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ANALYSIS OF A VARIABLE TIME-STEP DISCRETIZATION
OF THE THREE-DIMENSIONAL FREMOND MODEL
FOR SHAPE MEMORY ALLOYS

ULISSE STEFANELLI

ABSTRACT. This paper deals with a semi-implicit time discretization with vari-
able step of a three-dimensional Frémond model for shape memory alloys.
Global existence and uniqueness of a solution is discussed. Moreover, an a
priori estimate for the discretization error is recovered. The latter depends
solely on data, imposes no constraints between consecutive time steps, and
shows an optimal order of convergence when referred to a simplified model.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is concerned with the following system of partial differential equations
in terms of the unknown functions ¥, x1, x2, and u:

(1.1) A (co? — Lx1) + 8 ((a(¥) — ¥/ (9))x2divu) — RAY = F,
(1.2) div (—vA(divu)J + Adivud + 2ue(u) + a(d)x2J) + G = 0,

(1.3) ko, (2) + (ﬁ((’;)_di*l)l) + 0Ic(x1,x2) 3 (g)

ae. in Q= x(0,T), where Q is a bounded open subset of R?® with smooth
boundary 092 and T > 0 stands for some final time. In addition, ¢y, L, h, A, b,
k, ¢, and ¥* are positive parameters, J is the identity matrix in R3, and v is a
nonnegative constant. Here, € denotes the tensor

1 Bui 8’(1,_7'
(1) o) = 3 (5 + 32

while OIx stands for the subdifferential of the indicator function of a nonempty,
bounded, convex and closed subset K of R?, and o : R = R, F : Q — R,
G : Q — R3 are given functions with some properties to be specified later.

The nonlinear system (1.1)-(1.3) is concerned with the behavior of shape memory
alloys subject to thermo-mechanical treatments. These materials are metallic alloys
which could be permanently deformed (avoiding fractures) and consequently be
forced to recover the original shape just by thermal means.

) fori,j7 =1,2,3,
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In the microscopic scale, this phenomenon is interpreted as the effect of a struc-
tural phase transition between different configurations of the metallic lattices,
namely the austenite and its shared counterparts termed martensites (see, e.g.,
(1]). Various models have been proposed to describe this behavior from the macro-
scopic point of view (see [16]). If we assume the phases to coexist at each point
of the shape memory sample and suppose that just two martensitic variants are
present besides one austenite (in the three-dimensional space, up to 24 martensitic
variants have been detected), indeed we may deal with the approach proposed by
Frémond [7, 8, 11, 10]. In this context, ¥ has to be regarded as the absolute tem-
perature of the shape memory body while u accounts for its actual displacement
and e stands for the (linearized) strain tensor. Besides, a(¥) represents the ther-
mal expansion of the system, and thus it vanishes at high temperatures (cf., e.g.,
[6, 10]). In our analysis « is also required to fulfill some compatibility conditions
complying with the physical setting (see [6, 10]). Regarding the phases, let (;, (2,
and (3 be the volumetric proportions of the two martensitic variants and of the
austenite, respectively. These quantities obviously fulfill the conditions

(1.5) Br+P2+pBs =1, 0<p3,<1 fori=1,23.
When we define the variables x; and x2 as

x1 = b1+ P, x2 = P — P,
relation (1.5) implies that

(1.6) X1, x2] € K:= {[71,72] € R? such that || <71 < 1}.

From the constitutive laws coupled with the second principle of thermodynamics
and the universal conservation laws for momentum and energy, one deduces the
system (1.1)-(1.3). Note that equation (1.2) is considered in a quasi-stationary
form, that is, the inertial term wu;; is omitted. Indeed, let us stress that the latter
small deformations approximation of the momentum balance equation is a rather
standard approach [3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 12, 19]. Moreover, note that the existence of a
solution to the three-dimensional problem with full momentum and nonlinearities
is still an open and extremely challenging question (the reader is referred to [4],
where the full momentum equation is considered along with a linearized energy
balance equation).

On the other hand, we stress that the energy balance equation of the full Frémond
model [5] turns out to be

(17)
At (co® — Lx1) + 8¢ ((a(¥) — 9o/ (9))x2 divu) — hAY = F + a(d)x2 8 (divu),

while, in our framework, the nonlinearity in the right hand side of the previous
equation is neglected. This simplification of the model has a technical motivation
and seems mandatory in order to perform some error analysis. Indeed, from the
analytical point of view, the choice of considering (1.1) instead of (1.7) is strictly
connected with the crucial possibility of establishing an error estimate global in
time, i.e., up to any reference time T. As regards the physical viewpoint, it is well
known that the quantity ||a||ze(g) turns out to be very small with respect to the
other data whenever a real alloy is taken into account [6]. In this connection, a
reasonable simplification of the model would be that of completely linearizing the
energy balance equation (1.7). The latter was exactly the original approach to the
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model proposed and investigated in the paper [6], and we may find in the literature
some contributions dealing just with some of the nonlinearities of (1.7) ([7, 12]). On
the other hand, we shall remark that the model (1.1)-(1.3) is still suitable completely
describing the effect of the phase transition on the energy balance equation, and
that our simplification consists in neglecting part of the mechanically induced heat
sources.

Finally, let us refer the reader to [6] for the physical meaning of the constants
co, L, h, v, A\, pu, k, £, and 9*.

The system (1.1)-(1.3) has to be supplied with suitable initial and boundary
conditions. We prescribe

(1.8) 9(-,0) =90, x1(0) =x10, Xx2(-,0) = x2,0-

Denoting by 0, the outward derivative to the boundary 09 and letting {To, Tar}
be a partition of 9§ into measurable subsets with positive surface measures, we
choose

(1.9) hopd+n(¥—f)=0 on o x (0,T),
(1.10) u=0 onTIyx(0,7),
(1.11) ((—vA(divu) + Adivu+ a(9)x2)J + 2us(u))n=g on Ty x (0,T),
(1.12) On(diva) =0 on 092 x (0,T).

Here 1 denotes a positive parameter while f : 02 x (0,T) - R, g :Tar x (0,T) —
R3 account for the interaction with the medium surrounding the domain.

Existence of solutions to various problems concerning systems close to (1.1)-(1.3)
is well known (see [5] for a review). Nevertheless, to our knowledge, an existence
result for (1.1)-(1.3) was not yet investigated. In this concern, this paper provides
the global existence and the uniqueness of a solution. Note that the question of
whether or not the full problem (thus keeping (1.7) instead of (1.1)) has a unique
solution has already been positively solved in the paper [3].

On account of the present literature on this model, we notice that the existence
of solutions to systems related to the Frémond model rely often on a suitable time-
discretization — a priori estimates — passage to the limit procedure. In this direction,
the main novelty of the present contribution is that of proving an optimal order
a priori estimate of the discretization error of (a variable step version of) such an
approximation. This estimate depends solely on data. In particular, the latter
estimate is independent of the regularity of the continuous solution. Moreover, no
constraints between consecutive time steps are imposed throughout the analysis of
the approximation.

As regards the error analysis of the nonlinear inclusion (1.3) we shall remark
that our technique is not new. Indeed, our argument relies on a careful application
of the abstract analysis devised and fully detailed in [13, 14].

Let us point out that a parallel investigation of the discretization error for the
one-dimensional Frémond model for shape memory alloys is carried out in [19]. In
the latter paper we prove an optimal order error estimate for the one-dimensional
version of the full model (1.2)-(1.3), (1.7), thus retaining all the nonlinearities in
the energy balance equation. We shall stress that the error analysis of the one-
dimensional case is entirely different from the present one and relies deeply on
the 1-D structure of the problem. In particular, we make a crucial use of the
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possibility of rewriting an equivalent formulation of the problem which turns out
to be completely independent of u,.

This is the plan of the paper. In Section 2 we give a variational formulation of
the continuous problem (1.1)-(1.3), (1.8)-(1.12). Section 3 contains the approxi-
mation and the statement of our main results. The existence of a solution to the
system (1.1)-(1.3) is proved in Section 4, while Section 5 is devoted to deducing its
uniqueness. Finally, Section 6 gives the proof of the error estimate.

2. CONTINUOUS PROBLEM

We start by fixing some notations. Let (-,-) and ||-|| denote the scalar product
and the norm in L?(2), respectively, while [-,-] stands for the general pair. We
introduce the following Hilbert space:

V:i={ve (HI(Q))S, such that v=0 on Iy, divv € HI(Q)},

endowed with the norm

3 1/2
2.1)  |v]v:= (u/ [V(divv)|? + Z/ |Vvi|2) , v=(v1,v2,v3) €EV.
Q = Ja

We also set, for any u,v € V,
(2.2)
3
a(u,v) := / vV(divu) - V(divv) + Adivu divv + 2 Z eij(w)esi(v) |,
Q “
3,j=1

where € stands for the strain tensor specified in (1.4). It is well known (see, e.g.,
[9, p. 110]) that there exists a positive constant ¢y depending on A, p and §2 such
that

(2.3) a(v,v) > cev|vl} VYveV.
Moreover, it is not difficult to verify that
(2.4) a(v,v) > l/||V(divv)||fL2(Q))3 + (A +2u/3)||divv|®? Vv eV.

Since the special triangular form of X specified by relation (1.6) is not needed for
our analysis, let C be an arbitrary nonempty, bounded, convex, and closed subset
of R?% and define the (convex and closed) set

(2.5) K :={[y1,7] € (L*())?, such that [y1,72] € K ae. in Q}.
It is now straightforward to fix a positive constant cx such that
1/2
(2.6) (Ivl(ffv)l2 + I'yz(x)|2) <ck Vil €K, forae ze€Q.

We assume that the data fulfill

(2.7) F e L*(Q),

(2.8) f e Wh(0,T; L*(09)),
(2.9) G € H'(0,T; (L*(9))®),
(2.10) g € H'(0,T; (L*(Tw))?),

(2.11) do € H'(Q), [x1,0,Xx20] € K,
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and ask a to be a smooth function, vanishing in the interval (¥.,+o0), where
J. > 0 stands for the so-called Curie temperature. Moreover, we require that

(2.12)  a € C*R) and theset {£ € R:0a/(€) #0} is contained in [0,9.],
and
(2.13) Ca = ||@" || (r) is sufficiently small.

The previous condition will be made precise in the sequel (see (2.25)-(2.26)) and is
satisfied by physically realistic data.
We stress that (2.12) ensures the validity of the inequalities

214) o/ (€), [€a"(§)] < Deca, ()] 60/ (€)] < P2ca  VEER,

where ¢, is defined as above.

Remark 2.1. We note that some properties of a such as monotonicity (in the sense
that « is a decreasing function) and positiveness, although physically motivated
(see [8]), are not used in our analysis.

For the sake of convenience and owing to (2.3), (2.9)-(2.12) and to the Lax-
Milgram lemma, we introduce the initial displacement ug € V defined as the
unique solution of the variational equality corresponding to the initial values,
namely

(2.15)
a(ug, v) + ((¥)x2,0, divv) = / G(,0) -vdzx +/ g(-,0) - vdl' Vvev.
Q r

N
Thus, a precise formulation of problem (1.1)-(1.3), (1.8)-(1.12) is the following.

Problem (P). Find 9 € H(0,T;L%(Q)) N L*°(0,T; H(R)), u € H(0,T;V),
X1, X2 € H(0,T; L?(Q)) such that

(2.16) divu € C%(Q),
and the following equations and conditions hold:
(217) [Xl("t)’XQ("t)] € K? Vt € [O)T]v

(Bu(co? - Lx1),0) + (Bu((@(®) — 9o/ ())xz divu), )
+h/QV19-V<pdx + n/m(ﬁ—f)apdr = (F,¢)
(2.18) Vo € HY(Q), ae. in (0,T),
a(u,v) + (01(19))(2, divv) = /G~vdz + / g-vdl
Q 19V

(2.19) Vv eV, ae in(0,T),

) (8063 =) + (€0 =)0 —m)
=1

k

j
(2.20) + (a(z?) divu, x2 — ’)/2) <0 V(n, ) €K, ae in(0,T),
(2.21) 9(-,0) =Yy a.e. in .

(2.22) [x1,x2](-,0) = [x1,0,X2,0] a-e. in Q.
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An early result for Problem (P) is the following (see [5, Lemma 1]).
Lemma 2.2. For any 9, x2 € C°([0,T]; L?(R)) satisfying
(2.23) Ix2(,t)| <ex  ae in Q, Vte[0,T],

there exists one and only one solution u € C°([0,T]; V) of (2.19). Moreover
(2.16) holds, and there is a constant C1 , depending solely on cy, ||a||L~ ), ¢k,

IGllcogo, 122 @))%)s I8llco(o,13;(L2(Ta))3)> V5 Ay and p, such that
(224) “ div u(-,t)||Loo(Q) <(C; Vte [0, T]
Then, our existence and uniqueness result reads as follows.

Theorem 2.3. Under assumptions (2.7)-(2.12), and for « fulfilling (2.13) in the
precise sense that

(2.25) Cy :=cg — VecqexCr > 0,

(2.26) (96(20¢ + 1)cack)” < Ca(A + 21/3),

Problem (P) has one and only one solution.

Remark 2.4. Note that, from (1.1) it turns out that the quantity
co — Yo" (¥)x2divu

(coefficient of ¥; in (1.1)) represents the actual specific heat of the shape memory
body. In this sense, (2.25) has to be regarded as a non degeneracy condition
for the energy balance equation in (1.1). In the same spirit, (2.26) stands for a
compatibility condition among the data.

The forthcoming Sections 4 and 5 are devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.3.

3. STATEMENT OF THE SCHEME AND MAIN RESULTS

Now it is worth introducing our approximation of Problem (P). To this aim, let
P be a partition of the time interval [0, 7], namely

(3.1) P={0=t"<t' < - <tV 1<tV =T},

with variable step 7¢ := t* — t*~1. No a priori constraints are imposed on the time
steps, and 7 := maxj<;<ny 7' denotes the diameter of the partition P. Let us set

(3.2) F? ::% t F(,t)dt € L3(Q), f':= f(-,t) € L*(8Q),
pi—1

for i=1,...,N, and

(33) Gi = G('ati) € (Lz(Q))Sa gi = g('vti) € (LZ(FN))39

for i =0,1,...,N. Note that, by virtue of (2.7)-(2.10), definitions (3.2)-(3.3) make
sense.

Moreover, we introduce two families of approximating initial data depending on
P and fulfilling

(3.4) {19073} € H! (Q), {[Xl,O’P,XZ,OP]} € K.
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Now, let upp € V be the related initial displacement (cf. (2.15)), namely the
solution of the variational equality

(3.5)
a(ugp, v) + (a(9op)x2,0p, divv) = / GY.vdzx +/ gl-vdll VvevV.
Q Tn
Then, the approximating problem can be stated as follows.
Problem (Pp). Find the vectors {0}, € (HY(Q))N+L, {UN, € VN+L,
{X}, € (LA(Q))N+1, for j = 1,2, fulfilling

(3.6) 0% =dop, U’=wupp, [A7,A7]= [x1,07X207),
and such that the following equations and conditions hold for i =1,..., N:
(3.7) (¥, %3] € K,
i _ oi-1 xi_ yi-l 4 ‘ A
(coe ? - L= ;.Xl ,<p>+ h/V@1~V<pdz + 77/ (©" = f)pdl
T T Q FZlo)
(a(8%) — 0%/ (0%)) Xi divU* — (a(0'1) — 0 1a/(0 1)) A5~  divUi~?
+ o ) P

(3.8) = (F'¢) VeeHY (),

(3.9) a(Utv) + (a(@i)Xg, divv)

= /Gi-vdx+/ gi-vdl" VvevV,
Tn
X’ ! ) ,
kZ( X — fyj> + (6 =9, i — )

(3.10) + (a(@i)divUi_l,Xg—yg) <0 Yy, € K.

By virtue of (3.5), (3.9) and Lemma 2.2, it is straightforward to check that the
following estimate holds:

(3.11) [divU*|pe(e) < C1  fori=0,1,...,N,
where C is the same constant of relation (2.24).

Let us stress that the previous scheme is fully implicit in both the energy and
the momentum equations. Regarding Problem (Pp), we have

Lemma 3.1. Under assumptions (2.7)-(2.10), (2.12), (2.25)-(2.26), and (3.4), for
any partition P, Problem (Pp) has at least one solution.

Proof. Thanks to (3.4), it suffices to show that, given a quadruple (€1, X}~ !,
XL U € HY(Q) x L2(Q) x L2(R) x V, the scheme (3.7)-(3.10) has a solution
(0%, X, X1, U € HY(Q) x L3(Q) x L?(Q) x V, for any value of the time step 7°. To
this aim, we apply the Schauder fixed point theorem. As a first step, replace ©¢ by
© in (3.10) and denote by [X1, Xp] =: [B1(©), By(0)] the solution to the resulting
elementary variational inequality. Next, by replacing in (3.9) the terms ©! and
X% with © and Bg(@), respectively, one may find the unique solution UeV to
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the variational equality. Finally, denoting D(é .fg) := div U, it is straightforward
to check that the estimate (2.24) holds for divU as well. We deal with (3. 8) by
replacing X7, X%, divU', and (a(©') — ©ia/(6%)) by A, Xz,leU and (a(©) -
Oa’(0)), respectively. The existence of a unique solution © =: E (8, Xy, Xy div U)
is then ensured by the Lax-Milgram lemma. Moreover, by testing (3.8) on © with
the help of (2.6), (2.12), (2.24), and the elementary inequality (which will be used
in the sequel of the paper without any explicit recall) ab < (6a? + b?/5)/2 for all
a,b € R, § > 0, it is straightforward to choose a constant C3 which depends on
Cas ks Dy O, I1f | L2eo0)s M5 B |1F?l|L2(@), T L, and Cq, such that the following
estimate holds:

(3.12) ||e||2+fi/ |V@|2d:c+7'i/ |©]2dl' < Cs.
Q onN

Thus, by defining
S(©) := E(©, B1(8), Bx(6), D(8, By(8))),

it turns out that S maps L2(f)) into a compact and convex subset, since the
estimate (3.12) is independent of ©. In order to apply the Schauder fixed point
theorem, it remains to show that S is continuous with respect to the topology
of L%(Q). Indeed, it suffices to prove the Lipschitz continuity of the operators
By, By, D, and E. Regarding By, B2, and D this property has already been proved
in [5]. Then, we choose two quadruples (@ Xy, Xs, div U) and (©, X, X3,divU).
By making use of (2.6) and (2.12), one may easily find a positive constant Cj,
depending solely on L, 3., cq, cx, C1, Ca, such that

|E(8, Xy, X,,divU) — E(©, X, X,div0)|2
< Ca(l8 - B2 + | X — Xy || + [| X2 — Xa||? + |div T — divT|?).
Finally, we conclude for a constant Cs which depends only on data and fulfills
I1S(®) - S®)I* < C516 -8
for every 0,0¢ L?(Q), whence S is continuous and the assertion is proved. [

We stress that the forthcoming results of the paper do not rely at all on the
uniqueness of a discrete solution. Indeed, both the convergence result and the error
estimate hold for any discrete solution as well. Nevertheless, in view of numerical
implementation, we prefer to devise here an uniqueness result for Problem (Pp).
Namely, by choosing a partition P fine enough, we also achieve the following.

Lemma 3.2. Under assumptions (2.7)-(2.10), (2.12), (2.25)-(2.26), (3.4), and for
any partition P with diameter T small enough, the solution to Problem (Pp) is
unique.

Proof. We just sketch this argument, since it is very close to other proofs which will
be detailed in the sequel of the paper. Let us reason by contradiction assuming that,
given a quadruple (01, X;~! Xi~! U*!), two solutions to (3.7)- (3.10) (at level
i) exist. We denote the latter two solutions by (9 Xl,Xz,U) and ((E-) XI,X2,U),
and set

~ ~ ~ ~

§:é~é, T X 1, T2=X2—X2, ﬁ=U—ﬁ
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Next, we write relations (3.8) and (3.9) for both the solutions, take the difference
and test the resulting equations on ¢ = © and v = U, respectively. Owing to

(2.3)-(2.4), (2.6), (2.12), and (2.24)-(2.25), one easily obtains
G012 + 7'h /ﬂ [VO|%dz + T'n /6 . [©|2dr

(3.13) < 202, C1[[Xa|| 18] + 202cqck| divU] (O],
Vo + P2 a4 TP + LI (a0 s

(3.14) < D2ea|Xol| | divO| + Jecack||©] || divT|.

Since relation (2.26) ensures that

_ _ 3 — A+2u/3 —
decucr(20e+1) [ 1 av D) < Scepr + A28,

by taking the sum of inequalities (3.13)-(3.14) we easily infer that

Cy — A+2u/3), . o

o) + Yo + A2 gy

202caC1[[ Xzl 8] + F2cal o]l || div U]l

(A+24/3)
12

IA

C, _
(3.15) S Il I1div Ol + Col[ X,

where
_ 8(#2aCy)? | 3(02ca)’
B C (A+2u/3)

As regards the variational inequality (3.10), arguing as above we infer that

Cs

—le%llz < LB IX 1]l + YecaCrl®]l || X2]l;
j=1
thus, it is straightforward to fix a positive constant, say C7, which depends on
k, 2,9, cq, and Ci, and fulfills

2

(3.16) SIS < rioq|e)2.

j=1
Finally, looking back to (3.15) and choosing

8 < 7 <Cy/(16CsChy),
we conclude that

g + VIO, <o
Hence, ¥ =0, U = 0 and, recalling (3.16), X; = X3 = 0 as well. O

By virtue of Lemma 3.1, we may fix some convenient notations. Given {W#}¥
in the linear space W, set

Wop(t) = Wp(t) :=W° fort <0,

_ . ) W Wz 1
W'p(t) = Wz, Wp(t) =W+ ——T—(t - tl)

(3.17) forte (t71,t, i=1,...,N.
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Moreover, we define an operator 7p related to the partition P. If ¢ : (0,7] is a

piecewise constant function on P, namely ¢(t) = ¢* for t € (#*71,#!],i=1,...,N,
we set
(3.18) (Trpo)(t) :=¢'"1  for te (71t i=1,...,N.

Owing to (3.17) and (3.18) we may conveniently rewrite relations (3.8)-(3.10) as

(at <c0@p + ((a(e) — 0d/(©)) X, div U)P) : ¢)

+ h/ VOp - Vedr + 77/ (©p — fp)pdl = (Fp+L8tX1,p,cp)
Q 80

(3.19) Yo € HY(Q), a.e. in (0,7T),
a(Up,v) + (a(é‘p)x_gy‘p,diVV) = /ép-vdw + / gp - vdl
Q 'y
(3.20) VveV, ae in(0,7),

ki(@t X;p, Xjp — ’y;) + f(@P—ﬁ*,—X—l,P—’h)
j=1

(3.21) + (a (-)p )Tp div U’P,X2’P ’)’2) <0 V[’yl,72] € K, ae. in (0.7).

The derivation of our error estimates requires additional regularity for the func-
tion F. More precisely, we ask that

(3.22) F € BV([0,T]; L3(2)).

From assumptions (2.8)-(2.10), (3.22), and definitions (3.2)-(3.3) we deduce the
existence of a positive constant Cy such that

IF = Fplioiomeae) + If = FpllLiorizen)
(323) + |G = GallL20,ryz2@)s) + 118 —BpllLzorizzra)s) < CsT,
as easy calculations provide. Besides, we choose initial values such that

2

(3.24) 190 —dopll + Y _ lIxs0 = xj0pll < Cor,
j=1

for some positive constant Cy. Moreover, as a consequence of (3.24), taking the
difference between (2.15) and (3.5) and choosing v = ug—ugp, relations (2.3)-(2.4),
(2.6), (2.24), and (2.14) ensure us that

(3.25) lug — wopllv + || divug — div uO7>H < Cyr,

for a proper constant Cig, depending on ¥.,cq,C1,Cy, A, i, and cv.
Now, we state our error estimate.

Theorem 3.3. Under assumptions (2.8)-(2.10), (2.25)-(2.26), (3.22) and (3.24),
let (9, u, x1, x2), {©% UL, X4 XN, be solutions to Problem (P) and Problem
(Pp), respectively, and let Op, Op, X1 p, Xop, Up, be as in (3.17). Then, there
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exists a positive constant Cy1, depending only on the data, such that, for every
partition P, the following estimate holds:

|9 — OpllL2(0,1;22(2)) + sup
t€[0,T]

[0-8r

HY()

2

(326)  + [u—Upllzerv) + Y. Ix; — Xipllooqorizay < Cu.
j=1

Remark 3.4. We point out that the a priori estimate (3.26) is optimal with respect
to the order of convergence, since the backward Euler method is used to approxi-
mate Problem (P). Moreover, our estimate is optimal with respect to the regularity
of the phase variables xi, x2 in the sense of [14]. Since no a priori constraints
between consecutive time steps are imposed in our analysis, (3.26) ensures the pos-
sibility of implementing a step-by-step choice of time step sizes as shown in [14].
However, let us point out that Ci; depends exponentially on 7', as Gronwall’s
lemma is used in the proof of (3.26).

Remark 3.5. Let us stress that the same error estimate still holds if we replace the
terms—|_|19~6p||L2(O,T;L2(Q)) and ||u—U7>||L2(O,T;V) with ||19_@’PHL2(O,T;L2(Q)) and
lu — UpllL2(0,1;v), respectively (see the following Lemma 4.1).

4. EXISTENCE

In this section we prove the existence result of Theorem 2.3. This proof follows
closely the argument devised in [5], so it will be just sketched, referring to that
paper for the details.

First of all, we establish some estimates for the approximating solutions which
are independent of P. More precisely, one finds two constants 7% and Ci3, which
depend on ||lallzemr), 2, T, ev, L, ¥, ca, C1, C2, and T, such that, for every
partition P with diameter 7 < 7*, one has (see [5, Lemma 3.1 and eq. (4.27)])

1©pllm 012 + 1O~ rH1() + 1Upla01;v) + 1divUp| L (q)

2

41)  + |[divUpllmorm@) + Y 1Xiplmoriz@) n =@ < Ci
j=1

Indeed, relations (2.12) and (4.1) also ensure that

(4.2) | (a(©) - @a'(@))P”WIM(Q) is bounded independently of P.

For the sake of convenience, we collect here some convergence results which will
be useful in the sequel.

Lemma 4.1. Let ©p, ©p, Up, Up, X;p, X;p for j = 1,2 be defined as in
(3.17) and fulfill (4.1). Moreover, let Tp be defined in (3.18). Then we have

(4.3) 107 —Oplr2g) < Cr,

(4.4) 1©p — ©pllLeori2) < CV7,

(4.5) [Up = Uplizormvy < O,

(4.6) IUp = Upll=orvy < CVT,

(4.7) [ divUp — Tp divUp| 201y < O,

(4.8) 1Xp = XjpllLzg < Cr  forj=1,2.
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Proof. Note that the proofs of (4.3)-(4.6), and (4.8) follow easily from (4.1). Let
us just check (4.7). We have that

“diV Up - T‘p div ﬁ’P H%z(o’T;Hl(Q))

" L i 2
divUi—t — (Oli(t) divU* + (1 — as(t)) div Ul_l)l H(Q)

N t?
@) =3[ | ,
=17t
where o;(t) = (t —t*71)/7r¢ for t € [t*~1,#Y], i=1,...,N. Thus, due to (4.1), one
has
— N i ) )
“leU'p - T’p diVU'p“%z(oyT;Hl(Q)) < Z 3” divU* — div Uz_lllip(n) S CTZ.

=1

O

By taking the limit in equations (3.19)-(3.21) as the diameter of partitions tends
to 0, one shows that Problem (P) has at least one solution. Indeed, the estimates
(4.1)-(4.2) and well-known compactness results (see, for instance, [15, Cor. 4])
ensure that there exist 1,u, and ¥ such that, possibly taking subsequences (not
relabeled),

Op — 9 weakly star in H!(0,T; L?(Q2)) and

(4.10) strongly in C°([0, T}; L%()),
(4.11) Up —u  weakly in H'(0,T;V),
(4.12) divUp — divu  strongly in C°([0,T); L?()),

(413) («(®) -©a'(0)), — 3  weakly star in W">(Q),

as the diameter 7 tends to 0 (clearly much more is true). Moreover, the previous
convergences, along with Lemma 4.1, entail that [7, Sect. 5]

(4.14) X;p and X,p are Cauchy sequences in C°([0,T]; L%()),
and we obviously deduce from relation (2.12) that
(4.15) a(®) — 8/ (8) — a(¥) —¥9a'(¥) strongly in C°([0,T); L*(Q)).

It remains to prove that ¥, x1, x2, and divu fulfill (2.18). To this aim, note that
easy calculations yield

8 ((a(e) — 0d/(©)) X, div U)P = 8,(a() — 8a/(8)) , Xz, divUp
+Tp (a(_ép) - é_pal(@p)) 3,3/?2,1) div U—‘p
+ 75 ((a(Bp) - Bpa(Bp)) Xop ) B(div Up).

Referring to [5], we only have to deal with the first term in the right hand side
above since the passage to the limit in the other two terms is ensured by the above
listed convergences. In particular, let us prove the following useful lemma

Lemma 4.2. Let E and F be normed linear spaces. Moreover, let g: E — F be
a Lipschitz continuous function of Lipschitz constant L, {ui},N:O € EN*Y, and let
(g(u)),, and up be defined as in (3.17). Then,

(416) ” (g(u))p - g(up)”Lz(O,T;F) < V 2/15 Lg 7-Ilatu'l;'”Lz(O,T;E)-
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Proof. Fix t € (t*71,t!] for i =1,...,N, and let a;(t) = (t —t*~1)/7%; we have
| (9(w)) 5 (1) — g(up(®)) ||,
[|ei(t)g(u®) + (1 = ai()g(u'™") = g(es(t)e’ + (1 — s(®))u' ") || o
a;(t)g(u') + (1 — () 9w ™) — au(t)g(i(t)u’ + (1 — as(t))u'™?)
—(1 = ai(®))g (s (B + (1 — ut))ui™?) ”F
2Lg o (t) (1 — es(®)) lu’ — w* |,

since we have that both o;(t) and (1 — a;(t)) are nonnegative. Owing to the
previous inequality and easy calculations, we have

[[(9(w) 5 — Q(UP)“ii’(O,T;F) B /0 [[(g(w)5(#) - g(uP(t))”i‘dt
N tt
su@}:((ﬁdaﬁnu-axwfﬁ)wf—u“ﬂ%)

Il

IN

i=1
2 & 2
2 611,04 i—112  __ 2.2 2
<l T e = L oerliors,
whence the assertion follows. O

An application of the previous result (along with (2.12) and (4.1)) ensures that
(a(©) -6/ (8)),, — ((6p) —Opa’(Bp)) — 0 strongly in LY(Q),

so that, owing to (2.12), (4.10), (4.13), and (4.15), we have that ¢ = «a(¥9)—9d/(9),
whence, recalling (4.13), one in particular infers that

8 (c(©) — 8a/(0)),, — By (a(¥) — ¥/ (¥))  weakly in L*(Q).

Then, owing to the latter convergence and arguing as in [5], one easily checks that
relation (2.18) is fulfilled, and the proof is complete.

5. UNIQUENESS

The following proof follows closely the argument set forth in [3]. Therefore, we
just suggest how to proceed, and omit most of the computations. We reason by
contradiction. Let (9%, x1,x3,u!) and (92, x3, x3, u?®) be two solutions to Problem
(P) and set 9 := 9 — 92, x; = x1 —x%, X2 :=x3 — x3, u:=u! —u? Let us
take the difference between equation (2.18) written for (9%, x3,x3,u') and the
same equation for (92, x2, x3,u?), integrate the resulting relation on (0,¢), choose
¢ = 9¥(t), and integrate once more over (0,t). Owing to relations (2.6), (2.12),
(2.14), (2.24), the Holder inequality, and the mean value theorem, one infers that

+ -

h t _ 2 t _ 2
, \% (/ ﬁ(s)ds) / 9(s)ds
0 @@y 2o

11, = n
ﬁczllﬂlliz(o,t;m(n)) + 3

t _ t 2

(5.1) < 2’193%%/ | diva(s)|| [[9(s)llds + 013/ > I, (s)]ds,

L2(8Q)

where the constant Ci3 depends on 9., co, L, C1, and C5. Next, we write rela-
tion (2.20) for (9%, x{, x3,u') (letting [y1,72] = [xI(2), x3(t)]) and (92, x3,x3,u?)
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(letting [v1,72] = [x3(t), x5(t)], respectively). Taking the sum of the two inequali-
ties, integrating in time, and owing to relations (2.24) and (2.14), one easily finds
a proper constant Ci4, depending on 9, cq, A, i, £, C1, and Co, such that

ko Cy =
52“71@)“2 < ﬁHﬂH%%o,t;LZ(Q))

A+ 2u/3
‘(‘2—)” dival|Zzopr2()) + C14/ ZHX; )| ds.

(5.2)
Finally, we write (2.19) for both (9%, x},x3,u!) and (92, x%,x3,u?), take the
difference between the two resulting equalities, choose v = U, and integrate in
time. Owing to (2.3)-(2.4), (2.17), and (2.14), one has

7||u||%2(o,t;V)+§||V(leU)”%?(o,t;(Lﬁ(n))s) + ——54—/” divi|| 2 (o422 (0))
t t
(5.3) < decacr [ T divalds + Cus [ I%a(e)]Pds,
0 0

where Ci5 properly depends on 9., ca, A, . Now, we take the sum between (5.1),
(5.2), and (5.3). Since (2.26) ensures that

(9e(20e + )cace) [ 1T divie))ds

(A +2p/3)

3 — —
< ZCQ||"9”%7(O,t;L2(Q)) + 3 Il div Tl T2 0 1:2 ()

one infers, for all t € (0,T'), that

C2 =12 n
Co sy + & |7 ([ Fras)| !
12 (OHLEE) (@) 2 "Neaon)
ev _
(5.4) + —2'||UHL2(0 tv) T *||V(d1V‘1)||L2(o t-(Lz(n))s)

(A +2p/3)
+ —12—” div| 2204, 2(02)) + Z”X; i

] 1
t 2
< Cuo [ DI ()P
j=1

where Cjg := 3 max{Ci3, C14, C15}. Hence, applying Gronwall’s lemma (see, e.g.,
the version reported in [2, Thm. 1]), we conclude that the solution to Problem (P)
is unique.

2

6. ERROR ESTIMATES

Henceforth, C stands for a positive constant depending eventually on data but
independent of P. Of course, C may vary from line to line. Moreover, in the rest
of this paper, where no confusion arises, we will drop the subscript P from the
functions @P, @'Pa Xl,'P’ X?,'P) T1,7;’7 TZ'P»U'P) ﬁ'Pa F'P7TP7 _@'Pv and ‘g_’P'

Let us start by handling the variational inequalities (2.20) and (3.21). To
this end, we refer the reader to [13, 14], where this analysis is developed in
an abstract setting, and to [17, 18], where it has been applied. We choose
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[Y1,72]) = [X1(t), X2(t)] in (2.20), [v1,72] = [x1(t), x2(t)] in (3.21) and sum the
corresponding two 1nequa11t1es By easy calculations one infers that

ki (3t(Xj - &), (x5 — Xj)) + kzz: (ath’ (X5 - Xj))
j=1 j=1
+ f(t? -0,x1 — 7\1'_1) + (a(ﬁ) divu — a(©)Tp divU, x2 — 72) < 0.

Taking the integral over (0,t), we have
2
(6.1) 22 - X)) = ZI
for all ¢t € (0,T), where
P
3 > lxs0 = x5.0711%
j=1

: 2
L) = k /0 > (8.X(9), (%~ X,)(s)) ds,

I3(t) = -/ 0(19—@,X1—71)(s)ds,

L) = — /0 ((a(ﬁ)divu—a(@)divﬁ)(s),(X2—??2)(3)) ds,

| &

I

It) = - /0 t (a(@)(divﬁ — TpdivO)(s), (x2 — E)(s))ds.

Clearly, (3.24) ensures that
(6.2) L < cri

Our next aim is to control the residual quantity I5(t). Let t € (¢*~1,¢%], for some
i =1,...,N. We have that

2

2 - Xi—xt . .
Z (8th,Xj - XJ)(t) = Z (f— O!,(t)X’ ( ai(t))/\f';—l _ X;)

j=1 j=1

2
=az —12

where, once again, o;(t) = (t—t""1)/7" (note that |o;| < 1). Then, one infers that

X112

> (3, X - Fj)(t) < 0 Vte(0,T),

=1
and, consequently,

(6.3) L) <0 Vte(0,7).
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Regarding I3(t) and I4(t), by virtue of (2.14), (4.3), and (4.8), one infers that

(64 1) < 219 - Ol + € [ 10 - 2)@IPds + 7)),
I4(t)§/0 l a(?)(diva — divﬁ),xg—yg)l(s)ds

+ /0 t I(divﬁ(a(ﬁ) ~a(©)),x2 ~ ??z) I () ds

A+2u/3) . - c
< L——Z_Z_/_” divu — divO|20412(0y + 32%”'9 = Ol120.4:22())

65 +o(/f e - Za)(8) s + ”).

Please note that the constant C3 in the calculations above is exactly the one
appearing in (2.25). Moreover, let us stress that the choice of the quantity Cy/52
and (A + 2u/3)/24, although it is not straightforward at the moment, is strictly
related with assumptions (2.25) and (2.4), respectively, as will be clear in the sequel.
Due to relations (2.14) and (4.7)-(4.8), it is possible to control I5(t) as follows:

Is(t) (192ca

IA

=2 divO = Tp div U320 p2)) + /H(m—Xz)(s)llzds

C(/o l(x2 — X2)(s)lI%ds + 72)-

In order to get a control of the function ¥, —Op with respect to the norm of
L?(0,T; L?(S)) we consider the integral of (2.18) and (3.19) over (0,t) for t €
(0,T), and obtain, respectively,

(6.6)

INA

(6.7)

co((ﬁ(t)-190),cp) + h/QV(/Otﬂ(s)ds) Veodz
+ 77/6Q (/Ot(ﬂ—f)(s)ds) pdl
- /0 (Fehe)ds + L((al® - xao).v)

+ ((ﬂa'(ﬁ) - a(ﬁ))X'z divu(t), 90) - ((1900/(190) - 01(190))9@,0 div uo,so),
Vi € HY(Q),
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t
co((@(t)—ﬁop),cp) + h/QV(/O é(s)ds) Ve dz
t _ t -
+ o[ ([@-Deas)edr = [ (Fo.e)as

+ (@80 - xe)e) + ((60/(6) - a®))taaivU(t). o)

- ((1907>a'(1901>) - a(ﬂop))X'z,op divugp, <P> + (R(t)» 80),
(6.8) Vo € HY(Q),

where the residual term R(t) is defined by

R(t) == /O ¢ (((ea'(@) — a(©))X; divU)P

- (epal(ep) - a(@p))XQ"p div Up) .

Taking the difference between (6.7) and (6.8), choosing ¢ = (¥ — ©)(t) and inte-
grating over (0,t), one infers that

2

coll? = OllZ2(0,pL2()) + —H (/ (9 —©)(s) ds)

= ZIz(t)v

L?(69) i=6

(L2()?

(6.9) + g “ /0 (9 — ©)(s)ds

for all t € (0,T), where

wo = [ " (colfo — dam) — Llxs — xa09), (9 ~ B)(5)) ds,
L) = /Ot o(9 — ©)(s), (8~ ©)(s) ) s,

RO = [ (500 - 26,0 -8)s)s,

L) = /0 ( / (F = F)(r)dr, (9 — ©)(s)d )

n) = o[ [ ([¢-Her)o-sras
In(t) = - /0 t((1900/(190)—a(ﬁo))xwdivuo

- (190?0/(190?) - a(%P))Xz,op div ugp, (¥ — @(5)) ds,
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I1o(t)

/0 t ((19a’(19) ~ a(t))x2 divu(s) - (0a'(0) - a(0)) X, divU(s),
(9-8)(s) )ds.
Ls(t) = /0 t (’R(s), (9 — @)(s))ds.

Our next aim is to control the right hand side of (6.9). To this end, due to (3.24)
and (4.3), we handle Ig(t), I7(t), and Ig(t) as follows:

Is(t) < <5 ||19 Ol172(0,4:22(0)
+ (Il = Bopl12 + Ixa0 = x1.07 112 +72)
C
(6.10) < 5—;|w =8|z 042¢2)) + CT

C
(6:11)  Ir(t) < o |19 = OllTao 2y + CT°

C t
(6.12)  Is(t) < 2210~ Olao iz + C( /0 lGa = X0)(s)IPds + TZ).

Next, we control Ig(t) by virtue of (3.23) and (4.3) as

C,
I(t) < 5—2”19 — Oll72(0.622())
+ C(”F_F||2L1(O,T;L2(Q)) + 72)

Cs
(6.13) < 5||19—9||%2(o,t;m(9)) + Cr°.

Regarding I o(t), relation (3.23) and an integration by parts yield

t
Lo(t) < ( / (f - f)(s)ds) ( / (ﬂ—é)(sms) dr‘
+ [ (=D ( / (9 6)(r)dr) dr ds
< Z— (9~ 8)(s)ds + ClIf = Flitso,rina0m
L2(89)
(6.14) + o / I =P Ozom | [ @ -B)@)dr|| — ds.
0 0 L2(692)

In order to bound I11(t), we reason as follows:

I11(t) = La(t) + Ls(t) + Le(t),
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where

nw = - t (((1900/(190) ~ a(do)) — Wora/ (Yop) — a(Yop)) ) Xz divuo,
(9-8)(s))as.

1) = = [ (e Gur) — a(909)) (x20 ~ xa0p) v, (9~ B)s) ),

L(t) = — /O t ((ﬂopa'wop) - a(vop))xz,op(divuo — divugp), (9 — @)(s))ds.

Hence, owing to (2.6), (2.14), (2.24), (3.11), (3.24)-(3.25), and (4.3), one obtains

t
La(t) < DecackCy / 180 — Bop |l (8 — B)(s)]| s
0
C
(6.15) < 5—22”19— Ol22022(0)) + CT%
t
Ls(t) < 20%aCy /0 xz0 — X200 | (9 — B)(s)]l ds
C
(6.16) < 5—22”19 —OllF20412(0y) + CT°
t
Lig(t) < 2193cac;g/ || divug — divugp|| ||(19—@)(s)|| ds
0
C.
(617) S —552-”19 - e”%,Z(O,t;L?(Q)) + CTz.

Thus, collecting (6.15)-(6.17), we have

(6.18) m) < 3¢

< 5 [0 = 720,602 + CT°

The same analysis exploited for I;;(t) applies to I;2(t) as well. For instance,
consider

Lia(t) = Iir(t) + Lis(t) + Io(t),

/0 <((z9a'(19) —a(¥)) - (0a'(8) - a(@)))X2 divu(s), (9 — —@)(5)) ds,
Lig(t) = /Ot <(®o/(@) - a(G))(Xz — Xy) divu(s), (¥ — @)(s)>d3,
5

(@a'(@) - a(@))xz( divu — divU)(s), (0 - @)(s))ds.
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By virtue of relations (2.6), (2.24), (2.14), and (4.3), one infers that

T(6) < DecuexCs [ 19 - )61 19~ Bl d
= JecackCh (||19 — O|12(0.1,22(0))
+/t (@ —©)(s)II[I(© —©)(s)ll ds)
(6.19) (0 cacxCr + 93—) 19 - ©l22015y + C7
Iig(t) < 20%¢aC /Ot l(x2 = X2)(s)| |(¥ — ©)(s)l| ds
< -50—;”19 - Ol172(0,6:22(0)
(6.20) +C ( /0 Clxe = A2)(8)|Pds + 72) ,
(6.21) Iio(t) < 292cqck /Ot |(divu — divU)(s)]| [|(9 — ©)(s)]| ds.

The reader should notice that the term d.cocxCh||d— 9||%2(0yt; L2(q)) 0 (6.19) is to
be handled by means of the non-degeneracy assumption (2.25). On the other hand,
let us stress that the term I;9(t) will be controlled jointly with the forthcoming
term I5o(t) by making a crucial use of (2.26). Moreover, according to (6.19)-(6.21),
we conclude that

C.
La(t) < (ﬂccacicc'l 2> 19 = ©llZ 20,5220
t
+ 20lcace [ (divu— divO)(s)] (9= Bl ds

0

t

(6.22) + o[ 1o + 7).
0

Finally, we deal with the residual term I;3(t). It is straightforward to obtain that

Co
Li3(t) < 5”19 - OlZ20.0.222)

+ c( ”((90/(6) ~ a(9)) X, divU)P
~(07a/(05) - a(69)) X div U} g + ),

and, recalling (2.6), (2.12), and (2.24), an application of Lemma 4.2 with the choice
E = (L*(Q))® and F = L%(Q) yields

(6.23) Is(t) < —;Hﬂ Oll32(0,L2 () + O™
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Regarding the displacements, let us consider the difference between (2.19) and
(3.20) and set v = (u — U)(¢). One has

a(u_ﬁ,u_ﬁ) + (a(®)x2 — a(®)%,, divu — divD)
= /(G—a)-(u—ﬁ)d:c +/ (g—8) (u—-TU)dl' ae. in (0,T).
Q Ty

Now, we take the integral over (0,¢) for ¢ € (0,T). Since we have (2.3)-(2.4), it is
straightforward to deduce that

C\, J—
2 1 =0)B)72(0,4v)

(A+24/3)

23
(6.24) + ——2—||(divu - diVU)(t)”%z(oyt;Lz(Q)) < Z I(t),
1=20

where
Lot) = - /0 ((@(®) ~ a(®))xa(s), (divu — divT)(s))ds,

In(t) = — /0 a(®)(xz2 — Xa)(s), (divu — divﬁ)(s))ds,

Yo

Is(t) = /Ot/Q(G—G)'(u—ﬁ)da:ds,
Is(t) = /0 (8- %) (u—T)dlds.

The previous terms may be controlled with the help of (2.6), (2.14), (3.23), and
(4.3) as follows:

(6.25) Ino(t) < ﬁccac,cfo (@ = ©)(s)| (diva — divU)(s)| ds,

O Rat: CLIP RN .
(6.26) o [ 10a - x)Pas + ).
Ln(t) < Flu=Tlhaguy + CIG = ClEorwr@py
(6.27) < =Tl + O
Ls(t) < SCVTEHU —ﬁ||2Lz(0,t;(L2(rN))3) + Cllg - E”i?(o,T;(L?(rN))%
< %Hu —U”QLZ(o,t;V) + Cllg— E”%2(O,T;(IF(I"N))"‘)
(6.28) < Flu-Tluy + €2

where the constant C. stands for the norm of the trace operator from V to
(L*(Tnr))3. Once again we choose the arbitrary constants in the right hand side of
relations (6.26)-(6.28) in order to fit the forthcoming analysis.
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Next, we take the sum between (6.1), (6.9), and (6.24). At this point the role of
assumption (2.26) becomes clear, since it and (4.3) ensure that

(190(21% + l)cac;c) /0 (9 = 8)(s)|l |(divu — divT)(s)|| ds

302 A+ 2u/3) . o
< =9 = Ol 2204020y + £—3—||le11 — div 0|32 (0,220
30 A+2u/3) . o
< =2 VLA OllZ2(0,4,22(0) + (—3—/) Idivu — divO|[2z (g 220y + O

As a first consequence of the previous inequality we have that the sum I19(t)+I20(t)
is controlled by the right hand side above (provided that the constant C is properly
modified).

Thus, by virtue of (2.25) and taking into account (6.2)-(6.6), (6.10)-(6.14), (6.18),
(6.22)-(6.23), and (6.25)-(6.28), one obtains, for all ¢t € (0,7,
2

Cy 2 h P —
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Finally, an application of Gronwall’s lemma, along with relations (3.23) and (4.5),
concludes the proof of Theorem 3.3.

Remark 6.1. Let us briefly comment on the technical motivation for neglecting the
term () x20:(divu) in (1.7). The latter motivation is connected with the earlier
paper [3], in which Chemetov dealt with the uniqueness of a solution to the full
three-dimensional Frémond model by reasoning by contradiction. The presence of
the nonlinear term a(9%)x20;(divu) forced him to establish a local in time Gronwall
type estimate. Thus, the uniqueness of a solution is proved in the time interval
[0,7*) for a suitably small time 7% < T and the argument is iterated to ensure
uniqueness on the whole interval [0,T). Unfortunately, the latter local in time
procedure is not adequate for the purpose of the error analysis, and we need to
establish a Gronwall estimate up to the reference time 7. In this respect (see also
[3]), it turns out to be possible to prove such a global in time Gronwall estimate by
neglecting the term «(9)x20;(divu) in the full energy balance equation (1.7).
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