arXiv:1401.1341v1 [math.AP] 7 Jan 2014

1

In the paper we investigate the important regularity question for models elasto-plasticity.
Various model systems in the finite strain and small strain case have been proposed in
the articles [29]-[34], [36]. In this contribution we focus on the infinitesimal plasticity
models in the framework proposed by D. H. Alber and his group (see [2], [7], [8], [10],
[31]). This framework is perfectly adapted for inelastic deformation processes of metals
that are characterized by monotone flow rule (associated plasticity). In that case the
finite difference method was very useful to prove regularity of stresses in the Prandtl-
Reuss and Norton-Hoff models [4 5] [15] 18], [37], because this method allows to cancel the
monotone nonlinearities. Using this method D. H. Alber and S. Nesenenko [3] have shown
L>®(H'Y/37%)- regularity for stresses and plastic strain for coercive models of viscoplastic-
ity with variable coefficients. Next, D. Knees in [20] obtains the stresses in the space
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Abstract

The purpose of this article is to prove the Holder continuity up to the boundary
of the displacement vector and the microrotation matrix for the quasistatic, rate-
independent Armstrong-Frederick cyclic hardening plasticity model with Cosserat
effects. This model is of non-monotone and non-associated type. In the case of
two space dimensions we use the hole-filling technique of Widman and the Morrey’s
Dirichlet growth theorem.
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L>®(HY?7%). A similar result was proved by P. Kamiriski in [24] and [25] for coercive and
self-controlling (non-coercive) viscoplastic models. Moreover, in [12] a H} - regularity
result for the stresses and strains in Cosserat elasto-plasticity was proved, cf. [35]. See
also [20] and [21] for the local regularity in the Hencky model.

The Armstrong-Frederick (AF) cyclic hardening plasticity model with Cosserat effects
was formulated first in the article [I4] and it is of non-monotone and not of gradient type
(non-associated flow rule - see [9] and [14] for more details). Hence the finite difference
method is useless to study regularity of solutions for this model. The idea of the present
paper is to show the Holder continuity up to the boundary of the displacement and
the microrotation matrix in AF-model with Cosserat effects in the case of two space
dimensions (the existence of the energy solutions for this model was also proved in [14]).
We will use a very old method, which was exposed in [27] and [28]. Those works presented
first fundamental theorems about existence and regularity of solutions of two - dimensional
elliptic systems.

We derive the Morrey’s condition up to the boundary of the basic domain €2. In order
to got it we will use the Widman’s hole filling trick proposed by K. O. Widman in the
paper [38].

Morrey’s methods were used in [17] where the author shown the existence of a Holder
continuous solution for a class of two-dimensional non-linear elliptic systems. Moreover
this methods were also used to prove Holder continuity for the displacements in isotropic
and kinematic hardening with von Mises yield criterion in [19].

To our knowledge this article presents the first regularity result for models from the
theory of inelastic deformations of metals, which are non-monotone, non-associated but
coercive - for the definitions we refer to [2].

2 The Armstrong-Frederick model with Cosserat ef-
fect

Here we formulate the Armstrong-Frederick model with Cosserat effects in the case of two
space dimensions.

Let us assume that Q C R? is a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary 9. The
structure of the model equations is the same as introduced in [14]. For the mechanical
results for Cosserat plasticity we refer to [31], [33] - see also [13], where the non-monoton
model of poroplastisity with Cosserat effects was introduced. Hence we deal with the
following system of equations

div, T = —f,
T = 2u(e(u) —eP) 4+ 2uc(skew (V,u) — A) + Atr (e(u) — )11,

—l.Ayaxl(A) = peax](skew (Vyu) — A),

e e ol (Tr) (2.1)
T = 2p(e(u) —eP) + Atr (e(u) — €P)1L,
by = cel —dleb|b,

where the unknowns are: the displacement vector field u : Q x [0, 7] — R3, the microro-
tation matrix A : Q x [0, 7] — s0(3) (s0(3) is the set of skew-symmetric 3 x 3 matrices)
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and the vector of internal variables z = (e7,b) : Q x [0,T] — 83, X S3., (¢7 is the clas-
sical infinitesimal symmetric plastic strain tensor, b is the symmetric backstress tensor
and the space 83, denotes the set of symmetric 3 X 3 matrices with vanishing trace).
e(u) = sym (V,u) denotes the symmetric part of the gradient of the displacement.

The equations (1) are studied for z € Q C R? and t € [0, 7], where ¢ denotes the
time.

The set of admissible elastic stresses K (b(x,t)) is defined in the form
K(b) = {Tg € 8* : |dev(Tg) — b| < oy}, where dev (Tg) = T — 3 tr (Tg) - 11, 0y is a
material parameter (the yield limit) and 1l denotes the identity 3 x 3 matrix. The function
Iy is the indicator function of the admissible set K (b) and 0l is the subgradient of
the convex, proper, lower semicontinous function Ir ).

The function f : Q x [0,7] — R? describes the density of the applied body forces,
the parameters p, A are positive Lamé constants, . > 0 is the Cosserat couple modulus
and [. > 0 is a material parameter with dimensions [m?], describing a length scale of the
model due to the Cosserat effects. ¢, d > 0 are material constants.

The operator skew (T) = (T — T7) denotes the skew-symmetric part of a 3 x 3
tensor. The operator axl : 50(3) — R? establishes the identification of a skew-symmetric
matrix with a vector in R3. This means that if we take A € s0(3), which is in the form
A= ((O> a, ﬁ)> (_a> 0, 7)) (_ﬁa - 0))a then aXl(A) = (Oz, B, 7)'

Notice that the system (2.)) is a modification of the Melan-Prager model, which is well
known in the literature and it can also be seen as an approximation of the Prandtl-Reuss
model. The expression |£7]b is a perturbation of the Melan-Prager model - if d = 0 then

we obtain the classical Melan-Prager linear kinematic hardening model - details can be
found in [9] and [14].

The system (2.1]) is considered with the Dirichlet boundary condition for the displacement:

u(zx,t) = gp(x,t) for €00 and t>0 (2.2)
and with the Dirichlet boundary condition for the microrotation:

A(z,t) = Ap(x,t) for x€0Q and t>0. (2.3)
Finally, we consider the system (2.I]) with the following initial conditions

P (z,0) = eP(x), b(x,0) = b°(z). (2.4)
The free energy function associated with the system (21I) is given by the formula
pible, e Ab) = plle(u) — ||* + e [Iskew (Vou) — AlJ*

b2 () — =) 2L Vo (A + o B (25)
9 clive 2 ’ )

where p is the mass density which we assume to be constant in time and space. The total
energy is of the form:

E(e, P A, b)(t):/Qp@b(e(a:,t),ep(x,t),A(:E,t),b(x,t)) dz.

The Section 2 of the article [9] shows that the inelastic constitutive equation occurring in
(23] is of pre-monotone type (for the definition see [2]). We also know that the AF-model
with micropolar effects is of non-monotone type and not of gradient type (non-associated
flow rule).



3 Existence theory and main result

The only one existence result for the AF-models with Coserrat effects in the case of three
space dimensions was obtained in the article [14]. It was shown that the limit in the
Yosida approximation process satisfies the energy inequality for special test functions.
Using the same techniques as in [I4] we can obtain the same existence theorem in the two
dimensional cases. The goal of this section is to formulate the existence theorem for the
system (2.1) and the main result of this article.

Let us assume that for all 7' > 0 the given data f, gp and Ap have the regularity

fe HY(0,T; LA R%), gp e H'(0,T; H> (0% R?)) (3.1)

Ap € HY0,T; H?(09;50(3))). (3.2)
Additionally let us suppose that the initial data (7°,8°) € L?(Q;S3.,) x L*(Q;S3..)
satisfy

1L0(z)| < and |dev (Ta(z)) —b°(z)| < o, for almost all x € Q, (3.3)

ISHNe

where the initial stress T3 = 2u (e(u(0)) — eP%) + A tr (e(u(0)) — eP0) 1l € L*(Q; S?) is the
unique solution of the following linear problem

div, T%(z) = —f(,0),
—l. Ay axl (A(z,0)) = peaxl(skew (Vyu(z,0)) — A(z,0)),
u(z,0),, = gp(z,0) A(z,0),, = Ap(z,0), (3.4)
with
T%(x) = 2u(e(u(z,0)) — e"(2)) + 2pc(skew (Vou(,0)) — A, 0))
+ At (e(u(z,0)) — 70(x)) 1.

Let us consider the convex set (which will be used as set of test functions further on)
« 1 3 3 d o
K= {(dev (TE)> _Eb) S Sdev X Sdev : | dev (TE) - b| + 2_0 |b| < Uy}>

where the constant oy is the same as in the yield condition. The theory of elasticity implies
that there exists a positive definite operator C™! : 8% — &% such that C™'Tp, = &, — £/
Now we recall from [14] a notion of the definition of the energy solution for the system
1) (for a motivation we refer to [14]).

Definition 3.1 (solution concept — energy inequality)

Fix T > 0. Suppose that the given data satisfy (3.1) - (3-4). We say that a vector
(u, T, A, eP,b) € L=(0,T; HY(Q;R3) x L*(;83) x H*(Q;50(3)) x (L*(83.,))%) solves
the problem (21)-(24) if

(ue, Th, A, €, br) € L2(0, T3 HY (4 R?) x LA RY) x H*(Q;50(3)) x (L*(Q; Sy ))?).



the equations 2.11); and 2.1))3 are satisfied pointwise almost everywhere on Q% (0,T) and
for all test functions (Tg,b) € L*(0,T; L*(Q;S8?) x L*(Q;S3..)) such that

(dev (T),b) € K*, div T € L*(0,T; L*(Q,R%)),

the inequality

% / C ' Ty(x,t) Te(z,t) dw + ,uc/ skew (V,u(z,t)) — A(x, t)|*dx
Q Q

4 2zc/ |Vaxl(A(a:,t))|2dx+%/ bz, )2 dz < %/c—ng (2)T2(z) dz
0

+ /|skew (Veu(x,0)) — Az, 0)|2d:)3+—/ |b(x,0)*dz

+ 2l/|VaX1 (x,0)) |2d:)3+//utx7‘ flz,7)dzdr

+ / / wp(z, 7) div Tz, 7) d dr + / /a sl ) (T, ) = ol 7)) - nfa) A5 dr

+ //(C TEthTE(dexdeL //bth (x,7)dxdr

+ 416/ Vaxl (A(x, 7)) - naxl (Ap(x,7))dSdr
0 Joao

is satisfied for all t € (0,T), where Tp € L?(;8%) and (u(0), A(0)) € H'(;R?) x
H?(Q;50(3)) are unique solution of the problem (3.7).

Theorem 3.2 (Existence result)
Let us assume that the given data and initial data satisfy the properties, which are specified
in (33) - (37)). Then there exists a global in time solution (in the sense of Definition

[3.1) of the system (21]) with boundary conditions (2.3), (2.3) and initial condition (2.7)).

The proof of Theorem uses the same techniques and the same arguments as is used in
the proof of existence theorem in three dimensional case, hence it will be omitted. The
next Section will only very briefly present the main steps of the proof of Theorem [3.2
The goal of this article is to prove a higher regularity of the displacement vector u and
the microrotation tensor A, which are the solutions of the system (2.I]) in the sense of
Definition B.Il Let us denote by C%([0, T]; C%*(Q; R?) the space of all Holder continuous
functions up to the boundary with exponent a > 0. The following theorem is the main
result of this article.

Theorem 3.3 (Main result)
Let us assume that for all T > 0 the given data f, gp, Ap have the reqularity

FeWbe0,T; L* (4 R?),  gp € Wh(0,T; H2 (00 R?))

Ap € HY(0,T; H2(8);50(3)))
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and that there exists function w € Wh*°(0,T; HY(Q;R3)) such that wy, = Gy, S0Lis-
fying
/ IV w(z,t))*de < K R for almost all t € (0,7,
B(zo,R)NQ

where v > 0 is any positive number and B(xg, R) C R? denotes the open ball with the
center xy € R? and the radius R > 0 (the constant K > 0 does not depend on the radius
R). Additionally let us suppose that the initial data (eP°,0°) € L*(Q;S3.) x L*(Q;S3.)
satisfy (3.3) and (34). Then

we CO%([0,T); CO*(Q:R?) and A € CO%([0,T); C**(Q:50(3)))

for 0 < a < 1, where the displacement vector u and the microrotation tensor A are the
solutions (in the sense of Definition [31) of the system (2.1) with boundary conditions

(2.3), (2.3) and initial condition (2.7)).

Theorem presents the first regularity result for non-monotone models from elasto-
plasticity. The proof of Theorem is based on the method of Morrey, which was
presented in [27] and [28]. It is divided into three sections. First, we use the Yosida
Approximation to the maximal monotone part of the inelastic constitutive equation and
we very shortly show the main steps of the proof of Theorem Next, we prove the
tube-filling condition (interior case). It will be the main part of the proof of Theorem [3.3
Finally we show a Morrey’s condition for the displacement vector up to the boundary 0f2.

4 Existence for each Yosida approximation step

We apply the Yosida approximation for the monotone part of the flow rule from (2.1]) in
order to get only a Lipschitz-nonlinearity in equation (2.1);. We consider the following
initial-boundary value problem

div, TV = —f,
T = 2p(e(u’) =) + 2 pe(skew (Vou”) — A”) + Atr (e(u”) — V) 1,
—l.Ayaxl (AY) = peaxl(skew(V,u”) — AY),

dev (Th) — bv”
| dev (Tp) — 0|

Tr = 2p(e(u”) —eP) 4+ Atr (e(u”) — P11,

by = cep’ —d|el”| b,

(4.1)

12 1 14 v
Y= {dev (TE) — V| — oy}

The above equations are studied for x € Q@ C R* and ¢ € (0,7). v > 0 is the Yosida
approximation parameter and {p}, = max{0, p}, where p is a scalar function.
The system (4.1]) is considered with boundary conditions:

u’(z,t) = gp(x,t) for z€0Q and t>0,
A¥(z,t) = Ap(x,t) for z€0Q and t>0 (4.2)



and initial conditions
el (1,0) = e"%(x), v (z,0) = (). (4.3)

Denote by £(t) the total energy associated with the system (4.1))
EV (Ve PV AV W) (1) = / P (uV(a;, 1), e (x, 1), P (), A (z, 1), b”(x,t)) dz
0
= [ (wllew) = P sk () = A (4)

A 2 1
— vy _ bV 14 2 _ V12
+ 5 <tr(5(u )—¢ )) + 21|V axl (AY)|]” + 5 116" || )dx.

Definition 4.1 Fiz T > 0. We say that a vector (u, A, T,eP,b) € W1>(0,T; H'(; R?) x
H?(;50(3)) x L2(Q; RY) x L2(Q; 83, ) x L*(Q; 83..)) 1s an L?- strong solution of the system
4-2) if

1. |ef|b € L(0, T3 L*(Q, Sie)).
2. | dev <2u(5(u(a:,t)) - 5p(:v,t))> —b(z,t)| < gy for almost all (x,t) € Q x (0,7,
3. the equations ({{.1]) are satisfied for almost all (x,t) € Q x (0,T).

The following lemma implies the L*°- boundedness of the backstress b”.

Lemma 4.2 Fiz T > 0. Assume that (u”, T, AV, eP" V") is an L?- strong solution of the
problem ([{1) and [V°(z)| < & for almost all x € Q. Then for all v > 0

16" (z, )| < fora.e. (x,t) € Qx(0,7).

QIO

For the proof of Lemma we refer to [9]. Now we propose the existence of solutions for
each approximation step.

Theorem 4.3 FizT > 0. Suppose that all hypotheses of Theorem[3.2 are satisfied. Then
for all v > 0 there exists a unique L*- strong solution (in the sense of Definition[].1)

(w/, T", A &P b)) € Whe (0, Ty HY (O R?) x L*(R?) x H?(Q;50(3)) x (L*( 3§’ev))2>

satisfying the system ([{.1) with boundary conditions (4.3) and initial condition ({.3).

The proof of Theorem is the same as for tree-dimensional cases. It uses the same
techniques as for the related Armstrong-Frederick model without Cosserat effects: see
Section 4 of [9], therefore it will be omitted. For the complete proof of Theorem we
refer to [14].

A fundamental tool in the proof of Theorem is the following property of the energy
function which results from our Cosserat modification:



Theorem 4.4 (coerciveness of the energy)
(a) (the case with zero boundary data)

For all v > 0 the energy function ({{-4)) is elastically coercive with respect to Vu. This

means that 3Cg >0, Vu € H}(Q), VA€ H}(Q), Ver € L*(Q), Vbe L*(Q)
E¥(u,e,e”, A, b) > CE(HUH%F(Q) + ||A||§{1(Q) + ||b||%2(9)>-

(b) (the case with non — zero boundary data)

Moreover, 3 Cp > 0, V gp, Ap € H2(dQ), 3 Cp > 0, V P € L3(Q), V b € L*(Q),
Vue HY(Q), VAe H(Q) with boundary conditions u),, = gp and A),, = Ap it holds
that

£"(u,2,%, A,b) + C = Ci(Jlulliniay + 1A @) + 6l )-
For the proof of Theorem .4 we refer to the Theorem 3.2 of the article [31].

To pass to the limit in the system (4.1]) and obtain the solution in the sense of Definition
B.1] we need estimates for the time derivatives of the sequence (u”, A”,T" &P¥ b”). The
article [14] yields that the following energy estimate is sufficient to pass to the limit with
the Yosida approximation.

Theorem 4.5 (Energy estimate)
Assume that the given data and initial data satisfies (31) - (3-4). Then for allt € (0,T)
the following estimate

/Qi{\ dev (Tg)(t) —b"(t)] — oy }% d:c+/0 /Q(C_lTEJ(T) Ty, (1) dedr

¢ ¢
+ 2,uc/ /\Skew (Vuy (7)) —At”(T)dedT—l—lllc/ /|Vaxl (AY(1)))Pdedr < C(T)
0 Jo 0 Jo

holds and C(T) does not depend on v > 0 (it depends only on the given data and the
domain ).

For the proof of Theorem we refer to the Section 5 of the paper [14]. Theorem
and the elastic constitutive equations ([d1l)¢ imply that for a subsequence (again denoted
by v) we have

u’ —u in L>(0,T; H'(;R?)),
ul — uy in  L*0,T; H'(Q;R?)),
A"~ A in L™®(0,T; H*(Q;s0(3))),
AV~ A, in LX0,T; HX(;50(3))) (4.5)
" —~T in  L>(0,T; L*(Q;R?),
7 =T, in  L*0,T;L*(%RY),

v —b in  L>(0,T; L*(%S3)),

Wb, in  L*0,T;L*(;S,)).

The informations contained in (4.3]) are enough to pass to the limit in the Yosida approx-
imation and get the solution in the sense of Definition B.Il The details may be found in
[14].



5 Holder continuity for displacement and microrota-
tion (interior case)

This section is the main part of the proof of Theorem [3.3

Let us denote by Br = Br(x¢) = B(x, R) C R? the open ball with center 7, € R? and
radius R. Moreover, let Bygp\Br = B(xo, 2R)\B(zo, R) be the open annulus with center
zo € R%. First we formulate two lemmas that will be useful later on.

Lemma 5.1 For each 1 < p < oo there exists a constant C', depending only on n and p,
such that
oly) = o dy < CR™P [ [Ty - 2" dy

Bpr Br

for all By C R™, v € C*(Bg;R3) and z € Bp.
For the proof of Lemma [5.1] we refer to Section 4.5.2 of [16].

Lemma 5.2 Let Bog C R? be an open ball and v € H'(Bag;R®). Then, there exists a
constant C', not depending on v, such that

1

(é W@-%F@fﬁéR(é Wmm%@?

2R

where
1

= =5 v(y) dy.
|B2r\BR| JByp\Bx

CR

Proof: Without loss of generality we may assume that v € C*(Byg; R?) and obtain

I R N T el ORI I

< / L o(y) — v(z)[? dzdy

2R |BzR\BR‘ Bar\Br

1
< N = v(y) — v(2)*dzdy
| g [, -
< (Lemma [5.1]) <
< / CR/ IV u(2))?|z —y| tdzdy
Baogr Baogr
< éR?/‘|vU@n%u. O
Baor

Notice that Lemma [5.2is the Poincaré inequality with a special constant cg (see Section
4.5.2 of [16], where the Poincaré inequality is proven with another constant). To prove
Holder continuity of the displacement vector first we prove the following tube-filling con-
dition. The idea is taken from the articles [I7] and [19].
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Theorem 5.3 Assume that the given data and initial data satisfy all hypotheses of
Theorem [3.3. Then there exists constants C, K > 0 that do not depend on v > 0 such
that the tube-filling condition

t t
/ / \Vut”(T)|2dxdT§C/ / V! (r)Pdedr + K R
0 JBg 0 J B2r\Br

is satisfied for all balls B = B(wg, R) C Bag = B(z¢,2R) C Q C R?, t € (0,T) and
v > 0. Moreover the constants C;, K > 0 do not depend on the radius R.

Proof: Let us define the following function

1 s € [-R, R],
@@){ 2l 5 € [<2R,2R|\[~R, R],
0 s ¢ [-2R,2R)

and let ¢ denotes the cutoff function defined by &(x) = &(|xg — x|). Compute the time
derivative

S e g ldenTem) - o) - oy )

= & el (t) (dev (T 4(t)) — by (t)) dz = (by the elastic constitutive relation)

Bar

_ / e TE (0 de— [ ECTY () Th (1) de
Bop

Baor

- / 2PV (1) by (t) du. (5.1)
Bar
From Lemma we conclude the following inequality

/ el bY(t)de = (by the equation for the backstress) =
Bar

= cf EEMPde—d [ P17 ()0 (t) dw

Bogr Baor
> E el () (c—db”(t)])dz > 0. (5.2)
Bar
Notice that
Eel(t) Ty, (t)dz = &V uy (1) Ty (t) dz
Bor Bagr

— 24 g%mwmwm—gwﬁmmmmmm

Bar

= &V (t) Ty (t) dz

Baor

— 2pe | & [skew (Vouy (1) — A (1) da

Bar

—QWL§%MWWMM%AWUM®M. (5.3)
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Integrating (£.3]) with respect to time over 0 to ¢ we have

/t fzet"(T)Tt”(T)dxdT = /t EQVut”(T)ﬂ”(T)d:BdT
0 Bagr 0 Bar
_ Q;LC/ €2 skew (Vou! (7)) — AY (D)2 dzdr  (5.4)
Bar

_ / /32R (skew (T (7)) — A7 (7)) AY(r) drdr

Let uy be the average of u} on the set Bygr\Bg. Integrating by parts in the first term on
the right hand side of (5.4]) we obtain

/0 [ evam T - / [ ¢ ) — o) i) dndr (5.5)

- //BQR\BfTV (u (1) — (7)) © VEda dr .

The first term on the right hand side of (5.5) is estimated as follows

/ € (u! (r) — @(r)) fil(r) de dr < / e (7) — @ () 1z €2 fulr) 2 dr

Bar

< (Lemma [5.2)) SC’R/ |V w)(7)||p2dr < (Theorem [d40) < C(T) R (5.6)
0

and the constants C', C (T') > 0 do not depend on v > 0. Using the Cauchy inequality
with a small weight and applying Poincaré’s inequality to the second term on the right
hand side of (5.5]) we get

‘ //BZR\BRUV (uy (1) — @ (1)) ® VEdadr

A t
clo) / / () — @ () da dr
R 0 JB2r\Br

t t
< a/ ]|§Tt”(t)||2deT+C(a)// IV u(7) 2 da dr | (5.7)
0 0 JBr\Br

<a/||£T” Dl dr

where a > 0 is any positive constant and the constants C'(«r), C'(e) > 0 do not depend
on v > 0. The last term on the right hand side of (5.4)) is estimated as follows

' 2 [ t [ (skew (Va7 - 1) A0 e

t
< a / €2 |skew (V, u?(7)) — AY(7)|* dz dt
0 JBar

+ C(d)/o i, 1A (7)) dodr, (5.8)

11



where & > 0 is any positive constant and the constant C'(&) > 0 does not depend on
v > 0. Notice that the sequence {A?},~¢ is bounded in L*(0,T; H*(Q;s0(3))), then from
the Rellich - Kondrachov Theorem (cf. [1]) with n = 2 we obtain that the sequence
{A¥},~0 is bounded in L2(0,T; C%#(£2;50(3))), where 0 < 3 < 1. Hence

t T
/ 2 ()drdr < CR? [ max |42 dt < C B2 (5.9)
0 JBagr

0 r€BoR

Integrating (5.0]) with respect to time and using (5.2)) - (5.9) we obtain the following
inequality

1

2
52V

Baogr

t t
n 2M6/ € skew (V0! (7)) — AY()2dzdr < a/ €T ()P de dr
0 Bsogr 0

Bar

{l dev (T () — 0" (t)] — oy} do + /t € CT Ty (1) T 4(7) dw dr
0

Baor

¢ ¢
+ a/ 52\Skew (Veuy(7)) —AtV(T)|2dIdT+C(Oé)/ / \Vut”(T)|2dxdT
0 JBag 0 JB2r\Br

+ CR’Y+/ gzi

e Aoy (T4(0) ~ 1 (O)] 2 (5.10)

where the constants C'(«), C' > 0 do not depend on v > 0 and the radius R (7 is any
positive constant). Observe that T%(0) € L*(Q; S8?) is the unique solution of the problem

div, T"(z,0) = —f(z,0),
—l. Ay axl (A”(2,0)) = peaxl(skew (V,u”(z,0)) — A”(2,0)), (5.11)
uy(xvo)lag = gp(x,0), ALO(%O)\@Q = Ap(z,0),

where

T(2,0) = 2u(e(u”(x,0)) —e”2(x)) + 2u.(skew (V, u"(x,0)) — A (x,0))
4+ Atr(e(u”(z,0)) — PO(2)) 1,

which implies that dev (T%(0)) = dev (T2) and ©”(0) = b°. From the assumption ([3.3) we
conclude that the last term on the right hand side of (5.10) is equal to zero. Choosing in
(510) a > 0 sufficiently small we arrive that

t
/ & Lt dev (T4(8) — ()] — 0y} da + / / ECTY, (1) Th(7) de dr
Bar 2v 0 JBar ’ ’
t
+ 2,uc/ £ Iskew (V,ul(7)) — AY(7)]*dz dr
0 JBar

t
< C’// Vu/(T)|*dedr + C R, (5.12)
0 JBar\Br

12



The inequality (5.12)) implies the following inequality
t t
/ / ECTY (1) T (1) dxdT—l—Quc/ €2 |skew (Vu? (1)) — AY(7)|* da dr
0 Bagr 7 7 0 Bar

t
< C/ / V! (T)|*dedr + C R, (5.13)
0 JByr\Br
Notice also that

t
2 ,uc/ &2 |skew (V,uj (7)) — At”(7')|2 dzdr
0 JBa2r

t t
= 2,uc/ £? |skew (qu;’(T))|2dxdT+2,uc/ EAY (7)) dodr
0 JBag 0

Bar

— 4dpu, /t ¢ skew (Vyuy/ (7)) - £ AY (1) dedr
0 JBagr

t t
> / € skew (V,u? (7)) 2 da dr — 2 1, / 1AM ()P dedr.  (5.14)
0 Bagr 0

Baor

From the observation divu} = tre(u}) — tre}”” we have

t t
/  |divul (1) dzdr < / & Ty, () dzdt, (5.15)
0 Bagr 0 Bar

From the assumptions on the elasticity tensor C we know that

t t
/ € CTY, (1) T, (1) dedr > D / Ty, dedr.  (5.16)
0 JBog 0

Bar

and the constant D > 0 does not depend on v > 0. Using the expressions (5.14) - (5.10))

in (5.13) we get

t t
D/ §2|divu;’(7‘)|2dxd7+u0/ €2 [skew (Vu? (7)) do dr
0 Bar 0 Bar

t t
< C’// |Vut"(7‘)|2dxd7'+C'R7+2,uc/ AV (1) dzdr. (5.17)
0 Bsr\Br 0 Bagr

The last term on the right hand side of (5.I7) is estimated in the same way as in (5.9).
To complete the proof we need to estimate the expression

¢ ¢
/ 52\divu;’(7)\2dxd7+/ € leurlw (7))|* dz dr .
0 BQR 0 B2R

Let us denote by

|
CR= ——+—— uy (x,t)dx,
R ‘B2R\BR‘ t( )

Bar\Br

13



then
curl (€ (uf —cr)) = VEx (u —cp) + {eurluy,
div(E(u—cp) = VE- (0 —cp)+ Ediva? (5.18)

and

€eurluy P = fewrl (€ (uf — cr))]> + [V € x (uf — cg)|?

— 2curl(§(uf —cr)) - VEX (v — cr)

jeurl (¢ (uy — cr))* + |V € x (uf — cr)|®
— 2ewrl (§ (uf — cr))| IV § X (uf — cr)
jewrl (€ (uf = cr))|* + [V & x (u) — cp)* — €|curl (§ (u) — cp))[?

v

v

C
— = |VE&x (uf —cg)|* > (for sufficiently small epsilon) >
€

> Cleurl (€ (u? —cp))|? = C|VE x (uf —cp)|?. (5.19)

In the same manner as in (5.19) we arrive at the following inequality

(€ divuy[ > Cldiv (€ (u—cr) = CIVE- (uf —cp)l® (5.20)

Using (5.18) - (5:20) in (5.17) we have
e [ [ (i€ uttn) - )+ lewl (€ atr) - ex)?) e

t t
< C// IVuZ<T)\2dxdr+CR“*+02// IV &2 |u¥(7) = cgl? dadr,
0 BZR\BR 0 BQR\BR

where the constants C, C, C; and C5 do not depend on v > 0. Notice that the function
¢ (u? — cg) € H}(Bayg; R?) for almost all ¢ > 0, hence the well-known estimate [[22], p.36]

IVule < O (Jldiv wllfe + fowl ul2:) forall ue Hy

— Ydiv

(the constant C$™! does not depend on u) implies the following inequality

C’l/ / & (uy (T —CR))|2d£L’d7‘<C/ / |V u?(7)*dzdr

Bar Bar\Br

Cg// IV & |ul(r) — crl*dzd + C RY. (5.21)
0 JBap\Br

The expression
IV (& (uy —cr))* = [VE® (uf —cp) + [EV U/ +2VER (uf — cp) - EVuy

14



yields the inequality

t t
01/ EVuy(r))?dzdr < C/ / V! (7)|?dzdr + C R
0 JBapr 0 J Bsg\Br

¢
+ Cg// |V &) |ul (1) — cg|*dadr
0 JByr\Br

— 2/ VER (u) (1) —cr) - EVu)/(r)dedr
0 JBa2r

IA

t
C'// V! (7)|*dedr +C R
0 JB2r\Br

¢
+ 02// |V €2 [u¥ () — cg|? dzdr
0 JBar\Br

t t
+ C(a)// |V§|2|ut”(7‘)—cR|2dxd7'+a/ EIVul(r)Pdedr (5.22)
0 Bsr\Br 0 Bar

for all @ > 0. Choosing in (5.22]) a > 0 sufficiently small we obtain

t t
01/ E|Vuy(r)Pdedr < C// |V u? (7)) dzdr + C RY
0 v Bagr 0 JByg\Br

¢
+ Cg// |V§|2|u;’(7)—03\2dxd7. (5.23)
0 JByr\Br

The last term on the right hand side of (5.23]) is estimated using Poincaré’s inequality

t t
/ / |V &P [ul(r) — cglPdadr < % / / lul (1) — cgl*dzdr
0 JByr\Br R Jy Bar\Br

¢
< C// Vu/(r)*dedr, (5.24)
0 JByp\Br

where the constant C' > 0 does not depend on v > 0 and the radius R > 0. Applying
(E24) in (5:23) and the fact that £ =1 on B we complete the proof. O

To prove local Holder continuity for the displacement vector u we will show the following
Morrey’s condition (see for instance [6]): in the case of two dimensions it is in the form

t
// V! (r)|dedr < K R*Y YV BrCQCR?,
0 JBg
where 0 < v < 1,¢ € (0,T) and the constant K > 0 does not depend on the radius R > 0.

To obtain the above inequality we use the Widman’s hole filling trick from the articles
[38] and [17].

Theorem 5.4 Suppose that all hypotheses of Theorem [3.3 holds. Then there exists o €
(0,1) such that

t R2a t 5
/ / |Vu;'(7')\2dxd7'§22aﬁ</ / \Vut”(T)|2dxdT+KRg)
0 Br 0 0 BRO

15



for all balls By = Bg(xo,R) C Q C R?* and t € (0,T), where zg € ' € Q and 2R <

Ry = 1 dist (Y, ). The constants K (independent on the radius R > 0) and Ry do not
depend on v > 0 and v > 0 is any positive constant.

Proof: From Theorem [5.3] we conclude the following tube filling condition

t t
// |Vu;’(7')\2d:cd7§0// YV (H)2 dedr + K RY,
0 JBg 0 JBagr\Br

where v > 0 and the constant K does not depend on v. We add to both sides of (5.25])
the expression (filling the hole) C [; [ 5, |V 4 (7)]?dz dr and we obtain

t
// \Vut”(T)|2dxdT<—// |V u/(r)*dzdr + K R,
0 Bpr Bagr

(5.25)

(5.26)
For j > 1 we set R; = Ry 277 and by iteration we deduce that
/ / IV u/(r))Pdedr < —— / / |V} (7)|*dzdr + K R},
Br Bryyn
2 K ) KR, < <
< 1+C’ 1+C//BR |\Vuy(r)|*dedr + K R}y ) + K R), < <
C \N [t C \N-k
< (= v(r)2dedr + K R”(—) . 5.27
< (rie) [ [, wueraars Z e (5-27)
Let us choose « such that ; +c = 2722 then we obtain that
K ZR’Yz vk9=2alN-k) — [ Ry 972N Zz =20k < | Ry (27N)2 (5.28)
k=1 k=1

for @ < 2 and K < co. Using (5.28) in (5.27) we obtain

/ / |Vu/(r)?dedr < (277) 2“ // |V uy (T )|2datd7'—|—KR7). (5.29)
Br Br,

From the assumption R < Ry/2 it is possible to find j > 1 such that Rjz1 <R<Rjand
R; <2R. Hence (2R)™" < (£2)~! and

R™2 = (2R) 20 2% < 920 (&) -2

-~ /@

(2j)2a R—2a S 22a Ra2a / . R2a

) R2a
9J 2c < 22a )
( ) — R%a
The above inequality finishes the proof.
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Theorem [5.4] yields that the velocity of the displacement vector satisfies Morrey’s condition
for n = 2 but we are unable to prove Holder continuity of the velocity. We show it for
the displacement - the idea was taken from the article [19]. From the Theorem and
coerciveness of the total energy we know that Vu? € H'(0,T; L*(Q; R")), hence

t
Vu”(x,t):Vu(x,O)—l—/Vut”(x,r)dr forall 0<t<T
0

and

t
/|Vu”(x,t)|d:c§/ |Vu(x,0)|d:c+// IV (z, 7)) de dr
Br Br 0 JBr

where the ball B C () is the same as in the Theorem [5.4l Observe that the function
u(x,0) is the unique solution of the elliptic system (5.11]) and it does not depend on v > 0.
The general regularity theory for elliptic systems (developed by K. O Widman in [38] and
C. B Morrey in [28]) implies that [, [V u(z,0)|dz < K R™% for some 0 < & < 1 and

the constant K > 0 does not depend on the radius R. Using Theorem [5.4] we infer that
the function u” satisfies Morrey’s condition i.e.

/ IV u”(z,t)|dr < K RMe,
Br

where the constants K, o and the ball Bg come from Theorem [5.4l Hence

u” € L>=(0,T; C%*(V,R3)). The weak convergence of the sequence {Vu"},~o in L>(L?)
implies that the function u satisfies Morrey’s condition and u € L>(0,T; C%* (Y, R?)).
To prove Hélder continuity with respect to time we estimate the following difference (the
idea is taken again from [19])

(o, t1) — u(zo, )| < ‘u(:co,tl)—]é u(x,tl)dx‘+‘u(xo,t2)—]i u(x,t2)dx)

R
+ ‘][ u(z, ty) de —][ u(z, to) dx‘ :
Br Br

The Holder continuity with respect to space of the function u implies that
’u(:vo,t,-) —][ u(zx, t;) dz’ <KR* (i=12)
Br
for almost all ¢ > 0. Let us choose R > 0 such that |ty — t1|% = R then we obtain

c ("
lu(xo, t1) — u(xo, ta)] < 2K R+ 2 ‘ /t / u(z,t) de dt’

Br
to

2KRQ+CR‘1/ (/ |ut(:c,t)\2dx)§dt

t1 Br

IA

to 1
< 2KRQ+CR‘1\t2—t1|%</ / \ut(x,t)|2dxdt>2.
t1 Br

We know that u; € L*(0,T; H'(2;R?)), hence the choice of the radius R yields that
. t) — ulap )] < K [ta — 1750

In the same manner we can prove the Holder continuity with respect to time of the
function A € L>(0,T; H*(€;s0(3))) because from the Sobolev imbedding Theorem (cf.
[1]) we have that A € L>=(0,T; C%*(Q;s0(3))) and A, € L*(0,T; H*(£2;50(3))).
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6 Holder continuity of the displacement up to the
boundary

To prove Holder continuity up to the boundary we need some assumptions about the
boundary 0f). At the beginning of the Section 2 we established that 02 is Lipschitz but
we can also assume that 0€2 satisfies the so called ” Winer type condition ”, cf. [17].

Proof of Theorem [3.3: The proof is divided into two steps:

Step 1:  Assume that Byr = B(x,2R) = Bag(ro) C Q C R?. If we consider the same
cutoff function as in the proof of Theorem [5.3] then the values of u on the boundary are
irrelevant and the proof is the same as in the last Section.

Step 2:  Assume that Byr N OQ # (). Let us take a point zp € 09 such that x) €
0N Bag(xg), where Br(xo) C Byr(xp). Let us consider a standard Lipschitz continuous
cutoff function 7 such that

7 = 1 on Byg(xy),
7 = 0 on R?*\ Bgg(z),
V7| < CR™' on Bgp(a})\ Bir(z)).

Regularity with respect to time of the data gp implies that there exists function w €
Whee(0,T; HY(Q;R?)) such that wy, . = gpg. Differentiating with respect to time the

equations (A1)); and ([@I))s, next multiplying equation ([II); by 72 (u¥ — w;), equation
(@T)3 by 72 axl AY and integrating those two equations with respect to space we obtain

/ 2 div, TV (v —w,)dx = —/ 2 fr (uf — wy) de,
Bsr(z})NQ Bsr(z))NQ

—l. / 7 A axl (AY) axl (AY)dx = (6.1)
BgR(xé)ﬂQ

He / 72 axl (skew(V,u") — A”) axl (AY) dz .
By (w)NQ
Integrating by parts in the first equation of (6.1]) we have
/ T (e(u)) — e(wy))dz = —/ 2 f (v — w,) dz
Bsr (wh)NQ

Bgr(z()NQ

- 2/ 7Ty - (uf —wy) @ Vrde,
Tr
., / P2 A, ax] (A%)ax] (A7) dz = (6.2)
BgR(SE{))ﬂQ

He / 7 axl (skew(V u") — AY) ax1 (AY) dz,
Bap(z))NQ2

where Tg := Bsg(z() N Q\ Byr(x)). Adding those two equations we get

2
24 / 2 e(ul) — PP de + A / 7 (i (e ) <)) d
Bgr(z()NQ Bgr(z()NQ
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+ / el Ty, do + 2,uc/ 7% |skew (V,u? (1)) — AY(¢)|* dx
Bgr(z()NQ

BsR(SE(,))ﬂQ

= —/ ?fw —w)dr —2 [ 7TV () —w) ® Vrdr, (6.3)
BSR(wo) Q

Tr
+ / T} e(w;) dw — L. / 7% A, axl (AY) ax] (AY) dz .
Bgr(z()NQ Bgr(z)NQ
Integrating (6.3]) with respect to time we obtain

/B » o7 —{|dev(TE( ) — b ()] — oy} da

t 2
+ 2,u/ / 7% |e(ul) — ef’”|2d:):d7+)\/ / 2 (tr (e(uy) — ef’”)> dzdr
BgR(LEO 0 BSR({E(,))I'-‘IQ
+ 2,uc/ / 7% |skew (Voul) — AY|*dzdr
0 J Bsr(z})nQ

¢ t
= —/ / T2ft(u2’—wt)dxd7—2/ / 7TV - (uf —wy) @ Vrdadr (6.4)
0 BsR(Z‘é)ﬁQ 0 Tr

t t
+ / / 2TV e(wy) dz dr — I, / / 7 A, axl (AY) ax] (AY) de dr
0 BsR(Z‘é)ﬂQ 0 BgR(SE(,))ﬂQ
1 14 4
+ / 7‘2—{|dev(TE(0))—b (O)|—0y}idx.
Bsn()) 2v

The same argument as in the proof of Theorem yields that the last term on the right
hand side of ([6.4]) equals zero. The first term on the right hand side of (6.4)) is estimated
as follows

¢ ¢
// 72 (uf —wy) frdedr < / ||ut”—wt||L2||7'2ft(t)||L2 dr
0 BsR(Z‘é)ﬂQ 0
¢
< CR/ IVa? — V2 dr < C(TVR.  (6.5)
0

Here we apply the standard Poincaré inequality, because uy — w; = 0 on the set

Bspr(zj) N 02 which has positive measure (OS2 is Lipschitz hence it satisfies the sphere
condition - see for example Section 1.1.3 of [6]). Using Cauchy’s inequality with a small
weight and applying Poincaré’s inequality to the second term on the right hand side of
(6:4)) we conclude

t t

2// 7TV - (uf —w;) @ VEdadr < a/ |7 T |32 dr v — wyl? dz dt
0 J1g 0 Tr
t
< a/ |7 17|32 dT
0
t
+ C(a)/ Vu! — Vw,|*dzdr, (6.6)
0 J1g
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where a > 0 is any positive constant. One before last integral on the right hand side of
(64)) is estimated in the same way as in the proof of Theorem because A” is the L*-
strong solution of (4.1]). The estimates (6.5]), (6.6) and the Cauchy inequality with a small
weigh used in the third term of (6.4]) implies the following inequality

1
[ (e (T (0] - 0P s
Bgr(z() v

nQ
t t 2
+ 2,u/ % e(u?) — PP dxdr + >\/ / 72 (tr (e(uy) — 5{5””)) dx dr
0 BgR(xé)ﬂQ 0 BgR(xé)ﬂQ

t
+ 2,uc/ / 7% |skew (V,ul) — AY)? dw dr
0 BsR(Z‘é)ﬁQ

t t
C / / |Vut"(t)|2dzd7‘+a / ||7'Tt”||%2 dr
0 Tr 0

t
+ C// |V w|?’dedr + KR (6.7)
0 BgR(SE(,))ﬂQ

IN

where a, v > 0 are arbitrary positive constants and the constants C, C' > 0 do not depend
on v > 0. Choosing in ([6.7) a > 0 suitably small, using the additional assumption on the
function w; and the calculations from the proof of Theorem 5.3 we arrive at the following
tube filling condition

t t
/ / |Vut”|2dzvd7‘§0/ |Vu/|*dedr + K R, (6.8)
0 J Bag(z}) 0 JTg
where v > 0 is some positive constant. Let us note that

t ¢
/ / IV /]2 dedr < / / V! ?dzdr (6.9)
0 BR(wo)ﬂQ 0 B4R(w6)ﬂﬂ

and

¢ t
/ / V!> dodr < / / IV u??dzdr. (6.10)
0 JTgr 0 J Bigr(x0)NQ\Bg(zo)

The inequalities (6.9) and (6.10) yield that

t t
/ / IV ! Pdedr < / / Vu/Pdedr + KR,
0 J Bpr(zo)N 0 J Bigr(z0)NQ\Br(zo)

therefore we can apply the tube-filling trick with R; = Ry 1677 (in the same manner as
in the proof of Theorem [5.4]) and get finally

/ |V u”|’dz < K R*™ (6.11)
Br(z0)NQ2

for all balls B(zo, R) C R? where K < oo and 0 < a < 1. The ”Morrey’s Dirichlet
growth theorem” (see for example [23]) implies that u € C%*([0, T]; C%*(Q;R3)). ]
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