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LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF A COUPLED

WESTERVELT-PENNES MODEL OF NONLINEAR ULTRASONIC
HEATING

VANJA NIKOLICT AND BELKACEM SAID-HOUART

ABSTRACT. High-Intensity Focused Ultrasound (HIFU) waves are known to induce
localized heat to a targeted area during medical treatments. In turn, the rise in
temperature influences their speed of propagation. This coupling affects the position
of the focal region as well as the achieved pressure and temperature values. In this
work, we investigate a mathematical model of nonlinear ultrasonic heating based on
the Westervelt wave equation coupled to the Pennes bioheat equation that captures
this so-called thermal lensing effect. We prove that this quasi-linear model is well-
posed locally in time and does not degenerate under a smallness assumption on the
pressure data.

1. INTRODUCTION

High-Intensity Focused Ultrasound (HIFU) is an innovative medical tool that relies
on focused sound waves to induce localized heating to the targeted tissue @] Due to its
non-invasive nature and relatively brief treatment time, it has excellent potential to be
used in the therapy of various benign and malignant tumors; see, e.g., HE,, , , @]
The ability to accurately determine the properties of the pressure and temperature field
in the focal region is crucial in these procedures and motivates the research into the
validity of the corresponding mathematical models.

It is well-known that the heating of tissue influences the speed of propagation of sound
waves and, in turn, the position of the focal region; this effect is commonly referred to as
thermal lensing ﬂ, , @] In this work, we analyze a mathematical model of nonlinear
ultrasonic heating that captures this effect. More precisely, we study a coupled problem
consisting of the Westervelt wave equation of nonlinear acoustics ﬂfﬁé]

(1.1) it — (©)Ap — bAp; = k(8) (p%),,
and the Pennes bioheat equation ﬂﬂ]
(12) ,Oaca@t — K/aA@ + ,ObeW(@ - ®a) = Q(pt)v

where p is the acoustic pressure, © the temperature, and Q(p;) is the absorbed acoustic
energy. We refer to Section 2] below for further details on the modeling and the involved
material parameters.
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To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work dealing with a rigorous mathemat-
ical analysis of a coupled Westervelt—Pennes model. Westervelt’s equation is a quasi-
linear strongly damped (for b > 0) wave equation that has been extensively studied by
now in various settings with constant material parameters; see, e.g., |14, [15, [17, 18, 24]
and the references given therein, where results concerning local well-posedness, global
well-posedness, and asymptotic behavior of the solution have been established. The
results on the well-posedness of the Westervelt equation with an additional strong non-
linear damping and with L*°(§2) varying coefficients have been obtained in [4, 125]. We
mention that this wave equation can also be rigorously recovered in the limit of a third-
order nonlinear acoustic equation for vanishing thermal relaxation time; see the analysis
in (3, 16).

A distinguishing feature of the present quasilinear thermo-acoustic problem is the de-
pendence of propagation speed on the temperature, which we assume to be polynomial
(in accordance with the real-world setting) and non-degenerate. Having temperature-
dependent medium parameters presents a challenge due to the higher regularity the
pressure should possess to tackle the nonlinearities. To resolve this issue, our theoreti-
cal approach relies on higher-order energy analysis of a suitable linearization combined
with a fixed-point argument, under the assumption of smooth and small (with respect
to pressure) data. Although the heat equation (I.2]) has regularizing properties, it does
not seem feasible to transfer these to the pressure equation (1)) and make use of the
damping property of heat conduction, as in the classical thermo-elastic systems; see,
e.g., |19, 120, 29] and the references given therein. This issue arises due to the very weak
nonlinear coupling in the present model.

A critical step in the analysis is handling the higher-order time-derivative of the
pressure in the nonlinear term; that is, k(©) (pz) - Due to the temperature-dependent
coefficients, we have to rely on higher-order energies compared to the analysis of West-
ervelt equation in homogeneous media in |14] and assume

(P, pt)ji=0 = (o, p1) € H*(Q) x H*().

Another well-known difficulty in the analysis of the Westervelt equation is related to
the possible degeneracy for large values of p since the factor in front of py in (LI)) can
be written as 1 —2k(©)p. This invokes the condition 1 —2k(©)p > 0 almost everywhere,
which in turn requires ||p||ze to remain small enough in time. The issue is commonly
resolved by using a Sobolev embedding under the assumption of small pressure data,
e.g., H*(Q) — L*>®(Q), as in [14].

We organize the rest of our exposition as follows. We provide more detailed insight
into mathematical bio-acoustic modeling in Section 2l Section B focuses on the energy
analysis of a (partially) linearized uncoupled problem. In Section [, we present the
study of the coupled nonlinear model by relying on the result from the previous sec-
tion and Banach’s fixed-point theorem. Our main well-posedness result is contained in
Theorem [£.1] We conclude the paper with a discussion and an outlook on future work.

2. A MODEL OF ULTRASONIC HEATING BASED ON THE WESTERVELT EQUATION

Volume coupling of the acoustic pressure p to the temperature field © is achieved
via appropriate source terms and the use of temperature-dependent acoustic material
parameters; see, e.g., |6, [, 11, 26, 132]. In this work, we model the soft tissue as a
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thermoviscous fluid and consider the Westervelt equation in pressure form with the
temperature-dependent speed of sound ¢ = ¢(0):

(2.1) i — 4(©)Ap — bAp, = k(©) (),
where the right-hand side coefficient is given by
1
2.2 = — 5/~ Macou-
(22) KO) = 77

Here, p is the medium density and Bacou the acoustic coefficient of nonlinearity. The
third term in (2.I) models thermoviscous losses. The parameter b is known as the sound
diffusivity [22]. Assuming harmonic excitation with angular frequency w, it is connected

to the absorption coefficient « via

3

ac;,

b — —2,
w

where ¢, is the ambient speed of sound (in the tissue); cf. [26]. Equation (21 is
obtained from the model considered in [7] under the assumption of constant medium

b
density and upon approximating —pu: by bAp:. Note that if the attenuation obeys a
c

frequency power law, equation (2.I]) generalizes to involve a fractional damping term;
see, e.g., [26]. This case is thus of interest for future analysis as well, but outside the
scope of the current work.

The temperature distribution in the tissue is modeled by the Pennes bioheat equa-
tion [27] with a nonlinear source term:

paCa® — KaAO + PbeW(® - ®a) = Q(pt)'

The function Q@ = Q(p;) represents the acoustic energy absorbed by the tissue at any
given point. The term pp,CL, W (O —0,) models the removal of heat by blood circulation.
Here, p;, and Cy, are the density and specific heat capacity of blood, respectively, and W
is the volumetric perfusion rate of the tissue measured in milliliters of blood per milliliter
of tissue per second. The values of typical material properties in the human tissue can
be found, for example, in [7, Table 3]. The coefficients p, and k, denote the ambient
density and thermal conductivity (i.e., the tissue density and thermal conductivity). C,
is the ambient heat capacity and O, is the ambient temperature. In the body, the latter
is usually taken to be 37°C; see [7].
Altogether, we end up with the following coupled problem:

2.30) {pﬁ —q(©)Ap —bAp: = k(6) (p°),,. in Q x (0,7),
PaCaBt — KaAO + Gy (0 — ©,) = Qpy),  in Qx (0,7),
where we have introduced the function
4(©) = ¢*(O).

For simplicity, we consider (2:3al) together with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary con-
ditions

(2.3b) plaa =0, Olan =0,
and the initial data

(2.3c) (P, pt)]i=0 = (Po, 1), Oli=o = Op.
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The constant medium parameters appearing in ([2.3]) are all assumed to be positive. The
speed of sound ¢ = ¢(0©) typically exhibits polynomial dependence on the temperature.
In water, for instance, it is taken to be

¢(©) =1402.39 + 5.0371© — 5.8085 x 10720% + 3.3420 x 107163
— 1.4780 x 107%0" + 3.1464 x 107°0°;

see [1, §2.2] and [2]. We thus make the following assumptions on the function ¢ in our
analysis. Note that throughout the paper, we use z < y to denote z < Cy, where C' > 0
is a generic constant that may depend on €2, the final time 7', and medium parameters.

Assumption 1. Let ¢ € C?(R). We assume that there exists qo > 0, such that
q(s) >q  Vs€R.
Furthermore, there exist v1 > 0 and C7 > 0, such that
["(s)l < Gl +[s[™) Vs eR.
By these assumptions and Taylor’s formula, it further follows that
(2.4) ' ()] S 1+ |s[

The function & is assumed to be related to g via (Z2]) throughout this work. Therefore,
we have

(2.5) k(O)] < —.
Furthermore, since

1
K'(©)] S —ld'(©)] £ (1 + 0™,
0

L=
ow| =

1 1 1 1
E"(©)] £ =5ld"(©)| + =ld' (©) S = (1+8]") + (1 +[6] )3
qp 0] 40 0]
we conclude that there exists y2 > 0, such that

(2.6) E'(©) S 1+[el=,  [K"(©) S 1+]e]".
Modeling the absorbed acoustic energy. The acoustic energy absorbed by the
tissue is represented by the source term Q = Q(p;) in the heat equation. We will make

the following general assumptions concerning its properties in our analysis, which allow
us to cover important particular cases from the literature.

Assumption 2. The mapping Q is Lipschitz continuous on bounded subsets of the
space L>=(0,T; L>®(Q)) with values in L*(0,T; L*(R)), that is,

(2.7) 1Q(u) — Q)2 2y S (lull oo ooy + [Vl oo (poey) [l — ][ L2 L2y,
and such that Q(0) = 0. Additionally,

(2.8) [10:[Q(w) — Q(v)ll2(z2) S Nullz2(zeeyllue — vill poo (r2y + [[Vell oo (£2) l[w — v L2 (o0
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Note that by plugging in v = 0 above, these assumptions further imply that
||Q(U)HL2(L2) S HUHLC’O(LO")HUHL?(L?)a
10:[Qu)lll 222y S Nullp2(roey luell oo (£2)-
In [26, 28], the absorption term is modeled as
2b
Q(pt) DacC 4pt’

which clearly satisfies our assumptions if p; € L°°(0,T; L*°(9)) and py € L>(0,T; L?(£2)).
More commonly, the absorption term appears in the literature averaged over a certain
time interval. In, e.g, |7, §2.2], the absorbed energy is given by

12 t'+gT
Qpt) = / pi dt.
t/

JT PaC4

Here j is a positive integer, 7 is the period of ultrasound excitation and #’ is a sufficient
time from the start of the simulation so that a steady-state has been reached. In [11],
the absorbed energy is averaged over the whole time interval

120 (T,
(2.9) Qpt) = Tﬁ/o pi dt.

a*ta

Both of these functionals satisfy Assumption 2l In case of (29]), for example, we note
that for all ¢ € [0, 7], and by using Minkowski’s inequality (see |1, Proposition 1.3]),

1T, 1y,
Hf/o (uf — v7) dt SHT/O |up — v |2y dt

H (el + fonllze)llue — vellz2 dt

L2(Q) £2(0,4) L2(0,t)

£2(0,t)
HutHLoo o) + |vellLoo (pooy) [lue — vell 222

In case of a time-averaged absorbed energy, we have ||0;[Q(ut) — Q(vt)][|2(z2) = 0.

Auxiliary results. We collect here several useful inequalities that are repeatedly used
in the analysis below. We assume throughout that Q C R? where d € {1,2,3}, is an
open, bounded, and sufficiently smooth set. We will often rely on the Ladyzhenskaya
inequality for u € H*(Q):

1-d/4 d 4
(2.10) ull s < Oz flul;

By using (ZI0) together with Young’s inequality, we further find that for u € H} ()
and any € > 0

1 d4 d/2 2(1—-d/4 d/2
lul2e S [l 25N ul| 92 < )25 ul|

(2.11) <

~ 4

g4—d
= C@)ullz: + el Vullz,

lulZ2 + &4V ullZ.
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with e = C&%9. This estimate can also be obtained (on bounded domains) by employing
Ehrling’s lemma,; see [30, Lemma 8.2].
Further, given a € H~1(2) and b € W13(Q) N L>(Q), the following bound holds:

(2.12) labll -1 S llall g1 (IVolls + bl <)

To keep the presentation self-contained, we also state here the version of Gronwall’s
inequality that will be employed in the proofs.

Lemma 2.1. Let [ = [0,t] and let a : I — R and b : I — R be locally integrable
functions. Let v be non-negative and integrable. Suppose that u : I — R is in C1(I)
and satisfies:

' (t) +ot) <a(t)u(t) +b(t), fortel and u(0) = up.
Then it holds that

¢ ¢
u(t) +/ v(s)ds < uged® +/ b(s)eA=A6) g,
0 0

where

Proof. The inequality follows by combining the arguments of [5, Appendix B] and [9,
Lemma 3.1]. O

3. ANALYSIS OF A LINEARIZED PROBLEM

We first analyze a de-coupled linearization of (2.3al), given by
a(z, t)py — r(x,t)Ap — bAp; = f1(z,t), in Q x (0,7),
&y {paca@t B0+ CoW (O — 0,) = Q(p) + ol t), i Qx (0,T),

and supplemented by the boundary (2.3b]) and initial (23d) conditions. To facilitate
the analysis, we make the following regularity and non-degeneracy assumptions on the
involved coefficients and source terms.

Assumption 3. Given T > 0, the variable coefficients and the source terms satisfy the
following assumptions.

(A) Leta € L*(0,T; L®(Q) NW13(Q)) and oy € L*(0,T; L3(2)) N L>(0,T; L3(2)).
Further, we assume that there exist ag, ay > 0, such that

ag < a(z,t) <oy ae inQx(0,T).

(R) We assume that r € L>®(0,T;L>(Q) N W4(Q)) and r, € L>®(0,T; L*(2)).
Further, there exist ro, r1 > 0, such that

ro <r(x,t) <r ae inQx(0,7).
(F) Let fi € L*(0,T; Hy(R)), 0cfr € L*(0, T H~1(R)), and fo € H'(0,T;L*(92)).
From the last assumption, by [31, Theorem 7.22], we have f; € C([0,7]; L*(Q)) and

(3.2) qmax [1i®)rz < Crllfillzar + 10 fille2i-1).
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Energies. To accommodate the energy analysis, we introduce the following lower and
higher-order acoustic energies:

Eolpl(t) = 5 { IVatpu(0) 2 + IVFO (1) 32}
(33 B0 =5 {IVa@paIRs + IVFOTp @ 3 + IV AN }

Ealpl(t) = 5|rx/5mp<t>up-
In the analysis, we will also use the combined acoustic energy
Elpl(t) = Eolp)(t) + Er[pl(t) + E2[pl(t),  t€[0,T]
with the associated dissipation rate
Dp)(t) = IVOVpu()lI72 + VAP 72 + IVr (&) VAR(E)|[ 72 + [IVEV (1) 72

The initial acoustic energy is set to

= 5 {IVaOp1 2 + IV Vpo )2 + VO Va2
+v/aO)pu (Ol + [VBAVp |22 +[1v/7(0) Aol |
with
pt(0) = (0) ™" (r(0) Apo + bAp1 + f1(0)).
Further, the heat energy is given by
£16](1) = 5 {1003 + 1013}
with the associated dissipation
DIO](t) = [10:()IF1 + 18 (6)][ -1
Solution spaces. To formulate the existence result, we also introduce the following
solutions spaces for the pressure:
Xp ={p € L*(0,T; H{(Q)) : pr € L(0, T3 H3 () N L*(0, T5 HY (),
pie € L0, T L*(92)) N L*(0,T; Hy (),
pie € L2(0,T; H-'(Q))},
and the temperature:
Xo ={0©€C(0,T]; H(Q)) :©, € C([0,T); L*(Q)) N L*(0,T; H' (%)),
Oy € L*(0,T; H1(Q))},
with the short-hand notation
HE () = Hy () N H*(4),
H3(Q) = {u e H*Q) : trgou =0, trgpAu=0}.

We claim that the linearized problem is well-posed under the above-made assumptions.
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Proposition 3.1. Let T > 0 and let Assumption[3 hold. Further, assume that
(po,p1) € H(Q) x HZ(Q), O € HE(9).

Then there exists a unique solution (p,0) € X, xXe of B.I)). Furthermore, the acoustic
pressure satisfies

£+ 13n O+ [ D)+ [ Upul-s + IVAn(s) ) ds

< E[p)(0) exp </0t(1 + A(s))ds> + /Ot exp </:(1 + A(a))da)IF‘(s) ds

a.e. in time, with

(35)  A@®) = lr®l72 +IVFD o+ lae(®) g2 + leae(®)]7a + [Vat)l|Z:

and

(3.4)

(3.6) F(t) = | il + Q0+ [IVa@) 7101 () 171,
whereas the temperature satisfies
t
+/ D[O](s)ds
0

SCT(H@oH?{%(Q) + 1 f2lEr 2y + IPellZoe ooy Pt 2212y + Pl T2 (o) PN oo (12) +1)
for allt € [0,T7.
Proof. Since the system is de-coupled, we can analyze the equations in (3.1 sequentially.

Analysis of the pressure equation. The analysis of the pressure equation can be
rigorously conducted by employing a Galerkin discretization in space based on the
smooth eigenfunctions of the Dirichlet-Laplacian; see. e.g., |8, Ch. 7]. We focus here on
presenting the energy analysis.

Energy analysis. Testing the (semi-discrete) pressure equation with p;, integrating
over €2, and using integration by parts yields the following identity:

1
H\/ ()72 + VOVl = 5

2 dt 2
a.e. in time. From here, by Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, we have

2dtl!\/ ()72 + [VOVD(t) |72

a(t) r(t)
b

(api,p)pe + (rAp,p) 2 + (f1,00) 12

<

~

Oé(t) H VT Ap ”L2 + ” V& pt ”L2

T %Hfl(t)HL? [Vbpe (£)]| 2.

H IVBp()]% +
L2

Lo

On account of Assumption Bl we know that

H\/WHLOO <\/ri/ag a.e. in time,
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and thus for any € > 0, it holds that

%%Hmpt@)uiz + VoV (t) ][22
(3.7) at(t)
S|

~

IVopu ()74 + Eolpl () + Exlpl(t) + illfl(t)lliz +el[VOVp(8) 72,

L2
where we have applied Poincare’s inequality together with Young’s e-inequality in the
estimate of the last term. Note that by fixing ¢ > 0 small enough, we can absorb the
last term in (B by the dissipative term on the left.

By using the embedding H'(Q2) — L*(Q) together with the Poincaré inequality,
the first term on the right-hand side of (8.7)) can be absorbed by the dissipative term
[VbVpi(t)||2, as well if we assume the norm [/l oo (12) to be small. However, to
avoid this smallness assumption, we use inequality (2.I1]) instead and split this term
into two parts: an energy term and a dissipation term with an arbitrary small factor
€ > 0. This idea will be used repeatedly in the proof below. Indeed, by using inequality

2110, we have
Vo Ol S5 ], . IVam®IE: +lVEvm ..

Consequently, by recalling Assumption [3] and fixing € > 0 small enough, so that

1—Ce sup |[low(t)/b 2 >0,
te(0,T)

where C' is the hidden constant in ([B.7]), we obtain

S Bolpl(t) + IVEVp ()35
(38) a(t)
SEBIO + B0 +| 52| IVl + 1A,

where we have also used again the uniform bound on « given in Assumption Bl

Estimate (3.8)) indicates that further testing is needed to absorb the energy F; on the
right. Thus, we test the first (semi-discrete) equation in (B.1]) with —Ap; and integrate
in space, which yields

%%H\/@Ap(t)nig + VoA (£)]72

= (alt)pm Apo)za + 5 ()P, Ap) — (f(0), Apy)2

< LIVaWpa(t)l + ¢ H\/ ™40

Tt(t)

b

VAR
L

IVoAP ()72 +
Lo°

1
+ ngl(t)Hiz + e[| VbAP: (1) || 2.

Clearly, by selecting € > 0 small enough in the above estimate, the second term on
the right-hand side will be absorbed by the dissipation on the left. Hence, by choosing
€ > 0 as small as needed, keeping in mind that Ap = 0 on 912, and using Poincaré’s
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inequality, we obtain

L vrap )72+ 1VOAD (1)1 72

ri(t)
b

To retrieve the energy Ej on the left, we will next work with the time-differentiated
pressure equation. Indeed, on account of the regularity assumptions on the coefficients
and source term, we can differentiate the semi-discrete pressure equation with respect
to t:

(3.10) a(z, t)pur — r(z, t)Apr — bApy = O f1(x,t) — ap(z, t)py + re(z, 1) Ap.

Multiplying (3.10]) by py, integrating over €2, and using integration by parts with respect
to time in the first term, we obtain

< IVa@pa(Is + IVFO VRO L+ IV5Vpu(e)

1 1
= §(Oétptt,ptt)L2 — (Vrpe, Vo) 2 + i(Ttht, Vpe)rz + (Ouf1,pee) p— i
— (pitspit) 2 + (e Ap, put) 2.

2 dt
S Epl(t) +

(3.9)

, VOV Ap(#) |72 + 1 f1(8)]132-

(3.11)

The first two r terms on the right can be estimated as follows:
1
— (Vrpy, Vi) 2 + g(Ttht, Vi) 2

1
VPl pal VTVl 2 + 5 (Ttvpt,vpt)
LOO

<e|[VbVpu(t)|l32 + Cle

for some € > 0, where we have relied on the embedding H'(Q2) < L*(). By applying
estimate (2.11]), we can further bound the last term:
1
51tV V)2 S 7l 22 VeI .4
S CElrellZelr e IVrVplia + el Apel 72,
where we have also utilized elliptic regularity (since 02 is smooth):

VPl < llpellz < CllAP| L2
The first and the fifth term on the right-hand side of ([B.I1]) can be estimated as follows:

| Vel
L

Qi (t)

2

1 1
(3.12) §(atptt7ptt)L2 — (upisvi) 2 = —5 (D)2 S

We then further estimate the last term above using again inequality (2.11]):

1) Vel <CE)| S5 |, IVa@ra(Ols + VBT .

Keeping in mind Assumption (3]), and plugging ([B:13)) into (B:12]), we have

2t HL (IVBpu () 2 + C@) IVapa®2 ).

1
- §(atptt7ptt)L2
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By using Young’s inequality together with the Poincaré’s inequality, we find that

(Ocfr(t), pee()) 1,11 < \/—Hatfl( )l -1 [ VOpee (8) | 1

ey [0A (0 + el VETpu(t)

Recalling that Ap = 0 on 92, we can estimate the last term on the right-hand side of

BII) as follows:
(reAp, pu)r2 SellVbpullis + Cl(e H H IVbADI|34

< e|VbVpu 2. + C(e) HEHL VoV Ap|2..

We see that the first term on the right can be absorbed by the dissipation in (B.11])
and the last one is an energy term. By collecting the above estimates with € > 0 small
enough, we arrive at

= (VAR + IVFO RO ) + IVEVpa(t) 32

S| VBT 80l + (197l + ) VPVl

o171 + el Apela-

Adding BI4) to (39, exploiting Assumption B, using Poincaré’s inequality, and pos-
sibly reducing €, so that the € terms can be absorbed by the left side, we obtain

L AP + Il 0| 2V T (1) ]
=E)[pl(0)
(3.15) + VoV (t)l[72 + VA1) 72

Tt(t) 2 \/’ 2 2
.. VOV Ap() |72 + | f1(0)1Z2

+ 181 (Bl
To be able to absorb the term ||\/5VAp(t)||2L2 on the right, we should additionally test
the pressure equation with AZp:
(a(t)pe — r(t)Ap — bApy, A%p) 2 = (fi(t), A%p) 2.

Integrating by parts and using the fact that py = Ap = Ap, = 0 on the boundary for
smooth Galerkin approximations, as well as that fi(t) € H}(Q), yields

(rVAp+ bVAp, VAp)r2 = —(aVpy + puVa + VrAp,VAp)r2 + (Vf1,VAp) 2

(3.14)

< (L 1Vrlize + lirellzz) Exlpl(t) +

Recalling how the energy Fj is defined in ([33), from here we obtain

S Balp) + VAV Ap(0)3

= — (aVpy + puVa + VrAp, VAp)r2 + (Vfi(x,t), VAp) 2
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By Holder’s inequality, we further have

S Balpl(1) + V7 () Ap(1)

S ez VP @)l 2 [VAP@) | 2 + [pe () [ 26 |V (B [ 3 [|V Ap(£)]] 2
HIVr@llzalAp@)llza [VAP@®) | L2 + Ztllvfl(t)\\%z +ellr () " e VO VAP 2.

Using Young’s and Poincaré’s inequalities, and the embedding H'(Q) < L®(Q) yields

d

&Eg [p](t) + ||\/F(t)VAP(t)||%2

1 € 1
316 < a3 IVEVPa(t)IF + 1 IVEV AR I3 + el Vpua ) [32]| Va(t) I3
+ VOV AP 172 + IVr () VIV AP)[IF2 + IV (1172
By adding inequalities (B.I5]) and ([BI6)), and selecting £ > 0 small enough, we have

% {E[pl(t) + B2[p(1)} + [VOVDa(t) |72 + [ VEAD(#) |72

+[Vrt) VAD(®)13
S @+ IVr@) s + Irell72) {ELPI(E) + E2lp)()} + 10: (0 F-1 + 1F2(E) 1771

By collecting the above estimates, we arrive at a bound that involves the combined
acoustic energy:

(317) SEBI(0) + Dlpl(t) S (1 -+ ADELRI(E) + F(0),

where A(t) and F(t) are defined in ([B.5]) and (3.0]), respectively. By Gronwall’s inequality,
we then immediately have

Ell(t) + /0 Dp](s) ds

" e (faraonas) + [lew ([ oo ocas

Additional bootstrap arguments. We can obtain more information on the pressure field
by relying on the (semi-discrete) PDE. Indeed, by the acoustic PDE we have

(3.19) 1Ap(OI72 < oFlpu@)I[Z: + 1 ApDIZ2 + [A1(D]1Z2-

We can then further estimate the right-hand side of (8.19]) by employing the acoustic
energy:

1Ape(t)II72 S EPIE) + (11 (8)]72

< Ep)(0) exp (/Otu + A(s))ds> + /Ot exp </:(1 + A(a))da)IF‘(s) ds,
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where we have also used estimate (:2)) to bound the || f1(t)||3, term. Adding this bound

to BI) yields
£l + 13m0l + [ Dlts)as
< £p](0) exp </Ot(1 +A(s)) ds> + /Ot exp (/:(1 + A(J))dd)lﬁ‘(s) ds.

Similarly,

VOV Api(1)]172 S 3V (B)[I72 + I Vadt) | s e (t) | o
+ 11 VIV Ap(E)|[72 + [IVr@)[74 | Ap@)[74 + IV f1 ()72
Adding v-@320) to (BI7) with small enough v > 0 yields

el + DIpl(0) + VBV AR < (1+ ADERIE) +F(1),

on which we can apply Gronwall’s inequality.
Additionally, from the time-differentiated equation (3.I0]), standard arguments (see,
e.g., [§, Ch. 7, p. 383]) give the following bound in the dual space H~1(£):

10 (e ()pee) (8) ] ;11

<Mlr@Ap Ol -1 + Ire () Ap@) | -1 + 10Aps ()] -1 + 110 Fr ()] 111
Slr@llzellApe (Bl 2 + [l O 2 IV Ap(#) |2 + [[VPa (@) L2 + 10 f1 ()] -1,

(3.20)

where we have used the embedding L/%(Q) — H~1() together with Holder’s inequal-
ity to get

lreApllr— S Irelplipers S llrellrz2|Aplizs S lirell 2l VAD]| 2.
Thus, we have
pu € L*(0, T3 Hy (), i(a()pu) € L*(0,T; H™H())
with a uniform bound

Ipestl| -1 S M| apsee || 1 (Ho‘_luLw + HV(a‘l)HLS)
S 10 (apu) || g1 + llowpellr—1) (o7 ' + a7 2 [V 1s) -

By using again the embedding L/°(Q) — H~(Q) and Hélder’s inequality, we have,
similarly to before,
lwpeell -1 S llewpellpors < llewllps llpeel 2,
and thus
pece|5r-1 S U+ [1VallZa) (1712 1ADel[T2 + [IrelZ2llr ™ oo VPV Apli7.2

(3.21)
+ HthtH%Z +Hatf1|’%rl + ”OétH%BHptt|’2L2) .
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Then adding v-(3.21]) to (BI7) with v > 0 small enough, and using Gronwall’s inequality
yields

EMPI(E) + Ipreell 3 -1y + /0 Dlpl(s) ds

< E[p](0) exp </Ot(1 +A(s)) ds> + /Ot exp (/:(1 + A(J))dd)lﬁ‘(s) ds.

Combining the three derived estimates yields (3.4]), as first in a semi-discrete setting.
The obtained uniform bound allows us to employ standard compactness arguments and
prove existence of a solution p € X, to the pressure equation; see, e.g., [§, Ch. 7] for
similar arguments. By the weak/weak-x lower semi-continuity of norms, p satisfies the
same energy bound (3.4]). Note that p € X, implies

p € C([0, T HY(R)), p € Cu([0,T]; HZ(Q));
cf. [33, Lemma 3.3].
Uniqueness. Uniqueness in the pressure equation follows by showing that the only
solution of the homogeneous problem is zero. To this end, let p € X, solve
alx, t)py — r(x,t)Ap — bApy = 0, p(xz,0) = p(z,0) =0, plag = 0.

We can repeat our previous energy analysis up to (B.I7), where instead of testing with
A2p (which is not a valid test function), we take the gradient of the equation and test
with VAp € L®(L?(Q)). In this manner, from (34) we obtain £[p](t) = 0, which
immediately yields p = 0.

Analysis of the heat equation. We next rewrite the heat equation as

_ _Ka Oy W =
O Gt e o
with
e 1 1 PbeW@a
f= PReA Q(pe) + pacafz(x,t) + oG

According to, e.g., [37, Ch. 1, Theorem 1.3.2], the unique solution ® € Xg of this
problem satisfies

t
O3 ) + 1010113 + [ (1Ol + O11Er) ds
(3.22) 0

~ t ~
< Crll@uliyg ) + 17O + [ 17l

for all t € [0,T7]; see also |33, Ch. 2, Theorem 3.2]. Thanks to the assumed properties
of the mapping Q, we have

I lz2cr2y S Nfollzeqrzy + el o ooy [Pt 222y + C(T, 2, ©4).
Further,
| fellL2z2y SN0 foll2n2y + Iptll L2 (oo IPetl Lo (L2)-
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Thus, by the embedding H'(0,T) < C[0,T], from ([B.22) we have

t
H@@%%nH@ﬁN§+AO@m%rW&MM®

<Cr(|1©ollZ2 + ||f2||§{1(L2) + Hpt||2L°°(L°°)Hpt||%2(L2) + ||Pt\|%2(Loo)HpttH%w(L?) +1),
as claimed. This finishes the proof of Proposition [3.11 d

4. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE NONLINEAR PROBLEM

To prove local well-posedness of the coupled Westervelt—Pennes model, we intend
to rely on Banach’s fixed point theorem. To this end, let us introduce the fixed-point
mapping 7 : (p*,0*) — (p, ©), which associates

(p+,©4) € B C X1 := X, x Xo,

where B will be a suitably chosen ball in X7, with the solution (p,®) € X, x Xg of
1) {(1 = 2k(0.)p )P — a(0:) Ap — bAP, = 2k(O.)p,, in 2 x (0,7),

0aCaOt — K, AO + ppCLW (O — ©,) = Q(py), in Q x (0,7),
with the boundary (2.3b]) and initial (2:3d) conditions. Our main results reads as follows.
Theorem 4.1. Let T > 0 and

(po,p1) € HZ(Q) x HZ(Q), ©g € H(Q).

There exists 6 = 6(T) > 0, such that if

€lp)(0) <0,
then there exist a unique solution (p,©) of (23 in Xp. Furthermore, the solution
depends continuously on the data with respect to || - || x, -

Proof. As already announced, we intend to rely on Banach’s fixed-point theorem to
arrive at the claim. To facilitate the fixed-point argument, we define the pressure and
temperature norms:

”pHXp = ”pHLOO(H3) + HPt”Loo(H2) + HVAPtHLZ(LZ) + ”PttHLoo(L2)
+ Ipeell 2 )y + 1Pl 2 (-1
and
1Ol xe = 1Oz (r2) + [1OtllLoo(£2) + 1Ot L2y + 1Ol L2 (1)
We can then also define the combined norm as follows:
1(p, ©)llxr = lIPllx, + Ol x6-

To have an equivalence between this norm and the energies, we introduce the total
pressure energy E[p| as

E[p|(T) = sup E[pl(t)+ sup [|Apy(t)]%2
te(0,T) te(0,T)

and the associated dissipation rate as

D®=DM®+AﬂmMﬂ%1HWmMﬂ@N&
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Then on account of Assumption Bl there exist positive constants C1, ..., Cy, such that

(4.2) C1 (E[p)(T) +D[p)(T)) < [lpll%, < C2 (EpI(T) +D[p)(T))

and

(43) Cs < sup €[0](1) +D[@](T)) < 9l%, < C4< sup €[0](1) +D[@](T)) :
te(0,T) t€(0,T)

We next introduce a ball in Xp:

1
B = {(ps;0x) € X7t ||pil|Loc(pe) <7 < TR [p«llx, < R,

||®*HX@ < Ry, (p*yp*ta@*)|t:0 = (p07p17®0)} )

where the radii Ry > 0 and Ry > 0 are to be determined by the proof. The constant
k1 > 0 is such that
k()] < ky;

cf. assumption (2.5). In the course of the proof we will impose a smallness condition on
the pressure, but not on the temperature data, which is why we have introduced two
different radii here.

Note that the solution of the linear problem with « = r =1 and f; = fo = 0, belongs
to this ball if 4 > 0 is small enough and Rs large enough, so that

R{ > Cro > CrEpl(0), B3 > Cr(|60llfz o) +0” +1),
so this set is non-empty. We consider the ball to be equipped with the distance

d[(p1,p2), (©1,02)] = [Ip1 —p2||Xp + 01 — Oz x6-
Then (B, d) is a complete metric space. We first prove that T is a self-mapping.

Lemma 4.1. For sufficiently small Ry and ¢, it holds that T(B) C B.

Proof. We wish to rely on the well-posedness result from the previous section. To this
end, we set

a(xvt) =1- Qk(@*)p*, T(‘Tvt) = Q(@*)v fl(wvt) = 2k‘(9*)P3t7 fQ(xvt) = 0.

to fit problem (&) into the framework of Proposition Bl We next verify Assumption
on these functions. Since

[12E(O)ps | oo (Looy < 2k1||pal| oo ooy < 2k17y
we have
0<ag=1-2k~vy<a(zt)=1—-2k(O.)ps <1+4+2k1y =
and so the non-degeneracy condition is fulfilled. Further, by the embeddings H'()
L3(Q2) and H?(Q2) — L>®(Q), we have
el oo sy ST = 2k(0:)pxll Lo (£3) + IV (E(O:))psll Lo (23) + 1K(O4) VPl Lo (£3)
S 14 Eullpsll oo ) + 18/ (©:) | oo (100) VOl oo (£3) [Pl Lo (12
+ K1 l[p«ll oo (r1-
From here and properties (2.6]) of the function k, it follows that

]| poe sy ST+ Ry + (1+ R Ry Ry.
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Again by the embedding H'(Q) < L3(2) and properties of the function k, it holds that
el z2(sy = | = 2k(Ou)pat — 2K (0:)Ouipill 2(13)
S a0 IVpsatllrzrey + g9 2 (1 + ”9*”Foj(lLoo))Hve*tHLz(Lz)”p*HLOO(LOO)y

which implies
llizewey € Ru+ (1+ B3 ") RiRy.
Similarly,
el poo(r2y =l — 2k(O4)par — 2k (04)Outpil| oo (12)
S g IVDetll poo 2y + a5 (1 + H@*HF;(lLoo))H@*tHLOO(LZ)||p*||L°°(L°°)
SRi+(1+RPTHRR,.
We can analogously estimate the function r:
17¢ll oo (22) S N6 (O) oo (Loo) 1Ol oo (22)
IVl Lo 24y = 1 (©:) VOl Loo 1y S [1d'(©) | oo (£o0) 1O oo (12,
and thus
Irillzeozey ST+ A+ RIHRy,  Irllpsoqunay S 1+ (14 B3Ry
We can further estimate the source term in the pressure equation as follows:
I fillz2cany + 10 fill 2 1)
SUEO©D)P2 N 2y + 10:(k(©)p2) |22 (11,
SIK (©0)VO.0% | 2(12) + 1R(©:)pat Vsl 12 (12)
+ [|k(©0)p¥ll 22y + 1K (©4)OupZy L2 11y + 1k(O)Patputill L2 (1)
By using the embedding L%/°(Q) < H~1(Q) and the inequality
[uvw| o5 < l[ull p2]lv]l s llwll Lo
we then further have
[ fill2cany + 10 fill L2 -1y
S UK (©) oo (1) VO oo (1) 102 213y + K It | oo (24| VPt | 21y
+ k1 lp% |22y + 1K () oo ooy 1O | L2y D32l oo (22)
+ K1 l|patll oo (23) st L2 (22) -

(4.4)

Thus,
Ifillz gy + 10 fill 21y S (14 B3R RY + RY.
On account of Proposition Bl the mapping 7 is well-defined, and, furthermore,

EMpl() + [ Ap(t)]172 + /OtD[P](S) ds + /Ot lpeee (5)117-2 ds
(4.5) . . .
< Ep|(0) exp </0 1+ A(s))ds) +/0 exp (/S (1+ A(O‘))dd)F(S) ds
a.e. in time, with A(¢) and F(¢) defined in (3.3]) and (B.6]), respectively; that is,
A(t) = lre) 72 + 1P @)l + e @)l 2 + llae@)17s + [[Va®)] 7
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and
F(t) = | A®lFn + Q0+ [IVa@)|7:)10:f1 () 171
By our calculations above, we immediately have

Al 0,0 < Cr(Ra, B2, T),

where C; = C1(T, Ry, R2) is a positive constant that depends on T, Ry, and Ry. Fur-
thermore, by relying on (#4), we obtain

P20, S (L4 IVallZoo o)) U121y + 10e 11172 00-1))
<1+ R+ (1 + B2 R2RY) {(1 + RO RIRS 4+ Ri‘} .
Altogether, from (@3] and the above bounds, we have
(4.6) Ipl%, < 6 exp(Ci(Ry, Ry, T)T) + exp(C1(R1, Ry, T)T) Ri Co(Ry, Ry).
Thus, from (4.6]), by decreasing R; and 0, we can achieve that
Ipll%, < Ri.
Further, by the embedding H?(2) < L>°(£), we know that
P12y S 1API2 iz S 1%,

which we can then bound by v € (0,1/(2k)) by possibly additionally reducing ¢ and
R,. It remains to show that ||©] x, < Rp. Proposition 3.1l with fo = 0 implies that

¢
ﬂ@ﬁ%ﬁ/DKM$®
0
< CT(”GOH?—[%(Q) + ”ptH%w(Lw)Hpt”%Q(L?) + Hpt”2L2(L°°)”ptt”zLoo(Lz) +1).
With the equivalence of the temperature norm and energy (4.3]), we have
1©1%, < CT(Il@ollfqg(Q) 1Pl oo ooy 1Pell72 12y + D6l T2 ooy 1P| 0 (12 + 1)
<Cr <||®0||§{<2>(Q) +2R{ + 1) :
Thus, if we additionally choose Rs large enough, so that
R} > Cr (ll@o||§1<2>(m +2R! +1),
we have (p,©) € B. O

Lemma 4.2. For sufficiently small Ry and , the mapping T is strictly contractive in
the topology induced by || - || x, -

Proof. To prove contractivity, take any (pfkl), @S})) and (pg), @9)) from B. Denote their

images by (p™),01)) = T(pgkl), @fkl)) and (p®,0?) = T(pff), @&2’). We introduce the
differences

=p® —p®@  p =pM) —p?

P RAE
o=00_-0® B =6"_-6%.
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Our goal now is to prove that
1 1 2 2
1T, 0) = TG, 61)lx,
< RC(T, Ry, Ro)l|(p” —pt, 01 — 61 |,

where C is a positive constant that depends on T, Ry, and Ry. Observe that (p,©)
solves the following problem:

(1 —2k0)pMp, — @) AP —bAp, =F,  in Qx(0,7),

(47) 0aCa®f — K, AO + p, CLIWO = f, in Q x (0,7),
p=0=0, on 09 x (0,7),
p(z,0) = p,(z,0) = O(x,0) =0, in Q,

with the right-hand sides

T1 = {2m(@)p" — 260 } 53 + {a(0L") — a0} Apl?

(4.8)
+2k(0) () — 26(01)(p})?
and
(49) 2= Q) — Q).
We can rearrange the acoustic source term f; as follows:
h

=2{k(©) = k(O }pl"pl3) + 200 P03 + {a(©L) — a(0) } Ap?
+2{r©6) - KO} (072 + 26O B, (b)) + p7)
=2{k(O) = k(O } (Wp5) + 07)?) + {a(©) —a(0!) } Ap?
+2k(017) (Buplid +Pulpld) + 1))

=f11 4 f12+ f13

and next wish to show that it satisfies Assumption Bl

The estimate of || f1||r2(g1). Note that since f; = 0 on 9Q, it is sufficient to estimate
IV f1llr2(r2). We first estimate the fy; contribution, that is

Fu =2 {k©O") = k@] (16 + 61))?).
By Holder’s inequality, we have
— 1) 2)
IV F 1 llz2 ey SO - k(O >um IV @D PE + @) r2y

+ [V (k(©L) = kOl 1) I3 + (P ll2200)-
Recalling properties (2.5]) and (2.6]) of the function k, and using the algebraic inequality:

(A+ B)” <max{1,2"}(A”" + B"”), for A, B>0,v>0,

(4.10)
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we have
| £(©87) = k()| oo (1)
1
:H(@S)—@f))/ KO + el - o)) dTH e
(4.11) 0 Lee(L
1 2
S1168 = O e gy (14 08 + (O - >uz%,:gm)

S o200 — ), {1+ [0 1% 101

We also have, by using the embeddings H'(Q) — L*(Q) and H?(Q) «— L>®(1Q), the
following estimate:

V%) + 058 L2 2y

SIVP ooz D5 2220y + 1P [ oo o) VDS 2222)
(4.12) + ||p£1’||L2<Loo IV oo 22)
N (L?) HvP*ttHLQ(LQ +[|Aapt! ||L°° 12) HVp*ttHLQ(LQ
+ HAP*t ”L2(L2)”Vp*t | oo (£2)-

Thus, from ([4I2]) it follows that

VG + 08 ez S V1%,

Further, we know that

vk©OW) - k©e?) =k ©eV)vel - ¥©eP?)ve?
—r©eMvel -e?) +ve?w®el) - K©e?))
and
K(©) -k (©eP) =l -e?) / O 0 — 02 ar
0
By keeping in mind properties (23] and (Z6]) of the function k, this implies that
IV (k(O) = k(O2)) | e (1)
S (141001728 ) ) 1908 = Ol e 1
(1 1017 ooy + 10217 ) ) 19O [y 1057 = O o )
and thus
IV (k(O) = k(O2)) | e (1)

(4.13
< {1+ 10001, + 1621, + 10812 Hip - p®, 08 — 6,
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To obtain a bound on V f;, we note that

1 p%) + (3)? 22 (L4y

2 2
SIS 22 oo 1P 2ty + 1P oo () [0S | 22100
SVTNAPD || oo (12 IVPE L2 2y + VD | oo (22 | A 1212
1 2
ST (I 1, + 19211, ) -

Plugging the derived estimates into (£I0]) yields

IVFuillizas) S O+ VDR (1+ B3 + B2 ) (68 = p2, 080 — 01 1x;.

We can similarly estimate fio = {q(@&l)) — q(@g))} Ap?) as follows:

d 1 2
IVF 122 S || V(@@ — g(6f 180 gz

g

(4.14)

+1a(0) = g(O) || oo (1) VAP | 2 (12

21

The first term on the right-hand side of ([4I4]) can be estimated analogously to (£.I3]).

Thus we have by recalling Assumption [IJ,

|V =g o

< {11001 + 1021 it - 2,68 — 6|,
By using the embedding H'(2) <+ L*(Q), we obtain
1402 g2y < AP |g2we) + AV |21y S VP25,
We also have as in (&I1),
Oy _ o® H
Ja@®) —a@©®)] _ .
S {1+ 160137 + 1615 HIeE 2,61 — 01,
Consequently, we obtain from above the following estimate:
IV fiallzrzy S(1+ VT)R, <1 + R} + R+ Rz“”)
X ”(p* _p>(k2)7 @>(k1) - @* )HXT

Next we estimate fi3 = 2k(@£2)) <ﬁ*pg2 + Dt (pii) + pi?)) We note that

IV 15l 22y S IK (©2)VOL | oo 1)

_ 2 _ 1 2
x (upumm)upigHW 1Bl ooy (1948 2ae) + 195 1 2201%)) )

(2) (1)

+ Hk( )”Loo L>) Hv(p*p*tt +p*t(p*t +p*t ))HL2(L2
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Using properties (2.6]) of the function k, we can bound the first term on the right:
2) 2)
(OO oo 1) S I (OF >||Loo<Loo VO | ooz
+1
<1+ (e 175 (oo s ||L°°(H @)
S (1 + RgQ—H)RQ.
Further, we have

1Bl oo (o) 1PS2 2228y + el ooy (105 N 200y + 1981122 200))
APl oo 22y IVPSE oo 22) + 19Tl oo 2y (1A 12222y + 18P [l 12(22)
SR —p?, 00 — 0P| x,.
By using the fact that |k(s)| < q%’ we find

1RO Lo (oo IV B,05) + Bt (05 + DE) 112 (12

SIVB.ll oo 2y 1S 28y + 1Bl oo (o) IV | 2222y
 IVPall2 @y Py + 22 N oo 18y + IPatll 2 ooy VDS + VD N o0 122)
SIAB. oo (1) IVPD | 2 (12) + I AP oo (22 VP 1222
+ 18P llz222) VDS + VoLl oo (12
+ 1 APl 222 IV + Vo2 | oo 129.
Hence,

1
1RO | Lo (1o IV (B3] + Bt (0 + D)2 (12)

SR - p, 00 — 0P|, .
Consequently, from the derived bounds we infer
IVFisllzze) S CrRu(1+ Re+ B3P0 = pi?, 00 — 01|,
By collecting the derived estimates of separate contributions to f, we arrive at

IV FillLzr2)

(4.15)
SOr(Ri+ R (1+ B + 73 161 —p? 01 - 01))x,.

The estimate of |0 f1 || 2(m-1). Our next task is to estimate [|0;f, || 2(g-1). As above,

we estimate the contributions H@JUH r2(a-1) for j = 1,2,3 separately. We start by
noting that

oufin =2 (KO~ KO} (o9l + it 2p10eC)
20, {1(0") ~ 0} (o702 + 61 ).
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By employing the H~! estimate stated in ([2.12)), we then find that

||8t?11||H*1
S (I(©OD), = KOl + IV (kOD), - k(6 >>||L3) s P
(4.16) + 1K(OW), = k(O [ 1oy (10 P 12 + 195 4] 1 £2)
+ [10e(k(0L)) — k(O] ol (p5) | s
+ || {k(©) = k(6 } G

‘H*l'

Hence, we obtain from above

10:F 11l 21
S (18©OW). = h(OF ) oo (zoe) + [V (O = KO 102 ) 14 P Zhl 20211
+1(OW), — k(O | oo (zooy (105 P 212y + 198 PSR 12 12))

+ 110k (©%) — kOl r2 (16| (P34l oo (£2)
+ || {k©1) — k(@) } pV5L5)

LA(HY)
We estimate the second term by using the H~! inequality ([2.12)) as follows:

1P 2 -1y SIPC 2 -1y IV | oo () + 18| oo (%))

2 1
SIS 21 1 AP | oo (12)
SRE,

where we have also used the embeddings H'(Q) — L3(Q), H?(Q) — L*(Q), and
elliptic regularity. Next, as in (4.I1]), we have

1R(OM), — k(O 1o 10y S (14 RF) (B, ©.) | x-

Further,

Hp*t p*tt||L2(L2 + ||6t(p*t )? lz2(z2)
1
<lpy) HLZ(Loo)HPmHLoo(LZ) +[Ip HLZ(Loo)HPitzHLoo(LZ)
1 2 1 1
SNAPY 2oy 1P oo 22) + 18D N 2222y 1P I Loy S R

Now, we can use the following re-arrangement:

2 (k(e) — k©P) =k M6l - ¥©?)e?
—K©") 6 -8+ el kW) - K(©P)).
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Hence, by the embedding H'(Q2) — L5(9),
10:(k(O") = K(O%)) | p2(1s)
SIK (Ol 1) 108 = Ol 12(16)
+ 105 12 (26 15 (O) — K (OP)) | 1o (1)
165 = 0Dl (1+ 100172 )
+ 1105 12y 108 — O oo 1 (1 + o] Fw(m))
S+ Ry + RPY|(3,,04) |1 x,

Furthermore, we have

(4.17)

1 1 1
108l wny S 194 e (1) SIVAL e ) < B
Next by using the embedding L5/5(Q) < H~(Q) and Hélder’s inequality, we infer
Hat {k(@il)) — k‘(®i2))} ppC)

L2(H-1)
1 2 1D (2
<110:(k(05) = KO 2oy P8P o (229
As in ([@I7), using the embedding H'(Q) — L3(2) yields
10:(k(O") = K(©P)) | p2(zy < (1+ Ra + B3| (5, 0.) L x»
whereas

1) (2 1 2
183 e (12) SUAP N oo (2 1950 2o 22) S B
Consequently, by collecting the derived estimates, we obtain from (4.10]),

10:F 110l 21y < CRI(L+ RY + Ry + Ry )5, 6.)l|x7--
Next, we estimate f,o = {q(@fkl)) - q(@g))} Apff). We have [|0; f 12|l 2 -1y S 110 frall 1222y
and further
10 F 12l 222) S 1a(O5) = a(O) | oo (oo 1407 12 12
+ 10:a(©) = a(O)) 214y | PP [ o0 14)-
Similarly to the estimate of [|0;fq;]|z2(z2) and by using the fact that
1892 e ) S 1892 e 2) + 1AVD 22 22 S 11027 15,

we obtain _ 1 _
10¢f1all 22y < CrRY(1+ Ry + R3H)|(P.. ©4) | x.-

It remains to estimate ||9;f13/|2(zr-1)- Indeed, recalling that

we have

- _ 2 _ 1 2
1015l 21y S N0BpS) + B0 + 22 1)

(

(4.18)
+ (1K (00| 21 125 + Bae (0 + D) | oo (11)-
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We estimate the first term in ([£I8]) as follows:

10: .05} + Bur (0 + D) 201y
SIBuillz2 iy PG oo 2ty + (Bl oo (o) + 1VB, oo (23 P ol 2 a1
Bl oo 22y (195 | 22200y + 1195 N1 2(100))
 ABat 2y (DS oo 20y + 108 oo 20))
SIVBllz2 22y IV DG oo 12y + (APl oo 22y DS 2 a1y
t Batel oo 2y (IAP N 222y + 12557 | 22(22))
+ VBl 22y (VDS e (22) + IV | poe (£2))-
Hence, we obtain

(4.19) 10:P.0%%) + Bt 0 + PN 2 1) S Rull (B 02) -

Next, we estimate the second term on the right-hand side of ([AIg]) as

1% (OO llz2ws) S I (O o (1) 05 2z
(4.20) S+ 10217 )10 N2
SRo(1+ RPT.
Finally, we estimate the last term on the right-hand side of (4.I8]) as

_ 2 _ 1 2
P05 + P (0’ + 1) | Loo (z4

< Hﬁ*”LC’O(LC’O)Hp*tt”LOO(L4)
(4.21) Bl oo P oo qwoe) + 195 e 00))
S1AP. e ) VP& oo 22
+ VBl noo oy 1APL 1o 22) + 1APD [0 22))-
Using the embedding H'(0,t) < C]0, ], we find that
IVPatllzoo 22y S IVPatllL2(r2) + IVPatllz2(r2) S P4l x, -
Consequently, we obtain from (4.21]),

_ 2 _ 1 2 N
(4.22) 15,25 + P (0 + D) 1o (£4) S Rull By, O4)l|xp-

Collecting (4.19)), (4.20), and ([£22]) results in
10:F 3|21y < Ba(1+ R + B32)| (B, ©4)llx-
Finally, by collecting the bounds of separate contributions, we infer that

(4.23) 18:F 1\l L2 (r-1) < Cr(Ry + R (1 + Ry + RPT + R)|(5,.04) | xo-
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The estimate of || fal 1 (r2). We can bound the source term in the heat equation as
follows:

424) (Pl S1QGE) — Q02w + 10:(Q0Y) — Q) L2 (12

Since pg) € B for j = 1,2, we have by the Sobolev embedding

169 oo 20y S 1A 110w (12) S 1P 1200 x,) S R
Hence, in view of the assumption (2.7]), this yields
1 2 1 2 2
425) 1100 — QWrawe) S Rullply — v N2z S Rullply =0 lx,
Similarly, using (2.8]), we have
10:(Q (P*t)) - Q(P*t ))”L2 L?) S ”P*t HL2 L) Hp*tt P*tt”Loo L2)
+ ||p*tt||L°°(L2)||p*t _p*t ||L2(L°<>)
(4.26) SIAPY 222 P! — P2 ||LM<L2)
+ ”p*tt”LC’O(LQ 1A@S — P 222
SRl”p*t - p*t HXp
Plugging (4.25) and ([4.26]) into ([@.24]), we obtain
(427) ”72”H1(L2) 5 Rl”(ﬁ*vé*)”XT

The energy bound for the difference equations. Now we can apply the energy results of
Proposition B.1] to system (7)) by setting

a=1-2@0")p", r=q0WM), H=T fr=7F

Adding the energy estimate for the pressure to the energy bound ([3.22]) for the temper-
ature (where now f = fo = f,), we obtain

17.0)1%,
=17, 0 - T, 0P|,
< [ew ([ 0+ 20000 (0l + 0+ [Va@IEOF 01 ) ds
+10:F2l 7212
with A = A(t) defined in (35). We have
Al 1 0,1)

S lrell ey + leell ey + 197 lagpey + lewllFe ) + IITtII%z (L)

428)  Slla'©M)OW N1z + K (080N ) 11 12y +||fc< N 2
+ Hq'<e£1>>ve<”|rw + 1K ©M)elp! HLz

+ 1O 122 10 + 1 (OO 12 10y
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We estimate the terms on the right-hand side of ([£.28]) as follows: using (2.4]), we have
l¢/(©)0 122y S VTN (O | (1) 108 l2(22)
SVT(1+ 0878 L 108 2z
SVTRy(1+ R},
Further, by using assumption (2.6) we have
1K OO B 111 (12) S 1K (O 1o (zoe) 05 HW It umm
SVTA A+ 1007 e MO N2y AP [ oo 122
SVTRi(Ry + RPY?).
Next we find that
1RO 122y S TIRO) oo w195 e ) S TRy,

where we have used (2.3]) in the last estimate. Using the bound ||V@ || 4 S ||@ || H2(9):
we also have

1g' (OO 114y S 1 (O] o () VOV | 1 19
1)

ST+ 10075 e IVO | e 122 )

ST(Ry+ RPT?).
Also, we have as above

1) 1 1 1
1K (OO 132 1y SIK (O3 e (1o 105 132 (1 1257 e )
1) 1)
SA+I1O 12 O 12 4 1APY 13 o 12
SRIR3(1+ R,
Further, we have the estimate
1)
O 1320y S 1058 13210y S 1P B2y S RE.
Finally, we have
1 1 1 1
g (©)0% 13214y Sl (6% >>||%oo(m||@i2||%2@4>
1
SO+ 100720122 1)
SR3(1+ R
Collecting the above estimates leads to
Al o) < C(T, Ry, Ra),

where C' = C(T, Ry, R2) is a positive constant that depends on T, Ry, and Rj.
Finally, taking into account (4.28]) and recalling (4.15)), (£23), (4.25]), and [A.27)) we

obtain

1T, 0) = T, 02)1x,
S ORI Ry + RYC(T, Bo) () = 9, 01 — 0 ..
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Thus, by selecting the radius Ry > 0 sufficiently small, we can guarantee that 7 is a
strict contraction in B. g

On account of Lemmas [£.1] and [4.2], an application of the contraction mapping theo-
rem implies that there exists a unique (p,0) = T (p, ©) in B which solves the coupled
problem.

Continuous dependence on the data. To prove continuous dependence on the data,
take (p(V,©M)) and (p®,0®) to be two solutions of (Z3a) that correspond to the

initial data (p((]l),pgl), @( )) and (p((f),pg ), 6(2)), respectively. Similarly to the proof of
contractivity, we have the following energy bound:

I —p®, 6 — @)%,
sstpﬂ —p ’]( ) +£[et —6)()

" /0 exp ( [a +A<a>>da) (I + (1 + [V 2)10F2 (1) ) ds
+ CTHat72”2L2(L2)'

Here f, and f, are functions of p(*) = PV and p@ = pl?; see (£8) and (£9) for their
definitions. Following the same steps as in the proof of contractivity, we can deduce
that there exists a function ¥ that depends on Hp(j)HXp and ||®(j)\|Xp with 7 = 1,2,
such that

1(p™ —p, 00 —e@)|3.
<l —pé Lef) — eIk,

t
+/0 U0 x, [10P x,, 10V [ xe, 10 x0) (1 — 9, 00 —0@)|%, ds.

An application of Gronwall’ inequality leads to

1™ —p®, 00 —e®)|%,

T
<l —p?),@é” -0l e { [ war,

This last inequality yields the desired result, which also implies uniqueness in Xp by
taking the data to be the same. O

CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have analyzed the coupled Westervelt—Pennes model of HIFU-
induced heating. By relying on the energy analysis of a linearized problem and a
subsequent fixed-point argument, we proved the local-in-time well-posedness of this
model under the assumption of smooth and (with respect to pressure) small data.

Although our well-posedness result does not require any smallness assumption on 7T,
it is not a global existence result due to the possible dependence of data on the final
time. A global existence result would require to show that there is a universal neigh-
borhood of the origin in the topology induced by the norm of the initial conditions for
which the solution exists and is bounded uniformly in time. To achieve this, we would



LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF A COUPLED WESTERVELT-PENNES MODEL 29

need to refine our energy estimates by constructing compensating functionals to capture
the dissipation of appropriate components of the norm of the solution. This analysis
will be the subject of future research.

We note further that in the energy estimates in Section B, b must be a positive con-
stant, independent of ©. To permit more realistic modeling scenarios, future analysis
will involve studying the case b = b(0) and allowing for (time- or space-) fractional
damping in the model.
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