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General Decay of the Euler-Bernoulli Beam Fixed Into a
Moving Base

AMIROUCHE BERKANI, LAMIA SEGHOUR, AND ATHMANE ABDALLAOUI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we aim to discuss the stability of a viscoelastic Euler Bernoulli
beam that is fixed to a base in a translational motion at one end and to a tip mass at its free
end. The beam is supposed to be influenced by an external unknown disturbance which may
destabilize the system. Under some assumptions related to the unknown disturbance together
with a suitable selection of the external force applied to the base in motion, we should establish
the uniform stability of the system for a large class of relaxation functions using the method
of the multiplier technique. In fact, such procedure and other simulations have ameliorated
earlier work where the disturbance on the beam was ignored.
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1. Introduction

Robots are widely used through the manufacturing and logistic sectors.They enable
companies to carry out work at larger scales and standardize many processes of the
new global economy. Due to speediness and preciseness in achieving work at the
lowest cost, Robots have replaced human beings in many tasks. Nowadays, and since
their adoption in the 1960s, robots are reaching full potential due to digital, artificial
intelligence and automation technologies.

Robotic arms, programmable machines, whose links are connected by joints allow-
ing either rotational motion or translational displacement, have become essential in
various industrial fields. They can be used in numerous tasks involved in manufac-
turing industry as welding, drilling and spraying. Their importance increases when it
comes to productivity, efficiency and ability to reduce the complexity. Most robotic
arms have different characteristics that make them more suitable for certain applica-
tions compared to others types of robotic arms. Learning about types and functions
of robotic arms has received a great attention by many scientific researchers to work
on such machines and develop their performance.

As any machine, robotic arms, which in many times referred as cantilevered Euler-
Bernouli beams [10, 26,44, 12,18, 27], may suffer from numerous deficiencies which
reduce their effectiveness. Those deficiencies are usually due to the manifestation of
the mechanical system vibrations when working. One efficient method to eliminate
or to reduce the undesirable vibrations is to consider the beam made of vescoelestic
materials. In fact, using such materials in various engineering fields has proved them
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to be the most suitable, for more details, see ( [9, 15]). In particular, they play a
prominent role in the stabilization of the wave equations.
Rivera and Salvatierra [39] considered

utthqu/Og(t—T)diV[a(x)VU(T)]dT:O, in  x (0,00),

with

{u:O on T x (0,00), (1)

u(z,0) =up (z), u(x,0)=uq(z), inQ,

where Q is a bounded domain in R™ (n € N*) | with a smooth boundary T, ug (z) and
uy (z) are the initial data, a (z) is a nonnegative C? function defined over ) such that
a(r) =0on w\w: and a (r) = 1 on w, /, for € > 0, where w, is a subset of 2 satisfying
some assumptions. Assuming some conditions on the kernels g, they demonstrated
the well posedness and the stability result of the system (1).

In fact, numerous results related to the stabilization of the system have been estab-
lished, for further study, see [3,06,7,28-30,40]. In the pervious system, Mustafa and
Messaoudi [31] considered a (z) = 1 on €, for a larger class of relaxation functions g
that fulfills

g (t)<—-H(g(t), t=0,
where H is a nonnegative function, strictly increasing and convex on (0, ] for some
0 < r < 1, verifying H (0) = H'(0) = 0. Using arguments related to convexity
[2,8,24], the authors proved a general decay result, where exponential and polynomial
decay represent particular cases. Related to similar problems, we recall works of
Mustafa [32] Tatar [10]- [12].

In the few last decades, the stabilization of Euler-Bernoulli beam appeared in
mechanical engineering, mathematical control system theory and other areas. The
reason why many researchers devoted their works on this level. Among those, we
mention the works of Park and Kim [34] on the stabilization of a viscoelastic Euler-
Bernoulli beam controlled by a nonlinear force in one end and the other end considered
to be fixed. Namely they considered the system

Ut (T, 1) + Uggge — /0 k(t —8) Uppas (T,8)ds + g (ug(x,t)) =0, (x,t) €[0,L] x RT,
(2)

with the boundary conditions

w(0,t) = ug (0,t) = Ugy (0,8) = Ugy (Lyt) = Ugws (0,8) =0, >0,
t

U (L 1) — /k (t — 8) s (L, 5) ds = f (u(L 1)), ¢>0,
0

where k is the kernel of finite memory term.

The authors, at first, used the Faedo-Galerkin method to establish the well posed-
ness of the system, then they elaborated the uniform decay of the energy exploring
the multiplier technique. We indicate that the authors imposed certain conditions
on the functions g and f along with the kernel k. The same problem was tackled
by Park et al [35], where they considered other kinds of boundary conditions, and
resulted in the exponenential energy decay. In what concerns theoretical stability
of Euler-Bernoulli beam with different categories of dissipation, analogue problems
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were studied by many other authors like Guo and Huang [20] Morgiil [33], Park and
Kang [36], Park and Park [37], de Querioz et al [14] and Yan et al [45].

The goal of this paper is to investigate the stability result of a viscoelastic can-
tilevered Euler-Bernoulli beam, subject to an unknown disturbance . We consider the
beam to be fixed to a tip mass at the free end whereas the other end is fixed to a base
in a translational motion. Namely, we consider

L
mStt (t) =+ /O 14 (Stt (t) + Ut (SC, t)) d.fC =+ meg (Stt (t) =+ Ut (L, t)) = f (t) 5 t Z 0,

p (S (t) + ug (z,1)) + Eluggey (z,t) — EI/O g (t — 8) Upgas (8)ds = h (z,1),

(z,t) € (0,L) x Ry,
(3)

along with following boundary and the initial conditions

w(0,t) =u, (0,t) =0, t>0,
t

Elugey (L,t) — ET | g(t — 8) Ugas (L, 8)ds = mg (ug (L, t) + St (), t >0,

v@\

Elu,, (L,t) — EI/ g(t—8)uzy (L,8)ds = —Jugy (L,t), t>0,

u(z,0) = uo (z) aut%$70) =u1 (2),5(0) = Sovst (0) = Slax €(0,L),
(4)
where
u (z,t) stands for transversal displacement of the beam in the position x at the time
t.
S (t) stands for the base motion.
f(t) is the external force applied to the base.
L and m are the length and the mass of the beam respectively.
ET and p are the bending stiffness and the linear density respectively.
mpg and J stands for the rigid body at the free end of the beam and the rotary inertia
respectively.
g is called the relaxation function to be determined later.

To be more precise, the previous model (3) — (4) is usually applied in mechanical
engineering, such as the flexible robot manipulators. Here, the function h (z,t) is the
consequence of certain hydrodynamics effects which are in most time external, and
this is considered advantageous if the robotic arms are placed in the external effects.

Historically, analogue problem to (3)—(4), but with three dissipations, was studied
by Dadfarnia et al [13], namely

L
mStt (t) =+ /O P (Stt (t) =+ Ut (1’7 t)) dJ? 4+ mg (S// (t) =+ Ut (L, t)) = f (t) ,t Z O7

p (Set (t) + ug (z,1)) + Eluggey (x,t) — EI/ g (t—8) Upgas (8)ds
0
+DBuy, (xvt) + Cugy (:I,‘,t) + Duggpat (ivt) = h({E,t), (:E,t) € (07 L) X RJra
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with the boundary conditions

u(0,t) = u, (0,8) =0, t>0,
t

Dugyot (Lyt) + Elugyy (L, t) — EI/ g (t —8) Uggs (L,s)ds
0
=mpg (ug (L,t) + Sy (), t> ?7
Dugyt (L, t) + ETug, (L, t) — EI/ gt —8)ugy (L,8)ds = —Juge: (Lyt), t>0,
0
(6)

where B, C and D are the viscous damping, the structural damping and the Kelvin-
Voigt damping coefficients respectively. In the case ¢ = h = 0, the authors proved
the exponential stability of the system under a suitable control force.

Very lately, Berkani et al [4] studied the case B =0, h = 0 and g # 0, and used
a viscoelastic damping instead of viscous one, taking the relaxation function g such
that

0<g' (t)+ngt) <&(t),
where (1 is a positive constant, £ () is a nonnegative function (i.e. that is the stan-
dard assumption ¢'(t) < —pug(t) is slightly perturbed ). The authors guaranteed the
exponential stability if £ = ||§||L1(07L) is sufficiently small.

Later, an arbitrary decay of the energy, for a large class of relaxation functions,
has been proved in [5]. We refer the reader to see [?,25,16,17,19,46,11,12], for other
kinds of dissipations concerning the translational Euler-Bernoulli beam.

In this paper, we resume the main contributions related to the stability of the
translational Euler -Bernouli beam:

(i) In the absence of any damping, if the beam is made of a viscoelastic material,
then the uniform stability of our problem is guaranteed under an unknown distributed
disturbance.

(ii) The uniform stability of the system (8) and (9) under the unknown spatiotem-
porally varying disturbance h(z,t) is established for a large class of kernels. Namely,
there exists a nondecreasing function «(t) > 0 such that v/ (¢) /v (t) = 0(¢) is a
decreasing function and

7(t) g (t) € L' (0,00)
where the kernels g verifies: ¢'(¢) < 0.

Remark 1.1. We recall that our goal in this paper is to investigate the stabilization
of the system (5)—(6) in the case h # 0 without taking in the account the viscous,
structural and Kalvin voigt dampings , that is B = C = D = 0. This should
ameliorate the earlier results [4, 5], where the boundary control of the translational
Euler -Bernouli beam was supposed to reduce its vibration in the case of h = 0.

Remark 1.2. We indicate that vibration abatement of the translational beam with
other kinds of of dissipations, in which the unknown distributed disturbance was
ignored, has been widely studied in [23,11-13]. In this article, we will improve the
later results, by considering the unknown distributed disturbance with viscoelastic
damping for a large class of kernels.

The contents of this paper are organized as follows. In section 2, we transform
the system (3) — (4) into a simple form in order to be able exploit some functionals
analysis tools, we state the well-posedness result without proof, in what concern the
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stability, we introduced some useful lemmas. In Section 3, we state our main result
of stability. Simulations are presented to verify the efficiency of the proposed control
in Section 4.

2. Preliminary results

In this section, we mention some lemmas to be used in the proof of our result. To
begin with, we consider new functions for the reason to simplify the study of our
system (3) — (4). As in [4], by S* (¢) and w (z,t) we denote

st (t)=S(t)—Sq, Sa>0,
and
w(z,t) = ST (t) +u(x,t), t>0

where S, represents the point at which the beam is regulated. As a consequence
problem (3) — (4) is reformulated to

L
mwy (0,t) + p/ wy (2, t) de + mpwy (L, t) = f(t), t>0, (7)
0

pwit (2, )+ EIwgzps (, t)—EI/O g (t — 8) Wypes (8)ds = h(z,t), (z,t) € (0,L)xRy,
(®)

with the boundary conditions and the initial data
w, (0,8) =0, t>0,
t

Elwgy, (L,t) — EI/ g (t — 8)Waae (Ly8)ds = mpwy (L,t), t>0,
P 9)
Elw,, (L,t) — EI/ g(t—8)wyy (L,8)ds = —Jwgy (L,t), t2>0,
0
w(z,0) =wg (z), wi(z,0)=wi(z), ze€(0,L).

By replacing Eq. (8) in the Eq. (7) and using the boundary conditions (9), the
ordinary differential equation (7) becomes

L
t
mwy (0,8)+EIwg,, (07t)—EI/ (t — 8) Waza (0, 5) ds+/ h(z f@, t>o0,
0 0
(10)
To get the uniform stability of system (8) — (10) we consider the control force
(@) =—Kw(0,t) —w(0,t), t>0, (11)

where K is a positive constant to be determined later.
The well-posedness result of our problem is stated without proof, in fact, we can

use the standard Faedo-Galerkin method (see for example: Hrusa [22] and Park et
al [35,38]). For this end, we denote
V={yeH?*0,L),y, (0)=0}.

where H? (0, L) is the usual Sobolev space.
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Proposition 2.1. Suppose that (wo,w1) € V x L?(0,L) and h(t) be a nonnegative
summable kernel. Then, there exists a unique solution w of the system (8) — (10)
under the external force f (t) defined in (11), satisfying

w e O([O7T)3V)7 wy € C([OaT)vLZ (OvL))7 Wit € O([O7T)7V*)
where T > 0 and V, is the dual of V.

Throughout this paper, for all ¢ > 0, we denote by *,0,©,0 and < the binary
operators, respectively, defined by

<g*v><t>=/0tg<t—s><v<x,t>—v(m))ds,
<gov><t>=/Otg<t—s><v<o,t>—v(o,s»ds

<g@v><t>:/Otg@_s)(v(m_v@,s))ds,
@0 0 = [ () (0 (@0) — (2, ) ds

and
(g0v) (1) = / g (t—5) (W (0,1) — v (0,5)) ds,

Further, we will use the Young inequality
2

b
ab§6a2+4—, VYa,b € R,e > 0.
€

We define the modified energy functional of problem (8) — (10) as

m P o, EI ¢ , EI [T
B0) =gt 0.0+ Sl + 5 (1= [ 96 ds) el 4 5 [ (g00s0) o

+ B (L) + Du, (L)

(12)
where |||, denotes the norm in L?(0, L). If we differentiate F (t) with respect to time
t, then using (8) — (10) together with the identity

2/0Lvt/0tg(t—8)v(8)d8dx=/; (g'0) da — g (1) ||o]13

_% [/OL (9v) dz — (/Otg(s) ds) ||u|§] ,

L EI
| 0 e = g () s+ w0 000) £ 1)

we obtain

EI
/ —_—
B (t) ==

—wt(O,t)/OLh(a:,t)dx+/Lwth(as,t)dx.

0
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Consequently, using (11) together with Young’s inequality, we find

EI [T 1 L
E (1) 37/ (¢'Dwey) dx <K vl 46) w? (0,t) + ew? (0, )
0

-me@+G+)mm, (13)

for any €,eq > 0. Now, Consider

1—/O+Oog(s)ds:1—g>0,
and recall
Lemma 2.2 (see [21]). We infer from the boundary conditions (4) and (9), that
u? (2,) < Llluglly, o (@) < L Jugaly s} (,) < Lllugal3, Vo € [0, L]

(14)
ll® < L2 [lugll3 < L* [luell5 (15)
and
w} (2,t) < Llwsaly,  lwally < L? Jwsell3, Vo €[0,L]. (16)
Lemma 2.3 (see [10]). Let g € C(0,00) and v € C (0,00; L? (0, L)), then
¢ ¢
2 [T gt owasie=([Cawas) i+ [Cot- s leeEas
0 0
L
—/ (¢0v)dx, t>0. (17)
0
Lemma 2.4 (see [1]). Let x (t),0(t),B3(t) € C1[0,00). We assume that, there exists
a positive function (¢ ) C1[0,00) such that
1 (t) ( ’(t)) 1 ( w (t)
0<o(t) < —=(x(t and B(t) < ——(x () — , t>0.
=5 0w W= 2w N
Then a mon-negative solution v of the following inequality
V() < —x (B t) o) () +B(), t=0,
such that p (0) v (0) < 1, satisfies the estimate
1
v(t) < —, t>0
p(t)
Now, let us consider the following Lyapunov functional
5
=E(t)+ Y n®(t), t>0, (18)
i=1

where 13 =14 = %, and n; > 0,7 = 1,2 are positive constants to be chosen later. We

define also

L
Dy (1) = p/ wwidr +muw (0,¢) wy (0,t) +mpew (L, t) w (L, 1) + Jwy (L, t) wye (L, 1) ,
0
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L
Dy (1) :—p/o wy (g % w)dr — mpw (L, t) (9 © w) — mw, (0,t) (g ow)

— Jwgt (L, 1) (g © wy)

5 (000)+ 5 (0.0), 24(®)= [ Gt =) (w(0.0) ~ w(0,9)ds
0

O3 (t) = 2

- / Gy (t — 5) lwae (5)[13 ds
0

Gp (t):e_ﬁt/toog(s)eﬁsds and G, (t) = 1t) /toog(s)v(s)ds, t>0.

7 (1)

Proposition 2.5. There exist two positive constants ay and o, such that

5 5
o (E(t) +) @ (t)) < F(t) <o (E(t) +) @ (t)) . Vt>0. (19
i=3 i=3
Proof. By Young’s inequality, we have

14 2, P 2 mg
®y (1) §§ Jwelly + 5 ||w||2 + = w? (0,t) + Ewt (0,t) + 7“’ *(L,t) + thz (L,t)

m
2
J J
+ 2w (L,t)+ 2w (L, t).
Noting that w (z,t) = S* (1) + u (z,t) = w (0,t) + u (z,t) and Wy, (z,t) = gy (z,1).
Therefore, by exploiting (14) and (15), we arrive at

w? (L, t) < 202 (0,8) + 2u? (L, t) < 2w? (0,¢) + 2L° |lwaolf3 (20)
and

leoll3 < 2Lw? (0,8) + 2 fJull; < 2Lw? (0,6) + 2L" [lwpe 3 (21)

Using (16), (20) and (21), we obtain

JL
d, (1) < §||wt||§ + (pL4 +mpL? + 2) [waall + 5wt (0,1)

+(pL+ 5+ mp) w?(0,0) + (Lt)+gw (L,t). (22)

2
For the functional ®5 (¢), we have

2

t L t

m m

&) < Slwli+t / g(s)ds / (g0hw) do + S (0,1) + 5 / 9(s)ds (gOw)
0 0 0

+%w?(L,t)+%/{) g(s)ds/o g(t—s) (w(L,t)—w(L,s))ds

gt L)+ 5 [ a)ds [ gt=9) . @)= (L) ds (23)

By observing that

(w(z,t) —w(z,5)* = [(w(0,t) —w(0,s))+ (u(x,t) —u(z,s))]
< 2w (0,8) —w (0,8)> + 2 (u(x,t) —u(x,s)® (24)
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and
(w(L,t) = w(L,s)* = [(w(0,t)—w(0,s)+ (u(L,t)—u(L,s))
< 2(w(0,t) —w(0,9)* +2(u(L,t) — u(L,5)*, (25)

then, using the fact that ug, (z,t) = Wy, (2,1),(24),(25) and lemma (2.2), the in-
equality (23) becomes

S

@ (1) <2 3 + 2w (0,0) + 2F <Lw+jw<Lw +(pL+ 2 mp) ¢ (gow)
<pL4+mEL3 2) (90w, ) da (26)

Combining (12), (18), (22) and (2 )We show that

P < (14 mmm) Tw? (0,0) + (1 m ) "B (L) + (L + ) S (L)

1
(14 m ) g llwe||2 + {4 +m (pL+ = +mE)} w? (0, 1)

[EI ‘ JL
5 (1 [aas) em (prt o+ more + 5 ) sl  neva )
0

[ET JL L
+ 7 + 72 (pL4 + mEL3 + 2) <:| / (ngww) dx
0

+ i + 1y (pL + % + mE) C} (gOw) + n5Ps (1) -

On the other hand, we have
2F (t) > (1 = m —n2) mwi (0,8) + (1 =1 — 1) Jwy, (L, 1) + (1 = m — m2) mpwy (L, t)

1
=)l + |5~ m 0L+ mot 2m)| 0 (0.0
+ [BI(1—¢) —m (2pL* + 2mpL? + JL)] [was |3 + 204®4 (t)

L
+ [ET —ny (2pL* + 2mpL® + JL) (] / (90w, dx
0

+ B 12 (2pL +m + 2mEg) C} (gOw) + 2n5P5 (t) .
Therefore,
5 5
o <E(t) +) @ (t)) <F(t) <o <E(t) +) @ (t)> . VE>0
i=3 =3
for some a1, ag > 0, provided that
, 1 EI(1-¢)
s min {1’ (4pL + 2m + 4mp)’ 2pL* + 2mpl® + JL}
and
. EI 1
72 < mmun {1 T 2pLA + 2mpL® + JL)C (4pL + 2m + dmp) c} '

This completes the proof. O
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3. Asymptotic behavior

In this section, we state and prove the energy decay result under the control force
t.
f(t). To begin with, let ¢, > 0 be a number such that / g(s)ds = g« > 0. As

0
in [43], for every measurable set A C RT, we define the probability measure g by

N 1
74 =¢ [ ats)ds (2)
CJa
The non-decreasingness set of g is defined by
Qy = {s R 1/ (s) > 0},
and the non-decreasingness rate of g by
Ry = g(Qg) :
We also define
@gt: {SERJF:OSsgt,g(th) >0andg'(t75):0}.

Now, our assumptions on the kernel g are
(H1) g : Ry — R, is a continuously differentiable non-negative function satisfying

/oog(s)ds:§<1.
0

(H2) ¢’ (t) <0, ae. t>0.
(H3) There exists a nondecreasing function +y (t) > 0 such that v/ (¢) /v (t) = 0 (¢)
is a decreasing function and

v (t)g(t) € L' (0,00)
The unknown distributed disturbance is assumed to fulfill the condition
(H4) h € C (RT;L*(0,L)) .
Now, we are ready to state and prove the uniform stability under the control force.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that the hypotheses (H1) — (H4) hold and R4y < 3/16. If
G, (0) < [4g« (4 =) —3¢] /8 such that g. > 3¢/ (8 —2¢) and there exists a positive
function p (t) € C* [0, 00) where

0<X(t)‘:g)) and ||h§g20:@)<x(t)*:((g>, £>0

where ¢ is giwen later in (35). Suppose further that p (0) F (0) < 1. We deduce that,
there exist some positive constant C' such that

E(t)< —, Vt>0 (28)

in the cases:
(a) tlim 0(t) =0 and x (t) = 16 (t) (c1 will be chosen in (36)), or

(b) tli}rroloé(t) =0 #0 and x (t) = ca (co as in (37)).



GENERAL DECAY OF THE EULER-BERNOULLI BEAM FIXED INTO A MOVING BASE 191

Proof. Differentiating the expression (18), using Lemma 5.1 to Lemma 5.4 (see Appen-
dix for more detailed derivations), making use of (13), we find that for any ¢t > ¢, > 0

265

F' (1) < (%I —mCi (e2)> /0 (9/Cwas) da + (B = m2Ca (2)) (9'Ow) + [1 IEL L

1 1 1 )
— — 4 =) = K —na(gem — eam — ,
+m (m+ 4a> + 73 (46 + 4 4) 72 (g=m — €2m 62)} wi (0, 1)

+[m —n2 (g« — €2)] mpw; (L,t) + [n2€2 + € +mzea —m (1 — a1 K° — 3e1L)] w” (0, 1)

+ [ =72 (gx — €2)] Jwly (Lyt) + [ + i° — 12 (gx — €2)]p ||we2

+ -0 (et ja@)+ GE—(IO) —m (1= 5 - 2 )] B
+mCs (e2) / /A 0 (t — ) (s (1) — wes (5))? dsdz + (1C1 (e2) + 2nsesC)
x /A 0t~ 3) (w(0,2) —w(0,8)) ds + [(2nses + 125 (2)) €3 (Q) — 7] (gOw)

+ (2ma@ - 1) EI/OL (@0uer)do b (b (s g,) et o ) g
— 150 (t) B5 (1) + 174 (265G — B) P (1)

EI EI !
+ B a- g en - [ot -9 e @13 as
0

As in Tatar [13], we introduce the following sets
A, ={seR" ng'(s)+g(s) <0}, neN
and
Ant = {sER+,0§s§t,ng’(tfs)+g(tfs) <0}.
We notice that
UAn = RN\ {Q, N},

where A, is the null set where g’ is not defined. Furthermore, if denoting @, = RT\ A,
then lim g (Qn) =g (Qg) because Qni+1 C Qn for all n and
n— o0

(Qn = Qg UN,.
We take A, = Ap, and Q = Qnr in (29), then, we have

/O (' Dwns) da < _7/ /A (t — 5) (wan (£) — won (5))? dsda (30)

and
1
(g'ow) < —= / g(t—s)(w(0,t) —w(0,s))°ds. (31)
S Ay
Now, we start selecting the deferent parameters. First, choosing €2 < g«, m1 = WW,
ns = 2 e = § (g —€2) Mo, €0 = 3p (g« —€2) 2, @1 < min{m, T 0y €3 = Tomms

€4 =112 (g9+ — €2), €5 = é and taking into account the inequalities (30) and (31), we infer
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F'(t) < % —2C1 (62)) / (¢'Owez) dz + (§ — n2C2 (52)) (g’ ow) (g« - )nngwt (L, 1)
+ e g - e me? 0.0 - O 7D, () - O 5D g ju

160+ 00 (@+30@) - T 10 -0 4ol - ) (1= 5) | T lwwsl

(14 L 1 1 1
+|——+m (m+—) +n3< +—) +£—K—n2(g*m—€2m—62)} w? (0,t)  (32)
L deg dey 2es

+ (L +12Cs (62)) ¢3(@Qn) — ﬂ (g0w) + {2@(@) - M] mrr [ " (gOwer) do

16¢ 8
_ (g9« +2)
8

(nzcs(e2>——)/ /A (1= ) (i (8) — i (5))? dsdr — 504 (1) 153 (1) @5 (1
+(i3(9*—62)

t
anf/ 9 (t = 5) [lwee (5)||2 ds + <n204 (e2) — %)/ gt —5) (w(0,6) — w (0, ) ds

L4 1
m2 2 €2t oo +§(* 52)7124'7 IR113,

2€1 4
for some 0 < o < 1. For small e2 and large values of n and t«, if §(Qn) < 3/16, we have
~ 3 (g« — €2
205 (Qn) — % <0
and ¢
3 . 3 5
(1-9+) 5¢G(Qn) <o (9= —e2) (1— =), (33)
2 4 8
with ¢ = %. Note that for ¢, large enough, we have 0 < o < 1. On other hand, we require
that G~ (0) satisfy
3 3 5¢
26,0 <20-0)( — ) (1 - §) , (34)

then (34) is satisfied if
1
Gy (0) < 2 [49* (4—¢) =3¢

and gs > By taking into account (33), (34) and selecting ez small enough if needed yield

8

{ (1= g) (2 + 36G(Qu) + 2F 2 — 21— 0) + 0] (9 —e2) (1= %) <0,
62_§(£1*—62)<0

Once €2,n and ¢, are fixed, we take 72 small enough so that
i — 77201 (62) >0,
5 — m2C2 (62) > 0,
17203 (62) — == < 0,
1n2C4 (62) Ton < 0,
89 | 1y () GG (@) — } < 0.
Finally, we choose K large enough, such that
S (m g ) () g~ K= ml(e - )m — al <0
4e 4e 4dey 2¢5
Consequently, we deduce from (32) that

F' () < —co (@3 (1) + @4 (1)) — 156 () s () + ¢ [[All3, (35)

for some positive constants cp and c. Now,
(a) If tlim 6 (t) = 0, then, there exists a ¢ (cg) > ¢« such that 0 (¢) < ¢o for t > t(co) . Hence, by
— 00

exploiting the right-hand side of inequality (19), we infer from (35) that
F'(t) < —ci8 () F (t) +cllhl, t>7, (36)
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for some positive constants c;. Now, applying Lemma (2.4) with

x(t)=cé(t), o)=0, B(t)=clhl3,
we conclude from (36) and the left-hand side of (19) that

for some positive constant C, provided that p (0) F (0) < 1.
(b) If tl_i»m §(t) = & # 0, then, there exists a ?(co) > t« such that 6 (t) > ¢o for t > t. Therefore,
oo
(35) we get
F'(t) < —e2F () +c|lhll3, t>7 (37)

for some c2 > 0. In view of Lemma (2.4) for
x(t)=c2, o(t)=0, B(t)=cl|hl3,
we infer from (37) that

for a constant C' > 0, provided that p (0) F (0) < 1. Furthermore, using the continuity and bound-
edness of E (t) in [0,7], we get (28). O

4. Simulation analysis

This section is devoted to the numerical simulations, to clarify the efficiency ,of the
given control. The parameters associated to our system are: E = 69 x 109Nm™2,
I =893 x107Bm* L =04m, p = 0.065Kgm™—', m = 0.50K¢g, mg = 0.01Kg,
J = 0.0001Kgm?, K =110 and the initial displacement and velocity are:

wo(z) = sin(%m) and wi(z) = 0.

We indicate that we selected the kernel function as g(t) = e~ for some 7 € RT.
The external disturbance h(z,t) is given as:

h(z,t) = 0.01sin(0.0017wxt).

We have exploited the method of finite difference for numerical approximation of
the problem (7)—(9). We have adopted, for both spatial and temporal derivatives
in the differential equation (8) and the boundary condition (9), Central difference
approximations.

In what concerns the convolution term, the Trapezoid method has been used.
We observe that, the convolution term requires to store the solutions from ¢t = 0
and use them at every time step. This, together with large values of the model
parameters, require very small values of time steps, which increases calculated time.
Hence, it is possible to scale the parameters for computer simulations to overcome
time performance.

The solution behavior associated to the problem (7)—(9), with the control (11), is
illustrated in Figures 1 at x = 0.1 and 2 at z = 0.2.

Figure 2 displays the discrepancy of solutions in the presence or absence of the
control affect at the points x = 0.2 and the boundary x = L. The affect of the control
(11) may be observed, after a short time thanks to the convolution term, in especially,
when getting closer to the boundary point x = L.
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—— w(0.1,1) without eontrel
5 ——w(0.1,1) with control

wixt) [m]

0 20 40 B0 80 100
1(s]

FIGURE 1. Beam displacement at z = 0.1.

wi0.2,t) without control
—— w10.2,1) with control

= AN— |
% U‘ | ;.\ I.f \ | \5‘ A / ".
z 1

0.5

t[s]

FIGURE 2. Beam displacement at z = 0.2.

5. Appendix

In this section, we state some useful which were helpful in the proof of the Theorem 3.1.

Lemma 5.1. Under the assumptions (H1) — (H4), along the solution of (8) — (10), the
derivative of @1 (t) satisfies the estimate

1
@ (t) <pllwell; + (m + —) w? (0,t) + mpw; (L,t) + Jwl, (L,1t)

461
2 2 ¢, I , BI [*
(1—eaK® —3eaL)w (0,t) (1 2 261EI>EI||wM||2 A (g0wzs) dz
EI [* 1
+ 50 [ ot =5) lwws () ds + 5 I, (39)
0 1

for allt >0 and e1 > 0.
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Proof. Differentiating ®; (¢) with respect to ¢ and using (8) — (10), we get

L t
@ (t) = pllwell3 + /0 w (fEIwmm (z,t) + EI/O g (t — 8) Wazae (8)ds + h (z, t)) dz

+ mw; (0,t) +w (0,t) <—E1wzm (0,t) + EI /; (t — 8) Waaa (0,5)ds — /?1 (z,t)dz+ f (t)>
+ mpwi (L, t) +w (L, t) (ElwggM (L,t)— EI /t g (t — 8) Waga (L, 8) ds)
+ Jw?, (L, t) + wy (L, t) (—Elwm (L,t)+ EI /t g (t — 8) Waa (L, 5) ds) . (39)

Integrating by parts, we have

L
— / WWarsedr = —w (L, t) Wase (L) +w (0,8) Wase (0,t) + wa (L, 1) wae (L) — ||wasl|2
0

(40)
and

/OL w /Ot g (t = 8) Wewex (5) dsda
B /otg(t_s)w”” (L,5)ds —w(0,1) /Otg(t — 8) Wae (0,5) ds

t L t
— wg (L, t) / g (t—8)waz (L,s)ds + / Waa (t) / g (t — 8) Wae () dsdzx. (41)
0 0 0
Substituting the relations (40) and (41) into (39), and using the fact that (11), we obtain
@Y (t) =p ||we |5 + mw; (0,t) + mpw; (L, t) + Jway (L, t) —w” (0,t) — Kw (0,t) we (0,t)

L L
—w(O,t)/ h(z,t) dac—i—/ w(z, t)h (z,t) dm—EImeHg
0 0

L ¢
+ El/ Wae (1) / g (t — 8) Wag (s) dsdzx. (42)
0 0
By using Young’s inequality, we estimated the terms in the right-hand side of (42) as follows
1
— Kw (0,t) we (0,¢) < e1 K%w? (0, ) + wa (0,t), (43)
1
and
£ 1
—w (O,t)/ h(z,t) de < e; Lw® (0,t) + yy. Ihll5, e >0. (44)
0 €1

Moreover, from (21), we have

IN

L
1
[ uon@nde < aluli+ o b3
0 €1

IN

1
2e1 Lw” (0,t) + 261 L* ||was |3 + o |hl3, € >0. (45)

Thank’s to the identity (17) and by inserting the above estimates (43)-(45) into (42), we get
(38). O
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Lemma 5.2. The derivative of the functional ®2 (t) satisfies along solutions of the problem

(8) = (10)

Py (t) < — (g« — €2) plwel5 — (gom — eam — 2K) w} (0,1) — (g« — €2) mpw; (L, t)

0= ) i (L) + e (0.0) + (1= ) (04 560(Q) ) B e

+ % (1- gQ/Q g (t—3) ||wze (3)H§ ds — C1 (e2) /0 (¢ Dwazz) dz — Ca (€2) (¢'Ow) +

+ Cs5 (62)/0 /A g(t—9) (Waz () — Waz (s))2 dsdx + Cy (62)/ g(t—3s)(w(0,t) —w(0, s))2 ds

At
+28165(Q) | /Q 9(t = 8) (@as (1) — s ()7 dsda (46)
0o )@@ [ g(t=9) 0.0 =0 dst (et 57 ) I, 12050

for any €2 > 0, where

Ci (e2) = (E#”ELS +1E)50, at@ = (L + L) e,

2€9 2€s 4eo 2€9 4eo 2€9
1—g.)CEI
Cs (&) = (1 —g.)CBI 1 ACE,
462
CEI (C¢K? (+1L K? 1+L EI
=" d = =
Cile) =5 + 5+ 75 adCsle) =5+ 5=+ 73

Proof. Differentiating ®» (¢) and using (8) — (10), we arrive at

@) (1) = — ( / 9 (s) ds) (o lwe]2 + mw? (0,8) + mauw? (L, 8) + Jus (L, 1))

L t L
— EI/ (g *w) / g (t — 8) Wagzs (8) dsdx + EI/ Wazes (¢ * W) dx
0 0 0

_/0 h(m,t)(g*w)dx—p/o wy (¢ * w) de — Elwaas (L, 1) (9 © w)
+EI(g® w)/0 g (t — 8) Waex (L, 8) ds — mpw; (L, 1) (g/ ©® w) + Elwgzs (0,%) (g o w)

t L
_ EI(gow)/g(t— $) Waaa (0, 8) ds + (gow)/h(w,t)dm —(gow) f(t) — mw (0,t) (9" o w)
0 0
¢

— Jwge (L, t) (g/ © wx) + Elwgy (L,t) (9 ©® we) — EI (g ©® wy) /g (t — 8) was (L, s) ds.

0

(47)

Integrating by parts in (47), we have

/0 Wagzz (9% W) dT =Waze (L, 1) (9 © W) — Waax (0,1) (9 0 W) — Wae (L,t) (9 © we)

L
+ / Wz (g * Wae) dx, (48)
0
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and

_/OL(g*w>/0tg(t_s)wm<s)dsdx
~wow) [ 9= e (Lds +gow) [

+(9@wx)/0t9(t—8)wm(L,S)ds—/OL(g*wm)/otg(t—s)wm(s)dsdm.

Using the relations (11), (48) and (49), the identity (47) takes the following form

g (t — 8) Wz (0,5) ds (49)

#(0= ([ 9(ds) (ol + mu? 0.6) + mp (L,0) + ws (L,0)
+E1<1—/Otg(s)ds>Awaw(g*wm)dw—s—El/oL(g*wm)zdx

[ h@ e —p [ (6 s w) de - mew (L,0) (6 © ) + K (0.0 g0 w)
00,0 (0w +gou) [ hlet)de—mun (0.0 (5 ow) — Juni (1.0 (¢ O v2)

(50)
Now, we estimate the terms on the right-hand side of expression (50). For all measurable
sets A and @ such that A = RT\Q. For the fifth term, we have

L
/ Waz ( * Wae) dx = c/ wm/ g (t—3) (Wae (t) — Waz () dsdz
AN[0,t]
/ wm/ g (t —8) (Waa (t) — Wae (8)) dsdz
Qno t]
< / Waa / g(t—8) (Waz (t) — Waz (s)) dsdz + (/ g(t—2s) ds) | waal|2
0 AN[0,t] QN[o0,]
L
— / Waa / g (t — 8) Wae () dsdzx. (51)
0 QNI0,t]
For simplicity, we use the notation B; = BN[0,t]. By Young’s inequality, we have for ez > 0

/OL e [ 900 (00 () — e () dc

L
o / /A 0t — 5) (Was (£) — wee (5))? dsde

/ “’/Q (t = 5) Waa (s) dsda < %(/ g(t—s)ds) meHg‘F%/c;tg(t—s) e ()12 ds

Now, (51) becomes

/Owagc(g*wxx)dm ol 90— 5) (e 1) = s ()" d (52)

+ (0 565 ) Iwaall 5 [ 9= s () s
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where g (Q) is defined in (27) . Next,
L L
/ (g * wm)2 dx §3(/ / g (t—5) (Waa (t) — Waa (s))2 dsdx
0 0 JA,

+30@ [ [ 008 (e ()~ wae () st (39)

For 8th, as ugy (v,t) = wes (x,t), using Young’s inequality, (15) and (24) , we obtain

L ) 1 L, Eoo
_/ we (¢ xw)de < egﬂthg—i—E(/ —g' (s)ds / (—¢'0w) dz
0 0 0
0 0L* [*
< el - 42 (ow) - 2L [T (g0, ds. (50
0

Using the relations (14), (16) and (25), The last fifth terms on the right-hand side of (50)
can be estimated for e2 > 0 as follows

—wy (L, t) (g' © w) < eqw? (L,t) — ég (O)/O g (t—s)(w(L,t)—w(L, s))2 ds

IA

eowi (L, t) — 92(—;)2) (g'ow) — %/0 (¢'Owaz) dz,  (55)

Kuw (0,) (gow) < exw? (0,) + C;: / gt —5) (w(0,¢) —w (0, ) ds
2 Ay

+E g0 / g (t—s) (w(0,1) —w (0, 5)) ds, (56)

2€9 .

w(0,t) (gow) < eng(O,t)+%/A g(t—s)(w(0,t) —w(0,s))?ds

F500(Q) [ gt=9) (w00 - w(0.5)ds, 67)

t

Gow) [ @i < i+ 3Z [ a(-s)@0.0-w .97

+ LG / g(t—5) (w(0,1) —w(0,5)%ds,  (58)

2€e9
0.0 (¢ ow) < e (0,0) L0 (g'ou) (59)
and
— wgy (L, t) (g/ ® wm) < engt (L,t) — %/ (g’ljwm) dx (60)

Finally, by exploiting the relations (24) and for €3 = 225, we obtain the estimate

—/OLh<x,t><g*w)dx < fLﬂ/OL(/Atgus)(w(t)w(s))ds)zdx

+%/OL (/th(ts)(w(t)w(s))d3)2d$+g;||h”§

IN

cer [ - [ 90— 9 e 0 = e ()7 o

+@/ g(t—s) (w(0,8) —w (0, 5)) ds
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+%<§(Q)/O /th(t—s) (Wea (£) = wea (5))° dsda:+ ||h||2
HE Q) [ 9t (w(01) w0, ds. 1)

Therefore, collecting the previous estimates (52) to (61) into (50), the Lemma 5.2 is estab-
lished. O

Lemma 5.3. The functional ®3 (t) satisfies, for all €z, eqa >0

oy (t) < % (g’ Ow) + 2es¢ » g(t—s)(w(0,t) —w(0,s))*ds + (E + H) w; (0,1)

+esw® (0,8) + 263(@(@)/@) g(t—s)(w(0,t) —w(0,s))*ds, t>0. (62)

Proof. By differentiating ®3 (t), we obtain

@ (1) = 5 (5/Ow) + we (0,1) (g 0 w) +we (0,6)w (0,1). (63)

Clearly, it suffices to observe that

we (0,8) (gow) < 263 (Q) / gt —s) (w(0,1) —w (0, 5)) ds

Q1

42es¢ [ g(t—s) (w(0,8) — w(0,5) ds + iwf 0,8)  (64)
Ay 3

and

wy (0,8) w (0,t) < eqw® (0,) + —w; (0,t), (65)

1
4es
to get (62). O
Lemma 5.4. For any €5 > 0, the functionals ®4 (t) and s (t) satisfies,

B, (1) < — (8 — 2esGp) B (£) + iwt (0,4) — (gow), t>0 (66)

and

5 (t) < Gy (0) [waall; — 6 (1) 5 (1) —/0 g(t=s) |wes (s)ll5ds, ¢>0. (67)

Proof. A differentiation of @4 (t) gives

t

i) = =800~ [ a(t—5) 0.0 —w(0.5)" ds
+2wr (0, 1) /0 G (t— ) (w(0,8) — w (0, s)) ds. (68)
Noting that
wy (0, t)/o Gs(t—s)(w(0,t) —w(0,s))ds < 4—1511)? (0,t) + esGa®4 (1), (69)

where

Gp = / Gp(s)ds
0

Then, making use (68) and (69), leads to (66). For the proof of (67) see [43]. O
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