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Abstract We consider a family of linearly viscoelastic shells with thickness 2¢, clamped
along their entire lateral face, all having the same middle surface S = (@) C R3, where
@ C R? is a bounded and connected open set with a Lipschitz-continuous boundary .
We make an essential geometrical assumption on the middle surface S, which is satis-
fied if y and @ are smooth enough and § is uniformly elliptic. We show that, if the ap-
plied body force density is O (1) with respect to ¢ and surface tractions density is O (¢),
the solution of the scaled variational problem in curvilinear coordinates, u(¢), defined
over the fixed domain £2 = w x (—1, 1) for each ¢ € [0, T], converges to a limit # with
Ug(e) = ug in WH2(0, T, H'(2)) and u3(e) — us in WH2(0, T, L*(£2)) as ¢ — 0. More-
over, we prove that this limit is independent of the transverse variable. Furthermore, the
average it = 3 f_ll udx;, which belongs to the space W'2(0, T, Vy; (w)), where

Vi () = Hy () x Hy(w) x L*(w),

satisfies what we have identified as (scaled) two-dimensional equations of a viscoelastic
membrane elliptic shell, which includes a long-term memory that takes into account previ-
ous deformations. We finally provide convergence results which justify those equations.
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1 Introduction

In solid mechanics, the obtention of models for rods, beams, plates and shells is based on
a priori hypotheses on the displacement and/or stress fields which, upon substitution in
the three-dimensional equilibrium and constitutive equations, lead to useful simplifications.
Nevertheless, from both constitutive and geometrical point of views, there is a need to justify
the validity of most of the models obtained in this way.

For this reason a considerable effort has been made in the past decades by many authors
in order to derive new models and justify the existing ones by using the asymptotic expan-
sion method, whose foundations can be found in [1]. Indeed, the first applied results were
obtained with the justification of the linearized theory of plate bending in [2, 3].

The existence and uniqueness of solution of elliptic membrane shell equations, can be
found in [4] and in [5]. These two-dimensional models are completely justified with con-
vergence theorems. A complete theory regarding elastic shells can be found in [6], where
models for elliptic membranes, generalized membranes and flexural shells are presented.
It contains a full description of the asymptotic procedure that leads to the corresponding sets
of two-dimensional equations. Also, the dynamic case has been studied in [7-9], concerning
the justification of dynamic equations for membrane, flexural and Koiter shells.

A large number of real problems had made it necessary the study of new models which
could take into account effects such as hardening and memory of the material. An example
of these are the viscoelasticity models (see [10-12]). Many authors have contributed to the
nowadays knowledge of this sort of problems, providing justified models and results. Indeed,
we can find examples in the literature as [13—18] and in the references therein, a variety of
models for problems concerning the viscoelastic behaviour of the material. In particular,
there exist studies of the behaviour of viscoelastic plates as in [19, 20], where models for
von Karmén plates are analysed. In some of these works, we can find analysis of the in-
fluence of short or long term memory in the equations modelling a problem. These terms
take into account previous deformations of the body, hence, they are commonly presented in
some viscoelastic problems. For instance, on one hand, we can find in [21] models includ-
ing a short term memory presented by a system of integro-differential and pseudoparabolic
equations describing large deflections on a viscoelastic plate. On the other hand, in [22] a
long term memory is considered on the study of the asymptotic behaviour of the solution of
a von Kdarman plate when the time variable tends to infinity. Also, in the reference [23], the
authors study the effects of great deflections in thin plates covering both short and long term
memory cases. Concerning viscoelastic shell problems, in [24] we can find different kind
of studies where the authors also remark the viscoelastic property of the material of a shell.
For the problems dealing with the shell-type equations, there exists a very limited amount of
results available, for instance, [25] where the authors present a model for a dynamic contact
problem where a short memory (Kelvin-Voigt) material is considered. Particularly remark-
able is the increasing number of studies of viscoelastic shells problems in order to reproduce
the complex behaviour of tissues in the field of biomedicine. For example, in [26] the dif-
ficulties of this kind of problems are detailed and even though an one-dimensional model
is derived for modelling a vessel wall, the author comments the possibility of considering
two-dimensional models with a shell-type description and a viscoelastic constitutive law.
In this direction, to our knowledge, in [27] we gave the first steps towards the justification
of existing models of viscoelastic shells and the finding of new ones. By using the asymp-
totic expansion method, we found a rich variety of cases, depending on the geometry of
the middle surface, the boundary conditions and the order of the applied forces. The most
remarkable feature was that from the asymptotic analysis of the three-dimensional problems
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On the Justification of Viscoelastic Elliptic Membrane Shell Equations 87

which included a short term memory represented by a time derivative, a long term memory
arised in the two-dimensional limit problems, represented by an integral with respect to the
time variable. This fact, agreed with previous asymptotic analysis of viscoelastic rods in
[28, 29] where an analogous behaviour was presented as well.

In this work we justify the two-dimensional equations of a viscoelastic membrane shell
where the surface S is elliptic and the boundary condition of place is considered in the whole
lateral face of the shell:

Problem 1 Find £°: [0, T] x @ —> R3 such that,

E(t,) € Vy(0) := Hy (w) x Hy (w) x L*(w), Yt €0, T],

8/aaﬂarisynr(gg(t))yaﬁ(n)\/ady+8/baﬂaf’gyrrt(és(t))yaﬂ(”)\/c_ldy
- /0 e He / Py (E°(9)) Yap () Vadydss

=/pi'e(t)ni«/5dy V=) € Vy(w), ae.in(0,7),
£°0,)=§,0),

where,
1 o
Yap () := E(aanﬂ + 9p1a) — Lglo — bapns,

pr@ = | xS+ R () + R (@) and B (1) = (e, -, Ee),

—&

and where the contravariant components of the fourth order two-dimensional tensors a7 %¢,
bePome c@BoTe are defined as rescaled versions of two-dimensional fourth order tensors that
we shall recall later in (5.1)—(5.3).

In what follows, we shall prove that the scaled three-dimensional unknown, u(¢), con-
verges as the small parameter ¢ tends to zero to a limit, u, independent of the transversal
variable. Moreover, we find that this limit can be identified with transversal average, u, for
all point of the middle surface of the shell. Furthermore, we prove that u is the unique so-
lution of Problem 1, hence, the limit of the scaled unknown can be also identified with the
solution of the two-dimensional problem, &, defined over the middle surface of the shell.

We will follow the notation and style of [6], where the linear elastic shells are studied.
For this reason, we shall reference auxiliary results which apply in the same manner to the
viscoelastic case. One of the major differences with respect to previous works in elasticity,
consists on the time dependence, that will lead to ordinary differential equations that need
to be solved in order to find the zeroth-order approach of the solution.

The structure of the paper is the following: in Sect. 2 we shall recall the three-dimensional
viscoelastic problem in Cartesian coordinates and then, considering the problem for a family
of viscoelastic shells of thickness 2¢, we formulate the problem in curvilinear coordinates.
In Sect. 3 we will use a projection map into a reference domain independent of the small
parameter &, we will introduce the scaled unknowns and forces and we present the assump-
tions on coefficients. In Sect. 4 we recall some technical results which will be needed in

@ Springer



88 G. Castifieira, A. Rodriguez-Arés

what follows. In Sect. 5, first we recall the results in [27], where the two-dimensional equa-
tions for a viscoelastic membrane shell were studied, in the particular case where the middle
surface is elliptic and the boundary condition of place is considered in the whole lateral face
of the shell. Then, we present the convergence results when the small parameter ¢ tends to
zero, which is the main result of this paper. After that, we present the convergence results
in terms of de-scaled unknowns. In Sect. 6 we shall present some conclusions, including a
comparison between the viscoelastic models and the elastic case studied in [6] and announce
the convergence results regarding other cases in forthcoming papers.

2 The Three-Dimensional Linearly Viscoelastic Shell Problem

We denote S?, where d = 2,3 in practice, the space of second-order symmetric tensors
on R?, while “-” will represent the inner product and | - | the usual norm in S¢ and R¢. In
what follows, unless the contrary is explicitly written, we will use summation convention on
repeated indices. Moreover, Latin indices i, j, k, [, .. ., take their values in the set {1, 2, 3},
whereas Greek indices «, 8, 0, 7, ..., do it in the set {1, 2}. Also, we use standard notation
for the Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces. Also, for a time dependent function u, we denote
the first derivative of u with respect to the time variable. Recall that “—” denotes strong
convergence, while “—” denotes weak convergence.

Let 22* be a domain of R?, with a Lipschitz-continuous boundary I'* = 9£2*. Let
x* = (x}) be a generic point of its closure £2* and let 0} denote the partial derivative with
respect to x;. Let dx* denote the volume element in £2*, dI"* denote the area element along
I'* and n* denote the unit outer normal vector along I"*. Finally, let I and I')" be subsets
of I"* such that meas(Iy) > 0and Iy NI =0.

The set £2* is the region occupied by a deformable body in the absence of applied
forces. We assume that this body is made of a Kelvin-Voigt viscoelastic material, which
is homogeneous and isotropic, so that the material is characterized by its Lamé coefficients
A >0, n > 0 and its viscosity coefficients, 8 > 0, p > 0 (see for instance [10, 11, 30]).

Let T > 0 be the time period of observation. Under the effect of applied forces, the
body is deformed and we denote by u : [0, T'] x §2* — R3 the Cartesian components of
the displacements field, defined as u* := u;*e" [0, T x £2* — R3, where {e'} denotes the
Euclidean canonical basis in R*. Moreover, we consider that the displacement field vanishes
on the set I')". Hence, the displacements field u* = (u}) : [0, T] x 2% —> R3 is solution of
the following three-dimensional problem in Cartesian coordinates.

Problem 2 Find u* = (u}): [0, T] x 2% — R3 such that,

—d350 (W) = £ in 2%, 2.1
u; =0 on Iy, 2.2)

o (w*)nt =" on Iy, (2.3)
u (0,)=u; in %, (2.4)

where the functions

O_ij,*(u*) = Ai«fkl’*e,"(‘l(u*) + B[jkl'*ezl(d*),
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On the Justification of Viscoelastic Elliptic Membrane Shell Equations 89

are the components of the linearized stress tensor field and where the functions
Aijkl.* = )\‘(Sij(skl + M(siksjl + Silajk)’
Biiklx . gsijgkl 4 B((Siksﬂ + 8i[6jk)
5 )

are the components of the three-dimensional elasticity and viscosity fourth order tensors,
respectively, and

1
* *) . koK * ok
e (u*) = 5(8jui + 8 u3),
designates the components of the linearized strain tensor associated with the displacement
field u*of the set £2*.

‘We now proceed to describe the equations in Problem 2. Expression (2.1) is the equilibrium
equation, where f* are the components of the volumic force densities. The equality (2.2) is
the Dirichlet condition of place, (2.3) is the Neumann condition, where h"* are the compo-
nents of surface force densities and (2.4) is the initial condition, where u{ denotes the initial
displacements.

Note that, for the sake of briefness, we omit the explicit dependence on the space and
time variables when there is no ambiguity. Let us define the space of admissible unknowns,

V(.Q*) = {v* =(v) e [HI(Q*)T; v* =0o0n FO*}.

Therefore, assuming enough regularity, the unknown u* = (u}) satisfies the following vari-
ational problem in Cartesian coordinates:

Problem 3 Find u* = (u}): [0, T] x 2* — R3 such that,

ut(t,) e V(2*) Viel0,T],

/ Aif"”*e;fl(u*)eff(V*)dx*+f BV ey (i) ef; (v*)dx”
. J Q*
- fi’*v?dx*‘f'/ Wruidr* Vot eV(2F)., ae.in(0.7),
o oy

1

u*(0,) =uy(").

Let us consider that £2* is a viscoelastic shell of thickness 2¢. Now, we shall express the
equations of Problem 3 in terms of curvilinear coordinates. Let @ be a domain of R2, with
a Lipschitz-continuous boundary y = dw. Let y = (y,) be a generic point of its closure ®
and let 9, denote the partial derivative with respect to y,.

Let 0 € C*(&; R?) be an injective mapping such that the two vectors a, (y) := 3,0 (y)
are linearly independent. These vectors form the covariant basis of the tangent plane to the
surface S := 0(w) at the point #(y) = y*. The surface S is uniformly elliptic, in the sense
that the two principal radius of curvature are either both positive at all points of S, or both
negative at all points of S. We can consider the two vectors a®(y) of the same tangent plane
defined by the relations a®(y) -ag(y) = Bg‘, that constitute the contravariant basis. We define
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90 G. Castifieira, A. Rodriguez-Arés

the unit vector,

ai(y) Nax(y)

— e 2.5
lai(y) A ax(y)| ()

as(y) =a’(y) :=

normal vector to S at the point #(y) = y*, where A denotes vector product in R3.
We can define the first fundamental form, given as metric tensor, in covariant or con-
travariant components, respectively, by

Qop =0y - ag, af :=a"-

the second fundamental form, given as curvature tensor, in covariant or mixed components,
respectively, by

bug :=a’ - dgay, b? :=aP"b,,,
and the Christoffel symbols of the surface S by
Is:=a’  0gaq,.
The area element along S is \/ady = dy* where
a :=det(aup). (2.6)

For each ¢ > 0, we define the three-dimensional domain £2°¢ := w x (—¢, &) and its
boundary I"* = 9£2°. We also define the following parts of the boundary,

i :=wx{g}, I :=wx{—¢}, Iy ==y x[—¢ ¢l

Let x® = (x{) be a generic point of ¢ and let ;7 denote the partial derivative with respect
to x¢. Note that x& = y, and 3¢ = 9. Let @ : £2° — R? be the mapping defined by

O(x°):=0(y) +x5a3(y) Vx*=(y,x5) = (y1,y,x5) € 2°. .7

The next theorem shows that if the injective mapping 6 : ® — R? is smooth enough, the
mapping @ : £2¢ — R is also injective for & > 0 small enough (see Theorem 3.1-1, [6]).

Theorem 1 Let w be a domain in R?. Let @ € C*(@; R?) be an injective mapping such that
the two vectors a, = 3,0 are linearly independent at all points of & and let as, defined
in (2.5). Then there exists &y > 0 such that the mapping @ : 2o — R> defined by

O(y,x3) :=0(y) +x3a3(y)  Y(y,x3) € 29, where 2y:=w x (—&, &),

is a C'— diffeomorphism from 20 onto O(82) and det(g,, 8,.83) >0 in 20, where
g, '=0,0.

For each ¢, 0 < ¢ < g, the set @(.(_25) = 2* is the reference configuration of a vis-
coelastic shell, with middle surface S = 0 () and thickness 2¢ > 0. Furthermore for ¢ > 0,
2¢(x°) := 37 @ (x*) are linearly independent and the mapping @ : £2° — R? is injective for
all €, 0 < & < &9, as a consequence of injectivity of the mapping 6. Hence, the three vectors
g: (x®) form the covariant basis of the tangent space at the point x* = @ (x®) and g (x%)
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On the Justification of Viscoelastic Elliptic Membrane Shell Equations 91

defined by the relations g"* - g5 = 8 form the contravariant basis at the point x* = @ (x®).
We define the metric tensor, in covariant or contravariant components, respectively, by

ij.e

g =885 gl i=g gt

and Christoffel symbols by
I"ij."s =g 97 g5 (2.8)

The volume element in the set @ (£2°) = 2* is /g°dx® = dx* and the surface element
in @M% =T"*is \/gedI'* =dI'* where

" i=det(g;)). (2.9)

Therefore, for a field v* defined in @ (£2¢) = £2*, we define its covariant curvilinear coordi-
nates v by

vi(x*) = v (x*)e =0 (x°)g' (x¢), withx* =0 (x%).

1

Besides, we denote by u; : [0, T'] x £2¢ — R3 the covariant components of the displace-
ments field, that is U* := uf g™ : [0, T] x 2° — R>. For simplicity, we define the vector
field u® = (uf) : [0, T] x £2° — R? which will be denoted vector of unknowns.

Recall that we assumed that the shell is subjected to a boundary condition of place; in
particular that the displacements field vanishes in @ (/;) = I, this is, on the whole lateral
face of the shell.

Accordingly, let us define the space of admissible unknowns,

V() ={v"=(v) € [HI(QS)]S; v'=0o0n Iy}

1

This is a real Hilbert space with the induced inner product of [H'(£2)]>. The corre-
sponding norm is denoted by | - ||1,o=.

Therefore, we can find the expression of Problem 3 in curvilinear coordinates (see [6]
for details). Hence, the “displacements” field u® = (u?) verifies the following variational
problem of a three-dimensional viscoelastic shell in curvilinear coordinates:

Problem 4 Find u® = (uf) : [0, T] x £2¢ — R? such that,

u'(t,") € V(2°) Vviel0,T],
fm AT ey (ut)efy; (v) VgTdx* +/m B ey () efy; (v) V/gTdx*
:/ fieutJgfdxt +/ h"*vf/gfdT® Vo' e V(22°), ae.in(0,T),
Q¢ reure
ué‘(O, ) = us()v
where the functions

Aijkl,s ::)‘.gz/s kls_i_H/( ik.e ]ls+gzlsg/ks) (210)

Bijk],s = ogij,sgkl,s + 2(g1k {-‘gj]F +glngjk s) (2]1)
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92 G. Castifieira, A. Rodriguez-Arés

are the contravariant components of the three-dimensional elasticity and viscosity tensors,
respectively. We assume that the Lamé coefficients A > 0, u > 0 and the viscosity coeffi-
cients 8 > 0, p > 0 are all independent of . Moreover, the terms

1 1
& &gY . & & _ e, € & & p.€ e
iy () =3 (g + ) = 5 (95uf +07us) = I uy,
designate the covariant components of the linearized strain tensor associated with the dis-
placement field U°of the set ©(£2°). Moreover, f¢ denotes the contravariant compo-
nents of the volumic force densities, 4"** denotes contravariant components of surface force
densities and u; denotes the initial “displacements” (actually, the initial displacement is
€ i (1€ ie
0= (”o)ig ).
Note that the following additional relations are satisfied,

Iy =rh" =0 in$2°,
’ 2.12
Amﬂa3,£ — Aa333,£ — Botﬁa?x,s — Bot333,s =0 in 5'25’ ( )

as a consequence of the definition of @ in (2.7).
The existence and uniqueness of solution of Problem 4 for ¢ > 0 small enough, estab-
lished in the following theorem, was proved in [27].

Theorem 2 Let 2° be a domain in R3 defined previously in this section and let @ be
a C2-diffeomorphism of $2° in its image O (82°), such that the three vectors gi(x) =
07 @ (x®) are linearly independent for all x° € $2¢. Let I'y be a dI'*-measurable subset of
¢ = 982° such that meas(I'y) > 0. Let f*¢ € L*(0, T; L*(2)), h'* € L*(0, T; L*(I'{)),
where I'f ;= T} U ¢, Let ug € V(82°). Then, there exists a unique solution u® = (u;) :
[0, T] x £2° — R? satisfying Problem 4. Moreover, u® € W'2(0, T; V (£2%)). In addition to
that, if {7 € L*(0, T; L*(2°)), h'* € L*(0, T; L*(I'?)), then u® € W>2(0, T; V (£2%)).

3 The Scaled Three-Dimensional Shell Problem

For convenience, we consider a reference domain independent of the small parameter €.
Hence, let us define the three-dimensional domain 2 := @ x (—1,1) and its boundary
I' = 9£2. We also define the following parts of the boundary,

Iy :=wx {1}, I'_ :=wx{-1}, Iy:=y x[—1,1].

Let x = (x1, x2, x3) be a generic point in §2 and we consider the notation d; for the partial
derivative with respect to x;. We define the following projection map,
&

meix = (x1,X2,x3) € 2 —> 7°(x) =x° = (]

:) = (xf7x§’x§) = (x1, X2, £x3) € 27,

hence, 9, = d, and 95 = %83. We consider the scaled unknown u(e) = (u;(¢)) : [0, T] x
£ — R? and the scaled vector fields v = (v;) : £2 — R? defined as

uf (t,x°) =tu;(e)(t,x) and vf(x°)=:v;(x) Vx* =n°(x) € 2°, Vre[0,T]

1
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Also, let the functions, I3}, g°, AV, B¢ defined in (2.8), (2.9), (2.10) and (2.11),
be associated with the functions I3 (¢), g(e), Ak (g), B (¢) defined by

rfe)x) = (x°), (3.1
8(e)(x) :=g* (x°), (3-2)
AT (g) (x) := ATKE (xF), (3.3)
B () (x) := B (x), (34)

for all x* = 7¢(x) € £2¢. For all v = (v;) € [H*(£2)]?, let there be associated the scaled
linearized strains components e;;(¢)(v) € L?(£2), defined by

1

eqp(e;v) 1= 5(3/3% +8,vp) — [y3(e)vy, (3.5)
1/1 )

eq3(&;v) 1= 3 533% + 0,03 | — Ip3(8) vy, (3.6)
1

e33(e; v) 1= 533')3- 3.7)

Note that with these definitions it is verified that
ef”j(vg)(ng(x)) =¢j(e;v)(x) Vx €.

Remark I The functions I3 (¢), g(¢), Akl (g), BiiK (¢) converge in C°(£2) when ¢ tends to
zero.

Remark 2 When we consider ¢ = 0 the functions will be defined with respect to y € @. We
shall distinguish the three-dimensional Christoffel symbols from the two-dimensional ones
by using 75 (e) and I, respectively.

The next result is an adaptation of (b) in Theorem 3.3-2, [6] to the viscoelas-
tic case. We will study the asymptotic behaviour of the scaled contravariant compo-
nents A/¥(g), B (¢) of the three-dimensional elasticity and viscosity tensors defined in
(3.3)—(3.4), as ¢ — 0. We show their uniform positive definiteness not only with respect to
x € £2, but also with respect to &, 0 < & < g. Finally, their limits are functions of y € ®
only, that is, independent of the transversal variable x3.

Theorem 3 Let w be a domain in R? and let 0 € C*(@; R?) be an injective mapping such
that the two vectors a, = 3,0 are linearly independent at all points of ®, let a®® denote the
contravariant components of the metric tensor of S = 0(®). In addition to that, let the other
assumptions on the mapping 0 and the definition of ey be as in Theorem 1. The contravari-
ant components A (), Bk (¢) of the scaled three-dimensional elasticity and viscosity
tensors, respectively, defined in (3.3)—(3.4) satisfy

ATM (e) = ATM0) + O(e)  and A7 (e) = AP (e) =0,
B (e)=B"M(0)+ 0(e) and B*7(e) = B (e) =0,
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94 G. Castifieira, A. Rodriguez-Arés

forall e,0 < ¢ < gy, and
AP (0) = 1aPa" + pu(a®a”* +a" "), APP(0) = ra*”,
A3 (0) = pa®, ABB0) = 2+ 2u,
A%B3(() = A®333(0) =0,
B°7(0) =0a*Pa" + g(a‘“’aﬁ’ +a""af?), B*3(0)=0a"",
B70) = Sa, B¥0) =60+ p,
Bopo3 ) = B33 0)=0.

Moreover, there exist two constants C, > 0 and C, > 0, independent of the variables and ¢,
such that

Dl < C AN (@) (%)t (3.8)

iJj

> 12 < CuBH () ()t (3.9)

ij
foralle,0 <& <egg,forall x € 2 and all t = (1;;) € S*.

Remark 3 Note that the proof for the scaled viscosity tensor (B“*(g)) would follow the
steps of the proof for the elasticity tensor (A”¥ (¢)) in Theorem 3.3-2, [6], since from a
quality point of view their expressions differ in replacing the Lamé constants by the two
viscosity coefficients.

Let the scaled applied forces f'(¢) : [0, T]x 2 — R> and h' () : [0, T] x (I, UT_) —
R? be defined by

Fo=() . x) = fe)=(f'(e) . x)
Vx €2, wherex®*=n°(x)eR° and Vre[0,T],

hf = (hi's)(t, x°)=:h(e) = (hi(s))(t, x)
Vxel,UI_, wherex*=n°(x)el;Ul'* and Vtel0,T].

Also, we introduce uy(e) : 2 — R> by
ug(e)(x) :==uf(x) Vx e, wherex’=n(x)e 2",
and define the space
V() :={v=w)e[H'@];v=00n T},

which is a Hilbert space, with associated norm denoted by || - ||| «-
We assume that the scaled applied forces are given by

[, x)=e?fP(t,x) Vxe and Viel0,T],
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On the Justification of Viscoelastic Elliptic Membrane Shell Equations 95

h(e)(t,x) =" R (1,x) VxelL,UI_ and Vte[0,T],

where f” and h”*" are functions independent of & and where p is a natural number that will
show the order of the volume and surface forces, respectively. Then, the scaled variational
problem can be written as follows:

Problem 5 Find u(e) : [0, T] x 2 — R such that,

u(e)(t,-)e V() Vveel0,T],

/ Aijk[(s)ek|‘,(8,u(s))ei”j(e, v)y/g(e)dx —|—/ Bijk[(€)€k|\/(8,it(e))ei”j(e, v)y/g(e)dx
I?) I?)

=/ e? fiPu;\/g(e)dx +/ aph"’p“v“/g(e)df Yve V(£2), a.e.in(0,7),
o)

Iyur-

u(e)(0, ) =uo(e)(-).

From now on, for each & > 0, we shall use the shorter notation e;;(¢) = e;);(e; u(e)) and
éi)j(e) = e;y;(e; u(e)), for its time derivative. We recall the existence and uniqueness of
Problem 5 in the following theorem whose proof can be found in [27]:

Theorem 4 Let 2 be a domain in R® defined previously in this section and let @ be a
C2-diffeomorphism of 2 onto its image @ (82), such that the three vectors g =0;0(x) are
linearly independent for all x € 2. Let fi(¢) € L*(0, T; L*(£2)), hi(e) € L?(0, T; L*(I)),
where It := I'y U I'_. Let ug(e) € V(82). Then, there exists a unique solution u(e) =
(u;(e)) : [0, T] x 2 — R? satisfying Problem 5. Moreover u(e) € Wh-2(0, T; V(£2)).
In addition to that, if fi(e) € L*(0,T; L%(£2)), hi(e) € L2(0, T; L*(I)), then u(e) €
W22(0,T; V(£2)).

4 Technical Preliminaries

Concerning geometrical and mechanical preliminaries, we shall present some theorems,
which will be used in the following sections. First, we recall Theorem 3.3-1, [6].

Theorem 5 Let w be a domain in R?, let 0 € C*(&; R?) be an injective mapping such that
the two vectors a, = 0,0 are linearly independent at all points of @ and let &y > 0 be as in
Theorem 1. The functions 1’15’ (e)=T j’; (¢) and g(¢) are defined in (3.1)—(3.2), the functions
bag, b3, Fa‘%, a, are defined in Sect. 2 and the covariant derivatives bg |¢ are defined by

b |, = 0ubf + I'yeb — by .
The functions byg, bg, T, wh> bg |« and a are identified with functions in C°($2). Then
Tgy(e) = Iy —exsb| +0(e%),  I(e) = bap — £x35] bog.

I (e) = 0(e), IZ(e) = —bg — ex3blb? + O(&?),
I}i(e)=Th(e) =0, gle)=a+ 0(e),
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forall g,0 < & < gy, where the order symbols O (&) and O (e?) are meant with respect to the
norm || - llo.00.¢ defined by

lwllg,e0.2 = sup{|w(x)|; x € 2}.

Finally, there exist constants ay, gy and g such that
O<ap=<a(y) Vyeo,

~ “4.1)
O<go<gle)x)<g Vxe2 and Ve, 0<e<eg.

Remark 4 The asymptotic behaviour of g(¢) and the contravariant components of elasticity
and viscosity tensors, AV (), B/¥ (¢) also implies that

Ai/kl(g) o(e) = Aijkl(O)ﬁ+8Aijkl'l +82Aijkl,2 +0(82), 4.2)
Bijkl(s)\/<g(78)= Bi-fkl(O)\/E+8éi'fkl’l +£2Eijkl’2 +0(82), 4.3)

for certain regular contravariant components A< Biik.@ of certain tensors.

We now include the following result that will be used repeatedly in what follows (see
Theorem 3.4-1, [6], for details).

Theorem 6 Let @ be a domain in R? with boundary y, let 2 = w x (—1,1), and let
g € LP(82), p > 1, be a function such that

/ gdvdx =0, forallveC®(Q2)withv=0ony x[—1,1].
fe)
Then g =0.

Remark 5 This result holds if [, gd;vdx =0 for all v € H'(£2) such that v =0 in I}. It is
in this way that we will use this result in the following.

We now introduce the average with respect to the transversal variable, which plays a

major role in this study. To that end, let v represent real or vectorial functions defined almost
everywhere over £2 = w x (—1, 1). We define the transversal average as

_ 1!
v(y) = —/ v(y, x3)dx;
2J
for almost all y € w. Given § = (1;) € [H!(w)]?, let

1
Yap () 1= E(aﬁna + 3unp) — Lyglo — bapna, 4.4

denote the covariant components of the linearized change of metric tensor associated with a
displacement field n;a’ of the surface S. Next theorem will show some results related with
the transversal averages that will be useful in the next section.

Theorem 7 Let w be a domain in R, let 2 =w x (—1,1) and T > 0.
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(a) Let v e WH2(0, T, L*(2)). Then v(y) is finite for almost all y € w, belongs to
W20, T, L*(w)), and

[Ulwi20,7,02() < [lwi2o,7,0202)-
W1 ﬁ B

If 93v = 0 in the distributions sense (fg vozpdx =0 Vo € D(£2)) then v does not de-
pend on x3 and

v(y,x3) =v(y) foralmostall (y,x3) € 2.

(b) Letve W"2(0, T, H'(£2)). Then v € WH2(0, T, H' (w)), 3,0 = d4v and

IVllwi2.7. 5 @) < —=IVIlwizo. 7. 51 2)-
VN ﬁ R

Let yy be a subset 3y -measurable of y. If v=0on yy x [—1, 1] then v =0 on yy; in
particular, v € WH2(0, T, Hol(w)) ifv=0o0ny x[—1,1].

(c) Let (v(€))e=0 be a sequence of functions v(e) € W20, T, H'(2)) and let v €
Wh2(0, T, L*(w)) such that

dv(e) >0 inW'(0,T,L*(2)) and
v(e) > v in W"*(0,T, L*(w)) when & — 0.

Then, v(e) — v in WY2(0,T,L*(2)) when & — 0, where the function v €
W20, T, L>(w)) is identified with a function in W'2(0,T, L*(Q)) taking
v(y, x3) :=v(y) for almost all (y, x3) € S2.

(d) Let 0 € C*(@; R?). We consider a sequence (v(€))q=q of vector fields v(e) = (v;(€)) €
WL2(0, T, [H"(£)1?) that is bounded in W20, T, [L*(§£2)1?). Then,

(eaip(e:v(®) = Yap(v())) = 0 in W"(0, T, L*(w)) when & — 0.

Remark 6 This theorem is a corollary of Theorem 4.2-1, [6] and its proof follows straight-
forward from the result presented there. The main difference is that we are interested in
obtaining the corresponding conclusions in the Bochner spaces, namely W'2(0, T, L%(£2)),
W20, T, L*(w)), W20, T, H'(2)), W"2(0, T, H' (w)). Therefore, most of the changes
of the proof consist in adding an additional integral with respect to the time variable and
proving the statements for the functions and their time derivatives, alternately, over the
spaces L2(0, T, L?(£2)), L*(0, T, L*(w)), L>(0, T, H'(2)), L*(0, T, H'(0)).

In the next theorem we recall a three-dimensional inequality of Korn’s type for a family
of elliptic membrane shells, that can also be found in Theorem 4.3-1, [6].

Theorem 8 Assume that 0 € C3(@; R*) and consider g, defined as in Theorem 1. We con-
sider a family of elliptic membrane shells with thickness 2¢ with each having the same mid-
dle surface S = 0(w). Then there exist a constant &, verifying 0 < &, < &y and a constant
C > 0 such that, for all €,0 < ¢ < gy, the following three-dimensional inequality of Korn’s
type holds,

1/2

12
(vaanigﬂvﬂéﬁ) sc<zye,-”,»(s; v)!§,9> Vo= () eV(R). @45)

ij
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Let us define the space
V(w) := {v =) € [Hl(a))]S; v; =0o0n y}.

Theorem 9 Let w be a domain in R* and let 6 € C*'(&; R®) be an injective mapping such
that the two vectors a, = 0,0 are linearly independent at all points of @ and such that the
surface S = 0(w) is elliptic. Then the following inequality is verified

1/2 1/2

2

( E a7, + |n3|§,w> < CM( E |Vaﬁ(")|0'w) v € Vy (o). (4.6)
o a.p

The proof of this result can be found in Theorem 2.7-3, [6]. Note that this implies that the
completion of V (w) with the norm

, A\ 12
|- 1M = <Z|m(n)|o,w>

a.p

is precisely Vi ().

5 Asymptotic Analysis. Convergence Results as ¢ — 0

Firstly, we recall the two-dimensional equations obtained for a viscoelastic membrane shell
as a consequence of the formal asymptotic study made in [27]. For the case of elliptic mem-
branes, the right space where the problem is well posed is V), (w). Moreover, the space
defined by

Volw):={n e [Hl(w)]3; n=0o0nvy,y,s(n) =0ono},

is such that only contains the element 5 = 0 (see (4.6)).

From the asymptotic analysis made in [27], we show that, if the applied body force
density is O (1) with respect to ¢ and surface tractions density is O(¢) in Problem 5, we
obtain the two-dimensional variational problem for a viscoelastic membrane shell. Let us
remind the definition of the two-dimensional fourth-order tensors that appeared naturally in
that study,

2402 + 4162
aaﬂar — (’g::ip)l’;’aaﬂaar + zﬂ(aaaaﬂt + aoz'[aﬂo)7 (51)
20
peboT . — o _’_/Opa"‘ﬁa"r + P(a“"aﬁf —l—a”"aﬁn), (5.2)
2(0A)?
o = ua‘*ﬁa“, (5.3)
0+p
where
A A+2u
A= <§ -3 ) 54
+p

Therefore, we can enunciate the two-dimensional variational problem for a linear viscoelas-
tic elliptic membrane shell:
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Problem 6 Find & : [0, T] x w — R? such that,

&(,))eVy(w) Vtel0,T],

/a“ﬁ“ym(é)yaﬂ(n)\/c_ldw/baﬁml’m(é)yzxﬂ(ﬂ)ﬁdy
_ /O ek / ¢y (§(5)) vap (D) /adyds

= / p"’nivady Vn= )€ Vy(w), ae.te(0,T)

£(0,)=§,(),
where we introduced the constant k defined by
A+2
o AR (5.5)
0+p

and
1
pw(t);:/ FPOdxs + hi @) + bt @), with B () = kP (@, -, £D).
-1

The Problem 6 is well posed and it has existence and uniqueness of solution. Furthermore,
we obtained the following result (see [27] for details of the proof of the de-scaled version):

Theorem 10 Let w be a domain in R?, let § € C*(&; R®) be an injective mapping such
that the two vectors a, = 3,0 are linearly independent at all points of @. Let f'0
L*(0,T; L*(2)), h*' € L*(0, T; L>(I")), where I't :== I, U T_. Let &, € Vyy(w). Then
Problem 6, has a unique solution § € W'2(0, T; Vy(@)). In addition to that, if fi’o €
L*(0,T; L3(2)), h*' € L*(0, T; L*(I))), then & € W*2(0, T; Vy(w)).

For each ¢ > 0, we assume that the initial condition for the scaled linear strains is
ei);(6)(0,) =0, (5.6)

this is, the domain is on its natural state with no strains on it at the beginning of the period
of observation.

Now, we present here the main result of this paper, namely that the scaled three-
dimensional unknown u(¢) converges, as ¢ tends to zero, towards a limit # independent
of the transversal variable. Moreover, this limit can be identified with the solution § = u of
Problem 6, posed over the set .

Theorem 11 Assume that 0 € C*(@; R*). Consider a family of viscoelastic elliptic mem-
brane shells with thickness 2e approaching zero and with each having the same elliptic
middle surface S = 0(®), and let the assumptions on the data be as in Theorem 10. For
all €, 0 < & < gg let u(e) be the solution of the associated three-dimensional scaled Prob-
lem 5 for p = 0. Then, there exist functions u, € W"2(0, T, H'(£2)) satisfying u, =0 on
y x [=1, 1] and a function u3 € W2(0, T, L*(2)), such that

(1) ug(e) = uy in WH2(0, T, H'(2)) and us(e) — us in W2(0, T, L*(£2)) when ¢ — 0,
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(i) u := (u;) is independent of the transversal variable x3.

— 1 .
Furthermore, the average u := % f71 udxs verifies Problem 6.

Proof We follow the same structure of the proof in Theorem 4.4-1, [6]. Hence, we shall
reference some steps which apply in the same manner. We start by considering that the
proposed problem is subjected only to volume forces in order to simplify the exposition. We
will add the surface forces in latter steps. Therefore, we suppose that the scaled unknown
u(¢) satisfies the following variational problem:

Find u(e)(t,-) € V(£2) Vt € [0, T] such that

/Aijk[(g)eknl(g)eiuj(& v)\/g(S)dX+/ B (&)éni(e)ey; (e, v)y/ g(e)dx
2 2

=/fiv,-\/g(8)dx YoeV(2), aete(0,T) (5.7)
2
u(e)(0, ) =uo(e)(),

where we identified f' = f*°, for notational brevity. The proof is divided into several parts,
numbered from (i) to (x).
(i) A priori boundedness and extraction of weak convergent sequences.

The norms lej|j(&)lwi2q,r, 20 1Ua(@Ellwi2or,m1@) and |us(E)lwi2or,12(2) are
bounded independently of €,0 < ¢ < g, where & > 0 is given in Theorem 8. Con-
sequently, there exists a subsequence, also denoted (u(€))s~o, and functions e;; €
W20, T, L*(2)),uq, € W'2(0, T, H' (2)), satisfying uy = 0 on Iy, and uz €
W20, T, L*(£2)), such that

el (&) = ey, in W0, T, L*(2)), (5.8)
Uug(€) =~ uy in W(0,T, H'(2)) and hence (5.9)
Uug(€) > uq  in WH2(0, T, L*(£2)), (5.10)
uz(e) ~uz in W(0, T, L*(R2)). (5.11)

For the proof of this step we take v = u(g)(¢, -) in (5.7) and find
f AT (e)ey (e (e)v/g(e)dx + / B (8)éxi(e)eiy(6)y/ g (e)dx
2 2

:/ Flui(e)y/g(e)dx, ae.in(0,T),
2

which is equivalent to,
10

>3 Bi-fkl(s)ek\\l(g)eil\j(8)\/g(—8)dx
tJo

/ AT (e (e)er ; (e)v/8(e)dx +
o)

Z/ flui(e)/g(e)dx, ae.in (0, 7).
2

Now, integrating over [0, 7] and using (3.9) and (5.6), we find that
T T
/ ( / AT (&)eryi(e)er i (€) g(s)dx)dt < / ( / f"ui(g),/g(g)dx)dz, (5.12)
0 2 0 2
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Now, using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (4.1),

1/2

1/2
fg f"uf(e)\/g<e)dxSg}/2<2|f"|§,g) <Z|u,-(s)|§,9> . (5.13)

On the other hand, by using (3.8), (4.1) and (4.5) we obtain

/Q AT ()ery (e)esy;(6)y/8 (€)dx = gy > Celexn(®)]5 o

> gé/zcgcﬂ(Z“ua(g)“fﬂ + |u3(5)|§ﬂ>, (5.14)

Now, (5.12)—(5.14) together and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality imply that
1/2 r 2 2
g/°C.C™? / <Z|!ua(e)(r> lio+ !u3<a)(r)\o’g>dz
0 o

T
=8l [ (O, olu0], )ar

1 T ) 1/2 T 5 1/2
<g/ (/0 If(t)}wdt> (fo |u(8)(t)|0_gdt> .

Hence, since |u(8)(t)|(2)’9 <>, ||ua(e)(t)||%.9 + Iug(a)(t)%ﬂ, Vvt € [0, T], we conclude
that there exists a constant k; > 0 independent of ¢ such that

fo T(Zajuua@)(z)ujg + |u3(a>(t)!§,g)dr <k
Now, if we take v = @ (e)(t, -) in (5.7), we find that
/Q AT (&)er (2)én j (2)/g(e)dx + /g B (e)éyyi(2)ény (2)y/ g (e)dx
= /Q flai(e)y/g(e)dx, ae.in (0,T).

Integrating over [0, T'] and using (3.8) and (5.6), we find that

T T
/ (f Bijk[(g)ék”l(g)éil\j(E)Vg(e)dx>dtf/ (/ fiﬂi(e)\/g(e)dX>dt,
0 2 0 2

that is analogous to (5.12) with the contravariant components of the viscoelasticity tensor
instead. Hence, using similar arguments and (3.9), we find that there exists a constant k, > 0
independent of ¢ such that

T
f <Z llie () DIIT o + |u3<s)(r)|3_g>dr <k,.
0 o

Therefore, there exists u, € W20, T, H'(2)), u3 € W'2(0,T,L*(2)) and ¢;; €
WL2(0, T, L?>(£2)), such that the convergences considered in (5.8)—(5.11) are verified.

@ Springer



102 G. Castifieira, A. Rodriguez-Arés

Remark 7 Note that from a functional analysis result which can be found, for exam-
ple, in Lemma 2.55, [31] convergences (5.8)—(5.11) imply that u,(e)(t, ) — u,(t,-) in
H'(2), Vt € [0,T], us(e)(t,-) — us(t,-) in L*(R), V¢ € [0,T] and e;;(e)(t,-) —
e, (t, ) in L*(£2), vVt €0, T].

(ii) The limits of the scaled unknown found in step (i) are independent of x;.
We adapt the proof in step (ii) in Theorem 4.4-1 [6] for this case. By the step (i) we have
that

B3t (&) + £0qu3 () = 26 (€ay3 (6) + T (ENutq (6)) = 0, in W'2(0, T, LX),

o

since the functions I',;(¢) converge in C%(£2) (see Theorem 5). Let there be given ¢ € D(£2)
and ¥ € D(0, T). Since uq () = uy in WH2(0, T, H'(2)) and (u3(g))s-o is bounded in
W1'2(0, T, L*>(£2)) by the step (i) we find that

T T
/ (/ 83ua<pdx>wdt = lim (/ </ 83ua(8)<pdx>1ﬁdt>,
0 2 =0\ Jo 2
T T
lim</ (f 53au3(€)<pdx>10dt> =— lim</ </ 8u3(8)3a<pdx>1ﬁdt> =0
=0 0 Q e—0 0 2

hence,

T T
0:1im</ (/ (83ua(8)+88au3(8))<pdx>1//dt>:/ (/ 83ua<pdx>1/fdl‘,
e=0\Jo 2 0 2

which means that d;u, = 0 in L?(0, T, L*>(£2)). Analogously, we use the same arguments
for the respective time derivatives, hence, we have that d;u, = 0in W'2(0, T, L?>(£2)). Now,
by the step (i) we also have that

duz(e) =ee33(e) > 0 in WH2(0, T, L*(£2)).

Let ¢ € D(£2) and ¥ € D(0, T). Since uz(e) — uz in W'2(0, T, L>(£2)) by the step (i)

then,
T T
/ </ u383(pdx>1ﬁdt = lim (/ <f u3(8)33<pdx>wdt>
0 2 =0\ Jo 2
T
= —lim(/ (/ 83u3(8)<pdx>1pdt> =0
e—0 0 Q

and correspondingly for its time derivative, which means that d;u3 = 0 in the sense of dis-
tributions. Applying Theorem 7 (a), the conclusion follows.

(iii) The limits e;; found in (i) are independent of the variable x3. Moreover, they are
related with the limits u := (u;) by

1
eqlp = YapU) := E(aauﬁ + dpue) — Ipus — bopuz,  eqp3 =0,

t
63”3([) = — (a“ﬂea”ﬁ(t) + A/ e_k(’_s)a“ﬁea”ﬁ(s)ds), inf2, Vtel0,T],
0

6+p
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where the constants A and k are defined in (5.4) and (5.5), respectively. Moreover,

A+2u
e33(t) —
0+p 0+p

a“Peqp(t) — a“Peqp(t),

é33(t) = g

in 2,ae.t€(0,T).

Considering v = u(¢) in (3.5) and n = u in (4.4) (par abus de langage, since u € V (2)),
taking into account step (i) and the convergences I, wp(8) = Iy and I o?ﬁ (&) = byp in O (£2)
given by Theorem 5, we have that

1
eqp(e) = E(a,gua(s) + Battp(e)) — Ty(e)up(e) = eqyp = Vapw) in WH3(0, T, L*(£2)).

Moreover, e, p are independent of x3, as a straightforward consequence of the indepen-
dence on x3 of u; (step (ii)). In addition, let v € V (£2). As a consequence of the definition
of the scaled strains in (3.5)—(3.7), we find

ceqp(e;v) = 0 in L*(£2),

1
ceq3(&;v) — 5831)0, in LZ(.Q),
gez3(e; v) =03v3 forall e > 0.

Using the variational formulation (5.7) for v = ¢v and taking into account (2.12), (3.3)
and (3.4), we have

/QAijkl(g)(gekw(8)€i|u(8, v))\/g(—e)dx+/QBijkl(g)(Sékul(‘?)enu(& v))Vg(e)dx
= /Q (A7 (&)eqyc (8) + AP () es3(8)) (eeayp (€5 1))V g (£)dx
+ /Q 4A%73 (8)es3(e) (a3 (85 v))y/ g (e)dx
+/Q(A33‘”(8)eauf(8)+A””(s)ezua(e))(863”3(8; v))v/g(e)dx
+/Q(B“ﬁ”(8)éanr(8)+B‘”ﬁ”(e)éaua(S))(8eanﬁ(8;v))\/g(—e)dx
+/Q43“3“3(8)e'an3(8)(seau3(8;v))@dx
+/Q(B33‘”(8)énuf(8)+B””(S)éaus(e))(seaua(e;v))\/@dx
:s/gf"u,-@dx Vo e V(2), ae.in(0,T).

We pass to the limit as ¢ — 0 and by taking into account the asymptotic behaviour of the
contravariant components of the fourth order tensors A"/ (¢), B'/¥ (¢) (see Theorem 3 and
(4.2)—(4.3)), g(e) (see Theorem 5) and the convergences above, we obtain the following
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integral equation

/ (2Maaaea”383v(, + A+ 2#)63“333U3)\/c_1dx +f Aa”ﬁea‘lﬂaﬂgx/adx
2 2

+ / (pa* éu3d3v5 + (6 + p)ésy3dsvs)</adx + / 0a“ éu)pdsv33/adx =0, (5.15)
2 2

in £2, a.e. in (0, 7). On one hand, if we take v € V(§2) such that v, = v3 = 0 and using
Theorem 6, we have

2pa eys + pa®éy3 =0, ae.in (0, 7). (5.16)

On the other hand, if we take v € V (£2) such that v; = v3 = 0 and using Theorem 6, we
have

2ua*eq3 + pa®éy3 =0, ae.in (0,T). (5.17)
Multiplying (5.16) by a*? and (5.17) by —a?! and adding both expressions we have
Z,u(azza“ — azlalz)elm + p(azza“ — a21a12)é1H3 =2pae 3+ paéy;z =0,

a.e. in (0, T'), by (2.6). Now, by the initial condition in (5.6) we conclude

ey3(t)=0 1in 2, forallt € (0,T).
Multiplying (5.16) by a'? and (5.17) by —a'! and adding both expressions we have

2uaeys + paéy3 =0, ae.in(0,7).

Now, by the initial condition in (5.6) we conclude

e3(t)=0 1in g2, forallt € (0, T).

Taking v € V(§2) such that v, = 0 in (5.15), we obtain
/ ()\.aaﬁeauﬁ + A+ 2,u)e3“3)83v3\/5dx +/ (an’ﬂéa”ﬁ + 6+ p)é3‘|3)83v3\/c_ldx =0,
Q 2

for all v3 € H'(£2) with v; =0 in I} and a.e. in (0, T). By Theorem 6, we obtain the
following differential equation

)\a“ﬂea”ﬁ + A+ 2n)ez3 + Qaaﬁéa”ﬁ + (0 + ,0)é3H3 =0. (5.18)

Remark 8 Note that removing time dependency and viscosity, that is taking 6 = p =0, the
equation leads to the one studied in [6], that is, the elastic case.

In order to solve (5.18) in the more general case, we assume that the viscosity coefficient
0 is strictly positive. Thus, we can prove that this equation is equivalent to

0 A M2, 9 A2u
96_%t§(aaﬁeauﬁ€§’) = —(0+ p)e” T tg(eause 7).
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Integrating with respect to the time variable and using (5.6) we find that,

A2 0 ! A2p A d A
e33e I+° R — e( 0+p 9)3—(a°‘ﬂem”ﬁ(s)e§‘)ds,
0+ P Jo as

now integrating by parts and simplifying we conclude that,

t
(a“ﬂea”,g(t) + A/(; e_k(’_s)a“ﬂeamg(s)ds),

e33(t) = ) Yo

in £2, Vt € [0, T], and where A and k are defined in (5.4) and (5.5), respectively. Moreover,
from (5.18) we obtain that,

i )
e33(t) — a“Péqp(1),

. AuB
e33(t) = ———a"eyp(t) — Tro

0+p 0+p

in 2,a.e.r€(0,7T).

(iv) The function u = (u;) satisfies the two-dimensional variational Problem 6 with

pi0 = fj1 fidx;. In particular, since the solution of this problem is unique (by Theo-

rem 4), the convergences on (i) are verified for all the family (u(¢))..o. We have that
u(t,)= ;) € Vy(w), vt [0, T].

Let v = (v;) € V(£2) be independent of the variable x3, then, the asymptotic behaviour

of the functions Fa’; (¢) and I';(¢) in Theorem 5 implies the following convergences when

e — 0 (see (3.5)—(3.7)):
1
eqp(e;0) = Vop(v) 1= E(Bavﬁ + 0pvy) — Fa‘%vg — bypv3 in L*(2),

1
eq3(e; v) — Eaav_q + b2, in L*(R2),
e33(e;v) =0.

Let v = (v;) € V(£2) be independent of x3 in (5.7) and take the limit when &¢ — 0.
Then, the asymptotic behaviour of the functions e; ; (¢; v), AV (g), B/¥(¢) (see Theorem 3
and (4.2)—(4.3)) and g(e) (see Theorem 5) and the weak convergences e;j;(¢) — ¢;; in
W20, T, L*>(£2)) from step (i), lead to

/;2Aijki(O)ek”lel.”j(v)\/adx+./;2Bijkl(O)ék\\lei\\j(v)\/de
= /;Z(Aa"‘ﬂa‘” + u(a®aP* +a*"a’?))eq | vap (V)N adx
+/Qka°‘ﬂ€3n3l/aﬂ(v)\/ﬂ_ldx
+/Q<9a“ﬁa” + g(a““aﬁf +a“’aﬁ”)>év\|z7aﬁ(”)ﬁdx
+/g€a°‘ﬁé3u3)/aﬁ(v)«/5dx

:/ fiviadx, (5.19)
2
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a.e. t € (0, T). Using the findings presented in step (iii), we have that the left-hand side can
be simplified as follows:

/Q (ra*Pa’ + u(a®a”" +a""a’"))eq e vop (V) Vadx + /Q 2a*esysyop (v) Vadx
+ fg (M“ﬂa‘” + g(a"”a“’f +a‘”aﬁ”)>e‘aurm(v)\/5dx + fg 00" é33yup (v)/ad x
= /g()»a"‘ﬁa“ + u(a®?aP* +a*"a’?))eq | vop (V) adx
+/g<9a°‘ﬁa” + g(a"“’a‘g’ —i—a”"aﬁ[’))ég”,yaﬂ(v)\/ﬁdx
L) et
Q 0+p 0+p

t
+A/ eik(’fs)a”eaur(s)ds))a“ﬂyaﬁ(v)\/adx
0

0 o
_/ m(la’”eaur +60a°é5 0 )a"? yop (v)Vadx,
2

a.e. t € (0, T), which is equivalent to,

0
/ ((A ———(0A+ A))a“ﬁa“ + M(a"“’a’SI + amaﬂ")>eguryaﬁ(v)«/c7dx
2 0+p

b p L B B .
af otT P ac T ar  Bo 4
+/rz<9+pa “ +2(a aP* +a" aP?) | ey vup (v)+/adx

0A)? [ :
— —(0 +1) / e M0 eq 1 (5)dsa™ yap (v)/adx.
2 0

Since both # and v are independent of x5 (see step (i)), we obtain from (5.19) that
/a“ﬁ”ym(ﬁ)yaﬂ(i)\/c_zdy + / b7 Yoo (i) yap () v/ady
t
- / e ) / T Yoo ((5)) Vap (V) V/adyds
0 w
1 .
= / (/ f’d@)z’;,—«/ﬁdy, a.e. in (0,7), (5.20)
w —1

where a7, b*°T and ¢*#°T denote the contravariant components of the fourth order two-
dimensional tensors, defined in (5.1)—(5.3).

Now, given n = (n;) € [HO1 (w)]® we can define v = (v;) such that v(y, x3) = 5(y) for
all (y,x3) € £2. Then v € V(£2) and it is independent of x3; hence, as a consequence of
Theorem 7 (b), the variational problems above are satisfied for v = 7.

Since both members of equations are continuous linear forms with respect to v3 =73 €
L?(w) for any given v, € HOI (w), these equations are valid for all » = (1;) € Vi (w), since
HO1 (w) is dense in L?(w).

(v) The weak convergences e;;(e)(t, ) — e;;(t,-) in W20, T, L*(£2)) are, in fact,
strong.
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Indeed, we define
W(e):= fg AT () (expi (&) — exyr) (e (&) — i) v/ g (e)dx
+ /Q B (e) (éx (&) — éx) (ei (&) — e) v g (e)dx
= /9 flui(e)y/g(e)dx — /9 AT () (2exyi (8) — exyr)eiy v/ g (e)dx
+f93iﬂd(€) (ékuleiuj - E(Ekul(a)e,-w))\/g(—g)dx.

at

We have that,
/ AT () (exnr (&) — exn) (eij(e) — eqy)V/ g (e)dx
2

10 -
+ S or L Bl']kl(é‘)(ekul(@) — ek\\l)(ei\lj(g) — ei”j)\/g(—g)dx =), aete(0,T).

Integrating over the interval [0, 7'], using (3.9) and (5.6) we find that

T T
/0 </9Aijkl(8)(ek”l(8)—ek”l)(e,-”j(a)—e,-”j)\/g(s)dx>dt§/0 v (e)dt,

Now, by (3.8) and (4.1)
C. 2y i) — el < / AT () (expi (&) — e (e (&) — i) v/ g (e)dx
— 2
ij
Therefore, together with the previous inequality leads to

T T
C;‘gé”/ <Z lei (&) (1) — eil\j(t)|(2),9>dt < / W (e)dt. (5.21)
0\ 0
L]
Let ¢ — 0. Taking into account the weak convergences studied in (i) and the asymptotic

behaviour of the functions AV (&), BY¥ (&) (see Theorem 3 and (4.2)—(4.3)) and g(e) (see
Theorem 5), we find that

W o= lim ¥ () = /9 flui/adx — /Q AT (0)eyyreij/adx — /g B (0)éyyieij+/adx,
a.e.t € (0, T). By the expressions of A¥*¥(0) and BY* (0) (see Theorem 3) we have that
/QAijkl (O)ekwei‘|j«/c_zdx + /g B"-"k](O)ék”le,»”j\/de
- /Q(ka”‘ﬁa” + w(a®a”* +a*"a’?))eq | eaipv/adx + /9 ra®fes e, p4/adx

+/ (haTeq e + (A 4 2u)e33) €337/ adx
2
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+/ <9a“5a” + g(a"“’a“er + a“faﬂ")>éa”,ea”ﬁ\/5dx +/ 0a*’ é33eqp+/adx
2 2

+/ (Qa‘”éaur + (9 + p)é3H3)e3“3«/de, ae.fr e (O, T),
2

which using the expressions of the limits ¢;; studied in (iii) can be written as

0
/ ((A ——(0A+ k))a”‘ﬁa‘” + u(a"’"aﬁ’ + a“raﬂ”)>eqnfea”,g\/5dx
2 0+p

0
+/ (—pa“ﬁa” + g(aaaaﬁt + aazaﬂg)>é0“,€a“ﬂ\/5dx
2

6+p

oA [ ,
_/ (9+)p / e a eq 1 (5)dsa™ eq)p(t)/adx,
i} 0

hence,

. 1 1
v :/ flu,-\/t_ldx — —/ a“ﬁ‘”eo”,ea”ﬂ\/adx - —/ ba’s”eguféauﬁ«/adx
2 2 2 2 2

1 t
+3 / e k=9 / T e, 11 (8)eqp(t)/adxds, ae.te(0,T),
0 2

where a®f°7, p*F°T and ¢’ denote the contravariant components of the fourth order
two-dimensional tensors, defined in (5.1)—(5.3). Then, taking v = # in (5.20) and us-
ing that e,y p = Yup(u) (see (iii)), we conclude that ¥ = 0. As a consequence, using the
Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem in (5.21), the strong convergences ¢;;(¢) — ¢;;
in L2(0, T, L?(£2)) are satisfied. Analogously, if we define

V(e):= /Q AT (@) (exi(e) — expr) (€11 () — éi) v/ g (e)dx
+ /Q B (&) (éxi(e) — éxn) (611 () — éi1)v/ g (e)dx
=/Qfiﬁi(e)@dx+/!2Aijkl(8)<€k||zéf|\j - %(ek|\1(8)€i||j)>@dx
—/QBijkl(e)(Zékul(S) — &)/ g (e)dx.
We have that,

19
20t

+/ B (&) (ex(e) — éun) (€ (e) — éj) V8 (e)dx =W (o), ae.r€(0.T).
2

/ ATM (g) (e (&) — expr) (e (&) — eiy;) v/ g (e)dx
2

Integrating over the interval [0, T'], using (3.8) and (5.6) we find that

T T
/0 (/9 B (&) (éxpi(e) — éxpr) (é15(8) — éiy) v g(s)dx)dt 5/0 ¥ (e)dt,
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Now, by (3.9) and (4.1)
- . . 2 ii . . . .
C, g Z‘ei\\j(g) - €iuj’0,9 < / B (&) (éxyi(e) — éxpr) (€11, (8) — éiy;)v/ g (e)dx
— fe)
ij
Therefore, together with the previous inequality leads to

T T
c;lgg/zfo <Z|él~||j(8)(t)—e'i||j(t)|gyg>dt5/.5 ¥ ()dt, (5.22)

ij

which is similar with (5.21). Therefore, using analogous arguments as before, we find that
- - . 1 1
Y = 1lim ‘I/(é‘) =/ flL'{i\/de — —/ a“ﬂ”ea”,éa”ﬁ\/ﬁdx — —/ b"ﬂ”éguzéaw,«/adx
e=0 2 2Ja 2Ja

1 t
+3 / e k=) / P e 10 (8)éqp(t)adxds, ae.te(0,T),
0 2

Then, taking v = uin (5.20) and using that e, g = yup () (see (iii)), we conclude that ¥ =0.
As a consequence, using the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem in (5.22), the strong
convergences ¢;;;(¢) — é;; in L*(0, T, L*(£2)) are satisfied. Therefore, we conclude that
e,-”j(e) — €| in WI'Z(O, T, LZ(Q)).

(vi) The family (i(¢))q-( converges strongly to & (when ¢ — 0) in W''2(0, T, Vy (w)),
that is,

ilo(8) > ity in W0, T, H (0)),  iiz(e) > iz in WH(0, T, L*(w)).

This proof is a corollary of the step (vi) in Theorem 4.4-1 [6]. In order to do that, we follow
the same arguments made there to prove that ity (¢) — i, in L2(0, T, H'(w)), ii3(g) — i3
in L2(0, T, L?(w)) and the corresponding convergences of the time derivatives in the same
spaces. Then the conclusion follows.

(vii) The convergence uz(e) — us in W'2(0, T, L>(£2)) is, in fact, strong.

Indeed, by (3.7) and step (i), we have d;u3(e) = se3y3(s) — 0in W2(0, T, L2(£2)). On
the other hand, we have ii3(¢) — i3 in W'?(0, T, L?(w)). Hence by Theorem 7 (c), the
conclusion follows.

(viii) The convergences u,(g) — u, are strong in W"2(0, T, H'(£2)). This proof is a
corollary of the step (viii) in Theorem 4.4-1 [6]. In order to do that, we follow the same
arguments made there to prove that u, () — u, in L?>(0, T, H'(w)) and the corresponding
convergences of the time derivatives in the same spaces. Then the conclusion follows.

(ix) Let X(0,T; £2) := {v € WL2(0, T, L3(R2)); 30 € W'2(0, T, L*(£2))}. The trace
v(-, s) of whatever function v € X (0, T; £2) is well defined by a function in W'2(0,T, L?(w))
for every s € [—1, 1] and the trace operator defined in this fashion is continuous. In particu-
lar, there exists a constant ¢; > O such that:

2 2 1/2
||v||W'~2(0,T,L2(1"+U1"->> = C1(|v|Wl~2(0,T,L2(.Q)) + |83U|W‘v2(O,T,L2(Q)))

for all v € X (£2). As consequence there exists a constant ¢; > 0 such that

1/2
2
||U3||W‘~2(O,T,L2(1"+U1'L)) = <Z|ei||j (& v)|W1~2(0,T,L2(A’2))>
ij

for all v € V(£2).
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This proof is a corollary of the step (ix) in Theorem 4.4-1 [6]. In order to do that, we use
the same arguments made there obtaining the analogous inequalities for [|v{| 2,7, z2¢r, ury)
and then, for the norm of the corresponding time derivative |02, 7,22(r ur))- Therefore,
together we claim the conclusion.

(x) We add in this step the surface forces.

Assume that the problem is only subjected to surface forces. That is, find u(¢) such that
satisfies the following variational problem,

u(e)(t,)eV(2) vrel0,T]

/QAijkl(g)eknl(e)efuj(& v)Vg(S)dXvL/ B (&)éxyi(e)er (e, v)y/g(e)dx
2

:f hiviv/gedl YveV(R), ae.te(0,T)
ryur—

u(e)(0, ) =uo(e)(),

where we identified 2’ = h*! for notational brevity. The proof follows the same arguments
made in (x) of Theorem 4.4-1, [6], which will need step (ix). Hence, with minor changes,
we can conclude for this problem the same results found in steps (i)—(viii).

Therefore, the proof of the theorem is complete. |

Remark 9 For each ¢ > 0, let 09+¢ = Aij"l'gefllj (u®) + Bi-fkl*‘gefl‘j(z'tg) denote the contravari-
ant components of the linearized stress tensor field for a family of linearly viscoelas-
tic shells that satisfy the conditions of Theorem 11 and let us define the scaled stresses
oli(g) 1 2 <— R by letting o'/ (x*) =: 6/ (¢)(x) for all x* = 7¢(x) € £2°. Then, the
scaled stresses satisfy

o'l () = A ()eyy; (6) + BN (6)ény (o).

Hence, using the asymptotic behaviour of A¥¥ (g), B/¥ (g) (see Theorem 3) and the strong
convergences of e;;; (¢)(z, ) in W20, T, L*(£2)) and their independence of the transversal
variable x3 found in Theorem 11, we can prove that 0®# (¢) converge in L>(0, T, L?(£2)) and
that 1o73(¢) converge in L*(0, T, H'(—1,1, H~'())). To obtain these results we follow
similar arguments to those used in [32] for the elastic case (see Exercise 4.4 in [6], as well).

It remains to be proved an analogous result to the previous theorem but in terms of de-
scaled unknowns. The convergences u,(¢) — uy in WH2(0, T, H'(£2)) and u3(e) — u3
in W'2(0, T, L?(£2)) from Theorem 11, the scaling proposed in Sect. 3, the de-scalings
&’ :=¢&; for each ¢ > 0 and Theorem 7 together lead to the following convergences:

&

1 .
% | utdxi — & in W1'2(0, T, Hl(a))),

1 &€
2—/ uidx§ — & in W2(0, T, L*(w)).
€ J_¢

Furthermore, we can prove the following theorem regarding the convergences of the aver-
ages of the tangential and normal components of the three-dimensional displacement vector
field:
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Theorem 12 Assume that 0 € C3(; R3). Consider a family of viscoelastic elliptic mem-
brane shells with thickness 2e approaching zero and with each having the same elliptic
middle surface S = 0(w), and let the assumptions on the data be as in Theorem 10.

Let u® = (uf) € W'2(0, T, V(29)) and &° = (§7) € W'2(0, T, Vi (w)) respectively de-
note for each € > 0 the solutions to the three-dimensional and two-dimensional Problems 4
and 1. Moreover, let § = (§) € W'2(0, T, Vi (w)) denote the solution to Problem 6. Then
we have that

£5 =&, andthusEla® =E.a in W'2(0,T, H (0)), Ve>0,
1 &

% u,g*tdx; — &,a” in W]’Z(O, T,H' (a))) ase— 0,
&€ J ¢

and

£ =& andthus&a’ =&a’ inW'(0,T, L*(w)), Ve>D0,

1 &
2—/ uigdxi — &a’ in W'2(0, T, L*(w)) as & — 0.
| ;

&

Proof Since 8 € C*(@; R?) the vector fields g*(e) : 2 — R defined by g%(e) := g*°(x°)
for all x° = 7 (x) € £2° are such that g%(¢) — a* = O(¢), where the fields a* have been
identified with vector fields defined over the whole set 2. Now we have that,

1 [ 1!
— | u,g™fdx;—&,a" =~ / ua(e)g*(e)dxs — £,a*
2¢e —e 2 -1

1! _
=3 / 106) (£(2) = a") s = () — )

On one hand, since uy (€) — uq in WH2(0, T; H'(£2)) and g%(¢) — a® in C'(£2) imply that
e (e)(g“(e) —a®) > 0 in W"(0,T; H'(R2)),

hence, applying Theorem 7 (b) we have that

1
%/ e (e)(g%(e) —a*)dx; > 0 in W'2(0, T; H'(w)),
-1

and by using the same argument we have that (u,(g) — &,)a® — 0 in Wh2(0, T; H (w)).
For the normal components we have that g*¢ = a?, then

1 € _
3o [ e - g5t = @0 - ),
—&

hence applying Theorem 7 (a) we have that (u3(e) — £)a® — 0in W''2(0, T; L*(w)). O

Remark 10 The fields E?,Ej\, [0, T] x @ — R? defined by E*; :=£&7a% and Ej\, =&la’,
are known as the limit tangential and normal displacement fields, respectively, of the middle
surface S of the shell. If we denote the limit displacement field of S by ‘;‘E :=&a' then

E =8, +&,.
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6 Conclusions

We have found and mathematically justified a model for viscoelastic shells in the particular
case of the so-called elliptic membranes. To this end we used the insight provided by the
asymptotic expansion method (presented in our previous work [27]) and we have justified
this approach by obtaining convergence theorems.

The main novelty that this model presented is a long-term memory, represented by an
integral on the time variable, more specifically

M(t,n) = / e k= / Py, (E(5)) vup (M adyds,
0 1)

for all n € Vy(w). An analogous behaviour has been found in beam models for the bending-
stretching of viscoelastic rods [28], obtained by using asymptotic methods as well. Also,
this kind of viscoelasticity has been described in [10, 12], for instance.

As an example, this two-dimensional model could be useful in order to model the vis-
coelastic behaviour of a ventricle or atria wall of the human heart, considering that its surface
is elliptic and taking the boundary condition of place accordingly.

As the viscoelastic case differs from the elastic case on time dependent constitutive law
and external forces, we must consider the possibility that these models and the convergence
result generalize the elastic case (studied in [6]). However, analogously to the asymptotic
analysis made in [27], the reader can easily check that when the ordinary differential equa-
tion (5.18) was presented, we had to use assumptions that make it impossible to include the
elastic case. Hence, the viscoelastic and elastic problems must be treated separately in order
to reach reasonable and justified conclusions.

In this paper we have presented the convergence results concerning the models for the
so-called viscoelastic elliptic membrane shells which implied that V(w) = {0} and also, it
is easy to check that the space

Vr() = {n= () € H () x H'(0) x H*(0);
ni = d,m3 =0 0n ¥, vap(m) =0 in w} = {0}.

In [33] we shall consider the cases when the membrane is not elliptic or the shell is clamped
only in a portion of its lateral face, but still Vy(w) = {0}. For these cases, additional spaces
must be considered in order to obtain well posed problems. They are the so-called viscoelas-
tic generalized membranes, where we also distinguish the cases where V(@) contains only
the zero function (first kind) or not (second kind). Further, regarding the case where the
space Vg (w) contains non-zero functions, in [34] we shall study the problem of viscoelastic
flexural shells.
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