
PROJECTION SCHEME FOR A PERFECT PLASTICITY MODEL

WITH A TIME-DEPENDENT CONSTRAINT SET
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Abstract. This paper introduces a new numerical scheme for a system that includes
evolution equations describing a perfect plasticity model with a time-dependent yield
surface. We demonstrate that the solution to the proposed scheme is stable under
suitable norms. Moreover, the stability leads to the existence of an exact solution,
and we also prove that the solution to the proposed scheme converges strongly to the
exact solution under suitable norms.

1. Introduction

When a force is applied to materials like metals, they undergo elastic deformation
and then shift to plastic deformation. This behavior is described by a relation between
stress and strain. In engineering, the following simple model of perfect plasticity is often
used [11]:

σ = C(E(u)− εp),
∂εp
∂t

∈ ∂IK(σ), (1.1)

where σ ∈ Sd (2 ≤ d ∈ N) is the stress, Sd is the space of symmetric matrices of order
d, C = (Cijkl)i,j,k,l is the fourth-order elasticity tensor, u ∈ Rd is the displacement,

E(u) := (∇u+(∇u)T)/2 ∈ Sd is the strain, εp ∈ Sd is the plastic part of E(u), K ⊂ Sd is a
given closed convex set, IK is the indicator function on K, and ∂IK is the subdifferential
of IK . The set K is called the constraint set, and the boundary of K is known as the
yield surface. In this paper, we consider the von Mises yield surface (yield criterion)
[11]:

K := K̃ − p, K̃ := {τ ∈ Sd : |τD| ≤ g},

where τD := τ − ((tr τ)/d)Ed is the deviatoric part of τ , | · | is the Frobenius norm for
matrices, Ed is the identity matrix of size d, and p ∈ Sd and g ∈ R are given. This
paper adopts the settings of [1], where g depends on time (and space) (cf. [5, 21]). See
Definition 2.1 for the details of K and g. The equation (1.1) is closely related to the
Moreau sweeping process [19, 20]. The Moreau sweeping process is a problem of finding
σ : [0, T ] → H in a real Hilbert space H with T > 0, where K(t) is a time-dependent
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closed convex constraint, and

dσ

dt
∈ −∂IK(σ) in H

is satisfied. This problem, modeling dynamic behavior under time-dependent con-
straints, has been studied in various scenarios by numerous researchers (refer to [8,
13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 21, 22, 23, 33]).

1.1. Problem. Let T > 0, and consider a bounded Lipschitz domain Ω in Rd. We
assume the existence of two subsets Γ1 and Γ2 of the boundary Γ := ∂Ω, with |Γ1| > 0
and Γ2 = Γ \ Γ1. Here, |Γ1| denotes the (d − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of Γ1.
In this paper, we focus on a problem incorporating Kelvin–Voigt viscosity, aiming to
find the displacement u : [0, T ]× Ω → Rd and stress σst : [0, T ]× Ω → Sd that satisfy

ρ
∂2u

∂t2
= div σst + f in (0, T )× Ω,

σst = νE
(
∂u

∂t

)
+ σ in (0, T )× Ω,

σ = C(E(u)− εp) in (0, T )× Ω,

∂εp
∂t

∈ ∂IK(σ) in (0, T )× Ω,

u = ub on (0, T )× Γ1,

σstn = tb on (0, T )× Γ2,

u(0, ·) = u0 in Ω,

∂u

∂t
(0, ·) = v0 in Ω,

σ(0, ·) = σ0 in Ω,

(1.2)

where ρ > 0 is the density, ν > 0 is the viscosity coefficient, εp : (0, T )× Ω → Sd is the

plastic part of E(u), f : (0, T ) × Ω → Rd is the external force, vb : (0, T ) × Γ1 → Rd

and σb : (0, T )× Γ2 → Rd are the boundary values, (u0, v0, σ0) ∈ Rd × Rd × Sd are the
initial values with σ0 ∈ K(0), and are given. Additionally, n represents the outward
unit normal vector to the boundary Γ.

The first equation in (1.2) represents the motion equation, while the second, third,
and fourth equations correspond to a rheological model depicted in Figure 1, which
addresses small deformations. Equations five and six define boundary conditions on
Γ1 and Γ2, respectively, while the seventh, eighth, and ninth equations set the initial
conditions. The model depicted in Figure 1 is used in engineering fields. It finds
applications in areas such as construction materials [29], concrete flow analysis [27], and
concrete slump testing [26].

In subsequent discussions, we simplify by assuming ρ = 1 and Cijkl = (δikδjl +
δilδjk)/2, where δij is the Kronecker delta. By defining v := ∂u/∂t, obtaining v also

yields u(t, x) = u0(x) +
∫ t
0 v(s, x)ds. Thus, solving the following problem suffices:
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Figure 1. A schematic of the rheological model, showing Kelvin-Voigt
and perfectly plastic elements arranged in parallel, used to derive the
second, third, and fourth equations of (1.2).

Problem 1.1. Find v : [0, T ]× Ω → Rd and σ : [0, T ]× Ω → Sd that satisfy:

∂v

∂t
= ν div E(v) + div σ + f in (0, T )× Ω,

∂σ

∂t
∈ E(v) + h− ∂IK(σ) in (0, T )× Ω,

v = 0 on (0, T )× Γ1,

(νE(v) + σ)n = 0 on (0, T )× Γ2,

v(0, ·) = v0 in Ω,

σ(0, ·) = σ0 in Ω,

(1.3)

where h : (0, T ) × Ω → Sd is a function arising from converting non-homogeneous
boundary conditions to homogeneous ones.

The problem with time-dependent threshold functions was proposed in [1]. For cases
without time-dependent threshold functions, similar challenges incorporating heat trans-
fer are addressed in [16] (cf. [3, 4, 10, 24, 2, 25]). In general, for solving elastoplastic
problems numerically, it is necessary to employ nonlinear problem-solving algorithms,
such as the Newton–Raphson method [30]. The scheme proposed in [4] also employs
the semismooth Newton method.

In this paper, we propose a new numerical scheme for Problem 1.1. The proposed
scheme is stable under suitable norms regardless of the time step size and allows us
to solve without the use of nonlinear problem-solving algorithms. The solutions of the
proposed scheme satisfy the yield criterion for each time step. Furthermore, using this
stability, we can show the existence of an exact solution (in the sense of Definition 2.1).
While spatial continuity and a positive lower bound of g are assumed due to technical
reasons for obtaining a well-posedness of Problem 1.1 in [1], we obtain the existence
and uniqueness of the solution of Problem 1.1 without these assumptions. Additionally,
we also show that the solutions of the proposed scheme strongly converge to the exact
solutions under suitable norms.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 defines the notation and the solutions to
Problem 1.1. In Section 3, we discretize Problem 1.1 in the time direction and discuss
the challenges of naively solving it either explicitly or implicitly, before introducing our
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proposed scheme. The main results are compiled in Section 4. Proofs of the main results
are detailed in Section 5. Finally, Section 6 contains our conclusions.

2. Notations and definition of a solution of Problem 1.1

2.1. Notations. For a Banach space X, the dual pairing between X and the dual
space X∗ is denoted by ⟨·, ·⟩X∗,X , and we simply write L2(X), L∞(X), and H1(X)
as L2(0, T ;X), L∞(0, T ;X), and H1(0, T ;X), respectively. We say that a function
u : [0, T ] → X is weakly continuous if, for all f ∈ X∗, the function defined by [0, T ] ∋ t 7→
⟨f, u(t)⟩X∗,X ∈ R is continuous. We denote by C0([0, T ];Xw) the set of functions defined

on [0, T ] with values in X which are weakly continuous. For two sequences (xk)
N
k=0 and

(yk)
N
k=1 in X, we define a piecewise linear interpolant x̂∆t ∈ W 1,∞(0, T ;X) of (xk)

N
k=0

and a piecewise constant interpolant ȳ∆t ∈ L∞(0, T ;X) of (yk)
N
k=1, respectively, by

x̂∆t(t) := xk−1 +
t− tk−1

∆t
(xk − xk−1) for t ∈ [tk−1, tk] and k = 1, 2, . . . , N,

ȳ∆t(t) := yk for t ∈ (tk−1, tk] and k = 1, 2, . . . , N.

We define a backward difference operator by

D∆txk :=
xk − xk−1

∆t
, D∆tyl :=

yl − yl−1

∆t

for k = 1, 2, . . . , N and l = 2, 3, . . . , N . Then, the sequence (D∆tx)k := D∆txk satisfies
∂x̂∆t
∂t = (D∆tx)∆t on (tk−1, tk) for all k = 1, 2, . . . , N .

2.2. Definition of a solution of Problem 1.1. We define the function spaces H :=
L2(Ω;Rd), H := L2(Ω;Sd), V := {φ ∈ H1(Ω;Rd) : φ = 0 on Γ1}, and let V ∗ be the dual
space of V . The solution to Problem 1.1 is defined by using the following variational
inequality:

Definition 2.1. Given ν > 0, v0 ∈ H, σ0 ∈ H, f ∈ L2(0, T ;V ∗), h ∈ L2(0, T ;H),
p ∈ H1(0, T ;H), g ∈ H1(0, T ;L2(Ω)), and assume that for almost every t ∈ [0, T ] and
almost every x ∈ Ω, g(t, x) ≥ 0. We call the pair (v, σ) ∈ (H1(0, T ;V ∗)∩L2(0, T ;V ))×
H1(0, T ;H) a solution to Problem 1.1 if: v(0) = v0, σ(0) = σ0 and for all t ∈ [0, T ],

σ(t) ∈ K(t)

is satisfied, and for almost every t ∈ (0, T ) and all φ ∈ V and τ ∈ K(t)
〈
dv

dt
(t), φ

〉
V ∗,V

+ ν(E(v(t)), E(φ))H + (σ(t), E(φ))H = ⟨f(t), φ⟩V ∗,V ,(
dσ

dt
(t)− E(v(t)), σ(t)− τ

)
H

≤ (h(t), σ(t)− τ)H

(2.1)

holds. Here, K(t) is a time-dependent function space defined as:

K(t) := K̃(t)− p(t), K̃(t) :=
{
τ ∈ H : |τD| ≤ g(t) a.e. in Ω

}
.

The discussions in [1] focus on solvability and parameter dependency in Problem 1.1,
with the following proven results:
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Theorem 2.2 ([1]). Under the following three conditions, there exists a unique solution
to Problem 1.1.

(A1) f ∈ L2(0, T ;H),
(A2) g ∈ H1(0, T ;C(Ω)),
(A3) there exists a constant C > 0 such that

0 < C ≤ g(t, x) for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω.

3. Numerical scheme

3.1. Time discretization. We consider numerical methods for solving Problem 1.1.
Let ∆t = T/N (N ∈ N) and let

fn :=
1

∆t

∫ tn

tn−1

fdt, hn :=
1

∆t

∫ tn

tn−1

hdt, pn := p(tn), gn := g(tn), Kn := K(tn)

for all n = 1, 2, . . . , N , where tn = n∆t. Formally discretizing Problem 1.1 implicitly
yields the following.

(
vn − vn−1

∆t
, φ

)
H

+ ν(E(vn), E(φ))H + (σn, E(φ))H = ⟨fn, φ⟩V ∗,V ,

σn + pn = Pgn(σn−1 +∆t(E(vn) + hn) + pn) in H,

(3.1)

for all φ ∈ V , where PR : Sd → Sd is defined for A ∈ Sd,

PR(A) :=


trA

d
Ed +RΦ

(
AD

R

)
if R > 0,

trA

d
Ed if R = 0.

Φ(A) :=


A if |A| ≤ 1,

A

|A|
if |A| > 1.

Here, we remark that the second equation of (3.1) is equivalent to(
σn − σn−1

∆t
− E(vn), σn − τ

)
H

≤ (hn, σn − τ)H for all τ ∈ Kn. (3.2)

See Theorem A.4 for the equivalence of (3.2) and the second equation of (3.1).

To solve (3.1), it is necessary to use nonlinear problem-solving algorithms, such as
the Newton–Raphson method or the semismooth Newton method, at each step to solve
the nonlinear problem [30, 4]. While it is possible to treat the third term of (3.1)
as (σn−1, E(φ))H explicitly, this leads to conditional stability and necessitates taking
sufficiently small time steps.
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3.2. Proposed scheme. We consider the following numerical scheme: Find vn ∈ V
and σ∗

n, σn ∈ H such that for all φ ∈ V

(
vn − vn−1

∆t
, φ

)
H

+ ν(E(vn), E(φ))H + (σ∗
n, E(φ))H = ⟨fn, φ⟩V ∗,V ,

σ∗
n − σn−1

∆t
= E(vn) + hn in H,

σn + pn = Pgn(σ
∗
n + pn) in H.

(3.3)

The first and second equations correspond to the discretization of the first and second
equations of (1.3), with the −∂IK(σ) term removed. Since σ∗

n /∈ Kn in general, the
third equation involves projecting σ∗

n onto the closed convex set Kn to obtain σn ∈
Kn. This strategy is similar to the projection method used in numerical methods for
incompressible viscous flow. In the projection method [9, 31], the velocity is solved
without imposing the incompressibility condition, and then projected onto a divergence-
free space to meet the incompressibility condition. As a projection method-like approach
for hypo-elastoplastic problems, there is [28], but this also involves projecting onto a
linear space, similar to the projection method.

4. Main results

Theorem 4.1. (i) There exists a constant c1 > 0 independent of ∆t such that for all
∆t ≤ 1, ∥∥∥∥dv̂∆t

dt

∥∥∥∥2
L2(V ∗)

+ ∥v̄∆t∥2L∞(H) + ∥v̄∆t∥2L2(V ) +
1

∆t
∥v̂∆t − v̄∆t∥2L2(H)

+ ∥σ̄∗
∆t∥2L∞(H) + ∥σ̄∆t∥2L∞(H) +

1

∆t
∥σ̄∆t − σ̄∗

∆t∥2L2(H)

≤ c1

(
∥v0∥2H + ∥σ0∥2H + ∥f∥2L2(V ∗) + ∥p∥2H1(H) + ∥h∥2L2(H)

)
.

In particular, (∥v̂∆t∥H1(V ∗))0<∆t<1, (∥v̄∆t∥L∞(H))0<∆t<1, (∥v̄∆t∥L2(V ))0<∆t<1,
(∥σ̄∗

∆t∥L∞(H))0<∆t<1, and (∥σ̄∆t∥L∞(H))0<∆t<1 are bounded and ∥v̂∆t − v̄∆t∥L2(H) and
∥σ̄∆t − σ̄∗

∆t∥L2(H) converge to 0 as ∆t → 0.

(ii) There exists a constant c2 > 0 independent of ∆t such that for all ∆t ≤ 1,

∥σ̂∆t∥H1(H) ≤c2(∥v0∥H + ∥σ0∥H + ∥f∥L2(V ∗) + ∥p∥H1(H) + ∥h∥L2(H) + ∥g∥H1(L2(Ω))).

In particular, (σ̂∆t)0<∆t<1 is bounded in H1(H).

Remark 4.2. If g is not in H1(L2(Ω)) but in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)), we can show that the
sequence (σ̂∆t)0<∆t<1 is equicontinuous.

From the boundedness obtained in Theorem 4.1, we obtain that the sequences
(v̂∆t)0<∆t<1, (v̄∆t)0<∆t<1, (σ̄

∗
∆t)0<∆t<1, (σ̄∆t)0<∆t<1, and (σ̂∆t)0<∆t<1 have subsequences

that converge weakly. Since the resulting limit (v, σ) is a solution to Problem 1.1, the
following theorem can be established without assumptions (A1), (A2), and (A3) of
Theorem 2.2.
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Theorem 4.3. For all ν > 0, f ∈ L2(V ∗), p ∈ H1(H), v0 ∈ H, σ0 ∈ K(0), g ∈
H1(L2(Ω)) with g ≥ 0 a.e on Ω for all t ∈ [0, T ], there exists a unique solution (v, σ) ∈
(H1(V ∗) ∩ L2(V ))×H1(H) to Problem 1.1.

Remark 4.4. If g is not in H1(L2(Ω)) but in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)), by Remark 4.2 and
the Ascoli–Arzelà theorem, one shows existence (and uniqueness) of a weak solution
(v, σ) ∈ (H1(V ∗) ∩ L2(V ))× C([0, T ];H) to Problem 1.1 in the sense of [1, Definition
2.2] using the same way as the proof of Theorem 4.3.

Furthermore, by assuming smoothness, one can show that the solutions to (3.3)
strongly converge to the solution to Problem 1.1.

Theorem 4.5. Under the assumption of Theorem (4.3), if v0 ∈ V and f ∈ L2(H),
then we have

σ̂∆t → σ strongly in L∞(H),

v̂∆t → v strongly in L∞(H),

v̄∆t → v strongly in L2(V ),

as ∆t → 0.

5. Proofs of main results

5.1. Preliminary result. We recall the Korn inequality and the discrete Gronwall
inequality.

Lemma 5.1. [32, Lemma 5.4.18] There exists a constant cK > 0 such that

1

cK
∥φ∥V ≤ ∥E(φ)∥H ≤ cK∥φ∥V for all φ ∈ V .

Lemma 5.2. [12, Lemma 5.1] Let ∆t, β > 0 and let non-negative sequences (ak)
N
k=0,

(bk)
N
k=0, (ck)

N
k=0, (αk)

N
k=0 ⊂ {x ∈ R : x ≥ 0} satisfy that

an +∆t
m∑
k=0

bk ≤ ∆t
m∑
k=0

αkak +∆t
m∑
k=0

ck + β for all m = 0, 1, . . . , N.

If αk∆t < 1 for all k = 0, 1, . . . , N , then we have

an +∆t

m∑
k=0

bk ≤ eC

(
∆t

m∑
k=0

ck + β

)
for all m = 0, 1, . . . , N,

where C := ∆t
∑N

k=0
αk

1−αk∆t .

We prepare the following lemma, which is derived using the Ascoli–Arzelà theorem.

Lemma 5.3. Let X be a Banach space such that X∗ is separable. If the sequence
(un)n∈N ⊂ C([0, T ];X) satisfies the following two conditions:

(i) there exists a constant c > 0 such that for all n ∈ N and t ∈ [0, T ], ∥un(t)∥X < c,
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(ii) (un) is equicontinuous, i.e., for all t ∈ [0, T ] and ε > 0, there exists δ > 0 such
that if s ∈ [0, T ] satisfies |s− t| < δ, then ∥un(s)− un(t)∥X < ε for all n ∈ N,

then there exist a subsequence (nk)k∈N and u ∈ C([0, T ];Xw) such that for all t ∈ [0, T ],

unk
(t) ⇀ u(t) weakly in X

as k → ∞.

Proof. Let B := {v ∈ X : ∥v∥X ≤ c}. There exists a metric d : B × B → R, which
induces the weak topology on X and satisfies d(v, w) ≤ ∥v − w∥X for all v, w ∈ B
[7, Theorem 3.29]. Given the conditions (i) and (ii), the sequence (un)n∈N belongs to
C([0, T ]; (B, d)) and is equicontinuous in the metric space (B, d). Moreover, the metric
space (B, d) is compact. By the Ascoli–Arzelà theorem [7, Theorem 4.25], there exist a
subsequence (nk)k∈N ⊂ N and u ∈ C([0, T ]; (B, d)) such that for all t ∈ [0, T ],

d(unk
(t), u(t)) → 0

as k → ∞, leading to the conclusion. □

We show some properties of the function PR,Φ : Sd → Sd.

Proposition 5.4. (i) It holds that for all R ≥ 0 and A ∈ Sd,

(Ed, A
D) =

(
Ed, RΦ

(
AD

R

))
= 0, |PR(A)|2 =

∣∣∣∣trAd Ed

∣∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣∣RΦ

(
AD

R

)∣∣∣∣2 .
(ii) It holds that for all R1, R2 ≥ 0 and A ∈ Sd,

|PR1(A)− PR2(A)| ≤ |R1 −R2|.

(iii) It holds that for all R ≥ 0 and A,B ∈ Sd with |BD| ≤ R,

(PR(A)−A,PR(A)−B) ≤ 0.

(iv) It holds that for all R ≥ 0 and A,B ∈ Sd,

|PR(A)− PR(B)| ≤ |A−B|.

Proof. (i) It holds that for all R ≥ 0 and A ∈ Sd,

(Ed, A
D) =

(
Ed, A− trA

d
Ed

)
= trA− trA = 0,(

Ed, RΦ

(
AD

R

))
= 0,

and hence

|PR(A)|2 =
∣∣∣∣trAd Ed

∣∣∣∣2 + 2
trA

d

(
Ed, RΦ

(
AD

R

))
+

∣∣∣∣RΦ

(
AD

R

)∣∣∣∣2
=

∣∣∣∣trAd Ed

∣∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣∣RΦ

(
AD

R

)∣∣∣∣2 .
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(ii) It holds that for all R1, R2 ≥ 0 and A ∈ Sd,

|PR1(A)− PR2(A)| =
∣∣∣∣R1Φ

(
AD

R1

)
−R2Φ

(
AD

R2

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ |R1 −R2|.

(iii) If A ∈ Sd and R ≥ 0 satisfy the condition that |AD| ≤ R, it follows that
PR(A) = A and for all B ∈ Sd,

(PR(A)−A,PR(A)−B) = (A−A,PR(A)−B) = 0.

Thus, we consider the case where |AD| > R. For all B ∈ Sd with |BD| ≤ R,

(PR(A)−A,PR(A)−B)

=

(
RΦ

(
AD

R

)
−AD,

tr(A−B)

d
Ed +RΦ

(
AD

R

)
−BD

)
=
(
R− |AD|

)(
R− (AD, BD)

|AD|

)
≤
(
R− |AD|

) (
R− |BD|

)
≤ 0.

(iv) By (iii), it holds that for all R ≥ 0 and A,B ∈ Sd,

(PR(A)−A,PR(A)− PR(B)) ≤ 0,

(PR(B)−B,PR(B)− PR(A)) ≤ 0,

and hence, |PR(A)−B| ≤ |A−B|. By adding the two inequalities, we obtain

|PR(A)− PR(B)|2 ≤ (A−B,PR(A)− PR(B)) ≤ |A−B||PR(A)− PR(B)|,

which implies the conclusion. □

5.2. Stability.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. (i) Putting φ = vn in the first equation of (3.3), we obtain(
vn − vn−1

∆t
, vn

)
H

+ ν(E(vn), E(vn))H + (σ∗
n, E(vn))H = ⟨fn, vn⟩V ∗,V .

Applying the Korn inequality leads to

1

2∆t

(
∥vn∥2H − ∥vn−1∥2H + ∥vn − vn−1∥2H

)
+ ν∥E(vn)∥2H + (σ∗

n, E(vn))H

≤∥fn∥V ∗∥vn∥V ≤ cK∥fn∥V ∗∥E(vn)∥H ≤ ν

4
∥E(vn)∥2H +

c2K
ν
∥fn∥2V ∗ .

(5.1)
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Multiplying the second equation of (3.3) by σ∗
n + pn, we have

0 =

(
σ∗
n − σn−1

∆t
− E(vn)− hn, σ

∗
n + pn

)
H

≥ 1

2∆t
(∥σ∗

n + pn∥2H − ∥σn−1 + pn−1∥2H)− (E(vn), σ∗
n)H − ∥E(vn)∥H∥pn∥H

−
(∥∥∥∥pn − pn−1

∆t

∥∥∥∥
H

+ ∥hn∥H
)
∥σ∗

n + pn∥H

≥ 1

2∆t
(∥σ∗

n + pn∥2H − ∥σn−1 + pn−1∥2H)− (E(vn), σ∗
n)H − ν

4
∥E(vn)∥2H

− 1

4
∥σ∗

n + pn∥2H − 1

ν
∥pn∥2H − 2

(∥∥∥∥pn − pn−1

∆t

∥∥∥∥2
H

+ ∥hn∥2H

)
.

(5.2)

The third equation of (3.3) and Proposition 5.4(iii) imply that for all n = 2, . . . , N +1,

0 ≥
(
(σn−1 + pn−1)− (σ∗

n−1 + pn−1), σn−1 + pn−1

)
H

=
1

2
(∥σn−1 + pn−1∥2H − ∥σ∗

n−1 + pn−1∥2H + ∥σn−1 − σ∗
n−1∥2H).

(5.3)

If we set σ∗
0 := σ0, then (5.3) holds for n = 1. By (5.1) , (5.2), and (5.3), we have

1

2∆t

(
∥vn∥2H − ∥vn−1∥2H + ∥vn − vn−1∥2H

)
+

1

2∆t
(∥σ∗

n + pn∥2H − ∥σ∗
n−1 + pn−1∥2H + ∥σn−1 − σ∗

n−1∥2H) +
ν

2
∥E(vn)∥2H

≤
c2K
ν
∥fn∥2V ∗ +

1

4
∥σ∗

n + pn∥2H +
1

ν
∥pn∥2H + 2

(∥∥∥∥pn − pn−1

∆t

∥∥∥∥2
H

+ ∥hn∥2H

)
.

(5.4)

By summing up (5.4) for n = 1, 2, . . . ,m, where m ≤ N , we obtain

∥vm∥2H + ∥σ∗
m + pm∥2H − ∥v0∥2H − ∥σ0 + p0∥2H

+
m∑

n=1

(
∥vn − vn−1∥2H + ∥σn−1 − σ∗

n−1∥2H
)
+ ν∆t

m∑
n=1

∥E(vn)∥2H

≤∆t

2

m∑
n=1

∥σ∗
n + pn∥2H + c1∆t

m∑
n=1

(
∥fn∥2V ∗ + ∥pn∥2H +

∥∥∥∥pn − pn−1

∆t

∥∥∥∥2
H

+ ∥hn∥2H

)
,

where c1 := max{2c2K/ν, 2/ν, 4}. By the discrete Gronwall inequality, if ∆t ≤ 1, then it
holds that for all m = 1, 2, . . . , N ,

∥vm∥2H + ∥σ∗
m + pm∥2H +

m∑
n=1

(
∥vn − vn−1∥2H + ∥σn−1 − σ∗

n−1∥2H
)
+ ν∆t

m∑
n=1

∥E(vn)∥2H

≤e

(
∥v0∥2H + ∥σ0 + p0∥2H + c1∆t

m∑
n=1

(
∥fn∥2V ∗ + ∥pn∥2H +

∥∥∥∥pn − pn−1

∆t

∥∥∥∥2
H

+ ∥hn∥2H

))
,
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and hence, by (5.3),

∥vm∥2H +
1

2
∥σ∗

m + pm∥2H +
1

2
∥σm + pm∥2H

+
m∑

n=1

(
∥vn − vn−1∥2H +

1

2
∥σn − σ∗

n∥2H
)
+ ν∆t

m∑
n=1

∥E(vn)∥2H

≤c2

(
∥v0∥2H + ∥σ0∥2H + ∥p0∥2H

+∆t
N∑

n=1

(
∥fn∥2V ∗ + ∥pn∥2H +

∥∥∥∥pn − pn−1

∆t

∥∥∥∥2
H

+ ∥hn∥2H

))
,

where c2 = ec1. Since we have that for all n = 1, 2, . . . , N ,

∥fn∥2V ∗ =

∥∥∥∥∥ 1

∆t

∫ tn

tn−1

f(s)ds

∥∥∥∥∥
2

V ∗

≤ 1

∆t
∥f∥2L2(tn−1,tn;V

∗),∥∥∥∥pn − pn−1

∆t

∥∥∥∥2
H

≤ 1

∆t

∥∥∥∥dpdt
∥∥∥∥2
L2(tn−1,tn;H)

, ∥hn∥2H ≤ 1

∆t
∥h∥2L2(tn−1,tn;H),

and

∥p0∥2H +∆t

N∑
n=1

∥pn∥2H ≤ ∥p∥2C([0,T ];H)

(
1 + ∆t

N∑
n=1

1

)
≤ 2∥p∥2C([0,T ];H),

we obtain that for all t ∈ [0, T ],

∥v̄∆t(t)∥2H +
1

2
∥σ̄∗

∆t(t) + p̄∆t(t)∥2H +
1

2
∥σ̄∆t(t) + p̄∆t(t)∥2H

+

∫ t

0

(
1

∆t
∥v̂∆t(s)− v̄∆t(s)∥2H +

1

2∆t
∥σ̄∆t(s)− σ̄∗

∆t(s)∥
2
H + ν∥E(v̄∆t(s))∥2H

)
ds

≤c3(∥v0∥2H + ∥σ0∥2H + ∥f∥2L2(V ∗) + ∥p∥2H1(H) + ∥h∥2L2(H))

for a constant c3 > 0, where we have used C([0, T ];H) is continuously embedded to
H1(H).

Furthermore, by the first equation of (3.3) and the Korn inequality, it hold that

∥∥∥∥dv̂∆t

dt

∥∥∥∥2
L2(V ∗)

= ∆t
N∑

n=1

(
sup

0̸=φ∈V

1

∥φ∥V

∣∣∣∣(vn − vn−1

∆t
, φ

)
H

∣∣∣∣
)2

≤ 3c2Kν2∥E(v̄∆t)∥2L2(H) + 3c2K∥σ̄∗
∆t∥2L2(H) + 3∥f̄∆t∥2L2(V ∗),

and hence, (∥dv̂∆t
dt ∥L2(V ∗))0<∆t<1 is bounded.
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(ii) By the second and third equations of (3.3) and Proposition 5.4 (ii) and (iv), we
have for all n = 1, 2, . . . , N ,

|(σn + pn)− (σn−1 + pn−1)| = |Pgn(σ
∗
n + pn)− Pgn−1(σn−1 + pn−1)|

≤ |Pgn(σ
∗
n + pn)− Pgn−1(σ

∗
n + pn)|+ |Pgn−1(σ

∗
n + pn)− Pgn−1(σn−1 + pn−1)|

≤ |gn − gn−1|+ |(σ∗
n + pn)− (σn−1 + pn−1)|

≤ ∆t(|E(vn)|+ |hn|) + |pn − pn−1|+ |gn − gn−1|
on a.e. Ω, and hence,

∥σn − σn−1∥2H ≤ c1

(
∆t2(∥E(vn)∥2H + ∥hn∥2H) + ∥pn − pn−1∥2H + ∥gn − gn−1∥2L2(Ω)

)
,

(5.5)

where c1 := 7. Since we have∥∥∥∥dσ̂∆t

dt

∥∥∥∥2
L2(H)

= ∆t

N∑
n=1

∥∥∥∥σn − σn−1

∆t

∥∥∥∥2
H

≤c1

(
∥E(v̄∆t)∥2L2(H) + ∥h̄∆t∥2L2(H) +

∥∥∥∥dp̂∆t

dt

∥∥∥∥2
L2(H)

+

∥∥∥∥dĝ∆t

dt

∥∥∥∥2
L2(L2(Ω))

)
,

we obtain that the sequence (σ̂∆t) is bounded in H1(H). □

5.3. Existence and uniqueness of solution to Problem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. (Existence) According to Theorem 4.1, it can be shown that
there exist a sequence (∆tk)k∈N and two functions v ∈ H1(V ∗) ∩ L2(V ) (in particular,
v ∈ C([0, T ];H)) and σ ∈ H1(L2(Ω)) such that ∆tk → 0 and for all t ∈ [0, T ]

v̂∆tk ⇀ v weakly in H1(V ∗), (5.6)

weakly star in L∞([0, T ];H), (5.7)

v̂∆tk(t) → v(t) strongly in H, (5.8)

v̄∆tk ⇀ v weakly in L2(V ), (5.9)

σ̂∆tk ⇀ σ weakly in H1(H), (5.10)

σ̂∆tk(t) ⇀ σ(t) weakly in H, (5.11)

σ̄∗
∆tk

⇀ σ weakly star in L∞(H), (5.12)

σ̄∆tk ⇀ σ weakly star in L∞(H), (5.13)

as k → ∞. It should be noted that (v̂∆tk)k∈N and (v̄∆tk)k∈N possess a common limit
function v and (σ̄∗

∆tk
)k∈N and (σ̄∆tk)k∈N possess a common limit function σ. Indeed,

the weak convergences (5.6), (5.7), (5.9), (5.10), (5.11), (5.12), and (5.13) immediately
follows by Theorem 4.1 and Lemma 5.3. If we define v̂◦∆t ∈ C([0, T ];V ) by

v̂◦∆t(t) :=

{
v1 if t ∈ [0,∆t],

v̂∆t(t) if t ∈ [∆t, T ],
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then we obtain that (v̂◦∆t)0<∆t<1 is bounded in H1(V ∗) and L∞(H), and hence,

v̂◦∆tk
→ v strongly in C([0, T ];H)

as k → ∞, by the Aubin–Lions theorem [6, Theorem II.5.16]. For all t ∈ (0, T ], there
exists l ∈ N such that ∆tl ≤ t. Since it holds that v̂◦∆tk

(t) = v̂∆tk(t) for all k ≥ l, (5.8)
holds.

Since we have for all t ∈ (tn−1, tn), n = 1, 2, . . . , N ,

∥σ̂∆t(t)− σ̄∆t(t)∥H =

∥∥∥∥σn−1 +
t− tn−1

∆t
(σn − σn−1)− σn

∥∥∥∥
H

≤ ∆t

∥∥∥∥dσ̂∆t

dt

∥∥∥∥
H

,

it holds that ∥σ̂∆t − σ̄∆t∥2L2(H) ≤ ∆t∥σ̂∆t∥2H1(H), and hence, the functions σ̂∆t and σ̄∆t

possess a common limit function σ.

Next, we demonstrate that the limit functions (v, σ) satisfy (2.1) and σ(t) ∈ K(t) for
all t ∈ [0, T ].

By the third equation of (3.3) with ∆t := ∆tk, it holds that for all t ∈ [tn−1, tn], n =
1, 2, . . . , N ,

|(σ̂∆tk(t) + p̂∆tk(t))
D| =

∣∣∣∣ t− tn−1

∆t
(σn + pn)

D +
tn − t

∆t
(σn−1 + pn−1)

D

∣∣∣∣
≤ t− tn−1

∆t
gn +

tn − t

∆t
gn−1 = ĝ∆tk(t)

a.e. on Ω, i.e. σ̂∆tk(t) + p̂∆tk(t) ∈
{
τ ∈ H : |τD| ≤ ĝ∆tk(t) a.e. in Ω

}
for all t ∈ [0, T ].

By g ∈ H1(L2(Ω)), we have that ĝ∆t → g strongly in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)). By the Riesz–
Fischer theorem, ĝ∆t(t) → g(t) a.e. on Ω for all t ∈ [0, T ]. For fixed k ∈ N and t ∈ [0, T ],
since {

τ ∈ H : |τD| ≤ sup
l≥k

ĝ∆tl(t) a.e. in Ω

}
is closed and convex in the strong topology of H, it is also closed and convex in the
weak topology of H. By (5.11), we obtain for all k ∈ N,

σ(t) + p(t) ∈

{
τ ∈ H : |τD| ≤ sup

l≥k
ĝ∆tl(t) a.e. in Ω

}
,

and hence,

σ(t) + p(t) ∈
⋂
k∈N

{
τ ∈ H : |τD| ≤ sup

l≥k
ĝ∆tl(t) a.e. in Ω

}

=

{
τ ∈ H : |τD| ≤ inf

k∈N
sup
l≥k

ĝ∆tl(t) a.e. in Ω

}
=
{
τ ∈ H : |τD| ≤ g(t) a.e. in Ω

}
= K̃(t),

i.e. σ(t) ∈ K(t) for all t ∈ [0, T ].
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By the first equation of (3.3) with ∆t := ∆tk, it holds that for all φ ∈ V and
θ ∈ C∞

0 (0, T ),

∫ T

0

(〈
dv̂∆tk

dt
, θφ

〉
V ∗,V

+ ν(E(v̄∆tk), E(θφ))H + (σ̄∗
∆tk

, E(θφ))H

)
dt

=

∫ T

0

〈
f̄∆tk , θφ

〉
V ∗,V

dt.

By taking k → ∞, we obtain that for all φ ∈ V and θ ∈ C∞
0 (0, T ),

∫ T

0

(〈
dv

dt
, θφ

〉
V ∗,V

+ ν(E(v), E(θφ))H + (σ, E(θφ))H

)
dt =

∫ T

0
⟨f, θφ⟩V ∗,V dt,

which implies the first equation of (2.1).

By the second and third equations of (3.3) and Proposition 5.4 (iv), it holds that for
all t ∈ (tn−1, tn), n = 1, 2, . . . , N and τ ∈ C([0, T ];H) with τ(t) ∈ K(t),

(
dσ̂∆tk

dt
(t)− E(v̄∆tk(t))− h̄∆tk(t), σ̄∆tk(t)− τ̄∆tk(t)

)
H

=

(
σn − σn−1

∆t
− E(vn)− hn, σn − τn

)
H

=
1

∆t
(σn − σ∗

n, σn − τn)H

=
1

∆t
((σn + pn)− (σ∗

n + pn), (σn + pn)− (τn + pn))H ≤ 0,

and hence, it holds that for all t ∈ [0, T ],

∫ t

0

(
dσ̂∆tk

dt
− E(v̄∆tk)− h̄∆tk , σ̄∆tk − τ̄∆tk

)
H

ds ≤ 0.

Since τ̄∆t and h̄∆t converge to τ and h, respectively, strongly in L2(H), we have that
for all t ∈ [0, T ],

∫ t

0

(
dσ̂∆tk

dt
− E(v̄∆tk)− h̄∆tk , τ̄∆tk

)
H

ds →
∫ t

0

(
dσ

dt
− E(v)− h, τ

)
H

ds,∫ t

0

(
h̄∆tk , σ̄∆tk

)
H
ds →

∫ t

0
(h, σ)Hds
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as k → ∞. Furthermore, by Theorem 4.1, (5.11), and (5.8), we obtain that

lim inf
k→∞

∫ t

0

(
dσ̂∆tk

dt
, σ̄∆tk

)
H

ds

=
1

2
lim inf
k→∞

(∥σ̂∆tk(t)∥
2
H − ∥σ0∥2H) + lim inf

k→∞

∫ t

0

(
dσ̂∆tk

dt
, σ̄∆tk − σ̂∆tk

)
H

ds

≥1

2
∥σ(t)∥2Hds− 1

2
∥σ0∥2H =

∫ t

0

(
dσ

dt
, σ

)
H

ds,

lim inf
k→∞

(
−
∫ t

0
(E(v̄∆tk), σ̄∆tk)H ds

)
= lim inf

k→∞

(
−
∫ t

0

(
E(v̄∆tk), σ̄

∗
∆tk

)
H
ds+

∫ t

0

(
E(v̄∆tk), σ̄

∗
∆tk

− σ̄∆tk

)
H
ds

)
= lim inf

k→∞

∫ t

0

(〈
dv̂∆tk

dt
, v̄∆tk

〉
V ∗,V

+ ν∥E(v̄∆tk)∥
2
H −

〈
f̄∆tk , v̄∆tk

〉
V ∗,V

)
ds

≥1

2
∥v(t)∥2H − 1

2
∥v(0)∥2H +

∫ t

0

(
ν∥E(v)∥2H − ⟨f, v⟩V ∗,V

)
dt = −

∫ t

0
(E(v), σ)H ds,

where we have used the first equation of (2.1). Therefore, we obtain that for all t ∈ [0, T ]
and τ ∈ C([0, T ];H) with τ(t) ∈ K(t),∫ t

0

(
dσ

dt
− E(v)− h, σ − τ

)
H

ds

≤ lim inf
k→∞

∫ t

0

(
dσ̂∆tk

dt
− E(v̄∆tk)− h̄∆tk , σ̄∆tk − τ̄∆tk

)
H

ds ≤ 0,

which implies the second inequality of (2.1).

(Uniqueness) Let (v1, σ1) and (v2, σ2) be the solution to Problem 1.1. If we set
ev := v1 − v2 and eσ := σ1 − σ2, by the first equation of (2.1), we have for all φ ∈ V ,〈

dev
dt

, φ

〉
V ∗,V

+ ν(E(ev), E(φ))H + (eσ, E(φ))H = 0.

Putting φ := ev and integrating over time, we obtain that for all t ∈ [0, T ],

1

2
∥ev(t)∥2H +

∫ t

0

(
ν∥E(ev)∥2H + (eσ, E(ev))H

)
ds = 0, (5.14)

where we have used ev(0) = v1(0)− v2(0) = 0.

Since (v1, σ1) is the solution to Problem 1.1, by putting τ := σ2 in (2.1), we obtain
that (

dσ1
dt

− E(v1), σ1 − σ2

)
H

≤ (h, σ1 − σ2)H . (5.15)
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On the other hand, since (v2, σ2) is the solution to Problem 1.1, by putting τ := σ1 in
(2.1), we obtain (

dσ2
dt

− E(v2), σ2 − σ1

)
H

≤ (h, σ2 − σ1)H . (5.16)

Adding (5.15) and (5.16) together, we get(
deσ
dt

− E(ev), eσ
)

H

≤ 0.

Integrating for time, we obtain that for all t ∈ [0, T ],

1

2
∥eσ(t)∥2H −

∫ t

0
(E(ev), eσ)H ds ≤ 0, (5.17)

where we have used eσ(0) = σ1(0)− σ2(0) = 0. Thus, summing up (5.14) and (5.17), it
holds that for all t ∈ [0, T ],

1

2
∥ev(t)∥2H +

1

2
∥eσ(t)∥2H + ν

∫ t

0
∥E(ev)∥2Hds ≤ 0,

and hence, v1 − v2 = ev = 0 and σ1 − σ2 = eσ = 0 on [0, T ]. □

5.4. Strong convergence. In this subsection, we prove Theorem 4.5. We first state
the following lemma:

Lemma 5.5. Under the assumption of Theorem 4.3, if v0 ∈ V and f ∈ L2(H), then
there exists a constant c > 0 independent of ∆t such that∥∥∥∥dv̂∆t

dt

∥∥∥∥
L2(H)

+ ∥v̄∆t∥L∞(V ) +
1

∆t
∥v̄∆t − v̄∗∆t∥L2(V )

≤ c(∥v0∥V + ∥σ0∥H + ∥f∥L2(H) + ∥p∥H1(H) + ∥h∥L2(H) + ∥g∥H1(L2(Ω))).

In particular, (∥v̂∆t∥H1(H))0<∆t<1 and (∥v̄∆t∥L∞(V ))0<∆t<1 are bounded.

Proof. Putting φ := vn − vn−1 in the first equation of (3.3), we obtain

∆t

2
∥vn − vn−1

2
∥2H + ν(E(vn), E(vn − vn−1))H + (σ∗

n, E(vn − vn−1))H

=(fn, vn − vn−1)H .

Applying the second equation of (3.3) yields

(σ∗
n, E(vn − vn−1))H =∆t(E(vn), E(vn − vn−1))H + (σn, E(vn))H − (σn−1, E(vn−1))H

− (σn − σn−1, E(vn))H +∆t(hn, E(vn − vn−1))H ,
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and hence,

ν +∆t

2
(∥E(vn)∥2H − ∥E(vn−1)∥2H + ∥E(vn − vn−1)∥2H)

+ (σn, E(vn))H − (σn−1, E(vn−1))H +∆t

∥∥∥∥vn − vn−1

∆t

∥∥∥∥2
H

=(fn, vn − vn−1)H + (σn − σn−1, E(vn))H −∆t(hn, E(vn − vn−1))H

≤∆t

2
∥fn∥2H +

∆t

2

∥∥∥∥vn − vn−1

∆t

∥∥∥∥2
H

+
∆t

2

∥∥∥∥σn − σn−1

∆t

∥∥∥∥2
H

+
∆t

2
∥E(vn)∥2H

+
∆t

2
∥hn∥2H +

∆t

2
∥E(vn − vn−1)∥2H ,

which implies that

ν(∥E(vn)∥2H − ∥E(vn−1)∥2H + ∥E(vn − vn−1)∥2H)

+ 2(σn, E(vn))H − 2(σn−1, E(vn−1))H +∆t

∥∥∥∥vn − vn−1

∆t

∥∥∥∥2
H

≤∆t∥E(vn−1)∥2H +∆t∥fn∥2H +∆t

∥∥∥∥σn − σn−1

∆t

∥∥∥∥2
H

+∆t∥hn∥2H .

By summing up for n = 1, 2, . . . ,m, where m ≤ N , it holds that

ν∥E(vm)∥2H + 2(σm, E(vm))H

+∆t
m∑

n=1

(
ν

∆t
∥E(vn − vn−1)∥2H +

∥∥∥∥vn − vn−1

∆t

∥∥∥∥2
H

)
≤ν∥E(v0)∥2V + 2(σ0, E(v0))H

+∆t
m∑

n=1

(
∥E(vn−1)∥2H + ∥fn∥2H +

∥∥∥∥σn − σn−1

∆t

∥∥∥∥2
H

+ ∥hn∥2H

)
,

which implies that

ν∥E(v̄∆t(t))∥2H + 2(σ̄∆t(t), E(v̄∆t(t)))H

+

∫ t

0

(
ν

∆t
∥E(v̂∆t(s)− v̄∆t(s))∥2H +

∥∥∥∥dv̂∆t

dt

∥∥∥∥2
H

)
ds

≤(ν +∆t)∥E(v0)∥2H + 2(σ0, E(v0))H
+ ∥E(v̄∆t)∥2L2(H) + ∥f̄∆t∥2L2(H) +

∥∥σ̂′
∆t

∥∥2
L2(H)

+ ∥h̄∆t∥2L2(H),

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Since we have that

|2(σ̄∆t(t), E(v̄∆t(t)))| ≤
ν

2
∥E(v̄∆t(t))∥2H +

2

ν
∥σ̄∆t∥2L∞(H),

|2(σ0, E(v0))| ≤ ∥σ0∥2H + ∥E(v0)∥2H ,
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we obtain

ν

2
∥E(v̄∆t(t))∥2H +

∫ t

0

(
ν

∆t
∥E(v̂∆t(s)− v̄∆t(s))∥2H +

∥∥∥∥dv̂∆t

dt

∥∥∥∥2
H

)
ds

≤(ν +∆t+ 1)∥E(v0)∥2H + ∥σ0∥2H +
2

ν
∥σ̄∆t∥2L∞(H) + ∥E(v̄∆t)∥2L2(H)

+ ∥f̄∆t∥2L2(H) +

∥∥∥∥dσ̂∆t

dt

∥∥∥∥2
L2(H)

+ ∥h̄∆t∥2L2(H).

Therefore, applying Theorem 4.1 and the Korn inequality leads us to the conclusion. □

Proof of Theorem 4.5. From the proof of Theorem 4.3, it holds that for all φ ∈ V and
τ ∈ C([0, T ];H) with τ(t) ∈ K(t) for all t ∈ [0, T ],

(
dv̂∆t

dt
, φ

)
H

+ ν(E(v̄∆t), E(φ))H + (σ̄∆t, E(φ))H =
(
f̄∆t, φ

)
H

,(
dσ̂∆t

dt
− E(v̄∆t), σ̄∆t − τ∆t

)
H

≤
(
h̄∆t, σ̄∆t − τ∆t

)
H
,

(5.18)

a.e. on (0, T ), where τ∆t(t) := τ(tn) for t ∈ (tn−1, tn] and n = 1, 2, . . . , N . We define
the error terms as ê∆t := v̂∆t − v, ē∆t := v̄∆t − v, ε̄∆t := σ̄∆t − σ, ε̄∗∆t := σ̄∗

∆t − σ, and
ε̂∆t := σ̂∆t − σ. Using the first equations of (2.1) and (5.18), we get for all φ ∈ V ,(

dê∆t

dt
, φ

)
H

+ ν(E(ē∆t), E(φ))H + (ε̄∗∆t, E(φ))H = (f̄∆t − f, φ)H

a.e. on (0, T ). Putting φ := ē∆t, we obtain(
dê∆t

dt
, ē∆t

)
H

+ ν∥E(ē∆t)∥2H + (ε̄∗∆t, E(ē∆t))H = (f̄∆t − f, ē∆t)H

a.e. on (0, T ), which implies that(
dê∆t

dt
, ê∆t

)
H

+ ν∥E(ē∆t)∥2H + (ε̄∗∆t, E(ē∆t))H

≤∥f̄∆t − f∥H∥ē∆t∥H +

(
dê∆t

dt
, v̂∆t − v̄∆t

)
H

.

(5.19)

Applying τ := σ∆t in the second inequality of (5.18), where σ∆t(t) := σ(tn) for t ∈
(tn−1, tn] and n = 1, 2, . . . , N , we have that(

dσ̂∆t

dt
− E(v̄∆t)H , σ̄∆t − σ∆t

)
H

≤
(
h̄∆t, σ̄∆t − σ∆t

)
H
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a.e. on (0, T ), which implies that(
dσ̂∆t

dt
, ε̂∆t

)
H

− (E(v̄∆t), ε̄
∗
∆t)H

≤
(
h̄∆t − h, σ̄∆t − σ∆t

)
H
+ (h, σ̄∆t − σ∆t)H +

(
dε̂∆t

dt
, σ̂∆t − σ̄∆t

)
H

+

(
dσ

dt
, σ̂∆t − σ̄∆t

)
H

− (E(ē∆t), σ̄
∗
∆t − σ̄∆t)H − (E(v), σ̄∗

∆t − σ̄∆t)H

−
(
dσ̂∆t

dt
− E(v̄∆t), σ − σ∆t

)
H

.

(5.20)

Similarly, using τ := Pg(σ̄∆t + p)− p in the second inequality of (2.1), we find(
dσ

dt
− E(v), σ + p− Pg(σ̄∆t + p)

)
H

≤ (h, σ + p− Pg(σ̄∆t + p))H

a.e. on (0, T ), which implies that

−
(
dσ

dt
, ε̂∆t

)
H

+ (E(v), ε̄∗∆t)H =

(
dσ

dt
, σ − σ̂∆t

)
H

− (E(v), σ̄∗
∆t − σ)H

≤ (h, σ + p− Pg(σ̄∆t + p))H +

(
dσ

dt
,Pg(σ̄∆t + p)− (σ̂∆t + p)

)
H

− (E(v),Pg(σ̄∆t + p)− (σ̄∗
∆t + p))H .

(5.21)

Adding (5.20) and (5.21), we deduce(
dε̂∆t

dt
, ε̂∆t

)
H

− (E(ē∆t), ε̄
∗
∆t)H

≤
(
h̄∆t − h, σ̄∆t − σ∆t

)
H
+ (h, ((σ̄∆t + p)− Pg(σ̄∆t + p))− (σ∆t − σ))H

+

(
dε̂∆t

dt
, σ̂∆t − σ̄∆t

)
H

+

(
dσ

dt
,Pg(σ̄∆t + p)− (σ̄∆t + p)

)
H

− (E(ē∆t), σ̄
∗
∆t − σ̄∆t)H

− (E(v),Pg(σ̄∆t + p)− (σ̄∆t + p))H −
(
dσ̂∆t

dt
− E(v̄∆t), σ − σ∆t

)
H

≤ ∥h̄∆t − h∥H∥σ̄∆t − σ∆t∥H +

∥∥∥∥dε̂∆t

dt

∥∥∥∥
H

∥σ̂∆t − σ̄∆t∥H

+ ∥E(ē∆t)∥H∥σ̄∗
∆t − σ̄∆t∥H +

(
∥h∥H +

∥∥∥∥dσdt
∥∥∥∥
H

+ ∥E(v)∥H
)
∥g − g∆t∥L2(Ω)

+

(
∥h∥H +

∥∥∥∥dσ̂∆t

dt
− E(v̄∆t)

∥∥∥∥
H

)
∥σ∆t − σ∥H

(5.22)
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a.e. on (0, T ), where we have used σ̄∆t + p = Pg∆t(σ̄∆t + p) and Proposition 5.4 (ii).
Additionally, by adding (5.19) and (5.22), we get

(
dê∆t

dt
, ê∆t

)
H

+ ν∥E(ē∆t)∥2H +

(
dε̂∆t

dt
, ε̂∆t

)
H

≤ ∥f̄∆t − f∥H∥ē∆t∥H +

(
dê∆t

dt
, v̂∆t − v̄∆t

)
H

+ ∥h̄∆t − h∥H∥σ̄∆t − σ∆t∥H +

∥∥∥∥dε̂∆t

dt

∥∥∥∥
H

∥σ̂∆t − σ̄∆t∥H

+ ∥E(ē∆t)∥H∥σ̄∗
∆t − σ̄∆t∥H +

(
∥h∥H +

∥∥∥∥dσdt
∥∥∥∥
H

+ ∥E(v)∥H
)
∥g − g∆t∥L2(Ω)

+

(
∥h∥H +

∥∥∥∥dσ̂∆t

dt
− E(v̄∆t)

∥∥∥∥
H

)
∥σ∆t − σ∥H

a.e. on (0, T ). Hence, by integrating it, we have that for all t ∈ [0, T ],

∥ê∆t(t)∥2H + ν∥E(ē∆t)∥2L2(0,t;H) + ∥ε̂∆t(t)∥2H

≤ ∥f̄∆t − f∥L2(H)∥ē∆t∥L2(H) +

∥∥∥∥dê∆t

dt

∥∥∥∥
L2(H)

∥v̂∆t − v̄∆t∥L2(H)

+ ∥h̄∆t − h∥L2(H)∥σ̄∆t − σ∆t∥L2(H) +

∥∥∥∥dε̂∆t

dt

∥∥∥∥
L2(H)

∥σ̂∆t − σ̄∆t∥L2(H)

+ ∥E(ē∆t)∥L2(H)∥σ̄∗
∆t − σ̄∆t∥L2(H)

+

(
∥h∥L2(H) +

∥∥∥∥dσdt
∥∥∥∥
L2(H)

+ ∥E(v)∥L2(H)

)
∥g − g∆t∥L2(L2(Ω))

+

(
∥h∥L2(H) +

∥∥∥∥dσ̂∆t

dt
− E(v̄∆t)

∥∥∥∥
L2(H)

)
∥σ∆t − σ∥L2(H).

By Theorem 4.1, the Korn inequality, and Lemma 5.5, there exists a constant c > 0
such that for all 0 < ∆t < 1,

∥ê∆t∥2L∞(H) + ∥ē∆t∥2L2(V ) + ∥ε̂∆t(t)∥2L∞(H)

≤ c(∥f̄∆t − f∥L2(H) + ∥v̂∆t − v̄∆t∥L2(H) + ∥h̄∆t − h∥L2(H) + ∥σ̂∆t − σ̄∆t∥L2(H)

+ ∥σ̄∗
∆t − σ̄∆t∥L2(H) + ∥g − g∆t∥L2(L2(Ω)) + ∥σ∆t − σ∥L2(H)),
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where we have used that
∥∥∥dê∆t

dt

∥∥∥
L2(H)

≤
∥∥∥dv̂∆t

dt

∥∥∥
L2(H)

+
∥∥dv
dt

∥∥
L2(H)

and

(
∥∥∥dê∆t

dt

∥∥∥
L2(H)

)0<∆t<1 is bounded. Since

f̄∆t → f strongly in L2(H),

h̄∆t → h strongly in L2(H),

g∆t → g strongly in L2(L2(Ω)),

σ∆t → σ strongly in L2(H),

v̂∆t − v̄∆t → 0 strongly in L2(H),

σ̂∆t − σ̄∆t → 0 strongly in L2(H),

σ̄∗
∆t − σ̄∆t → 0 strongly in L2(H),

as ∆t → 0, we obtain the conclusion. □

6. Conclusion

For Problem 1.1 of a perfect plasticity model with a time-dependent yield surface,
we proposed a new numerical scheme (3.3) and proved its stability in Theorem 4.1.
Establishing the stability, without the need for continuity and a positive lower bound
of the threshold function, allowed us to demonstrate the existence of an exact solution
under weaker assumptions than those in Theorem 2.2, namely without assumptions
(A1), (A2), and (A3) (Theorem 4.3). Moreover, Theorem 4.5 proved that solutions
obtained through this scheme strongly converge to the exact solutions under the specified
norms.

In this paper, we exclusively addressed the case where K represents the von Mises
model. For future work, it is necessary to investigate whether the proposed scheme
can be adapted for cases where K is a general convex set or applied to models such
as the Drucker–Prager model [30]. While this paper focused on time discretization,
exploring fully discretized cases, which involve both time and spatial discretization, is
an important next step in numerical computations. Specifically, when applying the finite
element method, selecting the appropriate finite element spaces for v and σ becomes
a pivotal step. Additionally, conducting numerical calculations and comparing them
with existing methods and experimental results is essential. Addressing convergence in
numerical analysis is crucial. This first requires discussing the regularity of the exact
solution, which is currently an open problem.
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Appendix A. Explicit Representation of K(t)

For the case of d = 3, it is well known in engineering that the von Mises yield surface
becomes a super-cylinder. In this appendix, we discuss the general case for 2 ≤ d ∈ N.

We introduce the characterization of the closed set KR ⊂ Rd×d defined by KR :=
{σ ∈ Rd×d : |σD| ≤ R}. To achieve this, we define linear, distance-preserving maps Ψ1

and Ψ2 that transform R and Rd×d−1 into appropriate subspaces. These maps allow us
to decompose elements in KR and show the uniqueness of this decomposition. Finally,
we prove that for all F ∈ Rd×d, the mapping KR ∋ σ 7→ |σ − F |2 ∈ R achieves its
minimum on KR at a specific point, facilitating further analysis of yield conditions.
Lastly, we show that (3.2) can be explicitly calculated using Pgn in the form of the
second equation of (3.1).

First of all, we prepare Assumption A.1.

Assumption A.1. Maps Ψ1 : R → Rd×d and Ψ2 : Rd×d−1 → Rd×d satisfy the following
conditions.

(i) Ψ1 and Ψ2 are linear.
(ii) Ψ1 and Ψ2 are distance preserving maps, i.e., Ψ1 and Ψ2 satisfy that

|Ψ1(λ)| = |λ|, |Ψ2(x)| = |x|

for all λ ∈ R and x ∈ Rd×d−1.
(iii) Ψ1(R) = EdR(= {µEd : µ ∈ R}) and Ψ2(Rd×d−1) = {A ∈ Rd×d : trA = 0}.

For example, if we define Ψ1 : R → Rd×d and Ψ2 : Rd×d−1 → Rd×d as follows; for
λ ∈ R and x = ((ai)i=1,...,d−1, (bij)i,j=1,...,d with i ̸=j) ∈ Rd×d,

Ψ1(λ) =
λ√
d
Ed, Ψ2(x) =

d−1∑
i=1

aiei +
∑
i ̸=j

bijEij ,

where ei ∈ Rd×d (i = 1, . . . , d− 1) is defined by

ei :=
1√

i(i+ 1)
diag(1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸

i

,−i, 0, . . . , 0),

and Eij (i, j = 1, . . . , d) is defined as the d× d matrix where the (i, j)-entry is 1 and all
other entries are 0, then Ψ1 and Ψ2 satisfy Assumption A.1.
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Proposition A.2. We assume that the maps Ψ1 : R → Rd×d and Ψ2 : Rd×d−1 → Rd×d

satisfy Assumption A.1. Let R > 0 and let KR := {σ ∈ Rd×d : |σD| ≤ R}. Then we
have that

KR = {Ψ1(λ) + Ψ2(x) : λ ∈ R, x ∈ Rd×d−1, |x| ≤ R}. (A.1)

Furthermore, for all σ ∈ KR, there exist unique λ ∈ R and x ∈ Rd×d−1 such that
σ = Ψ1(λ) + Ψ2(x).

Proof. First, we show that

Rd×d = Ψ1(R)⊕Ψ2(Rd×d−1) = {Ψ1(λ) + Ψ2(x) : λ ∈ R, x ∈ Rd×d−1}. (A.2)

The map P0 : Rd×d ∋ A 7→ (trA/d)Ed ∈ Rd×d is a linear map and satisfies that
P2
0 = P0. Hence, it holds that

Rd×d = Im(P0)⊕Ker(P0),

where Im(P0) and Ker(P0) is the image and the kernel of P0, respectively. Since it holds
that

Im(P0) = EdR = Ψ1(R), Ker(P0) = {A ∈ Rd×d : trA = 0} = Ψ2(Rd×d−1),

we obtain (A.2).

We have that

KR = (Im(P0) ∩KR)⊕ (Ker(P0) ∩KR),

and, by Assumption A.1 (ii) and (iii),

(Im(P0) ∩KR) = EdR = Ψ1(R),

(Ker(P0) ∩KR) = {A ∈ Rd×d : trA = 0, |AD| ≤ R} = {A ∈ Rd×d : trA = 0, |A| ≤ R}

= {Ψ2(x) : x ∈ Rd×d−1, |x| < R},

which implies that

KR = Ψ1(R)⊕ {Ψ2(x) : x ∈ Rd×d−1, |x| < R}

= {Ψ1(λ) + Ψ2(x) : λ ∈ R, x ∈ Rd×d−1, |x| ≤ R}.

□

Lemma A.3. We assume that maps Ψ1 : R → Rd×d and Ψ2 : Rd×d−1 → Rd×d satisfy
Assumption A.1. For R > 0 and F ∈ Rd×d, the mapping KR ∋ σ 7→ |σ − F |2 ∈ R
achieves its minimum at σ = PR(F ).

Proof. First, we consider the case where F ∈ KR. The mapping R3×3 ∋ σ 7→ |σ−F |2 ∈
R achieves its minimum value of 0 at σ = F . Hence, if F ∈ KR, then the mapping
KR ∋ σ 7→ |σ − F |2 ∈ R achieves its minimum at σ = F .
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Next, we consider the case where F /∈ KR. By Proposition A.2, for all τ ∈ KR, there
exist unique µ ∈ R and y ∈ Rd×d−1 such that τ = Ψ1(µ) + Ψ2(y) and |y| ≤ R.

|τ − F |2 =
∣∣∣∣Ψ1(µ) + Ψ2(y)−

trF

d
Ed − FD

∣∣∣∣2
=

∣∣∣∣Ψ1(µ)−
trF

d
Ed

∣∣∣∣2 + ∣∣Ψ2(y)− FD
∣∣2 ,

where we have used Ψ1(µ)−(trF/d)Ed ∈ EdR and Ψ2(y)−FD ∈ {A ∈ Rd×d : trA = 0}.
Here, |Ψ1(µ)− (trF/d)Ed|2 depends on only µ and |Ψ2(y)− FD|2 depends on only y.

By Assumption A.1 (iii), there exist λ ∈ R and z ∈ Rd×d−1 such that Ψ1(λ) =
(trF/d)Ed and Ψ2(z) = FD. The mapping R ∋ µ 7→ |Ψ1(µ) − (trF/d)Ed|2 ∈ R
achieves its minimum at µ = λ. By Assumption A.1 (i), the mapping {y ∈ Rd×d−1 :
|y| ≤ R} ∋ y 7→ |Ψ2(y) − FD|2 = |Ψ2(y) − Ψ2(z)|2 = |y − z|2 achieves its minimum at
y = (R/|z|)z.

Hence, if F /∈ KR, then the mapping KR ∋ σ 7→ |σ − F |2 ∈ R achieves its minimum
at

σ = Ψ1(λ) + Ψ2

(
R

|z|
z

)
=

trF

d
Ed +

R

|Ψ2(z)|
Ψ2(z) =

trF

d
Ed +

R

|FD|
FD.

Therefore, the mapping KR ∋ σ 7→ |σ − F |2 ∈ R achieves its minimum at

σ =


F if |FD| ≤ R

trF

d
Ed +

R

|FD|
FD if |FD| > R

i.e. σ = PR(F ) □

From Lemma A.3, one can obtain the following result.

Theorem A.4. Let ∆t > 0, σa, σb, h, p ∈ H, v ∈ V , and g ∈ L2(Ω). It holds that

σb − σa
∆t

∈ E(v) + h− ∂IK(σb) ⇔ σb + p = Pg(σa +∆t(E(v) + h) + p),

where K := K̃ − p and

K̃ :=
{
τ ∈ H : |τD| ≤ g a.e. in Ω

}
.

Proof. We put F := σa+∆t(E(v)+h). By the definition of subdifferential, it holds that

σb − σa
∆t

∈ E(v) + h− ∂IK(σb)

⇔IK(τ)− IK(σb) ≥
(
E(v) + h− σb − σa

∆t
, τ − σb

)
for all τ ∈ H

⇔σb ∈ K and 0 ≥ (F − σb, τ − σb) for all τ ∈ K

⇔σb ∈ K and ∥σb − F∥H ≤ ∥τ − F∥H for all τ ∈ K.
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Since τ ∈ K = K̃ − p ⇔ τ + p ∈ K̃, we have

σb − σa
∆t

∈ E(v) + h− ∂IK(σb)

⇔σb ∈ K and ∥σb − (F + p)∥H ≤ ∥τ − (F + p)∥H for all τ ∈ K̃.

Therefore, by Lemma A.3,

σb − σa
∆t

∈ E(v) + h− ∂IK(σb) ⇔ σb = Pg(F + p) = Pg(σa +∆t(E(v) + h) + p).

□
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