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Abstract. Bresse-Timoshenko beam model with thermal, mass diffusion and
theormoelastic effects is studied. We state and prove the well-posedness of

problem. The global existence and uniqueness of the solution is proved by

using the classical Faedo-Galerkin approximations along with two a priori es-
timates. We prove an exponential stability estimate for problem under an un-

usual assumption, and by using a multiplier technique in two different cases,

with frictional damping in the angular rotation and with frictional damping
in the vertical displacement. In numerical parts, we first obtained a numer-

ical scheme for problem by P1-finite element method for space discretization

and implicit Euler scheme for time discretization. Then, we showed that the
discrete energy decays, later a priori error estimates are established. Finally ,

some numerical simulations are presented.

1. Introduction and position of problem

In engineering practice, when solving problems of the dynamics of composite
mechanical structures, which are various kinds of connections, questions arise on
determining the characteristics of natural vibrations of such coupled systems. Note
that problems related to the category of non-classical problems of mathematical
physics, when we talk about the combination of elements, the behavior of which is
described by equations of different type. This causes certain difficulties in solving
them, therefore, in practice, models of real structures are used, simplified by intro-
ducing additional hypotheses and assumptions into consideration.
Timoshenko [22], was the first who introduced the system of the form{

ρϕtt − κ(ϕx + ψ)x = 0
Iρϕtt − (EIψx)x + κ(ϕx + ψ) = 0.

(1.1)

Here, ϕ is the transverse displacement of the beam and ψ is the rotation angle
of the filament of the beam. The coefficients ρ, Iρ, E, I and κ are respectively the
density (the mass per unit length), the polar moment of inertia of a cross section,
Young’s modulus of elasticity, the moment of inertia of a cross section, and the shear
modulus. This kind of systems have been studied by a number of researchers and
various damping mechanisms have been used to stabilize the vibrations. ([18, 21])
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The Bresse system or the curved beam [9], is modeled by the system ρ1ϕtt − κ(ϕx + lw + ψ)x − lκ0(wx − lϕ) = 0
ρ2ψtt − bψxx + κ(ϕx + lw + ψ) = 0
ρ1wtt − κ0(wx − lϕ)x + lκ(ϕx + lw + ψ) = 0.

(1.2)

The terms κ0(wx − lϕ), κ(ϕx + lw + ψ) and bψx denote the axial force, the shear
force and the bending moment. The functions ϕ,ψ and w represent, respectively,
the transverse displacement of a curved beam, the rotation angle of the filament
and the longitudinal displacement. We denote by κ0 = EH, κ = GH, b = EI
and ρ1, ρ2, l, G,E,H are positive constants characterizing physical properties of
the beam and the filament. In addition, l = 1/R, where R is the radius of curva-
ture. ([4, 8])
The coupled system from where one gets the Bresse-Timoshenko comes from El-
ishakoff [11] by combining d’Alembert’s principle for dynamic equilibrium from
Timoshenko hypothesis, resulting the coupled system{

ρ1ϕtt − κ(ϕx + ψ)x = 0
−ρ2ϕttx − bψxx + κ(ϕx + ψ) = 0.

(1.3)

In the classical theory of thermoelasticity, the behavior of an elastic heat body can
be described by a coupled system of hyperbolic-parabolic type, where the classical
Fourier model of heat conduction is used, one most famous among them is the
Cattaneo’s law, which is unable to account for some physical properties and it can-
not answer all questions, its uses are limited, this let us think to couple the fields
of strain, temperature, and mass diffusion according to the Gurtin-Pinkin model.
The stabilisation of the Bresse-Timoshenko model is studied only by few authors.
We review the work in [7], a new Timoshenko beam model with thermal and mass
diffusion effects according to the Gurtin-Pinkin model is proposed. The author
proved global well-posedness of system by using the semigroup theory and also the
quasistability. Despite the fact that a sufficient number of works have been devoted
to the study of natural vibrations of a Breese-Timoshenko beam, the problem of
determining qualitative properties with thermal, mass diffusion and theormoelastic
effects remains unsolved. [2, 3, 5, 10, 13, 19]
In [8], the authors studied stability of thermoviscoelastic Bresse beam system. The
exponential decay of energy is proved and implicit Euler type scheme based on
finite differences in time and finite elements in spaces is introduced to show that
the discrete energy decreases in time and the author obtained an error estimates.
In [13], Feng and al., considered a Bresse-Timoshenko type system with time-
dependent delay terms in ]0, L[×]0,∞[{

ρ1ytt − κ(yx + ψ)x = 0
−ρ2yttx − bψxx + κ(yx + ψ) + µ1ψt + µ2ψt(t− τ(t)) = 0,

(1.4)

and {
ρ1ytt − κ(yx + ψ)x + µ1yt + µ2yt(t− τ(t)) = 0
−ρ2yttx − bψxx + κ(yx + ψ) = 0.

(1.5)

In both systems (1.4) and (1.5), the authors used an appropriate Lyapunov func-
tional to prove an exponential decay results, regardless of any relationship between
wave propagation velocities.(See [1, 2, 3, 19]). The present article is a logical con-
tinuation of works [7, 10, 13].
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We introduce a new Bresse-Timoshenko beam model with thermal, mass diffusion
and theormoelastic effects. The beam is modeled by the following system

ρ1ϕtt − κ(ϕx + ψ)x = 0
−ρ2ϕttx − bψxx + κ(ϕx + ψ)− γθx − βCx = 0
ρ3θt +$Ct − κθxx − γψtx = 0
Ct − h(βψx + ρC −$θ)xx = 0,

(1.6)

where
(x, t) ∈ (0, L)× (0,∞),

where L represents the distance between the ends of the center line of beam. The
function C denote the concentration of the diffusive material in the elastic body.
Here h > 0 is the diffusion coefficient, $ is a measure of the thermo-diffusion effect.
In order to simplify the system we use the following relation between chemical
potential P and the concentration of the diffusion material C

C =
1

%
(P − βψx +$θ).

Here % is a measure of the diffusive effect, we put

α = b− β2

%
, ξ1 = γ +

β$

%
, ξ2 =

β

%
, c = ρ3 +

$

%
, r =

1

%
.

Substitute in (1.6), the problem becomes
ρ1ϕtt − κ(ϕx + ψ)x = 0
−ρ2ϕttx − αψxx + κ(ϕx + ψ)− ξ1θx − ξ2Px = 0
cθt + dPt − κθxx − ξ1ψtx = 0
dθt + rPt − hPxx − ξ2ψtx = 0.

(1.7)

The aim of the paper is to study system (1.7) with the following initial conditions ϕ (x, 0) = ϕ0 (x) , ϕt (x, 0) = ϕ1 (x) , ϕtt (x, 0) = ϕ2 (x)
ψ (x, 0) = ψ0 (x) , ψt (x, 0) = ψ1 (x)
θ(x, 0) = θ0(x), P (x, 0) = P0 (x) , x ∈ (0, L) ,

(1.8)

where ϕ0, ϕ1, ψ0, ψ1, θ0, P0 are given functions, and the Dirichlet boundary condi-
tions

ϕ (x, t) = ψ (x, t) = θ (x, t) = P (x, t) = 0, x = 0, L, t > 0. (1.9)

For cr − d2 > 0, we assume that the symmetric matrix

Λ =

(
c d
d r

)
, (1.10)

is positive definite, and thus for all θ, P

rP 2 + cθ2 + 2dPθ > 0. (1.11)

In the present paper, a new minimal conditions on dissipation and the relationship
between the weights of system terms are used to show the global existence of solution
by well known Faedo-Galerkin method combined with some estimates. By imposing
a new appropriate conditions, which seems not be used in the literature. With
the help of some special results, we obtained an unusual decay rate results using
some properties of multiplier technique, extending some earlier results known in the
existing literature. The main results in this manuscript are the following. Theorem
2.1 for the global existence of solution and Theorem 3.6, Theorem 3.10 for the
exponential decay rate for problem (1.7)−(1.9) under the assumption (1.10), (1.11)
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with both cases, frictional damping in the angular rotation and frictional damping
in the angular rotation. We obtained a numerical scheme for the problem by P1-
finite element method for space discretization and implicit Euler scheme for time
discretization. Then, we showed that the discrete energy decays in Theorem 4.1.
The error of the method where we propose an outline for the proof is studied.
Finally, some numerical simulations are obtained using mathematica software.

2. Global well-posedness

We are now ready to state and prove the global well-posedness of problem (1.7)-
1.9).
The dissipative nature of our system comes from the definition of the energy func-
tional

2E(t) = ρ1

∫ L

0

ϕ2
tdx+

ρ1ρ2

κ

∫ L

0

ϕ2
ttdx+ ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
txdx

+κ

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)2dx+ α

∫ L

0

ψ2
xdx

+
(
c− d2

r

)∫ L

0

θ2dx+

∫ L

0

|r1/2P + dr−1/2θ|2dx. (2.1)

Multiplying the equations of (1.7) by ϕt, ψt, θ, P respectively, using integration by
parts, and (1.9), we get

ρ1

2

d

dt

∫ L

0

ϕ2
tdx+ κ

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)ϕtxdx = 0

ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕttψtxdx+
α

2

d

dt

∫ L

0

ψ2
xdx+ κ

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)ψtdx

+ξ1
∫ L

0
θψxtdx+ ξ2

∫ L
0
Pψxtdx = 0

c

2

d

dt

∫ L

0

θ2dx+ d

∫ L

0

Ptθdx+ κ

∫ L

0

θ2
xdx+ ξ1

∫ L

0

ψtθxdx = 0

r

2

d

dt

∫ L

0

P 2dx+ d

∫ L

0

θtPdx+ h

∫ L

0

P 2
xdx+ ξ2

∫ L

0

ψtPxdx = 0.

(2.2)

Taking the derivative of (1.7)1, we get

ρ1 (ϕtt)t − κ(ϕx + ψ)xt = 0, (2.3)

then

ψxt =
ρ1 (ϕtt)t

κ
−

(ϕx)xt
κ

.

Now, substituting (2.3) in (1.7)2, using integration by parts and summing, then we
obtain that E is decreasing and given by

E(t)− E(0) = −κ
∫ t

0

∫ L

0

θ2
x(s)dxds− h

∫ t

0

∫ L

0

P 2
x (s)dxds. (2.4)

We introduce the following Hilbert spaces

H = H1
0 (0, L)×H1

0 (0, L)× L2(0, L)×H1(0, L)× L2
∗(0, L), (2.5)

where

L2
∗(0, L) =

{
u ∈ L2(0, L) :

∫ L

0

udx = 0
}
.



BRESSE-TIMOSHENKO TYPE SYSTEMS WITH THERMODIFFUSION EFFECTS 5

Global well-posedness is given in the following.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that (1.10), (1.11) hold. If the initial data (ϕ0, ϕ1, ϕ2, ψ0, ψ1) ∈
H, and θ0, P0 ∈ L2(0, L) × L2(0, L). Then problem (1.7)-(1.9) has a unique weak
solution such that

ϕ,ϕt ∈ L∞(R+, H
1
0 (0, L)),

ψ ∈ L∞(R+, H
1(0, L)),

ψt ∈ L∞(R+, L
2
∗(0, L)),

ϕtt, θ, P ∈ C(R+, L
2(0, L)).

In addition,the unique solution (ϕ,ϕt, ϕtt, ψ, ψt, θ, P ) depends continuously on the
initial data in H× L2(0, L)× L2(0, L).

Proof. We will prove global existence and uniqueness of solution for problem (1.7)-
1.9) by using the classical Faedo-Galerkin approximations along with two a priori
estimates. For more detail, we refer the reader to see [6, 14, 12].
Approximate solutions: Let {uj}, {vj}, {θj}, {Pj}, 1 ≤ j ≤ n be the Galerkin
basis, for every n ≥ 1, let

Wn = span{u1, u2, ...., un}
Kn = span{v1, v2, ...., vn}
Θn = span{θ1, θ2, ...., θn}

Γn = span{P1, P2, ...., Pn}.

Given initial data ϕ0, ψ0 ∈ H1
0 (0, L), ϕ1, ϕ2, ψ1, θ0, P0 ∈ L2(0, L), we seek functions

gjn, ζjn, fjn, kjn ∈ C2[0, T ], such that the approximations

ϕn(t) =
n∑
j=1

gjn(t)uj(x)

ψn(t) =
n∑
j=1

ζjn(t)vj(x)

θn(t) =
n∑
j=1

fjn(t)θj(x)

Pn(t) =
n∑
j=1

kjn(t)Pj(x),

(2.6)

hold, which solve the following approximate problem
ρ1(ϕntt, uj) + κ((ϕnx + ψn), ujx) = 0,
α(ψnx, vjx) + ρ2(ϕntt, vjx) + κ((ϕnx + ψn), vj)

+ξ1(θn, vjx) + ξ2(Pn, vjx) = 0
c(θnt, θj) + d(Pnt, θj) + κ(θnx, θjx) + ξ1(ψnt, θjx) = 0
d(θnt, Pj) + r(Pnt, Pj) + h(Pnx, Pjx) + ξ2(ψnt, Pjx) = 0,

(2.7)

with initial conditions

ϕn(0) = ϕn0 , ϕnt(0) = ϕn1 , ϕntt(0) = ϕn2

ψn(0) = ψn0 , ψnt(0) = ψn1 ,

θn(0) = θn0 , Pn(0) = Pn0 . (2.8)
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We choose ϕn0 , ϕ
n
1 , ϕ

n
2 ∈ [u1, u2, . . . , un], ψn0 , ψ

n
1 ∈ [v1, v2, . . . , vn], θn0 ∈ [θ1, θ2, . . . , θn]

and Pn0 ∈ [P1, P2, . . . , Pn] such that

ϕn0 =

n∑
j=1

(ϕ0, uj)uj → ϕ0 in H1
0 (0, L)

ϕn1 =

n∑
j=1

(ϕ1, uj)uj → ϕ1 in L2(0, L)

ϕn2 =

n∑
j=1

(ϕ2, uj)uj → ϕ2 in L2(0, L)

ψn0 =

n∑
j=1

(ψ0, vj)vj → ψ0 in H1
0 (0, L)

ψn1 =

n∑
j=1

(ψ1, vj)vj → ψ1 in L2(0, L)

θn0 =

n∑
j=1

(θ0, θj)θj → θ0 in L2(0, L)

Pn0 =

n∑
j=1

(P0, Pj)Pj → P0 in L2(0, L).

By using the Caratheodory theorem for standard ordinary differential equations
theory, the problem (2.7)-(2.8) has a solution (gjn, ζjn, fjn, kjn) ∈ (H3[0, T ])4 and
by using the embedding Hm[0, T ] → Cm−1[0, T ], we deduce that the solution
(gjn, ζjn, fjn, kjn) ∈ (C2[0, T ])4. In turn, this gives a unique (ϕn, ψn, θn, Pn) de-
fined by (2.6) and satisfying (2.7).
A priori estimates: The following estimates prove that the functional energy
defined in (2.11) related to the problem (1.7) is bounded and will give the local
solution being extended to [0, T ], for any given T > 0.

(1) First a priori estimate: Now multiplying, respectively, (2.7)1, (2.7)2,
(2.7)3 and (2.7)4 by g′jn, ζ

′
jn, f

′
jn and k′jn. By the fact that

κ

∫ L

0

ϕttψtxdx = ρ1

∫ L

0

ϕtttϕttdx+ κ

∫ L

0

ϕtxxϕttdx,

we get

d

dt

1

2

[
ρ1

∫ L

0

ϕ2
ntdx+

ρ1ρ2

κ

∫ L

0

ϕ2
nttdx+ ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
ntxdx+ κ

∫ L

0

(ϕnx + ψn)2dx

+α

∫ L

0

ψ2
nxdx+ c

∫ L

0

θ2
ndx+ r

∫ L

0

P 2
ndx+ 2d

∫ L

0

θnPndx

]
+κ

∫ L

0

θ2
nxdx+ h

∫ L

0

P 2
nxdx. (2.9)

Now integrating (2.9), we obtain

En(t) + κ

∫ t

0

∫ L

0

θ2
nx(s)dxds+ h

∫ t

0

∫ L

0

P 2
nx(s)dxds = En(0), (2.10)
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with

En(t) =
1

2

[
ρ1

∫ L

0

ϕ2
ntdx+

ρ1ρ2

κ

∫ L

0

ϕ2
nttdx+ ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
ntxdx

+κ

∫ L

0

(ϕnx + ψn)2dx+ α

∫ L

0

ψ2
nxdx

+c

∫ L

0

θ2
ndx+ r

∫ L

0

P 2
ndx+ 2d

∫ L

0

θnPndx

]
. (2.11)

We get

En(t) ≤ En(0). (2.12)

Then, in both cases, we infer that there exists a positive constant C inde-
pendent on n such that

En(t) ≤ C, t ≥ 0. (2.13)

It follows from (1.10) and (2.13) that∫ L

0

ϕ2
ntdx+

∫ L

0

ϕ2
nttdx+ ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
ntxdx+

∫ L

0

(ϕnx + ψn)2dx

+

∫ L

0

ψ2
nxdx+ c

∫ L

0

θ2
ndx+ r

∫ L

0

P 2
ndx+ 2d

∫ L

0

θnPndx ≤ C. (2.14)

Thus we can obtain tn = T , for all T > 0.
The insufficient regularity due to the presence of coupled system of hyper-
bolic/parabolic equations, we must derive second a priori estimat to prove
in the next a prior estimates that, the family of approximations defined
in (2.6) is compact in the strong topology and by using compactness of
the embedding (without mention) and using Aubin-Lions Lemma [17], our
conclusion holds with an appropriate regularity.

(2) The second a priori estimate: Differentiating equation (2.7)1 and mul-
tiplying by ϕntt and then integrating the result over (0, L), we have

ρ1

2

d

dt

∫ L

0

ϕ2
nttdx+ κ

∫ L

0

(ϕnx + ψn)tϕnttxdx = 0. (2.15)

Differentiating (2.7)2, multiplying by ψntt, noting that

ψnttx =
1

κ
(ρ1ϕntttt − κϕmttxx) ,

and then integrating the result over (0, L), we get

ρ1ρ2

2κ

d

dt

∫ L

0

ϕ2
ntttdx+

ρ2

2

d

dt

∫ L

0

ϕ2
nttxdx+ κ

∫ L

0

(ϕnxt + ψnt)ψnttdx(2.16)

+
α

2

d

dt

∫ L

0

ψ2
nxtdx+ ξ1

∫ L

0

θntψnttxdx+ ξ2

∫ L

0

Pntψnttxdx = 0.

Differentiating ((2.7))3, ((2.7))4, multiplying by θnt, Pnt respectively, and
then integrating the result over (0, L), we get

c

2

d

dt

∫ L

0

θ2
ntdx+

r

2

d

dt

∫ L

0

P 2
ntdx+ d

d

dt

∫ L

0

θntPntdx
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+ξ1

∫ L

0

θnxtψnttdx+ ξ2

∫ L

0

Pnxtψnttdx

+κ

∫ L

0

θ2
nxtdx+ h

∫ L

0

P 2
nxtdx = 0. (2.17)

Combining (2.15)- (2.16), we get

Gn(t) + κ

∫ t

0

∫ L

0

θ2
nxtdx+ h

∫ t

0

∫ L

0

P 2
nxtdx

= Gn(0),

where

Gn(t) =
1

2

[
ρ1

∫ L

0

ϕ2
nttdx+

ρ1ρ2

κ

∫ L

0

ϕ2
ntttdx+ ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
nttxdx

+κ

∫ L

0

($nxt + ψnt)
2dx+ α

∫ L

0

ψ2
nxtdx

+c

∫ L

0

θ2
tndx+ r

∫ 1

0

P 2
tndx+ 2d

∫ L

0

θtnPtndx

]
. (2.18)

Similarly to the first a priori estimate, we can get there exists a positive
constant C independent on n such that

Gn(t) ≤ C, t ≥ 0. (2.19)

Passing to the limit: From (2.14) and (2.19), we conclude that for any n ∈ N,

ϕn is bounded in L∞(R+, H
1
0 )

ϕnt is bounded in L∞(R+, L
2)

ϕntt is bounded in L∞(R+, L
2)

ψn is bounded in L∞(R+, H
1
0 )

ψnt is bounded in L∞(R+, L
2)

θn is bounded in L∞(R+, L
2)

θnt is bounded in L∞(R+, L
2)

Pn is bounded in L∞(R+, L
2)

Pnt is bounded in L∞(R+, L
2). (2.20)

Therefore, up to a subsequence, we observe that there exists a subsequence (ϕτ , ψτ , θτ , Pτ )
of (ϕn, ψn, θn, Pn) and functions (ϕ,ψ, θ, P ) that we may pass to the limit to obtain
a weak solution with the above regularity by the by the fact that L∞(R+, L

2) →
L2(R+, L

2) and L∞(R+, H
1
0 )→ L2(R+, H

1
0 ) as follow

ϕτ ⇀∗ ϕ in L2(R+, H
1
0 )

ϕτt ⇀∗ ϕt in L2(R+, L
2)

ϕτtt ⇀∗ ϕtt in L2(R+, L
2)

ψτ ⇀∗ ψ in L2(R+, H
1
0 )

ψτt ⇀∗ ψt in L2(R+, L
2)

θτ ⇀∗ θ in L2(R+, L
2)

θτt ⇀∗ θt in L2(R+, L
2)
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Pτ ⇀∗ P in L2(R+, L
2)

Pτt ⇀∗ Pt in L2(R+, L
2). (2.21)

We then, by using the property of continuous of the operator in the distributions
space and Lemma 1.4 in Kim [15, 16], can pass to limit the approximate problem
(2.7)-(2.8) and the desired results on problem (1.7)-(1.9) is obtained.
Continuous Dependence and Uniqueness: Firstly we prove the continuous
dependence and uniqueness for strong solutions of problem (1.7)-(1.9).
Let (ϕ,ϕt, ϕtt, ψ, ψt, θ, P ) and (Γ,Γt,Γtt,Ξ,Ξt,Π,Ω) be two global solutions of
(1.7)-(1.9) with initial data (ϕ0, ϕ1, ϕ2, ψ0, ψ1, θ0, P0), (Γ0,Γ1,Γ2,Ξ0,Ξ1,Π0,Ω0) re-
spectively.
Let

Λ(t) = ϕ− Γ

Σ(t) = ψ − Ξ

χ(t) = θ −Π

M(t) = P − Ω. (2.22)

Then (Λ,Σ, χ,M) verifies (1.7)-(1.9) and we have
ρ1Λtt − κ(Λx + Σ)x
−ρ2Λttx − αΣxx + κ(Λx + Σ)− ξ1χx − ξ2Mx = 0
cχt + dMt − κχxx − ξ1Σtx = 0
dχt + rMt − hMxx − ξ2Σtx = 0.

(2.23)

Multiplying (2.23)1 by Λt, (2.23)2 by Σt, (2.23)3 by χt and (2.23)4 by Mt. Inte-
grating the results over (0, L), and using the fact that

κ

∫ L

0

ΛttΣtxdx = ρ1

∫ L

0

ΛtttΛttdx+ κ

∫ L

0

ΛtxxΛttdx,

we get

d

dt

1

2

[
ρ1

∫ L

0

Λ2
tdx+

ρ1ρ2

κ

∫ L

0

Λ2
ttdx+ ρ2

∫ L

0

Λ2
txdx+ κ

∫ L

0

(Λx + Σ)2dx

+α

∫ L

0

Σ2
xdx+ c

∫ L

0

χ2dx+ r

∫ L

0

M2dx+ 2d

∫ 1

0

χMdx

]
+κ

∫ L

0

χ2
xdx+ h

∫ L

0

M2
xdx. (2.24)

Then

d

dt
E(t) ≤ 0,

where

E(t) =
1

2

[
ρ1

∫ L

0

Λ2
tdx+

ρ1ρ2

β

∫ L

0

Λ2
ttdx+ ρ2

∫ L

0

Λ2
txdx+ β

∫ L

0

(Λx + Σ)2dx

+α

∫ L

0

Σ2
xdx+ c

∫ L

0

χ2dx+ r

∫ L

0

M2dx+ 2d

∫ 1

0

χMdx

]
. (2.25)
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Integrating (2.24) to get

E(t) ≤ E(0) + C1

∫ t

0

∫ L

0

(|Λt|2 + |Λtt|2 + |Λtx|2 + |Σx|2 + |(Λx + Σ)|2

+|χ|2 + |M |2)dx. (2.26)

On the other hand, we have

E(t) ≥ c0

∫ L

0

(|Λt|2 + |Λtt|2 + |Λtx|2 + |Σx|2 + |(Λx + Σ)|2

+|χ|2 + |M |2)dx. (2.27)

Applying Gronwall’s inequality to (2.28), we get∫ L

0

(|Λt|2 + |Λtt|2 + |Λtx|2 + |Σx|2 + |(Λx + Σ)|2

+|χ|2 + |M |2)dx ≤ eC2tE(0). (2.28)

This shows that solution of problem (1.7)-(1.9) depends continuously on the initial
data. This ends the proof of Theorem 2.1. �

3. Exponential stability

In this section, we will prove the exponential stability estimate for problem
(1.7) − (1.9) under assumption (1.10), (1.11) and by using a multiplier technique,
with two different cases. In both cases, we find an exponential stability.
The well posedness of the systems (3.1) and (3.28) can be obtained in a similar way
from the previous section.

3.1. With frictional damping in the angular rotation. In the first problem
we take frictional damping in the vertical displacement in the following system

ρ1ϕtt − κ(ϕx + ψ)x = 0
−ρ2ϕttx − αψxx + κ(ϕx + ψ)− ξ1θx − ξ2Px + µψt = 0
cθt + dPt − κθxx − ξ1ψtx = 0
dθt + rPt − hPxx − ξ2ψtx = 0,

(3.1)

where µ > 0.
System (3.1) is subjected with initial and Dirichlet boundary conditions (1.8),(1.9).
We state to use a several lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. The functional

F1 (t) : = −ρ1

∫ L

0

ϕtϕdx,

satisfies, for any ε positive constant

F ′1 (t) ≤ −ρ1

∫ L

0

ϕ2
tdx+ 2εC

∫ L

0

ϕ2
xdx+ C

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)2dx, (3.2)

where C positive constant.
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Proof. Differentiating F1, using integrating by parts and (1.9), we get

F ′1 (t) = −ρ1

∫ L

0

ϕ2
tdx− ρ1

∫ L

0

ϕttϕdx

= −ρ1

∫ L

0

ϕ2
tdx+ κ

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)ϕxdx.

Using Young’s inequality, we obtain (3.2) �

Lemma 3.2. The functional

F2 (t) := ρ1

∫ L

0

ϕtϕdx+
µ

2

∫ L

0

ψ2dx,

satisfies,

F ′2(t) ≤ ρ1

∫ L

0

ϕ2
tdx−

α

4

∫ L

0

ψ2
xdx− κ

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)2dx

+
ζ2
1

α

∫ L

0

θ2
xdx+

ζ2
2

α

∫ L

0

P 2
xdx+

ρ2
2

α

∫ L

0

ϕ2
ttdx. (3.3)

Proof. Differentiating F2, using integrating by parts and (1.9), we get

F ′2 (t) = ρ1

∫ L

0

ϕ2
tdx+ ρ1

∫ L

0

ϕttϕdx+ µ

∫ L

0

ψψtdx

= ρ1

∫ L

0

ϕ2
tdx− κ

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)ϕxdx− ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕttψxdx

−α
∫ L

0

ψ2
xdx− κ

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)ψdx

−ζ1
∫ L

0

θψxdx− ζ2
∫ L

0

Pψxdx. (3.4)

Thanks to Young’s inequality, we have

−ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕttψxdx ≤
α

4

∫ L

0

ψ2
xdx+

ρ2
2

α

∫ L

0

ϕ2
ttdx, (3.5)

and

ζ1

∫ L

0

θψxdx ≤
α

4

∫ L

0

ψ2
xdx+

ζ2
1

α

∫ L

0

θ2dx, (3.6)

and

ζ2

∫ L

0

Pψxdx ≤
α

4

∫ L

0

ψ2
xdx+

ζ2
2

α

∫ L

0

P 2dx. (3.7)

By (3.5), (3.6), and (3.5) together with (3.4), we arrive to the proof of Lemma
3.2. �

Lemma 3.3. The functional

F3 (t) := −ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕtxϕxdx+
µ

2

∫ L

0

ψ2dx,

satisfies,

F ′3(t) ≤ −ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
txdx−

ρ1ρ2

κ

∫ L

0

ϕ2
ttdx− α

(
1− 3c2∗

4

)∫ L

0

ψ2
xdx
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+
ζ2
1

α

∫ L

0

θ2
xdx+

ζ2
2

α

∫ L

0

P 2
xdx+

κ2

α

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)2dx, (3.8)

where c positive constant

Proof. Differentiating F3, using integrating by parts and (1.9), we get

F ′3 (t) = −ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕttxϕxdx− ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
txdx+ µ

∫ L

0

ψtψdx

= ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕttϕxxdx− ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
txdx

+

∫ L

0

(ρ2ϕttx + bψxx − κ(ϕx + ψ) + ξ1θx + ξ2Px)ψdx. (3.9)

From (1.7)1, we have ψx = ρ1
κ ϕtt − ϕxx, then

−ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕttϕxxdx+ ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕttψxtdx =
ρ1ρ2

κ

∫ L

0

ϕ2
ttdx.

Then

F ′3 (t) = −ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
txdx+

ρ1ρ2

κ

∫ L

0

ϕ2
ttdx− α

∫ L

0

ψ2
xdx− 2ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕttψxdx

− κ

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)ψdx+

∫ L

0

(ξ1θx + ξ2Px)ψdx. (3.10)

Thanks to Young and Poincré’s inequalities, we have

−κ
∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)ψdx ≤ αc2∗
4

∫ L

0

ψ2
xdx+

κ2

α

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)2dx, (3.11)

and

ζ1

∫ L

0

θxψdx ≤
αc2∗
4

∫ L

0

ψ2
xdx+

ζ2
1

α

∫ L

0

θ2
xdx, (3.12)

and

ζ2

∫ L

0

Pxψdx ≤
αc2∗
4

∫ L

0

ψ2
xdx+

ζ2
2

α

∫ L

0

P 2
xdx. (3.13)

By (3.11), (3.12) and (3.13) together with (3.10), we arrive to the proof of Lemma
3.3. �

Lemma 3.4. The functional

F4 (t) := −ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕxt (ϕx + ψ) dx− αρ1

κ

∫ L

0

ϕxtψdx, (3.14)

satisfies

F ′4 (t) ≤ −ρ2

2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
xtdx−

κ

2

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)
2
dx+ c

∫ L

0

ψ2
t dx

+
ζ2
1

4

∫ L

0

θ2
xdx+

ζ2
2

4

∫ L

0

P 2
xdx, (3.15)

where c a positive constant.
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Proof. Direct computation using integration by parts, we get

F ′4 (t) = −ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕttx (ϕx + ψ) dx− ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕxt (ϕx + ψ)t dx−
αρ1

κ

∫ L

0

ϕxtψtdx

−bρ1

κ

∫ L

0

ϕxttψdx. (3.16)

Multiplying (1.6)2 by (ϕx + ψ) , we get

−ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕttx (ϕx + ψ) dx+ α

∫ L

0

ψx (ϕx + ψ)x dx+ κ

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)
2
dx

= ζ1

∫ L

0

θx (ϕx + ψ) dx+ ζ2

∫ L

0

Px (ϕx + ψ) dx

−µ
∫ L

0

ψt (ϕx + ψ) dx. (3.17)

By Young’s inequality, we get

−µ
∫ L

0

ψt (ϕx + ψ) dx ≤ κ

4

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)
2
dx+

µ2

4

∫ L

0

ψ2
t dx, (3.18)

and

ζ1

∫ L

0

θx (ϕx + ψ) dx ≤ ζ2
1

4

∫ L

0

θ2
xdx+

κ

4

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)
2
dx, (3.19)

and

−ζ2
∫ L

0

Px (ϕx + ψ) dx ≤ ζ2
2

4

∫ L

0

P 2
xdx+

κ

4

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)
2
dx. (3.20)

Then, by (3.18), (3.19) and (3.20) with (3.17) we have

−ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕttx (ϕx + ψ) dx+ α

∫ L

0

ψx (ϕx + ψ)x dx (3.21)

≤ −3κ

4

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)
2
dx+

ζ2
1

4

∫ L

0

θ2
xdx+

ζ2
2

4

∫ L

0

P 2
xdx+

µ2

4

∫ L

0

ψ2
t dx.

From (1.7)1, we have (ϕx + ψ)x =
ρ1

κ
ϕtt, then

−ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕttx (ϕx + ψ) dx+
αρ1

κ

∫ L

0

ψxϕttdx (3.22)

≤ −3κ

4

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)
2
dx+

ζ2
1

4

∫ L

0

θ2
xdx+

ζ2
2

4

∫ L

0

P 2
xdx+

µ2

4

∫ L

0

ψ2
t dx.

Using Young’s inequality, we have

−ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕxt (ϕx + ψ)t dx−
αρ1

κ

∫ L

0

ϕxtψtdx

= −ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
xtdx− ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕxtψtdx−
αρ1

κ

∫ L

0

ϕxtψtdx

≤ −ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
xtdx+

(
ρ2 +

α2ρ2
1

ρ2κ

)∫ L

0

ψ2
t dx. (3.23)

Therefore, by (3.21), (3.22) and (3.23), the desired result is obtained. �
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Lemma 3.5. There exists a constant β0 > 0 such that

(N − β0) E (t) ≤ L (t) ≤ (N + β0) E (t) ∀t ≥ 0,

where L (t) is a Lyapunov functional defined by

L (t) := NE (t) +N1F1(t) + F2(t) + F3(t) + F4(t), (3.24)

and N,N1 > β0 is a sufficiently large constant.

Proof. It follows from Young, Poincaré and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequalities that

|F1 (t)| ≤ ρ1

2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
tdx+

ρ1

2

∫ L

0

ϕ2dx

|F2 (t)| ≤ ρ1

2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
tdx+

ρ1

2

∫ L

0

ϕ2dx+
µ

2

∫ L

0

ψ2dx

|F3 (t)| ≤ ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
xtdx+

ρ2

2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
xdx+

µ

2

∫ L

0

ψ2dx

|F4 (t)| ≤ ρ2

2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
xtdx+

ρ2

2

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)
2
dx+

αρ1

2κ

∫ L

0

ϕ2
xtdx+

αρ1

2κ

∫ L

0

ψ2dx.

Thus, there exists a constant

β0 = max{N1ρ1, ρ1 +
ρ2

2
+
µ

2
,

3ρ2

2
+
µ

2
, ρ2 +

αρ1

κ
} > 0,

such that

|L (t)−NE (t)| = |N1F1(t) + F2(t) + F3(t) + F4(t)| ≤ β0E (t) .

�

Theorem 3.6. Assume that (1.10), (1.11) hold. Then, there exist a positive con-
stants λ1 and λ2 such that the energy functional (2.1) satisfies

E(t) ≤ λ2e
−λ1t,∀t ≥ 0. (3.25)

Proof. It follows from Lemma 3.1- Lemma 3.4 and using (3.24), that for any t > 0
and by using the inequality

(ϕx + ψ)
2 ≤ 2ϕ2

x + 2ψ2,

we have

L′ (t) ≤
(
−δN +

2ζ2
1

α
+ c+

ζ2
1

4

)∫ L

0

θ2
xdx+

(
−hN +

2ζ2
2

α
+ c+

ζ2
2

4

)∫ L

0

P 2
xdx

+ (−ρ1N1 − ρ1)

∫ L

0

ϕ2
tdx+ (−µN + c)

∫ L

0

ψ2
t dx (3.26)

+

(
−3κ

2
+N1c+

κ2

2
+
κ2

α

)∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)
2
dx

−α(
1

2
+ (1− 3c2∗

4
))

∫ L

0

ψ2
xdx−

3ρ2

2

∫ L

0

ϕ2
txdx+ (

ρ2
2

α
− ρ2ρ1

κ
)

∫ L

0

ψ2
ttdx.

We choose N1 > 1 such that

0 > −3κ

2
+N1c+

κ2

2
+
κ2

α
,
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and c∗, α, κ, ρ1, ρ2 such that

1− 3c2∗
4

> 0,
ρ2

2

α
− ρ2ρ1

κ
< 0.

Then, we choose N large enough such that

0 > −δN +
2ζ2

1

α
+ c+

ζ2
1

4
0 > −µN + c.

Thus, there exists a positive constant λ > 0 such that

L′ (t) ≤ −λE(t). (3.27)

Integrating (3.27) over (0, t) and using (3.26), we can obtain that there exist two
positive constants λ1 and λ2 such that

E(t) ≤ λ2e
−λ1t,∀t ≥ 0,

which completes the proof. �

3.2. With frictional damping in the vertical displacement. In this subsec-
tion, we consider

ρ1ϕtt − κ(ϕx + ψ)x + µϕt = 0
−ρ2ϕttx − bψxx + κ(ϕx + ψ)− ξ1θx − ξ2Px = 0
τ0θt + dPt − δθxx − ξ1ψtx = 0
dθt + rPt − hPxx − ξ2ψtx = 0,

(3.28)

where µ > 0, with initial conditions ϕ (x, 0) = ϕ0 (x) , ϕt (x, 0) = ϕ1 (x) , ϕtt (x, 0) = ϕ2 (x)
ϕttt(x, 0) = ϕ3(x), ψ (x, 0) = ψ0 (x) ,
θ(x, 0) = ϕ0(x), P (x, 0) = P0 (x) , x ∈ (0, 1) ,

(3.29)

where ϕ0, ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3, ψ0, θ0, P0, are given functions (satistify the assumption of the
previous section), and the Dirichlet and Newmann conditions (1.9).

Lemma 3.7. Define the energy of solution as

E (t) =
1

2

∫ L

0

[
ρ1ϕ

2
t + αψ2

x + κ(ϕx + ψ)2 +
ρ1ρ2

κ
ϕ2
tt + ρ2ϕ

2
tx

]
dx

+
1

2

∫ L

0

[
τ0θ

2 + rP 2 + 2dθP
]
dx, (3.30)

satisfies

E ′ (t) = −δ
∫ L

0

θ2
xdx− h

∫ L

0

P 2
xdx− µ

∫ L

0

ϕ2
tdx−

µρ2

κ

∫ L

0

ϕ2
ttdx ≤ 0. (3.31)
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Proof. Multiplying equations of (3.28) by ϕt, ψt, θ, P respectively, using integration
by parts, and (1.9), we get

ρ1

2

d

dt

∫ L

0

ϕ2
tdx+ κ

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)ϕtxdx+ µ

∫ L

0

ϕ2
tdx = 0

+ρ2

∫ L

0

ϕttψtxdx+
α

2

d

dt

∫ L

0

ψ2
xdx+ κ

∫ L

0

(ϕx + ψ)ψtdx

−ξ1
∫ L

0

θxψtdx− ξ2
∫ L

0

Pxψtdx = 0

τ0
2

d

dt

∫ L

0

θ2dx+ d

∫ L

0

Ptθdx+ δ

∫ L

0

θ2
xdx− ξ1

∫ L

0

ψxtθdx = 0

r

2

d

dt

∫ L

0

P 2dx+ d

∫ L

0

θtPdx+ h

∫ L

0

P 2
xdx− ξ2

∫ L

0

ψxtPdx = 0.

(3.32)

Now, taking the derivative (3.28)1, we get

ψtx = ρ1
(ϕtt)t
κ
− (ϕx)tx +

µ

κ
ϕtt. (3.33)

Now substituting (3.33) in (3.28)2 using integration by parts and summing. Then
we obtain E is decreasing. �

Lemma 3.8. The functional

F1 (t) := −µ
2

∫ 1

0

ϕ2
tdx− κ

∫ 1

0

ϕtxϕxdx, (3.34)

satisfies

F ′1 (t) ≤ −κ
∫ 1

0

ϕ2
txdx+ ε1

∫ 1

0

ψ2
xdx+ c(1 +

1

ε1
)

∫ 1

0

ϕ2
ttdx. (3.35)

Proof. Direct computation using integration by parts, we get

F ′1 (t) = ρ1

∫ 1

0

ϕ2
ttdx− κ

∫ 1

0

ψxϕttdx− κ
∫ 1

0

ϕ2
txdx,

estimate (3.35) easily follows by using Young’s and Poincare’s inequalities. �

Lemma 3.9. The functional

F2 (t) := ρ1

∫ 1

0

ϕϕtdx+
µ

2

∫ 1

0

ϕ2dx+
µρ2

2κ

∫ 1

0

ϕ2
tdx+ ρ2

∫ 1

0

ϕtxϕxdx,

satisfies,

F2(t) ≤ −ρ1ρ2

κ

∫ 1

0

ϕ2
ttdx−

κ

2

∫ 1

0

(ϕx + ψ)2dx− α

2

∫ 1

0

ψ2
xdx

+ρ2

∫ 1

0

ϕ2
txdx+ ρ1

∫ 1

0

ϕ2
tdx+ c

∫ 1

0

θ2
xdx+ c

∫ 1

0

P 2
xdx. (3.36)

Proof. Differentiating F2, using integrating by parts and (1.9), we get

F ′2 (t) = ρ1

∫ 1

0

ϕ2
tdx− κ

∫ 1

0

($x + ψ)2dx− α
∫ 1

0

ψ2
xdx

−ρ1ρ2

β

∫ 1

0

ϕ2
ttdx+ ξ1

∫ 1

0

θxψdx
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+ρ2

∫ 1

0

$2
txdx+ ξ2

∫ 1

0

Pxψdx. (3.37)

Using Young and Poincaré’s inequalities, we obtain (3.36) �

Theorem 3.10. Assume (1.10), there exist positive constants λ1 and λ2 such that
the energy functional (3.30) satisfies

E(t) ≤ λ2e
−λ1t,∀t ≥ 0. (3.38)

Proof. We define a Lyapunov functional

L (t) := NE (t) +N1F1(t) + F2(t), (3.39)

where N,N1 > 0. By differentiating (3.39) and using (3.31), (3.35) and (3.36) we
have

L′ (t) ≤ − [Nµ− ρ2]

∫ 1

0

ϕ2
tdx−

[
µρ2

κ
N +

ρ1ρ2

β
− cN1(1 +

1

ε1
)

] ∫ 1

0

ϕ2
ttdx

−
[α

2
− ε1N1

] ∫ 1

0

ψ2
xdx− κ

∫ 1

0

(ϕx + ψ)2dx

− [κN1 − ρ2]

∫ 1

0

ϕ2
txdx− [Nh− c]

∫ 1

0

P 2
xdx− [Nδ − c]

∫ 1

0

θ2
xdx.

By setting ε1 = α
4N1

, and we choose N1 large enough so that

α1 = κN1 − ρ2 > 0.

Thus, we arrive at

L′ (t) ≤ − [Nµ− ρ1]

∫ 1

0

ϕ2
tdx−

[µρ2

κ
N + α2 − c

] ∫ 1

0

ϕ2
ttdx

−α3

∫ 1

0

ψ2
xdx− α4

∫ 1

0

(ϕx + ψ)2dx− α1

∫ 1

0

ϕ2
txdx

− [Nh− c]
∫ 1

0

P 2
xdx− [Nδ − c]

∫ 1

0

θ2
xdx, (3.40)

where α2 = ρ1ρ2
κ , α3 = α

4 , α4 = κ.
On the other hand, if we let

H (t) = N1F1(t) + F2(t).

Then

|H (t)| ≤ µ

2
N1

∫ 1

0

ϕ2
tdx+ κN1

∫ 1

0

|ϕtxϕx|dx+ ρ1

∫ 1

0

|ϕϕt|dx

+
µ

2

∫ 1

0

ϕ2dx+
µρ2

2κ

∫ 1

0

ϕ2
tdx+ ρ2

∫ 1

0

|ϕtxϕx|dx.

By using Young, Poincaré inequalities and the fact that∫ 1

0

ϕ2dx ≤ 2c

∫ 1

0

(ϕx + ψ)2dx+ 2c

∫ 1

0

ψ2
xdx,

we get

|H (t)| ≤ c

∫ 1

0

(
ϕ2
t + ϕ2

tx + ψ2
x + ϕ2

tt + (ϕx + ψ)2
)
dx

≤ cE (t) .



18 M. ELHINDI ET AL.

Consequently,
|H (t)| = |L (t)−NE (t)| ≤ cE (t) ,

which yield
(N − c) E (t) ≤ L (t) ≤ (N + c) E (t) . (3.41)

Now, we choose N large enough so that
µρ2

κ
N + α2 − c > 0, Nµ− ρ1 > 0, N − c > 0, Nδ − ρ1 > 0, Nh− ρ1 > 0.

We get
c1E(t) ≤ L (t) ≤ c2E(t),∀t ≥ 0, (3.42)

and used (3.31), estimates (3.40), (3.41), respectively, we get

L′ (t) ≤ −h1E (t) ,∀t ≥ t0, (3.43)

for some h1, c1, c2 > 0.
A combination (3.43) with (3.42), gives

L′ (t) ≤ −λ1L (t) , (3.44)

where λ1 = h1

c2
. Finally, a simple integration of (3.44) we obtain (3.38). This

completes the proof. �

4. Numerical approximation

To obtain the week formulation we multiply (1.7) by ϕ̄, ψ̄, θ̄ and P̄ , then inte-
grating by part where Φ = ϕt and Ψ = ψt to obtain

ρ1(Φt, ϕ̄) + κ(ϕx + ψ, ϕ̄x) = 0
ρ2(Φt, ψ̄x) + α(ψx, ψ̄x) + κ(ϕx + ψ, ψ̄) + ξ1(θ, ψ̄x) + ξ2(P, ψ̄x) = 0
c(θt, θ̄) + d(Pt, θ̄) + κ(θx, θ̄x) + ξ1(Ψ, θ̄x) = 0
d(θt, P̄ ) + r(Pt, P̄ ) + h(Px, P̄x) + ξ2(Ψ, P̄x) = 0,

(4.1)

where (., .) is the inner product in L2(0, L).
Let us partition the interval (0, L) into subintervals Ij = (xj−1, xj) of length h = 1

s
with 0 = x0 < x1 < . . . < xs = L and define the linear polynomial

Sh0 = {u ∈ H1
0 (0, L)|u ∈ C([0, L]), u|Ij ∈ P1(K)}.

For a given final time T and a positive integer N , let ∆t = T
N be the time step and

tn = n∆t, n = 0, . . . , N . The finite element method for the Dirichlet homogeneous
boundary condition is to Φnh, Ψn

h, θ
n
h , P

n
h ∈ Sh0 , n = 1, . . . , N , such that for all ϕ̄h,

ψ̄h, θ̄h, P̄h, we have

ρ1
∆t (Φ

n
h − Φn−1

h , ϕ̄h) + κ(ϕnhx + ψnh , ϕ̄hx) = 0
ρ2
∆t (Φ

n
h − Φn−1

h , ψ̄h,x) + α(ψnhx, ψ̄hx) + κ(ϕnhx + ψnh , ψ̄h)
+ξ1(θnh , ψ̄hx) + ξ2(Pnh , ψ̄hx) = 0

c
∆t (θ

n
h − θ

n−1
h , θ̄h) + d

∆t (P
n
h − P

n−1
h , θ̄h) + κ(θnhx, θ̄hx) + ξ1(Ψn

h, θ̄hx) = 0
d

∆t (θ
n
h − θ

n−1
h , P̄h) + r

∆t (P
n
h − P

n−1
h , P̄h) + h(Pnhx, P̄hx) + ξ2(Ψn

h, P̄hx) = 0,

(4.2)

where ϕnh = ϕn−1
h + ∆tΦnh and ψnh = ψn−1

h + ∆tΨn
h.

Here, ϕ0
h, Φ0

h, ψ0
h, Ψ0

h, θ0
h, P 0

h are approximations to ϕ0, ϕ1, ψ0, ψ1, θ0, P 0 respec-
tively.
Let us introduce the discrete energy

En =
1

2

(
ρ1 ||Φnh||

2
+
ρ1ρ2

k

∣∣∣∣∂̄Φnh
∣∣∣∣2 + ρ2

∣∣∣∣Φnh,x∣∣∣∣2 + κ ||ϕnhx + ψnh ||
2
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+r ||Pnh ||
2

+ c ||θnh ||
2

+ α ||ψnhx||
2

+ 2d(Pnh , θ
n
h)
)
. (4.3)

Theorem 4.1. The discrete energy (4.3) decays to zero as t goes to ∞, that is,

En − En−1

∆t
≤ 0, n = 1, . . . , N

Proof. Taking ϕ̄h = ϕ̂nh, ψ̄h = ψ̂nh , θ̄h = θnh , and P̄h = Pnh in the scheme to get

ρ1
2∆t (

∣∣∣∣Φnh − Φn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 + ||Φnh||
2 −

∣∣∣∣Φn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2) + κ(ϕnhx + ψnh ,Φ
n
hx) = 0

ρ2
∆t (Φ

n
h − Φn−1

h , ψ̄h,x) + α(ψnhx,Ψ
n
hx) + κ(ϕnhx + ψnh ,Ψ

n
h) + ξ1(θnh ,Ψ

n
hx)

+ξ2(Pnh ,Ψ
n
hx) + µ ||Ψ||2 = 0

c
2∆t (

∣∣∣∣θnh − θn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 + ||θnh ||
2 −

∣∣∣∣θn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2) + d
∆t (P

n
h − P

n−1
h , θnh)

+κ(θnhx, θ
n
hx) + ξ1(Ψn

h, θ
n
hx) = 0,

r
2∆t (

∣∣∣∣Pnh − Pn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 + ||Pnh ||
2 −

∣∣∣∣Pn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2) + d
∆t (θ

n
h − θ

n−1
h , Pnh )

+h(Pnhx, P
n
hx) + ξ2(Ψn

h, P
n
hx) = 0.

(4.4)

Then by (4.4), we have

0 =
ρ1

2∆t

( ∣∣∣∣Φnh − Φn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 + ||Φnh||
2 −

∣∣∣∣Φn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 )+
ρ2

∆t

(
Φnh − Φn−1

h ,Ψn
h,x

)
+

c

2∆t

( ∣∣∣∣θnh − θn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 + ||θnh ||
2 −

∣∣∣∣θn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 )
+

r

2∆t

( ∣∣∣∣Pnh − Pn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 + ||Pnh ||
2 −

∣∣∣∣Pn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 )
+
d

∆t
(Pnh − Pn−1

h , θnh) + κ ||θnhx||
2

+
d

∆t
(θnh − θn−1

h , Pnh ) + h ||Pnhx||
2

+α(ψnhx,Ψ
n
hx) + κ(ϕnhx + ψnh ,Φ

n
hx + Ψn

h) + µ ||Ψ||2 ,
by the fact that

κ(ϕnhx + ψnh ,Φ
n
hx + Ψn

h) ≥ κ

2∆t

(
||ϕnhx + ψnh ||

2 −
∣∣∣∣ϕn−1

hx + ψn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 ),
and

α(ψnhx,Ψ
n
hx) =

α

∆t
(ψnhx, ψ

n
hx − ψn−1

hx ) ≥ α

2∆t

(
||ψnhx||

2 −
∣∣∣∣ψn−1

hx

∣∣∣∣2 ). (4.5)

Moreover, from (1.7)1, we have

ψxt =
ρ1

k
(ϕtt)t − ϕtxx,

then,

(Φnh − Φn−1
h ,Ψn

h,x)

= (Φnh − Φn−1
h ,

ρ1

k
Φtt − Φxx)

=
ρ1

k∆t2
(
Φnh − Φn−1

h ,Φnh − Φn−1
h − (Φn−1

h − Φn−2
h )

)
+ (Φnh,x − Φn−1

h,x ,Φ
n
h,x)

≥ ρ1

2k∆t2

( ∣∣∣∣Φnh − Φn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣Φn−1
h − Φn−2

h

∣∣∣∣2 )+
1

2

( ∣∣∣∣Φnh,x∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣∣∣Φn−1
h,x

∣∣∣∣∣∣2 ).
Then we get,

ρ1

2∆t

( ∣∣∣∣Φnh − Φn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 + ||Φnh||
2 −

∣∣∣∣Φn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 )+
ρ2

∆t

(
Φnh − Φn−1

h ,Ψn
h,x

)
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+
c

2∆t

( ∣∣∣∣θnh − θn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 + ||θnh ||
2 −

∣∣∣∣θn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 )
+

r

2∆t

( ∣∣∣∣Pnh − Pn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 + ||Pnh ||
2 −

∣∣∣∣Pn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 )
+
d

∆t
(Pnh − Pn−1

h , θnh) + κ ||θnhx||
2

+
d

∆t
(θnh − θn−1

h , Pnh ) + h ||Pnhx||
2

+α(ψnhx,Ψ
n
hx) + κ(ϕnhx + ψnh ,Φ

n
hx + Ψn

h) + µ ||Ψ||2

≥ ρ1

2∆t

( ∣∣∣∣Φnh − Φn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 + ||Φnh||
2 −

∣∣∣∣Φn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 )
+
ρ1ρ2

2k∆t3

( ∣∣∣∣Φnh − Φn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣Φn−1
h − Φn−2

h

∣∣∣∣2 )
+
ρ1

2∆t

( ∣∣∣∣Φnh,x∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣∣∣Φn−1
h,x

∣∣∣∣∣∣2 )
+

c

2∆t

( ∣∣∣∣θnh − θn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 + ||θnh ||
2 −

∣∣∣∣θn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 )
+

r

2∆t

( ∣∣∣∣Pnh − Pn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 + ||Pnh ||
2 −

∣∣∣∣Pn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 )
+
d

∆t
(Pnh − Pn−1

h , θnh) + κ ||θnhx||
2

+
d

∆t
(θnh − θn−1

h , Pnh ) + h ||Pnhx||
2

+α(ψnhx,Ψ
n
hx) + κ(ϕnhx + ψnh ,Φ

n
hx + Ψn

h) + µ ||Ψ||2 .

This lead to

0 ≥ ρ1

2∆t

( ∣∣∣∣Φnh − Φn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 + ||Φnh||
2 −

∣∣∣∣Φn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 )
+
ρ1ρ2

2k∆t3

( ∣∣∣∣Φnh − Φn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣Φn−1
h − Φn−2

h

∣∣∣∣2 )
+
ρ1

2∆t

( ∣∣∣∣Φnh,x∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣∣∣Φn−1
h,x

∣∣∣∣∣∣2 )
+

c

2∆t

( ∣∣∣∣θnh − θn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 + ||θnh ||
2 −

∣∣∣∣θn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 )
+

r

2∆t

( ∣∣∣∣Pnh − Pn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 + ||Pnh ||
2 −

∣∣∣∣Pn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 )
+
d

∆t
(Pnh − Pn−1

h , θnh) + κ ||θnhx||
2

+
d

∆t
(θnh − θn−1

h , Pnh ) + h ||Pnhx||
2

+
α

2∆t

(
||ψnhx||

2 −
∣∣∣∣ψn−1

hx

∣∣∣∣2 )
+

κ

2∆t

(
||ϕnhx + ψnh ||

2 −
∣∣∣∣ϕn−1

hx + ψn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 )+ µ ||Ψ||2 .

Take into the consideration that,

d

∆t
(Pnh − Pn−1

h , θnh) +
d

∆t
(θnh − θn−1

h , Pnh )

=
d

∆t

(
(Pnh , θ

n
h)− (Pn−1

h , θn−1
h ) + (θnh − θn−1

h , Pnh − Pn−1
h )

)
,

and since

c

2∆t

∣∣∣∣θnh − θn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 +
r

2∆t

∣∣∣∣Pnh − Pn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 +
d

∆t
(θnh − θn−1

h , Pnh − Pn−1
h ) > 0.

Then,

0 ≥ ρ1

2∆t

(
||Φnh||

2 −
∣∣∣∣Φn−1

h

∣∣∣∣2 )+
c

2∆t

(
||θnh ||

2 −
∣∣∣∣θn−1

h

∣∣∣∣2 )
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+
ρ1ρ2

2k∆t3

( ∣∣∣∣Φnh − Φn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣Φn−1
h − Φn−2

h

∣∣∣∣2 )+
ρ1

2∆t

( ∣∣∣∣Φnh,x∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣∣∣Φn−1
h,x

∣∣∣∣∣∣2 )
+

r

2∆t

(
||Pnh ||

2 −
∣∣∣∣Pn−1

h

∣∣∣∣2 )+
d

∆t

(
(Pnh , θ

n
h)− (Pn−1

h , θn−1
h )

)
+

α

2∆t

(
||ψnhx||

2 −
∣∣∣∣ψn−1

hx

∣∣∣∣2 )+
κ

2∆t

(
||ϕnhx + ψnh ||

2 −
∣∣∣∣ϕn−1

hx + ψn−1
h

∣∣∣∣2 ),
this completes the proof. �

5. Priori error estimate

In this section we obtain a priori error estimate on the numerical approximations,
in which we obtain the convergence of the error.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that the solution (ϕ,ψ, θ, P ) of (4.2) belong to the space(
H4(0, T,H2(0, L))

)4
.

Then the following priori error estimate holds

||Φnh − ϕt(tn)||2 +
∣∣∣∣ϕnh,x − (ϕ(tn))x + ψnh − ψ(tn)

∣∣∣∣2 + ||Ψn
h − ψt(tn)||2

+
∣∣∣∣ψnh,x − (ψ(tn))x

∣∣∣∣2 + ||θnh − θ(tn)||2 + ||Pnh − P (tn)||2 < c(∆t2 + h2).

Proof. Let

en = ϕnh − P 0
hϕ(tn)

ên = ϕ̂nh − P 0
hϕt(tn)

qn = ψnh − P 0
hψ(tn)

q̂n = ψ̂nh − P 0
hψt(tn)

Rn = θnh − P 0
hθ(tn)

Jn = Pnh − P 0
hP (tn).

Step 1: Substitute in the scheme taking ϕ̄h = ên, ψ̄h = q̂n, θ̄h = Rn, P̄h = Jn.

ρ1
∆t (ê

n + P 0
hϕt(tn)− (ên−1 + P 0

hϕt(tn−1)), ên) + κ(enx + (P 0
hϕ(tn))x + qn + P 0

hψ(tn), ênx) = 0

ρ2
∆t (ê

n + P 0
hϕt(tn)− (ên−1 + P 0

hϕt(tn−1)), q̂nx ) + α(qnx + (P 0
hψ(tn))x, q̂

n
x )+

κ(enx + (P 0
hϕ(tn))x + qn + P 0

hψ(tn), q̂n) + ξ1(Rn + P 0
hθ(tn), q̂nx ) + ξ2(Jn + P 0

hP (tn), q̂nx )
+ µ

∆t (q
n + P 0

hψ(tn)− (qn−1 + P 0
hψ(tn−1)), q̂n) = 0

c
∆t (R

n + P 0
hθ(tn)− (Rn−1 + P 0

hθ(tn−1)), Rn) + d
∆t (J

n + P 0
hP (tn)− (Jn−1 + P 0

hP (tn−1)), Rn)
+κ(Rnx + (P 0

hθ(tn))x, R
n
x) + ξ1(q̂n + P 0

hψt(tn), Rnx) = 0

d
∆t (R

n + P 0
hθ(tn)− (Rn−1 + P 0

hθ(tn−1)), Jn) + r
∆t (J

n + P 0
hP (tn)− (Jn−1 + P 0

hP (tn−1)), Jn)
+h(Jnx + (P 0

hP (tn))x, J
n
x ) + ξ2(q̂n + P 0

hψt(tn), Jnx ) = 0.

(5.1)

Take into consideration that

q̂nx =
ρ1

k
δ2ên − ênxx,

then

(ên − ên−1,
ρ1

k
δ2ên − ênxx)



22 M. ELHINDI ET AL.

=
ρ1

∆tk
(ên − ên−1, δ(ên − ên−1)) + (ênx − ên−1

x , ênx)

=
ρ1

∆t2k
(
∣∣∣∣ên − ên−1

∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣ên−1 − ên−2
∣∣∣∣2 − ‖ên − ên−1 − (ên−1 − ên−2)‖2) + (ênx − ên−1

x , ênx)

=
ρ1

2k
(||δên||2 −

∣∣∣∣δên−1
∣∣∣∣2 +

∣∣∣∣δ(ên − ên−1)
∣∣∣∣2) +

1

2
(||ênx ||

2 −
∣∣∣∣ên−1

x

∣∣∣∣2 +
∣∣∣∣ênx − ên−1

x

∣∣∣∣2),

and

(P 0
hϕt(tn)− P 0

hϕt(tn−1), q̂nx )

= (P 0
hϕt(tn)− P 0

hϕt(tn−1),
ρ1

k
δ2ên − ênxx)

= (P 0
hϕt(tn)− P 0

hϕt(tn−1),
ρ1

k
δ2ên − ênxx)

= (P 0
hϕt(tn)− P 0

hϕt(tn−1),
ρ1

k
δ2ên) + ((P 0

hϕt(tn))x − (P 0
hϕt(tn−1))x, ê

n
x).

Then



ρ1
∆t (
∣∣∣∣ên − ên−1

∣∣∣∣2 + ||ên||2 −
∣∣∣∣ên−1

∣∣∣∣2) + ρ1
∆t (P

0
hϕt(tn)− P 0

hϕt(tn−1), en)
+κ((P 0

hϕ(tn))x + P 0
hψ(tn), ênx) + κ(enx + qn, ênx) = 0

ρ2
∆t (

ρ1
2k (||δên||2 −

∣∣∣∣δên−1
∣∣∣∣2 +

∣∣∣∣δ(ên − ên−1)
∣∣∣∣2) + 1

2 (||ênx ||
2 −

∣∣∣∣ên−1
x

∣∣∣∣2 +
∣∣∣∣ênx − ên−1

x

∣∣∣∣2))
+ ρ2

∆t (P
0
hϕt(tn)− P 0

hϕt(tn−1), ρ1k δ
2ên) + ρ2

∆t ((P
0
hϕt(tn))x − (P 0

hϕt(tn−1))x, ê
n
x) + α((P 0

hψ(tn))x, q̂
n
x )

+α(qnx , q̂
n
x ) + κ((P 0

hϕ(tn))x + P 0
hψ(tn), q̂n) + κ(enx + qn, q̂n) + ξ1(P 0

hθ(tn), q̂nx ) + ξ1(Rn, q̂nx )
+ξ2(P 0

hP (tn), q̂nx ) + ξ2(Jn, q̂nx ) + µ
∆t (q

n + P 0
hψ(tn)− (qn−1 + P 0

hψ(tn−1)), q̂n)
+ µ

∆t (q
n + P 0

hψ(tn)− (qn−1 + P 0
hψ(tn−1)), q̂n) = 0

c
2∆t (

∣∣∣∣Rn −Rn−1
∣∣∣∣2 + ||Rn||2 −

∣∣∣∣Rn−1
∣∣∣∣2) + c

∆t (P
0
hθ(tn)− P 0

hθ(tn−1), Rn)
+ d

∆t (P
0
hP (tn)− P 0

hP (tn−1), Rn) + d
∆t (J

n − Jn−1, Rn) + κ((P 0
hθ(tn))x, R

n
x) + κ(Rnx , R

n
x)

+ξ1(P 0
hψt(tn), Rnx) + ξ1(q̂n, Rnx) = 0

r
2∆t (

∣∣∣∣Jn − Jn−1
∣∣∣∣2 + ||Jn||2 −

∣∣∣∣Jn−1
∣∣∣∣2) + r

∆t (P
0
hP (tn) + P 0

hP (tn−1), Jn)
+ d

∆t (P
0
hθ(tn)− P 0

hθ(tn−1), Jn) + d
∆t (R

n −Rn−1, Jn) + h((P 0
hP (tn))x, J

n
x ) + h(Jnx , J

n
x )

+ξ2(P 0
hψt(tn), Jnx ) + ξ2(q̂n, Jnx ) = 0.

(5.2)
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Step 2: Now let ϕ̄h = ên, ψ̄h = q̂n, θ̄h = Rn, P̄h = Jn in (4.1) and combine it
with the previous system

ρ1
2∆t (

∣∣∣∣ên − ên−1
∣∣∣∣2 + ||ên||2 −

∣∣∣∣ên−1
∣∣∣∣2) + κ(enx + qn, ênx)

= ρ1(ϕtt − P 0
hϕt(tn)−P 0

hϕt(tn−1)
∆t , en) + κ(ϕx + ψ − ((P 0

hϕ(tn))x + P 0
hψ(tn)), ênx)

ρ2
∆t

ρ1
2k (||δên||2 −

∣∣∣∣δên−1
∣∣∣∣2 +

∣∣∣∣δ(ên − ên−1)
∣∣∣∣2) + ρ2

2∆t (||ê
n
x ||

2 −
∣∣∣∣ên−1

x

∣∣∣∣2 +
∣∣∣∣ênx − ên−1

x

∣∣∣∣2)
+α(qnx , q̂

n
x ) + κ(enx + qn, q̂n) + ξ1(Rn, q̂nx ) + ξ2(Jn, q̂nx )

= ρ2ρ1
k (ϕtt − P 0

hϕt(tn)−P 0
hϕt(tn−1)

∆t , δ2ên) + ρ2(ϕttx − (P 0
hϕt(tn))x−(P 0

hϕt(tn−1))x
∆t , ênx)

+α(ψx − (P 0
hψ(tn))x, q̂

n
x ) + κ(ϕx + ψ − ((P 0

hϕ(tn))x + P 0
hψ(tn)), q̂n)+

ξ1(θ − P 0
hθ(tn), q̂nx ) + ξ2(P − P 0

hP (tn), q̂nx )

c
2∆t (

∣∣∣∣Rn −Rn−1
∣∣∣∣2 + ||Rn||2 −

∣∣∣∣Rn−1
∣∣∣∣2) + d

∆t (J
n − Jn−1, Rn) + κ(Rnx , R

n
x) + ξ1(q̂n, Rnx)

= c(θt − (P 0
hθ(tn)−P 0

hθ(tn−1))
∆t , Rn) + d(Pt − P 0

hP (tn)−P 0
hP (tn−1)

∆t , Rn) + κ(θx − (P 0
hθ(tn))x, R

n
x)+

ξ1(ψt − P 0
hψt(tn), Rnx)

r
2∆t (

∣∣∣∣Jn − Jn−1
∣∣∣∣2 + ||Jn||2 −

∣∣∣∣Jn−1
∣∣∣∣2) + d

∆t (R
n −Rn−1, Jn) + h(Jnx , J

n
x ) + ξ2(q̂n, Jnx )

= r(Pt − P 0
hP (tn)−P 0

hP (tn−1)
∆t , Jn) + d(θt − (P 0

hθ(tn)−P 0
hθ(tn−1))

∆t , Jn) + h(Px − (P 0
hP (tn))x, J

n
x )+

ξ2(ψt − P 0
hψt(tn), Jnx ).

(5.3)
Step 3: Summing equations of (5.3) and let,

Zn =
ρ1ρ2

k
||δên||2+ρ1 ||ên||2+ρ2 ||ênx ||

2
+κ ||enx + qn||2+α ||qnx ||

2
+c ||Rn||2+r ||Jn||2 .

By Young’s inequality there is a positive constant c such that
Therefore

Zn + d(Rn, Jn)− d(Jn−1, Rn−1) < Zn−1 + 2c∆t(Zn +Kn).

Then

Zn − Zn−1 + d(Rn, Jn)− d(Jn−1, Rn−1) < 2c∆t(Zn +Kn).

Summing over n we get

Zj − Z0 + d(Rj , Jj)− d(J0, R0) < 2c∆t

j∑
n=0

(Zn +Kn).

Since Z0 = 0, we have

Zj < 2c∆t

j∑
n=0

(Zn +Kn)− d(Rj , Jj).

By applying Young’s inequality

Zj < 2c∆t

j∑
n=0

(Zn +Kn) +
dε

2

∣∣∣∣Rj∣∣∣∣2 +
d

2ε

∣∣∣∣Jj∣∣∣∣2 ,
where ε is chosen in the following way

2r

d
> ε >

d

2c
,
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and

CZj < 2c∆t

j∑
n=1

Zn + c∆t(∆t2 + h2).

Finally apply Grownwall’ inequality and the proof is completed. �

6. Numerical simulations

In this section, we make 2 tests, the first test is done when the frictional damping
with the vertical displacement. The second test is done when the frictional damping
is done on angular rotation. For both tests, we used the following data: h =
0.0625,∆t = h

2 , ρ1 = ρ2 = k = α = ξ1 = 1, ξ2 = r = 4 × 10−4, h = 0.03, c = 1, κ =

365, d = 0.002 Where all initial data function are taken to be x2(1− x).
[h!]

Figure 1. φ as function of x and t.

Figure 2. ψ as function of x and t.
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Figure 3. θ as function of x and t.

Figure 4. p as function of x and t.

Figure 5. Energy as function of time.
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Figure 6. −log[energy] as function of time.

Figure 7. Asymptotic behavior of −log[energy]/t as function of time.

Remark 6.1. (1) First test: Figures 1-7
Figures 6 and 7 verify Theorem 3.10.

(2) Second test: Figures 8-14
Figures 13 and 14 verify Theorem 3.5.

Remark 6.2. This article is a result of a joint research team that was proposed
in April 2020. After the completion, correction and revision of the article, and the
preparation of the final version, the authors are surprised at the publication of an
article studied a similar problem [20]. We felt it necessary to highlight the points of
difference between the two articles, which consist of the following:

(1) In [20], the authors did not treated the numerical part.
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Figure 8. φ as function of x and t.

Figure 9. ψ as function of x and t.

Figure 10. θ as function of x and t.

(2) The exponential stability estimate in our manuscript is taken on the fric-
tional damping case in both angular rotation and in the vertical displace-
ment which was not the case in [20].
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Figure 11. p as function of x and t.

Figure 12. Energy as function of time.
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Laboratoire de Mathématiques Appliquées et de Modélisation, Université 8 Mai 1945
Guelma. B.P. 401 Guelma 24000 Algérie

Email address: khaledzennir4@gmail.com

Djamel Ouchenane

Laboratory of pure and applied mathematic, Laghouat University, Algeria
Email address: ouchenanedjamel@gmail.com

Abdelbaki Choucha
Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Exact Sciences, University of El Oued, B.P.

789, El Oued 39000, Algeria
Email address: abdelbaki.choucha@gmail.com

Toufic EL Arwadi

Department of Mathematics and Computer Science, Faculty of Science, Beirut Arab
University, Beirut, Lebanon

Email address: t.elarwadi@bau.edu.lb

http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2015/585021

	1. Introduction and position of problem 
	2. Global well-posedness
	3. Exponential stability
	3.1. With frictional damping in the angular rotation
	3.2.  With frictional damping in the vertical displacement

	4. Numerical approximation
	5. Priori error estimate
	6. Numerical simulations
	Acknowledgement

	References

