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Abstract

In this paper, we first consider the well-posedness and asymptotic behavior of a one-
dimensional piezoelectric beam system with control boundary conditions of fractional deriva-
tive type, which represent magnetic effects on the system. By introducing two new equations
to deal with control boundary conditions of fractional derivative type, we obtain a new equiv-
alent system. With the help of Lumer-Philips theorem, we also show the well-posedness of the
system. We then prove the lack of exponential stability by a spectral analysis, and obtain the
polynomial stability of the system by using a result of Borichev and Tomilov (Math. Ann. 347
(2010), 455–478). To find a more stable system, we then consider the stability of the above
system with additional thermal effects described by Fourier’s law, and achieve the exponential
stability for the new model by using the perturbed functional method.
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1 Introduction

Piezoelectric materials have the inherent characteristic of piezoelectricity. Piezoelectric materi-

als with asymmetric crystal structure can generate electric energy when they are mechanically

compressed, resulting in piezoelectric effect. In recent years, piezoelectric materials have been

used in the design of intelligent devices [11,12,15,19]. There are two types of piezoelectric effect.

The first is called direct piezoelectric effect, which is characterized by the internal generation of

electric charge, by applying mechanical force [21, 29]. In the second case, it is called the inverse

piezoelectric effect, the internal mechanical stress comes from the excitation generated by the ex-

ternal electric field. Since the above two effects are caused by the asymmetry of crystal structure,

direct piezoelectric effect and reverse piezoelectric effect have the same working principle [18].

That is, piezoelectric materials can convert mechanical motion and electric field. As we all know,

machinery, electricity and magnetism can transform and influence each other. When piezoelectric

materials are integrated into the components of electronic circuits, the piezoelectric materials

driven by voltage, current or charge to the electrodes will produce mechanical motion and mag-

netic field affecting the stability of the system. Therefore, it is necessary to describe the influence

∗Corresponding author Email address: wjliu@nuist.edu.cn (W. J. Liu).
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of the interaction of these three effects (mechanical, electrical and magnetic) on the stability of

piezoelectric system [4,13,36]. The equation of piezoelectric beam with magnetic effects is based

on the mechanical behavior of beam by Mindlin-Timoshenko theory [4,13] and the description of

electromagnetic coupling by Maxwell equation.

The first work to consider the three effects (mechanical, electrical and magnetic) is due to

Morris and Özer [30, 31]. They studied a piezoelectric system with only one boundary control,

showed by
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 ρ, α, β, γ, µ denote the mass density per unit volume, the elastic stiffness, the beam

coefficient of impermeability, the piezoelectric coefficient and the magnetic permeability, respec-

tively; And v(x, t), p(x, t) and V (t) = pt(L,t)
h represent the transverse displacement of the beam

and the total load of the electric displacement along the transverse direction at each point x and

the prescribed voltage on the beam electrodes respectively. Let α1 > 0 be the elastic stiffness

of the model derived from the electrostatic and quasi-static methods of Euler Bernoulli small

displacement (see [31]), and α, β and γ satisfies α = α1 + γ2β. The authors showed that sys-

tem (1.1)-(1.2) was not exponentially stable. At the same time, they also obtained an exact

observability inequality on the boundary.

In [35], Ramos et al. studied the system of piezoelectric beams with magnetic effects, showed

by
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. The authors first divided the original

system into a conservative system and an auxiliary system. And they proved the observability

inequality of conservative system on the boundary by using multiplier method. Then, the ex-

ponential stability of system (1.3)-(1.4) was provided by demonstrating the equivalence between

observability inequality of conservative system and exponential stability of original system.

Recently, some researchers have studied Timoshenko system or hybrid system with control

boundary conditions of fractional derivative type, see [6, 7, 26, 27, 32]. The fractional derivative

in time direction can be regarded as the dissipation term of the system and make the solution

converge to the equilibrium state, see [9]. Therefore, when being applied to the boundary, it can
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be regard as a controller that helps suppress unwanted vibrations. Since control of fractional

order type can lead to a more robust control performance and more adequate modeling, it plays

an important role in practical application. At present, it has been widely used in bioengineering,

circuit, signal processing, chemical process, control system and viscoelasticity [34]. For example,

in viscoelastic system, because the properties of viscoelastic materials include the properties of

both elastic solids and viscous fluids, the stress at each point and at each moment in the motion

of viscoelastic objects depends not only on the current value of strain, but also on the whole

temporal prehistory of motion from 0 to time t. In this paper, fractional dissipation describes a

magnetic effect controller, which aims to provide boundary dissipation to stabilize the system.

Since fractional calculus was first proposed in 1969, many authors have given a variety of

definitions. In this paper, we consider the exponential Caputo’s fractional derivative ∂a,η
t of order

a ∈ (0, 1) with respect to time variable t defined by

∂a,η
t f(t) =

1

Γ(1− a)

∫ t

0
e−η(t−τ)(t− τ)−a d

dτ
f(τ)dτ,

with f ∈ L1(I) and t > 0. The fractional differentiation Ia,η is inverse operation of fractional

integration defined by

Ia,ηf(t) =
1

Γ(a)

∫ t

0
e−η(t−τ)(t− τ)a−1f(τ)dτ,

with f ∈ W 1,1(I) and t > 0, and we know that ∂a,η
t f(t) = I1−a,ηf ′(t).

In the first part of this paper, we consider the asymptotic behavior of the piezoelectric system

without considering temperature. The system is showed by

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

µPtt − βPxx + γβVxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ),
(1.5)

with the double boundary conditions

V (0, t) = P (0, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ),

αVx(L, t)− γβPx(L, t) = −l1∂
a,η
t V (L, t), t ∈ (0, T ),

βPx(L, t)− γβVx(L, t) = −l2∂
a,η
t P (L, t), t ∈ (0, T ),

(1.6)

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). (1.7)

where V (x, t), P (x, t) represent the transverse displacement of the beam and the total load of the

electric displacement along the transverse direction at each point x respectively, l1, l2 > 0 are

positive constants feedback gains, η > 0, a ∈ (0, 1) are constants. We shall study the polynomial

stability of this piezoelectric beam system with magnetic effects of fractional derivative type.

In the above problem, we find that the piezoelectric beam system with control boundary

conditions of fractional derivative type is not exponentially stable. In order to find a more stable
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system, we then consider the stability of the system (1.5)-(1.7) with thermal effects described by

Fourier’s law. That is, when the model is subject to the temperature variation, we consider the

thermal effect acting on the transverse displacement equation of the beam, and propose a new

piezoelectric beam system given by

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

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

cθx − kθxx + δVxt = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L)× (0, T ),

(1.8)

with the double boundary conditions

V (0, t) = P (0, t) = θx(0, t) = θ(L, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ),

αVx(L, t)− γβPx(L, t) = −l1∂
a,η
t V (L, t), t ∈ (0, T ),

βPx(L, t)− γβVx(L, t) = −l2∂
a,η
t P (L, t), t ∈ (0, T ),

(1.9)

and the initial conditions

(V (x, 0), Vt(x, 0), P (x, 0), Pt(x, 0), θ(x, 0)) = (V0(x), V1(x), P0(x), P1(x), θ0(x)) , x ∈ (0, L),
(1.10)

where θ(x, t) is the temperature (difference to a fixed constant reference temperature), κ is the

thermal conductivity, c is the specific heat and δ is the product of the thermal expansion and

elastic moduli.

The difficulty of these two problems lies in the treatment of boundary fractional damping.

To solve this problem, we will first introduce two new functions to transform the system into an

equivalent augmented system. Then we will analyze the well-posedness of the system by using the

Lumer-Philips theorem. To deal with the stability analysis, we divide system (1.5)-(1.7) into a

conservative system and a zero initial value system. Then, the polynomial stability of the system

will be given by using a result of Borichev and Tomilov. Many scholars have used different methods

to analyze the polynomial stability of some other systems, see [1, 3, 5, 10, 16, 20, 22, 24, 25, 27, 33].

Finally, for the asymptotic behavior analysis part of system (1.8)-(1.10), we obtain the exponential

stability of the system by using perturbed functional method.

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

of system (1.5)-(1.7). In Section 3, we will show the lack of exponential stability. Next, we will

obtain the polynomial stability of system (1.5)-(1.7) in Section 4. In Section 5, we will consider the

well-posedness of system (1.8)-(1.10). Finally, we will show that system (1.8)-(1.10) is exponential

stability in Section 6.

2 Well-posedness for piezoelectric beams without thermal effects

In this section, by using a semigroup approach, we establish well-posedness result for the piezoelec-

tric beam (1.5) with control boundary conditions (1.6). First, in order to transform the boundary

conditions of fractional derivative type, we introduce two new functions φ1, φ2 which can plant

model (1.5)-(1.7) into an augmented system. Therefore, we need the following theorem.
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Theorem 2.1 ( [28]) Let µ be the function

µ(ξ) = |ξ|(2a−1)/2, −∞ < ξ < +∞, 0 < a < 1.

Then the relation between the “input” Ui, i = 1, 2 and the “output” Oi, i = 1, 2 of system

∂tφi(ξ, t) +
(
ξ2 + η

)
φi(ξ, t)− Ui(t)µ(ξ) = 0, −∞ < ξ < +∞, η ≥ 0, t > 0,

φi(ξ, 0) = 0, −∞ < ξ < +∞,

Oi(t) =
sin(aπ)

π

∫ +∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φi(ξ, t)dξ,

is given by

Oi(t) = I1−a,ηUi(t).

Then, taking U1(t) = Vt(L, t) and U2(t) = Pt(L, t), using Theorem 2.1 and the fact that

∂a,η
t f(t) = I1−a,ηf ′(t), we can obtain

∂a,η
t V (L, t) = I1−a,ηVt(L, t) = I1−a,ηU1 = O1(t) =

sin(aπ)

π

∫ +∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φ1(ξ, t)dξ, (2.1)

and

∂a,η
t P (L, t) = I1−a,ηPt(L, t) = I1−a,ηU2 = O2(t) =

sin(aπ)

π

∫ +∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φ2(ξ, t)dξ. (2.2)

In [28], there exists a detailed proof about Theorem 2.1. The following lemmas are the

conclusions that we will use in the flow-up process of our proof.

Lemma 2.1 ( [28]) If λ ∈ E, where E = {λ ∈ C : Reλ+ η > 0} ∪ {λ ∈ C : Imλ 6= 0}. Then

∫ +∞

−∞

µ2(ξ)

ξ2 + η + |λ|dξ =
π

sin(aπ)
(η + |λ|)a−1.

Lemma 2.2 ( [2]) Let 0 < a < 1, η > 0, and λ > 0, then





∫ +∞

−∞

|ξ|a+ 1

2

(λ+ ξ2 + η)2
dξ = c1(λ+ η)

a
2
− 5

4 ,

(∫ +∞

−∞

1

(λ+ ξ2 + η)2
dξ

) 1

2

=

√
π

2

1

(λ+ η)
3

4

,

(∫ +∞

−∞

ξ2

(λ+ ξ2 + η)4
dξ

) 1

2

=

√
π

4

1

(λ+ η)
5

4

where c1 is a positive constant number independent of λ.

Using equalities (2.1) and (2.2), system (1.5)-(1.7) can be rewritten as the augmented model

ρVtt − αVxx + γβPxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ), (2.3)
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∂tφ1(ξ, t) +
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ1(ξ, t)− Vt(L, t)µ(ξ) = 0, (ξ, t) ∈ (−∞,+∞)× (0,+∞), (2.4)

µPtt − βPxx + γβVxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ), (2.5)

∂tφ2(ξ, t) +
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ2(ξ, t)− Pt(L, t)µ(ξ) = 0, (ξ, t) ∈ (−∞,+∞)× (0,+∞), (2.6)

with the boundary conditions

V (0, t) = P (0, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ), (2.7)

αVx(L, t)− γβPx(L, t) = −l1
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φ1(ξ, t)dξ, t ∈ (0, T ), (2.8)

βPx(L, t)− γβVx(L, t) = −l2
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φ2(ξ, t)dξ, t ∈ (0, T ) (2.9)

and the initial conditions

(V (x, 0), Vt(x, 0), φ1(0), P (x, 0), Pt(x, 0), φ2(0)) = (V0, V1, φ01, P0, P1, φ02) x ∈ (0, L). (2.10)

The energy of system (2.3)-(2.10) is given by

E(t) =
1

2

∫ L

0

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

]
dx+

sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ.

(2.11)

Multiplying (2.3), (2.5) by Vt, Pt respectively, integrating on (0, L), and multiplying (2.4), (2.6)

by l1
sin(aπ)

π φ1, l2
sin(aπ)

π φ2 respectively, integrating on R, we can get

d

dt
E(t) = −sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ. (2.12)

Let the space H be

H := H1
∗ (0, L)× L2(0, L)× L2(−∞,+∞)×H1

∗ (0, L) × L2(0, L) × L2(−∞,+∞),

where H1
∗ (0, L) =

{
f ∈ H1(0, L) : f(0) = 0

}
. And the inner product in the space H is defined by

〈U1, U2〉H =

∫ L

0

[
ρf1f2 + µg1g2 + α1V1,xV 2,x + β(γV1,x − P1,x)(γV2,x − P2,x)

]
dx

+
sin(aπ)

π

∫ +∞

−∞

(
l1φ1,1φ1,2 + l2φ2,1φ2,2

)
dx,

where Ui = (Vi, fi, φ1,i, Pi, gi, φ2,i) ∈ H, i = 1, 2. Let the vector function U = (V, f, φ1, P, g, φ2)
T ,

then system (2.3)-(2.10) can be equivalent to an abstract development equation, which is
{
Ut = AU

U(0) = U0

(2.13)

where U0 = (V0, V1, φ1,0, P0, P1, φ2,0)
T and the operator A : D(A) ⊂ H → H is showed by

A




V
f
φ1

P
g
φ2



=




f
α
ρVxx − γβ

ρ Pxx

−
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ1(ξ, t) + f(L, t)µ(ξ)

g

−γβ
µ Vxx +

β
µPxx

−
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ2(ξ, t) + g(L, t)µ(ξ)




,
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where the domain of the operator A is given by

D(A) :=

{
U ∈ H;V, P ∈ H2(0, L) ∩H1

∗ (0, L), f, g ∈ H1
∗ (0, L), |ξ|φ1, |ξ|φ2 ∈ L2(−∞,+∞),

−
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ1(ξ, t) + f(L, t)µ(ξ),−

(
ξ2 + η

)
φ2(ξ, t) + g(L, t)µ(ξ) ∈ L2(−∞,+∞)

}
.

with U = (V, f, φ1, P, g, φ2).

For showing that the operator A generates a C0−semigroup {SA(t)}t≥0 of contractions on the

space H, we first give a lemma to show A is dissipative.

Lemma 2.3 The operator A is dissipative and satisfies that for any U ∈ D(A),

Re〈AU,U〉H = −sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ ≤ 0. (2.14)

Proof. For any U ∈ D(A), with the help of the inner product in H, we obtain that the lemma is

correct. �

Theorem 2.2 Let U0 ∈ D(A), there exists a unique solution U(t) = SA(t)U0 of (2.13) such that

U ∈ C ([0,∞);D(A)) ∩ C1 ([0,∞);H) .

Proof. It relies on the Lumer-Phillips theorem, which ensures that the operator A is the in-

finitesimal generator of a C0−semigroup {SA(t)}t≥0. From (2.14), we have shown that the

operator A is dissipative, closed and dense. So we need to prove that 0 ∈ ρ(A). For any

F = (F1, F2, F3, F4, F5, F6) ∈ H, we will prove there exists a U = (V, f, φ1, P, g, φ2) such that

−AU = F.

Equivalently, we need to consider the existence of unique solution of the system

−f = F1, (2.15)

−αVxx + γβPxx = ρF2, (2.16)
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ1(ξ, t)− f(L)µ(ξ) = F3, (2.17)

−g = F4, (2.18)

−βPxx + γβVxx = µF5, (2.19)
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ2(ξ, t)− g(L)µ(ξ) = F6. (2.20)

Thanks to (2.15) and (2.17), it follows that f, g ∈ H1
∗ (0, L) and

f = −F1, g = −F4. (2.21)

Then combining (2.17) with (2.20) and (2.21), we have that

φ1 =
−F1(L)µ(ξ) + F3

ξ2 + η
, φ2 =

−F4(L)µ(ξ) + F6

ξ2 + η
. (2.22)
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From Lemma 2.1, we conclude that φi ∈ L2(R). Then, we need to prove the existence and

uniqueness of solution for system





αVxx − γβPxx = −ρF2,

βPxx − γβVxx = −µF5,

αVx(L, t)− γβPx(L, t) = −l1
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)

−F1(L)µ(ξ) + F3(ξ)

ξ2 + η
dξ,

βPx(L, t)− γβVx(L, t) = −l2
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)

−F4(L)µ(ξ) + F6(ξ)

ξ2 + η
dξ.

(2.23)

By using the Lax-Milgram theorem, we know that there exists a solution (V, P ) ∈ H1
∗ (0, L) ×

H1
∗ (0, L). Combining (2.21), (2.22) and (2.23), we obtain that 0 ∈ ρ(A). Thus, the proof of the

theorem is completed. �

3 Lack of exponential stability for piezoelectric beams without

thermal effects

In this section, we use the classical method developed by Maryati et al. [14, 27] to show that

the piezoelectric beam system (2.3)-(2.10) is not exponentially stable. To do that, we need the

following theorem:

Theorem 3.1 ( [27]) Let H be a Hilbert space and H0 be a closed subspace of H. Assume that

{S(t)}t≥0 is a contraction semigroup defined on H0 and {S0(t)}t≥0 is a unitary group over H0.

If the difference {S(t)− S0(t)}t≥0 is a compact operator from H0 to H, the semigroup {S(t)}t≥0

is not exponentially stable.

In order to achieve the proof of lack of exponential stability, we introduce some functionals

J (x, t) =
1

2

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

)
,

J(t) =

∫ L

0

(
ρqVtVx + µqPt(Px − γVx) + µγqPtVx

)
dx,

where q is an appropriate function of x, and q ∈ C1[0, L].

Moreover, we will give the inequality relation between these functionals and energy functional

E(t), which is a very useful lemma for us to prove the lack of exponential stability.

Lemma 3.1 There exists a positive constant C such that

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
[q(L)J (L, τ)− q(0)J (0, τ)] dτ −

∫ t

0

∫ L

0
q′(x)J (x, τ)dxdτ

∣∣∣∣ = |J(0) − J(t)| ≤ CE(0). (3.1)

Proof. Multiplying (2.3) by qVx, we have

ρqVxVtt − αqVxVxx + γβqVxPxx = 0. (3.2)
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And it is straightforward to verify that

ρqVttVx = ρ
∂

∂t
(qVtVx)− ρqVtVxt = ρ

∂

∂t
(qVtVx)− q

∂

∂x

(ρ
2
|Vt|2

)
. (3.3)

By plugging (3.3) into (3.2), we have

ρ
∂

∂t
(qVtVx)− q

∂

∂x

(ρ
2
|Vt|2 +

α1

2
|Vx|2

)
= γβq (γVxx − Pxx)Vx. (3.4)

Multiplying (2.5) by qPx, and using similar techniques, we have

µ
∂

∂t
(qPtPx)− q

∂

∂x

(µ
2
|Pt|2

)
= −βq (γVxx − Pxx)Px. (3.5)

Adding (3.4) and (3.5), we can obtain

∂

∂t
(ρqVtVx + µqPt(Px − γVx) + µγqPtVx) = q

∂

∂x

(
ρ

2
|Vt|2 +

α1

2
|Vx|2 +

µ

2
|Pt|2 +

β

2
|γVx − Px|2

)
.

Let us integrate the above equality from 0 to L, then

d

dt
J(t)−

∫ L

0
q
∂

∂x
(J (x, t))dx = 0.

Using partial integral for the second term, we can represent the above equation as

d

dt
J(t)− [q(x)J ] |L0 +

∫ L

0
q′(x)J (x, t)dx = 0.

Integrating the above equality from 0 to t, we have

[J(τ)]|t0 −
∫ t

0
[q(x)J ] |L0 dτ +

∫ t

0

∫ L

0
q′(x)J (x, t)dxdτ = 0.

That is,

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
[q(L)J (L, τ) − q(0)J (0, τ)] dτ −

∫ t

0

∫ L

0
q′(x)J (x, τ)dxdτ

∣∣∣∣ = |J(0)− J(t)| .

We find that the terms Vx, Vt, Pt, γVx−Px in J are some terms in energy E(t). If we use Young’s

inequality for J , we can easily get that

|J(0) − J(t)| ≤ |J(0)| + |J(t)| ≤ CE(t) + CE(0),

where C is a constant that only depends on α, β, γ, ρ, L, ‖q‖∞. From (2.12), we have that the

energy E(t) is dissipative. Therefore

E(t) ≤ E(0).

The proof is completed. �

Now we consider the piezoelectric beam system without dissipation

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

9



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

with the boundary conditions

Ṽ (0, t) = P̃ (0, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ), (3.8)

αṼx(L, t)− γβP̃x(L, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ), (3.9)

βP̃x(L, t)− γβṼx(L, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ), (3.10)

with the same initial conditions as in (1.7), i.e.,

(
Ṽ (x, 0), Ṽt(x, 0), P̃ (x, 0), P̃t(x, 0)

)
= (V0(x), V1(x), P0(x), P1(x)) , x ∈ (0, L). (3.11)

Problem (3.6)-(3.11) is defined in space H0, which is a closed subspace of H,

H0 := H1
∗ (0, L) × L2(0, L) × {0} ×H1

∗ (0, L)× L2(0, L)× {0}.

The solution of system {S0(t)} with U0 = (V0, V1, 0, P0, P1, 0) ∈ H0 is given by

S0(t)U0 =
(
Ṽ , Ṽt, 0, P̃ , P̃t, 0

)
.

Note that {S0(t)} defines a unitary group in H0. That is,

‖S0(t)U0‖2 = ‖U0‖2.

Lemma 3.2 Let Ẽ(t) be the energy of system (3.6)-(3.11), then

∫ T

0

(∣∣∣Ṽt(L, t)
∣∣∣
2
+
∣∣∣P̃t(L, t)

∣∣∣
2
)
dt ≤ CT Ẽ(0),

where C is a constant.

Proof. We multiply (3.6) and (3.7) by xṼx and xP̃x, respectively, and use a similar method in

Lemma 3.1 to get

∫ T

0

(∣∣∣Ṽt(L, t)
∣∣∣
2
+
∣∣∣P̃t(L, t)

∣∣∣
2
)
dt ≤

∫ T

0
Ẽ(t)dt+ CẼ(T ) + CẼ(0),

where C is a constant, Ẽ(t) is the energy of system (3.6)-(3.11). And combining with the fact

that the energy of conservative system is always equal to the initial energy, we obtain

∫ T

0

(∣∣∣Ṽt(L, t)
∣∣∣
2
+
∣∣∣P̃t(L, t)

∣∣∣
2
)
dt ≤ CT Ẽ(0), (3.12)

where CT is a constant. �

Next, we give a lemma, which can help us to prove that the difference S(t)−S0(t) is a compact

operator.
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Lemma 3.3 ( [26]) Let R ∈ R, and the set K is defined by

K =

{
∂a,η
t f(t) : f ′ ∈ L2(0, T ),

∫ T

0
|f ′(t)|2dt ≤ R2

}
.

Then, K is a compact subset in L2(0, T ).

Theorem 3.2 The C0-semigroup {S(t)}t≥0 is not exponentially stable.

Proof. To prove the lack of exponential stability, we shall use Theorem 3.1. Therefore, we need

to show that the difference S(t)− S0(t) is a compact operator.

For any bounded sequence Un
0 = (V n

0 , V n
1 , 0, Pn

0 , P
n
1 , 0) ∈ H0, the sequence

Un = S(t)Un
0 = (V n, V n

t , φn
1 , P

n, Pn
t , φ

n
2 ) ∈ H

are bounded solutions of system (2.3)-(2.10), and the sequence

Ũn = S0(t)U
n
0 =

(
Ṽ n, Ṽ n

t , 0, P̃n, P̃n
t , 0

)
∈ H0

are bounded solutions of system (3.6)-(3.11). Then, we can obtain

(S(t)− S0(t))U
n
0 =

(
V̂ n, V̂ n

t , φn
1 , P̂

n, P̂n
t , φ

n
2

)
∈ H

where

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 ,

satisfies

ρV̂ n
tt − αV̂ n

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

∂tφ
n
1 (ξ, t) +

(
ξ2 + η

)
φn
1 (ξ, t)− V n

t (L, t)µ(ξ) = 0, (ξ, t) ∈ (−∞,+∞)× (0,+∞), (3.14)

µP̂n
tt − βP̂n

xx + γβV̂ n
xx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L)× (0, T ), (3.15)

∂tφ
n
2 (ξ, t) +

(
ξ2 + η

)
φn
2 (ξ, t)− Pn

t (L, t)µ(ξ) = 0, (ξ, t) ∈ (−∞,+∞)× (0,+∞), (3.16)

with the boundary conditions

V̂ n(0, t) = P̂n(0, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ), (3.17)

αV̂ n
x (L, t)− γβP̂n

x (L, t) = −l1∂
a,η
t V n(L, t), t ∈ (0, T ), (3.18)

βP̂n
x (L, t)− γβV̂ n

x (L, t) = −l2∂
a,η
t Pn(L, t), t ∈ (0, T ), (3.19)

and the initial conditions
(
V̂ n(x, 0), V̂ n

t (x, 0), φ1(0), P̂
n(x, 0), P̂n

t (x, 0), φ2(0)
)
= (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0) , x ∈ (0, L). (3.20)

The energy associated with system (3.13)-(3.20) is defined by

Ê(t) =
1

2

∫ L

0

[
ρ
∣∣∣V̂ n

t

∣∣∣
2
+ α1

∣∣∣V̂ n
x

∣∣∣
2
+ µ

∣∣∣P̂n
t

∣∣∣
2
+ β

∣∣∣γV̂ n
x − P̂n

x

∣∣∣
2
]
dx

11



+
sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

(
l1|φn

1 |2 + l2|φn
2 |2
)
dξ.

Multiplying (3.13), (3.15), (3.14) and (3.16) by V̂ n
t , P̂n

t , l1
sin(aπ)

π φn
1 and l2

sin(aπ)
π φn

2 , respectively,

integrating by parts over (0, L) and use the boundary conditions (3.18)-(3.19), we can obtain

d

dt
Ê(t) = −l1∂

a,η
t V n(L, t)V̂ n

t (L, t)− l2∂
a,η
t Pn(L, t)P̂n

t (L, t).

By using the fact that V̂ n
t = V n

t − Ṽ n
t , P̂n

t = Pn
t − P̃n

t and the energy associated with system

(3.13)-(3.20), we have

d

dt
Ê(t) =

d

dt
E(t) + l1∂

a,η
t V n(L, t)Ṽ n

t (L, t) + l2∂
a,η
t Pn(L, t)P̃n

t (L, t)

=− sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φn

1 |2 + l2|φn
2 |2
)
dξ

+ l1∂
a,η
t V n(L, t)Ṽ n

t (L, t) + l2∂
a,η
t Pn(L, t)P̃n

t (L, t).

(3.21)

Integrating (3.21) over [0, t] and using the initial conditions (3.20), we obtain

Ê(t) +

∫ t

0

sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξdτ

=

∫ t

0

[
l1∂

a,η
t V n(L, τ)Ṽ n

t (L, τ) + l2∂
a,η
t Pn(L, τ)P̃n

t (L, τ)
]
dτ.

(3.22)

Suppose that initial data (V n
0 , V n

1 , 0, Pn
0 , P

n
1 , 0) ∈ H0 is a bounded sequence. The solution of

system (3.13)-(3.20) is denoted by
(
V̂ n, V̂ n

t , φn
1 , P̂

n, P̂n
t , φ

n
2

)
. Since the dissipation of S(t) and

conservation of S0(t), the energy Ê(t) associated with system (3.13)-(3.20) is non-increasing and

bounded. Then, the above sequence have a subsequence converges weakly, and we still denote as
(
V̂ n, V̂ n

t , φn
1 , P̂

n, P̂n
t , φ

n
2

)
. (3.23)

Next, we will prove that the sequence (3.23) converges strongly. Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 imply that

V n
t (L, t), Pn

t (L, t),Ṽ
n
t (L, t), and P̃n

t (L, t) are bounded in L2(0, T ). Using Lemma 3.3, we conclude

that there exist strongly convergent subsequences ∂a,η
t V nk(L, t), ∂a,η

t Pnk(L, t). Therefore, the

right hand side of the equality (3.22) converges strongly, and the solution
(
V̂ nk, V̂ nk

t , φnk
1 , P̂nk, P̂nk

t , φnk
2

)

converges in norm. This implies that S(t) − S0(t) can map any bounded sequence to a strongly

convergent subsequence, which means that S(t) − S0(t) is a compact operator from H0 to H.

Thanks to Theorem 3.1, we have proved the theorem. �

4 Polynomial stability for piezoelectric beams without thermal

effects

In the case where {S(t)}t≥0 is not exponentially stable, we look for a polynomial decay rate. In

this section, we use the result of Borichev and Tomilov to show the polynomial stability of the

piezoelectric system (2.3)-(2.11).
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Theorem 4.1 ( [8]) Assume that A is the infinitesimal generator of bounded C0− semigroup

of contractions {S(t)}t≥0 on Hilbert space H. If 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 → ∞.

First, let us consider the resolvent equation

iλU −AU = F, λ ∈ R. (4.1)

Taking the real part of inner product between (4.1) and U in H, then we can obtain

Re〈−AU,U〉H = Re〈F,U〉H ≤ C‖U‖H‖F‖H, (4.2)

where F = (F1, F2, F3, F4, F5, F6). Rewrite the previous equation according to its components:

iλV − f = F1, (4.3)

iλρf − αVxx + γβPxx = ρF2, (4.4)

iλφ1 +
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ1(ξ, t)− f(L)µ(ξ) = F3, (4.5)

iλP − g = F4, (4.6)

iλµg − βPxx + γβVxx = µF5, (4.7)

iλφ2 +
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ2(ξ, t) − g(L)µ(ξ) = F6. (4.8)

For further proof, we introduce some functionals as follows.

IV = ρq(L)|f(L)|2 + α1q(L)|Vx(L, t)|2,
IP = µq(L)|g(L)|2 + βq(L)|(γVx − Px)(L, t)|2,

N 2 =

∫ L

0
ρ|f |2dx+

∫ L

0
µ|g|2dx+

∫ L

0
α1|Vx|2dx+

∫ L

0
β|γVx − Px|2dx.

Lemma 4.1 Let F = (F1, F2, F3, F4, F5, F6) ∈ H, λ ∈ R, and U = (V, f, , φ1, P, g, φ2) ∈ D(A)

satisfies iλU −AU = F . Then for q ∈ C2([0, L]), q(0) = 0, we have

IV + IP −
∫ L

0
ρqx|f |2dx−

∫ L

0
µqx|g|2dx−

∫ L

0
α1qx|Vx|2dx−

∫ L

0
βqx|γVx − Px|2dx

=−R1 −R2,

where

R1 = Re

∫ L

0

(
2µqF4P x + 2µqF 3,xg

)
dx,

R2 = Re

∫ L

0

(
2ρqF2V x + 2ρqF 1,xf

)
dx.
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Proof. Let us multiply the equation (4.4) by qV x and integrating on [0, L], we have

∫ L

0

(
−iλρfqV x + αqVxxV x − γβqPxxV x

)
dx = −

∫ L

0
ρqF2V xdx. (4.9)

Note that when we use (4.3), the first term in (4.9) can be rewritten as

∫ L

0
−iλρfqV xdx =

∫ L

0
(iλVx)ρqfdx =

∫ L

0
ρqf(fx + F1,x)dx. (4.10)

Multiplying (4.7) by qPx and integrating on [0, L], we arrive at

∫ L

0

(
−iλµgqP x + βqPxxP x − γβqVxxP x

)
dx = −

∫ L

0
µqF5P xdx. (4.11)

Here we use equality (4.6), then the first term in (4.11) can be rewritten as

∫ L

0
−iλµgqP xdx =

∫ L

0
(iλPx)µqgdx =

∫ L

0
µqg(gx + F3,x)dx. (4.12)

Substituting (4.10), (4.12) in (4.9), (4.11) respectively, then adding (4.9) and (4.11), we get

∫ L

0
ρq

d

dx
|f |2dx+

∫ L

0
α1q

d

dx
|Vx|2dx+

∫ L

0
µq

d

dx
|g|2dx+

∫ L

0
βq

d

dx
|γVx − Px|2dx

=Re

∫ L

0

(
−2µqF4P x − 2µqF 3,xg − 2ρqF2V x − 2ρqfF 1,x

)
dx. (4.13)

Finally, integrating by part, we get the equality in the lemma. �

Lemma 4.2 Let N , IV , IP be functionals defined above, then we have

N 2 ≤ C
(
IV + IP + ‖F‖2H

)
, (4.14)

where C is a constant.

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

N 2 = IV + IP +R1 +R2. (4.15)

From the definition of R1, R2, we conclude that

|R1| ≤ CN‖F‖H, |R2| ≤ CN‖F‖H. (4.16)

By using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the inequality (4.16), we verify that the inequality

(4.14) is valid. �

Theorem 4.2 Let ρ(A) is the resolvent set of the operator A, then iR ∈ ρ(A).
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Proof. In Section 2, we have proved that 0 ∈ ρ(A), then we know that the set

M = {β > 0 : (−iβ, iβ) ⊂ ρ(A)} 6= ∅.

If sup
β>0

M = +∞, the conclusion is obviously correct. Next, we will consider sup
β>0

M < +∞ by

using reduction to absurdity. Assume that there exists λ > 0 such that sup
β>0

M = λ < +∞. We

can clearly find that λ /∈ M. Therefore, there exist λn ∈ M and Fn ∈ H with ‖F n‖ = 1 such

that

∥∥(iλnI −A)−1Fn

∥∥
H
→ ∞.

Let Un = (iλnI −A)−1Fn, which implies that iλnUn −AUn = Fn. Define Un = Un

‖(iλn−A)−1Fn‖H
,

then Un satisfies

iλnUn −AUn = Fn,

where Fn = Fn

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

Finding inner product with Un on H, we have

iλn‖Un‖2H − 〈AUn, Un〉H = 〈Fn, Un〉H.

By taking the real part and using the fact of Fn → 0, we obtain

−Re〈AUn, Un〉H = Re〈Fn, Un〉H → 0,

that is
∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1,n|2 + l2|φ2,n|2

)
dξ → 0.

By using (2.4) and (2.6), we have fn(L), gn(L) → 0. Using the fact that φ1,n, φ2,n → 0 and (2.8),

(2.9), we then obtain Vx,n(L, t), Px,n(L, t) → 0, which concludes that IV + IP → 0. Further, with

the help of the fact that Fn, φ1,n, φ2,n → 0 and lemma 4.2, we have Un → 0.

There is a contradiction between Un → 0 and ‖Un‖H = 1. Therefore, by using reduction to

absurdity, the proof is completed. �

Now, we will use the result of Borichev and Tomilov theorem to show the polynomial stability

for piezoelectric beams without thermal effects.

Theorem 4.3 The piezoelectric system (2.3)-(2.10) with tip body decays polynomially as

‖U(t)‖H ≤ ‖U0‖D(A)
C

t
1

1−a

.

Proof. To obtain the above inequality, we first need to consider the relationship between

|f(L)|2, |g(L)|2 and ‖F‖. Multiplying (4.8) by |ξ|

(λ+ξ2+η)2
, we can obtain

g(L)
µ(ξ)|ξ|

(λ+ ξ2 + η)2
= − F6(ξ)|ξ|

(λ+ ξ2 + η)2
+

iλ|ξ|
(λ+ ξ2 + η)2

φ2 +
(ξ2 + η)|ξ|

(λ+ ξ2 + η)2
φ2.
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Integrating over (−∞,+∞) with respect to the variable ξ, and using the fact that µ(ξ) =

|ξ|(2a−1)/2, we have

|g(L)|
∫ +∞

−∞

|ξ|a+ 1

2

(λ+ ξ2 + η)2
dξ ≤

∫ +∞

−∞

|φ2(ξ)||ξ|
|λ+ ξ2 + η|dξ +

∫ +∞

−∞

|F6(ξ)||ξ|
(λ+ ξ2 + η)2

dξ.

Here, we use the Cauchy-Shariwz inequality, then the above inequation can be rewritten as

|g(L)|
∫ +∞

−∞

|ξ|a+ 1

2

(λ+ ξ2 + η)2
dξ ≤

(∫ +∞

−∞

1

(λ+ ξ2 + η)2
dξ

) 1

2
(∫ +∞

−∞
|φ2(ξ)|2ξ2dξ

) 1

2

+

(∫ +∞

−∞

ξ2

(λ+ ξ2 + η)4
dξ

) 1

2
(∫ +∞

−∞
|F6(ξ)|2dξ

) 1

2

.

Then, using Lemma 2.2, we get

|g(L)|
(
c1(λ+ η)

a
2
− 5

4

)
≤
√

π

2

1

(λ+ η)
3

4

(∫ +∞

−∞
|φ2(ξ)|2ξ2dξ

) 1

2

+

√
π

4

1

(λ+ η)
5

4

(∫ +∞

−∞
|F6(ξ)|2dξ

) 1

2

,

which implies that

|g(L)| ≤
√

π

2

1

c1(λ+ η)
a−1

2

(∫ +∞

−∞
|φ2(ξ)|2ξ2dξ

) 1

2

+

√
π

4

1

c1(λ+ η)
a
2

(∫ +∞

−∞
|F6(ξ)|2dξ

) 1

2

≤ C|λ| 1−a
2 ‖U‖

1

2

H‖F‖
1

2

H + C|λ|− a
2 ‖F‖H.

Now, we can get that

|g(L)|2 ≤ C|λ|−a‖F‖2H + C|λ|1−a‖U‖H‖F‖H.

Similarly, we can get |f(L)|2 ≤ C|λ|−a‖F‖2H + C|λ|1−a‖U‖H‖F‖H. On the other hand, we need

to consider the relationship between α1|Vx(L)|2, β|(γVx − Px)(L)|2 and ‖F‖H. Thanks to (2.8)

and (2.9), it is straightforward to verify that

α1Vx(L) = −l1
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φ1(ξ, t)dξ − γl2

sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φ2(ξ, t)dξ,

β(γVx − Px)(L) = −l2
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φ2(ξ, t)dξ.

Then, by employing Lemma 6.1 and (4.2), we obtain

α1|Vx(L)|2 ≤ C‖U‖H‖F‖H,
β|(γVx − Px)(L)|2 ≤ C‖U‖H‖F‖H.

Now, by recalling the definition of norm in H together with the result of Lemma 4.2, we arrive at

‖U‖2H ≤ C|λ|−a‖F‖2H + C|λ|1−a‖U‖H‖F‖H

for |λ| > 1, which implies

‖U‖2H ≤ C|λ|2−2a‖F‖2H.

Finally, we can get the result of polynomial stability by using Theorem 4.1. �
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5 Well-posedness for piezoelectric beams with thermal effects

In the previous sections, we get the fact that the system is not exponentially stable when the

magnetic effect is in fractional form and the temperature is not being considered. In this section,

we can obtain that the system is exponentially stable if we consider the (dissipative) effect of

heat conduction under the Fourier law in piezoelectric beam system. Using Theorem 2.1, system

(1.8)-(1.10) can be rewritten as the next augmented model

ρVtt − αVxx + γβPxx + δθx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ), (5.1)

∂tφ1(ξ, t) +
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ1(ξ, t)− Vt(L, t)µ(ξ) = 0, (ξ, t) ∈ (−∞,+∞)× (0,+∞), (5.2)

µPtt − βPxx + γβVxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ), (5.3)

∂tφ2(ξ, t) +
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ2(ξ, t)− Pt(L, t)µ(ξ) = 0, (ξ, t) ∈ (−∞,+∞)× (0,+∞), (5.4)

cθx − κθxx + δVxt = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, L) × (0, T ), (5.5)

with the boundary conditions

V (0, t) = P (0, t) = θx(0, t) = θ(L, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, T ), (5.6)

αVx(L, t)− γβPx(L, t) = −l1
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φ1(ξ, t)dξ, t ∈ (0, T ), (5.7)

βPx(L, t)− γβVx(L, t) = −l2
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φ2(ξ, t)dξ, t ∈ (0, T ), (5.8)

and the initial conditions

(V (x, 0), Vt(x, 0), φ1(0), P (x, 0), Pt(x, 0), φ2(0), θ(x, 0)) = (V0, V1, φ01, P0, P1, φ02, θ0) x ∈ (0, L).
(5.9)

Let us start by defining the phase spaces depending on each boundary condition in (1.9)

H1 := H1
∗ (0, L) × L2(0, L) × L2(−∞,+∞)×H1

∗ (0, L)× L2(0, L)× L2(−∞,+∞)×H1
c (0, L),

such that H1
∗ (0, L) =

{
f ∈ H1(0, L) : f(0) = 0

}
, H1

c (0, L) =
{
f ∈ H1(0, L) : fx(0) = f(L) = 0

}
,

equipped with the inner product

〈U1, U2〉H1
=

∫ L

0

[
ρf1f2 + µg1g2 + α1V1,xV 2,x + β(γV1,x − P1,x)(γV2,x − P2,x) + cθ1θ2

]
dx

+
sin(aπ)

π

∫ +∞

−∞

(
l1φ1,1φ1,2 + l2φ2,1φ2,2

)
dx,

where Ui = (Vi, fi, φ1,i, Pi, gi, φ2,i, θi) ∈ H1, i = 1, 2. Set the vector function

U = (V, Vt, φ1, P, Pt, φ2, θ)
T .

Transforming to a first-order system again, we can rewrite system (5.1)-(5.9) as

{
Ut = A1U,

U(0) = U0,
(5.10)
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where U0 = (V0, V1, φ1,0, P0, P1, φ2,0, θ0)
T and the operator A1 : D(A1) ⊂ H1 → H1 is given by

A1




V
f
φ1

P
g
φ2

θ




=




f
α
ρVxx − γβ

ρ Pxx − δ
ρθx

−
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ1(ξ, t) + f(L, t)µ(ξ)

g

−γβ
µ Vxx +

β
µPxx

−
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ2(ξ, t) + g(L, t)µ(ξ)
k
c θxx − δ

cfx




,

where the domain of the operator A1 is given by

D(A1) :=

{
U ∈ H;V, P ∈ H2(0, L) ∩H1

∗ (0, L), f, g ∈ H1
∗ (0, L), θ ∈ H2(0, L) ∩H1

c (0, L),

|ξ|φ1, |ξ|φ2 ∈ L2(−∞,+∞),−
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ1(ξ, t) + f(L, t)µ(ξ) ∈ L2(−∞,+∞),

−
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ2(ξ, t) + g(L, t)µ(ξ) ∈ L2(−∞,+∞)

}
.

with U = (V, f, φ1, P, g, φ2, θ).

The energy of system (5.1)-(5.9) is given by

E1(t) =
1

2

∫ L

0

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

]
dx (5.11)

+
sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ. (5.12)

Multiplying (5.1), (5.3), (5.7) by Vt , Pt and θ respectively and integrating on (0, L), multiplying

(5.2), (5.4) by l1
sin(aπ)

π φ1 and l2
sin(aπ)

π φ2 respectively and integrating on R, we have

d

dt
E1(t) = −sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ − k

∫ L

0
|θx|2dx. (5.13)

Theorem 5.1 Let U0 ∈ D(A1), there exists a unique solution U(t) = SA1
(t)U0 of (5.10) such

that

U ∈ C ([0,∞);D(A1)) ∩ C1 ([0,∞);H1) .

Proof. It relies on Lumer-Phillips theorem, which ensures that the operator A1 is the in-

finitesimal generator of a C0− semigroup {SA1
(t)}t≥0. From (5.13), we have shown that the

operator A1 is dissipative, closed and dense. So we need to prove that 0 ∈ ρ(A). For any

F = (F1, F2, F3, F4, F5, F6, F7) ∈ H1, we will prove there exists a U = (V, f, φ1, P, g, φ2, θ) such

that

−AU = F.

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

−f = F1 (5.14)
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−αVxx + γβPxx + δθx = ρF2 (5.15)
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ1(ξ, t)− f(L)µ(ξ) = F3 (5.16)

−g = F4 (5.17)

−βPxx + γβVxx = µF5 (5.18)
(
ξ2 + η

)
φ2(ξ, t)− g(L)µ(ξ) = F6 (5.19)

−kθxx + δfx = cF7. (5.20)

That is, by (5.14) and (5.17) it follows that f, g ∈ H1
∗ (0, L) and

f = −F1, g = −F4. (5.21)

Then combining (5.21) with (5.16) and (5.19), we have that

φ1 =
−F1(L)µ(ξ) + F3

ξ2 + η
, φ2 =

−F4(L)µ(ξ) + F6

ξ2 + η
. (5.22)

Thanks to (5.21), (5.20) and the boundary condition (5.6), we can get that

θ =
1

k

∫ L

x

∫ y

0
(δF1,x + cF7) (ξ)dξdy.

By employing Lemma2.1, we conclude that φi ∈ L2(R). Then, we need to prove the existence of

unique solution of the system





αVxx − γβPxx = −ρF2 +
δ

k

∫ x

0
(−δF1,x − cF7) (ξ)dξ,

βPxx − γβVxx = −µF5,

αVx(L, t)− γβPx(L, t) = −l1
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)

−F1(L)µ(ξ) + F3(ξ)

ξ2 + η
dξ,

βPx(L, t)− γβVx(L, t) = −l2
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)

−F4(L)µ(ξ) + F6(ξ)

ξ2 + η
dξ.

(5.23)

By using the Lax-Milgram theorem, we know that there exists a solution (V, P, θ) ∈ H1
∗ (0, L) ×

H1
∗ (0, L) × H1

c (0, L). Combining (5.23), (5.21) and (5.22), we obtain that 0 ∈ ρ(A). Thus, the

proof of the theorem is completed. �

6 Exponential stability for piezoelectric beams with thermal ef-

fects

In this section, we will show that the system of piezoelectric beams with Fourier’s law is expo-

nentially stable by constructing four functionals. Before we begin the proof, we give a useful

inequality. This inequality is proved by Lemma 2.1 and Young’s inequality, which states the

relationship between the dissipation term li
sin(aπ)

π

∫∞
−∞ µ(ξ)φi(ξ, t)dξ at the boundary x = L and

the term sin(aπ)
π

∫∞
−∞(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ in the energy derivative (5.13).
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Lemma 6.1 Let µ(ξ), φi(ξ, t), a, η be the functions mentioned above, and li ≥ 0. Then

[
li
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φi(ξ, t)dξ

]2
≤ M

sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ. (6.1)

where M is a constant.

Proof. First, the left hand side of the above inequality can be written as

[
l1
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φ1(ξ, t)dξ

]2
=

[
l1
sin(aπ)

π

]2(∫ ∞

−∞

µ(ξ)√
ξ2 + η + |λ|

φ1(ξ, t)
√

ξ2 + η + |λ|dξ
)2

Thanks to Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 2.1, it is straightforward to verify that

(∫ ∞

−∞

µ(ξ)√
ξ2 + η + |λ|

φ1(ξ, t)
√

ξ2 + η + |λ|dξ
)2

≤
(∫ ∞

−∞

µ2(ξ)

ξ2 + η + |λ|dξ
)(∫ ∞

−∞
φ2
1(ξ, t)

(
ξ2 + η + |λ|

)
dξ

)

=
π

sin(aπ)
(η + |λ|)a−1

(∫ ∞

−∞
φ2
1(ξ, t)

(
ξ2 + η + |λ|

)
dξ

)
.

That is,

[
l1
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φ1(ξ, t)dξ

]2
≤ sin(aπ)

π
(η + |λ|)a−1

∫ ∞

−∞
l21φ

2
1(ξ, t)

(
ξ2 + η + |λ|

)
dξ.

Since 0 belongs to the set E, λ can be taken as 0. And we definite M1 = ηa−1l1, then we have

[
l1
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φ1(ξ, t)dξ

]2
≤ M1

sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2

)
dξ.

Using the same method and taking M2 = ηa−1l2, we can obtain

[
l2
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φ2(ξ, t)dξ

]2
≤ M2

sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l2|φ2|2

)
dξ.

Finally, by choosing M = max{M1,M2}, we completely prove inequality (6.1). �

Lemma 6.2 Let

I1 =

∫ L

0
(ρVtV + µPtP ) dx,

then

d

dt
I1 ≤−

(
α1 − (1 + γ2)η1

) ∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx− (β − η1)

∫ L

0
|γVx − Px|2dx+

δ2Cp

2η1

∫ L

0
|θx|2dx

+
ML

η1

sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ + ρ

∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx+ µ

∫ L

0
|Pt|2dx,

where η1 is an arbitrary constant, and we will give its range of values at the end of this section.
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Proof. To prove the inequality, we first need to find the derivative of I1. That is

d

dt
I1 =

∫ L

0

(
ρVttV + ρ|Vt|2 + µPttP + µ|Pt|2

)
dx.

Using the equations (5.1) and (5.3), we have ρVtt = αVxx−γβPxx−δθx and µPtt = βPxx−γβVxx.

Then, we obtain

d

dt
I1 =

∫ L

0

(
(αVxx − γβPxx)V − δθxV + (βPxx − γβVxx)P + ρ|Vt|2 + µ|Pt|2

)
dx. (6.2)

Integrating by parts and using the boundary conditions (5.6)-(5.8), we have

d

dt
I1 =

∫ L

0

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

]
dx

− l1∂
a,η
t V (L, t)V (L, t)− l2∂

a,η
t P (L, t)P (L, t).

(6.3)

Then using Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality ab ≤ a2

4εi
+ εib

2 with a, b ∈ R , εi > 0,

i = 1, 2, 3 and combining (6.1), we can obtain

|−l1∂
a,η
t V (L, t)V (L, t)| ≤ 1

4ε1
[l1∂

a,η
t V (L, t)]

2
+ ε1|V (L, t)|2

=
1

4ε1

[
l1
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
µ(ξ)φ1(ξ, t)dξ

]2
+ ε1

[∫ L

0
Vx(x, t)dx

]2

≤ M

4ε1

sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ + ε1L

∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx.

(6.4)

Similarly, we can get

|−l2∂
a,η
t P (L, t)P (L, t)| ≤ 1

4ε2
[l1∂

a,η
t P (L, t)]

2
+ ε2|P (L, t)|2

≤ M

4ε2

sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ + ε2L

∫ L

0
|Px|2dx.

(6.5)

Now we notice that

∫ L

0
|Px|2dx =

∫ L

0
|γVx − Px − γVx|2 dx ≤ 2

∫ L

0
|γVx − Px|2 dx+ 2γ2

∫ L

0
|Vx|2 dx. (6.6)

Note that when we combine (6.4) with (6.5) and (6.6), and use Young’s inequality and Poincaré’s

inequality into (6.3), then (6.3) can be further rewritten as

d

dt
I1 ≤−

(
α1 − ε1L− 2γ2ε2L− ε3Cp

) ∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx− (β − 2ε2L)

∫ L

0
|γVx − Px|2dx

+
δ2

4ε3

∫ L

0
|θx|2dx+

(
M

4ε1
+

M

4ε2

)
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ

+ ρ

∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx+ µ

∫ L

0
|Pt|2dx.
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The above formula holds for any εi > 0. By defining a new constant η1 and choosing the

appropriate εi > 0 such that ε1L = ε2L = ε3Cp =
η1
2 , we arrive at

d

dt
I1 ≤−

(
α1 − (1 + γ2)η1

) ∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx− (β − η1)

∫ L

0
|γVx − Px|2dx+

δ2Cp

2η1

∫ L

0
|θx|2dx

+
ML

η1

sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ + ρ

∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx+ µ

∫ L

0
|Pt|2dx.

The above formula holds for any η1 > 0. Thus, the proof of the lemma is completed. �

Lemma 6.3 Let

I2 = ρc

∫ L

0
θ(x, t)

∫ L

x
Vt(y, t)dydx,

then

d

dt
I2 ≤η2

∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx+ η2

∫ L

0
|γVx − Px|2dx−

(
δρ− 1

2γ2β2
η2

)
ρ

∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx

+

(
Cpcδ +

γ2β2ρ2k2

2η2
+

c2Cpα
2
1

2η2
+

c2LCp

2η2

)∫ L

0
|θx|2dx

+ η2M
sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ,

where η2 is an arbitrary constant, Cp is the Poincaré constant, and we will give its range of values

at the end of this section.

Proof. Finding the derivative of I2, we have

d

dt
I2 = ρc

∫ L

0
θt(x, t)

∫ L

x
Vt(y, t)dydx+ ρc

∫ L

0
θ(x, t)

∫ L

x
Vtt(y, t)dydx.

Using the fact that ρVtt = αVxx − γβPxx − δθx, cθt = kxx − δVxt, we have

d

dt
I2 = ρ

∫ L

0
(kθxx − δVxt)

∫ L

x
Vtdydx+ c

∫ L

0
θ

∫ L

x
(αVxx − γβPxx − δθx) dydx.

With the help of boundary conditions (5.6)-(5.8), we have

d

dt
I2 =ρ

∫ L

0
kθxVtdx− δρ

∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx− c

∫ L

0
θ (αVx − γβPx) dx+ cδ

∫ L

0
|θ|2dx

+ c [(αVx − γβPx)(L, t)]

∫ L

0
θ(x, t)dx.

Using Poincaré’s inequality and Young’s inequality ab ≤ a
4εi

+ εib with a, b ∈ R, εi > 0, i = 2, 3, 4

and using (6.1), we get

d

dt
I2 ≤2ε3α

2
1

∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx+ 2ε2γ

2β2

∫ L

0
|γVx − Px|2dx− (δρ− ε2)

∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx

+

(
Cpcδ +

ρ2k2

4ε2
+

c2Cp

4ε3
+

c2LCp

4ε4

)∫ L

0
|θx|2dx
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+ ε4M
sin(aπ)

π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ.

The above formula holds for any εi > 0. Let us define a new constant η2 and choose εi > 0 such

that ε2 =
η2

2γ2β2 , ε3 =
η2
2α2

1

, ε4 =
η2
2 . Then, we get

d

dt
I2 ≤η2

∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx+ η2

∫ L

0
|γVx − Px|2dx−

(
δρ− 1

2γ2β2
η2

)
ρ

∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx

+

(
Cpcδ +

γ2β2ρ2k2

2η2
+

c2Cpα
2
1

2η2
+

c2LCp

2η2

)∫ L

0
|θx|2dx

+ η2M
sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ.

Now, we obtain that the lemma is accurate. �

Lemma 6.4 Let

I3 = ρ

∫ L

0
VtV dx+ γµ

∫ L

0
PtV dx,

then

d

dt
I3 ≤−

(
α1 −

α1

4η3

)∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx+ (ρ+ η3)

∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx+

γ2µ2

4η3

∫ L

0
|Pt|2dx

+
4MLη3

α1

sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ +

4Cpδ
2η3

α1

∫ L

0
|θx|2dx,

where η3 is an arbitrary constant, Cp is the Poincaré constant, and we will give its range of values

at the end of this section.

Proof. To prove the inequality, we first need to find the derivative of I3. That is

d

dt
I3 =

∫ L

0

(
ρVttV + ρ|Vt|2 + γµPttV + γµPtVt

)
dx.

Here we also make use of the fact that ρVtt = αVxx − γβPxx − δθx and α = α1 + γ2β in equation

(5.1). Then the above equality can be further rewritten as

d

dt
I3 =ρ

∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx− α1

∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx+ α1Vx(L, t)V (L, t) +

∫ L

0
δθVxdx

+

∫ L

0
γβ(γV − P )xxV dx+

∫ L

0
γµPttV dx+

∫ L

0
γµPtVtdx.

Using the equation (5.3), we have µPtt = βPxx − γβVxx. Then we obtain

d

dt
I3 =ρ

∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx− α1

∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx+ α1Vx(L, t)V (L, t) +

∫ L

0
δθVxdx+

∫ L

0
γµPtVtdx.

Using Poincaré’s inequality and Young’s inequality ab ≤ a
4εi

+ εib with a, b ∈ R, εi > 0, i = 3, 4, 5,

we have

d

dt
I3 ≤− (α1 − ε3L− ε4)

∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx+ (ρ+ ε5)

∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx+

γ2µ2

4ε5

∫ L

0
|Pt|2dx
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+
M

2ε3

sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ +

Cpδ
2

4ε4

∫ L

0
|θx|2dx.

The above formula holds for any εi > 0. By defining a new constant η3 and choosing the

appropriate εi > 0 such that ε3L = α1

8η3
, ε4 =

α1

8η3
, ε5 = η3, we arrive at

d

dt
I3 ≤−

(
α1 −

α1

4η3

)∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx+ (ρ+ η3)

∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx+

γ2µ2

4η3

∫ L

0
|Pt|2dx

+
4MLη3

α1

sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ +

4Cpδ
2η3

α1

∫ L

0
|θx|2dx.

The above formula holds for any η3 > 0. Thus, the proof of the lemma is completed. �

Lemma 6.5 Let

I4 = ρ

∫ L

0
Vt(γV − P )dx+ γµ

∫ L

0
Pt(γV − P )dx,

then
d

dt
I4 ≤

α2
1

η4

∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx+

3η4
4

∫ L

0
|γVx − Px|2dx+

δ2Cp

η4

∫ L

0
|θx|2dx

+
α2
1M

η4

sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ

+

[
γρ+

1

η4

(
ρ2 + γ4µ2

)] ∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx−

(
γµ− 1

2
η4

)∫ L

0
|Pt|2dx.

(6.7)

where η4 is an arbitrary constant, we will give its range of values at the end of this section. Cp is

the Poincare constant.

Proof. Finding the derivative of I4, we have

d

dt
I4 =

∫ L

0

[
ρVtt(γV − P ) + ρVt(γV − P )t + γµPtt(γV − P ) + γµPt(γV − P )t

]
dx.

Using the equation (5.1), we have ρVtt = α1Vxx + γ2βVxx − γβPxx − δθx. And integrating by

parts, we have

d

dt
I4 =

∫ L

0

[
ρVt(γV − P )t + γµPt(γV − P )t

]
dx−

∫ L

0

[
α1Vx(γV − P )x − δθ(γV − P )x

]
dx

+

∫ L

0
γ(γβVxx − βPxx)(γV − P )dx+ γ

∫ L

0
µPtt(γV − P )dx+ α1Vx(L, t)(γV − P )(L, t).

Using the equation (5.3), we have µPtt = βPxx − γβVxx. Then the third and fourth terms in the

above equality become

∫ L

0
γ(γβVxx − βPxx)(γV − P )dx+ γ

∫ L

0
µPtt(γV − P )dx = 0.

After sorting out the above equality, we can get

d

dt
I4 =γρ

∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx− γµ

∫ L

0
|Pt|2dx−

∫ L

0
ρVtPtdx+

∫ L

0
γ2µPtVtdx
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− α1

∫ L

0
Vx(γV − P )xdx+ δ

∫ L

0
θ(γV − p)xdx+ α1Vx(L, t)(γV − P )(L, t).

Thanks to Poincaré’s inequality and Young’s inequality ab ≤ a
4εi

+ εib with a, b ∈ R , εi > 0,

i = 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, we obtain

d

dt
I4 ≤

α2
1

4ε6

∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx+ (ε6 + ε7 + ε8)

∫ L

0
|γVx − Px|2dx+

δ2Cp

4ε7

∫ L

0
|θx|2dx

+
α2
1M

η4

sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ

+

(
γρ+

ρ2

4ε4

γ4µ2

4ε5

)∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx− (γµ− ε4 − ε5)

∫ L

0
|Pt|2dx.

The above formula holds for any εi > 0. By defining a new constant η4 and choosing εi =
η4
4 ,

i = 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, we obtain the inequality (6.7) is right. �

Next, we begin to prove the main result of this section. That is, the piezoelectric beam

equation system with Fourier’s law is exponentially stable. Before that, we give a definition of

functional Lyapunov

L(t) = NE(t) +N1I1 +N2I2 +N3I3 +N4I4,

where E(t) is the total energy of the system with Fourier’s law heat and the functional I1, I2, I3

and I4 are given in Lemma 6.2, Lemma 6.3, Lemma 6.4 and Lemma 6.5 respectively, and N , Ni

for i = 1, 2, 3, 4 are some constants for which we will give a specific range later.

Lemma 6.6 Let N be a large enough constant, then there are positive constants m1 and m2 such

that the functional

L(t) = NE(t) +N1I1 +N2I2 +N3I3 +N4I4,

satisfies

m1E(t) ≤ L(t) ≤ m2E(t).

Proof. Obviously, from the definition of the functional L(t), we can show

|L(t)−NE(t)| = |N1I1 +N2I2 +N3I3 +N4I4|.

By applying Young’s inequality and Poincaré’s inequality, we conclude that there is a constant

C > 0 such that

|L(t)−NE(t)| ≤ CE(t).

That is,

(N − C)E(t) ≤ L(t) ≤ (N + C)E(t).

Thus, the proof of the lemma is completed. �
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Theorem 6.1 Let (V, Vt, φ1, P, Pt, φ2, θ) be any solution of system (5.1)-(5.9), then there are

constants M > 0 and ω > 0 independent of the initial conditions such that

E(t) ≤ E(0)e−ωt.

Proof. By employing Lemma 6.2- Lemma 6.5, we arrive at

d

dt
L(t) =N

d

dt
E(t) +N1

d

dt
I1 +N2

d

dt
I2 +N3

d

dt
I3 +N4

d

dt
I4

≤−
(
N −N1

ML

η1
−N2η2M −N3

4MLη3
α1

−N4
α2
1M

η4

)
sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ

−
(
Nk −N1

δ2Cp

2η1
−N2Cη2 −N3

4Cpδ
2η3

α1
−N4

Cpδ
2

η4

)∫ L

0
|θx|2dx

−
(
N2δρ−N2

η2
2γ2β2

−N1ρ−N3ρ−N3η3 −N4γρ−N4
ρ2 + γ4µ2

η4

)∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx

−
(
N4γµ−N4

η4
2

−N1µ−N3
γ2µ2

4η4

)∫ L

0
|Pt|2dx

−
(
N1α1 −N1(1 + γ2)η1 −N2η2 +N3α1 −N3

α1

4η3
−N4

α2
1

η4

)∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx

−
(
N1β −N1η1 −N2η2 −N4

3η4
4

)∫ L

0
|γVx − Px|2dx, (6.8)

where Cη2 = Cpcδ +
γ2β2ρ2k2

2η2
+

c2Cpα2

1

2η2
+

c2CpL
2η2

. In order to make the terms in (6.8) the same as

those in the energy E(t), we focus on the first term at the right hand side of (6.8). By using the

fact that η, l1, l2 > 0, a ∈ (0, 1), we obtain

−sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
(ξ2 + η)

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ ≤ −η

sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ.

Then, from the above discussions, (6.8) can be rewritten as follows

d

dt
L(t) ≤−

(
N −N1

ML

η1
−N2η2M −N3

4MLη3
α1

−N4
α2
1M

η4

)
η
sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ

−
(
Nk −N1

δ2Cp

2η1
−N2Cη2 −N3

4Cpδ
2η3

α1
−N4

Cpδ
2

η4

)∫ L

0
|θx|2dx

−
(
N2δρ−N2

η2
2γ2β2

−N1ρ−N3ρ−N3η3 −N4γρ−N4
ρ2 + γ4µ2

η4

)∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx

−
(
N4γµ−N4

η4
2

−N1µ−N3
γ2µ2

4η4

)∫ L

0
|Pt|2dx

−
(
N1α1 −N1(1 + γ2)η1 −N2η2 +N3α1 −N3

α1

4η3
−N4

α2
1

η4

)∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx

−
(
N1β −N1η1 −N2η2 −N4

3η4
4

)∫ L

0
|γVx − Px|2dx. (6.9)

Choose the appropriate constants as

N3

2
= η3, 3N4η4 = 4β, N1η1 = β, N2η2 = β.
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And we simply denote
3α2

1
N4

4β as CN4
, then (6.9) can be rewritten as

d

dt
L(t) ≤−

(
N −N1

ML

η1
−N2η2M −N3

4MLη3
α1

−N4
α2
1M

η4

)
η
sin(aπ)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

(
l1|φ1|2 + l2|φ2|2

)
dξ

−
(
Nk −N1

δ2Cp

2η1
−N2Cη2 −N3

4Cpδ
2η3

α1
−N4

Cpδ
2

η4

)∫ L

0
|θx|2dx

−
(
N2δρ−

1

2γ2β
−N1ρ−N3ρ−N3η3 −N4γρ−

3N2
4

4β

(
ρ2 + γ4µ2

))∫ L

0
|Vt|2dx

−
(
N4γµ− 2β

3
−N1µ− γ2µ2

8

)∫ L

0
|Pt|2dx

−
(
N1α1 − (2 + γ2)β +N3α1 −

α1

2
− CN4

N4

)∫ L

0
|Vx|2dx

− (N1β − 3β)

∫ L

0
|γVx − Px|2dx.

Let

λ1 : = N −N1
ML

η1
−N2η2M −N3

4MLη3
α1

−N4
α2
1M

η4
;

λ2 : = Nk −N1
δ2Cp

2η1
−N2Cη2 −N3

4Cpδ
2η3

α1
−N4

Cpδ
2

η4
;

λ3 : = N2δρ−
1

2γ2β
−N1ρ−N3ρ−N3η3 −N4γρ−

3N2
4

4β

(
ρ2 + γ4µ2

)
;

λ4 : = N4γµ− 2β

3
−N1µ− γ2µ2

8
;

λ5 : = N1α1 − (2 + γ2)β +N3α1 −
α1

2
− CN4

N4;

λ6 : = N1β − 3β.

Now, we will choose suitable constants N and Ni (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) so that λi (i = 1, ..., 6) are all

positive. From λ6 > 0, we can obtain that N1 should satisfy

N1 > 3. (6.10)

In order to achieve λ4 > 0, we use the result in (6.10), and obtain that N4 satisfies

N4 >
2β

3γµ
+ µN1 +

γµ

8
. (6.11)

By using similar techniques, we have that N3 and N2 satisfies

N3 >
(2 + γ2)β

α1
+

1

2
+

CN4
N4

α1
−N1,

N2 >
1

2γ2βδρ
+

N1

δ
+

N3

δ
+

N2
3

2δρ
+

γN4

δ
+

3N2
4

4βδρ

(
ρ2 + γ4µ2

)
.

Once Ni, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 are fixed, we choose N sufficiently large, which can ensured that λ1, λ2 > 0.

Then, we can conclude that there exists a constant N0 := 2min{λ1η,
λ2

c ,
λ3

ρ , λ4

µ , λ5

α1
, λ6

β } such that

d

dt
L(t) ≤ −N0E(t), t ≥ 0.
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Thanks to Lemma 6.6, it is straightforward to verify that there exist constants M > 0 and ω > 0

independent of the initial conditions such that

E(t) ≤ E(0)e−ωt.

Thus, the proof of the theorem is completed. �
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