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A NONLINEAR EVOLUTION INCLUSION IN PERFECT
PLASTICITY WITH FRICTION

A. AMASSAD, M. SHILLOR anxp M. SOFONEA

ABSTRACT. We consider a nonlinear evolution inclusion associated with a time de-
pendent convex set in a Hilbert space. We prove an existence and uniqueness result
for the problem using classical results from the theory of evolution equations in-
volving maximal monotone operators, a fixed point argument and a regularization
method. We apply this result to a model for the quasistatic evolution process of
a perfectly plastic body which is in frictional contact with a rigid foundation and
obtain the existence of the unique stress field.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we establish an existence and uniqueness theorem for an abstract
Cauchy problem in a Hilbert space involving the indicator function of a time-
dependent convex set. The main difficulty in studying the problem arises from
this time dependence of the convex set. We deal with it by imposing sufficient
regularity and compatibility on the problem data.

Problems of this type arise in models of quasistatic contact with friction of
perfectly plastic materials. There the main unknown is the stress tensor and the
time dependence of the convex set is a consequence of the time dependence of the
volume forces and tractions.

Initial and boundary value problems for perfectly-plastic materials have been
studied in [7, 9, 14] with classical displacements and tractions boundary condi-
tions. An existence result for a one-dimensional problem using the Prandtl-Reuss
plastic flow rule and unilateral conditions imposed on the velocity has been ob-
tained recently in [12]. Moreover, the existence and uniqueness of the stress tensor
and the existence of the velocity field for a quasistatic perfectly-plastic contact
problem with Tresca’s friction law was established in [3].

The aim of this paper is to extend some of the results in [3] to include various
nonlinear boundary conditions with friction. To that end we establish an existence
and uniqueness theorem for an abstract nonlinear evolution equation in a Hilbert
space. Then we apply it to problems in quasistatic perfect plasticity with friction.
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The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we state the abstract problem,
list the assumptions imposed on the data, state and then prove our main existence
and uniqueness result, Theorem 2.1. The proof is based on arguments from the
theory of variational inequalities, regularization and Banach’s fixed point theorem.
In Section 3 we present a general model for a class of problems for perfectly plastic
bodies with friction and we formulate it as a variational inequality for the stress
field. We apply Theorem 2.1 to this formulation and deduce the existence and
uniqueness of the solution of the mechanical problem. Finally, in Section 4 we
present a number of examples of friction laws to which our results apply.

2. AN ABSTRACT EXISTENCE THEOREM

In this section we prove an abstract existence theorem for an evolution problem in
a Hilbert space. We will apply it in the following sections to problems involving
frictional contact of a perfectly plastic body with a rigid obstacle.

Let H be a real Hilbert space endowed with the inner product (-,-)y and the
associated norm |- |g. Let A: H — H be an operator described below, let K and
Yo be two closed convex sets in H and let x: [0,7] — H be a given function. For
t €10,T], (T > 0), X(¢t) denotes the following convex set in H

(2.1) S(t) = S + x(B).

Let yo € H and denote by ¢gns): H — (—00,+00] the indicator function of
the set K N X(t).
We study the following Cauchy problem on H:

Find y: [0,T] — H such that

(2.2) Ay(t) + 0vknsw (y(t) 3 f(t) ae te(0,T),
(2.3) y(0) = yo.
Here f: [0,T] — H is given, a dot above a variable represents the time derivative
and dv denotes the subdifferential of 1.

To study problem (2.2) and (2.3) we make the following assumptions on the
data: A: H — H is a positive definite symmetric operator, i.e.,
(2.4) (a) (Az,z)g >m|z|}; Yz € H, m>0,

(b) <A13,y>H = <Ay,1’>H vx7y € Ha

(2.5) feL?0,T;H);

(2.6) x € Wh(0,T; H);

(2.7) yo = x(0) € X(0).

Also, there exists a positive § such that

(2.8) x(t)+ze K foralltel0,T], forzeH, |z|g <.

The main result of our paper is the following.
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Theorem 2.1. When assumptions (2.4)—(2.8) hold, there exists a unique solu-
tion y of problem (2.2) and (2.3), such that

y e WhH3(0,T; H).

The proof of the Theorem 2.1 is based on classical results from the theory of
evolution equation with maximal monotone operators, fixed point arguments and
a regularization method. It is carried out below in several steps. We suppose that
n € L*(0,T; H) and consider the following auxiliary problem:

Find y,: [0,T) — H such that

(2.9) Agn(t) +0(t) + 0Ysy(yy(t) 3 f(t) a.e. t€(0,T),
(2.10) Yn(0) = yo.

Lemma 2.2. Problem (2.9) and (2.10) has a unique solution y, €
W12(0,T; H).

Proof. We begin with a change of the dependent variable which leads to an
evolution equation associated with the fixed convex set 3. Let
(211) yn = y?’] - X-

It is straightforward to show that y,, € W12(0,T; H) is a solution of (2.9) and
(2.10) if and only if g, € W?(0,T; H) and
(212) Ay, (1) + 0, (7, (1) > f(t) — AX(t) = n(t) ae. t € (0,T),

(2.13) 7,(0) =0.

We note that (2.1) and (2.7) imply that 0 € X3. Moreover, f — Ax —n €
L?(0,T; H) by (2.4), (2.5) and (2.6). Therefore, by (2.4) and a classical result for
evolution equations (see e.g. [4, p. 189]) we obtain the existence of a unique func-
tion g, € W'2(0,T; H) which solves problem (2.12) and (2.13). This concludes
the proof. 0

Let now p > 0 be a viscosity coefficient, and denote by G,,: H — H the operator

1
(2.14) Gu(z) = ;(z — Pkz) Vz € H,

where Py represents the projection on K. Below we denote by C' a positive constant
which depends on A, f, x and T, but does not depend on i, and whose value may
change from line to line. We define A,,: L?(0,T; H) — L*(0,T; H) by

(2.15) Au(n) = Gu(yn)

where, for a given n € L?(0,T; H), the function y, is the solution of the Cauchy
problem (2.9) and (2.10) given by Lemma 2.2.

Lemma 2.3. For each pn > 0 the operator A, has a unique fized point n,,.
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Proof. We use similar arguments to those in [1, 2, 13]. Let 1,72 € L*(0,T; H)
and t € [0,T]. Using (2.9), (2.10) and algebraic manipulations we find

[Yns (8) = o (8) 1 < C/O [m(s) = n2(s)|% ds.

Moreover, from (2.14) and (2.15) we obtain

(A (m () = Ap(n2(t) [ < %Iym (&) = Yo ()] -

Combining the last two inequalities yields

AL (1)) — A G0 < § / Imn(s) — 1a(s) % d.

This implies that for p sufficiently large, a power AL of A, is a contraction on
L?(0,T; H), which concludes the proof of Lemma 2.3. O

Next, we consider the following regularized problem:
Find y,: [0,T) — H such that

(2.16) Ay (t) + Gulyu(t)) + sy (yu(t)) 3 f(E)  a.e. t€(0,T),
(2.17) Yu(0) = yo.

Lemma 2.4. For p > 0 the Cauchy problem (2.16) and (2.17) has a unique
solution y,, € WH2(0,T; H).

Proof. Let 7, be the unique fixed point of the operator A, and let y, €
W12(0,T; H) be the solution of (2.9) and (2.10) for n = n,. Then, y, is a so-
lution of (2.16) and (2.17). The uniqueness of the solution is obtained from the
uniqueness of the fixed point of A,,. O

We now obtain a priori estimates on the solutions y,, of (2.16) and (2.17). Then
we study the behavior of the solutions when p — 0, which is the main ingredient
of the regularization. Here and below by ¢ — 0 we mean any sequence p,, — 0 for
n — oo. To that end let G,: H — Ry be given by

1
(2.18) Gu(z) = E|z — Pxz|% Vz e H.

Lemma 2.5. The sequence {y,} is bounded in L>(0,T; H).
Proof. Applying (2.16) to z — y,,(t) we obtain

(2.19) (Agu(), 2 — yu () + (Gu(yu(t), 2 — yu(t))
> (f(t),z—yu(t))m VzeX(t),
a.e.ont € (0,T). Let

(2.20) Yy = Yu — X-
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Since 0 € X, by (2.1) we find x(t) € X(¢) for all ¢ € [0,T]. Therefore, choosing
z = x(t) in (2.19) and using (2.20) and (2.1) we get
(2.21) (A5, (). 7, (0) 1 + (Grulyu (), 7,(0) 1
< (f(t) = AX(1), 7, () ae te€(0,T).

Now, the operator G,,, given by (2.14), is the Gateaux-derivative of the convex
function G, given by (2.18); therefore,

(2.22) Gu(2) = Gu(y) 2(GL(y), 2 —y)m Vy,z € H.

Using (2.8) and (2.18) we obtain G,(x(t)) = 0 for all ¢t € [0,7]. It follows from
(2.22) that

(2.23) (Gulyu(®), 7. > Gulyu(t))  Vt€[0,T].
Then, (2.21) and (2.23) imply that
(2:24)  (AY,(1),7,(O)) i + Gulyu(t)) < (F(1) = AX(1), T, (1) m ae. t € (0,T).
From (2.20), (2.17) and (2.7) we have 3,(0) = 0, and since G, (y,(t)) > 0 for all
t € [0,T], the previous inequality and (2.4) lead to
(2.25) [,(s) % < C/ 1f () = AxD|uly, )|z dt Vs [0, T].
0
Lemma 2.5 follows now from (2.20) and (2.25). O
Lemma 2.6. The sequence {G,(y,)} is bounded in L*(0,T; H).
Proof. Using (2.21) and Lemma 2.5 we find

T
(2.26) | Gutnto). g uie < c.

Let z € H such that |z|g < 0. Using (2.8) we have x(t) + z € K which implies
that G, (x(t) +z) = 0 for all t € [0, T']. Therefore, we obtain from (2.20) and (2.22)

(2.27) (Guyu®),2)r < (Gu(yu)),9,() 1 vt € [0,T7.
Thus, from (2.27) we find
(2.28) |Gu(yu ()| = % ‘ S‘UE§<Gu(yu(t)), 2)H

—_

< 5{Gu(yu(®), 7, () u,
for all t € [0,T]. Lemma 2.6 follows now from (2.26) and (2.28). O
Lemma 2.7. The sequence {y,} is bounded in L*(0,T; H).
Proof. Using (2.19) we find
(Agu(®) + Gu(yu®) = f(t), 2 —yu(t))n 20 Vz€X(t), ae te(0,T),
and by (2.1) and (2.20) we deduce
(A, (6) + AX (1) + Gy () = f(£), =7, () 20 V2, ae te(0,T).
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This implies
(2:29)  (Ay,(t) + AX() + Guly,(®) = f(t), Y. ()wr =0 ae. te(0,7).

Integration of (2.29) over [0,T], Lemma 2.6 and simple manipulations result in

T
(2-30) ‘yy|%2(O,T;H) +/0 <Gu(yu(t))a yu(t»H dt <C+ C@u|L2(0,T;H)'

Then by using (2.7), (2.8) and (2.17) we obtain

(2.31) /0 <Gu(yu(t))ayu(t)>H dt = gu(yu(T)) - gu(yu(o)) > _gu(yo) =0.

Lemma 2.7 follows now from (2.30) and (2.31), since g, = ju + X O
We have all the ingredients needed to prove Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1.
Existence. Using Lemmas 2.5 and 2.7 we deduce that there exists an element
y € WH2(0,T; H) such that, for a subsequence which is still denoted by {y,}.
when p — 0 we have

(2.32) y, —y weak” in L*°(0,T; H),
(2.33) Yy — ¢ weakly in L*(0,T; H).

We show that y is the solution of problem (2.2) and (2.3). First, we note that
(2.32) and (2.33) imply

(2.34) yu(t) — y(t) weakly in H Vt e [0,T].

It follows from (2.16) and (2.34) that y(t) € X(¢) for all t € [0,T]. Moreover, we
have from (2.22)

Gu(y(1) < Gu(yu(t) = (Gu(y(t)), yu(t) — y(0)) 1
for all ¢ € [0,T] and, using (2.14), we obtain
(2.35)

/ Guy(t)) dt < / Gulun () dt = [ ((®) = Pt 6) = y(e) .

Using (2.24) and Lemma 2.5 yields

(2.36) / Gl (1)) dt < C.

It now follows from (2.18), (2.32), (2.35) and (2.36) that

T
| 1wt = Prytori e =o,
0
which implies that
(2.37) y(t) e K vie [0,T).
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Now, using (2.19) and (2.22) we have

(A9 ()2 = yu () i + Gu(2) = Gulyp(t))
> (f(t),z—yu(t))m Yz € X(t), ae. t€(0,T).

Therefore, since G, (y,(t)) > 0, we find
(A9, (1), z =y ) = (f (1), 2 =y (D)) Yz € KNX(H), ae tc(0,T).

Choosing z € L?(0,T; H), such that z € K N %(t) a.e. t € (0,T) in the previous
inequality and integrating over [0, s] we get

S

/ <Ay,uvZ>H dt Z / <Ay/uy/L>Hdt +/ <faz - y,u>H dt Vs € [O7T}
0 0 0

Using this inequality, (2.32), (2.33) and the lower-semicontinuity of the norm we
deduce

(2.38) /OS<Ay,z>Hdt2 /OS(Ay',y>Hdt—|—/Os<f,z—y>Hdt Vs € [0,T].

We now apply in (2.38) the Lebesgue point argument for an L' function, and
obtain

(2.39) (Ay(t), z()m = (AG(t), y(®)m + (f(t), 2(t) —y(t)m

Vze KNX(t), ae. t€(0,T).

Inequality (2.2) follows now from y(t) € X(t) for all ¢t € [0,T], (2.37) and (2.39). Fi-
nally, (2.3) is a consequence of (2.17) and (2.34). We conclude that y €
W12(0,T; H) is a solution of the Cauchy problem (2.2) and (2.3).

Uniqueness. To prove uniqueness, let {y;} for i = 1,2, be two solutions of (2.2)
and (2.3), then

(A (), z =1 () m = (f(t), 2 =91 () 1,

(Aga(t), 2z — y2(t))w = (f(), 2 — y2())m,
for all z € K NE(t), ae. t € (0,T). It is straightforward to show that
(2.40) (A9 () — Ad(t), 1n(t) — ()i <0 ae. te(0,T).
Tntegration of (2.40) over [0, s] and (2.3) yield
(2.41) ly1(s) —y2(s)[Fr <0 Vs €[0,7].

The uniqueness of the solution is now a consequence of (2.41). O
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3. STRESS FORMULATION IN PERFECT PLASTICITY

In this section we consider a quasistatic problem which describes the frictional
contact between an elastic perfectly plastic body and a rigid foundation. We
obtain a variational formulation for the model and, by applying Theorem 2.1, we
establish the existence and uniqueness of the solution.

The mechanical state of a perfectly plastic body which occupies the domain
Q C RM (M = 2,3) evolves over the time interval [0, T], for T > 0, due to body
forces and surface tractions which act on it. The surface I' = 92, which is assumed
to be Lipschitz continuous, is decomposed into three disjoint (measurable) parts
I'p, 'y and T'¢, such that measT'p > 0. The body is clamped on I'p x (0,T),
surface tractions fy act on I'y x (0,7) and volume forces of density f4 act in
Q% (0,T). We assume slow variation of the external forces and so the accelerations
may be neglected, leading to a quasistatic approximation of the process. The body
is in frictional contact with a rigid obstacle on I'c x (0,7"), which we model by
a subdifferential type of inequality. The mechanical problem of frictional contact
may be formulated classically as follows:

Find a displacement field u: Q x [0,T] — RM and a stress field o: Q x [0,T] —
Sy such that

(3.1) Ad + 0y (o) 3 () in Qx(0,7),
(3.2) Dive+f4 =0 in Qx(0,7),
(3.3) u=20 on I'px(0,7),
(3.4) ov =fy on TI'y x(0,7),
(35) welU, ov-@w—14)>el)—ev) YvelU on T'ex(0,7),
(3.6) u(0) = uyg, o(0) = o9 in Q.

Here, Sy; represents the space of second order symmetric tensors on R (3.1)
is the elastic-perfectly plastic constitutive law in which K is the set of elastic
stresses, A is the tensor of elastic compliance, 0¢x denotes the subdifferential of
the indicator function ¥ : Sy — (—o00,+00] and v denotes the outward unit
normal to Q on I'. The inequality (3.5) models the frictional contact conditions, U
represents the set of admissible test functions, ov denotes the Cauchy stress vector
and ¢ is a given function. In the next section we shall present a number of concrete
examples of friction laws which may be cast in the form (3.5) by appropriate choice
of ¢ and U.

To obtain a weak formulation of (3.1)-(3.6) we introduce the following notation
and present preliminary material. For further details, we refer to [5, 6, 11]. We
denote by “-” and |- | the inner product and the Euclidean norm on Sy, and RM,
respectively. We also use the spaces

H:{u:(ul) | UlELQ(Q) }, H= { O':(Uij) ‘ Oij :O'jiELQ(Q) },

le{uz(uz)|ulEH1(Q)}, le{O'E H|aij,j€H}.
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Here and below 4,5 = 1,..., M, summation over repeated indices is implied and
an index that follows a comma indicates a partial derivative. H, H, Hy and H;
are real Hilbert spaces endowed with their canonical inner products given by

<uaU>H:/UiUi dz, <‘777'>H:/0'ij7—ij dz,
Q Q

(u,v) g, = (u,v)g + (e(w), e(v))n, (o,7)n, = (0, 7)1 + (Div 0,Div 7) g,
respectively, where €: H; — H and Div: H; — H are the deformation and the
divergence operators, respectively, defined by

1 .
e(v) = (ei(v)),  eiy(v) = 5(vij +vj4), Divo = (i)
The associated norms on the spaces H, H, Hy and H; are denoted by |- |, |- |x,
| - |g, and | - |3, , respectively.

For every element v € H; we also use the notation v to denote the trace of v
on I' and we denote by v, and v, the normal and the tangential components of
v on I' given by
(3.7) Vy, =V -V, Vr =V — U, .

We also denote by o, and o, the normal and the tangential traces of 0 € H;
on I'c (see, e.g., [11]), and note that when o is a regular function,

(3.8) oy =0ov- v, Or =0V — Oy,

and the Green formula holds:

(3.9 (0,e(v))n + (Div o,v) g = /F ov-vda Vv € Hy.

Let V be a closed subspace of Hy given by
V={veH |[v=0 on I }.
By assumption measI'p > 0, and thus the Korn inequality holds, i.e., there exists
C > 0 depending only on Q and I'p such that
(3.10) le(w)|n > Clu|g, YueV
(see, e.g., [10, p. 79]). Next, the inner product (-,-)y on V is given by
(3.11) (u,v)y = (e(u),e(v))n,

then | - |g, and | - |y are equivalent norms on V. Therefore, (V.| - |y) is a real
Hilbert space.

We make the following assumptions on the data of problem (3.1)—(3.6).

The operator A: Q x Sy — Sy is a symmetric positive definite tensor, i.e.,

(a)Aijkh S LOO(Q) i,j,k, h = 1,.. .,M;
(312) (bAoc-T=0-Ar o, 7€ Sy, ae in O
() there exists a > 0 such that Ao -0 > alo|?, o € Sy, a.e. in Q.

(3.13) K C Sy is a closed convex set such that 0 € K.
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The forces and the tractions satisfy

(3.14) fa € WH(0,T;H),  fy € WhH(0,T; L*(Tn)™).
Let K denote the set

(3.15) K={rteH|7(z)e K ae. z€Q}

and, for all ¢ € [0,T], let F(t) be the element of V' given by

(3.16) (F(t),v)y = /QfA(t) ~vdx +/F fn(t) -vda Yv e V.

N

We suppose that U C Hy, ¢: I'c x RM — R, and define the functional j: H; —
(7003 +OO] by

| ewan e e i)

400 otherwise.

(3.17)

We also denote by D(j) the effective domain of j in V N U, i.e.,
DG) = {ve VAU | j(v) <+ },
and, for all ¢ € [0,T], let X(¢) be given by
(3.18) L) ={reH][(re@)n+il) = (F{),v)y Vve D(j) }.

In the sequel we denote by x(t) = e(F(t)) and assume that there exists 6 > 0 such
that

(3.19) x(t)+7e€k forallte[0,T], forTeH, |r|n <0,
(3.20) D(j)=VNU and VNU is a subspace of Hy,
(3.21) jw) >0 and jlav)=«aj(v) Yv e D(j), a >0,
(3.22) oo = x(0).

We note that assumptions (3.19) and (3.22) represent a compatibility condition on
the problem data similar to the one used in [7, 9, 14]. Moreover, j is a positively
homogeneous functional on VNU.

Next, we obtain a variational formulation of the mechanical problem (3.1)—(3.6).
To this end, we assume that {u, o} are regular functions satisfying (3.1)—(3.6) and
let v € D(j), t € [0,T]. Using (3.9) and (3.2) we have

((t),e(v) —e(lt))r = (fa(t), v — u(®))m + / o(t)v - (v—u(t))da,

r
and, using (3.3), (3.4) and (3.16), we find

(3.23)  (o(t),e(v) —e((t)))n = (F(t), v —u(t))v + / a(t)v - (v —u(t)) da.

Te



A NONLINEAR EVOLUTION INCLUSION IN PLASTICITY 225

Moreover, it follows from (3.5) and (3.17) that

(3.24) [ ot =t da = i) - o)

T'e
Using now (3.23) and (3.24) we obtain
(3.25) (o(t),e(v) —e(a(t))n +7(v) —j(u(t)) = (F(t), v —ut))v.
Choosing now v = 2u(t) and v = 0 in (3.25) and using (3.21), we deduce
(3.26) (o(t), e(u(t))n + j(a(t)) = (F(t), u(t))v.

Thus, from (3.25) and (3.26) it follows that o(t) € X(¢) and since by (3.1) and
(3.15) o(t) € K, we obtain

(3.27) o(t) e KNX(¢).

Using now (3.18) and (3.26) we find

(3.28) (T—o(t),e(@®))n >0  VreX(t),

and from (3.1) it follows that

(3.29) (Ao (t), 7 —o(t))n > (T —o(t),e(u(t)))n vre K.
We conclude from (3.28) and (3.29) that

(3.30) (Ac(t), 7 —o(t))x >0  Vre KNXI(t).

Therefore, by (3.6), (3.27) and (3.30) we obtain the following variational formula-
tion in terms of the stress field of the problem (3.1)—(3.6):

Find o: [0,T] — H; such that
(3.31) Ao (t) + Mxns) (o(t))>0 ae. te(0,7),
(3.32) a(0) = oy.
Here, 0Yxnx(+) denotes the subdifferential of the indicator function ¢xqx): H —
(—o0, +00], for all ¢t € [0,T].
The main result in this section is the following.

Theorem 3.1. Under the assumptions (3.12)—(3.14), (3.19)—(3.22), there ex-
ists a unique solution o of the Cauchy problem (3.31) and (3.32) such that o €
WY2(0,T;H). Moreover, if D(Q)™ C U, then Div o € W1>(0,T; H).

We conclude from Theorem 3.1 the existence of a unique weak solution, in terms
of stress, to the mechanical problem (3.1)—(3.6).

Proof. Let Xg = {7 € H| (1,e(v))n+j(v) > 0Vv € D(j) }. Then 3 is a closed
convex set in H and, using (3.11), (3.18) and keeping in mind that x = ¢(F), we
find

(3.33) S(t) =S+ x(t)  Vte[0,T).
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Moreover, it follows from (3.15) that K is a closed convex set in H and from (3.14)
and (3.16) we deduce F € W1°°(0,T; V) which implies
(3.34) x € Whe(0,T; H).

Since j(v) > 0 Vv € D(j) (see (3.21)), it follows that 0 € £ and from (3.33) and
(3.22) we find

(3.35) oo = x(0) € X(0).

Using now (3.33), (3.34), (3.12) (3.19) and (3.35), we may apply Theorem 2.1
with the space H and f = 0. Thus, we obtain the existence and uniqueness of
o € WbH2(0,T;H) which satisfies (3.31) and (3.32). Since o(t) € K N X(¢) for all
t € 10,7, it follows from (3.18) that

(0(t),e(v))n +3(v) = (F(t),0)y Vo e D(j), t €[0,T].

Next, we remark that if D(Q)M C U then D(Q)M c VNU = D(j) (see (3.20)).
Therefore, taking v = +¢p € D(Q)M in the previous inequality and using (3.16)
and (3.17) we deduce

(3.36) Div o(t) +fa(t) =0 in Q, Vte[0,T].
The fact that Div o € W°°(0,T; H) is now a consequence of (3.36) and (3.14). O
4. EXAMPLES OF FRICTION LAWS

In this section we present a number of friction laws which lead to inequalities of
the form (3.5) and for which conditions (3.20) and (3.21) hold. We conclude from
Theorem 3.1 the existence of a unique solution for each one of the quasistatic
contact problems with these frictional boundary conditions.

Example 4.1. Bilateral contact with Tresca’s friction law.
We consider, following, e.g., [1, 3, 5, 8], the boundary condition when contact
is maintained and the friction bound is prescribed on I'c x (0,7T). Thus,

uv:07 |JT| Sg’
(4.1) los] <g =1d,=0,
lor] =g = i, =—Xo,, forsome A >0.

Here g represents the friction bound, i.e., the magnitude of the limiting friction
traction at which slip begins. We assume g € L*(I'¢) and g > 0 a.e. on I'c. The
contact described with (4.1) is bilateral, i.e., there is no loss of contact during the
process. The set of admissible test functions U is given by

U={veH |v,=0 on Tc},

and, using (3.7) and (3.8), it is straightforward to show that if {u,c} is a pair of
regular functions satisfying (4.1) then

ov - (v—14) > gliur]| — glus| Yo e U,
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a.e. on I'c x (0,T). Thus, (3.5) holds with the choice p(v) = g|v,| and we obtain
from (3.17) that

j(v):/ glvrlda Yv € Hy.
Te

The assumptions (3.20) and (3.21) hold in this case. Therefore, Theorem 3.1 yields
the existence and uniqueness of a function ¢ which represents a weak solution
in terms of the stress for the mechanical problem (3.1)-(3.4), (3.6), (4.1). The
existence of a weak solution in terms of the velocity for the same problem has
been proved in [3], using the properties of the spaces BD().

Example 4.2. Frictionless contact problem with damped normal response.
We consider now a contact problem similar to that proposed in [5, p. 147]. Tt
consists of the following boundary conditions on I'c x (0,T):

g1 SJV Sg%

g1 <oy < g2 =1, =0,
(4.2) oL = g1 = 1, >0,

Oy = g2 juugoa

or =0.

Here g1 and go are prescribed functions in L (I'¢) which satisfy g1 < 0 < g9, a.e.
on I'c. Tt is straightforward to show that if {u,c} is a pair of regular functions
satisfying (4.2), then (3.5) holds with

U=H,, o(v) = gav, — g1v;f.

Here, »™ and r~ represent the positive and the negative part of r, respectively,
given by r* = max{r,0}, r~ = max{—r,0}. Then it follows from (3.17) that

j(v) = / (gov;, — givf)da Vv € Hy.
I'e

The assumptions (3.20) and (3.21) are satisfied; hence, we may apply Theorem
3.1 to the mechanical problem (3.1)-(3.4), (3.6), (4.2) and conclude that it has a
unique weak solution, in terms of the stress.

Example 4.3. Damped normal response and Tresca’s friction law.
This is a combination of (4.1) and (4.2) above. The boundary conditions on
T'c x (0,T) are the following:

g1 <oy < go,
<o, <gs =1u, =0,
oy, =q1 =1, >0,
(43) Oy = g2 = iLu < Oa
|UT| S 97
|JT| <g :>’[l,.,-:0,
lor| =g = U, = —Ao, for some A >0.

Here g1, go and g are prescribed functions lying in L>°(I'¢) which satisfy g > 0,
g1 <0< gg, ae. on I'c. The boundary conditions (4.3) imply (3.5) with

U=H;, @) =g, —giv} + glv-],
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where rt and r~ are defined as in example 4.2. Using (3.17) we obtain
i) = [ (guoy = g +glorda Vo .
I'e

We conclude that the mechanical problem (3.1)—(3.4), (3.6) and (4.3) has a unique
weak solution, in terms of the stress, by Theorem 3.1, since the assumptions (3.20)
and (3.21) are satisfied.
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