Universitat des Saarlandes

Fachrichtung 6.1 — Mathematik

Preprint Nr. 199

Duality based a posteriori error estimates for higher
order variational inequalities with power growth
functionals

Michael Bildhauer, Martin Fuchs and Sergey Repin

Saarbrucken 2007






Fachrichtung 6.1 — Mathematik Preprint No. 199
Universitat des Saarlandes submitted: 24.08.2007

Duality based a posteriori error estimates for higher
order variational inequalities with power growth
functionals

Michael Bildhauer
Saarland University
Department of Mathematics
P.O. Box 15 11 50
D-66041 Saarbriicken
Germany
bibi@math.uni-sb.de

Martin Fuchs
Saarland University
Department of Mathematics
P.O. Box 15 11 50
D-66041 Saarbriicken
Germany
fuchs@math.uni-sb.de

Sergey Repin
V.A. Steklov Math. Inst.
St. Petersburg Branch
Fontanka 27
191011 St. Petersburg
Russia
repin@pdmi.ras.ru



Edited by

FR 6.1 — Mathematik
Universitat des Saarlandes
Postfach 15 11 50

66041 Saarbriicken
Germany

Fax: + 49 681 302 4443
e-Mail:  preprint@math.uni-sb.de
WWW:  http://www.math.uni-sb.de/



Abstract

We consider variational inequalities of higher order with p-growth potentials
over a domain in the plane by the way including the obstacle problem for a plate
with power hardening law. Using duality methods we prove a posteriori error esti-
mates of functional type for the difference of the exact solution and any admissible
comparision function.

1 Introduction

On a bounded Lipschitz domain € C R? we consider the minimization problem

(P) J [u] := /wp(v%) dr — min in K,
Q
where the class K consists of all functions v from the space I/;/Z%(Q) s.t. v(xz) > ¥(x) on
€2, the potential 7, is given by the formula 7,(F) := i!E [P for symmetric (2 x 2)-matrices

E and V?u represents the matrix of the second generalized derivatives.

It is assumed that ¥ € W7(Q) is a given function s.t. ¥|pg < 0 and ¥(z) > 0 for some
point xy € ) and the exponent p is arbitrarily chosen in the interval 1 < p < co. For a

definition of the Sobolev spaces I/f/f)(Q), W2(Q) and related classes we refer to [Ad].

We recall that by Sobolev’s embedding theorem the functions ¥ and v € WPZ(Q)

have a representative in C°(Q) and that this observation can be used to show that the
class K is not empty (compare [FLM]), which means that (P) has a unique solution u € K.

The second order obstacle problem (P) is of some physical relevance: consider a plate
which is clamped at the boundary and whose undeformed state is represented by the
region 2. If some outer forces are applied acting in vertical direction, then the equilibrium
configuration can be found as a minimizer of an energy with principal part

/ﬂ 9(V*w) da,

where the mechanical properties of the plate are characterized by the given convex
function ¢g. In the case of linear elastic plates, we have g = 7 and since our exponent
p is arbitrary we can include any power-hardening law. In particular, for p close to 1
we have an approximation of perfectly plastic plates. The new feature of problem (P)
however is that the plate has to respect the given side condition.
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In various papers mainly the regularity properties of minimizers (with or without
obstacle) for different functions g have been investigated, we refer to [Se] for the case
of plastic behaviour, whereas the case of nearly linear growth is studied in [FLM] and
[BF1]. For the “classical case” p = 2 we refer, e.g., to [Fr].

In the present note we concentrate on a posteriori error estimates of functional type for
the solution of problem (P) by combining the methods developed by the third author for
first order obstacle problems with quadratic potentials (see [Re] and also [NR1], Chapter 8)
with the techniques introduced in [BR] and [BFR] for unconstrained variational problems
with a power growth potential. To be more precise, let © € K denote the solution of
problem (P) and consider any function v from the class of comparison functions. Then
our goal is to prove the estimate

(1.1) HVQU—V2UHL;> < M(v,D),

where D stands for the set of known data and where M is a non—negative functional
depending on v, on the data of the problem such as p, 2, ¥ and on “parameters” which
are under our disposal. M should satisfy the following requirements:

i.) the value of M is easy to calculate for any choice of an admissible function v;
ii.) the estimate is consistent in the sense that

M(v,D) =0 if and only if v = u, moreover
M(Uk,D) — 0 if ||V2Uk — V2U||Lp — 0;

iii.) M provides a realistic upper bound for the quantity ||[V?u — V?v||z».

Of course iii.) means that for obtaining the bound (1.1) one carefully tries to avoid
“over—estimation” so that (1.1) can be used for a reliable verification of approximative
solutions obtained by various numerical methods. As already outlined in [BR] and [BFR]
the cases p > 2 and 1 < p < 2 require different techniques: in Section 3 we will prove an
estimate like (1.1) if p > 2, which — without a priori estimates for the exact solution — we
could not verify for the subquadratic case. Therefore, in Section 4, we pass to the dual
variational problem (P)* and discuss a variant of (1.1) involving the dual solution o*.
We like to remark that just for the case of technical simplicity we did not include terms
like fQ uf dx or fQ Vu - F dx with functions f : Q — R, F: Q — R? into our variational
integral J. These quantities can be added without substantial changes provided f and
I satisfy suitable integrability assumptions. In the same spirit we could include the
double obstacle problem ¥ < u < & combined with different boundary conditions being
compatible with the obstacle(s).

It is worth noting that if we start from any function ¥ € Wg(Q) and if we require that
K is not empty, then all our calculations remain valid if Q@ C R? d > 2, with constants
partially depending on d.



2 Preliminaries

Basic facts in duality theory. We recall some facts from duality theory (see, e.g. [ET])
valid for all 1 < p < oo: if we let ¢ := £ V*:= LI(Q;R%*2) Y := LP(Q;R2?) and

sym sym

where 7 is the conjugate function of 7, i.e. 7 (E) = %|E|q7 then

J[v] = sup L(v,T)

T*GY*
and
Ju] = J*[o7],
where J*[7*] := inf,ex l(v,7"), 7" € Y*, is the dual functional, ¢* denotes its unique

maximizer, and u € K is the unique solution of the problem (P).

Clarkson’s inequality. If p > 2, then we will use a version of Clarkson’s inequality [Cl]
presented in [MM] for tensor-valued functions 71, 75 € Y

T+ T2 1 T2 1 1
2.1) JIP52r+ 2520 do < SlInl + 5l

If p < 2, then we apply this inequality to the dual variable.

Basic deviation estimate. In the superquadratic case, i.e. if p > 2, (2.1) implies for all
veK

|92 =)}, <02 [5 900+ 5 70 = 1 [“2] ),

and since ¥ € K we deduce from the J-minimality of u that
(2.2) V2w —0)||?, < p2° 1[ 0] — J[u]].

If p < 2, then the basic deviation estimate (2.2) takes the form (2.3) and is derived as



follows: with v € K chosen arbitrarily we have
T+ o"

1 1 1 2
=2 —o*|d, < —/|7’*|qu+—/|0*|qu——/
q q Jo q Jo q Jol 2

- /QE\T*P—T*:V%] dm+/ﬂ[é\a*\q—a*:v2v} dx

q

dx

—2/ [1 Tt g o T 2V21)i| dx
aolglh 2 2
= (v, 7)) = Ll(v,0") + 2€<v, T ;0 )
< sup (— E(vl,T*)> + sup (— é(vg,a*)) + 2@(1}, Tto )
v €K va€K 2
) . ) . T+ 0"
= —UllréfKK(vl,T ) — UgréfKK(vg,U )+2£(v, 5 >
= ) - T+ 26(v, T ;“ ).

and since v € K is under our disposal, we may pass to the inf w.r.t. v € K on the
r.h.s. with the result

1 * *
_21—q||0_* o 7_*”%[1 S —J*[’T*] _ J*[O'*] + 2J*[U ‘2i‘7' ]’
q
and the J*-maximality of ¢* implies

1
(2.3) 521_(’”0* — 74, < J*[o*] — T[]

A modified functional. Following [Re] we introduce a relaxtion of (P): for

AXeA={peli):p>0aec}

we let
(Py) Tyw] = J[w] — /Q Aw — W) dr — min in W2(Q).
Clearly (P,) is well-posed with unique solution u,. Also we note that
supyep Ia[w] = Jw] —infyep /ﬂ)\(w — V) dx

Jw), if wekK
+oo, if w¢K.

Letting

L(w, 7, \) == / (V2w : 7% = w3(7%) = Aw — U)] dz, w €WA(Q), 7" € Y™, A€ A,
Q



we define the dual functional

JY[7*] == inf L(w,7",\)
wEV?/%(Q)

with unique maximizer o3 and get
(2.4) Inun] = J3[o3]-
The reader should observe that J[7*] > —oo for 7% € Y* implies that 7* is in the class
Q3 = {T] eyY*: / (" : V2w — Mw] dz =0 for all w EI/?/?,(Q)},
Q
which means that in the distributional sense 7* = (7;5) satisfies
div(div 77) == 0a(0pT,5) = A
In this case we have
(2.5) JiT] = / [ = (7%) 4+ ¢A] da.
Q
We further note that

inf Jy, < infJ, = inf [/ﬂp(vzv)dx—/)\(v—\ll)dx]
K Q Q

o K
W%(Q) veE

(2.6) < inf / m,(V?0) dx = i%f J.
Q

veK

3 Estimates for the superquadratic case

Let us now state our first result:

THEOREM 3.1. Let p > 2. With the notation introduced above we have for any v € K,
for any n* € Y*, for all A € A and for any choice of 3 > 0 the estimate

1V?(u — U)Hip < p2p_1{Dp [VZo,n"] 4+ [2279(3 — ¢q) + %ﬁ_q}d(n*)q

(3.1) + lﬁpHm*lq_Qn* — V%)lep +/ Av — ) dw},
p Q

where
Dilp. )= [ [mlo) + my(oe) = pis ] da

forpeY, x*e€Y* and

d(s") = inf ||»" — 77 La.
T*EQY
If in addition div(divn*) € L1(Q), then we have the inequality
(3.2) d(n*) < Cp(Q)]|A — div(divy®)]| .-

The constant C,(Q2) is defined in formula (3.8).
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REMARK 3.1. Note that all the quantities on the r.h.s. of (3.1) are non-negative, and
the r.h.s. of (3.1) vanishes if and only if

Vi = ]77*|q’27]*, div(divp®) =X, Av—T)=0.

Let w € K. Then the validity of the above equations gives

/ |V20|P2V20 : V2(w —v) dz = / n Vi (w —v)de
0 0

_ /QA(w_U)dx:/Qx(w—qf)dx+/QA(xp—v)d:c
_ /Q)\(w—\ll)dsz,

which means that v is the unique solution of Problem (P).
If d is estimated via (3.2) then all the functions on the r.h.s. of (3.1) are either known or
in our disposal. Thus (3.1) gives a practical way to measure the accuracy.

Having proved Theorem 3.1 we will give variants of (3.1) by optimizing the function .
Proof of Theorem 3.1. We recall (2.6), i.e

J[u] > inf J)\,
W2(Q)

so that according to (2.4)
Jul = JY[o3] = JX[77]

for all choices of A € A and 7* € @Q}. This gives in combination with (2.2)
(3.3) V2 (u — U)Hip < p2r~'[J[v] = J3[rH].

By (2.5) we find that

I - S = /Q :wp(v%)ﬂ;(ﬁ)—w} dz

_ /Q :wp(v%) +(rt) — T v%} dr + /Q Ao — W) de

= D, -V2U,T*i| +/ Ao — V) dx,
. Q
and according to (3.3) we have shown that

(3.4) V2w —0)||%, < p2- 1{ [V%,T*H/A(v—\p)dx}

Q
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valid for all v € K, 7" € @} and A € A.
Consider any tensor n* € Y*. Then (3.4) and the convexity of m; imply

HV2(U — U)Hip < p2p_1{Dp[V21),n*] +/ [7‘(‘;(7'*) — W;(n*) — (" =n"): VQU] dx

+l}@—mm§ Q

p2p_1{Dp[V21j, n* +/ [|T*|q_27'* - V%} (" —n")dx
Q

+[}@—wm@

= 22D u)+ [ (1 = ] s =) da

(3.5) / [In*|9*n" — V3] : (7 —n*)d:}c—l—/ﬂx\(v— ) dx}.

IN

As demonstrated in [BR] we have
Ll =] =y do < 2790 = )l =
Q
moreover, from Holder’s inequality it follows that
PR S RO
Q
< |l = V2l = 72
1 D *|q—2, % 2. ||P 1 —q || —* *1q
< 56“|77| n _VUHLp—i_aﬁ ||T _nHLGH

where in the last line we used Young’s inequality with some 3 > 0. Inserting these
estimates into (3.5) and taking the inf w.r.t. 7° € @3, inequality (3.1) is proved.

To establish the second part of the theorem, we consider n* € Y* with the property
div(div n*) € L(Q). Then inf gy is attained for some 7* € Q3,
is a measure for the distance from 7* to Q}. Letting X := A — 9, s}y we find (with
an obvious meaning of %)

1 1
3.6 inf —|p"—n"|%, =— sup [—— ” ],
(3.6) Ak S I I Za B [y
1 £ : 1 2, . |P BV
(3.7) sup [— — || HLq] = inf [— V2w|" — )\w} dz.
€ Qx q wewz(Q) /2 -P
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For w EI/C[)/]%(Q) we have by Poincaré’s inequality

(3.8) lwllze < Co) Vw0l

with a positive constant C,(£2) depending on p and €. Using (3.8) on the r.h.s. of (3.7),
we see that the r.h.s. of (3.7) is bounded from below by

1 _
1 I
inf | = Oyl

and this inf is attained at )

to = | Ml Cy()]
From (3.6) we therefore get
(3.9) inf " =n"{|ze = d(n") < Cp(Q)|A = div(divy*)| e

P EQ}

Now we discuss two variants of how to choose A € A in a suitable way.

Variant 1. Given v € K and n* € Y* s.t. div(divy*) € LI(Q) we let (following [Re])
A = 0 onfv>VY,
A= [div(div 77*)}eB on [v = V],

where fg := max(0, f), fo := min(0, f), hence f = fo + fo for real-valued functions f.
With this choice of A we get

Av—=V)dr =0,

Q
moreover

/|)\—div(div77*)\qu _ / \div(divn*)\qu+/ | [ div(divy)] | dz,
Q [v>T]

[v="]
and we arrive at

Corollary 3.1. Let p > 2. For any v € K, for all n* € Y* s.t. div(divn*) € L)) and
for all 8 > 0 we have with

q 2—q(q _ l —q
Kyl@. ) = CQ) 2B —a) +_57]

the estimate

V20 — )|, < p2p‘1{Dp[v%,n*]

/ | div(divy*)
[v>"]

1
10 Al - v, |

+15,(92, 5)

qd:v—l—/ ‘(div(divn*))@‘qu
=



U
Assume that the r.h.s. of (3.10) is zero for some triple (v, n*, 3). Then V?v = |n*|92p*
together with

div(divy®) =0  on [v > V],
[div(div n*)}e =0 onfv=VY].

This implies for any w € K
/ IV20[P2V20 . V2 (w —v)dr = /7}* : V3 (w —v) dx
Q Q
= /div(divn*)(w —v)dx
Q
_ / [div(div)] , (w — W) dz > 0,
=
and therefore v coincides with the solution u of (P).

Variant 2. As an alternative to (3.10) we again follow ideas of [Re| and estimate d(n*)?
on the r.hus. of (3.1) by C4(Q)||A —div(divn®) qu (recall (3.2)) and then try to find A € A
s.t.

?dx

/ Av — V) dz + K,(Q, ) / A — div(divn*)
Q Q

becomes minimal for a fixed triple (v,n*, 3). Of course this can be achieved by pointwise
minimization of the function

f(t) =t(v(z) = ¥(z)) + K|t — 6(z)|

on [0,00). Here K := K,(2, ), § := div(divn*), and in the following we will omit the
fixed argument x € Q. Note that f is strictly convex on R and f(t) — +o0 as t — +oo,
thus there is a unique number tg € R s.t. f(to) = infg f. From f'(¢y) = 0 it follows that

0=v— W+ Kqlty — §|"*(to — 9),

and since v > ¥, we must have ty < ¢, hence

1

(6 — to)~! = Kiq@ ~0), de to=0-— [qu (v — qz)} o

Case 1. ty < 0. Since f is strictly increasing on [tg, 00), we get

min f(t) = f(0) = K|5]7.

t>0

Case 2. t; > 0. Then we have
min f(t) = f(to)

t>0



For v € K, n* € Y* s.t. div(divn*) € LI(2) and § > 0 we define the sets

1

O = {:c € Q- div(div ) (z) > [m (v(x) —\I/(a:))]qj},
0 = Q-0f

_1
and set A = 0 on O~ and \ = [m(v(x) — U(z))] " on QF. We further introduce
the quantity

(v,n*,B) : / K,(Q2, 8)| div(divn*)|? dz

1

+/m [0 - \If)(div(divn*) - {#prﬁ)}> + KP(Q,ﬁ){q;(_—gfm}p} dz.

p

With the above choice of A it is immediate that

inf [/Qu(v —U)dx + K,,(Q,ﬁ)/Q ‘,u — div(divn*)|qd:c] <e(v,n", ),

HEA

and for p = 2 this estimate reduces to the one given in Remark 2 of [Re]. Summing up
we arrive at

Corollary 3.2. With the notation introduced above we have in case p > 2
1
(311) V=), <p2 7 DV ]+ 3 1 = VP, (o )

valid for all v € K, for any n* € Y* such that div(divn*) € LY(Q) and for any choice of
6> 0.

Note that the r.h.s. of (3.11) vanishes only on the exact solution. Estimate (3.11) gives
an upper bound on the error related to the approximations of variational inequalities.
It should be emphasized that it does not require a priori knowledge of the form of the
unknown free boundaries.

Elimination of the quantity div(divn*). Let us finally reconsider the quantity
d(n*) := inf —
(n") gng 7" = 7" La

for a tensor n* € Y* and a function A € A. We have

(3.12) inf —H77 — 7%, = inf sup L(w,p*),
TERR g ey wev?/]%(ﬂ)

10



where
L(w,p*) = / (75" = p") + p* : Viw — dw] da.
Q
In fact, it holds
+00, if p* ¢ Q%

sup L{(w, p7) = /w;(n* —pY)dz, if p*eQ;
Q

o
wGW?,

and this implies (3.12). Now, using standard results from duality theory, we have

(3.13) p*Hellf/* sup L(w, p*) = sup p}gé*ﬁ(w,p ).
weEW?2 weEW?2
Since

inf L(w,p*)= inf L(w,n"—K"),

preEY K*EY*
we get from (3.12) and (3.13)
1
(3.14) inf —||n* —7%||pe = sup inf [75(k*) 4+ (" — £) : V2w — Aw] da.

T*EQX R*EY™*
Q% q weEW?3 Q

Note that (3.14) corresponds to formula (4.1) established in [NR2| for linear equations
related to the biharmonic operator. Proceeding as in this reference, we write

inf /Q [75(k*) 4+ (" — £%) : VPw — dw] da

K*EY™* P
= — sup / (% VP — ﬂ;(m*)} dx +/ [+ V2w — \w] dz
Q

K*EY™* Q

= —/ [7,(V?w) — 0 - V2w + \w] dz.
Q
Inserting this into (3.14) we have shown that

1
(3.15) inf —||n* =774, = — inf / [7,(V2w) — n* : V2w + ] da.
v2JQ

* *
T*EQ} ¢ wew?

If div(div n*) € LI(2), then (3.15) reduces to (3.7), and we arrive at (3.9). Without further
information concerning n* (3.15) just states that the quantity d(n*) can be obtained by
“solving” an auxiliary variational problem, which means to compute a lower bound for
the functional

w / [7,(V?w) — " : V2w + \w] dz
0

defined on the space V?/ZQ)(Q) Here of course no side condition enters but for each choice
of n* and A\ a new problem has to be considered.

11



A rather natural assumption concerning n* € Y* is the requirement that
divn* = (8a77;5)1§5§2
is in the space L7(€2). Then
/Q [7,(V?w) — n* : V2w + \w] dz
_ /Q [7,(V?w) + divy* - Vw + Mw] do
_ /ﬂ [7,(V2w) + (divey” — %) - Voo + (A — divy*)w)] da,

where y* is a vector-function from L9(2) such that divy* € L?(Q2). From (3.15) we get
by Holder’s inequality

“d() < = il VRl — [l dive” =y Vel
q weW2(RQ)

(3.16) 1A = divy el |

From the Poincaré inequality we have for all v GI/?/;(Q)

(3.17) [l e < Kp(Q)[[ V]| o

and applying (3.17) to w GI/f/ZQ)(Q) as well as to the vectorial function Vw EI/?/;,(Q) we see
that the r. h. s. of (3.16) is bounded from above by

1 : * *
~[IV2wlf, — Kp(@)I divy® = y* || V]| o

— inf
weEW2(Q)

— KA = div y* || 1a]| V20| v
! e o
< —gg [Etp — K,()[|| divn* — y*||ze + K,(Q[|A — divy ||Lq]t]
1 : * * . *
= 5Kp(9)q[|| divy* — y* || za + Kp(Q)[IA — divy*|| 4] .

Let us summarize our results:

THEOREM 3.2. Suppose that we are given n* € L1(2) and A € A. Then we have

1
inf —|n* =779, =— inf / [7,(VPw) — 0" : V2w + Aw] da.
N weWwz(@) /90

12



If in addition divn* € L1(Q)), then

inf =" =7 < S| divy* =yl + Kp(QIA = divy s
TR} ¢ q

where y* is any vector-function in L1(S2) s.t. divy* € LY(Q2) and where K,(Q2) is defined
according to (3.17).

From the proof it is immediate that the statements of Theorem 3.2 are also valid in the
case 1 < p < 2.

4 Estimates for the subquadratic case

Obviously we have 7 € Q3

Ji[7*] =  inf /Q [{(w, 7*) = Mw — V)] do

wEI/?/IQ,(Q)

< inf /Q [l(w, 7*) = ANw — ¥)] dz < inf /Ql(w,r*)da:: J*[1*],

wek wekK

moreover J*[o*] = J[u] < J[w] for any w € K, hence we get from (2.3)

(4.1) |

=o' < g2t ] - R

Observe that (4.1) exactly corresponds to (3.3), and as outlined in Section 3 inequality
(4.1) can be rewritten as

(4.2) |

=4, < q2q_1{Dp[V2w,T*] + / AMw — ) d:p}
Q

valid for all 7% € Q%, w € K and X\ € A, D,[V?w, 7*] having the same meaning as before.
If now n* € Y* and 7" € @)}, then (using (4.2))

* * |4 * * * * g
‘77 — 0 || L < (‘0- -7 Lq_’_‘77 -7 Lq>
< 27 (ot =, + I 1)
(4.3) < q4q—1[Dp[v2w,T*]+/Q>\(w—\If) daz} +277 [ = 15,

The quantity D,[V?w, 7] can be estimated as before:

D] £ D)+ [ [l = V] (7 - ) da
Q

= DVl [ [P = ) s =) da
+/ [ln*|q_2n* — V2w] (" —n")dx
Q
(44) = DP[VQUJ, 77*] + Il + [2.

13



According to the calculations after (3.5) in [BFR| we have

2 q-2
L<(-1) | W
and for I, we get with Holder’s and Young’s inequality
ﬂ *|q—2, % * %2
SEHW |q n - w“LP+2ﬁ -1 La’

where § > 0 is arbitrary. If we insert these estimates in (4.4) and return to (4.3) it is
shown that

HH*—U*HZ < q4q71[Dp[V2w,77*]

il )"

ey - v, + & ||

+/Q/\(w—\lf)dx]

Now we may pass to the infimum w.r.t. 7% € Q5 with the result:

+(g—1)

2

* *
n -7 ”Lq

THEOREM 4.1. Let 1 < p < 2. Then for alln* € Y*, for any w € K and for all A\ € A,
B > 0 the following error estimate holds:

o =n*|l7, < q4" [Dp[Ww,n*] + g [l 170" = WH?J

(45) a7 [ 2+ (g = D) (dr) + 20 )]l

Zﬁ

4297 (") + q47! / AMw — V) dx,
Q

*_ *
I [

REMARK 4.1. i) With exactly the same arguments as used in the proof of Theorem
3.1 we obtain the estimate (3.9) for p < 2, i.e.

where d(n*) = inf -cqs

(4.6) d(n*) < Cp(Q)[|A — div(div ™)

Iz

provided that in addition div(divn*) € L1(Q).

Starting from (4.5) and using (4.6) it is also immediate how to get variants of
Corollaries 2.1 and 2.2 for the present situation: the arguments used for proving
(3.10) and (3.11) do not depend on the value of p.

ii) If the r.h.s. of (4.5) vanishes for a triple (w,n*, \), then w = u and n* = o*.
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5 Concluding remarks

Our estimates formally suffer from the fact that we are only allowed to insert functions v
from the class K. If w €W3(Q) is arbitrary, then we choose v € K s.t.

9% = Vul, = int [V = VPl

use v in our estimates, and then we have to find a bound for HVQU - VQwHLP. In the first
order case we have

Vv —Vuwl|,, <||[Vw— Vmax(w, )|, = (/ [Vw — VI[P dx)l/p,
<]

but unfortunately we did not obtain a comparable result in our situation which is caused

by the fact that in general max(w, ¥) is not in W7(2). However, from the computational
point of view the difficulties arising if v ¢ K are not very serious because one can easily
modify (post-process) an approximate solution such that it belongs to the class K.

Our choice of the class K means that we consider functions v vanishing on 92 and
having in addition zero gradient (in the trace sense) on the boundary. Alternatively we

could choose functions v from the class T, N W72 (Q) satisfying v > W but the energy J is
not coercive on this space, so that one would have to replace J by the functional

~ 1 1
Jv] === / |V2v|pd3:+—/ |Vol? dz
D Jo P Ja

in order to get a well-posed problem. More general, let 1 < p, r < oo, let ¥ as before
and define .
L:= {v e W2(Q)NWHQ) : v > qf}

as well as

1 1
K] = —/ V20| dz + ~ / |Vo|" dz.
b Ja rJa

Then the problem K — min on L. makes sense and error estimates are available. Moreover,
for this new problem in which only the trace of the function itselve is prescribed, it
is possible to overcome the difficulty arising in measuring the distance of an arbitrary
function to the admissible class of comparison functions. The details will be given in the
forthcoming paper [BF2].
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