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1 Introduction

The theory of quasi-variational inequalities has been attractive since its concept was
formulated in [3]. Its development can be found in [15, 21, 25, 29| for the stationary
case and in [17, 23, 28] for the evolution case. But there are still many questions in
the solvability of quasi-variational evolution inequalities, for instance, the establishment
of compactness method from both of theoretical and numerical points of view. In this
context, many mathematical models, arising in biochemical /mechanical problems (cf. [1,
2,8, 11, 13, 14, 16, 19, 26, 27|, have been discussed.

Our motivation for considering an abstract quasi—variational problem is as follows.
Let up be some initial state: e.g., an initial magnetic field and /or electric current, or
the velocity of a flowing liquid, evolving in time to some unknown u(t). As a function of
space, ug and u(t) belong to some Hilbert space H. The evolution is governed by some
physical phenomenon that we describe by a system of equations, like the Maxwell or the
Navier—Stokes systems. Here, we consider two general points.

1. Feedback. Within the described physical phenomenon, the evolution may addition-
ally depend on some parameter, that we call : e.g., the initial temperature, which
is evolving according to its own physical law (e.g., the heat equation), but may be
coupled to our unknown wu (the temperature is strongly coupled to the magnetic
state or to the concentration of the substrate in the flow).

2. Constraint. The very nature of the physical phenomena that our variable is under-
going may depend on space, on time, but also directly on the unknown itself. In our
examples, the magnetic material passes to the superconductive state (zero or very
low resistance) when the magnetic field, the electric current and the temperature
are low enough (actually, when some convex combination of these is low enough [5]);
the flow velocity may depend on obstacles appearing due to accumulation of some
substrate that the flow is transporting — a phenomenon well known to cardiologists
and their patients. In the mathematical description, this means that the physical
equations governing the evolution are valid only in some subset of the space H,
which is in general closed and convex. This subset imposes a constraint on the
initial datum and on the unknown. Let us call this constraint set K (6;t).

We are thus given a feedback operator for #, which is taken from some metric space ©:
0 = Ay u, (1.1)

a family of convex sets K (6;t) in H, and we look for u(t) € K(6;t), which satisfies some
evolution equation. We formulate this last in an abstract way as

L., (0;u) + A(u;u) 5 f. (1.2)

Here, L,, is a time derivative operator including the constraint u(t) € K(0;t), and A is a
coercive semimonotone mapping, possibly multivalued.
Finally, the problem writes: given ug € H, find u(t) € H such that

Ly, (0;u) + A(u;u) > f, 0 = Ay, u. (1.3)

We give the functional framework for these abstract equations in Section [2| the precise
definitions of the convex sets in Section [3], of the operators L and A in Sections {4 and [5]
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and we give two examples of these in Section |7l In particular, in Section we give the
concrete setting for the superconductivity type II problem, in a description inspired by
(1, 2, 19, 27]. As for the description of the flow problem, see our previous work [11, 12]
and references therein.

The main objective of this paper is to use the time-derivative operator L, (6;-), by
a systematic application of the semimonotone operator theory [22], to solve a class of
parabolic quasi-variational inequalities of the form ([1.3]).

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces mathematical notation that
we are going to use. In Section , we give the precise definition on the convex sets K (0;1t)
and the assumptions on how they are related between them: we want some continuity
of these with respect to t and #. The continuity that we need for the sequel is given in
Lemma[3.3] but we also give geometric conditions for this to occur: these are assumptions
(A1)-(A3). In Section[4] we give the definition of the operator L, (6; -), which is our ”time
derivative with constraint” operator. Fundamental properties of L, (0;-) are discussed.
In particular, geometric conditions (A1)-(A3) are shown to assure continuity of its graph
(Theorem . Section [5| is devoted to the operator A and to a parabolic variational
inclusion, intermediate for :

Ly, (0;u) + A(v;u) > f.

We prove existence and uniqueness of its solution, as well as its continuous dependence
upon the parameters 6 and v. These are Theorems and [5.2] In Section [6] the quasi-
variational inequality is formulated in detail and existence of solution is proved.
Theorem (6.4, stating existence of solution to , is the main theorem of this paper. We
show immediately below that uniqueness cannot be expected. In Section [7] some appli-
cations, quasi-variational ordinary or partial differential inequalities, are given, showing
that our main assumptions are not too much restrictive nor complicated to check.

2 Functional framework and basic notation

In general, for a (real) Banach space X, we denote by X* the dual space of X, by | - |x
and | - |x+ their norms and by (-, -) x+ x the duality between X* and X. In the case when
X is a Hilbert space, the inner product may be denoted by (-, -)x.

For a proper, lower semicontinuous and convex function ¢ on X, its effective domain
D(p) and subdifferential Ox x+¢ : X — X* are respectively defined by

D(p) :=={2 € X | p(2) < o0},

and  Oxx+p(z) ={z" € X" | ", w—2)x x <p(w) —¢(z), Ywe X}, Vz e X.

In the case when X is a Hilbert space Ox x-¢ may be denoted simply by O¢p.

Throughout this paper, let H be a (real) Hilbert space and V be a (real) reflexive
Banach space such that V is dense and compactly embedded in H. Then, identifying H
with the dual space H* of H, we have

V C HCV*® with dense and compact embeddings.

We suppose that V' and V* are uniformly convex; hence the duality mapping F' is sin-
glevalued, continuous and strictly monotone from V' onto V*. Also, we write (-,-) for
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(-, -)v=v. The positive numbers p, p’ and T" are fixed so that

1 1
2<p<o0, —+—-=1, 0<T <o0.
p

/

In this paper, we use the duality mapping F': V' — V* associated with the gauge function
r — P~ r >0, namely

FzeV* |Fzlye = 257", (Fz,2) = |2|}, VzeV.

3 Family of convex sets

We are given here a complete metric space ©, with metric dg(+, -), consisting of parameters
0, and a family {K(0;t)}gco e, of closed and convex subsets of V' (see the previous
section).

Definition 3.1. Wth the above assumptions, let

1
]K(g;t)(z) + ]—9|Z|€/, if zeV,
0, if2e H—V,

V'(0;2) =
for allt € [0,T) and for all € ©. This is proper, l.s.c. and convex on H and on' V. By
the definition of subdifferential OY'(0;z) in H, for any z* € 0'(0; z) we see that

(2w —2)g < (Fz,w—2z), Ywe K(0;t).

3.1. Class of strong and weak parameters

We aim at the precise formulation of the time-derivative L, (6;-), 6 € ©. In this aim, we
first introduce a subset ©g of ©, which is the class of ”strong parameters”.

Definition 3.2. Og consists of all parameter 6 € © such that {K(0;t) }o<i<r satisfies:

(©g) for each positive number r there are real-valued functions ag, € WH*(0,T) and
bo,, € WH(0,T) having the following property that for any s, t € [0,T] and any
z € K(0;s) with |z|g < r there is Z € K(0;t) such that

)
|2 = 2l < lag,(t) = ag,(s)[(1 +[2[7),

and
1217 — [2[5 < [bor () — bor(s)[(1 + [2])-

Remark 3.3. It is well-known (cf. [18, 30]) that for a fixed # € Og condition (Og) is
sufficient for the Cauchy problem

u'(t) + ot (O;u(t)) > f(t) in H, t€[0,T], u(0) = uo, (3.1)

to have a unique strong solution u such that v € C([0,T]; H) N LP(0,T; V) with v/tu' €
L*(0,T; H) and ¢t — |u(t)[}, is absolutely continuous on any compact interval of (0,7 if
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ug € K(6;0) and f € L*(0,T; H); here 9¢'(0;-) is the subdifferential of ¢!(6;-) in H.
In particular, if ug € K(6;0), then the solution u of (3.1)) belongs to W'?(0,TH) and
t — |u(t)[} is absolutely continuous on [0, 7). This shows that the set

Ko(0) := {n € LY(0, T5V) | of € IV(0,T; V"), n(t) € K(6:8), ae. t€ (0,T)};  (3.2)
which will be our class of test functions, is non-empty.

In the rest of this paper, we assume that the strong class Og is non-empty in O.

For a wider application of our theory we introduce the weak class Oy :

Definition 3.4. Oy, the weak class of parameters, is the closure of ©g in O.

3.2. More assumptions on the family of convex sets
We now specify the dependence of K (6;t) upon 6 € Oy, for each t € [0, 7] by a family
{Rp(t) € BIH)NB(V) | 0, 0 € O, t €[0,T]}

of bounded linear invertible operators in H and V', where B(H) (resp. B(V')) stands
for the space of all bounded linear operators in H (resp. V), and by a family {oy;. €
C(0,T;V) | o5, € LP(0,T;V*), 6,6 € Ow, 0 < e <1} as follows,

(A1) There is a positive constant Ry such that for all 8, § € Oy
|Rog — Iloqom:aemy) + 1 Rog — Iloqorzon) + [Rigl i o5 < Rode(0,0), (3.3)
where R} ;(t) = £ Ry5(t) in B(H). Moreover, for any 6, 6 € Oy we have
Ry5(t) = R, (t) = Rg(t), V0,0 € Oy, Vt € [0,T], (3.4)

namely the adjoint R};(t) of Ry(t) coincides with the inverse of Rgg(t) and it is

(A2) There is a positive constant oy such that

|06§,5|C([0,T];V) + |O'é§’€|Lp/(O’T;V*) < O'O(d@<9,9_) + 6), V@, 9_ € @W, Ve € (0, 1].
(A3) There is a continuous function ¢o(-) on [0, 1] with ¢o(0) = 0 satisfying the following
property:
Ve € (0,1], 30. € (0,¢) such that
Z = Fpp(t)z = (1 + co(e)) Rop(t)z + 0pp (1) € K(0;1), (3.5)
Vz € K(0;t), V0, 0 € Oy with dg(6,0) < 6.,Vt € [0,T].

Fort € [0,7T], 0,0 € Oy, (A3) says that K (0;t) is mapped into K (6;t) by the operator z =
Fog.-(t)z given by (3.5)), which is a composition of rotation Ry4(t), contraction/expansion

with modulus (1 + ¢y(e)) close to 1 and parallel transformation ogg . (t).
This type of transformation (3.5 was ealier introduced in [7] and [20].
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3.3. Test functions for weak parameters
As the class of test functions corresponding to parameter 6 € Oy, we employ
K(0):={ne LP0,T;V) | n(t) € K(0;t) a.e. t € (0,T)} (3.6)

The more narrow class Ky() of test functions corresponding to parameter § € Og is
defined by (3.2). We see that Ko(6) is continuously embedded in C([0,T7]; H).

The following lemma states that for the weak parameters, test functions from the
above set subject to our transformation Fyg (t), converge to the original function when e
tends to zero and 6 tends to 6. This is a condition for a kind of Mosco convergence [24].

Lemma 3.5. Let 0, 0 € Oy and € be any small positive number. For each n € K(6), put

nggé(t) = Fog(t)n(t) for a.e. t € (0,T). Then, ngs. € K(0) and 1y, — n in LP(0,T5V)
as @ — 0 in © and £ | 0, and moreover, if n € Ko(0), then

779@,8 —n in C([O, T]? H)7 7]{99_75 — 77/ in Lp/<07 Tu V*), (37)
as@ — 0 in O and e | 0.

Proof. Let n € K(6). We see from (3.3)-(3.4) of (A1) and (A2) that 4. (t) € K(6;t) for
a.e. t € (0,7) and

M0g,-(t) — n(t)[v = [(Reg(t) — I)n(t) + cole) Rog(t)n(t) + 0pg.(t)|v
< (Rode(0,0) + |co(e)|| Rogleqo.rson) In(t) v (3.8)
+ 00(6[@(9, é) -+ 5)

whence ngg. — 1 in LP(0,T;V) as § — 6 in © and € | 0.
Next, let n € Ko(0). Then ny5., n € C([0,T]; H) and in a similar way to (3.8)

65, (t) — n()| g < (Rode (8, 0) + |co(e)||Roglcqo.ry:pen) In(t) | + oo(de(8,0) + €)
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which implies that 7y, converges to n in H uniformly on [0, T], namely in C([0, T]; H) as
¢ — 60 in © and € — 0. As to the time derivative of 74, for every z € V we observe that

d

Raalt)n(2), 2) = - (RoaOn(t), 2)r = - 0(0), Raol0)2)

= (1 (t), Rgo(t)2) + (n(t), Rgy(t)2)

for a.e. t € (0,7). This shows that Ryz(t)n(t) is (strongly) differentiable in ¢ a.e. on
(0,T), since the last term of (3.9)) is the uniform limit of

(3.9)

lim Ai {(n(t + At) = n(t), Ro(t)2) + (1(t), (Rg(t + Al) — Rgy(t))2)}

At—0

with respect to z with |z]y < 1 at a.e. t € (0,7). Also, it follows from (3.9) that if
|z|y <1, then

d
’ERee(t)n(t) < lﬁugl {17 @)v+|Rao(t)| 5wyl 2lv + n(8) || Ry (0)| Bcary - ev|zlv }
1% Zlvs
< 0 ()|v+Rao(t) | Bovy + cv n(t) | Ry ()| By
< 7' (®O)|v+|RaolcqoriBvy + evinleqorm| R ()| B

where ¢y is a positive constant satisfying that |w|y < cy|w|y for all w € V. This shows
that < Ryn € LP(0,T;V*) and hence Noge = (1 + cole)) L Rygn + 05 € LF (0,7;V*).
Besides, we see from (3.9)) that

<thee( tn(t) —n'(t), z) = (' (t), (Rgo(t) — I)z) + (n(t), Rgy(t)2)

which shows that

& Rugltyn(t) — /(1) < 1)

V*

v+ |Rgg—I|cqo.r1:30vy) +evnleqor:m | Ry (t) |- (3.10)

Since y J

g (8) —(8) = L Bygn(t) — /(1) + co(©) % Raa(tn(t) + 7y (1)
it results from (3.10)) that 7, — 7’ in LP(0,T;V*) as @ — 0 in © and € | 0. Thus (3.7)
is obtained. m
4 Time-derivative operator L, (0;-)

Definition 4.1. Let § € Oy and uy € K(0;0). We define the operator L,,(0;-) by:
g € Ly, (0;u) if and only if

uwe K@), ge LF(0,T;V*),

. X (4.1)
|7 = gu= e < S = (0)Fy v € Ko0),

0

where K(0) and Ko(0) are the class of test functions given by (3.6) and (3.2)), respectively.
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The fundamental properties of L, (6; ) as well as its characterization are derived from
the proposition stated below.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that (©g) and (A1)-(A3) are fulfilled. Let € be any small
positive number and 0; € Og, i = 1,2, such that dg(01,603) < . Also, let M be any
positive number, ug; € K (0;;0), and f; € L*(0,T; H), i = 1,2, such that

2

Z {|fz‘|Lp’(o,T;v*) + |UOz|H} <M. (4.2)

i=1

Then, for the strong solutions u; of
wi(t) + 0 (0 ui(t)) > filt) in H, a.e. t € (0,T), u(0) =g, i =1,2, (4.3)
we have that for all s, t € [0, T] with s <t

Slun(t) — us(t) 3 + /0 (Fuy(7) — Fus(r), s (7) — us(r))dr

(4.4)

< Sl = wlofy + [ () = folr)un(r) — ua(r)dr + G NC @)

where C§(M) is a positive constant depending only on M > 0 and C5(¢) is a positive
continuous function of € satisfying Cy(e) — 0 as e ] 0.

Under the same assumptions and same notation as in Proposition 4.2, as was noted
in Remark (3.3 problem (3.I)) admits a unique solution u; € C([0,T]; H) with vtu, €
L*(0,T; H). Put u}(7) := fi(1) —ui(7) € 0¢7(0;;u;(7)) for a.e. 7 € (0,T). Since 7 (6;;-)

is coercive, namely ¥7(6;; z) > %|z|1‘3/ for all z € V, we note from the usual energy estimate

for problem (j3.1]) that
|Ui|C([O,T];H) + |ui|LP(0,T;V) < M; := Mi(|fi|Lp’(o,T;v*)a |U0i|H)a 1=1,2, (4-5)

where M;(-,-) is a non-negative and non-decreasing function on R?.
We take the inner product between the both sides of wi(7) + uj(7) = fi(r) and
u1 (1) — Fop0, «(T)uz(7) to obtain by the definition of the subdifferential of 0¢7(6;; )

(i (7), ur () = Fopor e (T)u2(7)) 4+ (Fur (1), ur (1) — Fose,,e(T)ua(T))
< (fi(7), us (1) — Fop, (T)ua(7)), a.e. 7€ (0,7).

Here we observe that
(Ui (), ua () = ua(7))r + (Fua (1), ua () — ua(7))

) (4.6)
< (fu(7),un(7) = u2(7))m + L0105,6(T) + Lo10,,(7)
with
F9192,€(T) = (ull (T)v (R9291 <T> - I)UQ(T))H + 00(5)(u/1 (T)v R9291 (7_)“2(7_))H
+ E(UI (7—)7 06261 ,¢ (T))H (47>

f9192,6(7) = (fl (7—)7 (I - R9291 (T))UQ(T) - CO<€>R9291 (T)UQ(T) - 09291,6(7))11
— (00, £(T), ur (7)) = (Fur(7), ua(7) — Fop,.2(7)uz(T)).
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Similarly, by exchanging parameters 6; and 6, we have
(uy(7), ua(7) = ua (7)) + (Fua(7), ua(7) — ua(7))
< (f2(7_)v UQ(T) — U (T))H + F9291,6<7) + f‘9291,6(7_>7

Adding (4.6) and (4.8) yields that
1

t
§|u1(t) —uy(t)|%4 +/ (Fuy — Fug,uy — ug)dr
0
1 ) t
< §|U01 —uozly + | (fi — fo,ur — ug)pdr
0
¢
+ / (F9291,6 + F0192,€ + F9291,€ + F9192,E)d7—7 Vt S [07 T]
0

Now, recall the rearrangement of I'g,, ., f‘929175 and I'g,g, ¢, fglgw, which can be derived
from the assumptions (A1), (A2) and (A3) on Ry4(t) and 0yg,. together with (4.7).

Lemma 4.3. ([20; Lemma 3.2]) We have: for a.e. T € (0,T),

F9192,€ (T) + F9291,€(7—)

d

= oo (w(7), (Rope, (1) = Dua(7))1 + CO(E)%(M (7); R0, (T)u2(T))

{1 (7), 0P+ (02(7), 00,0,(7)) )
(1 + ()0 (7), B, (Tt

T6,0,.2(7)| + [Ty, (7))
< |fi(m)]v- (M) B lua(T) v + [co(E)|[ua(T)|v + |ogs0,(T)v }
Hur (7 10h,6, o (Dlv + [ua (7 [ Foe, o (7)ua(r) — ua(7) v
(D) lvAlI = Royo, (7)o [wa (T) v + |eo(E)|[ur(T) v + [0, (T)[v }
( )

(T v ]0h, 0, (T) v+ + 2 ()5 [ Foy0,. (T)ur (1) — ua (7) |y

and
ur (7)) | Fogor cua(7) — ua(7)v + Jua (7)) | Foron,eua (1) — ua (7))
< Jur(D (T = Rogo, (7) |5 luz(T) v + |co(€)]| Rose, (7)) [ua(T) v + 00,0, (T)|v)
Huz (7)1 = Royo, (7) 5wy [ua (7)) v + |eo(€)|| Royo, (7) | 5oy [ua (7) v + |09192 (T)v).

Proof of Proposition E Let M and M; be the same constants as in and (| .,
and let € be any small positive number. Then, by using (A1)-(A3), we have on account
of Lemma[4.3| that for all s, ¢ € [0,7], s <.

t
/ (F9291,6 + F9192,6)d7_
2M Ms|I — Ry, |c(o/m;B(m)) + 2|co(e)| M1 My 4 2M 09,0, < |c(jo.17: 1)

1
+2Ma|04,6,. oo,y + (1 + [co(e)) My MoT | Ry, 1ot 0.7,y
2d@(91, 02) + 2‘C0(€)‘M1M2 + 2(M1 + MQ)Cv(T()(d@(el, (92) + 5)

+2M, MyT? Ryde (61, 605);

IN
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we used above |Rg,g,(7)|p@) = 1 for all 7 and the inequality |z|g < cy|z|y for all 2z €
V' with an embedding constant cy > 0 to have |0g,0, c|c(om) < €v]06,0,.c|co,1v)-
Similarly,

T
[ WPl + ol
< M(M; + M) (I — Ry, |cqor:zvy) + [ — Rogo, |cor):(vy))
Heo(€)ITH (M + M) + M(106,6, clcoriv) + 06soelcoriv)
+M1|05261,5‘LP’ orve T M2|0519275‘LP’ (0,T;V*)
(M + M )| = Raga, lcqorisovy) + = Rowos ooy + 2|co(€)])

Db P
! /
+M{ 00,0, Lo 0,13v) + My 00,0, c| Lo 0,731

< 2M(M; + My)Rode (61, 02) + T7 (M; + My)|eo(2)] + 2May(de(6162) + &)
(M, + My)oo(de(6r, 05) + ) + (M + M (2Rode (61, 05) + leo(2)])
(M + M )THoo(de (01, 0) + <),
By these estimates we can find some constant C§ (M) and function Cf(e) of € € (0, 1] so
that holds, for instance, C§(M) := (M + Ms)(4dey oo + 2M Ry + TV + 200 + Tﬁ) +
2R0|(M(f )T MP) + 4(M7 + M} )(2Ro + Troo) + 2M Ma(1 + T Ro) + 2 and C(e) =
€+ |co(e)]. ]

Now, we investigate some fundamental properties of L, (0;-) which are derived from

Proposition [£.2]
Lemma 4.4. Let € Oy, ug € K(0;0) and f € LY (0,T;V*), and let {0,} C Og,

{uon} C H and {f,} C L*(0,T; H) such that ug, € K(6,;0),
0, — 0 in O, uy, — ug in H, f, = [ in Lp/(O,T; V*) (as n — o0). (4.9)
Then the strong solution u, of
ul (t) + 0V (O un(t)) D fult) in H, a.e. t € (0,T), un(0) = ugy, (4.10)
converges in C([0,T]; H) N LP(0,T; V) to a solution u of
Ly (0:u) + Fus f in LF(0,T;V*). (4.11)

Proof. Given any small ¢ > 0 and a constant M > 0 satisfying | f| . o 7.1 + [to|m +1 <

%, choose a positive integer N, such that dg(f,,6) < 5 and |fn|Lp/(07T;V*) + |ugn|g < %

for all n > N.. Then it follows from Proposition with (4.9)) that
t
1) = wn @+ [ (P = Py = w)r
0

¢ 4.12
< Shuon = wonlly + [ U = ot = i + GMCE ), (4.12)
0

vt €10, T], Vn, m > N..
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which implies that u, — u in C([0,T]; H) as n — oo and ¢ — 0 for a certain function
uwe C([0,T); H)Nn LP(0,7;V) and
T

lim (Fuy — Fg,, ty — Uy )dr = 0. (4.13)

n,m—oo [n

By the uniform convexity of V' it follows from (4.13) that u,, — w in LP(0,T; V). Since
for large n, small € > 0 and any n € K(#), with notation 1, -(t) := Fya, (t)n(t) we see
from (4.10]) that for any interval [s,¢] C [0, 7]

t t t
/ (ulru Up — 77n,5>Hd7— +/ <Fun7 Uy — nn,a>d7— S / <fn7 Uy, — nn,€>d7—

from which we obtain by integration by parts

t 1 t
/ <T];7,,57 Up — nn,a>d7— + §|un(t) - nn,a(t)lz + / <Funa Up — 77n,5>d7—
s 0

1 t
< ln(s) = macl)y 4 [ Ut =

Now, passing to the limit in this inequality as 6, — 6 in © and ¢ | 0 by using Lemma
[3.3] we conclude that

[ =1 Puu = e+ SJut) = a0l < gluls) () Vo € Kafo). (410

This implies f — Fu € Ly, (0;u). Thus (4.11)) is obtained. O
Corollary 4.5. Let 0; € O, uy; € K(0;;0) and f; € L (0,T;V*), i = 1,2, and let u;
be a solution of L, (0i;u;) + Fu; > f; in LY (0,T;V*), i = 1,2. Let M > 0 and ¢ be any
positive numbers such that

2

> {|fi|Lp/(o,T;V*) + |U0i|H} <M, de(bh,0:) <e.

i=1

Then, for any s, t € [0,T], s <t,
1 t

§|u1(t) —uy(t)[% +/ (Fuy — Fug,uy — ug)dr

s (4.15)

<

N —

u(s) = wa(s)fi + [ (i = fov = wadir + GONCE ),

where C3(M) and Cj () are the same ones as in Proposition[{.4

Proof. Just as in the proof of Lemma , choose approximate sequences {6;,} C

Os, {fin} C L*(0,T; H) and {ug;,} C H for i = 1,2, such that ug;, € K(6;,;0),
Oin — 0; in O, f;, — f; in LPI(O,T; V*), woin — ue; in H, i =1,2, (as n — 00).
Denoting by u;, the strong solution of
;4 O (Oini tin) 3 fir 1in(0) = Ugin.

11



Then, for any large n and small ¢ > 0, it follows from (4.12)) in the proof of Lemma

1 t
§|u17n(t) - U27n(t)|?{ + / <Fu1,n - Fulna Uy — u2,n>d7-

1 t
< Sluta(s) = wanf + [ (o= fom i — s + CNCE),

Vs, t €[0,T], s<t, Vn, m> N,

By Lemma [1.4] {u;,},i = 1,2, converges in C([0,T]; H) N L?(0,T; V) to solutions u; of
Ly, (0:;u;) + Fu; > f; as n — oo. Hence, letting n — oo in the above inequality, we see

that (4.15)) holds. O

The following corollary is immediately obtained by letting ¢ | 0 in (4.15) with f; = fo
and U190 = U20-

Corollary 4.6. For every 6 € Oy, ug € K(0;0) and f € LP (0, T;V*), the solution u of
Ly, (0;u) + Fu > f is unique.

Theorem 4.7. Assume (Og) and (A1)-(A3). Then we have:

(a) Let 0 € Oy. Then for any uy € K(6;0), Ly, (0;-) is a mazimal monotone oper-
ator from D(Ly,,(0;-)) C LP(0,T;V) into LP(0,T;V*) and D(Ly,(0;-)) C {w €
C([0,T); H) N LP(0,T5V) | w(0) = ug, w(t) € K(6;t) for a.e. t € (0,T)}.

(b) Let 0 € O, f, f & LP(0,T;V*), ug, U € K(0;0) and f € Ly, (0;u), f € Ly, (0;).
Then, for any s, t € [0,T], s <t,

100 = a0 < 5luls) =5+ [ ()= Fr)u(r) —alryir. (@16)

(¢c) Let ug € K(0;0) and f € Ly, (6;u). Then, for any s, t € [0,T], s <t,
! / 1 2 1 2
/ (' = fou—mdr + Sfu(t) =)l < luls) —n(s)[i, Vi € Ko(0).  (417)

Proof. First we prove (a) and (b). Let 6 € Oy, ug € K(0;0) and f, f € LP(0,T;V*).
Assume that f € Ly, (0;u) and f € Ly, (6;u). Then, since f + Fu € Ly, (0;u) + Fu and
f+ Fue€ L, (0;u) + Fu, it follows from (4.15)) by letting e — 0 that

1 PN ! ~ ~
S lut) =) + / (Fu(t) = Fu(7), u(r) — u(r))dr

< glulo) —a) + [ {4 Fulr) = F - Pa(e),ulr) - a(hir
which is just . By with s = 0,

1]u(t) —a(t)|3 < /t<f — f,u—u)dr, Vte0,T).

2 0
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This implies that L, (6;-) is strictly monotone from LP(0,T; V) into L (0, T; V*). More-
over, by Lemma , the range of L,,(0;-) + F is the whole of L¥ (0,T;V*), so that
Ly, (0;-) is maximal monotone from LP(0,7;V) into L¥(0,T;V*) and D(L,,(6;-)) C
{we LP0,T;V)NC([0,T]; H) | w(0) = ug, w(t) € K(0;t) for a.e. t € (0,7)}. Thus (a)
and (b) are obtained.

Next we show (c). Assume that f € L,,(0;u). Putting g := f + Fu, we observe that
g € Ly (0;u) + Fu. By in the proof of Lemma [4.4] we have

t 1 1
/ (' =g+ Fu,u—n)dr + Slu(t) - n(t)|a < Sluls) = n(s)[5, Vn € Ko(0).
Since g — F'u = f, we obtain (4.17]). O

Another important property of L,,(6;-) is stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.8. Assume (Og) and (A1)-(A3). Let {0,} be a sequence in Oy such that
0, — 0 in © and let {ug,} be a sequence in H and uy € K (6 : 0) such that ug, € K (0, :0)
for all n and uy, — ug in H (asn — o). Then {L,,, (0,;)} converges to L,,(0;-) in the

graph sense; namely, if g € Ly, (0;u), then there are sequences {g,} and {u,} such that

Gn € Lug, (0n = upn), Y0, gn — g in LP(0,T;V*), u, — u in LP(0,T;V). (4.18)

Proof. Assume that g € L, (6;u). We see that § := g + Fu € L,,(0;u) + Fu. Take
a sequence {g,} in L*(0,T; H) so that §, — ¢ + Fu in L”(0,T;V*), and consider the
sequence {u,} of strong solutions to

ul (t) + 0V (O un(t)) 2 gu(t) in H, ae. t € (0,T), u,(0) = ugy,

or equivalently
Gn € Lug, (On; un) + Fu,, in L¥ (0, T;V*).

By virtue of Lemma [4.4] and its proof, we observe that wu, converges to the solution u of
Ly,(0;u) + Fu > §in LY (0,T; V*) in the sense that u, — u in C([0,T]; H) N LP(0,T; V).
Since g, —Fu, — §—Fu = gin L? (0, T; V*) and the sequence {1, g, } with g, := G, —Fu,

satisfies (4.18)). O

5 Parabolic variational inclusions

We begin with the precise assumptions on (multivalued) semimonotone operator A =
A(v;w). Let V4 be a closed convex subset of LP(0,7"; V') such that

K®w):= [ K©0) cVa. (5.1)

0eOw
Let A := A(v;u) be a mapping from V4 x LP(0,T;V) into L¥ (0, T; V*), satisfying

(BO) if vy, vy € V4 and wq, wy € LP(0,T; V') such that v; = vy in V and wy = we in V'
a.e. on (0,t), t € [0,T7], then [A(vy; wy)](T) = [A(ve; we)](7) in V* for a.e. 7 € (0,1).
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(B1) (Boundedness) There are positive constants a;, as such that

Slxl(p )\Oz*ﬁ;}(o Ty S allw]i;(loj;v) +az, Yv € Vg4, Yw € LP(0,T;V).
a*cA(v,w 7

(B2) (Coerciveness) There are positive constants as, a4 such that
T
/ (o, w)dt > as|w|], g 1.y — a1, Vv € Vi, Vo' € A(v,w).
0

(B3) (Semimonotonicity) For each v € V4, w — A(v;w) is a (multivalued) maximal
monotone mapping from D(A(v;-)) = LP(0,T; V) into L” (0, T; V*). Moreover, for
any sequence {v,} C V4 with v, — v in LP(0,7; H) and weakly in LP(0,7;V) (as
n — 00), the maximal monotone mapping A(v,;-) converges to A(v;-) in the graph
sense, namely for any w € LP(0,7;V) and any o* € A(v;w) there exist sequences
{w,} C LP(0,T;V) and {a}} with o € A(v,;w,) such that

w, = w in LP(0,T;V), of = o in L7 (0,T;V*).
For simplicity, we use the following notation:
T
{{g,w)) = / (g(t), w(t))dt, Yw € LP(0,T;V), Vg L7 (0,T;V");
0

namely ((-,-)) means the duality between L*' (0,7;V*) and LP(0,T : V).

For each 6 € Oy, v € Vy, f € LP(0,T;V*) and ug € K(;0) we consider a nonlinear
inclusion of the form:

Ly (0;u) + A(v;u) 3 f in LP(0,T; V), (5.2)
more precisely, there are u € D(Ly,(0;-)), {* € L,,(0;u) and o* € A(v;u) such that
() +a*(t) = f(t) inV*, ae. te(0,7),

which is written as

ue kK@), o € Alv;u),

/ * 1
(' = f +a,u=n)) < Sluo = n(0)[5r, Vi € Ko(6).
We now prove:

Theorem 5.1. Assume (Og), (A1)-(A3) and (B0)-(B3). Then, for each v € Vy, 0 €
Ow, f € LP(0,T;V*) and uy € K(;0), there is a unique solution u of (5.2).

Proof. By (a) of Theorem[1.7} L., (6;) is a maximal monotone operator from LP(0,T;V)
into L¥ (0, T;V*). Also, A(v;-) is everywhere defined on LP(0,T; V), coercive and max-
imal monotone from LP(0,T;V) into L¥' (0, T;V*) by condition (B0)-(B3). Therefore, it
follows from the general theory on monotone operators (cf. [6]) that the range of the sum
Loy (0;-) + A(v;+) is the whole of L” (0, T;V*); in other words, for any f € L? (0,T;V*)
problem has a solution u, which is unique by the strict monotonicity of L, (6;-). O

As to the continuous dependence of the solution u of ((5.2)) upon the parameters 6 and
v, we have:
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Theorem 5.2. Suppose that (Og), (A1)-(A3) and (B0)-(B3) are fulfilled. Let f €
LP(0,T;V*), 6 € Ow, v € V4 and ug € K(0;0). Assume that {0,} C Ow, {v.} C Va

and {uon} C H such that ug, € K(0,;0) for all n, {v,} is bounded in L*(0,T;V) and
Ugp, — ug in H, 6, — 0 1in O, v, - v in LP(0,T : H) (as n — o0).

Then, the sequence {u,} of solutions of (5.2) with 6 = 0,,, v = v, and uy = ug, converges
to the solution u of (5.2)) in C([0,T]; H) and weakly in LP(0,T;V).

By virtue of Theorem [5.1] for each n there is a unique solution u, of
Ly, Bn; i) + A(vp;un) 3 f in LP(0,T; V), (5.3)
namely
0y € Ly (On;un), o) € A(vpsuy), O(t)+ar(t)= f(t) inV* ae. te(0,7T).

Lemma 5.3. The sequence {u,} of solutions to (5.3|) is bounded in LP(0,T;V) and
C([0,T]; H); in fact we have:

[nlf o) + noriny < No { 1S oy + w0l +1}, W0, (5.4)
where Ny is a positive constant independent of n.

Proof. By Lemma3.3] there is a sequence {n, } with 1, € Ko(6,,) with a positive constant
N such that

Maleeomvy + [l o) + Mnlorm < No.
For each n we have by (c) of Theorem

t t
. 1
/ <777,wun - 77n>dT + / <O‘n7un — M) + §|un<t) - 77n<t)ﬁ{
0 0

t
1
S / <f? Up — 77n>dT + 5‘“071 - nn(())ﬁ{v Vt € [OvT]
0

From the above inequality with (B1) and (B2) we obtain the following estimate:

a t 1 t ’
2 \un\%dwgun(t)rzgzva'{ / !f!pwdTHuO!?ﬁl}, vt € [0,7],
0 0

where a3 is the same constant as in (B2), N[ is a positive constant independent of ¢ €
0,77, n, and f; actually it depends only on Nj. Hence we have (5.4)). d

On account of Lemma [5.3] we can find a subsequence {n;} of {n} such that
Uy, — u weakly in LP(0,T;V), «; — a* weakly in Lp/(O,T; V),
b, =f—a, — f—a" =" weakly in L (0,T; V"),

as k — 0.
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Lemma 5.4. h’gg}lf«azk,unk —u)) >0 and hgiigp«g;k’u"’“ —u)) < 0.
Proof. We first observe from (5.3) that
({fs tny, —w)) = ({l, ttny, —w)) + (g, s Uy, —w)), Yw € LP(0,T; V). (5.5)

By assumption (B3), for any &* € A(v;u) there are sequences {wy} in LP(0,7;V) and
{a;} with & € A(vy,; wi) such that

wy —u in LP(0,T;V), a; — & in LP(0,T; V™).
Now, taking wy as w in (5.5) and passing to the limit as & — oo, we have

0 = T ((f, tny — wg)) > T sup((€,, i, — wy)) + liminf({aly iy — wi)).  (5.6)
k—o0 k—00 k—o00

Here, since a; € A(vp,;un,) and a; € A(vy,;w), we note from the monotonicity of

A(vp, ;) that

({on, = ag, uny, — wr)) + ((F, Ung, — W)

<<5‘Za Uny, — wk>>

=
S %
Ead
<
S
kol
|
g
z
AVART

Therefore,

1iminf<(a7*1k,unk —wyg)) > lim (@), up, — wi)) = ((&",u —u)) =0,

k—o00 k—o0
so that
liminf((a; ,un, —u)) = liminf({a;, ,un, —wy +wyp —u))
k—o00 k—o00
= liminf((ay, , Un, — wi)) + lim ({ay, , wp — u))
k—o0 k—o0
= liminf{(a}, t, — ) = 0
and another inequality of the lemma follows similarly from ([5.6]). U
Proof of Theorem [5.2k First we shall show that
lim ((ar,, , Un,,)) = ((@",u)) and o* € A(v;u). (5.7)

k—o0

Let n be any function in ICo(0) and put n,.(t) := Fpe, (t)n(t); note from Lemma
that 7,. — n in LP(0,T;V), n,. — ' in L (0,T;V*) and n,. — 1 in C([0,T]; H) as
well, when n — oo and ¢ | 0. Since f — o € L, (6n;uy), it follows that

. 1
<<T];L,€ — [+, u, — 77n,€>> < §|U0n - nn,s(o)ﬁ{? (5.8)

Now, let n = ny — oo and € | 0 in (5.8) and note liminf, . ((af, u,)) > ((a*,u)) by
Lemma [5.4] to see that

(o — 0t u—m) < gluo — (O, ¥ € Ko(6),

16



which implies by definition that f —a* € Ly, (0;u).
Next we show that a* € A(v;u). In fact, since £* ;= f —a* € Ly, (6;u), it follows from
Theorem [4.8| that there exists a sequence {u,, £} such that

05 € Luyy, (0n; i), Gy — win LP(0,T;V), 05 — ¢* = f —a* in LP (0,T;V*).  (5.9)
Using this sequence, we see that

hgir;f((@j‘lk,unk —u)) = li}ggf«ﬁzk,unk — Uy, + Uy, — u))

> liminf (B — gy )) + lim inf (¢, @, — u))

> i (B, — i) + Jim ({6, 6, — )
=0
Therefore, together with lim sup;,_, (¢}, , tn, —u)) < 0 in Lemma , we have that
l}g&(wzk?“nk - u>> =0, ie klg{.lo«g;kzkvunk» = <<£*7u>>

Since (; = f —a; and «;, — o weakly in LP'(0,T;V*), it results from the above
equality that
lim ((a,, un,)) = (o, u)), (5.10)

k—o0
namely holds.

We are now in a position to show a* € A(v;u). Let w be any element in V' and
ay, be any element of A(v;w). By (B3), choose a sequence {a, ,,wi} so that o, €
A(vp;wy), wy — w in LP(0,T5V) and o, — aj, in LP(0,T;V*) as k — oo. Then, by
the monotonicity of A(v,,;-), we have that

({a, = A g tny = wi)) > 0.

Passing to the limit in k¥ — oo, we obtain by (5.10))
((a" = aj,u—w)) =20, Vaj, € A(v;w), Yw €V,

which implies that a* € A(v; ) by the maximal monotonicity of A(v;-) : V — V*.
Finally we show that u,, — w in C([0,T]; H) as k — oco. From (b) of Theorem {4.7]it
follows that for all ¢ € [0, 7]

3l = uf + [ (0, = 0", = u)dr < Sl —all + CGGONCTE). (611)

for all large k£ and any small ¢ > 0.
Here we show by the same idea as getting ((5.10)) under (5.9)) that

¢
lim [ () —a* u,, —u)dr =0. (5.12)

ng
k—o0 0

Indeed, take sequences {@,} and {a}} so that @, — w in LP(0,7;V), &) — o* in
LP(0,T;V*) and &* € A(vy; iiy,) for all n. Then, by putting

| t,, on|0,1), L _Joa;  onl0,1),
Uy - { Un,, on [t,T7, O, (£) = o on [t,T7,
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we see from condition (B0) that a; € A(vn,;Un,), and clearly @, — u in LP(0,T;V)
and &, — o in L”(0,T;V*) as k — co. Hence we can obtain

t

liminf [ («
k—o0 0

*

*
e~ O Uy — w)dr

t
. . * ~ % ~ % * ~ ~
= hggglf/ (o, — @y, +ay — " Uy — Uy, + Ty, — w)dT

*

t

o - .

= liminf [ (o), —ay Uy, — U, )dT
k—oo /g

T
= liminf/ (o — @ Uy, — Uy, )dT > 0;
0

n ng’
k—o0 k k

the last equality follows from (B3). As k — oo and € | 0 in (5.11]), (5.12) is obtained and
Up, — uwin C([0,T]; H). O

6 Parabolic quasi-variational inequalities

In this section we give the formulation of a class of parabolic quasi-variational inequalities
and an abstract existence result.

Given an initial datum wuy € H, we introduce a feedback system A,,, which is an
operator from V4 (cf. (5.1)) into Oy satisfying the following conditions:

(A1) Ay, maps V, into Oy (ug) := {0 € O | up € K(6;0)}.

(A2) If {w,} C V4 and is bounded in LP(0,7;V) and w, — w in LP(0,T; H), then
Ay w, = Ay,w in © as n — oo.

Definition 6.1. Given uy € H and f € L”(0,T;V*), we denote by QVI(Ay,; f,ug) the

problem to find a pair {0, u} € Oy (ug) x LP(0,7; V) such that

Loy, (0;0) + A(usu) 3 f in LP (0,75 V), 6.1)

6.1
0 = Ay, u in Opp.

We need an additional technical set-up in order to establish the solvability of QV I(A,,;
f,ug). Let W be a reflexive and separable Banach space which is densely and continuously
embedded in V'; in this case, since V* C W™,

V C H C W* with compact embeddings. (6.2)
Moreover, we suppose that there is a positive number dy such that
doBw(0) C K(0;t), V0 € Ow(ug), Vt € [0,T], (6.3)

where By (0) is the unit closed ball around the origin in W.
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Under the additional conditions (6.2)), (6.3) and a given constant M* > 0, we consider
the set Z(dg, M*,up) in LP(0,7;V) N L>(0,T; H) given as:

(

[ulrro vy < M*, [ulpeomm < M7,
dg € Lp,(O,T; V™) such that
u ({g,u)) < M*, |glprorwe) < M*, (6.4)
1
(' =g u=m) < Sluo = n(O0)f, ¥ne L0, T;V)
with o € LP (0, T;V*) and n(t) € 8oBw (0), Vt € [0,T]

\

/

The compactness lemma stated below is one of important mathematical tools for the
solvability of QVI(Ay,; f,uo).

Lemma 6.2. ([10; Theorem 4.1]). For any o9 > 0, M* > 0 and uy € H the set
Z (00, M*,ug) is relatively compact in LP(0,T; H) and its convex closure conv(Z (8o, M*, ug))
(in LP(0,T;V)) is compact in LP(0,T; H).

Next, let A(v,u) be the same semimonotone operator as in the last section. Then we
note that there is a positive constant Ny such that

|u|%([O,T];H) + |U|Z£P(O,T;V) S N0<|f|}£p/((],T;V*) + |u0|%l> = Nl’ (65>

for all solutions u of L,,(0;u) + A(v;u) > f as long as € € Oy (uy) and v € V4. In fact,
by (c) of Theorem [4.7| we have

! i 1 1
[ = 1 e+ G = 0 < Gl = O v € Ka(0), Ve € 0.7)
where a* € A(v;u). By (6.3), we take 0 as n € Ky(6,,) to get

%|u(t)]fq+/0t(oz*,u>d7§/o

By using conditions (B1) and (B2), it is easy to derive (6.5)) for some constant N; > 0
from this inequality.

t

1
(f,u)dr + §|u0|12q7 vt € [0,T].

Corollary 6.3. Let {6,,} C Oy (uo) and {v,} C V4 be sequences such that {v,} is bounded
in LP(0,T;V) and

0, =0 in©, v, —vin LP(0,T;H) (as n — o).

Let {u,} be the sequence of solutions w, of Ly, (0n;u,) + A(vn;u,) D f. Then {u,} is
bounded in C([0,T); H) N L*(0,T;V) and is relatively compact in LP(0,T; H).

We see by (c) of Theorem together with (6.2))-(6.5)), and Theorem that u, €

Z (09, M*,ug) for a certain constant M* > 0. Hence this corollary is a direct consequence
of Lemma [6.2]

Now we formulate an existence result for QVI(Ay,; f, uo).
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Theorem 6.4. Assume that (Og), (A1)-(A3), (B0)-(B3) and (6.2)-(6.3)) are fulfilled. Let
up € H be a given initial datum and A, be a feedback system from Va into Oy (ug) # 0,
satisfying (A1) and (A2). Then, for each f € LP(0,T;V*), problem QVI(Ay; f,uo)

admits at least one solution {0, u}.

Proof. By estimate (6.5]), for a large constant M* we see that any solution u of Ly, (6;u)+
A(v;u) 3 f belongs to Z(dg, M*, ug), as long as 6 € Oy (ug) and v € V4.

We put X (ug) := conv(Z(dg; M*,up)), which is compact and convex in L?(0,7; H) by
Lemma [6.2] Now, for each u € X (ug) N Va, we denote by @ a unique solution of

0 = Ay, Ly (0;0) 4+ A(us;@) 3 f in LP(0,T; V™),

and define a mapping S : X(ug) N Va4 — X(ug) N V4 by u = Su (€ Z(dg, M*,up) C
X(uo) N VA)

We are going to prove that S is continuous in X (ug) N V4 with respect to the topology
of L?(0,T; H). Let {u,} be any sequence in X (ug) N V4 such that u,, — v in LP(0,T; H).
Then, by (A2), 0,, :== Ay u, = Ay,u =: 6 in ©. Therefore, by Corollary , the solution
Uy, Of Ly (0; Uy) + A(un; ) S f converges to the solution @ of L, (0;a) + A(uw; ) 3 f
in the sense that @, — u in C([0,T]; H) and weakly in L”(0,7;V’). This shows that
Uy = Su, — Su=1uin LP(0,T; H).

Now we are in a position to apply the Schauder’s fixed-point theorem for S in X (ug) N
V4 in order to find a function u € X(up) NV4 such that w = Su. In this case, the pair
{0, u} with 0 = A, u satisfies and wu is a solution of QVI(Ay,; f, uo). O

In general, the quasi-variational inequality (6.1]) has multiple solutions as the following
simple example shows.

Example 6.5. (Non-uniqueness) We consider the case H = V' = R. For a fixed positive
constant cg, put

Xo:={zeW"(0,T) | 0< 2 <c¢yae on (0,T), 2(0) =1},
which is compact and convex in L*(0,T). Clearly
{2—e?]0< <} C X, (6.6)

As the space © of parameters we take X, with metric dg(21, 22) = |21 — 22|C@), and define
for every z € ©
K(z;t):={reR|r>z(t)—2}, Vte[0,T].

It is easy to check the conditions (Og) and (A1)-(A3). By the general results in section [4]
the time-derivative L;(z;-) is defined as well corresponding to the initial value 1 and the

constraint set K (z;t). Next we formulate A;, with initial value 1, as a feedback system
from L2(0,T) into © as follows: for each v € L?(0,T), define z := Ajv € © by

|z — Uﬁ'ﬁ(o,T) = Iggél I¢ — U’%?(O,T);

we note from that
M2—-e=2—c 0<Ve<q. (6.7)
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Now, consider the quasi-variational inequality (6.1]) with A(v;u) =0 and f = 0:
Li(z;u) 20 in L*(0,T), 2z = Aju,

which is written as

T
, 1
| =i < S =m0, e Ko(e), = A, (63
0

where Ky(2) is the class of smooth test functions, namely Ko(2) = {n € WH2(0,T) | n(t) €
K(z;t), Vt € [0,T]}. For instance, pay attention to the function u(t) := 2 — e~ for any
constant ¢ with 0 < ¢ < ¢g. Then we see that u(0) = 1 and for any n € Ko(u)

T 1 )
| e < 5l - )P
0

In fact, since u/(t) = ce™ > 0 and u(t) — n(t) <0, it follows that

| wt—mar = [t = SJu(r) = () + 51 = n(0)F
1 2
< SO,

Besides, we have by (6.7) that Aju =2 — e~ = u. Thus u := 2 — e~ satisfies with
z = for all ¢ € [0, ¢p], which shows that problem possesses infinite many solutions.

Remark 6.6. In Theorem an existence result of QVI(A,,; f,up) was established,
based on a compactness property of Ly, (;-) (cf. Lemma [6.2). Of course, there are
a variety of existence results for QVI(A,,; f,up) without such a compactness property,
depending on the choice of feedback system A,,,. For instance, see Application of the
next section.

7 Applications

7.1. Quasi-variational ordinary differential inequality

In the first application we are going to treat a sweeping process with quasi-variational
structure in two dimensional space R2.
Let us consider the case of H =V =W = R? and

a € W0, T;R?), |a(t)| =1, Vt € [0,T],
0:=10:=[a,7,¢] | v€C(R?), 7. <y <" onR, ,
¢ € C([0,T];R?)

where 2 < p < oo and 7., 7* are positive constants with v, < v*; Cy(R?) is the space of
all functions v in C(R?) such that lim,|_, y(r) exists. Here the space © is a complete

metric space with metric

de(0,0) == |a — alwrsorr2) + |7 — Vw2 + 1€ = Cloqorire)
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for 6 := [a,v,¢], 0 :=[a,7,¢] € ©. Also, given 0 := [a,7,¢] and 8 := [a, 7, (], we define
) by

the rotation R99<
cosa(t) — sina(t)
Ryg(t) = 7.1
oo ?) (sina(t) cos a(t) > (1)
)
)

’ (t)) and a(t) = (@ (t),a®(t)).
2?) e R?

with the angle a(t) between vectors a(t) := (a™(t), a'
It is easy to see from (7.1) that for any vector z := (2,

Res(t)z = (2 cos a(t) — 2P sin a(t), 2V sin a(t) + 22 cos a(t)), (7.2)
with
sina(t) = aV (t)a? (t) — aP (®)aM(t), cosa(t) = aV(t)aV(t) + @ ()a®(t). (7.3)
Also, as function oy (t) we take
095 (1) :=ceal(t), Veec (0,1}, Vt € [0,T]. (7.4)
Now, for each 6 := [a,,{] € ©, we put
K(0:t) ={z€R*|a(t) (z—a(t)) =0, |z —a(t)] <)}, Vte[0,T]. (7.5)
(Verification of (©g)) Denote by ©; the set of all parameters 6 := [a,, (] € O of C%-class.
Let 0 := [a,7,{] € O, and 0 =Ty < T3 < Ty < --+- < Ty := T be a partition of [0, 7]

such that
|7(C(5)) - 7(C<t))| < Vay st S [Tk—lka]7 k= 1727 '7N'

Given z € K(0;s), s, t € [Ty_1,Ty], s <t, we put
- 1
= (1= 21 (EEN = 2] ) R 0z als) + a0
where R(s,t) is the rotation operator with the angle between a(s) and a(t). Then

- alt)] = (1 - Lhie(s) - 7(((0)!) 1 — a(s)
< (1 - hie(s) - ’V(C(t))\) 2(¢(s))

A ((s)) - @mc( ) = )] < AC(E)
and
(2 a(t) -alt) = (1— L ets) —V(C(t))l) R(s,1)(z — a(s)) - alt)
Vx
- (1 - Lhie(s) - W(C(t))l) R(s,1)(z — a(s)) - R(s, 1) "a(s)
_ (1 - Lhie(s) - v<c<t>>|) (= — als)) - a(s) = 0



Hence z € K(0;t). Besides, since |R(s,t) — I|pmz) < Cala(t) — a(s)| for all s,t € [0, 7]
and for some constant C, > 0 depending only on a (cf. (7.1)-(7.3))), we see that

IN

52| \ (1 - it - V(C(t))\) R(s,1)(z — a(s)) + a(t) - z
IR(s,0)(z — a(s)) — (= — a(s))] + |a(t) — a(s)

+ % 7 (C(s) — 1D |z — als)]

} dr.
1

1 ! d
];|2|p - ]—9|z\p < const.|z — z| < cons.t./S {\a’(7)| + '%’V(C(T»‘} dr.

N

< const. / t {|a'(7)| + '%v(é(f)

Similarly, for any p > 2,

For any s, t € [0,7] we get the same type of estimates as above by repeating the above
procedure at most N-times. Thus we can see that ©; C Og, since v(¢) and a are of C.
Hence ©; C Oy C O. Since O, is dense in O, we conclude that Oy = © and (Og) holds.

(Verification of (A1)-(A3)) For any parameters 0 = [a,7v,(], 0 := [a,7,¢] € O, we
have by our assumption that a, @ € W'P(0,T;R?), so that expression — of
Ry shows that Ryy € W'2(0,T; B(R?)) and (A1) holds. Since a(t) = Rys(t)a(t), z :=
(1 —¢)Rpg.z +ca(t), 0 <e < 1,is written as

z—a(t) = (1 —¢)Rys(z — a(t)).
Hence,
(2 - a(t)) - alt) = (1 - &)Rys(t) (= — alt)) - Ryglt)z = (1 - £)(z — a(t)) -z = 0.

and if dg(6,0) < £7., then

12 —a(t)] < (1 —e)v(C(t) <~(C(1)) — e <7(C(1)).

and z € K(0;t). By and (7.5]), we see that (A2) and (A3) with 0. = &7, are fulfilled.
By virtue of Theorem[4.7] the time-derivative operator Ly, (f; -) is defined as a maximal
monotone mapping from LP(0,T;R?) into LP'(0,T;R?) associated with {K(6;t)} given
by and an initial datum uy € K(6;0). By our assumption, Upece tepo,r K (0;1) is
bounded in R?, namely there is a closed ball By, around the origin of R? and with radius
ko > 0 such that
U E@®¢) c B,

0€O,te(0,T]

(Feedback system A,,) We define a feedback system A,, as follows. Let G := G(t,w, ()
be a globally bounded and continuous vector field from [0, 7] x R? x R? into R? such that

G(t,w,¢) — G(t,w,¢)| < Ce(lw —w|+|¢ (), Yw, w, ¢, (€R? VL€ [0,T],
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where Cg is a positive constant. Let Y be a closed convex set in R? such that 0 ¢ Y.
Now, given {, € Y and u € U := {w € LP(0,T;R?) | w(t) € By,,ae. t € (0,7)},
consider the evolution inclusion

¢'(t) + Iy ((t) > G(t, /tu(T)dT,C<t)), a.e. t € (0,7), ¢€(0)=¢,. (7.6)

0

By the general theory of nonlinear evolution equations (cf. [4]) (7.6) has a unique solution
in W12(0,T; R?) and for simplicity this solution is denoted by ¢(u) or ¢(u;t).

Lemma 7.1. Let {u,} be a sequence in U such that w, — w weakly in LP(0,T;R?) (as
n — o0), then the sequence (u,) converges to the solution {(u) of (7.6 in the sense
that

Co = C(un) = ¢ = ¢(u) in C([0,TI;R?), ¢, — ¢ an LP(0,T;R?).  (7.7)

Proof. Multiplying the both sides of (7.6) for ¢,, by ¢, we get

d :

Ch (O + 1Y (Cn(1) = Gult) - G, (1), ae. t€(0,T),

where G, (t) := G(t, [; un(7)dr, ¢, (t)). Since Iy(¢,) =0 on [0, 77, we see that [¢}(t)] <
|G,.(t)] and hence {¢,} is bounded in W>(0,T;R?). Therefore there exists a subse-
quence {¢,, } of {¢,} such that

¢, — ¢ in C([0,T};R?), ¢, — ¢ weakly in LP(0,T;R?).

for some function ¢ € WH>(0, T; R?). Since G,, — G := G(t, f(f udr, ¢) in C([0,T]; R?),
it follows that ¢, converges in C([0,7]; R?) to the solution of which is nothing but
¢ and consequentlyy ¢, — ¢ in C([0,T]; R?) without extracting any subsequence from
{¢,,} by the uniquenss of solution to (7.6]). Besides we have for any s, t € [0,T], s <,

¢ t
limsup/ I Pdr = lim [ G, dr

n—00 n—oo [

T t
= / G-C’dt:/ ¢/ dr,
0 s

so that ¢, — ¢’ in L*(0,T;R?) (hence in LP(0,T;R?)) as well as [('(¢)| < |G(t)] for a.e.
t € (0,7). Thus (7.7) has been obtained. O

Now, we define a mapping a(-) by putting
a(u;t) := o(u
for any w in U. It is easy to see that
a(u) € WH(0,T;R?), |a(u;(t)| =1, Vt€[0,T], u € U.

Now our feedback system A, : i — © is given by

Ayyu = [a(u),v,{(u)], Yu e lU.
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We observe from Lemma that A, is a compact mapping from U into ©; in fact,
if w, € U and u,, — w weakly in LP(0,T;R?) (as n — o0), then {(u,) — ¢{(u) in
Whr(0,T;R?) and 6, := [a(u,),,{(u,)] — 0 := [a(u),~,{(u)] in O.

In the above set-up, given an initial datum g, satisfying that

w e o

1G]

and f € L (0,T;R?), we formulate a quasi-variational ordinary differential inequality:

. ag - (up —ap) =0, |ug — ao| < (<),

Lu,(0;u) > f in LY (0,T;R?), 6= Ay, u (7.8)

which is written as

¢'(t) + 0Ly (C(1)) 3 G, / w(r)dr, (), L€ (0.T), ¢(0)=C,

| = @) ) =m0t < o = nf v € Kof0).

The existence of a solution {f,u} of is not covered by Theorem because
condition (|6.3]) is not fulfilled. Hence the compactness result mentioned in Lemma is
not obtained. However the existence of a solution of is directly proved by the fixed
point argument. In fact, let S be the mapping which assigns to each function w € U the
solution u of

0 = Ayyu, Ly, (0;u)> f.

Then it follows from the above observations that S is compact mapping from I/ into itself
in the topology of LF(0,T;R?), so that S has at least one fixed point, u = Su in U.
Clearly, the pair {0, u} with 6 := [a(u),7,{(u)] is a solution of (7.8)).

Remark 7.2. For simplicity we treated above in R? . But similar problems are formulated
and solved in the 3d space or more generally infinite dimensional spaces, too, although
the computation is more technical for the verification of assumptions (A1)-(A3) and (Og).

7.2. Quasi-variational partial differential inequality

In this application we treat a model arising in superconductivity. Let 2 be a smooth
bounded domain in RV, 1 < N < oo, and

=00, Y:=Tx(0,T), Q:=Q2x(0,7T).

We put V := W, P(Q), H := L*Q), W := W>Y(Q) with max{p, N} < ¢ < oo, and hence
W cCcV CHCV*CW* with dense and compact embeddings. We suppose that

e a(x,t,v) is a function on ) x R, satisfying the Carathéodory condition, namely for
a.e. (z,t) € @, the function v — a(z,t,v) is continuous and for all v € R the
function (z,t) — a(x,t,v) is measurable on ). We assume that for some positive
constants a., a*

a, <a(z,t,v) <a*, ae. (z,t) €Q, Yv e R.
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e 7(-) € Cy(R), namely v is bounded and continuous on R such that lim,_, 1 ()
exists. Furthermore, suppose that, for a positive constant &g,

7(¢) > &9, YC €R.

e Nh(w,t,u) is a Lipschitz continuous function on @ x R.

Next, we put

©:={0:=[r.¢]| 7€ C(R),y = e on R, ¢ € C(Q)},

and define a semimonotone mapping A(v;u) and a family {K(0;t)} of closed and convex
subsets of V' by:

A(v;u) == —div (a(x, t,v)|VulP2Vu) in LP(0,T;V*),
Yo € Va = LP(0,T;V), Yu € LP(0,T;V),
K6;t):={z €V | |Vz(z)| <~({(x,1)) a.e. x € Q},
vt e [0,7], V8 :=[y,¢] € ©.

Furthermore, for a given ug € H, a feedback system A,, is defined by: 6 := [, (] = A, u
if and only if u € LP(0,T; V) and ( is a unique solution of the following heat equation

Ct - AC = h(l’,t,U) in Qa
¢ (7.9)

0 .
%%—noC:O on Z, <('70):C0 mn Q,

where (o € H?(Q2), satisfying % +n0lo =0on T and ug € K(0p;0) :={2 €V | |Vz] <
(o) a.e. on Q}.

We know (cf. [7; Appendix]) that problem (7.9) admits a unique solution ¢ €
Wh2(0,T; HY(Q2)) N L>(0,T; H*(Q)), which is compactly embedded in C'(Q).

It is verified that (©g) holds under (6.2)-(6.3), © N (C*(R) x C*(Q)) C Og, O = O
and conditions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied by Rys = I, 0g5. = 0 and Fys. = (1 + co(€))I; see
[7, 20] for the verification of these facts. Also, it is easy to check conditions (B0)-(B3)
from the definition of A(v;u) as well as A,, satisfies (A1) — (A2). Therefore, by virtue of
Theorem , for a given f € L (0, T;V*), the quasi-variational inequality

Luy(0;u) + A(us;u) 3 f in LP(0,T;V*), 0= Ay,u,

has at least one solution {6, u}, which gives a solution of the following system:

G- AC=h(r.tu) mQ, 9ot mC=00n %, ((0)=Gin®

we O([0,T]; H), ult) e K(6;t), vt € [0,T],

T
/ (n',u —n)dt + / a(z,t,u)|VulP"*Vu - V(u — n)dzdt
0 Q
T 1
< [ (o=t + Gluo = w0 i € Kol6).
0
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Remark 7.3. The above quasi-variational inequality arises from simplified models of
Type II superconductivity; we refer to [1, 2, 19, 27] for related works.

Remark 7.4. The similar approach is possible to quasi-variational Navier-Stokes prob-
lems. In the general case the obstacle function v(() is required to have three phases,
7€) =0, 0 < v(¢) < oo and v(¢) = oo which are respectively the solid, mussy and
liquid parts in the fluid. Therefore, its mathematical treatment would be much more
complicated (cf. [9, 11, 12]).
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