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Abstract

We study the homogenization and localization of high frequency waves in a locally
periodic media with period €. We consider initial data that are localized Bloch wave
packets, i.e., that are the product of a fast oscillating Bloch wave at a given frequency
& and of a smooth envelope function whose support is concentrated at a point z with
length scale y/z. We assume that (£, x) is a stationary point in the phase space of the
Hamiltonian \(, x), i.e., of the corresponding Bloch eigenvalue. Upon rescaling at size
V€ we prove that the solution of the wave equation is approximately the sum of two
terms with opposite phases which are the product of the oscillating Bloch wave and of
two limit envelope functions which are the solution of two Schrodinger type equations
with quadratic potential. Furthermore, if the full Hessian of the Hamiltonian A(§, x) is
positive definite, then localization takes place in the sense that the spectrum of each
homogenized Schrédinger equation is made of a countable sequence of finite multiplicity
eigenvalues with exponentially decaying eigenfunctions.
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1 Introduction

We consider the wave equation in a locally periodic medium with small period € > 0 and
study its homogenization, i.e., its limit when € goes to zero. Our wave equation is

JPue N
52 div(A°Vu.) = 0 in R* xRY,
u.(0) = u? inRY, (1)
ou,

0) = u! inRY,
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where

p(x):=p <x, g) and A(z)=A <x, g) (2)

and the unknown u.(, z) is a function from R* x RY into C. We assume that the coefficients
A(z,y) and p(z,y) are real and sufficiently smooth bounded functions defined on RY x TV,
where TV is the flat unit torus, i.e., the unit cell (0,1)" equipped with periodic boundary
conditions (see Section 2 for more precise smoothness assumptions). The initial data u?, u!
are highly oscillating in resonance with the period €. More precisely, they are given in terms
of so-called Bloch waves 1, (z,y, £)e*™" Y where 1, is an eigenfunction, with corresponding

eigenvalue A, (z,§), of the Bloch spectral cell problem [9], [22]

~(div, + 2i€) (A(2,9)(V, + 2mi€)n ) = plw, ) a0 TV, (3)

By standard arguments of spectral theory, (3) admits a countable sequence of real increasing
eigenvalues (\,),>1, repeating each value as many times as its multiplicity, with correspond-
ing periodic eigenfunctions normalized in L?*(T") by

| pleplunta,. Py = 1. (@)

The Bloch parameter £ is usually interpreted as a reduced wave number and the square root
of the eigenvalue is the time frequency defined by

wn(T,§) =/ A, ). (5)

Such Bloch wave initial data are called high frequency. In this context the homogenized
limit of (1) can be studied by means of geometric optic method, also called WKB asymptotic
expansion [9], [15] (this can be made rigorous by using the notion of semiclassical measures,
or Wigner transforms [16], [17]). We shall not intend to give a full account of this theory
here (we may also refer to section 6 in 4] for a brief review). Rather, we content ourselves
by loosely stating that the asymptotic behavior of the solution wu. of (1) is given by the
superposition of two waves, the amplitudes of which are solutions of Liouville transport
equations, and the phases of which are the solutions of two eikonal equations. Solving these
equations is somehow equivalent to solve, in the phase space (z,£) € RY x TV, the following

two Hamiltonian systems
f = -V, (iwn(x> f)) )

where the Hamiltonian fw,(z,§) is precisely the time frequency associated through (5) to
the nth Bloch eigenvalue of (3) .

In the case of a purely periodic medium, i.e., the coefficients p and A do not depend on =,
the Hamiltonian systems (6) simplify considerably and the corresponding eikonal equations
for the phases have explicit global solutions. In such a case, one can go beyond the geometric
optic time scale and study long time dispersive effects for monochromatic initial data [4],
[5] (see [13] for constant or smooth coefficients). Similar dispersive effects have also been
described in the physics literature [19], [24].



In the present paper we stick to the case of locally periodic medium, i.e., the coefficients
p and A depend both on x and y. However, we focus on a special instance of initial data such
that (6) has a trivial solution and a more precise analysis is required in order to describe the
asymptotic behavior of (1). We consider initial data which are concentrating at a critical
point (2", ") € RY x T in the phase space, i.e.,

eAn(2", ") = Vodn (2", £") = 0, (7)

which, of course, implies the same for the Hamiltonian Vew,(z", ") = V,w, (2™, £") = 0.
More precisely, for such a given critical point (2", ") and for given functions v* € H(RY)
and v! € H?(RY), we choose initial data which are wave packets or coherent states, i.e.

@) = w, (o L) i ( =) ®)

o) = o (o D) e (121 )

where the scale of focusing near ™ is exactly /. For the critical point (2™, £") we use the
notation w, = /A, (z",&").

Our first result (Theorems 3.1 and 3.2) shows that the solution of equation (1) is asymp-
totically given by

us(t7 {1}) ~ wn ( : 7677,) 2ip &l (6 w?tv-i- (t, T \—/gxn> n 6_z ?t'l) (t, L;)) ) (10)

where v*(t, 2) are the unique solutions of the two homogenized equations

+
ﬂ’aa—t — div(A"Vo*) + div(vEB2) + vt + oD%z 2 =0 in R x RV

(11)
vE(0,2) = %(vo(z) + - (z)) in RY

where the tensorial coefficients are the full Hessian of the time frequency

A" = #Vngwn(x",ﬁn), B* = %nggcwn(x",ﬁ”), D* = %V$V$wn(x",§"),
and the constant ¢* is defined by (25). In principle, a Schrodinger equation as (11), shows
the dispersive nature of the envelope functions v* in the ansatz (10) (as explained in [4]).
However, the presence of a quadratic potential and a “convective” term in (11) changes
dramatically its interpretation.

Our second result is that, if the full Hessian of the Hamiltonian or time frequency
VVuw, (2", &) is positive definite (or negative definite), then the resolvent of (11) is compact,
implying that (11) admits a countable family of eigenfunctions, with exponential decay at
infinity and forming an orthonormal basis of L?(RY). In other words, any eigen-mode of
(11) is localized in space. One can interpret this localization phenomenon by saying that
the wave is “trapped” exponentially close to x™. Physically, this effect is well-known and



is effectively used for trapping light in perturbed photonic crystals [8] or fibers [23]. Our
results are a partial explanation of this phenomenon since real photonic crystals feature line
or point defects in periodic geometries while we consider instead smooth variations, with
respect to x, of the coefficients of the wave equation.

A similar result was already explained in the context of quantum mechanics, more pre-
cisely for solid state physics where a Schrodinger equation with periodic coefficients describe
the wave function of an electron in a periodic crystal [3]| (see also [6] for the corresponding
eigenvalue problem) . There, localization is a well-known phenomenon which is called An-
derson localization if the periodicity perturbation is random [7], [11]. Localization can also
appear for classical waves (see [14] and reference therein). Usually, localization is obtained
by introducing some randomness in a periodic media. One originality of our work is that
localization is produced by a deterministic modulation of the periodic coefficients of the wave
equation.

Our assumption on the existence of a critical point (2™, &") for the Hamiltonian, the
Hessian of which is positive definite (or negative definite), is reasonable. It happens at least
generically at the bottom or top of each Bloch band. On the other hand we do not require
the existence of a strict gap, but just of a smooth critical point of the Hamiltonian.

Let us finish this discussion by emphasizing that we talk about "localization" only in the
case of a positive definite (or negative definite) full Hessian of the Hamiltonian VVw, (2™, ")
which implies pure point spectrum of (11) with exponentially decaying eigenfunctions. In
all other cases, the homogenized equation (11) for the envelope function has some essential
spectrum and, therefore, no special property of localization of its eigenfunctions. In other
words, our result of localization is Proposition 3.6 rather than Theorems 3.1 and 3.2. In our
view, "localization" should not be confused with what we may call "concentration", which
merely means that we can build approximate solutions of the wave equation (1) that have a
support concentrating around a single point in the physical space. This latter phenomenon
of "concentration" can be studied in a more general framework than that of Theorems 3.1
and 3.2: in particular, it may happen with purely periodic coefficients and can be checked
by simple WKB or Wigner-measure arguments (it corresponds to a zero group velocity
Vew, (2™, €") = 0 and and a constant envelope function, as was shown in [17]). On the other
hand, our type of "localization" can take place only with a macroscopic modulation of the
periodic coefficients in (1) and yields a more precise asymptotic behavior of the envelope
function than "concentration".

The content of our paper is as follows. Section 2 gives some basic properties of Bloch
waves and two-scale convergence, as well as our main assumptions. Our main results are
precisely stated in Section 3. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of the required a priori
estimates. Sections 5 and 6 are concerned with the proofs of our convergence results.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we describe our notations, state our assumptions and give some preliminary
results concerning the Bloch spectral problem. The coefficients A(z,y) and p(z,y) are real
and uniformly bounded Carathéodory functions defined on RY x T¥, i.e., they belong to
L®(TY; Cy(RY)). The density is uniformly bounded from below by a positive constant,
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p(x,y) > po > 0, and the matrix A is symmetric and uniformly coercive, i.e., there exists
v > 0 such that A(z,y)¢ - ¢ > v|¢]? for any ¢ € RY. Our main assumptions are as follows.
Hypothesis H1. There exist 2" € RY and £" € TV such that

(i) Ap(2™ &™) is a simple eigenvalue,
(ii) (2", &™) is a critical point of A, (x, &), i.e. VA, (2™, &™) = Ve, (2™, €") = 0,
(iii) the eigenfunction t,(z", -, £") belongs to W1 (TV).

Hypothesis H2. The coefficients A(z,y) and p(z,y) are of class C? with respect to the
variable z in a neighborhood of x = 2™ and they admit the following second-order Taylor
expansion

Alz,y) = A(zp,y) + (x — xy) - Vo A(zp,y) + %(x — 2,) Vo Ve Az, y) (1 — ) + o[z — 2,|?)

and similarly for p.

We denote by VV A, the full Hessian matrix of the function \,(z, &) evaluated at the
point (™ &), i.e.
VWA G, Veven, | 580
Remark 2.1 Because of the simplicity assumption H1(i) it is perfectly legitimate to differ-
entiate the eigenvalue A, as much as we need. Because of assumption H1(ii) the Hessians
of the eigenvalue X\, and of the time frequency w,, are proportional at the point (x™,&"), i.e.,
2w, VVw, = VVA,.

Assumption H1 (iii) holds true, for example, if the coefficients A(x,y) and p(x,y) are
piecewise smooth with respect to y.

For the sake of notational simplicity we define

Ao(y) == A" y), An = Aa(2",€"), Unly) :==v(a",y,") and po(y) = p(a™y)  (12)
and, similarly for the derivatives, we set

0A 0*A

— (2" A =

Ay p(y) = (z",y), forl,h=1,... N.

Analogous notation hold for all derivatives of p, ¢, and A, with respect to the x-variables
and the {—variables evaluated at x = 2™ and & = £™.

Recall that we have three space variables, corresponding to three different scales, z,
y = (r —2")/e and z := (x — 2")/y/z. For any function 0(z,y) defined on RY x TV, we
define

T

0°(z) := 6 <ac, g) =0 <x” + ez, % + _n) = 0°(2) (13)
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In what follows the symbols div, and V, are used to denote the divergence and gradient
operators which act with respect to the y—variable while div and V will indicate the diver-
gence and gradient operators which act with respect to the x— or z—variable, according to

the context.
We introduce the operator A, (z, &) defined for ¢ € L*(T") by

A, €00 1= —(divy +2im€) (A, y)(V, + 20700 ) = Ma(w, Opla,y). (14)

Under assumptions H1 and H2 we can differentiate the Bloch spectral equation (3) in a
neighborhood of the point (2",£") in the phase space [18]. Denoting by (ex)i<k<n the
canonical basis of RY, the first derivatives satisfy

Oy, 5))

A (z,8) == = 2mies A(V,, + 2mi&), + (divy, + 2mif) (A2miexthn) + p——thy, (15)
and
oy, ) . 0A , 0 o\,
Aol 5 = (v, + 2mi) (5 (V4 2060 ) + 5 oMth 0520, (10

In the same manner we can obtain formulas for the second order derivatives, namely

An(z,§) 82%& = (div, +2mi&) 22 -(Vy + 2mif) 5 ‘%’"
+2miex g (Vy + 2mi&) by, + (dlvy + 2mif) (§-2mie )
+2mekA(V + 2mig) Zon awn + (div, + 2mi€) (A2miey ‘%’")

N OAn On Op dn 8%\ Oy OYn
+<9xh An o6, T Powy 96, 1 By 06, Un + P oz, 0¢;, Un + P ag,, oy,

24
An(z,8) g0 = (div, + 2m5>6m (Vy + 2mi€)n + 52Nty + pride v,
+(divy + 2mi&) 22 (V,, + 2m§)8ﬁ7 + (divy + 27i€) S22 (V,, + 2mi€) 5o

dxp, "\ Oz; oz, Oz, Oz p@xl By, Ox; Oxp, Oz, Ox;
A, (z, §)% = 2mieA(Vy + 2mig) 5 awn + (divy + 2mig) A2mie, 5 awn
+2mie, AV, + 2%26)% + (divy + 27mi€) A2miey, %ﬁ”
n8 n na n 2 n
+pPeGin 4 P Bn — dnley Aep), — dmerAeyiby + pESE .

By integrating these equations for the second order derivatives against v,, recalling the
normalization (4) of the eigenfunctions and taking x = 2", we obtain the following formulas
that will be useful in the sequel.

Lemma 2.2 Under assumptions H1 and H2 the following equalities hold:

1 n . n—;
/TN = {Al h(V + 2mig") 812; . (Vy — 2%26")1& — PR 0? P ] dy
+/ Ay perton(V, — 2mic™), + Aoek—gwn - (Vy — 27”5”)1/%] dy

TN Lh

_ | _ o) (17)
- /N 6k¢nA1,h(Vy + 27”5”)7% + €k¢nAo(Vy + QWan)a—x:] dy
o . 0
271 8xh8£k ’




_ 92\,
/TN |:A2,lh(vy + 21" )y - (Vy — 2mi€" )9, — (P2,lh/\ + P o o, ) |¢n|2]

—i—/TN A p(Vy, +2m§”)%ﬁl (V= 2w, — p1atn a¢7w } dy (18)
b [T 2 S (9, 20, - G| dy =0

/ [QWiekAo(V + 27”6”)81/% Y, — (A027T7lek 3¢n> (V, — QWifn)En] dy
TN

o0& &
+/ 2mie;Ao(Vy, + 27”5”)31% Y, — (AoQWiel%) (V, — 27Ti§n)@n] dy
. 3 &y, (19)
- /N [4n”er Aver|n|” + 41 Aver|Yn ] dy
LM
&0,

We also recall the variational formulations of 95, (z) = 1, (2", Z,£") and of its derivatives.

Lemma 2.3 Let o(2) be a smooth compactly supported function defined from RY into C.
Under assumptions H1 and H2 the following equalities hold:

[ A8, + 2mi™) o (VEY = 2mig"V(e) — gl de =0, (20)
/R {AE(V + 27r7,§”) n (VB — 2miE")B(2) — pEAE (;és (2 )] dz o
+ /]RN [—2mie, A5(V, + 27m§ Wi p(z) + Aj2mients (VEV — 2mig™)p(z)] dz = 0,
[, [4600, + 2mien G2 BV - amignipte) - i e a:
R (22)

" / [A2,(V, + 2msn>¢z (VY — 2mie"P(2) — pLAER(2)] dz = 0.

]RN

We recall the notion of two-scale convergence [1], [20] with a small parameter § > 0 which
will be equal to /€ in the sequel.

Proposition 2.4 Let f5 be a sequence uniformly bounded in L*(RY).

(1) There exists a subsequence, still denoted by fs, and a limit fo(x,y) € L*(RY x TVN) such
that fs two-scale converges weakly to fo in the sense that

iy [ fit@oteofoyde = [ [l nota,)dady

6—0 ]RN TN

for all functions ¢(x,y) € L>(RY; C(TV)).



(2) Assume further that fs two-scale converges weakly to fo and that
lim | fsll2eny = [l foll 2@ sy

Then fs is said to two-scale converges strongly to its limit fy in the sense that, if fo 1s
smooth enough, e.g. fo(z,y) € L*(RY; C(TY)), we have

lim |fs(z) — fo(x,2/0)|*dx = 0.

6—0 RN
(3) Assume that 6V f5 is also uniformly bounded in L*(RN)N. Then there exists a subse-

quence, still denoted by f5, and a limit fo(z,y) € L*(RY; HY(TN)) such that f5 two-scale
converges weakly to fo(x,y) and V fs two-scale converges weakly to V, fo(x,y).

3 Main Results

In order to apply the two-scale convergence of Proposition 2.4, we first need to remove the
oscillating phase in u. and rescale it to the concentration scale \/e. This is the purpose of
the changes of unknowns (23) and (26) which are necessary to pass to the limit and get the
homogenized equations.

Theorem 3.1 Assume that H1 and H2 hold true and that the initial datas u® and ul are
of the form (8) and (9), respectively, with v° € HY(RY) and v' € H*(RY). Define

v (t, - \_f: ) — u(t, w)e eI (23)

where u. is the solution of (1). Then vI(t,z) two-scale converges weakly to vy, (y)v*(t, z)
and v* is the unique solution of the homogenized Schrodinger equation

+
2@'% — div(A*VoT) +div(v" B*2) + v +0TD*2 -2 =0 in RY x RT
X (24)
+ _1(.0 Lo TN
v1(0,2) = 35 <v (z) + iwnv (z)) in R

where
A* — Lvévéwn(gg",g”), B* = ivgvan(:c",fn), D* = lvxvan(fﬁnafn)
872 2im 2
and c* 1s given by

o = /TN [A(Vy + 2imE™ )b, - ZZ: ex — A(Vy — Qiﬂfn)%

8:1:k

“Ppep — Al,k(vy - 2z'7r€”)in Pner dy.(25)

A similar result holds true for

e

v, <t, 7z ):us(t,x)eiw?teQi” =, (26)




namely, vZ (t, z) two-scale converges weakly to ¥ (y)v~(t, 2), where v~ is the unique solution
of the homogenized Schrodinger equation

0
_QZ-L —div(A*VvT) +div(v” B*2) + v + v D*2-2=0 in RY x RF

ot 1 (27)
v (0,2) = %(vo(z) — ,—vl(z)> in RY
Wy,
Remark that, if v and v' are real-valued functions, then we deduce that v= = v*.

Theorem 3.1 gives two different limit behaviors for u., according to the two different phases
in (23) and (26). However each of these limits carry only half of the initial data. The next
result explains that the sum of these two waves is a valid approximation of the solution wu,
of (1). In other words we now state a strong two-scale convergence result instead of a weak
one as in Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.2 Assume that H1 and H2 hold true and that v° € H?*(RY) and v' € H?(RY).
If € = 0, assume furthermore that

vt € LYRY) if N > 3,

v!'(2)dz =0 and Fov' € C**(By) with o >1— N/2 if N < 2.
RN

(28)

where Fvl(€) denotes the Fourier transform of v'(x) and By is a small open ball around the
origin. Define the ansatz

x " cwnt r— " Cwnt z—z"
uppror t, x) =, <xn7 -, n) eZzﬂT el e ’U+ t, + ey t, 7 29
St x) = ¢ =€ NG NE (29)

where vE(t,2) are the solutions of the two homogenized equations (24) and (27). Then it
satisfies

Y |ue(t, ) — uZPPro(t, ) || L2((0,1) xR N)
1 approx
e=0 e (t, 2) || L2(0,1) xR N)

for any final time T > 0.

=0

Remark 3.3 Theorem 3.2 gives a relative error going to zero. Indeed, it is easily shown,
upon rescaling at scale \/€, that ||ulPP™"(t, )| p20.1)xry) @5 of order eN/1. Actually this
estimate for u®P™® is valid in L*(RY) for almost every time t. However, the error estimate

requires a time integration and is not valid for almost every time t.

Remark 3.4 Assumption (28) is technical and is used merely in the a priori estimate of
Lemma 6.2. We do not know if it is absolutely necessary or not. However the assumption
that v! has zero average is reminiscent of a similar assumption used to prove that the solution
of the wave equation in a periodic domain is uniformly bounded in L>®(R* : L*(RY)) (see
for example Section 2.3.2 in [2]).



Before we prove Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 let us analyze the homogenized Schrédinger equa-
tion (24). We define the following unbounded operator acting in L?(RY)

A*¢ = —div(A*V¢) + div(¢pB*z) + "¢+ ¢D*z - = (30)

which already appears in the study of localization for the Schrédinger equation [3| (beware
that the star symbol in (30) means "homogenized" and not adjoint). We show that (24) or
equivalently (27) are well-posed.

Proposition 3.5 (Proposition 3.4 in [3]) The operator A* defined in (30) is essentially
self-adjoint. As a consequence, there exists a unique solution v™(t, z) of (24) in C(R*; L*(RY)).
Furthermore, it satisfies the energy conservation

bt ey = 070, )|l p2@ny V€ RY. (31)

Proof. We thank the anonymous referee to point out a flaw in the original proof of this
result in [3] where we ignored the fact that the domain of the unbounded operator A* may
be different of that of its adjoint. We thus wrongly concluded that A* is self-adjoint while we
shall now merely prove that it is essentially self-adjoint, i.e. that its closure is self-adjoint.
This last property is enough for our purpose since it implies that A* has a unique self-adjoint
extension. We briefly indicate how to modify the proof in [3]. First, a simple integration
by parts shows that A* is symmetric on C§°(RY) because (4trB* +Imc*) = 0. This last
identity is obtained by a combination of a formula for ¢*, deduced from (15) multiplied by

?%’;, and another formula for V¢V, \,, and thus for B*, deduced from (17) where we plug

(15) multiplied by %. Second, we use Theorem X.37, page 197 in volume II of [22], to prove

that A* is essentially self-adjoint. Introducing the self-adjoint operator N = —A + |z|? + 1,
with domain H?(RY) N L*(RY | |z|*dz), we easily check the assumptions of this theorem,
namely that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that, for any ¢ € C5°(RY),

[A*G| 2@y < ClING[| 2@

and

(A%6, No) — (N§, A"9)| < CIIN'?| 7@
Third, by semigroup theory [10], [21], we deduce from the uniqueness of the self-adjoint
extension of A* that there exists a unique solution of (24) in C(R*; L*(RY)), which may not
belong to C'(R*; H*(RY)) if the matrix A* is not positive definite or positive negative. The
energy conservation for (24) is just a consequence of the symmetry of A*. [

Eventually we recall a compactness result of [3] which is at the root of the localization

phenomenon.

Proposition 3.6 (Proposition 3.5 in [3]) Assume that the matric VVw, is positive def-
inite (or equivalently positive negative). Then the resolvent of A* is compact in L*(RY), and
there exists an orthonormal basis (pn)n>1 of eigenfunctions of A* which decay exponentially,
i.e., for each n there exists a constant v, > 0 such that

e (2), eV, (2) € L2(RY). (32)

10



Remark 3.7 As we said in the introduction, we mean "localization” when the homogenized
equations (24) and (27) for the two envelope functions have pure point spectrum with ex-
ponentially decaying eigenfunctions. Therefore, Proposition 3.6 is our result of localization
rather than Theorems 3.1 and 3.2. In particular, what we call "localization” should not be
confused with "concentration” which we define as the possibility of having sequences of solu-
tions of the wave equation (1) concentrating around a single point in the physical space. This
latter phenomenon is provided by Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 but it can be obtained in the simpler
setting of purely periodic coefficients by means of well-known WKB or Wigner-measure arqgu-
ments. In this latter setting, "concentration” means a zero group velocity Vew,(z™, ") =0
and and a constant envelope function: it was already derived in [17].

The proof of Theorem 3.1 relies on the change of unknowns (23): it is then possible to
pass to the two-scale limit in the equation satisfied by v (¢, z). We introduce the following
notations

Ve o€

and similar ones for A¢ and 122 A simple computation yields

( Pt 2imen [ - 2imen A,
0 (2iwnag§ - 586;5 ) — (div, + %) : (AE(VZ + mr\/g )vj) = ﬁs?vj in RT x RY
v (0) = Y0 in RY

#(2) = p (x Ve =+ —) (33

+ 1 -~
8;; (0) = g¢i (—iw,0® +0') in RY

\

(34)
The solution v (¢, z) of (34) satisfies a suitable a priori estimate for using the notion of
two-scale convergence.

Lemma 3.8 For any final time T > 0 there exists C(T) > 0 independent of € such that the
solution of (34) satisfies
ovt

ot

+
+ Ve[|V HLoo((O,T);L?(RN)N) (35)
Lo ((0,T);L2(RN))

[0 || oo (0,122 @®Y)) + €

< O(T) ([0 sy + |10t | r2@ey) -

Notations. In the sequel we shall assume without loss of generality that 2™ = 0. This is
always possible by a simple translation and it simplifies the writing of many formulas.
4 A priori estimates (proof of Lemma 3.8)

", we shall prove an a priori estimate for
ue, the solution of (1). Then, remarking that, by virtue of (23),

Although the statement of Lemma 3.8 involves v

N/4 + N/4 (91): 3u5 .
eV It ) 2@y = llue(t, )|l 2@yy, € Heﬁ(t, N 2myy = Hsﬁ(t, ) —iwue(t, ) || L2@ny,



and
N4V ot (t, M rz@yyy = |eVaue(t, ) + 2im€uc(t, )| L2mmyw,
we easily deduce (35) from the corresponding estimates on u..
In a first step we obtain the usual energy conservation by multiplying equation (1) by
ou.

BT and integrating by parts

ou,
ot

d 1
—FE°(t) =0 with FE°(t) = i
dt ( ) 0 ! ( ) 2 /RN [p

2
+ A*Vu, - Vu_é-] dx.

0

Since the initial data v and u! are defined by (8) and (9) respectively, and because 1,

belongs to L>(T"), we deduce
£

z z
e dr = i n | —= 1
for o= [or (e ) I (37) e
A similar estimate holds for Vu.(0) because assumption H1(iii) tells us that Vi, belongs
to L°(TN)N

2

2
N2 Nj2—2), 112
dz < Ce 0" 172 vy

ou,
5 (0)

/]RN A5VUE(O) . V’LLE(O)dIB < CSN/2_2 <HUOH%Q(RN) + €HVUOH%2(RN)N> 5

which implies
E5(0) < CSN/%Q(HUOH?W(RN) + Hle%ﬂ(RN))'

This is only at this point that we use assumption H1(iii) on the smoothness of v,,. Remark
that we always have v, € L>®(T") by standard elliptic regularity and that we could have
replaced H1(iii) by an additional regularity of v" (using integration by parts as in the proof
of Lemma 4.1 below). In any case we obtain

ou,
ot

€ te HVUEHLOO(R+;L2(RN)N) < CgNM(HUOHHl(RN) + ||U1||L2(1RN))-

Loo(RH;L2(RY))

In a second step we obtain an estimate for u. in L>®(R*; L2(RY)) following an argument
of [4] based on a classical idea of time regularization. For a given « # 0, we introduce a time
primitive of u, as

vty = | e (e, s + (o) (36)

where y. is defined as the unique solution in H*(RY) of the time-independent equation
—div <A <x, f) VXE) +a?p <x, f) Xe = ap <x, f) ul —p <x, f) ul in RY. (37)
€ € € €
A simple computation shows that W, satisfies
( 0*W,
p <a:, E) — div (A (x, E) V\I/é-) =0 in RT x RY
e/ Ot? €
< U.(0) = xe in RY (38)

\ (?15\%5(0) = u!—ay. inRY.



The interest of (38) is that its initial data are one order smaller in ¢ than those of (1) as
stated in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1 The solution of (37) satisfies
Xl vy < CeMA([°| 2 @ny + (0" |2 @))-
Postponing for a moment the proof of Lemma 4.1, we are now in a position to prove that
el oo o2z @y < CTIEM([[0°| 2@y + 10! || 2@y, (39)
which concludes the proof of Lemma 3.8. Indeed, since

0,
ot

Ug +aVv,,

the standard energy conservation for (38), together with Lemma 4.1, implies that

< OgN/4(||UO||L2(RN) + (10| 2 gey)- (40)
Le(R+;L2(RN))

k3

Lo,
o Ot

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Without loss of generality we take « = 1. By multiplying (37) by
X. we obtain

/RN (A (x, g) Vxe - VXxz +p (x, g) ‘Xs‘2> dr — /RN ) <g€7 g) I

At first, we easily check that

Since V() = x. +

(s)ds, we deduce (39).

/RN |p"udxz|de < CSN/4]\UOI\L2(RN)HXEHLQ(RN).

Since u! = e, (x/2)e? ™ E vl (z/\/Z) we define

o [ (e 5w () e () o

Let us now prove that

|A] < CeM 0! | gy I Xe s vy (41)
By Lemma 4.4 of [4] there exists a solution ¢ € C?(RY; C(TY))" of

—divy (¢, 1)e®™"Y) = p(a, y)n (y)e® ™.

p (x, f) (' <£> 62”67:1 = —ediv [C <x, f) 62”%1 + ediv,C <x, f) 62”6%1
€ €

3

13



Using ¢ allows us to rewrite

A, = 6/}RN {C (a:, g) 2 <Ul <%> VX' (2) + %Ys(x)vvl <%>)} dx (42)

: TN\ 2infz 1 f T\
+ 5/RN div,( (x, 5) e v ( ) X (x)dx.

The first and last term in the right hand side of (42) are of order € as expected, but not
the second term. We therefore perform another integration by parts using the solution
0 € C2(RN; C(TN))N* of

—div, (0(z, y)e* ™" V) = ((z,y)e* ™,

given by another application of Lemma 4.4 of [4]. Thus we obtain
\/g RNc<$7§> €2i7r‘gna‘a; -Xe(x)VUl (%) dr = 3/2 /RNQ <x,§> o2 §'n;a: v (XEVUI (%>> "

3/2 div..0 T\ iz [ e 1 T d
+e /RN vy, (x,g)e X Vv NG x,

where all terms can be bounded by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, using the fact that ¢ and 6
are bounded functions. It leads to the desired result (41). This completes the proof of the
lemma. [J

5 Weak convergence (proof of Theorem 3.1)

For the sake of notational simplicity we now drop the notation™; introduced in (33), which
indicates a function of z instead of x. In a first step we multiply equation (34) by a test

—€ —- VA
function e¢p = e | t, 2, — |,

7= \/E)
defined on RT x RY x TV. Integrating by parts and using hypothesis H2 we obtain

+oo +00 2¢
—2iwpe / / peut dzdt +e / / vt ——dzdt
RN RN ot?

oo ot .

—2iw,e /]RN v (0)¢ (0)dz — e /RN peut (0)—— 5 (0)dz + ¢ /RN p° 8; (0)p (0)dz

where ¢(t, z,y) is a smooth, compactly supported, function

+o0
/ / {AE + AS ez + A2 nEzzn +o(e )] (VEV + 2ime™)vl - (VEV — 2in€™) ¢ dzdt
RN

“+o0o
—/ / [pg + pih\/gzh + §p§7lh€zlzh + 0(6)] )\nvjqﬁsdzdt = 0.
0 RN
Remark that the above o(g) holds true in the L>(R")-norm since the test function ¢ has
compact support in z. From Proposition 2.4, and because of the a priori estimate (35), there

exist a subsequence and a limit v*(¢, z,y) € L®°(R*; L2(RY; HY(TY))) such that v (¢, 2) and

14



VeVut(t, z) two-scale converge to v* and V,v* respectively. Passing to the two-scale limit
in the above equality, we deduce a variational formulation for

—(divy + 2im€") (Ao(y)(Vy + 2im€™)v™) = po A, 0™

By the simplicity of \,, (assumption H1), there exists a scalar function vt (¢, 2) € L>®(R*; L*(RY))
such that

vt 2, y) = v (E 2)Ya(y).
In a second step we multiply equation (34) by the complex conjugate of

N

1 9ys 0 9
(0,9 = (90002 + VEY (e e+ o)
k=1

where ¢(t, z) is a smooth, compactly supported, function defined on RT x RY. We decompose
the resulting variational formulation in several pieces and pass to the limit in each of them

separately.
The time derivative terms in (34) yield, first, by two successive integration by parts,

+o0 ;-
/ /RNep BT dedtdz =
o0 vt |— al 1 e %6 awe oo
/ /RN [w ot " \/g; (_27@' OE, DtDz, 6t)
il al 1 8Yc 0o e —
—Affgwkm@+ﬁ21—fwtﬂm waﬂ]
k=1
e |0 (L0 9% 93U 0%
+/0 /RN s [ wE TVED ( i 06, 00z o, 8t2) (43)

271 8§k 8zk
— 09 Y01 oY 9% oz 0%
/ 0 [ G0 VEY <_% a?: 0t8ﬁk 0)+= afk o (0))

k=1 |

_/RN 6pgagg(o) [ ;¢(o)+\/52( 2;?5 gi(o) c‘wn (0 D)]

—/;ﬂﬁW4%W+wﬁ@+dn
RN

15



and second, by a single integration by parts,

‘ +oo savj_g -
Qan/O /szp ot Pedtdz =
o [ o |98 o (L 0% 9 00
—22wn/0 /]RN 1Y U;— lzﬁna + \/E; < 27'(@ afk. ot0z, +e amk‘ at)
. € —€ - al 1 3¢5 a¢ (97,/)”
— 9w, /R P v (0) [wn(0)¢+ Ve ; < i O, Dt ——(0) + “* By (0 ))

+oo
—22wn/ / ¢ +¢n— — 2wn/ P°E 2o (0) + o(1).
RN at RN

Passing to the two-scale limit in (43) plus (44) and recalling the normalization (4), we find

(44)

—2iwy, /+0<> /]RN —dtdz - /]RN (iwnv® + v1)p(0)dz. (45)

We further decompose the test function ®. as follows

N £
0. = O+ O - 2 with @7 =\E> x”d)(t, 2)er,
k
k=1

In the remaining terms of the variational formulation of (34), we replace A° by its Taylor
expansion (according to assumption H2) and we first look to those terms which are of zero
order with respect to z. They are

+oo ‘e en
[ e e v - e - lpwﬂb;} dedt
]RN

) Ve
/ / [ A f V+2mf"> (V2w — LpAT ]dzdt
RN

1 . n n @w 0o
“oin /. [\/_A (VeV +2mig™ vt - (V, — 2mig )afk 92
N o)

Ve Porinte 3& Oz
+oo
/ / —AE (VeV + 2mig™)vt w Vodzdt
RN

/+Oo/ ——AE (VeV + 2mi™)v Zw d)d dt
RN €k

+o0o -
- / / A (VeV + 2mig" vl - ¢ d)ekdzdt
0 RN

16



Using equation (20) with ¢ = v}¢ and equation (21) with ¢ = vt

£

two integrals in the right hand side of (46) as follows

0
—¢ we rewrite the first

Oz,

+oo
/ / —iAg(vy—zmgn)ﬁ-v:vadzdt
RN
oo 5 n aﬁs a¢ vt aa TV
/ /RN i (9, — 2t Joe Vot 7A e gz Vy T 2T

+_¢
© O ) } dzdt.

AT (VB +2mie”) (o

Combining the above terms with the other terms in (46) and passing to the two-scale limit

in (46) yields

N

+V—dydzdt
8zk.

+o0
/ / Ao(Vy + 2imE™ )y, - ¢" vt perdydzdt.
RN JTN

1
271

0,

0,
A
23

—2mig™) 26,

—=(V, +2

By equation (19) the first integral of (47) is equal to

“+o0o
/ A*VutVodzdt,
0 RN

WZf”Wn - Aown\Qek

(47)

(48)

while the second integral of (47) contributes to the first term in formula (25) for ¢*.
Next, we consider the terms which are linear in z in the variational formulation of (34)

o 2rign 1 .
AS(V + vF - (VD) — —Pe/\nU:‘IIEZ} dedt
L[ N )502.n
+/O /}RN {Aik ez (V + 73; ) (V= 7:/Z§ )\1;1 + \112):| dadl —
+00 [ 1 ] 8@6_
— A% 2mic™ ot - _2 n _)\n e+ n dedt

+oo - 1
+/ /}RN A5 (VY 4 2mig - (9,

/*°° [ e s aminr B

i — } o050 m} dzdt

Vozy, + Al (VeV + 2mig" vt - ¢gv$zk] dzdt

e . n O, 08 - L0, 0
- /RN A VAV + 270+ (9, = 2mig") e o = g it e 0 ]dzdt
e 1 oy, ¢ o,
/ /]RN \/_A (VeV + 2mi™ vt ( i 06, 3zk o, qbek) zh] dzdt.
(49)

17



By equation (22) with ¢ = v @z, and since V(¢2;) = pep + 2, Vo, the sum of the first two
integrals in the right hand side of (49) gives

_ /+°°/ (Af)(vy — 27Ti§")% vFV (oz) + Ai,k(vy — 2mgn)ai ) U:v(azk)> d=dt.
0 RN

8:1:k
(50)
Therefore passing to the two-scale limit in (49) we have

+o00 r WA
—/ / / Ag(V, — 2Wi§")% v, dey + Ay (V, — 27?2'5”)@7Z . UJF@Z)naek} dydzdt
0 RN JTN [ Lk

/+OO/ / — " 3@ + b <A + N
- Ao(Vy —2mig™) 0T Y2V + Ay (Vy — 21, - v zﬁnszgb} dydzdt
0 RN JTN L

8:1:k

400 M
+ / / / Ao(Vy + 2mi™ )iy, - v =2 00, LNV + Ak (Vy + 21", - vh, szqS} dydzdt
RN JTN | Tk

ox
ee n n a@n + ad)
—% /]RN/TN [Alhv + 2w )y, - (V,, — 2mi€ )3§k "
N, 9
Anp1,pv ¢na—§ka—kzh dydzdt.

(51)
By equation (17) it follows that the last integral in (51) is equal to

+o0 — —
/0 /RN /11‘N {Al,h@bnek (Vy, — 2mi™ ), + Aoty - (Vy, —2mig") gi) ] U+Zhg—j€ﬁyd2dt

+o0
—/ / / {Al h@ e - (Vy + 2mi&™ ), + Ao O (V, + 27ri§")wn] v*zh%dydzdt
RN JTN 0z,

+ 81’h
) L 2, . 09
/ éN /TN 2mi c%vh@gk [0 Zha dydzdt.
(52

Notice that the first and the second line of (52) cancel out with the second and third line of
(51) respectively and therefore (51) reduces to

+o0o . ¢n + N o N N
/ / / Ao(V, — 2mi€ ) Ynoer + Ay (Vy — 2miE™ ), - v Y, dey | dydzdt
RN JTN

oo 1 P\, 09
—2zpdzdt.
/ /RN 2w aa:hﬁfk 8Zk e

(53)

18



Finally we consider all quadratic in z terms in the variational formulation of (34)

1 [t Qi En 9 n _
—/ /N {A;lhezlzh(v + %)vi (V= m\/g Y.+ T7) — )\np;lhzlzhvjllli] dzdt
R

+o0 QmEN . .
[ [eat® - 25 V8 < gt s B
]RN

NG
= E/Jr / A5 ez (VEV + 2mim vt - (V, — 2mig™), gdzdt
RN 3@

€

/+OO AT (Ve + 2mig™ vl - 2 (Vy, — 27m§") gf)d dt
RN

400 +o00 w
/ / A3 n 22002 O ¢d2dt—/ / Anpi n2n02 2 (1)
RN 2 RN a T,

which give on passing to the two-scale limit

(54)

+oo
%/OJFOO/RN /TN [ Ao in(Vy + 21" )iy, - (V — 2mf”)@i— w020 U0y | VT zzndydzdt
+/ / / {Al’h(vlf + 2mi§" )b - (Vy — 27r7l£n)ai — Anp, h% Oy v oz zndydzdt.
o JryJN )

81‘k
(55)
Now using the equation (18) we find that (55) reduces to
+o0 1 32/\ =
S dzdt. 56
/ /RN 28:518th ¢Zth : ( )

Summing up together (45), (47), (48), (53) and (56) yields the weak formulation of
(24). We know by Proposition 3.5 that (24) admits a unique solution. Therefore, the entire
sequence v, and not merely a subsequence, converges. Of course a symmetric proof works
for the other sequence v corresponding to the opposite phase. [

6 Strong convergence (proof of Theorem 3.2)

Recall that u?P™% has a L*-norm of order eN/4 5o we expect the same for u.. Therefore we
define the difference between them in the scale of the z-variable. In other words we define
r:(t, ) by

T (t, %) = u(t,x) — %( ) 2im (ewe_ntzfr (t, %) fe T (t%)) . (57

Theorem 3.2 amounts to prove that r.(¢, z) converges strongly to zero in L?((0,T) x RY).
We begin with a technical lemma, the proof of which is postponed for a moment.

Lemma 6.1 The solution of (1) satisfies

iy [ [ () e Pt = 1o o) + 1 Py 69)
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Equipped with Lemma 6.1 we are now able to prove Theorem 3.2. We develop the
following norm

//RN (\/_z )]rs(tz)]dzdt N/Q/ /RN
T €N/2/
), oot
7|

<t\%) vt
) luc(t, @) Pde i
>v+ <t 7) da dt
>v (t\%) dedt  (59)
—M%R/ /pr<x g) (tx)i, <€)v_+<t,\i[)dxdt
gN/zR/ /RN (« f) - (t,2), (g)v_<t,%) da dt

+2R// CoF (6, ) e dr at
— T, — v — T
eNi2™m |y RN'O ’6 " VE

where v v- are defined by (23) and (26), while R denotes the real part of a complex

g 7e
number. By virtue of Lemma 6.1 we can pass to the limit in the first integral in the right

T
\/g?

'p (\/Ez, %) —p (0, %)' < C'min{v/zz, 1}, (60)

it is easy to pass to the limit in the second and third integrals in the right hand side of (59)
to obtain

2
iz [ [ o (5 ) o (£) o (1) | ot = 1y

We pass to the two-scale limit in the fourth and fifth integrals in the right hand side of (59)

z Nox (1 2
ll_r%gN/?R/ /]RN z, =(t, 2), <€)v <t,\/g)dxdt

_9R / / / po<y>|¢n<y>\2\vi<t,z>|2dydzdt:2||vi||%2«0,T>xRN).
0 RN JTN

T

€N/2 p

RN

p

v (2)] 0

3

hand side of (59). By using the changes of variables z = and recalling that

To show that the limit of the last integral in the right hand side of (59) is actually zero we
take advantage of the time oscillating phase. We define

K0 = o [o(e D) (G v (e 5) o (1) ae
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which is a continuous function of time (because v* belong to C(R™; L?(R"))) and converges
uniformly to a continuous limit K (t) as € goes to 0. Therefore, since w,, # 0,

T
lim [ K.(t)e <"dt=0.

e—0 0

We thus obtain

“m// < )W 2)Pdzdt = 2[|o*|]” + 2[o~ > = 2/jv*|]* — 2]~ ||* =
]RN

e—0
which completes the proof of Theorem 3.2. []

It remains to prove Lemma 6.1, a long task partitioned in several other lemmas. The
main idea is to use the energy conservations for the e-oscillating wave equation and the
homogenized Schrodinger equations and show that the initial energy of the wave equation
converges to the sum of the initial energies of the two homogenized Schrodinger equations.
There are additional technical difficulties. First, the left hand side of (58) does not involve
the energy of the wave equation (1): therefore we rely on the energy of a time primitive of
(1) (as introduced in Section 4) and on an energy equipartition (see Lemma 6.5). Second,

refined a priori estimates are necessary and a second time regularization has to be introduced
(see Lemmas 6.4 and 6.2).

Let us start by recalling the definition (36) of the time primitive of the solution u. of (1)

t
V. (z,1) = e {/ e ug(z, s)ds + xe(v) |,
0

with x. solution of (37). We know that W, is the solution of another wave equation, (38).
We improve the a priori estimate of Lemma 4.1 on the initial data y.(z). Surprisingly the
result is different according to the value of £".

Lemma 6.2 Define the sequence

1

we(z) = gXa(\/EZ)G (61)

If €™ # 0, it satisfies
VeIVl a@ny + [[wel 2@y < CEM) (100l 2@y + 0 2 @y)) (62)
where the constant C(£") does not depend on €, and it two-scale converges strongly to

wg\( Y) 1(2), while \/eVw.(2) two-scale converges strongly to —%n(y)vl(z).
[f &" =0, it satisfies "

VElIVaw || o@vy + Vellwell vy < C (100 2@y + 1o |2y 5 (63)

where the constant C'(§™) does not depend on €, and \/eVw.(z) two-scale converges strongly
to —wvl(z).

n
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We postpone for a moment the proof of Lemma 6.2 and we introduce the energy functional

for U,
B0 =3 || (p («2) \a;;

Lemma 6.3 The energy of the initial data satisfies

2 ' (x g) A v@) da.

) 1 1 0112 1 12
£1_1>I(1) mE(\Pa)(O) = 5 <HU HLQ(RN) + EHU ||L2(RN) :

n

Proof. In view of the wave equation (38) we have
x 2 x —
E(V.)(0) = 5 éN (p <a:, g> }ug(x) — ozxa(x)‘ + A <x, g> Vxe(z) - sz(a:)> dx

x
By the change of variables z = — we rewrite

NG

B0 = S5 [ (7]i86) - at) + 24V - TR ) b

with the notation (33) for p°(z) = p <\/Ez, %) (similarly for other functions) which satisfies

(60). From Lemma 6.2 we deduce that, as € goes to 0,

/ﬁa\ag—axafdz:/ 3
RN RN

because, for any value of £", \/zw, is bounded in L*(RY), and

~ 2
Ut —acwe| dz — [[0°|Z2gmy.s

1 - _ .
/ (—Aavzxe - vzxs) do= [ E(VEV.+ 2in€u, - (VEV. - 2ingym.d:
RN RN

3

converges to

7 L L AT, 2imE )0 0) - (7, = 2im )T, )l )Pz = - [0 P

Mo Je

because of the strong two-scale convergence of Lemma 6.2 (remark that, when £" = 0, we
do not need the convergence of w.). Summing these two limits finishes the proof of Lemma
6.3. O

Although W, has a finite non-vanishing energy, as just shown in Lemma 6.3, its amplitude
is asymptotically vanishing (but of course not its first derivatives).
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Lemma 6.4 For any final time T' > 0 there ezists a constant C(T) > 0, independent of e,
such that

1|l 2 o)z @y < CD)EN T2 (|00 ooy + 1M |2y - (64)

Proof. As we did in Section 4 where we introduced a time primitive W, of u., we now iterate
this regularization procedure and introduce a new time primitive ®. of U., defined by

¢
P, (z,t) =€ " {/ e, (x,s)ds + 7T5:|
0

where 7. is the unique solution in H!(R") of the equation

—div (A <a:, E) V?TE) +p <a:, f) T =2p (x, E) Xe — P (a:, f) u?, (65)
5 5 5 5
Then, &, satisfies
s 2(136
P <x, E) o _ div <A <a:, f) VCIJE) =0 in RT x RY
e/ Ot? £
o.(0) = in RV (66)
P, )
0 (0) = x.—m inRY.

\ ot
From Lemma 6.2 we know that
HXsHL?(RN) < CeN/AH1/2 (||UO||L2(RN) + HUIHH%RN)) . (67)

Remark that the estimate (67) is optimal when £” = 0 but is pessimistic when £" # 0 because
the factor eN/4*1/2 could be replaced by ¢V/4*1. However, we do not need this refinement in
the sequel. Reproducing the arguments of the proof of Lemma 4.1 we can prove that

/ p <a:, g) w7 (7)dx
RN

Therefore, from the energy equality of (65) we deduce

HWEHHI(RN) < CSN/4+1/2(HUOHH2(RN) + HU1HH2(RN))' (68)

< MM 00| gony || e || 2 vy

The standard energy conservation for (66), together with (67) and (68), imply that

0P,
ot

which, combined with the relations

Lo 0P
O (t) = 7. °(s)d d V,=—+9,
(t) 7T—|—/0 315(8)8 an 0t+

< CNH2 (|10 oy + 01| 2 e (69)

yields the desired result (64). O

We now prove a result on the equipartition of the energy saying that the kinetic energy
is essentially equal to the deformation energy.
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Lemma 6.5 The following equality holds

[ o= [ o)

Proof. We multiply equation (38) by W.(¢, z)$(t), where ¢ is a smooth function defined on
R*. Integrating by parts we obtain

[ e ()| 5
[ [ ,)(x,j)@;’wdH[AN¢<t>p<x,g)%wedx]::o.

From (64) and (40) we have that, for a.e. ¢ € [0,T7,

x\ OV, —
=) =S Vudz| < O(T)eN*2,
/RN p ([L’, 6) ot Edw’ - C( )8

Thus, (70) can be rewritten as

/0T¢(t) [/]RNp<x,§) ’% 2d$—/RNA<x,§) VU, - VVU.dx

Taking ¢ = 1 yields the desired result. [

2
dx dt + o(e™?).

T " o
dedt + / o(t)A <x —) VU, - V. drdt
0 RN 9

(70)

dt = o(e™/?). (71)

Proof of Lemma 6.1. The limit of the initial energy for the solution W. of the wave
equation (38) is given by Lemma 6.3 and it coincides with the sum of the initial energies of
the homogenized Schrodinger equations (24) and (27). Indeed, we have

_ 1 1
[0(0, 2@y + 107 (0, M 2@y = 5 (HUOH%Q(RN) T

n

1
10 2oy ) =l 373 ECE.)0)

From this equality, using the energy conservations for the wave equation (38) and the ho-
mogenized Schrodinger equations (as proved in Proposition 3.5), we deduce

. 1
107 (8 )2y + 107 () ey = lim 75 B(Pe) (0).

Integrating in time and recalling the energy equipartition of Lemma 6.5, yields

2
dx dt.

I oy 1 B ==z [ [ o (2 |5

ov
Finally, recalling u. = —ta + aV¥. and using Lemma 6.4 which says that W, converges to 0

in a suitable weighted norm, we obtain

0% 2 oy + 107 oy = g_g% i [ o) et dra



which is the desired result. [
Proof of Lemma 6.2. We begin Wlth the easy case when " # 0. From the definition (61)
of w. we have x.(v22) = ew.(z)e < which, upon differentiating, yields

€z

(vxxs)(\/gZ) = (\/Evzws + 22'7r€nw5)672i7r 7

From Lemma 4.1 we know that

[(Vexe) (VER) Lz < Ol ey + 1o ).

For £" # 0 there exists a positive constant C'(") > 0 (see [12]) such that

H\/EVZ’LUE + 2i7r§”w5HL2(RN) 2 C(fn)(H\/gvszH[g(RN) + stHLQ(RN)) (72)

which implies the desired estimate (62). We now study the two-scale convergence of the
sequence w,., which is a solution of

—(VEV + 2in€") - (AX(VEV + 2ime™w) + prw, = (e — oY), (73)

We multiply equation (73) by ¢ = ¢ (z where ¢(z,y) is a smooth compactly sup-

,%),

ported function defined on RY x TV. Integrating by parts and using hypothesis H2 yield

/ [A5 + o(D)] (VEV + 2im¢"w, - (VEV — 2im™) ¢ dz + &° / 05+ o(1)] wed dz =
RN RN

[ s+ o] ws(en? — o) d

RN
(74)

Because of the a priori estimate (62), there exist a subsequence and a limit wy(z,y) €
L*(RY; HY(TY)) such that w. and \/eVw. two-scale converge weakly to wy and V,wq re-
spectively. Passing to the two-scale limit we obtain

—(divy + 2im€") Ao (y)(Vy + 2im€™)wo = —po(y)v' (2)tn(y)-
By the simplicity of A\, we deduce that wy is given by

Un(y
w0(27y) - _¥U1(2)7

and the uniqueness of this limit implies that the entire sequence converges. The strong two-
scale convergence is easily obtained by replacing the test function ¢° by w, in (74), passing
to the limit in the right hand side which implies the convergence of the energies in the left
hand side and thus the strong two-scale convergence according to part (2) of Proposition
2.4.

Now, suppose that £" = 0. The above proof does not work anymore because inequality
(72) is not valid for £&® = 0. Tt turns out that w, is not any longer bounded in L*(RY) but
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is precisely of order e~1/2. To prove this result we can not use simple a priori estimates and

we instead rely on a comparison with a four-term asymptotic expansion. We construct a
two-scale asymptotic expansion for a version of (73) with purely periodic coefficients (the
macroscopic variable y/cz being replaced by 0)

(1)) n () () (e

where Ay and pg are defined by (12). Recall that, by virtue of assumption H2, the difference
between A(y/ez, =) and Ag(Zz) is small (same for p) ; see (60). The ansatz for w? is taken
as

?)

We(z) = \/g ,%) + vew (z,%) +ew?(z, —).

Plugging it in (75) we obtain the following cascade of equations
—div, (Ao(y)Vyu'(z,y) + Ao(y)Vow'(2)) = —po(y)tu(y)v'(2)

—divy(Ao(y)Vyw'(z,y)) = diva(Ao(y)Vyu'(z,y)) + div,(Ao(y) V')
+div. (Ao (y) Vaw'(2))

—div, (A(y)V,w?(z,y)) = div.(Ae(y)Vyw'(2,9)) + div,(Ae(y)V.w' (2, y))
+div. (Ao (y) Vo' (2,9)) + po(y)tn(y)0’(2)

The first equation allows us to compute w%(z,y), up to an unknown function wy(z),

+w(z

< e

WPe) = of2) — UL 5O )

=1

where y;, © = 1,..., N, are the usual periodic solutions of the cell problems
—div, (A(y)(Vyxi +€)) =0 in TV,

In order to solve the second equation, we must first check the following compatibility condi-
tion )

div, (A7V w*(2)) — )\—divz (Ul(z) A(y)vy¢n(y)dy) =0, (76)

n ™

where A" is the classical homogenized matrix defined by A%e; = [v A(y)(Vyx: + €:)dy.
Equation (76) has a unique (up to an additive constant) solution w*(z) in the space DV2(RY) =
{¢p € HL (RY) s.t. Vo € L2 RY)V}. Tt is not obvious however that w* belongs to L*(RY).
Since equation (76) has constant coefficients, by Fourier analysis we deduce that

7o' (6]
(.

where F¢(€) denotes the Fourier transform of ¢(x). Assumption (28) (see Remark 3.4
for comments) is precisely designed so we can deduce from (77) that indeed w* belongs to

| Fw*(§)] < C— (77)
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L*(RY). Knowing w* we can compute the solution of the second equation (up to the addition
of an unknown function w(z)) as

where w0, (z,y) depends on z only linearly through V_v! and V,V_ w* (which himself depends
only on V_v!), but not on .

In order to solve the third equation (for w?), we must first check the following compati-
bility condition

diVZ(AHVZwo) + din/ A(y)

’]I‘N

. U 1 N ow*
Vywl—)\—vzv +ZXZVZW dy =0
n i—1 i

which again admits a unique (up to an additive constant) solution wy € DV2(RY) if v! €
H(RY). Since the coefficients are constant in the above equation, by Fourier analysis we
easily check that the L2(R™)-norm of w, is bounded by the L?(R")-norm of v'.

Since we proved that both w* and w, belong to H'(RY), it is now obvious that the
two-scale asymptotic expansion . satisfies the desired a priori estimate (63), whatever the
choices of the underdetermined additive functions w(z) and wy(z)). To obtain the same for
w. we bound their difference 6.(2) = w.(z) — w.(z) which satisfies

—ediv,(A°V.0,.) + 2p°0, = g3/ fe

where

£ = (522 (w6 vEe (5.2 ) wewt (52 ) w vmar (522

_e iy, ({AO (\%) _A <\/§z, %)] Vzwe)

[—div. (Ao(y)Vaw' (2,9)) — VEdiv, (Ao(y) V.w?(z,y))] (y = \ﬁ)

[—div, (Ag(y)Vyw?(z,y)) — div, (Ag(y)V.w?(z,9))] (y = %) .

We check that
/N £26. dz < C (16 ) + e 2 V6. an)
R

because of assumption H2 and (60). Therefore, we obtain the following inequality

5||v255“%2(RN)N + 52H55||%2(RN) < COye (5“55||L2(RN) + \/§||V55HL2(RN))
which implies

VeIl 2@y + IVl 2y < €,
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and, in turn, the desired estimate (63). We pass to the weak two-scale limit in equation (73)
with " = 0 as before. The strong two-scale convergence of \/eVw. is obtained by remarking
that \/e||Vc||r2mry < Cy/e. This completes the proof of the lemma. [J
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