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Abstract

We consider the convected Helmholtz equation with a generalized Myers boundary condition

(a boundary condition of the second order) and characterize the set of physical parameters for

which the problem is weakly well-posed. The model comes from industrial applications to ab-

sorb acoustic noise in jet engines filled with absorbing liners (porous material). The problem is

set on a 3D cylinder filled with a d-upper regular boundary measure, with a real 1 < d ≤ 2.
This setup leads to a parametric shape optimization problem, for which we prove the existence

of at least one optimal distribution for any fixed volume fraction of the absorbing liner on the

boundary that minimizes the total acoustic energy on any bounded wavenumber range.

Keywords: parametric optimization; generalized Myers boundary conditions; d-upper regular
boundary measure.

1 Introduction
We consider the convected Helmholtz equation (3) with a generalized version of Ingard-Myers

boundary condition (a boundary condition of the second order, see (9)) [3] and start by character-

izing the set of physical parameters for which the problem is well-posed on a 3D cylinder filled

with a d-upper regular boundary measure, with a real 1 < d ≤ 2 (see (14)). The model comes from

industrial applications to absorb acoustic noise in jet engines filled with absorbing liners (porous

material). A liner is a panel structure comprised of two layers: a top layer made of a porous material

designed to absorb waves and a bottom layer made of an impervious (reflexive) material.

In the optimal energy absorption framework in aircraft engines, we address the following en-

gineering problem: the existence of an optimal distribution of the liner of a small (to compare to

the total engine’s shape) fixed volume in the reflective material, minimizing the acoustical energy

of the engine. The practical reason is to absorb the noise in the best way with a small quantity

of a liner, which could be cheaper to compare to the reactor (of an initially fixed shape) entirely

covered with liners.

In this article, we show, by the techniques of parametric shape optimization, the existence

of at least one optimal liner distribution for any fixed total volume, realizing the infimum of the

acoustical energy (the minimum for the relaxation problem) inside of a cylindrical engine. This is

the main result of the article. It is given in Theorem 3 not only for a fixed noise wavenumber but

also for a fixed wavenumber range. The studied shape of the reactor (see Fig. 1) is motivated by the

physical experiment setup [32] in which the generalized Myers condition was initially introduced.

On the boundary of the cylindrical engine, we fix a d-upper regular boundary measure, with a

real 1 < d ≤ 2, previously used for the well-posedness of the model (see Theorem 2). A typical

example of such measure is the sum of the cylindrical Hausdorff surface measure and the Cantor

set-type measure (see also Fig. 2 for a convergent sequence of domains having in the limit the

cylindrical domain with this kind of boundary measure). To our knowledge, the results on the

well-posedness of this generalized Myers boundary condition (and in addition, in the presence of
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a d-upper regular boundary measure) and the optimal shape distribution of the liners have never

been addressed before. However, the theoretical and numerical parametric shape optimization

with different application goals is generally a very common subject as presented in [1, 2, 4, 17, 18,

25,30] and their references. For the geometrical shape optimization (i.e. for the optimization of the

boundary shape itself) for models with Robin-type conditions, we mainly refer to [12,13,19,21,26]

One of the well-known boundary conditions to model the sound interaction with the liner in

the presence of uniform flow is the Ingard–Myers boundary condition [22,29,32], modeling the in-

teraction of the acoustic wave with the lined wall. The Ingard-Myers boundary condition has been

studied extensively primarily due to its significant industrial applications, particularly in minimiz-

ing acoustic noise in jet engines [27, 31]. For instance, aircraft engines employ acoustic liners on

the inner walls of the engine nacelle to reduce engine noise. These liners utilize the Helmholtz

resonance principle to dissipate incoming acoustic energy [24]. However, several papers which

describe its failures to accurately predict the liner’s behavior have been published since the early

2000s. For example, theoretical evidence by Brambley [11] and experimental evidence by Renou and

Aurégan [32], showing discrepancies between downstream and upstreamwave numbers, as well as

significant differences betweenmeasured and predicted scatteringmatrices using theMyers-Ingard

condition, further demonstrate its inadequacy for ducts with uniform flow assumptions. Particu-

larly, viscous and turbulent effects near the wall can affect this boundary condition, especially at

very low frequencies [3]. Other works have shown its instability and problem with convergence

in the time domain [9, 10]. A modified equation, which we called here by the generalized My-

ers condition, is introduced by Y. Renou and Y. Aurégan in [32] with an additional parameter βv ,
which models the transfer of momentum into the lined wall induced by molecular and turbulent

viscosities (see (9)). In contrast to [25], the fluid motion follows the tangential direction to the

boundary, which is not a favored direction for the absorption situation compared with the normal

incidence case, following the famous Bardos-Lebeau-Rauch geometrical rays approach [5, 6]. The

model with βv = 0 corresponds exactly to the Ingard-Myers condition and was previously con-

sidered in 2D case [23]. We partially use it here for the well-posedness of the generalized model.

The well-posedness of plane models involving the convected Helmholtz equation with different

boundary conditions of the first order is also well-known [7, 15, 16].

The work with a class of d-upper regular boundary requires proper frameworks such as defi-

nitions of the trace operator and Green’s formula [20, 25, 26, 33], presented in Section 3 in order to

establish the variational formulation, obtained in details in Appendix A.

We note that the second-order boundary condition using the external parameter βv introduces
more difficulty. More experiments are needed to provide benchmark data on this βv factor [32], not
yet well known experimentally. By our well-posedness result in Theorem 2, we provide benchmark

values for the parameter βv for different behaviors of the liner’s physical properties (impedance)

in a specific case. In Appendix B, we consider the limit behavior of admissible values of βv for

well-posedness in the case where the imaginary part of the liner’s admittance dominates its real

part.

Once the weak well-posedness of the convected Helmholtz equation with a generalized version

of Ingard-Myers boundary condition is established we address the parametric shape optimization

problem and prove our main result of the existence of at least one optimal distribution of liners

with a small total volume, realizing the infimum of the acoustical energy on any bounded segment

of wavenumbers thanks to a relaxation method and the result on the energy continuity.

The outline of this paper is as follows. Section 2 introduces the physical model described by the

convected Helmholtz equation with the generalized Myers boundary condition. In Section 3, we

introduce the functional framework allowing us to consider d-upper regular boundary measures

and the main hypothesis for the well-posedness of the model. Section 4 is dedicated to prove the

existence and unicity of the weak solution (the details on the variational formulation are given

in Appendix A), while also providing a characterization of the values of the parameter βv that en-
sures well-posedness (this part is completed in Appendix A). Finally, in Section 5, we deal with

the parametric shape optimization approach to demonstrate the existence of an optimal liner dis-

tribution of a small fixed quantity, minimizing the acoustic energy on all wavenumber bounded

intervals.
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2 Model with generalized Myers boundary conditions
To model the wave propagation in the reactor, we define the cylindrical domain Ω ⊆ R3

in our

study to be the following: if B(h,R) denotes the open ball in R2
of center h ∈ R2

and radius

R > 0, then
Ω := (0, L)× B(0R2 , R), (1)

where L,R ∈ (0,+∞) are arbitrary, and represent respectively the length and radius of the do-

main.

We then define the different parts of the boundary of Ω (see Fig. 1)

Γin := {0} × B(0R2 , R), Γout := {L} × B(0R2 , R), Γ := [0, L]× ∂B(0R2 , R). (2)

Figure 1: Cylinder modeling the reactor: The boundary parts Γin and Γout represent respectively
the zones of air inlet and outlet in the reactor. The boundary part Γ represents the wall where the

liner is located.

The boundary parts Γin and Γout represent respectively the zones of air inlet and outlet in the

reactor. The boundary part Γ represents the wall where the liner is located. In the presence of

a uniform flow along the principal axis x of the cylinder, the perturbed pressure p of an acoustic

wave around a constant state in the harmonic regime is supposed to satisfy the following convected

Helmholtz equation:

∆p+ k20

(
1− iM0

k0
∂x

)2

p = 0, (x, y, z) ∈ Ω. (3)

Here∆ = ∂2x + ∂2y + ∂2z is the usual Laplacian,M0 is the Mach number, k0 is the wave number of

the acoustical wave. Eq. (3) is the harmonic regime linear approximation of the Euler system for

an adiabatic and incompressible fluid flow in the presence of a constant uniform flow along x-axis.
In what follows we use the notation

D = k0

(
1− iM0

k0
∂x

)
, (4)

to rewrite the convected Helmholtz equation in the form

∆p+D2p = 0, (x, y, z) ∈ Ω. (5)

The inflow condition on Γin reads by

p|Γin
= g (6)

for some source g modeling the incoming reactor noise, and the outflow condition on Γout is given
by the usual absorbing impedance condition

∂p

∂n
+ ikp

∣∣∣∣
Γout

= 0, (7)
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where k =
ω

u0
is the wave number for the fluid with u0 > 0 the constant velocity of the fluid along

x-axis. The boundary condition modeling the interaction with the liner on Γ is given [32, Eq. (24)]

by the following generalized Myers condition:

∂p

∂n
=

Υ

iω

(
iω + (1− βv)u0

∂

∂x

)(
iω + u0

∂

∂x

)
p, (8)

where Υ =
Z0

c0Z
, c0 is the sound speed in the fluid, Z0 > 0 is the fluid impedance and Z is the

impedance of the liner, supposed here to be a known complex-valued function of the frequency ω
with a strictly positive real part. In Eq. (8), βv is a complex number with modulus strictly less than 1
that models the transfer of momentum to the wall with the liner caused by kinematic and turbulent

viscosities. With βv = 0, we recover the Ingard-Myers condition. The presence of this complex

coefficient experimentally improves the mathematical model [32]. We notice that the boundary

condition (8), as the convected Helmholtz equation, mainly depends on the moving properties of

the fluid along the x-axis, which is one of the tangential directions to the boundary. However, the

relevant values of βv are not yet estimated experimentally [32] and we give them in Theorem 2.

With our notation (4), the boundary condition (8) on Γ becomes:

∂p

∂n
+ iY

Z0

k0
D(D + iM0βv∂x)p = 0 on Γ (9)

which is, as mentioned previously, the usual Ingard-Myers condition when βv = 0. Here we

denote by Y =
1

Z
the complex-valued admittance of the liner with the real part ℜe(Y ) > 0

strictly positive. As Z , the admittance Y also can take different values depending only on w.
We notice the following decomposition of the second order operator in (9):

D(D + iM0βv∂x) = D2
1 −K2

(10)

by defining the notations

D1 := α
(k0
2

2− βv
1− βv

− iM0∂x

)
; K := k0

βv
2α

(11)

with α2 = 1− βv and arg(α) ∈ [0, π). In fact, this decomposition will be useful for finding an ad-

equate Fredholm-type decomposition (described in subsection 4.1) to our variational formulation.

Let x ∈ Γ. To model the partial presence of liners on Γ, we define the distribution of the

liner on Γ by the characteristic function χ : Γ → {0, 1}, with χ(x) = 1 if the liner is at x, and
χ(x) = 0 otherwise. Therefore, instead of (9) modeling the presence of the liner on all shape of Γ,
we consider

∂p

∂n
+ iχY

Z0

k0
D(D + iM0βv∂x)p = 0 on Γ. (12)

If for x ∈ Γ χ(x) = 0, then condition (12) for this boundary point becomes the homogeneous

Neumann condition

∂p

∂n
= 0 and hence, this means the reflection in the liner absence.

In the next section we define the weak framework for the introduced model and precise in

which sense we understand the boundary conditions (6), (7) and (12). In what follows, we fix all

introduced previously physical constants

ω > 0, u0 > 0, c0 > 0, Z0 > 0, Z ∈ {z ∈ C | ℜe(z) > 0}, M0, k0 and k. (13)

3 Functional framework
AsΩ is the cylindrical domain defined previously, its boundary ∂Ω is Lipschitz, which is an example

of a 2-(Alfors regular) set [23]. The typical measure on Lipschitz boundaries of a domain of R3
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would be 2-dimensional Lebesgue or Hausdorff measure. Instead of it, we consider more general

boundary measures. For a real d ∈ (1, 3) we fix a d-upper regular positive Borel measure µ on the

boundary ∂Ω, that is a measure µ on R3
which satisfies:{

supp µ = ∂Ω,

∃A > 0,∀x ∈ ∂Ω,∀r ∈ (0, 1], µ(B(x, r)) ≤ Ard.
(14)

Condition (14) implies that the Hausdorff dimension of ∂Ωmust be bigger or equal to d. Therefore,
for our cylindrical case, we consider only d ∈ (1, 2]. Let us recall that a particular example of a

d-upper regular Borel measure is a d-measure (or d-dimensional measure) satisfying in addition

the lower regularity property with the same d: there exist A and B > 0 such that

∀x ∈ ∂Ω,∀r ∈ (0, 1], Brd ≤ µ(B(x, r)) ≤ Ard.

Example of a 2-upper regular measure µ with suppµ = ∂Ω is the sum of the 2-dimensional Haus-

dorff measure of ∂Ω and a d-dimensional measure with d ∈ (1, 2) with a support included in ∂Ω.
The resulting sum is thus a 2-upper regular measure thanks to the following proposition.

Proposition 1. Let F be a Borel set of Rn, µ be a measure on Rn with supp µ = F , and d1 < d2 ∈
(n− 2, n). If µ is a d2-upper regular measure for F , then it is a d1-upper regular measure.

Proof. Supposeµ is a d2-upper regular measure forF , and letA > 0 be the constant from (14) given

by d2-upper regularity. Then, for any x ∈ F and r ∈ (0, 1], we have µ(B(x, r)) ≤ Ard2 ≤ Ard1 ,

since

rd2

rd1
= rd2−d1 ∈ (0, 1] because d2 − d1 > 0.

As shown below in Fig. 2, one could consider for example a sequence of C∞
domains with

boundaries equippedwith the usual 2-dimensional Hausdorffmeasure, converging to our domainΩ
whose boundary is equipped with a measure different from the 2-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

This measure would here be the sum of the 2-dimensional Lebesgue measure and a d-dimensional

measure, with d = 1 +
log(2)

log(3)
∈ (1, 2), with support being the revolution of a scaled Cantor set

along the x axis. The resulting sum is thus a d-upper regular measure thanks to Proposition 1.

Figure 2: An example sequence of Lipschitz 2D boundaries (Ωn)n∈N converging to the cylinder Ω
not equipped with 2-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

Equipped with a fixed d-upper regular Borel measure µ on the boundary for d ∈ (1, 2] with
suppµ = ∂Ω, we define the space L2(∂Ω, µ) as the space of measurable functions on ∂Ω such

that ∥h∥L2(∂Ω,µ) =
√∫

∂Ω
|h|2dµ is finite.

Remark 1. This pair (Ω, µ) is thus a particular example of a Sobolev admissible domain, defined [20,
25] as a bounded domain (open and connected set) Ω ⊂ Rn, (here n = 3), which are
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(a) H1-extension domains (the cylindrical domain is a Lipschitz domain and thus it isH1-extension
domain);

(b) its boundary ∂Ω is the support of finite positive Borel d-upper regular measure for a fixed real
number d ∈ (n− 2, n).

Then we suppose that

µ(Γout ∩ Γ) = µ(Γin ∩ Γ) = µ(Γin ∩ Γout) = 0, (15)

and Γout, Γin and Γ are closed subsets of ∂Ω. As Γ is composed of a liner and reflexive parts

(see (12)), to avoid degenerate cases, we suppose that each part of Γ, with a liner or without, has

positive capacity with respect to the space H1(R3) (see for instance [28, Section 7.2]) and has a

strictly positive value of the measure µ. Up to a zero µ-measure set, the part of Γ filled with the

liner/porous material can be considered as its compact subset.

The assumptions that Γout, Γin and Γ and its liner part are closed in the induced topology

on ∂Ω ensure that the linear trace operators TrΓout
: H1(Ω) → L2(Γout, µ), TrΓin

: H1(Ω) →
L2(Γin, µ) and TrΓ : H1(Ω) → L2(Γ, µ) are compact (for their definitions see [19–21] initially

adopted from [8, Corollaries 7.3 and 7.4] and based on the restriction of quasi-continuous repre-

sentatives of H1(R3)-elements.

The basic properties of the trace operator are presented in [20, Corollary 5.2] and detailed

in [14]. As we work in the particular case of a bounded Sobolev admissible domain, then we also

have the following compactness result:

Theorem 1. Let Ω ⊂ R3 be the bounded cylindrical domain defined in (1) and µ be a fixed d-upper
regular positive Borel measure with suppµ = ∂Ω and d ∈ (1, 2]. Then the image of the trace operator
B(∂Ω) := Tr∂Ω(H

1(Ω)) endowed with the norm

∥h∥B(∂Ω) := min{∥v∥H1(Ω) | h = Tr∂Ω v}, (16)

is a Hilbert space, dense and compact in L2(∂Ω, µ).

Let us notice that the definition of the image of the trace does not depend on the choice of the

boundary measure. In particular, for the cylindrical domain Ω the norm ∥ · ∥B(∂Ω) is equivalent

to the norm ∥ · ∥
H

1
2 (∂Ω)

. The measure dependence comes in the L2
-boundary framework. In

particular, it is also important in the usual Gelfand triple B(∂Ω) ⊂ L2(∂Ω, µ) ⊂ B′(∂Ω), where
by B′(∂Ω) is denoted the topological dual space of B(∂Ω). This construction allows us to define

the normal derivative in the general sense:

Definition 1. For all u ∈ H1(Ω) with ∆u ∈ L2(Ω), the bounded linear functional
∂u

∂n
∈ B′(∂Ω)

is called the normal derivative of u on ∂Ω if it is defined for all v ∈ H1(Ω) by〈
∂u

∂n
,Tr∂Ω v

〉
(B′(∂Ω),B(∂Ω))

:=

∫
Ω

(∆u)v dx+

∫
Ω

∇u · ∇v dx. (17)

This is the generalized Green formula. Similarly, for all u ∈ H1(Ω) we define a bounded linear
functional u · nx ∈ B′(∂Ω) for all v ∈ H1(Ω) by

⟨u · nx,Tr∂Ω v⟩(B′(∂Ω),B(∂Ω)) :=

∫
Ω

∂xuv dx+

∫
Ω

u∂xv dx. (18)

Remark 2. If the normal derivative is more regular as just B′(∂Ω), but belongs to L2(∂Ω, µ), for

instance, by the impedance boundary condition on Γout,
∂p

∂n
= −ikTrΓout

p ∈ L2(Γout, µ), then we
have 〈

∂u

∂n
,Tr∂Ω v

〉
(B′(∂Ω),B(∂Ω))

=

∫
∂Ω

∂u

∂n
Tr∂Ω v̄dµ.
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Similarly, if the functional u ·nx is more regular as just B′(∂Ω), but belongs to L2(∂Ω, µ), and if
∂Ω is Lipschitz, then nx ∈ L∞(∂Ω, µ) can also be interpreted as the normal vector component along
the x axis, and we have

⟨u · nx,Tr∂Ω v⟩(B′(∂Ω),B(∂Ω)) =

∫
∂Ω

Tr∂Ω uTr∂Ω v̄ · nx dµ.

4 Well-posedness of the model
In this section, we prove the weak well-posedness of the introduced model, using the Fredholm

alternative and updating the usual methodology [16,23,25]. Instead of non-homogeneous Dirichlet

boundary conditions, we consider, after the standard removal method, the following problem with

the non-homogeneous source terms f ∈ L2(Ω) and η ∈ L2(Γ, µ):

∆p+D2p = f ∈ L2(Ω),
∂p

∂n
+ iY

Z0

k0
χTrΓ

[
D(D + iM0βv∂x)p

]
= η,

TrΓin
p = 0,

∂p

∂n
+ ikTrΓout p = 0.

(19)

Here, χ ∈ L∞(Γ, µ) be a nonnegative and bounded Borel function on Γ which is positive with a

positive minimum on a subset positive µ-measure. we define the sesquilinear form:

⟨·, ·⟩χ :

(L2(Γ, µ))2 −→ C

(g, g′) 7−→
∫
Γ

χgg′dµ
(20)

as well as the space

V (Ω) = {q ∈ H1(Ω) | TrΓin
q = 0, D1q ∈ H1(Ω)}, (21)

endowed with the norm

∥p∥2V (Ω) = ∥∇p∥2(L2(Ω))3 + ∥TrΓ(D1p)∥2χ. (22)

Here D1 is the differential operator defined in (11). When deemed appropriate (for example when

dealing with multiple distributions χ), we write the previous norm as ∥ · ∥V (Ω),χ to point out the

dependence in χ.
Additionally, we show that V (Ω) is a Hilbert space by proving that it is the space of weak

solutions of the following boundary-value problem:

(Ph,φ,ψ) :



∂2xq = h ∈ L2(Ω),

∂xq · nx − iY
Z0

k0
K2χTrΓ q = φ ∈ L2(Γ, µ),

TrΓin q = 0,
∂q

∂n
+ ikTrΓout

q = ψ ∈ L2(Γout, µ).

Theweak solutions of (4) satisfy the variational formulation onH1
Γin

(Ω) = {v ∈ H1(Ω)| TrΓin
v =

0}, denoted by (FVh,φ,ψ):

∀v ∈ H1
Γin

(Ω), (∂xq, ∂xv)L2(Ω) + iY
Z0

k0
K2⟨TrΓ q,TrΓ v⟩χ − ik(TrΓout q,TrΓout v)L2(Γout,µ)

= −(h, v)L2(Ω) + (φ,TrΓ v)L2(Γ,µ) + (ψ,TrΓout v)L2(Γout,µ),

7



which is well-posed for any triple (h, φ, ψ) ∈ L2(Ω)× L2(Γ, µ)× L2(Γout, µ). This ensures

V (Ω) =
{
q ∈ H1(Ω) | D1q ∈ H1(Ω),TrΓin q = 0,

∃(h, φ, ψ) ∈ L2(Ω)× L2(Γ, µ)× L2(Γout, µ), q verifies (FVh,φ,ψ)
} (23)

is a closed subset of H1(Ω), thus a Hilbert space.

Proposition 2 (Variational Formulation). The variational formulation associated with (19) is given
by

∀q ∈ V (Ω), A(p, q) = ℓ(q); (24)

where the forms A : V (Ω)2 → C and ℓ : V (Ω) → C are defined by:

∀q ∈ V (Ω), ℓ(q) = (η,TrΓ q)L2(Γ,µ) − (f, q)L2(Ω), (25)

and ∀p, q ∈ V (Ω),

A(p, q) = (∇p,∇q)(L2(Ω))3 − (Dp,Dq)L2(Ω) + ik(TrΓout
p,TrΓout

q)L2(Γout,µ)

+ iY
Z0

k0

[
⟨TrΓ(D1p),TrΓ(D1q)⟩χ −K2⟨TrΓ p,TrΓ q⟩χ

]
.

(26)

The proof of this proposition is given for the reader convenience in Appendix A. During the

remainder of this section, we prove our first main result on the well-posedness of (24).

Theorem 2 (Weak well-posedness). Let Ω ⊂ R3 be the bounded cylindrical domain defined in (1)

and µ be a fixed boundary d-upper regular positive Borel measure for d ∈ (1, 2] and suppµ = ∂Ω.
Assume ∂Ω = Γin ∪ Γout ∪ Γ defined in (2) such that it holds (9). In particular, let Γ be non trivial
part of ∂Ω : µ(Γ) > 0, as well as the generalized Myers boundary condition on it: let χ ∈ L∞(Γ, µ)
be a nonnegative and bounded Borel function on Γ which is positive with a positive minimum on a
subset positive µ-measure. Assume in addition βv ∈ C such that |βv| < 1, which either equals βv = 0
or satisfies

ℜe(Y )ℜe(K2)−ℑm(Y )ℑm(K2) < 0, (27)

with Y =
1

Z
the liner admittance, andK defined in (11) and when squared gives

K2 = k20
β2
v

4(1− βv)
.

Then for all f ∈ L2(Ω), η ∈ L2(Γ, µ), and fixed values of all physical constants from (13) there
exists a unique solution p ∈ V (Ω) of the variational formulation (24) of (19).

Moreover, the solution p ∈ V (Ω) continuously depends on the data: there exists a constant Ĉ > 0,
depending only on d, cd, R and L from (1), χ, βv and other physical constants from (13), such that

∥p∥V (Ω),χ ≤ Ĉ(∥f∥L2(Ω) + ∥η∥L2(Γ,µ)). (28)

Remark 3. We denote by admissible zone Bv :

Bv = {βv ∈ C | |βv| < 1,ℜe(Y )ℜe(K2)−ℑm(Y )ℑm(K2) < 0}. (29)

Since this set only depends on the value of the ratio r :=
ℑm(Y )

ℜe(Y )
∈ R, this set will be referred to as

Bv,r when its dependence on r needs to be mentioned (see Figs 3, 4 and 5 with Appendix B).

The next two subsections are dedicated to the proof of this theorem.
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4.1 Fredholm Decomposition
We start by performing a Fredholm-type decomposition on (24). By “Fredholm-type decomposi-

tion" we understand here a decomposition of the following type:

A(p, q) = Θ(p, q) + ⟨K ′u, v⟩,

where Θ : (V (Ω))2 → C is a continuous coercive sesquilinear form and K ′ : V (Ω) → V (Ω) is
compact. If A admits such a decomposition, it can be transformed into

∀u, v ∈ V (Ω), A(u, v) = ⟨(cId−K ′)u, v⟩

with c ̸= 0, up to isomorphism and change of inner product.

In this aim we write

∀p, q ∈ V (Ω), A(p, q) = Θ(p, q) + ξ(p, q), (30)

where

Θ(p, q) = (∇p,∇q)(L2(Ω))3 −M2
0 (∂xp, ∂xq)L2(Ω) + iY

Z0

k0
⟨TrΓ(D1p),TrΓ(D1q)⟩χ, (31)

and

ξ(p, q) =− k20(p, q)L2(Ω) + iM0k0((∂xp, q)L2(Ω) − (p, ∂xq)L2(Ω))

+ ik(TrΓout
p,TrΓout

q)L2(Γout,µ) − iY
Z0

k0
K2⟨TrΓ p,TrΓ q⟩χ.

(32)

Forms Θ and ξ are clearly sesquilinear and continuous on V (Ω). Therefore, we apply the Riesz

representation theorem to obtain:

∀q, h ∈ V (Ω), ξ(q, h) = (Ξq, h)V (Ω), (33)

where Ξ : V (Ω) → V (Ω) is a continuous linear operator.

Lemma 1. The linear operator Ξ : V (Ω) → V (Ω) defined by (33) is compact.

Proof. We consider a weakly convergent sequence qn ⇀ q in V (Ω). We directly have Ξqn ⇀ Ξq
in V (Ω) by continuity. Then, by the compactness of the trace operator, Tr∂Ω qn −→ Tr∂Ω q in

L2(∂Ω, µ), hence in particular in L2(Γout, µ) and L
2(Γ, µ) (Γ and Γout are compact parts of ∂Ω).

Finally, the canonical injection ι : V (Ω) → L2(Ω) is compact because V (Ω) is a closed subspace

of H1(Ω).
We deduce by composition of continuous operators with compact/continuous operators:

Ξqn −→ Ξq in L2(Ω) ; Tr∂Ω(Ξqn) −→ Tr∂Ω(Ξq) in L
2(∂Ω, µ) ; ∂xΞqn ⇀ ∂xΞq in L

2(Ω).

Then,

∥Ξqn∥2V (Ω) = −k20(qn,Ξqn)L2(Ω) + iM0k0((∂xqn,Ξqn)L2(Ω) − (qn, ∂xΞqn)L2(Ω))

+ ik(TrΓout
qn,TrΓout

(Ξqn))L2(Γout,µ) − iY
Z0

k0
K2⟨TrΓ qn,TrΓ(Ξqn)⟩χ;

and thus:

∥Ξqn∥2V (Ω) −→− k20(q,Ξq)L2(Ω) + iM0k0((∂xq,Ξq)L2(Ω) − (q, ∂xΞq)L2(Ω))

+ ik(TrΓout
q),TrΓout

(Ξq))L2(Γout,µ) − iY
Z0

k0
K2⟨TrΓ q,TrΓ(Ξq)⟩χ.

Therefore, ∥Ξqn∥2V (Ω) −→ ∥Ξq∥2V (Ω). The weak convergence in V (Ω) coupled with the conver-

gence in norm allows us to conclude that qn −→ q in V (Ω), thus proving that Ξ is compact.

9



Lemma 2. The sesquilinear form Θ : V (Ω)2 → C defined by (31) is coercive.

Proof. Let p ∈ V (Ω). We have:

Θ(p, p) = ∥∇p∥2(L2(Ω))3 −M2
0 ∥∂xp∥2L2(Ω) + iY

Z0

k0
∥TrΓ(D1p)∥2χ. (34)

We denote iY = −|Y |eiθ , where θ ≡ Arg(Y )− π

2
[2π]. We then define:

λ := ∥∇p∥2(L2(Ω))3 −M2
0 ∥∂xp∥2L2(Ω) ; β := |Y |Z0

k0
∥TrΓ(D1p)∥2χ. (35)

By writing Θ in the following form, inspired by [23]:

|Θ(p, p)|2 = |λ− eiθβ|2 = (λ− β)2 + 4λβ sin2
(
θ

2

)
≥ sin2

(
θ

2

)
(λ+ β)2, (36)

one can deduce that,

|Θ(p, p)| ≥
∣∣∣ sin(θ

2

) ∣∣∣min
(
1−M2

0 , |Y |Z0

k0

)∣∣∣∥p∥2V (Ω). (37)

Moreover, sin

(
θ

2

)
̸= 0 (otherwise Arg(Y ) ≡ π

2
[π] and ℜe(Y ) = 0). Thus Θ is coercive.

4.2 Injectivity
We prove the following "injectivity" statement in order to apply the first Fredholm Theorem:

Lemma 3. If βv ∈ Bv or βv = 0, then the sesquilinear form A defined in (24) verifies:

∀u ∈ V (Ω), (∀v ∈ V (Ω), A(u, v) = 0) =⇒ (u = 0).

Proof. Let p ∈ V (Ω) such that ∀q ∈ V (Ω), A(p, q) = 0. In particular, A(p, p) = 0. But,

A(p, p) = ∥∇p∥2L2(Ω) − ∥Dp∥2L2(Ω) + ik∥TrΓout p∥2L2(Γout,µ)

+ iY
Z0

k0
∥TrΓ(D1p)∥2χ − iY

Z0

k0
K2∥TrΓ p∥2χ.

Hence,

ℑm(A(p, p)) = k∥TrΓout p∥2L2(Γout,µ)
+ ℜe(Y )

Z0

k0
∥TrΓ(D1p)∥2χ

− Z0

k0

(
ℜe(Y )ℜe(K2)−ℑm(Y )ℑm(K2)

)
∥TrΓ p∥2χ.

(38)

By transforming the expression ofK2
:

K2 = k20
β2
v

4(1− βv)
= k20

β2
v(1− βv)

4|1− βv|2
= k20

β2
v − βv|βv|2

4|1− βv|2
.

Let βv = βR + iβI . Then,

K2 =
k20

4|1− βv|2
(
β2
R − β2

I − βR|βv|2 + iβI(2βR − |βv|2)
)
.

Thus,

ℜe(K2) =
k20

4|1− βv|2
(β2
R − β2

I − βR|βv|2) ; ℑm(K2) =
k20

4|1− βv|2
βI(2βR − |βv|2).

10



We will subsequently show that if all terms of ℑm(A(p, p)) are non-negative, then all terms that

appear in ℑm(A(p, p)) have to be null.

Recalling that ℜe(Y ) > 0 since Y =
1

Z
and ℜe(Z) > 0, we assume that βv verifies:

−Z0

k0
(ℜe(Y )ℜe(K2)−ℑm(Y )ℑm(K2))∥TrΓ p∥2χ ≥ 0.

To conclude that ∥TrΓ p∥χ = 0, we suppose that condition (27) is verified, i.e.:

ℜe(Y )ℜe(K2)−ℑm(Y )ℑm(K2) < 0.

Solving this equation numerically yields these graphs of the admissible values of βv in Figure 3 and

Figure 4, for different values of
ℑm(Y )

ℜe(Y )
. The admissible zone has a wing-like structure. We prove

Figure 3: Admissible zones (dark blue) for βv for different values of r =
ℑm(Y )

ℜe(Y )
: on the left for

r = 1 and r = −1 on the right.

Figure 4: Admissible zones (dark blue) for βv for greater values of r =
ℑm(Y )

ℜe(Y )
to compare to

Fig. 3: on the left for r = 50 and r = −50 on the right.

in Appendix B that when the ratio

ℑm(Y )

ℜe(Y )
goes to ±∞, the graph of the admissible zone Bv ,

converges to a specific geometry, that does not depend on the parameters, as shown in Figure 5.
In the following figure,

The graphs presented in Figure 5 provide admissible values for βv , when |ℑm(Y )| ≫ |ℜe(Y )|,
regardless of the specific values of the problem’s parameters.

11



Figure 5: Limit figures of Bv when ratio r diverges, on the left, to−∞, on the right, to+∞. D0 is

the disc centered at 0 = 0 + 0i of radius 1, and D1 the disc centered at 1 = 1 + 0i of radius 1.

If βv ∈ Bv , then from (38) we deduce ∥TrΓ p∥χ = 0 and ∥TrΓ(D1p)∥χ = 0. This implies that:

TrΓout p = 0; TrΓ(D1p)| suppχ = 0; TrΓ p| suppχ = 0. (39)

Thus TrΓ(∂xp)|suppχ = 0.
If βv = 0, then from (38) we obtain TrΓout p = 0 and TrΓ(D1p)| suppχ = 0. Regardless of

whether βv ∈ Bv or βv = 0, A(p, q) becomes:

A(p, q) = (∇p,∇q)(L2(Ω))3 − (Dp,Dq)L2(Ω) = 0.

Thus p is a solution of the differential equation:
∆p+D2p = 0 in Ω,
∂p

∂n
= 0 on Γ,

TrΓin
p = 0 on Γin,

TrΓout
p = 0 on Γout.

We define the extension:

w =

{
p on Ω,

0 on Ω∞ \ Ω,

for w ∈ {h ∈ H1(Ω∞),∆h ∈ L2(Ω∞)} where Ω∞ = {(x, y, z) ∈ R3, y2 + z2 < R2} is the

infinite cylinder extending Ω, and its boundary ∂Ω = Γ∞. Then, we write Ω∞ = R × D where

D = B(0R2 , R) is the open disk in R2
centered at (0, 0) with radius R.

Therefore, w satisfies the differential system:∆w +D2w = 0 on Ω∞,
∂w

∂n
= 0 on Γ∞.

Finally, the transverse Fourier transform of w is defined almost everywhere as:

∀(ξ, y, z) ∈ Ω∞, ŵ(ξ, y, z) =

∫
R
w(x, y, z)e−iξxdx.

Noticing that the transverse Fourier transform of the operator ∂x is −iξ, and that of the operator

D is D̂ = k0 −M0ξ, ŵ satisfies the following for all ξ ∈ R:
−∂

2ŵ

∂y2
− ∂2ŵ

∂z2
=

(
−ξ2 + (k0 −M0ξ)

2
)
ŵ on {ξ} ×D,

∂ŵ

∂n
= 0 on {ξ} × ∂D.
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However, the eigenvalue problem of the Laplacian on D (bounded domain) with λ ≥ 0 and Neu-

mann boundary conditions, −∆h = λ2h on D,
∂h

∂n
= 0 on ∂D,

has for unique solution h = 0 except for a countable number of values λ2 ≥ 0 (which are related

to the eigenvalues of the Neumann Laplacian). We thus gather all ξ ∈ R related to those values

into the countable set A ⊂ R. Therefore,

{(ξ, y, z) ∈ Ω∞, ŵ(ξ, y, z) ̸= 0} ⊆ (A ×D) ∪ {(ξ, y, z) ∈ A c ×D, ŵ(ξ, y, z) ̸= 0} .

Consequently,

λ(3)({(ξ, y, z) ∈ Ω∞, ŵ(ξ, y, z) ̸= 0})

≤ λ (A )︸ ︷︷ ︸
= 0

×λ(2)(D) +

∫
A c

λ(2)({(y, z) ∈ D, ŵ(ξ, y, z) ̸= 0})︸ ︷︷ ︸
= 0

dξ.

λ(3)({(ξ, y, z) ∈ Ω∞, ŵ(ξ, y, z) ̸= 0} = 0 and ŵ = 0 almost everywhere, thus in L2(Ω∞). Hence
p = 0, which completes the proof of injectivity for these values of βv .

4.3 Continuous dependence
Let us prove the continuous dependence (28) of the weak solution on the source terms f ∈ L2(Ω)
and η ∈ L2(Γ, µ).

Let us first remark, in accordance with the Fredholm-type decomposition already established,

the existence of an inner product [·, ·]V (Ω) equivalent to ⟨·, ·⟩V (Ω), c ̸= 0 and K ′ : V (Ω) → V (Ω)
compact such that

∀p, q ∈ V (Ω), A(p, q) = [(cId−K ′)p, q]V (Ω). (40)

Having proved from the previous subsection that cId−K ′
is bijective and continuous, it is therefore

a homeomorphism by the Banach-Schauder theorem, and we set T = (cId−K ′)−1 ∈ L(V ).
Denote byW : L2(Ω)⊕L2(Γ, µ) → V (Ω) the operator that associates (f, η) to the solution of

the variational formulation (24) of (19) for (f, η), and S : L2(Ω)⊕L2(Γ, µ) → V (Ω) the operator
given by the Riesz representation theorem such that

∀(f, η) ∈ L2(Ω)⊕L2(Γ, µ),∀q ∈ V (Ω), (η,TrΓ q)L2(Γ,µ)− (f, q)L2(Ω) = [S(f, η), q]V (Ω). (41)

It is easy to see that S is linear. For continuity, it suffices to notice that for (f, η) ∈ L2(Ω) ⊕
L2(Γ, µ), using Cauchy-Schwarz and Poincaré inequalities (CP denotes the Poincaré constant) as

well as continuity of TrΓ : V (Ω) → L2(Γ, µ):

[S(f, η), S(f, η)]V (Ω) = (η,TrΓ(S(f, η)))L2(Γ,µ) − (f, S(f, η))L2(Ω)

≤ (CP + ∥TrΓ ∥L(V (Ω),L2(Γ,µ)))(∥f∥L2(Ω) + ∥η∥L2(Γ,µ))∥S(f, η)∥V (Ω).

Thus S is continuous by equivalence of inner products.

From the variational formulation (24), alongwith (40) and (41), we deduce that (f, η) ∈ L2(Ω)⊕
L2(Γ, µ) verifies

(cId−K ′)W (f, η) = S(f, η).

ThusW = TS, and setting Ĉ = ∥T∥L(V (Ω))∥S∥L(L2(Ω)⊕L2(Γ,µ),V (Ω)) > 0, a constant depending
only on d, cd,R andL from (1),χ, βv and other physical constants from (13), we obtain the promised

result:

∀(f, η) ∈ L2(Ω)⊕ L2(Γ, µ), ∥W (f, η)∥V (Ω) ≤ Ĉ(∥f∥L2(Ω) + ∥η∥L2(Γ,µ)). (42)
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5 Parametric shape optimization of liner distribution
As the direct problem (19) is weakly well-posed, we consider the optimal control problem of mini-

mization of its energy in the framework of the parametric shape optimization on the boundary Γ.
Let χ ∈ L∞(Γ, µ) be the characteristic function of the distribution of the liner on Γ:

∀x ∈ Γ, χ(x) =

{
1 if there is a liner in x,

0 if there is no liner in x,
(43)

having a fixed L1(Γ, µ)-norm, consisting in the volume fraction of the liner on Γ:

0 < γ := ∥χ∥L1(Γ,µ) =

∫
Γ

χdµ < µ(Γ). (44)

We exclude two limit cases γ = 0 and γ = µ(Γ) and fix a value γ ∈ (0, µ(Γ)). Therefore, we define
the class of admissible liner distributions:

Uad(γ) :=

{
χ ∈ L∞(Γ, µ)

∣∣∣∣µ-a.e x ∈ Γ, χ(x) ∈ {0, 1}, 0 < γ =

∫
Γ

χdµ < µ(Γ)

}
. (45)

Let us now consider the total acoustical energy of problem (19) which we want to minimize on

Uad(γ), first for a fixed wave number k0 > 0 and then for all bounded wavenumber integral I ⊂
R+

. We emphasize that different wave numbers k0 and liner distributions χ generally correspond

to different solutions p of (19) and vary the energy. As in [25], we define the following general

energy functional J(k0, χ) : I × Uad(γ) → R by

J(k0, χ) = a

∫
Ω

|u(k0, χ)|2dx+ b

∫
Ω

|∇u(k0, χ)|2dx+ d

∫
Γ

|Tru(k0, χ)|2dµ (46)

with positive constants a ≥ 0, b ≥ 0 and d ≥ 0, a2 + b2 > 0. If a ≥ 0, and b with d are strictly

positive, the expression of J defines an equivalent norm onH1(Ω), and hence, on V (Ω). Therefore,
our final aim is to minimize the “total” energy on Uad(γ):

Ĵ(χ) :=

∫
I

J(k0, χ)dk0, min
χ∈Uad(γ)

Ĵ(χ). (47)

Thus, we formulate two optimization problems:

Definition 2. (Parametric optimization problems) In the assumptions of Theorem 2 for a fixed
γ ∈ (0, µ(Γ)), and the source of the noise f

1. for a fixed wavenumber k0 > 0, to find χopt ∈ Uad(γ) for which there exists the (unique)
solution u(k0, χopt) ∈ V (Ω) of the convected Helmholtz problem with the generalized Myers
boundary condition (19) considered with χ = χopt, such that

J(k0, χopt) = min
χ∈Uad(γ)

J(k0, χ).

2. for a bounded range of wavenumbers I , to find χopt ∈ Uad(γ) for which there exists for all
k0 ∈ I the (unique) solution u(k0, χopt) ∈ V (Ω) of problem (19) considered with χ = χopt,
such that

Ĵ(χopt) = min
χ∈Uad(γ)

∫
I

J(k0, χ)dk0.

5.1 Relaxation method
By its definition, as it was also mentioned in [25, Sec. 3], the set of the admissible shapes Uad(β)
is not closed for the weak

∗
convergence of L∞(Γ, µ) [18]: if a sequence of characteristic func-

tions (χn)n∈N converges weakly
∗
in L∞(Γ, µ) to a function h ∈ L∞(Γ, µ), it does not follows
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that the weak
∗
limit function h is a characteristic function, i.e. takes only two values 0 and 1.

Hence, Uad(γ) is not weakly
∗
compact. To address this issue, we follow the standard relaxation

approach [18, p.277], consisting in introducing the (convex) closure ofUad(γ) in the weakly
∗
topol-

ogy of L∞(Γ, µ):

U∗
ad(γ) :=

{
χ ∈ L∞(Γ, µ)

∣∣∣∣ 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1 µ-a.e, 0 < γ =

∫
Γ

χdµ < µ(Γ)

}
. (48)

Let us for simplicity normalize the values of µ on Γ and suppose in what follows that µ(Γ) = 1.
This makes of γ the percentage rate of the liner on Γ, 0 < γ < 1. We notice that ∥χ∥L∞(Γ,µ) = 1
for all χ ∈ Uad(γ), while for all χ ∈ U∗

ad(γ) it holds

0 < γ ≤ ∥χ∥L∞(Γ,µ) ≤ 1. (49)

By [25, Theorem 3.2] and [18, Proposition 7.2.14], U∗
ad(γ) is the weak

∗
closed convex hull ofUad(γ)

and Uad(γ) is exactly the set of extreme points of the convex set U∗
ad(γ).

We denote by J∗
the natural extension of J on the relaxed space U∗

ad(γ):

∀χ ∈ U∗
ad(γ), J∗(k0, χ) = a

∫
Ω

|u(k0, χ)|2dx+ b

∫
Ω

|∇u(k0, χ)|2dx

+ d

∫
Γ

|Tru(k0, χ)|2dµ,
(50)

which in addition satisfies J∗(k0, χ)|Uad(γ) = J(k0, χ). Here, u(k0, χ) is the weak solution of

system (19) found for a chosen (k0, χ). We also denote

∀χ ∈ U∗
ad(γ) Ĵ∗(χ) =

∫
I

J∗(k0, χ)dk0, (51)

satisfying Ĵ∗(χ)|Uad(γ) = Ĵ(χ).
To solve the parametric optimization problem on U∗

ad(γ) we need to ensure that the constant

Ĉ in estimate (28) does not depend on χ, when χ ∈ U∗
ad(γ). As µ(Γin) > 0, then it follows, as

explained in [25], from the upper uniform boundedness of theL∞
norm of allχ onU∗

ad(γ) (see (49))
and the equivalence of norms with uniform on χ constants: for all χ ∈ U∗

ad(γ) there exist C0 > 0
independent on χ ∈ U∗

ad(γ) such that

∀v ∈ V (Ω) ∥v∥H1
0 (Ω) ≤ ∥v∥V (Ω),χ ≤ C0∥v∥H1

0 (Ω). (52)

To prove it, we use the continuity of the trace operator TrΓ ∈ L(V (Ω), L2(Γ, µ)) and the differen-
tial operator D1 ∈ L(H1(Ω), L2(Ω)) (see (11) for definition), and the Poincaré inequality on the

cylindrical domain Ω to obtain

C0 = 1 + C(k0, βv,M0)C(∥TrΓ∥L(V (Ω),L2(Γ,µ)), ∥D1∥L(H1(Ω),L2(Ω)))CP (Ω, µ),

independent on χ. Here, by CP is denoted the Poincaré constant.

Lemma 4. Let γ ∈]0, 1[ (for µ(Γ) = 1) be fixed and all assumptions of Theorem 2 hold. Then for
all χ ∈ U∗

ad(γ), there exists a constant Ĉ∗ > 0, depending only on k0, βv , M0 and on CP (the
Poincaré uniform constant depending only on L, R (see (1)), d and A (see (14))), but not on χ, such
that estimate (28) holds for the corresponding weak solution of (19).

Therefore, the minimization problem becomes:

J∗(k0, χ
∗) = min

χ∈U∗
ad(γ)

J∗(k0, χ) and Ĵ
∗(χ∗) = min

χ∈U∗
ad(γ)

Ĵ∗(χ). (53)

First we show the weak
∗
continuous dependence of the solution and the energy on the liner dis-

tribution χ for a fixed wavenumber k0 > 0. As k0 is fixed, we simplify the notations by omitting

k0 and instead of p(f0, χ) and J
∗(f0, χ) are denoted by p(χ) and J∗(χ, u(χ)) respectively.
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Proposition 3 (Continuity on χ). Let χ ∈ U∗
ad(γ) for a fixed γ ∈ (0, 1), the assumptions of Theo-

rem 2 hold and p(χ) ∈ V (Ω) be the weak solution of the variational formulation (24).

(i) The mapping χ 7−→ p(χ) is a continuous and compact operator from U∗
ad(γ) to V (Ω),

(ii) The functional J∗ is continuous on U∗
ad(γ) endowed with the weak∗ topology.

Proof. Let us prove point (i), then point (ii) will follow immediately. Let χm be a sequence that

converges weakly
∗
to χ in L∞(Γ, µ), with χ ≥ 0 and for all m ∈ N, χm ≥ 0. Let pm be the

solution of (19) for χm and p for χ. Then vm = pm − p is a solution of:

(PH,m) :



∆vm +D2vm = 0 ∈ L2(Ω),
∂vm
∂n

+ iY
Z0

k0
χTrΓ

[
D(D + iM0βv∂x)vm

]
= ηm,

TrΓin
vm = 0,

∂vm
∂n

+ ikTrΓout
vm = 0.

where ηm = −ik0Y Z0(χm − χ) TrΓ

[
D(D + iM0βv∂x)pm

]
.

This problem is well-posed according to Theorem 2. Since d, cd, R and L from (1), χ, βv and

other physical constants from (13) do not depend onm, we have the existence of an uniform onm
constant C > 0 such that

∀m ∈ N, ∥vm∥V (Ω),χ ≤ C∥ηm∥L2(Γ,µ).

Furthermore, without loss of generality (otherwise switch to the equivalent inner product), we

have in accordance with (40) that

∀p, q ∈ V (Ω), ⟨(cId−K ′)p, q⟩V (Ω),χ = A(p, q); (54)

where c ∈ C \ {0} is a constant andK ′ : V (Ω) → V (Ω) a compact operator. Consequently,

∀q ∈ V (Ω), ∀m ∈ N, ⟨(cId−K ′)vm, q⟩V (Ω),χ = A(vm, q) = −(ηm,TrΓ q)L2(Γ,µ). (55)

Firstly, since χm
∗
⇀ χ in L∞(Γ, µ), the sequence (χm)m∈N is bounded in L∞(Γ, µ) and thus

the same is true for (χ − χm)m∈N. Moreover, p is the weak solution of (PH ) associated with the

function χ, thus it belongs to V (Ω) and its trace on Γ is well defined and naturally belongs to

L2(Γ, µ). Furthermore, the norm of the trace of p on Γ does not depend onm.

Thus, (vm)m∈N is bounded in V (Ω), which is a Hilbert space. Therefore, there exists a subse-

quence that converges weakly:

∃(mj)j∈N ⊂ N increasing s.t. vmj
⇀ v in V (Ω) with v ∈ V (Ω).

We will now show that v = 0. According to (55):

∀q ∈ V (Ω), ∀j ∈ N, ⟨(cId−K ′)vmj , q⟩V (Ω),χ = −(ηmj ,TrΓ q)L2(Γ,µ).

Taking the limit,

∀q ∈ V (Ω), ⟨(cId−K ′)v, q⟩V (Ω),χ = 0,

by the uniqueness of the weak limit, and because ηmj
⇀ 0. Since the operator cId−K ′

is bijective

according to Fredholm’s theorem, and taking q = (cId−K ′)v, we conclude that v = 0.
Thus, we have shown that 0 is the only weak accumulation point of the sequence (vm). There-

fore, vm ⇀ 0. Next, using (55) once again with p = q = vm, it follows that A(vm, vm) −→ 0.
Indeed, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality allows us to bound this term:

|(ηm,TrΓ vm)L2(Γ,µ)| ≤ ∥ηm∥L2(Γ,µ)∥TrΓ vm∥L2(Γ,µ)

16



and the result is immediate with the compactness of the operatorTrΓ : V (Ω) −→ L2(Γ, µ), which
gives us the strong convergence of the sequence (TrΓ vm)m. Finally,

⟨(cId−K ′)vm, vm⟩V (Ω),χ = A(vm, vm) −→ 0.

Therefore,

c∥vm∥2V (Ω),χ − ⟨K ′vm, vm⟩V (Ω),χ −→ 0.

Hence, since ⟨K ′vm, vm⟩V (Ω),χ −→ 0 due to the compactness of the operatorK ′
, we deduce that

∥vm∥2V (Ω),χ −→ 0.

Thus v −→ 0, hence the continuity of the mapping χ 7−→ p(χ).

5.2 Existence of an optimal liner distribution
From previous results, we deduce the following theorem.

Theorem 3 (Existence of a minimizer). Let Ω ⊂ R3 be the cylindrical domain defined in (1) and
all assumptions of Theorem 2 are satisfied for a fixed d-upper regular measure µ with d ∈ (1, 2],
µ(Γ) = 1, and βv ∈ Bv ∪ {0} with Bv defined by (29).

Then for fixed sources f ∈ L2(Ω), η ∈ L2(Γ, µ) and for a given liner distribution quantity
γ ∈]0, 1[, there exists (at least one) optimal distribution χopt ∈ U∗

ad(β) and the corresponding optimal
solution u(f0, χopt) ∈ V (Ω) of system (19), such that

J∗(k0, χ
opt) = min

χ∈U∗
ad(β)

J∗(k0, χ) = inf
χ∈Uad(β)

J(k0, χ), (56)

and there exists χ̂opt ∈ U∗
ad(β) such that on a fixed bounded plage of wavenumbers I ⊂ R+∗

Ĵ∗(χ̂opt) = min
χ∈U∗

ad(β)
Ĵ∗(χ) = inf

χ∈Uad(β)
Ĵ(χ). (57)

Proof. We consider minimizing sequences (χj)j∈N ⊂ U∗
ad(γ) and (χ̂j)j∈N ⊂ U∗

ad(γ) such that

J∗(k0, χj)
j→+∞−−−−→ inf

χ∈U∗
ad(γ)

J∗(k0, χ) and Ĵ
∗(χ̂j)

j→+∞−−−−→ inf
χ∈U∗

ad(γ)
Ĵ∗(χ) respectively. AsU∗

ad(γ)

is weakly
∗
compact (in L∞(Γ, µ)), there exist subsequences of the minimizing sequences weakly

∗

converging in U∗
ad(γ) to χ

opt, χ̂opt ∈ U∗
ad(γ) (and the corresponding solutions of the convected

Helmholtz systemwith the generalizedMyers boundary condition (19)) respectively. Let us still de-

note these minimizing subsequences by (χj)j∈N and (χ̂j)j∈N respectively. Thanks to the weakly
∗

continuity of J∗
and Ĵ∗

on U∗
ad(γ) (by the weakly

∗
continuity of p(·, χ) and the definitions of J∗

and Ĵ∗
),

J∗(k0, χ
opt) = lim

j→+∞
J∗(k0, χj) = inf

χ∈U∗
ad(γ)

J∗(k0χ)

and

Ĵ∗(χ̂opt) = lim
j→+∞

Ĵ∗(χ̂j) = inf
χ∈U∗

ad(γ)
Ĵ∗(χ).

In other words, χopt, χ̂opt ∈ U∗
ad(γ) realize the minima of J∗

and Ĵ∗
respectively on U∗

ad(γ) (by a

continuity on a compact). In addition,

min
χ∈U∗

ad(γ)
J∗(k0, χ) = inf

χ∈Uad(γ)
J(k0, χ)

as U∗
ad(γ) is the closure of Uad(γ) and J

∗
takes the same values as J on Uad(γ) (see [25, Theo-

rem 3.2]). In the same way, we conclude for Ĵ∗
.
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A Variational Formulation
The objective of this part of the Appendix is to prove the variational formulation Proposition 2:

Proposition 4. (Variational Formulation)
The variational formulation associated with (19) can be expressed as:

∀q ∈ V (Ω), A(p, q) = l(q); (58)

where we define the following forms:

∀q ∈ V (Ω), l(q) = (η,TrΓ q)L2(Γ,µ) − (f, q)L2(Ω),

and ∀p, q ∈ V (Ω),

A(p, q) = (∇p,∇q)(L2(Ω))3 − (Dp,Dq)L2(Ω) + ik(TrΓout p,TrΓout q)L2(Γout,µ)

+ iY
Z0

k0

[
⟨TrΓ(D1p),TrΓ(D1q)⟩χ −K2⟨TrΓ p,TrΓ q⟩χ

]
.

Proof. Let p ∈ H1(Ω) be a solution of (19) and let q ∈ V (Ω) defined in (21) be a test function.

Using Green’s formula we find∫
Ω

D2p q dλ = k20

∫
Ω

(1− 2i
M0

k0
∂x −

M2
0

k20
∂2x)p q dλ

= k20

[∫
Ω

pqdλ− i
M0

k0
⟨p · nx,Tr∂Ω q⟩B′(∂Ω),B(∂Ω) + i

M0

k0

∫
Ω

∂xq p dλ

− i
M0

k0

∫
Ω

∂xp q dλ+
M2

0

k20

∫
Ω

∂xp ∂xq dλ− M2
0

k20
⟨∂xp · nx,Tr∂Ω q⟩B′(∂Ω),B(∂Ω)

]
.

Considering the different parts of ∂Ω = Γ∪Γin∪Γout satisfying (15), we first recall thatTrΓin
q =

0. Furthermore, due to the geometry of our domain, as well as the regularity of the functions p
and ∂xp, the analysis conducted in Remark 2 can be applied. Finally, using that nx|Γ = 0 and

nx|Γout
= 1 µ-a.e., we obtain the following:

∫
Ω

D2p q dλ =

∫
Ω

DpDq dλ− ik0M0(TrΓout p,TrΓout q)L2(Γout,µ)

−M2
0 (TrΓout(∂xp),TrΓout q)L2(Γout,µ)

= (Dp,Dq)L2(Ω) + iM0(kM0 − k0)(TrΓout p,TrΓout q)L2(Γout,µ).

Since k0 =
w

c0
=

w

u0

u0
c0

= kM0, the equality simplifies to:

∫
Ω

D2p q dλ = (Dp,Dq)L2(Ω).

Similarly, due to the regularity of the normal derivative

∂p

∂n
on the different parts of ∂Ω, the analysis

conducted in Remark 2, coupled with the generalized Green formula, yields:∫
Ω

∆p q dλ = −
∫
Ω

∇p∇q dλ+

∫
∂Ω

∂p

∂n
Tr∂Ω q dµ.

Then, decomposing the integral over ∂Ω = Γout ∪ Γin ∪ Γ, and using the decomposition (10),(11):
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∫
∂Ω

∂p

∂n
Tr∂Ω q dµ = −ik(TrΓout

p,TrΓout
q)L2(Γout,µ) − iY

Z0

k0

∫
Γ

χTrΓ(D(D + iM0βv∂x)p) TrΓ q dµ

+ (η,TrΓ q)L2(Γ,µ)

= −ik(TrΓout p,TrΓout q)L2(Γout,µ) − iY
Z0

k0

∫
Γ

χTrΓ((D2
1 −K2)p) TrΓ q dµ

+ (η,TrΓ q)L2(Γ,µ).

Thus, by integration by parts on the term D2
1 :∫

∂Ω

∂p

∂n
Tr∂Ω q dµ = −ik(TrΓout

p,TrΓout
q)L2(Γout,µ)

− iY
Z0

k0

∫
Γ

χ(TrΓ(D1p) TrΓ(D1q)−K2 TrΓ pTrΓ q) dµ+ (η,TrΓ q)L2(Γ,µ).

Finally, using the ⟨·, ·⟩χ notation, we get the following:

∀q ∈ V (Ω), (∇p,∇q)(L2(Ω))3 − (Dp,Dq)L2(Ω) + ik(TrΓout p,TrΓout q)L2(Γout,µ)

+ iY
Z0

k0

[
⟨TrΓ(D1p),TrΓ(D1q)⟩χ −K2⟨TrΓ p,TrΓ q⟩χ

]
= (η,TrΓ q)L2(Γ,µ) − (f, q)L2(Ω),

which is the expected result.

B Limit Graphs of Bv

We shall first define the notion of convergence of sets used here. We say that a family of subsets of

X (Ar)r∈R (indexed by R) converges to A ⊆ X when r → δ ∈ R, where A is the set containing

the a ∈ X that follow the following property:

∃V ∈ Vδ,∀r ∈ V, a ∈ Ar.

HereVδ is the set of topological neighborhoods of δ ∈ R. This leads us to the following proposition:

Proposition 5. Let D0 = D(0, 1) and D1 = D(1, 1) be the open balls of radius 1 centered re-
spectively around the complex numbers 0 and 1. We define the open half-spaces ℑm>0 = {z ∈

C,ℑm(z) > 0} and ℑm<0 = {z ∈ C,ℑm(z) < 0}, and we write for simplicity r =
ℑm(Y )

ℜe(Y )
. We

recall that Bv,r = {β ∈ D0,ℜe(Y )ℜe(K2)−ℑm(Y )ℑm(K2) < 0}. Then the following holds:
(i) Bv,r

r→+∞−−−−−→ D0 ∩ [(ℑm>0 ∩D1) ∪ (ℑm<0 \D1)].

(ii) Bv,r
r→−∞−−−−−→ D0 ∩ [(ℑm>0 \D1) ∪ (ℑm<0 ∩D1)].

Proof. Let us prove (i), as the proof of (ii) is analogous. Let βv = x+ iy ∈ C be in the limit set of

Bv,r as r → +∞. Then x2 + y2 < 1 and there exists R > 0 such that for all r ≥ R, the following
condition is satisfied:

ℜe(Y )ℜe(K2)−ℑm(Y )ℑm(K2) < 0.

Recalling that ℜe(Y ) is always positive, we ensure that ℑm(Y ) > 0 no matter the value of r ≥ R
chosen, The condition is equivalent to

ℜe(K2) · 1
ℑm(Y )
ℜe(Y )

−ℑm(K2) < 0.

Thus taking

ℑm(Y )

ℜe(Y )
−→ +∞ we must have

ℑm(K2) ≥ 0.
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Let us recall that we have

ℜe(K2) =
k20

4|1− βv|2
(β2
R − β2

I − βR|βv|2) =
k20

4|1− βv|2
(x2 − y2 − x(x2 + y2))

and

ℑm(K2) =
k20

4|1− βv|2
βI(2βR − |βv|2) =

k20
4|1− βv|2

y(2x− x2 − y2).

Let us start by assuming ℑm(K2) > 0. This assumption leads to:

y(2x− x2 − y2) > 0

Rewriting 2x− x2 − y2 = 1−
(
(x− 1)2 + y2

)
, we have two cases:

• If βv ∈ ℑm>0, then (x− 1)2 + y2 < 1, meaning βv ∈ D(1, 1).

• If βv ∈ ℑm<0, then (x− 1)2 + y2 > 1, meaning βv /∈ D(1, 1).

Otherwise, we have ℑm(K2) = 0. Since βv ∈ Bv,R, this implies that ℜe(K2) < 0 and thus

x2 − y2 − x(x2 + y2) < 0.

If by absurd y = 0, then x2(1− x) < 0, which implies that x > 1. That is absurd, thus y ̸= 0 and

by the expression of ℑm(K2), we have that (x− 1)2 + y2 = 1, or βv ∈ ∂D(1, 1).
We have thus proven that βv ∈ D0 ∩ [(ℑm>0 ∩D1) ∪ (ℑm<0 \D1)].
Conversely, let βv ∈ D0 ∩ [(ℑm>0 ∩ D1) ∪ (ℑm<0 \ D1)]. Notice that we always have

ℑm(βv) ̸= 0. Let us check separately the following cases:

• If βv /∈ ∂D1, then βv ∈ (ℑm>0 ∩ D1) ∪ (ℑm<0 \ D1). Computing ℑm(K2) as done

previously, we get that ℑm(K2) > 0. Setting R = 2
ℜe(K2)

ℑm(K2)
, we get that ∀r ≥ R, βv ∈

Bv,r .

• Otherwise, βv ∈ ∂D1. It implies that ℜe(βv) > 0, as well as ℑm(K2) = 0 and ℜe(K2) =

− k20ℜe(βv)
2|1− βv|2

< 0. Setting R = 1, we get that ∀r ≥ R, βv ∈ Bv,r .

In any case, βv is in the limit set of Bv,r as r → +∞.
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