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ABSTRACT. The topological derivative is defined as the first term of the asymptotic expansion of a
given shape functional with respect to a small parameter that measures the size of a singular domain
perturbation. It has applications in many different fields such as shape and topology optimization,
inverse problems, image processing and mechanical modeling including synthesis and/or optimal
design of microstructures, fracture mechanics sensitivity analysis and damage evolution modeling.
The topological derivative has been fully developed for a wide range of second order differential
operators. In this paper we deal with the topological asymptotic expansion of a class of shape
functionals associated with elliptic differential operators of order 2m, m > 1. The general structure
of the polarization tensor is derived and the concept of degenerate polarization tensor is introduced.
We provide full mathematical justifications for the derived formulas, including precise estimates of
remainders.

1. INTRODUCTION

The topological derivative measures the sensitivity of a given shape functional with respect to
infinitesimal singular domain perturbations, such as the insertion of holes, inclusions, source-terms or
even cracks [12, 14, 16, 25]. Specifically, if the shape functional is denoted by J(€2) and the domain
obtained after a perturbation of size e localized around a point z is denoted by 2., it is defined by

DpJ(Q) = lim J) - T()
e—0 90(5)

for some appropriate scaling function (g). This notion has proved to be a powerful tool for the
treatment of different problems such as topology optimization, inverse analysis and image processing
(see e.g. [7, 11, 17, 18, 19]), and has become a subject of intensive research. There are also some
applications in the multi-scale constitutive modeling context [8], fracture mechanics sensitivity analysis
[28] and damage evolution modeling [2]. All these problems share in common to be governed by partial
differential equations (PDE’s), and the type of PDE obviously impacts drastically on the mathematical
analysis involved. Concerning the theoretical developments of the topological asymptotic analysis, the
reader may refer to the papers [4, 13, 22], among others.

According to the literature, the topological derivative concept has been fully developed for a wide
range of second order equations, while a forth order equation is addressed in [6]. In this paper, the
topological asymptotic expansion of a class of shape functionals associated with an elliptic differential
operator of order 2m, with m > 1, is derived. The topologically perturbed domain is obtained when an
arbitrarily shaped hole is introduced inside the initial domain. Then, the resulting void is filled with a
phase whose material properties present a contrast with the original ones. The main ingredient arising
in the asymptotic formula is the so-called Pdlya-Szegd polarization tensor [24] (see also [3]), of which
we derive the general structure for the operators under consideration. We also introduce the concept
of degenerate polarization tensor, in the sense that it is independent of the shape of the topological
perturbation and, at the same time, its entries do not remain bounded when the contrast on the
material properties goes to zero. In this particular case it is remarkable that the polarization tensor
can be easily obtained in its closed form. We show that this phenomenon of degeneracy occurs when
the operator satisfies a particular algebraic property which is easy to check, a typical example being
the bi-Laplacian. Let us mention in this respect that the degeneracy of the bi-Laplacian occurs in
the context of dislocation modeling [26, 27]. It basically means that dislocated regions can be created
or annihilated (in the sense of nucleation) with an energetical cost independent of their shapes. The
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bi-Laplacian also appears in some plate models and thus our results have implications in the optimal
design of such thin structures, considering the compliance as objective function, for instance. Specific
examples of shape functionals and degenerated operators will be given in Section 4.2.

The paper is organized as follows. Some notation and preliminary statements are introduced in
Section 2. Basic properties of the boundary value problems under consideration are collected in
Section 3. The topological asymptotic expansion for a class of shape functionals is derived in its
general form in Section 4, and the concept of degenerate polarization tensor is introduced in Section
5. Some particular cases of differential operators, including degenerate cases, are presented in Section
6 together with a set of examples with analytical solution. The appropriate estimates of remainders
are provided in Section 7, with full mathematical justifications. The extension of the obtained results
to elliptic systems is discussed in Section 8. Some concluding remarks and perspectives are given in
Section 9. Appendix A is devoted to the proof of a classical coercivity result, however the uniformity
with respect to the parameter € is here highlighted. In Appendix B, the notion of collectively compact
operators used throughout the analysis is recalled. Finally, the weighted and quotient Sobolev spaces
needed for the formulation of appropriate exterior problems, appearing in particular in the construction
of the polarization tensor, are described in Appendix C.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION
Let © be an open and bounded subset of R” (n € N*) and & € Q be fixed. Given an open, bounded
and smooth subset w of R™ containing the origin, we define for every € > 0 the set
we(Z) =T + ew.
Let pg € L>=(Q) be a given function which takes a constant value g in a neighborhood of Z and such
that essinfq pg > 0. Moreover, given a constant p; > 0, we set for all € > 0

| po(z) fzeQ\we,
p=(2) _{ b itz eQNuw.. (2.1)
For all multi-indices a = (s, ..., ) € N and any € = (&1, ...,&,) € R™, we denote by

n

n n 1/2
ol =Y i, ¢l = (Z s?) -
=1 =1

i=1
the length of «, the norm of £ and the a-power of £, respectively. To avoid any ambiguity, all multi-
indices will be denoted by the letters «, 8 or . The derivative of order « of a distribution u is defined
by
D%y = o7 -+ - 05 u.
Let m € N*. We consider a family of real constant coefficients (aas)|q|=|s/=m satisfying the following
properties.
e Symmetry : it holds for every «,

GaqpB = ABa- (22)
e Positivity : for any family of real numbers (ya)|a|=m it holds
Z aasYays > 0. (2.3)
lee|=|8|=m
e Uniform ellipticity : there exists x > 0 such that
> aap™P =kl VEER™ (2.4)
loe|=|B]=m

We define the homogeneous operator A, : H"(2) — H~"(Q) by

(Acu, V) g-m(), 1y (Q) = Z / petasDuD v dx Yu,v € HJ" (). (2.5)
jo=8]=m "’
We recall that the space Hg*(€2) is defined as the closure in H™(2) of the set of functions of class C*>
in Q with compact support, and that it is also the set of functions of H™(£2) with vanishing trace on
082 up to the order m — 1, see e.g. [1]. We will later argue that A, is invertible (see Corollary 3.2).
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We further consider coefficients (bng,.) defined for all ¢ > 0 and «, such that |o| < m and
|B] < m — 1. We assume that, for e small enough,
bozB,a - bozB,O = qapXw.

for some coefficients g.g, and with x,_ the characteristic function of w.. We define the operator
B.: HJ* () - H-™(Q) by

(B, V) gr-m (), Hpr () = Z / baB’SDauDﬁv dx Yu,v € HJ"(Q).
laj<m ¢
[B]|<m—1

We assume that, for all ¢ sufficiently small, the operator A. + B, and its adjoint A. 4+ B} are injective.
We will infer (see Proposition 3.3) that A. + B. is invertible, as well as its adjoint (the proof is the
same). Henceforth e will always be implicitly assumed to be small enough.

Given a source f € H~"™(Q) we denote for every € > 0 by u. € HJ*(£2) the unique solution of

(Ac + Beo)ue = f. (2.6)

The goal of this paper is to analyze the asymptotic behavior of a shape functional of the form j(e) =
Jo(u:) when e — 0.

3. WELL-POSEDNESS
The space H™(2) is endowed with the standard norm ||.|[zm(q) and the associated seminorm
|.|Hm(Q) defined by
||U||§1m(sz)= Z ||Dau||%2(sz)a |U|§1m(sz): Z ||Da“||%2(sz)'
la|<m la|=m

The expression (2.5) obviously defines a symmetric and continuous bilinear form on H[*(€2). The
coercivity is based on the Lemma below, whose proof can be found in Appendix A.

Lemma 3.1. There exists ¢ > 0 independent of € such that
(Acu, w) g-mi),mp @) = clulfm@qy — Yu € HF'(Q).

By the Lax-Milgram theorem and the Poincaré inequality in HJ"(€2) (see [1]) we infer the following
result.

Corollary 3.2. For all f € H™™(Q) and all € > 0 there exists a unique u € HY*(Q2) such that
(Acu, ) g—m ),z = (frm)  Yn € Hy'(Q).
Moreover, there exists a constant c independent of € such that ||ul| gm () < cl| fll gm ()
Proposition 3.3. For all f € H™™(Q) and all € > 0 there exists a unique v € Hi*(Q) such that
((Ac + Bo)u,myg-—m(y,mp ) = (frm)  Vn € Hy"(Q).
Moreover, there exists a constant c independent of € such that ||ul| gm ) < cl|fllam@)-

Proof. Since A. is invertible, we have
(Ac + Bu= f <= (I + B.AZYA.u = f,

where I stands for the identity operator of H~™(Q). By Corollary 3.2, AZ! : H=™(Q) — H*(Q) is
uniformly bounded. Next, the operator B. can be decomposed as B. = JB., with J the canonical
embedding of H'~™(f2) into H~"(£) and B. the operator defined algebraically like B, but acting
from H™(Q) into H'~™ (). By construction, B, is uniformly bounded and, by combination of the
Rellich and Schauder theorems, J is compact. It follows that the family of operators {B.AZ! :
H-™(Q) = H ™(Q),e > 0} is collectively compact (see Appendix B).

In order to apply Theorem B.1, let us prove that it is also pointwise sequentially compact. Let (gx)
be a bounded sequence of nonnegative numbers. By the Bolzano-Weierstrass theorem there exists
€00 > 0 such that, for a non-relabeled subsequence, € — £o.. Let now ¢ € H™"™() be arbitrary
and define 9y, = A;Cl(p € H"(Q). Then we have p., — p.._ almost everywhere, which implies by a
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standard argument (see e.g. Theorem 16.4.1 of [10]) that ¢x — Yo := A7 ¢ weakly in H{"(2). We
now write for any n € Hj"(Q2):

(B, Azl e, n) H-m (@), mHy Q) = (BN A;c1<ﬂ>H*m(Q),H3"(Q) .

Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem yields that B n — BZ n strongly in H™"(Q). As a
product of weakly and strongly convergent sequences we infer:

<BakA;c1S07n>H’m(Q),H6"(Q) - <B;,,o77=A;;@H*m(sz)ﬂgn(n) = <BaooA;o<13(pu77>H*"‘(Q).,H{)"(Q)-

This means that B., AZ'¢ — B._AZ!y weakly in H~™(Q), but the convergence is actually strong
by compactness of the sequence. We have thus proved that B., AZ' — B. A pointwise.

By the Fredholm alternative, the operator I + B.AZ! is invertible for each ¢ > 0, since it is
injective by assumption. Therefore, by virtue of Theorem B.1, the operators (I + B.AZ')~! are
uniformly bounded. Writing that u = AZ1(I + B. A1) ™! f and using again Corollary 3.2 provides the

desired uniform bound. O

We will later need the following variant of Lemma 3.1. The proof, which is very similar, is left to
the reader.

Lemma 3.4. Let p be a positive constant. There exists ¢ > 0 such that, whenever p € L>*(R") is
essentially bounded from below by p and D*u € L*(R™) for every o with |oo| = m, we have

Z /Rn peasDuDPudr > C|“’|§I’"(R")'

lee|=|Bl=m

As opposed to the previous case where the domain €2 was bounded, in Lemma 3.4 the seminorm
|u|fqm(Rn) is not a norm and the Poincaré inequality does not hold. Hence, in order to prove the
existence and uniqueness of a solution in R™, the Lax-Milgram theorem cannot be applied directly.
To address this issue, we introduce in Appendix C a weighted space W™ (R") (cf. Eq. (C.1)) and
its quotient space W (R"™)/P,,—1 where P,,_1 is the space of polynomials of degree not greater than
m — 1. We have the following extension of the Poincaré inequality (cf. Corollary C.5).

Lemma 3.5. There exists ¢ > 0 such that, for all u € W™(R"™),
[ullwm@ny/p,—s < cltlmm@n)-

The combination of Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5 will lead to useful existence and uniqueness results for
problems defined in R™. We recall that the approach with quotient spaces is due to Deny and Lions
as reported by Ciarlet in [23] (see e.g. Theorem 14.1 as applied to the Finite Element Method).

4. DERIVATION OF THE GENERAL FORMULA

4.1. A preliminary abstract theorem: asymptotic expansion of a cost function. The fol-
lowing theorem provides a general framework for the sensitivity analysis of a cost function associated
with a constraint in variational form. It has been introduced in [4], however we give here a short proof
for completeness.

Theorem 4.1. Let V be a vector space and I be a real interval containing 0. For all € € I consider
a vector us € V such that:

ac(ue,n) = (fe,m) Ynev, (4.1)
where a. and f- are a bilinear form on V XV and a linear functional on V, respectively. Consider
also a functional J. : V — R and a linear functional g. € V'. Suppose that the following hypotheses
hold:

(1) For all e € I, there exists ve € V such that

ac(n,ve) = —(ge,m) VeV, (4.2)
(2) There exist real numbers da, 0 f and a function € — (e) € R such that, when ¢ — 0,
(ac —ao)(uo,vs) = p(e)da+o(ple)) , (4.3)

(fe = fosve) = w(e)df +o(p(e)) - (4.4)



(3) There exist real numbers 0J1, §Jo such that

Je(ue) = Je(uo) + (ge, ue — uo) + ¢(€)dJ1 + o((€)) (4.5)

JE(U()) = J()(Uo) + @(8)5(]2 + 0((/7(5)) . (46)
Then we have

Je(ue) = Jo(uo) = p(e)(da —0f +6J1 4+ 0J2) + o(p(e)) - (4.7)

Proof. From (4.5) and (4.6), we obtain
Je(ue) — Jo(uo) = (ge, us — uo) + @(€)(6J1 + 0.J2) + 0(p(€)) -
Taking into account (4.2) and the fact that u. — up € V, we get

Je(ue) = Jo(uo) = —ac(ue —uo,ve) + (e)(8J1 + 8.J2) + o((e))
= —ac(uc,ve) + (aec — ag)(ug, ve) + ao(uo, ve) + p(€)(6J1 + 6.J2) + o(p(e)) .

Then (4.1) yields
Je(ue) = Jo(uo) = (as — ao)(uo, ve) + (fe — fo,ve) + ¢(€) (01 + 8J2) + o(0(e)) -
Finally, using the hypotheses (4.3) and (4.4), we arrive at
Je(ue) = Jo(uo) = @(e)(0a + 6f) + ¢()(6.J1 + 6.J2) + o(p(e)) (4.8)

which leads to the result. O

4.2. A particular class of cost functions. For the sake of simplicity, we focus here on a particular
class of cost functions. It should be noted however that the theory developed here can be readily
extended to other cost functions, on possibly some additional estimates, similarly to [4, 6].

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that the cost function is of form J.(u) = J(u) with J : H"(Q) — R satisfying
J(u+h) = J(w) = (g, h) g-mc).mm@) + O([1]*) (4.9)

for all u,h € H™(Q), where either ||h|| = ||h||gm@\n), with N an arbitrary neighborhood of &, or
o)l = Rl gm—1(q). Then (4.5) and (4.6) hold true for p(e) =™ and 6J; = 6J = 0.

Proof. We already have (4.6) with §J, = 0, since J. is independent of €. Then (4.9) yields

Je(ue) = Je(uo) — (g, ue — uo) = O([Jue — uo|*). (4.10)
It will be proved in Lemma 7.1 that ||v. — vo|| = 0(¢™/?), with a similar estimate holding for the direct
state, i.e., ||ue — uo|| = o(e™/?). Together with (4.10), this implies (4.5) with §.J; = 0. O

For example purposes, two common cost functionals for which the above theorem applies are
given below, namely the least-square-type and compliance functionals. We still call A" an arbitrary
neighborhood of .

e Tracking-type functional
Je(u) = / lu — ug|*dz (4.11)
D

with ug € L?(D) and D C Q\ N.

e Compliance functional

Je(u) = [ fudx, (4.12)
Q

with f. = f independent of ¢ (see the example in Section 6.2.2).
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4.3. Strategy of the proof. We consider in the general setting a family of functionals J. : HJ"(2) —
R satisfying (4.5) and (4.6) for some g. = g € H "™(Q), independent of ¢, and ¢(g) = ™. As
announced in Section 2, we also assume for simplicity that f. = f € H ™(f) is independent of &,
from which Eq. (4.4) is straightforwardly satisfied with §f = 0.

According to Theorem 4.1, in order to obtain the general expression (4.7) of the topological as-
ymptotic expansion of J(u.), the main step will be the evaluation of (4.3). This will be achieved in
Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 of Section 4.5. An important part of the analysis, which consists of the estimation
of the remainders providing the o(¢(g))-term in (4.3), will be deferred to Section 7.

Let us now start the evaluation of Eq. (4.3). Recall first that in the present context the function
spaces are ¥V = H"() and V' = H~™(Q), and the bilinear form a. is defined by

as(u,v) = ((Aec + B:)u, v) g-m(q), mp ()-

Moreover, the background state uy € HJ'(Q2) and the background adjoint state vy € HJ'(Q) are
respectively defined as the solutions of

(Ao + Bo)ug = f and (Ao + Bj)vo = —g, (4.13)
with B the adjoint operator of By. Moreover, Eq. (4.2) can be rewritten as
(Ae + B2)ve = —g.
4.4. Preliminary definitions. We introduce the variation
U 1= Ve — Vo, (4.14)
and, in order to prove Eq. (4.3), we define the quantity
Va(e) == (ac — ao)(uo, ve). (4.15)

To proceed with the analysis of the asymptotic behavior of V, () we shall use the spaces W (R"™)
and W™ (R™)/P,,—1 defined in Appendix C. In the course of the analysis we will need some auxiliary
functions. They are defined thereafter.

First, we define h, € W™ (R™)/Pp,—1 as the solution of

Z /ﬁaaagDo‘hSDBnd:v:—(pAl—ﬁo) Z /aa,@Do‘voDﬂndx (4.16)
R™ we

lor|=[B]=m. lor]=[B]=m

for all n € W™ (R™)/Py,_1, with

R o 0o ifl‘ERn\wa,
p=() = { p ifz € we. (4.17)
We next set
H.(y) = "h (& + ey). (4.18)
Then, we define for each v with |y| = m the function ¥, € W™ (R")/P,,_1 solution of
[ preap w0 0 dy =~ =) [ epDieray  (419)
| =|8]=m " K" |Bl=m "
for all & € W (R™)/Pp,_1, with
N . po ifyeR™ \w,
ply) = { 5 ifyew. (4.20)

Note that the existence and uniqueness of the solutions of (4.16) and (4.19) is a consequence of Lemma
3.4 and Lemma 3.5. We set
H= Y Dlu(d)¥,. (4.21)
[v[=m
Finally we define the polarization tensor (p.s) by its entries
Dap = |w|(r — 1)aas + kag, (4.22)
with
r="2 (4.23)



the contrast and

(r—1) Z aalg/Dﬁ\I!V(y)dy.
18l=

4.5. Asymptotic expansion of the bilinear form.

Lemma 4.3. For e sufficiently small, the following expression of (4.15) holds true:
5

Va(e) =¢"p0 Y PaBD uo(£)DPuo(2) + €"lw| > qapDuo()D vo(2) + Y Eile),
la|=|8]= o] <m i=1
|Bl<m—1

with the remainders

E1(e) = (pr—po) > aag (D*ugDPvg — Dug(2)DPvo(2)) da
la|=|8l=m "

(4.24)

(4.25)

+ Z / Gap (D*ugDPvg — D*ug(2)DPvo(2)) da,

la]<m
|Bl<m—1

&ae) = r=p0) > [ tus(D%uo - Dun(@)) D da.

la|=[8|=m " “=

53(8) = Z / qa,@Da’u,QDﬁ’ﬁg dl’,

jaj<m @
[B|<m—1
E4(2) = (1 — fo) / 03 Do () D% (32 — he)(y) dy,
|a|=|B|=m " “=

E(&) =" (o) Y / 0 Do ) D (H. — H)(y) dy.

lee|=18]=
Proof. We have by definition

Va(E) = Z /Q(p po)a,aﬁD ’LboDﬁl)E dr + Z / Qape — aaﬁ,O)DauoDﬁ’Us dI,

la|=[B8|=m |a|<m
|Bl|<m—1

hence, for £ small enough,

Va(e) = Z / (p1 — [)0)CLOLL-;DO‘uOD'BvE dr + Z qagDo‘uoD’BvE dzx.
lo|=|Bl=m = laj<m Y %e
[B]<m—1

We make the splitting V,(¢) = V! ( + V2(g) with

Val( ) (Pl / aaBDauoDﬂ’Uo dx + Z / qa,@DO‘uoDB’UO dl’,
\a| |Bl=m " e e

lal<m
|Bl<m—1

Vi) = (p1 — /aﬁDo‘uoD'BvsdI—l— Z /qagDo‘uoDﬁfzsd:r.
Ia\ [B]=m e la|<m
|Bl<m—1

e First approzimation. With the help of the splitting D%ugDPvg = D%ug(&)DPvg(#) 4+ [DYug D vy —

D%uy(2)DPvy(2)] we obviously get
Vl

lo|=[B]=m loo| <m
[B]|<m—1

w(e) = lwel(pr—po) Y, aapDue(&)D vo(d)+lwe| D gasDuo()D vo(£)+E:(e). (4.26)
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e Second and third approximation. Similarly we have

Vi(e) = / p1 — po)aasD%uo(2)D DPo. dx 4 () + Es(e). (4.27)
o] =] B|=m ~ e
o Fourth approzimation. We now approximate .. We have for any n € HJ"(£2):
as (1, %) = a=(1,v:) — a=(n,v0) = —(g,m) — (a= — ao)(n,v0) — ao(n,v0) = —(a= — ao)(n,vo). (4.28)

For e small enough, we therefore have

3 /psaaﬁp wD%.dot Y [ bup DD, da
Q

lal=[B]= la|<m
|B1<m—1
= —(p1 — po) /aaﬁD nDvydr — Y /qaﬂDanD%od:c, (4.29)
|a|=|8]=m "= la|<m @

|Bl<m—1

which suggests to approximate 9. in (4.27) by h., solution of (4.16). We arrive at

V2(e) = (1 — / G0 Duo(2)DP he di + Ex(2) + Es(e) + Eae).
Ia\ |Bl=m e
By the change of variable x = Z + ey this can be rewritten
Vi(e) = €"(p1 — po) Z / aapDuo(2)DP He(y) dy + E2(e) + E3(€) + Ea(e). (4.30)

la|=[8|=m "

e Fifth approzimation. On one hand, plugging h.(r) = e™H (¢~} (z—2)) and n(z) = e (e 1 (z—17))
in (4.16) yields after the change of variable x = & + ey in both integrals of (4.16)

) / Y)aas DU H.(9) D2 (y) dy = —(p1 — o) 3. / 0 D o(# + £9) D . () dy
la|=]8]= la|=]8]= (431)

for every ¢. € W™(R"™)/Ppm—1, with p defined by (4.20). On the other hand, combining (4.19) and
(4.21) results in

> / Y)aus D H)DP0(y) dy = — (51 — o) 3 / 4o D00 (H)DPB(y)dy  (4.32)
lee|=81= lol=]8]=
for every ® € W™ (R"™)/Py,—1. On replacing H. by H + (H. — H) in (4.30) we obtain

Vi(e) =" (p1 — fo) Z /aaﬁDauO )DPH(y dy—i—zg (4.33)

lee|=|8l=
Plugging (4.21) into the above yields

5
Vii(e) = &"(p1 — fo) Z / aapD"uo(2)D7vo(2) DV (y) dy + Z &i(e)
|| =] Bl=|~|=m ~ ¢ i=
After rearrangement we obtain
5

Vi) =c"po > kayDuo(#)DVvo(2) + Y _ Eile), (4.34)

lal=]y[=m i=2
with kop defined by (4.24). Altogether we arrive at
5

Vae)=e" >~ (lwl(pr = po)aas + pokas) D¥uo(#)Dvo(2) + ) _ Ei(e)-
la|=[Bl=m i=1

The expression (4.22) of the polarization tensor leads to (4.25). O

The following lemma provides the appropriate estimates for the remainders &;(¢). This is the core
of the analysis. The proof is given in Section 7.
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Lemma 4.4. Suppose that f and g are of reqularity H® in a neighborhood of & with s > max(0, § +
1 —m). Then the remainders E;(¢) in Lemma 4.3 satisfy |E; ()| = o(e™) for each i =1,2,3,4,5.

4.6. Topological sensitivity analysis of the cost function. We are now in position to provide
the asymptotic expansion of the cost function.

Theorem 4.5. For every e sufficiently small let u. be the solution of (2.6). Suppose that the cost
function J. is such that (4.5) and (4.6) hold true for ¢(e) = €™ and g. = g independent of €, and that
[, g are of regularity H® in a neighborhood of & with s > max(0, % + 1 —m). Then we have

JE (us) — Jo(uO)

=c"po Y. pasDuo(@)Dvo(2) + 1wl D qapDuo(2)DPuo(&) + 8.5y + 6J2 | + o("),
|a|=|B]=m la|<m
[B|<m—1

(4.35)

with the entries of the polarization tensor (pag)|a|=|gl=m given by (4.22), and ug, vo solutions of
(4.13).

Proof. By Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 and Definition 5.3, Eq. (4.3) is satisfied with ¢(g) = €™ and

Sai=po > PasDuo(d)DPvo(d) + Wl S qapDuo(d)D uo(d).
|a|=|8]=m | <m

|Bl<m—1

The claim follows from Theorem 4.1. O

Remark 4.6. If the source term f = f. depends on e, then (4.35) is simply modified by the addition
of the extra term £"0 f, which stems from (4.4). If now the function g. which satisfies (4.5) depends
on g, then (4.28) changes, which results in the additional term (g. — go,n) at the right hand side
of (4.29). If |lge — gol zr-m () = 0(c™/?), then we still have |0, — he|gm(q) = o(e™/?) in Lemma 7.1,
therefore Formula (4.35) remains unchanged. But if [|g- — go||zr-m () is of order £"/2, then an extra
term appears in (4.35). For an example we refer to [6] where such a term has been computed for the
Kirchhoff plate problem. Note that the regularity conditions f,g € H® apply to fy and go.

Remark 4.7. Although the condition p; > 0 has been used in several places, the topological asymptotic
expansion for Neumann holes can be rigorously obtained by taking the value p; = 0 in the computation
of the polarization tensor, provided that (4.19) still admits a solution (necessarily non unique) for this
value. The proof of this claim is rather technical, and has been done for the Laplace operator and the
Kirchhoff plate problem in [4] and [6], respectively. The same idea applies here, therefore we do not
reproduce the proof.

5. A CLASS OF DEGENERATE PROBLEMS
5.1. Degenerate expression of the polarization tensor.

Definition 5.1 (Degenerate polarization tensor). We say that the polarization tensor (4.22) is de-
generate when its entries do not remain bounded when the contrast r tends to zero.

In particular, when the polarization tensor is degenerate, the topological sensitivity for Neumann
holes is not defined, see Remark 4.7. This situation occurs when the cost functional is discontinuous
with respect to the nucleation of a Neumann hole, and it is observed for instance in dimension n = 1
for the Laplacian (see Section 6.2). We will see that it can also occur in higher dimension, but for
higher order operators.

The goal of this section is to give a sufficient condition of degeneracy, as well as to provide an
explicit expression of the polarization tensor in this case. To this aim we introduce the family of
piecewise constant functions (n, : R” — R defined by

_P1—Po 5
Cary () = po
0 ifzeR"\w,

if v € w,

(5.1)
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with 04y =1 if & =7, day = 0 otherwise. We have for all & € W™ (R")/Pp—1:
> / paapCar DP®(y) dy = —(p1 — po) / a,5DP(y) (52)

lee|=B81= 1Bl=

In the definition of the polarization tensor, (4.19) appeared as a critical step. Accordingly the following
assumption is made.

Assumption 5.2. For any multi-indices v with |y| = m, there exists a function ¥., € W™ (R")/Pp,—1
satisfying

> aapDVy = > aaplay V8,18l =m. (5.3)

lee|=m lee|=m

It immediately stems from Assumption 5.2, using (5.2), that ¥, solves (4.19). Hence (4.24) results
in:
P1
tar = @0 [ 3 aws0" = @ =1) [ 3 auntan

|8]=
P p1— po (p1 — po)?
= B o) Y a2 P, = —an, PP, (5.4)

with |w| the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure of w. Moreover, plugging (5.4) into (4.22) provides the
following closed formula for the polarization tensor.

Proposition 5.3 (Degenerate polarization tensor). If Assumption 5.2 is fulfilled, then we have

1
Pary = [l(1 = ~)aan. (5.5)

We also note that, in addition to be degenerate in the sense of Definition 5.1, the polarization
tensor (5.5) is independent of the shape of w.

5.2. Characterization of a degenerate problem. We shall now give sufficient conditions for As-
sumption 5.2 to be satisfied. To do so, set ¢ = f{a € N", |a| = m} and define the linear map
A: RY — RY
(Ua)jaj=m = (V8)ig1=m

Vg = Z aapUsq.

la|=m

such that

We recall the following general result from [20], Theorem 7.1.20.

Theorem 5.4. If P is a homogeneous elliptic (i.e. P(§) =0= £ =0) polynomial of degree p in R™,
then the differential operator P(D) has a fundamental solution of the form
E =Ey— Q(z)log|z, (5.6)

where Eqy is homogeneous of degree p —n, C*° and analytic in R™ \ {0} and Q is a polynomial which
is identically O when n > p and is homogeneous of order p — n when n < p. (cf. [20] for its explicit
expression,).

Corollary 5.5. Let E be the fundamental solution introduced in Theorem 5.4 and o € N™ be such
that |a| = k. For all R > 1 there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for all x € R™ with |z| > R,

ifn>p, |D*E(w)| < clafP7m7F,

ifn<p, [DB(x)| < clzP~"*log|al.
Proof. We first concentrate on the term FEy of the decomposition (5.6). For all (r,v) € Ry x R™ we
have

Eo(rv) = rP=" Eg(v).
Differentiating k times with respect to v in the direction (v, ..., dvg) gives

d* Eo (rv) (rdvy, ..., m6vg ) = P d" By (v)(dv1, ..., duy),
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whereby
| Eo(rv)|| = P~ *|d* Eo (v)]].
Choosing now x = rv, with |u| =1 yields

1 Eo(2)|| = [a[P~"~*|d" Eo(v)]| < clzP7"7F,

which in turn implies

|D*Ey(2)| < clzP~"7F  V]a| = k.
This provides the result for n > p. We now assume that n < p. Similarly to the previous calculation
we obtain

IDQ(x)] < clafP™"7* Vo] =k (5.7)

Denoting by E(x) = Q(z)log|z|, we have, for some coeflicients c,5 > 0,

D E(x) = D"Q(@)log|z| + Y casD*Q(x)D" (log z]).
lal+[81=11
|81=1

Using (5.7) we get whenever |y| = k and |z| > R:

IDE()| < |zl Flogla| +e Y |alP 2| T < cfaPmF logal.

|| +]B1=k
[B1=1

Thus we get the results. 0

We now state and prove one of the main results of our work, which allows to easily determine
whether the polarization tensor associated to an elliptic problem of order 2m is degenerate in the
sense of Definition 5.1.

Theorem 5.6. Suppose that rank(A) = 1. Then Assumption 5.2 is fulfilled. In consequence the
polarization tensor admits the expression (5.5), hence it is degenerate.

Proof. Let V = (V3)|s/=m € im(A) be such that V3 # 0 for some 3. Since dim(imA) = 1 we have
im A = span(V) and

A((DW)jg=m) =V = > a,3D*¥ = Vj. (5.8)

lo|=m
For V' defined by V3 = Z\a|:m aapCary, v fixed, a solution to the rightmost equality of (5.8) is given
by
U, =FE=x*Vz,

where F is the fundamental solution of the operator Z|a\:m a,gD®. Let us show that the polynomial
P(§) = X aj=m @ap€” associated to this operator is elliptic. Thus, assume that P(§) = 0. For
la| = m we set U, = &%, and we define U = (Ua)ja|=m- We have [A(U)]z = P(§) = 0, and
since A(U) € span(V) (i.e., A(U) = AV for some \) with V3 # 0, we infer A(U) = 0. Therefore,
Z|a\:m aap€® = 0 for every B with |3| = m. Multiplying by ¢ and summing over |3| = m, this
implies Z\QIZ\BIZW aapé®TP = 0. By the uniform ellipticity assumption (2.4) we derive ¢ = 0.
Therefore, the fundamental solution of the operator P(D) =}, _,, ao3D" satisfies Theorem 5.4.
Using Corollary 5.5 with p = m, it is easily checked that £ € W™(R") (defined in Appendix C).
Hence ¥, € W™(R"™) as well, and the proof is achieved. O

6. SELECTED APPLICATIONS

6.1. Examples of operators. In this section we review some classical elliptic operators. As the
polarization tensor only depends on the principal symbol, we restrict our presentation to homogeneous
operators, i.e., we assume that bog,. = 0. In order to check the uniform ellipticity condition, we set

PE) = > aap™t

lo|=[B]=m
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6.1.1. In dimension n = 1. We have |a| = m = a = (m), hence ¢ = 1 and rank(A) = 1 for every
m > 1. This case is always degenerate and the topological asymptotic expansion for w being the
interval (—1,1) is given by

1 dmuo d™m Vo

Je(ue) — Jo(uo) = ¢ [2;30(1 L)@ g 2

(&) + 6.J1 + 6.2 | + ofe).

6.1.2. Laplacian in dimension n > 2. We have m = 1, hence ¢ = n. Let (e;);=1,...» be the canonical

basis of R™. The bilinear form is

ac(u,v) = /QpEVu.Vvdx = Z /Q pe D uD% vdzx,
=1

hence P(£) = |€]2. In the basis formed by the vectors (e;)i=1...., the matrix of A is the identity matrix
of order n, hence rank(A) = n. This case is not degenerate. The polarization tensor is explicitly known
for ellipses and ellipsoids, see e.g. [3, 4].

6.1.3. Bi-Laplacian. For this operator we have m = 2 and the bilinear form is
ac(u,v) = / peAuAvdr.
Q

This yields P(£) = [£]*. Let us first focus for simplicity on the dimension n = 2. Ordering the family
(v € N?, | =2) as ((2,0),(0,2), (1,1)) the matrix of A in the canonical basis of R? is

1 10
A=11 1 0
0 0 0

It is immediately checked that A > 0 and rank(A) = rank(A) = 1. This case is thus degenerate. The
same thing occurs in any dimension n, with, using a similar ordering, a matrix having as only nonzero
coefficients an n x n upper left block of ones. Therefore we have in any dimension the topological
asymptotic expansion:

Je(ue) — Jolug) = €™ [[)0|w|(1 - %)Auo(ﬁc)Avo(ﬁc) +O0J1 + 65| + o(e™).

6.1.4. Kirchhoff plate model. For this fourth order operator (m = 2) in dimension n = 2, the bilinear
form is

ae(u,v) = k/ pe (AAuAv + 24 VVu : VVv)dz,
Q
where k = 72/12, 7 > 0 is the thickness of the plate, A, u > 0 are the Lamé coefficients. This entails

P(¢) = k(X + 2u)[€]*, which is uniformly elliptic provided that either A > 0 or x> 0. In the same
basis as in the previous case, the matrix of A is

A+2p A 0
A=k A A+2u 0 | >0.
0 0 4

We find det A = 16k3u?(\ + p), hence rank(A4) = 3 provided that p > 0. The problem is thus
non-degenerate. The polarization tensor for a circular inclusion has been obtained in [6].

6.2. Numerical illustrations.

6.2.1. One-dimensional problem. We consider the compliance functional associated to a second order
one-dimensional equation, where, for 0 < a < 1/2, the source term f has the form:

f(x)_{ (2): 0<z<a,

a<zx<l.

The cost functional associated to the unperturbed problem reads

JO(UO)Z/Olf%:?/OaUm
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FIGURE 1. One-dimensional case: Solutions ug(z) and u.(z) for a = 1/4.

with ug solution to

—ug(z) = 2, 0<z<a,
—ug(z) = 0, a<z<l,
UQ(O) = ’U,O(l) = 0.

The expression of uy can be easily shown to be

() = —2?2 —ad’z+2ax, 0<z<a,
vol®) = —a*(x—1), a<z<l.

The compliance associated to the perturbed problem reads

J€<u€>=/01fu€:2/0aug,

with u. solution to

—u/(z) = 2, 0<z<a,
—u(z) = 0, a<wz<i-—c¢,
—ul(z) = 0, 3+e<a<l,
ul(z —e)=ul(z +e) = 0,
us(0) =u. (1) = 0.

This means that the domain is topologically perturbed by the introduction of a hole of size 2¢, with
homogeneous Neumann boundary condition. The explicit solution is given by

—22+2ax, 0<z<a,
ue(x) = a?, a§x<%—5,
0, I+e<a<l
The solutions up and u. are represented in Fig. 6.2.1 for a = 1/4. As we have already mentioned,
this is a degenerate case. In fact, in this simple example the difference between J.(u:) and Jo(ug) is
explicitly given by a jump independent of €, namely
Jo(ue) — Jo(ug) = a .

This means that the cost functional J.(u.) is not continuous with respect e. Hence, the topological
derivative for a Neumann hole is not defined.

6.2.2. Bi-Laplacian operator. Let us consider three balls By, By, B. € R? with centers at the origin
and radii 1, a and e, respectively, such that ¢ < a < 1. We consider the compliance functional
associated to the bi-Laplacian operator with source term

[ 8 if 2€B;\ By,
f(””)_{o if =€ B,

The cost functional associated to the unperturbed problem reads

Jo(ug) = fu0:8/ U,
Bl Bl\Ba

with ug solution to

AQ’UJO = 8 in Bl \ B_a7
AQUO = 0 in Ba,
Uug = 0
anUO o 0 } on 8B1
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(a) solution ug (b) solution ue

FIGURE 2. Bi-Laplacian case: solutions ug and u. < 0.3 for a = 1/2.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08 7 1.0

FIGURE 3. Bi-Laplacian case: profile of the solutions ug(r) and u.(r > 0.1) for a = 1/2.

For the perturbed problem with an homogeneous Neumann condition on the boundary of a hole B,

the cost functional is
Ja(ua): fug:S/ o Ue,
B, B1\Ba

with u. solution to

A2U5 = 8 in B1 \ B_a,
Au., = 0 in B, \ B,
u. = 0
. = 0 on 0By,
Au. = 0
0.Au. = 0 on 0B..

Using a polar coordinate system (r,#), we find analytical expressions for both up and wu. by separation
of variables, as plotted in Fig. 2. Due to the axis-symmetry of the problems, their solutions can be
written in terms of r only, as shown in Fig. 3. In this example the difference between J.(u.) and
Jo(up) is again given by a jump independent of £, namely

Je(us) — Jo(ug) = 7 (a* — 4a®loga — 1)2 .

The cost functional J. (u) is not continuous with respect to € at &€ = 0, which confirms that this case
is degenerate.

7. ESTIMATION OF THE REMAINDERS

This section is devoted to the proof of Lemma 4.4. We will use the letter ¢ to denote a generic
positive constant independent of .
7.1. Preliminary estimates. Recall that we have defined
0. = v: —vo € HF*(Q).
We introduce the difference
€ = 175 — hs € Hm(Q)/Pm—h
where he € W™ (R™)/Pp,—1 solves (4.16). Moreover, we set

. | pe(z) fzeq,
pa(x)_{ po ifz € R\ Q.
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Lemma 7.1. Let a > 0 be such that the open ball of centre & and radius a, denoted by B,, is contained
in §, and choose an arbitrary §' € (0,1/2). For e small enough we have that

|he | pm e\ B,y < c€™77, le<|prm () < cg™/*T07, (7.1)

||175||Hm(9) S Cé‘n/z, ||175||Hm(Q\Ba) S CEn/2+6 ) ||€)5||Hm71(gl) S CEn/2+6 (72)

for some 6" > 0.
Proof. The proof is divided into five steps.

e First step: estimation of |h.|gym®n). By elliptic regularity applied to (4.31) (see Lemmas 3.4
and 3.5) we get || Hc|lywm®n)/p,, , < ¢, hence in particular

A change of variable results in
|he | prm gy < ce™. (7.4)
¢ Second step: estimation of |h.|gm®n\p,). We derive from (4.31) that, for all p. € W™ (R™)/Pp, 1,
[ a5 D60 (75)
lof=]8]=
= Y [ D H@D oyt S [ (= s D HA)D 6. () dy
| =|B]=m K" o =|B]=m
—Go—p) 3 /aaﬂD vl + ey) D2 (y) dy + (o — 1) 3 /aaﬁD H.(y) DP 6. (y) dy
le=18]= le=18]=
—o—p) Y / s (Dol + 2y) + DH.(y)) D*6.(y) dy. (76)
le=]8]=

We define the distribution 7: € D'(R™) by

(Teom) = (po— p1) Y / tas (D%vo( + ey) + D*H.(y)) DPn(y) dy.
la|=[8|=m "
We therefore have, in the sense of distributions,
(=)™ > poaasD*PH. = T.. (7.7)
la|=|p]=m
We call £ the fundamental solution of the differential operator (—1)™ >, _ 5/=m poaas D whereby

a solution of (7.7) is given by H? = 7. x E. By elliptic regularity, since clearly 7. € H ™ (R"), we
have H? € H” (R"). In addltlon if dist(z,w) > 0 we have the expressions

H@) = (=) 3 [ e (Dwle )+ D) DBl ~ )y
lee|=181=
and

DUH@) = (oo~ 1) Y / 4o (D00 + 29) + DY H.(0) DB )y, (75)
loe|=|8]=
The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality applied to (7.8) implies

1/2
@< 3 ([1Ee-npa) .

By Corollary 5.5 with p = 2m we infer that, for any R > 2, ¢’ € (0,1/2) and |y| = m — k such that
w C B(0,R/2),
IDYH? ()| < c|lz|F~" V|z| > R. (7.9)
This implies in particular that H2 € W™ (R™), and by uniqueness that H? is a representative for H..
Recalling that h.(z) = e™H.(e 1 (z — 1)), we select the representative he(x) = e™H? (e~ (z — 1)),
hence
Dhe(x) = " DVH? (e 7 (2 — 7)), Iy| =m — k. (7.10)
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From (7.9) we derive

D he(z)] < cele V(@ — &)[F " = e g — 2 V| > eR, |y|l=m—k (7.11)
Therefore, choosing an arbitrary a > 0, we obtain
122 llwm @\ By < ce™? (7.12)

for any e small enough. In particular this yields |he|gm @\ B,) < cen?',
e Third step: estimation of |i.| gm-1(q). From (7.9) we obtain, for |y| =m — k,
IDYH? || p2(cre-1 Ry < 2275 +¢ (7.13)
and
IDYH? || L2(c(r2R) < €

where C(a,b) stands for the ring of radii a and b. The above inequality together with (7.3) yields,
thanks to the Poincaré inequality, that

IH2 | m () < c. (7.14)
Combining (7.13) and (7.14) we arrive at
HDVH;”LZ(BEARO) <c+eerh0

A change of variables provides

DR\ r20) < ce¥F 4 ce"™?

For k > 1, as & € (0,n/2), the right hand side of the above inequality is of order O(% ") for some
§" > 0. It follows that
B2l -1 () < ceZH0 (7.15)

e Fourth step: estimation of |e.|gm o). We set

<A5uav>H*m(Q),H{)"(Q) = Z /psaagD uDPv dzx
ol =1Bl=m "¢

so that, in view of (4.16) applied to the selected representative h? and for a test function n € HJ* ()
extended by 0, we have

Recalling that
(A + Bl)ve = (Ao + Bj)vo = —g,
we find
(Ac + B2)ie = —(Ae — Ao + B — B})uo

This entails, for e2 = 0. — h?,

(Ae + B)e? = S. := —(A. — A)hS — BXh® — (Ac — Ao — Ac + Ao + B* — Bi)uo. (7.16)
In addition it holds e2 = —h?2 on 0f). By Proposition 3.3 and classical arguments of elliptic regularity
and trace theory we infer that

legllzm @) < c(lSella-m(0) + IR lwm @\ B,))-

Yet for every n € Hy"(2) we have

<S€a77>H*M(Q),H{,"(Q) = - Z / aaﬂDah Dﬁndw— Z / apeD* ﬁDﬁh dx
la|=[B]=m " ja|<m
|B1<m—1
- Z / po—ﬁa—i-ﬁo)aaBDo‘voDBndw— Z / anDo‘nDﬂh; dx.
lal=[B]= la|<m @
[B]<m—1

Using (7.12), (7.15), and the fact that p. — pg = pe — po for every e small enough, we get

(Sesm) =m0, 1y @) < 220 Inllzm o)-
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Using once more (7.12) we arrive at
el ) < g2t (7.17)

o Fifth step: estimates on .. From (7.1) and o. = h? 4?2 we derive |0c|gmo\B,) < ce3 9" The
Poincaré inequality entails |0 || gm o\ p,) < ce 21", Likewise, (7.4) yields ||: || gm () < ce2. We also
derive from (7.15) and (7.17)

|0l rm—1(02) < cez ¥, (7.18)

All the estimates are now proven. O
We are now in position to estimate the remainders &;(¢), i = 1,2, 3,4, 5 of Lemma 4.3.

7.2. First remainder. Due to the assumed regularity of f and g, it follows that D%ug and D%vq are
C! in a neighborhood of #. By the mean value inequality we arrive at

|E1(e)] < ™.
7.3. Second remainder. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality entails
&Ea(e) < ce/|we|[Ve| m(q)-
Using Lemma 7.1 we straightforwardly get
|Ea(e)| < ee™ T,
7.4. Third remainder. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields
E3(e)] < ell1ll L2 ()| Tel orm-1(0)-
From Lemma 7.1 we infer
|E3(e)| < ce™ T,

7.5. Fourth remainder. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

1€4(e)] < e[| 2.y lec|mm (-
Then Lemma 7.1 entails
|€4(e)] < e,

7.6. Fifth remainder. We begin by observing that, subtracting (4.32) from (4.31), one gets for any
¢ € W™(R"™)

> /Rn p(y)aas D™ (H. — H) (y)DP ¢ dy =

la|=]B]=m
— S0 [ (51 = ho)aas (D*vo( + ey) — Du (@) D2o(y) dy.
la|=|Bl=m "%

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the right hand side and using the C! regularity of vy we
get

S [ w)aasD (He = ) D" 9| < celolim e

al=|8|=m
By elliptic regularit}l (‘sele ‘Lemma 3.4) we infer that
|He — H|gm@ny < ce.
This implies by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that
|Es5(e)| < ce™ T

8. GENERALIZATION TO ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS

We explain here how the previous results can be generalized to differential systems. We restrict
ourselves to homogeneous differential operators merely for notational simplicity. We concentrate on
the main changes, that is, the expression of the polarization tensor.
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8.1. General case. We consider now a vector field u. = (ul,...,ul) € H*(Q)" solution of

S5 [ ety DriDh e = S ) e )Y
ij «,f i
By convention Latin indices, written as superscripts, range over the set {1,..., N}, whereas Greek

multi-indices are of length n. The system coeflicients (afjﬁ) are supposed to satisfy the following
properties.

e Symmetry : it holds for every «, 3,1, j

lonB = %a (8.1)

e Positivity : for any family of real numbers (y!,) it holds
Yt 20 2
i af
e Uniform ellipticity : there exists x > 0 such that
Z Za” TPz > KlE)P™ Z || V(¢ 2) e R" x CN. (8.3)
iy ap

Based on these assumptions the asymptotic analysis can be easily generalized, which is left to the
reader. This leads to define the function H = (H!, ..., HY), instead of (4.32), as the solution of

>3 [ ot ﬂﬂﬂwwﬂw—m—mZZ/%mlDWU@ (3.4)

i apf ij ap

for every family of functions @', ..., ®" € Wm(R") /Pm—1. By linearity, we have
Z Z DV (2) (8.5)

with W¥ € W™ (R™)/Pp, 1 solving, for each 7,1,

ZZ/ Jads D WY (y) D& (y) dy = —(p1 — fo) ZZ/ ayD @) dy  (86)

iy B j B
for all @1, ..., ®N € W™(R")/P,,—1. The polarization tensor (pijﬁ) is defined by
Py = lwl(r = Dags + ki, (8.7)

with

kil = (r—1) ZQWB/D%JZ (8.8)

Theorem 8.1. Suppose that the cost functzon Je is such that (4.5) and (4.6) hold true for ¢(g) = ™
and g = g independent of ¢, and that f, g are of reqularity H® in a neighborhood of , s > max(0, 5 +
1 —m). Then we have

Je(ue) — Jo(ug) =& pOZZp” Dul( 6(:%)+6J1+5J2 + o(g™).

ij af

8.2. Degenerate case. We introduce the family of piecewise constant functions ng,y : R™ — R defined
by

PL—P0 cit .
i —— 0s, ifxrew,
©(e) = o (8.9)
0 ifzeR"\w,
with (55V =lifa=vyandi=]I, (55V = 0 otherwise. Assumption 5.2 is modified as follows.

Assumption 8.2. For any 7, [, there exist functions \IJ“ € W™ (R™)/Pp,—1 satistying
Sy a0 - Y Y, v 10

We arrive at the following expression of the polarization tensor.
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Proposition 8.3 (Degenerate polarization tensor). If Assumption 8.2 is fulfilled, then we have

7 1 3
pofv = |(U|(1 - ;)aofv' (811)

9. CONCLUSION

In this work we have derived the general form of the topological asymptotic expansion for a wide
range of linear elliptic operators of order 2m. We have also identified a class of degenerate problems,
for which the closed formulation of the polarization tensor has been obtained. We have given a simple
algebraic criterion to recognize the degenerate cases, and we have shown that a typical example of
degenerate operator is the bi-Laplacian. As a consequence, the physical models whose state equations
obey a PDE involving the bi-Laplacian will exhibit peculiar nucleation properties. By nucleation it
is here meant changes of the physical properties of the body by removing and adding infinitesimal
quantities of different materials with a view to the minimization of a cost function, usually taken as the
energy of the model. As an example, heterogeneities in an elastic continuum can be modeled as small
strain gradient perturbations, which in the scalar setting would mean an energy comprising a term of
the form €|Au|?, with u standing for the displacement and € a small parameter, and a state equation
thereby involving A? (see [15] where such a problem is treated in the framework of homogenization).
Another example is provided by time-dependent phase-change models involving Cahn-Hilliard type
equations; a recent application in geology which could also fit our setting has been numerically studied
in [21]. Finally we mention that the dislocation problem [26] which involves the bi-Laplacian (as a
simplified model for the incompatibility operator appearing in elasticity of dislocated elastic bodies)
will be further analyzed with a view to the results developed in the present paper.
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 3.1

We use the standard notation @ for the Fourier-Plancherel transform of u € L?(R™), Zz for the
complex conjugate of z and |z| for the modulus of z.

By density, we can assume that u belongs to D(Q2), the set of compactly supported and infinitely
differentiable functions defined in 2. Next we extend u by zero outside €2. Due to the positivity
assumption, the function Z\QIZ\BIZW aap D*uDPu is nonnegative. Thus, with p = min(essinfq po, 1),
we have

<AEU7U>H*7’1(Q),H{,’1(Q) >p Z aap DuDPu dx.
lal=[Bl=m ¢
Passing to the Fourier transform, we have by the Parseval equality
(Acu, u) g-m Q) Hr () = P Z (g DeuDBudé = p Z aoég/]R coth|al2de.

R~

lo|=[B]=m lo|=[B]=m

The uniform ellipticity assumption yields
(Acu, u) g—m (), g () ZEH/ [RlmR3
R’Vl

The expansion of [¢[*™ = (37, ff)m results in an expression of the form

|§|2m _ Z Ca§2a
|a]=m
for some coefficients ¢, > ¢ > 0. This entails

(Act, u) -0y 1y (@) = PR D Ca/ £22dg > pre Y / |&vul?de.
Rn R™

lee|=m lo|=m
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Using again the Parseval equality leads to

<A5’LL, u>H*m(Q),H6"(Q) > [_)K:Q Z /Q |Dau|2dx = E/@g|u|§{m(9)

ler|=m
APPENDIX B. COLLECTIVELY COMPACT OPERATORS

Let X be a Banach space and K be a subset of £(X), where £(X) is the set of bounded linear
operators from X into itself. We say that K is collectively compact if the set {Kz,z € X, ||z| <
1, K € K} is relatively compact. The following result is a corollary of Theorem 1.6 of [9]. A proof can
be found in [5].

Theorem B.1. Let K be a collectively compact set of bounded linear operators of X. Assume further
that IC is pointwise sequentially compact, i.e., for every sequence (K,,) of KC there exists a subsequence
(Kn,) and K € K such that K, @ — Kz for all x € X. If I — K is invertible for all K € K, then

sup ||(I — K)™!| < oo. (B.1)
KeKk

APPENDIX C. WEIGHTED AND QUOTIENT SOBOLEV SPACES

In this appendix we define the functional spaces which provide existence theorems in R™. The main
result is found in Corollary C.5 which is the restatement of Lemma 3.5. Before arriving at this result
several preliminary lemmas must be proved.

Let B, be the open ball centered at the origin and of radius a. We will denote by r = |z| the radial
coordinate.

Lemma C.1. Leta > 0, B, = R"\ B, and q € (—o0,1]. If 2¢+n # 0, then it holds for allu € D(B.)

HTqUHN(B;I) < HTqHVUHLz

|2g + n| (By) "
Proof. Let v € Sy, the unit sphere of R™. Integrating by parts yields
(o] 2 o0
/ P2t =Ly (ro)2dr = — / P2y (r0) Va(ro).odr <
a 2q+n Jq

We obtain by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

0o 2 o 1/2 0 1/2
/ P20 =Ly (ro)2dr < ST (/ r2q+"1|u(rv)|2dr> (/ r2q+"+1|Vu(rv)|2dr) .

This implies
/ P20 =Ly (ro)2dr < (

2q+n/a P2y (ro) || Vau(ro) |dr.

2 00
2q+n> / P2 7y (ro) |2 dr.

Next, we have

oo
|\TquHQL2(B/) = / / P21y (ro)2drdo
@ Sn Ja

2 \° >
( > / / P20ty (ro) |2 drdo
2q +n Sn Ja

2 ? g+1 2
- \%g1n I quLQ(B(’l)’

which leads to the desired result. ]

Let § € (0,1/2) be fixed. For every k € N we introduce the weight functions as follows:
wi(x) = (1+ |2 % (C1)
with
0 ifk=0,
—k—0 ifk>1andn=1,

Pk = n
1—§—k—5 ifk>1andn>2.
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Lemma C.2. Leta >0, B, =R"\ B,, m € N. For all k=0, ...,m and every u € D(B.,), we have

sup |wr D%l g2y < cx sup || D%ullp2(mr ),

la|=m—k al=m
where cg 1S a positive constant.

Proof. The result is obvious for k£ = 0, thus we assume that & > 1. We treat first the case n > 2. By
induction from Lemma C.1, we infer for |3| = m — k,

||r1_%_k_6D'8u||L2(Bé) <c sup ||r1_%_6DO‘uHL2(B&) <cglmz70 sup HDQUHL%B{I)-

lee|=m la|=m

The desired estimate follows straightforwardly. Suppose now that n = 1. Again by induction from
Lemma C.1, we obtain for |3] = m — k

||T7k76D5u||L2(B;) < ¢ sup |\T75Do‘u||L2(Bg) < ca® sup HDQ‘UHLQ(B{I),

lee|=m lo|=m

leading to the result. O

For any open subset A of R we define the space
W™(A)={ueD(A)|Vk=0,..,m,|a| =m—k = w,D* € L*(A)}, (C.2)
where the weights are given by (C.1). It is endowed with the norm

lullwmay =D D llweDulF0a

k=0 |a|=m—Fk

1/2

This norm is associated with an inner product (.,.)ym ), for which it is easily shown that W™ (A) is
a Hilbert space.

We define W[ (A) as the closure of D(A) in W™ (A). Let u € W™ (B!) and 7 be a smooth function
such that n = 1 in By, and n = 0 in Bj,. Then nu € H™(B!) and (1 —n)u € W™ (R™). This allows us
to define the normal trace of u on OB, of order j, j < m — 1, denoted by 97 u. Also, one may prove by
standard arguments (see e.g. [1]) that D(R"™) is dense in W™ (R"™). This implies the following result.

Lemma C.3. We have
Wi (BL) ={ue W™(B.) | #u=0VYj=0,..,m—1}.

Proposition C.4. Let H be a closed subspace of W™(R™) and ||.|[% be a norm on H such that, for
some constants c1,co >, it holds

Cl|u|Hm(]Rn) < ||u||H < C2||u||Wm(]Rn) Yu € H.
Then, on the space H, the norms ||.|l3 and ||.|[wm@n) are equivalent.
Proof. We must show that there exists a constant ¢z such that
l[ullwm®ny < esllulla

By contradiction, we assume that there exists a sequence (u,) € H such that, for every p,

sl =1 gl < - (€3)

Let n be defined as above. The Leibniz formula provides, for all v € W™ (B),
70| Frm (Bsa) < €lV]im (Bsa) + cllvll zrm—1(B5.), (C.4)
|1 =m)olmm(my,) < clvlamay,) + cllvllrm-1(Bs.)- (C.5)

The embedding of H™(Bs,) into H™~1(Bjs,) is compact and the sequence (uy,) is bounded in H™(Bs,).
We still denote by (u,,) a subsequence such that u, — w in H™ 1(Bs,). Using Lemma C.2, (C.5) and
the assumptions we get

11 =) (up = ug)llwm(py,) < cllup = tglln +cllup =gl m-1(5s.)-
Moreover, the Poincaré inequality in H{"(Bs,) together with (C.4) and the assumptions yield

||77(up - Uq)”Hm(Bsa) < CHup - Uq”H + C”up - uqHHmfl(Bsa)'
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Therefore, (nu,) and ((1—n)u,) are Cauchy sequences in H™(B3,) and W™ (Bj,), respectively. Thus,
there exist (v1,v2) € H™(Bsq) X W™(B),) such that nu, — v1 in H™(Bs,) and (1 — n)u, — ve in
W™ (B}, ). After summation, we infer u, — v := vy + vy in W™ (R™). By assumption, this limit holds
also in H. From (C.3) we obtain a contradiction. O

Let P,,—1 be the space of polynomials of degree not greater than m — 1. It is easily checked that
Pm—1 is a subspace of W™ (R"™). The quotient space W™ (R™)/P,,_1 is endowed with the norm

u fullwe @y e, = b Jlutplwn g, (C.6)

m—1
where u is an arbitrary representative of its class. Proposition C.4 implies that the seminorm |u|gm gn)

is an equivalent norm to ||ul[yym@ny on W™(R")/Pp,—1. This will be made clear in the following
corollary, which is a restatement of Lemma 3.5, and whose proof is now given.

Corollary C.5. There exists ¢ > 0 such that, for all u € W™(R"™),
[ullwm@ny/p,—s < cltlmm@n)-

Proof. By standard arguments of the calculus of variations the infimum in (C.6) is attained at a
unique point. The Euler-Lagrange equation applied to the problem with squared norm reads for the
minimizer v := u + p
(,p)wmmny =0 Vp € Pp,

which is equivalent to

(v, %) wmmny =0 V]ja| <m—1. (C.7)
Therefore, W™ (R"™)/P,,—1 can be identified with the subspace of the functions v € W™ (R") satisfying
(C.7). In addition, the seminorm |.|gm gy is a norm on this space. We then apply Proposition C.4
with H = W™ (R™)/Pp—1 and [Jul|3 := [u]gm @n). O

Remark C.6. It appears from inspection of the proof that Corollary C.5 remains true if R™ is replaced
by any connected open set containing the origin.

REFERENCES

[1] R. Adams. Sobolev Spaces. Pure and Applied Mathematics vol. 140. Academic Press, New York, 1975.

(2] G. Allaire, F. Jouve, and N. Van Goethem. Damage and fracture evolution in brittle materials by shape optimization
methods. Journal of Computational Physics, 230(12):5010-5044, 2011.

(3] H. Ammari and H. Kang. Polarization and moment tensors with applications to inverse problems and effective
medium theory. Applied Mathematical Sciences vol. 162. Springer-Verlag, New York, 2007.

[4] S. Amstutz. Sensitivity analysis with respect to a local perturbation of the material property. Asymptotic Analysis,
49(1-2):87-108, 2006.

(5] S. Amstutz. A semismooth Newton method for topology optimization. Nonlinear Anal., 73(6):1585-1595, 2010.

[6] S. Amstutz and A.A. Novotny. Topological asymptotic analysis of the Kirchhoff plate bending problem. ESAIM:
Control, Optimisation and Calculus of Variations, 17(3):705-721, 2011.

[7] S. Amstutz, A.A. Novotny, and E.A. de Souza Neto. Topological derivative-based topology optimization of struc-

tures subject to Drucker-Prager stress constraints. Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and FEngineering,

233-236:123-136, 2012.

S. Amstutz, S.M. Giusti, A.A. Novotny, and E.A. de Souza Neto. Topological derivative for multi-scale linear

clasticity models applied to the synthesis of microstructures. International Journal for Numerical Methods in

Engineering, 84:733-756, 2010.

[9] P. M. Anselone. Collectively compact operator approzimation theory and applications to integral equations. Prentice-
Hall Series in Automatic Computation. Prentice-Hall Inc., Englewood Cliffs, N. J., 1971. With an appendix by Joel
Davis.

[10] H. Attouch, G. Buttazzo, and G. Michaille. Variational analysis in Sobolev and BV spaces, volume 6 of MPS/SIAM
Series on Optimization. Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics (STAM), Philadelphia, PA, 2006. Appli-
cations to PDEs and optimization.

[11] D. Auroux and M. Masmoudi. Image processing by topological asymptotic analysis. In Mathematical methods for
imaging and inverse problems, volume 26 of ESAIM Proc., pages 24-44. EDP Sci., Les Ulis, 2009.

[12] J. Céa, S. Garreau, P. Guillaume, and M. Masmoudi. The shape and topological optimizations connection. Com-
puter Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering, 188(4):713-726, 2000.

[13] J. R. de Faria and A.A. Novotny. On the second order topologial asymptotic expansion. Structural and Multidis-
ciplinary Optimization, 39(6):547-555, 2009.

[14] H. Eschenauer, V. Kobelev, and A. Schumacher. Bubble method for topology and shape optmization of structures.
Structural Optimization, 8(1):42-51, 1994.

[15] G. A. Francfort and S.Mller. Combined effects of homogenization and singular perturbations in elasticity. J. Reine
Angew. Math., 454:1735, 1994.

(8



23

[16] S. Garreau, P. Guillaume, and M. Masmoudi. The topological asymptotic for PDE systems: the elasticity case.
SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, 39(6):1756-1778, 2001.

[17] B. Guzina and M. Bonnet. Small-inclusion asymptotic of misfit functionals for inverse problems in acoustics. Inverse
Problems, 22(5):1761-1785, 2006.

[18] M. Hintermiiller and A. Laurain. Multiphase image segmentation and modulation recovery based on shape and
topological sensitivity. Journal of Mathematical Imaging and Vision, 35:1-22, 2009.

[19] M. Hintermiiller, A. Laurain, and A.A. Novotny. Second-order topological expansion for electrical impedance
tomography. Advances in Computational Mathematics, 36(2):235-265, 2012.

[20] L. Hormander. The analysis of linear partial differential operators. I: Distribution theory and Fourier analysis.
Classics in Mathematics. Springer, Berlin, 2003.

[21] E. Kuhl and D. W. Schmid. Computational modeling of mineral unmixing and growth. An application of the
Cahn-Hilliard equations. Comput. Mech., 39(4):439-451, 2007.

[22] S. Nazarov and J. Sokolowski. Asymptotic analysis of shape functionals. Journal de Mathématiques Pures et
Appliquées, 82(2):125-196, 2003.

[23] P.G. Ciarlet and J.-L. Lions (ed.). Handbook of numerical analysis. Volume II: Finite element methods (part 1).
Amsterdam: North-Holland. 984 p. Dfl. 300.00, 2003.

[24] G. Pdlya and G. Szegd. Izoperimetric inequalities in mathematical physics. Princeton University Press, Princeton,
1951.

[25] J. Sokotowski and A. Zochowski. On the topological derivative in shape optimization. SIAM Journal on Control
and Optimization, 37(4):1251-1272, 1999.

[26] N. Van Goethem. Variation de forme pour une équation instationnaire du 4éme ordre dans un modele de disloca-
tions. C. R. Acad. Sci. Math., 349(15-16):923-927, 2011.

[27] N. Van Goethem. Thermodynamic forces in single crystals with dislocations. Z. Ang. Math. Phys., DOL:
10.1007/s00033-013-0344-y, 2013.

[28] N. Van Goethem and A.A. Novotny. Crack nucleation sensitivity analysis. Mathematical Methods in the Applied
Sciences, 33(16):1978-1994, 2010.

(S. Amstutz) LABORATOIRE DE MATHEMATIQUES D’AVIGNON, UNIVERSITE D’AVIGNON, FACULTE DES SCIENCES, 33
RUE Louis PASTEUR, 84000 AVIGNON, FRANCE
E-mail address: samuel.amstutz@univ-avignon.fr

(A.A. Novotny) LABORATORIO NACIONAL DE COMPUTAGAO CIENTIFICA LNCC/MCTI, COORDENAGAO DE MATEMATICA
APLICADA E COMPUTACIONAL, Av. GETULIO VARGAS 333, 25651-075 PETROPOLIS - RJ, BRASIL.
E-mail address: novotny@lncc.br

(N. Van Goethem) SISSA, ViA BONOMEA 265, 34136 TRIESTE, ITALIA; AND UNIVERSIDADE DE LISBOA, FACULDADE
DE CIENCIAS, DEPARTAMENTO DE MATEMATICA, CMAF, Av. PROF. GAMA PINTO 2, 1649-003 LISBOA, PORTUGAL.
E-mail address: vangoeth@sissa.it



