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Abstract

This article develops duality principles applicable to the non-linear Kirchhoff-Love model of
plates. The results are obtained through standard tools of convex analysis, functional analysis,
calculus of variations and duality theory. The main duality principle concerns a convex (in fact
concave) dual variational formulation and related new optimality conditions for the model in
question. Finally, in the last section we develop some global existence results for a similar model
in elasticity.

1 Introduction

In this article, in a first step, we develop a new existence proof and a dual variational formu-
lation for the Kirchhoff-Love thin plate model. Previous results on existence in mathematical
elasticity and related models may be found in [7, 8 ©].

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, [2], 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 [2] and others
such as [3], which greatly influenced and inspired my work and recent books [5, [6].

Here we highlight that such earlier results establish the complementary energy under the
hypothesis of positive definiteness of the membrane force tensor at a critical point (please see
[2, 3] for details).

We have obtained a dual variational formulation which allows the global optimal point
in question not to be positive definite (for related results see F.S. Botelho [5]), but also not
necessarily negative definite. The approach developed also includes sufficient conditions of
optimality for the primal problem. It is worth mentioning that the standard tools of convex
analysis used in this text may be found in [10, 5], for example.

At this point we start to describe the primal formulation.
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Let © C R? be an open, bounded, connected set which represents the middle surface of
a plate of thickness h. The boundary of €2, which is assumed to be regular (Lipschitzian), is
denoted by 092. The vectorial basis related to the cartesian system {1, 9,3} is denoted by
(aq,a3), where o = 1,2 (in general Greek indices stand for 1 or 2), and where ag is the vector
normal to €2, whereas a; and as are orthogonal vectors parallel to €. Also, n is the outward
normal to the plate surface.

The displacements will be denoted by

u= {’[La, ’[Lg} = U8, + Uzas.
The Kirchhoff-Love relations are

Uo (21, T2, 23) = Ua(T1,22) — T3wW(T1,22) o

and us(z1,x2,r3) = w(w1, T2). (1)
Here —h/2 < x3 < h/2 so that we have u = (uy,w) € U where
U = {(ua,w) € WH(Q;R?) x W>*(Q),
Uy =w = —— =0 on 0N}
n
= Wy (B R?) x WA (9Q).

It is worth emphasizing that the boundary conditions here specified refer to a clamped plate.
We define the operator A : U — Y x Y, where Y = Y* = L?(Q; R?>*2), by

Au) = {7(u), K(u)},

U, T U W, W,
,.Yaﬁ (u) — avB 2 B?a CM2 57

Kap(t) = =W 3.

The constitutive relations are given by

Nag(u) = Haprpvau(u), (2)
Map(u) = happriu(uw), 3)
where: Woh
{Hopan} = {h (%mm + 2" (Bardpy + 5QM55A)> }
and

h2
{haﬁku} = g{Haﬁx\u}

are symmetric positive definite fourth order tensors. Here A" > 0 and p > 0 are the Lamé
constants which depend on h and {d,s3} is the Kronecker delta.

From now on, in an appropriate sense, we denote {Hagr,} = {Hapru} ! and {hagru} =
{hapru} ™"



Furthermore {N,g} denote the membrane force tensor and {M,g} the moment one. The
plate stored energy, represented by (G o A) : U — R is expressed by

1 1
(GoM)w) = 5 [ Nopuiaa(e) do+ 5 | Masluras(w) da (@
and the external work, represented by F': U — R, is given by

F(u) = (w, P)r20) + (tas Pa)12(0), (5)

where P, P, P, € L2(Q) are external loads in the directions as, a; and as respectively. The
potential energy, denoted by J : U — R is expressed by:

J(u) = (G o A)(u) — F(u)

Finally, we also emphasize from now on, as their meaning are clear, we may denote L?(£2)
and L?(2;R?*?) simply by L?, and the respective norms by || - ||2. Moreover derivatives are
always understood in the distributional sense, 0 may denote the zero vector in appropriate
Banach spaces and, the following and relating notations are used:

9w
W3 = ,
B 0x,013

Ouy
Uq,p = 8—:%’
ON,
Naﬁ,l = axoiﬁ7
and aN
Nogo = a;;ﬁ.

2 On the existence of a global minimizer

At this point we present an existence result concerning the Kirchhoff-Love plate model.
We start with the following two remarks.

Remark 2.1. Let {P,} € L>(; R?). We may easily obtain by appropriate Lebesgue integration
{Tup} symmetric and such that

Tag’ﬁ = —Pa, mn €.

Indeed, extending {P,} to zero outside ) if necessary, we may set

Tll(x7y) = _/0 Pl(&)@/) dg)

B Yy
T22(x7y) = _/0 P2(:E7£) df,



and ) )
TlQ(xay) = T21(‘T7y) = 07 in ).

Thus, we may choose a C' > 0 sufficiently big, such that
{Taﬁ} = {Tag + C(gag}

1s positive definite in 2, so that

Topp = Tap,p = —Fa,

where
{5aﬁ}

is the Kronecker delta.

So, for the kind of boundary conditions of the next theorem, we do NOT have any restriction
for the {P,} norm.

Summoarizing, the next result is new and it is really a step forward concerning the previous
one in Ciarlet [8] and the previous results in [6]. We emphasize this result and its proof through
such a tensor {Tog} are new, even though the final part of the proof is established through a
standard procedure in the calculus of variations.

It is also worth mentioning in the concerning primal formulation we have included a term
denoted by

Js(u) = <€aau(21>L2(Ft)-

This term, even in the case where the positive ¢, € L?(I') is of small magnitude, has an
amazing structural stabling effect on the plate model in question and makes the primal energy
functional bounded below. This feature makes viable the proof of this existence result for a more
general set of boundary conditions. We highlight such a functional Js corresponds to adding a
distribution of springs on the portion boundary I'y.

Finally, we also highlight the duality principles and concerning optimality conditions are
established through new functionals. Similar results may be found in [5, [6]. Indeed the results
here developed represent some advances concerning those presented in [5] in 2014 and in [6] of
2020.

Theorem 2.2. Let Q C R? be an open, bounded, connected set with a Lipschitzian boundary
denoted by 0Q =T'. Suppose (GoA): U — R is defined by

G(Au) = G1(v(u)) + Go(k(u)), Yu € U,

where )

Gi(r) = 5 [ Homras(wp ) da,
and .

Ga(ku) = 3 /Q hapaubiap(w)ra(u) dz,
where

Au) = (v(w), £(w)) = ({(Vap(u)}; {Fas(w)}),

U +u W, oW
’Yaﬁ(u): 0752 570!_’_ 7042 757
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K/aﬁ(u) = —W,ap,

where,
U = {u=(ta,w) = (ur,ug,w) € WH(QR?) x W>?(Q)
ow
ua:w:%—o, onfo} (6)

Here 090 = T'g U Ty and the Lebesgue measures
mp(ro M Pt) =0,

and
mr(ro) > 0.

We also define,

(u,f)r2 = (w, P)r2(q) + (ta, Pa)r2(0)
+<P§nua>L2(I‘t) + (Pt7w>L2(rt), (7)

—(w, P)2(0) — (Uas Pa)r2) — (Pas Ua) 12(ry)
—(P"w)r2(ry) + (Ear ul) 12(ry)
—(u, F) 12 + (€0, ud) 12(ry)

—(u, B1) 12 — (e, Pa) 12(0) + (Eas Ua) 12(1)s (8)

where
(u,f1)p2 = (u, )12 — <uaaPa>L2(Q)a
go € L3(T) is such that e, > 0, in T, Yo € {1,2} and

f = (P,, P) € L®(;R3).
Let J : U — R be defined by
J(u) = G(Au) + Fi(u), YVu e U.
Assume there exists {cop} € R**? such that c,s > 0, Vo, 8 € {1,2} and
Ga(r(u)) > capllw,apll3, Yu € U.
Under such hypotheses, there exists ug € U such that

J(up) = min J(u).

uclU
Proof. Observe that we may find T, = {(7,)s} such that
diUTa =1ap,p = —Pa

an also such that {T,3} is positive definite and symmetric (please, see Remark [2.1]).
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Thus defining

U8 + U 1
a?ﬁ /g?a _I_ —w’aw’ﬁ’

Vap(u) = 5 5

we obtain

J(u) = Gi({vas(u)}) + Galk(w)) = (u, )2 + (ea, ua)r2(ry)

= Gi({vap(W)}) + Ga(k(w)) + (Tupp, tia) 12(0) — (U, £1) 12 + (€0 ul) £2(ry)

= Gulfeus()) + Galetw) — (Tos, 250
L

H(Tapng, ua) 2y — (U, £1) 12 + (Ea, ud) 12(ry)

1
= Gul{eus()) + Galw(w) — (T tus®) = s ) |~ {oof)zo + (oo
L

+(Topnp, ta) L2(ry)

v

1
CO!BHU’ABH% + 2 <Taﬁvw,awﬁ>L2(Q) —(u, f1)p2 + <5a’u§>L2(Ft) + G1({vap(u)})
_<Ta5, VafB (u)>L2(Q) + (Tagng, ua>L2(1"t)'

From this, since {T,g} is positive definite, clearly J is bounded below.
Let {u,} € U be a minimizing sequence for J. Thus there exists a; € R such that

lim J(u,) = inf J(u) = oy.

n— 00 uelU

From (I0)), there exists K7 > 0 such that
|(wn).all2 < K1,Va, B € {1,2}, ne N.
Therefore, there exists wy € W22(2) such that, up to a subsequence not relabeled,
(wWn) ap = (wo) o3, weakly in L2

Vo, B € {1,2}, as n — oo.
Moreover, also up to a subsequence not relabeled,

(Wn).a — (wo) ., strongly in L? and L*,

Va, € {1,2}, as n — oc.
Also from ([I0)), there exists Ky > 0 such that,

[(vn)ap(u)ll2 < K2, Ve, B € {1,2}, n €N,
and thus, from this, (@) and ([IIl), we may infer that there exists K3 > 0 such that
[(un)a,p + (un)pallz < K3,Va, B € {1,2}, n € N.
From this and Korn’s inequality, there exists K4 > 0 such that

[unllwr2@re) < Ka, Vn € N.

6
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So, up to a subsequence not relabeled, there exists {(ug)a} € WH2(2,R?), such that
(Un)ap + (Un)g.a — (u0)ap + (U0)ga, weakly in L2,
Va, f € {1,2}, as n — oo, and,
(tn)a — (0)a, strongly in L2

Va € {1,2}, as n — oo.
Moreover, the boundary conditions satisfied by the subsequences are also satisfied for wy
and ug in a trace sense, so that
Ug = ((UO)a,wo) eU.

From this, up to a subsequence not relabeled, we get
Yo (Un) = ’Yag(uo), weakly in L2,

Vo, B € {1,2}, and
Kap(tn) = Kag(uo), weakly in L2,

Va, f € {1,2}.
Therefore, from the convexity of G in v and G2 in kK we obtain
I = o

= hnrr_1>1£f J ()

> J(up). (12)
Thus,

J(ug) = min J(u).

The proof is complete. O

3 The duality principles

Considering the statements and definitions of the previous sections, define again the func-
tional J : U — R by

1

T = 5 | Basas(una,(w da

_ % /Q HoguxVap (W) () de
(w0, P) g2 — (a0 Pa) 2 (13)

where

(Ug, w) = (ug,ug,w) € U = W()1’2(Q,]R2) X W02’2(Q),

P e L%(Q), P, € L*(Q) for a € {1,2}.
Also
K/ozﬁ(u) = —W,ap,
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1 1
Yap(u) = g(ua,g +ugq) + iw,aw,ﬁ.

Here we define G; : U — R by

Gi(u) = G1({w,as}) = %/Qhaﬁuwaﬁ(u)mu(u) dz,

Gy :U —Rby

- 1 K
G2(u) = G2({ua,ﬁyw,a}) = 5 /Q Haﬁu)\’}/aﬁ(u)’y}\,u(u) dx + ?<w,omw,o¢>L27

and F': U — R by

K
F(u) = ?(w,a,wa)Lz.

Moreover, denoting Y = Y* = W22(Q), Y1 = Y;* = L2(Q;R¥2), Y, = V5 = L2(Q;R?) and
Y3 = Y3 =Y, define also G7 : V5" x Y* — R by

Gi(M,z*) = sup {((v3)ap, Map + 2"0ap) 12 — G1({(v3)as})
v3€Y3
1 7 v * 7 *
= §/Qha6)\u(MaB + z 50!5)(M)\M + z 5>\M) dx, (14)

Gy: Yy x Yy - Rby

G5(N,Q) = A {{(v1)ag, Nag)r2 + {(v2)a, Qa)rz — G2({(v1)as; (v2)a})

1 — 1 _
= = / NKBQan dr + —/ I‘Iag)\lu]\foéﬁ]\7)\‘u dx, (15)
2 Jqg © 2 Jq
in B* where
B*={v"=(N,Q,M) €Y xYy xYs : {Nyg+ Kdus} is positive definite in Q}.
Here we have denoted
{N5} = {Nag + Kdag} ™"
Finally, define
F*:Y* - R by

Fr (") = 225{_<VW=VZ*>L2_F(U)}

1
_ ﬁ/ﬂyw*ﬁ da. (16)

Furthermore, define
J:B*xY*" =R,

by
J*(N,Q,J\Z/,z*) = —G’{(]\Z/,z*) — G5(N,Q) + F* (=),

Ji:B*xY* 5 R
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JT(N’Q7M7Z*) = J*(N7Q7M7Z*)

1 7 "~ * T "~ *
+5 /Q[Co(hnm(MAu + 2" 0xu) 22 — hooau (M, + 2"0x,) 11)]
X (R (M, + 2%03) 22 — hooa (M, + 2°63,) 11) da, (17)

where B B B
Co = (1 — 3)(hagaa D1111 — 2h1129 D11 Dag + hy11 Dagag)

and 0 < g3 < 1.

We suppose e3 is sufficiently close to 1 so that J; is concave in v* = (N, Q, M), on B* (in
fact, for this kind of tensor {hagau}, through an analysis of the Hessian in question with the
help of the softwares MATHEMATICA or MAPLE, we may infer that J{ is concave in v* on
B* for any value 0 < g3 < 1).

Here we remark to generically denote for y € L?(€),

(hago2 D1111 — 2h1120D11 Dag + hi111 Daza2) L (y) = w,
if and only if
we W*()

and
(h222aD1111 — 2h1122 D11 Dag + hi111 Dagas) [w] =,

where also generically we have denoted

84
Daﬁ’Yﬂ[w] = w,aﬁ)\u = 8$a 8$g 8%)\ 8$M [w]

Moreover, define
Jy:Y* =R

by

* (% 1 7 * *
) = =5 | Rasul="0un)(00) da

1 — _
+5 / [Co(h1iap(2"0xn) 22 — (hooauz ™ 0xp) 11)]
Q

X (hiiap(2%0x) 22 — (hooxuz™0ay) 11) d
+F*(2") (18)

and J3 : B* xY* xU — R by

Jg(N7 Q7 M7 z*7u) = J*(N7 Q7 M’ Z*)
—|—<’LU, Maﬁ,aﬁ - Qa,a - P>L2
—(Ua; Nag,g + Pa)r2 (19)



Also, define A* = A; N Ay where
Ay ={v* = (N,Q,M) € B* : Nogps+ P,=0, in Q},

Ay = {v* = (N,Q,M) € B* : Mppop — Qo — P =0, inQ},

With such statements and definitions in mind we establish our main result, which is sum-
marized by the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Denoting v = (NO,QO,MO), suppose (v§, z5,uo) € B* x Y* x U is such that
0J5 (vg, 25, up) = 0.
Under such hypotheses we have,
dJ(ug) =0,
v5 = (No, Qo, Mo) € A*

and

K
J(ug) = gglf]{J(u)—i-?/Q\Vw—Vwo\z dm}
= J* (v, %)

= sw J* (0", 25) = Ji (v5, 20)- (20)
v*eA*

Proof. From the hypotheses,
0J3 (vg, 25, uo) = 0.

From the variation in M we have
—hapau(Mo)a + 250x) + (wo) ap = 0, in Q.

Thus, i
(MO)aﬁ = haﬁ)\,u(wo))\u - 2’850{5.

From the variation in ) we obtain

—N25(Qo)p + (w) o =0, in Q

so that
(Qo)a = (No)as(wo)s + K (wo)a-

From the variation in N we get

_ _ 1 _
(NG ap(Q0) o (NG )au (Qo) e + 5 ((o)a,s + (w0)s,0) = Hapru(No)a = 0, in &
and hence

1 1
(¥0)a = Hags (o) + (il ) + 5ol )
Considering the variation in z* we obtain

B V22
K

- (Haﬂku((MO)Au + 200xu))005 = 0, in Q
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so that

2 %
—VKZO — ((wo)11 + (wo)22) =0,
that is,
2
VK V2w0 = 0
and thus
25 = —Kwp, in Q.

Finally, from the variation in u we obtain

(MO)QB,QB - (QO)a,a —P= 07

and
(NO)aB,B + P, = 0, n Q,

so that
vy € A",

From these last results and the Legendre transform properties we get
G1 (Mo, 75) = {(wo)ag, (Mo)ap + 250as) 2 — G1({(wo)as}),

G5(No, Qo) = ((u0)a5 (No)ag) 2 + ((w0) as (Ro)a) 2 — G2({(10)a,p: (w0) 0 })

and
F*(z5) = —(Vwo, Vz3) 12 — F(uo).

From such results we may infer that
T (vg,25) = —Gi(Mo,z5) — G5(No, Qo) + F* ()
= —((wo).a8; (Mo)ap + 290as) 12 + G1({(w0),a8})

—((u0)a,8, (No)ap) L2 — ((w0),as (Qo)a) 2 + G2({(10)a,s: (W0),a})
—(Vwo, Vz5) 2 — F(ug)
—(wo

P2 — ((u0)a; Pa) 2
1
+§/ha5,\u/£ag(uo)/@\“(uo) dx
0
1
+§/9Hamwa5(uo)%u(uo) dx
= J(up).

Also

(hauaa ((Mo)ap + 266x)).22 — (Raaxu (Mo) sy + 2503,) 11 = (wo)1122 — (wo)2211 = 0,

in distributional sense, so that

I (09, 20) = Ji(v5, 20) = J(uo)

11
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Now observe that

—G (Mo, 25) — G5(No, Qo) + F* ()

—(wap: (Mo)ap + 250ap) 12 + G1({w as})

—<ua75, (NO)OcB>L2 + (W0, (Qo)a) 12 + G2({uoc,ﬁ’ W t)
+E"(2g)

J* (g, %)

IN

—(w, P)p2 — (ua, Pa) 12

+G1({w,ap}) + G2({uas walt) — F(u) + F(u) + (Vw, V) 2 + F*(z)
= —(w,P)r2 — (ta, Pa)r2

+G1({w,ap}) + G2({ua,p wal) — Flu)

K K
+—/ \Vw|? dz — K(Vw, Vwg) 2 + —/ |V |? dz
2 Jo 2 Jo
K
— J(u)—i—;/ |Vw — Vg |* dz, Yu € U. (22)
Q
Therefore we have got

K
J(up) = J*(vg, z5) < inf {J(u) + —/ |Vw — Vg |* d:z:} , (23)
uelU 2 Q

so that, from this we may infer that

. K
J(ug) = 525{'](”) + 3/Q|Vw — Vag|? dm}
= J (v, %)
= sup J*(v, z)
v*EA*
= Ji(v, %) (24)
The proof is complete. O

Our final result in this section refers to a concave dual variational formulation for the plate
model in question.

Theorem 3.2. Denoting v = (NO,QO,MO), suppose (v§, z5,uo) € B* x Y* x U is such that
0J3 (vg, 25, uo) = 0.
Assume K > 0 is such that
J5(2*) >0, Vz* € Y™ such that z* # 0.

Under such hypotheses we have,
(5J(U()) = 0,

US = (N07Q07M0) c A"
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and

J(uo) = inf J(u)

— : f J* >0<7 *
s {2
= %), (25)

Proof. The proof that §J(up) = 0 and vj € A* may be done exactly as in the proof of the last
theorem. First recall that we have assumed J3(z*) > 0 for all z* € Y* such that z* # 0.
Therefore, denoting J; : B* x Y* x U — R by

Ji(w* 2% u) = Jf(v*,2Y)
+<w7 Maﬁ,aﬁ - Qa,a - P>L2
—(ua, Nag,g + Pa)r2, (26)

since J{ is concave in v* and convex in z*, we have got
* * *
J(uwo) = Ji(vp,2)
= sup { inf Jf(v*,z*)}

v*EA* z*eYy*

< sup Ji(v",27)
v*EA*

< sup Jy(v*, 2% u), VueU, " e Y™ (27)
v*eB*

From this we get

J(uo) = Ji(vg,20)

IN

inf { sup Jff(v*,z*,u)}, Vu e U. (28)
2eY* Lv*eB*

Now observe that denoting
L(v*, 2*) = (hyiau (M, + 2%63)) 22 + — (haoap (Mg + 2%0x)) 11,
from the variations in Mj; and Mas, since the operator Cp is self-adjoint, we may obtain,

P (Mo, + 2%63,) + win
+{h1111[Co[L(v*, 2%)]]} 22 = {ha211[Co[L(v", 2%)]]} 11 = 0, (29)

and

_522)\/1 (M)\u + z*é)\u) + w22
+{h1122[Co[L(v*, 2°)]]} 22 — {ha222[Co[L(v*, 2*)]]} .11 = 0. (30)

From this, recalling that
L(v*,2%) = (hyiae (Mg, + 2%05)) 22 — (Ragau (Mo, + 2%0x,)) 11
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we get

_(Ell)\u(M)\u + z*é)\u)),m + (522)\;1(]\2)\/1 + Z*é)\u)),ll
+ {h1111[Co[L(v*, 2*)]] .22 — ha211[Co[L(v*, 2*)]],11}722

— {h1122[Co[L(v*, 2*)]] 22 — ha222[Co[L (v, Z*)]],11}711

—wi122 + wa211 = 0, (31)

so that through the equation related to the variation in M satisfied we have obtained

L(v*,2z*) =0, Yo" € B*,z* € Y™

From such results we may infer that if

{Nag (u) + K(sag}

is positive definite in €2, then

where

inf { sup JZ(U*,Z*,U)} = J(u),

z*eY* | vreB*

Nag(u) = Hapapvau(uw).

Therefore, since J} is concave in v* and convex in z*, from these last results and from the

min-max theorem we have

Thus,

J(uo) = Ji(vo,20)

. f * * *
sup {Zggy* Jy(v*, 2 )}

v*EA*
< : f J* * *
< nf{ g i)
< J(u), VueU. (32)

J(uo) = inf J(u)

= sup { inf Jf(v*,z*)}

v*EA* Z*eYy*
= Ji(vo, 2)- (33)

The proof is complete.
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4 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.

Theorem 4.1. Let Q C R? be an open, bounded and connected set with a regular (Lipschitzian)
boundary denoted by OS).
Assume {u,} C WH4(Q) be such that

Hun”174 < K, Vn € N,

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(),

Up, — ug uniformly in Q

and
U — ug, strongly in W3(Q).

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

Uy, — up, weakly in Wh4(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,

wWh(Q) — C(Q).

Thus, B

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

and also

Ug € 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 (z) —up(x)| < e, for almost all z € Q.
Let
o € CHQ).
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Choose j € {1,2,3}.

Therefore, we may obtain

Oun _ Oug
al‘j 8:17)'7()0 1,2

From this we may infer that

lim
n—oo

< Ou, Oug

oz, ;'

At this point we claim that

) <8un Oug
lim ( — — —

)
n—0o0 al‘j 8:Ej

To prove such a claim, let ¢ € C.(Q).
Let a new € > 0 be given.

IN
/\

o — ol | 52
n 0l a] Lo

H% , Vn > ny.
8:Ej 1

<,0> = 0,Vp € CH(Q).
L2

‘)
L2

=0,Yp € C.(2).

Hence, for each r > 0 there exists n, € N such that if n > n,., then

ltn — uolloo < er.

Observe that by density, we may obtain ¢; € C}(€) such that

”(:0 - (pluoo <eE.
Hence,
ou, Oug
r;  ox, "
Ly Ly L2
aun auo

(

oz, 0w,

E?uo

| Ot
8:Ej al‘j

7|(10_ (101|>
L2

7(101>
L2

0 0
|52 - 52 delle - 1l
Q axj axj
0
+ [{ Un _u(]aﬂ
8(1}'] I2
0
< 2Kje+e¢ il
Tjllq
i1l
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where K1 > 0 is such that
Juollr < K1, [Juoll2 < K1

and
lunlli < K1, |lunll2 < K1 Vn e N.

From this we may infer that

lim
n—oo

Ou,  Oug >
_— = =0, Vp e C.(
<8x] Ox;" "/ 1 7 W
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

lim | 2n(®) _ Ouo(x)
n—00 E?xj E?xj
i, (22— 25000) ay
= lim | lim J
o\ m(B,(0)
I (a“a"(y 20 gy
< limsup [ limsup r i
n—r00 r—0+ m(B,(x
fB ( 8’!én (y 8’!1,0 dy ‘
= limsup | limsup r )
r—0+ N—00 m(B
i y S, (@) (un(y) = uo(y))vs dS(y
= limsup | limsup
r—0+ n—o00 m(BT (ZE))
1i i (un faB 1/2 dS )‘
= limsup | limsup
r—0t+ n—o00 m(BT (x))
< elimsup faBT( )
r—0+ m(B,(x))

< Kie, for almost all x € €,

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

Ouy () _ dup(x)

nh_)ngo Dz, D, a. e. in €.
Here we define 5 5
Ape = {JEEQ : Un() _ Oto(2) <€}.
’ 833j ax]’
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Define also
B, = ﬂzO:nAkﬁ.
Observe that for almost all x € €, there exists n, € N such that if n > n,, then

up(z)  Oug()
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
li_>m m(By) = m().

Observe that there exists ng € N such that if n > ng, then
V/m(Q\ B,) < ¢/K3.

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

/ Oy Oug|?
— — —| dx
Q c%zj 8a;j
/ O Oug |®
= — ——| dx
Q\Bn, axj ax]’
Ou, 8u03
— ——| d
+/Bn Or;  Ox; v
Oy Oug|” 3
— - Q
< |3z, ~ os 4HXQ\BnH4+€ m(Q)
< e+ 8m().

Summarizing, we may infer that

J

3

0 0
Hm all R — 0, as m — oo, Vj € {1,2,3}.

c%zj 8a;j

so that
U, — ug, strongly in W3(Q).

The proof is complete.
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5 An existence result for a model in elasticity

In this section we present an existence result for a non-linear elasticity model.

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

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

—(Pi, ug) 12, (39)

where U = Wy (Q;R3), P, € L™(Q), Vi € {1,2,3}.
Moreover, {H;;ii} is a fourth order constant tensor such that

Hz’jkltijtkl > Cotijtij, Y symmetric t € R?*?

and 5
Hijritmitmjtipty > 1 Z tfj, V symmetric t € R**2,
ij=1

for some real constants cg > 0,c¢; > 0.
Under such hypotheses, there exists ug € U such that

J(up) = Znelg 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 5
we have
WJ;WJZiﬂm_Um?mQ
so that
Ju) = / iy (w)ow (u) de + (T, u5) 12

(
Ui+ U
- /Hmkl'Uzg Ukl <TZJ7 ] j2>
2
- ‘/Hi'kl”i'(u)vkz(U) dx_<Ti',’Ui'(u)—M>
9 Jo, kY s Vij 5 .

1 Ui U
= 5/ Hijrvij(w)vi(u) do — (Tij, vi(w)) 12 + <Tija %%2, Vu e U. (40)
Q
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 .
S
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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;jx;} and the Poincaré inequality, we have that there exists
K > 0 such that
lunllia < K, Vn e N.

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

Uy — ug, strongly in W13(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 (w0)iy + (u0)ji | (u0)m,i(uo)m,
2 2 2 2

, weakly in L%?(Q).

Since L3/2(9) 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—o0
so that
J(up) = min J(u).

uelU

The proof is complete.
O

6 Another existence result for a model in elasticity

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

Theorem 6.1. Let Q C R3 be an open, bounded and connected set with a regular (Lipschitzian)
boundary denoted by OS2.
Consider the functional J : U — R defined by

1 ;. 7 + Ujj Ui Um,. 7 Uk + ULk Uy kU ]
J — _ Hz 7.] .77 ) 7.7 9 9 D, D, d
(u) 5 /Q ikl ( 5 + 5 > ( 3 + 5 x

—(Pi,ui) 12 — (P} ui) p2(ry),s (41)

where
0N =T=TygUly,
IoNTy =0,
mr(To) > 0, mp(Ty) >0, P, € L®(Q) N WhH2(Q), P! e L=(Ty), Vi € {1,2,3}.
Moreover

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

where we assume Gy € WH4(Q).
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Furthermore, {H;ji} is a fourth order symmetric constant tensor such that

Hz’jkltijtkl > Cotyjtij, Y symmetric t € R2*2

and
3
Hijkitmitmgtiptyy = 1 Z t?j, V symmetric t € R**2,
,7=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?*2)
such that
Tij,j + P, =0, in Q.
Hence, denoting

Wiyj + Ujii

vij(u) = 5 Ay Zmitm,)

2 )

we have n
uZ?] u]ﬂ' _ um,zum,]
B A

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

1
I = 5 [ Hvg () do+ (T = (Pow)e = (Phudo,

1 Wi i - w
= _/ Hijiij(w)og (u) do — <T,]%>
L2

UzyE]VJ>L2 Ty) <(UO)Z7E]V.7>L2(FO) <H7Ui>L2 B <R:t7uj>L2(Ft)

Um’i um,'

— / Hijivij(w)vg (u) doe — < Tijyvij(u) — TJ>L2
(4

)

u27TZJVJ>L2 I't) + 0)Z7TZJVJ>L2(F0) (Piyui) 2 <P i) L2 L2(Ty)

Um.i W
> / Hz]klvzj Uk;[('LL dr — < Z]avij(u)>[,2 + <le7 %>L2
—K3 Z |will1,a — K3|ldol1,4, Vu € U, (42)
=1

for some appropriate K3 > 0.
From this, the hypotheses on {H;j1;} 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= ;Iellfj 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.
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Also from the hypotheses on {H;ji;} and a Poincaré type inequality, we have that there
exists K > 0 such that
Hun||174 < K, Vn € 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)iy + (Un)ji | (Un)mi(un)my  (u0)iy + (uo)j,i + (0)m.i(10)m.;

. T3/2
5 5 5 , weakly in L%/ ().

Also from the continuity of the Trace operator we get
ug = @0, on Fo,

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) = Iglelg J(u).

The proof is complete.
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