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This work is concerned with the study of fundamental models from nonlinear acoustics. In
Part I, a hierarchy of nonlinear damped wave equations arising in the description of sound
propagation in thermoviscous fluids is deduced. In particular, a rigorous justification
of two classical models, the Kuznetsov and Westervelt equations, retained as limiting
systems for consistent initial data, is given. Numerical comparisons that confirm and
complement the theoretical results are provided in Part II.
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1. Introduction

Nonlinear damped wave equations. In the present work, we study a hierar-
chy of higher-order nonlinear damped wave equations that arise in the modelling
of sound propagation in thermoviscous fluids, see Table 1. Employing a reformu-
lation as abstract evolution equation for the acoustic velocity potential, our most
fundamental model takes the compact form

Oprb(t) — Br Adutp(t) + B2 A201p(t) — B3 Adp(t) + Ba A%(t)

2 1.1
+0u (3 85 (Dr(t)” + Bs V(1)) =0 (1.1)

the positive coefficients 51,...,8¢ > 0 are defined by decisive physical quan-
tities such as the mean value of the mass density, the speed of sound, the
viscosity, the thermal conductivity, and the parameter of nonlinearity, see also
Table 2. As this equation only marginally extends a nonlinear damped wave
equation deduced in Ref.2 (Eq.(1.19)) and Ref.3 (Eq.(4)), we refer to it



http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.06099v1

March

7 2024 21:19 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE

3AS BarbaraMechthild VersionSubmitted

2  Barbara Kaltenbacher, Mechthild Thalhammer

Brunnhuber—Jordan-Kuznetsov (BJK) —2=% ,  BrunnhuberJordan Westervelt (BJW)

JVU[):O J,UOZO

Blackstock—Crighton-Kuznetsov (BCK) —o=0, Blackstock—Crighton—Westervelt (BCW)

Ja=0 Ja=0

Kuznetsov (K) —_— Westervelt (W)

Table 1. Hierachy of nonlinear damped wave equations. The Kuznetsov and Westervelt equations
are retained as limiting systems for consistent initial data.

briefly as BRUNNHUBER—JORDAN-KUZNETSOV EQUATION. Various models known|
from the literature are embedded in our most fundamental model as reduced models;
a central question of this work is to rigorously justify that two classical models, the
Kuznetsov and Westervelt equations, are retained as limiting systems for vanish-
ing thermal conductivity, provided that the initial data satisfy suitable consistency
conditions.

Outline. Our work has the following structure. Basic notation and assumptions are
introduced in Section 1.1. In Section 2, we state the considered hierarchy of models;
further details on the derivation of the most general model are found in Appendix A.
Our main result on limiting systems is deduced in Section 4; auxiliary reformulations
and a priori energy estimates are provided in Section 3.

1.1. Basic notation and assumptions

In the following, we recall standard abbreviations and basic assumptions that are
used throughout without further mention.

Space and time domain. We assume that the considered spatial domain Q C R
is bounded and that its boundary 0f) is sufficiently regular. In Sections 2 to 4,
we are primarily interested in the most relevant three-dimensional case; however
with regard to numerical illustrations, we admit d € {1,2,3}. As time domain,
we consider a bounded interval [0,7T]; under certain regularity, compatibility, and
smallness requirements on the prescribed initial data, existence and uniqueness
of the solution to (1.1) subject to homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions is
ensured, see Proposition 3.1 and Remark 3.1.

Euclidian norm. Let v = (vy,...,v4)7 € R? and w = (wy,...,wq)"T € R As
usual, the Euclidian inner product and the associated norm are denoted by

d

U"U):Z’Uju}j, o] = Vv-v.
G
=
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Decisive physical quantities
Mass density o = 00 + 0~
Acoustic particle velocity v = v~
Associated acoustic velocity and vector potentials v~ = Vi) + V X A
Acoustic pressure p = pg + p~
Temperature T'= Tp + T~
Shear (or dynamic) viscosity p
Bulk viscosity pp

Kinematic viscosity v = g%
Prandtl number Pr
Thermal conductivity a = ﬁ

Specific heat at constant volume cy
Specific heat at constant pressure cp

Thermal expansion coefficient oy,
cpPo
cveo
Parameter of nonlinearity %

Speed of sound ¢og =

Auxiliary abbreviations and relations
A=c3oo
4 =q(1+ %)
_ 4
A=EE 4 2
@ L a1+ 8) +oa
Béa)(ao) =a(vA+a % + o0 % (vA — a)) with o9 € {0,1}
B3 = c2
ﬁia)(oo) =a (1400 %) c3 with oo € {0,1}
Bs(o) = % (21 —0) + &) with o € {0,1}
Be(o) = o with o € {0,1}

@,

B (00) = Z%)E “; = & (vA+ (1= 00)a5) with o0 € {0, 1}
4 (90

a =14 Bs5(c) O with o € {0,1}

r = Bs(0) (0u)* + B (o) Bue| V|2 with o € {0,1}

Table 2. Decisive physical quantities and auxiliary abbreviations.

Space derivatives. For scalar-valued and vector-valued functions
f:Q—R:z=(21,...,24)" — f(2),
F:Q—RY:2=(x1,...,29)7 — F(z) = (Fl(x),...,Fd(:c))T,

we denote by (0, f )?:1 and (0, Fk)i w—1 their spatial derivatives. Gradient, Lapla-
cian, and divergence are defined by

d d
Vf= (00 frenn o) AF=D"02F, V-F=Y 0,F.
j=1 j=1

Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces. For exponents p € [1,00] and k € N>1, we denote
by L,(©2,R) and Wf(Q, R) the standard Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces; as common,
k _ k . .

] D)
AN 111 particular ne riinert space (), R) is endowed

we Sel /7 =V
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with inner product and associated norm given by

(f‘g)[Q:‘/Qf(‘r)g(‘r) dz, HfHL2: /Q(f(x))2 dz, fagELZ(QvR);

accordingly, for vector-valued functions that arise in connection with the gradient,
we set

(F]G)L2:/QF(50)-G(J:) aw, |F,, - /QyF(@dex, F.G € L»(Q,RY).

Lebesgue—Bocher spaces. In Section 3, we employ reformulations of the consid-
ered nonlinear damped wave equations as abstract evolution equations on Banach
spaces and deduce a priori estimates with respect to the norms of different Bochner
Lebesgue spaces such as

r :
HS"HLP([O,T],Lq(sz)) = (/0 HSD(t)Hiq dt) ;€ Ly([0,T], Le(92)) -

2. Fundamental models

In this section, we introduce fundamental models arising in nonlinear acoustics,
the Blackstock—Crighton—Brunnhuber—Jordan—Kuznetsov or briefly Brunnhuber
Jordan—Kuznetsov (BJK) equation, the Blackstock—Crighton—Kuznetsov (BCK)
equation, the Kuznetsov (K) equation, the Blackstock—Crighton—Brunnhuber-
Jordan—Westervelt of briefly Brunnhuber—Jordan—Westervelt (BJW) equation, the
Blackstock—Crighton—Westervelt (BCW) equation, and the Westervelt (W) equa-
tion; these nonlinear damped wave equations form a hierarchy in the sense that some
of them can be viewed as special cases of others, see Table 1. In Section 2.1, we|
specify the physical and mathematical principles employed in the derivation of the
Brunnhuber—Jordan-Kuznetsov equation, which is the most general model studied
in this work and provides the basis for reduced models such as the Kuznetsov and
'Westervelt equations. In Section 2.2, we review the considered nonlinear damped
wave equations and put them into relation. Our collection of models is by no means
complete, and we refer to Ref. 8 for recent references from the active field of mod-
elling in nonlinear acoustics as well as to the classical works Ref. 4, 5, 7, 11, 13, 14,
15, 16.

2.1. Derivation of Brunnhuber—Jordan—Kuznetsov equation
Notation. We meanwhile employ the notation Z, ¢, and A so that the distinction
between scalar-valued and vector-valued quantities becomes evident.

Physical quantities. The main physical quantities for the description of sound
propagation in thermoviscous fluids are the mass density p, the acoustic parti-
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cle velocity ¥, the acoustic pressure p, and the temperature 7. These space-time-
dependent quantities are decomposed into their mean values and fluctuations

o(Z,t) = 00 + 0~ (Z,t), U(&,t) =7y + U.(Z,t) = (2, 1),
p(f,t) = Po +p~(fvt)a T(fat):T0+T~(fvt)a
in the situation relevant here, the mean value of the acoustic particle velocity may
be assumed to vanish.

Physical principles. A system of time-dependent nonlinear partial differential
equations governing the interplay of these quantities results from the conservation
laws for mass, momentum, and energy, supplemented with an equation of state.
The conservation of mass is reflected by the continuity equation

0o+ V- (o) =0. (2.1a)
The conservation of momentum corresponds to the relation
Qo)+ TV - (00)+0(T-V)T+Vp=pnAi+ (up+2p) V(V-7), (2.1b)

where 1 and pp denote the shear and bulk viscosity, respectively. The relation
describing the conservation of energy reads

0(E+T-VE)+pV -T=aAT + (up — 2 1) (V-0)° + L pu||Vi+ (W)Twa,

see Eq. (3c) in Ref. 1. Here, E denotes the internal energy per unit mass and a = #-
the thermal conductivity, defined by the kinematic viscosity v = % and the Prandtl
number Pr; the subscript F' indicates that the Frobenius norm is used. Rewriting the
left hand side of this equation by means of the specific heat at constant volume and
pressure, cy and ¢, respectively, as well as the thermal expansion coefficient ay,

the conservation of energy is given by
o(cy 0T+ cy ¥- VT + 2LV - 7))
) C 2 (2.1c)
=aAT+ (up —2p) (V-0 + 51| Vo+ (VO ||,

see Eq. (3¢”) in Ref. 1. The heuristic equation of state for the acoustic pressure in
dependence of mass density and temperature is approximated by the first terms of
a Taylor-like expansion

- ~ B (0~\2 AT
PR A+ S (=) + AR (2.2)

involving certain positive coefficients A, B, A > 0, see Eq. (5d) in Ref.1 and also
Table 2.

Helmholtz decomposition. A Helmholtz decomposition of the acoustic particle
velocity into an irrotational and a solenoidal part

Go=Vip+VxA (2.3)

leads to a reformulation of the conservation laws (2.1) in terms of the acoustic
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instead the relation v. = —V¢ + V x A which explains a differing sign in the
resulting nonlinear damped wave equations.

Derivation of reduced models. In order to derive reduced models from (2.1)-
(2.2), three categories of contributions are distinguished. First, terms that are linear
with respect to the fluctuating quantities and not related to dissipative effects are
taken into account (first-order contributions). Second, quadratic terms with respect
to fluctuations and dissipative linear terms are included (second-order contribu-
tions). All remaining terms are considered to be higher-order contributions. Due to
the fact that the conservation laws contain at least first-order space or time deriva-
tives, zero-order terms with respect to the fluctuating quantities do not play a role
further on. This classification and the so-called substitution corollary, which allows
to replace any quantity in a second-order or higher-order term by its first-ordern
approximation, was introduced by LIGHTHILL in Ref. 12 and described by BLACK-
STOCK in Ref. 1.

Linear wave equation. A natural approach for the derivation of a single higher-
order partial differential equation is to combine the equations for conservation of
mass and momentum. Subtracting the time derivative of (2.1a) from the divergence
of (2.1b) and assuming interchangeability of space and time differentiation, the term|
OV - (0¥) = V- 9,(p?) cancels

V. (UV-(@U)—l—g(U-V)U) +Ap — o= pAAV - 0);

here, we set A = L& + %. Retaining only the first-order contribution Ap. — 9y 0~
and replacing (2.2) by the first-order approximation o ~ £ p., where A = ¢§ oy

Cp PO
Cv Qo
acoustic pressure

and ¢y = denotes the speed of sound, yields a linear wave equation for the|

3ttp~ - Cg ApN =0.

Nonlinear damped wave equation (Brunnhuber—Jordan—Kuznetsov
equation). If additionally all second-order contributions are taken into account
in (2.1) and (2.2), a more involved procedure for eliminating o~, p~, and 7. leads
to a nonlinear damped wave equation for the acoustic velocity potential

Ount — (a (L4 5) +vA) A0t +a (1 + B) vA A0, — i A0y
(2.4a)
+a(1+5) G A% +0u (55 B (0)" +Vu?) = 0;

details of the derivation are included in Appendix A. As this equation coincides
with Eq.(1.19) in Ref.2 and Eq.(4) in Ref.3, aside from the extension of the
term a cZ A%y to a (14 &) ¢ A%, we refer to it as Brunnhuber—Jordan—Kuznetsov
equation. We point out that the differential operator defining the linear contribu-
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tions is given by the composition of a heat operator and a wave operator
(00— a (1+5) A) (Gt — vA Adsv — & Avy)
+0u(2 B ()" + 1V9?) =0.

see also Eq. (1) in Ref.2 and Eq. (1) in Ref. 3; due to the fact that relation (2.1c)
reflecting energy conservation involves the heat operator 0; — a A, its appearance
is quite intuitive. Our analysis, however, does not exploit the fact that the general
model is factorisable and thus also applies to Eq. (1.19) in Ref. 2 and Eq. (4) in Ref. 3.
A significant discrepancy of (2.4) compared to the model obtained by BLACKSTOCK,
see Eq. (7) in Ref. 1, is the presence of the term comprising A29;1), which is essential
for proving well-posedness, see Ref. 9.

(2.4b)

Limiting model (Kuznetsov equation). In situations where temperature con-
straints are insignificant, the Kuznetsov (K) equation

Oucth — vA Ay — & A + 0, (35 & (00)” + [Vu?) =0, (2.5)

see Ref. 11, results from (2.4) by considering the formal limit a = & — 0 (but not
necessarily v — 04). More precisely, setting

F(y) = 9yt — vA Adp — 2 A + at(%g B (9,0)° + |w|2) :

0

it is evident that any solution to (2.5) satisfies F'(¢)) = 0 and in particular fulfills
O¢F (1) = 0, which corresponds to (2.4) with @ = 0; on the other hand, integration
of the condition 9;F (1)) = 0 with respect to time implies that any solution to (2.4)
with @ = 0 solves (2.5), provided that the prescribed initial data satisfy a consistency
condition such that F(¢(-,0)) = 0. A rigorous justification of this limiting process
is given in Section 4.

2.2. Hierarchy of nonlinear damped wave equations

We next introduce the considered hierarchy of nonlinear damped wave equations,
see also Table 1; we distinguish equations of Kuznetsov and Westervelt type, re-
spectively.

Equations of Kuznetsov type.

(1) For convenience, we restate the Brunnhuber—Jordan-Kuznetsov equation (2.4)
in elaborate and factorised form

Ourt — (a (14 5) +vA) A0t +a (1+ B) vA A0, — i Mg
+a(l+5) G A%+ (5 5 (0)" +IVu?) =0,

(00— a (14 5) A) (9u — vA MG — & Av)
+ 0 (5L & (00)" + Vo) = 0.

(BJK)
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see also Eq. (1.19) in Ref.2 and Eq. (4) in Ref. 3.

(2) In the special case of a monatomic gas, where the identity A Pr = 1 holds, or,
more generally, when a (APr—1) £ = (vA —a) £ is negligible, i.e. vAZ ~ a ﬁ,
the contribution involving A29,1 formally reduces to

a(1+ )UAA28tz/1%a(uA+a )AQ(?tw,

if we replace in addition the term a (14 £)c3 A% by acd A%, we retain the
factorisable reduced model

Brusth — (a (1+2)+ VA) Adyth + a (VA + a B) A2, — 2 Ady)
+ad A%+ 0u (5 § (0)” + Vo) =0

(0 — a) (9w — (VA +a B) A — & Aw)
+0u (L & ()" + |V0P?) =

which we refer to as Blackstock—Crighton—-Kuznetsov equation, see also Eq. (1)
in Ref. 2 and Eq. (1) in Ref. 3.
(3) As shown in Section 4, the Kuznetsov equation

Bty — VA Adyp — 2 A¢+at(ﬁ B (9,)° + |w|2) —0, (K)

see also Eq. (3) in Ref. 2 and Ref. 11, is obtained from (BJK) and (BCK) in the
limit a — 04; for this reduced model, the orders of the arising space and time
derivatives are significantly lowered.

(BCK)

Equations of Westervelt type.

(1) In certain situations, local nonlinear effects reflected by [Vi|* — 25 (0p1))? are
0
negligible and thus the nonlinearity can be replaced by

2 2
sz 7 (0)” + VY = 5z (2+ F) (0) "
in accordance with our derivation of the Brunnhuber—Jordan-Kuznetsov equa-

tion, we keep the term a (1 + £) ¢ A%p. Altogether, this yields the nonlinear
damped wave equation

Brsth — (a (1+2)+ VA) Aduth +a (1+ B) vA A20,9 — 2 Ady )
BJW
ta(l+5) A% + 55 (2+5) O (0r)” =

which we refer to as Brunnhuber—Jordan—Westervelt equation; as in (BJK), the
linear contributions are given by the composition of a wave and a heat operator.
(2) In analogy to (BCK), the Blackstock—Crighton—Westervelt equation

Breth — (a (1+2)+ VA) Adutp +a (VA + a B) A28, — 2 Ady sew)

+aci A%+ L (24 £) 0y (010)”
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is retained as a reduced model from (BJW), see also Eq. (2) in Ref. 2.
(3) The Westervelt equation is given by

Ot — VA DO — & A + (2+8)0,(0,0)* =0, (W)

see also Eq.(4) in Ref.2 and Ref.17; as justified in Section 4, it results as
limiting model from (BJK) for vanishing thermal conductivity and negligible
local nonlinear effects.

3. Auxiliary results

In this section, we state unifying representations of the nonlinear damped wave
equations studied in this work. Furthermore, we deduce reformulations of the
Brunnhuber—Jordan-Kuznetsov equation and a priori energy estimates that are
needed in Section 4.

3.1. Unifying representations

Abbreviations. In view of a unifying representation, it is convenient to introduce
switching variables og,0 € {0,1} and abbreviations for the arising non-negative
coefficients

B =a(1+8) +vA >0,
Béa)(ao)*a(uA—l-a +00A(VA—a))>O,
B3 =ci >0, ia)(ao):a(1+a()z)co>0,
Bs(0) == (2(1—0)+5) >0, fs(o) =0 >0;

(3.1a)

recall that the quantities a vA, ¢ > 0 are strictly positive. In addition, we set

aAa

B () = 9 (o0)

0 .
(a0)

Evidently, these definitions imply the relations

L (vVA+(1—09)aZ)>0. (3.1b)

cml’—‘

B (1) =ZvA, Bi(0) =% (vA+a] )

BN =a(1+B)&E, B20) =ac, (3.1¢)
B(1)=2Z, B0)=2%(2+5),

in the limit @ — 04, the following values are obtained

B3 (o) = ZvA, B =vA, B(00) =0. B"(00)=0.  (3.d)
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Unifying representations. Employing a compact formulation as abstract evo-
lution equation, the Brunnhuber—Jordan—Kuznetsov equation takes the following
form with og =0 =1

Dnaath(t) — By Aub(t) + 5" (00) A*Dh(t) — B3 Adyh (1)
+ 81 (00) A2 () + 9ut (4 Ba(0) (Bu6(6)” + Bo(o) [VH (D)) =0,

see (BJK); the equations (BCK), (BJW), and (BCW) are included as special cases,
see Table 1. Moreover, the Kuznetsov and Westervelt equations rewrite as

Op)(t) — §O) A0p(t) — B A(t)
+ 0 (% Bs (o) (9 (1))” + Bo(o) |V1/;(t)|2) —0,

when setting o =1 or o = 0, respectively.

(3.1e)

(3.2)

3.2. Reformulations

Initial and boundary conditions. We henceforth consider (3.1) on [0, T, impos-
ing homogeneous Dirichlet conditions on certain space and time derivatives of the
solution

()| gq =0, ABY(H)], =0, AP(t)|yq =0, (3.3a)
()] pq =0, Adut(t)] 5, = 0. (3.3b)

Moreover, we suppose that the initial conditions

$(0) =40, 9(0) =91, up(0) =2, (3.4)

are fulfilled; the needed regularity, compatibility, and smallness requirements on 1y,
11, and 1o are specified in Proposition 3.1.

Reformulation by integration. With regard to (3.2), assuming interchangeabil
ity of space and time differentiation, we set

F(y(t)) = dub(t) — B Ad(t) — Bs Av(t)
+ B5(0) Oetp(t) Optp(t) + 2 Bs(0) VOrb(t) - Vap(t) ;

straightforward differentiation shows that its time derivative is given by

OF ((1)) = Ouurtp(t) — B Adurp(t) — B3 Ad(t)
+ Bs(0) Dt () Db (1) + B () (Burh (1)
+ 2 B6(0) VOyuth(t) - Vip(t) + 2 Bs(o) [VOup(t ‘
and that (3.1) rewrites as

(3.5a)

O F (1h(1)) = (B\) — B Adp(t) = BS (00) A20,0(E) — BL™) (00) A2u(t) .
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Provided that the prescribed initial data are sufficiently regular and satisfy the
consistency condition

o = B Ay = B3 Abo + B5(0) a1 + 2 Bo(0) Vi1 - Viho =0 (3.5b)
such that F(¢(0)) = 0, integration with respect to time implies

F(y(t) = (81 - 817) (A0 (t) — M)
3.5¢
_ B (a0) (AZ0(t) — AZyip) — ao/A2 (3:5¢)

Reformulation by differentiation. A reformulation of (3.1) is obtained by
straightforward differentiation of the nonlinear term; supressing for the sake of
notational simplicity the dependence on ¢ and o € {0, 1}, we set

aft) =1+ Bs(0) 0u(1),
r(t) = Bs(0) (&sﬂ/’(t))z + Bs(0) Ou |V (1) |?

2 (3.6a)
= B5(0) (8utp(t))” + 2 Bs(0) 9 (VO (t) - V(1))
= B5(0) (0t (1)” +2 Bo(0) VO (t) - Vib(t) + 2 Bs(0) | V(1)
and, as a consequence, we obtain the relation
O(t) D (1) = Bi) A (B) + B (00) MDD =y DOt
+ 817 (00) A% (t) + (1) = 0 |
provided that non-degeneracy of «(t) is ensured, this further yields
Ountp(t) = B k5 A0 (t) + B (00) ks A20(t) — By k3 A (1) 60
.6c

+ B (UO)WA%/)() s () =0.

Fixed-point argument. Our approach for the derivation of a priori energy esti-
mates uses a fixed-point argument based on a suitable modification of (3.6); that
is, we consider two functions ¢ and v that satisfy the initial conditions

P(0) =¥(0) =vo, 9p(0) = 0p(0) =2h1, 0ud(0) = Outp(0) =¢2,  (3.7)
and replace o and r in relations (3.6b) and (3.6¢) by
oD (t) =1+ Bs(0) Deo(1),
O(t) = B5(0) 0 (t) D () + 2 Bs(0) VO (t) - Vo(t) (38)
+2 B5(0) VO(t) - VO6(t)

Reformulation by testing. Our starting point is (3.6b) with « and r substituted
by o(®) and r(%); testing with 0y (t) yields

(@ (1) Buep ()| 0o (1)), — B (Auutp ()| Dp(8))
+ B8 (00) (A0 (1)[0wib (1)), — B (A0(D)|0uto (1)),
+ 85 (00) (A0 ()| 0ub(®),_+ (r' ()| 0i(t), = 0.
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In order to rewrite this relation as the time derivative of a function plus additional

terms, we apply the identity
2
(@9 (8) Duro(0)|16(1)) , = § 4| |3 (1) )|

—%((%04“”( Ou(t) ‘3&1/1 )

under assumption (3.3a), integration-by-parts implies

(A0 (®)[0ut (1), =~ Vo],
(A20(1)|0u(t)) ., = (Ad(D)|Adu(t) | = 0i]|Adu ()|,
<Aa D]awv(),, = mw 0]V, = - Voo,
(A% (0)[0ut (1), = (A ()| Adu (1)),

—at(Aatw B]Av(D),, — [|Adw)];, -

As a consequence, we have

2
o @ @0t + 5 [Touse)]?, + L5420 oy sdrw,

+ 5 0,]| Vo (t) HL +5(a)(00)at(A5t¢ t)|Ay(t )L2_B(a) (o0) |20 (¢ HL
+ () = 1 02D (1) b (1) [ Do (1)) | = 0

1
70

by means of the abbreviation

Fo(o = Ve, +2 jaavol, o

+ 5 [vowll;,

the following relation results
O Bo((t), (1)) + B |Vouv ()|,
= = 31" (00) B (A0 ()| Av(E) , + B (00) | A0 (1)}
— (r(aﬁ) (t) — %5150((05)( ) Ot (t ’attz/, )

Integration with respect to time finally yields
~ t
Fo(o().00)) + 5 [ [Vouvr)[, ar
= Eo (o, o) + 85" (00) (A |Adho) ;= B (00) (A0 ()| Ap(1))
t
+ Bé(la) (UO)/ ||Aaﬂ/)(7’)Hiz dT
0

t

_ / (r(r) = § 0.0 (7) 0utp(7)| 0 (7)) , dr;

JU

(3.9b)
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note that we here set
(a)
Eo(tbo, ) = & [ VT+Bs(0) o %H + B Ay |2 4 B ||V} L (3.9¢)

Further reformulation by testing. On the other hand, we substitute o and r
in (3.6¢) by a?) and 7(?); by testing with Ady1h(t), we obtain

(8ttt1/) ‘Aattw ) _ﬁla) ’\/Q(T ttw( )‘
+ B (00) (a(¢)(t) A2 (t) | Adsp( t), = Bs (aw)(t) Adpy(t ‘Aattw )) Ly

2

Lo

Similarly to before, we employ integration-by- parts under assumption (3.3b) and
replace the arising space and time derivatives of (¢) by

Vo =~ B5(0) gy Vois(t),  Oigmrg = — B5(0) e Ound(t);

this yields the identities

(attt'l/} |Aattw )) - (vattt’t/l t)|V6ttw(t)) =1 8tHvatt'¢/J ||L ,
(s A%00() ]Aam/; ), = (VA@ﬂ/;(t)’V mAatt¢(t))) .
= - (VAatw(t)‘ (<¢>)(t) Aattz/} t))Lg - (VA@tQ/’( ) (¢) VAatt’(/J( )) ,

- (Viiw ),
2
40| s VA )HL2 3 (| [VAGUO[)
_%815 \/Wv 8“/)()’ ,
+ 55(0) (oo [A0uw () VAG() - V()|
- BST@ ((aw) ()2 8i&tQ5 ‘VA(?H/J )’ )sz

(m Aat¢(t)’A8tt1/)(t))

Lo

= %815 W tl/)( ) — % (8,5(1(%)()5) (Aaﬂfl(t))Q) .
=30l 2 MtwL + 242 (b [ Ouo(t) (80 (1)°)




March 7, 2024 21:19 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE
3AS BarbaraMechthild VersionSubmitted

14  Barbara Kaltenbacher, Mechthild Thalhammer

furthermore, we make use of the relation

(s A% d0uv) | = = (VAUW|V (zm Aduv())
— (VAU)| Vo Aduw(t) L (Vav()
=~ (Vadm |20 vAVD) | (o
+ (0w
- at(m‘maﬂp(t) vAUD)
+ 85(0) (et [A0ub () VO(1) - VAV(D))

— B5(0) (Garmmye | ud(t) VAGW() - VAG())

2

 fveero VAatw(t)’ 2
'With the help of the abbreviation
o B; =) 00) 2
Er(o(t), (1) = 5 || VOur(t HL ’\/ o) Vﬁaﬂﬁ(t)‘ L

)

2
1
e A&tzp(t)‘

53
+ £S
Lo

we thus obtain

~ 2
0B (6(0).0(0) + 8" | s Adwsto)|
— = 1 (00) 0k by [V AG(1) - VAU )

2

(a

2

100 | 7 Taa ]
+(Wr ®]a0u),

+ B85 (00) B (0) ( a<¢) )2
(a)
8 00)65 () ( a(¢)(t))2 Dnd(t) [VAd(1)| )L

ouo(t) (A0(0)’)

2

_ Bs ,85(0) (

1
@ (D)2

+ 81 (00) 55(0) (e
— 85 (00) B5(0) (W.

a(¢) 5 VAdui(t ))

VAd(E) - VAU())

5| VAG(®) - VAvED) +H\/W W)’i

A () VAG(E) - VOH())

D0t VO9(t) - VAV())
Dud(t) VAO(E) - VAY(H))

Lo

Lo

2

(3.10a)

2

2

L2
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Performing integration with respect to time, finally leads to

dr

~ t 2
B (00).00)) + 57 | | kg A0t
= Ex (o, v0) + 8L (00) (5 |V AvL - VA )

- o s [P0T34,

2

2

VAawvﬂQ

Lo

dr

t
(a) H 1
_l’_
e [ 7t
t
+ L_p(®) ]Aa d
| (e r@mfaowm), o
(a) Y
+ 5, (Uo)ﬁ507)jg (C;$W?§E
_ﬁ?wwmw{/t(
2 g (a<¢)
t
_6365(0)/ 1
2 O(wwww

t
+ﬂ§1a)(00)ﬁ5(0’)/0 (m
t
- 870 55(0) | (e

(3.10Db)

A&wwﬁVA&Mﬂ-V@Mﬂ)LdT

2

8tt¢ |VA8151/) )‘ )L dT

8tt¢(7) (Aatw(T))z) dr

Lo

Aawwu)va¢@)-VA¢@») dr

Lo

@m@qVAawwavag ar

Lo

similarly to before, we here set

a) 2
By (o, v0) = 4[|Vl + 252 | VA
) \/1+,35(U);111 Lo (3'10(3)
B A
2 0) 1/)1 Lz,

3.3. Energy estimates

Objective. In the following, we deduce a priori estimates for the energy functionals

Eo(6(0),0(0) = § [\ @ auv 0| +2522 800,

+ 5 [vowll;,

2 (3.11a)
| 7 VAo,
Vmiqu@¢“Wﬁ;

By (o), (1) = 5 |[Vouu(t ||L 52 >(oo

2

+4




March 7, 2024 21:19 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE
3AS BarbaraMechthild VersionSubmitted

16 Barbara Kaltenbacher, Mechthild Thalhammer

on bounded time intervals [0, T]; recall that a(®) = 1+ B5(c) ;¢ and note that the
values at the initial time are given by

Eo(vo,%0) = H\/l-i—ﬂ5 )1 ¢2H 52(1)4(00) ||A¢1Hi2

+ 5 VoL,

2 (3.11b)

(@) (4
Ex (o, %0) = § || Vo[, + 2 VA,

Lo

2

11)1

3
Lo

1+55(U) Y1

see (3.7). In order to keep the formulas short, we introduce auxiliary abbreviations
for the basic components

Eo1(o(t),¥(t)) = H\/ @)(t) durp(t)||
Eoz (¢(t), ¢ t): (RG]
Eos (6(t), (1)) = || Vo), ,
Eo(o(t),v(t)) = 2 Eor(o(t),v(t)) + w Eo2 ((t),9(1))
ﬁ% Eos((t),1(t)),

Eu< ) = Vo1, (31¢)
Exs(9(8), 4(1)) = | \/vatw t) Lz,
Bra (0(1), 0(1)) = H\/W 2=

By (6(1), (1)) = & Eu (6(0), (1)) + 2200 By, (0(1), (1))

% B3 ((t), (1)) ;

we in particular apply the relations

Eo1(o(t),9(t)) < 2Eo(a(t),¥(t),  Eosz(o(t),1(t)) < 3—23 Eo(o(t), (1)),
Ell (¢(t)7 ¢(t)) < 2 El ((b(t)v ¢(t)) ’ E13 ((b(t)v ¢(t)) < % El ((b(t)v ¢(t)) .
(3.11d)
Moreover, we denote
E20(¢( = H \/W ttw( ) ) (3116)

By (6(£),10(1)) = L By ((t),10(2)) = 2 Erm((b(t) (1))
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Our essential premise in the proof of Proposition 3.1 is boundedness of the energy
functionals by positive constants Eg, E1, E5 > 0, when inserting ¢ twice

sup Eo((t),¢(t)) < Eo, sup Ei(o(t),d(t)) < Eq,
te[0,T] te[0,T

T (3.11f)
/ By ((t), 6(t)) dt < Eo;
0
evidently, this yields the relations
sup EOl ((b(t)? (b(t)) < 2EO ) sup E03 (¢(t)7 (b(t)) < % EO )
te[0,7) te[0,7) : (3 11g)
sup E11(¢(t),0(t)) <2E1, sup Eiz(o(t), ¢(t)) < % E;.
te[0,7)] t€[0,T]

We note that Béa) (o0) = 0 if @ — 04; for this reason, Eps will be related to Eis,
employing uniform boundedness of a(?) from above and below.

Basic auxiliary estimates. Considering in the first instance regular bounded spa-
tial domains 2 C R?, we exploit the Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality, the continuous
embeddings H*(2) — Lg() as well as H?(Q) — Loo(9), and assume elliptic reg-

ularity; the application of Holder’s inequality with exponent p = 3 and conjugate

exponent p* = L5 = 3 also shows H' () < Lg(2) < L4(1), since

1
( /Q (Fl)™ dw)')l* =15 |I£1, -

171, :/Q(f(:v))4 da < (/me)

To summarise, we apply the estimates
1l < Coe VAl /e Ho(),
1£ll, € Cracm Fllg s Wflloy < Croem £, £ eHAQ),
1ll; < Crmerz Il f € HAQ),
1l < CallASI, s f € HHQ) N HG ()5

==

(3.12)

in all cases, the arising constant depends on the space domain.

Gronwall-type inequality. In addition, we make use of the fact that a non-
negative function f : [0, 7] — R satisfying a differential equation of the form

F1@&) =~ f(t) +9(t)

with positive weight v > 0 and non-negative function g : [0,7] — R or the corre-
sponding integral equation

t t
f0 =10+ [ 1@ dr+ [ g dr,
0 0
respectively, is given by

F0) =" f) + [ @ g(r) ar

JU
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and in particular satisfies the bound

sy e (r0+ [ e ).

We apply this relation to a function of the form f(t) = [l¢(t)||7,. More precisely,
integration with respect to time and straightforward estimation by Cauchy’s in-
equality as well as Young’s inequality with weight v > 0 implies

e, = @I, +2 [ oot an
<l +2 [ o, e, ar

t t
<z, +7* [ e, ar+ 2 [ o7, ar

with the help of the above estimate and the special choice v = \/- such that 7t =
e <3 and =5 'v =t < T, this further shows

t
e, <3002, + 3T/0 loe(r)|2, dr. (3.13)

Auxiliary estimates ensuring non-degeneracy. We first prove that the time-
dependent function a!?) = 14 B5(0) 8;¢ defined in (3.6) is uniformly bounded from
below and above

0<a=3<|a <a=:2 (3.14a)

(®) H

Loo([0,T],Lc () — 27
provided that the upper bound for the higher-order energy functional on the con-
sidered time interval [0, T'] satisfies the smallness requirement

2
Cp = ki) (3.14D)

see also (3.1), (3.11) and (3.12) we point out that the arising constant Cjy > 0 does
not dependent on a > 0. With regard to the relation

COEl S 12

L=l ) =1, _| < [« @@, <1+ ][0~ 1],

..

obtained by triangular inequalities, it remains to show boundedness of ||a(®)(t) —
1|z, for any ¢ € [0,T]. By means of (3.12), we have

[090) = 1], = 55() |16, _ < O B3(0) 090
<CACL_«m2Bs(0 HAat(b HL

< CaCrcms 55(0) H\/a%HLm | e 20O,
< Vo83 Bus(6(0).0(0) /D )],
S\'/2C(OE1 \V/1+||a(¢)(t)_1||l, )
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see also (3.11). Due to the smallness requirement Cy E; <
to this inequality satisfies

n<A\/2C0E \/1+1n, n*—=2CoEin—-2CyE, <0,

(n—Oofl) (2+C()E1)C()E1, 0<77<C()E1+\/ 2+C()E1)00E1_2,

12, the positive solution

this implies the stated relation, since

<[1=1a@® -1], | < @@l <1+ 00 1]l <3,

> Iz

and in particular ensures non-degeneracy

0<Z=2<] =2. (3.14c)

IR 1=

ﬁ HLOO([O.,T],LDO(Q)) =

Auxiliary estimate for nonlinearity. We next deduce an auxiliary estimate for
the nonlinearity

19 = B5(0) Opth Oud + 2 B6(0) VOutp - Vb + 2 B () VO - VByh ,

see (3.8) and recall (3.11). The estimation of the first term uses Cauchy’s inequality
and relation (3.12); that is, we have

0w onote)], < Nowv 7, 0u0(Ol7, < O Ol 20O

< OPF C§4<—H1 Hvat”/’ HLQ HV@ttd) (t) HL2

< Cprp CLycm Bu (6(1), () Bu (#(1), (1))
< ACpp O BLEr (6(1), 41)) -

For the third term, we apply the same arguments and use boundedness of a(®) by

@ = 3, see (3.14), to obtain

Hvaﬂ/}( V(1) H < |Vow @3 [IVast)];,
< CL4HH1 ||V8t1/1 ||H1 ||Vat¢ ||H1 < OPF CL4HH1 HAaﬂ/’ ||L HA(%QS HL2
< Ctp OL4eH1 Ha<¢> t) HLOO | \/WA‘?”/’ ”L2 | == \/W Ady(1) ||L
< Cfp Cf“_Hl o Ers(6(t), (1)) E1s(o(t), ¢(t))

< 2L Ty By (0(0), 010)
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with ¢ = A¢; this yields

IVouw ) - Vo5, < [Vouw @7, IV,
<O [VOuw®) |5 [[Vo®) |5 < Cbe CF, i 20w 0|7, |200)]5,
t
< Che CF, L 200 (3 I~ +3T/0 |ado()]2, dT)

<3k Ot | gy A0ub O,

2 _ t 2
X <||A1/10||L2 +aT/O H\/ﬁ A@tqb(T)HLz dT)
<8Che O @ B (00), 0(0) (|| A7, +3T2 sup Bus(0(0), 6(1) )

€[0,T7]
9CE-C4

Lt By (o(t), v (0) ([[adoll;, + £ T2Ey).

= 2[55&)

By the elementary inequality (a1 + as + a3)? < 3 (a? + a3 + a3), valid for positive
real numbers a1, as, as > 0, the bound

[ 10w, ar
3/t ((55(0))2

+4(86(0)” [VOuu(r) - Vo(r)][3,) ar
<1208 O ((55(0))” + 2S425) B [ Ea(0r),000) ar

54 CppC?

t~
et GO (a2 4 £1°E) [ Bl v de

3tt¢(7)att¢(7)Hi + 4 (Bs(0) HV@H/J T) Vo, o(T )H L,

ﬁ(a)

follows. With the help of the abbreviations

Cr =12 Cl%F C%M—Hl ((55(0))2 n 9(5%%0))2) 7

54 CppC 1(Bs(o))
Ly« H 3
02 — I(a.) ) 03 —

(3.15a)
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we arrive at the auxiliary estimate

[ oo, a

< E1/0 Ei(¢(),¢(r)) dr

+Cs (||avoll7, + Cs T2 Er ) /Ot Ea(¢(7), (7)) dr (3.15b)
<0y Ey /Ot Ei(¢(),¢(r)) dr

+40, (|| Aavo|l2, + G T*F)) /Ot Ea(8(r), (1)) dr

First energy estimate. Our starting point is (3.9), which we restate for conve-
nience

. t
Fo(o(0).0()) + 5 [ B (o). 0() o
= Eo (o, o) + 85" (00) (A |Agho) . — B (00) (ADp ()| A (1)),
5060 [ 2003, ar

+ % ‘/0 (ata(¢) (T) 8ttw(T) ’att’(/J(T))L2 dr — /0 r(¢) ’attw dr 5

see also (3.11). In order to suitably estimate and absorb the terms arising on the
right-hand side, we proceed as follows.

(i) By means of Cauchy’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we have

B1(00) | (M| Avo) | < 817 (00) ||, | A,

(a) (a)
< B Ay, + B2 Aol

(ii) In a similar manner, incorporating an additional weight v; > 0, we obtain

B (00) | (A (D] Aw(t) gﬁi‘”(ao)HAatw)HLz 1w @],
()UO GO
< WA || Ads()] [, + Zged Av (o),

a a a (a) g
with regard to the relation ﬁé )(00) = ((J )(00) i )(ao), we set yP = BOT(”)
such that

51 (00) | (A0 (1) [ Av(0) |
< M A8 (1)),

ot 2 au]f,

a(a)/,r D
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This permits to absorb the first term involving [[Ad;%(t)||7, and explains the

definition of the energy functional

Bo(6(6), 0()) = Eo(6(), (1)) — 220 | adp()|2

= [l a@ O a3, + ZH22 a0, + % Voo,

for the second term, we apply the Gronwall-type inequality (3.13) with ¢ =
A, which yields
t
2 2 2
v, <3llavl;, +37 [ 20w, ar
(iii) Again by Cauchy’s inequality, we have
((attl/J ‘5&(25 ) < ||Oup (T HL4 |0 (r HL2

relation (3.12) and the uniform bound 1 =2, see (3.14), imply

t
%/0 (8t04(¢)( O (T ‘3&1/) ) dr

2 [ o)}, lous(r)l, a

M \/g/o HV%?/J(T)HQLZ H\/O‘(T(T)a“(b(ﬂ’ L»
2 2 o t
< e B 1 /0 Eo1 (6(7), (7)) Eu (é(7), (7)) dr

<2 2,y Ba(0)\ By / Eyy (6(7), $(r)) dr.

Provided that the smallness requirement

I /\

dr

C%’FC24<,H1 Bs (o) F <
- @ 0>

1
@ 2

is satisfied, the resulting term

' (@ [t
%A (8t01(¢)( 8tt1/) |8tt1/) )L2 dr S ﬁlz /O Ell((b(T),l/)(T)) dr

can be absorbed by the corresponding term arising on the left-hand side
(iv) Cauchy’s inequality and Young’s inequality with weight v > 0 and (3.12)

yields

(T(d)) (7')‘3”1/1 T )L2
HT (b) HLQ + 72 Hatt?/J HL2 = 2'y2 ‘
)|| PF% E1q (¢(1),%(7)) 5

<@, [0,
OO, + 5 10

_27

STgHT
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(@) (@)
with the special choice 73 = 25 61‘1% such that PF% = ﬁ{T the second term

arising on the right-hand side of

[l

( ‘815,51/) ) ’ dr

CPF/ HT )Hi2 dr + By )

can be absorbed.

() dr

The above considerations imply the estimate

Eo(¢(t),v(t)) + 2 (r)) dr

< Eo(tho, o) + B (o0) (UO) | Avpy HL +5(a)( )( +ﬁ<a) )H wOHLg

+ 89 (o )(”W /||A8t1/) )|, dT+CPF/ [r ()]}, dr

by means of relation (3.14) providing the uniform bound @ = % and estimate (3.15),
we further obtain

Eo(¢(1), (1)) + 2 (7)) dr
< Bo(to, o) + & ““aEl(wo,wo )+ 857 (00) (3 ﬂ%))u ol[7,
+<wi;:<oo> (1+ﬁ<a)( ))a+C;(F§1E /OE ¥(r)) dr
+ 4% (laga?, +C3T2F1)/ Ex(¢(r), (7)) dr

< Eo(0,%0) + 3[34 (UO) El(lﬁo,wo)"‘ﬁ(a)( )( + B(‘” )H onLz

54(:1) 0 prC1
+ <3 63( )(1—1- (a)( ))+Cﬁ<a€ E)/o E1(¢(7')71/)(7’)) dr

, o t
15 (|l + ) [ Bafote)vir) .

Altogether, this shows that the lower-order energy functional is bounded in terms of
the hlgher order energy functional. More plremsely7 applylng (3. 14) as well as (3.12)
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see (3.15a), we arrive at a relation of the form

Eo(6(t),%(t))
Sq)O(CPFvCLg—H%maﬁvﬁéa)( 0)s By B (00), B (o), [36(0'),T)

X (E1(¢07¢0) + HA%HZ + (1 +E1)/O Er((7),9(7)) dr

+ (lavoll7, +E1) /Ot Ba((r), (7)) dT) :

we note that 5 B(“)’ [3 ( 0), and 54 (UO) remain bounded for a — 0.

6“”(
Second energy estimate. In order to deduce a suitable a priori estimate for the
higher-order energy functional, our starting point is

Ey (6(1), (1) + / Ea(¢(r), (7)) dr
= F1(t0,0) + ﬁf;a) (00) (aw ©) ‘VAUM VA1/}O)

Lo

~ 81(00) (3 | VA - VAU ) |+ (00) / Eia(6(7), (7)) dr

t
+ / (W r<¢>(T)]Aattzp(T)) dr + R(t),
0 Lo
where we employ the convenient abbreviation
(a) '
R(t) = Py (00)55(0)/0 (m
_ 85 (90)B5(0) / (
2 o @
¢ 2
_ /33/35(0)/ ((W) 5|00 () (ADy(T)) ) dr
0 Lo
(a) '
+ 64 (Uo)ﬁ5(0)/0 (W

t
- ﬂia)((’o)&(ff)/o (m

see also (3.10); similar arguments to before permit to estimate and absorb the arising
terms.

Ayt (1) VA (7) - V3t¢(7’))L dr

2

Oud(7) VA (r)] )L dr

Ayt (1) VO, p(7) - VAw(T))L dr

2

B (7) VA (7) - vmp(r)) ar,

Lo

(i) The application of Cauchy’s inequality, Young’s inequality with

2 B¥(00) _ B (00)
N=—g @ =" 5 >
4 U7
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and the uniform bound é =2, see (3.14), yields

8 (00)

(a<¢> 0)|VA1/)1 VA‘/’O) ’

a)
<B4 g0 H\/Q(T 1/}1‘1/2 \/W 1/)0‘ Lo
{6t | - VAY \ + 2t ||t yAy \2
= Ve <¢) i, 277 [ \/a®(0) ollL,
(@) .
< %TWEu(wo,on g;;) 2 L1V A7
< E1 (40, %0) + 25%(("“ VAo, -

(ii) Using in addition the Gronwall-type inequality (3.13) with ¢ = VA and the

uniform bound @ = 2, see again (3.14), we obtain
§“>(a ) (W}vmﬂzj(ﬂ : vmp(t))hl
817 o) | 7 VAo, | e vave],
< vlﬂi‘:wo) ‘\/a(lwt) VAatw(t)Hz 8 (o0) <ao> \/W VAUt )‘
< 25 B (60, v(0) + 2 L VA,
< 250 i (4(t), ()
+ o) (HVA%HZ +T/Ot V202 dT>

B0 g, (0(1), (1))
t
4 6857 (90). IV A2 +aT/ E1z(o(7), (7)) dT)
0

IN

(85 (00))?
< B0 g (o(0), w(1)
b2 gy 4 22 /OtEu((b(T)ﬂ/f(T)) dr
< B0 g (6(0), 0(1))
n 6;3@7((00) VAl + mTfotEl(sb(T)W(ﬂ) dr;

this shows that the first term on the right-hand side can be absorbed and
explains the definition of the energy functional

By (b(), () = s (6(1), (1)) _ 800 (6(t),16(t))
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(@)
(iii) Recalling once more the abbreviation B(()a) (00) = g %Q)EUO;, the bound
4 (00

A n) [ Bua(o(r)vr) dr < st [ Ba(o(),0r) ar

is obvious.
(iv) By Cauchy’s inequality, Young’s inequality with weight 753 = BYI), and the

upper bound = = 2, we have

IR 1=

t
/0 (m (@) (T)’Aattw(T))Lz dr

t
< L @) ‘ L 20 ‘ d
_/o H\/aw’)(f)r (7) Lo \/a“’) () Lo
t 2 2 2
1 1 (¢) o2 1
= 243 /0 H«/OA«»_(T) r (7’)‘ L dr + 3 /0 H,/aw)(f) Aat”/}(ﬂ‘ Lo dr
<

t b
B;‘”/O ||,,(¢)(T)HQL2 dT+%/O Es(o(7),4(7)) dr;

together with estimate (3.15) for the nonlinearity, this implies

t
/0 (ﬁ(ﬂ (@) (7’)‘A(’“)15,5¢(T))L2 dr

< & [ B (ot0) 000) ar

1

t ~
+ <1 + 5@) (||A1/;0||L +C3T? E1)> / Es(¢(1), (7)) dr.
0
Under the additional smallness requirement

5 (llavoll;, +Ca B ) <

we obtain the relation

<& T [ Bi(otn).0m) ar+ [ Bafo(r).ur) dr

0

thus, the second term involving Eg can be absorbed and yields the integral
over F
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As an intermediate result, we have a bound of the form

By (¢(t),9(t)) + /0 By (¢(7), ¢(7)) dr

Sq)l(CPFacL4%Hlamuﬁaﬁ2 ( )7
%7 ﬁz(la) (00)7 65(0-)7 ﬁﬁ (U)a T7 Fl)

X (E1(¢07¢0) + HVA%HZ +/0 E1(o(7),9(7)) dT) +|R(t)]

The remaining terms are estimated with the help of Cauchy’s inequality and (3.12)

that is, we use that a product of functions satisfies the relation

(3.16)

|17 e2Des() 1, | < e 2D, s,
HLz <Cr.cm e

< H‘Pl(T)HLm H<P2(T)HL2 H<P3(T)
<CACrL 2 HA<P1(T)||L2 ||<%72(T)||L2 ||<%73(T)||L2 :

D2 lle2 O, e,

As a consequence, by (3.11), inserting again é = 2, we obtain

IR(1)]
(1) \/Brz(6(r). (7)) [|VOs(r)], _ dr

<285 (00) Bs(0 / \/E20

+B8(00) 3 [ [0us)] Bra(o(e), 06

+ 83500 [ oud(o)],._ Bus(9(7).017) o

+2v2 8" (00) B5(0) /0 \ E20(¢(7), ¥(7) |[Vors(n) |, _ [[VAY(T)]|,, dr
+2v2 1" (00) B5(0) /0 [00d(T)|| . \/Er2(6(7), (7)) |[VAY()||, dr

3 we employ the estimates

Recalling the upper bound @ = 3

< CaCL_cm2 ||[VAd (T ||L

IVow(r)| .
< \/70A Crom? \/m7

< CaCpn2 || Aduo( 7')HL2

||8tt¢ ||L
< \/70A CL « H2 \/mv

moreover, the Gronwall type inequality (3.13) apphed with go = VAz/J and the
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implies
-
[vavl;, <svanli, +37 [ [vaow@);, o7

< 3|Vav|?, +3Ta/ iz (6(7), (7)) d7,
0

Introducing the auxiliary abbreviation

Cy=CaCp_ 2 22 max {8\/_ 2y 57(00) a1y \/_}

3 857 (a0) 7 B (00

as well as

Ri(t) = / By (6(r), (7)) /B2 (6(7), 6(7) dr |

this leads to the relation

|R(t)] < Cy

< ([ VB0 00 B0 00) B (07 010) o
+ ||V, /Ot VE(6(1), (1) \/Er (o). (7
+ Vsl [ VEGD.00) B0, o0) dr

+ Ry (t) + Rz(t)> .

'We next make use of the fundamental assumption

T
sup Ey (6(t), 6(1)) < By . /0 B (0(t), 6(1)) dt < By,

te[0,T

[0, < VBIRSwl,, + 35 VF [ Balom, ) o

(3.17)

:/ \V E1(6(7),9(7)) \//T B (o(T),4(7)) dTv/ B2 ((7), (7)) dT,
0 0

+/O \ E2(8(7),9(7)) \//OT E1(6(7), %(7)) 47 \/ E1(6(7), 6(7)) dr

see also (3.11). Replacing the interval of integration [0, 7] by [0,¢] and applyin
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Cauchy’s inequality, we have

2(t) < V / B (6. 6() &7 / VB (0. 040) a0 01) dr

< V / B (67), 0(7) d%\/ / By (6(7), 0(7)) dr \/ / ' Ea(6(r). ol
<VE. [ B (p(r), () dr

together with Young’s inequality, this shows

70| < )
( VB [ (B60)00) + Ba(otnvim) ) an
+ 1 VA, <TE1 +/0 Ba(6(r), (7)) dT)

+ 1V A, (E2 i /0 Ex(6(7), 9() dT)

+3VE( [ Bl vm) ar+7 [ Bilon).vim) dr)

+ Ri(t) + R2 (ﬂ)

< Cy

; ( [VAvll, (B + )

L (Ivavoll,, + 1+ 1) VB + \/> /tEl dT>

0

+ (I8l + VB [ Ba(ote)vi0) ar

+ Rl(t)> .

Under the smallness requirement

Cu (VAo +VE ) < 4.
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the term involving Es can be absorbed and we arrive at an estimate of the form

t
Ey(6(t),9(1)) +/0 Eo (¢(1),4(7)) dr
SEl(d)vaO)
+(I)Q(CPF’CA’OL4<—H170LOO<—H27m’ﬁa éa)(00)75_137
B (0), Bs(0), Bs(0), T, ||VA1/}0HL27F17F2) (3.18)

X (El(d)oﬂ/)o) + HVA%HL2

[ (BT 900) Bt ) ).

see also (3.17). This corresponds to the relation
t
Ey(¢(t),1(t) < E1(tho, o) + P20 + (1)2/ w(T) B1(6(7), (7)) dr
0
involving a (small) constant ¢ > 0 and the weight function

w(t) =1+ 4/E2(4(t), 6(t)) ;

due to the fact that Cauchy’s inequality ensures boundedness from above

/tw(T)dTgw—T—i—\/T\/i
0

and that the solution to the associated non-autonomous homogeneous linear differ-
ential equation fulfills

t
PO =000 1), 50 =oxp (02 [ w(r) ar) £0) <o 1(0).
0
a Gronwall-type inequality leads to an upper bound of the form

By (¢(t), (1)) < @3(Er(vho, o) +9), t€[0,T].
More precisely, we obtain an energy estimate of the form
t
Eo(9(0), w(0)) + E1 (60, (0) + [ Ea(6(r),0(r) dr
0
< ‘I)(OPF; Ca,Cryen; Cren2, m, ﬁ,ﬂéa) (00), %,

B (00), B5(a), B (), T, E1 (o, o), HVAUJOHLZ,Fl,FQ)
X (El(lbo,l/fo) + HVA¢0HL2) ;

(3.19)

due to the fact that the quantities and Bia) (00) remain bounded for]

1 1
85" (00)” 517
a — (0, this relation holds uniformly for a € [0,a]. A fixed-point argument detaile
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below proves the following statement; uniqueness of the solution is provided in the
situation of Remark 3.1.

Proposition 3.1. Consider the nonlinear damped wave equation (3.1) under homo-
geneous Dirichlet boundary conditions (3.3) and the initial conditions (3.4). Suppose
that the prescribed initial data satisfy the reqularity and compatibility conditions

w07w1 €H3(Q)0H01(Q)7 A¢07A¢17¢2 EH&(Q)7

assume in addition that for ||Avol|lL,, VAL, and upper bounds €y,e1 > 0 on
the initial energies

], + 85 n) Al + [ 9], < 7o
[Vl + 857 a0 [Vawll, + an]?, <@,
the quantity

C3pC} 8 CaC 2
M (o, 21) = — L4E§{1 ) Vg + 2 L“’Efﬁs(g)) e

+ 25 ([[awoll, + ca1?e) + O (3 [ Vavll,, + V&)

is sufficiently small, see (3.12), (3.15a), and (3.17) for the definition of the arising
constants. Then, there exists a weak solution

b€ X = HP(0.T), HA() N W2 ((0.7], Hy(2)) 1 W ([0, 7], HA(€)
HZ(Q) = {xe H*(Q):x € Hy(Q)}, HI(Q)={xeH(Q):x AxeH(Q},
to the associated equation
D (t) — b2 — ALY A(Orp(t) — ) + B (00) A2 ((t) — tbo) — Bs A(() — tho)
+ 54 o0) / A%P(7) AT + B5(0) (Outh(t) Durp(t) — o)
+286(0) (VO(t) - Vip(t) — Vo - Vb)) =0,

obtained by integration with respect to time. This solution satisfies a priori energy

estimates of the form
50( )— ok II7, + 55" (00) A0 D), + IVOL D, -

& () = ||Vauu ()|}, + A5 (00) | VA (®)|[;, + [|Ad(t

Iz, M.

sup & (v(t)) < Eo, sup &(v(t) < Er, / | A (t HL dt < Es,
te[0,T] te[0,T]

which hold uniformly for a € [0,a]. In particular, the quantity M (Eq, E1) remains
sufficiently small to ensure uniform boundedness and hence non-degeneracy of the
first time derivative
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Proof. As indicated before, our proof relies on a fixed-point argument. For suitably]
chosen positive constants Eg, E1, E5 > 0 and suitably chosen inital data

¢0€H§(Q)a ¢1 EHg(Q)u wZEH(}(Q)u

such that M (Ey, E1) is sufficiently small, we introduce the nonempty closed subset,
M= {6€ X2 600) = 0. 010(0) = ¥1.,040(0) = v

T
sup &o(p(t)) < Eo, sup &(o(t) < Ey /O HAattaﬁ(t)HZLz dt < EQ}.

te[0,T te[0,T]

The nonlinear operator is defined by
T M—M:¢p— 1,
where 1 is the solution to

(14 B5(0) 88 Dusrtb — B Adyap + BS™ (00) D200 — B3 A + B (00) A%
+ 55(0') 815,51/} 8tt¢ + 256(0') Vatﬂ/) . V(b + 2 [‘36(0') Vaﬂ/) . V&tgb = O;

that is, in (3.6b), we replace a and r by a(?) and r(%), see also (3.8).

(i) Well-definedness. The a priori energy estimate (3.19) deduced before implies
well-definedness and self-mapping of 7 into M.

(ii) Continuity. The set M is a weak® compact and convex subset of the Ba-
nach space X; thus, for ensuring existence of a fixed point of 7 from the
general version of Schauder’s Fixed Point Theorem in locally convex topo-
logical spaces, see Ref.6, we have to prove weak* continuity of 7. For any
sequence (¢(*)) ey, in M converging weakly* to some ¢, € M, the sequence
of corresponding irﬁages defined by

is bounded in X; hence, there exists a subsequence that converges to a func-
tion ¥, € M in the following sense

w(k)iw* in X as k — o0,

5 (3.20)
P*) — g, in X = H'([0,T],W}(Q)) as k — oo,

with compact embedding X — X. We apply a subsequence-subsequence ar-
gument for proving weak* convergence of ¥*) to T(¢.). For this purpose,
we consider an arbitrary weakly* convergent subsequence of (¢(k))keN>0 and|
prove that its limit 1, concides with 7 (¢.). Due to boundedness in X: there
is a sub-subsequence (not relabeled in the following) which converges in the
sense of (3.20); the same type of convergence can be assumed for the corre
sponding subsequence of preimages (also not relabeled) (¢*))gen., to ¢.. It
remains to verify the solution property ¥, = T (¢, ) B
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(i) Verification of solution property. We employ convenient abbreviations for the

linear and the nonlinear terms
(L) (1) = dux(t) — B Adx(t) + 85" (00) A2X(E) — B3 Ax(t)
t
+ B85 (50) / A2y(7) dr,
0

Eéa) = —o+ B§a) Arpy — ﬁéa) (00) A%g + B3 Ao,
N (¢, x) = B5(0) Oux 0 + 2 Bs(0) VOrx - Vb,
No = —B5(0) 2 p1 — 2 Bs(0) Vb1 - Vg ;

the relation

(3.21)

LOp® 428 4 N (" p®)) 4 Ny =0

thus corresponds to the given reformulation of the defining equation, obtained
by integration with respect to time. In order to verify that . is a solution to

E(a)w* + E((Ja) +N(¢*7w*) +NO = 07
we consider the difference

LGN — ) + N (6™, W) — N (61, 9)
= LOQW —9.) + N (6" = 6., 0 ®) + N (fr, 0 — ).

Due to the fact that ¢*) = ¢, in X as k — oo, the linear contribution tends
to zero in Lo ([0, 7], H~1(2)). The first terms in the nonlinearity satisfy

B(@) 10 ™. _ 0,712 1006 = 0l 071060
+286(0) VOO, to,1.000) V(0™ = 0) |01y 20000)
+285(0) || VO (w(k) — ) ‘L2([07T]1L4(Q)) Vo,

< Cpuc ((850) + 260)) [59  } — 0.

+25(0) [0~ g lo-l)

Loo([0,T7,La())

X

and therefore tend to zero by the strong convergence of ¢(*) and ¥(*) in )N(;
for any v € Lo([0,T], L2(€2)), due to the fact that

Oe(p™ —4p.) = 0in Lo ([0, 77, L2(R)) as k — oo,
8t¢* v E LQ([OvT]aLQ(Q)) )

we further have

T
o) [ (0u (00 - .(0)

8t¢*(t)v(t)) dt — 0 as k — oo,

Lo

which concludes the proof. e
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Remark 3.1. Our result compares with Ref. 9, where under the stronger regularity|
requirements ¢y € H*(Q2), Y1 € H*(Q), ¥ € H*(Q) and additional compatibility]
conditions on the initial data existence and uniqueness of a solution
€ H*((0,00), La(2)) N W, ((0,00), H' () N H?((0,00), H*(22))
NWL((0,00), H*(Q)) N H"((0,00), H*(€2)) N Lso ((0, 00), H*(1))

to the general model is proven.

4. Limiting systems

The transition from the Brunnhuber—Jordan—-Kuznetsov equation to the Kuznetsov|
and Westervelt equations permits a significant reduction of the temporal order of
differentiation from three to two, which is for instance of relevance with regard to
numerical simulations. In this section, we rigorously justify this limiting process
under a suitable compatibility condition on the initial data.

Situation. We consider the unifying representation (3.1) including (BJK), (BCK),
(BJW), and (BCW), respectively; for the sake of clearness, we indicate the depen-
dence of the solution on the decisive parameter a > 0. We suppose that the as-
sumptions of Proposition 3.1 are satisfied; note that the prescribed initial data are
independent of a > 0 and that the fundamental smallness requirement on M (€g, 1)
or M (Ey, E1), respectively, can be fulfilled uniformly for a € (0,@]. The main result
of this work, given below, ensures convergence in a weak sense towards the solution|
of the Kuznetsov and Westervelt equation, respectively. In contrast to Proposi
tion 3.1, the canonical solution space is now

Xo = H?*([0,T], H2(Q)) nWZ ([0, T], Hy (),

that is, we employ the regularity properties
T
a 2 a
/ 18000 @ )2+ ess sup [[VO0@ (1), < oo
0 t€[0,T]

due to the fact that ﬁéa) (60) = 0 as a — 04 and hence the terms

9 (00) [|Ade)[[;, . B (00) [|VAD (D),

arising in the energy estimates vanish, the higher regularity of the solution space X
can not be achieved.

Theorem 4.1. In the situation of Proposition 3.1, assume in addition that the
iprescribed initial data satisfy the consistency condition

by — B Agy — B Atbg + Bs(0) o th1 + 2 Be(0) Viy - Vg = 0. (4.1)

For any a € (0,a), let 9(®) : [0,T] — Ly(Q) denote the solution to the nonlinea
damped wave equation

Ouert ) (1) = By A0y (™) (1) + 5" (00) A0, (8) — B3 A (1)
+ 84 (00) A% (t) + 04 (3 B5 o) (90 (1)) + B (o) [V ()]?) = 0
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under homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions and the initial conditions
W) =vo, H(0) =v1, Gy (0) =1,
or of the following reformulation obtained by integration and application of (4.1)
Dru™ (1) = B D0 (1) — (B = 81" (80 (1) — M)
+ 85" (00) (A% (1) = A%o) — Bs A (2) + 85 (00) /0 A% ar
+ B5(0) O\ (1) 0 (1) + 2 B (0) VO (1) - Vo () = 0,

respectively, see (3.1) and (3.5). Then, as a — 04, the family (1/1("))(16(075] converges
to the solution 1(®) : [0, T] — La(Q) of the limiting system
(1) = B 80 () — B A (1)
+ B5(0) 0V (1) 0 O (1) + 2 B (0) VOO (1) - VO (1) = 0,
see (3.2); more precisely, for the solution to the associated weak formulation, ob-

tained by testing with v € L1([0,T], H}(Q)) and performing integration-by-parts,
convergence is ensured in the following sense

(4.2)

@ 2O in Xy as a — Oy .

Proof.

(i) Convergence. In the present situation, as a consequence of Proposition 3.1, a
sequence of positive numbers (ax)ren with limit zero exists such that the asso-
ciated sequence (1)(*))en converges to a function 9(?) € X, in the following
sense

Ylae) 2O iy Xg as k — oo,
Plae) 5 (0 iy X =H ([O,T],WJ(Q)) as k — oo

(ii) Verification of solution property. In order to verify that () is a solution
to (4.2), we make use of the fact that any function v(**) satisfies

L(ak)¢(ak) + L(()ak) +N(¢(ak),¢(ak)) +MNy=0,
see (3.21), and prove that the difference
L£l@r)qpar) _ £00)4,(0) +N(¢(ak),¢(ak)) _N(1/,(0),1/,(0))
— (E(ak) _ E(O)) w(ak) 4 E(O) (w(ak) _ w(o))
_i_N(w(ak) _ ¢(0)7¢(ak)) +N(¢(0)7w(ak) _ 2/1(0))

tends to zero in a weak sense. On the one hand, testing the reformulation of the
. 1 ' . . .

ceneral model with 0,71, H
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yields

/0 ' ((Nw — LO) plon)(2) v(t))L2 dt

= [ (1 - 50) (Ba ot
0
— B (00) (VA (1) Vo(r)) ) dt

T rt
B(ak)(o_o) ()
T e oy (VA (7)|Vo(t)) , drdt,

which tends to zero, since

1900, omaaay s V@0 IVAS 1y

are uniformly bounded for aj € [0,a]. On the other hand, it is seen that

/< e <>>\v<f>>L2dt
(aﬁ @(t) - 9O 1) o(1),
B (a0 (w0 () — v (1) [o(1))

Lo

~ 0 (A0 - O W)|o0), ) a

tends to zero by the weak convergence in Xjy. For the nonlinear part, the
same argument as given in the proof of Proposition 3.1 applies. We finally
note that convergence of the family (1/1(“))&6(075 follows from a subsequence-
subsequence argument and uniqueness of the solutions to the Kuznetsov an
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Westervelt equations. Altogether, we thus obtain

T
| (@ 0l) , + 5 (V00 0] 700),,
+ B3 (VY (t)|Vu(t)) )
+ (B = B (VO (1) - Vuu [Vu(t))
— 35 (00) (VAR () — VA | Vo (1)),
(a) T (a)
_ B9 (o) /O /0 (VAU (1)|[Tu(1)) , dr
+ B5(0) (3tt1/1(a) (t) 9y (t)‘v(t))Lz
+20(0) (VO (1) - Vel (0)]o(0)) ,, )

a0y [T (0) (0) (0)

0 / (@ W) o®),, + 6 (Vo ()| Ve(n) ,,
+ 3 (Vﬂf(o) (t)‘Vv(t))M
+ B5(0) (0@ (1) @ (1) |0(1)) 1
+2 fo(0) (VOO (1) - VO B)]e(t) ) at,

which concludes the proof. o]

Remark 4.1. Under stronger regularity and compatibility requirements on the
initial data, the solution space considered in Ref. 10 for the Kuznetsov equation is

XoNWZ([0,T], La(2)) N H?([0, T, Hy () nWZ ([0, T, Hy(€2))
NWa ([0,T], H*()),

see Theorem 1.1 with u = 0.
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Appendix A. Detailed derivation of most general model

In the following, we deduce the Blackstock—Crighton—Brunnhuber—Jordan-
Kuznetsov equation (2.4) from the conservation laws for mass, momentum, and
energy as well as a heuristic equation of state relating mass density, acoustic pres-
sure, and temperature, see (2.1) and (2.2). For notational simplicity, we include
detailed calculations for the one-dimensional case; the extension to higher space
dimensions is then straightforward. In order to indicate that only terms which are
linear or quadratic with respect to the fluctuating quantities are taken into account,
we introduce a (small) positive real number £ > 0 and set

0o=00+¢co~, v=c00, p=po+tep~., T=Ty+eT.; (A1)

here, we anticipate that inserting the Helmholtz composition (2.3) into the funda-
mental relations permits a decoupling into irrotational and rotational parts. More-
over, to identify terms that are related to dissipative effects, we replace upg, pt, cv, ¢p
as well as A and a by

5/'LB ) 6/1' ’ 6CV ) 50}7 ) ’YA ) Aa )

where 6,7, A > 0 denote (small) positive real numbers that will be adjusted laten
on.

Fundamental relations. For convenience, we restate the fundamental equa-

tions (2.1) and (2.2) employing (A.1). In a single space dimension, the relation
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reflecting conservation of mass (2.1a) reads
€010~ + €00 0aath + €% 000 Opt) + €% 0 gt = 0. (A.2a)

Omitting higher-order contributions, i.e. terms of the form o(g?), the relation de-
scribing conservation of momentum (2.1b) simplifies as follows

€ 0o 6mtz/] +e ampfv —€d (NB + % /14) awwww

+ 52 8t9~ 8x¢ + 52 O~ 8zt¢ + 252 0o 811/} 8xx¢ =0.
Substracting the € d,,¢) multiple of (A.2a), leads to
_ 4 2 % 2
Or (20000 + 2D — 28 (0 + 4 1) Orath + £ % (20)”) Asb)
+ &0 O = 0.

Neglecting contributions of the form o(¢2), we obtain the following relation reflecting
the conservation of energy (2.1¢) in a single space dimension

55%90 Orat) — XA Oy T + 6 cv 000, T =0. (A.2¢)
Omitting higher-order contributions, the equation of state (2.2) reduces to

_ A 2 B 2 A
Epn=e5- 00t E 2—939N+57T—0TN. (A.2d)

Linear wave equation. Reconsidering the equations (A.2a)-(A.2d) and incorpo-
rating only first-order contributions, i.e. terms of the form O(e), yields

Or0n + 000200 =0, 0y (00O +p~) =0, pu =2 on.
Integration with respect to the space variable shows that a solution of the system
Oron = = 00002t D= £ 0n = — 00010,
is also a solution of the original system. The relation for the acoustic pressure implies

2
0~ = — L0

together with the identity A = cZ o this leads to a linear wave equation for the
acoustic velocity potential

815,51/) - Cg 8xx1/} =0.
Nonlinear damped wave equation. The above considerations explain the ansatz
2
on=—F 0 +eoF

with space-time-dependent real-valued function F determined by (A.2a). Insert-
ing this representation into (A.2a)-(A.2d), neglecting higher-order contributions,
employing the identity

Dot Oth = 1 0, (D)



March 7, 2024 21:19 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE
3AS BarbaraMechthild VersionSubmitted

40 Barbara Kaltenbacher, Mechthild Thalhammer

and integrating (A.2b) with respect to space, we arrive at

2O F = €L Opt) — £ Opat) + €2 L (0t 0uth + Duth 1), (A.3a)
£000) +epe — 0 (up + 5 ) Opath +6° & (5z¢)2 - e QO (&ew) =0, (A.3b)
aéﬂgoamw—az\aamT +edeyoo 0T =0, (A.3c)
co0d+epe =2 AF +2 8 4 (94)° 4 eq AT (A.3d)

On the one hand, we insert (A.3d) into (A.3b), differentiate the resulting equation
with respect to time, and insert (A.3a) to obtain

£ 00Ot — € ADyut) — €6 (1p + 4 1) Opwat) + 7 7 0T
+€2 (B~ 1) % 8 8 + 2% 00 Opyth Ot + £ 00 Drat Bt = 0

replacing the second-order contribution &2 gy Ozt Oyt with &2 %}2) Opth Oy1h + o(£?),
see (A.3a), further yields

E/yatTN = - EQO—T()a w""EATU 6 mw—’—gé(ﬂB"" %M) % mwtw
— 2B ol &0, (y)” — &2 222 9, (9,)”.
On the other hand, differentiating (A.3c¢) with respect to time, we have
€0 L 00 Oyatt) — A Dy (e NOTL) + cv 00 0 (€0 0 T) = 0;
with the help of (A.4), this yields

€ Opeth — ( i-ted é (1B + %ﬂ)) Ot

5 cvoo
+edan g (1B + 3 1) Ozzaatt)
(a— +ey v cvziTo) Ozatt)
+5 a4 mmw
F2 8 80, (00)" + < 0 (0,0)°
— AL 000 (0) — Z 2 Oea(0at)” =0,
'With the special scaling

(A4)

5:\/57 ’7:\/557 A=¢,

we arrive at the relation

SOt — e VE (5 + & (um + 4 1)) Duwirt
2 a
+e cv 00 E (IU’B + 3 /14) ammmmtw
— (E A + 52 \/E Cpoj‘fv CVQOTO) xxtw
+ E\/— CVQ[) QO "IXIXIXIJw
+e2 B 25, (0)° + &% 0 (0,0
- 52\/5 % ﬁ 7‘7‘)‘(81‘1[})2 — &

87‘7‘)‘ (87'11))2 =
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neglecting the higher-order terms

EQ\/ng(;CV xxt1/}a c \/_B 2Aacv zzt(atw) 2\/_

v o cv QoTo
omitting then € > 0 and employing the relations

zzt (az 1/}) ’ ’

v Qo

2 a
‘Q_]})(HB_F%H):VAv AZCOQOv cvg():a(l—i_%)’
see Table 2, finally leads to the nonlinear damped wave equation
atttz/] - ((L (1 + %) + VA) awwttz/] +a (1 + ) vA awwmmtz/] CO mwtdj
+a (14 8) 2 0puraty + a(% B (9,)° + (amf) -

see also (2.4); it is remarkable that the differential operator defining the linear
contributions factorises as follows

(0 —a(1+5) 01a) (O — VA Orar — B 020) v+ 0u (55 B (00)” + (020)°) =




