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Abstract

This article develops duality principles applicable to the Ginzburg-Landau system in su-
perconductivity. The main results are obtained through standard tools of convex analysis,
functional analysis, calculus of variations and duality theory. In the second section, we present
the general result for the case including a magnetic field and the respective magnetic potential
in a local extremal context. Finally, in the last section we develop some global existence results
for a model in elasticity.

1 Introduction

In this work we present a theorem which represents a duality principle suitable for a large
class of non-convex variational problems.

At this point we refer to the exceptionally important article ”A contribution to contact
problems for a class of solids and structures” by W.R. Bielski and J.J. Telega, [4], published
in 1985, as the first one to successfully apply and generalize the convex analysis approach to a
model in non-convex and non-linear mechanics.

The present work is, in some sense, a kind of extension of this previous work [4] combined
with a D.C. approach presented in [I0] and others such as [3], which greatly influenced and
inspired my work and recent book [6].

First, we recall that about the year 1950 Ginzburg and Landau introduced a theory to model
the super-conducting behavior of some types of materials below a critical temperature 1., which
depends on the material in question. They postulated the free density energy may be written
close to T, as

h T T
F() = () + g [ (Vo e+ S [ joitar— 22 [ 1o a,
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where ¢ is a complex parameter, F,,(T) and Fy(T') are the normal and super-conducting free
energy densities, respectively (see [2] for details). Here ) C R3 denotes the super-conducting
sample with a boundary denoted by 9 = I'. The complex function ¢ € W12(Q; C) is intended
to minimize Fy(T') for a fixed temperature 7.
Denoting a(T) and S(T) simply by a and f3, the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equations
are given by:
AV + alg’¢ — B =0, inQ
0 (1)
n =0, on 0f).

This last system of equations is well known as the Ginzburg-Landau (G-L) one. In the physics
literature is also well known the G-L energy in which a magnetic potential here denoted by A
is included. The functional in question is given by:

2
J(¢, = —/ | curl A — B0|2dx+—/‘ -~

S star— B [ a2
5 [ttt ao=5 [ 1o do &)

Considering its minimization on the space U, where

d:z:

U=W5"2Q;C) x WhH(R3;R?),
through the physics notation the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equations are:

b (—ihV — 2A)° ¢ + o|p2¢ — B =0, in Q

(ihVe + 2A¢) -n=0, on 99,
and _
curl (curl A) = curl B+ #2J, in Q
_ (4)
curl (curl A) = curl By, in R3\ Q,
where h )
~ e 2e
J == (6"Vo— ¢Ve") — —[o]*A.
me
and

By € L*(R%R3)

is a known applied magnetic field.
At this point, we emphasize to denote generically

(g,h)r2 = /QRe[g]Re[h] dm—/glm[g][m[h] dz,

Vh,g € L?(Q;C), where Re[a], Im|[a] denote the real and imaginary parts of a, Va € C, respec-
tively.
Moreover, existence of a global solution for a similar problem has been proved in [7].
Finally, for the subsequent theoretical results we assume a simplified atomic units context.



Remark 1.1. At this point of our analysis and on, we consider a finite dimensional model
version in a finite differences or finite elements context, even though the spaces and operators
have not been relabeled. So, also in such a context, the expression

*)2
/ (:)1) df]:,

()" (205 — K 1a)™'of

indeed means

where 14 denotes the identity matriz n X n and
200 — K 1
denotes the diagonal matrix with the vector
{20 (i) — K}nxa

as diagonal, for some appropriate n € N defined in the discretization process.

2 A brief initial description of our proposal

Let Q C R3 be an open, bounded and connected set with a regular boundary denoted by
o). Let U = Wol’z(Q) and let J : U — R be a functional defined by

J(u) = Gi(u) + Fi(u) = (u, f) 2,

where
_ 7
Gi(u) = —/ Vu-Vudz,
2 Ja
and
o'
Fiw) =5 [ (= B)
Q

where a, 3 and v are positive real constants and f € L?(€2).
Observe that there exists 7 € R such that

n = inf J(u) = J(uo),
for some ug € U. (We recall that the existence of a global minimizer may be proven by the direct
method of the calculus of variations).

In our approach, we combine the ideas of J.J. Telega [3, 4] generalizing the approach in
Ekeland and Temam [8] for establishing the dual functionals through the Legendre transform
definition, with a D.C. approach for non-convex optimization developed by J.F. Toland, [10].

At this point we would define the functionals F': U — R and G : U — R, where

K
F(u):%/QVu-Vuda:—FE/Quzdx,



and

Gluw) = =5 [ @ =g+ oot G [ 0@ dot (e
so that
Ju) = F(u)— G(u,0)
— %/QVu-Vuda:—F%/Q(zf—ﬁf dx — (u, )z, (5)

where such a functional, for a large K > 0, is represented as a difference of two convex functionals
in a large domain region proportional to K > 0.
The second step is to define the corresponding dual functionals F™*, G*, where

Fr(vr) = sup{(u,v1)p2 — F(u)}
uclU
_ 1 (v)”
and
Gt g) = sup inf {{u, 0} — (0,000 — Glu,v)}
uel veL?
— sup inf {(w )2 — (0, 1)ze + 5 [ (= B+ o) da
uGUUEL 2 QO
K
—— [ w?dr—(u, )2}
2 Jo
2 * @ 2
= sup inf {(u V)2 — (w—u +B,UO>L2+—/w dx
uelU weL 2 Q
K
—— [ w*dr—(u, )2}
2 Jo
— sup inf {(u,0)se — (wvp)re + 5 [ 0P do— (0%
uelU weL 2 Q

Ry Fras
—ﬁ/ vy dx}
_ (Ul f)2 1 / *\ 2
= — /72,00 K dLU—% Q('Uo) dﬂf
—ﬁ/ v da, (7)
if —2vf + K > 0in Q.
Defining

E = {v} € C(Q) such that — 2v} + K > K/2, in Q},
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where K > 0 is such that . 1

> -
a K’
it may be proven that for K > 0 sufficiently large,

inf sup {F*(v]) — G*(v],v5)} > inf J(u).
vjeL? veEE uelU

Equality concerning this last result may be obtained in a local extremal context and, under
appropriate optimality conditions to be specified, also for global optimization.

At this point we highlight the maximization in v§ with the restriction vj; € E does not
demand a Lagrange multiplier, since for the value of K > 0 specified the restriction is not
active.

We emphasize this approach is original and substantially different from all those, of other
authors, so far known.

Finally, for a more general model, in the next section we formally prove that a critical point
for the primal formulation necessarily corresponds to a critical point of the dual formulation.
The reciprocal may be also proven.

3 The duality principle for a local extremal context

In this section we state and prove the concerning duality principle. We recall the existence
of a global minimizer for the related functional has been proven in [7]. At this point it is also
worth mentioning an extensive study on duality theory and applications for such and similar
models is developed in [6].

Theorem 3.1. Let Q,Q; C R3 be open, bounded and connected sets with reqular (Lipschtzian)
boundaries denoted by 0N and { 0 respectively.
Assume €y is convex and Q) C Qq. Consider the functional J : U — R where

Y .
T6.8) = 7 [ Vo= ipAdk da
@ 2 372 du+ | curl A — By|f?
+5 [ (o7 = B)" do + || cur ollo. (8)
2 0 8
where a, 8,7y, p are positive real constants, i is the imaginary unit and

U =U; x Uy,

Uy =CH;C), Uy =CHQp;RY),

both with the norm || - ||1,00-
Moreover,
¢p:0—C
1s the order parameter,
A:Q - R

is the magnetic potential and Bo € C1(Q1,R3) is an external magnetic field.



Defining,
By ={AcCYO:R? : divA=0inQ;, A-n=0, ond},

where n denotes the outward normal to 9, suppose (¢o, Ag) € C1(Q; C) x By is such that

0J (b0, Ap) = 0.

and
2J(¢o, Ag) >0

Denoting also generically
(V —ipA)"(V —ipA) = [V —ipA|?,
define F: U — R by
. K
Fo.8) =3 [ Vo —ipho? dat 5 [ o da,
Q Q

G:UxC(Q)—R by

1 K
G(p,A,v) = _% /Q(W? _ 5—1—1))2 dr — g” curl A — B()HaQl + ) /Q ‘¢’2 dx,
F*(vi,A) = sup{(¢,v])r2 — F(¢,A)}
pels

2
2 Jo (7|V —ipAl2 + K)

G* (v}, v5, A) = sup ,dnf (D)2 = (v, v6)12 — G0, A v))

_ 1 (’01)2
- T3 / 205 — K dx
(vo dx — ﬁ/ vy dx

— lA—-B

2a

if
—2v5 + K >0 in Q,
and
T (v}, 05, A) = —F*(vf,A) + G*(vf,v5, A)
1 *\2
— __/ (vl) dflf
2 Jo (7|V —ipAP? + K)
1 (v})?
_5/2v5 @

2a Q(vo daz—ﬂ/vo dx

+8_7TH curl A — BOHO,Ql’

6

9)

(12)



Furthermore, define

5 = allgol* — B),

0] = (205 — K)¢o,

and

E={v;eC) : —2v5+ K > K/2, in Q}.
Under such hypotheses and assuming also
Uy € E,
we have
0J* (07,05, Ao) = 0.
J(¢07 AO) = J*(@T7 @87 AO)

Moreover, defining
Jf(’UT, A) = Sup J*(UT7 UE’;’ A)7

vyEE
for K > 0 such that
4
> -
K

QIr

and sufficiently large, we have
0J7 (07, Ap) =0,
52 JF (07, Ag) > 0

so that there exist r,r1 > 0 such that

J(¢o, A = min J(p, A
(90, Ao) UNY: . PR

= inf J¥(vr A
(v;,}x%eBrl 1(v1; Ao)

= Ji(01,A0)

= inf sup J* (v, v5, A)
(vaA)EBrl(ﬁlvAO){v{;eE b
= J*(01, 70, Ao).
Proof. We start by proving that
0J* (07,75, A) = 0.
Observe that from

9J (0, Ao) _ 0
0 ’
and
0J(¢o, Ag) 0
0A Y

}

(13)



we have

YV = ipAg|* ¢o + 2a(|do|> — B)po =0, in Q
(14)
(Voo —ipAodp) -n =0, on 0f),
and _
curl (curl Ag) = curl By +4nJy, in 2
(15)
curl (curl Ag) = curl By, in Q1 \ Q,
where .
J = =2iyIm[(¢5V éo)] — p*|d0|* Ao.
Observe also that
orGLoA) | GDP G
ovg (205 — K)?  «
2 Ug
= —_ — — == 1
tof2 — 2 — 5 (16)
Summarizing, we have got
9J* (07,05, Aog) 0
ovg
Moreover, from the first line in equation (I4l), we obtain
Y|V —ipAo|? g0 + Ko + 20| do|* — B)do — K = 0, in ©,
so that
by = (205 — K)o
= 2a(|¢ol* — B)¢o — Ko
= 7|V —ipAo|* ¢ — Keo. (17)
Hence,
N GO o
¢0 - 25 - . 2 )
oy — K YV —ipAg|? + K
and thus,
aJ* (’[)i @87 AO) - _ ({)T) _ @T
vt 205 — K 4|V —ipAg)?+ K
- —¢0 + (b() = 07 (18)
Also, denoting
DIV — ipAd?] [1 (7)° 1
H, = - — 1 1 Ap) — 1B
! dA 2NV —ipAg)P + K)2| dn {eurl (curl Ao) — curl Bo}
_ IV —ipAol’] [lgol® 1
= TA 5 + ym {curl (curl Ay) — curl By}
1 -
= {curl (curl Ag) — curl Bo} — Jo, (19)
T
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and )
Hy = yym {curl (curl Ay) — curl By},
0

we get
oJ* (@Tv {)57 AO) _ Hy in 2, (20)
0A T Hy, inQ1\Q.
Summarizing,
0J* (07,05, Ao) 0
0A -
Such last results may be denoted by
0J* (07,75, Ap) = 0.
Recall now that
Ji (v, A) = sup J*(v],v5, A).
vy ER
Thus,
OJ{ (07, Ao) _ 0J* (07,05, Ao)
ovy ovy
OJ* (07,05, Ag) 00
L a——
ovg ov]
= 0. (21)
and Ll et 3 k (Ak ANk
aJl (UI,A.O) _ 8J (’Ul,vo,AO) _ 0
0A 0A ’
so that we may denote
5.1 (57, Ag) = 0.
Furthermore, we may easily compute,
J*(81,85,A0) = —F*(i1) + G*(#1, 85, Ao)
= —(¢o,07) 12 + F(d0, Ag) + (b0, 07) 2 — (0,95) L2 — G(do, Ao)
= J(¢o,Ao). (22)

Observe that, in particular, we have
Ji (01, Ag) = J*(07, 05, Ao),
where the concerning supremum is attained through the equation

aJ* (@Tv {)67 AO)

=0
g ’



that is
~x) 2 D
( ) 0 B

0} iy
(20 — K)? «
i
= -8 g0 23)

Taking the variation in v} in such an equation, we get
4(07)2 o0y 100 _0
(205 — K)3 0v;  advi

20"
255 ~ K)?

2¢0

so that
00y u-K)
vt o 4l¢o|?

where, as previously indicated,
0
1

At this point we observe that

O2J* (0%, 0%, Ag) OO
Ovi0vg ovy
B 1 1
T AV —ipAP+ K 20 - K
4aol?
@5 —K)?

olgol?
=4

=205 — 4apo|* + K — 4|V —ipAo|> — K
(K +9|V —ipAq[*)(207 + 4alo|* — K)
_ —03 47 (¢0, Ag)
(K +9[V —ipAgf?)(20F + dalol? — K)

+

>

Summarizing,
2 Tk (%
O(vy)?

For K > 0 sufficiently big we may easily obtain

O2T* (1%, Ag)
—aap >0
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and ST (0 Ay)
* UIv 0
— ' 1/K
Ovi0A O(1/K),
so that
§2T* (0%, Ag) > 0.

From these last results, there exists 7,71 > 0 such that

J (P, A = min J(p, A
(@0 80) =, a0
= inf J* (v, A)
(vi‘ ,A)EBrl (f)l ,Ao)
= J(01, Ao)
= inf sup J* (v}, v5, A
(v}, A)EBr) (01,A0) {USEE (v, 5 )}
The proof is complete. O

4 A second duality principle

In this section we present another duality principle, which is summarized by the next theo-
rem.

Theorem 4.1. Let Q C R? be an open, bounded and connected set with a regular (Lipschitzian)
boundary denoted by OS).
Let J : U — R be a functional defined by

J(u) = G(Au) — F(Au) — (u, Yy, Yu € U,

where

U=W%Q), feL’Q),Y =Y* =L

A:U =Y, is a bounded linear operator which the respective adjoint is denoted by A* : Y* — U*.
Suppose also (GoA) : U — R and (FoA): U — R are Fréchet differentiable functionals on
U and such that J is bounded below.
Define G : Y* =R and Fz : Y* = R by

Gie(w") = sup { (0,07} — 6(0) = G (00}

K

Fiele') = sup { (022 = Flo) = 5 (oo}
veY] 2

Assume (0%, 2%, ug) € Y* x Y* x U is such that

ST (9%, 2% ug) = 0,

11



where J* : Y* x Y* x U — R is defined by

J*(v*, 25 u) = G (v") + Fr(2°) + (u, A"v* — A*2* — f)u.
Suppose also 62J(ug) > 0 and K > 0 is sufficiently big so that
G*[;(A’LLO) = GK(AU()),
and
Fi(Aug) = Fr (Aug).

Denote also
At ={ueU : uuy >0, ae. inQ},

BT ={ucU : §%J(u) > 0},
where we assume, there exists a linear function (in |u|) H such that

62T (u) > 0 if, and only if, H(|u|) > 0.

Moreover, defining the set
E=A"NBT,

we have that E is conver,
5J(u0) =0,

so that

J(up) = iggj(u)

= inf ¢ inf J*(v*, 2"
égE{z*ng* {USEE (v, 2 ’u)}}

- { o Lo}
— T, 2%, ). (26)

Proof. Observe that

J*(v*, 2% u) —Gr (V") + Fre(2%) + (u, A*v" — A1z — fiu
K

—(Au,v")y + G(Au) + E(Au,Au>y

FFR(2°) + (u, A0 — A*2" — fiu

GAu) + 5 (N Ay — (Aot =)+ Fie() — (w f) e, (20)

IN

Yue U, vt €Y*, 2* € Y™

12



From this, we obtain

inf { sup J*(v*,z*,u)}

Z*eY" L yrey+

IN

ng}f; {G(Au) + %(Au,Auhf — (Au, 2%)y + F(2%) — (u, f>U}

= G(Au) + g(Au,AwY

K
—F(Au) — ?<Au,Au>y
_<u7 f>U
= J(u).
Hence, we may infer that
inf < inf J*(v*, 2"
g {0
< inf J(u).

uel

On the other hand, from 6J*(0*, 2*,ug) = 0, we have

0G5 (0%)
ov*
so that from the Legendre transform properties, we obtain
. 8G K(A’LL(])
N ov

—AUQ :O,

~

and
G*K(’f)*) = <AUQ,@*>y* - GK(AUO)
Similarly, from the variation in 2*, we get
OF (")
oz*
so that from the Legendre transform properties, we obtain
o 8F K (AUO)
N v

—AUO = 0,

%

and
F;;'(é*) == <A’LL(], 2*>y* - FK(A’LL(])
From the variation in u, we have
A" — A*ZF — f=0.
Joining the pieces, we have got
JH0", 2% ug) = —GE(07) + Fe(27)

= —(Au(),’[)*>y + GK(AUO) — FK(A’LLQ) + <A’LL0, 2*>y
= G(Aug) — F(Auo) — (uo, flu

13
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Moreover, from

A" — AN — f =0,
we also have

so that
5J(UO) =0.

Finally, observe that if uy,us € AT N BT = E and \ € [0, 1], then
H(Jui|) > 0,

H(|uz|) >0

and also since
sign w1 = sign w9, in €,

we get
Aup + (1 — Nuz| = AMug| + (1 — ) |usg|,

so that, from the hypotheses on H,

AH ([ur]) + (1 = M) H (Juz|) = H([Adu1 + (1 = Mug|) > 0

and thus,
62T (Auy + (1 — Nug) > 0.

From this, we may infer that E is convex.
Moreover, since J is convex in F, and

(5J(U()) = U,
from (29) and (B0]), we have that

J(uo) = inf J(u)

= inf ¢ inf J*(v*, 2"
égE{z*ng* {USEB (v, 2 ’u)}}

= inf { sup { inf J*(v*,z*,u)}}
uekl v*EY * z*reYy*

= J(0%, 5 up).

The proof is complete.

14
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5 A third duality principle

Our third duality principle is summarized by the next theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Let Q C R3 be an open, bounded and connected set with a regular (Lipschitzian)
boundary denoted by 0S2. Consider the functional J : U — R be defined by

J(u):%/QVu-Vuda:—F%/Q(uz—ﬁ)z dx — (u, f) 2,

where a, B,y are positive real constants, U = Wol’z(Q), f € L?(Q). Here we assume
—V? -203 <0

in an appropriate matriz sense considering, as above indicated, a finite dimensional not relabeled
model approximation, in a finite differences or finite elements context.
Define F : U — R and G : U — R, where

K
F(u):%/QVu-Vudw—FE/Qzﬂdx,

and
K
G(u,v) = —g/(u2 — B+ v)% da + —/ u? dx + (u, )2
2 Ja 2 Ja
so that
J(u) = F(u) — G(u,0)
Define also,
Fr(v) = sup{(u,v1)r2 — F(u)}
uelU
_ 1 (v})?
_ 2/QK_W2 do (32)
and
G (wf,e5) = sup inf {(u,v])pe — (0,08 12 — Glu,v)}
uel veL?
B O NGy D L/ 2
- 2/Q =k 7 3 () da
6 [ vj o (33)
Q

if =205 + K >0 in Q.
Furthermore, denote

C = {v} € C(Q) such that —2v§+ K > K/2, in Q},
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where K > 0 is such that ) A

a K
At this point suppose ug € U is such that 6.J(ug) = 0, and
52J(UO) > 0.
Define also,
At ={ueU : uug >0, in Q},
BT ={ucU : §%J(u) > 0},
E=ATNnB",
of = a(ug — B),

0] = (2v5 — K)ug + f

Under such hypothesis, assuming also vy € E and denoting

S (1, vp) = F*(v1) = G*(v7, ),

Ji(v1) = sup J* (v, vp),
vy ER

we have that there exists r > 0 such that

J(ug) = ulgjj(u)

= inf  J*(v}
b D
= J(07)
= inf sup J* ’U*,U*
it f o ot |
= J¥(01,0p).- (34)
Proof. We start by proving that
0J*(v7,75) = 0.
Observe that from

we have

Observe also that

0J*(01,95) _ G _3
oy 20 —K)? a
N R
= JuP -2 -p=0. (35)



Summarizing, we have got
0J* (01, 05)
ovg

Moreover, from the first line in equation (I4]), we obtain

=0.

—V2ug + Kug + 2a(|uol® — B)ug — Kug — f =0, in €,

so that
(01 = f) = (206 — K)¢o
= 2a(|uol® = B)up — Kug
= —’yV2u0 - KUQ - f
Hence,
G I
0 — 5a- )
205 — K Wi+ K
and thus,
or @) @i-f) i
ovy 200 — K V24K

= —ug+uyg=0.
Such last results may be denoted by
0J*(v7,75) = 0.

Recall now that
Ji(v], A) = sup J*(v],v5, A).

vy ER
Thus,
oIr(0y) oI (07.5)
ovy ovy
0. (01, i5) 905
Tt o
ovg O}
Furthermore, we may easily compute,
JH(01,95) = —F*(01) + G (07, %5)
= —(uo, 1) 2 + F (o) + (uo, 07) 2 — (0,95) 12 — G(uo,0)

Observe that, in particular, we have

Ji(07) = J* (01, %),

17
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where the concerning supremum is attained through the equation
0.J (o7, 95)
* = O’
ovg
that is

@f — ) _ %

Taking the variation in v} in such an equation, we get

201 —f) 4@ 985 108

(205 — K)? (205 — K)30vy  aOvy

so that

R 2uq
90y _  y-K)
vt 1 Auol?
1 otk

where, as previously indicated,

At this point we observe that

&2 T+ (v5, ) O
oviov  Ovy
1 1
CAVZ+ K 20— K

4arfug|?
i K7

i+ 5]
=208 — dafug)? + K — V2 + K
(K —~V?)(205 + 4afuel* — K)
—52J(UQ)
(K —~yV?) (208 + 4augl? — K)

Summarizing,



Finally, observe that
& J(u) = —yV? + 6au® — 208 > 0,

if, and only if
H(u) >0,

where
H(u) = V6a|u| — /yV2 + 205 > 0.

Hence, if uj,up € AT N BT = E and A € [0, 1], then
H([ui]) > 0,

H(|’LL2|) >0

and also since
sign w; = sign ue, in €,

we get
[Aur + (1 = Aug| = Mur| + (1 = A)|uzl,

so that,
H(|Auy + (1= ANuz|) = HAlua[ + (1 = N uz]) = AH (|ua]) + (1 = A H(Juz|) > 0

and thus,
2T (Auy + (1 — Nug) > 0.

From this, we may infer that E is convex.
From these last results, there exists r > 0 such that

J(ug) = thngJ(u)

= inf  J*(v}
vi€B, (67) (vi)

= J*(07)

— mf SU.p J* ’U*,U*
UIEBr(ﬁT){vgeE i 0)}

= J(01,0)- (42)

The proof is complete. O

6 An auxiliary theoretical result in analysis

In this section we state and prove some theoretical results in analysis which will be used in
the subsequent sections.
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Theorem 6.1. Let Q C R? be an open, bounded and connected set with a regular (Lipschtzian)
boundary denoted by OS).
Assume {u,} C WH4(Q) be such that

HunH1,4 S Kv \V/ € Nv

for some K > 0.
Under such hypotheses there exists ug € W14(Q) N C(Q) such that, up to a not relabeled
subsequence,
Uy — ug, weakly in WH(Q),

Un, — ug uniformly in Q

and
U — ug, strongly in W3(Q).

Proof. Since W14(Q) is reflexive, from the Kakutani and Sobolev Imbeddind theorems, up to
a not relabeled there exists ug € W14(Q) such that

Uy, — ug, weakly in WH(Q),

and
U, — ug, strongly in L(Q).

From the Rellich-Kondrachov Theorem, since for m = 1, p = 4 and n = 3, we have mp > n,
the following imbedding is compact,

wh(Q) — Cc(Q).

Thus, B

and again up to a not relabeled subsequence,
U, — ug uniformly in Q,

and also

Uug € C(ﬁ),

so that
ug € W1’4(Q) N C(ﬁ)

Let € > 0. Hence, there exists ng € N such that if n > ng, then
|un () —up(x)| < e, for almost all z € Q.

Let
p € C.().

Choose j € {1,2,3}.
Therefore, we may obtain
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>~ n 01> P} ’ Lo
< & , Vn > ny. (43)
I e
From this we may infer that
. Ou,  Oug 1
1 _— - =0,Vp € C.(Q).
ngn;o<8$j 8$j,<p>L2 Vo € Ce(Q)
At this point we claim that
ou,  Oug
li — - =0,Vp € C.(Q).
nggo<axj 8$j,so>L2 Vi € Ce(9)
To prove such a claim, let ¢ € C.(Q).
Let a new € > 0 be given.
Hence, for each r > 0 there exists n, € N such that if n > n,., then
||un — uglleo < e
Observe that by density, we may obtain ¢; € C}(f) such that
”(:0 - (pluoo <E.
Hence,
G 2
€ (%cj .2
< Oun _ Oug o — o1
|/ Ot Ouo
8:Ej al‘j 1 1,2
ou, Oug
< Hn T80 dg2lle — o1 llee
< [ |5 - 5 delle el
+ <un — Uo, %>
Ozj [ 2
0
< 2Kie+e g
dzj ||y
= <2K1+H% >E,Vn>n1. (44)
al‘j 1

where K7 > 0 is such that
Juoll1 < K1, [luollz < K:
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and
lunlli < K1, |lunll2 < K1 Vn e N.

From this we may infer that

lim <%—% > =0, Vg € C,(Q)
L2

n—oo \ Or;  Ozj’

so that the claim holds.
Since € is bounded, we have W14(Q) c W2(Q).
From the Gauss-Green Formula for such a latter space, we obtain

n—+00 agjj aﬂj‘j
8un 8’!1,
. . ‘fBT(m) (T(J) 80 ) dy‘
= lim lim
n—oo \ r—0+ m(Br(JI))
< limsup [ limsup Br(x ( 3] 8]
n—00 r—0F m(By(z
= limsup | limsup r mJ
r—0+ n—oo m(B,(x
I I f@BT(x) (un(y) — )i dS(y
= limsup | limsup
r—0+ n—00 m(BT (:L'))
1- 1 (un - UO faB V’L dS )‘
= limsup | limsup
r—0t n—00 m(BT (gj))
< elimsup faB*( )

0+ m(B,(x))
< Kje, for almost all x € €,

where § € B,(z) depends on 7 and n.
Therefore, we may infer that

Oun(x)  Ouo(x)

nh_)C>O Dz, = Dz, a. e. in €.
Here we define 5 5
Ane = {a:eQ , [Punl@) _ Fuo(=) <€}.
’ 833j ax]’

Define also
B, = ml?;nAk,e'
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Observe that for almost all x € €, there exists n, € N such that if n > n,, then

Oun(xz)  Oug(x)
8:Ej 8:Ej

so that almost all z € B, Vn > n,.
From this

Q == (Uzolen) U BO,
where m(By) = 0.
Also

so that
lim m(B,) = m(Q).

n—oo

Observe that there exists ng € N such that if n > ng, then

V/m(Q\ B,) < ¢/K3.

3

dx

Consequently fixing n > ng, from the generalized Hoélder inequality, if m > n, we have
aum 8UQ

/Q 81‘j 81‘j
<.
By

Qi _ Dty
8:Ej 8:Ej 4

< e+e¥m(Q). (47)

3

ou,,  Oug g

ax]’ axj

O, _ g
al’j al’j
3

x5, lla + *m(Q)

3
dx

Summarizing, we may infer that

J

3

0 0
Hm 1 e — 0, as m — o0, Vj € {1,2,3}.

81‘j 81‘j

so that
Uy — ug, strongly in W13(Q).

The proof is complete.

7 An existence result for a model in elasticity

In this section we present an existence result for a non-linear elasticity model.
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Theorem 7.1. Let Q C R? be an open, bounded and connected set with a regular (Lipschtzian)
boundary denoted by OS).
Consider the functional J : U — R defined by

1 Wij+Uji | Umilmyg ) ((Ukl+ ULk | UpkUp
J — _ H 2] 75 ) 5] ) ) P, P, d
(’LL) 2 /Q ijkl < 9 + ) B + B X

_<Piaui>L27 (48)

where U = WOM(Q;R?’), P, e L*(Q), Vi € {1,2,3}.
Moreover, {Hijkl} is a fourth order constant tensor such that

Hijpatijte > cotijtij, ¥V symmetric t € R2x?2

and
3

Hijpitmitmjtipty > c1 Z t?j, V symmetric t € R**2,
i,j=1
for some real constants ¢y > 0,¢; > 0.
Under such hypotheses, there exists ug € U such that

J(up) = 1;161[111 J(u).

Proof. First observe that we may find a positive definite tensor {T;;} C L°°(Q; R?*2) such that
Tij,j + P, =0, in Q.

Hence, denoting
Wij + Uji | Um,ilm,j

vij(u) = = 5
we have
Ujj + Uji U, Um, 5
A I
so that
T = 5 [ Havgn( de+ (T

(T;
Ui i + U
= /Huklvzy w)vg (u <ng, Ly ”>
L2

Ums Um
= /Huklvzy 'Ukl( )d

Tyogte) - 2L ms
Umi Umj
= 3 /Q Hijrij(w)vg () dz — (Tij,vij(u)) 2 + <Tij, TJ>L2 , YueU. (49)

From this and the hypotheses on {H;jx;} it is clear that J is bounded below so that there exists
a € R such that
= inf J(u).
S
Let {u,} C U be a minimizing sequence for J, that is, let such a sequence be such that

J(up) — a, as n — oo.
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Also from the hypotheses on {H;ji;} and the Poincaré inequality, we have that there exists
K > 0 such that
llunl14a < K, Vn e N.

From the auxiliary result in the last section, there exists ug € C°(Q;R3) N W14(Q;R3?) such
that, up to a not relabeled subsequence,

U, — ug, strongly in Wh3(Q : R3).

From such a latter result, up to a not relabeled subsequence, we may obtain

(un)iyj + (un)ji | (Un)m.i(un)m,j N (u0)i,j + (uo)ji + (u0)m,i (w0 )m,j

L 73/2
5 5 5 , weakly in L*/“(Q).

Since L3/2(1) is reflexive, from the convexity of .J in v;;(u) and since {T};} is positive definite,
we have that
a = liminf J(u,) > J(up),

n—oo

so that
J(up) = min J(u).

uelU

The proof is complete.
O

8 Another existence result for a model in elasticity

In this section we present another existence result result for a similar (to the previous one)
non-linear elasticity model.

Theorem 8.1. Let Q C R? be an open, bounded and connected set with a regular (Lipschtzian)
boundary denoted by OS).
Consider the functional J : U — R defined by

1 Ui i+ Uii  Umyilm.i Ukl +ULE  Up Uy
— _ HZ )] 75 ) »J ) ) P, P, d
J(u) 2/Q ykl( 5 + 5 ) < 5 + 5 > x

—(Pi,uiy 2 — (P ui) 20y, (50)

where
0N =T=TguUly,
FonTy =0,
mp (L) > 0, my(Ty) > 0, P € L=®(Q) N WH2(Q), Pl € L>(Ty), Vi € {1,2,3}.
Moreover

U={uecW"Q;R? : u=1dg on Ty},

where we assume iy € WH(Q).
Furthermore, {Hji} is a fourth order symmetric constant tensor such that

Hijatijtig > cotijtiy, ¥ symmetric t € R2*2
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and
Hijkitmitmgtiptyy = 1 Z tfj, V symmetric t € R**2,
i,j=1
for some real constants cg > 0,¢; > 0.
Under such hypotheses, there exists ug € U such that

J(up) = min J(u).

uelU

Proof. First observe that we may find a positive definite tensor {T};;} C L%°(Q; R**?)nW12(Q; R?*?)
such that
Tij,j + P, =0, in Q.

Hence, denoting

Wi+ Uji | Um,iUm,j
Uij (u) = ) + 9 5
we have
- .
2 J 2

so that, from this, the Gauss-Green formula and the Trace Theorem,

1
J(u) = §/QHijkwij(u)vkl(u) de + (Tij j,wi) 2 — (P, ui) 2 — (P!, u,>L2(pt)

= ‘/ Hijravig (u)vg (u) da — <T,]%>
L2

UZyTzJVJ>L2 ') <(u0)27TZJVJ>L2(F0) (Pi, i) 2 — <P uz>L2(Ft)

Ums Um

- / Hijrvig(w)vg(u) dz — < Tijy vig(u) — TJ>L2
(@

)

u27TZJVJ>L2 T:) + 0)Z7TZJVJ>L2(F0) (Piy i) 2 <P uZ>L2(Ft)

Ums W
> 5 [ gt de = (T 0) 2 + (T, 22000 )
— K3 Z l|wi|l1,a — K3l|to||1,4, Yu € U, (51)
i=1

for some appropriate K3 > 0.
From this, the hypotheses on {H;;;} and a Poincaré type inequality, since {Tj;} is positive
definite, it is clear that J is bounded below so that there exists a € R such that

a= Jleltf] J(u).

Let {u,} C U be a minimizing sequence for J, that is, let such a sequence be such that
J(up) = a, as n — oo.

Also from the hypotheses on {H;ji;} and a Poincaré type inequality, we have that there
exists K > 0 such that
||un||174 <K, VneN.
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From the auxiliary result in the last section, there exists ug € C°(€; R?) N W1H4(Q; R?) such
that, up to a not relabeled subsequence,

U — ug, strongly in Wh3(Q; R3).
From such a latter result, up to a not relabeled subsequence, we may obtain

(un)zy + (un)]z (un)mz(un)mj (Uo)i,j + (Uo)j,i (uo)m,i(uo)m,j
2 + 2 - 2 + 2

Also from the continuity of the Trace operator we get

, weakly in L%?(Q).

ug = ?l(), on F(),

so that ug € U.
Since L%/2(Q) is reflexive, from the convexity of J in {v;;j(u)} and since {Tj;} is positive
definite, we have that
a = liminf J(u,) > J(up),

n—oo
so that,

J(up) = 15161[1]1 J(u).

The proof is complete.
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