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Abstract

In this paper, we consider a dissipative system of one-dimensional piezoelectric beam with
magnetic effect and a tip load at the free end of the beam, which is modeled as a special form
of double boundary dissipation. Our main aim is to study the well-posedness and asymptotic
behavior of this system. By introducing two functions defined on the right boundary, we first
transform the original problem into a new abstract form, so as to show the well-posedness
of the system by using Lumer-Philips theorem. We then divide the original system into a
conservative system and an auxiliary system, and show that the auxiliary problem generates
a compact operator. With the help of Wely’s theorem, we obtain that the system is not
exponentially stable. Moreover, we prove the polynomial stability of the system by using a
result of Borichev and Tomilov (Math. Ann. 347 (2010), 455-478).
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1 Introduction

Piezoelectric materials are materials that can exchange mechanical energy, electrical energy and
nuclear energy in motion. Their structures are generally composed of beams or slabs. Due to
the advantages like small size, high power density, fast response time, large mechanical force
and high resolution, they have more and more application prospects in many fields, such as
the latest cutting-edge applications: cardiac pacemaker [8], course changing bullet, structural
health monitoring [7], nano locator [15], ultrasonic imaging device, ultrasonic welding and cleaning
device, energy collection [IT]. The piezoelectric effect usually is shown as two types. One is to
generate charge in the interior by applying mechanical force, which is called direct piezoelectric
effect [19,27]. Another is from the external electric field through its internal mechanical stress,
which is called reverse piezoelectric effect. Due to the asymmetry of crystals, the above two effects
have the same origin [I4]. In the piezoelectric beam, which constitutes the electronic device,
the mechanical disturbance responds in the form of electricity. When piezoelectric materials are
integrated into components of electronic circuits, the mechanical effects on structures are also very

important when they are interfered by electrical, magnetic or electromagnetic properties. There
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are three main ways to drive piezoelectric materials in such electronic devices: to supply voltage,
current or charge to the electrodes. Therefore, it is very important to describe the interaction of
these three effects (mechanical, electrical and magnetic) for understanding the stability conditions
of these systems ( [3,9,40]). The equation of piezoelectric beam with magnetic effect is based on
the description of electromagnetic coupling by Maxwell equation and the mechanical behavior of
beam by Mindlin-Timoshenko theory ( [3,9]).

Let us refer to several previous works on the stability results for the piezoelectric models.
In [29,130], Morris and Ozer considered the effects of three effects (mechanical, electrical and

magnetic) for the first time. They studied the dissipative systems

P — Qg + YBPye =0, (z,t) € (0,L) x (0,T),

1.1
HPDtt — 5pmm + Vﬁvmm = 07 (:Evt) € (OvL) X (OvT)7 ( )

with boundary conditions

v(0,) = avg (L, t) = vBpz(L,t) =0, t€(0,7),

p(0,8) = Bpa(Ly8) — 1Bus(Lit) + V(H) = 0, ¢ € (0,T), 2

where v(x,t) and p(x,t) represent respectively the displacement of the upper and lower plates,
and p, u, o, B v denote respectively the mass density per unit volume, the magnetic permeability,
the elastic stiffness, the beam coefficient of impermeability and the piezoelectric coefficient. The
relationship between a, 3 and ~ is given as a = aq + v23, where a; > 0 represents the elastic
stiffness of the model derived from the electrostatic and quasi-static methods of Euler Bernoulli
small displacement (see example [30]). And V(t) = # is the prescribed voltage on the beam
electrodes. The authors showed that system (.I)-(L2]) with only one boundary control was not
exponentially stable.

In [34], Ramos et al. studied a one-dimensional system of piezoelectric beams with magnetic

effect, the system is shown as

P — Qg + YBPye =0, (z,t) € (0,L) x (0,T),

(1.3)
Upst — BPez + VBVzz = 0, ($7t) € (07 L) X (O,T),
with boundary conditions
v(0,t) = av,(L,t) — vBps(L,t) + %vt(L,t) =0, te(0,7),
(1.4)
P(0.1) = Bpa(L1) —1Bua(L, 1) + Epu(L,1) =0, te (0.7T),

where &;,7 = 1,2 are positive constant feedback gains. By using multiplier method, the authors
proved that the system is exponentially stable, and obtained that the exponential stability is
equivalent to the exact observability at the boundary.

Yang and Wang [39] studied the piezoelectric layer actuated by a voltage source without



magnetic effects. They modeled the system

(s — ipy — Gz = 0, (x,t) € (0,L) x (0,7),
Vit — Uy + Guz =0, (x,t) € (0,L) x (0,7),
Yt — LYzatt + Yozoe — G120 = 0, (2,t) € (0, L) x (0,7), (15)
b= 3(~p 4+ Hue), (.t) € (0,) x (0.7),

with the boundary conditions

u(0,t) = v(0,t) = y(0,t) = y.(0,t) =0, te (0,7),
uz(L,t) = lyuy (L, t), te (0,7),
v (L, t) = —lovy(L, 1), te (0,7), (1.6)
Yoo (L, t) = —l3yae (L, 1), t€(0,7),
LYort(Lyt) = Yzaa(L,t) + Gr2(1,t) =0, t€(0,T),

where u(z,t) and v(z,t) are the longitudinal displacements of the bottom layer and the top layer,
respectively, and y(z,t) is the transverse displacement of each floor (the transverse displacement
of the three floors is regarded as equal). By using the method of Riesz basis, the authors obtained
the exponential stability of system (L3])-(L6]).

Recently, some researchers have studied Timoshenko system with tip body and hybrid system
with tip load damped, see [31,[35,37]. In industry, many piezoelectric beam devices are in the
form of a boundary with a tip body, such as the electrostatic energy harvester mentioned in
reference [12,[36]. The tip body has mass, so its appearance will bring tip inertia, which will affect
the stability of the system. Therefore, it is necessary to study the piezoelectric beam system with
tip load.

In this paper, we shall study the polynomial stability of a piezoelectric beam system with
magnetic effect and tip body. Considering a piezoelectric beam with a tip load, the beam is
clamped at x = 0, and the tip is fixed at x = L. The center of mass of the tip is the connection
point between the tip body and the piezoelectric beam plate. We assume that the beam interacts
with the tip body, and the force of the vibrating beam moves to the end load according to
Newton’s law. By using the feedback boundary force control to the displacement velocity at
x = L, dissipation is introduced into the piezoelectric system. Then the coupling model is given
by

PVit = aVag + VBPpe =0, (x,t) € (0,L) x (0,T),

pPy — BPpy +vBVez =0, (x,t) € (0,L) x (0,T), 4o
with the double boundary conditions
V(0,t) = P(0,t) =0, te(0,7),
aVa(L,t) = yBP:(L,t) + &1Vi(L,t) + maVu(L,t) = 0, t € (0,T), (1.8)
BPy(L,t) = vBVa(L,t) + &P(L, t) + moPy(L,t) =0, t € (0,T),
and the initial conditions
(V(z,0), Vi(z,0), P(z,0), B (2,0)) = (Vo(z), Vi(z), Po(2), Pr(z)) = € (0, L). (1.9)



where V' (z,t), P(z,t) represent respectively the longitudinal displacements of the upper and lower
plates, &1,&; are positive constant feedback gains, and mq, mo are mass of tip load. Equations
(L8)2 and (LJ])3 are obtained by the force balance at the end z = L. The third term in the
boundary conditions at the end x = L represents the influence of the magnetic effect, and the
first two terms represent shear force.

In this paper, we study the stability of a piezoelectric beam with a tip on both plates. After
getting the well-posedness of the system by using the classical Lumer-Philips theorem, we will
start to analyze the stability of the system. By dealing with the resolvent equation of system (L7])-
(L39), we obtain an observable inequality. Then, combined with Borichev and Tomilov theorem [5],
we will prove that the system is polynomial stable. The difficulty of stability analysis lies in how
to obtain that the system is lack of uniform stability. Because the system has only two equations,
and the partial derivatives in the x direction of the equations are second order. So it is difficult to
construct a suitable function sequence and use the usual Gearhart-Herbst-Priiss-Huang theorem
as in [23[24] to prove that the system is not exponentially stable. To overcome this difficulty, we
divide the original system into a conservative system and an auxiliary system, and show that the
auxiliary problem generates a compact operator. By using the Wely’s theorem [38], we get that the
growth bound of the original system is 0, that is, the system is not uniformly exponential stable.
Since uniform stability and uniform exponential stability are equivalent in strongly continuous
semigroups, we show that the system is not uniformly stable. Some typical problems can be found
in references [1112]4} (6L T6H18] 201 22H24124H2628[32]33].

The structure of this paper is as follows. In the next section, we will give the well-posedness
of system (L7)-(L9). In Section 3, we will show the lack of uniformly stability. Finally, we will
get the polynomial stability of the system in Section 4.

2  Well-posedness

In this section, we give a well-posedness result for problem (LT)-(L9) by using a semigroup
approach.

To define the semigroup associated with (L7)-(T.9]), we introduce two new functions which are
defined by

u(t) = Vi(L,t) and n(t) = Py(L,t), t >0, (2.1)
respectively, with
w(0) =Vi(L)=up  and  n(0) = Pi(L) = no. (2.2)
By using the definition of w,7, we can change system (L7)-(L9) to

pPVie — Vg + 8P =0, (,t) € (0,L) x (0,T), (2.3)
Py = BPry +vBVaw = 0, (x,t) € (0,L) x (0,T), (2.4)

with the boundary conditions

V(0,t) = aVy(L,t) — yBP(L,t) + &u(t) + myw(t) = 0, t € (0,+00), (2.5)



P(0,t) = BPy(L,t) — vBVa(L,t) + &n(t) + man(t) =0, t € (0,400), (2.6)
and the initial conditions
(V(z,0),Vi(x,0), P(x,0), P(x,0),u(0),n(0)) = (Vo, V1, Py, P1,up,m0) x € (0,L). (2.7)

The energy of system (2.3)-(2.7)) is given by

1 [E m
E(t):—/ [PVl + au [Val? + P2 + BV — Pol?] do+ 2 juf? +
0

@‘ 2
5 .

; (2.8)

Multiplying (2.3)), (24]) by V; and P; respectively, and using the boundary conditions (2.3])-(2.6]),

we get

S B(t) = ~& VL, H — & | UL, D). (2.9

Let us define the space H as

H := H(0,L) x L*(0,L) x H}(0, L) x L?(0,L) x C x C,

for H}(0,L) = {f € H'(0,L) : f(0) = 0}, equipped with the inner product

L _—
(U1, Uz)n :/ {P‘I’l% + 10102 + a1 Vi, Var + B(VWie — Pra) (YW — Pz,x)] dx
0
+ miuiuz + manifa,
where U; = (V;, ®;, P;,0;,u;,n;) € H,i = 1,2. Set the vector function U = (V, V;, P, Pt,u,n)T,
then system (2.3)-(2.7) can be written as

U, = AU
{ (2.10)

U(0) = Uy

where Uy = (V(),Vl,Po,Pl,uo,no)T and A : D(A) C H — H is given by

0 I 0 0 0 0 7
a _aB
p@m 0 p@m 0 0 0
A 0 0 0 1 0 0
—%6 0 ;—Bbc 0 —&£1 0
B &
| ¢ 0 -5 00 —22]]

with ¢ 0 ¢ = ¢, (L). The domain of the operator A is given by
D(A) :={U € H;®,0 € H}(0,L),V,P € H*(0,L),®(L) = u,0(L) =},

with U = (V,®, P,O, u,n).
We now show that operator A generates a Cp—semigroup {Sa(t)}+>0 of contractions in the

space H. For this purpose, we need the following two lemmas.



Lemma 2.1 The operator A is dissipative and satisfies that for any U € D(A),
Re(AU,U)y = =& [ul? — &ln|* < 0. (2.11)

Proof. For any U € D(A), relation (2.I1]) can be easily verified by using the inner product in H
and integration by parts. ([l

Lemma 2.2 The operator A is bijective and 0 € o(A), where o(.A) is the resolvent set of A.

Proof. We need to prove that for any F = (f1, fo, f3, f4, f5, f6) € H, there exists a U =
(V,®,P,0,u,n) € D(A) such that

AU = F.

Equivalently, we shall consider the existence of unique solution of the system

d=f in HN0,L),
_me - ﬁ — f2 in L2(07L)7
p P

©=f3 in H(0L),

Pp,—20 4 L2(0, L), (2.12)
I 1
- Lvm+ Lrn - L g
my
B 75 52 B
_m_2px(L7t) (L t)__ f6
That is, since
d=f1, O=fs
u=e(L) = fi(L), n=06(L)=f3(L), (2.13)

we need to prove the existence of unique solution of the system

Vg — VBPux = pfa,
BPrz — VBViw = pfa,
—aVy(L,t) + v8P(L,t) = mu fs + & fr(L),
— BPy(L,t) +yBVa(L,t) = mafe + o f3(L).

(2.14)

Consider a coercive and continuous and semi-linear operator G : [H}(0,L) x H(0, L)]2 —C
defined by

L
G (w1, s1), (we, s2)) = / (qwq zWa ; — YPwW1 £52.4 — VPS1,2W2,5 + BS1,452,2) dx,
0

and a continuous linear functional F : H}(0,L) x H}(0, L) — C defined by
L
Flw,s) = —/ (pf2W0 + pufa3) dz — (my fs + & f1(L) W(L) — (mafe + §2.f3(L)) 5(L).
0

6



By using the Lax-Milgram theorem, we know that there exists a (V, P) € H}(0,L) x H}(0,L)
satisfying

G((V,P),(w,s)) = F(w,s), for all (w,s) € H0,L)x HX0,L).
From the estimate and (2.13]), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
G(U, )| < CIU3 ) Fll3,
which implies that
WUl < 1Flle = AT Flla < ||F -

Consequence, we conclude that the operator A generates a Cp—semigroup {S.(t)}+>0 of contrac-
tions on the space H by Lumer-Philips theorem [21]. Thus, the proof of the lemma is completed.
U

Hence, using Lemma 2.1] and Lemma 2.2] we obtain the well-posedness result.

Theorem 2.1 Let Uy € D(A), there exists a unique solution U(t) = So(t)Uy of 2IQ) such that

U e C([0,00); D(A) NC([0,00);H) .

3 Lack of Uniformly Stability

In this section, we are interested in studying the lack of uniformly stability of the solution of
problem ([2.3)-(2.7). To show that, we will use the following theorem as a tool.

Theorem 3.1 ( [10]) Let S(t) = e be a contraction Co—semigroup on Hilbert space. Then
wo(S(t)) = max{wess(S(t)), s(A)},

where wo(S(t)) is the growth bound, wess(S(t)) is the essential growth bound, and s(A) is the
spectral bound of the infinitesimal generator A of S(t).

Theorem 3.2 ( [38, Weyl’s Theorem]) If the difference of the two operator is compact, then the

essential spectrum radius are the same.

Proposition 3.1 ( [10]) For a strongly continuous semigroup {e*},<o, the following assertions
are equivalent.

(1) {eM}i<0 is uniformly exponentially stable.

(2) {eM}i<o is uniformly stable.

Lemma 3.1 Let us fiz o, 3,7, p, b and the finite interval E = (a,b). Assume that there exists a
weak solution to equation

PV — Vg + B8P =0, () € (0,L) x (0,T), (3.1)



IUPtt - /BP:(::(: + ’Y/BVxx = 07 (‘Tat) S (07 L) X (07T)7

If q(x) = mx 4+ n, (m,n € R) and the functions

Ei(t) = / (PIVi)* + ar|[Va? + p| P + BV — P da, t>0,
E

I(‘Tvt) = p’Vt(‘Tvt)F + al‘vx(x7t)’2 + N’Pt(x7t)’2 + ﬁ‘(’yvx - Px)(x7t)’27 a>x=bt

are integrable in [a,b], then there exists a non-negative constant M satisfying

T T
/O (aO)I(b.t) — qla)I(at)) dt — /0 mE1<t>dt\ < M (Ey(T) + F1(0))

Proof. Multiplying [B.1]) by ¢(z)V,, and integrating over E, we have

2

b B - d b B
/ pVuq(z)V pdx — —1/ q(x)£|Vm|2dx - / vBq(2)(YVar — Prz)Vzdx = 0.

a

Multiplying B.2) by ¢(x)P., and integrating over F, we get

b _ b
/ puPuq(z)Pydx — / Bq(2)(7Vag — Pyz)(—Pz)dx = 0.

Adding (23] and (34]), we obtain

b

ﬁ b

aq

2 2

(3.3)

(3.4)

b
_ _ d d
/ (p‘/}tq(x)vx + ,uPttq(a:)Px) dr — — q(w)%lvxlzd:ﬂ - = q(m)alfyvx — lezdx =0.

a a

Integrating by parts over F, and using the fact of ¢'(x) = m, we can show

b
/ (PVieq(2)Vy + pPuq(z)Py) dz — % la1q(2)|Vx |* + Ba(z) Ve — Pul?] I}

1 b
=3 / alm\Vx\z + pm|yV, — Px]2dx.

(3.5)

Integrating (3.5]) over [0, 7], integrating by parts and applying the Fubini theorem, we obtain

By using the Young’s inequality and the Hélder’s inequality, we can obtain

T T
| @) - a@iena - [ mEl(t)dt‘
0 0

< 2[|qlloo

Re/ [thV—l— ,uPtFm] |6pdm
E

b
< 2l / (P12 + [Vl 4+ 12| B + |P?] [

T T - .
/ (BB, 1) — q(a)(a,)) dt — / mE1<t>dt\ =2\Re / a(@) [pViV + uPP,] [N .
0 0 FE

b
< 2glloo / [PIVi? + (1 + 292)|Val? + 12 Bif? + 2/ P[] [Tda
a

8



< M(Ey(T) + Eq(0)),

where M = 2||q|oo max{p, (1 +27?)/a1, 1, 2/3}. The conclusion follows immediately. O

Then we consider the undamped piezoelectric beams with tip body

Vit = Voo +7BPse =0, (x,t) € (0,L) x (0,7), (3.6)
$Piy = BPog +fVar =0, (x.1) € (0,L) x (0,T), (3.7)

with « € (0,L),t < 0 and boundary conditions
V(0,1) = aVe(L,t) = YBPs(L,1) + matiy(t) = 0, t € (0, +00),
ﬁ(ovt) = 5ﬁ$(Lvt) - 75‘798(1/775) + mQﬁt(t) =0, te (07 +OO)7

with the same initial condition as in (2.7])

(V(,0), Vi(,0), Pz, 0), Pi(,0),@(0),i(0) ) = (Vo Vi, Po, Py, o), @ € (0,L). (3.9)

Rewrite system (3.6)-(3.9) as the Cauchy problem

d ~ ~
UM = AU() (3.10)
U(0) = U

where U = (V,®, P,0,,7), Uy = (Vo, Vi, Po, Py, ug,m0)" and the operator Ag : D(Ag) € H — H
is given by

T0 I 0 0 0 0]
&0 0 —ﬁam 000

0 0 0 I 00
Ao = —%am 0 gam 00 0|’
—2¢ 0 2Z¢ 00 0
2 0 “Ec 0 0 o

with ¢ o = (L), D(Ap) = D(A). And the inner product of H is given by

Re(AgU, Uy =0, VU € D(Ay). (3.11)
Next, we will use the the classical semigroups theory to prove the well-posedness of system
B.10).
Theorem 3.3 Let Uy € D(Ag), there exists a unique solution U(t) = Sa,(t)Us of BI0) such
that

U € C([0,00); D(Ag)) N C ([0,00); H) .

Proof. From (3.10]), the operator Ay is skew-hermitian, conservative, closed and densely definite
on D(Ap). Indeed, by using the method similar to Lemma[2.2] we can straightforwardly prove that
0 € p(Ap). Thanks to the Lions theorem, we conclude that the operator Ay is the infinitesimal
generator of Cy-semigroup of contractions {e t<o. Then, the conclusion follows immediately.
O



Remark 3.1 From BI1) and Theorem[3.3, we straightforward see that {e0},<q is a Co-group
unitary by Stone theorem. And the Cy-group unitary {ert}tgo has essential spectrum radius 1.

The detailed proof content can be found in reference [10,[37)].
Lemma 3.2 The set {et — ert}tgo form a Cy-semigroup of compact operators.
Proof. For any bounded Uj = (V§*, Vi, Py, PI*,uy, ny) € H, by using theorem [2.T], we have that
U = MUy = (VP V], P PP ) € H
are bounded solutions of (2.3)-(2.7), and thanks to theorem B3] we have that
0" = ey = (V00" P B i) e H
are bounded solutions of (B.6)-(3:9]). Indeed, we define

Vn:Vn_"?xn’ ﬁ;L:Pﬁ_ﬁ:?’ ‘Zn:%n_ﬁn’ ﬁtn:Ptn_ﬁtnv

V=TT =
satisfy the system
pVii — oVl + 8P, =0, (2,1) € (0.L) x (0,T), (3.12)
pBj; — BE, + 4BV, =0, (2,1) € (0.L) x (0,T), (3.13)
with the boundary conditions
V™(0,t) = P™(0,t) = 0, te(0,7),
AV (L,t) = yBPR (L, t) + &u () + i (t) = 0, t € (0,+00), (3.14)

BP™(L,t) — vBV(L,t) + Eom™(t) + mafi(t) = 0, ¢ € (0, +00),

and the initial conditions
(17"(3;,0),XZ"(a;,0),ﬁ"(x,O),ﬁt"(x,O),a(o),ﬁ(O)) —(0,0,0,0,0,0), e (0,L).  (3.15)

Then we can show that

ma2

L
H@”—e“%UMm=1£(ﬂwP+aﬂmP+maﬁ+Mﬂ@—Rﬁ)mH~;wP+2!m%

and the energy associated with problem ([B.12)-(B.I5]) can be defined by

~ 1~ ~ ~ ~ |2
Eu(t) = 5 |V, %0, P, Pt,u,n)HH.

Multiplying 3.12)), BI3) by \7{‘, ID;" respectively, integrating by parts over (0, L), and using
the boundary conditions (3.14]), we can obtain

ma

d L ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ mi,
S (AT 4l 4 B 4 BT~ PP o B+
0

[l
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= =26 Reu” (t)un (t) — 262 Ren” (1)1 (1).
Integrating the above equation over [0,77] and use the initial conditions (B.15]), we have

L
o~ o~ o~ o~ o~ m ~
/ <p!V}!2 + o[V |2 + plP)? + BV, — Px\2) dzx + —21 || +
0

m2 o
5 7]

T T
= —2¢1Re /0 u(t)an (t)dt — 265 Re /0 0™ ()7 (t)dt.

Since the operator A is dissipative and Ay is conservative, we know that energy E‘n(t) is non-
increasing. From (Z9), energy E(T) is also non-increasing. That is, E,(t) < E,(0), E(t) <
E(0),vt > 0.

Let b= L,a =0 and ¢(z) = /L in Lemma [2.2] we have

L
/0 (PIVe(L ) + a1 [Va( L, 1) + plt P (L. ) + Bl(VWa — Pu) (L, 1)]?) da < <% - 2M> Eq(0),

and

L
/0 (PIVA(L O + | VoL, )P + plPAL O + BV = Po)(L,1)?) dor < <% + 2M> E1(0).

It implies that V;*(L,t), P"(L,t), VA (L,t), PM(L,t), u™(t),q"(t), a"(t),7"(t) are bounded in

L?(0,T). Meanwhile, using the boundary conditions (Z3)), ([28) and (3.I4), we obtain that

u(t),ni(t) , up(t), n(t) are also bounded in L2(0,T). We conclude that u™(t),n™(t), u™(t), 7" (t)

are bounded in H'(0,L). Thanks to the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem, we obtain that there exist
—nk

strongly convergent subsequences u™*(t), n"*(t), w™* (t),77*(t) in L?*(0, L). Then, by using Young’s

inequality, we have
T 2 T 2
I = gl <ea ([ ko aes [ [arkeo] o)
0 0

16 (/OT n"’f<t>12dt+/0T16"k<t>\2dt)

=K, k— oo,

where K is a finite positive constant. O
Theorem 3.4 The Cy semigroup {eAt}tgo is not uniformly stable.

Proof. We have know r.(e”9t) = 1, and the difference {e* — A9t} is a compact operator. Then,
thanks to Theorem [3.2] we obtain

re(e) = ro(e0t) = 1.
eAt)

Using the relationship between 7¢( and we(A), we obtain

we(A) = 0.

11



On the other hand, since the operator A is dissipative, we have s(.A) < 0. By using Lemma [B.1],

we get
wo(S(t)) = max{wess(S(t)),s(A)} = 0.

From the definition of the growth bound in [I0], we have that {e'};<q is uniformly exponentially
stable if and only if wy < 0. So we have {eAt}tSO is not uniformly exponentially stable. And it is
known that {eAt}tgo is a Cp-semigroup, which means that it must also be a strongly continuous

semigroup. By using Proposition [3.1] we conclude that {eAt}tSO is not uniformly stable. O

4 Polynomial stability

In the previous section, we have shown that the piezoelectric beam system (23])-(2:8]) is not
uniformly stability. In this section, we will state and prove the polynomial stability of our system
in this section. It will be achieved by using the following result of Borichev and Tomilov and two

e lemmas.

Theorem 4.1 ([3]) Assume that S(t),q be a bounded Co— semigroup on Hilbert space H. Let A
be the infinitesimal generator of S(t),s such that iR C p(A). Then, for any k >0, the following

conditions are equivalent:
1‘«M—A_w — o (IME) A = oo
1) [Jirr = a7 = 0 (M) A = o

_1
2) [SOA™ Yz =0 <t k> ,t — oo.
The spectral equation is given by
AU — AU = F. (4.1)

Rewriting (1)) in term of its components, we have

iV —-®=F in HN0,L),
iNp® — aVyy + ¥BPyy = pFy, in  L*(0,L),
iNP—©=F; in HN0,L),

) (4.2)
iANO — BPpy +vBVyy = pFy, in  L*(0,L),
z')\mlu + OéVx(L) — ’}/ﬁPx(L) + £1u = m1F5,
iAman + BPy(L) — vBVi(L) + &an = ma kg,
where A e R |, F' = (Fl,FQ,Fg,F4,F5,F6) € H and
®(L)=u, O()=n (4.3)
From (2I1)) and (4.3]), we have
Glul® + &alnl* = &|@(L)]* + &|O(L)* < CIU ||| Fl#- (4.4)

12



For further proof, we introduce the following functionals and notions.

Iy = pg(L)|®(L)[* + anq(L) |V (L, ) ;
Ip = pg(L)|O(L)* + Ba(L)|(WVa — Pu) (L, 1)

L L L L
N? = / p|®2dz + / ©|©)2dx + / 1| Ve [2dx —I—/ BV — Pe|*da.
0 0 0 0

Lemma 4.1 Let us consider F' = (f1, fa, f3, fa, f5, f6) € H, A € R, and U = (V,®,P,0,u,n) €
D(A) such that (i\U — AU) = F. For q € C?([0,L]), q(0) = 0, we have

L L L L
Iy +Ip / Pl ® 2 / 1g:|0[2der — / cngo|Va?da — / BasV — Po[2da
0 0 0 0

=— R — Ry,

where
L — J—
Ry = Re / (2uqf1P2 + 2pqf3,0) dx
0
L J— pa—
Ry = Re/ (2,0qf2Vw — 2,0q<I>f17m) dx.
0
Proof. Multiplying ([@2) by ¢V, and integrating on [0, L], we get
L - - - L -
/ (_ZAPCPQVI + aquVx - ’Yﬂqpxxvx) dr = _/ pr2V:cdx' (45)
0 0
Using (4.2);, we obtain
L . L L _
/ —iAp®qV dx = / (IAV,) pqPdx = / pq®(Py + f12)dx. (4.6)
0 0 0

Multiplying ([&2])4 by ¢P, and integrating on [0, L], we have

L L
/ (_Z)‘pgqﬁw + 5quFx - Vﬁqvwxﬁm) dx = _/ IUQf4Fmdx- (47)
0 0
Using (4.2)3, we obtain
L . L L
/ —iApOqPydr = / (iA\Py)ugOdx = / 100z + f35)dzx. (4.8)
0 0 0

By combining (£5) with (£7)), and employing (£.6) and (48] into it, we conclude that
L L L L
d d d d
/ pq—|®|?dx + / o1 q— |V |2dx + / 1qg— |O|*dx —I—/ Bqg— |7V — Py*da
0 dx 0 dx 0 dx 0 dx
L
:Re/o (—Z,uqf4Px —21qf5,0 — 2pqfoV: — 2,0q<I>f1’w) dx. (4.9)
Then, integrating by part, we obtain that the relation in Lemma 1] is correct. O
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Lemma 4.2 Let N, Iy, Ip be functionals defined above, then they satisfy
N2 <C(Iv+1Ip+|FI3) (4.10)
where C' is a constant.
Proof. Let ¢q(z) = z,x € [0, L]. From the result of Lemma (41]), we have
N?=L(Iy +Ip) — Ry — Ry. (4.11)
Since the definition of Rj, Ro, we conclude that
|R1| < CN|F |3, |Ro| < CN|[F 3 (4.12)

Thanks to the estimate (4.12]) and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, it is straightforward to verify that
the relation (£I0) is valid. O

Theorem 4.2 iR € p(A), and p(A) is the resolvent set of the operator A.
Proof. Since the fact of 0 € p(.A) which we have proved in Section 2, we have that the set
M={B>0:(=i,if) C p(A)} £ 0.

If sup M = oo, there is nothing to prove. Next, we will consider sup M < oo by using reduction to
B>0
absurdity. Assume that there exists A > 0 such that sup M = X\ < co. Clearly A ¢ M. Therefore,
there exist \, € M and F,, € H with ||F,,|| = 1 such that
H(i/\nl - A)_lanH — 00.

Let us define U,, = (i\,I — A)~'F,,. Then we have that i\,U, — AU, = F,. Denoting U, =
Uy

T A Tl Clearly, U, satisfies

iU, — AU, = F,

where F,, == m Since ||[Fyp| = 1 and [|(iA] — A)"1F,||% — oo, we have F,, — 0.

Taking inner product with U, on H, we obtain
M| Unll? = (AU, Up) e = (., Un)a.
By taking the real part and the fact of F,, — 0, we have that
—Re(AU,,,Up)y = Re(F,,,Up)y — 0,
which implies that

&1 Jun())? + & |na () — 0.
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Thanks to (2.I]), we obtain ®,(L), 0, (L) — 0. Using (23] ([2.6]) and the fact of u,(t),n,(t) — 0,
we have V,, ,,(L,t), Py, (L,t) — 0 which implies that Iy + Ip — 0. By using Lemma and the
fact of F,, up(t), nu(t) — 0, we conclude that U, — 0.
This relation contracts with ||U,|| = 1. Therefore, by using reduction to absurdity, we have
proved the theorem. O
Next, by recalling the fact of Borichev and Tomilov theorem and Lemma 4.2l we prove our

result of polynomial stability.

Theorem 4.3 The piezoelectric system (2.3)-@.7) with tip body decays polynomially as

C
NIU@) [ < %HUOHD(A)-

Proof. Thanks to (£2);, [@2))s and [@II]), we arrive at
Iy +Ip < C(L+ AU Flls + CIIF |17,
and by using (£.10]), we can obtain
N2 <O+ DPU sl Fllae + CILFI,-
Then, from relations ([£.I0) together with the definition of norm in #H, we get
1Tl < CIAPIIF 1

for |A| > 1 large enough. Finally, we can get the result of polynomial stability by using Theorem
41 0
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