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STABILIZATION OF COUPLED WAVE EQUATIONS WITH VISCOUS DAMPING ON

CYLINDRICAL AND NON-REGULAR DOMAINS: CASES WITHOUT THE

GEOMETRIC CONTROL CONDITION

MOHAMMAD AKIL1, HAIDAR BADAWI1, SERGE NICAISE1 AND VIRGINIE RÉGNIER1

Abstract. In this paper, we investigate the direct and indirect stability of locally coupled wave equations with
local viscous damping on cylindrical and non-regular domains without any geometric control condition. If only

one equation is damped, we prove that the energy of our system decays polynomially with the rate t
−

1
2 if the

two waves have the same speed of propagation, and with rate t
−

1
3 if the two waves do not propagate at the

same speed. Otherwise, in case of two damped equations, we prove a polynomial energy decay rate of order
t−1.
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1. Introduction

Let ω be a non empty open set of RN−1 with a Lipschitz boundary, with N ≥ 2, and consider the cylindrical
domain Ω = (0, 1)× ω. In this domain, we consider the following strongly coupled wave equations

(1.1)







































φtt(X, t)−∆φ(X, t) + b(x)φt(X, t) + c(x)ψt(X, t) = 0, (X, t) ∈ Ω× (0,∞),

ψtt(X, t)− a∆ψ(X, t) + d(x)ψt(X, t)− c(x)φt(X, t) = 0, (X, t) ∈ Ω× (0,∞),

φ(X, t) = ψ(X, t) = 0, (X, t) ∈ ∂Ω× (0,∞),

(φ(X, 0), φt(X, 0)) = (φ0(X), φ1(X)), X ∈ Ω,

(ψ(X, 0), ψt(X, 0)) = (ψ0(X), ψ1(X)), X ∈ Ω.

1Université Polytechnique Hauts-de-France, CÉRAMATHS/DEMAV, Le Mont Houy 59313 Valenciennes Cedex
9-France
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where a is a positive real number, b, c, d ∈ L∞ (0, 1) , such that

(b, c)

{

b(x) ≥ b0 > 0 in (α1, α4) and b(x) ≥ 0 in (0, 1)\(α1, α4),

|c(x)| ≥ c0 > 0 in (α2, α3) and c(x) = 0 in (0, 1)\(α2, α3),

where 0 ≤ α1 < α2 < α3 < α4 ≤ 1, and as usual ∂Ω is the boundary of Ω. In the whole paper, X =
(x, x1, · · · , xN−1) is the generic variable in Ω, where the first variable x runs in (0, 1). In this paper, we study
the indirect or direct stability of system (1.1) by assuming that

(LCD1) (b, c) holds and d = 0 in (0, 1),

or

(LCD2) (b, c) holds, and d(x) ≥ d0 > 0 in (α1, α4) and d(x) ≥ 0 in (0, 1)\(α1, α4).

The case of global interior dampings (i.e. the case when b and/or d uniformly positive in (0, 1)) is of course
allowed, but our main interest concerns local dampings, corresponding to the case when b and d are zero on
different open subsets of (0, 1).
In 2005, Liu and Rao in [12] have studied the stability of the wave equation on a square (0, π)2 with local
viscous damping, by considering the following damping region

{(x, y) ∈ (0, π)2 | a < x < b and 0 < y < π},
where a and b are real numbers such that 0 ≤ a < b ≤ π and b− a < π. They established a polynomial energy
decay rate of order t−1. In 2017, Stahn in [16] has studied the stability of the wave equation on a square (0, 1)2

with local viscous damping, by considering the following damping region

{(x, y) ∈ (0, 1)2 | 0 < x < σ and 0 < y < 1},
where σ is a positive real number. He established an optimal polynomial energy decay rate of order t−

4
3 . In

2019, Batty et al. in [4] have studied the stability of the wave-heat system on a rectangular domain. They

established an optimal polynomial energy decay rate of order t−
2
3 . In 2021, Yu and Han in [18] have studied the

stability of the wave equation on a cuboidal domain via Kelvin-Voigt damping. They established an optimal

energy decay rate of order t−
1
3 . In these last three papers, the main ingredient is the separation of variables. In

2020, Hayek et al. in [8] have studied the stability of weakly coupled wave equations with Kelvin-Voigt damping
on a square. They established, by taking the result in [12] (resp. [16]) as an auxiliary problem, a polynomial

energy decay rate of order t−
1
6 (resp. t−

1
5 ). However, in 2021, Akil et al. in [1] have studied the stability

of strongly coupled wave equations with Kelvin-Voigt damping on a square. They established by taking the

result in [12] (resp. [16]) as an auxiliary problem, a polynomial energy decay rate of order t−
1
5 (resp. t−

1
4 ).

In 2019, Kassem et al. in [9] have studied the local indirect stabilization of multidimensional coupled wave
equations under geometric conditions by considering system (1.1) where Ω is a nonempty open set of RN with
a boundary Γ of class C2 and

(1.2)















d(x) = 0 in Ω, b, c ∈W 1,∞ (Ω) ; and

b(x) ≥ 0 in Ω, b(x) > 0 in ωb ⊂ Ω, and c(x) 6= 0 in ωc ⊂ Ω, where

ωb ∩ ωc := ωb,c 6= ∅,
such that ωb,c satisfies the piecewise multiplier geometric condition (PMGC in short) introduced by K. Liu in
[11]. They established an exponential energy decay rate if the two waves have the same speed of propagation (i.e.
a = 1). In case of different speed propagation (i.e. a 6= 1), they obtained an optimal polynomial energy decay
rate of order t−1. While in [7], the authors have studied the local indirect stabilization of multidimensional
coupled wave equations under geometric conditions, by considering system (1.1) where Ω is a nonempty open
set of RN with a boundary Γ of class C2 and

(1.3)

{

d(x) = 0 in Ω, b, c ∈ W 1,∞ (Ω) ; and

b(x) ≥ 0 in Ω, b(x) > 0 in ωb ⊂ Ω and c(x) 6= 0 in ωc ⊂ ωb,

such that ωc satisfies the geometric control condition (GCC in short) introduced by Rauch and Taylor in [14]
for manifolds without boundaries and by Bardos, Lebeau and Rauch in [3] for domains with boundaries. They
established an exponential energy decay rate if the two waves have the same speed of propagation (i.e. a = 1).
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According to the references cited above, it should be noted that, in many cases, the GCC is an important
hypothesis for coupled wave systems to achieve exponential stabilization. Hence, this work focuses on the
following question: to what extent the strongly coupled wave equations on a general non-regular domain can
be stabilized under viscous damping if the support of the damping does not satisfy the GCC. We answer to
this question in the case of cylindrical domains described above by combining an orthogonal basis approach
(separation of variables) and a new frequency multiplier method.

This paper is organized as follows: In Subsection 2.1, we prove the well-posedness of our system by using
semigroup approach. In Subsection 2.2, following a general criteria of Arendt and Batty, we show the strong
stability of system (1.1). In Section 3, by combining an orthonormal basis decomposition with frequency-
multiplier techniques, we prove a polynomial energy decay rate of order:























t−
1
2 if a = 1 and (LCD1) holds,

t−
1
3 if a 6= 1 and (LCD1) holds,

t−1 if (LCD2) holds.

2. Well-Posedness and Strong Stability

2.1. Well-Posedness. In this section, we will establish the well-posedness of system (1.1) by using semigroup
approach. Here and below, we set

ωb := (supp b)◦ × ω, ωc := (α2, α3)× ω, and ωd :=

{

∅ if (LCD1) holds,

(supp d)◦ × ω if (LCD2) holds.

The energy of system (1.1) is given by

(2.1) E(t) =
1

2

∫

Ω

(

a|∇φ|2 + |φt|2 + |∇ψ|2 + |ψt|2
)

dX.

A straightforward computation gives

(2.2)
d

dt
E(t) = −

∫

Ω

b|φt|2dX −
∫

Ω

d|ψt|2dX ≤ 0,

which indicates that the energy of system (1.1) is dissipative. Now, let us define the energy space H by

H =
(

H1
0 (Ω)× L2(Ω)

)2
,

that is a Hilbert space, equipped with the inner product defined by

〈Φ,Φ1〉H =

∫

Ω

(

a∇φ · ∇φ1 + vv1 +∇ψ · ∇ψ1 + zz1
)

dX,

for all Φ = (φ, v, ψ, z)⊤ and Φ1 = (φ1, v1, ψ1, z1)
⊤ in H. The expression ‖ · ‖H will denote the corresponding

norm. We define the unbounded linear operator A : D(A) ⊂ H → H by

(2.3) D(A) = [D(∆Dir)×H1
0 (Ω)]

2,

and

AΦ = (v,∆φ− bv − cz, z, a∆ψ − dz + cv)⊤ , ∀Φ = (φ, v, ψ, z)⊤ ∈ D(A),

where D(∆Dir) := {u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) : ∆u ∈ L2(Ω)}.

If Φ = (φ, φt, ψ, ψt)
⊤ is the state of system (1.1), then this system is transformed into the first order evo-

lution equation on the Hilbert space H given by

(2.4) Φt = AΦ, Φ(0) = Φ0,

where Φ0 = (φ0, φ1, ψ0, ψ1)
⊤.

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

3



Proof. For all Φ = (φ, v, ψ, z)⊤ ∈ D(A), we have

(2.5) ℜ 〈AΦ,Φ〉H = −
∫

Ω

b|v|2dX −
∫

Ω

d|z|2dX ≤ 0,

which implies thatA is dissipative. Now, let us prove thatA is maximal. For this aim, let F = (f1, f2, f3, f4)
⊤ ∈

H, we look for a unique solution Φ = (φ, v, ψ, z)⊤ ∈ D(A) of

(2.6) −AΦ = F.

Equivalently, we have the following system

(2.7) − v = f1 and − z = f3

and

(2.8) −∆φ+ bv + cz = f2 and − a∆ψ + dz − cv = f4.

Substituting (2.7) in (2.8), we get

−∆φ = f2 + bf1 + cf3,(2.9)

−a∆ψ = f4 + df3 − cf1,(2.10)

with full Dirichlet boundary conditions

(2.11) φ = ψ = 0 on ∂Ω.

Let (ζ, ξ) ∈ H1
0 (Ω)×H1

0 (Ω). Multiplying (2.9) and (2.10) by ζ and ξ, integrating over Ω, using formal integration
by parts and the definition of b and c, and adding the two equations we get

(2.12) β((φ, ψ), (ζ, ξ)) = L(ζ, ξ), ∀(ζ, ξ) ∈ H1
0 (Ω)×H1

0 (Ω),

where

β((φ, ψ), (ζ, ξ)) =

∫

Ω

∇φ · ∇ζdX + a

∫

Ω

∇ψ · ∇ξdX.

and

L(ζ, ξ) =

∫

Ω

(f2 + bf1 + cf3) ζdX +

∫

Ω

(f4 + df3 − cf1) ξdX.

It is easy to see that, β is a sesquilinear, continuous and coercive form on H1
0 (Ω)×H1

0 (Ω) and L is an antilinear
and continuous form on H1

0 (Ω)×H1
0 (Ω). Then, it follows by Lax-Millgram theorem that (2.12) admits a unique

solution (φ, ψ) ∈ H1
0 (Ω)×H1

0 (Ω). By taking test functions (ζ, ξ) ∈ (D(Ω))
2
, we see that (2.9)-(2.11) hold in the

distributional sense, from which we deduce that φ, ψ ∈ D(∆Dir). Consequently, Φ = (φ,−f1, ψ,−f3)⊤ ∈ D(A)
is the unique solution of (2.6). Then, A is an isomorphism, and since ρ(A) is an open set of C (see Theorem
6.7 [Chapter III] in [10]), we easily get R(λI −A) = H for a sufficiently small λ > 0. This, together with the
dissipativeness of A, implies that D(A) is dense in H and that A is m−dissipative in H (see Theorems 4.5 and
4.6 in [13]). The proof is thus complete. �

Thus, according to Lumer-Phillips Theorem (see [13]), the operatorA generates a C0−semigroup of contractions
(

etA
)

t≥0
. Then, the solution of the Cauchy problem (2.4) admits the following representation

Φ(t) = etAΦ0, t ≥ 0,

which leads to the well-posedness of (2.4). Hence, we have the following result.

Theorem 2.2. Let Φ0 ∈ H, then system (2.4) admits a unique weak solution Φ that satisfies

Φ ∈ C (R+,H) .

Moreover, if Φ0 ∈ D(A), then problem (2.4) admits a unique strong solution Φ that satisfies

Φ ∈ C1 (R+,H) ∩ C (R+, D(A)) .

4



2.2. Strong Stability. In this subsection, we will prove the strong stability of system (1.1). The main result
of this subsection is the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Assume that (LCD1) or (LCD2) holds. Then, the C0−semigroup of contraction
(

etA
)

t≥0
is

strongly stable in H, i.e., for all Φ0 ∈ H, the solution of (2.4) satisfies

lim
t→∞

‖etAΦ0‖H = 0.

Proof. Since the resolvent of A is compact in H, then according to Arendt-Batty theorem see [2, p. 837],
system (1.1) is strongly stable if and only if A does not have pure imaginary eigenvalues that is σ(A)∩ iR = ∅.
Since from subsection 2.1, we already have 0 ∈ ρ(A), it remains to show that σ(A) ∩ iR∗ = ∅. For this aim,
suppose by contradiction that there exists a real number λ 6= 0 and Φ = (φ, v, ψ, z)⊤ ∈ D(A)\{0} such that

(2.13) AΦ = iλΦ.

Detailing (2.13), we get the following system

v = iλφ in Ω,(2.14)

∆φ− bv − cz = iλv in Ω,(2.15)

z = iλψ in Ω,(2.16)

a∆ψ − dz + cv = iλz in Ω.(2.17)

From (2.5) and (2.13), we have

(2.18) 0 = ℜ
(

iλ‖Φ‖2H
)

= ℜ (〈AΦ,Φ〉H) = −
∫

Ω

b|v|2dX −
∫

Ω

d|z|2dX ≤ 0.

Thus, from (2.14), (2.16), (2.18) and the fact that λ 6= 0, we have

(2.19)

{

φ = v = 0 in ωb, if (LCD1) holds,

φ = v = 0 in ωb and ψ = z = 0 in ωd, if (LCD2) holds.

If (LCD1) holds. Then, from (2.14)-(2.15), (2.19) and the fact that λ 6= 0, we get

(2.20) cz = 0 in ωb ⊃ ωc and consequently ψ = z = 0 in ωc.

Inserting (2.14) and (2.16) in (2.15) and (2.17), respectively, then using (2.19) and (2.20), we obtain

(2.21)



























λ2φ+∆φ = 0 in Ω,

λ2ψ + a∆ψ = 0 in Ω,

φ = 0 in ωb ⊂ Ω,

ψ = 0 in ωc ⊂ Ω.

Using the unique continuation theorem, we get

(2.22) φ = ψ = 0 in Ω.

Finally, from (2.14), (2.16) and (2.22), we deduce that

Φ = 0.

Let us continue the proof in case that (LCD2) holds.Then from (2.19), (2.14)-(2.17) and the fact that ωc ⊂
ωb ∩ ωd 6= ∅, again using the unique continuation theorem it is easy to conclude that

Φ = 0 in Ω.

The proof has been completed. �
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3. Polynomial Stability

The aim of this section is to prove the polynomial stability of the system (1.1). Our main results in this section
are the following theorems.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that (LCD1) holds. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of Φ0, such that
the energy of system (1.1) satisfies the following estimation

(3.1) E(t) ≤ C

t
2
ℓ

‖Φ0‖2D(A), ∀t > 0, ∀Φ0 ∈ D(A),

where

(3.2) ℓ =

{

4 if a = 1,

6 if a 6= 1.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that (LCD2) holds. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of Φ0, such that
the energy of system (1.1) satisfies the following estimation

(3.3) E(t) ≤ C

t
‖Φ0‖2D(A), ∀t > 0, ∀Φ0 ∈ D(A).

To prove them, let us first recall the following necessary and sufficient condition on the polynomial stability of
semigroup proposed by Borichev-Tomilov in [6] (see also [5], [12], and the recent paper [15]).

Theorem 3.3. Assume that A is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup of contractions
(

etA
)

t≥0

on a Hilbert space H . If

(3.4) iR ⊂ ρ(A),

then for a fixed ℓ > 0 the following conditions are equivalent

(3.5) lim sup
λ∈R, |λ|→∞

|λ|−ℓ‖(iλI −A)−1‖L(H) <∞,

(3.6) ‖etAX0‖2H ≤ C

t
2
ℓ

‖X0‖2D(A), X0 ∈ D(A), for some C > 0.

According to Theorem 3.3, to prove Theorems 3.1, 3.2, we need to prove that (3.4) and (3.5) hold, where ℓ is
defined in (3.2) if (LCD1) holds, and ℓ = 2 if (LCD2) holds. As condition (3.4) is already proved in Theorem
2.3, we only need to prove condition (3.5). Here we use a contradiction argument. Namely, suppose that (3.5)
is false, then there exists {(λn,Φ(n) := (φ(n), v(n), ψ(n), z(n)))}n≥1 ⊂ R∗

+ ×D(A) with

(3.7) λn → ∞ as n→ ∞ and ‖Φ(n)‖H = ‖(φ(n), v(n), ψ(n), z(n))‖H = 1, ∀n ∈ N,

such that

(3.8) λℓn (iλn −A)Φ(n) = F (n) := (f1,(n), f2,(n), f3,(n), f4,(n)) → 0 in H, as n→ ∞.

For simplicity, we drop the index n. Detailing (3.8), we get

(3.9)



























iλφ− v = λ−ℓf1 → 0 in H1
0 (Ω),

iλv −∆φ+ bv + cz = λ−ℓf2 → 0 in L2(Ω),

iλψ − z = λ−ℓf3 → 0 in H1
0 (Ω),

iλz − a∆ψ + dz − cv = λ−ℓf4 → 0 in L2(Ω).

Here we will check the condition (3.5) by finding a contradiction with (3.7) by showing ‖Φ‖H = o(1). The
technique of the proof is related to the orthonormal basis decomposition combined with a new frequency
multiplier technique. To this aim, let {ej}j∈N∗ be the orthonormal basis of the Laplace operator with Dirichlet
boundary conditions in ω such that

−∆ej = µ2
jej ,

and µj → ∞ when j → ∞. We may expand φ into a series of the form

(3.10) φ(X) =

∞
∑

j=1

φj(x)ej(x1, · · · , xN−1), X = (x, x1, · · · , xN−1) ∈ Ω.

6



Similarly, v, ψ, z, f1, f2, f3 and f4 can be decomposed into a form of series expansion similar to that in (3.10)
with, respectively, the coefficients vj(x), ψj(x), zj(x), f

1
j (x), f

2
j (x), f

3
j (x), f

4
j (x). This gives rise to functions

(3.11) (φj , vj , ψj , zj) ∈
((

H2(0, 1) ∩H1
0 (0, 1)

)

×H1
0 (0, 1)

)2
and (f1

j , f
2
j , f

3
j , f

4
j ) ∈

(

H1
0 (0, 1)× L2(0, 1)

)2
.

Using the orthonormality of the set {ej}j∈N∗ , system (3.9) turns into the system of one-dimensional equations

iλφj − vj = λ−ℓf1
j ,(3.12)

iλvj − φ
′′

j + µ2
jφj + bvj + czj = λ−ℓf2

j ,(3.13)

iλψj − zj = λ−ℓf3
j ,(3.14)

iλzj − aψ
′′

j + aµ2
jψj + dzj − cvj = λ−ℓf4

j .(3.15)

where ” ′ ” represents the derivative with respect to x. System (3.12)-(3.15) is subjected to the following
boundary conditions

φj(0) = φj(1) = ψj(0) = ψj(1) = 0.

Note that from the orthonormal basis decomposition, we have






















‖F‖2H =

∞
∑

j=1

(

‖(f1
j )

′‖2 + µ2
j‖f1

j ‖2 + ‖f2
j ‖2 + a‖(f3

j )
′‖2 + aµ2

j‖f3
j ‖2 + ‖f4

j ‖2
)

,

‖Φ‖2H =
∞
∑

j=1

(

‖(φj)′‖2 + µ2
j‖φj‖2 + ‖vj‖2 + a‖(ψj)

′‖2 + aµ2
j‖ψj‖2 + ‖zj‖2

)

,

where ‖ · ‖ := ‖ · ‖L2(0,1) and ‖ · ‖∞ := ‖ · ‖L∞(0,1). Inserting (3.12) and (3.14) respectively in (3.13) and (3.15),
we get

λ2φj + φ
′′

j − µ2
jφj − iλbφj − iλcψj = F 1

j ,(3.16)

λ2ψj + aψ
′′

j − aµ2
jψj − iλdψj + iλcφj = F 2

j ,(3.17)

where

(3.18) F 1
j = −

(

f2
j

λℓ
+

if1
j

λℓ−1
+
bf1

j

λℓ
+
cf3

j

λℓ

)

and F 2
j = −

(

f4
j

λℓ
+ i

f3
j

λℓ−1

df3
j

λℓ
−
cf1

j

λℓ

)

.

Before going on, let us first give the consequence of the dissipativeness property on the solution (φj , vj , ψj , zj)
of the system (3.12)-(3.15).

Lemma 3.4. The solution (φ, v, ψ, z) of system (3.9) satisfies the following estimations

∞
∑

j=1

‖
√
bvj‖2 = o

(

λ−ℓ
)

,

∞
∑

j=1

‖
√
dzj‖2 = o

(

λ−ℓ
)

,(3.19)

∞
∑

j=1

‖λ
√
bφj‖2 = o

(

λ−ℓ
)

,

∞
∑

j=1

‖λ
√
dψj‖2 = o

(

λ−ℓ
)

.(3.20)

Proof. First, taking the inner product of (3.8) with Φ in H, we remark that

(3.21) ‖
√
bv‖2L2(Ω) + ‖

√
dz‖2L2(Ω) = −ℜ (〈AΦ,Φ〉H) = ℜ (〈(iλI −A)Φ,Φ〉H) = o(λ−ℓ).

Thus, by the orthonormal basis decomposition, we get the first estimations in (3.19). Now multiplying (3.12)

(resp. (3.14)) by
√
b (resp.

√
d) and using the estimations in (3.19) and that ‖F‖H = o(1), we get the

estimations in (3.20). The proof has been completed. �
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3.1. Proof of Theorem 3.1. The proof of Theorem 3.1 is divided into several Lemmas. In these following
Lemmas, we assume that (LCD1) holds.

Lemma 3.5. The solution (φ, v, ψ, z) of system (3.9) satisfies the following estimation

(3.22)
∞
∑

j=1

(

‖φ′j‖2L2(Dε)
+ µ2

j‖φj‖2L2(Dε)

)

= o
(

λ−(
ℓ

2
+1)
)

,

where Dε := (α1 + ε, α4 − ε) with a positive real number ε small enough such that α1 + ε < α2 < α3 < α4 − ε.

Proof. First, let us fix the following cut-off function θ1 ∈ C1([0, 1]), such that 0 ≤ θ1 ≤ 1, for all x ∈ [0, 1] and

(3.23) θ1 = 1 in Dε and θ1 = 0 in (0, α1) ∪ (α4, 1).

Multiplying (3.16) by −θ1φj , using integration by parts over (0, 1), and the definition of b, c and θ1, we get

−
∫ 1

0

θ1|λφj |2dx+

∫ 1

0

φ′j

(

θ′1φj + θ1φ
′
j

)

dx + µ2
j

∫ 1

0

θ1|φj |2dx

+ iλ

∫ 1

0

bθ1|φj |2dx+ iλ

∫ α3

α2

cθ1ψjφjdx = −
∫ 1

0

θ1F
1
j φjdx.

Taking the real part and the sum on j from 1 to ∞ in the above equation, we get

(3.24)

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

θ1
[

|φ′j |2 + µ2
j |φj |2

]

dx =
∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

θ1|λφj |2dx−
∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(∫ 1

0

θ′1φ
′
jφjdx

)

−
∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(

iλ

∫ α3

α2

cθ1ψjφjdx

)

−
∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(∫ 1

0

θ1F
1
j φjdx

)

.

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (3.21), the fact that ‖Φ‖H = 1 and ‖F‖H = o(1), we get

(3.25)



























































∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(∫ 1

0

θ′1φ
′
jφjdx

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ max
x∈[0,1]

|θ′

1(x)|





∞
∑

j=1

‖φ′j‖2L2(α1,α4)





1
2




∞
∑

j=1

‖φj‖2L2(α1,α4)





1
2

=
o(1)

λ
ℓ

2
+1
,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(

i

∫ α3

α2

cλθ1ψjφjdx

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖c‖∞





∞
∑

j=1

‖λψj‖2L2(α2,α3)





1
2




∞
∑

j=1

‖φj‖2L2(α2,α3)





1
2

=
o(1)

λ
ℓ

2
+1
,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(∫ 1

0

θ1F
1
j φjdx

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤





∞
∑

j=1

‖F 1
j ‖2L2(α1,α4)





1
2




∞
∑

j=1

‖φj‖2L2(α1,α4)





1
2

=
o(1)

λ
3ℓ
2

.

Inserting (3.25) in (3.24) and using (3.21), we get

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

θ1
[

|φ′j |2 + µ2
j |φj |2

]

dx = o
(

λ−min( 3ℓ
2
, ℓ
2
+1)
)

.

Finally, using the definition of the function θ1 and the fact that ℓ ≥ 1, we get the desired equation (3.22). The
proof has been completed. �

Lemma 3.6. The solution (φ, v, ψ, z) of system (3.9) satisfies the following estimation

(3.26)

∞
∑

j=1

‖λψj‖2L2(α2,α3)
= |a− 1|o(λ− ℓ

2
+1) + o

(

λ−min( ℓ

2
,ℓ−1)

)

=

{

o
(

λ−min( ℓ

2
,ℓ−1)

)

if a = 1,

o(λ−
ℓ

2
+1) if a 6= 1.

Proof. First, let us fix the following cut-off function θ2 ∈ C1([0, 1]), such that 0 ≤ θ2 ≤ 1, for all x ∈ [0, 1] and

(3.27) θ2 = 1 in D2ε := (α1 + 2ε, α4 − 2ε) and θ2 = 0 in (0, α1 + ε) ∪ (α4 − ε, 1),
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with a positive real number ε small enough such that α1 + 2ε ≤ α2 < α3 ≤ α4 − 2ε. Multiplying (3.16) by
aθ2λψj , using integration by parts over (0, 1), and the definition of the functions b, c and θ2, we get

(3.28)

aλ3
∫ 1

0

θ2φjψjdx− aλ

∫ 1

0

θ′2φ
′
jψjdx− aλ

∫ 1

0

θ2φ
′
jψ

′
jdx − aλµ2

j

∫ 1

0

θ2φjψjdx

−iaλ2
∫ 1

0

bθ2φjψjdx− ia

∫ α3

α2

c|λψ|2dx = aλ

∫ 1

0

θ2F
1
j ψjdx.

Now, multiplying (3.17) by θ2λφ, using integration by parts over (0, 1), and the definition of c and θ2, we get

(3.29)

λ3
∫ 1

0

θ2ψjφjdx− aλ

∫ 1

0

θ′2ψ
′
jφjdx − aλ

∫ 1

0

θ2ψ
′
jφ

′
jdx− aλµ2

j

∫ 1

0

θ2ψjφjdx

+i

∫ α3

α2

cθ2|λφj |2dx = λ

∫ 1

0

θ2F
2
j φjdx.

Subtracting (3.28) and (3.29), and taking the imaginary part, we get

(3.30)

a

∫ α3

α2

c|λψj |2dx = (a− 1)λ3ℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ2φjψjdx

)

−aλℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ′2φ
′
jψjdx

)

−aλℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ′2ψ
′
jφjdx

)

− aλ2ℑ
(

i

∫ 1

0

bθ2φjψjdx

)

+

∫ α3

α2

cθ2|λφj |2dx

−aλℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ2F
1
j ψjdx

)

− λℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ2F
2
j φjdx

)

.

Using integration by parts and the definition of θ2, we get

(3.31) −ℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ′2φ
′
jψjdx

)

= ℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ′′2φjψjdx

)

+ ℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ′2φjψ
′
jdx

)

.

Inserting (3.31) in (3.30) and take the sum over j, we get

(3.32)

a

∞
∑

j=1

∫ α3

α2

c|λψj |2dx = (a− 1)λ3
∞
∑

j=1

ℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ2φjψjdx

)

+aλ

∞
∑

j=1

ℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ′′2φjψjdx

)

−2aλ

∞
∑

j=1

ℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ′2ψ
′
jφjdx

)

− aλ2
∞
∑

j=1

ℑ
(

i

∫ 1

0

bθ2φjψjdx

)

+

∞
∑

j=1

∫ α3

α2

c|λφj |2dx

−aλ
∞
∑

j=1

ℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ2F
1
j ψjdx

)

− λ

∞
∑

j=1

ℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ2F
2
j φjdx

)

.

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the definition of the function θ2, and the fact that ‖Φ‖H = 1, ‖F‖H = o(1)
and (3.21), we get






























































∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(a− 1)λ3
∞
∑

j=1

ℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ2φjψjdx

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= |a− 1|o(λ− ℓ

2
+1),

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

aλ

∞
∑

j=1

ℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ′′2φjψjdx

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−(
ℓ

2
+1)
)

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ

∞
∑

j=1

ℑ
(∫ 1

0

θ′2ψ
′
jφjdx

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−
ℓ

2

)

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ2
∞
∑

j=1

ℑ
(

i

∫ 1

0

bθ2φjψjdx

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−
ℓ

2

)

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

aλ

∞
∑

j=1

ℑ
(
∫ 1

0

θ2F
1
j ψjdx

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−(ℓ−1)
)

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ

∞
∑

j=1

ℑ
(
∫ 1

0

θ2F
2
j φjdx

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−(ℓ−1)
)

.

Finally, inserting the above estimation in (3.32), using (3.21), and the definition of the functions c and θ2, we
get the desired estimate (3.26). The proof has been completed. �

Lemma 3.7. The solution (φ, v, ψ, z) of system (3.9) satisfies the following estimation

(3.33)

∞
∑

j=1

(

‖ψ′
j‖2L2(ωε)

+ µ2
j‖ψj‖2L2(ωε)

)

=







o
(

λ−min( ℓ

2
,ℓ−1)

)

if a = 1,

o(λ−
ℓ

2
+1) if a 6= 1.
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where ωε := (α2 + ε, α3 − ε) with a positive real number ε small enough such that α2 + ε < α3 − ε.

Proof. let us fix the following cut-off function θ3 ∈ C1([0, 1]), such that 0 ≤ θ3 ≤ 1, for all x ∈ [0, 1] and

θ3 = 1 in ωε and θ3 = 0 in (0, α2) ∪ (α3, 1).

Multiplying (3.17) by −θ3ψj , using integration by parts over (0, 1), we get

(3.34)
−
∫ 1

0

θ3|λψj |2dx+ a

∫ 1

0

ψ′
j

(

θ′3ψj + θ3ψ
′
j

)

dx+ aµ2
j

∫ 1

0

θ3|ψj |2dx

−iλ
∫ α3

α2

cθ3φjψjdx = −
∫ 1

0

θ3F
2
j ψjdx.

Taking the sum on j in (3.34), we get

(3.35)

a

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

θ3
(

|ψ′
j |2 + µ2

j |ψj |2
)

dx =
∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

θ3|λψj |2dx− a

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

θ′3ψ
′
jψjdx

+iλ

∞
∑

j=1

∫ α3

α2

cθ3φjψjdx−
∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

θ3F
2
j ψjdx.

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the definition of the function θ3, the fact that ‖Φ‖H = 1, ‖F‖H = o(1), and
(3.21), we get































∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

θ′3ψ
′
jψjdx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=







o(λ−min( ℓ

4
+1, ℓ+1

2 )) if a = 1,

o
(

λ−(
ℓ

4
+ 1

2 )
)

if a 6= 1,
,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

iλ

∞
∑

j=1

∫ α3

α2

θ3φjψjdx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
o(1)

λ
ℓ

2
+1
,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

θ3F
2
j ψjdx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−ℓ
)

.

Finally, inserting the above estimations in (3.35), using (3.26), the definition of θ3 and the fact that ℓ ≥ 4, we
get the desired result (3.34). The proof has been completed. �

Lemma 3.8. Let h ∈ C∞ ([0, 1]) such that h(0) = h(1) = 0. The solution (φ, v, ψ, z) of system (3.9) satisfies
the following estimations

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′
(

λ2 − µ2
j

)

|φj |2dx+

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|φ′j |2dx = o
(

λ−
ℓ

2

)

,(3.36)

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′
(

λ2 − aµ2
j

)

|ψj |2dx+ a

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|ψ′
j |2dx = o

(

λ−
ℓ

2

)

.(3.37)

Proof. First, multiplying (3.16) by −2hφ′j, taking the real part and using the definition of b and c, we get

−2λ2ℜ
(∫ 1

0

hφjφ
′
jdx

)

− 2ℜ
(∫ 1

0

hφ
′′

j φ
′
jdx

)

+ 2µ2
jℜ
(∫ 1

0

hφjφ
′
jdx

)

+ 2λℜ
(

iλ

∫ 1

0

bhφjφ
′
jdx

)

+2λℜ
(

i

∫ α3

α2

chψjφ
′
jdx

)

= −2ℜ
(∫ 1

0

hF 1
j φ

′
jdx

)

.

Using integration by parts in the above equation and taking the sum on j, we get

(3.38)

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′
(

λ2 − µ2
j

)

|φj |2dx+

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|φ′j |2dx = −2

∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(

iλ

∫ 1

0

bhφjφ
′
jdx

)

−2

∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(

iλ

∫ α3

α2

chψjφ
′
jdx

)

− 2

∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(∫ 1

0

hF 1
j φ

′
jdx

)

.
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Now, using the fact that

∞
∑

j=1

‖φ′j‖2 = O(1) and (3.21), we get

(3.39)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(

iλ

∫ 1

0

bhφjφ
′
jdx

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−
ℓ

2

)

.

Using (3.22), (3.26), the fact that (α2, α3) ⊂ Dε and ℓ ≥ 4, we get

(3.40)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(

iλ

∫ α3

α2

chψjφ
′
jdx

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=











o
(

λ−(
ℓ

2
+ 1

2 )
)

if a = 1,

o
(

λ−
ℓ

2

)

if a 6= 1.

Using the facts that

∞
∑

j=1

‖φ′j‖2 = O(1) and that ‖F‖H = o(1), we get

(3.41)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(∫ 1

0

hF 1
j φ

′
jdx

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−(ℓ−1)
)

.

Inserting (3.39)-(3.41) in (3.38) and using the fact that ℓ ≥ 4, we get (3.36). Now, multiplying (3.17) by −2hψ′
j,

taking the real part, integrating by parts over (0, 1), taking the sum on j, and using the definition of c, we get

(3.42)

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′
(

λ2 − aµ2
j

)

|ψj |2dx+ a

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|ψ′
j |2dx =

2

∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(

iλ

∫ α3

α2

chφjψ
′
j

)

−
∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(∫ 1

0

hF 2
j ψ

′
jdx

)

.

Using the fact that

∞
∑

j=1

‖ψ′
j‖2 = O(1), the definition of F 2

j and the fact that ‖F‖H = o(1), we get

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(

iλ

∫ α3

α2

cφjψ
′
jdx

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−
ℓ

2

)

and

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

j=1

ℜ
(∫ 1

0

hF 2
j ψ

′
jdx

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−(ℓ−1)
)

.

Finally, inserting the above estimation and (3.39) in (3.42) and using the fact that ℓ ≥ 4, we get the desired
result (3.37). The proof has been completed. �

Lemma 3.9. Let h ∈ C∞ ([0, 1]) such that h(0) = h(1) = 0. The solution (φ, v, ψ, z) of system (3.9) satisfies
the following estimations

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′
(

−λ2 + µ2
j

)

|φj |2dx+

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|φ′j |2dx+

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h
′′

φ′jφjdx = o
(

λ−( ℓ

2
+1)
)

,(3.43)

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′
(

−λ2 + aµ2
j

)

|ψj |2dx+ a

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|ψ′
j |2dx+ a

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h
′′

ψ′
jψjdx = o

(

λ−( ℓ

2
+1)
)

.(3.44)

Proof. Multiplying (3.16) by −h′φj , using integration by parts over (0, 1) and taking the sum on j, we get

(3.45)

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

(

−λ2 + µ2
j

)

h′|φj |2dx+

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|φ′j |2dx+

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h
′′

φ′jφjdx

+iλ

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

bh′|φj |2dx+ iλ

∞
∑

j=1

∫ α3

α2

ch′ψjφjdx = −
∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′F 1
j φjdx.

11



Now, using (3.21), (3.26), the definition of F 1
j , and the fact that ‖F‖H = o(1) and

∞
∑

j=1

‖λφj‖2 = O(1), we get

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

bh′|φj |2dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−(ℓ+1)
)

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ

∞
∑

j=1

∫ α3

α2

ch′ψjφjdx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−( ℓ

2
+1)
)

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′F 1
j φjdx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−ℓ
)

.

Inserting the above estimations in (3.45) and using the fact that ℓ ≥ 4, we get (3.43). In the same way,
multiplying (3.17) by −h′ψj , using integration by parts over (0, 1) and using the definition of c, we get

(3.46)

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′
(

−λ2 + aµ2
j

)

|ψj |2dx+ a

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|ψ′
j |2dx+ a

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h
′′

ψ′
jψjdx

−iλ
∞
∑

j=1

∫ α3

α2

ch′φjψjdx = −
∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′F 2
j ψjdx.

Using (3.26), the definition of F 2
j , and the fact that ‖F‖H = o(1) and

∞
∑

j=1

‖λψj‖ = O(1), we get

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

iλ

∞
∑

j=1

∫ α3

α2

ch′φjψjdx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−( ℓ

2
+1)
)

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′F 2
j ψjdx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−ℓ
)

.

Finally, inserting the above estimations in (3.46) and using the fact that ℓ ≥ 4, we get (3.44). The proof has
been completed. �

Lemma 3.10. The solution (φ, v, ψ, z) of system (3.9) satisfies the following estimation

(3.47) ‖Φ‖2H =











o
(

λ−
ℓ

2
+2
)

if a = 1,

o
(

λ−
ℓ

2
+3
)

if a 6= 1.

Proof. First, adding (3.36), (3.43), (3.37) and (3.44) we get

(3.48) 2

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|φ′j |2dx+ 2a

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|ψ′
j |2dx+

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h
′′

φ′jφjdx+ a

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h
′′

ψ′
jψjdx = o

(

λ−
ℓ

2

)

.

Now, take h(x) = xθ4 + (x− 1)θ5, such that

(3.49) θ4 :=















1 in (0, α2 + ε),

0 in (α3 − ε, 1, )

0 ≤ θ4 ≤ 1 in ωε,

and θ5 :=















0 in (0, α2 + ε),

1 in (α3 − ε, 1),

0 ≤ θ5 ≤ 1 in ωε.

It is easy to see that

(3.50) h′(x) = xθ′4 + θ4 + (x− 1)θ′5 + θ5 and h
′′

= xθ
′′

4 + 2θ′4 + (x− 1)θ
′′

5 + 2θ′5.

Using (3.50), the definition of θ4 and θ5, using the fact that

∞
∑

j=1

‖φ′j‖2 = O(1), (3.22), (3.26), and (3.33), we

get

(3.51)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h
′′

φ′jφjdx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o
(

λ−(
ℓ

2
+1)
)

and

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h
′′

ψ′
jψjdx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=











o
(

λ−(
ℓ

2
+1)
)

if a = 1,

o
(

λ−
ℓ

2
+ 1

2

)

if a 6= 1.

Inserting (3.51) in (3.48), we get

(3.52)

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|φ′j |2dx+ a

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|ψ′
j |2dx = o

(

λ−
ℓ

2

)

.
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Setting r = xθ′4 + (x− 1)θ′5, and using (3.49), (3.22) and (3.33), we get

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

r|φ′j |2dx = o
(

λ−( ℓ

2
+1)
)

and
∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

r|ψ′
j |2dx =











o
(

λ−
ℓ

2

)

if a = 1,

o
(

λ−
ℓ

2
+1
)

if a 6= 1.

These estimations, (3.52) and (3.50) yield

(3.53)

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

(θ4 + θ5)|φ′j |2dx = o
(

λ−
ℓ

2

)

and

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

(θ4 + θ5)|ψ′
j |2dx =











o
(

λ−
ℓ

2

)

if a = 1,

o
(

λ−
ℓ

2
+1
)

if a 6= 1.

Using (3.49), (3.22), (3.33), (3.53) and the fact that ℓ ≥ 4, we get

(3.54)
∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

|φ′j |2dx = o
(

λ−
ℓ

2

)

and
∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

|ψ′
j |2dx =











o
(

λ−
ℓ

2

)

if a = 1,

o
(

λ−
ℓ

2
+1
)

if a 6= 1.

Using Poincaré inequality, we get

(3.55)

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

|λφj |2dx = o
(

λ−
ℓ

2
+2
)

and

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

|λψj |2dx =











o
(

λ−
ℓ

2
+2
)

if a = 1,

o
(

λ−
ℓ

2
+3
)

if a 6= 1.

Using (3.22), (3.34), (3.36), (3.37) and (3.50), we get

(3.56)

∞
∑

j=1

µ2
j

∫ 1

0

|φj |2dx = o
(

λ−
ℓ

2
+2
)

and

∞
∑

j=1

µ2
j

∫ 1

0

|ψj |2dx =











o
(

λ−
ℓ

2
+2
)

if a = 1,

o
(

λ−
ℓ

2
+3
)

if a 6= 1.

Finally, from (3.54)-(3.56). we obtain (3.10). The proof has been completed. �

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Take ℓ = 4 for a = 1 and ℓ = 6 for a 6= 1 in Lemma 3.10, we get ‖Φ‖H = o(1), which
contradicts ‖Φ‖H = 1 in (3.7). This implies that

lim sup
λ∈R, |λ|→∞

1

|λ|ℓ ‖(iλI −A)−1‖L(H) <∞.

with ℓ defined by (3.2). Finally, according to Theorem 3.3, we obtain the desired result. The proof has been
completed. �

3.2. Proof of Theorem 3.2. The proof of Theorem 3.2 is divided into several Lemmas. In these following
Lemmas, we assume that (LCD2) holds.

Lemma 3.11. The solution (φ, v, ψ, z) of system (3.9) satisfies the following estimations

(3.57)

∞
∑

j=1

(

‖φ′j‖2L2(Dε)
+ µ2

j‖φj‖2L2(Dε)

)

= o
(

λ−2
)

and

∞
∑

j=1

(

‖ψ′
j‖2L2(Dε)

+ µ2
j‖ψj‖2L2(Dε)

)

= o
(

λ−2
)

.

where Dε is defined in Lemma 3.5.

Proof. First, multiplying (3.16) and (3.17) by −θ1φj and −θ1ψj respectively (where θ1 is defined in (3.23)),
using integration by parts over (0, 1), and (3.19) and (LCD2), and the same arguments than in the proof of
Lemma 3.5, we get (3.57). The proof has been completed. �

Lemma 3.12. Let h ∈ C∞ ([0, 1]) such that h(0) = h(1) = 0. The solution (φ, v, ψ, z) of system (3.9) satisfies
the following estimations

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′
(

λ2 − µ2
j

)

|φj |2dx+

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|φ′j |2dx = o
(

λ−2
)

,(3.58)

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′
(

λ2 − aµ2
j

)

|ψj |2dx+ a

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|ψ′
j |2dx = o

(

λ−2
)

.(3.59)
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Proof. Using the same technique than the one of the proof of Lemma 3.8, we get the proof. �

Lemma 3.13. Let h ∈ C∞ ([0, 1]) such that h(0) = h(1) = 0. The solution (φ, v, ψ, z) of system (3.9) satisfies
the following estimations

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′
(

−λ2 + µ2
j

)

|φj |2dx+

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|φ′j |2dx+

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h
′′

φ′jφjdx = o
(

λ−2
)

,(3.60)

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′
(

−λ2 + aµ2
j

)

|ψj |2dx+ a

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h′|ψ′
j |2dx+ a

∞
∑

j=1

∫ 1

0

h
′′

ψ′
jψjdx = o

(

λ−2
)

.(3.61)

Proof. Using the same technique than the one of the proof of Lemma 3.8, we get the proof. �

Lemma 3.14. The solution (φ, v, ψ, z) of system (3.9) satisfies the following estimation

(3.62) ‖Φ‖2H = o (1) .

Proof. Adding (3.58), (3.60), (3.59) and (3.61) and taking h(x) = xθ4 + (x − 1)θ5, with θ4 and θ5 defined in
(3.49), and using the same technique than the one of the proof of Lemma 3.10, we get (3.62). �

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Lemma 3.14 contradicts ‖Φ‖H = 1 in (3.7). This implies that

lim sup
λ∈R, |λ|→∞

1

|λ|2 ‖(iλI −A)−1‖L(H) <∞.

Finally, according to Theorem 3.3, we obtain the desired result. The proof has been completed. �

Some cylindrical domains Ω with particular choices for the support of b, c, and d are illustrated in Figures
1, 2, and 3.

supp b× ω

supp c× ω

supp b× ω

supp d× ω

supp c× ω

Figure 1. Locally coupled wave equations with direct/indirect localized viscous damping on
a square.
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supp c× ω

supp b× ω

Figure 2. Locally coupled wave equations with indirect localized viscous damping on a cube.

supp c× ω supp b× ω

Figure 3. Locally coupled wave equations with localized viscous damping on a cylinder.

4. Conclusion and open problems

In this work, the local stabilization of N-dimensional locally coupled wave equations on cylindrical and non
regular domains is considered. The localized damping and coupling regions do not satisfy the geometric control
condition (GCC). Based on the frequency domain approach with the orthonormal basis decomposition and
specific multiplier techniques, we have proved a polynomial energy decay rate that depends on the speed wave
propagation for indirect stabilization. For direct stability, we established a polynomial energy decay rate of
order t−1. The case where the coupling region is included in the damping region and both regions do not hit
the boundary is still an open problem (see Figure 4 for an illustration). Moreover, the case 0 < α1 = α2 <

α4 < α3 < 1 in (LCD2) is also an open problem (see system (A.1) in [17] for the 1-dimensional case).

15



Figure 4. The case where the coupling region (blue part) is included in the damping region
(red part) and both regions are far away from the boundary.
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