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ABSTRACT. This work extends the model developed by Gao (1996) for the
vibrations of a nonlinear beam to the case when one of its ends is constrained
to move between two reactive or rigid stops. Contact is modeled with the
normal compliance condition for the deformable stops, and with the Signorini
condition for the rigid stops. The existence of weak solutions to the problem
with reactive stops is shown by using truncation and an abstract existence
theorem involving pseudomonotone operators. The solution of the Signorini-
type problem with rigid stops is obtained by passing to the limit when the
normal compliance coefficient approaches infinity. This requires a continuity
property for the beam operator similar to a continuity property for the wave
operator that is a consequence of the so-called div-curl lemma of compensated
compactness.

1. Introduction. This work studies a model for the vibrations of a nonlinear beam
when one of its ends is constrained to move between two stops. The motivation
for such a problem comes from noise and vibration studies in industrial settings.
Beams can be found in many manufactured parts, and noise is often generated by
the contact between the end of a beam and its support. Weak solutions to a model
that describes the dynamic vibrations of an elastic or viscoelastic beam in contact
with two stops were established in [11]. Contact with the two stops was modelled
in two different ways. One approach is to assume that the stops are perfectly rigid
and to describe the contact using the classical SIgnorini unilateral condition. A
second approach is to assume that the stops allow for interpenetration of the contact
surfaces and to describe this type of contact using a normal compliance condition.
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In a subsequent papers [3, 9], numerical simulations for a related problem were
carried out. A model for the thermomechanical behaviour of a beam in contact
with two stops which allowed for the general evolution of material damage was
investigated in [2]. A related problem was studied in [6]. Underlying all this work
is the assumption that the beam vibrations are described by a linear constitutive
relation of Kelvin-Voigt type.

In [4, 5] Gao proposed alternative models for thin and moderately thick nonlinear
beams with finite deformation that allowed for the study of buckling of the beam
under lateral compressive traction. The usual approach to buckling, using the stan-
dard linear fourth order model, is to assume that buckling takes place once the first
oscillatory mode of the beam is excited. In the Gao model such an assumption is
not necessary, since the energy function is of the double-well type and buckling ap-
pears naturally when the system’s zero steady state losses its stability. An analysis
of the dynamic vibrations of this Gao nonlinear beam can be found in [1], where the
existence and uniqueness of a local weak solution is established, a numerical finite
elements algorithm is presented and numerical simulations are depicted. A contact
problem for this nonlinear beam can be found in [12].

In the present paper we investigate a model for a Gao nonlinear viscoelastic
beam that is fixed at one end and is constrained to move at the other between
two stops. As in [11], we consider both stops that are rigid and stops that are
reactive and model the contact using the Signorini unilateral condition and the
normal compliance condition, as appropriate. We establish existence results for
both problems and uniqueness for the reactive stops problem.

We can now describe the remaining sections of the paper. In section 2 we present
the physical setting and the model. In section 3 we give variational formulations
and statements of the main existence results for both rigid and reactive stops. In
section 4 we introduce a truncated version of the reactive stop problem and prove
existence of a weak solution using an abstract existence theory found in [8] and [10].
We use this result in section 5 to establish the existence of a local weak solution to
the original reactive stop problem. Section 6 gives an energy balance result for this
problem which is used to show that the local weak solution is actually global. In
section 7 the existence result for the rigid stops problem is established. Finally, in
section 8 we give our conclusions.

2. The Model. A model for the vibrations of a nonlinear beam was constructed
by Gao in [4, 5]. In this paper we will allow for the presence of viscosity and
assume that the right end of the beam vibrates between two rigid or reactive stops
while at the left end the beam is clamped. We assume that the contact with the
stops is frictionless, leaving the case with friction for another study. We denote by
w = w(x,t) the displacement of the central axis of the beam at location x and time
t, and scale the length of the beam so that 0 <z < 1.

The position of the two stops are given as g1 and g2 where (g1 < 0 < g2). We
also assume that a horizontal traction p = p(t), which may cause buckling, is acting
at = 1, too. This physical setting is depicted in Fig. 1.

Following the model derived in [4, 5] (see also [1] for details), the equation of
motion of the beam is

Wt — O = fu (21)
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Figure1. The beam and the two stops.
where the shear stress o = o(z,t) is given by
1
0 = —kWypr — YWizzz + =aW> — vpW,. (2.2)

3
Here k is the scaled elasticity modulus, v the viscosity coefficient, a the coefficient
that allows for buckling of the beam, and v is the scaled stiffness coefficient for
lateral compression or tension. We suppose that when p > 0 the end x = 1 is being
compressed and when p < 0 it is under tension.
The initial displacement and velocity of the beam are given by

w(x,0) = wo(x), we(z,0) = vo(x). (2.3)
Since the beam is clamped at x = 0, we have that
w(0,t) = w,(0,t) = 0. (2.4)

At the right end, x = 1, we consider first the case when the beam may oscillate
between two rigid stops. In this case the displacement w(1,t) of the beam’s end is
restricted to move between the two stops; thus

g1 < w(l,t) < go. (2.5)

When g1 < w(l,t) < g2 the beam’s end is not in contact with either of the two
stops, therefore, o(1,t) = 0. When w(1,t) = g; the beam’s end is in contact with
the lower stop and the reaction stress is such that o(1,t) > 0, preventing the end
from further movement down. When w(1,t) = g2 the beam’s end is in contact with
the upper stop and the reaction stress satisfies o(1,¢) < 0. These conditions can be
expressed as
—o(1,t) € 0lg, g, (w(1, 1)), (2.6)

where 01y, 4,) refers to the subdifferential of the indicator function I ] of the
interval [g1, go]. This is a Signorini-type unilateral condition.

In the second case we assume that the stops are reactive and behave as nonlinear
springs and desribe that stress using the so-called normal compliance condition

91,92

—o(L,t) = en (w1, 1) = g2)4 — (w(l, 1) —g1)-). (2.7)
Here ¢y is the normal compliance stiffness coefficient, (r); = (|r| + r)/2 is the
positive part function, and (r)_ = —(r — |r|)/2 is the negative part function, so

that r = (r)4 — (r)—. We note that o(1,¢) < 0 when w(1,t) > g2; o(1,t) > 0 when
w(l,t) < g1; and o(1,t) = 0 when g1 < w(1,t) < ga.

Formally, (2.6) is obtained from(2.7) when ¢y — oc.

The classical formulation of the problem of the dynamic frictionless vibrations of
the Gao beam between two rigid stops may be stated as follows:
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Problem P,;_g. Find the displacement field w = w(z, t) and the stress o = o(x,t),
for x € (0,1) and t € (0,7, such that

Wy — 0 = f, (2.8)

0 = —kWage — VWizze + 30(W3)e — VPW,, (2.9)
w(0,t) = w,(0,t) =0, (2.10)

kwge (1,1) + Ywize (1,1) = 0, (2.11)

g1 Sw(1,t) < ga, (2.12)

—0o(1,t) € OI1y, 4, (w(1,1)), (2.13)
w(z,0) = wo(x), wi(z,0)=vy(x). (2.14)

Here f = f(x,t) is a given vertical force density which acts on the beam, and the
condition (2.11) reflects the assumption that no moments act on the free end.

The classical formulation of the problem of the dynamic frictionless vibrations of
the Gao beam between two reactive stops may be stated as follows:

Problem P._yc¢. Find the displacement field w = w(x,t) and the stress o =
o(z,t), for z € (0,1) and ¢t € (0,7, such that (2.8)—(2.11), (2.7) and (2.14) hold.

We derive the weak or variational formulation of these two frictionless problems
in the next section. Their analysis is given in Sections 5 and 7.

3. Variational formulation and results. In this section we present the varia-
tional formulations of problems P.;_ yc and P,;_g, list the assumptions on the data,
and state our existence results.

In what follows we will use standard notation for Sobolev spaces; in particular,
we denote by H?(0, 1) the space of (equivalence classes of ) functions that are square
integrable and have first and second square integrable distributional derivatives.

Let V be the closed subspace of H?(0,1) given by

V ={ze H*0,1): 2(0) = z,(0) = 0}.

We seek solutions w to the frictionless problems such that w,w; € V = L?(0,T : V)
and wy, € V' = L?(0,T : V'), where V' denotes the dual of V. We let H = L?(0,1)
and denote by (-, -) the usual inner product on H. Since C([0,1]) is dense in V' and
in H, we have that (V, H,V’) is a Gelfand triple, and if we let H = L?(0,T : H),
then (V,H, V') is also a Gelfand triple. We denote the respective duality pairings by
(-,-)y and (-, )y. On V we will use the norm ||z||?, = (244, 222 ), which is equivalent
to the usual H2(0,1) norm.

We first consider Problem P.;_n¢. Below, we use the prime to denote the (dis-
tributional) time derivative, and let v = wy = w’. Applying (2.8) to a test function
u € Vand using integration by parts gives, for ¢ € (0,7),

(W' (), w)y + (o), uz)v — o(t)uls = (f(t), u)v.
Then it follows from (2.7), and the fact that u € V, that
—o(tyuly = —o(1,)u(l) = ex (w(l,1) = g2)+ — (w(L,1) — g1)-) u(1).

Using (2.9), (2.10), (2.11) and the usual manipulations, we obtain the following
variational formulation of the problem with reactive stops.
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Problem Py y¢. Find the displacement field w : [0, 7] — V and the velocity field
v:[0,T] — V, with " € V', such that for a.a. t € [0,7] and all u € V,

<vl(t)v u>V + k(wzz (t), umc) + 'Y(Uzz (t), umc) + %a(wi (t), uz)

+on (w1, ) = g2)4 — (w(lL,8) = g1)-) u(l)
— vp(t)(we (t), uz) = (f(t), w)v, (3.1)

w(t) = wp +/0 v(r)dr, v(0) = vp. (3.2)

To obtain the variational formulation of the problem with rigid stops, we let K
be the following closed and convex set in V' where we seek w(t),

K={zeV:gi<z2(1) < g}

We now select a test function v € V with u(t) € K and apply (2.8), together
with (2.9), to u — w. Now, and this is the reason for applying to u — w, we observe
that

_U(la t)(u(lv t) - ’LU(l, t)) < 07
which can be seen by checking the three different cases, since both w(t) and wu(t) lie
in K.
Using manipulations similar to those done in the first case we obtain the following
variational formulation of the problem with rigid stops.

Problem Pyg. Find the displacement field w : [0,7] — K and the velocity field
v:[0,T] — V, with v/ € V', such that for each u € V with v/ € H, u(t) € K for
a.a. t €10,7], and u(T) = w(T) we have

T T T
/ <U/7 u — ’U}>th + k/ (wwma Uga — wmm)dt + ’7/ (U$$7 Uga — wmm)dt
0 0 0

1 T T
+§a/ (wi,um — wy)dt — V/ p(t) (g, Uy — wy)dt
0 0

T
2/0 (f,u—w)dt, (3.3)

together with (3.2). We note that in this case we have a variational inequality.
We make the following assumptions on the data:
wo, v €V, (3.4)
peL=0,T), |pl<p"
fev,

Here p* is a positive constant.
The first existence and uniqueness result in this work is the following.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that the conditions (3.4)-(3.6) hold. Then there ezists a
T* > 0 and a unique solution (w,v) of Problem Pync on the time interval [0,T7),
such that,

w e L™0,T%V), v e L®0, T H)NV, v eV (3.7)
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The proof of this result can be found in Section 5 and Section 6, based on the
results for the truncated problems studied in Section 4. Moreover, using the energy
estimate in Section 6, we show in Proposition 4 that, in fact, the solution exists on
each time interval [0, 7], for T' < co.

We conclude that Problem P.;_ ¢ has a unique global weak solution.

The second result deals with the rigid stops problem.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that the conditions (3./)—(3.6) hold and that additionally
wo € KN H*0,1) and f € H. Then, for any T > 0 there exists a solution (w,v)
of Problem Pyg on the time interval [0,T], such that

we L®0,T;V), veL®0,T;H)nY, o eV
w(t) e K for aa. te[0,T)]. (3.8)

The proof of this result can be found in Section 7, and uses the previous result
for the problem with reactive stops. The solution here is obtained as the limit of
the previous solutions as ¢y — oo.

We conclude that Problem P,;_g has a weak solution, but uniqueness of the
solution remains unresolved.

4. Truncated problems. The proof of Theorem 3.1 is based on the truncation
of the term with w?, which otherwise leads to mathematical difficulties. Once we

x?

show the existence of the weak solutions to the approximate problems, we can use
a continuity argument in Section 5 to obtain the local (in time) solution of Problem

Pync.
To deal mathematically with the cubic term in w,, we introduce the truncation
function ¥g,

R for R<r,
Ug(r) = r for |r| <R, (4.1)
—R for r < —R,
where R is a large number. Then, we replace the term w? with U%(w,)w,. This
gives us the following truncated variational problem.

Problem Py ycg. Find the displacement and velocity fields w, v : [0,7] — V such
that for a.a. t € [0,T] and all u € V,

<v/(t), U>V + k(wzz (t), um) + ”Y(Umc (t), um)
+%a(\1}%%(ww () wz(t), uz) — vp(t)(we (), us)
+en((w(l,t) = g2)+ — (w(1,t) — g1)—,u) = (f(t), u), (4.2)

together with (3.2).
We have the following result for this problem.

Proposition 1. Assume that (3.4)—(5.6) hold. Then, for each R > 0 and T > 0
there exists a unique solution (w,v) = (wg,vr) to Problem Pyncgr on [0,T] such
that

we C([0,T);V), vey, v eV (4.3)

To prove the existence of a weak solution for Problem Py ycopg, we write it in an
abstract form and use the results in [8, 10]. To that end, we define the operators
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B,K,Kr,J:V =YV forw,éeV, by

T 1

(B(w), )y = / / p(t)ws by dadt, (4.4)
0 0
T 1

(K (w), ¢ = / / Wypbas didt, (4.5)
0 0
T 1

(Kr(w), d)y = / / \I/%(wz)wzd)x dxdt, (4.6)
0 0

T
<Jw7¢>V = CN~/O ((w(lvt) - 92)+ - (w(lvt) - gl)—)(b(lvt) dt, (4'7)

The abstract formulation of (4.2) and (3.2) is as follows
Problem P4r. Find a pair (w,v) € ¥V x V such that

1
v+ kK (w) + vK (v) + gaKR(w) —vB(w) +J(w)=f in), (4.8)
together with (3.2).
We now rewrite this problem as a first order system. To dosowelet Y =V x V
and ) =V x V), and use the product norm ||y||y = ||¢[|v +|¢]|v, for y = (,¢) € Y,
and similarly for J). We define the operator A : )Y — )’ by

W —K(v)
A( v ) - ( kK (w) + 7K (v) + 2aKg(w) — vB(w) + J(w) ) (4.9)

and D:Y — ) by
D< f)_(KEJw) ) (4.10)

Let F = (0, f) and up = (wo,v0), and let Z = {u € Y : (Du)’ € Y’} with norm

given by ||z|lz = [|z]ly + [[(Dz)||y». We may now rewrite Problem P4p as follows.
Find v = (w,v) € Z such that

(Du) + Au = F, in )’ (4.11)

Du(0) = Dug, in Y’. (4.12)

Proof of Proposition 4.1. The first order system above is an implicit evolution
problem of the type considered in [8, 10]. To use the existence results of these
papers it suffices to show, that for all sufficiently large A\ , the following three
conditions hold true:
1. There exist constants Cy and Cp, which depend on the data but that are in-
dependent of u € Y such that ||Au||y < Co + Ch||ully for all u € Y.

5 lim (ADu,u)y + (Au,u)y

" lully—oo [[ully

= Q.

3. u— (AD 4+ A)u is a pseudomonotone map from Z to Z'.

We now derive the necessary estimates needed to establish these conditions. We
set u = (w,v) € Y below and denote by C, Cy and C generic positive constants
whose values may change from line to line but which are independent of w.

Lemma 4.1. The operator A satisfies condition 1 above.
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Proof. We consider in turn the various terms which appear in (A(u),y)y where
y = (¢,v) € Y. First, we have that

T 1
(K (), 6)v] < / / e |z | dadt < [lolvlléllv < lullylyly-

Similarly, [(K(w), ¥)y| < |lully|lylly-
Next,

T /1

[(Kr(w), ¥)v| < RQ/O /0 |z |[Yo] dzdt < R [lwlv ¢y < R?ullyllylly-

This is where the truncation is used. Next, using (3.5),
T [l

(Bl < [ [ pOllwsdivldode < p*wlvloly <ol ol

Finally,
T
[(J(w), ¥)v] = CN/O [(w(1,8) = g2)4 — (91 — w(L, 1)) ][ (L, t)] dt

< (Co + Ciffwlv)ll¥lly < (Co + Cullully)llylly-

Here we have used a trace theorem for V. Collecting these estimates shows that
[(A(u), y)y| < (Co + Ci|lul|y)||ylly which gives the result.

O
We now show coercivity.
Lemma 4.2. The operator (AD + A) is coercive for all sufficiently large A, i.e.,
D A
i ADwWy £ Awwy (4.13)

[lully—oc [lully
Proof. We have,
(ADu, uyy = A(K (), why + Alw,vhy = Ml + Mol
Next,
(A )y = (K (0), why + k(K (), o)y + (K () vy
F2alKn(w), o)y~ vlpB(w), o)y + (T(w), o).

We deal with each term which appears on the right in turn. We use the Holder
inequality and the Cauchy inequality with e in most of the estimates. First, we note
that

¥ 2
(=K (), wpy = =[lvlvllw]y = =gl - ;HUJII%-

Similarly,
¥ 2k?
k(K (w),v)y = —k[v]v]wlly > —gllvH% - Tleli-
We have,
YK (©),v)v = 7[[v[l3-
Next

)

2a’R* 9

1 1
R 1 N e
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Also,
. 5 27/2]9*2
—v(B(w),v)y = —vp”[we[wllvalln = =2 VIR = —— -
Finally, using a trace theorem in V,
~y 202
(J(w),v)y > (=C1 = CollwlW)llvllv = =< vl - Tollwl\?; -C.

Collecting these estimates and rearranging the constants yields
1
(ADu, u)y + (Au,u)y > (A = O)lwlly, + AllvllF + v]vl = €.

Dividing this estimate by ||u||y = ||w||y + ||v||v and letting [|u||y — oo leads to
(4.13), for each sufficiently large \.

We note that the presence of the viscosity term is essential for obtaining this
result.
Finally , we prove that the operator AD + A is pseudomonotone from Z into Z’.

Lemma 4.3. The operator A\D + A : Z — Z' is pseudomonotone for all A suffi-
ciently large.

Proof. We note that we may write AD + A = Ay + Ay where
A (w) — K
N < “ ) _ (@) K@) )
v EK (w) +vK(v)

Az ( 111») ) N < 2aKp(w) —SB(wHJ(w) ) (4.15)

It is easy to check that A; is, in fact, monotone, for all A sufficiently large.
Since the sum of a monotone operator and a completely continuous operator is
pseudomonotone ([14]), it suffices to show that As is completely continuous. This,
in turn, follows from examining the operators Kr, B and J. To this end, let
{um} = {(wm,vm)} be a sequence which converges weakly to v = (w,v) in Z.
Then, w,, — w and v,, — v weakly in L?(0,T;V) as m — oo, and also w/, — w’
and v/, — v’ weakly in L?(0,T;V"). It follows from Corollary 4 of [13], that {w,,}
and {v,,} are relatively compact in L?(0,T; H*(0,1)). By passing to subsequences
we may assume that {w,,} and {v,,} converge strongly in L?(0,T; H'(0,1)) and
pointwise a.a. to w and v, respectively. We have for ¢ € V,

and

{(B(wm) — B(w), o)v| < p*lwma — wallL2(0, 1) |02 220,111 -
Since ||¢z || 22(0,7;1) < ||¢]]v, we obtain
[(B(wm) = B(w))|lv: < Cllwma — wallr2(0,r;) — 0, m — oo.
Next,
{(Kr(wm) — Kr(w), p)v| < R2||w,m - meLQ(O,T;H)H%HL?(O,T;H)

(% (Wma) — Y (wa))wa || 22 0,7:00) |02 L2 (0,7 1) -
Now since the truncation function ¥ is continuous and bounded it follows that
[(U%(wme) — VR (we))we || 20,7,y — 0 by the dominated convergence theorem. It
follows that
[(Kr(wm) = Kr(w)|yr — 0, m — oo.
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Finally, using straightforward manipulations and a trace theorem yields
[(J(wm) = J(w), o)v| < Cllwm — wllL20,1:m0 0,0 [l 220,731 (0,1))-
Then, dividing both sides by ||¢||y, we obtain
1 (wm) = J(w)|lv: < Cllwm — wllL20,7507(0,1)) — 0

as m — oco. We conclude that the operaror As : Z — Z’ is completely continuous.
O

Since the conditions (1)-(3) have now been established we have a solution u =
(w,v) € Z. This implies that w, w’ = v € V and so w € C([0,T]; V). This com-
pletes the proof of the existence part in Proposition 1. Thus, for each R sufficiently
large, there exists a solution (wg,vr) to Problem Py neogr. The proof of the unique-
ness of the solution is straightforward, and is omitted here since a very similar proof
can be found in the following section concerning the solution of Problem Py n¢.

5. Proof of Theorem 3.1. We prove Theorem 3.1 in two steps. First, we show
that for a sufficiently large R there exists a time 0 < 7" such that the truncation
is not active on [0,7*). Therefore, the solution (wg,vg) of the truncated problem
is also a local solution of the problem without truncation. Then, we prove that the
solution is unique.

Proposition 2. Assume that R > 0 is fized and sufficiently large so that ||woz || o< (0,1) <
R. Then there exists 0 < T, which depends on the problem data, such that for
0 <t <T*, the solution wgr of problem Pyncr satisfies

lwrzll Lo (0,1)x0,7%)) < R- (5.1)

We conclude that U%(wr,) = w%, = w? on the time interval [0,7*) and, there-

fore, (wg,vg) is a solution of Problem Py ¢ on this time interval.

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition 1 that
w e C([0,T]; V),

and so the mappings w, : [0,T] — H*(0,1) and wy, : [0,T] — L?(0, 1) are continu-
ous and bounded. Next, the Holder inequality yields

1
|we (2, 1)] S/ |waa (r, )] dr < [ wea ()] 22(0,1)- (5:2)
0

Let h(t) = ||wze(t)|[z2(0,1) then h : [0,7] — R is continuous on a compact set,
so it is bounded. Since h(0) = [wozel/z2(0,1) < R, there exist 0 < T* < T such
that h(t) = [|wee(t)|201) < R for all t € [0,7%). It follows that |w,(z,t)| <
lws(t)||L=(0,1) < R for all t € [0,T), that is (5.1) holds, and the truncation is
inactive on this time interval. O

We now show that the local solution of the problem is unique. However, be-
cause of the buckling possiblity, we expect that for certain parameter regimes and
appropriate initial conditions and forces the solution is sensitive to the data.

Proposition 3. The solution (w,v) of Problem Py nc on the time interval [0,T*)
1S UNIqUE.
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Proof. Let (w1,v1) and (wa,v2) be two solutions of Problem Py ¢ and write w =
w1 — wa, V=01 — U2, and so w; :wo-‘rfot’uidT, fori=1,2.
We use v(t) as a test function in (3.1) for (wy,v1) and (ws,vs), and subtract

the resulting expressions. Recalling that H = L?(0,1), we may write it, for a.a.
t e (0,7%), as

00 By + b T ()1 + 27 e (s — 200(0) 2 (1), 020)
+on(=(wa(1,8) = g2)+ + (91 —wa(1,8)) 4
+ @110 = g2+ = (g1 — wr (1,1)4)0(1,)
= S (w20 ))* — (wia ), o).

Integrating over 0 < 7 < ¢ yields
t t
lo()1I7 + kllwae (6) |7 + 27/0 [V (7) |7 dT = 21//0 P(7) (w2 (7), v2(7)) dT

ey / (—(wa(1,7) = ga)4 + (91 — wa(1,7))s
+n(1,7) — g2)s — (g1 — wi (L)) )o(1,7) dr

= 3 [ (sl = i) v ar,

where we used the fact that w(0) = v(0) = 0. Next, we note that, for a.a. ¢,
| = (w2 (1,8) = g2)4 + (91 — wa(1, 1)1 + (wi (1, 1) — g2) 4 — (g1 — wa(1,2)) 4|

< 20wz (1, 8) — wi(1,8)] < 2w ()] 7

Likewise, [v(1,t)| < |lvx(t)||a, for a.a. t. Since [[wiz(t)|[ 1 0,1) < R for i = 1,2, we
also have that

[w3e (1) = wig (T < 3R?||lwaa(T) — wia(7) |1 < Cllwsa(7)| -

Combining these results and using the fact that |p| < p* by assumption (3.5) we
have

t
1012 + Fllwee )2 + 27 / 02a (1) 13 dr
t t
< 2up' / s (7)1l () 2 dr + C / s (72 s ()] 2

e / o () 10 ()| 1

Using the Cauchy inequality with € in the three terms on the right-hand side and
the fact that [|v, (t)|| g < [|vee ()7 and [Jw, (8)| g < ||wee ()] a7, leads to

t t
IIU(t)IIfH+kllwm(f)llfq+7/0 [vew (T dT < C/O lwae (7) |7 dr-

Gronwall’s inequality now gives ||w..(t)]|% = 0 for all t € [0,T*). In view of
the boundary conditions at z = 0, w = 0, and this implies that v = 0 and so the
solution is unique. O
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This concludes the proof of the existence and uniqueness assertions of Theorem
3.1. To establish the regularity assertions requires the energy balance result of the
next section.

6. Energy balance and global solution. We derive an energy balance for the
problem Py nyc. Then, we use it to show that the solution in Theorem 3.1 exists on
each time interval [0, 7], for T' < co.

First, we derive the energy balance equation. Let (w,v) be the local solution
of Pync We use v(t) as a test function in (3.1), and for any 7' < T* and for a.a.
t € [0,T] we obtain

(W' (@), v()v + k(e (), Vax (t)) + Y (Ve (), vax(t)) + ( ( ), vz (t))
+on ((w(1,1) = g2)+ + (w(l,t) — g1)-) v(1, )
— vp(t)(wa(t), v (t)) = (f (1), v(t))v.

We may rewrite this as

S NI+ 5% e (s + A + 5, (I
£ w1,0) - )2~ (w(10)  00)?)

— vp(t)(wa (1), v (1)) = (f(t), v(t))v-
Integration over 0 < 7 <t < T yields
1 2 K 2 ! 2 A 2002
Slo@le + S llwee Ol + [ oI5 dr + S llwz ()5
2 2 0 12

+ %N ((w(1,8) = g2)% + (w(1,) = g1)%)

k a
= llvolly + g el + =5 oo

+ N (wo(1) = g2)2 + (wo(1) — g1)?)

2
t t
v [ ), em)dr + [ (7)) (61)
0 0
The system energy at time t, E = E(t), is defined as

1 k a
B() =4 0Ol + 5w ()13 + S 20

+ 2 ((w(18) = g2)% + (w(L,8) = g1)?).
It follows that

M®=E@—WAHWM@W
+VAzwwwAﬂmAﬂmT+A<ﬂﬂmv»vm. (6.2)

The first integral on the right-hand side is the viscous dissipation term, the second
is the work done by the horizontal traction at x = 1, and the third integral is the
work done by the force f.
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The following estimate, for 0 < ¢t < T < T™, is obtained in a straightforward
manner from (6.2) using the Holder and the Cauchy inequalities, with E(0) = Ey:

E(t) + / lo(r)|I2 dr

(vp*)?
R

t
/0 s (713 dr

1 t 7y t
2 [ @R dr+ T oo (6:3)

Now, applying the Gronwall inequality, we obtain the following estimate

t
<Bo+ 2 [ foatr)ly dr +
0

t
a
@7 + Ellwee (DI + G llwi (O +7/0 [o(r)[I5 dr

+en ((w(1,8) = g2)% + (w(l,t) — g1)?) < Cr(T), (6.4)
for all 0 <t < T < T*, where the constant C(T) may be chosen as
Cp(T) = 2(Eo + || fll20,7;v)) exp(c™T), (6.5)

where ¢* = (vp*)? /7.

This estimate gives the regularity assertions of Theorem 3.1 and completes the
proof of that theorem. It also allows us to establish a truncation level R which is
large enough so that solutions to the truncated Problem Py nycpr and the untrun-
cated problem Py yc must coincide on the entire interval [0, 7]. This is the content
of the next result.

Proposition 4. The solution (w,v) of Problem Pync exists on each time interval
[0,T], for T < co.

Proof. Let T be fixed, and let Cg(T') be the constant in (6.5) corresponding to this
T, and choose Ry and R to satisfy

1
Ry =1/ 7Cp(T) <R.

Next, we denote by wg the solution of the truncated problem Py ncg, for the
chosen R, and let

A={0<t <T: |wra(t)llL=0,1) = R}

If A =0, then ||wrs(t)||L=(0,1) < R, and hence ¥%(wr,) = wh,, for 0 <t < T.
Therefore, the truncation is inactive on the time interval [0,7] and wp = w is a
global solution to Pyyc. If A # 0, let T* = inf A. Since wr € C([0,T],V) we have
that ||wre (T™)|| L (0,1) > R and hence 7% > 0. On the other hand, for 0 <t < T,
we have ||[wrs ()| Lo (0,1) < R and so wr = w is a solution to Problem Py ¢ for
0 <t<T* Tt follows from (6.5) that Cg(T*) < Cg(T) and hence from (6.4) we
have, for 0 <t < T*, that

|wee () la = | wrea ()|l < Ro < R.

Hence, ||wrz(t)| £o(0,1) < Ro < R and so again by continuity we have ||wr, (T™)| Lo (0,1) <
Ry < R, a contradiction. The conclusion now follows.
O
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7. Proof of Theorem 3.2. To prove the theorem we pass to the limit ¢y — oo
in a sequence of solutions to Problem Py y¢ and thus obtain a solution to Problem
Pys. Specifically, we take ¢y = 1/e,e > 0 in this section, and let (w.,ve) denote
the corresponding solution of Problem Py yc. Whenever the notation requires it,
we assume that an appropriate measurable representative has been chosen. The
proof requires a delicate convergence property of the solutions to the nonlinear
beam equation of this paper that has already been established for solutions of the
standard beam equation in [11]. Both of these results parallel a continuity property
for the wave operator that is a consequence of the so-called div-curl lemma of
compensated compactness (see [7]).

We begin with the following result, which is a counterpart to Lemma 4.1 of [11].
Note, in here and in what follows, no assumption is made about the behaviour of
the individual terms that appear in v, + Weggzas + VWepzas- Also, throughout this
section, we assume that f € H and wy € K N H*(0,1).

Lemma 7.1. Let (w,v.) be the solution of Problem Pync¢, with e > 0. Then,
there exists a constant M, independent of €, such that

”v; + Wezgze + 'Yvezzzz”H S M.
Proof. Let ¢ € C§° ((0,1) x (0,7")). Using ¢ as the test function in (3.1) yields

T T T
- / (Us (t), ¢/(t))H dt + k/ (wsmc (t); Qbmc (t))H dt + 'Y/ (Usmc (t), (bzz (t))H dt
0 0 0

T T
= 30 | ()60 dt v [ o0 a0 000

T
+ / (). 6(8)) .

Now, since wy € K, it follows that the constant Cg(T") that appears in (6.4) is inde-
pendent of & and hence both we,, and (w32, ), are uniformly bounded in L*(0,T; H).
Consequently, using the Holder inequality, the right-hand side above is bounded by
M| ¢, for some constant M independent of €, and so we obtain

|<'U:_- + Wegzza + YVexzzx, ¢>H| S M||¢||H7

which proves the lemma. |

Now, using (6.4) and Lemma 7.1, we can pass to a subsequence so that,

ve — v weaklyin V, (7.1)
ve — v weakx* in L™ (0,T;H), (7.2)
we — w weakx* in L*(0,T;V), (7.3)
VL + Wepzwr + VVerszz — U + Wevws + VWezee weakly in H.  (7.4)

Now, V embeds compactly in C*([0,1]) which in turn embeds in H. Consequently,
it follows from (7.2) and (7.3) and Corollary 4 of [13] that we may pass to a further
subsequence and obtain

w. — w strongly in C ([0,7];C*(0,1)). (7.5)
Next, we observe that it also follows from (6.4) that

((w(1,8) = g2)2 + (we(1,8) — 91)2) < Cr(T)e,
and so, since (7.5) holds, w(t) € K for 0 <t < T.
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The above results are sufficient to pass to the lower order terms which appear in
(3.1). However, to deal with the higher order terms we need the following lemma,
which is established in [11] under the additional hypothesis that wy = 0. We note
that the general case may be obtained by applying Lemma 4.3 of that paper to
the shifted sequence w, — wgy. This is a remarkable result in that a convergence
conclusion is obtained for nonlinear terms under hypotheses which only involve
weak covergence.

Lemma 7.2. Suppose (we,v.) satisfies (7.1) — (7.5). Then,

limsup/ / wm anmuam) dxdt

e—0
< / / (1)2 — wiw — ”yvmwm) dxdt. (7.6)
o Jo

We now are in position to pass to the limit in (3.1). For this purpose, if ¢ € V,
we let

Pa() = 2 (((0L1) ~ g2)+ — (6(L,1) — g1))

Then, it is easy to check that the operator P- is monotone, i.e.,
(P-(¢1) — P-(¥2), 91 — ¥2)g > 0.

Now, let w € V be such that v’ € H, w(T) = w(T') and u(t) € K for 0 <¢ < T, so
that P-(u(t)) = 0. Then, in (3.1) we choose u — w, as a test function, and obtain

T T
_/ (ve,u’ — V) gy dt + k/ (Weza Uze — Wega) gy dt + (vo, w(0) — wo) 5y
0 0

T T
+7/ (’anwu Ugx — wamm)H dt + / <P€ (wa) , U — w€>dt
0 0
1 T T
+§a/ (wgw Uy — wsx)Hdt - V/ (p)(wsxa Uy — wsz)Hdt
0 0

T
:/ (f,u—we)y dt.
0

Now, since P-(u) =0 and P is monotone, we have that

T T
/ (P: (we) ,u — we)dt = / (P: (we) — P (u) ,u —w:)dt < 0.
0 0
Therefore,

T T
B / (o’ — ), dt + k/ (Wens s tpe — Wena) i+ (v, u(0) — wo) g
0 0
T
+7/ (Uammu Ugx — wawz)H dt
0

1 T T
—l—ga/ (w?w,uw—wm)gdt—u/ () (W, Uy — Wey ) prdt
0 0

T
> /0 (f,u—we)y dt. (7.7)

Now, using Lemma 7.2 and (7.1)-(7.5) we can pass to the limit in (7.7) and obtain
(3.3). This concludes the proof of Theorem 3.2.
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We conclude that the Signorini problem Problem P,;_g has a weak solution.
However, the uniqueness of the solution remains an open problem.

8. Conclusions. The problem of the vibrations of a nonlinear beam when one of
its ends is constrained to move between two reactive or rigid stops has been studied.

The contact has been modeled with the normal compliance condition for the
deformable stops, and with the Signorini condition for the rigid stops.

The existence of a unique local weak solution to the problem with reactive stops
is shown by using truncation and results for pseudomonotone operators. An energy
balance has been derived for the problem which allowed to show that the local weak
solution is a global solution.

The solution of the Signorini-type problem with rigid stops is obtained by pass-
ing to the limit when the normal compliance coeflicient approaches infinity. The
uniqueness in this case remains an open problem.

It is of interest to use this result to construct an efficient and convergent numerical
scheme for the model and perform numerical simulations. Since this beam may
buckle, the behavior of the solutions is likely to be very complex. Moreover, using
the Fourier Transform, the noise generated by the banging of the beam’s end on
the stops may be analyzed. The control of this noise may be of interest, and so the
problem of the control of the vibrations of the beam will be studied in subsequent
work.
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