
A N-DIMENSIONAL ELASTIC\VISCOELASTIC TRANSMISSION PROBLEM WITH

KELVIN-VOIGT DAMPING AND NON SMOOTH COEFFICIENT AT THE INTERFACE

MOHAMMAD AKIL1, IBTISSAM ISSA2,3, AND ALI WEHBE2

Abstract. We investigate the stabilization of a multidimensional system of coupled wave equations with only
one Kelvin-Voigt damping. Using a unique continuation result based on a Carleman estimate and a general

criteria of Arendt–Batty, we prove the strong stability of the system in the absence of the compactness of the

resolvent without any geometric condition. Then, using a spectral analysis, we prove the non uniform stability
of the system. Further, using frequency domain approach combined with a multiplier technique, we establish

some polynomial stability results by considering different geometric conditions on the coupling and damping

domains. In addition, we establish two polynomial energy decay rates of the system on a square domain where
the damping and the coupling are localized in a vertical strip.
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1. Introduction

Let Ω ⊂ RN be a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary Γ. We consider the following two wave equations
coupled through velocities with a viscoelastic damping:

(1.1)

{
utt − div(a∇u+ b(x)∇ut) + c(x)yt = 0 in Ω× R+,

ytt −∆y − c(x)ut = 0 in Ω× R+,

with the following initial conditions:

(1.2) u(x, 0) = u0 (x) , y(x, 0) = y0 (x) , ut(x, 0) = u1 (x) , yt(x, 0) = y1 (x) x ∈ Ω,

and the following boundary conditions:

(1.3) u (x, t) = y (x, t) = 0 on Γ× R+.
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The functions b, c ∈ L∞(Ω) such that b : Ω→ R∗+ is the viscoelastic damping coefficient and c : Ω→ R∗ is the
coupling function. The constant a is a strictly positive constant.

The stabilization of the wave equation with localized damping has received a special attention since the
seventies (see [36, 6, 15, 14]). The stabilization of a material composed of two parts: one that is elastic and
the other one that is a Kelvin-Voigt type viscoelastic material was studied extensively. This type of material
is encountered in real life when one uses patches to suppress vibrations, the modeling aspect of which may be
found in [5]. This type of damping was examined in the one-dimensional setting in [24, 25, 28]. Later on, the
wave equation with Kelvin-Voigt damping in the multidimensional setting was studied. Let us consider the
wave equation with Kelvin-Voigt damping given in the following system

(1.4)


utt − div(a∇u+ b(x)∇ut), in Ω× R∗+,

u(x, t) = 0, on Γ× R∗+,

u(·, 0) = u0, ut(·, 0) = u1, in Ω

In [19], the author proved that when the Kelvin-Voigt damping div(b(x)∇ut) is globally distributed, i.e.
b(x) ≥ b0 > 0 for almost all x ∈ Ω, the wave equation generates an analytic semi-group. In [27], the authors
considered the wave equation with local visco-elastic damping distributed around the boundary of Ω. They
proved that the energy of the system decays exponentially to zero as t goes to infinity for all usual initial data
under the assumption that the damping coefficient satisfies: b ∈ C1,1(Ω), ∆b ∈ L∞(Ω) and |∇b(x)|2 ≤M0b(x)
for almost every x in Ω where M0 is a positive constant. On the other hand, in [36], the author studied the
stabilization of the wave equation with Kelvin-Voigt damping. He established a polynomial energy decay rate
of type t−1 provided that the damping region is localized in a neighborhood of a part of the boundary and
verifies certain geometric condition. Also, in [30], under the same assumptions on b, the authors established
the exponential stability of the wave equation with local Kelvin-Voigt damping localized around a part of the
boundary and an extra boundary with time delay where they added an appropriate geometric condition. Later
on, in [3], the wave equation with Kelvin-Voigt damping localized in a subdomain ω far away from the bound-
ary without any geometric conditions was considered. The authors established a logarithmic energy decay rate
for smooth initial data. In [13], the authors proved an exponential decay of the energy of a wave equation
with two types of locally distributed mechanisms; a frictional damping and a Kelvin–Voigt damping where the
location of each damping is such that none of them is able to exponentially stabilize the system. Under an
appropriate geometric condition, piecewise multiplier geometric condition in short PMGC introduced by by K.
Liu in [23], on a subset ω of Ω where the dissipation is effective, they proved that the energy of the system
decays polynomially of type t−1 in the absence of regularity of the Kelvin–Voigt damping coefficient b. In [1],
the authors considered a multidimensional wave equation with boundary fractional damping acting on a part
of the boundary of the domain and they proved stability results under geometric control condition (GCC in
short, see Definition 4.1). In [2], the author established a polynomial energy decay rate of type t−1 for smooth
initial data under some geometric conditions. Also, they proved a general polynomial energy decay estimate
on a bounded domain where the geometric conditions on the localized viscoelastic damping are violated and
they applied it on a square domain where the damping is localized in a vertical strip. Also, in [34], the authors
analyzed the long time behavior of the wave equation with local Kelvin-Voigt damping where they showed the
logarithmic decay rate for energy of the system without any geometric assumption on the subdomain on which
the damping is effective. Furthermore, in [10], the author showed how perturbative approaches and the black
box strategy allow to obtain decay rates for Kelvin-Voigt damped wave equations from quite standard resol-
vent estimates (for example Carleman estimates or geometric control estimates). Recently, in [11], the authors
studied the energy decay rate of the Kelvin-Voigt damped wave equation with piecewise smooth damping on
the multi-dimensional domain. Under suitable geometric assumptions on the support of the damping, they
obtained an optimal polynomial decay rate. In 2021, in [12], they studied the decay rates for Kelvin-Voigt
damped wave equations under a geometric control condition. When the damping coefficient is sufficiently
smooth they showed that exponential decay follows from geometric control conditions.

Over the past few years, the coupled systems received a vast attention due to their potential applications.
The system of coupled wave equations with only one Kelvin-Voigt damping was considered in [31]. The authors
considered the damping and the coupling coefficients to be constants and they established a polynomial energy
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decay rate of type t−1/2 and an optimality result. In [26], exponential stability for the wave equations with local
Kelvin–Voigt damping was considered where the local viscoelastic damping distributed around the boundary
of the domain. They showed that the energy of the system goes uniformly and exponentially to zero for all
initial data of finite energy. In [38], the author considered the wave equation with Kelvin-Voigt damping in a
non empty bounded convex domain Ω with partition Ω = Ω1 ∩ Ω2 where the viscoelastic damping is localized
in Ω1, the coupling is through a common interface. Under the condition that the damping coefficient b is
non smooth, she established a polynomial energy decay rate of type t−1 for smooth initial data. Also, in
[16], the authors studied the stability of coupled wave equations under Geometric Control Condition (GCC in
short) where they considered one viscous damping. Finally, in [17], the authors considered a system of weakly
coupled wave equations with one or two locally internal Kelvin–Voigt damping and non-smooth coefficient at
the interface. They established some polynomial energy decay estimates under some geometric condition. The
stability of wave equations coupled through velocity and with non-smooth coupling and damping coefficients
is not considered yet. Also, the study of the coupled wave equations under several geometric condition is not
covered. In this work, we consider the coupled system represented in (1.1)-(1.3) by considering several geometric
conditions (H1), (H2), (H3), (H4), and (H5) ( see Section 4) where the coupling is made via velocities and with
non smooth coupling and damping coefficients. In addition, this work is a generalization of the work in [37]
where the system is described by

(1.5)

{
utt − (aux + b(x)utx)x + c(x) yt = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L)× R+,
ytt − yxx − c(x) ut = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L)× R+,

with fully Dirichlet boundary conditions and with the following initial data

(1.6) u(0, t) = u(L, t) = y(0, t) = y(L, t) = 0, ∀ t ∈ R+,

(1.7) u(·, 0) = u0(·), ut(·, 0) = u1(·), y(·, 0) = y0(·) and yt(·, 0) = y1(·),
where

(1.8) b(x) =

{
b0 if x ∈ (α1, α3)
0 otherwise

and c(x) =

{
c0 if x ∈ (α2, α4)
0 otherwise

and a > 0, b0 > 0, c0 ∈ R∗, and 0 < α1 < α2 < α3 < α4 < L. The authors considered that both the damping
and the coupling coefficients are non smooth and showed that the energy of the smooth solutions of the system
decays polynomially of type t−1. We generalize this work to a multidimensional case and we study the stability
of the system (1.1)-(1.3) under several geometric control conditions. We establish polynomial stability when
there is an intersection between the damping and the coupling regions. Also, when the coupling region is a
subset of the damping region and under Geometric Control Condition GCC. Moreover, in the absence of any
geometric condition, we study the stability of the system on the 2-dimensional square domain.

The paper is organized as follows: first, in Section 2, we show that the system (1.1)-(1.3) is well-posed using
semi-group approach. Then, using a unique continuation result based on a Carleman estimate and a general
criteria of Arendt–Batty, we prove the strong stability of the system in the absence of the compactness of
the resolvent and without any geometric condition. In Section 3, using a spectral analysis, we prove the non
uniform stability of the system in the case where b(x) = b ∈ R∗+ and c(x) = c ∈ R∗. In Section 4, we establish
some polynomial energy decay rates under several geometric conditions by using a frequency domain approach
combined with a multiplier method. In addition, we establish two polynomial energy decay rates on a square
domain where the damping and the coupling are localized in a vertical strip.

2. Well-Posedness and Strong Stability

2.1. Well posedness. In this part, using a semigroup approach, we establish the well-posedness result for the
system (1.1)-(1.3).
Let (u, ut, y, yt) be a regular solution of the system (1.1)-(1.3). The energy of the system is given by

(2.1) E(t) =
1

2

∫
Ω

(
|ut|2 + |yt|2 + a|∇u|2 + |∇y|2

)
dx.

A straightforward computation gives

E′(t) = −
∫

Ω

b(x)|∇ut|2dx ≤ 0.
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Thus, the system (1.1)-(1.3) is dissipative in the sense that its energy is a non increasing function with respect
to the time variable t. We define the energy Hilbert space H by

H =
(
H1

0 (Ω)× L2(Ω)
)2

equipped with the following inner product〈
U, Ũ

〉
=

∫
Ω

(a∇u · ∇¯̃u+∇y · ∇¯̃y + v¯̃v + z ¯̃z) dx,

for all U = (u, v, y, z)> ∈ H and Ũ = (ũ, ṽ, ỹ, z̃)> ∈ H. Finally, we define the unbounded linear operator A by

D(A) =
{
U = (u, v, y, z, ω) ∈ H : v, z ∈ H1

0 (Ω), div(a(x)∇u+ b(x)∇v) ∈ L2(Ω), y ∈ H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω)

}
and for all U = (u, v, y, z, ω) ∈ D(A),

A(u, v, y, z)> =


v

div(a∇u+ b(x)∇v)− c(x)z

z

∆y + c(x)v

 .

If U = (u, ut, y, yt)
> is a regular solution of system (1.1)-(1.3), then we rewrite this system as the following

evolution equation

(2.2) Ut = AU, U(0) = U0

where U0 = (u0, u1, y0, y1)
>

.

Proposition 2.1. The unbounded linear operator A is m-dissipative in the energy space H.

Proof. For all U = (u, v, y, z)> ∈ D(A), we have

(2.3) < (AU,U)H = −
∫

Ω

b(x)|∇v|2dx ≤ 0,

which implies that A is dissipative. Now, let F = (f1, f2, f3, f4)> ∈ H, we prove the existence of

U = (u, v, y, z)> ∈ D(A)

unique solution of the equation

(2.4) −AU = F.

Equivalently, we have the following system

−v = f1,(2.5)

−div(a∇u+ b(x)∇v) + c(x)z = f2,(2.6)

−z = f3,(2.7)

−∆y − c(x)v = f4.(2.8)

Inserting (2.5), (2.7) into (2.6) and (2.8), we get

−div(a∇u− b(x)∇f1) = f2 + c(x)f3,(2.9)

−∆y = f4 − c(x)f1.(2.10)

Let (ϕ,ψ) ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ×H1

0 (Ω). Multiplying (2.9) and (2.10) by ϕ̄ and ψ̄ respectively, and integrate over Ω, we
obtain

(2.11) a((u, v), (ϕ,ψ)) = L(ϕ,ψ), ∀ (ϕ,ψ) ∈ H1
0 (Ω)×H1

0 (Ω),

where

(2.12) a((u, v), (ϕ,ψ)) =

∫
Ω

(
a∇u · ∇ϕ̄+∇y · ∇ψ̄

)
dx

and

(2.13) L(ϕ,ψ) =

∫
Ω

(f2 + c(x)f3) ϕ̄dx+

∫
Ω

b(x)∇f1 · ∇ϕ̄dx+

∫
Ω

(f4 − c(x)f1) ψ̄dx.
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Thanks to (2.12), (2.13), we have that a is a sesquilinear, continuous and coercive form on (H1
0 (Ω)×H1

0 (Ω))2,
and L is a antilinear continuous form on H1

0 (Ω)×H1
0 (Ω). Then, using Lax-Milgram theorem, we deduce that

there exists (u, y) ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ×H1

0 (Ω) unique solution of the variational problem (2.11). By using the classical
elliptic regularity, we deduce that (2.9)-(2.10) admits a unique solution (u, y) ∈ H1

0 (Ω) ×
(
H2(Ω) ∩H1

0 (Ω)
)

such that div(a∇u− b(x)∇f1) ∈ L2(Ω). By taking F = (0, 0, 0, 0)> in (2.4) it is easy to see that ker{A} = {0}.
Consequently, we get U = (u,−f1, y,−f3)> ∈ D(A) is a unique solution of (2.4). Then, A is an isomorphism
and since ρ(A) is open set of C (see Theorem 6.7 (Chapter III) in [21]), we easily get R(λI − A) = H for a
sufficiently small λ > 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 Theorem 4.5, 4.6 in [32]). The proof is thus complete. �

According to Lumer-Phillips Theorem (see [32]), Proposition 2.1 implies that the operator A generates a
C0−semigroup of contractions etA in H which gives the well-posedness of (2.2). Then, we have the following
result

Theorem 2.1. For any U0 ∈ H, Problem (2.2) admits a unique weak solution

U(t) ∈ C0(R+;H).

Moreover, if U0 ∈ D(A), then Problem (2.2) admits a unique strong solution U satisfies

U(t) ∈ C1(R+,H) ∩ C0(R+, D(A)).

2.2. Strong Stability. This subsection is devoted to study the strong stability of System (1.1)-(1.3) in the
sense that its energy converges to zero when t goes to infinity for all initial data in H. The proof will be done
using the unique continuation theorem based on a Carleman estimate and a general criteria of Arendt-Batty
[4]. For this aim, we assume that there exists constants b0 > 0 and c0 > 0 and two nonempty open sets ωb ⊂ Ω
and ωc ⊂ Ω, such that

(2.14) b(x) ≥ b0 > 0, ∀x ∈ ωb,

(2.15) c(x) ≥ c0 > 0, ∀x ∈ ωc.

In this part, we prove that the energy of the System (1.1)-(1.3) decays to zero as t tends to infinity if one of
the following assumptions hold:

(A1) Assume that ωb and ωc are non-empty open subsets of Ω such that ωc ⊂ ωb and meas (ωb ∩ Γ) > 0 (see
Figures 1, 2, 3).

(A2) Assume that ωb and ωc are non-empty open subsets of Ω such that ω = ωb ∩ωc 6= ∅. Also, assume that
ω satisfies meas(ω ∩ Γ) > 0 (see Figures 4, 5, 6).

(A3) Assume that ωb and ωc are non-empty open subset of Ω such that ω = ωb ∩ωc 6= ∅ , meas (ωb ∩ Γ) > 0
and ωc not near the boundary (see Figure 7).

(A4) Assume that ωb is non-empty open subsets of Ω and c(x) = c0 ∈ R in Ω. Also, assume that ωb is not
near the boundary (see Figure 8).

We note that some of these figures were also mentioned because they are examples of the geometric conditions
we consider in Section 4, where we study the polynomial stability of the system.
Before stating the main theorem of this section, we will give the proof of a local unique continuation result for
a coupled system of wave equations.
We define the following elliptic operator P defined on a product space by

(2.16)
P : H2(V )×H2(V ) → L2(V )× L2(V )

(u, y) → (∆u,∆y)

and the following function g defined by

(2.17)
g : L2(V )× L2(V ) → L2(V )× L2(V )

(u, y) → ( 1
a (−λ2u+ c(x)iλy),−λ2y − c(x)iλu)
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Lemma 2.2. (See [18] also [17]) Let V be a bounded open set in RN and let ϕ = eρψ with ψ ∈ C∞(RN ,R);
|∇xψ| > 0 and ρ > 0 large enough. Then, there exist τ0 large enough and C > 0 such that

(2.18) τ3‖eτϕu‖2L2(V ) + τ‖eτϕ∇xu‖2L2(V ) ≤ C‖e
τϕ∆u‖2L2(V ), for all u ∈ H2

0 (V ) and τ > τ0.

6



 

Figure 7

 

 

Figure 8

Proposition 2.3. Let Ω be a bounded open set in RN and x0 be a point in Ω. In a neighborhood V of
x0 ∈ Ω, we take a function f such that ∇f 6= 0 in V . Moreover, let (u, y) ∈ H2(V ) ×H2(V ) be a solution of
P (u, y) = g(u, y). If u = y = 0 in {x ∈ V ; f(x) ≥ f(x0)} then u = y = 0 in a neighborhood of x0.

Proof. We call W the region {x ∈ V ; f(x) ≥ f(x0)}. We choose V ′ and V ′′ neighborhoods of x0 such that
V ′′ ⊆ V ′ ⊆ V , and we choose a function χ ∈ C∞c (V ′) such that χ = 1 in V ′′. Set ũ = χu and ỹ = χy. Then,
(ũ, ỹ) ∈ H2

0 (V ) ×H2
0 (V ). Let ψ = f(x) − c|x − x0|2 and set ϕ = eρψ. Then, apply the Carleman estimate of

Lemma 2.2 to ũ and ỹ respectively, then sum the two inequalities we obtain

(2.19) τ3

∫
V ′
e2τϕ

(
|ũ|2 + |ỹ|2

)
dx+ τ

∫
V ′
e2τϕ

(
|∇ũ|2 + |∇ỹ|2

)
dx ≤ C

∫
V ′
e2τϕ

(
|∆ũ|2 + |∆ỹ|2

)
dx

As V ′′ ⊆ V ′ and χ ∈ C∞c (V ′) such that χ = 1 in V ′′, we get

(2.20)

τ3

∫
V ′′

e2τϕ
(
|u|2 + |y|2

)
dx+ τ

∫
V ′′

e2τϕ
(
|∇u|2 + |∇y|2

)
dx ≤ C

∫
V ′′

e2τϕ
(
|∆u|2 + |∆y|2

)
dx

+C

∫
V ′\V ′′

e2τϕ
(
|∆ũ|2 + |∆ỹ|2

)
dx.

This implies that,

(2.21) τ3

∫
V ′′

e2τϕ
(
|u|2 + |y|2

)
dx ≤ C

∫
V ′′

e2τϕ
(
|∆u|2 + |∆y|2

)
dx+ C

∫
V ′\V ′′

e2τϕ
(
|∆ũ|2 + |∆ỹ|2

)
dx.

We have that, a∆u = −λ2u+ c(x)iλy and ∆y = −λ2u− c(x)iλu. Then, there exists Cλ,c,a > 0 such that

(2.22)
(
τ3 − Cλ,c,a

) ∫
V ′′

e2τϕ
(
|u|2 + |y|2

)
dx ≤ C

∫
V ′\V ′′

e2τϕ
(
|∆ũ|2 + |∆ỹ|2

)
dx.

Then, there exists τ > 0 large enough and C > 0 such that

(2.23) τ3

∫
V ′′

e2τϕ
(
|u|2 + |y|2

)
dx ≤ C

∫
V ′\V ′′

e2τϕ
(
|∆ũ|2 + |∆ỹ|2

)
dx.

By using that u = y = 0 in W , we obtain

(2.24) τ3

∫
V ′′

e2τϕ
(
|u|2 + |y|2

)
dx ≤ C

∫
S

e2τϕ
(
|∆ũ|2 + |∆ỹ|2

)
dx.

where S = V ′\ (V ′′ ∪W ).
For all ε ∈ R, we set Vε = {x ∈ V ;ϕ(x) ≤ ϕ(x0)− ε} and V ′ε = {x ∈ V ;ϕ(x) ≥ ϕ(x0)− ε

2}. There exists ε such
that S ⊂ Vε. Then, choose a ball B0 with center x0 such that B0 ⊂ V ′′ ∩ V ′ε . Hence, using (2.24), we have

(2.25)

∫
B0

(
|u|2 + |y|2

)
dx ≤ Ce−τϕ

τ3

∫
S

(
|∆ũ|2 + |∆ỹ|2

)
dx.

Letting τ tends to infinity, we obtain u = y = 0 in B0. Hence, we reached our desired result. �
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Theorem 2.4. (Calderón Theorem) Let Ω be a connected open set in RN and let ω ⊂ Ω, with ω 6= ∅. If
(u, y) ∈ H2(Ω)×H2(Ω) satisfies P (u, y) = g(u, y) in Ω and u = y = 0 in ω, then u and y vanishes in Ω.

Proof. By setting F = suppu∪ supp y and using Proposition 2.3 instead of Proposition 4.1 in the proof of the
Theorem 4.2 in [22] the result holds. �

Theorem 2.5. Assume that either (A1), (A2) (A3) or (A4) holds. Then, the C0−semigroup etA is strongly
stable in H in the sense that for all U0 ∈ H, the solution U(t) = etAU0 of (2.2) satisfies

lim
t→∞

‖etAU0‖H = 0.

For the proof of Theorem 2.5, the resolvent of A is not compact. Then, in order to prove this Theorem we will
use a general criteria Arendt-Batty. We need to prove that the operator A has no pure imaginary eigenvalues
and σ (A)∩ iR contains only a countable number of continuous spectrum of A. The argument for Theorem 2.5
relies on the subsequent lemmas.

Lemma 2.6. Assume that (A1) holds. Then, we have

ker (iλI −A) = {0}, ∀λ ∈ R.

Proof. From Proposition 2.1, 0 ∈ ρ(A). We still need to show the result for λ ∈ R∗. Suppose that there exists
a real number λ 6= 0 and U = (u, v, y, z)> ∈ D(A) such that

(2.26) AU = iλU.

From (2.3) and (2.26), we have

(2.27) 0 = <
(
iλ‖U‖2H

)
= <(〈AU,U〉H) = −

∫
Ω

b(x)|∇v|2dx.

Using the condition (2.14) and Poincaré’s inequality implies that

(2.28) b(x)∇v = 0 in Ω and v = 0 in ωb.

Detailing (2.26) and using (2.28), we get the following system

v = iλu in Ω,(2.29)

a∆u− c(x)z = iλv in Ω,(2.30)

z = iλy in Ω,(2.31)

∆y + c(x)v = iλz in Ω.(2.32)

From (2.28), (2.29) and (2.30) with the assumption (A1), we get

(2.33) z = 0 on ωc.

Inserting (2.29) into (2.30), and using (2.28) we get

(2.34)

{
λ2u+ a∆u = 0 in Ω
u = 0 in ωb

Using the unique continuation theorem, we get

(2.35) u = 0 on Ω.

Now, substituting (2.31) in (2.32), using (2.33) and the definition of c(x), we get

(2.36)

{
λ2y + ∆y = 0 in Ω,
y = 0 in ωc.

Using the unique continuation theorem, we get

(2.37) y = 0 on Ω.

Therefore, U = 0. thus the proof is complete. �

Lemma 2.7. Assume that either (A2), (A3) or (A4) holds. Then, we have

ker (iλI −A) = {0}, ∀λ ∈ R.
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Proof. From Proposition 2.1, 0 ∈ ρ(A). We still need to show the result for λ ∈ R∗. Suppose that there exists
a real number λ 6= 0 and U = (u, v, y, z)> ∈ D(A) such that

(2.38) AU = iλU.

From (2.3) and (2.38), we have

(2.39) 0 = <
(
iλ‖U‖2H

)
= <(〈AU,U〉H) = −

∫
Ω

b(x)|∇v|2dx.

Condition (2.14) implies that

(2.40) ∇v = 0 in ωb.

Detailing (2.38) and using (2.40), we get the following system

v = iλu in Ω,(2.41)

a∆u− c(x)z = iλv in Ω,(2.42)

z = iλy in Ω,(2.43)

∆y + c(x)v = iλz in Ω.(2.44)

Now, we will distinguish between the following three cases:
Case 1. If (A2) holds. Then, by using Poincaré’s inequality we get

(2.45) v = 0 on ω.

From (2.42), (2.45) and using (2.43) we get

(2.46) y = 0 on ω.

Inserting (2.41) and (2.43) into (2.42) and (2.44) respectively, we get

(2.47)


λ2u+ a∆u− iλc(x)y = 0 in Ω,

λ2y + ∆y + iλc(x)u = 0 in Ω,

u = y = 0 in ω.

Then, using Theorem 2.4 we get that u = y = 0 in Ω. Thus, we deduce that U = 0 in Ω and we reached our
desired result.
Case 2. If (A3) holds. Then, by using Poincaré’s inequality we get

(2.48) v = 0 on ωb.

Proceeding in the same way as in Case 1., we get

(2.49)


λ2u+ a∆u− iλc(x)y = 0 in Ω,

λ2y + ∆y + iλc(x)u = 0 in Ω,

u = y = 0 in ω.

Then, using Theorem 2.4 we get that u = y = 0 in Ω. Thus, we deduce that U = 0 in Ω and we reached our
desired result.
Case 3. Assume that (A4) holds. By differentiating (2.42) and using the fact that c(x) = c0 in Ω , we obtain

∂jy = 0 in ωb, ∀j = 1 · · · , N.
Then, for all j = 1, · · · , N , we have the following system

(2.50)


λ2∂ju+ a∆∂ju− iλc0∂jy = 0 in Ω,

λ2∂jy + ∆∂jy + iλc0∂ju = 0 in Ω,

∂ju = ∂jy = 0 in ω.

By applying Theorem 2.4, we obtain

∂ju = ∂jy = 0 in Ω, ∀j = 1 · · · , N.
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Using the fact that u = y = 0 on Γ, we get u = y = 0 in Ω. Consequently, U = 0 in Ω.
�

Lemma 2.8. Assume that either (A1), (A2), (A3) or (A4) holds. Then, we have

R(iλI −A) = H, for all λ ∈ R.

Proof. From Proposition 2.1, we have 0 ∈ ρ(A). We still need to show the result for λ ∈ R∗. Set F =
(f1, f2, f3, f4) ∈ H, we look for U = (u, v, y, z) ∈ D(A) solution of

(2.51) (iλI −A)U = F.

Equivalently, we have

v = iλu− f1,(2.52)

iλv − div(a∇u+ b(x)∇v) + c(x)z = f2,(2.53)

z = iλy − f3,(2.54)

iλz −∆y − c(x)v = f4.(2.55)

Let (ϕ,ψ) ∈ H1
0 (Ω)×H1

0 (Ω), multiplying Equations (2.53) and (2.55) by ϕ̄ and ψ̄ respectively and integrating
over Ω, we obtain∫

Ω

iλvϕ̄dx+

∫
Ω

a∇u∇ϕ̄dx+

∫
Ω

b(x)∇v∇ϕ̄dx+

∫
Ω

c(x)zϕ̄dx =

∫
Ω

f2ϕ̄dx,(2.56) ∫
Ω

iλzψ̄dx+

∫
Ω

∇y∇ψ̄dx−
∫

Ω

c(x)vψ̄dx =

∫
Ω

f4ψ̄dx.(2.57)

Substituting v and z in (2.52) and (2.54) into (2.56) and (2.57) and taking the sum, we obtain

(2.58) a ((u, y), (ϕ,ψ)) = L(ϕ,ψ), ∀(ϕ,ψ) ∈ H1
0 (Ω)×H1

0 (Ω),

where

a ((u, y), (ϕ,ψ)) = a1 ((u, y), (ϕ,ψ)) + a2 ((u, y), (ϕ,ψ))

with 
a1 ((u, y), (ϕ,ψ)) =

∫
Ω

(
a∇u∇ϕ̄+∇y∇ψ̄

)
dx+ iλ

∫
Ω

b(x)∇u∇ϕ̄dx,

a2 ((u, y), (ϕ,ψ)) = −λ2

∫
Ω

(
uϕ̄+ yψ̄

)
dx+ iλ

∫
Ω

c(x)
(
yϕ̄− uψ̄

)
dx,

and

L(ϕ,ψ) =

∫
Ω

(f2 + c(x)f3 + iλf1) ϕ̄dx+

∫
Ω

(f4 − c(x)f1 + iλf3) ψ̄dx+

∫
Ω

b(x)∇f1ϕ̄xdx.

Let V = H1
0 (Ω) × H1

0 (Ω) and V ′ = H−1(Ω) × H−1(Ω) the dual space of V . Let us consider the following
operators,{

A : V → V ′

(u, y) → A(u, y)

{
A1 : V → V ′

(u, y) → A1(u, y)

{
A2 : V → V ′

(u, y) → A2(u, y)

such that

(2.59)


(A(u, y)) (ϕ,ψ) = a ((u, y), (ϕ,ψ)), ∀(ϕ,ψ) ∈ H1

0 (Ω)×H1
0 (Ω),

(A1(u, y)) (ϕ,ψ) = a1 ((u, y), (ϕ,ψ)), ∀(ϕ,ψ) ∈ H1
0 (Ω)×H1

0 (Ω),

(A2(u, y)) (ϕ,ψ) = a2 ((u, y), (ϕ,ψ)), ∀(ϕ,ψ) ∈ H1
0 (Ω)×H1

0 (Ω).

Our goal is to prove that A is an isomorphism operator. For this aim, we divide the proof into three steps.
Step 1. In this step, we prove that the operator A1 is an isomorphism operator. For this aim, following the
second equation of (2.59) we can easily verify that a1 is a bilinear continuous coercive form on H1

0 (Ω)×H1
0 (Ω).

Then, by Lax-Milgram Lemma, the operator A1 is an isomorphism.

Step 2. In this step, we prove that the operator A2 is compact. According to the third equation of (2.59), we
have

|a2 ((u, y), (ϕ,ψ))| ≤ C‖(u, y)‖L2(Ω)‖(ϕ,ψ)‖L2(Ω).
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Finally, using the compactness embedding from H1
0 (Ω) to L2(Ω) and the continuous embedding from L2(Ω)

into H−1(Ω) we deduce that A2 is compact.

From steps 1 and 2, we get that the operator A = A1 + A2 is a Fredholm operator of index zero. Consequently,
by Fredholm alternative, to prove that operator A is an isomorphism it is enough to prove that A is injective,
i.e. ker {A} = {0}.

Step 3. In this step, we prove that ker{A} = {0}. For this aim, let (ũ, ỹ) ∈ ker{A}, i.e.

a ((ũ, ỹ), (ϕ,ψ)) = 0, ∀ (ϕ,ψ) ∈ H1
0 (Ω)×H1

0 (Ω).

Equivalently, we have

(2.60)
−λ2

∫
Ω

(
ũϕ̄+ ỹψ̄

)
dx+ iλ

∫
Ω

c(x)
(
ỹϕ̄− ũψ̄

)
dx+

∫
Ω

(
a∇ũ∇ϕ̄+∇ỹ∇ψ̄

)
dx

+iλ

∫
Ω

b(x)∇ũ∇ϕ̄dx = 0.

Taking ϕ = ũ and ψ = ỹ in equation (2.60), we get

−λ2

∫
Ω

|ũ|2dx− λ2

∫
Ω

|ỹ|2dx+ a

∫
Ω

|∇ũ|2dx+

∫ L

0

|∇ỹ|2dx− 2λ=
(∫

Ω

c(x)ỹ ¯̃udx

)
+ iλ

∫
Ω

b(x)|∇ũ|2dx = 0.

Taking the imaginary part of the above equality, we get∫
Ω

b(x)|∇ũ|2dx = 0,

we get,

(2.61) ∇ũ = 0, in ωb.

Then, we find that 
−λ2ũ− a∆u+ iλc(x)ỹ = 0, in Ω

−λ2ỹ −∆y − iλc(x)ũ = 0, in Ω

ũ = ỹ = 0. in ω

Now, it is easy to see that the vector Ũ defined by Ũ = (ũ, iλũ, ỹ, iλỹ) belongs to D(A) and we have

iλŨ − AŨ = 0. Therefore, Ũ ∈ ker (iλI −A), then by Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7, we get Ũ = 0, this implies
that ũ = ỹ = 0. Consequently, ker {A} = {0}. Thus, from step 3 and Fredholm alternative, we get that the
operator A is an isomorphism. It is easy to see that the operator L is continuous from V to L2(Ω) × L2(Ω).
Consequently, Equation (2.58) admits a unique solution (u, y) ∈ H1

0 (Ω) × H1
0 (Ω). Thus, using v = iλu − f1,

z = iλy − f3 and using the classical regularity arguments, we conclude that Equation (2.51) admits a unique
solution U ∈ D (A). The proof is thus complete. �

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Using Lemma 2.6 and 2.7, we have that A has non pure imaginary eigenvalues.
According to Lemmas 2.6, 2.7, 2.8 and with the help of the closed graph theorem of Banach, we deduce that
σ(A) ∩ iR = ∅. Thus, we get the conclusion by applying Arendt-Batty Theorem. The proof of the theorem is
thus complete.

3. Non Uniform Stability

In this section, our aim is to prove the non-uniform stability of the system (1.1)-(1.3).
For this aim, assume that

(3.1) b(x) = b ∈ R∗+ and c(x) = c ∈ R∗.

Our main result in this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Under condition (3.1). Then, the energy of the system (1.1)-(1.3) does not decay uniformly in
the energy space H.
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For the proof of Theorem 3.1, we aim to study the asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalues of the operator A
near the imaginary axis. First, we will determine the characteristic equation satisfied by the eigenvalues of A.
So, let λ ∈ C be an eigenvalue of A and let U = (u, v, y, z)> ∈ D(A) be an associated eigenvector, i.e,

AU = λU,

Equivalently,

v = λu,(3.2)

div(a∇u+ b∇v)− cz = λv,(3.3)

z = λy,(3.4)

div(∇y) + cv = λz.(3.5)

Inserting (3.2) and (3.4) into (3.3) and (3.5) respectively, we get

λ2u− (a+ λb)∆u+ cλy = 0,(3.6)

λ2y −∆y − cλu = 0.(3.7)

From (3.7), we have

(3.8) u =
1

λc

[
∆y − λ2y

]
.

Substitute (3.8) in (3.6), we get

(3.9)

 (a+ λb)∆2y −
[
(1 + a)λ2 + bλ3

]
∆y + λ2

(
λ2 + α2

)
y = 0, in Ω

y = ∆y = 0 on Γ.

Now, let (µk, ϕk) be, respectively, the sequence of the eigenvalues and the eigenvectors of the Laplace operator
with fully Dirichlet boundary conditions in Ω, i.e,

(3.10)

{
−∆ϕk = µ2

kϕk in Ω,
ϕk = 0 on Γ.

Then by taking y = ϕk in (3.9), we deduce the following characteristic equation

(3.11) P (λ) = λ4 + bµ2
kλ

3 +
[
(1 + a)µ2

k + c2
]
λ2 + bµ4

kλ+ aµ4
k = 0.

Proposition 3.2. There exists k0 ∈ N? sufficiently large and two sequences (λ1,k)|k|≥k0 and (λ2,k)|k|≥k0 of

simple roots of P satisfying the following asymptotic behavior

(3.12) λ1,k = iµk −
c2

2bµ2
k

+ o

(
1

µ3
k

)
and

(3.13) λ2,k = −iµk −
c2

2bµ2
k

+ o

(
1

µ3
k

)
.

Proof. Set ξ = λ
µk

and ζk = 1
µk

in (3.11), we obtain

(3.14) h(ξ) = bξ3 + bξ + aζk + c2ξ2ζ3
k + (1 + a) ξ2ζk + ξ4ζk = 0.

Now, in order to find the eigenvalues of the operator A we need to give the roots of h. For this aim, we will
proceed in the following two steps.
Step 1. Let

f(ξ) = b(ξ3 + ξ) and f1(ξ) = aζk + c2ξ2ζ3
k + (1 + a) ξ2ζk + ξ4ζk.

We look for rk sufficiently small such that

|f | > |h− f | = |f1| on ∂D,

where D = {ξ ∈ C; |ξ − i| ≤ rk}.
Let ξ ∈ ∂D(i, rk), then ξ = i+ rke

iθ with 0 ≤ θ ≤ 2π. We have

f(ξ) = b(ξ3 + ξ) = bξrk
(
2ieiθ + rke

2iθ
)
.
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But, if rk ≤ 1
2 then

|ξ| ≥ |1− rk| ≥
1

2
and ∣∣2ieiθ + rke

2iθ
∣∣ ≥ ∣∣2ieiθ∣∣− rk ≥ 3

2
.

This implies that

|f | =
∣∣b(ξ3 + ξ)

∣∣ ≥ 3brk
4

, if rk ≤
1

2
.

On the other hand, since ξ is bounded in D and ξk → 0 we have,

|f1(ξ)| ≤ c ζk, for some constant c > 0.

So, it is enough to choose rk = 4c
3bζk.

Similarly, we can find rk sufficiently small such that

|f | > |h− f | = |f1| on ∂D′ = ∂ {ξ ∈ C; |ξ + i| ≤ rk} .

Step 2. By using Step 1. and Rouché’s Theorem, there exists k0 large enough such that for all |k| ≥ k0 the
roots of the polynoimal h are close to the roots of the polynomial f(ξ) = b(ξ3 + ξ). Then,

(3.15) ξ+
k = i+ ε+

k and ξ−k = −i+ ε−k , with lim
|k|→∞

ε±k = 0.

Inserting Equation (3.15) in Equation (3.14) and using the fact that λ±k = µkξ
±
k , we get

(3.16) ε±k = o

(
1

µk

)
and λ±k = ±iµk + ε̃k, where lim

|k|→+∞
ε̃k = 0.

Multiplying Equation (3.11) by 1
µ4
k

, we get

(3.17)
1

µ4
k

λ4 +
b

µ2
k

λ3 +
(1 + a)

µ2
k

λ2 +
c2

µ4
k

λ2 + bλ+ a = 0.

Inserting Equation (3.16) in Equation (3.17), we get

(3.18) ε̃k = − c2

2bµ2
k

+ o

(
1

µ3
k

)
.

The proof is thus complete. �
Proof of Theorem 3.1. From Proposition 3.2 the large eigenvalues in (3.12)-(3.13) approach the imaginary
axis and therefore the system (1.1)-(1.3) is not uniformly stable in the energy space H.

4. Polynomial Stability

In this section, we will study the polynomial energy decay rate of the system (1.1)-(1.3). First, we present the
definition of some geometric conditions that we encounter in this work.

Definition 4.1. For a subset ω of Ω and T > 0, we shall say that (ω, T ) satisfies the Geometric Control
Condition if there exists T > 0 such that every geodesic traveling at speed one in Ω meets ω in time t < T .

Definition 4.2. Saying that ω satisfies the Γ−condition if it contains a neighborhood in Ω of the set

{x ∈ Γ; (x− x0) · ν(x) > 0} ,

for some x0 ∈ Rn, where ν is the outward unit normal vector to Γ = ∂Ω.

Definition 4.3. A subset ω satisfies the Piecewise Multiplier Geometric Condition (PMGC in short) if
there exist:

• Ωj ⊂ Ω having Lipschitz boundary Γj.
• xj ∈ RN , j = 1, · · ·M .

such that

(1) Ωj ∩ Ωi = ∅ for j 6= i.
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(2) ω contains a neighborhood in Ω of the set

M⋃
j=1

γj(xj) ∪

Ω\
M⋃
j=1

Ωj


where γj(xj) = {x ∈ Γj ; (x− xj) · νj(x) > 0} and νj is the outward unit normal vector to Γj.

In order to study the energy decay rate of the system, we consider the following geometric assumptions on
ωb, ωc and ω = ωb ∩ ωc:

(H1) The open subset ω verifies the GCC (see Figure 6 and Figure 9).
(H2) Assume that meas(ωc ∩ Γ) > 0 and meas(ωb ∩ Γ) > 0. Also, assume that ωc ⊂ ωb and ωc satisfies the
GCC (see Figure 3).
(H3) Assume that ωb ⊂ Ω, ωc ⊂ ωb such that Ω is a non-convex open set and ωc satisfies GCC (see Figure 10).
(H4) Assume that Ω = (0, L) × (0, L), ωc ⊂ ωb such that ωb =

{
(x, y) ∈ R2; ε1 < x < ε4 and 0 < y < L

}
,

ωc =
{

(x, y) ∈ R2; ε2 < x < ε3 and 0 < y < L
}

for 0 < ε1 < ε2 < ε3 < ε4 < L (see Figure 11).

(H5) Assume that Ω = (0, L) × (0, L), ωc ⊂ ωb such that ωb =
{

(x, y) ∈ R2; 0 < x < ε2 and 0 < y < L
}

and

ωc =
{

(x, y) ∈ R2; 0 < x < ε1 and 0 < y < L
}

for 0 < ε1 < ε2 < L (see Figure 12).

Figure 9 Figure 10

 

Figure 11

 

Figure 12

Remark 4.4. (About Geometric Conditions and Smoothness of the boundary.)

(1) If the Γ−condition applies, then it is enough to give a Lipschitz boundary conditions to Γ.
(2) The GCC is an optimal condition, then we need more regularity to the Γ−condition, thus we need to

take Γ of class C3.
(3) In (H1), if Ω is a convex domain. Then, the condition ω satisfies the GCC means that meas(ω ∩ Γ) > 0

(i.e meas(ωb ∩ Γ) > 0 and meas(ωc ∩ Γ) > 0).
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(4) In (H1), if Ω is a non convex domain. When ω satisfies the GCC, we study the case when meas(ωb ∩ Γ) >
0 and without the condition meas(ωc ∩ Γ) > 0. For the case when both ωb and ωc are not near the
boundary, we don’t study this case since the strong stability remains an open problem in this case.

(5) In (H4) and (H5), ωb and ωc does not satisfy any geometric condition.

One of the main tools to prove the polynomial stability of (1.1)-(1.3) such that the assumption (H1) holds and
such that c ∈W 1,∞(Ω) is to use the exponential energy decay of the coupled wave equations via velocities with
two viscous dampings. We consider the following system

(4.1)



ϕtt − a∆ϕ+ d(x)ϕt + c(x)ψt = 0 in Ω× R+,

ψtt −∆ψ + d(x)ψt − c(x)ϕt = 0 in Ω× R+,

ϕ(x, t) = ψ(x, t) = 0 on Γ× R+,

(ϕ(x, 0), ψ(x, 0)) = (ϕ0, ψ0) and (ϕt(x, 0), ψt(x, 0)) = (ϕ1, ψ1) in Ω.

where d ∈W 1,∞(Ω) such that
d(x) ≥ d0 > 0 on ωε ⊂ ω ⊂ Ω.

The energy of System (4.1) is given by

Eaux(t) =
1

2

(∫
Ω

|ϕt|2 + a|∇ϕ|2 + |ψt|2 + |∇ψ|2dx
)

and by a straightforward calculation, we have

d

dt
Eaux(t) = −

∫
Ω

d(x)|ϕt|2dx−
∫

Ω

d(x)|ψt|2dx ≤ 0.

Thus, System (4.1) is dissipative in the sense that its energy is a non-increasing function with respect to the
time variable t. The auxiliary energy Hilbert space of Problem (4.1) is given by

Haux =
(
H1

0 (Ω)× L2(Ω)
)2
.

We denote by η = ϕt and ξ = ψt. The auxiliary energy space Haux is endowed with the following norm

‖Φ‖2Haux = ‖η‖2 + a‖∇ϕ‖2 + ‖ξ‖2 + ‖∇ψ‖2,

where ‖ · ‖ denotes the norm of L2(Ω). We define the unbounded linear operator Aaux by

(4.2) D(Aaux) =
((
H2(Ω) ∩H1

0 (Ω)
)
×H1

0 (Ω)
)2
,

and

Aaux(ϕ, η, ψ, ξ)> =


η

a∆ϕ− d(x)η − c(x)ξ

ξ

∆ψ − d(x)ξ + c(x)η

 .

If Φ = (ϕ,ψ, η, ξ) is the state of System (4.1), then this system is transformed into a first order evolution
equation on the auxiliary Hilbert space Haux given by

Φt = AauxΦ, Φ(0) = Φ0,

where Φ0 = (ϕ0, η0, ψ0, ξ0). It is easy to see that Aaux is m-dissipative and generates a C0−semigroup of
contractions

(
etAaux

)
t≥0

.

Remark 4.5. From [16], we know that when ω satisfies the GCC condition and under the equality speed
condition we have that the system of two wave equations coupled through velocity with one viscous damping
is exponentially stable (see Theorem 3.1 in [16]). Taking this result into consideration and the fact that our
system is considered with two viscous dampings and that d, c ∈ W 1,∞(Ω), by proceeding with a similar proof
with a ∈ R∗+ as in Theorem 3.1 in [16], we can reach that the system (4.1) decays exponentially such that there
exists M ≥ 1 and θ > 0 such that for all initial data U0 ∈ Haux, the energy of the system (4.1) satfisies the
following estimation

Eaux(t) ≤Me−θtE(0), ∀ t > 0.
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Now, we will state the main theorems in this section.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that the boundary Γ is of class C3. Also, assume that assumption (H1) holds and that
c ∈ W 1,∞(Ω). Then, for all initial data U0 ∈ D (A), there exists a constant C > 0 independent of U0, such
that the energy of the system (1.1)-(1.3) satisfies the following estimation

(4.3) E(t, U) ≤ C

t
‖U0‖2D(A), ∀t > 0.

According to Theorem 5.4 of Borichev and Tomilov (see Appendix), by taking ` = 2, the polynomial energy
decay (4.3) holds if the following conditions

(C1) iR ⊂ ρ(A),

and

(C2) sup
λ∈R

∥∥(iλI −A)−1
∥∥
L(H)

= O
(
|λ|2

)
are satisfied. Since Condition (C1) is already proved in Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7. We will prove condition (C2) by
an argument of contradiction. For this purpose, suppose that (C2) is false, then there exists{(
λn, Un := (un, vn, yn, zn)>

)}
⊂ R∗ ×D(A) with

(4.4) |λn| → +∞ and ‖Un‖H = ‖(un, vn, yn, zn)‖H = 1,

such that

(4.5) (λn)
2

(iλnI −A)Un = Fn := (f1,n, f2,n, f3,n, f4,n)> → 0 in H.
For simplicity, we drop the index n. Equivalently, from (4.5), we have

iλu− v =
f1

λ2
in H1

0 (Ω),(4.6)

iλv − div(a∇u+ b(x)∇v) + c(x)z =
f2

λ2
in L2(Ω),(4.7)

iλy − z =
f3

λ2
in H1

0 (Ω),(4.8)

iλz − div(∇y)− c(x)v =
f4

λ2
in L2(Ω).(4.9)

Here we will check the condition (C2) by finding a contradiction with (4.4) such as ‖U‖H = o(1). From
Equations (4.4), (4.6) and (4.8) we obtain

(4.10) ‖u‖L2(Ω) =
O(1)

λ
and ‖y‖L2(Ω) =

O(1)

λ
.

For clarity, we will divide the proof into several lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that the assumption (H1) holds. Then, we have that the solution (u, v, y, z) ∈ D(A) of
(4.6)-(4.9) satisfies the following estimations

(4.11) ‖∇v‖L2(ωb) =
o(1)

λ
, ‖v‖L2(ωb) =

o(1)

λ
‖u‖L2(ωb) =

o(1)

λ2
and ‖∇u‖L2(ωb) =

o(1)

λ2
.

Proof. Taking the inner product of (4.5) with U in H, we get

(4.12)

∫
Ω

b(x) |∇v|2 dx = −< (〈AU,U〉H) = < (〈(iλI −A)U,U〉H) =
o(1)

λ2
.

Then,

(4.13)

∫
ωb

|∇v|2 dx =
o(1)

λ2
.

By using Poinacré inequality and Equation (4.13), we get the second estimation in (4.11).
From Equation (4.6) and the second estimation in (4.11), we obtain

‖u‖L2(ωb) =
o(1)

λ2
.
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By using (4.6) and the first estimation in (4.11), we get the last estimation. �
Inserting Equations (4.6) and (4.8) into (4.7) and (4.9), we get

λ2u+ div(a∇u+ b(x)∇v)− iλc(x)y = − f2

λ2
− c(x)

f3

λ2
− if1

λ
,(4.14)

λ2y + ∆y + iλc(x)u = − f4

λ2
+ c(x)

f1

λ2
− if3

λ
.(4.15)

Lemma 4.3. Assume that the assumption (H1) holds. Then, the solution (u, v, y, z) ∈ D(A) of (4.6)-(4.9)
satisfies the following estimation

(4.16)

∫
ωε

|λy|2 dx = o(1)

where ωε ⊂ ω such that ωε satisfies the GCC condition.

Proof. First, we define the function ζ ∈ C∞c (RN ) such that

(4.17) ζ(x) =

 1 if x ∈ ωε,
0 if x ∈ Ω\ω,

0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1 elsewhere,

such that ωε ⊂ ω satisfies the GCC condition. Multiply Equation (4.14) by λζy and integrate over Ω and using
Green’s formula, and using Equation (4.10) and the fact that ‖F‖H = ‖(f1, f2, f3, f4)‖H = o(1), we get

(4.18) λ3

∫
Ω

uζydx− λ
∫

Ω

(a∇u+ b(x)∇v) · (y∇ζ + ζ∇y)dx− i
∫

Ω

c(x)ζ|λy|2dx =
o(1)

λ
.

Estimation of the first term in (4.18). Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (4.11) and (4.10) we get

(4.19)

∣∣∣∣λ3

∫
Ω

uζydx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ λ3‖u‖L2(ω) · ‖y‖L2(ω) = o(1).

Estimation of the second term in (4.18). Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (4.10), (4.11), the fact that supp ζ ⊂
ω, and that ‖U‖H = 1, we obtain the following estimations

(4.20)

∣∣∣∣λ ∫
Ω

a∇u · ∇ζydx
∣∣∣∣ ≤ λ‖∇u‖L2(ω) · ‖y‖L2(ωε) =

o(1)

λ2
,

(4.21)

∣∣∣∣λ ∫
Ω

a∇uζ∇ydx
∣∣∣∣ ≤ λ‖∇u‖L2(ω) · ‖∇y‖L2(ω) =

o(1)

λ
,

(4.22)

∣∣∣∣λ ∫
Ω

b(x)∇vζ∇ydx
∣∣∣∣ ≤ λ‖∇v‖L2(ω) · ‖∇y‖L2(ω) = o(1),

(4.23)

∣∣∣∣λ ∫
Ω

b(x)∇v · ∇ζydx
∣∣∣∣ ≤ λ‖∇v‖L2(ωε) · ‖y‖L2(ωε) =

o(1)

λ
.

Inserting Equations (4.19)-(4.23) in Equation (4.18), we get that

(4.24) i

∫
Ω

c(x)ζ|λy|2dx = o(1).

Using the definiton of the function c and ζ, we obtain our desired result. �

Lemma 4.6. For any λ ∈ R, the solution (ϕ,ψ) ∈ ((H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω))2 of the system

(4.25)



λ2ϕ+ a∆ϕ− iλd(x)ϕ− iλc(x)ψ = u, in Ω

λ2ψ + ∆ψ − iλd(x)ψ + iλc(x)ϕ = y, in Ω

ϕ = ψ = 0, on Γ
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satisfies the following estimation

(4.26) ‖λϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖λψ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ψ‖L2(Ω) ≤M
(
‖u‖L2(Ω) + ‖y‖L2(Ω)

)
.

where β ≥ 0.

Proof. Using Remark 4.5, then the resolvent set of the associated operatorAaux contains iR and (iλI −Aaux)
−1

is uniformly bounded on the imaginary axis. Consequently, there exists M > 0 such that

(4.27) sup
λ∈R
‖ (iλI −Aaux)

−1 ‖L(Haux) ≤M < +∞.

Now, since (u, y) ∈ H1
0 (Ω) × H1

0 (Ω), then (0,−u, 0,−y) belongs to Haux, and from (4.27), there exists
(ϕ, η, ψ, ξ) ∈ D(Aaux) such that (iλI −Aaux) (ϕ, η, ψ, ξ) = (0,−u, 0,−y)> i.e.

iλϕ− η = 0,(4.28)

iλη − a∆ϕ+ d(x)η + c(x)ξ = −u,(4.29)

iλψ − ξ = 0,(4.30)

iλξ −∆ψ + d(x)ξ − c(x)η = −y,(4.31)

such that

(4.32) ‖(ϕ, η, ψ, ξ)‖Ha ≤M
(
‖u‖L2(Ω) + ‖y‖L2(Ω)

)
.

From equations (4.28)-(4.32), we deduce that (ϕ,ψ) is a solution of (4.25) and we have

(4.33) ‖λϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖λψ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ψ‖L2(Ω) ≤M
(
‖u‖L2(Ω) + ‖y‖L2(Ω)

)
.

Thus, we get our desired result. �

Lemma 4.4. Assume that the assumption (H1) holds. Then, the solution (u, v, y, z) ∈ D(A) of (4.6)-(4.9)
satisfies the following estimations

(4.34)

∫
Ω

|λu|2 dx = o(1) and

∫
Ω

|λy|2 dx = o(1).

Proof. For clarity, we will divide the proof of this Lemma into two steps.
Step 1. Multiply (4.14) by λ2ϕ and integrate over Ω, and using Green’s formula, Equation (4.26), and the
fact that ‖F‖H = ‖(f1, f2, f3, f4)‖H = o(1), we obtain

(4.35)

∫
Ω

(
λ2ϕ+ a∆ϕ

)
λ2udx− λ2

∫
Ω

b(x)∇v · ∇ϕdx−
∫

Ω

iλ3c(x)yϕdx =
o(1)

λ
.

From Equations (4.11) and (4.26), we obtain

(4.36)

∣∣∣∣λ2

∫
Ω

b(x)∇v · ∇ϕdx
∣∣∣∣ = o(1).

By using Equation (4.36) in (4.35), we get

(4.37)

∫
Ω

(
λ2ϕ+ a∆ϕ

)
λ2udx−

∫
Ω

iλ3c(x)yϕdx = o(1).

Now, from System (4.25), we have that

(4.38) λ2ϕ+ a∆ϕ = −iλd(x)ϕ− iλc(x)ψ + u.

Inserting Equation (4.38) into (4.37), we obtain

(4.39)

∫
Ω

|λu|2 dx− iλ3

∫
Ω

d(x)uϕdx− iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)uψdx−
∫

Ω

iλ3c(x)yϕdx = o(1).

By using (4.11) and (4.26), we get

(4.40)

∣∣∣∣iλ3

∫
Ω

d(x)uϕdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ λ3‖u‖L2(ωε) · ‖ϕ‖L2(Ω) =
o(1)

λ
.
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Now, inserting Equation (4.40) into (4.39), we get

(4.41)

∫
Ω

|λu|2 dx− iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)uψdx− iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)yϕdx = o(1).

Step 2.
Multiply Equation (4.15) by λ2ψ, integrate over Ω, using Green’s formula, and the fact that ‖F‖H = ‖(f1, f2, f3, f4)‖H =
o(1), we obtain

(4.42)

∫
Ω

(
λ2ψ + ∆ψ

)
λ2ydx+ iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)uψdx =
o(1)

λ
.

From System (4.25), we have

(4.43) λ2ψ + ∆ψ = −iλd(x)ψ + iλc(x)ϕ+ y

Inserting (4.43) into (4.42), we get

(4.44)

∫
Ω

|λy|2dx− iλ3

∫
Ω

d(x)yψdx+ iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)yϕdx+ iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)uψdx =
o(1)

λ
.

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma 4.3, and Equation (4.26)

(4.45)

∣∣∣∣iλ3

∫
Ω

d(x)yψ

∣∣∣∣ = o(1).

Inserting (4.45)into (4.44), we get

(4.46)

∫
Ω

|λy|2dx+ iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)yϕdx+ iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)uψdx = o(1).

Adding Equations (4.41) and (4.46), we get

(4.47)

∫
Ω

|λu|2 dx = o(1) and

∫
Ω

|λy|2 dx = o(1).

Thus, the proof of the Lemma is completed. �

Lemma 4.5. Assume that the assumption (H1) holds. Then, the solution (u, v, y, z) ∈ D(A) of (4.6)-(4.9)
satisfies the following estimations

(4.48)

∫
Ω

|∇u|2 dx = o(1) and

∫
Ω

|∇y|2 dx = o(1).

Proof. Multiply Equation (4.14) by u, integrating over Ω, Green’s formula, Equation (4.10) and the fact that
‖F‖H = ‖(f1, f2, f3, f4)‖H = o(1), we obtain

(4.49)

∫
Ω

|λu|2 dx− a
∫

Ω

|∇u|2 dx−
∫

Ω

b(x)∇v · ∇udx−
∫

Ω

iλc(x)yudx =
o(1)

λ2

Using Equation (4.11) and Lemma 4.4, we obtain

(4.50)

∫
Ω

|∇u|2 dx = o(1).

Multiplying Equation (4.15) by y and proceeding in a similar way as above, we get

(4.51)

∫
Ω

|∇y|2 dx = o(1).

�
Proof of Theorem 4.1. Consequently, from the results of Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5, we obtain∫

Ω

(
|v|2 + |z|2 + a |∇u|2 + |∇y|2

)
dx = o (1) .

Hence ‖U‖H = o(1), which contradicts (4.4). Consequently, condition (C2) holds. This implies that the energy
decay estimation (4.3). The proof is thus complete.
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Remark 4.7. In the case when d, c ∈ L∞(Ω) such that they are discontinuous functions, we didn’t find any
result on the stability of the system (4.1). But, we can conjecture that the system (4.1) is exponentially stable.
Further, we have that the system (4.1) with d, c are discontinuous functions is exponentially stable in the
dimension 1 (see [37]).

One of the main tools to prove the polynomial stability of the system (1.1)-(1.3) when one of the assumptions
(H2), (H3), (H4) or (H5) holds is to use the exponential or polynomial decay of the wave equation with viscous
damping. We consider the following system

(4.52)

 ϕtt −∆ϕ+ 1ωc(x)ϕt = 0 in Ω× (0,+∞)
ϕ = 0 in Γ× (0,+∞)
ϕ(·, 0) = ϕ0, ϕt(·, 0) = ϕ1.

Remark 4.8. (About System (4.52))

(1) If (H2) or (H3) holds, system (4.52) is exponentially stable (see [9] and Lemma 3.8 in [2]).
(2) If (H4) holds, the energy of the wave equation (4.52) with local viscous damping decays polynomially as

t−1 for smooth initial data (see Example 3 in [28]).
(3) If (H5) holds, the energy of the wave equation (4.52) with local viscous damping decays polynomially as

t−
4
3 for smooth initial data (see [35]).

Theorem 4.6. Assume that assumption (H2) or (H3) holds. Also, assume that the energy of the system (4.52)
is exponentially stable. Then, for all initial data U0 ∈ D(A), there exists a constant C2 > 0 independent of U0,
the energy of the system (1.1)-(1.3) satisfies the following estimation

(4.53) E(t, U) ≤ C2

t
‖U0‖2D(A), ∀t > 0.

Following Theorem 5.4 of Borichev and Tomilov (see Appendix), the polynomial energy decay (4.53) holds if
(C1) and

(C3) sup
λ∈R

∥∥(iλI −A)−1
∥∥
L(H)

= O
(
|λ|2

)
holds. Since Condition (C1) is already proved. We will prove condition (C3) by an argument of contradiction.
For this purpose, suppose that (C3) is false, then there exists{(
λn, Un := (un, vn, yn, zn)>

)}
⊂ R∗ ×D(A) with

(4.54) |λn| → +∞ and ‖Un‖H = ‖(un, vn, yn, zn)‖H = 1,

such that

(4.55) λ2
n (iλnI −A)Un = Fn := (f1,n, f2,n, f3,n, f4,n)> → 0 in H.

For simplicity, we drop the index n. Equivalently, from (4.55), we have

iλu− v = λ−2f1 in H1
0 (Ω),(4.56)

iλv − div(a∇u+ b(x)∇v) + c(x)z = λ−2f2 in L2(Ω),(4.57)

iλy − z = λ−2f3 in H1
0 (Ω),(4.58)

iλz − div(∇y)− c(x)v = λ−2f4 in L2(Ω).(4.59)

Here we will check the condition (C3) by finding a contradiction with (4.54) such as ‖U‖H = o(1). From
Equations (4.54), (4.56) and (4.58) we obtain

(4.60) ‖u‖L2(Ω) =
O(1)

λ
and ‖y‖L2(Ω) =

O(1)

λ
.

Lemma 4.7. Assume that the assumption (H2) or (H3) holds. We have that the solution (u, v, y, z) ∈ D(A)
of (4.56)-(4.59) satisfies the following estimations

(4.61) ‖∇v‖L2(ωb) =
o(1)

λ
and ‖∇u‖L2(ωb) =

o(1)

λ2
.

The proof of this Lemma is similar to that of Lemma 4.2.
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Lemma 4.8. Under the assumption (H2). We have that the solution (u, v, y, z) ∈ D(A) of (4.56)-(4.59)
satisfies the following estimations

(4.62) ‖u‖L2(ωb) =
o(1)

λ2
.

Proof. By using Poincaré inequality and Equation (4.61), we get

(4.63) ‖v‖L2(ωb) =
o(1)

λ
.

From Equation (4.56) and (4.63), we obtain

(4.64) ‖u‖L2(ωb) =
o(1)

λ2
.

�
Inserting Equations (4.56) and (4.58) into (4.57) and (4.59), we get

λ2u+ div(a∇u+ b(x)∇v)− iλc(x)y = − f2

λ2
− c(x)

f3

λ2
− if1

λ
,(4.65)

λ2y + ∆y + iλc(x)u = − f4

λ2
+ c(x)

f1

λ2
− if3

λ
.(4.66)

Lemma 4.9. Assume that assumption (H3) holds. Then, the solution (u, v, y, z) ∈ D(A) of (4.56)-(4.59)
satisfies the following estimation

(4.67)

∫
ω̃b

|λu|2dx = o(1).

such that ωc ⊂ ω̃b ⊂ ωb.

Proof. Let a non-empty open subset ω̃b such that ωc ⊂ ω̃b ⊂ ωb. Then, we define the function h1 ∈ C∞c (RN )
such that

(4.68) h1(x) =

 1 if x ∈ ω̃b,
0 if x ∈ Ω\ωb,

0 ≤ h1 ≤ 1 elsewhere.

Multiply (4.65) by h1u and integrate over Ω, we get

(4.69)

∫
Ω

h1|λu|2dx−
∫

Ω

(a∇u+ b(x)∇v) · (h1∇u+∇h1u)dx− iλ
∫

Ω

h1c(x)yudx =
o(1)

λ2
.

Using (4.60) and (4.61), we have

(4.70)

∣∣∣∣∫
Ω

(a∇u+ b(x)∇v) · (h1∇u+∇h1u)dx

∣∣∣∣ =
o(1)

λ2

and

(4.71)

∣∣∣∣iλ ∫
Ω

h1c(x)yudx

∣∣∣∣ =
O(1)

λ
.

Thus, by using Equations (4.70) and (4.71) in (4.69), we obtain

(4.72)

∫
Ω

h1|λu|2dx =
O(1)

λ
.

Thus, we reach our desired result. �

Lemma 4.10. Assume that assumption (H2) or (H3) holds. Then, the solution (u, v, y, z) ∈ D(A) of (4.56)-
(4.59) satisfies the following estimation

(4.73)

∫
ωc

|λy|2dx = o(1).
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Proof. Case1. Assume that assumption (H2) holds, we define the function ρ ∈ C∞c (RN ) such that

(4.74) ρ(x) =

 1 if x ∈ ωc,
0 if x ∈ Ω\ωb,

0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 elsewhere.

Now, multiplying (4.65) by λρy, integrating over Ω and using Green’s formula, (4.60) and the fact that ‖F‖H =
‖(f1, f2, f3, f4)‖H = o(1), we get

(4.75) λ3

∫
Ω

uρydx− λ
∫

Ω

(a∇u+ b(x)∇v) · (∇ρy + ρ∇y)dx− i
∫

Ω

c(x)ρ|λy|2dx =
o(1)

λ
.

Using (4.60), (4.61) and Cauchy-Schwarz we obtain

(4.76)

∣∣∣∣λ3

∫
Ω

uρydx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ λ3‖u‖L2(ωb) · ‖y‖L2(ωb) = o(1).

and

(4.77)

∣∣∣∣λ ∫
Ω

(a∇u+ b(x)∇v) · (∇ρy + ρ∇y)dx

∣∣∣∣ = o(1).

Thus, using Equations (4.76) and (4.77) in (4.75) we obtain our desired result for the first case.
Case 2. Assume that assumption (H3) holds. Define the function h2 ∈ C∞c (RN ) such that

(4.78) h2(x) =

 1 if x ∈ ωc,
0 if x ∈ Ω\ω̃b,

0 ≤ h2 ≤ 1 elsewhere.

Multiply (4.65) by λh2y and integrate over Ω, and using Green’s formula, (4.60) and the fact that ‖F‖H =
‖(f1, f2, f3, f4)‖H = o(1), we get

(4.79) λ3

∫
Ω

uh2ydx− λ
∫

Ω

(a∇u+ b(x)∇v) · (∇h2y + h2∇y)dx− i
∫

Ω

c(x)h2|λy|2dx =
o(1)

λ
.

Using (4.60), (4.61) and Cauchy-Schwarz, we obtain

(4.80)

∣∣∣∣λ ∫
Ω

(a∇u+ b(x)∇v) · (∇h2y + h2∇y)dx

∣∣∣∣ = o(1).

By using Equation (4.80) in (4.79), we obtain

(4.81) λ3

∫
Ω

uh2ydx− i
∫

Ω

c(x)h2|λy|2dx = o(1).

Now, multiply (4.66) by λh2u and integrate over Ω, and using Green’s formula, (4.60) and the fact that
‖F‖H = ‖(f1, f2, f3, f4)‖H = o(1), we get

(4.82) λ3

∫
Ω

yh2udx− λ
∫

Ω

∇y(∇h2u+ h2∇u)dx+ ic0

∫
ωc

|λu|2dx =
o(1)

λ
.

Using (4.54), (4.60) and Cauchy-Schwarz, we obtain

(4.83)

∣∣∣∣λ ∫
Ω

∇y · (∇h2u+ h2∇u)dx

∣∣∣∣ = o(1).

Inserting (4.83) into (4.82), we get

(4.84) λ3

∫
Ω

yh2udx+ ic0

∫
ωc

|λu|2dx = o(1).

Summing Equations (4.81) and (4.84), and taking the imaginary part and using Equation (4.67), we obtain
our desired result. �
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Lemma 4.11. Assume that assumption (H2) or (H3) holds. Then, the solution (u, v, y, z) ∈ D(A) of (4.56)-
(4.59) satisfies the following estimations

(4.85)

∫
Ω

|λu|2 dx = o(1) and

∫
Ω

|λy|2 dx = o(1).

Proof. Let ϕ,ψ ∈ H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω) be the solution of the following system

(4.86)

 λ2ϕ+ a∆ϕ− iλ1ωc(x)ϕ = u, in Ω
λ2ψ + ∆ψ − iλ1ωc(x)ψ = y, in Ω
ϕ = ψ = 0, on Γ

where (u, v, y, z) is the solution of (4.56)-(4.59). Since either (H2) or (H3) holds, then system (4.52) is expo-
nentially stable. Thus, there exists M > 0 such that system (4.86) satisfies the following estimation

(4.87) ‖λϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖λψ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ψ‖L2(Ω) ≤M
(
‖u‖L2(Ω) + ‖y‖L2(Ω)

)
.

Case 1. Under the assumption (H3). Multiply (4.65) by λ2ϕ and integrate over Ω, and using Green’s formula,
Equation (4.87), and the fact that ‖F‖H = ‖(f1, f2, f3, f4)‖H = o(1), we obtain

(4.88)

∫
Ω

(
λ2ϕ+ a∆ϕ

)
λ2udx− λ2

∫
Ω

b(x)∇v∇ϕ̄dx−
∫

Ω

iλ3c(x)yϕdx =
o(1)

λ
.

From Equation (4.61) and (4.87), we obtain

(4.89)

∣∣∣∣λ2

∫
Ω

b(x)∇v · ∇ϕ̄dx
∣∣∣∣ = o(1).

Now, using System (4.86) and Equation (4.89) in (4.88), we get

(4.90)

∫
Ω

|λu|2 dx− iλ3

∫
Ω

1ωc(x)uϕdx− iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)yϕdx = o(1).

By using (4.62), (4.87) and the fact that ωc ⊂ ωb

(4.91)

∣∣∣∣iλ3

∫
Ω

1ωc(x)uϕdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ λ3‖u‖L2(ωc) · ‖ϕ‖L2(Ω) =
o(1)

λ
.

Using (4.73) and (4.87), we get that

(4.92)

∣∣∣∣iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)yϕdx

∣∣∣∣ = o(1).

Now, inserting Equations (4.91) and (4.92) into (4.90) , we get

(4.93)

∫
Ω

|λu|2 dx = o(1).

Multiply (4.66) by λ2ψ and integrate over Ω, and using Green’s formula, Equation (4.87), and the fact that
‖F‖H = ‖(f1, f2, f3, f4)‖H = o(1), we obtain

(4.94)

∫
Ω

(
λ2ψ + ∆ψ

)
λ2ydx+ iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)uψdx =
o(1)

λ
.

By using System (4.86) in (4.94), we get

(4.95)

∫
Ω

|λy|2 dx− iλ3

∫
Ω

1ωc(x)yψdx+ iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)uψdx = o(1).

Using (4.62), (4.73), and (4.87) and the fact that ωc ⊂ ωb, we get

(4.96)

∣∣∣∣iλ3

∫
Ω

1ωc(x)yψdx

∣∣∣∣ = o(1).

and

(4.97)

∣∣∣∣iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)uψdx

∣∣∣∣ =
o(1)

λ
.
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Inserting (4.96) and (4.97) into (4.95) we obatin

(4.98)

∫
Ω

|λy|2 dx = o(1).

Case 2. Under the assumption (H3). We proceed in the same way as in Case 1., the only change is that we
have the following two estimations instead of (4.91) and (4.97), by using (4.67) and (4.87) we get

(4.99)

∣∣∣∣iλ3

∫
Ω

1ωc(x)uϕdx

∣∣∣∣ = o(1)

and

(4.100)

∣∣∣∣iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)uψdx

∣∣∣∣ = o(1).

Thus, we reach our desired result. �

Lemma 4.12. Assume that either the assumption (H2) or (H3) holds. Then, the solution (u, v, y, z) ∈ D(A)
of (4.56)-(4.59) satisfies the following estimations

(4.101)

∫
Ω

|∇u|2 dx = o(1) and

∫
Ω

|∇y|2 dx = o(1).

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.5. �
Proof of Theorem 4.6. Consequently, from the results of Lemmas 4.11, and 4.12 , we obtain that ‖U‖H =
o(1), which contradicts (4.54). Consequently, condition (C3) holds. This implies, from Theorem 5.4, the energy
decay estimation (4.53). The proof is thus complete.

Theorem 4.13. Assume that assumption (H4) or (H5) holds. Then, for all initial data U0 ∈ D(A), there exists
a constant C3 > 0 independent of U0, the energy of the system (1.1)-(1.3) satisfies the following estimation

(4.102) E(t, U) ≤ C3

t
2

2+4β

‖U0‖2D(A), ∀t > 0.

where

(4.103) β =


2 if (H4) holds

3

2
if (H5) holds.

Following Theorem 5.4 of Borichev and Tomilov (see Appendix), the polynomial energy decay (4.102) holds if
(C1) and

(C4) sup
λ∈R

∥∥(iλI −A)−1
∥∥
L(H)

= O
(
|λ|2+4β

)
are satisfied. Since Condition (C1) is already satisfied (see Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7). We will prove condi-
tion (C4) by an argument of contradiction. For this purpose, suppose that (C4) is false, then there exists{(
λn, Un := (un, vn, yn, zn)>

)}
⊂ R∗ ×D(A) with

(4.104) |λn| → +∞ and ‖Un‖H = ‖(un, vn, yn, zn)‖H = 1,

such that

(4.105) λ2+4β
n (iλnI −A)Un = Fn := (f1,n, f2,n, f3,n, f4,n)> → 0 in H.

For simplicity, we drop the index n. Equivalently, from (4.105), we have

iλu− v =
f1

λ2+4β
in H1

0 (Ω),(4.106)

iλv − div(a∇u+ b(x)∇v) + c(x)z =
f2

λ2+4β
in L2(Ω),(4.107)

iλy − z =
f3

λ2+4β
in H1

0 (Ω),(4.108)

iλz − div(∇y)− c(x)v =
f4

λ2+4β
in L2(Ω).(4.109)
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Here we will check the condition (C4) by finding a contradiction with (4.104) such as ‖U‖H = o(1). From
Equations (4.104), (4.106) and (4.108), we obtain

(4.110) ‖u‖L2(Ω) =
O(1)

λ
and ‖y‖L2(Ω) =

O(1)

λ
.

Lemma 4.14. Under the assumptions (H4) or (H5). We have that the solution (u, v, y, z) ∈ D(A) of (4.106)-
(4.109) satisfies the following estimations

(4.111) ‖∇v‖L2(ωb) =
o(1)

λ1+2β
‖∇u‖L2(ωb) =

o(1)

λ2+2β
and ‖u‖L2(ωb) =

o(1)

λ2+2β
.

The proof of this Lemma is similar to that of Lemma 4.2.
Inserting Equations (4.106) and (4.108) into (4.107) and (4.109), we get

λ2u+ div(a∇u+ b(x)∇v)− iλc(x)y = − f2

λ2+4β
− c(x)

f3

λ2+4β
− if1

λ1+4β
,(4.112)

λ2y + ∆y + iλc(x)u = − f4

λ2+4β
+ c(x)

f1

λ2+4β
− if3

λ1+4β
.(4.113)

Lemma 4.15. Assume that assumption (H4) or (H5) holds. Then, the solution (u, v, y, z) ∈ D(A) of (4.106)-
(4.109) satisfies the following estimation

(4.114)

∫
ωc

|λy|2dx =
o(1)

λ2β
.

Proof. Assume that either assumption (H4) or (H5) holds. Define the function ρ ∈ C∞c (RN ) such that

(4.115) ρ(x) =

 1 if x ∈ ωc,
0 if x ∈ Ω\ωb,

0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 elsewhere.

Now, multiply (4.112) by λρy, integrate over Ω and using Green’s formula, (4.110) and the fact that ‖F‖H =
‖(f1, f2, f3, f4)‖H = o(1), we get

(4.116) λ3

∫
Ω

uρydx− λ
∫

Ω

(a∇u+ b(x)∇v) · (∇ρy + ρ∇y)dx− i
∫

Ω

c(x)ρ|λy|2dx =
o(1)

λ1+4β
.

Using (4.110), (4.111) and Cauchy-Schwarz we obtain

(4.117)

∣∣∣∣λ3

∫
Ω

uρydx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ λ3‖u‖L2(ωb) · ‖y‖L2(ωb) =
o(1)

λ2β

and

(4.118)

∣∣∣∣λ ∫
Ω

(a∇u+ b(x)∇v) · (∇ρy + ρ∇y)dx

∣∣∣∣ =
o(1)

λ2β
.

Thus, using Equation (4.117) and (4.118) in (4.116) we obtain our desired result. �

Lemma 4.16. Assume that the assumption (H4) or (H5) holds. Then, the solution (u, v, y, z) ∈ D(A) of
(4.106)-(4.109) satisfies the following estimations

(4.119)

∫
Ω

|λu|2 dx = o(1) and

∫
Ω

|λy|2 dx = o(1).

Proof. Let ϕ,ψ ∈ H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω) be the solution of the following system

(4.120)

 λ2ϕ+ a∆ϕ− iλ1ωc(x)ϕ = u, in Ω
λ2ψ + ∆ψ − iλ1ωc(x)ψ = y, in Ω
ϕ = ψ = 0, on Γ

where (u, v, y, z) is the solution of (4.106)-(4.109). We suppose that the energy of the System (4.52) satisfies
the following estimate

E(t, U) ≤ C

t
2
β

‖U0‖2D(A), ∀t > 0.
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When assumption (H4) holds, we have that System (4.52) is polynomially stable with an energy decay rate
t−1, i.e β = 2. Howerver, when assumption (H5) holds then we have that System (4.52) is polynomially stable

with an energy decay rate t−
4
3 , i.e β = 3

2 . Thus, there exists M > 0 such that system (4.120) satisfies the
following estimation

(4.121) ‖λϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖λψ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ψ‖L2(Ω) ≤M |λ|β
(
‖u‖L2(Ω) + ‖y‖L2(Ω)

)
.

Assuming that (H4) or (H5) holds. Multiply (4.112) by λ2ϕ and integrate over Ω, and using Green’s formula,
Equation (4.87), and the fact that ‖F‖H = ‖(f1, f2, f3, f4)‖H = o(1), we obtain

(4.122)

∫
Ω

(
λ2ϕ+ a∆ϕ

)
λ2udx− λ2

∫
Ω

b(x)∇v · ∇ϕdx−
∫

Ω

iλ3c(x)yϕdx =
o(1)

λ1+3β
.

From Equation (4.111) and (4.121), we obtain

(4.123)

∣∣∣∣λ2

∫
Ω

b(x)∇v∇ϕdx
∣∣∣∣ =

o(1)

λβ
.

Now, using System (4.120) and Equation (4.123) in (4.122), we get

(4.124)

∫
Ω

|λu|2 dx− iλ3

∫
Ω

1ωc(x)uϕdx− iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)yϕdx =
o(1)

λβ
.

By using (4.111), (4.121) and the fact that ωc ⊂ ωb

(4.125)

∣∣∣∣iλ3

∫
Ω

1ωc(x)uϕdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ λ3‖u‖L2(ωc) · ‖ϕ‖L2(Ω) =
o(1)

λ1+β
.

Using (4.114) and (4.121), we get that

(4.126)

∣∣∣∣iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)yϕdx

∣∣∣∣ = o(1).

Now, inserting Equation (4.125) and (4.126) into (4.124), we get

(4.127)

∫
Ω

|λu|2 dx = o(1).

Multiply (4.113) by λ2ψ and integrate over Ω, and using Green’s formula, Equation (4.121), and the fact that
‖F‖H = ‖(f1, f2, f3, f4)‖H = o(1), we obtain

(4.128)

∫
Ω

(
λ2ψ + ∆ψ

)
λ2ydx+ iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)uψdx =
o(1)

λ1+3β
.

By using System (4.120) in (4.128) we get

(4.129)

∫
Ω

|λy|2 dx− iλ3

∫
Ω

1ωc(x)yψdx+ iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)uψdx =
o(1)

λ1+3β
.

Using (4.111), (4.114), and (4.121) and the fact that ωc ⊂ ωb, we get

(4.130)

∣∣∣∣iλ3

∫
Ω

1ωc(x)yψdx

∣∣∣∣ = o(1).

and

(4.131)

∣∣∣∣iλ3

∫
Ω

c(x)uψdx

∣∣∣∣ =
o(1)

λ1+β
.

Inserting (4.130) and (4.131) into (4.129) we obtain

(4.132)

∫
Ω

|λy|2 dx = o(1).

�

Lemma 4.17. Assume that either the assumption (H4) or (H5) holds. Then, the solution (u, v, y, z) ∈ D(A)
of (4.106)-(4.109) satisfies the following estimations

(4.133)

∫
Ω

|∇u|2 dx = o(1) and

∫
Ω

|∇y|2 dx = o(1).
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Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.5. �
Proof of Theorem 4.13. Consequently, from the results of Lemma 4.16, 4.17 , we obtain that ‖U‖H = o(1),
which contradicts (4.104). Consequently, condition (C4) holds. This implies, from Theorem 5.4, the energy
decay estimation (4.102). The proof is thus complete.

5. Appendix

In this section, we introduce the notions of stability that we encounter in this work.

Definition 5.1. Assume that A is the generator of a C0-semigroup of contractions
(
etA
)
t≥0

on a Hilbert space

H. The C0-semigroup
(
etA
)
t≥0

is said to be

1. strongly stable if

lim
t→+∞

‖etAx0‖H = 0, ∀ x0 ∈ H;

2. exponentially (or uniformly) stable if there exist two positive constants M and ε such that

‖etAx0‖H ≤Me−εt‖x0‖H , ∀ t > 0, ∀ x0 ∈ H;

3. polynomially stable if there exists two positive constants C and α such that

‖etAx0‖H ≤ Ct−α‖x0‖H , ∀ t > 0, ∀ x0 ∈ D (A) .

In that case, one says that the semigroup
(
etA
)
t≥0

decays at a rate t−α. The C0-semigroup
(
etA
)
t≥0

is said to be polynomially stable with optimal decay rate t−α (with α > 0) if it is polynomially stable
with decay rate t−α and, for any ε > 0 small enough, the semigroup

(
etA
)
t≥0

does not decay at a rate

t−(α−ε).

To show the strong stability of a C0−semigroup of contraction (etA)t≥0 we rely on the following result due to
Arendt-Batty [4].

Theorem 5.2. Assume that A is the generator of a C0−semigroup of contractions
(
etA
)
t≥0

on a Hilbert space

H. If

1. A has no pure imaginary eigenvalues,
2. σ (A) ∩ iR is countable,

where σ (A) denotes the spectrum of A, then the C0−semigroup
(
etA
)
t≥0

is strongly stable.

Concerning the characterization of exponential stability of a C0−semigroup of contraction (etA)t≥0 we rely on
the following result due to Huang [20] and Prüss [33].

Theorem 5.3. Let A : D(A) ⊂ H → H generate a C0−semigroup of contractions
(
etA
)
t≥0

on H. Assume

that iλ ∈ ρ(A), ∀λ ∈ R. Then, the C0−semigroup
(
etA
)
t≥0

is exponentially stable if and only if

lim
λ∈R, |λ|→+∞

‖(iλI −A)−1‖L(H) < +∞.

Also, concerning the characterization of polynomial stability of a C0−semigroup of contraction (etA)t≥0 we rely
on the following result due to Borichev and Tomilov [8] (see also [29] and [7]).

Theorem 5.4. Assume that A is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup of contractions
(
etA
)
t≥0

on H. If iR ⊂ ρ(A), then for a fixed ` > 0 the following conditions are equivalent

(5.1) sup
λ∈R

∥∥∥(iλI −A)
−1
∥∥∥
L(H)

= O
(
|λ|`
)
,

(5.2) ‖etAU0‖2H ≤
C

t
2
`

‖U0‖2D(A), ∀t > 0, U0 ∈ D(A), for some C > 0.
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