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Abstract

We consider a generalised Webster’s equation for describing wave
propagation in curved tubular structures such as variable diameter
acoustic wave guides. Webster’s equation in generalised form has been
rigorously derived in a previous article starting from the wave equa-
tion, and it approximates cross-sectional averages of the propagating
wave. Here, the approximation error is estimated by an a posterior:
technique.
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1 Introduction

We study wave propagation in a narrow but long, tubular domain  C R3
of finite length whose cross-sections are circular and of varying area. In this
case, the wave equation in the domain €, i.e., the topmost equation in (L)
below, has a classical approximation depending on a single spatial variable
in the long direction of tubular 2. The approximation is known as Webster’s
equation, which is given in generalised form as the topmost equation in (L4))
below. The geometry of ) is represented by the area function A(-) whose
values are cross-sectional areas of 2. The solution of Webster’s equation
approximates cross-sectional averages of the solution to the wave equation
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as shown in [I4]. The purpose of this article is to estimate the approxima-
tion error by an a posteriori method, using the passivity and well-posedness
estimates given in [2] as well as analytic tools presented in [14] Section 5].

Webster’s original work [28] was published in 1919, but the model it-
self has a history spanning over 200 years and starting from the works of
D. Bernoulli, Euler, and Lagrange. Early work concerning Webster’s equa-
tion can be found in [7, 25, 26, 28], and a selection of contemporary ap-
proaches is provided by [12] 13| 19, 20, 21], 22] and, in particular, [23]. The
derivation of Webster’s equation in [21] (see also [18]) is based on asymptotic
expansions that, however, does not give estimates for the approximation er-
ror. The resonance structure of Webster’s equation is obtained from the
associated eigenvalue problem which resembles the characterisation for the
asymptotic spectra of Neumann—Laplacian on shrinking tubular domains in
[11, 24]. This is an example of dimensional reduction that is also the basis of
shell and plate models; see, e.g., [5] where the treatment is for the stationary
problems, only. Similarly, strings have been considered in [4] where the tool
for dimensional reduction is the I'-convergence of energy functionals as op-
posed to starting from a partial differential equation. In our approach, the
dimensional reduction is based on the wave equation, and it is carried out
by averaging over those degrees of freedom that are not part of Webster’s
equation; see [14].

Our interest in Webster’s equation stems from the fact that it provides a
model for the acoustics of the human vocal tract as it appears during a vowel
utterance. Webster’s equation can be used as a part of a dynamical compu-
tational physics model of speech as discussed in [3] [0, [§, [10] and the theses
[1,[I7]. Further applications of Webster’s equation include modelling of water
waves in tapered channels, acoustic design of exhaust pipes and jet engines
for controlling noise, vibration, and performance as well as construction of
instruments such as loudspeakers and horns [9, p. 402-405].

The results of this article describe the interplay between two kinds of
models for acoustic waveguides; i.e., wave equation and Webster’s equation.
The first of the models is suitable for high precision, and the latter is compu-
tationally more efficient but lacks, e.g., transversal wave propagation because
of simplifications. The two models are related to each other by the common
underlying geometry of the waveguide. The waveguide geometry is originally
defined by the tubular domain  C R? that has the following properties.
The centreline of the tube is a smooth planar curve ~ of unit length and with
vanishing torsion, parametrised by its arc length s € [0, 1]. We assume that
the cross-section of 2, perpendicular to the tangent of v at the point v(s), is
the circular disk I'(s) with centre point y(s). The radius of I'(s) is denoted
by R(s) with area A(s). The boundary 09 of Q consists of the ends of the
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tube, I'(0) and I'(1), and the wall I' := U,gjo1101'(s) of the tube.
With this notation, acoustic wave propagation in {2 can be modelled
by the wave equation, written for the (perturbation) velocity potential ¢ :

R xQ—R

( bu(t,T) = *Agp(t,r) forr € Qandt € RT,
c%(t,r) + ¢u(t,r) = 2, /pA—c(O)u(t,r) forr € T'(0) and t € R,
o(t,r)=0 forreI(1) and t € RT, (1.1)
%(t,r) +agi(t,r) =0 forreTl, and t € R", and
#(0,r) = ¢o(r), ppe(0,r) =po(r) forr e

with the observation defined by

8¢
81/

where R* = (0, 00), R = [0,00), v denotes the unit normal vector on 052,
¢ is the sound speed, p is the density of the medium, and o« > 0 is a pa-
rameter associated to boundary dissipation. The Dirichlet condition on I'(1)
represents an open end, and the Neumann condition on I' represents a hard
reflective surface. The control (i.e., the input) u(¢,r) and the observation
(i.e., the output) y(¢,r) are given in scattering form in (ILI) where the phys-
ical dimension of both signals is power per unit area.

It was shown in [2, Theorem 5.1 and Corollary 5.2] that for
we C*(R"; L2(I(0))) and the initial state [20] compatible with the input u
(as detailed below in Assumption (iil) of Theorem [4.2), there exists a unique
classical solution ¢ of (ILT) satisfying

\

- (t,x) = ¢(t,r) =24/ A y(t,r)  forr € [(0) and ¢ € R*, (1.2

¢e CYRHY(Q)NC* R LX(Q)),

1mt. 712/0. 3 1. 72 (1'3)
Ve e CHR"; L2 R?)), and A¢ € OR"; L2(Q)).

Then the function y given by (2] satisfies y € C(RJF; L*(T(0))). For the
rest of this article, u, ¢, and y always denote these functions.
Following [14], the generalised Webster’s equation for the velocity poten-

tial ¢ R x [0,1] — R is given by
b= S5 (A% - Z2zot
for s € (0,1) and t € RT,
—cts(t,0) +154(t,0) = 2, /o35 a(t)  fort € R, (1.4)
P(t,1) =0 forteR", and
(0, 8) =1ho(s),  pir(0,8) = mo(s) fors e (0,1),
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and the observation g is defined by

pA(0)

The constants ¢, p, a are same as in (L)), and A(s) is the area of the cross-
section I'(s). Note that the dissipative boundary condition in (L) gives
rise to a dissipation term in (LL4). The stretching factor is the function
W(s) := R(s)\/R'(s)>+ (n(s) — 1)? where the curvature ratio is given by
n(s) := R(s)k(s) and x denotes the curvature of the centreline . Because of
the curvature of €2, we adjust the sound speed for (L4) by defining ¢(s) :=

— cbs(t,0) — y(t,0) = 2 g(t) forte RY. (1.5)

¢X(s) where ¥(s) := (1 + in(s)2)71/2 is the sound speed correction factor as
introduced! in [14], Section 3].

Standing Assumption 1. We require that

(i) the tubular domain Q does not fold into itself; i.e., n(s) < 1 for all
s € [0,1]; and

(i) the centreline v(-) and the radius function R(-) are infinitely differen-
tiable on [0, 1].

It follows from the smoothness that the rest of the data satisfies

A(),n(), W), e(), () € €=([0,1]), (1.6)

and such a domain € satisfies all the assumptions listed in [2, Appendix A].

The solution ¢ : [0,1] x R" — R is Webster’s velocity potential. Tt is
expected to approximate the averages

1

B(t,s) :== A0) /1“(5) ¢dA for s€(0,1) and teR’

(1.7)

of the velocity potential ¢ given by (L)) if the inputs and initial states
for both models are matched as shown in Fig. [l We call the difference
e := 1) — ¢ tracking error, see the left panel of Fig. [l A fundamental result
on the tracking error is given in [I4] Theorem 3.1], and it is presented in
right panel of Fig. [Il if the generalised Webster’s equation is augmented
by an additional load function f = F + G + H, (depending on ¢ through
23)—(2Z3E) below), the tracking error will vanish. We estimate the tracking
error e by a method where the exact solution ¢ of the wave equation (LT)
is assumed to be known. Hence, we call these results a posteriori estimates
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Feedforward coupling describing the tracking error e =
The tracking error vanishes when the additional forcing

functions F, G, and H are applied. The equations in the blocks are as they
appear in the lossless case a = 0 and without curvature, i.e., ¢(s) = c.

for Webster’s equation even though it is a solution of another equation that
needs to be known.

The article is organised as follows: we discuss the generalised Webster’s
equation and its weak solution in the context of [14] in Section 2 and also
recall the system node formulation from [I5]. We write the inhomogeneous
Webster’s equation in terms of a scattering passive system node and give the
well-posedness estimate for the unique strong solution in Section [3l This is
used in the next section where we show that the tracking error e satisfies the
first a posteriori estimate, Theorem 4.2 Then, we estimate its right hand
side by measuring how much ¢ differs from its planar averages, leading to
the second a posteriori estimate, Theorem [G.11

'For generalised Webster’s equation, we use the functions A, ¥, =, E, and W that are
introduced in terms of the tubular domain € in [14].



2 Background

2.1 Inhomogenous Webster’s equation

Let us consider the interior/boundary point control problem

u = S 5 (AB)EE) + 22550 = f(t5)
for s € (0,1) and t € RT,
—cts(t,0) +154(t,0) = 2, /o a(t)  fort € R, (2.1)
P(t,1)=0 forte R,  and
¢(07 S) = ?/Jo(s)a P%(O, 5) = 71-0(3) for s € (07 1)7

\

with the observation g is defined by

C

2A(0) g(t) forteRT. (2.2)

- C¢s(t7 0) - wt(ta 0) =2

We allow for a nonvanishing load function f in (2.I)). The reason for this
is the fact that the spatial averages ¢ of ¢, given by (7)), satisfy (2.1))
(with properly matched initial states and boundary control) as shown in [14]

Theorem 3.1]if f=F+G+ H € C(E+; L?*(0,1)) where

Fit9) =~ (406 (66) - 52 [ otsrh0) )i @
Git,s) = —2FW(s) 0 (gb(s) R gb(s,R(s),@)d@) cand  (2.4)

A(s) ot 21 J,
Hit,s) = /F( | év (é) Vg dA - ﬁ/m BAGA (2.5)
_aW(s)n(s)

A(s) ( /0 ) g—f(s, R(s),0) cos ede)

1

where the curvature factor is given by Z~! := 1 — rk(s) cosf, and the error

function by
E(s,7,0) :=Z"2-%(s)"2 = —2rx(s) cos 0+ r(s)*(r* cos® 0 — R(s)?/4); (2.6)

see [14] for details. It follows from the assumed smoothness of v and R(-)
and from ||n||ge(o,1)) < 1 that E(-),=Z(-) € C=(Q).

In addition to the regularity (L)) of the coefficient data for the Webster’s
model (7)), we make additional requirements on the geometry of 2



Standing Assumption 2. We require that

0 < min A(s) < max A(s) <oo and
s€[0,1] s€[0,1] 2.7)

0 < min ¢(s) < max ¢(s) < 00 '
5€[0,1] s€[0,1]

as well as A'(0) = k(0) = 0 at the control end I'(0) of €.

We proceed to write (2.1]) in operator form. Define W := ﬁ% (A(s)2)

and D := —27;1”2(5). Then the first of equations in (2] can be cast into first

order form by using the rule

rmeams = 31 ob ool 8]

Henceforth let L,, := [pc(s(;gw ac’zs_); D} : Zy — Xy, and

Z, = (H{;;(0,1)n H*(0,1)) x H{},(0,1), X, := Hpy(0,1) x L*(0,1)
where  H[,(0,1) := {f € H'(0,1) : f(1) =0}.

The Hilbert spaces Z,, and X, are equipped with the norms

112 ]1%, = 21200 + 22l 7n 01y and
H[%]H%P(O,I)XL?(O,I) = ||Zl||§11(0,1) + ||Z2||%2(0,1)>
respectively. For any p > 0, the energy norm

1 1
1311 =5 (o [ FOP A s+ [ la@F Asse) )
0 Pe Jo

(2.8)
is an equivalent norm for X,, because v/2||z1|z20,1) < ||21||z2(0,1) for all z €
H{ll}(O, 1). B We define ), := C with the absolute value norm |l wolly, = |uol,
and the endpoint control and observation functionals G,, : Z, — ), and
K, : 2, — Y, are defined by

Gul] =1 ;1((%)) (—pe(0)Z(0) + 22(0)  and
Ko [3]= 5 25 (pe(0)34(0) = 220).

2We denote the (strong) derivative of a (possibly vector-valued) function of one variable
by prime. In particular, f’ denotes the ¢-derivative of load function f = f(¢,s) since it
is regarded as the L?(0,1)-valued function ¢ + f(¢,-). In PDE’s, we denote the partial
(distribution) derivatives by subindeces such as ¢, ¢ss, and so on.
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Now, the generalised Webster’s equation (2.1]) for the state variable x(t) =

[fg;] can be cast in the form

2/ (t) = Lyx(t) +
a(t) = Gua(t),
(0) = [%

As shown in [2, Theorem 4.1], the triple

rf(t, )}
(t) = Kypx(t) forteR",  and (2.9)

8
Sy

—

=EW) = (G, Ly, Ku) (2.10)

is a scattering passive, strong boundary noddd on Hilbert spaces (Vuw, X, Vo)
which is conservative if and only if & = 0. For @ € C? (R+; Yw) and [ﬁ’g] €
Z,, the unique classical solution of (2.9) follows in the special case that the
load function f identically vanishes (referring to the left panel in Fig. [Il).

2.2 On the weak solution of Webster’s equation

Assume that ¢ is a solution of the wave equation system ([LT]) satisfying the
regularity properties listed in (L3)) as discussed in Section [l It has been
shown in [I4] Theorem 3.1] that the averaged solution ¢ = ¢(t,s) in (L)
satisfies

e C*R";120,1)) and ¢, € CHR;L2(0,1)), (2.11)

and it is a weak solution of the inhomogenous Webster’s equation

where the additional load term F' 4+ G + H € C(RJF; L*(0,1)) is given by
23)—(25) above. This means plainly that

/OT /01 <_Q_53Cs - 025(8) éttg) A(S) dsdt — 2T« /OT /01 W(S)(]—ﬁthsdt

- /T /1(F(5’t) +G(s,t) + H(s, 1))C(s, 1) A(s) dsdt
00 (2.13)

31t is shown in [2, Theorems 4.1 and 5.1] that the wave equation model in (L)) as
well as the corresponding Webster’s model in ([4) are dynamical systems that can be
represented as internally well-posed, passive boundary nodes.
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for all test functions ¢ € C§°((0,1) x (0,7")) and all 7" > 0.
Now, fix tp € (0,7) and let {v.} C C§°(0,7T) for € > 0 be a family of
non-negative functions such that fOT vedt = 1 and lim._,ov.(t) = 0 for all
€ (0, 7)\{to}. Let £ € C5°(0,1) and define ((s,t) := &(s)ve(t). By Fubini’s
Theorem, we get from (2.13)

[ (] (=609  sutt o)) sy ds )y

_ora /0 ' ( /0 W)t s)g<s)ds) ve(t) dt (2.14)

- /0 : ( /O 1(F(s,t) + G(s,t) + H(s, £))E(s) A(s) ds) v (t) dt

By (43) and the fact that FF + G + H € C’(R+;L2(O, 1)), the three inner
integrals in (ZI4) represent continous functions in variable ¢. By letting
e — 0, we get the identity

/ 1( Pa(to, 5)8(5) = 21( )cbn(to,s)f(s)) A(s) ds
_27ra/ W (s)py(to, s)E(s)ds

- / (F(s,to) + G5, to) + H(s, t))€(5) A(s) ds.
0

This means that (ZI2)) holds pointwise for all ¢ = ¢, > 0 if the four terms
in (2Z12) are regarded as distributions for each fixed ¢ € (0,1). By (&3] and
F+G+Hc C(RJF; L?(0,1)), all other terms except the second in (2.12)) are
functions in L?(0, 1) for any fixed ¢ € (0,1). We conclude that the equality in
(ZI2) holds in L?*(0,1) (understood as a subspace of distributions) for each
fixed t > 0. Even the second term in (2.12) satisfies

c(s)* 0 d¢ )
(5) Os (A( >8s> € C(R": L%(0,1). (2.15)

N

By continuity, Webster’s equation (2.12)) holds with equality in C (Rﬂ L*(0,1)).
This is the reformulation of [I4, Theorem 3.1] that we use in this article.

Lemma 2.1. Let the functions ¢, ¢, F, H, and H be defined as above. Then

z(t) = [pﬁit(t))] is a solution of the first equation in (2.9) where f = F+G+H

and L., is given in Section 2]



Proof. We first show that z(t) € Z, = dom (L) for all £ > 0. By the
latter inclusion in (4.3) and the fact that ¢(¢,1) = 0 for all t > 0, we get
o(t,-) € H{ll}((), 1). Because A(-) is continuously differentiable, it follows

from (ZI5) that ¢.(t,-) € L?(0,1); implying é(t,-) € H?(0,1).

By the latter inclusion in ({#3), ¢ € Cl(RJF; H'(0,1)). Hence, ¢(t,-) €
H(0,1) since ¢;(t,1) = 0 as a consequence of ¢(t, 1) = 0. We conclude that
Pi(t,) € H{ll}(O, 1). We have now shown that z(t) € Z, for all ¢.

The claim follows from

L |:(E_<t7> :| _ |: _ét(tv') B :| _ [ _ (Et@v')
Y pan(t, )] Lpe(s)? (Wolt, ) + aDay(t. )] | (dult,) = f(t.-))
where the last equality is by (Z.12). In particular, L,z € X, O

As a consequence of (ZI5) and (L8], the averaged solution ¢ as a little
more regularity:

Lemma 2.2. The function ¢ defined above satisfies ¢ € H?(0,1).

2.3 On system nodes

To treat the case f # 0 in (2.9), we rewrite (29) in terms of system nodes
in Section Bl There exists a wide literature on system nodes, and we give a
short reminder on what we need based on [15], 27].

Following [16 Definition 2.1] or [I5, Definition 2.2], the system node is
characterised as follows:

Definition 2.3. An operator

ALB
5= [C&D

}:XxUDdom(S)—)Xxy

is called an system node on the Hilbert spaces (U, X, ) if the following holds:
(i) A is a generator of a strongly continuous semigroup on X .

(i) B € LU;X_y) where X_y = dom (A*)? D X is the usual extrapolation
space.

(ili) dom (S) ={[i] €e X xU : Ajx+ Bu € X} where A_; € L(X;X_4) is
the Yoshida extension of A.

(iv) A&B = [A—l B} }dom(S)'
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v) C&D € L(dom(S);Y) where we use on dom (S) the graph norm of
(v) grap
A&B:
xT 2
0% Momsy = el + Nl + [ Az + Bul3.

Details of A_; and X'_; can be found in, e.g., [I5, Proposition 2.1]. We also
use the Hilbert space X; = dom (A) equipped with the graph norm of A.
Whenever we refer to these spaces for the dual node S? (as characterised in
[15, Proposition 2.4]), we use the symbols X{ and X4, .

The dynamical equations for systems nodes take the form that is rem-

iniscent of the equations in finite-dimensional linear system theory where
S =48]

w0 s 1] .

- =5|. fort e R™; 2(0) = xo. 2.16
) =s i ©=z @10
Proposition 2.4. Assume that S = [AZB] is a system node with domain

dom (S). For all xy € X and @ € CQ(@JF;Z/I) with | 40y ] € dom (S) the equa-
tions (2I6]) are uniquely solvable, and the solutions satisfy x € Cl(RJF; X)),
jeCR"Y), and [Z] € C(R": dom (9)).

This is given in [I5], Proposition 2.6], and these solutions are called classical
in the sense of mathematical systems theory. For a more complete treatment
of system nodes, see [15, Section 2].

3 Inhomogenous Webster’s model

The purpose of this section is to rewrite the inhomogenous Webster’s model
[(29) as a system node with an energy inequality.

As argued in [I6], Section 2], boundary node =) = (G, Ly, K,,) from
(2.10)) induces a unique system node S = [ 4¢5 ] on Hilbert spaces (Vu, X, Vi)
with operators A, A_;, B, and C&D as in Definition Then, if o €
CQ(E+;J)W) and 2o = [¥0] € Z,, the functions z, § in ([29) and (ZI0) are
the same if f = 0in (Z29). The node S is of boundary control form in the sense
that BY,, N &,, = {0} and ker (B) = {0}, and we make use of the following
relationd] connecting S and Z"): dom (S)=[d,] 2w, A= Lw’ker(Gw) with
dom (A) = ker (Gu), Ly = Ai|; + BGy, and C&D = [Ky O] [y o
for details, see, e.g., [16, Section 2.2]. The unbounded adjoint of A satis-

fles A* := —Lw}ker(K ) with dom (A*) = ker (K,,) by [16, Theorem 1.7 and
1A shorter way of writing all this is [IL&] =5[4d.]

11



Proposition 4.3]. To write (2) as a system node, say S") amounts to
augmenting S with an additional input that accommodates the load term f.

We define the Hilbert spaces (X,); := dom (A) and (X,)] := dom (A*)
with the graph norms |[2[[ty, ), = [|A2]%, + |2[%, and [[2]2y, ). = [A"2]1%, +
|2]|%, > respectively. Define (X,,)_1 to be the dual of dom (A})) when we iden-
tify the dual of &, with itself. Then (X,); C X, C (X,)_1 with continuous
and dense embeddings With these definitions, B € L(YV; (Xw)-1)-

Define the control operators B := [9] : L?(0,1) — X, and B, :=
[B BY] € L(Uy;(Xy)-1) where U, = Y, x L*(0,1) with the norm
1151012, = llal3, + ||f||%2(071). Define dom (S™)) := dom (S) x L*(0,1)
(where dom (S) = [, ] Z,) with the norm

1[5 iy = 1212, + 1G el + 17 B
and the operators

[A&B], = [A_1 B,] ’dom(s(W)) and  [C&D], := [C&D 0] ’dom(S(W))

yields now the system node

SW) .= Hégg]]ﬂ (3.1)

on the Hilbert spaces (U, Xy, V) with domain dom (S (W)). It is clear from
the construction that S™) has been obtained by adding a new input (using
the operator B(®) above) to the system node S that is associated to boundary
node Z") by [16, Theorem 2.3].

The node S™) is, in particular, internally well-posed since it has the
same semigroup as S. Hence, for any [%] € Z, and [}] € C2(R+;Z/{w)
satisfying the compatibility condition G,, [49] = @(0), the first and the last
of the equations in

2(t) = A_x(t) + By fﬂ(gf?)},

a(t)
g(t) =[C&D], { a(t) for ¢teRT, and (3.2)
t.-

f(t,)
z(0) = [%]

have a unique classical solution z € C1(R"; X, ) with [ﬂ € C(R";dom (SM)).
(These equations are plainly ([2.I6) written for S™) instead of S.) Then the

SRecall that (X,,)1 C 2, C X, but (X,)1 is not dense in Z,,.
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output signal can be defined through the second of the equations in (B.2)
since [C&D),, € L(dom (S™)) ;U,,) as in Proposition 241 We conclude that
29) and (B.2]) are equivalent Cauchy problems under the assumptions on
[40] and [}] stated above.

The state x(-) in equations (B.2) is controlled both from the boundary
points 0,1 (using the control function @) and also from all of the interior
points of the interval [0, 1] (using the control function f). We show next
that that if both  and f are twice continuously differentiable in time, the

boundary and the interior point parts of the control “do not mix”.

Proposition 3.1. Let [¥0] € Z,, [}] € C2(R";U,), and G, [4o] = a(0).
Then the classical solution z of the first and the last of equations [B.2)) (as-
sociated with the system node in (B.1))) satisfies x = z + w where z is the
classical solution of [29) with f = 0 (associated with the boundary node

=W) in ZI0)), and w(t) € ker (G.,) for all t > 0.

Proof. By linearity, the classical solution z of (3.2) can be decomposed as the
sum x = z +w of two classical solutions z and w for ¢t € R of the equations

Z(t) = A1z2(t) + B, ["W] = A_12(t) + Bu(t) with 2(0) = [%]; (3.3)
and
w'(t) = Ayw(t) + By [ 0] = Acw(t) + B f(t,-) with w(0) = 0. (3.4)

Because the operators A_; and B relate to S (as introduced in the beginning
of this section) and, hence, to the boundary node Z") in (2I0), equations
B3) give 2/(t) = Lz(t) + B(u(t) — Gz(t)) = Lz(t), B(u(t) — Gz(t)) = 0, and
hence u(t) = G, 2(t) because ker (B) = {0}.

Consider next the initial value problem
W' (t) = A_j(t) + BOf(t,) for teR*, @(0)=BYf0), (3.5)

where now f' € C! (Rﬂ L*(0,1)) and w(0) € X,. Denote by T'(-) the strongly
continuous contraction semigroup on X, generated by A. Because B ¢
L(L?(0,1); X,), the variation of constants formula @(t) = T'(t)B® £/(0,-) +
fot T(t —7)B@®f'(1,-)dr gives a unique strong solution of (3.3) satisfying
w € C(R+;Xw); see [27, Theorem 3.8.2(iv)]. Then w defined by w(t) :=
fOttD(T) dr satisfies W(t) = A_jw(t) + B©® f(t,-) for all t > 0, as can be seen
by integrating ([B.3]) over [0, 1] as a (X,,)_1-valued function. Since also w = w’
(derivative computed in the space (X,)_1), we conclude that w equals the
unique classical solution of ([3.4), with w € C* (RJF; Xu).

It now follows from A_jw(t) = w(t) — B f(t,-) that w € C(RJF; (X))
Therefore G, w(t) = 0 because (X,); = dom (A) = ker (Gy,). O
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In fact, the system node S) defines a well-posed linear system in the
usual sense of, e.g., [15, Definition 2.7] and [27, Definition 2.2.1]:

Theorem 3.2. The classical solution of [B.2) satisfies the energy inequality

%Hx(t)llfm <la(f +2p-Re (x(t), [169])x, — 19O (3.6)

for allt > 0. Moreover, the well-posedness estimate

(), + 131200 < KT (18713 + 1T o) (37)

holds for all T > 0 where K(T) :=5(p + 1)Y2(T +1).

Proof. We first verify (BZS]) for the classical solution x of (B:2)) for which
(] € Z,, [§] € 02( Uy,), and G, [%] = @(0). Proposition Bl gives

the decomposition z(t) = ( )+ w(t) € Z, for such solutions where 2/(t) =
Lyz(t), w(t) € ker (Gy), and w'(t) = Aw(t)+ B® f(t,-), we get for any t > 0

i”x( %, + 150 = 2Re (x(t), () + w'(t)) o, + [3(1)]
= 2Re (z(t), wa(t)>Xw + |g(t )| + 2Re <ZL‘ B(e)f( -)>Xw

(3.8)

since A_ L,— BG,and A= L . Since

I}Zw - w}ker(G )

a0 = cenl, (|6 |+ | 1) |) = Kuletv) + wie) = Kustt)

0 f(tv')
we have by the passivity of ZW) the Green-Lagrange inequality
2Re (2(t), Loz (t)) , + [Kua ()] < |Gua(t)]” = [a(t)]".

This, together with (B.8]), gives for all £ > 0 the energy estimate

%Hw(t)!\iw + 5@ < la@)]® +2Re (2(t), BOS(t, ), - (3.9)

Since BEf(t,-) = [pf(ot,.)], we conclude that (3.6) holds.

To conclude ([B.7) from (B6), we must obtain an a priori bound for
|x(t)]|x,. We use again the splitting © = z + w from Proposition Bl Be-
cause (3.3]) describes the input part of the scattering passive system node S
associated to Z") in (ZI0), we get

Iz, < I[%]I1%, + )7 (3.10)

14



As in the proof of Proposition 3.1l the variation of constants formula gives
fo [pf )] dr for the solution of (BF). Because T'(-) is a
contractlon semigroup, it follows from Holder’s inequality that

lw ()%, <t 72002200y = 2712001 0.) - (3.11)
Combining (3.10) and (B.11]) we get
lz ()%, < 2012011, +llw®)lZ,) < 201[w ]Iz, + @+ F]1Z0.020.)

and thus |32y, < 2005 ] 13, + (072 + 2D [F]1Z20700,) <
(pT* +2T) (1% )13, + [ F]1172(0.1)24,)) Which implies

2l z2oryeny < (o + DYAT + DAL ], + 1T F] N z200.m)000)-

Now we get

/ )<~’C F(t))a ) dt < lzll 2oy - 1 o0 22 0my)

< (p+ DT + D[]l + N[ F ] 2001240 HfHL2 ((0,1)x(0,T))

< (p+ DT + D)% e, + 1 F]lz20m020)

<200+ DT+ D% 1 + 1T 2 0.m)200)-
This together with ([B86) produces (B7) provided that [%] € Z,, [}] €
C2(R";Uy,), and G, [¥] = @(0). O

Using the well-posedness estimate of Theorem B.2] we can move from
classical solutions to more general strong solutions of equations (3.2).

Corollary 3.3. The system node S™) in B.1)), associated to the inhomoge-
nous Webster’s equation described by [2.11) —(2.3)), defines a well-posed linear
system through equations ([3.2).

The first and the last of equations in ([B.2)) have a unique strong solution x
(in X,) for any [¥0] € X, and [}] € L*(R™;U,,) satisfying x € C(E+;Xw)ﬂ
WU R (Xy)_1). The output function satisfies §j € L2 (R*;YV,), and the

loc

well-posedness estimate ([B1) holds.

Strong solutions are defined in [27, Definition 3.8.1] in the sense of mathe-
matical systems theory. It is clear that classical solutions of (8.2) (as given
in Proposition [24)) are strong solutions as well. Conversely, it does not make
sense to say that a strong solution would in general satisfy equations in (2.9)

for, e.g, [#] ¢ CZ(E+;Z/{w).
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Proof. That S™) defines a well-posed linear system follows from estimate
B0) and [27, Lemma 4.7.8 and Theorem 4.7.15]. The existence of the strong
solution follows from the definition of the well-posed linear system; see [27,
Definition 2.2.1]. That the strong solution satisfies (87) follows by density
as given in [15, Definition 2.7] and the discussion following it. O

4 Tracking error dynamics

It is now time to discuss in a rigorous way what actually is described in the
right panel of Fig. [l There, both the wave equation and Webster’s equation
are boundary controlled by a common external signal, apart from averaging.
More precisely, the boundary control signal u € C? (RJF; L*(T'(0))) acts as an
input for the wave equation, and the scalar signal

N 1
u(t) = m

+

/ udA for teR (4.1)
r(0)

satisfying u € CQ(RJF; Vw) is used as the input for the Webster’s model. It
has been shown in [I4] Theorem 3.1] that the averaged solution ¢ = (¢, s)
in (7)), with ¢ coming from (I1I), is a weak solution ¢ = ¢ of the problem

( 682 yiye? 8682
u = G 3 (Al9)52) + 2550 = f(t,5)
for s € (0,1) and t € RT,
—cs(t,0) + (¢, 0) = 2, /A ult)  fort € RT, (4.2)
W(t,1)=0 forteR", and

¥(0,5) = ¢(0,5), U,(0,5) = ¢,(0,s) forse (0,1),

\

where the additional load term f = F+G+ H € C(RJF; L?(0,1)) is given by
Z3)—(@3) above. By [14, Theorem 3.1], the particular weak solution ¢ of
(£2) has extra regularity a consequence of (L3]), namely

o€ C*(R";L40,1)) and ¢, € CYRL*(0,1)). (4.3)

On the other hand, the system described by (4.2]) and the output function
y defined by (2.2)) can be reformulated in terms of the scattering passive
system node as

-] Lz
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as shown in Section Equation (£4]) has a wunique strong solution x by
Corollary B3] which is of the form x = [¥] where ¢ solves (L.2]), and 7 = pi)y.
To apply the estimate (3.7) using Corollary B3, we need to conclude that
the top component ¢ of the strong solution z of (&4)) equals ¢ for all ¢ > 0.

Lemma 4.1. Let Q an I'(0) C 98 be defined as in Section [, and let u €
CQ(EJF; L*(T(0))). By ¢ denote the solution of the wave equation model (L))
safisfying the reqularity conditions (L3)), and define y € C(EJF; L3(T'(0))) by
([C2). Assume that

(i) the function ¢ is obtained from ¢ of (1)) by the averaging operator

given in (L1);

(ii) the function u € 02(@+;yw) is obtained from w by (LI)); the function
y € C’l(ﬁﬂ V) is obtained similarly from y; and

(iii) the function f € C(EJF;LQ(O, 1)) is defined as f = F' + G + H where
F.G, and H are given by (2.3)—(2.0).

Then x(t) = [pﬁit(t))} is the (unique) strong solution of (&4]) with the output

satisfying y = 1.

We remark that the result depends essentially on the Standing Assumptions
as seen in the proof.

Proof. The proof is an extension of Lemma 21 More precisely, we need

to show that (i) the functions z(t) = [p?bit(t))] and [§] satisfy z(0) € X,,

(4] € LAR™;U,,), and = € C(R"; X,) NWEL(RT; (X,)_1); and that (ii) the
dynamical equations (d4]) are satisfied with § = y where the Hilbert spaces
Uy, X, (X,)_1 and the system node S™) are defined in Section [

Now, it is immediate from assumptions that [?] € L*(R*;U,,). Recalling
that Z, C X, the inclusion z(0) € X, follows because a stronger result
z(t) € Z, for all ¢ > 0 has been shown in the proof of Lemma 211

We work under the regularity assumptions (L3]) on the classical solution
¢ of (LI)—(L2), and hence [pﬁt} € CY(R™; HY(Q) x L?(Q2)). The averaging
operator A defined by (L7) satisfies A € L(H*(Q); H*(0,1)) for all k > 0 by
[14, Proposition 5.3]. Thus, the averaged solution ¢(t,-) = Ag¢(t,-) satisfies

T = [pjﬂ € C'(R*; &,,) since &, = H}},(0,1) x L*(0,1) and ¢(t,1) = 0
follows from the boundary condition ¢(¢,r) = 0 for all r € I'(1). Because

Xy C (Xy)-1 with a continuous embedding (see Definition 2.3]), we have
T € C(EJF; X,) N WEH R (X,)_1) as required.

loc
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Let us first check the top row of (£4); i.e.,

2 (t) = [A&B], L;(g;)} =A_,x(t) + Bu(t) + [pf?t,.)] (4.5)

where the operators A_;, B are as in Section Since z(t) € Z, (as is
already stated in this proof) and A_l‘ 2, = L, — BG,,, we conclude that
A_yx(t) + Bu(t) + [yt ] = Lo (t) + B (a(t) — Gux(t)) + [ 0y ] = 2'(t) +
B (u(t) — Gpx(t)) by Lemma 211 Thus, equation (4.35) holds since u(t) =
Gz (t) follows from the second equation in (L)) as explained in [14, Egs. (3.6)
and (3.8), as shown at the end of Section 4], noting that the last two condition
listed in Standing Assumptions [2] hold.
It remains to treat the bottom row of (4.4]) which takes the form

x(t)
g(t) =:[(7851)]u,{ a(t) } = Kyx(t).
f(t7')
Similarly as above for the input equation u(t) = G,x(t), we observe that
y(t) = Kyz(t) as well. Hence § = g follows, and the proof is complete. [

For the rest of the section, we denote by [ pﬁt} the unique solution of

(#4) with f = 0 and output g, referring to the left panel in Fig. Il By

Lemma [T}, the function [Pﬁt} is the unique solution of (A4l with f =

F+G+H e C(RJF; L?(0,1)) and output 7, referring to the right panel in
Fig. [l By subtracting the model equations for ¢ and ¢ from each other,
we get the equations for the tracking error. Indeed, because both [ pﬁt} and

[pd:) } are strong solutions in the sense of Corollary B3] the tracking error

bt
€= [pe] = [p(ii: ¢)t] is the unique strong solution of the tracking error

1S

model

{g(tflﬁtz/(t)] _ 5w {F(t#)+;§)_)+H(tf)} and  &(0) = m . (4.6)

Now, the tracking error can be estimated for 7" > 0 by using the well-
posedness estimate ([B.7) for strong solutions, given in Theorem 3.2

()%, + 117 = Tl 0.my)

12 ) (4.7)
<5(p+ )T+ |[F+G+ H”L2((0,T);L2(0,1))-

It remains to translate (L1) to our first a posteriori estimate recalling
the norm of X, in (Z8)) that was used for deriving (1.
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Theorem 4.2. Let the sets Q, T', and T'(s) for s € [0,1] be defined as in Sec-
tion 1, and assume that the Standing Assumptions [ and[2 hold. Moreover,
assume the following:

(i) Letu € CHR"; L2(1(0))), and define its spatial average @ by (&I).

(ii) Let ¢o € H'(Q) with o[, = 0, Ago € L*(Q), and G2| o €
LA T(0)UT). Let po € H'(Q) with Qﬂr(o) = 0, and assume that the
compatibility condition with the input function u holds:

c%(r) +p po(r) =2 oa w(0,r)  forall  reT(0).

(iii) By ¢ : R" x Q — R denote the solutiorld of the wave equation model
(1) Define the output y by (L2).

(iv) Define the spatially averaged version ¢ of ¢ by (D). Similarly with 1,
define i in terms of y.

(v) By : R x [0,1] — R denote the solutiorl] of the generalised Webster’s
equation (L4) with the input @ = u, and define the output § by (LI).
Then the tracking error e = — ¢, as described by the left panel of Fig. [, is
bounded from above for all T > 0 by the inequality
(% = &) (T, Moy + 1 = ) (Ts )220y + 19 = Gl 220m)
< 4Cop VP (p+ )T + 1)"?||F + G + H||20.1%(0,1))

where the constant Cq given by
2

C? = +1, c¢(s) =cX(s), 4.8

& i (A, A e(ep) Th T ER Y

depends only on the geometry of (2, and the functions F', G, and H are given
by 23) — (2.8) in terms of solution ¢ of (L) and the problem data.

Proof. We observe that ¢ has the regularity required in (LG) since it is part
of [2 Theorem 5.1] for classical solutions. Hence, all that has been stated
above about ¢ is at our disposal. Recalling the energy norm (2.8)) of X, we

get - -
” (ws - s) ( ')H?’ﬁ(o 1) + H (wt - ¢t) (T, ')H%Q(O,l)
< Gill] e 1,

(o ¢t)(T

6 As explained in [2, Theorem 5.1] for & > 0 and [2, Corollary 5.2] for a = 0.
"As explained in [2, Theorem 4.1].
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where C7' == p/2 - mingeo1](A(s), A(s)/c(s)?), c(s) = ¢S(s). Thus, using
@D, we get

(v — ) (T, ')||?11 o) F 11 (@ = &) (T, ) 72000) + 19 = Fll720.1)
< Oy <|| [p(wt 60) () } %, + 117 — y||L2(OT ) (4.9)
<5C(p+ DVAHT +1) - ||F+ G+ H”L2((0,T);L2(o,1))

where Cy = C + 1. Taking the square root of both sides and using (a + b +
c)* < 3(a% +b* + ¢?) gives

(¥ = &) (T, )l + (e — &) (T, M2y + 17 — Ul 200m)
\/1502 (p+DYYT + 1)1/2HF+G+HHL2(0T )% (0,1))

which gives the claim. O

5 A posteriori error estimate

In essence, the following Theorem [5.1lfollows from Theorem [4.2] by estimating
the functions F', GG, and H in terms of ¢ and the problem data.

By f}r denote the Dirichlet trace of a function f defined on Q. Define
the Hilbert space

EQ)={feH(Q):AfeL*Q),f|, e H()},
equipped with the norm

Hf”%(n) = ”f”?il(ﬂ) + ”Af”%Q(Q) + ”f}[‘”?fl(f‘)

Recall that I' C 09 denotes the walls of the tube €2, excluding the ends I'(0)
and I'(1).

Theorem 5.1. Let the sets Q, T', and T'(s) for s € [0,1] be defined as in
Section I, and assume that the Standing Assumptions [l and [ hold. Make
the same assumptions [{)-@) on signals u, u, y, §, §, and solutions ¢, ¢ as

in Theorem[{.3. Denote by ¢ the extension of the averaged solution ¢ to all
of Q, given by

5(-,1') =¢(-,s) forall r€ m, s € [0,1]. (5.1)
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Then the tracking error e = 1 — ¢, as described by the left panel of Fig. [, is
bounded by the inequality

(¥ = &) (T, Mo + (W — &) (T )l e20,1) + 17 = Gl 2200m)
§7Cf2p71/2<p 4 1)3/4(T 4 1)1/2

' ((”A'Hmo,l) + 1A | z=0)) Cr H¢ — 9

v (6-9)

L2((0,7);E(2))

+ [lmax (, 1) |20 0,1y Cre

(o-9),

5l oo 0,1)Ce.3 HAQb ~ A

L2([0,T]xC3)

+ « (Cg + CH,Q) L2((0,T);HY(Q))

LQ([O,T]XQ))
for all T > 0 where

(A:¢) (t,1r) == A(A(t,))(s) forall rel(s), se[0,1], and teR',

the constant Cq is given by ([E8), the constants Cx and Cg are as given
in Proposition [1.3, and the constants Cy 1, Cya, and Cy s are as given in

Proposition [5.7)
All of the constants on the right hand side depend only on the domain ).

The proof of this theorem is divided into Propositions[5.2, 5.3 and 5.4l Even
though the constants in Theorem [(.1] depend only on the domain €, their
numerical values are difficult to obtain since they contain, e.g., norms of trace
mappings.

For f € E(Q) and g € H' (), define the linear operators

(F1)(s) = A"(S)AT ~ BY|p) + A() - (Af ~ B,

(G = -1

where we use the two averaging operators that have been introduced in [14]

(5.2)

(Ag — Bg|..)

(Af)(s) == ﬁ/r(s)fcm and (Bg|)(s) := %/0 " g(s, R(s),0) db

for all s € (0,1).
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Proposition 5.2. The operators defined in (5.2) satisfy F € L(E(Q); L*(0,1))
with the estimate

IF f 20 < (1A 20,0 + A2 0.0) CEIf llE@

and G € L(E(Q); H(0,1)) N L(HY(Q); H/%(0,1)).
Moreover, ker (G) N E(Q) C ker (F), ker (G) is closed in H' (), and
ker (F) closed in E(Q). If f € HY(S), and f is defined by dilation

Fe)y=(Af)(s) forall reT(s) and se(0,1)

then f € ker (G). Similarly, if f € E(Q) is such that Af € H2(0,1) then
f € ker (G) N E(Q).

Proof. As shown in [14, Propositions 5.2 and 5.3], we have
A€ L(LA(Q); L*(0,1)) N L(H'(Q); H'(0,1)) and B € L(H*(T); H*(0,1))

for all s € R. Because the functions A(-) and W (-) are smooth and strictly
positive, the norm estimates for F and G follow. The claims about the null
spaces are evident, apart from the last one.

Since f is constant on each I'(s) for s € (0,1), it would follow that the
two averages (Af)(s) and (Bf|.)(s) would coincide for all s. Thus, formally
f € ker (G). It remains to show that f € HY(Q) if f € HY(Q), and that
feEBW)if fe BEQ)

We choose a smooth curve 1: [0, 1] — T" on the tube wall such that I'(s)N1
consists of a single point. The cut the tube wall open along 1, and map the
surface T'\ 1 to the unit square [0, 1] x (0,1) by a smooth diffeomorphism,
so that the circles 9I'(s) \ {1(s)} map onto {s} x (0,1). Now, it it clear that
the extension f(s,€) := f(s) for & € (0,1) satisfies f € H'((0,1)?) because
f € HYQ) implies f = Af € H'(0,1) by [14, Proposition 5.2]. Thus
f € HY(T') by pullback. By a similar argument, we have f € H2(Q) C E(f)
if f € H%(0,1) which completes the proof. O

With the help of the operators F and G, the forcing terms F' and G given

in (2.3) —(2.4) may be written as
F(t,s) = (Fo(t,-))(s) and  G(t,s) = a(Gan(t,-))(s) (5:3)

for all (¢,s) € R x (0,1).

22



Proposition 5.3. Make the same assumption as in Theorem[51. The forc-
ing functions F' and G, given by (2Z3)—(2.4), satisfy the estimates

1Pz < (14 =0 + 14" lm0) C || (6= 6) 0], and

B(Q)
IG(t.Mz20) < aCo (6= 0), (¢)

H(Q)
for allt > 0 where the constants Cr and Cg depend only on the geometry of
Q.

Proof. As shown in [2] Theorem 5.1 and Corollary 5.2], the unique classical
solution ¢ of the wave equation (IL1]) satisfies the regularity assumptions
(L3). Hence, all results of [14, Section 5] can be used: in particular, that
gb’F € C(Ry; HY(T')) by [14, Proposition 5.1] and, hence, ¢(t,-) € E(2) for

all fixed t e R Further, by Lemma we get that ¢ € H?(0,1). Together
with (5.3]), we get

1 < | (60 = 6(0.)) ||, + 1700 zz
< Cr (14 z=0n) + 14|z 0m) - || (¢ = 6) 2.)]

E(Q)

because F gzZS = 0 by Proposition 5.2l The estimate involving G is proved
similarly, noting that the dissipativity constant « is always nonnegative. [

It remains to treat the term H(-) given in (2.5]):

Proposition 5.4. Make the same assumption as in Theorem [51. Then the
forcing function H, given by (2.0), satisfies the estimate

v <¢ B 5) (t, '>’ L2(0:C3)
Ikl Crs || (86 = B0) (1)

-+ OZCH,Q

IH ()2 < Imax (K, &[]0, Cra
H(Q) L2(Q)

(6-9),0.)
(5.4)

for all t > 0 where the constants Cyy 1, Cyo, and Cy s depend only on the
geometry of €.

Proof. Let us begin with the first term in H in (Z3). Denoting by ¢ the
extension given in (B.I]), we observe by using the gradient formula in [14]

Section 2] that V¢ = t(s )_Ha—f and V (271) = —t(s) rr'(s) cos § — n(s) k(s).
Thus, recalling that ¢ = ¢(t, s), we get

[

(1] —

=dA 8¢ B
) ¢E —K'(s )88 rcos@dA—O
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where dA = rdrdf. Hence, we get by using Holder’s inequality

1 dA 1 dA|?
‘/F@)V(:) VeE L2(0,1):‘/F(S)V(~) (¢ ¢) =
! 1\|* dA dA
g/o (/F(S)v<§) E'/p(s) (6-0)| )ds
Slimas (. ) o C;Zi’l'/o1 (fr(s) <¢ 5) 2 dEA) ’

=||max (&, H)||L<>°OICH1 HV <¢ ¢> L2(C%)

L2(0,1)

1/2
where Cy1 := Sup,epo ) (ff(s) (r+1)2="1 dA) , since dV = Z7'dAds and
|V (27| < max (k, &) (r + 1). B
Let us estimate next the last term in (Z5). Because the function ¢, = ¢,
does not depend on r and 6 variables at all, we have

<

Since the surface element on tube wall I is given by dS = W (s) df ds by [14
Section 2], we get for all ¢ > 0

t,-, R(-),0)cosOdf

L2(0,1)

/ (¢t ¢t>(,, R(-),0) cos db

0

_ 2w
+ ' b, (t,+) / cos 0 do
£2(0,1) 0

L2(0,1)

/0%(@ @)(,, R(-),0) cos 0 df

£2(0,1)

2

/ o(t, -, R(+),0) cos0do

L2(0,1)
2
< o202 5)1/? (gbt qst) (t,s, R(s),6) COSQdQ' ds
<m202/ / b — ¢>t (t, 5, R(s), )) W(s)do ds
=’} [ |(lt) - e ) | 5 = ma?C3 | (et = e |,
= 2 - 2
< ma’CyCy <¢t<t")_ t<t")> r HU2(T) < @i <¢_¢>t<t"> H(Q)
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where C3 := sup,c %, Cyo = 7/2C3C,C5, and the constants Cy, Cs
are the norms of the inclusion H*/?(I') C L*(T") and the trace mapping from
H'(Q) into HY2(T'), respectively.

It remains to treat the second term in H in (2.5). We first observe that
the error function £ = E(s,r,0) introduced in (2.6]) averages to zero over
each intersectional surface I'(s). We have

/ E(s,r,0)dA
I(s)
R(s) p2m )
= —2k(s) / rcosfdA + /@(5)2/ / <T2 cos® ) — #) rdrdd
I'(s) 0 0

R(s) 2w 2 R(s) 2w
= r(s)? / rgdr/ cos? 0 df — @/ rdr/ do
0 0 4 Jo 0

= K(s)? (13(3)4 : /0 o odn — FOP LR - 27?) =0

4 4 2

because fo% cos? 0 df = w. Considering now the second time derivative <Ztt =

E of <;:5 in (5.00), we see that also Qzﬁtt does not depend on the variables r and
6 at all. Recalling that ¢ satisfies the wave equation A¢ = ¢ 2¢y, we get

02/ EA:ng(t,s)dA:/ Eq‘stt(t,s)dA:ggtt(t,s)/ EdA=0
I'(s) I'(s) I'(s)

for all s € [0,1]. Hence, we get the estimate
1

HAES) /r(s) Bogad o) - HA<3) /F(S)E' (A¢ —A:<b) dA
(5 (20-59)

where Cy 3 := || A|| £(r2(0):22(01)) | E/ Kl L (0); the boundedness of A is by [14]
Propositions 5.2]. O

L2(0,1)

= ||/f||L°°(0,1)

< IllzeonCos |20 - B9

£2(0,1) L2(Q)

References
[1] A. Aalto. A low-order glottis model with nonturbulent flow and me-

chanically coupled acoustic load. Master’s thesis, Helsinki University of
Technology, 2009.

25



2]

[10]

[11]

[12]

A. Aalto, T. Lukkari, and J. Malinen. Acoustic wave guides as infinite-
dimensional dynamical systems. ESAIM: Control Optim. Calc. Var. (to
appear), 2014.

D. Aalto, O. Aaltonen, R.-P. Happonen, P. Jiasaari, , A. Kivela,
J. Kuortti, J. M. Luukinen, J. Malinen, T. Murtola, R. Parkkola,

J. Saunavaara, and M. Vainio. Large scale data acquisition of simul-
taneous MRI and speech. Appl. Acoust., 83(1):64-75, 2014.

E. Acerbi, G. Buttazzo, and D. Percivale. A variational definition of the
strain energy for an elastic string. J. Elasticity, 25:137-148, 1991.

S. Alessandrini, D. Arnold, R. Falk, and A. Madureira. Derivation and
justification of plate models by variational methods. In M. Fortin, editor,
Plates and shells (Québec, QC, 1996), volume 21 of CRM Proc. Lecture
Notes, pages 1-20. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1999.

T. Chiba and M. Kajiyama. The Vowel, Its Nature and Structure. Pho-
netic Society of Japan, 1958.

E. Eisner. Complete solutions of the ”Webster” horn equation. J. Acoust.
Soc. Am., 41(4):1126-1146, 1967.

G. Fant. Acoustic Theory of Speech Production. Mouton, The Hague,
1960.

C. Hanna and J. Slepian. The function and design of horns for loud-
speakers (reprint). J. Audio Eng. Soc, 25(9):573-585, 1977.

A. Hannukainen, T. Lukkari, J. Malinen, and P. Palo. Vowel formants
from the wave equation. J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 122(1):EL1-EL7, 2007.

P. Kuchment and H. Zeng. Convergence of spectra of mesoscopic systems
collapsing onto a graph. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 258(2):671-700, 2001.

M. Lesser and J. Lewis. Applications of matched asymptotic expansion
methods to acoustics. I. The Webster horn equation and the stepped
duct. J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 51(5):1664-1669, 1971.

M. Lesser and J. Lewis. Applications of matched asymptotic expansion
methods to acoustics. II. The open-ended duct. J. Acoust. Soc. Am.,
52(5):1406-1410, 1972.

T. Lukkari and J. Malinen. Webster’s equation with curvature and
dissipation. larXiv:1204.4075, 2013. Submitted.

26


http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.4075

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]
[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

28]

J. Malinen, O. Staffans, and G. Weiss. When is a linear system conser-
vative? Q. Appl. Math., 64(1):61-91, 2006.

J. Malinen and O. Staffans. Conservative boundary control systems. J.
Differential Equations, 231(1):290-312, 2006.

T. Murtola. Modelling vowel production. Licentiate thesis, Aalto Uni-
versity, 2014.

A. Nayfeh. Perturbation Methods. Wiley-Interscience, New York, 1973.

A. Nayfeh and D. Telionis. Acoustic propagation in ducts with varying
cross sections. J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 54(6):1654-1661, 1973.

S. Rienstra. Sound transmission in slowly varying circular and annular
lined ducts with flow. J. Fluid Mech., 380:279-296, 1999.

S. Rienstra. Webster’s horn equation revisited. SIAM J. Appl. Math.,
65(6):1981-2004, 2005.

S. Rienstra and W. Eversman. A numerical comparison between the
multiple-scales and finite-element solution for sound propagation in lined
flow ducts. J. Fluid Mech., 437:367-384, 2001.

S. Rienstra and A. Hirschberg. An introduction to acoustics. Download-
able from http://www.win.tue.nl/~sjoerdr/papers/boek.pdf, 2013.

J. Rubinstein and M. Schatzman. Variational problems on multiply
connected thin strips I: Basic estimates and convergence of the laplacian
spectrum. Arch. Ration. Mech. An., 160(4):271-308, 2001.

V. Salmon. Generalized plane wave horn theory. J. Acoust. Soc. Am.,
17(3):199-211, 1946.

V. Salmon. A new family of horns. J. Acoust. Soc. Am, 17(3):212-218,
1946.

O. Staffans. Well-Posed Linear Systems. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, 2004.

A. Webster. Acoustic impedance, and the theory of horns and of the
phonograph. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 5:275-282, 1919.

27


http://www.win.tue.nl/~sjoerdr/papers/boek.pdf

	1  Introduction
	2  Background
	2.1  Inhomogenous Webster's equation
	2.2 On the weak solution of Webster's equation
	2.3 On system nodes

	3  Inhomogenous Webster's model
	4 Tracking error dynamics
	5 A posteriori error estimate

