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Optimization problems for elastic contact models with unilateral constraints
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Abstract. The aim of this paper is to provide some results in the study of an abstract optimization problem in reflexive
Banach spaces and to illustrate their use in the analysis and control of static contact problems with elastic materials. We
start with a simple model problem which describes the equilibrium of an elastic body in unilateral contact with a foundation.
‘We derive a variational formulation of the model which is in the form of minimization problem for the stress field. Then we
introduce the abstract optimization problem for which we prove existence, uniqueness and convergence results. The proofs
are based on arguments of lower semicontinuity, monotonicity, convexity, compactness and Mosco convergence. Finally, we
use these abstract results to deduce both the unique solvability of the contact model and the existence and the convergence
of the optimal pairs for an associated optimal control problem.
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1. Introduction

Optimization methods represent a mathematical tool intensively used in applied mathematics, in both
the analysis and numerical approximation of various nonlinear boundary value problems. They are used
in solid and fluid mechanics and in engineering sciences as well. Comprehensive references in the field
include [4,8,9,29].

Process of contact between deformable bodies arises in industry and everyday life. Their mathematical
modeling leads to strongly elliptic or evolutionary nonlinear boundary value problems. References in the
field include [6,7,10,13,20,22,27,34] and, more recently, [3,18,25]. There, various existence and unique-
ness results have been proved, by using arguments of variational and hemivariational inequalities. In part
of these references, the numerical analysis of the models was also provided, together with error estimates
and convergence results. Moreover, numerical simulations which represents an evidence of the theoretical
results have been presented, together with their mechanical interpretations. Results on optimal control
for various contact problems with elastic materials could be found in [1,3,16,23,28,31,32,36] and the
references therein. Abstract results in the study of variational and hemivariational inequalities, together
with various applications, can be found in the recent papers [11,14,15,18,21,26,33,35,37], for instance.

Our aim in this paper is twofold. The first one is to study a general class of optimization problems in
abstract reflexive Banach spaces for which we provide existence, uniqueness and convergence results. The
second one is to illustrate how these abstract results can be applied in the analysis and optimal control of
contact problems with unilateral constraints. In this way, we construct and develop mathematical tools
useful in contact mechanics and illustrate the cross-fertilization between models and applications, on the
one hand, and the nonlinear functional analysis, on the other hand.

The results we present here represent a continuation of [2,5], where the analysis and control of new
models which describe the equilibrium of an elastic body in contact with a foundation has been carried
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out. The model considered in [2] was frictionless and its variational formulation was in the form of
elliptic variational inequality with unilateral constraints. The model considered in [5] was frictional and,
therefore, the variational formulation of the problem was in the form of elliptic quasivariational inequality.
In both models, the unknown was the displacement field. We provided the unique solvability of the
models, the continuous dependence of the solution with respect to the data and discussed related optimal
control problems. To this end, we used arguments of analysis and control for elliptic variational and
quasivariational inequalities.

In the current paper, we use a different approach, based on abstract optimization results that we state
and prove here for the first time. Due to their generality, these results have an interest on their own
and, therefore, they could be useful in the study of various elliptic problems. Nevertheless, our aim is
to illustrate their use in the analysis and control of elastic contact problems. To this end, we consider
an elastic frictionless contact problem with unilateral constraints for which the abstract results work. In
contrast to the models in [2,5], the model we consider in this paper leads to a variational formulation in
which the unknown is the stress field, which consists one of the traits of novelty of the current work.

The paper is structured as follows. In Sect. 2, we introduce the contact model, list the assumptions
on the data and derive its variational formulation, in terms of the stress. In Sect. 3, we state an abstract
optimization problem in reflexive Banach spaces, for which we prove existence, uniqueness and conver-
gence results, gathered in Theorems 3.2 and 3.3. These abstract results are useful in both the analysis
and the control of the contact model as we illustrate in the last two sections of the manuscript. Indeed, in
Sect. 4 we use Theorem 3.3 to prove the unique weak solvability of the contact model as well as the con-
tinuous dependence of the solution with respect to the data. In Sect. 5, we use Theorem 3.2 to prove the
existence of optimal pairs for an associated optimal control problem and, under additional assumptions,
a convergence result. We end this paper with Sect. 6 in which we present some concluding remarks.

2. The contact model

We consider an elastic body which occupies the domain @ C R? (d = 1,2,3), with smooth boundary T.
The boundary T is divided into three measurable disjoint parts I'1, I'y and I's such that meas (T'y) > 0.
The body is fixed on I'y, is acted upon by given surface tractions on I'y, and could arrive in frictionless
contact with an obstacle on I's. Denote by S¢ the space of second-order symmetric tensors on R or,
equivalently, the space of symmetric matrices of order d. Then, the mathematical model we consider to
describe the equilibrium of the body in this physical setting is the following.

Problem. P. Find a displacement field w : 0 — R? and a stress field o : Q — S¢ such that

e(u) = Ao + (o0 — Pgo) in Q (2.1)

Dive + f,=0 in (2.2)

u=0 on Iy, (2.3)

ov =f, on Iy, (2.4)

u, <g, o,+p<0, (u,—g)(o,+p)=0 on Tz, (2.5)
=0 on Ts. (2.6)

We now provide a description of the equations and boundary conditions in Problem P where, for
simplicity, we do not mention the dependence of various functions with respect to the spatial variable
rzeQUT.

First, Eq. (2.1) represents the elastic constitutive law of the material in which A is the elasticity
tensor, (3 is a given coefficient, B is a nonempty closed convex subset of S¢, Pg : S* — B denotes the
projection operator and £(u) represents the linear strain tensor. Such kind of constitutive laws represents
a regularization of the well-known Hencky law, in which the stress tensor is constrained to remain in the
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convex set B. Details on this matter can be found in [30]. Equation (2.2) is the equation of equilibrium in
which f denotes the density of body forces and Div is the divergence operator for tensor valued functions.
We use it here since the contact process is assumed to be static and, therefore, the inertial term in the
equation of motion is neglected. Conditions (2.3), (2.4) represent the displacement and traction boundary
conditions, respectively, where v denotes the unit outward normal to I' and f, represents the density of
surface tractions.

Next, condition (2.5) represents a version of the Signorini condition. Here g denotes the gap between
the body’s surface and the obstacle, measured on the outward normal, and p is a given function, say
a pressure. Moreover, the index v and 7 denote the normal and tangential components of vectors and
tensors, respectively. This condition describes the contact with a rigid body covered by a fluid of pressure
p and was considered in [17] and the references therein. Finally, condition (2.6) represents the frictionless
condition in which o, denotes the tangential stress.

To provide the analysis of Problem P, we need to introduce further notation. Thus, we recall that
inner product and norm on R? and S? are defined by

UV = U, ||v||:('v~'v)% vV u,veRY

o-r=oyr;, =7} V ores,

where the indices 4, 7 run between 1 and d and, unless stated otherwise, the summation convention over
repeated indices is used. The zero element of the spaces R? and S? will be denoted by 0. We use the
standard notation for Sobolev and Lebesgue spaces associated with 2 and I'. In particular, we use the
spaces L?(Q)?, L2(T'y)?, L?(T'3) and H' ()¢, endowed with their canonical inner products and associated
norms. Moreover, we recall that for an element v € H'(Q)4 we still write v for the trace yv € L*(T")? of
v to I'. In addition, we consider the following spaces:

V={veH Q) v=0 on T},
Q:{o’: (O'Z‘j)Z Oij = 0ji €L2(Q) }

The spaces V' and @ are real Hilbert spaces endowed with the canonical inner products given by

(u,v)y = /E(u) -e(v)de, (o,T)g = /o‘ -1 dx. (2.7)

Q Q

Recall that here are below € and Div will represent the deformation and the divergence operators,
respectively, i.e.,

e(u) = (ei(w)),  eij(u) = 5 (wiy +uji), Dive = (0i),
where an index that follows a comma represents the partial derivative with respect to the corresponding
component of the spatial variable = (x;), e.g., w; ; = 0u,;/0x;. The associated norms on these spaces
are denoted by | - ||v and || - ||o. Also, recall that the completeness of the space V follows from the
assumption meas (I';) > 0 which allows the use of Korn’s inequality.

We denote by 0y the zero element of V' and we recall that, for an element v € V, the normal and
tangential components on I' are given by v, = v-v and v, = v — v, v, respectively. For a regular function
o:Q — S% we have 0, = (ov) v and o, = ov — o,v and, moreover, the following Green’s formula
holds:

/0'~€('u)d£c+/Diva~vdm:/au~vda for all v e H'(Q)% (2.8)

Q Q r
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In the study of contact problem (2.1)—(2.6), we assume that the elasticity tensor A is symmetric,
bounded and positively defined, i.e.,

(a) A= (Ajjr) : Q@ x S¢ — S
(b) Aijrr = Aktij = Ajirg € L=(Q), 1 <14,5,k,1 < d.

(c) There exists m4 > 0 such that (2.9)
AT -1 >my|T|? ¥V TS ae in Q.
We also assume that the set B and the rest of the data satisfy the following conditions.
B is a closed convex subset of S such that 0 € B. (2.10)
B e L>=(Q), B(x) >0 ae xell (2.11)
fo € L2 ()% (2.12)
fo € L3 (Iy)" (2.13)
pe LA(Ts). (2.14)
g>0. (2.15)

Note that, if p is interpreted as a pressure, from physical point of view we have to assume that p(x) > 0
a.e. « € I'3. Nevertheless, this additional assumption is not needed from mathematical point of view and,
therefore, we skip it here and in Sect. 4. We shall consider it only in Sect. 5 where we deal with an optimal
control problem associated with P, in which p represents the control.

Finally, we assume that there exists an element 8 € V such that

0=v on I, (2.16)

and we refer the reader to [12,24] for examples and details on this condition.
We now introduce the form a : @ x @ — IR and the function j : Q@ — IR defined by

alo,T) = /.AO' crdx V o, TEQ, (2.17)
Q

j(U)Z%/ﬂHO’*PBUHde vV oeq. (2.18)
Q

Next, we consider the product Hilbert space

Y = L3(Q)% x L?(I'y)? x L*(T'3) x R

endowed with the canonical inner product denoted by (-,-)y. and the associated norm || - ||y . Moreover,
assumptions (2.12)—(2.15) lead us to consider the subset of Y defined by
A={n=(fo,fap,9) €Y : g=0} (2.19)

Then, for n = (fo, f2,0,9) € A we introduce the element f(n) € V, the sets U(n) C V, £(n) C Q and
the function J(-,n) : @ — IR defined by

(fm),v)v = | fo-vde+ [ fy-vda— [ pv,da ¥V wveYV, (2.20)
A

Umn)={veV :v,<g ae onls}, (2.21)
Ym) ={reQ:(r,e(v) —e(gf)q = (f(n),v —gO)y ¥V velUm)}, (2.22)

J(o,m) = %a(o’,a) +j(o) — (e(g8),0)0 vV oecqQ. (2.23)
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We now derive the variational formulation of Problem @ and, to this end, we assume that (u, o) are
sufficiently regular functions which satisfy (2.1)—(2.6), n € A is fixed and v € U(n). Then, using (2.8),
equation (2.2) and the boundary conditions (2.3), (2.4) we find that

/ o - (e(v) — e(u)) de (2.24)

Q

:/fo'(”*u)dl’+/fg'(v*u)daJr/UV(vfu)da.
Q 1Y I's
On the other hand,

[ov-w-wio= [outv,~w)da+ [ o0 (0~ ur)da

s Ty s
and, therefore, conditions (2.5) and (2.6) yield
/0'1/ (v —u)da > /p(u,, —v,) da. (2.25)
Fg F3
We now combine (2.24), (2.25) and then use notation (2.20) to deduce that
(0,e(v) —e(u))q = (f(n),v —u)y ¥V vecUn). (2.26)

Moreover, assumption (2.16) allows us to write inequality (2.26) with v = g0, v = 2u— g0, both in U(n),
to see that

(0,e(u) —e(90))q = (f(n),u — gO)v. (2.27)
Next, adding (2.26) and (2.27) we find that
(0,e(v) —e(90)q = (f(n),v—9gO)v ¥V wvelU(n)
which implies that
o € 3(n). (2.28)
Let 7 € X(n). We use (2.23) to see that

J(T7 77) - J<0-7 77)

= %a(T—O’,T—O’)+a(0’,7’—0’)+j(7')—j(g-)_(3(90),7_0-)62

and, therefore, (2.9)(c) implies that
J(T7 77) - J(O’, 7])
>alo, T —0)+j(1) = j(o) - (e(98), T — 0)q- (2.29)

On the other hand, it is well known that the function j : @ — R is convex and Gateaux differentiable
and, moreover, Vj(o) = f(o — Pgo) for all o € Q. Therefore, the subgradient inequality yields

j(r)—j(e) > (B(c — Pgo), T — 0)q. (2.30)
We now combine inequalities (2.29) and (2.30) then use the constitutive law (2.1) to see that
J(r,m) = J(o,n) = (e(u) —e(98), T — 7)q. (2.31)

Note that w € U(n). Then, inequality (2.31), equality (2.27) and definition (2.22) show that J(7,n) >
J(o,n). Therefore, we deduce the following variational formulation of Problem P.

Problem. PV. Given n € A, find a stress field o such that
ceX(m), Jem<J(Tm) VTeX(n). (2.32)
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The analysis of Problem PV, including existence, uniqueness and various convergence results, will be
provided in the next section. Here we restrict ourselves to mention that a couple of functions (u, o) which
satisfies (2.32) and (2.1) is called a weak solution of the elastic contact problem (2.1)—(2.6).

3. An abstract optimization problem

In this section, we consider an abstract optimization problem which includes as particular case Problem
PV. We prove existence and convergence results which have interest in their own and are useful in the
analysis and control of the contact problem P. The functional framework is as follows. Assume that
(X, |l [lx) is a reflexive Banach space, (Y, || - ||y) a normed space, A CY, J: X x A — R and, for each
n € A, K(n) is a given subset of X. Then, the optimization problem under consideration is as follows.

Problem. O. Given n € A, find u such that

ue K(n),  J(un) = min J(v,n). (3.1)
vEK (1)
Nezxt, for each n € N, we consider a perturbation n,, € A of n, together with the following optimization
problem.

Problem. O,,. Given n, € A, find u, such that
un € K(ny), J(Up,mp) = min  J(v,n,). (3.2)

vEK (nn)

Below in this paper, we denote by — and — the strong and weak convergence in various normed
spaces, which will be specified. Moreover, in the study of problems O and O,, we consider the following
assumptions.

(A) A is a nonempty weakly closed subset of Y.
(K) For each n € A, K(n) is a nonempty weakly closed subset of X.
(K*) For each n € A, K(n) = K with K C X given.
For all sequences {ur} C X and {n;} C A such that
up —uwin X, ny = nin Y and for all v € X,
(J1) the inequality below holds:
lim sup [J(U»Uk) - J(uka Uk)] < J(”?ﬁ) - J(Uﬂ))

k—o0
{For all sequences {u;} C X and {n;} C A such that
llug|lx — oo and nx — 1 in Y, one has J(ug,ng) — oo.
(Js) {For all sequence {n;} C A such that ny = ninY
and all v € X, one has J(v,n) — J(v,n).
{ For all sequences {v;} C X and {n;} C A such that

(J1) vy, —vin X, n, —nin Y one has
J (g, ni) — J (v, i) — 0.
nn—n in Y. (3.3)
M .
K(nn,) — K(n) in X, (3.4)

where notation “~%” denotes the convergence in the sense of Mosco that we recall below, for the conve-
nience of the reader.

Definition 3.1. Let X be a normed space, {K,,} a sequence of nonempty subsets of X and K a nonempty
subset of X. We say that the sequence {K,} converges to K in the Mosco sense if the following conditions
hold.
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(M) {For each v € K, there exists a sequence {v,} such that
! v, € K,, for eachn € N and v,, — v in X.
(M) {For each sequence {v,} such that

2 v, € K,, for each n € N and v,, — v in X, we have v € K.

Note that the convergence in the sense of Mosco depends on the topology of the normed space X

and, for this reason, in (3.4) we write explicitely K (n,) MK (n) in X. More details on this topic can
be found in [19].
Our first result in this section is as follows.

Theorem 3.2. Assume the hypotheses (A), (K), (J1) and (J2). Then, we have the following statements.

(i) Problem O has at least one solution and Problem O,, has at least one solution, for each n € N.

(ii) Under assumptions (3.3), (3.4), (J3), (Ja) or, alternatively, under assumptions (3.3), (K*), (J3),
if uy, is a solution of Problem O, for each n € N, then there exists a subsequence of the sequence
{un}, again denoted {u,}, and an element u € X, such that

Up —u in X. (3.5)
Moreover, u is a solution to Problem O.

Proof. (i) Let A € A be given. We take n;, = 7 in (J1) to see that, for all sequences {uy} C X such that
ur — u and for all v € X,
lim sup [J(v,m) = J (ug, m)] < J(v,n) = J(u,n),

which implies that
likminf J(ug,n) > J(u,n).

It follows that the function J(-,n) : X — R is lower semicontinuous. Moreover, taking n; = 7 in
(J2) we deduce that J(-,7n) is coercive. Recall also the assumption (K) on K (n). The existence of at
least one solution to Problem O is now a direct consequence of the well-known Weierstrass theorem.
The existence of at least one solution to Problem O,, follows by the same argument, applied to the
function J(-,n,) : X — R with n,, € A given.

(ii) Assume now that, in addition, (3.3), (3.4), (J3) and (Jy) hold. We claim that the sequence {u,}
is bounded in X. Indeed, if {u,} is not bounded, then we can find a subsequence of the sequence
{un}, again denoted {u,}, such that |lu,||x — oco. Therefore, using assumptions (3.3) and (Jz) we
deduce that

J (U, M) — 00. (3.6)
Let v be a given element in K (n) and recall that assumption (3.4) implies that condition (1) holds.
Thus, there exists a sequence {v,} such that v, € K(n,) for each n € N and

v, — v in X, (3.7)
Moreover, since u,, is a solution of Problem O,, we obtain that J(u,,n,) < J(v,,n,) and, therefore,
J(nsnn) < J(Wnsnn) — J(0,00) + (v, 1) — J(v,m) + J(v,m)  VneN. (3-8)

On the other hand, convergences (3.7) and (3.3) allow us to use assumption (.Jy) to find that J(v,, 7,)—
J(v,m,) — 0 and, in addition, assumption (J3) shows that J(v,7n,) — J(v,n) — 0. Thus, inequality (3.8)
implies that the sequence {J(uy,n,)} is bounded, which contradicts (3.6). We conclude from above that
the sequence {u, } is bounded in X and, therefore, there exists a subsequence of the sequence {u,}, again
denoted {uy}, and an element v € X, such that (3.5) holds.

We now prove that u is a solution of Problem O. To this end, we use (3.5) and condition (Ma),
guaranteed by assumption (3.4), to deduce that v € K(n). Next, we consider an arbitrary element
v € K(n) and, using condition (M), we know that there exists a sequence {v,,} such that v,, € K(n,,) for
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each n € N and (3.7) holds. Since u,, is a solution to Problem O,, we have J(un,n,) < J(vpn, Ny ), which
implies that

0< [J('Uvnn) - J(“nﬂ?n)] [ (Vn, nn) (U nn)] VneN. (3-9)

We now use convergences (3.7), (3.3) and assumptions (J1), (J4) to see that
limsup [J (v, 11n) = J (un, 11)] < (0,0) = I (u, ), (3.10)
J (V1) = J(0,) — 0 (3.11)

We now combine (3.9)—(3.11) to deduce that v is a solution of Problem O.
Alternatively, assume now that (3.3), (K*), (J3) hold. Then, K(n,) = K(n) = K and, since u, is a
solution of Problem O,,, we have

J(up,mn) < J(v,m,) V veK, neN. (3.12)

Using now assumption (J3) we deduce that the sequence {J(uy,n,)} is bounded, which contradicts (3.6).
We conclude from above that the sequence {u,, } is bounded in X and, therefore, there exists a subsequence
of the sequence {u,}, again denoted {u, }, and an element u € X, such that (3.5) holds.

We now prove that u is a solution of Problem O. To this end, we use (3.5) and assumptions (K*), (K)
to see that u € K(n) = K. Next, we consider an arbitrary element v € K (7). Since wu,, is the solution to
Problem O,, we have J(uy,n,) < J(v,n,) which implies that

0< J(vymn) — J(un, 1) Vn e N. (3.13)

We now use convergence (3.3) and assumption (J1) to see that
lim sup [J(Uv nn) - J(unv nn)] < J('Ua 77) - J(uv 77) (314)
We now combine (3.13) and (3.14) to deduce that w is a solution of Problem O, which concludes the
proof. O

_ We now reinforce the conditions on the data by considering the following assumptions.
(K) For each n € A, K(n) C X is a nonempty closed convex subset.
(J) For each n € A, J(-,n) : X — R is a strictly convex function.
There exists m > 0 such that
(J7) (1= )J(u,n) + tJ(v,m) = (1 = t)u+tv,n) = mt(l —t)|lu—v[%
forallu,v € X, n€ A, t€[0,1].
Note that assumption (I? ) implies assumption (K') and, moreover, assumption (J*) implies assumption
(/).
Theorem 3.3. Assume the hypotheses (A), (K), (J1), (J2) and (J). Then we have the following statements.

(i) Problem O has a unique solution u and Problem O,, has a unique solution u,, for each n € N.
(ii) Under assumptions (3.3), (3.4), (J3), (Ju) or, alternatively, under assumptions (3.3), (K*), (J3),
the sequence {u,} converges weakly to u, i.e., u, — u in X.
(iii) Under assumptions (3.3), (3.4), (J3), (Ja), (J*) or, alternatively, under assumptions (3.3), (K*),
(J3), (J*), the sequence {u,} converges strongly to u, i.e., up, — u in X.

Proof. (i) For the existence part, we use arguments similar to those used in the proof of Theorem 3.2
(i), (ii). Since the modifications are straightforward, we skip the details. The uniqueness part follows
from the strictly convexity of the functions J(-,7) and J(-,7,), guaranteed by assumption (.J).

(ii) Assume now that, in addition, (3.3), (3.4), (J3), (J4) or, alternatively, (3.3), (K*), (J3) hold. Then,
a careful analysis of the proof of Theorem 3.2 ii) reveals that in both cases the sequence {u,,} is
bounded and any weakly convergent subsequence of {u,} converges to a solution of Problem P.
On the other hand, Problem P has a unique solution, denoted u, as proved in the first part of the
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theorem. The weak convergence of the whole sequence {u,} to u is now a consequence of a standard
argument.
(iii) Assume now that (3.3), (3.4), (J3), (Js), (J*) hold and let {u,,} be a sequence such that @, € K(n,)
for each n € N and
U, —u in X. (3.15)
Recall that the existence of such sequence follows from assumption (M;), guaranteed by condition
(3.4). Then, using (J*) with ¢ = 1 we find that
Uy, + Up
2

and, since u, is a minimizer for the function J(-,7,) on K(n,), it follows that

]2 oo )

il — unll% <2 [T ma) I 2

_ ~ Uy, + Up,

m||tn, — un||% < 2[J(un,nn) - J( 5 ,nnﬂ, (3.16)

which implies that
mHﬂn - Un||§( <2 |:‘](u7 nn) - J<un _g o ) 77n)j| +2 |:J(an7 7771) - J(U'a nn)} (317)

for all n € N.
Next, we use convergences (3.3), (3.5), (3.15) and assumptions (J1), (J4) to deduce that

limsup | (u, ) — J (4" ;“" m)] <o, (3.18)
J(ﬂnﬂ?n) - J(’LL, 77n) — 0. (319)

We now combine inequalities (3.17)—(3.19) to find that %, — u, — 0 in X, which implies that u, — u in
X due to (3.15).

Alternatively, assume now that assumptions (3.3), (K*) and (J3) hold. Then, K(n,) = K(n) = K
and, therefore, we are allowed to take %, = u in (3.16) to obtain that

mlju — un||% SQ[J(u,nn)—J(u—;un,nn)} V neN. (3.20)

On the other hand, the part ii) shows that the sequence {u,} converges weakly to u, i.e., u, = w in X,

which implies that
Up + U

—~u in X. (3.21)

We use convergences (3.3), (3.21) and assumption (J;) with v = u to deduce that
limsup |J(u,n,) — J(un; u,nn)} <0. (3.22)
Thus, it follows from inequalities (3.20) and (3.22) that u,, — w in X which concludes the proof. O

4. Existence, uniqueness and convergence results

In this section, we use Theorem 3.3 to study Problem PV. To this end, for each n € N we consider a
perturbation fg,,, fon, Pn, gn of the data f,, f,, p, g, respectively, such that

fon € LX), (4.1)
fon € L*(T2)", (4.2)
pn € L?(T'3), (4.3)
gn = 0. (4.4)
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Moreover, we assume that the following convergences hold.

Sfon = fo in LQ(Q)da (4.5)
fon = F2 in L*(Iy)Y, (4.6)
Jr— in L*T3), (4.7)
In — . (4.8)

Denote m,, = (fons Fans Pns gn), which clearly belongs to A. With these data, we consider the following
perturbation of Problem PV .

Problem. P). Given n,, € A, find a stress field o, such that
We have the following existence, uniqueness and convergence result.

Theorem 4.1. Assume (2.9)—(2.16), (4.1)—(4.4). Then, the following statement hold.

(i) Problem PV has a unique solution o and, for each n € N, Problem PY has a unique solution o,,.
(ii) If (4.5)—(4.8) hold, then the sequence {o,} converges strongly to o, i.e., o, — o in X.

To provide the proof of Theorem 4.1, we need some preliminary results that we present in what follows.
First, we note that assumption (2.9) on the elasticity tensor implies that the bilinear form a is symmetric,
continuous and coercive with constant m 4. Therefore,

or—0o in Q, T,—>7T in Q = aloTK) — alo,T). (4.10)
a(t,7) 2mallT|l VT eEQ. (4.11)

This implies that the function 7 — a(7,7) is weakly lower semicontinuous on X, i.e.,
T =T in Q = liknii;olfa(Tk’Tk) >a(T,T). (4.12)

On the other hand, it is easy to see that the function j is convex and continuous and, therefore, it is
weakly lower semicontinuous. Hence,

Tp,—T in Q = likminfj('rk)Zj(*r)7 (4.13)
Tp,—T in Q = klim Jj(Tr) = j(7). (4.14)

We are now in position to provide the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Proof. We shall use Theorem 3.3 with X = @ and K(-) = X(:), A and J being defined by (2.19) and
(2.23), respectively. To this end, in what follows we check the validity of assumptions of this theorem.

First, it is easy to see that the set A is a nonempty closed convex subset of Y which implies that
condition (A) holds. On the other hand, for each n € A the set ¥(n) is a closed convex subset of ) and,
moreover, since

e(f(n)),e))q = (fFn),v)y  VwveV,

we deduce that e(f(n)) € X(n). Therefore, condition (K) is satisfied. In addition, a simple calculation
based on the definitions (2.17)—(2.18), the properties of the form a and the convexity of the function j
shows that

(1-t)J(o,n)+tJ(T,n)—J((1—-t)o +tr,n) > %t(l —t)a(lc — 1,0 — T)

forallo, 7 € X, n € A, t €[0,1]. We combine this inequality with inequality (4.11) to see that condition
(J*) holds.
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Assume now that {ox} C @ and {m,} C A are two sequences such that o), — oin Q,n, =
(fOk?.f2kapk:7gk) —n= (.an f27p?g) in Y and let T € Q Since

Tr.m) = Jowm) = 5 alr,7) = 5 alow,on) +i(7) — j(ox) ~ (€(0), 7~ oo,

using (4.12), (4.13) and the convergence gr — g, we deduce that
limsup [J(T,n;,) — J (oK, N})]

k—o0

1 1
le=a(r,7) — = liminf a(ok, o) + j(7) — liminf (o) — (e(g0), 7 — 0)g
2 2 k—oo k—o0

leg alr, ™)~ 3 alo,0) + j(r) — (@) ~ (c(46), 7~ @)g = J(r,m) ~ J(o, ).

It follows from here that condition (J;) is satisfied.
On the other hand, for any sequences {or} C @ and {m,} C A, using inequality (4.11) and the
positivity of j we have

1 .
J(Ok,Me) = §a(0'k70'k) +j(ok) — (e(gr0),01)q
m4
> 7Ha-k”QQ_nge(e)HQHUkHQ' (4.15)

Assume now that and i, = n in Y. Then {n,} is bounded in Y which implies that {g;} is bounded in
IR. Therefore, if ||o||g — o0, inequality (4.15) shows that J(o,n;) — 00. We conclude from above that
condition (.J3) is satisfied, too.

Let {n,} C A be a sequence such that n, = n in Y and let 7 € Q. We have

J(r,m) — J(T,m) = (9 — gr)(€(0),T)
and, using the convergence g — g we obtain that J(7,7;) — J(7,1m) — 0 which shows that condition
(J3) holds.

Assume now that {71} C Q and {n, } C A are two sequences such that 7, — 7in Qandn, = ninY.
We have

T = J(rm) = 3 alry i) = 3 alr ) + j(re) = () - ou(e(0), 74~ T)a

and, using convergences (4.10) and (4.14), we deduce that
J(Tk7 T’k) - J(Ta TIk) - 07
which shows that condition (J4) holds.
Assume in what follows that (4.5)—(4.8) hold. Then
n, = (fOnaf2n7pn7gn) - n= (fO’anpvg) in Y? (416)

which shows that condition (3.3) holds, too.
We now prove that

M .
X(m,) — 2(n) in Q. (4.17)
To this end, we introduce the sets
Uy={veV : v, <0, ae on Iz}, (4.18)
Yo={17€Q:(1,e(v)g>0 Vvel}. (4.19)

Then, it is easy to see that v € U(n) if and only if v — g8 € Uy and, therefore, definition (2.22) implies
that = € X(n) if and ounly if 7 — e(f(n)) € Xo. We conclude from here that

X(n) = e(f(n)) + o, (4.20)
X(m,) =e(fm,))+% V neN (4.21)

€
g
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Let 7 € X(n). Then, using (4.20) it follows that there exists an element 7o € Xy such that = =
e(f(n)) + 7o. Define 7,, = e(f(n,,)) + 7o and note that (4.21) shows that 7,, € X(n,,). Moreover, an
elementary calculus combined with definition (2.20) show that

7m0 =73 = le(f(n,) —e(F@E = 1F(m,) = F@)IF
= (f(m,.), f(n,) = F)v — (F(n), f(n,) — f(n))v

- / (Fon — Fo) - (F(my) — F(m)) da + / (Fan — £2) - (F(n,) — F(m) da

Q Iy

- [n= s, - fn)) da

s

Note that (4.16) implies that f(n,,) — f(n) in V and, using a compactness argument, it follows that
Fn,) — Fln) in LAQ), F(n,) — F0n) in L2(To) and (£(1,) — F(m)y — 0 in L*(T's)". Therefore,
using the previous equality and convergence (4.16) it is easy to see that ||7,, — 7'||Z2 — 0 which shows that
condition (M) in Definition 3.1 is satisfied.

Assume now that the sequence {r,} C X(n,,) is such that 7,, = 7 in Q. Then 7, = e(f(n,,)) + Ton
with 7o, € X9 and, since f(n,,) = f(n) in V, we deduce that e(f(n,,)) — e(f(n)) in Q. It follows from
here that the sequence {7¢,} C X converges weakly in @) and, since X is a weakly closed subset of @,
we deduce that it converges weakly to an element 79 € Xy. This implies that 7 = e(f(n)) + 7o and,
using (4.21) we deduce that 7 € 3(n). This shows that condition (Mz) in Definition 3.1 is satisfied and,
therefore, convergence (4.17) holds.

To conclude, it follows from above that conditions (A), (K), (J1)~(J4), (J*), (3.3) and (3.4) hold.
Theorem 4.1 is now a direct consequence of Theorem 3.3. 0

Note that Theorem 4.1 provides the unique weak solvability of Problem P. In addition, it shows that
the weak solution of this contact problem depends continuously on the densities of the applied forces, the
given pressure and the gap g, which is important from mechanical point of view.

5. An optimal control problem

Theorem 3.2 can be used in the study of optimal control problems associated with the contact Problem
P. Several examples can be considered. Nevertheless, in this section we restrict ourselves to the study
of a representative example, i.e., a boundary control problem in which the control is the function p,
interpreted as the pressure of the fluid which covers the obstacle.

Below in this section, in contrast to the previous sections of the manuscript, we consider the product
Hilbert space Y = L2(Q)? x L?*(T'y)? x IR, endowed with the canonical inner product (-,-)y and the
associated norm || - ||y. A generic element of Y will be denoted by & = (f, f2,9). Moreover, we use the
notation A for the set

A={&=(fo,f2,9) €Y : g=0} (5.1)
and let W be a given set such that

Wc{peL*Ts) : p(x) >0 ae xzcT3}.

Let & = (fy, f2,9) and p € W be given and denote by o (f, f4, 0, 9) = o(p, &) the solution of Problem
PV, under the assumption of Theorem 4.1. With these notations, we define the set of admissible pairs
for Problem PV by equality

Vai(§) ={(o,p) : peW and o=0(p§)}. (5.2)
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In other words, a pair (o,p) belongs to V,q(€) if and only if p € W and, moreover, o is the solution
of Problem PV with = (£, f2,p,g). Consider also a cost functional £ : Q x L?(T'3) — R. Then, the
optimal control problem we are interested in is the following.

Problem. Q. Given & € A, find (6*,p*) € Vyu(€) such that

L(o™,p*) = L(o,p). (5.3)

min
(Uap)evad(g)
To solve Problem Q, we consider the following assumptions.
W is a nonempty weakly closed subset of L*(I's). (5.4)
For all sequences {ox} C Q and {pr} C L*(T'3) such that
or—o in Q, pr.—p in L?*(I'3) we have
(a) likm inf L(ok,pr) > L(o,p). (5.5)
(b)  lim [L(ok,pr) — Lo, pr)] = 0.
There exists h: L*(T'3) — R such that
(a) L(o,p)>h(p) Vo e, pec L*(T3). (5.6)
(b) prllz2rs) = +00 = h(pr) — oo

Ezample 5.1. A typical example of function £ which satisfies conditions (5.5)—(5.6) is obtained by taking
L(o,p)=[f(o)+h(p) VoeQ peL*Is)

where f : Q — IR is a continuous positive function and h : L?(I'3) — IR is a lower semicontinuous coercive
function, i.e., it satisfies condition (5.6)(b). We conclude that our results below are valid for such type of
cost functionals.

Next, for each n € N we consider a perturbation &, = (fo,, Fansgn) € A of & With these data, we
consider the following perturbation of Problem Q.
Problem. Q,,. Given &, € A, Find (o},p}) € Vaa(€,,) such that

L(o),py) = min L(o,p). 5.7
(07:77) L (o,p) (5.7)

Note that in the statement of this problem, the set of admissible pairs is defined by
Vad(§,) ={(o.p) : peW and o=0(pé,)} (5.8)

We have the following existence, uniqueness and convergence result.

Theorem 5.2. Assume (2.9)-(2.16), (4.1)—(4.4) and (5.4)~(5.6). Then, the following statement hold.

(i) Problem Q has at least one solution (o*,p*) and, for each n € N, Problem Q,, has at least one
solution (o, pk).

(ii) If (4.5), (4.6), (4.8) hold and (o%,pk) is a solution of Problem Q,,, for each n € N, then there exists
a subsequence of the sequence {(o%,pk)}, again denoted {(ok,pk)}, and an element (o*,p*), such
that

o, —o" in Q. (5.9)
py —p* in L*(Ty). (5.10)
Moreover, (a*,p*) is a solution to Problem Q.

To provide the proof of Theorem 5.2, we need some preliminary results that we present in what follows.
First, for each & € A we consider the function J(-, &) : L?(I'3) — IR defined by

J(p, &) = L(o(p,€),p)  Vpe L*(I's), (5.11)

together with the following auxiliary problem.
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Problem. R. Given 6 € A, ﬂnd p* € W such that
J ])* E = min J p E . 5.12
( ) ) pelﬂ’ ( ) ) ( )

Then, using definitions (5.11) and (5.2) it is easy to see that

{ (o*,p*) is a solution of Problem Q if and only if (5.13)

*

p* is a solution of Problem R and o* = o(p*,&).

Nezt, for each n € N we consider the following problem.
Problem. R,,. Given §,, € A, find p;, € W such that
. = mi . 14
J(Pp€n) = min J(p.£,,) (5.14)

Then, using again (5.11) and definition (5.8) it is easy to see that

{ (o, p%) is a solution of Problem Q,, if and only if

pl is a solution of Problem R, and o = o(pk,&,,). (5.15)

We are now in position to provide the proof of Theorem 5.2.

Proof. We shall use Theorem 3.2 with X = L?(I'3) and K(-) = W, A and J being defined by (5.1) and
(5.11), respectively. To this end, in what follows we check the validity of assumptions in Theorem 3.2.
First, it is easy to see that the set A is a nonempty closed convex subset of Y which implies that
condition (A) holds. On the other hand, assumption (5.4) guarantees that condition (K) is satisfied and,
since W does not depend on &, we deduce that condition (K™*) holds, too.
Assume now that {py} C L?*(T'3) and {&,} C A are two sequences such that p;, — p in L?(T'3), &, =
(Ffor Forsgk) — &= (Fo, f2,9) in Y and let ¢ € L?(T'3). Then, using (5.11) we have

J(q,&) — J(px, &) = L(0(q,€),0) — L(o(pr, &) pe) Ve EN. (5.16)

Note also that Theorem 4.1 guarantees the convergences o(q,&;) — 0(¢,€) in Q, o(px, &) — o(p,€) in
Q. Therefore, assumption (5.5) and definition (5.11) imply that

Jim L(o(q, &) q) = L(o(g,€),a) = (4, ), (5.17)
liﬁsup[—ﬁ(a(pk,£k),pk)] < —L(a(p,§),p) = —J(p,§)- (5.18)

We now pass to the upper limit in (5.16) and use relations (5.17), (5.18) to find that

k—o0
which shows that condition (J) is satisfied.
On the other hand, for any sequences {p;} C X and {£,} C A, using inequality (5.6)(a) we have

J(pr-€x) = L(o(pr:Er)> Pr) > h(pr)-

Therefore, if ||pr||z2(ry) — o0, from (5.6)(b) we deduce that J(px,&;) — oo which shows that condition
(J2) is satisfied, too.
Let {&€,} C A be a sequence such that &, — € in Y and let ¢ € L?*(T'3). We have

J(q, &) — J(q,€) = L(o(q,&1),9) — L(o(q,€),q)

and, using the convergence o(q, &) — o(q,£), guaranteed by Theorem 4.1, we deduce by assumption
(5.5)(b) that

This shows that condition (J3) holds.
Note also that, if (4.5), (4.6), (4.8) hold, then €, = (o, Fans Gn) — & = (fo. F2,9) in Y, which shows
that condition (3.3) holds.
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We conclude from above that all the assumptions (A), (K), (J1), (J2), (3.3), (K*), (J3) of Theorem 3.2
are valid for the study of the optimization problems Q and Q,,. Theorem 5.2 is now a direct consequence
of Theorem 3.2, combined with the equivalences (5.13) and (5.15) and the convergence result in Theorem
4.1. 0

We end this section with two examples of optimal control problems for which the result provided by
Theorem 5.2 hold. In both examples, for a given o € @ we denote by u(o) the unique displacement
field w € V associated with o via the constitutive law (2.1). Note that the existence and uniqueness of
u follows by using arguments similar to those used in Theorem 5.13 in [25], and therefore, we skip its
proof. Nevertheless, we recall that, under assumptions (2.9)—(2.15), the operator o — u(o) : Q — V is
Lipschitz continuous.

Ezample 5.3. Let a and 4 be strictly positive constants and let ¢ € L?(I's) be given. Define

W={peL*Ts) : px) >0 ae xcTs3} (5.19)
L(o,p) = a/(u,,(a) — ¢)*da + 5/p2 da (5.20)
s T's

for all (o, p) € Q x L?(T'3). With this choice, the mechanical interpretation of Problem Q is the following:
we are looking for a surface pressure p € W acting on I'3 such that the corresponding normal displace-
ment u, is as close as possible to the “desired displacement” ¢. Furthermore, this choice has to fulfill a
minimum expenditure condition which is taken into account by the last term in (5.20). Note that in this
case conditions (5.4)—(5.6) are satisfied and, therefore, Theorem 5.2 can be applied to obtain that the
corresponding Problem Q has at least one solution.

Ezample 5.4. Let W (-) be defined by (5.19), « > 0, 6 > 0 and let

L(o,p) —a/||z-: H2dx+6/p da (5.21)

for all (o, p) € Q x L?(I'3). With this choice, the mechanical interpretation of Problem Q is the following
: we are looking for a surface pressure p acting on I's such that the corresponding deformation in the
body is as small as possible. And, again, this choice has to fulfill a minimum expenditure condition which
is taken into account by the last term in (5.21). Note that in this case conditions (5.4)—(5.6) are satisfied
and, therefore, Theorem 5.2 guarantees the existence of at least one solution of the corresponding optimal
control problem.

6. Conclusion

We studied an abstract optimization problem for which we provided existence, uniqueness and conver-
gence results. The proofs were based on arguments of monotonicity, lower semicontinuity and Mosco
convergence. To illustrate the usefulness of these abstract results, we applied them in the study of the
analysis and control of a mathematical model which describes the equilibrium of an elastic body in
frictionless contact with an obstacle, the so-called foundation.

The study presented in this paper give rise to several open problems that we describe in what follows.
Any progress in these directions will complete our work and will open the way for new advances and ideas.
First, it would be interesting to derive necessary optimality conditions in the study of Problem Q. Due
to the nonsmooth and nonconvex feature of the functional £, the treatment of this problem requires the
use of its approximation by smooth optimization problems. And, in this matter, the abstract convergence
results for the optimal pairs in this paper could be a crucial tool. Another interesting continuation of the
results presented in this paper would be their extension to frictional models of contact. Such models lead,
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in general, to variational and hemivariational inequalities in which the unknown is the displacement field.
Considering optimal control for quasistatic or dynamic models of contact would be another problem which
deserves future research. Such models lead to evolutionary variational, hemivariational or variational-
hemivariational inequalities, as shown in the recent references [18,26].
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