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Abstract

This paper addresses the analysis of a boundary feedback system involving a
non-homogeneous Euler-Bernoulli beam governed by the equation m(x)utt+
µ(x)ut+(r(x)uxx)xx = 0, subject to the initial u(x, 0) = u0(x), ut(x, 0) =
v0(x) and boundary conditions u(0, t) = 0, (−r(x)uxx(x, t))x=0 = −k−

r ux(0, t)−
k−
a uxt(0, t), u(ℓ, t) = 0, (−r(x)uxx(x, t))x=ℓ = −k+

r ux(ℓ, t)− k+
a uxt(ℓ, t), with

boundary control at both ends resulting from the rotation and angular veloc-
ity. The approach proposed in this study relies on the utilization of regular
weak solutions, energy identity, and a physically motivated Lyapunov func-
tion. By imposing natural assumptions concerning physical parameters and
other inputs, which ensure the existence of a regular weak solution, we suc-
cessfully derive a uniform exponential decay estimate for the system’s energy.
The decay rate constant featured in this estimate is solely dependent on the
physical and geometric properties of the beam. These properties encompass
crucial parameters such as the viscous external damping coefficient µ(x), as
well as the boundary springs k−

r , k
+
r and dampers k−

a , k
+
a . To illustrate the

practical effectiveness of our theoretical findings, numerical examples are pro-
vided. These examples serve to demonstrate the applicability and relevance
of our derived results in real-world scenarios.
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1. Introduction

Submarine pipelines and long bridges can be considered as an elastic beam
with both ends controlled by the boundary rotation and angular velocity
[2, 18]. In many studies related to pipeline modeling, the pipes are defined
as beams resting on a rigid seabed without any penetration (see [14] and
references therein). However, such hypotheses are not always satisfied in
practice. An analysis of the torsional effects on pipe lateral buckling was
given in [9], where essential influence of torsion under some specific boundary
conditions was demonstrated analytically. Similar situation arise in bridge
models governed by the Euler-Bernoulli beam. Namely, it is very important
for the sensitivity analysis of bridges to obtain a relationship between the
rotation spring constant and the bridge responses (deflections/slopes). This
relationship can then be used for evaluating the support condition of bridges
[19]. Furthermore, in modeling of long flexible structures through the Euler-
Bernoulli equation, the bending moment at the end of the beam is controlled
by the linear feedback of rotation angle and angular velocity, and the shear
force at the same end is controlled by the linear feedback of displacement and
velocity. We refer [12] and references therein, for the detailed description of
such models.

Considering the effect of the above factor on both models, there is a need
for a realistic model that will take into account the effects of both the rotation
spring and the angular velocity damper at both ends of the beam, within the
framework of the Euler-Bernoulli beam equation. In the most natural way,
this can be taken into account by the corresponding boundary conditions at
both ends of the beam, including a linear combinations of the rotation spring
and the angular velocity damper. This leads to the following mathematical
model:

m(x)utt + µ(x)ut + (r(x)uxx)xx = 0, (x, t) ∈ ΩT ,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), ut(x, 0) = u1(x), x ∈ (0, ℓ),

u(0, t) = 0, (−r(x)uxx(x, t))x=0 = −k−
r ux(0, t)− k−

a uxt(0, t),

u(ℓ, t) = 0, (−r(x)uxx(x, t))x=ℓ = k+
r ux(ℓ, t) + k+

a uxt(ℓ, t),

t ∈ [0, T ],

(1)

where ΩT = (0, ℓ)× (0, T ), ℓ > 0 is the length of the beam and T > 0 is the
final time.
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u(0, t) = 0

(−r(x)uxx(x, t))x=0

= −k−r ux(0, t)− k−a uxt(0, t)

u(ℓ, t) = 0

(−r(x)uxx(x, t))x=ℓ

= k+r ux(ℓ, t) + k+a uxt(ℓ, t)

k−r

k−a
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Figure 1: Beam connected to torsional springs and dampers at both ends

Here and below, u(x, t) is the deflection, ut(x, t), ux(x, t), uxt(x, t), uxx(x, t),
− (r(x)uxx) and − (r(x)uxx)x are the velocity, rotation (or slope), angular
velocity, curvature, moment and shear force, respectively [6, 17]. Further,
m(x) = ρ(x)S(x) > 0, while ρ(x) is the mass density and S(x) is the cross
section area of the beam, and r(x) := E(x)I(x) > 0 represent the flexural
rigidity (or bending stiffness) of the beam, respectively, while E(x) > 0 is
the elasticity modulus and I(x) > 0 is the moment of inertia. The non-
negative coefficient µ(x) := γ m(x) of viscous resistance to transverse mo-
tion of the beam represents the viscous external damping, while γ ≥ 0 is
the damping constant of proportionality [1]. Furthermore, nonnegative con-
stants k−

r , k
−
a ≥ 0 and k+

r , k
+
a ≥ 0 are the stiffness of the torsional springs

and dampers on the left and right ends of the beam, respectively.
The boundary conditions (−r(x)uxx(x, t))x=0 = −k−

r ux(0, t)− k−
a uxt(0, t)

and (−r(x)uxx(x, t))x=ℓ = k+
r ux(ℓ, t)+k+

a uxt(ℓ, t) at the left and right ends of
the beam, respectively, mean the controls resulting from the linear combina-
tion of rotation and angular velocity. In this context, the above parameters
k−
r , k

−
a , k

+
r , k

+
a are defined also as the boundary controls.

Geometry of the problem (1) is given in Fig. 1.
This work is devoted to the systematic study of the following issues. Un-

der what minimum conditions imposed on the input data is the energy of the
system governed by (1) exponentially stable? If the system governed by (1)
is stable, how much does each damping parameter γ, k−

a and k+
a contribute to

this stability? It should be especially noted that the nature of both the exter-
nal and the boundary damping mechanisms greatly changes the nature of the
vibration, and hence controls the response of the beam, as the experimental
and theoretical results discussed in [1, 7] show.

Modeling of large flexible structures through a class of Euler-Bernoulli
beams with structural damping, has begun to be developed, starting with
studies [3, 4, 21]. The exponential stability of distributed systems governed
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by Euler-Bernoulli beam equation under classical boundary conditions has
been discussed starting from the work [4], and then more general results are
obtained in [3, 15, 16]. Various methods have been developed in the litera-
ture for initial boundary value problems for Euler-Bernoulli equations with
a boundary feedback systems. Among these methods, the spectral method
turned out to be efficient and useful since it allows to establish the Riesz basis
property, which is the most fundamental property of a linear vibrating system
[5, 10, 11, 12]. In turn, this property means that the generalized eigenvectors
of the system form an unconditional basis of the (state) Hilbert space. With
semigroup approach, this allows to derive the spectrum determined growth
condition and the exponential stability for a system.

In the exponential stability estimate E(t) ≤ Me−ωtE(0) obtained in the
studies listed above, the relationship of the decay rate parameter ω > 0 with
the physical and geometric parameters of the beam, including the damping
coefficient µ(x) ≥ 0 and the stiffness k−

a , k
+
a ≥ 0 of the torsional dampers,

has not been determined. Since the relationship of this decay rate parameter
with the damping parameters is not known, in concrete applications, such
an evaluation does not give a qualified result. In this paper, we develop
the approach based on the weak solution theory for the initial boundary
value problem (1), energy estimates and the Lyapunov method to establish
an exponential stability estimate for system (1) under minimum conditions
imposed on the input data. Furthermore, this approach allows us to derive
the role of both types of parameters in the exponential decay of the solution.
To our knowledge, this model, defined by the initial boundary value problem
(1), in which the viscous external and boundary (torsional) damping factors
are considered together and in the presence of torsional springs, is discussed
for the first time in the literature.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. Energy identity and dissi-
pativity of system (1) are derived in Section 2. In Section 3, the Lyapunov
function is introduced and then energy decay estimate for system (1) is de-
rived. Numerical examples are presented in Section 4. Some concluding
remarks are given in the final Section 5.
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2. Necessary estimates for the weak solution of problem (1)

We assume that the inputs in (1) satisfy the following basic conditions:

ρS, µ, r ∈ L∞(0, ℓ),

0 < m0 ≤ m(x) ≤ m1, 0 ≤ µ0 ≤ µ(x) ≤ µ1,

0 < r0 ≤ r(x) ≤ r1, x ∈ (0, ℓ),

u0 ∈ H2(0, ℓ), u1 ∈ L2(0, ℓ),

k−
r , k

−
a , k

+
r , k

+
a ≥ 0,

γ + k−
r + k−

a + k+
r + k+

a > 0.

(2)

For the case when all the parameters k−
r , k

−
a , k

+
r , k

+
a are equal to zero, un-

der conditions (2), the existence of the weak solution u ∈ L2(0, T ;V2(0, ℓ)),
with ut ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(0, ℓ)) and utt ∈ L2(0, T ;H−2(0, ℓ)) of the initial bound-
ary value problem (1) was proved in [13]. Here and below,

V2(0, ℓ) := {v ∈ H2(0, ℓ) : v(0) = v(ℓ) = 0, },

and H2(0, ℓ) is the Sobolev space [8]. For system (1), with k−
r , k

−
a , k

+
r , k

+
a > 0,

the existence of the weak solution u ∈ L2(0, T ;V2(0, ℓ)) can be proved in
the similar way. In this section we derive necessary energy identities and
estimates for the weak solution of problem (1).

Theorem 1. Assume that the inputs in (1) satisfy the basic conditions (2).
Then the following energy identity holds:

E(t) +
∫ t

0

∫ ℓ

0

µ(x)u2
τ (x, τ)dxdτ

= E(0)− k−
a

∫ t

0

u2
xτ (0, τ)dτ − k+

a

∫ t

0

u2
xτ (ℓ, τ)dτ, t ∈ [0, T ], (3)

where

E(t) = 1

2

∫ ℓ

0

[
m(x)u2

t (x, t) + r(x)u2
xx(x, t)

]
dx

+
1

2
k−
r u

2
x(0, t) +

1

2
k+
r u2

x(ℓ, t), t ∈ [0, T ], (4)

5



is the total energy of system (1) and

E(0) = 1

2

∫ ℓ

0

[
m(x) (u1(x))

2 + r(x) (u′′
0(x))

2
]
dx

+
1

2
k−
r (u′

0(0))
2
+

1

2
k+
r (u′

0(ℓ))
2

(5)

is the initial value of the total energy.

Proof. Multiply both sides of equation (1) by ut(x, t), integrate it over
Ωt := (0, ℓ)× (0, t), employ the identity∫ t

0

∫ ℓ

0

(r(x)uxx)xxuτdxdτ =

∫ t

0

∫ ℓ

0

[(r(x)uxx)xuτ − r(x)uxxuxτ ]xdxdτ

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫ ℓ

0

(
r(x)u2

xx

)
τ
dxdτ, (6)

t ∈ (0, T ]. Then we obtain the following integral identity:

1

2

∫ t

0

∫ ℓ

0

(
ρS(x)u

2
τ

)
τ
dx dτ +

1

2

∫ t

0

∫ ℓ

0

(
r(x)u2

xx

)
τ
dx dτ

+

∫ t

0

((r(x)uxx)xuτ − r(x)uxxuxτ )
x=ℓ
x=0 dτ +

∫ t

0

∫ ℓ

0

µ(x)u2
τdxdτ = 0,

for all t ∈ (0, T ]. Using here the initial and boundary conditions (1), we get:

1

2

∫ ℓ

0

[
m(x)u2

t + r(x)uxx

]
dx+

1

2
k−
r u

2
x(0, t) +

1

2
k+
r u2

x(ℓ, t)

+

∫ t

0

∫ ℓ

0

µ(x)u2
τdxdτ

=
1

2

∫ ℓ

0

[
m(x) (u1(x))

2 + r(x) (u′′
0(x))

2
]
dx+

1

2
k−
r (u′

0(0))
2
+

1

2
k+
r (u′

0(ℓ))
2

−k−
a

∫ t

0

u2
xτ (0, τ)dτ − k+

a

∫ t

0

u2
xτ (ℓ, τ)dτ, t ∈ [0, T ],

for all t ∈ (0, T ]. This leads to (3) with (4) and (5). □
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Remark 1. The integral identity (3), with (4) and (5), clearly shows that
the increase in the stiffness of the torsional springs k−

r and k+
r leads to an

increase in the total energy E(t). Conversely, the increase in the stiffness of
the torsional dampers k−

a and k+
a leads to a decrease in the total energy.

Remark 2. The sum

1

2
k−
r u

2
x(0, t) +

1

2
k+
r u2

x(ℓ, t), t ∈ [0, T ]

in (4) represents the energy of the rigid motion of the elastic system (4),
generated by the spring constants k−

r , k
+
r ≥ 0.

Lemma 1. Assume that the basic conditions (2) hold. Then for the decay
rate of the total energy the following integral formula is valid:

dE(t)
dt

= −
∫ ℓ

0

µ(x)u2
tdx− k−

a u
2
xt(0, t)− k+

a u
2
xt(ℓ, t), t ∈ (0, T ). (7)

Proof. From formula (4) for the total energy we deduce that

dE(t)
dt

=

∫ ℓ

0

[m(x)ututt + r(x)uxxuxxt] dx

+k−
r ux(0, t)uxt(0, t) + k+

r ux(ℓ, t)uxt(ℓ, t), t ∈ [0, T ].

Using here the identities∫ ℓ

0

m(x)ututtdx = −
∫ ℓ

0

µ(x)u2
tdx−

∫ ℓ

0

(r(x)uxx)xx utdx,∫ ℓ

0

(r(x)uxx)xx utdx =

∫ ℓ

0

r(x)uxxuxxtdx+ k−
r ux(0, t)uxt(0, t)

+k−
a u

2
xt(0, t) + k+

r ux(ℓ, t)uxt(ℓ, t) + k+
a u

2
xt(ℓ, t), t ∈ [0, T ],

we arrive at the required result (7). □
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Corollary 1. Integrating (7) over (0, t) we arrive at the energy identity in-
troduced in (3), that is

E(t) = E(0)−
∫ t

0

∫ ℓ

0

µ(x)u2
τ (x, τ)dxdτ

−
∫ t

0

[
k−
a u

2
xτ (0, τ) + k+

a u
2
xτ (ℓ, t)

]
dτ, t ∈ [0, T ]. (8)

In particular,

E(t) ≤ E(0), t ∈ [0, T ],

that is, the energy of the system (1) is dissipating.

3. Lyapunov function and exponential stability estimate

Introduce the auxiliary function:

J (t) =

∫ ℓ

0

m(x)uutdx+
1

2

∫ ℓ

0

µ(x)u2dx+
1

2
k−
a u

2
x(0, t) +

1

2
k+
a u

2
x(ℓ, t), (9)

t ∈ [0, T ], that includes all the damping parameters.

Lemma 2. Assume that the basic conditions (2) are satisfied. Then between
the auxiliary function J (t) and the energy function E(t), the following rela-
tionship holds:

dJ (t)

dt
= 2

∫ ℓ

0

m(x)u2
tdx− 2E(t), t ∈ [0, T ]. (10)

Proof. Taking the derivative of the function J (t) with respect to the time
variable and using then the equation (1) we find:

dJ (t)

dt
=

∫ ℓ

0

m(x)u2
tdx−

∫ ℓ

0

(r(x)uxx)xx udx

+k−
a ux(0, t)uxt(0, t) + k+

a ux(ℓ, t)uxt(ℓ, t), t ∈ [0, T ].

To transform the second right-hand side integral here, we employ the identity

−
∫ ℓ

0

(r(x)uxx)xx udx = −
∫ ℓ

0

r(x)u2
xxdx− k−

r u
2
x(0, t)− k−

a ux(0, t)uxt(0, t)

−k+
r u

2
x(ℓ, t)− k−

a ux(ℓ, t)uxt(ℓ, t), t ∈ [0, T ].
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Then we get:

dJ (t)

dt
=

∫ ℓ

0

m(x)u2
tdx−

∫ ℓ

0

r(x)u2
xxdx− k−

r u
2
x(0, t)− k+

r u
2
x(ℓ, t),

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. This leads to the required result (10). □
The next lemma shows another relationship between the auxiliary func-

tion J (t) and the energy function E(t). Namely, it shows that the energy
function serves as lower and upper bounds to the auxiliary function intro-
duced in (9).

Lemma 3. Assume that in addition to the basic conditions (2), the coeffi-
cient r(x) in (1) satisfies the regularity condition: r ∈ H2(0, ℓ). Then the
following inequalities hold:

−β0 E(t) ≤ J (t) ≤ β1 E(t), t ∈ [0, T ], (11)

where

β0 =
ℓ2

2

√
m1

r0

β1 = β0

{
1 +

1
√
m1r0

[
ℓ2µ1 +

2

ℓ

(
k−
a + k+

a

)]}
,

(12)

and m1, µ1, r0 > 0 are the constants introduced in (2).

Proof. We estimate separately each term on the right hand side of formula
(9). For the first term we use the ε-inequality to get∣∣∣∣∫ ℓ

0

m(x)uutdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε

2

∫ ℓ

0

m(x)u2
tdx+

1

2ε

∫ ℓ

0

m(x)u2dx. (13)

Under the condition r ∈ H2(0, ℓ) the exists the regular weak solution u ∈
L2(0, T ;H4(0, ℓ)), with ut ∈ L2(0, T ;V2(0, ℓ)), utt ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(0, ℓ)) and
uttt ∈ L2(0, T ;H−2(0, ℓ)) of problem (1) [13]. For this solution we employ
the inequality ∫ ℓ

0

u2dx ≤ ℓ4

4

∫ ℓ

0

u2
xxdx, t ∈ [0, T ], (14)

9



which can be easily proved due to the conditions u(0, t) = u(ℓ, t) = 0. This
yeilds: ∫ ℓ

0

m(x)u2dx ≤ ℓ4ρ1
4r0

∫ ℓ

0

r(x)u2
xxdx,

Substituting this in (13) we get:∣∣∣∣∫ ℓ

0

m(x)uutdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε

2

∫ ℓ

0

m(x)u2
tdx+

ℓ4m1

8εr0

∫ ℓ

0

r(x)u2
xxdx.

Choose here the parameter ε > 0 from the condition ε/2 = ℓ4m1/(8r0 ε) as

ε =
ℓ2

2

√
m1

r0
,

we obtain the following estimate:∣∣∣∣∫ ℓ

0

m(x)uutdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ℓ2

4

√
m1

r0

[∫ ℓ

0

m(x)u2
tdx+

∫ ℓ

0

r(x)u2
xxdx

]
. (15)

Now, we estimate the second right hand side integral in formula (9), using
inequality (14). We have:∫ ℓ

0

µ(x)u2dx ≤ ℓ4µ1

4r0

∫ ℓ

0

r(x)u2
xxdx. (16)

Finally, to estimate the third and fourth terms on the right side of formula
(9), we use the same argument as above to conclude that

u2
x(0, t) =

(
−
∫ x̃

0

uxx(x, t)dx

)2

≤ x̃

∫ x̃

0

u2
xx(x, t)dx,

u2
x(ℓ, t) =

(∫ ℓ

x̃

uxx(x, t)dx

)2

≤ (ℓ− x̃)

∫ x̃

0

u2
xx(x, t)dx.

Hence,

1

2
k−
a u

2
x(0, t) ≤

ℓ

2

k−
a

r0

∫ ℓ

0

r(x)u2
xx(x, t)dx,

1

2
k+
a u

2
x(ℓ, t) ≤

ℓ

2

k+
a

r0

∫ ℓ

0

r(x)u2
xx(x, t)dx.

(17)

10



In view of (15), (16) and (17) we obtain the following upper estimate for the
auxiliary function J (t):

J (t) ≤ ℓ2

4

√
m1

r0

∫ ℓ

0

m(x)u2
tdx

+

[
ℓ2

4

√
m1

r0
+

ℓ4

4r0
µ1 +

ℓ

2r0

(
k−
a + k+

a

)] ∫ ℓ

0

r(x)u2
xxdx,

for all t ∈ (0, T ]. This leads to the upper bound

J (t) ≤ β1 E(t), t ∈ [0, T ],

in terms of the energy functional E(t) and the constant β1 > 0 introduced in
(12).

The lower bound

J (t) ≥ −β0 E(t), t ∈ [0, T ]

follows from the second part∫ ℓ

0

m(x)uutdx ≥ − ℓ2

4

√
m1

r0

[∫ ℓ

0

m(x)u2
tdx+

∫ ℓ

0

r(x)u2
xxdx

]
of estimate (15). This leads to the required estimates (11). □

Remark 3. The constants β0, β1 > 0 introduced in (12) depend only on the
geometric and physical parameters of a beam.

We introduce now the Lyapunov function

L(t) = E(t) + λJ (t), t ∈ [0, T ] (18)

through the energy function E(t) and the auxiliary function J (t), where
λ > 0 is the penalty term.

Theorem 2. Assume that the inputs in (1) satisfy the basic conditions (2)
and the regularity condition r ∈ H2(0, ℓ). Suppose, in addition that the
damping constant of proportionality is positive,

γ0 > 0. (19)

11



Then system (1) is exponentially stable, that is,

E(t) ≤ M e−σ t E(0), t ∈ [0, T ], (20)

where

M =
1 + β1λ

1− β0λ
, σ =

2λ

1 + β1λ
,

0 < λ < min(1/β0, γ m0/(2m1)),

(21)

where µ0,m1 > 0 and β0, β1 > 0 are the constants introduced in (2) and (12),
respectively, and E(0) > 0 is the initial energy defined in (5).

Proof. Using estimates (11) in (18) we get:

(1− β0λ) E(t) ≤ L(t) ≤ (1 + β1λ) E(t), t ∈ [0, T ].

From the positivity requirement of the first left hand side multiplier, we find
that the penalty term should satisfiy the following condition:

0 < λ < 1/β0, β0 > 0. (22)

Differentiate now L(t) with respect to the variable t ∈ (0, T ) and use formulas
(7) and (10). We have:

dL(t)
dt

+ 2λE(t) = −
∫ ℓ

0

[µ(x)− 2λm(x)]u2
tdx

−k−
a u

2
xt(ℓ, t)− k+

a u
2
xt(ℓ, t), t ∈ [0, T ]. (23)

Assume that, in addition to (22), the penalty term satisfies also the following
condition:

λ ≤ µ0/(2m1)

which guarantees positivity of the term in the square bracket under the right
hand side intagral in (23). In view of the relation µ0 = γ m0, this condition
implies

λ ≤ γ m0/(2m1). (24)

12



This leads to

dL(t)
dt

+ 2λE(t) ≤ 0, t ∈ [0, T ],

or, with E(t) ≥ L(t)/(1 + λγ1), to the inequality

dL(t)
dt

+
2λ

1 + λγ1
L(t) ≤ 0, t ∈ [0, T ].

Solving this inequality we find:

L(t) ≤ e−σ t E(0), t ∈ [0, T ]

which implies the required estimate (20). □

Remark 4. The constant σ > 0 in (21), called the decay rate parameter,
depends only on the geometric and physical parameters of the beam and also
on the stiffness of the torsional dampers introduced in (2), as formulas (12)
show. Hence, the uniform exponential stability estimate (21) can be applied
to study exponential stability for Euler-Bernoulli beams with various physical
and geometric properties, under boundary controls in rotation and angular
velocity. Furthermore, considering formula (12), estimate (21) also clearly
shows the contribution of each damping factor µ(x), k−

a and k−
a to the energy

decay rate.

4. Numerical results

Although there is an exponential function e−σ t on the right side of the
estimate (20), with the decay rate parameter σ > 0 introduced in (21), in
some cases, this appearance can be misleading. Namely, σ > 0 is dependent
on the positive parameters λ and β1. The specific values of these parameters
play a crucial role in determining the decay behavior of the function e−σ t.
Depending on the values of λ and β1, the decay of this function can exhibit
characteristics similar to the decay of a linear function. To see such cases,
it is necessary to study the dependence of the decay rate parameter on not
only the geometric and physical parameters of the beam, but also on the
viscous external damping parameter µ(x) and the torsional dampers k−

a , k
−
a

separately.
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The examples below are provided to illustrate these situations and their
causes. Without loss of generality, here we consider the constant coefficient
beam equation

mutt + µut + ruxxxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ ΩT , (25)

where

m = ρ S, µ = γm, r = EI,

in accordance with the above notation. For this constant coefficients equa-
tion, formulas (12) and (21) for the parameters β0, β1, M1, σ > 0 and con-
ditions are as follow:

β0 =
ℓ2

2

√
m

r

β1 = β0

[
1 + ℓ2

√
m

r
γ

]
+

ℓ

2r

(
k−
a + k+

a

)
,

M =
1 + β1λ

1− β0λ
, σ =

2λ

1 + β1λ
.

(26)

Here, the beam with the rectangular cross section S = b h, where b > 0
and h > 0 are the width height, with the following numerical values of the
geometric and physical parameters are examined [20]:

ℓ = 0.502m, b = 1.7× 10−3m, h = 0.89× 10−3m,

ρ = 1.42× 103Kgm−3, E = 3.1× 109N/m2, γ ∈ [0.01, 10] s−1.
(27)

With the numerical values in (27) we have:

S = 1.51× 10−6m2, I := bh3/12 = 0.1× 10−12m3,

m = 2.14× 10−3Kgm−1, r = 0.31× 10−3Nm2, µ = 0.22Kgm−1.

We consider three-level, weak, medium, and high damping cases cor-
responding to the values γ = 0.1, γ = 1.0 and γ = 5.0 of the damping
constant of proportionality, using the following values ⟨k−

a , k
+
a ⟩ = ⟨0, 0⟩ and

⟨k−
a , k

+
a ⟩ = ⟨0.01, 0.01⟩ of the stiffness of the torsional dampers.

The calculated by formulas given in (26) values of the decay rate param-
eter σ > 0 are listed in Table 1. The values of the penalty term λ > 0 are
set according to the requirement 0 < λ < min(1/β0, γ/2).
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From the last column of Table 1 it can be seen that, in absence of the
torsional dampers (k−

a = k+
a = 0), the increase in the value of the damping

constant from γ = 0.1 to γ = 5.0, leads to the increase of the decay pa-
rameter σ > 0. Thus, for the weak damping case γ = 0.01 the value of the
decay parameter is σ = 0.08, and the energy decay is only exponential in
appearance, in fact, it is linear (Figure 1 on the left).

Table 1. The decay rate parameters corresponding to the geometric and
physical parameters given in (27).

Damping constant

γ = 0.1

γ = 1.0

γ = 5.0

⟨k−
a , k

+
a ⟩ ⟨β0, β1⟩ λ M σ

⟨0, 0⟩ ⟨0.33, 0.35⟩ 0.04 1.03 0.08
⟨0.01, 0.01⟩ ⟨0.33, 16.55⟩ 0.04 1.68 0.05

⟨0, 0⟩ ⟨0.33, 0.55⟩ 0.4 1.41 0.66
⟨0.01, 0.01⟩ ⟨0.33, 16.75⟩ 0.4 8.87 0.10

⟨0, 0⟩ ⟨0.33, 1.42⟩ 2.4 21.19 1.09
⟨0.01, 0.01⟩ ⟨0.33, 17.62⟩ 2.4 208.12 0.11
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Figure 2: Behaviour of the function exp(−σt): with k−a = k+a = 0 (left) and with with
k−a = k+a = 0.01 (right).

Comparing the values of the decay rate parameter, in the last column
of Table 1, corresponding to zero and non-zero values of the stiffness of the
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torsional dampers, we can observe the role of these boundary controls (Figure
1 on the right).

5. Conclusions

This study proposes an approach for the exponential stability analysis
of Euler-Bernoulli beams under boundary controls in rotation and angular
velocity. By employing the regular weak solution, energy identity, and Lya-
punov function, we are able to derive a uniform exponential decay estimate
for the system’s energy.

Our approach is grounded in natural assumptions concerning physical pa-
rameters and other inputs, ensuring the existence of a regular weak solution.
The decay rate constant in the derived estimate relies solely on the physical
and geometric parameters of the beam, which include the viscous external
damping coefficient, as well as the boundary springs and dampers. This fea-
ture enables straightforward utilization of decay rate estimation in practical
engineering applications.

Furthermore, we have provided preliminary numerical examples that shed
light on the role of damping parameters. However, a more detailed analysis,
focusing on the individual contributions of each damping parameter to the
overall damping behavior, will be pursued in future research.
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