function. Moreover,
we define
= min T1,T and = max T,
g0 (z1,2)ER2? g( ! 2) 9 (:vl,xz)ERQg( ! 2)
so that 0 < go < g(z1,72) < g1 for all (x1,12) € R

Recall that lower semicontinuous means that g(z9,29) <  liminf  g(z1, 22), V(2?,2Y) € R2.
(z1,22)— (29,23

We will now establish the typical notation for the unfolding operator, adapted specifically to the case
of a three-dimensional oscillating thin domain. This tailored notation is essential in ensuring clarity
and precision in our definition of the unfolding operator, providing researchers with a standardized
framework.

Let us consider a rectangular grid in R? taking into account the periodicity of the problem, each
rectangle w; ; has a width of L; and a height of Lo:

Wi,j = [iLh (Z + 1)L1) X [jL27 (.7 + 1)L2)7 (Zaj) € ZQ'

By analogy with the one dimensional case, for each (21, z2) € R?, [21, 72 denotes the bottom left
vertex of the rectangle where the point is. For instance, if (21, 22) € w; ;j we have [x1, z2|r, = (iL1, jL2).
We also define {z1,z2}1 = (z1,22) — [(z1,22)]L.

Xy, %)

[xl, xz] L
JLy

{x, %0},

iL, 0

Figure 2: 2d grid from the periods

In particular, for each € > 0 we can write:

(961 962) B {901 962} +{331 332}
e’ b)) lea’ Bl g’ Bl
Notice that, if a = [, as in classical periodic homogenization, it is straightforward to obtain the

relationship between the macro and micro scales. In fact, the rescaled rectangles e®w; ; represent the
microscopic scale and we have

T1 T2 T1 T
= ([ 2]+ (2.2),)
(w1, 2) 50‘5‘1L+50‘50‘L
However, when a # (3, the grid representing the microscopic scale is not formed by rectangles that
are homothetic to w; ;. In fact, we define the following family of rectangles

wEj = [iL1e®, (i 4+ 1)L1e%) x [jLoe”, (j + 1)L2e®),  (i,54) € Z?

which are obtained by shrinking by a factor € in the z—direction and by a factor ” in the y—direction.
Consequently, we will use the following notation

s = (2], 0+ (2], )2 ([2], 4 {2,) vermw e



Notice that, according to the previous notation we have
] = (2], e (], (222, (2, (2).)
La’eﬁ L calp, Vel P ea’ Bl ealp, Wbl )

Furthermore, given any domain w € R?, we will distinguish between the rectangles w; ; that are
completely contained within w and those that are not. Then, we denote by w. and A, the sets

We = U w;; and A = w\we,
(1/’])656

where S. C Z? is such that for each (i,7) € Se, we have Igj Cw.

Notice that w; C w and Ag 290 in the sense of the measure. Both sets will play an important

role in defining the unfolding operator, see Figure

Figure 3: Sets w, w. and A,

Then, we can split the thin domain R, into two parts:

3 Tr1 X9
6 = {(ml,wg,xg) €ER: (x1,22) Ewe, 0 < 23 < €9 (5_04’5_6)}

and

Tr1 X9
Ry = {(1‘1,932,933) ER: (21,22) €A, 0<3<eg (S_a, €_ﬂ>}

We reserve the notation Y* for the reference cell which describes the oscillating domain

V* = {(y1,y2,y3) ER* 10 <91 < Ly,0<y2 < Lo, 0<y3 < g(y1,52)}-

Moreover, since we have two different scales of oscillation for the variables x or y, the following notation
will be used:

Y*(y1) = {(y2,y3) ER*: 0 <ya < Ly, 0<y3 < g(y1,92)}, w1 €0, L],
Y*(y2) = {(y1,y3) ER*:0<y1 < L1,0<y3s < gly1,y2)}, 2 € [0, L],
Y*(y1,92) ={ys € R: 0 < y3 < g(y1,92)}, (y1,92) € L.

To enhance readability, we will represent = and y as vectors x = (x1,x2,x3) and y = (y1,¥2,¥3),
respectively.

Finally, recall some very commonly used notations in homogenization. The subindex f denotes
periodicity. For instance, C&’io (w x Y™) consists of all functions ¢ wich are obtained as restrictions to
w x Y* of functions in R® which are L;—periodic in the y;—variable for i = 1,2,3. For a measurable
set A C R", denote the average of a function ¢ in A as (p)4 = ﬁ f1e



2.1 The unfolding operator

In this section, we extend the definition of the unfolding operator that was originally given for 2-
dimensional thin domains in [5]. For the n-dimensional case, which exhibits the same type of oscillations
in all directions, refer to [I7]. Additionally, we present its main properties.

Definition 2.1. Let ¢ be a Lebesgue-measurable function defined in R®. The unfolding operator 7T
acting on  is defined as the following function defined in w x Y*

2 (504 [%]Ll Ll + 5ay1756 [%]LQ L2 +86y258y3) P ($1,$27y) € we X Y*)
Te(p) (w1, 02, y) =
0, (x1,22,y) € Ae x Y.

Next, we establish some basic properties of 7. that will play an essential role in the paper. These
properties do not depend on the values of the parameters o and .

Proposition 2.2. The unfolding operator has the following properties:
(a) Tz is linear with respect to + and - operations.

(b) Let ¢ be a Lebesque function defined in Y* which is extended periodically in (yi,y2). Then,

r1 x2 Z3

¢ (21,2, 23) = @ (24,23, 8) is mesurable in R® and To(¢%)(x1, 22, y1,92,y3) = @(y1,Y2,Y3)-
Moreover, if ¢ € L*(Y*), then ¢ € L*(R°);

(c) For all ¢ € L'(R?), we have

1
L1Loy

1
/ T-(p) (w1, 22, y)dr1dT2dy = 5/ (1, 2, x3)d;
wXY* 6
(d) T:(p) € LP (w x Y*) for all ¢ € LP(R®) with

1

1
LiLo\ P LiLo\ P
Ty = (222) olloingy < (222) ol

[©)

(e) 0y, To(p) = e*Te(0n,0), 0y, To(0) = €PTo(Oyp) and By, To(p) = eTo(Onsp) a-e. w X Y* for all
p € WHP(R?).

(f) If o € WIP(R), then To(¢) € LP (w; WHP(Y'*)) with

L1L2 L1L2

1
p p
) el < (222) NOuallincar

10 Ty =

1

L1L2 p
) el

LiLs

1
P
Hayﬂ;(%@)”m(wxy*) =’ < > H@C?SOHLP(RS) <éf (

1

L1L2 p
) onselly <<

L1Ly

1
10w Ty == ( )" 10eseller-

Proof. The proof is very similar to |4, [5]. Then, we just prove property c), which gives the relation



between the integrals in the thin domain and integrals in the new fixed domain in R® :

1
LiLo

[ @) derdaady
wXY*

1 o |:-T1i| a 8 To 5
= v | —= Ly + €%y, e {—] Lo+ Py, e drdrod
LlLQ /wst* ¥ < ealr, 1 1 €ﬁ Ly 2 Y2,EY3 1dT20Y

1 @ 1‘1} x9
N 2 2] ey 2] La+ef dydzad
LlLQ(‘ ‘)ESE/Lusj/*SD(€ [EO‘ L 1téey,e Bl 2 + e7Y2, Y3 | dr1ax2dy
2y s

Z / %) (saz’Ll + eayhaﬁng + E'By27€y3> dy
4 Y
i,j)€S¢

1 ag(xl/a"‘,xg/aﬁ)
-y /] pl) da
( wf,j 0

i,j)ESE

= g
(

From now on, we will use the following notation for the rescaled norms in the thin domain R*®

1\1/p
lelllzagaey = (2) " 1ellzore - Yoo € LP(EE),

1\1/p
ellhwincey = (2) " el Vo € WH(ES).

Notice that Proposition [2.2]is essential to pass to the limit since allows us to transform an integral
over R into one over the fixed set w x Y*. Hence, the unfolding criterion for integrals (u.c.i.) plays
an important role.

Definition 2.3. A sequence (¢°) satisfies the unfolding criterion for integrals (u.c.i) if

1
/ |o°|dz1dxe — 0.
3 RS

The proofs of the next Propositions are analogous to [4. [5].

Proposition 2.4. Let ¢° be a sequence in LP(R?), 1 < p < 0o with |||¢°|||1p(re) uniformly bounded.
Then, ¢° satisfies u.c.i. Furthermore,
o if Y° € LI(R°),

+ == %, r > 1, then ©*° satisfies the u.c.i.

1,1
p g

o ifp € Llw), - + = =1, then p°¢ satisfies u.c.i.

1,1
P q

o [fYf(x1,x9,23) = (:”1 o ﬂ), where 1 € LYY™), then ¢y° satisfies u.c.i.

Eia)giﬂa B

Proposition 2.5. 1. Let ¢ € LP(w). Then, Top — ¢ strongly in LP (w x Y*).
2. Let (¢°) be a sequence in LP(w) such that ©° — ¢ strongly in LP(w). Then,
Teo® — @ strongly in LP (w x Y™).

Next, we recall a convergence result which does not depend on the value of the parameter o or .
To do that, we first introduce a suitable decomposition to functions ¢ € W1P(R?) where the geometry
of the thin domains plays a crucial role. We write ¢(z1, z2,23) = V (21, 22) + ¢ (21, T2, 23) where V
is defined as follows
1 €90

(2.1) V(z1,z2) := — o(r1, 2, 23)drs ae. (r1,12) € w.
€90 Jo



Proposition 2.6. Let (¢°) C WYP(R®), 1 < p < oo, with eIl 1p(gey uniformly bounded and

VE(z1,x2) defined as in [2.1) for each p.. Then, there exists a function p € WP(w) such that, up to
subsequences

Ve =0 ©  weakly in WLp(w) and strongly in  LP(w),
le® - <P|HLP(RE) — 0,
Te(6) = i strongly in IF (w; W2(1)).

Proof. Let us prove that V¢ is uniformly bounded:

Vel = |

p

1
dx1d$2 < CH‘SO |HLP Re) < C’

€90
/ @a($1,$2,$3)d$3
€90

1
102, VEIT o () = / f:‘go/ Oz, ¢° (21, 72, v3)dT3 dl‘ldl‘2 < /|00, |15 (gey < C
w
1 p
HamVEHLp(w / 40 836230 ($1,$2,x3)d$3 dzidzs < C|||896290 |||Lp R#) <C.
w

Thus, there is ¢ € W1P(w) such that, up to subsequences,
VeE—op s — LP(w) and w — WHP(w).

Moreover, from the one-dimensional Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality we get

595(331,232) Egg(xl,xz)
/ 0% (21, w0, 23) = VE (1, 22)[Pdg = / @
0 0

€9e (v1,72)
< C’(e)p/ |05 0% (21, T2, 3)|Pdxs.
0

1 £90 p
- — ¢ (1, 22, 23)dx3| drs
€90

£

We integrate the inequality mentioned above in w and divide it by 1/e to derive the following

1l¢® = VElllo(re) — O.

We also get that
1le® — @lllzp(rey — 0

and
1Te¢° — ollrpxy=) — 0.
Since
||8y17;<,08||Lp(wa*) < Ce%, ||8y272808||m(wxy*) < CeP
and [0, Tl oy < Cc
we get

Tep® — ¢ strongly in LP(w; WHP(Y™)).

3 Oscillations just in one direction, a =0

If @ = 0, the thin domain only exhibits oscillations in one variable, thereby placing us in the scenario
most akin to those studied in two dimensions. Before we state the result of this section we adapt some
definitions and notations to this particular case. In this case the unfolding operator acts just in the
second variable because the thin domains just present one scale of oscillation.

We consider

W = {(z1,22,92,93) € R*: (z1,22) €w, (y2,y3) € Y*(21)}.



We = {(931,902,3/273/3) ER: (z1,22) Ewe,  (y2,y3) € Y*(fﬁl)}-

where Y*(21) = {(y2,y3) € R?: 0 < y2 < L2, 0 < y3 < g(z1,92) } -
Then, we define the unfolding operator as follows

B [z2 [ 8 ) %%
plr1,e + ePyo, € , (21, 72,92, € We,
To() (21, w2, 92, y3) ( 1 [65]L2 2 Y2,8Y3 (21,22, Y2, y3) e
5 ($1,l’2) S AE.

Note that all the properties outlined in the previous section can be easily adapted to this specific
situation. Additionally, since for each fixed value of x1 a two-dimensional thin domain with oscillating
boundary similar to those studied in [5], it is possible to pass to the limit by replicating the results
presented in that reference. By Proposition one writes as fixed domain problem as follows

/W (672(7"”5) OT-(¢) + 72 (au8>7;<37¢) + 7—5(u6)¢) dzydxodysdys + % (VurVe +u¢)dx

8$1 81‘1 xI9 T2 RS

- [ T @ dnay+ 2 [ s, voe )
w e Re

It is then observed that for all terms, the transition to the limit is immediate, except for the term
of the derivative in the direction of the oscillations, xo. However, for each z; fixed, two-dimensional
thin domains with oscillations on the upper boundary are recovered, the limit of the unfolding of the
derivative in x5 is known from [5]. Therefore, based on the results obtained in the literature, we can
state the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1 (a = 0). Let u® be the solution of (P) with f¢ € L*(R*) such that ||| f*|||12(re) < ¢ with
c a positive constant independent of €. Suppose that there is f € L*(W) such that

Tf = i L),
Then, there exists u € H'(w), such that
Tou® — u  strongly in L (w; HY(Y*(21)),

Moreover, depending on the value of B we have

0
e 0 < B < 1. There exists u; € L? (w;Hﬁl2 (Y*(:):ﬂ)) with a—ul = 0 such that
Y3
OufN e—0 Ou  Oug . 9
— )= — 4+ — kl L=(W
72((%32) 1y + 902 weakly in ( )7

where uy is the unique function, up to constants, such that
Oou 1 ou

—(z1,22), a.e. inw x (0, L)

7(1‘171‘273/2): -1+
( g(azl,y2)<g(x117.)>(0,L2>> 2

Y2

and u is the unique solution of the following Neumann problem:
1 5
—m (|Y*(x1)|um)m = @(T1)Ugpzy Tu=f in w,
(|Y*('r1)|um1aq2(xl)ux2) N = 0 on 8&),
1

g(-%'l, ')>(0,L2)<1/g($17 '))(0,L2)7

where f = (f)y+(zy) and q(x1) = <

e 3 =1. There exists u; € L* <w; Hﬁl2 (Y*(:cl))) such that

ous e0 ou  Ouy . 9
72(87@) s + 0 weakly in L*(W),

<8u5) e0 ouq

weakly in L? (W),



where up = —X(xl)(yg,yg)%(ajl,xg) and X (z1) € HQZ(Y*(:Q)) satisfymg/ ( )X(-Tl) dyadys =0
Y*(x1
is the unique solution of the following problem

0
/ VXV dyadys = / i dyadys, Vi € Hjp(Y*(21)).
Y*(21) Y*(a1) OY2

Moreover, u is the unique solution of the following Neumann problem:
1 . .
—m (1Y (xl)’%l)xl = @(T1)Ugpzy Tu=f in w,
(|Y*($1)|UzlaQQ($1)Ux2) = 0 on 80.}7

where f = ()ve(@) and q2(z1) = m fY*(m) {1 - %}gl)(yg,yg)}dygdyg.

e 3> 1. u is the unique weak solution of the following Neumann problem
1 N _
TV @) (1Y (z1) |ty ), — go(@1)Uspey +u=f, in w,
(|Y*($1)|ux1>90(x1)uxg) =0 on aw’

where f = (f)v+(@) and go(w1) = miny,c(o,1) 9(T1, Y2).

4 Weak and resonant oscillations, 0 <a < <1

Now we present the central convergence result that will allow us to obtain the homogenized limit
problem in all the situations of this section. Convergence of partial derivatives is achieved using
auxiliary operators defined in appropriate function spaces, which enable us to separate different scales.
In our exploration of oscillatory phenomena, it becomes evident that distinct cases emerge depending on
the interplay between various orders of oscillation and the altitude order of the domain. This approach
ensures a systematic and schematic representation, contributing to a more thorough understanding
of the intricate dynamics inherent in the relationship between oscillation orders and thickness of the
domains.

The first scenario considered in this section occurs if the frequency order of the oscillations is less
than or equal to the order of the domain’s height.

Theorem 4.1. Let ¢° € W'P(R®), 1 < p < oo, with |]|g05|]|wl,p(R€) uniformly bounded. Assuming

0 < a<pB<1, there exist o € WHP(w), o1 € Lp(w;W#p(Y*)) po € LP (cu X (O,Ll);W;p(Y*(yl)»
and o3 € LP (w x (0,L1) x (0, Lo); W'P(Y*(y1,y2))) such that, up to subsequences,

T-0° — @ strongly in LP (w; Wl’p(Y*))
TeOp, ¢ — On, 0 + Oy, o1 weakly in LP(w x Y™),
Oy — Oy + Oy, p2 weakly in LP(w x Y)

TeOpsp° — Oyyp3 weakly in LP(w x V).

(4.1)

So that:
i) If o < B < 1 then Oy,01 = Oyyp1 = 0, Oy 2 = 0.
ii) If o = B < 1 then Oy, 01 =0 and 3 = @1 € LP(w; W;p(Y*)).
iii) If o = B =1, then g3 = p2 = @1 € Lp(w;W#p(Y*)).
w) If a < B =1, then Oy, 01 = Oy;01 = 0 and 3 = p2 € LP (w x (0, Ly); W#p(Y*(yl)))

Proof. First convergence of (4.1) was obtained in Proposition Taking into account the order of
the different microscopic scales involved in the problem, we define the operators Z%,7 = 1,2, 3. These

10



operators enable us to achieve the convergence of the unfolded gradient. Z! is associated with the
smallest exponent, in our case «, and is defined as follows
1 1
ZH w1, 72,y) = e <72805(371,9€2,y) g / 72905(371,372,y)dy> :
Y*

Notice that Z!(x1,z2,-,, -, ) has mean value zero in Y*. Moreover, Z! € LP(w; WP(Y™)).
Now, for the second smallest exponent, which is 3 in our case, we define Z2 as follows

1 1
Z2(z1,22,y) = = | Tep™(21,22,9) — Te® (21, 2, y)dy2dys | -
‘ ef \ " Yyl Sy
Observe that Z2(z1, 2, y1, -, ) has mean value zero in Y*(y1). Moreover, Z} € LP(wx (0, L1); WYP(Y*(y1)).
Finally, associated with the largest exponent, we define Z3 as follows

1

1
Z2 (w1, 02,y) = — | Tep™(01,22,) —
2( Y) - ( ¢ ( v) Y*(y1, ¥2)| Jy+(y1,92)

7;@5(1:17 T2, y)ddey3> .

Observe that Z3(z1,2,y1,%2,, ) has mean value zero in Y*(y1, y2). Moreover, Z3 € LP(w x (0, L1) x
(0, La); WHP(Y*(y1,2)).

Note that the operators are defined in spaces where the derivatives are always uniformly bounded.
In fact, we have

O ZL = To0, ¢°, Oy ZL = 97T 0, 4%, Oys Z2 = eV 7T 00, "
ay2Z,»52 = 7;60629087 8@/3Z52 = 51_/87;&63908-

Oys 22 = TeOa .

Next, we proceed to define the following operators:

0 1
Pl(z1,29,y) = Z2 (21, 2,y) i(yl— / yldy)7
Y*

Oy Y|
0 1
Pf(xlam27y) = Zf@l@zay) - 8752(?/2 - m Yo )y2d3/2dl/3)a
(1

P2 (@1, 22,y) = Z2(21,22,9).
Notice that all sequences have averages zero in their respective cells. By the Poincaré-Wirtinger
inequality, we have that
”P;”LP(WXY*) < C“vylyzyBZaluLP(wa*) <cg¢,
”PEHL”(WXY*) < CHVy2y3Z52HLP(w><Y*) <¢
1P2 ] poxy=) < ClIVys 22| Loguxy=) < ©

Hence, there exist ¢1 € LP(w; WP (Y™*)) with 0y, 01 = yy01 = 0, 2 € LP (w x (0, L1); WP (Y*(11)))
with y,2 = 0 and @3 € LP (w x (0, L1) x (0, Lg); WP(Y*(y1,12))) such that

P! —~ ¢ weakly in LP(w; WHP(Y™)),
P2 — ¢y weakly in L (w x (0, L1); WP (Y*(y2))) ,
P€3 — 3 weakly in LP (w x (0, L) X (O,LQ);Wl’p(Y*(yl,yg))) .

Consequently, taking into account the definition of Z! and P! we get the desired convergences

oP!
3yi = Te02,9° — Opp — Oy 1 weakly in - LP(w x Y™),
apsl (3 i p *
Ty = TeOpy 0 — Opop — Oypp2 weakly in  LP(w x Y™),
opr! R . *
T To02,0° — Oyypz weakly in - LP(w x Y).

Y3

11



We will finally proof the periodicity of ¢1, focusing specifically on its periodicity with respect to
y1. The periodicity for other variables and functions, such as @9, can be established analogously. The
periodicity of ¢1 with respect to y; results from the convergence of

/ (P§($1,$27L17y27y3) - Pg($17$2,0,y2,y3))¢ dridry, Vi € D(w xY™).
wXY*

Utilizing both definitions, the P; and the unfolding operator, and performing a change of variables in
the z; variable, we obtain by integration by parts

/ T‘,Daw(ml _€QL17w27y) _¢(37173327y)
wXY* ©

60&

6<p 1 8()0
_ el I — — = _
/wa* |:8x1 (yl T |Y*| /y* yldy) 0x1 <y1

=0 / L1p0y, pdziday — / L10,, opdzydaady
WwXY* wWXY*

dx1dxody

1
]Y*]/ Z/ldy>] Ydxydrady
Y*

= —/ L0, Ydxidrady +/ L1p0y,Ydxidredy = 0,
WwXY* wXY*

O

Using the previous theorem, we will now obtain the homogenized limit for the different cases
depending on the type of oscillations involved.
4.1 Resonant and Weak oscillations

In this subsection, we assume 0 < o < 1 and 8 = 1. That is, the oscillations in the zs-direction are of
order € while the oscillations in the xq-direction are much weaker, that is order €. In particular

Tl T2
e’ ¢

Rez{(xl,xg,x3)€R3:(xl,xg)Ew, 0<333<€g< )}, 0<exl,0<a<l.

We can show the we state the main result.

Theorem 4.2. Let u® be the solution of with f¢ € L?(R?) such that el z2(rey < ¢ with ¢ a
positive constant independent of £. Suppose that there is f € L*(w x Y*) such that

Tff—=f in L*(wxY™).
Then, there exist u € HY(w), ut € L*(w x H#(Y*)), with dy,u' = 0 and Oyu' = 0, and u* €

L? (w X (O,LQ);H#2(Y*(ZJ1))), such that

Tou® — u  strongly in  L*(w; HY(Y™)),
TeOp,u — Opyu+ Oyu'  weakly in  L*(w x Y),
TeOpytf — Opyuu + Oyou®  weakly in L (w x Y¥),

TeOpsu — Oyu®  weakly in  L*(w x V).

The function u is the weak solution of the following problem

—q1Ug27 — qQ2Uzozo +u= f_ m w,
(q1ug,, @uz,)-n=0 on OJw,

where f = (f)y+(z) and

1 1
~ ~ ) q2 = Vel
9)(0,£0)(1/9)(0,L.) [Y*[ Jy

q1 = < (1 - 8y2X)dy,

12



where

Lo
() = /ﬁ 9(y1, y2)dy2

and, for every fized y1 € (0,L1), X € LQ((O,Ll);H;E(Y*(yl)) is the unique solution of the following
problem with fY*(y1) Xdysdys =0

/ Vy2y3va2y3¢dy2dy3 = / ayzwddeQS, Vi € ' (Y* (yl))
Y*(y1) Y*(y1)

Proof. Notice that the uniform bound for the solutions of are simple to obtain. Just take ¢ = u®
in (1.1), perform a Holder’s inequality in the right hand side and multiply the resulting inequality by
e~!. This leads to the uniform bound of [ (] o (rey-

By Theorem there are u € HY(w), u? € L?(w x (0,L2); HY(Y*(y1))) and u! € L*(w; HY(Y™))
with 8, u! = dy,ul = 0 such that
Tou® — u  strongly in - L% (w; HY(Y™)),
Te0pyuf = Opyu + Oy ut weakly in - L*(w x Y*),
TeOppu® — Opyut + Oypu®  weakly in - L*(w x V),
TeOpgu® — Dyu?®  weakly in L (w x Y*).

(4.6)

By Proposition one writes (|1.1)) as fixed domain problem as follows
Ly Lo

Ry

Vu*V + updx

/ o Te(Vu) TV + To(u¥)pdridrady +
(PVU) v

L
— / Tef Tepdmydeady + 222 [ 2.
wxY* € Jrs

Taking ¢ € H'(w) as test functions, one passes to the limit in the above equation using (4.6]).
Then,

(4.7) / [(a:mu + ay1u17 8:1:2“ + ay2u2)vx1x2‘p + UQO] dxidzody = / fodridrady.
wXxY*

wXY*

To identify the limit equation we proceed as follows. Let ¢ € C#Q([O,Lg] x [0, g1]) (the space of
functions that are periodic in y2), ¢1 € D(w x (0, L1)), ¢o € D(w) and ¥ € H*(0, L;). Define

o I3

‘/is(xla$2v$3) = 5¢1 (561,562, {IL‘l}Ll) dj (7’ 7) = 5¢§($1’$2)¢6(I2’$3)

ot € €
X
and Vi (z1,22) = e%¢a(x1, 22)¥ (;;) = e%po(w1, 20)WF (21).
Notice that

aﬁm VZE = 1 ¢2WE + ¢28y1Q57

8332 Vls = Eaxz(ﬁiwg + ‘Zﬁayzwgv 8 Vg _ Eaa (bQWE
T2 V2 — T2 .

Oz, Vi = €05, 970" + Eliaayl(lﬁl/’e’
and {
8003‘/15 = ¢18y37/}€-

Thus, we can conclude that

7;8741‘/16 — 0, anzvle — Oy, Vo1, 7;8113‘/16 — Oy,
To0y, Vs — 0y, W, To0y,Vy — 0.

strongly in L?(w x Y*).
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Now, take V}° as a test function in and pass to the limit and obtain
/ y (Opyu + Oy, Oyt + Dy ui?, Dygu®) (0, By, Dy 1b) 11 dwady = 0,
wXY*
which is equivalent to
(4.8) /Y " (Dptt + Oyyu?) Dy tp + Oy u® Oy dyndys = 0 ae.  (z1,22,y1) € w x (0, Ly).
*(Y1

Notice that Cl, ([0, L2] x [0, g1]) is dense in H'(Y*(y1)). This means that we can rewrite the above
equality for any 1 € HY(Y*(y1)) and for a.e. point (z1,72,y1) € w x (0, L1). Moreover, for a.e. point
(z1,72,91) € w x (0, L1) it has a unique solution in H(Y*(y1))/R.

Recall that the uniquely solvable, for each y; € (0, L), auxiliary problem is

/ Vyays X Vyaysthdyadys = / Oyydyadys, Vb € H (Y* (1))
Y*(y1) Y*(y1)

with / Xdyodys = 0.
Y*(y1)

Thus, comparing (4.8) with the auxiliary problem above, leads us to
(4.9) Vs> = —0pyuVpys X for ace.  (w1,22,y) € w x Y,

that is u? and 9,,uX are equal up to constants.
Next, take V5 as a test function in (PVU]|). Then,

/ Y (O u + 8y1u1)8ylw¢2dy = 0.
wXY™*

Since the functions are independent of 19 and y3, we can rewrite the above equation as

L1 L2
/ (8x1u + 8y1u1)ay1w (/ g(yla y2)dy2> dyr = 0.
0 0

Hence, treating (z1,x2) as a parameters in the above equation we have that there exists a function 7'
depending on (z1,x2) such that

Lo
(O, u(21, 2) + Oy ut (21, T2, 92)) </ g(y17y2)dy2> =T(x1,22) ae. 1 € (0,L1).
0

Using the fact that 6y1u1 is periodic, leads us to

1 [ 5l 1 b7 5 T (M1 5 5
0=— utdy, = — —— — Oy ud :/ ——dy; — Opyu = T(1/§ — Oy,
L1 Jo Y1 n L Jo g(yl) z1 UaY1 L1 Jo g(y1) Y1 x1 < /g>(0,L1) 1

where
Lo
i) = / o1, y2)dys.
0

Thus, the expression for 9, u! is

1
(4.10) Oy ut (w1, 20,y1) = <<1/g(y1)>(0L TN - 1) O u(z1,z2) ae. (z1,72,y1) € w x (0, Lq).
s 41
Finally, taking into account (4.9) and (4.10) in (4.7)), leads us to

1
[uxY* <1/§(yl)>(0,L1)§l(yl)

This concludes the proof, as we have established that u satisfies the weak formulation of the problem
shown in the theorem.

Oz w0z, 0 + (1 = Oyp X) O 0y, p dx1dxady + up = / fodridaady.

wxXY*

O
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4.2 Weak oscillations

In this subsection, we suppose oscillations of order ¢* and ¢” with 0 < o < 8 < 1. Then, the thin
domain is

e _ 3. 1 12
R —{(xl,xg,:):g)eR .(.%‘1,.1‘2)Ew,0<$3<€g<€a,gﬁ)}

Theorem 4.3. Let uf be the solution of (P) with f* € L*(R%) such that |||f¢|||12(rey < ¢ with ¢ a
positive constant independent of €. Suppose that there is f € L*(w x Y*) such that

Tofe—=f in L*wxY").

Then, there exist u € HY(w), u! € LQ(w;H#(Y*)), u? € L*(w x (0, Lg);H#(Y*(yg))) with Oy,ut =
Oyt = Oy,u® =0

Teu® — u  strongly in  L*(w; HY(Y™)),
TeOp uf = Opyu+ Oy ut weakly in L (w x Y™),
TeOpytf — gyt + Oyou®  weakly in  L*(w x Y™),

TeOp,u® — 0 weakly in  L*(w x Y).

The function u is the weak solution of the following problem

{ —q1Uz iz — QRUxoxs +u= f m w,
<q1uz1 P Q2U12)77 =0 on 8(&],

where
1

Lo
— = ;o gy =/ 9(y1, y2)dy2,
(@) 0,00)(1/9)0,1.1) (v1) 0 (o1, v2)dyz
L ! dy and f=(f)
= — Yy an = *(q)
L1 )y <g>(O,L1)><(O,L2)<1/g(ylv'))(O,Lg) ! Yr(@)

q1 =

q2

Proof. The uniform bounds follows as performed in the previous subsection. Therefore, by Theorem
Oyt = Oy,ut = 9y,u? = 0 such that

Te0pyuf = gyt + Oy ut weakly in - L (w x Y*),
TeOpyu® — Opytt + Oypu®  weakly in - L*(w x V),

Pass to the limit (PVU)) for test functions depending only on 21 and z2. Then,

(4.11) / (O, u+ 0y, Oyt + 0y u?)V iy 0 +updry daody —/ fedrideady, Vo € H (w).
wXY* WwXY*

Let v € H'(0, L1) and ¢; € D(w) and ¢2 € D(w x (0,L1)). Let ¥ € H#(O, L), the functions that
are periodic in y,. Define the sequences

Vi (w1, 22) = €% ¢1(w1, 22)p (w1 /%),
x
Vs (w1, 72) = Py (ml,mg, {—;} > !7(1’2/513).
g L1
The above sequences satisfy

TVE =0, T20:, Vi = ¢10y,, To0.,Vi — 0
7;‘/28 — 0’ 7;811 V28 — 07 7;8932‘/2E — ¢23y2¢,

strongly in L?(w x Y*).

15



Now, take V¥ as a test function in (PVU)]) and pass to the limit. Therefore,

/ (Oyu + Oy, ut )10y, 1bdx1daady = 0,
wXY*

which is equivalent to

Ll L2
| @t anaon ([ atm i) dn <o
0 0

Treating (x1,x2) as parameters, we get, in analogy to the previous subsection that

1
(1/9) 0,091

(4.12) Bylul(:cl,:cg,yl) = ( ] — 1) O u(x1,22) ae. (x1,29,y1) € w x (0, L),

where
Lo
g(y) = /O g(y1, y2)dya.

In order to identify u?, take as a test function in (PVU) V5. Then,

/ (Dytt + Oyyu?) 20y, Wda 1 dady = 0,
wXY*

this is equivalent to

Lo
/ Dyt + Dy u®) Dy, W g (y1, y2)dya = 0.
0
Treating (x1,x2,y1) as parameters, we get

(Opu + Oy u®)g(y1,y2) = T(w1,m2,91) ae. Y2 € (0,Ly).
Since 0y, u? is periodic, we get

I 1 ("2 T(wy,2,91)
0=— Oy uldyy = — — 22 O udys = T(x1, 9, 1 - — Ol
L )y Qwwdz=1o = woudy2 = T(x1, 22, y1)(1/9(y1, ) (0,5) — Ors

Put together the two above equalities and obtain

1 1) Oy, (1, 72)
— o W(T1, T
1/9(y1,)) (0.02)9 (1, 92) b

(413) 8y2u2(1‘17$27y17y2) = <<

a.e. (x1,22,91,y2) € w x (0,L1) x (0, La).
Joining together (4.11)), (4.12) and (4.13) we have

Op, U O, U >
— — ) Vi@ + wpdridredy = / fedridxady,
/wXY* <<1/g(y1)>(o,L1>g(y1) (1/9(y1, ) 0.02)9(y1,92) ) wxY*
which is equivalent to the weak formulation of the limit problem introduced in the theorem. O

5 Strong oscillations § > 1

In this section, we examine the behavior of solutions to the Neumann problem when at least one
direction of oscillation exhibits highly oscillatory behavior First, we fix some notations. We divide the
thin domain R® into two parts: the oscillating and the non-oscillating.

R =wx (0,e90), RS = R°\R%, R_ =w x (0, o).

Now we define a rescaling operator and we recall, without proofs, their basic results.
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Definition 5.1. Let ¢ be a measurable function in RS = w x (0,eg0). We define 1. : M(R%) —
M(R_) as follows

I (x1, x2, x3) = p(x1, x2,623), V(x1,22,23) € R_.

Proposition 5.2. (i) Let ¢ € L'(R®). Then,

1
/ opdx = / pdx.
g Re

(i1) If o € LP(R%), 1 < p < oo, then
IMepllLer_y = el Le(re )-

(iii) For o € WYP(RE), 1 < p < oo,

azlﬂe()@ = Haam P, amHe(P = Haaa:QSO and 83831_1890 = 5H€a;t3()0-

() Let p € LP(w), 1 < p < oo, then .o = .

We also split the basic cell Y* in two parts. Then, we define

Yi={(y1,y2,u3) € R*:0<y1 <Li,0<ys < Lo, go<ys< 9(y1,y2)}
YE)* = (O7L1) X (07L2) X (0790]

Notice that Y is the part of the basic cell Y* that oscillates due to the upper boundary. Moreover,
Y*=YIUYy.
Since we have two different scales of oscillation for the variables x or y, the following notation will
be used:
Yi(y) = {(y2,y3) €R*:0 <ya <Ly, go<ys <g(y,2)}, w1 €0, L]
Vi) = {(y1,y3) ER*: 0 <y1 < L1, go <ys < g(y1,42)}, w2 € [0, Lo].

Throughout this section we denote by 7. the unfolding operator associated to the cell Y. Moreover,
in order to simplify the notation, we denote the restriction of the solution of to RS and R by uf
and u® respectively.

Now, we prove the key compactness result that allows us to transition to the limit in the case where
strong oscillations exist.

Theorem 5.3. Let u® be the solution of (P) with f¢ € L*(R°) such that el z2(rey < ¢ with ¢ a
positive constant independent of €. Then, there exists ug € L?(w x YY) such that

T (Opyus) — ug  weakly in  L*(w x Y7).
Moreover, ug satisfies
g =0 a.e in wx(0,L1)x(0,L2) x (go,91)-

Proof. Rewriting the variational formulation of (]ED we have:
/ (O3, U O0p, p + Oz u°Ozyp + u-p) do

+/ Oy UG Opypda + / OgpuS Oy pda = / feede.
Re R R
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Next, by Propostions and [5.2] we get that

1
LyLy

/ (To00, 05 To00, 0 + TeOag i T + TetFTop) dndvady
wXY*

1

—i—g / (O3, U Op, p + Oy uS 0z + usp) dx
R§

1
LyLsy

1
/ 7;+8$2ui7;+8x2 wdridrady + — / Op,uS O, pdx
WXV € JRy,

1
+/ 1.0y, ul 1.0y, pdx = 7

1
/ Tf Tepduidusdy + | fopde.
182 JuxY* € Re

Now, we consider the following function

om0 ({2, 2) o ({5)
w ($1,$2,$3) € Cbl <x1,$2, ca L17 e w Eﬂ Lo )

where ¢1 € D(w x (0,L1) X (g0,91)), p € D(0,L3) and ¢ € D(0, L) is choosed satisfying 1’ = p.
Taking w® as a test function in (5.1)). Then

/ ugpr (21, w2, Y1,Y3)Y (y2)dz1dzady = 0
wXYi
which implies

Lo
/ U(z1, 2, Y1,Y2,Y3)p(Y2)dy2 = 0 a.e. in w x (0,L1) X (go,91)
0

and this means, due to the choice of p, that

’L~L2 =0 ae in wx (O,Ll) X (O, Lg) X (go,gl).

5.1 Resonant and strong oscillations

In this subsection, we suppose oscillations of order ¢, that is o = 1, and ® with 0 < 1 < 3.

R = {(x1,x2,x3) €R’: (21,22) €w,0 <3 < ey (%’?2)}

First, we present a compactness result in which only the direction of oscillation that matches the
oscillation frequency of the domain’s height is considered.

Theorem 5.4. Let o° € WLHP(R?) with [l lwip(rey uniformly bounded. Then, there is ot €
rr (w; W#p(Y*)) with Oy,¢o1 = 0 such that

To0® — @ strongly in  LP (w; W;gp(Y*)> ,
(5.2) TeOu 0% — Oy + 0y 0" weakly in LP(w x V),
TeOgps0® — 8y3g01 weakly in  LP(w x Y™).

Proof. The proof is omitted as it is analogous to that of Theorem 4.1, considering only the operator
Z! that reflects oscillations in the z; direction. That is,

Since H|<p5H|W1,p( Re) 18 uniformly bounded, one applies Proposition [2.6/to obtain ¢ € W1P(w) such
that the first convergence of is satisfied.

1 1
Z (21, m2,y) = z (72<P5(951,3327y) - |Y*|/Y 7;905(331,3U27Z/)dy) .
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Theorem 5.5. Let u® be the solution of with f¢ € L?(R?) such that 15l z2(rey < ¢ with ¢ a
positive constant independent of £. Suppose that there is f € L*(w x Y*) such that

Toff—=f in L*wxY™").
Then, there exist u € H'(w) and u' € L*(w; H%é (Y*)) with Oy,ut =0
Tou® — u  strongly in  L*(w; HY(Y™)),

TeOp,u — Opyu+ Oyyu'  weakly in  L*(w x Y),
TeOpsu® — Oyyu'  weakly in  L*(w x Y*),

The function u satisfies

{ —qUg zy — q2Ugoxso +u= f mn w,
(q1um1 9 QZU;pZ))’I? = O on aw,

where

1 go —
qQ = 1—0,X)dy, q¢@=-—""—— and f={(f)y-.
P T O e = )

and X is the solution of the auxiliary problem

/Y (D X0y + 0y, X0y,0) dy = /Y Oy, Ve V(YY)
Xdy=0,XeV(Y*) ={pec Hy(Y*): dyp =0}
Y*

Proof. The uniform bound for the solutions follows as in the previous subsections. Using basic proper-
ties of the unfolding and rescaling operators we can rewrite the variational formulation of as (5.1)).
By Theorem and we can guarantee that there is u! € L?(w; H#(Y*)) with 9y,u' = 0 such that

Tou® — u  strongly in - L% (w; HY(Y™)),
TeOp € — Opyu+ Oy u' weakly in - L*(w x V),
TeOpyu® — +0y,u’  weakly in - L?(w x Y*),
T 0pus — 0 weakly in  L?(w x Y7),

MM.u® — u~ weakly in HY(R_).

For test functions depending only on x1, z92, we can pass to the limit in (5.1]), obtaining

1
L1L2 / v ((8wlu + 8y1u1)811g0 + USD) dxldl‘zdy
(5.3) WX
1 .
+/ 8m2u—5m<,0d$ = / ngd.’I]ld;UQdy
- LyLy wXY*
Let

Tl T3

€ _ 1 T3\ _ c
¢ (21, w2, 23) = (w1, T2)Y ( i ) et
where ¢ € D(w) and ¢ € H;#(Y*) with dy,9 = 0. Notice that

8931 ‘:DE = 6a:m ¢¢€ + ¢8y1¢6a
8962 306 = 581‘2 ¢¢z—:7
Oy 0" = POy, Y~

Then, taking ¢ as a test function in (5.1]) leads us to

/ (02, + Oy, ul) Oy, ¥ + Oyyu' $Oy, Y| dydaady = 0.
wxXY*
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From this and recalling that X satisfies
/Y (O X0y + 0y, XOy10) dy = / Dpidy, W € V(YY)

Xdy=0,X € V(Y*)={p € Hy(Y"): 0y = 0}

Y*
one can obtain that
ut = 0, uX ae wxY*
Notice that
HeuZ —ullz2r_y < [|Ju® = ull[2(gey) — O,
which means v~ = v a.e. In w.

Finally, one can rewrite (5.3) as

/ 102, U0z, + q205,u0z, + ¢ + updridry = / fedzidry, Ve € H' (w),

w

where

1 90
=~ | 1-9,X)dy, @@=+
[Y*[ Jy~ ” (9)(0,L.)x (0, Ls)

el and f: (f)y=.

5.2 Weak and strong oscillations

In this subsection, we suppose oscillations of order ¢ and ¢ with 0 < a < 1 < 6.

r1 X9
R = {($1,$2,$3) eR?: (z1,22) €w,0 < x3 < &g (E—Q,g—ﬁ)}

The approach is very similar to the previous case.
Theorem 5.6. Let o € W'P(R®) with |||¢°||lw1s(ge) uniformly bounded. Then, there are ¢ €
WP (w) and @1 € LP (w; W;;p(Y*)) with Oy, ' = Oy, o' = 0 such that
Too® — ¢ strongly in L2 (w; H;E(Y*))
TeOu 0 — Op o + Oy 0" weakly in  L*(w x Y).
Proof. The proof is analogous to Theorems [£.1] and [5.4] O

Theorem 5.7. Let u® be the solution of with f¢ € L?(R?) such that el z2(rey < ¢ with ¢ a
positive constant independent of €. Suppose that there is f € L*(w x Y*) such that

Tefe—=f in L*wxY?").
Then, there exist u € H'(w) and u' € L*(w; H# (Y*)) with Oy ut = dy,u' = 0 such that

Tou® = strongly in  L? (w; H#(Y*))
TeOp,uf — Opyu+ Oyyuy  weakly in  L*(w x Y).

{ —q1Uzyx; — QRUxoxs +u= f m w,
(qlu.’ﬂl ) QQU;EZ) n= 0 on 8(,0,

where

1 90
q1 = — P Q="
(1/9)0,0.1)(9) (0,1.)x (0,L2) (9)(0,L1)x(0,L2)

Ly B
gu) = /0 oy, y)dys and F = (fy-.
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Proof. Since the solutions of (]ED are uniformly bounded, we are in position to apply Theorem ,
which means that there are u € H'(w), u; € L? (w; H#(Y*)) and ug € L?(w x Y*) such that

Tou® —u  strongly in  L* (w; H#(Y*))
Te0pyuf = Opyu + Oy ut weakly in - L*(w x Y*).
By Propositions and [5.2] we get that

1
LyiLo

/ (TeOp, U TeO0g, @ + TeOpu TeOna + TeutTo) daidzady
wXY*

1

+g / (02, U Oy p + Ougu Oz tp + uyp) d
Ri

1

LiLy

1
/ 7;+8x2ui_7?8x2 pdridrady + — / Op,uS O, pdx
wXY* € JRe
+ +1

1
+/ 10y, uf 1.0y, pdx = T

1
/ T Tepdxidxody + — fEodx.
142 Juxy* € JRe

We can pass to the limit the equation above taking test functions depending only on (x1,x2) to find

1
/ (a1t + By, 12) sy 0 + o) darr dirady
L1L2 WwXY*
—i—/ OpyU— Oy, pdz = / fodzidzady.
_ LiLa Jyxy+

To identify u;, one can perform similar arguments as in previous sections:

1
(1/9)0,.)9

Oy ur (21, T2, Y1) = < o)~ 1> Op,u ae. in wx (0,L7),

where
Lo
() = /0 g(y1, y2)dyo.

This means that the resulting limit problem is

/ G103, U0z, + q202,u0z, + ¢ + updridry = / fodridze, Vo € Hl(w),

where
q1 = : q2 = 90
(1/8)(0,£1)(9) (0,21)x (0,L5) (

9)(0,L1)%(0,L2)
Lo 3
g(y1) :/o 9(y1,y2)dy2  and  f = (f)y-.

5.3 Strong oscillations

In this subsection, we suppose oscillations of order ¢® and ¢ with 0 < 1 < a < .

e __ 3. €Tl T2
R —{({L‘l,ZEQ,ZL'g)GR C(xy,22) Ew,0< 23 < &g (E—a,g—ﬁ)}

Theorem 5.8. Let u® be the solution of with f¢ € L?(R?) such that el z2(rey < ¢ with ¢ a
positive constant independent of €. Suppose that there is f € L*(w) satifying

1 o923
/ ( >f5(x1,x2,x3)dx3 —f in LQ(w).
0

3
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Then, there is u € H'(w) such that

Tou® —u in L*(w; HY(Y™))

and
—qumu—ku:f mow,
%:O on Ow
where
S S A
(9)(0,L1)%(0,L2) (9) (0,L1)%(0,L2)

Proof. Due to the uniform bounds, we have that there are u, € L*(w x Y}),u € H'(w), m = 1,2,
such that
Tou® — u strongly in - L?(w; H(Y™))
TeOpu® — u;  weakly in L2(w x YY)
Te0pu® — uy  weakly in  L*(w x Y7)
1.0y, u® — Oy u_  weakly in  H'(R_)
.0,,u® — Opu_  weakly in  H'(R_)
I.u® — u_ strongly in L*(R_).

Also, it is simple to see that
U_ =u a.e in w.

We rewrite the variational formulation of with test functions ¢ € H'(w) as
1
/ .V 0o e Vo oo od + L/ TV 1o W T Vg ypd dady
— wxY
1

1
+L/ TeuTepdrrdrady = — [ [ pda.
wXY* € JRe

We pass to the limit the equation above using Theorem and get

Vv \Y% d
N 122UV 3120 PAT + L1Lo

1
+ / ug@d:vldxgdy:/fgpdmldxg.
L1Ls wxXY* w

/ u1pdridrady
(5.4) W

To prove that u; = 0, we prove first that it independs on the yo variable. Indeed,

/ u1p(x1, x2) 0 (y)dridrady = lim 7;+8$1u8¢6y2w dxydrody

wxY} e Jwxyy

= lim/ €70y, T uf $0y, v dx1dwady = lim PTH0,,u 40y, 4 daydzady = 0.
=0 Juxys 20 Juxyy

Next, we follow the steps of the previous sections and define

908(371,1’2@3):8%5 <x1,x27?)¢<{xl}h> in R°.

e
With this test function in hands, one can prove that

;=0 ae. in wx(0,L1) % (g0,91)-
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Therefore, we rewrite (5.4 as follows
Y

LiLo

/govxlmuvxlmcpdxlde—}— /ugodxldajgz/fcpdxldmz,

w

obtaining at the effective problem

g9 s
<g>(07L1)><(0,L2) Axlxgu +u= f in w,
%Z =0 on Ow
with f
F=L |
{9) (0,L1)%(0,L2)
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