2111.14264v1 [math.AP] 28 Nov 2021

arXiv

CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS FOR NON LINEAR SYSTEM OF
PARABOLIC VARIATIONAL INEQUALITIES

YAHYA ALNASHRI

ABSTRACT. This work aims to provide a comprehensive and unified numeri-
cal analysis for non linear system of parabolic variational inequalities (PVIs)
subject to Dirichlet boundary condition. This analysis enables us to establish
an existence of the exact solution to the considered model and to prove the
convergence for the approximate solution and its approximate gradient. Our
results are applicable for several conforming and non conforming numerical
schemes.

1. INTRODUCTION

Non linear parabolic variational inequalities and PDEs are useful tools to model
the coupled biochemical interactions of microbial cells, which are crucial to nu-
merous applications, especially in the medical field and food production [18,20].
We consider here a non linear parabolic system consisting of PDEs and variational
inequalities,

(04A —div(DAVA) — F(A,B))(A—x) =0 inQ x (0,T), (1.1a)
A —div(DAVA) < F(A,B) inQx(0,7), (1.1b)

A<x imQx(0,7T), (1.1c)

OB —div(DVB) = G(A,B) inQx (0,7), (1.1d)

(A, B) = (0,0) on (092 x (0,T))2, (1.1e)

(A(z,0), B(z,0)) = (Aini, Bii) in (Q x {0})2 (1.1f)

Numerical approximation in parabolic systems of inequalities and generalisation
of inequalities have received considerable attention in the research literature. [22
obtains the error estimate of second order in L°°(L?) for linear approximation,
respect to space and time with a strong regularity on the solutions, such as 9;B €
L2(0,T,L*(Q)). [16] analyses Inequality (1.1a) in which F' = 0 and D4 is constant.
The work in [4] considers a model without the barrier and provides O(h) order of
convergence in L>°(L?)-norm. An L2-error estimate is provided in different studies,
such as in [5] by using finite difference in time. [21] deals with parabolic variational
inequalities with non linear source term and derives the convergence rate of the
finite element method in space respect to L*°—norm. It also shows that the general
finite difference gives O(h) in L°>°(L?)-norm under strong Hypothesis on data.
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However, there is a lack in studies investigating the full convergence analysis of
numerical schemes for the model (1.1) since the coupled nonlinearity of the system
and the constraint (the inequality) in the model comprise the primary theoreti-
cal challenge. It appears that considerable research is still required, beginning with
convergence analysis and testing other varieties of scheme outside conforming meth-
ods. Rather than undertaking individual research for every numerical scheme, this
work utilises a gradient discretisation method (GDM) to afford a unified and full
convergence analysis of numerical methods for (1.1) under the natural Hypothesis
on data. The GDM is a generic framework to unify the numerical analysis for dif-
fusion partial differential equations and their corresponding problems. Due to the
variety of choice of the discrete elements in the GDM, a series of conforming and
non conforming numerical schemes can be included in the GDM, se [2,3,6,9-13]
for more details.

The outline of this paper is as follows. Section 2 is devoted to write the model
(1.1) in an equivalent weak sense. Section 3 defines the discrete space and functions
followed by the gradient scheme to our model in weak sense. Section 4 provides the
convergence results, Theorem 4.5, which is proved by following the compactness
technique under classical Hypothesis on continuous model data. Finally, as an
example, we present in Section 5 the non conforming P1 finite element scheme,
that has been not yet applied to the non linear model (1.1).

2. CONTINUOUS SETTING
Hypothesis 2.1. we assume the following:

(1) Q C R4 (d > 1) is a bounded connected open set, and T > 0,

(2) Da,Dg : Q@ — My(R) are measurable functions (where My(R) consists of
d x d matrices) and there exists di, da > 0 such that for a.e. £ € Q, Da(x)
and Dg(x) are symmetric with eigenvalues in [dy, ds],

(3) the constraint function x is in H'(Q)NC(Y), such that x > 0 on the domain
boundary OS2,

(4) F and G are smooth and Lipschitz functions on R? with Lipschitz constants
My and Ms, respectively, in which M = max(My, Ms),

(5) Aini € W22(Q) N K, where K := {p € H}(Q) : » < x(t) in Q} and
Bini € WQ’OO(Q).

With the above Hypothesis, we consider the time dependent closed convex set
K:={p € L*0,T; H}(Q)) : ¢(t) € K for a.e. t € (0,T)}.

It is clear to see that the time dependent K contains at least the constant in time
function ¢t — x~ := min(0, x).

Definition 2.2 (Weak formulation). Under Hypothesis 2.1, we say that (A, B) is
a weak solution of (1.1a)—(1.1f) if the following properties and relations hold:

(1) AeKn OO([Oa T]; LQ(Q))v A(v O) = Aini7 815121 € LQ(Oa T LQ(Q))a
(2) Be OO([OaT];L2(Q))7 B(,O) = Biui, 8tB € LQ(OvT;H_l(Q))v
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(3) for all p € K, and for all ¢ € L2(0,T; H}()),
T T
/ / 0 Az, t)(Az,t) — p(z,t)) dz dt + / / DAVA-V(A—-)(z,t)dzdt
0o Ja o Jo

T
S/O /QF(A,B)(A(:I:,t)—go(m,t))d:z:dt, and -

T T
/ (0:B(z,t),¢(@, 1)) g1 g2 At + / / Dg(z)VB(z,t) - Vi (z,t) dz dt
0 0 Je (2.1b)

_/T/ G(A(,1), Bz, t))v(z, t) dz dt,
0 Q

where (-, ) -1 g is the duality product between H~*(Q) and H'(1).

3. DISCRETE SETTING

We begin with defining the discrete space and operators. These discrete elements
are slightly different from the ones defined in [2, 3], in particular, xp, Ip, and Jp
are introduced to deal with the non constant barrier y and the initial solutions A;;
and Bini-

Definition 3.1 (GD for time dependent for obstacle problem). Let  be
an open domain of R? (d > 1) and T > 0. A gradient discretisation D is defined
by D = (Xp,0,1lp, Vo, xp, Ip, Jp, (1™)020,... N), Where:

(1) The discrete set Xp g is a finite-dimensional vector space on R, taking into
account the homogenous Dirichlet boundary condition (1.1e).

(2) The linear operator Ilp : Xp o — L*(Q) is the reconstruction of the ap-
proximate function.

(3) The linear operator Vp : Xpo — L?(Q)? is the reconstruction of the
gradient of the function, and must be chosen so that ||[Vp - [[12(q) is a
norm on Xp o,

(4) xp € L?() is an approximation of the barrier y,

(5) Ip : W22 (Q)NK — Kp :={p € Xpo: lpp < xp, in Q} is a linear and
continuous interpolation operator for the initial solution Ajy;,

(6) Jp: W3>2(Q) — Xp g is a linear and continuous interpolation operator for
the solution Bjy;,

(1)t =0<t® < ... <t =T,

Remark 3.2. For a general obstacle y, most of numerical methods fail to approx-
imate the solution A by elements inside the set Kp. For an example, in the P1
finite element method, we consider only the values of A at the vertices of the mesh,
which only guarantee that these values satisfy the barrier condition (1.1c) only at
these vertices, not necessarily at any point in 2. We define here the set p based
on the approximate barrier ¥p to be able to construct an interpolant that belongs
to Kp. However, there is no need to use an approximate barrier, if the barrier y is
assumed to be constant.

For any ¢ = (ip("))nzo,,,,,N S Xgérl, we define the notations as space time

functions on as follows: the reconstructed function Ilpy : © x [0,7] — R and the
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reconstructed gradient Vpg : Q x [0,T] — R? are given by:
Ipg(-,0) = pe® and Vn = 0,..., N — 1, vt € (¢t (V] vz € Q,
lpp(z,t) = Mpp" ™V (z) and Vpp(z,t) = Vo™ ().
Setting t("t2) = ¢+ () forp =0,..., N—1, and tp = max,—o,. N—1 Stn+3)
the discrete derivative dpyp € L>(0,T; L*(2)) of ¢ € ng:; is defined by

el ot — 1)
Soip(t) = 8 Hp = TEE PP =0, N~ Land ¢ € (H7),6)
nTyg

In order to construct a good approximate scheme, we require four properties;
coercivity, consistency, limit—conformity, and the compactness. The first three ones
respectively connect to the Poincaré inequality, the interpolation error and the
Stoke formula. The compactness property enables us to deal with non linearity
caused by the reaction terms F' and G.

Definition 3.3 (Coercivity). If D is a gradient discretisation, set

o ITpel| L2 (0)
D p— Me— .
¢eXp,0\{0} [| VDol 12(0)e

A sequence (D, )men of gradient discretisation is coercive if (Cp,, )men remains
bounded.

Definition 3.4 (Consistency). If D is a gradient discretisation, let Sp : K — [0, 00)
and Sp : HE(Q2) — [0, 00) be defined by

Yw € K, Sp(w) = min (Hﬂpcp — w2y + [|[Voy — vaLQ(Q)d), (3.1)
pekp

Vw € H(Q), Sp(w) = min (||pr —w|| 20 + | Vow — wnm(md). (3.2)
YEXD 0

A sequence (D, )men of gradient discretisation is consistent if, as m — oo,
for all w € K, Sp,, (w) — 0,

for all w € HX(Q), Sp,, (w) — 0,

for all w € W2>°(Q) N K, Iip, Ip, w — w strongly in L?(Q),
for all w € W2°°(Q), lUp,, Jp, w — w strongly in L*(Q),
(HvaIDm AiniHL2(Q)d)m€N is bounded,

5tpm — 0.

Definition 3.5 (Limit—conformity). If D is a gradient discretisation, let Wp :
Haiy () == {3 € L2(Q)¢ : divep € L*(Q)} — [0, 4+00) be defined by

| [ (Vo b+ Tippdiv() o
Wol)= s

p€Xp0\{0} Vel L2 (0

: (3-3)

A sequence (D,,)men of gradient discretisation is limit-conforming if for all ¥ €
Hqaiy (), Wp, (1) — 0, as m — oc.

Definition 3.6 (Compactness). A sequence of gradient discretisation (Dy,)men 18
compact if for any sequence (¢m)men € Xp,, 0, such that (|[Vp,,@omllr2(Q))men is
bounded, the sequence (Ilp,, ¥m)men is relatively compact in L?(€2).



CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS FOR NON LINEAR SYSTEM OF PARABOLIC VARIATIONAL INEQUALITIES

Definition 3.7 (Gradient scheme). Find sequences A = ((A™),—o...
(B™)p—o,..n) C Kp X XDO, such that (A®, B®)) = (IpAini, JpBini) € Kp X

Xp,o, for alln =0,. — 1, for all ¢ € Kp, and for all ¥ € Xp o,
/ 50 Az) Tip (AP (2) — () da
D (z)Vp A" () - Vp (AT (2) — o(x)) dz (3.4a)

< / F(Tlp A T B (A (2) — p(x)) da dt, and
Q

/ 50 B(@) lpy(z) dz + | Dp(@)VoB™(z) - Vou(z) dz
Q Q (3.4b)
:/G(HDA("+1),HDB("“))HDw(a:)dmdt.

Q

4. MAIN RESULTS

Let the time interval [0, 7] be divided into ¢, intervals of length x, where x tends
to zero as {,, — oco. Let 1, be the characteristic function of I; = [ik, (i + 1)k),
1=0,...,0.. We define a set of piecewise-constant in time functions by

LK—{wﬁx t) le i(x) e C3(Q) and ¢ < x in Q, a.e.}. (4.1)

Lemma 4.1. For T > 0, let (D)men be a sequence of gradient discretisation,
that is consistent. Let w, € L, be a piecewise constant in time function, where

L, is the set defined by (4.1). Then there exists a sequence (W, )men Such that

Wy = (w,(ff))n:o,,,,,]vm € ICg::H for allm € N, and, as m — oo,

p,, Wy, — W, strongly in L*(Q x (0,T)), (4.2a)
Vop,, Wy — Vi, strongly in L*( x (0,T))%. (4.2b)

Proof. Write wy(z,t) = Zf * 1 17, ()¢ (z) such that ¢; € C5°(Q)NK. Let s € (0,T)
and choose n = n(s) such that s € (¢(() (&I Let w,, € Xp, o be defined
by w,, = Z 17, (t TPy ¢y, where

PDm (gf)) = argmin (”Hme — ¢||L2(Q) + HVme — ng)HLz(Q)d). (43)

wekp,,

For i = 1,...,4,, we define &, : (0,T) — R by & (s) = 17, (t™)+D) for s € (0, 7).
Using the relation ab — c¢d = (a — ¢)b + ¢(b — d), we obtain, for all s € (0,7") and
a.e. ¢ € (),

L

(Ip,, wm — we)(@,5) = Y (&,(s) = 11,(s)) IIp,, Pp,, éi()

i=1

Ly
+ Z 1;,(s) Hp,, Pp,, ¢i — ¢i) (x).
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An application of the definition of Sp,, yields

Y4

M, wn — Wil L2(0x (0,7)) < Z 1€7,(8) = 11,(9)l 20,1 |, Pp,, ill £2(02)
1=1

Ly
+ Z 117 ()l 20,7 D, Pp,, i — ¢illL2(0)
i=1
Cr .
< Z [€(8) = 11, () 20,7y (5D, (03) + bill 2(2))
i1

b
+C1 Y Sp, (¢0),
i=1

(4.4)
where Cy = Ef;l 111,][z2(0,7)- From the consistency, one obtains Sp,, (¢;) — 0
as m — oo, for any i = 0, ..., £, which implies that the second term on the R.H.S
vanishes. In the case in which both s, t(*(*)*1) € I, or both s, t(**)+1) ¢ I,  the
quantity &, (s) — 1r,(s) equals zero. In the case in which s € I; and t(*)+1) ¢ T,
or s ¢ I, and t(($)+1) ¢ I, one can deduce (writing I; = [a;, b;] and because s is
chosen such that |s — t(*()+D)| < §tp

1€0(5) = 11,(8) 1720 1y < measure((a; — dtp,,, a; + dtp,, ] Ub; — dtp,,, b; + dtp,,])
< 46tp, .

This shows that the first term on the R.H.S of (4.4) tends to zero when m — oo.
Hence, (4.2a) is concluded. The proof of (4.2b) is obtained by the same reasoning,
replacing w, by Vw, and Ilp,_ w,, by Vp, wy,. O

Lemma 4.2 (Energy estimates). Let Hypothesis 2.1 hold. If D is a gradient
discretisation, such that op < ﬁ, Kp is a non empty set, and (A,B) € Kp X
Xp,o is a solution of the approximate scheme (3.4), then there exists a constant
Ca > 0 only depending on Q, di, T, M, Cy := max(F'(0),G(0)), [pIp Al r2),
HVDIDVAiniHLQ(Q)d, and HHDJDBini||L2(Q); such that

6D AllL2(ax0,1)) + VDAl L~ 0,1:22(0)%)
+ [ Bl o (0,7522(02)) + [IVD Bl L2(02x (0,7))2 (4.5)
< Cs.

Proof. We start by taking ¢ := A (it belongs to Kp) and the function 1 :=
st 2) Bt in (3.4) to get

5t<”+%>/ |5§;‘+%’A|2dz+/ DAVp AT . Vp (AT — AM) dg
Q Q

< 5t(n+%)/ F(HDA(W—H),HDB(n-i_l))égH_%)Adm,
Q
(4.6)
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and
fntD)
/ (HDB<"+1>(z) - HDB<”>(x))HDB<”+1>(x)dx+/ Dg|Vp B (z)|* dz dt
Q t(n) Q

= gt(ntz) / GIIp A" (z), B (z))IIp B (z) da.
Q

(4.7)
Applying the fact that (r — s) -7 > £|r|> — £]s|? to the second term on the L.H.S
of (4.6) and to the first term on the L.H.S of (4.7), it follows

n d
6t(n+%)/ |5( +3 )A|2d + 1/ (|VDA(71+1)|2 _ |VDA(7L)|2) dr
2 Q
< 5t(n+%)/ F(HDA(W—H),HDB(n-i_l))égHr%)Adm,
Q

and

1
5/ [|HDB("+1)(.’L')|2 _ |HDB(n)(x)|2} d.’l:—l—dl/
Q

t(n)

¢(n+1)

/ |Vp B (2))? dz dt
Q
< 5t ts) / GMpU™ ) (z), B+ ()1 B+ (z) dz.
Q
Summing the above inequalities over n € [0,m — 1], where m =0, ..., N gives

16DAI2 2 0 (0.0 + o (HVDA““ 1220y = 190432000 )

(4.8)
< Zdt n+3 / (Mp A+ T, BO+D)50+2) 4 g,

and

m—1

1 m n+ n

S (B 220, — Mo BO ) ) +da 3 64D [T B2,
n=0

< Z 5t("+ /G A(n-‘rl ) n-‘rl)( ))HDB(n-i-l)(m) de.

(4.9)
This with the Cauchnychwarz inequality imply that

1501 e 0y + o (IVA [y — VA B

< Z 3t D) | F(Lp AT Tp B | 12005 0,1)) |\57(371+§)A||L2(szx(o,t)),
n=0

and

m—1
1 m n4+1 n
5(||HDB< N2y — ||HDB<0>||2L2(Q)) tdy Y 5t [ VpB™| L2
n=0

< Z st )| G(Mp A BT 120 0,7)) 1T B ]| 2005 0,7 -
n=0
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Use the Lipschitz condition to arrive at
1501 s o ey + 2 (IVDA [0y — VA e

< Z 5t(n+%)|\5g1+7)A||L2(Qx(o,t)) (MHHDA("H)HH(Q)
n=0

M By + CO),
and

m—1

1 m n4i n
S (M B 220 = Mo B2y ) + 2 Y 68 [V B™ 10
n=0

n 1 n
< 3ot (M B 4,
n=0
+ M| TpB" | 2oy [Tp BT | 12(q)

+ COHHDB(H-H)HL%Q))'
This with the Young’s inequality give, where 1 — E?_l € >0

||5DA||L2 @x(0,6m)) T 5 (”VDA(m ||L2(Q — Vo AD|[3. sz)d)

<Z | 6p AT F H%?(Qx(o,t))
(4.10)
(n+3) M An+1)12
+Z5t 2 2_51”HD 720
n=0
M 1
I B(n+l) 2 —C)
+252” D HL?(Q)"‘Q63 0)
and
m—1
1 m n41 n
5 (M B™ [Faays = [M0B O agqye) +d2 Y 604D VoB™ 7y
n=0
(4.11)

Ui n+l 1 n
< Z&t( +2)(M(1 + g)”HDB( +1)||%2(Q)

S A 2y + SCR).

Thanks to the Gronwall 1nequahty [15, Lemma 5.1], Inequality (4.11) can be rewrit-
ten as

m—1

—||H’DB( ||L2(Q d + d2 Z 5t(7l+ )|‘VDB( ||L2(Q
n=0

m—1
TE5 5‘4 n+i n
< e (—CO E St 2 | Ip A"V 32 0 0.y
n=0

+ 5B (0)).
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where C5 depends on T', M, and £4. Combining this inequality together with (4.10)
yields

3
gi 2 dl M Eq C )2
(2= 205 I Aoy + (5 + g5, = 5% )IT2A™ It

1 m M
+ §||HDB( )(z)H%?(Q) + (d2 - 2_62HVDB($7t)Hiz(Qx(o,t(m)))d

T T€5 C 2 dl (0)2 ec3 (0) 12
< (55 +5°%) G5 + FIVDAO [apa + S5 2B 220

Take the supremum over m € [0, N] and use the real inequality sup,,(r, + s,) <

sup,, (rn) + sup ,($n) to obtain the desired estimates. O

In the following definition, we introduce a dual norm [8], which is defined on the
space IIp(Xp o) C L*(Q2), to ensure the required compactness results.

Definition 4.3. If D be a gradient discretisation, then the dual norm || - ||+,p on
IIp(Xp,o) is given by
YU € HD(XD@), ||U||*1D = sup {/ U(.’E)le/}(aJ) dx : ¢ € Xpyo, ||VD1/)HL2(Q)d = 1}
Q
(4.12)

Lemma 4.4. under Hypothesis 2.1, let D be a gradient discretisation, which is
coercive. If B € Xp o satisfies (3.4b), then there exists a constant Cy depending
only on Cy, M, Q, T and ||HDB(O)||L2(Q), such that

T
| 15BOI2 et < (413)
0

Proof. Putting ¢ = ¢ in (3.4b) together with the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality the
coercivity property imply

[ 85 B@not) iz
Q

< da||[Vo B 2 0x (0,74 | VDBl 12 (¢ (0,7))
+ (MHHDB("H)HLz(szx(o,T)) + M| Tp A" 2o 0.1)) + Co) D@l 20

< I Vp0ll2(oye [0 B+ | e o,mye
+Cp (MHHDB(nH) I L2@x0,7)) + MITp AV 120 0.7)) + Co)} :

Taking the supremum over ¢ € Xp o with [|Vpe| 12(q)e = 1, multiplying by st(ntl)
summing over n € [0, N — 1], and using (4.5) yield the desired estimate. O

Theorem 4.5. With Hypothesis (2.1), let (Dy,)men be a sequence of gradient dis-
cretisation, that is coercive, limit-conforming, consistent and compact, and such
that Kp,, is a non empty set for any m € N. For m € N, let (Ap,Bn) €
Kg:“ X Xg;"fgl be solutions to the scheme (3.4) with D = D,,. Then there ex-
ists a solution (A, B) for the discrete problem (2.1), and a subsequence of gradient
discretisation indexed by (Du,)men, such that, as m — oo,

(1) Up,, Ay — A and 1lp,, By, — B strongly in L>(0,T; L*(1)),
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(2) Vo, Am = VA and Vp,, By, — VB strongly in L*( x (0,T))4,
(3) 6p,, Am converges weakly to 0, A in L2(Q2 x (0,T)).

Proof. The proof is divided into four stages and its idea is inspired by [1].

Step 1: Existence of approximate solutions.

At (n+1), we see that (3.4a) and (3.4b) respectively express a system of non linear
elliptic variational inequality on A™*1 and non linear equations on B+ For
w = (w1, w2) € Kp X Xp,o, we see that (4, B) € Kp x Xp, satisfies

a(APTD AMFD 0y < LAY — ) Vo € Kp, and (4.14a)

B+l _ pn)
/ Ip ———— (z)IIpep(x) + / DpVpB)(z) . Vpih(x) da

= / G(Hle, HDwz)HD1/)(.’lJ) d.’L', VU) S Xpyo,
Q

where o :=

(4.14b)

5("—1+l) and the bilinear and linear forms are defined by
t 2

a(g,z) = a/ pollpz dx + DA/ Voo -Vpzde, Yo,z € Kp  and
Q Q

L(z) = / F(Ilpwy, Tpws)pz dz + o / Mp A™MIpzde, Vz € Kp.
Q Q

Stampacchia’s theorem implies that there exists A € Kp satisfying the inequality
(4.14a). The second equation (4.14b) describes a linear square system. Taking
¢ = Bt in (4.14b), using the similar reasonings to the proof of Lemma 4.2, and
setting G' = 0 yield || Vp B+ | 2(qy¢ = 0. This yields the matrix corresponding to
the linear system is invertible. Consider the continuous mapping T : Kp X Xp g —
KpxXp o, where T(w) = (4, B) with (A, B) is the solution to (4.14). The existence
of a solution (A™+1) B(+1) to the non linear system is consequence of Brouwer’s
fixed point theorem.

Step 2: Strong convergence of IIp A, and Ilp, B, in L>=(0,T; L*(Q)) and
the weak convergence of ép, A, in L?(2 x (0,7)).

Applying Estimate (4.5) to the sequence of solutions ((A,)men, (Bm)men) of the
scheme (3.4) shows that ||Vp,, A 12 (ax 0,7))¢ and ||V, Bl 12 (ax (0,))« are bounded.
Using [8, Lemma 4.8], there exists a sequence, still denoted by (DI ),,en, and
A, B € L*(0,T; H}(Q)), such that, as m — oo, IIp,, A,, converges weakly to A
in L2(Q x (0,T)), Vp,, Ay converges weakly to VA in L2(Q x (0,7))%, Tlp,, By,
converges weakly to B in L*(Q x (0,7)) and Vp,, By, converges weakly to VB
in L2(Q x (0,7))¢. Since A,, € Kp,,, passing to the limit in p_ A, < x in
Q shows that A < x in Q. Thanks to [8, Theorem 4.31], Estimate (4.5) shows
that A € C([0,T]; L*(Q)), Ilp,, A, converges strongly to A in L>(0,T; L%(2)) and
5p,, A, converges weakly to 0; A in L2(0,T; L?(Q)).

Let us show the strong convergence of IIp, B, to B in L>(0,T; L*(f2)). Indeed,
lp,, B,, converges strongly to B in L?(Q x (0,T)), thanks to Estimate (4.13),
consistency, limit—conformity and compactness, and [8, Theorem 4.14]. We can
apply the dominated convergence theorem to show that G(Ilp, A, p, Bm) —
G(A, B) in L?(Q x (0,T)), thanks to the hypothesis on G given in Hypothesis 2.1.

Let tp € [0, 7] and define the sequence t,,, € [0, T, such that ¢,, — to, as m — occ.

For k(m) € [0, N,,, — 1] such that k,, € (¢©™) ¢(s(m+D] Following technique used
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in Lemma 4.2, one can attain

1
! / (I, Bz, t,))* de
2 Q
) £(s(m)
< 5/(HpmjpmBini(ac))Z’d:z:—/ /DB(VDmB(z,t))2 dedt (4.15)
Q 0 Q
£(s(m))
< / G(Ip, A(z,1),TIp, B(z,t)Tlp, B(x, ) dz dt.
0 Q

Using the characteristic function, it is obvious to note that, as m — oo,
Ip,, B,, — B strongly in L*(Q x (0,T)), and,
Lo 4 VB = 1jg,4) VB strongly in L*(Q x (0,7))%,

These convergence results imply that

to
/ Dy (VB(z,t))? dz dt
o Jo

J

T
= lim / /1[07t(s(m))]DBVB(:E,t)-VDmBm(.’E,t)dmdt
0 Q

m— 00

£(s(m))

/ l[O)S]DB(VB(I:, t))2 dz dt
Q

< lim inf (H1[o,t<s<m»]VBHL2(szx(o,T))d ' ||1[o,t<s<m>>]DBVDmBm||L2(szx(o,T))d)

m—r

= 1170,t0] VBl L2 (2% (0,19 - lim inf |10 4. DBV D, Bl 22 (@ (0,1)) -

Dividing this inequality by H1[07,50}VB||L2(QX(0)T))¢ gives

to 4(s(m))
/ /DB(VB(a:,t))2dmdt < lim inf /DB(meBm(a:,t))2dmdt.
0 Q Q

m—0o0 0
(4.16)
Together with passing to limit superior in (4.15), we can arrive at

1
limsup§ / (Ip,, B (@, t))” dz
Q

m— o0

to
<1 Bini(a:)zda;—/ Dy (VB(z,t))?dzdt  (4.17)
0 Q

~2Ja
t[) _ _ _
—I—/ / G(A(z,t), B(z,t))B(x,t) de dt.
o Ja
Letting ¢ = Bl[o,to] (t) in (3.4b) and integrating by part to obtain

%/Q(B(a:,to))Qdm—i—/otoADB(VB(x,t))2Mdt

1 9 to B - B
— —/QBini(Z) d:l:—i—/o QG(A(zvt)aB(-’E,t))B(:L‘,t)da;dt,

2
(4.18)
From (4.17), (4.18), we obtain

hmsup/Q(HDmBm(z,tm))?dz < / B(z,t0)* d. (4.19)

m—oo Q
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Estimates (4.5) and (4.13), and [8, Theorem 4.19] imply the weak convergence of
(Up,, Bim)men to B in L2(Q), it is indeed uniformly in [0, 7]. This yields the weak
convergence of IIp, By, (-, 8,) to B(-,t9) in L?(Q2). As a consequence of Estimate
(4.19), this convergence of Ilp By, (-, $,,) holds in the strong sense in L?(Q2). With
the continuity of B : [0,T] — L%*(Q), we can apply [8, Lemma C.13] to conclude
the strong convergence of Ilp,, B, in L>(0,T; L?(2)) .

Step 3: Convergence towards the solution to the continuous model.

Recall that ASS) = Ipm/_lini, therefore the consistency shows that HDmASfi) con-
verges strongly to A, in L2(Q), as m — oo. Hence, A € C([0,T]; L?(2))NK and A
satisfies all conditions except the integral inequality imposed on the exact solution of
Problem (2.1a). Let us now show that this integral relation holds. With Hypothesis
2.1, the dominated convergence theorem leads to F(Ilp,, A, IIp,, By) — F(A, B)

in L2(Q x (0,T)). The L>-weak convergence of Vp, A,, yields

m—r oo

T T
/ /DAVA-vAdzdtgnminf/ /DAVDmAm-VDmAmdzdt. (4.20)
0 Q 0 Q

Fix £ > 0 and let w, € L,, where L, is defined by (4.1). Thanks to Lemma
4.1, there exists a sequence (W, )men such that w,, € ICg:‘H and Ilp, w,, — W,
strongly in L2(Qx (0,T)) and Vp,, wy, — Vi, strongly in L2(2 x (0,T))%. Setting
¢ := wy, as a generic function in (3.4a), Inequality (4.20) implies that

T T
/ DAVA-VAdzdt <liminf [/ / F(Ilp,, Ap, Tp,, Bp)p, (Ap — wy,) dz dt
0 Q 0 Q

m—r oo

T
+/ /DAVDmAm-Vmemdxdt
0 Q
T
—/ 5DmAmHDm(Am —’wm)d.’l}dt .
0 Q

With the weak—strong convergences, pass to the limit in this relation to obtain, for
all w, € Ly, for all kK > 0,

T T
/ 8t21(x,t)(u—wn)(x,t)dxdwr/ DAVA- V(A —w,)(z,t)dzdt
0 0 Q

Q
g/OTAF(A(x,t),B(m,t))(A—wn)(m,t)dmdt.

By the density of the set C§°(Q) N K in K proved in [14], every ¢ € K can be
expressed in a piecewise constant function in time w, € L, such that w, — ¢
strongly in L?(0,T; H(Q)) as k — 0 (note that w, < x in Q x (0,7)). Hence,
(2.1a) is verified.

Let us verify the integral equality (2.1b). Let ¢ be a generic function in L?(0,T; L?(9))

and satisfies 90 € L*(Q x (0,T)) and (T,-) = 0. Using the technique in
[8, Lemma 4.10], we can construct w,, = (wsyil))n:07,,,71vm € ngzl, such that
p,, wy, — ¢ in L2(0,T; L3()) and 0p,, w, — O strongly in L2(Q2 x (0,7)).

Take ¢ = 5t57?+%)w,(,7) as a generic function in (3.4b) and sum on n € [0, N,, — 1]



CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS FOR NON LINEAR SYSTEM OF PARABOLIC VARIATIONAL INEQUALITIES

to get
N —1

> [0, B4 +7@) - 1o, B @))1p, ) @) d
T
+/ DB(.’ZJ)VDmBm(.’lJ,t) . mewm(a:,t) dx dt

T
:/ /G(HDmA(m,t),HDmB(m,t))Hmem(m,t)d:vdt.
0 Q

(4.21)

Applying the formula [8, Eq. (D.15)] to the right hand side yeilds, thanks to
N) =0

/ /HD m (T, 0)0p,, Wi (2, 1) dzdt—/HDmB,(,?)(x)HmeS,?)(a:)dz
Q Q

T
+/ / Dy (x)Vp,, Bnm(x,t) - Vp,, wn(x, t) de dt
o Jao

T
:/ /G(HDmA(z,t),HDmB(z,t))Hmem(x,t)d:z:dt.
Q

By the consistency, we see HDmB( ) = = Ilp,, Jp,, Bini — Bini in L*(Q). This with
passing to the limit m — oo implies, for all ¢ in L?(0,T; H*(Q)),

T T
—/ Opp(z,t) Bz, t)da:dt+/ DpVB - Vi(z,t)dzdt

o Ja
//G 2,1) dz dt.

Since C>°([0, T); H*(Q2)) is dense in L?(0, T; H(2)), integrating by part shows that
the above equahty can be expressed in the sense of distributions, which is equivalent
o (2.1b).

Step 4: Proof of the strong convergence of Vp, A,, and Vp,_ B,.
From the weak-strong convergences, we have, for all w,, € L,,

T
limsup/ DAVop, Am-Vp, An d:l:dt</ F(A,B)(A—w,)dzdt
0o Jo

m—r00
+/ /DAVA~Vdezdt—/ /atA(A_wdxdt.
0 Q 0 Q

Thanks to the density results, for any ¢ € K, we can find (w4 )x>0 that converges
to o in L?(0,T; H'(Q)), as k — 0. Therefore, we infer, for all p € K,

limsup/ /DAVDMA Vo, Am d:l:dt</ /F A,B)(A - ¢)dzdt

m—r oo
+/ DAVA- V(pda:dt—/ O A(A — @) dz dt.
0 Jo 0 Jo

With taking ¢ = A, the above relation yields

T T
limsup/ / DaVop, Ap - Vop, Andedt < / / DAVA-VAdezdt.
0 Ja 0 Ja

m— 00
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Together with (4.20), we obtain

T T
lim / DAVDmAm-VDmAmdxdt:/ DAVA-VAdzdt,
0 Q 0

which implies

T
Ogdllimsup/ /|vA—vaAm|2dzdt
0 Q

m— 00

m—r o0

T T
< lim sup {/ DAVA-VA +/ DAVop, Am - Vop,, Ay dedt
0o Jo o Ja

T

- 2/ DAVA- meAmdzl:dt}
0 Q

= O7

which shows that Vp, A,, — VA strongly in L?(Q x (0,T))?%. To show the strong
convergence of Vp  B,,, we begin with writing

/T/(VDmBm(a:,t) CVB(,1)) - (Vo B(®,t) — VB(@,1)) dz dt
0 Q
_/T/VDmBm(a:,t)-VDmBm(z,t)da:dt
0 Q
T
—/ /meBm(m,t)-VB(z,t)dmdt
0 Q

- /T/ VB(z,t) (Vp, Bu(z,t) — VB(z,t)) dz dt.
o Ja

(4.22)
With setting ¢ := By, in (3.4b) and ¢ = B in (2.1b), and taking Dg(z) = Id,
passing to the limit superior yields

T
lim sup/ / Vo, Bn(z,t) - Vo, Bn(z,t)drdt
0o Ja

m—r oo

T T
:/ /G(A,B)B(z,t)dxdt—/ 0y B(z,t)B(z,t) dz dt
0 Q 0 Q

:/T/VB(:I:,t)-VB(z,t)dmdt.
o Ja

Pass to the limit in (4.22) and use the above inequality to reach the desired con-
vergence. O

5. AN EXAMPLE OF SCHEMES COVERED BY THE ANALYSIS

Many numerical schemes fit in the analysis provided in this work. We construct
here the non conforming P1 finite element scheme for our model. Let 7 = (M, )
be polytopal mesh of  defined in [8, Definition 7.2}, in which M and £ consists
of cells K and edges o, respectively. The elements of gradient discretisation D
associated with the non conforming P1 finite element scheme are:

o Xpo={w=(Ws)pee : woe € Rand w, =0 for all 0 € Eext}.
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e For all w € Xp and for all K € M, for ae. z € K,

Mpw(x Z wyek (T
o€k
where e, is a basis function.
e For all w € Xp and for all K € M, for a.e. z € K,

(Vow) g = V[(Ilpw) k] = Z wy Vel

oelk

e The approximate obstacle xp is defined by

X = ]fx@)dm.

e For all w € W(Q), we can construct the interpolants Ipw = Jpw =
(20)oes With z, = w(T,).

Substituting these elements in Scheme (3.4) yields the non conforming P1 finite
element scheme for Problem (2.1) and its convergence is therefor obtained from
Theorem 4.5. [7] shows that D given here satisfies the three properties, coercivity,
limit conformity and compactness. Let us discuss the consistency property in the
sense of Definition 3.4. It is shown in [7], that Sp, (v) — 0, for all ¢ € H}(Q),
which verifies the second item. Similarly, we can prove that Sp, (¢) — 0 for all
© € C?2(Q)NK. For any ¢, let w = (wy)see € Xp,o be the interpolant such that
we = p(Ty), for all o € €. We clearly deduce IIpp < xp in Q. By the density
results established in [14], we see that the first item is fulfilled.

Let ¢m = (Wo)oee,, € Kp,, and ¢y, = (W )oece,, € Xp,,,0 be the interpolants
such that ¢, = Ip,, Aini and ¥y, = Jp,, Bini. [8, Estimate (B.11), in Lemma B.7]
with p = 2 shows that there exists C5, Cs > 0 not depending on m such that,

| Aini = pIp,, Ainil| 20y < C5hia,, IV Ainil 72(qy, and

| Bini = MpJp,, Binill 20y < C5hia,, IV Binill72(0)-
Pass to the limit to see the right hand sides tend to 0 (thanks to the classical
regularity Hypothesis on A;y; and Biy;), and therefore the third and fourth items of
the consistency property are verified. Finally, it is shown in [8, Proof of Theorem
12.12] that, for ¢ € W1P(), we can construct a function w,, = (w,)oce,, € Kp,,,
such that there is C7 > 0 not depending on m such that

IV, wmlLr@ye < Cr|IVollLrya-
Apply this estimate (with p = 2) to ¢ = Aip and w,,, = Ip,, Aini to deduce
HvaIDm Aini||L2(Q)d is bounded.

The non conforming P1 finite element method for the problem (1.1) is, for all
n=20,...,.N — 1, the following holds:

(5 T (A0~ AP) + 3 1AL n, — [K|P(AG), BYHD)) (AP — xp) =0,
2

cEEK
for all K € M and for all o € &k,

o]

W(Agn+l)_A(n) Z |0|A n+1)nK > |U|F( A(n+1) B(n-i—l)) for all o € &,

c€fK
A((,""’l) > X, foralloecg,



16

(1]

2]

3]

[4]

[5]

[6]
[7]
(8]

[9]

[10]
(11]

(12]

(13]

14]

(15]

[16]
(17]

(18]

(19]

YAHYA ALNASHRI

lo|

W(Bgnﬂ) — Bgn)) + Z |U|B¢(7"+1)11K,g — |O,|G(Agn+1)7Bgn+l)),

o€k

for all K € M and for all o € &,
A((,"H) = Bf,"“) =0 forall 0 € Euxt,
(A(O), B(O)) = (Aini(25,0), Bini(z,,0)) forallo € &.
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