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CONTINUITY AND DISCONTINUITY
OF THE BOUNDARY LAYER TAIL

BY WiLrLiam M. FELDMAN aAnND InwonN C. KIM

ABSTRACT. — We investigate the continuity properties of the homogenized boundary data g for
oscillating Dirichlet boundary data problems. The homogenized boundary condition arises as the
boundary layer tail of a problem set in a half-space. The continuity properties of this boundary layer
tail depending on the normal direction of the half space play an important role in the homogenization
process in general bounded domains. We show that, for a generic non-rotation-invariant operator
and boundary data, g is discontinuous at every rational direction. In particular this implies that the
continuity condition of Choi and Kim [16] is essentially sharp. On the other hand, when the condition
of [16] holds, we show a Holder modulus of continuity for g. When the operator is linear we show that
gis Hélder-% up to a logarithmic factor. The proofs are based on a new geometric observation on
the limiting behavior of g at rational directions, reducing to a class of two dimensional problems for
projections of the homogenized operator.

REsuME. — Nous étudions les propriétés de continuité des données sur les bords homogénéisées
g pour des problémes de Dirichlet avec des données oscillantes. La condition au bord homogénéisée
se pose comme la queue de la couche limite d’un probléme posé dans un demi-espace. Les propriétés
de cette queue de la couche limite en fonction de la direction normale du demi-espace jouent un role
important dans le processus d’homogénéisation dans des domaines bornés généraux. Nous montrons
que, pour un opérateur non-rotation invariant générique et les données au bord, g est discontinu
a chaque direction rationnelle. En particulier, cela implique que la condition de continuité de Choi
et Kim [16] est essentiellement sharp. D’autre part, lorsque la condition de [16] est satisfaite, nous
montrons un module de continuité Holder pour g. Lorsque ’opérateur est linéaire, nous montrons que
gest %—Ht’)lder jusqu’a un facteur logarithmique. Les preuves sont basées sur une nouvelle observation
géométrique sur le comportement limite de g dans des directions rationnelles, ce qui réduit a une classe
de problemes deux dimensionnelles pour les projections de I'opérateur homogénéisé.

0012-9593/04/© 2017 Société Mathématique de France. Tous droits réservés doi:10.24033/asens.2338
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1018 W. M. FELDMAN AND I. C. KIM

1. Introduction

To motivate the questions considered in this paper, let us start by discussing the homoge-
nization of oscillating Dirichlet boundary data problems,

F(D%uf,%) =0 in U

1.1
(D u® =g(3) on dU.

Here F (M, y) is uniformly elliptic and positively 1-homogeneous in M, g(y) is continuous,
and both are Z4-periodic in y. In the linear case we are considering operators of the form
F(M,y) = =Tr(A(y)M) with 1 < A(y) < A and Z¢-periodic in y. There is no problem to
include a large scale x dependence in g but we omit it here for clarity.

This type of problem has a singular behavior near boundary points x with inward normal
direction v, aligned with a Z4-lattice vector, called rational directions. In order to mitigate
the effects of the singularities the bounded domain U < R? is typically assumed to be
uniformly convex, although more general assumptions which rule out large flat portions
of dU are also be sufficient for the results discussed below, see [19, 16]. In such domains it
is known due to Feldman [19] that there exists g : S?~! — R, continuous at irrational
directions, so that u® converges to u locally uniformly in U where u is the unique solution
of,

F(D%*u)=0in U

(12 % =3g(y) on U,

where, again, v, is the inward normal of U at x € dU. Similar results have been obtained
for linear divergence form equations starting with the work of Gérard-Varet and Masmoudi
[21, 22] and continued by several authors [28, 2, 3, 4].

In this paper we study the continuity properties of the homogenized boundary data g by
investigating the associated cell problem (1.4). Besides being a natural question on its own,
continuity properties of g play an important role in obtaining rates of convergence for (1.2).
In fact, if we could obtain Lipschitz continuity of g for the linear problem then we could also
obtain an optimal rate of convergence that matches the rate for Laplacian operator. To our
knowledge this particular connection has not been written down explicitly in the literature,
however it is implicit in the methods used in several works [21, 22, 20]. Let us point out that
the typical strategy to study homogenization of (1.1) is by ensuring that the impact coming
from singular boundary points are negligible: this is because in the linear case zero measure
sets are not seen by the Poisson kernel, and in the nonlinear case an analogous argument
applies for boundary sets of small Hausdorff dimension. In contrast, here we investigate the
behavior of g as v, approaches rational directions. In the linear case we show, interestingly,
that g extends continuously to the rational directions, and in the nonlinear case we show that
discontinuity is generic.

In the Neumann case the continuity of the corresponding g has been studied by Choi-
Kim-Lee and Choi-Kim [15, 16]. There it was shown that when the averaged operator F is
rotation invariant, homogenization holds and the homogenized boundary data is contin-
uous. Following these works [19] showed homogenization for general F in the Dirichlet
setting, due to the new observation that (1.2) has a unique solution if the discontinuity

4¢ SERIE - TOME 50 — 2017 — N° 4



CONTINUITY OF BOUNDARY LAYER TAIL 1019

set of g(vx) on dU has sufficiently small Hausdorff dimension. This brings up the natural
question of whether the homogenized boundary condition could in fact be discontinuous
when F is not rotation-invariant. Our main results are (i) an explicit estimate on the mode of
continuity for g when F is rotation invariant or linear, (ii) when F is not rotation invariant
or linear, g is ‘generically’ discontinuous at every boundary point with rational normal
direction (see Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.4). These results seem to be new even in the
linear case.

We expect our main results in this paper to hold with parallel proofs in both the Dirichlet
and Neumann case. On the other hand we hope to keep our illustration simple so that our
main ideas are presented clearly. For this reason we will only discuss the Dirichlet problem,
even though our arguments build on the framework introduced for the Neumann problem
in [16]. We leave the task of proving parallel results for the Neumann problem, including the
general homogenization results in [19], for the future work.

We proceed to give a more precise, but still informal, derivation of (1.4) from (1.2). We
begin by reminding the reader of the derivation of the cell problem determining g. We
consider a rescaling of the solution u® of (1.1) near a boundary point xo € dU with unit
inner normal vy,

v (y) = u’(xo + &y).
The limit of v®(Rvy,) as R — oo and ¢ — 0, if it exists, will be the homogenized boundary
data g(vy,) as long as eR — 0. The behavior of v*® outside of the oscillating boundary layer
is the quantity of interest. To proceed with the analysis we inspect the equation solved by
the v®,

F(D?v%,y + e 1x9) =0 in & (U — xp)

(1.3)
vé = g(y + ¢ 'xo) on ¢ 1(dU — xp).

1 1

Since F and g are assumed to be Z¢ periodic in y, e 'xq can be replaced by 7, = & 'x
mod Z?. Note that along various subsequences 7, could converge to any v € [0, 1)?. This
motivates the definition of the cell problem. Let v € S9~1, ¢ € [0, 1)¢ and ¥ be a continuous
74 -periodic function and define v, . (:; (¥, F)) : P, — R to solve,

F(D?vy .,y +1)=01in P,:={y-v >0}

(1.4)
Uy =¥ (y+1) on 9dP,.

It is not too difficult to see, at least formally, that,

|08 () = Vuyy e (V38 (x0, )| = 0 as & — 0.
From this identification we can replace understanding g (v) with the easier problem of under-
standing the limit v, . (Rv) as R — oo for every t € [0, 1)?.

For irrational directions v the distribution of g on P, + tv is, in an appropriate sense,
invariant with respect to t. For this reason it was possible to show, in [15, 16, 19], that, for
irrational directions v, there exists a limit (v, ¥, F), the so-called boundary layer tail of v, .,
such that

(1.5) sup  sup vy (y + Rv;y) — (v, ¥, F)] > 0 as R — oo.
‘CE[O,])d y€IPy

ANNALES SCIENTIFIQUES DE L’ECOLE NORMALE SUPERIEURE



1020 W. M. FELDMAN AND I. C. KIM

Note that in the context of (1.1) and (1.2) we should define g(v) := (g, F,v). It was
further shown in [15, 16, 19] that g(v) : S~ \ RZ? — R is continuous, see Theorem 2.6.
Thus the remaining question is to understand the limiting behavior of g(v) as v converges to
a rational direction vy € S9~! N RZ4.

The rate of convergence in (1.5) degenerates at rational directions where, in fact, the
boundary layer tail does depend on 7. Indeed the rational directions v are the possible
discontinuity points of g. It turns out that the asymptotic behavior near the rational direc-
tions is actually quite structured and a more careful analysis is warranted. We will show that
there is a multi-scale homogenization occurring, near-boundary in the micro-scale and then
further away from the boundary in an intermediate scale, as irrational directions approach
a rational direction. This phenomenon, partially described previously in [16], leads to a
secondary homogenization problem associated with (1.4) with its own ‘cell problem’ and
‘effective operator’. This is far from obvious, and it will indeed be the main observation of
the paper. Let us attempt to give a heuristic derivation of the secondary homogenization
problem. The reader may wish to skip to the statement of the main results as the following
description is unavoidably somewhat technical.

We begin with a lattice point £ € Z? \ {0} and its associated unit direction é . We may
assume that £ is irreducible in the sense that the greatest common divisor of its entries
ged(&q, ..., &) is 1. A Z%-periodic ¥ on R? restricts to 0P to be periodic with respect to
a lattice on 0P with unit cell of size comparable to |&| (by the irreducibility). The limit
of vg o (y + Ré) as R — oo exists by the periodicity of the boundary data. Again we refer to
this limit as the boundary layer tail of vg o. The same argument applies to vg ; but unlike in
the case of irrational boundary normal, generically, the boundary layer tail of v , is not the
same as that of vg o unless (3P + t) mod Z? = 3P¢ mod Z?. We can concisely write down
the set of limit points as,

(1.6) meg(t; (¢, F)) = Rlim Vg tg(Rg; (¥, F)) whichis a %-periodic function on R.

Now consider an irrational direction v which is very close to g? . For a fixed yy € 0P, the
boundary 3P, is close to dPg + (yo é)é on a very large region of size ~ |v —§|_1 centered at yg
and so the respective cell problem solutions are also close in a smaller region (See Figure 1
in Section 4.1). This observation leads to the conclusion that, far from the boundary, v,
averages similarly to the following two-dimensional problem:

f(Dzw&n) =0 in PE
Wgy =me(y-n; (Y, F)) on 0P,

where 7 is the “approaching direction of v to £,” more precisely 5 is the unique unit
vector L & so that the geodesic on the unit sphere, leaving £ at time z = 0 with velocity —n,
reaches v before time t = 7.

(1.7)

The limit of the homogenized profile u(v, ¥, F) asv — g? can then be identified in terms
of the approaching direction 5. In other words we can show that for given v, F, & and
v approaching &, there is a directional limit L = Lg(n), with n the approaching direction
of v to é as defined above, such that

(1.8) (¥, F) — Le(n) — 0 as v — &.

4¢ SERIE - TOME 50 — 2017 — N° 4
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Precise statement of this result (stated quantitatively in Proposition 4.10) is the following:

THEOREM 1.1. — Let B € (0,1) and ¢ € COB(T?). For any &€ € 74 \ {0}, irreducible,
there exists a function Lg(-) = Lg (53, F) on unit vectors tangent to SV at & and a mode of
continuity, wig| g, such that the following holds:

@), ¥, F) = Le(v'(0)| < wjg, (v (@) —v(0)])
forany v 1 [0,1) = S?' q unit speed geodesic with v(0) = §

The first half of the paper is spent to rigorously justify this derivation of the secondary
cell problem and to obtain a quantitative estimate on the asymptotics of v, near rational
directions. When the effective operators Lg are constant for every rational direction the
quantitative estimates allow us to derive an explicit modulus of continuity for the homog-
enized boundary condition. From the previous arguments in [16] and [19] we know that
L are constant, for instance, when F is either rotation invariant or linear.

The characterization of the asymptotic behavior near rational directions described in (1.7)
and (1.8) also opens the possibility of proving discontinuity of x. One would just need to
show that Lg can be non-constant for some operator F, boundary condition ¥ and lattice
vector £ € Z4 \ {0}. This simplicity turns out to be somewhat deceptive, as the situations
where we can actually compute the boundary layer tail in (1.7) is when either the boundary
data is trivial or the operator is linear, and L¢ is constant in those cases. Another natural
case to consider is when the operators are extremal, but then they are rotation invariant and
thus L¢ is constant, p is continuous. While it is difficult to come up with a specific example,
it turns out that a better point is to show that a generic operator and boundary data will
result in non-constant L. In fact we are able to argue that if Lg were to be constant, then
we would be able to find many nearby F’, ¥’ with Lé non-constant. The perturbation of the
operator is monotone and hence intrinsically nonlinear, and is designed to affect F in one
direction n L & while leaving another direction " L 7, £ unaffected. The existence of 5, n’
mutually orthogonal and orthogonal to £ requires d > 3, and we are only able to achieve the
desired perturbation of F when F = F is homogeneous. In fact, since the perturbations we
make are quite explicit, besides showing that discontinuity is a generic phenomenon one can
also generate specific examples of (v, F') where discontinuity of  occurs.

1.1. Main Results

The operators F (M, y) discussed below will be positively 1-homogeneous, uniformly
elliptic with ellipticity ratio A, and Z? periodic in y. When F is linear we will write
F(M,y) = —Tr(A(y)M).If we say that F is spatially homogeneous we mean that F = F has
no y dependence. For more details on these assumptions see Section 2.2.

First we state our result about continuity. More details can be found in Section 5, for the
improved estimate in the linear case see Section 7.

THEOREM 1.2. — Let d > 2 and F such that (i) the homogenized operator F is rotation
invariant or (i) F is linear. Then there exists « = a(A) € (0, 1) such that for any B € (0, 1),
Vv e COB(T9) and v,v' € S~ \ RZ? we have

.y, F) = p(' . F)| < C(d, A, BV [l co.sgay v — '[P/,

ANNALES SCIENTIFIQUES DE L’ECOLE NORMALE SUPERIEURE



1022 W. M. FELDMAN AND I. C. KIM

In case (ii) we have additionally,
.y, F) = p(' y, F)| < C(d., A, | All s ga) 1Yl o7 paylv —v'1Y4[1 + (log ‘,,_l—uq)3]-

For linear, divergence form systems a mode of continuity for w(-, ¥, F) is obtained by
Gérard-Varet and Masmoudi [22] on the set of Diophantine irrational directions. Our result
on the other hand is based on the mode of continuity near rational directions, and the
modulus of continuity we obtain is uniform on the entire sphere. In the linear case it may
be possible to combine these two results, but we do not pursue this here.

Next we state our result about discontinuity. The statement is not completely precise, see
Section 6 for the full details.

THEOREM 1.3. — For d > 3, there is a residual set (in the Baire category sense) of
continuous boundary conditions and spatially homogeneous nonlinear operators (¥, F) such that
W, ¥, F) does not extend continuously at any rational direction.

The following question is left open.

OPEN PROBLEM. — Does Theorem 1.3 hold when (1) F is taken to be inhomogeneous or
(i) d =2?

The argument used in the proof of Theorem 1.3 appears to be insufficient to address the
above questions, however we do believe that the theorem holds in both cases (i) and (ii).

The above results can be easily translated in terms of the original problem (1.2), since
2(x) = u(vy, g, F) for x € U with v, € S9! \ RZ4. The details can be found in [19].

COROLLARY 1.4. — Let U C R? be bounded uniformly convex domain, and let g be as given
in (1.2). Then the following holds:

(a) Suppose F is rotation invariant or linear, then the homogenized boundary data g(x)
extends to be Hélder continuous on U, with mode of continuity in vy as given in
Theorem 1.2.

(b) Let d > 3. Then there is a residual set of g and F in (1.1), in the sense of Theorem 1.3
such that g, and hence u as well, are discontinuous at every x € dU with vy a rational
direction.

1.2. Literature

There has been a surge of recent interest in the homogenization of oscillating boundary
conditions, both in the linear divergence form and nonlinear non-divergence form settings.
These works have much in common but there are some key differences which necessitate
differing approaches.

The problem is first addressed in the book of Benssoussan, Papanicolaou and Lions [12],
which considers linear divergence form operators with co-normal oscillating Neumann
boundary condition in general domains with no flat sides. The case of an oscillating Dirichlet
boundary condition remained mostly open for quite a long time. For linear, divergence form
systems recent progress began with the works of Gérard-Varet and Masmoudi [21, 22] where
they show homogenization of the oscillating Dirichlet boundary condition problem with
an explicit rate of convergence in L2Z(U). In that setting they show that the cell problem

4¢ SERIE - TOME 50 — 2017 — N° 4
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homogenizes at normal directions satisfying a Diophantine condition and that the rate of
convergence to the boundary layer tail is better than polynomial. Continuing this inves-
tigation, in the direction of improved rates of convergence, are the works of Aleksanyan,
Sjolin and Shahgholian [2, 3, 4]. They identify the expected optimal L? convergence rate
in general domains and obtain this rate under certain assumptions on the inhomogeneity
of the operator. In a slightly different direction is the work of Prange [28] which extends
the results of [21, 22] to include all irrational directions. He shows that the convergence
to the boundary layer tail can occur at an arbitrarily slow polynomial rate without the
Diophantine assumption. Perhaps the most relevant work to our paper is a recent result of
Aleksanyan [1] on the continuity of the homogenized boundary condition. He shows for
layered media, where the operator is independent of translations in the e; direction, that the
homogenized boundary condition is as regular as the boundary data ¢ away from a possible
singular set on x; = 0. Compared to his result, we do not rely on any structure assumption
on the operator, but on the other hand we obtain only Hélder—% continuity in the linear
case. It should be remarked that our result is in the non-divergence setting, nonetheless it
may be possible for our approach to carry over to the setting of linear systems.

Next we discuss the nonlinear, non-divergence form operators. For nonlinear operators
there are several significant differences from the linear case. Firstly, due to the blow up
procedure leading to the cell problem, the operators in the cell problem will always be
positively homogeneous and therefore non-smooth at 0 (or linear). This makes the cell
problem inherently impossible to linearize and so no regularity estimates better than C 1-#
(or C%# in the convex case) should be expected. On the other hand, higher regularity
seems to be essential to obtaining arbitrary polynomial rate of convergence to the boundary
layer tail at irrational directions as was done in the linear case by [22]. For these reasons
obtaining arbitrary polynomial rates of convergence for the cell problem seems quite difficult
if not impossible in the nonlinear case. The second problem, explicated for the first time in
this paper, is that the homogenized boundary condition can be discontinuous. For linear
operators a discontinuous boundary condition does not pose such a serious issue because,
by the Green’s function representation the interior values of the homogenized solution can
be estimated by measure theoretic norms of the homogenized boundary condition. In the
nonlinear case no such “boundary ABP” estimate is known and so the uniqueness and
stability of the homogenized problem is at issue (see [19] for a partial resolution to this
problem). In regards to the literature, most earlier works address the Neumann problem:
some special cases were discussed in Arisawa [5] in the half-space setting with periodic
boundary data, and also by Tanaka [29] using probabilistic methods. More general results
were proved later by Barles, Da Lio, Lions and Souganidis [10]. Only just recently the
full problem in general domains was considered by Choi, Kim [16] and Choi, Kim and
Lee [15], wherein they show continuity of the homogenized Neumann boundary condition
for rotationally invariant operators. For the Dirichlet problem Barles and Mironescu [11]
obtained homogenization in half-spaces for a general class of nonlinear operators. The full
problem in general domains was then considered by Feldman in [19]. The random case
was considered in Feldman, Kim and Souganidis [20]. We also mention the recent work by
Guillen and Schwab [23], where the half-space Neumann problem has been formulated as an
interior homogenization problem for nonlinear non-local operators.

ANNALES SCIENTIFIQUES DE L’ECOLE NORMALE SUPERIEURE
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1.3. Outline of the Paper

In Section 2 we start with notations and preliminary results to be used later in the paper. In
Section 3 we prove the exponential rate of convergence for the half-space cell problem, when
the boundary data is periodic on the boundary. While the proof is relatively straightforward,
our result appears to be new for nonlinear operators. In Section 4 we investigate the behavior
of the homogenized boundary condition w(v, ¥, F) as v approaches a rational direction §
with & € Z¢ \ {0}. We derive a second boundary homogenization problem that governs the
directional limits as v approaches é In Section 5 we prove Theorem 1.2 as a consequence
of estimates in Section 4 and the Dirichlet’s Theorem (Theorem 2.11). In Section 6 we show
that, when F is nonlinear, u is generically discontinuous (Theorem 1.3). Finally in Section 7
we show that when F is linear and v is sufficiently regular w(-, ¥, F) is Hélder-% continuous
up to logarithmic factors. In the appendix we prove an extension of the result in Section 3,
which we make use of in Section 7.

1.4. Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Charlie Smart and Jason Murphy for helpful discussions. We
would also like to thank the anonymous referees for their very detailed and thoughtful
comments which have helped very much to improve the presentation of the paper. Finally we
would like to thank the hospitality of the Institut Mittag-Leffler where part of this research
was conducted. Both authors are supported in part by NSF grant DMS-1300445.

2. Preliminaries

This section contains notational conventions, fixing of the assumptions on the pde oper-
ators, statements of previously known results, and proofs of several technical lemmas. The
material here will be used throughout the paper and we suggest that the reader refer back as
needed to this section rather than begin a careful reading here.

2.1. Notation

We denote the half space with inner normal v by P, = {y : y - v > 0}. For a vector
e € R?\ {0}, é is the unit vector in the same direction é = |e|~e. We will occasionally need
to project a vector e onto the orthogonal complement of another vector f € R¢, this we
denote,

[yie =e—(e-f)f.

We say that a constant C > 0 is universal if it depends only on the ellipticity ratio A and the
dimension d. These constants may change from line to line without comment. If we need to
refer to a specific universal constant which is not changing between lines we may call it Cy
or Cy. For two quantities A, B we write A < B if A < CB for a universal constant C. If
C additionally depends on a parameter b which is not universal then we will write A <; B.

We will work with the function spaces of Holder continuous functions C*#(X) for
keNU{0} and 8 € (0,1] with (X,d) a complete separable metric space. Most often
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X = T" = R" mod Z" with metric inherited from Euclidean distance on R”. We will
repeatedly use the Holder semi-norm and norm for 8 € (0, 1], fora¢ : X — R,
|p(x) — P(y)]
|plco.sxy = sup —————2— and [||cosx) = sup [@(xX)| + [Plco.s(x)-
P x#yeX d(x’ y)ﬂ P xeX o)

On R” (or T") the norms for the higher order Holder spaces are defined inductively for k > 1
and g € (0, 1] by,
¢l crpgny = ll¢lcr—ti1qny + 1D*plcosgn.-

2.2. Uniformly elliptic operators and viscosity solutions

We will work in the class of fully nonlinear uniformly elliptic equations. Let o} 4,4 be the
class of d x d real symmetric matrices. For F : oM 54 — R we say F is uniformly elliptic if
there exist 0 < A < A so that,

2.1) ATr(N) < F(M)—F(M + N) < ATr(N) forall M, N € Myxq With N > 0.
Lastly we define the class of uniformly elliptic operators,
San =1{F 1 Mixa — R:(2.1)holds }.

We will assume the following on F.

(i) Thereissome A > 0so that F(-,y) € &4 forally € T<.

(ii) F is Lipschitz continuous in y,

|[F(M,y) = F(M,z)| = C(1 + [IM|)]y —zI.
(iii) F is positively 1-homogeneous,
F(M,y)=tF(M,y) forall t > 0.

We note that under the above assumptions F'(M, y) is in fact an Isaacs operator arising from
differential games (see for instance [13]),

F(M,y) = inf sup —Tr(4%°(y)M) with 1 < 49®(y) < A.
ae@j@beﬂ

Next we recall the Pucci extremal operators associated with the ellipticity class §' A,
whose basic properties can be found in the book [13]:

PraM) i= AZ¢m0ei + AZe, <0¢; and P 5 (M) 1= AZ¢,50e; + AZe, <oe;.

Here ¢;’s denote the eigenvalues of M. The Pucci operators govern the worst possible
behavior for viscosity solutions of F(D?u, y) = 0 with F € §’3 5. More precisely note that
forany M, N € o#?*? and any x € R" we have

(2.2) ~ PT(M —N) < F(M,y)— F(N,y) < - (M — N).

Itisnot too difficult to check that the weak maximum principle holds for uniformly elliptic
equations, the more difficult thing is the comparison principle. The following lemma, proved
based the method of sup and inf-convolutions originally used by Jensen [24], shows that for
uniformly elliptic nonlinear equations comparison principle for F follows from maximum
principle for the Pucci operators.

ANNALES SCIENTIFIQUES DE L’ECOLE NORMALE SUPERIEURE



1026 W. M. FELDMAN AND I. C. KIM

LEMMA 2.1. — Let Q be a domain in R", and let F € & (A, A) satisfy (i). Let u and v
satisfy, in the viscosity sense,

F(D?u,y) < F(D?v,y)inQ.
Then w = u — v satisfies, in the viscosity sense, —(@;A (D?w) < 0 and —JDZ,A (D?w) >0

in Q.

In addition to the role they play in the above lemma, the Pucci operators are useful because
regularity results hold uniformly in the ellipticity class & (A, A). The following result is from
the book of Caffarelli and Cabré [13]:

LEMMA 2.2. — Let F € &'(A, A), and let u be a continuous viscosity solution of
—PT(D*u) <0and — P~ (D*u) > 0 in B,(0).
Then for every a € (0, 1) there exists C = C(A, A,n,a) > 0 such that
uew —u)l _ .1

< sup  u(x).
X,y€B,/2(x0) |x - y|a

re x€By(xo0)

Now given Lemma 2.1 we can discuss uniqueness/comparison principle in bounded
domains and half spaces. To start let us consider a given bounded domain U C R” with a
smooth boundary and a continuous boundary data g : dU — R. For an operator F which
satisfies above assumptions (i)—(iii),

F(D?u,y) =0 in U,

3) u=g() on JU.

We refer to [13, 17] for existence and uniqueness of viscosity solutions of (2.3), which is
based on the following comparison principle.

LeEmMmaA 2.3 (Comparison principle). — Let uy, up be viscosity sub- and supersolutions
of (2.3) with boundary data g, < g,. Then
Uiy <u, in U.

As for our cell problem (1.4) posed in the half-space, we will be using the following
comparison principle for bounded viscosity solutions.

LEMMA 2.4 (Lemma 2.9, [19]). — Suppose that U = P, a half space with inward normal
ve S Let g1, g2 € C*(R") bounded and uy, u, be bounded sub and supersolutions of (2.3)
with Dirichlet date g and g, respectively, then

Uy <u, in U.

A similar result will hold for sub/super solutions with sublinear growth, as one can easily
check there is non-uniqueness once one allows for linear growth.
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2.3. Regularity in Two Dimensions

Ind > 3itis not known in general whether the solutions of fully nonlinear uniformly
elliptic equations are smooth, examples of non-classical viscosity solutions in high dimen-
sions (d > 12) have been given by Nadirashvili and Vladut [25, 26] . On the other hand
in d = 2 it is a classical result of Nirenberg [27] that solutions are C2* for a small o. We
will be able to use this result because the asymptotics near rational directions of the homog-
enized boundary condition in any dimension naturally turn out to be determined by a two-
dimensional problem. We state the result using more modern terminology, but our statement
follows easily from Nirenberg’s theorem in [27].

THEOREM 2.5 (Nirenberg). — There exists a(A) € (0,1) and C(A) >0 so that if
u : By — Risaviscosity solution of F(D*u) = f in By for some F € Sy p and f € C%B(By)
then for « = min{ayg, B},

||D2”||c0va(31/2) = C(A)[%S]CM + 1 fllco.sem))l-

2.4. Results from Homogenization Theory

First we describe the results obtained in [19] regarding the cell problem, the Neumann
counterpart isin [16, 15]. Let v, ¢ (; (¥, F)) solve the cell problem (1.4). The following result
says that, when v is irrational, v, ; has a limit as y - v — oo and the limit is independent of .

THEOREM 2.6 (Theorem 1.2 of [19]). — Forv € S4~'\RZ? there exists (v, ¥, F), called
the boundary layer tail or homogenized boundary condition, such that,

sup  sup |vy(y + Rv)—u| -0 as R — oo.
7€[0,1)4 y€P,

Moreover ju(-, . F) is continuous on S~ \ RZ4.

We will also need a rate of interior homogenization. In general this can be derived by the
same methods used by Caffarelli-Souganidis [14] (also see Armstrong-Smart [6]). However
in this paper we will only require an interior homogenization rate in the special situation
where the solution of the homogenized problem in consideration is C2%0 due to our two
dimensional reduction and Theorem 2.5. In this case it is straightforward to obtain a rate of
convergence, so we provide the proof.

For v € §9~! and R > 0, we consider the homogenization problem,

(2.4)
F(D*uf,%¥)=01in 0<x-v<R F(D*)=0in 0<x-v<R

which homogenizes to {
ué = g(x) on x-v € {0, R} u=g(x) on x-ve{0, R}

where we are considering g : R — R to be bounded and continuous. Suppose g satisfies
2.5) g(x) = go(x - n,x - v) for some unit vector L v and some gy : R> — R.

Then by uniqueness u(x + t{) = u(x) for any ¢ L span{v, n}. In particular u(zv + sn)
actually solves a fully nonlinear uniformly elliptic problem in d = 2 and hence has interior
C?%%0 estimates by Theorem 2.5.
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We recall, for example from Evans [18], that for each M € oM .4 there is a unique
constant F (M) and a unique (modulo constants) Z¢-periodic bounded solution v(y; M) of

(2.6) F(M + D*v,y) = F(M) in R?,
satisfying ||v(-; M)||Lec < C(A,d)||M||. Again from [18], F turns out to be uniformly elliptic
with the same ellipticity ratio A as F(M, y).
THEOREM 2.7. — Letu®,u, g be as given in (2.4) and (2.5). There exists 0 < a(A) < 1 such
that for any B € (0, 1) and any R > 0,
sup |uf(x) —u(x)| < C(A.d)( osc g+ R’3|g|co.ﬁ)(R_1e)°‘ﬁ.
x-ve{0,R}

0<x-v<R

Proof. — After rescaling we may assume that R = landU = {0 < x-v < 1}.
Let § € (0, [|gllco.8(9uy] to be chosen later and % solve

F(D*’)y=68 in U
(2.7) »
u’ = g(x) on JU.

We claim that
sup [’ —u| < 46.
U

To prove this we look at w = 7’ — 7 which, by Lemma 2.1, is a solution of

— P A(D?w) <8 < — P A (D*w) in U withw = 0 on dU.
Comparing with 0 implies w > 0 and, for the other direction, let ¢p(x) = ‘% % —(x-v— %)2),
then — CG/D;F,A (D?%¢p) = § with ¢ > 0 on U, so comparison principle implies w < ¢ < % inU.
We will construct a supersolution barrier function based on #® to compare with u® away
from the boundary. We begin by collecting uniform estimates on w. Let1 > h > 0to be
chosen small and call Uy, = {x : d(x,dU) > h}. By the C%# estimates up to the boundary—

see Lemma 2.11 of Feldman or combine Lemma 2.2 above with Lemma 2.8 below—for
both u and u® at unit scale,

17l co.s @y + [u€lco.wy < Cllgllcospu) + ) < Cliglcospu).

where we have used that § < ||g|¢o.5(yy)- Moreover, due to Theorem 2.5 we have

ID*W ()] < C(™ ose T +8) < ChP2|lgllcos for x € U
n(x

where we have also used again § < ||g||co.5¢5r) and h#=2 > 1. Similarly from Theorem 2.5,
| D% ()| oo,y = CHP~H gl cos.
Note that for x € U \ U}, there is y € U with |y — x| < h and thus
7 (x) = ut ()] < [ () = gW)] + [u*(x) = )] = Cliglco.suyh’

We wish to show that, in fact, the maximum of u®(x) — #’ (x) in U is obtained in U \ Uj.
Suppose otherwise, then there exists xo € Uy, such that

(2.8) Ut (xo) — 1 (x0) = ml?x(us —u).
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In particular K (x) + uf(xo) — TR (xo) touches u® from above at x¢. Let us define the barrier
function

¢°(x) = u® (xo) + D (xo) - (x = x0) + 3 (x = x0) - DX’ (x0) (x = o) + £v(¥; D*W’ (x0)) + 5| — xo [,
where v is the corrector given in (2.6). Note that
(2.9) [¢° (x0) = u (x0)| < Coll D*W’ oo (e

One can verify that, using the uniform ellipticity and the definition of the corrector,

F(D?¢°(x). %) = F(D*0’ (x0)) = > 0.
Let us choose
2 1
r = min[e>70 (|| D*%%|| oo 1) /| D%’ | co.o (g7, 770 .

We claim that, for § sufficiently small and Cy from (2.9),

(2.10) ¢°(x) > u(x) + 2Co|| D@ || Loo(u,)e? on 3B, (xp).

The comparison principle then would yield that the same inequality holds in B, (xp), yielding
a contradiction to (2.9). We now verify that § can be chosen so that (2.10) holds. Using (2.8)
we have

¢°(x) = u*(x) + S5 |x — x0|* = C[| D*8’ || Loou,)&” — C| D8’ | co.ag (g7, X — o[ T2,
we have chosen r above so that the last two terms are of the same size on dB,(xg). Thus,
evaluating this on 0B, (xo) we have
E(r) > 1€ 8 7¥ag (|| D230 Db Fao — Cy || D2 2
P°(x) Z u'(x) + 35> (| DU || Loo(),) /I D7U° [ oo ) *T*0 — Cil| DU || Loo(uy) &

Now suppose r < h and let us choose

2«
.11 § < C|lgllco.s max{e>ao pB=C+a0) pp=42)

then due to the regularity estimates on #® given above we arrive at (2.10). If » = h then
§ = MhP~4&2 to get the same contradiction. By a parallel argument we can show that the
same choice of § will result in the minimum of u®(x) — w’ (x) occurring in U \ Uy,

Now we put together the bounds obtained above. Since the maximum and minimum
of w® — u® are achieved in U \ U}, for § as above,

sup |7 — u®| <sup|u—u’| + sup |@® —u’| < CS§+ C||g||co,ﬁhﬂ.
U U U\U,

Using § as chosen in (2.11),
2aq
sup [ — u®| < C||g|lco.s (70 Bf=@Fa0) L pB=4g2 L By,
U

2a0
choosing h = ¢ we arrive a
By ch: h C+ag)? t
ﬂ 2a0
sup |[u —uf| < Cllgllcose @teo?”. O
U
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2.5. Continuity up to the Boundary

We will use the following result repeatedly in what follows. It is a fundamental technical
tool used in estimating the difference between cell problem solutions in nearby half-spaces.
The result addresses the continuity-up-to-the boundary for solutions of the Dirichlet
problem, but it can be also viewed as a localization result.

LEMMA 2.8. — Suppose that o : [0, 00) — [0, 00) is a modulus of continuity and u < w(1)
satisfies,

~ P a(D2u) <0 in BiNK

u(x) < o(|x|) on 9(B; N K),
where K is any set satisfying 0 € 0K and Bi N K C BIJr . Then there is a modulus & depending
on A, d and w such that

u(x) < C(A,d)w(|x]) in By N K.
If o(r) = rB for some B € (0,1) then @(r) = C(A.d, B)rb.

For us K will either be the upper half space P,, or an intersection of two half-spaces
(see Lemma 4.4). Because it is not obvious how to calculate @ for general w we will work
with Holder continuous boundary conditions throughout the paper so that we get explicit
estimates. The generalizations to arbitrary w present only notational difficulties.

Proof. — By rescaling, without loss w(1) = 1. The proof is quite analogous to the
standard barrier method for boundary continuity for harmonic functions, we just need to
work with the Pucci operator instead of the Laplacian. Let ¢ be a positive, smooth function
in BlJr satisfying

~P{A(D?*¢) >0 in BiNK

and ¢(x) < Co(A,d)|x| in By N K.
6= 1 on 9B, N K ¢(x) < Co(A,d)|x| 1

For example one can choose ¢ to be a rescaled translation of the downward pointing funda-
mental solution for the Pucci operator,

d(x) = L(1 — |x + eq|" 2@ D) with L =( min |1 —|x +eq|' 2@ D7,

|x|=1,x4>0

which one can check is actually a smooth solution of — (_F/);r A(D%¢) = 0 except at x = —e,.
For each r > 0 and an M > 1 to be chosen large consider the barrier,

¢r(x) = @(Mr) + (_sup u)1p((Mr)~'x).

ByprrNK

Then ¢, (x) > (supg,,,nx ¥) = u on By, N K and
¢r(x) = w(Mr) > w(|x|) > u(x) on 0K N By,

since w is monotone. By comparison principle u < ¢, in By, N K and therefore it follows
that

(2.12) (sup u(x))+ <@(Mr)+( sup w)y sup Glg) < oMr)+( sup u) 50,
B,NK

BrrNK xeBNK BrrNK
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where we have used that ¢(x) < Cy|x| for the second inequality. To get a modulus of
continuity, let & > 0, choose M > 2¢71Cy and then choose r sufficiently small to make
the right hand side in (2.12) less than or equal to e.

On the other hand, since the argument is valid for every r > 0, applying the estimate
repeatedly up until M*T1r > 1,

n—1
sup u(x) < Y w(M7r)(§2) " + (sup w) (5" "
BiNK

B,NK =

In case w(r) = r# for some B € (0, 1), choose M'~# = 2Cy (A, d) so that

n—1
sup u(x) < MrP ZC({M‘(l—ﬂ)f + ( sup u)+(M_(1_’3)C0)”_1M—(”—l)ﬂ
B:NK = B.NK
<2MrP + (sup u) 27"V M2 B
B1NK
< C'(Ad.B)(1+ (sup u)4)rP. -
B1NK

2.6. Some Number Theory

Lastly we present some elementary number theoretic results which we will make use of.
When v € RZ¢ is a rational direction then there is some minimal 7 = 7'(v) > 0 such that,

(2.13) (3P, 4+ Tv) mod Z¢ = 9P, .

LEMMA 2.9. — If§ € Z4 \ {0} is irreducible in the sense that ged(&,, ..., &) = 1 then,
T = 57"

Proof. — From Bézout’s identity there exists x € Z? so that £ - x = ged(§) = 1. Then
x-£E=§'andsox € BPé + éé. Thus,
1
1]

and so the two sets are the same. This shows that T(é) < El\’ for the other direction one just

0 € [0P; mod 2] N [(3P; + — &) mod 2],

needs to note that £ - x is an integer for every x € Z¢ so thatif & -x # Othen |§-x| > 1. O

LEMMA 2.10. — If &€ € 72 \ {0} then P is spanned by d — 1 vectors f7 € 74 with
L7 < 1§
Proof. — Without loss assume that |§;| = arg max|&| > 0 since & # 0. Then call,
1<i<d

forl<j<d-1,
f7 =Egej —Ejeq and from the definition [/ -£ = 0. O

Next we state a classical number theoretic result, the simultaneous version of Dirichlet’s
approximation theorem. The proof is by pigeon-hole principle.
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THEOREM 2.11. — For given real numbers ay,...,a, and N € N, there are integers
Plr-vos Pnrq € Zwithl <q < N such that

1
lga; — pi| < W

3. Asymptotics of Half-space Solutions with Periodic Boundary Conditions

Here we consider the convergence rate for homogenization of half-space problems. First
consider the solution v of the following problem in a half-space,
F(D?v,y) = f(y) in Pe,,
v=2¢() on dP,,.

We assume that F, f and ¢ are periodic with respect to linearly independent translations
Ly,...Lg—1 € 0P, . We define the lattice of periodicity and its unit cell,

3.1)

d—1
7= {z rz=) kilj. kj € Z}, 0= {Zx,-e,- A €[0,1)}, and L := diam(Q).
j=1
In this section we will only consider the case f = 0 for the simplicity of presentation. The
proof of Lemma 3.1 for the general case f # 0, which is needed in Section 7, is presented in
the appendix. The calculations are rather delicate, since for later usage it will be important
for us to keep track of the dependence on the unit cell size L.

The following lemma states that the rate of convergence to the homogenized boundary
condition will be exponentially fast depending on L and universal constants. This result
is originally due to Tartar [30] for linear divergence form operators. To the best of our
knowledge the result is new for nonlinear operators. The proof is an iterative argument using
the Z-periodicity of the solution and the interior oscillation decay from Harnack inequality.

LEMMA 3.1. — There exist (¢, F) and co(A,d) > 0 such that,
sup [v(y) — ul < C(A.d)(0sc$) exp(—coL ' R),
yeq=R
and this estimate gives the optimal rate up to the determination of cy.
Proof. — By rescaling we may assume without loss that osc¢ = 1. Leta(d, A) € (0, 1) be

the Holder continuity exponent and Co (A, d) the constant in the interior Holder estimate for
the maximal class (see [13]). For r > CO1 /[ we claim that

(3.2) osc v <CKL/H¥ foranyk e N.
P"d +kreg

Supposing that this result holds, let kK = [R/r] to obtain

Col®
osc v< osc v<=<expl|klog .
Pe, +Rey Pe, tkreq r¢

When we choose r = ¢C, /%[ the estimate becomes

R
0sc <exp|—| ———— <Cexp(—cR/L
Ped+R€dv - p( |:€C01/aL:|) - p( ¢ / )
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with C = eand ¢ = e71Cy /.
It remains to prove (3.2) by induction. For k = 0 (3.2) follows from the maximum
principle. Assuming (3.2) for k, we prove it for k + 1. Note that
v (y) = Co*r L™ v(y + kreq)

satisfies F(-,y + kreg) = 0in P, with boundary data ¢;(y) = C(;kr"‘kL_"‘kv(y + keg).
Both the operator and the boundary data are periodic with respect to (£; )}i:_ll translations by
uniqueness, and osc ¢ < 1 by the inductive hypothesis. Then by the interior Holder estimate
in Br (red)9

|Uk|C°‘(Br/2(red)) <Cor™® andso osc v < C()(L/V)a,
Q+red

where we have used r > 2L so that Q C B,/(0). On the other hand v is periodic

on 0P, , + rey with respect to the translations ({; );.1;11 and periodicity cell Q. Therefore

osc v < osc v <Co(L/r)¥,
Pgd +rey and +reg

where we have again used maximum principle for the first inequality. Rewriting this in terms
of v,

osc v=Cy(L/n™ osc v = Coti(L/r*rDe
Pe,+(k+1rey Peytreq

This completes the inductive proof.

Lastly to show that the rate is optimal we take F = —A and ¢ = cos 2”% Then v(y) can
be explicitly computed using separation of variables as

v(y) = cos(Z2L) exp(—3F y2).

Plugging in y; = 0 and y, = R completes the proof since evidently 4 = 0 in this case. [
We will need a slight variant of Lemma 3.1 when the operator does not share the peri-
odicity cell of the boundary data but its oscillations are at a smaller scale (see the proof of

Proposition 4.3). We no longer assume that F shares the periodicity lattice of ¢ and instead
we suppose that there is 0 < ¢ < L such that,

(3.3) forevery y € 0P, thereis y’ with |y — y’'| <eand F(M,-+ y') = F(M,-)in P,,.
LEMMA 3.2. — Let ¢, v and L as given in Lemma 3.1 and F satisfies (3.3). Then there exists
C, ¢ > 0 depending only on A, d such that,

osc v(Reg + y) < C[(oscp)exp(—cL™'R) + wy(e)].

yEBPed

Here w, is the modulus of continuity of v at points of 0P, ,,

wy(r) :=sup{lv(y) —v(Y)|:y € 0Pe,,y" € Pe, and |y —y'| <r}.
Note that by Lemma 2.8 we have, for any 8 € (0, 1), wy(e) < C(A,d, ﬂ)l|¢||c0,ﬁ8ﬁ.
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Proof. — The proof is a minor modification of the proof of Lemma 3.1 and so we mainly
focus on the difference in the proof. We will prove that thereis « (A, d) € (0,1), Co(A,d) > 0
such that for r > (2Cy)'/®L

(3.4) osc v < CK(L/r)*(osc¢)+ Cowy(e) foranyk e N.
Pgd +kred

Following the proof of Lemma 3.1 we are done as long as we can show (3.4).

The proof of (3.4) is again by induction. We wish to show that (3.4) holds for all k.
Assuming that (3.4) holds up to k we prove for k + 1. Note that v (y) = v(y + krey) solves
the equation

Fr(D?vg,y) := F(D?vi,y + kreg) =0 in P,

with boundary data ¢5(y) = vr—_1(y + reg). Note that Fj satisfies the same assumption
as F. By the interior oscillation decay for the ellipticity class, there exists a universal constant
C; > 1 such that

osc v <Ci(L/r)* osc ¢y foranyl e Z.
L+Q0+rey BPed

For an arbitrary y € dP,, let{ € Zsuchthaty e £ + Q,
luk(y +req) —vi(req)| <2 osc v + vk (£ +req) —vi(reg)|
L+Q+rey
(3.5) <2Cqy(L/r)* osc dr + v + reg) — vi(reg)|.
ed
The second term on the right hand side above appears since vg is no longer periodic. By the

assumption on F thereis ¢’ € P,, with |’ —{| < eand F(M,-+{') = F(M,-) in P,, for
all symmetric matrices M. Therefore we can estimate,

lu (€ +req) — vi(req)| < [vi (€ +req) — v (€' +reg)| + [ve (' + req) — v (regq)|.
The first term can be estimated by,

(3.6) loe (€ 4 req) — v (€ + req)| < Co(|€—L'|/r)" gsc P

€d

For the second term it suffices to bound w(y) = v(y +{’)—v(y) in P,,. From the invariance
of the operator F under translation by £’ and Lemma 2.1, w is a viscosity solution of

;F,A(Dzw) <0< -—PA(D*w) in P,.

Using the periodicity of ¢ we have w(y) = v(y +{') —¢(y +£) on 0P,,. Then by maximum
principle and the definition of w,,

(3.7 supw| < sup [w| = sup [v(y + ') —¢(y + O] < wu (|t —C']).

Pgd 8P€d 3Ped

Plugging (3.6) and (3.7) into (3.5) and using |[£ — ¢'| < & < L we obtain,

(3.8 vk (v + req) — vi(rea)| < 3Co(L/r)* os¢ i + woe).
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We can conclude now since,

0SsC V= 0sC Vg
0P¢, +(k+1rey 0Pc, +req

<3C1(L/r)¥ osc ¢ + wg(e)
dPe,,

<3C,CEWL /) *HV osc dp + BCICE(L/)* + Dy (e)
< CEHY(L/r)FHD% o5c ¢ + Cowy (&)

where the last step holds if we choose Cy = 3Cy and r > 21/“LC01/°‘ since 1 < Cj. O

4. Asymptotics of half-space solutions near rational directions

In this section we study asymptotic behavior of half-space solutions as the normal direc-
tion v approaches a rational direction, é for some £ € Z4 \ {0}. Let us recall the solution Uy
of the cell problem (1.4) defined for a direction v € §9~1,at € R? and a continuous Z¢ -peri-
odic ¥ by,

F(D?vy;,y+1)=01in P,

(1.4
Uy =¥y +71) on dP,.
Due to Theorem 2.6, for irrational directions there exists a limit (v, ¥, F) such that,
4.1 sup sup |vy(y + Rv; (Y, F)) — u(w, ¥, F)| >0 as R — oo.
teRd y€dPy,

We are interested to understand the asymptotic behavior of w(v, ¥, F) as v approaches
a rational direction é for € € 22 \ {0}. The limiting behavior, it will turn out, depends on
the direction of tangential approach. The main result of this section (stated quantitatively in
Proposition 4.10) is the following:

THEOREM 4.1. — Let B € (0,1) and ¢ € C%B(T?). For any & € 74 \ {0}, irreducible,
there exists a function Lg(-) = Lg(; 4, F) on unit vectors tangent to SV at & and a mode of
continuity, wg g, such that the following holds:

@), ¥, F) — Le(v'(0)| < wjg (v () —v(0)])
forany v 1 [0,1) = S?' q unit speed geodesic with v(0) = é

The basic idea behind these asymptotics already appeared in [15, 16] for the Neumann
problem as a part of their proof that, when F is rotation invariant, (-, ¥, F) has a contin-
uous extension from the irrational directions to the entire unit sphere. The proof proceeds by
a series of reductions which will be carried out by a multi-scale homogenization argument.
Our analysis is a quantitative and improved version of the proof given in [16] in the following
sense. First we have tried to obtain optimal estimates at each stage of the argument. We do
this with the hope of clarifying the proof and of achieving improved quantitative results on
the continuity of u in the end. Secondly we introduce the directional limit L and observe
that L depends on a two-dimensional projected version of the problem (see Section 4.3). It is
for this reason that we are able to use Nirenberg’s two dimensional regularity result and the
corresponding interior homogenization result, Theorem 2.7. By this careful exposition we
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are able to obtain a precise characterization of the asymptotic behavior of u at rational direc-
tions and its dependence on the operator F and boundary data vr. With this characterization
we are able to understand both continuity and discontinuity, Sections 5 and 6 respectively,
in a unified way.

4.1. Step 1: Replacing the Boundary Condition at an Intermediate Scale
Let£ € Z4\{0} be irreducible and let v , solve (1.4) in Pg. By the results of Section 2.6 the
boundary data |, P is periodic with respect to a lattice on dP¢ with unit cell size < Cyl£|.

The result of the previous section implies that for each € R? there is a limit at infinity in the
& direction. The limit for z, 7’ € R4 is the same when 7, 7’ are both in 0Pg 41§ modulo 74 for
some ¢ € R. By Lemma 2.9 this is exactly when 7 - £ mod %Z =1/ & mod %‘Z. We define

me(t; (Y, F)) 1= Rh—r>noo vg £ (RE)
which is continuous, %-periodic on R. By definition we have
lim vg o (RE) = me(x - € (V. F)).
R—o0

Generally speaking mg inherits the up to the boundary regularity of the cell problem solu-
tions. In the general fully nonlinear case this is limited to C%!, but for linear operators the
result would hold for arbitrary C*¥#, see Section 7.

LemMA 4.2. — Ifyr is continuous with modulus o then mg(-; (W, F)) is continuous with the
new modulus @ from Lemma 2.8. In particular for g € (0, 1),

lme (5 (Y, F))lcos < C(A,d,B)IIY ||l co.s.

Moreover we also have,
lme(; (W, F)|lcon < C(A,d,B)|¥]crs.

The proof is a straightforward application of the boundary continuity estimates Lemma 2.8
combined with the definition of m¢, and is postponed till the end of this section. We drop
the dependence of mg on (v, F) as long as there is no ambiguity. Due to Lemma 3.1 of the
previous section,

Sup[v,() — me ()] = Close ) exp(—cR/[€]).
P§+R§‘

Let v € S9! be an irrational direction and u(v, ¥, F) the boundary layer tail of the cell
problem solutions v,, , (see Theorem 2.6 for the definition of 1t). Since the limit is independent
of 7 (from Theorem 2.6) we simply refer to v, = v, o when v is irrational. We consider the
asymptotics of (v, ¥, F) as v approaches g? .

When v # —£ there is a unique vector n L £ (see Figure 1) so that,

4.2) v = (cos [n)é — (sin |y with [n] = |v—&| + O(v - ).
It may be helpful, although it is not essential, to note that this is just the minus of the inverse

of the exponential map exp; : TéSd_1 — S9-1\ {—£} where Tng_l is the tangent
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v (y1) ~me(yo - €) = me(yo - 1)

. ~ MY =y
OP¢ + (yo - §)§ Yo y‘ I o

FIGURE 1. The appearance of mg at an intermediate distance from dP,.

space to S~ ! at é The goal of this section is to show that, after moving to the interior and
rescaling, the cell problem solution v, is very close, in terms of |v — é |, to weg , solving,
@.3) F(Dzwg,n, [7]7'y) =0 in Py

Wegp = me(y - 1) on 0P,
in their common domain of definition. We do not claim that (4.3) has a boundary layer tail.
Indeed the periodicity lattices of the boundary data and the operator may not be aligned. On
the other hand, by Lemma 3.2, it will almost have a limit up to an error small in |7| and this
will be sufficient for our purposes. More precisely we aim to prove:

PROPOSITION 4.3. — Let§& € Z4\{0}, irreducible, andv € ST~ \RZ? with |e—||v| < 1/2
then, for any B € (0, 1),

(v, Fop) —liminfuwg ; (RE: (9. F)) < C(A.d. B[ cosl§ — E1v]° log e
The parallel statement holds for the lim sup as well.

We remark that the result does not depend on the Holder continuity of v (any continuity
modulus for ¥ would yield an analogous result). Furthermore when v € C!-# the estimate
can be improved to

(v Fop) ~liminfuwg ; (RE: (9. F)) < C(A.d. )Y llcr.s € — []v] log e

Let us give a heuristic proof of Proposition 4.3, which is illustrated in Figure 1. Pick a
point yg € dP,. In a neighborhood of y, the boundary data v for v, is very close to that
of 1 restricted to 9P + (yo é)é This causes v, to be close to mg(yo - é) at yy := yo + R§
for R = 0(|§ — v|71). Next, observe that yq - é ~ Yo - 1], since é — n is almost v and yy is
perpendicular to v. But now, since 1 is perpendicular to &, we have yo-n = y1-n. Consequently
one can now say v, () is now close to mg(y-n) R-away from dP,, and this describes the near-
boundary homogenization for v,. Now taking mg(y - ) as the new boundary data for the
interior homogenization, we arrive at the interior problem (4.3) and Proposition 4.3.
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The actual proof is slightly more involved for technical reasons.

LEMMA 4.4. — Let £ € Z2 \ {0} be irreducible. For |€ — |E|v| < 1/2 and B € (0, 1) let us
define Ry := ¢~ !|€|log \S\Ii—é\' Then we have

sup [0y (Rov +y) = me (y E) < C(A.d, B)Y]cos € — Ev]P log ey
YEeory

We remark that the log term in above estimate can be improved slightly as may be noticed
from the proof.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. — We first show that for all R > 1,
SUp. [vu(Rv +3) = me(y - )| S (0sc ) exp(—cR/[E) + [¥lcos Ry = 17,
yE v

1
I€1|v—E|
(oscy) < |¥|cos. Fix yo € 0P, and we consider comparing v, with the solution w

of,

This will imply the desired result by choosing Ry = ¢~ '|£|log and using

F(D?*w, =0in P s
@.4) (D*w, y) ?n e+ Yo
w = Y(y) in 9Pt + yo.

Note that yg € 9P + (yo - é)é and therefore, using that v é >1/2,
(4.5) w(yo + Rv) =m(yo - )| < C(osey) exp (—c[§[ ™' R).
On the other hand for y € 9[(P¢ + yo) N P,] there exists y’ € dP¢ + yo such that
y =yl < v —Elly = yol.

and so by the Holder continuity of w up to the boundary,

w(y) = v < wk) —wO)| + v () =¥ < Cd. M)Y|cosv —EFly — yolf.
The same argument holds for v,, and by combining the two estimates we have

oo () = w()| < min{C|Ycoslv =P 1y = yol? oscy} for y € (P + yo) N Pl,

where the second term is from maximum principle, min ¥ < w, v, < max . Now we claim
that,
(4.6)
vo(7) = w)| < C(A.d. pymin{|y|coslv —EPly — yol’ .oscy} for y € (Pg + yo) N Py,

but this is just a rescaling of Lemma 2.8. In particular (4.6) combined with (4.5) implies,
|00 (Rv + yo) = m(yo - )| < [vu(Rv + yo) = w(Rv + yo)| + C|¥/|co.s RE|v — &P
< (oscy) exp(=cR/[E]) + [V |cos R |v = IF.

This was the desired estimate. O

Next we return to the proof of Proposition 4.3 from Lemma 4.4.
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Proof of Proposition 4.3. — By maximum principle in the domain P, + Rov Lemma 4.4
implies that,

@7 G+ Rov) —u)] S Wlcosl§l? v = £ log b for y € Py

where u solves
F(D?u,y) =0 in P,

u(y) = mg(y - €) = me(y - ,.€) on 9P,

where we recall that Hvlg = § — (é -v)v is the orthogonal projection onto dP,,. In particular
an estimate of the same form as (4.7) holds for the respective boundary layer tails. Call
no = I1,1 & and recall that we had defined 7 as

n:= —expéfl(v) defined so that v = (cos |n|)& — (sin |7])#.
From the definition of n we calculate,
o = M,1§ =&~ (- v)v = Gsin [7)*€ + (sin[n])(cos [,
and so,
Ino —nl < [sin |7 = [nll + [no — (sin |n))7]
< |sin[n| — [n]| + (sin[n]) v2(1 — cos [n])
< Inl*.
Now we rescale to i(z) = u(|n|~'z) which solves
F(D?i,|n|"'z) =0 in P,
ii(z) = mg(z - [n|""no) on 9Py,

and estimate the difference of % and wg , in their common domain P, N Pg. The aim is to
obtain an estimate on the difference of their respective boundary layer tails. From here the
proof will follow a familiar argument. From the estimates above and Lemma 4.2,

Ime(z - |~ 110) = me(z - )] < Imglcoslz|PnlP.
Using this we bound the difference it —wg , for z € 9(P, N P). First note that for z € 3P, N Pg
there is z’ € 0P with |z’ — z| = |z||n|. Therefore we have
|i#(2) — we 5 (2)] < |mg(z - [0l 10) = me(z - D] + [we, y(2) — me(z - )]
< Imglco.s|zP [11P + [wey(2) —me(@ - D] + Ime (& - 1) — me(z - )|
< Clmelcoslzlnl.
where the middle term in the second line is estimated using the continuity up to the
boundary of wg, from Lemma 2.8. Combining this with oscmg < |mg|co.s]&|~#, and
Img|cos < C(A,d)|¥|co.s we have
—PL Dl — wg ) <0 in P, NP
(it = wg p)(2) < C(A, d) Y| o min|z[P|v — €[, |£] 7P} on (P, N P).
Therefore by the rescaled version of Lemma 2.8,

(4.8) (RE) — we n(RE) < C(d, A, B)||cos RP |v — &P for any R > 0.
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At this stage we want to combine this estimate with the exponential convergence of it, wg , to

their respective boundary layer tails, but there is a minor technical issue that

F(M, |n|~'z) does not share the same periodicity lattice as m¢ (z-n). However, the conditions

of Lemma 3.2 do hold and the rate of convergence established in Lemma 3.2 combined with

(4.8) implies, for any R > 0,

lim sup i(R'§)~lim infwe  (R'€) < (oscme) exp(—c|§|R)+ Y| co.s R [v—E 1P + [0l |¥]cos.
/_)oo —>

A

Now we are free to minimize over R > 0, then plugging in |5| < |v — &| to obtain

lim sup ##(RE) — lim infwg , (RE) < C|¥|coslv — E|P log L.
R—00 R—oo 7’ [v—§|
Finally combining with (4.7) and the remark below it that the same estimate holds for the
boundary layer tails,

uw, v, F)— liminfwg,n(Ré) < C(A,d»ﬂ)|1/’|c0ﬁ|§|ﬂ|v - §|ﬂ log |g||;—§|'

A symmetric argument yields the same estimate for lim supg_, o wg,,,(Ré) —u, ¥, F). O

Proof of Lemma 4.2. — For the purposes of this proof it will be useful to work with a
slightly different definition of the cell problem solution. We call v¢ . (y) = vg . (y — ) which

now solves,

F(D?*P:,,y)=0in P

4.9) ~( Vg7, )) Imn Pg+r
Vg = Y (y) on 9P + 7.

Of course the boundary layer tail remains unchanged. The point is that the ¢ ; now solve
the same interior equation for all € R?, but in different domains. When 7 — ¢’ is small the
domains are close and we can combine the boundary continuity estimate of Lemma 2.8 with
comparison principle Lemma 2.4 to estimate the difference of the cell problem solutions, and
hence of their boundary layer tails as well. It suffices to estimate the continuity of mg att = 0.
Let B €(0,1),e >0andany y € 0P,

O ot (") = Te0(») = T _ 2 () =¥ ()
= T2 —ve_ (v —6) + Y (y =) =Y ()
<ef (sgp [1Ve,ellco.spey + ¥l co.s(ray)

< Cd. A BV cosray.

Then, by maximum principle the same estimate holds in P¢ and therefore,
me(—e) = me(0)] = lim |5, _,¢(RE) — b0 (RE)|
< Sup T _,(RE) — T o(RE)
3

< C(d. A, BV co.sxay-

Parallel arguments work for ¢ < 0. To get the Lipschitz estimate use the fact that

sup [|Ug,cllco.r(py = C(d, A, B)¥lic1.6(ra)y for any B > 0. O
T

4¢ SERIE - TOME 50 — 2017 — N° 4



CONTINUITY OF BOUNDARY LAYER TAIL 1041

4.2. Step 2: Interior Homogenization at the Intermediate Scale

From the reduction performed in the first step we are left to consider the following
problem. For an n L & with |n| > 0 small,

(4.10)
F(D*wgp, ) =0 in P, F(D*wg;) =0 in P,
(D7wes |”|)A £ which homogenizes to _( We,4) A mfg
Wy =me(y-7)  on P, We 5 = me(y-n) on dPg.

We wish to make this convergence quantitative so that we can get an estimate of the difference
between w(v, F, ¢) and boundary layer tail of the homogenized problem in (4.10).

At this stage it is useful to note that the homogenized solution wg 5 is actually two
dimensional. The key observation here is that since the boundary data only varies in the
i) direction and the homogenized operator is translation invariant, the solution wg 5 only
varies in the ﬁ,é directions. This is a simple consequence of uniqueness.

CLAIM. — Wg ;(x) only depends on x - £and x - .

We prove the claim only to emphasize the importance of passing from wg , to wg 5.

Proof. — Forany ¢ L/, € and ¢ € R note that W' = We 5(y + t¢) solves
F(D*W') =0 in Pg+¢ = P; with w'(y) = m((y +1¢)-7) =m(y-H) on 9Ps.

This is of course the same equation satisfied by we 5 so by the uniqueness of bounded
solutions

We (v +18) = we 5(y). O

In particular we have reduced to a situation where, by Nirenberg’s Theorem, the homog-
enized solution is C2%0 on the interior. By using the exponential rate of convergence to the
boundary layer tail established in Section 3 combined with Theorem 2.7 we are able to show,
up to a logarithmic factor, that the same rate of convergence holds for (4.10).

LEmMMA 4.5. — Let n L & with |n||§| < 1/2. Then there is a(A) € (0, 1) such that for any
p € (,1),

e (3) = W 39| < CA, )Y co.sray |E1PC7 0| (log r)

and, in particular, the same estimate holds between the boundary layer tail of W j; and
lim infr_, o0 we 5 (RE) or im supg_, o we 5 (RE).

Before we proceed with the proof we state a consequence of Proposition 4.3 and
Lemma 4.5.

LEMMA 4.6. — Let £ € 72 \ {0} irreducible and v an irrational direction with n = n(v) as
in (4.2). Then there is a(A) € (0, 1) such that for any B € (0, 1),

.y, F) = Jim g, (RE)| < C(A.d. B)[W|cosaay 61 0]
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Proof of Lemma 4.5. — We would like to apply Theorem 2.7 to prove the lemma, however
a modified argument is necessary since wg , and wg 5 are solutions in an entire half-space.
In order to replace with a homogenization problem in a bounded width strip we use that
We 5 (Ré ) converges with exponential rate to its boundary layer tail z and we ,, (Ré ), although
it does not quite have a boundary layer tail, converges with exponential rate to a neighbor-
hood of width small in |5| centered at any of its subsequential limits p (see Lemma 3.2).

Now we begin with the technical details of the proof. First recall that mg is %—periodic
on R. Therefore mg (y-7) is % -periodic on 9P in the direction 7} and constant in the directions
orthogonal to 7. Due to Lemma 4.2 we can estimate

osemg < [§]7 |melcos@) < CIEIP | ]cos.
and
Imelcows @y < 117D Imel o).
Next let u and f respectively denote any subsequential limit of we , (R§) and the limit
of wg 5(R§) as R — oo, and let a(A) be as given in Theorem 2.7. Then from Lemma 3.2 we
have

@.11)
e,y (¥) — | + [We.p () — T2 < Coscme) exp(—c|€|R)+ C|mg|coas|n|® for y € Pe+ RE.

We use (4.11) to restrict to a domain where we can use Theorem 2.7, then we simultaneously
are able to estimate u — it and wg , — Wg . Fix an R to be chosen and consider,

(4.12) ey () = wey () + Ry -E | @—w) + sup [|wey () — ] + [, () — 7]
9P +RE

Note that with this modification g, still solves the same equation as wg , in P¢ with the
same boundary condition on dP¢ but also

(4.13) Wey(y) > Wep(y) on dP + RE.
Now Theorem 2.7 implies that
(4.14) We,y (y) — We,y(v) < CUE[TP + REYRT ) Imel co.p -

Note that we are not quite applying Theorem 2.7 directly. To be precise we first solve the
equation F(D?u, h);_l) = 0 with boundary data matching wg, in 0 < y - é < R. By
comparison principle and the ordering (4.13) we know u < ¢ . On the other hand from
Theorem 2.7 we have the desired estimate for |u — wg ,|, combining these two steps we get
(4.14).

Rewriting (4.14) in terms of wg , using (4.11),

wé,n(y) - w&,n(y)
< (@R Y -E+ClY|coslElPIRT NN (1 + €| RP) +exp(—c||R) + £]*#|n|*#].

Let us choose R = 2(c|&|)~" log g to obtain

@15 W) —wen(») < @—WR 'y £+ ClYlcos &PV n|* (log ).
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This implies an estimate for ;& — u as well by evaluating for y € 9P + %Rg :
E—p < 3(@— )+ Clylcos &PV n|* (log o).

Here we have used (4.11) to estimate yu — wg,, and & —wg , on 3P + %Rg, the error is of the
same order as in (4.15) so we combined terms. Rearranging the last inequality and making
a similar argument for the lower bound, we conclude that

(4.16) 7 — 1l < Cl¥lcos§1PC 0| (log ).
But now we can plug (4.16) back into (4.15) and obtain forany 0 < y - é < R,
(4.17) [We () = wen (V)] < CYlcosl€PD 01 (log i)

the same estimate is obtained for y - é > R by using (4.16) in combination with (4.11). Thus
we obtain (4.17) for all y € Pg. O

4.3. Step 3: Reduction to a two-dimensional Problem

The third step of our reduction procedure is actually more of notation change. Let F be
a homogeneous, uniformly elliptic operator. We are concerned with the solution of,

F(D*we,) =0 in P

(4.18) B
Wy =me(y-n) on 0P

for a fixed unit vector € S~ with n- & = 0.

In the previous section we have already observed that wg , varies only in the é n directions.
To emphasize the two-dimensionality of W, let us define W , : R2 — R by,

(4.19) Wi (2) = We.p (217 + 226).

Now W, will solve an equation in the upper half space with an operator G, ¢ which is
essentially the projection of F onto the £-n plane. Let M € oM, a symmetric 2 x 2 matrix,
the definition of G¢ , (M) is somewhat cumbersome in terms of notation but the idea is quite
simple,
(4.20) Gen(M):=F( > M;fi® f) with fi=n, fo=£

1<i,j<2

It is quite important to note the dependence of G on the orientation of 7; G, ¢ may not be
the same operator as G_; ¢.

LEMMA 4.7. — Let We , and Gg ,, be as given in (4.19) and (4.20). Then We () is the unique
solution of

Gg,,,(D?Wg,n) =0 in Rﬁ_

4.21
2D Wen = mg(z1) on BRﬁ_.

The key point of this reduction is that we realize w¢ ,, as the solutions of different pdes in the
same domain with the same boundary conditions.
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4.4. Step 4: The directional limits of 1 at rational directions

We are now ready to precisely characterize the limiting behavior of w(:, v, F) near a
rational vector § € Z¢ \ {0} of u(-, ¥, F) in terms of the boundary layer tails of the class
of simpler two dimensional problems (4.21).

DEFINITION 4.8. — Let F be a uniformly elliptic operator as given in Section 2. For
¥ € C%P(T?), a rational vector £ € Z¢ and a unit vector 5 L £ define

LeGr (¥, F)) = lim Wey (0. R: (¥, F)).

Similar arguments to those used in the previous section will show that L¢ is continuous
in 1. For example see the proof of Proposition 4.3.

LEMMA 4.9. — For &£ € Z¢ \ {0}, B € (0, 1) and any n, ' unit vectors orthogonal to &,

|Le(n; (¥, F)) = Le (s (¥, F)| < C(A d, B)I|Y [l co.sln — n'1P (1 + log o 207).

A combination of the results of the previous sections yields the following classification of
the asymptotic behavior of u (-, ¥, F)) near &:

PROPOSITION 4.10. — Let £ € 74 \ {0} be irreducible and let v : [0, 1) — S¢~! a geodesic
path with unit speed and v(0) = &. Then there is o (A) € (0, 1) such that for any g € (0, 1),

Ik (®). ¥, F) = Lg (' (0); (Y. F))| < C(A, d)|Y|co.sgay &P 1.

5. Continuity of p

One immediate consequence of Proposition 4.10 is a continuity result analogous to
Theorem 4.1 of Choi and Kim [16] for operators F(M, y) such that F is rotation invariant.
Let us repeat that the proof we have given of this result is not new, rather we have made each
of the steps [16] quantitative and elucidated the secondary two-dimensional cell problem
underlying the limiting behavior near rational directions. This additional work will be
essential to the results that follow but is not so important just to get a continuous extension
of u(-, ¥, F) to the rational directions without an explicit modulus.

THEOREM 5.1. — Let & € 7% \ {0} be irreducible. If F is invariant with respect to the rota-
tions/ reflections that preserve £ or F is linear, then L (s (W, F)) = Le (Y, F) independent of the
approach direction. As a consequence, ji1(-, Y, F') extends continuously to § with value Lg (Y, F)
and,

1, ¥, F) = Le(, F)| < C(A, d, B |co.spay & — [£]v]*7,
for some a(A) € (0,1) and any B € (0,1). In particular, if F is rotation invariant or linear,

w(-, ¥, F) extends from Se~1 \ RZ4 to a continuous function on S~

4¢ SERIE - TOME 50 — 2017 — N° 4



CONTINUITY OF BOUNDARY LAYER TAIL 1045

Proof. — It suffices to show L is constant in the cases claimed, the rest of the theorem
will then follow from Proposition 4.10. For any 11,7, L & let O be a rotation sending 7,
to 77, and holding £ fixed. Now w¢ ,,, (O'-) has the same boundary data as W ,, () and by the
rotation invariance of F they solve the same pde in P¢. Thus by uniqueness they are equal.
In particular they have the same boundary layer tail so Lg(n1; (W, F)) = Le(n2; (¥, F)).

In the second case we refer to Lemma 3.6 of [19] which shows, using Riesz Representation
Theorem, that when F is linear and homogeneous p(v, ¥, F) = () (the average over the
torus). We apply this to w , which satisfies the assumptions of the lemma since it is a solution
of F which is homogeneous and, by assumption, linear. We derive for every n L £,

_ A 1k
Ler (0 F) = Jim e (RE) = I [ e v Pt

The right hand side is independent of 1 which was the desired result. O

As a corollary of Theorem 5.1 we will show an explicit modulus of Holder continuity for
the homogenized boundary condition when F is rotation invariant or linear. The argument
is entirely number theoretic and relies on Dirichlet’s Theorem, Theorem 2.11. A sharper
estimate in the linear case can be found in Section 7. The improvement there is in the rate
of convergence at a single rational direction. The argument using Dirichlet’s Theorem stays
the same.

COROLLARY 5.2. — Let F satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 5.1. Thereisa(A) € (0, 1)
such that for all B € (0,1), ¥ € C%P(T?), and v, and v, irrational vectors in S~ we have

|1, ¥, F) — (va, ¥, F)| < C(d, A, B)|¥|coslvr — v2| P9,

Proof. — Assume |{|co.s < 1, the general case follows from scaling. Let ¢ := |vy — v3|,
and let N = ¢ @-D/4 Then due to Lemma 2.11 there exists § € Z¢ and n € Z with
1 <n < N such that

V1 < (d —1)V/2N~VE-D,

—§

t

V1loo

Note that n > |vy]eo|&] = d~'/2|&|. Due to this and the choice of N we have
[va —n " uiloo] = [v1 — 2| + |v1 — 07 v ook

<ot (d = D)2 |y oo NTHETD

<&+ Cylg|TINTVED,

Now we apply Theorem 5.1 with v = v; at the rational direction £ to conclude that

aB
(1) = ()] S N7@=D + g P,
Using that |§] < N we obtain

af
(1) — p(2)| SN"@D logN + (Ne)*? < e®P/d, O

ANNALES SCIENTIFIQUES DE L’ECOLE NORMALE SUPERIEURE



1046 W. M. FELDMAN AND I. C. KIM

6. Discontinuity of u

Given the set up of the previous sections it may seem at least plausible to the reader that
when F is nonlinear and not rotation invariant, for a given § the directional limit function L
will typically be non-constant, resulting in the discontinuity of the homogenized boundary
data. On the other hand it is not obvious, at least to the authors, how to prove that any specific
pair (y, F') results in a non-constant Lg. Apart from explicitly computing the solutions the
only way to differentiate the boundary layer tails of the W, would be to use maximum
principle. However, except in some specially arranged cases, one cannot choose 11,72 L € so
that G¢ ,, > Gy, and so there is no reason for W, to be ordered in the whole of R? for
any such pair 7y, 2. We instead find monotonicity by perturbing (v, F'). We are then able
to show that the class of (v, F') for which Lg(-; (¥, F)) is non-constant is open and dense in
the appropriate topologies.

Let us give a heuristic description of how this monotonicity arises. The goal is to show that
for any (¢, F) and £ € Z%\ {0} we can find a nearby (v, F’) such that L¢(+; (', F’)) is non-
constant. In this paper we are only able to show that a small perturbation of F would lead
to L being non-constant, which directly corresponds to perturbation of the homogeneous
operators since F = F. In the general case of inhomogeneous F it is not clear to us whether
it is possible to perturb F to correspond to the desired perturbation of F; we leave this as
an open question. Let us now describe the perturbation of homogeneous operators F. First
note that we only need to perturb (v, F') when Lg(-; (¥, F)) is constant, otherwise we could
take (Y, F') = (¥, F). When d > 3 we can find two directions 71, n, perpendicular both
to each other and to &. We then perturb F in a monotone and hence intrinsically nonlinear
way, heuristically affecting the choice of diffusions in the #; direction while leaving the 7,
direction unchanged. More concretely the perturbation will satisfy that Gé, .- G¢ p, while
Gé,nz = Gg ,. Then, up to a small perturbation of v, strong maximum principle will imply
that W/ < Wy, and, since periodicity provides compactness in the lateral directions, also
Le(n, (W', F')) < Lg(na, (Y, F)), while Lg(12) remains unchanged. Now, having assumed
that Lg(-; (¥, F)) was originally constant, Lg(-; (', F')) must be non-constant.

The only natural notion of genericity in this setting, to our knowledge, is topological. We
make precise the topological setting. Our boundary data will be taken from the space,

6.1) C (Td) ={y: T > R continuous} with the supremum norm.

Let us next define the space of uniformly elliptic operators,

(6.2)

UE; ={F : Myxqg > R| F € U & 1,a uniformly elliptic and positively 1-homogeneous}.

A>1

Here we recall that oM,y is the space of symmetric d x d matrices with real entries.
For F € UE; we define the ellipticity ratio A(F) to be the minimal A > 1 such that
F € &1,a. It is easy to check from this that F € UE,; are Lipschitz continuous with
Lipschitz constant d A (F) with respect to the operator norm metric on ¢ ;.. Conversely
consider an F which is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the operator norm metric
on cMywg = R For this F the gradient DF, from standard inner product Tr(AB)
on d xd matrices A, B, is defined Lebesgue almost everywhere. The Lipschitz constant of F is
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| DF || z.00(op,5 ;) Where we implicitly take the underlying matrix norm to be the dual of the
operator norm. Based on this definition it is straightforward to check that A(F) < || DF || co-
We take as the metric on UE,,

dug, (F1, F2) = | Slﬁp |Fi(M) — F2(M)| + ||[DF1 — DF2|| Lo (g0
M|=1
Noting that Cauchy sequences have | DF}, || bounded and hence A (F,,) bounded we see that
(UEy, dug,) is complete. We draw our operator and boundary data (v, F) from the space,
X = C(T%) x UE,; with distance dx (Y1, F1), (2, F2)) = sup |1 — Y| + dug, (F1, F2),

which is a complete metric space.

THEOREM 6.1. — Letd > 3 and & € 74 \ {0}. Then the set
Ee ={(y, F)e X | u(, ¥, F) is discontinuous at .f,?} is open and dense in X .

In particular there is a residual set E C X, a countable intersection of open dense sets
E = (\gega\oy E¢, such that for all (, F) € E,

w(, ¥, F) is discontinuous at every rational direction.
The proof of the theorem consists of the following two steps. First we prove that E¢ is

open. The proof of Lemma 6.2 is more or less standard, and is due to comparison principle
and the stability of viscosity solutions with respect to uniform convergence.

LEMMA 6.2. — For each £ € 7%, (Y, F) € X, Le : {n € S n-E=0xX > Ris
continuous with respect to dx at (Y, F),

sup  [Lg(n: (', F")) = Le(n; (¥, F))| > 0 as dx((Y'. F'). (. F)) > 0.
nesd n-E=0

In particular by Proposition 4.10 E¢ is open.

Next we will show that E¢ is dense, whose proof strongly depends on the conditions d > 3
and that F is homogeneous.

PROPOSITION 6.3. — Letd > 3 and § € 7¢. Then for given (, F) € X and e > 0, there
exists (Y, Fg) such that
dx (e, Fe), (Y, F)) <& and Lg(-; (Ye, Fe)) is non-constant.

In particular (-, Ye, Fe) is discontinuous at &€ by Proposition 4. 10.

Now we proceed with the proofs.

Proof of Lemma 6.2. — Let (Y, Fy,) be a sequence in (X, dy) converging to (¢, F). Let
us recall the definition of Lg(n; (Y, Fy)) given in Definition 4.8:
Fn(D?*w,) =0 in Pg

(6.3)
Wy (y) = mg(y - n: (Y, Fy)) on 9P

and Le(n: (Y, Fn)) = lim wp (RE).
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Since F, s are homogeneous, F, = F, but we continue to write F,, to emphasize the
correct definition of Lg. We begin by first investigating the continuity properties of mg. The
claim is

s?p |meg(t; (Yn, Fn)) —me(t; (¢, F))| = 0asn — oo.

Observe that by maximum principle,

|m§('§ (Wn, Fn)) — m&('; (W, Fn))l = ”wn - 1)””oo

Thus it remains to show that sup, [mg(t; (Y, Fn))—me(t; (¥, F))| — 0. The pointwise conver-
gence with fixed ¢ is due to stability of viscosity solutions with respect to uniform convergence
of F,, but a little extra work is required to show that the convergence is uniform in ¢. Note
that by Lemma 4.2, we have some modulus @ depending on the continuity modulus w of ¥
and A(Fy) so that,

Ime (t: (¥, Fn)) —me(t': (Y. Fa))| < (|t —¢']) and [mg(t: (¥, Fa))| < [V ]loo-
Since F, — F is a convergent sequence in dug,, || Frllec and A(F,) are bounded. Since
mg (5 (¥, Fy,)) are uniformly bounded and equicontinuous ‘:&—l—periodic functions on R, every
subsequence has a uniformly convergent subsequence. It follows that, since mg(-; (V. Fy))
converge pointwise to mg (; (¥, F)), they will also converge uniformly.
Now let us define w,, to solve

F.(D?*W,) =0 in P

Wn(y) = mg(y -n; (Y, F)) on 9Pg.
Since we have already proven that mg(y - n; (Y, F)) — mg(y - n; (¥, F)) uniformly on 9P,
by comparison principle Lemma 2.4,

| Jim wn (RE) — Lg(n: (Yn. Fa))| = sUp |wn(y) = B ()]
—00 yeP:

= sup Ime(t: (Y, Fn)) —mg(t; (Y, F))| — 0 as n — oo.
te
By a similar argument as above, since F, — F uniformly on compact sets of ¢# .4 when
dug, (Fu, F) — 0, we have that @, — w locally uniformly in P¢ and
| lim 1, (RE) — Lg(n; (Y, F))| — 0.
R—o0
Combined with the previous estimate this yields that

|Le(n; (s Fn)) — Le(n; (Y, F))| — 0 as n — oo.

This shows pointwise convergence of Lg(-; (Y, F,)). Uniform convergence over all unit
vectors n L & will again follow from uniform boundedness and equicontinuity of Lg (see
Lemma 4.9). O

Finally we give the proof of Proposition 6.3.

Proof of Proposition 6.3. — Let £ € Z4 and (v, F) € X. If Lg(-; (, F)) is non-constant
then we are done, so we suppose it is constant and construct (v, F).

Let us first show that we can assume without loss that mg(; (¥, F)) is non-constant.
We will choose " with [|y" — ¥||¢(ray < & such that mg(; (¥, F)) is non-constant. If
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mg(-; (¥, F)) is already non-constant then we don’t need to do anything and can take ' = .
Otherwise let us take

(6.4) ¥(y) := ¥ (y) + ecos 2mwy - £) which satisfies ||y’ — Vlcmay < e

Observe that for each fixed hyperplane 0P¢ + té we have ¥'(y) = ¥ (y) + ecos(2n|t).
Therefore
me(t: (Y, F)) = me(t: (Y, F)) + e cos2m [£]1).
This is evidently non-constant when me(-; (¥, F)) is constant. If Lg(-; (y', F)) is non-
constant we are done, thus we may suppose without loss that it is constant.
Let 11, n2 be unit vectors such that n; L & and i, L 7, which is possible since d > 3. We
will aim to perturb F to construct (Fg, ¥.) so that

(6.5) Le(ni: (Ye, Fe)) < Lg(n2: (Y, Fs)).
To this end let us define,
Fe(M) := max{F(M), F(M + &(n{ Mn1)m & m)}.
It is not difficult to check the definition of ellipticity to see that F, € UE,. Also,

Sup |F(M + e Mny)m @ m1) — F(M)| < A(F)e,
M|=1

and furthermore, since D[F(M + e(nf Mn1)n1 ® m1)] = DF + eI DFn)m & n1,
|DF, — DF| <4 ¢A(F) where it is defined.
Combining these two estimates it follows that F is close to F in dyg, metric,
dug, (F, Fe) Sa A(F)e.
Let us now show (6.5). From the definition of the 2-d operators G¢ , for N € cMyx5,

Gy, (N) = max | F ZN"f“i ®aj|.F ZNU(O‘I‘ ®aj +e(n-ai)m-a)m @m) | s
ij ij

witha; = np and oy = é Note that ; -o; = 0for j = 1,2since &, 7, L 11 and so
(6.6) G¢ ,, (N) = Ggp, (N) for all e > 0.
On the other hand, calling e; = (1,0),

G¢, (N) = max{Gg,;, (N), Gg,5 (N + eNtre1 ® e}
Now for any N with N1; < 0 by uniform ellipticity,

Gep (N +eNpreg ® er) > Ge gy (N) — N1y,

and thus
(6.7 G¢ , (N) > Gg .y (N) if N11 < 0.

We will make use of these observations below.
We now aim to perturb v to v, so that mg(t, (Y, Fy)) = me(t; (¥, F)). We can always
write,

me(t, (Y, F)) = me(t, (Y, Fy)) + (mg(t, (Y, F)) —me (1, (¥, Fp))).
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From the proof of Lemma 6.2 (mg (¢, (¥, F)) — me(t, (¥, Fy))) converges to zero uniformly
as ¢ — 0. Define a modified boundary data ., satisfying ¢, — ¢ — 0 uniformly as ¢ — 0,

Ve(y) = ¥ (0) + me(y -, (¥, F)) —me(y - €, (¢, Fe)))

and we claim mg (-, (Ve, Fs)) = meg(-, (¥, F)). The claim is immediate from the fact that the
added term is constant on hyperplanes parallel to dP, it is the same argument as for the
previous perturbation (6.4). Now let us refer to

WE () = Wey( (W, Fo) and Wiy () = Wen ( (0 F)),
these two solutions have the same boundary data on 8Ri but the interior operators are Gg "

and Gg , respectively.
From above discussions we know that,

WEEJH = Weny and W;,'Iz = Wen,

where the first inequality is due to the fact G, > Ggp,. On the other hand, since
Gen, (DZWE‘s q) = 0, the dichotomy holds due to the strong maximum principle:

(6.8) (1) Wen, < Wey or (i) W, = Wey,.
In case (i), since We,,, and W7, ~are Fll-periodic in the z; direction,
W;,,“(Zl, 1) < Wy, (z1,1) =8 for some § > 0.
By maximum principle it follows
Wém (z) < Wep, (2) =8 for z > 1
and therefore

(6.9) Le(n; (Y, Fe)) = zﬁrﬂoo W, (2) < Zzglpm Wen (2) =8 < Lg(n1; (Y, F)).

We have just shown that (6.8) (i) implies (6.9) and therefore we actually have the dichotomy,
(6.10)

(D) LeMu: (Yo, Fe)) < Leus (¥, F)) or (i1) We, (3 (Ve Fe)) = We, (5 (W, F)).
In case (i) we have that
Le(i: Ve, Fe)) < Lgn: (V. F)) = Leg(n2: (W, F)) = Le(n2: (e, Fe))

which achieves the result since (Y, Fe) — (Y, F) indy as e — 0.

We just need to justify that (i) holds. Suppose this is not the case and (ii) holds in (6.10).
By Nirenberg’s Theorem (Theorem 2.5) W, , W;’ p, Are C2% for a small ag(A) > 0 and are
classical solutions of their respective equations. But then DzWé n = D?We, and

Gen (D*Wey, (2)) = 0 = G (D*WE, (2)) = G, (D*Wep, (2)) forevery z € RY
and therefore, by (6.7), Dlz1 Wen, (z) >0 forevery z € ]Ri .
On the other hand, by the 1/|&| periodicity of W , in the z; variable,
a+1/Ig|
/ Dfl Wen (21,22)dzy =0 forall a e R,z > 0
a
and therefore D3, W ,, = 0 in the whole of R% . In particular for any ¢ > 0, Wgp, (-. 1) is

constant, so W ,, is also constant in {z; > ¢} by uniqueness of the bounded solution
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of Gg., (1) = 0. Since ¢ > 0 was arbitrary W ,, is constant in R%, but this contradicts the
boundary data m¢(; (, F')) being non-constant. This completes the proof. O

7. Improved Estimates in the Linear Case

In this section we show the best possible continuity estimates for w (v, ¥, F') by our current
methods in the linear case. The main tool is the higher regularity estimates available for linear
operators in R? or in half-spaces with smooth boundary data. For our purpose W34 esti-
mates would be sufficient, but we do not pursue this minimal assumption since it would be
too much to expect in the general nonlinear case anyway.

Consider u® solving, for v € S land R > 1,

F(D?u?, 2) = —Tr(A(%)Dzus) =0in 0<x-v<R

(7.1)
uf = g(x) on x-v e {0,R}.

We assume that A is Z¢ -periodic and smooth and satisfies (/d)gxqg < A < A(Id)gx4.Dueto
the linearity, the interior corrector can be written as v(y, M) = X;;v;; (y)M;j, where v;; (y)
solves

—Tr[A(y)(ei ® ¢j + D3vij)] = —Ay; in R,
with the estimate
(7.2) [vijlloo. [ Dvijlloo = C(A, d).

The following result is not optimal in terms of the required regularity of g, but it is
sufficient to improve the estimate of Section 4.2, to match the order of the estimate in
Section 4.1.

THEOREM 7.1. — Let g and u® as given above, and let u be as given in (2.4) solving the

homogenized equation. Then u® converges to u with the convergence rate
sup u(x) —u(x)| < C(A,d,B)|g(R)|casR™'e  forany R > 0.
0<x-v<R

In order to use the above theorem to obtain the desired interior homogenization rate,
higher regularity of the boundary condition is needed. In our setting in Section 4.2, that
boundary condition is mg(x - 7)) for some n L £. In the following lemma we show that
mg(; (¥, F)) has sufficient regularity to apply Theorem 7.1 when ¥ is regular. Indeed the
proof of this lemma is the most interesting and delicate part of this section.

LEMMA 7.2. — Let F be as in (7.1). Then for allk € N, 8 € (0, 1],
ImgC: (. F)llcksg < Ck, B A, d. | Allcx+1)(og(2 + [EN TPy | crta.

Note that by Lemma 4.2 when k = 0, 8 € (0, 1) an improved estimate holds without any
logarithmic growth in |£]. It is important here that the estimate is not getting too much worse
in terms of |&| as k increases.

Now we can return to the proof of Lemma 4.5 and use Theorem 7.1 to achieve the
following result:
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LEMMA 7.3. — Let & € Z4\ {0} and n L £. Define We,p, We,p as in (4.10). Then, when F is
linear,

sup wey — Be 5] < C(B A d. [|Allcs) Ime (1§17 )l 3.6 €L + (og )T
3

Note that by Lemma 7.2,

Ime(1€17") = mg ()lcapey S €17 IDmelcos Sa Wl
where we have used the %-periodicity to estimate the lower order terms by |D3mg| 3.5
and we also used (log(2 + |£]))*/|€]*T# < 1 for |§] > 1. Combining the estimates of

~

Theorem 7.1, Lemma 7.2 and Lemma 7.3, in the same way as we did before in the general
case in Theorem 5.1 and Corollary 5.2, we now obtain the continuity estimate,

THEOREM 7.4. — If F is linear and € C7(T%), then for every irreducible & € 74 \ {0}
andv € S9! \RZd,

1, ¥ F) = Le(¥ F)| < C(A d. [ Alles) ¥ llcr1€ = [EIvIT1 + (log terr)]-
Furthermore, for every v,v’ € gd-1 \]RZd,

|w(, ¥, F) = n (', 9, F)| < C(A, d, | Allcs) ¥ lle7lv = /|41 + (og o).

We omit the proof of Theorem 7.4 as it is a straightforward consequence of the improved
estimates of Lemma 7.2 and Lemma 7.3 and its usage in the proof of Theorem 5.1 and
Corollary 5.2. Before we proceed with the proofs of Theorem 7.1 and Lemmas 7.2-7.3, we
make an interlude to explain some background results that we will make use of.

7.1. Background Results

For the proofs in the next subsection we will need to use the regularity results of
Avellaneda-Lin [8] for solutions of non-divergence form linear homogenization problems.
We state the result here in the form that we will use it. Suppose that u®, v¢ solve respectively,
~Tr(A(£)D*v®) = f(x) in By NP,

_ X 2..& — 1
(7.3) TI'(A(S)D u®) f(x) in B; and vE = g(x) on dP, N B;.

The following results hold uniformly in v € S¢~1. We first state the classical results in unit
scale.

THEOREM 7.5. — Forevery B € (0, 1) there exists a constant C(d, A, B, | DA|| oo (ra)) such
that,

(1) ID?u [l co.p(p, ) < Closcp, u' + || fllcosa,)):

@) I1D*v [co.88, 0P,y = Closcrnp, v + 11 fllcoss np,) + Iglc2s@p,ns))-

Scaling arguments yields that the best possible uniform in & regularity estimate is C 1.
[8, 9] shows that this estimate indeed holds, although for our purposes the more useful
estimate will be the W27 estimate. Below is a combinations of the main theorems in [8, 9]:
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THEOREM 7.6 (Avellaneda-Lin). — For every 1 < p < oo, B > 0 there exist constants
Ci(d, A, B, || DAl poo(ray) and Ca(d, A, p, || DA|| oo (ray) such that for all & > 0,
(1) |1 D2uf||Loo(B, 5y < Ci(osc, u® + || fllco.s(s,))-
() |D*uf|lLr(B,,,) < Ca(oscp, u® + || fllLr(a)))-

7.2. Proofs of the results of Section 7
Finally we prove Theorem 7.1, and Lemmas 7.2 and 7.3.
Proof of Theorem 7.1. — It suffices to consider the case R = 1, the case for general R > 0

follows from rescaling. Let u be as given in the theorem. Let U := {0 < x - v < 1}. By the
classical C%! estimate up to the boundary (for the Laplacian) at unit scale,

I D3| ooy < C(A,d,ﬂ)(OSCﬁJr ID3¢llcospuy) < Cligllesspu)-
Let #°(x) := pe * u(x) with a standard mollifier p,, well defined on U, = {e¢ < x-v < 1 —¢},
and define
P°(x) == (x) + ) &2y () DUt (x).
i,J
Then we have

|6°(x) = u(x)| < &l| DUl ooy + C(d)e®|| D*u° || oo @) Sup Vi [l oo rery
1

= CA. d)gllc21 e
On x - v = ¢ we have, by the regularity up to the boundary of Theorem 7.6,
|9 (x) —u(x)| < |9 (x) —u(x)| + [u(x) — g(x")] + [g(x) —u®(x)| < C(A,d)ellgllca.t
A similar estimate holds on x - v = 1 — ¢. Thus we can estimate,

(7.4) sup [u —u®| <suplu —u’|+ C(A.d)e|gllc21 < sup|¢p® —u’| + C(A. d)ellgllc2.1-
U Ue Ue

It remains to estimate supy, |¢® — u®|. In Ug, using the uniform ellipticity and then the
definition of the corrector,

~Tr(A(Z)D¢*(x)) = —Tr[A(X) (D> (x) + Y _ D?vij (2) DU (x))] -+
i,j
coo =Y A [26] Dy (2)[| DDEE (x)] + £2[vi; (2)]| D DFu (x)]
i,j
> —Tr(AD*u(x)) — C|D%u(x) — D*u®(x)|---
-+ = Ce(sup [ Dij [|oo) | DU (x)| — C &> (sup [[vij [|oo)]| D*u° (x)].
i,j LJ

Recall that, from (7.2), || D¥v;j |leo < C(A,d) for k = 0, 1. Since —Tr(AD?u(x)) = 0 we get
the following supersolution/subsolution conditions,

[(x) = =Tr(A($)D?¢*(x)) = — f(x)
where we have called f(x) to be the error from the preceding calculation,

f(x) 1= C(A, d)[|D*5u(x) — D2ué(x)| + | D3u® (x)| + 2| D% (x)]].
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The first and third terms can be estimated in terms of u by standard mollification estimates:
|D*uf (x)| < &7 | D3u||p and |D2%u(x)—D?u®(x)| < || D3| forall ¢ < x-v < R—e.
Thus we have,
1fllzee < C(A, )| Dt .
Finally, using C(A, d)| f |leo(x - vV)(1 — x - v) as a barrier
sup |6 —u®l < sup ¢° —u’| + C(A. )| f | L)

which, when combined with the estimate near the boundary gives,

sup ¢° —u®| = C(A. d. B)lglc3.s0u0)E-
Combining with (7.4) completes the proof. O

The proof of Lemma 7.3 is almost exactly the same as the proof of Lemma 4.5 except we
now use the improved interior homogenization rate given in Theorem 7.1.

Proof of Lemma 7.3. — Recall that mg(y - 1) is El‘-periodic on dP¢ in the direction # and
constant in the directions orthogonal to 7. As usual we can restrict to the case |§||n] < 1/2.
Let wg ,, w, u and i as given in the proof of Lemma 7.3. Recall from Lemma 3.1 and
Lemma 3.2 that,

(7.5) )
ey (v) = 1l + [We () — Tl < Cl(oscme) exp(—c[§|R) + [ Dweylloe(pylnl) for v € 8P + RE.

By Theorem 7.6, for any r > 0,
IDweyllLoos, —inpe) < C(Eloscmg + E[7H[D?melloo) < Clime (1§17l 3515l
Fix an R > |£|™! to be chosen and consider,

ey (1) = weny () + @— Ry -E+ sup [|wey() — pl + [0, () — 7).
d0Pg+RE

Note that with this modification g 5 still solves the same equation as wg , in P¢ with the
same boundary condition on dP¢ but now also,

We,n () = We,y(y) on 9P + RE.
Now Theorem 7.1 implies that,

Wen (7) = ey (7) < Cllme(R)llcs.s R 0l < Climg (1§17l (RIED TP R n].

Rewriting this in terms of wg ,,

wé,n(y) - wS,n(y)
< (@— )R y-E+Cllme(|E]71) 3.8 [R¥TPIEPHA |y + C (0sc mg) exp(—c|E|R) + []|n]].

Let us choose R = 2(c|£])~! log m to obtain

(7.6)  Wey(y) —we () < @— Ry &+ Cllme(IE]7") |l c2.61€ 0l log ) >+
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Due to (7.5), evaluating (7.6) for y € dP; + %Rg yields

E—p < 5= ) + Clme(€[™")llcas €] Inl(log gir)> .

Rearranging the last inequality and making a similar argument for the lower bound,

(7.7) |7 — | < Clme(€[")llcas 1€ Inl(log ) > ™.
But now we can plug (7.7) back into (7.6) to arrive at the desired result,
(7.8) e (v) — wey (V)] < Clme (€171l c2.6 €] Inl (og i) > O

For the proof of Lemma 7.2 we introduce a special norm for functions f : P, — R
which is suited to solving the equation — ) ; ; Aij (y)DiZju = f(y) in the half-space. See the
appendix for the full development. For each R > 0 we define of g, the class of axis aligned

cubes contained in P, with side length R and distance to 9P, , at least R/2,
Fr =10 cube: Q =[-R/2,R/2)* + x with x4 > R}.

Then we define,
(7.9)

1/p
e A dy) and 1,(f) = My(£.0) + 3 N2Mp(f. ).
Qefr |Q| o NeaN
These norms measure an L?-averaged decay of f in the y,; direction. One can easily extend
this norm to functions f in other half spaces by simply rotating appropriately the cubes used
in the definition. We will use the norms M, (f, R) and I,( f) for functions f : P, — R for
a general v € S9~1 without further comment. Roughly speaking, when / »(f) is finite then
there exists a bounded solution of — 3, A ( y)Dizju = f(y)in P, with zero (or a bounded
) Dirichlet boundary data and one can bound supp, |[u| < I,(f). Again we refer to the
appendix for the full explanation.

Proof of Lemma 7.2. — Recall that mg(¢) is defined as the boundary layer tail of Vg o
solving the cell problem,

—Zij Aij(y + t)DiZjv§7, =0 in P,

(7.10)
Vg =¥ (y + 1) on 0P;.

Let us denote the differential operator 0 := § - D;. Take any p > d/2, for example p = d
will work fine. We will prove by induction that, for all k € N U {0}: if ||/ ||cx+3 < I then the
following hold for all R > 0 uniformly in € R,

() sup 8% ve . (V)| Sk,a (log2 + [E])F,
yEPE
(i) o F*ve o (9) Sk,a (log2 + E])F exp(—coR/|E)).
y-§=R
(iif) My(D*#*vg 1. R) Sieoa (log(2 + [E))F(2 + R) 2 exp(—co R/|E]).
We note that if (iii) holds for some k& then by Lemma A.3,
(iv) 1,(D?0%ve ) <g.a (log(2 + [E]))FH!
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Once we have proven that (i) holds for all k¥ we will be done since %mg(t) = limg_, 0 OFV £ é(Rg).
The outline of the argument is as follows. For each k& we prove (i)-(ii) using that (i)-(iii) hold
for allm < k. Then we show (iii) using Theorem 7.6 to estimate M, ( f, R) and thereby /,(f).

For k = 0, (1) is maximum principle and (ii) is a consequence of Lemma 3.1. To show (iii)
note that Theorem 7.6 implies

1DV el ooy bmpy a4 T2 05 vg,
ErllLoo((y-E>RY) (yER/2) bt
<4 (R +2)"%(osc¥) exp(—%coR/|§|) for R > 1,

where ¢y is the exponential rate of convergence to the boundary layer tail from Lemma A 4.
For R < 1 the estimate follows from the up to the boundary C2# estimates at unit scale, see
Theorem 7.5.

Suppose that (1)-(iii) hold for all m < k — 1. We aim to prove (i)-(iii) for 8kv§,f under the
assumption ||| cx+3 < 1. Our induction is based on the fact that ok Vg, ¢ solves

(7.11) =2 Ay + DD v (9) = fer(y)  in P,

ij
where

fee =) Y 1Dy Ay + 01D} vec(y)
ij L+m=kL0

with boundary data

Fve(y) = [(€- Dy YI(y + 1) on 3P
(To be completely precise we should take difference quotients instead of 9% Vg ¢; the reader
can easily see how to make our formal argument rigorous.) Note that f; ., the boundary
data 0¥ Vg,r, and the operator F are all periodic with respect to a lattice on dP¢ with unit
cell diameter of order |&|. This will allow us to use the results of the appendix which extend
Section 3 Lemma 3.1 to include equations with a right hand side. We use the inductive
Hypothesis (iii) to see that fg .(y) satisfies

Mp(fees R) Sk, (log(2 + [ED)) " exp(—coR/£]).

In particular f ., fits under the assumptions of the results of the appendix. We can apply
directly Lemma A.3 in combination with Lemma A.2 to get,

(7.12) sup v (1) Skeoa 1850 oo + Lp(feo) < (log(2 + [E)F.
YEL:

We have used that, by assumption, ||/ ||cx+3 < 1. Then we use Lemma A .4 to get,

086 #vgc Ziea 159 lloo + (log(2 + [£1)* | exp(—coR/ I

(7.13) < (log(2 + [€))* exp(—coR/[£]).
This establishes (ii).

It remains to prove (iii). Theorem 7.6 yields that, for R > 1,

M,(D?3*ve ., R) SR> osc  ve,+ Mp(fer, %)
{y-E=R/2}

Skoa 2+ R (log(2 + [€)* exp(—coR/[E]).
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For R < 1 the estimate follows from the up to the boundary C2-# estimates at unit scale, see
Theorem 7.5, combined with (7.12) and ||/ ||cx+3 < 1. Together we obtain for all R > 0,

(7.14) Mp(D*8 ve . R) Sk (24 R)7>(log(2 + E)* exp(—coR/£]). O

Appendix

Here we prove Lemma 3.1 but now including a right hand side in the equation. We restrict
to linear equations, although a version of these results for nonlinear equations is true as well
with a stronger assumption on the right hand side. Let us consider v solving the following
problem:

=i Aij (y)DiZjv = f(y) in P,
v =¢(y) on 9P,,.

We assume that A, f and ¢ are periodic with respect to linearly independent translations
l1,.... L4 € 0P,,. Recall that we denote Z by the periodicity lattice generated by {¢;},
Q its unit cell, and L the diameter of Q. Let us assume L > 1. We will furthermore assume
that A is periodic with respect to some rotation of the Z¢ lattice and A € C%#(R?) for some
B > 0. This periodicity and regularity will only be used apply the results of [8] to obtain
estimates for the Green’s function G(x, y) associated with the inhomogeneous operator and
the domain P, .

(A.1)

When f is continuous and has sufficient decay there is a unique bounded solution of (A.1).
In order to investigate v we define an appropriate norm for the decay of f at infinity in the y,
direction, this norm measures the L?-averaged decay of f far from dP,,. For each R > 0 we
define ¢f g, the class of axis aligned cubes contained in P,, with side length R and distance
to dP,, at least R/2,

(A.2) Fr=1{0 cube: QO =[-R/2,R/2)% + x withx; > R}.
Then we define,
(A.3)
1 1/p )
My(f.R) = Qseucgk (@/Q | f )17 dy) and I,(f) = Mp(/.0) + Z N Mp(f.N),

Ne2N
where we define M,(f,0) = || f ”Loo(pgd). It will also be useful to define 7, (f, R) where the
sum in the definition of 7,(f) is restricted to 2% 5 N > R,
(A4) LR = ). N’My(fN).
2N N>R
Now we remind about some facts about the Green’s function for operators with periodically

oscillating coefficients. Recall that for each x € P., the Green’s function G(x, y) for the
domain P,, solves the adjoint equation,

—2ij Dy; Dy, (Aij ()G (x.y)) = 8(y —x) for y € P,

(A.S)
G(x,y)=0 for y € 9P,,.
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From the work of Avellaneda-Lin [7, 8, 9] G(x, y) satisfies many of the same estimates as the
Green’s function associated with the Laplace operator. We will make use of the following,

THEOREM A.1 (Avellaneda-Lin [7, 8, 9]). — Let B € (0, 1) and suppose that 1 < A(y) < A
is periodic on R¢ with respect to Z2 (or a rotation of the integer lattice) translations and
[Allco.sgay < 0o. Thereisc = c(d, A, || Al co.s, B) < 00 so that the Green's function for the
half-space G(x, y) solving (A.5) satisfies,

c|log|x — d=2
Xdydd and G(x.y) < |log|x — y|
lx =yl clx —y>? d=>3.

(A.6) G(x,y)=c

Note that the result proven in [7] is actually for divergence form operators but a standard
trick, which is explained in [8, 9], allows one to translate the results for non-divergence
form equations as well. The point is that non-divergence form equations can be written as
a divergence form equation with uniformly elliptic matrix A’ satisfying divA’ = 0.

Now we are able to state and prove, with the aid of Theorem A.1, our result on the upper
and lower bounds of solution of (A.1) in half-spaces.

LEMMA A.2. — Let p > % and suppose I, (f') is finite. There exists C(p,d, | Al co.s, B) so
that there exists a unique bounded solution v of (A.1) with,

sup [v| < rar;aXI¢| + CI,(f) when d >3

P, eq
sup [v| < max|¢| + C[I,(f) + sup N2(log N)M,(f, N)] when d = 2.
Ped Ped Ne2N

Proof. — 1t suffices to show the result with ¢ = 0. We just need to show that

(A7) f G IS0 dy < 1,(f)

P'd
so then
v(x) =f G(x,y)f(y)dy

is well defined, solves the desired equation in P., and has the upper bound claimed by the
lemma.

Fix an x = (x',x4) € P.,, we partition P,, by dyadic cubes which are adapted
to the location of x. This is a technical step, the idea is to make the computations later
easier by keeping all of the cubes in the partition but one a controlled distance from the
singularity at x of G(x,y). If x; > 1let Ny € 2N sothat N, < x; < 2N, and
call « € [1,2) such that aN, = x4, if x4 < 1 then set @ = 2. Then we define the
cubes Qn,; = x' +aN(j, 1) + [-aN/2,aN/2)¢, N € 2Y and j € Z4~!, with side length
comparable (by a factor of 2) to their distance to the boundary. Note that by our set up
x € Qn,,0 and the distance of x to any other cube Qy ; is at least ¢z N(1 + | j|).
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Then we estimate v by,

/Pe G(x,y)lf(y)ldy=§/QG(x,y)|f(y)ldy

1/p G P/d e 1 rg e
_%:IQI (/Q (x.) y) (@/Q|f(y)| y)
1/p’
DI Nd“’Mp(ﬁN)(/ G(x,y)l’/dy) .
OnN.j

Ne2N jezd—1

d

We claim that for any p > 4 and every N € 2V, j € Z4~1:

1/p’
1 , _ i
(A.8) G(x,y)? dy < C(p.d,|Allcos, N1+
1On,jl Jou.

Taking for granted (A.8) we continue the computation

1/p
> X N"’“’Mp(ﬁm(/g _G(x,y)P’dy)

Ne2N jezd—1

d(L+-L - -
S Y NI M (L NN+ )T

Ne2N jezd—1

= D NM(LNA+]jD?
Ne2N jezd—1

Sa Y NMy(f.N) = I,(f).
Ne2N

This proves the desired estimate (A.7).

To finish the proof we need to justify (A.8). Let y € QOn,; with either j # 0 or N # Ny.
If N > Ny then |[x — y| 2 (1 4+ |j|)N and so using the first part of (A.6),

Glx.y) S N>+ 1D~
If N < Ny then xg — yg = Ny/2 = xg/2and |y’ — x’| = N|j|/2 so using the first part of
(A.6) again,

G(x,y) S

Nxd <§N2_d|j|_d N|j|ZXd <N2_d(1+|j|)_d

(xa + N|jD4 ~ | Nxt4  N|j| <xq

Finally, if j = 0 and N = N, then we use the second part of the Green’s function estimate
(A.6)and p’ < dde to get, when d > 3,

1/p’ 1/p
( / G(x, y)P/dy) < ( [ x — y|<”>1’/dy)
ON.0 ONy.0

VAN 1/p’
< (/ r(2—d)p/rd—1dr) < N2-d pndlp
0

~
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which, after dividing through by N4/7" ~ |Q N,Oll/ ' is the desired estimate (A.8). When
d = 2 we just use the d = 2 estimate from (A.6) instead. O

For notational simplicity we will only focus on the particular case to be used in the paper:
let us assume

(A.9) M,(f,R) < K2+ R)2e R with b > 0.

With above assumption we estimate /,( f) in the following Lemma:

LemMA A.3. — Let f such that M, (f, R) satisfies (A.9) for all R > 0, then
(A.10) I,(f) < CKlog(2 + 1) and I,(f, R) < CKlog(2 + +)e P

Also, for the d = 2 case, we have,

(A.11)

N%(log N)M,(f.N) < CK log(2+1) and sup N*(log N)M,(f,N) < CK log(2+})e *R,
N>R

Proof. — Without loss of generality we can set K = 1. Note that by taking R — 0 in
(A.9) (with K = 1) we see M,(f,0) = ||f||Loo(Ped) <1.

() =1+ ) N?Mp(fN) <1+ ) eV
Ne2N Ne2N
Slog2+§)+ Y eV

1
N>z

1
<1 2 1 -
<log2+3) + Z BN
N>%
<log(2 + 3).
where we have used e* > x in the second inequality. A similar argument proves the estimate
of I,(f. R) and (A.11) is straightforward from calculus. O

Now we are able to prove the corresponding version of Lemma 3.1 when f is of the form
in (A.9).

LEMMA A.4. — Suppose that | satisfies (A.9) for some K,b > 0. Then there exists

w(p, F, f)and co(A,d) > 0 such that,
sup [v(y) = | = C(p.d. | Allcos. B)l(osep)e™ %" + Klog(2 + g)e /1)
yeqz

Proof. — We just argue when d > 3, but it will be clear given the matching estimates
obtained from Lemma A.2 and Lemma A.3 that the same result holds in d = 2.

After rescaling we may assume that K,osc¢ < 1. Let a(d, A) € (0,1) and Cy as given
in Lemma 3.1. Next define A(j) = 20,(f, jr) + r?My(f,(j + 1/2)r) for j € N and
r > 2C," L. We claim that

k—1
(A.12) 0% Vs CE@L/N™ + 3" ¢~ QL 1 D AG) + 21, (fokr).
ey rv =0
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Let us assume for now that (A.12) is correct and continue with the rest of the proof. Define
ri=(2eCo)/*L and cq := (2¢Cy)~"/*
so that Cé‘ (2L/r)* = e~* and
k-1

(A.13) Pe;)JsirvvSe_k+e_k;)ejA(j)+2Ip(f,kr).
Due to our assumption (A.9) we have the bound

PPMy(f,( 4 1/2)r) < r2Q + (j + 1/2)r) e PUrY2IL

< o~ bir/L < e—cglbj,
and using Lemma A.3 we also have,
Ip(f.Jr) S 1082 + He™7/E ~ log(2 + f)e 0¥,

Plugging these estimates into (A.13) yields

k-1
osc v<e®+log2+ pe* Ze(l_cglb)j + log(2 + %)e_calbk
P"d +krv i=o

<Se* 4 log2 + %)efcglbk.

Now for any R > 0, let k = [R/r] to get the desired result

osc v< osc v<e ORI 4 og2+ %)e‘bR/L.
Pe,+Rv Pe, +krv

It remains to prove (A.12) by induction. For k = 0 (A.12) follows from Lemma A.2.
Assuming (A.12) for k, we prove it for k + 1. Note that

vk (y) = v(y + kreq)

satisfies  — > A;;(y + kred)DiZj v = f(y +kregq) in P, with boundary data
or(¥) = v(y + key). Both the operator (by assumption) and the boundary data (by %-peri-
odicity of operator and uniqueness) are periodic with respect to (¢; )}1;11 translations, and

k—1
gsc vy < CE@L/r™ + 3" o™ @L/ ™ D AG) + 21, (f.kr)
eq j=0

by the inductive hypothesis. Then by the interior Holder estimate in B, /5 (rez),
[kl ca(B, aresy < 2%Cor~*(0scvg + r*My(f, (k + 1/2)r)),
and so, since r > 4L, the oscillation on Q can be estimated by

o35 vk < Co(2L/r)*(osc vy + r*My(f, (k + 1/2)r)).
reg

On the other hand vy is periodic on 9P, + reg with respect to the translations (¢; ;1;11

and periodicity cell Q so 0SChP, , +req Vk = OSCQ+re, Vk- Using the inductive hypothesis the
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right hand side above is bounded by,
osc v < Co(RL/r)*(CE@L/r)*

0P, +req
k—1 ) '
+ 3 Co@LI N D AG) + 20, (fikr) + My ((k + 1/2)r)
j=0
k—1 ) '
= CE@L/M D £ 3 eyt L/ ry =D A(f) + Co@L/ 1) Alk)
j=0

k
— Céc(ZL/r)a(k—H) + Z CéH‘l—j (2L/r)ot(k+1—]')A(j).
=0

Finally using Lemma A.2 in place of maximum principle to bound the oscillation in the entire
half space,

0sc V= 0SsC Vg
Pe,+(k+1)req Pey+req
< osc v +20,(f, (k+1r)
3Pgd +rey

k
< CEQL/M D 13" i L/ ® D AG) + 20, (f. (k + D).
j=0

which is the inductive hypothesis for k + 1. O
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