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STABILITY RESULTS OF A SINGULAR LOCAL INTERACTION
ELASTIC/VISCOELASTIC COUPLED WAVE EQUATIONS WITH TIME DELAY

MOHAMMAD AKIL!, HAIDAR BADAWI?, AND ALI WEHBE?

ABSTRACT. The purpose of this paper is to investigate the stabilization of a one-dimensional coupled wave
equations with non smooth localized viscoelastic damping of Kelvin-Voigt type and localized time delay. Using
a general criteria of Arendt-Batty, we show the strong stability of our system in the absence of the compactness
of the resolvent. Finally, using frequency domain approach combining with a multiplier method, we prove a
polynomial energy decay rate of order ¢t~ 1.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Description of the paper. In this paper, we investigate the stability of local coupled wave equations
with singular localized viscoelastic damping of Kelvin-Voigt type and localized time delay. More precisely, we
consider the following System:

Uy — [auy + b(x) (KU + Kot (,t —7))], + c(x)ye =0, (x,t) € (0,L) x (0,00),
Ytt — Yoo — c(T)up = 0, (x,t) € (0,L) x (0,00),
u(0,t) = u(L,t) = y(0,t) = y(L,t) =0, t >0,

(1.1) (u(z,0),us(x,0)) = (ug(x), ui(x)), xz € (0,L),
(y(2,0),ye(x,0)) = (yo(2),y1(x)), z € (0,L),
ut(x,t) = fola,t), (x,t) € (0,L) x (—7,0),

where L, 7,a and k; are positive real numbers, ks is a non-zero real number and (ug, u1, Yo, 1, fo) belongs to
a suitable space. We suppose that there exists 0 < a < f < v < L and a positive constant ¢y, such that

) = 1, x€(0,8), and  ofx) = co, € (a,7),
) 0, ze(B0L), 10, ze(0,0)U(y,L).

The Figure 1 describes system (1.1)
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FI1GURE 1. Local Kelvin-Voigt damping and Local time delay feedback.

System (1.1) consists of two wave equations with only one singular viscoelastic damping acting on the first
equation, the second one is indirectly damped via a singular coupling between the two equations. The notion
of indirect damping mechanisms has been introduced by Russell in [49] and since then, it has attracted the
attention of many authors (see for instance [3], [5], [6], [9], [16], [24], [37] and [54] ). The study of such systems
is also motivated by several physical considerations like Timoshenko and Bresse systems (see for instance [1],
[2], [40] and [42]). In fact, there are few results concerning the stability of coupled wave equations with local
Kelvin-Voigt damping without time delay, especially in the absence of smoothness of the damping and coupling
coefficients (see Subsection 1.2.1 ). The last motivates our interest to study the stabilization of system (1.1) in
the present paper.

1.2. Previous Literature. The wave is created when a vibrating source disturbs the medium. In order to
restrain those vibrations, several damping can be added such as Kelvin-Voigt damping which is originated
from the extension or compression of the vibrating particles. This damping is a viscoelastic structure having
properties of both elasticity and viscosity. In the recent years, many researchers showed interest in problems
involving this kind of damping where different types of stability, depend on the smoothness of the damping
coefficients, has been showed (see [7], [8], [27], [28], [31], [35], [38], [45] and [48] ). However, time delays have
been used in several applications such as in physical, chemical, biological, thermal phenomenas not only depend




on the present state but also on some past occurrences (see [23],[33]) . In the last years, the control of partial
differential equations with time delays have become popular among scientists. In many cases the time delay
induce some instabilities see [17, 19, 20, 22].

However, let us recall briefly some systems of wave equations with Kelvin-Voigt damping and time delay
represented in previous literature.

1.2.1. Coupled wave equations with Kelvin-Voigt damping and without time delay. In 2019, Hassine and Souayeh
in [29] studied the behavior of a system with coupled wave equations with a partial Kelvin-Voigt damping, by
considering the following system

U — (Up + b2(2)ugy), + v =0, (x,t) € (—1,1) x (0, 00),

Vgt — CUpy — Up = 0, (x,t) € (—1,1) x (0, 00),
(1.2) u(0,t) = v(0,t) = 0,u(1,t) = v(1,t) =0, t>0,

u(z,0) = uo(x), u(z,0) = ui (), z e (—1,1),

v(z,0) = vo(x), ve(z,0) = vy (), xz € (—1,1),

where ¢ > 0, and by € L°°(—1,1) is a non-negative function. They assumed that the damping coefficient is
piecewise function in particular they supposed that by(x) = dl g q)(2), where d is a strictly positive constant.
So, they took the damping coefficient to be near the boundary with a global coupling coefficient. They showed
the lack of exponential stability and that the semigroup loses speed and it decays polynomially with a rate as
t—1z. In 2020, Akil, Issa and Wehbe in [4] studied the localized coupled wave equations, by considering the
following system:

g — (aug + b(x)usy), + c(x)y: =0, (z,t) € (0,L) x (0,00),
Ytt — Yaa — c(@)ur =0, (x,t) € (0,L) x (0,00),
u(0,t) = u(L,t) = y(0,t) =y(L,t) =0, t>0,
(u(z,0),u(z,0)) = (uo(x),u1(x)), x € (0,L),
(y(2,0),5:(x,0)) = (yo(x), y1()), ze(0,L)

where

by, x € (a1,a3), co, T € (a2,a4),
b(x) = 0 (a1, 03) and c¢(x) = 0 (02, )
0, otherwise 0, otherwise

and where @ > 0, bp > 0, ¢cp > 0 and 0 < a3 < as < az < a4 < L. They generalized the results of
Hassine and Souayeh in [29] by establishing a polynomial decay rate of type t~1. In the same year, Hayek et
al. in [30] studied the stabilization of a multi-dimensional system of weakly coupled wave equations with one
or two locally Kelvin-Voigt damping and non-smooth coefficient at the interface. They established different
stability results.

1.2.2. Wave equations with time delay and without Kelvin-Voigt damping. The delay equations of hyperbolic
type is given by
(1.3) uge — Au(z,t —7) = 0.

with a delay parameter 7 > 0. This system is not well posed since there exists a sequence of solutions tending
to infinity for any fixed ¢ > 0 while the norm of the initial data remain bounded (see Theorem 1.1 in [22]). In
2006, Nicaise and Pignotti in [43] studied the multidimensional wave equation considering two cases. The first




case concerns a wave equation with boundary feedback and a delay term at the boundary
ug(z,t) — Au(z, t) =0, (z,t) € Q x (0,00),
u(z,t) =0, (z,t) € T'p x (0,00),
Gu(x,t) = —pug(z, t) — pous(z,t —7), (2,t) € Ty x (0,00),
(u(z,0),ue(z,0)) = (ug(x), u1(x)), x € Q,

ug(z,t) = folz,t), (x,t) € Ty x (—1,0).

The second case concerns a wave equation with an internal feedback and a delayed velocity term (i.e. an
internal delay) and a mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary condition

(1.4)

w(z,t) — Au(z, t) + prug(z, t) + pow(z,t —7) =0, (z,t) € Q x (0,00),
u(z,t) =0, (z,t) € I'p x (0, 00),
(1.5) %(m,t) =0, x,t) € 'y x (0, 00),
Q

(u(x,()),ut(x,())) = (uo(x),ul(x)),
ut(xvt) = .fO(xvt)v

where € is an open bounded domain of R with a boundary I' of class C? and I' = I'p U I'yy, such that
I'pNTxN = 0. Under the assumption ps < p1, an exponential decay achieved for the both systems (1.4)-(1.5).
If this assumption does not hold, they found a sequences of delays {7x}x, 7 — 0, for which the corresponding
solutions have increasing energy. Furthermore, we refer to [14] for the Problem (1.5) in more general abstract
setting. In 2010, Ammari et al. (see [10]) studied the wave equation with interior delay damping and dissipative
undelayed boundary condition in an open domain Q of RV, N > 2. The system is described by:

x e
({E,t) €0 x (_Ta O)a

)

uge(x,t) — Au(x, t) + aug(z,t —7) =0, (x,t) € 2 x (0,00),
u(z,t) =0, (x,t) € Ty x (0, 00),
(1.6) %(:zr,t) = —ruy(z, 1), (z,t) € T x (0,00),

(u(z,0),u(z,0)) = (uo(x),u1(x)), x €,
us(x,t) = folx,t), (x,t) € Q x (—T1,0),
where 7 > 0, a > 0 and k > 0. Under the condition that I'; satisfies the I'-condition introduced in [34], they
proved that system (1.6) is uniformly asymptotically stable whenever the delay coefficient is sufficiently small.
In 2012, Pignotti in [47] considered the wave equation with internal distributed time delay and local damping
in a bounded and smooth domain € RV, N > 1. The considered system is given by the following:

u(z,t) — Au(z, t) + axpu(z, t) + ku(z,t —7) =0, (z,t) € Q x (0,00),

u(z,t) =0, (z,t) € I' x (0,00),

(u(x,O),ut(a:,O)) = (uo(x),ul(a:)), T E Qv

ut(xvt) :f(.I,t), ({E,t) €0 x (—T,O),
where Kk € R, 7 > 0, a > 0 and w is the intersection between an open neighberhood of the set I'y =
{reQ; (z—uxz0) v(r)>0}and Q. Moreover, x, is the characteristic function of w. We remark that the
damping is localized and it acts on a neighberhood of a part of 2. She showed an exponential stability results
if the coefficients of the delay terms satisfy the following assumption |k| < ko < a.

Several researches was done on wave equation with time delay acting on the boundary see ([20],[18], [53], [26],
[25], [50], [52], [51]) and different type of stability has been proved.

(1.7)

1.2.3. Wave equations with Kelvin-Voigt damping and time delay. In 2016, Messaoudi et al. in [41] considered
the stabilization of the following wave equation with strong time delay

u(z,t) — Au(z, t) — prAu(z, t) — poAuy(z,t —7) =0, (x,t) € Q x (0,00),

u(z,t) =0,
(u(x, O)a ut(xv O)) = (uo(x), uy (x)) )
u(x,t) = fo(, 1),

(z,t) € I' x (0, 00),
x €,
(x,t) € Q x (—7,0),




where p; > 0 and pe is a non zero real number. Under the assumption that |ue| < pi, they obtained an
exponential stability result. In 2016, Nicaise et al. in [44] studied the multidimensional wave equation with
localized Kelvin-Voigt damping and mixed boundary condition with time delay

uge(x,t) — Au(z, t) — div(a(x)Vuy) =0,  (z,t) € Q x (0,00),
u(z,t) =0, (x,t) € Ty x (0, 00),
(1.8) Ju(z,t) = —a(z) %fj (x,t) — kug(z,t —7), (2,8) € Ty x (0,00),
(u(z,0),ui(z,0)) = (uo(x),ur(x)), xz €,
ui(z,t) = folz,t), (z,t) €Ty x (=T,0),

where 7 > 0, k € R, a(z) € L*(Q) and a(z) > ap > 0 on w such that w C Q is an open neighborhood
of I'y. Under an appropriate geometric condition on I'; and assuming that a € CV1(Q), Aa € L>(Q), they
proved an exponential decay of the energy of system (1.8). In 2019, Anikushyn and al. in [21] considered an
initial boundary value problem for a viscoelastic wave equation subjected to a strong time localized delay in a
Kelvin-Voigt type. The system is given by the following:

uge(x,t) — crAu(z, t) — coAu(x,t — 7) — di Aug(z, t) — deAug(z,t —7) =0, (z,t) € Q x (0,00),
u(z,t) =0, (z,t) € To x (0,00),
gu(z,t) =0, x,t) € 1 x (0, 00),
(u(z,0), u(x,0)) = (uo(x), ur(x)), T €,
u(w7t):f0(x7t)7 (w,t) €N x (—T,O).

Under appropriate conditions on the coefficients, a global exponential decay rate is obtained. In 2015, Ammari
and al. in [11] considered the stabilization problem for an abstract equation with delay and a Kelvin-Voigt
damping. The system is given by the following:

u () + aBB*u(t) + BB*u(t — 1), t € (0,00),
(u(0),ue(0)) = (uo,u1),
B*u(t) = fO(t)v te (_7-7 0)7

for an appropriate class of operator B and a > 0. Using the frequency domain approach, they obtained an
exponential stability result.

Thus, to the best of our knowledge, it seems to us that there is no result in the existing literature concerning
the case of coupled wave equations with localized Kelvin-Voigt damping and localized time delay, especially in
the absence of smoothness of the damping and coupling coefficients. The goal of the present paper is to fill this
gap by studying the stability of system (1.1).

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we prove the well-posedness of our system by using semigroup
approach. In Section 3, by using a general criteria of Arendt Batty, we show the strong stability of our system
in the absence of the compactness of the resolvent. Next, in Section 4, by using frequency domain approach
combining with a specific multiplier method, we prove a polynomial energy decay rate of order t~!.

2. WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE SYSTEM

In this section, we will establish the well-posedness of system (1.1) by using semigroup approach. For this aim,
as in [43], we introduce the following auxiliary change of variable

(2.1) n(z, p,t) == w(x,t —pr), x€(0,L),pe(0,1),t>0.

Then, system (1.1) becomes

(2.2) U — [aty + 0(x)(K1Usg + Koz (2,1,1))], + c(z)y: = 0, (x,t) € (0,L) x (0,00),
(23) Ytt — Yaxx — C(x)ut = 07 (l‘,t) € (07 L) X (07 00)7
(2.4) e (x, p,t) + np(x, p,t) =0, (x,p,t) € (0,L) x (0,1) x (0, 00),




with the following boundary conditions

u(0,t) =u(L,t) =y(0,t) =y(L,t) =0, t>0,
{ n(0,p,t) =0, (p,t) €(0,1)
and the following initial conditions

u(z,0) = up(x), w(x,0) =uq(x), =z € (0,L),

(2.5)

(2.6) y(@,0) =yo(x),  we(,0) =wi(x), € (0,L),
(e, p,0) = folx, —p7), (z,p) € (0,L) x (0,1).
The energy of system (2.2)-(2.6) is given by
(2.7) E(t) = Ey() + Ba(t) + B (1),
where

1 [E 1 [E 7|k
El(t):§/o (|ut|2+a|um|2)d:v, Eg(t):§/o (|yt|2+|ym|)d:v and Es(t) = |2|/ / [0z (-, p, %) |dpdx.

Lemma 2.1. Let U = (u, u, y, ¥, n) be a regular solution of system (2.2)-(2.6). Then, the energy F(t) satisfies
the following estimation

B
(28) GEO <=1 = lra)) [ (0.0

Proof. First, multiplying (2.2) by @, integrating over (0, L), using integration by parts with (2.5), then using
the definition of b(-), ¢(-) and taking the real part, we obtain

(2.9) %El()——m/oﬁ |nz(~,0,t)|2dx—3‘t{@/0ﬂnz( 1, )0(-,0,t)dx } %{co/(:ytu_td:r}.

Using Young’s inequality in (2.9), we get

d K B P B v
210 a0 - (n-"2) [ncoora B2 Ceaopa - w{a [y
0 0 [

Now, multiplying (2.3) by 7z, integrating over (0, L), using the definition of ¢(-), then taking the real part, we
get,

d g

(2.11) EEQ( )= %{co/ ut@d:v}.
Deriving (2.4) with respect to z, we obtain
(2.12) Tzt (5 8) + 1o (-, 05 8) = 0.
Multiplying (2.12) by |k2 |7z (-, p, t), integrating over (0, 3) x (0, 1), then taking the real part, we get

d
(213) dt - |l€2| / 717t |771(707t)|2) dr.

dt
Finally, by adding (2.10), (2.11) and (2.13), we obtain (2.8). The proof is thus complete. O

In the sequel, the assumption on x1 and ko will ensure that
(H) k1 >0, ke €R" and |ke| < k1.

Under the hypothesis (H) and from Lemma 2.1, the system (2.2)-(2.6) is dissipative in the sense that its energy
is non-increasing with respect to time (i.e. E’(t) < 0). Let us define the Hilbert space H by

= (HL(0,L) x L*(0, L)) x W,

where
W = L*((0,1); H;(0,5)) and HL(0,5) := {5 € H'(0,8) | 7(0) =0} .




The space W is an Hilbert space of H} (0, 3)-valued functions on (0,1), equipped with the following inner
product

o
(" n*)w = / / nen2dpdz,  Vn'n* €W.
o Jo
The Hilbert space H is equipped with the following inner product
L L L Bl L
(2.14) (U, Ul)H = /0 (auzuglc + ool +y.yl + zzl) dx + 7'|/£2|/0 /0 e (-, )0z (-5 p)dpda,

where U = (u,v,y,2,1(,p)", U' = (u*, v}y, 25,0 (-, p))T € H. Now, we define the linear unbounded
operator A : D(A) C H — H by:

U= (uv,y.2n(.p)" €H|yeH*0,L)NH;0,L), v,z € H;(0,L)

(215 D(A) = (So(,v,m)e € L20,L), (- p) €W, n(-,0) = v()
and

v (Sb(uv v, 77))1 - C()Z
(2.16) Al v | = p ,

z ymm+c()v

n(-,p) —7 (-, p)

where Sp(u,v,7n) := auy + b(+) (k1vg + K215(+, 1)). Moreover, from the definition of b(-), we have
)7 Sl(uvvvn)a T e (Ovﬁ)v
m= aug, x € (B8,L),

where S1(u,v,1m) 1= auy + K10; + Kkane (-, 1). Now, if U = (u, us, y,ye,1(-, p)) T, then system (2.2)-(2.6) can be
written as the following first order evolution equation

(2.18) U= AU, U(0) = Uo,
where Uy = (uo, u1, Y0, Y1, fo(-, —p7)) | € H.

Remark 2.1. The linear unbounded operator A is injective (i.e. ker(A) = {0}). Indeed, if U € D(A)
such that AU = 0, then v = z = 7,(-,p) = 0 and since 7(-,0) = v(-), we get (-, p) = 0. Consequently,
(Sp(u,v,1m)), = Uzz = 0 and y,, = 0. Finally, since u(0) = u(L) = y(0) = y(L) = 0, then u = y = 0. Thus,
U= (u,v,y,2,0(,p) " =0. d

Proposition 2.1. Under the hypothesis (H), the unbounded linear operator A is m-dissipative in the energy
space H.

Proof. For all U = (u,v,y,2,7(-,p)) " € D(A), from (2.14) and (2.16), we have

L L L L
RAU,U)y = %{/0 avmu_mdx} —l—%{/o (Sb(u,v,n))zﬁd:ﬂ} —i—%{/o zmy_mdx} +%{/0 ymEd:v}
B 1
—%{w I nmp<-,p>n—m<-,p>dpdx}.

Using integration by parts to the second and fourth terms in the above equation, then using the definition of
Sp(u,v,n) and the fact that U € D(A), we get

B B
R(AU,U)y = —k1 |vz|2d:17 — R {/{2/ N2 (- 1)Ed:1:} |H2| / / —|77x P | dpdz,
0 0

the fact that n(-,0) = v(-), implies that

RAU.U)ye =~ (1 '“2')/ j0a 2 '”2'/ (1) de—%{ﬁz/jnm(wl)ﬁdw}-

7

(2.17) Sp(u, v,




Using Young’s inequality in the above equation and the hypothesis (H), we obtain
B
(2.19) R(AU,U),, < — (1 — |@|)/ lva|2dz < 0,
0

which implies that A is dissipative. Now, let us prove that A is maximal. For this aim, let F' = (1, f2, f3, f4, f°(-,p) " €
H, we look for U = (u,v,y,2,1(-,p))" € D(A) unique solution of

(2.20) — AU = F.

Equivalently, we have the following system

(2.21) —v = fh

(2.22) ~(Sp(w,v,n)s +c()z = f?

(2.23) —z = f3

(2.24) Yoo —c(Jo = [

(2.25) T h(0) = f2(p),

with the following boundary conditions

(2.26) u(0) = u(L) = y(0) = y(L) =0, n(0,p) =0 and 7(-0) = v(-).
From (2.21), (2.25) and (2.26), we get

(2.27) n(z, p) = 7'/0p fo(x,s)ds — f*,  (x,p) € (0,L) x (0,1).

Since, f! € H}(0,L) and f5(-, p) € W. Then, from (2.25) and (2.27), we get 1,(-, p),n(-, p) € W. Now, see the
definition of Sy(u, v, n), substituting (2.21), (2.23) and (2.27) in (2.22) and (2.24), we get the following system

(2.28) [auerb(') (—mfierz/O fi(-,s)ds—@f;ﬂ fe()fF = -2
(2:29) Yow — (VT = — 4
(2.30) u(©0) =u(l) =y(0) =y(L) = O

Let (¢,1) € H3(0,L) x H}(0, L). Multiplying (2.28) and (2.29) by ¢ and 1 respectively, integrating over (0, L),
then using integrations by parts, we obtain

L L Y B B 1 _
(2.31) a/o uxgbxd:r:/o f2¢dx+co/ fg(bdx—l—(m—l—ﬂg)/o f;(bzdx—ﬂqg/o (/0 fg(,s)ds) P dz

and
L o L . ¥ .

(2.32) /O Yuthpda = /0 fApdx — co /a fYpda.
Adding (2.31) and (2.32), we obtain
(2.33) B((u,y), (¢,4)) = L(6,¥), V(¢,¢) € Hy(0,L) x Hy(0,L),
where . .

B 3 s s = m_md w_md

((1,9), (6,9)) “/o o w+/0 yoTade

and

L 5y B 1 B
L(p) = /0 (£ + 1'7) dz +co / (F°3 — £'0) do — 7z /0 ( /0 fi(-,sws)@dxﬂmm) /0 [1Grda.

It is easy to see that, B is a sesquilinear, continuous and coercive form on (H&(O, L) x Hg(0, L))2 and L is a
linear and continuous form on H{ (0, L) x H}(0, L). Then, it follows by Lax-Milgram theorem that (2.33) admits
a unique solution (u,y) € H}(0,L) x H}(0,L). By using the classical elliptic regularity, we deduce that sys-
tem (2.28)-(2.30) admits a unique solution (u,y) € H§(0,L) x (H?(0,L) N Hg(0,L)) such that (Sy(u,v,n))s €

o T
L?(0, L) and since ker(A) = {0} (see Remark 2.1), we get U = (u, —fhy, —f3,7'/0 o, 8)ds — f1> € D(A)
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is a unique solution of (2.20). Then, A is an isomorphism and since p (\A) is open set of C (see Theorem 6.7
(Chapter IIT) in [32]), we easily get R(AI — . A) = H for a sufficiently small A > 0. This, together with the
dissipativeness of A, imply that D (A) is dense in H and that A is m-dissipative in H (see Theorems 4.5, 4.6
in [46]). The proof is thus complete. O

According to Lumer-Philips theorem (see [46]), Proposition 2.1 implies that the operator A generates a Cp-
semigroup of contractions e*A in H which gives the well-posedness of (2.18). Then, we have the following
result:

Theorem 2.1. Under hypothesis (H), for all Uy € H, System (2.18) admits a unique weak solution
Uz, p,t) = e Us(z, p) € CO(RT, H).
Moreover, if Uy € D(A), then the system (2.18) admits a unique strong solution

Uz, p,t) = e Up(z, p) € CO(R*, D(A)) N CHRT, H).

3. STRONG STABILITY

In this section, we will prove the strong stability of system (2.2)-(2.6). The main result of this section is the
following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that (H) is true. Then, the Cy—semigroup of contraction (e*4)
in H; i.e., for all Uy € H, the solution of (2.18) satisfies

>0 is strongly stable

: tA —
im0l = 0.

According to Theorem A.2, to prove Theorem 3.1, we need to prove that the operator A has no pure imaginary
eigenvalues and o (.4)NiR is countable. The proof of Theorem 3.1 will be achieved from the following proposition.
Proposition 3.1. Under the hypothesis (H), we have

(3.1) iR C p(A).

We will prove Proposition 3.1 by contradiction argument. Remark that, it has been proved in Proposition 2.1
that 0 € p(.A). Now, suppose that (3.1) is false, then there exists w € R* such that iw ¢ p(A). According to
Remark A.3, let {(A", U™ := (u™,v",y™, 2", n"(-,p)) ")} -, CR* x D(A), with

n>1

(3.2) A" s wasn — oo and A" < |w]

and

(3.3) U™ 3 = || @™ 0"y, 2" 0™ (o) T, = 1

such that

(3.4) (AT — A)U™ = F™ o= (fbn, f2n 3 fAn 50 )T =0 in H.

Equivalently, we have

(3.5) Nt — 0" = 0 in H(0,L),
(3.6) i — (Sp(u™, 0™ ™), + ()" = A0 in L%*0,L),
(3.7) It =2 = 30 in H(0,L),
(3.8) iINT oyt — (" = A0 in L%*0,L),
(3.9) N () Fr g (p) = fP(p) =0 in WL

Then, we will proof condition (3.1) by finding a contradiction with (3.3) such as |[U"||¢y — 0. The proof of
proposition 3.1 has been divided into several Lemmas.




Lemma 3.1. Under the hypothesis (H), the solution U™ = (u™,v",y", 2™, n"(-,p)) " € D(A) of system (3.5)-
(3.9) satisfies the following limits

B
(3.10) lim/ |o [2dz = 0,
n—oo 0
B
(3.11) lim/ |v"|*dx = 0,
n—oo 0
B
(3.12) lim/ |u"|?dx = 0,
n—oo 0
B pl
(3.13) tiw [ [l Cop)Pdpds =0,
n—oo 0 0
B
(3.14) lim In™(-,1)[*dx = 0,
B
(3.15) lim 1Sy (u™, v™, n™)|?dx = 0.
n—oo 0

Proof. First, taking the inner product of (3.4) with U™ in H and using (2.19) with the help of hypothesis (H),
we obtain

1 1

B 1
(3.16) / Wi Pde < ————R(AU™, U™y = R(F™, U™y < IE™ 11U |24
0 K1 — |Ka|

K1 — |I€2| K1 — |I<62|

Then, by passing to the limit in (3.16) and by using the fact that ||[U"||% = 1 and [|[F"||3 — 0, we obtain
(3.10). Now, since v € H}(0, L), then it follows from Poincaré inequality that there exists a constant Cj, > 0
such that

(3.17) 10"l 22(0.8) < Collvz [l L2(0.8)-

3 L
Thus, From (3.10) and (3.17), we obtain (3.11). Next, from (3.5) and the fact that / |fim2de < / |fEm2de <
0 0
a || F™||3,, we deduce that

(3.18) /5| "2y < 2 /5| N P /ﬁlfl'”IQd < 2 /5| "2dr 2| FT3
. uy|"de < — vy |“dx — P T < — vp|Tde + ——— .
0 (A")2 Jo (A2 Jo (A")2 Jo a(Am)? "

Therefore, by passing to the limit in (3.18) and by using (3.2), (3.10) and the fact that ||F"||% — 0, we obtain
(3.12). Moreover, from (3.9) and the fact that n"(-,0) = v"(:), we deduce that

\n P n
(3.19) n"(x,p) = v"e NP 4 T/ N TE=P) $5 (g s)ds, (x,p) € (0,L) x (0,1).
0

8 1
From (3.19) and the fact that / / |f27 (-, 8)|?dsdx < 77 |ka| Y| F™|)3,, we obtain
o Jo

B rl B B rp pl
/ / 0", o) Pdpde < 2 / o P + 272 / / / PIIE" () Pdpdsda
0 0 0 0 0 0

B B 1
(3.20) < 2/ vl |*dz + 7 / / |f2m (., s)|*dsdx
0 o Jo

B
< 2/ o Pz + i~ [ E7 2,
0

Thus, by passing to the limit in (3.20) and by using (3.10) with the fact that |[F"|3 — 0, we obtain (3.13).
On the other hand, from (3.19), we have

1
1) = e N Ty [T s,
0

10



consequently, by using the same argument as proof of (3.13), we obtain (3.14). Next, it is clear to see that

B B B B B
/ |Sl(u",vn,n")|2dx:/ |au;+m:+m3(-,1)|2dxg3a2/ |ug|2dx+3n§/ |v;’|2dw+3l€§/ (- 1) P,
0 0 0 0 0

Finally, passing to the limit in the above estimation, then using (3.10), (3.12) and (3.14), we obtain (3.15).
The proof is thus complete.
O

Now we fix a function g € C* ([a, B]) such that

(3.21) gla)=—g(B)=1 and set m[axﬁ] lg(z)| = M, and m[axm |9’ (z)| = M.
€|, re|a,

Remark 3.1. To prove the existence of a function g, we need to find an example. For this aim, we can take

glx) =14 M, then g € C([a, 8]), g(a) = —g(B) =1, My =1 and My, = ﬂ% Also, we can take
B (o —2)m
g(x) = cos (T—ﬂ) . O

Lemma 3.2. Under the hypothesis (H), the solution U™ = (u™,v",y", 2™, n"(-,p)) " € D(A) of system (3.5)-
(3.9) satisfies the following inequalities

1
2

3 3
(3.22) |2"(B)|% + |2"(a)]? gMg// |2"2dx + 2| \"| M, (/ |z”|2da:> + 2My || F"| %,

1
2

B B
323 WEOF + )P < My [l Pde+ 203+ )M, (/ |y;;|2dx> + 20, | F

and the following limits

(3.24) Tim ("B + " (@)) =0,
(3.25) Tim ([0S0, n™) (87) 4+ 1(S1 ("0 0™) (@) ) = 0.

Proof. First, from (3.7), we deduce that
(3.26) PN — 2 = 31

Multiplying (3.26) and (3.8) by 2gz™ and 2gy? respectively, integrating over (a, ), using the definition of ¢(-),
then taking the real part, we get

5 8 , B
(3.27) R 22’)\"/ gynz"dx —/ g(|z”|) de =% 2/ gf3rnndz

and

s 8 , 5 B
(3.28) R 2i/\”/ gz"ydx —/ g(|y2|) dr — R 260/ gv"yidr » =R 2/ gftmyrda v .

Using integration by parts in (3.27) and (3.28), we obtain

8 5 s s
[—g|z"| } = —/ g |2"Pdx — R 22')\"/ gynzdx p + R 2/ gfinzrdx
18 8 s s s
[—glyﬁl } = —/ 9|y dz — R 2M"/ 92"yidz p + R 200/ guy o + R 2/ gf "ygde 5

11
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Using the definition of g and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the above equations, we obtain

1
B B 2 B
2(B) + 2" (@) < My / 2" Pd + 2]\ M, ( / |y;|2dx> ( / |z"|2d:c>
1 1
B 2 B 2
+201, (/ |f3’"|2dw> (/ |z"|2dw>

(M

(3.29)

and

=

< /a ’ |z"|2dx>

B B
)P + ) < My [ 2o+ 20|, (/ |ys|2dw>

. B :

(3.30) +200M, ( / |y;;|2dx> ( / |Un|2dx>
5 B :

oM, (/ |f4’"|2dx> (/ |y:|2d:c> -

3 L
Therefore, from (3.29), (3.30) and the fact that / €02 d < / |E8 P dr < ||JU™|)3, = 1 with &7 € {o™,y2, 2"}
a 0

8 L

and / &8 dr < / €8 2de < ||F™||3, with &5 € {f3", f4"}, we obtain (3.22) and (3.23). On the other
a 0

hand, from (3.5), we deduce that

(3.31) iXNup — vy = f

Multiplying (3.31) and (3.6) by 2gv™ and 2¢S; (u™, v™,n") respectively, integrating over («, 3), using the defi-
nition of ¢(-) and Sp(u™,v™,n™), then taking the real part, we get

B B B
(3.32) %{21'/\”/ gugv_"d:c} —/ g(|v”|2)zd:c_§]?{2/ gf;’"v_”da:}

and

5 8 )
R 22’)\"/ gu™Sy(u", v n™)dx —/ g(|Sl(u",U",n")|) dx

B B
+3‘E{260/ gzns_l(u",v",n")d:r} _%{2/ gf2’"S_1(u",v",n")d:c}.

Using integration by parts in (3.32) and (3.33), we get

8 8 s s
[—g|v"|} :—/ gl Pdr — R 21'/\”/ guzv™dr y + R 2/ gfr"vndx

(3.33)

and

«

s B _
—8‘%{200/ gz"Sl(u",v",n")d:E} +3‘E{2/ gf2’"51(u",v",77")d:v}.

12

B B B
{—g|51(u",vn,n")|2} :—/ g'|51(u",vn,n")|2dx—%{Qi/\"/ gU"Sl(u",U",n")dx}




Using the definition of ¢ and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the above equations, then using the fact that
’ 2 g 2 2 ’ 1,n)2 b 1 2
[ rpdes [Crpas < onig =1 [ pde < [ i Pde < ot E
e 0 a 0

8 L
and [\ Pdn < [P < P
o 0

we obtain
5 5 LAV H
|v"(ﬁ)|2 + |v"(o¢)|2 < Mg// |v”|2d:c+ 2|\ | M, </ |u2|2d:c> </ |v”|2da:>
3.34 “ “ “
(3.31) RS
=My [ 1onPdn) 1
and

B
‘(Sl(unvvnvnn)) (ﬁ_)|2 + |(Sl(unvvn7nn)) (O‘)|2 < Mq’/ |Sl(unvvn7nn)|2dx

5 b !
(3.35) 2\, (/ |sl<u",vn,n”>|2dx> (/ |v“|2d:c>

1 1
2

B 2 B
+ 2¢o M, </ |Sl(u”,v",n”)|2dﬂc> +2M, </ |Sl(u",vn,n”)|2dx> 1B || %

Finally, passing to limit in (3.34) and (3.35), then using (3.2), Lemma 3.1 and the fact that ||F"||% — 0, we
obtain (3.24) and (3.25). The proof is thus complete. O

Lemma 3.3. Under the hypothesis (H), the solution U™ = (u",v"™,y™, 2", n"(-,p)) " € D(A) of system (3.5)-
(3.8) satisfies the following limits

n—oo

B B
(3.36) lim |2"?dzr =0 and lim / [y |dx = 0.
n—oo a

Proof. First, multiplying (3.6) by 27, integrating over («, ), using the definition of ¢(-) and Sy(u™,v™,n"),
then taking the real part, we get

B B B B
(3.37) %{2)\"/ v”z_"da:} —3‘%{/ (Sl(u",v”,n”))mz_"d:r} +co/ |2"*de = %{/ fQ’”z_”d:c}.

From (3.7), we deduce that
(3.38) 20 = —i\yT — [

Using integration by parts to the second term in (3.37), then using (3.38), we get

B B 8
CO/ |z"|2d:v:8%{i/\"/ Sl(un’”n’”n)@dw}+%{/ Sl(u",v"w")fg’"dx}
— 18 8 o B .
N R e R A e e R A e
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2 L
Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the above equation and the fact that / |E0 P de < / &7 Pde < U3, =
« 0

8 L
Lwith € (42"} and [ 1g5Pdo < [ jggPde < [P, with € € {27, £2"), we obtain

« 0

8 8 3 8 B

sagy 0 S O IFL ( / |Sl<u",v”,n">|2dx> I ( / |v“|2da:> +H1E

T[S, o 1™) (8] 127 ()] + (S (™, 0™, 7™)) (@) |27 (@)

8 L
Now, using the fact that / |2" P dz < / |2"?de < |U™||5, = 1 in (3.22), we get

a 0

(3.40) 2"(@)] < (My + 2" M, + 2M, | F"|l3)%  for « € {a, B}.
Inserting (3.40) in (3.39), we obtain

1 1
B B 2 B 2
o / 2" 2dz < (A" + | P l50) ( / |S1<u”,v",n">|2dx> A ( / |v“|2dx> F s

+ (Mg + 2|\ My + 2My [|F[[5,)* (|(S1(™, 0", 0™) (87)] + [(S1(u”, 0", ™)) (@)]) -

Therefore, by passing to the limit in the above inequality and by using (3.2), (3.25), Lemma 3.1 and the fact
that ||F™|| — 0, we obtain the first limit in (3.36). On the other hand, multiplying (3.8) by —z™(A")~1,
integrating over (a, 3), using the definition of ¢(-), then taking the imaginary part, we get

B B B B
—/ |z"|2dx+%{()\")_1/ y;lxz_"dx}—i—%{co()\")_l/ U"z_"d;v} :—%{(A")_l/ f4’"z_"dx}.

Using integration by parts to the second term in the above equation, then using (3.38), we obtain

g 2 ? 2 1 e 1 B
[ e = [ jrpde s ot [y - s {on) el

-3 {co()\")_l /[3 U"z_"d:v} -9 {()\")_1 /ﬂ f4’"z_"d:v} )

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the above equation and the fact that ||U"||% = 1, we get

? 2 7 2 1 7 2 % 1
o [ k< [ ([ pde )2 e

+ Ay (B (B)] + A i ()l ()

8 L
Moreover, using the fact that / lyz|?da < / lyz|?de < |U™||3, =1 in (3.23), we get
[e 0

1
(3.42 ()] < Oy + 20|+ c)My + 2V | F"l)? for @ € {a,B).
Inserting (3.42) in (3.41), we obtain
B 8 B 3
[ wpds < [rde s aly ([ nPde) 2 e

AT (Mg + 2007 + co) My + 2My | F™|l3)? (12" (8)] + |2"(a)])

Now, passing to the limit in inequality (3.22), then using (3.2), the first limit in (3.36) and the fact that
| E™ |2 — 0, we get

(3.44) Jim ("B + |2 (@)) =0.

14



Finally, passing to the limit in (3.43), then using (3.2), (3.11), the first limit in (3.36), (3.44) and the fact that
|IE™||% — 0, we obtain the second limit in (3.36). The proof is thus complete. O

Lemma 3.4. Under the hypothesis (H), the solution U™ = (u™,v",y", 2", n"(-,p)) " € D(A) of system (3.5)-
(3.9) satisfies the following estimations

: n 2 : n 2
(3.45) Jim [u"(B)" =0 and  lim [y"(B)]" =0,
(3.46) hm lu”(BT)* =0 and hm ly™(B)|* =0,
(3.47) lim (/ [u™ dw—f—/ luZ] d:c—i—/ ly"| d:c—i—/ |y$|2d:c) =0,
2l v
(3.48) lim/ |v"[*dz =0 and lim/ |2"[2dx = 0.
n—oo ﬁ n—00

Proof. First, from (3.5) and (3.7), we get

[ (B)]* < 2(A") 2" (B)P + 2(A") 2 ()P
and

[y (B < 2(0") 22" (B)]7 + 200 722 (B)[.
Using the fact that [f2"(8) < 5/ 27 Pde < Ba”Y[F™ % and [F47(8)] < 5/ | Pde < BIF™|% in the
above inequalities, we obtam

[ (B < 200") 0" (B)* + 280~ (A") | P15,

and

[y (B)]2 < 2(A") 722" (B) 7 + 2B(A") 2| F |3,

Passing to the limit in the above inequalities, then using (3.2), (3.24), (3.44) and the fact that || F"||% — 0, we
obtain (3.45). Second, since Sp(u™,v™,n") € H'(0,L) C C([0, L]), then we deduce that

n n o2 — 2 n
(3.49) |(S1(u™, 0™, ™) (B7)]” = lauz (B7)I%.
Thus, from (3.25) and (3.49), we obtain the first limit in (3.46). Moreover, passing to the limit in inequality

(3.23), then using (3.2), the second limit in (3.36) and the fact that |[F"||4 — 0, we obtain the second limit in
(3.46). On the other hand, (3.5)-(3.8) can be written in (3, ) as the following form
(3.50) (A" 4+ au, — iN"coy™ = G in (8,7),
(3.51) (A")2y™ 4y 4+ iX"cou™ = G*" in (B,7),
where
(352) Gl,n — _f2,n _ ’L'Anfl’n _ Cof3,n and G2,n _ _f4,n _ ,L-Anf&n + Cofl,n'
Let V™ = (u™,u?,y",y?) ", then (3.50)-(3.51) can be written as the following
(3.53) V=B"V"+G",
where
0 1 0 0 0
n —a '(AM2 0 aYN'¢ O n a”lGhn
B" = O( ) 0 0 0 1 = (bij)lgi,j§4 and G" = 0
—iNey 0 —(AM)2 0 G2

The solution of the differential equation (3.53) is given by
(3.54) Vi(z) = B @AY (g 4 / eB =2 Gn (5)ds,
B

where 8" (@8 — (¢ij)1<i,j<a and eBlsme) = (dij)1<i,j<a are denoted by the exponential of the matrices
B"(x — ) and B™(s — x) respectively. Now, from (3 2), the entries b;; are bounded for all 1 < 4,j < 4 and
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consequently, the entries b;; (x — ) and b;; (s — x) are bounded. In addition, from the definition of the
exponential of a square matrix, we obtain

eB"¢ = Z (BZ'Ok for (e {x—p,s—x}.
k=0 '

Therefore, the entries ¢;; and d;; are also bounded for all 1 <4, j < 4 and consequently, eB"(@=F) and eB"(s—%)
are two bounded matrices. From (3.45) and (3.46), we directly obtain

(3.55) V*(BT) =0 in (L*B,7)* as n— occ.

Moreover, from (3.52), we deduce that
v L L L

(3.56) / |GY" P de < 3/ |f2")2dx + 3()\")2/ |f1’"|2dx+3c(2)/ |f3" 2 dx
B 0 0 0

and
v L L L

(3.57) / G2 2dz < 3/ |f4’"|2d:c+3(/\”)2/ |f3’"|2dx+3c§/ 7 2.
B 0 0 0

Now, since 17, f3™ € H}(0, L), then it follows by Poincaré inequality that there exist two constants C; > 0
and C5 > 0 such that

(3.58) 1200y < Cillfa ™20y and (| f2™ 20,0y < Call 2™ L2(0,1)-
Consequently, from (3.56), (3.57) and (3.58), we get

Y
(3.59) / |G Pde <3 (1+a "(A"Ch)? + (c0C2)?) | F"(I5,,
B
and
Y
(3.60) / |G*™?dz <3 (1+ (\"C1)* +a ' (coC2)?) | F" I3,
B

Hence, from (3.2), (3.59), (3.60) and the fact that ||F™|3 — 0, we obtain
(3.61) G" =0 in (L*B,7)* as n— occ.

Therefore, from (3.54), (3.55), (3.61) and as eB"(@=#) ¢B"(5=2) are two bounded matrices, we get V™ — 0 in
(L?(B,7))* and consequently, we obtain (3.47). Next, from (3.5) , (3.7) and (3.58), we deduce that

Y Y Y Y
/ |U"|2dx§2()\")2/ |u"|2d:v+2/ |f1’"|2d:v§2()\")2/ " 2dz + 2C1a= || F" |2,
B B B B

Y Y Y Y
/ﬂ |27 2da < 2(A)? /ﬂ [y 2do + 2 /B 5 2de < 2()? /ﬂ [y" 2do + 2G| F™ 2.

Finally, passing to the limit in the above inequalities, then using (3.2), (3.47) and the fact that |F™|y — 0,
we obtain (3.48). The proof is thus complete. 0

Lemma 3.5. Let h € C*(]0, L]) be a function. Under the hypothesis (H), the solution U™ = (u™,v™, y™, 2", n"(-, p)) | €
D(A) of system (3.5)-(3.9) satisfies the following estimation

L L
[ (@ sutan e o o ) do [ (o Sun o 2 P) |
0

o _ 2 [* = 20\ [* _
-R 2/ c(Yhv"ydx » + R4 — / c()hz"Sp(u™, 0™, n")dx  + R / b()hv" (k10 + kan? (-, 1))dx
0 a Jo a Jo

L L L L
=% {2/ hf%’"v"dx} +R {2/ hf2’"5’_b(u",v",77")dx} +R {2/ hfg’"z"d:v} + R {2/ hf‘“‘ﬁd:v} .
0 aJo 0 0

16




Proof. First, multiplying (3.6) and (3.8) by 2a~'hS,(u™,v™,n") and 2hy” respectively, integrating over (0, L),
then taking the real part, we get

\n L L
%{22)\ / h’[}ns_b(un,vn,nn)dx} _ a/71 / h (|Sb(u",’un,’l7”)|2) dI
0 0 :

a
3.62
( ) 2 L - 2 L —
—l—%{—/ c(-)hz"Sb(u”,v",n")d:E} :%{—/ hfz’nsb(unavnﬂ?n)dw}
a 0 a 0
and

L L L L
(3.63) %{m"/ hz"ﬁdx}—/ h(|y;g|2) dx—m{z/ c(.)hv"ﬁd:p} _m{2/ hf4’"ﬂd:z:}.
0 0 T 0 0

From (3.5) and (3.7), we deduce that

(3.64) I = —u — fa"

(3.65) PNV = 2T —

Consequently, from (3.64) and the definition Sp(u™, v™, n™), we have

(3.66) NSy, 0" ") = —a (U + FI7) + IAB() (T + o (1))

Substituting (3.66) and (3.65) in (3.62) and (3.63) respectively, we obtain

r n|2 —1 n o,n ,n\2 2i\" r n - -
— h (|’U |“+a " [Sp(u™, 0", n")| ) do + R b()hv" (k10 + kon? (-, 1))dx
0 z 0

L L ___ L
+%{z/ c(-)hz"S_b(u",v",n")d:v} = %{2/ hf%’"v"dw} —l—%{z/ hf2’"5’_b(u",v",77")dx}
a Jo 0 a Jo
L L L L
— / h (|z"|2 + |y;’|2) dx — 8‘%{2/ c(-)hv"ﬁdw} =R {2/ hf‘“‘@dw} + R {2/ hfmg’"z"dx} :
0 @ 0 0 0

Finally, adding the above equations, then using integration by parts and the fact that v™(0) = v™(L) = 0 and
2™(0) = z"(L) = 0, we obtain the desired result. The proof is thus complete. O

and

Now, we fix the cut-off functions y1, x2 € C1([0, L]) (see Figure 2) such that 0 < x1(z) < 1,0 < ya(z) < 1, for

all z € [0, L] and
1 if ze|0,qal _J o if ze]o,8,
Xl(w)_{ 0 if welgr], M X2($)_{1 it 2 ely L)

d set ! =M, d ! =M,
and se mren[%?i] Ix7 ()] x| an 121[%752] X2 ()] Xh

— X1

X2

FIGURE 2. Geometric description of the functions x; and xa.
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Lemma 3.6. Under the hypothesis (H), the solution U™ = (u™,v",y", 2", n"(-,p)) " € D(A) of system (3.5)-
(3.9) satisfies the following limits

(3.67) lim (/ |y;g|2dx+/ |z"|2d:v> =0,

L L L L
(3.68) lim (a/ |u2|2d:v+/ |U”|2dx+/ |y2|2d:v—|—/ |z"|2dgc> =0.
nee v v v 8!

Proof. First, using the result of Lemma 3.5 with h = xx1, then using the definition of b(-), ¢(-), Sp(u™,v™,n™)
and x1, we get

| pde s [Cpn = [T pae—ant s P
0 0 0 0

B % B .
—/ (x1 +2x}) (a‘l S1(u™, 0", ™) P+ "2+ [y + |Z"|2) dw—%{ 0/ :vxw"Sl(U",v"m")d:v}

a

P _ 2i\" [P —_ 2 [P o —
+ R 200/ xx1v"ytdx p — R - / xx10" (k10 + ko (-, 1)) dx » + R - / xx1fo" (k1o + kon (-, 1)) da
« 0

0

L —
o {2/ wxa (fE70" + 2 4 2 ) dw} |
0

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the above Equation and the fact that || U™ = ||(u™, v™, y™, 2™, 0" (-, p)) " |n =
1, we obtain

[ e [Clenpan < [erPdeatt [ s o P
0 0 0 0

A 2¢
() [ (a8 o g 7 ) e+ 2

[e3

? * o9 8 2 5
+ 200 (/ |v"|2dx> (N I ) [ (/ |v;:|2dw> +|@|</ |ns<-,1>|2dw>
a 0 0

1
Va
Therefore, by passing to the limit in the above inequality and by using (3.2), Lemmas 3.1, 3.3 and the fact

that ||F™||4 — 0, we obtain (3.67). On the other hand, using the result of Lemma 3.5 with h = (z — L)xa2,
then using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that |[U™||y = 1, we get

L L L L
@ / 2 4+ / o Pda + / 2 Pz + / 2" 2de
Yy Yy Yy Y

7 n|2 n|2 n|2 n|2 7 n|2 % 7 n|2 %
g(l—i—(L—ﬁ)MXé)/ﬂ (a|ux| + [ + |y +|z|)dw+2co(L—B) /B|v|d:v /ﬂ|yz|dx

+2co(L — p) (/; |z”|2d17> ’ (/{: |ug|2dx) ’ +4L <% + 1> (7|5

Finally, passing to the limit in the above inequality, then using Lemma 3.4 and the fact that ||[F"|% — 0, we
obtain (3.68). The proof is thus complete. 0

; :
( / |sl<u”,v",n”>|2dx>

1

2

+4L ( + 1) Dadli

Proof of Proposition 3.1. From Lemmas 3.1-3.6, we obtain |[U"|| — 0 as n — oo which contradicts
lU™|% = 1. Thus, (3.1) is holds true. The proof is thus complete. O
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Proof of Theorem 3.1. From proposition 3.1, we have iR C p(A) and consequently o(A)NiR = (). Therefore,
according to Theorem A.2, we get that the Cyp—semigroup of contraction (e*4);>¢ is strongly stable. The proof
is thus complete. (I

4. POLYNOMIAL STABILITY

In this section, we will prove the polynomial stability of system (2.2)-(2.6). The main result of this section is
the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Under the hypothesis (H), for all Uy € D(A), there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of Uy
such that the energy of system (2.2)-(2.6) satisfies the following estimation

C
B(t) < S0l V1> 0.

According to Theorem A.4, to prove Theorem 4.1, we will prove the following two conditions

(4.1) iR C p(A)
and
Loy ~1
(4.2) ?\léﬁw |GAT — A) Hﬁ(H) < +o0.

From proposition 3.1, we obtain condition (4.1). Next, we will prove condition (4.2) by a contradiction argu-
ment. For this purpose, suppose that (4.2) is false, then there exists {()\", Um .= (u™, o™, y", 2", n"(-, p))T)}
R* x D(A) with

N

n>1

(4.3) V' = oo and Ul = || (" 0" g™ 2" 0" () | = 1,

such that

(4.4) (NN = A)U™ = 7= (f20, 20 f50, f40, 50 (,p) T =0 in A,
For simplicity, we drop the index n. Equivalently, from (4.4), we have

(4.5) iu—v = A 2fl =0 in H}(0,L),

(4.6) i — (Sp(u,v,m)e +c()z = A2f2 =0 in L*0,L),

(4.7) iNy—z = MNP =0 in H(0,L),

(4.8) iIN2 = Yow — (v = AP0 in L*0,L),

(4.9) M)+ p(0p) = ATE(Lp) =0 in W

Here we will check the condition (4.2) by finding a contradiction with (4.3) such as [|U||,, = o(1). For clarity,
we divide the proof into several Lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Under the hypothesis (H), the solution U = (u,v,y,2,1(-,p))" € D(A) of system (4.5)-(4.9)
satisfies the following estimations

B
(4.10) ; ve|*da = o(A7?),
B
Uy 2dz = o(X7* ,
(4.11) /0| 2dr = oA )
B 1
(4.12) / / 0 ) Pdpdz = o(A2),
B
(4.13) / e (-, D[2de = 0(A~2),
B
(4.14) A|Sl(u,v,n)|2dx=o(A_2).
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Proof. First, taking the inner product of (4.4) with U in A and using (2.19) with the help of hypothesis (H),
we obtain

B ) 1 A2 A2
415) [ el < - AU U = AR < Pl Ul
0

1 — |2l K1 — [k — |2
Thus, from (4.15) and the fact that ||F|3 = o(1) and |U||% = 1, we obtain (4.10). Now, from (4.5), we deduce
that

B B B B L
(4.16) / |uw|2dxg2x2/ |vw|2dx+2)f4/ |f;|2dxg2x2/ |Um|2dx+2x4/ 171 2da
0 0 0 0 0

Therefore, from (4.10), (4.16) and the fact that || f;||12(0,r.) = 0(1), we obtain (4.11). Next, from (4.9) and the
fact that n(-,0) =v() , we get

) po
(4.17) n(w,p) = ve TP+ A2 / NP (e, 5)ds,  (x,p) € (0,L) x (0,1).

0
From (4.17), we deduce that

(4.18) //|771, |2dpdx<2/ [vg |2 dx + 72N~ //|f5 s)|>dsdz.

Thus, from (4.10), (4.18) and the fact that f°(-,p) — 0 in W, we obtain (4.12). On the other hand, from
(4.17), we have

1
Ne(-,1) = vpe AT 4 T2 / eMT(S*l)fg(-, s)ds,
0

consequently, similar to the previous proof, we obtain (4.13). Next, it is clear to see that

B B B B B
/ |Sl(u,v,77)|2d:1: = / |awy, + K1vy + Kone (-, 1)|2dx < 3a2/ |uz|2dx+3/£%/ |vz|2dx+3/£§/ 72 (-, 1)|2dx.
0 0 0 0 0

Finally, from (4.10), (4.11), (4.13) and the above estimation, we obtain (4.14). The proof is thus complete. [

61
9
16 03

[ d o0 ———0—%

0 € 2e o at+e -3 -2 [3:5 5 7 E

FIGURE 3. Geometric description of the functions 61, > and 63.

2
D(A) of system (4.5)-(4.9) satisfies the following estimation

B—e
(4.19) / |v|2dz = o(1).

Proof. First, we fix a cut-off function 6 € C1([0, L]) (see Figure 3) such that 0 < 6;(x) < 1, for all z € [0, L]

and
1 zelep-e
91(17)—{ 0 if ze{0}ulp, L],

Lemma 4.2. Let 0 < ¢ < mln( %) Under the hypothesis (H), the solution U = (u,v,y,z,1(-,p))" €

and set

0 (z)| = My .
zgl[grg]I ()] o
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Multiplying (4.6) by A~10;7, integrating over (0, L), then taking the imaginary part, we obtain

L L L L
/ 01 |v*de — S {)\1 / 61 (Sp (u,v,m)), de} +< {/\1 / c(-)@lzﬁdag} =3 {/\3/ 91f25dx} .
0 0 0 0

Using integration by parts in the above equation and the fact that v(0) = v(L) = 0, we get

L 1 L 1 L 1 L
(4.20) / 01|v|*de = -3 —/ (057 + 6177) Sy (u, v, n)dx ¢ — —/ c()012vdz p+S —/ 0, f*vdx ¢ .
0 A 0 A 0 )‘3 0

Using the definition of ¢(-), Sp(u,v,n) and 67, then, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

L
S {)\1/ (017 + Gﬂ)Sb(u,v,n)dfc}
0

P 3 P 3 P 3
<A | M / w2dz |+ / v, [2da / 1S4 (u, v, ) [2da
0 0 0
L 8 5 3/ 8 3
%{/\1/ c(-)ﬁlzﬂdx}| = C\‘y{co)\l/ 9125d:c} < co|A\TH </ |z|2d:17> </ |v|2d:c> .
0 [e% @ «@

Thus, from the above inequalities, Lemma 4.1 and the fact that v and z are uniformly bounded in L2(0, L), we
obtain

L L
(4.21) =S {/\_1/0 (017 + Glﬁ)Sb(u,v,n)d:C} =o(A7?) and - {)\_1/0 c(-)@lzﬁdx} = O(A\™1) = o(1).

8
3 {)\1/ (010 + Hlm)Sl(u,vm)dI}
0

and

Inserting (4.21) in (4.20), then using the fact that v is uniformly bounded in L?(0, L) and | f?| z2(0,z) = o(1),
we obtain

L
/ 61 |v]*dx = o(1).
0

Finally, from the above estimation and the definition of 8, we obtain (4.19). The proof is thus complete. [

2
D(A) of system (4.5)-(4.9) satisfies the following estimations

B—2¢ B—3e
(4.22) / |z|2dz = o(1) and / lye|2dz = o(1).
« a+te

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < & < min ( £ %) Under the hypothesis (H), the solution U = (u,v,y,z,1(-,p))" €

Proof. First, we fix a cut-off function 6 € C*([0, L]) (see figure 3) such that 0 < fy(z) < 1, for all x € [0, L]
and

6‘2(1‘) =

0 if ze€[0,e]U[B—¢, L]
1 if x €28 —2¢,

and set

0, (x)| = My, .
zgl[gﬁ 5(2)] 9

Multiplying (4.6) and (4.8) by 62%Z and 62T respectively, integrating over (0, L), then taking the real part, we
obtain

(4.23) R {i)\ /OL 92v2d:c} —R {/OL 02(Sp(u, v, n))zid:c} + /OL c(-)0s|z|?dx = R {)\_2 /OL 92f22dx}

and

L L L L
(4.24) R {z)\/ ngﬁd:v} - R {/ Ggymﬁdac} - / c(-)0s|v|?dx = R {)\_2/ 92f45d:v} .
0 0 0 0
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Adding (4.23) and (4.24), then using integration by parts and the fact that v(0) = v(L) = 0 and 2(0) = z(L) = 0,
we get
L L L
/ c()02|z*dx = / c(-)0z|v|?dr — R / (05Z + 0275) Sy (u, v, n)dz
0 0 0

L L L
—a%{/ (6"25—%92@)%6&5} +%{)\2/ 92f22d:c} +8%{/\2/ 92f45dx}.
0 0 0

From (4.7), we deduce that
(4.26) Z = —i\E — A 2SR

(4.25)

Using (4.26) and the definition of Sy(u,v,n) and 2, then using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

L
N {/ (9'22+92Z)5b(uava77)d$}
0

Be 3 e z e
< | My, (/ |z|2d:17> + |l (/ |yz|2d:c> + 272 </ |f§’|2d:c>

L B—e
R { / (047 + Hgm)ymd:v} R { / (657 + 92W)ywd$}
0 €
B—e 2 B—e 3 B—e 3
< | Mg, / lv|dz | + / v, [da / lyol?dz | .

Thus, from the above inequalities, Lemmas 4.1, 4.2 and the fact that y,, z are uniformly bounded in L?(0, L)
and || f2 220,y = o(1), we obtain

R {/B_E [952 + O (—iNTs — A—Qf_g)} St (u, v, n)dw}

</js |Sl(u,v,n)|2dx>

1
2

(S

and

L L
(4.27) - R {/0 05z + GQZ)Sb(u,U,n)d:C} =o0(1) and —R {/0 (650 + HQE)ywd:C} = o(1).

Inserting (4.27) in (4.25), then using the fact that v, z are uniformly bounded in L*(0, L) and || f*||z2(0,z) = o(1),
||f4||L2(0,L) = o(1), we obtain

L L
. Z2(E: C\- ’U25E 0] .
/Oc<>92||d / (V6alof?dz + of1)

Therefore, from the above estimation, Lemma 4.2 and the definition of ¢(-) and 62, we obtain the first estimation
in (4.22). On the other hand, let us fix a cut-off function 65 € C*([0, L]) (see Figure 3) such that 0 < f3(z) < 1,
for all z € [0, L] and

g _J o if xe(0,a]U[B - 2e L]
3@ =0 g z€la+e, B -3,

Now, multiplying (4.8) by —A~163%, integrating over (0, L), then taking the imaginary part, we obtain

L L L L
—/ 03|22 dx + {/\1/ 93ymde} +S {/\1/ c(.)eguzdx} = -G {/\3/ 93f4zd:c} :
0 0 0 0

Using integration by parts in the above equation and the fact that z(0) = z(L) = 0, then using (4.26), we get

L L L L
/ 93|ym|2dx:/ 03)z|%dr + )\_1/ 0Ly, zdr p — S )\_1/ c(-)bsvzdx
0 0 0 0
L L
—%{)\‘3/ 63f§ywd:v} —%{/\‘3/ 93f4zdx}.
0 0

22
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From the definition of ¢(-) and 63, the first estimation of (4.22) and the fact that v and y, are uniformly
bounded in L?(0, L), we obtain

L B—2¢
R {/\1/ 9’3yw2d:v} =9 {/\1/ Oéymidx} =o (N7,
0 «
L B—2¢e
-3 {/\_1/ c(-)%v?dw} =-9 {CO/\_l/ 93v2d:v} =o(|AI™Y).
0 a

Inserting (4.29) in (4.28), then using the fact that y,, 2 are uniformly bounded in L?(0, L) and ||fx3||L2(0,L) -
o(1), | f*llr2(0,2) = o(1), we get

(4.29)

L L
/93|y1|2d:c:/ 0y 2[2dz + o(|A|1).
0 0

Finally, from the above estimation, the first estimation of (4.22) and the definition of 83, we obtain the second

estimation in (4.22). The proof is thus complete. O
Lemma 4.4. 0 < ¢ < min (%, %) Under the hypothesis (H), the solution U = (u,v,y, z,7(-,p)) T € D(A)
of system (4.5)-(4.9) satisfies the following estimations

(4.30) (I + (B = 3)|* + alus (v)[* + ™| (S1(u, v,m)) (B = 3¢)* = O(1),

(4.31) 2N+ [2(8 = 3)[* + ly= (NI + [y=(8 = 3¢)]* = O(1).

Proof. First, we fix a function g2 € C([3 — 3¢,7]) such that

—3e) = — =1 d set =M d 5 =M.
9208 =39) = ~ga(7) =1 and set mux [ga(o) = My, and _max gh(a)| = My,

From (4.5), we deduce that
(4.32) i — vy = A 2L

Multiplying (4.32) and (4.6) by 2g-7 and 2a~'g2.S,(u, v, 1) respectively, integrating over (3 — 3¢, ), using the
definition of ¢(-) and Sp(u,v,n), then taking the real part, we obtain

v gl ) gl
R {21')\/ gguzﬁd:r} —/ go (|v| ) dr =% {2/\2/ ngiidx}
B—3e B—3¢e z B—3¢e
v ; B B
R {Qi/\/ 92Uu_mdw} + %{@/ 92v (K107 + KTl (v, 1)) d:v} - a_l/ 92 (|51(U7U,77)|2) dx
B—3e a Jp—3e B—3e z

v ) B . Y
—a/ go (|uz|2) dr + R ﬂ/ 92251 (u, v, n)dx +3‘E{2CO/ ggzu_zda:}
B z @ Jp—3e B8
2 7 2q- 2 (7 o
=R W/6_36 92f°S1(u,v,n)dx » + R F/ﬂ go [ uzdx 5 .

Adding the above Equations, then using integration by parts, we get

and

v B
Folol] o+ [~al g S0 m) ]
B—3¢e

5 v B
+romlul]) == [1 ghPar-at [ gisiw ol
B—3e B B—3¢ B

—3e

Y 2)\ B 2 B -
- a/ 9/2|Uz|2d$ - R =2 / Gov (K177 + koTfz (-, 1)) da p — R = / 92251 (u,v,n)dx
B @ Jp—3e G Ja—3e

v 2 [ — 2 (P — 2 (7 L,
—R< 2 ; gozUzdx p + R 2 ﬂ_%ggfxvdw + R oz ﬂ_3892f Si(u,v,n)dx y + R 2 ; gof “Ugpdr 5 .
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Using the definition of g3 and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the above Equation, we obtain

[o()? + [o(8 = 3¢)* + alua(3)* +a™" |(S1(u, v,m)) (8 = 3¢)* + K(8)

v B v
< My [ / [v[2d + o~ / 1S4 (uyv,) 2z + a / g Pde
B—3¢e B—3e B
B 3 B 8 3
2|\ | M
+M K1 / |vg|?dz |+ |kal / 12 (-, 1)|*dx / |v|2dx
a B—3e B—3e B—3e
B 2 B 3 1 1
2¢cn M. vy 2 vy 2
4 Z0Mg / |S1 (u, v, n)|>da / |z%dz |+ 2coM,, </ |z|2dx) </ |u1|2d:v>
a B—3e B—3e B B
2M 3 vy 3 oM B 3 B 3
e ([ e ([0 prae) e 2 ([ ippac) ([ isiombas
B—3e B—3e a\ B—3e B—3e
2M % v %
(12 (/ |f2|2d$> (/ |um|2dx)
B

where K(3) = g2(8) (a|um(ﬁ+)| —a Y (S1(u,v,n)) (B‘)|2). Moreover, since Sy(u,v,n) € H(0,L) c C([0, L)),
then we obtain

(4.33) | (S1(u,v,n)) ([37)|2 = |auz(ﬁ+)|2 and consequently (38) = 0.

Inserting (4.33) in the above inequality, then using Lemma 4.1 and the fact that u,, v, z are uniformly bounded
in L2(0, L) and || f,|/r2(0,0) = 0(1), || f?|lz2(0,r.) = 0(1), we obtain (4.30). Next, from (4.7), we deduce that

(4.34) iINJe — 20 = N2 f3.

Multiplying Equations (4.34) and (4.8) by 2¢2Z and 2¢27; respectively, integrating over (3 — 3¢,~), using the
definition of ¢(-), then taking the real part, we obtain

v v el
(4.35) %{21'/\/ ggyzidx} —/ (| | ) dx = {2/\2/ ggfi’idx}
B—3e ﬁf&s B—3e

and

2l v el v
(4.36) R {21')\/ ggzy_zda:} —/ g2 (|yz|2) dr — R {260/ ggvy_xdx} =R {2/\2/ ggf4%dx} .
B—3e B—3e z B—3¢e B—3¢e

Adding Equations (4.35) and (4.36), then using integration by parts, we obtain

~ ¥ ¥ ¥
[—gg (|z|2 + |ym|2)} = _ / g§(|z|2 + |ym|2)dx + R {200/ gvy_md:v} + R {2)\_2/ ggfgid:v}
B—3e B—3e B—3e B—3e
¥
+§R{2)\‘2/ ggf4y_xda:}.
B—3e

Using the definition of g5 and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the above Equation, we obtain

[z + 1208 = 3e)* + lya(MI* + Iy (8 — 3¢)|?

gl ) ) gl 3 g 3
<ty [* (1P ) ot 2ot ([ opae) ([T )
B—3e B—3e B—3e
gl 3 v 3 gl 3 gl 3
+ 2272 M, (/ |f§|2dx) </ |z|2d:17> + (/ |f4|2dar> (/ |yz|2d:17> .
B—3e B—3e B—3e B—3e

Finally, from the above inequality, the fact that v, y,., z are uniformly bounded in L?(0, L) and | f2|| L2(0,0) =
o(1), Hf4HL2(O,L) = 0(1), we obtain (4.31). The proof is thus complete. O

=
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Lemma 4.5. Let hy € C*([0, L]) be a function. Under the hypothesis (H), the solution U = (u,v,y, z,1(-,p)) " €
D(A) of system (4.5)-(4.9) satisfies the following estimation

o 2 2 L
s (a7t 0 )+ o + ol + Il o [ (7St + sl
0 0

—R2 Lc(~)h2vy_xd:17 +R 2 Lc(~)h2zS_b(u,v,n)d:17 +R ZiA Lb(-)hv”(m@—i—mn_z(-,l))d:c
0 a Jo a Jo

9 L - 9 L — 9 L - 2 [ 4
=R 3, haflvdx p + R m/o haf*Sp(u,v,n)dx p + R 3 J, hofdzdx p + R 3 J, ha f*yzdx 3 .

Proof. See the proof of Lemma 3.5. O

Let 0 < € < min (%, %), we fix the cut-off functions 64, 85 € C1([0, L]) (see Figure 4) such that 0 < f4(z) < 1,

0 <05(x) <1, for all z € [0,L] and
1 if € |0, , 0 if € |0, ,
0u() 1 x €0, + €] and  0s(z) = 1 x € [0, + €]

0 if zel[B8—-3elL], 1 if zelf—3elL]

—
— 0

0 «a ate B-3 B ¥ L

FIGURE 4. Geometric description of the functions 64 and 65.

Lemma 4.6. Let 0 < € < min (%, %) Under the hypothesis (H), the solution U = (u,v,y,z,1(-,p))" €
D(A) of the System (4.5)-(4.9) satisfies the following estimations

a+te a+te a+te
(4.37) / lv|*dx —I—/ |y |2da —i—/ |z|2dz = o(1),
0 0 0
L L L L
(4.38) a/ [ug |2dx +/ lv|2dx +/ |y |2da —|—/ |z|2dz = o(1).
B B—3e B—3¢ B—3e

Proof. First, using the result of Lemma 4.5 with hs = 264, we obtain

a+e a—+e a—+e a+te
/ |v|2dx —|—/ |y |2 d —|—/ |22de = — a_l/ 1Sy (u, v,m)|?dx
0 0 0 0

B—3e L
- / (04 + 20}) (' |S1(w,v,m)* + [0 + |y=|* + |2[?) dz + R {2/ xc(-)@wyjdx}
a+te 0

L L L
-R {2/0 xc(.)94zS_b(u,v,n)dx} - R {%/0 xb(-)04v (k17 + KTz (., 1))dw} +R {%/0 x94f_§vd:v}

2 L — 2 [t = 2 [*
+%{a—)\2/0 x94f25b(u,v,n)dx}+%{p/o $94fx32d$}+%{ﬁ/0 $94f4y_md$}-
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From the above Equation and by using Lemmas 4.1, 4.2, 4.3 with the fact that v, y,, z are uniformly bounded
in £2(0, L) and |[£2]| 20,0y = o(1), 2] 2200,y = 0(1), [F]]z2(0.1, = (1), we obtain

a+te a+e a+e L
/ |v|2dx+/ |y$|2dx+/ |z]2dz = R 2/ xc(-)04vyzdx
0 0

2 [F 2 [ —
(4.39) 3‘%{ / ()042Sp(u, v n)d:v} +%{ oz / x94f25’b(u,v,n)dx}
aJo
2 L
- e b(+)04v (k15 + K2z (., 1)) dx » + o(1).
0
Using the definition of b(-), ¢(-), Sp(u, v,n), 84, then using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

L B—3¢e
|§R{2/ xc(~)94vy_xd:17}‘ = |3?{200/ x94vy_xdx}
0 [e3%
L B—3e
|§R{§/ :170(')942'5_b(u7'0777)d$}| = |§R{2Tzo/ I94ZS_1(U,’U,77)CZZZ?}|
0 «

B—3¢e %
( / |sl<u,v,n>|2dx> ,

5 _3 B—3¢ % B—3e %
< % </0 |f2|2dx> (/0 |51(“=U=’7)|2d$> ’

' L . B—3e
|§R{%/ ab(-)0av (mmmzn—z(-,l))d:cH - |§1%{%/ z64v (H1E+Hzn_z(-a1))d$}|
0

0 a

Thus, from the above inequalities, Lemmas 4.1, 4.2 and the fact that u,, v, y,, z are uniformly bounded in
L2(0,L) and || f2||£2(0,ry = o(1), we obtain

L L
%{2/0 xc(.)94vy_wdx} =o(1), —3‘%{%/0 xc(-)94zS_b(u,v,77)d:v} =o(|A|7Y),

L
%{%/O 204 f*Sp(u, v, n)dz } o(A72), _%{22/\/0 b(-)04v (m@—i—mgn_m(.,l))dx} =o(1).

al? a

(4.40)

Therefore, by inserting (4.40) in (4.39), we obtain (4.37). On the other hand, using the result of Lemma 4.5
with h = (z — L)05, then using the definition of b(-), Sp, 65 and Lemmas 4.1, 4.2, 4.3 with the fact that wu,,
U, Yz, 2 are uniformly bounded in LQ(O,L) and Hf;HL%O,L) = o(1), ||f2||L2(O,L) = o(1), Hf3HL2(O,L) = o(1),
14220,y = o(1), we obtain

L L L L
a/ |uz|2d:c+/ |v|2d:c+/ |yx|2d:17—|—/ |z|2dx
B B—3e B—3e B—3e
L L .
=R {2/ (x — L)c(-)95vy_wd:v} - R {2(1_1 / (x — L)c(-)9525’bdw} + o(1).
0 0
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(4.41)

B—3e 2 B—3e 3
< 2¢(8 — 3¢) </ |v|2d:17> </ |yx|2d:17> ,

_ B—3¢ z B—3¢e z B—3¢e 2
< M K1 </ |vz|2d:17> + |ka| </ 72 (-, 1)|2d:c> </ |v|2d:c> )
0 0 0



Moreover, from the definition of ¢(-), Sy, 65 and by using Lemmas 4.1, 4.2 with the fact that y,., z are uniformly
bounded in L?(0, L), we obtain

L L
R {2/0 (x — L)c(~)95vy_xd:17} —R {Qal /0 (x — L)c(-)95z5_bd:c}

=R {QCO /;_35(;1: - L)vy_zdx} R {QCO /;_35(;1: - L)zu_xd:r} +o(1).

From (4.5) and (4.7), we deduce that
(4.43) Ty = iAo+ fl and  gp =N Tl E iR f3,

Substituting (4.43) in the right hand side of (4.42), then using the fact that v, z are uniformly bounded in
L2(0,L) and || f2]lz2(0,0) = 0(1), || 2]l 22(0,2) = o(1), we obtain

L L
R {2/0 (x — L)c(-)95vy_xd:17} - R {Qal /0 (x — L)c(-)95z5_bd:c}

g [T
_ R { 2cqi / (@ — L)vzdﬂc} R {@/ (v — L)z@dw} +o(1).
N Jos A Jpose

Using integration by parts to the second integral in the right hand side of the above equation, we obtain

L L
R {2/0 (x — L)c(~)95vy_xd:17} —R {Qal /0 (x — L)c(-)95z5_bd:c}

" { 2302 /;_3 zadx} —R {? (z— L) za]ggs} +o(1).

Furthermore, by using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

1 1
; ol vy 2 vy 2
(4.45) ‘@R{@/ zﬁdm}‘ < 2co|\| 7! </ |z|2dx) </ |v|2d:c)
A B—3e B—3e B—3e

and

(4.42)

(4.44)

QCoi

116 [r{ 5 (- 270} | < 20 B = ) ] + (L = 5+ 30)a(5 — 30 o5~ 321

From Lemma 4.4, we deduce that

(4.47) [0(8 =38)| = 0(1), [v(x)]=0(1), [2(8=3¢)[=0(1) and |2(y)] = O().

Using the fact that v, z are uniformly bounded in L?(0, L) in (4.45) and inserting (4.47) in (4.46), we obtain
2¢pi 7 2

(4.48) R {% /ME zmx} —O(A") =o(1) and - §R{ CAOZ [(x — L)z} 35} O (A1) = of1).

Inserting (4.48) in (4.44), we get

L L
(4.49) R {2/0 (x — L)c(-)95vy_zd:c} —R {2@1 /0 (x — L)c(~)95zS_bd:17} =o(1).

Finally, inserting (4.49) in (4.41), we obtain (4.38). The proof is thus complete. O

Proof of Theorem 4.1. The proof of Theorem is divided into three steps.
Step 1. From Lemmas 4.1-4.3, we obtain

B—e
/ lug[2dx = o(\ / / 172+, p)|?dpdz = o(A2), / lv|2dz = o(1),
€

B—3¢e

B—2¢
/ |z|2dx = o(1) and / [y ?dz = o(1).

a+te

(4.50)
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Step 2. From Lemma 4.6 and (4.50), we deduce that

€ ate a
/ |v|2dz = o(1), / |y ?dz = o(1), / |z|2dx = o(1),
0 0 0
L

/B lug|2dz = o(1), /L lv]%dz = o(1), /L lys|2dz = o(1) and /L I2)%dz = o(1).

—& B—3¢ B—2¢

According to Step 1 and Step 2, we obtain |U||3 = o(1) in (0, L), which contradicts (4.3). Thus, (4.2) is
holds true. Next, since the conditions (4.1) and (4.2) are proved, then according to Theorem A.4, the proof of
Theorem 4.1 is achieved. The proof is thus complete. (]

5. CONCLUSION

We have studied the stabilization of a one-dimensional coupled wave equations with non smooth localized
viscoelastic damping of Kelvin-Voigt type and localized time delay. We proved the strong stability of the system
by using Arendt-Batty criteria. Finally, we established a polynomial energy decay rate of order ¢~ *.

APPENDIX A. SOME NOTIONS AND THEOREMS OF STABILITY HAS BEEN USED

In order to make this paper more self-contained, we have introduced this short appendix that brings up the
notions of stability that we encounter in this work.

Definition A.1. Assume that A is the generator of C—semigroup of contractions (etA)
H. The Co—semigroup (e'),_ s said to be

>0
(1) Strongly stable if

>oOna Hilbert space

lim |e"zo|g =0, Vo€ H.
t—+oo
(2) Exponentially (or uniformly) stable if there exists two positive constants M and e such that
le“zollm < Me™*||zo|lmr, ¥t >0, Vg € H.
(3) Polynomially stable if there exists two positive constants C' and « such that
HetA,ToHH < Ctia”A,ToHH, Vit >0, Vg € D(A)
O

For proving the strong stability of the Cy-semigroup (etA) we will recall the result obtained by Arendt and

Batty in [12].

>0’

Theorem A.2 (Arendt and Batty in [12]). Assume that A is the generator of a Co—semigroup of contractions
(etA) >0 on a Hilbert space H. If A has no pure imaginary eigenvalues and o (A) N iR is countable, where
q tA)

o (A) denotes the spectrum of A, then the Cy-semigroup (e is strongly stable. O

>0
There exist a second classical method based on Arendt and Batty theorem and the contradiction argument
(see page 25 in [39)]).

Remark A.3. Assume that the unbounded linear operator A : D(A) C H ~— H is the generator of a
Cy—semigroup of contractions (etA) on a Hilbert space H and suppose that 0 € p(A). According to (page
25 in [39]), in order to prove that

(A.1) iR={ix| XeR}Cp(A),

we need the following steps:

t>0

(i) Tt follows from the fact that 0 € p(A) and the contraction mapping theorem that for any real number
A with [A| < [J[A7L||71, the operator i\ — A = A(iANA™! —I) is invertible. Furthermore, ||(i\] — A)7!||
is a continuous function of X in the interval (—[|A7!|=1 [JA7H|71).
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(ii) If sup {[|(iA] — A)7H| | [A| < |[A7Y|7'} = M < oo, then by the contraction mapping theorem, the
operator i — A = (iXol — A)(I + i(A — Xo) (iAol — A)~1) with |Xo| < [|[A71||7! is invertible for
A — Xo| < M~1. Tt turns out that by choosing |\o| as close to ||[A=1||~! as we can, we conclude that
MM < JATYH7 4+ M~} € p(A) and [|(iAM — A)7!| is a continuous function of A in the interval
(=A== =M AT M)

(iii) Thus it follows from the argument in (ii) that if (A.1) is false, then there is w € R with [|[A™!| 7! <
lw| < oo such that {iX | [A| < |w|} C p(A) and sup {|[(iA — A)7| | [A] < |w|} = co. It turns out that
there exists a sequence {(An,Un)},>; CRxD(A), with A, = wasn — oo, [A| < |w|and Uyl = 1,

such that
(iApI — AU, =F, - 0in H, as n — 00.
Then, we will prove (A.1) by finding a contradiction with ||Uy | ; =1 such as |Uy||; — 0. a.
Concerning the characterization of polynomial stability stability of a Cy—semigroup of contraction (etA) >0

we rely on the following result due to Borichev and Tomilov [15] (see also [13] and [36]).

Theorem A.4. Assume that A is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup of contractions (etA) >0

on H. If iR C p(A), then for a fixed £ > 0 the following conditions are equivalent

A2 su H MI—A*H — 0 (),
(4.2) sup (AT = A7 =0 (1AF)
C
(A.3) e ATo|3, < t—2||U0||2D(A), Vt >0, Uy € D(A), for some C > 0.
£
O
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