A PHASE-FIELD APPROACH TO SHAPE AND TOPOLOGY
OPTIMIZATION OF ACOUSTIC WAVES
IN DISSIPATIVE MEDIA

HARALD GARCKE', SOURAV MITRA!, AND VANJA NIKOLIC®

ABSTRACT. We investigate the problem of finding the optimal shape and topol-
ogy of a system of acoustic lenses in a dissipative medium. The sound propa-
gation is governed by a general semilinear strongly damped wave equation. We
introduce a phase-field formulation of this problem through diffuse interfaces be-
tween the lenses and the surrounding fluid. The resulting formulation is shown
to be well-posed and we prove that the corresponding optimization problem has
a minimizer. By analyzing properties of the reduced objective functional and
well-posedness of the adjoint problem, we rigorously derive first-order optimality
conditions for this problem. Additionally, we consider the I'-limit of the reduced
objective functional and in this way establish a relation between the diffuse in-
terface problem and a perimeter-regularized sharp interface shape optimization
problem.

1. INTRODUCTION

Optimization of acoustic wave propagation is of immediate interest in numerous
medical and industrial applications. In medical uses of ultrasound, acoustic lenses
focus sound waves in a way analogous to optical lenses at the part of the body being
treated or examined [24, 27]. Their design directly influences the achieved acoustic
pressure levels in the focal region and, in turn, the quality and safety of these pro-
cedures. In underwater imaging, a system of acoustic cameras creates images that
can, unlike with optical lenses, still be obtained in low-visibility waters [2,13, (18, 25].
They are used in, e.g., tracking the work of divers or remotely operated vehicles [3].
Shape and topology optimization of their design is expected to lead to a better
quality of images.

In this work, we study the problem of optimizing the shape of a system of acous-
tic lenses in dissipative media, which will also allow for topological changes. Under
sufficiently high frequencies (as in the above-mentioned ultrasonic applications)
and/or intensities, the sound propagation is governed by nonlinear wave equations.
We thus use a general semilinear strongly damped wave equation as a model of non-
linear acoustic propagation to match the desired acoustic pressure distribution in
the focal region. The model in question can be understood as a semi-linearization of
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the classical Westervelt equation of nonlinear acoustics [26]. This semi-linearization
allows us to obtain existence of solutions with a relatively low regularity in space;
that is, with acoustic pressure in L>(0,T; H*(€2)). The low space regularity is due
to inhomogeneities in space and hence a higher space regularity cannot be expected.
The low space regularity will give rise to several analytical difficulties.

We propose and analyze a phase-field method with regularization by a Ginzburg-
Landau energy, where the phase-field function models the transition between the
fluid and lenses. The problem is then formulated as an optimal control problem with
control in the medium parameters, that is, the speed of sound, sound diffusivity,
and the nonlinearity coefficient. We prove that this diffuse interface formulation is
well-posed and that the optimization problem admits a minimizer. We also analyze
the differentiability of the reduced objective functional and well-posedness of the
adjoint problem, thanks to which we can derive first-order optimality conditions for
this problem. Additionally, we are able to relate the diffuse interface problem to
the perimeter-regularized sharp interface shape optimization problem through the
I’-limit of the reduced objective functional.

To the best of our knowledge, a phase-field approach has not been considered
before in a nonlinear acoustic setting. For linear time-harmonic propagation, a
numerical algorithm based on a phase-field method has been investigated in [25] re-
lying on formal calculations. The sharp interface problem has been analyzed in [20]
subject to the Westervelt equation with strong nonlinear damping, with restrictions
in terms of the space of admissible shapes. A numerical algorithm with sound prop-
agation modeled by the Westervelt equation and in part formal computations has
been developed in [19].

We structure our exposition as follows. In Section 2] we discuss the modeling
aspects of sound propagation through fluid with acoustic lenses and introduce a
phase-field formulation of the related shape optimization problem. Section [ is
dedicated to the well-posedness analysis of the state problem. In Section [ we an-
alyze the control-to-state operator and prove its Fréchet differentiability. Section
deals with the existence of a minimizer. In Section [0l we analyze the adjoint prob-
lem, which, together with the previous results, enables us to derive the first-order
optimality conditions in Section[7l Finally, in Section [§we study the I'-convergence
of the reduced objective functional, which allows us to relate the phase-field problem
to the sharp interface shape optimization problem with a perimeter regularization.

2. PROBLEM SETTING AND A PHASE-FIELD APPROACH

We consider an acoustic lens system in a thermoviscous fluid. A number of acous-
tic lenses €21, ...,82;, of the same material are immersed in an acoustic fluid 2y,
n € N; see Figure [l The material parameters corresponding to the lens are given
by (1, bi, ki) and to the fluid by (cy¢, by, k). Here ¢; > 0 denotes the speed of sound,
b; > 0 the so-called sound diffusivity, and k; € R is the nonlinearity coefficient,
where i € {l, f}. Typical values of the speed of sound and sound diffusivity in
different media can be found in, e.g., [11, 14].

The goal is to determine the number and shape of acoustic lenses such that
we reach the desired pressure distribution in some region of interest D C 2, where
QcRY de {2, 3}, is a hold-all domain, assumed to be Lipschitz regular. Let T > 0
denote the final time of propagation. Assuming that we have a high-intensity or
high-frequency sound source, the propagation of sound waves is nonlinear. We can
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obtain the pressure field u by solving
(2.1) alz, t)uy — div(?Vu) — div(bVug) = f(ug) on Q x (0,7T)
with the right-hand side nonlinearity given by
fug) = 2ku?.

The medium parameters are piecewise constant functions, defined as

c :ClXQl + Cf(l - Xﬂl)a

b :leQl + bf(l - Xﬂl)a

k= leQl + kf(l - Xﬂl)a

n

with Q; = U Y ;. We assume that the coefficient o does not degenerate, that is,

j=1
we assume that there exist a, @ > 0, such that

(2.2) a<alzt)<a a.e. in Q x (0,7).
The sound waves are excited via boundary in form of Neumann boundary conditions
ou ou
2 t
+b— = =00
an om0

where n denotes the unit outward normal to I' and the problem is additionally
supplemented with the initial conditions

(u, ug)|t=o = (up,u1).

@ o

F1GURE 1. The acoustic lens system.

Equation (Z1]) can be understood as a semi-linearization of the Westervelt equation
of nonlinear acoustics obtained by freezing the term a(u) = 1 — 2ku. We refer
to [26] for its derivation in lossless form and, for example, [15, 16] for its analysis in
homogeneous media. This semi-linearization admits solutions u € L>(0,T; H(f2))
for sufficiently small data, as we will show. However, due to the heterogeneous
medium setting in the present work, a higher space regularity cannot be expected,
which will lead to several analytical difficulties in the analysis.
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2.1. A phase-field approach. Similarly to [25], where a numerical phase-field
approach for shape optimization of acoustics lenses has been investigated under the
assumption of time-harmonic wave propagation, we introduce a continuous material
representation between lenses and fluid by employing diffuse interfaces &;, i € [1,n],
with thickness proportional to € > 0. We next define a partition

Q=0Q,UU
of , where £ = |J;_; & and then introduce a phase-field function ¢, such that
o(x) =1 for x € Qy,
0<p(x) <1 forxck,
e(x) =0 for z € Ly
see Figure 2l In the phase-field setting the fluid region €y and the lens region )

are hence separated by a diffuse interface. On the diffuse interface, the material
properties are interpolated with respect to the phase-field function as follows:

¢ =c +¢(x)(c} — ),
(2.3) b=0b;+ ¢(x)(by — by),

k =k + o(z)(kf — k),

where we assume ¢; < ¢y, b < by, and k; < ky.

(. )

S p,

FIGURE 2. The acoustic lens system with a phase-field interface.

To formulate the optimization problem, we employ a tracking-type objective func-
tional for a given desired pressure uq € L?(0,T;L?(Q2)). Following, for exam-
ple, |1, 21], we use a perimeter penalization to overcome ill-posedness of the sharp
interface problem. We then approximate it in the diffuse interface setting by a
multiple of the Ginzburg-Landau energy FE.:

1
| 5I6P + 20z, ity e (@)

400, otherwise;

EE(SD) =

cf. [4,15,13]. Here ¥ is a double obstacle potential given by

v if 0<p<1,
U(p) :{ 0(<P) 2

400, otherwise,
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with

Yo(p) = %w(l - ).

The shape optimization problem then has the following phase-field formulation:

T
(2.4) min J*(u, p) = L / / (u — uq)? dzds + vE(p)
(u.gp) 2Jo Jp

where v > 0 is a weighting parameter, with
(2.5) €Dy ={oc H(QNL®Q): 0<p<lae inQ}, uwel,
where the admissible space U is defined in (3.1]), such that

a(z, t)uy — div(c®(p)Vu) — div(b(e) Vi) = 2k(p)uf,

ou ou
(2.6) ()5 +bp)5 =g on T,

(u’ ut) |t=0 = (0’ 0)’

is satisfied (in a weak sense) and the medium parameters satisfy (2.3)).

The function ¢ € ®,q is thus the design variable with {x € Q : ¢(z) = 1}
modeling the fluid region and {z € Q : p(z) = 0} the lenses. In what follows, we
proceed to analyze this problem.

Remark 1. Additional constraints could be incorporated in ®,q without affecting
the upcoming analysis. For instance, it might be sensible to impose that the focal
region D could only be filled with fluid. In that case, we can modify the definition
of ®,q to involve the condition

p=1 inD.

We might also wish to impose a volume constraint on the fluid region (that is, on
/ pdz) to avoid the limiting cases of the whole domain ) being filled with fluid or

occupied by a lens.

Remark 2. In applications it is often desirable to limit the number of lenses. The
parameter v which weights the interfacial energy can be used to penalize the number
of holes in the fluid. Of course a large v makes it energetically more costly to have
many interfaces and this leads to the fact that the number of lenses will decrease for
large v. This has been used in shape and topology optimization problems for elastic
structures, see e.g. Rupprecht [23], Figures 37 and 38.

It is more subtle to restrict the number of lenses to a fixed quantity, lets say one
or two. In this case the objective functional needs to include topological information.
In this context possibly the work of Du, Liu and Wang [10] can be used.

Remark 3. In view of relevant ultrasound applications, it could also be interesting
to involve optimal control of the boundary excitation g into the above optimization
problem. This would, however, require a non-trivial extension of the current ana-
lytical framework with possibly incorporating ideas from [i], where boundary control
problems for nonlinear acoustic models in homogeneous media have been considered.
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3. ANALYSIS OF THE STATE PROBLEM

In this section, we consider the state problem (2.6). To formulate the results, we
introduce the solution space
(3.1) U={uec L®0,T;H (Q)) : u; € L0, T; H(Q)), uy € L*(0,T; L*(2))}
with the corresponding norm
1/2

T
[[ullo :{ sup |u(t)[| % + esssup [|ug () |71 +/ e ()17 ds}
te(0,T) te(0,T) 0

In what follows, we will frequently abbreviate the norms on LP(2) for p € [1, o0],
H'(2), and in spaces on the boundary by omitting the spatial domain. From the
context, it will be clear whether the spatial domain is Q or I'.

We will first prove an existence result for a linearization of (2.6]), obtained by
replacing the right-hand side of the equation with

2k(p)B(z, t)us + f(x,t).
We claim that under suitable regularity and smallness assumptions on the variable
coefficients v and (3, such a problem has a unique weak solution. Note that in the
analysis of the state and adjoint problems below we allow the values of ¢ to exceed

the interval [0, 1]. To make this possible, we extend the definition of the coefficients
23) here as follows:

Cl2+g0(1')(03¢-—cl2), NS [07 1]7
02 = Cl2’ p < 0’
c}, p>1,

and redefine analogously the sound diffusivity b and coefficient k.
On account of the compact embedding H'()) << L*(Q) and Ehrling’s lemma
[22, Theorem 7.30], we have

lull sy < Cle)llullpz) + €llVull 2@y, uwe HY(Q),
for any € > 0, which we will frequently exploit in our energy arguments.

Proposition 3.1. Given T > 0, let f € L*(0,T; L*()), g € HY(0,T; H~Y/*(I)),
and

a e Whe(0,T; LA(Q)) N L™(0,T; L¥(Q), B € L=(0,T; LA(%)).

Further, assume that the coefficient o satisfies the non-degeneracy condition (2.2))
and that

(up,u1) € HY(Q) x HY(Q).
Then for every ¢ € LY(Q), there is a unique u € U, which solves

/ a(t)uy(t)vde + / (2 (@)Vu(t) + b(p)Vuy(t)) - Vodz
Q Q

:/2k(<p)ﬂ(t)ut(t)vdx+/f(t)vdx—i—(g(t), v)r a.e. in (0,T),
) Q

for all v € HY (), with (u,us)|t=0 = (uo,u1). Furthermore, this solution satisfies
the following energy estimate:

(32) Il < Crexn(@T)(luolZn + lunllZ + 1£132c2) + 19121 gr-12):
where Cy = Ca(1+ ol oo (12 + 18l o2y + 1812 12))-
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Proof. The proof can be rigorously conducted by a standard Faedo—Galerkin pro-
cedure; see, for example [9, Ch. XVIII, §5] and [12, Ch. 7]. We present here only
the derivation of the a priori bound. For simplicity, we denote the semi-discrete
solution again by u. We comment further that we are going to use a generic positive
constant C' for the rest of the proof and this constant might vary from line to line
and can depend on [$2|, ¢;, b;, and k; for i € {k,l}, as well as a and @.

Testing the discretized-in-space problem with v = w;(¢) and integrating in space
yields the identity

1d
5 IValula) + 5 @ VD2 + VR Vralt)

= (%at(t)ut(t) + 2k(@) B(t)ue(t) + f(t), ue(t)) 2 (o) + (9(t), we(t))r

a.e. in time. We next integrate over (0,¢) and rely on the estimate

f s
0

(Saut)un(t) + 2K(2) A0 (8) + F(E),ua(0)) 1oy + (a(E), we(B)r] ds
< (Gl + 2l I8l e ) loelZagsny + 15 iaen ol

(3.3)

+ Cllgll 2 -7yl 2y

By employing the compact embedding H'(Q) — L*(Q), Ehrling’s lemma, and
Young’s inequality, from (B.3]) we further obtain

a 2 toq 2 ¢ 2
By, + LITu@IZa(], + Vel Zar

1
3.4 < 6<§HatHLoo(L2) + 2k || Bl oo (z2) + 1) V| Z2p2y + Cll flI72(z2

1
+C <§Hat”L°°(L2) + 2[[kll Lo 1Bl oo (22) + 1) HutH%%L?)

2
+ CHQHL2(H—1/2)-
Fixing a suitably small value of the parameter € and using Gronwall’s lemma one

furnishes the following from (B.4)):

sup ey + 500 (VD30
(35) tG(O,T) tG(O,T)
< Cexp(CyT) <||(u0,u1)\|§{%2 e + ||9Hiz(H—1/z)) )
where
Cy = C5 (14 [l oo 2y + 181l oo (22)) »
for some positive constant C5. Note that for ¢ € (0,7"), we can obtain a bound on
|u(t)]| 72, simply by employing

(3.6) [u®)[lrz T sup |lug(s)|[z2 ds + [[uol| 2.
te(0,T)

Additionally testing the discretized—in—space problem with v = uy(t) gives

|/ u(t)uge (t ||L2 +§EHV ©)Vuy(t ||L2

= — (@) Vult), Vg (t)) 12 + (2k(0) Bt ur (t) + f (1), ure(t)) r2(0)
+(g(t), g (t))r.

(3.7)
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After integration over (0,t), we can rely on the following bound to estimate the k
and f terms:

t
| @HEBOmO + 1), 1 (®) 10 0
< 2kg 1Bl poe 2y lluel 2oy lueell 2 nzy + 1 F L2z llwel 22 22

(3.8) C o apa12 2 2 2
S RFlBN T 2y | Nuellzaca) + IVUtlTa(re) ) + 2€funllze e

Loen2
+ 4_€||f||L2(L2),

where we have again relied on the embedding H'(Q) < L*(Q). Next, we employ
integration by parts with respect to time to obtain

t
/ (()Vu, Vg ) 2 ds
0

(2(p)Vu(s), Vug(s)) 2

' ¢
. —/ (02(<p)Vut,Vut)L2 ds
0

(39 1 1
< 4—60§HW(t)Hiz + e V()72 + ZC}‘CHWoHiz + [ Vur |2 + Va7 g2y

1 1
< Zec?f(ﬁ”vutHLQ(L% + [ Vuollz2)? + el Vs (8)[172 + ZCZ%HVUM@
+[Vurll7z + G Vul[72 g2

Note that g € H'(0,T; H-'/2(T")) — C([0, T); H~Y/?(T")). Thus we have further

/ (g(t), uy(t))rds
0

= 19661 wone], = [ o weas

(3.10)
1 1
< 3 N9@12 + eCllue®lln + 719(0) 112 + eCllunllzn

1
+ ZHgt|’i2(H—1/2) + C”ut”%Q(Hl)'
Combining (3.7) with (B.8)), (8.9), (3:10), fixing a suitably small value of the positive

parameter ¢ and further using the positive lower bounds of o and b(-), we furnish
the following for a.e. t € (0,7T) :
e 1722y + IV (t)]172
SOKRHIBI oo 12y + Dlluel T2 2y + CKRFIBI o 2y + CT + DI Vue 2212
+ C(lue@®)172 + [Vur()72) + CUF T2 2y + HgH?{l(H*IM) + || (o, w1) [[71)-

Now incorporating (3.6)) in the above inequality, adding the resulting expression to
B3), and once again using Gronwall’s inequality, we render the desired estimate

(B2). This finishes the proof of Proposition 311
(]

We can now prove a well-posedness result for the semilinear problem by relying on
Banach’s fixed-point theorem.
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Theorem 3.1. Given T > 0, let g € H'(0,T; H-Y/2(T")), and
a € Whe°(0,T; L*(Q)) N L>=(0,T; L™=(Q)).

Further, assume that v satisfies the non-degeneracy condition (2.2) and that (ug,uq1) €
HY(Q) x HY(Q). Then there exists § > 0, such that if

leaoll3 -+ s B + 11912 172, <

then for every o € LY(Y), there is a unique u € U, such that

/ a(t)uy(t)vde + / (()Vu(t) + b(p)Vue(t)) - Voda
) )

:/2k(gp)u?(t)vdx+/g(t)vdx a.e. in (0,7T),
Q r

(3.11)

for all v € HY(Q), with (u,ut)|i—0 = (ug,u1). Furthermore, the solution satisfies
the following energy bound:

(3.12) lully < Crexp(CaT)(lluollz + llullzy + IglF gr-1/2)-

Proof. The statement follows by Banach’s fixed-point theorem applied to the map-
ping
T:wr u,
where w is taken from the ball
B = {w el : ”w”U < M, (w(0)7wt(0)) - (u07u1)}7

with M > 0, and u solves the linear problem
/ a(t)uy(t)vde + / (AVu(t) + bVu(t)) - Vo de
Q Q

= / 2kwy (t)ug(t)v dx—}—/g(t)v dz a.e.in (0,7),
Q r
for all v € HY(Q), with (u, u)|t=0 = (uo,u1). Note that 8 = w; fulfills

18l oo (z2y = llwel poo 2y < CM.

Then all the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 hold, so the mapping 7T is well-defined.
The set B is non-empty and closed with respect to the metric induced by the norm
| - ||u. Furthermore, on account of the proven energy estimate ([8.2)) with f = 0, we
have

lul|? < Cyexp(Cy(M)T)6.
Thus, choosing > 0 so that

VC1 exp(Co(M)T)6 < M

implies 7(B) C B.

We next prove strict contractivity of the mapping. To this end, let w™, w® ¢ B.
We denote u) = Tw® and u® = Tw®. Further, let w = w® — w®. The
difference @ = u(!) — u(? then satisfies

/ a(t)uy(t)vde + / (2 (@)Va(t) + b(p)Va(t)) - Vodz
Q Q

:/2k(gp)(ﬂtw§1)+ug2)@t)vdx
Q
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a.e. in time, and has zero initial conditions. The energy bound [B.2)) with uy =
u; =0, g =0, and

immediately yields

[} < Oy exp(CaT) |26k ( ) Tl|2s 1)
2 _
< Oy oxp(CoT) 2k ™ 7o) e 7 1)
< Cyexp(CoT)T0|[w|3-

Thus by additionally reducing §, we obtain strict contractivity of the mapping T
with respect to || - ||[y. Banach’s fixed-point theorem thus provides us with a unique
solution p = 7 (p) of the problem in B. O

4. FORMULATION AS AN OPTIMAL CONTROL PROBLEM

We can restate the phase-field problem as an optimal control problem by intro-
ducing the mapping

S: LYY s p—ucl,

which is well-defined under the assumptions of Theorem Bl Our next goal is to
show differentiability of this control-to-state operator. To this end, we first prove
a stability result with respect to a lower-order norm (in time). To formulate it, let
us introduce the space

X ={ueL>®0,T;H Q) : w € L*(0,T; H(Q))}
with the associated norm
T 1/2
Jullx = { sup lu(t)| 7 +/ e ()| 71 dS} :
te(0,T) 0

Proposition 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 31, let uV) and u® be the
weak solutions of the state problem corresponding to the phase-field functions pq
and o, respectively. Then

[allx < C(6, Tl
a.e. in time, where B = @1 — 9 and T = uM) — @),

Proof. We begin the proof by noting that the difference @ = uV — u(® satisfies

/ a(t)uy(t)vde + / (? (1) Va(t) + b(e1) VT (t)) - Vo da
Q Q

_ /Q —B((% — AV (1) + (b — b)VuP (1)) - Vo da

+ /Q 2k (1) (1) (ug” () +u® (1) + 28 (ks — ko) (u> (£))%)0 dae
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for all v € H'(Q) a.e. in time, and has zero initial conditions. Testing with v =
U (t) € HY(Q) at first results in the identity

2dtn\/ Y@ ()12 + th” (1) Va(D)|22(0)
+ Vb1 VI [2
1
= (Goutie, W) 20 — (@((S] = )Vu® + (b = b)Vuy?), V)
+ k(o0 )l + ul?) + 28k — k) (), @) 1.

(4.1)

We focus on estimating the last two terms since the rest can be handled as in the
proof of Proposition B.Il After integration over (0,t), we have

/ / f — &) vu? + (bf bl)Vu§2)), V)2 deds
<CI@l e (VU@ 22y + 1V | 2202 Vel 12 (129
SO(T,0)|[@l|7= + €| Vall72 (12,

on account of u(® satisfying the energy bound ([3IZ). Similarly,

/ot /Q<<2k<so1>m<u§” ul) + 25(ky — k) (ug>)?), @) 2 daeds

< 2l oy (g oo oy + g™ e a)
(4.2) + 2|[®|| Lo Huf) 22 (Lay Hu?)HLOO(L2)H@HL2(L4)
<OV [T} 10y + C(T, )@l + €lTell 321
<OV (COITl22) + el VTl22)” + O 0) Bl + elTulF2(s)

where we have relied on Ehrling’s lemma in the last line. Thus the desired estimate

follows from ({I)—(42]) by standard arguments. O

Before stating the differentiability of the control-to-state operator, we prove the
following preparatory result for S’(p)h = u*.

Proposition 4.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem [31] and for a fixed h €
L>®(Q) N HY(Q), there exists a unique u* € X which solves

(a(t)ufy (), V) + /Q () V" (t) + b)) Vi (£)) - Vo da
(4.3) = — /Q(2c(cp)c'(cp)hVu(t) +b'(p)hVu(t)) - Vodz

—i—/ﬂ4kz(gp)utu;‘(t)vdx—i—/ 2k’ (@) hu? (t)v da

Q

a.e. in time, with (u*,uy)|=o = (0,0).

Proof. We only present the uniform a priori estimates of u* towards the proof of
Proposition A rigorous proof can be performed by employing standard Faedo—
Galerkin type approximation argument.

In the direction of obtaining a priori estimates we use the test function v = u}(¢t)
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in the weak formulation (4.3)) and furnish the following:

/ auyuy dz +/ A(o)Vu* - Vuj do + / b(e)Vuy - Vuy de
Q Q Q

(4.4) = — 2/ c(p)d (@)hVu - Vuy do — / V(¢)hVu - Vuy dz
Q Q

—i—4/ E()ug|uf|? da + 2/ K (p)huu; dz.
Q Q

The equality (£4]) can be written as

1d . 1d § .
337 [Latil et 55 [ F@veR s [ vk e
(4.5) = —2 /Q () (p)hVu - Vuy — /Q V' (©)hVuy - Vuy d

5
1
+4/k(go)ut|u:|2dx+2/ k'(gp)hu%u:dx%——/at|u;‘|2dx: g I;.
0 0 2 Ja P

In the following we will estimate the terms I;. The generic constants C' in the
following inequalities might differ from one line to another and they can depend on

17l oo () 1o, wi) |z @yxm @) N9l 172y @ @, cis ki, and b; for i € {f,1}.
11| < O VullZ + elly/b(0) Vui 172,
for some positive parameter e, since [|2¢(p)c (¢)| L~ < C, which follows by perform-
ing the derivative of ([2Z3));.
Now let us estimate I :
|I2| < ClIVull7z + el V/o(0) Vg |17,
for some positive parameter €. The term I3 can be estimated as follows:
(3] < Clluel| pallug || pallu ]l 2

< ClluallZa i |22 + el |2
< CllurllZa lv/aut 2 + e<||uru%2 n ||Vu:\|%2)

<O (s + 1) IVawil2 + elly/bla) Ve 22

Finally, I, and I5 admit the following estimates:
[ La] < Cllup |72 + lluel 74

and

151 < Cllael p2lug |74

<C
< Cllallzzllug 172 + ellell 2 Vug |72
c

(latllzz Va3 + ella 2V Vg 132 ) -

In view of the above estimates of I;, i € {1,...,5}, the fact that v € U, oy €
L>(0,T; L?) and the functions «, ¢?(¢), and b(¢) are bounded from below by pos-
itive constants, one can use (£3]) and Gronwall’s inequality to furnish the following
for small enough values of € > 0:

N

i | zoe 0,122y + IVU* || oo 0,7:22) + IV Uzl L2 0,7522) < C,

which completes the proof. O
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We are now ready to prove differentiability of the control-to-state operator.

Theorem 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem[31l, the control-to-state operator
S ®,q = U is well-defined. Furthermore, it is Fréchet differentiable as an operator
S @ ®,q — X and its directional derivative at ¢ € L°°(QQ) in the direction of
h € L>*() is given by
S'(p)h =,

where u* is the unique solution of (A3)).
Proof. Given h € L*(Q), let

=S(p+h)—S(p) —u".

If we denote u" = S(p + h) and u = S(p), then r solves the following problem:

/ aryvdr + / (2 (@)Vr + b(p)Vry) - Vo da
Q Q
_ /Q @+ h) — A(g) — 2(@) (9)h)Vu
+(b(p + h) = b(p) = V' (9)h)Vus } - Vo da
- /Q ((p+ h) — () V(" — )
+ (b + h) = b()V(uff —w)) - Voda
" / 2k(p + ) — k() (ul)? — u2yoda — / 2h(i0) (ul — w)2)o da
Q Q

(4.6)

+ /Q 2(k(p + h) — k(@) — K (p)h)u?)v dz + / Ak(p)uprv der = Z Ji

for all test functions v € H'(Q), a.e. in time, supplemented by zero initial conditions.
We wish to show that

I7llx = o([[Alle)  as [|A]ze — 0.

The proof follows by choosing v = r4(t) in (&8]), which belongs to H'(£2) on account
of Theorem B.I] and Proposition Consequently from (4.6) (after integrating in
time) one has for a.e. t € (0,t) :

1
2/a|rt| (t)dz + = / 2(o)|VrA(t dx+/ / ©)|Vr |2 dzds
_Z/ Jids + = //at|rt| dads.

We can then rely on the following estimates for the terms appearing in the right
hand side of (IIZD

(4.7)

J1 ds

'// (e +1) = Ae) = 2l) (T |
(b(¢ + h) — b(p) = V' (9)R)Vu } - Vrydads

<C||h”Loo(HVU||L2(L2) + [IVuellp222) IVrell 222

<CE,T)Pl7< 1Vo(0) Vrill 22,
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where in the last line we have used energy bound (8.12]). Further, we have

t
‘/ JQdS

(o +h) = (h)V(u" —u)

b(o 4+ h) — b(@))V(ul' —uy)) - Vry dads

< CHhHLw(HV(uh — )l 22y + IV (! = w)ll2(2)) 1V rell 2 12)
< C(8,T)lIRl|Zoe 1V b(9) Vriell 12(12),

on account of continuity of the acoustic pressure with respect to ¢, obtained in
Proposition Il The k terms can be handled in a similar manner:

t
Jg ds

/ / (¢ +h) —k()((u)? — uf)ry dads — /Ot /Q 2k (@) (Ul — uy)?)ry dzds

< Cllhllelluy — el poo r2y (luf oo 22y + Nuell oo (2) Irell 2y
+ Clluf — uell o2y lluf — uellp2cpay Irell 2y
C(8, T)|Ihl[7 + Cle)VardFa 2y + ellV/b() VrillT2(12),

where we have used the energy bound ([B.12]), the stability estimate from Proposition
41 to bound the term ||ul! — utl|2(ray by C(6,T)||h| L, Young’s inequality and
Ehrling’s lemma. Further,

t
/ Jyds
0

= [ 2k + )~ k() = K(@Mh)ud)rdo + [ ak(ppuur? da

Q Q
< Clhl[F oo luel| oo 2y lluell L2y el 2oy + 4k glluell poo 2y 76l T2 )
C(9, T)(HhH%oo +C(OVar 222y + ellv b(@W”H%qm)-

The final term in the right hand side of (£7]) can be estimated as

‘ //ozt|7“t| dzds

< C (ol IVarls + elladll 2l /5) V2

Using the above estimates in (A7) and implementing Gronwall inequality lead to
the bound

N

Irllx < Cllp]Ze,
which completes the proof. O

5. EXISTENCE OF A MINIMIZER

We next wish to prove that the minimization problem has a solution and to derive
the necessary optimality conditions of first order.
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5.1. Existence of a minimizer. We begin by proving the existence of a minimizer.

Proposition 5.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [31], the problem (2:4])—(2.6])
has a minimizer.

Proof. We first introduce the feasible set as
Fad = {(u, ) € U x pq : (u, ) solves the state problem } ;

cf. (Z3). Since J¢ is bounded from below, there exists a minimizing sequence
{(uj, ;) }jen C U X @uq, such that

lim J®(uj, ;) = inf  J(u,y).
it (uj, ¢5) ()€ Fon (u, )

The uniform boundedness of (J(u;, ¢;)) ;o implies a uniform bound for [|V;|| 2.
Since ¢; € Poq, we also have that ||¢;|r~ < 1 for all j € N. Furthermore, The-
orem B.I] implies that the sequence {u;};en C U is bounded as well. Hence there
exists (u, ®) and a subsequence that we do not relabel, such that

uj = weakly in H(0,T; H(Q)),
wjy — Uy weakly in L*(0,T; L*(Q)),

pj— P weakly in H(Q),

pj— P strongly in L*(Q).

From the weak lower semi-continuity property of convex functionals and strong
convergence of {¢;}jen in L?(Q), it follows that

J*(u, %) < lim J*(u;, ¢;).
j—o0

Now in order to show that the couple (@, ) solves (2.6]) in a weak sense we will
pass to the limit as j — oo in

/ a(t)u;u(t)vde + / (02(<pj)Vuj(t) +b(pj)Vu;(t)) - Voda
Q Q
= [ 2beudt0da + (g(0), ol

for a.e. t € (0,T) and with v € H'(2). We will justify this passage here in the
relatively complicated term / 2/<:(cpj)u?,t(t)v dz. Passage of the limit in the other

summands can be similarly done by using Lebesgue dominated convergence theo-
rem.
Since {u;}; lies in a bounded set of

W = L*0,T; H'(Q)) N H'(0,T; L*(Q))

and W is compactly embedded into LP(2 x (0,7")) for some p > 2, hence up to a
non-relabeled subsequence

k(gpj)uit — k(gp)uf a.e.
Now the generalized Lebesgue theorem furnishes that

k(j)us, — k(p)ui in L1(0,T; L*(Q)),
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since k(¢;) is uniformly bounded in L>°(€2), we know that u;, is uniformly bounded
in L2(0,T; L5(2)). Hence we can pass to the limit in the term

/T/ Qk(%pj)uitv(x)h(t) dx dt,
0 JQ

for all v € H'(2) and all smooth functions h = h(t). A density argument furnishes
the required convergence

/Qk(goj)u?’t(t)vdx—)/Qk(gp)u%(t)vdx,
Q Q

for a.e. t € (0,T) and with v € H'(Q). As mentioned, the other terms can be
handled in a similar manner, so we omit those details here.
This shows that (u,®) fulfills the state problem. Thus,

—oo < inf  J(u,p) < J(u,p) < lim J(uj, ;) = inf  J(u,p),
it (u, ) (@9) < Jim J*(uj, 05) it (u, )
which proves that (w,®) is a minimizer of the phase-field problem. O

5.2. Reduced cost functional. Let ¢ € ®,q4 and let u = S(¢) € U be the
corresponding state. We introduce the reduced cost functional

(5.1) Je(p) == JE(S(0), ) = Jo(S(p)) +vE*(¢),

where
1 (T )
Jo(u) = = (u — uq)” dzds.
2Jo Jp

We claim that the reduced objective is Fréchet differentiable.

Proposition 5.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem [T, the reduced cost func-
tional j. : ®oq — R is Fréchet differentiable.

Proof. The proof follows analogously to the proof of |4, Lemma 4.2]. We first show
that J¢ : U x ®,4 — R is Fréchet differentiable. Formally, the partial derivatives of
J¢ at (u, ) in the direction (v, h) are given by

Jo = Jou(wv, Jo = vEL(p)h,
with

T
Jou(u)v = / / (u — ug)v dads,
o Jp

1
EZ(p)h :e/ Ve -Vhdz + g\I"(go)hdx.
)

In order to show the desired Fréchet differentiability, it is enough to prove the
continuities of the formally computed directional derivatives. To this end, let
{(un,on)} CU X ®,q be a given sequence, such that

(Un,on) = (u, @) in U X Ppq as n — 0.
Then there is a subsequence, which we do not relabel, such that

(Un, pn) = (u, @) ae.in Q x (0,7).

/0 ' [ = wyvdsds

<l = unll 22y llvll 22y = 0 as n — oo,

Then

| Jouv — Jou,v] =
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and continuity of Ej,(go)h follows similarly. Therefore by chain rule

where u* = S’(p)h; cf. Theorem ] O

6. ANALYSIS OF THE ADJOINT PROBLEM

We next proceed to studying the adjoint problem, which is is formally given by

()i, V) + / () Vp(t) — b(9)Vp) - Voda
(6.1) Q@

= - / ((4k(p)ug + aw)p + 2(c + 2k(@)uy)pr)v da + / (u — ug)v dads,
Q D

for all v € HY(Q) a.e. in time, with (p,p;)|i=7 = (0,0). Under an additional
regularity assumption on the coefficient «, this problem is well-posed.
Proposition 6.1. Let assumptions of Theorem [l hold. Further, let
oy € L2(0,T; L2(Q)).

Then there exists a unique p € H'(0,T; H'(Q)), which solves (6.1]).
Proof. Similarly to before, in the following we will show only a priori estimates
towards the proof of existence of weak solutions for the formally derived adjoint
problem. The uniform estimates we present here can be combined with classical
approximation arguments (Galerkin ansatz) to provide a more rigorous proof of the
proposition.

Before obtaining the uniform estimates we will re-write the system (6.1]) as an
initial value problem. In that direction we apply the transformation ¢ — T — ¢, use

the same notations «, p, v, ¢(¢), b(p), k(¢), u, and ug to denote the transformed
quantities to furnish

(a(t)pu, vha + /Q (2(2)Vp(t) + () Vpr) - Vo da
(62) = — /Q((4k(<p)utt + Oétt)p + 2(—at — 2k(<p)ut) . (—pt))?} dx

+ / (u — ug)v de,
D

for all v € HY(Q), with (p,pt)|t=0 = (0,0). We choose v = p; in (62) and add
1d
5T / p|*dz = / ppt dz to both sides to obtain
2dt Jo Q

1d 2

1d 1d
L[ pPdes 14 / ()| Vpl? de + / 1p[? da

5%
+ /Q b()| Vi da

(6.3)
= —/Q4l<:(ap)uttpptdx—/Qattpptdx—/ﬂmtpf dx—/ﬂﬁlk(go)ut]pt]de

7
1
+/(U—Ud)ptdx+—/atlptIdeds+/pptdx=ZJi-
D 2 Ja Q Pt
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Integrating (6.3) in (0,7) for a.e. 7 € (0,T) we obtain

3 [alnPde 3 [ V@ e+ 5 [ s

—|—/ /b(go)|th|2dxds

0 JQ

6.4) = —/ /4k V) U PD: dxds—/ /attpptdxds—F/ /20@])? dxds
) 0 JQ 0 JQ 0 JQ

(%)
T 1 T
/ /4k(<p)ut]pt\2dmds+/ /(u—ud)ptdx+§/ /atpfdxds
0 Jo o Jp 0o Jo

T 7 T
—|—/ /pptdxds: / J; ds.

-
In the following we estimate / Jids. The generic constants C' in the follow-

0
ing inequalities might differ from one line to another and they can depend on

| (w0, w)ll 1 (@) < 1 (02)5 Hg||Hl(H*1/2), a, @, ¢, ki, by for i € {f,l} and the final
time 7'

We start by estimating / Ji1ds. We will rely on Ehrling’s lemma for the fol-
0

lowing estimates.

‘/ Jids
0

)
<C /0 laeellz2 Pl o llpell 2 ds

<cC /0 |22 )24 ds + C /0 lpe]2 ds
< CHPH%%(UL)||utt\|%2(L2) + C||pt||%2(0,T;L4)
< Cluel gz (npu%m(p) i Hc(so)Vpllioo(Lz)>

+C (COIVaplBaz + V@ Vpillaz)) -

-
Similarly, / Jo d7 can be estimated to have
0

‘/ JQdS
0

< ol (19w a2y + 1) Vol
+C (COIVapl3as + Vo) nl3auz) ) -

-
for some positive parameter €. The term / Js is estimated as follows:

0
‘/ Jgds
0

< lewllzoe 22y el 22 20y

< C<||atHL°°(L2)H\/aptH%?(L?) + €l eve|| oo 22y 1/ b(@)VPtH%?(L?))-
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T

Since k(p) € L*(Q), the term /J4 can exactly be estimated as /Jg, only by
0

replacing the role of a; by u;. The term / Js can be easily estimated as follows:

‘/ J5d8
0

The term / Js admits similar estimate as that of / Js.
0 0

-
Next / J7 is estimated as
0
< 0 (Inlen) + Vapls )

‘/ J7ds
0

Combining all the above estimates for / Ji (1 = 1,..,7) together with (6.4]), and

0

< c(uw R Mptu%w))

0
using Gronwall’s inequality completes the proof of Proposition O

7. FIRST-ORDER NECESSARY OPTIMALITY CONDITIONS

We next wish to derive the first-order optimality conditions. To this end, let
¢ € ®,q be the minimizer of the optimal control problem ([2:4)—(26]) and v = S(p)
the associated state variable. With the reduced cost function j. given in (5.1I), the
optimization problem can be reformulated as follows:

(7.1) min Je ().
‘pe<1>a(l

Proposition 7.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem [3.1 and Proposition [6.1] hold.
Let u* € X be the solution to [@3) and let p € HY(0,T; H' () be the adjoint state
defined as the weak solution to (GI)). Then

Jo(u, p)u / / (2¢(p)c (p)hVu(t) + b (p)hVuy(t)) - Vpdads

T
+/ / 2k’ (@) hu (t)p dads.
0 Q

Proof. Testing the adjoint problem with u* € X gives

/0 (a(t)pu, u st+/ / — b(@)Vpy) - Vu* dzds

+ /0 /Q {(4k(p)uu + cu)p + 2(cu + 2k()ug)p fu* dads = J; (u, o)u*

(7.2)

Integration by parts with respect to time then leads to

/0 (a(t)uy, p st—i-/ / 1) 4 b)Yt (1)) - Vplads
+/0 /94]‘5(80) {uwp + wpe} u* deds = J (u, p)u*
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Using the fact that u* satisfies the weak form (4.3]) then yields

T
— / / 4k(@) {uup + wepe } u* dzeds + J; (u, p)u*

/ / (2¢(p)c (p)hVu(t) + b (p)hVu(t)) - Vpdads

T
+/ /4k(cp)utuf(t)pdxds+/ /Qk:/(cp)hu?(t)pdxds,
0 JQ 0 JQ

from which (72]) follows by integration by parts with respect to time in the first
term on the left. g

Proposition 7.2. Let ¢ € ®,q be the solution to (T1)). Then

GNP —9) 20 V@ E Pug,

where

!/

Je()(@ — @) = I (u, ) (& — @)

T
- /O /Q (2e() (9)(& — P)Vult) + V(9)(@ — @) Vug(t)) - Vpdads

T
T /0 /Q W ()(% — Py ()pdads

is the directional derivative of the reduced objective functional j..
By collecting previous results, we arrive at the optimality system.

Theorem 7.1 (Optimality system). Let ¢ € ®,q be the minimizer of the optimal
control problem ([2.4)-206]) and u = S(p) and p the associated state and adjoint
variables, respectively. Then the functions (u,¢,p) € U x ®,q x HY(0,T; HY(Q))
satisfy the following optimality system in the weak sense:

The state problem

a(z, t)uy — div(c?(¢)Vu) — div(b() V) = 2k(@)u? in Q x (0,T),

ou ou
2 —_— —t =
c (so)an + b(p) 5, — 9 on T,

(u, up)|i=0 = (uo,u1)-

The adjoint problem

a(z,t)py — div(c? () Vp) + div(b(¢) Vpy)

—(4k(p)uy + a)p — 2(ap + 2k(p)u)pr) + (u —uqg)xp in Q2 x (0,7,
dp Opy
2 _— — =
c()an b()an 0 on T,

(p, pe)le=r = (0,0).
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The gradient inequality

wgévwv@—wmw+gAW%M¢ﬂmM

T
- /O /Q (2 (9)(& — P)Vult) +(9)(@ — @) Vu(t)) - Vpdads

T
+ / / W(P)(F — Pl (Opdeds >0 Vg € D,
0 Q

8. SHARP INTERFACE LIMIT

In this last section, we discuss the sharp interface limit of {j.}.~0. We need the
following preparatory result.

Proposition 8.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [31] and Proposition[6.1), the
mapping

1 (T
oy [ [ (560) - ua st
2Jo Jp
is continuous in L'(€2).
Proof. Let {n }nen be a sequence in L(Q), such that
Jim [ = onllLr @) = 0.

We can extract a subsequence, not relabeled, which converges a.e. to ¢ in Q2 x (0,7).
We define u,, := S(¢,) and note that it satisfies

/ a(t)un i (t)vde + / (¢ (pn) Vun (t) + b(n) V() - Vodz
Q Q

:/Qk(gon)ui,t(t)vdx+/g(t)vdx a.e. in (0,7,
Q r

(8.1)

for all v € HY(), with (upn,unt)li=0 = (uo,u1). By Theorem B}, we know that
there exists C' > 0, independent of n, such that

[unllv < C.

Thus we can find a subsequence, which we do not relabel, such that {u,}nen con-
verges weakly in H1(0,7; H*(Q)) N H?(0,T; L*(Q2)).

We next show that the sub-sequential limit of {u,}nen can be identified with
S(¢). In that direction, we investigate the convergence of each summand of (8J]).
We will only detail the arguments for the second summand of (8.1]) and for the rest
we will briefly comment since they are relatively straightforward to deal with.

Given v € H(Q), we have the uniform estimate

| (on(z))Vo(z)| < Ccfc\Vv(x)\ a.e. in Q x (0,7)

and thus by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem {c?(,,)Vv}nen converges

strongly in L2(92)? to ¢?(¢)Vv. Thus, since {Vu, }nen converges weakly in L%(Q)?,

we obtain

(8.2) lim

n—o0

/ (on)Vun(t) - Vodz — / A (@)Vu(t) - Vodz| = 0.
Q Q
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Further since for a.e. t € [0, T, {un it }nen and {Vuy, ¢ }nen weakly converge to uy
and Vu, respectively, in L?(12)), similar arguments (to the ones leading to (8.2]))
can be applied to show that

lim / a(t)up 4 (t)vde —/ a(t)uyvdzr| =0
and
lim / b(n)Vup(t) - Vodx —/ b(p)Vu(t) - Vu| = 0.

Now let us consider the first term on the right in (81]). We know that {uy, ¢ }nen is
uniformly bounded in L2(0,T; H'(2))NH'(0,T; L?(£2)) on account of Theorem 3.1
Hence by Aubin-Lions lemma one can extract a subsequence (not explicitly rela-
beled) such that {uy ¢ }nen converges strongly to u; in L2(0,T; L*(€2)). In turn, this
implies that for a.e. t € [0,7], {u3 ;}nen converges to uf strongly in L?(Q2). Now
one can use similar arguments as before to show that

/ Qk(cpn)u%t(t)v dedz — / 2k(p)u? (t)v da
Q Q

lim =0.
n—oo

In view of the above convergences we conclude that (¢, u) solves the weak formula-
tion (BII) for all v € HY(Q), with (un, unt)|t=0 = (uo,u1). From the uniqueness of
weak solution to the problem (B.IT), we conclude that u = S(¢).

Next by the compact embedding of the space W = {u € L*(0,T; H(Q)) : u; €
L2(0,T; L3(2))} into L2(0,T; L?(£2)), weak convergence of {u, }nen to S(¢) implies
strong convergence in L?(0,7T; L?(£2)).

Finally, the proof of the proposition follows by the continuity of the cost func-
tional. (]

We next discuss the I'-convergence of the reduced cost functionals.

8.1. Sharp interface problem. The sharp interface problem will be given by

T
min J%(u, ) = E / / (u — uq)? dzds + vCoPo(p = 1),
() 2Jo Jp

where Cy > 0 is a constant that depends on the choice of the potential, with
wE (I)gd :BV(Qa{Oal})? u € U,
and such that

/ a(t)uy(t)vde + / ((@)Vu(t) + b(p)Vaug(t)) - Vo da
Q Q

:/Qk(go)uf(t)vdx—i—/g(t)vdx a.e. in (0,7,
Q r

(8.3)

for all v € H(Q) a.e. in time, with (u, us)|t=0 = (uo, u1). Well-posedness of the state
problem (B3] for ¢ € (I>gd, which corresponds to the sharp interface setting, follows
directly from Theorem Bl We can thus define the reduced objective functional

‘ JO(S (o), if pe @
o) :{ (S(p).) it € @
400 otherwise,

and reformulate the sharp interface problem as

min jo(p).
PEDY,
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Theorem 8.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [31] and Proposition [6.1], the
functionals {j:}e>0, T'-converge in L*(Q) to jo as € \ 0.

Proof. The Ginzburg—Landau energy

€ 1
— Vo> + =U(p)dz, >0 if o € H'(Q),
by [ 51eR+ 2v) )

400, otherwise,
is known to I'-converge as ¢ — 0% in L!(Q) to a multiple of the perimeter functional

CQPQ((p = 1) if (NS BV(Q, {O, 1}),

Ey: LYQ) 3 o
0 (@)3¢ {—l—oo, else;

cf. |6,117]. The constant C has a different expression compared to the one appearing
in [6,/17]. This is because in our case we have a different expression for the function
U(-) and in the present scenario Cy is given by the following expression:

! T
CO:/O \/2\Il(s)dS:§.

Following |5, Theorem 20|, we then write the reduced objective as a sum,

. e
je =vE. + 3 / / (S(¢) —ug)? dzdt + I,
0 D

with Ip,,(p) = 0 if p € ®uq and Ip,,(p) = +oo if ¢ € LY(Q) \ @,q. Using the
results of [17], we also find that vE. + I, I'-converges to vEy + Io,, .

On account of Proposition B, j. is a sum of yE. + Ip,, and a functional that
is continuous in L!'(€). Thus by, e.g. [8, Proposition 20], it follows that (j.)e>o
[-converges in L'(£2) to jo. O

Relying on the above results, one can use the compactness arguments of [17] and
methods from the theory of I'-convergence, see [6], to show the following result.

Corollary 8.1. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem [31] and Proposition [6.1] hold
true. Further, let {¢eteso be minimizers of {je }e>0. Then there exists a subsequence
(not explicitly relabeled) and an element ¢y € L*(S2), such that

gl\ﬂé e — wollL1 (@) = 0.

Besides, g is a minimizer of jo and li\%je(gog) = jo(go)-
€
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