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Abstract

In this work we consider the Fucik problem for a family of weights depending on £ with
Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions. We study the homogenization of the spec-
trum. We also deal with the special case of periodic homogenization and we obtain the rate
of convergence of the first non-trivial curve of the spectrum.
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1 Introduction

Given a bounded domain Qin RY, N > 1 we study the asymptotic behavior as ¢ — 0 of the spectrum
of the following asymmetric elliptic problem

— Aptts = agma (Ui’ = Ben () inQ (1.1)

either with homogeneous Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions.
Here, Apu = div(|[Vul|P~2Vu) is the p—Laplacian with 1 < p < oo and u* := max{+u,0}. The
parameters a, and 3, are real numbers and depending on € > 0. We assume that the family of weight

functions m, and n, are positive and uniformly bounded away from zero.
For now, let us focus on problem (1.1) for fixed &£ > 0 with positive weights m(x), n(x):

- Apu = am(x)@’™ = ()@ )t inQ (1.2)

with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions.
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Consider the Fucik spectrum defined as the set
X(m,n) :={(a,p) € R?: (1.2) has a nontrivial solution}.
Let us observe that when r = n = m and 4 = @ = 8, equation (1.2) becomes
—Apu=Arluf’u  inQ (1.3)

with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions, which are the eigenvalue problems for the
p—Laplacian. These have been widely studied. See, for instance, [2, 10, 16, 13].

It follows immediately that ¥ contains the lines A;(m) X R and R X A,(n). For this reason, we
denote by X* = £*(m, n) the set X without these trivial lines. Observe that if («,8) € X* with @ > 0
and 8 > 0 then 4;(m) < @ and 4;(n) < B.

The study of problem (1.2) with Dirichlet boundary conditions have a long history that we briefly
describe below. The one-dimensional case with positive constant coefficients (i.e., m,n € R* and p =
2) was studied in the 1970s by Fucik [17] and Dancer [11] in connection with jumping nonlinearities.
Properties and descriptions of the first non-trivial curve on the spectrum of (1.2) on R" for the
general case (p # 2) without weights can be found in Cuesta, de Figueiredo and Gossez [10],
Dancer and Perera [12], Drabek and Robinson [15], Perera [27].

The case with positive weights m(x) and n(x) was recently studied, see for instance Rynne and
Walter [28], Arias and Campos [3], Drabek [14], Reichel and Walter [24]. For indefinite weights
m(x) and n(x) see Alif and Gossez[1], Leadi and Marcos [23].

The main problem one addresses is to obtain a description as accurate as possible of the set *.
In the one-dimensional case with p = 2 and without weights this description is obtained in a precise
manner: the spectrum is made of a sequence of hyperbolic-like curves in R* x R*, see for instance
[18]. When m(x) and n(x) are non-constant weights, a characterization of the spectrum is obtained
in [1] in terms of the so-called zeroes-functions.

InRY with N > 1 and Dirichlet boundary conditions, only a full description of the first nontrivial
curve of X, which we will denote by C; = C;(m, n), is known.

Assuming that the weight functions m, n are positive and uniformly bounded, it is proved in [4]
(see Theorem 33) that C; can be characterized by

C1 = {(a(s),8(s)), s € R"} (1.4)
where a(s) and B(s) are continuous functions defined by
a(s) = c(m, sn),  PB(s) = sa(s) (1.5)
and c(-,-) is given by
Au)

c(m,n) = ;rg max B (1.6)

where I := [—1, +1]. Here, the functionals A and B are given by

A(u)zfqul”dx, Bm,nzfm(x)(u+)”+n(x)(u_)”dx, (1.7)
Q Q

with
I'={yeC(-1,+1], Wé”’(Q)) :y(—=1) = 0 and y(1) < 0}.
Also in [4] (see Proposition 34) some important properties of the functions a(s) and B(s) are

proved. Namely, both a(s) and S(s) are continuous, a(s) is strictly decreasing and S(s) is strictly
increasing. One also has that a(s) — +ocoif s — 0 and B(s) — +o0is § — +00.
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Having defined these previous concepts, let us go back to problem (1.1).

Homogenization of the spectrum of elliptic operators has been studies extensively during recent
years. The case of the eigenvalues of the weighted p—Laplacian operator in periodic settings, i.e.,
—Apu, = pelus|P2u, with Dirichlet boundary conditions and p, = p(g), p being a Q-periodic func-
tion with Q the unit cube in R¥, together with a family of more general problems was studied for
instance in [8],[9],[20],[22],[26] in the linear case (p = 2) and in [6],[7],[21] in the non-linear case
(p#2).

Up to our knowledge, no investigation has been made for the homogenization and rates of con-
vergence of the Fucik Spectrum. We are interested in studying the behavior as € — 0 of problem
(1.1) when m.(x) and n.(x) are general functions depending on &, and in the special case of rapidly
oscillating periodic functions, i.e., mg.(x) = m(x/e) and n.(x) = n(x/e) for two Q—periodic functions
m, n uniformly bounded away from zero (see assumptions (2.8) below), Q being the unit cube of RV.

Our main aim is to study the limit as € — O of the first nontrivial curve in the spectrum
Ze = Z(mg,ng), say C7 = {(@e(s),B:(5)), s € RT}. We ask: does there exist a limit curve C; =
{(ao(s),Bo(s)), s € R*} such that

Ci—=Ci, ase—0?
Can this limit curve be characterized as a curve of a limit problem? We will see that the answer is
positive.

Therefore, a natural question arises: can the rate of convergence of C{ be estimated, i.e., can we
give an estimate for the remainders

lae(s) —ao(s)l  and  |Bs(s) = Bo(s)]?

We give positive answers to these questions in the periodic setting. In fact, in Theorem 2.3 we obtain
the bounds

lg(s) — ap(s)] < c(1 + $)T(s)e,  |Bs(s) = Bo(s)| < cs(1 + $)T(s)e, seR*

where c is a fully determined constant which is independent of s and ¢, and 7 is an explicit function
depending only on s (see (2.14)).
In particular, we get the following limits

lag —ayl <ce, By —Byl<ce

where o] = Slgg ag(s), ag = SILH; ao(s), By = Slgg Be(s), By = slgglo Bo(s) and c is independent of s
and &.

This paper is organized as follows: In section 2 we focus our attention on the homogenization
of the Fucik spectrum with Dirichlet boundary conditions and in Section 3 we gather the results
necessary to prove them. In section 4 we discuss the homogenization of the Fucik spectrum in the
Neumann boundary conditions case and in Section 5 the results are proved.

2 The results

Let Q ¢ R" be a bounded domain and & be a real positive number. We consider functions 1, n,
such that for constants m_ < m,,n_ < n,

O0<m_<mg(x)<my <+c0 and O0<n_ <ng(x) <ny < +oo. (2.8)
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Also, we assume that there exist functions m(x) and ng(x) satisfying (2.8) such that, as € — 0,

mg(x) — my(x) weakly* in L*(Q)

ng(x) — no(x) weakly* in L*(Q). (2.9
First, we address the problem with Dirichlet boundary conditions.
When & — 0 the natural limit problem for (1.1) is the following
~Apug = aomo()(uf)?~" — Bono(x)(ug )P in Q
{ (2.10)
up =0 on 0Q

where my and ng are given in (2.9).
The main result is the following:

Theorem 2.1 Let mg,n, satisfy (2.8) and (2.9). Then the first non-trivial curve of problem (1.1)
Ce := Ci(mgz, np) = {@e(s), Be(s), s € R™}

converges to the first non-trivial curve of the limit problem (2.10)
C := Ci(mo, no) = {ao(s), Bo(s), s € R™}

as € — 0 in the sense that a.(s) — ao(s) and B:(s) = Bo(s) Vs € R*.

Remark 2.1 Let us consider the weighted p—Laplacian problem

{ —Apu = Are(O)|ulP~2u in Q

u=0 on 6Q 2.10)

where r, is a function such that r.(x) — r(x) weakly* in L*(Q) as € tends to zero. It is well-known
that the first eigenvalue of (2.11) converges to the first eigenvalue of the p—Laplacian equation with
weight 7(x), see for instance [6]. The fact that the trivial lines of X, are defined by A;(m.) X R and
R X A;(n;) allows us to ensure the convergence of the trivial lines to those of the limit problem.

Remark 2.2 Using the variational characterization of the second (variational) eigenvalue of [4],
Theorem 2.1 implies the convergence of the second (variational) eigenvalue of (2.11) to that of
the limit problem, thus obtaining a result recently proved in [21] for the case of the weighted
p—Laplacian. However, the results in [21] consider a more general class of quasilinear operators
and e-dependence on the operator as well.

In the important case of periodic homogenization, i.e., when m.(x) = m(x/e) and n.(x) = n(x/¢)
where m and n are Q—periodic functions, Q being the unit cube in R¥, we have that my = /m and
ny = n are real numbers given by the averages of m and n over Q, respectively. Consequently, the
limit problem (2.10) becomes

{ ~Apug = aom(ud)’™" = ofiCug)’™  inQ 2.12)

up=0 on 0Q.

In this case, besides the convergence of the curves given in Theorem 2.1 and Remark 2.1, we
also obtain the convergence rates.

First, by using the variational characterization of the first eigenvalue of (2.11), we analyze the
trivial lines of X:
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Theorem 2.2 Let m., n, be weights given in terms of Q—periodic functions m, n in the form my(x) =
m(%) and ng(x) = n(%) satisfying (2.8) and (2.9). Let us denote by A,(m,), A\(n,), A1(i) and A, (i)
the first eigenvalue of equation (2.11) with weights mg, n., m and #, respectively. Then

[41(mg) — A1 (m)| < Cpe, |1 (ne) — 2i()] < Cye,

with C,, given by
_1p 14
Co = peillm = mllpsgmym, (m)" 7 2pf
where 1, is the first eigenvalue of the Dirichlet p—Laplacian and ¢, < VN/2 is the Poincaré’s
constant in L' (Q), Q being the unit cube in RV.

Remark 2.3 From Theorem 2.2 we obtain the convergence rates of the trivial lines of Z,: if p, €
A1(mg) X R, we get
|p8 - p0| S Cmf,‘,

where pg belongs to the line 4;(m) X R. Analogously for p, € R X 4;(n,).
Concerning to the first nontrivial curve of £, we obtain:

Theorem 2.3 Under the same hypothesis of Theorem 2.1, if the weights m. and n. are given in
terms of Q—periodic functions m, n in the form m.(x) = m(ﬁ) and ng(x) = n(ﬁ), for each s € R*, we
have the following estimates

lae(s) — ap(s)] < c(1 + 5)T(s)e, [B:(s) — Bo(s)| < cs(1 + s)T(s)e (2.13)

where c is given explicitly by
-1 _ _ R
peicy” max{lm = illsgvy, In = fll =gy mingm=", nZ' ju)?
where c; and cj, are the Poincaré’s constant in LY(Q) and LP(Q), respectively, 1, is the second
Dirichlet p—Laplacian eigenvalue in Q and 7 is defined by

1 s>1

(s) = { o (2.14)

s<1.

Remark 2.4 According to Proposition 34 and Proposition 35 in [4], when p < N the limits of
a(s), ap(s) as s — oo and B.(s), Bo(s) as s — 0 can be characterized in terms of the first eigenvalue
of weighted p—Laplacian problems. Moreover, limg_,., a.(s) = A1(m.) and lim;_ B:(s) = A;(ny).
Similarly for @ and Sy. Consequently, by using the estimates obtained in Theorem 2.2, it is easy to
compute the convergence rates in the limit cases when the periodic case is considered, namely

lim.vﬂoo |a's(s) - a’O(S)l = Ml(ma) - /ll(m)| < Cmss

lim,_,o Iﬁs(s) _ﬁO(S)l = |d1(ng) — A4(D)| < Cyre.

3 Proof of the Dirichlet results

We begin with the proof of Theorem 2.2. We will use a technical result proved in [21] that is
essential to estimate the rate of convergence of the eigenvalues, since it allows us to replace an
integral involving a rapidly oscillating function with one that involves its average in the unit cube.
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Theorem 3.1 (Theorem 3.4 from [21]) . Let Q be a bounded domain in RN, N > 1. Let g €
L*(RN) be a Q—periodic function, where Q = [0, 11V is the unit cube in RY, such that0 < g~ < g <
g" < +co for some constants g*. Then

‘ f (g(x/2) = Dlul’| < peillg = Zleem el IVule (3.15)
Q

for every u € WS"’(Q) where 1 < p < +00, Q ¢ RN is a bounded domain and g := ng. Here, ¢ is
the optimal constant in Poincaré’s inequality in L'(Q), which satisfies ¢| < VN/2.

Remark 3.1 Sometimes it can be useful to use an inequality involving the gradient only. By using

Poincaré’s inequality we can bound ||u||[;(19) < cp(Q)P_IHVuHi;(IQ). Under the same assumptions of

Theorem 3.1, this allows us to rewrite inequality (3.15) as

< CellVull -

] f (g(x/e) - Dlul’
Q

—1 _
where C = peich ™ lIg = gllzo).-

Proof. [Proof of Theorem 2.2]. A4;(/m) can be characterized variationally as

[Vul? [V [P
Ay(m) = inf fQ = fg
uew,” () fgﬁzlull’ fﬂmlullf’

+o(1) (3.16)

for some u; € Wé‘p (). We can bound

RV N [
Ay(mg) = inf < — .
wewy @ fo melul? "~ [ mlualP [ melu |?

(3.17)

By using Theorem 3.1, (2.8) and (3.16) it follows that

p-1
P

(1) (V)
fgmsw
<14 e th)” (k1vP) (3.18)
- m. Joy ol 17
Joy IV |7

<1+ Cs(—) < 1+ Ce(i(m) + o(1))7,
Je, mluar 1P

I, P

Jeymelus?

<1+ce

<=

where C = pcillm — 7| gyym. /m_.
By replacing (3.18) and (3.16) in (3.17) we get

A1(mg) — A,() < Cedy (m)r*. (3.19)
In a similar way, interchanging the roles of A;(m,) and A, (/) we obtain

L,G7) — A1 (my) < Cedy(my)r . (3.20)
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By using (2.8) it follows immediately that
max{ 4, (i), A1 (m;)} < (m_)"' . (3.21)

where 1 is the first eigenvalue of the Dirichlet p—Laplacian. From equations (3.19), (3.20) and
(3.21) the result follows.

In the next Lemma we obtain upper bounds for the coordinates of the first curve of X*(m, n).

Lemma 3.1 Let m, n satisfy (2.8) and let (a(s),(s)) € C1(m,n). Then for each s € R*,

a(s) < min{mzl, nzl},uzr(s), B(s) < min{mzl, nzl}yzsr(s)
with T defined by
1 if s> 1
ww={ ., Zﬁ = (3.22)

where m_,n_ are given by (2.8) and , is the second eigenvalue of the p—Laplacian equation in Q
without weights and with Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Proof. Let s € R*. When s > 1 we can bound
A1(m) < a(s) < a(l) = c(m, n).

Let A,(m) be the second eigenvalue of the problem (1.3) with weight m(x). It satisfies a(1) <
min{A,(m), A,(n)}. By using assumptions (2.8) over m(x), we can bound A,(m) by ,uzmjl, where
U is the second eigenvalue of the p—Laplacian equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions on Q.
Analogously for A,(n). We get

a(s) < a(l) <min{m=", n" Yo, s> 1. (3.23)

s >1 A

e S{]_

/\1(?’15) -

P
P
P
P

Al(mc) A'E (n—!'é)

Figure 1: The first curve of the spectrum.
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When s < 1 the following bound holds for the second coordinate of C,
Ai(n) < B(s) < B(1). (3.24)
By multiplying (3.24) by s~! and by using that (s) = sa(s) we have
s () < als) < s71B(1).
Since a(1) = B(1), it follows that
a(s) < s7'a(l) < sT'min{m=", nZ Y, s < 1. (3.25)

By using (3.23), (3.25) and the relation S8(s) = sa(s) the conclusions of the lemma follow.

The following Proposition gives the monotonicity of c(:, -):
Proposition 3.1 [Proposition 23, [4]] Ifm <imandn < it a.e., then
c(in, i) < c(m, n),
where c(-,-) is defined by (1.6).
In the next Lemma we obtain lower bounds for the coordinates of the first curve of X*(m, n).
Lemma 3.2 Let m, n satisfy (2.8) and let (a(s), B(s)) € C(m, n). Then for each s € R*,
a(s) = s'Caw(s),  B(s) = Cuwls)

with w defined by
1 ifs>1

¢ sel (3.26)

w(s) = {
where C is a positive constant depending only on the bounds given in (2.8).
Proof. Let s € R*. When s > 1 we can bound S from below
B(s) = (1) =c(m,n), s=>1.
Using the relation S(s) = sa(s) we obtain
a(s) > s'e(m,n), s> 1.
Similarly, when s < 1 we have
a(s) = a(l) =c(m,n), s<1,
and again, by the relation between a(s) and B(s) we get
B(s) = sc(m,n), s<1.
Using (2.8) and Proposition 3.1, we can bound c(m, n) from below
c(m,n) > c(my,ny)

and the result follows.
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Now we are able to prove Theorem 2.3.

Proof. [Proof of Theorem 2.3]. For each fixed value of & > 0, by (2.8) together with the monotonic-
ity of ¢(-,-) provided by Proposition 3.1, we can assert that there exist two curves C} (i, n,) and
C,(m_,n_) that delimit from above and below the curve Cf(m., ng). It follows that for each fixed
value of s, a.(s) and B.(s) are bounded.

Let (@, B:) be a point belonging to the curve C{(m,, n,) and let (ap, Bo) be the point obtained
when € — 0. Let us see that it belongs to C; (i, ).

For a fixed value of € > 0 and using (1.6), the inverse of c¢(m,, n.) can be written as

1
—_— =3su inf Bm-n. u 397
O(mg, ng) yElI") uey[-1,+1] Py ;,( ) ( )

where
I'={yeCU,H):vy(-1)>0and y(1) < 0}

for I :=[-1,+1] and
H={ueW,"(Q): Aw) = 1)

A and B being the functionals defined in (1.7).
By (1.5) and (3.27) we have the following characterization for the inverse of @.(s)

1 1
= f B, 3.28
a0~ clmyong)  Sup 106, B (1. (3:28)

Similarly, we can consider an equation analog to (3.28) for the representation of the inverse of a(s).
Let 5 > 0 and y;(6) € T such that

= f Bmm(u)+0(6) (3.29)
ao(s) uew

In order to find a bound for a, we use y; € I'1, which is admissible in its variational characterization,

> inf By, o, (u). (3.30)

a’s(s) uey (1)

Since u € W(;"" (Q), it follows that (u™)? and (u™)” belong to W(;’I(Q). This allows us to estimate
the error by replacing the oscillating weights by their averages by using Remark 3.1. For each fixed
function u € y(I) we bound

By, sn, () 2 By si() = el VU |17, ) = caslIVu I}, (3.31)
where ¢, and c¢,, are the constants given in Remark 3.1. Since u € H we have
IVt 1,0y < 1 1IV6 D < (332)
So, from (3.32) and (3.31), taking ¢ = max{c,,, c¢,} we get
B, sn, () 2 B si(u) — ce(1 + 5). (3.33)
Taking infimum over the functions u in y; (/) together with (3.29) and (3.30) we obtain

@;'(s) = a5 (s) = —ce(1 + 5) + O(5).
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Letting § — 0 we get
a;'(s) — ap'(s) = —ce(l + s). (3.34)

In a similar way, interchanging the roles of @, and @y we obtain the inequality
a;'(s) — ' (s) < ce(1 + ). (3.35)
From equations (3.34) and (3.35) it follows that
las(s) — ap(s)] < ce(1 + s)a(s)ap(s). (3.36)
By using Lemma 3.1 we can bound (3.36) by
ls(s) = ao(s)] < e(minfm™" =Y X(1 + $)1(s)’e

where 7(s) is given by (3.22) and y; is the second eigenvalue of the Dirichlet p—Laplacian.
From the convergence of @, together with (1.5) there follow the convergence of S8, and of the
whole curve.

The proof of Theorem 2.1, where general weights are considered, is analogous to that of Theo-
rem 2.3 but we need a result similar to Theorem 3.1 that works without assuming periodicity. It is
found in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2 Let Q C RY be a bounded domain. Let g, be a function such that 0 < g~ < g, < g* <
+o0 for g* constants and g, — g weakly* in L°(Q). Then for every u € W'-(Q),

limf(gs—g)lulp =0
&0 Jo

where 1 < p < +oo.

Proof. The weak* convergence of g, in L™ (Q) says that fQ g0 — J;) gy for all ¢ € LY(Q). In
particular, u € W'P(Q) implies that [u? € W'!(Q), whence |u|” € L!(Q) and the result is proved.

Proof. [Proof of Theorem 2.1]. The argument follows exactly as in the proof of Theorem 2.3 using
Theorem 3.2 instead of Theorem 3.1.

4 Neumann boundary conditions

Now we focus our attention on the Neumann boundary conditions case. Let Q be a bounded domain
inRY, N > 1 and let m, n be two weights satisfying (2.8). We consider the following asymmetric
elliptic problem

-Apu = am(x) P~ = Br(x)(u)P! in Q
{ % =0 on 0Q (4.37)
i
where 1 denotes the exterior unit normal.
Let r(x) be a weight satisfying (2.8). Now, O is a principal eigenvalue of
—Apu = Ar()|ulP2u in Q
. 4.38
{ % =0 on 0Q (4.38)

with constants as eigenfunctions. Moreover, the positivity of r guarantee that O is the unique non-
negative principal eigenvalue, see [19].
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Consequently, the Fu€ik spectrum £ = X(m, n) clearly contains the lines {0} X R and R x {0}. We
denote by X* = X*(m, n) the set Z(m, n) without these two lines.

In this case, when N > 1 only a full description of the first nontrivial curve of X, which we will
denote by C; = C;(m, n) is known. Moreover, in [5] (see Theorem 6.1) a characterization similar to
the Dirichlet case is given:

C1 = {(a(s),5(s)), s € R} (4.39)

where a(s) and B(s) are continuous functions defined by a(s) = c(m, sn), B(s) = sa(s) and c(-,-) is
given by

(m.n) = inf A(u)
cim,n) =11 max —-—
yel uey(J) B(M)

with J := [0, 1], the functionals A and B given by (1.7), and

(4.40)

I'={yeC(, Wl’p(Q)) :¥(0) = 0 and y(1) < 0}.

Let m, and n, be two functions that satisfy (2.8) and (2.9). We consider the following problem
depending on € > 0

—Apty = @mp(ul )~ = Beng(u;)P™! inQ
{ o 0 (4.41)
e on 0Q.

As we did with the Dirichlet equation (1.1), we want to study the behavior of the first non-trivial
curve in the spectrum of (4.41) as € — 0. When & tends to zero in (4.41), according to (2.9) we
obtain the following limit equation

{ —Apug = agmo(X)(ud)P™" = Bono(xX)(uy )P~ in Q 4.42)
%" =0 on 9Q. ’

Analogously to Theorem 2.1, we obtain the following result of convergence:
Theorem 4.1 Let mg, n, satisfy (2.8), and (2.9). Then the first non-trivial curve of problem (4.41)
Ci = Ci(mg, np) = {@e(s), Be(s), s € R}
converges to the first non-trivial curve of the limit problem (4.42)
C1 := Ci(mg, ng) = {ao(s), Bo(s), s € R}
as € — 0 in the sense that a.(s) = ay(s), Be(s) = Bo(s) Vs € R*.

In the case of periodic homogenization, i.e., m.(x) = m(x/g) and n.(x) = n(x/e) with m and n
Q-periodic functions, Q being the unit cube in RY, the limit functions m, ny given in (2.9) are equal
to the averages of m and n over Q, respectively, i.e., my = m and ny = 7. Now, as in the Dirichlet
case, in addition to the convergence of the first non-trivial curve, we obtain the convergence rates:

Theorem 4.2 Let Q ¢ RY, N > 1 be a bounded domain with C' boundary. Under the same
hypothesis of Theorem 4.1, if the weights m. and n. are given in terms of Q—periodic functions m,n
in the form mgy(x) = m(ﬁ) and ny(x) = n(ﬁ), for each s € R* we have the following estimate

lae(s) — ao(s)] < c(1 + 5)T(s)e,  [Be(s) — o) < cs(1 + s)T(s)e

where ¢ = c¢(Q, p,m, n) is a constant independent of € and s, and T is given by (2.14).
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Remark 4.1 Whenm, = n.in (1.1), equation (1.6) gives a variational characterization of the second
eigenvalue of the weighted p—Laplacian (see [4]), thus Theorems 4.2 and 2.3 give alternative proofs
of the homogenization rates of the second eigenvalue of the p—Laplacian with a periodic weight
both with Neumann as Dirichlet boundary conditions. For a proof of the homogenization rates of
the full spectrum we refer the reader to [20, 21].

To prove Theorem 4.2 the arguments used in the Dirichlet case fail. This is due to the fact that
now the function space is W'?(Q) but Theorem 3.1 holds for functions in Wé "(Q) only. The fact of
enlarge the set of test functions is reflected in the need for more regularity of the domain Q2. We will
prove the following result which works with functions belonging to W'7(Q).

Theorem 4.3 Let Q c RY be a bounded domain with C' boundary and denote by Q the unit cube
inRN. Let g be a Q—periodic bounded function. Then, for every u € W' (Q) there exists a constant

c independent of € such that
X _
[ @ -gu
Q &

Remark 4.2 Unlike in Theorem 3.1, we are not able to compute explicitly the constant ¢ in Theorem
4.3.

< Cg”””Wl'[’(Q)

wherenganndl£p<+00.

S Proof of the Neumann results
We begin this section by proving some auxiliary results that are essential to prove Theorem 4.3. The
next lemma is a generalization, for p > 2, of Oleinik’s Lemma [26].

Lemma 5.1 Let Q c RY be a bounded domain with C! boundary and, for § > 0, let G be a tubular
neighborhood of 0Q, i.e. Gs = {x € Q: dist(x,0Q) < 6}. Then there exists 5y > 0 such that for every
8 € (0,060) and every v € W'P(Q) we have
1
Ve, < €67 IVIlwreys
where c is a constant independent of 6 and v.

Proof. Let Gs = {x € Q: dist(x,0Q) < ¢}, it follows that S5 = G are uniformly smooth surfaces.
By the Sobolev Trace Theorem we have

M, = [ DS < bl < bl 6 €10.00)
3

where c is a constant independent of ¢. Integrating this inequality with respect to ¢ we get

5
My = [ ([ s < cavly g
0 St

and the Lemma is proved.

The next Theorem is essential to estimate the rate of convergence of the eigenvalues since it
allows us to replace an integral involving a rapidly oscillating function with one that involves its
average in the unit cube. First, we need an easy Lemma that computes the Poincaré constant on
the cube of side £ in terms of the Poincaré constant of the unit cube. Although this result is well
known and its proof follows directly by a change of variables, we choose to include it for the sake
of completeness.
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Lemma 5.2 Let Q be the unit cube in RN and let ¢, be the Poincaré constant in the unit cube in L?,
ie.
1
[l — Wollzr) < cpllVullrr(g), for every u € WP(Q),
where (1) is the average of u in Q. Then, for every u € WbP(Q,) we have
le — (Wo,llr0.) < cpellVulliro,)
where Q. = €Q.

Proof. Letu € W'"P(Q,). We can assume that (u)g, = 0. Now, if we denote u.(y) = u(ey), we have
that u, € W'»(Q) and by the change of variables formula, we get

f |u|? =f|u€|”8” $c§e"f|Vu8|” = che? [Vul”.
(08 0 (9] Qe

The proof is now complete.

Theorem 5.1 Let Q c RY be a bounded domain with C' boundary and denote by Q the unit cube
in RN, Let g be a Q-periodic bounded function such that (g)o = 0. Then the inequality

KRR

holds for every u € W"P(Q) and v € W' (Q), where c is a constant independent of €, u, v and p, p’
are conjugate exponents.

< cellullwrrlvilwr @

Proof. Denote by I° the set of all z € ZN such that Q.. := e(z + Q) C Q. Set Q; = J,es Q. and
G = Q\ Q. Let us consider the functions ¥ and # given by the formulas

v(x) = é f v(x)dx, @u(x)= S—In f u(x)dx

€ &

for x € Q... Then we have

fggauv = ngglle+£2| UV

(5.43)
= fG geUv + le gs(u — v + le gei(v — V) + le geVil.

The set G is a d-neighborhood of dQ with & = ce for some constant ¢, and therefore according to
Lemma 5.1 we have

1 L
luller o) < cerllullwrr@lVliLy ) < ce” [Vilwir - (5.44)

Since g is bounded, we get

fgguv < cllullr)Vlir ) < cellullwir@l Vil @)- (5.45)
G

Now, by Lema 5.2 we get

%
= loay =] f - alPdx

z€l®

C,,E(ZL IVu(x)Ipdep

z€l+#
CI,SHVM”L/:(Q]).

(5.46)

IA
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Analogously
||V - \_/”Lp’(gl) < CP/‘C"”VV”LV(Q])' (547)

By the definition of &(x) we get

p
e, = [ =Y e [
o Q. ( Q:r )

zel® zel®

<o Y10 [

z€l® Q:e (5.48)
= ghnptnplp’ Z f |u)?
z€l® e
= ll? = {ull?, g -
o Lr(Qy)

Finally, since (g)p, = 0 and since g is Q—periodic, we get
f gellv = Z v f g =0. (5.49)
(o3 z€l® e

Now, combining (5.45), (5.46), (5.47), (5.48) and (5.49) we can bound (5.43) by

fgsuv < C‘9”u|IW‘«P(Q)”VHWLP’(Q)~
Q

This finishes the proof.

Proof. [Proof of Theorem 4.3]. The result follows applying Theorem 5.1 to g. = g. — g and taking
v=1.

Remark 5.1 Let us observe that u € WH?(Q) is a solution of equation (4.37) if and only if « is a
solution of equation

= Apu+mP + n@ )P = am@ ' - fr )’ inQ (5.50)

with Neumann boundary conditions, where @ = @ — 1 and 3 = 8 + 1. The main advantage of
considering equations (5.50) instead of (4.37) is the fact that the functional A(u) defined in (1.7)
becomes in

Apn(u) = f IVul? + m(u*)? + n(u” )’ dx, (5.51)
Q
which involves both Vu and the function u.

Proof. [Proof of Theorem 4.2]. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 2.3 for the Dirichlet case.
According to Remark 5.1 we consider equation (5.50). Let (&, 3;) be a point belonging to the curve
Ci(mg, ng) and let (&, Bo) be the point obtained when & — 0. It follows that (&g, o) belongs to the
spectrum of the limit equation. Let us see that it belongs to C(7, 71). The main difference is that in
the characterization (4.40) of c(m,, n.), now we are considering

I'={yecC(, Wl’p(Q)) :¥(0) > 0 and y(1) < 0}

with J := [0, 1]. For a fixed value of € > 0 we write

Ay,
c(mg, ng) = inf sup M (5.52)

vel ey Bmg,ng(u) .
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By (1.5) and (5.52) we have the following characterization of @.(s)

Am Sn,
a(s) = c(mg, sn;) = inf sup F—(u) (5.53)

yer uey Bmg,sng (u) '

Similarly, we can consider an equation analog to (5.53) for the representation of @y(s). Let 6 > 0
and y; = y1(0) € I" such that

Arh K7
@o(s) = sup — ()

uey; Bﬁl,sﬁ(”) * 0(6) (554)

In order to find a bound for &, we use y; € I', which is admissible in its variational characterization,

~ ( )< Amg,sng(u) Bm,m(”)
a:(5) £ Su .
S Bn () Bonon (10)

(5.55)

To bound &, we look for bounds of the two quotients in (5.55). Since u € whr(Q), by Theorem 4.3

we obtain that . .
Aposn, @) Ami(@)  cellluPllwrqy + cellluPllw )

< +
Br'n,sr'l(u) Br‘n,sh(u) Br'n,sr'l(u)
For every function u € y; we have that

Am,sﬁ(u) < Ar‘n,sr‘t(u)

Bon (1) 2251) B () = a@y(s) + 0(9). (5.56)
By using Young’s inequality, for each v € W'(Q)
IVPllwiiey = VPl + PV VYL @)
= VI + PIVP V¥l q) (5.57)

< p”VHZW(Q) + ”VV“ZF(Q)‘
From (5.57) it follows that

e Pl PRl + IV )
B 57 (1) B Br?t,sﬁ(u)
Aﬁl,sﬁ(u)
R (5.58)
< csup A n(¥)
uey; )
= c(@o(s) + 0(9)),

and similarly

u- P 1.1
eVl aocs) + 0. (5.59)
B (1)
To bound the second quotient in (5.55), we use again Theorem 4.3 and (2.8) to obtain
o fmelat Pl
< ce
Bmg,sng(u) Bmg,sng (L{) Bmg,sng(u)
(5.60)
Jomelut? Yl Pl

b}

ce
Bms,sng (M) Bm,xﬁ(”)
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and similarly

Jo sal1P [ snelut ™ Pl
+ 5.61
Bmg,sng(u) B Bmg,sng (L{) Sce Br‘n,sr’t(u) ( )
Now, from equations (5.60),(5.61) together with (5.58) and (5.59) we get
B - mlut|P + |, saju”|P
Bm(zg) _k Bf(f; s L (L S)ea(n(s) + 00)), (5.62)
Then combining (5.55),(5.58),(5.59) and (5.62) we find that
@:(s) < ((@o(s) + 0(9)) + ce(@o(s) + 00))) (1 + (1 + s)ce(@o(s) + 0(9))) -
Letting 6 — 0 we get
a:(s) — ap(s) < cs(&(z)(l +5) + @gp). (5.63)
In a similar way, interchanging the roles of &, and @, we obtain
do(s) — @s(s) < ce(@ (1 + s) + a,). (5.64)

From (5.63) and (5.64) we arrive at
|@0(s) = @x(s)] < ca(l + 5) max{do(s)’, @e(s)’}.
Now, using Lemma 3.1,
las(s) — ao(s)| < c(1 + 5)7(s)°e,
where ¢ is a constant independent of € and s, and 7(s) is given by (3.22). Here, Lemma 3.1 holds in
the Neumann case, but now we have

a(s) < min{m-", nZ Yo7 (s), B(s) < min{m=", n=" o s7(s)

where u, is the second eigenvalue of the p—Laplacian equation on Q with Neumann boundary
conditions. From the convergence of a. and (1.5) there follow the convergence of 8. and of the
whole curve.

Proof. [Proof of Theorem 4.1]. Since Theorem 3.2 holds for functions belonging to W!-?(Q) with Q
being any bounded domain in R", this proof is analogous to that of Theorem 2.1.
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