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Introduction

This text is intended to serve as some sort of lecture notes for a series of lectures given by the
author at the Department of Mathematics of the University of Pavia in May, 2003, originally
planned for 2001. The idea at that time was to make an introduction into mathematical meth-
ods of modeling and analysis of both continuous and discontinuous rate-independent hysteresis
phenomena. It seemed natural to describe the evolution of hysteresis systems in the space
G(a,b; X) of the so-called regulated functions of one real variable ¢ € [a,b] with values in a
Banach or Hilbert space X, that is, functions which at each point of their domain of defini-
tion admit both (possibly different) one-sided limits. It turned out in the meantime that the
preparatory material on the three main ingredients of the theory, namely convergence concepts
in G(a,b; X), the Kurzweil integral, and regulated evolution variational inequalities, became
an organized system which brings some new aspects into the analysis of discontinuous processes
in general and deserves perhaps independent attention. In particular, the rich topological struc-
ture of the space G(a,b; X) is of interest and might find applications also outside the classical
theory of hysteresis.

This is why the reader will actually find little about hysteresis here, also because a certain
number of monographs devoted exclusively to the mathematics of hysteresis is already avail-
able, for instance [12, 20, 22, 38]. In all these monographs, solution operators of variational
inequalities play a central role, although their variational structure remains sometimes hidden
under equivalent explicit representations in the scalar-valued situation, but main emphasis is
put on applications in hysteresis modeling. Instead, this survey, based substantially on recent
results obtained jointly with M. Brokate, J. Kurzweil, and Ph. Laurencot, focuses on the nec-
essary background for the Kurzweil integral formulation of evolution variational inequalities
which has been somewhat neglected so far.

The notes are divided into seven sections. Section 1 is devoted to an introduction into the
Kurzweil integration including a new generalized variant of the Kurzweil integral (the KN -
integral) which will be used throughout the text. In Section 2 we derive some basic properties
of regulated functions and of the space G(a,b; X), and list classical results on integration
of regulated functions. Before we continue with the investigation of oscillatory properties of
regulated functions and pointwise convergence in Section 4, we insert Section 3 containing the
formulation and first results on regulated variational inequalities which constitute an essential
step in the proof of equivalence of oscillation criteria. A detailed discussion about the relation-
ship between various convergence concepts in G(a,b; X) is the topic of Section 5. In Section
6 we apply the above methods to proving the existence of a solution to a rather general qua-
sivariational inequality and show that the solution is not unique in general. Uniqueness and
continuous data dependence is obtained under additional smoothness assumptions. The last
Section is an Appendix collecting some basic concepts from convex analysis in Hilbert spaces,
in particular special properties of the Minkowski functional.

The author wishes to acknowledge gratefully the generous hospitality of the Department of
Mathematics of the Pavia University, as well as the friendly and creative atmosphere there.
Special thanks are expressed to Pierluigi Colli and Gianni Gilardi who inspired this work.
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1 The Kurzweil integral

The first section is devoted to a brief overview of the Kurzweil integration theory including also
some more recent specific results motivated by evolution (quasi-)variational inequalities.

1.1 Gauges and partitions

We consider a nondegenerate compact interval [a,b] C R, and denote by D,; the set of all
divisions of the form

d:{to,...,tm}, a=ty<t1<---<t,=>. (].].)

With a division a = tg < t; < --- < t,,, = b of the interval [a,b] we associate partitions D
defined as

D:{(Tj,[tj_l,tj]>;j:1,...,m}; TjE[t]‘_l,tj] V]:]_,,m (12)

The basic concept in the Kurzweil integration theory, namely in its original version introduced
in [27] which we call below the K -integral, as well as in its generalizations (the K*-integral
defined in [31] and the KN -integral proposed in [23]), is that of a § -fine partition. We define
the set

['(a,b) == {6:]a,b] = R; (t) >0 forevery t € [a,b]}. (1.3)

An element 0 € T'(a,b) is called a gauge. For t € [a,b] and § € ['(a,b) we denote

Is(t) == ]t —=46(t),t+d(t)[ . (1.4)

Definition 1.1 Let 6 € T'(a,b) be a given gauge. A partition D of the form (1.2) is said to
be d-fine if for every j=1,...,m we have

T € [tj—1,t;] C Is(7y). (1.5)
If moreover a § -fine partition D satisfies the implications
o=t = j=1, T=t; = j=m, (1.6)
then it is called a &-fine* partition.

The set of all 0 -fine (0-fine*) partitions is denoted by Fs(a,b) (Fj(a,b), respectively).

We have indeed Fj(a,b) C Fs(a,b). The next lemma (often referred to as Cousin’s Lemma)
implies in particular that these sets are nonempty for every 6 € I'(a,b).

Lemma 1.2 Let § € I'(a,b) and a dense subset Q0 Cla,b] be given. Then there exists
D ={(;,[tj-1,t;]); 7 =1,...,m} € Fs(a,b) such that t; € Q for every j=1,...,m—1.
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Proof.  We have [a,b] C Usclq415(t), hence there exists a finite covering

a0 | JIs(ry), a<m < <7 <D (1.7)
j=1

The inclusion remains valid if we eliminate all intervals I5(7;) for which there exists k # j,
I5(1;) C Is(m). We claim that then we have
min{7;1, 7+ 0(7;)} > max{r;, 7511 — (7541)} (1.8)

for every j =1,...,m — 1. Indeed, we obviously have 7;41 > 7;, since otherwise I5(7j11) C
Is(7j) or Is(tj) C Is(7j11) according to whether §(7;41) < 6(7;) or 0(7j41) > d(7;). Assume
now that for some j we have

min{7j1,7; +0(7;)} < max{7;, 711 — 6(7541)} -

Then 741 > 741 — 0(7j41) > 75 + d(7;) > 75, hence the points 7; + §(7;), Tj41 — 0(7j41)
do not belong to I5(7;) U Is(7j+1). Then there exists necessarily either & < j such that
7; 4+ 6(7;) € Is(;), hence Is(r;) C Is(7y;), or k > j+1 such that 7541 —0(7j11) € I5(7%), hence
I5(7j41) C I5(7), which is a contradiction. Inequality (1.8) is thus verified and we may choose
arbitrarily

t; € |max{7;,Tj+1 —0(7j11)}, min{r 1,7+ ()} N Q, j=1,...,m—1,
to:=a, t,, := b, and the assertion immediately follows. [ |

The advantage of the Kurzweil integration is based on the following property of J -fine partitions
which enables us to control the position of the ‘tags’ ;.

Lemma 1.3 Let U C [a,b] be a finite set and let § € T'(a,b) be a gauge such that
d(t) < dist(t,U\A{t}) for every t e la,b]. (1.9)

Then for every partition D = {(7;, [tj-1,t]); j=1,...,m} € Fs(a,b) we have U C UL, {7;}
and for every 7; € UL {7;} \ U we have [t;_1,t;]NU = (.

Proof.  For every 7; € UL {7;} \ U we have §(7;) < dist (7;,U), hence I5(7;)NU = (. On
the other hand, for every u € U there exists i such that u € [t;_1,t;], hence u = 7;. [ |

1.2 Definition of Kurzweil integrals

Having in mind applications to variational inequalities, we introduce the scalar Kurzweil integral
for functions with values in a separable Hilbert space X endowed with a scalar product (-, -)
and norm |z| = \/(x,z) for z € X. For more general couplings we refer the reader to [32].

For given functions f,¢ : [a,b] — X and a partition D of the form (1.2) we define the Kurzweil
integral sum Kp(f,g) by the formula
Kn(f.9) = Y {f(r3),9(t;) = g(t;-0) - (1.10)

Jj=1



pa8.tex 6

Definition 1.4 Let f,g: [a,b] — X be given. We say that J € R (J* € R ) is the K -integral
( K*-integral, respectively) over |a,b] of f with respect to g and denote

J = (K) / (). dg () | (J* _ (K / F(t),dg()) | respectively), (1.11)

if for every € > 0 there ezists 6 € I'(a,b) such that for every D € Fs(a,b) (D* € Fs(a,b),
respectively) we have

|J — Kp(f,9)] < e, < |J* — Kp«(f,9)] < e, respectively). (1.12)

Using the fact that the implication

Fs(a,b) C F5,(a,b) N F5,(a,b),

.7:5((1, b) C fgl (CL, b) N f52 (CL, b) (1.13)

0 < min{51, 52} = {

holds for every ¢, 61, 0o € I'(a,b), we easily check that the values J, J* in Definition 1.4
are uniquely determined. Since Fjs(a,b) C Fs(a,b) for every gauge J, we also see that if

(K) f: (f(t),dg(t)) exists, then (K*) f(f (f(t),dg(t)) exists and both are equal. To illustrate
the difference between the integrals (K) and (K*), we prove the following easy Lemma. For
a subset B C [a,b] we denote by xp the characteristic function of B, thatis, xg(t) =1 for
teB, xgp(t)=0 for t € la,b]\ B.

Lemma 1.5 Let g:[a,b] — X and a vector v € X be given. Then (K) ff (v X {a} (t),dg(t))
exists if and only if limy 4 (v,g(t)) =: (v, g) (a+) exists and we have

b
K)/ (VX0 (), dg(t)) = (v,9) (at) — (v, g(a)) . (1.14)

Proof. Assume first that the integral on the left-hand side of (1.14) exists and equals J, and
consider an arbitrary ¢ > 0, We find § € I'(a,b) such that for every D € Fs(a,b) we have

‘KD(’U X{a}?g) - J| < g, (115)

and put 7 = min{d(a),b — a} Let t €]a, ,a +n[ be arbitrary. By Lemma 1.2 we con-
struct an arbitrary partition D € Fi#,b), D = {(15,[tj-1,t]); 5 = 1,...,m}. The parti-
tion D = {(a,[a,?])} U D belongs to Fs(a,b), and (1.15) yields that |KD VX {a}+9) —J| =
(0,90 — g(@)) — J] < &, hence (v,g) (a+) = {v, 9(a)) +J.

Conversely, let (v, g) (a+) exist and let € > 0 be arbitrary. We find 6y > 0 such that ¢t —a <
do = |(v,g(t)) — (v,9) (a+)| < e for t €]a,b], and put é(a) =y, §(t) =t —a for t €]a,bl.
For an arbitrary D € Fs(a,b), D = {(7;,[tj-1,t;]); 7 =1,...,m} we have by Lemma 1.3 that
n=ty=a, ti <a+d, Kp(vxiy,9) = (v,9(t1) — g(a)), and the assertion follows. ]

The following example shows that Lemma 1.5 does not hold for the K*-integral.
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Example 1.6 Consider a sequence s \, a as k — oo and the function
gt) = v X(ey () for t€[ab], (1.16)
k=1

with some v € X, v # 0, and put

1 for t=a,
6(t) = { min{|t —s;|; L€ N\{k}}  for t=s;, k€N, (1.17)
min{|t — s|; ¢ € N} for t#a, t#sg.

Let D € F3(a,b), D = {(7,[tj-1,t;]); j = 1,...,m} be an arbitrary partition. Arguing as
in Lemma 1.3 we obtain that 7, = t; = a. Moreover, as D belongs to F;(a,b), we have
t1 # 7o. Assuming that t; = s for some k£ € N we may use again the argument of Lemma
1.3 and conclude that |m — t;| < 0(72) < |m — s| which is a contradiction. We therefore
have g(t;) = 0, hence Kp(v X, ,9) = 0. We thus proved that (K*) fab (v X{a} (1), dg(t)) =0,
although (v, g) (a+) does not exist. We see in particular that (K) ff (0 X (ay (t),dg(t)) does
not exist.

For our purposes, it is necessary to extend the notion of the Kurzweil integral beyond K* by
reducing further the sets of admissible partitions. We fix a system N of subsets of [a,b] with
the following properties:

[a,b] \ A = [a,b] VAeN, (1.18)
ABeN = AUBeWN. (1.19)

Elements of N will be called negligible sets. Typically, N can be for instance the system of all
countable subsets or the system of all subsets of Lebesgue measure zero in [a, b].

Definition 1.7 Let N be a system of negligible sets in [a,b], let 0 € T'(a,b) be a given gauge,
and let A € N be a given set. A partition D of the form (1.2) is said to be (0, A)-fine if it is
d-fine* and

telab)\A  Vji=1,...m—1. (1.20)

The set of all (0, A) -fine partitions is denoted by Fs(a,b).

Definition 1.8 Let a system N of negligible sets and f,g: [a,b] — X be given. We say that
J € R is the KN -integral over |a,b] of f with respect to g and denote

J = (KN) / (1), dg(0)) | (1.21)

if for every € > 0 there exist 0 € I'(a,b) and A € N such that for every D € Fsa(a,b) we
have
] = Kp(f.g)l < e. (1.22)
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The definition is again meaningful. Note first that the set Fsa(a,b) is nonempty for every
d € I'(a,b) and every A € N by Lemma 1.2. Furthermore, if J satisfying (1.22) exists, then
it is unique. Indeed, assume that there exist J; # Jo such that for every € > 0 there exist
1,09 € I'(a,b) and A;, Ay € N such that for each D; € Fy, 4,(a,b), i = 1,2, we have

[Ji = Kp,(f,9)] < e. (1.23)

Choosing ¢ < |J; — Jo|/2 and putting 6 = min{d;,dr}, A = A; U Ay we may choose any
D € Fsa(a,b). Then D € Fs, 4,(a,b) N Fs, 4,(a,b), hence |J; — Kp(f,g)] < € for i=1,2,

which is a contradiction.

Obviously, if (K*) ff (f(t),dg(t)) exists, then (KN) f; (f(t),dg(t)) exists and both integrals
are equal. In the trivial case N'= {(}}, the KN -integral and the K*-integral coincide. Note also
the result of [23] showing that it suffices to exclude all countable subsets of [a,b] as negligible
sets, and the Young integral (which we do not introduce here) becomes a special case of the
KN -integral.

The main difference between the integrals (K*) and (KN) consists in the following property.

Lemma 1.9 Let N be a system of negligible sets, and let A € N and f,g : [a,b] — X be
such that g(t) =0 for every t € [a,b] \ A. Then we have

(KN)/ (f(1),dg(t)) = (f(b),9(b)) — (f(a),g(a)) - (1.24)

The proof of Lemma 1.9 is obvious. Taking any d € I'(a, b) such that 0(¢t) < min{t —a,b—t}
for t €]a,b[, we obtain Kp(f,g) = (f(b),g9(b)) — (f(a),g(a)) for all D € Fs4(a,b).

The identity (1.24) does not hold for the K*-integral even if f is continuous and ¢ regulated.
The construction of the counterexample is however rather technical and details can be found
n [25]. On the other hand, we have the following result which shows that all aforementioned
Kurzweil-type integrals coincide if the function g is continuous.

Proposition 1.10 Let f,g : [a,b] — X be such that ( f (f(t), t) = J euwists for
(K)

some choice of N, and let g be continuous in |a,b]. The fa ),dg(t)) exists and

equals J .

The proof of Proposition 1.10 is based on the following two auxiliary results. For a finite set
S, we denote by #S the number of its elements.

Lemma 1.11 Let § € I'(a,b) be a gauge, and let D = {(7;,[t;—1,t;]); 7 =1,...,m} € Fs(a,b)
be an arbitrary partition. Let R(D) denote the set of all partitions

"= {(Ti/, [t;_l,t;]) i=1,... ,m'} € Fs(a,b) (1.25)
such that

U = Ut (1.20)

J=1

Jter © Ut (1.27)
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For D" € R(D) of the form (1.25) set
pD) = #{i=1,....m LTI =Tl ) (1.28)

and assume that u(D') > 0. Then there exists D" € R(D) such that u(D") = u(D') — 1, and
for every £, [a,b] — X we have Kpu(f,g) = Kpr(f,g).

Proof of Lemma 1.11. Assume that 7/ = 7/, for some i =1,...,m' — 1. It suffices to put
T for k=1,...,1,
7= { ’:‘ _ ) (1.29)
Tp for k=i+1,....m —1,
# for k=1,....i—1,
ty = { , , , (1.30)
tyyy for k=d,....m —1.

We have by hypothesis 77 = 7/, = t; and [t;_,,t; ] = [ti_,,t;] U [t;,t;_,] C I5(7]), hence
D" ={(r,[ti_,t{]); k=1,...,m' — 1} belongs to Fs(a,b), and therefore also to R(D). For
every f,g:la,b] — X we have

i—1

S ) 9t) — 9t ) = D {FE), 9(th) — gt 1)) + (f(7), 9(ti) — 9(ti_y))
+ Z (Thr1)s 9(thrn) — (1)

= Z <f tg (tlclfl)> )

and Lemma 1.11 is proved. |

Lemma 1.12 Let N be any system of negligible sets, and let § € T'(a,b), A € N, and
D ={(;,[tj-1,t;]); 7 =1,...,m} € Fs(a,b) be given. Assume that

T < Tjt1 V]:l,,m—l (131)
Then for every n > 0 there exists Dy = {(75,[t;_1,t;]); 7 =1,...,m} € Fs.a(a,b) such that

ity =t < n Vi=0,...,m. (1.32)

Proof of Lemma 1.12. Put tj =1ty =a, t;, =t, =0b. Forevery j=1,...,m —1 we have
tj € [y, T NV ]Tj1 = 0(7j40), 75 + 6(75)
by virtue of (1.5), hence for every > 0 and every j=1,...,m — 1, the set
K} = |7, tial O ]m = 6(7j1), 75 + 6(m)[ 0 Jt; — m, 5 + 0] (1.33)

is a nondegenerate open interval. We obtain the assertion by choosing arbitrarily ¢} € K;-] \ A
for j=1,....m—1. [ |
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We are now ready to prove Proposition 1.10.

Proof of Proposition 1.10. Let € > 0 be given. We find 6 € I'(a,b) and A € N such that for

every D € Fia(a,b) we have
£
(Kp(fi9) =1 < 5. (1.34)

Let D = {(7,[tj—1,tj]); j=1,...,m} € Fs(a,b) be arbitrary. We claim that
[Kp(fi9) = J| < €. (1.35)

To check that (1.35) holds, we use Lemma 1.11 and find D" € R(D) of the form (1.25) such
that p(D’) =0 and
KD’(fLQ) = KD(fag) (136)

Let now 1 > 0 be such that the implication

t=sl<n = lo®) -9 DI < 5 (137)

holds for every t,s € [a,b]. By Lemma 1.12 we find D, = {(7/,[t;_;,tf]); i =1,...,m'} €
Fs.a(a,b) such that |t] —¢f| <n forall i=1,...,m'. Then (1. 37) yields

K, (f,9) = Kp/(f,9)| Z<f ) —g(t) —gt) +olt)| < 5. (138)
On the other hand, by (1.34) we have that
|Kp,(f.9) = J| < g (1.39)

Combining (1.38) with (1.39) and (1.36) we obtain (1.35), and Proposition 1.10 follows. u

1.3 Basic properties

The integrals (K), (K*), (KN) are linear with respect to both functions f and g. For the sake
of completeness, we state this easy result explicitly.

Proposition 1.13 Let f t),dg(t)) denote one of the integrals (K),(K*), or (KN).

(i) Let ff(fl(t),dg(t», f:(fg(t),dg(t» exist. Then we have
b b b
/ (h+ £)Ods(®) = [ (h0.dg®) + [ (Bodge). (10
(i) Let f t),dgi (1)), ff(f(t),dgg(t)) exist. Then we have

b b b
/ ), d(g1 + g2)(8)) = / (). dga(8)) + / ) dga(t)) . (141)
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(iii) Let ff(f(t),dg(t)) exist. Then for every constant A € R we have

[ osndse) = [ o.doae) = [ redew). 1

Proof. Let us consider for instance the KN -integral with any system N of negligible sets, and
let € > 0 be given. We find 01, 05 € I'(a,b) and Ay, Ay € N such that for all D; € F;, 4,(a,b),

1 =1,2 we have .
) [0 dato) - K0501)

Put 0 = min{d;, do}, A = A; U Ay. From the implication (1.13) we infer that for every
D € Fsa(a,b) we have

<€
5

b b
\(KN) / (1), dg(t)) + (KN) / (alt), dg(t)) Kp(f1+f2,g)‘ <,

and (1.40) follows. The same argument applies to the case (ii), while (iii) is trivial. ]

In order to analyze the behaviour of the Kurzweil integral with respect to the variation of the
integration domain in Proposition 1.15 below, we derive the following Bolzano-Cauchy-type
characterization analogous to [32, Proposition 7]. Indeed, corresponding statements hold for
the integrals (K) and (K*), too.

Lemma 1.14 Let N be a system of negligible sets in [a,b], and let f,g: [a,b] — X be given
functions. Then (KN) f; (f(t),dg(t)) ewists if and only if

We>0 30 €T(a,b) IAEN ¥D,D' € Frala,b) : |Kp(f,g) — Kp(f.g) <e.  (1.43)

Proof. If (KN) ff (f(t),dg(t)) exists, then (1.43) trivially holds. Conversely, assume that
(1.43) is satisfied. We find dy € I'(a,b) and Ay € N such that (1.43) holds with ¢ = 1. For
each n € N we construct by induction 6, € I'(a,b), §, < d,_1, and A, € N, A, D A, such
that for all D, D’ € Fs, a,(a,b) we have

We fix some D,, € F;, a,(a,b) for each n € N, and set J, = Kp, (f,g). For all m > n we
have by (1.44) that |J,, — Jim| <27, hence {J,} is a Cauchy sequence, J, — J as n — .

Let now € > 0 be given. We fix n € N such that 27" < ¢, and put 6 =4,, A=A, . From
(1.44) it follows that |Kp(f,g) — Jm| < € for all D € Fs(a,b) and all m > n, and letting
m — oo we obtain J = (KN) fab (f(t),dg(t)), which we wanted to prove. ]

Proposition 1.15 Let ff(f(t),dg(t)} denote one of the integrals (K),(K*), or (KN), and
let f,g:la,b] — X be given functions. Let s €]a,b[ be given.

(i) Let [P(f(t),dg(t)) ewist. Then [*(f(t),dg(t)), [*(f(t),dg(t)) emist.
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(i) Let [7(f(t),dg(t)), fsb (f(t),dg(t)) exist. Then we have

b s b
/ (1), dg(t)) = / (1), dg(t)) + / (F(0), dgt)) - (1.45)

Proof. We restrict ourselves to the KN -integral, the rest is similar. Let A be a system of
negligible sets in [a, b].

(i) Assuming that (KN) fab (f(t),dg(t)) exists, we prove that
Ve>0 30 €T(a,s) JAEN VD, D" € Fyala,s) : |Kp(f,9) — Kp(f,g)l <e,  (1.46)

and then use Lemma 1.14 to conclude that (KN) [ (f(t),dg(t)) exists.

Let € > 0 be given. We find dy € I'(a,b) and A € N such that for every Dy, D, € Fs, a(a,b)
we have

|KD0(fJg)_KD6(f7g)| S&‘, (147)
and for t € [a,b] set
0 - (S N

Let D, D" € Fsa(a,s) be arbitrary, and let D* € Fs4(s,b) be fixed. Then

D = {(Tj,[tjfl,tj]);jz1,...,777,},
D' = {(Té,[t%_l,t;]); k‘=1,...,m/},
D = {(7, [t ti]);i=1,...,m"},

(2

and we have 7, =t,, =7, =t , =7 =1 = s by virtue of (1.48) and Lemma 1.3. Set

Dy = {(mj,[ti=1,t5]); 9 =1,...,m =1} U{(s, [tm-1,t]])} (1.49)
U {(Tz'*7 [t:flvtﬂ) ; 1= 27 cee 7m*}>
Dy = {(n [t ti) s k=1,...om' = 13U {(s, [thy_1, 1))} (1.50)

U{(r, [tint]);i=2,...,m"}.

7

Then Dy, D € Fs.a(a,b) C Fsy.a(a,b), hence (1.47) holds. Together with the identity

Kp,(f.9) — Kpy(f,9) = ' (f(15):9(t5) — g(tj—1)) + (f(s),9(t]) — g(tm—1))
=Y ) gt — 9t — (£(9),9(8) — 9(t))
= Z (F(r), 9(t;) = g(t)) = Y (f(m) 9(th) — g(th 1))

= Kpn(f,9) — Kp(f,9)
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this implies (1.46). We analogously check that (KN) fsb (f(t),dg(t)) exists, and (i) is proved.

(ii) Put Jy = (KN) [7(f(t),dg(t)), J» = (KN) fsb (f(t),dg(t)). For e > 0 we find §; € ['(a,s),
02 € I'(s,b) and A;, Ay € N such that for every Dy € Fy, a,(a,s), Dy € Fs, 4,(s,b) we have

|Ji = Kp,(f.9)l <€/2, [Jo—Kp,(f,9)] <e/2. (1.51)
Set A=A, UA,, and

min{d;(¢),s —t} for t€ [a,s],
i) = min{dy(t),t — s} for ¢ €]ls,b], (1.52)
min{d;(s),d2(s)} for t=s.

Let D € Fsa(a,b) be arbitrary, D = {(7;, [tj_1,t;]): 7 =1,...,m}. Wefind k € {1,...,m}
such that s € [ty_1,t]. Then s =7, by (1.52), hence t;_; < s < t), and we may put

Dy = {<Tj7[tj 1,tj D J=1. - 1}U{(57 [tk—lvs])}a
D, = {<37 [S’tk])}u{(ij[j—lvtj]);j: k+ 1"">m}'
We have Dy € Fs, a,(a,s), Dy € Fs, a,(s,b), and Kp(f,g) = Kp,(f,9) + Kp,(f,g), hence
|Ji+Jo— Kp(f.g)| <€

as a consequence of (1.51), and the proof is complete. u

In order to preserve the consistency of (1.45) also in the limit cases s = a and s = b, we define
for each of the integrals (K), (K*), and (KN)

| (g = 0 Wselabl ¥ig:lab - X. (1.53)
We conclude this section by establishing some typical formulas.

Proposition 1.16 For every f:[a,b] = X, a <r <s<b and v € X we have

b 0 if s€la,b,
K) [{50.4(0x0) 0) = § ~Glan0) i s=a,
“ Ui s,

l@/<ﬂmd@xmﬂﬁﬁ=<ﬂﬂ—ﬂ@w%

Proof. To check that (i) holds for s = a, we put §(t) := t —a for t €la,b], d(a) :=
(b—a)/2. Let D = {(7,[tj-1,tj]); j = 1,...,m} € Fs(a,b) be an arbitrary partition. By
Lemma 1.3 we have a = 71, hence Kp (f,v X{a}) = —(f(a),v) and the assertion follows. An
analogous argument yields the result for s = 0. For a < s < b it suffices to use the identity

b s b
K{/<f@¢uvxm)@»=<Ky/<f@¢uvxw)@»+«Ky/<fm¢uvxm>a»
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as a special case of (1.45). We next use a similar identity

(1) [ (0.4 o) (1) (154

s

- (1) /r<f<t>,dgl<t>> +(K) / (Fle).dga(®) + () [ (@), (0)

= () [ (0. ox0) 0) = (1) [ {000 (0x00) )
with ¢1(t) =0, g2(t) = v in their corresponding domains, hence
T s b
() [ (o) = () [ (70 dea(®) = (1) [ (0. dnt) = 0,
and (ii) is obtained as a consequence of (i) and (1.54). ]

Proposition 1.17 For every g : [a,b] > X, a <r <s<b and v € X we have
() [ i 0.00) = (0.0)(55) = (025) 57,

(i) () / (0 X (D dg(1)) = (0,9} (=) — {0, ) (r+).

provided the limits on the right-hand sides exist, with the convention (v,g) (a—) = (v,g(a)),

(v,9) (0+) = (v, 9(b)) -

Proof. We proceed by the same decomposition argument as in the proof of Proposition 1.16
using Lemma 1.5 and its counterpart for s = b, as well as the obvious fact that for f(t) =wv

for ¢ € [r,s] we have (K) [7(fa(t),dg(t)) = (v,g(s) — g(r)). ]

Remark 1.18 Here and in the sequel, note that whenever we integrate functions f, g defined
in [a,b] over an interval [r,s] C [a,b], we automatically consider their restrictions f|., s -
In particular, we have e.g. (v, f|y.5) (5+) ), (v, flins) (r=) = (v, f(r)).
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2 Regulated functions and total variation

Let Y be a Banach space endowed with norm || - ||. For a given function ¢ : [a,b] — Y and
a given division d € D,; of the form (1.1) we define the variation V4(g) of g on d by the

formula .
= llgt) = gt
j=1

and the total variation Var,y g of g by
\[/abﬁ g = sup{Va(g); d € Dyp} .

In a standard way (cf. [7]) we denote the set of functions of bounded variation by

BV(a,b;Y) := {g:[a,b] = Y; \[/abl}r g < oo}. (2.1)

Let us further introduce the set S(a,b; Y) of all step functions of the form

= Zé X{tk} + ch Xlte_1, tk te [aa b] ) (2'2)
k=0
where d = {to,...,tm} € D,y is a given division, and ¢, ..., ¢, C1, ..., ¢y are given elements

from Y .

2.1 Regulated functions

It is well-known (see e.g. the Appendix of [7]) that every function of bounded variation with
values in a Banach space admits one-sided limits at each point of its domain of definition.
Following [2], we separate this property from the notion of total variation and introduce the
following definition.

Definition 2.1 We say that a function f: |a,b] — Y isregulated if for every t € [a,b] there
exist both one-sided limits f(t+), f(t—) € Y with the convention f(a—) = f(a), f(b+) = f(b).

According to [18, 36], we denote by G(a,b; Y') the set of all regulated functions f : [a,b] — Y,
and by G(a,b; Y) and Gg(a,b; Y) the space of left-continuous and right-continuous regulated
functions on [a, b], respectively. We further set BVi(a,b;Y) = BV(a,b;Y)NGr(a,b;Y),
BVg(a,b;Y) = BV(a,b; Y) N Gg(a,b;Y), and Sp(a,b;Y) = S(a,b;Y)NGL(a,b;Y),
Sr(a,b;Y) = S(a,b; Y)NGRr(a,b; Y). Let us introduce in G(a,b; Y') asystem of seminorms

[l = supdllF (DI 7 € [s, 8]} (2.3)

for any subinterval [s,t] C [a,b]. Indeed, |-, is a norm.

For a given function ¢ € G(a,b; Y) and a given division d € D,; we define the essential
variation V4(g) of g on d by the formula

leg =) = g(tj-1+)|l +Z|Igt+ —g(t;-)ll

7=0
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and the total essential variation W[a,b] g of g by

ﬁ g = sup{Vi(g);d ¢ Dap} -

We denote the space of functions of essentially bounded variation by

V(a,b;Y) = {g:[a,b]HY;ﬁg<oo}. (2.4)

The terminology has been taken from [15], although we restrict ourselves a priori to regulated
functions which makes the analysis easier. This however means here in particular that Vy(g)
is defined for every function ¢ : [a,b] — Y, but V,;(g) only for a regulated function g¢.

A function f : [a,b] — Y is called absolutely continuous, if for every & > 0 there exists 6 > 0
such that the implication

n

de—ar)<d = > |lulby) —ula)|| <e (2.5)

k=1 k=1

holds for every sequence of intervals Jag, by[ C [a,b] such that Jax,bg[N]a;,b;[= 0 for k # j.
We denote by AC(a,b; Y') the space of all absolutely continuous functions f : [a,b] — Y.

We summarize some easy basic properties of the above spaces in Lemma 2.2 below the proof
of which is left to the reader.

Lemma 2.2

(i) Ewvery regulated function is bounded.

(ii) We have Varp,y g < Var,,g for every g € G(a,b;Y) and Var ., g = Varyg for
every g € Gr(a,b; Y)UGRg(a,b;Y).

(iii) The sets AC(a,b;Y), S(a,b;Y), BV(a,b;Y), BV(a,b;Y), G(a,b;Y) are vector
spaces satisfying the inclusions

(AC’(a,b; Y)U S(a,b; Y)) C BV(a,b;Y) C BV(a,b; Y) C G(a,b; V).

(iv) The space G(a,b;Y) is complete and non-separable with respect to the norm H-H[a’b].
(v) Given C >0, the set Vo :={g € BV(a,b; Y); Var .39 < C} is closed in G(a,b; Y).
(vi) The space C(a,b;Y) of continuous functions f : [a,b] — Y s a closed subspace of

G(0,T; X), and AC(a,b;Y) is a dense subspace of C(a,b;Y') with respect to the norm
-1l a0 -

Let us denote by R, the interval [0, 00 and by ® the set of all increasing functions ¢ : Ry —
R, such that ¢(0) = ¢(04+) = 0, p(+00) = +o0. For ¢ € &, g: [a,b] — Y and a division
d € D, of the form (1.1) we define the ¢-variation V7(g) of g on d by the formula

m

Vilg) = Y _elglty) = g(t;-)ll)

i=1
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and the total o -variation ¢—Var .3 g of g by

w\[iabl]f g = sup{Vi(g): d € Doy} .

This concept can be used for an alternative characterization of regulated functions.

Proposition 2.3 A function f :|a,b] — Y is requlated if and only if there exists ¢ € ® such
that o—Var g f < 1.

Proof. Let f be regulated. Then for every r > 0, the number of pairwise disjoint intervals
Jag, bp[ C [a,b] such that ||f(bx) — f(ax)|| > r is bounded above by some N(r) € N. In
particular, we may take N(r) = 1 for r > 2||f||,, and assume that N :]0,00[— N is
non-increasing. Set R = || f[|, ;. We claim that the assertion holds provided we put

o(r) = m for r>0. (2.6)

Indeed, then ¢ € ®, and putting
= {je{t...ombi If(t) - f(t-)ll €27 R27M2R]} . keN
for an arbitrary division d = {to,...,tm} € D,yp, we obtain that

Zs@(!lf(tj)—f(tjfl)H) = ZZ UF() = Ft-0)l)

k=1 jeM;

< f:N k:—HR k:+QR ZQ K+l _
k=1

Conversely, let p—Var,p f < 1, and let ¢ €a,b] be arbitrary. Assume that the limit f(t—)
does not exist. Then there exists € > 0 and a sequence t;, "t such that || f(tx41)— f(tr)] > €
for all k € N. For every m € N we have 1 > > (|| f(tss1) — f(te)]]) = m(e) which is a
contradiction. We similarly check that f(t+4) exists for all ¢ € [a, b[ , and the proof is complete.
|

We now follow the lines of [18] and investigate some local properties of regulated functions.

Proposition 2.4

(i) Let f € G(a,b;Y) and € > 0 be given. Then there exists a division d = {tg,..., t,} €
D,y such that for every j =1,...,m we have

tiaa<t<t<t; = |fit)-f(n)|<e. (2.7)
In particular, the set of discontinuity points of a requlated function is at most countable.
(ii) For every f € G(a,b;Y) and € > 0 there exists w € S(a,b;Y) such that ||f —wl[y,

g, w(t) € Ureapn{f(7)} for every t € [a,b], Varjyw < Var(y f and W[a,b]w
Var [a,b] f

<
<

(ili) Let g € G(a,b;Y) and C > 0 be given, and assume that Var,qg < C for every
s €la,bl. Then g € BV(a,b;Y) and Var gy g = lim,_,— Vary, g9+ |lg(b) — g(b—)]| .
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Proof.
(1) Put S5 = {atu{b}u{t € [a, b]; max{[|f(t)—f(E=)|, | f(E+)=f O, [[fE+)—fE)} = €}
The set S5 is finite, S5 = {s0,81,...,8¢}, a =380 <51 <--+ < s, = b, and the set U;’LOZIS}/H
of all discontinuity points of f is at most countable. For i =1,...,¢ put
f(@) for t €ls;_1,s[,
fl(t) = f(SZ'_1+) for t = Si—1, (28)
f(si—) for t=s;,
and
hi = 1nf{t —7:;8 1< T17<t< sy, ||fz<t> — fz(T)H > 8} . (29)
By construction we have h; > 0 for all ¢, and choosing any division d; = {70, 71,...,Tm,},
Sic1=Tp <71 <+ <Tp, =s;such that 7, —7;_; < h; for j=1,...,my and i =1,...,¢, we

may simply put d=dy Udy U---Udp.

(ii) Let € > 0 be given and let d = {to,...,tm} € Dyyp be asin (i). For each j=1,...,m we
fix an arbitrary continuity point 7; €t;_1,t;[ of f, and put

w(t;) = f(t))
w(t) = f(Tj) for te]tj_l,tj[7
for every j = 1,...,m. Then w € S(a,b;Y) and from (i) we immediately obtain that

() —w®)|| < e for every t € [a,b]. Moreover, putting d = {to, 71,t1, 72, t2, .., Ty tm} €
D, we have Var,yw = V4(f), Varyw < V;(f), and the assertion follows.

(iii)) Let d = {to,...,tm} € D,y be an arbitrary division. For t,_; < s < b set d =
{to, tl, e 7tm—1; S} . Then
Va(g) = Vilg) + ll9() = g(s)Il (2.10)

hence Vy(g) < Varp,q g+ 1/g(b) — g(s)||, and letting s tend to b— we obtain

Ver g < liminfVar g + 1g(b) — g(b—)]|.-

Conversely, for an arbitrary division d € D, s of the above form put d = {tg,t1,...,tm-1,5,b}.
From (2.10) we then obtain that Var, g < Var,; g—|g(b)—g(s)||, and the assertion follows.
The proof of Proposition 2.4 is complete. [ |

2.2 Kurzweil integration of regulated functions

In the sequel we restrict ourselves to a separable Hilbert space X as in Definition 1.4 and
investigate properties of the Kurzweil integration in the space of regulated functions. Our
consideration will from now on focus on one type of the Kurzweil integral which is particularly
suitable for applications to variational inequalities, namely we write simply

/ (f(t),dg(t))-(KN)/ (F(t),dg(8) , N = {AC[a,b: A at most countable } |
(2.11)
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Propositions 1.13, 1.16 and 1.17 enable us to evaluate the integral f t),dg(t)) provided
one of the functions f, g belongs to S(a,b; X). The next strategy COIlSlStS in exploiting the
density of S(a,b; X) in G(a,b; X) established in Proposition 2.4 (ii). We first notice that for
all functions f, g : [a,b] — X and every partition D of the form (1.2) we have

Kn(frg) = > (f( — g(t;1)) (2.12)
= (f(b),g(b)) — (f Z (T41) — f(75), 9(85))

where we put 79 := a, 7,41 := b. Let now g belong to G(a,b; X) and let A be the set of
all discontinuity points of g. For an arbitrary 6 € I'(a,b) and D € Fj4(a,b) we then obtain
from (2.12) that

Ko(r o)l < min{lflley Vg o (@1 O+ Yar 1) lalloy - (219

Indeed, interesting cases are those where the right-hand side of (2.13) is bounded. The extension
of the Kurzweil integral to G(a,b; X) is based on the following convergence theorem.

Theorem 2.5 Let g, f, f, : [a,b] — R be given for n € N such that lim ||f — fn”[a,b] =0
Then the following implications hold.

L b b
(i) If g € BV(a,b; X) and / (fn(t),dg(t)) exists for each n € N, then / (f(t),dg(t))

exists and we have

[ trterasey = 1 [ ihite).dgte)

n—oo

(i) If ¢ € BV (a,b; X) and /b (g(t),dfn(t)) exists for each n € N, then /b (g(t),df (1))

exists and we have ,

/ (@), df@) = lim [ (g(t),dfa(t))

n—oo
a

Proof.

(i) For n € N put J, := ff (ful(t),dg(t)). Let A be the set of all discontinuity points of g¢.
For each n we find ¢,, € I'(a,b) and A C A, € N such that for every D € Fj, a,(a,b) we have

1
|KD(fmg) - Jn| < ﬁ

For m,n € N put 6, := min{d,,, 6.}, Amn = A, UA,. For every D € F;, 4, (a,b) we

have ] 1
’KD(fnag) - Jn' < —, |KD(fmag) - Jm’ < —,
n m
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and (2.13) implies that

1 1
< _+_+an fm”ab]vrg’
m n

hence {J,} is a Cauchy sequence and we may put .J := lim,,_, J,. For each D € Fj, 4,(a,b)
we then have

|Kp(f.9) = JI < [Kp(f = fa,9)| + [Kp(fa,9) = Jul + [Jn =]
< f = falliy %9 + 1/n + [ = J],

hence f t),dg(t)) = J and (i) is proved. The same argument based on (2.13) with f :=g,
g:=fn— fm yields (ii). u

Corollary 2.6 If f € G(a,b; X) and g € BV(a,b; X), then fab (f(t),dg(t)) exists and
satisfies the estimate

b
| 0. dg0)] < 171y Var g 214
Moreover, for every g € BV (a,b; X) we have
b
Varg = sw{ [ (0. date) s £ € Stabi 0D} (2.15)

where By(x¢) for r >0 and xo € X denotes the ball {x € X ; |v — x| < 1} centered at x
with radius .

Proof.  Using Proposition 2.4 (ii) we approximate f uniformly by step functions. Passing
to the limit we obtain the existence of fab (f(t),dg(t)) and inequality (2.14) directly from
Theorem 2.5 and identity (2.13). To prove (2.15), we consider an arbitrary ¢ > 0, and find
d={to,...,tm} € D,y such that

> lolti=) =gt )+ _lglti+) —g(t;-)] = Varg — <. (2.16)
j=1 j=0 s
Let 0 : X — X be the function
o(x)=x/|z| for x#0, o(0)=0, (2.17)

and put
F@&) = o(g(t;=) = gltimit) X g, et O+ D olglti+) — g(t;=) xpy (1) (2.18)

j=1 Jj=0
Then f € S(a,b; B1(0)). From Proposition 1.17 it follows that

/ (f(2),dg(t)) = Z\g(t]’—) =gty H)+ Y lglt+) = g(t;-)], (2.19)

J=0

and we obtain the assertion from (2.16). ]
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Corollary 2.7 If f € BV(0,T; X) and g € G(0,T; X), then f; (f(t),dg(t)) exists and

satisfies the estimates

wagen + [ Ge.daey| < (101 T) ollay . @220

b
(090 ~ [ (50).dg(0)
Moreover, for every f € BV(0,T; X) we have

P01+ Ve £ = s { (@) + [ U0.d00) 59 € Saadi B0} (222

[a,b]

< (If@1+Var 1) ol - 220

b
(@) + Var | = sup{<f<b),g<b>>— / <f<t>,dg<t>>;gesm,b;Bl(o»}. (2.23)

[a,b]

Proof. The existence of ff (f(t),dg(t)) is obtained similarly as in Corollary 2.6, and inequalities
(2.20) — (2.21) follow from (2.12). To prove (2.22) — (2.23), we fix £ > 0 and find a division
d={to,...,tm} € D,y such that

1) ~ Tyl > Var f . (2.21)
j=1 ’
Let 0 : X — X be asin (2.17, and for ¢ € [a,b] put
g(t) = a(f®) Xy (1) = D o(f(t) = (1)) Xpty oy (1) (2.25)
j=1

We then infer from (2.24), Propositions 1.13 and 1.16 that
b m
@ o)+ [ 0. dg) = 1O+ 156~ ] > FOF+Var e, (220
a =1 )

and (2.22) follows from (2.20) and (2.26). The proof of (2.23) is analogous. ]

The relation between Kurzweil’s integral and other integration concepts has been discussed in
detail in [33]. We mention in Proposition 2.9 below only one result which is directly related to
variational inequalities.

Let us denote by L'(a,b; X) the space of Bochner integrable functions u : [a,b] — X endowed
with norm |u|; = (L) fab |u(t)|dt, where (L) stands for the Lebesgue integration (for more
information about the Bochner integral, see e.g. [40] or [7, Appendix]). We cite without proof
the following result which is a special case of [7, Corollary A.2].

Theorem 2.8 For every function g € AC([a,b]; X) there exists an element g € L*(a,b; X)
such that
gt +h) —g(t)

i) gt = }ll{r%] o a.e.,

t
(i) g(t) —g(s) = (B)/ g(r)dr  for all a < s <t < b, where (B) denotes the Bochner

integration.
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Note that this representation theorem does not hold for a general Banach space X, and a
discussion on this subject can be found in the Appendix of [7].

According to Theorem 2.8, it is justified to denote similarly as in the scalar-valued case by
Whl(a,b; X) the space of absolutely continuous functions with values in a separable Hilbert
space X . The space Whl(a,b; X) is a Banach space endowed with norm |g|;1 = |g(a)|+]g|: .
For 1 < p < oo we similarly introduce in a standard way the Banach spaces Wi?(a,b; X)

endowed with norm |g|1, = |g(a)| + |d|,, where |ul, = (f lu(t)P dt)

In the next sections, we will make use of the following identity.

Proposition 2.9 If f € G(a,b; X) and g € Wh'(a,b; X), then
b b
/ (), dg(t)) = <L>/ (F(1), (1)) dt

Proof. The assertion holds for each function f € S(a,b; X) by virtue of Proposition 1.17
and Theorem 2.8. Approximating an arbitrary function f € G(a,b; X) uniformly by step
functions, we may use Theorem 2.5 to complete the proof. [ |

As an easy consequence of Corollaries 2.6, 2.7, we have the following convergence result.

Proposition 2.10 Consider f, f, € G(0,T; X), g,g9, € BV(0,T; X), n € N such that

B = ol =0, I llg — gl =0 sup Vg gu = € < oo,
ne a,

Then ) )
/(f(t),dg(t» = lim [ (fu(t),dgn(t)) - (2.27)

n—oo
a

Proof.  For any w € S(a,b; X) we have by Corollaries 2.6 and 2.7 that

AWU—ﬂMﬂA%@ﬁ

/' (g = 92)()

< CONf = falloy + 20 If —wlley + (2 ]l —i—\[{;ab]]r w) 19 = gnll gy

| . dato) —_/<nm@%u»|g

w0 = .o - o

and the assertion follows from Proposition 2.4 (ii). ]

Notice that the pointwise convergence g,(t) — ¢g(t) for every t € [a,b] is not sufficient in
Proposition 2.10 as in the case of the Riemann-Stieltjes integral. In the example X =R,

fn) = () = X1 (8), 9(t) =0, gnlt) = Xgouyn () for t€[0,1] (2.28)
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we have fo fa(t)dgn(t) =1 for every n € N, fo )dg(t) = 0, hence the assertion of Propo-
sition 2.10 does not hold. Similarly, putting
Fal®) = D (=1 Xy (8) for ¢t €0,1], (2.29)
k=1
L (=) +1 for te [ 5], k=1,...,n,
gn(t) = ¢ " (=0"+1) ot (2.30)
0 for t € [ }

for n € N, we see that f,,g, € S(a,b; X), ||an[a,b] <1, Varygn <1, HgnH[a’b] — 0 and
fn(t) — 0 for every t € [a,b] as n — oo, while fab fu(t)dgn(t) — 1.

Below in Section 5 we will consider different types of weak convergence in G(a,b; X) which lead
to more general convergence theorems. We conclude this section with two integration-by-parts
formulas.

Proposition 2.11 For every f € G(a,b; X), g € BV (a,b; X) we have

/ (1), dg(t)) + / @), df(0) = (Fb),g(b)) — (f(a), g(a) (2.31)
+ 3 () = £-), g(t) = gt=)) = (F(t+) = (1), glt+) = g(8)) )
tela,b]

Proof. ~ From Proposition 2.4 (i) it follows that the sum on the right-hand side of (2.31) is
at most countable, hence the formula is meaningful. Using Proposition 1.16 we check in a
straightforward way that (2.31) holds for every g € BV (a,b; X) whenever f is of the form
U X} O VX4 > hence also for every f € S(a,b; X) by Proposition 1.13. For f € G(a,b; X)
and n € N we find f, € S(a,b; X) such that | f — fall,,) — 0 as n — co. Using Proposition
2.10 and the obvious inequality >, ,(l9(t) — g(t=)| + |g(t+) — g(t)|) < Varpyg we pass
to the limit. n

Corollary 2.12 For every g € BV (a,b; X) we have

> lglt+) — g(t—). (2.32)

te(a,b]

DO | —

| ot ds) = 5 (9 - lo(@P) +

Proof. The function g, (t) := g(t+) satisfies g, (t+) = g(t+) = g, (¢) for every t € [a,b] and
g+(t—) = g(t—) for every t €a,b], and by Proposition 2.11 we have

b
[ ta0dantt) = 5 (9@ = lot@bP) + 5 3 lale+) - olt-)P

tE]a b]

(note that the sum is taken over the semi-open interval |a,b]), while (1.24) yields that

b
/ (00 (D), d(g — g2)®) = {g(at), glat) — g(a)) .

Combining the above identities we obtain the assertion. [ |
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3 An abstract variational inequality

In this section we explain a method of solving an abstract evolution variational problem which
we denote as Problem P(u,£%). In [28, 29] it is called a sweeping process, and we proceed
in principle in the same spirit with arguments adapted to the Kurzweil integral setting for
regulated functions with values in a separable Hilbert space X . We consider similarly as in
Section A.6 a family Z(v) C X of convex closed sets parametrized by elements v of a closed
subset V' of a Banach space Y. The scalar product and norm in X as denoted as above by
(-,-) and |- |, for the norm in Y we use the symbol || -|. We first state the problem for a
general convex set evolution restricting ourselves to right-continuous regulated inputs, and then
extend the results to general regulated inputs under more specific assumptions on Z(v). We
also show that in this case, the solutions are absolutely continuous if the inputs are absolutely
continuous, and the input-output mapping is continuous in W?(0,7; X) for 1 < p < co.

3.1 Statement of the problem

In a general setting, our model problem reads as follows.

Definition 3.1 Let T > 0, u € Gr(0,T;V), and £ € Z(u(0)) be given. We say that
£ € BVR(0,T; X) is a solution to Problem P(u,&%) if

() €t ez(u)  vtelo,T],

(i) €(0)=¢,

(ii)) fy (w(t) = &(1),dEt)) > 0 Yw e Tu),
where T(u) is the set of admissible test functions

Tw) = {we GO,T; X); w(t) € Z(ut)) ¥t e [0,T]}. (3.1)

By Dom (P) we denote the set of all pairs (u,£%) with u € Gr(0,7; V), £ € Z(u(0)), for
which Problem P(u, &%) has a solution.

We will assume that Hypothesis A.26 holds, and denote for simplicity as in Subsection A.6
by (P,,Q,) the projection pair (Pz(,), Qzw)) for every v € V.. Then Quux € T(u) for every
x € X and u € Gg(0,7; V), hence 7(u) is non-empty.

Lemma 3.2 Let Hypothesis A.26 hold, and let & € BVR(0,T; X) be a solution to Problem
P(u, &%) for some given (u,&) € Dom (P). Then we have

(i) /(w(7)—§(7),d§(7)> >0 forall 0<s<t<T andweT(u),

(i) () = QuuE(t—) for every t€[0,7),

(ii) If € €e WHY0,T; X), then there exists a set A C|0,T| of zero Lebesgque measure such
that <z - g(t),g’(t)> > 0 for all z € Z(u(t)) and t €]0, T[\A.
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Condition (iii) can also be rewritten in the form

—&£(t) € Nzwu)(€®) a.e., (3.2)
where Nz, ) (£(t)) is the normal cone to Z(u(t)) at the point £(t) as in (A.2.1), or alterna-
tively _

—f(t) S 8[3@@))(5(75)) a.e., (33)
where 0I7(x) denotes the subdifferential of the indicator function I, of a closed convex set Z
at the point x. Recall that Iz(x) is defined to be 0 if € Z and +o00 otherwise.

Proof of Lemma 3.2.
(i) Let w e T(u) and 0 < s <t <T be given. For 7 € [0,T] put

(1) = (X9 (1) 4+ X3m(7) E(7) + X (Mw(7).
Then w € 7{u). Using Propositions 1.13, 1.15, 1.17 and the fact that ¢ is right-continuous,
we obtain that

0 < [ ) —em.delr) = [ twr) — e dem) — [ () — ) () de(r)

/ ((wlt) — £)xg (1), de(r)) = / (w(r) — &(r), dé(r)) |

which we wanted to prove.
(ii) We proceed similarly as above and for an arbitrary z € Z(u(t)) put
w(r) = (X[O,t[ (7) + X (1)) &(7) + X (T)2.
Then Proposition 1.17 yields
0 < [ i)~ ) de(r) = G- €060~ )
and the assertion follows from Lemma A.2 (iv).

(iii) For every z € X and 0 < s <t < T we have by Proposition 2.9

/ (Qumr — &(7),dé(T)) = /:<Qu(7)x—£(7),é(7)> dr .

Let S C X be a countable set which is dense in X. We find a set A C|0,7[ of measure 0
such that

<Qu(t):v - g(t),gf(t)> >0 Vte]o,T[\A VzeS. (3.4)
By density, we see that (3.4) holds for all z € X. For z € Z(u(t)) have Q,uz = z, and the
proof is complete. [ |

From (A.6.3) it follows that £(t—) € Z(u(t—)) for all ¢ € [0,7]. The trajectory
K(u) = {u(t),ult=); t [0, T]} (3.5)

of an arbitrary function u € Gg(0,T; V') is a compact subset of V', and using Lemma 3.2 we
obtain from (A.6.2) and (A.6.5) that

€(t) = &E(t=)] = [Puné(t=)| < pra(l[ult) —u(t=)l]) vt €[0,T]. (3.6)

In particular, if u is continuous at a point ¢ € [0,7], then so is &.



pa8.tex 26

3.2 Construction of the solution

We derive an explicit formula for the solution if the input w is a step function, and then extend
the existence result using general convergence theorems for the Kurzweil integral from Section
1. Before, we show that the solution is uniquely determined by the data.

Lemma 3.3 Let Hypothesis A.26 hold. Then for every (u,&%) € Dom (P) the solution & to
Problem P(u, &%) is unique.

Proof. Let &n € BVR(O T; X) be two solutions of Problem P(u,£°). Then we have for all
t € [0,7] that [} (n(r)— ( ), dé(T)) > 0, [0 (&(r) —n(T),dn(r)) > 0, and Corollary 2.12
yields that

0= [ () =) din =) = Fhn(t) — P

and the assertion follows. [

Lemma 3.3 enables us to define the input-output operator p : Dom (P) — BVz(0,7; X) which
with each (u,£%) € Dom (P) associates the solution & = p[u, £°] of Problem P(u,&°).

Proposition 3.4 Let Hypothesis A.26 hold, and let uw € Gr(0,T; V) be a step function of
the form

u(t) = Z k=1 Xty i (t) + um X{T} (t), (3.7)
k=1
where 0 =ty < t; < --- < t,, =T is a division of [0,T] and ug,us,...,u, are elements of

V. Then (u,&°%) € Dom (P) for every £ € Z(up), and & = plu,£°] has the form

ka VX [ty el (8) + &m Xy () (3.8)

where & = £ and

e = Quplr1 for k=1,...,m. (3.9)

With the notation from (3.5) we moreover have

& — &1 < pr(lue —uk—al])  for k=1,...,m. (3.10)

Proof. Let w € T(u) be arbitrary. By Proposition 1.16 we have

m

/0 (w(t) — €0, de(1) = 3 (wte) — € — 1)

k=1

For all k=1,...,m we have & = Qu, k-1, & — &—1 = —Pu,&k—1, and w(ty) € Z(uy), hence
(w(ty) — &y & — Ex—1) > 0 by virtue of Lemma A.2 (i). We have thus checked that & = p[u, £°].
Inequality (3.10) follows from (A.6.2) and (A.6.5). ]

Further extensions of Dom (P) are based on the following estimate.
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Lemma 3.5 Let Hypothesis A.26 hold, and let (u, €9, (,€%) € Dom (P) be given, & =
plu, &%, € =plu,£°. Then for all t € [0,T] we have

[0,¢]

€(t) € < 160~ +2 (Var€+Var 5) pruk @) (lv = allg ) - (3.11)

Proof. The functions t — Qu(t)é(t) , = Quné(t) are regulated by virtue of Lemma A.28 and
belong to 7{u), 7(@), respectively. Then Lemma 3.2 yields that

¢ t
u‘r~ - 7d ZO, a(T —¢ 7d~ 207
| (@i —emasm) = 0. [ (Quottr) — . dér)
and from (A.6.2), (A.6.5) and Corollary 2.6 it follows that
| (g —smae-o0) > [ (Paoio.dew)+ [ (Puetr).détr)
> el illg ) (Yo €+ Var €)
Using Corollary 2.12 we easily complete the proof. u

Proposition 3.6 Let Hypothesis A.26 be fulfilled, let {(u,,&°); n € N} be a sequence in
Dom (P) such that |[u, — ullgzy — 0, 1€ — €% — 0 as n — oo, and let there exist a constant

C > 0 such that the functions &, = plu,, &) satisfy the inequality Var 1é < C. Then
(u, &%) € Dom (P), and putting & = p[u,E°] we have

nhjgo 1€n — SH[O,T} =0. (3.12)

Proof. Put K = K(u) U2, K(u,). Then K is compact, and from (3.11) we infer for all
n,m € N and t € [0,7] that

60(t) = En(OFF < 1ES — €% +4C g (Ilin = wmllg) - (3.13)

We see that {&,} is a Cauchy sequence in G(0,7; X) with uniformly bounded variation,
hence & = lim,,_. &, belongs to BVg(0,7; X), and from (A.6.3) it follows that £(t) € Z(u(t))
for all t € [0,7T7.

It remains to check that inequality (iii) in Definition 3.1 is fulfilled. For every n € N and
w € T(u) we have

T
0
where, as a consequence of (A.6.2) and (A.6.5), we have
w(t) = Quyw(t)] = |Pu,yw®)] < pg(lun(t) —u®)l) < pr(lun —ulpm) (3.15)
By Proposition 2.10 we pass to the limit as n — oo in (3.14) and obtain the assertion. n

Under slightly more restrictive assumptions we now show that Dom (P) contains all right-
continuous input functions with bounded variation.
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Proposition 3.7 Assume in addition to Hypothesis A.26 that for every compact set K C V
there exists a constant A\ > 0 such that

Av,w) < Mg |lv —w| Yo, w e K. (3.16)

Then every (u,&°) with w € BVg(0,T; V) and £ € Z(u(0)) belongs to Dom (P) and & =

plu, £ satisfies the estimate

\[/afé < Ak ()\[/afu forevery 0 <s<t<T. (3.17)
s,t t

Proof. By Proposition 2.4 (ii) we find a sequence {u(™} of step functions of the form

= Z u,@l X o (1) +ul™ X¢ry (1) for 7€[0,7], (3.18)

k=1 B
where 0 = " < " < ... < t%) = T is a division of [0,7] and u{”, u{, ... u{) are elements
of V such that |u®™ — uH[OT} —0as n— oo, K(u™) C K(u), Var g u™ < Var g u. For

given 0 < s < t < T we may assume that both s, ¢ belong to {¢t{”, ¢/, ... t{)} and u(™(s) =
u(s), u™(t) =u(t) for all n € N. By construction we then have Var s, u™ < Var s u. The
solutions ™ = p[u™, 0] constructed according to Proposition 3.4 fulfil the inequalities

V. < Agw Vi Var € < g Vi 3.19
o €7 S Aweojgp Yape” < Ao Yo (3:19)
as a consequence of (3.10), and it suffices to use Proposition 3.6. |

Similarly as in [20, 26, 28, 29], the non-empty interior condition in Hypothesis A.27 enables us
to extend Dom (P) to all input functions v € Gg(0,7; V). The main result of this section
reads as follows.

Theorem 3.8 Let Hypotheses A.26 and A.27 be fulfilled, and let {(u,,&2); n € N} be a
sequence in Dom (P) such that [lu, — ullym — 0, 19— &% — 0 as n — oo. Then (u,£°) €
Dom (P) and putting & = plun, €2, € = plu, &) we have

TLILIEOan — &l =0, Varf < hmmf\/ar &n < 0. (3.20)

[0, n—oo [0,
We first prove the following “selection lemma”.

Lemma 3.9 Let Hypotheses A.26 and A.27 hold, and let w € Gr(0,T; V) be given. Then
there exists r >0 and z € BVr(0,T; X) such that

By, (2(t)) € Z(u(t)) Vit € [0,T]. (3.21)
Proof of Lemma 3.9. We use Proposition A.31 with K = K(u) to find ¢ > 0 such that for
every t € [0,T] there exists z(t) € X satisfying the inclusion

By(z(t)) C Z(u(t))  Vtel|o,T].
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By Proposition 2.4 (i) we find a division d = {to, ..., ts} € Day such that forevery j =1,...,m
and ¢ € [t;_1,t;[ we have

0
prc (lu(t) —ult-0l) < 5
and for ¢ € [0,T] put
2(t) = Zﬁ(tj—l) Xty () +2(tm) X e,y (1) - (3.22)
j=1
Then z € BVR(O,T7 X), Bé(Z(t)) C Z(U(tjfl)) for all jg=1,...,m and t € [tjfl,tj[,
B;(z(tm)) C Z(u(ty)). By Lemma A.30 we then obtain the assertion for r = p/4. ]

Proof of Theorem 5.8. Let r and z be as in Lemma 3.9, and let K = K(u) U, K(u,).
Then K is compact, and we find ng € N sufficiently large such that

/"LR' <||u'n - /U’H[O,T]) S T fOI' n Z No .
From Lemma A.30 we then obtain for all n > ny and t € [0, 7] that
B, (z(t)) C Z(un(t)). (3.23)

Let f € G(0,T; X) be an arbitrary function such that | f[/,7 < 1. Then the function
w(t) = z(t) — r f(t) belongs to 7(u,) for all n > ngy, and from Lemma 3.2 it follows for all
t € [0,7] that

t
| e = s = ) deno) = 0. (3.24)
0
Using Corollaries 2.6, 2.7, and 2.12 we obtain

1 2 1 02 *
PV €t GG < SIEF+2 gl (3:25)

where we put z* = 2 ||Z||[07T} + Var o771 2. There exists therefore a constant C' > 0 independent
of n such that H§n||[07T] < C, Varpné&, < C, and from Lemma 3.5 we conclude that {&,} is
a Cauchy sequence in Gg(0,7; X) and there exists £ € BVg(0,7'; X) such that (3.20) holds.
To check that & = p[u, £°] we use Proposition 3.6. n

Corollary 3.10 Let Hypotheses A.26, A.27 hold. Then Dom (P) contains all (u, &%) with u €
Gr(0,T;V) and £° € Z(u(0)), and the mapping p : Dom (P) — Gr(0,T; X) is continuous.

3.3 The play operator in G(0,7; X)

Let us consider now the special case
V=Y=X, Zv)=v-2, (3.26)

where Z C X is a fixed convex set, 0 € Z. This is the most frequent situation in applications
to elastoplasticity and hysteresis, see [9, 22, 38]. The operator p : (u,£°) +— £ is then called
the (multidimensional) play and its properties have been extensively studied also in [13, 20].
We show here how it can be extended to arbitrary regulated (not necessarily right-continuous)
inputs.
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Theorem 3.11 Let there exist r > 0 such that B.(0) C Z. Then for every u € G(0,T; X)
and £ € u(0) — Z there exists a unique & € BV (0,T; X) such that

(1) €(0)=¢°,
(i) wu(t) —&(t) € Z for every t € 0,71,

(iii) /0 (u(t+) = &(7+) —w(r),dé(T)) > 0 for every w € G(0,T; Z) and t € [0,T].

Proof. Put a(r) = u(r+), g0 = ¢o + Pz(a(0) — £9), 5(7) = p[ﬂ,go](T) for 7 € [0,7], and

£(1) = E(1—=) + Py(u(r) — £(r—)) for 7 €]0,T7, £(0) = &°. We then have u(r) —&(7) € Z and
§(Td+)ﬁ— 6(57') + Py (u(r ) —&(7)) = &(7) for all 7 € [0,T]. For an arbitrary w € G(0,T; Z)
and a fixed ¢ €

0,71 p
w(r) = w(r) + (alt) -

e

(t) — w(t)) X} () for 7€[0,T].
We then have

t
[ ) = 64) = w(e),dl€ - o)
0
where by Proposition 1.17 and Remark 1.18 we have

/ot (u(r+) = €(r+) = w(r) = @) +&(7) + (), (7))

= /Ot <(u(t> —&(t) - w<t>)x{t}(7),dé(7)> = <u(t) — &) —w(t), E(t) — g(t_)> _

From Lemma 1.9 we further obtain that

[ ) elr4) — wie). dle - )
= (ult) = €() = w(t), £() = €1 ) = (u(0+) — £(0+) — w(0), £(0) — £(0))
= (ult) = €)= w(t), £() = €@ ) + (@(0) — £(0) — w(0),£(0) ~ £(0) ) .

hence

/Ot (u(T+4) = £(r+) —w(r), dé(7)) = /Ot <a(7) — &) — (7, dg(7)> (3.27)
+ (ult) = €0 = w(t), §() — £(t-) ) + (a(0) — (0) — w(0), £(0) — £(0) ) .

All three terms on the right-hand side of (3.27) are non-negative by hypothesis and by Lemma
A2, hence (iii) holds. Uniqueness follows from Corollary 2.12 similarly as in Lemma 3.3. ®
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Remark 3.12 We cannot write the variational inequality (iii) in Theorem 3.11 in the form

(iif)’ /0<U(T)—€(T)—y(7),d€(7)) >0 VyeG0,T:2) vtel0,T]

analogous to Definition 3.1. It suffices to consider the scalar case X = R, Z = [-r,r| for

some 1 > 0, u(T) = X (7) With some @ > r. Assume that there exists £ € BV(0,T'; X)
(1

satistying (iil)", [lu — &l[;q ) < 7, £(0) = 0. Putting y(7) =7 x 10y (7) + (u(7) = &(7)) X307 (7)
we obtain from (iii)” and Proposition 1.17 that

0 < / (u(r) — () — 1) X 0y (7) dE(r) = —r £(0+4)

hence £(04) <0 and u(0+) — £(0+) > @ > r, which is a contradiction.

3.4 The play and stop in WH(0,7; X)

Let us now replace the condition B,.(0) C Z in Theorem 3.11 by a weaker one 0 € Z, and
assume that v € WH1(0,7T; X). The hypotheses of Proposition 3.7 are then satisfied with
Ak = 1 independently of K, and from (3.17) we infer that ¢ € WH1(0,T; X) and [£(t)] <
|u(t)| a.e. Below we prove even more, namely that the input-output mapping is continuous
with respect to the norm in W(0,7; X). We proceed in several steps.

Proposition 3.13 Let Z C X be a convex closed set with 0 € Z, let uw € WH1(0,T; X) be
gwen, let Z(u(t)) = u(t) — Z for all t € [0,T], and let £° € u(0) — Z be a given initial value.
Then & := plu, &%) belongs to WH(0,T; X) and has the properties

(i) <g‘(t),u(t) —£(t) —z> >0ae VeeZ,
(ii) <g‘<t),u(t) . 57(t)> —0 ae

Proof. Statement (i) follows from Lemma 3.2 (iii). To prove (ii), it suffices to put z = (u —
£)(t+h) in (i) and let A tend to 0+ using Theorem 2.8. ]

Let us denote 2° = u(0) — &% € Z, z(t) = u(t) — £(t). The mapping s : WH1(0,T; X) x Z —
W0, T; X) : (u,2°) — x is called the stop which is related to the play through the formula

Pl (1) + slu2%() = u(t) Ve e[0,T) (3.28)
for every u € WhH(0,T; X) and every £° 2% such that 2° € Z and &° + 2° = u(0). Tt is
easy to see that s as operator from Wh1(0,T; X) x Z to C(0,T; X) is Lipschitz continuous.

Indeed, putting z; = s[uy, 2%, 2o = s[ug, 23] for given 29,29 € 7, uy,ups € WH(0,T; X) we
immediately obtain from Proposition 3.13 (i) that

S—a(t) — () < (21(t) — 22(2), Us (t) — Ua(t))  ave., (3.29)
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and dividing by |x;(t) — z2(t)| we obtain after integration that
t
on(t) ~ aa(8)] <Jaf a8 + [ Jin(r) —walr)dr Ve 0.7). (3.30)
0

The continuity of s in W'(a,b; X) x Z — W'P(a,b; X) for 1 < p < oo is established in
Theorem 3.14 below.

Theorem 3.14 Let Z C X be a convex closed set with 0 € Z, let {u,} be a given sequence
in WhP(a,b; X) for some p € [1,00[ such that lim, .o |u, — ul1, = 0, and let 2% € Z be
given initial values, lim,, .. |22 — 2° = 0. Put z, = s[u,,2°] for n € N, x = s[u,2°]. Then
limy, o0 |27, — 2|1, = 0.

Before passing to the proof, we mention two results from the Lebesgue and Bochner integration
theory.

Theorem 3.15 (Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem) Let p € [1,00[ be given and
let v, € LP(a,b; X), g, € LP(a,b; R) be given sequences for n € NU {0} such that

(1) limnoo fy l9a(t) = go(t)}7 dt =0,
(i) lim, oo [Un(t) —vo(t)] =0  a.e.,

(iil) |v,(O)] < gu(t) a.e. for all n e NU{0}.
Then lim,,_. |v, — vo|p, = 0.

We recall this well-known result in order to show the contrast to the following Theorem 3.16.
Notice that it does not follow from Theorem 3.15, since we do not assume the pointwise con-
vergence here. It was proved in [21] and further results in this direction can also be found in
8, 39].

Theorem 3.16 Let v, € L'(a,b; X), g, € L'(a,b; R) be given sequences for n € NU {0}
such that

(i) limy, oo [ (0a (1), (1)) dt = [ (vo(t), () dt Y € C(0,T; X),
(i) limy, oo [7]gn(t) — go(t)| dt =0,
(iii) |vn(t)] < gn(t) a.e. ¥Yn €N,

(iv) Joo(t)] = go(t) a-e.

Then lim, . |vn, — v9l1 = 0.
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Proof. Using Lusin’s theorem, we check that property (i) is satisfied for every ¢ € L*>(a, b; X).
For ¢ € [a,b] put
0 if Uo(t) = 0,
t) = .
e (t) { wl®) /go(t)  if wolt) £0.

Then ¢ € L*>(a,b; X) and the inequality
[oa(t) = vo(®)* < gn(t) = 2(va(t), vo(t)) + g5(t)
19n(t) = go(t)” 4 290(t) (ga(t) = go(t) + (wo(t), () — (va(t), (1))

holds for a.e. t € [a,b]. By Hélder’s inequality we have

/m — wolt)] dt </rgn (1)] dt

+ ([ 2ty N ([ (00061 0) + G001 = ). o0 ) .
and we can pass to the limit as n — oo. [ |

We are now ready to prove Theorem 3.14.

Proof of Theorem 3.14. For n € NU{0} put &, = u, — 2, yn = z, — &,. From (3.30) we
infer that |&, — &loc — 0, |Zn — Zoloo — 0, |Yn — Yoleo — 0. By Proposition 3.13 (ii) we have

|Un| = || a.e. VneNuU{0}. (3.31)

Theorem 3.16 for v, := ¢y, gn = |@y,| yields lim, . |y, — Yol1,1 = 0. There exists therefore
a subsequence {yn, } such that limy_ .. |9, (t) — 90(t)] = 0 a.e. and from Theorem 3.15 we
conclude

’}erolo Y, — Yol1p=0. (3.32)

Since every subsequence of {y,} contains a subsequence satisfying (3.32), the proof is complete
if we take into account the relations x,, = (u, + yn)/2, & = (Un — Yn)/2. [}

In [22, Theorem 1.3.12] it is proved that the stop depends continuously also on Z in terms of
the Hausdorff distance dy defined in (A.5.1). We cite this result without proof.

Theorem 3.17 Let {Z,; n € NU{0}} be a sequence of convex closed sets in X such that
0 € NXyZn, limy oo dp(Zo, Zy,) = 0, and let {2 € Z,} be a sequence of initial values such
that lim,, o |20 — 28] = 0. Let {u,; n € NU{0}} be a sequence in W'?(0,T;X) such that
limy, oo [t — ugl1, = 0 for some p € [1,+00[. Put x, = sp,[u,,22] for n € NU{0}, where s,
is the stop associated with the convex set Z,,. Then lim, . |, — 2ol1, =0.

Remark 3.18 A counterpart of Theorem 3.14 with p = oo does not hold even if dim X =1
with respect to the norm in W (0,T) defined as |uly o = |u(0)|+supess{|u(t)]; t € [0,T]}.
It suffices to consider Z = [—1,1], T'=1 and the sequence u,(t) = (1 + 1/n)t for ¢t € [0,1],

n € N with ug(t) =t, 2% =0. For z, = s[u,, 2%], & = u, — z, we then have
0 for tE[O }
=0, &,(t) = Tl fi N
So(t) ;o &alt) {(1—1—%)15—1 for te] +1’1} or nclN,

hence |u, — ugl1,00 = 0, [§n — &ol1,00 > 1.
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4 The wbo-convergence

Most of the contents of this section are recent results from [10, 26]. We introduce a particular
“weak” convergence concept (the so-called wbo-convergence; the abbreviation ‘wbo’ stands for
‘weak bounded oscillation’) which will be shown in Example 5.3 to be independent of the usual
weak convergence, and derive equivalent criteria for the “wbo-sequential compactness” inspired
by Frankové’s generalization of the Helly Selection Principle. The methods of proof are based
on properties of initial-value problems for variational inequalities established in the previous
section. This is why all results are stated on the interval [0,77], but they can be extended by
an easy linear time transformation to any interval [a,b].

4.1 Uniformly bounded oscillation

We start with some definitions.

Definition 4.1 Let U C G(0,7; X) be an arbitrary set, and assume with the notation of
Proposition 2.3 that ¢ € ® is an arbitrary function. Then U is said to have

(i) uniformly bounded e-variation if there exists a non-increasing function L : Ry — Ry

such that
Ve>0 VuelU FpeBV(0,T;X): |u—dlgpy=<e, }gaTr] < L(e). (4.1)
(ii) uniformly bounded oscillation if
— there exists a constant R > 0 such that
lu(t) —u(s)] < R VueU Vs, tel0,T1], (4.2)

— there exists a non-increasing function N : Ry — Ry such that for every r > 0 and
every system {|ax,bx| ; k=1,...,m} of pairwise disjoint intervals lay,bx[ C [0,T]
the implication

<]u(bk) —ulay)| > VE=1,... m) = m<N(®) (4.3)

holds for every v € U .

(iii) uniformly bounded ¢-variation if for every division 0 =ty <t; < --- < t,, =T we have

D ellulty) —ulti))) <1 VueU.

Below we prove in detail the following equivalence result.

Theorem 4.2 Let U C G(0,7; X) be a given set. Then the following three conditions are
equivalent.
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(i) U has uniformly bounded e -variation.
(ii) U has uniformly bounded oscillation.
(iii) There exists @ € ® such that U has uniformly bounded ¢ -variation.
The equivalence (i) < (iii) restricted to continuous functions [0,7] — X along with quantita-

tive estimates has been established in [35, Theorem 17] in the power law case ¢(r) = Cr? with
C>0and p>1.

Before passing to the proof of Theorem 4.2, we need the following auxiliary result which uses

the concept of play operator defined in the previous section and generalizes the BV-estimate in
Theorem 3.11.

Lemma 4.3 Let Z C X be a convez closed set with B,.(0) C Z for some r > 0, and let
co > 0 be given. Let p be the operator which with each v € Gr(0,T; X) and &° of the form
uw(0) — 2% with 2° € Z associates the solution & of the problem

(1) £(0)=¢°,
(i) wu(t) —&(t) € Z for every t € 0,71,

(iii) /0 (u(t) — &(t) —w(t),dE(t)) > 0 for every w e G(0,T; Z).

Let U C Ggr(0,T; X) be a set with uniformly bounded oscillation. Then there exists C > 0
such that

0
Var pu,] < C (4.4)

for every 2° € Z N B,,(0) and every u e U.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Let 2° € Z N B,,(0) and u € U be arbitrary. We define the set

S = {te0,T]; |u(t) —ult—)| >r}. (4.5)
Then S = {s;}/_; with

0<sp<---<s,<T, 0<p<N(r) (4.6)

by Definition 4.1 (ii). We put so =0, s,11 =T, and for i = 1,...,p+ 1 define recursively the
sequences
th = Si1, (4.7)
te = sup{t €Jti 1, T]; |u(r) —ulty_y)| < r/2 Vet 1} (4.8)
as long as ¢, < s;. It follows from (4.8) that t; < s;. Indeed, assuming ¢! > s; would imply

lu(s;) —u(ti_ )] <r/2, |u(s;i—) —u(t,_,)| <r/2, hence |u(s;) — u(s;—)| < r in contradiction
with (4.5).
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Let us consider now a fixed ¢ € {1,...,p+1}, and assume that for some g € N we have s;,_1 =
th <ty <--- <t, <s;. Foreach k=1,...,q we have by (4.8) that |u(t}) — u(t;_,)| > /2,
and the uniformly bounded oscillation hypothesis then implies that ¢ < N(r/2). For each
1=1,...,p+ 1 there exists therefore ¢; € N such that

Siog=ty<ti<---<ti=s, ¢<q¢=Nr/2)+1. (4.9)

Consider now a fixed k € {1,...,¢}. By Lemma 3.2 (i) we have for every y € G(0,T"; Z), and
s €ty _,,ti] that
|t — e - gz = 0. (4.10)
th-1
In particular, we may choose an arbitrary w € S(0,7; B1(0)) and put in (4.10)

y(r) = (u(r) = ulte) + S 0(r)) X (7)

Indeed, then |[ly[|;, ;) < r according to (4.8), hence y(r) € Z for all 7 € [0,7]. Then (4.10)

yields s s
g/t (w(r),dé(r)) < [ (ulty_y) —€(7), de(r))

7
k—1 tk—l

and from Corollaries 2.6, 2.12, and Lemma 2.2 (ii) it follows that

r Var & < |u(ti_y) = §(to)|* — [u(ti_y) = &(s)

[t—1:8]

Letting s — t; — we obtain on the one hand that

u(ti ) = &)l = Ju(ti—y) — £t (4.11)
and Proposition 2.4 (iii) yields on the other hand that
e s [€(t) — E(t=) + lu(ti_y) — £t (4.12)
k—1"k

forevery i=1,...,p+1and k=1,...,¢;.

We now denote zi = u(ti) —&(th) € Z, i = u(ti—) —£(ti—) € Z whenever it makes sense.
Then it follows from (4.11) that

2| < o]+ ut-) —ulto)] < o+ R for k=104 (4.13)
On the other hand, inequality (3.6) yields that
|§(t;@—1) - §(t2—1_)| < |U(t§f—1) - u(t;—1_>| ) (4.14)
hence
2] < lesa ] 2lutioy) —u(t o)) < e[ +2R 0 for k=1, (4.15)

Summing up the inequalities (4.13) and (4.15) over k, we obtain that |z}| < |z}| + 3Rq* for
all i=1,...,p+1and k=1,...,¢, hence |z{"| = |z} | < |z}| +3Rg" for i =1,...,p,
and

okl < 12+ 3(p+ DRe" < co +3(p + 1) Rq" (4.16)
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foralli=1,...,p+1 and k=1,...,¢. From (4.12), (4.14), and (4.16) it further follows that

. 1, 1 .
[}/ar ]E < fultiy) —u(tia o)l + |z |* < B+ —(eo+3(p+ 1)Re")* (4.17)

independently of k£ and ¢. Summing up the above inequality over k£ and ¢ we thus obtain

1
Vaﬁ £ < (1+p)q (R + ;(co +3(p + 1)Rq*)2> (4.18)
which together with (4.6) and (4.9) completes the proof. ]

We now finish the proof of Theorem 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.2.

(i) = (i) Let U have uniformly bounded e-variation, and let Jag,bi[, & = 1,...,m
be pairwise disjoint subintervals of [0,7] such that for some v € U and r > 0 we have
[u(by) — u(ay)| > r. For e = r/4 we find ¢ € BV(0,7; X) such that [Ju—vc|[g7 < 7/4,
Var o111 < L(r/4). Then

Lr/4) > 3 [e(bn) — welan)] > > (Julby) — u(ay)| — r/2) > %

k=1

hence m < 2/rL(r/4). We now repeat the argument with ¢ =1, and for each 0 < s <t <T
we obtain
[ut) —uls)] < 24 [ () = ea(s)] < 2+ Var g < 2+ L(1),

and the assertion is proved.

(ii) = (i) Assume that U has uniformly bounded oscillation, consider an arbitrary ¢ > 0,
and put Z = B./»(0), 2° = 0. Let p and &° be as in Lemma 4.3. For t € [0,7] and v € U
put uy(t) = u(t+), &(t) = pluy,E(t). The set Uy = {uy; u € U} has uniformly bounded
oscillation, and by Lemma 4.3 there exists C. > 0 independent of u such that

Var€<Coy = 6llon < /2. (4.19)

For uw € U we introduce the sets

Su) = {t € [0,T]; ult) #us (), Se(u) = {t €[0,T]; lup(t) —u@)| = e/2},  (4.20)

and define the function

P(t) = &) + (u(t) — ur(t) Xs. () () - (4.21)
By hypothesis of uniformly bounded oscillation, the number of elements #S.(u) of S.(u) is
bounded above by a constant independent of w, say,

£S.(u) < N(c/4), (4.22)

hence
Var¢ Var & + 2 Z lur(t) —u(t)] < C.+2RN(g/4). (4.23)

[0, — [o,7)
teSe (
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We moreover have

uy(t) — < for LTI\ (S(u) \ Se(u)),
u(t) — (o) = { s (t) — £(1)] < /2 t € [0,T]\ (S(u) \ Se(u)) (4.24)
u(t) = uy (1) + (1) — €@ <2 for ¢ € S(u)\ S.(u),

hence U has uniformly bounded e-variation, and the implication follows.

(ii) = (iii) We can basically repeat the argument of Proposition 2.3. Let U have uniformly
bounded oscillation with a function N(r) and bound R. We set N(r) =1 for » > R and
define ¢ € ¢ by the formula

r

o(r) = ANGT2) for r>0. (4.25)

Let wue U and 0 =ty < --- <t, =T be arbitrary, and let M} be the sets
My, = {je{l,...,m}; u(t;) — u(t;—1)| €]27"R, 27" R]} for k€N. (4.26)

The number of elements of M; does not exceed N(27*R), and we have

m

> o(lulty) —ut;)) = DD elulty)—ult;1)]) <

j=1 k=1 jeMjy

N2 R)p(27*'R) = 1, (4.27)

[M]8

e
Il

1

which we wanted to prove.

(iii) = (ii) This part is easy. Let Jay,bx[, k= 1,...,m be pairwise disjoint subintervals of
[0,7] such that for some v € U and r > 0 we have |u(by) — u(ax)| > r. Then

L= ) ollulby) —u(a)) = me(r), (4.28)

hence m < 1/¢(r). Furthermore, for each 0 < s <t < T we have p(|u(t) —u(s)|) <1, hence
lu(t) — u(s)| < sup{r > 0; ¢(r) <1}, and the proof is complete. ]

4.2 Convergent subsequences

The concept of uniformly bounded e-variation has been introduced in [16, Definition 3.3] with
the intention to extend the Helly Selection Principle to regulated functions. For our purposes,
we state this result in the following form.

Proposition 4.4 Let {f,; n € N} be a bounded sequence of functions from G(0,T; X) which
has uniformly bounded e -variation. Then there exist f € G(0,T; X) and a subsequence {f,,}
of {fu} such that f,, (t) converge weakly to f(t) as k — oo for every t € [0,T].

The original reference goes back to [16, Theorem 3.8] in the case dim X < oo. The extension
to a general separable Hilbert space X has been done in [26, Theorem 5.2]. The proof of
Theorem 4.4 consists in a gradual selection of subsequences similar to the proof of the classical



pa8.tex 39

Helly Selection Principle (see e.g. [19], pp. 372 — 374). In order to make the diagonalization
argument more transparent, we introduce the following notation.

By G(N) we denote the set of all infinite subsets M C N. We say that a sequence {z, ; n € N}
of elements of a topological space M -converges to z if for every neighborhood U(x) of x there
exists ng such that x, € U(x) for every n € M, n > ng.

We start with the following Lemma as the Hilbert-space version of [5], Theorem 1.3.5.

Lemma 4.5 Let {t,,; n € N} be a bounded sequence in BV (0,T; X) such that Var ) ¥, <
C for every n € N. Then there exist ¢ € BV(0,T; X) and a set M € G(N) such that
Var o)1) < C and the sequence 1, (t) weakly M -converges in X to 1(t) for every t € [0,T].

Proof. Let {w;; j € N} be a countable dense subset of X . The functions ¢ — (¢, (t), w;) have
uniformly bounded variation, and by virtue of the one-dimensional Helly Selection Principle we
find N; € G(N) such that the sequence {(i,(t),w1)} Nj-converges to a limit v(t) for every
t € [0, 7). By induction we construct a sequence {Nj; k € N} of setsin G(N), Ny D Ny D ...,
such that the sequence {(1,(t), w;)} Nj-converges to a limit v;(t) for every ¢t € [0,7]. We
now put n; := min Ny, ng := min{n € Ny;n > ng_1} for k = 2,3,..., and define the set
M :={ny; k € N} € G(N). By construction, every N,-convergent sequence is M -convergent,
hence {(¢,(t), w;)} M -converges to v;(t) for every ¢t € [0,7] and j € N.

For a fixed t € [0,7], the mapping w; — v;(t) can be extended in a unique way to a bounded
linear functional on X . By the Riesz Representation Theorem, there exists an element ) (t) €
X such that v;(t) = (¢(t),w;) for every j € N. Since the system {w;} is dense in X, we
obtain that

i (i (). w0) = ((8), )

for every w € X and t € [0,7]. Moreover, for any fixed division 0 =ty <t; < -+ <t,, =T
we have

D 1(t) = (ti)l < Tminf Y [, (8) = u (tin)] < C,
i=1 =1

and the assertion follows. [ ]

We now use Lemma 4.5 to prove Theorem 4.4 by an argument similar to the one used in [16]
in the case dim X < oco.

Proof of Theorem /.4. We fix a sequence &; — 0 and for every n,i € N we find ¢! €
BV (0,T; X) such that || — fallpr < &i» Varm i < L(g;). We now apply Lemma 4.5
to find M; € G(N) and ¢' € BV(0,T; X) such that Varyr ' < L(e1) and ¢ (t) weakly
M -converges to ! (t) for every t € [0,T]. We continue by induction and construct a sequence
{M;} of sets in G(N), M; D My D ..., such that the sequence {v!(t)} weakly M;-converges
to ¢'(t) for every t € [0,T) and i € N, ¢" € BV(0,T; X), Varpr¢' < L(g;). Putting
ny :=min My, ng :=min{n € My ; n > ng_1} for k =2,3,..., M* := {ng; k € N} we argue
as in the proof of Lemma 4.5 to obtain that /() weakly M*-converges to v¥'(t) for every
t€10,7] and i € N.

We now check that {¢"; i € N} is a Cauchy sequence in G(0,7; X). For i,5,n € N we have

||¢:z - w%”[a’_‘[‘} < H% - fn||[07T} + an - W;H[O’T] <eg +egj.
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Consequently we have for ¢ € [0,7] that
[ (t) — P ()] < 1,11_{14125 |y, (6) =), (1) < e+ ¢,

from which readily follows that {¢'} is a Cauchy sequence in G(0,7; X). We denote by
f € G0, T; X) its limit. For each ¢t € [0,7], w € X and k € N we then have

(f(t) = fur(0);w) = (f(t) =" (t),w) + (P (t) — ¥y, (1), w0) + (p, (8) = fur (8),w)
for a suitably chosen i, and we easily conclude that f,, (t) weakly converges to f(t) for every
t €10, 7). Theorem 4.4 is proved. |

4.3 The wbo-convergence

The concepts presented here were applied to the limit passage in relaxation oscillation problems
in [24]. Here, we focus on the relationship with the Kurzweil integral.

Definition 4.6 A sequence {f,} in G(0,T; X) is said to wbo-converge to a function f €
G(0,T; X), if the set {fn.; n € N} has uniformly bounded oscillation and f.(t) — f(t) as

n — oo weakly in X for every t € [a,b].

The following generalization of Proposition 2.10 reflects the “weak” character of the wbo-
convergence.

Theorem 4.7 Let f € G(0,T; X) be given, and let {f, ; n € N} be a sequence in G(0,T; X)
such that f,(t) — f(t) weakly in X for every t € [0,T]. Then the following two conditions
are equivalent.

(i) fn have uniformly bounded oscillation;

(ii) For every sequence {g,} in BV (0,T; X) such that |/g, — Iy — 0 as n — oo and
Var g, < C independently of n we have

/OT (fult),dgn(t)) — /

For the proof of Theorem 4.7 we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8 Consider w € S(0,T; X) and f, : [0,T] — X, fu(t) — 0 weakly for every
t€[0,T). Then
T

lim <fn(t),dw(t)> ~ 0.

n—oo 0
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Proof of Lemma 4.8. For a function w of the form (2.2) we have by Proposition 1.16

/OT <fn(t),dw(t)> = i: <fn(tk),ck+1 — Ck:> :

where we put ¢ := ¢y, Cni1 = Cm, and it suffices to pass to the limit as n — oo. [ |

Proof of Theorem 4.7.

(i) = (ii) The sequence {f,} is obviously bounded in G(0,7"; X). Indeed, as {f,(0)} is
weakly convergent, it is necessarily bounded and we have for every n and t that

/@) < [fa(t) = fa(O)] + [ fo(0)] < R+ [fn(0)]
which for a fixed ¢ yields an upper bound for || f”H[O,T] independent of n, say || an[o,T] < R.

Let now £ > 0 be arbitrarily chosen. By Theorem 4.2 we find for each n € N functions {¢°},
(03} in BV(O.T; X) such that 1fu — Uillgr < &5 If = ¥llgm < &, Vorgn s < L(e),
Var o 9° < L(e ) By Proposition 2.4 (ii) there exists a step function w € S(0,7"; X) such
that g — wl|g ) < e/L(e), Varprw < C. Using Lemma 4.8 and the uniform convergence of
{gn}, we find ng such that for n > ng we have \fOT (f = f)(@®),dw ) [ < e, [lg = gnlljgr <
e/L(e). Then Corollaries 2.6, 2.7 yield

/0 (), dglt)) — / (Fa(), dga(t))

/0T<<f—wa fo 05 (1), d(g — w><t>>'

/OT<(f—fn)<t>,dw(t)>’+ /0T<(¢ —5)(t), d(g — w)(t)>‘

+

[t v - gn><t>>\ " (o) dlg - gn><t>>)

< 20| f =9 = fatdillom + e+ (4(R'+5)+2L(€)) lg — wllom

+2C |lfa = Ualior + QR +¢)+ L) lg = gnllor
< Me

for n > ng, where M is a constant independent of n and e, hence (2.27) holds.

(ii) = (i) Let us consider a sequence of pairwise disjoint intervals Ja},bY[, k =1,...,m(n) in
[0, 7] such that for some r > 0 we have |f, (b)) — fn(a})| > r for all n and k, and assume that
limsup,, ., m(n) = oo. We find v € B1(0) such that (vf, fu(bf) — fu(ag)) = [fu(by) — fu(a})]
for all n and k, and set

m(n)

9n( Z kX]a"b”

for n € N and t € [0,7]. Then Var g g, S 2, there exists a subsequence of {g,} which
converges uniformly to 0, and

|t anon - Z ~faa)] =

which is a contradiction. [
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5 Topology of the space of regulated functions

The topological structure of the space G(a,b; X) is very rich. We now compare the wbo-
convergence introduced in the previous section with the usual weak convergence and with
the convergence in the so-called Skorokhod metric, and use the concept of uniformly bounded
oscillation for the characterization of compact sets in G(a,b; X) if dim X < oo.

5.1 Representation of bounded linear functionals

Representation formulas for bounded linear functionals on Gp(a,b; X) using the Dushnik
integral were derived for the first time in [18], and a reformulation in terms of the Kurzweil
integral was published in [36]. The extension to the whole space G(a,b; X) was done in [10].
We denote by BVy(a,b; X) the closed subspace of BV (a,b; X) consisting of all functions
€ BV (a,b; X) which vanish everywhere except on a countable set.

Theorem 5.1 Let P : G(a,b; X) — R be a bounded linear functional. Then there exist
uniquely determined functions p € BVy(a,b; X) and f,f € BV(a,b; X) such that pu(b) =
f(b), u(a) = f(a), and for every g € G(a,b; X) we have

Plg) = (f(a)g(a) + / G0, dgt) — 3 (), gt+) — g(0)) (5.1)
a te(a,b]

Plo) = (F0.o®) - [ (F0.do®) + 3 ooty - t-) . (52)
a t€(a,b]

Moreover, the norm
1P|l = sup{P(g9); g € Gla,b; X), llgllny < 1} (5.3)
of P satisfies the estimates
1P < fpa)| + [f(O)] + Var o f + Var g o < 3[1P|, (5.4)
1Pl < [f(@)] + [w(b)] + Var oy f + Var gy <3Pl (5.5)

In particular, the dual G(a,b; X)" to G(a,b; X) is isomorphic to each of the two spaces Vi, =
{(f.1) € BV(a,b; X) x BV(a,b; X); f(b) = p(®)} and Vu = {(f.p) € BV(a,b; X) x
BVy(a,b; X); f(a) = p(a)}.

The set M = {t € [a,b]; u(t) # 0} is countable and >, ,, [u(t)| < Varp,,p < oo, hence
formulas (5.1) — (5.2) are meaningful. Let us recall also the Riesz Representation Theorem (see
[19, Chapter 4, §6] for real-valued functions) which states that every bounded linear functional
Pc on C(a,b; X) can be represented in a unique way as

Polg) = [ G.dr®) Vo€ ClabiX), Rl = Var £ (59)

with some f* € BV(0,T; X) such that f*(0) = 0 and f*(t) = (f*(t+) + f*(t—))/2 for
all t €la,b[. This also follows from (5.2) if we put fu(t) = f(t) — f(a) x(qy (), f*(t) =
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(fe(t+) + fu(t=))/2 for t €la,b], f*(t) = f.(t) for t = a,b, and integrate by parts using
Proposition 2.11. The main difference between, say, (5.1) and (5.6) consists in the fact that f*
in (5.6) generates a measure, so that the integral can also be interpreted in the Lebesgue sense,
while dg on the right-hand side of (5.1) or (5.2) is not a measure in general.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. 1t suffices to prove (5.1). Indeed, putting

(1) = fla) = f(8) + u(t) (5.7)
we have f(b) = f(a), f(a) = p(a), and from the identity

b
/(#(t),dg(t» = > (), g(t+) = g(t-) (5-8)

te[a,b]

for every g € G(a,b; X) we obtain (5.2). In fact, formula (5.8) can be verified using the results
of Subsection 2.2. For each n € N we find a finite set M,, C M such that >_,.,, ()] <1/n,
and define 1, (t) = > yp 1(s) X5y (t). Identity (5.8) holds with p replaced by u, for every
n as a consequence of Proposition 1.17 (i), and using the estimate in Corollary 2.7 we pass to
the limit as n — oo.

In the proof of (5.1) we proceed analogously as in the Riesz Representation Theorem in [19].
For each fixed ¢ € [a,b], the mappings v +— P(v x4 ), v — P(vxy,) are bounded linear
functionals on X . There exist therefore elements denoted by f(t), wu(t), respectively, such
that

(f(#),0) = Poxpy), (wt)v) = Ploxy) YoeX. (5.9)

For an arbitrary division a =ty <t; < --- < t,, = b and an arbitrary sequence cg,cy,...,Cy, €
B1(0) we have

Z(f(tj)—f(tj—l)ﬂﬁ = P(ZCjX[tjl,tj[> < Pl (5.10)
ZW(%‘)’CD = P(ZCjX{tj}> < ||PIl, (5.11)

hence f € BV(a,b; X), p € BV(a,b; X), u(t) # 0 in at most countably many points.
Furthermore, for every function g € S(a,b; X) of the form

9= G X+ DG Xy (5.12)
J=0 j=1
with any choice of the division a =ty < t; < -+ < t,, = b and of the sequences &y, é1, ..., Cm .

¢ty Cn € X we have P(cj Xy, 0,0 ) = (f(tj=1) — f(t;) — p(tj-1), ¢j) , hence

P(g) = (u(),ém) + > (ulty). &5 = cia) = D (f(ts) = Flti1)c5) - (5.13)
On the other hand, Proposition 1.16 yields

b m
/ (f(8),dg(t)) = (F(b),ém) = (f(a)iéo) = D (f(t;) = f(tj-1)ses) (5.14)
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hence (note that f(b) = u(b))

Plg) = (f(a),é0) + / O, dg®) + 3 Gult), & — ) (5.15)

which is nothing but formula (5.1) for every g € S(a,b; X) of the form (5.12). Every function
g € G(a,b; X) can be approximated by a uniformly convergent sequence of functions from
S(a,b; X), hence, by Corollary 2.7, identity (5.1) holds for every g € G(a,b; X).

The uniqueness of f, f, t is easy. Assume for instance that

<f(a),9(a)>+/ (f(8),dg(t)) = > (ult).g(t+) —g(t)) = 0 Vg€ Gla,b; X). (5.16)

t€la,b]

Choosing in (5.16) g(t) = gs(t) := pu(s) x5 (t) for s € [a,b] and t € [a,b] we obtain from
Proposition 1.16 that u(s) = 0 for all s € [a,b]. Similarly, the choice g(t) = gs(t) =
f(8) X5y (t) for s € [a,b] and t € [a,b] yields that f(s) = 0 for all s € [a,b], hence also
u(b) = f(b) = 0. The uniqueness of f can be obtained similarly.

We now pass to the proof of (5.4). From Corollary 2.7 it immediately follows that

1Pl < |f(b)|+\[£§b1}f F+2 ) lu) < Iu(a)|+|J‘?(b)|+\[ﬁl]r [+ Var . (5.17)

tela,b| [a.b)

Conversely, for every £ > 0 we use Corollary 2.7 and find g. € G(a,b; X), ||gell(, ) < 1, such
that

(@) g.a)) + [ (F0).dgule)) > |7+ Var /<. (5.18)

We construct a finite set D. C [a,0], D. = {ti,...,t;, }, such that a € D. if p(a) # 0,
be D, if u(b) #0, p(t5) #0 for i =1,...,m(e) and

€
Sl < 5. (519)
t€[a,b]\ D=
Let A\, be the function
o S2e oo ) . ) ,
(1) = ; g=(ti+) — g(t7) + )] Xy (1) or ¢ € la,b], (5.20)
and set
g(t) = g-(t) + A\(t) for t € [a,b]. (5.21)

Proposition 1.16 yields (note that (f(b), A-(b)) = 2|u(b)| = 2|f(b)])

(f(a), g(a)) + / F(0).dg(t)) = (F(a),go(a)) + / ). dge(0) 4207 0) . (5.22)
Furthermore, for i =1,...,m(e), t # b we have

(u(t7), 9t +) — g(t7)) = (u(t), ge(ti+) — ge(t7) — A(7)) = —2|u(t;)], (5.23)
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hence, by virtue of (5.19) — (5.20),
=) {ul), gt+) —g() = 2 > |u®)] > |u(a)| + Var p=lp(b)l ==, (5.24)

teD. teD:\{b}
S ()9t —gt)| < 2 Y ju@) < e. (5.25)
t€la,b]\De t€la,b[\De

From (5.18), (5.22), and (5.24) — (5.25) it follows that

P(g) = <f(a),g(a)>+/ (F(8),dg(t)) = D {u(t), g(t+) = g(1)) (5.26)

te(a,b]

= |u(a)| + ()] + Var f+ Var i — 3¢,

hence
Iu(a)|+|f(b)|+\[£abl]ff+\[£abl]fu < [P lglly +3e < 3([[P[[ +e). (5.27)

Since ¢ is arbitrary, we obtain (5.4) from (5.17) and (5.27). The proof of (5.5) is analogous. ®

Representations formulas have a particularly simple form if we restrict ourselves to left-contin-
uous or right-continuous functions.

Corollary 5.2 For every functionals Pr € Gr(a,b; X)', P € Gr(a,b; X)' there exist
uniquely determined functions f,f € BV (a,b; X) such that

b
Pr(g) = (f(a),g(a)) + / (F(t).dg(t)) Vg€ Grlab; X), (5.28)
Plo) = (F.00) - [ (fo.ds))  VoeGuabix),  (529)
and we have
IPrll = 1 ®) +Var £, 2L = [f(a)l + Var f. (5.30)

In particular, both Gr(a,b; X)', Gp(a,b; X)' are isometrically isomorphic to BV (a,b; X).

This is a slight improvement with respect to Theorem 3.8 of [36], where bounded linear func-
tionals P, on Gp(a,b; R) (with an obvious extension to X -valued functions) are represented
in the form

Pulg) = (@) + [ {p(t).dg(t) (531

with a vector ¢ € X and a function p € BV (a,b; X). We thus “save” one component, although
(5.31) is indeed (note that g is left-continuous!) equivalent to (5.29) with

ft) = c—p(t) Xapf () -

Proof of Corollary 5.2. To prove (5.28) — (5.29), we just repeat the argument the proof of
Theorem 5.1 with

(JB).0) = Poxgy), (fO.0) = Pox,) WeX. (5.32)
Identities (5.30) follow from Corollary 2.7. ]
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5.2 Weak and wbo-convergences

A natural question is whether a functional P on Gp(a,b; X) or Gg(a,b; X) can also be
represented in the form

Plg) = (f(b),g(b)>—/ {g(t), df (1)) , (5.33)

P = {f.o@)+ [ ot ai0) (534

analogous to (5.6) with functions f, f € BV (a,b; X). The following example shows that the
answer is in general negative.

Example 5.3 Consider the functional Pr(g) = (g(s—),v) for some fixed s €]a,b] and 0 #
v € X, which satisfies (5.1) with 4 =0 and f = v x|, - On the other hand, the sequence
{9}, 9n(t) = v X5, 5 (), sn /s has uniformly bounded oscillation and g,(t) — 0 for every
t € [a,b], hence fab (gn(t),df (t)) — 0 for every f € BV (a,b; X) by virtue of Theorem 4.7, but
Pr(gn) = |v|* for every n € N in contradiction with (5.33), (5.34). The same argument applies
to the functional Pp(g) = (g(s+),v), with g,(t) = v x 1, () and s, N\ s.

We see that the functions g, wbo-converge to 0, but do not converge weakly in the usual
sense. On the other hand, the functions

2" —1

In = Z U X{at(1/k)—2-27, a+(1/k)[ (5.35)
k=2n—141

for n > ny sufficiently large with a fixed vector 0 # v € X provide an example of a sequence
in Gg(a,b; X) which does not have uniformly bounded oscillation, but g,(t) — 0 as n — oo
for every t € [a,b] and Pg(g,) — 0 for every Pg € Gr(a,b; X)'. Indeed, for every functional
Pr of the form (5.28) we have

2n_1
1 1
Pr(i,)| < 2: Z) = — )< V. . (5.36
[Pr(ga)] < vl = / (a+ k> / (a—i— k )‘ < Jo [a+27n%1;217n]f (5.36)

This yields that

D [Pa(gn)l < Jo] Var | < oo, (5.37)

n=ng

hence Pgr(§,) — 0 as n — oco. We see that there is no direct implication between the weak
and the wbo-convergence in Gg(a,b; X) or Gr(a,b; X).

We conclude the considerations on representation of functionals by two statements illustrating in
a different way the duality between G(a,b; X) and BV (a,b; X) with respect to convergences
in Theorem 4.7.

Theorem 5.4 Let P: G(a,b; X) — R be a bounded linear functional. Then the following two
conditions are equivalent.
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(i) P(gn) — P(g) for every wbo-convergent sequence g, — g in G(a,b; X);

(i) There ezist f, f € BV(a,b; X) such that for every g € G(a,b; X) the identities (5.33),
(5.34) hold.

Proof. The implication (ii) = (i) follows from Theorem 4.7 with g, = g. To prove the converse,
we define the functions f, f, and y as in (5.9), (5.7). For every v € X and every t € [a,b] we
have by hypothesis P(v X },4) = lims iy P(v X5y ), hence f(t) = f(t+) + p(t), and similarly
for ¢ €la,b] we have P(v Xy ) = lims;— P(v X5y ), hence f(t) = f(t—). We now invoke
the integration-by-parts formula (2.31) which in combination with (5.1) yields (5.33). Using
the fact that u(t+) = 0 for ¢t € [a,b], p(t—) = 0 for ¢ €la,b], we obtain from (5.7) that
f(t) = ft=) 4 p(t), f(t) = f(t+) for every t € [a,b], and argue as above to obtain (5.34). ®

Theorem 5.5 Let Qp : BVy(a,b; X) — R be a bounded linear functional. Then the following
two conditions are equivalent.

(i) Qr(gn) — Qr(g) for every sequence {gn} in BVi(a,b; X) such that ||g, — gl[,, — 0
as n— 00 and Var 44 gn < C independently of n;

(ii) There exists f € G(a,b; X) such that

Qo) = (J0.00) - [ (f0.a0) e Bianx). 63

Proof. The implication (ii) = (i) follows again from Theorem 4.7 with f, = f. To prove the
converse, we argue as in the proof of Theorem 5.1 and define the function f :[0,7] — X by
the formula

<f(t),v> = Qu(vXyg) YoEX Vielal]. (5.39)
We check by contradiction that f € G(a,b; X). Assuming that there exist t €la, f)], 0 >0,
and sequences s; /' t,t; /' t, s; <t; < Sjp1 < tjy1 forall j € N, suchthat |f(t;)—f(s;)] > 9,
it suffices to choose v; € X in such a way that

(ftt) = fsi)vs) = 1f6) = f(sp)l, ol =1 VjeN,
and put
2’”
gn = 27" Z Vj Xs; 5] for ne N. (5.40)
j=2n=1+1 o

Then ||gnlljyy — 0, Var(gp g, =1 for n € N, and

Qr(gn) = 27" i <Uj7f(tj)—f(3j)> > g

j=2n—141

which is a contradiction. This implies that f (t—) exists for all ¢ € ]a, b]. We analogously prove
that f(t+) exists for all ¢ € [a,b] by considering sequences s; \,t, t; \,t, s; > t; > sj11 >
tjy1 for all j € N, hence f € G(a,b; X).
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For each function g of the form

g = COX{a}+ZCjX]tj_1,tj]7 a=ty<t1<---<t,,=5b (541)
j=1

we have by Proposition 1.16 that

Qo) = (fara) + 3 (Ft) = Flt.e) = (F(0).90)) - / (.o - (542)

J=1

Each function g € BV (a,b; X) can be uniformly approximated by step functions g, of the
form (5.41) and such that Var,; g, < Var,, g by virtue of Proposition 2.4 (ii). Passing to
the limit as n — oo and using Proposition 2.10 we obtain the assertion. [ |

5.3 Compact sets in G(a,b; X)

Compact sets in G(a,b; X) obviously have uniformly bounded oscillation. We now use the
above results to prove the following variant of the Arzela-Ascoli compactness criterion referring
to Proposition 2.4 (i). More can be found in [16, Section 2].

Theorem 5.6 Let dimX < oo. Then a set U C G(a,b; X) is relatively compact if and only
if it is bounded and for every € > 0 there exists a division d = {to,...,tm} € Dup such that
for every f € U and every j=1,...,m we have

tia<tT<t<t; = |f(t)—f(n)]<e. (5.43)

Proof. Let U be relatively compact and let € > 0 be given. We find vy,...,v, € G(a,b; X)
such that for every f € U there exists ¢ € {1,...,n} for which | f — v, <e/3. For each
i =1,...,n we use Proposition 2.4 (i) and find a division a = t{; <t} < --- < t, = b such
that

thoo<T<t<ts = |vt)—v(r) <e/3. (5.44)

We now obtain (5.43) by putting {to,...,tm} = U, {6 11, ..., 10, }.

Conversely, let U be a bounded set and let condition (5.43) hold. We first show that U has
uniformly bounded oscillation. Indeed, let € > 0 be given, and let {to,...,¢,,} be a division
such that (5.43) holds. Assume that there exists pairwise disjoint intervals |ai, bi[, ..., |ap, byl
such that for some f € U we have |f(by) — f(ap)| > ¢ for £ = 1,...,p. Then each interval
[ag, be] contains at least one t;, hence p < 2m. We thus proved that U is a bounded set with
uniformly bounded oscillation. There is nothing to prove if U is finite. Otherwise, we can use
Theorem 4.4 and from each sequence in U select a subsequence { f,,} which converges pointwise
to an element f € G(a,b; X). The proof will be complete if we show that the convergence is
uniform.

To this end, we consider again any ¢ > 0 and use condition (5.43) to find a suitable division
{to, ..., tm} € Dy such that for every n € N and every j =1,...,m we have

tia<t<t<t; = |fult)— fulr)| <e/3. (5.45)
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Let ng be such that
|fulty) — ()] <&,
fn (tj“!‘;j—l) o f (t]"f‘;j—l)‘ < 5/37

For each t €]t;_1,t;| and n > ny we then have
ti +ti1 t; +t;1 ti +1t1
() — f, 4T (2 . Y
o ()| o () = ()
ti +1,—
+’f<%)—f<t> < e,

and the assertion follows. [

n>ny — for j=0,...,m.

() = F()] <

5.4 The Skorokhod metric

It is interesting to compare the above convergence concepts in the case X = R with the
Skorokhod metric in the form presented in [6]. Let us briefly recall its definition.

Let us define the set
H = {he Wh4a,b); h(a) =a, h(b) =b, 0 < h(t) < oo a.e.}
of increasing absolutely continuous homeomorphisms of [a,b], and for h € H, r > 0 put

M(h) = supess ’10g ht)|, H, ={he H;:M(h)<r}. (5.46)

te]a,b|

The Skorokhod distance of two functions f,g € Gg(a,b; R) is defined by the formula
ds(f.g) = inf{r >0;3h € H, : |[f —goh|,,y <r}. (5.47)
It is shown in [6] that dg is a metric satisfying the inequality

dS(fvg) S Hf_g|’[a7b] vf?.qEGR<a7b;R>7

and transforms (Gg(a,b; R),ds) into a complete separable metric space. This is in fact the
purpose of the construction, as (Ggr(a,b; R),|| - ||) is not separable. It is also easy to see that
if ds(fn,f) — 0 as n — oo, then f, have uniformly bounded oscillation. Indeed, there exist
r, — 0 and homeomorphisms h,, such that

e < hy(t) mn

IN

e ace, |fa—fohalluy < T

The functions f o h,, have uniformly bounded oscillation, hence the same holds for f,. We
now construct an example which shows that the complete metric space (Gg(a,b; R),ds) is not
a metric linear space, as the addition is not continuous with respect to dg. Furthermore, the
convergence with respect to the metric dg does not imply weak convergence.
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Example 5.7 Consider the functions f = —g = X391 in Ggr(0,1; R). For € €]0,1] set

Lo (1+8)t for t€[0,1/2]>
e(t) = (1+e)/2+(1—e)(t—1/2) for t€]1/2,1].

Then 1 —e < h(t) < 14¢ a.e., hence h. € H,, with 7. = log(1 4 /(1 — €)). The functions
fe := foh. satisty d(f.,f) < r.. On the other hand, for every u € Gr(0,1; R) we have
ds(u,0) = |luljp], hence d(f: +g,f + g) = d(f- + ¢9,0) = 1, and we see that the mapping
(f,9) — f+g is discontinuous. If we now define a bounded linear functional P on Gx(0,1; R)
by the formula P(f) = f((1/2)—) for f € Gr(0,1; R), we obtain P(f.) =1 for all € > 0,
P(f) = 0.
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6 Implicit problems

Applications in continuum mechanics (see e.g. [3, 4]) often lead to variational inequalities
stated in Definition 3.1 with inputs u depending on the solution ¢ in the form

u(t) = g(t,&(t)), (6.1)

where ¢ :[0,7] x X — V is a given mapping. Such a problem is also called a quasivariational
inequality and we present here two different solution methods. The classical one consists in using
the Schauder-Tikhonov fixed point theorem in Gr(0,7"; X) under fairly general hypotheses on
the convex constraint Z(v) provided both X and Y are finite-dimensional. In this way, we
establish the existence of a solution and show that uniqueness cannot be expected in general.
Assuming some smoothness of each Z(v) as well as a smooth dependence of Z(v) on v, we
explain in detail the existence and uniqueness argument of [11] based on the Banach Contraction
Principle in the space of absolutely continuous functions with values in any separable Hilbert
space X .

6.1 Existence

We will assume that dim X < oo, dimY < oo, and that there exist « € BV(0,7; R) and
k > 0 such that the function ¢ in (6.1) satisfies the inequality

lo(t.) = 9(r. )| < Vara + xle— (6.2

forall 0 <7 <t<T and 2,7 € X. Let u° € V be given. For C' > 1 we consider the sets

Uc = {ue€ BVR(0,T;V); u(0) =u’, |lult)—u(r)] SC\[/'atfoz for 0<7<t<T}. (6.3)

The set Ue is a compact subset of Gr(0,7; V). Indeed, it is closed by Lemma 2.2 (v). For
the function W (t) = Var gy« for ¢t € [0,T] we may use Proposition 2.4 (i) and find a division
{to,...,tm} such that for every j =1,...,m we have

tia<tT<t<t; = W@kt -W(r) <e/C, (6.4)

and from Theorem 5.6 (applied to an equivalent Hilbert norm in Y') it follows that Ug is
compact. Consequently, the set

Ke = |J K(u) (6.5)

ueUc

with K(u) defined in (3.5) is a compact subset of V.

Theorem 6.1 Let the hypotheses of Proposition 3.7 be fulfilled, and let £° be such that £° €

Z(9(0,£%). Put u® = g(0,£%) and assume that there exists C > 1 such that the numbers K¢,

Kk and Ak, in (3.16), (6.2) and (6.5) satisfy the inequality

C-1
C

Then there exists £ € BVR(0,T; X) such that £(t) = plg(+, &), E%(t) for all t € [0,T).

KAke <

. (6.6)
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Proof. We define the set  of all functions n € BVg(0,7; X) such that

A
n0) =€, In@t)—nr)| < —E¢—Vara for 0<7<t<T. (6.7)
1-— H}\KO [7,t]

For each n € Q and ¢ € [0,T] put u(t) = g(t,n(t)), £(t) = p[u,&%(t). Thenfor 0 <7<t <T
we have

1
u(t) —u(r)|| < Vara+kn(t)—n(r)) < — Vara < C Var «a,
Jutt) =) < Var a+rln(t) =n(r)] < g Va o

hence u € U, and Proposition 3.7 yields that £ € Q. The set 2 is compact in Gg(0,7; X)
and convex, and the mapping > : Q — Q : n — & is continuous by Proposition 3.6, hence X
admits a fixed point £ € Q by virtue of the Schauder-Tikhonov fixed point theorem, see [14,
Theorem 3.6.1]. n

6.2 Example of non-uniqueness

The solution of the implicit problem is in general non-unique even if the constant « is arbitrarily
small and we give a simple example illustrating this fact. More sophisticated examples can be
found in [4, 11]. Especially the example in [11] suggests that the sufficient conditions for
uniqueness in Theorem 6.10 below are optimal.

Example 6.2 Consider a family Z(v) C R* of convex sets parametrized by v = (v;,vs),
v1 <0, vy >0, and defined as follows.

p 2 < vp,
z = ( 1) S Z(U) g z1 < Ul—UQ—Fw(Ug)ZQ, (68)
%)
22 Z 0 )
where 1 : [0,1] — [0, 1] is an increasing concave function such that ¢ (0) =0 and
1
dx
< 0. (6.9)
o V()

Let v = (vy,v2), © = (01, 09) be two admissible parameters. To estimate the Hausdorff distance
of Z(v) and Z(0), we first notice that

z:<%)EZ@ PN 2:<%_M+m>eﬂ%my

) zZ9

hence
dH(Z(U), Z(1~)1,U2>> S |U1 - 1~Jl| . (610)

We may assume vy > 05. Then
Z(t,v3) C Z(0). (6.11)

Indeed, let there exist z € Z(0y,v2) \ Z(0). Then

1/]('02) Zo— Uy > 1 — U1 > ’QD({JQ) 2o — Vo, (612)
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hence ©(0g) 29 < Ua, (Y(ve) — Y(D2) 29 > vy — Vy. In other words, we have

¢(~1~)2) < ¢(02)—1~D(@2)

which contradicts the concavity of 1, hence (6.11) holds. Let now z € Z(v) \ Z(01,v2) be
arbitrary. We have

P(va) 29 — Vg < 21— U1 < P(Vg) 22 — Vg,

hence there exists vj € [0, vo[ such that
21— 01 = P(vy)zg — 05 . (6.13)

We thus have z € Z(01,v3). Set

e 21+ V5 — Uy _ 2]
z9 Z; '

Then 2z} — (ve) 25 = 01 — va + (V(v5) — P(v2)) 22 < U1 — vg, hence z* € Z(vy,v9), and
|z — 2*| < wy — ;. This yields in particular that

dH(Z(f)l, ’UQ), Z(’[))) < ”Ug — @2| . (614)
Combining (6.10) with 6.14) we obtain
dy(Z(v), Z(0)) < |vy — 01| + |vg — o] . (6.15)

Let z : [0,t9] — R4 be the increasing solution to the problem

#(t) = r(z(t), (0)=0, (6.16)
where k €]0,1[ is a fixed constant and ¢, is chosen in such a way that
(x(ty)) < k. (6.17)

For t € [0, o] set
a(t) = z(t) (1 - %@D(x(t))) —t. (6.18)
Then a(0) =0 and
alt) < it)—1 < k*—=1 < 0 Vtelo,tf. (6.19)
We now define the function g(t,n) = (g1(t,n), g2(t,n)) by the formula

git;n) = aft)

for tE[OJO],n:(m),771§0,77220. (6.20)
92(t’77) = K2 2

The assumptions of Theorem 6.1 are fulfilled with Y =R?*, V = {v = (v1,v2); v; <0, vy > 0}
endowed with the norm ||v|| = |vi| + |vo|, C = 1/(1 — k), Ax = 1 for every K, hence the
implicit problem has a solution. We now check that both

w0 = (1) 0= () (6.21)



pa8.tex o4

satisfy in [0, ¢o] the implicit problem in differential form

§(t) € Z(g(tE(1).
£(0) = 0, (6.22)
(€Wz=c) 2 0 veelotol Vze Z(g(t.E0)).

Notice first that for v; <0, vy >0 and t € [0, ty] we have

21 < alt),
z € Z(g(t,n) <— 21 < a(t) — kne + Y(kne) 22, (6.23)
z = 0,
hence
2 < alt),
2 € Z(gt, V() = 2 < p(at) z — (E+ La(t)w(x(t)) , (6.24)
z = 0,
2 € Z(gt,£D@1)) = 2 § 8‘@’ (6.25)

By (6.18) — (6.19) we have 0 > a(t) > —t, hence €D (t) € Z(g(t,£D(t))) for t € [0,19] and

i = 1,2. Furthermore,
0 = (yoiy ) 20 = (V)

hence for z € Z(g(t,£M(t))) we have by (6.24) that

(ED@),2) = 2+ bl®) % > t+%x<t>w<x<t>> R GRURSRIONS

Similarly we obtain from (6.25) for 2z € Z(g(t,£@(t))) that

using the fact that &(t) < 0. We thus verified that the implicit problem admits multiple
solutions independently of how small the Lipschitz constant & is.

6.3 The smooth explicit case

We now explain in detail how uniqueness can be obtained under additional smoothness assump-
tions using the argument from [11]. In particular, we will require the differentiability of the
data with respect to the parameter v € V C Y. For this reason we assume that Y is now a
reflexive Banach space endowed with a norm ||-|| and V' is a convex closed set with non-empty
interior V°, but we impose no restriction on the dimension of the Hilbert space X any more.
By Y’ we denote the dual of Y, ((+,-)) is the duality pairing between Y and Y’, and |- |y,
|- LX) denote natural norms in the corresponding spaces.
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In order to exploit properties of the Minkowski functional summarized in the Appendix, we
slightly reformulate the problem and assume that there exist 0 < ¢ < C' such that

B.(0) € Z(v) C Be(0) YoeV. (6.26)

As before, we consider separately two problems, namely an explicit parameter-dependent prob-
lem (Problem (7P)) for which we derive additional estimates, and an implicit quasivariational
inequality (Problem (Z') stated in the next subsection).
For given functions u € WH(0,7; X), v € WH(0,7; V) and an initial condition z° €
Z(v(0)) we look for a function & € WH(0,T; X) such that

(P) (1) wu(t)—&() € Z(u(t) VYt e[0,T],
(i)

I~

Under the assumption (6.26), we denote by Z*(v) the polar set to Z(v) defined in (A.3.1) for
v €V, and by M*(v,-) its Minkowski functional. By Proposition A.11 we have Bj;c(0) C
Z*(v) C Bi/:(0) for every v € V', and the inequalities

] ]

< 2
A< ) < 2 (6.27
cle] < M*(v,z) < C|x| (6.28)

IN

hold for every z € X and v € V. We make the following hypothesis.
Hypothesis 6.3

(i) The partial derivatives 0, M (v,z) € Y', 0, M(v,z) € X exist for every z € X \ {0}
and v € V°, the mappings

J(v,z) = M(v,z)0,M(v,z) : V°x X\ {0} = X, (6.29)

K(w,z) = M(v,x)9,M(v,z) : V°x X\ {0} =Y’ (6.30)

admit continuous extensions to x = 0 and v € V', and there exists a constant Ky > 0

such that
|K(v,z)]yr < Ky Ve € Bo(0) Yoe V. (6.31)

(ii) For every x,2’ € B¢(0) and v,v" € V' we have
[J(v,2) = J(,2")] < Cy(llo—o| + |z —2']), (6.32)
|K(v,2) — KW', 2" )|y, < Cg(|lv—="2|+]z—2]) (6.33)

with some fixed constants C;, Cx > 0.
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Note that by (A.3.25) we have K(v,z) = 30, (J(v,z),z) for all (v,z) € V x X . By virtue of
(A.4.15), inequality (6.32) can also be restated in terms of the Lipschitz dependence on both
variables of the unit outward normal vector at points x/M (v, z) with |z| = 1. According to
Theorem A.20 it also implies a positive lower bound for the constant ¢ > 0 in (6.26). The
example in [11] shows that these conditions cannot be relaxed.

Proposition 6.4 Let Hypotheses (6.26) and 6.3 (i) hold. Then Problem (P) admits a unique
solution & € WH(0,T; X) for every given functions w € WH1(0,T; X), v € WH(0,T; V)
and every initial condition 2° € Z(v(0)).

Proof. Problem (P) has the form as in Definition 3.1, with parameters © = (v, u) € Vi=VxX
and convex sets Z(?) := u — Z(v). We now prove the inequality
dg(Z(v), Z(v")) < CKyl|lv—=2"] Vo, eV, (6.34)

which will enable us afterwards to obtain the assertion directly from Proposition 3.7 and Lemma
3.2 (iii). To verify that (6.34) holds, we use Lemma A.24 to obtain that

dy(Z(v), Z(W") < C sup |M(v,z) — MV, z)|,

|x|=C
where by (6.27) we have for |z| = C that M(v,z) > 1, M(v',z) > 1, hence

%MQ(U, z) — %MQ(U’, )| > %|M(U, ) — M, 2)| (M(v,2) + M/, 2)) > |M(v, 7) — M(v/, 7))

and (6.34) follows from (6.31). ]

In the following two lemmas we derive some useful formulas.

Lemma 6.5 Let Hypothesis 6.3 (1) hold, let (v,u) € WH1(0,T; V) x WH(0,T; X) and 2° €
Z(v(0)) be given, and let £ € WH(0,T; X) solve Problem (P). For t €]0,T[ set

Ao, ul(t) = (€1), I (1), 2(1))) .
Blo.ult) = 5
Gloul(t) = {alt), J(o(t), 2(1) + (K (v(t), (), (1))

with x(t) = u(t) — &(t). Then for a.e. t €]0,T] we have either

(i) &(t) =0, & Blv.ul(t) = Glv,u]()

(i) &(t) # 0, =(t) )6 0Z(v(t)), Av,ul(t) = Glv,u|(t) > 0, Blv,ul(t) = maxg Blv,u| =

1/2, th[v ul(t and

A0 ), 20)) (6.35)
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Proof. Let L C]0,T] be the set of Lebesgue points of all functions u, o, £, %B[v, u]. Then
L has full measure in [0,77], and for ¢t € L we have

d

5 Bloul(t) = (2(t), J(u(t), (1)) + (K (v(t), 2()), (1)) - (6.36)

If £(t) = 0, then @(t) = u(t), and (i) follows from (6.36). If £(t) # 0, then z(t) € dZ(v(t)),
hence M(v(t),z(t)) = 1 = maxser M(v(s),z(s)). We therefore have Blr,u|(t) = 1/2 =
maxo 7] Blr,u], £B[r,u](t) = 0. As a consequence of (P (iii) we have Et) = kn(v(t), z(t))
with a constant k& > 0, where n(v(t),z(t)) is the unit outward normal to Z(v(t)) at the point
x(t), hence k = <§(t) n(v(t), (t))>, and (6.35) follows from (A.4.15). Furthermore, (6.36)

yields (i(t), J(v(t),z(t))) = — (K(v(t),2(t)), 0(t))), hence
<€(t),J(v(t)a$(t))> = (), J(u(t), z(t))) — (&(t), J(v(t), x(1)))
= (), J(u(t), z(t))) + (K (v(t), z(1)),0(1))) ,
and the proof is complete. [ |
In the situation of Lemma 6.5, we always have
Glo,u]@)] < [a(®)]]J(v(), z()] + Kollo (D), (6.37)
€@ < Jat)] + CKollo(t)]] (6.38)

Indeed, (6.38) is trivial if £(f) = 0; otherwise we have |£(t)] = Alv,u](t)/]J(v(t), z(t))| =
Glv,u|(t)/|J(v(t), z(t))| with z(t) € 0Z(v(t)). As a consequence of (6.28) and (A.4.15) we
lfnave E?ztﬂCU(v(t),:c(t)))] > M*(v(t), J(v(t),z(t))) = M(v(t),z(t)) = 1, and (6.38) follows

Lemma 6.6 Let Hypothesis 6.3 (i) hold, let (v;,w;) € WH(0,T; V) x WH(0,T; X) and 2? €
Z(v;(0)) be given, let & € WHL(0,T; X) be the respective solutions to Problem (P), and set
xi=u; —& fori=1,2. Then for a.e. t €]0,T[ we have

|Alvr, wi](t) — Afve, ug] ()| + CZ\B[% w](t) — Blua, us](?)] (6.39)
< |G, w)(t) — Glog, us](8)]
6(t) — &) < C Ao, w](t) — Alva, ug](t)] (6.40)
+ C ([in ()] + CKol[0o1 (D) [1)|J (vi(2), m1(8)) — J (va(t), 22(1))] -

Proof. The assertion follows directly from Lemma 6.5 if & (t) = &(t) = 0. Assume now

hd 51(75) # 0, éz(t) # 0.
Then (6.39) is again an immediate consequence of Lemma 6.5. To prove (6.40), we use (6.35)

and the elementary vector identity

z 2

[ERENER

/|\ -2 for 2,2 e X\ {0},

BREIE
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to obtain
o - J(ui(t), z1(t)  J(va(t), za(1))
|§1(t) §g(t)| S |A[ 15 1]( )| |J(Ul( ) ( ))|2 |J(v2(t),x2(t))|2
1
+ ey Al ) = Al o)
1

= 0@ O e,z o e O (0 21(5) = Jeald), 22(0)

1
|‘](U2( ), x2(1))] [Alvy, ua](t) — Alva, u] (1))

By (A.4.15) we have |J(v;(t),z;(t))] > 1/C for i = 1,2, and combining the above inequalities
with (6.37) we obtain the assertion.

Let us consider now the case

o Li()£0, &(t) =
;)fh}eln |Alvr, ur](t) — Alva, ug] (t)| = Alvr, wa](t), Blor, ua](t) — Blvg, ug)(t) = 1/2 — Bluva, ug](t) >

Ao, wal(6) = Afes, wal ()] + 55 Blo, wl(0) = Blea,wal0] = Alon,wil(0) - 5

= Glor, u](t) = Glog, up](t),
hence (6.39) is fulfilled. We further have similarly as above that
€1(t) = &) = [G(O] < C Ao, w](t) = C Aoy, w](t) — Afva, ua](2)]
hence (6.40) holds. The remaining case
o &i(t) =0, &(t) #0

is analogous, and Lemma 6.6 is proved. [ |

Blva, us](t)

We are now ready to prove the following crucial estimate.

Proposition 6.7 Let Hypothesis 6.3 hold, let (vi,u;) € WHH0,T; V) x WH(0,T; X) and
20 € Z(v;(0)) be given, let & € WHH0,T; X) be the respective solutions to Problem (P), and
set x; =wu; — & for i =1,2. Then for a.e. t €]0,T[ we have

Q

o d
&1 — &l(t) + C@W[“h“l] — Blvg, ug]|(t) < z|U1—U2|(t)+CK0 |01 — wof[(t)  (6.41)

+ € (205 (1) + (Cxc + CCrEo) lin 1) (Ilor = wall (1) + 1 — (1))

Proof. We have c|J(vi(t),z1(t))| < M*(v1(t), J(v1(t), 21(t))) = M(vi(t), z1(t)) < 1 by virtue
of (A.4.15), hence |J(v1(t),z1(t))| < 1/c for every t € [0,T]. By Lemma 6.6, we can estimate
the left-hand side of (6.41) by

C <|G[v1’ul](t) = Glog, us](8)] + ([an ()] + CKollon ($) D] (0r(2), 21(8)) = J (v2(2), Iz(ﬂ)l)

which together with the assumptions (6.31) — (6.33) yields the assertion. ]
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6.4 Uniqueness in the smooth implicit problem

We now formulate Problem (Z) under the following hypothesis.

Hypothesis 6.8 We are given a mapping ¢ : [0,7] x X x X — Y which is continuous in its
domain and ¢(¢,u, &) € V for each (¢,u,§) € [0,T]x X x X . Its partial derivatives 0;g, 0,9, Ocg
exist and satisfy the inequalities

09t u, )l pixyy < 75 (6.42)
0ug(t,u,8)pxyy < w, (6.43)

10wy (t, u, )| < alt), (6.44)

Oeg(t4,€) — Ot )l £y < Collu— |+ — €1, (6.45)
0ug(t,11,€) = Dug(t iy < Cullu—1] + €€, (6.16)
10eg(t, u, &) — Qg (t, ', &) < b(t) (Ju—u'| + € =€) (6.47)

for every u,u’, &, ¢ € X and a.e. t €]0,T[ with given functions a,b € L'(0,T) and given
constants v,w, Cy, Cy, > 0 such that

§ = CKyy < 1, (6.48)

where C', K, are as in Hypothesis 6.3.

For a given function ¢ satisfying Hypothesis 6.8, for a given u € W10, T; X) and an initial
condition z° € Z(g(0,u(0),u(0) — ")) (for instance, any z° € B.(0) satisfies this inclusion)
we look for a solution £ € WH(0,T; X) of the implicit problem

(Z) (1) u(t)—&@1) € Z(g(t,u(t),&(t)) vtelo,T],
(ii) u(0) —£(0) = 2°,
(iii) <g‘<t),u(t)—gt)—y> > 0 Vye Z(g(t,ut),£(t)) fora.e. t€]0,T].

Let us start our analysis with the following necessary condition.

Lemma 6.9 Let Hypotheses 6.3, 6.8 hold, and let ¢ € WH(0,T; X) be a solution to Problem
(Z) with some we WHH0,T; X) and 2° € Z(g(0,u(0),u(0) — 2°)). Then we have
: 1
l€(t)] < T35 (1 + CKow)|u(t)| + CKya(t)) a.e. (6.49)

Proof. Inequality (6.49) is an easy consequence of (6.38) with v(t) = g(¢,u(t),£(t)). Indeed,
using (6.42), (6.43) we obtain [|0(t)|| < a(t) + w|u(t)| + v[£(¢)| and (6.49) follows. ]

We now prove the converse as the main result of this subsection.
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Theorem 6.10 Let Hypotheses 6.3, 6.8 hold. Then for every u € WH1(0,T; X) and every
2 € Z(g(0,u(0),u(0) — %)) there exists a unique solution & € WH(0,T; X) to Problem (T)
in the set

Q= {nEW“(O,T; xy, MOl =5 (1 + CKow)la(t)| + CKoa(t)) a.e. }

n(0) = u(0) —2”

Proof. Let S : Q — WU(0,7T; X) be the mapping which with each n € Q associates the
solution ¢ to Problem (P) with v(t) = g(¢,u(t),n(t)). By (6.38) we have

€O < Ja)] + CKllo)]] < (1 + CKow)la(t)| + CKoalt) +dli(t)|  (6.50)

< ﬁ (1 + CKw)[a(t)] + CKoalt))

hence S(Q) C Q. The set Q is convex and closed in WH(0,7; X). We now check that
S :Q — Q is a contraction with respect to a suitable norm in WH(0,7; X).

Let my,m2 € © be given. By Proposition 6.7, the functions & = S(n;) for i = 1,2 satisfy almost
everywhere the inequality

[€1(t) = &+ 6(8) < dlin(t) = na(t)] (6.51)
+ Cs([a(t)] + at) + b)) (Im () —m@)] + 1&(t) — &@))

with G(t) = C|Blg(-,u,m),u](t) — Blg(-,u,m2),ul(t)] > 0, $(0) = 0, and with a constant
Cs > 0 independent of 7,7, .

Let now € > 0 be chosen so small that

) + EC(;
=0 <1 6.52
and let us define an auxiliary function
Rt .
w(t) = et o(EMItamtbm)dr g, ¢ ¢ [0,77]. (6.53)

We have w(t) > 0 for every ¢ € [0,7] and w(t) < 0 a.e. We test the inequality (6.51) by w(t)
and integrate over [0,7]. Taking into account the relations

| swuwa = ool - [ smawa > o

/ w(t) ([a(®)] + a(t) +0(2)) (I (£) = n2(6)] + [€2(2) — & (B)]) dt

0

< / at) / (i (7) — in(r)] + 1Ea(r) — En(r)]) dr dit

- {%) / (Iin(r) = ()] + €:(7) — & (7)) dr

0

+e / w(t) ([ (8) = ()] + e (1) — &) dt

< e / wt) (i (t) — in(®)] + [E4(t) — Ex(b)]) dt
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we obtain from (6.51) that

T

| w0 =éld < 6+Co) [ w0 =il dt+<Cs [ w60 - o)l at

hence . .
| woéo -l < 5 [ w e - wo)l . (650
0 0
We thus checked that S is a contraction on {2 with respect to the weighted norm

e = [0(0)] + / w(t) (o)) de

hence S admits a unique fixed point £ € €2 which is a solution of (Z). n

6.5 Local Lipschitz continuity of the input-output mapping

We now prove even more, namely that the solution mappings for both Problems (P ) and (Z)
satisfy the local Lipschitz condition in their domains of definition.

Theorem 6.11 Let the assumptions of Proposition 6.7 be fulfilled. Then there exist posi-
tive constants Cy,Cy such that for every R > 0, every (vi,uy), (v, uz) € WHH0,7; V) x
Wh0,T; X) with fOT(\ui] +|os])) dt < R and every x? € Z(v;(0)) for i = 1,2, the respective
solutions & € WH(0,T; X) of problem (P) satisfy the inequality
T T
[ 1= éalde < Coe (1t =l 1n(0) = wnCO) + [ (i =l + s = ) )
0 0
(6.55)

Proof. By Proposition 6.7, there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that
|1 (1) — da(1)] + B(t) < Co(|ﬂ1(t) — Uz (t)] + [[01(t) — (1) (6.56)
+ ([aa ()] + [[or (@) D[22 () — 22(8)] + [Joa(t) — Uz(t)H))

with 3(t) = C'|Blvy, u1](t) — Blva, us](t)|. We argue similarly as in the proof of Theorem 6.10
and test (6.56) by the function w;(t) = exp(—Cy fot(]ul| + ||91]]) d7). This yields

& (w0 [ o= aldr) + 030 < Coumn)(ial0) - ialo)] + ) - 5(0]) (657
—in(t) (1] = )+ en©) — 50 + [ o il ar)

Note that

| m@ioa = oo - [ owsoda > -e©s0) (6.58)

> _%M?(m(m,x?)—M2<v2(0),x8>| > — (OKo|Iv1(0)—vz(0)||+%lx?—w8|) -
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On the other hand, integrating (6.57) from 0 to 7" and using the fact that for every t € [0, 7]
we have 1 > wy(t) > wi(T) > e~ “F we obtain

T T )
5%7/\@—@mts —/1mwﬁmﬁ+M?ﬂﬁ+Wﬂm—w@W (6.59)
0 0

T
+(Cot 1) [ (i il + o = ial) .
0
and the assertion follows from (6.58), (6.59). |

Theorem 6.12 Let the assumptions of Theorem 6.10 be fulfilled. Then there exist positive
constants Cy,C3 such that for every R > 0, every u; € W10, T ; X) with fOT |u;|dt < R and
every o9 € Z(g(0,u(0),u(0) — z?) for i = 1,2, the respective solutions &;,& € WH(0,T; X)
of problem (ZI) satisfy the inequality

T T
/ &, — &|dt < Cae®?f (ya:?—xg|+\u1(0)—u2(0)y+/ \ul—u2|dt) . (6.60)
0 0

Proof. 'We use Lemma 6.9 and Proposition 6.7 with v;(t) = g(t,w;(t),&(t)) for i = 1,2, and
find a constant C* > 0 such that
(L= 0)l&(t) = &0+ B@) < C*(|lin(®) - i (t) (6.61)
+ (laa (O] + alt) + (1)) (Jur (t) — u2(t)] + |€2(2) — 52(t)|)>

with G(t) = C'|Blg(-,u1, &), ui](t) — Blg(+, ug, &), uz)(t)]. Repeating the procedure from the
proof of Theorem 6.11 with

Rt .
Cp = T, wlt) = ol ()l+a(r)+b(r)) dr (6.62)

we easily obtain the assertion. [ |
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A Appendix: Convex sets

The aim of this section is to recall some basic elements of convex analysis in Hilbert spaces.
Most of the results are well-known. We present them in order to fix the notation and keep the
presentation consistent (for more information we refer the reader to the monographs [1] and
[30]). Throughout the section, X denotes a real separable Hilbert space endowed with a scalar

product (-,-) and norm |z| := (z,2)"*. For 2o € X and r > 0 we will denote by
Bi(xg) = {x € X; |z —xo| <r} (A.0.1)
the closed ball in X centered at zy with radius r. For x € X and a set A C X we define

dist (z, A) = inf{|x —al; a € A}. (A.0.2)
We start with a simple lemma.

Lemma A.1 Let Z C X be a non-empty convex closed set. Then for each x € X there exists
a unique z € Z such that |v — z| = dist (z, Z) = min{|z — y|;y € Z}.

Proof. Let x € X be given. Put p = inf {|x — y|;y € Z} and let {y,} be a sequence in Z
such that |z — y,| — p. From the identity

lu —v* + |u+v* = 2(Ju]* + |[v]?) (A.0.3)

for u=z—y,, v=1o— 1y, it follows

2

yn+yk
— T <o =yl | — u* — 207,

2

1
3l ol = o = 3P+ o = ! = 2o
hence {y,} is a Cauchy sequence and it suffices to put z := lim y,. Uniqueness is obtained

in a similar way. [ |

Using Lemma A.1 we can define the projection @Yz : X — Z onto Z and its complement
Py =1—Qz (I is the identity) by the formula

Qzzr € Z, |Pyx| =dist (z,72) forx e X. (A.0.4)

In the sequel, we call (Pz, Q) the projection pair associated with Z. We make extensive use
of the following lemma.

Lemma A.2 For every x,y € X we have
(i) (Pzr,Qzx—z) > 0 VzeZ,
(i) (Pzz — Pzy,Qzx — Qzy) > 0,

(i) Qz(z+aPzx) = Qzzr Ya>—1.
)

(iv) (e Z, (yyx—2) > 0VzeZ) < (x=Qz(x+vy), y=Pz(z+y)).
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Proof. (i) For z € Z, z # Qzx and v €]0,1[ we have |x — vz — (1 — 7)Qzz|* > |Pzz|?,
hence 2 (Pzz,Qzx — 2z) +7v|Qzx — z|> > 0 and the assertion follows easily. Statement (ii) is an
obvious consequence of (i). To prove (iii) we notice that for all z € Z we have |x+aPzx—z|*> =
1Qzx — z|* + (1 + a)?|Pzz|* + 2(1 + @) (Pzx,Qzx — 2), hence the minimum of |x + aPzz — 2|
is attained for z = Qzx. The implication “<” in (iv) is an immediate consequence of (i). Let
now the left-hand side of (iv) be fulfilled for some =z € Z and y € X, and put u = Qz(z +vy),
v = Pz(z+y). By (i) we have (v,u — ) > 0, which together with the hypothesis (y,z —u) >0
yields that 0 < (v —y,u —x) = —|v — y|?, hence v =y, u=x. |

A.1 Recession cone

At each point zp € Z we define the recession cone Cz(zy) by the formula
Cz(z0) = {ueX;2+tuecZ Vt>0}. (A.1.1)

Then Cz(zy) is a convex closed set with the following property.

Lemma A.3 For all zy,z1 € Z we have Cyz(z)) = Cz(z1).

Proof. By symmetry, it suffices to prove the inclusion Cyz(zp) C Cz(z1). Let u € Cz(z) and
t > 0 be arbitrary. For each a €]0,1] we have

t
2o = zl—|—tu—|—a(20—21) = Oé<20+—U>—|—(1_05)z1 S Z7
(e

and letting « tend to 0 we obtain that 2y +tu € Z, hence u € Cz(2). |

According to Lemma A.3 it is meaningful to put
Cy; ={ueX;3xneZ: zn+tuecZ Vt>0}, (A.1.2)

and we have Cy = Cy(zp) for all zp € Z.

Lemma A.4 Let Z G X be such that C; U (—Cz) = X . Then there exist zg € 0Z and
ne€ X, |n|=1, such that Z is the half-space

Z = {z€X; (n,z—z) > 0}.
Proof. For an arbitrary xo € X \ Z put zg = Qz(x¢), n = Pz(xg)/|Pz(z0)|. For all z € Z we
have by Lemma A.2 that (n,z, — z) > 0, hence

Z C {zeX;(n,z0—2) > 0}.

To obtain the opposite inclusion, we notice that we have (n,u) = (n, (20 +u) — 29) < 0 for
every u € Cz, (n,u) > 0 for every u € —Cy, hence

Cyz = {ue X; (nu) <0}.

Assuming that (n,zy — z) > 0 we thus obtain that z — zyp € Cz, which in turn implies that
z € Z, and the proof is complete. [ |
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Lemma A.5 Let Z C X be such that Cz U (—Cy) # X . Then for every z € Z there exist
21,29 € 0Z and o € [0,1] such that z = az + (1 —a)zy.

Proof. The case z € 0Z is obvious. Assume that z € Int Z and fix some u € X\ (CzU(—Cj)).
The numbers ¢; = max{t > 0; z +tu € Z}, to = max{t > 0; z — tu € Z} are both positive
and both z; = z+tju, 23 = z — tou belong to 07, it suffices therefore to put o = to/(t1 + t2)
to obtain the assertion. n

A.2 Tangent and normal cones

A natural generalization of normal vectors and tangent hyperplanes which in general are not
uniquely determined, is the concept of normal cone Nz(x) and tangent cone Ty (x) to a convex
closed set Z C X at a point x € Z. They are defined by the formula

{ Nz(z):={y € X; {y,x —2) 20 Vzec Z}, (A.2.1)

Ty(z) ={we X; (w,y) <0 Yy & Nyz(zx)}.

Every element v € X admits a unique orthogonal decomposition into the sum w = v+w of the
normal component v € Nz(x) and the tangential component w € Tz(x), namely v = Qn(u),
w = Py(u), where (Py, Q) is the projection pair associated with Nz(x). Indeed, by Lemma
A.2(i) we have (w,(1 —a)v) >0 for all &« > 0, hence (w,v) =0 and (w,y) < 0 for every
y € Nz(x). Uniqueness is easy: assume vy + wy = vy + wy for some v; € Nyz(z), w; € Tx(z),
(wi,v;) =0, i =1,2. Then 0 < (w; — wa,v; — Vo) < —|w; — wo|?, hence wy = wy, vi = vs.

For x € Int Z we obviously have Nz(z) = {0}, Tz(x) = X . One might expect that for x € 07
the normal cone should contain nonzero elements. The example Z := {z € X;|(x,e;)| <
1/k Yk € N}, where {ex} is an orthonormal basis, shows that this conjecture is false, since
0 € 0Z and Nz(0) = {0}. The statement below shows that this cannot happen in ‘regular’
cases.

Proposition A.6 If Int Z # (), then we have Nyz(z)\ {0} # 0 for every x € 0Z .

Proof. Let {z,;n € N} be a sequence in X \ Z such that lim, . |2, — 2| = 0. Put ¢, =
|Pzzn| >0, yn := 2z, + 1/, Pzz,. We have ¢, < |z, — z| and Lemma A.2 (iii) yields Qzy, =
Qz2n, Pzy, = (1+1/e,) Pzz,. By Lemma A.2 (i) we further have |Qzy, —z|* = |Qzz, —z|* =
|20 — x> — |Pzzn|* — 2{Pr2n, Qz2n — ) < |2, — z|* and

(Pryn,Qzyn —2) >0 Vze Z, VnelN. (A.2.2)

Passing to subsequences we can assume that {Pzy,} converges weakly to an element & which
belongs to Nz(z) by (A.2.2). It remains to verify that ¢ # 0. We fix an arbitrary ball
Bs(xg) C Int Z. Putting z := 20+ /(1 +¢,) Pzy, in (A.2.2) we obtain § < (£, x — x0), hence
£#0. u
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A.3 The Minkowski functional

For a given set A C X we define its polar A* by the formula
A" ={y € X;(y,z) <1 Vzx e A}. (A.3.1)
We immediately see that A* is convex and closed, 0 € A*. The following duality statement

holds.

Lemma A.7 Let A C X be given, and let A*™ be the polar of A*. Then A** 1is the closed
convex hull conv (AU {0}) of AU{0}, that is, the minimal convex closed set in X containing
AU{0}.

Proof. Put A =conv (AU {0}). We have by definition
A" ={z € X;(y,2) <1 Vy e A"}, (A.3.2)

hence 0 € A™ and A C A™. Since A™ is convex and closed, we necessarily have Ac A,
To prove the inclusion A™ C A, we fix an arbitrary z € A™ and apply Lemma A.2 with the
projection pair (P4, @ ;) associated with A. This yields

(Pyz, 2 — Pjz —a) >0 Yz e A (A.3.3)
For every k£ > 0 we have in particular
(kPiz,2) > k|Pjz|> + sup{(k P;z, x); x € A}. (A.3.4)

Put
k:=inf{k >0; kP;z ¢ A"} . (A.3.5)

From inequality (A.3.4) it follows x > 0, and we distinguish two cases.
(i) Kk = 400 : Putting = 0 in inequality (A.3.3), we obtain

k|Piz|> < (kPjz,z) <1 VEk>0. (A.3.6)
(i) kK < 400 : Then kPjz € 0A*, sup{(k Pjz,z); v € A} = 1, and inequality (A.3.4)

yields

1+ k|Piz|* < (kPjz,2) < 1. (A.3.7)
In both cases (A.3.6) and (A.3.7), we conclude P;z =0, hence z € A. Lemma A.7 is proved.
]

Lemma A.8 Let A C X be a set with polar A*, and let C' > 0 be given. Then
A C Bc(O) < Bl/C(O) C A*. (A38)
Proof. Assume A C B¢(0) and fix y € By)c(0). Then for € A we have (y,z) < |y||z| <1,

hence y € A*. Conversely, let By;c(0) C A* and fix x € A. Then |z| = sup{(z,w); w €
By (0)} = C sup{(z,y); y € Byc(0)} < C. n
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Definition A.9 Let Z C X be a convex closed set, 0 € Z. The functional My : X —
R* U {400} defined by the formula

1
My(x) = inf{s > 0; -z € Z} forz e X. (A.3.9)
s
is called the Minkowski functional of Z .

The functional My is sometimes called gauge, cf. [30] (not to be confused with the gauge in
Section 1). We list without proof some of its basic properties.

Proposition A.10 In the situation of Definition A.9, we have

My(tx) =t Myz(x) Vee X, Vt>0,

Mz(x+y) < Mz(x)+ Mz(y) Ve,ye X.
As an immediate consequence of the above considerations, we have the following

Proposition A.11 Let Z C X be a convex closed set and let C' > ¢ > 0 be given numbers
such that

B.(0) ¢ Z C B¢(0) : (A.3.10)
Then
Biec(0) ¢ Z* C By(0), (A.3.11)
ém < M) < %|x| Vre X, (A.3.12)
cle] < My (z) < C|zf Ve e X, (A.3.13)

where Z* is the polar of Z .

By virtue of Proposition A.10 and inequality (A.3.12), the Minkowski functional of a convex
set 7 satisfying the hypotheses of Proposition A.11 is convex and Lipschitz continuous. Its
subdifferential has the following properties.

Lemma A.12 Let Z satisfy the hypotheses of Proposition A.11, and let OMy be the subdif-
ferential of My . Then

(ii)) OMyz(tx) = OMy(x) Vo € X,Vt >0,
(iii) (w,z) = Mz(x), (w,y) < Mz(y) Vz,y € X, Yw € 0My(x) .
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(iv) Mz(w)=1 Yw € OMy(x), Vo #0 .

Proof.
(i) We have for all z € X

w € OMy(x) <= (w,x — y) > Mz(x) — Mz(y) Vy € X, (A.3.14)

hence OMz(0) = Z*. For x # 0, we choose a sequence 0 < t,, / Mz(z), n=1,2,..., and put
Ty = x/ty, xo:=x/Mz(x). Then x, & Z for n > 1, hence Pzx, # 0 and

(Pzn,Qzan—2) 20 Vz € Z. (A.3.15)

On the other hand, we have Qzxy = x¢, and |Qzz, — xo| < |z, — 20| — 0 as n — oo.
Selecting a subsequence, if necessary, we may assume that Pyz,/|Pzz,| converge weakly to
some wy € B1(0). Then (A.3.15) yields

(wo, 9 — 2) >0 Vz € Z. (A.3.16)

Putting z := ¢ Pzz,,/|Pzx,| in (A.3.15) and passing to the limit as n — oo, we obtain

(wo, z9) > ¢ > 0. (A.3.17)
Inequality (A.3.16) implies
<w E—— >>0 Yy € X\ {0} (A.3.18)
VM) T M)/ T | ”

or equivalently,
(wo,x — yy > (Myz(x) — Mz(y)) (wo, o) Yy € X. (A.3.19)

By virtue of (A.3.14) and (A.3.17), we have w := wg/{wg, xg) € OMy(x) and (i) is proved.
Using Proposition A.10 (iii) we obtain (ii) trivially from (A.3.14), part (iii) follows from (A.3.14)
by putting successively y := 0 and y := 2z and part (iv) follows from (iii). u

Remark A.13 Lemma A.12 does not hold for general convex closed sets Z. To see this, we
first notice that by (A.3.14), for every x with My(x) > 0 and every w € OMy(x) we have

w0, (A.3.20)

<w, sz(x) - y> >0 Vye Z. (A.3.21)

As an example, we choose X = L*(0,1), Z == {z € X; -1 < z2(t) < lae. }, x(t) =1t
for ¢t € [0,1]. Then Z is convex and closed, 0 € Z, Mz(x) = 1. Assume that OMy(z) is
nonempty and let w € OMy(x) be arbitrary. By (A.3.21), we have

/olw(t)tdt > sup{/olw(’f)y(t)dt; yeX, —1<yl) <1 a'e'} B /o1 ol

hence w = 0, which contradicts (A.3.20).
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The main result of this subsection reads as follows.

Theorem A.14 Let Z satisfy the hypotheses of Proposition A.11, and let Z* be the polar of
Z. For x € X put Jz(x) := My(x) OMy(x), Jz«(x) := My« (x) OMz (). Then

w—z,x—y) > (Mg(x)— Mz(y))? Vae,ye X, we Jz(zx), z€ Jz(y),
w* — 2 x —y) > (Mg(z) — Mz (y))? Vr,ye X, w*e Jg(x), 2*€ Jz(y),

r€Z yezZ*

The proof Theorem A.14 uses the following Lemma.

Lemma A.15 Let the hypotheses of Theorem A.14 hold. Then for all x,y € X \ {0} we have

(y,x) < Mg(x) Mz-(y), (A.3.22)
x )
(y,x) = My:(y) Mz(z) <~ 00 € OMy(y) — M) € OMy(z). (A.3.23)

Proof of Lemma A.15. Inequality (A.3.22) follows immediately from the definition of Z* and
Lemma A.12 (iii) yields the implications

T
m S aMZ*(y) = <yax> = My- (y) MZ('I)7
Yy _
- (3) € OMy(x) = (y,x) = Mz (y) Mz(x).
Assume now
(x,y) = Mzy(x) Mz (y) for some z,y € X \ {0}. (A.3.24)
Then, by (A.3.22) we have
x
—_— —_ > * - *
<MZ(:E)7?J Z> - MZ (y) MZ (Z) VZ € X’
Yy
——x —2z) > Mzx) — Mz(z) Vze X
(v —2) 2 M)~ e
and the assertion follows. [ ]

Proof of Theorem A.14. Inequalities (i), (ii) follow from (A.3.14) (and the corresponding
inequality for Mz« ). To prove (iii), it suffices to fix x € X and y € Jz(z) and prove that
x € Jz«(y). The other implication then follows from the duality Z = Z** and Jz; = Jz«. The
definition of J; immediately entails Jz(0) = {0}, Jz-(0) = {0}, hence it suffices to assume
x # 0. By Lemma A.12 (iii), (iv) we have

(y,z) = M3(x), Mg(y) = My(z). (A.3.25)
and Lemma A.15 yields the assertion. To prove (iv), it suffices to use (iii) and (A.3.25). ®

We call J; the duality mapping induced by Z. It can be interpreted geometrically by means
of the normal cone Nz(x) in the following way.
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Proposition A.16 Let the hypotheses of Theorem A.14 hold. Then for every x € 0Z, we
have Jz(x) C Ngz(x). Conversely, for each y € Nz(x), y # 0, we have (y,z) = Mz-(y) and

y/(y,x) € Jz ().

Proof. The inclusion Jz(z) C Nz(x) follows immediately from the definition. Let now y €
Nz(z), y # 0 be given. Then (y,z) > (y,z) for all z € Z, hence y/{y,z) € Z*. We
have in particular Myz«(y) < (y,z) and from (A.3.22) (note that Mz(xz) = 1) we obtain
(y,x) = Mz«(y). Lemma A.15 then completes the proof. ]

Remark A.17 Tt is easy to see that M%./2 is the conjugate function to M%/2 in the sense
of [1], that is,

1

1
3 2.(y) = sup {(y,x} ~3 2(x); z € X} for every y € X. (A.3.26)

Let us also mention the case of “regular” convex domains Z C X such that Nz(z) reduces
to a half-line for each = € 0Z. By Proposition A.16, this is equivalent to saying that J; is a
single-valued mapping. They allow for the following dual characterization.

Theorem A.18 Let Z satisfy (A.3.10) and let Z* be its polar. Then the following conditions
are equivalent.

(i) Jz is single-valued,

(ii) Z* is strictly convez, that is, (yo +v1)/2 € Int Z* for all yo,y1 € Z*, yo # y1 -

Proof.

(i) = (i): Let x € X and yo, y1 € Jz(x) be given. For z = 0 we have yy = y; = 0, otherwise
we put y := (yo + 91)/2. Then y € Jz(x) and Myz-(y) = Mz-(yo) = Mz-(y1) = Mz(z).
Consequently, all yo/Mz(z), y1/Mz(x), y/Mz(z) belong to 0Z*, hence yo = y; .

non (ii) = mnon (i): Assume that there exist yg # y; € Z* such that y := (yo +11)/2 € 0Z*.
Let x € Jz«(y) be arbitrarily chosen. Then Myz(xz) = Mz (y) =1 and

1
1 = (x,y) = 5 <<$7y0> + <x,y1>) < 1.
This yields (z,y0) = (z,y1) =1 = Mz (yo) = Mz+(y1) and from Lemma A.15 (ii), we conclude
Yo, Y1 € Jz(x) and Theorem A.18 is proved. [ |

Example A.19 If 7 = {x € X; (z,n;) < B;,i = 1,...,p} is a polyhedron with a sys-
tem {n;; ¢ = 1,...,p} of unit vectors and with 3; > 0, then Z* is the polyhedron Z* =
conv ({0, ny/B1, ..., ny/Bp})-



pa8.tex 71

A.4 Smooth convex sets

The aim of this paragraph is to give a characterization of what we will call a “smooth convex
set” in the sequel.

Theorem A.20 Let Z ; X be a convex closed set and let ¢ > 0 be given. Then the following
two conditions are equivalent.

(i) For every x € 0Z there exists a unique unit outward normal n(x) to Z at the point x,
and for every x,y € 0Z we have

1
n(e) ~n(@)] < e —yl. (A41)
(ii) There exists a conver closed set Z G X such that Z = 7 + B,(0).

The proof of Theorem A.20 is based on the following Lemma.

Lemma A.21 Let condition (i) in Theorem A.20 hold. Then for every x € 0Z we have
B.(z —cn(z)) C Z.

Proof of Lemma A.21. For x € 0Z set xy = x — cn(x) and assume that B.(z¢) ¢ Z. We
distinguish three cases a), b), c) as follows.

a) Zo ¢ Z.
Put y = Qz(zo). We then have 0 < |Pz(zo)| =: ¢ < ¢, n(y) = (1/¢) Pz(xo). Further-
more, n(x) = (1/c)(z — x¢) = (1/c)(x —y) — (' /c)n(y), hence

le) =) = =9 = (1+5) nly). (A42)
From (A.4.1), (A4.2) we obtain that
Yoo = nte) —n)l e ol = (@) - n(w).x - ) (A43)
= Soul+ (145 )y - o) = ey

hence n(x) —n(y) = (1/¢) (x —y) = n(z)+ ('/e)n(y). This yields that n(y) = 0 which
is a contradiction.

b) Xo € 0z .
We have (n(zg),xo — ) > 0, hence, by (A.4.1),
1
E\:c —x0)* > |n(x) —n(zo)| |z — 20| > (n(x) —n(x0), 2 — T0) (A.4.4)

= (n(e), 7~ w0) + (o), 20— ) > e yP,

and arguing similarly as in a) we obtain n(xy) = 0 which is again a contradiction.
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c) zo€lInt Z, dist(x9,07) = < c.

We fix some ¢ €0, c—¢[ sufficiently small and find y € 0Z such that ¢ < |y—zo| < d+¢.
We have (n(y),y — (xo + ¢n(y))) > 0, hence

(n(y),y —wo) > . (A.4.5)
The rest of the proof is an exercise on the triangle inequality. Put w = n(y) — (1/)(y —
xg). Then
d+e\’ 2 d+e\’
< 1+ (S5) =2y -a) < (S5F) -1 = 0,
c c c
hence
1 d d
n(z) =nly) = ~(z-y) - (1-—)nly) - —w. (A.4.6)

This yields that
/

() ~n)x—y) > -yl + Slwy—n) > eyl ~2n(e).  (AAT)

From (A.4.1), (A.4.7) it follows that

2

c 1

5 |(n@) —nly)) - —(z—y)| < 2d 7(e), (A.4.8)
hence )
(n(a) = nly)) = o =) < 2360 (A49)
Combining (A.4.6) with (A.4.9) we obtain that
‘(1—%) n(y)—l—%/w‘ < 24/7(¢), (A.4.10)
hence

1= < 5 +2v76)

which is a contradiction for small €.

The above cases a), b), ¢) exhaust all possibilities, and Lemma A.21 is proved. [

Proof of Theorem A.20. The assertion is a trivial consequence of Lemma A.4 if Cz U (—Cy%) =
X . Assume that this is not the case and that (i) holds. Putting

A= {z—cnlx);r€dZ}, Z =rconvA. (A.4.11)

By Lemma A.21 we have A+ B.(0) C Z, hence Z + B,(0) C Z. Conversely, by (A.4.11) we
have 0Z C A+ B.(0) C Z + B.(0). From Lemma A.5 it follows that Z C Z + B.(0), hence
(i) is verified.
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Let now (ii) be fulfilled. We claim that

1
n(x) = P Vo € 07 . (A.4.12)

To see that (A.4.12) holds, we first notice that we have |Pyz| = dist (2, Z) < ¢ for all z € Z,
|Pyx| = c for all © € 0Z. This yields that for all z € 0Z and z € Z we have

(Pyr,x —2) = (Pya,Qzx — Qz2) + (Pyw, Pyx — Pzz) > ¢ — |Pyx||Pyz| > 0,

hence Pzx € Ny(x) for all x € 0Z. Let now = € 0Z and n € Ny(x) be arbitrary, |n| = 1.
Then we have

0 < (nyx—(Qzzr+cn)) = (n,Pzx) —c<|n||Pzx| —c = 0,
hence n = Pzx. We thus proved that (A.4.12) holds. It follows from Lemma A.2 (ii) that
|Pyr — Pyl < |z —yl. (A.4.13)

This yields for all z,y € 0Z that
1 1
n(x) ()| = - 1Py~ Payl < ~la -y,
and the proof is complete. [ |

Using Proposition A.16 we now show that the Lipschitz continuity condition (A.4.1) can be
equivalently written in terms of the duality mapping Jy.

Proposition A.22 Let condition (A.3.10) hold. Then for every x € 0Z there exists a unique
unit outward normal n(x) to Z at x if and only if Jz(x) is single-valued for every x € X,
and in this case we have

L) —nw) < 1) - L) < 1(1+9) n(e) - n(y)| Veyeoz, (Adld)

where we use (by a slight abuse of notation) the same symbol Jz(x) to denote the unique
element of Jz(z).

Proof. By Proposition A.16 and (A.3.25) we have
Jz(z) = |Jz(x)|n(x), Mz (Jz(x)) = (Jz(z),2) =1 Vo € 07, (A.4.15)

hence (n(z),z) = Mz-(n(z)) = 1/|Jz(z)|, where we have by virtue of Proposition A.11 that
1/C < |Jz(z)| < 1/c. For x,y € 0Z we thus have

|Jz(x) = Jz(y)| = Mz(n(z)) MZ(”(Z/))’
1

1
M- (n(2)) (|n(:c) —n(y)| + Ao My (n(z) — n(y))>

IN

I
Q-
7N
—_
+

| Q
N
=
G
|

=
s
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To prove the second inequality we refer to the general vector formula

u v |? 1 | 2
ul ol Jullol
with u = Jz(z), v = Jz(y), and use the fact that |u|,|v] > 1/C. |

Corollary A.23 Let C' > ¢ > 0 be given, and let 0 € Z C Bo_o(0) be a non-empty closed
convex set, Z = Z + B.(0). Let Jz be the duality mapping associated with Z . Then for every

x,y € X we have
1 c\’
[Jz(2) = J2(y)l < - (1 + (1+?> ) lz —y|.

Proof. The assertion is obvious if =0 or y = 0. For arbitrary =,y € X \ {0} we have by
Theorem A.20 and Proposition A.22 that

2(@) — Jol)] = \Mz@f) 2 (3my) ~ e 22 (3727

x x Yy
< My(x — —_ M — ] -
< diete =)o (g7 )| 0 o (s755) - (k)
1 1 C x Y
< —lz—- —|(1+— | M —
— 2 |[L' y| + 2 ( + C) Z(y) ‘Mz(l') MZ(y)’
1 C 1 C |z]
< - el _ il Bl I ol _
1 C Cc\ C
< —2(2+—+ (1—1——) —> lz — yl,
c c c) c
which we wanted to prove. [ |

A.5 Distance of convex sets

We can measure the distance of two sets Z;, Z, in X either as the Hausdorff distance

dy(Z1,Zy) = max{ sup dist (21, Z2), sup dist (22, Z1)}, (A5.1)

21€21 290€ o

or, if both Z; and Z, are convex and contain the origin, the Minkowsk: distance

doi(Z1,Zs) = sup |My, (x) — My, (2)| - (A5.2)

lal=1

We first show that these concepts are equivalent in the class of sets satisfying condition (A.3.10).

Lemma A.24 Let Zy,Zy be convex closed sets such that (A.3.10) holds for both Z = Z;,
1 =1,2. Then we have

Cdy(Zy, Z) < du(Zy, Zo) < C*dy(Z4, 7). (A.5.3)
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Proof. Assume first that there exists x € Z; \ Z,. Using (A.3.12) we obtain
T

M) | = leéfz’f@x >(M22 <\ r) M (ﬂ))
< C%*dy(Zy,7Z,),

xr —

dist (z, Z3) <

and reversing the roles of Z; and Z, we obtain the right inequality in (A.5.3). To prove the
left estimate in (A.5.3), we divide the unit sphere 9B;(0) into the sets

A() = {ZL’ - 831(0) ; MZ1 (x)
Ay = {2 €0B1(0); Mz (x) > My, (x)},
A2 = {.I’ € 031(0), ]\421 (l‘) <

For © € Ay set © = x/My (). We have My, () > My (Z) = 1, hence & ¢ Zy and d :=
|Pz,z| > 0. Put m =1+ d/c. Then the vector
c d cPgx

I Ops 1
m T ra¥ett iy

is a convex combination of elements of Z,, hence My, (z) < m. This yields

1 1
My, (Z) — Mz (z) < m—1 < —dist(7,2:) < —du(Z1,2,).
¢ c
Using (A.3.12) we conclude that
1
Mz, () = Mz,(2) < Sdu(Z1,2),

and arguing similarly for x € Ag U A; we complete the proof. [ |

In Section 6 we solve the uniqueness problem for quasivariational inequalities using a distance
criterion involving the mapping Jz introduced in Theorem A.14. We now prove that it is
stronger than the Minkowski distance. The reader will easily construct smoothened versions of
Example 6.2 with ¢(v) = y/v showing that the square root on the right-hand side of (A.5.4)
cannot be removed in general.

Lemma A.25 Let C'> ¢ >0 be given, and let 0 € Z; C Bo_o(0) € X for i =1,2 be conves
closed sets, Z; = Z;+ B.(0) for Z = Z;, i =1,2. Let L; be the Lipschitz constant in Corollary
A.23. Then for all x € 0B1(0) we have

2 M) = MA@ < Vo) = Ta@] < 222 (a2, 22) (L + (21, 2))

(A.5.4)

1/2

Proof. The left inequality is an easy consequence of Proposition A.11 and Lemma A.12 (iii)
which for every z € X yield that

@ [ M, (x) = Mz, (2)| < [MZ,(2) = Mz, (2)] = |(Jz(2) = Jz(z),2) |
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To prove the other estimate, we fix © € X with |z| = 1 such that Jz (z) # Jz,(x), and define

JZ2(x) - ‘]Z1($)
|JZ2(*/E) - JZ1($)|

Ts =T+ S

for s>0. (A.5.5)

We may assume that (z, —z,x) < 0, otherwise we interchange Z; and Z5. The functions

Ai(s) == $MZ (x,) are convex and satisfy

Ai(0) + sA(0) < Nils) < N(0)+sXi(s)  for s>0. (A.5.6)
Thus,
Aa(s) = Ai(s) > A2(0) = Ai(0) + s (A5(0) — i(s)) (A.5.7)
= A2(0) = A1(0) + s(A3(0) = AY(0)) + s (N (0) — Ni(s))
Note that Tou(2) — T ()
Ai(s) = <<]Zi<xs)7 |Jzz($) — JZi($)|> for s>0,
hence
(AL(s) = M(0)] < [z (zs) — Iz (2)] < sLy. (A.5.9)

We further have by (A.3.12) for all s > 0 that

kN 1+s?

Tg
2] dv(Zy, Zy) <

[Aa(s)=Ai(s)] < |Mz,(zs)— Mz, (z5)| < dyi(Zy, Zs) . (A.5.10)

C

Combining (A.5.7)—(A.5.10) we obtain for all s > 0 that

2 + 52

|z, () = Jz, (2)] < ——

dM(Zl,ZQ) + SLJ. (A511)

The right-hand side attains its minimum for s = \/2dy(Z1, Zo)/(cLy + dy(Z1, Z2)), and the
assertion follows. n

A.6 Parameter-dependent convex sets
To conclude the section, we will consider families of convex sets Z(v) C X parametrized by

elements v of a closed subset V' of a Banach space Y endowed with norm || - ||. We will
consecutively make the following hypotheses.

Hypothesis A.26

(i) Z(v) is a non-empty convex closed subset of X for every v € V;

(i) The mapping A:V xV =R, : (v,w) — dg(Z(v), Z(w)) is continuous.
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Hypothesis A.27 For every v € V there exists z(v) € X and o(v) > 0 such that

Byw)(x(v)) < Z(v). (A.6.1)

For simplicity, we denote by (P,,Q,) instead of (P, Qzw)) the projection pair associated
with Z(v) for v € V. As an easy consequence of the definition, we have the implication

v,weV, veZlv) = |Pyr| < A(v,w). (A.6.2)

Let us consider now arbitrary sequences {x,} in X, {v,} in V such that z, € Z(v,) for all
n, |z, —z| =0, ||, —v|]| = 0 as n — oco. From (A.6.2) it follows that

dist (z, Z(v)) < |z — Qurn] < |z — x|+ |Poxn| < |z — 24| + A(v,v,) .

Under Hypothesis A.26, the right-hand side of this inequality tends to 0 an n — oo. This
enables us to conclude that

(mn—>x, Uy — U, Ty € Z(Vy) ‘v’nGN) — z€Z). (A.6.3)
We now derive some further consequences of the definition.

Lemma A.28 Let Hypothesis A.26 hold, and let x,y € X, v,w € V be given. Then we have

[P — Puyl* < o —yl* + A%(v,w) + 4A(v, w) [Pzl (A.6.4)

Proof. By (A.6.2) and Lemma A.2 we have
<PU‘/I;) Q’U'I - wa> = <va7 Q’Ux - Q’Uwa> + <PU'£E7 P’Uwa> Z _|P’U:L‘| A(/U7 w) I
<Pwy7 wa - va> = <Pwy7 wa - Qvaw> + <wa7 Pvay> 2 _|Pwy‘ A(U, w) .
Summing up the above inequalities we obtain
‘va - Pwy|2 S <va - Pwy,x - y) + (|va| + |Pwy‘) A(va)
< |Pyx — Pyy| (| — y| + A(v,w)) + 2A(v, w) | Pyz|

and (A.6.4) follows easily. [

Lemma A.29 Let Hypothesis A.26 hold, and let K CV be a compact set. Then there ezists
a non-decreasing function pur : Ry — Ry, pux(0) = pux(04) =0, such that

Av,w) < pg(llv—wl|) VYo,we K. (A.6.5)

Proof. For h > 0 it suffices to set
pr(h) = max{A(v,w); v,w e K, |[v—w| <h}. (A.6.6)

The pg is non-decreasing and (A.6.5) holds. From the compactness of K and continuity of A
we easily obtain that px(0+)=0. |
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Lemma A.30 Let Hypotheses A.26, A.27 hold, let K C V' be a compact set, and let v € K
be given. Let x € X, 0> 0 and h >0 be such that

pr(h) <o, By(x)C Z(v). (A.6.7)
Then for every w € K, |[v —wl|| < h we have

Bgqu(h)(:E) C Z(w). (A.6.8)

Proof. Let y € B, .n)(x) be arbitrarily given, and assume that y ¢ Z(w), that is,

[z =yl < o—px(h), |Puly)l > 0. (A.6.9)
Put a =1+ ug(h)/|Pyy| > 1 and
= Quy+aPyy = y+ (a—1)P,y. (A.6.10)
From Lemma A.2 (iii) it follows that Q.7 = Q.Y , hence
Py = aPyy. (A.6.11)

On the other hand, we have |§ —z| < |z —y| + (o — 1)|P,(y)| < o, hence § € B,(z) C Z(v).
From (A.6.2), (A.6.6), and (A.6.11) we thus obtain that

A(v,w) 2 [Puy| = a|Puy| = |Puy| + px(h) > Av, w)
which is a contradiction. [ |
Proposition A.31 Let Hypotheses A.26, A.27 hold, and let K C V be a compact set. Then

there ezists 0 > 0 and xy,...,x, € X such that for every v € K there exists i € {1,...,n}
satisfying Bz(x;) C Z(v).

Proof. For every v € K we find h(v) > 0 such that

prc(h(v)) < Solv) (A6.12)

with o(v) from Hypothesis A.27. From the covering K C J,cx {w € K; [[v —w| < h(v)} we
select a finite subcovering

K C U {we K; ||v; —w| < h(v;)} (A.6.13)

with some vy,...,v, € K. Set x; = x(v;) for i = 1,...,n. From Hypothesis A.27, Lemma
A.30 and formula (A.6.12) we obtain the implication

vE K, |lv—ul <h(v:i) = Bypyp(z:) C Z(v) (A.6.14)

for all ¢ = 1,...,n. Combining (A.6.13) with (A.6.14) we obtain the assertion by putting
0 =mini=y,_, 0(v;)/2. u



pa8.tex 79

References

1]
2]

3]

J.-P. Aubin, I. Ekeland: Applied Nonlinear Analysis. Wiley - Interscience, New York, 1984.

G. Aumann: Reelle Funktionen. Springer-Verlag, Berlin — Go6ttingen — Heidelberg, 1954 (in Ger-
man).

H. Baaser, D. Gross: Crack analysis in ductile cylindrical shells using Gurson’s model. Int. J.
Solids Structures 37 (2000), 7093-7104.

P. Ballard: A counter-example to uniqueness in quasi-static elastic contact problems with friction.
Int. J. Eng. Sci. 37 (1999), 163-178.

V. Barbu, T. Precupanu: Convexity and Optimization in Banach Spaces. 2" ed., D. Reidel,
Dordrecht — Boston — Lancaster, 1986.

P. Billingsley: Convergence of Probability Measures. J. Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1968.
H. Brézis: Opérateurs maximaux monotones. North-Holland Math. Studies, Amsterdam, 1973.

H. Brézis: Convergence in D' and in L' under strict convexity. In: Boundary value problems
for partial differential equations and applications. Dedicated to Enrico Magenes on the occasion
of his 70th birthday (J.-L. Lions et al. eds.), Paris: Masson. Res. Notes Appl. Math. 29, (1993),
pp. 43-52.

M. Brokate, P. Krej¢i: Wellposedness of kinematic hardening models in elastoplasticity. Math.
Model. Num. Anal. (M*AN ) 32 (1998), 177-209.

M. Brokate, P. Krejéi: Duality in the space of regulated functions and the play operator. Math.
Z. (to appear).

M. Brokate, P. Krej¢i, H. Schnabel: On uniqueness in evolution quasivariational inequalities. J.
Conver Anal. (to appear).

M. Brokate, J. Sprekels: Hysteresis and Phase Transitions. Appl. Math. Sci., 121, Springer-
Verlag, New York, 1996.

P. Drabek, P. Krejéi, P. Takac¢: Nonlinear Differential Equations. Research Notes in Mathematics,
Vol. 404, Chapman & Hall/CRC, London, 1999.

R. E. Edwards: Functional Analysis. Holt, Rinehart and Winston, New York, 1965.

L. C. Evans, R. F. Gariepy: Measure Theory and Fine Properties of Functions. CRC Press, Boca
Raton, 1992.

D. Frankové: Regulated functions. Math. Bohem. 119 (1991), 20-59.
E. Hille, R. Phillips: Functional Analysis and Semi-groups. Publ. AMS, Vol. 31, Providence, 1957.

C.S. Honig: Volterra Stieltjes-Integral Equations. North-Holland Math. Studies, Amsterdam,
1975.

A.N. Kolmogorov, S. V. Fomin: Elements of the Theory of Functions and Functional Analysis.
Nauka, Moscow, 1968. (In Russian)

M. A. Krasnosel’skii, A.V.Pokrovskii: Systems with Hysteresis. Nauka, Moscow, 1983 (English
edition Springer 1989).



pa8.tex 80

[21]

22]

[23]
[24]

[25]

[26]
[27]

28]

[29]

[30]
[31]
32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]
[39]

[40]

P. Krejéi: Vector hysteresis models. Euro. Jnl. Appl. Math. 2 (1991), 281-292.

P. Krejéi: Hysteresis, Convexity and Dissipation in Hyperbolic Equations. Gakuto Int. Ser. Math.
Sci. Appl., Vol. 8, Gakkotosho, Tokyo, 1996.

P. Krejéi: The Kurzweil integral with exclusion of negligible sets. Math. Bohem. (to appear).

P. Krejéi: Hysteresis in singularly perturbed problems. In: Proceedings of the workshop “Relaz-
ation Oscillations and Hysteresis” (A. Pokrovskii, V. Sobolev eds.), Cork 2002 (to appear).

P. Krejci, J. Kurzweil: A nonexistence result for the Kurzweil integral. Math. Bohem. 127 (2002),
571-580.

P. Krejci, Ph. Laurencot: Generalized variational inequalities. J. Convex Anal. 9 (2002), 159-183.

J. Kurzweil: Generalized ordinary differential equations and continuous dependence on a param-
eter. Czechoslovak Math. J. 7 (82) (1957), 418-449.

M. D. P. Monteiro Marques: Differential Inclusions in Nonsmooth Mechanical Problems. Shocks
and Dry Friction. Birkhauser, Basel, 1993.

J.-J. Moreau: Evolution problem associated with a moving convex set in a Hilbert space. J. Diff.
FEq. 26 (1977), 347-374.

R.T. Rockafellar: Convex Analysis. Princeton University Press, 1970.

S. Schwabik: On a modified sum integral of Stieltjes type. Casopis Pést. Mat. 98 (1973), 274-277.
S. Schwabik: Abstract Perron-Stieltjes integral. Math. Bohem. 121 (1996), 425-447.
S

. Schwabik: Integrace v R (Kurzweilova teorie). Karolinum, Prague, 1999 (in Czech, English
edition in preparation).

S. Schwabik, M. Tvrdy, O. Vejvoda: Differential and Integral Equations : Boundary Value
Problems and Adjoints. Academia and D. Reidel, Praha, 1979.

G. Tronel, A. A. Vladimirov: On BV -type hysteresis operators. Nonlinear Analysis 39 (2000),
79-98.

M. Tvrdy: Regulated functions and the Perron-Stieltjes integral. Casopis pést. mat. 114 (1989),
187-209.

M. Tvrdy: Differential and integral equations in the space of regulated functions. Memoirs Diff.
FEquations and Math. Phys. 25 (2002), 1-104.

A. Visintin: Differential Models of Hysteresis. Springer, Berlin - Heidelberg, 1994.

A. Visintin: Strong convergence results related to strict convexity. Comm. Partial Diff. Eq. 5
(1984), 439-466.

K. Yosida: Functional analysis. Springer-Verlag, Berlin - Gottingen - Heidelberg, 1965.



