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1 Introduction

The piezoelectric effect is characterized by the coupling between the mechanical
and electrical behavior of the materials. It consists on the apparition of electric
charges on the surfaces of some crystals after their deformation. Conversely, it
was proved experimentally that the action of electric field on the crystals may
generate strain and stress. A deformable material which presents such a behav-
ior is called a piezoelectric material. Piezoelectric materials are used extensively
as switches and actuators in many engineering systems, in radioelectronics, elec-
troacoustics and measuring equipments. However, there are very few mathe-
matical 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 [2,7]. A static frictional contact problem for electric-elastic materi-
als was considered in [3,10,12]. A slip-dependent frictional contact problem for
electro-elastic materials was studied in [21]. Contact problems with friction or
adhesion for electro-viscoelastic materials were studied in [4,9,15,20,22,27] and
recently in [8] for the case of an electrically conductive foundation. For works
concerned with the frictional contact problems for electro-viscoelastic materi-
als with long memory, we refer to [15,16] and the references therein. In the
present paper we consider a mathematical model for the process of a frictional
contact problem with normal compliance and wear for an electro-viscoelastic
material with long memory, damage and a moving conductive foundation. The
foundation is assumed to move steadily and only sliding contact takes places.
A mathematical models which describe the equilibrium of an elastic or a vis-
coelastic body in frictional contact with a moving foundation were considered
in [24,25,26]. In all these papers, the damage function § is restricted to have
values between zero and one. When 8 = 1 there is no damage in the material,
when 8 = 0 the material is completely damaged, when 0 < 8 < 1 there is
partial damage and the system has a reduced load carrying capacity. Contact
problems with damage have been investigated in [14,17,18,23].

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we present the
notation and some preliminaries. In Section 3, we present the mechanical prob-
lem, we list the assumptions on the data and give the variational formulation of
the problem. In Section 4, we state our main existence and uniqueness result.
It is based on arguments of classical results for elliptic variational inequalities,
on parabolic inequalities and fixed point arguments.

2 Notation and preliminaries

In this section we present the notation we shall use and some preliminary
material. For further details, we refer the reader to [5]. We denote by S¢ the
space of second order symmetric tensors on R? (d = 2,3), while ”-” and | . | will
represent the inner product and the Euclidean norm on S% and R?. Let 2 ¢ R?
be a bounded domain with a Lipschitz boundary I" and let v denote the unit
outer normal on I'. Everywhere in the sequel the index 7 and j run from 1 to d,
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summation over repeated indices is implied and the index that follows a comma
represents the partial derivative with respect to the corresponding component
of the independent spatial variable. We use the standard notation for Lebesgue
and Sobolev spaces associated to 2 and I" and introduce the spaces

H:{UZ (uz)/ul ELQ(Q)}, H= {0': (O’ij) /Uij = 0jj ELQ(Q)},
Hi={u=(u;) /e(u)eH}, Hi={oc €M/ DivocecH}.

Here € and Div are the deformation and divergence operators, respectively,
defined by

1 ,
e(u) = (eij(u), eij(w) = 5 (uij + uj3), Dive = (0, ;).
The spaces H, H, H1 and H; are real Hilbert spaces endowed with the canonical
inner products given by

(u,v)g :/ uvider Yu,v € H, (o,7)n z/ 0ijTijdr Vo, T € H,
Q Q

(w,v)n, =(u,v)g + (e(u),e(v))n Vu,v € Hi,
(0’, T)Hl :(Uv T)’H + (Di'UG', DiUT)H Vo, T € Hi.

The associated norms on the spaces H, H, H; and H; are denoted by | . |g,
| . |2, | - |y, and | . |3, respectively. For every element v € Hy we also use the
notation v for 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 v, = v-v, v, = v—v,v. We also
denote by o, and o, the normal and the tangential traces of a function o € H;,
we recall that when o is a regular function then o, = (ov) v, 0, = ov—o0,v,
and the following Green’s formula holds

(o,e(v))y + (Dive,v)y = / ov-vda Vv € H;.
r

Let T" > 0. For every real Banach space X we use the classical notation for
the spaces C(0,7;X), C*(0,T; X), and we use the standard notation for the
Lebesgue spaces and for the Sobolev spaces LP(0,T; X) and W*»?(0,T; X),
1 <p < oo, 1 < k. Moreover, if X7 and X5 are real Hilbert spaces then
X1 x X5 denotes the product. Hilbert space endowed with the canonical inner
product (.,.)x, xx,-

3 Mechanical and variational formulations

The physical setting is the following. An electro-viscoelastic body with long
memory and damage occupies a bounded domain 2 C R? (d = 2,3) with
outer Lipschitz surface I'. The body is submitted to the action of body forces
of density f, and volume electric charges of density qo. It is also constrained
mechanically and electrically on the boundary. We consider a partition of I’
into three disjoint measurable parts Iy, I and I3, on one hand, and a partition
of INU I into two disjoint measurable parts I, and I}, on the other hand,



Variational Analysis of a Frictional Contact Problem 173

such that meas(It) > 0, meas(I,) > 0. Let T' > 0 and let [0,T] be the
time interval of interest. The body is clamped on I, so the displacement field
vanishes there. Surface tractions of density f, act on I. We also assume that
the electrical potential vanishes on I3, and a surface free electrical charge of
density ¢ is prescribed on I'}. In the reference configuration the body may come
in contact over I3 with a conductive moving obstacle, which is also called the
foundation. The contact is modeled with the normal compliance condition and
a general version of Coulomb’s law of dry friction. Also, there may be electrical
charges on the part of the body which is in contact with the foundation and
which vanish when contact is lost. We are interested in the evolution of the
deformation of the body and of the electric potential on the time interval [0, T7.
The process is assumed to be isothermal, electrically static, i.e., all radiation
effects are neglected, and mechanically quasistatic, i.e., the inertial terms in
the momentum balance equations are neglected. To simplify the notation, we
do not indicate explicitly the dependence of various functions on the variables
x € QUT and ¢ € [0,T]. Then, the classical formulation of the mechanical
problem of sliding frictional contact problem with normal compliance and wear
may be stated as follows.

Problem P. Find a displacement field u : 2 x [0,T] — R%, a stress field
o: 2 x[0,T] = S% an electric potential field o : £2 x [0,7] — R , an electric
displacement field D : 2 x [0,T] — R?, a damage field 5 : 2 x [0,7] — R and
a wear function ¢ : I's x [0,7] — R such that

(3.1)

D =¢&e(u) — BVy in 2x(0,7), (3.2)
B—keAB+0Uk(B)>S(e(u),B) in2x(0,T), (3.3)
Dive+ f, =0 1in 2 x(0,7), (3.4)
divD =qy in 2 x (0,7T), (3.5)
u=0 on I1x(0,T), ov=yf, on Iyx(0,T), (3.6)

—O0y =Pv,

or| < pipy

|ch |= —ppy, S £ v, (3.1)
¢ =kip py R*(J; —v*|), on I3 x(0,7),

g—f =0 onlI x(0,7), (3.8)
=0 on I,x(0,T), D-v=qg on I, x(0,T), (3.9)
D v=29(u,—h—C)or(e—og) on I3x(0,T), (3.10)
w(0) = ug, B(0) =By, C(0)=0 in £ (3.11)

Here, p = p(¢, |, —v*|) and p, = p,(uy, — h — ¢). Equations (3.1) and (3.2)
represent the constitutive law for a piezoelectric material with long memory
and damage, where A4 and F are nonlinear operators describing the purely vis-
cous and the elastic properties of the material, respectively, M is a relaxation
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fourth order tensor, E(yp) = —V is the electric field, £ = (e;;) represents the
third order piezoelectric tensor, £* is its transposed and B denotes the electric
permittivity tensor. We use dots for derivatives with respect to the time vari-
able t. Inclusion (3.3) describes the evolution of the damage field, governed by
the source damage function S, where k. is a positive coefficient and 0¥ is the
subdifferential of indicator function of the set of admissible damage functions
given by K = {£ € H1(2) / 0 < ¢ <1 ae. in 2}. Equations (3.4) and (3.5)
represent the equilibrium equations for the stress and electric displacement
fields. Equations (3.6) are the displacement and traction boundary conditions,
respectively. Equation (3.8) describes a homogeneous Neumann boundary con-
dition, where g—f is the normal derivative of 5. Equations (3.9) represent the
electric boundary conditions. In (3.11) ug is the given initial displacement, 8y
is the initial material damage and ¢(0) = 0 means that at the initial moment
the body is not subject to any prior wear. The relations (3.7) represent the con-
dition with normal compliance, friction and wear. The wear function ¢ which
measures the wear accumulated of the surface. The evolution of the wear of the
contacting surface is governed by the differential form of Archard’s law ( see,
e.g., [1,19,28,29]), where k1 > 0 is a wear coefficient, p, is a prescribed function
of the normal compliance, 1 > 0 is the coeflicient of friction, h represents the
gap in direction of v, v* is the tangential velocity of the foundation, |@, — v*|
represents the slip rate between the contact surface and the foundation, and
R* : Ry — Ry is the truncation operator R* (r) =r if r < R and R*(r) = R
if r > R, R being a fixed positive constant. We recall that in the case without
wear, a general version of normal compliance is given by —o, = p,(u, — h).
The difference u,, — h, when positive, represents the penetration of the surface
asperities into those of the foundation. This condition was first introduced
in [11] and used in a large number of papers, see for instance [6,13] and the ref-
erences therein. Next, (3.10) is the electrical contact condition on I's, which is
the main novelty of this work. This condition has been used in [9] for electro-
viscoelastic contact problem with short memory. It represents a regularized
condition which may be obtained as follows. First, we assume that the founda-
tion is electrically conductive and its potential is maintained at ¢g. When there
is no contact at a point on the surface (i.e., u, < h), there are no free electrical
charges on the surface and the normal component of the electric displacement
field vanishes (i.e., D-v = 0). During the process of contact (i.e., when u, > h)
the normal component of the electric displacement field or the free charge is
assumed to be proportional to the difference between the potential of the foun-
dation and the body’s surface potential with k as the proportionality factor.
Thus D-v = k(¢ — o), then D-v = kX[o,00) (U — h) (0 —©0), where X[o o) is
the characteristic function of the interval [0, 00). Since our process involves the
wear of the contacting surfaces we need to take into account the change in the
geometry by replacing the initial gap function kA with i+ ¢ during the process,
we write D - v = kX[0,00) (u» — h — () (¢ — ¢0), this condition describes perfect
electrical contact and is somewhat similar to the well-known Signorini contact
condition. Both conditions may be over-idealizations in many applications. To
make it more realistic, we regularize previous relation and write it as (3.10)
in which kxjo,00) (4, —h — () is replaced with 1 which is a regular function
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which will be described below, and ¢, is the truncation function ¢ (s) = —L
if s < —L, ¢r(s) =sif —L < s < L and ¢(s) = L if s > L,where L is a
large positive constant. We note that this truncation does not pose any prac-
tical limitations on the applicability of the model, since L may be arbitrarily
large, higher than any possible peak voltage in the system, and therefore in
applications ¢ (¢ — ¢o) = ¢ — ¢o.

To obtain a variational formulation of the problem (3.1)—(3.11) we introduce
the closed subspace of H; defined byV = {v € H;/v = Oon I1}. Since
meas(I1) > 0, Korn’s inequality holds and there exists a constant cx > 0
which depends only on {2 and I such that

le(V)ly = ek |vly, Vv EV.

On the space V' we consider the inner product and the associated norm given
by

(u,v)y = (e(u), (@), [vly = le()],, Vo € V.
It follows from Korn’s inequality that | . |z, and | . |y are equivalent norms
on V. Therefore (V,| . |v) is a real Hilbert space. Moreover, by the Sobolev’s
trace theorem and Korn’s inequality, there exists a constant ¢y > 0, depending
only on §2, Iy and I3 such that

|U|L2(F3)d < cp ‘Ulv Yv e V. (312)
We also introduce the spaces

W:{(bEHl(Q)/qb:OonFa},
W ={D = (D;) / D; € L*(2), divD € L*(22)},

where divD = (D, ;). The spaces W and W are real Hilbert spaces with the
inner products given by

(. O)w /Vg@ Vodx, (D, E)y /D de-i—/ divD - divEdz.
I7)

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

(D, V) + (divD, ¢)r2(0) = /FD-quda Vo € HY(02).

Notice also that, since meas(l,) > 0, the following Friedrichs-Poincaré inequal-
ity holds
VOl = crldlg o) Vo €W,

where cp > 0 is a constant which depends only on 2 and [,. It follows from
Friedrichs-Poincaré inequality that | . |51y and | . |y are equivalent norms on
W and therefore (W, | . |w) is a real Hilbert space. Moreover, by the Sobolev’s
trace theorem, there exists a constant ay > 0, depending only on {2, I, and I3
such that

9l 2(ry) S aoldly Vo eW.
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In the study of the mechanical problem (3.1)—(3.11), we now list assumptions
on the data. Assume that the operators A, F, £, B and the functions S, p,, y,
1 satisfy the following conditions with L 4, ma, Lr, Ls, L., p}, L., p*, mp,
Ly and Ny being positive constants:

(a) A: 2 xS — s,

(b) |A(x,e1) — A(x,e2)| < Laler — &3]
Vei,e0 € S% ae. x € 0.

(¢) (A(z,e1) — Az, €2)).(e1 — €2) > ma &1 — 2|
Vei,e0 € S%, ae. x € 0.

(d) The mapping x — A(x, €) is Lebesgue measurable
on {2 for any € € S%.

(e) The mapping = — A(x,0) belongs to H.

(a) F: 02 xS4xR— S

(b) |F(wm,e1,m1) — F(w,€2,72)| < Lr(ler — &2 + |r1 — r2)
Vei,e0 €SV, € R ae. x € (2.

(¢) The mapping € — F(x,e,r) is Lebesgue measurable
on {2 for any € € S? and r € R.

(d) The mapping ¢ — F(z, 0,0) belongs to H.

(a) S: N2 xS* xR —R.

(b) |S<£L‘,€1,’I“1) — S(w,EQ,TQ)l < Ls(|€1 — 52‘ + |’I“1 — ’I"Ql)
Vey,e9 €S, Vry,ro € R ae. x € 0.

(c) For any e € S? and r € R,
x — S(x,e,r) is Lebesgue measurable on (2.

(d) The mapping = — S(z, 0, 0) belongs to L?(2).

(3.13)

(a) pp : [3 xR — R,

() |pu (2, ur) — pu (@, u2)| < Ly [uy — ugf

Yui,us € R, ae. x € I5.

(c) For any u € R & — p, (@, u) is Lebesgue measurable on I5.
(d) po(x,u) =0 for all u <0, a.e. x € I3.

(e) pu(x,u) < pj for all u € R, a.e. x € I3.

(3.14)

(a) p: I3 x R2 = R.
(b) |, a1,b1) — p(@, az, b2)| < Ly(|ar — as| + |by — bal)
Vayi,a2,b1,b € R, a.e. x € I5.
(¢) The mapping @ — u(x, a,b) is Lebesgue
measurable on I'3 Va,b € R.
(d) p(x,a,b) < p* Ya,b € Rae. € Is.
(a)B = (BZJ) 12 x Rd — Rd.
(b) B(z)E = (b;j(z)E;) VE = (E;) € R, ae. x € (2.
(C) bij = bji, bij € LOO(Q)
(d) BE-E > mp|E|° VE=(E;) €R%, ae xe .

(3.15)

(3.16)

Ex)T = (eijr(x)Tj) VT = (155) € S%, ae. T € 0. (3.17)
C) €ijk = €ikj S LOO(Q)
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(a) ¥ : I3 xR — Ry.
(b) (@, ur) — (. uz)| < Ly lur — usl
Yui,us € R, a.e. « € I3.
(c) W(z,u)] < Ny Vu €R, ae. x € I5.
(d) € — ¥(x,u) is measurable on I3 for all u € R.
(e) & = Y(x,u) =0 for all v <0.

(3.18)

The relaxation tensor M satisfiesM € C(0,T;H ), where Ho is the space of
fourth order tensor field given by

Hoo = {E = (Eijir) | Eiji = Exij = Ejig € L™ (2),1 <, 4, k, 1 < d},
which is a real Banach space with the norm

Bl = o Pl

The density of volume forces, traction, volume electric charges and surface
electric charges have the regularity

fo€C(0,T;H), f,€C(0,T;L*(I%)Y). (3.19)
qo € C(0,T; L*(92)), g2 € C(0,T; L*(I)). (3.20)

Finally, we assume that the gap function &, the given potential of the foundation
o, the initial displacement field uy and the initial damage field S5y satisfy

heL*(I3), h>0 ae x€ I3, o€ L*(I3), ug€V, B K. (3.21)
We define the bilinear form a : H'(2) x H'(£2) — R by

a(s,9) = ke/ Vs - Vidz.
2

Next we define the four mappings f : [0,7] =V, q¢: [0,T] = W, j: V xV x
V x L3(I'3) - Rand v: V x W x L?(I3) — W, respectively, by

(F(t)v)v = / Folt) vdr + [ F5(t) - vda, (3.22)
(] I
(a(t), S)w = /Q qolt)gdz — / 42(t)dda,

Iy
j(uvvawaC):/ pu(uu*h*C)wvda
I3
(3.23)
s(u, —h — - —v"|da ,
+/F3up(u ¢)|w, —v*|da
(v(u, 0, Q), P)w = : Y(uy —h —)ér(p — wo)pda, (3.24)

for all w,v,w €V, ¢ € L?(I3), ¢, € W and t € [0,T], u = u(¢, v, — v*|).
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The functional j: V x V x V x L?(I3) — R satisfies
{ for all g,w € V and ¢ € L*(I3) : v — j(g,w, v, ()

is proper, convex and lower semicontinuous on V.

(3.25)
We note that conditions (3.19) and (3.20) imply that
fecC0,T;V), e C0O,T;W).

Using standard arguments we obtain the variational formulation of the me-
chanical problem (3.1)—(3.11).

Problem PV. Find a displacement field w : [0,7] — V, a stress field o :
[0,T] — H1, an electric potential field ¢ : [0,7] — W, an electric displacement
field D : [0,T] — W, a damage field 3 : [0,7] — H'(£2) and a wear function
¢ :[0,T] — L*(I3) such that,

o(t) = Ae(u(t)) + F(e(u(?)),5 (1)
L ETVe(t) /Mt—s (s))ds, t € [0,T], (3.26)

(o(t),e(v —a(t))n + j(u(t), u(t), v, (1))
— J(u(t), a(t), a(t), (1) = (f(t), v=u(t))y Yo €V, t €[0,T],
B(t) € K, (B(t),€ = B(t)12(0) +a(B(1), € = B(1))

) (t
> (S(E(u(t))v (t)),f /B(t))L2(Q) Vf €K, ae te (OvT)a
D(t) = Ee(u(t)) — BVeg(t), t €[0,T],

=@

(D(t), Vo) u (w(t), (), ¢(), o)w (3.27)
(() P)w Vo e W, tel0,T],
¢ = kip(C, lir —v* o (wy, — h = ()R (Jir —v*), t € 10,71,

U(O) = ug, B(0 ) Bo, ¢(0) =0. (3.28)

The existence of the unique solution to Problem PV is stated and proved in
the next section.

4 Existence and uniqueness result

The main result in this section is the following existence and uniqueness result.

Theorem 1. Assume that (3.13)~(3.21) and (3.25) hold. Then if ¢3p}L, <
ma and Ny < £ there exists a unique solution {u,o,p, D, 3,(} to Problem
O

PV. Moreowver, the solution satisfies

u €CH0,T;V), (4.1)
o €C(0,T;Hy),
© €C(0,T;W), DeC0,T;W), (4.2)

B €H(0,T; L*(2)) N L*(0,T; H'(R2)),
¢ €CH(0,T; L*(I3)).
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The functions u, o, ¢, D, 8 and ¢ which satisfy (3.26)—(3.28) are called weak
solution to contact problem P. We conclude that, under the assumptions (3.13)—
(3.21) and if ¢gp}L,, < m4 and Ny, < TZ—?, the mechanical problem (3.1)—(3.11)
has a unique weak solution satisfying (4.1)—(4.4). The proof of Theorem 1
is carried out in several steps. Everywhere in this section we suppose that
assumptions of Theorem 1 hold. Below, ¢ denotes a generic positive constant
which may depend on §2, Iy, I, I's, A, €, F, M, B, ¢, p,, p and T but does
not depend on ¢ nor of the rest of input data, and whose value may change
from place to place.

In the first step let ¢ € C(0,T; L3(I3)), n € C(0,T;H), g € C(0,T;V) and
w € C(0,T;V) be given and consider the following variational problem.

Problem PV,,,,. Find a velocity field v¢pgw @ [0,7] — V and a stress
field o ¢ygw ¢ [0,T] — H such that for all ¢ € [0, 7],

O nguw(t) = Ae (vengw(t)) +n(t), (4.5)
(UCngw(t)>7 E(’U - angw(t)))H + j(g(t)7 w(t)7 v, C(t))
- j(g(t)v w(t), angw<t)v C(t)) > (f(t)a UV — U¢ngw (t))V VveV. (46)

In the study of Problem PV, ., we have the following result.

Lemma 1. PV, 4, has a unique solution (V¢pgw, O cngw) such that
Vingw € C(O, T; V), O (ngw € C(O, T; ’Hl)

Proof. We define the operator A : V' — V such that
(Au,v)y = (Ae(u),e(v))y Yu,v e V. (4.7

It follows from (4.7), (3.13)(b) and (3.13)(c) that A : V — V is Lipschitz con-
tinuous and a strongly monotone operator on V. Moreover using Riesz Repre-
sentation Theorem we may define an element F € C(0,T;V) by (F(t),v)y =
(f(t),v)y —(n(t),e(v))s. Since A is a strongly monotone and Lipschitz contin-
uous operator on V and from (3.25), it follows from classical result on elliptic
inequalities (see for example [5]) that there exists a unique function v¢ygw € V-
which satisfies

(Avepgu(t), v — vengw () v + 7 (g(t), w(t), v, ((1))
—J(g(t), w(t), vengu(t), C(t) = (F(t), v — vengw(t))v-
We use the relation (4.5), the assumption (3.13) and the properties of the

deformation tensor to obtain that o¢pgw(t) € H. Since v = v¢ygu(t) £ P
satisfies (4.6), where @ € D(§2)? is arbitrary, using the definition (3.22) we find

Divo¢pgw(t) + fo(t) = 0.

With the regularity assumption (3.19) on f, we see that Dive¢yg.(t) € H.
Therefore o ¢ygw(t) € Hi. Next we show that veygw € C(0,T;V). Let tq,t2 €
[0,T] and denote vengw(ts) = vi, g(t:) = g5, w(ts) = wy, ¢ (t:) = G, n(t:) = n;,
o(t;) = o; and f(t;) = f, for i = 1,2. Using the relation (4.8) we find

(4.8)

(Avy — Avy,v1 —v2)v < (g1, w1, v2,C1) — (g1, w1,v1,(1)
+j(92,w2,1)1,<-2) _j(g2aw27v2ac2)
+ (f1 = Farv1 —v2)v + (M2 — My, €(v1 — v2))4-
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Then by using (3.23), (3.12), the conditions (3.13), (3.14) and (3.15) we obtain

ma vy = valy < Ly(1+ p*)cg lgy = galy + cipl Ly w1 — waly, (49)
+ (Ly + Lupy, + Lop™) co |G = Galpa(py) + 1M1 — malyy + 11— Falv - .

This inequality and the regularity of the functions f, g, w, ¢ and 1 show that
Vengw € C(0,T; V). From assumption (3.13), the relation (4.5) we have

o1 = o2ly < cllvr = valy + M = 0aly)- (4.10)

We have
Divo cngw(t) + fo(t) = 0. (4.11)

The regularity of the functions n, v, f, and the relations (4.10), (4.11) show
that O ngw € C(O,T;Hl). O
Let ¢ € C(0,T;L*(I3)), g € C(0,T;V) and n € C(0,T;H) be given. We
consider the operator A¢,q : C(0,T;V) — C(0,7; V) defined by
Agng'w = U¢ngw- (412)
We have the following result.
Lemma 2. The operator Acyg has a unique fized point weyg € C(0,T;V).

Proof. Let wi,ws € C(0,T;V). We use the notation v; = v¢ggw, fori =1,2.
From the definition (4.12) we have

[ Acngw1(t) = Agngwa(t)]y, = [v1(t) — wva(t)]y, Vi€ [0,T].
Using similar arguments as those used in the proof of (4.9) we find
malvi(t) = va(t)ly < €ip) Ly lwi(t) — wa(t)y, Yt €0, T,

Keeping in mind that C%pl’jLu < m_, the two inequalities shows that the oper-
ator A¢pg is a contraction in the Banach space C'(0,7'; V'), which concludes the
proof. O

In what follows we denote by w¢,, the fixed point given in Lemma 2 and
let veng € C(0,T;V) be the function defined by veny = vengw,,,. We have
ApngWeng = Weng and AgygWeng = Vengu,, it follows that we,, = vy
Therefore, choosing w = w¢,, in (4.8) and for all v € V,t € [0, T], we see that
Vg satisfies

(Aveng(t), v — veng(t))v + 5(g(t), veng(t), v, ((1))
—J(g(t), veng(t), veng (1), C(1)) = (F(t), v — veng(t)) v

We denote by ucpg € C(0,7;V) the function

(4.13)

t
ucng(t) = Ug +/ UCWQ(S) ds Vte [O,T], (414)
0
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and define the operator A¢, : C(0,T;V) — C(0,T;V) by

ACﬂg = ucng. (415)

Lemma 3. The operator A¢c, has a unique fized point g., € c0,T;V).

Proof. Let g,,g, € C(0,T;V). We use the notation v; = v¢yg, and u; = wcyg,
for i = 1,2. Using (4.14) and the estimates in the proof of Lemma 1 yield for all
5 € [0,7], (ma—p; Lucd) [o1(5)—va(3)]y < ALy (1+47) |g1(5)—g(5)], - Using
now (4.14)-(4.15) we obtain for all ¢ € [0,T7,

AL, (1 + p*)
| ¢n 1(1) ¢n o( )‘V (mA—pZLucg)

/O 191(5) — g(5)]y ds.

By reiterating this inequality m times, we obtain that a power of A¢y is a
contraction mapping on C(0,T; V'), which concludes the proof. O

Problem PV, . Find a displacement field uc, : [0,7] — V such that
for all t € [0,77,

(Ae(tigy(t)), e(v — ticy(t))) 3 + (n(t), (v — ey (t))n
+ j(uQ? (t)v 1.1’(77 (t)v v, C(t)) - j(uf'ﬂ (t)7 1}’(77 (t)7 'l.l,cn(t), <(t)) (416)
> (f(t),v —agy(t)y YoeV,

uen(0) = uo.
In the study of the problem PV, we have the following result.

Lemma 4. PV;, has a unique solution satisfying the regularity (4.1).

Proof.  For each ¢ € C(0,T;L*(I3)) and n € C(0,T;H), we denote by g, €
C(0,T; V) be the fixed point guaranted by Lemma 3 and let u,, be the function
defined by (4.14), for g = g.,. We have A¢,g., = g¢,,- From (4.14) and (4.15)
it follows that u¢, = g,. Therefore, taking g = g, in (4.13) and using (4.7)
and (4.14) we see that u¢, is the unique solution to problem PV, satisfying
the regularity expressed in (4.1).

In the second step, let ¢ € C(0,T; L*(I3)) and n € C(0,T;H), we use the
displacement field ¢, defined in (4.14) and consider the following variational
problem. 0O

Problem QV¢, . Find the electric potential field ¢¢, : [0,T] — W such
that Vt € [0, T

(BVocn(t), VO i + (Y(ueq (1), pen(t), € (1)), 9)w

~ (Eeugy(®), V)i = (1) Ow Vo€ W, (4.17)

we have the following result.
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Lemma 5. QV¢, has a unique solution ¢¢, which satisfies the regularity ex-
pressed in (4.2). Moreover, if @en, and ocp, are the solutions of (4.17) corre-
sponding to my,my € C(0,T;H) then, there exists ¢ > 0, such that

(o (8) = Pen (Dl < ¢ fucn, (8) —uen (D], V¢ €[0,T]. (4.18)

Proof. Let t € [0,T]. We use Riesz representation theorem to define the
operator A¢y,(t) : W — W by

(Acy(Wp, d)w = (BVp, Vo) — (Ee(ucy(t), Vo) u
+ (7(“0}@)7 2 C (t))a ¢)W v@a ¢ cw.

Let ¢1,02 € W. Assumption (3.16)-(3.18) and the definition (3.24) imply
A¢y(t) is a strongly monotone and Lipschitz continuous operator on W. We
deduce that there exists a unique element ¢¢, () € W such that A¢, (¢)pen(t) =
q(t). We conclude that ¢¢, is the unique solution of QVe,,.

We show next that ¢¢,, € C(0,T;W). Let t1,ts € [0,T] and denote p¢, (t;) =
Qi Ueny (ti) = Wi, e (ts) = wg, q(ts) = i, ( (i) = ¢ for i = 1,2. Using (4.17),
(3.16), (3.17) and the definition (3.24) we find

mp [p1 — paly, < (ce + LyLagco) [ur — ualy + g1 — q2|yy

5 (4.19)
+ Ld)LaO |Cl - C2‘L2(F3) + N'L[;a/O |()01 - 302|W )

where cg¢ is a positive constant which depends on the piezoelectric tensor £.
It follows from inequality (4.19) and the fact that Ny < £ that
0

|901 - <P2|W < C(‘ul - u2‘v + \Ch - Q2|W + |<1 - C2|L2(p3))- (420)

Since u € CY(0,T;V), ¢ € C(0,T;W), ¢ € C(0,T;L*(I3)) the inequality
(4.20) implies that ¢, € C(0,T; W).

Let my, n, € C(0,T;#H) and denote ¢y, = @i, Uey, = u; for i =1,2. We
use (4.17) and arguments similar to those used in the proof of (4.19) to obtain

mp |o1(t) = @2y < Nyag lo1(t) = o2(t)lyy
+ (Cg + LwLa()Co) |U1 (t) — U2 (t)|V s

for all ¢ € [0, T]. This inequality, combined with the fact that N, < £ leads
0
to (4.18) which concludes the proof. O

In the third step, we let # € C(0,T;L*(f2)) be given and consider the
following variational problem for the damage field.
Problem PVy . Find a damage field By : [0,7] — H*(£2) such that

Bo(t) € K, (B () € = Bo(t)) r2() + a(Ba(t), € — Ba (1))
> (0(t),6 — Bo(t)) 120y  VEEK, ae te(0,T), By(0)=f.

Lemma 6. Problem PVy has a unique solution [y which satisfies
Bo € HY(0,T; L*(£2)) N L?(0,T; H*(£2)).
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Proof. To solve PVy, we use the standard result for parabolic variational
inequalities ( see for example the reference [23, p.47]). O

Finally, we consider the operator A¢ : C'(0,T;H x L*(2)) — C(0,T;H x
L?(02)) defined by

Ac(n,0)(t) = (AL (,0)(1), AP (0, 0)(1)) € H x L*(2), (4.21)
ALY (0, 0)(t)=F (e(ucy). Bo) +E* Vioen(t)+ / M (t—s)e(ucy(s))ds, (4.22)
AP (0, 0)(t) = S(e(ucy(t)), Bo (1)) (4.23)

Here, for every (n,0) € C(0,T;H x L*(£2)), ucy, ¢cn and By represent the
displacement field, the electric potential field and the damage field obtained in
Lemmas 4, 5 and 6 respectively.

By using similar arguments to those used in the Lemma 4.8 in [14], we have
the following result.

Lemma 7. The operator A¢ has a unique fized point (n.,0;) € C(0,T;H x
L*(92)).

Let ¢ € C(0,T; L%(I3)). In the fourth step we consider the following varia-
tional problem.
Problem PV.. Find a displacement field u¢ : [0,7] — V, a stress field
: [0,T] — H1, an electric potential field ¢¢ : [0,7] — W, an electric dis-
placement field D¢ : [0,7] — W and a damage field 3¢ : [0,7] — H* (£2) such
that

o (t) = Ae(tuc(t)) + F(e(uc(t)), Be(t))
+E V(1) /Mt—s) e(uc(s))ds, ¢ € [0,T),

(o¢(t) (v =t (b)) n + j(uc(t), dc(t), v, ¢(t))
— J(uc(t), e (t), i (t),C() = (F(1), v —ac(t))v Yo eV, tel0,T],
D (t) = Ee(uc(t)) — BVgc(t), t €0,T],

(Dc(t), Vo) = (v(uc(t), pc(t), C (1)), @)w

(4.24)

~(alt), S V6 €W, t e [0,T], (4:25)
Be(t) € K. (Belt). & — Belt) e m+a(ﬂ<()€—5g(t)) o
 Stetu <>>,ﬁ<<>>f Be(t)) 1) VE € K, ae. t € (0,7),
uc(0) = uo, Bc(0) = (4.27)

Lemma 8. Problem PV has a unique solution (u¢,o¢,¢c, D¢, B¢) satisfying

(4.1)-(4.3).

Proof.  Let (n¢,0c) € C(0,T;H x L*(£2)) be the fixed point of A¢ defined by
(4.21)-(4.23) and denote u¢ = Uc¢y., Pc = Penes Be = Po.» be the solutions to
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problems PV, QV¢y, and PVy obtained in Lemmas 4, 5 and 6 respectively for

o¢(t) = Ae(ic(t)) + Fe(uc(t), Be(t) + €V (t)
/ M(t — s)e(uc(s))ds, Vte[0,T],
= Ee(uc(t)) — BVgc(t), vt € [0,T].

Equations Aél)(nc,ég) = n. and /122 (n¢,0¢) = ¢, combined with (4.22) and
(4.23) shows that (u¢,o¢,0¢, D¢, B¢) satisfies (4.24)-(4.25). Next, (4.26) and
the regularities (4.1)—(4.3) follow from Lemmas 4, 5 and 6 and assumptions on
A, F, M and &£ which concludes the existence part of the Lemma 8.

The uniqueness part of Lemma 8 is a consequence of the uniqueness of
the fixed point of the operator A¢ defined by (4.21)—(4.23) and the unique
solvability of problems PV¢, ,QV¢y.and PVy.. O

Let us now consider the operator T : C(0,T; L*(I3)) — C(0,T; L*(I3))
defined for all ¢ € [0, 7] by

t
TC(t) =k / w(C, | —v*)py(uy, — h — OR* (|G, — v*|)ds . (4.28)
0
The last step in the proof of Theorem 1 is the next result.

Lemma 9. The operator T has a unique fized point * € C(0,T; L?(I3)).

Proof.  Let (1,(s € C(0,T; L*(I3)) and denote by (u;, 0, ¢, D;), i = 1,2,
the solutions to problem PV; for ( = (;, i.e. u; = u¢,v; = U, 0; = O¢,,
wi = ¢¢;, and D; = D¢,. Moreover, we denote in the sequel by c various
positive constants which may depend on k7 and v*. We use similar arguments
that those used in the proof of the relation (4.9) to find that for all s € [0, T

01(5) = v2()ly < ¢ (lun(s) = uals)ly +1G1(5) = Cal5) sy ) -

Using the inequality 2ab < a? + b? and integrating this inequality with respect
to time, we obtain

/Ot|yl(s)—v2(8)|%/ ds < C(/Ot |y (s)—us(s)|3 ds + /Ot 1C1(5)=Ca(8) 2y ds).

Since u1(0) = u2(0) = ug and using the previous inequality we obtain

fua (£) — un(8) 2 < /\m()—m<niw
(4.29)

<c/ lui(s) — ua(s Ivd3+c/ ICi(s \Lzrs)d

Applying Gronwall inequality, we deduce that

s (1) — ua () <c/\g (5) a1y, ds.
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It follows from (4.29) and the previous inequality that
t 5 t s 5
[ o1(s) = vl ds <e( [ [ 1600 = a0} 2 ry drds
0 o Jo

t

+ [ 16(6) = G, ).

Since s <t

// IC1(r) = Ca )|L2(F)drds<c//|g1 <2(7")|2L2(F3)d7’d5
_c/ |Ca(r |L2F)dr/tds_

/\'vl — va(s \Vds<c/ [¢1(s \Lzr)ds (4.30)

On the other hand, since

Then

TG (t) =k /OM(Q (s), [vir (8) =07) pu(uiv () =h=Ci (s)) R*(|vir (s) —v"[)ds

for i = 1,2, we use similar arguments that those used in the proof of the relation
(4.9) to obtain that for ¢ € [0,T]

t
TG = TG, <c /0 (|’U1(s) —vy(8)[} +¢i(s) — cz(s)@?(pg)) ds.
We substitute (4.30) in the previous inequality to find

t
TG = TG 2y < / G (5) = Ga(5) gy, .

Reiterating this inequality m times leads to

(CT) m

m m |2 2
T"G =T €2|0(0,T;L2(F3)) < G — CQ‘C(O,T;LQ(Fg))'

Therefore, for m large enough, 7™ is a contractive operator on the Banach
space C(0,T; L?(I3)). The operator 7 has a unique fixed point
¢*eC(0,T; L3 (I3)). O

Now we have all ingredients to prove Theorem 1.
Proof.  Let ¢* be the fixed point of the operator T given by (4.28). With
(4.24)—(4.27) and (4.28) it easy to verify that (wc-,o¢x, ¢+, Dex, Be+, (%) is

the unique solution to the problem PV satisfying the regularities (4.1)—(4.4).
O
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