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Abstract In this paper, we study the well-posedness of state-dependent and
state-independent sweeping processes driven by prox-regular sets and per-
turbed by a history-dependent operator. Our approach, based on an enhanced
version of Gronwall’s lemma and fixed-point arguments, provides an efficient
framework for analyzing sweeping processes. In particular, our findings recover
all existing results for the class of Volterra sweeping processes and provide new
insights into history-dependent sweeping processes. Finally, we apply our theo-
retical results to establish the well-posedness of a viscoelastic model with long
memory.
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1 Introduction

The sweeping process is a differential inclusion involving normal cones to a
family of moving sets. Since its introduction by J.-J. Moreau in a series of
papers [20–22], it has become a natural mathematical modeling tool for prob-
lems with constraints, as well as for modeling various phenomena in contact
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mechanics, electrical circuits, crowd motion problems, among others. We refer
to [1, 2, 24] for further details.

The sweeping process, originally studied by Moreau for convex sets, was
later extended to the context of non-convex sets by various authors. Notably,
the seminal works of Lionel Thibault [29, 30] developed the well-posedness
theory for a family of uniformly prox-regular sets, which constitute a natural
and broad framework for sweeping processes. In parallel, the perturbed and
state-dependent cases were developed, generalizing classical results in differen-
tial equations and paving the way for further advancements in mathematical
modeling. See, for example, [6, 7, 14, 16, 25, 27, 32].

Recently, a new variant of the sweeping process was proposed in [10]. This
variant, now known as the Volterra Sweeping Process, incorporates an inte-
gral term into the classical perturbed sweeping process. This integral term
facilitates the generalization of Volterra differential equations and enables the
modeling of constrained processes where the velocity depends on the trajectory
at previous times. For well-posedness results, we refer to [4, 5, 33].

In this paper, we generalize all the aforementioned developments by consid-
ering a history-dependent operator, which accounts for constrained problems
where the velocity depends on its history but not necessarily as an integral
form. Our approach, which is based on an enhanced version of Gronwall’s
lemma proved in [33] and fixed-point arguments, provides an efficient frame-
work for analyzing state-dependent and state-independent Volterra sweeping
processes.

It is worth emphasizing that history-dependent operators have been used
to model viscoelastic materials [19, 23, 24, 28], as in these materials, the dis-
placement field depends on the trajectory. Many materials can be considered
viscoelastic due to their properties, including soft and hard tissues (e.g., skin,
cartilage, bone), synthetic polymers, elastomers, and others. For more details,
we refer to [8,18]. We apply our theoretical results to prove the well-posedness
of a problem in contact mechanics with long memory.

The paper is organized as follows. After presenting some mathematical pre-
liminaries, in Section 3, we summarize the main assumptions used throughout
the paper. In Section 4, we establish the existence and uniqueness of solutions
for state-independent sweeping processes driven by prox-regular sets and per-
turbed by history-dependent operators. Subsequently, in Section 5, we demon-
strate the existence of solutions for state-dependent sweeping processes driven
by prox-regular sets and perturbed by history-dependent operators. Then, in
Section 6, as a consequence of our results, we establish the existence of solu-
tions for Volterra sweeping processes. The paper concludes with an application
to viscoelastic models with long memory.

2 Preliminaries

Let (H, 〈·, ·〉) be a real Hilbert space. As usual, the norm of H is defined as
‖x‖ :=

√

〈x, x〉 and the closed unit ball is denoted as B. The real numbers
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will be denoted by R and for T > 0, we set I := [0, T ]. Let S ⊂ H be a
nonempty closed set. The distance from a set S to a point x ∈ H is defined as
dS(x) := infy∈S ‖x−y‖. The set of points where the distance from S to x ∈ H
is attained is denoted by ProjS(x). This set is possibly empty and, when it
consists of a single point, is denoted by projS(x).
Given two closed sets A,B ⊂ H, the excess of A over B is defined as

exc(A;B) := sup
x∈A

dB(x).

Moreover, it is well-known that exc(A;B) = inf{ε > 0 : A ⊂ B + εB}. Addi-
tionally, the Hausdorff distance between A and B is defined as

Haus(A,B) := max{exc(A;B), exc(B;A)},

which can be characterized through the formula (see, e.g., [3, Lemma 3.74]):

Haus(A,B) = sup
x∈H

|dA(x)− dB(x)|.

We refer to [3] for more details.

2.1 Convex and Variational Analysis Tools

Given a function f : H → R ∪ {+∞}, we say that f ∈ Γ0(H) if f is proper,
convex, and lower semicontinuous (l.s.c.). Given f ∈ Γ0(H), we say that x∗ is
an element of the Fénchel subdifferential of f at x ∈ H, denoted by ∂f(x), if

f(y) ≥ f(x) + 〈x∗, y − x〉 for all y ∈ H.

The Legendre-Fenchel conjugate f∗ : H → R∪ {+∞} of a function f ∈ Γ0(H)
is defined by

f∗(x∗) = sup
x∈H

{〈x∗, x〉 − f(x)} for all x∗ ∈ H.

Moreover, it is well-known that the following equivalences hold:

x∗ ∈ ∂f(x) ⇐⇒ x ∈ ∂f∗(x∗) ⇐⇒ 〈x∗, x〉 = f(x) + f∗(x∗).

Besides, given a non-empty, closed, and convex set C ⊂ H, the indicator
function of C is defined as ιC : H → R ∪ {+∞}, given by

ιC(x) =

{

0 if x ∈ C;

+∞ if x /∈ C,

and the support function of C is defined as σC : H → R ∪ {+∞}, given by

σC(x
∗) = sup

x∈C

〈x∗, x〉 for all x∗ ∈ H.

Moreover, the following relations hold σC = (ιC)
∗ and ιC = (σC)

∗.
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Given a closed and nonempty set S ⊂ H and x ∈ S. We say that v belongs
to the proximal normal cone NP (S;x) if there exists σ ≥ 0 such that

〈v, y − x〉 ≤ σ‖y − x‖2 for all y ∈ S.

Whenever x /∈ S, we set NP (S;x) = ∅. We refer to [9] for more details about
proximal calculus. Now, we recall the concept of a uniformly prox-regular set.
Introduced by Federer in the finite-dimensional setting (see [15]) and later
developed by Rockafellar, Poliquin, and Thibault in [26], prox-regularity gen-
eralizes and unifies the classes of convex sets and nonconvex bodies with C2

boundary.

Definition 2.1 Let S be a closed subset ofH and ρ ∈]0,+∞]. We say that S is
ρ−uniformly prox-regular provided that, for all x ∈ S and all v ∈ NP (S;x)∩B
one has

x ∈ ProjS(x + tv) for any t ≤ ρ.

It is important to emphasize that convex sets are ρ−uniformly prox-regular
for any ρ > 0. The following result summarizes the main characterization of
uniform prox-regularity. We refer to [11, 31] for further results.

Proposition 2.1 Let S be a nonempty closed subset of H and ρ ∈]0,+∞].
The following assertions are equivalent:

(i) The set S is ρ−uniformly prox-regular.
(ii) For all x, x′ ∈ S and ζ ∈ NP (S;x) one has

〈ζ, x′ − x〉 ≤ 1

2ρ
‖ζ‖‖x′ − x‖2.

(iii) For any xi ∈ S, ζi ∈ NP (S;xi) ∩ B with i = 1, 2 one has

〈ζ1 − ζ2, x1 − x2〉 ≥ −1

ρ
‖x1 − x2‖2.

that is, the set-valued mapping x 7→ NP (S;x) ∩ B is 1
ρ
-hypomonotone.

(iv) For any positive γ < 1 the projection mapping projS is well-defined and
Lipschitz continuous on Uγ

ρ (S) := {z ∈ H : dS(x) < γρ} with 1/(1− γ) as
a Lipschitz constant, i.e.,

‖ projS(x1)− projS(x2)‖ ≤ 1

1− γ
‖x1 − x2‖ for all x1, x2 ∈ Uγ

ρ (S).

2.2 Nonlinear Analysis Tools

Let A be a bounded subset of H. We define the Kuratokwki measure of non-
compactness of A, α(A), as

α(A) := inf
{

d > 0 : A admits a finite cover by sets of diameter ≤ d
}

,
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and the Hausdorff measure of non-compactness of A, β(A), as

β(A) := inf
{

r > 0 : A can be covered by finitely many ball of radius r
}

.

In Hilbert spaces the relation between these two concepts is given by the in-
equality for A ⊂ H bounded:

√
2β(A) ≤ α(A) ≤ 2β(A).

The following proposition gathers the main properties ofKuratowski and Haus-
dorff measures of non-compactness (see [12, Proposition 7.2], [13, Section 9.2,
Proposition 9.1]).

Proposition 2.2 Let H be an infinite dimensional Hilbert space and B, B1,
B2 be bounded subsets of H. Let γ be either the Kuratowski or the Hausdorff
measures of non-compactness. Then:

(a) γ(B) = 0 if and only if B is compact.
(a) γ(λB) = |λ|γ(B) for every λ ∈ R.
(b) γ(B1 +B2) ≤ γ(B1) + γ(B2).
(c) B1 ⊂ B2 implies γ(B1) ≤ γ(B2).
(d) γ(convB) = γ(B).
(e) γ(B) = γ(B).

We will denote by C(I;H) the set of all continuous functions from I to H.
The norm of the uniform convergence on C(I;H) will be denoted by ‖ · ‖∞.
We denote by L1([0, T ];H) the space of H-valued Lebesgue integrable functions
defined over the interval [0, T ]. We say that x ∈ AC([0, T ];H) if there exists
f ∈ L1([0, T ];H) and x0 ∈ H such that

x(t) = x0 +

∫ t

0

f(s)ds ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

The following result, proved in [33], is an enhanced version of the classical
Gronwall inequality.

Lemma 2.1 (Enhanced Gronwall Inequality) Let I := [0, T ], and let
ρ : I → R be a nonnegative absolutely continuous function. Let K1,K2, ε : I →
R+, and K3 : I × I → R+ be nonnegative measurable functions such that

t 7→ K1(t) and t 7→ K2(t)

∫ t

0

K3(t, s)ds are integrable.

Suppose that

ρ̇(t) ≤ ε(t) +K1(t)ρ(t) +K2(t)

∫ t

0

K3(t, s)ρ(s)ds for a.e. t ∈ I.

Then, one has

ρ(t) ≤ ρ(0) exp

(
∫ t

0

γ(s)ds

)

+

∫ t

0

ε(s) exp

(
∫ t

s

γ(τ)dτ

)

ds for all t ∈ I,

where γ(t) := K1(t) +K2(t)
∫ t

0
K3(t, s)ds.
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The following result will be used in the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Lemma 2.2 Let Θ : I → R be a nonnegative continuous function. Assume
that α and β are two nonnegative integrable functions such that

Θ2(t) ≤
∫ t

0

α(s)Θ(s)ds +

∫ t

0

β(s)Θ2(s)ds for all t ∈ I.

Then, for all t ∈ I, one has

Θ(t) ≤
∫ t

0

exp

(
∫ t

s

β(τ)dτ

)

α(s)ds.

Proof We will prove that

Θ(t) ≤
∫ t

0

α(τ)dτ +

∫ t

0

β(τ)Θ(τ)dτ for all t ∈ I, (1)

which, by virtue of the classical Gronwall’s inequality, will imply the result.
If Θ ≡ 0 the result is obvious. Otherwise, assume that Θ 6≡ 0 and define
t∗ := inf{s ∈ I : Θ(s) > 0}. On the one hand, we observe that Θ(t) = 0 for
any t ∈ [0, t∗], hence, (1) holds for any t ∈ [0, t∗]. On the other hand, from
hypothesis, it is clear that for all t ∈]t∗, T ], one has

sup
s∈[0,t]

Θ(s)2 ≤ sup
s∈[0,t]

Θ(s)

(
∫ t

0

α(τ)dτ +

∫ t

0

β(τ)Θ(τ)dτ

)

,

which, being sups∈[0,t]Θ(s) > 0 for all t ∈]t∗, T ], implies that for t ∈]t∗, T ]

Θ(t) ≤
∫ t

0

α(τ)dτ +

∫ t

0

β(τ)Θ(τ)dτ,

which finishes the proof.

An operator R : C(I;H) → C(I;H) is called an History-Dependent Operator
if there exists κ > 0, such that for all x, y ∈ C(I;H) and t ∈ I, one has

‖R(x)(t) −R(y)(t)‖ ≤ κ

∫ t

0

‖x(s)− y(s)‖ds.

For more details, we refer to [28, Chapter 2]. The following result provides a
fixed point result for history-dependent operators (see, e.g., [28, Chapter 2]).

Proposition 2.3 Let S : C(I;E) → C(I;F ) be a history dependent operator,
where E,F are two Banach spaces. Then, the operator S has a unique fixed
point.
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3 Technical assumptions

For ease of presentation, in this section, we gather the hypotheses used along
the paper.

(Hf ) The function f : I ×H → H satisfies
(i) For each x ∈ H, the map t 7→ f(t, x) is measurable.
(ii) There exists two nonnegative integrable functions α and β such that

‖f(t, x)‖ ≤ α(t)‖x‖ + β(t) for all (t, x) ∈ I ×H.

(iii) For each r > 0, there exists a nonnegative constant κrf such that

‖f(t, x)− f(t, y)‖ ≤ κrf‖x− y‖ for all x, y ∈ rB and t ∈ I.

(Hg) The function g : I × I ×H → H satisfies
(a) For each x ∈ H, the map (t, s) 7→ g(t, s, x) is measurable.
(b) For all r > 0, there exists an integrable function µr : I → R+ such that

for all (t, s) ∈ D

‖g(t, s, x)− g(t, s, y)‖ ≤ µr(t)‖x− y‖ for all x, y ∈ rB.

Here D := {(t, s) ∈ I × I : s ≤ t}.
(c) There exists a nonnegative integrable function σ : D → R such that

‖g(t, s, x)‖ ≤ σ(t, s)(1 + ‖x‖) for all (t, s) ∈ D and x ∈ H.

(HR) The operator R : C(I;H) → C(I;H) is history-dependent of constant κR,
that is, there exists κR ≥ 0 such that for all x, y ∈ C(I;H) one has

‖R(x)(t) −R(y)(t)‖ ≤ κR

∫ t

0

‖x(s)− y(s)‖ds for all t ∈ I.

(HC) The map C : [0, T ] ⇒ H has nonempty, closed and ρ−uniformly prox-
regular values, for some ρ > 0. Moreover, there exists an absolutely con-
tinuous function v : [0, T ] → R such that

Haus(C(t), C(s)) ≤ |v(t)− v(s)| for all t, s ∈ I.

(HC
x ) The map C : [0, T ]×H ⇒ H has nonempty, closed and ρ−uniformly prox-

regular values, for some ρ > 0. Moreover, the following conditions hold:
(i) There exists an absolutely continuous function v : [0, T ] → R and L ∈

[0, 1[, such that

Haus(C(t, x), C(s, y)) ≤ |v(t)−v(s)|+L‖x−y‖ for all t, s ∈ I, x, y ∈ H.

(ii) For any A,B ⊂ H bounded and r > 0, the set C(t, A) ∩ B ∩ rB is
relatively compact.
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4 History-Dependent Sweeping Processes

In this section, we provide an existence and uniqueness result for the solutions
of the history-dependent sweeping process:

{

ẋ(t) ∈ −NC(t)(x(t)) + f(t, x(t)) +R(x)(t) for a.e. t ∈ I,

x(0) = x0 ∈ C(0),
(2)

where C, f and R satisfy (HC), (Hf ) and (HR), respectively. Before providing
the main result of this section, we provide a basic existence result for the
sweeping process with integrable perturbation. We refer to [14, Proposition 1]
for the proof.

Proposition 4.1 Let H be a real Hilbert space, and suppose that C(·) satisfies
(HC). Let h : I → H be a single-valued integrable mapping. Then, for any
x0 ∈ C(0) there exists a unique absolutely continuous solution x(·) for the
following differential inclusion:

{

ẋ(t) ∈ −NC(t)(x(t)) + h(t) a.e. t ∈ I,

x(0) = x0.

Moreover, x(·) satisfies the following inequality:

‖ẋ(t)− h(t)‖ ≤ ‖h(t)‖+ |v̇(t)| a.e. t ∈ I.

Now, we present the main result of this section. Based on a fixed-point re-
sult for history-dependent operators (see Proposition 2.3), we prove the well-
posedness for the problem (2).

Theorem 4.1 Assume that (HC), (Hf ) and (HR) hold. Then, for any initial
condition x0 ∈ C(0) there exists a unique absolutely continuous solution x(·)
for the problem (2). Moreover, the following bound holds:

‖x(t)‖ ≤ r(t) for all t ∈ I and ‖ẋ(t)‖ ≤ q(t) for a.e. t ∈ I,

where, r(·) and q(·) are the functions defined by

r(t) := ‖x0‖ exp

(

2

∫ t

0
(α(s) + κR)ds

)

+

∫ t

0
ε(s) exp

(

2

∫ t

s

(α(τ) + κR)dτ

)

ds,

q(t) := |v̇(t)|+ 2α(t)r(t) + 2β(t) + 2κR

∫ t

0
r(s)ds+ 2‖R(0)(t)‖,

(3)

and ε(t) := |v̇(t)|+ 2‖R(0)(t)‖+ 2β(t).

Proof Given y ∈ C(I;H), let us consider the function

hy(t) := f(t, ỹ(t)) +R(ỹ)(t),
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where ỹ(t) := projr(t)B(y(t)). By virtue of (Hf ) and (HR), for t ∈ I, one has

‖hy(t)‖ ≤ α(t)‖ỹ(t)‖ + β(t) + ‖R(ỹ)(t)−R(0)(t)‖ + ‖R(0)(t)‖

≤ α(t)r(t) + β(t) + κR

∫ t

0

r(s)ds + ‖R(0)(t)‖,

which shows that the map t 7→ hy(t) is integrable. Hence, according to Propo-
sition 4.1, the differential inclusion:

{

ẋ(t) ∈ −NC(t)(x(t)) + hy(t) for a.e. t ∈ I,

x(0) = x0 ∈ C(0),
(4)

admits a unique solution x(·), which is absolutely continuous and

‖ẋ(t)− hy(t)‖ ≤ |v̇(t)|+ ‖hy(t)‖ a.e. t ∈ I,

where r(·) is defined in formula (3). Therefore, for a.e. t ∈ I, one has

‖ẋ(t)− hy(t)‖ ≤ ψ(t) := |v̇(t)|+ α(t)r(t) + β(t) + κR

∫ t

0

r(s)ds + ‖R(0)(t)‖.

Hence, the operator F : C(I;H) → C(I;H) defined as F(y) := xy is a well-
defined single-valued function. We proceed to prove that the operator F is
history-dependent. Indeed, let y1, y2 ∈ C(I;H) and set xi = F(yi) for i = 1, 2.
Hence, according to (4), for a.e. t ∈ I,

ẋi(t)− hyi
(t)

ψ(t)
∈ −NC(t)(xi(t)) ∩ B for i = 1, 2,

which, by the ρ−uniformly prox-regularity of the sets C(t) and assertion (iii)
of Proposition 2.1, implies that for a.e. t ∈ I, one has

〈ẋ1(t)− ẋ2(t)− [hy1
(t)− hy2

(t)], x1(t)− x2(t)〉 ≤
ψ(t)

ρ
‖x1(t)− x2(t)‖2.

Therefore, for a.e. t ∈ I,

1

2

d

dt
‖x1(t)−x2(t)‖2 ≤ ‖hy1

(t)−hy2
(t)‖·‖x1(t)−x2(t)‖+

ψ(t)

ρ
‖x1(t)−x2(t)‖2.

Then, by integrating the above inequality and using Lemma 2.2, we obtain
that for all t ∈ I, one has

‖x1(t)− x2(t)‖ ≤ 2

∫ t

0

exp

(

2

∫ t

s

ψ(τ)

ρ
dτ

)

‖hy1
(s)− hy2

(s)‖ds. (5)
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Now, we proceed to estimate the term ‖hy1
(t) − hy2

(t)‖. Indeed, by virtue of
(Hf ) and (HR), we obtain that for a.e. t ∈ I, one has

‖hy1
(t)− hy2

(t)‖ ≤ ‖f(t, ỹ1(t)) − f(t, ỹ1(t))‖ + ‖R(ỹ1)(t) −R(ỹ2)(t)‖

≤ κ
r(T )
f ‖ỹ1(t)− ỹ2(t)‖ + κR

∫ t

0

‖ỹ1(t)− ỹ2(t)‖ds

≤ κ
r(T )
f ‖y1(t)− y2(t)‖ + κR

∫ t

0

‖y1(s)− y2(s)‖ds,

where we have used that the map x 7→ projr(T )B(x) is Lipschitz of constant 1.
Hence, from the previous calculation and inequality (5), we deduce that for
all t ∈ I, one has

‖x1(t)− x2(t)‖ ≤ 2κ
r(T )
f

∫ t

0

exp

(

2

∫ t

s

ψ(τ)

ρ
dτ

)

‖y1(s)− y2(s)‖ds

+ 2κR

∫ t

0

exp

(

2

∫ t

s

ψ(τ)

ρ
dτ

)
∫ s

0

‖y1(τ)− y2(τ)‖dτds,

from which we deduce that F is a state-dependent operator. Therefore, by
virtue of Proposition 2.3, the history-dependent operator F has a unique fixed
point x(·), which solves the differential inclusion:

{

ẋ(t) ∈ −NC(t)(x(t)) + hx(t) for a.e. t ∈ I,

x(0) = x0 ∈ C(0),
(6)

where hx(t) := f(t, x̃(t)) +R(x̃(t)) and x̃(t) := projr(t)B(x(t)).
To finish the proof, it remains to show that

‖x(t)‖ ≤ r(t) for all t ∈ I and ‖ẋ(t)‖ ≤ q(t) for a.e. t ∈ I.
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Indeed, by virtue of (Hf ) and (HR), for all t ∈ I, one has

‖x(t)‖ ≤ ‖x0‖+
∫ t

0

‖ẋ(s)‖ds

≤ ‖x0‖+
∫ t

0

(|v̇(s)|+ ‖hx(s)‖)ds+
∫ t

0

‖hx(s)‖ds

≤ ‖x0‖+
∫ t

0

|v̇(s)|ds+ 2

∫ t

0

‖f(s, x̃(s))‖ds+ 2

∫ t

0

‖R(x̃)(s)‖ds

≤ ‖x0‖+
∫ t

0

|v̇(s)|ds+ 2

∫ t

0

‖R(0)(s)‖ds+ 2

∫ t

0

‖f(s, x̃(s))‖ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

‖R(x̃)(s)−R(0)(s)‖ds

≤ ‖x0‖+
∫ t

0

|v̇(s)|ds+ 2

∫ t

0

‖R(0)(s)‖ds+ 2

∫ t

0

β(s)ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

α(s)‖x̃(s)‖ds+ 2κR

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

‖x̃(τ)‖dτds

≤ ‖x0‖+
∫ t

0

|v̇(s)|ds+ 2

∫ t

0

‖R(0)(s)‖ds+ 2

∫ t

0

β(s)ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

α(s)‖x(s)‖ds+ 2κR

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

‖x(τ)‖dτds,

where we have used that the map x 7→ projr(t)B(x) is Lipschitz of constant 1.
Therefore, for all t ∈ I, one has

‖x(t)‖ ≤ ‖x0‖+
∫ t

0

ε(s)ds+ 2

∫ t

0

α(s)‖x(s)‖ds + 2κR

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

‖x(τ)‖dτds,

where ε(t) := |v̇(t)| + 2‖R(0)(t)‖+ 2β(t). Hence, by virtue of Lemma 2.1, we
obtain that, for all t ∈ I, one has

‖x(t)‖ ≤ r(t) := ‖x0‖ exp

(

2

∫ t

0
(α(s) + κR)ds

)

+

∫ t

0
ε(s) exp

(

2

∫ t

s

(α(τ) + κR)dτ

)

ds,

which implies that x(·) solves the history-dependent sweeping process (2).
Finally, similarly to the above calculations, for a.e. t ∈ I, one has

‖ẋ(t)‖ ≤ ‖ẋ(t)− hx(t)‖ + ‖hx(t)‖
≤ |v̇(t)|+ 2‖hx(t)‖

≤ |v̇(t)|+ 2‖R(0)(s)‖+ 2α(t)‖x(t)‖ + 2β(t) + 2κR

∫ t

0

‖x(s)‖ds

≤ q(t) := |v̇(t)|+ 2‖R(0)(s)‖+ 2α(t)r(t) + 2β(t) + 2κR

∫ t

0

r(s)ds,

which ends the proof.
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5 State-Dependent Sweeping Process

In this section, we consider the following state-dependent history-dependent
sweeping process:

{

ẋ(t) ∈ −NC(t,x(t))(x(t)) + f(t, x(t)) +R(x)(t) for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ],

x(0) = x0 ∈ C(0, x0),
(7)

where C, f and R satisfy (HC
x ), (Hf ) and (HR), respectively. By means of

the Schauder Fixed Point Theorem, we prove the existence of solutions for the
above differential inclusion.

Theorem 5.1 Assume that (HC
x ), (Hf ) and (HR) hold. Then, for any x0 ∈

C(0, x0), there exists at least one absolutely continuous solution x(·) for the
problem (7). Moreover, the following bound holds:

‖x(t)‖ ≤ r(t) + L

∫ t

0

ψ(s) exp

(

2

∫ t

s

(α(τ) + κR)dτ

)

ds for all t ∈ I,

‖ẋ(t)‖ ≤ ψ(t) for a.e. t ∈ I,

where r(t) is defined in formula (3) and

ψ(t) :=
q(t)

1− L
+

2L

1− L
(α(t) + κR)

∫ t

0

exp

(

2

∫ s

t

(α(τ) + κR)dτ

)

ds

Proof We say that y ∈ K if there exists f ∈ L1(I;H) such that ‖f(t)‖ ≤ ψ(t)
for a.e. t ∈ I and

y(t) := x0 +

∫ t

0

f(s)ds for all t ∈ I.

It is clear that the set K seen as a subset of C(I;H) is nonempty, closed and
convex. We observe that for a given y ∈ K the set-valued map t 7→ C(t, y(t))
satisfies assumption (HC). Indeed, according to (HC

x ), for any t, s ∈ I with
s ≤ t, one has

Haus(C(t, y(t)), C(s, y(s))) ≤ |v(t) − v(s)|+ L‖y(t)− y(s)‖

≤ |v(t) − v(s)|+ L

∫ t

s

ψ(τ)dτ.

Therefore, by virtue of Theorem 4.1, for any y ∈ K, there exists a unique
absolutely continuous solution x(·) to the following differential inclusion:

{

ẋ(t) ∈ −NC(t,y(t))(x(t)) + f(t, x(t)) +R(x)(t) for a.e. t ∈ I,

x(0) = x0.
(8)
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Moreover, the following bounds hold:

‖x(t)‖ ≤ r0(t) := r(t) + L

∫ t

0
ψ(s) exp

(

2

∫ t

s

(α(τ) + κR)dτ

)

ds for all t ∈ I,

‖ẋ(t)‖ ≤ q0(t) := q(t) + Lψ(t) + 2α(t)L exp

(

2

∫ t

0
(α(τ) + κR)dτ

)

ν(t)

+ 2κRL

∫ t

0
exp

(

2

∫ t

0
(α(τ) + κR)dτ

)

ν(s)ds a.e. t ∈ I,

where

ν(t) :=

∫ t

0

ψ(s) exp

(

2

∫ s

0

(α(τ) + κR)dτ

)

ds.

Hence, we can consider the operator F : K → C(I;H) which assigns to each
y ∈ K the unique solution x(·) := F(y) of the problem (8). Moreover, for a.e.
t ∈ I, one has

‖ẋ(t)‖ ≤ q(t) + Lψ(t) + 2α(t)L exp

(

2

∫ t

0

(α(τ) + κR)dτ

)

ν(t)

+ 2κRL

∫ t

0

exp

(

2

∫ t

0

(α(τ) + κR)dτ

)

ν(s)ds = ψ(t),

which proves that the operator F takes values in K.
Claim 1: The operator F : K → K is continuous.
Proof of Claim 1: Let us consider a sequence (yn) ⊂ K converging to y ∈ K.
Set xn := F(yn) and x := F(y). By using (8), we obtain that

ẋn(t) ∈ −NC(t,yn(t))(xn(t)) + hn(t) a.e. t ∈ I,

ẋ(t) ∈ −NC(t,y(t))(x(t)) + h(t) a.e. t ∈ I,

where hn(t) := f(t, xn(t)) +R(xn)(t) and h(t) := f(t, x(t)) +R(x)(t). Hence,
by virtue of Proposition 4.1 and assumptions (Hf ) and (HR), we obtain that,
for a.e. t ∈ I, one has

‖ẋn(t)− hn(t)‖ ≤ |v̇(t)|+ Lψ(t) + ‖hn(t)‖
≤ m(t) := |v̇(t)|+ Lψ(t) + α(t)r0(t) + β(t)

+ κR

∫ t

0

r0(s)ds+ ‖R(0)(t)‖,

which implies that for all n ∈ N, one has

ẋn(t)− hn(t)

m(t)
∈ −NC(t,yn(t))(xn(t)) ∩ B a.e. t ∈ I.

Similarly,

ẋ(t)− h(t)

m(t)
∈ −NC(t,y(t))(x(t)) ∩ B a.e. t ∈ I.
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Hence, By virtue of Proposition 2.1, we get that for all c ∈ C(t, yn(t))

〈−ẋn(t) + hn(t), c− xn(t)〉 ≤
m(t)

2ρ
‖c− xn(t)‖2 (9)

Similarly, for all c ∈ C(t, y(t))

〈−ẋ(t) + h(t), c− x(t)〉 ≤ m(t)

2ρ
‖c− x(t)‖2. (10)

Next, according to (HC
x ), for all t ∈ I, we have

C(t, yn(t)) ⊂ C(t, y(t)) + L‖y(t)− yn(t)‖B,
C(t, y(t)) ⊂ C(t, yn(t)) + L‖y(t)− yn(t)‖B,

which implies the existence of dn(t), d̃n(t) ∈ B such that

x(t)− L‖yn(t)− y(t)‖d̃n(t) ∈ C(t, yn(t)),

xn(t)− L‖yn(t)− y(t)‖dn(t) ∈ C(t, y(t)).

Therefore, by using the above quantities in (9) and (10), respectively, we obtain
that for a.e. t ∈ I

〈−ẋn(t) + hn(t), x(t) − xn(t)〉 ≤ Lm(t)‖yn(t)− y(t)‖+ m(t)

ρ
‖x(t)− xn(t)‖2

+
m(t)L2

ρ
‖y(t)− yn(t)‖2

〈−ẋ(t) + h(t), xn(t)− x(t)〉 ≤ Lm(t)‖yn(t)− y(t)‖+ m(t)

ρ
‖xn(t)− x(t)‖2

+
m(t)L2

ρ
‖y(t)− yn(t)‖2.

Therefore, for a.e. t ∈ I,

1

2

d

dt
‖xn(t)− x(t)‖2 = 〈ẋn(t)− ẋ(t), xn(t)− x(t)〉

≤ 2Lm(t)‖yn(t)− y(t)‖+ 2
m(t)L2

ρ
‖yn(t)− y(t)‖2

+ 2
m(t)

ρ
‖xn(t)− x(t)‖2 + 〈hn(t)− h(t), xn(t)− x(t)〉.

Moreover, by using (Hf ) and (HR), we obtain that

〈hn(t) − h(t), xn(t) − x(t)〉 ≤ ‖hn(t) − h(t)‖ · ‖xn(t) − x(t)‖

≤ kRf ‖xn(t) − x(t)‖2 + κR‖xn(t) − x(t)‖

∫ t

0
‖xn(s)− x(s)‖ds,
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where R := supt∈I r0(t) and k
R
f is the constant given by (Hf ). Therefore, for

all t ∈ I, one has

‖xn(t) − x(t)‖2 ≤ 4L

∫ t

0
m(s)‖yn(s)− y(s)‖ds +

4L2

ρ

∫ t

0
m(s)‖yn(s)− y(s)‖2ds

+

∫ t

0

(

4
m(s)

ρ
+ 2κRf

)

‖xn(s)− x(s)‖2ds+ κR

(
∫ t

0
‖xn(s)− x(s)‖ds

)2

.

Set σ(t) := lim sup ‖xn(t)−x(t)‖. By taking limit in the above inequality, we
obtain that for all t ∈ I

σ2(t) ≤
∫ t

0

(

4
m(s)

ρ
+ 2κRf

)

σ2(s)ds+ κR

(
∫ t

0

σ(s)ds

)2

≤
∫ t

0

(

4
m(s)

ρ
+ 2κRf

)

σ2(s)ds+ κRt

∫ t

0

σ2(s)ds,

where we have used Holder’s inequality. Finally, from the classical Gronwall’s
inequality, we conclude that σ ≡ 0, which proves the continuity of F . �

To apply Schauder’s Fixed Point Theorem, it remains to show that F(K) is
relatively compact in C(I;H).
Claim 2: The set F(K) relatively compact in C(I;H).
Proof of Claim 2: On the one hand, since K is bounded in W 1,1(I;H) by
definition. It is clear that F(K) is equicontinuous. On the other hand, fix t ∈ I
and define

K(t) := {y(t) : y ∈ K} and F(K)(t) := {F(y)(t) : y ∈ K}.

We can observe that F(K)(t) ⊂ C(t,K(t))∩r0(t)B. Hence, by using the notion
measure of non-compactness, we obtain that

γ(F(K)(t)) ≤ γ (C(t,K(t)) ∩ r0(t)B) = 0,

where we have used assumption (HC
x ) and the monotony of γ. Therefore, the

set F(K)(t) is relatively compact in H. Finally, by virtue of the Arzelà-Ascoli
Theorem, we conclude that the set F(K) is relatively compact. �

Finally, by Schauder’s Fixed Point Theorem, the operator F has a fixed point,
which is a solution of (7).

6 Volterra Sweeping Processes

In this section, we show that our main results (Theorems 4.1 and 5.1) enables
us to obtain the existence of solutions for the Volterra Sweeping Process:











ẋ(t) ∈ −NC(t)(x(t)) + f(t, x(t)) +

∫ t

0

g(t, s, x(s))ds for a.e. t ∈ I,

x(0) = x0 ∈ C(0),

(11)
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and the State-Dependent Volterra Sweeping Process:










ẋ(t) ∈ −NC(t,x(t))(x(t)) + f(t, x(t)) +

∫ t

0
g(t, s, x(s))ds for a.e. t ∈ I,

x(0) = x0 ∈ C(0, x0).

(12)

Here we assume that f and g satisfy (Hf ) and (Hg), respectively. Hence, to
address the above dynamical systems, we can consider the operator

R(x)(t) :=

∫ t

0

f(t, s, x(s))ds.

Unfortunately, this operator does not satisfy Assumption (HR); hence, we
cannot directly apply Theorems 4.1 and 5.1, respectively. Nevertheless, by
using the reparametrization technique developed in [33], we can, without loss
of generality, assume that R satisfies Assumption (HR). Hence, on the one
hand, the existence result for the Volterra Sweeping Process is the following:

Theorem 6.1 Assume that (HC), (Hf ) and (Hg) hold. Then, for any initial
condition x0 ∈ C(0) there exists a unique absolutely continuous solution x(·)
for the problem (11).

On the other hand, the existence result for the State-Dependent Volterra
Sweeping Process is the following:

Theorem 6.2 Assume that (HC
x ), (Hf ) and (Hg) hold. Then, for any x0 ∈

C(0, x0), there exists at least one absolutely continuous solution x(·) for the
problem (12).

Remark 6.1 On the one hand, we note that Theorem 6.1 is not new; in fact,
it was previously proven using different methods in [5, 33]. Our contribution
lies in demonstrating that it can be derived through a fixed-point argument.
On the other hand, to the best of our knowledge, the result presented in 6.1
is novel.

7 An Application to Viscoelastic Models with Long Memory

In this section, we illustrate one of our theoretical results (Theorem 4.1)
through the modeling of a contact mechanical problem with long memory.

Let Ω ⊂ Rd, with d ∈ {2, 3}, be an open, bounded and connected set with
a Lipschitz boundary Γ := ∂Ω. We assume that Γ can be decomposed into
mutually disjoint measurable sets ΓD, ΓN and ΓC , with ΓD having a positive
Hausdorff measure. We are interested in the situation where Ω describes a
viscoelastic material with long memory, which is clamped on ΓD, subjected to
a normal traction on ΓN , and experiences dry friction on ΓC (see Fig. 1).

To describe the mathematical model, let us consider Sd as the space of
symmetric second-order tensors over Rd. On Rd and Sd, we consider the inner
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Ω

Foundation

ΓD

f0
Ω

Foundation

f2

f3ΓC

ΓN

ΓD

ΓC

ΓN

Fig. 1 A viscoelastic material with long memory subjected to a external body force f0
(left), normal traction f2 and dry friction f3 (right).

products

〈u, v〉Rd :=

d
∑

i=1

uivi and 〈σ, τ〉Sd :=

d
∑

i,j=1

σijτij for all u, v ∈ R
d, σ, τ ∈ S

d.

These inner products induce the norms ‖u‖Rd :=
√

〈u, u〉Rd and ‖σ‖Sd :=
√

〈σ, σ〉Sd on Rd and Sd, respectively. For simplicity, we will denote these
norms by ‖ · ‖ whenever no ambiguity arises.

Given u ∈ (H1(Ω))d we denote by ε(u) the strain operator defined by
ε(u) := (εij(u))i,j=1,...,d ∈ Sd, where

εij(u) :=
1

2

(

∂ui
∂xj

+
∂uj
∂xi

)

.

To model the situation depicted in Fig. 1, we consider the vector spaces:

V := {u ∈ (H1(Ω))d : u = 0 on ΓD} and W := {σ ∈ S
d : σij = σji ∈ L2(Ω)},

where the equality u = 0 on ΓD is understood in the sense of traces. The above
spaces are endowed with the inner products:

〈u, v〉V :=

∫

Ω

ε(u(x)) · ε(v(x))dx and 〈σ, τ〉W :=

∫

Ω

σ(x) · τ(x)dx.

We denote by ν the unit outward vector to Γ . The normal and tangential
components of the vector u ∈ Rd are uν := u·ν and uτ := u−uνν, respectively.
Similarly, σν := (σν) · ν and στ := σν − σνν are the normal and tangential
components of the tensor σ ∈ Sd, respectively.

Description of the mechanical model: The considered constitutive law has the
structure of a general viscoelastic law with long memory, including a non-linear
integral part (see [19]), given by

σ(t, x) := A(x, ε(u(t, x))) +

∫ t

0

B(t− s, x, ε(u(t, x))) ds,
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for all (t, x) ∈ I × Ω, where σ(t, x) denotes the stress tensor, u(t, x) is the
displacement field and A and B denote the elasticity and the relaxation oper-
ators, respectively. The above constitutive law describes the stress response of
a material that exhibits both immediate elastic behavior and time-dependent
memory effects, which are present, for example, in polymers, biological tissues,
and certain metals. It provides a framework for predicting phenomena such as
creep and stress relaxation. For further details on applications and notation,
we refer to [2, 19, 24, 28].

The problem can be formulated as follows.

Problem 7.1 (Contact problem) Find a displacement vector field u : I ×
Ω → Rd such that

div(σ(t, x)) + f0(t, x) = 0 for all (t, x) ∈ I ×Ω, (13)

u(t, x) = 0 for all (t, x) ∈ I × ΓD, (14)

σ(t, x)ν(x) = f2(t, x) for all (t, x) ∈ I × ΓN , (15)

uν(t, x) = 0 for all (t, x) ∈ I × ΓC . (16)

Moreover, dry friction is acting on ΓC , i.e., for all (t, x) ∈ I × ΓC

‖στ (t, x)‖ ≤ f3(t, x) and − στ (t, x) = f3(t, x)
u̇τ (t, x)

‖u̇τ (t, x)‖
if u̇τ (t, x) 6= 0. (17)

Equation (13) in Problem 7.1 represents the equilibrium balance between the
stress tensor and an external force field f0(t, x), while (14) indicates that the
set Ω is clamped on ΓD. Moreover, (15) states that a normal traction force
f2(t, x) is applied on ΓN . Equation (16) specifies that no normal displacements
are allowed in the contact region ΓC . Finally, (17) represents the dry friction,
defined by a friction bound f3(t, x).

Assumptions on the data: In order to provide the well-posedness for the Prob-
lem 7.1, we consider the following hypotheses:

(HΓ ): Assumptions on f0, f2 and f3:

(i) There exists an absolutely continuous function ϑ0 such that

‖f0(t, ·)− f0(s, ·)‖(L2(Ω))d ≤ |ϑ0(t)− ϑ0(s)| for all t, s ∈ I.

(ii) There exists an absolutely continuous function ϑ2 such that

‖f2(t, ·)− f2(s, ·)‖(L2(Ω))d ≤ |ϑ2(t)− ϑ2(s)| for all t, s ∈ I.

(iii) For all t ∈ I, the map x → f3(t, x) is measurable and f3(0, x) = 0 for a.e.
x ∈ ΓC .

(Hσ): Assumptions on A and B:
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(i) The elasticity operator A = (aijkl) defined from Ω× Sd into Sd, is a linear
application respect his second variable, such that satisfies:
(a) The components are symmetric, i.e., aijkl = ajikl = aklij , and aijkl is
essentially bounded, i.e., aijkl ∈ L∞(Ω × Sd)
(b) There exists mA > 0 such that

〈A(x, ε), ε〉Sd ≥ mA‖ε‖2Sd for all ε ∈ S
d.

(ii) The relaxation operator B = (bijkl) defined from I×Ω×Sd into Sd satisfies
the following conditions:
(a) The components are symmetric, i.e., bijkl = bjikl = bklij .
(b) For all ε ∈ Sd the map t 7→ bijkl(t, ·, ε) belongs to W 1,2(I;L∞(Ω)).
(c) There exist nonnegative constants κB and κB′ such that
– For all (t, x) ∈ I ×Ω and any ε1, ε2 ∈ Sd one has

‖B(t, x, ε1)− B(t, x, ε2)‖Sd ≤ κB‖ε1 − ε2‖Sd .

– For a.e. t ∈ I, for all x ∈ Ω and any ε1, ε2 ∈ Sd one has

‖B′(t, x, ε1)− B′(t, x, ε2)‖Sd ≤ κB′‖ε1 − ε2‖Sd .

(d) For any (t, x) ∈ I ×Ω one has

〈B(t, x, ε1)− B(t, x, ε2), ε1 − ε2〉Sd ≥ 0 for all ε1, ε2 ∈ S
d.

Now, based on standard calculations, the weak formulation of 7.1 is given by:

Problem 7.2 (Variational inequality) Find a displacement field u(t, x)
such that the following inequality holds: for all v ∈ V ,

∫

Ω

σ(t, x) : (ε(v(x)) − ε(u̇(t, x)))dx +

∫

ΓC

f3(t, x)(‖vτ (x)‖ − ‖u̇τ(t, x)‖)da(x)

≥
∫

Ω

f0(t, x)(v(x) − u̇(t, x))dx +

∫

ΓN

f2(t, x)(v(x) − u̇(t, x))da(x).

To apply our theoretical result (Theorem 4.1), we introduce the following
auxiliary functions.

Definition 7.1 (Auxiliary functions) Let f0, f2, f3,A and B satisfying the
assumptions (HΓ ) and (Hσ). We consider the following functions:

1. Let j : V → R defined by

j(u) =

∫

ΓC

f3(t, x)‖uτ (x)‖da(x) for all t ∈ I.

2. Let f : I → V defined by

〈f(t), u〉V :=

∫

Ω

f0(t, x) · u(x)dx +

∫

ΓN

f2(t, x) · u(x)da(x) for all t ∈ I.
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3. Let A : V → V and B : C(I;V ) → C(I;V ) be such that:

〈A(u), v〉V =

∫

Ω

A(x, ε(u(x))) · ε(v(x))dx

〈B(u)(t), v〉V =

∫

Ω

(
∫ t

0

B(t− s, x, ε(u(s, x)))ds

)

· ε(v(x))dx.

Furthermore, we set P : V → V be such that A = P ∗P , where P ∗ denotes
the adjoint operator of P and Q := (P ∗)−1.

4. Let C : I ⇒ V be a set-valued map defined by C(t) := Q(f(t)− ∂j(0)).
5. Let R : C(I;V ) → C(I;V ) be defined by

〈R(u)(t), v〉V =

∫

Ω

B(0, x, ε(u(t, x))) · ε(v(x))dx

+

∫

Ω

(
∫ t

0

B′(t− s, x, ε(u(s, x)))ds

)

· ε(v(x))dx.

We now present the main result of this section, which establishes the existence
and uniqueness of a weak solution to Problem 7.2. Furthermore, we demon-
strate that this solution satisfies a related history-dependent sweeping process.

Theorem 7.1 Assume that (HΓ ) and (Hσ) hold. Then, the Problem (7.2)
admits a unique absolutely continuous solution u : I → V to the differential
inclusion:

{

u̇(t) ∈ −NC(t)(u(t)) +QR(u)(t) a.e. t ∈ I,

u(0) = Pu0,

where Q = (P ∗)−1 and A = P ∗P .

Proof According to Definition 7.1, the Problem 7.2 is equivalent to the follow-
ing variational inequality: find u : I → V such that

j(u̇(t)) ≥ j(v) + 〈f(t)−A(u(t))−B(u)(t), u̇(t)− v〉V for all (t, v) ∈ I × V.

Since the function j : V → R is convex, the above inequality is equivalent to:

f(t)−A(u(t))−B(u)(t) ∈ ∂j(u̇(t)) for all t ∈ I.

Moreover, we observe that j is positively homogeneous, which implies that

∂j(u̇(t)) = ∂σ∂j(0)(u̇(t)) for a.e. t ∈ I.

Therefore, for a.e. t ∈ I, one has

u̇(t) ∈ ∂σ∗
∂j(0)(f(t)−A(u(t))−B(u)(t))

= N∂j(0)(f(t)−A(u(t)) −B(u)(t))

= N∂j(0)−f(t)(−P ∗P (u(t))−B(u)(t))

= −Nf(t)−∂j(0)(P
∗P (u(t)) +B(u)(t)).
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Following the ideas of [17], we consider the operator G : V → V defined by

G(u)(t) := Pu(t) +QB(u)(t).

It is clear that G is invertible with Lipschitz inverse (see, e.g., [34, Proposition
31.4]). Therefore, setting w(t) := G(u)(t), we obtain that which gives

ẇ(t) ∈ −NC(t)(w(t)) +QR(G−1(w))(t) a.e. t ∈ I.

It can be noted that QRG−1, and C satisfy the hypotheses (HR) and (HC),
respectively. Therefore, by virtue of Theorem 4.1, there exists a unique solution
u ∈ AC(I;V ) for the history-dependent sweeping process.
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