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Abstract. We investigate both the mathematical modeling and stability methods for a new
integro-differential system referred to as the viscoelastic Timoshenko—Boltzmann model. The mod-
eling is developed for materials with hereditary memory under the creation time scenario whose
foundation goes back to Boltzmann’s superposition principle in linear viscoelasticity, complemented
by Timoshenko’s assumptions concerning shearing in certain beam vibrations. The mathematical
methodology provides a comprehensive characterization of the uniform stability for the partially
damped Timoshenko—Boltzmann system through the identity of wave speeds on the structural coef-
ficients and a pointwise dissipative condition on the memory kernel that does not require differential
inequalities.
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1. Introduction. In the modern approach by Fabrizio, Giorgi, and Pata [20],
a very interesting overview on materials with hereditary memory has been placed by
going back to the legacy of Boltzmann and Volterra theories in order to lay down
mathematical models in PDE with memory effects. The resulting discussion in [20,
sect. 2] leads us to a viscoelastic stress-strain constitutive law where the past history
vanishes before some nonpositive time, hereafter called creation time and denoted
by a < 0. As a consequence, the following (normalized) integro-differential wavelike
motion equation can be deduced,

(1.1) utt—Au—i—/tg(t—s)Au(-’s)ds:O

with proper initial-boundary conditions for the unknown axial displacement u = u(x,t)
related to a reference domain €2 and time ¢. As usual, g is referred to as the memory
kernel. With respect to the creation time parameter «, the standard literature in linear

7

viscoelasticity is mainly focused in the limit situations “a = —o0” (say, Boltzmann’s
case) and “a=0" (regarding a special Volterra’s case), where a meaningful amount of
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work dealing with well-posedness and stability results can be found. Among them, we
highlight the article by Conti, Gatti, and Pata [12], where uniform decay properties
for Volterra’s instance o = 0 is addressed without invoking differential inequality
assumptions for g, which constitutes the groundwork of our coming purposes. Also,
this paper enlightens the insight of the lack of the semigroup structure for (1.1),—0.
On the opposite side, as in [20] (see also [25] for precise arguments), when dealing
with (1.1)a=—co, the semigroup feature comes into play by means of a definition of
a new variable known as relative displacement history, which is given in terms of the
vertical displacement u as follows:

(1.2) w'(-,8) :==u(-t) —u(-,t—s), t>0,5>0.

This allows us to rewrite (1.1)4=—c as an autonomous system in terms of the couple
(u,w) and then employ powerful tools in linear semigroup theory for well-posedness
and stability results (cf. [9, 38]).

On the one hand, motivated by the inspiring scenario promoted by [20], we sup-
plement the present work with the derivation of two (wavelike) integro-differential
beam systems by taking into account the time creation perspective. More precisely,
we derive the two classes of viscoelastic evolution models

pl(btt - ’i(qsa: + '(/))a: f: 07
pwtt—bwzﬁb/ 9t — 8)ban (- 8) ds + k(s + 1) =0

«

(1.3)

and
t
- prbut — Kl + D)o+ K / 9t — )(6o + ¥)al-8)ds =0,
1.4 @ t
P2yt — Dy + Ky + ) — H/ g(t —s)(pe +¢)(-,8)ds =0,

[e%

both placed for unknown variables as the vertical displacement ¢ = ¢(x,t) and rota-
tion angle ¥ =1(x,t), where x varies along the beam with length L and time ¢t > .
The structural coefficients p1, ps2, &, b are all positive constants and depend upon the
structure of the beam material. The precise physical (and mathematical) modeling of
both systems (1.3) and (1.4) is provided in Appendix A by regarding linear viscoelas-
ticity not only on the bending moment (referring to (1.3)) but also for shear stress
(leading to (1.4)) in certain beam vibrations.

On the other hand, still motivated by the characterization of uniform stability
in linear viscoelasticity as discussed in [9, 38|, we can observe that the special limit
situations mentioned earlier (& =0 and o = —0c0) give rise to distinct cases regarding
the integro-differential systems (1.3) and (1.4), which will be discussed in detail as
follows. In this context, we remark that system (1.3) has been extensively studied
in the literature, while (1.4) has not been considered so far in the history framework
(i.e., in the case @ = —o0), which is exactly the unexplored scenario we are focused in
the present article. We also observe that due to the partially damped feature of both
systems (1.3) and (1.4), their stability results shall depend upon the assumptions:

e the behavior of the memory kernel g (to be set later on' );
o cqual wave speeds (EWS) condition, namely,

K b

1.5 —=—
(15) pP1 P2

11t will be clarified during the introduction and precisely given in sections 2 and 3.
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1.1. Viscoelasticity on the bending moment. Null history case: o = 0.
With reference to (1.3)a—0, we have the following Timoshenko—Volterra integro-
differential system

pl(ybtt - ﬂ(ﬁbx + 7/})96 t: 0,

(1.6) prre — biban + b/ 9t — $)ua () ds + k(g + 1) =0
0

A pioneering work dealing with (1.6), besides initial and Dirichlet-boundary condi-
tions, has been done by Ammar-Khodja et al. [3]. Summarizing what is of importance
in the present work, the essential core of the assumptions and stability results therein
(see [3, Thms. 2.7, 3.5, and 4.1]) can be stated as follows, where we consider expo-
nential memory kernels g > 0 via the differential inequality assumption and then state
the referred stability result.

e FEzxponential condition: there exists § > 0 such that

(1.7) g'(s) +dg(s) <0, s>0,

where ¢ is a nonincreasing differentiable function with g(0) > 0 and
J5 9(s)ds < oo.

Statement I. Under the exponential assumption on g given by (1.7),

the EWS condition (1.5) is a necessary and sufficient condition to

prove the exponential stability of the energy functional corresponding

to (1.6).

Since then, several stability results related to the viscoelastic Timoshenko—Volterra
system (1.6) emerged in the literature aiming to generalize the hypothesis (1.7), by
requesting (1.5) or not, with the primary objective of providing a variety of stability
properties for (1.6), as general as possible. However, it is worth pointing out that all
such general decays only span from a very slow decay to the exponential one. For
instance, we quote [3, 28, 29, 30, 32, 36, 35, 37, 42] in what concerns stability results
for (1.6) placed on bounded and unbounded domains, where some distinct types of
generalization for (1.7) are taken into account and are mainly derived from studies
carried out to second-order evolution models in viscoelasticity. Among the spectrum
of general assumptions on the kernel g, we draw attention to the recent paper by
Conti and Pata [13] (see also the references therein) where a robust assumption gen-
eralizing (1.7) is considered when dealing with Volterra integro-differential equations
of hyperbolic type.

In the authors’ opinion, the approach of [13, sect. 4] can be reapplied to other lin-
ear wavelike models with finite memory (null history) where viscoelasticity is regarded
solely on bending displacements as, for example, in (1.6), and still for viscoelastic-
ity on shearing as in the case (1.4)a—0, whenever we fix the EWS assumption (1.5).
Nonetheless, here our goal is to address the viscoelasticity in the history framework
(namely, (1.4)a=—oo) and so, instead of taking the aforementioned general assump-
tions on g, we are going to put our efforts towards general assumptions on the memory
kernel when the semigroup structure comes into the picture. This is the subject of the
next case (1.3)n=—o0, where we can go further and explore even more the assumptions
in Statement I by asking, for example, the following.

Q1. By fizing the EWS condition (1.5), is it possible to evaluate in
which case the assumption (1.7) is a necessary and sufficient condi-
tion for exponential stability?
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History case: o= —o0. Now, with respect to (1.3)4=_o0, the following Timoshenko—
Boltzmann integro-differential with past history system comes into play:

P10t — K(dz + 1)z =0,

(1.8) pothes — bns + b/ g(t — $)Yua(s)ds + k(P + 1) =0.

Unlike (1.6), the variable (-, s) is now supposed to be defined for s <0 as an initial
datum, which invariably requires the definition of a new variable in order to convert
(1.8) into an autonomous scenario for all (positive) time. In this way, and based on
the influential works by Dafermos [14, 15] (see also [25, sect. 2]), the authors in [21] set
the relative displacement history variable as for vertical displacements u in wavelike
models (see (1.1)—(1.2)) but now in terms of the rotation angle

(1.9) Mz, 8) :=Y(x,t) —(x,t —s), 2€(0,L),t>0,5>0,

and then provided for the first time the stability results for the related equivalent
problem (besides proper initial-boundary conditions) on a suitable extended phase
space through the associated semigroup (solution) T'(t) and the corresponding energy
E(t). Summarizing the main results in [21, Thms. 3.7 and 4.2], we can slightly
rephrase Statement I as the following;:

Statement II. Let g be a kernel satisfying the exponential assump-

tion (1.7). Then, the EWS condition (1.5) holds if and only if the

associated semigroup T(t) is exponentially stable.

As in the previous case, several papers have appeared in the literature concerning
the general stability of energy (also in terms of the semigroup) related to the viscoelas-
tic Timoshenko—Boltzmann (1.8), most of them with the same goal in generalizing the
exponential assumption on g given by (1.7); see, for instance, [2, 11, 18, 21, 27, 34].
In order to consider an assumption as general as possible related to characterization
of stability, and looking for the answer of Q1, among these latter works we are going
to highlight the assumptions of [11], which have a foundation in linear viscoelasticity
as first introduced by [9] and which today is known as the d-condition (cf. [10]), and
still receives the notion of admissible memory kernel.

According to [9, 11], we first observe that (1.7) is a particular case (with C' =1)
of the following assumption:

e Jd-condition: there exist C >1 and 6 > 0 such that

(1.10) g(t+s) <Ce O(s), t>0, a.e. s>0,

where g is assumed to be a nonincreasing absolutely continuous summable
function with finite total mass.
Therefore, rephrasing the stability result in [11, Thm. 1], we can precisely state the
answer for Q1 by giving the characterization of uniform stability in terms of the
memory kernel, instead of (1.5) as in Statements I and II.
Statement III. Under the EWS assumption (1.5), the semigroup T'(t)
associated with (1.8) is exponentially stable if and only if g satisfies
the §-condition (1.10).2
In Statement 111, once we have fixed the EWS condition (1.5), the equivalence stated
therein is not true if we change (1.10) by (1.7), which shows the d-condition is the

2As stressed on p. 368 of [11] (see remark therein), there is no need of (1.5) in necessity’s proof.
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exact assumption to answer Q1, besides elucidating its strength in the characterization
of uniform stability via the memory kernel. In this direction, we point out that either
assumption (1.5) or (1.10) (resp. (1.7)) is always fixed and the other one is used in the
equivalence of the exponential stabilization. Hence, we name Statements I, II, and
IIT as a partial characterization via either condition (1.5) or (1.10). This fact leads
us to the question of whether it is possible to use both assumptions for the uniform
stability characterization, or more specifically, the following.

Q2. Is it possible to prove that both (1.5) and (1.10) are (at the same

time) necessary and sufficient for exponential stability of the cor-

responding semigroup (energy) when dealing within the history sce-

nario?
As far as the authors know, this issue has not been explored until now with respect
to system (1.8). A positive answer to the question will be called a complete charac-
terization via (1.5) and (1.10). This is precisely the content of the next subsection
where our main goal is to address and clarify it for the case (1.4)4=—c0, which can be
properly brought to the present case.

1.2. Viscoelasticity on the shear stress. Null history case: a = 0. The
Timoshenko—Volterra integro-differential system (1.4),—¢ is written down as

pre — (e +D)a + 5 / ot — $)(a + )a(s)ds =0,
(1.11) 0 :

patbet — btbas 1 (s + ) — & / ot — 5)(a + ) (5)ds = 0.

The development of the physical modeling and mathematical results for (1.11) has
been devised only recently by Alves et al. [1]. Uniform and nonuniform stability
results are provided for solutions of (1.11) with proper initial-boundary conditions,
by taking into account general assumptions on g that include (1.7) as a particular
case and also assuming (or not) the EWS condition (1.5), besides a nonstandard
assumption on the memory kernel g in terms of py, p2, and the length L of the beam,;
cf. [1, Thms. 3.10, 3.12, and 4.1]. Just to be clearer, we note that such a peculiar
assumption on g is presented in Assumption 3.5 therein, being given by

o0 31 64p L2
1.12 ds>{4 2=, 212 e,
(112) i {5 ot e o)

which proved to be effective to reach a new observability inequality by means of new
multipliers (cf. [1, Prop. 3.8]), since it gives a proper balance to weight the perturbed
functionals. Despite general results, when speaking in terms of characterization of
uniform exponential stability, the summary of the main results in [1] reads precisely
as in Statement I, which is somehow expected (unless requesting (1.12)). So we turn
our attention back to the presence of history as follows.

History case: a« = —oo. We finally approach the instance that expresses the main
object of study in the present article, namely, the viscoelastic Timoshenko—Boltzmann
integro-differential system (1.4),=—co

t

P10t — K(dz + 1)z + n/ g(t — 8) (s + 1) x(8)ds =0,

—00

(1.13)

t

prtbrs — bihag + (s + 1) — / ot = 8)(bn + )(s)ds = 0.

— 00
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Suitable initial-boundary conditions will be precisely set later in (2.2)—(2.3). Unlike
(1.11), we are now facing prescribed initial data for the sum (¢, + ¥)(-,s), s < 0,
which in turn allows us to define a relative displacement history variable in terms
of the shear component S := k(¢ + t) in order to convert (1.13) into a tangible
equivalent autonomous problem, yet depending on the initial-boundary conditions, as
clarified right after and in section 2.

Before giving our main contributions, let us compare (1.13) with (1.11) or (1.8),
though it is not completely fair. Indeed, while in (1.11) one has the lack of semigroup
characteristic and so the stability has been done via multipliers in energy perturba-
tion, here we guarantee the generation a linear semigroup S(t¢) associated with (1.13).
Hence, a complete characterization of uniform stability is provided for the associ-
ated semigroup, by giving a positive answer to Q2 and still removing the drawback
property (1.12) as imposed in [1]. Furthermore, concerning (1.8), one sees that it
has the viscoelastic feedback through the bending moment and so all propagation
of dissipativity as done in [11, 21] is not enough in the present case, where a new
path of technical computations must be revealed in terms of the viscoelastic shearing
component.

The main contributions and organization of the paper are as follows.

(i) Well-posedness. Due to the Neumann boundary condition (2.2) for v, the
setting of (1.9) alone does not seem to be compatible in the well-posedness
statement as it brings trouble in terms of ¢ to fulfill all requested properties
of the domain arising in the resulting autonomous problem. To overcome this
difficulty, we are going to introduce the relative displacement history in terms
of shear stress S :=k(¢, +¢) as

x

(114) es)i= o [ (8000) = S(at =) dy

Such a formulation can also be done for (1.9).> With (1.14) in hands, we are
capable of setting (1.13) and its proper initial-boundary conditions (IBC) into
the semigroup framework, which is completely different from [1] in technical
aspects and also differs from [11, 26] in terms of IBC and the setting of relative
displacement histories. This is the subject of section 2, where the generation
of the semigroup (solution) S(t) := e is ensured; see Theorem 2.3.

(ii) Uniform Stability. In section 3, we state and prove our main stability results,
namely, Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.3. Under the forthcoming Assumption 2.1 and
also taking lims_,0 g(s) = go < +00, our main results state

S(t)=e'® is exponentially stable if and only if
- (1.5) holds true,
(1.10) is satisfied.
- In particular, when (1.5) does not hold, the semigroup
S(t) = et* is only semiuniformly stable with optimal rate
V.
The above statements provide a complete characterization of stability for the
associated semigroup, generalizes the partial characterization of Statements
I, II, and III to our context, and gives the positive answer to Q2 in our
viscoelastic shearing case, besides removing (1.12) as requested in the null
history case. Moreover, we also believe it could be replied to viscoelasticity on

3For instance, one can rewrite (1.9) formally in terms of the bending moment M := by, when
dealing with proper boundary conditions, namely, ¢*(z,s) = 1 [ [M(y,t) — M(y,t — s)] dy.
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the bending moment. The proofs are based on the spectral analysis through
the resolvent equation where new technical lemmas are original in this work
and then the well-known results in linear semigroup theory are invoked.

2. Well-posedness. To address (1.13) we consider the following IBVP:
(2.1)
¢
P11t — K¢ + ) + H/ g(t = 5)(¢a +1)a(s)ds =0 in (0,L) x R,

—o0
t

mwﬁ—b%m+nwx+w>—m/ ot - 5)(da +¥)(5)ds =0 in (0,L) x R

— 00

with boundary conditions

(22) ¢(07t) :¢(L7t) :wx(oat) :ww(Lat) =0, tekR,

and initial (also compatible) data

¢($,O):¢Q($), ¢t(0?$):¢1(x)? JJE(O,L),
(23) ¢($,O)—¢0(1‘), wt('xvo):¢1(x)’ Z‘E(O,L),
(

¢mw+AM%w@—mmm (£,1) € (0,1) x (—00,0).

Remark 2.1. Let us discuss the initial conditions (2.3) a little bit. The first
natural attempt to consider initial data can be found in [26], namely, instead of (2.3),
we could consider ¢(-,t) = ¢o(+,t) and ¥(-,t) =g(-,t), t <0, separately. Nonetheless,
with these latter history data studied separately, our trouble is twofold. Indeed, the
first one arises because the possible relative displacement history ¢ in (1.9) will not
completely fulfill the semigroup formulation in terms of Neumann boundary conditions
inherited by ¥. The second one is that by means of (1.14) (see also (2.4) and the
supplementary equation in (2.14)) we will never be able to recover the initial data
@o(-,t) and ¥o(-,t),t < 0, separately, but also the (not so usual) prescribed history
data (2.3);, which in turn arises due to the viscoelastic coupling on the shear force,
being called herein as a kind of compatibility condition. As we shall see later, it is
intrinsically necessary to transit equivalently between an autonomous problem and
the original system (2.1)—(2.3).

Since all structural constants are positive (p1, p2, K, b > 0), we only need to assume
conditions on the memory kernel g as follows.

Assumption 2.1. The kernel g : RT — R7 is absolutely continuous, nonincreasing,
and summable, with total mass

0= /Ooog(s) ds € (0,1).

Remark 2.2. As a matter of fact, to approach the well-posedness of (2.1)—(2.3)
(and still its asymptotic behavior) via semigroup theory, one could consider a more
general class of kernels absolutely continuous by parts containing a finite number
of jumps or even a countable number of increasing jumps; see for instance [9, 23].
However, to our purposes in the present paper, we will not consider such classes of
kernels.

From (1.14), we rewrite the relative displacement history variable as

(2.4) i) = (6+0) (0,t) = (04 9) (@, - 5)

Copyright (©) by STAM. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.
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for x € (0,L), t >0, s >0, where we set the notation for the sake of simplicity

et = /O " (. t) dy.

By means of (2.4) and setting w := 1 — ¢, we convert (2.1)—(2.3) into the following
autonomous system

(2.5)
prdus — [wwz s+ [ gt ds} —0  in (0,L) xR,
P2ty — by + K [w(ng + ) +/O 9($)n(s) ds] =0 in (0,L)xRT,
m+ns—(¢+{5)f:0 in (0,L) x Rt x R*

with boundary conditions

¢(0,t):¢(L,t):@/Jz(o,t):’L/}m(L,t):O, t>0,
(2.6) nt(0,s) =n*(L,s) =0, t>0,s>0,

n(z,0)=0, (z,t)€(0,L) x [0,00),

and initial data

(i)(l’,()):g‘bo(l'), ¢t(07x):¢1($)7 SUG(O,L),
(2'7) (0 %0)=¢0($)7~¢t($=0)=¢1($)7 .’EE(O,L),
n°(x,8) = ¢o + o — po(—s) :==no(z,5), (z,s)€(0,L) x RT.

By using an approach similar to [25], we can state that (2.5)—(2.7) is equivalent some-
how to (2.1)—(2.3). A brief discussion on this subject shall be given in subsection 2.2.
In this way, hereafter, we focus our mathematical results on the equivalent autono-
mous system (2.5)—(2.7).

2.1. The semigroup solution. We first introduce some notations as follows.
Let us consider L?(0, L), the standard complex L2-space with inner product and norm

(wo)= | Cu@i@de, [l = ( / ’ |u<m>2dx>

The space Hi (0, L) stands for the usual Sobolev space, and

1/2

1 L
L2(07L>={ueL2<o,L>,L/ u(sc)da:=0}, HY0,L)=H'(0,L) N L2(0, L),
0

equipped with the norms

lul

rzo,0) = lulls ullzg o,y = llullzro,n) = lluz|l-

For any h € L'(R™T), we consider the Hilbert memory space

M= im0 [T h ol s < oo

Copyright (©) by STAM. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.
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with inner product and norm

On, = [ ()& s, Wl = [ b6 lna(o) s
Under the above notations we consider the extended phase space
H=H}(0,L) x L*(0,L) x H}(0,L) x L2(0,L) x M,,
equipped with inner product
(1 2%)m = pr(®1, @) + po (', W) + kw(oy, + 00", 63 +9%) +b(vy, 92) + K", 0 ) m,
and norm
1213 = p1l @12 + P2l U1 + kwllde + 11 + bllall* + Kllnl 44,

where z; = (¢¢, ®%, ¢, Wl nt), 2 = (¢, @, 9, ¥, ) €H, i=1,2.

We also consider the operator L: D(L) C M, — M, given by

D(L) :={n € Mgy, Ln€ My and n(0) =0}, Ln:=—0sn,

which is the infinitesimal generator of the right-translation semigroup R(t) : My —
M, given by

0, 0<s<t.

[R(t)n](s) := {"(8 —t), s>t

Moreover, by setting ® = ¢, ¥ =, and 2o = (¢o, 1,%0,1,00,1°), we can now

rewrite (2.5)—(2.7) as the following Cauchy problem

=A t>0

(28) 2t 2, >U,
2(0) = 2o,

where the linear operator A : D(A) C H — H is given by

)
p—ﬁl {w(@ +9) + /Ooog(S)m(S)dSL
(2.9) Az = w
= fotir )+ [ atomate)as]
i Lo+ (® + W) |

and its domain D(A) consists of all functions
2= (6,9,0,W,n) € Hy (0, L) x Ho(0,L) x [H*(0,L) N H.(0, L)] x H.(0,L) x D(L)
such that

Y, € Hy(0,L), wgb—&-/oog(s)n(s)dseHz(O,L).
0

We are finally in condition to state and prove the existence and uniqueness result
for (2.5)—(2.7) by means of (2.8). In other words, we are going to show that the A set
in (2.9) is the infinitesimal generator of a Cyp-semigroup of contractions S(t) := et
which in turn is called herein by a solution semigroup. More precisely, we have the

following.
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THEOREM 2.3. Let g be a kernel satisfying Assumption 2.1. Then, for every
20 € H, problem (2.8) has a unique mild solution z € C(0,00;H) given by
(2.10) z2(t)=5(t)z9, t>0.
In addition, if zg € D(A), then z is the regular solution of (2.8) with
z€ C(0,00;H) N C(0,00; D(A)).

Proof. From the Lumer—Phillips theorem (cf. [33, Thm. 1.2.4]) we need to prove
that A is dissipative and onto. This is enough to conclude that A generates a Cy-
semigroup of contractions S(t) = e** as desired. Let us sketch the proof as follows.
Dissipativity. For any z = (¢, ®,v,¥,n) € D(A), we have

Re (Az,z)y =rRe(Lz,2) o,

K

—5 [ s e Pas

— 5 im [g(y)lm(y)ll2+9 <;> ‘

2 y—0+t

w(3) ~ / l/yg%s)nnx(s)n?ds] .

Proceeding as in [25] (see also [31, sect. 2] for computations with a little more detail),

we deduce
()
Nz \ —
Y

5 o0
Re(hzi) =5 [ o)l ds<0.

2
1
2.11 li 2= 1 L —0
(2.11) ygg+g(y)|\n @)l ygggg(y)

Then, since ¢’(s) <0 for almost every s € RT we get

which is enough to conclude that A is dissipative.
I — A is onto. Given f= (1, f2, 3, f*, f°) € H, we need to find z = (¢, ®,,¥,n) €
D(A) such that

¢_ ¢ = fla
pd— x [w(@ o)+ /0 g(s)m(s)czs] o f,
(2.12) b-w=f, '

P2l — by + [w(qsz o)+ / g(s)%(s)ds} — oo f?,
77+775_((I>+{Iv]):f5-

To do so, we consider the following continuous coercive sesquilinear form in H} (0, L) x
H(0,L),
(oo}

A(D18), (9,0) = pr(6,9) + 2 (1, ) +babs Co) 5 [1 - [Cate ds] (6o +10, 02 +0)

and the antilinear functional F : H}(0,L) x H}(0,L) — C set as
F@,0)=pi(f' + 29) + p2 (£ + [1.0) + 5 [E - / g(s)e™ ds] (fo + 702 +0)
0
[ gl [ e+ drds
0

0
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From the Lax—Milgram theorem, there exists (¢,1) € H}(0,L) x H!(0,L) such that
(2.13) A((9,9), (9,¢)) = F(9,0) ¥ (9,¢) € Hy(0,L) x H (0, L).
Them, setting ® = ¢ — f!, U =1 — 3, and

n(s)=(1—e")(@+¥)+ /OS F(r)e= = dr,

and using (2.13), it is possible to prove that the resulting vector z = (¢, ®,4, ¥, n)
belongs to D(A) and satisfies (2.12). d

2.2. Recovering the original system. To end this section, we provide a short
discussion of how to go back from (2.5)—(2.7) to (2.1)—(2.3) in some sense.

First, motivated by the third identities in (2.5)—(2.7) and by the aforementioned
notations, we consider the supplementary Cauchy problem

(2.14) ne=Ln+(d+¢), t>0,
n° = 10.
By means of a rigorous study on the memory space M, we can prove analogously

to [25, sect. 3] that L is an infinitesimal generator of a right-translation semigroup
R(t): My — M, given by

(Rt (s) i= {ms 1), s>t

0, 0<s<t,

which in turn leads us to an explicit representation formula for 1 (see. (3.6) therein)
in terms of v := (¢ 4+ ¢);. Therefore, bringing the picture to our system (2.14), we
have the following result: for any no € Mg, problem (2.14) has a unique mild solution
n e C([0,00); My), which has the explicit form

s =)+ (0+8) ()~ (d0+30), s>t
(6+0) ) = (6+0) (t-9). 0<s<t.
Combining the expression (2.15) with similar arguments given in [25, sect. 4],

we can recover the original system (2.1)—(2.3) in a variational sense. More precisely,
if (¢,%,n) is a mild (one reads variational) solution of (2.5)—(2.7) with initial data

(¢0a ¢17¢071/J177]0)> where
10(s) = o + Yo — po(—s), s>0,

then (¢,) is a variational solution of (2.1)—(2.3), paying attention to that we can
only recover the coupled history data (2.3)3, but not the prescribed history data for
¢ and 1) separately.

(2.15) ' (s) =

3. Stability analysis. In this section, we are going to provide qualitative stabil-
ity results for the semigroup S(t) = e** and, consequently, for the semigroup solution
(2.10).

We start by recalling the following stability notions:

e we say that S(t) is semiuniformly stable with rate v/t when 0 € p(A) (resolvent
set) and there exists a constant K > 0 such that

_ K
ISEA 2 < 7 t>0;
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e we say that S(t) is uniformly exponentially stable when there exist constants
M >1 and v > 0 such that

1Sl < Me™, 1>0.

To reach such stability results for S(t) = e**, we need to consider an extra dis-
sipative condition on the memory kernel (besides Assumption 2.1, which in turn is
already understood to be assumed). Here, in order to take an assumption as general
as possible to give a complete characterization of stability, we are going to pay atten-
tion to the d-condition (1.10) that has been introduced for (wavelike) models in linear
viscoelasticity; see for instance [9, 10].

Assumption 3.1. There exist constants 6 > 0 and C' > 1 such that the kernel
g:RT — RT satisfies

(3.1) g(t+s) < Ce%%(s)
for every t > 0 and for almost every s > 0.

Moreover, as we have seen in the introduction, problem (2.5)—(2.7) is only partially
damped and its asymptotic stability also depends upon a relationship of its structural
coefficients. Thus, we also consider the following parameter of stability

K b
(32) X0 =— - —.
P1 P2

3.1. Statement of the main results. Our first main result guarantees that
S(t) = e is (in general) semiuniformly stable, regardless of the value of xo.

THEOREM 3.1. Under the additional Assumption 3.1, the semigroup S(t) = e is
semiuniformly stable with rate \/t, independently of xo-

Our second main stability result ensures that the previous semiuniform “polyno-
mial” rate given in Theorem 3.1 is optimal whenever xq # 0.

THEOREM 3.2. Let us additionally suppose that lims_,o g(s) = go < +00. Under
the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 and taking xo # 0, the rate \/t is optimal.

Last, but not least, our third main stability result provides a full characteriza-
tion of uniform exponential stability in terms of Assumption 3.1 and the stability
parameter xo.

THEOREM 3.3. Let us additionally suppose that limg_9 g(s) = go < +o0o. Then,
we have

S(t) = e is exponentially stable if and only if g satisfies Assumption 3.1 and
Xo =0.

The proofs of the main results are done at the end of this section as a consequence
of a deep technical analysis of the resolvent equation.

3.2. Auxiliary results via resolvent equation.

3.2.1. Preliminary tools. To make this work as self-contained as possible, we
start by listing some known results that will help us to show our main results.

LEMMA 3.4. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 3.1,

(33 [ o6 ([ 1) as< 2,

for every ne M,.
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Proof. The proof follows the arguments of [8, Lem. 3.2] with p = 2 and
r=0. d

LEMMA 3.5. Under Assumption 2.1, let us also denote

()= / T gs)e o ds,

named the (half-) Fourier transform of g. Then,

Q)

li gN)=0.
\)\|1>H-&l-oog( )

In addition, if lims_0 g(s) = go < +00, then

lim Ag(\) = —igo.

A—+oo

Proof. The first statement follows from the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma (cf. [22,
Thm. 8.22]) and the second one is a consequence of [17, Thm. 1] with p = 0 and

f=g 0
LeMMA 3.6 ([4, Prop. 2.2]). Let T(t) : X — X be a bounded semigroup on a
Banach space X and A its infinitesimal generator. If X is reflexive, then

o(A) NiR=0,4,(A) NiR,
where o(A) is the spectrum of A and
ap(A) = {)\ €C, 3w, € D(A) with |lza]x =1Vn €N and lim [|Ae, — Az, x = o} ,

is the approximated point spectrum of A.

Remark 3.7. (i) As pointed out in [16], the main result of [17] is more general
and provides appropriate asymptotic controls on g for a wide class of functions g.
(ii) Moreover, since the embedding D(A) C H is not compact (cf. [39]), Lemma 3.6
plays an important role in the study of problems with the memory term in the history
context, which in turn requires the Mg -weighted spaces in the composition of the
extended phase spaces.

Along this subsection, we denote by ¢ > 0 all positive (global) constants appearing
in computations, namely, those ones depending only on the structural parameters p;,
p2, K, b, L, and the memory kernel g.

Let A € R\{0} and f = (f%, f2,f3, f% f°) € H. Initially, let us suppose that
i € p(A), namely, there exists z = (¢, ®,%, U, n) € D(A) such that

(3.4) iAz—Az=f

or, equivalently,

ixp— P = f1,
[t 40+ [ o] =1
(3.5) MG — W = 2, '

ot = b b w0+ 0)+ [ gl (o)ds] = 1,
_ 0
iAn+ns — (2 + ) = f°.
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In the following, we take advantage of the structure of system (3.5) to estimate the
components of ||z]|3 in terms of || f|l%. To do so, let us consider o > 0 such that the
set

T ={seR", ag'(s) +g(s) <0}

has positive Lebesgue measure and define g(s) := g(s)x7(s). The existence of such an
« is ensured by Assumption 2.1. Also, some of the forthcoming computations must
(first) be done in the space Mj.

LEMMA 3.8. Under the above setting, we have

I,(A) = /000 g(s)(1 —cos(As))ds > 0.

Proof. Considering the countable set

P;:{sej75:2fr,jeN}7

we observe that J\P has positive Lebesgue measure and then
/ 3(5)(1 — cos(As)) ds :/ 9(5)(1 — cos(As)) ds > 0,
0 J\P

which shows the desired assertion. 0

3.2.2. Estimating the damping term.
LEMMA 3.9. There exists ¢ >0 such that

I3, 7/0 9'(8)llna()I* ds < ellzlll| fll¢.

Proof. Taking the inner product of (3.4) with z in H, and taking into account
(2.11) and the definition of g, we get

1 Kk [ .
%HUH%_@ §—§/0 9' ()12 (s)|I” ds <Re (ixz — Az, 2)5, < || 2]l3 flla;

which yields the desired conclusion. 0

3.2.3. Action of viscoelasticity on the shear force.
LEMMA 3.10. Under Assumption 3.1, there exists ¢ >0 such that

c 1 1
o+ 1P < o5 (755 + 77 1) Vel e

Proof. Solving the ODE (3.5)5 and using the expressions (3.5); and (3.5)3 we
obtain

(3.6)
n(s)=(1—e™™) (d) + J) - % (1—e™) (f1 + }5) + / e 3 (r)d 7.

0

Taking the inner product of (3.6) with ¢ + IZ in M3 and extracting the real part of
the result, we get

(3'7) I.q()‘)||¢w+w||2:alv
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where

ai1:=Re {(n,¢>+i)M§ + % (/OOO g(s)(1 — e_i’\s)ds) (fr+f2 s +w)}

—Re [ /0 T is) /0 TN (3 (7), b + ) des} :

Now, applying Lemmas 3.4 and 3.9, we deduce
]. > 8 =4
|a1| < cllga + 9| [IInllmg + mllfi + /2 +/O 9(8)/0 12 ()l deS}

0\ 1 |
< 0.+ 01 +e | prslnlia, + (57+1) el
1,0

<
- 2

160+ Bl +c ( S 1) Vellll e

I;(A) A
Plugging the above estimate into (3.7), we arrive at the desired result. a0

3.2.4. Propagating viscoelastic damping effects to other terms.
LEMMA 3.11. Under Assumption 3.1, there exists ¢ >0 such that

1 1 1
Iila, << (75 +1) (75 + g +1) bl e

Proof. Taking the inner product of (3.6) with n in M, we have

(3.8) 34, = a2,

where

ag:= - s Se*i)‘(sfﬂ 57, =(8)) drds - $)(1 — e s - ,Nz(8))ds
/Og()/o (fm()n())der/o g(s)(1 )@z + 9, ma(s))d

1 oo

— [ e =P ),
0

Using the Holder inequality and using Lemmas 3.4, 3.9, and 3.10, we arrive at

I B 9 1/2
las] < cllnlla, ¢w+w||+§|||f;+f3n+< / o(s) ( / ||f§<r>dr) ds)

1
<L, +e [u@c Lo+ (m n 1) |z||Hf||H]

1 1 1
Iila, + (g +1) (g + g +1) el e

Replacing the above estimate in (3.8), we obtain the desired estimate. 0

<

N~ N

LEMMA 3.12. Under Assumption 3.1, we have for every e € (0,1):

, _cf 1 11 ,
ol <2 (775 +1) (75 + g 1) Vet e el
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Proof. Taking the inner product of (3.5)2 with ¢ in L?(0, L) and using (3.5)1, we
infer

(3.9) p1]|®|1* = as,

where

ag = _(f27 ¢) - pl(q)7 fl) + HW((bw + wa ¢w) + "{/ 9(5)(7790(5)’ ¢w) ds.
0
Applying the Holder inequality, using Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11 and noting that

[0l < ll¢a + 0l + clltball,

we arrive at

las| < cllga|l [I1£21] + 1oz + 0l + [mllag, ] + o @]
< < (190 + 912 + Il ) + eligel® +ellzlsel 7l

c 1 1 1
< (i +1) (g * 1) el o + <l

Combining the above estimate with (3.9), we complete the proof. O

3.2.5. Overcoming the lack of damping effect on the bending moment.
In the next two lemmas we provide very new estimates. As far as the authors know,
the path of the computations is never given in the literature. The insightful reader
will note that this is the exact moment where the parameter o comes into play.

LEMMA 3.13. Under Assumption 3.1, let us also consider lims_, g(s) = go < +00.
Then, there exists ¢ >0 such that

1 <o (75 +1) (75 + 7y 1) Vel

4«W0HW(QQ+Q(&M+&+QMMN%

Proof. To clarify the whole proof, we proceed with the following algorithm:
Step 1. Take the inner product of f! with ¥ in L?(0,L) and use (3.5);. Then, we
have

( ;a\Ij) :iA(¢z7\P) - (Q)M\II),

Step 2. Take the inner product of f? with 1, in L?(0,L) and use (3.5)2. Thus, we
get

1 ) K >

*(fzﬂz)x) =i\NP,¢) — — <w(¢ac + )2 +/ 9(8)Nz2(5) d5511[}3¢> .

P1 P1 0

Step 3. Taking the inner product of f2 with ® in L?(0, L) and using (3.5)3, we obtain

(f3,®) = i\(¢y, D) — (U, ).
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Step 4. Taking the inner product of f* with w(¢, + ) + fooo g(s)n.(s)ds in L?(0,L)
and regarding (3.5)4, (3.5)3, and (3.5), we find

WP =N, )+ (T, B,) + (T, 1) — (W, %)
1 o0
— (f‘ﬂw(% o)+ / o(s)na(s) ds)

LA /OOO o(s) (W, ma(s)) ds + p—’z

(6o + )+ / " g(s)na(s) ds

- p% (wf”’w((/% +¥)e + /OOO 9(8)7aa () ds) :

Step 5. Taking the inner product of f° with ¥ in M, and applying (3.5)s, we infer
oo oo
U =ir [ gs) (s W) ds+ [ (s) (o), W) ds — (2, )
0 0

- / " () (£5(5), 0) ds.

Step 6. Adding all the results obtained in the five previous steps and extracting the
real part on both sides of the resulting identity, we arrive at

(3.10) |¥|? = Re[as + a5 + xoas + az],

where

a5 =w(T, %) — ( L‘I’)—%(fz,%)—( i’,@)M(\I’,fi)—/Oocg(S)(fi(S),\If)ds
1 oo

— (f4,w(¢x o)+ / g(S)m(S)d5> ,

(e + ) + / o(s)na(s) ds

2
as :

KR
= 9
2

i (wo )+ [ alomadsiin ).
ori= [ " () (e (), W) ds.

Step 7. (conclusion). Let us give a proper estimate for the right-hand side of (3.10).
Indeed, clearly we have

|aal <cllzllall fll-

Using Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11, we can estimate as by

st <e (755 +1) (0 + 7 +1) Vbl e

Now, we use (3.5)4 to write down

ag = %2% + % (w(% +1) +/0 9(s)nz(s) ds,iApa ¥ — f4> :
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From Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11, we get

ool < (755 1) (37 + 77 1) Vel e+ I (o 1+ )

1 1 1 1
<c () (o + 1) (707 + i +1) el o+ 01

Finally, we estimate the term a7. Using (2.11), we have

ayz/ooog(s)ci(%(s)7llf)ds= _/000 9'(s)(na(s), ¥) ds.

At this moment, we use the assumption lims_,og(s) = go < +o0 and Lemma 3.9 to
deduce

& 1 1
ool <an (= [ O ds) + I0IE < clllal + 101

Collecting the above estimates and plugging the results into (3.10), we obtain the
desired estimate of Lemma 3.13. O

LEMMA 3.14. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.13, there exists ¢ >0 such that
1 1 1
ol <e (757 +1) (7 + 7 +1) Il
Iy (N) Ig(A) (A

webaol () (7755 +1) (7 + 7 +1) Il e

Proof. Taking the inner product of (3.5), with ¢ in L?(0, L) and using (3.5)3, we
have

(3.11) 192> = as,

where

as :=% Kf“+nw(¢x+¢)+n/{)wg(8)nz(8)d8,w> +02(0, f2+ 0

From Lemmas 3.10, 3.11, and 3.13, we deduce
Jas| < ella | (1F40 + 6e + 0+ Inllag, ) + el @l (152 + 121)
1
< lal? + ¢ (6 + I+ InlRa, + I1912) +ellzlll e
1 1 1 1
< +Q( +—H)MMﬂm+n%w
(@m ,0) T 2

wmmﬂﬂmyb+ﬁgkﬁiﬁ9wwu%

Plugging the above estimate into (3.11), we arrive at the desired conclusion. ]

3.2.6. Conclusion: H-estimate.
LEMMA 3.15. Under the above scenario, there exists ¢ >0 such that

1 1 1
HNHS{%W+1HMO<MM+M%1)WM

el AP (705 1) (7 + o +1) 1410
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Proof. Regarding the estimates from Lemmas 3.10 to 3.14, with ,£ € (0,1) small
enough in Lemmas 3.12 and 3.13, respectively, we arrive at

1 1 1
1202, <c (m) f14 |X0|> <W+ o +1) Vo lhell £l

1 1 1
+elxoll A2 (m) T 1) (m) I +1) = lel o

and the conclusion follows from Young’s inequality. 0

3.2.7. Existence of solution for the resolvent equation. Now, we use the
approximate point spectrum o, (A) to prove that (3.4) (and consequently (3.5)) has
a unique solution for every given A € R and f € H.

LEMMA 3.16. Let us consider Assumption 3.1 and limg_,0 g(s) = go < +00. Then,
iR C p(A).

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that i\, € o(A) for some A\, € R. Then,
we invoke Lemma 3.6 to obtain A. € 04,(A). By definition, there exists z, =
(Pns @ry ¥, Uy ) € D(A) such that ||z, |l =1 for all n € N and

(3.12) fni=i\ezn — Az, — 0in H.
Calling f, = (fL, f2, 2, f1, f2), we can write (3.12) in terms of its components:

(3.13)
fr=iXedy — P, —0in HL(0, L),

f2=iXp1®, — & {w(d)m + ) + /OO 9(8)Mna(9) ds} —0in L*(0, L),
0 x
3 =i\, — ¥, = 0in HL(0, L),
fo =X paVy = gy + K |:W(¢nx +Yn) + / 9(8)1a(s) dé’} —0in L3(0, L),
0

ffr5L =AM + Nns — ((bn + E’n) —0in Mg-

At this point, we will split the proof into two cases as follows.
Case 1: A, = 0. In this case, we immediately obtain from (3.13), (3.13)3, and
(3.13)5 the following convergences:

(3.14) ®, —0in H3(0,L), V¥, —0in H}(0,L), 7nns—0 in M,.

Taking into account that 7, € D(IL) and the last convergence in (3.14), we can apply
Lemma 3.4 to get

o] s 2
3.15) ||nn||Mgs\/ [ o6 ([ eetollar) as < el 0
0 0

On the other hand, taking the inner product of (3.13)2 with ¢,, in L?(0, L), the
inner product of (3.13)4 with ¢, in L2(0, L), and adding the results, we deduce

(3.16) wHH(ber%/an?+b|l¢m||2:d}u

where,

@i (F20n) + () = [ 606) O ($)s 0+ ) s
0

But, from (3.13)s, (3.13)4, and (3.15), we infer
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dn < IRl + 12 1 |+ VEmal Aty |+ mll < €llznllae (1L fllae+ 1mnllag, ) = O-

Hence, from (3.14), (3.15), and (3.16) we conclude that ||z,|2 — 0, which contradicts
the equality ||z,|% =1 for all n € N.

Case 2: A\, #0. Since A\, € R\{0}, f,, € H and z, € D(A) is a solution of (3.12),
we are in condition to apply Lemma 3.15 (for z,) to conclude that

1 1 1
Vollae < ¢ (Ixoll A2 + 1 (+1+|><o|) <++1) Fullze 0,
( AVw Low)

which contradicts again the fact ||z,|5 =1 for all n € N.
Since we arrive at a contradiction in both cases, we conclude that iR C p(A). 0O

3.2.8. A resolvent estimate from below. In the next result we use the no-
tation

. a
ap~ch, <= lim — =c.

LEMMA 3.17. Suppose that lims_gg(s) = go < +00. If xo # 0, then there exist

sequences
| b2
An R P 12 n, B, ~
2

and f, € H such that
(3.17) [ (iAn = 8) 7" fullae > v/P2|Bal | Anl.

Proof. Tt is well known that the Dirichlet (or Neumann) 1-dimensional Laplacian
operator is positive, self-adjoint, and has a compact inverse. Besides, its eigenvalues
are given by

™03 |xol*Vh
2
kgoL (K + p1lxol)” v/P2

nm

(3.18) Yo = (7)2, neN,

and the corresponding unitary eigenfunctions are

2
en(x) =4/ —sin(y/ypx) (Dirichlet boundary condition),
(3.19) L

2
en(x) =1/ 7 cos(y/vnx) (Neumann boundary condition).

Let us consider the sequences f,, = (0,0,0,—py'e%,0) € H. Since iR C p(A), there
exists zp, = (O, P, Uny Uiy mn) € D(A) such that

iAnzn — Azp = fir.

Componentwise, we have

i>\n¢n - (I)n = Oa
A1 Pn — K [w(%x + ¢n> + / Q(S)UW(S) d5:| =0,
0 T

)
0
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Solving the differential equation (3.20)5 and using (3.20); and (3.20)3 in the result,
we have

(3.21) n(s) = (1= ¢) (G + )

Now, using (3.20)4, (3.20)3, and (3.21) in (3.20)2 and (3.20)4 we arrive at

(3.22) {pl)\i(b” +r [1 - g(/\n)] ((bmc + ¢n)x =0,

p2)\727,1/)n + bwnzm — K [1 - /g\(An)] ((ybnm + 1;[}71) = e;ky
We are looking for solutions of (3.22) of the form
On=Anen, Yp= Bne;kL

for some complex sequences A,, and B,,. Replacing these particular choices in (3.22),
we obtain the following complex linear system,

(3.23) (02 (X2) + £G(An)7n] An = 5 (1= G(An)) An B =0,
' —k (1= GAn)) VA An + [an(A2) + §(An)] Bn =1,

where the polynomials p,, and ¢, are given by
(3.24) Pn(8) 1=p18 — KV, Gn(8) = p2s — byn — K.
Let

M= [pn(ki)ﬂfﬁ(/\n)% = (L=9(An)) vV
A =g0n)) VIR @A) +EG(A) |

Note that
det My, = P, (A7) + KG(Xa)Qn(A2),
where
Pp(8) =pn(8)an(s) — £°n,  Qn(8) =Ynn(A2) + pn(A2) + 267,
In the following we choose a suitable sequence A, such that det M,, # 0. Actually, we

will pick a sequence ), satisfying P, (A2) =0 and kg(\,)Qn(\2) # 0. Indeed, solving
the equation P, (s) =0, we get

G M + as £ /(XoVn)? + 2a1a27, + a3
+ o
2

>0,

where a; := pil + p%, ag:= p%. At this moment, considering that yg # 0, we choose

N Vst if xo <0,
" vVsn if xo >0,

and we observe that, up to a subsequence,

det M,, = 6G(A\n)Qn(A2) #0.
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Returning to system (3.23) and solving it, we get

_ pn(/\i) + Ynkg(An)
KG(An)Qn (A7)

Now, we give a properly asymptotic estimate for each term of B, given by (3.25).
First, we note that

(3.25)

(3.26) Ao — .

From (3.24) we have

—X0Vn + n)2 + 201007, +a2  a
—pi(Ah) = —pilsy) = XoT \/(XO’Y ) 1027 242
P1 P1 2 2

Then,

(3.27) Pn(A2) & p1lxolVn-

On the other hand, exploring that
pn()‘i)qﬂ()‘i) - “2'771 = Pn()\i) =0

and using (3.27), we get ¢,(\2) ~ k?/p1|xo|. Collecting the above asymptotic esti-
mates, we deduce

2
K
(3.28) Qu(A2) =m@n(AD) + P (X)) + 267, & [mlml + p1lxol + 2| Yn-

Then, from (3.18), (3.25), (3.26), (3.27), and (3.28) and applying Lemma 3.5, we

arrive at

(3.29) B, ~

™03 xol*Vh .
kgoL (K + pilxol)? /P2

Additionally, from (3.20)3, we have

2
U, =iXg Py = iBpAny 7 cos(y/Vn)

and, then,
9 L
(3:30)  llznll3 = p2l| Wnll* = Zp2|Bn\2\>\n|2/ cos? (v/Anw) dw = pa| By |*|An .
0
Hence, combining (3.26), (3.29), and (3.30), the desired conclusion follows. d

3.3. Conclusion of the main results.

3.3.1. Proof of Theorem 3.1. In this case, the proof relies on the Borichev—
Tomilov theorem (cf. [7]).
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THEOREM 3.18. Let T(t) : X — X be a bounded semigroup acting on a Hilbert
space X with infinitesimal generator A. If iR C p(A), then for every fixed 8 >0, we
have
(3.31) ||(i)\—A)_1||[;(X) <cAP as |\ = +oo
if and only if

4 c

(3.32) I1T(t)A™ | £(x) < ey t — +o0.

Let A € R with |A]>1 and f € H with || f]|% < 1. Since iR C p(A), there exists a
unique z € D(A) satisfying (3.4). From Lemma 3.15 there exists ¢ > 0 such that

1 2
ot < P (755 +1) I
g

which implies that

(A —A) "z < 1 >2
<c +1) .
|A[2 I4(N)

From Lemma 3.5 and using the expression of I;(\) defined in Lemma 3.8, we obtain

2
A= A) 2 i !
] < 1
i BB =¢ /0 gls)ds |-+

Hence, applying Theorem 3.18 with 8 =2, the desired conclusion follows.

< 0.

3.3.2. Proof of Theorem 3.2. Suppose by contradiction that the rate v/ can
be improved, namely, there exists v € (0,2) such that

ISHA |2 <

C
*tl/(Tl/) as t—>+OO

From Theorem 3.18, we arrive at

(3.33) [(GA—A) gy <c as [N = +oc.

1
A
However, from Lemma 3.17, there exist A\,, B, € R and f,, € H such that

1

WII (iAn = A) " fallw = v/p2|BullAn]* ! = en”.

Then,

1 _
lim [ (A = A) " fullae = +o0,

n—+o00 ‘)\n|2_“

which contradicts (3.33). Hence, the decay rate v/t is optimal.

3.3.3. Proof of Theorem 3.3. To prove our last result, we appeal to the
Gearhart—Priiss theorem.
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THEOREM 3.19 ([24, 41]). Let T(t): X — X be a bounded semigroup acting on a
Hilbert space X with infinitesimal generator A. Then, T(t) is exponentially stable if
and only if iR C p(A) and

(3.34) limsup || (iA — A) ™ £x) < +o0.
|[A]—=+o0

Proof of necessity. Suppose that S(¢) is exponentially stable. We are going to
prove that

(i) g satisfies Assumption 3.1;

(i) xo0=0.

Proof of (i): We borrow the ideas from [9] somehow. Indeed, let us consider
no € M, and

z(t) = 5(t)(0,0,0,0,m0) = (6(1), D(t), 9 (¢), ¥ (2), Ut)-
Since S(t) is exponentially stable, we have
(3.35) I2()1I3 = 1S (2)(0,0,0,0,70) 3, < Me™ o[,

for some M >1, v >0, and for every ¢t > 0. Now, by formula (2.15) and using (3.35),
we deduce

/t 9(s)llnos (s = O)]1* ds < 2[R, +2ll6a(t) + ¥ (1)
1
3.36 <2M (14— e " noll3n, -
(3.36) <ot (14 o) e i,
On the other hand, for each ¢t > 0 we define
1
N = {s ERT, g(t+s)—2M (1 + om) e g(s) > 0} .

We claim that |[N;| =0, for every ¢ > 0. Indeed, suppose by contradiction that there
exists to > 0 such that [N, | >0 (possibly infinite). Then,

(3.37) 0< /N {g(to +5)—2M (1 + ;) e%g(s)} ds < +o0.

]

But, from (3.36),

o0 1 o0
0= [ gte) s — ) ds 201 (14 2 e [T g(s)lma (9] s
0

to

= [ Jotto = 2ar (14 ) e oq(o) ol s

Now we choose 70(s) = X, (5)¢™ for some ¢* € Hj(0, L) such that [|¢}| = 1. There-
fore,

[, o120 (14 ) et as<o

‘0

which contradicts (3.37). Hence, g satisfies (3.1) with § =~ > 0.
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Proof of (ii): Suppose by contradiction that xo # 0. From Lemma 3.17 there

exists sequences \,, — +o0o and f,, € H such that
. . —1 _
Tim [ (A= )7l = oo

But, it contradicts (3.34). Then, we must have xo =0.

Proof of sufficiency. Let A € R with |A| > 1 and f € H with || f]|» < 1. Since iR C
p(A), there exists z € D(A) satisfying (3.4). If xo =0 and g satisfies Assumption 3.1,
we can apply Lemma 3.15 to obtain

1 2
Hﬂnéc<%00+1>ﬂﬂm,

which implies that

2
H@A—AYHLGQ<C<%b0+1>.

Hence, from Lemma 3.5 and Theorem 3.19, the desired conclusion follows.

Appendix A. Modeling within the creation time scenario. In this ap-
pendix, we proceed with the mathematical modeling for the partially viscoelastic
beam models aforementioned in (1.3)—(1.4), whose foundation goes back to the legacy
of both Boltzmann [5, 6] and Volterra [45, 46] theories for ageing viscoelastic bodies
along with Timoshenko’s postulations (see [43, 44]), for shearing stress in beam vibra-
tions. We also take into account some properties on viscoelastic materials inspired by
the contributions of Priiss [40], Drozdov and Kolmanovskii [19], and Fabrizio, Giorgi,
and Pata [20].

Boltzmann—Volterra Constitutive Law. According to Boltzmann’s (and later Volterra’s)
theory for ageing viscoelastic bodies, the mathematical feature for integro-differential
models can be characterized with stress (o) dependence on time not only via the in-
stantaneous (present) strain (€) but also on the presence of the past strain history of
the material.

Under the above scenario, let us start with the following stress-strain constitutive
law (cf. [20]),

(A1)
o(t)=E {e(~,t) + /: G(t — s)e(~,5)d5} =F {e(.,t) - /;g(t - s)e(~,5)ds} ,

where E stands for the Young modulus of elasticity, G’ represents the relaxation
measure given by the derivative of the Boltzmann tensor G, g := —G’ > 0 is just
a proper notation for our coming purposes, and the parameter o« < 0 is known as
the creation time whose interpretation reflects on the vanishing of any past history
previously to time «. In the modern theory in viscoelasticity, the limit cases a = —o0
and « = 0 are proposed by Boltzmann and Volterra (cf. [5, 6, 45, 46]), respectively,
and promote distinguished mathematical models.

Timoshenko Assumptions. According to the Timoshenko theory, not only the
bending moment but also the shear stress must be taken into account for beams
vibrations once, e.g., the rotation angles of a cross section of the beam movement are
triggered by both forces. Moreover, we highlight that shearing stresses play a key role
in the current development in viscoelasticity. In this way, we consider the classical
Timoshenko assumptions as follows (cf. [19, 40]).
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Let us consider a 3-dimensional beam [0, L] x §2 of length L > 0 and uniform cross
section 0 C R? made of homogeneous isotropic viscoelastic material, which can be
mathematically written as

[0,L] x Q:={(z,y,2): z€[0,L] and (y,2) € Q}.

The Timoshenko assumptions are given by

A1. (0,0) is the center of 2 so that it holds the symmetry fQ zdydz = fQ ydydz = 0;

A2. very thin beams are in place so that diam{) << L;

A3. normal stresses, say in the y-axis, are negligible so that the bending acts only
in the (z, z)-plane;

A4. the stress tensor o = (O'ij)lgi,jgg, has only two relevant stresses given by 11
and o013 so that the remaining ones are neglected (o;; ~0);

A5. the following viscoelastic stress-strain relations (in view of (A.1)) come up,

(A.2) o11(z,2,t) = E {ell(x,z,t) — /(: g1(t— s)ell(x,z,s)ds} ,

(A.3) o13(z, z,t) = 2kG {613(1’72,t) — /a75 ga(t — s)elg(x,z,s)ds} ,

where G is the constant shear modulus, k£ is a shear correction coefficient,
g1, 92 are relaxation kernels, and o <0.
Elastic Strains. Under the above assumptions and looking for notations to the dis-
placements and the rotation angles, we write down
o u=u(z,t): the longitudinal displacement of points lying on the z-axis;
e ¢y =1(x,t): the angle of rotation for the normal to the z-axis;
o wi(x,z,t)=u(x,t)+ 2¢(x,t): longitudinal displacement;
o wo(x,z,t)=¢(x,t): the vertical displacement;
and, consequently, the formulas for the strain tensors (cf. [19, p. 339]) are expressed
by

(A.4) en(z,2,t) = %:ux(x,t)—i—zwz(x,t),
A5 P 1 awl 81[)2 - 1 " "
(A5) cuat) i= 5 (gt + G2 ) = (a0) + .(0.1).

Viscoelastic Bending and Shear Relations. Under the assumptions A1-A4 and re-
garding the standard identities for the forces in beam vibrations (cf. [40, p. 237]), we
consider the bending moment (M) and the shear force (.5), respectively, by

(A.6) M(z,t) :/zau(x,z,t)dydz,
Q

(A7) S(x,t) :/Qalg(w,z,t)dydz,

where, for the sake of simplicity, we have normalized the formulas by the area A =
fQ dydz and inertial moment [ = fQ 22dydz of the cross section €.

The consequence of the aforementioned formulas is twofold: the first one comes
from relations (A.2), (A.4), and (A.6), whose combination provides the classical vis-
coelastic law for the bending moment,
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=0

——N— ‘
M=F (/Q zdydz) (uw —/a g1(t— s)um(s)ds)
w5 ([ 2avie) (v [ one-syualoris).
~—_——— )

=1
or simply

(A8) M= (- | gl () is). aso

On the other hand, from relations (A.3), (A.5), and (A.7), the following (not so
well studied) viscoelastic law for the shear force turns out:

(A.9) S = kGA ((% +0)= [ aalt— )00+ wxs)ds) L a<o.

The new viscoelastic formulation (A.9) for the creation time « is the heart of
the present modeling, specially in the case o = —o0, once it is precisely the matter
responsible for producing the new and unexplored object of study herein, namely,
problem (1.13). See also the further up system (A.14).

In conclusion, the viscoelastic constitutive laws (A.8)—(A.9) provide bending and
shear deformations in the context of Timoshenko beams for viscoelastic materials with
hereditary (history) properties. In addition, by means of (A.8)—(A.9) one can simply
see the case where viscoelastic effects are not taken into account, namely, g1, g2 = 0.
Accordingly, we get the standard (well-known) elastic relations for bending moment
and shear force, respectively,

(A.10) M = EI,,
(A.11) S = kGA(¢y +1b).

Motion Equations for Timoshenko Beams. In order to reach distinct partially vis-
coelastic Timoshenko systems, still including problem (1.13), we are going to consider
the following system of partial differential equations for vibrations of thin beams (cf.
[43, 44]):

pAdy — S, =0,
(4.12) { plpy — My +S5=0

for (z,t) € (0,L) x RT, R = (0,400), where p represents the mass density per unit
area and the remaining notations are previously introduced. Hence, keeping in mind
the viscoelastic-elastic constitutive laws (A.8)—(A.11), we can derive four different
types of partially viscoelastic systems, two of them being due to Timoshenko—Volterra
(say a = 0) and the other two possibilities related to Timoshenko-Boltzmann (say
a=—00). As usual, we denote the coeflicients hereafter as

p1:=pA, pa:=pl, k:=kGA, b:=FEI

Model with viscoelasticity on the bending moment. Using (A.8) and (A.11), system
(A.12) becomes the following new viscoelastic beam under the creation time perspec-
tive, say for any a <0, and memory kernel denoted as g; := g:

p1¢tt - "{((bw + w)w t: 0;
P — bty — b/ g(t — $)za(s)ds + k(¢ + 1) =0.

[

(A.13)
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Thus, we specify the distinct cases:
e in the case o = 0, (A.13) is precisely the well-known problem (1.6), herein
called the wiscoelastic Timoshenko-Volterra problem with null history;
e in the case o = —o0, (A.13) becomes the well-studied problem (1.8), now
called the viscoelastic Timoshenko—Boltzmann problem in the history context.
Model with viscoelasticity on the shear force. Now, by taking (A.9) and (A.10), sys-
tem (A.12) turns into the following new viscoelastic beam under the creation time
perspective (a <0) and memory kernel go :=g:

P10t — K(Pz + )z — fﬁ/ g(t — 8)(pr + 1) x(s)ds =0,
(A.14) a
Y A H(Cbm +9) — ’i/ g(t - S)(¢z + 1/J)(8)d8 =0.

«

Hence, we highlight the following distinguished systems:
e in the case a = 0, (A.14) represents the recent problem (1.11), herein still
called the viscoelastic Timoshenko-Volterra problem with null history;
e in the case & = —oo, (A.14) furnishes the unexplored scenario as in (1.13),
still called the viscoelastic Timoshenko-Boltzmann problem with past history.

Remark A.1. Supplementary to the partially viscoelastic systems (A.13) and
(A.14), one can obviously consider a full viscoelastic system with viscoelastic coupling
on the bending moment and shear stress simultaneously, that is, by replacing the
viscoelastic constitutive laws (A.8)—(A.9) in (A.12). This procedure reveals a fully
viscoelastic damped problem which is out of scope of this work. A version with past
history (one reads the @ = —oo case), and standard nonlinear source and external
forces, is addressed in [26] where the asymptotic behavior of solutions is driven by the
couple of exponential memory kernels.
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