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Abstract

We consider a family of linearly viscoelastic shells with thickness 2¢, clamped along a portion
of their lateral face, all having the same middle surface S = 6(w) C R?, where w C R? is a
bounded and connected open set with a Lipschitz-continuous boundary 7. We show that,
if the applied body force density is O(g?) with respect to ¢ and surface tractions density is
O(&?), the solution of the scaled variational problem in curvilinear coordinates, u(e), defined
over the fixed domain Q = w x (—1, 1), converges to a limit w in (0, T; [H'(2)]?) as e — 0.
Moreover, we prove that this limit is independent of the transverse variable. Furthermore,
the average u = % fjl udzs, which belongs to the space H(0,T; Vp(w)), where

Vi(w) = {n = (n;) € H'(w) x H'(w) x H?*(w);
n; = 0yns =0 on Yo, Yas(n) = 0 in w},

satisfies what we have identified as (scaled) two-dimensional equations of a viscoelastic flexu-
ral shell, which includes a long-term memory that takes into account previous deformations.
We finally provide convergence results which justify those equations.
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1. Introduction

In the last decades, many authors have applied the asymptotic methods in three-dimensional

elasticity problems in order to derive new reduced one-dimensional or two-dimensional mod-
els and justify the existing ones. A complete theory regarding elastic shells can be found
in [1], where models for elliptic membranes, generalized membranes and flexural shells are
presented. It contains a full description of the asymptotic procedure that leads to the cor-
responding sets of two-dimensional equations. Particularly, the existence and uniqueness of
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solution of elastic elliptic membrane shell equations, can be found in [2] and in [3]. There,
the two-dimensional elastic models are completely justified with convergence theorems. Be-
sides, we can find the corresponding results for the elastic flexural shell problems in [4].
More recently in [, 6] the obstacle problem for an elastic elliptic membrane has been iden-
tified and justified as the limit problem for a family of unilateral contact problems of elastic
elliptic shells by using asymptotic analysis.

However, a large number of actual physical and engineering problems have made it
necessary the study of models which take into account effects such as hardening and memory
of the material. An example of these are the viscoelastic models (see for example [7, [§]).
In some of these models, we can find terms which take into account the history of previous
deformations or stresses of the body, known as long-term memory. For a family of shells made
of a long-term memory viscoelastic material we can find in [9, [10, [11] the use of asymptotic
analysis to justify with convergence results the limit two-dimensional membrane, flexural
and Koiter equations.

In this direction, to our knowledge, in [12] we gave the first steps towards the justifica-
tion of existing models of viscoelastic shells and finding new ones with the starting point
being three-dimensional Kelvin-Voigt viscoelastic shell problems. By using the asymptotic
expansion method, we found a rich variety of cases for the limit two-dimensional problems,
depending on the geometry of the middle surface, the boundary conditions and the order of
the applied forces. The most remarkable feature found was that from the asymptotic analy-
sis of the three-dimensional problems a long-term memory arose in the two-dimensional limit
problems, represented by an integral with respect to the time variable. The aim of this pa-
per is to mathematically justify these equations that we identified in [12] as the viscoelastic
flexural shell problem, by presenting rigorous convergence results.

In this work we justify the two-dimensional equations of a viscoelastic flexural shell where
the the boundary condition of place is considered in a portion lateral face of the shell:

Problem 1.1. Find &° : [0,T] x w — R3 such that,
£(t,-) € Vp(w), Vtelo,T],
63 afort,e € 53 afoT,e -c
5 [ b € Wty + 5 [ 15 (0) s )
3t
=5 [ [ st aduds

= /pi’e(t)m\/ady Vn = (n;) € Ve(w), a.e. in (0,7T),

£°(0,-) = &),

where,

pE(t) = / FU(t)das + R (t) + A5 (1) and W (t) = R (t, -, %e),



and where the contravariant components of the fourth order two-dimensional tensors a®%7™¢

pebore  coBoTE qre defined as rescaled versions of two-dimensional fourth order tensors that

we shall recall later in (51)-(53).

In what follows, we shall prove that the scaled three-dimensional unknown, w(e), con-
verges as the small parameter ¢ tends to zero to a limit, w, independent of the transversal
variable. Moreover, we find that this limit can be identified with transversal average, u,
for all point of the middle surface of the shell. Furthermore, we prove that w is the unique
solution of the Problem [Tl hence, the limit of the scaled unknown can be also identified
with the solution of the two-dimensional problem, &, defined over the middle surface of the
shell.

We will follow the notation and style of [1], where the linear elastic shells are studied.
For this reason, we shall reference auxiliary results which apply in the same manner to the
viscoelastic case. One of the major differences with respect to previous works in elasticity,
consists on the time dependence, that will lead to ordinary differential equations that need
to be solved in order to find the zeroth-order approach of the solution.

The structure of the paper is the following: in Section 2] we shall recall the three-
dimensional viscoelastic problem in Cartesian coordinates and then, considering the problem
for a family of viscoelastic shells of thickness 2¢, we formulate the problem in curvilinear
coordinates. In Section [3] we will use a projection map into a reference domain independent
of the small parameter ¢, we will introduce the scaled unknowns and forces and we present
the assumptions on coefficients. In Section (] we recall some technical results which will be
needed in what follows. In Section [ first we recall the results in [12], where, in particu-
lar, the two-dimensional equations for a viscoelastic flexural shell were studied. Then, we
present the convergence results when the small parameter € tends to zero, which is the main
result of this paper. After that, we present the convergence results in terms of de-scaled un-
knowns. In Section [l we shall present some conclusions, including a comparison between the
viscoelastic models and the elastic case studied in [1] and comment about the convergence
results regarding other cases.

2. The three-dimensional linearly viscoelastic shell problem

We denote S¢, where d = 2,3 in practice, the space of second-order symmetric tensors
on R? while “ - "will represent the inner product and | - | the usual norm in S? and R?. In
what follows, unless the contrary is explicitly written, we will use summation convention on
repeated indices. Moreover, Latin indices i, j, k, [, ..., take their values in the set {1,2,3},
whereas Greek indices a, 8, 0,7, ..., do it in the set {1,2}. Also, we use standard notation
for the Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces. Also, for a time dependent function u, we denote
the first derivative of u with respect to the time variable. Recall that 7 — 7 denotes strong
convergence, while 7 — 7 denotes weak convergence.

Let Q* be a domain of R?, with a Lipschitz-continuous boundary T'* = 9Q*. Let =* = (z})

be a generic point of its closure Q* and let 97 denote the partial derivative with respect to
x}. Let dx* denote the volume element in 2*, dI'* denote the area element along I'* and n*
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denote the unit outer normal vector along I'*. Finally, let I'j and I'] be subsets of I'* such
that meas(I';) > 0 and T; NI = 0.

The set 2 is the region occupied by a deformable body in the absence of applied forces.
We assume that this body is made of a Kelvin-Voigt viscoelastic material, which is homoge-
neous and isotropic, so that the material is characterized by its Lamé coefficients A > 0, u > 0
and its viscosity coefficients, § > 0, p > 0 (see for instance |7, 8, [13]).

Let T > 0 be the time period of observation. Under the effect of applied forces, the
body is deformed and we denote by u} : [0,7] x Q* — R?® the Cartesian components of
the displacements field, defined as u* := uje’ : [0,T] x Q* — R3, where {e'} denotes the
Euclidean canonical basis in R®. Moreover, we consider that the displacement field vanishes
on the set I'j. Hence, the displacements field u* = (u}) : [0,7] x Q* — R3 is solution of
the following three-dimensional problem in Cartesian coordinates.

Problem 2.1. Find u* = (u}) : [0,T] x * — R3 such that,

~~ o~ —~
NN S
N N N N

where the functions
oI () = AT ey (u”) + B eg (a),
are the components of the linearized stress tensor field and where the functions
Aijkl’* — )\5z‘j5kl + 1 (5z‘k5jl + 5i15jk) 7
Bkl . psidghl 4 g (5ik5jl + 5il5jk) 7

are the components of the three-dimensional elasticity and viscosity fourth order tensors,
respectively, and

* * 1 * * * *
eij(u ) = 5(83'“@' +aiuj)>

designates the components of the linearized strain tensor associated with the displacement
field u*of the set Q.

We now proceed to describe the equations in Problem 2.1l Expression (2.1)) is the equilib-
rium equation, where f** are the components of the volumic force densities. The equality
([22) is the Dirichlet condition of place, (2.3) is the Neumann condition, where h** are the
components of surface force densities and (2.4)) is the initial condition, where ug denotes the
initial displacements.



Note that, for the sake of briefness, we omit the explicit dependence on the space and
time variables when there is no ambiguity. Let us define the space of admissible unknowns,

V(Q) = {v* = (v]) € [H'()]*;v* =0 on T;}.

Therefore, assuming enough regularity, the unknown u* = (u}) satisfies the following varia-
tional problem in Cartesian coordinates:

Problem 2.2. Find u* = (u}) : [0,T] x Q* — R3 such that,
u*(t,-) e V(Q)VteloT],

/ Aijkl,*ezl(u*)e;kj(v*)dx* +/ Bijkl’*ezl(u*)e;‘j(v*)dx*
= [ firorda* +/ R vrdl* Vo € V(Q), a.e. in (0,7),
Q* T

u”(0,-) = ug(-).

Let us consider that Q* is a viscoelastic shell of thickness 2. Now, we shall express the
equations of the Problem in terms of curvilinear coordinates. Let w be a domain of R?,
with a Lipschitz-continuous boundary v = dw. Let y = (y,) be a generic point of its closure
w and let d, denote the partial derivative with respect to y,.

Let O € C*(w;R?) be an injective mapping such that the two vectors a,(y) := 9,0(y)
are linearly independent. These vectors form the covariant basis of the tangent plane to
the surface S := @(w) at the point 8(y) = y*. We can consider the two vectors a*(y) of
the same tangent plane defined by the relations a®(y) - as(y) = g, that constitute the
contravariant basis. We define the unit vector,

*
1

_ ai(y) Nas(y)
lai(y) A ax(y)]

as(y) = a’(y) : : (2.5)

normal vector to S at the point 8(y) = y*, where A denotes vector product in R3.
We can define the first fundamental form, given as metric tensor, in covariant or con-
travariant components, respectively, by

(o 1= Qg - Ag, a? = a

the second fundamental form, given as curvature tensor, in covariant or mixed components,
respectively, by

bag =a’- @;aa, bg = aﬁaboaa
and the Christoffel symbols of the surface S by
[0 :=a” - 0sa,.
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The area element along S is y/ady = dy* where
a = det(aqg). (2.6)

Let 7o be a subset of v, such that meas(vy) > 0. For each € > 0, we define the three-
dimensional domain Q° := w X (—¢,¢) and its boundary I* = 9Q°. We also define the
following parts of the boundary,

'V i=wx{e}, IS i=wx{-¢e}, TI§:=nr x[—¢c]

Let ¢ = (z5) be a generic point of Q° and let 0; denote the partial derivative with
respect to 5. Note that 25, = y, and 95, = 0,. Let © : Q° — R3 be the mapping defined by

O(x7) := O(y) + 25as(y) Vo = (y,25) = (y1,42,75) € O (2.7)

The next theorem shows that if the injective mapping 6 : w — R3 is smooth enough, the
mapping © : Q¢ — R? is also injective for € > 0 small enough (see Theorem 3.1-1, [1]).

Theorem 2.3. Let w be a domain in R?. Let 6 € C*(w;R?) be an injective mapping such
that the two vectors a, = 0,0 are linearly independent at all points of W and let ag, defined
in (Z3). Then, there exists ey > 0 such that Vey, 0 < e, < g9 and the mapping © : ; — R3
defined by

O(y, v3) := O(y) + w3a3(y) Y(y, x3) € U, where U :=w x (—ey1,1),
is a Ct— diffeomorphism from Q; onto ©(Qy) and det(g,, g5, g3) > 0 in Qy, where g, := ;0.

As a consequence, for each ¢, 0 < e < g, the set ©(QF) = Q* is the reference configura-
tion of a viscoelastic shell, with middle surface S = 6(w) and thickness 2¢ > 0. Furthermore
for e > 0, g5(x°) := 9O (x°) are linearly independent and the mapping © : QF — R3 is
injective for all €, 0 < ¢ < g¢, as a consequence of injectivity of the mapping 6. Hence, the
three vectors g5 (x°) form the covariant basis of the tangent space at the point * = @(x*)
and g"*(x°) defined by the relations g - g5 = 9’ form the contravariant basis at the point
x* = O(x). We define the metric tensor, in covariant or contravariant components, respec-
tively, by

1J,E . 1,€

g =9;-95, g7 =g"-g",

and Christoffel symbols by
Iy =g - 0 g5 (2.8)

The volume element in the set @(Q°) = Q* is /g7dz® = dz* and the surface element in
O(*°) =TI is y/¢°dl* = dI'* where

g° = det(gj;)- (2.9)
6



Therefore, for a field v* defined in ©(QF) = Q*, we define its covariant curvilinear coordinates
v; by

v*(x*) = v (z*)e' = v (x°)g'(xF), with * = O(x°).

Besides, we denote by £ : [0, T]x Q¢ — R3 the covariant components of the displacements
field, that is U° = uig™ : [0,T] x Q° — R3 . For simplicity, we define the vector field
u® = (uf) : [0,T] x Q° — R? which will be denoted vector of unknowns.

Recall that we assumed that the shell is subjected to a boundary condition of place; in
particular that the displacements field vanishes in @(I'§) = I'{, this is, on a portion of the
lateral face of the shell.

Accordingly, let us define the space of admissible unknowns,

V(QF) = {v° = (v§) € [H(Q)]*;v° = 0 on T5}.

(2

This is a real Hilbert space with the induced inner product of [H'(QF)]3. The corre-
sponding norm is denoted by || - ||1 qe.

Therefore, we can find the expression of the Problem in curvilinear coordinates (see
[1] for details). Hence, the  displacements ” field u® = (u$) verifies the following variational
problem of a three-dimensional viscoelastic shell in curvilinear coordinates:

Problem 2.4. Find u® = (u$) : [0,T] x Q° — R3 such that,
u(t,-) e V() ¥Vt el0,T],
/EA”MEGM( E)efnj('ve)\/?der/ B”klaekuz(' )e zH]( )Vgeda*
:/ fi’evf\/fd:cejt/ REvi/gedTe Yo € V(F), a.e. in (0,T),
Qs s ure
ue(()? ) = ué(-),

where the functions

Azgkle — )\gzga kle+u(gik,egjla +gzl 5g]k5) (210)
B = 0ge g+ S (gt + g, (2.11)

are the contravariant components of the three-dimensional elasticity and viscosity tensors,
respectively. We assume that the Lamé coefficients A > 0, p > 0 and the viscosity coefficients
6 > 0,p > 0 are all independent of €. Moreover, the terms

1 1
e (u) = 5l + ufy) = 5(05uf + 0fuf) — Iijfup,

designate the covariant components of the linearized strain tensor associated with the
displacement field U°of the set ©(QF). Moreover, f¢ denotes the contravariant compo-
nents of the volumic force densities, h*¢ denotes contravariant components of surface force
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densities and wu{ denotes the initial “displacements” (actually, the initial displacement is
U (0) = U = (u5)ig™).
Note that the following additional relations are satisfied,

¥ =% =01in O,
Aaﬁa?;,e — Aa333,€ — BaﬁoB,e — Ba333,z—: =0in Qz—:7 (212>

as a consequence of the definition of © in (2.7).
The existence and uniqueness of solution of the Problem 2.4l for ¢ > 0 small enough,
established in the following theorem, was proved in [12]:

Theorem 2.5. Let QF be a domain in R? defined previously in this section and let © be a
C2-diffeomorphism of Q° in its image ©(QF), such that the three vectors g5 (x) = OFO(x°) are
linearly independent for all ¢ € Q. Let T be a dT's-measurable subset of I'® = 0QF such that
meas(I'§) > 0. Let f>* € L*(0,T; L*(Q¥)), k"= € L*(0,T; L*(T'])), where I'; := T UT<. Let
u§ € V(Q°). Then, there exists a unique solution u® = (uf) : [0, T] x Q° — R? satisfying the
Problem[Z4. Moreover, u¢ € H (0, T;V(Q)). In addition to that, if f>< € L*(0,T; L*(Q)),
hie e L2(0,T; LA(I%)), then us € H*(0,T;V(X¥)).

3. The scaled three-dimensional shell problem

For convenience, we consider a reference domain independent of the small parameter
e. Hence, let us define the three-dimensional domain €2 := w x (—1,1) and its boundary
I' = 09). We also define the following parts of the boundary,

I, ;:wx{l}, I_ ::wx{—l}, Iy 3:’70X[_171]-

Let & = (21,22, 73) be a generic point in  and we consider the notation 9; for the partial
derivative with respect to x;. We define the following projection map,

i@ = (11,79, 23) € Q) — 7°(x) = x° = (25) = (25,25, 25) = (21, T2, 673) € QF,

hence, 05, = 9, and 95 = 10;. We consider the scaled unknown u(e) = (u;(€)) : [0, T]xQ —
R? and the scaled vector fields v = (v;) : © — R? defined as

us(t, %) =: ui(e)(t, ) and v5(x°) =: vs(x) V£ = 7°(x) € Q°, V¢ €[0,T].

Also, let the functions, I}, g°, A7*<, Biff“l’e defined in 23), 29), [210) and 211, be
associated with the functions I;(¢), g(¢), A¥*(¢), B* () defined by

I (e) () == 07 (x°), (3.1)
9(e)(®) := g° (), (3.2)
AT (e) () = AT (), (3:3)
B7M(e)(x) := BYM=(27), (3:4)

oo



for all ° = 7°(xz) € Q. For all v = (v;) € [H*(Q)]3, let there be associated the scaled
linearized strains components e;;(¢)(v) € L*(Q), defined by

1

ea|g(e;v) == 5(85% + Oqvp) — Fgﬁ(&?)vp, (3.5)
1/1

eq|3(e;v) = 3 (E@?,va + 8avg) — T4 (e)vp, (3.6)
1

63”3(5; ’U) = gagl)g. (37)

Note that with these definitions it is verified that
&5 (V) (7°(x)) = eq;(g; v) () Vo € Q.

Remark 3.1. The functions I%;(e), g(e), A7 (e), B7*(g) converge in C°(2) when e tends
to zero. However, eq3 and es3 are not well defined, hence, this case leads to a singular
problem.

Remark 3.2. When we consider € = 0 the functions will be defined with respect to y € @.
We shall distinguish the three-dimensional Christoffel symbols from the two-dimensional ones
by using I'5(e) and g4, respectively.

The next result is an adaptation of (b) in Theorem 3.3-2, [1] to the viscoelastic case. We
will study the asymptotic behaviour of the scaled contravariant components A% (g), BU* (¢)
of the three-dimensional elasticity and viscosity tensors defined in (3.3)-(3.4), as ¢ — 0. We
show their uniform positive definiteness not only with respect to € €2, but also with respect
to e, 0 < € < gg. Finally, their limits are functions of y € w only, that is, independent of
the transversal variable x3.

Theorem 3.3. Let w be a domain in R? and let @ € C*(w;R3) be an injective mapping
such that the two vectors a, = 0,0 are linearly independent at all points of @, let a®®
denote the contravariant components of the metric tensor of S = 6(w). In addition to that,
let the other assumptions on the mapping @ and the definition of ey be as in Theorem [2.3.
The contravariant components A (), BI* (&) of the scaled three-dimensional elasticity and
viscosity tensors, respectively, defined in (3.3)-(34) satisfy

)

Aijkl(e) = Aijkl(O) + O(e) and Ao‘ﬁa?’(&?) = AY33(¢)

0
B (g) = BY¥(0) + O(e) and B**7() = B***(e) = 0

)



foralle, 0 < e <¢gq, and

AYP7T(0) = Aa*Pa”" + p(a®7a” + a®7a"), AYPB(0) = Ma”,
Aa303(0) — 'uaoza’ A3333(0) — )\ + 2/%
Aaﬁa?,(o) — Aa333(0) — 0’

Baﬁar(o) — eaaﬁaar + g( a®° BT + (laTa,ﬁU), Baﬁ33(0) — ealozﬁ’
B373(() = gaaa’ B33(0) = 6 4 p,
BaﬁoB(O) — Ba333(0) =0

Moreover, there exist two constants C. > 0 and C, > 0, independent of the variables and ¢,
such that

DIty < CeAM (@) (@)t (3:8)
i
> ltyl? < GBI () (@) tuty, (3.9)
i

foralle, 0 < e < e, for allx € Q and all t = (t;;) € S>.

Remark 3.4. Notice that, by the asymptotic behaviour of tensors (A% (c)) and (B'*(¢))

from Theorem[33, if we take the limit when ¢ — 0 in (38) and (39), we find, respectively,
that

D Jtil? < Co A0 (@)tati;, Y [t|* < CuBIF(0) () ity (3.10)

i3 i,J
for allx € Q and all t = (t;;) € S®.

Remark 3.5. Note that the proof for the scaled viscosity tensor (Bijkl(e)) would follow the
steps of the proof for the elasticity tensor (Aijkl(e)) in Theorem 3.53-2, [1], since from a

quality point of view their expressions differ in replacing the Lamé constants by the two
viscosity coefficients.

Let the scaled applied forces f'(¢) : [0, 7] xQ — R* and h'(g) : [0, T]x (I, Ul'_) — R3
be defined by

=)t at) = fle

Vx € Q, where x°

h® = (h"9)(t, &%) = h(

Ve € I', UI'_, where

)= (f'(e)(t,x)
7 (x) € Q° and Vt € [0, 7],
) =

(h'(e))(t, )
x° =7(x) € LU and Vt € [0,T].
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Also, we introduce ug(e) :  — R? by
uo(e)(x) :== uy(x®) Vo € Q, where x° = 7°(x) € O°,
and define the space
V(Q) = {v=(v) € [H(Q);v =0 on I},

which is a Hilbert space, with associated norm denoted by || - ||1.0-
We assume that the scaled applied forces are given by

Fe)(t,x) = f(t,x) Yo € Q and V¢ € [0, 7],
h(c)(t,x) = eh’(t,x) V& € T, UT_ and V¢ € [0, T],

where f? and h® are functions independent of e. Then, the scaled variational problem can
be written as follows:

Problem 3.6. Find u(e) : [0,T] x Q — R3 such that,
u(e)(t,-) e V(Q) YVt el0,T],
/QA”’“(»S)6M|1(&U(€))6¢j(&v)\/@d$+/QB”“(»S)emu(&’d(»S))eij(&’v)\/@daf
= /Q 2 f120,\/g(e)dx + /F e2h3ui\/g(e)dl Yo € V(Q), ae. in (0,T), (3.11)

w(2)(0,) = uole) (). 7

From now on, for each € > 0, we shall use the shorter notation e;;(¢) = ¢;;(e; u(e)) and
é)1;(€) = eq)j(e;u(e)), for its time derivative. We recall the existence and uniqueness of the
Problem in the following theorem whose proof can be found in [12]:

Theorem 3.7. Let Q be a domain in R® defined previously in this section and let © be a
C2-diffeomorphism of Q onto its image ©(S2), such that the three vectors g, = 0;0(x) are
linearly independent for all © € Q. Let fi(e) € L*(0,T; L3(R)), hi(e) € L*(0,T; L*(Ty)),
where 'y :=T Ul _. Letug(e) € V(). Then, there exists a unique solution u(e) = (u;(g)) :
[0, 7] x Q — R3 satisfying the Problem [3.8. Moreover u(e) € H*(0,T;V(Q)). In addition
to that, if fi() € L*(0,T; L*(Q)), hi(e) € L*(0,T; LA(Ty)), then u(e) € H2(0,T; V(Q)).

4. Technical preliminaries

Concerning geometrical and mechanical preliminaries, we shall present some theorems,
which will be used in the following sections. First, we recall the Theorem 3.3-1, [1].
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Theorem 4.1. Let w be a domain in R?, let 8 € C3(w;R?) be an injective mapping such
that the two vectors a, = 0,0 are linearly independent at all points of w and let eg > 0
be as in Theorem [Z3. The functions I7;(e) = I';(¢) and g(e) are defined in (31)-(32),
the functions bag, 03,15, a, are defined in Section @ and the covariant derivatives bg|a are

defined by
b3la = 0abf + T, by — 7507 (4.1)

The functions bag, b3, T%4,b3]a and a are identified with functions in C°(Q). Then

[94(e) =T75 — cxsbla + O(e2), 2 5(2) = bag — ex3bZbos,
sl 5(e) = O(e), [7,(e) = —b7 — exsbT b7 4+ O(e?),
[os(e) = Th() = 0, g(e) = a+0(e),

for all e, 0 < & < &g, where the order symbols O(e) and O(e?) are meant with respect to the
norm || - |o.0o.q defined by

[[w]lo,00,0 = sup{|w(z)|; = € Q}.
Finally, there exist constants ag, go and g, such that

0<ag<aly) Vy € w,
0<go<gle)z)< g Ve € QandV ¢,0 <e < e. (4.2)

We now include the following result that will be used repeatedly in what follows (see
Theorem 3.4-1, [1], for details).

Theorem 4.2. Let w be a domain in R? with boundary v, let Q@ = w x (=1,1), and let
g€ LP(Q), p>1, be a function such that

/gﬁgvd:c =0, for allv e C®(Q) withv =0 on vy x [—1,1].
Q

Then g = 0.

Remark 4.3. This result holds if [, g0svdz = 0 for all v € H'(Q) such that v =0 in T.
It is in this way that we will use this result in the following.

We now introduce the average with respect to the transversal variable, which plays a
major role in this study. To that end, let v represent real or vectorial functions defined
almost everywhere over 2 = w x (—1,1). We define the transversal average as

v(y) = %/ v(y, x3)drs

-1
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for almost all y € w. Given i = (n;) € [H'(w)]?, let

1
Yap(M) = 5(8/% + 0amp) — g — bapms, (4.3)

denote the covariant components of the linearized change of metric tensor associated with a
displacement field n;a’ of the surface S. Next theorem will show some results related with
the transversal averages that will be useful in the next section.

Theorem 4.4. Let w be a domain in R?, let Q =w x (—=1,1) and T > 0.

(a) Let v € HY0,T;L*(Q)). Then v(y) is finite for almost all y € w, belongs to
HY0,T; L*(w)), and

1
Vg (0.T:12(w) < —=|V|g1(0.T:L2 .
0] (0,T;L2(w)) \/§| |a (0,15L2(Q2))

If O5v = 0 in the distributions sense ( [, vOspdz = 0 Y € D(2)) then v does not depend on
T3 and

v(y,x3) = v(y) for almost all (y,z3) € Q.
(b) Letv € HY(0,T; H'(Q)). Then v € H'(0,T; H'(w)), 040 = O,v and
1
V|| gt HW) < —=||v]| g1 1 .
|| 1 0,71 ) \/§|| 1.0, (92))

Let o be a subset Oy-measurable of v. If v =10 on vy x[—1,1] then v = 0 on 7o; in particular,
ve HY0,T,H}(w)) ifv=0 on vy x [—1,1].

Remark 4.5. This theorem is an extension of the parts (a) and (b) in Theorem 4.2-1, [1]
and its proof follows straightforward from the result presented there. The main difference
1s that we are interested in obtaining the corresponding conclusions in the Bochner spaces.
Therefore, most of the changes of the proof consist in adding an additional integral with
respect to the time wvariable and proving the statements for the functions and their time
derivatives, alternately, over the spaces L*(0,T; L*(S2)), L*(0,T; L*(w)), L*(0,T; H'(Q)),
L0, T; HY(w)).

Next, we introduce two theorems that can be also seen as extensions of the Theorems
5.2-1 and 5.2-2, [1] defined over the corresponding Bochner spaces. Therefore, their proof
follow similar arguments used in the results available. Firstly, let us define for each v €
HY(0,T;[H (Q)]?) the functions v,s(v) € H*(0,T; L*(Q)), pas(v) € HY(0,T; H(Q)) and
e;HB(E;’v) € HY(0,T; L*(Q)) defined by

1 ag
Yap(v) 1= 5(852}@ + 0avp) — 3505 — bapus, (4.4)
Pap(V) := Oapvs — 17 50,03 — bl bopv3
+ 05 (0pvs — T'povr) + b5(0avy — T'g,05) + b o Ur, (4.5)
1
62{”5(6, ’U) = E’Ya[g(’v) + $3(bg|avg —+ bgboﬁvg,), (46)

where the functions bgla are given by the expression introduce in (Z1).
13



Theorem 4.6. Let us identify ', bas,05 € CO(@) with functions in C°(Q) and let us con-

sider ey defined in the Theorem[Z:3. Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all e,
0<e<eyandalve H(0,T;[H(Q)), the scaled linearized strains eq)5(e;v) (see (33))
satisfy

< Ce Z |'Ua|H1(0,T;L2(Q))’
H(0,T;L%(2)) !

<C <Z leija(&;v) | 0,12 @)

i

1
[EXECOREIWED

1
H—@s@aﬁ(& V) + pap(v)
€ HY(0,T;H-1(Q))

+2 3 [val i .z + ellvsllm o @) -

«

Theorem 4.7. Let (u(g)).>o be a sequence of functions u(e) € H(0,T;V () such that

u(e) = w in H'(0,T;[H'(Q)]*),
éeim(e) = eqyy in H'(0, T LX(Q),

when € — 0. Then,

(a) w is independent of the transversal variable xs.

(b) u € H'(w) x H'(w) x H*(w) with u; = d,uz = 0 in v (0, denotes the outer normal
derivative operator along ).

(€) os(w) = 0,
(@) puslu) € H'(0,T; 12(2)) and pos(u) = —duel

(e) Moreover, if there exist functions ras € H'(0,T; H () such that pas(u(e)) = Kap
in H'(0,T; H Y(Q)) when & — 0, then

w(e) - w in H(0,T; [HH(Q)),
Pas(W) = Kap hence, kap € H'(0,T; L*(2)).

Finally, in the next theorem we recall a three-dimensional inequality of Korn’s type for
a family of viscoelastic shells, that can also be found in Theorem 5.3-1, [1].

Theorem 4.8. Assume that 6 € C*(w;R?) and we consider q defined as in Theorem [2.3.
We consider a family of shells with thickness 2e with each having the same middle surface
S = 0(w) and with each subjected to a boundary condition of place along a portion of its
lateral face having the same set 0(7y) as its middle curve. Then there exist a constant
verifying 0 < €1 < g9 and a constant C' > 0 such that, for all €, 0 < € < €1, the following
three-dimensional inequality of Korn’s type holds,

o 1/2
vl << (Z Iezj(e;’v)|3,9> Vo = (v;) € V(). (4.7)

14



5. Asymptotic Analysis. Convergence results as € — 0

Firstly, we recall the two-dimensional equations obtained for a viscoelastic flexural shell
as a consequence of the formal asymptotic study made in [12].

From the asymptotic analysis made in [12], we show that, if the applied body force
density is O(g?) and surface tractions density is O(g?) in the Problem 3.6, we obtain the two-
dimensional variational problem for a viscoelastic flexural shell. Let us remind the definition
of the two-dimensional fourth-order tensors that appeared naturally in that study,

NP2 + 416>

afoT — af oT 2 ao BT ar  Bo 5.1
a Y a®a’" + 2u(a*a’” + a*a’?), (5.1)
phoT = 20p. a®?a’™ + p(a®a’" + a®"a") (5.2)

0+ p ’
2 (BA)?
afor — Maaﬁa[wf’ (53)
0+p
where
A A+ 2u
AN=(-— ) 5.4
<9 0+p ) (54)

Let pag(n) := Oapns — 1750515 — 03 bapns + b2 (010 — Thonr) + b5(0any — 1o n0) + b7 - and
Yas(M) = (010 + Oanp) — I'7 5ms — bapns, respectively denote the covariant components of
the hnearlzed change of curvature and linearized change of metric tensors, both associated
with a displacement field n;a’ of the surface S. In what follows, we assume that the space
of inextensional displacements, defined by

Ve(w) == {n = (1) € H'(w) x H'(w) x H@);1, = 3,5 = 0 o1 70, Yas(n) = 0 in w},

contains non-trivial functions. Therefore, we can enunciate the two-dimensional variational
problem for a linear viscoelastic flexural shell:

Problem 5.1. Find £ : [0,T] x w — R? such that,

£(t,-) € Vr(w) YVt € 10,77,
5 @ e @pastniady+ g [ 6 €0 n)Vady

=5 [ [ € pastn) Vaduas

= /pini\/ady Vn = () € Ve(w), ae. t € (0,T)

6(07 ) = EO(')?
where we introduced the constant k defined by
A+ 2u
k= 5.5
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and
1
Pit) = / F2(t)dxs + WP () + B2 (1), with K3 (t) = h¥3(t, -, £1). (5.6)
-1

The Problem [5.1]is well posed and it has existence and uniqueness of solution. Furthermore,
we obtained the following result (see [12] for details of the proof of the de-scaled version):

Theorem 5.2. Let w be a domain in R?, let @ € C*(w;R3) be an injective mapping such
that the two vectors a, = 0,0 are linearly independent at all points of . Let f*? €
L*(0,T; L*(Q)), h® € L*(0,T; L*(T,)), where Ty := T, UT_. Let & € Vr(w). Then the
Problem [51), has a unique solution & € HY0,T;Vg(w)). In addition to that, if f? €
L2(0,T; LA(Q)), hi? € L*(0,T; L3(Ty)), then & € H2(0,T; Vp(w)).

For each ¢ > 0, we assume that the initial condition for the scaled linear strains is

ei\\j(g)(ov ) =0, (5.7)

this is, the domain is on its natural state with no strains on it at the beginning of the period
of observation.

Now, we present here the main result of this paper, namely that the scaled three-
dimensional unknown wu(e) converges, as € tends to zero, towards a limit w independent
of the transversal variable. Moreover, this limit can be identified with the solution & = w of
the Problem B.1] posed over the set w.

Theorem 5.3. Assume that @ € C3(w;R3). Consider a family of viscoelastic flexural shells
with thickness 2e approaching zero and with each having the same middle surface S = 0(w),
and let the assumptions on the data be as in Theorem[52. For all e, 0 < ¢ < gq let u(e)
be the solution of the associated three-dimensional scaled Problem[3.0. Then, there exists a
function w € HY (0, T; [HY(Q)]?) satisfying w =0 on Ty := 7o x [—1, 1] such that

(a) u(e) — w in HY(0,T;[H'(Q)]?) when e — 0,

(b) w := (u;) is independent of the transversal variable 3.

1

1
Furthermore, the average u := 5/ udxs verifies the Problem [2]
—1

PROOF. We follow the same structure of the proof in Theorem 6.2-1, [1]. The proof is
divided into several parts, numbered from (i) to (vi). Moreover, we will use the notation
fi= f%? and h' = h%? | for notational brevity.

(i) A priori boundedness and extraction of weak convergent sequences.

The norms |e;;(€)| ro.r,r20)) and ||w(e)||mom o)) are bounded independently of €,0 <
e < ey, where g1 > 0 is given in Theorem[{.8 Consequently, there exists a subsequence, also

16



denoted (u(e))es0, and functions e ; € H'(0,T, L*(Q)),w € H'(0,T; [H'(Q)]?), satisfying
u =0 on Iy such that

u(e) = w in H(0,T;[H'(Q)]?) (5.8)
and hence u(e) — w in H'(0,T; [L*(Q)]?), (5.9)
éeinj(g) — ey, in H'(0,T; L*(Q)), (5.10)

For the proof of this step we take v = u(e)(¢,-) in (B.11) and find
/QAU (e)ewyu(e)es;(e Fdx + / Bkl e)éxu(e)es;(e Fdx
= 62/inul-(5)\/de+62/F hui(e)y/g(e)dT, a.e. in (0,T),
!
which is equivalent to,
/QA“’“( e)exu(e)ei;(e \/7d:1:+ 271 / B (&)eyu(e)eq;(e (e)v/g(e)dx
= 52/§2fiui(e)\/g@dx+52/11 hiu(e)y/g(e)dT, a.e. in (0,T).

Now, integrating over [0, 7] and using (3.9) and (&.7]), we find that

/OT (/Q N OETIOETIC Fdx) dt
<& /OT (/Q fui(e)V/g(e)da + /Fl hiui(e)\/@dlﬂ) dt, (5.11)

Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (4.2)), there exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending on
the norms [f°|; o, |A'[2(r1) and the norm of the trace operator from H'(Q2) to L*(T'"), such
that

| rueraa+ [ hiuxwg@)dr' < éllu(@)l g (5.12)

for all €, 0 < e < eg and for all ¢ € [0,T]. On the other hand, by using (3.8), (£2) and (1)

we obtain

/QAijk (€)exu(e)e;(e) v g(e)de > go °C. lexju(e )‘OQ > 91/20 Cc2e? ”u<5)”?9 (5.13)

Now, (BI1)—(EI3) together and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality imply that

T
1/2 — 2 ~ ~
90/ C.C%? ”u<€)”L2(0,T;[H1(Q)]3) < 052/0 HU(E)HLQ dt < eVTe? Hu(g)HLQ(O,T;[Hl(Q)F’) :
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Hence, we conclude that there exists a constant k1 > 0 independent of & such that lw(e)] 2 (O, [HL(Q)]3)) =

k1. As a consequence, by the inequalities (5.1T)(5.13) we can check that the bounds for the
norms Eeﬂh(é?)}LQ(O’T;HI(Q)) also hold.

Next, we take v = 4(e)(t,-) in (B11) and find that

/QA“’“( e)exu(e)éi;(e \/7dﬂf+/3”k e)éun(e)éi(€) v/ g(e)dx

:eQ/inui(a)\/@dijeSQ/F Wi (e)\/g(e)dT, a.e. in (0,T),
!
which is equivalent to,
;;/A”k( e)ex(e)e; (e \/7d$+/3”’“ e)éxu(e)én;(e)V/g(e)dx
=¢ /inul-(a)\/dejLs?/F Wity (e)y/g(e)dT, a.e. in (0,T).
!

Integrating over [0, 7] and using (B.9) and (5.7)), we find that

[
g2 /OT (/Q fzuz(é)\/@dx + /Fl hiui(e)\/@dp) dt, (5.14)

Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (4.2)), again there exists a constant ¢ > 0 depend-
ing on the norms| f*|, o, |7'| 201y and the norm of the trace operator from H'(Q2) to L*(I'),
such that

/Q Fiae)y/gE)da + / 1 hiuxwg@)dr' < clla(e)], g (5.15)

for all £, 0 < e < g¢ and for all ¢ € [0,T]. On the other hand, by using ([B.9)), (£2]) and (£1)

we obtain

/gBijk( e)enu(e)eén; )V a()dr > g Colenu(e) 2o = 902 C.C 722 lule) ;. (5.16)

Therefore, (5.14)(5.16) together and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality imply that
T
1/2 ~ e NT . .
920,072 () 720737 ) < 052/0 (o)l dt < VT i6()l] 120 121 () -

Hence, we conclude that there exists a constant k, > 0 independent of & such that ||ie(e)| L20.T [ HLYQ)P) <

ks. As a consequence, by the inequalities (514 (5.16) we can check that the bounds for the
norms Eéinj(s)} L2(0.THY () also hold. Therefore, the convergences announced in this step
are satisfied.
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(ii) The limit w found in the previous step is independent fo the transversal variable x3
and its average %f_ll udrs = u € HY(w) x H(w) x H*(w) and u; = d,u3 = 0 at vy and
Yop(@) =0 in w for all t € [0,T].

This step is consequence of the step (i) and the Theorem 7l Hence, the proof of the step
(b) of this theorem is met.

(iii) We obtain the relation between the limits eZH] found in (i) and the limits w = (u;).
Firstly, by the Theorem [L.7] we have that —ageanﬁ pap(w) in HY(0,T;L*9)). As a
consequence of the definition of the scaled strains in (3.5)-(B.7), we find

geap(e;v) = 0 in L (1),
1
eq3(g;v) — 583% in L*(Q),

ey 3(e;v) = Osvg for all € > 0.

Using the variational formulation (B.11]) and taking into account (2.12)), (33) and (3.4), we

have

(6)6k||1 ezH] g, ’U Vg dl‘+/BUkl )ekw 6,”] £, ’U Vg dl‘
(A7 (e)eq)r(e) + AP (e)es3(e)) (ceayale: v)) v/ g(e)dx

:>\

=~
ml»—n ?
:3\»

+§/§24Aa303(8)€a3(5) (ceays(e;v)) Vg(e)de
1 [ (A5 eno(e) + A EJea(e)) cenia(er0) VoI
* é /Q (BT (2)é)r(2) + B (2)és)s(e)) (ecaal; v)) Vg (e)da
+§ /Q 4B (£)é)13(2) (ceaps(e; ) Vg(e)dw
2 [ (B @inole) + B (E)éaae) (ceaa(ei o)V o(E)da

=¢ /fzv“/ e)dx + & / h'viv/g(e)dl Yo € V(Q), a.e. in (0,7).

We pass to the limit as ¢ — 0 and by taking into account the asymptotic behavior of the
contravariant components of the fourth order tensors A*!(g), B¥* (&) (see Theorem [B.3),
g(e) (see Theorem [.]), the convergences above and the weak convergences of the step (i)
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we obtain the following integral equation
/Q (QMaaae;Hgagva + (A + 2M)6§H3831)3) Vadz + /Q)\aaﬁeénﬁﬁgvg\/adx
+ /Q (pao‘aé}lngﬁgvo + (9 + p)eéH383U3) \/Ed:v

+ / an‘ﬁé:‘x‘w@gvg\/adx =0,
Q

(5.17)

in Q, a.e.in (0,7). On one hand, if we take v € V(§2) such that v, = v3 = 0 and using the

Theorem 4.2, we have

2,uaale(11||3 + paalé}ln?) =0, a.e.in (0,7).

(5.18)

On the other hand, if we take v € V(€2) such that v; = v3 = 0 and using the Theorem [A.2]

we have
2,ua°‘26(11||3 + pao‘gé}ln?) =0, a.e.in (0,7).
Multiplying (5.IR) by a** and (5.19) by —a?' and adding both expressions we have
2 (a®a™ — a*'a'?) e%Hg, + p (a®a'! — a®'a?) é%Hg, = 2,uaeh|3 + paéin?) =0,
a.e. in (0,7), by (2.6). Now, by the initial condition in (5.7) we conclude
eq3(t) = 0in Q, for all t € (0,T).
Multiplying (5.I8) by a'? and (5.I9) by —a'' and adding both expressions we have
2,uae;||3 + paé%n?) =0, a.e.in (0,7).
Now, by the initial condition in (5.1) we conclude
eg3(t) = 0in Q, for all t € (0, 7).

Taking v € V() such that v, = 0 in (5I7) , we obtain

(5.19)

/Q ()\ao‘ﬁeénﬁ + (A + 2u)e§||3) Dyv3y/adx + /Q (an‘ﬁé;‘w + (0 + p)ééng) Dyvzy/adr =0,

for all v3 € H'(Q) with v3 = 0 in Ty and a.e. in (0,7). By Theorem E.2, we obtain the

following differential equation

20
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Remark 5.4. Note that removing time dependency and viscosity, that is taking € = p =0,
the equation leads to the one studied [1] (page 312, Chapter 6), that is, the elastic case.

In order to solve the equation (5.20)) in the more general case, we assume that the viscosity
coefficient 6 is strictly positive. Thus, we can prove that this equation is equivalent to

A+2p a A+2p

0
967%255 (aaﬁei“6€%t> = - (0 + 10) e o ta <€§||36 ot t) .

Integrating with respect to the time variable and using (5.7) we find that,

1 Aty 0 t (3r2e_2) 0
e et —m ——— 0+p 0)°
31 0+pJo s

(aaﬁeiuﬁ(s)egs) ds,

now integrating by parts and simplifying we conclude that,

I t
e§||3(t) = “a1, (ao‘ﬁeiﬁ(t) + A/O ek(ts)ao‘ﬁeénﬁ(s)ds) : (5.21)

in Q, Vtel[0,T], and where A and k are defined in (5.4]) and (5.5), respectively. Moreover,
from (B20) we obtain that,

A 1

afs )‘+2M1 0
0+p

mesuzs( ) — m(l

é3(t) = — a*ep 5(t) — “els(t). (5.22)

inQ, ae te(0,7).

(iv) The function u = (u;) verifies the Problem [51] which has uniqueness of solution by
the Theorem[5.2. As a consequence, the convergences u(e) — w in H'(0,T;[H*(Q))?) and
u(e) = w in H'(0,T; [L*(Q)]?) are verified by the whole family (u(e)).., (if the function
is unique, so is the function w as it is independent of x3 by the step (i7)).

The function w belongs to the space Vg (w), for all ¢ € [0, T] by the step (i7). Given n € Vg (w),
let v(e) = (v;(e)) be defined almost everywhere in 2 for all ¢ > 0 as follows (as in the elastic
case we follow the idea taken from [14]):

Va(8) := Na — 2304, With 0, := 0,n3 + 2b71,. (5.23)
v3(g) := 3. (5.24)
Then, we have that v(e) € V(2) and eg3(e;v(e)) = 0 for all € > 0. Let us prove that for

a function n € Vp(w) identified wherever is needed with a function in the space H'(Q) x
HY(Q) x H?*(R2) we obtain the following:

v(e) = n € [H(Q)), (5.25)
%eaﬁ(e; v(2)) = (—23pas(n)) € LX), when & — 0, (5.26)
(éeang (g; 'v(z—:))) ) converges in L*(€2). (5.27)
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The first relation holds by the definition od the function v(¢) in (5.23)-(5.24]). Using the
fact that v,5(n) = 0 (since n € Vp(w)) we obtain after some calculations that

1
€als(5:0()) =2 7as(v(€)) + T3b31avo (€) + 23D bovs(€)

1 o o (o o
= — I3 (5 (859a + 80{95) — Faﬁeg — bmang — babaﬁn:i) — E.Tgbmaeo-
= — z3pap(M) — 51’§b§|a90-

Therefore, by the applying Theorem we have that

1
<ce) @)
(6%

geaug(é; v(e)) — 6(11”5(5; v(e)) o

and thus,

Leaislev(e)) = ~mapuslm) € L2Q).

Also, we can obtain after some calculations that

1 1
“ealia (€30(€)) = =2 (Tgs(e) + b2) 1m0 + 23T35(€)00,

which together with the asymptotic behaviour of the functions I'7;(¢) (see Theorem F.T]),
imply that (Leqs (£; v(z—:)))oo converges in L?(12).

Now, let n € Vp(w) fixed, and take v = wv(g) in the equation (BIII), with v(e) = (v;(¢))
defined as in (5.23)—(5.24) to obtain that

1 . .
lim <€2/A”k( )ekw ezH] &; ’U V3 dl‘+ /B”kl( )ekHl 6,”] £; ’U vV g d:L‘)

e—0

= lim ( /Q (Aaﬁf”(e) (éeam(e)) A () Gegng(g))) (éeanﬁ v ) V(@) dz
+ /Q 449393 o) (éeang(e)) (éeag )\ﬁ Jdo
# [ (4976 (Zeae@) + 4596 (Lean@)) ) (Seaaleiv)) Voo
-/ (BQW ) (Zewte(@)) + 55560) (Lean(@)) ) (Reanales ) Voo
o) )

[ Gt 0 (i) (vton) )

= lim ( /Q fivin/g(e)dx + /F 1 hivi\/@dr) :

e—0
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Let £ — 0. By the asymptotic behaviour of the functions v(e) and Leqs(c;v(e)) in (E28)-
B2T), Ak (g), BUk(g), g(e) (see Theorems B.3) and EETI), the weak convergences from the
step (i) and that e;H?’ =0 (see step (i4i)) we find that

AT Ok (aspustm) Vi + [ A O)ckyy (<raps(n) Vs
Q Q

T / B ()i (~w3pas(m)) vada + / BS(0)el; (~23pap(n) Vada

- ( [ uvade+ [ h"mﬁdr).
Q N1
Then, using the relations (.2T))-(522) from the step (iii), we obtain that,

/ ((A - % (OA + A)> a®’a’ + p(a®a’ + “maﬁa)) ol (—T3pas(n)) Vade
Q P

Op p
+ — a4+ Z(a*a’ + a*"d’? ) el (=300 adzx
[ (a5 )) &40 (“aspan(m) v

9A 2 t
_ / (OA)” / e H9g77 el (5)dsa® (—wpas(n)) vadz
0

Qb+p

1 affor 1 afSoT -
T2 / 23a*77T el pap(n)y/ade — 2 / 230777 Egy . pap (1) Vada
Q Q

1 ! —k(t—s afoT
+§/ ek )/:L’gc 712 (8) pap(m)Vadds
0 Q

= / p'nivady,

with p’ defined in (5.6) and where a®?°™ | b*#°" and ¢**°7 denote the contravariant compo-
nents of the fourth order two-dimensional tensors, defined in (B.I))—(5.3]). Now,recall that by
the step (i4) we had that —dsey 5 = pas(u) in H'(0,T; L*(2)) hence,

Caljs = Tap = T3pas(W), (5.28)

with Yo5 € H'(0,T; L*(w)) (independent of z3). Therefore, from the previous equation we
find that

]' abot - ]' afboT =
3 | S @ pastn)ads 5 | S puslipus(n) Vads
1

t
=5 | e [ e st st adads
0

_ / pin/ady, (5.29)

and since f_ll r3dry = %, we conclude that @ verifies the equation of the Problem 5.1l
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(v) The strong convergences ey ;(e) — eln in H'(0,T; L*(2)), hold. Moreover, since

the limits e} j|; @re unique, then these convergences hold for the whole family ( e;);(e ))6>0.

Indeed, we define

g 1 1 /—
\II(E) = /QAZ]k‘l(g) (EGkHl(E) — ei}l) ( GZH] Z]) dl‘
+/§;B’Uk?l(€) (—ekl —ekHl) ( GZH] 6,}”]) \/g(g)dl‘
— [ fueva dx+/ i(e)/adl
—/S)Aijkl(e) (—ekl ek) ZH]\/ g(e)dx
+/QBW<€) (eklew 57 (ern(e)ed; ) v(e)dz. (5.30)
We have that,
. 1 1 /—
/QA’U]CZ(E) (gekl(g) — 6]1<:||l) ( GZH] ZIIJ) dl‘
10 ikl 1 1 1 /ol
tog ), BT e zenn(E) — e ) | Zensle €ill e)de =W(e), ae.t € (0,T).
Integrating over the interval [0, 7], using (8.9) and (5.1) we find that

/oT (/n ATe) Ge’“'“(&) _e}”> (1621 - u) \/76156) dt < /OT\I’(a)dt,

Now, by (B.8) and #.2)
2
1 1
a? Z < /QAJ“(»S) (geknz(éf) _e}”) (_ew w) Vyle)de.
0,Q

Therefore, together with the previous inequality leads to

C1ghl? /OT (Z ;) dtg/OT\I/(s)dt. (5.31)

Z7j
Let ¢ — 0. Taking into account the weak convergences studied in (i) and the asymptotic

behaviour of the functions AY* (), Bik!(¢) (see Theorem B.3) and g(g) (see Theorem ET]),
we find that

‘% z\u

1 1
Zeiie) — €y

Y —hm\If /fuz\/_da:+/ hiu;v/adl
—/Aljkl<0)€k||lezj\/adx—/Bwkl«))einle}]\/adx, (532)
Q Q
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a.e. t € (0,T). By the expressions of AY*(0) and B%*(0) (see Theorem B.3)) and that
eys = 0 (see step (id7)), we have that

/Az‘jkl(())e}gwezlnj\/adxﬁ“/QBijkl(O)éllclllellﬂj\/&dx

(A BT 4 (a0’ + aa?)) ek el gv/ada + /Q Aa ey aeqpv/ade
/ a7 eglr + (A + 2u)ey) €55/ adz

v /Q (a0 + £ (@70 + a7a™) ) ély by p/ada + /Q Ba® el el s/ ada

/ (eaUT (17||T + (9 + p)eéHi’») eé“g,\/&dl‘, a.e.te <O7T)7

D

which using the expressions (0.21))-(5.22) studied in (zii) can be written as

0
/ (()\ 91, (OA + A)) a®®a + u(a®a’" + amaﬁ")) e},HTe}lHB\/de
Q P

af ot a®° BT at, Bo -1 1
+/ (—0 a®a’" + 2( +a"a )) eUHTeaHB\/de

A 2 t
_/@/ e MaTel (s)dsaPeq4(1)Vad,
0

Qb+p
thus,

| 1
V= /sz%\/ady_ 5/“a6 €oirCalsV/ adT — _/b T g oy sV adz
w Q

1 t
+ 5/ e M=) / caﬁmeiHT(s)e;Hﬁ(t)\/deds, a.e. t€(0,7), (5.33)
0 Q

where a®?°7 | b*#°7 and ¢®*#°" denote the contravariant components of the fourth order

two-dimensional tensors, defined in (5.1)—(5.3). Now, recall (5.28)), hence

1 1
—/aaﬁmeir‘fiﬁﬁd‘”+§/b T g oo/ ad
Q Q

2
/t k(”)/g T g1 (8)ew (1) Vadads,
= [t e+ 5 [ @ @t ads + [ 5T T ads
# 5 [ 0 tipstmads — [ [t ) adads
0 w
/0 ~h(t=) / 7 po(a(s))pus (W(t))Vadads, a.e. in (0,T). (5.34)
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By the step (iv), w verifies the equation of the Problem [5.1] hence from (5.33) we find that
U= / I T os/ady — / bBITT, Y osv/ady
t
+/ e =) / P, (8) Yup(t)vadzds, a.e. in (0,T). (5.35)
0 w

By (&31) we have that fo g)dt > 0 for all € > 0, then f Wdt > 0. In order to prove
the opposite inequality, let us deﬁne T = (1) € S3 such that 1,3 denote the elements
introduced in (5.28), Y43 := 0 and where Y33 € H'(0, T; L?(w)) are defined by the expression

0 t
Ta3(t) = ——r <a°‘5Ta5(t) + A/ ek(ts)ao‘ﬁ’fag(s)ds> : (5.36)

0+p 0
in Q, Vtel0T], and where A and k are defined in (54) and (5.5), respectively. As a
consequence, we have that

. A
Taslt) = =57

A+ 2u 0
Ta3(t) —

a®®Y o5(t) — a®® Y, 5(1). (5.37)

in Q, ae. t € (0,T). Taking this into account and using the expressions of A¥*(0) and
BY*(0) (see Theorem B.3)), we have that

/Q ATE(0) Y 1 Yo/ adx + /Q B (0) T Yi;v/adz
_ /Q (Aa*a®™ + (@ + a*a5)) Tor Yapv/adz + /Q AL 35T opy/ad
+ /Q (A" Yo7 + (A + 201) T33) Taz/adz
+/Q (9@0‘6(1” + g( a®a’ +a°‘7a5”)) Tor Yosvade +/ﬂ€ao‘5T33TO¢5yy\/5dx
+/ﬂ <9a”’f07 + (6 + p)T33> Yasv/adz, a.e. t € (0,7T), (5.38)

which using the expressions (0.36)(5.37) can be written as

0+
/ ( aB oT g<aaoaﬁ7+aa7aﬁo)) TJTTQQ\/ad.’L‘

/ ((A — L (QA + )\)) O‘Ba” + ,u(a,aa(lﬁﬁr + aaraﬁa)) TO’TTOéB\/adx
Q

/ / D0 Y gy (5)dsa® T s (1) /ad, (5.39)
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thus,
/Awkl<0>TleU\/&dI+/szkl(O)TleU\/adl’
Q Q
:/a'aBOTTOTTOéﬁ\/ady+/baﬁOTTUTTOéB\/ady

t
_/}3Mt@/@wwrwwnggw¢&m@,wehwaT)
0 w

Hence, from (5.35]) we find that,

U= / ATR(0)Y 1, T o5/ adz — / B (0) Ty Yi;v/adz. (5.40)
Q

Q

Now, since the functions Y,z are independent of x3 and 61” ;(0,-) = 0 by (1) and the

weak convergences from (7) (applying a result that can be found in Lemma 2.55, [15]), then
Pap(w(0, -)) must be zero and, as a consequence, T,3(0,-) = 0. Moreover, by GBBBI) we have
that Y33(0,-) = 0, as well. Therefore, if we integrate (5.40) over [0, 7] and take into account
the initial conditions T (() -) = 0 and the ellipticity of tensors (A“*(0)) and (B7*(0)) (see
(310)), we find that fo s)ds < 0 so we conclude that

/0 T\If(s)ds = 0.

Therefore, by (531)) the strong convergences <e;;(e) — eilHj in L2(0,T; L*(Q)), when € — 0,
hold. On the other hand, if we define

@@”:lfWW@(§w@%wb)(%u ”)vh_w
+ /Q B (e) (éékl(s)_é}cw) (16” ZHJ) S
/f’uz \/7dx+/ B itg(2)/adT
v [ ) (it~ L2 eancreh)) Vo
_/QBW@ (gé’”( —e,”) ¢V g(e)da.

We have that,

;gt / ATe) Ge’“”l(e) - eiz) (lew ”) Vg(e)dz
+/QBijkl(€) Géknl(ﬁ) —é}gm) (1(3@”] - zlla) V9@ de = W), ae. t € (0,T),
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Integrating over the interval [0, 7], using (8.8) and (B.1) we find that

/OT (/Q B7H(e) (éékl(éf) - é;i”l) (1e,||j z||]) Fdx) dt < /OT b(e)dt,

Now, by (8.9) and ([£.2)
2
1 , 1
gl Z S/QB]’“’(&‘) (gekl(*f)—eiz) (—e” u) Vy(e)de
0,0

Therefore, together with the previous inequality leads to

o g1f? /0 ' <Z ;) it < /O T (5.41)

i.j
which is similar with (5.31]). Therefore, using analogous arguments as before, we find that
U= hm\If / [/ adx +/ h'i;\/adl (5.42)

1
0460 ﬁar

1

t
+5 / e k=2 /Q caﬁﬂe;HT(s)é;W(t)ﬁdms, a.e. t € (0,7). (5.44)
0

_ezH] ZH]

1éz'||j(€)(7f) — &;(t)

€

Now, following similar arguments as before, taking into account the time derivative of the

relation (5.28) and taking n = w in (5.29), we find that
\I/ = _/aaﬁUTTUTTaﬁ\/ady_/baﬁOTTUTTaﬁ\/ady
t
—i—/ ek(ts)/CQBJTTUT(S)Tag(t)\/Edde, a.e. in (0,7). (5.45)
0 w

Again, taking into account the definition of the tensor Y := (Y;;) € S where Y,3 = 0 and
T35 given by (£.30) and repeating analogous calculations as in (B.38)—(5.39) we find that

/Awkl<0>TleU\/&dI+/szkl(O)TleU\/adl’
Q Q
:/a'aBOTTOTTOéﬁ\/ady+/baﬁOTTUTTOéB\/ady

t
_ / o—k(t—s) / 8L ()T us(t)v/adyds, ae. in (0,T).
0 w
Hence, from (5.44) we find that,
ve- / AT(0) Ty T/ ada — / BI(0)TuTy/ade. (5.46)
Q Q
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Therefore, if we integrate (5.46]) over [0,7] and take into account the initial conditions
T;;(0,-) = 0 and the ellipticity of tensors (A7*(0)) and (B7*(0)) (see (B10)), we find that

ATiwms:a

fOT U(s)ds < 0 so we conclude that

Therefore, by (5.41]) the strong convergences 2¢;;(¢) — ¢}, in L*(0,T; L*(2)), when ¢ — 0,
hold. Thus, we conclude that le;;(e) — ezlllj in H(0,T; L*(Q)), when ¢ — 0. In particular,
this convergence implies that Le;;() — eilHj in L2(Q) for all ¢ € [0, T]. Now, taking the limit
when € — 0 in the first equality of (5.30) we find that ¥ = 0. Hence, by using an existence

and uniqueness result that can be found in Theorem 4.10 in [12], we can ensure that (5.35)
(with ¥ = 0) implies that Y,5(t) = 0 for all £ € [0, T]. This also leads to,
e = —T3Pap(),

this is, the functions 6(11|| 5 are unequivocally determined, since @ is unique (it is the unique
solution of the Problem .1, by Theorem [(.2)). As a consequence, by the relations found in
(ii7) we obtain that the functions e;3 are also unique.

(vi) The strong convergence u(e) — w in H'(0,T; [H*(Q)]?) holds.
in H'(0,T; L*(2)) by the step (v) we have that

1
gageinj({f) — 836

1 1
Since Zej|;(€) = €;;

€ H'(0,T; H ().

1
illj

Then, by the Theorem we have that

(pag(u(e)) + §83€Z’j<8)> — 0in H'(0,T; H ().
Hence,
pap(u(e)) = —zeyy; in H'(0,T; HH(Q)),

that is, each family (pas(u(e))).., converges in H'(0,T; H~'(Q)), then the conclusion follows
by (e) in Theorem .7l Hence, the proof of the step (a) of this theorem is met.

Therefore, the proof of the theorem is complete.

It remains to be proved an analogous result to the previous theorem but in terms of de-scaled
unknowns. The convergence u(e) — w in H'(0,T;[H'(2)]?) the Theorem [5.3] the scaling
proposed in Section [ the de-scalings & := &; for each € > 0 and the Theorem [4.4] together
lead to the following convergences:

1 3
€J-¢

Furthermore, we can prove the following theorem regarding the convergences of the averages
of the tangential and normal components of the three-dimensional displacement vector field:

29



Theorem 5.5. Assume that @ € C3(w;R?). Consider a family of viscoelastic flexural shells
with thickness 2e approaching zero and with each having the same middle surface S = 0(w),
and let the assumptions on the data be as in Theorem [2.2.

Let u® = (uf) € HY(0,T,V(2)) and & = (&) € HY(0,T, Vp(w)) respectively denote for
each € > 0 the solutions to the three-dimensional and two-dimensional Problems and
[I1. Moreover, let € = (&) € H'(0,T, Vr(w)) denote the solution to the Problem[51. Then
we have that

£ =&, and thus &a” = £,a” in HY(0,T, H'(w)), Ve > 0,

1 15
5 us,g™edrs — £,a” in H(0,T, H' (w)) as e — 0,
£ J_

and
& = & and thus &a® = &a® in H(0,T; H*(w)), Ve > 0,

1 3
2—/ usg> dxs — £3a® in H'(0,T; H'(w)) as € — 0.
€ —&

PROOF. Since 6 € C*(w; R?) the vector fields g*(e) : Q0 — R? defined by g%(¢) := g**(x°)
for all z° = m(x) € Q° are such that g*(¢) — a® = O(e), where the fields a® have been
identified with vector fields defined over the whole set 2. Now we have that,

I 1 [
— [ uig®tdxi —Ea” = —/ ua(€)g”(e)drs — na®
2e J_. A

- / 1a(2)(g%(e) — a®)dzs — (ua(®) — Ea)a

-1

On one hand, since uq(g) — u, in H1(0,T; HY(Q)) and g%(¢) — a® in C*(Q) imply that
Ua()(g°(2) — a%) = 0 in H1(0,T; H'())

hence, applying Theorem [£4] (b) we have that

1/ U (e)(g*(e) — a®)dws — 0 in H'(0,T; H'(w)),

2J
and by using the same argument we have that (ua(e) — €4)a® — 0in HY(0,T; H'(w)). For
the normal components we have that g3¢ = a?, then
1 3

%/ U393€d9€3 sa® = (us(e) — &)a?,

hence applying Theorem .4 (a) we have that (us(e) — &)a® — 0 in H(0,T; H(w)).
Remark 5.6. The fields £;,&y : [0,T] x @ — R? defined by €, := £2a® and €y = 503,

are known as the limit tangential and normal displacement fields, respectwely, of the middle
surface S of the shell. If we denote the limit displacement field of S by E = &a' then

£ =€r+ &y
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6. Conclusions

We have found and mathematically justified a model for viscoelastic shells in the par-
ticular case of the so-called flexural shells. To this end we used the insight provided by the
asymptotic expansion method (presented in our previous work [12]) and we have justified
this approach by obtaining convergence theorems.

The main novelty that this model presented is a long-term memory, represented by an
integral on the time variable, more specifically

M(tm) = / ek / 57 o (€(5)) pas(m)v/adyds,

for all n € Vp(w). An analogous behaviour has been found in beam models for the bending-
stretching of viscoelastic rods [16], obtained by using asymptotic methods as well. Also, this
kind of viscoelasticity has been described in [7, 17|, for instance.

As the viscoelastic case differs from the elastic case on time dependent constitutive law
and external forces, we must consider the possibility that these models and the convergence
result generalize the elastic case (studied in [1]). However, analogously to the asymptotic
analysis made in [12], the reader can easily check, when the ordinary differential equation
(5:20) was presented, we had to use assumptions that make it impossible to include the
elastic case. Hence, the viscoelastic and elastic problems must be treated separately in
order to reach reasonable and justified conclusions.

In this paper we have presented the convergence results concerning the models for the
so-called viscoelastic flexural shells where we assumed that Vp(w) # {0}. Concerning the
remaining cases where the space Vp(w) reduces only to the zero element, in [18] and [19] we
present the corresponding mathematical justifications of the models known as viscoelastic
membrane shell problems. In the first one [18,20], we consider a family of shells where each
one as the same elliptic middle surface S and the boundary condition is considered in the
whole lateral face of the shell. This set of problems will be known as the viscoelastic elliptic
membrane shells. In the later one [19], we shall consider the remaining cases where one of
these hypothesis does not verify but still Vp(w) = {0}. This set of problems will be known
as the viscoelastic generalized membrane shells.
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