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Abstract

We investigate the impact of dissipative dynamic boundary conditions applied
at one end of a beam, analyzing their influence on model stability within the Euler-
Bernoulli framework. Our primary finding is that hybrid dissipation does not alter
the decay characteristics of the original model. We examine two scenarios: first,
when hybrid dissipation is the sole dissipative mechanism, and second, when it
complements other dissipative mechanisms. In the first case, we demonstrate that
hybrid dissipation fails to induce exponential decay, instead producing a slow decay
rate of t−1/2 for large t. In the second case, when acting as a complementary
mechanism, hybrid dissipation neither enhances nor diminishes the decay behavior
of the original model.

Keywords and phrases: Euler Bernoulli equation, Semigroup theory, Exponential stability,
Polynomial stability, Lack of the exponential stability.

1 Introduction

We investigate the asymptotic behavior of the hybrid Euler-Bernoulli model with a
tip mass. The model consists of the Euler-Bernoulli equation coupled with a dynamic
boundary condition. Before addressing our main problem, we provide a brief discussion
of the model. The equation of motion is given by

ρutt +Mxx = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, ℓ)× R+
0 , (1.1)
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where M = αuxx represents the bending moment, α is a positive constant, and u denotes
the transverse displacement. The following figure illustrates the problem setup.

ℓ

•tip body

of mass m0

0

d

O′ O
•

Figure 1: Beam with Tip Body

We assume that the container is rigidly attached to the end x = 0, and that the container
and its contents have mass m and a center of mass O′ located a distance d from the end
of the beam O . We assume that the damping effect of the internal granular material can
be represented by damping coefficients γ and γ∗ whose precise contributions are described
below.

The force balance at the tip body, located at x = 0 (see Figure 1), requires special
attention. It is given by

mutt(0, t) +mduttx(0, t) + γut(0, t) = −Mx, (1.2)

where the vertical component of the inertial term is m(u(0, t)+d sin(β)), and β represents
the angle between the segment OO′ and the x-axis. For small β, we apply the
approximation sin(β)≈tan(β)≈ux(0, t) hencem(u(0, t)+d sin(β)) ≈ m(u(0, t)+dux(0, t).
The term γut(0, t) accounts for damping due to the granular material, with γ as the
internal damping coefficient. For further details, see [15, 16, 17].

Next, we consider the moment balance about an axis passing through the center of
mass of the tip body, perpendicular to the plane of motion:

Juxtt(0, t) = −M + dMx − dγ∗uxt(0, t), (1.3)

where J denotes the moment of inertia of the combined mass of the container and granular
material about its center of mass, and γ∗ represents the damping coefficient associated
with the angular motion of the granular material.

Combining these, we derive the following system of equations:

mutt(0, t) +mduttx(0, t) + γut(0, t) + αuxxx(0, t) = 0, (1.4)

mdutt(0, t) + (J +md2)uttx(0, t) + dγut(0, t) + dγ∗uxt(0, t)− αuxx(0, t) = 0, (1.5)

where Equation (1.4) follows from Equation (1.2) by substituting M = αuxx, and
Equation (1.5) is obtained by inserting Mx from Equation (1.2) into Equation (1.3).

At the opposite end, x = ℓ, the boundary conditions are:

u(ℓ, t) = ux(ℓ, t) = 0. (1.6)
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Additionally, we prescribe the following initial conditions:

u(x, 0) = u0(x), ut(x, 0) = u1(x), ut(0, 0) = w0, uxt(0, 0) = w1, (1.7)

for all x ∈ (0, ℓ) and t > 0.
The Euler-Bernoulli beam model with an attached hollow-tip body has been studied

in [15, 16]. In [15], the authors established the well-posedness and exponential decay of
solutions for viscoelastic materials. In [16], the authors analyzed the thermomechanical
behavior of a viscoelastic beam with an attached tip body, modeling a coupled energy-
elastic system for the beam alongside an equation for the temperature of the tip body.
They proved the existence and uniqueness of a weak solution and presented numerical
simulations of the model.

The absence of exponential stability in the hybrid Euler-Bernoulli model was first
addressed in [19], where the authors demonstrated that the system lacks exponential
stability. In [3], the author investigated a clamped beam with a mass attached at one end
under high-derivative boundary damping. The study showed that uniform stabilization is
achieved when standard boundary feedbacks are applied at the end without the mass,
but not when applied at the end with the attached mass. This analysis utilized a
compact perturbation method to determine conditions for uniform stabilization. For
control problems related to the hybrid model, see [1, 4]. In [17], the authors considered
the Euler-Bernoulli model with a tip mass, neglecting the vertical component of the
inertial term and incorporating a dissipative boundary condition, under which they proved
exponential stability. See also [5]. In [8], B.Z. Guo investigated the boundary control of a
hybrid system comprising an Euler-Bernoulli beam with variable coefficients and a linked
rigid body under high-derivative boundary damping. The study focused on stability, exact
controllability, and exact observability using a Riesz basis approach.

The main contribution of this paper is to demonstrate that the dissipative mechanism
introduced by the hybrid model is insufficient to produce exponential stability. We
consider the conservative Euler-Bernoulli model with a tip mass, incorporating the effect of
rotary inertia. Under these conditions, we prove that the system described by Equations
(1.1), (1.4)–(1.7) is not exponentially stable. Furthermore, we show that the solution
decays to zero at a rate of t−1/2 as t → ∞ for all initial data in the domain of the
operator A, improving the result in [19]. Motivated by the applications of viscoelastic
and thermoviscoelastic beam models with a tip mass, as studied in [15, 16], we compare
the asymptotic behavior of the hybrid model (with tip mass) and the corresponding non-
hybrid model (without tip mass). Our primary result establishes that the model with a tip
mass is exponentially stable if and only if the model without a tip mass is exponentially
stable. This indicates that the dissipation induced by the attached mass does not influence
the exponential stability of the model.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we establish the well-
posedness of the model defined by Equations (1.1), (1.4)–(1.7) and demonstrate its lack
of exponential stability. In Section 3, we prove the polynomial stability of the associated
semigroup. In Section 4, we compare the asymptotic behavior of models with and without
an attached tip mass, showing the equivalence of exponential stability between their
respective semigroups. Finally, in Section 5, we present applications of the results obtained
in Section 4.
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2 The semigroup approach

Let us introduce the energy associated to the above model

E(t) =
1

2

∫ ℓ

0

(
|ut|2 + α|uxx|2

)
dx+

m

2
|ut(0, t)|2+md(uxt(0, t)ut(0, t))+

J +md2

2
|uxt(0, t)|2

It is no difficult to see that E verifies

d

dt
E(t) = −γ|ut(0, t)|2 − dγ∗|uxt(0, t)|2 − dγut(0, t)uxt(0, t). (2.1)

Assuming that
dγ ≤ 2γ∗, (2.2)

there exists a positive constant α0 such that

d

dt
E(t) ≤ −α0(|ut(0, t)|2 + |uxt(0, t)|2).

Hence integrating over [0, t] we have that

E(t) +

∫ t

0

α0(|ut(0, t)|2 + |uxt(0, t)|2)dτ ≤ E(0). (2.3)

To reduce to first order system (1.1), (1.4)-(1.5) let us introduce the vector

U = (u, ut, ut(0, t), uxt(0, t))
⊤ = (u, v, w, z)⊤

To simplify the model, let us introduce the vector V = (ut(0, t), uxt(0, t))
⊤ = (w(t), z(t))⊤,

hence the boundary condition (1.4)-(1.5) can be written as

BVt +KV = Γ, (2.4)

where

B =

(
m md
md J +md2

)
, K =

(
γ 0
dγ dγ∗

)
, Γ = α

(
−uxxx(0, t)
uxx(0, t)

)
. (2.5)

Note that the Matrix B andK are positive definite. Let us introduce the spaceH0 defined
as

H0 = V × L2(0, ℓ) (2.6)

where
V =

{
g ∈ H2(0, ℓ); g(ℓ) = gx(ℓ) = 0

}
(2.7)

Let H be the phase space
H = H0 × C2. (2.8)

that together with the norm

∥U∥2H =

∫ ℓ

0

(
|v|2 + α|uxx|2

)
dx+BV · V. (2.9)
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is a Hilbert space. Let us define the operator A as

U =

 u
v
V

 , AU =

 v
−αuxxxx

B−1Γ


︸ ︷︷ ︸

A0U

−

 0
0

B−1KV


︸ ︷︷ ︸

B0U

. (2.10)

With domain

D(A) =
{
U ∈ H; u ∈ H4(0, ℓ), v ∈ V , w = v(0), z = vx(0)

}
,

and D(A0) = D(A). Under the above notations, system (1.1), (1.4)-(1.5) can be written
as

Ut −AU = 0, U(0) = U0 ∈ H. (2.11)

The norm defined in (2.9) induces an inner product for which the operator A and A0 are
dissipative, that is

Re (AU,U)H ≤ −α0

(
|w|2 + |z|2

)
, Re (A0U,U)H = 0 (2.12)

The resolvent system is expressed as

iλU −AU = F ∈ H (2.13)

which, in terms of its components, is given by

iλu− v = f1, (2.14)

iλv + αuxxxx = f2, (2.15)

iλBV +KV − Γ = Bf4, (2.16)

where V = (w, z)⊤. For A0 the resolvent system is the same for γ = γ∗ = 0, which implies
that K = 0. Equation (2.16) in terms of the components is written as

iλmw + iλmdz + γw + αuxxx(0) = 0 (2.17)

iλmdw + iλ(J +md2)z + dγw + dγ∗z − αuxx(0) = 0 (2.18)

Taking inner product (2.13) by U and taking the real part and using (2.12) arrive to

γ|w|2 + γ2|z|2 ≤ c∥F∥H∥U∥H. (2.19)

Under the above conditions we have

Theorem 2.1 The operator A and A0 generate a contractive semigroup. In particular
we have that if U0 ∈ H then solution of (2.11) satisfies U ∈ C([0, T ];H). Moreover if
U0 ∈ D(A) = D(A0) then the corresponding solution verifies

U ∈ C([0, T ];D(A)) ∩ C1([0, T ];H)
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Proof.- Since the operator A is dissipative and 0 ∈ ϱ(A), standard procedures (see
[18]) shows that A is the infinitesimal generator of a contractions semigroup.

Remark 2.1 From Theorem 2.1, we conclude that the evolution equation given by (1.1),
(1.4)–(1.5)admits a mild solution satisfying (2.3) for any initial data in the phase space
H. The proof relies on density arguments, beginning with initial data in the domain D(A)
and leveraging the density of D(A) in H.

Moreover for A0, that is γ = γ∗ = 0 system (1.1), (1.4)–(1.5) is conservative and
relation (2.1) implies

E(t) = E(0)

which means that the semigroup eA0t does not decay. That is the type and the essential
type of the semigroup eA0t are zero.

Let us denote by
J (x, t) = |ut(x, t)|2 + α|uxx(x, t)|2.

Lemma 2.1 Under hypothesis (2.2) we get that the solution of System (1.1), (1.4)-(1.7)
verifies ∣∣∣∣ℓ∫ t

0

J (0, τ)dτ −
∫ t

0

∫ ℓ

0

J (x, τ) + |uxx(x, τ)|2 dxdτ
∣∣∣∣ ≤ cTE(0). (2.20)

Proof.- Multiplying (2.15) by qux with q(x) = x− ℓ and integrating we have∫ ℓ

0

uttqux dx+

∫ ℓ

0

αuxxxxqux dx = 0. (2.21)

Using the resolvent equation (2.14), we have∫ ℓ

0

uttqux dx =
d

dt

∫ ℓ

0

utqux dx−
∫ ℓ

0

utquxt dx

=
d

dt

∫ ℓ

0

utqux dx− 1

2

∫ ℓ

0

q
d

dx
|ut|2 dx

Since ux(ℓ) = 0 we get∫ ℓ

0

uxxxxqux dx = − ℓ

2
ux(0)uxxx(0) + uxx(0)ux(0) +

∫ ℓ

0

|uxx|2dx−
∫ ℓ

0

uxxxquxxdx

= − ℓ

2
ux(0)uxxx(0) + uxx(0)ux(0) +

∫ ℓ

0

|uxx|2dx− 1

2

∫ ℓ

0

q
d

dx
|uxx|2dx

Substitution of the above equations into (2.21) and recalling the definition of J we get

−1

2

∫ ℓ

0

q
d

dx
J (x)dx+ α

∫ ℓ

0

|uxx|2dx =
d

dt

∫ ℓ

0

utqux dx

− ℓ

2
αux(0)uxxx(0) + αuxx(0)ux(0) (2.22)
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Using (1.4)–(1.5) and recalling (ut(0, t), uxt(0, t)) = (w(t), z(t))

−ux(0)uxxx(0) = ux(0, t) (mwt +mdzt + γw)

=
d

dt
[ux(0, t) (mw +mdz)]− uxt(0, t) (mw +mdz) + γux(0, t)w,

=
d

dt
[ux(0, t) (mw +mdz)]︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=X1

−mzw −md |z|2 + γux(0, t)w. (2.23)

Using the identity for uxx(0, t) given by (1.5)

ux(0)uxx(0) = ux(0, t)
(
mdwt + (J +md2)zt + dγw + dγ∗z

)
=

d

dt
[ux(0, t)

(
mdw + (J +md2)z

)
]−mduxt(0, t)w − (J +md2)|z|2

+dγux(0, t)w + dγ∗ux(0, t)uxt(0, t)

=
d

dt
[ux(0, t)

(
mdw + (J +md2)z

)
]︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=X2

−mdwz − (J +md2)|z|2

+dγux(0, t)w +
dγ∗

2

d

dt
|ux(0, t)|2︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=X3

, (2.24)

Denoting by X(t) = αX1 + αX2 + αX3, that is

X(t) =
ℓα

2
ux(0, t) (mw +mdz) + αux(0, t)

(
mdw + (J +md2)z

)
+ α

dγ∗

2
|ux(0, t)|2.

Summing up identities (2.23) and (2.24) yields

− ℓ

2
αux(0)uxxx(0) + αuxx(0)ux(0) =

d

dt
X(t) +R, (2.25)

where
R = −m|z|2 − 2mdwz − (J +md2)|z|2 + dγux(0, t)w − αγzu.

Substitution of identity (2.25) into (2.22) we get

−
∫ ℓ

0

q
d

dx
J (x)dx+

∫ ℓ

0

|uxx|2 dx =
d

dt

∫ ℓ

0

utqux dx+
d

dt
X(t) +R. (2.26)

Performing and integration by parts in [0, ℓ] and integrating with respect to t over [0, t]
we get

ℓ

∫ t

0

J (0, τ)dτ −
∫ t

0

∫ ℓ

0

J (x, τ) + |uxx(x, τ)|2 dxdτ = X(t)− X(0) +

∫ t

0

Rds(2.27)

where

X(t) =

∫ ℓ

0

utqux dx+X(t)
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Using Sobolev’s and Poincare’s inequality and (2.3) we get

|ux(0, t)|2 ≤ c

∫ ℓ

0

|uxx|2dx, |u(0, t)|2 ≤ c

∫ ℓ

0

|ux|2dx (2.28)

So we arrive to
dγux(0, t)w ≤ ϵ

c
|ux(0, t)|2 + cϵ|w|2 (2.29)

Hence we have

X(t) ≤ c0E(0),

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

R ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c1

∫ t

0

|z|2 + |w|2 dt+ ϵ

∫ ℓ

0

|uxx|2dx

Inserting the above inequalities into (2.27) yields∣∣∣∣ℓ∫ t

0

J (0, τ)dτ −
∫ t

0

∫ ℓ

0

J (x, τ) + |uxx(x, τ)|2 dxdτ
∣∣∣∣

≤ c0E(0) + c1

∫ t

0

|z|2 + |w|2 dt+ ϵ

∫ ℓ

0

|uxx|2dx.

Using (2.3) our conclusion follows.

The next Lemma will play an important role in that follows

Theorem 2.2 Let Ω be an open bounded set of Rn and O be the set

O =
{
w ∈ C(0, T ;Hβ(Ω)); wt ∈ C(0, T ;Hα(Ω))

}
.

Let us suppose that 0 ≤ α ≤ r < β then any closed bounded set B ⊂ O is compact in
C(0, T ;Hr(Ω)).

Proof.- Here we use Arselá Ascoli Theorem. Since B is bounded by hypotheses, we
only need to prove the equicontinuity of the elements in B. Indeed Let us take u ∈ B
and using interpolation for r = θα + (1− θ)β we have,

∥u(t2)− u(t1)∥Hr(Ω) ≤ Cθ∥u(t2)− u(t1)∥θHα(Ω)∥u(t2)− u(t1)∥1−θ
Hβ(Ω)

Since B is bounded exists a positive constant c such that

∥u(t2)− u(t1)∥Hβ(Ω) ≤ cβ

using

u(t2)− u(t1) =

∫ t2

t1

ut(s) ds

So we have that

∥u(t2)− u(t1)∥Hr(Ω) ≤ Cθ∥uν(t2)− uν(t1)∥θHα(Ω)

≤ Cθ{
∫ t2

t1

∥ut(t)∥Hα(Ω) dt}θ

≤ Cθ∥ut∥θC(0,T ;Hα(Ω))|t1 − t2|
θ
2

8



Finally, note that for any t ∈ [0, T ] and any u ∈ B we have that u(t) lies in a compact
set of Hr(Ω) for r < β. Hence using the Arsela-Ascoli Theorem our conclusion follows.

Under the above conditions we have

Theorem 2.3 System (1.1), (1.4)-(1.7) is not exponentially stable.

Proof.- To demonstrate the lack of exponential stability of the semigroup eAt, we show
that the difference eAt − eA0t is a compact operator, which, by Remark 2.1, implies that
the growth bound of eAt is zero. To this end, we utilize the decomposition provided
in (2.10), which allows us to express the solution of the evolution problem (2.11) as
Ut −A0U = −B0U , that is

U = eA0tU0 −
∫ t

0

eA0(t−s)B0U ds (2.30)

Since U is the solution of (2.11) we have U = eAtU0, hence identity (2.30) can be written
as

eAtU0 − eA0tU0 = −
∫ t

0

eA0(t−s)B0U ds.

To show the lack of exponential estability we only need to proof that the operator B0 is
compact over H. Let us denote by Φ(t) = mdut(0, t)+ (J +md2)utx(0, t). Using equation
(1.5) we have that

Φt = −dγut(0, t)− dγ∗uxt(0, t) + αuxx(0, t)

Using (2.3) and Lemma 2.1 we conclude that Φ belong to a bounded set in H1(0, T ) for
any initial data U0 ∈ BR(0) ⊂ H, where BR(0) = {w ∈ H; ∥w∥H ≤ R}. Hence

mdut(0, t) + (J +md2)utx(0, t) = F1 is bounded H1(0, T ), (2.31)

for any initial data U0 ∈ BR(0) ⊂ H. On the other hand, integrating (2.11) with respect
to t we get

U(t)− U(0)−A
∫ t

0

U(s) ds = 0.

Since 0 ∈ ϱ(A) we conclude that for U0 ∈ H there exists Θ ∈ D(A) such that AΘ = U0.
Denoting by U(t) =

∫ t

0
U(s) ds+Θ, we have that U satisfies

Ut −AU = 0, U(0) = Θ ∈ D(A).

Therefore from Theorem 2.1 we conclude that

U ∈ C([0, T ];D(A)) ∩ C1([0, T ];H).

In particular û =
∫ t

0
u dt ∈ C(0, T ;H4(0, ℓ)) and ût = u ∈ C(0, T ;H2(0, ℓ)). Note that

H4(0, ℓ) ⊂ H4−δ(0, ℓ) ⊂ H2(0, ℓ),

9



for 1
2
≤ δ < 1, Using Lemma 2.2

O =

{
f ∈ C(0, T ;H4(0, ℓ)),

df

dt
∈ C(0, T ;H2(0, ℓ))

}
has compact embeeding in C(0, T ;H4−δ(0, ℓ)) ⊂ C(0, T ;C3(0, ℓ)). Since û ∈ O for
any initial data U0 ∈ BR(0) ⊂ H, we have that ûxxx belong to a compact set of
C(0, T ;Hδ(0, ℓ)), for 1

2
≤ δ < 1. In particular ûxxx belongs to a compact set in

C(0, T ;C(0, ℓ)). Integrating (1.4) we get

mut(0, t) +mdutx(0, t) = −γu(0, t)− α

∫ t

0

uxxx(0, τ)dτ. (2.32)

The right hand side of (2.32) is compact in L2(0, T ). Therefore

mut(0, t) +mdutx(0, t) = F2 is compact in L2(0, T ). (2.33)

Solving (2.31) and (2.33) we conclude that ut(0, t) and utx(0, t) lies in a compact set
L2(0, T ) for any initial data U0 ∈ BR(0) ⊂ H. Hence the operator B0 is compact. The
proof is now complete.

3 Polynomial decay

Here we show that the solution of system (1.1), (1.4)-(1.7) decays polynomially to zero.
Let us denote by

J (x) = |v(x)|2 + α|uxx(x)|2.
Under the above notations we have

Lemma 3.1 The solution of the resolvent system (2.14)-(2.16) verifies∣∣∣∣ ℓ2J (0)−
∫ ℓ

0

J (x) + |uxx|2 dx
∣∣∣∣ ≤ c ∥U∥H ∥F∥H . (3.1)

Proof.- Multiplying (2.15) by qux with q(x) = x− ℓ and integrating we have

iλ

∫ ℓ

0

vqux dx+

∫ ℓ

0

αuxxxxqux dx =

∫ ℓ

0

f2qux dx. (3.2)

Using the resolvent equation (2.14), we have

iλ

∫ ℓ

0

vqux dx = −1

2

∫ ℓ

0

q
d

dx
|v|2 dx−

∫ ℓ

0

qvf 1,x dx (3.3)

Moreover since ux(ℓ) = 0 we get∫ ℓ

0

uxxxxqux dx =
ℓ

2
ux(0)uxxx(0)− uxx(0)ux(0) +

∫ ℓ

0

|uxx|2dx−
∫ ℓ

0

uxxxquxxdx

=
ℓ

2
ux(0)uxxx(0)− uxx(0)ux(0) +

∫ ℓ

0

|uxx|2dx

−1

2

∫ ℓ

0

q
d

dx
|uxx|2dx (3.4)
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Substitution of the above equations into (3.2) and recalling the definition of J we get

−1

2

∫ ℓ

0

q
d

dx
J (x)dx+

∫ ℓ

0

α|uxx|2dx =

∫ ℓ

0

q
(
vf 1,x+f2ux

)
dx︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=I3

+
ℓ

2
ux(0)uxxx(0)− uxx(0)ux(0) (3.5)

Using (2.14), (2.19) and recalling that V = (v(0), vx(0))
⊤ = (z, w)⊤ we get

iλu(0)− v(0) = f1(0), iλux(0)− vx(0) = f1,x(0),

or
iλu(0)− w = f1(0), iλux(0)− z = f1,x(0).

To estimate the boundary terms we use the above equations together with inequality
(2.19) and equation (2.18)

|ux(0)uxxx(0)| =

∣∣∣∣ 1iλ(z + f1,x(0))

∣∣∣∣ |uxxx(0)| ,

≤
(

c

|λ|
∥F∥H∥U∥H +

c

|λ|
∥F∥2H

)1/2 (
|λ|∥F∥H∥U∥H + ∥F∥2H

)1/2
,

≤
(
∥F∥H∥U∥H + ∥F∥2H

)1/2 (∥F∥H∥U∥H +
c

λ
∥F∥2H

)1/2

,

≤ c∥U∥H∥F∥H + c∥F∥2H,

Using the same arguments we conclude that

|ux(0)uxx(0)| ≤ c∥U∥H∥F∥H + c∥F∥2H,

Moreover we have that
|I3|≤c ∥U∥H ∥F∥H .

Substitution of the above inequalities into (2.22) we get∣∣∣∣−∫ ℓ

0

q
d

dx
J (x)dx+

∫ ℓ

0

|uxx|2 dx
∣∣∣∣ ≤ c ∥U∥H ∥F∥H .

Integrating by parts we arrive to (3.1).

Theorem 3.1 The semigroup associated with to system (1.1), (1.4)-(1.7) is polynomially
stable with a rate of t−1/2.

Proof.- From (3.1) we have that∫ ℓ

0

J (x) + |uxx|2 dx ≤ ℓ

2
J (0) + c ∥U∥H ∥F∥H . (3.6)
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Using the resolvent equation (2.18) together with (2.19) we get

J (0) = |v(0)|2 + α|uxx(0)|2

= |z|2 + 1

α
|iλmdz + iλ(J +md2)w + dγz + γ∗w|2

≤ c∥U∥H∥F∥H + c|λ|2∥U∥H∥F∥H.

So from (3.6) we conclude that

∥U∥2H =

∫ ℓ

0

J (x) + |uxx|2 dx+BV · V ≤ c|λ|2∥U∥H∥F∥H

For λ large enough. The above inequality implies that

∥U∥2H ≤ c|λ|4∥F∥2H

Hence, our conclusion follows.

4 Comparison between hybrid and non hybrid model

Next we investigate whether dissipative systems lacking exponential stability can achieve
exponential decay by incorporating an additional dissipative mechanism into the dynamic
boundary conditions. Specifically, we explore whether weakly dissipative systems, which
do not exhibit exponential stability, can be transformed into strongly dissipative systems
capable of exponential decay through the introduction of hybrid dissipation at the
boundary. The answer to this is negative. We will deal with this problem in the context
of Euler Bernoulli model. The following theorem will be key in that follows.

Theorem 4.1 Let S(t) = eAt be a C0-semigroup of contractions on Banach space. Then,
S(t) is exponentially stable if and only if

iR ⊂ ϱ(A) and ωess(S(t)) < 0, (4.1)

where ωess(S(t)) is the essential growth bound of the semigroup S(t).

Proof.- Here we use [6, Corollary 2.11, p. 258] establishing that the type ω of the
semigroup eAt verifies

ω = max{ωess, ωσ(A)}, (4.2)

where ωσ(A) is the upper bound of the spectrum of A. Moreover, for any c > ωess, the
set Ic := σ(A) ∩ {λ ∈ C : Reλ ≥ c} is finite.

Let us suppose that (4.1) is valid. Since the essential type of the semigroup ωess is
negative, identity (4.2) states that the type of the semigroup will be negative provided
ωσ(A) < 0.

If ωσ(A) ≤ ωess then we have nothing to prove. Let us suppose that ωσ(A) > ωess.
From (4.1) and Hille-Yosida Theorem we have C+ ⊂ ϱ(A), hence ωσ(A) ≤ 0. On the

12



other hand Iωess+δ is finite for δ > 0 verifying ωess+δ < 0 and ωess+δ < ωσ(A). Therefore
we have

ωσ(A) = supRe σ(A) = supRe Iωess+δ < 0.

Hence, the sufficient condition follows.
Reciprocally, let us suppose that the semigroup S(t) is exponentially stable, in

particular it goes to zero. Then, by [2, Theorem 1.1] we have that iR ⊂ ϱ(A). Moreover,
since the type ω verifies (4.2), we have that

ωess ≤ max{ωess, ωσ(A)} = ω < 0.

Then, our conclusion follows. Note that the above characterization is valid for any Banach
space.

Family of Euler-Bernoulli beam models

Here we analyze a family of Euler-Bernoulli beam models as visco elastic and thermo
elastic and compare them with their corresponding extensions within a hybrid model
framework. Specifically, we consider the governing equation (4.3) with various constitutive
laws:

ρutt +Mxx = 0, (x, t) ∈]0, ℓ[×R+, (4.3)

subject to the boundary conditions:

M(0, t) = Mx(0, t) = 0, u(ℓ, t) = ux(ℓ, t) = 0, t ≥ 0. (4.4)

As examples, we consider the following constitutive laws for the moment M :

• The conservative elastic model, where M is defined as in Section 2.

• The viscoelastic model of Kelvin-Voigt type, where M = αuxx + α0uxxt.

• The thermoelastic model, where M = αuxx +mθ.

In the thermoelastic case, the temperature θ is incorporated into the model, expanding
the phase space to H = H0 × L2(0, ℓ), where H0 is defined in (2.6). The corresponding
phase space vector is U = (u, v, θ) ∈ H, where v = ut is introduced to reformulate the
Euler-Bernoulli equation as a first-order system.

In this section, we define a family of Euler-Bernoulli models as follows. Let H =
H0×H1 denote the phase space with norm ∥ · ∥H, where H0 is defined in (2.6), and H1 is
a suitable Hilbert space which is the complement when we consider thermo elastic models
for example. We denote by AT the infinitesimal generator of a contraction semigroup
T(t) = etAT , defined on H with domain D(AT ) ⊂ H. So we have that

Re⟨ATU ,U⟩H ≤ 0, ∀ U ∈ D(AT ). (4.5)

Let us introduce the projection operator P0 : H → H0 defined as:

13



P0 U =

(
u
v

)
, ∀U ∈ H. (4.6)

Here we assume that the domain of the operator AT satisfies:

D(AT ) ⊂
{
U ∈ H : M ∈ H2(0, ℓ), u, v ∈ V , satisfying (4.4)

}
. (4.7)

The corresponding abstract equation

d

dt
U(t) = AT U(t), U(0) = U0 ∈ H (4.8)

Extension to hybrid models

We extend model system (4.3)–(4.4) to the hybrid model by changing the boundary
condition at the end x = 0 in (4.4) to a dynamical boundary condition where u(0, t) and
ux(0, t) are given by the solution of the system

mutt(0, t) +mduttx(0, t) + γut(0, t) +Mx(0, t) = 0 (4.9)

mdutt(0, t) + (J +md2)uttx(0, t) + dγut(0, t) + dγ∗uxt(0, t)−M(0, t) = 0 (4.10)

and at the end x = ℓ we leave the same boundary condition as in (4.4)

u(ℓ, t) = ux(ℓ, t) = 0, t ≥ 0 (4.11)

As in section 3, we introduce the vector V = (ut(0, t), uxt(0, t))
⊤ = (w(t), z(t))⊤, hence

the boundary condition (4.9)-(4.10) can be written as

BVt +KV = Γ(U), (4.12)

where as in (2.5) we have

B =

(
m md
md J +md2

)
, K =

(
γ 0
dγ dγ∗

)
, Γ(U) = α

(
−Mx(0, t)
M(0, t)

)
. (4.13)

The operator Γ is a trace operator associated to the flector moment and the shear force.
Let us introduce the phase space H given by

H = H× C2. (4.14)

Denoting U := (U , V )⊤, where U ∈ H and V := (z, w) ∈ C2, we define the norm of H

∥U∥2H = ∥U∥2H +BV · V

let us introduce the operator A associated to the hybrid model

A :=

(
AT 0

B−1Γ B−1K

)
(4.15)

hence for U := (U , V )⊤ we get

AU =

(
ATU

B−1ΓU +B−1KV

)
=

(
ATU
0

)
+

(
0

B−1KV

)
+

(
0

B−1ΓU

)
, ∀U ∈ D(A).

Here we assume
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H1 : A is the infinitesimal generator of a contractions semigroups T (t) = etA.

H2 : The operator A verifies the dissipative condition

Re⟨AU,U⟩H ≤ −γ|w̃|2 − γ2|z̃|2 ≤ 0, ∀ U ∈ D(A). (4.16)

H3 : The domain of the operator A satisfies:

D(A) ⊂
{
U ∈ H : M ∈ H2(0, ℓ), u, v ∈ V , satisfying (4.9),(4.10), (4.11)

}
. (4.17)

The Cauchy problem associated to the hybrid model is given by

Ut −AU = 0, U(0) = U0.

The main objective of this section is to show that the semigroup T(t) = etAT is
exponentially stable if and only the semigroup T (t) = etA is also exponentially stable.
This means that the dissipation produced by the ODE in (4.9)-(4.10), of the hybrid model,
is not relevant to stabilize exponentially the system. Let us introduce the space

H̃ = H× {0} × {0}, (4.18)

intended as the extended phase space. Let us denote by Π the projection of H onto H̃:

Π(U , V ) = (U , 0). (4.19)

Under the above conditions we can state the following Lemma:

Lemma 4.1 Let us suppose that hypotheses H1, H2, H3 and 0 ∈ ϱ(A) then the
difference T (t)−T(t)Π is a compact operator over H. Hence the corresponding essential
types ωess(T ) and ωess(T(t)Π) are equal.

Proof.- Note that the solution of Ut −AU = 0, U(0) = U0 can be written as(
U
V

)
t

=

(
ATU
0

)
+

(
0

B−1KV

)
+

(
0

B−1ΓU

)
with U0 = (U0, V0)

⊤ which implies that

U = etATU0, and V0 = etB
−1KV0 +

∫ t

0

e(t−s)B−1KB−1ΓU(s) ds.

Therefore

U(t)−
(
etATU0

0

)
=

(
0

etB
−1KV0 +

∫ t

0
e(t−s)B−1KB−1ΓU(s) ds

)
. (4.20)

Following the procedure outlined in Theorem 2.3, we establish that
∫ t

0
U ds ∈ D(A).

Using hypotheses (4.17) we get∫ t

0

M ds ∈ C([0, T ];H2(0, ℓ)), M ∈ C([0, T ];L2(0, ℓ)).
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Consequently, by Theorem 2.2 we have that
∫ t

0
M ds lies in a compact subset of

C([0, T ];H2−δ(0, ℓ)). Thus,
∫ t

0
Mx ds lies in a compact subset of C([0, T ];H1−δ(0, ℓ)) for

any initial data U0 in a bounded set B ofH. For 0 < δ < 1
2
, this implies that

∫ t

0
Mx(0, s) ds

lies in a compact subset of C([0, T ]). Since e(t−s)B−1K and B−1 are bounded operators
and recalling the definition of Γ given in (4.13) we conclude that

G(t) =

∫ t

0

e(t−s)KB−1ΓU(s) ds

lies in a compact set. Therefore, the operator

T (t)−T(t)Π

is compact, and the result follows.

Theorem 4.2 The semigroup T (t) = eAt is exponentially stable if and only if T(t) = eAT t

is exponentially stable.

Proof.- Note that T (t) and T(t) are contraction semigroups. By Lemma 4.1 and
Theorem 4.1, to establish the exponential stability of T (t) or T(t), it suffices to show
that the imaginary axis is contained in the resolvent set of their respective infinitesimal
generators.

Suppose T (t) is exponentially stable, but T(t) is not. This implies that iR ̸⊂ ϱ(AT ),
so there exists an eigenvector 0 ̸= W ∈ D(AT ) and λ ∈ R \ {0} such that

ATW = iλW.

Define W̃ = (W, 0, 0). Then W̃ ∈ D(A) is an eigenvector of A, contradicting the
exponential stability of T (t).

Conversely, suppose T(t) is exponentially stable, but T (t) is not. This implies that

there exists an eigenvector 0 ̸= W̃ ∈ D(A) and λ ∈ R \ {0} such that

AW̃ = iλW̃ .

Taking the inner product with W̃ in H, we obtain

iλ(W̃ , W̃ )H − (AW̃ , W̃ )H = 0.

By (2.19), for W̃ = (Ũ , Ṽ ), we have

γ|w̃|2 + γ2|z̃|2 ≤ 0, (4.21)

which implies Ṽ = 0. Thus, W = Ũ is an eigenvector of AT , contradicting the exponential
stability of T(t). Hence, the result follows.
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5 Applications

The viscoelastic model

The viscoelastic beam is characterized by M = αuxx+α0uxxt. It is well know by now that
the semigroup defined by equation (4.3)–(4.4) over the phase space H0 = V × L1(0, ℓ) is
exponentially stable. The infinitesimal operator over H0 is given by

ATU =

(
v

−αuxxxx − α0vxxxx

)
, U =

(
u
v

)
, ∀ U ∈ H.

It was showed in [9] that the corresponding semigroup is exponentially stable, see also
[11, 12]. For the hybrid problem the infinitesimal operator over H = V × L2(0, ℓ)×C2 is
given by

AU =

 v
−αuxxxx − α0vxxxx
B−1Γ−B−1KV

 , U =

u
v
V

 , ∀ U ∈ H.

Thanks to Theorem 4.2 we have that the hybrid model (4.3), (4.9)-(4.10), (4.11) is also
exponentially stable.

The thermo elastic model of type I

The thermo elastic beam model is characterized by M = αuxx +mθ. The corresponding
model is given by

ρutt + αuxxxx +mθxx = 0 in ]0, ℓ[×(0,+∞), (5.22)

cθt − κθxx +muxxt = 0 in ]0, ℓ[×(0,+∞), (5.23)

u(ℓ, t) = ux(ℓ, t) = 0, M(0, t) = Mx(0, t) = 0, θ(0, t) = θ(ℓ, t) = 0 t ≥ 0

with initial conditions

u(x, 0) = u0(x), ut(x, 0) = u1(x), θ(x, 0) = θ0(x).

the corresponding phase space is given by

H = V × L2(0, ℓ)× L2(0, ℓ) (5.24)

Hence the domain D(AT ) of the linear operator AT : D(AT ) ⊂ H → H is given by

D(AT ) =
{
U ∈ H : M ∈ H2(0, ℓ), v ∈ V , θ ∈ H1

0 (0, ℓ) ∩H2(0, ℓ) verifying (4.4)
}
.

AT be the infinitesimal generator of system (4.3)–(4.4) , (5.27)

U =

u
v
θ

 , ATU =

 v
−1

ρ
Mxx

κ
c
θxx − m

c
vxx

 (5.25)
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It was proved in [13] the exponential stability of the system, see also [10]. Thanks to
Theorem 4.2 we have that the hybrid model (5.22)–(5.22), (4.9)-(4.10), (4.11) defined
over the phase space is given by

H = V × L2(0, ℓ)× L2(0, ℓ)× C2 (5.26)

is also exponentially stable.

The thermo elastic model of type II

The thermoelastic model of type II is characterized by M = αuxx +mθ coupled with the
temperature descreved by equation

cθtt − k∗θxx −muxxt = 0, x ∈ (0, L), t > 0, (5.27)

Here the corresponding phase space is given by

H = V × L2(0, ℓ)×H1
0 (0, ℓ)× L2(0, ℓ) (5.28)

Denoting v = ut and Θ = θt, the corresponding infinitesimal operator is given by AT be
the infinitesimal generator of system (4.3)–(4.4) , (5.27)

U =


u
v
θ
Θ

 , ATU =


v

−1
ρ
Mxx

Θ
k∗

c
θxx +

m
c
vxx

 (5.29)

The domain D(AT ) of the linear operator AT : D(AT ) ⊂ H → H is given by

D(AT ) =
{
U ∈ H : M ∈ H2(0, ℓ), v ∈ V , θ ∈ H2(0, ℓ), Θ ∈ H1

0 (0, ℓ) verifying (4.4)
}
.

It is easy to see that AT is the infinitesimal generator of a contraction semigroup. Note
that the model (5.22), (5.27) is conservative that is ∥etAT ∥ = 1. So the semigroup is not
exponentially stable.

As in the other cases the corresponding it is not difficult to see that operator defined in
(4.15) is the infinitesimal generator of a contraction semigroup that defines the solutions
of the hybrid model over the phase space

H = V × L2(0, ℓ)×H1
0 (0, ℓ)× L2(0, ℓ)× C2 (5.30)

Thanks to Theorem 4.2 we have that the hybrid model (5.22)–(5.27), (4.9)-(4.10), (4.11)
is not exponentially stable.

Non simple thermo elasticity

We consider a beam composed by nonsimple thermoelastic continua that occupies the
interval ]0, ℓ[. The displacement and the temperature of typical particles are given by
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u(t, x) and θ(t, x), x ∈]0, ℓ[. We denote by T = µux + θ, M = αuxx the stress and the
hyper-stress. In the absent of body forces the system of equations consists of

ρutt = Tx −Mxx, Ξt = Qx

Where Ξ = cθ + muxt is the entropy density and Q = κθx is the heat flux. In [14] was
proved that the model corresponding to nonsimple thermoelasticity given by equations

ρ1utt − µuxx + αuxxxx +mθx = 0 in ]0, ℓ[×(0,+∞), (5.31)

cθt − κθxx +muxt = 0 in ]0, ℓ[×(0,+∞), (5.32)

u(ℓ, t) = ux(ℓ, t) = uxx(0, t) = uxxx(0, t) = 0, θ(0, t) = θ(ℓ, t) = 0 t ≥ 0

with initial conditions

u(x, 0) = u0(x), ut(x, 0) = u1(x), θ(x, 0) = θ0(x).

the corresponding phase space is given by

H = V × L2(0, ℓ)× L2(0, ℓ) (5.33)

Hence the domain D(AT ) of the linear operator AT : D(AT ) ⊂ H → H is given by

D(AT ) =
{
U ∈ H : M ∈ H2(0, ℓ), v ∈ V , θ ∈ H1

0 (0, ℓ) ∩H2(0, ℓ) verifying (4.4)
}
.

AT be the infinitesimal generator of system (4.3)–(4.4) , (5.27)

U =

u
v
θ

 , ATU =

 v
−1

ρ
Tx − 1

ρ
Mxx

κ
c
θxx − m

c
vx

 (5.34)

It was proved in [14] the exponential stability of the system. Thanks to Theorem 4.2 we
conclude that the hybrid model (5.31)–(5.31), (4.9)-(4.10), (4.11) defined over the phase
space

H = V × L2(0, ℓ)× L2(0, ℓ)× C2

is also exponentially stable.

Acknowledgments

The authors would like to thank to CNPq project 307947/2022-0 Brazil and Fondecyt
Proyect 1230914 Chile for the financial support.

Conflict of interest

This work does not have any conflicts of interest.

19



References

[1] W. Littman and L. Markus, Exact boundary controllability of a hybrid system of
elasticity, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 103 (1988), no 1, pp. 193-236.

[2] Borichev, A., Tomilov, Y. Optimal polynomial decay of functions and operator
semigroups. Math. Ann. 347, 455–478 (2010). https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-009-
0439-0

[3] B. Rao, Uniform stabilization of a hybrid system of elasticity, SIAM J. Control
Optim. 33 (1995) 440-454, (1995).
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