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Abstract— This paper presents a new modelling
approach to fully dynamic electromagnetic current-
controlled piezoelectric composite models that require
a combined Lagrangian. To model the mechanical do-
mains, we consider two different beam theories, i.e.
the Euler-Bernoulli and Timoshenko beam theories. We
show that both derived piezoelectric composite models
are well-posed. Furthermore, we show through analysis
and simulations that both current-controlled piezoelectric
composites are asymptotically stabilizable through simple
electric feedback, which renders the system passive in
a classical way for certain system parameters. In this
work, we also review several related piezoelectric beams,
actuators, and composite models.

I. INTRODUCTION

A piezoelectric actuator is a piece of piezoelectric
material sandwiched between two layers of electrodes.
The actuator can be compressed or elongated in one
or more directions by applying an electric stimulus,
such as voltage, charge, or current [1]. A specific type
of electric actuator is the piezoelectric beam, where an
electric stimulus acting on the transverse axis incurs
deformation in the longitudinal direction. The simplest
models for piezoelectric beams are similar to wave
equations and describe the longitudinal vibrations of
the stresses and strains in the piezoelectric material
[2]. Several variants exist corresponding to different
electrical inputs, such as voltage, charge and current.
In either case, the model is similar to the well-known
wave equation and exhibits some interesting properties
making it useful for many applications. By bonding a
piezoelectric actuator onto the surface of a mechanical
substrate, the deformation of the actuator incurs shear
stress in the substrate, resulting in the curvature of the
composition. A mechanical substrate with one or more
piezoelectric actuators we refer to as a piezoelectric
composite and is useful in high-precision applications.

From a control perspective, two types of applications
exist for piezoelectric composites: vibration control
and shape control. Vibration control finds applications

Fig. 1. The piezoelectric composite consists of a piezoelectric
actuator (top) bonded to a mechanical substrate (bottom). The
piezoelectric actuator consists of a piezoelectric strip sandwiched
by a top and bottom electrode. Whereas the piezoelectric actuator
can deflect in the longitudinal direction pz1q, the piezoelectric
composite can deflect both longitudinally v and transversely w due
to the shear stresses between the two layers.

in acoustic devices [3] or suppression of vibrations
in mechanical systems [4]. Shape control includes
applications such as flexible wings [5], inflatable
space structures [6], and deformable mirrors [7].
Often, in applications including inflatable space
structures and deformable mirrors, one side of the
substrate has a specific function (e.g. reflecting
electromagnetic waves). Therefore, in this work, we
focus on composites where the piezoelectric actuator
is attached to one side of the purely mechanical layer;
see Fig 1 for a depiction.

The dynamics of a piezoelectric composite are
governed by a set of partial differential equations
(PDEs) that originate from continuum mechanics in
the mechanical domain and Maxwell’s equations in the
electromagnetic domain. PDEs with distinct structures
and properties are derived by changing the mechanical
or electromagnetic domain assumptions. Various
beam theories can be assumed for the mechanical
domain, and complex non-linear phenomena can
be incorporated. Different treatments of Maxwell’s
equations for the electromagnetic domain result in
different dynamics and coupling of the electric,
magnetic, and mechanical quantities. Often, in
literature, the assumptions for the electromagnetic
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domain are typified as a static electric field, a quasi-
static electric field, or a fully dynamic electromagnetic
field. Recent efforts show that the controllability and
stabilizability of the models of piezoelectric beams and
composites can be significantly altered by choice of
input and the treatment of the electromagnetic domain
[2], [8], [9].

The traditional choice of actuation is voltage.
Voltage-actuated linear infinite-dimensional
piezoelectric beam models are exactly controllable
and exponentially stabilizable in the case of a static
or quasi-static electric field, see [10], [11], and [12].
In [2], the fully dynamic voltage actuated beam
model is asymptotically stabilizable for almost all
system coefficients and exponentially stabilizable for
a small set of system coefficients. In [13], it has been
shown that the fully dynamical beam is polynomially
stabilizable when certain conditions on the physical
coefficients are satisfied.

Due to the less-hysteretic behaviour of charge and
current actuated piezoelectric systems, recent studies
involved the stabilizability of such models. The charge-
actuated models show similar stabilizability properties
to voltage-actuated systems due to their duality and
the fact that both have boundary inputs. There are two
ways to derive current actuated piezoelectric models.
The simplest is obtained by adding a dynamical
equation on the boundary to convert the charge input
into a current input, which we will refer to as current-
through-the-boundary actuation [14]. Physically, this
corresponds to incorporating some electric circuitry.
The other way of obtaining current actuated systems
is by careful considerations for the electromagnetic
domain, resulting in a purely current actuated system.
The modelling of purely current actuated piezoelectric
systems is described in [2], [15].

The stabilizability of current-actuated piezoelectric
beams has been investigated under a fully dynamic
electromagnetic field. The model is derived using
magnetic vector potentials that require an additional
gauge condition to guarantee a solution in [16]. It
has been shown that the control input is bounded
in the energy space and can utmost asymptotically
stabilize the system. Recently, in [15], the current
actuated piezoelectric beam model from [16] has
been interconnected with a substrate. Due to magnetic
vector potentials, the model allows for both current

and charge input. It has been shown that the reduced
electrostatic models with charge and current-through-
the-boundary models are respectively exponentially
and asymptotically stabilizable, and the derived
purely current actuated fully dynamical model is not
stabilizable, which is against intuition.

In [8], two current actuated non-linear piezoelectric
composite systems are derived from a port-Hamiltonian
[17] perspective. One system is derived as a purely
current-actuated system with a quasi-static electric
field assumption through interconnection, and the
other is a current-through-the-boundary system with a
fully dynamic electromagnetic field assumption. The
approximations of the fully dynamic piezoelectric
beam [8], using the mixed finite element method [18],
has been shown in [19] to satisfy a necessary condition
for asymptotic stabilizability, whereas the quasi-static
systems lack this condition.

The purely current actuated piezoelectric fully dy-
namical models from [16] and [15] are derived with the
use of the electric and magnetic potentials, related to
the electric field by use of Gauss’s magnetic law (5d).
The purely current actuated quasi-static piezoelectric
model from [8] and [19] is derived by imposing an
algebraic constraint on the electric field, reducing the
electromagnetic coupling to the quasi-static electric
field assumption using different quantities to express
the reduced electromagnetic domain. The coupled dy-
namics are obtained through the passive interconnec-
tion of the quasi-static dynamical equation and the
mechanical beam equations in a similar fashion as the
fully dynamical current-through-the-boundary model in
[8], which uses electric flux and charge to describe
the electromagnetic dynamics. The extensive version,
which includes the electromagnetic coupling of the
quasi-static piezoelectric beam and composite model
described in [8] is, to the best of our knowledge, not
present in the literature and is helpful to determine the
relations to the quasi-static and fully dynamical current
actuated piezoelectric models and their stabilization
properties.

A. Contributions

This work presents a novel, fully dynamic
piezoelectric composite model with purely current
input. We use, to the best of our knowledge, a new
treatment of the electromagnetic domain that does
not require the use of a gauge function. We show



that the new model is the more extensive version
which includes the fully electromagnetic coupling
of the quasi-static electromagnetic model in [19]
and [8]. We consider both the Euler-Bernoulli and
Timoshenko beam theories for the mechanical domain
and investigate the well-posedness of the derived
piezoelectric composite models. Finally, we investigate
the stabilizability of the derived piezoelectric composite
models and accompany our results with simulations.

The set-up of this paper allows us to present a com-
prehensive modelling framework for current controlled
piezoelectric composites and presents the following key
contributions:

1) A novel modelling approach is developed to cap-
ture the dynamics of the electromagnetic domain
for current controlled piezoelectric composites
and actuators by using a combined Lagrangian
composed of a mechanical Lagrangian and elec-
tromagnetic co-Lagrangian which are coupled
through non-energetic elements, known as tradi-
tors [20].

2) Two well-posed current-controlled piezoelectric
composite models are derived with fully dynamic
electromagnetic field, using the novel modelling
approach for different beam theories to capture
the behaviour of the mechanical domain, i.e. use
the Euler-Bernoulli and Timoshenko beam theory
in the different models.

3) It is proved that the derived fully dynamic elec-
tromagnetic current-controlled piezoelectric com-
posite models are asymptotically stabilizable for
certain system parameters.

4) The asymptotically stabilizing behaviour of the
closed-loop system obtained through classical
passivity techniques is illustrated through simu-
lations.

B. Outline

In Section II, we treat the derivation of the novel
piezoelectric composite models for both the Euler-
Bernoulli and Timoshenko beam theory and compare
the treatment of Maxwell’s equations to the existing
modelling approaches for piezoelectric material. In
Section III, we show that both derived piezoelectric
composites’ are well-posed with the use of semigroup
theory [21] and in Section IV, we compare the derived
models to existing piezoelectric beam and composite
models. Furthermore, in Section V, we investigate the
asymptotic stabilizability properties of the approxi-

mated composites and provide some illustrative simula-
tions to accompany the stabilizability results in Section
VI. Finally, in Section VII, we give some concluding
remarks and future research directions.

II. MODEL DERIVATION OF CURRENT CONTROLLED

PIEZOELECTRIC ACTUATORS AND COMPOSITES

The piezoelectric composite model depicted in Fig
1 is composed of two layers, which we consider to be
perfectly bonded. The top layer of the composite is the
piezoelectric actuator, and the bottom layer is a purely
mechanical substrate which we denote respectively
using the subscript p and s. For both layers we consider
a volume Ω with length ℓ, width 2gb , and thickness h “

hb ´ ha in the Cartesian coordinate system z1, z2, z3
with unit vectors pz1, z2, z3q, as depicted in Fig 1. Let
k P tp, su then the body Ωk of these layers can be
defined as follows

Ωk :“ tpz1, z2, z3q | 0 ď z1 ď ℓ,

´gb ď z2 ď gb, hka ď z3 ď hkb

)

,

where we assume that the length ℓ is significantly
larger than the width and thickness of the volume
and we have that hsa “ h0 “ ´h1, hsb “ h1 “

hpa, and hpb “ h2. We denote the longitudinal de-
formation along z1 by vpz1, tq, the transverse de-
formation along z3 by wpz1, tq, and the rotation of
the beam given by ϕpz1, tq. Furthermore, denote the
strain ϵ “ colpϵ11, ϵ22, ϵ33, ϵ23, ϵ31, ϵ21q, stress σ “

colpσ11, σ22, σ33, σ23, σ31, σ21q, electric displacement
D “ colpD1, D2, D3q, and the electric field E “

colpE1, E2, E3q and consider the linear piezoelectric
constitutive relations [22], [23], coupling the mechani-
cal and electromagnetic domain as follows,

„

σ
D

ȷ

“

„

CE ´e
eT ε

ȷ „

ϵ
E

ȷ

, (1)

where CE is the 6 ˆ 6 stiffness matrix, e denotes
the 6 ˆ 3 piezoelectric constants matrix, and ε is the
3 ˆ 3 diagonal permittivity matrix [23], [22], [24].
The constitutive relations (1) take care of the coupling
between the mechanical and electromagnetic domains.
For the purely mechanical substrate, the electromechan-
ical coupling is not present, i.e. e “ r0s. Let’s denote
the stiffness coefficient, shear modulus, piezoelectric
coefficient, and permittivity constant by Ck,E

11 , G :“

Ck,E
55 , γ :“ e15, ε33, respectively. For linear isotropic

piezoelectric dielectric material with polarization in the



z3´direction, i.e. E1, E2 “ 0 we obtain the displace-
ment field u, strain and constitutive relations for the
Euler Bernoulli beam theory (EBBT) [25] as follows,

uk1pz1q “ vpz1q ´ z3
B

Bz1
wpz1q

uk3pz1q “ wpz1q,

(2a)

ϵk11 “
B

Bz1
vpz1q ´ z3

B2

Bz21
wpz1q, (2b)

σs
11 “ Cs,E

11 ϵ11

σp
11 “ Cp,E

11 ϵ11 ´ γE3

D3 “ ε33E3 ` γϵ11.

(2c)

For the Timoshenko beam theory (TBT) [25] the dis-
placement field, strain and constitutive relations are as
follows,

uk1pz1q “ vpz1q ´ z3ϕpz1q

uk3pz1q “ wpz1q,
(3a)

ϵk11 “
B

Bz1
vpz1q ´ z3

B

Bz1
ϕpz1q

ϵk13 “
1

2

ˆ

B

Bz1
wpz1q ´ ϕpz1q

˙

,

(3b)

σs
11 “ Cs,E

11 ϵ11

σp
11 “ Cp,E

11 ϵ11 ´ γE3

σk
13 “ Gkϵ13

D3 “ ε33E3 ` γϵ11.

(3c)

To model the fully dynamic electromagnetic current-
controlled piezoelectric composite, we consider two
types of energy; the mechanical energies, composed of
the kinetic co-energy pT k,˚q and the potential energy
pV kq, used for both the mechanical substrate and the
piezoelectric actuator; and the electromagnetic ener-
gies, composed of the electric energy pEq and magnetic
energy pMq, used for the piezoelectric actuator. Let
ρk denote the mass density of the material and let
the vectors B and H denote the magnetic field and
the magnetic field intensity. Then, the energies of the
piezoelectric composites are given as follows,

T k,˚ “
1

2

ż

Ω
ρkp 9uk ¨ 9ukq dΩ, (4a)

V k “
1

2

ż

Ω
σk ¨ ϵk dΩ. (4b)

E “
1

2

ż

Ω
D ¨ E dΩ, (4c)

M “
1

2

ż

Ω
H ¨ B dΩ, (4d)

where we omit the spatial dependency (on z1). To
describe the behaviour of the fully dynamic electro-
magnetic field of the piezoelectric actuator we require
Maxwell’s equations for dielectrics and the piezoelec-
tric constitutive relations for permeable material [26],
[23]. Therefore, let µ represent the magnetic permeabil-
ity of the material, denote the volume charge density
by σv, and let J denote the free current charges. Then,
Maxwell’s equations [26] can be written by the four
laws;

∇ ˆ E “ ´
BB

Bt
, Faraday’s law (5a)

∇ ¨ D “ σv, Gauss’s Electric law (5b)

∇ ˆ H “
BD

Bt
` J , Max-Ampere’s law (5c)

∇ ¨ B “ 0, Gauss’s Magnetic law (5d)

Additionally, we consider the two constitutive relations

D “ εE, (6a)

µH “ B, (6b)

for isotropic magnetic permeable material. The
formerly presented material is similar to sections
of [27] and [9], which look into voltage and
current-actuated piezoelectric beams and composites,
respectively. Similarly to voltage controlled
piezoelectric actuators, we have that E3 ‰ 0 and
E1 “ E2 “ 0, which reduces (5) and (6) to scalar
equations with E3, D3, H2, B2 J3 as the remaining
nonzero physical quantities.

In this work, we consider two piezoelectric com-
posites where the piezoelectric actuators are actuated
by applying an electric current flowing across the z3
direction of the piezoelectric layer. The modelling ap-
proach presented here circumvents the need for a gauge
function to ensure a well-posed actuator or composite,
as opposed to [9]. This is accomplished by defining the
magnetic flux Φ as follows,

Φpz1q :“

ż z1

0
B2pξqdξ, (7)

and obtain from Faraday’s law (5a) the relations
B

Bz1
Φ “ B2,

9Φ “ E3

(8)

The expressions in (8) are useful for writing the
energies (4) in scalar form for to the novel current-
controlled piezoelectric actuator and composite model.



Furthermore, we consider a combined Lagrangian
to derive the dynamical equations using Hamilton’s
principle [28]. For electromagnetic systems, it may
be possible that due to dissipation or the source,
a Lagrangian or co-Lagrangian formulation is not
sufficient to derive the equations of motion and the
so-called combined Lagrangian formulation is required
[29], which is the case here due to the current source.
Due to the current source, we are dealing with a force
balance that needs to be coupled with the mechanical
flow balance. The combined Lagrangian is composed
of a Lagrangian function coupled with a co-Lagrangian
function and takes care of the coupling through non-
energetic coupling terms known as traditors [20].

In classical mechanics, the Lagrangian is defined
as the difference between the kinetic (Co-)energy
T ˚ and the total potential energy V . The kinetic
co-energy is the dual (i.e. complementary form) of
the kinetic energy and is related to each other by the
Legendre transformation. A property of the (kinetic)
co-energies (annotated by ˚) is the association with
a flow (i.e. the rate of change of the generalised
displacements). Whereas the (potential) energy is
associated with the generalised displacement [29].
Besides the co-energy, we also have the notion of
the co-Lagrangian functional L˚, which is the dual
of the Lagrangian functional L, see Table I for an
overview of the composition of the Lagrangian and
co-Lagrangian functional for the mechanical and
electromagnetic domain [29]. For linear mechanical
systems, we have that the kinetic co-energy and kinetic
energy are similar, i.e. T ˚pfq “ T ppq, where f and
p denote the (generalized) velocity and (generalized)
momentum, respectively. Therefore, we often do not
care about the difference between kinetic energy
and kinetic co-energy. However, for multi-domain
modelling, the use of energy and co-energy is relevant,
especially when a coupling is required between a flow
balance and a force balance.

The coupling terms, known as traditors [20],
facilitate the coupling between the velocity and force
balance resulting from the respective Lagrangian
and co-Lagrangian formulation [29]. Traditors are
characterized by the property that at any moment in
time, the total power delivered to these multi-port
elements is zero. Therefore, traditors are not present
in the total energy function. Two linear examples of
traditors are the gyrator and transformer [20].

Domain Lagrangian co-Lagrangian
Mechanical Kinetic co-energy Potential co-energy

Potential energy Kinetic Energy
Electromagnetic Magnetic co-energy Electric co-energy

Electric energy Magnetic energy

TABLE I
LAGRANGIAN AND CO-LAGRANGIAN FOR MECHANICAL AND

ELECTROMAGNETIC DOMAINS.

In our work, we consider two piezoelectric composite
models by using two mechanical beam theories, Euler-
Bernoulli beam theory (EBBT) and Timoshenko beam
theory (TBT), denoted by using Euler-Bernoulli (EB)
and Timoshenko (T) as subscripts. The used combined
Lagrangian (12) takes the form,

Lj “ Lmech,j ` L˚
em,j ,

where j P tEB,Tu to differentiate between the different
beam theories. The combined Lagrangian is composed
of the considered energies (4), which are given in more
detail below and contains the non-energetic coupling
terms (traditors).

Therefore, define the cross-section and inertia corre-
sponding to the piezoelectric actuator and mechanical
substrate layers as

Ak :“

ż hb

ha

ż gb

´gb

dz2dz3 “ 2gbphb ´ haq,

Ik :“

ż hb

ha

ż gb

´gb

z23dz2dz3 “
2

3
gbph

3
b ´ h3aq, (9)

Ik0 :“

ż hb

ha

ż gb

´gb

z3dz2dz3 “
“

gbz
2
3

‰hb

ha
“ gbph

2
b ´ h2aq.

Aq :“

ż ℓ

0
dz2dz1 “

ż ℓ

0
2gbdz1,

where Aq denotes the surface in the z1z2 plane where
the charges flow through. Note that Is0 “ 0 since
hsb “ ´hsa.

EBBT energies:
Now we can give the explicit forms of the energies (4)
of the layers of the piezoelectric composite, using the
EBBT as follows,

T k,˚
EB “

1

2
ρk

ż

Ω
9u21 ` 9u23 dΩ (10a)

“
1

2

ż ℓ

0

”

ρk
´

Ak 9v2 ´ 2Ik0 9v 9wz1 ` Ik 9w2
z1 ` Ak 9w2

¯ı

dz1,



V s
EB “

1

2

ż

Ω
σs
11ϵ

s
11 dΩ (10b)

“
1

2

ż ℓ

0

“

Cs
11

`

Asv2z1 ` Isw2
z1z1

˘

V p
EB “

1

2

ż

Ω
σ11ϵ11 dΩ (10c)

“
1

2

ż ℓ

0

“

Cp
11

`

Apv2z1 ` Ipw2
z1z1 ´ 2Ip0vz1wz1z1

˘

´γ pApvz1 ´ Ip0wz1z1q 9Φ
ı

dz1,

E˚
EB “

1

2

ż

Ω
D3E3 dΩ, (10d)

“
1

2

ż ℓ

0

”

ε33A
p 9Φ2 ` γ pApvz1 ´ Ip0wz1z1q 9Φ

ı

dz1,

M “
1

2

ż

Ω

1

µ
B2

2dΩ “
1

2

ż ℓ

0

„

1

µ
ApΦ2

z1

ȷ

dz1, (10e)

where we made use of (7), (2) and (9).
TBT energies:

The energies for the piezoelectric actuator using T
beam theory are as follows,

T k,˚
T “

1

2
ρk

ż

Ω
9u21 ` 9u23 dΩ (11a)

“
1

2

ż ℓ

0

”

ρk
´

Ak 9v2 ´ 2Ik0 9v 9ϕ ` Ik 9ϕ2 ` Ak 9w2
¯ı

dz1,

V s
T “

1

2

ż

Ω
σ11ϵ11 ` σ13ϵ13 dΩ (11b)

“
1

2

ż ℓ

0

”

Cs,E
11

`

Asv2z1 ` Isϕ2
z1

˘

`
1

2
AsGs

`

w2
z1 ´ 2wz1ϕ ` ϕ2

˘

ȷ

dz1,

V p
T “

1

2

ż

Ω
σ11ϵ11 ` σ13ϵ13 dΩ (11c)

“
1

2

ż ℓ

0

”

Cp,E
11

`

Apv2z1 ` Ipϕ2
z1 ´ 2Ip0vz1ϕz1

˘

´γ pApvz1 ´ Ip0ϕz1q 9Φ (11d)

`
1

2
ApGp

`

w2
z1 ´ 2wz1ϕ ` ϕ2

˘

ȷ

dz1,

E˚
T “

1

2

ż

Ω
D3E3 dΩ, (11e)

“
1

2

ż ℓ

0

”

ε33A
p 9Φ2 ` γ pApvz1 ´ Ip0ϕz1q 9Φ

ı

dz1,

where we made use of (7), (3) and (9) and M for
TBT is the same as (10e).

Following Table I and considering (7) as the general-
ized displacements coordinate for the electromagnetic

part, we see that (10d) and (11e) can be regarded as the
electric co-energies, for EBBT and TBT respectively.
Furthermore, we have the magnetic energy (10e) for
the electromagnetic domain, which is not influenced
by the beam theory. Therefore, we have a combined
Lagrangian for the novel current-controlled piezoelec-
tric actuator, composed of the mechanical Lagrangian
and electromagnetic co-Lagrangian, as follows

Lj “ pT s,˚j ` T p,˚jq ´ pV s
j ` V p

j q ` E˚
j ´ M

“ pT ˚
j ` E˚

j q ´ pVj ` Mq, (12)

where the non-energetic coupling terms are present
in V p

j and E˚
j . To derive the dynamical models for

the piezoelectric actuators using EBBT and TBT, we
make use of (12).

The current source Iptq enters the system through
the external work term W

W “ ´

ż

Ω
σaE3dΩ “

ż

Ω
σa 9ΦdΩ

“ ´

ż

Ω
9σaΦdΩ “ ´

ż

Ω

1

Aq
IptqΦdΩ

“ ´

ż ℓ

0
phb ´ haqIptqΦdz1,

(13)

where we made use of (8) and integration by parts
on the standard work term of voltage actuated
piezoelectric actuators [23], [22], [1].

The mathematical models of the voltage actuated
piezoelectric actuator can be derived by applying
Hamilton’s principle to a definite integral that contains
the Lagrangian L and the impressed forces W that
allows the actuation of the piezoelectric actuator by
means of an applied current. Lets define the definite
integral

Jj :“

ż t1

t0

Lj ` W dt. (14)

Furthermore, define the coefficients

ρA :“ ρpAp ` ρsAs, CA :“ Cp,EAp ` Cs,EAs,

ρI :“ ρpIp ` ρsIs, CI :“ Cp,EIp ` Cs,EIs,

ρI0 :“ ρpIp0 , CI0 :“ Cp
11I

p
0 ,

GA :“ GsAs ` GpAp (15)

such that we can write the definite integrals (14) for
EBBT and TBT, composed of the energies (10) and
(11) of the perfectly bonded piezoelectric actuator and



mechanical substrate and external-work (13) respec-
tively as follows,

JEB “

ż t1

t0

1

2

ż ℓ

0

“`

ρA 9v2 ´ 2ρI0 9v 9wz1 ` ρI 9w2
z1 ` ρA 9w2

˘

` ε33A
p 9Φ2 ` 2γ pApvz1 ´ Ip0wz1z1q 9Φ

´
`

CAv
2
z1 ´ CIw

2
z1z1 ´ 2CI0vz1wz1z1

˘

´
1

µ
ApΦ2

z1 ´ 2ph2 ´ h1qIptqΦ

ȷ

dz1 dt, (16)

and

JT “

ż t1

t0

1

2

ż ℓ

0

”´

ρA 9v2 ´ 2ρI0 9v 9ϕ ` ρI 9ϕ2 ` ρA 9w2
¯

` ε33A
p 9Φ2 ` 2γ pApvz1 ´ Ip0ϕz1q 9Φ

´
`

CAv
2
z1 ` CIϕ

2
z1 ´ 2CI0vz1ϕz1

˘

´
1

2
GA

`

w2
z1 ´ 2wzz1ϕ ` ϕ2

˘

´
1

µ
ApΦ2

z1 ´ 2ph2 ´ h1qIptqΦ

ȷ

dz1 dt, (17)

where the non-energetic coupling terms can be recog-
nized as they contain the multiplication of variables
originating from both the mechanical and electromag-
netic domains.

EBBT model:
Application of Hamilton’s principle [28] to (16)
and setting the variation of admissible displacements
tv, wz1 ,Φu to zero, yields the dynamical model describ-
ing the behaviour of a voltage actuated piezoelectric
actuator with fully dynamic piezoelectric actuator with
EBBT as follows,

ρA:v ´ ρI0 :wz1 “ CAvz1z1 ´ CIwz1z1z1 ´ γAp 9Φz1

ρI :wz1 ´ ρI0 :v “ CIwz1z1z1 ´ CI0vz1z1 ` γCI0
9Φz1

ϵ33A
p :Φ “

1

µ
ApΦz1z1 ´ γ pAp 9vz1 ´ Ip0 9wz1z1q

´ ph2 ´ h1q Iptq, (18)

on the spatial domain z1 P r0, ℓs, with essential
boundary conditions vp0q “ 9vp0q “ 0, wz1p0q “

9wz1p0q “ 0, Φp0q “ 9Φp0q “ 0 and natural boundary
conditions CAvz1pℓq ´ CI0wz1z1pℓq ´ γAp 9Φpℓq “ 0,
CIwz1z1pℓq´CI0vz1pℓq`γIp0

9Φpℓq “ 0, 1
µA

pΦz1pℓq “ 0.
The total energy of the actuator is given by

HEBptq “
1

2

ż ℓ

0

”

ρA 9v2 ` ρI 9w2
z1 ´ 2ρI0 9v 9wz1 ` ϵ33 9Φ2

`CAv
2
z1 ` CIw

2
z1z1 ´ 2CI0vz1wz1z1

`
1

µ
ApΦ2

z1

ȷ

dz1, (19)

obtained by the Legendre transformation on the
Lagrangian (12). In (19), the non-energetic coupling
terms are absent as expected.

TBT model:
Applying Hamilton’s principle [28] to (17) and setting
the variation of admissible displacements tv, ϕ,Φu to
zero, yields the dynamical model describing the be-
haviour of a voltage actuated piezoelectric composite
with fully dynamic piezoelectric actuator with TBT as
follows,

ρA:v ´ ρI0
:ϕ “ CAvz1z1 ´ CI0ϕz1z1 ´ γAp 9Φz1

ρI :ϕ ´ ρI0 :v “ CIϕz1z1 ´ CI0vz1z1 ` γIp0
9Φz1

` 1
2GA pwz1 ´ ϕq

ρA :w “ 1
2GA pwz1z1 ´ ϕz1q

ε33A
p :Φ “

1

µ
ApΦz1z1 ´ γ

´

Ap 9vz1 ´ Ip0
9ϕz1

¯

´ ph2 ´ h1q Iptq, (20)

on the spatial domain z1 P r0, ℓs, with essential bound-
ary conditions vp0q “ 9vp0q “ 0, wp0q “ 9wp0q “ 0,
ϕp0q “ 9ϕp0q “ 0, Φp0q “ 9Φp0q “ 0 and natural bound-
ary conditions CAvz1pℓq ´ CI0ϕz1pℓq ´ γAp 9Φpℓq “ 0,
CIϕz1pℓq´CI0vz1pℓq`γIp0

9Φpℓq “ 0, GApwz1 ´ϕq “ 0,
1
µAΦz1pℓq “ 0. The total energy of the actuator is given
by

HT ptq “
1

2

ż ℓ

0

”

ρA 9v2 ` ρI 9ϕ2 ´ 2ρI0 9v 9ϕ ` ρA 9w2

`
1

β
Ap 9Φ2 ` CAv

2
z1 ` CIϕ

2
z1 ´ 2CI0vz1ϕz1

`
1

2
AG

`

w2
z1 ´ 2wz1ϕ ` ϕ2

˘

`
1

µ
ApΦ2

z1

ȷ

dz1,

(21)

obtained by the Legendre transformation on the
Lagrangian or by summating the energies (11).
Furthermore, as anticipated, in (21), the non-energetic
coupling terms are not present.

The use of the combined Lagrangian makes the
derivation of the fully dynamic electromagnetic
current-controlled models (18) and (20) possible.
Furthermore, a physical interpretation can be given to
the coupling components present in the Lagrangian
which are not present in the total energies (19) and
(21), through the existence of so-called traditors [20].
In the case of the novel current actuated piezoelectric
composites, we are dealing with a gyrator type traditor
with gyrating constant γ present in the combined



Lagrangian Lk and also in (16) and (17), used for
deriving the mathematical models.

Remark 1: The EBBT model (18) and correspond-
ing total energy (19) are easily obtained from the TBT
model by restricting the rotation to remain perpendic-
ular to the neutral of the beam, i.e. by substituting
the constraint ϕ “ wz1 in (20) and total energy (21),
respectively.

The distributed current source Iptq in the proposed
models act on the surface of the piezoelectric layer
where the electrodes (with surface Aq) are located. The
surface Aq is in the z1z2 plane, see Fig 1, and the
applied current acts on the normal of Aq, i.e. in the
z3 direction. Therefore, the current density allows a
current input through

J3 “ lim
AqÑ0

AqIptq. (22)

The external work (13) is a direct consequence from
Ampere’s law (5c) which becomes evident by reducing
(5c) for the piezoelectric actuator to obtain the scalar
equation,

ε33
B2

Bt2
Φ “

1

µ

B2

Bz21
Φ ´ γ

B

Bt
pvz1 ´ z3wz1z1q ´ J3,

(23)

where we made use of the magnetic flux density (8)
and (7). Combining (23), (22) and integrating both
sides with respect to the cross-section A, see (9),
we obtain the same expression as the third equation
of (18), ensuring the validity of the electromagnetic
part in (18), which is derived using (13). This can be
done similarly for the TBT model with the appropriate
strain expression.

In the next part we show the well-posedness of the
novel fully dynamic electromagnetic current-controlled
piezoelectric composites, derived using the Euler-
Bernoulli and Timoshenko Beam Theory.

III. WELL-POSEDNESS OF PIEZOELECTRIC

COMPOSITES

In this section we show the well-posedness of the
two derived novel current controlled piezoelectric com-
posite models in the sense of semigroup theory [21].
More precisely, we define the associated operators of
(18) and (20) and show with use of the Lumer-Philips
theorem [30], that both operators are in fact generators
of a strongly continuous semigroup of contractions.

Theorem 1: (Lumer-Phillips theorem [30]) The
closed and densely defined operator A generates a
strongly continuous semigroup of contractions T ptq
on X , if and only if both A and its adjoint A˚ are
dissipative, i.e.

xAx,xyX ď 0 for all x P DompAq,
xA˚x,xyX ď 0 for all x P DompA˚q.

(24)

l

Let the length of the beam be ℓ “ 1 and define
H1

0 p0, 1q :“
␣

f P H1p0, 1q | fp0q “ 0
(

, with H1p0, 1q

denoting the first order Sobolev space and let L2p0, 1q

denote the space of square integrable functions. Firstly,
we show the well-posedness of the fully dynamic
piezoelectric composite with EBBT (18). Subsequently,
we show the well-posedness of the fully dynamic
piezoelectric composite with TBT (20).

A. Well-posedness Piezoelectric composite with EBBT

Inspired by (19), define the linear space

XEB “
␣

x P H1
0 p0, 1q ˆ H1

0 p0, 1q ˆ H1
0 p0, 1q

L2p0, 1q ˆ L2p0, 1q ˆ L2p0, 1q
(

and inner product

xx,yyX :“
ż 1

0

“

CAx
1
1y

1
1 ` CIx

1
2y

1
2 ´ CI0

`

x1
1y

1
2 ` x1

2y
1
1

˘

`
1

µ
Apx1

3z
1
3 ` ρAx4y4 ` ρIx5y5

´ρI0 px4y5 ` x5y4q ` ϵ33A
px6y6s dz,

(25)

where the prime indicate the spatial derivative with
respect to z1. The inner product x., .yXEB

induces
the norm }x}2X “ xx,xyXEB

“ 2HEBptq on XEB ,
see (19). For simplicity, denote the spatial variable
z :“ z1, additionally let Bz :“ B

Bz , and define x :“
“

v wz Φ 9v 9wz
9Φ
‰T

to be the state, and current
input uptq “ Iptq. Furthermore, define the coefficients

a41 “
ρICA ´ ρI0CI0

ρAρI ´ ρ2I0
, a51 “

ρACI0 ´ ρI0CA

ρAρI ´ ρ2I0
,

a42 “
ρICI0 ´ ρI0CI

ρAρI ´ ρ2I0
, a52 “

ρACI ´ ρI0CI0

ρAρI ´ ρ2I0
,

a46 “ γ
ρIA

p ´ ρI0I
p
0

ρAρI ´ ρ2I0
, a56 “ γ

ρAI
p
0 ´ ρI0A

p

ρAρI ´ ρ2I0
,

a63 “
1

ϵ33µ
, a64 “ γ

1

ϵ33
, a65 “ γ

Ip0
ϵ33Ap

,

and denote the n ˆ n identity operator by In.



Such that the operator corresponding to (18) can be
written as follows,

AEB : DompAEBq Ă XEB Ñ X ,

AEB “
»

—

—

–

I3
a41B2

z ´a42B2
z ´a46Bz

´a51B2
z a52B2

z a56Bz

a63B2
z ´a64Bz a65Bz

fi

ffi

ffi

fl

(26)
with

DompAEBq “
␣

x P X | CAx
1
1p1q ´ CI0x

1
2p1q ´ γApx6p1q “ 0,

CIx
1
2p1q ´ CI0x

1
1p1q ` γIp0x6p1q “ 0,

1

µ
Apx1

3p1q “ 0.

*

(27)

is densely defined in X . Denote the input uptq “ Iptq
and define

B “

”

0 0 0 0 0 ´ 1
2gbε33

ıT
, (28)

then, the behaviour of a current actuated piezoelectric
composite with EBBT is described by

9x “ AEBx ` Buptq.

To establish the well-posedness of the operator (26) in
the sense of semigroup theory, we set uptq “ 0 and
make use of the following Lemma.

Lemma 1: The adjoint A˚
EB of the operator AEB ,

defined in (26), is skew-adjoint. More precisely,

A˚
EB “ ´AEB,withDompA˚

EBq “ DompAEBq

(29)
Proof: For any x “

“

x1 . . . x6
‰T and y “

“

y1 . . . y6
‰T

P DompAEBq we have,

xAEBx,vyX “

ż 1

0

`

CAx
1
4 ´ CI0x

1
5

˘

y1
1

`
`

CIx
1
5 ´ CI0x

1
4

˘

y1
2 `

ˆ

1

µ
Apx1

6

˙

y1
3

`
`

CAx
2
1 ´ CI0x

2
2 ´ γApx1

6

˘

y4

`
`

CIx
2
2 ´ CI0x

2
1 ` γIp0x

1
6

˘

y5

`

ˆ

1

µ
Apx2

3 ´ γ
`

Apx1
4 ´ Ip0x

1
5

˘

˙

y6 dz

(30a)

“

ż 1

0
´ pCAx4 ´ CI0x5q y2

1

´ pCIx5 ´ CI0x4q y2
2 ´

ˆ

1

µ
Apx6

˙

y2
3

´
`

CAx
1
1 ´ CI0x

1
2 ´ γApx6

˘

y1
4

´
`

CIx
1
2 ´ CI0x

1
1 ` γIp0x6

˘

y1
5

´

ˆ

1

µ
Apx1

3 ´ γ pApx4 ´ Ip0x5q

˙

y1
6 dz

`
“

pCAx4 ´ CI0x5q y1
1

‰1

0

`
“

pCIx5 ´ CI0x4q y1
2

‰1

0

`

„ˆ

1

µ
Apx6

˙

y1
3

ȷ1

0

`
“`

CAx
1
1 ´ CI0x

1
2 ´ γApx6

˘

y4
‰1

0

`
“`

CIx
1
2 ´ CI0x

1
1 ` γIp0x6

˘

y5
‰1

0

`

„ˆ

1

µ
x1
3 ´ γ pApx4 ´ Ip0x5q

˙

y6

ȷ1

0

(30b)

“

ż 1

0
´
`

CAy
1
4 ´ CI0y

1
5

˘

x1
1

´
`

CIy
1
5 ´ CI0y

1
4

˘

x1
2 `

ˆ

1

µ
Apy1

6

˙

x1
3

´
`

CAy
2
1 ´ CI0y

2
2 ´ γApy1

6

˘

x4

´
`

CIy
2
2 ´ CI0y

2
1 ` γIp0y

1
6

˘

x5

´

ˆ

1

µ
Apy2

3 ´ γ
`

Apy1
4 ´ Ip0y

1
5

˘

˙

x6 dz

`
“`

CAy
1
1 ´ CI0y

1
2 ´ γApy6

˘

x4
‰1

0

`
“`

CIy
1
2 ´ CI0y

1
1 ` γIp0y6

˘

x5
‰1

0

`

„ˆ

1

µ
y1
3

˙

x6

ȷ1

0

`
“`

CAx
1
1 ´ CI0x

1
2 ´ γApx6

˘

y4
‰1

0

`
“`

CIx
1
2 ´ CI0x

1
1 ` γIp0x6

˘

y5
‰1

0

`

„ˆ

1

µ
x1
3

˙

y6

ȷ1

0

(30c)

“ xu,´AEBvyXEB
“ xu,A˚

EBvyXEB
, (30d)

where we made use of integration by parts (IBP), the
domain of AEB , and imposed

y1p0q “ y2p0q “ y3p0q “ 0

CAy
1
1p1q ´ CI0y

1
2p1q ´ γApy6p1q “ 0

CIy
1
2p1q ´ CI0y

1
1p1q ` γIp0y6p1q “ 0

1

µ
Apy1

3p1q “ 0

(31)

for A˚
EB , similarly to AEB . We have shown that



A˚
EB “ ´AEB and DompA˚

EBq “ DompAEBq.
Hence, we conclude that AEB is skew-adjoint.
Now we are able to establish the well-posedness of
the novel current actuated piezoelectric composite with
EBBT in the absence of control, i.e. Iptq “ 0.

Theorem 2: The operator AEB , defined in (26), gen-
erates a semigroup of contractions, satisfying }T ptq} ď

1 on XEB .
Proof: The closed and densely defined operator

A satisfies

xAEBx,xy “

ż 1

0

`

CAx
1
4 ´ CI0x

1
5

˘

x1
1

`
`

CIx
1
5 ´ CI0x

1
4

˘

x1
2 `

ˆ

1

µ
Apx1

6

˙

x1
3

`
`

CAx
2
1 ´ CI0x

2
2 ´ γApx1

6

˘

x4

`
`

CIx
2
2 ´ CI0x

2
1 ` γIp0x

1
6

˘

x5

`

ˆ

1

µ
Apx2

3 ´ γ
`

Apx1
4 ´ Ip0x

1
5

˘

˙

x6 dz

(32)

“

ż 1

0

`

CAx
1
4 ´ CI0x

1
5

˘

x1
1

`
`

CIx
1
5 ´ CI0x

1
4

˘

x1
2 ´

ˆ

1

µ
Apx6

˙

x2
3

´
`

CAx
1
1 ´ CI0x

1
2 ´ γApx6

˘

x1
4

´
`

CIx
1
2 ´ CI0x

1
1 ` γIp0x6

˘

x1
5

`

ˆ

1

µ
Apx2

3 ´ γ
`

Apx1
4 ´ Ip0x

1
5

˘

˙

x6 dz

`

„ˆ

1

µ
x1
3

˙

x6

ȷ1

0

`
“`

CAx
1
1 ´ CI0x

1
2 ´ γApx6

˘

x4
‰1

0

`
“`

CIx
1
2 ´ CI0x

1
1 ` γIp0x6

˘

x5
‰1

0

“ 0

(33)

where we made of IBP and the domain of AEB .
Furthermore, for the adjoint of AEB , we have that

xA˚
EBx,xy “ x´AEBx,xy “ ´xAEBx,xy “ 0,

(34)

where we made use of Lemma 1 and (32).
This shows that both AEB and A˚

EB satisfy the dis-
sipative properties of a semigroup of contractions.
Therefore, with the use of Theorem 1, we conclude that
the operator (26) is a generator of a strongly continuous
semigroup and is well-posed.

B. Well-posedness Piezoelectric composite with TBT

We follow the same procedure as in Section III-
A, but now for the piezoelectric composite with TBT.

Inspired by (21), define the linear space

XT “
␣

x P H1
0 p0, 1q ˆ H1

0 p0, 1q ˆ H1
0 p0, 1q ˆ H1

0 p0, 1q

ˆL2p0, 1q ˆ L2p0, 1q ˆ L2p0, 1q ˆ L2p0, 1q
(

and inner product

xx,yyXT
:“

ż 1

0

“

CAx
1
1y

1
1 ` CIx

1
2y

1
2 ´ CI0

`

x1
1y

1
2 ` x1

2y
1
1

˘

` 1
2GApx1

3y
1
3 ` x2y2 ´ px1

3y2 ` x2y
1
3qq

`
1

µ
Apx1

4z
1
4 ` ρAx5y5 ` x7y7 ` ρIx6y6

´ρI0 px5y6 ` x6y5q ` ρAx7y7 ` ϵ33A
px8y8s dz,

(35)

where the prime indicate the spatial derivative with
respect to z1. The inner product x., .yX induces the
norm }x}2XT

“ xx,xyXT
“ 2HT ptq on XT , see

(21). For simplicity, denote the spatial variable z :“
z1, additionally let Bz :“ B

Bz , and define x :“
“

v ϕ w Φ 9v 9ϕ 9w 9Φ
‰T

to be the state. Fur-
thermore, define the coefficients

a51 “
ρICA ´ ρI0CI0

ρAρI ´ ρ2I0
, a61 “

ρACI0 ´ ρI0CA

ρAρI ´ ρ2I0
,

a52 “
ρICI0 ´ ρI0CI

ρAρI ´ ρ2I0
, a62 “

ρACI ´ ρI0CI0

ρAρI ´ ρ2I0
,

a53 “
ρI0GA

2pρAρI ´ ρ2I0q
, a63 “

ρAGA

2pρAρI ´ ρ2I0q

a58 “ γ
ρIA

p ´ ρI0I
p
0

ρAρI ´ ρ2I0
, a68 “ γ

ρAI
p
0 ´ ρI0A

p

ρAρI ´ ρ2I0
,

a7 “
GA

2ρA
, a83 “

1

ϵ33µ
,

a84 “ γ
1

ϵ33
, a85 “ γ

Ip0
ϵ33Ap

Such that the operator corresponding to (20) can be
written as follows,

AT : DompAT q Ă XT Ñ XT ,

AT “

„

I4
Āa Āb

ȷ

(36)

with

Aa “

»

—

—

–

a51B2
z ´a52aB2

z ´ a53 a53Bz

´a61B2
z a62aB2

z ´ a63 a63Bz

´a7Bz a7B2
z

a84B2
z

fi

ffi

ffi

fl

,

(37)

Ab “

»

—

—

–

´a58Bz

a68Bz

´a85Bz a86Bz

fi

ffi

ffi

fl

, (38)



and

DompAT q “
␣

x P X | CAx
1
1p1q ´ CI0x

1
2p1q ´ γApx6p1q “ 0,

CIx
1
2p1q ´ CI0x

1
1p1q ` γIp0x6p1q “ 0,

GA

2
px1

3p1q ´ x2p1qq,
1

µ
Apx1

3p1q “ 0.

*

(39)

is densely defined in XT . Denote the input uptq “ Iptq
and define

BT “
“

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ´ 1
2gbε33

‰T
, (40)

then, the behaviour of a current actuated piezoelectric com-
posite with TBT is described by describes

9x “ ATx ` BTuptq.

To establish the well-posedness of the operator (26) in the
sense of semigroup theory, we set uptq “ 0 and make use
of the following Lemma.

Lemma 2: The adjoint A˚
T of the operator AT , defined

in (36), is skew-adjoint.

Proof: For any u “
“

x1 . . . x8

‰T
and y “

“

y1 . . . y8
‰T

P DompAT q we have,

xATu,vyX “

ż 1

0

`

CAx
1
5 ´ CI0x

1
6

˘

y1
1

`
`

CIx
1
6 ´ CI0x

1
5

˘

y1
2 `

1

2
GApx1

7 ´ x6qy1
3

´
1

2
GApx1

7 ´ x6qy2 `

ˆ

1

µ
Apx1

8

˙

y1
4

`
`

CAx
2
1 ´ CI0x

2
2 ´ γApx1

8

˘

y5

`

ˆ

CIx
2
2 ´ CI0x

2
1 `

1

2
GApx1

3 ´ x2q ` γIp0x
1
8

˙

y6

`
1

2
GApx2

3 ´ x1
2qy7

`

ˆ

1

µ
Apx2

4 ´ γ
`

Apx1
5 ´ Ip0x

1
6

˘

˙

y8 dz

(41a)

“

ż 1

0

´ pCAx5 ´ CI0x6q y2
1

´ pCIx6 ´ CI0x5q y2
2 ´

1

2
GAx7y

2
3 ´

1

2
GAx6y

1
3

`
1

2
GAx7y

1
2 `

1

2
GAx6y2 ´

ˆ

1

µ
Apx8

˙

y2
4

´
`

CAx
1
1 ´ CI0x

1
2 ´ γApx8

˘

y1
5

´
`

CIx
1
2 ´ CI0x

1
1 ` γIp0x8

˘

y1
6 `

1

2
GAx

1
3y6

´
1

2
GAx2y6 ´

1

2
GApx1

3 ´ x2qy1
7

´

ˆ

1

µ
Apx1

4 ´ γ pApx5 ´ Ip0x6q

˙

y1
8 dz

`
“

pCAx5 ´ CI0x6q y1
1

‰1

0
`
“

pCIx6 ´ CI0x5q y1
2

‰1

0

`

„

1

2
GAx7y

1
3 ´

1

2
GAx7y2

ȷ1

0

`

„

1

µ
Apx6y

1
3

ȷ1

0

`
“`

CAx
1
1 ´ CI0x

1
2 ´ γApx8

˘

y5
‰1

0

`
“`

CIx
1
2 ´ CI0x

1
1 ` γIp0x8

˘

y6
‰1

0

`

„

1

2
GApx1

3 ´ x2qy7

ȷ1

0

`

„ˆ

1

µ
x1
4 ´ γ pApx5 ´ Ip0x5q

˙

y8

ȷ1

0
(41b)

“ ´
`

CAy
1
5 ´ CI0y

1
6

˘

x1
1

´
`

CIy
1
6 ´ CI0y

1
5

˘

x1
2 ´

1

2
GApy1

7 ´ y6qx1
3

`
1

2
GApy1

7 ´ y6qx2 ´

ˆ

1

µ
Apy1

8

˙

x1
4

´
`

CAy
2
1 ´ CI0y

2
2 ´ γApy1

8

˘

x5

´

ˆ

CIy
2
2 ´ CI0y

2
1 `

1

2
GApy1

3 ´ y2q ` γIp0y
1
8

˙

x6

´
1

2
GApy2

3 ´ y1
2qx7

´

ˆ

1

µ
Apy2

4 ´ γ
`

Apy1
5 ´ Ip0y

1
6

˘

˙

x8 dz

`
“`

CAy
1
1 ´ CI0y

1
2 ´ γApy8

˘

x5

‰1

0

`
“`

CIy
1
2 ´ CI0y

1
1 ` γIp0y8

˘

x6

‰1

0

`

„

1

2
GApy1

3 ´ y2qx7

ȷ1

0

`

„

1

µ
y1
4x8

ȷ1

0

`
“`

CAx
1
1 ´ CI0x

1
2 ´ γApx8

˘

y5
‰1

0

`
“`

CIx
1
2 ´ CI0x

1
1 ` γIp0x8

˘

y6
‰1

0

`

„

1

2
GApx1

3 ´ x2qy7

ȷ1

0

`

„

1

µ
x1
4y8

ȷ1

0
(41c)

“ xu,´ATvyXT
“ xu,A˚

TvyXT
, (41d)



where we made use of IBP, the domain of AT , and imposed

y1p0q “ y2p0q “ y3p0q “ vp4q “ 0

CAy
1
1p1q ´ CI0y

1
2p1q ´ γApy8p1q “ 0

CIy
1
2p1q ´ CI0y

1
1p1q ` γIp0y8p1q “ 0

1

2
GApy1

3p1q ´ y2p1qq “ 0,
1

µ
Apy1

4p1q “ 0

(42)

for A˚
T , similarly to AT . We have shown that A˚ “ ´AT

and, furthermore, DompA˚
T q “ DompAT q. Hence, we con-

clude that A˚
T is skwe-adjoint.

Now we are able to establish the well-posedness of the
novel current actuated piezoelectric composite with TBT in
the absence of control, i.e. Iptq “ 0.

Theorem 3: The operator AT , defined in (36), generates
a strongly continuous semigroup of contractions, satisfying
}T ptq} ď 1 on XT .

Proof: The closed and desnely defined operator AT

satisfies

xATx,xy “

ż 1

0

`

CAx
1
5 ´ CI0x

1
6

˘

x1
1

`
`

CIx
1
6 ´ CI0x

1
5

˘

x1
2 `

1

2
GApx1

7 ´ x6qx1
3

´
1

2
GApx1

7 ´ x6qx2 `
1

µ
Apx1

8x
1
4

`
`

CAx
2
1 ´ CI0x

2
2 ´ γApx1

8

˘

x5

`
`

CIx
2
2 ´ CI0x

2
1 ` γIp0x

1
8

˘

x6

`
1

2
GApx1

3 ´ x2qx6 `
1

2
GApx2

3 ´ x1
2qx7

`

ˆ

1

µ
Apx2

4 ´ γ
`

Apx1
5 ´ Ip0x

1
6

˘

˙

x8 dz

(43)

“

ż 1

0

`

CAx
1
5 ´ CI0x

1
6

˘

x1
1

`
`

CIx
1
6 ´ CI0x

1
5

˘

x1
2 `

1

2
GApx1

7 ´ x6qx1
3

´
1

2
GApx1

7 ´ x6qx2 ´
1

µ
Apx8x

2
4

´
`

CAx
1
1 ´ CI0x

1
2 ´ γApx8

˘

x1
5

´
`

CIx
1
2 ´ CI0x

1
1 ` γIp0x8

˘

x1
6

`
1

2
GApx1

3 ´ x2qx6 ´
1

2
GApx1

3 ´ x2qx1
7

`

ˆ

1

µ
Apx2

4 ´ γ
`

Apx1
5 ´ Ip0x

1
6

˘

˙

x8 dz

`

„

1

µ
x8x

1
4

ȷ1

0

`
“`

CAx
1
1 ´ CI0x

1
2 ´ γApx8

˘

x5

‰1

0

`
“`

CIx
1
2 ´ CI0x

1
1 ` γIp0x8

˘

x6

‰1

0

`

„

1

2
GApx1

3 ´ x2qx7

ȷ1

0

“ 0

(44)

where we made of IBP and the domain of AT . Furthermore,
for the adjoint of AT , we have that

xA˚
Tx,xy “ x´ATx,xy “ ´xATx,xy “ 0, (45)

where we made use of Lemma 2 and (43).
This shows that both AT and A˚

T satisfy the dissipative prop-
erties of a strongly continuous semigroup of contractions.
Therefore, with the use of Theorem 1, we conclude that the
operator (36) is well-posed.

IV. COMPARISON WITH OTHER

CURRENT-CONTROLLED PIEZOELECTRIC BEAM AND

COMPOSITE MODELS

The approach for the novel current piezoelectric models
presented here leads to the definition of the magnetic flux
density and requires a combined Lagrangian to include the
(co-)energies of the well-posed systems. More precisely, for
the electromagnetic part, we couple the co-Lagrangian to the
Lagrangian of the mechanical part through the non-energetic
coupling terms known as traditors [20]. These coupling terms
are present in the combined Lagrangian, however, not in
the Hamiltonian. This approach is inspired by the treatment
of Maxwell’s equations for voltage-actuated piezoelectric
beams, where the charge is defined by integrating the electric
displacement, see for instance [2]. Similarly, we obtain an
expression for the magnetic flux by integrating the total
magnetic field passing through the area. This approach
deviates from two existing approaches to derive current
actuated piezoelectric beams and composite models, i.e. the
current-through-the-boundary and the use of magnetic vector
potentials.
These two other principles -to derive current actuated piezo-
electric beams and composite are either from taking a charge
actuated piezoelectric beam and adding a dynamical equation
on the boundary [14] (Remark 2) or by utilizing the magnetic
vector potentials Ã. The first approach results in a current-
through-the-boundary type model by mathematically adding
an integrator for the charge Q on the boundary, i.e. Iptq “
d
dtQptq, see for instance [15] for a classical system descrip-
tion and [8] for a port-Hamiltonian (pH) system description.
In [8], the fully dynamic current actuated system exploits
the pH formalism utilizing the boundary ports, mimicking
the charge integrator without incorporating the equation on
the boundary. Physically, either case corresponds to the
use of some electric circuitry. The charge and subsequently
resulting current actuated systems have similar stabilizability
properties, besides that current-through-the boundary type
systems, which can utmost asymptotically stabilize the sys-
tem due to the bounded input operator, see [15].
The approach using magnetic vector potentials Ã is de-
scribed in [16], [15]. As per Gauss’s magnetic law (5d), there
exist magnetic vector potentials such that

B “ ∇ ˆ Ã. (46)



Substituting (46) into Faraday’s law (5a) results in an ex-
pression of the electric field E with electric scalar potential
φ for a piezoelectric actuator as follows,

E “ ´∇φ ´
B

Bt
Ã, (47)

and result in Max-Amperes law expressed in magnetic vector
and scalar potentials, as follows

µ´1p∇p∇ ¨ Ãq ´ ∇2Ãq “ eT
Bϵ11
Bt

´ ε
B2Ã

Bt2
´ ε∇Bφ

Bt
` J .

(48)

The electric scalar potential φ and magnetic vector potentials
Ã are not uniquely defined [26], [16]. Therefore, a gauge
function, such as the Coulomb gauge p∇ ¨ Ã “ 0q or the
Lorentz gauge (∇ ¨ Ã ` c´2 Bφ

Bt “ 0 is required to uniquely
define φ and Ã and solve (48), see for instance [26]. In
the case of the Coulomb gauge, we obtain the equation for
piezoelectric actuators as follows

ε33
B2Ã

Bt2
“

1

mu

B2Ã3

Bz21
` γ

Bϵ11
Bt

´ ε33
B2φ

Bz3t
` J3, (49)

where an elliptical needs to be solved for φ, see for instance
[15], [31], [16]. In the case of the Lorentz gauge, we obtain
the equation for piezoelectric actuators

ε33
B2Ã3

Bt2
“

1

mu

B2Ã3

Bz21
` γ

Bϵ11
Bt

` J3, (50)

see for instance [32]. Although these gauge conditions do
not influence the electric field E and magnetic field B, they
do have their specific characteristics [26] and influence the
dynamic equations governing the piezoelectric actuator, see
for instance [16], [15]. In [15], it has been shown that the
purely current actuated fully dynamic piezoelectric system,
with two current sources, using electric vector potentials and
a Coulomb gauge condition lack the stabilizability property.
Here we would like to point out that the modelling approach
proposed in this work circumvents the need for a gauge
condition to derive a well-posed system.

By comparison of (50) and (23), we see that the method
presented in this work, using the magnetic flux (7), shows
similarities with the Lorentz gauge approach, i.e. Φ “ ´Ã3.
However, the definition of the magnetic flux (7) circumvents
the necessity of the gauge condition and is analogous to the
derivation of voltage-actuated piezoelectric actuators; see,
for instance, [2]. Furthermore, the variable Φ provides a
clear physical interpretation (7). Therefore, the framework
for modelling piezoelectric actuators, beams, and composites
can be appended with the modelling approach presented here.

In [8], a non-linear quasi-static current-controlled actuator
and composite model is presented. It can be shown that
the fully dynamic current-controlled actuator and composite
presented in this work and the non-linear current-controlled
quasi-static piezoelectric actuator/composite presented in
[8] are of the same nature. More precisely, by reducing
the electromagnetic assumption (20) to the quasi-static

situation, by letting B
BzB2p“ Φz1z1q Ñ 0 and linearize

of the non-linear Timoshenko beam theory of the current
actuated quasi-static piezoelectric system presented in [8],
result in coinciding systems. Therefore, we conclude that
the fully dynamic electromagnetic model derived in this
work with the use of the magnetic flux (7) yields a more
extensive model by including the electromagnetic coupling
than the quasi-static model in [19]. Furthermore, in [8], it
has been shown that the quasi-static current actuated model
is not stabilizable. The stabilizability for the models (18)
and (20) is yet unanswered and will be addressed in the
next section.

V. FEEDBACK STABILIZATION OF PIEZOELECTRIC

COMPOSITE

To stabilize the fully dynamic current-controlled piezo-
electric composite models (18) and (20) we investigate
a Lyapunov-based control strategy and make use of the
following theorem for infinite dimensional systems.

Theorem 4 (LaSalle’s Invariance Principle [33]): Let V
be a continuous Lyapunov function for the strongly continu-
ous semigroup T ptq on X and let the largest invariant subset
be denoted as

W :“ tx | d
dtVpxq “ 0u.

If x P X and the orbits

λ̃pxq “
ď

tě0

T ptqx

is precompact, then for the distance dp., .q, we have that

lim
tÑ8

dpT ptqx,Wq “ 0.

Here, by invariance of W under T ptq, we mean T ptqW “ W
for all t ě 0. l

Recall the corresponding energy functional Hptq in (19) and
(21), where the change of these energies along the trajectories
of (18) as follows,

d

dt
Hptq “ ´

ż 1

0

ph2 ´ h1q 9ΦpzqIptq dz “ ´

ż 1

0

κ 9Φ2pzq dz

(51)

for control choice

Iptq “ κ
ph2´h1q

9Φpzq, with κ ą 0. (52)

Then, Hptq can be considered as a Lyapunov candidate
function to prove the asymptotic stability of the closed
system.

For the controlled piezoelectric composite with EBBT, de-
fine x “ colpyz, wzz,Φz, ρA 9v´ρI0 9wz, ρI 9wz ´ρI0 9v, Ap

ε
9Φ`

γpApvz ´ I0wzzqq such that x P XH (L2-space) and denote
the closed-loop system obtained via the control choice (52)
as follows,

9x “ Ax, t ą 0 (53)



xp0q “ x0 P DompAq

with the closed and densely defined operator

Ax “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

ρI

ρAρI´ρ2
I0

x1
4 `

ρI0

ρAρI´ρ2
I0

x1
5

ρA

ρAρI´ρ2
I0

x1
5 `

ρI0

ρAρI´ρ2
I0

x1
4

1
εApx

1
6 ´

γ
εx

1
1 `

γI0
εApx

1
2

pCA `
γ2Ap

ε qx1
1 ´ pCI0 `

γ2I0
ε qqx1

2 ´
γ
εApx

1
6

pCI `
γ2I2

0

εAp qqx1
2 ´ pCI0 `

γ2I0
ε qqx1

1 `
γ
ε I0x

1
6

Ap

ε x1
3 ´ κp 1

εApx6 ´
γ
εx1 `

γI0
εApx2q

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

(54)

“

¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

9vz
9wzz

9Φz

CAvzz ´ CI0wzzz ´ γAp 9Φz

CIwzzz ´ CI0vzz ` γI0 9Φz
Ap

µ qzz

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

(55)

on the domain

DompAq “ tx P XH|

CAvzp1q ´ CI0wzzp1q ´
γ

ε
Ap 9Φp1q “ 0,

CIwzzp1q ´ CI0vzp1q `
γ

ε
I0 9Φp1q “ 0,

Ap

ε
Φzp1q “ 0u.

(56)

It is straightforward to show that the operator (54) gener-
ates a strongly continuous semigroup of contractions Tclptq,
which is well-posed in a similar fashion as is shown for (26).
We are able to prove the asymptotic stability of the closed-
loop system. Therefore, define the inner-product xx,xyH “

2HEBptq on XH and assume the following inequalities on
the system parameters.

Assumption 1: System parameter inequalities

ρAρI ‰ ρ2I0 , CACI ‰ C2
I0

Theorem 5: Let the inequalities in Assumption 1 hold and
consider the closed-loop system (54). Furthermore, consider
the Lyapunov candidate functions V “ HEBptq. Then, the
closed-loop system (53) is well-posed and asymptotically
stable.

Proof: The closed and densely defined operator A and
its adjoint A˚ are dissipative, i.e.

xAx,xyX “ ´

ż 1

0

κ 9Φ2pzq dz ď 0,

xA˚x,xyX “ ´

ż 1

0

κ 9Φ2pzq dz ď 0,

where we computed A˚ in a similar fashion as in Lemma
1. Hence, by use of the Lummer-Phillips Theorem 1, the
operator A generates a strongly continuous semigroup of
contractions and is well-posed.
From the Sobolev embedding Theorem [34] we have that
DompAq is compact in XH and thus A is closed. Therefore,
the resolvent of A is compact for all λ in the resolvent set

[35]. Using Theorem [33], we see that the orbit γ̃pxq is
precompact, and the limit set is non-empty. It remains to
show that the largest invariant subset

W “ tx | 9Vpxq “ 0u,

with 9Φpzq ” 0 contains only the zero vector 0. Therefore,
let Assumption 1 hold and recall the boundary conditions
vp0q “ wp0q “ wzp0q “ Φp0q “ 0 and compute the solution
to the ode

Axpzq “ 0, (57)

with use of

pCA ´
C2

I0

CI
qvzz “ 0, vp0q “ 0, vzp1q “ 0

pCI ´
C2

I0

CA
qwzzz “ 0, wp0q “ 0, wzp0q “ 0, wzzp1q “ 0

Ap

µ Φzz “ 0, Φp0q “ 0, Φzp1q “ 0 (58)

we obtain the solutions vpzq “ 0, wp0q “ 0, and Φp0q “ 0,
hence we conclude xpzq ” 0 for x P DompAq. Therefore,
0 P W is the only solution contained in W . Finally, by use
of LaSalle’s Invariance Principle Theorem 4, we have that

lim
tÑ8

dpTclptqx,Wq “ dpTclptqx,0q “ 0, (59)

for all x P DompXHq and conclude that the closed-loop
system is asymptotically stable.

For the controlled piezoelectric composite (20) with Tim-
oshenko beam theory, we can show in a similar fashion the
asymptotical stabilizability of the closed loop system ob-
tained by control (52). Therefore, define θ “ wz´ϕ and x “

colpvz, ϕz, θ,Φz, ρA 9v ´ ρI0 9wz, ρI 9wz ´ ρI0 9v, ρA 9w, Ap

ε
9Φ `

γpApvz ´ I0wzzqq such that x P XH and denote the closed-
loop system obtained via the control choice (52) as follows,

9x “ A2x, t ą 0 (60)

xp0q “ x0 P DompA2q

with the closed and densely defined operator

A2x “
¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

ρI

ρAρI´ρ2
I0

x1
5 `

ρI0

ρAρI´ρ2
I0

x1
6

ρA

ρAρI´ρ2
I0

x1
6 `

ρI0

ρAρI´ρ2
I0

x1
5

1
ρA

x1
7 ´

ρI0

ρAρI´ρ2
I0

x5 ´
ρA

ρAρI´ρ2
I0

x6

1
εApx

1
8 ´

γ
εx

1
1 `

γI0
εApx

1
2

pCA `
γ2Ap

ε qx1
1 ´ pCI0 `

γ2I0
ε qqx1

2 ´
γAp

ε x1
8

pCI `
γ2I2

0

εAp qqx1
2 ´ pCI0 `

γ2I0
ε qqx1

1 `
γI0
ε x1

8 ` 1
2GAx3

1
2GAx

1
3

Ap

ε x1
4 ´ κp 1

εApx8 ´
γ
εx1 `

γI0
εApx2q

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚



“

¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

9vz
9ϕz

9θ
9Φz

CAvzz ´ CI0ϕzz ´ γAp 9Φz

CIϕzz ´ CI0vzz ` γI0 9Φz ` 1
2GAθ

1
2GAθz
Ap

µ Φz

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

(61)

on the domain

DompA2q “ tx P XH|

CAvzp1q ´ CI0ϕzp1q ´
γ

ε
Ap 9Φp1q “ 0,

CIϕzp1q ´ CI0vzp1q `
γ

ε
I0 9Φp1q “ 0,

θp0q “ 0, Ap

ε Φzp1q “ 0u.

(62)

Similarly, to (54), it is straightforward to show that the
operator (61) generates a strongly continuous semigroup of
contractions, which is well-posed in a similar fashion as
is shown for (36). Furthermore, we are able to prove the
asymptotic stability of the closed-loop system in a similar
fashion as is shown for (54), with the use of the inner-product
xx,xyH “ 2HT ptq on XH and use Assumption 1 for the
system parameters.

Theorem 6: Let the inequalities in Assumption 1 hold and
consider the closed-loop system (61). Furthermore, consider
the Lyapunov candidate functions V “ HT ptq. Then, the
closed-loop system (60) is well-posed and asymptotically
stable.

Proof: The closed and densely defined operator A2 and
its adjoint A˚

2 are dissipative, i.e.

xA2x,xyX “ ´

ż 1

0

κ 9Φ2pzq dz ď 0,

xA˚
2x,xyX “ ´

ż 1

0

κ 9Φ2pzq dz ď 0,

where we computed A˚
2 in a similar fashion as in Lemma

2. Therefore, by use of the Lummer-Phillips Theorem 1, the
operator A2 generates a strongly continuous semigroup of
contractions Tcl2ptq and is well-posed.
Similarly to Theorem 5, we have from the Sobolev embed-
ding Theorem [34] that DompA2q is compact in XH and thus
A2 is closed. Therefore, the resolvent of A2 is compact for
all λ in the resolvent set [35]. Using Theorem [33], we see
that the orbit γ̃pxq is precompact, and the limit set is non-
empty. It remains to show that the largest invariant subset

W “ tx | 9Vpxq “ 0u,

with 9Φp1q ” 0 contains only the zero vector 0. Therefore,
let Assumption 1 hold and recall the boundary conditions
vp0q “ ϕp0q “ ϕzp0q “ θp0q “ Φp0q “ 0 and compute the
solution to the ode

A2xpzq “ 0, (63)

with use of

θz “ 0, θp0q “ 0

pCA ´
C2

I0

CI
qvzz “ 0, vp0q “ 0, vzp1q “ 0

pCI ´
C2

I0

CA
qϕzz “ 0, ϕp0q “ 0, ϕzp0q “ 0 (64)

Ap

µ Φzz “ 0, Φp0q “ 0, Φzp1q “ 0

we obtain the solutions θpzq “ 0, vpzq “ 0, ϕp0q “ 0, and
Φp0q “ 0, hence we conclude xpzq ” 0 for x P DompA2q.
Therefore, 0 P W is the only solution contained in W .
Finally, by use of LaSalle’s Invariance Principle Theorem
4, we have that

lim
tÑ8

dpTcl2ptqx,Wq “ dpTcl2ptqx,0q “ 0, (65)

for all x P DompXHq and conclude that the closed-loop
system is asymptotically stable.

Remark 2: The current-controlled piezoelectric compos-
ite and actuator under static pB2p“ Φzq Ó 0q and quasi-
static electric field assumption pD3p“ ε33 9Phi ` γϵ11 Ó 0q

in (18) and (20) are not stabilizable for both beam theories
since the electromagnetic dynamics and the current input are
decoupled from the bending and stretching equations of the
piezoelectric composites or actuators.
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Fig. 2. Open- and closed-loop tip deflection pwp1qq of the
piezoelectric composite with EBBT. In (a), the uncontrolled (open-
loop) piezoelectric composite is actuated with 500 A for the first
two seconds and reaches a deflection of 2.2 cm at the tip. After
two seconds, the actuation is stopped, and it can be seen that the
tip of the composite moves back to zero and continues to vibrate
regularly. In (b) and (c), the closed-loop system behaviour for the
transverse tip deflection is presented. In (b), the asymptotically
stabilizing behaviour is shown, and in (c), the convergence of the
deflection to zero is underlined.
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Fig. 3. Open- and closed-loop tip deflection pwp1qq of the
piezoelectric composite with TBT. In (a), the uncontrolled (open-
loop) piezoelectric composite is actuated with 500 A for the first
two seconds, reaching a deflection of 6,7 cm at the tip. After two
seconds, the actuation is stopped, and it can be seen that the tip of
the composite moves back to zero and continues to vibrate regularly.
In (b) and (c), the closed-loop system behaviour for the transverse
tip deflection is presented. In (b), the asymptotically stabilizing
behaviour is shown, and in (c), the convergence of the deflection
to zero is underlined.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS OF THE

ASYMPTOTICALLY STABILIZING PIEZOELECTRIC

COMPOSITES

We include some simulation results for illustrative pur-
poses underlining the asymptotic stabilizability of the piezo-
electric composites presented in this work. Therefore, we
consider two piezoelectric composites, with the top layer
being a lead zirconate titanate (PZT)-5* piezoelectric layer
and the mechanical substrate (with centroidal coordinates) is
a steel 304† mechanical layer of the same dimensions. An
overview of the system parameters is given in Table II. The
open-loop and closed-loop simulations, by closing the loop
in a standard passive manner [36], are obtained using the
structure-preserving discretization method [18] with N=20
segments. The time-discretisation is complimented with the
variable-step ode23s-solver (build-in Matlab® solver). Fur-
thermore, to overcome difficulties with the spatial discretiza-
tion of (piezoelectric) models using a mixed Finite-Element
method [18], mentioned in [6], we use a trapezoidal spatial
integration and time integration to compute the longitudinal
pvpz, tqq and transversal deflection wpz, tq, respectively.

*https://support.piezo.com/article/62-material-properties
†https://support.piezo.com/article/62-material-properties#pack

TABLE II
SYSTEM PARAMETERS

Geometry Description Value

2gb Layer width 0, 1 m
hb ´ ha Layer thickness 0, 01 m

Piezo parameters

ρp mass-density 7950 kg
m3

Cp Stiffness 66 ˆ 109 N
m2

γ Coupling coefficient 12.54 C
m2

ε Impermittivity 106 m
F

µ Magnetic permeability 1.2 ˆ 10´6 H
m

Substrate parameters

ρs mass-density 8000 kg
m3

Cs Stiffness 193 ˆ 109 N
m2

The transverse tip behaviour of the open-loop and closed-
loop current actuated piezoelectric composite with EBBT,
respectively (18) and (54) are depicted in Fig 2. In Fig
2(a), the open-loop transverse vibrations are shown, and in
Fig 2(b) and (c), the closed-loop behaviour with κ “ 10
is shown. The starting point pt “ 0q for the closed-loop
system is the top of the third lobe of the open-loop behaviour
indicated by the red star in Fig 2(a). Similarly, for the open-
loop and closed-loop current actuated piezoelectric compos-
ite with TBT, respectively (20) and (61), the transverse tip
behaviours are depicted in Fig 3. In Fig 3(a), the open-loop
transverse vibrations are shown, and in Fig 3(b) and (c), the
closed-loop behaviour with κ “ 10 is shown. The starting
point pt “ 0q for the closed-loop system is the top of the
third lobe of the open-loop behaviour indicated by the red
star in Fig 3(a). Comparing the behaviour of the two different
beam theories, we see that the open-loop tip displacement
is much larger in the case of using TBT. Furthermore, the
piezoelectric composite with EBBT stabilizes faster than the
piezoelectric composite with TBT.

VII. DISCUSSION AND FURTHER RESEARCH

In this work, we propose two new well-posed current-
controlled piezoelectric composite models with a fully dy-
namic electromagnetic field that consider different beam
theories, i.e. the Euler-Bernoulli and Timoshenko beam
theories, for the mechanical domain. The novelty lies in
using a combined Lagrangian that couples the equations
through so-called traditors, which gyrates forces and flows
in the system to obtain a system of well-posed dynamical
equations and circumvents the use of a gauge condition
within the electromagnetic domain. Furthermore, we show
that the derived piezoelectric composites derived with the
proposed modelling approach are asymptotically stabilizable
for certain system parameters. Whereas, the fully dynamic
electromagnetic systems derived with vector potentials com-
bined with the Coulomb gauge condition are not stabilizable



[16], [15]. The derived classical passivity-based control law
incurs some in-domain electromagnetic damping. It might
be interesting to look into this from a material science
perspective. Furthermore, it would be interesting to see if it is
possible to extend the boundary control Krasovskii passivity
control methodologies presented in [37] for distributive con-
trol inputs such as the derived current controlled piezoelectric
composite models.
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