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BENJAMIN RAINER† AND BARBARA KALTENBACHER‡

Abstract. This study focuses on numerically approximating solutions to the nonlinear peri-
odic Westervelt equation within bounded domains in Rd, where d ∈ {2, 3}, with Robin boundary
conditions. We establish the existence and uniqueness of solutions in the linear and nonlinear case,
emphasizing the importance of small excitations for existence and uniqueness in the nonlinear case.
Adopting a multiharmonic formulation, we address the nonlinear propagation’s harmonic frequen-
cies. An iteration scheme is devised and its convergence under smallness conditions on the excitation
is shown. We explore numerical solution to the resulting system of Helmholtz equations, with a
conforming finite element method for its discretization. Using an implementation of the devised
methodology, we showcase how acoustic waves propagate within nonlinear media. This study is
supposed to enhance our understanding of ultrasound propagation dynamics, crucial for obtaining
high-quality images from limited boundary measurements.
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1. Introduction. Ultrasound imaging plays a crucial role in medical diagnos-
tics, relying on non-ionizing sound waves that pose no risk of cancer formation. In
physics, ultrasound waves are characterized by a frequency above 20 kHz and typi-
cally ranging from 2 to 18 MHz in medical ultrasound imaging. However, the human
body’s nonlinear nature means its response to ultrasound is not linear [6], necessi-
tating the understanding of nonlinear wave equations, crucial in various applications
such as ultrasound diagnostics for tissue discrimination. In this study, we investigate
the existence and uniqueness of the nonlinear periodic Westervelt equation, governing
the practically relevant scenario of periodic (e.g., sinosoidal) excitations.

The Westervelt equation reads

(1.1)
1

c2
ptt −∆p− b

c2
∆pt =

βa
ρ0c4

(p2)tt,

where βa = 1 + B
2A is the space dependent nonlinearity parameter. Multiplying (1.1)

by c2 > 0 and substituting η(x) := βa(x)
ρ0c2

, equipping (1.1) with Robin boundary

as well as periodic in time (with period T ) conditions and adding a source term h,
we obtain the following boundary value problem for the Westervelt equation on a
bounded domain Ω with C1,1 boundary ∂Ω
(1.2)

ptt(t, x)− c2∆p(t, x)− b∆pt(t, x) = η(x)(p(t, x)2)tt + h(t, x) in (0, T )× Ω,

βpt(t, x) + γp(t, x) +∇p(t, x) · n = 0 on (0, T )× ∂Ω,

p(0, x) = p(T, x), pt(0, x) = pt(T, x) x ∈ Ω,

where β, γ ≥ 0 are the parameters for specifying absorption or impedance conditions
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2 B. KALTENBACHER, AND B. RAINER

on ∂Ω, n denotes the outer normal on ∂Ω, and b ≥ 0 is the diffusivity of sound in the
media.

In our analysis we will assume η ∈ L∞(Ω), noting that (possibly nonsmoothly)
varying B/A is highly relevant for imaging techniques that rely on the tissue specific
values of this parameter. Indeed, there exists a vast corpus of literature, e.g., [5, 6, 10,
18, 29] that puts the value of the nonlinearity parameter in relation to different tissue
types. Hence, the nonlinearity parameter η(x) is image giving and its reconstruction
in inhomogeneous media from (incomplete) measurements is of high interest.

We see that h(t, x) has SI units kg/(m s4) and if we assume that the excita-
tion/source is an ultrasound transducer h(t, x) denotes the second time derivative

of a periodic space dependent excitation g. That is, with g(t, x) = Re{ĥ(x)eιωt},
ω = 2π

T , we have h(t, x) = g(t, x)tt. Thus, possible solutions to (1.2) will consists of
the fundamental frequency ω and, due to the nonlinearity, also multiples thereof –
so-called higher harmonics. This will in fact be a key element in our reformulation of
(1.2).

Taking a closer look at (1.2) and applying the identity (p(t, x)2)tt = 2(pt(t, x)
2 +

p(t, x)ptt(x, t)) we obtain

(1.3) (1− 2η(x)p(t, x))ptt(t, x)− c2(x)∆p(t, x)− b∆pt(t, x) = η(x)pt(t, x)
2 + h(t, x).

This shows that the Westervelt equation degenerates if 1− 2η(x)p(t, x) ≤ 0 for some
x ∈ Ω and makes its analysis challenging.

Several studies, such as [14, 16, 19] have established local existence and unique-
ness results for nonlinear Westervelt equations with different boundary conditions, as
well as a priori estimates for finite element methods (FEM) [20]. Numerical meth-
ods, including time-stepping methods with fractional damping [4] and finite difference
approaches [25] offer simulation based insights into the nonlinear propagation of ul-
trasound. Additionally, analytical solutions for specific boundary problems, like those
presented in [28] contribute to our understanding of the spatial distribution of har-
monic components.

Since excitations are often sinusoidal in ultrasound applications, an analysis and
numerics in frequency domain are highly desirable to enhance efficiency and enable
simulation times and precision guarantees that are compatible with the demands of
imaging tasks. The difficulty here lies in the fact that the quadratic nonlinearity
gives rise to autoconvolution terms in the Fourier transformed (with respect to time)
equations and thus disables control of the potential degeneracy the way it is done in
the time domain analysis, namley by bounding a pressure dependent coefficient (cf.
1− 2ηp in (1.3)).

Following up on the preliminary analysis in [13], we therefore
• provide a well-posedness analysis that allows to deal with the potential de-
generacy in frequency domain, cf. Theorem 3.3;

• develop an iterative multi-level (with respect to frequency levels) scheme to
solve (1.2) in frequency domain and prove its convergence, cf. Theorem 4.2;

• devise a finite element scheme for its implementation and provide experiments
demonstrating its efficiency.

As compared to [13], we carry out our analysis relying on a perturbation of the
strongly damped wave equation with unit inertial coefficient (rather than a space-
time varying one), which leads to a fixed point scheme that is much more efficient
to implement. Moreover, we consider a setting incorporating spatially (possibly non-
smoothly) varying sound speed, attenuation and nonlinearity coefficients, as highly
relevant in imaging.
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This paper is structured as follows: we introduce notation and relevant inequal-
ities in section 2, establish the main existence and uniqueness results in section 3,
present a multiharmonic expansion of the nonlinear periodic Westervelt equation in-
cluding an iteration scheme and its convergence analysis for numerical computations
in section 4, provide experimental results in section 5, and draw some conclusions
in section 6.

2. Notation and auxiliary results. We briefly set the notation and recall
important inequalities used throughout this work. The (fractional) Sobolev spaces for
an open and bounded C1 domain Ω is denoted by W s,p(Ω) with 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, s ∈ R≥0

and by real interpolation we haveW s,p(Ω) = [W k,p(Ω),W k+1,p(Ω)]θ,p, where k = ⌊s⌋,
and θ = s − ⌊s⌋. The Hilbert space W s,2(Ω) is denoted by Hs(Ω). We denote the
norm on these spaces by || · ||W s,p(Ω). For the involved Bochner spaces we denote
|| · ||Lp(0,T ;Lq(Ω)) as the norm on Lp(0, T ;Lq(Ω)). We will skip dependencies on time
and space for the sake of readability when they are apparent from the context. For
an open, bounded and connected C1 domain Ω ⊆ Rd, d ∈ {2, 3} we make use of the
following Sobolev embeddings and the resulting inequalities

||u||L∞ ≤ CH13/8(Ω)→L∞(Ω)||u||H13/8(Ω),(2.1)

||u||L4(Ω) ≤ CH9/8(Ω)→L4(Ω)||u||H9/8(Ω),(2.2)

||u||L6(Ω) ≤ CH1(Ω)→L6(Ω)||u||H1(Ω).(2.3)

In the space-time domain we use the embedding inequalities

||u||L∞(0,T ;X) ≤ CH3/4(0,T )→L∞(0,T )||u||H3/4(0,T ;X),(2.4)

||u||L4(0,T ;X) ≤ CH1/4(0,T )→L4(0,T )||u||H1/4(0,T ;X).(2.5)

Moreover, we apply the trace theorem for Ω ⊂ Rd, open, bounded, connected, d ∈
{2, 3} with a Lipschitz boundary ∂Ω, which yields

||u||H1/2(∂Ω) ≤ Ctrace||u||H1(Ω),(2.6)

and the Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality which reads

(2.7) ||u||2H1(Ω) ≤ C2
PF

(
||∇u||2L2(Ω) + ||u||2L2(∂Ω)

)
.

3. Existence and Uniqueness of solutions. In this section we investigate
the existence and uniqueness of a solution to (1.1). We do so by first stating a
general result in the linear case with variable coefficients and then extending this
result towards the nonlinear case for a sufficiently small excitation. We start by
investigating the linear case, thereby extending [13] to spatially variable coefficients
c, b, and η, as relevant for imaging. Minimizing the smoothness assumptions on these
coefficients to allow for jumps requires a dedicated weak and Galerkin formulation,
cf. (6.1), (6.3) in the proof of Theorem 3.1. Note that a strictly positive impedance
parameter γ > 0 is needed to avoid constant solutions of the homogeneous problem,
that is, to obtain uniqueness.
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Theorem 3.1. [linear well-posedness]
Let T > 0, Ω ⊆ Rd, d ∈ {2, 3}, open, bounded, connected, with C1,1 boundary, β, γ >
0, c, b, 1

c ,
1
b ∈ L∞(Ω), c, b > 0 α, 1

α ∈ L∞(0, T ;L∞(Ω))αt ∈ L∞(0, T ;L∞(Ω)),

α > 0, α(0) = α(T ), µ ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2q/(q−1)(Ω)), µ(0) = µ(T ) for some q ∈ [1,∞)
and f ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω))

Then there exists r0 > 0 such that for coefficients satisfying the smallness condi-
tion

(3.1) ∥αt∥L∞(0,T ;L∞(Ω)) + ∥ γ
β − µ

α∥L∞(0,T ;L2q/(q−1)(Ω)) < r0

there exists a unique (weak) solution u of

(3.2)


αutt − c2∆u− b∆ut + µut = f in Ω× (0, T ),

βut + γu+∇u · n = 0 on ∂Ω× (0, T ),

u(0) = u(T ), ut(0) = ut(T ) in Ω,

with

u ∈ X = {v ∈ H2(0, T ;L2(Ω)) ∩H1(0, T ;H3/2(Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)) :

||∇v · n||H1(0,T ;L2(∂Ω)) <∞, v(0) = v(T ), vt(0) = vt(T ) a.e.}

and the solution u satisfies

||u||2X =||u||2H2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) + ||u||2H1(0,T ;H3/2(Ω))+

||u||2L2(0,T ;H2(Ω)) + ||∇v · n||2H1(0,T ;L2(∂Ω))

≤ C(α, b, γ, c, β, T,Ω)2||f ||2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)),

where C(Cα, b, γ, c, β, T,Ω) > 0.

Proof. See the appendix.

Remark 3.2. By the Sobolev embedding Theorem we obtain that u ∈ X is also in
C(0, T ;H3/2(Ω))∩C1(0, T ;L2(Ω)). We further want to highlight that this result does
not need the periodicity of the right hand side f , but the periodicity of the coefficients
α and µ must be ensured.

Theorem 3.3. [nonlinear well-posedness]
Let T > 0, Ω ⊆ Rd, d ∈ {2, 3}, open, bounded, connected, with C1,1 boundary,
β, γ > 0, c, b, 1

c ,
1
b ∈ L∞(Ω), c, b > 0 and η ∈ L∞(Ω). Then there exists δ > 0 such

that for all h ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)) with ||h||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) ≤ δ there exists a unique (weak)
solution u ∈ X of

(3.3)


utt − c2∆u− b∆ut = η(u2)tt + h in (0, T )× Ω,

βut + γu+∇u · n = 0 on (0, T )× ∂Ω,

u(0) = u(T ), ut(0) = ut(T ) in Ω,

and the solution u satisfies

||u||X ≤ C(Cα, b, γ, c, β, T,Ω)||h||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)),

for some constant C(Cα, b, γ, c, β, T,Ω) > 0 independent of h.
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Proof. We define F : X → X as the solution operator of

(3.4)


utt − c2∆u− b∆ut = η(v2)tt + h in Ω× (0, T ),

βut + γu+∇u · n = 0 on ∂Ω× (0, T ),

u(0) = u(T ), ut(0) = ut(T ) in Ω,

v ∈ X and show that F , restricted to a suitable ball Br(0), r > 0, is a self-mapping
and contraction. Since X is a Banach space we thus obtain uniqueness and existence
of a solution u to (3.3) by the Banach fixed point theorem.

Now let r > 0 and v ∈ Br(0) be arbitrary. In order to apply Theorem 3.1 with
α = 1, µ = 0, we have to verify that f := η(v2)tt +h is in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)). Note, that
periodicity of the right hand side is not needed and in the linear case with setting
α = 1 we do not run into the problem of degeneracy. For the right hand side we
obtain

||η(v2)tt + h||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) ≤ 2||η||L∞(Ω)||v2t + vttv||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) + ||h||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)).

Exploiting the Sobolev embedding Theorem (see, [8] and [9]) and by (real) interpola-
tion [1] we have

H3/4(0, T ;H13/8(Ω)) =

H3/4(0, T ; [H2(Ω), H3/2(Ω)]3/4) = [L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)), H1(0, T ;H3/2(Ω))]3/4,

and

H1/4(0, T ;H9/8(Ω)) =

H1/4(0, T ; [H3/2(Ω), L2(Ω)]1/4) = [L2(0, T ;H3/2(Ω)), H1(0, T ;L2(Ω))]1/4,

with this we obtain

||v||L∞(0,T ;L∞(Ω)) ≤ CH13/8(Ω)→L∞(Ω)||v||L∞(0,T ;H13/8(Ω))

(3.5)

≤ CH13/8(Ω)→L∞(Ω)CH3/4(0,T )→L∞(0,T )||v||H3/4(0,T ;H13/8(Ω))

≤ CH13/8(Ω)→L∞(Ω)CH3/4(0,T )→L∞(0,T )

||v||3/4
H1(0,T ;H3/2(Ω))

||v||1/4L2(0,T ;H2(Ω))

≤ CH13/8(Ω)→L∞(Ω)CH3/4(0,T )→L∞(0,T )||v||X
≤ CH13/8(Ω)→L∞(Ω)CH3/4(0,T )→L∞(0,T )r,

this yields that v ∈ L∞(0, T ;L∞(Ω)). We further show that v2t is in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)):

||v2t ||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) ≤ ||vt||2L4(0,T ;L4(Ω))

≤ C2
H1/4(0,T )→L4(0,T )C

2
H9/8(Ω)→L4(Ω)||vt||

2
H1/4(0,T ;H9/8(Ω))

≤ C2
H1/4(0,T )→L4(0,T )C

2
H9/8(Ω)→L4(Ω)(

||vt||1/4H1(0,T ;L2(Ω))||vt||
3/4

L2(0,T ;H3/2(Ω))

)2
≤ C2

H1/4(0,T )→L4(0,T )C
2
H9/8(Ω)→L4(Ω)||v||

2
X

≤ C2
H1/4(0,T )→L4(0,T )C

2
H9/8(Ω)→L4(Ω)r

2.



6 B. KALTENBACHER, AND B. RAINER

Now we establish f = η(v2)tt + h ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)),

2||η||L∞(Ω)||v2t + vttv||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) + ||h||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) ≤ ||h||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) + 4||η||L∞(Ω)

r2
(
C2

H1/4(0,T )→L4(0,T )C
2
H9/8(Ω)→L4(Ω) + CH13/8(Ω)→L∞(Ω)CH3/4(0,T )→L∞(0,T )

)
.

Thus, by Theorem 3.1 we obtain a constant C > 0 independent of f , η and v such
that

||F(v)||X ≤ C||η(v2)tt + h||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)).

In order to ensure that F(Br(0)) ⊆ Br(0), we impose the following conditions

(3.6) C(4||η||L∞(Ω)(C
2
H1/4(0,T )→L4(0,T )C

2
H9/8(Ω)→L4(Ω)

+ CH13/8(Ω)→L∞(Ω)CH3/4(0,T )→L∞(0,T ))r
2 + δ) < r,

and

||η||L∞(Ω)CH13/8(Ω)→L∞(Ω)CH3/4(0,T )→L∞(0,T )r <
1
2 .(3.7)

which can be achieved by choosing δ > 0 and r > 0 sufficiently small. We are
now ready to proceed by showing contractivity of F . For v1, v2 ∈ Br(0) we set
w = u1 − u2 = F(v1) − F(v2), where both solutions exist and are unique according
to Theorem 3.1. Then w solves

(3.8)


wtt − c2∆w − b∆wt = η

(
(v21)tt − (v22)tt

)
in Ω× (0, T ),

βwt + γw +∇w · n = 0 on ∂Ω× (0, T ),

w(0) = w(T ), wt(0) = wt(T ) in Ω.

Estimating η
(
(v21)tt − (v22)tt

)
as before, allows us to apply Theorem 3.1 which yields

||w||X ≤ C||η
(
(v21)tt − (v22)tt

)
||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)).

We further have

(v21)tt − (v22)tt = 2(v21t + v1v1tt − v22t − v2v2tt)(3.9)

= 2 ((v1t + v2t)(v1t − v2t) + v1v1tt − v2v2tt)

= 2 ((v1t + v2t)(v1t − v2t) + v1v1tt − v2v2tt − v1v2tt + v1v2tt)

= 2 ((v1t + v2t)(v1t − v2t) + v1(v1tt − v2tt) + v2tt(v1 − v2)) .

This yields the estimate

||(v1t + v2t)(v1t − v2t) + v1(v1tt − v2tt) + v2tt(v1 − v2)||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

≤ ||v1t + v2t ||L4(0,T ;L4(Ω))||v1t − v2t ||L4(0,T ;L4(Ω))

+ ||v1||L∞(0,T ;L∞(Ω))||v1tt − v2tt ||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

+ ||v1 − v2||L∞(0,T ;L∞(Ω))||v2tt ||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

= ||v1t + v2t ||L4(0,T ;L4(Ω))||(v1 − v2)t||L4(0,T ;L4(Ω))

+ ||v1||L∞(0,T ;L∞(Ω))||(v1 − v2)tt||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

+ ||v1 − v2||L∞(0,T ;L∞(Ω))||v2tt ||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)).
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Applying the estimates from above we obtain

||F(v1)−F(v2)||X ≤ rC0||v1 − v2||X ,(3.10)

where C0 reads

(3.11) 4C||η||L∞(Ω)(CH13/8(Ω)→L∞(Ω)CH3/4(0,T )→L∞(0,T )

+ C2
H1/4(0,T )→L4(0,T )C

2
H9/8(Ω)→L4(Ω)).

The imposed condition in equation (3.6) also ensures that rC0 < 1 since by division
with r > 0 we obtain

rC0 = rC(4||η||L∞(Ω)(C
2
H1/4(0,T )→L4(0,T )C

2
H9/8(Ω)→L4(Ω)

+ CH13/8(Ω)→L∞(Ω)CH3/4(0,T )→L∞(0,T )))

≤ rC(4||η||L∞(Ω)(C
2
H1/4(0,T )→L4(0,T )C

2
H9/8(Ω)→L4(Ω)

+ CH13/8(Ω)→L∞(Ω)CH3/4(0,T )→L∞(0,T ))) + C
δ

r
< 1.

Thereby we obtain that F is a contraction on Br(0) and, thus, has a unique fixed point
u ∈ Br(0) with F(u) = u solving (3.3). We further note that (3.6) after rearranging
yields

δ < r

(
1

C
− 4||η||L∞(Ω)(C

2
H1/4(0,T )→L4(0,T )C

2
H9/8(Ω)→L4(Ω)

+CH13/8(Ω)→L∞(Ω)CH3/4(0,T )→L∞(0,T ))r

)
.

Thus, r > 0 has to be sufficiently small such that

1

C
> 4||η||L∞(Ω)(C

2
H1/4(0,T )→L4(0,T )C

2
H9/8(Ω)→L4(Ω)

+ CH13/8(Ω)→L∞(Ω)CH3/4(0,T )→L∞(0,T ))r).

(3.7) ensures that we do not encounter degeneracy, since

sup{c ∈ R : 1− 2η(x)u(t, x) ≥ c, a.e. in (0, T )× Ω}
= 1− inf{c ∈ R : 2η(x)u(t, x) ≤ c, a.e. in (0, T )× Ω}
≥ 1− 2||ηu||L∞(0,T ;L∞(Ω))

≥ 1− 2||η||L∞(Ω)CH13/8(Ω)→L∞(Ω)CH3/4(0,T )→L∞(0,T )r > 0.

This concludes the proof.

4. Multiharmonic expansion and iteration scheme. Thanks to periodicity,
the solution to (1.2) can be represented in terms of the L2(0, T ) orthogonal basis
(eιmωt)m∈Z as p(t, x) = Re{

∑∞
m=0 p̂k(x)e

ιmωt}, cf. [13]. Motivated by this, we use

a multiharmonic ansatz pN (t, x) = Re{
∑N

m=0 p̂k(x)e
ιmωt}, where p̂ ∈ L2(Ω;C) and

project (1.2) onto the subspace XN := {Re{
∑N

m=0 αm(x)eιmωt} : αm ∈ H2(Ω;C)}
obtaining an approximation of the actual solution. We will further investigate under
what assumptions this projection converges to the unique solution of (1.2) if it exists.
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Another possible way to express our ansatz is given by the identity Re(z) = 1
2 (z + z)

which yields

Re

{
N∑

m=0

p̂(x)eιmωt

}
=

1

2

(
N∑

m=0

p̂(x)eιmωt +

N∑
m=0

p̂(x)e−ιmωt

)
.

Proposition 4.1. Projecting (1.2) onto XN := {Re{
∑N

m=0 αm(x)eιmωt} : αm ∈
H2(Ω;C)} with periodic excitation h(t, x) = gtt, g(t, x) = Re{

∑N
k=1 ĥk(x)e

ιkωt}, ω =
2π
T yields the following coupled system of PDEs (Helmholtz equations) for x ∈ Ω
(4.1)

−c2∆û0(x) = 0 m = 0,

−κ2û1(x)−∆û1(x) = −κ2η(x)
2

(
û0(x)û1(x) +

∑2N−1
j=1:2 û j−m

2
(x)û j+m

2
(x)
)

−κ2ĥ1(x) m = 1,

−κ2m2ûm(x)−∆ûm(x) =

−m2κ2η(x)
2

(∑m
j=1 ûj(x)ûm−j(x) + 2

∑2N−m
j=m:2 û j−m

2
(x)û j+m

2
(x)
)

−κ2m2ĥm(x) m > 1,

where κ2 = ω2

c2+ιmωb . This system is further equipped with the projected boundary
conditions ιβmωûm + γûm +∇ûm · n = 0 on ∂Ω.

Proof. Let uN , vN ∈ XN then

uNvN =
1

2

(
N∑

m=0

ûm(x)eιmωt +

N∑
m=0

ûm(x)e−ιmωt

)(4.2)

1

2

(
N∑

m=0

v̂m(x)eιmωt +

N∑
m=0

v̂k(x)e
−ιmωt

)

=
1

2
Re


2N∑
m=0

min{m,N}∑
j=max{m−N,0}

ûj(x)v̂m−j(x)e
ιmωt + ûj(x)v̂m−j(x)e

ι(m−2j)ωt

 ,

where we used the formula for the finite Cauchy product. A thorough computation
of the second sum yields

Re


2N∑
m=0

min{m,N}∑
j=max{m−N,0}

ûj(x)v̂m−j(x)e
ι(m−2j)ωt


(4.3)

= Re


N∑
j=0

ûj(x)v̂j(x) +

N∑
m=1

eιmωt
2N−m∑
k=m:2

[
û k−m

2
(x)v̂ k+m

2
(x) + û k+m

2
(x)v̂ k−m

2
(x)
] .

After projection, the first sum becomes (since we skip all harmonic frequencies above
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the N -th harmonic)

ProjXN

Re


2N∑
m=0

min{m,N}∑
j=max{m−N,0}

ûj(x)v̂m−j(x)e
ιmωt




= Re


N∑

m=0

eιmωt
m∑
j=0

ûj(x)v̂m−j(x)

 .

This finally yields

ProjXN
(uNvN ) =

1

2
Re


N∑

m=0

eιmωt
m∑
j=0

ûj(x)v̂m−j(x)


+

1

2
Re


N∑
j=0

ûj(x)v̂j(x) +

N∑
m=1

eιmωt
2N−m∑
k=m:2

[
û k−m

2
(x)v̂ k+m

2
(x) + û k+m

2
(x)v̂ k−m

2
(x)
] .

For ProjXN

(
((pN )2)tt

)
we obtain the following expression

ProjXN

(
((pN )2)tt

)
= −1

2
ω2Re

{
N∑

m=1

m2eιmωt(4.4) (
m∑

k=1

p̂k(x)p̂m−k(x) + 2

2N−m∑
k=m:2

p̂ k−m
2

(x)p̂ k+m
2

(x)

)}
.

For the left hand side of (1.2) we obtain

ProjXN

(
pNtt − c2∆pN − b∆pNt

)
= ω2 1

2

N∑
k=0

−p̂k(x)k2eιkωt − p̂k(x)k
2e−ιkωt

− c2
1

2

N∑
k=0

∆p̂k(x)e
ιkωt +∆p̂k(x)e

−ιkωt

− ιωb
1

2

N∑
k=0

∆p̂k(x)ke
ιkωt −∆p̂k(x)ke

−ιkωt.

For the source term we further have h(x, t) = g(x, t)tt which yields ProjXN
(h(x, t)) =

−ω2

2

∑
k=1 k

2ĥke
ikωt + k2ĥke

−ikωt. Considering the linear independence of eιmωt in
L2(0, T ) we obtain for each 0 ≤ m ≤ N that p̂m(x) has to solve

−ω2m2p̂m(x)− (c2 + ιmωb)∆p̂m(x) =

− η(x)ω2m2

2

(
m∑

k=1

p̂k(x)p̂m−k(x) + 2

2N−m∑
k=m:2

p̂ k−m
2

(x)p̂ k+m
2

(x)

)
− ω2m2ĥm(x).

Dividing by (c2 + ιmωb) yields

−κ2m2p̂m(x)−∆p̂m(x) =

− η(x)κ2m2

2

(
m∑

k=1

p̂k(x)p̂m−k(x) + 2

2N−m∑
k=m:2

p̂ k−m
2

(x)p̂ k+m
2

(x)

)
− κ2m2ĥm(x),
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m = 0 results in

−∆p̂0(x) = 0,(4.5)

and the boundary conditions for each of the Helmholtz equations read

(ιβmω + γ)p̂m(x) +∇p̂m(x) · n = 0,(4.6)

where we define κ2 = ω2

c2+ιmωb . This concludes the proof.

Theorem 4.2. [convergence of projection scheme]
Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3 there exists δ > 0 such that for all h ∈
L2(0, T, L2(Ω)) with ||h||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) < δ there exists a unique solution u to (3.3)
and the solutions ũN ∈ XN of the iteration scheme

ProjXN

(
(ũN )tt − c2∆(ũN )− b∆(ũN )t − η

(
ũ2N−1

)
tt
− h
)
= 0,(4.7)

converge to the unique solution u.

Proof. We consider Lα,µ : X → X ′ and ũN ∈ XN as a Galerkin solution of

⟨Lα,µũN − f, ϕ⟩X′,X :=

∫ T

0

(α(ũN )tt + µ(ũN )t, ϕ)L2(Ω) +
(
c2∇ũN + b∇(ũN )t,

(4.8)

∇ϕ)L2(Ω) +
(
(c2β + bγ)(ũN )t + c2γũN + bβ(ũN )tt, ϕ

)
L2(∂Ω)

− (f, ϕ)L2(Ω)dt = 0,

for all ϕ ∈ XN where we set α = 1, µ = 0, f = η
(
ũ2N−1

)
tt
+ h. One readily checks

that the solution to (4.8) exists and is unique using the respective test functions
ũN , (ũN )t, (ũN )tt, −∆ũN , −∆(ũN )t which are indeed contained in XN for α and f
fulfilling the assumptions of Theorem 3.1. We further obtain the following coupled
Helmholtz system for ũN =

∑N
k=1 û

N
k e

ιkωt,
(4.9)

−c2∆ûN0 (x) = 0 m = 0,

−κ2ûN1 (x)−∆ûN1 (x) =

−κ2η(x)
(
ûN−1
0 (x)ûN−1

1 (x) +
∑2N−3

j=1:2 û
N−1
j−1
2

(x)ûN−1
j+1
2

(x)
)
− κ2ĥ1(x) m = 1,

−κ2m2ûNm(x)−∆ûNm(x) =

−κ2m2η(x)
2

(∑m
j=1 û

N−1
j (x)ûN−1

m−j(x) + 2
∑2N−m−2

j=m:2 û
N−1
j−m

2
(x)ûN−1

j+m
2

(x)
)

−κ2m2ĥm(x) m > 1,

with the boundary conditions ιβmωûNm + γûNm + ∇ûNm · n = 0 on ∂Ω. We obtain
||ũN ||X < r provided ||ũN−1||X < r, by (3.6) for ||h||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) < δ and r > 0
chosen small enough according to Theorem 3.3. A direct investigation of the error
w := ũN −u is not possible because the difference need not necessarily be contained in
XN . Therefore, we circumvent this issue by investigating ŵ := ũN −ProjXN

u ∈ XN .
For ϕ ∈ XN we have

⟨Lα,µŵ, ϕ⟩X′,X = ⟨Lα,µ(ũN − u+ u− ProjXN
u), ϕ⟩X′,X

= ⟨Lα,µ(ũN − u) + Lα,µ(u− ProjXN
u), ϕ⟩X′,X

=
(
η(ũ2N−1)tt − η(u2)tt, ϕ

)
L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

+ ⟨Lα,µ(u− ProjXN
u), ϕ⟩X′,X

=
(
2η[((ũN−1)

2
t − u2t ) + ũN−1((ũN−1)tt − utt)

+utt(ũN−1 − u)], ϕ)L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) + ⟨Lα,µ(u− ProjXN
u), ϕ⟩X′,X ,
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where we used the fact that (Lα,µu, ϕ)L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) = (η(u2)tt+h, ϕ)L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) ∀ϕ ∈
X and XN ⊂ X. Theorem 3.1 yields a C > 0 such that

||ũN − ProjXN
u||X ≤ C||2η[((ũN−1)

2
t − u2t ) + ũN−1((ũN−1)tt − utt)

+ utt(ũN−1 − u)] + Lα,µ(u− ProjXN
u)||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)).

We estimate similarly as in Theorem 3.3 and obtain

C||2η[(ũN−1)
2
t − u2t + ũN−1((ũN−1)tt − utt) + utt(ũN−1 − u)]||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

≤ 2C||η||L∞(Ω)(||(ũN−1)t − ut||L4(0,T ;L4(Ω))||(ũN−1)t + ut||L4(0,T ;L4(Ω))

+ ||ũN−1||L∞(0,T ;L∞(Ω))||(ũN−1 − u)tt||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

+ ||utt||L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))||ũN−1 − u||L∞(0,T ;L∞(Ω)))

≤ rC0||ũN−1 − u||X ,

Since
⋃

N∈NXN is dense in X, it holds that

||Lα,µ(u− ProjXN
u)||X′ ≤ ||Lα,µ||X,X′ ||u− ProjXN

u||X → 0, N → ∞.

According to Theorem 3.3 we have q(r) := rC0 < 1 and by the triangle inequality we
obtain

||ũN − u||X ≤ q(r)||ũN−1 − u||X + (C + 1)||u− ProjXN
u||X .

By induction, ũ0 = 0 and setting C̃ = C + 1 we finally arrive at

||ũN − u||X ≤ q(r)N ||u||X + C̃

N∑
i=1

q(r)N−i||u− ProjXi
u||X .

Now, let ε > 0 be arbitrary, by the density of
⋃

N∈NXN in X there exists an N(ε) ∈ N
such that for all n > N(ε) we have ||u − ProjXn

u||X < ε. We set N > N(ε), large

enough such that q(r)N−N(ε) < ε holds. This yields

||ũN − u||X ≤ q(r)N ||u||X + C̃

N∑
i=1

q(r)N−i||u− ProjXi
u||X

= q(r)N ||u||X + C̃q(r)N−N(ε)

N(ε)∑
i=1

qN(ε)−i||u− ProjXi
u||X

+ C̃

N∑
i=N(ε)+1

q(r)N−i||u− ProjXi
u||X

< ε||u||X +
εC̃cProj

1− q
+

εC̃

1− q

= ε

(
||u||X +

C̃ (1 + cProj)

1− q

)
,

where cProj := supi∈N ||u−ProjXi
u||X is finite because

⋃
N∈NXN is dense in X. This

proves the convergence of ũN to u in X.
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5. Numerical experiments. We revisit the result from Theorem 4.2 where we
obtained (4.9) which simplifies to the following system of Helmholtz equations for
x ∈ Ω:
(5.1)

−κ2ûN1 (x)−∆ûN1 (x) = −κ2
(
η(x)

∑2N−3
j=1:2

¯̂uN−1
j−1
2

(x)ûN−1
j+1
2

(x)ĥ1(x)
)

m = 1,

−κ2m2ûNm(x)−∆ûNm(x) = −κ2m2ĥm(x)− κ2m2η(x)
2(∑m

j=1 û
N−1
j (x)ûN−1

m−j(x) + 2
∑2(N−1)−m

j=m:2
¯̂uN−1

j−m
2

(x)ûN−1
j+m

2

(x)
)

m > 1,

with the following boundary conditions for x ∈ ∂Ω :

ιβmωûNm(x) + γûNm(x) +∇ûNm(x) · n = 0,(5.2)

where c, ω, b > 0, κ2 = ω2

c2+ιmωb ∈ C, Ω ⊂ R2 with a C1,1 boundary ∂Ω and in

case of non constant c(x), b(x) we assume that c, 1c , b,
1
b ∈ L∞(Ω) and obtain a

space dependent wave number κ(x)2 = ω2

c2(x)+ιωb(x) . The solution for m = 0 is zero.

In Theorem 4.2 we have shown that this iteration scheme converges to the unique
(weak) solution of (1.1) as N → ∞. We notice that for each level m ∈ N the wave
number increases. Thus, conforming Galerkin FEM methods applied to this system
of Helmholtz equations will encounter the so called pollution effect [2, 3]. Moreover,
in each iteration the solutions of the previous iteration are used. Therefore, the
pollution effect affects not only solutions for higher frequencies but any of them and
gets amplified throughout the iterations.

For our numerical computations we implement a conforming 2D FEM solver with
linear Lagrange elements for the Helmholtz equation. The implementation of the FEM
solver and the iteration scheme (5.1) is available at https://shorturl.at/vBCN7 and
as supplemental material enclosed to this paper. We select the domain of propagation
to be Ω = B0.2(0) ⊂ R2 and we place a monopole source at (0, 0)T using a regularized
Dirac function which reads

(5.3) ĥ(x) = δ̃(x) =

{
1
4ζ

(
1 + cos

(
π

||x−x0||l2
2ζ

))
||x− x0||l2 ≤ 2ζ,

0 else,

where x0 denotes the point source location. We fix the excitation frequency and
consider the excitation to be periodic. Therefore, our constructed source is indeed
in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)). The parameters used in the simulations are chosen as typical for
water, in particular B/A = 5 [22, 26], ρ0 = 1000 kg/m3, ω = 2π 1

10−5] rad/s, b = 10−9

m2/s , mesh parameter 0.0005 m, c = 1480 m/s, γ = 1, ζ = 0.0005, sound pressure 0.5
MPa, and number of iterations 15. We further set the impedance coefficient for each
Helmholtz equation to β = 1

c to obtain absorbing boundary conditions mimicking
the Sommerfeld radiation condition (if the source is placed in the center). Figure 1
shows the L2 error of consecutive iterations for the second harmonic with respect to
different mesh sizes. A to large mesh parameter leads to a strong pollution effect in
the higher harmonic solutions. The influence of the pollution effect increases with an
increase in the number of iterations.

Figure 3 depicts the acoustic pressure along a line originating in (0, 0)T . The high
fundamental frequency leads to stronger attenuation and, therefore, the nonlinear
effect is prevalent. Figure 2 shows the frequency components present at different
locations in space. We notice that the three first harmonics are above −40 dB. In
Figure 4, we further plot the acoustic pressure over time in a single point within Ω.

https://shorturl.at/vBCN7
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Fig. 1. L2 error of the second level (harmonic) of consecutive iterations for different mesh sizes.

Fig. 2. Frequency components of p(t, x) at (0,−0.1)T , where we applied a Hann window [21]
in time.

Comparing the nonlinear case to the linear one, the non-uniform phase velocity is
clearly visible in the nonlinear case.

It is well known that if the wave vectors are not perpendicular to the tangent in
boundary points the employed absorbing boundary conditions cause spurious reflec-
tions [24]. This is avoided in case of a source centered in a circular domain, where
the wave hits the boundary in normal direction. This is not necessarily the case for
other source positions relative to the boundary and needs to be taken into account
accordingly. A self-adaptive boundary condition scheme for the nonlinear Westervelt
equation in time domain has been introduced in [17]. The absorbing boundary con-
ditions are adapted in real-time taking into account incidence wave vectors. Here,
estimates of the solution computed in time step tn−1 are used to adapt the boundary
conditions in the next time step tn. This works remarkably well in space-time finite
element methods. However, we are facing (5.1), a system of Helmholtz equations.
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Fig. 3. The propagation of the wave along a line originating in (0, 0)T and ending in (0, 0.2)T .
The black dotted line denotes the linear case where βa = 0.

Fig. 4. Evolution over time of the acoustic pressure at (0,−0.1)T .

Thus adaptation over time is not an option. If there is only a single source or if ∇p
is known, the gradient method can be employed [12]. In our iteration scheme, each
iteration of (5.1) virtually adds new sources with different frequencies, though. A
detailed investigation and the derivation of adaptive absorbing boundary conditions
for (5.1) is beyond the scope of this paper.

Next, we turn to a scenario that resembles a watershot experiment (cf. Fig-
ure 5. Here, we are interested in boundary measurements of a domain filled with
water. This type of experiment is of high interest for evaluating the accuracy of in-
verse methods [15] for the reconstruction of the nonlinearity parameter. We consider
a circular air domain with a radius of one meter and a concentrically placed circular
water tank with a radius of 0.35 meter including three phantoms. The phantoms
differ in size and material. Their radii are 0.05, 0.04 and 0.06 meters, respectively.
The sound speed is set accordingly; for air 344 m/s and for water we use 1450 m/s.
We use the following B/A values which determine the nonlinearity parameter η: air
(1), water (5), first phantom (9), second phantom (10), third phantom (12). A lin-
ear array with nine elements spaced by λ/4 in horizontal direction, is placed in the
center of the domain. Each element of the linear array emits a 10 kHz sinusoidal
ultrasound wave with a peak pressure of 40 kPa. We use (5.1) to compute the first
six harmonic solutions which are then used to approximate p(t, x). Figure 6 depicts
the approximation of p(0, x) with all three phantoms being present. The effect of the
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Fig. 5. Container filled with water and three phantoms inside, placed in a circular domain
filled with air.

nonlinearity parameter and the different propagation speeds is clearly visible. We are
interested in boundary measurements of the domain filled with water for the cases of
no phantoms, one phantom, two phantoms and three phantoms. To this end, pj(t, x),
for j ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3} denotes the solution with no phantoms, phantom one, phantom two,
or phantom three present. Solutions with combinations of phantoms are denoted by
the corresponding indices, i.e., p1,2(t, x) with phantoms one and two and p1,2,3(t, x)
with all three phantoms present. Figure 7 displays the boundary values relative to the
location of the source on the surface of the water tank. In the left column we show the
difference between the solutions without phantoms and single phantoms present. The
right column displays the solution without phantoms, and the difference to having
two (the first and second) and three phantoms present. The first and second phan-
tom have similar B/A values but differ in size and position. This is reflected in the
first two figures in the left column of figure 7. The third phantom has a B/A value
of 12 and lies closest to the source; this already causes the boundary values to differ
by more than 1 kPa.

Fig. 6. Simulation result of p1,2,3(0, x), left x-y view of p1,2,3(0, x) and right a 3D plot of
p1,2,3(0, x).

6. Conclusions. In conclusion, our study aims to provide analytic and numeri-
cal tools for ultrasound imaging, particularly focusing on the nonlinear periodic West-
ervelt equation. This equation is pivotal in understanding tissue interactions and dis-
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Fig. 7. Boundary values of the container filled with water with different phantoms present. On
the left side we show the difference between p0(0, x) and pj(0, x), j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, the right side of the
figure shows the difference between p0(0, x) and the solutions including two, and three phantoms.
The x-axis denotes the radians where the source is located at 0 radian.

crimination in ultrasound diagnostics. Through our investigation, we have shown that
solutions to the nonlinear periodic Westervelt equation exist under certain smallness
assumptions on the excitation. Additionally, we have introduced an iterative scheme
that approximates solutions in frequency domain.

While in this work we considered an excitation in the interior of the domain,
in practical application the ultrasound transducer array is located on a part of the
boundary. Therefore, our future research will include investigations on the case where
the excitation is present on Γ ⊂ ∂Ω.

Also the development and use of enhanced absorbing boundary conditions [7, 11]
for a nonlinear wave equation in frequency domain appears to be a relevant topic of
research in our context.

Based on the results obtained here, we plan to provide precise and efficient re-
construction schemes for nonlinear ultrasound tomography, which amounts to recon-
structing space dependent coefficients c(x) and/or η(x) in (1.1).

Appendix.
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Proof of Theorem 3.1. First, we derive the weak form of (3.2). To this end,
we multiply by − 1

α∆ψ for some ψ ∈ H1(0, T ;H1(Ω))∩L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)), and integrate
over space time, using integration by parts in the first term (which we have augmented
in order to be able to use the boundary conditions)∫ T

0

∫
Ω

(utt +
γ

β
ut)(−∆ψ) dx dt

=

∫ T

0

(∫
Ω

∇(utt +
γ

β
ut) · ∇ψ dx−

∫
∂Ω

(utt +
γ

β
ut)∇ψ · n dx

)
dt

=

∫ T

0

(∫
Ω

(
−∇ut · ∇ψt +

γ

β
∇ut · ∇ψ

)
dx+

∫
∂Ω

1

β
(∇ut · n) (∇ψ · n) dS

)
dt

+

[∫
Ω

∇ut · ∇ψ dx
]T
0

.

Moreover, the compatibility condition

0 =

∫ T

0

(βut + γu+∇u · n) dt =
∫ T

0

(γu+∇u · n) dt

(the last identity following from u(T ) = u(0)) that will be needed to concluded the
boundary condition βut+γu+∇u ·n = 0 from its time differentiated version, is taken
care of by introducing an auxiliary function h and imposing its periodicity. This yields
the variational formulation

(6.1)

u ∈ X, u(0) = u(T ), ut(0) = ut(T ), h(0) = h(T )

and for all ψ ∈ H1(0, T ;H1(Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)), ζ ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(∂Ω)) :∫ T

0

(∫
Ω

(
−∇ut · ∇ψt +

γ

β
∇ut · ∇ψ +

1

α
(c2∆u+ b∆ut + (

γ

β
α− µ)ut)∆ψ

)
dx

+

∫
∂Ω

1

β
(∇ut · n) (∇ψ · n) dS +

∫
∂Ω

(ht − ut − [γ + n · ∇]u) ζ dS
)
dt

+

[∫
Ω

∇ut · ∇ψ dx
]T
0

= −
∫ T

0

∫
Ω

1

α
f∆ψ dx dt.

Indeed, reversing the above integration by parts step in (6.1) yields

(6.2)

u ∈ X, u(0) = u(T ), ut(0) = ut(T ),

∫ T

0

[γ + n · ∇]u dt = 0

and for all ψ ∈ H1(0, T ;H1(Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)) :∫ T

0

(∫
Ω

1

α

(
αutt − c2∆u− b∆ut + µut − f

)
(−∆ψ) dx

+

∫
∂Ω

1

β
(βutt + γut +∇ut · n) (∇ψ · n) dS

)
dt = 0

Second, we employ a Galerkin method. For this purpose, we utilize the fact that
the eigenfunctions (ϕn)n∈N of the impedance Laplacian −∆γ , that is,

−∆ϕk = λkϕk in Ω, [γ + n · ∇]ϕk = 0 on ∂Ω,
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form an orthogonal basis of H1(Ω), an orthonormal basis of L2(Ω) and with Ṽn :=
lin{ϕ1, . . . , ϕn},

⋃
n∈N Ṽn is dense in H1(Ω) [8]. As an ansatz space for h we use

the sequence (ηk)k∈N defined by ηk = tr∂Ωϕk which is indeed linearly independent
by construction and whose span is dense in L2(Ω), due to the trace theorem; this
choice guarantees that the boundary trace of un t + [γ + n · ∇] (which coincides
with the boundary trace of un t by construction of the basis functions ϕk) can be
used as a test function later on in the energy estimates. Thus altogether, we ar-
rive at the Galerkin ansatz space Vn := lin{ϕ1, . . . , ϕn}× lin{η1, . . . , ηn} whose union⋃

n∈N Vn is dense in H1(Ω) × L2(∂Ω). Now, plugging the ansatz (un(·, t), hn(t)) :=∑n
k=1((ak(t)ϕk, ck(t)ηk) ∈ Vn into (6.1) and testing with ϕj , ηj , j ∈ {1, . . . , n}1 yields

the system of ODEs

(6.3)

In×n 0n×n 0n×n

0n×n H 0n×n

0n×n 0n×n D

 ˙⃗z(t) =

0n×n In×n 0n×n

−C −G 0n×n

0n×n D 0n×n

 z⃗(t) +
0F
0


for z⃗(t) = (a1(t), . . . , an(t), ȧ1(t), . . . , ȧn(t), c1(t), . . . , cn(t))

T , with periodicity condi-
tions z⃗(0) = z⃗(T ). Here

Fj =−
(
1
αf,∆ϕj

)
L2(Ω)

Hi,j =(∇ϕi,∇ϕj)L2(Ω)

Ci,j =
(
1
αc

2∆ϕi,∆ϕj
)
L2(Ω)

,

Gi,j =
γ

β
(∇ϕi,∇ϕj)L2(Ω) +

(
1
α (b∆ϕi + ( γβα− µ)ϕi),∆ϕj

)
L2(Ω)

+
1

β
((∇ϕi · n), (∇ϕj · n))L2(∂Ω)

Di,j =(ηi, ηj)L2(∂Ω)

Here, the matrices H, D are positive definite.
We can thus restate the problem as follows

(6.4)
˙⃗z(t) =

In×n 0n×n 0n×n

0n×n H 0n×n

0n×n 0n×n D

−10n×n In×n 0n×n

−C −G 0n×n

0n×n D 0n×n

 z⃗(t) +
0F
0


= Ã(t)z⃗(t) + F̃(t),

where Ã(0) = Ã(T ). It is readily checked that the conditions for the Floquet-
Lyapunov Theorem (see [23, p. 90]) are fulfilled, since the system with vanishing
f only has the zero solution (see the energy estimates below). Therefore, we obtain
the existence of a periodic solution in C2(0, T ;Vn) to (6.4). Note that (6.3) is equiva-
lent to the spatially discretized version of (6.1) after reverting the partial integration
with respect to time in the first term and setting ψ(s) = χ[0,t](s)ϕj(s).

Third, we derive energy estimates providing the boundedness of the sequence of
Galerkin solutions. We do so by testing the spatially discretized version of (6.1) with

1Formally, after reversing the time integration by parts in the highest order term, we set
ψ(x, s) = δt(s)ϕj(x), ζ(x, s) = δt(s)ηj(x); more precisely we set ψ(x, s) = χ[0,t](s)ϕj(x), ζ(x, s) =
χ[0,t](s)ηj(x) and differentiate with respect to t then.
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ψ = γ
2βun + un t, ζ = hn t − un t − [γ + n · ∇]un. Using the periodicty of z⃗ (that is, of

un and un t) yields the energy identity

lhs :=
γ

2β
∥∇un t∥2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) + ∥

√
b
α∆un t∥2L2(0,T ;L2Ω)) +

γ

2β
∥ c√

α
∆un∥2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

+
1

β
∥∇un t · n∥2L2(0,T ;L2(∂Ω)) + ∥hn t − un t − [γ + n · ∇]un∥2L2(0,T ;L2(∂Ω))

=

∫ T

0

∫
Ω

(
( 1
2α )t(c

2 + γ
2β b)(∆un)

2 − 1
α (f + ( γβα− µ)un t)(∆un t +

γ
2β∆un)

)
dx dt

=: rhs.

Here the right hand side can be further estimated by means of the Holder’s and
Young’s inequality

|rhs| ≤∥( 1
2α )t(c

2 + γ
2β b)∥

2
L∞(0,T ;L∞(Ω))∥∆un∥

2
L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

+
ε1 + ε2

2
∥∆un t +

γ
2β∆un∥

2
L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

+
1

2ε1
∥ γ
β − µ

α∥L∞(0,T ;L2q/(q−1)(Ω))∥un t∥2L2(0,T ;L2q(Ω)) +
1

2ε2
∥ f
α∥

2
L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

Due to our ansatz space setting and elliptic regularity, skipping the hn t term, the left
hand side can be bounded from below by

lhs ≥ γ

2β
∥∇un t∥2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) + ∥

√
b
α∆un t∥2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) +

γ

2β
∥ c√

α
∆un∥2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

+
1

β
∥∇un t · n∥2L2(0,T ;L2(∂Ω)) +

γ

2β
∥un t∥2L2(0,T ;L2(∂Ω))

≥ 1

C
∥un t∥2L2(0,T ;H3/2(Ω)) + ∥∆un∥2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

for some C > 0. Together with continuity of the embedding H3/2(Ω) ⊆ L2q(Ω), q ≥ 1,
and the imposed bounds on the coefficients, this yields an estimate of the form

(6.5) ∥un t∥2L2(0,T ;H3/2(Ω)) + ∥∆un∥2L2(0,T ;L2Ω)) ≤ C∥f∥2L2(0,T ;L2Ω)).

On the other hand, we clearly also have

lhs ≥ ∥hn t − un t − [γ + n · ∇]un∥2L2(0,T ;L2(∂Ω)),

from which together with the above estimate on un we can can extract an estimate
of the form

(6.6) ∥hn t∥2L2(0,T ;L2(∂Ω)) ≤ C∥f∥2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)).

To also obtain an estimate on un tt, we test the spatially discretized version of
(6.1) with

(
ψn(t), ζn(t)

)
=
(
(−∆γ)

−1un tt(t), 0
)
∈ Vn, and use the identity∫ T

0

∫
∂Ω

1

β
(βun tt + γun t +∇un t · n) (∇ψn · n) dS dt

= −γ
∫ T

0

∫
∂Ω

un tt ψn dS dt =

∫ T

0

∫
∂Ω

ψn ∇un t · n dS dt
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to arrive at (cf. (6.2))

∥un tt∥2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) =−
(
1

α

(
c2∆un + b∆un t − µun t + f

)
, un tt

)
L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

+

∫ T

0

⟨∇un t · n, ψn⟩H3/2(∂Ω)∗,H3/2(∂Ω) dt,

where due to the trace theorem and elliptic regularity

∥ψn(t)∥H3/2(∂Ω) ≤ Ctrace∥∆γψn(t)∥L2(Ω) = Ctrace∥un tt(t)∥L2(Ω).

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as well as (6.5) yields

(6.7)
∥un tt∥2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) + ∥un t∥2L2(0,T ;H3/2(Ω)) + ∥∆un∥2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

≤ C∥f∥2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)).

Fourth, we take weak limits to construct a solution. The space X̃ := {v ∈
H2(0, T ;L2(Ω)) ∩ H1(0, T ;H3/2(Ω)) : ∆v ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω))} induced by the en-
ergy estimates so far is a Hilbert space, thus reflexive according to the Riesz-Frechét
representation theorem (see [27, p. 228]). The estimates derived before state that
(un)n∈N is a bounded sequence in X̃ and by the Eberlein-Šmulian Theorem (see [27,
p. 107]), there exists a weakly convergent subsequence (unk

)k∈N ⊆ (un)n∈N such that
unk

⇀ u ∈ X̃ for k → ∞. Due to linearity of the problem it is readily checked that
u indeed satisfies (6.1) and by combining the above estimates and using weakly lower
semicontinuity of the norm, we obtain

(6.8) ∥u∥X̃ ≤ C∥f∥L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)).

In fact u solves (3.2) in an L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)) sense via (6.2) .
Fifth, we derive higher spatial regularity. Our goal is to show that a solution

to (3.2) is contained in X. Therefore, we want to apply elliptic regularity theory
(see [8, p. 326]). To this end, besides using the L2 estimate on ∆u resulting from
(6.8), we have to take into account the regularity of the boundary values. Using the
boundary conditions and again estimate (6.8), we have that [γ + n · ∇]u(t) = −βut
is the trace of an H1(Ω) function and by the trace theorem (see [8, p. 272]) and the
estimates above we further obtain

(6.9) ∥[γ + n · ∇]u∥L2(0,T,H1/2(∂Ω)) = ∥βut∥L2(0,T,H1/2(∂Ω)) ≤ C̃∥f∥L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)).

Applying elliptic regularity for the impedance Laplacian yields the estimate

∥u∥L2(0,T ;H2(Ω)) ≤ C̃∥f∥L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)).(6.10)

This concludes the proof.
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