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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 [11]. 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 [14]. 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, 30], Morris and Özer considered the effects of three effects (mechanical, electrical and

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

ρvtt − αvxx + γβpxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ),

µptt − βpxx + γβvxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ),
(1.1)

with boundary conditions

v(0, t) = αvx(L, t)− γβpx(L, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ),

p(0, t) = βpx(L, t)− γβvx(L, t) + V (t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ),
(1.2)

where v(x, t) and p(x, t) represent respectively the displacement of the upper and lower plates,

and ρ, µ, α, β γ 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 α, β and γ is given as α = α1 + γ2β, where α1 > 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) = pt(L,t)
h

is the prescribed voltage on the beam

electrodes. The authors showed that system (1.1)-(1.2) 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

ρvtt − αvxx + γβpxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ),

µptt − βpxx + γβvxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ),
(1.3)

with boundary conditions

v(0, t) = αvx(L, t)− γβpx(L, t) +
ξ1
h
vt(L, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ),

p(0, t) = βpx(L, t)− γβvx(L, t) +
ξ2
h
pt(L, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ),

(1.4)

where ξi, i = 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
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magnetic effects. They modeled the system




utt − αuuxx −Guz = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ),

vtt − αvvxx +Gvz = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ),

ytt − Iyxxtt + yxxxx −G1zx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ),

φ =
1

h
(−ϕ+ ψ +Hωx), (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ),

(1.5)

with the boundary conditions




u(0, t) = v(0, t) = y(0, t) = yx(0, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ),

ux(L, t) = l1ut(L, t), t ∈ (0, T ),

vx(L, t) = −l2vt(L, t), t ∈ (0, T ),

yxx(L, t) = −l3yxt(L, t), t ∈ (0, T ),

Iyxtt(L, t)− yxxx(L, t) +G1z(1, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ),

(1.6)

where u(x, t) and v(x, t) are the longitudinal displacements of the bottom layer and the top layer,

respectively, and y(x, 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 (1.5)-(1.6).

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
ρVtt − αVxx + γβPxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ),

µPtt − βPxx + γβVxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ),
(1.7)

with the double boundary conditions

V (0, t) = P (0, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ),

αVx(L, t)− γβPx(L, t) + ξ1Vt(L, t) +m1Vtt(L, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ),

βPx(L, t)− γβVx(L, t) + ξ2Pt(L, t) +m2Ptt(L, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ),

(1.8)

and the initial conditions

(V (x, 0), Vt(x, 0), P (x, 0), Pt(x, 0)) = (V0(x), V1(x), P0(x), P1(x)) , x ∈ (0, L). (1.9)
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where V (x, t), P (x, t) represent respectively the longitudinal displacements of the upper and lower

plates, ξ1, ξ2 are positive constant feedback gains, and m1,m2 are mass of tip load. Equations

(1.8)2 and (1.8)3 are obtained by the force balance at the end x = 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 (1.7)-

(1.9), 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-Prüss-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 [1, 2, 4, 6, 16–18,20,22–24,24–26,28,32,33].

The structure of this paper is as follows. In the next section, we will give the well-posedness

of system (1.7)-(1.9). 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 (1.7)-(1.9) by using a semigroup

approach.

To define the semigroup associated with (1.7)-(1.9), we introduce two new functions which are

defined by

u(t) = Vt(L, t) and η(t) = Pt(L, t), t > 0, (2.1)

respectively, with

u(0) = V1(L) = u0 and η(0) = P1(L) = η0. (2.2)

By using the definition of u, η, we can change system (1.7)-(1.9) to

ρVtt − αVxx + γβPxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ), (2.3)

µPtt − βPxx + γβVxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L)× (0, T ), (2.4)

with the boundary conditions

V (0, t) = αVx(L, t)− γβPx(L, t) + ξ1u(t) +m1ut(t) = 0, t ∈ (0,+∞), (2.5)
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P (0, t) = βPx(L, t)− γβVx(L, t) + ξ2η(t) +m2ηt(t) = 0, t ∈ (0,+∞), (2.6)

and the initial conditions

(V (x, 0), Vt(x, 0), P (x, 0), Pt(x, 0), u(0), η(0)) = (V0, V1, P0, P1, u0, η0) x ∈ (0, L). (2.7)

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

E(t) =
1

2

∫ L

0

[
ρ |Vt|2 + α1 |Vx|2 + µ |Pt|2 + β |γVx − Px|2

]
dx+

m1

2
|u|2 + m2

2
|η|2. (2.8)

Multiplying (2.3), (2.4) by Vt and Pt respectively, and using the boundary conditions (2.5)-(2.6),

we get

d

dt
E(t) = −ξ1 |Vt(L, t)|2 − ξ2 |Pt(L, t)|2 . (2.9)

Let us define the space H as

H := H1
∗ (0, L)× L2(0, L)×H1

∗ (0, L)× L2(0, L) × C× C,

for H1
∗ (0, L) =

{
f ∈ H1(0, L) : f(0) = 0

}
, equipped with the inner product

〈U1, U2〉H =

∫ L

0

[
ρΦ1Φ2 + µΘ1Θ2 + α1V1,xV 2,x + β(γV1,x − P1,x)(γV2,x − P2,x)

]
dx

+m1u1u2 +m2η1η2,

where Ui = (Vi,Φi, Pi,Θi, ui, ηi) ∈ H, i = 1, 2. Set the vector function U = (V, Vt, P, Pt, u, η)
T ,

then system (2.3)-(2.7) can be written as

{
Ut = AU
U(0) = U0

(2.10)

where U0 = (V0, V1, P0, P1, u0, η0)
T and A : D(A) ⊂ H → H is given by

A =




0 I 0 0 0 0
α
ρ
∂xx 0 −γβ

ρ
∂xx 0 0 0

0 0 0 I 0 0

−γβ
µ
∂xx 0 β

µ
∂xx 0 0 0

− α
m1
ς 0 γβ

m1
ς 0 − ξ1

m1
I 0

γβ
m2
ς 0 − β

m2
ς 0 0 − ξ2

m2
I




,

with ς ◦ ϕ = ϕx(L). The domain of the operator A is given by

D(A) :=
{
U ∈ H; Φ,Θ ∈ H1

∗ (0, L), V, P ∈ H2(0, L),Φ(L) = u,Θ(L) = η
}
,

with U = (V,Φ, P,Θ, u, η).

We now show that operator A generates a C0−semigroup {SA(t)}t≥0 of contractions in the

space H. For this purpose, we need the following two lemmas.
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Lemma 2.1 The operator A is dissipative and satisfies that for any U ∈ D(A),

Re〈AU,U〉H = −ξ1|u|2 − ξ2|η|2 ≤ 0. (2.11)

Proof. For any U ∈ D(A), relation (2.11) can be easily verified by using the inner product in H
and integration by parts. �

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

Proof. We need to prove that for any F = (f1, f2, f3, f4, f5, f6) ∈ H, there exists a U =

(V,Φ, P,Θ, u, η) ∈ D(A) such that

AU = F.

Equivalently, we shall consider the existence of unique solution of the system




Φ = f1 in H1
∗ (0, L),

α

ρ
Vxx −

γβ

ρ
= f2 in L2(0, L),

Θ = f3 in H1
∗ (0, L),

β

µ
Pxx −

γβ

µ
= f4 in L2(0, L),

− α

m1
Vx(L, t) +

γβ

m1
Px(L, t) −

ξ1
m1

u = f5,

− β

m2
Px(L, t) +

γβ

m1
Vx(L, t) −

ξ2
m2

η = f6.

(2.12)

That is, since

Φ = f1, Θ = f3,

u = Φ(L) = f1(L), η = Θ(L) = f3(L), (2.13)

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





αVxx − γβPxx = ρf2,

βPxx − γβVxx = µf4,

− αVx(L, t) + γβPx(L, t) = m1f5 + ξ1f1(L),

− βPx(L, t) + γβVx(L, t) = m2f6 + ξ2f3(L).

(2.14)

Consider a coercive and continuous and semi-linear operator G :
[
H1

∗ (0, L)×H1
∗ (0, L)

]2 → C

defined by

G ((w1, s1), (w2, s2)) =

∫ L

0
(αw1,xw2,x − γβw1,xs2,x − γβs1,xw2,x + βs1,xs2,x) dx,

and a continuous linear functional F : H1
∗ (0, L)×H1

∗ (0, L) → C defined by

F(w, s) = −
∫ L

0
(ρf2w + µf4s) dx− (m1f5 + ξ1f1(L))w(L)− (m2f6 + ξ2f3(L)) s(L).
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By using the Lax-Milgram theorem, we know that there exists a (V, P ) ∈ H1
∗ (0, L) × H1

∗ (0, L)

satisfying

G ((V, P ), (w, s)) = F(w, s), for all (w, s) ∈ H1
∗ (0, L)×H1

∗ (0, L).

From the estimate and (2.13), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|G(U,F )| ≤ C‖U‖H‖F‖H,

which implies that

‖U‖H ≤ ‖F‖H ⇐⇒ ‖A−1F‖H 6 ‖F‖H.

Consequence, we conclude that the operator A generates a C0−semigroup {SA(t)}t≥0 of contrac-

tions on the space H by Lumer-Philips theorem [21]. Thus, the proof of the lemma is completed.

�

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

Theorem 2.1 Let U0 ∈ D(A), there exists a unique solution U(t) = SA(t)U0 of (2.10) such that

U ∈ C ([0,∞);D(A)) ∩ C1 ([0,∞);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) = eAt be a contraction C0−semigroup on Hilbert space. Then

ω0(S(t)) = max{ωess(S(t)), s(A)},

where ω0(S(t)) is the growth bound, ωess(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 {eAt}t≤0, the following assertions

are equivalent.

(1) {eAt}t≤0 is uniformly exponentially stable.

(2) {eAt}t≤0 is uniformly stable.

Lemma 3.1 Let us fix α, β, γ, ρ, µ and the finite interval E = (a, b). Assume that there exists a

weak solution to equation

ρVtt − αVxx + γβPxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ), (3.1)
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µPtt − βPxx + γβVxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L)× (0, T ), (3.2)

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

E1(t) =

∫

E

(
ρ|Vt|2 + α1|Vx|2 + µ|Pt|2 + β|γVx − Px|2

)
dx, t ≥ 0,

I(x, t) = ρ|Vt(x, t)|2 + α1|Vx(x, t)|2 + µ|Pt(x, t)|2 + β|(γVx − Px)(x, t)|2, a ≥ x ≥ b, t ≥ 0,

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

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
(q(b)I(b, t) − q(a)I(a, t)) dt−

∫ T

0
mE1(t)dt

∣∣∣∣ ≤M (E1(T ) + E1(0)) .

Proof. Multiplying (3.1) by q(x)V x, and integrating over E, we have

∫ b

a

ρVttq(x)V xdx− α1

2

∫ b

a

q(x)
d

dx
|Vx|2dx−

∫ b

a

γβq(x)(γVxx − Pxx)V xdx = 0. (3.3)

Multiplying (3.2) by q(x)P x, and integrating over E, we get

∫ b

a

µPttq(x)P xdx−
∫ b

a

βq(x)(γVxx − Pxx)(−P x)dx = 0. (3.4)

Adding (2.5) and (3.4), we obtain

∫ b

a

(
ρVttq(x)V x + µPttq(x)P x

)
dx− α1

2

∫ b

a

q(x)
d

dx
|Vx|2dx− β

2

∫ b

a

q(x)
d

dx
|γVx − Px|2dx = 0.

Integrating by parts over E, and using the fact of q′(x) = m, we can show

∫ b

a

(
ρVttq(x)V x + µPttq(x)P x

)
dx− 1

2

[
α1q(x)|VX |2 + βq(x)|γVx − Px|2

]
|ba

=
1

2

∫ b

a

α1m|Vx|2 + βm|γVx − Px|2dx.
(3.5)

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

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
(q(b)I(b, t) − q(a)I(a, t)) dt−

∫ T

0
mE1(t)dt

∣∣∣∣ = 2

∣∣∣∣Re
∫

E

q(x)
[
ρVtV + µPtP x

]
|T0 dx

∣∣∣∣ .

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

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
(q(b)I(b, t) − q(a)I(a, t)) dt−

∫ T

0
mE1(t)dt

∣∣∣∣

≤ 2‖q‖∞
∣∣∣∣Re

∫

E

[
ρVtV + µPtP x

]
|T0 dx

∣∣∣∣

≤ 2‖q‖∞
∫ b

a

[
ρ2|Vt|2 + |Vx|2 + µ2|Pt|2 + |Px|2

]
|T0 dx

≤ 2‖q‖∞
∫ b

a

[
ρ2|Vt|2 + (1 + 2γ2)|Vx|2 + µ2|Pt|2 + 2|Px|2

]
|T0 dx
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≤M(E1(T ) + E1(0)),

where M = 2‖q‖∞ max{ρ, (1 + 2γ2)/α1, µ, 2/β}. The conclusion follows immediately. �

Then we consider the undamped piezoelectric beams with tip body

ρṼtt − α̃Vxx + γβP̃xx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ), (3.6)

µP̃tt − βP̃xx + γβṼxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L)× (0, T ), (3.7)

with x ∈ (0, L), t ≤ 0 and boundary conditions

Ṽ (0, t) = αṼx(L, t)− γβP̃x(L, t) +m1ũt(t) = 0, t ∈ (0,+∞),

P̃ (0, t) = βP̃x(L, t)− γβṼx(L, t) +m2η̃t(t) = 0, t ∈ (0,+∞),
(3.8)

with the same initial condition as in (2.7)
(
Ṽ (x, 0), Ṽt(x, 0), P̃ (x, 0), P̃t(x, 0), ũ(0), η̃(0)

)
= (V0, V1, P0, P1, u0, η0) , x ∈ (0, L). (3.9)

Rewrite system (3.6)-(3.9) as the Cauchy problem




d

dt
Ũ(t) = A0Ũ(t)

Ũ(0) = U0

(3.10)

where Ũ = (Ṽ , Φ̃, P̃ , Θ̃, ũ, η̃), U0 = (V0, V1, P0, P1, u0, η0)
T and the operator A0 : D(A0) ⊂ H → H

is given by

A0 =




0 I 0 0 0 0
α
ρ
∂xx 0 −γβ

ρ
∂xx 0 0 0

0 0 0 I 0 0

−γβ
µ
∂xx 0 β

µ
∂xx 0 0 0

− α
m1
ς 0 γβ

m1
ς 0 0 0

γβ
m2
ς 0 − β

m2
ς 0 0 0




,

with ς ◦ ϕ = ϕx(L), D(A0) = D(A). And the inner product of H is given by

Re〈A0Ũ , Ũ〉H = 0, ∀Ũ ∈ D(A0). (3.11)

Next, we will use the the classical semigroups theory to prove the well-posedness of system

(3.10).

Theorem 3.3 Let U0 ∈ D(A0), there exists a unique solution Ũ(t) = SA0
(t)Ũ0 of (3.10) such

that

Ũ ∈ C ([0,∞);D(A0)) ∩ C1 ([0,∞);H) .

Proof. From (3.10), the operator A0 is skew-hermitian, conservative, closed and densely definite

on D(A0). Indeed, by using the method similar to Lemma 2.2, we can straightforwardly prove that

0 ∈ ρ(A0). Thanks to the Lions theorem, we conclude that the operator A0 is the infinitesimal

generator of C0-semigroup of contractions {eA0}t≤0. Then, the conclusion follows immediately.

�
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Remark 3.1 From (3.11) and Theorem 3.3, we straightforward see that {eA0t}t≤0 is a C0-group

unitary by Stone theorem. And the C0-group unitary {eA0t}t≤0 has essential spectrum radius 1.

The detailed proof content can be found in reference [10,37].

Lemma 3.2 The set {eAt − eA0t}t≤0 form a C0-semigroup of compact operators.

Proof. For any bounded Un
0 = (V n

0 , V
n
1 , P

n
0 , P

n
1 , u

n
0 , η

n
0 ) ∈ H, by using theorem 2.1, we have that

Un = eAtUn
0 = (V n, V n

t , P
n, Pn

t , u
n, ηn) ∈ H

are bounded solutions of (2.3)-(2.7), and thanks to theorem 3.3, we have that

Ũn = eA0tŨn
0 =

(
Ṽ n, Ṽt

n
, P̃n, P̃t

n
, ũn, η̃n

)
∈ H

are bounded solutions of (3.6)-(3.9). Indeed, we define

V̂ n
x = V n

x − Ṽ n
x , P̂n

x = Pn
x − P̃n

x , V̂ n
t = V n

t − Ṽ n
t , P̂n

t = Pn
t − P̃n

t ,

ûn = un − ũn, η̂n = ηn − η̃n

satisfy the system

ρV̂ n
tt − αV̂ n

xx + γβP̂n
xx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ), (3.12)

µP̂n
tt − βP̂n

xx + γβV̂ n
xx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ), (3.13)

with the boundary conditions

V̂ n(0, t) = P̂n(0, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ),

αV̂ n
x (L, t)− γβP̂n

x (L, t) + ξ1u
n(t) +m1û

n
t (t) = 0, t ∈ (0,+∞),

βP̂n
x (L, t)− γβV̂ n

x (L, t) + ξ2η
n(t) +m2η̂

n
t (t) = 0, t ∈ (0,+∞),

(3.14)

and the initial conditions

(
V̂ n(x, 0), V̂ n

t (x, 0), P̂n(x, 0), P̂n
t (x, 0), û(0), η̂(0)

)
= (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0) , x ∈ (0, L). (3.15)

Then we can show that

∥∥(eAt − eA0t
)
Un
0

∥∥
H
=

∫ L

0

(
ρ|V̂t|2 + α1|V̂x|2 + µ|P̂t|2 + β|γV̂x − P̂x|2

)
dx+

m1

2
|û|2 + m2

2
|η̂|2,

and the energy associated with problem (3.12)-(3.15) can be defined by

Ên(t) =
1

2

∥∥∥(V̂ , V̂t, P̂ , P̂t, û, η̂)
∥∥∥
2

H
.

Multiplying (3.12), (3.13) by V̂ n
t , P̂n

t respectively, integrating by parts over (0, L), and using

the boundary conditions (3.14), we can obtain

d

dt

[ ∫ L

0

(
ρ|V̂t|2 + α1|V̂x|2 + µ|P̂t|2 + β|γV̂x − P̂x|2

)
dx+

m1

2
|û|2 + m2

2
|η̂|2

]
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= −2ξ1Reu
n(t)ûn(t)− 2ξ2Reη

n(t)η̂n(t).

Integrating the above equation over [0, T ] and use the initial conditions (3.15), we have

∫ L

0

(
ρ|V̂t|2 + α1|V̂x|2 + µ|P̂t|2 + β|γV̂x − P̂x|2

)
dx+

m1

2
|û|2 + m2

2
|η̂|2

= −2ξ1Re

∫ T

0
un(t)ûn(t)dt− 2ξ2Re

∫ T

0
ηn(t)η̂n(t)dt.

Since the operator A is dissipative and A0 is conservative, we know that energy Ên(t) is non-

increasing. From (2.9), energy E(T ) is also non-increasing. That is, Ên(t) ≤ Ên(0), E(t) ≤
E(0),∀t ≥ 0.

Let b = L, a = 0 and q(x) = x/L in Lemma 2.2, we have

∫ L

0

(
ρ|Vt(L, t)|2 + α1|Vx(L, t)|2 + µ|tPt(L, t)|2 + β|(γVx − Px)(L, t)|2

)
dx ≤

(
T

L
+ 2M

)
E1(0),

and

∫ L

0

(
ρ|V̂t(L, t)|2 + α1|V̂x(L, t)|2 + µ|P̂t(L, t)|2 + β|(γV̂x − P̂x)(L, t)|2

)
dx ≤

(
T

L
+ 2M

)
E1(0).

It implies that V n
x (L, t), Pn

x (L, t), V̂
n
x (L, t), P̂n

x (L, t), u
n(t), ηn(t), ûn(t), η̂n(t) are bounded in

L2(0, T ). Meanwhile, using the boundary conditions (2.5), (2.6) and (3.14), we obtain that

unt (t), η
n
t (t) , û

n
t (t), η̂

n
t (t) are also bounded in L2(0, T ). We conclude that un(t), ηn(t), ûn(t), η̂n(t)

are bounded in H1(0, L). Thanks to the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem, we obtain that there exist

strongly convergent subsequences unk(t), ηnk(t), ûnk(t), η̂nk(t) in L2(0, L). Then, by using Young’s

inequality, we have

∥∥(eAt − eA0t
)
Un
0

∥∥
H
≤ξ1

(∫ T

0

∣∣∣unk(t)
∣∣∣
2
dt+

∫ T

0

∣∣∣ûnk(t)
∣∣∣
2
dt

)

+ ξ2

(∫ T

0

∣∣∣ηnk(t)
∣∣∣
2
dt+

∫ T

0

∣∣∣η̂nk(t)
∣∣∣
2
dt

)

→ K, k → ∞,

where K is a finite positive constant. �

Theorem 3.4 The C0 semigroup {eAt}t≤0 is not uniformly stable.

Proof. We have know re(e
A0t) = 1, and the difference {eAt− eA0t} is a compact operator. Then,

thanks to Theorem 3.2, we obtain

re(e
At) = re(e

A0t) = 1.

Using the relationship between re(e
At) and ωe(A), we obtain

ωe(A) = 0.

11



On the other hand, since the operator A is dissipative, we have s(A) ≤ 0. By using Lemma 3.1,

we get

ω0(S(t)) = max{ωess(S(t)), s(A)} = 0.

From the definition of the growth bound in [10], we have that {eAt}t≤0 is uniformly exponentially

stable if and only if ω0 < 0. So we have {eAt}t≤0 is not uniformly exponentially stable. And it is

known that {eAt}t≤0 is a C0-semigroup, which means that it must also be a strongly continuous

semigroup. By using Proposition 3.1, we conclude that {eAt}t≤0 is not uniformly stable. �

4 Polynomial stability

In the previous section, we have shown that the piezoelectric beam system (2.3)-(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 ( [5]) Assume that S(t)t≥0 be a bounded C0− semigroup on Hilbert space H. Let A
be the infinitesimal generator of S(t)t≥0 such that iR ⊂ ρ(A). Then, for any k > 0, the following

conditions are equivalent:

(1)
∥∥∥(iλI −A)−1

∥∥∥
L(H)

= o
(
|λ|K

)
, λ→ ∞;

(2)
∥∥S(t)A−1

∥∥
L(H)

= o
(
t−

1

k

)
, t→ ∞.

The spectral equation is given by

iλU −AU = F. (4.1)

Rewriting (4.1) in term of its components, we have





iλV − Φ = F1 in H1
∗ (0, L),

iλρΦ− αVxx + γβPxx = ρF2, in L2(0, L),

iλP −Θ = F3 in H1
∗ (0, L),

iλµΘ− βPxx + γβVxx = µF4, in L2(0, L),

iλm1u+ αVx(L)− γβPx(L) + ξ1u = m1F5,

iλm2η + βPx(L)− γβVx(L) + ξ2η = m2F6,

(4.2)

where λ ∈ R , F = (F1, F2, F3, F4, F5, F6) ∈ H and

Φ(L) = u, Θ(L) = η. (4.3)

From (2.11) and (4.3), we have

ξ1|u|2 + ξ2|η|2 = ξ1|Φ(L)|2 + ξ2|Θ(L)|2 ≤ C‖U‖H‖F‖H. (4.4)

12



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

IV = ρq(L)|Φ(L)|2 + α1q(L)|Vx(L, t)|2;
IP = µq(L)|Θ(L)|2 + βq(L)|(γVx − Px)(L, t)|2;

N 2 =

∫ L

0
ρ|Φ|2dx+

∫ L

0
µ|Θ|2dx+

∫ L

0
α1|Vx|2dx+

∫ L

0
β|γVx − Px|2dx.

Lemma 4.1 Let us consider F = (f1, f2, f3, f4, f5, f6) ∈ H, λ ∈ R, and U = (V,Φ, P,Θ, u, η) ∈
D(A) such that (iλU −AU) = F . For q ∈ C2([0, L]), q(0) = 0, we have

IV + IP −
∫ L

0
ρqx|Φ|2dx−

∫ L

0
µqx|Θ|2dx−

∫ L

0
α1qx|Vx|2dx−

∫ L

0
βqx|γVx − Px|2dx

=−R1 −R2,

where

R1 = Re

∫ L

0

(
2µqf4P x + 2µqf3,xΘ

)
dx

R2 = Re

∫ L

0

(
2ρqf2V x − 2ρqΦf1,x

)
dx.

Proof. Multiplying (4.2)2 by qV x and integrating on [0, L], we get

∫ L

0

(
−iλρΦqV x + αqVxxV x − γβqPxxV x

)
dx = −

∫ L

0
ρqf2V xdx. (4.5)

Using (4.2)1, we obtain

∫ L

0
−iλρΦqV xdx =

∫ L

0
(iλVx)ρqΦdx =

∫ L

0
ρqΦ(Φx + f1,x)dx. (4.6)

Multiplying (4.2)4 by qP x and integrating on [0, L], we have

∫ L

0

(
−iλρΘqP x + βqPxxP x − γβqVxxP x

)
dx = −

∫ L

0
µqf4P xdx. (4.7)

Using (4.2)3, we obtain

∫ L

0
−iλρΘqPxdx =

∫ L

0
(iλPx)µqΘdx =

∫ L

0
µqΘ(Θx + f3,x)dx. (4.8)

By combining (4.5) with (4.7), and employing (4.6) and (4.8) into it, we conclude that

∫ L

0
ρq

d

dx
|Φ|2dx+

∫ L

0
α1q

d

dx
|Vx|2dx+

∫ L

0
µq

d

dx
|Θ|2dx+

∫ L

0
βq

d

dx
|γVx − Px|2dx

=Re

∫ L

0

(
−2µqf4P x − 2µqf3,xΘ− 2ρqf2V x − 2ρqΦf1,x

)
dx. (4.9)

Then, integrating by part, we obtain that the relation in Lemma 4.1 is correct. �
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Lemma 4.2 Let N , IV , IP be functionals defined above, then they satisfy

N 2 ≤ C
(
IV + IP + ‖F‖2H

)
, (4.10)

where C is a constant.

Proof. Let q(x) = x, x ∈ [0, L]. From the result of Lemma (4.1), we have

N 2 = L (IV + IP )−R1 −R2. (4.11)

Since the definition of R1, R2, we conclude that

|R1| ≤ CN‖F‖H, |R2| ≤ CN‖F‖H. (4.12)

Thanks to the estimate (4.12) and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, it is straightforward to verify that

the relation (4.10) is valid. �

Theorem 4.2 iR ∈ ρ(A), and ρ(A) is the resolvent set of the operator A.

Proof. Since the fact of 0 ∈ ρ(A) which we have proved in Section 2, we have that the set

M = {β > 0 : (−iβ, iβ) ⊂ ρ(A)} 6= ∅.

If sup
β>0

M = ∞, there is nothing to prove. Next, we will consider supM <∞ by using reduction to

absurdity. Assume that there exists λ > 0 such that supM = λ <∞. Clearly λ /∈ M. Therefore,

there exist λn ∈ M and Fn ∈ H with ‖F n‖ = 1 such that

∥∥(iλnI −A)−1Fn

∥∥
H
→ ∞.

Let us define Un = (iλnI − A)−1Fn. Then we have that iλnUn − AUn = Fn. Denoting Un =
Un

‖(iλn−A)−1Fn‖H
. Clearly, Un satisfies

iλnUn −AUn = Fn,

where Fn == Fn

‖(iλn−A)−1Fn‖H
. Since ‖F n‖ = 1 and ‖(iλI − A)−1Fn‖H → ∞, we have Fn → 0.

Taking inner product with Un on H, we obtain

iλn‖Un‖2 − 〈AUn, Un〉H = 〈Fn, Un〉H.

By taking the real part and the fact of Fn → 0, we have that

−Re〈AUn, Un〉H = Re〈Fn, Un〉H → 0,

which implies that

ξ1 |un(t)|2 + ξ2 |ηn(t)|2 → 0.
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Thanks to (2.1), we obtain Φn(L),Θn(L) → 0. Using (2.5) (2.6) and the fact of un(t), ηn(t) → 0,

we have Vx,n(L, t), Px,n(L, t) → 0 which implies that IV + IP → 0. By using Lemma 4.2 and the

fact of Fn, un(t), ηn(t) → 0, we conclude that Un → 0.

This relation contracts with ‖Un‖ = 1. Therefore, by using reduction to absurdity, we have

proved the theorem. �

Next, by recalling the fact of Borichev and Tomilov theorem and Lemma 4.2, we prove our

result of polynomial stability.

Theorem 4.3 The piezoelectric system (2.3)-(2.7) with tip body decays polynomially as

‖U(t)‖H ≤ C√
t
‖U0‖D(A).

Proof. Thanks to (4.2)1, (4.2)3 and (4.11), we arrive at

IV + IP ≤ C(1 + |λ|2)‖U‖H‖F‖H + C‖F‖2H,

and by using (4.10), we can obtain

N 2 ≤ C(1 + |λ|2)‖U‖H‖F‖H + C‖F‖2H.

Then, from relations (4.10) together with the definition of norm in H, we get

‖U‖H ≤ C|λ|2‖F‖H

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

4.1. �

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China [grant number

11771216], the Key Research and Development Program of Jiangsu Province (Social Development)

[grant number BE2019725] and the Qing Lan Project of Jiangsu Province.

Declarations

Conflict of interest

The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

References

[1] M. Akil, Y. Chitouret, M. Ghader and A. Wehbe, Stability and exact controllability of a

Timoshenko system with only one fractional damping on the boundary, Asymptot. Anal.

119 (2020), no. 3-4, 221–280.

15



[2] M. S. Alves and R. N. Monteiro, Stabilization for partially dissipative laminated beams with

non-constant coefficients, Z. Angew. Math. Phys. 71 (2020), no. 5, Paper No. 165, 15 pp.

[3] H. T. Banks, R. C. Smith and Y. Wang, Smart material structures-Modeling, estimation and

control, Chichester, United Kingdom and New York/Paris: John Wiley Sons/Masson, 1996.

[4] F. Belhannache and S. A. Messaoudi, On the General Stability of a Viscoelastic Wave Equa-

tion with an Integral Condition, Acta Math. Appl. Sin. Engl. Ser. 36 (2020), no. 4, 857–869.

[5] A. Borichev and Y. Tomilov, Optimal polynomial decay of functions and operator semigroups,

Math. Ann. 347 (2010), no. 2, 455–478.

[6] C. L. Cardozo, M. A. Jorge Silva, T. F. Ma and J. E. Muñoz Rivera, Stability of Timoshenko
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