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Abstract

We deal with the system of quasistationary von Kérman equations
describing moderately large deflections of thin viscoelastic plates. We
shall concentrate on a long memory material, which gives rise to a
quasistationary system with a linear integro-differential main part and
a nonlinear integro-differential term. The existence and the uniqueness
of a solution as the limit of a semidiscrete approximation is verified.
Its behaviour for large values of a time variable is studied.
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1 Introduction

We continue the investigation of the behaviour of a viscoelastic isotropic
plate involving the geometrical nonlinearity. The behaviour of a solution
corresponds to moderately large deflections due to the theory of Fox, Raoult
and Simo [3]. We assume the bounded middle surface © of the plate with
a Lipschitz continuous boundary I'. We have formulated in the first part of
the paper [1] the integro-differential von Karmén system for the deflection
w(t,x) and the Airy stress function ®(t,x), t >0, z € Q:

D(0)A%w + D'« A%w — [®,w] = f(t),
A2 — _g(Em)[w,w] +E s [w,w)]),



where E € C'(R") is a positive decreasing relaxation function, t — D(t) =

ﬁiﬂ)E(t) is the material function, h > 0 the thickness of a plate, u €

(0,1/2) the Poisson ratio, (f *g)(t) = [¢ f(t — s)g(s)ds the convolution
product and

[v, W] = O11V02W + Davdjw — 2012v0012w, v, W E H2(Q)
In the special case of the relaxation function
E(t)y=FEy+Eie ™, t>0, Eg>0, E; >0, 3>0

the original integro-differential system is in [1] transformed into the nonlin-
ear pseudoparabolic system. We considered the clamped plate with Dirich-
let boundary conditions for both the deflection and the Airy stress function.
The initial-boundary value for the original system was expressed as the non-
linear initial value problem for the pseudoparabolic equation in the Sobolev
space H3()). We have substituted this problem by a finite sequence of
stationary von Karmaén-like equations for every time step. The correspond-
ing sequence of segment line functions was convergent to a nonstationary
deflection function.

We shall deal here with the general long memory isotropic case, consid-
ering mixed boundary conditions for the deflection and the nonhomogeneous
conditions for the Airy stress function formulated in a similar way as in [6]
or [11] for the elastic plate.

The existence of a weak solution of the resulting nonlinear integro-
differential system will be verified as the limit of the sequences of segment
line and step in time functions after substituting the convolution integrals
by finite sums.

The main condition for the convergence is the estimate of the right-hand
side, which do not depend on the lenght of the time interval.

We consider the memory term also in the equation for the Airy stress
function. The dynamic viscoelastic von Karman systems are studied nowa-
days mainly in the framework of controllability problems. The authors (Horn
and Lasiecka [7], Lagnese [9], Munoz Rivera and Perla Menzala [10]) have
considered the memory term only in the linear part of the system.

The last chapter of the article is devoted to the study of the behaviour
of a solution for large values of time variable. We shall verify that only the
estimate of the limit value of the right-hand side implies the limit behaviour
of the solution to the corresponding solution of the stationary von Kérman
system.



2 Formulation of the problem

We assume that a plate is subjected both to a perpendicular load of a plane
density f and the forces acting along the boundary I' = I'y UT's UT'3, where
each T'; is either empty or mes(I';) > 0. Further we assume that I'; # ) or
I'; # () and T's is not a segment of a straight line. The part I's contains only

smooth parts.
We shall consider the following boundary value problem:

D(0)A%w + D'+ A%w — [®,w] = f(t),
ow

w=— =0on I,

~ v

)
w=0, M(w)+ kzai;’

0
M(w)+k316—15 = mgs, S(w)+k32w:t3 on I's,

= m9 on Fg,

A2 g(E(O)[w, w] + E' # [w, w)),

0P
¢ = ¢07 % = ¢1 on F>

where
M(w) = D(0)M (w) + D"+ M(w),
M(w) = pAw + (1 — M)(w,nyf + 2w 101109 + w’ggl/g),
S(w) =w 1P 2, —w2® 1, + D(0)S(w) + D' x S(w),
(w) =

) )
oo Aw (1= ) 5

W

w

We set
ow 0w B 0 0P

P= o Wi = 5 Pio= 57—
ox;” Y Ox0x;’ 0o Oz;

[w’11y1u2 — w712(1/12 — 1/22) — w7221/11/2].

v = (v1,v2), o = (—wo,r1) are the unit outward normal and the unit

tangential vector with respect to I' respectively.
The functions ko > 0, k3; > 0, ¢ = 1,2 satisfy the conditions

ko € LP(T'y), k31 € LP(T3), p > 1, k3p € LY(I3).

They express the elastic contact of the boundary in the case of their posi-

tiveness.



Let us introduce following Hilbert spaces corresponding to the boundary
conditions (2)-(4) and (6). We set

H2(Q) ={ve H*Q)|v= glqj =0onI}.

HZ(9) is the Hilbert space with the inner product ((.,.))o and the norm |||l
defined by
(woo = [ Aubdvda, o = ((wu), uve HQ).

Further we introduce the Hilbert space

5}
V:{UGHQ(QNU:(?—;:OODH, v=0on Iy}

with the inner product ((.,.)) and the norm ||.|| defined by

(w,v)) =
/Q[U,nv,n +2(1 — p)u 120,12 + w200 22 + (w110 22 + w220 11]dx

=+ Iy kQa@dO’ + k31$% + kgguv)da, (7)

lull = ((w,u)'?, w,veV. (8)

ou Ov / ( ou Ov
I's

The norm defined in (8) is in the space V equivalent with the original norm
1wl fr20) = [/Q(U2 + U,211 + 2“,212 + U,sz)dl’]l/z

of the Sobolev space H2(Q2) (see [11], Lemma 11.3.2 for the details).
We denote by V* the space of all linear bounded functionals over V with
the norm ||f||« and the duality pairing (f,v) for f € V* and v € V.
Finally we impose the conditions upon the right-hand sides in the Prob-
lem (1)-(6). We assume

f e wh2(0,T; V™), 9)
m; € WH2(0,T; LP(1y)), i=2, 3 (10)
t3 € WH2(0,T; LP(T3)), T > 0. (11)

For any Banach space X we denote by W12(0, T; X) the space of functions
f € L?(0,T; X) such that f' € L?(0,T; X), where f’ is the derivative in the



sense of distributions D’(0,T; X) of the function f. It can be verified in the
same way as for real functions that W12(0,T; X) is a Banach space with a
norm || fllwr2 = | fllz20,7:x) + 1/l 20,7x)- (See [2] for further properties
of the space W12(0,T; X) ).

We denote by C(0,T; X) the Banach space of continuous functions de-
fined on the interval [0, 7] with values in X.

We suppose the functions ¢; : [0,7] x I' = R, i = 0,1 to be sufficiently
smooth in order to enable the existence of a function

F e Wh(0,T; H*(Q))

such that
F=do, 9 —4 onr, (12)
(F(t),8))o =0 for all 6 € HA(). (13)

The paper [6] contains the detailed assumptions imposed upon ¢g, ¢; in

order to fulfil (12), (13). For every t € [0, 7] is F(t) € H?(f2) a weak solution

of the biharmonic equation A2F(t) = 0 with the boundary conditions (12).
Let us introduce the trilinear form

B(u,v;w) = /Q[(U,mz —u2v1)w; + (u1201 — u110,2)w 2]dx,
u,v,w € H*(Q). (14)

The existence of the integral in (14) is assured due to the imbedding H?(Q) C
WhH4(Q). The form B fulfils the inequality

|B(u, v;w)| < V20ul g2yl lwlwrag),  wv,w e HX(Q)  (15)
with seminorms
ulisey = [ (1 + 208 + udy)dad 2,

ol = [ (04 + o)z

After multiplying the equations (1) and (5) with test functions v € V
and ¢ € HZ(2) respectively and applying the boundary conditions we arrive
to a formulation of a weak solution of the problem (1)-(6) in a similar way
as in [6] for the elastic case.



Definition 2.1 A pair {w, ®} is a weak solution of the boundary value prob-
lem (1)-(6) if

1. we C([0,T],V),

2. @€ C(0,T],HXQ)), ®=¢o, I2=¢1 onT,

3. There hold the identities

(D(O)w(t) + D" * w(t), v)) — B(2(t), w(t);v) =

[ ma®5edo+ [ nal)g) + oo + (10.0), (1)
for all v € V,

h ,
(@0, 600 = —5 [ (BOw,u]+ B« [wu)(t)pdz  (17)

for all v € HZ(Q).

After expressing the Airy stress function ® in the form & = F'+ V¥, where
a function F' is defined in (12), (13) we can directly derive the following

Theorem 2.2 A pair {w,®} is a weak solution of the boundary value prob-
lem (1)-(6) if and only if ® = U + F and a pair {w,¥} € C([0,T],V) x
C([0,T], H3(Q)) satisfies the identities

(D(O)w(t) + (D" * w)(t),v)) = B (t) + F(t), w(t);v) =

[ om0+ [ ma(t) 5%+ ta(to)do +(50.0), (19
T2 v s 14

forallv eV,

(V0,000 =~ [ (BOLw,wl(t) + (B« o, w)()odz (19)

for all ¢ € H3(Q).

Before transforming the system (18), (19) into one canonical Volterra
type nonlinear integral equation in the Hilbert space V we derive some
properties of the trilinear form B. We shall use a well known formula ([5])

/[u, v]pdx :/ ulv, pldz  for all u, v € V, ¢ € H3(Q).
Q Q

Applying the integration by parts and the density of the sets C§°(€2) and
C>=(Q) in H3(Q) and H?() respectively we arrive at the formula

B(u,w;v) = Bv,w;u) = B(w,v;u) for all u, w e H*(Q), v € HX(Q).
(20)



The following symmetry property
B(u,v;w) = B(u,w;v) for all u, v, w € H*(Q) (21)

can be seen directly. Using the inequality (15) we obtain the inequalities

IB(F,w;v)| < c1l|[Fllzq)llullwra@)llvll (22)
for all F € H*(Q), u, vV,
1B(¢, u;v)| < cal[@lol[ullwrage vl (23)

for all ¢ € HZ(Q), u, v €V,

We introduce the bilinear operators B : H?(Q) x H?(Q2) — V and By :
V x V — HZ(Q) as solutions of equations

((B(u,w),v)) = B(u,w;v) forallveV, (24)
(Bo(u, w), d))o = /Q w,wlgdz for all ¢ € HZ(Q).  (25)

Both equations are solved uniquelly, because the right-hand sides of both
relations belong to the dual spaces V* and (HZ(Q2))* respectively.

The operators B : H2(Q) x H*(Q) — V, By : V x V — HZ(Q) are
bounded (as bilinear operators) and satisfy the relations

/Q[u, vlpde = ((B(u,v),9)) = (B(v,u),¢)) = ((B(u, ¢),v)) (26)
for all u,v € V, ¢ € HZ(Q),

By(u,v) = Bp(v,u) for all u,v €V, (27)
((B(Bo(u,v),w), ¢)) = (( Bo(u,v), Bo(w, ®) ))o (28)
for all u,v,w,¢p €V,

1B(u, v)[| < esllull [[wllwra@), (29)
1B(u, v)[| < |B| [lull [[v]] (30)
for all u,v € H*(Q),

[1Bo(u; v)llo < callullwrae llwllwaq) (31)
1 Bo(u; v)llo < || Boll [[ull [[v]], (32)

for all u,v € V.

Applying the operator By we express the function ¥ from the identity (19)
in the form

h

W(t) = =5 [E(0) Bo(w, w)(t) + '+ Bo(w,w)(®)], ¢ € [0, 7] (33)



Let us define the function ¢ : [0,7] — V by the relation

((q(t), v)) =

l)z())[ - m2(t)%d0‘ + - (’I’)’Lg(t)% + ts3(t)v)do + (f(t),v)] (34)
forallv e V.

The elements ¢(t) € V are uniquelly defined as the Riesz representants of
the right-hand side in the relation (34) which is for every ¢ € [0,7] the
linear continuous functional over V. Moreover we have the regularity

q € WH2(0,T;V) (35)

due to the assumptions (9)-(11).
After inserting the values W(¢) from (33) into (18) and using the relations
(24), (34) we arrive at

The canonical Volterra integral equation
w(t) +g*w—aB(F(t),w(t)) +

aB( Bo(w,w)(t) + g * Bo(w,w)(t),w(t) ) =q(t) €V, (36)
D) _ E'() 1 W E(0)

M= D)~ B0 T DO T 2D0)

It can be readily seen that a function w is a solution of the canonical
equation (36) if and only if a pair {w, Bo(w,w)} : [0,T] — V x HZ(Q) is a
solution of the identities (18), (19) and hence a pair {w, F'+ Bo(w,w)} is a
weak solution of the original problem (1)-(6).

3 Existence and Uniqueness of a Solution

We shall verify the existence of a solution of the canonical integro-differential
equation (36) using its discretization with respect to the time variable ¢.
Before formulating the discrete scheme let us set some additional growth
assumptions on the kernel function g and the bounds on the function F'. We
assume the exponential behaviour of the continuous kernel function g:

0<—g(t)<Ke P t>0,0<K<f. (37)

corresponding to the most of viscoelastic materials (see [4] for example).
Further we assume that

(B(F(t),v),v)) <0V te[0,T], veV. (38)



Comparing with (14), (24) we can see that the condition
[ [Faa(®)(0a*2Faa(t)v. 0+ Far(0)(02)?lde > 0Vt € 0,71, v €V (39)
)

is sufficient for fulfilling (38).
For a fixed integer N we set

T = %, t; = iT, Wj :’Uj(tl)’ 1= 071’“"]\]';
owj = %(wj —wj-1), j=1,...,N.

We convert nonlinear Volterra integral equation (36) into a finite se-
quence of nonlinear stationary equations in the Hilbert space V' which are
similar to the canonical von Karman equations for the elastic plate. We shall
use the Rothe’s method in a similar way as by Kacur [8] or Slodicka [12]
in the case of parabolic integro-differential equations. Applying the discrete
values w; instead of w(t;), i = 0,1,..., N and the substituting integrals in
(36) by finite sums we arrive at the equations

wo — aB(Fy, wp) + aB(By(wo, wp), wy) = qo, (40)
i—1
w; — aB(Fj,w;) + 1 Z gi—jwj +
3=0

i—1
aB (Bo(wi,wz’) + ngijBO(wjawi)) = i (41)
=0
i=1,..,N.
The equations (40), (41) are the Euler equations for the functionals
a
Jo(w) = SllIvl* = al(B(Fy, v),0))] + 7 [ Bo(v, v)[g

Jiw) = Slllll* = a((B(F;, v), v))] + %HBo(vvv)llﬁ +

i—1 i—1
((TZgi_jwj,v)> + % ((ngi_jBo(wj,wj),Bo(v,’U) ))
7=0 7=0 0

_((Qi,U)), v e ‘/y 1=1,..,n.

The functionals J;, ¢ = 0,1,..., N are weakly lower semicontinuous and
coercive over V. The coerciveness
lim J;(v) = 400 (42)
lvll—+oc0



can be seen directly. The weakly lower semicontinuity is the consequence of
the inequality (31) and the compact imbedding V C W14(Q) which imply

v, — v in V. = By(vn,vn) — Bo(v,v) in HE(Q). (43)
Then there exist elements w; € V fulfilling the minimum condition

Jz(wz) = min Ji(v), 1= 0, 1, ceey N
veV
and solving the discrete canonical equations (40), (41).

We proceed with a priori estimates. In order to achieve the best possible
uniform estimates we multiply the discrete canonical equations (41) with
the exponential functions with positive exponents. Let a constant v € R
fulfil the condition

0<y<pf—-K. (44)

We start with estimates of the finite sums.

Lemma 3.1 Let

wj = [[w;||* + | Bo(wy, wy)|I3, 5 =0,1,...,N. (45)
Then
,ZOTe”'ij < C1(B,7, K) ZOTeWquHQ, (46)
J= J=
C1(B,7, K) = o

~ K[\/B(B—)-K]?

Proof. We set i = j in (41), multiply it with 7¢?w; in V and add for
j=0,1,...,i. After applying the property (38) we obtain subsequently the
inequalities

i i j—1
Z TeTw; < Z 727 Z 9j—kWk, Wj
=0 j=1 k=0
i ‘ Jj—1
+aZT2eWT Zgj—kBO(wk,wk)aBO(wjawj)
0

k=0

+ZT€”T((%%)),

Jj=0

10



i
Z TeTw; <
3=0

3 i 7j—1 j—1
T .
T ST gimwwill? 4 ol Y gj—kBo(wi, wy) |15
= k=0 k=0
-
- W%, 0 <€ < 1.
+€(1 ]2%6 llg; I, €

Using the growth assumption (37) and the convexity of the function ||.||? we
obtain the estimates

Z 7w < (47)

7

32 (v—28) JTl;)eﬂkTZeﬂ’”wk+ py Ze””ll%\lz

Jj=0

K2 L e (B-miT _ g=(28-miT IL

-
1—c¢ = ePr —1 =

eﬁkrwk

112

We continue with the estimate of the double sum in the last inequality. We
have

(2

zi:(e—(ﬁ—v)jf ~(28-)jr Zeﬁlwwk < Zzeﬁm (v—B)J
j=1 7j=1k=0
_Zeﬂkr Z (=837,

Jj=k+1

i—1 i—
[”)TZ el — e0AER)
1—ely—83r

1

1 i—1
< vkt wp < ey
> i S

11



Comparing with (47) we obtain the inequality

Y reVTw; < (48)
=0

K2 i1 ' 1 i ' )
7T w; + el 7||g;|*.
T-os—7 2"t g 27l

Setting
] K
e=1— ——
BB —1)
we obtain
K2
=1-—e
(L=e)B(B—-)
The inequality (48) then implies
i A 1 i A
> T Tw; < 200 > T g
=0 =0

and the estimate (46) folows after realizing that

1 (BB
e(l—¢  K[VB(B-7) - K]

2 = Ol(ﬁ)VvK)

Remark 3.2 [t was possible to use a simpler approach in the obtaining the
summoation estimate. We could apply the discrete Gronwall lemma, but with
significantly larger constant C1, containing the length T of the time interval

in (46).
We continue with uniform a priori estimates.

Lemma 3.3 There holds the estimate
1/2

7—1
|wi|| < Ca(B,7, K) lzmwwww + llaill, (49)
j=0

i=1,2,...,N,

o2, K) = S Cr (7, 1)

12



Proof. The equations (41), (45) imply the identity

||wz|| + al| Bo(w;, w;)|| (2) B(F;,w;), w;)) + ((gi, w;i))

—1
— ((7-291 JWj, W; ) ((7‘291 i Bo(wj, wj), Bo(wz,wz)>) .
Jj=0 0
8)

Employing the property (38) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we obtain the

inequality
1—1 1—1
lwill < |7 gijws|| + Va |7 > gijBo(wj, wy)| + llaill. — (50)
=0 =0 0

Again using the convexity of ||.||? and the properties of exponential func-
tions we arrive at the inequalities

2 2
i—1
Vi Zgi_jwj Zg (i J)T/Q(eWT/2 wj)
=0 §=0
i—1 o i—1 o ‘
< S (i) S (g BTy (51)
§=0 j:0
<K i (B=/2)(i=d)T Ze—(ﬁ 7/2)(i=3) TN ||w; |2
7=0 7=0
1 — e~ (B—y/2yir izl
< K2 YIT 2 YIT 2
= 6(6 7/2 Ze ||w]H /8 7/2 Ze H'[U ||
In the same way we obtain
=2 2 K2 i—1
e’ Zgi—jBO(wjawj) 726””30(%7%)”0 (52)
= (8 =~/2)7

Combining (50), (51), (52) we obtain the inequality

. 1/2
o2 \V2 [ izt
w;|| < T e~ Y@= || 112
||| (25—7> ;} [Jw; |
1/2 1/2
2K 2
+ <2ﬁ—7> (TZG T By w]»wg)llo) + [l

13




and applying the estimate (46) we have

[Jwill < [laill +
\/» i1 1/2
2v2K = o
(8,7, K /2| - e~ Vi=0)T i 2 7 53
i=1,..,N.

The estimate (49) follows immediatly.

In order to achieve the convergence of the scheme we need the a priori
estimate of the sum of differences dw;. We impose the bounds assumption
on the right-hand side q.

Lemma 3.4 Let

) 1/2
i—1
. 1—¢
Co(8,7, K e DTGPl F gl € ———, €€ (0,1). (54
Then
N
Ty l6will* < C3(8,7, K, €,T). (55)

=1

Proof. After setting ¢ = j, ¢ = j — 1 in (41) and substracting we have the
identities

dwi + grwo + dB(aBy(wi,wr) — aF, wi) + aB(g1Bo(wo, wo), wi) = dq1,

j—1
5wj + 5B(aBo(wj, wj) —alj, wj) + gjwo + T Z gj—k(swk: +
k=1
j—1
TaB(g;Bo(wo, wo)+ Y gj—k0Bo(wk, wy),w;) = b6qj, j =2,...,i.
k=1
After multiplying the last identities in the space V' with Tow;, j =1,...,%
and adding we arrive at

7Y 0wl — ar > ((B(OF), wj—1) + B(Fy,0w;) , dw;))
=1 =1

14



+a Y ((B(Bo(wj, wy), w;) — B(Bo(wj—1,wj—1),wj-1) , 6w;))
j=1

+7 > (( gjwo + ag; B(Bo(wo, wo), wy), dw;) )) (56)

=1
g1

+723 (O gj—kbwy, + aB(g;— k6 Bo(wi, wy,), wj) , dw;))
=2 k=1

=7 _((8g5, 0wy)).
j=1

Let us set

we = wj—1 +§(wj —wj1), E€ER
for a fixed j € 1,...,4. We have then the relation
((B(Bo(wj, w;), wj) = B(Bo(wj—1,wj-1), wj-1) ; dwy)) =
[l Bo(Gw, we) B+ (( Bo(we,we), Bo(Gw;, dw,) Nolde.  (57)
Using the assumption (38) and the relation (57) we obtain from (56) the

inequality

)
€
(1= ) > llow;[* < ol Bol*

> )

max ijHZT
j=1 7€{0,....i} =
+§GHBH max |[|lw;|*7 5 167> (58)
€ j€{0,...,i}

=1

5 <& 5 o
+oT > g7 lwo + aB(B(wo, wo), w;)||* + 7 > [l6gI>
j=1 i=1

5 i 7j—1
+=(1+ 2| B[|[|Boll max (w7 > D g5-s6wi]|*.
€ j€{0,...,i} = k=1

The assumption (54) and uniform a priori estimates (49) imply the inequality

a||Bo|*|wjl|* <1 —efor j=1,..,N. (59)

15



Applying the assumption (59), the a priori estimate (49), the properties
of the function g and the regularity assumptions ¢ € WhH2(0,T;V), F €
W12(0,T; H*(Q)), we obtain the inequality

i i j—1
T 21 |6w;]|? < e1 + car? 21 kz 6wy |?, i =1,...N. (60)
J= j=lk=1

The discrete Gronwall lemma [13] (Lemma 10.5) then implies the a priori
estimate

ol T
swi|> <Cs, T=—. 61
Tl < 0w 7= (61)
with a constant C5 = C5(8,v, K,¢,T).

In order to perform the convergence analysis we introduce the increasing
sequence {N,}, lim N, = co. We set
n—oo

T
Tn = 3 t =Ty, ul =u(t?), i=0,1,.... Np, u:[0,T] — X,
n
X — any normed space ,

n _

1
n n n n N
wy = wo, Wy = w;, ow; = ;(wZ —wi ), i =1,...,Np,

where w; € V is a solution of the equation (41) with 7 = 7,, F; =
E 9i-5 =91 4 =45
Let us further define the following segmentline and step functions deter-
mined by values w}, dw} :
wy, [0, T] =V, wy(t) =wq + (t—t)ow!, ti | <t <t
Wy, 2 [0, T] =V, w0,(0) = wp, wy(t) =wj, ti; <t <t
Wy 1 [0,T] =V, w,(0) =0, w,(t) =w q, tiy <t<t
i1=1,...,Np.
The next theorem with its proof describes the convergence of the subse-

quence from {w,} to a solution w of the canonical integral equation (36).
We shall verify also the unicity conditions.

Theorem 3.5 Let the function F : [0,T] — H%(Q) defined in (12), (13)

fulfil the condition (38), the function g € C(R™) fulfil the growth condition

(37). Let g € WYH2(0,T; V) fulfil the bound
1/2

Ca(B,7, K) (/Ot 6”(ts)!\Q(5)||2d8> +lla®) < vt € [0,7]. (62)

1
Vel B
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Then there exists a solution w € WH2(0,T; V) of the equation (36).
If moreover

1/2
ol ) ([ INato)lPas) o+ lalo)] < s
vt € [0,T],

then the solution w € WLH2(0,T; V) of (36) is unique.

Proof. The assumption (62) implies that there exists such € € (0,1) and
70 > 0 that condition (54) from Lemma 3.4 holds for every 7 € (0,79) and
the a priori estimate

Np
Tn Z ||5w;~l||2 < Cy
j=1

holds.
The sequence of segmentline functions {w,} defined by their discrete
values is then bounded in the space W2(0,T;V) :

|wnllw12(0,mvy) < Cs, n € N. (64)

Then there exists its subsequence (again denoted by {w,}) and a function
w € WH2(0,T;V) such that

Wy, — W in wh2(0,T;V), (65)
wp(t) = w(t), w,(t) = w(t) in V for every t € [0,T], (66)
wy, =" w, W, =" win L*(0,T;V), (67)
Wy, — w, Wy, — win LP(0, T; WY (Q)), p>1, r > 1. (68)
Let us introduce the discrete values of the Airy stress function ¥ by
i1

U = —aD(0)[Bo(w!",wi) + 7 g Bo(w”, w™)], (69)

§=0
i=1,.,N,, n=12,..

The corresponding sequence ¥, of step functions is due to the inquality (52)
and the estimates (46), (49). bounded in the space L>(0,T; H3(f2)) :

||\TI7LHL°°(O,T;HS(Q)) < 067 n=12.. (70)
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Then there exists a subsequence (again denoted by ¥,,) and a function ¥ €
L>(0,T; HZ(£2)) such that

T, —=* U in L>(0,T; HZ(Q)). (71)
We shall verify that a function ¥ is determined by the expression
U = —aD(0)[By(w,w) + g * Bo(w, w)]. (72)

Let us set
By(w,w) = U, By(wp,wy,) =U,, n=1,2,...

We can express the functions ¥, in a following way:

_ _ t -
() = —aD(0) {Un(t)Jr /0 g(t—s)Un(s)dS] + (73)

aD(0) l 9t = 5)Un(s)ds + /Ot? (9(t —5) = g(ti" — 8))Un(8)d8] ,
N,,.

o <t<tl i=1,..,

Applying the property (31), the convergence (68) and the boundedness
of {w,}, {1, }in L>(0,T;V) and hence also in L°°(0, T; W14(Q)) we obtain
the convergence

U, — U in LP(0,T; H3(Q)), (74)
U, — U in LP(0,T; H3(Q)) Vp > 1. (75)

The operator G : LP(0,T; H3(Q2)) — LP(0,T; H3(Q)) defined by
t
(Gu)t) = [ 9lt ~ S)u(s)ds, we LP(0.T; HY(S)
0
is linear and continuous and the convergence
GU, — GU in LP(0,T; H3(Q)) (76)

follows.

The function defined by the sum of the second and the third integral in
(73) converges strongly to 0 in LP(0,T; H3(£2)) as a consequence of previous
a priori estimates and properties of the function g. Then we obtain using
(74), (76) the relations (71), (72). Moreover we have the strong convergence
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T, — U in LP(0,T; HX(R)), p > 1. (77)

The equations (41) for i = 1,..., N, can be expressed in a form

Wy (t) — WB(EL + Wy, W) (t) + Gy () + (78)
/ g(t — s)wy(s)ds +/ (t—s)—g(t — s))wn(s)ds = gn(t),
noct <t i=1,

Applying the convergence (68), (77)7 the regularity of the functions F :
[0,T] — H*(Q), q:[0,T] — V and the relation (72) we obtain in the same
way as above that the function w fulfils the canonical equation (36).

Let the assumption (63) hold. We shall verify the uniqueness of a solution
which implies that the convergence (65)-(68), (71), (77) holds for the whole
sequence {wp, ¥, }.

Let w; and ws be two solutions of the equation (36). They fulfil the
equations

wi(t) — aB(F(t), wi(t)) + (g * wi)(t) + (79)
aB[Bo(wi, wi)(t) + (g * Bo(wi, w))(t), wi(t)] = q(t), ¢ €[0,T].

The difference u = w9 — wy then fulfils the equation
u(t) —aB(F(t),u(t)) + (g *u)(t)
+aB (Bo(wz, w2)(t) + (g * Bo(ws, w2))(t), wa(t))
—aB (Bo(wy, wi)(t) + (g * Bo(w, w1))(t),wi(t)) = 0.
Let we = w1 + (w2 —w1), £ € R . There hold the relations
(( B(Bo(wz,w2), w2)(t) — B(Bo(wy,w1),w:)(t),u(t) )) (80)
1
:/0 1211 Bo(u(t), we (#))I5 + (( Bo(we, we)(t), Bo(u(t), u(t)) ))oldé,
(( B(g * Bo(wa, w2))(t), wa2(t)) — B(g * Bo(wi,w1))(t), w1)(t)), u(t) ))
1
=2 [ (g Bolu,we) (1), Bo(u. we)(t) ) (81)

+ [ (o Bolwe we)) 0. Butu, (@) Dode.
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Using the assumption (38) and the relations (80), (81) we obtain the
inequality

Jull + ([ gt = s)u(s)ds, u(t) )
o [ 2B, e )R + (( Bl we) (), Bo(w w)e) Dol
o [ 1200 gtt = 5)Boluswe) (s, Bo(us we) 1) o

+((/Otg(t — 5)Bo(we, we)(s)ds, Bo(u,u)(t) ))o Jd& < 0.

After applying the growth assumption (37) we arrive at the inequality with
an arbitrary e > 0 :

(1= MO + 20 [ 1Bo(ult), we) ] <

o[ Bol[*(1 + ) max{ max [lwi (#)||*, max [lwa(t)]*} +

3 1el0T) 1el0.T)
C(e)/o [yyu(s)u2+2a/0 | Bo(u(s), we(s))||2dg]ds for all ¢ € [0,T]

Using the same approach as in the discrete case (Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3)
the estimates

lwi(8)]| < Ca(B,, K)( /0 e lg(s)%ds) % + [lg(1)],  (82)
te0,T], i=1,2 (83)

can be derived. The assumption (63) then implies
K
i (81> < [al| Boll*(1 + E)J_l forallt € [0,T], i=1,2.  (84)
Then there exists such € > 0 that there holds the inequality
1

[llu(®)]? + 204/() 1Bo(u(t), we(t))|*de] <

Cle) [* 2 ! 2
)+ 20 [ |Bo(als), we(s)|Pdelds for all ¢ € [0,7]
0 0

and the uniqueness of a solution follows after applying the Gronwall lemma.
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Remark 3.6 If ' € W1°(0,T; H*(Q)) and ¢ € W1°(0,T;V) then we
obtain in the same way as in Lemma 3.4 the a priori estimate of the norms
|6wl|| and the boundedness of the sequence {wy} in Wh°(0,T; V). In this
case is the condition (62) sufficient both for the existence and the uniqueness
of a solution w € W1>(0,T;V).

Applying Theorem 3.5 we obtain directly a theorem on the existence and
the uniqueness of a weak solution of the original system (1)-(6).

Theorem 3.7 Let the function F : [0,T] — H%(Q) defined in (12), (13)
fulfil the condition (39) and the positive relaxation function E € C*(RY)
fulfil the growth condition

0<—E'({t)<KE(@0)e ™ t>0,0<K<f—7, v>0.
Let
feWh0,T; V),
m; € WH2(0,T; LP(T;)), i = 2,3, t3 € WH2(0,T; LP(T3)).
Let a linear continuous functional L(t) € V* defined by
(L(t),0) =

ov
t -
Iy ma( )81/

fulfil the condition

i)

do + /F3 (ms(t) 5 + ty(t)e)dor + ([ (2),v) Yo € V

" 1/2
Calp, ) ([ e INLIRds) LI < vt e 0.7

Then there exists a weak solution

{w,®} = {w, ¥+ F} ¢ W'(0,T; V) x C([0,T]; H*(Q)),
h

U(t) = —§[E(O)Bo(w,w)(t) + E' % Bo(w,w)(t)], t €[0,T].

of the von Karman system (1)- (6).
If moreover
(f—s 1/2 D(0)+\/3
CalB.,K) (ff e (o) ds) 7 + 12O <SP
vt € (0,77,
then a solution {w,®} € W12(0,T;V) x C([0,T); H*(Q)) is unique.
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4 The Behaviour of a Solution for ¢t — oo
We have verified in [1] that the conditions

lim ¢(t) = ¢oo tlim q'(t) =0in H(Q)

t—o0

imply that a solution w of the nonlinear pseudoparabolic problem

w'(t) + aw(t) + bB(B(w,w)" + aB(w,w),w)(t) =
q'(t) + Bq(t), (85)
w(0) + bB(B(w(0), w(0)), w(0)) = ¢(0) (86)

fulfils the limit behaviour

lim w(t) = we in Ha(Q), (87)

t—o0
where wy, is a solution of the stationary problem
AW + abB(B(Wao, Weo )y Woo) = Goo-

The initial value problem (85), (86) is equivalent with the problem (36) if
we set

V = H2(Q), F(t)=0, By =B, E(t) = Ey+ SE1e .
The stationary problem (86) can be expressed in a form

hE
D ooWoo + TB(B(wOO,wOO),wOO) = D(0)¢oo-

This behaviour of a solution w for large values of the time variable can
be verified for the problem (36) with a general relaxation function E. We
assume only the bound on the limit right-hand side go.

Theorem 4.1 Let g € C([0,00),V) and g0 € V be such that

Jim ¢(t) = goo, (88)
7(28 —9)
l[gool < mc7(ﬂa’7af()7 (89)
_ BB+K) K/ 8K 1 —1/2
o8 = 1 g+ (g ) )]

22



Let the functions E € C([0,00); R), F € C([0,00), H*(Q)) fulfil

0<—E'(t)<KE0)e ™, t>0, 0<K<B—v, v>0, (90)
Jim B(t) = Eeo, (91)
((B(F(t),v),v)) <0 for all t € [0,00) and v € V, (92)
Jlim F(t) = Fy in H?*(Q). (93)
If we C([0,00),V) is a solution of the equation
D0)w(t) + D"« w(t) — B(F(t), w(t)) + (94)
P BU2(0) Bo(aw, w)(0) + B« Bofuw, w) (1), w(1))] = D(O)a),
then
lim w(t) = we in V, (95)

t—o00

where ws, € V' satisfies the equation
h
Doowoo — B(Foo, Woo) + iEooB(Bo(woo,woo), Woo) = D(0)goo- (96)

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of the function we, € V is assured due
to the theory of stationary von Kérmén equations [5]. Let us set

u(t) = w(t) — Woo- (97)
The function u € C([0,00), V) fulfils the identity

D(0)u(t) + D" x u(t) — B(F(t),u(t))

2 BO)[B(Bow, w)(1), w()) — B(Bo(wse, o). 10:0)] (98)
FRIBUE « Bo(uw,w)(1), w(t)) — B(E'* Bo(une, wec), wao)] = (1),
where

T‘(t) = D(O)[Q(t) - QOO] - [D(t) - Doo]woo + B(F(t) — b, woo)~ (99)

Let us set ug(t) = woo + &u(t). Applying the analogous relations as (80),
(81) we obtain after multiplying the relation (98) with (0) u(t) in the space
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V' the inequality

1P + ([ ot~ sputss,u(e) ) +

01/01[2||BO(U(15)7U§(¢))||(2) + (( Bo(ug, ug)(t), Bo(u(t), u(t)) ))old€ +
a/l[Q((/tg(t — 8)Bo(u, ug)(s)ds, Bo(u, ug)(t) ))o +
0 0

([ ot~ )Bo(ue ue)()ds, Bolu,w)() Yo Jd€ <
((rleu®) ), £ 0

Let us denote
1
o) = [u(®)]* + 20 [ [Bo(u(t), ue(®)]Fds, ¢ =0,

We obtain for arbitrary e € (0,1) the inequality

1—c¢
2

2 ! 2 ¢ 2 2
+alBoll [ fue®I + K [ e fug(s) sl fulo)]

1 2
+—|r(t t>0.

o(0) < 5 [lg s u®I + 20 [ = Botutt) ue)0)13de

Let us assume that there holds for any 7" > 0 and § € (0,1 — €) the estimate
2 2 0
| Bol? / llue(®l + K [ fues)Pdslde < 5, +2 7. (100)

Applying the exponential growth assumption (90) and the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality in the convolution integrals we obtain the inequality

K2 t B(t—s 1
w(t) < ﬁ(l—&—e)/o T afs)ds 4 s [P £2 T (o)
Let us set
2
Plt) - 5o f(é_e)/o P w(s)ds = p(t), t >0 (102)
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with a function p € C(]0,00)) fulfilling the inequality

1

mur(t)u? Vi>T. (103)

p(t) <
After solving the ordinary differential equation (102) we obtain

t ¢ >
/ ew(s)ds :/ P70 (t_S)P(S)dS
0 0

and

Bi—o
The inequality (103) implies the estimate

2 t 2
w(t) =e Pt [p(t) + K) / em(”)p(s)ds] :
— € 0

1”T(t)||2 1<2 fnt/ R - S
< B(1—d6—e€)
w(t) 1—6—0 + (i—s 6)e ; e p(s)ds

- le(;_e)z /Tt e | r(s)|2ds YV t > T, (104)
K2
ST
The assumptions (88), (91), (93) imply
tll)rglo r(t) =0in V. (105)
In order to obtain the limit
tllglo w(t) =0 (106)

we need to find such value of ¢ that
KQ
8———--=<>0 107
31— 9) (107)
In this case there exists such € € (0,1) that

K2
>0
P Bi-5-9"
and hence k > 0. Setting

5= 7(2%2_ ) (108)
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we obtain (1 —§)3% = (8—+)? and the inequality (107) follows due to the
assumption (90). The convergence (106) implies lim; . ||u(t)||*> = 0 and
the assertion (95) of the theorem holds.

Hence it remains us to verify for some 7" > 0 the bound (100) with a
constant § determined by (108). Let us first estimate the left-hand side of
(100). We have the inequality

1 t
[ @ + K [ fug(s) sl
0 0
1 1 K K [t
< Sl + 50+ lwsl? + 5 [ u(s) s, ¢ 0.
2 2 3 2 Jo

Applying the continuous analogy of the estimates (46), (49) and the estimate

D) _ 4
Do ~B-K

we obtain

1 1 K K
§||w(t)H2 + 5(1 + g) + 5
BB+ K)

lg()]1* + WHCJOOHQ +

t
| e ) Pds <
0

8K 1 t
_ _W(t_s) 2 >

The limit (88) implies

t 1
lim [ e 7 9)|q(t)]%ds = = lgoo]
i

t—oo Jo

The estimate (89) then implies the existence of such 7' > 0 that the estimate
(100) holds with the constant § defined by (108) and the proof is completed.
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