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BILATERAL CONTACT PROBLEM WITH FRICTION AND WEAR FOR AN
ELECTRO ELASTIC-VISCOPLASTIC MATERIALS WITH DAMAGE

Abdelmoumene Djabi and Abdelbaki Merouani

Abstract. We consider a mathematical problem for quasistatic contact between
an electro elastic-viscoplastic body and an obstacle. The contact is frictional and
bilateral with a moving rigid foundation which results in the wear of the contact-
ing surface. We employ the electro elastic-viscoplastic with damage constitutive
law for the material. The evolution of the damage is described by an inclusion of
parabolic type. The problem is formulated as a system of an elliptic variational
inequality for the displacement, a parabolic variational inequality for the damage
and a variational equality for the electric stress. We establish a variational for-
mulation for the model and we give the wear conditions for the existence of a
unique weak solution to the problem. The proofs are based on classical results for
elliptic variational inequalities, parabolic inequalities and fixed point arguments.

1. INTRODUCTION

Scientific research in mechanics are articulated around two main components: one
devoted to the laws of behavior and other boundary conditions imposed on the body.
The boundary conditions reflect the binding of the body with the outside world.

In this paper, we study a problem involving boundary conditions describing real
phenomena such as contact and friction and other very important such as the damage
and the wear of materials. for the constitutive law we consider an electro elastic-
viscoplastic body .The piezoelectric effect is characterized by the coupling between the
mechanical and electrical behavior of the materials.

The piezoelectric effect is the apparition of electric charges on surfaces of partic-
ular crystals after deformation. Its reverse effect consists of the generation of stress
and strain in crystals under the action of the electric field on the boundary. Materials
undergoing piezoelectric effects are called piezoelectric materials; their study require
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techniques and results from electromagnetic theory and continuum mechanics. How-
ever, there are very few mathematical results concerning contact problems involving
piezoelectric materials and therefore, there is a need to extend the results on models
for contact with deformable bodies which include coupling between mechanical and
electrical properties. General models for elastic materials with piezoelectric effects can
be found in [4, 5, 9, 10, 11] . A static frictional contact problem for electric-elastic
materials was considered in [5, 11]. A frictional contact problem for electro viscoelastic
materials was studied in [10].Contact problems with friction and adhesion for electro
elastic-viscoplastic materials were studied recently in [1] . The goal of this paper is to
make the coupling of an electro elastic-viscoplastic problem with damage and a fric-
tional contact problem with wear. We study a quasistatic problem of frictional bilateral
contact with wear. We model the material behavior with an electro elastic-viscoplastic
constitutive law with damage and the contact is frictional and bilateral with a mov-
ing rigid foundation. We derive a variational formulation and prove the existence and
uniqueness of the weak solution.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the notation and
give some preliminaries. In Section 3 we present the mechanical problem, list the
assumptions on the data, give the variational formulation of the problem. In Section
4 we state our main existence and uniqueness result, Theorem (4.1) The proof of the
theorem is based on arguments for elliptic variational inequalities, parabolic inequalities
and fixed point arguments.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

In this short section, we present the notation we shall use and some preliminary
material. For more details, we refer the reader to [6, 7, 15]. We denote by S? the
space of second order symmetric tensors on R? (d = 2, 3), while “-” and ||-|| represent
the inner product and the Euclidean norm on S% and R¢ , respectively. Let Q ¢ R?
be a bounded domain with outer Lipschitz boundary T" and let v denote the unit outer
normal on 92 = I". We shall use the notation

H=L*(Q)¢ = {u=(uw):u € L2(Q)},
H= {J = (045) 1 045 = 0ji € LQ(Q)},
HY Q) = {u=(w) € H:u € H(Q)},
Hy ={0 € H: Divo € H},
Here ¢ : H'(Q)? — H and Div : H; — H are the deformation and divergence

operators, respectively, defined by

e(u) = (gi5(u)), &ij(u) = %(um‘ +uji), Dive = (0ij;) -



Bilateral Contact Problem 1163

Here and below, the indices 7 and j run from 1 to d, the summation convention
over repeated indices is used and the index that follows a comma indicates a partial
derivative with respect to the corresponding component of the independent variable.
The spaces H, H, H' ()% and H; are real Hilbert spaces endowed with the canonical
inner products given by :

<u7V>H:/Uivid~Ta (o, T)H:/UijTijdxv
Q Q

(o,7)n = / o-1dx Vo,7 €H,
Q

(u, V)Hl(Q)d = /

u.vda:—i—/ Vu-Vvdr Yu,v eHl(Q)d,
Q Q

where
Vv = (vij) Vv eH (Q)%
(0,7)n, = (0, 7)1 + (Dive, Divr) g Vo, T €Hy,

The associated norms are denoted by || - ||z, || - |7, || - ||z @and || - ||, respectively.
Let Hr = (H'/?(T"))? and v : HY(I'))¢ — Hr be the trace map. For every element
v € H'(Q)?, we also use the notation v to denote the trace map yv of v on T, and
we denote by v, and v, the normal and tangential components of v on I" given by

(2.1) Uy =V, V= VU,

Similarly, for a regular (say C!) tensor field o : 2 — S we define its normal and
tangential components by

(2.2) o, =(ov) v, V;=o0V—o0,,

and for all o €H; the following Green’s formula holds:

(0,e(v))n+ (Dive,v)g = / ov-vda Yve HY Q)
r
Finally, for any real Hilbert space X, we use the classical notation for the spaces
LP(0,T; X) and W*P(0,T; X), where 1 < p < oo and k > 1. For T > 0 we denote
by C(0,T; X) and C*(0, T; X) the space of continuous and continuously differentiable
functions from [0, 7] to X, respectively, with the norms
f ) = £ (1) || x,
1£lle(o,r:x) nax, 1£(2) Il x

£ = £ f
1£ller0,7:x) trérﬁ;]\! Hx+tr€rﬁ>T<]H x,

respectively. Moreover, we use the dot above to indicate the derivative with respect to
the time variable and if X; and X, are real Hilbert spaces then X; x X, denotes the
product Hilbert space endowed with the canonical inner product (-,-) x, x x,-



1164 Abdelmoumene Djabi and Abdelbaki Merouani

3. THE MODEL AND VARIATIONAL PROBLEM

We describe the model for the process, we present its variational formulation.
The physical setting is the following. An electro elastic-viscoplastic body occupies
a bounded domain Q@ C R<¢ (d = 2,3) with outer Lipschitz surface I'. The body
undergoes the action of body forces of density f, and volume electric charges of den-
sity qo. It also undergoes the mechanical and electric constraint on the boundary.We
consider a partition of T" into three disjoint parts 'y, I's and I's, on one hand, and into
two measurable parts ', and I', on the other hand. We assume that meas(I'y) > 0
, meas(I'y) >0, and I's C T'y, . Let T > 0 and let [0, 7] be the time interval of
interest. The body is clamped on I’y x (0,7"), so the displacement field vanishes there.
A surface traction of density f act on 'y x (0,7") and a body force of density f;, acts
in Q x (0,7). We also assume that the electrical potential vanishes on T';, x (0,7)
and a surface electric charge of density ¢ is prescribed on ', x (0,7). The contact
is frictional and bilateral with a moving rigid foundation which results in the wear of
the contacting surface. We suppose that the body forces and tractions vary slowly in
time, and therefore, the accelerations in the system may be neglected. Neglecting the
inertial terms in the equation of motion leads to a quasistatic approach to the process.
We denote by u the displacement field, by o the stress tensor field and by e(u) the
linearized strain tensor. We use an electro elastic-viscoplastic constitutive law with
damage given by

olt) = A<e<;1< >>> +B< (u(t)). 9
+ [ 0(o(s) — Ale(ite)) ) s — £ B (),

D = &e(u) + BE(yp),

where A and B are nonlinear operators describing the purely viscous and the elastic
properties of the material, respectively, E(p) = —V is the electric field, £ = (e;;i)
represents the third order piezoelectric tensor £* is its transpose and B denotes the
electric permittivity tensor, and G is a nonlinear constitutive function which describes
the visco-plastic behavior of the material, where 3 is an internal variable describing
the damage of the material caused by elastic deformations. The differential inclusion
used for the evolution of the damage field is

B — kA + 0p(B) 3 S(e(u), ),
where K denotes the set of admissible damage functions defined by
K={¢eV:0<{x)<1ae ze€Q},

where k is a positive coefficient, Op; denotes the subdifferential of the indicator func-
tion of the set K and S is a given constitutive function which describes the sources of
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the damage in the system. When 3 = 1 the material is undamaged, when g = 0 the
material is completely damaged, and for 0 < 8 < 1 there is partial damage. General
models of mechanical damage, which were derived from thermodynamical considera-
tions and the principle of virtual work, can be found in [16] and references therein.
The models describe the evolution of the material damage which results from the ex-
cess tension or compression in the body as a result of applied forces and tractions.
Mathematical analysis of one-dimensional damage models can be found in [12].

We now briefly describe the boundary conditions on the contact surface I's , based
on the model derived in [16]. We introduce the wear function w : '3 x [0, 7] — R™
which measures the wear of the surface. The wear is identified as the normal depth of
the material that is lost. Since the body is in bilateral contact with the foundation, it
follows that

(3.2) u, = —w on I's.

Thus the location of the contact evolves with the wear. We point out that the effect
of the wear is the recession on I's and therefore, it is natural to expect that u,, < 0 on
I's , which impliesw > 0on T3 .

The evolution of the wear of the contacting surface is governed by a simplified
version of Archard’s law (see [16]) which we now describe. The rate form of

Archard’s law is

w = —kjo, |[a; — v,

where k1 > 0 is a wear coefficient, v* is the tangential velocity of the foundation and
|a, — v*| represents the slip speed between the contact surface and the foundation.

We see that the rate of wear is assumed to be proportional to the contact stress
and the slip speed. For the sake of simplicity we assume in the rest of the section
that the motion of the foundation is uniform, i.e., v* does not vary in time. Denote
v¥ =|v* > 0.

We assume that v* is large so that we can neglect in the sequel . ascompared
with v* to obtain the following version of Archard’s law

(3.2) W = —kiv*o,,

The use of the simplified law (3.2) for the evolution of the wear avoids some
mathematical difficulties in the study of the quasistatic electro-viscoplastic contact
problem.

We can now eliminate the unknown function w from the problem. In this manner,
the problem decouples, and once the solution of the frictional contact problem has been
obtained, the wear of the surface can be obtained by integration of (3.2).Let { = kqyv*
and a = ¢. Using (3.1) and (3.2) we have

(3.3) o, =atl,.
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We model the frictional contact between the electro-viscoplastic body and the foun-
dation with Coulomb’s law of dry friction. Since there is only sliding contact, it

(3.4) el = plol, o= —A(E—v"). A0,

where p > 0 is the coefficient of friction. These relations set constraints on the
evolution of the tangential stress; in particular, the tangential stress is in the direction
opposite to the relative sliding velocity o, — v* .

Naturally, the wear increases in time, i.e. w > 0. Hence, it follows from (3.1) and
(3.2) that 1, < 0 and o, < 0 on I's . Thus, the conditions (3.3) and (3.4) imply

(3.5) —o,=a ||, |0 =—poy, or=-A(,—v"), A=0.

To simplify the notation, we do not indicate explicitly the dependence of various
functions on the variables x € Q U T and ¢ € [0,77]. Then, the classical formulation
of the mechanical problem of a frictional bilateral contact with wear may be stated as
follows.

Problem P

Find a displacement field u : 2 x [0, 7] — RY, astress field o : 2 x [0, 7] — S%, an
electric potential ¢ : Q2x[0, T] — R, an electric displacement field D : Qx[0, T — R,
and a damage field 5 : Q x [0, 7] — R such that

(36) o(t) = Az(u(t)) + B(e(u(t)), 8) + /0 g(a(s) — Ae(u(s)), 5(u(s))>ds
+EVep(t) inQx(0,T),

(3.7) D =E&e(u)— BV(p) inQx(0,7),

(3.8) B —kAB+0¢pk(8) > S(e(u), B),

(3.9) Dive +f, =0 inQ x (0,7),

(3.10) divD —¢gyo=0 inQx(0,7),

(3.11) u=0 onTlyx(0,7),

(3.12) ov=1_fy, onTyx(0,7),
oy = —alil, o] =—poy,

(3.13) on I's x (0,7),
or=-A(0;—v*), A=0,

(3.14) 98 =0 onIx(0,7),

ov
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(3.15) =0 onT,x(0,7),
(3.16) D-v=¢g onTyx(0,7),
(317) u(O) = Uup, ﬂ(O) = ﬂo in Q.

We now describe problem (3.6)-(3.17) and provide explanation of the equations
and the boundary conditions.

Equations(3.6) and (3.7) represent the electro elastic-viscoplastic constitutive law
with damage,the evolution of the damage field is governed by the inclusion of parabolic
type given by the relation (3.8) where S is the mechanical source of the damage
growth, assumed to be rather general function of the strains and damage itself, dy
is the subdifferential of the indicator function of the admissible damage functions set
K. Next equations(3.9) and (3.10) are the steady equations for the stress and electric-
displacement field, respectively, in which “Div” and “div” denote the divergence oper-
ator for tensor and vector valued functions, i.e.,

Dive = (045), divD = (D;;).

We use these equations since the process is assumed to be mechanically quasistatic
and electrically static.

Conditions (3.11) and (3.12) are the displacement and traction boundary conditions,
where as (3.15) and (3.16) represent the electric boundary conditions; the displacement
field and the electrical potential vanish on I'y and T',, respectively, while the forces
and free electric charges are prescribed on I's and Ty, respectively.

We turn to the boundary condition (3.13) describe the frictional bilateral contact
with wear described above on the potential contact surface I's.

The relation (3.14) describes a homogeneous Neumann boundary condition where
0F/0v is the normal derivative of (.

Next, (3.17) represents the initial displacement field and the initial damage field
where ug is the initial displacement, and 3, is the initial damage.

To obtain the variational formulation of problem (3.6)-(3.17), we introduce the
closed subspace of H'(Q)? defined by

V= {v eH ()% : v =0 on rl}.

Since meas(I'1) > 0, Korn’s inequality holds and there exists a constant Cj, > 0,
depending only on € and I'; , such that
lle (V) It = Cllvll () Vv €V

A proof of Korn’s inequality may be found in ([15], p. 79). On the space V we
consider the inner product and the associated norm given by

(3.18) (u,v)y = (e(u),e(v))n, Ivllv =lle (v) |lx Yu,v €V.
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It follows that the norms || - || 1y« and || - [|y- are equivalent on V" and, therefore,
the space (V, (-, -)y) is a real Hilbert space. Moreover, by the Sobolev trace theorem
and (3.7) , there exists a constant Cy > 0, depending only on €2, T'; and T3, such that

(3.19) IVIlz2rgye < Collvlv, Vv eV.
We also introduce the spaces
w={sen' (@ ¢=0on ra},
W= {D=(D;): D; € L*(Q),divD € L*(Q)},

The spaces W and W are real Hilbert spaces with the inner products given by

(0, D) = /Q Ve Véda,
(D,E)w :/D~Eda:+/divD-divEda:.
Q Q

The associated norms will be denoted by || - ||y and || - ||y, respectively. Moreover,
when D € W is a regular function, the following Green’s type formula holds:

(D, Vo) + (divD, @) 12(q) = / D - v¢da, Yo € H(Q).
Q
Since measT', > 0, the Friedrichs-Poincaré inequality holds, thus,

(3.20) IVollw = Cr ll9lluyg), Vo eW,

where Cr > 0 is a constant which depends only on € and T",. On W, we use the
inner product

(Spu C)W - (ku VC>W7

We now list the assumptions on the problem’s data.
The viscosity operator A : Q x S — S? satisfies

(@) There exists L 4 > 0 such that

H.A(X, €1>—.A<X, EQ)H gLAHsl—ng for all €1,€2 € Sd, a.exefl.
(b) There exists m_4 > 0 such that

(A(x, 1) — A(x, €2)) - (61 — €2) = malle1 — &>

(3.21) for all £1,e2 € S% a.e.x € Q.

(c) The mapping x — A(x, €) is Lebesgue measurable on §2,
for any e € S°.

(d) The mapping x — A(x, 0) belongs to H.
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The elasticity operator B: Q x S? x R — S? satisfies

(@) There exists L > 0 such that
[B(x,€1,01) — B(x, €2, a2)|| < Lp ([ler — e2| + [Joa — az2])
VEl,EQGSd,Val,QQGR ,a.e xe .

(b) The mapping x — B(x, &, «) is Lebesque measurable on €2,
foranyecS?anda c R .

(c) The mapping x — B(x, 0, 0) belongs to H.

(3.22)

The plasticity operator G : Q x S x S — S¢ satisfies

(@) There exists a constant Lg > 0 such that
1G(x,01,€1) = G(x,02,&2)| < Lg([lor — o2 + [[e1 — &2

for all o1, 00 € S%, forall €1, € S? ae. x € Q.

(3.23) (b) The mapping x — G(x, o, €)is Lebesgue measurable on 2 ,

for all o, e € S°.
(c) The mapping x — G(z,0,0) € H.

The damage source function S :  x S x R — R satisfies

() There exists a constant Mg > 0 such that
1S(x, €1, 1) — S(x, €2, 2)|| < Mg (|le1 — &2 + [lon — 2]
(3.24) for all 1,e9 € S%, for all oy, a € R,ae. x € Q.
(b) for all e € S, € R, x — S(x, €, ) is Lebesgue measurable on .

(c) The mapping x — S(x, 0, 0) belongs to L?(Q).
The electric permittivity operator B = (B;;) : Q x R? — R satisfies
(@) B(z,E) = (B;j(x)E;) forall E = (E;) € R%,ae. z € Q.
(b) Bij = Bji c LOO<Q>, 1< i,j < d.

(c) There exists a constant Mp > 0 such that BE.E > Mg|E|?
for all E = (E;) € R% ae. in Q.

(3.25)

The piezoelectric operator &£ : Q x S — R? satisfies

(326 { @ & (z,7) = (eijijr) , V7 = <.Tj.k> € s ae zin Q.
(b) eijr = eirj € L®(Q) 1< 4,5,k < d.
We also suppose that the body forces and surface tractions have the regularity
(3.27) fo € C(0,T; H), f5,¢€C(0,T;L*Ty)9),
(3.28) go € C(0,T; L*(9)), g2 € C(0,T; L*(Ty)),

(3.29) g2 (t) =00nT3,Vt€[0,T].
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The functions o and . have the following properties:

(3.30) a € L*[T3),a(x)>a" >0 ae onTs,

(3.31) p € L%®(T3), pu(x)>0,ae onTls.

Note that we need to impose the assumption (3.29) for physical reasons, indeed the
foundation is assumed to be an insulator and therefore, the electric charges (which are
prescribed on T', D I's ) have to vanish on the potential contact surface.

The initial displacement field satisfies

(3.32) u €V,
and the initial damage field satisfies
(3.33) Go € K.

The forces, tractions, volume and surface free charge densities satisfy Here, 1 <
p < oo. We define the bilinear form a : H1(Q) x HY(Q)) — R

(3.34) al&, o) =k /Q V¢ - Vedz.

Next, we define the three mappings j : V.xV — R, f : [0,7] — V and ¢ :
[0, T] — W, respectively, by

(3.35) (f(t),v)V:/Qfg(t%vda:—i—/F f5(t) - vda,
(3.36) (a®. 0w = [ w®ods~ [ wboda
(337) sy = [ el (ulve =vl) +v,) da

forallu,veV, ¢ € Wand t € [0,T]. We note that the definitions of &, f and ¢ are
based on the Riesz representation theorem,Moreover, the conditions (3.27) and (3.28)
imply that

(3.38) feC,7;V) ,qeC(0,T;W).

Using standard arguments we obtain the variational formulation of the mechanical
problem (3.6)-(3.17).
Problem Py, .

Find a displacement field u : [0,7] — V, o : [0,T] — H; and an electric potential
¢ : [0, T] — W, an electric displacement field D :[0,7] — H,and damage field
B:[0,T] — HY(Q) such that
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o(t) = Az(u(t)) + B(e(u(t)), B) —i—/o g(a(s) — Az(u(s)), 5(u(s))>ds
+ EVe(t) inQx(0,7),
(3.40)  (o(t),e(v—u(t))y +j(u(t),v)—j(ut),ut) = (£(¢t),v—ut))v,

forallve Vandte (0,7),

(3.39)

(B(8), € — B(E)) 2y + alB(1), € — B(E))
> (S (e (), 8()) ¢ — B 2y

forall (t) e K,(e K andte (0,7),

(3.41)

(3.42) D (t) = Ee(u(t)) — BVp(t),
(3.43) (D), Vo)u = (a(t), p)w,
forall p € W and ¢t € (0,7), and

(3.44) u(0) =ug, B(0) = fo.

Remark 3.1. We remark that if v* is large enough then oo = 1/(kq1v™*) is sufficiently
small and therefore, the condition (4.1) for the unique solvability of Problem Py is
satisfied. We conclude that the mechanical problem (3.6)-(3.17) has a unique weak
solution if the tangential velocity of the foundation is large enough. Moreover, having
solved the problem (3.6)-(3.17) , we can find the wear function by integrating (3.2)
and using the initial condition w(0) = 0 which means that at the initial moment the
body is not subject to any prior wear.

Remark 3.2. The functions u, o, ¢, D and 3 which satisfy (3.39)-(3.44) are called
a weak solution of the contact problem 7. We conclude that, under the assumptions
(3.21)-(3.33) and if (4.1), the mechanical problem (3.6)-(3.17) has a unique weak
solution satisfying (4.2)-(4.6).

4. EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF A SOLUTION
Now, we propose our existence and uniqueness result.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that (3.21)-(3.33) hold.Then there exists a constant agwhich
depends only on ©,T'1,T'3 and A such that if

(4.1) ol zoe gy (14l gy +1) < 0
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Then there exists a unique solution {u, o, ¢, D, 5} to problem PV. Moreover, the
solution satisfies

(4.2) uecl0,T;V),

(4.3) o €C(0,T;Hy), Divo e C(0,T; H),
(4.4) peC(0,T; W),

(4.5) D e C(0,T; W),

(4.6) B e Wh2(0,T; L*(Q)) N L*(0,T; HY(Q)),

Remark 4.2. We conclude that the mechanical problem (3.6)-(3.17) has a unique
weak solution if the tangential velocity of the foundation is large enough. This is
neglecting the term ., in the wear conditions(3.2) ascompared with v* .Moreover,
having solved the problem (3.6)-(3.17), we can find the wear function by integrating
(3.2) and using the initial condition w(0) = 0.

The proof of Theorem 4.1 is carried in several steps .It is based on results of elliptic
variational inequalities, parabolic inequalities and fixed point arguments.

First step

Letn € C(0,7;X)and g €C(0,T;V).
We consider the following variational problem

Problem PV, o

Find a displacement field v, o : [0,7] — V and a stress field o, o : [0,7] — H
such that

(4.7) ong(t) = A(e(vng(t)) +n (1), vt € [0,T],

(Tng(t), e(v = vyg(t))y + 5 (8(1), v) = 5(g(t), v (1))

4.8
(4.8) > (f(t),v—vpe(t))v,

forallve Vandte (0,7),
We have the following result for PV, .

Lemma 4.3. PV, ¢ has a unique weak solution such that

(4.9 Ve €C(0,T;V) , opg €C(0,T;Hy).
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Proof of Lemma 4.3. We define the operator A : V' — V such that
(4.10) (Au,v) = (Ae (u),e (v))y ,YVu,ve V.

It follows from (4.10) and (3.21)(a) that
(4.11) | Au— AVl < Lafu— vl .

which shows that A : V' — V is Lipschitz continuous. Now, by (4.10) and (3.21)(b)
we find

(4.12) (Au— Av,u—v)y, = mufu—v| Vu,vev,

i.e, that A: V — V is a strongly monotone operator on V. Moreover, using Riesz
Representation Theorem, we may define an element F €C(0,7; V) by

(F (1), v)y = (E (1), )y — (1) e (V) Vv E V.

Since A is a strongly monotone and Lipschitz continuous operator on V' and since
v — j(g(t),v) is a proper convex lower semicontinuous functional, it follows from
classical result on elliptic inequalities (see for example [6]) that there exists a unique
function v, o € V' which satisfies

413) (Avyg(t), v — vy g(t)y +(g(t), v) —j(g(t), vyg(t))
' > (F(t),v—vyg(t)y, Vv e V.

We use the relation (4.7), the assumption (3.21), and the properties of the deforma-
tion tensor to obtain that o, z(t) € H . Since v = v, ¢(t) & 1 satisfies (4.8), where
¢ € D ()% is arbitrary, using the definition (3.35) for £ (¢), we find

(4.14) Dive, g(t) + fo(t) = 0, t € (0,T),

With the regularity assumption (3.27) on f; we see that Diveo,, o(t) € H. Therefore,
o,e(t) € Hi. Let t1,ty € [0,7] and denote 7 (t;) = n;, £(t;) = £, g(t;) =g,
Vg (ti) = Vi, oy,g (i) = o for i = 1,2. Using the relation (4.8), we find that

(Ae (v1) — Ae (v2) £ (Vi — v2))y
(4.15) < (f —f2, vy —vo)y — (1 — 2,6 (V1 — va2))y
+j(81,v2) + j(82, v1) — j(g1, v1) — (82, v2)-
From the definition of the functional 5 given by (3.37) we have

j(g1,va) + j(ge, v1) — j(g1, v1) — j(g2, v2)

= /F (@llgrv]l = allgavll) (1 Ivar = V7| = pl[vir = V7)) + v — w1, da.
3
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The relation (3.19) and the assumptions (3.30) and (3.31) imply

17 (g1, va) + (g2, vi) — j (g1, v1) — (g2, v2) ||
(4.16) )
< C ol e ryy (Il poeqryy +1) st — g2lly lve = vally

The relation (3.18), the assumption (3.21), and the inequality (4.16) combined with
(4.15) give us

@17 m;Hu—VHV
< G 1l ooy (Il oo gy 1) g =2y +lIfr = Bolly+ =2l -
The inequality (4.17) and the regularity of the functions f, g, and » show that
Vg € C(0,T;V).
From the assumption (3.21) and the relation (4.7) we have
(4.18) lor = oallyy < Lallvi = vally + m = maly,
and from (4.14) we have
(4.19) Dive (t;) + fo(t;) = 0,3 = 1,2.
The regularity of the function » , v, fy and the relations (4.18)-(4.19) show that
ong €C(0,T;Hy). ]
We consider the following operator
A, :C(0,T;V) — C(0,T;V),
defined by
(4.20) Apg=v,, , Vg€ C(0,T;V).

Lemma 4.4. Assume that (3.21)-(3.33) hold. Then there exists a real g > 0 which
depends only on ©, I'y \I's, and A such that if (4.1) is satisfied then the operator A,
has a unique fixed point g;, € C(0,T; V).

Proof. Let g1,g2 € C(0,7;V) and let n € C(0,T; X). We use the notation
Vg (ti) = v; and o, ¢ (t;) = o; for i = 1,2. Using similar arguments as those in
(4.17), we find

mallvi(t) = vz (8) [lv

(4.21)
< Gl ey (Il =gy + 1) et () — g2 ()l Ve € [0, ],
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From (4.20) and (4.21) we find that

[Ang1 () — Ang2 (1) |lv

(4.22) cz
< Ll (Il + 1) 1 () = 82 Oy, Ve € 0,71,
Let
02
apg = —07
m 4

where « is a positive constant which depends on 2, T'; ,I's, and on the operator A
If (4.1) is satisfied we deduce from (4.22) that the operator A,, is a contraction. From
Banach’s Fixed Point Theorem we conclude that the operator A,, has a unique fixed
point g;, € C(0,T; V). [

Remark 4.5. If the condition of the wear ||| o r) (HMHLoo(rg) + 1) <o =

2
n%, then the problem Py, has unique weak solution

Second step
Denote

(4.23) Vp = Vg, On = Opg*,

and let u,, : [0, 7] — V be the function defined by
t

(4.24) wy (t) = / vy () ds + o Vit € [0,T].
0

Using (4.9) we find that u, satisfies the regularity expressed in (4.2). In the
second step, let n € C(0,T; H); we use the displacement field u,, obtained in (4.24)
and consider the following variational problem.

Problem PV?
Find an electrical potential ¢, : [0,7] — W such that
(4.25) (BVy(t), Vo) — (Ee(uy (1)), Vo) = (a(t), d)w-

forall p € W, t € (0,7).
The well-posedness of problem PV}, follows.

Lemma 4.6. PV% has a unique solution ¢, which satisfies the regularity (4.4).

Proof.  We define a bilinear form b(-,-) : W x W — R such that

(4.26) b(p,¢) = (BVe(t), Vo), Ve, o € W.



1176 Abdelmoumene Djabi and Abdelbaki Merouani

We use (3.25) to show that the bilinear form b is continuous, symmetric, and
coercive on W . Moreover using the Riesz Representation Theorem we may define an
element g,, : [0,7] — W such that

(4n (1) @)y = (¢ (1) D)y — (Ee(uy(t), VO) ;¥ € W, VL € (0,T).

We apply the Lax-Milgram Theorem to deduce that there exists a unique element
©n € W such that

(4.27) b(pn (), 9) = (an (1) @)y ;Y € W.

We conclude that ¢, (¢) is a solution of PV% . Let ¢y, to € [0, 7). It follows from
(3.20),(3.25),(3.26), (4.26), and (4.27) that

lem (8) = @no ()l < € (g, (8) = v, (B)lly + g (1) = ¢ (2)lw)

and the previous inequality and the regularity of u, and ¢ imply that ¢, €
C(O,T; W) ]

Third step

Let 6 € C (0,7; L*(£2)) be given and consider the following variational problem
for the damage filed.

Problem PVy
Find the damage field 35 : [0, 7] — H'(2) such that 34(¢) € K and

(4.28) (Ba(t), € — Bo) 120 + al(Bo(t), & — Ba(t))
' > (0(), & — Bo(t)) o) VEE K, ae te(0,T),

(4.29) Bo(0) = Bo.

To solve PVy , we recall the following standard result for parabolic variational
inequalities (see [[3], p. 124]). Let V and H be real Hilbert spaces such that V' is
dense in H and the injection map is continuous. The space H is identified with its
own dual and with a subspace of the dual V' of V. We write

VCcHCcCV.

and we say that the inclusions above define a Gelfand triple. We denote by |||, ,
|-l &, and ||-|| , the norms on the spaces V' , H and V' respectively, and we use
(-, )y« for the duality pairing between V’ and V' .Note that if f € H then

(fav>V/><V = (f,'U>H,V’U € H.
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Theorem 4.7. Let V C H C V' be a Gelfand triple. Let K be a nonempty, closed,
and convex set of V. Assume thata (+,-) : V' xV — R is a continuous and symmetric
bilinear form such that for some constants ¢ > 0 and cy,

a(v,v) =collvl|f = Clolly Vv e H.
Then, for every ug € K and f € L? (0,T; H), there exists a unique function v €
H'(0,T;H) N L?(0,T;V) such that u (0) = ug, u (t) € K for all t € [0,T], and
for almost all ¢ € (0,7),
(@ () 0= u()yrey +au(t),v—u(®) > (f(t),v—ut)y, ek
We apply this theorem to Problem PV .

Lemma 4.8. There exists a unique solution 3y to the auxiliary problem PV such
that:

(4.30) B € WH2(0,T5 L () N L2 (0, T; H (2)) .

The above lemma follows from a standard result for parabolic variational inequal-
ities, see [3, p. 124].

Proof. The inclusion mapping of (H1 ), | .HHl(Q)> into (L2 N .HLQ(Q)>

is continuous and its range is dense. We denote by (H* (Q))' the dual space of H! (Q)
and, identifying the dual of L? (Q) with itself, we can write the Gelfand triple

HY(Q) c L2 (Q) c (H' ().

We use the notation (-, -) 1 (q)y x mr1(a) t0 represent the duality pairing between (H' Q)
and H! (). we have

(/87 §>(H1(Q))/><H1(Q) - (ﬂ, €>L2(Q) ,V/B S L2 (Q) ,f S Hl (Q)

and we note that K is a closed convex set in H* (©2). Then, using the definition (3.34)
of the bilinear form a , and the fact that 8y € K in (3.33), it is easy to see that Lemma
(4.8) is a consequence of Theorem (4.7). [ |

Finally, as a consequence of these results and using the properties of the operator
B, the operator G and the function S for ¢ € [0, T'], we consider the element

(4.31) A(n,0)() = (Ar(n, 0)(¢), Ao, 0)(t)) € H x L*(Q),

defined by
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mmw@:ma%w»me(Ag@w@xmwmw)
+ &V, (t),Vt € [0,T],
(4.33) Ao(m,0)(t) = S(e(uy(t)), Ba(t)), vt € [0,T].

We have the following result.

(4.32)

Lemma 4.9. Let (4.1) be satisfied. Then for (n,0) € C(0,T;H x L*(Q2)) , the
maping A(n,0) : [0,T] — H x L%(Q) has a unique element (n*,0*) € C(0,T;H x
L?(Q)) such that A(n*, 0%) = (n*, 0%)

Proof.  Let (n1,601), (n2,02) € C(0,T;H x L?(2)), and ¢ € [0,T]. We use
the notation w,, = w;, 0y, = W, B, = Bi, Yy, = @i, &, = & and oy, o, = o, for
¢ = 1, 2. From the notation used in (4.20) and (4.23), we deduce that v; = g; , Using
(3.18), (3.22), (3.23) and (3.26) we obtain

1A (1, 61) (£) = A(m2, 02) (8) 15 L2

< C( Ju (&) = w2 O + 161 (&) = B2 ()30

(4.34)
+Awm@wvxw&@+ﬁwm@wmxw@@
Tl () — e 01 ).
Since .
wi (1) :/ vi (s) ds +w, ¥t € [0,T],
0
we have
t
(4.35) umw—mw%<ﬁuw@—w@%@.

It follows now from PV, ¢ for n = n;, i = 1,2, that

(4.36) oi(t) = A(e(vi(t))) +mni (t) , vVt € [0, T],

(4.37) (oi(t),e(v = vi())y +(8i(t), v) = j(&i(1), vit)) = (£(2), v = vi(t))v

forall veV,andallte[0,T].
Using the relation (4.37) we obtain that

(1(t) = aa(t), & (va(t) — va(t)))y
< J(81(t), va(t)) + 5(g2(t), va(t)) — s(ga(t), va(t)) — j(ga(t), va(t))
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for all ¢ € [0,T]. and similar arguments to those used in (4.16) on the functional j
yield

(o1(t) — o2(t), € (va(t) — va(t)))y
< G el poory) (HMHLoo(rs)H) g1 (t) — g2 (D)l Vi (@) =va()lly, V¢ € [0, T7].
Keeping in mind that v; = g; for i = 1, 2, it follows that
(o1(t) — o2(t), € (vi(t) — va(t)))y
< G el oeqray (1l poeqrgy + 1) IV1(8) = va (@), ¥t € 0,77,

We substitute (4.36) into the previous inequality and use (3.18) and (3.21) to deduce
that

(ma=C8llall o gy (Il e ey +1) ) Iva(®) = va(®)ly

It follows from (4.1) that

(4.38) V() = vy < Cllm () = me ()13, ¥t € [0,77.

For the electric potential field, we use (4.25), (4.20), (3.25), and (3.26) to obtain

o (8) = w2 (8)lliy < Cllua(t) —w2(t)3, ¥t € [0,T].

From (4.28) we deduce that

(B1— B2, B1—B2) 12 () +a(B1— B2, fi—B2) < (01—02, B1—PB2)12(0). € t € (0,T).

Integrating the previous inequality with respect to time, using the initial conditions
B1(0) = 52(0) = By and inequality a(8; — B2, 81 — [2) = 0 to find

t
@439)  F181(0) = (Ol < [ (O1(s) = 0a(s).B1(s) = Bals)) 2oy
which implies
I5100) = 5oy < [ 16106) = 0o s + [ 19106) = (o) s

This inequality, combined with Gronwall’s inequality, leads to

(440)  [1Bi() — Ba(®)|Za(qy c/ 101(5) — O2(5)12aqyds, Wt € [0,T].
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We substitute (4.39) into (4.34) and use (4.35) to obtain
1A (1, 61) () = A2, 02) (D)1 120y

<0 ([ o) = val s + 10 - B0l )

It follows now from the previous inequality, the estimates (4.38) and (4.40) that

t
HA(m,91><t>—A(n2,92><t>H%XLz(m<C/OH(nl,91)(8)-(712,92)(8)\!%XL2(Q)d8-
Reiterating this inequality n times leads to
IA™ (1, 61) = A™ (2, 02) 31,00, 700 222

C’TLTTL
n!

1(m1,01) = (02, 02) 1.0 (0 734 220

N

Thus, for n sufficiently large, A™ is a contraction on C(0,T;H x L?(f2)), and so A
has a unique fixed point in this Banach space. ]

Now, we have all the ingredients to prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1.

Existence

Let (n*,0%) € C(0,T;H x L%()) be the fixed point of A defined by (4.31)-(4.33)
and and let (v, o) be the solution of PV, ¢ for n = n*, g = g;. obtained in Lemma
4.1.denote u = u,- . Let now ¢, = ¢ and By~ = 3 be the solutions of PV?
and PVy for n = n* and # = 6* obtained in Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4. The equalities
Ai(n*, 6%) = n* and Az(n*, 0*) = 0* combined with (4.32), (4.33) show that (3.39)-
(3.43) are satisfied. Next, (3.44) and the regularity (4.2)-(4.6) follow from Lemmas
4.1, 4.3, 4.4, and (3.43).

Uniqueness

The uniqueness part of solution is a consequence of the uniqueness of the fixed point
of the operator A defined by (4.31)-(4.33) and the unique solvability of the Problems
PVn.g PV2 and PVy which completes the proof. n
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