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Numerical Analysis of History-dependent
Variational-hemivariational Inequalities

Shufen Wang? Wei Xul Weimin Han! Wenbin Chen?

Abstract In this paper, numerical analysis is carried out for a class of history-
dependent variational-hemivariational inequalities arising in contact problems. Three
different numerical treatments for temporal discretization are proposed to approx-
imate the continuous model. Fixed-point iteration algorithms are employed to im-
plement the implicit scheme and the convergence is proved with a convergence rate
independent of the time step-size and mesh grid-size. A special temporal discretiza-
tion is introduced for the history-dependent operator, leading to numerical schemes
for which the unique solvability and error bounds for the temporally discrete systems
can be proved without any restriction on the time step-size. As for spatial approx-
imation, the finite element method is applied and an optimal order error estimate
for the linear element solutions is provided under appropriate regularity assumptions.
Numerical examples are presented to illustrate the theoretical results.

Keywords Variational-hemivariational inequality, history-dependent operator, fixed-
point iteration, optimal order error estimate, contact mechanics
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1 Introduction

The theory of variational and hemivariational inequalities plays an important role in
the study of nonlinear problems arising in Contact Mechanics, Physics, Economics
and Engineering. It is generally agreed that interest in variational inequalities started
with a contact problem posed by Signorini in 1930s. The mathematical theory of
variational inequalities relies on the properties of monotonicity, convexity and the
subdiffierential of a convex function. Existence and uniqueness results can be found
in [I8, 3, [I7]. In terms of the numerical analysis for variational inequalities, the readers
are referred to, e.g., [8, 7, [I5]. Hemivariational inequalities as a useful generalization of
variational inequalities were introduced in early 1980s by Panagiotopoulos ([22]). For
hemivariational inequalities, the notion of the subdifferential of in the sense of Clarke
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([5, 16]), defined for locally Lipschitz function, plays an important role. Mathematical
theory of hemivariational inequalities is documented in several research monographs,
e.g., [23, 21, 4, 19, 27]. A comprehensive reference on the numerical solution of hemi-
variational inequalities is [14] where the finite element method is applied to solve
hemivariational inequalities, convergence of the numerical solution is discussed, and
solution algorithms are proposed and tested. More recently, there has been extensive
research effort on optimal order error estimation and general convergence analysis of
numerical solutions for hemivariational inequalities, e.g., [10, 2, 12, 13, O], and the
survey paper [11].

Variational-hemivariational inequalities are a particular family of hemivariational
inequalities, having a special structure that include both convex and nonconvex func-
tionals. Such inequalities arise naturally in mathematical models for many contact
problems, see [27] and the references therein. A class of history-dependent variational-
hemivariational inequalities with convex constraint is studied in [26]. The novel struc-
ture of the inequalities involves a history-dependent operator, unilateral constraint
and two nondifferential functions, one of which is convex and the other may be non-
convex. Existence, uniqueness and continuous dependence results are shown on the
inequalities, and are applied to the study of a quasistatic frictionless contact prob-
lem. Numerical approximations of the history-dependent variational-hemivariational
inequalities are the topic of [28], where the second order accuracy for temporal dis-
cretization is achieved by using the trapezoidal rule to approximate the history-
dependent term. The spatial discretization is done using the linear finite element
and an optimal order error estimate is proved. Note that for the numerical method
studied in [28], a restriction on the time step-size is needed to ensure the unique solv-
ability of the numerical solution. In this paper, we develop new numerical methods
to solve the history-dependent variational-hemivariational inequalities with the prop-
erty that no restriction on the time step-size is needed for the unique solvability of
the numerical solution. Specifically, we use a partial trapezoidal rule to approximate
the history-dependent operator, i.e., we modify the trapezoidal rule by applying the
left-point rectangular rule for the sub-integral over the last time sub-interval. Con-
sequently, the history dependent term is treated explicitly without loss of accuracy.
This explicit treatment of the history dependent term eliminates the need for a re-
striction on the time step-size. Although the explicit treatment is given in history
dependent term, other implicit terms in the numerical scheme remain. We provide
a fixed-point iterative algorithm to implement the implicit scheme and prove con-
vergence of the iterative scheme, with a convergence rate independent of the time
step-size and the mesh grid-size. In addition, we propose two more schemes to solve
the history-dependent variational-hemivariational inequalities. One is of first order
and the other is of second order with a slightly stringent small condition compared to
that of the other two schemes. For all the three schemes, optimal order error estimates
with linear finite elements for spatial approximation are shown.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2| we review some prelim-
inary material on functional analysis and present the history-dependent variational-
hemivariational inequality problem. In Section [3, we propose three temporally semi-
discrete schemes to approximate the continuous problem and error estimates are es-



tablished. The corresponding fully discrete schemes are provided in Section [4, and
the error estimates are derived for the discrete problems with or without convex con-
straints. To implement the second order implicit scheme, in Section [5| we describe
a fixed-point iterative process and prove that the iteration converges linearly with
a convergence rate independent of the time step-szie and mesh grid-size. Then in
Section [6] we apply the theoretical results developed in the previous sections in the
numerical solution of a viscoelastic contact problem and obtain an optimal order error
estimate for the linear finite element solutions under appropriate solution regularity
assumptions. In Section [7] we report results from simulation tests, focusing on the
numerical evidence of the convergence orders.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we recall some notation, definitions and preliminary materials. Then
we present a class of history-dependent variational-hemivariational inequalities intro-
duced in [26].

For normed spaces X and Xj, let X* and X7 be their topological duals, and write
| llxs [+ llx;» I - llx+ and || - [[x+ for their norms. The duality pairing between X
and X*, (-, -)x+xx, is usually simply written as (-,-). Similarly, the duality pairing
between X7 and Xj, (-, ~>X}«XX]., is usually written as (-, -)x..

J

For a convex function ¢ : X — RU {400}, the subset dp(z) of X*,
dp(x) = {a" € X" [ p(v) — p(x) = (27,0 — 2)x-xx Vv € X}

is called the subdifferential ([24]) of ¢. If dp(x) is non-empty, any element z* € dp(z)
is called a subgradient of ¢ at x . Let ¢ : X — R be a locally Lipschitz function. The
generalized (Clarke) directional derivative of ¢ at z in the direction v € X is defined
by (ct. [6])
#°(z;v) = limsup oy + ) — o) .
y—ax, A0 A

The generalized gradient (subdifferential) of ¢ at z is a subset of the dual space X*
given by
0p(x) = {§ € X* | ¢"(250) > (£, v)xxx Vv € X}.

An operator A : X — X* is pseudomonotone ([19]) if it is bounded and u,, — u
weakly in X together with lim sup,, (Au,, u, — u)x+xx < 0 imply

(Au,u — V) xoxx < liminf{Au,, u, —v)x:xx Vv e X.

Next we turn to some preliminary materials on function spaces and related oper-
ators. Following the standard notation, we denote by N the set of positive integers,
R, = [0,+00) the set of nonnegative real numbers, C'(R,; X) and C'(Ry; X) the
spaces of continuous and continuously differentiable functions from R, to X, respec-
tively. It is well known that if X is a Banach space, C'(Ry; X) can be organized in
a canonical way as a Fréchet space, i.e., it is a complete metric space in which the



corresponding topology is induced by a countable family of seminorms. Furthermore,
zp — x in C(Ry; X) as k — oo if and only if m[(e)tx] |xg(r) —z(r)||x — 0 as k — oo
rel0,n

for all n € N.

Let there be given two normed spaces X and Y. Following [25], an operator S :
C(Ry; X) — C(R;Y) is called history-dependent if for any n € N, there exists an
sp > 0 such that for all t € [0, n],

[(Sur)(t) — (Su2)(®)]ly < 8"/0 [ur(s) — ua(s)llxds  Vur,up € C(Ry; X).  (2.1)

Now we are in a position to introduce the variational-hemivariational inequalities.
Let X, X, Y be normed spaces and K C X. Given operators A : X — X* & :
CR4;;X) - C(Ry;Y), 75 X — X and functions g : Y X K x K - R, j: X; = R,
we consider the following problem ([26, 28]).

PROBLEM 1 Find u € C(Ry; K) such that for allt € R,
(Au(t),v = u(®)) + o((Su)(t), u(t), v) — p((Su)(t), u(t), u(t))
+ 70 (yu(t); vv — pu(t) = (f(t),v —ult)) Yve K.
In the study of Problem |1} the following hypotheses are adopted (26} 28]):

(2.2)

X is a reflexive Banach space, K is a closed and convex subset of X
with 0 € K.

{ X; is a Banach space, v; € £(X;X}), there exists ¢; > 0 such that
Ivllx, <gllvlx Voe X,

(2.3)

(2.4)

[ A: X — X* is an operator such that

(a) A is Lipschitz continuous with a Lipschitz constant L4 > 0.

(b) A is strongly monotone, i.e., there exists m4 > 0 such that
(Avy — Avg, v1 — v9) > mgallvy — va]|% Yor, v € X.

(2.5)

\

([ p:Y x K x K — R is a function such that
(a) ¢(y,u,-) : K — R is convex and l.s.con K,Vy € Y,Vu € K.
(b) there exists o, > 0 and 3, > 0 such that
90<y1a Ul,?]g) - Qp(yla u17vl) + Qp(y% u27U1) - @(y%u% 02)
< apllur = uaf[x[lvr = vollx + Bellyr — vally lor — vallx
Vyi,ys €Y, Yuy, ug,vy,v9 € K.

(2.6)

N\

\
S:CR;X) — C(RL;Y) is a history-dependent operator. (2.7)
J : X; — R is a function such that

(a) j is locally Lipschitz.

(b) 195(2)llxz < co+allzllx;, V2 € X; with co, e > 0. (2.8)

(c) there exists o; > 0 such that

302322 — 21) + (22121 — 22) S qylla — 22|k, Ve, 2 € X

feC®Ry X" (2.9)

oy + oyC; < my. (2.10)
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The space X is introduced for convenience of error estimation for the discrete prob-
lems. For a specific contact problem, X; can be the space of square integrable functions
over the contact boundary and v; : X — Xj is the corresponding trace operator. For
a locally Lipschitz function j, (c) is equivalent to the following relaxed mono-
tonicity condition

(0j(21) = 0j(22), 21 — 22) > =21 — 2|k, V21,20 € X,

The unique solvability of Problem (1| has been shown in [28] under the conditions
(2.3)—(2.10)). We will consider the following form of the operator S : C(Ry; X) —
C(R.;Y) (B3):

(Sv)(t) =R (/th(t,s)v(s)ds + as) Voe C(Ry; X), Vit eR,, (2.11)

where R € L(X;Y), ¢ € C(Ry x R;L(X)), as € X. It can be shown that the
operator S given by ([2.11)) is a history-dependent operator.

3 Temporally Semi-Discrete Approximations

In [2§], a second-order numerical scheme is provided to approximate the continuous
Problem (1| with a restriction on the time step-size. In this section, we handle the
history-dependent term in a different manner, and propose three temporally discrete
schemes for solving Problem [I] without any restriction on the time step-size. Moreover,
we derive the corresponding convergence results. Below we use C' to represent a pos-
itive constant independent of time step-size and mesh grid-size. We use the standard
notation for Sobolev spaces (cf. [1]).

For a fixed T € R, we split the time interval I = [0,7T] by uniform partitions.
Given a positive integer N, let k = T'/N be the time step-size, and denote by t,, = nk,
0 <n < N, the nodes. We comment that all the discussions below can be extended to
the case with non-uniform partitions of the time interval. For a continuous function
v of the temporal variable ¢, we write v] =v(t;), 0 < j < N. For a discretization of
the history dependent operator S in , we employ a modified trapezoidal rule to
approximate the integral fg” (t,s)v(s )ds in the sense that on the last sub-interval
[tn—1,1n], the left-point rectangular rule is applied. Recall the trapezoidal rule

/0 " Zs)ds ~ gzao) ! nz 2(t;) + SZ(tn). (3.1)

The approximation of S, := S(t,,) can be defined as follows:

k k
Sk LU= R <2 tn,t() U0—|—]€Z tmt Uy + q(tn,tn 1)Un 1—|—CL5> . (32)



Using arguments similar to that in [I6, Section 3], for v € W ™(R,; X) and ¢ €
CHRy x Ry; £(X)), we have

1S5, Lv = Suvll < Ckllollwro1x), (3.3)

and for v € W2 (R,; X) and ¢ € C2(R, x R,; L(X)),

loc

1S5.Lv = Suvll < C R ollwearx). (3.4)

REMARK 2 The choice of the operator SZ,L used to approximate S, is not unique.
For example, we may choose

n—1
ak k k
S,v:=R <§q(tn, to)vo + Kk Z q(tn, t;)v; + 5(2q(tn, tn—1)Vn-1 — q(tn, tn—2)Vpn_2) + a5>

=1
which defines another second-order accurate approximation of S,, or choose

n—

1
~k
S,v:=R <qu(tn,tj)vj + as>
=0
which 1s a first-order accurate approrimation.

We note that the following weak formulation is equivalent to Problem

PROBLEM 3 Find u € C(Ry; K) such that for allt € Ry

(Aut), v — u(t)) + p((Su)(t), ult),v) — e((Sw)(t), u(t), u(t))
P (ult) e — yu(®) + Gelul). o — yu®)x,  (35)
> (£(8),0 — u(t)) + (jo(yu(t)), 30 — yult)x, Vo€ K.

In 28], j. is chosen as the differential of a quadratic function §||ul|%,. In this paper,
we discuss about j. in a more general framework. Assume

Je: Xj — X7 is a linear operator such that
(a) [l7e(2)llx; < ecllzllx, VzeX;; (3.6)
(b) (e(2), 2)x, > aslllk, ¥z € X;.

The operator j. can be regarded as a convexification of j° in the sense that

7z 22 — 21) + 50(223 21 — 22) + (Je(21), 22 — 21)x; + (Je(22), 21 — 22) x,
< ajflz - Z2||§(j + (Je(21 — 22), 22 — 21)x; (3.7)
<0,

where the last equality follows from (3.6 (b).



3.1 A first-order temporally semi-discrete scheme

The first order temporally semi-discrete scheme for Problem [} is the following.

PROBLEM 4 Find a discrete solution u* := {uf}_, C K such that

<AU v—u > (Sk Lu un 1 U) - @(Sz,Luka qufl? Uﬁ)
+ 50 (yjuls v — yju )+ (Ge(vun), 150 — vjul) x, (3.8)

<fn7v —u >+<]C(ryj n— 1) YV — Vju7lf;1>Xj Vv e K.

REMARK 5 Note that the approximation Sf; b for the history dependent operator
does not involve information on the current numerical solution u*, and the second
argument of ¢ s explicitly treated, which is important for numemcal implementation.
The function ¢ appeared in 15 convex with respect to the unknown wvariable
(the third argument) according to assumption . Moreover, j. plays the role to
convezify the function j, i.e., j°(vjur; vju—yul)+(je(vjuk), vjo—~ul) x, becomes the
directional derivative of a convex function. Therefore, conver optimization techniques
could be applied to solve the inequality and the unique solvability of Problem
can be obtained without the constraint by applying results on elliptic variational-
hemivariational inequality ([20]). Specifically, the operator Ty defined by Tiv = Av +
dj(v) + je(v) is bounded, coercive and pseudomonotone, the function p(v) can be
extended to X, denoted as p(v) with (v) = 400 for any v € X\K. In this way, the
operator Ty with Tov = 0p(v) is maximal monotone. Hence, Problem |/ has a unique
solution.

REMARK 6 The choice of j. is not unique. The critical point is that j. should be
“convex” enough to have the non-convexity of j° under control, i.e., the inequality
(3.7) is required. On the other hand, we can split j° in another way, e.g.,

(e(vul), v — vul)x, + (7 (s _y; 0 — vyul) — Ge(vub_1), 70 — vun) x,)

could be used to approzimate j°(y;ul; vjv —~uk). In this way, the inequality . ) be-
comes a convex problem with linear operators, for which efficient numerical algorithms
are available.

According to the statement in Remark [5, we have the following unique solvability
result for Problem [l

THEOREM 7 Under the conditions (2.3)—(2.9) and (3.6), the semi-discrete Pmblem

15 uniquely solvable.
For error estimation, we first introduce some auxiliary techniques.

LEMMA 8 Let {a,} be a nonnegative sequence satisfying

n—1

Qp, < bo + Clkz Q; + 91an_1 + egan_g Vn > 2,
j=0



where ag, ay, by, 01,0, C7 are nonnegative constants and 0 < 0, 4+ 60y < 1. Then

n—2
a, < ( bo + Ciklao + a1) + 01a; + 92(10) (1 + L) - (39)

1—6;—06, 1—6;— 06, 1—6;—0,
Proof. For convenience, let

= bo Clk(&o + al)
T 1—6, — 6, 1—60,—06,

We prove the result with an induction. For n = 2, we have the following bound:

+ 0101 + O2a0.

ag < bo + Clk(al + CL()) + 91&1 -+ (92@0 <.
Thus, (3.9) holds for n = 2. Assume that for n < m,
C1k

— n—2
Qp S Oé(l + m) .

Then for n =m + 1,

i1 < by + Chk Z aj + 016y, + 02a;,—1
=0
Cik

<by+ Ciklag+ a1 + @ 14— )i2
>~ Y 1|:0 1 ;( 1_61_62) i|

Chk

1—6;—0,
Cik m—
1+ =5=5)" "

Cik

+ (01 + 92)@(1 -+ )m—2

= bo + Cll{?(ao + al) +a- Clki

Cik
1—6,—06,

)m_l(l — 0 — 92) + (91 + 92)@(1 +

(1 —91 —92)

+ (6, + by)a(1 + ym=2

Cik
1—6, -0,
Cik
1—0,—0,

where we use the fact that

bo + Cll{?(ao + al) - (1 - 6)1 - 82)5 S 0.

Chk
1—60,—106,

IN
ol

(1+ )2

m—1

1—6,—06 ’

IN
=]

(1+ )" (14 Cik) <a(l+

This completes the proof. 0

COROLLARY 9 Assume that {a,} is a nonnegative sequence satisfying

n—1
a, < by + CQkZaj + a1 Vn>1,

=0
where ag, by, 01 and Cs are nonnegative constants and 01 < 1. Then

bo Cok Cok \"!
< 9 1 . 1
(1’1—(1—91+1—91“°Jr 1a°)< +1—91) (3.10)

8



LEMMA 10 Assume eq, e1 and ey are nonnegative numbers such that

es < ejeq + €3, (3.11)
then

ep < €1+ ea. (3.12)

Proof. From (3.11)), we have

e1N2 _ e? el 2

<eo - E) < Zl +e5 < <E + 62> : (3.13)
Taking the square root of both sides gives (3.12)). O
We now turn to an error analysis for Problem [d For convenience, we denote
|R|| = ||R||lzcx:vy and |lg| = [lgllc(rxrecx)). The following smallness condition is

needed instead of the original one (2.10)):

ay, + ozcci < may. (3.14)

THEOREM 11 Assume @3)-2.9). (3-6), B-14) and the regularity ¢ € C'(Ry X
Ry L£(X)), u € WE™(Ry; X). Then for the semi-discrete solution of Problem | l

loc
the following error bound holds:

k
— <
rg1<a]3[<]|un uy || x < Csk, (3.15)

where C3 > 0 is a constant independent of k.
Proof. We take t = t,, in the inequality (2.2) to get

(A, v — up) + @(Spu, Uy, v) — P(Sptt, Up, wy,)

. (3.16)
+JO(’YjUn§’YjU — YiUun) > (fo,v —u,) VveEK,

where S,u = fo (tn, s)u(s)ds + ag). Let v = u* in (3.16)),

(Auy,, qu — Up) + @(Spu, Uy, ufl) — o(Spu, Uy, uy) (3.17)
+ 70 (vjtn; vjuE — yjun) > (fo, uf — u,). .

Taking v = u,, in (3.8]) yields

<Au7]z7un - > (Sk Lu 7un 1, U >_ (Sk Lu ,Uﬁ 1vqu)

+ 50 (v v — Yiue) + Ge(vul), Yiua — viul) x, (3.18)
> <fna Up — uﬁ) + <jc(7jufz—1>7’7jun - Vjufz>Xg



Adding (3.17)) to (3.18) and employing the strong monotonicity of A, we obtain

Mallun —uplly < (Aup — Aug, up — uy)
< (St U, uF) — P(Sptt, U, Uy ) + ©(SF LU Pk )
- o(Sy, LU b u) + 50 (s v — )
+ 50 (s jtn — ul) 4 (Ge(ruh ), Vit — Yitun)x;
— (Je(Wun_1), Vit — Vi) x;
which is rewritten as
mallu, — UZ||§< < E,+ E;+ L, (3.19)
where
= SO(SZ,LUIC’ uﬁ—hun) - (Sk Luk,ufl 17“52) (3.20)
+0(Sptt, Uy, uk) — o(Spu, un,un),
Ej, = (Ge(vjun), Yt — vitg)x; — Ge(vitn_1), vitn — viun)x;,  (3.21)

Ej = j°(yjun; vyus, = Yiun) + 50 (vt vyun — vyup) (3.22)
+(Je(Vjun), viul — vjun) x; + (Ge(yiul), vitn — viur) x,

The term E; can be bounded by zero from above according to (3.7). Utilizing the
regularity of u and the properties of j. gives

Ej. = (je(vjtn — Yjtn_1), Vitn — ViUb)x,
= <jc(7jun - ’Yjun—l)a ViUn — /Yjqu>X]

_ L ) (3.23)
+ (Je(Vjtn-1 = Yjlin_1); Vitin = ViUn)x,
< e (klfullwroer,x) + a1 = wp_yllx) un = gl x.
From ([2.6) we can see
Eso < (O‘sonun - UZ—1||X + ﬁsoHSnu - Sﬁ,LukHY) Hun - UZHX
< (kagllullwioo . x) + agllun—1 = ui_y|Ix (3.24)
+ Bel|Snu — Sy putlly ) llun — ]|
From (3.3)), it holds
1Snu — Sy pully < |Snu — Sy pully + 185 Lu — Sy pu®lly
n—1
(3.25)
< Ckllullwrorx) + kHRHHqH D lluy = ufx.
7=0
From (3.19) and (3.23)—(3.25]), we obtain
n—1
mallun — ugllx < Cklluflwise(rx) + kﬁtpHRHHQH D g —uflix (3.26)
Jj=0 ’

+ (o + aecj) |t — 1y lx

10



By applying Corollary [9]

Cllullwo(,x) +( 5kB N Rllllal

mA—aq,—aCc? My — Gy — QeC?

ltm — 1 < (k
’ (3.27)

O, + O 3 R .
+¢—) [|uo —uOHX> . (1 +k 5B Rll[lgll ) .

ma mA—ag,—acch-

Note that when t = t; = 0, the integral of history-dependent operator is zero and
there is no temporally discrete error; thus ||ug — uf||x = 0. Then,

C u 00 (T- § R n—1
ey T CE: 381 Rlllal )
m

2
A= Qp — QcC; ma — Gy — QcC;

S C3k7
where - 35 1R
u|| oo (1 3
S ET i DAL TR
ma — Qp — QC Ma — Qp — QC;
and the error bound (3.15)) follows. O

~k
REMARK 12 The first-order accuracy remains valid if S,, is used to approximate the
history-dependent operator S in the temporally semi-discrete scheme (3.8)).

3.2 Second-order temporally semi-discrete schemes

In this subsection, we propose and study two second-order schemes to temporally
approximate Problem [T} The first scheme is the following.

PROBLEM 13 Find u* := {uf}N_ C K such that

Au v—u Sk u” uk Sk u” uk u”
< ,L ,L n

+7J ('7] m% ) (fasv —Uﬁ> Vv e K. (328)

Note that the history-dependent operator is approximated using available numer-
ical solution values and the current unknown value u” is not involved. In this way,
unlike the numerical scheme studied in 28], the semi-discrete Problem |13|is ensured
to have a unique solution regardless of the size of the time step-size using the same

Banach fixed-point argument as in [28].

THEOREM 14 Under the conditions (2.3)-(2.10), the semi-discrete Problem |13 has a

unique solution.

We turn to the error estimation of Problem [I3]

11



W2%(Ry; X). Then for the semi-discrete solution of Problem

loc
bound

max |u, — u||x < Cyk?,
n<N
where Cy > 0 is a constant independent of k.

Proof. Let v = u,, in (3.28) to get
(Aul u, —ul) + go(S'fL,Luk uf uy,) — go(SfiLuk uf uf)

Y n’ Y n’ n

+ 70 (v ytn = ) > (fy tn — ).
Add (3.17)) to (3.30) and employ the strong monotonicity of A,

Mallun — g% < @(Sp v un, un) — @(Sy Lu, iy, )
+ (S, U, uF) — o(Spu, up, uy)
+ 50 (s Yyt — yul) + 50 (s iy — Vi)
< agllun = upllx + BollSu — Sy LIy llun — gl x

+ 05| — I

Similar to (3.25)) by using ([3.4)) instead,

n—1

3
1Snu — S puflly < CR|lullwaeerx) + kBBl > Ny — ) x

=0
Apply (3.32) to (3.31)),
Bo

S _Sk: k
My — a —O{jCJZH nU n, LU ||Y

”un - uszX <

SkBL IR all
< Ck? o (- 2 ¥ U x.
< O Jullw2ee (r,x) + Y — [l — uillx

Then by Corollary [9]

2EB, IR gl
|y < (KO . 2 WP ok
o =l < (BTl + 22 T o — 1)
3 n—1
SBLIR
(1 AR )
ma — Qi — QC;
§C4k27
where
2BlIRIllql]
Cy = Ollullwzee(r,x) 'eXP{ 2 ‘ Qtn}-
ma — Qp — Q;C;

Thus the second-order error estimate (3.29) is established.

12

we have the error

THEOREM 15 Assume (2.3)—(2.10) and the reqularity q € C’Q(]Ri xR L(X)), ue

(3.29)

(3.30)

(3.31)

(3.32)

(3.33)

(3.34)



REMARK 16 For the numerical scheme in [28], the history dependent operator is
implicitly treated in the sense that its approximation depends on the current unknown
solution component. As a result, a restriction for the time step-size of the form k <
(ma — ay, — a;c3)/BIR|lqll is needed to ensure the unique solvability and for the
deriwation of the error bound there. In contrast, for our numerical scheme given by
Problem we have the unique solvability and error bound for an arbitrary time
step-size.

Next we modify (3.8) and give another scheme of second-order.

PROBLEM 17 Find a discrete solution u* := {u*}"_, C K such that

(Aub v —ul) + o(Sh uf 2ul ) —ul_y,0) — o(SE u®,2ul ) —ub_y ul)
+ 50 (yjul; viv — vul) + (e(ygul), viv — vuedx, (3.35)

> (jo(2njun ) — vub o), vv — iub)x, + (fa,v —up) Voe Kn>2,
and forn =1,

(Auf,v U1>+‘P(S1LU uy,v) — (SlLU uy, uf)

. (3.36)
+J (%‘“1?%7}_%'“1) > (fi,v—uy) VveK.

The uniqueness and existence results for (3.35) are similar to that of Problem .
As for (3.36)), it can be referred to Problem . Then we have the following uniqueness

and existence results for Problem [T7]

THEOREM 18 Assume (2.3)—([2-10) and (3.6). Then Problem[17 has a unique solution
ub = {uf N C K.

Next we derive an error bound for semi-discrete solution of Problem [I7 Mean-
while, a stronger constraint compared with (3.14) is needed, i.e.,

ay + el < ma/3. (3.37)

THEOREM 19 Assume . , and the reqularity q € C*(R, X
Ry L(X)), u € W2°°(R+,X). Then for the semi-discrete solution of Problem |17 .

the following error bound holds:

ma o, — | < ok, (3.38)

where C5 > 0 is a constant independent of k.
Proof. For n = 1, we have a second-order accuracy result for (3.36) by Theorem [15}

Juy — v x < Cuk®. (3.39)
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For n > 2, taking v = u,, in (3.35]), we have

k k k k k k k k k k
<Aun7 Up — un) + @(Sn,Lu ) 2u = Uyp_9, un) - SO(Sn,Lu ,2’LL = Up_9, Uy

n—1

n—1

+ jo(%‘uﬁ; ViUn — ’Yjui) + <jc(7juft)7 VjUn — ’YJU@XJ'
> (f i — ) + (Ge(275Un_1 = VjUn_2)s Viln — Vilp) ;-
Combine (3.17) with (3.40) and use the strong monotonicity of A to obtain

k

mal[t, — U’fz”%( < p(Snu, Unvun) — o(Snu, U, uy)

k k k k
+ @(Sn,Lu 72un71 — Up_9; un) -

k k

k k k
(p(Sn,Lu ) 2un71 — Uy 9, un)

+ 70 (Y it — ) 4 50 (ks v, — k)
+ (e(pul), viun — vuk)x, — (Ge(Ryjun_y — viub_y), viun — yjul) x,

Y

where E; is defined in ([3.22)) and

EAW = go(SfL,Luk, 2uk

k k k
n—1 — Up_2; U,n) - 90<Sn,Lu ,2U

+ @(Sn'l% Unp, UZ) - @(Snu7 Up, Un),

k k k
n—1 — Up_9; U’n)

uk

Ej, = Ge(vjtn), Vit — %ul) x, — Ge(2yul_y — vk o), vjun — vub) x,
We bound ch and E@ as follows:

A

ch = (jc(%un - 2%‘%—1 + %‘%—2), VjUn — %‘UZ>XJ-

+ 2<j6(7jun—1 - ’Vjufz—l)v YiUn — ,yjuf‘t)Xj
— (Je(Vjtn—2 = Vitip_2), Vittn — ViUn) X,

< OKCC? (k?QHu”W?m(I,X) + 2| uno1 — ub_4[x

+ [tz = up olx) lun

_quH)ﬁ

Ew < (kQO‘wHUHW?*‘”(LX) + 20 Jtn 1 = yllx

+ agllun—z — up_ollx + Byl Suu — Sy pully) un — upllx.

From (341)-(345) and

(3.32), we have

n—1

3
mallun = unllx < CRullwceqrix) + SkB, (IR llgl D My —flx

J=0

+ (ap + acc?)(QHUn—l - ufz—lHX + llup—2 — uﬁ—QHX)'

Apply Lemma [§] to (3.46)) and combine with (3.39)),

2

o, + a.C5
[t — gl x < (u@llul — ufllx + lluo — ugx)
ma
SEBL | Rl gl)

ma — 3(ay + a.cd)

+ k2

S 05]{‘27

Cllullwz2e(r.x) ) _ (1+

ma — 3(ay, + a;c3)

14

(lluo — ugllx + llur — il x)

558 Rllllal

2
ma — 3(a, + e C;

)

)

(3.40)

(3.41)

(3.44)

(3.45)

(3.46)

(3.47)



where

o (_Clullwe~gy kB IRl
i ma — 3o, + acs) Y — 30, + aec?)

Qi + rpc? 36,|IR
20,5 J> _exp{ 5B Rll[lgll t},

ma ma — 3(a, + a.c) "

which leads to the error bound (|3.38)). O

4 Fully Discrete Approximation

In this section we consider fully discrete approximations of Problem (1| with or without
constraints. The notation and assumptions follow from previous section, and a regular
family of finite element partitions {77} with mesh grid size h is introduced for the
spatial discretization. Let X” C X be the conforming finite element spaces. We
consider internal approximations only, i.e., K" = X* N K is nonempty, convex and
closed.

Certainly, different fully discrete schemes can be constructed with different tem-
porally semi-discrete schemes proposed in the previous section. We state these fully
discrete schemes as follows.

PROBLEM 20 Find the discrete solution u*" := {uf"}N_~c K" such that
(Ao = )+ Sl ) — S8l )
+ 50 (g " — )+ (elygun), 0" = ") x, (4.1)

> (fa, 0" = un") + Gelygunts), v0" — yun')x, Vo' € K.

PROBLEM 21 Find the discrete solution u*" := {ut"}N_ < K" such that
<Aukh Uh o ukh> (Sk kh ) (Sk kh ukzh)

4.2
+ 5 (v 0" —%’Un) (fu, 0" —ukh) Vv e K" (4.2)

PROBLEM 22 Find the discrete solution u* := {ut"}N_~c K" such that

kh _ h kh k kh kh kh h k kh kh kh kh
<Aun YUl — Uy, > + SO(Sn,Lu 72un71 = Up_9,V ) - SO(Sn,Lu 72un71 = Uy o, Uy )

+ 50 (yulls ot — ) + (Ge(yyu kh) %‘Uh — yjuM x,
> (fr, 0" = ") + (G205 — Yjupty), 0" 'Yjuﬁh)Xj Vo' e K" n>2,
(4.3)

forn =0,1 the following scheme is used

<Aukh Uh . ukh> (Sk kh Zh’ ) (Sk kh chLh7u7lih) (4 4)
+ 70 (s " = ) = (fo, 0" =)y Vo e KN '
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In the following, we will only discuss about the fully discrete Problem [22] since the
other two fully discrete schemes can be discussed similarly. Similar to the temporally
semi-discrete case, we can show that under those same conditions for the temporally
semi-discrete, Problem [22] has a unique solution. An error bound for Problem [22] is
given next.

THEOREM 23 Assume - and - Under the regqularity assump-
tions g € C*(Ry x Ry; L'(X R+, ), we have the error bound

loc

1
kh h h(3
X lun — ur|lx < Co Juax o 1nf {||un —"|[x + [lyjun — 10" |1%, (45)

+|EW", un)|2} + Coh?,
where Cg > 0 is a constant independent of k, h and

E(vh, Up) = (Auy, o — Up) + ©(Sntt, Unp, vh) — o(Spu, Uy, uy)

| (4.6)
+]0(%‘un;%‘vh — YjUn) — (far " —wn), "€ K™

Proof. First we consider the general case of n > 2. To this end, we take t = ¢,, and

v=ulin (2.2) to get

(Aun,uﬁh Un) + @(Spu un,ukh) O(Spu, Uy, up)

4.7
+j0(7jun;7jun - P)/Jun) > < nau]rih - un>' ( )
On the other hand,
Au,, — Auft w, — 0 = (Au,,u, — + (Aukh gk — ot
( b — ) = WAl )

+ (Aufh, vh — Up).

Combine (2.5))(b) with (4.3)), {.7)—(.3).

mAHun - ukh”X < QO(S U unyukh) (Snua U, un)

+ (S pu™ 20— ity ") — (St 20— gy, ull)
(A 0" — ) — (o, 0" = ) 4 50 (s Yy = Yjun)
+ (e(yupt), v — %‘ kh)x + 50 (pulls 0 — yul)
— (Je2yuy = ), 0" = ) x,
=FE, +E, + Ej + Eq + E(v" u,),
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where

By = oSy puf 20l — bty uy) — (S puf, 20l —ufl s, ufh) (4.10)
+g0(8nu un,quh) O(Sptty Up, uy), '
E,, = o(Sk Lukh ukh | — uFh P — o(SF Lukh 2ult | —ukh, uy,)

4.11
+o(Snu, un,un) — o(Snu, un, V"), (4.11)
E; = jo(wun; ViUt = i) + jo(%‘“ﬁhg Yt =yt
He(ytn), viup" = viun) x; + (Ge(yiun" ), vim = un")x, - (412)
— 70 (Vjn; ’Yjvh — YjUn),
Ea = (Auf, Uh — ) — (Atp, " — u,)
+<j€(7j ) 7]” - '7Jun> <JC(’7jun) Vjufzh - Vjun>Xj (4'13>
—(Je(2ygupt y — Yyupts), 0" = yupt) x; -

Let us bound E,

P17

E

v, Ij and £y in turn.

E, < ay|u, — UthXHun - 2U -1+ un 2||X

(4.14)
+ Bl Snu — SHt |y lun — il x,

Egy < apllun — 0" xllun — 20"y + "5 x
+ BollSnu — Syl ut Iy lfun — "] x.

Use the sub-additive property of generalized directional derivative,

(4.15)

Ej < 30 (v yyun — 7i0") + 30 (pulls o = vull) — acd up — w1
< 50 (jtm; Vit — 50™) 4 50 (Yt Yy — )
+ 70 (s 0" = gun) + 30 (s vy — vunt) — agcllun — w3 (4.16)
< (2c0 + e llyunllx; + exllyiunllx) iun — 70" |x,

< (2e0 + 26165 un | x) [yjun — 20" x5 + 16 llun — w||x[un — 0" x-
Since A is Lipschitz continuous with a Lipschitz constant L4 > 0,

Ea < Lallun —up||xllun — " x + (e(vun — 2701 + v s), vyt — vy x,
+ (Je(2yupt s = Uit s), Ytn — 10") x; + (Ge(yun) 0" = Vi) x;
(4.17)
We have
(Ge(2yyuply = vl s), Yitn — 0" x; + (Ge(yun), 70" = viun) x,
= (Je(=jUn + 29jUn-1 — VjUn-2), Vjln — V") x,
+ (Ge(rtn = vu), vitn — %0") x; = 20e(Yjtn—1 — Yunt ), vt — 0" x,
+ (Je(htn—2 — YUy s), Vit — 70" x;
< acce Z‘HUn - UhHX(”un — 2Up—1 + Up— 2||X + Hun - ukh“X)

+ e |un — " x (2llun-1 — gy lx + fun—s = uz"sx).
(4.18)

17



Together with ([4.9), (4.14)-([.18), for ¢ < ma/3 — a, — a.c;, we obtain
mallu, — u|% < (C’f2|lu||w2m(1;x) +2(ap + acc]) Jun 1 — up ||
+ (ap + acc)) [un—s — upsllx + Bel|Spu — Sy, pu*" |y
Ol = ol ) s = L + R — (1.19)

+ ((O‘w+ac )(2||un 1—u ||X+||Un 2_Un 2||X)
+Bp[ISnu — S U3 ) [|un — 0"
+ Cllyjun — 70" | x, + [ E(@", ).

Apply Lemma [10| and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

= wnllx < CR[lullwzerix) + 20 + ) un—1 — 1y [|x

n—1
+ (g + ) un—s — ups | x + kﬂwHRHHqH D luy = uflx
7=0
o, + a2c? (4.20)
+ Cllup — 0"||x + Ck* + = | — 0" x

+ 2¢|tn-1 — ul || x 4 €llun—2 — ul [l x
+ Cllvjun — 30" || x, + CIE@", uy)]-

For n = 0 and n = 1, a slight modification based on the proof of Theorem [15| and
the above arguments give

C 1 1
luo — ug"[lx < — 3 {llwo — " [lx + l5u0 — 30" |5, + [ E(@" uo)|2}.
“E ] J
(4.21)
C L
Jur —u||x < ————illu - Vlx A+ g =03,
e (4.22)

1 3
+E@", )2 + K ullwee 0} + SkBa [ Bllllal [luo — ug” || x-
Apply Lemma [§ to (4.20) and combine ([4.21)-([.22) to get
1 1
[l — il x < (C{Hun —"lx A+ g — 0" 1%, + E@" ) |2 + B Jullwees )}

Q, + accj +e

2 . kh . kh
o (2fJur = uy™||x + [Juo — ug"[|x)
SkBIIR|llgll

kh kh
— _l’_ —
5 1 on e (o =+ s — o 1))

.(1+ 38l Rl )
)

ma — 3(a, + et + ¢

+

h 3 1
< Gy max ([lun = 0" lx + gn = 0" 3, + 1B@" w2 +52)
(4.23)
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where

586 RIlllll
Cc—C e 2Py t s
6 [ullwzeer.x) - exp {mA — 3(ay, + accjz +e¢) }

Then we have the error bound (4.5)). U

Now we consider the error estimation for numerical solution of the discrete problem

without constraint. We introduce the following assumption on ¢ as in [28], which
allows us to simplify the error bound (4.5)):

p:Y x K x K — R is a function such that
there exists a constant c, > 0 satisfies

QD(:I/,U, Ul) + @(yauﬂ)Z) - 290<y7 u, %) < CsoHUl - UQ”?X
VyeyY, Yu,v,v € K.

THEOREM 24 Keep the assumptions stated in Theorem [23. In addition, let K = X
and the function ¢ satisfy the assumption (4.24). Then the following error bound
holds:

(4.24)

1
_kh . . h U TS 2
o =1 < © (e, nf (lon =241 oo =) 1)
(4.25)

Proof. We start with
(Auy, — Au? u, — uy = (Au, — AuF" u, — 0" 4 (Au, — Auft 0" — 0
= (Au, — AuF" u, — ") + (Au,, 0" — u,) (4.26)
+ (A, Uy — w4 (A k.

n noJ’on

Further, we replace v with 2u,, — v in (3.15]) to get

(Atp, up, — v) + O(Sptt, U, 2u, — V) — @(Spu, Uy, Uy)

4.27
+ 70 (Yjtn; Yittn — Yj0) > (fr,un —v) Vv € X. ( )
Similarly, take v = v" in ([.27)) to get
Ay, u, — oM+ S, Uy, 2u, — o) — Sty Uy, Up,
( )+ o( ) = ( ) (4.28)

+ 70 (Vg vjtn = 0" 2 fy tn — 0").
Combine , 7 , and ,
mal|un — u|% < (Au, — AuF" u, — o) + o(Spu, ug, 20, — ")
+ O(Snth, Up, uF") — 20(Spu, up, uy,)
+ (S pu™ 20—l 0") = (S ™ 20—y, )
+ 70 (Vs vyun = 70") + 50 (s v = )
+ 50 (s " = )+ ey, " = ) x,
= (Je(2rjunty — vjunta),yv" — ),
= B, + E,y + Eyy + Ej + Ea,
(4.29)
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where E,,, E,,, E4 are the same as in (4.10]), (4.11)), (4.13) respectively with their
bounds (4.14), (4.15)), (4.17). In addition,
Epy = o(Snu, Up, 2u, — Uh) + o(Snu, unp, Uh) — 20(Sn, U, Uy, (4.30)
Ej = j0<7jun; YiUn — ’Yjvh) + j0<’7jun; ’Yjuvlzh - ’}/Jun)
0 kh. ok kh . kh kh (4.31)
+ 5 (Vg 50" = Yty ) = (Ge(Vitn = Yjtin )s Vitin — Vil )X, -
The assumption (4.24]) shows that
Epy < Cllun — o[ (432)
Using the sub-additive property again, we obtain
E; < Cllyjun = 750" [1x, + Cllun = | xllun — o"||x. (4.33)

Together (4.29) with (4.30)—(4.33]) and analogy to (4.20)),

1
malfun = upllx < Cfllun = v"[lx + Iy — 30" I%, } + CllSau — Sy pu™ly

+ (ec] 4 ap + &) (un—z — up sl x + 2lfun—1 = wi,[[x).

(4.34)

Similar to the constrained situation, the error bounds for n = 0,1 are

kh c h h(3
luo = ug™llx < g {lJuo — v"|lx + [l75u0 — 10" lI%; }, (4.35)
2 cCj
C 1
lur — ui"x < {llur = o"[|x + [lyjus — 0" 1%,

! — iy — .l ’ M (4.36)

+ k2 Jullwe i)} + Chlluo — g x-

Combining (4.34)—(4.36]), we find the following error bound by an application of
Lemma [§]

1
n —uy |l x < (C{Hun — 0"l x + [lun — 0" 1%, + R ullwese )}
Qg +acc§ +e

(2llur = u"lx + lluo — ug" [l x)
ma

Ck
ma — 3(a, + ac; +¢

CIC n—2
. 1_|_ 5
ma — 3(a, + acc; + €)

h hi|2
< € max (flun —v"llx + Il = 350" 1%, +4°)

¥ (o= -+~ )} a3

Thus, the proof is completed. 0
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5 Numerical computation using fixed-point itera-
tion

Notice that in Problems[I3] 2T]and in the initial steps of Problems[17} 22], the implicit
discretization with respect to the unknown solution component is used. Let us discuss
how to implement these numerical schemes in practice. We use a fixed-point iteration
approach. We first consider the fixed-point iterations for the temporally semi-discrete
schemes.

PROBLEM 25 Let TOL be a given error tolerance. For 1 < n < N, find a sequence
{ay ;} C K from the iterations

<Aun z’ - afl,’b) + (p(sk Luk u]:L 1—17 ) (Sk Luk 'LLZ ji—1 aﬁ,z)
+j°(7ff‘ii;% — i ;) + (et ), 0 — Vit ;) x; (5.1)
<fn; - > + <j0<’7] Uy i— 1) ViU — ﬂyj/&?’i,i>Xj7 Vv e K

|1y,

Uy, i_un i— HX . . ~
||uk—||X1 < TOL; choose uF to be the last iteration aF ;.

In Problem [25] the index i refers to the i-th iterate at time level ¢,. For the

initialization of iteration, we may use the iterative solution from the previous step,

Le., @l =ul_, for n > 1. Now we consider the convergence of the sequence {u ;

generated by . ) to the solution of ([3.28 -
THEOREM 26 Assume (2.3)(2.10). Then the iteration (5.1)) converges linearly with

a convergence rate p = (a, + ozcc?)/mA that 1s independent of the time step-size k.

Proof. Take v = @}, ; in (3.28),

<Au];’;,ﬁf;7i > (Sk LU Uk U ) (Sk LU Uk ufl)

until the relative error

+ (gl i s = yul) = (fon g — ul). (52)
Take v = u* in (5.1)),
<Aﬂﬁﬁi,uﬁ _ﬂﬁz‘> ""P(Sk L“ Um—h ) ©(S Luk U’fzz lvﬁ’ki)
+5° (% m,%u — 75 m) (Ge(yytin, o), Yy, — Vi i) x, (5.3)
> (fur iy = Gh )+ el 1), vl — 5 m>
Combine ((5.2) with (5.3 .,
<Aum,u k) (A, ) < ol =k
+ QcC ”Un - UmHXHUn - an,iq“X‘
By the strong monotonicity of A and , we have the following relation:
malltn =t illx < (0 + 0ecs) luy — i ;1 |l x- (5.5)
Therefore, the stated result is proved. 0

In analogy to the temporally semi-discrete scheme, the iteration algorithm for the
fully discrete scheme can be stated as follows.
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PROBLEM 27 Let TOL be a given error tolerance. For 1 < n < N, find a sequence
{ay"} ¢ K" such that

~kh . h ~kh k kh ~kh h k kh ~kh ~kh
<Aun,i7 v = un,i> + QO(Sn,Lu ) un,ifh v ) - QO(Sn,Lu ) un,ifla un,i)
~kh

+ 70 (s o™ — ) + (el akh), v = i) x, (5.6)
> (fo, 0" — @Y + (Ge(yialt ), 0" — ), Vo e KN

”ﬁﬁhi_ﬁﬁ{lifﬂ‘X

until the relative error —
”umi”X

< TOL; choose ut" to be the last iteration ﬂflhz

The sequence {uy"} can be similarly proved to converge to the solution of (4.2).

THEOREM 28 Keep the assumptions in Theorem . Then the iteration (5.6)) con-
verges linearly with a convergence rate p = (o, +acc§)/mA that is independent of the
time step k and the mesh parameter h.

So far we have proposed three types of schemes and the corresponding numerical
treatments to solve Problem [I} Note that the difference of the schemes lies in the way
the temporal discretization is done. We list the schemes and summarize their main
properties in Table [I}, where CO stands for convergence order.

Table 1: Comparison of the three temporally semi-discrete schemes
semi-discrete problem | numerical method CcO constraint
Problem |4 - convex optimization | first-order my > a, + acc§

- convex optimization

Problem (13 - fixed-point iteration | second-order | ma > o, + ogc?
(each step)

- convex optimization

- extrapolation

- fixed-point iteration
(initial step)

Problem |17 second-order | my4/3 > o, + ozcc?

We use the result of previous step to approximate the current step in Problem
which is easy to implement while with low accuracy. For Problem [17], the approx-
imation for current step is performed with an extrapolation, thus an initial step is
introduced and we employ a fixed-point iteration to solve it numerically. As a result,
we obtain a second-order accuracy with stronger small condition constraint. Inspired
by this fixed-point iterative procedure, we propose a new scheme in Problem [I3] in
which a fixed-point iteration is used to approximate this scheme for each step.

6 Application to a contact problem

In this section we apply the abstract numerical analysis results in the previous sections
to a particular history-dependent variational-hemivariational inequality. A viscoelas-
tic frictionless contact model studied in [26] will be considered. For details on the
model, we refer the reader to [20] 2§].
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PROBLEM 29 Find a displacement u: Q x R, — R? and a stress field o : Q x Ry —
S¢ such that for all t € R,

o(t) = Ae(u(t)) + p(e(u(t)) = Puscwye(u(t)))

1
—i—fOtB(t — s)e(u(s))ds in Q, (6.1)
Div & (t) + fo(t) =0 in Q, (6.2)
u(t)=0 on Iy, (6.3)
o(t)v = fa(t) on Iy, (6.4)

u(t) < g, 0u(t) + & (1) <0,
(00 (t) + & (1)) (un(t) —g) =0, on Ty, (6.5)

&(t) € 9ju(u (1))

o-(t)=0 on I;. (6.6)
As is standard in the literature in the area of the paper, we denote by S¢ the
space of second order symmetric tensors on RY, w = (w;), v = (1), 0 = (o)),
e(u) = (Vu+(Vu)T)/2 the displacement field, outward unit normal on the boundary,
stress tensor and linearized strain tensor, respectively. In addition, v, := v - v and

v, := v — v, stand for the normal and tangential components of a vector field v,
0, := (ov)-v and o, := ov — 0,V represent the normal and tangential components
of the stress field o, respectively. In equation Phy(x()) denotes the projection on
the Von Mises convex, A and B are the elastic and relaxation tensors, and p is a
constant. In this model, time-dependent surface tractions of density f, and volume
forces of density f, are considered. On I's, the penetration is restricted by a non-
negative function g and the potential function is denoted as j,. The function spaces
V and H are

V={v=(v) € H (R |v=0ae onI},
H={r = (1)) € LX(G8) | 7y = 75, 1 <d,j < d}.

The inner products in the Hilbert spaces H and V are

(.7 = / o (@) (@)dz,  (u, )y = (e(u), e(u))x

and the associated norm are denoted by || - || and || - |i-. The space of fourth order
tensor fields Q4 is given by

Qo =1{E = (Eiji) | Eijia = Ejirn = Erij € L>(Q), 1 <d, g,k 1 < d}.

We now list the assumptions on the problem data, following [26, 28]. The elas-
ticity tensor A : Q x S — S? is symmetric and positive. The relaxation tensor
B € C(R;; Q) and the bound x : R — R, is Lipschitz continuous. The poten-
tial function j, : I's x R — R is measurable with respect to the first argument
on I's for all » € R and is locally Lipschitz with respect to the second argument
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on R for a.e. ® € T3; j,(-,€(-)) belongs to L'(T'3) for some ¢ € L*(T3). Besides,
|07, (x,7)| < ¢+ ¢ |r| for a.e. @ € I's, for all r € R with ¢, ¢ > 0. In addition, there
exists @, > 0 such that for a.e. & € I's,

jg(mvrl;ﬁ—7“1)+j2($‘,7“2;7’1—7“2) Sau|7“1—7’2|2 Vri,ry € R.

For the body force and surface traction, we assume fy € C(R,; L*(Q;R9)) and f, €
C(Ry; L3 (Ty;RY)). Let U = {v € V | v, < g a.e. on ['3} be the set of admissible
displacements. Define the function f : R, — V* by

(F(t), v)vexv = (fo(t),v)r2(ra) + (f2(8), V) r2rymey YV EV, VEER,.
Then the weak formulation of Problem [29| can be described as following.

PrROBLEM 30 Find a displacement uw : Ry — U such that the following inequality
holds:

(Ae(u(t)),e(v) —e(u(t)))n + ple(u(lt)), e(v) — e(u(t)))n
— 1(Par(rcy€(u(t)), e(v) — e(u(t)))x

+ /0B(t—s)e(u(s))ds,s(v)—e(u(t))) (6.7)

H
+/F jg(uu(t);vu - u,,(t))dF > <f(t), v — ’U;(t»v*xv Yovce U, t e R+.

To apply the abstract results from the previous sections to the study of this
contact problem, some definitions are needed. We let ; : V' — L?*(T'3) be the trace
operator defined by ;v = v, for v € V. In addition, we define the following operators
([26, 28]):

(Au, v)vexy = (Ae(u),e(v))u + ple(u),e(v))n Yu,v eV, (6.8)

lylly = Ir[+ 10l Yy=(r6)eY =RxH, (6.9)

(Y, u,v) = —p(Prrs(ry€(w), €(v))n + (6,€(v))x (6.10)
Vy=(r,0) €Y, Vu,veV.

(Je(vju), %) L2(rg) = (V5w V) 12(ry) VU, v € V. (6.11)

J(yv) :/F Ju(v,)dl' Yo e V. (6.12)

(Su)(t) = (/0 He(u(s))HHds,/o B(t—s)s(u(s))ds> Yu e CR,: V). (6.13)

Note that for j. defined in , the constants . and ¢ in (3.6)) are equal: a, = «;.

The unique solvability of Problem [30| has been verified in [26]. Here we consider
fully discrete methods for solving Problem Assume the domain €) is polygo-
nal/polyhedral with a regular family of partitions {7"}. The linear element space
is constructed as follows:

Vi ={v" e ()| v"|7 € PL(T) for T € T",v" =0 on T';},
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with P; being the space of polynomials of degree no greater than one. Define U" =
{vh € V" | v" < g at node points on I's}. Assume g is concave; then U" C U. Thus
the approximation is internal and the numerical methods for Problem |30] are defined
as follows:

PROBLEM 31 Find a discrete displacement u* := {uf"}_, C U such that

(Ae(w), e(v") — e(uy"))u + ﬂ(E(Uﬁh% e(v") —e(u"))u
- #(PM(,{(Z@” 1) ( )’5 'Uh) ( ))

]{? n—1
+(223(t —to)e(uy") + kY Bt —t;)e(u)
=1
y ’ (6.14)
5Bt~ taelul), (o) ~ elal))
H

h h kh
+/ jv( nwvy_u )dr+a]( nwvu_unu>L2(F3)
I's
kh h kh h kh h h
> aj(Upy Uy = Upo )2y + (Fr, 0" — wy Yvexy V' €U,
where

C(tnr) = —IIE ||H+k2||€ IIH+—||€( )l

PROBLEM 32 Find a discrete displacement u* := {uf"}N_ - C UM such that

(Ae(u"), e(v") — e(uy"))w + nle(uy"), e(v") — e(u;"))n
- N(PM(H(E(tn,I)))E(Uﬁh)v e(v") — e(u)u

+ <§B(tn —to)e(ug") + k jZ_; Bltn — tj)e (") (6.15)

N gB(tn —tp1)e(u™ ) (V) — E(uﬁh)>ﬂ

_'_/ ]v( ﬁherz}/L - ukh )dF > <fn7vh - uﬁh>V*><V \V/’Uh - Uh.
s
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PROBLEM 33 Find a discrete displacement u* := {uf"}N_ - C UM such that

n Jn=0
(Ae(uy"),e(v") — e(uw)u + ple(w), e(v") — e(u"))u
- M(PM(H(Z(tn—l)))e(Quf‘l}il —uyy), e(v") — e(u)))n

- (gB(tn —to)e(ut™) + kZB(zﬁn —t;)e(ul™)

N gB(tn —to)e(uf ), e(v") — s(UZh))H

0/, kh . h kh kh h kh
+ / Jv (un,w v, — un,y)dr + Qj (un,w vy — un,l/)L2(F3)
I's

> aj(Quﬁ}il,u - uﬁfilw ULL - ufﬁ/)LQ(Fs) + < n vh - ’u’ﬁh>v*><v v,vh S Uh7n > 27
(6.16)
and forn =1,
(Ae(uy"), e(v") — e(wi™)u + p(e(w"), e(v") — e(u)"))x
- /’L<PM(N(Z(t1)))€(u’1€h)? e(v") — e(ui"))n

+ (kB(tl —to)e(ukM), e(v) — s(u’fh)) (6.17)
H

b [ Bl = D > (f 0 ey VU
T's

The numerical scheme for n = 0 is similar to (6.17) except that the approximation
for the history-dependent term is omitted.
Using arguments similar to that found in [28)], we can show that under the following

solution regularity: w € W22 (Ry; V), o € C(R,; H(Q;S%), u € C(R,; H*(Q; RY)),
and u, € C(R,; H*T3)), the following optimal order error bounds hold:

max [lu, —u[lv < C(h+ k"), (6.18)

0<n<N

where 7 = 1 for Problem 31 and 1 = 2 for Problem [32] [33]

7 Numerical Results

In this section, we present some numerical results for the three fully discrete schemes
stated in Problem [BIH33] The same physical setting as depicted in Figure [I] is em-
ployed.

Let © = (0,L;) x (0, Ly) be a rectangle with boundary I" which is divided into
four parts

Fl = {0} X (O,Lz), FQ = {Ll} X (0, Lg) U [0, Ll] X {LQ}, Fg = [0, Ll] X {0}

For a given S > 0, the function j, is defined as
(4
(&) = S/ pi(s)ds (7.19)
0
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Y l

%> Q deformable body
%> I, contact interface
i 9 layer of asperities
rigid obstacle

Figure 1: Initial configuration of the contact problem.

with
0 s <0,
c1S 0<s< sy,
() = (7.20)
c151 + ca(s — 1) $1 < 5 < 89,
182 + c2(89 — $1) + c3(s — $9) 5> 9,

where sy, so, ¢1, co and c3 are constants. The elasticity tensor A satisfies

Ex
1 — kK2

(Ag)y = (11 + €22)di5 + Eijs (7.21)

1+k

with 1 <4,7 < 2. E is the Young modulus, s the Poisson ratio of the material and
d;; denotes the Kronecker symbol. For the volume and surface forcing, we set

fo = (0,—0.1sin(t)) N/m? (7.22)
_J(0,0) N/m on {L1} x (0, Ls),
F2= { (0, —0.2sin(t) sin(rx/2)) N/m on [0, Li] x {L,}. (7.23)

We test the convergence behavior for the three numerical schemes. The projection
on the Von Mises convex is not considered in the convergence tests; thus we let =0
in Problem 33l Values of the other parameters are

Li=2m, Ly =1m, E =2N/m? k=0.3,
a; =05, g=0.15m, S=1N, B(t)=e¢", T =0.5,
S1 = 0]_, So = 015, C1 = 0]_, Co = —01, C3 = 0.4.

The uniform rectangular finite element partitions are introduced to numerically
solve the above problem. The numerical solution with h = k& = 1/256 is used as the
“reference” solution in computing numerical solution errors, and the temporal and
spatial convergence orders in the H' norm will be shown.

Example 1 (First order Scheme) In Tables [2] and [3| we present the temporal
and spatial convergence orders of first-order scheme respectively, and the first-order
accuracy in both time and space are shown.
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h k| lu(-,T) —ukM, | order
1/256 | 1/4 | 9.82316e-3 -
1/256 | 1/8 | 2.39681e-3 | 2.0351
1/256 | 1/12| 1.20335e-3 | 1.5215
1/256 | 1/16 9.51587e-4 1.0667
1/256 | 1/32 | 4.49031ed | 1.0835
1/256 | 1/64 1.93357e-4 1.2155

Table 2: Convergence orders with spatial step-size fixed for first-order scheme.

h k |lu(-, T) —uit||y | order
1/8 | 1/256 1.81905e-2 -
1/16 | 1/256 1.01388e-2 0.8433
1/32 | 1/256 5.51935e-3 0.8773
1/64 | 1/256 |  2.92633¢-3 | 0.0154

Table 3: Convergence orders with temporal step-size fixed for first-order scheme.

Example 2 (Second order scheme by fixed-point iteration) In Tables 4 and
[, we present the temporal and spatial convergence orders of second-order fixed-point
iteration scheme, respectively, and the second-order accuracy in time, first-order in
space are shown.

In addition, we compute the H; errors for different mesh grid sizes. Two refinement
paths are taken to be k2 = h and k = h. The results are displayed in Table[6and the
first-order accuracy is shown for both the two refinement paths in Figure [2] which
indicates the second-order convergence order in time.

h k| |lu(-,T) —ukt, | order
1/256 | 1/4 2.30136e-3 -
1/256 | 1/8 6.06211e-4 1.9246
1/256 | 1/12 2.75085e-4 1.9487
1/256 | 1/16 | 1.54881e-4 | 1.9967
1/256 | 1/32 | 4.163%4e5 | 1.8952

Table 4: Convergence orders with spatial step-size fixed for second-order scheme by
fixed-point iteration.

Example 3 (Second order scheme with extrapolation) In Tables [7| and ,
we present the temporal and spatial convergence orders of second-order scheme with
extrapolation, respectively, and the second-order accuracy in time, first-order in space
are shown.

In addition, we compute the H; errors for different mesh grid sizes. Two refinement
paths are taken to be k> = h and k = h. The results are displayed in Table @ and
the first-order accuracy is shown for both the two refinement paths in figure |3 which
indicates the second-order convergence order in time.

In Figure [4] the normal displacement on the boundary I's at time 7' = 0.5 for the
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h k |lu(-,T) —ukt||y | order
1/8 | 1/256 | 1.81822e-2 -
1/16 | 1/256 1.01334e-2 0.8434
1/32 | 1/256 5.51570e-3 0.8775
1/64 | 1/256 | 2.92309¢-3 | 0.9156

Table 5: Convergence order of the errors with temporal step-size fixed for second-order
scheme by fixed-point iteration.

S u(-, T) —ukh difference between
mesh grid size kQHI(h ) :L\lh Srence betwe
h=1/16 1.03714e-2 1.01335e-2 2.38e-4
h=1/36 4.66049e-3 4.55114e-3 1.09e-4
h=1/64 2.98351e-3  2.92393e-3 5.96e-5
h =1/100 1.44761e-3  1.39882e-3 4.88e-5
h=1/144 8.58858e-4  8.17035¢e-4 4.18e-5
h =1/196 4.00877e-4 3.49632e-4 5.12e-5

Table 6: Comparison of the H; errors in the refinement path k? = h and k = h for
second-order scheme by fixed-point iteration.

Error vs Mesh grid size for second-order scheme by fixed point
T

10t
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&

10

1072 10t
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Figure 2: The loglog plot of Hy errors with h =1/16, 1/36, 1/64, 1/100, 1/144, 1/196

for second-order fixed-point scheme.
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h k| lu(-,T) —uft|, | order
1/256 | 1/4 | 1.02222e-2 -
1/256 | 1/8 1.15624e-3 3.1442
1/256 | 1/12| 3.53015e-4 | 2.9261
1/256 | 1/16 2.41930e-4 1.3135
1/256 | 1/32 5.74370e-5 2.0745

Table 7: Convergence orders with spatial step-size fixed for second-order scheme with
extrapolation.

h k |lu(-, T) — ukh]|; | order
1/8 | 1/256 1.81823e-2 -
1/16 | 1/256 1.01335e-2 0.8434
1/32 | 1/256 | 5.51576e-3 | 0.8775
1/64 | 1/256 | 2.92403-3 | 0.9156

Table 8: Convergence orders with temporal step-size fixed for second-order scheme

with extrapolation.

Sy u(-,T) — ukl difference between
mesh grid size kQHZ(h ) 2/|:|1h rence betwe
h=1/16 1.42988e-2  1.01343e-2 4.16e-3
h=1/36 6.89462e-3 4.55108e-3 2.34e-3
h=1/64 3.13943e-3  2.92396e-3 2.15e-4
h =1/100 1.49765e-3  1.39884e-3 9.88e-5
h=1/144  8.90577e-4 8.17048e-4 7.35e-5
h=1/196  3.93167e-4 3.49639e-4 4.35e-5

Table 9: Comparison of the H; errors in the refinement path k> = h and k = h for

second-order scheme with extrapolation.
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Error vs Mesh grid size for second-order scheme with extrapolation
T
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Figure 3: The plot of H; errors with h =1/16, 1/36, 1/64, 1/100, 1/144, 1/196 for
second-order scheme with extrapolation.

three numerical schemes is shown, from which we can see, the maximum penetration
is reached as the forcing increased.

Figure 4: Normal displacement on I's at time 7" = 0.5 of three numerical schemes.
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