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Abstract

In this work, we consider a one-dimensional piezoelectric beam model with magnetic effects
in the presence of a delay term acting on the two equations. The existence and uniqueness
of solutions to the system are proved by the semigroup theory. We demonstrate the system’s
exponential stability using the energy method and multiplier techniques. Under a suitable
assumption on the weight of the delay that the damping effect through two equations is strong
enough to stabilize the system even in the presence of a time delay. Furthermore, our result
does not depend on any relationship between system parameters.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, we have seen a large number of published works on piezoelectric materials [23].
Piezoelectric materials, such as quartz, Rochelle salt, and barium titanate, possess the significant
characteristic of converting mechanical energy into electromagnetic energy when subjected to me-
chanical stress. The phenomenon responsible for this conversion is known as the direct piezoelectric
effect, which was discovered by the brothers Pierre and Jacques Curie in 1880. Reciprocally, the
same materials have the ability to convert electromagnetic energy to mechanical energy, and this
phenomenon is well known as the reverse piezoelectric effect, which was uncovered by Gabriel
Lippmann [25] in 1881. Piezoelectric materials find numerous applications in various domains of
real life, including civil engineering, industrial applications, the automotive industry, aeronautical
engineering, and space structures. Additionally, these materials have been extensively utilized as
sensors and actuators in the fields of structures and intelligent systems [3]. Furthermore, these
smart materials can be used in many fields, especially when dealing with piezoelectric motors,
sonars and injection mechanisms. These materials’ activity is associated with their microscopic
polarization, which is brought on by the presence of a dipole moment, which is brought on by the
lack of central symmetry. Additionally, a little amount of mechanical energy is also converted into
magnetic energy during the process of turning mechanical energy into electric energy. This last
energy has a relatively small effect on the general dynamics, and there exist models that neglect
magnetic effects such as piezoelectric beams. However, this magnetic contribution may limit the
system performance. For example, the magnetic effect can cause oscillations in the output, which
leads to system instability in closed loop [20, 28]. The following references can be used to find
further issues with piezoelectric systems: [6, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 26].
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In the modeling of piezoelectric systems, three main effects and their interrelationships should be
taken into account: mechanical, electrical, and magnetic. Mechanical effects are generally modeled
through Kirchhoff, Euler—Bernoulli, or Mindlin—Timoshenko small displacement assumptions; see,
for example, [27]. There are mainly three approaches for including electrical and magnetic effects:
electrostatic, quasi-static, and fully dynamic [24]. Electrostatic and quasi-static approaches are
widely employed; see, for example, [4, 8]. These models totally exclude magnetic effects and
their coupling with electrical and mechanical effects. Although the mechanical equations in an
electrostatic approach are dynamic, the electrical effects are stationary. The quasi—static approach
still excludes magnetic effects, but electric charges have time dependence. The electromechanical
coupling is not dynamic. On the other hand, in the references [9, 10, 29, 30] a great deal of attention
has been given to the study of differential variational-hemivariational inequalities. Morris et al. [17]
using a variational approach to introduce the following coupled model of piezoelectric beams with
magnetic effects

PV — Qg + YPPze = 0in (0, L) x (0,00),

pptt — BPee + YBVze =0 in (0, L) x (0, 00),

v (07t) =p(0,1) = av, (L t) YBpz (Lvt) =0, (1.1)
Bpaz (L, t) — B (L, 1) = =V (t) /h,

(v, v, p,p1) (,0) = (vo7v1,po,p1)( )

In the given model, the positive parameters p, «, v, i, 8, and L represent the mass density per unit
volume, elastic stiffness, piezoelectric coeflicient, magnetic permeability, water resistance coefficient
of the beam, and the length of the beam, respectively. In addition, the relationship is considered

a = a; + %8 with a; > 0, (1.2)

where h represents the thickness of the beam and V' (¢) denotes the voltage applied at the electrode.
In this context, the functions v = wv(z,t) and p = p(z,t) are used to represent the transverse
displacement of the beam and the total load of the electric displacement along the transverse
direction at each point x, respectively. Ramos et al. [21] conducted a study on the following system
of piezoelectric beams with magnetic effects

PVt — Wy + YBPa + 0vy = 0, in (0,L) x (0,7),

HPptt — BpLI + Vﬁvaw: = 07 in ( ) ( T) )

v(0,t) = avg (L, t) — vBp. (L, 1) =0, 0 <t < T, (1.3)
p(ovt) = Dz (Lvt) — Vg (L7t) =0,0<t<T,

(v, ve,p, ) (7,0) = (vo,v1,p0,p1) (), 0 <z < L.

In their study, Ramos et al. investigated the exponential decay of the total energy and various
numerical aspects related to the dissipative piezoelectric beams system with magnetic effects. They
demonstrated that the dissipation produced by the damping term dv;, which acts in the mechanical
equation, is sufficiently strong to exponentially stabilize the solution of the system given by (1.3),
regardless of the physical parameters of the model. In addition, they presented the results of
numerical simulations using the explicit finite difference method. Freitas et al. [7] studied the
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following piezoelectric beams system

PVt — Wz + YVBPza + f1 (v, p) +ve = ha,

UPet — Bpa::r + Wﬂvxm + f2 (’va) + H1Pt + HaPt (,’E7t - T) = h27 (1 4)
v (0,t) = v, (L, t) =p(0,t) =p, (L,t) =0, t >0, )
(vatap7pt) (JZ,O) = (Uovvlap()apl) ('T)a HAES (O7L) .

In their study, they analyzed the long-time behavior of the system by studying its associated dy-
namical system. They showed that the system is gradient and asymptotically smooth. Where
x € (0,L) and t € (0,T), the functions f; (v,p) and f5 (v,p) represent nonlinear source terms in
the system. The terms h; and hy correspond to external forces acting on the system. Further-
more, v; and p; represent the damping effects associated with displacement and magnetic current,
respectively. On the other hand, in [2] Afilal et al. studied the following piezoelectric beams with
magnetic effects and localized damping

PO — QU + YPPze + a (z) vy =0, in (0,L) x (0,00),

Pet — BPaz +YBvze = 0, in (0,L) x (0,00),

v (0,t) = aw, (L,t) — vBp, (L, t) =0, t € (0,00), (1.5)
p(o,t) pr(L,t) — YUz (Lvt) =0, 1€ (O’OO)a

(U,Ut,p7pt) (ZE?O) = (UO,Ul,pO,pl) (ZE), T E (OvL)

The authors, by using a damping mechanism acting only on one component and on a small part of
the beam, established that the system (1.5) is exponentially stable.

The introduction of delay terms is prevalent in many practical applications, differentiating the prob-
lem from those examined in existing literature, as highlighted by [22]. Surprisingly, incorporating
even a minor delay can disrupt the stability of a system that is otherwise uniformly asymptotically
stable in the absence of delay, unless specific additional conditions or control terms are integrated,
as demonstrated by [1]. Hence, studying the stability implications in systems with time delays
holds immense theoretical and practical significance. Extensive research has explored the impact
of time delay on the stability of dynamic systems, revealing that it frequently acts as a source of
instability.

A simple example of a Time-Delay System (TDS) can be illustrated as follows: Imagine a person
taking a shower, aiming to reach a specific water temperature, T4, by adjusting the hot and cold
water mixer. We'll use T (¢) to represent the water temperature coming out of the mixer and 7 as
the constant time it takes for the water to travel from the mixer to the person’s head (see Figure 1).
We assume that the change in temperature is directly proportional to the angle at which the mixer
handle is turned, and the rate at which the handle is turned depends on the difference between
the current temperature, T (), and the desired temperature, T4. At any given time, ¢, the person
perceives the water temperature that left the mixer at time ¢ — 7. This leads to the following
equation incorporating the constant delay 7:

T'(t) = —&(T(t—7)—Ty), E€R

We present the following picture for further clarification:
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FIGURE 1. A Showering person

Understanding these stability issues is pivotal for ensuring the dependable operation of time-
delay systems across various applications. Notably, controlling magnetically influenced piezoelectric
beams with time delay has emerged as a prominent research area, as evidenced by recent studies
such as (e.g. [5, 7]). In [5], the author proposed magnetic-affected piezoelectric beams incorporating
Cattaneo’s law and a distributed delay term given by:

PVt — QUgq + ’yﬂpwz + 77930 =0,
WDt — BPrz + VBVze + p1ps + f:f po () pe (z,t —s)ds =0,
9t + qu + NUgt = 07
Tqt + 0q + kO, =0,
v (0,t) = awg (L, ) = yBpe (L, 1) = 0, ¥Vt > 0,
p(0,t) = pz (L,t) — v, (L,t) =0, Vt > 0,
0(0,t) =6 (L,t) =0, Vt >0,
Dt (I, 7t) fO (Z,t), (l‘,t) (OvL) X (077'2)7
(UavtvpaptaeaQ) (IE,O) = (UOavlaPOap1a007q0) (x)7 Vo € (OvL) .

In the given system, where 6 = (z,t) represents the temperature difference, 7 > 0 is the coupling
constant associated with the heating effect, ¢ = ¢(z,t) signifies the heat flux, and 7 > 0 is the
relaxation time indicating the time delay in temperature response. Initial data vy, v1, po, p1,
0o, qo, and the history function fy are involved, along with constitutive constants p1, 6, and k,
which are positive. Additionally, pe : [71,72] — R is a bounded function, where 71 and 75 are
real numbers meeting the condition 0 < 7 < 75. Under appropriate assumptions considering
the weight of both delay and frictional damping, the author established the well-posedness of the
system and demonstrated its exponential stability. Messaoudi et al. [14] they studied the following
one-dimensional nonlinear piezoelectric beams with thermal and magnetic effects in the presence
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of a distributed delay term acting on the heat equation given by:

PVt — QUgy + ’Y/Bpmw + 60, + v (t) g (Ut) =0, in (0’ L) X (07 OO) )

HPtt — BPze + Vﬁvx:c =0, in (07 L) X (0’ OO) s

cly — k10,5 — f: k2 (8) Ops (x,t — 8)ds + dvy, =0, in (0, L) x (0,00),
v (0,t) = v, (L, t) = p(0,t) =p, (L,t) =6(0,t) =0 (L,t) =0, t >0,
(v, v¢,p,pt,0) (,0) = (vo, v1, po,p1,60) (z), z € (0,L),

0y (x,—t) = fo(z,t), € (0,L), t € (0,72).

First, they showed by applying the semigroup method that the system is well-posed. Through
the construction of an appropriate Lyapunov functional, they established a general decay result
for the solutions of the system, for which the exponential and polynomial decays are only special
cases, under a suitable assumption on the weight of the delay that the damping effect through
heat conduction is strong enough to stabilize the system even in the presence of a time delay.
Furthermore, the results do not depend on any relationship between system parameters. Motivated
and inspired by the above papers, in this article we consider the following system:

(1.6)

PVt = QUgy — ’Yﬁpxr — P11V — P2V (l’,t - T) , in (O’L) X (07 OO) )

upet = Bpre — YBVzz — p1pe — p2pt (v, — o), in (0,L) x (0,00),

(v,v¢,p,p¢) (2,0) = (vo,v1,p0,p1) (), © € (0,L),

v (0,t) = aw, (L, t) — vBp. (L, t) =0, t >0, (1.7)
p(0,t) = pg (L, t) — v, (L, t) =0, ¢ > 0,

Ut (’Jj,th) :fO(xatf’r)a le (037_)7

pi(z,t—0)=go(z,t—0), t€(0,0).

The coefficients p; and pp are positive constants. ps and uso are a real numbers. Here, we prove
the well-posedness and stability results for the problem (1.7), under the assumption

w1 > |pel -

There are many instances where time delays act as a source of instability in systems. However, time
delays can actually stabilize certain systems, contrary to what might be expected. The question in
this context is whether the time delay affecting the two equations has an impact on the system’s
stability. The primary goal and new aspect of this work is to answer the question we asked positively,
by considering (1.7). Firstly, we adopt the semigroup method to obtain the well-posedness of the
system (1.7). Secondly, we use the multiplier method and some properties of convex functions to
obtain the exponential decay of the solution associated with the system (1.7), irrespective of any
condition of the system’s parameters.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce some assumptions needed in our work
and prove the well-posedness of the system (1.7). In Section 3, we state and prove our stability
result. Moreover, throughout this paper, we will assume that (1.2) is satisfied.

2 The well-posedness of the problem

In this section, we prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions for (1.7) using the semigroup
theory [19]. As in [18], we introduce the new variables

z(x,0,t) = v (x,t —o7), € (0,L), 0€(0,1), t >0,
y(x797t):pt(xat_ga)a T € (OaL)7 Qe (Oal)a t>0
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Therefore, system (1.7) is equivalent to

POt = QUgy — ’Yﬂpzz — P11V — P2Z($7 17t)7 (‘T7t) € (O,L) X (0700)7
TZt(.’I}, o, t) = _Zg(xv 0, t)? ($, 0, t) (07 L) X (07 1) X (07 OO),
HUptt = ﬁpww - ’Y/vaw — H1Pt — M2y($7 1at)7 (J},t) € (Oa L) X (07 00)7
O'yt(a:a 0, t) = _yg(l', 0, t)a (17, 0, t) € (O7L) X (Oa 1) X Oa OO),
Z(SC, an) = fo (x’797)7 (I‘, Q) € (O7L) X (Ovl)v (2'1)
y(x,0,0) = go (v, —00), (z,0) € (0,L) x (0,1),
(Uavt7p>pt) (SL‘, O) = (007U17p07p1) (33) ) Vz € (07 L) )
v(0,t) = av, (L,t) —vBp. (L,t) =0, Vt > 0,
p(0,t) = ps (L, t) — v, (L,t) =0, Vit > 0,
Thus, we shall consider system (2.1) instead of system (1.7).
The aim of this section is to prove that system system (2.1) is well-posed.
Introducing the vector function ® = (v, vy, 2, p, pt, y)T, system (2.1) can be written as
O (t) = AP (t), t>0,
. (2:2)
@ (0) = @9 = (vo,v1, fo,P0;P1,90)"
where the operator A is defined by
Vg
1
v ; [avxx — VBPzx — P1Vt — Pzz(xa 1, t)]
Vg 1
A z _ —;ZQ(Z', 0, t)
bt
Pt L
- [ﬁpwm - ’Yﬁvww — M1Pt — MQZ/(%', 1a t)]
Y Iz
_l (1‘ t)
O_yQ 7@7
Next, we consider the following space
H, (0,L) = {f € H"(0,L); f(0)=0}, HI(0,L)=H?(0,L)NH,(0,L),
and the Hilbert space
H = H}(0,L)xL*(0,L)x L*((0,L),L*(0,L)) x H} (0,L) x L* (0,L) x L* ((0,L),L*(0,L)),

equipped with the inner product

L L
<<I>7<I>>H = p/ vtvtd:r—l—C/ / (z,0) 2 (z,0) dgdx—i—u/ pt;bvtd:v—&—al/ VU dx
0 0
+§/ / (z,0)7 x@)d@daf+ﬁ/ (V0 — pz) (Y0z — Pz) dz,

for ® = (v, v, 2, p, pt,y) , D= (0,04, 2 p,pt,y) and ¢, £ are two positive constants such that

Tlp2| < C <7 (201 — |p2l),
{amﬂsgga@m—nmy (2:3)
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The domain of A is

D(A):{cbe?-i

’Uaper(OvL)a vtvptEHi (07 )7 CE(L :pl’(L):O?
2,Y,20,Yo € L2 ((Oa 7L Oa ) ’

and it is dense in H. We have the following existence and uniqueness result.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that &, € H and (1.8) holds, then system (2.1) has a unique solution
® € C (RT;H). Moreover, if &5 € D (A), then

®eC(RTDA)NC (RTH).

Proof. We use the semigroup approach. Sufficiently, we prove that A : D(A) C H — H is a
maximal monotone operator. For this purpose, we need the following two steps: A is dissipative
and Id — A is surjective.

Step 1. A is dissipative.

For any ® = (v, vy, 2, D, pt, y)T € D (A), by using the inner product and integration by parts, we
can obtain that

L
(AD, @), = —(pl—;)/ dw——/ (x,1,1) dx—(,ul—;g)/o prdx

L L
—; y? (z,1,t) dx — pg/ vez(z, 1,t)dx — po / pry(z, 1, t)de.  (2.4)
4 0 0

Using Young’s inequality, we obtain

IN

L L L
—pg/ vez(z, 1,t)dx @/ vidx + lp2] / 22(x,1,t)dx, (2.5)
0 2 Jo 2 Jo

r | [* | [*
0 0 0

Substituting (2.5) and (2.6) in (2.4) and using (2.3), it follows that

L L L L
(A®,®),, < -y / vide — CQ/ pidx — Cg/ 22 (x,1,t) da — C’4/ v* (z,1,t) dz
0 0 0 0
< 0,
where
- ¢ lpel £ |pel ¢ lpal £ |uel
Gi=p-g - Cemmogo = G=g =5 Gi=g5 =5

which implies that A is a dissipative operator.
Step 2. Id — A is surjective.
Let F = (f1,..., f6)T € H, we prove that there exists ® = (v, vy, z,p,pt,y)T € D (A) satisfying

(Id— A)® = F, (2.7)
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that is
v—v=f1 € H (0,L),
(P + pl) Vg — QUgy + fyﬂpxz + pZZ(wa 17t) = pr € L2 (07 L) 5
T2+ 2o(x, 0,t) =Tf3 € L? ((O,L) ,L? (O,L)) ,
D—pt=fa€ H»} (O,L),
(1 + p1) pr — Bpaz + VB2 + poy(a, 1,t) = pfs € L* (0, L),
oy + yo(x,0,t) =0cfs € L* ((0,L),L?(0,L)).

Suppose we have obtained (v¢, p;) with the suitable regularity, then

{ Ut:v_fh
Pt =D — fa,

so we have v; € H! (0,L) and p; € H! (0,L).

(2.8)

(2.9)

Equations (2.8)3 and (2.8)¢ with (2.9), recalling z(z,0,t) = v;(x) and y(x,0,t) = p;(x), yield

o
2(z,0t) =v(x)e 0~ fi (x) e T+ Te O / €™ f3(x, 5)ds,
0

y (@ 0,0) = p(2) e — fy () e + 5o / T fo(, 5)ds.
0

Clearly, z,y,20,y, € L* ((0,L),L*(0,L)) .
Inserting (2.9); and (2.10) into (2.8), and inserting (2.9)2 and (2.11) into (2.8)s5, we get

P3V — Qgy + VPBPzx = ha,
H3p — Bpmz + ’Yﬂvmz = h27

where
ps=p+p1+peT,
ps = p+ p1 + p2e”?,
hy = p3f1+ pfa — pare™" fol e f3(x, s)ds,
ha = psfa+ pfs — pooe™? fol e fo(, s)ds.

The variational formulation corresponding to equation (2.12) takes the form
B ((’U,p)T ) (:l\}ia@T> - g (57mT ’

where B : [H} (0,L) x H! (0, L)]2 — R is the bilinear form given by

L

(2.10)

(2.11)

(2.12)

(2.13)

L L L
B(w.n) @n)") = [ videtan [ eidetp [ ppda 8 [ (e =) (07 - i) da.
0 0 0 0

and G : [H! (0,L) x H! (0,L)] — R is the linear form defined by

L L
G@p" = / hyodx + / hopdz.
0 0
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Now we introduce the Hilbert space V = H! (0, L) x H} (0, L), equipped with the norm

2 2 2 2 2
1@, )y = llollz + llvallz + [Ipllz + 1702 = pell3 -

We can easily see that B and G are bounded. Furthermore, using integration by parts, we can
obtain that there exists a positive constant ¢ such that

L L L L
B ((v,p)T , (v,p)T> = p3/ vidr + o / vidw + ug/ p2dr + ﬁ/ (yvg — pw)2 dx
0 0 0 0

2
cll(w,plly

Y

which implies that B (-,-) is coercive. Consequently, the Lax-Milgram Lemma provides that (2.12)

has a unique solution (v,p)” € V.
Then, by substituting v and p into (2.9), we obtain

v, € H (0,L) and p; € H! (0,L).
Next, it remains to show that
v,p € H*(0,L)NH! (0,L),v, (L) = py (L) = 0.

It follows from (2.12) that
{ QVgy = 3V + VBPzw — ha,
BPra = p3p + ¥BVza — ho,

and therefore,
1V = P30V + Ypu3p — Yha — hy € L*(0,L).

Consequently, by the regularity theory for the linear elliptic equations, it follows that
ve H*(0,L)N H! (0,L).

Moreover, we have

L L L L L
a1 / Vppudr = p3/ vudr + ’Y,LL3/ pudx — ’y/ houdzx — / hiudx,
0 0 0 0 0

for any uw € C* ([0, L]) € H} (0, L) (u(0) =0). By using the integration by parts, we obtain
vy (L)u (L) =0, Yuec C([0,L]), u(0)=0.

Therefore,
vy (L) = 0.

In a similar way, we obtain
pe€ H*(0,L)NH;(0,L), p; (L) =0.

Hence, there exists a unique ® € D(A) such that equation (2.7) is satisfied. Therefore, the operator
Id — A is surjective. Moreover, it is easy to see that D(A) is dense in H. Consequently, the well-
posedness result follows from Lumer-Philips theorem. Q.E.D.
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3 Exponential decay of solutions

In this section, we state and prove the exponential decay for system (2.1)—(2.2). It will be achieved
by using the perturbed energy method. We define the following energy functional:

1 (L 1 1
B0y [ o et s an v 800 —p) 4 ¢ [ Panndors [ 5P otdo) do
0 0 0
(3.1)
The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let (v, z,p,y) be the solution of system (2.1). Then the energy E (t) satisfies, for
allt > 0,
E(t) <noe™™, (3.2)

where 79 and 7, are positive constants.
To prove this result, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. Let (v, z,p,y) be the solution of system (2.1). Then the energy functional satisfies

d L L L L
th( ) < —C’l/ 'UthZ‘_CQ/ pfdx—Cg/ z2(x,1,t)dx—04/ v2(x,1,t)dx, (3.3)
0 0 0 0
where
_ ¢ lpal _ £ lp2l
Cio= mogr— g Gemmm g
¢ pel ¢ |#2|
CGo= 9r = =g,

Proof. Multiplying (2.1); and (2.1)3 by v; and p;, respectively, and integrating over (0, L) and
summing up, using integration by parts and the boundary conditions, we get

1d
2dt

L L L L
= 7/ prv2dz —/ pprde f/ uoy(x, 1,t)pdx 7/ poz(x, 1, t)vde. (3.4)
0 0 0 0

L
|02+ 1} + crv? + B (yv, = p.)’| de

Now, multiplying (2.1)2 by gz(ac7 0,t) and integrating the product over (0, L) x (0,1), and recalling
T

that z(z,0,t) = v¢, we obtain

¢ / e
2dt/ / (z,0,t)dodx = = ; 2% (x, 1, t)dz, (3.5)

and multiplying (2.1)4 by éy(az, 0,t) and integrating the product over (0, L) x (0, 1), and recalling
o
that y(z,0,t) = p;, we obtain

2dt/ / (z, 0, t)dedz = 5 - / dfc—/OLyQ(xylat)dw (3.6)
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Adding Egs. (3.4)—(3.6), we have

d L L L
th() = —<p1—2g;>/0 vide — <u1—2€7>/0 pfdw—;/o 2%(x,1,t)dx

¢ [t L L
pby y*(x, 1,t)dx — / p2z(x, 1, t)vpda — / oy (z, 1, t)prde. (3.7)
0 0

Using Young’s inequality, we can estimate

L

—/ p2z(z, 1, t)opda < |p2\ / (2,1, t)dx + |p22| vidr, (3.8)

0 0

t |2 |/~L2|

7/ oy (z, 1, )ppdr < / 2(z,1,t)dx + == 2d:c. (3.9)

0 0
Substitution of (3.8) and (3.9) into (3.7), and using (2.3) give (3.3), which concludes the proof.
Q.E.D.

Lemma 3.3. Let (v, z,p,y) be the solution of system (2.1). Then the functional

L o [F
Ly (t) := p/ vvdx + —1/ vidx
0 2 Jo
satisfies

L't<a1L2d v2p2 d pZCLQ d L2d
1(),—7 ; T+ — ; (vvx— 2) dx + ; 22(x, 1, t)dx + p v, (3.10)

aq aq
where C' is some positive constant.

Proof. Differentiating L; (t) with respect to ¢, using (2.1); and integrating by parts over (0, L) and
using the boundary conditions in (2.1), we have

L

L L L
Ly(t)= —al/o vide —~p ; (YVy — D) Vpdx — pg/ z(x, 1, t)vdr + p-/o vidr. (3.11)

0

Using Young’s and Poincaré’s inequalities, we obtain

L ’)’232 o 2 Qq L
5 [ o= p),vde < T [T o, - pt e+ 8 [ o2, (3.12)
0 a1 Jo 4 Jo
L 20 L L
—,02/ 2(z, 1, t)vdzr < pQ—/ 2%(x,1,t)dx + ﬂ/ vide. (3.13)
0 ar Jo 4 Jo

Estimate (3.10) follows by substituting (3.12) and (3.13) into (3.11). Q.E.D.
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Lemma 3.4. Let (v, z,p,y) be the solution of system (2.1). Then the functional

L
Ly (t) := —,u/o pt (yv — p)dz,

satisfies, the estimate

L 2 2,2 L
L/2(t) < _é (7’”1’ _pz)2 de + | p+ i + Th / p?daj
2 Jo B 4 0
2 L L
—|—% y*(x, 1, t)dx + / vide,
B Jo 0

where C' is some positive constant.

(3.14)

Proof. By differentiating Lo, using (2.1)2 and integrating by parts over (0, L) and using the bound-

ary conditions in (2.2), we obtain

L L L
Lyt) = —/3/ (yvgy — m)2 dx + u/ pfdw + 11 / pt (yv — p) dz
0 0 0
L L
+u2/ y(z,1,t) (yo — p)dx — w/ prurda.
0 0

Using Young’s and Poincaré’s inequalities, we get for

L 2 L L
C
m/ pt (yv —p)dr < L} prdz + é/ (v — p)? da,
0 5 0 4 0

L

o CMQ B L 2
i [ vte 0 u—pde < S5 [P § [ Gu-p2a,
0 0

0

L ~22 L L
—’yu/ pevrdr < / pfdx—i—/ vidz.
0 4 Jo 0

Substituting (3.16)-(3.18) into (3.15), we obtain (3.14).

Lemma 3.5. Let (v, z,p,y) be the solution of system (2.1). Then the functions

L 1 L 1
Ls(t) := / / e 27222 (2, 0,t) dodx, Ly(t) := / / e 27y (z, o, t) dodx,
o Jo o Jo

L 1 L 1 L
—nq / / 2% (z, 0,t) dodx — ng/ 22 (z,1,t) do + = / vida,
0o Jo 0 T Jo

L 1 L 1 [
—my / > (z,0,t) dodx — Mo / y? (z,1,t)dx + — / pfd:v,
o Jo 0 g Jo

satisfies

Ly(t)

IN

Ly(t)

IN

(3.15)

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

Q.E.D.

(3.19)

(3.20)
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Proof. Differentiating L3, and using the fifth equation in (2.1), we obtain

9 L g1
—7/ / e 2T, (x, 0,)2 (z, 0, 1) dodx
= 77/ / 727—92 x,0,t dgdl’* / / QTQZ z, 0, )deI’
d@
—nl/ / (z,0,t dgdx—ng/ 2(z,1,t)dx + = / vida.
0

Recalling e ® < e %7 < 1, for all o € [0,1], and —e~* < —e~ "2, for all s € [, 72|, we obtain (3.19).
Similarly, we prove (3.20). Q.E.D.

Ly(t)

IN

Next, we define a Lyapunov functional L and show that it is equivalent to the energy functional E.

Lemma 3.6. For N sufficiently large, the functional defined by
L(t):=NE(t)+ L1(t) + €La(t) + Ls(t) + La(t), YVt >0, (3.21)
where /¢ is positive real number to be chosen appropriately later, satisfies
aE(t)<L(t) <cE(t), Vi>0, (3.22)
for two positive constants ¢; and cs.

Proof. Let
L(t) = L1(t) + £L2(t) + L3(t) + La(?),

we obtain

L L L
@ < o[ foeldet B [ odospt [l p)ldo
0 0 0

L 1 L 1
+/ / le=27¢| 2% (x, 0, t) dodx + / / le™27¢| y* (x, 0, t) deda.
o Jo o Jo

Exploiting Young’s, Poincaré’s, Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities, (3.1), and the fact that e=27¢ < 1,
e=29¢ < 1 for all g € [0, 1], we obtain

L
@ < ef [oFeptaate o -p)?ds
0

L 1 1
+C/ U 22(x,9,t)d9+/ yQ(SE,@,t)d@} dx
0 0 0

< cE(t).
Consequently, |L(t) — NE(t)| < cE(t), which yields
(N—c)E{t) <L) <(N+c)E(1).

By choosing N large enough, we obtain estimate (3.22). Q.E.D.
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Now, we prove the main result of this section.

Proof. (Of Theorem 3.1)
By differentiating (3.21) and recalling (3.3), (3.10), (3.14), (3.19) and (3.20), we obtain that

L 2 2,2 L
L' < —{ClN—p—E—l]/ vfdx—{C'gN—<,u+O#1+7M)€—l]/ pidz
T 0 B 4 g 0
L 232 L
_ [T g (B, 2B / )
2/0 vydx [2€ a1] | (yv —p), dx

L 2 L
_ |:03N + ng — pOZéC(:| / 22 (J?, 17t) dr — |:C4N + mo — C§2£:| / y2 (.’13, l,t) dx
1 0 0

L 1 L 1
—nq / / 2% (x, 0,t) dodx — my / / v (z, 0,t) dodx, (3.23)
o Jo o Jo

At this point, we need to choose carefully our constants. We select ¢ large enough so that

22
> Wﬁ.
(€3]

Once / is fixed, we then choose N large enough such that

1 Cud P\, 1
CiN—p—t—= > 0, CzN—<u+u1+7M)€—>0,
T I} 4 o
20 02
OgN-Fﬂg—% > O7 C’4N+m2—%€>0,
1

Finally, we deduce that there exist positive constant ¢z such that (3.23) becomes
L' (t) < —c3E(t), Yt > 0. (3.24)
Next, combining (3.22) and (3.24), we have

L' (t) <—mL(t), vVt > 0. (3.25)

where 7; = @ 0, A simple integration of (3.25) over (0,t) yields
C2

L(t) < L(0)e ™" vt>0. (3.26)

CQE (O)

At last, by combining (3.22) and (3.26) we obtain (3.2) with ny = > which completes the
1

proof. Q.E.D.
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