GAKUTO International Series

Mathematical Sciences and Applications, Vol.***(2008)

**FFX(Title of the Proceedings)***** pp, F¥+*

EXISTENCE FOR A CLASS OF NONLOCAL
QUASIVARIATIONAL EVOLUTION PROBLEMS

NoBUYUKI KENMOCHI
Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Education, Chiba University,
1-33 Yoyoi-cho, Inage-ku, Chiba, 263-8522, Japan
(kenmochi @ faculty.chiba-u.jp)

ULISSE STEFANELLI
Istituto di Matematica Applicata e Tecnologie Informatiche - CNR,
v. Ferrata 1, [-27100 Pavia, Italy
(ulisse.stefanelli @ imati.cnr.it)
http://www.imati.cnr.it /ulisse/

Abstract. We address the weak solvability of a class of evolution problems characterized
by a nonlocal-in-time quasivariational character. In particular, this note is concerned with
a suitably regular quasivariational functional dependence. The existence proof is achieved
by means of the application of an infinite-dimensional version of KAKUTANTI’S fixed-point
theorem. An application of the abstract existence result to parabolic variational inequal-

ities with Volterra-type nonlinear constraints is also provided.
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1 Introduction

This short note is devoted to an abstract existence result for a class of nonlocal-in-time
quasivariational inequalities of parabolic type. The prototype problem within this class
is that of finding a (suitably weak) solution u of

u< K(u) in @,
u — diva(Vu) + f(u) < g in Q, (1)
(ur — diva(Vu) + B(u) — g)(u — K(u)) =0 in @,

where

K1) =~ ( /Q Byt ) u(s, ) dy ds) Y eQ

here @ := Q x [0,7T] is a space-time cylindrical domain with a smooth bounded domain
Q2 in R? and a final reference time 7', & C R? x R? and 3 C R x R are maximal monotone
graphs, v : R — R is a given function, the kernel £ is suitably smooth, and the datum g
and boundary and initial data are prescribed.

In much greater generality, we will focus on the problem of proving the existence of a
suitably weak solution to the abstract differential inclusion

u'(t) + 0y (t,u(t)) > f(t) forae. t€(0,T), u(0)= up. (2)

Here, the abstract time evolution ¢ — wu(t) takes place in a Hilbert space U and corre-
sponds to the non-autonomous gradient flow in U* (dual of U) driven by the functional ¢
which is assumed to be convex in its last variable. The prime denotes time-differentiation,
the symbol 0 stands for the usual subgradient in the sense of Convex Analysis taken with
respect to the last variable, and the datum t — f(¢) € U* is given.

The key feature of this problem is the possible dependence of the functional ¢, on
the function u as a whole trajectory. This dependence is intended to possibly model
nonlocal-in-time effects such as memory etc. In this respect, this note is the continuation
of a series of papers by the second author which is concerned with the treatment of
nonlinear and nonlocal abstract evolution problems. Indeed, in [16] a doubly nonlinear
nonlocal evolution equation in a Hilbert-space setting was discussed. The focus there
was on existence and approximation issues. Then, in [17] the analysis was extended
and complemented to the situation of a reflexive Banach-space framework. Finally, [18]
deals exactly with (2) but under quite different monotonicity assumptions which will be
commented below.

The main result of this note is the existence of suitably weak solutions to (2) (see
Section 2). The strategy of the proof is fairly traditional. By firstly fixing a datum u
in the functional ¢;(-), we solve the corresponding variational problem. This is usually
referred to as the variational section [2] of problem (2) and reads

u'(t) + Opy(t,u(t)) 2 f(t) forae. t€(0,T), u(0)= ug. (3)

In case the dependence of ¢ on time is not regular, the latter problem may fail to admit
strong solutions (see below). Hence we are forced to consider some suitable notion of
weak solution of (3) which can be proved to exist, although non-uniquely. By defining



8(@) to be the set of all weak solutions to (3) (8 is generally referred to as the variational
selection of the quasivariational problem (2)) the existence of a weak solution to (2),
namely u € 8(u), will then follow by means of an application of an infinite-dimensional
version of KAKUTANTI’S fixed-point theorem. Finally, the abstract existence result will
be applied to the concrete case of the evolution variational inequality with Volterra-type
nonlinear constraints in (1) in Section 4.

Recently, an abstract inclusion of the form (2) has been investigated by the first author
ans his collaborators from a different point of view (see [11]).

2 Main result

We shall start by enlisting our assumptions.

(A1) Let U and V be real separable Hilbert spaces such that the injection U C V' is dense
and continuous.

One denotes by U* the dual of U and by (-,-) the duality pairing between U* and U.
Moreover, we identify V' = V* (dual) so that (U, V,U*) form a classical Hilbert triplet.
Note that the injection U C V is not assumed to be compact. Finally, let |- | and || - || g
be the norm in V' and in the generic Banach space E, respectively. We use the standard
notation for vector-valued function spaces L?(0,T;U), H'(0,T;U) etc. [12], recall that

H' (0, T;U*) N L*0,T;U) C C([0,T]; V) continuously,
and assume on data that
(A2) ug € U, f € L*(0,T;U*).
Our structural assumptions on the potential ¢ read as follows.

(A3) Let (@,t,u) € L*(0,T;U) x [0,T] x U + ¢u(t,u) € [0,+00] be such that for all
u € L*(0,T;U) the function (¢,u) — ¢q(t,u) is a normal convex integrand.

We recall that, by letting B(U) be the Borel o-algebra in U, L be the og-algebra of the

Lebesgue measurable subsets of (0,77), and £ ® B(U) the respective product o-algebra,

the functional (¢,u) — ¢4(t,u) is a normal convex integrand if it is L ® B(U)-measurable

and
u— ¢y(t,u) is convex and lower-semicontinuous for a.e. ¢t € (0,7).

Moreover, for each (u,t,u) € L*(0,T;U) x [0,T] x U, we recall that the subdifferential
O¢g(t,u) C U* with respect to u is classically defined by

v € DPy(t,u) <= ¢u(t,u) <oo and (v,w —u) < ¢g(t,w) — Pg(t,u) Vw € U.

For all fixed @ € L*(0,T;U), let us introduce the convex and lower-semicontinuous
functional on whole trajectories v : L*(0,T;U) — [0, +00] as

gy = 4 [ et de it ¢ ot ) €10,

otherwise.



For the sake of later reference, let D(u) be the essential domain of vz, namely
D(u) = {u € L*(0,T;U) : a(u) < oo}

From now on, the explicit dependence of the functional ¢ on ¢ will be often omitted in
order to shorten notations.
We shall be interested in the following quasivariational problem.

Problem Q To find u € D(u) such that

%\U(O)—Uo|2+/<v—fav_“ /% /OT¢u<U>

Yo € D(u) NHY0, T;U*).

The latter corresponds to a weak formulation of problem (2). Indeed, given a strong
solution u € HY(0,T;U*) N L*(0,T;U) of (2), we have that for any smooth test v €
D(u) NHY0,T;U*)

(W — f,o—u) + ¢y(u) < pu(v) ae. in (0,7) and u(0) = ug.

Hence, by taking the integral in time on [0,77], integrating by parts by means of the
well-known formula for functions in H*(0,7;U*) N L*(0,T;U), and using u(0) = ug we
deduce

5100 —wl+ [ = fo=w+ [ o= [ ouw > G —unP

Therefore the formulation of Problem Q follows by simply neglecting the last (non-
negative) contribution. This was exactly the starting point of MiGNOT & PUEL [13],
later extended to the nonlocal case by the second author [18]. Note that the solution
u of Problem Q needs not admit time-derivatives. Indeed, the notion of solution here
considered is quite weak and, in particular, no uniqueness is expected (see Section 3).

A necessary assumption for the meaningfulness of Problem ) concerns the existence
of smooth trajectories in D(u), that is

D(u) NHY(0,T;U*) # 0 for some u € L*(0,T;U).

In fact, if this was not the case, then all u € D(u) would be solutions to Problem Q.
Hence, we shall start by ruling out this degenerate possibility by requiring

(A4) 0= ¢y(t,0) forae. te(0,T), Vuec L*0,T;U).

Of course the latter assumption can be relaxed in many directions and is just chosen for
simplicity. On the contrary note that the viability problem u € D(u), which is certainly
included into Problem Q, will not be directly assumed to admit a solution and will follow
from our overall assumptions.

Let us now ask for some weak equi-coercivity of the functionals, namely



(A5) lullizior0y) — 00 = Walu)/||ulli2(07,0) — oo uniformly with respect to .

It should however be clear that other choices could be considered as well.
We now come to the key assumptions of this analysis. These regard the functional
dependence of ¢; on .

(A6) Letting @, — @ weakly in L?(0,T;U), we require that:

(A6.1) Vv € D(u) NH'(0,T;U*) there exist v, € D(u,) N H'(0,T;U*) such that

v, — v strongly in H'(0,T;U*), weakly in L*(0,T;U),
vn(0) = v(0) in V. and ¢g,(va) — ta(v), (4)

(A6.2) if u, — u weakly in L*(0,T;U), then ¢y (u) < h}}igjlf Y, (Un).

The latter are nothing but suitable I'-convergence conditions. It is beyond the purposes of
this short note to recall detailed definitions and results on I'-convergence and the interested
reader is referred to the original paper [8] as well as to the monographs [1, 7] for a through
discussion. Let us just stress that, in the language of I'-convergence, (A6.1) concerns the
existence of a suitable recovery sequence for all smooth tests v € D(u) N H*(0,T;U*)
whereas (A6.2) is simply the I'— lim inf inequality for (@, u) — tz(u) with respect to the
weak topology of the product (L*(0,T; U))?. Note that the convergences for v,, in (4) imply
that v, — v in C([0,7T]; V) as well. On the other hand, the latter uniform convergence
will follow at once from v, — v weakly in H'(0,7;U*) N L?(0,T;U) via Aubin-Lions
Lemma [15, Cor. 4.1] whenever U C V compactly. However, no compactness is directly
assumed here and as our existence theory applies to the case U = U* as well (see Section
4).

We shall mention that the latter condition (A6) is by far the most stringent of our
analysis in the sense that it limits the application of the result to specific classes of suitably
smooth functional dependencies @ — ¢ (see the concrete examples in Section 4).

A completely different perspective is pursued in [13, 18] where Problem Q is addressed
in a frame of an order structure on L*(0,7;U). In particular, MIGNOT & PUEL [13]
discuss the local-in-time version of Problem Q (namely ¢g(t, u) = ¢z (t,u)) by assuming
additionally that, for any uy,us, almost every ¢ € (0,7), and all vy € J¢g, (t,u1), ve €
Oa, (t, uz) one has

U < Uy = (Ul — Vg, (Ul — U2)+) > 0. (5)

Here, we assume to be given a non-empty closed, and convex cone P C H with PN
(—P) = {0} and define @y < 1y iff 4y — @, € P. This is an order relation [14, Prop. 3.38,
p. 95], P is interpreted as the cone of positive elements, u™ corresponds to the projection
of u on P, and one refers to (U, P) as a Hilbert pseudo-lattice [2]. One should notice that,
in case the functional ¢ is independent of @ (namely, in the variational case), condition (5)
is nothing but the classical T-monotonicity of the operator d¢ originally introduced by
BREZIS & STAMPACCHIA [3] and fully exploited in the framework of evolution problems
by CALVERT [4, 5, 6]. In the current quasivariational setting, relation (5) turns out
to be the natural extension of T-monotonicity and consists in an abstract monotonicity



condition in the direction of the positive cone. The analysis of the second author in the
case of nonlocal-in-time quasivariational evolution problems in [18] builds up exactly on

(5).

Our main existence result reads as follows.
Theorem 1 (Existence). Assume (A1)-(A6) hold. Then Problem Q admits a solution.

This result is proved in Section 3 below and some applications are eventually discussed
in Section 4.

3 Proof of Theorem 1

As announced in the Introduction, the existence statement of Theorem 1 will follow by
proving that the variational selection mapping 8 for Problem @ has a fixed point [2].
To this aim let us start by defining the variational section of Problem ), namely

given @ € L*(0,T;U), to find u € D(u) such that

SO w4 [ 0= fo- /¢u > [

Yo € D(a@) NHY0,T;U*). (6)

This problem can be easily proved to admit a solution by means of standard Moreau-
Yosida approximation techniques and the reader is referred to [18, Sec. 4.1] for details. We
shall however remark that uniqueness for Problem (6) may fail due to the non-smoothness
in time of the functional ¢ and the weakness of the solution notion. See [13, Exemple 1.2]
for a scalar example.

We can hence define the variational selection mapping § : L?(0,7;U) — 2L*(0.T5U)
carrying the datum « to the set 8(u) of all solutions to Problem (6). In order to prove
that § has a fixed point, namely there exists u € L*(0,T;U) such that u € §(u), one aims
at exploiting the following generalized version of Kakutani’s theorem due to GLICKSBERG
(see also [2] for a proof).

Theorem 2 ([9]). Let E be a locally convex Hausdorff topological vector space, K be a
non-empty compact convex set in E, and F : K — 2K have non-empty, convex, and closed
values. If F is upper-semicontinuous, namely if

{e€ E : Fle)nA#0D} is closed as long as A C E is closed, (7)

then & has at least one fized point in K.

We apply Theorem 2 with the choice £ = LQ(O, T;U) endowed with the corresponding
weak topology (which makes it into a locally convex Hausdorff topological vector space)
and ¥ = 8. We have already checked that 8§ takes non-empty values. Moreover, given
uy, uy € 8(u), 0 € [0,1], and ug = Ouy + (1 — O)uy, one has that uy € D(u), the latter



being a convex set, and

00—l + [0 fv =) + / ol
/ Oda(uq) / (1 —0)pa(us) /

Vv € D(a) NHY (0, T; U*).

Namely uy € 8(u) and 8 is convex set-valued.
Finally, let 8(@) > u, — u weakly in L*(0,7;U). Then

%IU(O)—Uo!Q /<U—fﬂf—un /% /OT%(“”)

Vo € D(@) N HY(0, T; U*).

From (A4) it follows that limsup,,_, fOT ®a, (un) < oo, which shows v € D(u). Moreover,
by passing to the lim inf in the above inequality, one readily has that v € S(u) as well.
That is, § has weakly closed values.

What we are left to prove is the upper-semicontinuity as (7). This is the point where
our key assumption (A6) comes into play. Indeed, let @, — @ weakly in L*(0,7;U), any
weakly closed set A be given and u,, € 8(,)NA be such that u,, — u weakly in L*(0, T; U).
We need to show that u € §() N A. To this aim fix any v € D(u) NH'(0,T;U*) and use
(A6.1) in order to obtain the corresponding sequence v,, € D(a,) N H' (0, T; U*) fulfilling
(4). Next, we exploit the I'— lim inf inequality of (A6.2) in order to have that

1 T T
3100w+ [ = fo—u+ [ o)
@ hTILIL})I.}f (%|Un(0) — U0|2 / <'U — f Upn — Un / Cbun Un )

Un €ES(Un) A62
> liminf / ba, (un) / bulu

n—oo

since v,(0) — v(0) in V. That is u € 8§(u) and the upper-semicontinuity of 8 follows from
the weak closeness of A.

4 Applications
We shall now give two concrete applications of Theorem 1 to the case of evolution in-

equalities with Volterra-type nonlinear constraints as (1). Let us start by fixing our
assumptions:



Q0  R? is non-empty, open, bounded, and with Lipschitz boundary 9€; (8)
T > 0 is a final reference time, and @ = Q x (0,7); 9)
a CRYxR?Y @>0 is the primitive of a (namely 9a = a) with a(0) = 0
and there exist constants ¢ o, €24, €3, > 0 such that

cLalél® = 20 < A(6) < e3a(1+1€%) V€ € D(@); (10)
BCRxR, B is the primitive of 3 with E(O) =0
and there exist constants ¢y 3, 2,3, ¢33 > 0 such that

crglrl? = 2 < B(r) < csp(1+r]7) Vr € D(B)
where ¢ = 2" =2d/(d —2) if d > 3 and 1 < ¢ < oo otherwise;
g€ 1(Q);
v e W**(R), 7(0)=0, v>0 onR;
k, k€ L2(Q?), V.k e (L*(Q*)"

Of course we shall complement problem (1) with initial condition
ug € L(Q) (15)

and homogeneous-Neumann boundary conditions (other conditions may be considered as
well).

We can now variationally reformulate (1) along with the boundary and initial condi-
tions in the form of the abstract problem (2) by letting

U=—H'(Q), V=12, (f(t),v>:/gg(x,t)v(x)dx o € H'(Q),

balt,v) = Qa(Vv(x)) dz + /Qﬁ(v(x)) dz if v(z) < K(u)(z,t) for a.e. x € €,

00 elsewhere in H'(€2),

(16)

where

K(@)(z,t) =~ </Q k(t, s, 2,y) aly, s) dyds) for a.e. (z,t) € Q.

For the sake of later reference we define, for all @ € L*(Q), the non-empty, convex,
and closed set

K(a) = {veLl*Q) : v(z,t) < K(u)(z,t) forae. (z,t)€Q}.

Hence, we regard (1) as a nonlinear parabolic evolution problem where trajectories u are
additionally constrained as u € K(u). This motivates our reference to (1) as a quasivari-
ational problem. It is however clear that this is in fact just a matter of terminology as we
could equivalently interpret the evolution in (1) as constrained to the fixed set

K ={uecl?*Q) : ueX(u)}



(thus turning the problem into a wvariational one). We however refrain from adopting the
latter perspective as it somehow prevents us from exploiting the structure of the problem.
In particular, K’ fails to be convex (still being closed though). We however remark that,
in case 7 is linear X’ turns out to be a convex strict cone.

The application of our abstract existence Theorem 1 to the case of (1) is as follows.

Theorem 3 (Existence for parabolic inequalities with Volterra constraints).
Assume (8)-(15). Then, there exists u € K(u) N L2(0,T; H (Q)) such that

%/Q(U(O) — up)*dx + /Q(vt —g)(v—u)dzdt + /Q (&(VU) + B(v)) dz dt

> /Q ((Tu) + Bw)) da
Yo € K(u) NHY0,T;L*(2)) N L*(0, T; H(Q)).

Proof. We are left to check that, along with positions (16), the assumptions (A4)-(A6) of
Theorem 1 are fulfilled, conditions (A1)-(A3) being immediate. Let us mention that by
(10) and (11)

D(a) = K(u) N L0, T; H'(2)).
As for (A4), one simply checks that 0 € K(@) by recalling (13) for every a € L2(0, T; H'(12)).
The coercivity of ¢ is derived from (10)-(11); in fact, with ¢; := min{c; 4,148}, €2 ==
max{caq, c25} and c3 := max{cs o, 33} we have

o / (IVuf? + [u2}dadt — e, QIT < a(u)
Q
< 03/{|Vu|2 + |u|?} do dt + 3] T,
Q

where || is the Lebesgue measure of €. Therefore, (A5) follows.
Let us now come to the check of the key assumptions (A6.1) and (A6.2). Due to the
regularity of the kernel k& in (14) and (13), we can prove that

K :L*(0,T;HY(Q)) — H' (0, T; L*(Q)) x L*(0, T; H'(Q)) = W
is weakly-strongly continuous, namely
u, — u weakly in L*(0,7;HY(Q)) = K(u,) — K(u) strongly in W.

In fact, owing to (14), K is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator [10, p. 64] such that u +— 0;(K (u))

and u — V(K (u)) are also Hilbert-Schmidt. In particular, they are compact in L*(Q)

and from L?(Q) into (L*(Q))?, respectively. This implies that K is compact in W and

the weak-strong continuity of K follows from the Lipschitz continuity of 7' (see (13)).
Now, let i, — @ weakly in L2(0,T;H'(Q2)) and let

v € D(a) NHY(0,T;L*(Q)) = K(u) N HY(0, T; L*(Q2)) N L0, T; Hy(2)).

We put
v, = K(u,) — projp(K(u,) —v),



where P C L?(Q) is the cone of almost everywhere positive functions and projp is the
projection onto P, taken with respect to the natural scalar product in W. In particular,
we have that K (u,) — v, = projp(K(a,) —v) and hence almost everywhere non-negative.
Namely v, € K(uy,).

As @, — @ weakly in L*(0,7; H'(2)), the convergence K (,) — v — K (@) — v holds
strongly in W. Since projp is Lipschitz continuous (with constant 1), this entails that

veX(a)

lim v, = lim (K(an) — projp(K (i) — v)) = K (@) — projp(K (@) — v) v,

the limit being strong in W. Moreover, by (10)-(11) and the Dominated Convergence
Theorem [19, p. 1015]

/Q (@(an) + B(U,J) dzdt — /Q <a(V?J) + B(m) de dt.

Namely, we have provided a sequence v,, such that v, — v strongly in W and g, (v,) —
¥u(v) and (A6.1) follows.

Finally, assume that u,, — u weakly in L*(0, T; H'(Q)) with u,, € K(u,) and {¢g, (u,)}
is bounded. We have that

Un €K (1y,)
/(K(u)—u)zdxdt: lim [ (K(u,)—u,)zdxdt >0
Q

n—oo Q

for all smooth z : @ — [0,00). Hence u € K(u) as well. Moreover, owing to (10)-(11), we
have that

n—oo

/Q (@(VU) + B(U)> dx dt < lim inf/Q <a(Vun) + B(Wz)) de dt

and (A6.2) follows. O

Let us remark that the compactness of the injection H'(Q) ¢ L*(Q) played no role in
the above proof. In fact, our abstract result is suitable of describing some situation where
U = U* and hence no compactness is assumed. In particular, we shall now focus on the
situation where o = 0 in (1), namely the ODE case. In order to consider this situation,
we have to reinforce the requirements on 3 by asking for a quadratic growth, namely

01”@7“2 — o < B(r) <es(1+ r2) Vr € D(B), (17)

for some ¢ 3, c2 8, c3 3 > 0. On the other hand, the assumptions on the kernel k£ can be
weakened as
k, ke € L*(Q?). (18)

We have the following.

Theorem 4 (Existence for ODEs with Volterra constraints). Assume (8)-(9),
(12)-(13), (15), and (17)-(18). Then, there exists u € K(u) such that

~

%/Q(U(O)—u0)2d17—|—/Q(vt—g)(v—u)dmdt+/@3(v)dmdtZ/Qﬁ(u)dmdt
Yo € K(u) N HY (0, T; L*()).



Sketch of the proof. One has simply to adapt the argument of Theorem 3 to the setting
U=V =L@, (f0).0) = [ glat)ola)dr we LHQ),

7 Q
s | [Bera it vexm
%9 elsewhere in LZ(Q).

Once again, along with these positions the check of (A1)-(A4) is straightforward. As for
coercivity, one simply computes from (17)

Cl’/g||U”iz(Q) — QT < /Qg(u) dz dt < g(u)

so that (A5) holds. The proof of (A6) follows along the same lines of Theorem 3, the only
difference being that the operator K will now be defined on L*(Q) and turns out to be
weakly-strongly continuous from L*(Q) to H'(0,T;L*(Q2)) (no space-regularity for k& with
respect to z is here required, see (18)). Moreover, the projection projp exploited in the
construction of the recovery sequence v, is to be taken with respect to the topology of

H'(0,T;1L2(Q)). u

References

[1] H. Attouch. Variational convergence for functions and operators. Pitman (Advanced
Publishing Program), Boston, MA, 1984.

[2] C. Baiocchi and A. Capelo. Variational and quasivariational inequalities. John Wiley
& Sons Inc., New York, 1984. Applications to free boundary problems, Translated
from the Italian by Lakshmi Jayakar.

[3] H. Brezis and G. Stampacchia. Sur la régularité de la solution d’inéquations ellip-
tiques. Bull. Soc. Math. France, 96:153-180, 1968.

[4] B. Calvert. Nonlinear evolution equations in Banach lattices. Bull. Amer. Math.
Soc., 76:845-850, 1970.

[5] B. Calvert. Nonlinear equations of evolution. Pacific J. Math., 39:293-350, 1971.
[6] B. Calvert. On T-accretive operators. Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4), 94:291-314, 1972.

[7] G. Dal Maso. An introduction to I'-convergence. Progress in Nonlinear Differential
Equations and their Applications, 8. Birkhauser Boston Inc., Boston, MA, 1993.

[8] E. De Giorgi and T. Franzoni. Su un tipo di convergenza variazionale. Atti Accad.
Naz. Lincei Rend. Cl. Sci. Fis. Mat. Natur. (8), 58(6):842-850, 1975.

[9] I. L. Glicksberg. A further generalization of the Kakutani fixed point theorem, with
application to Nash equilibrium points. Proc. Am. Math. Soc., 3:170-174, 1952.



[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

H. Hochstadt. Integral equations. Wiley Classics Library. John Wiley & Sons Inc.,
New York, 1989. Reprint of the 1973 original, A Wiley-Interscience Publication.

R. Kano, N. Kenmochi and Y. Murase. Nonlinear evolution equations generated by
subdifferentials with nonlocal constraits, to appear.

J.-L. Lions and E. Magenes. Non-homogeneus boundary value problems and applica-
tions, volume 1. Springer-Verlag, New York - Heidelberg, 1972.

F. Mignot and J.-P. Puel. Inéquations d’évolution paraboliques avec convexes
dépendant du temps. Applications aux inéquations quasi variationnelles d’évolution.
Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 64(1):59-91, 1977.

R. T. Rockafellar and R. J.-B Wets. Variational analysis, volume 317 of Grundlehren
der Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sci-
ences/. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1998.

J. Simon. Compact sets in the space L?(0,T; B). Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4), 146:65—
96, 1987.

U. Stefanelli. On a class of doubly nonlinear nonlocal evolution equations. Differential
Integral Equations, 15(8):897-922, 2002.

U. Stefanelli. On some nonlocal evolution equations in Banach spaces. J. Fvol. Equ.,
4(1):1-26, 2004.

U. Stefanelli. Nonlocal quasivariational evolution problems. J. Differential Equations,
229:204-228, 2006.

E. Zeidler. Nonlinear Functional Analysis and its Applications II/A: Linear Mono-
tone Operators. Springer, Berlin, 1990.



