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Abstract

In this paper, an abstract evolutionary hemivariational inequality with a history-
dependent operator is studied. First, a result on its unique solvability and solution
regularity is proved by applying the Rothe method. Next, we introduce a numeri-
cal scheme to solve the inequality and derive error estimates. We apply the results
to a quasistatic frictional contact problem in which the material is modeled with a
viscoelastic constitutive law, the contact is given in the form of multivalued nor-
mal compliance, and friction is described with a subgradient of a locally Lipschitz
potential. Finally, for the contact problem, we provide the optimal error estimate.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we are concerned with the existence and uniqueness of a solution to an
abstract evolutionary hemivariational inequality which involves a history-dependent
operator of the form

(Au' (1) + Bu(t) + (Ru)(t) — £ (1), v) + J*(Mu(t); Mv) > 0 (1)

forallv € V,ae.t € (0,T) with u(0) = ug. Here, A and B are operators from a
reflexive Banach space V to its dual V*, M is a linear, bounded operator, J 0 denotes
the generalized gradient of a locally Lipschitz function, f: (0, T) — V*andug € V
are given, and R represents a history-dependent operator.

The motivation to study the inequality of the form (1) comes from contact prob-
lems in solid mechanics. It is known that when the external forces and tractions
evolve slowly in time in such a way that the acceleration in the system is rather small
and negligible, then the inertial terms can be neglected. In such a way, we obtain the
quasistatic approximation (equilibrium equation) for the equation of motion. Qua-
sistatic contact models have been studied in several monographs and many papers
dedicated to such phenomena (see [9, 14, 35, 36] and the references therein).

In the first part of the paper, we deal with an abstract time-dependent hemi-
variational inequality of the form (1). The main results are delivered on existence,
uniqueness, and regularity of a solution to the abstract hemivariational inequality (see
Theorem 11). We apply the Rothe method (see [17, 18]), combined with a surjectiv-
ity result for a multivalued and coercive operator. The hemivariational inequality (1)
without a history-dependent operator has been recently investigated in [24] by using
the vanishing acceleration method, where a local existence result was proved. In con-
trast to Theorem 17 of [24], here, we provide a result on the global unique solvability
to (1). Also, our proof is now based on the Rothe method and is simpler, since we have
eliminated the additional space Z required in [24]. Moreover, being motivated by
applications to contact mechanics in Section 6, the inequality (1) involves a history-
dependent operator. We recall that the notion of a history-dependent operator is quite
recent and it was introduced in [39]. Various problems with history-dependent oper-
ators have been studied for the evolution variational and hemivariational inequalities
in [1, 6, 10, 11, 20-22, 27-30, 34, 43, 44], and for the quasistatic problems in [19,
26, 37, 38, 40, 41, 45]. Furthermore, we study a fully discrete approximation for the
problem (1) which consists in finite difference discretization in time and finite ele-
ment approximation in the spatial variable. We prove in Theorem 13 the Céa-type
error estimate for the hemivariational inequality.

In the second part of the paper, we apply the abstract results to a quasistatic
frictional contact model for viscoelastic materials. The process is described by mul-
tivalued versions of the nonmonotone normal compliance and friction boundary
conditions. We provide the variational formulation of the contact problem for which
we deliver a result on its unique weak global solvability. In this way, we improve the
local existence result of [24, Theorem 17]. Finally, for the frictionless contact, we
establish a result on an optimal error estimate for the fully discrete approximation
scheme. Note that results on numerical analysis for hemivariational inequalities can
be found in [3, 12, 15, 16, 37] and the references therein.
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The outline of the paper is as follows. After recalling the basic notation in
Section 2, in Section 3, we formulate the abstract hemivariational inequality with a
history-dependent operator. In Section 4, we apply the Rothe method to deliver exis-
tence and uniquence result for this inequality. The error estimate of the Céa type for a
fully discrete approximation is provided in Section 5. Finally, in Section 6, we illus-
trate the applicability of our results to the quasistatic frictional contact problem for
viscoelastic material.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall the basic notation and some results which are needed in
the sequel (see [5, 7, 8, 42]). We use the standard notation for the Lebesgue and
Sobolev spaces of functions defined on a finite time interval [0, 7'] with values in a
Banach space. We denote by L(E, F) the space of linear and bounded operators from
a Banach space E to a Banach space F' endowed with the usual norm || - || z(g, F). For
a subset S of Banach space (E, || - ||g), we write ||S||g = sup{||s|lg | s € S}.

Let Y be a reflexive Banach space and (-, -) denote the duality of ¥ and Y*. A
single-valued mapping A: ¥ — Y* is called monotone if (Au — Av,u — v) > 0
for all u, v € Y. An operator A: Y — Y* is pseudomonotone if for every sequence
{yn} C Y converging weakly to y € Y such that lim sup(Ay,, y, — ¥) < 0, we have

(Ay,y — z) < liminf(Ay,, y, —z) forall z €Y.

Note that the operator A: Y — Y* is pseudomonotone if and only if the conditions
yn — y weakly in Y and lim sup(Ay,, y, — y) < 0 entail lim(Ay,, y, — y) = 0 and
Ay, — Ay weakly in Y*. It is also easy to check that if A € L(Y, Y*) is nonnegative,
then it is pseudomonotone.

We recall the notion of the pseudomonotonicity for a multivalued operator.

Definition 1 Let Y be a reflexive Banach space. An operator T: Y — 2V s
pseudomonotone if

(a) forevery v €Y, theset Tv C Y™ is nonempty, bounded, closed, and convex,

(b) T is upper semicontinuous from each finite dimensional subspace of Y to Y*
endowed with the weak topology,

(c) for any sequences {u,} C Y and {u):} C Y* such that u, — u weakly in Y,
u} € Tuy for all n > 1 and limsup (u};, u, — u) < 0, we have that for every
v € Y, there exists u*(v) € Tu such that

(u*(v), u —v) <liminf (u}, u, — v).
n—oo

We recall the following fundamental surjectivity theorem (see [8, Theorem 1.3.70]
or [42]), which will be used to prove existence of a solution to a static hemivariational
inequality in Section 4.
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Theorem 2 Let Y be a reflexive Banach space and T : Y — 2V pe pseudomonotone
and coercive. Then, T is surjective, i.e., for every f € Y*, there isu € Y such that
Tu> f.

We hereafter recall the definition of the Clarke subgradient.

Definition 3 Given a locally Lipschitz function J: E — R on a Banach space E, we
denote by J 0(u; v) the generalized (Clarke) directional derivative of J at the point
u € E in the direction v € E defined by

J(w + Av) — J(w)

Jo(u; v) = limsup .

A—=0t, w—u

The generalized gradient of J: E — R atu € E is defined by
0J(u) ={& € E*| Jo(u; v) > (&,v) forall veE}

The following result provides an example of a multivalued pseudomonotone ope-
rator which is a superposition of the Clarke subgradient with a compact operator. The
proof can be found in [3, Proposition 5.6].

Proposition 4 Let V and X be reflexive Banach spaces, M: V — X be a linear,
bounded, and compact operator. We denote by M*: X* — V* the adjoint operator
of M. Let J: X — R be a locally Lipschitz function such that

19 (W)llx+ =+ vlx) forall veX

with ¢ > 0. Then, the multivalued operator F: V. — 2V defined by F(v) =
M*3J(Mv) forv € V is pseudomonotone.

We conclude this section with a discrete version of the Gronwall inequality whose
proof can be found in [14, Lemma 7.25].

Lemma 5 Let T > 0 be given. For a positive integer N, we define 1 = % Assume

that {g,,}flvz1 and {en}fL1 are two sequences of nonnegative numbers satisfying

n—1
en <cgntcrt Zej forn=1,...,N
j=1

for a positive constant ¢ independent of N (or t). Then, there exists a positive
constant c, independent of N (or t) such that

n—1

€n§C<gn+IZgj) forn=1,...,N.
j=1
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3 History-dependent hemivariational inequalities

In this section, we introduce a class of history-dependent hemivariational inequali-
ties. This class will be studied in Section 4 where the existence and uniqueness result
for this class of inequalities will be provided. A fully discrete approximation for the
inequalities in this class will be discussed in Section 5.

We use the following standard notation (see [7, 8, 29, 42] for details). Let V C
H C V* be an evolution triple of spaces. Recall that this means that V is a reflexive
and separable Banach space, H is a separable Hilbert space, and the embedding V C
H is dense and continuous. Let i be the embedding operator between V and H which
is assumed to be compact. It is known that the adjoint operator i*: H — V* is also
linear, continuous and compact. The duality pairing between V* and V and a norm
in V are denoted by (-, -) and || - ||, respectively. For the Hilbert space H, we denote
its scalar product and a norm by (-, -) and || - || g, respectively.

Given0 < T < 400, letV = L?(0, T; V) and H = L?(0, T; H). It follows from
the reflexivity of V that both V and its dual space V* = L2(O, T; V*) are reflexive
Banach spaces as well. Identifying H = LZ(O, T; H) with its dual, we have the
continuous embeddings V € ‘H C V*.

The notation (-, -)y+ ) stands for the duality pairing between V and V*. Moreover,
by C(0, T; V), we denote the space of continuous functions on [0, 7] with values
inV.

Let X be a separable and reflexive Banach space. Given operators A, B: V —
V*, M:V — X, the function J: X — R, f € V* and uy € V, we consider
the following evolutionary hemivariational inequality involving a history-dependent
operator.

Problem 6 Find an element # € V such that u’ € V and

(Au' (1) + Bu(t) + (Ru)(1) — f (1), v) + JO(Mu(t); Mv) >0
forall ve V,ae. t€(0,T),
u(0) = uop.

Here, R: C(0,T; V) — C(0, T; V*) is an operator defined by

t
(Ru)(t) = E (/ q(t,s)u(s)ds —i—a) for t € [0, T], 2)
0

where E: V — V*, a € Vandgq: [0,T] x [0, T] - L(V, V).
We impose the following assumptions on the data of Problem 6.

H(A): The operator A: V — V* is linear, bounded, coercive, and symmetric, i.e.,

i) AeL(V,V*).
(i) (Av,v) > ma|v||* forallv € V withmy > 0.
(i) (Av, w) = (Aw,v) forallv, w € V.

@ Springer



428 Numerical Algorithms (2019) 82:423-450

H(B): The operator B: V — V* is linear, bounded, and coercive, i.e.,

(i) BeL(V,V*.
(i) (Bv,v) > mg|v|?forallv e V withmp > 0.
H(E): E e L(V,V*).
H(g): The functiong € C([0, T] x [0, T], L(V, V)) is Lipschitz continuous with
respect to the first variable, i.e., there exists L, > 0 such that
lg(t1,s) —q(t2, )| < Lylt1 — 12| forall t1, 1,5 € [0, T].
H(J): The functional J: X — R is such that

(1) J islocally Lipschitz.
(i1) There exists ¢y > 0 such that ||0J(u)| x+ < cj(1 + |lu| x) for all
uecX.
(iii) There exists my > 0 such that

(€ —nou—v)xxx = —mylu—v|%,
forallu,v e Xand & € 0J(u), n € 3J(v).
H(f): feV*

H(M): The operator M: V — X is linear, continuous, and compact.
(Ho): mp >my|M|>.

Remark 7 Hypothesis H (J)(iii) is called the relaxed monotonicity condition for a
locally Lipschitz function J. It was used in the literature (cf. [23, Section 3.3]) to
ensure the uniqueness of the solution to hemivariational inequalities. This hypothesis
has the equivalent formulation as follows

JOu; v —u) + T u —v) <mylu—vl%,

for all u, v € X. In addition, examples of nonconvex functions which satisfy the
relaxed monotonicity condition can be found in [23, 37]. Particularly, it can be proved
that for a convex function, condition H (J)(iii) holds with m; = 0.

We recall (cf. [39]) that an operator S: C(0,T; V) — C(0,T; V*) is called a
history-dependent operator if there exists L > 0 such that

t
[(Su) (@) — (Su2)@llv+ = L'/O llu1(s) —ua(s)llv ds 3

for all uy, up € C(0,T; V) and all t+ € [0, T]. We remark that under hypotheses
H(E), H(q) and o € V, the operator R defined in (2) satisfies condition (3) with
L= CECy> where cp = | E|| and Cq = Max( s)e[0,T]x[0,T] llg(t, ).

4 Rothe method

In this section, we present a result on existence and uniqueness of solution for Prob-
lem 6. The technique of proof relies on the Rothe method (known also as a method

@ Springer



Numerical Algorithms (2019) 82:423-450 429

of lines, see [17, 18]). It consists in a time discretization in which we define an
approximate sequence of functions by using the implicit (backward) Euler formula.
Next, in each time step, we will solve a stationary hemivariational inequality. Finally,
we construct the piecewise constant and piecewise affine interpolants and prove a
convergence result.

In the rest of the section, we denote by C > 0 a constant whose value may change
from line to line.

Let N € N be fixed and denote frk =1 [k f(s)ds fork = 1,..., N, where

T Jilk—1
tx =ktand T = % Now, we discuss the following discretized problem called the
Rothe problem.

Problem 8 Find {u’é},i\’:o C V such that u? = ug and
(Auf + T Buk + oxF vy + (0T (MUY, Mv)xerx 3 (ofF + Ak vy, @)
forallve Vandfork=1,2,..., N, where x’T‘ € V* is defined by

k
xf:E(a—}—Z/
j=1

j
tji—1

q(tx, s)u{ ds).

First, we shall prove the existence and uniqueness of a solution to Problem 8.

Lemma9 Assume thatug € V, H(A), H(B), H(E), H(q), H(J), H(M), and (Hp)
hold. Then, there exists tg > 0 such that, for all T € (0, ty), Problem 8 has a unique
solution.

Proof Letu®,ul, ..., u*=!be given. We will prove that there exists a unique element
u’§ € V which satisfies inclusion (4). To end this, we apply Theorem 2 to show that
the operator L: V — 2" defined by

Tk
Lv=Av+1tBv+ rE(/ q(tx, s)vds) +TM*3J(Mv)
Tk—1
for all v € V is surjective.
First, we show that there exists 7o > 0 such that, for all T € (0, 1p), L is a
pseudomonotone operator. Indeed, by hypotheses H (A)(i1)—(ii), H (B)(i)—(ii), H(E),
and H (q), we can easily get that the operator

173
V> Av—l—er—i—rE(/ q(tk,s)vds> 5)
k-1

is bounded, continuous, and monotone for t € (0, ty), where 79 = C";—fq with cg =
IE]l and ¢; = max g)e[0,71x[0,77] g (¢, $)||. From [23, Theorem 3.69], we conclude
that the operator defined by (5) is pseudomonotone. On the other hand, taking into
account assumptions H (J)(i)—(ii) and H (M) and Proposition 4, it is clear that the
operator v —> M*3dJ(Mv) is pseudomonotone as well. Therefore, by using [23,
Proposition 3.59(ii)], we infer that L is a pseudomonotone operator too.
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Subsequently, we prove that the operator L is coercive. From hypothesis H(J),
we derive the estimate (see [12])

(0J ), u)xsxx = —myllull% — csllullx

for all u € X. This inequality together with H (A)(ii), H(B)(ii), H(E), and H(q)
implies

Tk
<Au + tBu + rE(/ q(te, s)u ds) +TM*3J (Mu), u>

Tk—1

2

2 2 2 20,112
> mallull” +tmpllull” — t7cecqllull”® = vm g |M|"[[ull* — s | M|l

> (ma+t(mp —myIMII* = tepcy)) ull® — tes [ M|]|lu]
mp—m IMI> _ o
CECq
Hence, we deduce that the operator L is coercive for all 7 € (0, 79). Therefore, by
the use of Theorem 2, we obtain that L is surjective, i.e., Problem 8 has at least one
solution uX € V.
For uniqueness part, we assume that % and @* are two solutions in V of
Problem 8, that is,

(AT* 4 Bk + tx% + e M*IT(MTY), v) > (ofF + Aut=1 v) forall veV

for all u € V. From the smallness condition (Hp), we choose 79 =

and
(ATK 4+ £ BI* + o35 + tM*0 7 (MTF), v) > (tfF + Auk~! v) forall v eV,
where the elements X* and X* are defined by

k—1
X = E(a + Z/
j=1

tji—1

] . Tk
q (e, s)ul ds + /

Ie—1

q(ty, s)ﬁi ds)

and

k-1

k=1 1 . I
)7]; = E<a + Z/ q (e, sHud ds + / q(t, s)fili ds),
j=1"%i-1
respectively. We take v = Ti]; - ﬁlg in the first inequality and v = ﬁlg
second one. We add the resulting inequalities to get

—k ~k —k _ ~k —k ~k —k _ ~k ~k _ ~k —k _ ~k
(Auy — Auz,u; —uy) +t(Buy — Buy,uy —up) +v{(xX7 — X7, Uy —uy)

- 17]§ in the

+7(0J (MT*) — 9T (M%), Mk — Mi*)x+xx <O0.
Hence,
(ma+t(mp —my|IM|* = tcpey))lut —at|*> < 0.

The smallness condition (Hp) guarantees that ﬁ]; = ﬁ’r‘ which completes the proof
of this lemma. O

Next, we establish the estimates for the solution of Problem 8.
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Lemma 10 Under assumptions of Lemma 9, there exists tg > 0 and C > 0 inde-
pendent of T, such that for all T € (0, 1), the solution {ulg},i\]:o C V of Problem 8
satisfies

max ||u | <C, (6)
k=1,2,....N
N
Z w112 < ¢, (7)
+» < C, 8
— {nza NIIS I x 3
uk — k=12
Z Canll 2 ©
k=

where Ef € BJ(Mulg).

Proof We choose v = u’é in (4), then use the hypotheses H(A) and H (B) and the
equality
2(Auk — Ak Wby = (Adk Wby — (AdR R AR — Wk, W — ek
to get

1 1 R _ _

§<Au’;, uky — E<Au’; Dbl Ak — o=,k — ikl omp|uk)?

—tmy | MIPb P = e IM Nk < Tl skl + ol fE vkl 10)

Next, the assumptions H (E) and H(q) imply

k
k k 2 j k k
tllxz lvelluzll < t7°cEcq E luguzll + e llellluz . (11)
Jj=1

Combining (10) and (11), and using the Cauchy inequality with ¢ > 0, we have
1 - -
S (AU up) = (AW ) e (mp —my IM? — & — Tepcy) g

k—1
n A _ :
S l||2SCf(TZIIMiIIZvL||ff||v*+1>-
j=1

_ M2
We now choose ¢ = W

and 79 = =

1 1 _ _ ma _
S lAuk ) — S (AT ) + SR —
k—1
§Cr(r2nu4n2+||f,’c||v»«+1).
j=1
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Summing the above inequalities for k = 1,...,n, where | < n < N, and then
applying H(A), we get

2 W2+ 24 le" uk=1)? (ZIIuH—i—l)

Now, we use the discrete version of the Gronwall inequality in Lemma 5, to verify
estimates (6) and (7). The estimate (8) follows directly from (6) and H (J)(ii).

ko uk—uk! _ ok
Denote vy = =—*— fork =1,..., N. We take v = —v7 in (4) to get

k2 k k k k k k
mallok 1> = IBINaS 0 — 18 e I Mk — ki 1okl
Auk — Ayk-!
5<%,v’,‘ + (X, F) + (Buk, ok + (EF MuE) xex

k .k k k
< (f7,v7) = IS llvxllvzl,
hence,
k2 k k k k k
mallog1” < (I1BIug |l + IEF N x I M1+ llxgllvs + 1L v ) gl

The latter together with (6), (8), H(E), H(g), and the Cauchy inequality with ¢ > 0
implies
(ma —&) [ I1> < CA+ I llve).

We choose now & = 7 to get

N N
T ISP <cd+T ) lfiv <cC.

k=1 k=1

So, we obtain the estimate (9), which completes the proof of this lemma. O

Subsequently, for a given T > 0, we define the piecewise affine function u, and
the piecewise constant interpolant functions u, &;, f, and w as follows

I — 1k _
ur(t) = uk + T(uﬁ —uk7hy for t e (t—1, 1],

. uk, t e (e, 1],
u(t) = 0
u;, t =0,

E(1) = &5, 1€ (e, el

ke (e, tel,
fr(t) =
f0), =0,

a4 le‘zl f[ q (t, syulds, t € (t_1. 1],
we(f) =
a, t=0.
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Now, we rewrite Problem 8 in the following equivalent form
(Aup (1) + Bt (1) + E(w (1), v) + (5. (1), M) xsxx = (fe(t),v)  (12)

forallv € Vandae.r € (0, T), where & (t) € 0J(Mu,(t)) fora.e.t € (0, T).
The main results of this section are delivered in the following theorem.

Theorem 11 Under assumptions of Lemma 9, Problem 6 has a unique solution u €
HY0,T; V).

Proof The bound (6) ensures that {u;} is bounded in V due to the following
inequality

N
— 12 2
I3 =1 ) _ llu?|* < C.

n=1

It follows from the reflexivity of V' that there exists a function u € V such that,
passing to a subsequence again indexed by 7, we have

u; > u weaklyinV, ast — 0. (13)

Also, from (6), we have that the sequence {u} is bounded in V), and therefore, there
exists 1 € V such that

ur; — up weaklyinV, ast — 0. (14)

Hence, we get u; — u; — u — u; weakly in V, as t — 0. By the Holder inequality
and the boundedness of {u’} (see (9))

N
2 k2
Iy 15 =7 > IkI* < ¢,
k=1

we have
N i
e —ucl}y =Y [ % —)* k) ds
k=171
N 179 .[2
= =PI @)Pds < I (15)

k=111

From estimate (15), we deduce that u = u;. On the other hand, by the boundedness
of {u’.} (see (9)), we also obtain (cf. [42, Proposition 23.19, p. 419])

u. — u' weaklyinV, ast — 0. (16)

In addition, using the boundedness of {£;} (see (8)) and the reflexivity of the space
X*, we conclude

& — & weaklyin X*, ast — 0 with § € X™. (17)
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By virtue of the hypothesis H(g) and boundedness of {u;} (see (6)), one has the
following estimate for ¢ € (fy—_1, #]

t 178 173
‘/0 q(t,S)ﬁr(S)ds—/O q(tk, $)ur(s) ds 5/ g (2, s)uz(s)|l ds
t

t
- fo (g, s) — q(te, s))itz(s) | ds < Cot (18)

for some Cp > 0, which is independent of 7. Moreover, [4, Lemma 3.3] implies that
fr — f stronglyin V*, ast — 0. (19)

Next, we shall show that u is a solution of Problem 6. To this end, we define the
Nemytskii operators A, B: V — V* by (Av)(t) = A(v(t)) and (Bv)(t) = B(v(t))
forallv € Vanda.e.t € (0, T). From hypotheses H(A) and H(B), it is clear that A
and B are both linear and bounded, so they are also weakly continuous. Thus, from
(16) and (13), we obtain Au. — Au’ and Bu, — Bu both weakly in V*, as T — 0,
ie.,

lim (Au’, v)y+xy = (Au', v)p+xp and rli_r)r})(Bﬁf, V)pexy = (Bu, v)pyy (20)

=0

for all v € V. Now, we consider the Nemitskii operators £, £ : V — V* by

t
Ev)(@) = E(/ q(t, s)v(s) ds) and (&v)(t) = Ev(t)
0

forallv € V and ae. t € (0, T). It is obvious that £ is weakly continuous being
bounded and linear. From the convergence (13), one has

rli_rg)(cfﬁr, V)Vrxy = (Eu, v)yexy
for all v € V. Next, from H(E), H(q) and (18), we have
E(wy —a) — E@,) — 0 strongly in V*, ast — 0
which implies

lim (& (wy), V) pexy
7—=0

= 1!1_% ((52(wr — ) = E(r), V)y+xy + (E@r), v)y=xp + (E2(a), U)V*XV)
= (Eu, v)yexy + (E2(a), V)y=xy (21
forallv € V.

Since the embedding H L, T: V) c C(0, T; V) is continuous, from the conver-
gences (14) and (16), by [24, Lemma 4(a)], we have

ur(t) —> u(t) weaklyinV, ast — 0, (22)

for all + € [0, T]. Using the convergence u; — u; — 0 strongly in V, as 7 — O,
by the converse Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem ([23, Theorem 2.39]), we
may assume that (1) —u,(t) — Ostrongly in V fora.e.t € (0, T), as T — 0. This
together with (22) implies

u.(t) > u(t) weaklyinV, fora.e.r € (0,T).
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From the compactness of the operator M, we deduce Mu,(t) — Mu(t) strongly in
X forae.t € (0,T). Since &,(t) € 0J(Mu,(t)) fora.e. t € (0, T), we use also the
convergence (17), and by [2, Theorem 1, Section 1.4], we have

£(t) € 3J(Mu(t)) forae.te (0,T). (23)

Now, we introduce the Nemitskii operator M: V — X defined by (Mv)(t) =
M(v(t)) forallv € Vand a.e. t € (0, T), so, from (17), we have

lim (5, Mu) s = (6 Mu) ey (24)

forall v € V.
From (19)—(21), (23), and (24), we infer that

(Au" + Bu + Eu + Ea, v)yexy + (E, Mo)xexx = (fio)yexy  (25)

for all v € V with £(¢) € 0J (Mu(t)) for a.e. t € (0, T). Furthermore, we shall show
thatu € V with u’ € V is also a solution of Problem 6. Arguing by contradiction, we
suppose that u is not a solution to Problem 6. This means there exists a measurable
set I C [0, T] with meas(I) > 0 and v* € V such that

(Au' (1) + Bu(t) + (Ru) (1), v*) + JO(Mu(r); Mv*) < (f(1),v*) forae.t € I.
(26)
We now denote a function 7 € V by

_ v ifrel
v(t) = )
0 otherwise.

Inserting v = v into (25) and taking account of (26), it follows from [23, Theorem
3.47] that

/(f(t), vy dt < /(Au’(t) + Bu(t) + (Ru)(t) — f(), v*) + JO(Mu(t); Mv*)dt
1 1

< /(f(t), v*) dr.
I

This results a contradiction, so, u € V with u’ € V is also a solution of Problem 6.
Finally, we will verify that the solution of Problem 6 is unique. Let #; and u, be
two solutions of Problem 6. Then,

(A (1) + Buy (1) + (Ru) (@) — f(1), v) + J*(Muy (1); Mv) > 0

and
(Au/z(t) 4+ Bus(t) + (Ruy)(t) — f(1), v) + JO(Muz(t); Mv) >0

forallv € V anda.e.t € (0, T). Taking v = u»(¢) — u1(¢) in the first inequality and
v = u1(t) — uy(¢) in the second one, we add the resulting inequalities to get

(Auj (1) — Auy (1), ur1 (1) — ua (1)) + (Bui (1) — Bua (1), i (t) — uz (1))

< JO(Muy(1); Mv) + JO(Muy (6); Mu) + (Ru1) (@) — (Rua) (1), uz (1) — ui (1))
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fora.e.t € (0, T). We use the assumptions H(A), H(B), H(E), H(q), and H (J)(iii)
to obtain

1d ) 2
EZ(A(W(Z) —u2(1)), ur (1) — ua (1)) + (mp — my | MII") ur (1) — ua ()|

t
< cEcqfO 1 (s) — o) lur (6) — ua ()] ds.

We integrate this inequality on [0, 7], where ¢ € [0, T'], and use H (A)(ii) and (Hp) to
deduce

1
Aur (1) — ua (1)), ur (1) — ua (1))

%nu]m — @I = 5

t Ky
< c,,/o ||u1(S)—u2(S)|I/0 iy () — wa(m) | dn ds

t 2
SCECq (/0 llur(s) — ua(s)| dS>

forall ¢+ € [0, T']. Hence,

1
2 5 t
lur (1) — ur ()] < (ﬂ>f lur(s) — uz(s)|| ds
ma 0

for all + € [0, T']. Finally, we use the Gronwall inequality (see, e.g., [36, Lemma
2.31]) to obtain #1 = u,. This completes the proof of the theorem. O]

5 A fully discrete approximation scheme

In this section, we study a fully discrete approximation scheme for the history-
dependent hemivariational inequality stated in Problem 6. In this method, the time
variable is discretized by finite difference and the spatial variable is approximated by
finite elements.

Assume that V" is a finite dimensional subspace of V and ug € V" is an approxi-
mation of the initial point ug € V.For N € N, N > 0 given, we denote the time step

length by k = % andt, = kn forn =0, ..., N. For a continuous function g defined
on the interval [0, T'], in the sequel, we will write g, = g(#,) forn = 0,..., N.In
addition, for a sequence {u,} ,’1\/:0, we use the notation
Uy — Upy_
Suy, =nTnl, n=1,...,N.

For the history-dependent operator
t
(Ru)(t) = / q(t,s)v(s)ds for ve C0,T;V), t €[0,T],
0

we introduce a modified trapezoidal approximation for R defined by
n t:

q(ty, s)vjds +OI) 27
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for v = {Uj}i'v:y In addition, if w € C(0,T; V), then the expression R’,‘lw is
understood as follows

Fu = <Z/t lq(tn,s)w(tj)ds+ot>.

Subsequently, we consider the following fully discrete approximation problem for
Problem 6.

Problem 12 Find u"* = {uhk} C V" such that u ug and
hk hk k, hk h 0 hk. hk
(Adu,” + Bu,” + R,u"",v" — )+J (Mu, : My — Mu,")
> (fu, 0" — ul®y forall v" € V" (28)

foralln=1,2,...,N

We will provide an error analysis of the fully discrete approximation (28). Our
goal is to prove the Céa-type inequality for Problem 12.

First, exploiting the definition of 5uﬁk, the inequality (28) can be reformulated as
follows

(Aul™ 4 kBu™  kREW* WM — 6y 4 kg0 (M Mt — Mu™*)
> (kfy + Aul™ [ oP —u"%y forall " e VI (29)

This inequality represents a stationary hemivariational inequality. When k is small
enough, from Lemma 9, we know that under the hypotheses H(A), H(B), H(E),
H(g), H(J), H(M), and (Hp), it has a unique solution uﬁk € V". Moreover,
Theorem 11 reveals that Problem 6 has a unique solution u € H Lo, T;v).

Since A € L(V, V*) is coercive, in what follows, for a convenience, we introduce
the norm || - |4 by ||v||§A = (Av, v) for all v € V, which is equivalent to the norm
Il - lv. In the sequel, we denote by C > 0 a constant which may differ from line to
line, but it is independent of /# and k.

For an error analysis, we have from (1) at ¢t = ¢, that

(Au!, + Buy + Ruu, v — up) + JO(Muy; Mv — Muy) > (fu, v —u,)  (30)

for all v € V, where R,u = (Ru)(t,). Denote the errors

hk

/
Op =du, —u, and e, =u, —u,

n
forn=1,2,..., N. Taking v = u kin (30), one has
(ASuy, + Buy + Rou, u™® —u,) + 70 (Muy,; Mu™ — Mu,)

> (foo ulk — ) + (A8, ul — uy). (31)
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We add (31) and (28) to get
(AdSu, + Bu, + R,u, ufik —up) + (ASqu + Buﬁk + Rﬁuhk, o — uzk)
+J%(Muy; Mu™ — Muy) + 7 (Mul™; My" — Mu"*)

> (fur 0" = ) + (A8, ul® — uy)
for all v" € V". Hence,
(A8 Gun — ) + Bun — ), up* — up) + (R = Ry gk — w,)

+(ASu* 4 Bulk 4 REyIK oty 4+ T (Muy; Mu™ — Muy,)

+I0(Mul™; Mot — Mul*y > (fo, 0" — uy) + (A8, u* — uy)

for all v € V". We use the fact that the function v — JO(Mu; Mv) is subadditive
(see, e.g., [23, Proposition 3.23(i)]), to obtain

JOMul™; Mol — Mul*y < 70(Mul*; Mot — Muy,) + T (MU't Mu, — MU',
So, we have

(A8 (uy — ul®) + By — ul®y, ul® — up) + (Ryu — REW™ ul — u,,)
+(A8uzk + Buzk + Rﬁuhk, o — u,) + JO(Mun; Muﬁk — Muy)
+J0%(Mu"™; Mo — Muy) + T (MU, Mu, — Mul*)

= (fas V" = tn) + (A8, 3" — un)
for all v € V". Combining this inequality with the identity
(A(u —v),u) = %((Au, u) — (Av,v) + (A(u —v), u — v))
and using the hypotheses H (B) and H (J)(iii) (see Remark 7), it follows that

1
2 2 2 20, 12 k. hi
E(”ennA — llen=1ll3) +mplleall” = myIMIZllenll” = 1Rnu — Ryu v+ llenll

< (Asu™  Bu® 4 REuM* — £, 0" — ) + IO (Mu*; Mo — Mu,,)

— (A8, up* — uy) (32)
for all v € V". Furthermore, we introduce a residual-type quantity by

Sp(v) = (Aul, + Buy + Ryu — fn, v —uy) + JO(Mu,; Mv — Mu,,) for veV.
Using the fact that u € Hl(O, T; V) (see Theorem 11), we have

n t
Rott = Rl < ey [ attn9)ts) = ds
i=1 V-1

n ti T
sck ) [l =ik [ s = VT Ik
i=1 Jti-1 0
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with some C; > 0, and

n t n
k k. hk hk hk
Ryu —R,u™|lvx < cgcq E / lu; —u;“llds < kcgey E lle; —ui™ .
i=1"li-1 i=1

From these inequalities, we obtain

n
1Rnte =Ry |lve < [Ruu —Ryully=+ | Ryu—Ru" v+ < czk<1+2 ||e,-||),
j=1
(33)
where C; = max{cgcy, C1ﬁ||u’||y}. Therefore, from (32), we have

1 n
o Ulenll3 = llea113) - C2k<1 +y° ||e,»||) lenll + (mp —my M1 lleall®
j=1

< —(Ae, — Aey_1,uy — vz) + (Bey, uy — vf:> + (Rau — Rﬁuhk’ Up — vh>

n

x| =

(& — EM My — v xrex + Sa (V) 4 (A8n, v — ) 4 (ASn, €n), (34)

where &, € 8J (Mu,) and & € 8J (Mukh).

Note that the hypothesis H (J)(ii) and u € H'(0, T; V) imply that the sequence
{ll&xllx+} is uniformly bounded. It follows from Lemma 10 that {||§,fk llx*} is
uniformly bounded as well. Hence, we have

(En — EM% M (uy — V1)) xrxx < CIM (uy — 1)) 1x. (35)

Applying (33) again, we obtain

n
(Ruu — Ryup*, uy — vj}) < c2k<1 + ) llej ||> lln — vl (36)
j=1
Combining (34)—(36) and applying the Cauchy inequality with ¢ > 0, we have
lealld — llen—111% + 2kGnp — my | M| llen|l* < 2(Aey — Aen—1, un — v))
n—1
+ Ckllun — V211> + ekllen| + CK* D llej|I* + CK* + Cak®[len )
j=1
+ CkIM (uy — vP)llx + 218, (0| + CkllAS, 13+ 37)

mp—my | M|>
C

Now, we take ¢ = mp — m || M||* and ko = , which implies

2(mp —myIM|I*) — e — kCa > 0,
for all k < kg. Subsequently, from (37), we have

leallh — llea1l% < 2(Aen — Aen—1.un — vt + Cklluy — v}t ||* + CK°
n—1
+CI2 Y " llej 1> + ChIIM (un — V)1 x + 2k1S, ()| + Ck[[AS,II5+. (38)
j=1
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Now, we replace n by [ in the above inequality, and then sum it from 1 to n, where
1 <n < N toget

n—1

leallh < lleollk + 2(Aen. un — v)) + 2> (Aey, (= vf) = (ur41 — vf',))
=1

n
+Ck Y (Iqu — 0] 12+ 1M (g = v)llx + 1S + ||A81||2V*>
=1
n—1

—2(Aeg. uy — v}) + Ck>+ Ck Y _ [ler*.
=1

This together with the following estimates

h 2 hy2
2(Aen, up —vy) = Sllenlla + Cllup — vy, lI7,

1
-2
—2(Aeg, uy — vy < llegll} + Clluy — v}'||?

and

n—1 n—1

2> (Aer, (w — v}') = (urgr — v} ) < 2kIANY  llerlll18 (ugr — vf'y )
=1 =1

n—1 n
< Ck(Z lenl® + D 118G — vf)iiz)
=1 =2

implies that

1 n—1
Slenll% < 2leolls + Cllur = v} 17 + Cllun = 017 + Ck Y ller]* + Ck?
=1

n
+CkY (||3(u1 — o)1 Hllur = v 2 + 1M (g — o))l x + 1S 0] + ||Aaz||2v*>.
=1
It follows from the discrete Gronwall inequality, H(A), and Lemma 5, that

N

max |le,||* < C[kz (nsmz — o)+ 1M — v)llx + 1S + ||5z||2>
0<n<N =

2 2 h 2
+lleol? + k% + max ||un—vn||}
0<n<N

for all v,’; e vh,
‘We now summarize the results of the section in the form of a theorem.
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Theorem 13 Suppose that assumptions of Lemma 9 are satisfied. Let u"* € V" and
u € H'(0, T; V) be the solutions of Problems 12 and 6, respectively. Then, we have
the estimate

N
Jmax fuy —u|* < C[kz (||5(M1 — oI + 1M = v])llx + 1S )] + ||51||2)
- =1

Flleoll® + &> + Jmax_ i, — vl ﬂ (39)
<n<
for all vl € V.

The inequality (39) is called the Céa-type inequality of the fully discrete approxi-
mation problem (Problem 12).

6 A quasistatic viscoelastic contact problem

In this section, we study the quasistatic contact problem between a viscoelastic body
and a foundation. The volume forces and surface tractions are supposed to change
slowly in time and therefore the acceleration in the system is negligible. Neglecting
the inertial terms in the equation of motion leads to the quasistatic approximation
for the process. We show that the variational formulation of the quasistatic contact
problem is a time-dependent hemivariational inequality in Problem 6. For the latter,
we apply the abstract result stated in Theorem 11 and prove a result on existence and
uniqueness of weak solution. Further, we use the fully discrete approximation method
discussed in Section 5 to study the numerical analysis of this contact problem and
establish the result concerning optimal error estimate for the fully discrete scheme.

6.1 Mathematical model and its variational formulation

The physical setting of the contact problem is as follows. A deformable viscoelastic
body occupies an open bounded subset Q of R, d = 2, 3 in applications. The volume
forces of density f act in 2 and surface tractions of density f 5 are applied on I';.
They both can depend on time. We are interested in the quasistatic process of the
mechanical state of the body on the time interval [0, 7] with 0 < T < +o0o. The
boundary I' = 9€2 of €2 is assumed to be Lipschitz continuous and it consists of three
measurable parts 'y, I'2, and I'3 which are mutually disjoint, and m(I"1) > 0. The
unit outward normal vector v exists a.e. on I'. We suppose that the body is clamped
on part I'1, and the body may come in contact with an obstacle over the potential
contact surface I'3. We alsoput Q = Qx (0, 7), 2 =I'x(0,T), 2 =T1 x(0,7T),
¥y =T x(0,T),and 3 = I's x (0, T). We often do not indicate explicitly the
dependence of functions on the spatial variable x € Q.

Let S¢ denote the space of d x d symmetric matrices. The canonical inner products
and norms on R and S? are given by

u-v=u;v;, ||v||:(v~v)1/2 for all u,v € RY,
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o T =0jTj, ||T||=(T:‘t)1/2 for all o, 7 € S%

In what follows, we always adopt the summation convention over repeated indices.

Moreover, for a vector € € R4, the normal and tangential components of € on the
boundary are denoted by £, = & - v and §, = & — &, v, respectively. The normal and
tangential components of the matrix o € S¢ are defined on boundary by o, = (av)-v
and o0, = ov — o, v, respectively.

We denote by u: Q — RY the displacement vector, by 0: 9 — S the
stress tensor, and by e(u) = (g;j(u)) the linearized (small) strain tensor, where
i, j =1,...,d. Recall that the components of the linearized strain tensor are given
by e(u) = 1/2(141"]' + ij,'), where ujj = 3ui/ax]'.

The classical formulation of the contact problem reads as follows.

Problem P Find a displacement field #: 9 — R¢ and a stress field 6: Q — S¢
such that

Dive(t) + fo(t) =0 in Q, (40)
t

o(t) =Ae (t)) + Be(u(t)) + / C(t—s)em(s))ds in Q, 41
0

u()=0 on T, (42)
omyv=fy@) on X (43)
—oy(t) € ju(uy(r)) on XT3, (44)
—0.(t) € 9jr(ur(t)) on X3, (45)
w0 =uy in Q  (46)

The relation (40) represents the equilibrium equation in which “Div” denotes the
divergence operator for tensor-valued functions defined by Dive = (o;;, ;). Equa-
tion (41) is the viscoelastic constitutive law with long memory, where </ and Z are
linear viscosity and elasticity operators, and %" denotes the relaxation operator. Next,
conditions (42) and (43) represent the displacement and the traction boundary condi-
tions. The multivalued relations (44) and (45) are the contact and friction conditions,
respectively, in which 9j, and dj; denote the Clarke generalized gradients of pre-
scribed locally Lipschitz functions j, and j;. Finally, condition (46) represents the
initial condition where ug denotes the initial displacement. For concrete examples of
boundary conditions (44) and (45), we refer to [9, 14, 23, 31-33].

Subsequently, we introduce the spaces needed for the variational formulation. Let
V be a closed subspace of H'(Q; R) defined by

V={ve H (R |v=0onl} (47)
and H = L*(Q; RY). Then (V, H, V*) forms an evolution triple of spaces. More-

over, the trace operator is denoted by y : V — L*(I'; R?). Given an element v € V,
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we use the same notation v for the trace of v on the boundary. The space V is
equipped with the inner product and the corresponding norm given by

(w,v)y = (e(m),e())n, vl =lle@)lly for u,veV,

where H = LZ(Q; Sd). Since m(I'1) > 0, from the Korn inequality ||v||Hl(Q;Rd) <
clle(@) |l for v € V with ¢ > 0, it follows that || - || g1 (q.ray and || - || are equivalent
norms on V. In addition, we denote by Q. the space of fourth-order tensor fields
given by
Qo =& = Eiji) | Eiju = Ejint = Eij € LY(Q), 1 <, j, k1 <d}.
We assume that the viscosity and elasticity tensors have the usual properties of
ellipticity and symmetry.
H(t): o QxS? — S9is aviscosity tensor, &/ = (a;ju) € Qoo such that there
éd forall € S7, a.e. in Q.
H(B): B: QxS - S%isan elasticity tensor, # = (bjju) € Qo such that
there exists my > 0 satisfying At - 7 > m2||r||§d forall T € S%, a.e. in Q.
H(®): €:[0,T] > Q is Lipschitz continuous with constant L, > 0.
The body forces, surface tractions, and initial displacement satisfy
H(f): foe L?0,T; L2 RY), fy € L*(0, T; L2 (T2 RY)), ug € V.
The superpotentials satisfy
H(j,): Jjv: '3 x R— Risa function such that

exists my > 0 satisfying @/t - 7 > m||7||

() ju(-, r) is measurable for all r € R, j,(-,0) € L' (T'3),
(ii) jy(x, ) islocally Lipschitz for a.e. x € I's,
(i) [9jy(x, )| < cy(1 +|r|) fora.e.x € '3, all r € R with ¢, > 0,

(v) (m — m)(ri —r2) = —mylr) — rp|? forall ; € 8jy(x,ri), ri € R, i =1,2
fora.e. x € I's with m,, > 0.

H(j;): Jjr:T3x R — R is a function such that
(i)—jr(-, &) is measurable for all § € R, je (-, 0) € L1(I'3),
(1) j¢(x,-) is locally Lipschitz for a.e. x € I'3,
(iii) 9jr (x, &)|lga < cc(1 + ||&|lge) forae. x € '3, all§ € R? with ¢; > 0,

(V) (ny—mp)-(§1—&y) > —m ||, &[> forally; € 3j- (x,§,).§ eRY, i =12
fora.e. x € I's withm, > 0.

In the hypotheses H (j,) and H (j,), the subdifferential is taken with respect to the
last variables of j, and j;, respectively.
Next, we define the operators A, B € L(V, V*) by

(Au, v)yrxy = (Fe(), e()y, (Bu,v)y:xy = (Be(u),e))y (43)
for u, v € V, and the operator R: V — V* by

t
(Rw)0. )y = [ €= 9o s, ew),, (49)

forallw e V,ve V,ae.t € (0,T).
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To obtain the weak formulation of the problem (40)—(46), we assume the suffi-
cient smoothness of the functions involved, use the equilibrium equation (40) and the
Green formula. We obtain

(0(), )y = (fo), v)n +/F0(l)v ~vdl

for v € V. Taking into account the boundary condition (42) and (43), we have

(0(t),€(v)>H—/ o)y -vdl' = (f(1),v), (50)

I3
where f € V*is given by (f (1), v) = (fo(@), v)u + (f y (1), V) 20, ey fOrv € V.
On the other hand, by the ortogonality relation (cf. (6.33) in [23]), we get
/ a(t)v~vdF=/ (oy(t)vy +0.(t) - vy) dT. (&29)]
'3 I3

The contact and friction boundary conditions (44) and (45) can be equivalently
formulated as follows

—ou(Or < j%®uy;r) forall r € R, —a,(t)-& < jO(u,; &) forall £ e RY. (52)

Using (41), (48), (51), and (52), from (50), we obtain the following hemivaria-
tional inequality which is a weak formulation of the problem (40)-(46): find
u: (0,T) — V suchthatu, u’ € V and

(au'0)+ Bu@) + Ru) (0,01 + [ (820030 + ari v0)) dr
I3

> (f(t),v) forall veV, ae. te(0,T), (53)
u(0) = uy.

6.2 Existence and uniqueness for contact problem

Let X = L%(I'3; RY) and consider the functional J: X — R defined by

J() = (Ju(x, vy(x)) + jr(x,v:(x))) T forall v € X. (54)
I'3

Following [25, Theorem 5.1] and [23, Corollary 4.15], we recall the following
properties of the functional J.

Lemma 14 Under the hypotheses H (j,) and H (j.), if, in addition,

either j,(x,-) or — j,(x, ") is regular and
{ % 1% (55)

either j;(x,-) or — j:(x,-) is regular,

then the functional J defined by (54) satisfies
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(1) J is Lipschitz continuous on bounded subsets of X,
1) [oJW)|lx* <c1 (1 4 ||vlx) forall v € X with c; = max{c, c,},
(iii) forallv, w € X, & € 0J(v) and n € 0J(w), we have

(E—nv—w)xx > —mslv—wl% (56)

with mz = m, + my,
@iv) forallv, w € X, we have

I w) = / (70 wo) + j s w)) dr (57)
I'3

where JO(v; w) denotes the directional derivative of J at a point v € X in the
direction w € X.

Under our notation, we associate with the hemivariational inequality (53) the
following inclusion: find u € V such that u” € V and

(Au'(t) + Bu(t) + (Ru)(t) — £(1),v) + J'(yu(t); yv) > 0
forall ve V, ae.t € (0,7), (58)
u(0) = uy.

Note that if the hypotheses H (j,) and H (j;) hold, then every solution to (58) is
a solution to (53). The converse holds provided j, and j, satisfy the regularity con-
dition (55). These facts follow from the definition of the Clarke generalized gradient
and Lemma 14.

The existence, uniqueness, and regularity result for the hemivariational inequality
(53) is given in the following result.

Theorem 15 If the hypotheses H (<), H(%), H(¥), H(f), H(j,), and H(j;) and
regularity condition (55) hold and the inequality m> > (m,, + m) |y ||* is satisfied,
then problem (53) has a unique solution u € H'(0,T; V).

Proof Tt follows from H (<) and H(Z) that the operators A and B defined by (48)
satisfy H(A) with my = m; and H(B) with mp = my, respectively. It is obvious
from the definition of R (see (49)) and hypothesis H (%) that H(E) and H(g) are
satisfied with E = I and ¢ = %. Moreover, we put M = y € L(V, X), y is the
trace operator. It is a consequence of Lemma 14 that the functional J given by (54)
satisfies H(J) with ¢; = ¢; and m; = m3 (see Lemma 14). Also H (M) follows
easily by the properties of the trace operator. The conclusion is a consequence of
Theorem 11, which completes the proof of this theorem. O

We say that a couple of functions (u, o) which satisfies (41) and (53) is called
a weak solution to Problem P. We conclude that, under the assumptions of Theo-
rem 15, Problem P has a unique weak solution. Moreover, the weak solution has the
following regularity u € H'(0,T; V), 0 € L%(0,T; L*(2,S%), and Dive € V*.
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6.3 Numerical analysis of contact problem

In this section, we will apply the results from Section 5 to establish an optimal
order error estimate for the fully discrete solution of the contact problem in Prob-
lem P. Here, we consider the frictionless boundary condition on I'3, i.e., the frictional
boundary (45) will be reduced to

o:(t) =0 on X3. 59)

In addition, without loss of generality, we may assume that up = 0. We use the same
the spaces as introduced in Section 6.1. Then, consider the trace operator y: V —
L2(I'3; RY). It follows from the Sobolev trace theorem that

Iy vllp2(ry:rey < collvlly forall v eV (60)

for some constant ¢y > 0, which depends only on 2, I'1, and I'3. Let X = L2(F3)
and define the operators y,, : LZ(F3; Rd) — X, v =, forv € LZ(F3; Rd), and
M =y, 0y:V — X. We also consider the functional J: X — R defined by

J(v) =/ Ju(x,v,(x))dT forall veX.
I3

If either j, (x, -) or —j,(x, -) is regular and H (j,) holds, then by Lemma 14, (48) and
(49), the contact problem (40)—(46) with j; = 0 has following equivalent variational
formulation.

Problem 16 Find # € V such that#’ € V and
(A (1) + Bu(r) + (Ru)(t) — f(1), v — u(1))
+ Jo(yu(t); yv—yu(t)) >0 forall ve V, ae.t € (0,7), (61)
u(0) =0.

From Theorem 15, we deduce that under the hypotheses H (%), H(%), H(%),
and H(f), H(j,). If either j,(x, -) or —j,(x, -) is regular and the inequality m, >
(my +my)|y ||2 hold, then Problem 16 has a unique solution u € H'(0,T; V).

Next, we pass to the numerical approximation of Problem 16. Likewise, in
Section 5, for an integer N > 0, letk = % be the time step length. For simplicity, we
suppose that €2 is a polygonal/polyhedral domain and express the three parts of the

boundary, 'y, k = 1, 2, 3, as a union of closed flat components with disjoint interiors
Fj = Ui'j:]r‘j,is 1<j<3.

Subsequently, we consider a regular family of meshes {7"} that partition & into
triangles/tetrahedrons compatible with the splitting of the boundary 9€2 into I';;,
1 <i <ij,1 < j < 3. This means that if the intersection of one side/face of
an element with one set I';; has a positive measure with respect to I'; ;, then the
side/face lies entirely in I'; ;. Corresponding to the family {T™}, we define the linear
element space

Vi={v" e C(RY vy ePLU), UeT" v"=00nTy},
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where P;(U)? denotes a set of all linear functions whose domain of definition is U
(cf. [16, p. 70]).

Now, we are in a position to formulate the following fully discrete approximation
problem for Problem 16.

Problem 17 Find u* = {uhk} C V" such that uhk =0 and
(Asu™ + Bul* 4 REu* vh — u*y 4 JO(Mu"*; Mv" — Mul*)
(62)
> (f,,,v —un ) forall v" € Vv

foralln=1,2,...,N

In the sequel, we assume that the solution of Problem 16 has the following
additional regularity

{u e H' (0, T; H*(Q)), u” € L*(0,T; V),
uylrs; € C(0, T; HX(T'3)), oylry, € C(0, T; L2(I'3,))

for 1 < i < i3. Then, the function (¢, x) — u(¢, x) is continuous. This means that
the pointwise values of u are well-defined. So, take vﬁ = I"Ihun € V" to be the finite
element interpolant of u, (x) = u(¢,, x), where I'Ihun denotes the piecewise constant
Lagrange interpolation of u,, (cf. [16, p. 122]). We use the Céa-type inequality (13)
to get

(63)

2
maxfw, — ||V<C[k + max uy —T1 un||v+k2(||8<un—n un)ly

n=1
+lun,y — Hh’/ln,v”X + |Sl(Hhun)| + ”‘sn”%/)]’ (64)
where
8, = du, —u,
Sy (v) = (Aul, + Bu, + Ryu — f,, v —up) + J'(Muy,; Mv — Mu,,).
It follows from [13, Lemma 11.5] that
18nllv < ”u//”Ll(tn—lwtn;V)'
This together with Holder inequality implies that
1803 < Kl 122, oy
and
kZ 18,117 < K2l 17200 7.v)- (65)

Next, we use the fact

In
S(uy — M'uy) = %/ (' (s) — T"u'(5)) ds
Ih—1
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to obtain

1 ty
I8 Gey — )}, < f lu'(s) — ' (5)]? dis.
th—1

Hence, we have
N T )
K3 18, — ) < fo ' (s) — T/ (5) 2, dis
n=1

and

(66)

N
kD N3G, — )y < CR 1720 7.y
n=1

Recall that I1"u,, , is the finite element interpolant of u, ,, on each component I'3 ;.
Combining (66) with the hypothesis (63), we get

N i3
kY iy = My lix < CR* Y unll oo, 71205 - (67)

n=1 i=1
On the other hand, we estimate the residual quantity |S, (v)|. To this end, we use
the fact (see (50), (51), and (59)) that

(Aul, + Bu, + Rou — f,, v) :/ oy (t)v, dI’ forall veV
I's

to get
Sp(v) = /F (Un,v + én)(nhun,v - “n,v) dr
3

for some &, € 9J (Mu,). This implies
1S, (M uy) | < CIT w0 — a0l xs

and, therefore, we have

N i3
k Z 1Sy (T"uy)| < Ch? Z vl oo 0,7: H2(13 1))

n=1 i=1

This estimate together with (65)—(67) implies the following optimal estimate for the
fully discrete scheme (62).

Theorem 18 Assume that u and u"* are solutions to Problems 16 and 17, respec-
tively, and the regularity condition (63) holds. Then, we have

max_|lu, —u™ |y < Ck+ h),
1<n<N

where C > 0 is independent of k and h.

In the optimal error estimate of Theorem 18, the method is of first order in spatial
mesh size and in the time step.
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