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ABSTRACT. Motivated by numerical modeling of ultrasound waves, we investigate con-
forming finite element approximations of quasilinear and possibly nonlocal equations of
Westervelt type. These wave equations involve either a strong dissipation or damping
of fractional-derivative type and we unify them into one class by introducing a mem-
ory kernel that satisfies non-restrictive regularity and positivity assumptions. As the
involved damping parameter is relatively small and can become negligible in certain
(inviscid) media, it is important to develop methods that remain stable as the said
parameter vanishes. To this end, the contributions of this work are twofold. First, we
determine sufficient conditions under which conforming finite element discretizations of
(non)local Westervelt equations can be made robust with respect to the dissipation pa-
rameter. Secondly, we establish the rate of convergence of the semi-discrete solutions in
the singular vanishing dissipation limit. The analysis hinges upon devising appropriate
energy functionals for the semi-discrete solutions that remain uniformly bounded with
respect to the damping parameter. Numerical experiments are provided to illustrate
the theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

At high frequencies or amplitudes, propagation of sound waves is described by quasi-
linear wave equations. In complex tissue-like media, additionally, nonlocal attenuation
effects become apparent. In practice, the involved dissipation parameter is relatively
small and becomes negligible in inviscid media. It is thus important to establish con-
ditions under which numerical simulation methods remain stable and accurate across
different attenuation scales. Simulation of such nonlinear and nonlocal models is espe-
cially relevant for advancing medical applications of ultrasound waves in imaging [41]
and treatment of solid tumors [27]. With this motivation in mind, we investigate finite
element discretizations of the following class of nonlinear wave equations:

(1.1) (a(uf)us); — EAUF — e x AuS = f,
that are robust with respect to the parameter ¢ < 1 , where
a(u®) =1+ ku®, keR,
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and * denotes the Laplace convolution in time. Originally derived by Westervelt in [43]
for inviscid media with ¢ = 0, in thermoviscous media it involves 8 = ¢y (the Dirac
delta distribution) and thus the strong damping —cAuf. The damping parameter is
then known as the sound diffusivity [29] as it contributes to the parabolic-like character
of the model. The vanishing limit is thus singular as there is a change from parabolic-like
to hyperbolic evolution. In complex media, 8 is weakly singular. It may be given by the
Abel fractional kernel:

1

(1.2) R= mt‘“ ac (0,1),
where I'(+) is the Gamma function. In that case the resulting dissipation term is —eADgu,
where Df' is the Caputo-Djrbashian derivative of order o. Mittag-LefHler-type kernels
are also of interest; we refer to [22] and Section |2| for details. We unify these different
cases of interest into one model in by imposing general non-restrictive regularity
and sign conditions on K; see Section

The goal of this work is twofold. First, we wish to determine sufficient conditions
for a uniform conforming finite element discretization of with respect to €. In other
words, we wish to arrive at stability and a priori error estimates for the corresponding
semi-discrete solution where the involved constant does not blow up as € — 0. Secondly,
we aim to establish whether the vanishing dissipation asymptotics is preserved on the
discrete level. These properties are visualized in the diagram in Figure (I, The present
work fits into the wider class of studies on asymptotic-preserving numerical methods;
see, e.g., [7, 12, [13], 19], and the references provided therein. Remarkably, such methods
permit discretizing the preturbed and limit problems with the same discretization param-
eters. We also note that the limiting small-parameter behavior of mathematical models
and their discretizations is of further interest for studying, for example, homogenization
methods. This field is quite rich; we point the readers to, e.g., the results of [10, [17]
and, in the context of linear wave equations in heterogeneous media, to [Il B8], and the
references contained therein.
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FIGURE 1. Asymptotic Preserving diagram: This work establishes the
connection between [Pj] and [P as i — 0, uniformly in ¢, as well as

between and as € — 0.

Main contributions. Our main results provide sufficient conditions under which the
following convergence rates hold:

(1.3) [u — ujllw2.e00,1:02(0)) + PRIV (U = uf) [lwieo 0,102 (0)) < Ch,
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with d/2 < r < p+ 1 and p being the polynomial degree of the finite element space, and

(1.4) [uf, — upll poo (0,7:2202)) + ke — el Lo (r20)) + IV (uf, — up) | Lo (22 ()
’ < Ck,

where the involved constants do not depend on h or . Estimate allows keeping the
discretization parameter h fixed across different scales of €. Estimate establishes the
error made when exchanging the damped and undamped approximations. The nonlocal
term in can also be understood as a numerical regularization of the undamped
problem. Such artificial diffusion (in particular, with & = dy) is commonly added to
reduce the effects of numerical dispersion in the simulation of quasilinear acoustic waves;
see, for example, [40]. Thus error bound also allows determining the error of this
numerical relaxation.

Related works and the present approach. To the best of our knowledge, this is the
first asymptotic study of nonlinear semi-discrete acoustic equations. In terms of related
works, we point out the non-uniform finite element analysis of the local Westervelt equa-
tion (with & = §p and € > 0). In this strongly damped setting, the Dirichlet boundary
value problem for the Westervelt equation is known to be globally well-posed with an
exponential decay of the energy of the system; see [20), 34].

In the undamped case (¢ = 0), smooth solutions are expected to exist only locally
in time; see [§] for a well-posedness analysis. Finite element analysis of the inviscid
Westervelt equation follows as a special case of the results in [9] [I6]. Uniform-in-¢ er-
ror estimates for a mixed finite element approximation of the local Westervelt equation
in the so-called potential form (that is, with 8 = Jp and a = 1 + kuf) is available in
[33]. Analysis of a time-discretization of with fractional-type damping has been
performed in [5].

The core of the analysis arguments of our approach lies in devising semi-discrete energy
functionals for which the approximate solution uj is uniformly bounded in . The uni-
form energy analysis is first carried out on a linearized problem with a = a(z,¢t) >a >0
and then transferred to a nonlinear one through a fixed-point argument in the spirit
of, e.g., [32 36, B7]. For this fixed-point argument to work, it is essential that a uni-
form bound is established on uj,, in a suitable norm. Compared to the non-uniform
finite-element analysis, the present approach leads to having to consider also the time-
differentiated problem and involve higher-order energy functionals; cf. [36]. Note that
the energy maneuvers are considerably restricted by (1) ensuring the non-degeneracy of
the leading factor 14 kuj > a > 0, and (2) the positivity properties one can expect from
the (in general, fractional-type) kernels. Thus there is a delicate interplay of nonlinearity,
nonlocality, and potential degeneracy of the problem to consider.

Organization of the paper. We organize the rest of the exposition as follows. In
Section [2|, we discuss the assumptions on the kernel and provide details on the semi-
discretization. Section |3| contains the uniform stability and a priori error analysis of a
linearized problem with a variable leading coeflicient. Section [4] relates these results to
the nonlinear problem using Schauder’s fixed-point theorem, under suitable smallness
conditions on the discretization parameter and the exact solution, independently of .
In Section |5, we prove the error bound . The key theoretical results are contained
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in Theorems [4.1] and [5.1] Finally, in Section [} we illustrate the theory with numerical
examples.
2. PROBLEM SETTING

Let Q C R? be an interval (d = 1), or a convex polygonal (d = 2) or polyhedral
(d = 3) domain. Given final time 7" > 0, we consider the following initial boundary-value
problem for the (in general) nonlocal Westervelt equation:

(1 + ku)uf)e, @) 12 + (*VUF +efx Vui, Vo) 2 = (f, ) 12,
(P9) for all ¢ € H}(Q) a.c. in time, with

(4, 65)lemo = (t0y 1),

where (-, )2 denotes the scalar product on L?(Q2). The limiting problem is given by
(1 + ku)ud)e, @) 2 + (VU V) 12 = (f,6) 2,

(PY) for all ¢ € H}(Q) a.e. in time with

(u®, uf)|e=0 = (uo, u1).

We next impose relatively mild conditions on the kernel £ that allow us to cover the
relevant examples from the literature.

2.1. Assumptions on the memory kernel. We make the following regularity and
positivity assumptions on the memory kernel:

(A1) R€ {6} ULY0,T);
(A2) For all y € L%(0,T; L*(Q)),

// (Rxy)(s)y(s)deds >0, te(0,T].

The case & = § satisfies both assumptions and leads to the strongly damped Westervelt
equation. We expect the analysis below to also generalize to measures R € M(0,1)
that satisfy however with somewhat increased technicality. As a reminder of this
possibility, we use the following norm below:

{ if & = &,
IRl or if ReLN0,T).

Assumptions (A1) and |( Az )| are also satisfied by fractional-derivative-type kernels. In
particular, they hold for the Abel kernel in ([1.2) and thus the below semi-discrete theory
applies to the Westervelt equation with time-fractional damping:

(a(u)uf)s — > Auf — eADSUE = f, a € (0,1);

see [22]. Given w € WH1(0,T), D¢ denotes the Djrbashian—Caputo fractional derivative
of order a:

18] rme0,m) =

Dew(t) = ml_a) /0 (t — 5)~"wy(s) s,
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where I'(+) is the Gamma function; see, [28, Ch. 1] and [39, Ch. 2.4.1].
Kernels of Mittag-Leffler type given by

(2.1) A(t) =t Ey 5(—t%), a € (0,1],
with 8 € {1, a,2a — 1} arise in nonlinear acoustics when the heat flux laws of Compte—
Metzler type written in the Gurtin—Pipkin form are used within the system of governing

equations of sound motion; see [22] for the modeling details. Above E, g denotes the
generalized Mittag-Leffler function [28, Ch. 2J:

Pl = 2 Tk 5y

Such kernels also satisfy assumptions [(A;)] and [(A2)} see, e.g., [14] 22].

In general, assumption |(Az)| can be verified using the Fourier analysis techniques
from [I1], Lemma 2.3] or, in case of completely monotone non-constant kernels, by relying
on [22, Lemma 5.2].

2.2. Assumptions on the exact solution. In what follows, we will assume that (P<))
has a solution, such that
(2.2) ut € U™ = W30, T; H™(Q) N H (Q)),

where r > d/2. We furthermore assume that the solution is uniformly bounded in ¢ in
the || - ||¢r norm.
Results of this type have been recently obtained in the literature, under somewhat

stronger coercivity assumptions on the memory kernel; see [21H23] for details. e-uniform
well-posedness of (P¢)) with

W € L0, T3 H3 (@) 1 H(Q) nWH™=(0,T; HA(Q) 1 HL()) 0 B30, T; HL(9),
Auflgn =0,

has been proven in [24] Theorem 3.1] assuming (in addition to |[(A1)|) that there exists
C > 0, independent of ¢, such that

/0 [ ) () uts)dads = € /0 18 9)(5) 2 .

This assumption is fulfilled as well by the kernels discussed above (with o > 1/2 if
B =2a—11in (2.1))); see [22, Section 5] for the verification.

The regularity we assume in (and, in particular, W3! regularity with respect
to time), can be proven for sufficiently smooth data by modifying the arguments of [21],
Theorem 3.1], which covers the nonlinearities of the form a(u®) = 1 + kuf, under an
additional assumption on the kernel:

/0 (R )(5),9(5)) 120 ds = =Clly(O0) 120y, y € WHH0, 8 L2(Q)),

which is again satisfied by all kernels mentioned above; see |21} Section 3]. In agreement
with the assumed regularity in time, we also mention that with fractional-type kernels the
solutions of Westervelt’s equation with f = 0 are expected to obey the time asymptotics:

u(t) ~ wo + zoth + O(t) as t — 0,
with p € (0,1); see [, Section 5] for details.
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2.3. Notation. Below we continue to use (-, )72 to denote the scalar product on L?(€2).
When writing norms on Bochner spaces, we omit the temporal domain when it is (0, T);
for example, ||| z»(za(q)) denotes the norm on LP(0, T; L4(2)). We occasionally use x < y
to denote z < Cy, where C' > 0 is a constant that does not depend on the discretization
parameter or €. Likewise, (', Cs below denote generic positive constants that do not
depend on the discretization parameter or e. We use z <7 y when the hidden constant
depends on T in such a way that it tends to co as T' — o0; this is often the case after
employing a Sobolev embedding in time.

2.4. Semi-discretization. We consider the discretization in space by continuous piece-
wise polynomial finite elements that vanish on the boundary. For h € (0, h], let T;, be a
discretization of Q made of intervals K (in R), triangles K (in R?) or of tetrahedrons K
(in R?) so that Q = Uger, K. We denote by P,(K) the space of polynomials on K of

degree p > 1. We then introduce the finite element space as
Vi, = {up € Hy(Q) : up|x € Py(K), VK € Tp}.

We assume that {75 },_j,<7 is a shape-regular and quasiuniform family, which will allow
us to exploit the following inverse inequalities for finite element functions:

(2.3a) 6nll () < Civh™ 2|00l L2 (), Pn € Vi,
(2.3b) IVénllz2i@) < Cinvh™ lénll2), én € Vis

see [6, Theorem 4.5.11].

Let ¢ € H"(Q) with d/2 < r < p+ 1. In the upcoming proofs, we will also use the
following well-known stability and approximation properties of the standard interpolation
operator Ip:

16 = Indll 20y < C (|0l ()

I
[1ndllLa) < C'll@lla)y, 1< g < o0
see [0, Ch. 4]. In the analysis below, the approximate initial data will be chosen as the
Ritz projection of the exact ones and we will employ the Ritz projection of u®(-,t) to

decompose the approximation error; these choices are crucial. The Ritz projection of
¢ € H™(Q) N H(Q) is defined by

(V(¢ - thb), V¢h)L2 =0, ngh € th

and we have

16 — Rudllz2) + hllo — Radllmr ) < CRUR8] e (6);
see [42, Lemma 1.1].

3. UNIFORM FINITE ELEMENT ANALYSIS OF NONLOCAL LINEAR WAVE EQUATIONS
WITH A VARIABLE LEADING COEFFICIENT

In this section, we analyze a linearized semi-discrete wave equation with a variable
principal coefficient. This uniform analysis will serve as a basis for the later fixed-
point argument. For ease of notation, in this and the forthcoming section we drop the
superscript €; that is,

u=u° and wup=uj
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in Sections [3| and [4, We consider the following linearization of the inviscid semi-discrete
problem:

(1 + kap)upe)r — Apup — eR % Apune, o) g2 = (f, dn) 12,
where Ay @V — V7 is the discrete Laplacian operator:
—(Apvn; ¢n) 2 = (Yo, Von)r2,  ¢n € Vi,
In other words, with the short-hand notation
a=a(ap) = 1+ kap(z,t),
the linear semi-discrete problem is given by

((aunt)t, )2 + (Vup, + 8 * Vup, Vor) 2 = (f, dn) 12,

(Psmy for all ¢y, € Vj, a.e. in time, with

(Uh, unt)|t=0 = (won, u1p) = (Rpuo, Rpui).

The proper choice of the approximate initial data is essential for the upcoming stability
and error analysis as it will allow us to uniformly bound the initial energy; we refer to
Proposition for details. If & € L'(0,T), the assumptions on the second approximate
initial condition can be relaxed to choosing any ui, € V3, that satisfies

lur — wanllp2 ) + PRIV (w1 — uip)ll L2y S B
however, for ease of presentation, we set uy, = Rpuq.

Strategy in the semi-discrete analysis. In what follows we intend to use the following
testing strategy:

(3.1) e+ P, - v

That is, we will test the linearized problem with ¢, = upe(t) and the time-
differentiated linearized problem with ¢, = upy(t) and integrate over time. The first
step will give a bound on a lower-order energy. The second step will additionally give
a bound on a higher-order (in time) energy, which is crucial for the subsequent fixed-
point argument, where we will need to have control of the second time derivative of the
approximate acoustic pressure.

In the process, we will rely on the differentiation formula

(3.2) (R* upg)e = R* upy + nR(t)up (0),
where we have introduced
{OER:%
’[’] =

1 otherwise.

Thus, the time-differentiated equation will have f; — enfup(0) as the right-hand side;
see (3.8).
The two analysis steps within (3.1)) will invoke the following conditions:

t
/ / K * Vups - Vups deds > 0,
0 JQ

t
/ / K *x Vups - Vupge deds > 0,
0 JQ
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which hold thanks to assumption |(\As2)]

3.1. Uniform stability of the linearized problem. To facilitate the analysis, we
introduce a lower-order energy functional

Eolun)(t) = llune())[|72(0y + Vun ()220
and a higher-order energy functional in time
Erfup](t) = Eo[un) (t) = [lune(D)[|720) + Vure (01720

fort € [0,T]. Observe that E[up](0) contains [up(0)]|£2(q), which should stay uniformly
bounded in h and €. We will come back to resolve this issue in Proposition

We also point out that we have the equivalence of the norms induced by the energies
with the following norms:

ess sup Eolun] (t) ~ [[unl[fy1.00 12 () + [0n o0 (211 (62)):
te(0,T)

esssup (Eo[up)(t) + Euun](8)) ~ [[unllfy.ce(r2(0y) + [1un 100 (1 (62))-
te(0,T)

We proceed to show that the linearized problem is stable with respect to the Ey+ E1
energy. Since we are interested in the limiting case ¢ — 0, we can restrict our analysis
without loss of generality to ¢ € [0,&] for some given fixed £ > 0. Below we keep track
of the nonlinearity constant k, as setting k£ = 0 reduces the problem to a linear one in
which case the imposed conditions on a trivially hold.

Proposition 3.1. Let € € [0,£] and assumptions [(A1) and[(A2) on the memory kernel

hold. Let d/2 < r < p+ 1. Assume that the coefficient ap € W>1(0,T;V},) is non-

degenerate: there exist constants a, a > 0, independent of h and €, such that
0<a<a(ap)=1+kay,<a, forall(xz,t)eQx]0,T].

Additionally, let f € WYH(0,T; L%(Q)). Then there exists m > 0, independent of h and
€, such that if

(3.3) [Elllant]l L1 (poe )y + [klllenetl| L1 (poe )y < ™
then the solution of |D satisfies the following stability bound:
3.4 sup (Eo + E1) [un](t) S (Eo + E1)[un](0) + | f1I51 2
( ) te(0,T) (L2()

where the hidden constant does not depend on h, €, or the final time T.

Proof. As the linearized problem 1D is non-degenerate thanks to the assumptions on
ayp,, existence of a unique solution

up, € WHH0,T; Vi) — C2([0,T1; Vi)

follows using the existence theory for Volterra integral equations of second kind or stan-
dard ODE theory in case & = dy; we provide the details in Appendix [A] We focus our
attention here on obtaining a uniform (in both £ and h) energy bound.

We follow the strategy outlined in and conduct the proof in two steps, corre-
sponding to testing with uy; and testing the time-differentiated problem with . Note
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that we rely on the positivity of the kernel assumed in|(.A2)|to omit the ¢ terms in the es-
timates below. Testing 1’ with ¢p = un(s) and integrating over (0,¢) for ¢ € (0,7
yields

1 t 2 t
SIValen)un (9 F |, + 5 IVur () Fe,

1 t t
< —/ /atu%t dxds+/ /fuhtdxds,
2 Jo Ja 0 Ja

where a; = kaps. Using Young’s inequality, from here we have for any vg > 0:

(3.5)

1 ¢ 2 t
SIVa@un () ey + S IV (3) ey

3.6 1 1
(36) S5HatHLl(Lw(Q))Huht”%oo(o,t;m(ﬂ)) + r,meH%l(L‘Z(Q))

0l e F oo 0,220

If 79 > 0 and m > 0 are small enough so that

1 1
latllLiwe) +70 < 34,

from ({3.6)) we obtain a lower-order energy bound:

(3.7) sup Eolun)(t) S Eo[un)(0) + | f11 7112
te(0,T)

We next use the time-differentiated semi-discrete problem:

(3.8) ((qune)ie — EApuny — R * Aptipe, dn) 1o = (fr — enk(t)une(0), dn) o

and test it with ¢p, = up(s), which after integration in time and exploiting the coercivity
property in [(As2 )| gives

1 t 2 t
SIValan)un(s) 2| + S Vwe() oy,

3 [ '
S-3 / (arunte, unet)p2 ds — | (agune, wne) 2 ds
0 0

t
+ / (ft - ﬁﬁ(t)Uht(O), uhtt)L2 dS,

0

where a;; = kap. We can estimate the last term above using Young’s inequality as
follows:

t
[ = en8(0u0) una)

< (Ifellr iz + enll Rl o) llunt (0) ] L2 @) [[wnet | Lo 0,602 (02))

1 1 .
< Tﬁ”ftuil(m(ﬂ)) + 2—%52772\‘RH3\4(0,T)Huht(O)H%Q(Q) + '71Huhtt||%oo(07t;[/2(ﬂ))
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for any v; > 0. We thus have

1 t 2 t
5”\/ aan)unit (5)]|72q) ot EHVUht(S)H%?(Q) 0

3 2
< gllaellzr s @ lunell oo 0.4, 220)

1
+ 5Hatt||L1(Loo(Q))(HuhtH%oo(o,t;Lz(g)) + l[wntt | Zoo (0 4:2202)))
1 1 _
+ Tﬁ”ft”%l(p(g)) + 27%52772”@3\4(0,1’)||Uht(0)”%2(9) et Foe 0,220

For sufficiently small 7 and m, adding this inequality to (3.5)) and proceeding analogously
to the first step leads to estimate (3.4]), as claimed. O

For the uniform stability to hold, it remains to prove that the initial energy (Ey +
E1)[ur)(0) is bounded uniformly in A and e, which boils down to proving uniform bound-
edness of upy(0). This term should be understood as the solution to

((1 + kon(0)une (0), ¢n) 2 + ¢*(Vup(0), Vr) 12
+ e((R* Vup)(0), Von) + (ke (0)un(0), ¢n) 2 = (f(0), dn) 2

for all ¢, € Vj,. If R € L' (0, T), we have (8+Vuy,:)(0) = 0 above because uy; is L™ regular
in time (in fact, up; € C([0,T]; V3,)). Recall that we assume f € W1(0,T; L(9)), which
implies f € C([0,T]; L*(Q)).

Proposition 3.2. Let the assumption of Proposition hold. Assume that the exact
initial data and source term at time zero are smooth enough in the following sense:

(up,u1) € H"(Q) N HI(Q) x H"(Q) N H(Q),
u (0) = (1 4+ kug) " (*Aug + (8 * Aug)(0) + f(0)) € H™(Q)
with d/2 <r <p+1. Let

(3.9)

(ath, ant)|t=0 = (on, urn) = (Rauo, Rpur)
and let upy(0) be determined by . If the following smallness condition holds:
(310) k] (Cltlluolloe gy + Cind2(C + Clip ol (@) < 5.
then
et (0) — wnet (0)[| L2y < C'(uo,u1, k, £(0))h,
where the constant C > 0 does not depend on h or on €.
Proof. We begin the proof by noting that error ey o = uy(0) —ups(0) at time zero satisfies

(1 + kuon)ett,0, dn) L2
= — k((uo — von)ust(0), ¢n) 2 — k((u1 — wrn)(ua + uin), én) 2.
Here we have used the fact that ¢(V(ug — uon), Vér)r2 = 0 due to our choice of the

approximate initial data. Similarly, e(V(u1 — u1p), Vép) 2 = 0 when 8 = 4y, otherwise
this term does not appear.

(3.11)
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Equation (3.11]) is non-degenerate under the assumptions of the statement, on account
of the following bound on wugp:

[wonll o< ()
<|luon — Inuollpe () + [[auoll Lo ()
(3.12) < Cinvh™?|Jugp, — Inuoll 2oy + [[Intol Lo ()
< Ciaeh ™2 (||uon — uol| z2(0) + luo — TnuollL2()) + Cott uoll L ()
< Ciny B~ Y2(CR1 ||uo|| g () + C2 llwo | e e)) + CE lluol| Lo
and the smallness assumption in (3.10)). Indeed, by (3.12) and (3.10) we have

1 3
- <1+k < —.
9 = +U0h_2

We note that ug € H"(€2) implies ug € L*°(Q) when r > d/2. To arrive at the statement,
we split the error at time zero into two contributions:

ett,0 = (Ut (0) — Rpuge(0)) — (unet(0) — Rpuee(0)) := €r, i (0) — Ehit,0-
Then epyy o solves
((1 + kuon)entt0, dn) L2
= k(1o — uon))use (0), ¢n) 2 + k((ur — win)(ur + win), ép) 12
+ (1 + kuon)er, u (0)> Ph) 2

for all ¢ € Vj. We next choose ¢, = enro € V4. Using Young’s inequality for the
right-hand side terms immediately yields

lentt.oll L2 ()
(3.13) S 1k (uo — won)uet (0) || 2 (o) + k(w1 — win) (w1 + wan)ll 22 )
+ 1(1 + kuon)eryuw 0y 1 2(0) -

It remains to estimate the right-hand side terms. Having in mind that we intend to
arrive at O(h") convergence of the approximate solution of the nonlinear problem in the
L>(0,T; L*(2)) norm, we should estimate these terms so that ug — ug, appears in the
L?() norm (and likewise u1 — u1j, and eg, ,,,(0))- By Holder’s inequality,

[k (uo — won)uet (0)|| £2(q) < [K[lluo — wonll L2y l|ute (0)[| L (0,

[k(ur — win)(ur +win) || L2() < |k[llur — winl L2 (luill e @) + lutnll Lo @)

and

11+ Fuon)er,up o) |2y < (14 [Kllluonll o @) lleryun (0l 22 (0 -
Analogously to , we have the uniform bound

lurnll L@y < Cineh™™ Y (CRly + Cli |l (0 + Ct llual| 1< -
Employing these bounds in together with the approximation properties of the Ritz

projection in the L?(£2) norm leads to the desired estimate. O

Thanks to the established result, we can further conclude that
lwnte(0) |2 () < [luet(0) = wnet(0) | 22y + lute(0)[| L2y < C(uo, u1, k, £(0)),

and thus bound the approximate higher-order initial energy independently of h and e.
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3.2. Accuracy of the linearized problem. In the final step of the linear analysis, we
determine the accuracy of the finite element approximation. Let u solve the nonlinear
problem (P¢)) and wy, the linearized problem 1j The error e = u — uy, satisfies

((alan)er)s — EApe — R x Aper, dp) 2 = (—(k(u — ap)ug)e, dn) 2.
As before, we decompose the error into two parts using the Ritz projection
e = (u—Rpu) — (up, — Rpu) := er,u — €h.

We estimate the second contribution to the error by seeing ej;, as the solution to

(3.14) ((a(ah)eht)t — CzAhGh — eR % Aheht, gf)h)Lz = (I‘hS7 ¢h)L2,
with the right-hand side
(rhs, ¢p) 2

= ((1+ kap)(er,u)t + kan(er,u)t + k(u — ap)uw + k(up — apg)ue, dn) 2,

and supplemented by the homogeneous boundary and initial conditions (due to our choice
of the approximate initial data). To arrive at (3.14]), we have relied on

(R*V(u—Rpu)y, Von)2 =0, ¢p € Vy.

We next employ the derived stability bound and the approximation properties of the
Ritz projection to obtain the following result.

Proposition 3.3. Let the assumptions of Propositions and hold. Given d/2 <
r < p+1, we assume that u € U", defined in (2.2)). Then the following error bound holds:

[ — up[w2ooz2(0)) + PV (u = un) lwreer2q))
< C’hn(T){(l + [kl antll L1 poe )y + 1Rl cnel| L1z () B lullws. (e )

+ [k lu — ah”W?a‘X’(L?(Q))||U||W371(L°°(Q))}a
where the constant Cyn does not depend on h or on €.
Proof. Using Holder’s inequality and the approximation properties of the Ritz projection,
it is not difficult to check that
[rhs|| L1 2y ST+ [Elllant] L zoe @) A ullwz @)
+ [kl lu — anllwiee (2 lullw21 (zoe )

We next estimate (rhs); by bounding the time derivatives of each of the four summands
within rhs. First we have

(1 + kant)(erpyu)itll 2y + (1 + kan)(er,w)utll 1 (22())
St (14 [l llene | oo () (erpu)et | oo (22(0))
+ (1 + [klllen | oo (oo () [(eRp ) et L1 (22 ()
St (1 + [klllendl o zee @) R Twetl| poo () + (L + @A [ugeel 1 e ()
Note that u € U" implies uy € L>(0,T; H"(2)). Similarly,
[kant(eryu)tllLr 2y + 1kant(eryu)el 120y
Slklllenell L1 noe )y B lwell oo () + IRl |l 1 (oo ) B 1wl oo (rr ()
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Furthermore,
Ik ((w = ap)uw), (|21 p2(0)) = 1k(ur — ant)un + k(u — ap)uwl| g 220))
S lklllu = anllwreo (2o lullwsa (e ()
and
[k ((ut — and)ue)ill Ly z2()) St lklllue — anellwroo 2 ) luellwra pe )
Altogether, we infer

[rhslyw1a(z2()
S {(1 + |Ellantl| L1 (o)) + Bl antell L1 poe @) R [ullwsa (e @y

+ [k lu — ah||W2,oo(L2(sz))||U||W3»1(Loo(9))}-
Employing stability bound (3.4]) to the solution of (3.14)) leads to

S(up : (Eo + En) [en](t) < (Eo + E1)[en](0) + HrhSHIQ/I/Ll(L?(Q))'
te(0,T

Due to our choice of initial data, we know that e, (0) = e:(0) = 0, and so
Eylen)(0) = Eolup, — Rpul(0) =0,
and by Proposition we have
Exlen)(0) = [ (un — Rpu)ee(0)l|72(q)
< 2| (unee — utt)(O)H%Q(Q) + 2 (u - Rhu)tt(O)H%%Q) < Cluo, ua, f(O))hQT-
Combined with the estimate of |[rhs||yy1,1(12(q)) derived above, this leads to the bound
lenllwz.oor2(0)) + [IVenllwreo(r20))

< {1+ [klllandl g @) + Rlllanellpr zoe ) B lullws. )

+ |K[f|lw — ahHW2a°°(L2(Q))Hu||W371(L°°(Q))}‘
In the final step of the proof, we use the approximation properties of the Ritz projection
to obtain
lu — Rpullwzeor2()) + PIV(u = Rpu)llwiee 2y S A lullwzee mr@)),
and arrive at the statement. ]

4. UNIFORM SOLVABILITY AND ACCURACY OF THE NONLINEAR SEMI-DISCRETE
PROBLEM

In this section, we relate the previous theory to the nonlinear problem via a
fixed-point argument. More precisely, we will rely on Schauder’s generalized fixed-point
theorem for locally convex spaces (also known as Tikhonov’s theorem; see, for exam-
ple, [44, Corollary 9.6]) to show existence of a fixed-point and then prove uniqueness in
an additional step. To this end, we introduce the mapping

F: Bh S Op > Up,
g,lm . .
where uy, solves 1j and «y, is taken from a ball in the Banach space
X = W*(0,T; L*(Q)) N WH*(0, T; Hy (),
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defined by
By, = {ah € W2(0,T; Vi)« [lu— anllweee 2y + BV (u = an)llwe (L2()
(4.1) < Cuh"lullwsa (g @))
(Qh, ant)ji=0 = (RhUO»Rhul)}-

A fixed point oy, = up, will then be a solution of the nonlinear problem and automatically
satisfy the error bound. This approach in the combined well-posedness and a priori error
analysis of the nonlinear problem is inspired by [32] 37]. The set By, is non-empty as the
Ritz projection Rpu of the exact solution belongs to it, provided Cy is chosen so that

R
Cy > (Cysicwae + CW371‘—>W1’°°)Cap}137

where the two constants in the bracket above are the embedding constants for W3(0, T) —
W20, T) and W31(0,T) — WhH>(0,T).

We will rely on the weak-* topology in the proof of continuity of the mapping below.
(1) (2)

The reason lies in the fact that the difference up = u; " — u; " of two solutions to the
semi-discrete problem solves
(4.2) (1 + Bl ane)s — ARts — eR % Apling, dn) 2 = (— (ktnul>)e, ép) e
for all ¢y, € Vj; however, the right-hand side
—(kﬂhugft))t = —kﬂhtug) — kﬂhug%

is insufficiently regular in time to employ the higher-order energy arguments from the
previous section. We can only employ the lower-order energy Ey when tackling . We
note that the space X equipped with the weak-* topology is locally convex. Furthermore,
the ball By, centered at u is convex and also compact in the weak-* topology in X by the
Banach—Alaoglu theorem.

Theorem 4.1 (Asymptotic-preserving a priori error estimates). Let T > 0, € € [0, &],

and h € (0,h]. Assume that the memory kernel satisfies assumptions and (Az ) Let
3.1

the assumptions (ug,u1) and the source term f made in Propositions (3.1 and|3.4 hold.
Let d/2 < r < p+1 and let u be the solution of (Pc|) in U" that is uniformly bounded
with respect to € in the || - |lyr norm. Then there exists m > 0, such that if

(4.3) k| {BT?d/ZHUHW?’J(HT(Q)) + HUHW&I(LOO(Q))} <m,

then there is a unique semi-discrete solution uy, in the ball By, defined in (4.1)), of the
nonlinear semi-discrete problem:

(((1 + kuh)uht)t, ¢h)L2 + (CQVuh + eV R * upy, v¢h>L2 = (f, gbh)Lz,

(P3) for all ¢on, € Vi, a.e. in time,

(wh, upt) =0 = (won, u1n)|i=0 = (Rnuo, Rpu1),

where the constant Cy in the definition of By, does not depend on h or on e.
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Proof. As announced, we conduct the proof by checking the conditions of the Schauder’s
fixed-point theorem [44, Corollary 9.6] combined with additionally proving uniqueness.

We first prove that F(Bp) C By. Take aj, € Bj. As we intend to employ the error
bound in Proposition to conclude that F(ay,) € By, we first check that «y, satisfies
the assumptions of this proposition.

To prove that 14 kay, does not degenerate, we rely on the properties of the interpolant
combined with the inverse inequality in , similarly to . In this manner, we
obtain

(4.4)

[len () || oo (02)
< Cineh™ 2 (|| Inul) = w(t) || 2oy + lu(t) — an(®)l|2()) + [Tnw(t) ]| o)
for all t € [0, T]. Thus, if h and u are sufficiently small so that

9

DN | =

’k‘ {Cinv(cigp + C*)Br_d/2HUHW?),I(H’I‘(Q)) + CsIthHuHLOO(LOO(Q))} S

then
for all (z,t) € Q x [0,T].

1

Similarly, we have the following bound:
[kl([lantll L zoe () + llaneell L1 (oo ()))
< k1 { Cin (Clty + COR 2l (- + Cot Iullwan (oo |
S(1+Co)m,
Thus condition if fulfilled if m is small enough. Therefore, we may apply Proposi-
tion [3.3 which together with using that oy € Bj, yields
lw = unllw2.0o(p2(0)) + AV (@ — un)lwrieo(r2(0))

< Clin(T){(l + [klllanell 1 zoe ()) + [kl el L1 (zoe () VR |ullws. (e )

+ [kl = anllwze(z2@p ulhwsa g |
<C(T)R™ (14 (14 Co)im + [k|Cullullws. oo ())) Nullwsar@y)-
We can further estimate
[Ellullwsape () < m
to arrive at
lu = unllw2.0o(£2(0)) + IV (@ — un) lwrieo(r2(0))
<CO(T) (1 + (14 2C)m) B ullws (-

For the self-mapping property to hold, we then choose m small enough and C, large
enough so that

C(T) (1 + (1 +2C.m)) < C,,

which guarantees that u, € Bj,.

Continuity of the mapping. To employ the generalized Schauder’s theorem, we need
to prove continuity of the mapping F in the weak-* topology. Let {a%n)}nzl C By, be
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a sequence converging to aj € By, in X = W2(0,T; L*(Q)) N WH°(0,T; H} () as
n — oo. Then by the self-mapping property, we have

ugn) = {J’-'oz,(ln)}n21 C By.

We aim to prove convergence of the sequence {ué")}nzl to up, := Fay,. As {ugn)}nzl is
uniformly bounded in X, it has a subsequence (not relabeled) that converges to some
up € By in the following sense:

ug”) — 4y, weakly-* in L>(0,T; H(Q))
“gtl) —dip;  weakly-* in L>(0,T; H} (Q))

“22 — Upe  weakly-x in L°°(0, T LQ(Q))’

?
Y

as n — oo. Additionally, we have
(14 a,(ln))ugg — (14 ap)ipy  weakly in L2(0,T; L*(Q)).

This follows by the strong convergence of {agn)}nzl in L>°(0,T; L°(Q)) (due to the con-
tinuous embedding H} () «— LY(Q), £ € [1,6]) and the uniform bound on ||u§g2 | 22(z3(0)):

(4.5) 122 23y < Crnos psllV (ull) — Inua) |22 ) + Hnuel| 223

Tr— I
S Cine(Clhy 4+ COR™ Mullwsa )y + Cof llueell 223 0.
on account of also (2.3b)). Furthermore, {R * U;L?)}nZI is also uniformly bounded:

185w Lz @) < IRl 17047 2z -
Thus we have

This is sufficient to pass to the limit in n in the equation solved by u%n) and prove that

uy, solves

(1 4 ko) )i, on) 2 + (Vi + R % Vi, Vor) 2 = (f, on) e

for all ¢, € V} a.e. in time. The attainment of approximate initial conditions follows by
the definition of Bj. Then by the uniqueness of solutions to and a subsequence-
subsequence argument, we conclude that the whole sequence converges to u, € Bp and
that this limit must be equal to up = F(ayp,).

Schauder’s theorem thus guarantees that there exists a fixed point of the mapping in
By, which provides us with a solution of the nonlinear semi-discrete problem.

Uniqueness of the semi-discrete solution. Let us assume that there are at least two
fixed points u,(ll) and uﬁf) in By,. The difference u), = u,(ll) — uf) would solve (4.2) with
homogeneous initial data. Testing with w4 and proceeding similarly to the proof of the
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lower-order linear stability bound (| with the right-hand side —(k:uhu( )) leads to

[ ( t)HLQ(Q) + HVﬂh(t)Hm(Q

_ 2 _
<kl + anuial 2 o.sz2 )

_ _ 2
< |k|HuhtH%Q(O,t;LQ(Q))||uht ||L2(Loo(9)) + HuhH%Q(O,t;[ﬁ(Q))Hul(lt3§||%2(L3(Q))'

Provided we have uniform bounds on ||u§lzt)|| L2(Le()) and ||u%]| 12(L3())» from here we
can employ Gronwall’s inequality to conclude that @, = 0. The latter is given in (4.5)).

The bound on Huézt) | 22(zo(0)) can be obtained analogously to (4.4)). Indeed, we have

2 r— I
et | 2(zoe(@)) < i (Cahy + COR™ |l vy + Cat el 2 20 -
Thus the semi-discrete solution is unique, which concludes the proof. O

We note that using Agmon’s interpolation inequality [2, Lemma 13.2, Ch. 13]:

1-d/4 d/4
o]l o )<0Auvu oy [Vll 2y v € HA() N HG (),

the smallness assumption in can be replaced by

r— d d/4 d ~
(4.6) [kl {712 ||tVS{4Hr( 3+ Il o gy F I3 g gy < 7

with 2 <r < p+ 1. This smallness condition is further mitigated in practice by the fact
that |k| is relatively small as it is inversely proportional to the sound of speed squared;
see, e.g., |26, Ch. 5].

We also state a corollary of the previous theory that will be useful in studying the
limiting behavior (and obtaining the rate of convergence) of the semi-discrete solution as
e — 0.

Corollary 1. Under the assumptions of Theorem the solution of (P3| satisfies
el poe (poe )y + IVunetll 22y < Cllullws gz
where C' > 0 does not depend on h or e. Furthermore,

3 <1+ kup(x,t) <3 for all (z,t) € Q x [0,T).

5. LIMITING BEHAVIOR OF SEMI-DISCRETE SOLUTIONS IN THE ZERO DISSIPATION LIMIT

We have determined the conditions under which the finite-element semi-discretization
is stable and accurate independently of the perturbation parameter . We next discuss the
limiting behavior of the perturbed semi-discrete problem as ¢ — 0, under the assumptions
of Theorem 4.1l

Let {uf }.c(0, be a family of solutions of the perturbed semi-discrete problem (Pj))
and let u?l be the solution of the unperturbed semi-discrete problem given by

(L + kup)up,)e, én) 12 + (Vup, Vén)r2 = (f, n) 2,
(P?L) for all ¢y, € V3, a.e. in time,

(uh, upy)|i=0 = (Rpuo, Rpur).
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The difference wy = uj — u% solves
(5.1) (1 + kug)why)e — AR, + k(wiup,)e, ¢n)r2 = (68 * Apus,, ¢n)r2

for all ¢;, € Vj, with homogeneous initial data. We will test this problem with wj, to
obtain an e-limiting result.

Theorem 5.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem hold. Then for fized h € (0,h]
determined by Theorem |{.1, the family {uj}.c(0,gq of solutions to (P})) converges to the

solution u) of as € — 0 in the following sense:
a5, — upll oo r2(e)) + i — Unellzoo(r2a)) + 1V (4, — up) |l Lo (z2(0)) < Ce,
where the constant C > 0 does not depend on h or ¢.

Proof. As announced, we test (5.1) with wj, and proceed analogously to the proof of
uniqueness in Theorem The new term here is the convolution term on the right-
hand side. To treat it, we first integrate by parts in time:

t
—/ e(R* Vug,, Vwyi,) 2 ds
0

t
= —e((R=*Vuj,)(t), Vwi(t)) 2 + / e(R* Vuiyy + nR(t)Vup, Vwy) 2 ds
0

for t € [0,T], where we have also used formula (3.2) and the fact that wj,(0) = 0. Recall
that thanks to Theorem [4.1] and Corollary [T we have the uniform bound

(5.2) IVugllLoo(2)) + I VUl 222(0)) < C.

By Holder’s inequality and Young’s convolution inequality, we find that

t
/ e(R* Vui,, Vwy )2 ds
0

<el| &l mo,m) VUil oo (2 ) VW [ Lo 0,452 (02))
+ el| Rl pmo, 1) | Vbl 2222 @) IV W | L2 0,622 (02))
+ enll Rl meo,m) I Vuntll L2 @) I VWil Lo (0,602 @) -
An application of Young’s inequality and using lead to

t
/ e(R* Vuj,, Vwy) 2 ds
0

§52HRH3\/{(O,T)(1 + HvuhIH%Q(Q)) + VHVWiH%oo(o,t;LQ(Q)) + ”VlUiH%Z’(o,t;LQ(Q))

for any v > 0. Choosing 7 sufficiently small (independently of h and €) and otherwise
proceeding as in the proof of uniqueness in Theorem [£.1] results in the bound

gy = el F oo r2gcy) + IV (W = up) | Foe 1200y < O
Additionally relying on the fact that
lJuf, = up |l Lo (r2e)) < Tllusy — il zoo(r2(0)

completes the proof. O
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Theorem [5.1| mimics the e-limiting result in the continuous setting obtained in [22]
Corollary 4.2]. It establishes the conditions under which semi-discrete solutions of
preserve the limiting behavior of the exact solution as ¢ — 0. Additionally, it provides
the error made when replacing by . The latter information might prove to
be useful in cases where artificial dissipation is added to the undamped problem. This
manner of reducing non-physical dispersion effects is used in the simulation of nonlinear
ultrasound phenomena; see, for example, [40, Section 3]. The expected error in, for
example, L>(0,T; L?(Q2)) norm, is then

[0 — | Lo (r20)) < I1u” = upll Lo r2(0)) + 1uh — ufll Lo (r2()) < CLA” + Cae.

6. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

To conclude, we illustrate theoretical considerations numerically in one- and two-
dimensional settings.

Example 6.1.

We first take the spatial domain to be £ = (0,0.5) and choose the right-hand side f
in the inviscid problem such that the exact solution is given by

u’(z,t) = sin(4nz) cos(4nt).
The initial conditions are then set to
uo(x) = sin(4nx), ui(x) = 0.
We choose the medium parameters as follows:
(6.1) c=1500, k=-3-107".

Discretization in space is performed with continuous piecewise linear finite elements and
implemented using MATLAB. For time stepping, we use a Newmark predictor-corrector
scheme in the mass effective form with the choice of the parameters (1, 3); see [26, Ch.
5] for details.

In case of the time-fractional evolution, we follow the approach of [25] and combine
the Newmark method with an L!-type scheme for the fractional derivative. The latter
relies on the following approximation of the derivative of order o of uj at the time step
tn:

n—1

DFUi (1) = g O |t 9) (o)
'l —«) =y
n—1 .
1 uf (1) 4 ujy(t5) /tﬁl -
~ (tn, —s) “ds
I'(1-a) JZ:% 2 )
1 n—1
“w2—a) Z (e (t41) + ufe(8)) ((bn = 1) 7% = (b0 — tj41)'7%) 5
=0

we refer to [25], Sec. 2.1] and [I8] for details. We mention that an alternative approach to
time stepping based on the trapezoidal rule and A-stable convolution quadrature within
the framework of [30) [3I] has been developed and analyzed in [5]. The nonlinearity is
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resolved through a fixed-point iteration with the tolerance set to 1078, The final time is
set to T' = 0.25.

We first conduct a sequence of simulations of (P5|) for
£€{0.5,1,2,4,8} x 1075,

The spatial discretization parameter h and time step At are fixed beforehand, indepen-
dently of e. We consider two cases: K being the Dirac delta dp and the Abel kernel (|1.2))
with o = 0.6 and compute the difference

ee = |[u® = ujll oo (r20)) — I1u” — uhll Lo (z2(0))l-

Other values of a € (0, 1) resulted in the same empirical behavior, so we do not report
the results of those experiments here. By the previous theory, we know that

errore < ||up, — uj||poe(z2(0)) < Ce.

Experimentally obtained order of convergence is given in Table [I] showing agreement
with the predicted order 1.

€ errore with & = §g | error, with oo = 0.6
8 x 107° ~ -
4 %106 1.0006 0.9993
2x 1076 0.9986 1.0002
1x10° 1.0002 1.0016
0.5 x 1076 1.0079 0.9968

TABLE 1. Experimental order of convergence with respect to e for fixed

h in Example

We further perform a sequence of simulations of (P3| for h = %, i€ {6,...,10} with

e = h? and At << h fixed. The experimental order of convergence for
errory, = |lu® — uj || Lo (2()), €= h?

is reported in Table [2| As the orders for 8 = dp and the Abel kernel (|1.2) with o = 0.6
were the same, we only state the values for the latter.

h errory, with o = 0.6
1/64 —
1/128 1.9997
1/256 1.9604
1/512 1.9038
1/1024 1.9841
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TABLE 2. Experimental order of convergence with respect to h with ¢ =

h? in Example
We see that the experimentally obtained order in Table [2] agrees with the theory in case
e=h?andr=2:

errory, < |Ju’ — U?ZHLOO(LQ(Q)) + JJuf — uj || oo (22(0)) < Ch?.
Example 6.2.

We additionally numerically investigate asymptotic behavior of the discrete Westervelt
equation in an application-oriented setting that is outside of our theory (due to the type
of boundary excitation used) and in which the exact solution is not known. We take
the spatial domain to be 2 = (0,0.3)? and excite the wave using Neumann boundary
conditions:

3711 :g(t) =

ou Asin(wt), forz =0, 0.21 <y <0.3,
0, elsewhere on 0f2,

with the amplitude and angular frequency set to A =2-103 and w = 67-10%, respectively.
The initial conditions and source term are set to zero. The medium parameters are cho-
sen as before in . We take here R to be the Dirac delta distribution dg, resulting in
the —eApuj, term in the simulated problem.

Time stepping is carried out with the Newmark scheme with the parameters set to
(0.45,0.75). This choice is common with high-frequency acoustic simulation; see, e.g., [35]
Section 7]. The final time is 7' = 1.4-10~*. Experiments are performed in FEniCSx [3] 4],
using continuous piecewise linear finite elements on triangles. Figure[2 provides two snap-
shots of the ultrasonic wave as it propagates. We can observe steepening of the wave
front, counteracted by the spreading of the wave into the domain.

pressure -2.20e+01 -1.10e+01

.00e+00 1.10e+01 2.20e+01
-2.20e+01 -1.10e+01 0.00e+00 1.10e+01 2.20e+01

(B) t =1ty

FIGURE 2. Snapshots of the sound wave in Example with e = 1076

Since in this setting we do not have the exact solution at our disposal, we compute
and plot a quantity of interest given by the L°°(0,T; L?(£2)) norm of the pressure field:

Qol = |luj, || oo (22(0))-
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1.691239
1.6912386 -
1.6912382 -

1.6912378

1.6912374

R
£ x10°

FIGURE 3. Plot of Qol= ||uj[| oo (12(q)) in Example(6.2|for different values

of € and fixed h

We fix the spatial and temporal discretization and vary the damping parameter:
ee€{1,2,4,8} x 1075,

Figure[3|shows linear dependence of the quantity of interest on this parameter, indicating
that the € asymptotics extends to this setting as well.

CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have determined sufficient conditions under which finite element dis-
cretizations of Westervelt-type equations with strong or time-nonlocal damping preserve
the vanishing dissipation asymptotics. To this end, we have devised a testing strategy
that led to an e-uniform energy bound for the semi-discrete solution, at first for a lin-
earized problem and then, via a fixed-point argument, for the nonlinear one. Under
suitable smoothness and smallness conditions (see (4.6])), the resulting a priori estimates
remain valid as € — 0, thus allowing to use the same discretization for the perturbed and
unperturbed problems. We have furthermore established the rate of convergence with
respect to the perturbation parameter ¢, which is particularly informative in the context
of introducing artificial diffusion to the inviscid problem.

Future work will be concerned with the analysis of fully discrete schemes in the
asymptotic-preserving regime as well as considering enhanced models of nonlinear acous-
tics. In particular, the analysis of the Newmark algorithm used in the experiments would
be challenging but worthwhile, where the results for the linear wave equation in [25] could
serve as a starting point. It is also of interest to investigate asymptotic behavior of the
(semi-)discrete acoustic models with quadratic gradient nonlinearities present in the non-
local Kuznetsov and Blackstock equations [21].
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A. SOLVABILITY OF THE LINEAR SEMI-DISCRETE PROBLEM

We present here the proof of existence of a unique solution of (P|) under the assump-
tions of Proposition We only discuss the more involved case of the nonlocal equation
with & € L1(0,T), as otherwise standard ODE theory can be used; see, e.g., [23, Section

3]. Given a basis {qbi}?::ln(h) of V3, we have
n=n(h)

un(zt) = S &t)oila).

i=1
Denoting € = [¢1...&,]7, the semi-discrete problem can be rewritten in matrix form as
follows:

Mt ka, (t)€y + PKE + K & % & + Mo, ()€, = b(t),
where the entries of the weighted mass matrices My ypq, (t) = [Mitra,.ijl, Ma,, (t) =
[Ma,,,ij], and the stiffness matrix K = [K;;] are given by

M ko, i (t) = (L + kan(t))dis 65)r2s - May,,.ii(t) = (kan () di, ¢5) 12,
Kij = (Vi, V) 2.
The entries of the right-hand side vector b = [b;] are
bj(t) = (f(t), ¢5) -
Note that since f € Wh1(0,T; L*(Q)) — C([0,T]; L*(Q)), we have b € C[0,T]. If we

introduce the vectors of coordinates of the approximate initial data (ugp,u1s) in the
basis:

o=l So2 - bonl"s &=l &2 - Gl
then by setting p = &, we have
) =1xp+&, EB) =& +t& +1x1xp
Therefore, the semi-discrete problem can be rewritten as
M yhay, (D + K (Eg + 1€y + 15 1x p) + K R (1x p+ &)
+ Mo, (1)1 p+ &) = b(t).

Since Ml {44, is positive definite due to the assumptions on oy, the semi-discrete problem
can be seen as a system of Volterra integral equations

p+ K xp(s)ds = f(t)
with the kernel
K = {My 45, (1)} {PKL# 1+ KR % 1+ My, (1)1}
and the right-hand side
F(t) = {Miha, ()} {b(t) — PK(E) + t&1) — eK R x & — My, ()&} -
Since ay, € W21(0,T;V3,) < CY([0,T]; V3,) and b € C[0, T, we have
K e C[0,T], feC[0,T].

The existence theory for systems of Volterra integral equations of the second kind (see [15,
Ch. 2, Theorem 4.2]) yields a unique g € L%°(0,7). Using &, = p supplemented
by the initial data, we conclude that there exists a unique & € W2°(0,7) and thus
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up, € W2%(0,T;V;). Owing to the higher regularity of the coefficient ay, and source
term f in time, an additional bootstrap argument shows that &, € W11(0,T) and thus
up, € W0, T;V3,).
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