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LINEARIZED PLASTIC PLATE MODELS AS I'-LIMITS OF 3D FINITE
ELASTOPLASTICITY

ELISA DAVOLI

ABSTRACT. The subject of this paper is the rigorous derivation of reduced models for a
thin plate by means of I'-convergence, in the framework of finite plasticity. Denoting by
€ the thickness of the plate, we analyse the case where the scaling factor of the elasto-
plastic energy is of order €2~ 2, with a > 3. According to the value of «, partially or fully
linearized models are deduced, which correspond, in the absence of plastic deformation,
to the Von Karman plate theory and the linearized plate theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

The rigorous identification of lower dimensional models for thin structures is a classical
question in mechanics. In the early 90’s a rigorous approach to dimension reduction prob-
lems has emerged in the framework of nonlinear elasticity ([1, 8]). This approach is based on
I'-convergence: a variational convergence which guarantees, roughly speaking, convergence
of minimizers of the three-dimensional energies to minimizers of the reduced models. In the
seminal papers [5, 6], a hierarchy of limit models has been identified by I'-convergence meth-
ods for nonlinearly elastic thin plates. Different limit models have been deduced according
to the scaling of the applied body forces in terms of the thickness parameter. In particular,
high scalings of the applied forces lead at the limit to linearized models.

The purpose of this paper is to deduce some linearized reduced models for thin plates in
the framework of finite plasticity. We remark that different schools in finite plasticity are
still competing and a generally accepted model is still lacking (see e.g. [2]). We shall adopt
here a mathematical model introduced in [3, 11, 12]. We shall consider a three-dimensional
plate of small thickness, whose elastic behaviour is nonlinear and whose plastic response is
that of finite plasticity with hardening. We assume that the reference configuration of the
plate is the set

Q. :=w X (—5 é),

272
where w is a domain in R? and € > 0 is the thickness parameter. Following the lines of [9] and
[10], we consider deformations ¢ € W12(Q.; R3) that fulfill the multiplicative decomposition

Vo(x) = Fe(x)Fp(z) for ae. z € Q.

where F,; € L?*(Q.; M3*3) represents the elastic strain, F,; € L?(Q; SL(3)) is the plastic
strain and SL(3) := {F € M3*3 : det F = 1}. To guarantee coercivity in the plastic
strain variable, we suppose to be in a hardening regime. More precisely, the stored energy
associated to a deformation ¢ and to its elastic and plastic strains is expressed as follows:

E(p, Fu) = /Q Wel(v‘P(x)Fp_ll(x)) dr + /Q Whard(Fpl(x)) dx

_ /Q Woa(For(x)) d + /Q Whara(Fy(2)) dz,

where W, is a frame-indifferent elastic energy density and Whe,q, which is finite only on
a compact subset of SL(3) having the identity as an interior point, describes hardening.
The plastic dissipation is expressed by means of a dissipation distance D : M3*3 x M3*3 —
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[0, +00], which is given via a positively 1-homogeneous potential Hp, and represents the
minimum amount of energy that is dissipated when the system moves from a plastic config-
uration to another one (see Section 2).

We are interested in studying the asymptotic behaviour of sequences of pairs (¢°, F;l)
whose total energy per unit thickness satisfies

5(5(&, ) +sa—1/g D(F5°, ;l)d:c) < 0?2, (1.1)

where o > 3 is a positive parameter and (F=°) C L?(Q.;SL(3)) is a given sequence rep-
resenting preexistent plastic strains. It was proved in [6] that in the absence of plastic
deformation (F=° = F,; = Id) these energy scalings lead to the Von Kérman plate theory
for @« = 3 and to the linear plate theory for a > 3. The scaling of the dissipation energy is
motivated by its linear growth (see (2.15)). In analogy with the results of [6] in the framework
of nonlinear elasticity, we expect these scalings to correspond to partially or fully linearized
plastic models.

On a portion of the lateral surface

7% (= 5:5),
where v4 C Ow has positive H!- measure, we prescribe a boundary datum
.T/ Ea_luo(xl)
£ __ a2 0/,./
¢ (x) = ( T3 )+( Eafsz(z/) ) e a3 Vo' (z)

for z = (2/,ex3) € Q., where u’ € W1>°(w;R?) and v € W?2°°(w). This structure of the
boundary conditions is compatible with that of the minimal energy configurations in the
absence of plastic deformations (see Remark 2.2).

Assuming e — 0, we first show that, given any sequence of pairs (¢°, Fpal) satisfying (1.1)
and the boundary conditions

O =¢° H?-ae. onvygx (—5,5), (1.2)
the deformations ¢° converge to the identity deformation on the mid-section of the plate, and
the plastic strains F3 tend to the identity ?atrix. More precisely, defining €2 := w x (f %, %)
and ¥°(x) := (2/,exs) for every (a/,x3) € Q, and assuming

F;io ° ws = Id+ Eaflps,o
with

p=0 —p°  weakly in L?(Q;M>*3), (1.3)
we show that
/

smvovo (D)

strongly in W12(Q;R3) and
P i=Fj oY = Id

strongly in L?(£; M3*3). To express the limit functional, we introduce and study the com-

pactness properties of some linearized quantities associated with the scaled deformations
and plastic strains: the in-plane displacements

vy [ (1))

1
2

for a.e. ' € w, the out-of-plane displacements

1
1 3
Ve (2') = Ea——2/ ) y5(x) dxs,
-3
for a.e. ' € w, and the linearized plastic strains

P(z) = Ps(&_xa)_z Id
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for a.e. € Q. In Theorem 3.4 we show that, under assumptions (1.1), (1.2) and (1.3)

u® — u  weakly in Wh2(w;R?),
v® — v strongly in W (w),
p° —p weakly in L?(€; M3*3),

for some u € W2(w;R?), v € W22(w) and p € L*(£; M>3*3) such that tr p = 0, and
u=u", v=12" Vo=V1" H'ae. onn~y.

In Theorems 3.4, 4.1 and 5.1 we show that the I'-limit functional is expressed in terms of
the limit quantities u,v and p, and is given by

ZJwMMﬁi/wamvw—wﬁva—ﬂﬂw+/ﬁﬂmdﬂ+/Iﬂp—ﬁﬂh
Q Q Q
for a > 3, and
Ts(u,v,p) = Q2 (symV'u+ 3V'v @ Vv — 25(V') %0 — p') dx + / B(p) dz
Q Q

+ | H(p—p°)de
Q

for « = 3. In the previous formulas, V' denotes the gradient with respect to =/, p’ is the
2 x 2 minor given by the first two rows and columns of the map p, and Q2 and B are
positive definite quadratic forms on M?*2 and M?3*3, respectively, for which an explicit
characterization is provided (see Sections 2 and 3). In the absence of plastic dissipation
(p° = p = 0) the two I'-limits reduce to the functionals deduced in [6] in the context of
nonlinear elasticity.

We remark, anyway, that in constrast with the problem studied in [6], the limit func-
tionals J, and [J3 cannot be, in general, expressed in terms of two-dimensional quantities
only because the limit plastic strain p depends nontrivially on the 3 variable (see Section 5).

The setting of the problem and some proof arguments are very close to those of [13],
where it is shown that linearized plasticity can be obtained as I'-limit of finite plasticity.

The proof of the compactness and the liminf inequality relies on the rigidity estimate
due to Friesecke, James and Miiller ([5, Theorem 3.1]). This theorem can be applied owing
to the presence of the hardening term, which provides one with a uniform bound on the
L norm of the scaled plastic strains P°. The construction of the recovery sequence is
obtained by combining the arguments in [6, Sections 6.1 and 6.2] and [13, Lemma 3.6].
For this construction we need to assume that <, is the finite union of disjoint (nontrivial)
closed intervals (i.e., maximally connected sets) in dw, the convergence in (1.3) is strong in
LY(Q; M3*3) and the maps p*? are uniformly bounded in L°°(Q; M3*3).

In [13] the authors proved also the convergence of quasistatic evolutions in finite plas-
ticity to a quasistatic evolution in linearized plasticity. The question whether an analogous
convergence result can be established in the present context for thin plates is adressed in

[4].

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we recall some preliminary results and
we discuss the formulation of the problem. Section 3 is devoted to prove some compactness
results and liminf inequalities, while in Section 4 we show that the lower bounds obtained
in Section 3 are optimal. Finally, in Section 5 we deduce convergence of almost minimizers
of the three-dimensional energies to minimizers of the limit functionals and we discuss some
examples.
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2. PRELIMINARIES AND SETTING OF THE PROBLEM

Let w C R? be a connected, bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary. Let ¢ > 0.
We assume the set (). := w X ( -5, 5) to be the reference configuration of a finite-strain
elastoplastic plate.

We suppose that the boundary dw is partitioned into the union of two disjoint sets 4 and
Y and their common boundary, where v, is such that H!(v4) > 0. We denote by I'. the
portion of the lateral surface of the plate given by I'c := 4 X ( -5, %) On I'. we prescribe
a boundary datum of the form

/ a—1, 0,/
¢ (z) = ( ;03 ) + ( i“*QZOEi’; ) — ¥ 223V () (2.1)
for z = (2',ex3) € Q, where u® € W1 (w;R?), v° € W2 (w) and o > 3.

We assume that every deformation ¢ € W12(Q.; R3) fulfills the multiplicative decompo-

sition

Vo(x) = Fe(x)Fp(z) forae. z € Q.
where F,; € L?*(Q.; M3%3) represents the elastic strain, F,; € L?(2; SL(3)) is the plastic
strain and SL(3) := {F € M3*3 : det F' = 1}. The stored energy associated to a deformation
v and to its elastic and plastic strains can be expressed as follows:

(e, : /Wel Veo(z)Fy 't (x) dz+/ Whara(Fpi(x)) dx
/Wel el ( d$+/ Whara(Fpi(x)) dz, (2.2)

where W, is the elastic energy density and Wjq.q describes hardening.
Properties of the elastic energy
We assume that Wy, : M3*3 — [0, +-00] satisfies

EHl) el(e ?1(M3X3), We, = +00 on M3*3\ M3*3,
(H3) W (RF el(F) for every R € SO(3), F € Mixg,

(H4) Wi (F) 2 cldlst (F;80(3)) for every F € Mixg’,

(H5) [DW(F)FT| < co(We(F) + 1) for every F' € M2
Here c1, ¢y are positive constants, M3 := {F € M**® : det F > 0} and SO(3) := {F €
Mixs : FTF = Id}. We also assume that there exists a symmetric, positive semi-definite
tensor C : M3*3 — M3*3 such that, setting

1
Q(F) = §(CF : F for every F € M>*3,

the quadratic form @ encodes the local behaviour of W,; around the identity, namely

V6 > 0 Jcei(8) > 0 such that VF € B,_,(5(0) there holds |Wy(Id + F) — Q(F)| < §|F|°.

(2.3)
We note that (2.3) implies in particular that
C= D2W (Id) C = 72 (Id) for eve y g, k1€ {1 2 3}
€ 3 17 T T Z’ ) Y ) Y N
! gkl GFUGFM J

As remarked in [13, Section 2], the frame-indifference condition (H3) yields that
Cijrl = Cjit = Cijuy for every i, j,k,1 € {1,2,3}
and
CF =C(symF) for every F € M®*3,

Hence, the quadratic form @) satisfies:

Q(F)=Q(symF) for every F € M3*3
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and by (H4) it is positive definite on symmetric matrices. Therefore, there exist two constants
rc and Rc such that

rc|F|? < Q(F) < Rc|F|* for every F € M2X3 (2.4)

Sym )
and
|CF| < 2Rc|F| for every F € MJ).
Properties of the hardening functional
We assume that the hardening map Wharq : M3*3 — [0, +00] is of the form

Whmd(F) for every F € K,

. (2.5)
400 otherwise.

Whard(F) = {

Here K is a compact set in SL(3) that contains the identity as a relative interior point, and
the map Wharq : M3*3 — [0, +00) fulfills

thd is locally Lipschitz continuous,

thd(ld + F) > c3|F|?  for every F € M3*3, (2.6)

where c3 is a positive constant. We also assume that there exists a positive semi-definite
quadratic form B such that

V6 > 03cx(6) > 0 such that VF € B, (5)(0) there holds [Whara(Id + F) — B(F)| < 6B(F).

(2.7)
In particular, by the hypotheses on K there exists a constant ¢ such that
|F|+|F~'| < cp forevery F € K, (2.8)
|F —Id| > % for every F € SL(3)\ K. (2.9)
Combining (2.6) and (2.7) we deduce also
%3|F|2 < B(F) for every F € M3*3. (2.10)

Dissipation functional
Denote by M?jjxs the set of trace-free symmetric matrices, namely

M3 = {F ¢ MZ53 : tr F = 0}.
Let Hp : M%X3 — [0, +00) be a convex, positively one-homogeneous function such that
ri|F| < Hp(F) < Rg|F| for every F € M3, (2.11)
We define the dissipation potential H : M?*3 — [0, +00] as
. 3x3
ey = {120

For every F' € M3*3, we consider the quantity
1
D(Id, F) = inf{/ H((t)e™ (1) di = e € OH([0,1:M3%), o(0) = Id, o(1) = F}. (212)
0

Note that by the Jacobi’s formula for the derivative of the determinant of a differentiable
matrix-valued map if D(Id, F') < +oo, then F € SL(3).
We define the dissipation distance as the map D : M?*3 x M3*3 — [0, +00], given by
D(Id, o FyY) if Fy € M3¥3 Fy € M3X3
D(Fy, Fy) := d. FoFy ) 1 e ;3’26
+00 if Fy ¢ M7°, Fp € M35,
We note that the map D satisfies the triangle inequality
D(Fy, F») < D(Fy, Fs) + D(F5, F) (2.13)

for every Fi, Fy, Fy € M3,
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Remark 2.1. We remark that there exists a positive constant ¢4 such that
D(F1,Fy) <e¢q forevery Fi, F» € K, (2.14)
D(Id,F) < ¢4|F — Id| for every F € K. (2.15)

Indeed, by the compactness of K and the continuity of the map D on SL(3) x SL(3) (see
[12]), there exists a constant ¢4 such that

D(Fy,Fy) <¢4 forevery Fi, Fs € K. (2.16)
By the previous estimate, (2.15) needs only to be proved in a neighbourhood of the identity.

More precisely, let § > 0 be such that log F' is well defined for F' € K and |F — Id| < 6. If
F € K is such that |F' — Id| > §, by (2.16) we deduce

D(Id,F) < %4|F — Id].
If |F — Id| < 0, taking c(t) = exp(tlog F') in (2.12), inequality (2.11) yields
D(Id,F) < Hp(log F) < Ri|log F| < C|F — Id|
for every F' € K. Collecting the previous estimates we deduce (2.14) and (2.15).

Change of variable and formulation of the problem

As usual in dimension reduction problems we perform a change of variable to formulate the

problem on a domain independent of €. We consider the set €2 := w x (f 1 l) and the map

T 202
e 1 Q — Q¢ given by _
e(x) := (2',ex3) for every z € Q.
To every deformation ¢ € WH2(Q.; R?) satisfying
o(x) = ¢°(x) H*- a.e. onT.

and to every plastic strain F; € LQ(QE, SL(3)) we associate the scaled deformation Y

o1 and the scaled plastic strain P := Fj,; o1°. Denoting by I'y the set 4 x ( 2, 2) the
scaled deformation satisfies the boundary condition
y(z) = ¢°(2',ex3) H>- a.e. on Iy (2.17)
Applying this change of variable to (2.2), the energy functional is now given by
I( P) QOa pl /Wel sy (z))der/ Whard(P(x)) d:C,
Q

where V. y(x) := (81y ‘82y | Osy(x ) for a.e. x € Q.
Denote by A.(¢°) the class of pairs (y©, P¢) € WH2(Q;R3) x L2(Q; SL(3)) such that
(2.17) is satisfied. We associate to each pair (y°, P?) € A.(¢°) the scaled energy given by

Ta (", P7) = Z(y*, P7) +

g2a—2 ’ ca—1

D(P=°, P?) dx, (2.18)
Q
where a > 3 is the same exponent as in (2.1) and P=? is a map in L?(2; SL(3)), which
represents a preexistent plastic strain.

Remark 2.2. We are interested in studying the asymptotic behaviour of sequences of pairs
(y5, P?) € A-(¢°) such that the scaled total energies J¢(y°, P¢) are uniformly bounded.
This, in particular, holds for sequences of (almost) minimizers of

I(y,P)— Qfg'ydl', (219)

whenever the applied forces f¢ are of order €%, with a > 3. In fact by [6, Theorem 2], in
the absence of plastic deformation (P° = Id), the elastic energy on (almost) minimizing
sequences scales like €272, In order to have interaction between the elastic and the plastic
energy at the limit we are lead to rescale also the hardening functional by £2*~2. Finally, the
scaling of the dissipation functional is motivated by its linear growth and by the estimate
(2.15).
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Our choice of the boundary datum is again motivated by [6, Theorem 2|. Indeed, as
remarked in the introduction, the structure of ¢ is compatible with the structure of (almost)
minimizers of (2.19) in absence of plastic deformation, as ¢ — 0F.

3. COMPACTNESS RESULTS AND LIMINF INEQUALITY

In this section we study compactness properties of sequences of pairs in A, (¢°) satisfying
the uniform energy estimate

Ji(y5, P?) < C for every e. (3.1)

To state the compactness results it is useful to introduce the following notation: given
v : Q — R3, we denote by ¢’ :  — R? the map

r._ [ ¥1 )
7 ( P2
and for every n € WH2(Q) we denote by V’'n the vector ( glz ) Analogously, given a
p)
matrix M € M3*3, we use the notation M’ to represent the minor

M o= ( M1 Mo )

Moy Moo

Given a sequence of deformations (y°) C WH2(Q; R?), we consider some associated quan-
tities: the in-plane displacements

uf (') = ! /5 ((ys)’(z/,zg) — z/) drz for a.e. ¥’ € w, (3.2)

Eoz—l 1
-2

the out-of-plane displacements

1 1
v (') = —— /2 y5(2', x3) dxs  for ae. 2’ € w, (3.3)

Eoz—2 1
2

and the first order moments

/

1 3
() = g /,; T3 (ys(:c’,:cg) - ( 5:;3 )) dxs for ae. 2’ € w. (3.4)

2

A key tool to establish compactness of in-plane and out-of-plane displacements is the
following rigidity estimate due to Friesecke, James and Miiller [5, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 3.1. Let U be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R™, n > 2. Then there exists a
constant C(U) with the following property: for every v € WH2(U;R™) there is an associated
rotation R € SO(n) such that

190 — Rl 2wy < OU)|dist(V, SOM) | 2.

Remark 3.2. The constant C'(U) in Theorem 3.1 is invariant by translations and dilations
of U and is uniform for families of sets which are uniform bi-Lipschitz images of a cube.

The rigidity estimate provided in Theorem 3.1 allows us to approximate sequences of
deformations whose distance of the gradient from SO(3) is uniformly bounded, by means of
rotations. More precisely, the following theorem holds true.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that a > 3. Let (y¥) be a sequence of deformations in W12(Q; R3)
satisfying (2.17) and such that

Hdist(ngE,SO(3))HL2(Q;M3X3) < CEail. (35)
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Then, there exists a sequence (R¥) C Who(w; M>*3) such that for every e > 0

Re(2") € SO(3)  for every 2’ € w, (3.6)
IV — B | pagapons, < 0=, (37)
10: R® || p2(wmzxzy < Ce®™2, i =1,2 (3.8)
|R® — Id|| p2(aexs) < Ce* 2. (3.9)

Proof. Arguing as in [6, Theorem 6 and Remark 5] we can construct a sequence of maps
Rf € Whoo(w; M¥3) satisfying (3.6)—(3.8). To complete the proof of the theorem it remains
only to prove (3.9).

To this aim, we preliminarily recall that there exists a neighbourhood U of SO(3) where
the projection II : U — SO(3) onto SO(3) is well defined. By Poincaré inequality, (3.8)

yields
= ][ R* do’
On the other hand, by (3.6) we have
dist2(][ R da', 50(3))52(w) < HRE - ][ R da'

Hence, by (3.10) for & small enough we can define R® := II( f., R da’), which fulfills
L= ][ R* da’

1R — R o noes) < HRE - ][ R da'

< Ce 2, (3.10)
L2 (w;M3x3)

2

L2 (w;M3%3)

< (Ce*2,
L2 (w;M3x3)

< CHRE . ][ R® da’

< Ce®2,

L2 (w;M3%3)

n H][Rfd:c'—Ra
L2 (w;M3%3) w

To prove (3.9) it is now enough to show that
|RE — Id] < Ce*2. (3.11)
To this purpose, we argue as in [7, Section 4.2, Lemma 13]. We consider the sequences
R = (BT R,
g = (R)Ty" =,

i 1
s (2') == / ((5°) (', @3) — 2') dag  for a.e. 2’ € w,

Ea—l

W=

W=

=

1
e (2)) = g / U5 (2, x3) dxs  for ae. 2’ € w,

|
-

N

~ 1 X!
A ~ / /
() = ) /,; SCg(yE(ZL' ,T3) — ( e )) dzxs for a.e. 2’ € w,
2
where the constants ¢® are chosen in such a way that
/ (7°(z) — x) dz = 0.
Q

By [6, Lemma 1 and Corollary 1], there exist & € Wh2(w;R?), © € W22(w) and € €
Wh2(w; R3) such that

@° — @ weakly in Wh?(w;R?), (3.12)
o — o strongly in W2 (w), (3.13)
£ — € weakly in WH2(w; R?). (3.14)
We now write u®, v® and £° in terms of u*, v* and §~€. We have
Eaflus(x/) e x! ~ e Eaflﬁs(x/) Ao e
( g2~ 2v%(z") ) = (R 7Id)( 0 ) h ( ¥ 20% (') ) + i (3.15)
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for a.e. 2’ € w and
() =

By (3.14) there exists a constant C' such that ||€~€HL2(,M;R3) < C for every . Moreover, by
(2.1) and (2.17) there holds

&) = Ea{l /j x3 (qﬁa(x',sxg) — ( ESZB )) drs = ( —1—12V(’)vo(x’) ) H!- a.e. on vy,

2

1

3oz (R® — Id)es + R°€°(z')  for ae. 2’ € w. (3.16)

hence (£9) is uniformly bounded in L?(vy4; R3). Therefore, by (3.16) we deduce
(B — Td)es] < C="28 — REE|| aqp o) < C="7, (3.17)
for every e. Since R® € SO(3), (3.17) implies that
(R — Id)Tes| < Ce*2 (3.18)
for every ¢ and there exists a sequence (Q€) C SO(2) such that
|(R) - Q7| < Ce™. (3.19)
Now, without loss of generality we can assume that
/ ' dH'(z') =0 and / |2/ |2 dH  (z) = ¢ > 0. (3.20)
Ya Ya
By (3.12) and (3.13) we have [|@°||2(,;r2) + [|0°]| £2(r,) < C for every . On the other hand
(2.1) and (2.17) imply that
u(z)) =u’(z') and o°(z') =°(2') H'- ae. on gy,

hence both (uf) and (v¥) are uniformly bounded in L?(v4;R?) and L?(v4), respectively.
Therefore, by (3.15) and (3.19) we deduce

(QF — Id)z' + (R°¢F)'| < Ce™2, (3.21)

The two terms in the left hand side of (3.21) are orthogonal in the sense of L?(v4;R?) by
(3.20), hence (3.21) implies that

1(Q° = Id)a' |2, 2y < O
Since Q° € SO(2), it satisfies
2(Q° — Id)a'|> = |Q° — Id|*|'|* for every ' € 4.
Therefore, applying again (3.20) we obtain
G~ 1P =2 | |G~ IdPle’ P ai (@) < € (3.22)
Ya

Claim (3.11) follows now by collecting (3.17)—(3.19) and (3.22). O

In the remaining of this section we shall establish some compactness results for the dis-
placements defined in (3.2) and (3.3), and we shall prove a liminf inequality both for the
energy functional and the dissipation potential. We first introduce the limit functional.

Let A : M?*2 — M3X3 be the operator given by

Sym

M (F
A(F) = symE N for every F € M2*2,
AM(F) Xa(F) Ns(F

where for every F' € M?*? the triple (A1(F), A\2(F), A3(F)) is the unique solution to the

minimum problem
A1
min Q sym A2 .
Ai€R )\1 )\2 )\3



10 E. DAVOLI

We remark that for every F' € M2*2 A(F) is given by the unique solution to the linear
equation

0 0 M\
CA(F) : ( 0 0 X ) =0 for every Ai, A2, A3 € R. (3.23)
A1 Az A3

This implies, in particular, that A is linear.
We define the quadratic form Qo : M2*2 — [0, +00) as

Q2(F) = Q(A(F)) for every F € M?*2,

By properties of @@, we have that Qo is positive definite on symmetric matrices. We also
define the tensor Co : M?*2 — M3X3, given by

sym
CoF := CA(F) for every F € M?**2. (3.24)

We remark that by (3.23) there holds
CoF : G = CoF ( SngG 8 ) for every F € M2*2, G € M?¥® (3.25)

and
symF 0

1
Q2(F) = §(C2F: ( 0 0 ) for every F € M?*2,
Denoting by A(u°,v°) the set of triples (u,v,p) € WH2(Q;R?) x W2(Q) x L?(Q; M353)
such that

u(z') = u’(z'), wv(z’) =2"2’), and Vu(z') = Vo (z') H' - ae. on g,

we introduce the functionals 7, : A(u®,v%) — [0, +00), given by

To(u,v,p) = /QQQ(symV’u —23(V")?0 —p')dx + /Q B(p)dx + ., Hp(p —p°)dx (3.26)

for a > 3, and
Ts(u,v,p) = / Q2 (symV'u + Vv @ V'v — 23(V')?v — p') da + / B(p) dx
Q Q

+ Hp(p —p°)dz, (3.27)
Q
for every (u,v,p) € A(u®v%). In the expressions of the functionals, p° is a given map in
L2(%; Mngg) that represents the history of the plastic deformations.
Finally, for every sequence (y°) in W12 (; R?) satisfying both (2.17) and (3.5), we intro-
duce the strains
(RE(2))TVey (2) — 1d
ca—1

G*(x) :=

where the maps R® are the pointwise rotations provided by Theorem 3.3.
We are now in a position to state the main result of this section.

for a.e. z € Q, (3.28)

Theorem 3.4. Assume that a > 3. Let (y¢, P%) be a sequence of pairs in A-(¢°) satisfying

I(y¢, P%) < Ce** 2 (3.29)
for every e > 0. Let u®, v¢ and G¢ be defined as in (3.2), (3.3) and (3.28), respectively.
Then, there exists (u,v,p) € A(u®,vY) such that, up to subsequences, there hold

/

ys = ( % ) strongly in W2 (Q; R?), (3.30)
u® —u  weakly in W3 (w; R?), (3.31)
v = strongly in W (w), (3.32)
V/yE

— 2 Vv strongly in L?(;R?), (3.33)

5&—2
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and the following estimate holds true

||§ — 23— 3y EHLQ(Q) < Ce 2, (3.34)
Moreover, there exists G € L?(Q; M3*3) such that
G¢ — G weakly in L*(Q;M>*?), (3.35)
and the 2 x 2 submatriz G' satisfies
G' (2, 23) = Go(2) — 23(V')*0(2))  for a.e. x € 9, (3.36)
where
sym Go = (V'u+(V'u)T2+ Vv ® V') ifo=s. (3.37)
symGop = symV'u  if a > 3. (3.38)
The sequence of plastic strains (P€) fulfills
Pe(x) € K for a.e. x €9, (3.39)
and
| P* — Id|| p2(omzxsy < Ce*™" (3.40)
for every . Moreover, setting 1
p° = %, (3.41)
up to subsequences
p° —p  weakly in L*(;M>*3). (3.42)
Finally,
/QQg(sym G —p')dr + 5 B(p)dx < liggf 625721@5, pPe). (3.43)
If in addition
g /QD(PE’O, Pe)dx < C for everye >0 (3.44)

and there exist a map p° € L*(Q;M%53) and a sequence (p=°) C L2(;M3*3) such that
PO = Jd 4 e 1p=0, with p=° — p° weakly in LQ(Q' M3*3) | then

/ Hp(p —p°) dz < liminf / D(P=°, P?)d (3.45)
e—0 g¢
Proof. We first remark that by (3.29) there holds
/ W}de dx < Ce?~ 2 (3.46)

which, together with (2.5), implies (3.39). On the other hand, combining (2.6) and (3.46)
we deduce

cs|| P* = Id|72(qqsxs) < /QVVth(PE)dx < g2,
which in turn yields (3.40) and (3.42).
Let R € SO(3). By (2.8), (3.39) and (3.41) there holds
Vey® — R? = [Vey® — RP* + 7 RpF|* < 2(|Vey(P9) ™! = RP[P? + 272 p )
< 2%V (P) — RBP4 22
Hence, the growth condition (H4) implies

st (7217, OB Eqaoesy < O [ War (Tt (P) ™) o+ 2257 o)
)

which in turn yields
| dist(Voy®, SO3)) |3 pgoesy < Ce22
by (3.29) and (3.42).
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Due to (2.17), the deformations (y) fulfill the hypotheses of Theorem 3.3. Hence, we
can construct a sequence (R°) in W1°(w; M3*3) satisfying (3.6)—(3.9). Properties (3.30)—
(3.33) and (3.35)—(3.38) follow arguing as in [6, Lemma 1, Corollary 1 and Lemma 2]. The
only difference is due to the fact that compactness is now achieved by using the boundary
condition (2.17), instead of performing a normalization of the deformations y°. Moreover
the limit in-plane and out-of-plane displacements satisfy u = u°, v = v° and V/v = V/2°
H!- a.e. on vy

By Poincaré inequality and the definition of v¢, there holds
o

‘ B e — €a73vs
9 9

L2 ()

hence (3.34) is a consequence of (3.7) and (3.9).

Inequality (3.45) follows by adapting [13, Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5].

The proof of (3.43) is based on an adaptation of [13, Proof of Lemma 3.3]: we give a
sketch for convenience of the reader. Fix 6 > 0, let O, be the set

O: = {z: e Hp*(x)| < cn(0)}
and let x. be its characteristic function. By (3.42) and by Chebyshev’s inequality there holds
L3(Q\0.) < Ce*2,
hence by (2.7) and (3.29), we deduce

1 19
- > T B c > (1_ 3
hlan_,%lf a2 /Q Whara(P?) dz > hran_}élf(l J) /Q B(p®)xedx > (1 —9) /Q B(p)dx. (3.47)
To prove the liminf inequality for the elastic energy, we introduce the auxiliary tensors

(Ps)—l _ Id—l—{;‘a_lpa

L2(Q)’

we = g — Ea_l(Pa)_l(pE)Q. (348)
By (2.8) and (3.39), there exists a constant C' such that
e pf|| oo (umzxa)y < C (3.49)
and
e Jw® || oo (umaaxsy < C (3.50)

for every e. Furthermore, by (3.42),

“=1 for every e.

||’LUE||L1(Q;M3><3) S Ce
By the two previous estimates it follows that (w?) is uniformly bounded in L?(Q; M?3*?) and
w® — 0 weakly in L?(Q; M**?). (3.51)

For every € we consider the map

Fe = %((Id +e71Go)(Pe) T — 1d).
By the frame-indifference hypothesis (H3) there holds

Wea(Vey (P71 = Wy (Id + e FF).
On the other hand,

F® =G 4w —p° 4+ 271G (w® — p).
Combining (3.35), (3.42) and (3.49)—(3.51) we deduce

F® —~ G —p weakly in L?(Q; M>*3).
Therefore, by (2.3) and arguing as in the proof of (3.47) we conclude that

/ Q2(sym G’ —p')dx < / Q(symG — p) dx
Q Q

1
< liminf ——
— TeL0 g2a-2

/QWel(VsyE(PE)_l) da. (3.52)
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Collecting (3.47) and (3.52), we obtain (3.43). O

4. CONSTRUCTION OF THE RECOVERY SEQUENCE
In this section, under some additional hypotheses on the sequence (p*°) and on 74, we
prove that the lower bound obtained in Theorem 3.4 is optimal by exhibiting a recovery

sequence.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that a > 3 and 4 is a finite union of disjoint (nontrivial) closed
intervals (i.e., mazimally connected sets) in Ow. Let p° € L>®(Q; M) be such that there
exists a sequence (p°) C LOO(Q;M%X?’) satisfying
HPE’OHLDO(Q%M%XS) < C for everye, (4.1)
p=0 = p¥  strongly in Ll(Q;M%XB). (4.2)
Assume also that for every e the map P%° := Id + e* 1p=0 satisfies det P5° = 1. Let

(u,v,p) € A(u®,v°). Then, there exists a sequence (y=, P¢) € A.(¢°) such that, defining
u®,v® and p® as in (3.2), (3.3) and (3.41), we have

/

Y- — ( % ) strongly in W2(Q; R?), (4.3)
u® —u  strongly in Wh?(w; R?), (4.4)
v = v strongly in W2 (w), (4.5
p° —p  strongly in L*(Q;M>*3), (4.6)
Moreover,
lim T3 (y", P7) = Jalu, v,p), (4.7)

where JE and Ty, are the functionals introduced in (2.18), (3.26) and (3.27).

Proof. For the sake of simplicity we divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1

Let (u,v,p) € A(u®,v"). We first remark that by a standard approximation argument we
may assume that p € C2°(Q; M%X3). Moreover, we claim that we can always reduce to the
case where u € W1 (w;R?) and v € W?°(w). That is, we can approximate the pair
(u,v) in the sense of (4.4)—(4.5) by a sequence of pairs (u*,v?) in W (w; R?) x W2 (w)
satisfying the same boundary conditions as (u,v) on 74, and such that, for a > 3,

lim / Q- (symV'u”\ —x3(V")20* — p’) dx
Q

A—+o0
- / Q- (symV’u —x3(V")?v — p’) dr, (4.8)
Q
whereas for a = 3

1
lim / Q2 (symV'u)‘ + 5V'U’\ ® V/v* — $3(V/)2U/\ - PI) dx
Q

A— 400
1
- / Q- (symV’u + §V”U ® V' — x3(V') v — p’) d. (4.9)
Q
By the hypotheses on 74, we may apply [5, Proposition A.2], and for every A > 0 we
construct a pair (u*,v?) € WH*°(w; R?) x W2°°(w), such that (u*,v*, p) € A(u®,v°),
[[uMlwrce (wirz) + [0 [wzoe () < CA, (4.10)
and setting
Wt = {2’ € w:uMa) # u(z’) or v*2') £ v(2)},
there holds
lim A £%(wt) =0. (4.11)

A— 400
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Now, by (4.10) we obtain
HUA - U’HWLZ(UJ;]RQ) < C(||u/\ - u||L2(w>\;R2) + HV’U’\ - vlulle(wx;M2x2))
1
= C(HU’HLQ(w)‘;RZ) + Hv/u”LQ(w)‘;MQXZ) + )‘(‘62(‘*})\)) 2)
and, analogously
[0* = vllwz2(wrzy < C([0llL2) + IV 0l L2 gy + (V) 0]l L2wraazxzy + A(L2(@2)) 7).
Hence, by (4.11) we deduce

u* = u  strongly in W2 (w; R?) (4.12)
and
v = v strongly in W% (w), (4.13)
as A — +oo. Therefore, in particular
Vv — Vv strongly in LP(w; R?) for every p € [2, 4+00). (4.14)
By (4.12), (4.13) and (4.14) we obtain (4.8) and (4.9).
Step 2

To complete the proof of the theorem we shall prove that for every triple (u, v, p) € A(u®,v),
with u € Wh(w;R?),v € W3 (w) and p € C(Q;M%?) we can construct a sequence
(y°, P?) € A(¢7) satisfying (4.3)—(4.7).

To this purpose, consider the functions

1 _
p) and p°:= g (exp(e“~1p) — Id).

Since p € C°(Q;M3®), it is immediate to see that det P¢(z) = 1 for every e and for all
x € €. Moreover, there exists €9 > 0 such that

a—1

P® :=exp(e

Pe(z) € K for every z € Q and for all 0 < ¢ < g,

and there holds
p° — p uniformly in £,
which in turn implies (4.6). Furthermore,
| P* — Id|| oo (@mzxsy < Ce® 1,
and by (2.7), for every 0 > 0 there exists €5 such that if 0 < e < g5 there holds

— Q/thd dx—/B(pa)dx‘ Sé/Bpa)dac
5 Q Q

y (4.6) we deduce that

lim —— /Whard dz*/B(p) dx. (4.15)
Q

e—0 520‘ 2

To study the dissipation potential, we first remark that by (4.1), for € small enough, there
holds
exp(e®1p=0(2))(P=°) " (z) € K for every € Q. (4.16)
Hence, by (2.13) and (2.15) the following estimate holds true:

/D PEO exp( a— lpa‘O))d

/ D(P=°, P9)dx <
Q

Eafl co— 1

1
+ T D(exp(e**p=0), exp(e*'p)) dx
e* " Ja

IN

[ el 0P <t o
Q

Ea—l

1 _
= [ DUdexpe (= 57) do
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By the positive homogeneity of Hp and taking c(t) = exp(e*~1(p — p=°)t) in (2.12), we
obtain

1
[ P - W) de < [ Holp 1) d.
Q Q
On the other hand, by (4.1) there holds

|exp(e*~1p=0)(P=0) ™ — Id| dx < cK/ lexp(e®™1p=0) — Id — 27 1p=0| da < Ce®*72,
Q Q

Collecting the previous estimates we deduce

EOhl/D(PE’O,PE)da:g/HD(p—p‘g’o)dgc—i—CEa_l,
Q Q

which in turn, by (4.2), yields

’ ,Pa)da:g/HD(p—pO)dx. (4.17)
Q

e—=0

Let d € C°(Q;R3) and consider the deformations
2! a1/ w(x') —x3V'v(a o 0 o [
)= (2 )ret (M TRV Y e (0 Y e [ ds

EX3

1
2

for every x € Q. It is immediate to see that the sequence (y°) fulfills both (2.17) and (4.3).

We note that
u®(z") )+ e / / d'(z',s)dsdxs
1 1
273

3 [
ve(2") = v(a') + 52/ / ds(2',s)ds dxs

for every 2/ € w, hence both (4.4) and (4.5) hold true. To complete the proof of the theorem,
it remains to show that for o > 3

lim —— / We(Veys (P) ™) da = /Q Q(sym( Viu— %3(V')2v ’d) fp) dx, (4.18)

and

e—0 520‘ 2

and for a = 3,

1
lim &_20‘—_2/ Wel(vgyE(PE)il)dl'
Q

e—0

B Viu+ 3V'0o @ Vv —23(V')?v d
- /QQ(Sym( 0 ds + |V'v|? ) *p) d.

(4.19)
Indeed, if (4.18) holds, then by a standard approximation argument we may assume that

Qsym( T

Analogously, if (4.19) holds we may assume that

V'u+ ivo @ Vv —23(V')2v d
Q(Sym( 2 0 dy + @ ) —P)

1
= Q> (sym V'u+ §V’v @ Vv —a3(V')*v — p/).

d) —p) = Q2 (sym V'u — 23(V')*v — p').

In both cases by (4.15), (4.17), and Theorem 3.4, we obtain (4.7).
To prove (4.18) and (4.19) we first note that

Viu = z3(V')* d) +5“*2( ( 0 . Vv ) +0(=%).

g __ a—1
Veys =1Id+e ( : T 0
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Hence, in particular, det(V.y) > 0 for € small enough. On the other hand, by the frame-
indifference hypothesis (H3), there holds

We(Vey (P5)™h) = Wel( (VayE)TVaya(Pa)‘l) a.e. in Q.

)

A direct computation yields

Iy N2
(Veys)TVeye = Id + Eo‘flsym( Viu = z5(V')7

0
g2t VeV 0 a1
e AR T Ca)
and
Wer (Vey® (P)™) = Wy (Id +e* "My +0(s*7"))  ae. in Q,
where
Ly \2
sym(vu z3(V)*v d)—p if a > 3,
M, = 0
“ Sym( V'u+ iV @ Vv — 25(V')?v ’ d )—p a3
0 ds + —|V2U| -

Fix d > 0. For every a > 3 we have M, € L>(Q; M3*3), therefore for ¢ small enough
||(€°Y_1MCY + O(Ea_l)HLco(Q;MSXS) < ce(0).
By (2.3), we deduce

: P< -1 O(EQQ_Q)
lim sup 2a—2 Wel sy ) )d:L' - Q(Ma) dx — ﬁ’ <4 Q(M
e—=0 € @ Q

Claims (4.18) and (4.19) follow now by lettmg J tend to zero. O

5. CONVERGENCE OF MINIMIZERS AND CHARACTERIZATION OF THE LIMIT FUNCTIONAL

In this section we deduce convergence of almost minimizers of the three-dimensional
energies to minimizers of the limit functional and we show some examples where a charac-
terization of the limit functional can be provided in terms of two-dimensional quantities.

The compactness and liminf inequalities proved in Theorem 3.4 and the limsup inequality
deduced in Theorem 4.1 allow us to obtain the main result of the paper:

Theorem 5.1. Assume that « > 3 and 4 is a finite union of disjoint (nontrivial) closed
intervals in the relative topology of Ow. Let p° € L°°(Q;M%X3) be such that there exists a
sequence (p=°) C L>(Q; M53) satisfying
0
19 oo (g < €
0 0 110 \V3X3

p=" = p° strongly in L' (S M57).

Assume also that for every e the map P®° := Id 4+ e“~'p° satisfies det P=° =1 a.e. in .

Let ¢° be defined as in (2.1) and let JE and T, be the functionals given by (2.18), (3.26)
and (3.27). For every e > 0, let (y°, P%) € A.(¢°) be such that

TS, Py~ inf Ty, P) < s, 5.1
(y=, P7) e (y, P) < s: (5.1)

where s. — 07 as e — 0. Finally, let u®, v¢ and p® be the displacements and scaled plastic
strain introduced in (3.2), (3.3) and (3.41). Then, there exists a triple (u,v,p) € A(u®,v?)
such that, up to subsequences, there holds

u® —u  strongly in W2 (w; R?), (5.2)

v® = v strongly in W2 (w),

p° — p  strongly in L*(Q;M>*3),
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Moreover, (u,v,p) is a minimizer of Jo and
lim J; (y°, P°) = Ja(u,v,p). (5.5)
e—0

Proof. By Theorems 3.4 and 4.1 and by standard arguments in I'-convergence we deduce
(5.3), we show that

u® — v weakly in W2 (w;R?),

p° —p weakly in L?(€; M3*3),

where (u,v,p) € A(u®,vY) is a minimizer of J,, and we prove (5.5). Strong convergence of
u® and p° follows by (5.5) and by adaptating [4, Corollaries 5.2 and 5.3]. O

We remark that the limit plastic strain p depends nontrivially on the z3 variable. There-
fore, the limit functionals J, cannot, in general, be expressed in terms of two-dimensional
quantities only. A characterization of the functionals in terms of the zeroth and first or-
der moments of p can be obtained arguing as follows. Denote by p,p € LQ(w;M%Xg) and
pL € L?(Q;M%3) the following orthogonal components (in the sense of L2(Q; M%®)) of the
plastic strain p:

3 3
p(a') = / ) p(a' x3)drs, p(a’) = 12/ ) x3p(x’, x3) dws  for ae. 2’ € w,
2 2
and
pi(z) = p(x) — p(a') —x3p(2’) for a.e. z € Q.
Then the functionals 7, can be written in terms of p,p,p1 as

Tty 0, p) /stymw 7)o’ + = /Q2 2o + ') do’

+ [ @i+ [ Bo)w + 5 [ Bo)a

+/B(m)dfc+/HD(p*pO)d$,
9] Q
for a > 3, and

T3 (u, v, p) Q2(symV'u+ Vv @ Vv — §') da’

+

Q2((V")?v + p') da’ +/Q2pL dm—i—/B( p) dx’

+

A
o

B(p) dx’ +/B(pL)dx+/HD(p—p0)dx,
Q Q

for every (u,v,p) € A(u®,v°).
Under additional hypothesis on the boundary data and the preexistent limit plastic strain
p°, some two-dimensional characterizations of the limit model can be deduced in the case

« > 3. To this purpose, we introduce the reduced functionals

To(u, p) = / Q2 (symV'u — p') dx’ +/ B(p) dz’ +/ Hp(p—p°)da’ (5.6)

w

for every (u,p) € Wh2(w;R?) x L?(w; M5?) such that u = u® H' - a.e. on 74, and
Iatw) = [ @V Pori)ad [ By + [ Ho-iar, ()
for every (v,p) € W2(w) x L?(w; M3,®) such that v = v° and V'v = V' H! - a.e. on v,.

We first show an example where 7, reduces to J,, that is the limit model depends just
on the in-plane displacement and the zeroth moment of the plastic strain.
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Theorem 5.2. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 5.1, if o > 3, p° = p°, with p° €
L°°(w;M‘°bX3), and v° = 0 then, denoting by p the zeroth moment of the limit plastic strain
p, the pair (u,p) is a minimizer of Jo, and

lim J£(y°, P?) = Ja(u,p).
e—0
Proof. By Jensen inequality,
[ Ho 1) do> [ Hop -5 as'
Q w

hence there holds
ja(uavap)z a(u’ﬁ)'
On the other hand, by setting

P? :=exp (> 'p)

g = ( gxl’g )+€a—1( g ) —l—sa/zfd(x',s)ds,
T2

with d € C2°(Q;R?), then (j°, P?) € A(¢°) and an adaptation of Theorem 4.1 yields
: £(~E DE\ _ 7T =
gl_%ja(y 7P )*ja(uvp)'

and

By combining the previous remarks we have
> 7 5) = i a~spa>1- € (yE. PE).
Ja(u,v,p) 2 Ja(u,p) = lim T3 (57, P7) = lim T (y*, PF)
The conclusion follows now by Theorem 5.1. 0

We conclude this section by providing an example where, if Hp is homogeneous of degree
one, the I'-limit 7, reduces to J,, that is the limit model depends just on the out-of-plane
displacement and the first order moment of the plastic strain.

Theorem 5.3. Assume the function Hp to be homogeneous of degree one, i.e.,
Hp(\) = |\|Hp(€)  for every A € R, & € M3*3, (5.8)
Under the hypothesis of Theorem 5.1, if a > 3, p° = x3p°, with p° € Loo(w;MngB), and
u® = 0 then, denoting by p the first order moment of the limit plastic strain p, the pair (v,p)
s a minimizer of ja and
1 -

: €(, € DEY _ N

;E}%)ja(y aP )* 12ja(vvp)
Proof. By Jensen inequality and (5.8) we deduce,

[ o= do > [ sl oo~ ) de = | Holoap — ap)do > 35 [ Hop - 5)ds'
Q Q Q w
which in turn implies

joz(uavap) Z %ja(v’ﬁ)'

On the other hand, by setting

P? = exp (€2 ta3p)

and
T3

/ /
P (Z) e ) () e [

1
2
with d € C2°(2;R?), an adaptation of Theorem 4.1 yields

~ 1 4
: €(~E ey _ ~
lim T3 (5%, P°) = 75Ja(v, p).

The conclusion follows now arguing as in the proof of Theorem 5.2. O



LINEARIZED PLASTIC PLATE MODELS DERIVED VIA I'-CONVERGENCE 19

Acknowledgements. I warmly thank Maria Giovanna Mora for having proposed to me the
study of this problem and for many helpful and stimulating discussions and suggestions.
This work was partially supported by MIUR under PRIN 2008.

REFERENCES

[1] E. Acerbi, G. Buttazzo, D. Percivale, A variational definition for the strain energy of an elastic string,
J. Elasticity 25 (1991), 137-148.
[2] A. Bertram, An alternative approach to finite plasticity based on material isomorphisms, Int. J. Plas-
ticity 15 (1999), 353-374.
[3] C. Carstensen, K. Hackl, A. Mielke, Non-convex potentials and microstructures in finite-strain plasticity.
R. Soc. Lond. Proc. Ser. A Math. Phys. Eng. Sci. 458 (2002), 299-317.
[4] E. Davoli, Quasistatic evolution models for thin plates arising as low energy I'-limits of finite plasticity,
Preprint SISSA 2012, Trieste.
[5] G. Friesecke, R.D. James, S. Miiller, A theorem on geometric rigidity and the derivation of nonlinear
plate theory from three-dimensional elasticity, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 55 (2002), 1461-1506.
[6] G. Friesecke, R.D. James, S. Miiller, A hierarchy of plate models derived from nonlinear elasticity by
Gamma-convergence, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 180 (2006), 183-236.
[7] M. Lecumberry, S. Miiller, Stability of slender bodies under compression and validity of the Von Kdrmén
theory, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 193 (2009), 255-310.
[8] H. Le Dret, A. Raoult, The nonlinear membrane model as variational limit of nonlinear three-
dimensional elasticity, J. Math. Pures Appl. 74 (1995), 549-578.
[9] E.H. Lee, Elastic-plastic deformation at finite strains, J. Appl. Mech. 36 (1969), 1-6.
[10] J. Mandel, Equations constitutive et directeur dans les milieux plastiques et viscoplastique, Int. J. Sol.
Struct. 9 (1973), 725-740.
[11] A. Mielke, Energetic formulation of multiplicative elasto-plasticity using dissipation distances, Contin.
Mech. Thermodyn. 15 (2003), 351-382.
[12] A. Mielke, Finite elastoplasticity, Lie groups and geodesics on SL(d), Geometry, Dynamics, and Me-
chanics, 61-90, Springer, New York, 2002.
[13] A. Mielke, U. Stefanelli, Linearized plasticity is the evolutionary Gamma-limit of finite plasticity, J.
Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), to appear.

(E. Davoli) SCUOLA INTERNAZIONALE SUPERIORE DI STUDI AVANZATI, VIA BONOMEA 265, 34136 TRIESTE
(ITALY); CURRENT ADDRESS: DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, CARNEGIE-MELLON UNIVERSITY,
PirrsBUrRGH, PA, USA

E-mail address: davoli@sissa.it; edavoli@andrew.cmu.edu



