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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 = 8(w) C IR?*, where w C R? is
a bounded and connected open set with a Lipschitz-continuous boundary ~. We show that,
if the applied body force density is O(1) with respect to € and surface tractions density is
O(e), the solution of the scaled variational problem in curvilinear coordinates, defined over

the fixed domain Q = w x (—1,1), converges in ad hoc functional spaces to a limit u as

e — 0. Furthermore, the average u(c) = %fjl u(e)dxs, converges in an ad hoc space to
the unique solution of what we have identified as (scaled) two-dimensional equations of a
viscoelastic generalized membrane 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 solid mechanics, the obtention of models for rods, beams, plates and shells is based
on a priori hypotheses on the displacement and/or stress fields which, upon substitution in
the three-dimensional equilibrium and constitutive equations, lead to useful simplifications.
Nevertheless, from both constitutive and geometrical point of views, there is a need to justify
the validity of most of the models obtained in this way.

For this reason a considerable effort has been made in the past decades by many authors
in order to derive new models and justify the existing ones by using the asymptotic expan-
sion method, whose foundations can be found in [1]. Indeed, the first applied results were
obtained with the justification of the linearized theory of plate bending in [2, 13].

A complete theory regarding elastic shells can be found in [4], where models for elliptic
membranes (see also [5, 6]), generalized membranes (see [7]) and flexural shells (see []])
are presented. It contains a full description of the asymptotic procedure that leads to the
corresponding sets of two-dimensional equations. Also, the dynamic case has been studied
in [9, 10, 11], concerning the justification of dynamic equations for membrane, flexural
and Koiter shells. Furthermore, the limit of the three-dimensional unilateral, frictionless, in
[12,113,114] we find a contact problem study for elastic elliptic shells where a two-dimensional
obstacle problem is derived using asymptotic methods. Even more recently, we find the
obtention of error estimates for the membrane case in [15], a convergence study for elastic
elliptic membrane shells in normal compliance contact with a deformable obstacle in [16],
and an asymptotic analysis of thermoelastic shells in normal damped response contact in
[17].

A large number of real problems had made it necessary the study of new models which
could take into account effects such as hardening and memory of the material. An example
of these are the viscoelasticity models (see |18, [19, 20]). Many authors have contributed
to the nowadays knowledge of this sort of problems, providing justified models and results.
Indeed, we can find examples in the literature as [21, 22, 23, 24, 125, 26] and in the ref-

erences therein, a variety of models for problems concerning the viscoelastic behaviour of
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the material. In particular, there exist studies of the behaviour of viscoelastic plates as in
[27, 28], where models for von Kérmén plates are analysed. In some of these works, we can
find analysis of the influence of short or long term memory in the equations modelling a
problem. These terms take into account previous deformations of the body, hence, they are
commonly presented in some viscoelastic problems. For instance, on one hand, we can find
in [29] models including a short term memory presented by a system of integro-differential
and pseudoparabolic equations describing large deflections on a viscoelastic plate. On the
other hand, in [30] a long term memory is considered on the study of the asymptotic be-
haviour of the solution of a von Karman plate when the time variable tends to infinity. Also,
in the reference [31], the authors study the effects of great deflections in thin plates covering
both short and long term memory cases. Concerning viscoelastic shell problems; in [32] we
can find different kind of studies where the authors also remark the viscoelastic property
of the material of a shell. For the problems dealing with the shell-type equations, there
exists a very limited amount of results available, for instance, [33] where the authors present
a model for a dynamic contact problem where a short memory (Kelvin-Voigt) material is
considered. Particularly remarkable is the increasing number of studies of viscoelastic shells
problems in order to reproduce the complex behaviour of tissues in the field of biomedicine.
For example, in [34] the difficulties of this kind of problems are detailed and even though
an one-dimensional model is derived for modelling a vessel wall, the author comments the
possibility of considering two-dimensional models with a shell-type description and a vis-
coelastic constitutive law. In this direction, to our knowledge, in [44] we gave the first
steps towards the justification of existing models of viscoelastic shells and the finding of
new ones. By using the asymptotic expansion method, we found a rich variety of cases,
depending on the geometry of the middle surface, the boundary conditions and the order of
the applied forces. The most remarkable feature was that from the asymptotic analysis of
the three-dimensional problems which included a short term memory represented by a time
derivative, a long term memory arised in the two-dimensional limit problems, represented
by an integral with respect to the time variable. This fact, agreed with previous asymptotic

analysis of viscoelastic rods in [36, 37] where an analogous behaviour was presented as well.
3
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In [38,139] we justified the equations of a viscoelastic membrane shell where the surface
S is elliptic and the boundary condition of place is considered in the whole lateral face of
the shell. Therefore, in this paper the main aim is to justify the remaining cases in the
group of viscoelastic membrane cases, known as the viscoelastic generalized membrane shell
equations. In such a group, we shall distinguish two kinds of membranes, as it will be
detailed in following sections.

To be more specific, we prove that the scaled three-dimensional unknown, u(e), converges
as the small parameter ¢ tends to zero in an ad hoc functional space and its transversal
average converges to £°, the unique solution of the two-dimensional associated problem.
Moreover, unlike the viscoelastic elliptic membrane shells, the limit of the scaled three-
dimensional unknown w(e) is not necessary independent of x3, however we find that that
dyu(e) — 0 in HY(0,T; L*(Q)).

We will follow the notation and style of [4], 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 time dependence, that will lead to ordinary differential equations that we need
to solve in order to characterize the zeroth-order approach of the solution.

The structure of the paper is the following: in Section [2] we shall recall the viscoelastic
problem in Cartesian coordinates and then, considering the problem for a family of viscoelas-
tic shells of thickness 2¢, we formulate the problem in curvilinear coordinates. In Section [3]
we will use a projection map into a reference domain, we will introduce the scaled unknowns
and forces and the assumptions on the coefficients. In Section Ml we recall some technical
results which will be needed in what follows. In Section [l we shall study the completion
spaces that will lead to well posed problems for the viscoelastic membrane shell equations.
Then, we will introduce an assumption on the applied forces, needed in the convergence
analysis. In Section [l we enunciate the two-dimensional equations for a viscoelastic gen-
eralized membrane shell and we present the convergence results when the small parameter
¢ tends to zero, which is the main result of this paper. Then, we present the convergence

results in terms of de-scaled unknowns. In Section [1 we shall present some conclusions,
4
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including a comparison between the viscoelastic models and the elastic case studied in [4]

and comment the convergence results for the remaining cases.

2. The three-dimensional linearly viscoelastic shell problem

We denote by 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 «, 3,0, 7, ..., do it in the set {1,2}. Also, we use standard notation
for the Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces. For a time dependent function u, we denote u 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 2* be a domain of R3, with a Lipschitz-continuous boundary I'* = 9Q*. Let =* = (z})
be a generic point of its closure Q* and let 9; denote the partial derivative with respect to
x}. Let dz* denote the volume element in 2*, dI™* denote the area element along I'* and n*
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, 8 > 0, p > 0 (see for instance [18, (19, 40]).

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* := ule’ : [0,T] x Q* — R?, 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.
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Problem 2.1. Find u* = (u}) : [0,T] x Q* — R? such that,

05 (u*) = [ in (2.1)
u; =0 on I, (2.2)
aij’*(’u,*)n; = h"* on T%, (2.3)
u*(0,-) = ug in QF, (2.4)

where the functions
g (ut) 1= AT () 4 BURL e (47,
are the components of the linearized stress tensor field and where the functions
LY L F Sy (5ik5jl 4 5i15jk) 7
Bidklx . psiighl 4 g (5ik5jl 4 5il5jk) 7
are the components of the three-dimensional elasticity and viscosity fourth order tensors,

respectively, and

* * 1 k ok k ok
eij(“’ ) = 5(33'“@' _'_aiuj)v

designate the components of the linearized strain tensor associated with the displacement

field w*of the set .

We now proceed to describe the equations in Problem 21l Expression (21]) is the equi-
librium equation, where f“* are the components of the volumic force densities. The equality
(Z2) is the Dirichlet condition of place, (23] is the Neumann condition, where h%* are the
components of surface force densities and (2.4)) is the initial condition, where uj, 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:
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Problem 2.2. Find u* = (u}) : [0,T] x Q* — R? such that,
u*(t,) e V(Q)VteloT],

| A + [ B e (o) do

*

:/ fiv*vfdx*jL/ R*urdl* Yo' € V(Y), ae. in (0,T),
. -

1

w'(0,) = u(-).

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) := 9.6(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,

— APy — ai(y) A ax(y)
a3<y> - <y> T ‘al<y) /\a2<y)‘7 (25>

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
— af .
AaB = Qg - Qg, a’” =a

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

respectively, by
baﬁ = a3 . aﬁaa, bg = aﬁabaaa
and the Christoffel symbols of the surface S by

%5 = a’ - Jaa.

7



The area element along S is y/ady = dy* where
a = det(aqp). (2.6)

Let vy be a subset of 7, such that meas(vy) > 0. For each € > 0, we define the three-
dimensional domain §2° := w x (—¢,¢) and its boundary I'* = 0Q°. We also define the

following parts of the boundary,
I =wx{e}, TI':=wx{—¢}, T§:=r x[—ecl

Let ¢ = (z5) be a generic point of Q° and let 9 denote the partial derivative with

respect to 5. Note that 25, = y, and 05 = 9,. Let © : Q° — R? be the mapping defined by

O(z%) := 0(y) + 25a3(y) Vz© = (y,25) = (Y1, Y2, 73) € °. (2.7)

The next theorem shows that if the injective mapping 0 : @ — R3 is smooth enough, the

mapping © : (2 — R3 is also injective for ¢ > 0 small enough (see Theorem 3.1-1, [4]).

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 a3 defined in
(Z3). Then, there exists ¢g > 0 such that for all 1, 0 < e, < &y the mapping © : Q; — R?
defined by

O(y,x3) == 0(y) + z3a3(y) V(y,x3) € Qi, where Oy :=w x (—&1,61),
is a C'—diffeomorphism from Q; onto ©(Qy) and det(g,, gy, g3) > 0 in Qy, where g, := ;0.

For each €, 0 < ¢ < &g, the set ©(QF) = Q* is the reference configuration of a viscoelastic
shell, with middle surface S = 8(w) and thickness 2e > 0. Furthermore for ¢ > 0, g5(x°) :=
0:0(x°) are linearly independent and the mapping © : Q° — R3 is injective for all e,
0 < e < g9, as a consequence of injectivity of the mapping 6. Hence, the three vectors
g:(x°) form the covariant basis of the tangent space at the point =* = @(x°) and g"*(x®)
defined by the relations g** - g5 = 5; form the contravariant basis at the point * = @ (x°).

We define the metric tensor, in covariant or contravariant components, respectively, by

i,

9 =95 g5 977 =g" g
8
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and Christoffel symbols by
e = g'< - 9 gt (2.8)

The volume element in the set () = Q* is \/g?dz® = dr* and the surface element in
O(I°) =TI is /¢g?dl® = dI'* where

g° = det(g;;). (2.9)

Therefore, for a field v* defined in ©(Q¢) = Q*, we define its covariant curvilinear coordinates
v; by
“(x¥)e' = vi(x)g'(x°), with =* = O(z°).

Besides, we denote by £ : [0, T]x Q¢ — R3 the covariant components of the displacements
field, that is 4° := utg™ : [0,T] x Q¢ — R?® . For simplicity, we define the vector field
u® = (us) : [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') = Ij.

Accordingly, let us define the space of admissible unknowns,
V(QF) = {v° = (v§) € [H(Q)]*;v° = 0 on T5}.

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

Therefore, we can find the expression of the Problem in curvilinear coordinates (see
[4] 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 v® = (uf) : [0,T] x Q° — R? such that,
u(t,) e V(Q)Vtelo,T],
/E Aijkl’eei\u(“a)eguj(’va)ﬁdﬁ + /QE Bijkl’seznz(ag)@fnj(’UE)\/Q_dea
=/ fousy/gedat + / RS \/gedl® Yo € V(QF), a.e. in (0,T), (2.10)
e e ure

ua(ov ) = ug(')v
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where the functions

Aijk:l,e — )\gij,sgkl,e _'_Iu<gik:,egjl,€ +gil,€ jk,€>’ (211>
RBidkle . egij,egkl,a i g(gik,egjl,a i gil,a jk:,e)’ (2.12)

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

1 1
el (u) 1= g (uy; + ufys) = 5(Fuf + Ofug) — Iiuy,

designate the covariant components of the linearized strain tensor associated with the dis-
placement field @°of the set ©(QF). Moreover, f“ denotes the contravariant components
of the volumic force densities, h*¢ denotes contravariant components of surface force den-
sities and wf denotes the initial “ displacements ” (actually, the initial displacement is
g = (uf)ig™®).

Note that the following additional relations are satisfied,

3 _ TPE ) i1 OF
I'; =T'55 =0in Q°,

AaﬁaS,a — Aa333,6 — Baﬁa?),e — Ba333,5 =0in Qe’ (213)

as a consequence of the definition of © in (2.7).
The existence and uniqueness of solution of the Problem 24l for ¢ > 0 small enough,

established in the following theorem, was proved in [44] (see Theorem 4.7).

Theorem 2.5. Let QO be a domain in R® defined previously in this section and let © be a
C2-diffeomorphism of QF in its image © (), such that the three vectors g5 (x) = OO (x°) are
linearly independent for all ¢ € QF. Let T'§ be a dI'*-measurable subset of yx [—¢, €] such that
meas(I'§) > 0. Let f>* € L*(0,T; L*($¥)), b= € L*(0,T; L*(T'5)), where I'5 := 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¥)).
10



155 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,
Iy =wx{l}, T_=wx{-1}, To:=r x[-1,1].

Let & = (71,22, 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,

7@ = (21,29, 23) € Q — 7°(x) = 2° = (25, 25, 25) = (21, 19, €13) € O,

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, %) =: u;(e)(t, z) and v (x°) =: vy(z) V£ = 7°(x) € Q°, V¢ € [0, T).

Also, let the functions, I'?, g5, AUk BikLe defined in (2.8), (2.9), (ZII) and ZI2), be

ij

associated with the functions I(¢), g(e), A¥*(¢), B* () defined by

Ffj(&t)(w) = Fff(a:e), (3.1)
g(e)(x) == g"(x7), (3-2)
AR () () = ATME(xf), (3.3)
Bk (&) (x) := BI"=(xf), (3.4)

for all z° = n°(x) € Q°. For all v = (v;) € [HY(Q)]?, let there be associated the scaled

linearized strains components e;;(g;v) € L*(Q), defined by

1

€allp(€30) = 5 (Osva + Oavs) — IG5(E)vp, (3.5)
1/1

ea|3(e;v) = 5 (E&J)va + &ﬂ)g) — I (e)vp, (3.6)
1

63”3(8; ’U) = gagl)g. (37)

Note that with these definitions it is verified that ej;(v®)(7*(z)) = e;);(¢; v)(x) Y € .
11
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Remark 3.1. The functions I';(¢), g(e), A7 (e), B (e) converge in C°() when ¢ tends

to zero.

Remark 3.2. When we consider € = 0 the functions will be defined with respect to y €
w. Notice that (36) and (377) are not defined in that limit case, leading to a singular
perturbation problem. This fact motivates the use of asymptotic methods for these kind of
problems.

Besides, we shall distinguish the three-dimensional Christoffel symbols from the two-

dimensional ones by using I'g5(¢) and I' 5, respectively.

The next result is an adaptation of (b) in Theorem 3.3-2, [4] to the viscoelastic case. We
will study the asymptotic behaviour of the scaled contravariant components A“*(g), Bk (¢)
of the three-dimensional elasticity and viscosity tensors defined in (8.3)-(3.4), as ¢ — 0. We
show their uniform positive definiteness not only with respect to z € €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*(w0;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 = 60(w). In addition to that,
let the other assumptions on the mapping @ and the definition of ey be as in Theorem [Z.3.
The contravariant components A (), BU* (&) of the scaled three-dimensional elasticity and

viscosity tensors, respectively, defined in (3.3)-(34) satisfy

AM(e) = ATH(0) + O(e) and A7) = A¥(e) =0,

Bit(e) = B(0) + O(2) and B (2) = B*¥(e) = 0,

12
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foralle, 0 < e <¢gq, and

— )\aaﬁam— + u(aaaaﬁT 4 aa7a50>’ Aaﬁ33<0) — )\aaﬁ’

Aa3a3 0) = ,ualoza’ A3333(O) — )\+2u’

Baﬁm— 0) = Haaﬁam— 4 g<aaoa67 + aom-aﬁo)’ Baﬁ33<0) — eaaﬁ’
Ba303(0) — gacw7 BB333<0) — 9 4 0,

Moreover, there exist two constants C, > 0 and C, > 0, independent of the variables and

g, such that
D ltl* < CeA () (@)t (3:8)
i
Y Itsl* < CBIM () (@) tut, (3.9)
i

foralle, 0 < e <eg, for alle € Q and all t = (t;;) € S°.

Remark 3.4. Note that the proof of the ellipticity for the scaled viscosity tensor (Bijkl(&?))
would follow the steps of the proof of the ellipticity for the elasticity tensor (Aijkl(e)) mn
Theorem 3.3-2, [}/, 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 a%) = flo) = (f'(e))(t, @)
Va € Q, where z° = 7°(x) € Q° and V¢t € [0, 77,
B = (W)t 27) = h(e) = (W(e) (1, @)

Ve € I'y UT_, where & = 7°(x) € ', UT and Vt € [0,T].

13
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Also, we introduce ug(e) : Q@ — R? by ug(e)(x) := uj(x®) V x € Q, where ¢ = 7°(x) € OF

and define the space
V(Q) :={v=(v) € [H(Q)]*;v=00nT},

which is a Hilbert space, with associated norm denoted by ||-[|, o

We assume that the scaled applied forces are given by

fe)(t,x) =’ fP(t,x) Vo € Q and Vt € [0,T],

h(e)(t,x) = ePT'hPT (¢, x) Vx € T, UT_ and Vt € [0, T],

where f? and h**! are functions independent of € and where p is a natural number that will
show the order of the volume and surface forces, respectively. Then, the scaled variational

problem can be written as follows:
Problem 3.5. Find u(e) : [0,T] x Q — R3? such that,
u(e)(t,-) e V(Q) YVt €|0,T],
/{ZAijkl(e)ekl(e;u(s))eij(e;v)de + /Q Bijkl(e)ek“l(e;u(s))emj(e;v)\/@dx
= /erfi’pvi\/EdaﬁL/F ) PPy /g(e)dD Yo € V(Q), ae. in (0,T),
LU
u(e)(0,-) = uo(€)(-)-

From now on, for each € > 0, we shall use the shorter notation e;;(¢) = e;;(c;u(e))
and é;;(¢) = ey;(e;u(e)), for its time derivative. Analogously to Theorem [ZH, we can
prove the existence of an unique solution u(e) € H*(0,T;V(Q)) (or u(e) € H*(0,T;V(Q)),
respectively) of the Problem (see Theorem 4.7, [44]) for each £ > 0.

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, [4].

14
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Theorem 4.1. Let w be a domain in R?, let @ € 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 g9 > 0
be as in Theorem [Z3. The functions Ti;(e) = T%;(¢) and g(c) are defined in (31)-(32),

the functions bag, 03,04, a, are defined in Section[2 and the covariant derivatives bg|a are

defined by
Bla 1= 0ubf + 10, b5 — T 507,

The functions bag, b3, 15, 05|a and a are identified with functions in C°(Q). Then

I74(e) =T%5 — casbfla + O(?), T2 5(e) = bap — 303 bog,
95T 5(e) = O(e), [9,(c) = —b% — exsbT b7 + O(£?),
[os(e) =Th(e) =0, g(e) =a+O(e),

for all e, 0 < € < g9, where the order symbols O(e) and O(g*) are meant with respect to

the norm ||-||y .0 defined by |[wlly o = sup{lw(®)|; & € Q}. Finally, there exist constants

aog, go and g1 such that

0<ag<aly) Vy € w,

0<go<gle)z)< g Ve € QandV ¢,0 < e < &. (4.1)

We now include the following result that will be used repeatedly in what follows (see

Theorem 3.4-1, [4], 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

/gagvd:p =0, for allv € C>®°(Q) withv =0 on v x [—1,1].
Q
Then g = 0.

Remark 4.3. This result holds if [, g0svdx = 0 for all v € H'(Q) such that v =0 in T.

We will use this result in this way in what follows.
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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 ) = w x (—1,1). We define the transversal average by

1

v(y) = —/ v(y, x3)dzs,

1

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

1
'7045(77) = 5(857]@ + aoznﬁ) - 1—‘26770 - baﬁn?n (42)

denote the covariant components of the linearized change of metric tensor associated with
a displacement field 7;a’ of the surface S. In the next theorem we introduce some results

related with the transversal averages that will be useful in what follows.
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
|U|H1(O,T;L2(w)) < ﬁ |U|H1(0,T;L2(Q)) :

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

T3 and

v(y,x3) = v(y) for almost all (y,z3) € Q.

(b) Let ve HY(0,T; H(Q)). Thenv € H'(0,T; H'(w)), 0,0 = Jqv and

B 1
||U||H1(0,T;H1(w)) < ﬁ ||U||H1(0,T;H1(Q)) )

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

16



Now, we shall introduce two results that will be needed for the convergence result. Given

v = (v;) € [HY(Q)]? let us define:

1
Yas (V) :25(8511& + 0avp) — 3505 — bapus,

Pap (V) :=0a5v3 — ['730,v3 — b3bspvs + b7 (Opvs — '5,07)
+ 05(0avr — T0,05) + b0 0r,

1
6(11”5(5; v) ::g%xﬁ('v) + 2305,V + 36305503

Theorem 4.5. Let the functions T, bag, b € C°(w) be identified with functions in C°(C)
and we consider ey defined as in Theorem[223. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that
foralle, 0 < e < ey and allv e HY(0,T;[H'(Q)]*), the scaled linearized strains ey s(e;v)

satisfy:

1
gea\\ﬁ(’f; v) — 63\\5(’5; v)

< Ce Z |Ua|H1(o,T;L2(ﬂ)) ’

C <Z leijs (&5 v) 0,102 (2)

H1(0,T5L2(Q))

IA

Héagew(s; V) + pas(v) .

HY(0,T;H-1(Q)) i

+¢ > valmoriz@) + € sl oz @) ) :

Theorem 4.6. Let (u(e)).-o be a sequence of functions u(e) € H*(0,T;V(Q)) that satisfies
u(e) — w in H(0,T; [H'(Q)]*),
Leesu(e) — ey in B0, T; (@),
when € — 0. Then,
(a) w is independent of the transversal variable xs.
o  (b) ue H' (w) x HY(w) x H*(w) with @; = 0,13 =0 on 7.
(¢) s ) = 0.

(d) pas(w) € H'(0,T; L*()) and pas(u) = —0se,5-
17
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e) If in addition, there exist functions kag € H*(0,T; H=Y(Q)) such that pas(w(e)) — Ka
B B B
in HY(0,T; H*(Q)) as e — 0, then

u(e) = w in H'(0,T;[H'(Q)]?),

Pap(W) = Kap hence, kog € H'(0,T; L*(Q)).

Remark 4.7. Theorems [4.8 and[4.0 are generalizations of Theorems 4.2-1, 5.2-1 and
5.2-2, [4], respectively, and their proofs follow straightforward from the results presented

there.

Finally, in the next theorem we recall a three-dimensional inequality of Korn’s type for

a family of viscoelastic shells (see Theorem 5.3-1, [4]).

Theorem 4.8. Assume that 6 € C3(w;R3) and we consider € defined as in Theorem [Z.3.
We consider a family of viscoelastic membrane shells with thickness 2 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 6(~yy) as its middle curve. Then there exist
a constant €1 verifying 0 < €1 < g9 and a constant C' > 0 such that, for all e, 0 < ¢ < g4,

the following three-dimensional inequality of Korn’s type holds,
o 1/2
vl << (Z |€ij(€;’v)|3,g> Vo = (v;) € V(). (4.3)
i3
5. Completion spaces and Admissible forces

In this section we shall introduce ad hoc spaces which complete the ones introduced in
[44], where the obtention of the two-dimensional equations of the viscoelastic membrane
shell problem was presented. Moreover, we also shall introduce some assumptions needed

on the applied forces. Recall that,
Vie(w) :={n = (;) € H'(w) x H'(w) x H*(w);
1 = 0,13 = 0 on Y0, Yap(n) = 0 in w}.

18



In [38], we justified the two-dimensional equations of the viscoelastic membrane shells, where
the middle surface S is elliptic and the boundary condition of place is considered on the
whole lateral face of the shell. These assumptions lead to Ve(w) = {0} (see [38] for details).
In this paper, we shall considered the remaining cases where some of those assumptions are
not verified but still Vp(w) = {0}. Those cases are known as the generalized membrane

shells. Let us define the spaces :

V(w) :=={n=(n) € [H(w)]’;n; = 0 on 1},
Vo(w) == {n = (n:) € V(w); Yap(n) = 0 in w},
Vi(w) :={n = (n;) € H'(w) x H'(w) x H*(w);n; = B3 = 0 on 7o},

and also, we introduce the seminorms defined by

o\ 1/2
| = (|63’U|§,Q + (I’T)If‘f) ) Vo € V(Q),
1/2
nly = (Z Im(n)ﬁw) vn = (n;) € H'(w) x H'(w) x L*(w).
a,

Since Vp(w) = {0} by assumption, the seminorm ||£4 is a norm over the space Vi (w).
Now, we shall distinguish two different subsets of generalized membrane shells, depending
on whether or not the space Vy(w) contains only the zero function. One of the difficulties
faced is the introduction of abstract spaces, which do not have any physical meaning. We
consider a generalized membrane shell of the first kind when Vj(w) = {0} (hence, Vr(w) =
{0}), this is, when the seminorm |-|*" is a norm over the space V(w) (hence, will be a norm

over Vk(w) C V(w)). Therefore, the abstract spaces are defined by

V() := completion of V() with respect |.|3, (5.1)

Vi#(w) := completion of V(w) with respect |.|M. (5.2)

Otherwise, if Vg(w) # {0} but still Vi(w) = {0} , this is, if ||/ is a norm over Vi (w)

but not over V(w), the shell is a generalized membrane of the second kind. Therefore, the

19
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abstract spaces are defined by

V#(Q) := completion of V(2)/Vy(Q) with respect to | - |, (5.3)
Yaii
M

V7 (w) := completion of V(w)/Vy(w) with respect to | - |, (5.4)

Remark 5.1. Notice that, in both cases, these “abstract” spaces might not be spaces of
distributions.

We can find a large variety of practical examples in the case of generalized membranes
of the first kind (see [4]). However, we do not have examples for those of the second kind.

As commented in [4], they should correspond to shells with surfaces S with “few” regularity.

Now, we shall present some additional assumptions needed for the applied forces. Let us
define for each & > 0, the real function L(g)(¢) : V(2) — R given by

L(e)(t)(v) 2=/ﬂfi(lf)vz'\/g(f:‘)dw+/F hi(t)vin/g(e)dr, (5.5)

LUl
Yo € V(Q), Vtel0,T], with f© € L2(0,T; L*(Q)) and h* € L?(0,T; L>(T'y UT_)). It is
easy to check that this function is continuous with respect to the norm ||.||1 o and uniform
with respect 0 < € < g¢, with gq defined in Theorem 2.3 By the inequality of Korn’s type
in Theorem [4.8] there exists a constant K such that

[ L(e)()(v)] <

1/2
Kg(t) (Z lea; (& ’U)|3,Q> Vo e V(Q), Vte[0,T].

Therefore, L(e)(t) is also continuous with respect to the norm defined by

1/2

vi— (Z |€3115(&; ’v)|3,g> : (5.6)
i,J

but not uniform whit respect to € unless additional hypothesis for the applied forces is made.

Notice that V() is a Hilbert space with respect to the interior product,

(v,w) = /Qeij(s;v)eij(s;w)\/g(e)dx, Vo, w € V(Q), (5.7)

20



since it is easy to verify that the norm (B5.0]) satisfies the parallelogram’s equality. Then,
applying the Riez’s Representation Theorem, there exists a G(t) € [H'(Q)]® for each ¢ €
[0, 77, such that

L(e)(t)(v) = /eZH](a G(t))ei(e;v)V/ g(e)dx Yv € V(Q (5.8)

Therefore, let us define F/(e)(t) := e;;(e; G(t)) for each ¢ € [0, 77, so

L(g)(t)(v) = /QF” e (e;v)v/ g(e)dx Vv € V(Q (5.9)

If |[F(e)|oq is uniformly bounded with respect to €, we ensure the uniform continuity
of the linear form. Moreover, we need F(g) to have a limit in L?*(0,7; L*($2)), when
e — 0. Following the considerations above, the applied forces over a family of generalized
membranes will be known as admissible forces if, for each € > 0, there exist functions
Fi(e) = FIi(e) € L*(0,T; L*()) and FY = Fi* € L*(0,T; L*(Q)) such that the equality
(59) holds for all &, 0 < € < g9 and F(e) — F% in L*(0,T; L*(Q)) when ¢ — 0. Therefore,

if the applied forces are admissible, there exists a constant Ky(t) > 0 such that,

1/2
| Le)(t)(v)] < Ko(t (Z\ezna & v \on) : (5.10)

We need to assume additional hypotheses for the contravariant components f¢ € L*(0,T; L*(Q)),
hi< € L2(0,T; L*(T', UT_)) so that, the right-hand side of the equation (2I0) can be written

for each € > 0 and for all ¢ € [0, 7] as follows:
[ s+ [ W = L) o)), (5.11)
Qe s urs

25 Remark 5.2. Notice that, by considering this expression we are making an assumption
on the orders of the applied forces. Actually, these orders are those corresponding to the
viscoelastic membrane shell equations derived in [44], that is, taking p = 0 in the Problem

7.9

Then, we can write the equations in the reference domain by taking into account the

20 definition of the admissible forces.
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Problem 5.3. Find u(e): (0,7) x Q — R? such that

u(e)(t,-) e V() Vtelo,T],
LAW%WW @]ev¢f7m+/BWle (£)eq (3 v)V/ g(e)dx

= L(e)(v) Vv eV(Q), ae. in (0,T), (5.12)
u(€)(0,) = uo(e) ().

The Problem [5.3]is a particular case of the Problem [B.5, hence we can ensure the exis-
tence, uniqueness and regularity of solution for ¢ sufficiently small, taking into account the

admissible forces defined above.

6. Asymptotic Analysis. Convergence results as ¢ — 0

To begin with, we recall the two-dimensional membrane shell problem obtained in [44]
taking into account the admissible forces and the abstract spaces defined in the previous sec-
tion. Let us remind the definition of the two-dimensional fourth-order tensors that appeared

naturally in that study,

2Ap? + 462
afor .__ aff oT ao BT ar  fBo
a = ——>—a""a”" + 2u(a”a”" +a""a"?), 6.1
(e p ) (6.1
posor .= 200 (0840 4 p(a®0aPT + a7ab?) (6.2)
0+ p ’
2 (6A
Caﬁa'f - ( ) Oéﬁag’f’ (63)
0+ p

where

A A+ 2u
A=|—-—- . A
<9 €+p) (64)

For the sake of briefness, we only consider viscoelastic generalized membrane shells of
the first kind, as those of the second kind are treated in a similar fashion. We formulate the
scaled two-dimensional variational problem of a viscoelastic generalized membrane shell of

the first kind as follows:
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Problem 6.1. Find £(t,-) € Vi (w) ¥V t € [0,T] such that,
BE(EW), m) = L)) ¥n € Vi), ac. t € (0,T), (6.5)
£0,) = &),

where BY, and L¥, are the unique continuous extensions from H'(0,T;V (w)) to H'(0,T; Vi (w))
and from V(w) to Vit(w) of the functions By - H'(0,T;V(w)) x V(w) — R and Ly(t) :
V(w) — R, respectively, defined by

Bu(€(t).m) = / 0 o (€(8) () VVady + / B8 (€(1)) s (M) ady

t
= [ [ e e st adyas. (6.6)
Lum)(®) = [ 0" (0)vas(m)ady (©.7)
where we introduced the constant k defined by
A+ 2u
k= , 6.8
i) (6.8)

and where ©*? is an auxiliary function, related with the admissible forces, that will appear
naturally in this study, given by

OA

t
o p/ k(tS)F33(s)dsa°‘5) drs,  (6.9)

0= [ (700 - e +

1

for all t € 10,T].

The Problem is well posed and it has a unique solution. The proof given in the next
theorem makes use of similar arguments which can be found in the proof of the existence

and uniqueness of solution of the de-scaled problem of the viscoelastic membrane shell (see

Theorem 6.4, [44]).

Theorem 6.2. Let w be a domain in R?, let @ € C?(w;R3) be an injective mapping

such that the two wvectors a, = 0,0 are linearly independent at all points of w. Let

P € L2(0,T; L*(w)) and &, € Vi (w). Then the Problem 61, has a unique solution & €

HY0,T; Vit(w)). In addition to that, if p*¢ € L*(0,T; L*(w)), then &€ € H*(0,T; Vi (w)).
23
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For each ¢ > 0, we assume that the initial condition for the scaled linear strains is
eiHj(8>(07 ) =0, (61())

this is, that 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, that the scaled three-dimensional
unknown, wu(e), converges as ¢ tends to zero towards a limit w. Moreover, its transversal
average, @, converges as ¢ tends to zero to the solution & = wu of the two-dimensional
Problem [6.1], posed over the set w. Given v € L*(0,T;[L*(Q)]?) and nn € L*(0, T; [L*(w)]?),

we shall use the notation

ol = ([ (o) a) R ([ (me) ) B

Theorem 6.3. Let us suppose that @ € C3(w;R?) and let gy be defined as in Theorem [2.3.
Consider a family of generalized membrane shells of the first kind with thickness 2¢, having
each one the same middle surface S = @(w), under a boundary condition of place along
a portion of its lateral face, with the same set 8(7o) as the middle curve and subjected to
admissible forces. Let u(e) be for every e, 0 < e < gg the solution of the three-dimensional
problem under admissible forces in Problem . Then there exists uw € HY(0,T; Vi (Q))
and &€ € H'(0,T; Vi (w)) such that w(e) — w in H'(0,T; Vi£(Q)) when € — 0. Moreover,
u(e) := %/1 w(e)dzs — & in HY(0,T; Vi (w)) when e — 0.

1

Furthermore, the limit € satisfies the Problem [G ]l

Proof. We follow the same structure of the proof of the Theorem 5.6-1, [4].Hence, we shall
reference to some steps which apply in the same manner. The proof is divided into several

parts, numbered from (i) to (xi).

(i) There ezists €5, 0 < £9 < g9 and a constant co > 0 such that, for all 0 < & < &g,

1/2
w[s < ¢ (Z ’eij(e;v)}aQ) Vo € V(Q). (6.11)

1,J
The proof can be found in step (¢) in Theorem 5.6-1, [4], so we omit it.
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(ii) A priori boundedness and extractions of weakly convergent sequences. The seminorms
lu(e)|7l and lu(e) 1%, the seminorms of the respective time deriwatives and the norms

lew(E) | i 0,711 (y2) and leayj(€)mom;r2(0)) are bounded independently of €, 0 < & < &s.

Furthermore, by the definition of the spaces Vit (Q) and Vit (w) in ([G1)-(E2), there exists a
subsequence, also denoted by (w(e))zso, and there exist w € HY(0,T; Vi (Q)), u! = (u;?) €
HY0,T;V(Q)), ey € HY0,T; L*(Q)) and & € HY(0,T; Vis(w)) such that

u(e) = w in HY(0,T; Vit(Q)),
—utin HY0,T;[H'()]?) hence, cu(e) — u™ ' in H'(0,T;[L*(Q)]*),

eule

ees(€) = 0 in H'(0,T; LA()),

(€)
(€)
eij(€) = eqyy in H'(0,T; L*(Q2)),
A3uz(e) =
u(e)

u(e) — & in H'(0,T; Vif(w)),
when € — 0.
Let v = u(e) in (E12), then
/QAz‘jk( er|i(e)eq;(e \/7dx+ 55 / B* (&) epu(e)eq;(€) v/ g(e)dr = u(e)),
a.e. t € (0,T). Integrating over the interval [0, 7], using (3.9) and (6.10) we obtain that
/OT (/Q AT e)enyu(e) e (e Fd:c) dt < / L(e)(u(e))dt. (6.12)

Now, by (5I0) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we find that

T T 1/2
| e < i [ <Z|eu<s>|3,ﬂ) it

0,

< KoVWT (/ <Z|€H \on) )1/27 (6.13)

where K := fo Ky(t)dt > 0.0n the other hand, by (1), (B.8)) and step (i) we have that

2C7 g (lu(e)i)” < Oy / <Z|eu |OQ>
g/OT (/QAU (e)exju(e)eq;( Fdx) dt. (6.14)
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Now, (6.12)-(6.14) together imply that |e;;(€)|r20,1;02(0)) is bounded and, as a conse-
quence, |u(e)|fg and lu(e) N1t < lu(e)|f’ do as well. By the Theorem B8 it follows that

llew(e) || 20,71 () 1s bounded.

Let v = 4(e) in (512), then
10 ijkl /—
2675 A ( ekw 6,”] dl‘
- / B (e)épu(e)éq (e) v/ g(e)de = u(e)), (6.15)
Q

a.e. t € (0,T). Integrating over [0, 7], using ([3.8) and (6.I0) we obtain that

/OT (/QBU (€)érjule)éi;le Fd:c) dt</ L(e)(t)(u(e))dt, (6.16)

that is analogous to (G.12]) with the contravariant components of the viscosity tensor instead.

Hence, using similar arguments and (8.9)), we find that ’éiH ;(e) are bounded and,

}LQ(O,T;LQ(Q))
M
as a consequence, |tt(e)[}, and )u(e)‘ < Ju(e)|yy do as well. By the Theorem it
) T,w )
follows that [lew(e)| 2. 1, m1(q)s) 18 Pounded. Therefore, the a priori boundedness and

convergences announced in this step are verified.

(iii) We obtain expressions and relations for the limits e;); found in the previous step.

Let v = (v;) € V(). Then, by the definitions (B.5)-(3.7),

geqp(e;v) — 0 in L (1),
1
geq3(e;v) — 583% in L*(Q),
geg3(e;v) = Osvg for all € > 0.
Let v = ev € V(Q) in (512) and let € — 0. As a consequence of the asymptotic behaviour
of the functions ee;|;(;v) above, the function g(e) and the contravariant components of

the fourth order tensors A%*! () and B“*(¢) (see Theorems Bl and B3] respectively), the

convergences of the admissible functions F”(g) and the weak convergences found in (iz), we
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obtain that
/QQ/JaO‘”eag@gva + (A + 2p)eg)305v3v/adr + /Q Aa €4 50503/ adzx
+ /Qpaa"éangﬁgva + (0 4 p)és)305v3v/adz + /Qﬁao‘ﬁéaﬁﬁgvg\/ad:c
- /Q (F*03v, + F*03v3) Vadz, a.e. t € (0,T). (6.17)
Let v € V(§2) be independent of x3. Then, we have that
/K)Q/,caa”eagﬁgva\/adx + /Qpawéagﬁgva\/adaz = /Q (F**030,) Vadz.
Hence, by Theorem this equation leads to,
2ua% eq)3 + pa7éqz = F7°,
and using that (a.,)~' = (a®), we obtain the following ordinary differential equation,
2p1€q|j3 + Plajz = oy F73. (6.18)

Remark 6.4. Note that removing time dependency and viscosity (taking p = 0), the equation

leads to the one studied in [}/, that is, the elastic case.

In order to solve the equation (G.I8]) in the more general case, we assume that the viscosity

coefficient p is strictly positive. Moreover, we can prove that this equation is equivalent to

0 i 1 u
a (e%teaﬂfﬂ(t)) — ;aaae%tFU‘g’(t),

Integrating with respect to the time variable and using (6.10) we find that

1 bty
eal3(t) = ;aag/ e » IR (s)ds in Q, V¢ €[0,7). (6.19)

0

Moreover, from (6.I8) we obtain that,

Ea)3(t) = = (aao F7(t) — 2peq3(t)) in Q, ae. t € (0,T).

D=
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Now, take in (617) v € V(Q2) such that v, = 0, then we have that
/Q()\ + 2u) ez 30503y adz + /Q)\aaﬁea”g@gvg\/adx + /9(9 + p)és| 3053/ ad
+ /Q 00" é 450503/ adr = [)F3383U3ﬁd$. (6.20)
Applying Theorem (4.2 we obtain the following differential equation,
AaPeqp + (A4 21)ez)s + 0a*Péqs + (0 + p)égs = F2. (6.21)

Remark 6.5. Once again, note that removing time dependency and viscosity (taking 0 =

p =0), the equation leads to the one studied in [4], that is, the elastic case.

In order to solve the equation (6.21]) in the more general case, we assume that the viscosity

coefficient @ is strictly positive. Moreover, we can prove that this equation is equivalent to

0 \ iz, B o
fe eta (a 5ea||5(t)69t> =F3(t) — (0 +p) e o ta (63”3(75)6 e t) - (6.22)

Integrating respect to the time variable, using (6.10) and simplifying we find,
I 9 !
eg3(t) = i) e FE=9) F33(5)ds — i, (aaﬁeang(t) + A/o ek(ts)aaﬁeaﬁ(s)ds) ,
in Q, Vtel[0,T], and where A and k are defined in (6.4]) and (6.8]), respectively. Moreover,
from (G21]) we obtain that,

1 A+ 2p 0

Galalt) = g 70 - 9+pa°‘5€an5(t> ~ g, e - 9+paaﬁéan5(t)7
inQ, ae te(0,7).
(iv) The family (u(e))e=o verifies
(eanﬁ(e) - m(@)) 0 in HY(0,T; L2(w)) when & — 0. (6.23)
As a consequence, the subsequence considered in (ii) verifies
Yas(u(e)) = s in H'(0,T; L*(w)). (6.24)

This proof is a corollary of the step (iv) in Theorem 5.6-1, [4]. We follow the same arguments

made there but using Theorem 4] (a) and (b). Then, the conclusion follows.
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265 (v) We obtain the equations satisfied by the limits eq) 3 found in the step (ii).
Let v = (v;) € V() be independent of the transversal variable x3. Then, by the definitions
B.3)-B.D),
€alls (€ v) = Yas(v) in L*(Q),
ea|3(e;v) = %aavg + 2w, in L*(Q),
eg3(e;v) = 0 for all € > 0.

Keep such a function v € V(Q) in (5.12)) and take the limit when ¢ — 0. In the right-hand

side of that equation, we have that

e—0

lim L(e)(v) = /Q (Faﬂ%lﬁ(v) + 2F°3 (%aavg - bgv(,)) Vadz. (6.25)

In the left-hand side of the equation, by the asymptotic behaviour of functions g(¢) and the
contravariant components of the fourth order tensors A%*(¢) and B“*(¢) (see Theorem E1]
and [B.3] respectively), the convergences of the strain tensor components e;;(e; v) above and
the weak convergences of e;;(¢) — e;; in H*(0,7; L*(Q)) found in step (it), we observe

that,
/ ATR(0)exu(e)eq; (e v)Vade + / BM(0)ényu(e)eq (€3 v)Vade
Q Q
— / (Aa®Pa”™ + p(a®7a” + a®7a")) ey Vap(v)Vade
0

1
+/ )\aa663||3’ya5(’0)\/ad$’ + / 4paeq)3 (58a03 + bgvT) Vadz
Q Q

+
:>\
3

(9@0‘6(1 + g(ao“’aﬁT + amaﬁ")) éollrVas(v)Vadx

1
+ / 0P é3377a5 (v)Vadz + / 200" g3 <§8av3 + b;vT) Vadz, (6.26)
Q Q
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which, using the relations found in (7i7) and simplifying yields that,

1

1
i/aaﬁoT€o||77a5<U)\/adx+ Q/baﬁoTeU”Tfyaﬁ( )\/Ed'r
Q

1 t
——/ e (t_s)/caﬁweaT(s)vaﬁ(’v)\/adxds
Q

o 0+p/ e NI (5)dsa o () Vada

+/ T — 30y, 5(v )\/Eda:+/2Fa3 <§8avg+bgvo) Vadz,
0

where a®7 | b*#77 and ¢*#°7 denote the contravariant components of the two-dimensional

fourth order tensors defined in (E.1)—(6.3)). Hence, together with (€.25) leads to

/ a*PT e s (0)Vady + / b 1 Yas (D) v ady
t -
_ / e k(t—s) / 74112 (5)Vap(0)Vadyds
0 w

1
- [ [ rrargu@aay - [ [ L[ M B s op(o) ady
wJ—1 w 719+p

1 9 _ _
_// mF’g?’aaﬁdl’g,’yaﬁ(’v)\/ady:/Soaﬁf)/aﬁ(v)\/adyv
wJ—1 v

(6.27)

where ©*? denotes the real function defined in (6.9). Now, given 1 € V(w), there exists

a function v € V() independent of x3 such that v = n. Hence (6.27) holds for all n €

V(w), a.e. t € (0,T).
(vi) The subsequence (u(g))eso from (ii) satisfies

eu(e) — 0 in H'(0,T; [H'(Q)]?),
Dzug(e) — 0 in H'(0,T; L*(2)),

when € — 0. Moreover, ey 3 are independent of the transversal variable 3.

By the step (i) the functions u=!(¢) := cu(e) € H'(0,T;V(Q)) satisfy
ut(e) =~ utin HY0,T;[HY(Q)]?),
hence u™'(¢) — w™ ' in H'(0,T;[L*(Q)]%),
Lyl u (@) = gy in YO, T IX(©),

30

(6.28)
(6.29)

(6.30)

(6.31)



270

275

Hence, by Theorem .6, u—1 € Vp(w) and consequently u~—! = 0, since Vip(w) = {0} by
assumption. By the same result, u™! is independent of z3, hence u™' = 0 and (G.28) is
proved. Moreover, this implies that eu(e) — 0 in H*(0,T;[L*(©2)]?). Now, by (B.6) we have
that

O3t (€) = 2eeq)3(e) — €0aus(e) + 2eI'03(e)uq(e).

Therefore, together with the convergences in (i7) and above and the boundedness of the
sequence (I'%4(¢)).s0 in C°(Q) by the Theorem 2.8 imply that Osuq () — 0in H(0, T; L3(£2))
and (6.29) is proved. Moreover, since ™! = 0 and (6.30)—(6.31]), taking w = w~* in Theorem
we have that dseq) 3 = —pag (u™!) = 0. Therefore, the functions €q||g are independent of

xIs3.

(vii) The following strong convergences are satisfied,

ezH](E) — €i||; m Hl(O,T; LQ(Q)),
eu(e) = 0 in H'(0,T; [H (Q)]),

Yap (u(€))
u(e) = & in H'(0,T; Vi (w)),

— €a||8 m H1<O,T; LQ(w)),

for all t € 10,T).

Let us define,
U(e) rZAAijkl(a)(€k||z(€)—€kz)(eu — eq)V/g(e)dz
+/QB““(€)(ékz(é‘)—ém)(@u — eq)V/g(e)de
= Lie)(u(e) — | AM(e)2en(e) = e /o

g ) 8
+/B“kl(5)(6kl€ij o eklll gZHJ NV g(e)dz, a.e. t € (0,T).
Q

We have that,

/AW( e)(ern(e) — e e (€) — eqy) v g(e)de

0 .
o B”kl@)(ekw(é?) — ekw)(ezw — eZHJ Vg(e)dr = ), a.e. t € (0,T).
Q
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Integrating over the interval [0, 7], using (8.9) and (€.10) we find that
T
/ (/ Az]kl(e)(ekw(E) — 6k||l)(6,||j 6,”] AV’ d:L‘) dt < / \I/(€)dt. (632)
0 Q
Now, by (@1)) and (B.8)) we have

02193/22|€ij(6)—6ij|§,n§/§lz4ij’“l(€)(6k1(6)—%”1)(61”3 —eil)V/ g(e)d.
%,J

Therefore, together with the previous inequality leads to

T T
02193/2/0 <Z|€z‘j(€) —ez‘jhz),sz) dtS/O U (e)dt.
i

On the other hand, the strong convergences F“(g) — F% in L?(0,T;L*(2)) given by as-
sumption and the weak convergences e;;(€) — e;; in H'(0,T; L*(Q2)) from (i7), imply that

g e) w(e)) = i ([ F7(E)eayale) Vo
+ [ P e)earnle) + F33<e>e33>¢g<e>d:c)
= /QFQ%QHB\/MQ: + /Q (QFQBGQH;; + F33€3H3) Vadz. (6.33)

Now, by the asymptotic behaviour of functions g(¢) and the contravariant components of
the fourth order tensors AY*(g) and BY*(g) (see Theorem E1] and B.3] respectively), we
find that

lim (/ AT () (2enu(e) = enn)eq;V/g(e)dx
e—0 Q
5 , 3
_/B”kl(E)(eklez’Hj ot (exiu(e)eas) Fdx)
Q
Aijkl(o)ekleij\/adx+/Bijkl(0)ékleij\/adx
Q

_l’_
S— 5 5 5— 5—

(Aa*Pa” + p(a®7a’™ + a®7a")) e)rea sV adz + /Q Aa“P ez 3645V adx
4pa eqyseq)3v/ade + /Q (AaTeq)r + (A + 21) e3)13) €33V adz

+ (an‘ﬁa” + /2)( a®a’m + amaﬁ(’)> éUHTea”[;\/adx + /Q an‘ﬁég,”geaug\/adx
+ [ 2pa®7 €, 3603V adx + /Q (00 éq)ir + (0 + p) €3)53) €33/ adz,
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which substituting the findings in the step (i) and simplifying leads to

/ ™" e5]lr Calp/ady + / b7 I7 TallpV/ady

w

t S
_/ —k(t—s)/caﬁaT JHT(S) —eauﬁ\/adyds
33 aﬁ oA ' —k(t—s) 1733 af —
+— | e F?(s)dsa™ ) dzseqsy/ady

0+pJo
—|—/ (2Fa3€a||3 + F33€3H3) \/Eda:, (634)
Q
where a®?°7 | b*#°7 and ¢*#°" denote the contravariant components of the fourth order

tensors defined in (6.1I)—(6.3]). Hence, together with (6.33]), we have that
V= limW(e) = / P egpV/ady — / a*PTeS ) Calpy/ady — / b es r Ealip/ady
w . w w
+/0 e =) / 7T e 11 (5) Eapv/adyds, (6.35)

with ¢ defined in ([B3). Now, since u(c) € V(w), for each & > 0, we take © = n = u(e) in
([6.27) and we have that

[ e vas (@) Vady + / b e s (w(2)) v ady
= [ [ s @ adyds = [ o) ady. (6:36)

w

Taking in (6.36) the limit when ¢ — 0 together with the weak convergences in (iv), we
conclude from (6.35]) that ¥ = 0 . As a consequence, using the Lebesgue dominated con-
vergence theorem in (6.32)), the strong convergences e;;() — e;; in L*(0,T; L*(Q)) are

verified. Analogously, if we define

U(e) iz/ﬂAijkl@)(eknz@) = exj)(€15(€) — €ly) v g(e)dw
+/ B (e)(ému(e) = éxp) (i (€) — €ny) v/ g(e)da
Q
— L) + [ AW vt - ; (en@eai)VoE)da

—/BW( &) (2€x)u() — énp)éii v/ g(e)da.
Q
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We have that,

;6875 / Aijkl(e)(ekw(f?) - €k||z)(€z||a GZIIJ )V g(e)dx

+/Bim(»f)(éknz(ﬁ) = ewo) (€qyi () = )V g(e)dz = U(e), ae. t € (0,T).
Q
Integrating over [0, 7], using (3.8) and (6.10) we find that
/0 (/ﬂ B (e)(en(e) — én)(€ai€) — eV g dﬂf) < /0 U (e)dt,
Now, by (B9) and (4.1
S0 leni(e) — énlia < /QB““(&‘)(ékz(a) — éxp) (€a13() — éay) v g(e)da
1,J

Therefore, together with the previous inequality leads to

. 1/2/ (Zlezna éij(t)|3,9> dté/o U(e)dt, (6.37)

which is similar with (6.32)). Therefore, using analogous arguments as before, we find that

¥l ¥(e) = [ aivady — [ @ e aipvady - [ 10 apyady

+ /t e M=) / T eq1,(5) Eapv/adyds, a.e. t € (0,T). (6.38)
0 w

Now, since u( ) € V(w), for each € > 0, we take v =n = w in ([6.27) and we have that

[ e e @@ ady + [ 5 e ady

_/O ek(tS)/cO‘B"Te(,HT(s)fyag(u(a))\/adyds
= / o (ule))Vady. (6.39)

Taking in (6.39) the limit when ¢ — 0 together with the weak convergences in (iv), we con-
clude from (6.38) that ¥ = 0. As a consequence, using the Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem in (637), the strong convergences é;;(¢) — ¢é;; in L*(0,7; L*(2)) are satisfied.

Therefore, we conclude that e;;(g) — e;; in H'(0,T; L*()).
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Now, let v = u™!(g) = eu(e) in the second inequality in Theorem .5 We find by the step
(i) that there exist two constants C',C' > 0 such that

|1saii5(2) + pas(u™ ()10 mm-1()) < 5(5 > leqs(@)lmomzae)
+¢€ Z ‘gua<€)‘H1(07T;L2(Q)) + 8"8“3(8)||H1(0’T;H1(Q))> < C’é?.

Moreover, since ey g(g) — €q)5 in H'(0,T; L*(Q)) and the functions e, s are independent

of z3 (see step (iv)) we have that
Dsea)is(€) = Oseqs = 0 in H'(0,T; H1(Q)),
hence, from the previous inequality,
pap(u=t(g)) = 0in HY(0,T; H ().
Now, applying Theorem we have that
u'(e) = eule) = 0in H'(0,T; [H'(Q))?).

By the Theorem E4l (a), the strong convergences e;;(¢) — e;; in H'(0,T; L*(Q)) imply

that eqp() — € in H'(0,T; L*(w)). Therefore, by (iv)

Yap(u(e)) = €q) in HY(0,T; L*(w)).

As a consequence, (Ya5(w(€)))eso is a Cauchy sequence in H'(0,T; L*(w)). Now, since

M T
(2]

with €,/ > 0 and the corresponding identity for the time derivatives hold, the strong

u 1/2
Yas(u(e)(t)) = vap(u(e)(t))] dt) :

uE) - u@)

convergence wu(e) — & in HY(0,T; Vi (w)) is verified.
(viil) The limit £(t) € Vii(w) V t € [0,T] found in (vii) satisfies the system of equations

Bfj(&.m) = L;(n) ¥n € Vij(w), ae. in (0,T),

£(0,-) = &("),
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which has a unique solution. Then, the convergence u(e) — & in H'(0,T; Vi (w)) is verified
by the all family (u(e))=so.

Let € V(w). By the steps (v) and (vii) and since u(c) € H'(0,T; Vys(w)), we find that,

e—0 e—0

= [ @l s mady — [ et | caﬂﬂT%T(u(e)(s))m(n)ﬁdyds)
:/ a7 ras () Vady + / b T vas(n) Vady
= [ [ e o Vadyds = L(n)

i s e ) = i ([ 00273, e )

Furthermore, again by (vii) we have that,

lim By (u(e),n) = B,(€,m) = Lu(n),¥n € V(w), a.e. in (0,7T),

e—0

hence, B, (&,m) = L%,(n) ¥n € Vii(w), a.e. in (0,T), by the definition of the continuous

extensions BY, and L¥,. Besides, this problem has a unique solution by Theorem 6.4, [44].

(ix) Let Q be a domain in R3. Given v = (v;) € H'(0,T;[L*()]?), we define the distri-
butions,

eij('v) = %(@vj + aj'l}i) € Hl(O,T, H_l(Q)) (640)

Considering a sequence of functions v* = (vF) € HY(0,T; [L*(Q)]?) such that v* — 0 in H(0,T;[H~

and e;;(v*) — 0 in H'(0,T; H1(Q)) when k — oo. Then, v* — 0 in H'(0,T; [L*(Q)]3).

This proof is a generalization of the step (iz) in Theorem 5.6-1, |4]. We follow the same
arguments made there to prove that v* — 0 in L?(0,T;[L*(Q)]*) and the corresponding

convergences of the time derivatives in the same space. Then the conclusion follows.

(x) The following convergences are satisfied:

u(e) = w in H'(0,T; Vit(Q)),
D3 (e) — 0 in H'(0,T; L*()).
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In order to prove the first convergence it is enough to prove that (u(e)).~o and its time

derivative are Cauchy sequences with respect to the norm H%/I o- By its definition we have,
T ) T - -
M
| (e —w@wl) at = [ 3 hswE0) - oo 0. ) d
o.p

—i—/o (Z |O3u;(e)(t) — 83Ui(5')<t)|3,9> dt (6.41)

and the analogous equality for the time derivative family. Then, let us start proving that
D3t (e) — 0 en HY(0,T; L*()), the second convergence announced. This convergence is

fulfilled if 3u’ () — 0 in H(0,T; L*(92)), with

u'(g) = (uy(e), ua(e),0). (6.42)

By step (ix), proving this is equivalent to prove the following convergences:

dsu'(e) — 0in H* (0, T; [H 1 (Q)]), (6.43)
eij(0su/(¢)) — 0 in HY(0,T; H(Q)). (6.44)

By (B.8), we can obtain that
O3t (€) = 2eeq)3(e) — €0aus(e) + 2eI'03(e)uq(e). (6.45)

Hence, since the sequence (I'%4(¢)).so is bounded in C°(€2) (see Theorem ET)) and by the
convergences geq3(e) — 0, eu;(e) — 0 in H*(0,T; L*(2)) by steps (vi) y (vii), respectively,
together imply that

Dzun(e) — 0in HY(0,T; H1()). (6.46)

That is, ([G.43)) is verified. In order to prove (6.44), firstly, we have that es3(dsu’(g)) =
Osess(u'(¢)) = 0 by (6.42). Now, the asymptotic behaviour of the functions I'75(¢) (see
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Theorem 1)) and the convergences e;;(e) — e;; in H*(0,T; L*(Q)) (see step (vii)) imply
that (see (3.4)),
(O5un(e) + e0qus(e) + 2eb%u,(g)) — 0 in HY(0,T; L*(Q)),
thus,
(Os33a(€) + £0a3us(e) + 2eb%05u,(g)) — 0 in H*(0,T; H ().

Since dzuz(e) — 0 in H'(0,7T; L*(2)) and cu,(e) — 0 in H*(0,T; L*(Q)) (see steps (ii) y

(vi), respectively) we have that

2€a3(63u/(5)) = 833ua(5) — 0 in Hl(O,T, H_l(Q))

Now, by step (vi) we have that e, 5(c) = eqp in H'(0,T; L*(Q)) and dseq)5 = 0, then we
infer that dseq5(c) — 0 in H(0,7; H'(€2)). Hence,

Oseq)j5(¢) = (Dseap(u(e)) — 0s(Ih5(e)up(e))) — 0in H'(0,T5 H ().

Since I'? 4(e) € C*(Q) (by its definition, see (Z8) and B ), then I'? 4 (e)u, () € H'(0,T; H'(Q)).

Moreover,

05(Tap(e)up(€)) = OsTg5(e)up(e) + T 5() sy (e),

I 5()Dsuy(e) — 0 in H' (0, T; H(Q)),

since A3uy(e) — 0 in HY(0,T; H Y(Q)) (see step (it) and (6.46)). Now, the estimates
1051 5(E) 0,000 < Ce, with a constant C' > 0 (see Theorem [A.T) and the convergences
eu(e) — 0in HY(0,T;[L*(2)]3) (see step (vi)) imply that

O5T% 4(e)uy(e) — 0 in H'(0, T L*()).

Therefore, e,5(03u'(¢)) = Jzeas(u(e)) — 0 in H(0,T; H (). So that, we complete
the proof of the convergences (6.44]). Then, together with (6.43]) we have, by step (iz), that
Dsus(e) = 0in HY(0,T; LA(Q)). Since dsus(e) — 01in H(0,T; L*(Q)) and ya5(u(e)) — €all3
in H'(0,T; L*(w)) by steps (it) and (vii), we can conclude from the identity (6.41]) the proof

of this step.
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(xi) All family (w(e))eso converges strongly to w in the space H'(0,T; V().

The family (u(e)).so converges strongly in H'(0, T; Vi (w)) by step (viii) and dzu(c) — 0
in HY(0,T; L?(2)) for a subsequence (see steps (i4) and (z)). Then, since the limit of such
subsequence is unique, the whole family (d3u(¢)).~¢ converges in H'(0,T; L*(f2)). Therefore,
by the definition of the norm ||¥Q, (u(€))eso is a Cauchy sequence in the Hilbert space

H'(0,T; Vi ()), hence, the conclusion follows.
Therefore, the proof of the theorem is complete. O

Remark 6.6. For eache > 0, let 0¢ = Alklees

i“j(u€)+B"jkl’€e€ (u®) denote the contravari-

il
ant components of the linearized stress tensor field for a family of linearly viscoelastic shells
that satisfy the conditions of Theorem 6.3 and let us define the scaled stresses 0 () : Q — R

by letting o< (x°) =: 0¥ (e)(x) for all ° = 7°(x) € Q°. Then, the scaled stresses satisfy
o (e) = AT (e)ei;(e) + B () (e)-

Hence, using the asymptotic behaviour of AUk (), B9* () (see Theorem[3.3) and the strong
convergences of e;;(€)(t,-) in H(0,T;L*(Q)) found in Theorem [G.3, we can prove that
o' (e) converge in L?(0,T; L*(2)). To obtain these results we follow similar arguments to
those used in [41] for the elastic case. While for the elliptic membrane case (see [38]) we
can prove that those convergences lead us to the plane stress case, the generalized membranes

are subjected to the admissible forces consideration.

It remains to prove the analogous result to the previous theorem in terms of de-scaled
unknowns. Therefore we need to de-scale the unknown &, solution of the two-dimensional
variational scaled problem. By the scaling proposed in Section [3] we define for each £ > 0

the vector field £€° such that
€ =¢in H'(0,T;V};(w)),

that is solution os the de-scaled version of Problem
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Problem 6.7. Find £&(t,-) € Vi (w) ¥V t € [0,T)] such that,

B (&°(t),m) = Lif (m)(t) ¥n € Vi[(w), ae. t€(0,T),
£(0,) = &),

where BT and L are the unique continuous extensions from HY(0,T;V (w)) to H'(0,T; Vit (w))

and from V(w) to Vit (w) of the functions B, - HY(0,T;V(w)) x V(w) — R and L5, (t) :
V(w) — R, respectively, defined by

B (€5(1),m) = / A (65 (1) o () ady + < / B, (€2 (1)) vas(m) Vady
—e [ [, (€6 aatm) Vadyds.
Li,(m)(t) = / 6% () o () V/ady,

w
where a®Pome bPTE and ¢PTE denote the re-scaled versions of the contravariant com-

ponents of the two-dimensional fourth order tensors that we shall recall later (6.1)-(6.3),
0% is a de-scaled version of the real function defined in (6.9).

Notice that, for the viscoelastic generalized membrane shells, we can not consider the
de-scaling of each component of the unknown separately, since the previous equality must
be understood only in the abstract completion space. Therefore, we can prove the following

convergence result:

Theorem 6.8. Assume that @ € C*(w;R3). Consider a family of viscoelastic generalized
membrane shells of the first kind with thickness 2¢ approaching zero and with each having
the same middle surface S = 0(w), with each subjected to a boundary condition of place
along a portion of its lateral face having the same set 8(7o) as its middle curve and subjected
to admissible forces (see Section[3).

Let u® = (uf) € HY(0,T;V(QF)) and & = (6) € HY(0,T; Vi (w)) respectively denote
for each € > 0 the solutions to the three-dimensional and two-dimensional Problems[2.4) and

[677. Moreover, let &€ = (&) € HY(0,T; Vi (w)) denote the solution to the Problem[G1. Then
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we have that
1 €
£ =€ and 2_5/ usdrs — € in HY(0,T; Vﬁ(w)) as e — 0,
Proof. Notice that,

1 € L. 1 1 _
% 7€u dxs = 2/, u(e)drs = u(e).

Hence, the conclusion follows by applying Theorem 6.3 O

7. Conclusions

We have found and mathematically justified a model for viscoelastic generalized mem-
brane shells subjected to admissible forces. To this end we used the asymptotic expansion
method (presented in our previous work [44]) and we have justified this approach by obtain-
ing convergence theorems. As in the elastic case we have distinguished two cases (generalized
membrane of the first kind or second kind) depending on whether or not the space Vy(w)
contains non-zero functions. For each case, completion spaces were needed in order to obtain
well posed problems.

The main novelty that this model presented is a long-term memory, represented by an

integral on the time variable, more specifically

M(t,m) = / e =) / B (€(5)) s () adyds,

for all n € Vﬁ(w) (analogously for generalized membranes of the second kind). Analogous
behaviour has been detected in beam models for the bending-stretching of viscoelastic rods
[36], obtained by using asymptotic methods as well. Also, this kind of viscoelasticity has
been described in [18, [20], for example.

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 [4, 7]). However, the reader can easily check that
when the ordinary differential equation (6.I8) and (6.21]) were presented, we had to consider

assumptions that make it impossible to include the elastic case. Hence, the viscoelastic
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and elastic problems must be treated separately in order to reach reasonable and justified
conclusions.

Furthermore, as in the elastic case [4, [7], we found that Osu(e)(t,-) — 0V t € [0,T],
while for the elliptic case we proved that the three-dimensional limit w4 was independent
of 3 (see [38,139]). Therefore, the displacements on a viscoelastic generalized membrane
shell might not be independent of the transversal variable. Moreover, notice that we proved
convergence theorems when applied admissible forces (5.9) are considered, hence, the body
and surface forces can not be arbitrarily chosen as in the elliptic case.

These models together with the elliptic case presented in our previous paper [38], com-
plete the study for the viscoelastic membrane shells. The remaining case, when Vp(w)
contains non-zero functions (see [44]), known as the problem of a viscoelastic flexural shell,
has been studied in [42].

As future work, we are currently working on the justification of the viscoelastic Koi-
ter’s equations in [43]. Also, it would be interesting to derive error estimates for the two-
dimensional models derived in [44]. These results, we would prove the accuracy of our

two-dimensional models for its application on real problems.
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