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RELAXATION OF REGULARITY FOR THE WESTERVELT EQUATION BY
NONLINEAR DAMPING WITH APPLICATION IN ACOUSTIC-ACOUSTIC
AND ELASTIC-ACOUSTIC COUPLING

RAINER BRUNNHUBER, BARBARA KALTENBACHER, AND PETRONELA RADU

ABSTRACT. In this paper we show local (and partially global) in time existence for the Wester-
velt equation with several versions of nonlinear damping. This enables us to prove well-posedness
with spatially varying Loc-coefficients, which includes the situation of interface coupling between
linear and nonlinear acoustics as well as between linear elasticity and nonlinear acoustics, as
relevant, e.g., in high intensity focused ultrasound (HIFU) applications.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Westervelt equation for the acoustic pressure p
(1.1) (p = k() — *Ap — bAp; = 0,

where k = B,/\, o = 14+ B/(2A), A = oc? is the bulk modulus, ¢ is the mass density, c is the
speed of sound, b is the diffusivity of sound, B/A is the parameter of nonlinearity, is a classical
model of nonlinear acoustics, cf. [I0, 16 20]. In particular, it is widely used for the simulation
of high intensity focused ultrasound (HIFU) which has a broad range of technical and medical
applications ranging from lithotripsy or thermotherapy to ultrasound cleaning or welding and
sonochemistry, see [II, [16] and the references therein. Note that the Westervelt equation can be
written alternatively in terms of the acoustic velocity potential v,

(1.2) (W — k(W) — AP — bAY, = 0,

where 01, = p and k= ok.

An analysis of the Westervelt equation with homogeneous [12] and inhomogeneous [I3] Dirich-
let and Neumann [I5] boundary conditions as well as with boundary instead of interior damp-
ing [I1] has yielded well-posedness and exponential decay of small and regular (i.e., H%(2))
solutions. Here Q CRY, d € {1,2,3} is the spatial domain on which (1)) is considered.

An important open question to be addressed in this paper is existence of spatially less reqular
solutions as needed, e.g., for coupling with elastic or acoustic regions exhibiting different material
parameters in the simulation of a focusing silicone lens immersed in an acoustic medium.

An important feature of equation (III) (similarly also of (L2)) is the potential degeneracy
due to the factor (1 — 2kp) of the second time derivative py. In order to avoid degeneracy, it
is crucial to obtain an L.-estimate of p in order to bound (1 — 2kp) away from zero. This
has been achieved until now by combining a bound of Ap (obtained by energy estimates) with
Sobolev’s embedding H?(£2) — Loo(£2). In this paper, we will employ the nonlinear damping for
this purpose instead. Note that, indeed, the particular choice of the damping is to some extent
left open from the point of view of the physical modeling. We will use this freedom to devise
possible damping terms leading to existence of H'!(£2)-solutions.
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We consider three modifications of the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary value problem asso-

ciated with (ILT]) and (L2]), namely

(1 — 2ku)uyy — c®div (Vu + 6|Vu|p_1Vu) — bAuy = 2k(uy)?,
(1.3) (uw; ue) =0 = (uo,u1),
ulag =0,

(1 — 2ku)uy — 2Au— bdiv (((1 — )+ 5|Vut|q_1)Vut> = 2k(uy)?,
(1.4) (u, ut)|t=0 = (uo,u1),
ulga = 0,.

Ut — 2k tAu — bdiv <(( —9)+ 6|Vut|q_1)Vut) =0,
(1.5) (u, ut)|t=0 = (uo, u1),
u’ag =0,.

in a smooth domain Q C R, d € {1,2,3} with ¢ > 0, 6 € [0,1] and p,q > 1. The constant
parameters b, ¢ will be positive while k will not be assumed to have a particular sign. Equations
(C3) and (L4) are motivated by (LI]) while (LT) comes from (L2]). In all equations we changed
the notation to the typical mathematical one for solutions of PDEs, i.e., p = u, and ¢ — wu,
respectively.

Note that if e = 0 or if p =1 in ([I.3]), one obtains the classical Westervelt equation; likewise,
for 6 =0or ¢ =1 in (I4) and (LA). Here we will analyze the problem for

g0 >0and p,g>d—1,

where d is the space dimension such that W1P+1(Q) and W14t1(Q) are continuously embedded
in L (92); precise conditions for these inclusions to hold will be discussed later in the paper. In
Sections [Bl and Bl we will have to to use the stronger assumption ¢ > 3, since there we will need
WhatL(Q) to be continuosly embedded in W14(Q).

In all three cases the damping terms enable us to derive an L..-estimate on u (or u;) and
thus avoid degeneracy of the coefficient 1 — 2ku (or 1 — 2ku;). Namely, for the damping term of
(L3) we have, using homogeneity of the Dirichlet boundary values of w,

lu(t,z)| < C‘S,zvol,pﬂ IVu(t)|z,

=, (ITwl! + / il Va(s, )P dyds) ™

1
=S WPt Lo, [|VUO|er

Lp+1
(1.6) . -
+/ /(p+ D|Vu(s,y)[P~ " Vu(s,y)Vu(s,y) dy ds}
0
= Cppaa_|[Vuol?!],
_1
-+ 1)/ / div <\Vu(s, Y|P Vu(s, y))ut(s, y) dy ds} e
0 JQ
where C*! Wit g denotes a combination of the constant in the Sobolev embedding VVO1 PHYQ) -

Lo (92) Wlth the one from the Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality.
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For the damping term of (L4]), we have

Q
[u(t, @) < COprann  [Vu(®)lLgs,

=%

t
W()l,q+1,Loo Vug +/ Vut(s) ds

Lg+1(2)

e yvuoquHJr‘/ Vuy(s) ds

L +1i|
q +1 4
L _]Vuo]Lq+1 / / ‘Vut S y dyds) q+1]

= C;Z/Olquﬁl I ’vuo’L

ylooo |

(1.7)
< CIS/I)/OquLl

a+1

1

t 1
—tq/ / div <|Vut(s, )T Vg (s, y))ut(s, y) dy d8> q“}.
0 JQ
Finally, for (L)), we get, replacing u by u; and p by ¢ in (LG)

Q +1
jur(t,2)| < Cffans ;| [VurlfF,

(1.8) n 1
— (¢ + 1)/0 /Qdiv (|Vut(s,y)|q71Vut(s,y))utt(s,y) dyds| .

Hence, in all three cases, multiplication of the damping term with wu; (or u;) and integration
over time and space will provide us with the desired Loo-estimate on u (or u). In this manner,
we avoid estimates on Awu in order to conclude L..-boundedness of u, a strategy that has been
used in previous studies of the Westervelt equation [12] [13].

A major advantage of this relaxed regularity is the fact that it can be expected to enable
solutions of the modified Westervelt equation to be coupled with other equations or with jumping
coeflicients, a situation that is also of high practical relevance for HIFU devices based on the
use of acoustic lenses immersed in a fluid medium [16].

We will first consider an acoustic-acoustic coupling. This can be modeled by the presence of
spatially varying, namely piecewise constant coefficients, in a pressure formulation (cf. [2] for
the linear case)

ﬁ(l — 2k(x)u)uy — le(Q(x) Vu)
—div (b(x)((1 = 8(2)) + 8(2) Va1 ) V) = 32 ()2,

(u, ug)|t=0 = (uo,u1),
ulon = 0.

(1.9)

Here we have emphasized space dependence of the coefficients while suppressing space and time
dependence of u in the notation as before. While in the above equations (L3]), (L), (L3) and
in the regions of nonlinearity (i.e., k¥ # 0) in (L9), strong damping b > 0 is needed for ensuring
well-posedness, we may set b = 0 in regions where k vanishes. This corresponds to the physically
relevant situation of a linearly acoustic (possibly to be considered as approximation to linearly
elastic) silicone lens immersed in a nonlinear acoustic fluid.

The physically more relevant model requires a linearly elastic model for the lens. Therefore,
we consider a velocity based formulation for elastic-acoustic coupling (see also the displacement
based formulation in [4] and the velocity potential formulation in [9], both for the linear case)

o(z)uy — BTl Zk( o [c](z)Bu
(1.10) +BT(((1 = 8(x)) + 8(x)|Bug| ) p] () Bu; ) =0,
(w,ug)]t=0 = (uo, 1),

ulogn = 0,
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where u plays the role of the velocity, 1) determines the gradient part in the Helmholtz decom-
position of u,

u=Vy+VxA,
and the first order differential operator B is given by
axl 0 0 0 8$3 61'2

B=| 0 8, 0 8, 0 0,
0 0 sy On 05 O

Note that 1) can be determined from u as the solution of
—Ay = —divu

which is unique, e.g., if we imposed homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions on %, which
we will do below. Here we think of 2 being decomposed into an acoustic (fluid) and an elastic
(solid) subdomain

T

Q:QfUQS, Qfﬂgszw.
No particular smoothness assumption will have to be imposed on the domains €y and € as

these subdomains are just characterized as the sets of points where the L.o-coefficients o, ¢, k,
and b take on certain values that are typical for fluid and solid, respectively. The acoustic region
1y is characterized as the region of vanishing shear modulus p = 0 in the tensor

A+20 A A 00 0
A A+24 A 00 0
= A A A+20 0 0 0
0 0 0 pu 00|
0 0 0 0 u 0
0 0 0 0 0 u

i.e.,
=0 in Qf
A>0, ,u{ >0 in Qg
(Note that [c] could be set to any symmetric positive definite 6 x 6 matrix with entries in L>°(2)
in the elastic region g, thus allowing for anisotropic elasticity.) The tensor [b](x) is assumed to
be symmetric nonnegative definite and to have the same structure as [¢](x) in the fluid region,
i.e.,

b b b 00 0
b b b 00 0
pl=| 2 b b 0000 withb) >b>0in Q.
000000
000000
000000

From the Westervelt equation on the subdomain of nonlinearity

we have that the vector potential A may be set to zero in the acoustic region (i equals the
acoustic velocity potential there) and therewith

[c]Bu = AAve in Q, where e = (1,1,1,0,0,0)7,
so that on Qf the PDE in (ILI0) becomes
%Awe ~B7(((1 = 8) + 82w bAve) = 0.

— 2ky

oVihy — BT

Multiplying with an arbitrary vector valued test function v = Vw+V x W compactly supported
in €y, integrating by parts on (2, using the fact that

e'Bv=Aw, divv=Aw
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and assuming that ¢ is constant on Q such that oV, = V(0ty), we arrive at
A .
Aw — —— AP — (1 = 8) + 6| A% T HbAY, ) dz =0
/Qf (v = 1 20 = (=) +alAp T pdw)

for any smooth compactly supported w. With ¢? = %, b= ég we get (LE) which is (up to the
damping term) equivalent to (L2]).

In order to be able to make use of the embeddings
(1.11) HY () — L4(Q) with norm Cﬁg,m
(1.12) Wol’q+1(Q) — Lo () with norm C Lol

in this paper, we will impose zero Dirichlet boundary conditions and assume that Q C R? is an
open bounded set with Lipschitz boundary, d € {1, 2, 3}.

Actually, (LII)) allows to increase the space dimension even to d = 4. However, this case is
not of practical relevance. The proofs below show that the embedding HE(Q) — L.(Q2) with
r = 4 indeed suffices and we do not need to use the maximal possible exponent r = 6 in R3.

Throughout the paper we will use Poincaré’s inequality; on convex domains the inequality
reads (see for example page 364 in [14])

/]u ) — ug|Pdr < C(d, p)(diam(Q2 /\Vu )[Pda.

where ug, is the average of u over the domain € and diam(£2) denotes the diameter of the domain

Q. The Poincaré constant plays a role in the existence time for the solutions, however, our focus

is on establishing local well-posedness of solutions and not on estimating the time of existence.
Several times we will make use of Young’s inequality in the form

(1.13) ab < ea” + C(e,r)b71
with
(1.14) Cle,r) = (r—1)pri1e V/0=7)

The remainder of this paper consists of five sections, each of them dealing with one of the

equations (L3)), (L4)), (LI), (LI) and ([LI0)), respectively. We prove local in time existence (for

sufficiently small times and initial data) for all of them. Global existence and exponential decay
can only be established for the p-Laplace damping case (L3]), which lacks uniqueness, though.

2. THE WESTERVELT EQUATION IN ACOUSTIC PRESSURE FORMULATION WITH NONLINEAR
STRONG DAMPING ([L4)

First we consider the initial boundary value problem

(1 + a)uy — 2Au — bdiv(((l —0)+ 5|Vut|q_1)Vut) + fur =g,

(2.1) (u, ut)|t=0 = (uo, u1),
ulag = 0.
Proposition 2.1. (i) Let T >0, ¢2,b,6,1 =5 >0, ¢ > 1 and assume that

o a €C(0,T; Loc(2)), at € Loo(0,T5 L2()), —1 < —a < aft,z) <7,
o fELo(0,T;Lo(R)),
* 9 € (Lgpr (0.Ts Wy ()",
® Uy € H&(Q), uyp € La(Q).
with
1 - b(l—¢
1f = §at||Loo(0,T;L2(Q)) <b< (C(,Qi)
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Then (2.1)) has a weak solution
ue X = CY0,T; Ly(Q) N C(0, T; H (Q))
W0, T Wy Tt (Q).

Moreover, this solution is unique in X and it satisfies the energy estimate

1 t
5 [/Q(l + ) (ug)* dx + C2|Vu|%2(ﬂ)}

[ (690l + 5100l ) s

q+1

(2.2) < c(Ba+Dlll ;.

with

(0T Wy @)

b=b(1—20)— (0257L4)25
and C(e,r) as in (LI4).

(ii) If in addition to (i) a is independent of time, we have the estimate
(1 + a)uttH(Lq+1(07T;WOI’q+1(Q)))*

(2.3) _
< C{HUHX + ||gH(Lq+1(07T;W01’q+1(Q)))* + HuHXHfHLoo(O,T;LQ(Q))} .

for some constant C' > 0.
(iii) If in addition to (i) -
g f € LOO(O,Ta L4(Q)) with ||f||Loo(0,T;L4(Q)) < E;
® gc LQ(O,T; LQ(Q)),
e up € HY Q) n W),
then
ue X = H*0,T; Ly(2) N CH 0, T; Wy T (),

and there exist constants ¢, Cy depending only on o, b, ¢, 6, C% b, such that

HY Ly
! 2 2 +1
Bt +r [ (lunl} o) + Tl oy + V0l )
(2.4) < Cr(Er[u)(0) + |9l Lo 0,7;00(02)) + |’f”Loo(0,T;L4(Q)))
for
(2.5) Eq[u](t) = [|ut|%2(ﬂ) +VulZ, ) + Vel o) + |Vut|qLi1(Q)] (t).

Remark 2.2. Some simplified versions of Proposition 2] appear in the literature; usually, « is
taken to be zero (i.e. constant coefficient for us), 6 = 1. This version appears in [5, [7] where
the damping appears under a regular (p = 2) Laplacian, and the authors allow a more general
divergence operator, instead of Au, to prove global existence of weak solutions.

Nonlinear p-Laplace damping was in considered in [I8], where a nonlinear source term appears
too. However, other features of the equation (such as variable o)) were not present. For the sake
of self-completeness we include below the proof of Proposition 211

Proof. The weak form of (2.1]) reads as

/Q{(l + a)ugw + AVuVw + b((l —0) + 5]Vut]q_1>Vuti} dx

(2.6)

_ /(g ~ fudwdz, Ywe W),
Q

with initial conditions (ug,u1).
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Step 1: Smooth approximation of o, f, and g: We consider sequences
(ak)ken, (fr)ren and (g)ren such that
o (ag)en C C°([0,T] x Q) N W(0,T; Ly (£2)),
ap — ain C(0,T; Lo () NWH(0,T; La(Q)), —1 < —a < ap(t,z) <@,
d (fk)kEN - COO((()?T) X Q)a fk — f in Loo(07T§ LZ(Q))7
o (gi)ken € C=((0,T) x Q), gi = g in (Lg11(0, 75 Wy ()%,
o || fi— %ak,tHLo@(o,T;LQ(Q)) <,
and, for fixed k € N, prove that there exists a solution u(*) of [28) with «, f and g replaced by
ak, fr and g, respectively, i.e.,

/ {(1 + ak)ugf)w + AVulP Vw4 b((l —-9)+ 5\Vu§k)\q*1)Vu§k)Vw} dx

(2.7) @

_ / (g — frulywdz vw e W (@),
Q

with initial conditions (ug,u1). Later we will consider limits as k — oo to prove well-posedness
of ([2:6]). The existence proof follows the line of the standard approach for linear parabolic or
second order hyperbolic PDEs as it can be found, e.g., in [8]. The proof is divided into three
subparts: (a) Galerkin approximation, (b) energy estimates and (c) weak limit.

Step 1 (a): Galerkin approzimation. We will first show existence and uniqueness of solutions
for a finite-dimensional approximation of (2.7]).
Assume wy, = wy,(x), m € N are smooth functions such that

{wy }men is an orthonormal basis of LS"“ (Q),

{Wm }men is a basis of Wol’qul(Q),

where Lg’“ is the weighted Lo-space based on the inner product

Fo8)yseiy = [ (1@ fada.

with

1 (T
ak:T/O a(t)dt.

Moreover, let V,, be the finite dimensional subspace of LS* ()N W, (Q) spanned by {w,}",_; .
Thus (Vy,)nen is a nested sequence (Vi C V; for k < [) of finite dimensional subspaces V,, C
L3 (Q) N W, Q) such that [, cn Vi = Wy TH(Q).
Furthermore, suppose (o )nen, (U1n)nen are sequences satisfying

® Upnp € Vi, UQ,n — UQ in H&(Q),

® Uy € Vi, Ulp — UL in LQ(Q).

Based on this, we consider a sequence of discretized versions of (2.7]),
/Q{(l + ak)ugfztwn + CQVuglk)an
(2.8) + b<(1 —8) + 5\vu;’fqu—1)vu;‘f§wn} dz

= /(g/z‘C — fku;kZ)wn dr  Nw, € V,,
Q
with u{" (t) € V,, and initial conditions (ugz, u14,).
For each n € N the equality in (2.8) together with initial conditions (ugy,u1,,) gives an initial
value problem for a second order system of ordinary differential equations which has smooth
(with respect to time) coefficients and right-hand side.
The standard existence theory for ordinary differential equations (cf. [19]) provides us with a

unique solution uf) € C>°(0,T;V,) of the finite-dimensional approximation (ZS) of (Z8)) for
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some T < T sufficiently small. By the uniform energy and norm estimates below, we obtain
T =T, i.e. there is a unique solution uh e C*0,T;V,,) of 2.

Step 1 (b): Energy estimate. Testing (2.8) with w,, = ug? (t), integrating with respect to time
and using the identity

o ()" = ol + ()’

as well as Young’s inequality in the form (LI3]) with (TI4]), we obtain

1 . t
3 [/(14'0%)( 22) dx+62|VU§Lk)|%2(Q)}

+b/ / +5|Vu(k |7~ 1>|Vu % dx ds

2 t
_—/ /(fk——am) ug?) dﬂcd8+/ /gkug‘? dx ds
0 JQ
<5 [ Wy s+ [ (B g e+ O+ Dl ) 5

hence

1 k)2 '
3 [/Q(l + ay) <u£“2> dx + C2|Vugzk)|%2(ﬂ)]
+1

+
bd T

< C( q+ 1)||gk‘|| L OTWI q+1(Q)))
which corresponds to the energy estimate (Z2]) upon replacement of «, f, g by ag, fr,gr. As,

by assumption, g € (Lg41(0, T} Wol’qH(Q)))*, we have that (ugk)) is a bounded sequence in

the Banach space et

(2.10) X == CH0,T; Ly() N C(0,T; HE () n Whatt(0, T; Wy 171 ().
Hence

(2.11) (ugf))neN is bounded in W4t (0, T; V[/'Ol’qul(Q))7

which is a reflexive Banach space. Furthermore, we obtain that

(2.12) \Vusl]fz\q_1Vugfz is uniformly bounded in L%(O, T; L%(Q))

Step 1 (b) — part (ii): Estimate of uglkzt To show (ii) in case oy = 0 and therewith &; = oy,
we now prove an analog of (23]) with ay, fx,gr in place of «, f,g. For this purpose, let v €
Wol’qul(Q). We decompose v,

Lo
v =uv, + 2z, with v, € V,, and z, € V,,

Here

Onlwaria) < Plwoso)
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holds due to the fact that with a linearly independent set of dual vectors {w};, }men C (W AR ()

of V), , such that Latl gy bt () = = ¢;; (which exists by the Hahn-Banach The-
Wi lywhatt (@)« () J y
orem) we have
. *
|vn|W01,q+1(Q) = sup <U ,’Un>W1,q+1(Q)*7W1,q+1(Q)
v*eVx ‘U ‘ 1 a1 =1 0 0
()
. *
= sup <U ,Un>W01,Q+1(Q)*7W01711+1(Q)
v*espan(wy,...,wy), |[v* | 1, ‘Hl(Q)* 1
= sup (v*, U>W1 L) Wbt (@)
v espan(w17 HW n) |’U I 1, CH‘I(Q)* 1
S sup <U ’U>W01’q+1(ﬂ)*,wol’q+1(ﬂ)

« 1,q+1
v €Wy Q)" [o¥| Wt e =
=|U|{1,1,q+1 .

[Vl )

By using orthogonality we obtain the first equality below; by (Z.8]) we obtain the second equality);
finally, by using |.|z2(q) < ng+17L2|.|Lq+1(Q) we have

/Q(l—l—ak)usfztvdw:/(l—i-ak) sfztvndm

= —c /Vu k)an dx —b(1 /Vu Vo, dx

b5/ |V |q 1Vu )andx%—/(gk—fkugfz)vndx
Q
< {AVuBlr0) + b1 = DIV} O, LI Vonlr, )
{bé]Vu ‘q —|— lgr — fkunt’(wl T+ () } ‘an‘LqH )
{ ZCQ

Lg+1, L2|U )|H1 +b(1_5)CLq+1,L2|un,t|H1(Q)

+ bé\u ‘q wlhatl(q) + |gr — fkunt’(Wl Aty }’Un‘wl atl(q) -
—_——

<|U| 1, q+1(Q)

Multiplying the resulting inequality with a test function ¢ € C*°(0,7') and integrating with
respect to time yields

¢
//(1+oak)u%tvdx¢ds
0 Jo

t
k
< /O {CQngJrl,Lg‘ugzk)’Hl(Q) + (1 — 5)ng+17L2‘u£z,2’H1(Q)

+b5|u |q1q+1(Q + |gr — fkunt| Whatl (@) }|U|W1‘1+1 )|¢|d5

< o6l oo { S P

+ (1 — 5)CLQ+1 Lollulk ” ar1 (0T;H()

(k) (k)
+b6]u! HL a1 oWl )y T llgr — fkun,t”(Lq+1(O,T;W()1’Q+1(Q)))*)} ?
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which shows that

k
(2.13) I+ )untell 1 01w )

<TLIu g+ gwl i, oo @y 1Mkl iz |

for some constant C > 0. Hence
(1+ ap)ullly € (Lora (0,75 (Wo ()"

with a uniform bound with respect to n.

Step 1 (c): Weak limit. As a consequence of (ZTIT), (Z12), there exists a weakly convergent sub-

sequence, which for simplicity we denote by u,(f) again, and a sequence u(*) € What1(0, T; I/VO1 o+l (Q))

such that

(2.14) u) —~ ) in leq“(o T; Wy (),
(2.15) Va1 wul) — vl e in L 221(0, T Lz (9).

This weak limit satisfies the estimates (29) and (ZI3]) with u replaced by u(®).
For fixed k,m € N and ¢, € C(0,T, Vi) C L1 (0, T; Wy 9t (Q)) with ¢, (T) = 0 we have
for any n > m by V,, C V, that

T
/ / {(1 + apuly) o + EVuMV,,
0 Q
+ b(( ) + 01V 1171 ) P )V + P 6 — g} d ds

/ 1 + ak)qﬁm) dx ds
(2.16)

/ = w00+ aw(O)om O deds + [ [ 1)~ o o s

/ / 2(vu® — vul®)] +b(1 — 5[Vl — vu! ]) Vo da ds
+b/ /Mw(’“ 17 vu™ — vul)je vu ]V(bm)}dxds—)O

as n — oo, due to (ZI4) and ZI5]). Since J,,cn Vin = Wol’qH(Q), the relation (ZI0) proves
that u®) solves ([27). Moreover u*) satisfies the energy estimates (Z2) with «, f, g and u

replaced by ag, fi, gr and u®), respectively. In case (ii) ag¢ = 0, so additionally, we have that
@3), with «, f, g and u replaced by ag, fx, gr and u®) | respectively, holds.
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Step 2: k — oco. For all w € C*(0,T; Wol’qul(Q)) with w(7T') = 0 we have

t
/ / {(1 + Q) ugyw + AVuVw
0 JQ

+ b<(1 —0)+ 5|Vut|q_1>Vuti + fupw — gw} dx ds

ft/ﬂu —ugk)]<(1+a)w>tdxds—/Ot/ﬂugk)<[a—ak]w>tdxds

[ug
u ([a(O) - ak(O)]w(O)) d

2

=)
i
2

t t
+ / / A[Vu — Vul) |V dz ds + / / b(1 —6)[Vuy — Vugk)]Vw dx ds
0 JQ
[

gy

t t
(k) _ (k)
[ [ wdeds+ [ 17 = piuPw s s

¢
—/ /[g—gﬂwdwds%Oask—)oo,
0 Jo

since we imposed ay — a in C(0,T; Loo(Q)) N WL(0,T; Ly (), fr — f in Leo(0,T; L2(9)),
gk — g i (Lgi1(0,T; Wy (€2)))*. Due to the fact that the estimate (ZZ) remains valid
for u¥), analogously to Step 1(c), we find a convergent subsequence (which we relabel) and a
function v € WHa+L(0, T Wol’qul(Q)) such that

(2.17) u®) — g in W0, T; W (),
(2.18) IVl 1 1wu®) s W[V, in L 221 (0,73 Lzt ().

b6[|Vue| 7 'V, — [Vul® |1 VP )V d ds

=)
2

This weak limit is, by construction, a weak solution of (IZ[I) and it satisﬁes the energy estimate
(22); in case (ii) ay = 0, it also satisfies ([2.3)).

Step 3: Uniqueness of weak solutions. Uniqueness of weak solutions follows from the fact that
the difference & = u! — u? between any two weak solutions u', u? of (2] satisfies

(14 @)iiy — AL — b(1 — 8)Adty — bS5 [} div<w" [|V(u2 +od)[2 Vi

(ﬁ7 at)‘t:() - (07 0)
iloo = 0,

in a weak sense, with
(2.20) w? (z,t) = |V (u? + o), )]773.
Above we used the fact that for
FO) =M, F'O) = AT + (g — DA[T3INT
we have .
F(Vu}(z,t)) — F(Vul(z,t)) = / F'(V(u? + o)) (x,t)) doVig(z, t).
Multiplication of (2.19) by u; yields '

1 [/(1+a)(ut) dx + |Vu|L @) ]t +/Otb(1—5)|Vﬂt(s)|2ds

//f——ozt ) 2drds < 0
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since

o i [ [ (1902 o9

+ (g — 1)(V(u2 + ott), - vat)2> dz ds do > 0.
Therefore o = 0 almost everywhere and the proof of uniqueness is complete.

Step 4: Higher energy estimate. For the proof of (iii), we need a higher energy estimate which
can be obtained by testing (2.6]) with w = wuy(t) (strictly speaking, we multiply by a smooth
approximation of uy and take weak limits); then integration with respect to time yields

b(1 — ) bo !
/ / 1—|—O[ utt d$d8—|— |: |VUt|L2(Q + q+1| |quFi1 Q)
t t
202/ |Vut|%2(ﬂ) ds — ¢? [/ VuVut} —/ /(fut—g)uttd:vds
0 Q 0 0o JQ
t
ez)  <¢ [ IVl ds+ 5w, + Va0,
c* 2 2 ! 2
+ S (IVa@) R, + IVuO),) + (7 +0) [ [uul?, ds
4b 0
2
Q
(CH07L4)

t
1
2 2
A (PR e /O |Vug|z, ds + e 190l 22 0,7 L2(2))

where we have used integration by parts with respect to time for the ¢>-term. Choosing b <
bu; 9 then adding 22) to ([222]) multiplied by A for any 7,0 > 0 such that

T+o<l—a, \€ <0,min{%, 2%}) with s = 2¢2 +3 L b(C’Ql L4)2
yield the energy estimate (2.4)). O

Note that by the assumptions a(t,z) > —a > —1, ¢ > 0, [Z2) implies an estimate of the
form

t
B0 4o [ (Wl o+ 1Vulf o)

(2.23) < Co(Eo[u](0) + |9l (£ys1 (0,75 q41(2)))*)
for the usual lower order energy
(2.24) Bolu(t) = [lul? 0 + IVl | (1)

Using Proposition 2] in a fixed point argument, we now show local well-posedness.

Theorem 2.3. Let ¢?,b,6,1 =6 >0, k€ R, ¢>d— 1.
For any T' > 0 there is a kr > 0 such that for all up,u; € Wol’qH(Q) with

E1[u)(0) + [Vuol7, .,
1
= w7, ) + [Vuolt, ) + Vi, 0) + [Vulf) L o) + [VuolZ,,, < w7

there exists a weak solution u € W of (4] where

W={veX : |l 01rL0) <™
NIVl Lo 0,702 ST
(2.25) MVUllLyir 0721 (2) < M}
with

(2.26) chﬁlqﬂ _(wp + T 530 <
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and m sufficiently small, and u is unique in V.

Proof. We define the fixed point operator 7 : W — X, v — Tv = u where u solves [2.1]) with
(2.27) a=2kv, f=2kvy, g=0,
which is well-defined by Proposition 21l Indeed, by v € W, [226]), and the penultimate

line in (7)) we have that a € C(0,T;L(R)), -1 < —a < a(t,x) < @, with a = @ =
2k W (/@T+T#M) < 1. Moreover,

If = Sl Lo 075200 < kCppm,

2 2~ 22

Iz 0,120 )y < 4K (Cpp )M,
with Cpp the constant in the Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality
[wllz, @) < CrrlVwllL,y @)

Hence, we can make use of the higher energy estimate (2.4)) to conclude that for any m, M > 0
with

e 1-96
2kC e g THM <1, kCppm < -,
( H&,L4)
we obtain that under the assumption
1 e —  m 1
FEilul(0) < kp < min{— — T+ T M, ——, —m},
[)(0) 2]{:0311,,1“ V1 (&
0

7Loo

the operator 7 maps into W.
Contractivity is obtained by considering v* € W, u* = Tv* € W, i = 1,2 and subtracting the
equations for u' and u?, which yields

(1= 2kol )ity — b5 ) div<w" [\V(u2 + ow) 2 Vi
(g — D)(V(u? + 00), Vi) V(u? + aﬂ)t] )da
(2.28) (1 — 8)Ady — AAG— 2kviay = 2k(0ud + deud),

(ﬂ, Z225)|25=0 = (0’ 0)’
Ulpn = 0,

for i = ut —u?, o = v —v?, with w? (x,t) = |V(u?+00)s(z,t)|73 as in (Z20). Due to the special
form of the nonlinear strong damping term here, we cannot apply Proposition 2] directly, but
we can proceed analogously to its proof. By multiplication of ([228]) with 4, integration with
respect to space and time, and the fact that the b term yields a nonnegative contribution

(2.29) bé/ / / IV (u? + od)[*| Vi |

(¢ —1)(V(u2+ oi),; vat)2> dz ds do > 0.
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on the left hand side, we obtain

1 Lot
3 [/9(1 — 2kv1)(at)2dx+c21vm%2(m]0 +b/0 V|7, ) ds

t
< 2% / / <vg(at)2+@u§tat+@tu§at) dz ds
0 JQ
t
< 200Gy 1P (Iob o omizaion | Vil o) ds
0

1. ' o
bl oo IV osaaon + | Vil s

1r.o. N
+Hu?HLoo(O,T;L2(Q))§[vat”%g(O,T;LQ(Q)) +/0 IVil7, @) ds]-

This by v!,v?, u!,u? € W yields
min {% S b= K(C )X (3CPr + 1)m}mam
< KOSy, VT + Corpmllalll,
where we have used |V®|%OO(O,T;L2(Q)) < T|V@t|%2(0,T;L2(Q)) since Vo(0) = 0, hence contractivity
of T with respect to the norm

ol = vt e 0,7522000) + IVl Lo 0.7 L2(2)) + IV Vel Lo (0.7 2(2))

provided 7 is chosen sufficiently small. O

Remark 2.4. To establish a self-mapping property of the fixed point operator used in the local
well-posedness proof above, a condition on smallness of the initial data multiplied with the final
time is required, cf. (Z26]). This results from the appearance of the factor ¢ in the L., estimate
(L), that we have used to exclude the possibility of degeneracy. Thus, whenever (7)) is sharp,
degeneracy may occur after finite time even for small initial data. We therefore expect a global
in time wellposedness result not to hold for (L4]).

3. THE WESTERVELT EQUATION IN ACOUSTIC VELOCITY POTENTIAL FORMULATION WITH
NONLINEAR STRONG DAMPING (L)

Like in Section Bl we assume that Q C R?, d € {1,2, 3}, is an open bounded set with Lipschitz

boundary in order to make use of (LI1]), (LI2]).
Again we first consider an equation in which the nonlinearity occurs only through damping,
namely

uy — aAu — bdiv(((l —0) + 5]Vut\q*1)Vut> =0

(3.1) (u, ug)|e=0 = (uo,u1)
ulag = 0.
Proposition 3.1. (i) Let T >0, b,6,1 — § > 0 and assume

o 0 € (0. T3 Lo(), Va € Lo(0.T: [3(2)
e uy € H(Q).
eqg>1lifd=1qg>d—-1ifde{2,3}
and
b—(5+ \/T)HO‘HLQ(O,T;LOO(Q))
-(3T + (C‘S/[Z/Ol,q-H’LOO)Q)Hva||L2(O,T;L2(Q)) =b1>0 ifqg=1,
b(1 = 6) = (5 + VD)l Ly01:L00(2))
—3TIVallL,ori.@) =01 >0 ifg>1.
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Then BJ) has a weak solution
u € CH([0,T7; Ly(Q)) N WHaTH0, T, Wy (@)

and any solution satisifies the energy estimate

t t
| lul | +minfer, 3} /0 (Ve @ + IVudlft ) ds

(3.2) el Ly0.1: Lo ) + IVl Ly 0,1520()) ) 5 VU0l L) if g =1,

< HOCHLQ(O,T;LOO(Q)) + HV@”LQ (0,T;L2()) %’VUO\LQ(Q)
q+1

+C(b5 q+1)Hv ||L2 (0,T;L2(2)) if g > 1,

for C(?‘s, u) according to (L14)).
(ii) LetT >0, b,0,1 — 6 > 0, and assume that
alt,z) >a >0
a € C(0,T; Loo(Q)), a; € L¥3(0,T; L*(Q)), Va € L*(0,T; L4(Q))
Vel 2 0,m00) <1
latll Loo,r5 00 ) T IVl L2001080) < 5
ug € HY(Q), uy € Wy Q).

° g > 3

Then BJ) has a weak solution

we H2(0,T; L*(Q)) N CH0, T, Wy ™ (Q))
and any solution satisfies the energy estimate

31wt E0 100 + IVOVUllE 0 1L + HvutH%Q(O,t;Lg(Q))
+ HV“t”L 4106 Ly ()
+ w720, )+ IV uelZ0.0m0 () + |V“t|c (0,5 Lq41(2)
< C(HVQH 0.1 T 1Ty + ledloor @) Vuol,q)
+ (el pars 0,1:1000y) + 1V Lato,75L4(0)) [ VU0l 7, ()

+ llelleorin. ) <]Vu0!%2(9) + \VU1!L2(Q)\VUOIL2(Q))
o 3/2 at+1
+ Hat||L4/3(OTL2(Q)) (t / ||VQHL2(OTL4(Q)))

+1
+ |vu1|L2(Q) + |Vu1|%q+l(g))

—1

for some constant C > 0.

Proof. Since we deal with an autonomous second order in time PDE, the proof can be done
directly via Galerkin discretization, energy estimates and weak limits.

We therefore only provide the crucial energy estimates for (i) and (ii), which are obtained by
multiplying the discretized version of (BIl) with wu,; and wu, 4, respectively and integrating by
parts with respect to space and time.
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For (i), from multiplication of the discretized version of ([B.1)) with wu,; we get

t t
%[\umt\i(m]o—i—/o (50— 8) Vet 2, 0 + b0l Vel ) s
t
:/ /(—aVunvtVun—umVaVun) dx ds
0 Jo

t
< [ (1l T3y + 190 a9 )

[Vuo,nl @) + \/5/0 Vunt(0)17, 0 da] ds
t
< el za 0,000 ) / |V ¢(s) L @) ds + [[VallLy0,1;L09) /0 ]un,t(s)\%m(m ds

t
[Vuonlr, @) + \/’5/0 Vunt(0)[7, @) dU]

which in case ¢ = 1 yields

t t
1
b [lnelun]y + (b= DIVt o) + BTl )
< lalaoiaon (VE / V) s+ 3 [ Vi) oy -+ V0,1,
(3.4)
+ Ialogission (O, 0 [ (Vunsls), o s
L t

+§t/0 (Tt ()2, g s + \vuOnyL2)

If ¢ > 1, using (LI3) and (LI4]), we further estimate
t t

% [|un,t|%2(ﬂ)}0 +/0 < (1- )|vunt|L2 Q) +b5|vunt|L g ( Q)) ds

< alzaran o (VE [ [9unal6) o ds
(3.5) 41 t|Vu (9)[, () ds + 3| Vuonl7, ) + % t|Vu ()7L . ds

2 A n,t Lo () 2 0,n[Ly 2 0 n,t Lat1Q)

1Vl (3 | V)l ds + 315007,

g+1

+C(?5 %)t((c‘%aﬂ )? Vel Ly 0,1;.@))

By our assumptions on smallness of «, the estimates (3.4]) and ([B.3]) yield

b lunelt )+ minton, 81 [ (il + [Vl o)) s
(3.6) el o 0,130 () + IV Lo0,1:20(0)) ) 51 VUoml3,  if =1,
< ”aHLz(O,T;Lw(Q)) + HVOCHLQ(O T;La(9)) %’Vuo,n\%Q

g+1

+C(8, VT oy iTa> 1
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For (ii), we multiply [B.1]) with u, ¢ (but carry out the estimates after multiplication differently)
and with u, ;. By multiplication with u,; we get

t t
%[\umtli(m—l—\\/aVun\%Q(Q)}o—i—/o<b( )|Vt a3 + 00Vl o)) ds

Lgs1(Q
_ ! 1 2
(3.7) —/ /(§at\Vun\ —un,tVaVun) dx ds
: 0 Jo

< $ 1] Lo0,7sLoo @) I VUnllZ0.7:L0 ()

+ Vel 07:149) (%||un,t||é(07T;L4(Q)) + %Hvun”é(omm(n)))

which due to our smallness assumption on « implies

t
Lun t(DI3 0y + 1 [VaTVun () ) + /0 (b1 = )V tna 3 ) + 3Vl 4] ) ) s

(3-8) g+l il

1
< EOHUHJHQC—EO,T;LAL(Q)) + C(eo, 3 )( HVOCHLQ(OTL;(Q)))
+ 5luinl?, @) + slellcorie @) Vuonli,o

for e1 = 5 — |l Lo 0,750 () — IVl L2(0,7;24(02)) and some €o > 0.
Multiplication with u, 4 yields

t t
b(1-96
A |un,tt(8)|%2(ﬂ) ds + |: (12 ) |vun,t|L2 + b(51 |V Unp, t|(lll+i1 Q)]

t
:/ / (—aVup Vi, — w1t VaVuy,) drds
0 Ja

t

t
= / / (othun,tVun + oz|Vun,t|2 — un’ttVonun) dx ds — [/ (aVuy Vuy,) dx]
0 JQ Q 0

t
S/O (Jee (8)] Lo ) Vtn e (8) o) + [V a(s) | Laa [un,it ()] 12 ()

Vol + (/ s / Vn (011, 0 d"] ds
0

t
+llall o1 L0 ) (|Vun,t(t)|L2(Q)|Vun(t)|L2(Q) + VUi nlr20) Vo, @) +/O Vuni(5)[72 (0 dS)

3
< el zars 0,100 ((1 + 5t2) [Vt 210,000 + %|Vuo,n|%4(ﬂ))
3

t2
+ IVal 0,154 9) <Hun,tt”%2(0,t;L2(Q)) + 31 Vuonl7, @) + 7\|Vun,t\|%4(o,T;L4(Q))>

+ llelleorin. ) <!Vul,n!L2(Q)!Vuo,n\LQ(Q) + Hvun,t”%2(0,t;L2(Q))>
b(1-6
+ 2 V1 ()3 2() + 57 1 07 ) Vet () 2
< [letll pass (0,T;L2( l’VUO,n‘%4(Q)

q+1

+ Hvunt||L4(oTL4( Q)) + C(l, qzil)((l + 752)H0‘15||L4/3 OTLQ(Q))) -

+ IVall 0,714 )(\\un,tt(s)’%2(o ta@) + 31 VuonlL, o) >
at1
+ Hvun,t”qL—jl_(loj;M( Q)) +C(1, q+1)(t3/2”vaHL2(0TL4( ))) -
+ llelleo e @) <|V“1,n|L2(Q)|V“0,n|L2(Q) + HVUWHLQ(O,MM(Q)))
b(1-9)
4

Ve (8)|72 () + srsy lE 0 m5m0 @) Ven ()220 »
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which, by smallness of «, implies

! b(1—5) t
[ty s+ [PVl + Vit o]

(”atHL‘l/S(OTLg(Q) +IVal Ly 0,1;24(9) ) ’VUO n‘L4(Q

+ lelleo,m;00 ) (|Vuo,n|L2(Q) + [Vurnl|r2 @) Vuo !y @)

+ [ Vunll7 0t~L2(Q))> + 2/ Vunllzao,rLa))

—

q

+ C(l qul)HOCtHLzL/a (0,T;L2()) + C( 7qT)(t3/2Hva”L2 (]TLAL(Q)))(F1
+ gy |12 0,720 () Vun (D220

for co =1 — |I[Val r2(0,r,04(0))- Adding [B.8) and € times [3.9) with €, € sufficiently small

. b(1—9¢ cab(l -6 bo
e<m1n{ ( ) 1ot ) )q+1}7

2]l allo©r:Lo @) 2|’aH%‘(O,T;LOO(Q)) ’ 4(C?Q+I,L4

bde
(q + 1)(C?q+1,L4)q+1 )

€ <

where we use ¢ + 1 > 4, yields the energy estimate

blé

$lvn tllZ0.6:00 () + VAV UG 110 () + Hvunth 0,6:L2(Q))

+1 2
sl Vem a1 0,41, (0 + EC?H“"ﬁ||L2<o,t;L2<m>
b(1—s

bo
+ €220 T, 412 0.0 () + Em\vunt’q C0.6Lg11(9)

< Cleo, B3IVl ny0.7: 10 ()

+ 3lurnl?, @) + §HO‘”C(O,T;L°°(Q))’vuoﬂ‘%g(ﬁ)

+e(llatll parsorira@) T 1Vl La0,75L4(0) 5 Vom0

+ ellellco,r:n. @) <‘vu07n’%2(g) + \VuLn!p(Q)\Vuom!LQ(Q))

q+1

+eC(l, q“)l!atH + eC(1L, ) (2| Vel o ziza@))

b(l 5)

LA/3(0,T;L2(Q))

q+1

+ € |Vu1 n|L2 Q) + 6q+1|vu1 n|L +1 ()

for some c3 > 0, which leads to (B3]). O

Remark 3.2. Note that multiplication with u; (via ¢ > d — 1) according to ([B.2)) only gives an
L2(0,T; Loo(€2)) bound on uy and in order to obtain a C(0,7T; Ly (£2)) bound, multiplication
with uy is required, cf. (L8]). Thus part (i) of Proposition B.1lis only an intermediate result.
In part (ii) we make use of a positive sign of the term pertaining to the potential energy in
the equation. However this leads to an L4(€2) norm term on the right hand side of the energy
identity, which we can only dominate by means of the Ly 1(€2) norm term on the left hand side.
Hence, for this part, ¢ + 1 > 4 is needed.

Theorem 3.3. Let ¢, b, 0,1-6>0,keR, ¢g>3.
There exist k>0, m >0, M > 0, T > 0 such that for all ug € H}(Q), u1 € H}(Q)NWhitl(Q)
with

(3.10) |u1|L2 Q) + |VUO|L2(Q + |VU1|L2 Q) + |VU1|L 011(Q) <K
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there exists a weak solution u € W C X = H?(0,T; Lo(2)) NCH0, T; WHatH(Q)) of (LH) where

W={veX : |l 01L0) <™
NIVl eo,rra@) <™
(3.11) AMVillcorngn @) < M}
Proof. Relying on Proposition Bl we carry out the proof by means of a fixed point argument.
To this end, we define the fixed point operator 7 : W — X, v — Tv = u where u solves (3.1
with
2

(3.12) o= —
1-— 2]{32}15

which is well-defined by Proposition B (ii), since we have

c? c? 2¢2
at,z) > - > — >
L+ 2klvllooro@) — 14+ 2kC g, M ™ 3
2 2
C C
el o7 Lo () < = < - <92
1= 2klvllcomriam@) ~ 1= 2kC g0, M
0 y4~ 00
2hc?

IVl Ly 0,m:00)) = | Vil Ly 0,7:04(92))

(1 — 2]%’(%)2
2k c?

< — —

(1- 2kCW01"1+1,L M)

[ee]

Q Vi 7. .2 Vi
2CLHMﬁM < kCP,,  NTM

2kc?
leell Lars 0,1, L0(02)) = ”—(1 — 2,;%)2U””L“/?’(O,T;Lz(ﬂ))
2hec? -
< 0 ¢ — VTm < 8kPV/Tm,
(1= 2kC3

a+1
a1

where we have used v € W, so the positivity and smallness assumptions on « in Proposition B

are satisfied, provided m, M are sufficiently small, in particular M < (4]?:03/&,%1 Loo)_l'

Hence, the energy estimate (3.3)) yields
3l1un e 0.7 0o 00)) F IVOVURlZ 01100 T 1VUntllT2(0 7100
+1
IVl s 07:2,02)
+1
it 220 710 + IV lE0,7:L00)) + ViintlEiozn, @)
_ _ gt1
SC((\/TM)‘H + w7, () + [Vuol?, )
+ (VTm + VTM)|Vuol],, 0
+ | Vuol7, ) + [Vuilr2@)| Vuo Ly
+ (VTm) 1 + (T*M)
+1
+ ]Vu1’%2(9) T ‘vull%qﬂ(ﬂ)) ’

gt+1
q—1

Thus by making 7" and the bound x on the initial data sufficiently small, by an appropriate
choice of m, M we can achieve that u € W. By closedness of W we obtain existence of a

solution.
O



20 R. BRUNNHUBER, B. KALTENBACHER, AND P. RADU

Remark 3.4. To see that contractivity and therefore also uniqueness fails for (LLA]), consider two
solutions u’ = T (v'), i = 1,2 as well as their difference & = u' — u?, which is a weak solution to

it — 5 A — b(1 = 0)Aiybo [ div (w" [\V(u2 + o) 2V
N R N o2 .
(31 Ha - DV2 + 0 Vi) V02 + i )dor = 2
(ﬁa ﬁt)’t:() - (07 0)7
oo = 0,

with & = v! —v? and w7 (z,t) = |V (u? + o) (z,t)|972 as in (Z20). Upon multiplication with
and integration with respect to space and time, like in the proof of Proposition 2.l and Theorem
23l the b6 term yields a nonnegative contribution on the left hand side. Therewith, similarly to

B1), we obtain

t

t
N C N
3 |10l7 ) + |7VU|L2(Q +/0 b(1 = 6)[Viu|?,q
\/1 — 2kv} 0
2hec? 1
tt‘vu’2 +ut7~VUtVﬁ
/ / (1— 2kv})2 (1 — 2kv})?
2kc? 4k>c?
- VPV, - T A A
(1 —2kv;)(1 — 2kvy) (1 — 2kvy )%(1 — 2kvy)

- 4k 2
(1 —2kv})(1 — 2kv2)2

W?W%t> da ds

We see that estimation of the first term on the right hand side (the one containing v}|Vil|?)
would require higher spatial summability of v}, and/or of Vi. The estimates on these two
quantities, following from v!' € W and from the left hand side of the above estimate on @ are
not strong enough for this purpose. However, multiplication of (5] with higher time or space
derivatives of u leads to difficulties involving the strong nonlinear damping term; the same holds
for multiplication of ([BI3]) with .

4. LINEAR WAVE — NONLINEAR WESTERVELT EQUATION COUPLING VIA NONLINEAR STRONG

DAMPING (L9

We make the following assumptions on the spatially varying coefficients A, k, o, b, § in (L9):

kX 0,b>0,0 € Loo(Q),0 <6 <1,
A, 0>0: A< A(z), o< o(x) inQ,
Fb,0>0: b<b(z), §<6(x) in L,
where Q,,; := {z € Q : k(x) # 0}.

(4.1)

Since (L9) can be viewed as a version of ([4]) with spatially varying coefficients, inspection of
the proof of Theorem immediately yields

Corollary 4.1. Let ¢ > d — 1 and suppose assumptions (L)) are satisfied.
For any T > 0 there is a sz > 0 such that for all ug,u; € H}(Q) N Wh4tL(Q) with

E1[u(0) + [Vuol, ., < w7,

there exists a weak solution v € W (defined as in (2.28]) with ([Z26]) and m sufficiently small) of
(CY) and w is unique in W.

Remark 4.2. Consider the case that the coefficients A, k, 0, b, are piecewise constant, for sim-
plicity of exposition, only on two open subdomains Q, Q77 with Q; N Q7 =0, QU Q= Q,
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with a smooth interface I' defined by T' = Q; N Q7. Due to the fact that (cf., e.g., [6], [I7])
Hl(Q) = {U S LQ(Q) : U|Qi =; € Hl(Qi), 1=1,11, trrur = trpvjj},

multiplying the PDE (L) with v € H'(Q2) and integrating by parts separately on each subdo-
main (cf. equations (2.3), (2.5) in [2]), we arrive at the interface conditions

trf(u‘ﬂl) - trf(u’QU)
i.e., continuity of pressure in a trace sense

/{Vu]QI - VU\QH}uvds =0 YveHY(Q)
r

1
where v, := =Vu+b ((1 —0)+ 5]Vut\q_1>Vut,
0
i.e., continuity of (modified) normal velocity in a variational sense.

Here the notation for velocity is motivated by the linearized Euler equation ov; = —Vp relating
the velocity v with the pressure p, which is denoted by u here.

5. LINEAR ELASTICITY — NONLINEAR WESTERVELT EQUATION COUPLING VIA NONLINEAR
STRONG DAMPING (LI0)

In this section we consider the coupled nonlinear acoustic — elastic system
o(x)uy — BTil 21;1(3:)% [c](x)Bu

+B7(((1 = 3(x)) + 6(a)| Bus|*~4)[p] () Bu, ) =0,
(w, ut)lt=0 = (uo,u1),
11|BQ = 0’
\—Alﬁ = —diVllT/)|BQ = 0.

(

(5.1)

We again assume that  C R? is an open bounded set with Lipschitz boundary and impose the
following conditions on the coefficients in ([B.1])

(k,0,[b],[c],0 € Loo(Q), 0 <5 <1,
with [b(z)], [e(x)] symmetric positive semidefinite matrices,
30,0,¢,¢,7>0: o<o(z) <0,
¢ < Amin([¢(2)]) < Amax([e(2)]) <7,
(5.2) 20— hm(b@),  me,
9,5,5> 030 <11 b < Ain([b(®)]) < Amax((b(2)]) < 5,
§ < d(x) <9, in Q,,
where Q,,; := {z € Q : k(x) # 0} is an open domain and
O, is a compact subset of  or Q has C? boundary .

In particular, strong linear damping is required in the whole domain, whereas strong nonlinear
damping is only needed in the region €2,,; of nonlinear acoustics.
Similarly to Theorem we obtain the following local existence result

Theorem 5.1. Let ¢ > 3 and assumption (B.2) be satisfied.
There exist k > 0, m > 0, @ > 0, M > 0, T > 0 such that for all ug,u; € (H&(Q))d,
111|in € (Wl’q—i_l(in))d with

|u1|L2 @t |Bu0|L2 @t |Bul|L2(Q + |Bu1|L a+1(Q2n) <K
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we have existence of a weak solution u € W C H?(0,T; (L2(Q))%) N CH0,T; (HL(Q)Y) of (G
where
W={veX:|vull,0r1.000) <™
(5.3) AN IBVilco,re @) <@
AN IBVilleom;po @) < Mi-
Proof. Recall that ¢ is related to u via —AY = —divu and that we impose homogeneous

Dirichlet boundary conditions on . Like in the proof of Theorem B3] we can use a fixed point
argument with an operator 7 mapping v to a weak solution of

o(z)uy — BT a(t, z)[c](x)Bu
+BT(((1 — 8(z)) + 6(x)|Bug|*1)[0] (m)But) —0,

(u,ug)|¢=0 = (uo,u1),
11|BQ = 0’

(5.4)

where
1

) S SR A M)

—A denotes the Laplace operator on {2 with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions on 02,
and Ca q,, is the constant in the regularity estimate

1(=A) " fllrz@,) < Caullflla@) -

Existence of a weak solution for fixed v € VW can be shown like in Proposition Bl In particular
by choosing @ sufficiently small so that

201kl 1. (0,0 C 20 Cr2(00) L (20008 < 1

we have that

a(t,z) > = ! =a>0
L+ 2[|E )| oo (0,0 €220 Cri2 (9,), Lo (2,1) 0
1 _
a(t,xz) < = — =:a < 00
1= 2[|E[ 100 (2,0) O, 0 CH2 (@), Loo () @
2k(z)

—A) " tdivvy(t, )

aa(t,2)] = | —— o 2
(14 2k(x)(—A)~tdivve(t, x))

2/[ ]| oo (2,0 [ (—A) " div Vi (, )|

on 2,

"1 =2kl £ (9, C202m CH2 (@) Lo ()8
a(t,z) = 0on Q\ Qy

201kl 2. (0,0 IV (=A) 72div Vit | o 0.7 (02))
el Lo (o,m;10(0)) <

- 2-p
2|kl Lo ()T 2P M

"1 =20kl 1o (9,0 C200 CHR(Q00) Lo (90) 8
2—p

=:al > m, pe€ll?2]
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for v.€ W, provided @ is chosen sufficiently small. By multiplying (£.4)) with u; + euy we obtain
3 D\/Eut\%Q(Q)]Z +3 [\@Bu\i(n)]; + f/ot [Vous|7, ) ds
[ (V=D 0 + VB )
+ e [V OB, o + 7l VBB, o, ]

%// at[c]Bu Budxds
0 Qn

t t T
+ 8/ [/ a[c]But(s)\%Q(Q) ds + 8/ / (at[c]Bu) Bu; dx .ds
0 0 JO

s [ /Q <a[C]Bu>TBut de).

We estimate the right-hand side and arrive at

t t ¢
3 [!\/Eut\%Q(g)}oJr% [!v Oé[C]Bu\%Q(Q)}OJr&/O [Vouul?, ) ds
t
[ (V=3B 0 + |VIIBWIL o)) ds
t
e [SVT= ORI o) + 711 “VOIIBuL ! |

t
-1
< %at?mc/o Bu(s)[7 )
t 9 _ t
—i-a@/o ‘BUt(S)’LQ(Q) ds +€W/O 1Bu(s)| L (2,0 Bt ()| Ly (@,) s

o+ e (|Bu(t)] ooy 1BUs (1) 1. 0) + [Buol oy But o))

— 3
m0<752 |Buolr,,,) + t3HButH%4(O,T;L4(in))>

_ t = 3
+ 8040/0 |Buy(5)[7, 0 ds + mmc(%!BUO\Luﬂm) + 52 HBut”%z;(ovT;Lzl(nnz)))

@c)? .
+e31Bus ()3, ) + =2 [Bu(t) 3, ) + 0 Bug| L) | Bui| L),

thus by (52) using (LI3), (LI4) in

— 3
ame(t® +e5t2) |1 BuilZ, o.1:1. )

< BB oy iy + O 250 (@ 4+ 3e3)e250 (CP 1)) =
we get
10 ”utHC (0,75Lo(02)) T (Lac (eﬁ) )HBuHQc(o TiLa()) T %QHutt’%Q(o,T;LQ(Q))
+ (37— aac)HButh 0T:L) T 7 HButhLﬁl (0. Las1(201))
5.5) + 5 (salBulenrisa + FRIBUIEG 1y i0,)

< eac|Buo| (o) |Builr, o) + cac|Buo|, )| BuilL, )

1
+olwi 7, o) + @Buoli, g +€(b|BUI|L2(9 270 Bu |%—:+1(in)>
q+1

+ oo ,qT)<amc(t3 +53t%)t2(qq;l) (C?q+1,L4)2> o

=&
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Thus by choosing ¢, k sufficiently small, we obtain ue W . O

Due to the appearance of positive powers of ¢ in the energy estimate (B.3]), also here only a
local in time well-posedness result can be expected. Morever, for similar reasons as in Section
uniqueness is not likely to hold here, see Remark 3.4]

Remark 5.2. Again we can derive an interface condition in the case that the coefficients A, u, k, 0, b, d
are piecewise constant, i.e., in a setting similar to the one of Remark This yields

trr(u’QI) - trF(u‘QH)
i.e., continuity of velocity in a trace sense

/{0u|gl - O'U|QH}IJVd8 =0 VYve (HYQ))?
r

where oy, == []Bu+ ((1 — 6(z)) + 6(z)|Bug |77 1) [b](x)Buy,

i.e., continuity of (modified) normal stresses in a variational sense.

6. THE WESTERVELT EQUATION IN ACOUSTIC PRESSURE FORMULATION WITH p-LAPLACE

DAMPING (3]

Similarly to Section [2] we start with a result on the equation
(14 a)uy — c? div(Vu + 6|Vu|p_1Vu> —bAu + fur =g

(6.1) (u, )| =0 = (uo,u1)
ulag = 0.

Proposition 6.1. Let T > 0, ¢?,¢ > 0, b > 0 and assume that

a € C(0,T;Loo()), oy € Loo(0,T; Lo(2)), -1 < —a < a(t,z) <@
f € Loo(0,T; Lay(£2)),

g € La(0,T; Ly3(Q2)),

ug € H&(Q), u] € LQ(Q).

with ) ,
If— §at||Loo(0,T;L2(Q)) <b< m
4

Then (61) has a weak solution
ue X = CY0,T; Ly(Q) N C(0,T; H (Q))
NC0,T; Wy P (Q)) N HY(0,T; H)(Q))
which is unique in X and satisfies the energy estimate

1 e p+1 !
3 Q(1+04)( w)?dr+ S |VU|L2(Q +m| ulz, o 18

(6.2) . )
#5 [ 1Vl ds < 10l om0, 0000

S s 0 b3
where b=">b— (b+ b)(CHl,L4) and b = (CHI ;e b.
In particular, for the energy
(63) Elu)() = [lul? ) + 1Vl ) + Va0 )
we have

t

(6.4) Elu](t) + 01/0 \Vut\%Q(Q) ds < Cy <5[u](0) + HgHLz(O,T;LM?,(Q))>

for some constants c1, Co only depending on «, ¢, b, €, p and Cﬁl,ﬁ.
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Proof. The proof can be done analogously to the one of Proposition [Z1] by first showing that
(63) below holds for smooth approximations ay, fx and g of o, f and g by means of Galerkin’s
method, energy estimates and weak limits and then letting ap — «, fr — f and g — g,
respectively. Here, we omit details and only show the key energy estimates. The weak form of

(61) reads as

/Q{(l + Q) ugw + (Vu+ 6|Vu|p71Vu) Vw + quti} dx

(6.5)

_ / (9 — fuwdz Yw € WIPT(Q),
Q

with initial conditions (ug,u1).
Testing ([G.5]) with w = w;(t) and integrating with respect to time yields

1 02
t t
1
SV ] b [Tl

— _/O /Q<f—§at> (ut)Qdmds—l—/Ot/qutdxds

t
o 1
< (b+ b)/o Jutl?, () ds + EHQH%Q(QT;L‘US(Q))’

hence, by b=b— (b + b)(C’H1 L4) > 0, we arrive at (6.2]), which directly implies ([€.4]). O

Remark 6.2. Note that in the case of p-Laplace damping we do not obtain a higher order energy
estimate like in the proof of Proposition 21l Testing (6.3 with w = uy yields

¢
b
// (1+a)(utt)2dxds+—]Vun,t\z‘g

t
=c / ]Vut]LQ [/ VuVutdx]
—c 5/ /\Vu]p IVuVuttdxds—/ / fus — g)uy dx ds,

but here the first term in the third line cannot be controlled.
Using Proposition we now show local existence of solutions.

Theorem 6.3. Let ¢>,b,e >0, k€ R, p>d— 1.
For any T' > 0 there is a sufficiently small Kk > 0 such that for all uy € WOI’pH(Q), uy € Lo(2)
with
1
(6.6) E[u](0) = [u1l?, 0y + [Vuolt, ) + [Vuol}' | o) < KT
there exists a weak solution uw € W of (L3]) where
W={veX: |l ori@) <m
NIVl Ly (0,150 (0)) <
(6.7) ANVl L 0mn, ) < M}

where m and M are sufficiently small and 2]<:CW1,p+1 M <1 is satisfied.
0

7L<><>

Proof. We define the fixed point operator 7 : W — X, v — Tv = u where u is a solution of
(6.1) with
a=2kv, f=2kv, g=0,
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which is well-defined by Proposition First, note that

1

If— §Oét\|Loo(o,T;L2(Q) < km

and, that by assumption we have a € C(0,7T; Loo(f2)), =1 < —a < a(t,z) <@, with a =@ =
2kC, 1p+1L M < 1.

Hence we can make use of the energy estimate (G.2]) to conclude

1 -«

2
c ~
—_\ut(t)\%Q(Q) + 5\Vu(t)\%2(9) + Ol o T 0IVuellLy 0,622
1 + a c? 9 c’e
< ——luill, @ + §|VUO|L2(Q) + ot 1| |pp+1(9)

which, together with the initial bound (6.6]), leads to the estimates

L x,

2
HutHLoo(O,T;Lz(Q)) = 1—-—a

1
2 2
IVuell 7, 0,700 0)) < EL KT,

+1 Z
IVullL omp, @) < L,

cee

— 2
WhereL::H'To‘—i—%—i—ﬂ

g Choosing k7 so small that

2 1
L% <2, ZL/{% < m?,

implies [[utl|z.0,7:022) < s VUl Ly0,m:2000) < M (IVUllLg 010,50 @) < M and thus
u € W which proves that 7 : W — W is a self-mapping. The closedness of W is trivial.
Existence of solutions can be obtained by a compactness argument: Since WV is bounded in the
dual of a separable Banach space, it is w*-compact. Hence the sequence of fixed point iterates
u™ defined by Tu"™ = Tu"~! where g is chosen compatible with initial and boundary conditions
has a w*-convergent subsequence whose wx-limit @ lies in . Furthermore, as by

(1 — 2ku™ MYul, — ¢ div <Vu" + 6|Vu"|p71Vu"> — bAU} = 2kul M ul

and integration by parts with respect to time we have
T
/ / { —@((1 - 2k0)¢); + [*(Va + e| VAP~ va) + bV |V — 2k(;) ¢} dx ds

/ / (@ — (1 — 2k) ), + 2k (T — ")),
— 2k (T — uM)Urp — 2k (T — ul N ul o + [AV(T — u™) + bV (T — u") ]V
+ % /01 W[V (" + o) [2Va+ (p — 1)(V (" + od) Vi)V (" + Jﬂ)]dquS} d ds
—0as k— o0

for any ¢ € C5°((0,T) x ) where w7 (x,t) = |[V(u" 4+ ca)[P73, 4 = u — u", the w-limit
satisfies the PDE in a weak sense which completes the proof of existence. O

Remark 6.4. In Theorem but contractivity of 7 could not be proved, similarly to Sections
and [&} see also Remark 3.4l Suppose v € W, u* = Tv*, i = 1,2 solve ([L3]). Then, similarly to
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([228]) we obtain

(1= 2k0!)ity — A = = [} div (07 [|V (2 + o) PV
Hp — D(V(W? + o) V)V (u? + o)) ) do

(6.8) —bAGy — 2kvtiy = 2k(bud + du?)

(ﬁ, at)‘tio - (07 O)
ﬁ‘ag =0.

for 4 = u' —u?, o = v! — 02, with @ (z,t) = |[V(u® + od)(x,t)[P~3. Multiplication of (.8
with o as well with 4; leads to problems with the first or fourth term, respectively. Therefore,
uniqueness of solutions of solutions remains open.

For this equation we even have global existence and exponential decay of the energy
L 2 c? 2 +1
Elul(t) = 5\\/ 1 = 2kuw|y, ) + §’VU\L2(9) . ’ ull )

Theorem 6.5. Let ¢>,b,e >0, k€ R, p>d— 1.
There ezist k,% > 0 such that for all (up,u1) € Wol’pH(Q) x La(Q) with

1 9 c? 9 c’e pt 9
0) :5’\/1—2kUOU1‘L2(Q)+E‘VUO‘L2(Q)+I)+1’ ‘ p+1(Q) <k
there exists a weak solution u of ([IL3l) for all times which satisfies
Elu](t) < 7%

Moreover, there exists w > 0 such that the exponential decay estimate
Elu](t) < E[u](0) exp(-wt)
holds.

Proof. The crucial energy estimate is obtained by multiplication of (3] with u; (using (1 —
2ku)uguyy = 2dt[(1 — 2ku) (ug)? —i—k(ut)?’)
2e

1 t
|5 IVI=2Zhuwif? 0 + = |Vu|L2Q>+ LVl o] b /O [Vur(s)F, @ ds

t
:k/ /(ut(s))gd:cds <k sup |u(s)|r,0) / |Ut|i4(9) ds
0 Ja s€(0,t) 0

t
2
< kCiy 1, up |ut(s)| () /0 Vel ds

s€(0,t)
as long as u exists and is pointwise bounded away from ﬁ
1< —a< —2ku(s,x) <@ Vse (0,t), x€Q

which is true for sufficiently short time according to Theorem Hence, if

2 2 b 2
ue(0)]7, < Elu](0) < K< (g )
2 11—« 11—« ("7(023@4) >
the energy decreases monotonically with time,
¢
(6.9) Bu)(t) + /0 Vur(s)[3, @ ds < E[u)(0)

with b = b — ,/%nk((}’gl L4)2 > 0 and global existence can be concluded. Equipartition of
o 3,

energy, which we get by multiplication of (IL3]) with u and integration over space and time, here
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reads as
/{_| /71—4k3uut|[/ +02|VU|L2(Q +c e|Vu|P+1 )}ds
2 t t
+b [|VU|L2(Q)}O == [/Q(l — 2ku)uuy dx]o,
hence
1 t
;02 gt {9 + AT )
b 1+«
(6.10) 4 1+2@<\Vu(t)\%2(m—\VU(O)\%Q(Q)) oo (CPF!W( W)

+ ()7, ) + CorIVu(0)7, ) + ’ut(o)’Lg(Q)>'

Thus we can split the term b fg |Vuy(s)]? Lo(e) ds in [©9) as follows

/ V(s \LQ(Q

Ac? Ac2e 11
> o o [0 N + TG VI + T Vs o
Ab? 9 9
3.1+ 23) (|vu(t)|L2(Q) - |VU(0)|L2(Q)>

A 1+ @
~ . 1tom (C%F\Vu(t)\i(m + | (1)[7, () + ChpIVu(0)[7, ) + ’ut(0)1%2(9)>
PF

_|_

which inserted into (€3] with A € (0, 1) sufficiently small implies

+c/E s)ds < CE[u)(0)

for some constants ¢,C' > 0 and all ¢ > 0. This relation by a standard argument implies
exponential decay of Elu(t). O

7. CONCLUSIONS AND REMARKS

The introduction of nonlinear strong damping in equations of nonlinear acoustics allows us
to prove existence of solutions with weaker regularity; in particular, this enables us to show
well-posedness of solutions to coupled acoustic-acoustic and acoustic-elastic problems. However,
the nonlinear strong damping also introduces additional challenges to the analysis: due to the
relatively high order of differentiation they contain, these terms only allow to derive energy
estimates for certain low order multipliers. For this reason, for some of the equations under
consideration, uniqueness of solutions remains open.

The presence of the linear strong damping term —Awu; would seem to imply that the use of
a nonlinear strong damping —div (|Vu¢|?"1Vu,) of viscosity type is more natural, it turns out
that a p-Laplace damping term —div (|Vu|?"!Vu) yields some nicer mathematical properties
such as global in time existence and exponential decay; uniqueness, however, remains an open
problem for this formulation. Here we have only investigated the p-Laplace damping for the
acoustic pressure formulation; we do expect that global existence and exponential decay will
also carry over to the velocity potential formulation (L) and to the coupled problems (L),
(LI0) upon replacement of viscosity by p-Laplace damping. This setting together with a choice of
different boundary conditions (e.g., practically relevant Neumann as well as absorbing boundary
conditions) will be subject of future research.
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