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ABSTRACT. We study a strain gradient-enhanced version of a model for geomaterials under compression by
Marigo and Kazymyrenko (2019) coupling damage and small-strain associative plasticity. We prove that
the jumps in time of the plastic variable may happen only along jumps of the damage variable. Moreover,
we perform a vanishing-viscosity analysis showing existence of Balanced Viscosity quasistatic solutions a la
Mielke-Rossi-Savaré.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study a strain gradient-enhanced version of a model for geomaterials under compression
by Marigo and Kazymyrenko [25] coupling damage and small-strain associative plasticity, proving a better
regularity in time for the corresponding evolutions.

The model of [25] is based on a micromechanical analysis, accounting for microcracks inside the material
as the main responsible of the progressive loss of rigidity and then for the macroscopic elasto-plastic coupled
behavior.

Given a reference domain @ C R™ and denoting by u: Q — R™ the displacement field, in the general
framework of small-strain elasto-plasticity the total strain Eu = (Vu)®™ € M{}!" is additively decomposed
into elastic strain and plastic strain:

Eu=e+p
and the stress tensor o: 0 — M depends linearly on e according to Hooke’s law
o = Ce,

where C is the fourth order positive definite Hooke’s tensor, with ¢ lying in a fixed closed and convex set
K C M (the constraint set) and satisfying equilibrium conditions involving the external loads.

In order to describe the model in [25], consider the reference case of a triaxial test - a shear compression plus
a compression normal to the shear plane - and the observed phenomenon of dilatance, i.e., the irreversible
increase of volume in compression. A micromechanical justification is that in the shear compression the
volume may increase with that of the internal voids between the granuli, interpreted as microcracks, due to
a less efficient particle organization; conversely, in the normal compression a part of these microcracks may
be closed, preventing a free sliding and thus the free relaxation to the initial configuration in unloading.

Then a damage variable a: [0,T] x @ — [0,1] is considered in [25], related to the density of closed
microcracks and reflecting into an internal blocked energy depending on plastic strain, being related to
irreversible deformations. Assuming Coulomb law for the sliding with friction between the lips of closed
microcracks, plasticity follows a standard Drucker-Prager criterion with an associative flow rule, that is the
plastic flow is normal to the constraint set K. Moreover, damage is assumed to be an irreversible process
(consequently « is nonincreasing in time) and the growth of the microcracks is modelled by the terms usually
present in gradient damage models

D(a(t)) + L] Va(®)|2e,
lo > 0, cf. [30], [4, Section 4], [25, Remark 3.1].

In [10] the existence of quasistatic evolutions for such a model is proven, fulfilling the notion of energetic
solutions by Mielke and Theil [29]: this is based on a global stability condition, which prescribes at each
time the minimization, among the admissible configurations, of the total internal energy plus the dissipation
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potential, and on an energy-dissipation balance between the total variation in time of the internal energy,
the total dissipated energy, and the work of the external loadings.

In [35] the model has been enriched by including, still employing an irreversible degradation function «,
also the tensile response. This accounts for the fact that the evolution of opening microcracks in tension
leads to brittle behavior and mode I fracture. Conversely, the response in compression shares many features
with [25], but plasticity is required to satisfy a non-associative flow rule.

The present contribution focuses on a different modification of the model in [25], obtained by formally
including in the internal energy the L? norm of the plastic strain gradient, times a dimensional (length)
constant. Terms involving higher order derivatives are considered on the one hand by their capability to
capture the correct scale size of shear bands, usually observed in failure in soils induced by shearing, and
on the other hand to avoid mesh dependence in numerical simulations. Inspired by the work of Aifantis [2],
several plastic strain gradient models have been proposed, for both crystalline and granular materials (e.g. [19,
18, 31, 20, 32, 6, 26, 36]).

The framework of our strain gradient enhancement is that of the explicit gradient theories, in which
the gradient terms typically evolve according to ordinary differential equations determined by constitutive
relations; in particular we follow the lines of [19, 20, 32].

Therefore, the stored energy at time ¢ is the sum of the elastic energy of the sound material, of the
kinematical hardening term (depending on «), and of the strain gradient term

%/Q(Ce(t,x) ce(t,z)dw + /QIB%(a(t,:v))p(t,:v): p(t,z)dz + 1, || Vp()|2:,

for B a fourth-order tensor positive semidefinite (usually positive definite except for a = 0). The gradient
term, which enforces the plasticity to be in H' (in space), introduces a characteristic internal length related
to the scale of the observed shear bands. In this setting, the plastic dissipation from a plastic strain ¢ is the
functional
H(p(t,z) —q(z))dz,  H(§) =supo: &
Q ocK

We observe that in the original model p(t) is in general not in L? in the set {& = 0}, so shear bands with
infinitesimal thickness may therein display. Therefore, in [10] the dissipation from a plastic strain ¢ is the
relaxation of the functional above for p(t) a bounded Radon measure.

In the present setting, the additional regularity of the plastic strain with respect to [10] makes the
existence of energetic solutions much easier to prove; the core of the paper is the study of the regularity in
time of the evolutions. In fact, with general nonconvex total energies, evolutions may display jumps in time.
Basing on standard techniques we show in Lemma 3.9 that energetic solutions, whose existence is proven in
Theorems 3.8, are strongly continuous outside an at most countable set of time instants.

Further, we develop a more precise analysis exploiting the particular structure of the model: we prove that
the variations in time of the whole set of variables with respect to the target norms are controlled in terms of
the variation in time of the damage in the L'(Q)-norm, plus that of the external loading (cf. Theorem 3.15
for the precise statement). This ensures that, as soon as damage does not jump, the whole evolution, and in
particular the plastic strain, has no time discontinuities. Our analysis is in the spirit of [13], which proves
that small strain perfect plasticity is absolutely continuous in time.

The interplay between damage and plastic strain is a key point in the analysis of coupled damage-plasticity
models. We consider, for instance, the uniaxial responses in [4], a reference work for the variational analysis
of such coupling, and in [25]: in [4] it is shown that strain concentrates into ‘cohesive crack points’ where
the space derivative of the damage is discontinuous; in [25], assuming solutions smooth in time and a linear
D, it is observed that damage evolves only with plasticity.

By inspecting our proof it is apparent that the strain gradient regularization is crucial for the improved
regularity. This could suggest, in analogous cases with gradient plasticity, to carefully verify if jumps in
time of plasticity but not of damage are analytically ruled out and if this is in accordance with the expected
experimental results.

In the final part of the paper we study the existence of quasistatic evolution obtained through a vanishing
viscosity approximation, satisfying the notion of Balanced Viscosity (BV) solutions, see Definition 5.1.

BV solutions, which have been described in an ‘abstract’ context in [17] and the subsequent [27, 28], are
obtained trough the approximation of a rate-independent system by viscously perturbed system and provide
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a selection criterion for solutions with a mechanically feasible behavior at jumps, as well as a description of
trajectories joining states before and after jumps. In fact, the notion of energetic solutions is not satisfactory
from the physical point of view, whenever jumps develop in time: these jumps may appear ‘too long and too
early’, being forced to overtake energy barriers between energy wells (see the characterization in [33] and the
references therein).

The vanishing-viscosity technique has also been adopted in various concrete applications, ranging from
plasticity (cf., e.g., [14, 16, 15, 7, 21, 34]), to damage, fracture, and fatigue (see for instance (22, 24, 23, 11,
5, 3, 12]).

We show existence of BV solutions (cf. Theorem 5.4), mostly taking advantage of the analysis carried out
for the regularity result. Arguing similarly, we show that as soon as the damage variable is regularized in
time with respect to the L?-norm (in space), then all the evolution gains the same regularity in time, in the
energy space. Moreover, using an argument from [23, 11], we get that the evolution is absolutely continuous
in time uniformly respect to the viscosity parameter. Eventually, such regularity permits follow the lines
of [11] to conclude existence of Balanced Viscosity solutions.

The paper is organised as follows: In Section 2 we fix the notation used throughout the paper and we
introduced the mathematical framework of our model. In Section 3 we first prove in Theorem 3.8 the
existence of global quasistatic evolutions, and then in Theorem 3.15 we investigate their regularity in time.
We continue with Section 4, where we introduced a e-regularization in time with respect to the L2-norm in
space of the damage variable, and in Theorem 4.14 we prove the existence of e-approximate viscous evolution.
Finally, in Section 5 we prove the existence of BV solutions (see Theorem 5.4).

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. The space of n X n symmetric matrices with real entries is denoted by M. Given two

matrices A1, Ay € ML, their scalar product is denoted by A;: As and the induced norm of A € M by
|A|. The identity matrix is denoted by I € MZ.

For a measurable set B C R™ we use L"(B) to denote the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure of B. By
x5: R™ — {0,1} we denote the corresponding characteristic function. Given an open subset  of R™, the
set of all distributions on €2, namely the continuous dual space of C2°(€2), endowed with the strong dual
topology, is denoted by D’'(2). We adopt standard notation for Lebesgue spaces on measurable subsets
B C R™ and Sobolev spaces on open subsets 2 C R™. According to the context, we use || - ||L»(5) to denote
the norm in L?(B) for all 1 < p < co. A similar convention is also used to denote the norms in Sobolev
spaces. The boundary values of a Sobolev function are always intended in the sense of traces.

The partial derivatives with respect to the variable x; are denoted by 0;. Given an open subset 2 C R"
and a function u: Q — R?, we denote its Jacobian matrix by Vu, whose components are (Vu);j = 0;u; for
i=1,....,dand j =1,...,n. For a function u: Q@ — R" we use BEu := (Vu)»™ = $(Vu + VuT) € Mg
to denote the symmetric part of the gradient. Given a tensor field F': Q — M7, by div F' we mean its
divergence with respect to lines, namely (div F); = Z?Zl 0;F;; fori=1,... n.

2.2. Mathematical framework. We fix the mathematical framework of the model of complete damage
and strain gradient plasticity presented in the introduction. For simplicity, all the physical constants are
fixed to 1.

Throughout the paper the reference configuration €2 is a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary in
R", where n = 2,3. The displacement field is represented by a function u € H*(£;R™), and we decompose
its total strain as Eu = e + p, where e denotes the elastic strain and p the plastic strain. To simplify the
notation, we set

A= H"(QR™) x L*(; M) x H(Q; M.
Given a function w € H'(Q;R"), the set of admissible displacements and strains for the boundary datum w
on Jf) is defined as

A(w) ={(u,e,p) € A : Eu=e+pin Q, u=w on 9Q}.

Remark 2.1. In this model we require a higher regularity in the plastic strain p, which usually is only a
Radon measure. This property is ensured by the addition in the total energy (2.8) of the L? norm of the
plastic strain gradient term.



4 M. CAPONI AND V. CRISMALE

We fix T' > 0. Let us consider a time-dependent boundary displacement w satisfying
w e H((0,T); H (Q;R™)). (2.1)
The damage variable is a function a € H*(Q; [0, 1]). Given o® € H'(;]0,1]) we set
D(a®) = {a € H(Q;[0,1]) : a <a},
so that
D(a?) C D(a') for all &? € D(at).
The energy dissipated in damage growth is the functional D: H'(;[0,1]) — [0, 00) given by

D(a) = / d(a(x))dz for all « € H*(Q;[0,1]),
Q
where d: [0,1] — R satisfies
de C11([0,1];[0,00)),  d(0) <0 (2.2)

(notice that the assumption d(0) < 0 is compatible with the ones proposed in [25]). The elastic energy is
the functional Q: L?(Q;M2X") — [0,00) given by

sym
1
Qle) = 5/ Ce(z) : e(x)dz  for all e € L*(Q; ML),
Q )
where C € Lin(ME MITT) satisfies
(Cijkl = (Cklij = (Cjikl for all i,j, k,l = 1, e,y
IE? < CE: € < plé? for all € € M, (2.9

with constants 1,72 > 0. In particular, it holds
ICE| < yale]  for all € € ML,

Sym

The kinematical hardening term is the functional Q: H*(€;[0,1]) x H'(Q; M) — [0,00) given by

Q(a,p) = /QIB%(a(:E))p(x) :p(x)de  for all a € H'(;]0,1]) and p € H'(;M2X™),

sym

where B: [0, 1] — Lin(MZ23" M2 X™) satisfies

sym sym
B e C1([0, 1); Lin(MA M), B(0)E: € <0 forall € € M, (2.5)
Bijkl (a) = Bklij(a) = Bjikl (Oé) for all 1,7, k,l =1,...,n and « € [0, 1], (26)
B(a):£>0 forall o€ [0,1] and € Mg T (2.7)

Remark 2.2. Thanks to (2.6) and (2.7), we derive the Cauchy-Schwartz Inequality
[B(a)é1 : &2 < (B(a)ér : &1)(B(a)éz : &2) for all a € [0,1] and &1,& € M.
Define the total energy : H'(€;[0,1]) x L2(Q; M) x HY(Q; M) — [0,00) as

E(ae,p) = Q(e) + D(a) + |[Val3 + Qa, p) + | Vpll3. (2.8)

Remark 2.3. By the Sobolev Embedding Theorem, for n = 2,3 and d € N we have that the embedding
HY(Q;R?Y) — LY(Q;R?) is continuous for all @ € [1,6] and compact for all 6 € [1,6). In particular, by (2.5)
for all « € HY(Q;[0,1]), 8 € H'(Q), and p,q € H*(Q; M2X") we have:

[ Ba@p() s glz) da
Q

< IBllollpll2llll2,

/913(04(96))6(96)1?(%) q(x) dz| < [|Bllool|Bl2llpllllalla,

< [IBlloollar = azll2llpllaligll4;

/Q[Bml(x» ~ Bloa(2))lp(e) : q(z) dz

< [Bllollar — ezl Bllallpllallglla-

/Q[B(al(x)) — B(az(2))]B(x)p(x) : q(z) dz
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The constraint set for the stress tensor o is identified by a closed and convex set K C M;‘yﬁl satisfying
{o e MY« lo| <rg} CK (2.9)

for a radius rg > 0.

Remark 2.4. Notice that K can be unbounded. In particular, as in [10], we can consider constraint set of
the form

K :={oceM} " : 70, + |op| — Kk > 0}

sym
for 7,k > 0, where o, = “" € R is the mean stress and op = 0 — o, [ is the deviatoric part of o.

Let us consider the support function H: MZ " — [0, 00] of K, which is defined as

H(§) = supo:§ forall & € MILT.
ceK
Clearly H is convex, lower semicontinuous, and positively 1-homogeneous. Moreover
rl§] < H(E) for all & € M. (2.10)
The plastic potential H: L*(; M) — [0, 00] is defined as
H(p) = | H(p(z))dz forall p e L*(Q;MLL").

Q

Lemma 2.5. The functional H is lower semicontinuous in L*(Q; M)

Proof. Let (pg)r C LY (;M2X") and p € L*(; M2X") be such that p — p in L1 (;M2X"). We consider a

sym sym sym

subsequence (px;); C (pr)r satisfying

lim H(pg,;) = liminf H(py), pr;(x) = p(x) for a.e. x € Q.
Jj—o0 k—o00
Since H: MZX" — [0, 00] is lower semicontinuous, by Fatou Lemma we have

sym

H(p) = [ H(p(x))dz < / liminf H(py, (x)) de < liminf [ H(py,(z))dz = lim H(p,) = likrgiréf’ﬂ(pk),

Q Q J7>® j—oo Jq Jj—oo
which implies the lower semicontinuous of # in L'(Q; MZ). O
Remark 2.6. Since H: L' (Q; MZX") — [0, oc] is convex, from Lemma 2.5 we derive that 7 weakly (sequen-
tially) lower semicontinuous in L'(€; MZ"). By arguing in the same way, we derive that also the functional
p ft p(t)) dt is lower semicontinuous in L' ([t1, to]; L' (€ M%) for all [t1, 5] C [0, 7.

Given [t1,t2] C [0,T] and p: [t1,ta] — LY(Q; M2, the H-dissipation of p on [t1,t2] is defined as

sym

Vu(pita, t2) = sup ZH(Z’(SJ‘) —p(sj-1)) t NEN t1 =59 <81 < <sy-1<sy =t
=1

We recall that this notion has been introduced in [13, Appendix]. By (2.10) we have

raV(p;ti,ta) < Vau(pita, t2), (2.11)
where V(p; t1,t2) is the total variation of p: [t1,t5] — L'(Q; M), which is defined as
N
V(psty,ta) =supQ > [Ip(s;) = p(sj-1)ll1 : NN, t1 =59 <1< <sy1<sy=t
j=1

Lemma 2.7. Let [t1,t1] C [0,T] and py: [t1,ta] — LY(Q;M2X"), k € N, satisfy

sym

pe(r) = p(r) in L*(Q;MX™) as k — oo for all v € [ty,ts].

sym
Then
Vi(pit, t2) < liminf Vyy (prs 1, 1), (2.12)
— 00
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Proof. We fix n € N and a collection of points (s;)_, such that

th=50<81 <+ <SN_1 <8N = lo. (2.13)
For all j =1,...,n we have
Pr(s5) = p(sj—1) = p(s;) = p(sj—1) in LY(Q; ML) as k — oo.
Therefore, by Remark 2.6

N N
Z H(p(sj) —p(sj-1)) < Z lim inf H(pr(s;) — pr(s-1))

N
< limianH(pk(sj) — pr(sj—1)) < liminf Vi (pr;ti, t2).
k—o00 = k—o00

By taking the supremum over N € N and all collections of points (s; );V:O satisfying (2.13) we get (2.12). O
We recall the following result.
Lemma 2.8. For all 0 € [2,6) and 6 > 0 there exists a constant Cp s > 0 such that
ul|2 < Cosllull? 4 6||Vul  for all u € H'(Q;RY).

Proof. We fix 6 € [2,6) and § > 0 and we argue by contradiction. We assume that for all k € N there exists
u, € HY(Q;RY) satisfying

l[urllg > kllugllF + 0l Vur3.
U

Turllo and we have

We set up ==

lillo =1, 1> k|iw||? 4 6||Vug||2 for all k € N.

In particular, by the continuity of the embedding L?(Q;R?) — L2(€;R%) we deduce the existence of a
constant Cy > 0 such that

1
k)7 = llal3 + [ Viak|3 < Co + 5 for all k € N.
By the Sobolev Embedding Theorem there exists a function & € H'(€2; R?) with ||ii]lp = 1 and a subsequence
(tig;)j C () such that
dy, — @ in LY(Q;R?) as j — oco.
On the other hand,

|lag||? < — for all k € N,

> =

which gives
ar — 0 in L'(Q;RY) as k — oo.
This implies that @ = 0, which contradicts |||y = 1. O
The following is an easy consequence of Lemma 2.8.

Corollary 2.9. There exists a constant C > 0 such that

ullds < C (Julli + IVull3)  for all u e H(Q;RY). (2.14)
Proof. By Lemma 2.8 with § = 2 and § = 1 there exists a constant C7 > 0 such that

lullf = [[ull3 + Va3 < Cullull} + 2[|Vull3 < max{2,C1} (Julf + [ Vull3)

which gives (2.14) O

3. GLOBAL QUASISTATIC EVOLUTIONS

In this section we prove Theorem 3.8, i.e., the existence of global quasistatic evolutions (also referred to
as energetic solutions) for the model of geomaterials coupling damage and small-strain associative plasticity
introduced before. Moreover, in Theorem 3.15 we perform a detailed analysis of the regularity in time of
these evolutions.
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3.1. Definition and preliminary results. We start by introducing the mathematical formulation of our
model of geomaterials. Following [10] and the definition of energetic solution of [29], we give the following
notion of global quasistatic evolutions.

Definition 3.1. Assume (2.1)-(2.7) and (2.9). A quadruple («,u, e, p) from [0,7] into H(2;[0,1]) x A is
a global quasistatic evolution with datum w if:

(gs0) for a.e. z € Q the map
t — a(t,z) is non increasing on [0, T7;
(gsl) (u(t),e(t),p(t)) € A(w(t)) for all t € [0,T] and
E(aft),e(t), p(t)) < E(B,n,q) +H(g—p(t)) forall (B,v,1,q) € D(a(t)) x A(w(t));
(qs2) p: [0,7] — HY(Q;M2X") has bounded H-variation and for all t € [0, T

Sym

E(a(t),et). p(t)) + Vie(p: 0.1) = £(a(0), ¢(0), p(0)) + / (Ce(s), Eri(s)) ds.

Remark 3.2. The first condition (qs0) models the irreversibility of the damage process, (qsl) is the global
stability condition, and (qs2) is the energy-dissipation balance.

Let us check that the integral in (qs2) is well defined. To this aim, we first prove the following stability
result.

Lemma 3.3. Assume (2.2)—(2.7). Let wy € H*(;R™), and (o, uk, e, pr) € H(Q;[0,1]) x A(wg) for all
k € N. Assume that as k — oo

Up — Uso in H(Q;R™), ap — s in HY(Q),
ek = e in L(Q M), Pr = Poo in H'(Q M),

wy, — Weo i H'(R™).
Then (oo, €ccs Poo) € A(Woo). If in addition
5(ak;ekapk) < g(ﬂﬂ?aQ) + H(q _pk) fO’f’ all (ﬂava"%Q) € D(ak) X A(wk)a (31)

then
E(Qoos ooy Poo) < E(B,1,q) +H(qg — poo)  for all (B,v,1,q) € D(as) X AlWeo). (3.2)

Proof. We argue as in [9, Theorem 3.6]. Since
BEup =ep +pr inQforall k€N, up = wg  on JN for all k € N,
by passing to the limit as £ — oo and using the continuity of the trace operator, we derive that
Fusw = €00 + Poo in £, Uoo = Wse 0N OL.

Therefore, (too, €oo, Poo) € Alweo)-
We fix (8,v,1,q) € D(aao) X A(weo) and for all k € N we set

Bri=PFNak, U=V Uso T UK, Nk =N =€tk k=G~ Poo P
By construction (Bk, vk, Mk, qr) € D(ag) x A(wy) for all k € N, and as k — oo

v, — v in HY(R™), Br — B in H'(Q), (3.3)
me—n i L2(Q;MEXD), qr —q in H'(Q; M.

We use (B, vk, Mk, qx) as test function in (3.1), and from the identity
IVBII5 + Va3 = V(B A a3 + IV (BV ar)ll3,
we derive
D(ax) + V(B V a3 = IVBI[5 + Q(ax, px)
= D(ak) + [[Vay |3 = VB3 + Qe pr)
< Q(nk) — Qlew) + D(Br) + IVarll3 = IVokll3 + Q(Brs ar) + Hlaw — pr)
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= et = ese + 2611 = exc)a + D(Br) + OB ai)

2
+ (Vg = Vpoo +2Vpi, Vg — Vpso)2 + H(q — po)- (3.5)
By (3.3)-(3.4) and Remark 2.3, for all € [1,6) we have as k — oo
ar — o in LY(Q), Br— B in L°(Q),
Dk — Poo  iD LO(Q;MSYXH?), g — q in LO(Q;M;&").
In particular, by using (2.2) and (2.5) and arguing as in Remark 2.3 we deduce
Jim D(ay) = Do), Jim D(3) = D(B),
Jim Q(aw, pr) = Q(ase, poo), Jim Q(Bk, ar) = Q(B,q)-

Moreover, BV ay — s in HY(2) as k — oo, which implies
[ Vasel3 < limint [ V(3 )3
Hence, by passing to the limit as k — oo in (3.5) we get
D(as) + [[Vase|3 = IVl + Q(asc, pec)

%(C(n + €00)s — €oc)2 + D(B) + Q(B,q) + (Vg + Voo, Vg — Vpeo)2 + H(q — Poo)

= Q(n) — Qlex) + D(B) + Q(B.a) + IVall3 — Vpecl3 +H(g — pec),
which gives (3.2). O

IN

Thanks to Lemma 3.3 we deduce the following regularity result.

Lemma 3.4. Assume (2.1)~(2.7) and (2.9). Let (o, u,e,p) from [0,T] into H'(£2;]0,1]) x A be a quadruple
satisfying (qs0) and (qs1), and such that p: [0,T] — H' (ML) has bounded H-variation. Then there
exists a constant C > 0, independent on t € [0,T], such that

le@zr + u@®)[ g + lle@)ll2 + lp@)lar < C for all t € [0,T]. (3.6)

Moreover, there exists a countable set N C [0,T] such that the quadruple (o, u,e,p) is weakly continuous
from [0,T)\ N into H(Q) x A. In particular, the quadruple (o, u,e,p) is strongly measurable from [0,T)
into HY(Q) x A.

Proof. Since p: [0,T] — L*(;M2X") has bounded H-variation, by (2.11) we deduce that p has bounded

sym
total variation. In particular, ||p(¢)||1 is uniformly bounded in [0, T], being

@) < llp(t) = p(O)]lx + [p(0) [}y < V(p;0,T) + [Ip(0)[[»  for all ¢ € [0, T7. (3.7)

Since (0,u(T) — w(T) + w(t),e(T) — Ew(T) + Ew(t),p(T)) € D(a(t)) x A(w(t)), by the global stability
condition (qsl) we deduce

£(alt). e(t). p(t)
< Q(e(T)) + Q(Bu(T) — Eu(t)) + (Ce(T), Ew(T) — Bu(t))2 + Q(0.p(T)) + [IVp(T)[3 + H(p(T) — p(t))
< Le()3 + SIBw(T) ~ Bw®)ll3 + alle(D) 2 Ew(T) - Bw(t)]:

+ Bllsollp(D)1Z + IVR(D)3 + Vi (p, t,T)
2

T
< palle(D)3 + 2 (/0 [Ew(r)ll2 d?‘) +Blloo (D)3 + IVR(D)3 + Vi (p; 0,T).
Notice that the quantity on the right-hand side is independent on ¢ € [0, T]. Since
2!
E(a(®), e(®),p(t) = o lle®Is + IVa®I3 + IVP)I3,
we deduce that there exists a constant C; > 0, independent on ¢ € [0, T], such that
IVa@®)]3 +lle@)l3 + [ Vp(t)|l5 < C1 for all t € [0,T].
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By using (3.7), Corollary 2.9, and the fact that 0 < a(t) <1 a.e. in  for all ¢ € [0, T] we obtain a constant
C5 > 0, independent on ¢ € [0, 7], such that
la@®liz + lle@®l3 + lp(®)][7n < C2 for all t € [0, 7). (3.8)

Finally, since u(t) — w(t) € H}(Q;R™), by Korn Inequality there exists a constant C3 > 0, independent on
t € 10,71, such that

[u(@ll2 < [Ju(t) = wB)ll2 + [lw(@)ll2
< Cl[Eu(t) = Ew(t)]l2 + [wt)ll2 < Clle®)]l2 + Cllp@)ll2 + Cl[Ew(®)]|2 + [lw@)]2-
Therefore, by (3.8) and Korn Inequality there exists a constant C5 > 0, independent on ¢ € [0, T], such that
lu(@®)llm < C.

This implies (3.6).

It remains to prove that there exists a countable set N C [0,7] such that the quadruple (a,u,e,p) is
weakly continuous from [0,7] \ N into H'(Q) x A. Indeed, if this holds, then the quadruple (o, u, e, p) is
weakly measurable from [0,7] into H'(Q) x A, and therefore strongly measurable, since H'(2) x A is a
separable Banach space.

We start by observing that a: [0,7] — H'(£2;[0, 1]) satisfies

[la(t)]]oo <1 forall ¢t e [0,T], ate) < a(ty) ae inQforall 0 <t <t <T.

By [9, Lemma A.2] there exists a countable set Ny C [0, 7] such that the function a: [0,7]\ N1 — L?(Q2)
is (strongly) continuous. In particular, thanks to the uniform estimate (3.6) we derive that o: [0,T]\ Ny —
H(Q) is weakly continuous. Similarly, since p has bounded total variation in L*(£; M%), there exists a

Sym
countable set Np C [0, 7] such that the function p: [0, T]\ Ny — L'(; M%) is strongly continuous. Hence,
the uniform estimate (3.6) yields that p: [0,T]\ No — H($; ngxnf) is weakly continuous.

Let us define N := N; U Ny. We claim that the pair (u,e) is weakly continuous from [0,7]\ N into
H'(R™) x L2( M) Indeed, let us fix too € [0, 7]\ N and let us consider a sequence (t3);, C [0,T]\ N
such that tx — to as k — 0o. By the uniform estimate (3.6) there exists a constant C' > 0 independent on
k € N such that

lw(te) |z + [le(tr)]l2 < C for all k € N.
Therefore, there exists a subsequence (tg;); C (tx)r and a pair (teo, €0o) € H' (4 R™) x L?(Q; ML) such
that as j — oo

u(ty,) = e in H'(Q;R"), e(tr,) = eno in L2 ML),

sym
Moreover, as j — oo we have

alty,) = alts) in H'(Q), p(te,) = pltes) in H'( M), w(ty,) = w(teo) in H'(Q;R™).
Thus, we can apply Lemma 3.3 to deduce that ((teo), Uoos €oos P(teo)) € A(w(too)) and satisfies
E(atos); €c0, Pltoc)) < E(B,1,q) +H(g — pltc)) for all (8,v,7,q) € D(a(toc)) X A(w(tos))-

In particular, by choosing 5 = a(ts) and ¢ = p(te), we derive that the pair (ueo,es) minimizes the

functional F: H*(;R™) x L*(Q; M) — [0,00), defined as
F(v,n) = Q(n) forall (v,n) € H'(QR™) x L*(Q; ML),

over the convex set
G = {(v,n) € H (L R™) x L2 (4 MEXT) = (0,1, p(te)) € Aw(too))}-

This implies that (ueo, €x) is uniquely determined for all ¢ € [0, T] by the strict convexity of Q. Therefore,
U(too) = Uso and e(too) = €no. In particular, we get that as k — oo

u(ty) = ulte) in HY (R,  e(ty) = elto) in L2(Q;MER),

Sym

i.e., the pair (u,e) is weakly continuous from [0, 7]\ N into H'(Q;R™) x L*(€; MZ5"). |
Remark 3.5. By Lemma 3.4 the integral in (qs2) is well defined for all quadruple (o, u, e, p) from [0, T'] into
H(©;[0,1]) x A satisfying (qs0) and (qs1) and such that p: [0, 7] — H*(£; M%) has bounded H-variation.

sym
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Remark 3.6. If (o, u,e,p) from [0,T] into H'(2;[0,1]) x A is a global quasistatic evolution, then we can
improve the estimate in (3.6). Indeed, by Lemma 3.4 we have that the function ¢ — |le(t)||2 is bounded and
measurable on [0,7]. In particular, if we define

M= sup |le(t)[|2 < oo,
t€[0,T]

by (qs2) we derive
T
T < E(a(0),e(0),p(0) +22M [ [Bib(s) ds.
0

This implies the existence of a constant C7, which depends only on w, d, C, B, and on the initial datum
(a(0),€(0), p(0)), satisfying

M = sup |le(®)|2 < Ch.
t€[0,T)

Therefore, by using again (qs2) we derive the existence of a further constant Cs, depending only on w, d, C,
B, K, and the initial datum (a/(0),u(0), e(0), p(0)), such that
@z + lu@lar + le@ll2 + lp(®)llg < Cz for all ¢ € [0,T].

3.2. Existence of a global quasistatic evoltion. In this subsection we prove the existence of a global
quasistatic evolution satisfying a fixed initial configuration. As in [10], the proof relies on the De Giorgi’s Min-
imizing Movement approach to quasistatic evolutions, where time-continuous evolutions are approximated
by discrete-time ones, constructed by solving incremental minimization problems.

We consider an initial configuration

(a®,u® e p%) € HY(;]0,1]) x A(w(0)),
which satisfies
E(a’,e%p°%) < E(Bm.q) +H(g —p°) for all (B,v,7,q) € D(a”) x A(w(0)). (3.9)
For all £ € N we define

=~

T == s t}'c = iTk, wlk = w(t}c) fori:(),...,k.

Starting from
(o, up, eq,pp) = (a%,u®, e, p°) € H'(€;[0,1]) x A(w(0)),
foralli =1,...,k we define
(ah,ul, eh,ph) € D(az_l) x A(w})
as the solution of

min  {&(B,n,q) +H(g—py )} (3.10)
(Bvm,q)€D(a;” ") x A(wy)

Notice that
(af ' wh, Ewl,0) € D(al ') x A(wg) # 0 foralli=1,....k

Moreover, for all i = 1,...,k and (a,u,e,p) € D(a) ') x A(w}) we have
i gi! i
E(ae,p) + H(p = pi) = - llells + IValls + [Vpl3 + rallply = rallpilh

and the functional

(CY, u, eup) — S(Oé, eup) + H(p - p?{})
is sequentially lower semicontinuous with respect to the weak convergences in the spaces H(2), H!(Q;R"),
L2(Q;M2X™), and H'(2; M2X"). Hence, by the Direct Method of Calculus of Variations, for all k € N and

Sym Sym X ; ) X X -
i = 1...,k there exists a solution (o}, u},€},p).) € D(a}) x A(w}) to the minimum problem (3.10). In
particular, since
Mg —p) ") = Hpk —p) ") < Hlg = i),

the quadruple (o}, ul, ek, pt) satisfies

E(ay, €4, k) < EBym,q) + H(g —pp) for all (B,v,m,q) € D(ef ") x A(wp,). (3.11)
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In the following lemma, we derive an energy estimates for the discrete evolution {(a};,u};,e};,p};)}i?:l.

First, for all £ € N we define
i il
wio= U T o =1, k.
Tk

Lemma 3.7. Assume (2.2)=(2.7), (2.9), and (3.9). For allk € N and i =1,...,k we have

i i
E(oh.ehph) + > M@l —ph ") < (%€ p") + > i(Cel ! Eair))2 + 6y, (3.12)
j=1 j=1
where
72 T
0y = Tk?/ |Ew(r)||2dr — 0 as k — oo. (3.13)
0
In particular, there exists a constant C' > 0 independent on k and i, such that
k . .
e ejll2 + max |kl + max flaj]lm + _Z;H(pi -p )<C
1=

Proof. We fixi=1,...,k and for j = 1,...,7 we consider
(af;l,ufl — wi;l + wi, ef;l — Ewii1 + Ewi,pifl) € D(af;l) X A(wfc)
By the minimality condition (3.10) we get
E(Oéi, eggap?g) =+ H(pi - piil) S g(a?‘gilaeiil - Ewi71 + Ewivpiil)
<&(eq el Lol + m(Ce T Bud)e + 5 |[Buf — Bul 3.

We sum over j = 1,...,4 and we use the inequality

k T
> |Ew] — Bwl 3 gm/o [E(r)|3 dr

j=1
to obtain (3.12).
By the discrete energy inequality (3.12) we get

i
1y i . j j—
S lekll3 < £, e p%) + 72 D mel B 2l |2 + 3.
j=1

Since 6 — 0 as k — oo, there exists a constant C; > 0, independent on k and 4, such that

Therefore, by (3.12) we can find another constant Cy > 0, independent on k and 4, such that
k
Q2 i2 J_ 7 < o
Jmax Va3 + max [|VpL3+ Z;H(pk n )< Co
By Corollary 2.9 and the inequality

k k
, — 1 —
Ipills < 1p°lh + > llpk — P2 < HpOH1+—TH > Hpp—pl 1),
j=1 j=1

we deduce the existence a constant C's > 0, independent on k and ¢, such that

.....

..........

This concludes the proof. O



12 M. CAPONI AND V. CRISMALE

We introduce the piecewise constant interpolant @y : [0,T] — H*(£;]0,1]) as

ap(t)=af forte ' ti],i=1,....,k  @(0)=af, (3.14)
and similarly we consider uy: [0,T] — H'(Q;R"), e: [0,T] — L*(Q ML), py: [0,T] — H'(Q; M),
and Wy — H(;R™). Moreover, we define 7 : [0, 7] — [0, 7] as
Te(t) =1t forte (6 i), i=1,....,k,  Tx(0)=0. (3.15)
By definition, we have
ZH = Vu(0;0,T),

and thanks to Lemma 3.7 we deduce that the piecewise constant interpolants satisfy the following estimate:
there is a constant C' > 0 independent on k£ € N and ¢ € [0, 7] such that

e (Oll2 + [Px @Ol e + [0k @)l 12 + Vi (Py;0,T) < C - for all ¢ € [0,T]. (3.16)
We can now prove our existence result for global quasistatic evolution.

Theorem 3.8. Assume (2.1)—(2.7), (2.9), and (3.9). Then there exists a global quasistatic evolution
(a,u,e,p) from [0,T] into H*(Q;[0,1]) x A satisfying the initial condition

((0),u(0),e(0),p(0)) = (a®,u’, e, p°). (3.17)
Proof. Step 1. Starting from (a,u", €% p") we consider the incremental problem (3.10) for all k € N and
i=1,...,k, and we obtain a sequence of approximate solutions (@, Uy, €, D)) from [0, T] into H*(£2;]0, 1]) x

A. Since all functions @y are non increasing in time, we can apply a generalized version of the classical
Helly Theorem to conclude that there exist a subsequence, still denoted by @y, and a function «: [0,T] —
H'(£2;1]0,1]) non increasing in time, such that for all t € [0,7] as k — oo

ai(t) — a(t) in HY(Q).

In particular, thanks to Remark 2.3, for all ¢t € [0,T] and 6 € [1,6) we have as k — oo
ar(t) = a(t) in LY(Q).

Moreover, by (3.16) there exists a constant C' > 0, independent on k, such that

raV(Bi; 0, T) < Vi (i 0,T) = ZH N<C B =P < C

Hence, there exist a further subsequence, still denoted by Py, and a function p: [0,7] — H'(£; Mg ) with
bounded variation in L'(Q;M2X") such that for all t € [0,7] as k — oo

sym
Pr(t) = p(t) in H'(Q ML),

sym

In particular, by (2.12) we get
—00

which yields that p has bounded H-variation. Furthermore, for all ¢ € [0,7] and 6 € [1,6) we have as k — o
Pp(t) = p(t) in LO(Q;M™XM).

Sym
Step 2. For all fixed ¢ € [0,7] there exist a subsequence k; and functions e* € L*(€;MZ5") and
u* € HY(;R"™), depending on t € [0, 7], such that as j — oo
e, (t) = e in L*(Q; ML), Uk, (t) — u*  in H'(QR™).

By construction (@ (t),ux(t),ex(t), D, (t)) € H*(Q;[0,1]) x A(wk(t)) and in view of (3.11)
E(@i(t), en(t), Pe(t)) < E(B,m,q) + H(g —Py.(t)) for all (8,0,7,q) € D(@x(t)) x Ak (t))-

By writing the inequality for k; and using Lemma 3.3 we deduce

E(a(t), e, p(t)) < E(Bn,q) +H(g —p(t)) forall (8,v,71,9) € D(a(t)) x A(w(t)).
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Therefore, we can argue as in Lemma 3.4 to derive that (u*,e*) is uniquely determined for all ¢ € [0,T]. In
particular, by defining u(t) := u* and e(t) := e¢* we deduce that as k — co

er(t) = e(t) in L2(Q;M™X™), T (t) — u(t) in H'(Q;R™),

sym
and the quadruple (a,u, e, p) satisfies (gs0), (gsl), and (3.17).

Step 3. By Lemma 3.4, we deduce that (a,u,e,p) are strongly measurable from [0, 7] into H(Q) x A.
We define ¢, : [0,7] — LQ(Q M2X1Y) as

Sym
ep(t)i=eit forte[tittl),i=1,...,k, en(T) = ef.

By the discrete energy inequality (3.12), for all k € N, ¢t € (t};‘l,ti], and i = 1,...,k we have

. Tr(t)

E@p(t), 8(t), D)) + Vi (Py; 0, 1;,) < E(a®,€°,p") + / (Cey,(r), Eai(r))a dr + 8. (3.18)
0
Since ¢, (t) = €,(t — 73) for a.e. t € [1,T], we derive that as k — oo
ep — e in L*((0,T); L*(: ML)

Hence, we can use the convergences of Steps 1 and 2 to pass to the limit as £ — oo in (3.18), and to obtain
that the quadruple («, u, e, p) satisfies for all ¢ € [0, T]

E(alt),e(t), p(t)) + Vu(p:0,t) < E(a’, % p") +/0 (Ce(r), B (r))2 dr,

being all the terms on the left-hand side are sequentially lower semicontinuous with respect to the conver-
gences of @y, €, Py. It remains to prove the opposite inequality.
We fix t € (0,7 and for all k € N we consider a collection of points {si}¥_; in [0,] satisfying

0=s) <st<---<sit<sf=t lim max |sk—s§;1|—>0.
k—o0 i=1,...,

Foralli=1,...,k we have

(a(sh) ulsi) — w(si) +w(s ) e(si) — Ew(sy) +Buw(sy 1), p(si)) € Dlals; ) x Alw(s; ).
By using (gsl) in t = s}lc_l forall k e Nand i =1,...,k we deduce
Ealsy ) e(si7),p(si ) < Ealsh), elsk) — Ew(sy) + Ew(sy '), p(sk)) + H(p(si) —p(sy ')
= E(alsh), e(sk), p(sk)) +H(p(si) —plsi )
— (Ce(s},), Ew(s},) — Ew(si 1))z + Q(Ew(sy) — Ew(s; ™))

< E(als), e(sh), p(sk)) + Hp(sy) — p(sy 1)) —/Sk (Ce(s}), Eair(r))2 dr

+ ma [of - s 72/ 1B )3 dr.

.....

By summing over ¢ =1, ...,k we get
t
g(aoveovpo) < E(Q(t),e(t),p(t)) + V'H(p70 t) / (Cék(r)va(r))Q dr

+ max |si, — st 72/ | Eir(r)][3 dr, (3.19)

.....

where éj: [0,7] — L?(£;M2%") is defined as

ér(t) ==e(si) forallte[si ' sh), er(T) = e(T).

Since éx(r) — e(r) in L*(Q;M2X") for a.e. r € [0,t] as k — oo, we can use the Dominated Convergence

Sym
Theorem to derive .

lim [ (Céx(r),Ew(r))zdr = /0 (Ce(r), Ew(r))s dr.

k—o0 0

By passing to the limit as k& — oo in (3.19) we get the other opposite energy inequality. Hence, (a,u,e,p)
satisfies (qs2) and it is a global quasistatic evolution from [0, T into H'(Q;[0,1]) x A. O
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3.3. Continuity in time. In this subsection we investigate the regularity in time of global quasistatic
evolutions (o, u, e, p) in the sense of Definition 3.1. More precisely, we show that every evolution is continuous
at every continuity point ¢ of a: [0,T] — L'(€). We point out that such a property improves the continuity
result of Lemma 3.4.

We start by proving several preliminary results. In the first one we show that every global quasistatic
evolutions is strongly continuous up to a countable set.

Lemma 3.9. Assume (2.2)~(2.7) and (2.9). Let (o, u,e,p) be a global quasistatic evolution from [0,T] into
H(9;]0,1]) x A. There exists a countable set N C [0,T] such that the quadruple (o, u,e,p) is strongly
continuous from [0, T\ N into H'(Q) x A.

Proof. From Lemma 3.4 we know that there exists a countable set Ny C [0,7] such that every global
quasistatic evolution (a,u,e,p) is weakly continuous from [0,7]\ N into H'(Q2) x A. Moreover, since the
map ¢t — Vy(p;0,t) from [0,7] into R is increasing, there exists a countable set Ny C [0,T] such that
t — Vi (p;0,t) is continuous from [0, 7]\ N into R. In particular, the energy equality (qs2) yields that the
map t — E(a(t),e(t), p(t)) is continuous from [0,7]\ Nz into R.

Let us define N := N7 U No. We fix t € [0,T]\ N and a sequence (tx)r C [0,7]\ N such that tx — teo
as k — oo. Thanks to Lemma 3.4 we have

aty) = alts) in HY(Q) as k — oo, u(ty) = u(tse) in HY(Q;R™) as k — oo,

e(ty) — e(ts) in L%Q;M%ﬁ‘) as k — oo, p(tr) = p(teo) in Hl(Q;ngXr;’) as k — oo,
and by the Sobolev Embedding Theorem (see also Remark 2.3), for all § € [1,6) we get

alty) = afte) in LY(Q) as k — oo, u(ty) = u(tee) in LY(LR™) as k — oo,

p(tr) = p(teo) in LQ(Q;ngﬁl) as k — oo w(ty) = w(ts) in HY(QR™) as k — oo.

In particular, we derive that

E(altso), eltoo), P(toc))

< liminf Q(e(ty)) + lim D(a(ty)) + liminf |Va(ty)]|2 + lim Q(a(ty), p(ty)) + liminf || Vp(ty)||2

k—oc0 k—o0 k—oc0 k—oc0 k—oc0

S kli}Holo 5(0&(tk), e(tk)vp(tk)) = 5(0&(too), e(too),p(too))

This implies that
Qlelteo)) = iminf Q(e(tr)),  [[Va(tee)|3 = liminf [Va(t)ll3,  [[Vp(ts)ll3 = liminf [|Vp(ty)]3.
k—oo k—oo k—o0

If we use also that

liminf(ay, + bx) < limsup ay, + liminf b, < limsup(ag + b;) for all two sequences (ay )k, (br)r C R,
k—o00 k—00 k— 00 k—o00

we conclude that

Qlelt=)) = Jim Qe(tr)),  [Valtw)3 = Jim Va3, [Vp(t)3 = lim [Vp(t)]3.
Hence, thanks to (2.4) we obtain the following strong convergences:

aty) = alts) in HY(Q) as k — oo, e(ty) = e(tos) in L*(Q ML) as k — oo,

p(te) = p(tso) in Hl(Q;M;’an?) as k — oo.

Finally, by Korn Inequality, we derive
IVu(tr) = Vu(too) |2 < C (lultr) — ultoo)ll2 + lle(ts) — eltoo)ll2 + [Ip(th) — pltoo)ll2) = 0 as k — oo,
Therefore, the quadruple («, u, e, p) is strongly continuous from [0,7]\ N into H(2) x A. O

Moreover, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 3.10. For all a € H'(Q;[0,1]), e € L*(Q; M%), and p € HY(Q; M) we define

0 (v, 0,p) 8] = / d(a(2))B(z) dz + 2 /

Q Q

Va(z) - VA(z)de + / B(a(x))8(x)p(x) : plz) da

Q
for all B € H'(Q).
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By Remark 2.3 we deduce that 0,&(«,e,p)[f] is well defined, and we can identify 9,&(,e,p) as an
element of (H'(9))’ by setting

(0u€(ae,p), B) = 0al(a,e,p)[] for all B € H'().

In the next lemma we show that every global quasistatic evolution satisfies the following variational
inequalities.

Lemma 3.11. Assume (2.2)—(2.7) and (2.9). Let (o, u,e,p) be a global quasistatic evolution from [0, T into
H(9;]0,1]) x A.
(a) For allt € [0,T] we have
Dol (a(t), e(t),p(t)[B] >0 for all B € H(Q) with 3 < 0. (3.20)
(b) For allt € [0,T] and (v,n,q) € A(0) we have
—H(g) < (Ce(t), m)2 + 2(B(a(t))p(t), a)2 + 2(Vp(t), Vg)2 < H(—q)- (3:21)
(c) For allt €10,T] and (v,n,q) € Alw(t))

Qle(t) + Qn — e(t)) + Qalt), p(t) + Q(a(t),q — p(t)) + [IVp() 13 + IVa — Vp(1)]3

Qn) + Q(a(t),q) + IVall3 + H(g — p(t)). (3.22)
Proof. (a) We first extend d and B to (—o0,0) by setting
d(a) == d(0) + ad(0) and B(a) =B(0) + aB(0) for all @ € (—oc,0). (3.23)

By construction,

d € C*((—00,1];[0,00)) N C%((—=00,1]; [0, 0)),

B € C'((—o0, 1]; Lin(MZ o M2 ) N C%*((—o0, 1]; Lin(ME s MIH)).
In particular, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem for all a € H'(;[0,1]), e € L*(; M%), and
p € HY(Q;M2X™), and for all 3 € HY(Q) with 3 < 0 there exists

sym
Jim QAP ZEADD) _ g (a5, (3:24)

We fix t € [0,T]. Let 8 € H'(Q) with 8 < 0 and let A > 0. Since (a(t) + A\3)T € D(a(t)), by (gsl) we get
E(a(t),e(t),p(t)) < E((alt) + AB) T, e(t), p(t))
Moreover, by (2.2), (2.5), (3.23), and the fact that a(t) > 0 we have
D((a(t) +A8)") < D(a(t) + AB), IV((at) +28) V)13 < [V (a(t) + AB)3,
Q((a(t) +A8)*",p(t)) < Qalt) + AB, p(t)).

Hence, we derive

E(a(t), e(t), p(t)) < E(a(t) + AB, e(t), p(t)).
By dividing for A > 0, sending A — 07, and using (3.24) we get (3.20).
(b) For all (v,n,q) € A(0) and A > 0 we test (qsl) with
(a(t),u(t) + Av,e(t) + M, p(t) + A\g) € D(a(t)) x A(w(t)),
and we get
Qe(t)) + Qat), (1)) + [Vp(1) 13 < Qe(t) + An) + Q(a(t), p(t) + Aq) + [V (p(t) + Aq)|[3 + AH(q)-
By dividing for A > 0 and sending A — 0 we get one inequality of (3.21). To get the other inequality, it is

enough to replace (v,7,q) € A(0) with (—v, —n, —q) € A(0).
(¢) By (3.21) for all (v,7n,q) € A(w(t)) we get

Q(e(t)) + Q(n — e(t)) — Qn) + Qa(t), p(t)) + Qa(t), g — p(t)) — Q(a(t), @)
+ [IVe®)1I5 + [IVg = Vpt)[3 — IVql3
= (Ce(t), e(t) —n)2 + 2(B(a(t)p(t), p(t) — @)2 + 2(Vp(t), Vb(t) — Vq)2 < H(q — p(1)),
which is (3.22). O
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Remark 3.12. The assumptions d(0) < 0 and B(0)¢ : £ <0 for all £ € M in (2.2) and (2.5) are needed
to deduce (3.20) for all B € H*(Q) with 8 < 0.

By (3.21) we deduce that every global quasistatic evolution («, u, e, p) satisfies
divCe(t) =0 in D'(;R™) for all ¢ € [0,T. (3.25)
Indeed, since (¢, Eg,0) € A(0) for all ¢ € C2°(;R™) and H(0) = 0, by (3.21) we deduce
(Ce(t),Eg)s =0 for all ¢ € C°(; R™),
which is (3.25). Let us recall also the following integration by parts formula.

Lemma 3.13. Let e € L*(Q; M) satisfy

sym
divCe =0 in D' (;R"). (3.26)
Then, for all w € HY(Q;R™) and (v,n,q) € A(w) we have
(Ce,q)2 = —(Ce,n — Ew)s. (3.27)

Proof. Since e € L*(€; MX""), by using a density argument in (3.26) we derive
(Ce,Eqp)g =0 for all ¢ € Hy (Q;R™).
In particular, for all w € H'(Q;R™) and (v,n, q) € A(w), we get
(Ce, )2 = (Ce, Eu —n); = —(Ce,n — Ew)z + (Ce, E(u — w))2 = —(Ce,n — Ew)s,
which is (3.27). O

Moreover, we need the following version of Gronwall Inequality, whose proof is analogous to the one of [13,
Lemma 5.3].

Lemma 3.14. Let a,b € R with a < b. Let f: [a,b] —

[0,00) be a bounded measurable function, let
g: la,b] — [0,00) be a non decreasing function, and let h: [a,b]

— [0,00) be an integrable function. Suppose

that
f(t)? < g(t)? +/ f(r)h(r)dr + (/ h(r) dr) for all t € [a,b]. (3.28)
Then,
f) <gt)+ g / h(r)ydr for all t € [a,b]. (3.29)
Proof. Let tg € [a,b] be fixed. Define
to 2
Yo = glto)? + (/ hr) dr) . (3.30)

If 7o = 0, then g(tp) = 0 and h = 0 a.e. on [0, #o], which implies that f(¢9) = 0 by (3.28), and so (3.29) is
satisfied. Therefore, we may assume that vy > 0 and we define the function

V(t) = /t f(r)h(r)dr for all r € [a,to].

By assumptions V € AC([a, to]) and V (t) = f(t)h(t) for a.e. t € [a,to]. Therefore, thanks to (3.28) we derive
that V' (t) < h(t)\/v0 + V (¢) for a.e. t € [a,ty]. Integrating between a and ¢y, and using (3.30) we get

t() t()
2/ V(to) +v <2/ + / h(r)dr < 2g(to) + 3/ h(r) dr.
On the other hand, by (3.28) we derive f(to) < /V (to) + 70, and so

2f(to) < 2g(to) + 3/ ’ h(r)dr,

which gives (3.29). O
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We can finally prove the strong continuity of a global quasistatic evolution (a,u,e,p) from [0, 7] into
H(Q) x A at every continuity point ¢ of a: [0,7] — L*(Q).

Theorem 3.15. Assume (2.2)~(2.7) and (2.9). Let (o, u,e,p) be a global quasistatic evolution from [0,T)]
into H'(;[0,1]) x A. Then, there ezists a constant C' > 0 such that for all t;,ty € [0,T] with t; < ta we
have

a(te) — at)|mr + lle(t2) —e(t1)ll2 + lp(t2) — p(t) |

c (||a<t2> —awli+ [ |Ew<r>||2dr) , (3.31)
Ju(te) — u(t) s < C (||a<t2> —awli+ [ dr) . (3.32)

Remark 3.16. Therefore, every global quasistatic evolution (o, u, e, p) is (strongly) continuous from [0, T
into H'(Q) x A, except for a countable subset of [0, 7], which is the set of discontinuity points of a with
respect to the convergence in L'(Q). Moreover, if a € AC([0,T]; L'(2)), then (a,u,e,p) are absolutely
continuous from [0, 7] into H*(2) x A.

Proof. We fix t1,t2 € [0,T] with ¢; < t2. We test (3.20) in ¢; with 8 := a(t2) — a(t;) and we use the identity
IVa(tz)]3 = [Va(tz) = Va(t)ll3 = [[Va(t)]3 = 2(Va(t), Va(tz) = Va(tr)),
to derive that
IVa(t:) — Va(ti)|3
<|IValt2) |3 = [Va(tn)lf + (d(a(t)), alts) — altr))s + B(a(t)(al(t2) — alt))p(t), p(t))2. (3.33)
We now test (3.22) in ¢; with
(0,1, q) = (u(t2) — w(t2) + w(tr), e(t2) — Bw(tz) + Ew(t1), p(ta)) € A(w(tr)),
and we get
Qe ( D) + Qelta) — eftr) — E(w(tz) — w(t:)))
Q(a(tr),p(t)) + Qaltr), p(t2) — p(t1)) + [[Vp(t)[I3 + | Vp(t2) — Vp(t1)|3
( (t2) = B(w(tz) — w(tr))) + Q(a(tr). p(t2)) + [[Vp(t2)|[3 + H(p(t2) — p(t1)).
In particular
(t2) = e(t1)) + Q(a(tr), p(t2) — p(tr)) + [ Vp(tz) — Vo(t)]3
< Q(e(tz)) — Qle(tr)) — (Ce(tr), E(w(tz) — w(t1)))2
+Q(alt), p(t2)) — Q(altr), p(tr)) + [IVp(t2) |13 = [Vp(t1)lI3 + H(p(t2) — p(t))- (3.34)
2) e

valuated in t; and to, we have that

Qe

Moreover, by (qs
H(p(t2) — p(t1)) < Vu(pita, t2)

= &(a(t).efta).plt)) = Elalta) elta).p(t2) + | ¥ (Cels) Bus))ads. (3.35)
If we sum (3.33) and (3.34) and we use (3.35) we deduce that 1
Q(e(ts) — eftr)) + Olalty), pit2) — pltr)) + IV(ta) — Vp(t)Il3 + [ Valtz) — Va(ty)|
</ (C(e(s) — e(t1)), Bi(s))z ds + D(alt1)) — D(alt2)) + (d(a(t)), altz) — alt)z

+Q(a(t1), p(t2)) — Qalt), p(t2)) + (Bla(tr))(altz) — altr))p(ty), p(t1))e-
By (2.2) and (2.5), for all ai,a € [0,1] and £ € M we have

() — d(az) = d(a1) (a1 — az)| < [|d]|sc|ar — az/?,
[B(a1)é : € = B(az)é : € = Blar)(an — az)€ : €] < [[Blloo|an — anf?|¢[*.
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Therefore, thnkas to (2.4) and the uniform estimates (3.6) (see also Remark 3.6), we have
%Ile(tz) —e(t)|3 + Q(a(tr), p(t2) — p(t1)) + [ Vp(tz) = Vp(t1)l[3 + [ Valts) — Va(t)|3
< /:2 (Cle(s) = e(tr)), Bir(s))2 ds + [[d]l s lu(t2) — a(ta) |3 + [Blloo la(tz) — alt) |1Zlp(t0) 13
+ lc?(a(tl),p(tz)) — Q(alt2), p(t2)) — Qaltr), p(tr)) + Q(a(tz), p(t1)),
= /tt (Cle(s) = e(tr)), Bir(s))2 ds + ||l leu(t2) — a(tr) |3 + [Blloo la(t2) — alt) |1Zlp(ty) 13
+ ((B(a(t1)) — Bla(tz))(p(t2) — p(t1)), p(t2) + pltr))2
< Cilla(ts) — a(t)llF + Cilla(ts) = altz)lallp(t2) — p(t)]l2 + Co : le(s) = e(ty)ll2[|Ei(s)]2ds  (3.36)

for a constant C7; > 0.
By Remark 2.2, the uniform estimates (3.6), and (2.10), (3.35), there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

rrllp(tz) — p(t1)l < Hip(tz2) — p(t1))
Sg(a(tl),e(tl),p(tl))—5(04(t2),6(t2),p(t2))+/t2( e(s), Ea(s))2 ds

) E
< Q(e(tr)) — Qle(t2)) + D(a(tr)) — D(a(t2)) + [[Va(t) 3 — [Va(t2)lI3
+Q(a(tr), p(t1)) — Q(a(tr), p(t2)) + Qa(tr), p(t2)) — Qlatz), p(t2))

+IVp(t)3 = [Vp(t2)l13 +/t (Cels), Eub(s))a ds

< G ([le(ta) —e(tr)ll2 + [la(tz) — alti)lla + [[Va(tz) = Va(ty)|2)

+Cy <\/Q(a(t1),p(t2) —p(t) + 19p(ta) — Tpt)la + [ IEu(s)]le dS) :

t1

Therefore, if we use also (3.36) we deduce the existence of a constant C's > 0 such that

rillp(t2) — p(t)lI3
<303 (lle(t2) — e(tn)ll3 + llaltz) — a(t)|F + [Va(tz) — Va(t)]3)

~ to 2
+3C3 <Q(a(t1),p(tz) —p(t1)) + [ Vp(t2) = Vp(t1)[3 + </t IIEw(s)llzds> )

< Cslla(ta) — a(tr)]F + Calla(tr) — alta)||allp(t2) — p(t1)ll2

e t2||e<s>—e<t1>||2||Ew<s>||2ds+03( ||Ew<s>||2ds) | (3.37)

t1
By summing (3.36) and (3.37) and using also Corollary 2.9, we can find a constant Cy > 0 such that
lle(tz) — e(t1)l3 + Ip(t2) — p(t)[1 7 + [le(t2) — a(ty) |7
< Culla(ta) — a(tr)[|F + Calla(ts) — alta)|lallp(t2) — p(t1) |2

to

to 2
20 [ lels) — ety ol Buis) 2 ds + Ci ( / ||Ew<s>||2ds) |

ty
Firstly, we use Young Inequality

le(ts) = a(ta)llallp(t2) — p(t2)[l2 < Cellets) — alta)||7 + €llp(ta) — p(t2)||7:  for all € > 0,
and then Lemma 2.8 with 6 = 4 to derive that
le(ta) — e(t1)3 + lp(t2) — p(t)lIFn + llatz) — a(tr) |3

< Gslla(ts) — a1l + 05/15 Je(s) = elta) el Bui(s)]l2 ds + Cs </t [Bi(s) dS)

2
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for a constant C'5 > 0. In particular, there exist a constant C' > 0 such that

(lle(t2) = e(t)ll2 + lIp(t2) = p(t2)llar + llatz) = a(ty)|m)?

to to 2
< C?|la(ts) —a(tl)l\?Jrc/ e(s) — e(t1)l2]|Ew(s)]|2 ds + <C/ |Ew(s)|2ds) . (3.38)
t1 t1
Let us define the functions
f(@) = lle(t) —e(t)ll2 + [lp(t) — p(t)llmr + l(t) — a(t)l|gr  for all t € [t1,T7,
g(t) = Clla(t) — a(tr)|l1  for all t € [t1,T], h(t) = C||Ew(t)||2 for a.e. t € [t1,T].
Therefore, by (3.38) we deduce

t t
f®?2 <g®)?+ | f(s)h(s)ds+ (/ h(s) ds) for all t € [t1,T].
tl tl
We can apply Lemma 3.14 to deduce (3.31). Finally, by Korn Inequality we have

[u(tz) —u(t)ll2 < Cslle(tz) — e(t1)ll2 + Csllp(t2) — p(t1)ll2 + Collw(tz) — w(ty)l
for a constant C > 0. Hence, by (3.31) we derive (3.32).

4. APPROXIMATE VISCOUS EVOLUTIONS

The present section is devoted to prove the existence of a quasistatic evolution for a viscous regularization
of our elastoplastic-damage model, driven by a small parameter ¢ € (0,1) (see Definition 4.10). As in the
previous section, this is done by using a time discretization scheme.

4.1. Discretization in time. Let € € (0,1) be fixed. As in Section 3 we consider an initial configuration
(%, u €% p%) € HY(Q;0,1]) x A(w(0)) which satisfies (3.9).
For all k € N we define

T = th =it, wi=w(ty) fori=0,... k.

i
Starting from
(o, up, ep, pp) = (%, u’, e, p%) € HH(;[0,1]) x A(w(0)),
foralli =1,...,k we define
(), ufs €k, D) € D) x A(w},)
as the solution of the minimum problem
win, e+ - + 18- o B (@)

(Bwm,q) €D (o) M) x A(w})

As in Section 3, the minimum problem (4.1) admits a solution (i, ui, ek, pi) € D(ak ') x A(w}) for all
i=1,..., k. Moreover, it satisfies the following properties.

Lemma 4.1. Assume (2.2)=(2.7), (2.9), and (3.9). The following hold for all k € N andi=0...,k.
(a) For all (v,n,q) € A(w},)
E(ag ek pi) < E(eg,m,q) + Hig — ).
(b) For all (v,n,q) € A(0)
—H(q) < (Ceg )2 + 2(B(ak)p 0)2 + 2(Vpk, V)2 < H(—q).
In particular

divCel =0 in D'(Q;R™). (4.2)
(¢) For all (v,n,q) € A
( W)+ 9
Qn) +

(w},)
(n—el) + Qo py) + Q. q — pp) + | VPL3 + | Va — V|13
Q(af, q) + IVall3 + H(g — pj)-
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Proof. (a) For i = 0 this is true by (3.9), while for i = 1,...,k and (v,n,q) € A(w}) it is enough to use (4.1)
together with ‘ _ . _
Hig—pi ") = Hpi —pi ") < Hia = pi)-
(b) For all (v,n,q) € A(0) and A > 0 we text in (a) with (u} + Xv, et + M, pi. + A\q) € A(w}), and we get
Qer) + Qg pi) + I VpilI3 < Qe — M) + Q(ai, bk — Aa) + [V (pi, = Ag)l[3 + AH(—q).

By dividing for A > 0 and sending A — 07 we get one inequality of (b). To get the other inequality, it is
enough to replace (v,7,q) € A(0) with (—v, —n, —q) € A(0).

Let now ¢ € C2°(2). Then (¢, E¢,0) € A(0) and by using (b) we get

(Cel,Ep)a =0 for all p € C°(Q;R™),
which gives (4.2). _
(c) Thanks to (b), for all (v,n,q) € A(w},) we get
Q) + Q(n — et) — Q) + Qag, pi) + Qak. 4 — i) — Qag. q)
+ Vo3 +11Va = Vi |3 = I Vall3
= (Cej, ek — m)2 + 2(B(ak )Pk Pk — )2 + 2(Vk, Vi, = V)2 < H(g = p}),

which implies the desired inequality. 0
Forall ke Nandi=1,..., k we define
i i—1 i i—1 i i—1 § i—1 i i—1
i Yk T R i Gk Gk i . P — Py i Wi — Wy
qp =, U =, f) = P = W =
Tk Tk Tk Tk Tk

By arguing as in Lemma 3.7, we can derive the following discrete energy estimates.

Lemma 4.2. Assume (2.2)~(2.7), (2.9), and (3.9). For allk € N and i =1,...,k we have

1: 'L 'L v i E /L i /L . i
E(oh, €h,ph) + > THP]) + 3 > mlledls < £, €% p%) + Y m(Cel B )2 + O,
Jj=1 j=1 j=1
where 0, — 0 as k — oo is defined as in (3.13). In particular, there exists a constant C' > 0 independent on
e, k.1 such that
k k
e ekl e, [kl + o okl + D) + <3 mlabf<C. 4
Proof. Tt is enough to proceed as in the proof of Lemma 3.7. ]
We now show a variational inequality for the quadruple (af,uf, e}, pi), similarly to Lemma 3.11-(a).
Lemma 4.3. Assume (2.2)~(2.7), (2.9), and (3.9). For alli=1...,k we have
Da&(af, e, i) [B] + (g, B)2 >0 for all B € H'(Q) with B < 0. (4.4)

Moreover S _ _
Bal (g, e, pi) g ] + el a3 = 0. (4.5)

Proof. We extend d and B to (—oc,0) as in (3.23). We fix k € Nand i = 1,...,k. Let § € H'(Q) with
B <0andlet A > 0. If we consider (o + A\B8)* € D(ai '), by (4.1) we get

€ i i— i i € i i—
—lag — i 3 < E((o + AB) T ek, k) + sl (ak. + AB) T — o713

£ (o chopl) + o

27y

Moreover, by (2.2), (2.5), and the fact that o} ' > 0 we have
D((eaj, +AB)T) < D(aj +AB) IV ((af, +AB) D)5 < IV (aj +AB)]13,
Q((aj, +A8)*",pi,) < Q(ag + A, pj) (e +AB)T =i I3 < llag + A8 — i I3
Hence
ii i € i i—1)2 i i € i i—1)2
E(ay, ek, pi) + 5 llag, — ag |12 < E(ay, + ABs ey, py) + 5—llag, + A8 —ap |2
27'k 27’k
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By dividing for A > 0, sending A — 07, and using (3.24) we get (4.4).
If we use 8 = & in (4.4) we get the first inequality of (4.5). To get the other inequality, we fix A € (0, 7%)
and we consider af — Adi € D(a} ). Hence, thanks (4.1) we have
€ i i i i € i i Vi
EH% — a3 < E(aj, — Adj, e i) + EH% — = Adj 3.
By dividing for A > 0, sending A — 0", and using (3.24) we derive (4.5). O

E(ag ek, pk) +

Remark 4.4. As in Section 3, the assumptions d(0) < 0 and B(0)¢ : € < 0 for all ¢ € MY in (2.2)
and (2.5) are needed to prove that (4.4) holds.

Remark 4.5. Arguing as before, by (3.9) for all 3 € H'(Q) with 3 < 0 we deduce
0a&(a’, e, p")[B] > 0. (4.6)

In the same spirit of Theorem 3.15, in the following lemma we show that we can estimate the norms of
Uk, €k, Pr by the norm of dj and wj times a constant independent on k£ and e. The proof follows the one
of [11, Lemma 3.6].

Lemma 4.6. Assume (2.2)=(2.7), (2.9), and (3.9). Define for allk e Nandi=1 ...,k
wi = llag = ai 2 + [[Bwj, — Bwi 2.

There exists a constant C > 0, independent on €, k, i, such that for all i =1,...,k and k € N

e — el + gk — 2k s < . (47)
In particular, for alli=1,...,k and k € N we have
luf, = uy e < O(lwy, —wi 2 + wi)- (4.8)
Moreover, for alli=1,...,k and k € N
H(pr) < (Cejs i)z — 2(B(af,)pi. Bi) — 2(Vpi. VB2 + O (165113 + B [13) - (4.9)

Proof. We fix k € Nand i =1,..., k. If we test Lemma 4.1-(c) in ¢ — 1 with
(uh — (wh, — w7 ), e — E(wi —wim ), pk) € A(wi ),
we get
Qe ) + Qlef, — e —Elw} —wk )
+ Qo o) + Qag vk — i) + IV IR+ IV — Vi I3
< Qe — B(wp — wih) + Qag” ,p;;) + VBl + Mok — i)
In particular
Qe — e ) +Qlag ok — i) + IVPL — Vi 13
< Q(ek) = Qe ) = (Cey L B(wy, —wy ™)
+Q(ag o) — Qag oy ) + IVl — Ve I3 + H(ph — pi ) (4.10)
(af™) x A(w}) with
(g uy, "+ (wj, — w ™), e+ E(wy —wi ), p7") € Dleg ") x A(wy),

We now use the minimality of (o, ul, el pt) € D

and we get
Qlet) + Q(ak, pi) + IVLlI3 + H(pk —pi )
< Qe+ B(wp —wi 1)) + Qag. i) + Ve I3

Hence

< Qe + E(w), —wi 1) = Qe) + Qag, i 1) — Qag, i) + Ve 113 = 1VpL13- (4.11)
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By combining together (4.10) and (4.11), we deduce the existence of a constant C; > 0, independent on
e, k, 1, such that

Qlef, — e 1) + Q( R T I AV A v

< Q(B(wj, — wy ) + Qe pi) — Qlag, p) — Qlagpy ) + Qag, vy )

< 2 [Buj - Buj |3 - (Bloh) — Blay DIk — i) pk+ 21 e

< O (|Buwi — Buf I3 + llak - af lallpk = pi ) (4.12)

Moreover, by Remarks 2.2 and 2.3 and the uniform estimate (4.3), there is a constant Cy > 0, independent
on ¢, k, 1, such that

rillpk —pi < ”H( k=P )

(2) Qer )+Q( (wi — wy ™)) + (Cey ' Blwg — w7 )2
( 17 ) ( 7pk )+Q( iilvp}lc)_c}(akvpk)
Ja

Lo ) = Qag L pk) + Ve — (V3

< Oz( (e —ei ) +1/Qlaf " —pi ) + IIVPZ—VPZ_lllz)

%
Qs
i—
Q,

+ Co(|E(wj, — wm )|z + [l — @i~ [l2).
Therefore, we have
Pk = pi 113
< C Q( i ifl)_i_Q( i—1 i 171)+||v 7 v/ 171||2+||E( i i71)||2+|| i 1?1”2
=03 €L — €k QP — Dy Dk Dy 2 Wy — Wy, 2 Qp — i i2
< Cu(llag, — aj 7 Mlallph — pi Ml + [Bwg, — Bup I3 + [lag, — i [3), (4.13)

for two constants Cs,Cy > 0, independent on e, k,i. If we sum (4.12) and (4.13), and we use (2.4) and
Corollary 2.9, we derive that

ek — e 13 + ok — i HIEe < Cs(llal, — a2 lpk — i lae + [[Ewy — Buy 13 + g — a7t (13)
1, : -
< S lIpk = Pl + Co((| By = Buwp I3 + Jlag — g7 12),

for two constants Cs, Cs > 0, independent on ¢, k,i. This gives (4.7). Moreover, to obtain (4.8) it is enough
to combine (4.7) with Korn Inequality.
Finally, by combining (4.11) and (3.27), with (4.7) and the identity

la> = b2 = =2b- (b—a) + [b—al* for all a,b e RY,
we obtain
H(p}, —p};‘l)
< (Ce, B(wy, —wy ) = (e — ;7)) + Q(E(wj, — wy 1))
— (C(ep, — e;c b, E(w;c - wz_l))z + Q(ek — e}c h
— 2(B(aj)ph pi — Pk )2+ Qk — i) — 2(Vpk, Vol — Vo Do + Ve, — Vi I3
< (Cep,pk — D) )2 — 2(B(ak)pkapk —pi N2 — 2(VpL, Vol — Vi )2
+C (llag — a3 + | Bwy, — Ewy 3)
which gives (4.9). O

Remark 4.7. We can rephrase Lemma 4.6 in the following way: there is a constant C, independent on
e, k,i, such that forall k e Nandi=1,...,k

lekllz + Dkl < Clégllm + 1Bwill2), @kl < Clléllm + ldkllm)-
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We now estimate, by means of the following two lemmas, the regularity in time of the viscously regularized
evolutions, taking value in the target spaces of the internal variables, with respect to the H'(0,T) norm (for
fixed € € (0,1)) and the W1(0,7T) norm (uniform in € € (0,1)).

Lemma 4.8. Assume (2.2)=(2.7), (2.9), and (3.9). There exists a constant C > 0, independent on &, k, 1,
such that

. : : C c,i C
e 13 + > mllag 13 < ;e%% Jorall k> — andi=1,... k. (4.14)
j=1

Proof. We fix k € N. By the uniform estimate (4.3), the identity (4.5) with ¢ = 1, the variational inequal-
ity (4.6) with 8 = ¢}, the (4.7), and Remark 2.3 we have

ellékll3 + 27ellen 17 < Dl (ah, ek, pR)Idk] — Oa (o, ek, pr)len] + 27kllo | 7o
= /Q[d( h(@)) — d(aj(@)]ag (@) dz + 27113
+2 /Q [B(af () — Bai(2))]é (2)p} (@) : pi(x) do

2 /Q B(a}(2))ak (o) (ph(2) — pR() : (Ph(x) + PR()) da

< Crm(llég 3 + llékll3 + llékll2llpx — pkllern)
< Comi([lo 1 + B 3), (4.15)

for two constants C1,C2 > 0, independent on €, k. Similarly, for j = 2,..., k we use (4.5) in j and (4.4) in
j — 1 with 8 = &7, and we get

e(6,,af — a2+ 2melléd i < 0alog el Pl Daq] — Oa(of, el ph)[67] + 27l I3

- /Q (d(0d ™ (2)) — d(od (x))]éd (x) dz + 2m 62

Q
=2 [ Bd(@)al@)rk@) ~pf @) s (o) + 5 ) da
Q

y » » , -
< Csme(llag 113 + lleg I3 + g llzllpp, — 23 ller)
< Cumi(|lég |15 + B ]l3), (4.16)
for two constants C's, Cy > 0, independent on ¢, k, 7. We now use the estimate
N - €. € j— .
e(a,, &, — dr, Ny > ~|led |3 - §Haf€ "2 foralli=2,... k,
and we sum the two above inequalities over j = 1,... 4 to derive

ellaplls + > mlladlFn < Cs [ 1+ mllad |3 foralli=1...,k,

j=1 j=1

for a constant C5 > 0, independent on ¢, k, 7. By Lemma 2.8 with § = 4 for all A > 0 there exists a constant
C' > 0 such that
lall? < M|Va|?+ Cyllal|z  for all « € HY(Q).

Hence, there exists a constant Cg > 0, independent on ¢, k, 7, such that

ellai 3+ mlladlF: < Ce [ 1+ mlladl3 ] - (4.17)

j=1 j=1
Therefore, by applying the discrete version of Gronwall Inequality of [1, Lemma 3.2.4], we derive that

206 26, TOG
—¢e€
€

6 41
Etk

. 2
|ak]3 < for all k& > andi=1,... k.



24 M. CAPONI AND V. CRISMALE

Finally, if we combine the above inequality with (4.17) we obtain (4.14). O

Lemma 4.9. Assume (2.2)~(2.7), (2.9), and (3.9). There exists a constant C > 0, independent on &, k, 1,
such that

k
> mlléillm <C for all k€ N, (4.18)
i=1
Proof. We fix k € N. If we set &9 := 0, by (4.15), (4.16), and the inequality
e, i — a2 > ellaflo(llafll — ég o) forall j=1,....k,
we can find a constant C'; > 0, independent on ¢, k, j, such that
elled la(llaqllz = a7 12) + 2l aq |3 < Came(laqlI3 + [Ew]|3) forall j=1,... k.
By Lemma 2.8 with @ = 4, for all A > 0 there exist Cy, C > 0 such that
el < AIVall3 + Callall} < AIVal3 + Callallllalls  for all a« € HY(Q).
Hence, we deduce that
elledll2lé 12 — 1164 12) + 762 < Comp(IG s &dl> + [Bd|2) forall j=1,....,
for a constant Cy > 0, independent on ¢, k,j. By multiplying the above inequality by % and taking into
account that || || g2 > ||é||2, we derive that

QCng

. g .j—1 Tk - g Tk .5 .
2llalla(llagllz = llés " l12) + Zllall + gz < (e lulidpllz + B ]3) forall j=1,... k.
From now on, the proof follows closely the proof of [11, Pr0p0s1t10n 3.8], employing in particular the discrete
Gronwall Inequality with weights from [23, Lemma 4.1]. We detail all the passages below, for reader’s
convenience.

Let us set ag == ||a}]|2 =0and for j =1,...,k

2027'k Comy,

[Edirll2,  dj=

Tk .j Tk .4
C=gm ai=ldle b=l = (AR

Therefore, we can rephrase the above inequality as
2a;(a; — aj—1) +2Ca; + b7 < ¢ +2a;d; forall j=1,... k.

Hence, we can apply [23, Lemma 4.1] and we use that ag = 0 to deduce
2

J J J
S+ QDR <23 (14 2D 4 (Z (1+¢)"" 1dh> forall j = 1,....k.
h=1 h=1

In particular, for all j =1,...,k we derive
2

J J J
20 (LMD aR ] < 8C2C Y (1 + P B3 + (4024 >+ <>h“||a’g|1>
We now use the inequality

a>+ 0> <(a+b)?<(14+a*>+b)? foralla,b>0,

to estimate from above the right-hand side by
2

J J

(1 +8CaC Y (1 + Q71 B3 +4C¢ Y (1 + c)h‘ﬂ‘lla’gh)
h=1 h=1

Moreover, for all j = 1,..., k we have

J J
¢ A+ ap | < (cz 1+ ¢)2h=)= 1)
h=1 h=1

1
2

Wl

J
(cz (1+¢)**=9 1||o/1||Hl>
h=1
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1
2

7
. (<Z<1+<>2<h-j>—1||a’g||%p> |
h=1

since
j Yy
i _+90-0+9%) _ (149
> (142t = E (1+ < <1. 4.19
Ch:l( % 1+< " (1+¢)2 -1 T 24¢ T (4.19)
Therefore, by combining the previous mequahtles we deduce that for j =1,... )k

J
Z (14 )27l g < Cs <1+<Z 14 ()= 1||Ewk||2+CZ (14 )9~ 1||ozk||1> (4.20)
= h=1 h=1

for a constant C3 > 0 independent on ¢, k, j. We now multiply both sides by 75, and we sum over j = 1,...,k,
to obtain

ko

CZZTk L+ QP Ak

y k J . ko J

( +OO D A+ QPP TEGE 3+ ¢ Y (1 + O ek | - (4.21)

j=1h=1 Jj=1h=1
If we change the order of the sum and we argue as in (4.19), we derive
k 7 ) C k
¢Yo D m(+ QP Eap 3 < —CZ 7| Bl < ZTkHEwk||2a (4.22)
j=1h=1 h=1 h=1
ko J ‘
¢ D A+ QM g < 1+<Zﬂcllak|\1 <ZT/€HakH17 (4.23)
j=1h=1
ko J ) 1+¢ k
¢ D A+ P e = 1 Yo = @+ O ) g an (4.24)
j=1h=1 h=1

Hence, by combining (4.21)—(4.24) we derive

k k k k

1 . . . )

5 2 Telddlm < Cs <T+ZTkIIEwZ|§+ZmIaZI1> + 3 (14 O A
h=1

h=1 h=1 h=1
Since 73, = 2e(, by (4.20) we have

k k
S (1 + ¢k 1|\a2|\H1: < Y=L G|
h=1 h:l
(25—%— ZTk”EwkH2 + ZTk|ak|1> )
h=1

which gives

ZTkHO‘kHHl <Cy (1 + ZTk”Ewk”2 + ZTkII%IIl)

h=1 h=1

for a constant Cy > 0 independent on ¢, i, k, since € € (0, 1). Finally, we observe that

k k
};Tk“aznl _;/Q(az_l( —Olk( ))dx-/(a%(z)_ak( ))dx<£n( )

Hence, we obtain (4.18). O
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As done in the previous section in (3.14) and (3.15), we introduce the piecewise constant interpolants
ar: [0,T] — HY([0,1)), ug: [0,T] — HY (R, €: [0,T] — L2(S Mfyxrf) Pr: [0,T] — H(S; ngﬁ"),

W, — HY(Q;R™), and 7y: [0,7] — [0,T]. Moreover, we define the piecewise affine interpolant oy €
HY((0,7); H(9;[0,1])) as

ap(t) =al P+ (t -t Nal forte [t th],i=1,...,k,
and similarly ux € H*((0,T); H*(Q;R™)), e, € H*((0,T); L*(;M2X™)), and pr, € H*((0,T); H(Q; MZX™)).

sym sym
By using the piecewise affine interpolants, we can rephrase Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9 in the following way:

there exists a constant C, independent on k and ¢, such that

T
) . ) ) C ¢ C
/ (e (M7 + () Fn + w3 + k()1 7) dr < ;65 for all k > —, (4.25)
0
T
/ (||dk(T)||H1 + ||uk(r)|\H1 + ||ék(7°)||2 + ||p;g(T‘)HH1) dr < C for all £ € N. (4.26)
0

4.2. Passage to the limit. In this section we fix ¢ € (0,1) and we shall send k& — oo to find an e-
approximate viscous evolution according to the definition below.

Definition 4.10. Assume (2.2)—(2.7) and (2.9). Let € € (0,1) be fixed. A quadruple (o, ue, €, p) from
[0, 7] into H*(£2;[0,1]) x A is an e-approzimate viscous evolution with datum w if

a. € HY(0,T; H'(9;0,1])), u. € HY(0,T; H (Q; R™)), (4.27)
e. € H'(0,T; L2(: ML), pe € HY(0,T; HY (ML), (4.28)

and the following conditions are satisfied:
(ev0), drreversibility: for a.e. x € Q the map
t — a(t,x) is non increasing on [0,T7;
(evl)e kinematic condition and equilibrium: for all t € [0, T]
(uc(t),ec(t), p-(t)) € A(w(t)) and divCes(t) =0 in D'(R™);
(ev2). stress constraint: for all t € [0,T]
H(g) > (Ceult), 0)s — 2B (t)pe(t),0)2 — 2ATpe(t), Va)o for all g € B (9 MIAD):
(ev3)e Kuhn—Tucker Inequality: for a.e. t € [0,T)]
Dt (0e(t), €2 (6), (1)) [B] + (e(£), B)2 > 0 for all f € H'(Q) with § < 0;
(evd). energy balance: for all ¢t € [0,T]

E(ae(t), ec(t), pe(t)) + / Hpe(r)) dr + ¢ / ()12 dr = E(0(0), e<(0), pe (0)) + / (Cea(r), B (r))s dr.

Condition (ev2), is a generalization of the standard stress constraint in plasticity. Indeed, we have the
following result.
Lemma 4.11. Assume (2.2)~(2.7) and (2.9). Let (a,u,e,p) € H(Q;]0,1]) x A be satisfying
H(q) > (Ce,q)2 — 2(B(a)p,q)2 — 2(Vp,Va)2  for all g € H' (ML), (4.29)
If pe H*(Q;MZX) and K is compact, then (a,u,e,p) € H'(€;[0,1]) x A satisfies
Ce(z) — 2B(a(x))p(z) + 2Ap(x) € K for a.e. x € Q.

Proof. Let ¢ € C°(2; MZX™). By integrating by parts in (4.29) we get

sym

H(q) > (Ce —2B(a)p + 2Ap, q)2  for all ¢ € CZ° (ML)
Since K is bounded, there exists R > 0 such that K C Bgr(0). Then
H(q) < Rllq|y for all ¢ € L*(; M2,

sym

which implies that #H is continuous on L?({; ME). Therefore, by a density argument we derive

H(q) > (Ce — 2B(a)p + 2Ap, q)o  for all ¢ € L*(Q; MX™).

sym
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Let us fix £ € M2X". Since for all measurable set B C §) we can take ¢ := xg& € L?(Q; M2X"), we derive

Sym sym
H(E) > [Ce(x) — 2B(a(x))p(x) + 2Ap(x)] : € for all £ € ML and for a.e. z € Q.
Therefore, Ce(x) — 2B(a(z))p(z) + 2Ap(x) € 0H(0) = K for a.e. x € Q. O

The following proposition is instrumental to prove existence of e-approximate viscous evolutions.

Proposition 4.12. Assume (2.2)—(2.7) and (2.9). Let ¢ € (0,1) be fixed and let (e, uc,ec,p:) be sat-
isfying (4.27)—(4.28), (ev0)., (evl)., (ev2)., and (evd).. Then (e, Ue, €c,Pe) iS an e-approximate viscous
evolution, i.e., it satisfies the energy balance (evd)., if and only if any of the conditions below holds true:

(evd’). for a.e. t € [0,T] the following hold:
Kuhn—Tucker equality:
Do (ac(t), ec(t), p=(1))]de ()] + ellde (1)]13 = 0;
Hill’s mazimum plastic work principle:
H(pe(t)) = (Cec(t), pe(t))2 — 2(B(ve (£))pe (), P (t))2 — 2(Vpe(t), Ve (t))2;
(evd"). energy inequality: for allt € [0,T)

t

E(ae(0).ec0.p.(0) + [ Hpu)dr+ [ )3 ar < Eae0).6c0).0:(0) + [ (Ceclr). B
Proof. (evd). <= (evd').. Since a, e, and p. satisfy (4.27) and (4.28), then ¢ — E(ae(t), e=(t), pe(t)) is

absolutely continuous on [0, 7], and for a.e. t € [0,7T] we have

8 (at) e0(1),p2(1) = Bu (00 (t) 0 (1), P2 (0)[6e ()] + (Cealt), £0(1))2
+ 2(Vpe(t), Ve (t))2 + 2(B(ae (£))pe (1), Pe ())2-
By (evl). we deduce that (1. (t), é:(t),pe(t)) € A(w(t)) and
(Cec(t),éc(t)) = (Cec(t), Ew(t) — pe(t))2 for a.e. t € [0,T].
Hence, we derive that for a.e. ¢ € [0, 7]

%5(%(0, ec(t), pe(t)) = al(az(t), ec(t), pe(t))[oe ()] 4 (Cec(t), Eur(t))2
= (Cec(t), Pe(t))2 + 2(Vpe(t), Ve (t))2 + 2(B(0e ())pe (t), Pe (t))2- (4.30)
Notice that (ev4). holds if and only if for a.e. t € [0,T]
d

& lae(t) ec(t), pe(t) = —H(p:(t)) — ella=(t)]13 + (Cee(t), Eu(t))2.

Therefore, (evd). is equivalent to the following identity: for a.e. t € [0, T
H(pe(t)) +ellée(t)]3
= —0a&(az(t), ec(t), pe (1))@= (1)] + (Cec (1), pe(t))2 — 2(Vp:(t), Ve ()2 — 2(B(ae(t))p: (t), = (t))2-
By (ev2). and (ev3). we have
H(pe(t)) = (Cec(t), pe(t))2 — 2(Vpe(t), Ve (t))2 — 2(B(az (1))pe(t), p<(t))2  for ae. t€[0,T],  (4.31)
ellac ()13 > —0aE(ac(t), e<(t), pe(t))[ce (t)] for a.e. t € [0,7].  (4.32)

Hence, we derive that (evd). is equivalent to (evd’)..
(evd). <= (evd”).. Clearly (ev4). implies (ev4d”).. Let us prove the other implication. By (4.30), (4.31),
and (4.32) we deduce for a.e. t € [0,T]

£ (o), €(0) po(1)) > (Cea(t), Ba(1))s — H(p-(1)) — el D)3

Integrating over the intervall [0,¢] for all ¢ € [0,T] we get
t t t
E(0e (), ex(), po(t)) + / H(po(r)) dr + ¢ / e (F)|2 dr > £(ac(0), e2(0), p-(0)) + / (Cex(r), Bir(r))s dr,
0 0 0
which implies (evd). by (evd”).. O
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By (ev3). and (evd’). it follows that
gllac(t)]|2 = Zug(—aaé'(aa(t),ea(t),pg(t)),ﬁ) for a.e. t € (0,7,
€

where
F={BeH(Q): B0, [B]=1}.
If we define
O(f) = ;1611;(—]“, B) for all f € (H'(Q)), (4.33)
U(a,e,p) = P(0.E(, e,p)) for all (o, e,p) € H'(Q;[0,1]) x L2(Q;ngxr:) X Hl(Q;ngXm”), (4.34)
then we deduce
U (e (t), ec(t), pe(t)) = el (t)]]2- (4.35)

Hence, we can rewrite the energy balance (ev4). as: for all ¢t € [0, T].
t t
Eac(t)eclt)pe®) + [ M) dr+ [ )oY o) (). pe(r) dr
0 0
¢

— £(02(0), e-(0), p-(0)) + / (Cex(r), Bib(r))2 dr.
0
By arguing as in [11, Lemma 4.4] we can give another characterization for the operator ® introduced
in (4.33).
Lemma 4.13. Define
G=1{hec (HYQ) : (h,B) >0 forall B € H Q) with B <0}
and
do(f,G) = min{l|gll> : f+g€ G}
Then
®(f) =do(f,G) Jor all f € (H'(Q)).

Proof. The proof follows the same lines of the one of Lemma 4.4 of [11]. Tt is enough to replace H™()) with
H'(Q) and to use the density of C*(Q) in H(Q). a

We are now ready to prove the existence result of e-approximate viscous evolution for fixed ¢ € (0,1).

Theorem 4.14. Assume (2.2)—(2.7), (2.9), and (3.9). For all ¢ € (0,1) there exists an e-approzimate
viscous evolution (o, ue, e, pe) satisfying the initial condition

(045(0), UE(O), 65(0),]75(0)) = ( 07 an eo,po), (4.36)

and the uniform estimates

T T T T
/’mmwmm+/|@0mpw+/HQMMM+/|m&mpwsa (4.37)
0 0 0 0

for a constant C' > 0 independent on ¢ € (0,1).

Proof. Step 1. Let us fix € € (0,1). Starting from (a®,u°, e, p°) we consider the incremental problem (4.1)
and we obtain a sequence of piecewise affine interpolants (o, u, ex, pr) from [0, T] into H'(Q;[0,1]) x A.
By the uniform bounds (4.25) and Remark 2.3 there exist a subsequence (not relabeled) and a quadruple
(Qe, Ue, ec, pe) of functions from [0, 7] into H*(£2;[0,1]) x A satisfying as k — oo

ar — a. in HY((0,T); HY()), ar — a. in C°([0,T); L°(2)), (4.38)
pr—pe in HY((0,T); H' (Q; M), pr = pe in CO([0, T); LO (M), (4.39)
er —e in H'((0,T); L*(;MEXT)) up —u in H'((0,T); H*(Q;R™)) (4.40)

for all # € [1,6). Moreover, for all t € [0,T] as k — oo
ap(t) = ac(t) i HY(Q), Pr(t) = pe(t) in HY (ML), (4.41)
e(t) = e(t) in L2( ML) Tp(t) = u(t) in H'(Q;R™). (4.42)
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In particular, the initial conditions (4.36) are satisfied, and by passing to the limit as k& — oo in (4.26),
we derive the uniform estimates (4.37). Moreover, the weak convergences (4.41) and (4.42) imply that
(us(t), ec(t), pe(t)) € A(w(t)) and a.(t) € H*(;]0,1]) for all ¢ € [0,T], and that for a.e. z € Q

t +— ae(t,x) is non increasing on [0, T].
By (4.2) and (4.41) we conclude that for all t € [0,T]]
divCec(t) =0 in D'(;R™).
Furthermore, by using Lemma 4.1 together with (4.41)—(4.42), we deduce that for all ¢ € [0, T
H(g) > (Ceelt), 0)2 — 2(Bloe()pe(£), )2 — 2AVpe(t), Va)s for all g € H' (O M),

To conclude, it remains to prove (ev3). and (evd”)..
Step 2. Since the functions ag, er, and pp are absolutely continuous, we derive that the function
t— E(ag(t),ex(t), pr(t)) is absolutely continuous and for a.e. t € [0,T]

i5(0%( t), ex(t), pr(t)) = (Cex(t), éx(t))2 + 2(B(ar(t))pr(t), ()2 + 2(Vpr(t), VPr(t))2

dt
+ 0a&(an(t), ex (1), pr(t)) [ (1)]-
Hence, by using also (4.5) we conclude that for a.e. ¢t € [0, 7]

S E(n(0) en(t),pi()
= (Cex(t), e (t))2 + 2(B(ar(t)pr (1), pr(t))2 + 2(Vpk(t), VP (t))2 — ella (8)]13- (4.43)
Notice that
(Cex(t), €x(t))2 = (Cer(t), éx(t))2 + (Clex(t) — 2 (1)), x(t))2, (4.44)
(B(aw (t))px(t), pr(t))2 = (B(@k(2))Py. (), Pr(t))2 + (B(@r (8))[px () — Pr ()], Pr(t))2
+ (Bl (1)) — Bk (t))1px (1), pr(t))2, (4.45)
(Vo (1), Vk(t)2 = (VD (1), VEk(t)2 + (VD (t) — Vi(t), VD (1))2. (4.46)
Thanks to (3.27), since (tg(t), éx(t), pr(t)) € A(wg(t)) for a.e. t € [0,T], we get
(Ceg(t), ér(t))2 = (Ceg(t), B (t))e — (Ce(t), pr(t))2 for a.e. t €[0,T). (4.47)

By (4.9), for a.e. t € [0, T] we get
— (Cer(t), pr(t))2 + 2(B(k (1))Py. (1), Pr ()2 + 2(VDy (1), VPr (1))
< =H(pr(1) + O (6 (B)l13 + [[Bwr(t)]12) - (4.48)

By integrating (4.43) over the interval [0, ¢] for all ¢ € [0,T], and using (4.44)—(4.48), (4.25), and Remark 2.3
we deduce

g(ak (t)v €k (t)7pk (t)) - g(aov eO,pO)

- / ((Cen(r)éx(r)2 + 2B(ax(r))ps (), Bu(r))2 + 2(Tpi(r), Tpi(r)2 — elléw(r)2) dr
< / (Cei(r), Buig (r))» dr — / Hpn(r)) dr — / () 3 dr

e / (llew(r) — 22 lléxllz + [per) — Bellalle(r) ) dr

e / (Nl (r) — @)l ok ()1 135 ()|ars + (9B (r) — ()2 VBk () 12) dr

+ Oy / (e (P12 + | B (r)|12) dr

t
s/(@a()Ewk dr—/Hpk dr—s/ ()12 dr
0
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t
+ OTk/ (lew (3 + 15wz + lén(r)lI3 + [[Baiw(r)l|3) dr
0

g/Ot((CEk(r),Eu'}k(r))gdr—/OtH(pk(r))dr—a/ot|dk(r)H%dr—i—CTk

for a constant C' > 0 independent on k. Hence, for every ¢ € [0, 7] we have

E(ag(t), er(t), pi(t)) —|—/0 H(pr(r))dr + 5/0 o (r)||% dr < £(a®, e, p%) —|—/0 (Cek(r), Ewg(r))e dr + C1y.

By sending k — oo and using the weak convergences (4.38)—(4.42) together with the lower semicontuinty of
the left-hand side (see Remark 2.6), we get (ev4)
Step 3. By (4.4), for all 8 € L>((0,T); H*(Q)) with 8 < 0 we have

0 < (d(ae(t)), B(t))2 + 2(Vax(t), VA(1)2 + Ba= (1)) B(1)Px (1), i ()2 + e(d(t), B(1))z
+ (d(@i(t) — d(as(1), B(t))2 + (B@x(t)) — Blae (0)]BE)Dx(2), Br(t))2-

By Remark 2.3, as k — oo

|(d(@x(t)) — d(a=(8)), B1))2| < Idllocl[@r(t) — ac(®)2l1B(2)]]2 — O,

|(B(@x(t) — Blae (6))]8(6)Bx (), Br(t))2] < [Bllocl[@e(t) — ac(®)lall @)l ()IIF — 0
in view of the strong convergences in (4.38), see also (4.41). Moreover, thanks to the strong convergences
in (4.39) we get . .

(B(axc (£)B(00p= (8). po(£))2 = Jim (B(or= (1) B(OF (1), B (1)

Hence, we can apply the Dominated Convergence Theorem to derive that
T

0< Tim [ [(d(az(r), B(r)2 +2(Var(r), VA(r))2 + (Blae(r)B(r)Pg (1), i (r)2 + e(dn(r), B(r))2] dr

k—o0 Jq

T
= /O [(d(ac(r)), B(r))2 +2(Vae(r), VA(r))2 + (Blae(r))B(r)pe (r), ps ()2 + (6 (r), B(r))2] dr.
If we fix B € H'(Q2) with 8 <0 a.e. in Q, by choosing 5(t) = Bxa(t) with A C [0,T] arbitrary set, we get

(d(a=(1)), B)2 + (Blae(8))Bp:(1), p=(1)2 + 2(Vae(t), V)2 + £(de(t), B)2 2 0 for all ¢ € [0,T]\ Eg,
where Ej is a negligibile set depending on 3. Since {« € H'(Q2) : a < 0} is separable, we get (evs).. O

5. BALANCED VISCOSITY (BV) SOLUTIONS

In the previous section for all € € (0, 1) we found an e-approximate viscous evolution (o, e, €¢, pe) from
[0, T] into H*(Q; [0, 1]) x A which satisfies (4.37). We now introduce a “slow” time scale s and we pass to the
limit as e — 0, to obtain a Balanced Viscosity quasistatic evolution in the spirit of [11], see also [15, 17, 27].
We first introduce the following definition.

Definition 5.1. Assume (2.2)—(2.7) and (2.9). A quintuplet of Lipschitz functions (ayg,uo, o, po,to) from
[0, S] into H(Q;[0,1]) x A x [0, T] is Balanced Viscosity quasistatic evolution in the time interval [0, S] with
datum w, if setting for all s € [0, 5]

wo(s) = w(to(s)) and Uy := {s€0,S5] : to is constant in a neighborhood of s},
the following conditions are satisfied:
(ev0) irreversibility: to is non decreasing and surjective, and for a.e. €  the map
s+ ap(s,z) is non increasing on [0, S];
(evl) kinematic condition and equilibrium: for all s € [0, S|
(uo(s), e0(s),po(s)) € A(wo(s)) and divCe(s) =0 in D'(R™);
(ev2) stress constraint: for all s € [0, 5]

H(q) > (Ceo(s),q)2 — 2(B(ao(s))po(s), q)2 — 2(Vpo(s), Vq)2 for all ¢ € H'(Q; M)
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(ev3) Kuhn—Tucker Inequality in [0, 5]\ Up: for all s € [0, 5]\ Uy
Do (ap(s),e0(s),po(s))[B] >0 for all g€ H' () with 8 < 0;
(evd) energy balance: for all s € [0, 5]

a%@mmmmm+43mwww+éﬁmwmw%wammmm
= E(ap(0),e0(0),po(0)) + /OS((CeQ(T), Eg(r))2 dr,

where ¥ is the function defined in (4.34), with the convention 0 - oo = 0.

Remark 5.2. A similar definition for a different model with incomplete damage can be found in [11], where
it is called rescaled quasistatic viscosity evolution. By Lemma 4.13 and (ev3), for every s € [0, 5]\ Uy we
have

0 < d(aag(a()(s)a 60(8),[)0(5)), G) = \I/(O‘O(S)v 60(8),])0(5)) = Zgg<_aag(a0(s)a 60(8),[)0(8)), ﬂ> < Oa
which gives
U(ao(s),eo(s),po(s)) =0 forall s € [0,S]\ Ub.

Similarly to Proposition 4.12; the following is a technical proposition instrumental to prove existence of
Balanced Viscosity quasistatic solutions.

Proposition 5.3. Assume (2.2)—(2.7) and (2.9). Let (ap, uo, €0, po,to) be a quintuplet of Lipschitz functions
from [0, S] into H(£2;]0,1]) x A x [0, T] satisfying (ev0), (evl), (ev2), and (ev3). Then (o, uo, €0, Po,to) s
a Balanced Viscosity quasistatic evolution, i.e., it satisfies the energy balance (evd), if and only if any of the
conditions below holds true:

(evd’) for a.e. s €[0,5] the following hold:
generalized Kuhn—Tucker equality:

—0a&(an(s), eo(s),po(s))[co(s)] = lldo(s)ll2¥ (o (s), eo(s), po(s));
Hill’s mazimum plastic work principle:
H(po(s)) = (Ceo(t), po(s))2 — 2(B(ao(s))po(s), po(s))2 — 2(Vpo(s), Vo(s))2;
(evd”) energy inequality: for all s € [0, 5]

Eaus) cals) () + [ i)+ [ o)W aolr).colr). o(r)) dr
< £(00(0),0(0),0(0)) + | (Ceolr), Bin(1))a

0
Proof. The proof is analogous to the one of Proposition 4.12. O

We eventually prove existence of Balanced Viscosity quasistatic solutions.

Theorem 5.4. Assume (2.2)~(2.7), (2.9), and (3.9). Then there exist S > 0 and a Balanced Viscosity
quasistatic solution (o, ug, €0, Po, to) in the time interval [0, S] satisfying the initial condition
(20 (0),u0(0), e0(0), po(0), o (0)) = (a,u’, e, p°, 0). (5.1)

Proof. Step 1. Let € € (0,1) be fixed and let (a., ue, e, p-) be the e-approximate viscous evolution given
by Theorem 4.14. For all ¢ € [0,T] we define the function

—t+/||as |\H1dr+/||es |\2dr+/||ps g dr

The function s is absolutely continuous, increasing, and bijective on [0, 7] and we have
(t2) — S (tl) Z t2 — tl for all 0 S tl S tQ S T. (52)

Let S. == s%(T) > T and let t: [0, S.] — [0, T] be the inverse of s”. By (4.37) we can find a constant C' > 0
independent on e such that S < C for all € € (0,1). Hence, up to a subsequence, S. — S as e — 0, with
S>T.
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S| by defining t2(s) :== T

for all s € [S., S]. For all € € (0,1) we define the following rescaled functions on [0, S]: for all s € [0, 5]
ag(s) = ae(t(s)), we (s) = w(td(s)), ud(s) = ue(t2(s)),
e2(s) = e (t2(s)), p(s) = pe(t2(5))-
Notice that the functions t2: [0, S] — [0, T are uniformly Lipschitz in ¢ € (0,1) by (5.2), since
0< tg(sz) — tg(sl) <s9—s; forall0<s; <sy<038.

We set S— SUP.¢(0,1) S = S and we extend every function t9 to the interval [0,
[

Hence, there exists a subsequence and a Lipschitz map to: [0,S] — [0,7] such that t0 — ¢, uniformly on
[0, 5] and weakly* in W1°°((0,5); (0,7)) as € — 0. In particular ¢o(0) = 0, to(s) = T for all s € [S, 5], and

0 < to(s2) —to(s1) < s2—s1 forall0<s; <s9<8S.
In particular, the map ¢: [0, S] — [0, 7] is non decreasing and surjective. Moreover, as e — 0 we derive
w?(s) — wo(s) = w(te(s)) in H'(Q;R") for all s € [0, 5].
By using the definitions of s and 2 we obtain
[a2(s2) — al(s1)l| s + [le2(s2) — €2(s1)ll2 + [Ip2(52) = p(s1)|mr < 52— 51 forall0 <51 <55 < S. (5.3)

By Ascoli-Arzela Theorem there exists a quadruple («g,uo,eg,po) of Lipschitz functions from [0, S] into
H'(;1]0,1]) x A satifying: for all s € [0,S5] ase — 0

a?(s) = ap(s) in HY(Q), ul(s) = up(s) in H'(Q;R™), (5.4)
e2(s) = eo(s) in L*(Q;MYLT), p2(s) = pols) in H'(Q; ML) (5.5)

In particular, by Remark 2.3, for all s € [0, 5] as ¢ — 0 we have
a? = oy in C°([0, S); LH(Q)), pY — po in C°([0, S]; LQ(Q;MSyﬁ”)) (5.6)

for all @ € [1,6). Furthermore, if we combine the uniform Lipschitz estimate (5.3) with the weak conver-
gences (5.4)—(5.5), we get
oo (s2) — ao(s1)llmr + [leo(s2) — eo(s1)ll2 + [lpo(s2) —po(si)llar < s2—s1 forall 0 <sy <55 <5,
which yields
lao(s)lar + [léo(s)l[2 + lpo(s)][ar <1 for ae. s €[0,5].
Moreover, the initial conditions (5.1) hold by construction.

Step 2. Let us prove that («g, uo, €9, po, to) is a Balanced Viscosity quasistatic solution on [0, S]. By (5.4)
and (5.5) we derive that (uo(s), eo(s), po(s)) € A(wo(s)) and divCeq(s) = 0in D' (Q; R™) for all s € [0, 5], and
that for a.e. € Q the map s — ag(s,x) in non increasing on [0, S]. Hence (v, uo, €0, po, to) satisfies (ev0)
and (evl). Let us fix s € [0,5] and ¢ € H'(Q; M), Then t.(s) € [0,T] for all s € [0,5] and e € (0,1).
Hence, thanks to (ev2)., for all s € [0, S] we get

H(q) > (Ced(s), 9)2 — 2(B(aZ(s))pl(s), @)2 — 2(VPL(s), V)2 for all ¢ € H' (M),
By sending ¢ — 0 and exploiting the convergences (5.4)—(5.6), for all s € [0, 5] we derive
H(q) > (Ceo(s),q)2 — 2(B(ao(s))po(s), )2 — 2(Vpo(s), Vg)2 for all g € H' (4 MI).

Therefore, also condition (ev2) is satisfied.
Step 3. We introduce the functions s{, sy : [0,7] — [0,5], defined by

sg(t) =inf{s €[0,8] : to(s) > t} fort e [0,T), sg(T) =S,
so () ==sup{s € [0,5] : to(s) <t} forte (0,77, sa(0)=0
Then
s (1) < liggf s9(t) < 1ilfsrlj(l)lp s2(t) < sg(t) forallte0,T), (5.7)
and
to(sg (t)) =t =to(sg (t)) forall t € [0,T], so (to(s)) < s < s§(to(s)) for all s €[0,9].

In particular, the set
So={t€[0,T]: sy (t) <sg(t)}
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is at most countable and
Uy == {s€[0,8] : to is constant in a neighborhood of s} = U (5o (1), 8¢ (1))
teSo

Thanks to (5.7), for all t € [0,7]\ Sy we have that s2(t) — sy (t) = si(t) as e — 0. Hence, by

exploting (5.3)—(5.5) we deduce that for all ¢ € [0,T]\ Sp as € = 0
ac(t) = ag(sy (1) in HY(Q), uc(t) = ug(sqy (t)) in H'(QR™), (5.8)
ec(t) = eo(sq () in L*(; M), pe(t) = po(sg () in H' (ML), (5.9)
and by Remark 2.3 for all t € [0,T]\ Sp ase — 0
a:(t) = ao(sy () in L(Q), pe(t) = po(sy () in L°(Q; ngxr:)

for all 6 € [1,6).
We want to show (ev3) and we define

Ag={s€[0,S5] : T(ap(s),eo(s),po(s)) > 0}.
Therefore, in order to prove (ev3) it is enough to show that Ag C Up. Since for all 3 € H*(Q2) the map
— (=0,E(a(s),e0(s),po(s)), B) is continuous on [0, 5], we derive that the map s +— U(ag(s), eo(s), po(s))
is lower semicontinous on [0, 7']. In particular, the set Ag is open on [0, T]. Moreover, for all 3 € H'(Q) with
5 <0 we have

(=0a&(a0(s), e0(s), po(s)), B) < liminf(—=0a&(al(s),€2(s), pL(s)), B) < liminf U(al(s), e2(s), pL(s)),

which gives
U(ao(s), eo(s), po(s)) < liminf ¥ (a(s), e(s), pL(s))- (5.10)
Let us define
Do == {s € (0,5) : to(s) =0},
and let us show that
limsup#2(s) >0 for a.e. s € [0,5]\ Do. (5.11)

e—0
On the contrary, since ¥ is non decreasing, we could find a measurable set A C (0,S) \ Dy with positive
measure such that
lim#%(s) =0 for all s € A.
e—0
Since every function #? is 1-Lipschitz on [0, S], by applying the Dominated Convergence Theorem we conclude
that

. ;0 o
all_r:% A to(r)dr = 0.

On the other hand, we have that t2 — to weakly* in W1>°((0, S); (0,T)), which gives

lim [ #(r)dr = / to(r)dr > 0,
A A

e—0

since #(s) > 0 for a.e. s € [0, 5]\ Do. This leads to a contradiction and proves (5.11).
For a.e. s € [0, 5]\ Dy we derive

0 < Wlan(s)cals) (s) < nipt W(a(s),2(s)p(6) = it e (206D = = 22

=0
2(s)
by (4.35), (5.3), and (5.11). Therefore, we have
U(ap(s),eo(s),po(s)) =0 for a.e. s €[0,5]\ Dy,

which gives that Ay C Dy, i.e.,
to(s) =0 for a.e. s € Ay.

Since Ay is open on [0,T], every s € Ay has an open neighborhood where f5 = 0. Since t, is Lipschitz, we
conclude that Ay C Uy. This gives (ev3).
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Step 4. By Proposition 5.3, in order to show that («o,uo, €g, po,to) is a Balanced Viscosity quasistatic
evolutio, it is enough to prove the energy inequality (ev4”). By using (ev4). in t = t2(s) together with (4.34)
and the change of variable formula, for all € € (0,1) and s € [0, S] we get

£(a2(s), ¢ / H(EO () dr + / 169(7) 2% (a2(r), €2(r), p0(r))

t9(s)
- /
0
By the weak convergences in (5.4) and (5.5) we get
£ (a0(s).cols). pols)) < limin £(a(s). e2(s).p2(5)).

Moreover, by Remark 2.6 and the fact that p? — po weakly* in L>°((0,9); H*(£; M2X")) as e — 0, we have

sym

=&(a e p?) (Cec(r), Ew(r))e dr. (5.12)

/ H(po(r))dr < liminf H(pg(r)) dr,
0 e—0 0
We want to show that

/IIééo(T)llz\If(ao(T),eo(?‘),po(r))drSlimi(r)lf/ 162(r)[l2W (a2 (r), e2(r), p(r)) dr. (5.13)
e— Ao

Ag

Let C C Ap be a compact set and let ¢: C' — [0, 00) be a continuous function such that
U(ap(r),eo(r),po(r)) > (r) forall re C.

By (5.10) and the compactness of C', we deduce that for all £ > 0 small enough
T(a2(r),e2(r),p2(r)) > ¥(r) forallre C.

By a standard approximation argument from below, since s — U (g (r), eo(1), po(r))islowersemicontinuous,
in order to prove (5.13) it suffices to show that

[ Nao)lav(r) dr < timigt [ 62020 () dr (5.14)
c e—0 c
for all compact set C' C Ag and every continuous function t: C' — [0,00). To this end, let (¢;); C C°(0)

be a dense sequence in the unit ball of L?(f2). Since

12(r)[l2 = sup(¢i, a2(r))y forall r € C,

by the Localization Lemma (see, e.g., [8, Lemma 2.3.2]) we have

k
a2(r 2t (r)dr = su i,dgrg r)dr,
/CI c(M)ll2(r)dr = p;/ci(w (r))2t(r) d

where the supremum is taken over all integers k and over all finite Borel partitions C4,...,Cy of C. For
all i the real-valued functions 7 — (p;, a2(r))2 are equi-Lipschitz on [0, S] and converge to r — (i, ao(r))2
for all » € [0,5] as ¢ — 0. Hence the functions r — (p;,a2(r))s converge to r — (¢, co(r))2 weakly™*
L*>(0,5). It follows that

Z/ @i, o (1))t (r)dr = hrnZ/ i, a2 (1))t (r) dr <11m1nf/ 12 (r) |22 (r) dr

This implies (5.14), which gives (5.13).
It remains to study the limit as ¢ — 0 of the last term in the right hand side of (5.12). By the Dominated
Convergence Theorem and the weak convergences of (5.8) and (5.9) we have
t2(s) to(s)
lim (Ce.(r),Ew(r))e dr = / (Ceo(sq (1)), Ew(r))s dr.
0

e—=0 Jo
Since t is Lipschitz and w satisfies (2.1), we get that wo € AC([0, S]; H*(Q;R") and
Ering(r) = Eai(to(r))to(r) for ae. r € [0,5].
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Hence, by the area formula we derive

S

to(s) s )
/ (Ceo(sy (1)), Bio(r))2 dr = / (Ceolsg (to(r))), Bub(to(r))zfo(r) dr = / (Ceo(r), By (r)z dr,
0 0

0

because s, (to(r)) = r for all r € [0, 5]\ Uy and fo(r) = 0 for all r € Uy. This implies the energy inequal-
ity (evd”), which concludes the proof. O
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