arXiv:2008.03394v1 [math.AP] 7 Aug 2020

Some open problems in the theory of composites

Graeme W. Milton

Department of Mathematics, University of Utah, Salt Lake City, UT 84112, USA Email: milton@math.utah.edu

Abstract A selection of open problems in the theory of composites is presented. Particular attention is drawn to the question of whether two-dimensional, two-phase, composites with general geometries have the same set of possible effective tensors as those of hierarchical laminates. Other questions involve the conductivity and elasticity of composites. Finally some future directions for wave and other equations are mentioned.

1 Introduction

The theory of composite materials has seen a resurgence of interest thanks to the discovery of novel properties and a dramatic rise in our ability to manufacture desired microgeometries: see for instance the review [49] and references therein. Back in the 1980’s and 1990’s there was also a rapid increase in interest, partly due to the recognition that the solution of optimal design problems often require composite microstructures in the design. This gave rise to the area of topology optimization which has had enormous impact, moving into the mainstream of engineering design: see, for example, the book [8]. From a mathematics perspective there were accompanying rapid developments: in our understanding of homogenization, which underlies the use of effective moduli to describe macroscopic responses; in bounds on effective moduli, coupled with the identification of microstructures that attain them; in the theory governing microgeometry independent exact relations satisfied by effective moduli; and in the discovery of composites with unexpected properties, as surveyed in the books [9, 114, 21, 109, 1, 72, 108, 91, 39].

Given the recent interest it is perhaps appropriate to draw attention to some of the open problems generated in the mathematical research that is now mostly over three decades old, as well as questions generated by more recent investigations. The problems here are by no means exhaustive. Rather they are ones I have encountered in my research work and found quite difficult, usually because I have no idea how to solve them. Some are just of theoretical interest, while others should be of interest to both experimentalists and theorists alike. The problems reflect my own research interests, both past and present, and other experts in the field would undoubtedly choose a different set. Many are old outstanding problems, where it is difficult to dig in the hard soil, but some address new topics where the soil is more fertile and it is easier to break ground.

2 Open problems involving quasiconvexification

Here we present a selection of open problems that are related to quasiconvexification. For a recent survey of selected results pertaining to quasiconvexity, and the closely related topic of weak lower semicontinuity, see [29, 10] and references therein. The focus is largely on two-phase composites, and the corresponding two-well quasiconvexification problems, since these are perhaps of greatest interest in the field of composites (though some effects, such as getting negative or unbounded thermal expansion coefficients from materials having only positive thermal expansion coefficients, require at least three phases [57, 103]). In this age of 3d-printing it is now relatively easy to manufacture tailored microstructures of one phase plus void that can then be infilled to obtain a two-phase material. One is interested in the range the effective tensors can have as the microgeometry varies over all configurations. This range is known as the G-closure and provides limits for what one can expect to achieve when one tries to optimize the local response using relatively simple practical microstructures obtained, for example, by topology optimization. The question we explore is whether it suffices to consider only hierarchical laminate geometries rather all conceivable microstructures. Hierarchical laminate geometries have the advantage that it is relatively easy to calculate their effective properties (see, for example, [107, 33], Chapter 9 in [72], and references therein).

We start with:

Problem 1: Is rank convexity equal to quasiconvexity for the two well problem in two spatial dimensions?

Given two self-adjoint positive definite mappings L_1 and L_2 on the space S_m of real 2 × m matrices, equipped with the standard inner product

A_1 · A_2 = Tr(A_1A^T_2 ), (2.1)

where Tr denotes the trace, and A_1, A_2 ∈ S_m, and given F_1, F_2 ∈ S_m, and two reals c_1 and c_2, consider the two well “energy”,

W (F) = min{W_1(F), W_2(F)}, F ∈ S_m, (2.2)

where the W_j(F), j = 1, 2, are the quadratic wells

W_j (F) = (F − F_j ) · L_j (F − F_j ) + k_j = F · L_j F + 2V_j · F + c_j , V_j = −L_j F_j , c_j = k_j + F_j · L_j F_j . (2.3)

The quasiconvexification of W (F) is given by

QW (F) = inf_u ⟨W (F + ∇u)⟩, (2.4)

where the infimum is over all m-component periodic potentials u(x) and the average ⟨·⟩ is over the unit cell of periodicity. (We adopt the convention that the elements of ∇u are {∇u}_{ij} = ∂u_j /∂x_i.) An energy W_0(F) is said to be rank-one convex if

W_0(a ⊗ b) ≥ pW_0(a ⊗ b) + (1 − p)W_0(a ⊗ b), (2.5) for all real p ∈ [0, 1], all real 2-component vectors a, and all real m-component vectors b. The rank-one convexification of W (F), denoted RW (F), is the highest rank-one convex energy that lies equal or below W (F) for all F. So the question is whether QW (F) = RW (F) for all choices of m, K_1, K_2, F_1, F_2, c_1, c_2? We will see that this can be reduced to the problem with F_1 = F_2 = 0. Clearly the problem does not change if we add the same constant to c_1 and c_2. So without loss of generality we can assume that c_1 and c_2 are sufficiently large so that

K_1 = ( L_1 V_1 V^T_1 c_1 ) > 0, K_2 = ( L_2 V_2 V^T_2 c_2 ) > 0. (2.6)

In terms of these we have W_j(F) = ( F 1 ) · K_j ( F 1 ) , (2.7)

in which the inner product is the obvious generalization of (2.1).

In the field of composites problem 1 is equivalent to the following question:

Problem 2: For two-phase composites in two spatial dimensions, such that phase 1 occupies a volume fraction f, is the G_f -closure equal to its lamination closure when the fields on the right of the constitutive law have n components, each being the sum of a real 2 component vector and the gradient of a scalar periodic potential, while the fields on the left of the constitutive law also have n components, each having zero divergence, in which n is an arbitrary positive integer?

The constitutive law takes the form j^{(1)}(x) j^{(2)}(x) . . j^{(k)}(x)

J(x)

= L(x) e^{(1)}(x) e^{(2)}(x) . . e^{(k)}(x)

E(x)

, (2.8)

where the j^{(i)}(x), e^{(j)}(x), L(x) all have the same periodicity and satisfy

∇ · j^{(i)} = 0, e^{(j)} = e^{(j)}_0 + ∇V_j , L(x) = χ(x)L_1 + [1 − χ(x)]L_2, (2.9)

in which the e^{(j)}_0 are constant vectors, the V_j(x) are periodic potentials, χ(x) is the indicator function

χ(x) = 1 in phase 1, = 0 in phase 2, (2.10)

satisfying ⟨χ⟩ = f, in which the angular brackets ⟨ ⟩ denote a volume average over the unit cell of periodicity, and L_1 and L_2 are self-adjoint positive definite mappings on S_n. Thus L_1 and L_2 take the block matrix form

L_j = σ^{(11)}_j σ^{(12)}_j . . . σ^{(1n)}_j σ^{(21)}_j σ^{(22)}_j . . . σ^{(2n)}_j . . . . ... . . σ^{(n1)}_j σ^{(n2)}_j . . . σ^{(nn)}_j

, j = 1, 2, (2.11) in which each σ^{(kℓ)}_j is a 2 × 2 matrix, with σ^{(kℓ)}_j = [σ^{(ℓk)}_j ]^T . The linear relation

⟨J⟩ = L_∗⟨E⟩ (2.12)

determines the effective tensor L_∗. The G_f -closure, G_f (L_1, L_2), is the closure of the set of values L_∗ takes as χ(x) ranges over all possible indicator functions satisfying ⟨χ⟩ = f. In other words the microstructure varies over all possible configurations in which phase 1 occupies a volume fraction f. The lamination closure, G^L_f (L_1, L_2) is the closure of the set of values L_∗ takes as χ(x) ranges over the indicator functions of multiple-rank laminate materials satisfying ⟨χ⟩ = f. Multiple-rank laminate materials are hierarchical materials, obtained by an iterative process of lamination in different directions on larger and larger length scales, ideally with an infinite ratio between the length scales at each stage of construction. A rank 1 laminate is just a simple laminate of the phases, which can be regarded as rank 0 laminates. A rank m laminate is obtained by layering together a rank m − 1 laminate with a laminate of rank m − 1 or less.

Remark 2.1

The equivalence of G_f (L_1, L_2) and G^L_f (L_1, L_2) in the case n = 1 has been established by Nesi [94] and Grabovsky [36, 37], subject to certain assumptions about L_1 = σ^{(11)}_1 and L_2 = σ^{(11)}_2 . (The n = 1 case where L_1 and L_2 do not commute, and L_1 − L_2 is neither positive nor negative semidefinite, is unresolved to my knowledge). They built on earlier work of Lurie and Cherkaev [60] and Murat and Tartar [92] who treated, using a variational approach known as the translation method, or method of compensated compactness, the case where σ^{(11)}_1 and σ^{(11)}_2 are both proportional to the identity matrix, corresponding to isotropic materials. For n = 2 it is an open question as to whether they are equivalent. In planar elasticity with two, possibly anisotropic, phases with fixed orientations, which is a subcase of the n = 2 case, existing evidence points to them being equivalent. In three-dimensional elasticity one needs microstructures, such as pentamode materials [84], that are stiff with respect one loading, yet compliant with respect to all other loadings (which span a five-dimensional space), and it is by no means clear that their behavior can be mimicked by hierarchical laminate structures.

Remark 2.2

In two spatial dimensions Grabovsky [40] has an example of a manifold M of tensors L that is stable under lamination but not under homogenization. This suggests that by picking anisotropic L_1, L_2 ∈ M one might find a χ(x) such that L_∗ is not in M, thus establishing that G(L_1, L_2) and G^L(L_1, L_2) differ. However, the analysis showing that M is stable under lamination [38] extends directly to all two-phase composite geometries as can be seen from [42] once takes the “reference tensor” L_0 equal to L_2. We conclude that L_∗ ∈ M. The same analysis applies to any manifold M stable under lamination in any spatial dimension: if L_1, L_2 ∈ M then also L_∗ ∈ M, for any indicator function χ(x), not just those corresponding to laminate geometries.

Remark 2.3

If indeed G(L_1, L_2) and G^L(L_1, L_2) differ for some n and some L_1 ≥ 0 and L_2 ≥ 0, the next questions become: can one identify the minimum value n_0 of n for which they differ for some L_1 and L_2, and given n ≥ n_0 can one identify the set of pairs (L_1, L_2) for which they differ, or for which G_f (L_1, L_2) and G^L_f (L_1, L_2) differ for fixed f? More generally, if one has a composite with k phases, what is the smallest value of n for which G(L_1, L_2, . . . , L_k) and G^L(L_1, L_2, . . . , L_k) differ or for which G(K_1, K_2, . . . , K_k) and G^L(K_1, K_2, . . . , K_k) differ? A variant of an example of Šverák [106] shows that G(K_1, K_2, . . . , K_7) and G^L(K_1, K_2, . . . , K_7) differ when n = 3 (see section 31.9 of [72]).

Remark 2.4

In three spatial dimensions it seems quite likely that there are two phase geometries such that G(L_1, L_2) and G^L(L_1, L_2) differ. To obtain a candidate example, one considers the conductivity equations in the presence of a small magnetic field h = (h_1, h_2, h_3). In a two-phase medium where phase 1 is isotropic while phase 2 is void, these take the form:

j(x) = χ(x)ρ^{−1}e(x), ∇ · j = 0, e = e_0 + ∇V, ρ = ρI + R^H

0 −h_3 h_2 h_3 0 −h_1 −h_2 h_1 0

, (2.13)

where R^H is the Hall coefficient of phase 1, and ρ is its resistivity tensor. Assuming that the microstructure is isotropic or has cubic symmetry, the effective resistivity tensor ρ_∗ = σ^{−1}_∗ (if it exists) to first order in h takes the form

ρ_∗ = ρ_∗I + R^H_∗

0 −h_3 h_2 h_3 0 −h_1 −h_2 h_1 0

. (2.14)

Numerical results [50, 55] and corresponding physical experiments [53] show that in certain microstructures of interlinked tori, arranged to have cubic symmetry, R^H_∗ and R^H can have opposite signs. While it was commonly believed that the sign of Hall coefficient corresponds to the sign of the charge carrier, these composites provide a counterexample as they show the macroscopic Hall coefficient can be opposite in sign to the Hall coefficients of the constituent materials, assuming their Hall coefficients are zero or share a common sign. The argument that the Hall coefficient corresponds to the sign of the charge carrier assumes that the electrons, or holes, travel in straight lines, which of course is not the case in these composite materials. The microstructures were motivated by a three-phase example [16] having cubic symmetry, where it was rigorously shown that the Hall coefficients R^H_1 , R^H_2 and R^H_3 of all three isotropic phases can be non-negative, while at the same time R^H_∗ is negative. One can explain this [16, 55] in terms of the “matrix valued” electric field E(x) whose three column vectors e_1(x), e_2(x), and e_3(x) each solve the conductivity equations, with zero magnetic field (i.e. the same χ(x) and ρ = ρI). Assuming ⟨E⟩ = I, a perturbation argument [14, 16] shows that the sign change of the Hall coefficient is related to the fact that the trace of the cofactor matrix of E(x) changes sign, at least in certain regions in the unit cell of periodicity. On the other hand, in any multiple rank laminates (with ⟨E⟩ = I) Briane and Nesi show that the determinant of E(x) remains positive [18], whereas it does take negative values in certain regions in the interlinked tori geometries [17]. While they show that the trace of the cofactor matrix of E(x) can change sign in three phase multiple rank laminates, it is an open question as to whether it can change sign in two phase multiple rank laminates. If it cannot, then the path is clear to establishing that there are three-dimensional two phase geometries such that G(L_1, L_2) and G^L(L_1, L_2) differ. We add that while in (2.13) the conductivity tensor σ(x) = χ(x)ρ^{−1} is not symmetric, one can perturb the problem slightly so that phase 2 is slightly conducting, and then, using ideas of Cherkaev and Gibiansky [24], make a transformation to an equivalent problem where the tensor entering the constitutive law is real, symmetric, and positive definite (see [70] and section 12.11 of [72]). Also one can introduce a periodic vector potential v for j − ⟨j⟩ in (2.13) so that j − ⟨j⟩ is expressed in terms of the antisymmetric part of ∇v using the completely antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor giving j − ⟨j⟩ = ∇ × v, while on the other hand the Levi-Civita tensor applied to ∇V gives an antisymmetric field that has zero divergence. Then the equations can be manipulated into the same form as (2.8)-(2.11) with real σ^{(kℓ)}_j = σ^{(ℓk)}_j .

Equivalence between problems 1 and 2

The connection between problems 1 and 2 is implicit in existing results. To see this, we first consider a problem associated with, and in fact equivalent to, problem 2. This is to characterize the G-closure associated with the equations ( J(x) s(x) ) = K(x) ( E(x) θ ) , K(x) = [χ(x)K_1 + (1 − χ(x))K_2], (2.15)

in which J(x) and E(x) satisfy the same constraints as in problem 2, K_1 and K_2 are positive definite and given by (2.6), the indicator function χ(x) is again given by (2.10), but not subject to the constraint that ⟨χ⟩ = f, θ is a constant scalar, and s(x) is an arbitrary scalar valued function having the same periodicity as χ(x). The effective tensor K_∗ is defined by the linear relation ( ⟨J⟩ ⟨s⟩ ) = K_∗ ( ⟨E⟩ θ ) . (2.16)

The G-closure, G(K_1, K_2) is the closure of the set of values K_∗ takes as χ(x) ranges over all possible indicator functions, with no constraint on the volume fraction.

Now when θ = 0 (2.15) when solved for J(x) is exactly the same as (2.8). This implies that K_∗ takes the form K_∗ = ( L_∗ V_∗ V^T_∗ c_∗ ) , (2.17)

where L_∗ is the exactly the same effective tensor associated with problem 2, defined by (2.12). Furthermore if we assume that L_1 − L_2 is non-singular (by, if necessary, perturbing the problem) then we can find constant fields J(x) = J_0 and E(x) = E_0 that solve (2.15), and thus obtain formulas for V_∗ and c_∗. This is a standard technique in the theory of composites (see, for example, Chapter 5 and in particular Section 5.4 in [72] and references therein). Specifically, (2.15) and (2.16) imply

J_0 = L_1E_0 + V_1θ = L_2E_0 + V_2θ = L_∗E_0 + V_∗θ, ⟨s⟩ = [fV_1 + (1 − f)V_2]^T E_0 + [fc_1 + (1 − f)c_2]θ = V_∗E_0 + c_∗θ, (2.18) and these have the solutions

E_0 = (L_1 − L_2)^{−1}(V_2 − V_1)θ, V_∗ = V_1 + (L_1 − L_∗)(L_1 − L_2)^{−1}(V_2 − V_1), c_∗ = fc_1 + (1 − f)c_2 + [fV_1 + (1 − f)V_2 − V_∗]^T (L_1 − L_2)^{−1}(V_2 − V_1). (2.19)

So c_∗ and V_∗ are determined entirely in terms of L_∗, f, and the elements of K_1 and K_2. Conversely, if we know K_∗, then from (2.17) we know L_∗, V_∗ and c_∗, and the last equation in (2.19) allows us to determine f. Thus solving problem 2 is equivalent to solving this problem.

One is often concerned with the quadratic form associated with K_∗ that sometimes may correspond to the energy stored or dissipated in the material. For constant fields E_0 and θ (with E_0 not restricted to be given by (2.19)) standard variational principles [47] show that ( E_0 θ ) · K_∗ ( E_0 θ ) = inf_u ( E_0 + ∇u θ ) · K(x) ( E_0 + ∇u θ ) . (2.20)

If we are interested in the lowest value of this over all K_∗ ∈ G(K_1, K_2), normalized with say θ = 1, and use an idea of Kohn [56], we get inf K_∗∈G(K_1,K_2) ( E_0 1 ) · K_∗ ( E_0 1 )

= inf_χ inf_u ⟨ ( E_0 + ∇u 1 ) · [χ(x)K_1 + (1 − χ(x))K_2] ( E_0 + ∇u 1 ) ⟩ = inf_u ⟨inf_χ ( E_0 + ∇u 1 ) · [χ(x)K_1 + (1 − χ(x))K_2] ( E_0 + ∇u 1 ) ⟩ = inf_u ⟨min_{j=1,2} ( E_0 + ∇u 1 ) · K_j ( E_0 + ∇u 1 ) ⟩ = inf_u ⟨W (E_0 + ∇u)⟩, (2.21)

where W (F) is given by (2.2) and (2.3). So we arrive back at the quasiconvexification of W (F) as in problem 1, with m = n. If χ is restricted to multiple rank laminate geometries we arrive back at the rank-one convexification of W (F) (see [2] and section 31.6 of [72]). So problem 1 is solved according to whether or not inf K_∗∈G(K_1,K_2) ( E_0 1 ) · K_∗ ( E_0 1 ) = inf

K_∗∈G^L(K_1,K_2) ( E_0 1 ) · K_∗ ( E_0 1 ) . (2.22)

To have equality it is sufficient, but not necessary, to have G(K_1, K_2) = G^L(K_1, K_2).

On the other hand, we know the sets G(L_1, L_2) and G_f (L_1, L_2) have sufficient convexity (as guaranteed by their stability under lamination) to be completely characterized by their “W-transforms”. These generalize the idea of the Legendre transform for characterizing convex sets. First note that a linear operator A on S_n has elements A_{ijkℓ} such that if the matrix C ∈ S_n has elements C_{kℓ} then AC has elements {AC}_{ij} = 2∑ k=1 n∑ ℓ=1 A_{ijkℓ}C_{kℓ}. (2.23)

Introducing the inner product

A : B = 2∑ i,k=1 n∑ j,ℓ=1 A_{ijkℓ}B_{ijkℓ}, (2.24) between two linear operators A and B on S_n, the W-transform of G(L_1, L_2) is

W (N, N_⊥) = inf_{L∗∈G(L1,L2)}{N : L_∗ + N_⊥ : L^{−1}_∗ }, (2.25)

where N and N_⊥ range over all real, positive semidefinite, and symmetric operators such that NN_⊥ = N_⊥N = 0. When N_⊥ = 0 and N is not restricted to be positive semidefinite, this is just the standard Legendre transform. That G(L_1, L_2) may be characterized in this way is suggested by results of Cherkaev and Gibiansky [22, 23] for particular examples and proved, in general, in [32] (see also [82] and section 30.3 of [72], and references therein). Writing N = h∑ k=1 E_k ⊗ E_k, N_⊥ = n∑ k=h+1 J_k ⊗ J_k, (2.26)

where some of the E_k or J_k could be zero and, without loss of generality, assuming

E_k · E_ℓ = 0, J_k · J_ℓ = 0, J_k · E_ℓ = 0, for all k ≠ ℓ, (2.27)

we obtain

N : L_∗ + N_⊥ : L^{−1}_∗ = h∑ k=1 E_k · L_∗E_k + n∑ k=h+1 J_k · L^{−1}_∗ J_k. (2.28)

Each of the terms in the first sum can be expressed in variational form, similar to (2.20),

E_k · L_∗E_k = inf_{uk} ⟨[E_k + ∇u_k] · L(x)[E_k + ∇u_k]⟩, (2.29)

while the remaining terms in the second sum can be expressed in the dual variational form,

J_k · L^{−1}_∗ J_k = inf_{vk} ⟨[J_k + R_⊥∇v_k] · [L(x)]^{−1}[J_k + R_⊥∇v_k]⟩

= inf_{vk} ⟨[R^T_⊥J_k + ∇v_k] · [R_⊥L(x)R^T_⊥]^{−1}[R^T_⊥J_k + ∇v_k]⟩,

(2.30)

where the infimum is over all periodic functions v_k, and

R_⊥ = ( 0 −1 1 0 ) (2.31)

is the matrix for a 90^∘ rotation. Let us introduce a constant superfield E_0 and supertensors L_1 and L_2 given by

E_0 =

E_1 . . E_h R^T_⊥J_{h+1} . . R^T_⊥J_n

, L_j =

L_j . . . 0 0 . . . 0 . . ... . . . . ... . . 0 . . . L_j 0 . . . 0 0 . . . 0 [R_⊥L_j R^T_⊥]^{−1} . . . 0 . . ... . . . . ... . . 0 . . . 0 0 . . . [R_⊥L_j R^T_⊥]^{−1}

. (2.32)

Then (2.29) and (2.30) imply

W (N, N_⊥) = inf_u ⟨min_{j=1,2}{(E_0 + ∇u) · L_j(E_0 + ∇u)}⟩, (2.33)

in which the infimum is over all periodic potentials

u = u_1 . . u_h v_{h+1} . . v_n

. (2.34)

Thus finding G(L_1, L_2) is reduced to a set of two-well quasiconvexification problems, each indexed by the value of h = 0, 1, . . . , n and with m = n^2. The problem of finding G_f (L_1, L_2) can be handled in a similar way [32]. Instead of (2.25) one considers

W (N, N_⊥, c) = inf_f inf_{L∗∈Gf (L1,L2)}{N : L_∗ + N_⊥ : L^{−1}_∗ + cf}, (2.35)

where the constant c acts as a Lagrange multiplier for the volume fraction f = ⟨χ⟩. One easily sees that this again reduces to a two-well quasiconvexification problem.

3 Some open problems related to the effective conductivity as a function of the component conductivities

The lamination closure and the G_f -closure coincide when the block entries of L_1 and L_2 are all proportional to the 2 × 2 identity matrix I,

σ^{(kℓ)}_j = σ^{(kℓ)}_j I, j = 1, 2. (3.1)

To see this, we start by following Straley [105] and Milgrom and Shtrikman [66] (see also Chapter 6 in [72] and references therein) and introduce a non-singular matrix W having block entries proportional to I,

W = w^{(11)}I w^{(12)}I . . . w^{(1n)}I w^{(21)}I w^{(22)}I . . . w^{(2k)}I . . . . ... . . w^{(n1)}I w^{(n2)}I . . . w^{(nn)}I

. (3.2)

Now we rewrite (2.8) in the form

W^T J(x)

J^′(x)

= [χ(x) W^T L_1W

L^′_1

+(1 − χ(x) W^T L_2W

L^′_2

] W^{−1}E(x)

E^′(x)

. (3.3)

By choosing W = L^{−1/2}_2 Q with Q^T Q = I we get L^′_2 = I, and then Q can be chosen so L^′_1 = Q^T L^{−1/2}_2 L_1L^{−1/2}_2 Q is diagonal, of the form

L^′_1 = σ^{(1)}I 0 . . . 0 0 σ^{(2)}I . . . 0 . . . . ... . . 0 0 . . . σ^{(n)}I.

. (3.4)

Thus we have reduced the problem down to a set of uncoupled conductivity problems and the associated effective tensor L^′_∗ = W^T L_∗W is given by

L^′_∗ = σ_∗(σ^{(1)}) 0 . . . 0

0 σ_∗(σ^{(2)}) . . . 0 . . . . ... . . 0 0 . . . σ_∗(σ^{(n)})

, (3.5)

where σ_∗(σ) is the effective conductivity tensor associated with the equations

j(x) = [χ(x)σ + (1 − χ(x))]e(x), ∇ · j = 0, e = e_0 + ∇V, (3.6)

in which V (x) is a periodic potential, and

⟨j⟩ = σ_∗(σ)⟨e⟩ (3.7)

defines the function σ_∗(σ). Allowing for complex values of σ, the properties of this function have been studied in [12, 69, 35]. We remark that complex values of σ and hence σ_∗ or, equivalently, complex values of the dielectric constants of the phases and hence the effective dielectric constant ϵ_∗ have a physical significance for elecromagnetic waves propagating through the structure when the wavelengths and attenuation lengths of the waves in each phase are much larger than the microstructure. This is called the quasistatic regime. In particular Im ϵ_∗ is related to the energy absorption in the composite, and hence is positive semidefinite when the dielectric constants of the phases are non-negative. Reflecting this, the function σ_∗(σ) satisfies the Nevanlinna-Herglotz type property, Im σ_∗(σ) ≥ 0 when Im σ > 0. (3.8)

Additionally, the function is analytic in σ except along the negative real σ-axis, satisfies the constraints that

σ_∗(1) = 1, dσ_∗(σ) dσ | | |_{σ=1} = fI, σ∗(σ) ≥ 0 when σ is real and positive, (3.9)

and, in two-dimensions, the Keller-Dykhne-Mendelson relationship [51, 31, 65],

σ_∗(1/σ) = R_⊥[σ_∗(σ)]^{−1}R^T_⊥, (3.10)

where R_⊥, with transpose R^T_⊥ is the matrix for a 90^∘ rotation given by (2.31). Conversely, any function satisfying these properties can be approximated arbitrarily well by a rational function that corresponds to the effective conductivity function σ^L_∗ (σ) of a hierarchical laminate geometry [81] (see also Section 18.5 in [72]). Roughly speaking, given this rational function one can retrieve information about the last two layerings in the corresponding laminate by either setting σ = 0 or σ = ∞. One strips this last layering away, and accordingly modifies the associated conductivity function. Then one makes the opposite choice σ = ∞ or σ = 0, respectively, and proceeds by induction, until one is left with purely phase 1 or purely phase 2. This establishes that the lamination closure and the G_f -closure coincide when the block entries of L_1 and L_2 are all proportional to the 2 × 2 identity matrix I. Explicit expressions for the G_f -closure were given in the case n = 1 by Lurie and Cherkaev [60] and Murat and Tartar[92] (extended to the three dimensions in [62, 92]), in the case n = 2 by Cherkaev and Gibiansky [22], and for general n, using the analytic properties of σ_∗(σ), by Clark and Milton [28]. It is an open question as to whether the G_f -closure for general n can be obtained via the translation method. One can speculate that there should be some sort of inductive procedure using the translation method, but it is difficult to see how to formulate this.

In three-dimensions one would like to address the analogous question, and focusing on isotropic composites this becomes:

Problem 3: For three-dimensional isotropic composites each having an effective conductivity σ_∗I and being built from two isotropic materials having conductivities σI and I, can one characterize all possible conductivity functions σ_∗(σ)?

The conductivity function σ_∗(σ) = σ_∗(σ)I still satisfies (3.8) and (3.9), but in place of (3.10) it has been established [19, 12] that d^2σ_∗(σ) dσ^2 | |_{σ=1} = −2f(1 − f)/3, (3.11)

and, additionally [69, 6, 93, 112, 113], that the inequality

σ_∗(σ)σ_∗(1/σ) + σ_∗(σ) + σσ_∗(1/σ) σ + 1

≥ 2 (3.12)

holds for all real positive σ (and is satisfied as an equality for multicoated sphere assemblages). The question is whether there exist additional constraints satisfied by σ_∗(σ), and, if so, to identify them. An associated problem is:

Problem 4: For three-dimensional isotropic composites of two isotropic phases, are all possible conductivity functions σ_∗(σ) achievable by multiple rank laminate microstructures and, if so, does it suffice to consider laminate microstructures where one laminates only in mutually orthogonal directions?

We remark that it does not suffice (even in two-dimensions) to consider laminate microstructures where one laminates in mutually orthogonal directions if one considers anisotropic composites of two isotropic phases since if σ is complex the real and imaginary parts of σ_∗(σ) do not necessarily commute, while they do commute if one laminates in mutually orthogonal directions.

These results motivate one to consider periodic composites of two anisotropic phases where the conductivity tensor takes the form

σ(x) = χ(x)σ_1 + [1 − χ(x)]σ_2, (3.13) where the indicator function χ(x) is given by (2.10) and σ_1 and σ_2 are the 2 × 2 matrix-valued conductivity tensors of the two phases. The associated effective conductivity tensor is found by looking for current fields j(x) and electric fields e(x), with the same periodicity of the composite, that solve j(x) = σ(x)e(x), ∇ · j = 0, e = −∇V (x). (3.14)

In these equations V (x) is the electric potential, and the volume average, ⟨e⟩, of the electric field e(x) is prescribed. Here and later the angular brackets ⟨·⟩ denote an average over the unit cell. The average current field ⟨j⟩ depends linearly on ⟨e⟩, and it is this linear relation,

⟨j⟩ = σ_∗⟨e⟩ (3.15)

that determines the effective tensor σ_∗. We arrive at problem 5, again closely related to problems 1 and 2:

Problem 5: For two-dimensional anisotropic composites of two anisotropic phases, are all possible conductivity functions σ_∗(σ_1, σ_2) achievable by multiple rank laminate microstructures?

Some progress in characterizing the possible conductivity functions σ_∗(σ_1, σ_2) has been made by finding suitable representations of the underlying operators so that they satisfy the required algebraic properties [74]. Once one has these representations one can, in principle, determine not only σ_∗(σ_1, σ_2) but also L_∗(L_1, L_2) for all real positive definite L_1 and L_2 taking the block matrix form (2.11). Thus if one could show a direct correspondence between the operator representations for an arbitrary χ(x) and the operator representations for multiple rank laminate microstructures, one would have resolved problem 2, establishing that the G_f -closure equals its lamination closure. Such a correspondence between operator representations was used in [27, 26] to establish that in two dimensions the effective conductivity function σ_∗(σ_0) of any polycrystal with conductivity of the form σ(x) = R(x)σ_0R^T (x), R(x)R^T (x) = I, (3.16)

and σ_∗ given by (3.14) and (3.15), corresponds to the conductivity function of a laminate microstructure.

A question of obvious importance is to identify those two-phase microstructures that absorb as much electromagnetic energy as possible, no matter what the direction of the incident radiation. In the quasistatic limit, where the wavelength of the radiation is much larger than the size of the unit cell of periodicity, the electromagnetic equations decouple into separate electric equations and magnetic equations involving complex fields and complex electrical permittivities and complex magnetic permeabilities, respectively. Each decoupled equation is equivalent to a conductivity equation, with complex conductivities. Four decades ago bounds were derived on the effective complex electrical permittivity (or equivalently the complex magnetic permeability, or complex conductivity) of isotropic composites of two isotropic phases, mixed in fixed proportions [13, 68]. The bounds confine the effective electrical permittivity to a lens-shaped region of the complex plane bounded by two circular arcs. The problem becomes one of identifying microstructures that have have the maximum imaginary part of the effective complex electrical permittivity. In twodimensions these are assemblages of doubly coated disks (corresponding to the transverse electrical permittivity of doubly coated cylinders) as they attain the bounds [69]. In three-dimensions new bounds [54] show that assemblages of doubly coated spheres provide one bounding circular arc. The previously known second bounding arc [13, 68] corresponds to conductivity functions σ_∗(σ) that have just one pole at a finite negative real value of σ. Originally just five microgeometries were identified that correspond to five points on the circular arc [69]. Depending on the material moduli, these can have the maximum possible absorption. Now an extra 3 additional multiple rank laminate geometries have been identified with effective electrical permittivities lying on the arc, and which can have the maximum possible absorption [54]. This leads to the following question:

Problem 6: Are there other geometries with isotropic effective permittivities that lie on the arc?

There is also a close connection with finding isotropic geometries that attain bounds on the complex effective bulk modulus [34], and which can provide the maximum possible absorption under oscillatory hydrostatic loadings, and that attain bounds coupling the real effective moduli of two conductivity type problems that may separately correspond to say, magnetic, thermal, particle diffusion, or fluid permeability problems [11, 12]

Another question is the following one:

Problem 7: Can any of these discovered geometries, having maximum absorption, can be replaced by simpler ones?

In particular, can the assemblages of doubly coated disks or coated spheres be replaced by periodic ones with only one inclusion per unit cell? In the case of assemblages of coated spheres (isotropic composites having the minimum and maximum conductivities for given real positive conductivities of the two phases, mixed in given proportions) equivalent periodic geometries having only one inclusion per unit cell are known [110, 41, 59].

4 Bounds on the elastic moduli of an elastic material with voids, and the ultimate auxetic material in this class of materials

Characterizing the possible elasticity tensors of anisotropic composites is a daunting task. Elasticity tensors have 18 invariants in three dimensional space and 5 invariants in two dimensions, and correspondingly the set of all possible elasticity tensors built from two isotropic phases in prescribed volume fractions is represented by a set in an 18 or 5, dimensional space, or 21 and 9 if we include the bulk and shear moduli of both phases. The difficulty of this is indicated by the observation that a distorted hypercube in 18 dimensions has 2^{18} ≈ 26, 000 vertices and 18 numbers are needed to specify the coordinates of each, bringing the total to about 4.7 million numbers, just to specify an 18-dimensional distorted cube. The G-closure has only been completely characterized, and consists of all positive definite elasticity tensors, in the limit as one phase becomes arbitrarily compliant while the other phase becomes arbitrarily stiff [84]. A lot of progress has been made in the case where one phase is void, while the other is isotropic has with fixed positive elastic moduli, [82] (or when a rigid material replaces the void phase [85]). Still, there are still parts of the G-closure that have not been mapped. We arrive at

Problem 8: Can one complete the characterization of the G-closure for a void (or rigid) phase mixed with an isotropic elastic phase?

It may be the case that the necessary insight for progressing further, at least in the case that one phase is void, comes from a consideration of the possible pairs of the effective bulk modulus, κ_∗, and effective shear modulus μ_∗, of isotropic composites of an elastic material, having bulk and shear moduli κ and μ, and void. One has the elementary bounds [47]:

0 ≤ κ_∗ ≤ κ, 0 ≤ μ_∗ ≤ μ. (4.1)

Naturally the void has minimum effective bulk and shear moduli, both being zero, and the pure elastic phase has maximum effective bulk and shear moduli. Also one can construct composites with (κ_∗, μ_∗) arbitrarily close to (κ_∗, 0) for all positive κ_∗ < κ, and arbitrarily close to (κ, μ_∗) for all positive κ_∗ < μ [82, 98, 83] On the other hand, the question remains as to what microstructures have high effective shear modulus and low effective bulk modulus. We are led to

Problem 9: The bounds (4.1) imply μ_∗ − cκ_∗ ≤ μ for all c > 0. Can this inequality be improved, in 2 and/or 3 dimensions, for a range of c > 0? Alternatively, can one construct composites of an elastic phase with void with (κ_∗, μ_∗) arbitrarily close to (0, μ)?

A related question is

Problem 10: Identify, for given c > 0, in 2 and/or 3 dimensions, isotropic microstructures of an elastic phase with void that have the largest possible value of μ_∗ − cκ_∗ (or a sequence of isotropic microstructures with moduli such that μ_∗ − cκ_∗ converges to its largest possible value).

When c is extremely large, this amounts to identifying isotropic microstructures that have the largest possible value of μ_∗ subject to the constraint that κ_∗ is arbitrarily close to zero. This is what one may call the ultimate auxetic material within the class of materials built from an isotropic elastic phase with voids. Auxetic composites have a negative Poisson’s ratio, so that they fatten when they are pulled, corresponding to a ratio κ_∗/μ_∗ < 2/3. When one seeks materials built from an isotropic elastic phase with void, that have Poisson’s ratios close to the limiting value of −1 and thus with κ_∗/μ_∗ close to zero, it is generally the case that both κ_∗ and μ_∗ are very small, not just κ_∗. This is a feature of auxetic composites built from rotating elements [71, 99, 44] and is less than ideal as one wants to retain shear stiffness.

In two-dimensions one can construct a candidate for the title of the ultimate auxetic material as follows. One first takes the elastic phase and slices it into slabs of uniform thickness with the interfaces perpendicular to the x_1-axis. The slabs are separated by microstructured layers, very thin compared to the slab thickness. The microstructured layers are such that their only easy mode of deformation is compression of the layer in the direction x_1. The thin microstructured layers may, for example, contain the third rank laminate material with a herringbone structure depicted in figure

13 of [71] or in the second subfigure of figure 8 in [82]. The macroscopic constitutive relation of the sliced material separated by these microstructured layers, is

σ_{11} σ_{22} σ_{12} = c_{1111} c_{1122} 0 c_{1122} c_{2222} 0 0 0 2c_{1212} ϵ_{11} ϵ_{22} ϵ_{12}

, (4.2)

where the σ_{ij} are the Cartesian components of the average stress, while the ϵ_{ij} are the Cartesian components of the average strain. The effective elastic moduli are

c_{1111} = ε, c_{1122} = cε, c_{2222} ≈ 4κμ κ + μ = E, c_{1212} ≈ μ, (4.3)

where ε is a small parameter, reflecting the easyness of the easy mode of compression in the x_1- direction, and the appearance of E = 4κμ/(κ+μ) reflects the fact that the effective Young’s modulus for compression in the x_2-direction is approximately the same as the pure elastic phase, namely E. We now treat this material as a crystal and construct from it the polycrystal with the largest possible effective shear modulus μ_∗ and smallest possible effective bulk modulus κ_∗. According to the bounds and laminate constructions in [5] these are

κ_∗ = c_{1111}c_{2222} − c^2_{1212} c_{1111} + c_{2222} − 2c_{1212} , μ_∗ = c_{1111}c_{2222} − c^2_{1212} 2c_{1212} − 2c_{2222} + 2 √ c_{2222}[c_{1111} + c_{2222} − 2c_{1212} + (c_{1111}c_{2222} − c^2_{1212})/c_{1212}] . (4.4)

Substituting (4.3) in these, and taking the limit ε → 0 gives

κ_∗ = 0, 1 μ_∗ = 5 4μ + 1 4κ . (4.5)

The formula for μ_∗ has the required invariance property that if 1/μ and −1/κ are shifted by the same constant, then 1/μ_∗ is shifted by this constant too [61, 25]. Due to this invariance we may assume, without loss of generality, that the initial elastic phase is incompressible (1/κ = 0) so that (4.5) implies μ_∗ = 4μ/5. The question is then:

Problem 11: Is 4μ/5 the largest possible value of μ_∗ for a two-dimensional elastic material with voids, given that κ_∗ = 1/κ = 0?

From a practical standpoint the answer to this question is moot, as not only are such multiple rank laminates impossible to build and subject to buckling, but also the linear elastic moduli are largely irrelevant under finite but small deformations as the microstructured layers will undergo large deformations relative to their thickness. Ideally one wants to address

Problem 12: Can one obtain bounds that correlate the possible compressive and shear deformations of composites when these deformations are not infinitesimal?

Returning back to the theoretical problem of finding the ultimate auxetic material, one could use in principle a similar construction in three-dimensions. However the barrier is that the polycrystals having the largest μ_∗ with κ_∗ = 0 have not yet been identified. Thus one arrives at

Problem 13: What are the possible (κ_∗, μ_∗)-pairs for three-dimensional isotropic elastic polycrystals (composites built from a single crystal in various orientations)? The bounds of Hill [47] are optimal for κ_∗ [7], but improved bounds for μ_∗ or (κ_∗, μ_∗) pairs are lacking. Hashin and Shtrikman obtained improved bounds on μ_∗ [46], but only under additional assumptions about crystal orientations, that are not generally valid.

For conductivity the analogous problem has been solved [101, 6, 95], but the G-closure containing all possible effective conductivity tensors of anisotropic polycrystals has not yet been fully mapped.

More generally, moving back to isotropic composites of two isotropic elastic phases, one possibly rigid or void, the tightest known bounds on the possible (κ_∗, μ_∗)-pairs are those of Cherkaev and Gibiansky [23], in two-dimensions, and those of Berryman and Milton [15], in three-dimensions. Its seems highly likely that these bounds are not optimal. Gal Shmuel and myself are progressing on a nontrivial route for improving the three dimensional bounds using the “translation method” approach (see Chapters 24 and 25 of [72] and references therein) used by Cherkaev and Gibiansky, but even so these improved bounds are unlikely to be optimal. Thus we come to

Problem 14: Can one obtain improved bounds on the elastic moduli pairs of isotropic composites of two isotropic elastic phases, and ultimately find the optimal ones?

Numerical explorations of the possible (κ_∗, μ_∗)-pairs have been made, for example in [4, 98]. From a practical viewpoint such numerical explorations are probably more useful than the theoretical developments. On the other hand, it is difficult to numerically explore multiscale structures that may be necessary to obtain desired extreme responses, such as in resolving Problem 11.

5 Some future directions for wave and other equations

An impressive body of research addresses the problem of bounding the response of bodies to electromagnetic or other waves, and addressing limitations to how one can manipulate these waves. A few examples include the results in [104, 45, 100, 67, 102] and references therein. There are many problems to be addressed and new approaches are needed to improve existing bounds, or to reveal novel ones. A framework suited to most linear equations in physics [76, 77, 78, 79], including wave and diffusion equations, is to express them in the form

J(x) = L(x)E(x) − s(x), J ∈ J , E ∈ E, (5.1)

where the first equation is the constitutive law, with the tensor L(x) representing the local material properties, s(x) is the source term, while E and J are orthogonal spaces embodying the differential constraints on the fields. Here x represents a point in space, or space time with x_0 representing time. Scattering problems can also be expressed in this form [73] by incorporating the fields “at infinity” appropriately. The analog for quadratic forms of quasiconvexity is then Q^∗-convexity: a quadratic form f(P) is Q^∗-convex if f(E) ≥ 0 for all E ∈ E. Q^∗-convex functions allow one to place bounds on the spectrum of the operator relevant to the problem [75, 80]. The subject of Q^∗-convexity remains to be explored, and simple examples of Q^∗-convex functions need to be found for the various equations, beyond quasiconvex functions and those discovered for the Schrödinger equation (Sections 13.6 and 13.7 of [91]) . For wave and diffusion equations it seems likely that they will provide a powerful tool for addressing other bounding problems, and this provides an avenue for future work. In connection with this, variational principles have been developed for acoustic, elastic, and electromagnetic equations at constant frequency in lossy materials [88, 90]. These are the direct analogs of those of Gibiansky and Cherkaev [24] that have proved very powerful, in conjunction with the use of quasiconvex functions, for obtaining bounds on the quasistatic response of composites: examples include bounds on effective complex electrical permittivities (Section 22.6 of [72] and [54]) and bounds on complex bulk moduli [34]. So one expects there should be useful bounds resulting from these variational principles for wave equations in lossy media.

Recently it has been discovered that associated with exact relations for composites, as reviewed in Chapter 17 of [72] and the book [39], are exact relations satisfied by the infinite body Green’s function in certain inhomogeneous media, and boundary field equalities [87]. Boundary field equalities are exact identities satisfied by the fields at the boundary of the body, given that the fields in the interior of the body satisfy some constraints that do not uniquely determine the interior fields in terms of their boundary values. A classical example is that a field with zero divergence has zero net flux through the boundary. The theory of these exact relations for the Green’s function and boundary field equalities extends to wave and diffusion equations [87], or more generally to equations expressible in the form (5.1), but examples, and in particular useful examples, need to be generated.

Another topic to be explored is that of neutral Inclusions for wave equations. For static and quasistatic problems there are many studies of neutral inclusions (see, for example, Section 7.11 of [72], the review [48], and references therein). These are inclusions that one can insert in a homogeneous medium without disturbing the surrounding fields, provided these fields fall into an appropriate class. Thus, for example, one may obtain neutrality for a single applied uniform fields, for any uniform field, or for any applied field satisfying the underlying equations. For conductivity, or equivalently for the dielectric problem, coated ellipsoids can be neutral and invisible to any uniform field [52]. In two-dimensions there are other shaped inclusions that can be neutral to a uniform field in a specified direction [89]. Coated dielectric cylinders, where the core, coating, and surrounding medium have dielectric constants of 1, −1 + iδ, and 1 become neutral and hence invisible to large classes of fields in the limit δ → 0 [97], and can cloak sources and objects [86, 96]. Transformations allow one to obtain other inclusions that are neutral and thus invisible to any exterior field, and also cloak objects [43]. The transformation approach also yields neutral inclusions that are invisible to constant frequency electromagnetic waves [30]. Even appropriately coated spheres can be invisible in the far field when the incident is planar [3]. Quite simple inclusions have been found that are neutral and hence invisible to a single incident planar electromagnetic wave [111, 58]. One, possibly difficult, research direction, is to explore whether there are other simple geometries, not obtained from a transformation approach, that are invisible to one or more incident plane waves.

Most analysis of wave equations in lossy media has been done at constant frequency, which makes sense as this avoids convolutions in time. However recent work on bounds in the time domain [63, 64] show that it is possible for the temporal response of a two-phase mixture to be untangled at specific times when the applied field has an appropriately tailored dependence on time. This shows it may be productive to depart from focusing on bounds at constant frequency, and to consider bounding responses as a function of time. Beyond the analytic approach used in these papers, the variational approach of Carini and Mattei [20], may be helpful if one can modify it to obtain bounds at each instant in time, rather than to bounding the response over at interval of time.

Acknowledgment

The author would like to thank the Isaac Newton Institute for Mathematical Sciences for support and hospitality during the programme “The Mathematical Design of New Materials“ when work on this paper was initiated. This work was supported by: EPSRC grant number EP/R014604/1. Additionally the author is grateful to the National Science Foundation for support through the Research Grant DMS-1814854, and thanks Yury Grabovsky for helpful comments.

References

[1] G. Allaire, Shape Optimization by the Homogenization Method, vol. 146 of Applied Mathematical Sciences, Springer-Verlag, Berlin / Heidelberg / London / etc., 2002.

[2] G. Allaire and V. Lods, Minimizers for a double-well problem with affine boundary conditions, Proceedings of the Royal Society of Edinburgh. Section A, Mathematical and Physical Sciences, 129 (1999), pp. 439–466, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0308210500021454.

[3] A. Alú and N. Engheta, Achieving transparency with plasmonic and metamaterial coatings, Physical Review E (Statistical physics, plasmas, fluids, and related interdisciplinary topics), 72 (2005), p. 0166623, doi:https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.72.016623,

http://journals.aps.org/pre/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevE.72.016623.

[4] E. Andreassen, B. S. Lazarov, and O. Sigmund, Design of manufacturable 3D extremal elastic microstructure, Mechanics of Materials: an International Journal, 69 (2014), pp. 1–10, doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mechmat.2013.09.018,

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167663613002093.

[5] M. Avellaneda, A. V. Cherkaev, L. V. Gibiansky, G. W. Milton, and M. Rudelson, A complete characterization of the possible bulk and shear moduli of planar polycrystals, Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids, 44 (1996), pp. 1179–1218, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-5096(96)00018-X.

[6] M. Avellaneda, A. V. Cherkaev, K. A. Lurie, and G. W. Milton, On the effective conductivity of polycrystals and a three-dimensional phase-interchange inequality, Journal of Applied Physics, 63 (1988), pp. 4989–5003, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.340445,

http://scitation.aip.org/content/aip/journal/jap/63/10/10.1063/1.340445.

[7] M. Avellaneda and G. W. Milton, Optimal bounds on the effective bulk modulus of polycrystals, SIAM Journal on Applied Mathematics, 49 (1989), pp. 824–837, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/0149048.

[8] M. P. Bendsøe and O. Sigmund, Topology Optimization: Theory, Methods, and Applications, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Germany / Heidelberg, Germany / London, UK / etc., second ed., 2004, doi:https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-05086-6,

http://www.loc.gov/catdir/enhancements/fy0815/2002030512-d.html;http://www.loc.gov/catdir/enhancements/fy0815/2002030512-t.html.

[9] A. Bensoussan, J.-L. Lions, and G. C. Papanicolaou, Asymptotic Analysis for Periodic Structures, vol. 5 of Studies in Mathematics and its Applications, North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1978.

[10] B. Beněsová and M. Kružík, Weak lower semicontinuity of integral functionals and applications, SIAM Review, 59 (2017), pp. 703–766, doi:https://doi.org/10.1137/16M1060947.

[11] D. J. Bergman, Variational bounds on some bulk properties of a two-phase composite material, Physical Review B: Solid State, 14 (1976), pp. 1531–1542, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.14.1531,

http://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.14.1531.

[12] D. J. Bergman, The dielectric constant of a composite material — A problem in classical physics, Physics Reports, 43 (1978), pp. 377–407, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(78)90009-1,

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0370157378900091.

[13] D. J. Bergman, Exactly solvable microscopic geometries and rigorous bounds for the complex dielectric constant of a two-component composite material, Physical Review Letters, 44 (1980), pp. 1285–1287, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.44.1285,

http://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.44.1285.

[14] D. J. Bergman, Self-duality and the low field Hall effect in 2D and 3D metal-insulator composites, in Percolation Structures and Processes, G. Deutscher, R. Zallen, and J. Adler, eds., vol. 5 of Annals of the Israel Physical Society, Israel Physical Society, Jerusalem, 1983, pp. 297–321.

[15] J. G. Berryman and G. W. Milton, Microgeometry of random composites and porous media, Journal of Physics D: Applied Physics, 21 (1988), pp. 87–94, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0022-3727/21/1/013,

http://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/0022-3727/21/1/013/.

[16] M. Briane and G. W. Milton, Homogenization of the three-dimensional Hall effect and change of sign of the Hall coefficient, Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 193 (2009), pp. 715–736, doi:https://doi.org/10.1007/s00205-008-0200-y,

http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00205-008-0200-y.

[17] M. Briane, G. W. Milton, and V. Nesi, Change of sign of the correctors determinant for homogenization in three-dimensional conductivity, Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 173 (2004), pp. 133–150, doi:https://doi.org/10.1007/s00205-004-0315-8,

http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00205-004-0315-8.

[18] M. Briane and V. Nesi, Is it wise to keep laminating?, ESIAM:

COCV, 10 (2004), pp. 452–477, doi:https://doi.org/10.1051/cocv:2004015,

https://www.esaim-cocv.org/articles/cocv/abs/2004/04/cocv02288/cocv02288.html.

[19] W. F. Brown, Jr., Solid mixture permittivities, Journal of Chemical Physics, 23 (1955), pp. 1514–1517, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1742339.

[20] A. Carini and O. Mattei, Variational formulations for the linear viscoelastic problem in the time domain, European Journal of Mechanics, A, Solids, 54 (2015), pp. 146–159, doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euromechsol.2015.05.007,

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0997753815000510.

[21] A. V. Cherkaev, Variational Methods for Structural Optimization, vol. 140 of Applied Mathematical Sciences, Springer-Verlag, Berlin / Heidelberg / London / etc., 2000, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4612-1188-4.

[22] A. V. Cherkaev and L. V. Gibiansky, The exact coupled bounds for effective tensors of electrical and magnetic properties of two-component two-dimensional composites, Proceedings of the Royal Society of Edinburgh. Section A, Mathematical and Physical Sciences, 122 (1992), pp. 93–125, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0308210500020990.

[23] A. V. Cherkaev and L. V. Gibiansky, Coupled estimates for the bulk and shear moduli of a two-dimensional isotropic elastic composite, Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids, 41 (1993), pp. 937–980, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-5096(93)90006-2.

[24] A. V. Cherkaev and L. V. Gibiansky, Variational principles for complex conductivity, viscoelasticity, and similar problems in media with complex moduli, Journal of Mathematical Physics, 35 (1994), pp. 127–145, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.530782,

http://jmp.aip.org/resource/1/jmapaq/v35/i1/p127_s1.

[25] A. V. Cherkaev, K. A. Lurie, and G. W. Milton, Invariant properties of the stress in plane elasticity and equivalence classes of composites, Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. Series A, Mathematical and Physical Sciences, 438 (1992), pp. 519–529, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1992.0123.

[26] K. E. Clark, A continued fraction representation for the effective conductivity of a two-dimensional polycrystal, Journal of Mathematical Physics, 38 (1997), pp. 4528–4541, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.532141.

[27] K. E. Clark and G. W. Milton, Modeling the effective conductivity function of an arbitrary two-dimensional polycrystal using sequential laminates, Proceedings of the Royal Society of Edinburgh, 124A (1994), pp. 757–783, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S030821050002864X.

[28] K. E. Clark and G. W. Milton, Optimal bounds correlating electric, magnetic and thermal properties of two-phase, two-dimensional composites, Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. Series A, Mathematical and Physical Sciences, 448 (1995), pp. 161–190, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1995.0011.

[29] B. Dacorogna, Direct Methods in the Calculus of Variations, vol. 78 of Applied Mathematical Sciences, , Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Germany / Heidelberg, Germany / London, UK / etc., second ed., 2007, doi:https://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-55249-1,

http://www.springer.com/us/book/9780387357799. Series editors: S. S. Antman, J. E.

Marsden, and L. Sirovich.

[30] L. S. Dolin, To the possibility of comparison of three-dimensional electromagnetic systems with nonuniform anisotropic filling, Izvestiya Vysshikh Uchebnykh Zavedeniĭ. Radiofizika, 4 (1961), pp. 964–967. English translation available at

http://www.math.utah.edu/~milton/DolinTrans2.pdf.

[31] A. M. Dykhne, Conductivity of a two-dimensional two-phase system, Zhurnal eksperimental’noi i teoreticheskoi fiziki / Akademiia Nauk SSSR, 59 (1970), pp. 110–115,

http://jetp.ac.ru/cgi-bin/dn/e_032_01_0063.pdf. English translation in Soviet Physics

JETP 32(1):63–65 (January 1971).

[32] G. A. Francfort and G. W. Milton, Sets of conductivity and elasticity tensors stable under lamination, Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics (New York), 47 (1994), pp. 257–279, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cpa.3160470302.

[33] G. A. Francfort and F. Murat, Homogenization and optimal bounds in linear elasticity, Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 94 (1986), pp. 307–334, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00280908,

http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF00280908.

[34] L. V. Gibiansky and G. W. Milton, On the effective viscoelastic moduli of two-phase media. I. Rigorous bounds on the complex bulk modulus, Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. Series A, Mathematical and Physical Sciences, 440 (1993), pp. 163–188, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1993.0010.

[35] K. M. Golden and G. C. Papanicolaou, Bounds for effective parameters of heterogeneous media by analytic continuation, Communications in Mathematical Physics, 90 (1983), pp. 473– 491, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01216179.

[36] Y. Grabovsky, The G-closure of two well-ordered, anisotropic conductors, Proceedings of the Royal Society of Edinburgh, 123A (1993), pp. 423–432, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0308210500025816.

[37] Y. Grabovsky, Bounds and extremal microstructures for two-component composites: A unified treatment based on the translation method, Proceedings of the Royal Society A: Mathematical, Physical, and Engineering Sciences, 452 (1996), pp. 919–944, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1996.0046,

http://rspa.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/452/1947/919.

[38] Y. Grabovsky, Exact relations for effective tensors of polycrystals. I: Necessary conditions, Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 143 (1998), pp. 309–329, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002050050107.

[39] Y. Grabovsky, Composite Materials: Mathematical Theory and Exact Relations, IOP Publishing, Bristol, UK, 2016, doi:https://doi.org/10.1088/978-0-7503-1048-2.

[40] Y. Grabovsky, From microstructure-independent formulas for composite materials to rankone convex, non-quasiconvex functions, Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 227 (2018), pp. 607–636, doi:https://doi.org/10.1007/s00205-017-1169-1.

[41] Y. Grabovsky and R. V. Kohn, Microstructures minimizing the energy of a two phase elastic composite in two space dimensions. II. The Vigdergauz microstructure, Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids, 43 (1995), pp. 949–972, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-5096(95)00017-D,

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/002250969500017D.

[42] Y. Grabovsky, G. W. Milton, and D. S. Sage, Exact relations for effective tensors of composites: Necessary conditions and sufficient conditions, Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics (New York), 53 (2000), pp. 300–353, doi:http://doi.org/d8k4vw,

http://doi.org/d8k4vw.

[43] A. Greenleaf, M. Lassas, and G. Uhlmann, Anisotropic conductivities that cannot be detected by EIT, Physiological Measurement, 24 (2003), pp. 413–419,

http://iopscience.iop.org/0967-3334/24/2/353.

[44] J. N. Grima and K. E. Evans, Auxetic behaviour from rotating squares, Journal of Materials Science Letters, 19 (2000), pp. 1563–1565.

[45] M. Gustafsson, C. Sohl, and G. Kristensson, Physical limitations on antennas of arbitrary shape, Proceedings of the Royal Society A: Mathematical, Physical, & Engineering Sciences, 463 (2007), pp. 2589–2607, doi:https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2007.1893,

https://royalsocietypublishing.org/doi/10.1098/rspa.2007.1893.

[46] Z. Hashin and S. Shtrikman, A variational approach to the theory of the elastic behavior of polycrystals, Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids, 10 (1962), pp. 343–352, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-5096(62)90005-4,

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0022509662900054.

[47] R. Hill, The elastic behavior of a crystalline aggregate, Proceedings of the Physical Society, London, Section A, 65 (1952), pp. 349–354, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0370-1298/65/5/307.

[48] Y.-G. Ji, H. Kang, X. Li, and S. Sakaguchi, Neutral inclusions, weakly neutral inclusions, and an over-determined problem for confocal ellipsoids. Available as arXiv:2001.04610 [math.AP], 2020.

[49] M. Kadic, G. W. Milton, M. van Hecke, and M. Wegener, 3d metamaterials, Nature Review Physics, 1 (2019), pp. 198–210, doi:https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-018-0018-y,

https://link.springer.com/article/10.1134/S1063784219070144.

[50] M. Kadic, R. Schittny, T. Bückmann, C. Kern, and M. Wegener, Hall-effect sign inversion in a realizable 3D metamaterial, Physical Review X, 5 (2015), p. 021030, doi:https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.021030,

http://journals.aps.org/prx/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.021030.

[51] J. B. Keller, A theorem on the conductivity of a composite medium, Journal of Mathematical Physics, 5 (1964), pp. 548–549, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1704146,

http://jmp.aip.org/resource/1/jmapaq/v5/i4/p548_s1.

[52] M. Kerker, Invisible bodies, Journal of the Optical Society of America, 65 (1975), pp. 376–379, doi:https://doi.org/10.1364/JOSA.65.000376,

https://www.osapublishing.org/josa/abstract.cfm?uri=josa-65-4-376.

[53] C. Kern, M. Kadic, and M. Wegener, Experimental evidence for sign reversal of the Hall coefficient in three-dimensional metamaterials, Physical Review Letters, 118 (2017), p. 016601, doi:https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.016601,

http://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.016601.

[54] C. Kern, O. Miller, and G. W. Milton, On the range of complex effective permittivities of isotropic two-phase composites and related problems. Submitted, available as arXiv:2006.03830 [physics.app-ph], 2020.

[55] C. Kern, G. W. Milton, M. Kadic, and M. Wegener, Theory of the Hall effect in three-dimensional metamaterials, New Journal of Physics, 20 (2018), p. 083034, doi:https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aad92b.

[56] R. V. Kohn, The relaxation of a double-well energy, Continuum Mechanics and Thermodynamics, 3 (1991), pp. 193–236, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01135336,

http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF01135336.

[57] R. S. Lakes, Cellular solid structures with unbounded thermal expansion, Journal of Materials Science Letters, 15 (1996), pp. 475–477, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00275406,

http://www.springerlink.com/index/ku6q75838g47176l.pdf.

[58] N. Landy and D. R. Smith, A full-parameter unidirectional metamaterial cloak for microwaves, Nature Materials, 12 (2013), pp. 25–28, doi:https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat3476,

http://www.nature.com/nmat/journal/v12/n1/full/nmat3476.html.

[59] L. Liu, R. D. James, and P. H. Leo, Periodic inclusion-matrix microstructures with constant field inclusions, Metallurgical and Materials Transactions A: Physical Metallurgy and Materials Science, 38 (2007), pp. 781–787, doi:https://doi.org/10.1007/s11661-006-9019-z,

http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11661-006-9019-z.

[60] K. A. Lurie and A. V. Cherkaev, Accurate estimates of the conductivity of mixtures formed of two materials in a given proportion (two-dimensional problem), Doklady Akademii Nauk SSSR, 264 (1982), pp. 1128–1130. English translation in Soviet Phys. Dokl. 27:461–462 (1982).

[61] K. A. Lurie and A. V. Cherkaev, G-closure of some particular sets of admissible material characteristics for the problem of bending of thin elastic plates, Journal of Optimization Theory and Applications, 42 (1984), pp. 305–316, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00934301,

http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF00934301.

[62] K. A. Lurie and A. V. Cherkaev, Exact estimates of the conductivity of a binary mixture of isotropic materials, Proceedings of the Royal Society of Edinburgh. Section A, Mathematical and Physical Sciences, 104 (1986), pp. 21–38, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0308210500019041.

[63] O. Mattei and G. W. Milton, Bounds for the response of viscoelastic composites under antiplane loadings in the time domain, in Milton [91], pp. 149–178. See also arXiv:1602.03383 [math-ph].

[64] O. Mattei, G. W. Milton, and M. Putinar, An extremal problem arising in the dynamics of two-phase materials that directly reveals information about the internal geometry. Submitted. Available as arXiv:2007.13964 [math-ph], 2020.

[65] K. S. Mendelson, A theorem on the effective conductivity of a two-dimensional heterogeneous medium, Journal of Applied Physics, 46 (1975), pp. 4740–4741, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.321549,

http://scitation.aip.org/content/aip/journal/jap/46/11/10.1063/1.321549.

[66] M. Milgrom and S. Shtrikman, Linear response of two-phase composites with cross moduli: Exact universal relations, Physical Review A (Atomic, Molecular, and Optical Physics), 40 (1989), pp. 1568–1575, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.40.1568,

http://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.40.1568.

[67] O. D. Miller, A. G. Polimeridis, M. T. H. Reid, C. W. Hsu, B. G. DeLacy, J. D. Joannopoulos, M. Soljačić, and S. G. Johnson, Fundamental limits to optical response in absorptive systems, Optics Express, 24 (2016), pp. 3329–3364, doi:https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.24.003329,

http://www.opticsexpress.org/abstract.cfm?URI=oe-24-4-3329.

[68] G. W. Milton, Bounds on the complex dielectric constant of a composite material, Applied Physics Letters, 37 (1980), pp. 300–302, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.91895.

[69] G. W. Milton, Bounds on the complex permittivity of a two-component composite material, Journal of Applied Physics, 52 (1981), pp. 5286–5293, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.329385,

http://scitation.aip.org/content/aip/journal/jap/52/8/10.1063/1.329385.

[70] G. W. Milton, On characterizing the set of possible effective tensors of composites: The variational method and the translation method, Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics (New York), 43 (1990), pp. 63–125, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cpa.3160430104.

[71] G. W. Milton, Composite materials with Poisson’s ratios close to −1, Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids, 40 (1992), pp. 1105–1137, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-5096(92)90063-8.

[72] G. W. Milton, The Theory of Composites, vol. 6 of Cambridge Monographs on Applied and Computational Mathematics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, 2002, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511613357. Series editors: P. G. Ciarlet, A. Iserles, Robert V. Kohn, and M. H. Wright.

[73] G. W. Milton, Bounds on complex polarizabilities and a new perspective on scattering by a lossy inclusion, Physical Review B: Condensed Matter and Materials Physics, 96 (2017), p. 104206, doi:https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.104206,

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.104206.

[74] G. W. Milton, Approximating the effective tensor as a function of the component tensors in two-dimensional composites of two anisotropic phases, SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 50 (2018), pp. 3327–3364, doi:https://doi.org/10.1137/17M1130356,

http://epubs.siam.org/doi/10.1137/17M1130356.

[75] G. W. Milton, A new route to finding bounds on the generalized spectrum of many physical operators, Journal of Mathematical Physics, 59 (2018), p. 061508, doi:https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5032204.

[76] G. W. Milton, A unifying perspective on linear continuum equations prevalent in physics.

Part I: Canonical forms for static and quasistatic equations. Available as arXiv:2006.02215 [math.AP]., 2020.

[77] G. W. Milton, A unifying perspective on linear continuum equations prevalent in physics.

Part II: Canonical forms for time-harmonic equations. Available as arXiv:2006.02433 [mathph]., 2020.

[78] G. W. Milton, A unifying perspective on linear continuum equations prevalent in physics.

Part III: Canonical forms for dynamic equations with moduli that may, or may not, vary with time. Available as arXiv:2006.02432 [math-ph], 2020.

[79] G. W. Milton, A unifying perspective on linear continuum equations prevalent in physics.

Part IV: Canonical forms for equations involving higher order gradients. Available as arXiv:2006.03161 [math-ph]., 2020.

[80] G. W. Milton, A unifying perspective on linear continuum equations prevalent in science.

Part V: resolvents; bounds on their spectrum; and their stieltjes integral representations when the operator is not selfadjoint. Available as arXiv:2006.03162 [math-ph], 2020.

[81] G. W. Milton, A proof that laminates generate all possible effective conductivity functions of two-dimensional, two-phase media, in Advances in Multiphase Flow and Related Problems: Proceedings of the Workshop on Cross Disciplinary Research in Multiphase Flow, Leesburg, Virginia, June 2–4, 1986, G. C. Papanicolaou, ed., Philadelphia, 1986, SIAM Press, pp. 136– 146.

[82] G. W. Milton, M. Briane, and D. Harutyunyan, On the possible effective elasticity tensors of 2-dimensional and 3-dimensional printed materials, Mathematics and Mechanics of Complex Systems, 5 (2016), pp. 41–94, doi:https://doi.org/10.2140/memocs.2017.5.41.

[83] G. W. Milton and M. Camar-Eddine, Near optimal pentamodes as a tool for guiding stress while minimizing compliance in 3d-printed materials: a complete solution to the weak g-closure problem for 3d-printed materials, Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids, 114 (2018), pp. 194–208, doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmps.2018.02.003,

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022509617310967.

[84] G. W. Milton and A. V. Cherkaev, Which elasticity tensors are realizable?, ASME Journal of Engineering Materials and Technology, 117 (1995), pp. 483–493, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1115/1.2804743.

[85] G. W. Milton, D. Harutyunyan, and M. Briane, Towards a complete characterization of the effective elasticity tensors of mixtures of an elastic phase and an almost rigid phase, Mathematics and Mechanics of Complex Systems, 5 (2017), pp. 95–113, doi:https://doi.org/10.2140/memocs.2017.5.95.

[86] G. W. Milton and N.-A. P. Nicorovici, On the cloaking effects associated with anomalous localized resonance, Proceedings of the Royal Society A: Mathematical, Physical, & Engineering Sciences, 462 (2006), pp. 3027–3059, doi:https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2006.1715,

http://rspa.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/462/2074/3027.

[87] G. W. Milton and D. Onofrei, Exact relations for Green’s functions in linear PDE and boundary field equalities: a generalization of conservation laws, Research in Mathematical Sciences, 6 (2019), p. 19, doi:https://doi.org/10.1007/s40687-019-0179-z.

[88] G. W. Milton, P. Seppecher, and G. Bouchitté, Minimization variational principles for acoustics, elastodynamics and electromagnetism in lossy inhomogeneous bodies at fixed frequency, Proceedings of the Royal Society A: Mathematical, Physical, & Engineering Sciences, 465 (2009), pp. 367–396, doi:https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2008.0195.

[89] G. W. Milton and S. K. Serkov, Neutral coated inclusions in conductivity and antiplane elasticity, Proceedings of the Royal Society A: Mathematical, Physical, and Engineering Sciences, 457 (2001), pp. 1973–1997, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2001.0796.

[90] G. W. Milton and J. R. Willis, Minimum variational principles for time-harmonic waves in a dissipative medium and associated variational principles of Hashin–Shtrikman type, Proceedings of the Royal Society A: Mathematical, Physical, & Engineering Sciences, 466 (2010), pp. 3013–3032, doi:https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2010.0006.

[91] G. W. Milton (editor), Extending the Theory of Composites to Other Areas of Science, Milton–Patton Publishers, P.O. Box 581077, Salt Lake City, UT 85148, USA, 2016.

[92] F. Murat and L. Tartar, Calcul des variations et homogénísation. (French) [Calculus of variation and homogenization], in Les méthodes de l’homogénéisation: théorie et applications en physique, vol. 57 of Collection de la Direction des études et recherches d’Électricité de France, Paris, 1985, Eyrolles, pp. 319–369. English translation in Topics in the Mathematical Modelling of Composite Materials, pp. 139–173, ed. by A. Cherkaev and R. Kohn, ISBN 0-8176-3662-5.

[93] V. Nesi, Multiphase interchange inequalities, Journal of Mathematical Physics, 32 (1991), pp. 2263–2275, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.529201,

http://jmp.aip.org/resource/1/jmapaq/v32/i8/p2263_s1.

[94] V. Nesi, Using quasiconvex functionals to bound the effective conductivity of composite materials, Proceedings of the Royal Society of Edinburgh. Section A, Mathematical and Physical Sciences, 123 (1993), pp. 633–679, doi:https://doi.org/10.1017/S0308210500030894.

[95] V. Nesi and G. W. Milton, Polycrystalline configurations that maximize electrical resistivity, Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids, 39 (1991), pp. 525–542, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-5096(91)90039-Q.

[96] H.-M. Nguyên, Cloaking an arbitrary object via anomalous localized resonance: the cloak is independent of the object., SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 49 (2017), pp. 3208–3232, doi:https://doi.org/10.1137/16M1086017,

http://epubs.siam.org/doi/abs/10.1137/16M1086017.

[97] N. A. Nicorovici, R. C. McPhedran, and G. W. Milton, Optical and dielectric properties of partially resonant composites, Physical Review B: Condensed Matter and Materials Physics, 49 (1994), pp. 8479–8482, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.49.8479,

http://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.49.8479.

[98] I. Ostanin, G. Ovchinnikov, D. C. Tozoni, and D. Zorin, A parameteric class of composites with a large achievable range of effective elastic properties, Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids, 118 (2018), pp. 204–217, doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmps.2018.05.018.

[99] D. Prall and R. S. Lakes, Properties of a chiral honeycomb with a Poisson’s ratio −1, International Journal of Mechanical Sciences, 39 (1997), pp. 305–314, doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/S0020-7403(96)00025-2,

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0020740396000252.

[100] M. C. Rechtsman and S. Torquato, Method for obtaining upper bounds on photonic band gaps, Physical Review B: Condensed Matter and Materials Physics, 80 (2009), p. 155126, doi:https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.155126,

http://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.155126.

[101] K. Schulgasser, Bounds on the conductivity of statistically isotropic polycrystals, Journal of Physics C: Solid State Physics, 10 (1977), pp. 407–417, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0022-3719/10/3/011,

http://iopscience.iop.org/0022-3719/10/3/011.

[102] H. Shim, H. Chung, and O. D. Miller, Maximal free-space concentration of electromagnetic waves, Physical Review Applied, 14 (2020), p. 014007, doi:https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.14.014007.

[103] O. Sigmund and S. Torquato, Design of materials with extreme thermal expansion using a three-phase topology optimization method, Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids, 45 (1997), pp. 1037–1067, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0022-5096(96)00114-7.

[104] C. Sohl, M. Gustafsson, and G. Kristensson, Physical limitations on broadband scattering by heterogeneous obstacles, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 40 (2007), pp. 85–88, doi:https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/40/36/015.

[105] J. P. Straley, Thermoelectric properties of inhomogeneous materials, Journal of Physics D: Applied Physics, 14 (1981), pp. 2101–2105,

http://iopscience.iop.org/0022-3727/14/11/017.

[106] V. Šverák, Rank-one convexity does not imply quasiconvexity, Proceedings of the Royal Society of Edinburgh. Section A, Mathematical and Physical Sciences, 120 (1992), pp. 185– 189, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0308210500015080.

[107] L. Tartar, Estimations fines des coefficients homogénéisés. (French) [Fine estimations of homogenized coefficients], in Ennio de Giorgi Colloquium: Papers Presented at a Colloquium Held at the H. Poincaré Institute in November 1983, P. Krée, ed., vol. 125 of Pitman Research Notes in Mathematics, London, 1985, Pitman Publishing Ltd., pp. 168–187.

[108] L. Tartar, The General Theory of Homogenization: a Personalized Introduction, vol. 7 of Lecture Notes of the Unione Matematica Italiana, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Germany / Heidelberg, Germany / London, UK / etc., 2009, doi:https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-05195-1,

http://www.springerlink.com/content/978-3-642-05194-4.

[109] S. Torquato, Random Heterogeneous Materials: Microstructure and Macroscopic Properties, vol. 16 of Interdisciplinary Applied Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin / Heidelberg / London / etc., 2002.

[110] S. B. Vigdergauz, Two-dimensional grained composites of extreme rigidity, Journal of Applied Mechanics, 61 (1994), pp. 390–394, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1115/1.2901456,

http://appliedmechanics.asmedigitalcollection.asme.org/article.aspx?articleID=1411269.

[111] S. Xi, H. Chen, B.-I. Wu, and J. A. Kong, One-directional perfect cloak created with homogeneous material, IEEE Microwave and Wireless Components Letters, 19 (2009), pp. 576– 578, doi:https://doi.org/10.1109/LMWC.2009.201367.

[112] V. V. Zhikov, Estimates for the homogenized matrix and the homogenized tensor, Uspekhi Matematicheskikh Nauk = Russian Mathematical Surveys, 46 (1991), pp. 49–109, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1070/RM1991v046n03ABEH002803. English translation in Russ. Math. Surv. 46(3):65–136 (1991).

[113] V. V. Zhikov, Errata: Estimates for the homogenized matrix and the homogenized tensor, Uspekhi Matematicheskikh Nauk = Russian Mathematical Surveys, 47 (1992), p. 278, doi:https://doi.org/10.1070/RM1992v047n01ABEH000876.

[114] V. V. Zhikov, S. M. Kozlov, and O. A. Oleinik, Homogenization of Differential Operators and Integral Functionals, Springer-Verlag, Berlin / Heidelberg / London / etc., 1994, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-84659-5. Translated from the Russian by G. A. Yosifian [G. A. Iosif’yan].