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Abstract

We investigate a thermomechanical contact problem with phase transi-
tions. The system of equations consists of a quasistatic momentum balance
and a semilinear energy balance. The phase transition is described by an or-
dinary differential equation. Different mechanical properties of the respective
phases are taken care of by a mixture ansatz.

We prove the existence of a weak solution and a uniqueness result, the
latter only being valid in one space dimension.

1 Introduction

Heat treatment of steel, especially hardening, is usually accompanied by the evo-
lution of large residual stresses, i.e. stresses that exist without any external load
on the part considered. Reasons for this behaviour are the thermal expansion or
contraction in an inhomogeneous temperature field with phase dependent thermal
expansion coefficients and density changes due to the phase transformations ([4,

p. 13)).

In this paper we investigate a thermomechanical contact problem with phase tran-
sitions. The particular application we have in mind is a mathematical model for
the Jominy end-quench test. In this test a steel specimen is heated until the high
temperature phase austenite is reached. Then it is put in a fixation and cooled from
below by water quenching. Upon cooling, two phase transitions occur (depending
on the steel species, even some more, see, e.g., [10]). Close to the cooling boundary
where the highest cooling rates appear martensite is formed, a hard and brittle steel
phase. With increasing distance from the quenched end, mainly pearlite is formed,
a soft and ductile steel phase.

Figure 1 depicts the setting of the Jominy end-quench test. The steel specimen rests
on the support stabilized by its own weight. Hence the appropriate mathematical
description of the Jominy test is in terms of a thermomechanical contact problem
with phase transitions. The complete model will be described in Section 2. Ther-
moelastic contact problems related to resistance welding have been studied by the
authors in [11]. Further results on thermoelastic contact can be found in [1], [2], [12]
and [15]. The new contribution of this paper is in the inclusion of phase transitions.

We conclude the introduction with a short presentation of a typical phase transition
model. To this end let z; and 25 denote the volume fractions of pearlite and marten-
site, respectively. Then the evolution of the phases z; and z; can be described by
the following system:

z1(t) = (1 — 21— 22)91(0), (L.1)
Z(t) = [m(0) — 21 — 22]192(0),
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Figure 1: The Jominy end-quench test

Here g; and g, are positive data functions that can be identified from isothermal
transformation diagrams (cf. [8]). m(0) is a monotonic equilibrium volume fraction
of martensite satisfying m(0x,) = 0 and m(0y;) = 1, where 0, > 0y, are critical
temperatures between which martensite is formed, and the dot means a derivative
with respect to t. We omit the details of proving the existence of a solution to (1.1)—
(1.3) for a given temperature evolution € (cf. [9]) and confine ourselves to showing
that the sum of the volume fractions of the new phases is less then one.

Adding (1.1) to (1.2) and substituting ¢ := 2; + 25 we obtain
p(t) < (1= 9)(g1(0) + g2(0)) -
,From this one can conclude
0<p<1 VYV teloT]. (1.4)

Since the main goal of this paper is to investigate the coupling between phase tran-
sition and volume fraction, in the sequel we will restrict ourselves to the case of one
phase transition with volume fraction ¢ produced during cooling.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we describe the complete thermo-
mechanical model. We prove the existence of a weak solution in Section 3. In the
last section we present a uniqueness result for our problem in one space dimension.

2 Problem formulation

Let Q C R? be a bounded domain with a smooth boundary I', I' = T'yUT',, [yNT', =
0, meas Ty > 0, Q@ = Q2 x (0,7), T > 0. Denote by v a unit exterior vector to T,
v = (v1,vs,v3). We assume that I, is a regular part of the boundary I'. In the



domain @, we want to find a displacement vector u = (uy,us, u3), stress tensor
components o = {o;;}, 1,7 = 1,2,3, a temperature 6, and a volume fraction ¢ of
the product phase, e.g., pearlite, such that

—dive = f in Q, (2.1)

e(u) =Co+q(p)BO in Q, (2.2)

0; — AO + q(p)divu, = @y in @, (2.3)

0 = h(0, ) in Q, (2.4)

=10, p=0 for t =0, (2.5)

6=0,u=0 on I’y x (0,7), (2.6)

% =g on I', x (0,7), (2.7)
v-v<0,0,<0,0,=0,u-vo,=0 onT,. x (0,7). (2.8)

The thermal expansion coefficient is defined by the mixture ansatz

q(p) = d1p +02(1 — o), (2.9)

where §; are positive constants, i = 1,2, and B is a constant matrix B = {b;;},
i,j = ]‘, 2’ 3,

1 /0u; Ou;
e(u) = {gij(u)}?,jzla eij(u) = 2 <8x- + 895]) , (Co)ij = CijreOre -
7 7

Tensor c;ji. satisfies a usual property of a symmetry and positive definitness, i.e.
2
Cijke = Ckeij = Cjike » Cijkefkefij > C|§|
for all f,'j = Sj,', ¢ = const > 0, Cjjke € LOO(Q),
— _ _ 3
0, = 0,jViV;, 0, =0V —o,V, ov = {0,V }i; .

Let us remark that conditions (2.8) describe a contact between I', and a rigid body
with zero friction. Functions f = (f1, f2, f3) and g are given,

fi € H'(0,T; L*(Q)),i =1,2,3, g€ H'(0,T;L*(T.)).

The term ¢, in (2.3) models the latent heat of the phase transition. We assume that
the given function h describing a phase transition provides the following properties.
For any 6 € L*(Q) there exists a solution ¢ of the problem

pr =h(0,p) inQ, (2.10)
p(0) =0, (2.11)

such that

0<¢(t,z) <1 ae inQ,



el =) < ¢*, (2.12)
with a constant ¢* independent of §. Moreover, let ™ — 6 in L'(Q). Then
©" — @ in WP(0,T; LP(Q)), p € [1,00), (2.13)

where ¢" ¢ are the solutions of (2.10), (2.11) corresponding to 6,0, respectively.
Specific functions h providing the above properties can be found in [13].

Summation convention is used over repeated indices. All functions with two below
indices are assumed to be symmetric in those indices, i.e. 0;; = 0j; etc. Note that
(2.1) is the quasistatic momentum balance, equation (2.2) provides the constitutive
law; where the thermal expansion coefficient g(¢) is defined by the mixture ansatz
(2.9) with 6; being the expansion coefficient in the new phase and d, the one of the
old phase (1 — ¢). Equation (2.3) describes an energy balance law; and (2.5) is the
equation for the phase transition. We introduce some notations of functional spaces
useful in further considerations:

Hi () ={ve H(Q)|v=0 on Iy},
H = H'(0, T3 [H, @),
N = {{oij} |oy; € L*(Q), 1 < i,j < 3},
¥ = H'(0,T;N),
== {0 L0, 73 1}, ()6, € LAQ)}
K ={ue[H;,(Q))|u-v <0 almost everywhere on T},
K={vel?0,T;[H(Q)P)|v-v<0 ae onl.x(0,T)},
U={elp,p € L7(@Q), 0<p <1, [p| <c'}.

Here c* is taken from the inequality (2.12).

The scalar product in R” is denoted by *-*, its counterpart in R(™ will be denoted
by ‘:‘.

3 Theorems of existence

Denote § = max{d;,d2}. The main result of this section is a proof of solution
existence of the problem (2.1)—(2.8).

Theorem 3.1 Let 0, € Hf (Q) and all above assumptions be fulfilled. Then for
small & there exists a solution u,o, 0, ¢ of the problem (2.1)—(2.8) such that

ueKNH,oceX, ek, peU, (3.1)
/a:a(v—u)z/f-(v—u) Yo e IC, (3.2)
Q Q

e(u) =Co+q(p)BO in Q, (3.3)



/(Qt + q(p)divu, — o) — / gn + / VOVn =0

Q e x(0,T) Q (3.4)
¥n € L*(0,T; Hy, (),

Pt = h'(ea QD) ) (35)
0=0,, p=0 fort=0. (3.6)

Proof. General idea of the proof is to use the Schauder fixed point theorem. We
shall construct a compact operator

A1 L*(Q) — L*(Q) (3.7)

which has a fixed point. In order to construct the operator A we need some pre-
liminary estimates for solutions of auxiliary problems. The first step is to find a
solution u = (uy, us, u3), o = {0i;}, 1,7 = 1, 2,3, of the problem

—dive=f in Q, (3.8)

e(u) =Co+yg(p)Bf in Q, (3.9)

u=0 on I'yx(0,7T), (3.10)
v-v<0,0,<0,0,=0,u-v0,=0 on I, x(0,7T) (3.11)

for given 0 € £, ¢ € U, and to derive a priori estimates for this solution.

Solution to the problem (3.8)—(3.11) can be defined as follows:
(u,0) € K x L*(Q), (3.12)

and for almost all ¢ € (0, 7))

/a(t) (v — u(t /f w—ult) WweK, (3.13)

e(u ()):ca() q(p(1))BO(t) (3.14)

We omit the details of the proof since it can be done similar to [11]. Just remark
that it can be performed be regularizing the equilibrium equation (3.8) with the
term —aAu, a being a positive parameter. For any a > 0 there exists a solution of
the regularized problem, and it is possible to pass to the limit as @ — 0.

Moreover, the solution (u, o) of the problem (3.8)—(3.11) satisfies the estimate
||U||L2(0,T;[H N(e) )y T ||U||L2 0,T;N) < 0151/2||9||L2 + (3.15)

with constants ¢;, ¢y uniform in ¢, § < dy. In deriving (3.15) we take into account
the inequality 0 < g(¢) < 6. Now we verify that the solution (u,o) to (3.8)—(3.11)
has an additional regularity in ¢. Denote



Choose 7 > 0 and take v = u**" in (3.13). Next we consider (3.13) at the point ¢+ 7
and choose v = u’. Summing the relations obtained we derive

d.ot e(dut) < | doft-dout. (3.16)
/ /

Q Q

For further considerations we need to introduce an auxiliary function ¢ = {¥i},
i,j = 1,2,3, such that ¢;;, ¥;; € L*(Q), and the equation

—divy=f in Q (3.17)

is satisfied in the following sense
[view)= [ 10 voeim @
Q Q

for almost all t € (0,7). It is clear that a function ¢ with the above properties
exists.

Now multiply (3.14) by & = o*t™ — o — **™ + ¢* considering (3.14) at times ¢ and
t+7. Substracting the relations obtained and dividing by 7> we obtain the equality

/ {CdTat —e(d,ut) + l(qt”BG”o — thQt)} : (dyo' —dpt) =0.  (3.18)
T
0

A substitution of 2(¢"*"BO*'" — ¢'BO*) with ¢’Bd.0" + d,q" - BO*"™ can be done in
(3.18). Hence, summing (3.16), (3.18) and integrating in ¢ from 0 to 7' — 7, and
taking into account (3.15), (3.17), it follows

T—1 T—1 T
/ |d-ot|2dt < 5 / 1. 0'|[2dt + 045/ 168124t + cs . (3.19)
0 0 0

Here || - ||o stands for the norm in L?(2), and the constants c3,c4,c5 are independent

of 7,8, 0 < &y. In deriving (3.19) we use the upper bound ¢d for d.q*, ¢ = const > 0,
which follows from the problem

dy*
— =h(0",¢"), ¢"=0.
o (0°,0"), @

Since € =, we have the estimate

T—1 T
[ Na.0ie < [ 115
0 0

Consequently, from (3.19) it follows

||d||%2(o,T;N) < 035“9“%2(@) + 046”9“%2(@) +es. (3.20)



Relations (3.15), (3.20) imply

lolls < cs6"?[16]l= + cr (3.21)
Hence, equation (3.9) yields the estimate for u,

lullzr < cs8*216]|= + co (3.22)

with constants cg, ¢y being uniform in §, § < §;,. We complete the analysis of
problem (3.8)—(3.11) and look at the following auxiliary problem. For given u € H,
¢ € U we want to find 6 such that

0 — A0 + q(p)divu, = ¢, in Q, (3.23)
§=0, fort=0, (3.24)

o0
=0 on Iy x(0,7); B
v

Using standard theory for parabolic problems we can find a unique function 6, such
that

=g onI'.x(0,7T). (3.25)

ez, (3.26)
/(9t + q(p)divu; — pi)n — gn + / VOVn =0
Q T.x(0,T) Q (3.27)
Vi € L*(0,T; Hy, (),
0(0) = 6, . (3.28)
Moreover, the following estimate is valid
10]l= < 106" ||ullm + cullglla ooy + ez, (329)

where the constants ¢y, ¢11, 12 are independent of §, § < dy. In deriving (3.29) we
take into account the boundedness of ¢; since ¢ € U.

Now we combine the solvability of the problems (3.8)—(3.11) and (3.23)—(3.25) to
prove the solvability of the following problem. Given ¢ € U, we want to find the
functions u = (uy, us, us), 0, 0 = {0y;}, i, = 1,2, 3, such that

—dive=f in Q, (3.30)

e(u) =Co+q(p)BO in Q, (3.31)

0 — A0 + q(p)divu, = ¢ in Q, (3.32)
=0, fort=0, (3.33)

§=0,u=0 onTl,x(0,7T), (3.34)

% =g on ', x(0,7T), (3.35)
v-v<0,0,<0,0,=0,u-v0,=0 onTI.x(0,7T). (3.36)



To prove existence of a solution to (3.30)—(3.36), we denote W = = x H and consider
a linear and bounded operator

M:W—W
defined by the formula
(M(0,u),(0,q)) = /(Qt + q()div us)0 — / g0 + /VGVg—i- /a e(a),
Q I'.x(0,T) Q Q

where o = o (0, u, ¢) is determined from (3.31). Next, we introduce a convex closed
set in the space W,

S={0,u) e W|ueclk, 0(0)=0}.
The solution to the problem (3.30)—(3.36) is defined as follows

(0,u,0) € W x 3,

(M(9,u),(0,a) — (0,u)) > /{f (@ —u) + (0 - 0)}
J (3.37)

v(0,a) e S; (B,u)eS.

We can prove that a solution of the problem (3.37) exists. Indeed, consider two
closed sets,

31:{9€E|9(0):90}, SQZ{UEH|’U,€]C}

In this case inequality (3.37) is equivalent to the following relations

[6+aeiivu - py@-0)+ [ 90

Q I'.x(0,T)

(3.38)
Q
/a:s(ﬂ—u)Z/f-(ﬂ—u) Va € Sy; u € S, (3.39)
Q Q
e(u) =Co+q(p)Bf in Q. (3.40)

We should notice at this point that (3.38) is equivalent to (3.26)—(3.28), and (3.39)—
(3.40) can be written in the equivalent form (3.12)—(3.14).



Now we are able to solve a variational inequality for a pseudomonotonous oper-
ator whose solution coincides with the solution of (3.37). Indeed, denote ¢y =
maxg<i<12{¢; }, where ¢; are taken from the inequalities (3.22), (3.29). Denote also

¢g = llgllar o120y (3.41)
and introduce two numbers k, k9 such that

o co(1 + ¢ + cod'/?) o co(1 + cocy Y2 + co6t/?) (3.42)
' 1—c3 » 1—c30 ' '

We choose

§ < (3.43)

§m| =

In this case k1, k2 are positive. Note that if ||f||z < k; from (3.22) it follows that
|u||g < ko and conversely, if ||u||g < kg, the inequality (3.29) implies [|0]|z < k1.

Introduce next a set in the space W,
S ={(0,u) € S[|0]lz < k1, llullm < &2}

Since the operator M : W — W' is pseudomonotonous (see definition in [16]) and
the set S° C W is bounded, there exists a solution (6, u) of the problem

0,u) € S°, (M(0,u),(0,a) — (0,u)) 2/{]‘ “(z—u)+ (0 —0)}
Q (3.44)
v(0,a) € S°.
Introducing the sets

Si={0€ S0z <r},
Sy ={0 € S| llullm < K},

we can rewrite equivalently variational inequality (3.44) in the form of the following
inequalities:

[6+ao)tivece o)@-0- [ g0-0

Q L' x(0,T)

(3.45)
+/v9(§_v9)zo VaeS ges
Q
/HCo+¢@Be—dw)46—®+v:dﬂ—@}
Q (3.46)

Z/f(a—u) V (@,6) € Sy x ¥; (u,0) € Sy x 2.
Q



It suffices to verify that the solution of (3.44) coincides with the solution of (3.38)—
(3.40) and to take into account that (3.38)—(3.40) is equivalent to (3.37). Let (6, u)
be a solution of (3.44). Then u € SY. Find 0 as a solution of (3.38) for a given
u € SY. By the estimate (3.29) and (3.43), we have § € SY. But (3.45) has a
unique solution for a given u € S9, whence 0 = #. On the other hand, 0 € SY.
Consequently, for a solution (%, d) of (3.39), (3.40) with the given 6 € S? we obtain
@ € S3 by the estimate (3.22) and (3.43), hence (%, &) is a unique solution of (3.46),
i.e. (@,6) = (u,0). So we have proved coincidence of solutions to (3.44) and (3.38)—
(3.40) what is needed.

Solvability of the problem (3.30)—(3.36) is proved for any fixed ¢ € U. This solv-
ability will be used below to find a fixed point in the Schauder theorem.

Now we construct an operator
A L(Q) = L*(Q)

which has a fixed point due to the Schauder theorem. Take a function § € L?(Q)
and find a solution of the problem

which provides an existence of ¢ = ¢(0), ¢ € U. Substitute this function ¢ in
(3.31), (3.32) and find a solution (u, o, 8) of the problem (3.30)—(3.36) for small §
satisfying (3.43). In particular, we obtain

10z < e,
where c is independent of §. It is clear that if we take
10]z2) < R
and R is large enough then 0 € =,
10]lz2(@) < R,

and the imbedding 2 C L?(Q) is compact. Hence, we have constructed operator
A : 0 — 0 which is compact and maps a ball By C L%*(Q) into intself. To guarantee
a fixed point of this operator is suffices to verify its continuity. So, let

0" — 0 in L*(Q).
We have to prove
A(0™) — A(0) in L*(Q).
As we know, strong convergence of 0" in L?(Q) provides (see (2.13))

" — ¢ in H'(0,T;L*(Q)),

10



where " = ("), ¢ = ©(0). Hence, we can assume
©", oy — o, almost everywhere in @ .
Consider the equations
0y — A" + q(™)divuy = ¢ in Q, (3.47)
0, — A0+ q(p)divu, = ¢ in Q, (3.48)
where 0" = A(O"), 0 = A(0), and u™, u correspond to 0", §, and can be defined from

the boundary value problem (3.30)—(3.36) for ¢ = ¢™ and ¢ = (), respectively.
. From the variational inequalities

/a:s(v—u)Z/f-(v—u) Vv e K,

Q

/an:s(v—u”)z/f-(v—u”) Vv e K,
Q Q
holding for almost all ¢t € (0,7 it follows

/(a C o™ e(u—um) <0, (3.49)

Hence, taking into account the relation
e(u) —e(u") = Clo —0") + q(p)BO — q(¢") BO" (3.50)
we derive for almost all ¢ € (0,7)

lo — o3 < / (a(¢™)BO" — q()BO £ q(¢")BY) : (o — o).

Defining a,, = ||(q(¢™) — q((p))BQH%Z(Q) this inequality provides the estimate
lo — 0™ |72y < €0110 — 0" Z2(q) + s (3.51)

where a,, — 0 by the Lebesgue convergence theorem, and the constant c is indepen-
dent of n, 4.

By (3.51), equality (3.50) implies
lu — unH%?(O,T;[H%O(Q)]?’) < c8[|0 — 0"||Zaiq) + cdlle — ¢"[[L2(q) +an . (3.52)

Note that equations (3.47), (3.48) imply after integrating in time from 0 to ¢,

0-0)0 -5 [0~ (o - )0
0 (3.53)

t

- /(q(wn)div uy — q(p)div u £ g(@")div uy) .

0

11



We use here the equality (f —6™)(0) = 0. Integrate next by parts (in ¢) in the right-
hand side of (3.53) taking into account zero initial conditions g(¢™)(0) = ¢(¢)(0) =
0, and multiply (3.53) by (6 — 6™)(t). This gives the equality

t 2
1d
6—0"2+-— 0—0m)| = — )0 — 0"
o= 62+ 55 | [ 7O -] = [o=emio-om
0 0 Q

t t

- Je-o | [atenan @ —w) - [o-e){ [aten - atenane

n / (0 — 0™)q(o™)div (u" — ) + / (6 — 0)(a(e") — alp))diva

which implies

. 2
1d

_an||2 - _pon < s
0= 63(0) + 555 || [ TO-0m)| <elle - o0

0 0

t
=l @ e [ s =0l g
0
t

+cl[divu(g(e™) — a(e)l5(t) + C/ I1div u(a(er) — ale) -

We can integrate this inequality in ¢ from 0 to 7' then take into account (3.52)
and the strong convergence of ¢" to ¢ in H*(0,7; L?>(Q)). For small §, and by the
Lebesgue convergence theorem, this provides as n — oo

||9n — 9||L2(Q) — 0
what is needed.

So, we have proved the continuity of the operator A. Hence, due to the Schauder
fixed point theorem, there exists # € L?(Q) such that

A@) =0

which completes the proof of Theorem 3.1.

4 Uniqueness of the solution

We can prove uniqueness of the solution to (2.1)—(2.8) only in the one-dimensional
case. Let us reformulate the problem (2.1)—(2.8) for this case and provide necessary
explanations.

12



Denote 2 = (0,1), @ = Q x (0,T), T > 0. We have to find displacement u(z,t),
stress o(z,t), temperature 6(z,t), and volume fraction ¢(z,t) of pearlite such that

—o,=f in @, (4.1)

Uz = coo + bg(p)f in Q, (4.2)

O — 0o + q(p)ue = o In Q, (4.3)
o =h(0,) in Q, (4.4)

0 =00z), p=0 fort=0, (4.5)

6=0,u=0 atz=0, (4.6)

.=9g atz=1, (4.7)
vu<0,0<0,uc=0 atz=1. (4.8)

Here (z,t) € Q; ¢y > 0,b are constants which are assumed to be equal to 1 for a
simplicity; the index = below means a derivative with respect to z, z € .

To refer to Theorem 3.1, we have to specify the definitions of functional spaces given
in Section 2. Let

Hp Q) ={ve H(Q)|v=0 at z=0},
K={veH; (Q]v<0 atz=1},
K ={velL?0,T;Hy,(Q)]v<0 ae on {1} x (0,7)}.

According to Theorem 3.1, for small § there exists a solution (u,o,8,¢) of the
problem (4.1)—(4.8) such that

ueKNH,oceX, ez, pelU, (4.9)
/a(vx—ux)Z/f(v—u) Vv e IC, (4.10)
Q Q

u, =0 +q(p)f in Q, (4.11)

/ (6, + a(0)uee — o)n— | 9(1, (1, 1)
Q (4.12)

+ [ 0,m, =0 Vn e L*(0,T; Hp, (Q)),

O — T~

13



¢y =h(0,p) in Q, (4.13)
0=0,, p=0 for t=0. (4.14)

Since the equation (4.3) implies 6 € L?(0,T; H*(Q)), 6, € L*(0,T; L*(Q)), we have
0 € C(0,T; H*(Q)). Taking into account the imbedding H*(Q2) C C () valid for the
one-dimensional case, it follows

0 e L*(Q). (4.15)

We have 0,6 € L*(0,T; L*(Q2)), hence o € C(0,T; L*(£2)). On the other hand, from
(4.1) it follows

o, € C(0,T; L*(2)),
whence
o€ L*(Q). (4.16)
By (4.15), (4.16), equation (4.11) yields
ugy € L(Q).

Using the boundedness of 6, u, € L*(Q), we can prove the uniqueness of the
solution to (4.9)—(4.14). We also make an additional assumption concerning solution
properties of (2.10)—(2.11). We assume that the following estimate holds (see [13])

t
le* () — * @)l < C/ 1% — %[5, (4.17)
0

where ¢!, ©? are solutions of (2.10)—(2.11) corresponding to 8, 6% € L?*(Q) respec-
tively, with a positive constant ¢ independent of 6, #2. In fact, we can assume that
the function A satisfies the Lipschitz conditions in both variables. In this case from
the equations

o= h(0,¢"), i=1,2,
we easily derive
(' =) <cle' —*| +c|' -],
which provides (4.17) and also the following inequality
(' =) <cle' = ¢* | +c|o" —6%|? (4.18)

with constants ¢ independent of ¢!, 8. Now we can formulate a uniqueness result
for the problem (4.1)—(4.8).
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Theorem 4.1 Let the assumptions of Section 2 be fulfilled, and the function h sat-
isfy the Lipschitz conditions in both variables. Then the solution to (4.9)—(4.14) is

unique for small §.

Proof. Assume that there are two solutions (u!, !, 0%, '), (u?, 02,02, ©?

) satisfying

(4.9)-(4.14). Denote u = u! —u? o =o' — 0% 0 = 0 — 0%, ¢ = o' — p?. From

inequalities like (4.10) valid for each o*, u’, i = 1,2, we have (cf. (3.49))

/auxgo.

Q

Relations (4.2), (4.3) imply

uz =0 +q(p")0' — q(¢*)#* in Q,

t
v _ 1
7 6x2 9+/ Ju2 — q(phul)

+q(p ul —q(P®)u2 = in Q.

Multiply next (4.20) by o and integrate over 2. Note that
la(p") —a(@®) | <dle" =¥
By (4.19), we obtain
lo@)I5 < edllo@)g + colle)]5-

Hence, relation (4.20) implies

)1y, @) < d10OIIE + cdlle(®Is

(4.19)

(4.20)

(4.21)

(4.22)

(4.23)

with positive constants ¢. In deriving (4.22), (4.23) we take into account the bound-

edness of ¢*, 0° in L>(Q), 1 = 1,2.
Now multiply (4.21) by 6 and integrate over Q. This gives

t 2 t
1d
o+ 55 | [ ool = [0+ [o| [ate
0 0 Q Q 0

t

- [o| [ -awn ) - [ e+ [oateh) - ateu

0 Q
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and, by the boundedness of v’ in L>®(Q), i = 1,2, we arrive at the inequality
.2
[oe]| <l + el o
0 (4.24)

0
t t
2 - 112
+e [ ullyy o + 8 [ 1018
0
0 0

Since the function h satisfies the Lipschitz condition in both variables we obtain for
almost all £ € (0,7T) (see (4.18)

le(E)ll5 < c(OEI5 + lle©)ll5) - (4.25)

Integrating (4.24), by the Gronwall lemma, (4.17), (4.23), (4.25), we derive for small
é

1d

2 [ —
l6E)IE+5 =

/ 16(6)12de < 0, ¢ € (0,T).
0

Hence 6 = 6* — 6> = 0. Since the temperature 6 is unique, relations (4.10), (4.11),
(4.13) provide uniqueness for u, o, ¢. Theorem 4.1 is proved. O
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