arXiv:2308.00573v2 [math.AP] 29 Aug 2023

Regularity for the Timoshenko system with fractional damping

Fredy Maglorio Sobrado Suárez^∗

Department of Mathematics, Federal University of Technology of Paraná, Brazil

Abstract

We study the Regularity of the Timoshenko system with two fractional dampings (−Δ)^τ u_t and (−Δ)^σψ_t; both of the parameters (τ, σ) vary in the interval [0, 1]. We note that (τ = 0 or σ = 0) and (τ = 1 or σ = 1) the dampings are called frictional and viscous, respectively. Our main contribution is to show that the corresponding semigroup S(t) = e^{Bt}, is analytic for (τ, σ) ∈ R_A := [1/2, 1] × [1/2, 1] and determine the Gevrey’s class ν > 1 ϕ ,

where ϕ = 2σ σ + 1 for σ ≤ τ, 2τ τ + 1 for τ ≤ σ. and (τ, σ) ∈ R_{CG} := (0, 1)^2.

Key words and phrases: Gevrey class, Analyticity, Fractional Damping, Semigroup Theory, Timoshenko System.

1 Introduction

In this paper we study the regularity properties of the Timoshenko system [29]:

ρAu_{tt} − S_x = 0 = 0, x ∈ (0, L), t ∈ R^+ , ρIψ_{tt} − M_x + S = 0, x ∈ (0, L), t ∈ R^+ . The constant ρ denotes the density, A the cross-sectional area, and I the area moment of inertia. By S we denote the shear force, and M is the bending moment. The function u is the transverse displacement and ψ is the rotation angle of a

∗Corresponding author.

Email address: fredy@utfpr.edu.br (Fredy M. Sobrado Suárez). Published on ago 28, 2023. In Journal of Engineering Research (ISSN 2764-1317). DOI: 10.22533/at.ed.3173292324083

filament of the beam. Here, t is the time variable, and x is the space coordinate along the beam. The constitutive laws we use are the following:

S = kAG(u_x + ψ) and M = EIψ_x,

E and G are elastic constants, k the shear coefficient for measuring the stiffness of materials (k < 1).

To simplify the notation let us denote by ρ_1 = ρA, ρ_2 = ρI, κ = kAG, b = EI and taking boundary conditions of type Dirichlet–Dirichlet u(t, 0) = u(t, L) = 0, ψ(t, 0) = ψ(t, L) = 0, t > 0, (1) using the operator: A : D(A) ⊂ L^2(0, L) → L^2(0, L), where

A = −Δ, D(A) = H^2(0, L) ∩ H^1_0 (0, L). (2)

The system in abstract form, is rewrite, as

ρ_1u_{tt} − κ(u_x + ψ)_x + A^τ u_t = 0, x ∈ (0, L), t ∈ R^+ , (3) ρ_2ψ_{tt} + bAψ + κ(u_x + ψ) + A^σψ_t = 0, x ∈ (0, L), t ∈ R^+ . (4)

and initial conditions

u(0, ·) = u_0, u_t(0, ·) = u_1, ψ(0, ·) = ψ_0 and ψ_t(0, ·) = ψ_1. (5)

In this paper we study the regularity of the (u, ψ) solutions of the system (3)– (5), where both parameters τ and σ take values in the range [0, 1]. It is known that the this operator given in (2) is selfadjoint, positive and has inverse compact on a complex Hilbert space D(A^0) = L^2(0, L). Therefore, the operator A^θ is self-adjoint positive for all θ ∈ R, bounded for θ ≤ 0, and the embedding D(A^{θ1} ) → D(A^{θ2} ), is continuous for θ_1 > θ_2. Here, the norm in D(A^θ) is given by ‖u‖_{D(A}θ_) := ‖A^θu‖, u ∈ D(A^θ), where ‖ · ‖ denotes the norm in the Hilbert space X. Some of these spaces are: D(A^{1/2}) = H^1_0 (0, L) and D(A^{−1/2}) = H^{−1}(0, L).

During the past several decades, many authors have studied some physical phenomena for the Timoshenko system formulated into different mathematical models. Let us mention some results of this Timoshenko’s system.

Kim and Renardy have already considered the case of two boundary control forces [14](1987) for the Timoshenko beam. They proved the exponential decay of the energy by using a multiplier technique and provided numerical estimates of the eigenvalues of the operator associated with this system. Shi and Feng [24](2001) established the exponential decay of the energy with locally distributed feedback (two feedbacks). Fatori et al. [8](2014) studied the thermoelastic beam system when the oscillations are defined by Timoshenko’s model and the heat conduction is given by Green and Naghdi theories. They showed that the corresponding semigroup is exponentially stable if and only if the wave velocities associated with the hyperbolic part of the system are equal. In the case of lack of exponential stability, they show that the solution decays polynomially and that the decay rate is optimal. Ammar- Khodja et al. [2](2003) showed exponential decay when exponential kernels are considered, while polynomial kernels are shown to lead to polynomial decay and prove that the polynomial rates found are optimal.

The primary motivation for choosing the Timoshenko model to study regularity (Gevrey class and Analyticity) came from two works. The first of the study of exponential decay in the Timoshenko system provided with two weak (frictional) dampings, published in Raposo et al. [22](2005), whose model is given by:

ρ_1u_{tt} − k(u_x − ψ)_x + u_t = 0 in (0, L) × (0, ∞), ρ_2ψ_{tt} − bψ_{xx} + k(u_x − ψ) + ψ_t = 0, in (0, L) × (0, ∞), u(0, t) = u(L, t) = ψ(0, t) = ψ(L, t) = 0 t > 0. The second most recent work was from 2016 [17], the authors considering the stressstrain constitutive law is of Kelvin-Voigt type, given by

S = kAG(u_x + ψ) + γ_1(u_x + ψ)_t, M = EIψ_x + γ_1ψ_{xt}.

Having the γ_1, γ_2 > 0, they demonstrated the analyticity of the semigroup associated with the model. Already if one of the coefficients γ_1, γ_2 vanishes, then S(t) is not exponentially stable but decays polynomially to zero, and the polynomial decay rate is optimal. The studied system was:

ρ_1u_{tt} − k(u_x − ψ)_x − γ_1(u_x + ψ)_{xt} = 0 in (0, L) × (0, ∞), ρ_2ψ_{tt} − bψ_{xx} + k(u_x − ψ) + γ_1(u_x + ψ)_t − γ_2ψ_{xxt} = 0, in (0, L) × (0, ∞), u(0, t) = u(L, t) = ψ_x(0, t) = ψ_x(L, t) = 0 t > 0.

Both works applied a characterization of the theory of semigroups, together with spectral analysis, both for the existence and for the exponential stability and analyticity of the semigroups. This theory of asymptotic behavior and regularity (existence of Gevrey class and nalyticity), was initially presented by Gearhart. [9](1978), Prüs[21](1984) and later published in the book by Liu -Zheng( Theorem 1.3.2 )[16](1999).

The model investigated here is relevant from the mathematical point of view; it also has great importance in other sciences, such as mechanics. More precisely, the physical meaning of the presence of the two fractional dampings will guarantee that the beams that undergo small deformations can be quickly stabilized (with an exponential rate) so that the system with two dampings has at least Gevrey class solutions, the same as both. Damping is weak (frictional damping) and acts naturally, both on the small transverse vibrations u and the beam filaments’ angle of rotation ψ.

The Gevrey class semigroup has more regular properties than a differentiable semigroup, but is less regular than an analytic semigroup. The Gevrey rate^1_ν > 1 ‘measures’ the divergence degree of its power series. It should be noted that the Gevrey class or analyticity of the model implies three essential properties. The first is the property of the smoothing effect on the initial data; that is, no matter how irregular the initial data. The solutions of the model are very smooth in a finite time. The second property is that systems are exponentially stable. Finally, the systems enjoy the property of linear stability, which means that the type of the semigroup equals the spectral limit of its infinitesimal operator.

About investigations of the regularity of semigroups associated with various mathematical models, we can cite, for example, Fatori et al.[7](2012); in that work, the authors study the differentiability, analyticity of the associated semigroup and also determine the optimum rate of decay. More recently published works explore the regularity of solutions using Gevrey’s class introduced in the thesis of Taylor [27](1989). Regarding analyticity. In the same book by Liu-Zheng, they also presented a theorem for analyticity. Among these works, we can mention Hao et al.[10](2015). Recently in 2023, the work [26] was published, in which the authors studied the abstract plate system: { u_{tt} + ωAu_{tt} + A^2u − A^σθ = 0, θ_t + Aθ + A^σu_t = 0.

Where the operator A^τ is selfadjoint and positive for all τ ∈ R and ω ≥ 0, for case ω = 0 and A = −Δ, we have the thermoelastic plate of Euler-Bernoulli. For ω > 0 and A = −Δ, we have the thermoelastic plate of Kirchhoff-Love; in this work is, determine the Gevrey sharp classes: for ω = 0; s_{01} >^1_{2σ−1} and s_{02} > σ, when σ ∈ (1/2, 1) and σ ∈ (1, 3/2) respectively. Besides for ω > 0 we have s_w >^1_{4(σ−1)} when σ ∈ (1, 5/4). That work contains direct proofs of the analyticity of S(t): In the case ω = 0, we have analyticity for σ = 1 and for the case ω > 0, S(t) is analytic for σ ∈ [5/4, 3/2]. In the same direction, we can cite recent research [1, 18, 3].

In the last decade, various investigations have emerged to study the stability and regularity of models with fractional damping. In this direction, we have, for example, the work of Sare et al.[23]; in that paper, the authors investigate thermoelastictype coupled systems, where they address two cases with Fourier’s heat law and the other with Cattaneo considering em both cases the rotational inertial term, study the exponential stability, possible regions of loss of exponential stability and polynomial stability, and, more recently, the work of Keyantuo et al.[11](2020) to be published. In this last work, the authors studied the thermoelastic plate model with a fractional Laplacian between the Euler-Bernoulli and Kirchhoff model with two types of boundary conditions; in addition to studying the asymptotic and analytical behavior, the authors show that the underlying semigroups is of Gevrey’s class δ for every δ >^{2−θ}_{2−4θ} for both the clamped and hinged boundary conditions when the parameter θ lies in the interval (0, 1/2). At the same address, we can cite the investigations: [4, 12, 13, 19, 25, 28].

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we study the well-posedness of the system (3)-(5) through the semigroup theory. We divide section 3 into two parts, subsection 3.1, devoted to the Gevrey class is, showing that the semigroup associated with the Tymoshenko system has a Gevrey class ν > 1 ϕ , where ϕ =

2σ σ + 1 for σ ≤ τ, 2τ τ + 1 for τ ≤ σ. and for the parameters (τ, σ) within the region R_{GC} and

finally, in section 3.2, we address the analyticity of the semigroup associated with the system S(t) = e^{Bt}, we show that S(t) is analytic when both two parameters τ and σ take values in the interval [1/2, 1].

2 Well-Posedness of the System

We will use a semigroup approach to show existence uniqueness of strong solutions for laminated beams with fractional damping, taking w = u_t, v = ψ_t, and considering U = (u, w, ψ, v) and U_0 = (u_0, u_1, ψ_0, ψ_1), the system (3)–(5), can be written as an abstract Cauchy problem d dt U(t) = BU(t), U(0) = U_0, (6)

where the operator B is given by BU := ( w, 1 ρ_1 [κ(u_x + ψ)_x − A^τ w], v, 1 ρ_2 [−bAψ − κ(u_x + ψ) − A^σv] ) , (7)

for U = (u, w, ψ, v). This operator will be defined in a suitable subspace of the phase space obtained by performing duality products of the invariants u_t and ψ_t with the equations (3) and (4), and using properties of the operators A^θ for θ ∈ R, defined by H := [D(A^12 ) × D(A^0)]^2.

It’s a Hilbert space with the inner product ⟨U, U^∗⟩_H := ρ_1⟨w, w^∗⟩ + ρ_2⟨v, v^∗⟩ + κ⟨u_x + ψ, u^∗_x + ψ^∗⟩ + b⟨ψ_x, ψ^∗_x⟩, for U = (u, w, ψ, v), U^∗ = (u^∗, w^∗, ψ^∗, v^∗) ∈ H, and induced norm

‖U‖^2_H := ρ_1‖w‖^2 + ρ_2‖v‖^2 + κ‖u_x + ψ‖^2 + b‖A^{12} ψ‖^2.

In these conditions, we define the domain of B as D(B) := D(A) × ( D(A^{12} ) ∩ D(A^τ ) ) × D(A) × ( D(A^{12} ) ∩ D(A^σ) ) . (8)

To show that the operator B is the generator of a C_0 −semigroup we invoke a result from Liu-Zheng’ book.

Theorem 1 (see Theorem 1.2.4 in [16]) Let B be a linear operator with domain D(B) dense in a Hilbert space H. If B is dissipative and 0 ∈ ρ(A), the resolvent set of B, then B is the generator of a C_0 −semigroup of contractions on H.

Let us see that the operator B in (7) satisfies the conditions of this theorem. Clearly, we see that D(B) is dense in H. Effecting the internal product of BU with U, we have Re⟨BU, U⟩ = − 1 ρ_1

‖A^{τ2} w‖^2 − 1 ρ_2 ‖A^{σ2} v‖^2, ∀ U ∈ D(B), (9) that is, the operator B is dissipative.

To complete the conditions of the above theorem, it remains to show that 0 ∈ ρ(B). Let F = (f^1, f^2, f^3, f^4) ∈ H, let us see that the stationary problem BU = F has a solution U = (u, w, ψ, v). From the definition of the operator B given in (7), this system can be written as

w = f^1, κ(u_x + ψ)_x = ρ_1f^2 + A^τ f^1, (10) v = f^3, − bAψ − κ(u_x + ψ) = A^σf^3 + ρ_2f^4. (11)

Therefore, it is not difficult to see that there exist only one solution u and ψ of the system

κ(u_x + ψ)_x = ρ_1f^2 + A^τ f^1 ∈ D(A^0) bAψ − κ(u_x + ψ) = A^σf^3 + ρ_2f^4 ∈ D(A^0), (12)

from where we have that ‖U‖_H ≤ C‖F ‖_H, wich in particular implies that ‖B^{−1}F ‖_H ≤ ‖F ‖_H, so we have that 0 belongs to the resolvent set ρ(B). Consequently, from Theorem 1 we have B is the generator of a contractions semigroup.

As a consequence of the above Theorem(1) we have

Theorem 2 Given U_0 ∈ H there exists a unique weak solution U to the problem (6) satisfying U ∈ C([0, +∞), H). Futhermore, if U_0 ∈ D(B^k), k ∈ N, then the solution U of (6) satisfies U ∈ k⋂ j=0 C^{k−j}([0, +∞), D(B^j).

Theorem 3 (Lions’ Interpolation) Let α < β < γ. The there exists a constant L = L(α, β, γ) such that ‖A^βu‖ ≤ L‖A^αu‖^{γ−βγ−α} · ‖A^γ u‖^{β−αγ−α} (13) for every u ∈ D(A^γ ).

Proof: See Theorem 5.34 [6]. □

Theorem 4 (Hilla-Yosida) A linear (unbounded) operator B is the infinitesimal generator of a C_0−semigroup of contractions S(t), t ≥ 0, if and only if (i) B is closed and D(B) = H, (ii) the resolvent set ρ(B) of B contains R^+ and for every λ > 0, ‖(λI − B)^{−1}‖_{L(H)} ≤ 1 λ . Proof: See [20]. □

3 Regularization Results

In this section, using the semigroup approach we show the corresponding semigroup S(t) = e^{Bt} of the system (3)–(5) is of Gevrey class ν > 1 ϕ where ϕ = 2σ σ + 1 for σ ≤ τ , 2τ τ + 1 for τ ≤ σ. and (τ, σ) ∈ R_{CG} := (0, 1)^2 and S(t) is analytic in the

region R_A := {(τ, σ) ∈ R^2 /(τ, σ) ∈ [^1_2 , 1]^2}.

For the Gevrey class we use the characterization results presented in [5] (adapted from [27], Theorem 4, p. 153]). And for the study of analyticity the main tool we use is the characterization of analytical semigroups due to Liu and Zheng (See book by Liu-Zheng - Theorem 1.3.3).

In what follows: C, C_δ and C_ε will denote positive constants that assume different values in different places.

Next, we present two lemmas where two estimates are tested that are fundamental for the determination of the Gevrey class and the analytics of the associated semigroup S(t) = e^{Bt}.

Lemma 5 Let δ > 0. There exists a constant C_δ > 0 such that the solutions of (3)–(5) for |λ| ≥ δ satisfy the inequality

‖U‖^2_H ≤ C_δ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H for C_δ > 0. (14)

Proof: If λ ∈ R and F = (f^1, f^2, f^3, f^4) ∈ H then the solution U = (u, w, ψ, v) ∈ D(B) the resolvent equation (iλI − B)U = F can be written in the form

iλu − w = f^1 in D(A^{12} ), (15) iλw − κ ρ_1

(u_x + ψ)_x + 1 ρ_1

A^τ w = f^2 in D(A^0), (16)

iλψ − v = f^3 in D(A^{12} ), (17) iλv + b ρ_2 Aψ + κ ρ_2

(u_x + ψ) + 1 ρ_2

A^σv = f^4 in D(A^0). (18)

Using the fact that the operator is dissipative B, we have 1 ρ_1

‖A^{τ2} w‖^2 + 1 ρ_2 ‖A^{σ2} v‖^2 = Re⟨(iλ − B)U, U⟩_H = Re⟨F, U⟩_H ≤ ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H. (19) On the other hand, performing the duality product of (16) for ρ_1u, and recalling that the operator A^θ for all θ ∈ R is self-adjoint, we obtain

κ⟨(u_x + ψ), u_x⟩ = ρ_1‖w‖^2 + ρ_1⟨w, f^1⟩ − iλ‖A^{τ2} u‖^2 + ⟨A^{τ2} f^1, A^{τ2} u⟩ + ρ_1⟨f^2, u⟩ now performing the duality product of (18) for ρ_2ψ, and recalling that the operator A is self-adjoint, we obtain κ⟨(u_x + ψ), ψ⟩+b‖A^{12} ψ‖^2 = ρ_2‖v‖^2+ρ_2⟨v, f^3⟩−iλ‖A^{σ2} ψ‖^2+⟨A^{σ2} f^3, A^{σ2} ψ⟩+ρ_2⟨f^4, ψ⟩. Adding the last 2 equations, we have

κ‖u_x + ψ‖^2 + b‖A^{12} ψ‖^2 = ρ_1‖w‖^2 + ρ_2‖v‖^2 − iλ{‖A^{τ2} u‖^2 + ‖A^{σ2} ψ‖^2} + ρ_1⟨w, f^1⟩ + ρ_2⟨v, f^3⟩ + ⟨A^{σ2} f^3, A^{σ2} ψ⟩ + ρ_2⟨f^4, ψ⟩ + ⟨A^{τ2} f^1, A^{τ2} u⟩ + ρ_1⟨f^2, u⟩. (20) Taking real part, using norm ‖F ‖_H and ‖U‖_H and applying Cauchy-Schwarz and Young Inequalities, obtain

κ‖u_x + ψ‖^2 + b‖A^{12} ψ‖^2 ≤ ρ_1‖w‖^2 + ρ_2‖v‖^2 + C_δ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H.

From estimative (19) and the fact 0 ≤^τ_2 and 0 ≤^σ_2 the continuous embedding D(A^{θ2} ) → D(A^{θ1} ), θ_2 > θ_1, we have κ‖u_x + ψ‖^2 + b‖A^{12} ψ‖^2 ≤ C_δ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H. (21) Finally, from estimates (19) and (21), we complete the proof of this lemma. □

Lemma 6 Let δ > 0. There exists a constant C_δ > 0 such that the solutions of (3)–(5) for |λ| ≥ δ satisfy the inequality

|λ|[κ‖u_x + ψ‖^2 + b‖A^{12} ψ‖^2] ≤ |λ|[ρ_1‖w‖^2 + ρ_2‖v‖^2] + C_δ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H. (22) Proof: Performing the duality product of (16) for ρ_1λu, and recalling that the operator A is self-adjoint, we obtain κλ⟨(u_x + ψ), u_x⟩ = ρ_1λ‖w‖^2 + ρ_1⟨λw, f^1⟩ − i‖A^{τ2} w‖^2 − i⟨A^τ w, f^1⟩ +iρ_1⟨f^2, w⟩ + iρ_1⟨f^2, f^1⟩.

Now performing the duality product of (18) for ρ_2λψ, and recalling that the operator A is self-adjoint, we have κλ⟨(u_x + ψ), ψ⟩ + bλ‖A^{12} ψ‖^2 = ρ_2λ‖v‖^2 + ρ_2⟨λv, f^3⟩ − i‖A^{σ2} v‖^2 − i⟨A^σv, f^3⟩ +iρ_2⟨f^4, v⟩ + iρ_2⟨f^4, f^3⟩.

Adding the last 2 equations, we have

λ[κ‖u_x + ψ‖^2 + b‖A^{12} ψ‖^2] = λ[ρ_1‖w‖^2 + ρ_2‖v‖^2] − i{‖A^{τ2} w‖^2 + ‖A^{σ2} v‖^2} + ρ_1⟨λw, f^1⟩ + ρ_2⟨λv, f^3⟩ − i{⟨A^τ w, f^1⟩ + ⟨A^σv, f^3⟩} + iρ_1⟨f^2, w⟩ + iρ_2⟨f^4, v⟩ + iρ_1⟨f^2, f^1⟩ + iρ_2⟨f^4, f^3⟩. (23) On the other hand, from (16) and (18), we have {ρ_1⟨λw, f^1⟩ + ρ_2⟨λv, f^3⟩} = i{κ⟨(u_x + ψ), f^1_x ⟩ + ⟨A^τ w, f^1⟩ − ρ_1⟨f^2, f^1⟩ + b⟨A^{12} ψ, A^{12} f^3⟩ + κ⟨(u_x + ψ), f^3⟩ + ⟨A^σv, f^3⟩ − ρ_2⟨f^4, f^3⟩}. (24) Using the identity (24) in the (23) equation and simplifying, we get

λ[κ‖u_x + ψ‖^2 + b‖A^{12} ψ‖^2] = λ[ρ_1‖w‖^2 + ρ_2‖v‖^2] − i{‖A^{τ2} w‖^2 + ‖A^{σ2} v‖^2} + iρ_1⟨f^2, w⟩ + iρ_2⟨f^4, v⟩ + iκ⟨u_x, f^1_x ⟩ + iκ⟨ψ, f^1_x ⟩ + iκ⟨u_x, f^3⟩ + iκ⟨ψ, f^3⟩ + ib⟨A^{12} ψ, A^{12} f^3⟩. (25) Taking the real part, e applying the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities and using the definitions of the F and U norm, we complete the proof of this lemma. □

3.1 Gevrey’s class

Definition 7 Let t_0 ≥ 0 be a real number. A strongly continuous semigroup S(t), defined on a Banach space H, is of Gevrey class ν > 1 for t > t_0, if S(t) is infinitely differentiable for t > t_0, and for every compact set K ⊂ (t_0, ∞) and each μ > 0, there exists a constant C = C(μ, K) > 0 such that ||S^{(n)}(t)||_{L(H)} ≤ Cμ^n(n!)^ν , for all t ∈ K, n = 0, 1, 2... (26)

Theorem 8 ([27]) Let S(t) be a strongly continuous and bounded semigroup on a Hilbert space H. Suppose that the infinitesimal generator B of the semigroup S(t) satisfies the following estimate, for some 0 < ϕ < 1: lim |λ|→∞ sup |λ|^ϕ||(iλI − B)^{−1}||_{L(H)} < ∞. (27)

Then S(t) is of Gevrey class ν for t > 0, for every ν > 1 ϕ . Our main result in this subsection is as follows:

Theorem 9 The semigroup S(t) = e^{Bt} associated to system (3)–(5) is of Gevrey class ν for every ν > 1 ϕ for

ϕ = 2σ σ + 1 for σ ≤ τ, 2τ τ + 1 for τ ≤ σ. (τ, σ) ∈ R_{CG} := (0, 1)^2.

Proof: From the resolvent equation F = (iλI − B)U for λ ∈ R, we have U = (iλI − B)^{−1}F . Furthermore to show (27) this is Theorem 8 it is enough to show: |λ|^ϕ‖(iλ − B)^{−1}F ‖_H ‖F ‖_H ≤ C ⇐⇒ |λ|^ϕ‖U‖^2_H ≤ C_δ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H, (28)

for ϕ = 2σ σ + 1 for σ ≤ τ, 2τ τ + 1 for τ ≤ σ. and (τ, σ) ∈ R_{CG} := (0, 1)^2.

Next, we will estimate |λ|^{2ττ +1} ‖w‖^2 and |λ|^{2σσ+1} ‖v‖^2.

Let’s start by estimating the term |λ|^{2ττ +1} ‖w‖^2. We assume λ ∈ R with |λ| > 1, we shall borrow some ideas from [15]. Set w = w_1 + w_2, where w_1 ∈ D(A) and w_2 ∈ D(A^0), with

iλw_1 + Aw_1 = f^2, iλw_2 = − κ ρ_1 Au + κ ρ_1 ψ_x − 1 ρ_1

A^τ w + Aw_1. (29)

Firstly, applying the product duality the first equation in (29) by w_1, then by Aw_1 and recalling that the operator A is self-adjoint, we have

|λ|‖w_1‖ + |λ|^{12} ‖A^{12} w_1‖ + ‖Aw_1‖ ≤ C‖F ‖_H. (30)

In follows from the second equation in (29) that

iλA^{− 12} w_2 = − κ ρ_1

A^{12} u + κ ρ_1

A^{− 12} ψ_x − 1 ρ_1

A^{τ − 12} w + A^{12} w_1,

then, as ‖A^{− 1}2 ψ_x‖^2 = ⟨−A^{− 1}2 ψ_{xx}, A^{− 1}2 ψ⟩ = ‖ψ‖^2, τ −^1_2 ≤^τ_2 and 0 ≤^1_2 , taking into account the continuous embedding D(A^{θ2} ) → D(A^{θ1} ), θ_2 > θ_1, we have

|λ|^2‖A^{− 12} w_2‖^2 ≤ C{‖A^{12} u‖^2 + ‖A^{12} ψ‖^2 + ‖A^{τ2} w‖^2} + ‖A^{12} w_1‖^2. (31)

Using the exponential decay estimates (14) and estimative (30), considering |λ| > 1 as −1 < −^{2τ}_{τ +1} , we have

|λ|^2‖A^{− 12} w_2‖^2 ≤ C‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + |λ|^{−1}‖F ‖^2_H ≤ C|λ|^{− 2ττ +1} {|λ|^{2ττ +1} ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + ‖F ‖^2_H}. Then ‖A^{− 12} w_2‖^2 ≤ C_δ|λ|^{− 4τ +2τ +1} {|λ|^{2ττ +1} ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + ‖F ‖^2_H}. (32) On the other hand, from w_2 = w − w_1, (19) and as^τ_2 ≤^1_2 the inequality (30), we have

‖A^{τ2} w_2‖^2 ≤ ‖A^{τ2} w‖^2 + ‖A^{τ2} w_1‖^2 ≤ C|λ|^{− 2ττ +1} {|λ|^{2ττ +1} ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + ‖F ‖^2_H}. (33) Now, by Lions’ interpolations inequality for 0 ∈ [−^1_2 ,^τ_2 ], we derive ‖w_2‖^2 ≤ C(‖A^{− 12} w_2‖^2)^{ττ +1} (‖A^{τ2} w_2‖^2)^{1τ +1} . (34) Using (32) and (33) in (34), we have

‖w_2‖^2 ≤ C_δ|λ|^{− 4ττ +1} {|λ|^{2ττ +1} ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + ‖F ‖^2_H} for 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1. (35) Now, as |λ|‖w‖^2 ≤ |λ|‖w_1‖^2 + |λ|‖w_2‖^2, estimates (30) and (35) and as −2 ≤ −^{4τ}_{τ +1} , we get |λ|‖w‖^2 ≤ C|λ|^{1−3ττ +1} {|λ|^{2ττ +1} ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + ‖F ‖^2_H} for 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1. (36) Finally, let’s now estimate the missing term |λ|‖v‖^2, we assume |λ| > 1. Set v = v_1 + v_2, where v_1 ∈ D(A) and v_2 ∈ D(A^0), with

iλv_1 + Av_1 = f^4 iλv_2 = − b ρ_2 Aψ − κ ρ_2 u_x − κ ρ_2 ψ − 1 ρ_2

A^σv + Av_1. (37) Firstly, applying the product duality the first equation in (37) by v_1, then by Av_1 and recalling that the operator A is self-adjoint, we have |λ|‖v_1‖ + |λ|^{12} ‖A^{12} v_1‖ + ‖Av_1‖ ≤ C‖F ‖_H. (38) In follows from the second equation in (37), that

iλA^{− 12} v_2 = − b ρ_2

A^{12} ψ − κ ρ_2

A^{− 12} u_x − κ ρ_2

A^{− 12} ψ − 1 ρ_2

A^{σ− 12} v + A^{12} v_1, then, as ‖A^{− 1}2 u_x‖^2 = ⟨−A^{− 1}2 u_{xx}, A^{− 1}2 u⟩ = ‖u‖^2, −^1_2 ≤^1_2 and σ −^1_2 ≤^σ_2 ≤^1_2 , taking into account the continuous embedding D(A^{θ2} ) → D(A^{θ1} ), θ_2 > θ_1 and using (38) and −1 ≤ −^{2σ}_{σ+1} , we have |λ|^2‖A^{− 12} v_2‖^2 ≤ C_δ|λ|^{− 2σσ+1} {|λ|^{2σσ+1} ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + ‖F ‖^2_H}, then

‖A^{− 12} v_2‖^2 ≤ C_δ|λ|^{− 4σ+2σ+1} {|λ|^{2σσ+1} ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + ‖F ‖^2_H} for 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1. (39)

On the other hand, from v_2 = v − v_1, (19) and as^σ_2 ≤^1_2 the inequality (38), we have ‖A^{σ2} v_2‖^2 ≤ C{‖A^{σ2} v‖^2 + ‖A^{σ2} v_1‖^2} ≤ C_δ|λ|^{− 2σσ+1} {|λ|^{2σσ+1} ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + ‖F ‖^2_H}. (40) Now, by Lions’ interpolations inequality Theorem 3 for 0 ∈ [−^1_2 ,^σ_2 ], we derive ‖v_2‖^2 ≤ C(‖A^{− 12} v_2‖^2)^{σσ+1} (‖A^{σ2} v_2‖^2)^{1σ+1} . (41) Using estimates (39) and (40) in (41), we have ‖v_2‖^2 ≤ C|λ|^{− 4σσ+1} {|λ|^{2σσ+1} ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + ‖F ‖^2_H}. (42) On the other hand, as |λ|‖v‖^2 ≤ C{|λ|‖v_1‖^2 + |λ|‖v_2‖^2}, from inequality (38) (|λ|‖v_1‖^2 ≤ |λ|^{−1}‖F ‖^2_H), (42) and as −2 ≤ −^{4σ}_{σ+1} , we have |λ|‖v‖^2 ≤ C|λ|^{1−2σ}{|λ|^σ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + ‖F ‖^2_H} for 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1. (43) Finally using the estimates (36) and (43) in the inequality of Lemma 6, we arrive at the |λ|[κ‖u_x + ψ‖^2 + b‖A^{12} ψ‖^2] ≤ C [ |λ|^{1−3ττ +1} {|λ|^{2ττ +1} ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + ‖F ‖^2_H} + |λ|^{1−3σσ+1} { |λ|^{2σσ+1} ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + ‖F ‖^2_H } ] + C_δ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H. (44) Therefore

|λ|[κ‖u_x + ψ‖^2 + b‖A^{12} ψ‖^2] ≤ C_δ (i) |λ|^{1−3ττ +1} {|λ|^{2ττ +1} ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + ‖F ‖^2_H} for τ ≤ σ, (ii) |λ|^{1−3σσ+1} {|λ|^{2σσ+1} ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + ‖F ‖^2_H} for σ ≤ τ. (45)

Finally from estimates(36), (43) and (45). We finish the proof of this theorem. □

3.2 Analyticity of S(t) = e^{Bt} for (τ, σ) ∈

[_1 2 , 1

]_2

Theorem 10 (see [16]) Let S(t) = e^{Bt} be C_0-semigroup of contractions on a Hilbert space H. Suppose that ρ(B) ⊇ {iλ/λ ∈ R} ≡ iR (46) Then S(t) is analytic if and only if lim sup |λ|→∞ ‖λ(iλI − B)^{−1}‖_{L(H)} < ∞ (47) holds.

Before proving the main result of this section, we will prove the following lemma.

Lemma 11 Let δ > 0. There exists a constant C_δ > 0 such that the solutions of (3)–(5) for |λ| ≥ δ satisfy the inequality (i) |λ|‖w‖^2 ≤ C_δ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H for 1 2 ≤ τ ≤ 1. (48) (ii) |λ|‖v‖^2 ≤ C_δ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H for 1 2 ≤ σ ≤ 1. (49)

Proof: We will initially show the item (i) of this lemma, performing the duality product of (16) for ρ_1A^{−τ} λw, and recalling that the operator A^θ is self-adjoint for all θ ∈ R, we obtain λ‖w‖^2 = κ⟨λ(−Au + ψ_x), A^{−τ} w⟩ + ρ_1⟨f^2, λA^{−τ} w⟩ − iρ_1λ^2‖A^{− τ2} w‖^2 = iκ⟨(Aw + Af^1), A^{−τ} w⟩ − iκ⟨v_x + f^3_x , A^{−τ} w⟩ +⟨f^2, iκA^{1−τ} u − iκA^{−τ} ψ_x + iw − iρ_1A^{−τ} f_2⟩ − iρ_1λ^2‖A^{− θ2} w‖^2 = iκ‖A^{1−τ2} w‖^2 + iκ⟨A^{12} f^1, A^{12 −τ} w⟩ + iκ⟨v, A^{−τ} w_x⟩ − iκ⟨f^3_x , A^{−τ} w⟩ − i⟨f^2, w⟩ +iκ⟨f^2, A^{1−τ} u⟩ + iκ⟨A^{−τ} f^2, ψ_x⟩ − iρ_1‖A^{− τ2} f^2‖^2 − iρ_1λ^2‖A^{− θ2} w‖^2. Noting that: ‖A^{−τ} w_x‖^2 = ⟨A^{−τ} w_x, A^{−τ} w_x⟩ = ⟨−A^{−τ} w_{xx}, A^{−τ} w⟩ = ‖A^{1−2τ}2 w‖^2, taking real part and considering that^1_2 ≤ τ ≤ 1 using estimative (19) and using Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities, for ε > 0 exists C_ε such that |λ|‖w‖^2 ≤ C_δ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + ε‖A^{−τ} w‖^2 + C_ε‖v‖^2. As 0 ≤^σ_2 , then from estimative (19) ‖v‖^2 ≤ C_δ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H. From the continuous embedding for |λ| ≥ 1, we finish the proof of item (i) of this lemma.

Again similarly, performing the duality product of (18) for ρ_2A^{−σ}λv, using (17), and recalling the self-adjointness of A^θ, θ ∈ R, we obtain λ‖v‖^2 = −b⟨Aλψ, A^{−σ}v⟩ − κ⟨λ(u_x + ψ), A^{−σ}v⟩ + ρ_2⟨f^4, λA^{−σ}v⟩ − iλ^2‖A^{− σ2} v‖^2 = ib‖A^{1−σ2} v‖^2 + ib⟨A^{12} f^3, A^{12 −σ}v⟩ − iκ⟨A^{−σ}w_x, v⟩ − iκ⟨f^1_x , A^{−σ}v⟩ +iκ‖A^{− σ2} v‖^2 + iκ⟨f^3, A^{−σ}v⟩ − ib⟨f^4, A^{1−σ}ψ⟩ − iκ⟨f^4, A^{−σ}u_x⟩ −iκ⟨f^4, A^{−σ}ψ⟩ − i⟨f^4, v⟩ + iρ_2‖A^{− σ2} f^4‖^2 − iλ^2‖A^{− σ2} v‖^2. Noting that: ‖A^{1−2σ}2 w‖^2 = ‖A^{−σ}w_x‖^2, taking real part and considering that^1_2 ≤ σ ≤ 1 and using Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities, for ε > 0 exists C_ε such that |λ|‖v‖^2 ≤ C_δ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H + C_ε‖A^{1−2σ2} w‖^2 + ε‖v‖^2. As −^{1−2σ}_2 ≤ 0 ⇐⇒^1_2 ≤ σ ≤ 1. Considering |λ| ≥ 1 and using estimative (14), we finish the proof of item (ii) of this lemma. □

The main result of this subsection is the following theorem

Theorem 12 The semigroup S(t) = e^{Bt} associated to the system (3)–(5) is analytic when both parameters τ and σ vary by the interval [^1_2 , 1].

Proof: We will prove this theorem using Theorem (10), so we must prove the conditions (46) and (47).

Let us first check the condition (46) the Theorem(10). It’is prove that iR ⊂ ρ(B) by contradiction. Since B is the infinitesimal generator of a C_0−semigroup of contractions S(t), t ≥ 0, from Theorem 4, B is a closed operator, and D(B) has compact embedding into the energy space H, the spectrum σ(B) contains only eigenvalues. Suppose that iR ⊄ ρ(B). As 0 ∈ ρ(B) and ρ(B) is open, we consider the highest positive number λ_0 such that the interval (−iλ_0, iλ_0) ⊂ ρ(B) then iλ_0 or −iλ_0 is an element of the spectrum σ(B). We Suppose iλ_0 ∈ σ(B) (if −iλ_0 ∈ σ(B) the proceeding is similar). Then, for 0 < ν < λ_0 there exist a sequence of real numbers (λ_n), with 0 < ν ≤ λ_n < λ_0, λ_n → λ_0, and a vector sequence U_n = (u_n, w_n, ψ_n, v_n) ∈ D(B) with unitary norms, such that ‖(iλ_n − B)U_n‖_H = ‖F_n‖_H → 0, as n → ∞. From (21) for 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1, we have

κ‖u_{xn} + ψ_n‖^2 + b‖A^{12} ψ_n‖^2 ≤ C_δ‖F_n‖_H‖U_n‖_H.

In addition to the estimative (19) for 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1, we have 1 ρ_1

‖A^{τ2} w_n‖^2 + 1 ρ_2 ‖A^{σ2} v_n‖^2 ≤ ‖F_n‖_H‖U_n‖_H. Consequently, ‖U_n‖^2 → 0. Therefore, we have ‖U_n‖_H → 0 but this is absurd, since ‖U_n‖_H = 1 for all n ∈ N. Thus, iR ⊂ ρ(B). This completes the proof of condition (46) of the Theorem(10).

Finally let’s prove the condition (47), note that proving this condition is equivalent to showing, let δ > 0. There exists a constant C_δ > 0 such that the solutions of (3)–(5) for |λ| ≥ δ satisfy the inequality |λ|‖U‖^2_H ≤ C_δ‖F ‖_H‖U‖_H. (50) It is not difficult to see that this inequality (50) follows from the inequalities of the Lemmas 6 and 11, so the proof of this theorem is finished. □

References

[1] K. Ammari, F. Shel and L. Tebou, Regularity and stability of the semigroup associated with some interacting elastic systems I: a degenerate damping case, Journal of Evolution Equations, (2021).

[2] F. Ammar-Khodja, A. Benabdallah, J. E. M. Rivera and R. Racke, Energy decay for Timoshenko systems of memory type, Journal Differential Equations 194 (2003) 82-115.

[3] G.G. Ávalos, J. E. M. Rivera, Z. Liu, Gevrey class of locally dissipative Euler- Bernoulli beam equation, SIAM: Journal Control and Optimization, Vol 59, No. 3, November (1987), pp. 2174-2194.

[4] V.R. Cabanillas and C. A. Raposo, Exponential stability for laminated Beams with intermediate damping, Archiv der Mathematik, 24 March (2022).

[5] S. Chen and R. Triggiani, Gevrey Class Semigroups Arising From Elastic Systems With Gentle Dissipation: The Case 0 < α <^1_2 , Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, Volume 110, Number 2, Outober (1990), 401-415.

[6] K. J. Engel & R. Nagel, One-parameter semigroups for linear evolution equations, Springer (2000).

[7] L. H. Fatori, M. Z. Garay and J. E. M. Rivera, Diferrentiability, Analyticity and Optimal Rates of Decay for Dampend Wave Equations. Electronic Journal of Differential Equations, Vol 2012 No 48 (2012), 1–13.

[8] L.H. Fatori, J.E.M. Rivera and R. N. Monteiro, Energy Decay to Timoshenko’s system with thermoelasticity of type III, Asymptotic Analysis, 86 (2014) pp 227–247.

[9] Gearhart, Spectral theory for contraction semigroups on Hilbert spaces. Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc. 236 (1978), 385-394.

[10] J. Hao, Z. Liu and J. Yong, Regularity analysis for an abstract system of coupled hyperbolic and parabolic equations. Journal of Differential Equations 259 (2015), 4763–4798.

[11] V. Keyantuo, L. Tebou and M. Warma, A Gevrey Class Semigroup for a Thermoelastic Plate Model with a Fractional Laplacian: Berween the Euler- Bernoulli and Kirchhoff Models. Discrete and Continuous Dynamical System, Vol 40. Number 5, May (2020), pp 2875-2889.

[12] Z. Kuang, Z. Liu, H.D. F. Sare, Regularity Analysis for an abstract thermoelastic system with inertial term, ESAIM: Control, Optimisation and Calculus of Variations,27, S24 (2021).

[13] Z. Kuang, Z. Liu, L. Tebou, Optimal Semigroup Regularyty for velocity couple elastic system: A degenerate fractional damping case, ESAIM: Control, Optimisation and Calculus of Variations, appear, (2022).

[14] J. U. Kim, Y. Renardy, Boundary control of the Timoshenko beam, SIAM:Journal Control and Optimization, Vol 25, No. 6, November (1987).

[15] Z. Liu and M. Renardy, A note on the equations of thermoelastic plate. Appl.

Math. Lett., 8, (1995), pp 1–6.

[16] Z. Liu and S. Zheng, Semigroups associated with dissipative systems, Chapman & Hall CRC Research Notes in Mathematics, Boca Raton, FL, 398 (1999).

[17] A. Malacarne and J. E. M. Rivera, Lack of exponential stability to Timoshenko system with viscoelastic Kelving-Voigt type, Zeitschrift für angewandte Mathematik und Physik-ZAMP 67:67 (2016) 1–10.

[18] F. B. R. Mendes, F. M. S. Suárez, S. R. W. S. Bejarano, Stability and Regularity the MGT-Fourier Model with Fractional Coupling, Book: Ciências exatas e da terra: teorias e princípios 2, Atena Editora, 02 August (2023), 30–54. DOI: 10.22533/at.ed.3742302082.

[19] F. M. S. Suárez and L. D. B. Sobrado, Regularity of the Timoshenko?s System with Thermoelasticity of Type III and Fractional Damping, Book: Ciências exatas e da terra: teorias e princípios 2, Atena Editora, 02 August (2023), 01–29. DOI: 10.22533/at.ed.3742302081.

[20] A. Pazy, Semigroups of Linear Operators and Applications to Partial Differential Equations, Applied Mathematical Sciences 44, Springer, (1983).

[21] J. Prüss, On the spectrum of C_0-semigroups. Trans. Am. Math. Soc. 284(2), 847–857 (1984).

[22] C.A. Raposo, J. Ferreira, M. L. Santos, N. N. O. Castro, Exponential stability for the Timoshenko system with two weak dampings, Appl. Math. Lett., 18, (2005), pp 535-541.

[23] H. D. F. Sare, Z. Liu and R. Racke, Stability of abstract thermoelastic systems with inertial terms, Journal of Differential Equations, Volume 267, Issue 12, 5 december (2019), pages 7085–7134.

[24] D.H. Shi, D. X. Feng, Exponential decay of Timoshenko Beam with locally distributed feedback, IMA Journal of Mathematical Control and Information, 18, (2001).

[25] B.T.S. Sozzo, J. E. M. Rivera, The Gevrey class of the Euler-Bernoulli beam model, Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications,505 (2022).

[26] F. M. S. Suárez and L. D. B. Sobrado, Regularity of Euler-Bernoulli and Kirchhoff-Love Thermoelastic Plates With Fractional Coupling, Journal of Mathematical Sciences: Advances and Applications, Volume 73 (2023), 17-64. http://scientificadvances.co.in/artical/1/322

[27] S. W. Taylor, Gevrey Regularity of Solutions of Evolution Equations and Boundary Controllability, Thesis (Ph.D.)–University of Minnesota. (1989), 182 pp. [28] L. Tebou, Regularity and stability for plate model involving fractional rotational forces and damping, ZAMP: Zeitschrift für angewandte Mathematik und Physik, 72:158, (2021).

[29] S. Timoshenko, Vibration Problems in Engineering, 2nd edn. Van Nostrand, New York, (1937).