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Mixed boundary valued problem for linear and
nonlinear wave equations in domains with fractal
boundaries

Adrien Dekkers* Anna Rozanova-Pierrat’ Alexander Teplyabev;t

Abstract

The weak well-posedness, with the mixed boundary conditions, of the strongly damped
linear wave equation and of the non linear Westervelt equation is proved in a large
natural class of Sobolev admissible non-smooth domains. In the framework of uniform
domains in R? or R® we also validate the approximation of the solution of the Wester-
velt equation on a fractal domain by the solutions on the prefractals using the Mosco
convergence of the corresponding variational forms.

Keywords: Fractals; Wave equation; Westervelt equation; Quasilinear second-order
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1 Introduction

We study the weak well-posedness of wave equations, such as the strongly damped wave
equation and the nonlinear Westervelt equation, in the largest possible class of bounded
domains with the mixed boundary conditions. This class of domains contains the irregular
case of boundaries, including fractals.

Actually the Westervelt equation is a well-known model [78] of non-linear acoustics,

9o — DG — VA = adyp0; b + f (1)

describing the nonlinear propagation of acoustical waves in the thermo-viscous media [21,
22,67], for instance of the ultrasounds. Here, ¢ > 0 is the sound speed in the unperturbed
homogeneous medium, v is the viscosity of the medium (a strictly positive constant) and
a > 0 is a nonlinearity constant. The model comes from the compressible Navier-Stokes
system by small perturbations of a constant medium state in the assumptions that the
motion is potential and the viscosity properties of the medium are small (of the same order
as the perturbations of the density, the pressure, and velocity). Typically, the unknown
function ¢ in (1) is the velocity potential: v = —V¢, but in this article, we consider its
time derivative, allowing us to rewrite the nonlinear term in a more convenient for the
mathematical analysis form:

02u — *Au — vAdu = aud?u + a(Opu)? + f. (2)

So, this time the velocity is related to solutions of (2) by the formula d,v = —Vu.
Irregular shapes, different to C2-boundaries, are common to various geometry observed in

nature [54] and one of their typical models are fractal boundaries. Von Koch-like structures

appear in nature as in the famous example [53] of the coast of Britain. There are many other
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appearances of fractal domains in mathematics and physics, including the following papers
most relevant to our work: [6,12,13,24,27,29,32,34,50,70,72,76]. For instance, it is known
that the irregularity aspects are characteristical for cancer tumors, providing in addition
an important vascularisation around. It makes possible to consider them as objects with
boundaries of a higher “thickness”, hence, mathematically, with a higher boundary dimen-
sion. Different ultrasound medical therapies and imaging thus could be areas of applications
of the analytical studies of models of the nonlinear acoustics in bounded domains with irreg-
ular and possibly fractal boundaries. Fractals model naturally objects with a multi-scaling
structure iterated up to infinity. This makes the fractal boundaries the most efficient in
the heat exchanges [6,17,71], optimal in the wave absorbtion [35, (8] and the most stable
structures under loads [33]. Recently, it was shown that Lipschitz boundaries are not able
to fulfill the minimum of the acoustical energy in the framework of a boundaries absorption
problems [52] and that this minimum exists for more irregular, possibly, fractal shapes [33].

The existence and regularity of the solutions of the Westervelt equation and their linear
parts on regular domains (i.e. of the wave and the strongly damped wave equations), typically
with a C? boundary, are well known. In addition, the solutions become more regular up
to the boundary if the initial data are more regular. We can cite Evans [23] for the linear
wave equation and Refs. [12-45,56] and the references therein for the strongly damped
wave equation and the Westervelt equation with the Dirichlet boundary conditions. This
approach, to use the regularity of the boundary, is not helpful even for the Lipschitz case.
To be able to solve mixed boundary valued problems of partial differential equations (here
the strongly damped wave equation and the non-linear Westervelt equation) in domains
with non smooth or fractal boundaries it is important to describe a functional framework in
which it is possible to consider the weak-well posedness of elliptic equations, in particular
of the simplest one, the Poisson equation:

—Au = fin Q,
u=0onIpq,
% =0on FN@, (3)
6—2 +au=0o0nTgrgq,
with 0Q =T'p qUI'ny o UTR q. The results of Jones [37] on d—sets and domains admitting

WkP extensions allow saying that, in dimension 2, (e,§)-domains are the most general
domains on which we can define traces and extensions of the Sobolev spaces and then
solve the Poisson problem. However, it is not the case in R? and higher dimensions. For
this reason, thanks to optimal Sobolev extension results in R™ for p > 1 found by Hajtas,
Koskela and Tuominen [30], Arfi and Rozanova-Pierrat introduced in Ref. [1] a new type
of domains with a possibly non-smooth boundary described by a d-set preserving Markov’s
local inequality called the admissible domains. The idea is to work in the class of domains,
optimal by the Sobolev extension, and for which it is possible to define a surjective and
continuous trace operator on the boundary, especially from W12((Q).

As in [33], we use this concept (see also [69] for more detailed discussion) for boundaries
described by the support of a finite upper regular Borel measure. It allows us to consider not
only d-set boundaries as in Ref. [1] but also boundaries consisting of different dimensional
parts and which do not have a fixed dimension [9,39]. As in review [09], we call this class
of domains the Sobolev admissible domains (see Section 2) and work on them to study the
well-posedness of the Westervelt problem.

The most common examples of Sobolev admissible domains are domains with regular or
Lipschitz boundaries, with a d-set boundaries such as von Koch fractals or with a “mixed”
boundary presented, for instance, by a three-dimensional cylindrical domain constructed on
a base of a two-dimensional domain with a d-set boundary [15,49]. For instance, it could
also be a uniform or (e, §)-domain with a boundary, which could be described by the support
of a finite upper regular Borel measure.

Another important question is whether the solutions of the Poisson problem (3) belong



to C(Q) N L*°(Q) with an estimate of the form:

[ull L) < Cllfllze0)-

We generalize [16] and show this result for (e, d)-domains and the Sobolev admissible do-
mains. This estimate is a key point to show that the solutions of our wave-type models are
in C(Q) N L*>®(Q) but also to treat the nonlinear term in the Westervelt equation. We make
attention to the fact that even for a Lipschitz boundary if the domain is not convex, the
weak solution of the Poisson equation never belongs to H?(f2), but only to H'({2), which
restricts a lot the study of the Westervelt equation. The famous regularity result of Nys-
trom [60,61] illustrates the situation. Even for a positive source f € C§°(£2) (0 means the
compact support) the week solution of the Poisson homogeneous Dirichlet problem on the
von Koch snowflake domain does not belong to H?(f2) [60,61], but only to H?_(€2). This
phenomenon is also called the interior regularity [23]. Therefore, we do not have the global
H?(Q) regularity in the general framework of Sobolev admissible domains. To handle this
difficulty, we start to study the linear part of the Westervelt equation, i.e., the strongly
damped wave equation. Thus Section 4 is dedicated to the strongly damped wave equation
and its weak well-posedness for mixed boundary conditions using the Galerkin method [23].
A key point is the Poincaré inequality which we update for our case in Subsection 2.4. To
obtain more regular solutions, we work in a subspace of H!(2) defined by the domain of
the Laplacian in the sense of L? or LP. In particular, it means that in the absence of the
global H?(Q)-regularity [60,61] of a weak solution u € H'(Q), it is possible to ensure that
Au € L? or LP. This additional information is crucial to be able to treat in Section 5 the
weak well-posedness of the Westervelt equation with mixed boundary conditions on three or
two-dimensional Sobolev admissible domains. The control of the nonlinearity of a quadratic
type does not allow to consider dimensions with n > 4. The proof method consists of ap-
plying an abstract theorem of Sukhinin [74] as soon as possible to define an isomorphism
between the space of the source term and the space of weak solutions of the linear prob-
lem. See also Ref. [19] for a similar application of Ref. [74] in the framework of the strong
well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for the Kuznetsov equation. A similar technique was
used in [20] for the Dirichlet homogeneous and nonhomogenous boundary problems for the
Westervelt equation on arbitrary and admissible domains, respectively.

In Section 6 we consider the question of the approximation of the weak solution of the
Westervelt equation on a domain €2 with a fractal boundary by a sequence of weak solutions
on the domains €2, with polyhedral boundaries converging to the fractal boundary in the
limit. This time we work in the class of (g, 00) or uniform domains in R™.

We start in sub-Section 6.1 by defining Assumptions 1 and 2 on ©Q and €,, so that
they are all (g, 00)-domains with a fixed ¢ independent on m. This property to be (g, 00)
domain with the same ¢ is crucial to have the extension operators from 2,,, to R™ with norms
independent on m (see Subsection 6.2 and also [12, Thm 3.4]). This uniform on m boundness
is important to be able to pass to the limit for m — 4oc in the Mosco convergence of the
functionals corresponding to the weak formulations of the Westervelt mixed problem (see
Subsection 6.3). In this way, Assumption 2 ensures that for a fixed self-similar boundary
of a domain in R™ the existence of a polyhedral boundary sequence of domains with the
same ¢ as ) itself. This generalizes the known two-dimensional approximation results for
von Koch mixtures (for the definition, see Appendix B) of Refs. [12,13]. Thus, we introduce
the trace and extension properties for the fixed Q and (2, )men+ defined in Subsection 6.1.
In Subsection 6.3 we establish the Mosco convergence of the functionals defined by the
variational formulation for the Westervelt equation. In the presence of the nonlinear terms,
the Mosco convergence result holds only in R? or R3. Nevertheless, the Mosco convergence of
the linear part holds in R™ for all n > 2. Finally, we finish by proving that the weak solutions
Uy, on the prefractal approximate domains €2, converge weakly to the weak solution u on the
fractal domain (see Theorem 20), a method often uses in the case of shape optimization [52].
We notice that since our proof does not require any monotone assumption on £2,,, our
approximation result works in particular for the so-called Minkowski fractal domain [24, 70,



], and their 3-dimensional analog,.

To summarize, the rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the gen-
eral functional framework of Sobolev admissible domains on which we update the Poincaré
inequality (see sub-Section 2.4). In Section 3, noticing the well-posedness of the Poisson
mixed problem and the properties of its spectral problem on the Sobolev admissible do-
mains, we introduce the domain of the Laplacian in the sense of L? and of LP and generalize
Daners’ estimate for the Sobolev admissible domains (the proof is given for the completeness
in Appendix A). In Section 4 we consider the weak well-posedness firstly of the mixed initial-
boundary value problem for the strongly damped linear wave equation (sub-Section 4.1) and
then of the Westervelt equation (sub-Section 5) both in the L? and LP frameworks on the
Sobolev admissible domains. In Section 6 we consider the approximation of the fractal
problem for the Westervelt equation by prefractal problems with Lipschitz boundaries. In
sub-Section 6.1 we define the conditions on  and 2, in R™ such that they are all (g, 00)-
domains with a fixed € independently on m. In sub-Section 6.2 we give the main trace and
extension theorems with the uniform on m estimates allowing to pass to the limit. In sub-
Section 6.3 we give the Mosco convergence result (Theorem 19) and the weak convergence
of the prefractal weak solutions of the Westervelt equation to the fractal one for domains
in R? or R? (Theorem 20). The example of a fractal boundary given by Koch mixtures is
detailed in Appendix B.

2 Functional analysis framework and notations

2.1 Sobolev extension domains

Let us start to define the Sobolev extension domains:

Definition 1 (W*P-extension domains). A domain Q@ C R"™ is called a W*P-extension do-
main (k € N*) if there exists a bounded linear extension operator E : WEP(Q) — WP (R").
This means that for all u € WkP(Q) there exists a v = Eu € W*P(R™) with v|q = u and it
holds

[ollwer ey < Cllullwr@)

with a constant C > 0 independent of u (depending only on k, p, n and Q).

It is known [37] that the results of Calderon and Stein [11, 73] about Sobolev extension
domains for domains with Lipschitz boundaries can be improved by the class of (e,d)-
domains, or locally uniform domains, which in the bounded case are simply called uniform
domains [31].

Definition 2 ((g, §)-domain [37]). An open connected subset Q@ of R™ is an (e, d)-domain,
e>0,0<d < oo, if whenever (z,y) € Q% and |z — y| < 6, there is a rectifiable arc v C Q
with length £(v) joining x to y and satisfying

(i) £(y) < 224 and

€

(i) d(z,00) > e|z — z|

B:;\ for z € 4.

The (g,d)-domains give the optimal class of Sobolev extension domains in R? (see [37]
Theorem 3), but not in R*, where there exist Sobolev extension domains which are not
(€,0)-domains. The extension constant in Definition 1 for an (e, c0)-domain depends only
on k, p, n and € [37], and thus it is uniform for all (¢, c0)-domains with the same ¢.

Recently, the question about the optimal class of Sobolev extension domains in R™ was
solved in terms of n-sets by [30] for W*P-extension domains with 1 < p < oo and k € N for
domains in R™. For the completeness of the paper, we explain the notion of d-sets:



Definition 3 (Ahlfors d-regular set or d-set [10,41,75,77]). Let F be a Borel non-empty
subset of R™. The set F is is called a d-set (0 < d < n) if there exists a d-measure p on F,
i.e. a positive Borel measure with support F (supppu = F') such that there exist constants
c1, ca >0,

ClrdSM(FﬁBr(z>)SCQ7’d, for VxeF, 0<r <1,

where B.(x) C R™ denotes the Euclidean ball centered at x and of radius r.

As [40, Prop. 1, p 30] all d-measures on a fixed d-set F' are equivalent, it is also possible to
consider in Definition 3 the d-measure p equal to the restriction of d-dimensional Hausdorff
measure mg to F (mg|r is a d-measure on F by [40, Thrm 1]). This in particular implies
that a d-set F' has Hausdorff dimension d in the neighborhood of each point of F' [40, p.33].
Definition 3 includes the case d = n, i.e. n-sets. In R™ Lipschitz domains and domains with
more regular boundaries are n—sets and their boundaries are (n — 1)—sets. Using [10,77],
the (g,9) domains in R™ are n—sets:

Jes >0 Vo eQ, Vr€]0,6N]0,1] AB.(x) NQ) > CANB,(z)) = csr", (4)

where A(A) denotes the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure of a set A. This property is also
called the measure density condition [30]. Let us notice that an n-set {2 cannot be “thin”
close to its boundary 0. At the same time [77], if Q is an (g, d)-domain and 02 is a d-set
(d < n), then Q = QUIN is an n-set. A typical example of a d-set boundary it is the
self-similar fractals as the von Koch fractals.

To describe the optimal class of Sobolev extension domains in R™ for 1 < p < oo, we cite
the following result [30]:

Theorem 1 (Sobolev extension [30]). For 1 < p < oo, k=1,2,... a domain & C R" is a
k . . . . . k, _ k .

Wy -extension domain if and only if ¥ is an n-set and W*P(Q) = C;(Q) (in the sense of

equivalent norms).

In Theorem 1 the spaces C]’;(Q), 1 < p<4oo, k=1,2,... are the spaces of fractional
sharp maximal functions,

Cp(Q) = {f € L*()]
1

£ (x) =supr—* inf 7/ — Pldy € LP(Q
fk,Q( ) 7’>Ig peph—1 )\(BT(ZE)) BT(I)QQUC | Yy ( )}

with the norm || fl|cx ) = [fllLe(0) + £ allzr (o) and with the notation P*~ for the space
of polynomials on R™ of degree less or equal k — 1.
From [37] and [30] we directly have [4]

Corollary 1. Let Q be a bounded finitely connected domain in R? and 1 < p < oo, k € N*.
The domain Q is a 2-set with W}F(Q) = CF(Q) (with norms’ equivalence) if and only if Q is
an (g,0)-domain and its boundary 9 consists of a finite number of points and quasi-circles.

2.2 Trace operator

Once we know the optimal class of the Sobolev extension domains, we need to define the
trace operator for elements of W*P(Q) on the boundaries of these domains [1,33,35,69]. As
in [33,35], we consider the Sobolev extension domains with compact boundaries defined by
the support of a positive Borel measure u on R™ (092 = supp p), which in addition is upper
d-regular for a fixed d > 0 [1,25], d €ln — 2,n][: there is a constant ¢g > 0 such that

w(B,(z)) < cgr?, z€0Q, 0<r<l. (5)

Condition (5) implies that the Hausdorff dimension of the boundary dimpy 9Q > d. If p
satisfies both bounds of Definition 3, then d < dimy 9Q < d and hence dimgy 0Q = d (the
boundary is the d-set).



This kind of boundary measure is rather general and could be, in particular cases, the
Jonsson measures [38,69], the d-measures or a union of different measures of these types. For
this general measure pu, supported on a closed subset 02 C R"™, we define the corresponding
Lebesgue spaces LP(9Q, ) [38].

In this general case of 0f), i.e. without the classical assumption of the regularity of the
boundary, we cannot ensure that C(Q) is dense in W12(Q) (only C>(1) is still dense).
Thus, we need to define what is a trace of u € W12(Q) on the boundary in the general case
for n > 2.

Definition 4 (Pointwise trace). Let Q0 be a W'2-extension domain and u € W2(Q). The
trace operator Tr : WH2(Q) — L2(0Q, 1) on 09 is defined p-everywhere by Tru := g, where

1

g(z) = lim NB@) /BT(I) 9(y)dy, =z €09, (6)

is the pointwise redefinition of an extension g € W12(R™) of u.

As it is noticed in [35, Remark 2(i)] and [33, Section 5.1], since the boundary measure u
satisfies (5) with d €]n — 2, n[, the set of points of 9Q where this limit exists is of full psq-
measure, [1, Section 7]. The independence of the chosen extension is proved in [9, Theorem
6.1], another proof is given in [77, Theorem 1]. In [77, Theorem 1] it is shown that (6) is

equivalent to
1

) = B B o "

We can also notice that formally (7) is well-defined for u € L}, .(2) [77].

loc
We give a trace result [35, Section 3|, that for elements of W2(£2), or equivalently, of

H'(Q), this limit exists p-a.e.. It follows, as for |33, Theorem 5.1|, from |9, Corollaries 7.3
and 7.4] and the finiteness of the measure on 9. The result uses |1, Theorems 7.2.2 and
7.3.2).

Theorem 2. ( [35, Theorem 1], [33, Theorem 5.1]) Let Q C R™ be a Wh2-extension
domain. Suppose that p is a Borel measure with supp p = 02 compact in R™ and such that
(5) holds with some d €ln — 2,n].

(i) There are a compact linear operator Tr : W12(Q) — L?(99Q, p) and a constant ety > 0,
depending only on n, Q, d and cq, such that

||TerL2(BQ,,u) S CTr Hf”le(Q) , f S W1’2(Q).

If Q is (g,00)-domain, then the constant cty > 0 depends only on n, €, d and cq.
Endowed with the norm

[l mewrz(q) = nf{llgllyr2) | ¢ = Trg}
the image Tr(W12(2)) becomes a Hilbert space. The embedding
Te(WA2(Q)) € L2092, 1)
18 compact.

(ii) There is a linear operator Hpg : Tr(WH2(Q)) — WH2(Q) of norm one such that
Tr(Haap) = ¢ for all ¢ € Tr(WH2(Q)).

iii) If Q is bounded, then the norm ||ul|wiz2q) on WH2(Q) is equivalent to
(@)

2
llullTe = (/ |Vu|2d:c+/ |Tru|2du) .
Q o0



Actually, the linearity of Haq, follows from the linearity of 1-harmonic extension operator
on L%-based spaces [33, Section 5.1|. Since y is Borel regular then Traq(W12(£)) is dense
in L?(09, p). For the proof of (iii) see for example [, Proposition 3] or Theorem 21A and
Step 3 in its proof on pp. 247-248 of [79].

In what following we denote the space of the image of the trace Trao(WH%(2)) by
B(99, ). Knowing more information on the measure p, i.e. on the regular properties of the
boundary 992, it is possible to give the following caracterization of the space B(9, u):

1. if dQ is a Lipschitz boundary, then B9, 1) = Hz(9Q) and p is (n — 1)-dimensional
Lebesgue measure on 92 [51,55];

2. if p is a d-dimensional measure with n — 2 < d < n, i.e. 9 is a d-set, then B(9Q, u)
is the Besov space 32’2(89) with B=1— "T*d >0 [40,77];

3. if u in addition to (5) also satisfies for n — 2 < d < s < n for some constants c; > 0,
cq > 0 the following conditions for all z € 9Q, r >0, k>1, 0<kr<1

p(B(z, kr)) < csk®u(B(x,7)),  p(B(x,kr)) > cak®u(B(z,r)), (8)
and for constants c1, ca > 0 independent of x
1 < u(B(x,1)) < g, x€ 09, (9)

i.e. if 82 is more general as a fixed dimensional d-set, then B(9€2, 11) is the Besov space
B2?(9Q) [38]. This type of measures are also called Jonsson measures.

In what follows we also use the generalization of Rellich-Kondrachov theorem on Sobolev
extension domains [4]:

Theorem 3 (Sobolev’s embeddings). Let Q C R™ be a bounded W*P-extension domain,
1< p<+4o0, k,l € N*. Then there hold the following compact embeddings

1. Wktbr(Q) cc Whr(Q),
2. Wkp(Q) cc LI(Q),

with ¢ € [1,4+00] if kp = n, q¢ € [1,400] if kp > n, and with q € {1 bn [ if kp < n.

’ n—kp
Moreover if kp < n we have the continuous embedding

WEP(Q) ¢ L7 (Q).

2.3 Sobolev admissible domains

To simplify the notations, we use the notion of (Sobolev) admissible domains [4, 33, (9],
allowing to ensure the continuity of the extension/trace operators from/to a domain and its
boundary at the same time (see subsections 2.1 and 2.2):

Definition 5 (Sobolev admissible domain). A domain Q@ C R™ is called a Sobolev admissible
domain if it is a Sobolev extension domain, with a compact boundary 02 which is the support
of a Borel measure p satisfying (5) for somed, 0 <n—2<d<n.

By Theorem 2 (see also |33, Theorem 5.1]), the trace operator Tr : W12(Q) — L?(9%, i)
is compact. By Sobolev extension domain properties (see for the geometrical caracteriszation
Theorem 1), for fixed 1 < p < oo and k& € N* the extension operator E : WF?P(Q) —
WFP(R") with the right inverse T : W*P(R") — WkP(Q) are linear continuous (by [30]
the continuity constant depends only on k, p, n and the constant ¢s from the definition of
n-set (4)).

In what follows, we are interesting in the case k = 1 and we write H'(f2) instead of
Wh2(Q).



Example 4. An example of a Sobolev admissible domain could be a bounded domain of R™
with a boundary 0 equal to a finite disjoint union of parts I'; which are d;-sets respectively

form—1<d; <n (j =1,...,m). For instance, it is the case of a three-dimensional
cylindrical domain constructed on a base of two-dimensional domain with a d-set boundary
as considered for the Koch snowflake base in [15,/9].

Once B(9,u) is a Hilbert space, independently on the chosen boundary measure p
satisfying (5), it is possible to work with his topological dual space B’(9, 1) and to un-
derstand the normal derivative on 9Q as an element of B’/(9, ) using the usual Green
formula [15,33,47,48,69].

Proposition 1. (Green formula) Let Q be a Sobolev admissible domain in R™ (n > 2)
with boundary 0 = supp p satisfying (5) with n —2 < d < n. Then for all u, v € HY(Q)
with Au € L*(Q) it holds the Green formula

Ju
<a_’Trv>(B'(6Q7M)7B(BQaH)) :/vAuder/VvVud:c (10)
v Q Q

Equivalently, for any Sobolev admissible domain Q the normal derivative of u € H'(Q)
with Au € L?(Q) is defined by Eq. (10) as a linear and continuous functional on B(0Q, u).

The statement of Proposition 1 follows, from the surjective property of the continuous
trace operator Troq : H1(Q2) — B(9Q, p).

2.4 Poincaré inequality

As it is known that the boundary regularity does not important to have the Poincaré inequal-
ity in WO1 "P(Q) spaces, it also holds on bounded (at least in one direction, i.e. for domains
containning in a domain of the form ]a, b[xR"~! for a < b) Sobolev admissible domains:

Theorem 5 (Poincaré inequality). Let Q C R™ with n > 2 be a bounded (at least in one
direction) domain. For all u € Wol’p(ﬂ) with 1 < p < 400, there exists C > 0 depending
only on Q, p and n such that

||u||LP(Q) S CHVUHLP(Q) .

Therefore the semi-norm ||.||W01,p(Q), defined by ||u||W01,p(Q) = [|Vul|Lr(), s a norm which

is equivalent to ||.||w1.rq) on Wyt ().
Moreover, if Q is a bounded Sobolev extension domain and 1 < p < 400, for all u €
WLP(Q) there exists C > 0 depending only on Q, p and n such that

Hu—ﬁ/ﬂud)\

Proof. The result for u € W,"*(€) comes from the boundness of Q. The result for u €
WLP(£2) comes from the compactness of the embedding W1 (Q) cc LP(£2) from Theorem 3
and following for instance the proof in Ref. [23] (see section 5.8.1 Theorem 1). O

< C[|VullLr(a)-
Lr(Q)

Let us denote by H" ! the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure. We introduce the
space Vr(Q) for a domain Q with a non trivial closed part of boundary T' C 99 (i.e.
HYT) > 0):

Vr(Q) := {u € HY(Q)| Trru = 0}. (11)

Let us give two results on the Poincaré’s inequality on (g, d)-domain which we use in
Section 6.



r -

Figure 1: Tllustration for two possible cases treated in Theorem 6. The case a) corresponds
to the case I' =T C 90 N ON* and the case b) to the case when I" and I'* are the same the
starting and the ending points. Each time € is the dots-filled area.

Theorem 6. Let 2 C Q* C R"™ be two bounded (g,d)-domains (uniform domains) such that
either
I =T"CcoNno* with H" () >0,

or
T coQ, T*cCoQ with T =or*

and T UT* defines the closed boundary of an open bounded set V. (OV = T UT™*) which
V CQ*\ Q (see Fig. 1). Then it holds the Poincaré inequality for all u € Vr(Q)

lull2@) < ClIVullL2(q)
with C' > 0 depending only on €, 6 and the constant of the Poincaré inequality on Vi« (2*).

Proof. By Theorem 5 the Poincaré inequality holds on Vr(£2) (see also [35, Lemma 1 (ii)]).
Let us consider the following space

u e W(Q) :={ueD Q) ||VullL2(q) < +o0}.

If w € V() then obviously w € W(Q). In addition, according to Ref. [37] (see also
Refs. [5,03]) W(£2) admits a linear continuous extension to W (R™), denoted by A, whose
norm only depends of ¢, § and of n:

[VAu|z2@n) < C(e,d,n)[|Vul[r2(a)
and, as a consequence,
[VAul«|[2(0-) < C(e,6,n)||Vul[L2(0).

Let us start to consider the first case corresponding to the point a) on Figure 1. By the defi-
nition of the extension Au = u on 2, and by the analogous argument as in [35, Appendix B,
we have

TT‘FA’LL

o = Trru = 0.

Thus we can consider Au|o- € Vr(2*) and by the Poincaré inequality on Vr(Q*) we have

[Aul-]|L20s) < C(Q)||VAu

Qx* LZ(Q*)'

To conclude we just notice that, as £ and Q* are bounded, it holds
ull2) < 1Aulox || L2 (-

In the case b) of Figure 1 we define v on Q* by

’U|Q*\V = Au Q*\V and 'U|VuI‘ = 0



Then v € Vp« (%) and
Vol L2y < Cle,0,n)|Vul L2().-

By the Poincaré inequality on Vi« (Q*) we have
HU||L2(Q*) < C(Q*)HVUHL2(Q*)

and as
lull2) < [lvllz2e)s
this finishes the proof. O

3 Remarks on the Poisson equation with the mixed bound-
ary conditions

We start now to apply the introduced framework of Sobolev admissible domains for the
mixed boundary valued problem for the Poisson equation. These preliminary discussion is
crucial for the properties of the waves problems constructed on it.

Let Q be a bounded Sobolev admissible domain in R™, n > 2 with a boundary 92 =
supp p. In all the sequel of this article, we suppose that its boundary 0Q =T p UT'y Ul is
a disjoint union of three types of boundaries (corresponding to the Dirichlet, the Neumann,
and the Robin boundary conditions respectively), each a Borel set and, at least I'p and g,
of positive measure . We denote by V() the Hilbert subspace of H!(Q) (in Subsection 2.4
it corresponds to Vr, (€2), but here we simplify the notation)

V(Q) = {ue H(Q) Trulr, =0} (12)

endowed with the following norm

o= [ 1VaP dota [ [TroauPd (13)
Q I'r

associated to the inner product

(u,v)v () = / Vu Vv dx + a/ Traoau Traqudp.
Q Ir
Thanks to Theorem 2 the norm |||y (o) is equivalent to the usual norm ||| g1 () on V(£2).
On ) we consider the mixed boundary problem for the Poisson equation (3) with a fixed
a > 0 in the following weak sense:

Vo e V() (u,v)ve) = (f,v)r2@)- (14)

Then (see for more details [1]) for all f € L?(Q) and a > 0 the Poisson problem (3) has
a unique weak solution u € V(). Furthermore, the mapping f — wu is a compact linear
operator from L?(Q2) to V(Q) with the estimate

lullv)y < CEfllzz@)-

Let us consider the corresponding spectral problem. We say that A € C is an eigenvalue
of the Poisson problem (3) associated to the eigenfunction u € V() with [[ul[z2(q) = 1,
which is a weak solution of the following variational formulation

Troqu Tragqudy = / Auvdz. (15)

Yo e V() / VuVudz + a/
Q r Q

R

Thanks to the compactness by Theorem 2 of the trace Tr : V(2) — L?(9f2) and of the
inclusion V() — L2(2) and by the assumption that a > 0 is real, we have the usual
properties of the spectral problem associated with (3).
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Theorem 7 (Spectral Poisson mixed problem). Let © be a bounded Sobolev admissible
domain in R™ (n > 2) and a > 0. Then the operator —A associated with the spectral
problem (15) is self-adjoint positive operator on the Hilbert space V() with a countable
number of real, strictly positive, eigenvalues of finite multiplicity, which can be ordered in a
sequence

O< A< X< A< X <..., A — 400 when k — +o0,

and the corresponding eigenfunctions (wi)ren= C V(Q) form a basis of V() and an or-
thonormal basis of L*(S2).

Remark 1. For the problems with mized-type boundary conditions involving the Robin type
part of the boundary, it is crucial to work in the class of (bounded) Sobolev admissible
domains. Indeed, the Sobolev extension property ensures the compactness of the embedding
of V(Q) into L*(Q), and the compactness of the trace operator Tr : V(Q) — L*(Tg, i) follows
from the boundary properties, i.e. from the properties of the Borel measure p. However, in
the case 02 = I' p with the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition, as usual, it is possible
to consider arbitrary bounded domains.

As Q is a bounded domain, we have LP(Q) C L?(Q) if p > 2, and consequently it is also
possible to take f € LP(£2) and consider the weak solutions in V(£2) N LP(Q) in the sense
of (14). Let us also notice [16] that for p > 2 > n2—fl the space V() N LP(Q) is dense in
LP(Q). Therefore, there is the following generalization of the domain of the Laplacian in the
L? framework [10]:

Definition 6 (Laplacian domain in L? [16]). Let Q be a bounded Sobolev admissible do-
main and p > 2. We define the Laplacian operator associated with the mixed boundary
problem (14)

—A:Dy(—A) CV(Q) = LP(Q)
u— —Au

with the dense domain
Dp(—A)={ueV(Q)NLP(Q)| —Aue LP(Q), i.e. If € LP(Q) such that it holds (14)}
and introduce the notation ||ullp,—a) = |AullLr) = | L) for u € Dy(=A).

By [16] the operator —A on D,(—A) is the LP-realisation of the Laplacian for mixed
boundary conditions, which can also be viewed as the generator of the associated heat
semigroup on LP(§2) [16, Theorem 6.1]. In particular [16, Corollary 5.5], since € is a bounded
Sobolev admissible domain, the spectrum of the operator —A on D,(—A) does not depend
on the choice of p > 1.

The LP-framework for the Poisson problem (3) is in particular important for the study
of the continuity of its solution [16]. We directly update the result from Ref. [16] for the
bounded Sobolev admissible domains with an (n — 1)—set boundary:

Theorem 8. Let p >n, a > 0 and Q be a bounded Sobolev admissible domain in R™ (n = 2
or 3) with a closed (n — 1)—set boundary 0. Let u € Dp(—A) be the unique solution of the
Poisson problem (8) for f € LP(2). Then

1
Jull=ey < Cmax (1,5 ) 1 ey

Moreover, for all bounded Sobolev admissible domains, we improve Theorem 8 using the
following result:

Proposition 2. Let Q be a bounded Sobolev admissible domain in R™ (n =2 or 3), then
for all w € V(Q) the following estimate holds

llull o) < ClIVull L2, (16)
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where C > 0 is a constant depending only on Q. In addition, if Q is an (g, §)—domain, then
C > 0 depends only on e, §, n and the constant in the Poincaré inequality on V().

Proof. If Q2 is a Sobolev admissible domain, then by Theorem 3, as n = 2 or 3, we have by
the Sobolev embedding for u € V()

lullzo@) < Cllullm (o)
and by the Poincaré inequality on V()
lull @) < CO)VullL2(e)-

Now let us treat the case when Q is a (¢,0)—domain. According to Ref. [37], as 2 is an
(¢,0)-domain, we have a continuous extension operator Eq : H'(Q) — H'(R"), whose norm
depends only on €, § and on n. As n = 2 or 3 we have the continuous Sobolev embedding
HY(R™) c L%(R™), whose norm only depends on n. Considering the continuous restriction
(of norm equal to 1) LS(R™) C L%(Q), we finally have the estimate

llull Loy < Cllullmr (o

where C' > 0 depends only on ¢, § and on n. But u € V(Q), so the application of the
Poincaré inequality allows to conclude. o

Thus we prove the general case

Theorem 9. Let Q be a bounded Sobolev admissible domain in R™ (n = 2 or 3), a >
0, f € L*(Q) and u € V() be the weak solution of (3) in the sense of the variational
formulation (14). Then it holds the estimate

lull Loy < CllfllL2)

where the constant C > 0 depends only on Q. If in addition Q is an (e,§)—domain, then
the constant C depends only on e, §, n and on the constant from the Poincaré inequality on

V(§2), but not on a.

The proof is a simplified variant of the proof of Theorem 4.1 of Ref. [16]. It is given for
the completeness of the article in Appendix A.

4 Well posedness of the damped linear wave equation

4.1 Well posedness and L? regularity

In this subsection we suppose that €2 is a bounded Sobolev admissible domain in R™ on which
we consider the following linear strongly damped wave equation in the previous framework
of mixed boundary conditions:

U — 2Au — vAu, = f on 0, +o00[x€,
u=0onTp x 0,400,

gu =0on 'y x [0, +o0], (17)
U+ au=0onI'g x [0,+oc0],

w(0) = up, wt(0) =wuq in Q.
We are looking for weak solutions of system (17) in the following sense:

Definition 7. For f € L2([0, +oc[; L?(2)), ug € V(Q2), and u1 € L*(S2), where V(S2) defined
in (11), we say that a function u € L*([0,+oo[; V(Q)) with dyu € L2([0, +oc[; V(2)) and
02u € L*([0, +oo[; H~1(Q) is a weak solution of problem (17) if for allv € L2([0,+o0[; V(Q2))

+oo

+oo
/ (e, V) (-1, v (@) + U 0)v(a) + v(ug, v)yo)ds = / (f,v)2@ds,  (18)
0 0

with u(0) = up and u(0) = uy.
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To prove the existence and uniqueness of such a weak solution, we use the Galerkin
method and follow [23, p. 379-387] using the fact that the Poincaré inequality stays true
on V(). To perform the Galerkin method we select functions wy = wg(z), k € N* as the
normalized eigenfunctions of the operator —A on 2 with the mixed boundary conditions,
defined in Theorem 7:

—Awy = Apwy, in a weak sense as Vw € V(Q)  (wr, w)y () = Ak(wr, w)r2(q)

and define then for a fixed m € N* the finite approximation of u by
U (t) 1= _ db, (twg, (19)
i=1

where the coefficients d¥, (t) € H2(]0, +oc[), t > 0, k = 1,...,m satisfy

d¥,(0) = (uo, wr)r2() EREk=1,...,m, (20)
Aydl (0) = (ur,wp)r20) ERk=1,...,m (21)
and u,, for t >0, k= 1,...,m solves
(07 tm, Wi) £2(0) + € (tm, Wi) v () + V(Optim, W) vy = (fs wi)2(0)- (22)
As the rest of the proof is standard and repeat a lot [23] it is omitted but can be found

in [18]. Let us focus now on the regularity of such a solution. For the weak solution of the
damped wave equation problem (17), satisfying Definition 7, we have the following regularity
results (for the proof see [18]):

Theorem 10. Let Q be a Sobolev admissible bounded domain in R™ (n > 2). Then there
exists the unique weak solution u of the strongly damped wave equation problem (17) in the
sense of Definition 7. Moreover,

(i) in addition u has the following regularity

u € L®([0,4+00[; V(Q)), dwu € L>([0, +o0[; L*(R))

and satisfies the estimate

—+o0
essglg(llﬂ(t)llvm) +|8tU(t)IIL2<m>+/O 18su(s)llv (o) ds + 107 ull L2 (0,400 -1(2))

< C(If 220,400 z2(2) + lluoll g @) + llutllLz(o))-
(ii) If the initial data are taken more regular
ug € DQ(*A), U € V(Q),

where Da(—A) comes from Definition 6 with p = 2, then in addition to the previous point
the weak solution satisfies

Opu € L*°([0,4+00[; V(R)), 0u € L*([0, +oo[; L*()),
Au € L>([0, +oo[; L2(Q)) N L2(]0, +-00[; L*(2)),
Adyu € L*([0, +00[; L2(Q))

with the estimates
esssup(|Au(®)lae)  HIOIFe) + [ 180U ds

< CUIFIZ (0 00l z2(0) + 1A T2 () + [lut]lF o)) (23)

and oo
/0 ||AU(S)||2L2(Q) ds < C(HfH%Z([O,-i-oo[;LZ(Q)) + HAUOH%Z(Q) + Hulﬂ%/(g))a (24)
where the constants C > 0 depend only on ) and more precisely of the constant in the

Poincaré inequality on V().
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An important corollary of this theorem is that it is possible to define a functional
space of solutions of (18) for the homogeneous initial data, which is isomorphic to space
L2([0, +00[; L*(Q)) of the source terms.

Theorem 11. For Q a bounded Sobolev admissible domain in R™, let —A be the Laplacian
operator associated with the mized boundary conditions by (14). Let

X := H'(]0, +oo[; Do(—A)) N H2(]0, +-00[; L*(2)) (25)

be endowed with the norm (see Definition 6 for p =2)

+oo
lull% = /O (1Au(®)1 720 +110eAu() 2 ) HOeu@®) 1T @) )30 +10Fut) 2 () )dt,
(26)
and Xo = {u € X|u(0) =0, d,u(0) = 0}. Then there exists a unique weak solution u € Xg
in the sense of formulation (18) of the boundary-valued problem (17) with ug = uy = 0 if
and only if f € L2([0,+o00o[; L?(Q2)). Moreover the following estimate holds

ullx < CHfHLz([O,Jroo[;LZ(Q))a
where C' > 0 depends only on 2.

Proof. As functions on time t — u(t) € H(]0,4+oo[) and t — u'(t) € H'(]0,+o0o]) by the
definition of X, we have, by Sobolev embedding theorem in one dimensional case, that for
all T > 0 H*(]0,T[) € C([0,T]) and consequently for all u € X the trace values u(0) and
0ru(0) are well-defined.

Theorem 10 gives us directly one side of the equivalence. If f € L2([0,+oo[; L%(Q)),
up = 0 and u; = 0 there exists a unique u weak solution of (18) with d?u, Au and Adu in
L2([0, +00[; L*(Q)), along with the estimates (23) and (24) which implies u € Xy with the
desired estimate.

Now let us consider a weak solution u € X satisfying Definition 7. By linearity u is
unique and, by regularity of u, from (18) we have f € L2([0, +o0[; L*(Q2)). O

4.2 [? regularity

For p > 2 we have LP(Q2) C L?(Q) and, by Theorem 7 and by [16, Corollary 5.5, the
spectrum of —A in LP(Q) is contained in R%. We give a result on maximal L regularity,
which is a direct application of Theorem 4.1 in Ref. [14] to the linear system for the strongly
damped wave equation with mixed boundary conditions and homogeneous initial data (17):

Theorem 12. Let —A be defined on Dp(—A)) as the LP-realisation of the Laplacian for
mized boundary conditions by Definition 6. For p > 2 and T > 0, there exits a unique weak
solution u € X} with

XP = WUP([0, T); Dy~ A)) N W2P([0, T; LP(Q)) (27)

endowed with the norm

T
Jully, = / A2 0 gy + 1B AUDT 0y + 19Dy + 102D Bt (28)

and
X§ = {u € XP|u(0) =0, d,u(0) =0}

of the mized boundary-valued problem (17) with ug = w1 = 0 if and only if f € LP([0,T]; LP(Q2)).

Moreover it holds the estimate

llullxr < C|fllLeqo,1;07 )
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Proof. We observe that (28) is a norm thanks to the uniqueness of the weak solution of the
Poisson mixed problem in the LP framework. In addition, let us notice that the time traces
u(0) and 9yu(0) are well-defined as, by their regularity in X?, these functions are continuous
on time.

The statement is a result of maximal LP regularity. It can be proved by different general
methods [8, Section 4] for abstract evolutive problems. It is also possible to use the abstract
general result [14, Theorem 4.1] involving theory of UMD spaces. By [14, Theorem 4.1], as
—A is a sectorial operator on LP(Q) which admits a bounded RH* functional calculus of
angle § with 0 < 8 < 7, then system (17) considered with ug = u1 = 0 has LP-maximal
regularity.

UMD spaces have been introduced in [10]. By [46], if A is a sectorial operator on an
UMD space X with property () and admits a bounded H* calculus of angle 3, then A
admits a RH calculus of angle 3. For the definition of Banach spaces having property ()
see [62]. For p > 1, LP(Q) is an UMD space having property («) according to [14, p. 752].

Thanks to [3, Thm. 5.6], the operator —A is a sectorial operator on L?(€2) which admits

™

a bounded H* calculus of angle 8 with 3 < 5. The key point according to Theorem 7,

holding on Sobolev admissible domains, is that we have for z € C such that |arg(z)| <

€| 2y < €M

with A\; > 0. The estimate in Theorem 12 is a consequence of the closed graph theorem. O

Now we consider the non-homogeneous damped wave problem (17):

Theorem 13. For p > 2 and T > 0, let XP be defined by (27). Moreover let us consider
all elements of LP(2) x LP() which could be viewed as the traces at t =0 of an element of
XP and of its time derivative:

(LP(2), Dp(—A))p = {(ug,u1) € LP(2) x LP(2)| Fv € XP with v(0) = ug, v¢(0) = ur}. (29)
Then there exits a unique weak solution uw € X? of the damped wave equation problem (17)
if and only if f € LP([0,T]; LP(Q)) and (uo,u1) € (LP(Q), Dp(—A)),. Moreover we have the
estimate

lull x» < C(|[fllLe(0,13;20(02)) + (w0, ur) || (Lr (@)D, (~a)),)-
Proof. For (up,u1) € (LP(2), Dp(—A))p, we have by definition w € X? such that
w(0) =up and w¢(0) = uy.
Thus, the set (LP(2), Dp(—A)), gives us all situable ug and u1 in LP(§2) for the initial data
of (17). In particular,
0Pw — 2 Aw — vAdw € LP([0,T]; LP()).

So in the sense of Theorem 12, if we take w the unique weak solution in XP? of

02w — AW — vAd = [ — (02w — *Aw — vAdw) on [0,T] x Q,

2+ aw =0 on [0,7] x 09,

w(0) = d:w(0) = 0 in £,
we have by the linearity u = w + @ which is the weak solution of the damped wave equation
problem (17). The unicity comes from the unicity of the solution when uy = u; = 0 by
Theorem 12. The other side of the equivalence comes directly from the definition of X? and
(LP(€2), Dp(=A))p-

The estimate is a consequence of the closed graph theorem. O

Remark 2. Since

Dp(=A) x Dp(=A) C (LP(), Dp(=A)),
we have a similar estimate in Theorem 13 for the solutions of the damped wave equation
problem (17), when (up,u1) € Dp(—A) x Dp(—A) replacing H(uo,u1)||(Lp(Q)7Dp(_A))p) by
[uollp,(—a) + lurllp, (- a)-
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5 Well-posedness of the Westervelt equation

In this section, 2 is a bounded Sobolev admissible domain in R? or R3.

To be able to give a sharp estimate of the smallness of the initial data and at the same
time to estimate the bound of the corresponding solution of the Westervelt equation (2), we
use the following theorem [74]:

Theorem 14 (Sukhinin). Let X be a Banach space, let Y be a separable topological vector
space, let L : X — Y be a linear continuous operator, let U be the open unit ball in X, let
Pry : LX — [0,00[ be the Minkowski functional of the set LU, and let ® : X — LX be a
mapping satisfying the condition

Pry(2(x) — @) <O@) [z —z| for fz—woll<r, [|Z—mf <r

for some xy € X, where © : [0,00[— [0,00[ is a monotone non-decreasing function. Set
b(r) = max(1 — ©(r),0) forr > 0.
Suppose that

w= /b(r) dr €]0,00], 1.« =sup{r >0|b(r) > 0},
0

T

w(r) = /b(t)dt (r>0) and g(x)=Lx+ ®(z) for xe€X.
0

Then for any r € [0,7r.] and y € g(xo) + w(r)LU, there exists an x € xg + rU such that
g9(z) =y.

Remark 3. Theorem of Sukhinin allows treating the well-posedness questions of nonlinear
problems once formulated in the operator abstract framework. We have a nonlinear operator
®, mapping from a Banach space X to the image of the linear part, for which we know its
local “speed of growing” ©. From this information, it is possible to define the mazimum size
of a neighborhood of a fixed point xo in which there exists a solution x if the source term
y belongs to the mazimal possible set g(xo) + w(r)LU. In other words, this theorem allows
obtaining sharp estimates of the size of the source term and the corresponding size of the
solution. If either L is injective or KerL has a topological complement E in X such that
L(ENU) = LU, then the assertion of Theorem 14 follows from the contraction mapping
principle [7/]. In particular, if L is injective, then the solution is unique. For additional
examples of the applications of this theorem in solving direct nonlinear problems, there are
Refs. [18,19] and for inverse problems context see [0/—00].

With the help of Theorem 14 we prove the following global well-posedness result.

Theorem 15. Let ) be a bounded Sobolev admissible domain in R? or R3. Assume v > 0
and p > 2. Let XP be the space defined in (27) with T >0 if p > 2 and T = +o0 if p = 2.
Suppose
up € Dp(—A) in LP, uy € Dp(—A) in LP if p>2, oru; € V(Q) if p=2
and f € LP([0,4o0[; LP(R2)),
and in addition, let Cy be the minimal constant for which the weak solution, in the sense

of (18), u* € XP of the corresponding non homogeneous linear boundary-valued problem (17)
satisfies if p > 2

[w*llxe < Ci(llfllzeo,+ool:r () + [wollD,(—a) + lu1llD,(—a))

16



and if p = 2 satisfies (in this case C; = % where Cy only depends on € by the constant in

the Poincaré inequality on V(Q))

. &
[[u*]|x2 < 7(|\f|\L2([0,+oo[;L2(sz)) + [Juollpy(—a) + lutllvie))-

Then there exists . > 0 such that for all v € [0,7.[ and all data satisfying if p > 2

1
£l e (0,400 e () + [[u0llDy(—a) + llutllp,(—a)) < o

and if p =2
1%
I £11 220,400 :L2(02)) + 1UollDoy(—a) + lurllv i) < o

there exists the unique weak solution u € XP of the mized boundary valued problem for the
Westervelt equation

0?u — Au — vAGu = audiu + a(u)> + f on [0,T] x £,

u=0onTp x[0,T],

Zu=0onTy x[0,7], (30)
Fau+au=0 onTr x 0,77,

u(0) = ug, Fu(0) = uy.

in the following sense: for all ¢ € L2([0,T]; V(2))
T
/ (0Fu, 9) r2(0) + ¢ (u, @) v () + v(Ou, )y (a)ds
0

T
= / a(udiu+ (8u)* + f, ) r2(0)ds, (31)
0

with u(0) = ug and Jyu(0) = uy. Moreover
lullx» < 2r.

Proof. For p = 2, T = 400 uyg € Dp(—A) and uy € V(Q) and f € L3([0,+ool; L*(2))
let us denote by u* € X2 the unique weak solution, existing by Theorem 10, of the linear
problem (17) in the sense of the variational formulation (18).

According to Theorem 11 , X? = X defined in (25), hence we denote X¢ := X, and in
addition take Y = L2[0,+o0[; L?*(Q2)). Then by Theorem 11, the linear operator

L:X3—=Y, ueXZr Lu):=uy — c*Au—vAu; €Y,

is a bi-continuous isomorphism.
Let us now notice that if v is the unique weak solution of the non-linear mixed boundary
valued problem

v — AV — VA — a(v +u*) (v + u)y — af(v +u*))? = 0 on [0, +00[x €,
v=0onTIp x 0,400, %v =0onI'y x [0, +o0],
é%erav =0onT'g x [0, 400,

v(0) =0, v:(0)=0,

(32)

then v = v+u™* is the unique weak solution of the boundary valued problem for the Westervelt
equation (30). Let us prove using Theorem 14 the existence of a such v € X7, which is the
unique weak solution of (32) in the following sense: for all ¢ € L*([0, +oc[; V(2))

—+o0
/ (070, 90) L2(0) + (v, )v () + V(Ov, @)y () ds
0

—+oo
_ /O (v + u%) (0 + )+ [0+ w72, 6) 2 ey ds
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with v(0) = 0 and 9;v(0) = 0.
We suppose that ||u*||x2 < r and define for v € X2

B (v) := (v +u*) (v +u)y + af(v +u*)]>
For w and 2 in X satisfying
|w]x2 <r and |z]|x2 <,

we estimate |®(w) — ®(z)||y by applying the triangular inequality. The key point is that it
appears terms of the form ||gby ||y and | g:b¢||y with g and b in X? and we have the estimate

lgbeelly <[Igll oo @+ x ) [[bet]]y-

By Theorem 9 which ensures for elements of D, (—A) the inequality ||g]| =) < Cl|AgllLr),
we have

lgbeelly <Cllgll Lo ®+;p,(—a)) bl x2

and the Sobolev embedding implies

lgbeelly <Cllgll zr e+, (—a) |10l x2
<Bilgllx2[1bll x>,

with B; depending only on 2. Moreover, we have

—+o0
l9:0¢lly S\//O 9l Lo () [1b¢]| 2 () ds-.

Therefore, again by Theorem 9 we find

—+o0
lgrbelly sc\/ / 19¢l1, (- 29 1Be | ey ds
0

<Cligell 20,4000, (- ap 1Bt ]l oo (0,400 L2(02))

<Cligllx=1bell 22 0, +o0l:22(22))
also using Sobolev’s embeddings. Finally it holds
llgebelly < Ballgllx=|bll x>

with Bs depending only on (). Taking g and b equal to u*, w, z or w — z, and supposing
that ||u*||x2 <7, [Jw|lxz <7 and ||z]|x < r, we obtain

[®(w) = @(2)[ly < 8aBr{w — z||x>

with B = max(Bj, B2) > 0 depending only on .

By the fact that L is a bi-continuous isomorphism, there exists a minimal constant
C, = C (%) > 0 (coming from the inequality |lul|x < C||f|y for u, a solution of the linear
problem (17) with homogeneous initial data) such that

Vue X2 fullxe < CyllLully-

Hence, forallg e Y
Pru,(9) < CoPuy (9) = Cullglly-

Then we find for w and z in X3, such that ||w||x2 <, ||z]|x2 < r, and also with ||u*| x2 < r,
that
PLu, (®(w) — ©(2)) < O(r)[Jw — 2| x.
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where O(r) := 8 BC,ar. Thus we apply Theorem 14 for
g(z) = L(z) — ®(z) and zy = 0. Therefore, knowing that C, = <2, we have, that for all
r € [0, 7] with

1
- 8BC,a’

(33)

Tx
for all y € ®(0) +w(r)LUxz C Y with
w(r) =r —4BC,ar?,

there exists a unique v € 0+ rUxz such that L(v) — ®(v) = y. But, if we want that v be the
solution of the non-linear Cauchy problem (32), then we need to impose y = 0, and thus to
ensure that 0 € ®(0) +w(r)LUx;z. Since fﬁ@(O) is an element of Y and LX? =Y, there
exists a unique z € X such that

®(0). (34)

Let us show that ||z]|% < 1, what will implies that 0 € ®(0) + w(r)LUx,. Noticing that

[2O)ly < elluguglly + allugugly

< 2aB|u*|%: < 2aBr?

and using (34), we find

Izllx2 < CullLzlly = €\ —=7=

C,2Bar 1
~ (1—4C,Bar) 2’

as soon as r < 1*.

Consequently, z € Uxz and ®(0) + w(r)Lz = 0.

Then we conclude that for all » € [0,7,[, if ||u*||2 < r, there exists a unique v € rUx,
such that L(v) — ®(v) = 0, i.e. the solution of the non-linear Cauchy problem (32). Thanks
to the maximal regularity and a priori estimate following from Theorem 11, there exists a
constant C1 = C1(Q2), such that

. Ch
lu*|lx2 < 7(||f||Y + [luollp, (—a) + lutllv(a))-

Thus, for all r € [0,7.[ and | f[ly + [[uollp,(—a) + lu1llv) < &, the function u =
u* 4+ v € X is the unique solution of the Cauchy problem for the Kuznetsov equation and
lullx2 < 2r.

Let us notice that when f = 0 we have

’
—1

[l x> < ﬁ(l\uOIIDP(_A> + llurllve))-
The case p > 2 and 0 < T < 400 is essentially the same and thus is omitted. We just

replace L2([0, +oo[; L2(£2)) by LP([0, T]; LP(£2)). We also use the Theorems 13 and 9 to have
the required estimates following from the fact that for p > 2

WLP([0, +oo[) € L°°(]0, 4+-00]).
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6 Approximation of the fractal problem for the West-
ervelt equation by prefractal problems with Lipschitz
boundaries

6.1 Uniform domains in R" with self-similar boundaries and their
polyhedral approximations

In this section, we give conditions under which a domain €2 in R™ with piece-wise self-similar
boundary is a uniform domain. Moreover, under our conditions, these domains have natu-
ral polyhedral approximations €, which are uniformly (e, c0)-domains, that is, € does not
depend on m. Our conditions cover the examples of scale-irregular Koch curves [12,13], the
square Koch curve, also called the Minkowski fractal [24, 70, 72|, and their n-dimensional
analogs. We do not give the most general assumptions but rather concentrate on the situa-
tions with potential practical applications, such as [52].

Suppose € is a polyhedron in R™ and K is one of its faces. We denote the (n — 2)-
dimensional hypersurface boundary of Kq by 9, _2)Ko, which is just the union of n — 2-
dimensional faces of Kj. A typical example is Q9 = [0,1]™ is the unite hypercube in R"
and Ko = [0,1]"! x {0}. In this case J(,,_2) Ko is the (n — 2)-dimensional hypersurface
boundary of the (n — 1)-dimensional hypercube Ky = [0,1]"~! x {0}.

We suppose that polyhedral hypersurfaces K, are defined inductively using a sequence
of iterating function systems of NV, contractive similitudes

(wi,m)lgigNm

with contraction factors
(dim)1<i<N,,
by
K = @ (Ko) = UL Wi (Ko).
These are standard concepts, which we do not discuss in our paper in detail, are thoroughly
described, for instance, in [2,20] (see also Appendix B).

Throughout the rest of the paper, we make the following assumptions which allow ap-
proximating fractal domains with polygonal hypersurfaces.

Assumption 1 (Fractal Self-Similar Face). We assume that each K, is a polygonal surface
with (n — 2)-dimensional hypersurface boundary that is the same as the (n — 2)-dimensional
hypersurface boundary of K.

Assumption 2 (Uniform sequence of uniform domains). We assumption that Q,, and Q
are uniformly exterior and interior (e, 00)-domains, that is, € does not depend on m.

We also assume the standard open set condition [26, Section 9.2], which means that there
is a non-empty bounded open set O such that ®,,(O) C O with the union in the left-hand
side disjoint.

6.2 Trace and extension theorems in the approximation framework
of self similar fractals

In this subsection we assume the same notation and assumptions as in Subsection 6.1. For
N contraction factors d;, i = 1,..., N we define

N
D=> d . (35)
1=1
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With notations w|m = (wy, ..., w,) for w; € {1,... N} and

ww\m:"/)wl O---OT/me,

we introduce the volume measure y as the unique Radon measure on

+oo
K =[] ®n(Ko),
m=1
such that e dn-
(Wi (K)) = S50 (36)

While the fractal boundary 0fQ is irregular, the prefractal boundary 0%, is polygonal,
thus Lipschitz. Hence, we can easily give well-posedness results for partial differential equa-
tions with domains having polygonal boundary using the classic Lebesgue measure on 0€2,,.
Then we can obtain a well-posedness result for the solution u of the Westervelt equation on
an irregular domain {2 by a convergence argument on the functions u,,, solutions of the West-
ervelt equation on domains §2,,,. This approach also allows constructing an approximation
of u. In order to do so, the following results are needed.

Theorem 16. Under Assumptions 1 and 2, let

1
Om = m, (37)

where D defined by (35). For any function g € H'(R™)

am/ Trg,, gds — / Trig du for m — +oo. (38)
K K

m

Proof. Let firstly suppose that g € C(R™). We follow the proof of Theorem 2.1 in Ref. [12]
given for the particular case of von Koch snowflake. For a fixed summit A on 0Ky we
introduce the measure

I12, di”
fom = > m Ouim(4)-
(w1, ywn)E{L,....,N}m

Let us prove that u,, weakly converges to the measure p considered on K. For any m, we
introduce the following positive linear functional on the space C(K)

Gm(h) = Z h(ww\m(A))'

As K is compact of R", then h € C(K) is uniformly continuous on K. Consequently, we
have
Ve >0, 3Jq € N*such that Vn,m > q [Gp(h) — Gn(h)| < e.

Thus for each fixed h € C(K) the numerical sequence (G, (h))men~ converges. Hence the
limit defines a positive linear functional on C(K). By the Riesz representation theorem,
there exists a unique (positive) Borel measure i such that

lim Gn(h):/ h dji.
m—ro0 K

Moreover i satisfies (36). Hence, from the uniqueness of a such measure, u and [ coincide,
and we obtain

VheC(K) lim [ hduny,= / hdy, (39)
K K

m—o0
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which is the definition of the weak convergence of p,, to u. We also notice that u(K) = 1.
Let us formally write

o o= [ o
= gds— [ gdu
D™ Jg, K

1
S’—m/ gds—/gdum’Jr‘/gdum—/gdu’- (40)
D Ko K K K
Since

/K . gds = Z /w gds

(W1, Wi )E{L,...,N}m ¥ Pwin

Dm
(wi,...,wm)E{1,...,N}™

where P, € Ko and under the assumption the Lebesgue measure A(Kp) = 1, the first
term on the right hand side of (40) can be estimated by using the uniform continuity of g as

D—lm/K gds—/}(gdum‘g
Z |g(1/]w\m(Pw|n)) _g(wwlm(A”

(wy,...,wm)E{1,...,N}™

12 di!
Dm
As the second term on the right-hand side of (40) can be estimated by using (39) we

achieve the desired result for g € C(R"). To obtain the same for g € H!(R™) we apply the
density argument and [13, Thm. 3.5]. O

To be able to control the traces on the prefractal boundaries we generalize Lemma 3.1 [12]
for our n-dimensional case.

Lemma 1. Let K, be the m-th prefractal set. Then
VP cR" H"YB(P,r)NK,,)<CD™r,

where the constant C' > 0 is independent on m, B(P,r) denotes the Fuclidean ball with
center in P and radius 0 < r <1 and H"! is the (n — 1)—dimensional Lebesque measure.

Proof. Let us fixe h € N such that
(maxd! )" < r < (maxdP~H)hL.
Then B(P,r) C B(P, (maxd}~')h=1).
When h > m, since maxd; > 4, it holds
H" Y (B(P,r) N Kyn) <H" Y(B(P, (maxd} ") 1) N Kp,)
<C1(max cl?il)h_1 < CLN" 1y

where (] is independent of m.

Let us now consider the case when h < m. Recall that the open set condition [26, Section
9.2] means that ®,,(0) C O with the union in the left-hand side disjoint. There are at most
Cy open sets Yyp—1(0) = Yy, 0 --- 01y, (Ca independent of m), where O is the set
of the open set condition associated to (¢;)1<i<n, that has not empty intersection with
B(P, (maxd]')"~1). Then as

h—1 _
' dn 1
H'H(B(P, (max d; )" 1) N Ky 0y -1(0)) <pr izt di
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we obtain

H" Y B(P,r) N K,,) <H" H(B(P, (maxd? ") N K,,)

max d} )1

m
<C2D Dh—1

S NCQDmT.

O

Therefore we have the following uniform trace estimate for the prefractal boundaries
with an analogous estimate in the fractal case:

Theorem 17. Let u € H°(R") and 3 < o < 1. Then for allm € N

1
WHTTKmuH%Q(Km) < ColullFo (gny, (41)
where C, > 0 is a constant independent of m. In addition, on the fractal K with the measure
w satisfying (5) it also holds for "de <0< %,0<d<n and for a constant Cy >0

ITrreullF2x) < CollullFo gny- (42)

Proof. The proof of (41) is essentially the same as for (42) proved in Ref. [12] and is thus
omitted, the key point being Lemma 1 and the use of Bessel kernels with Lemma 1 on p. 104
in Ref. [10]. In addition (42) is a direct consequence of [33, Theorem 5.1]. O

The following theorem extends functions of H'(£2,,) to space H'(R™) by an operator
whose norm is independent of the (increasing) number of sides. It is a particular case
of the extension theorem due to Jones (Theorem 1 in Ref. [37]) as the domains ©,, are
(e,00)—domains with ¢ independent of m. We also give the extension result for the limit
domain Q coming from the Rogers extension theorem [63] due to a “degree-independent”
operator for Sobolev spaces on (g, 00)-domains.

Theorem 18. For any m € N, there exists a bounded linear extension operator
Eq, : HY(Q,,) — H*(R"), whose norm is independent of m, that is

| Eq,, vl @ny < Crllvllaron) (43)

with a constant C; > 0 independent of m.
In addition, for the (g,00)-domain Q with a fractal boundary K there exists a bounded
linear extension operator Eq : H(Q) — H?(R"), 1 <o <1, such that

| EQull o mny < Callvl| go(0)- (44)

Proof. The independence on m comes from the fact that the €, are (¢, 00) domains with
e fixed according to Assumption 2. Then we just have to apply the result of Ref. [37] on
quasiconformal mappings. The extension result for the fractal domain 2 follows from the
Rogers extension theorem [63, Thm. 8], since by its definition Q is (¢, c0)-domain, with the
use of interpolation techniques (see also [12, Thm. 3.5]). O

6.3 Mosco type convergence

We consider a domain €2 of R™ defined in Subsection 6.1 and its polyhedral approximation
by domains €2,,,. We suppose as in Section 4 that

aQ:I‘D7QUI‘N7QUFR7Q with FR’Q:K

and
o0, = Fpﬁgzm U FNﬂm U FRygm with FRygm =K,
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where the parts of boundaries with letters D, N and R correspond to the type of the
homogeneous boundary condition considered on them: the Dirichlet, the Neumann and the
Robin boundary conditions respectively.

Our aim is to consider the limit m — 400 of the weak solutions of the following West-
ervelt mixed boundary problem to show that a weak solution on €2 can be approximated by
weak solutions on £2,,.

0?u — *Au — vAdu = adi[udu] + f on |0, +00[ X Q,

u=0onTpgq, XxI[0,+o0],

Zu=0o0nTyq, x[0,+o0], (45)
glu + apmu =0 on K, x [0,4o00],

on

w(0) = o, m, ut(0) = u1,m on Q.
We set
H() := H'([0, +-00[; H (2))NH?([0, +00; L*(2)) (46)

and fixe a Sobolev admissible domain Q* such that Q C Q* for all m € N* Q,,, € QF.
For u € H(2*) and ¢ € L*([0, +oo[, H'(2*)) we define

—+o0
Flu, @] = / /Q OPug + AVuVe + vVouVe dAdt
0 m
+oo
+ / / CQQmTragmu Troq,, ¢ + vamTraq,, Oru Troq,, ¢dsdt (47)
0 Ky,

+oo
/ / —a(ud?u)p — a(Opu)’p + fo drdt
0 Qi
and also

—+00
Flu, ¢] = /0 A OPug + AVuVe + vVouVe drdt
“+oo
+ / / aTroau Troad + vaTrsadu Traoédudt (48)
0 K

—+o0
/ / —a(ud?u)p — a(Opu)?p + fo dAdt.
0 Q

In addition, for u € L?([0, +-o00[; L?(2*)), we define for all ¢ € L?([0, +oo[; H*(Q2*))

_ | Fulu,¢] ifue HQ),
Folu,¢] = { +00 otherwise 1)
and Flu,¢] if ue H(Q¥)
_ U, I ue * )
Flu,¢] = { 400 otherwise. 0)

Remark 4. We see that u is a weak solution of the Westervelt problem (30) on [0, +o00[x$2
in the sense of Theorem 15 if there hold

o u € X with the space X defined in (25);
e for all € L*([0,+o0[; V(Q)) Flu,¢] = 0, where F is defined in (48);
e u(0) = ugp and us(0) = uy on Q.

The expression F[u,$] = 0 can be obtained multiplying the Westervelt equation from
system (30) by ¢ € X integrating on [0, +00[x 2 and doing integration by parts taking into
account the boundary conditions. In the same way with Fy,,[u, ¢] given by Eq. (47) we can
define the weak solution of problem (45).

In order to state our main result, we also need to recall the notion of M — convergence
of functionals introduced in Ref. [57].
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Definition 8. A sequence of functionals G™ : H — (—o0, +00] is said to M -converge to a
functional G : H — (—o00,400] in a Hilbert space H, if

1. (lim sup condition) For every u € H there exists u,, converging strongly in H such
that L
HmG™ [uy,] < Glu], asm — +oo. (51)

2. (lim inf condition) For every v,, converging weakly to u in H

ImG™ [vy] > Glu], asm — +oo. (52)

Because of the quadratic nonlinearity of the Westervelt equation to be controlled for
weak solutions, we consider domains in R™ only with n = 2 or 3. For the linear problem, it
is possible to work with higher dimensions too. The main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 19. Let Q be a fractal domain of R? or R3 and (Q,)men+ be the prefractal
polyhedral sequence described and defined previously and satisfying Assumptions 1 and 2, all
included in a Sobolev admissible domain Q*. For ¢ € L*([0, +oo[; HY (%)), and a., = aom,
where o, defined in (37), the sequence of functionals u + Fp,[u,¢] defined in (49), M-
converges in L2([0, +oo[; L2(2*)), to the following functional u + F[u, ®] defined in (50) as
m — +00.

Moreover, for all ¢ € L2([0,+oo[; HY(Q*)) if vy — u in H(Q*) defined in (46), then

Fm[vma¢] — F[U,¢],

m——+o0
where Fy,, and F are defined by equations (47) and (48) respectively.

Remark 5. If (Q,)men+ s a monotone increasing sequence up to ), i.e. ,,, C Q for all
m, then it is not necessary to take Q* different to §2, it is sufficient to take Q* = Q. In all
cases, thanks to Theorem 18, functions vy, (t) € HY () can be uniformly on m extended
to the functions Eq, vy, (t) € HY(R™) and after it we work with their restrictions on Q*:
[Eq, vm ()] |ox € HY(Q*). By the same way, for u(t) € H(Q) we consider if Q # Q*
[Equ(t)]|a- € HY(Q*). To avoid complicated notations we work directly with functions from
HY(Q").

We also make the attention that we don’t impose on (Qm)men+ any restriction to be
monotone, but only to satisfy Assumptions 1 and 2 and, by the fractal approrimation, to
converge to Q in the sense of the characteristic functions: |1lq,, — lallpi o+ — 0 for
m — +00.

Proof. We consider ¢ € L*([0, +-o00[; H'(Q2%)).

Proof of "lim sup" condition. Without loss of generality, let us take directly a fixed
u € H(Q*) and define v, = u for all m. Hence (v, )men+ is strongly converging sequence
in L2(]0, +oo[; L2(£2*)). Thus by the definition of functionals F,[u, ] and F[u, #], they are
equal respectively to Fy,[u, ¢] and Flu, ¢], which are well defined (and hence are finite). As
by our construction 2, — £ for m — +oo in the sense of the characteristic functions and
u € H(Q*), for the linear terms in (47) integrated over ), to pass to the limit we can
directly apply the dominated convergence theorem for m — +oo

+o0
/ / OPug + AVuVe + vVouVedrdt
0 Qm

“+o0
— / / D2ugp + AVuVeo + vVouVedadt.  (53)
0 Q
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Indeed, knowing that u € H(Q*) and ¢ € L%([0, +oo[; H'(2*)) by Holder’s inequality we
have

“+o0
/0 /{ |07 ug|dadt <[|07ull 210, +o0f 22 ) 0]l L2(10, 4 00f L2 (020)) < +o0,
“+oo
/ / |CQVUV¢|d:Cdt §C2”quLz([O,—i-oo[;L?(Q*))||v¢||L2([O,+oo[;L2(Q*)) < +C>O7
0 *

+oo
/ / |u5V8tuV¢|dxdt SZ/HVat’uHLz([O’Jroo[;Lz(Q*))||V¢||L2([Oﬁ+oo[;L2(Q*)) < +00.
O *

To pass to the limit for the nonlinear terms integrated over €2, we also apply the dominated
convergence theorem

/+°°/ a(udiu)p — a(Ou)*pdadt — /+°0/ a(udiu)p — a(Opu)?pdxdt. (54)

More precisely, we successively apply Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev embeddings to
control

[ [ twotusia

<Jul| Lo (0,400 142 ) 107Ul L2 (0,00 L2(2 ) 18] L2([0,4-00[: L3 (24)

§C||U||H1([o,+oo[;H1(Q*>>||<9tUHL2([o,+oo[;L2(Q*>>||¢|\L2<[o,+oo[;H1(n*>> <+o0

/;Oo / |(O¢u)?¢|dadt

<[|0su]| Loe (10, +00[; L2 () 102l 2 ([0, +-00[; L4 () |01 L2([0,4-00 ;L4 (2% ))
SC”at'UJHHl([0,+oo[;L2(Q*))||atu||L2([O,+oo[;H1(Q*))||¢’||L2([O,+oo[;H1(Q*)) < +o0.

Let (¢;)jens C C*([0, +00[x2*) be a bounded sequence converging to ¢:

¢; — ¢ in LQ([O,—l—oo[,Hl(Q*)).

Jj—+oo

Thus we can express the difference between the boundary therms as follows
—+oo —+oo
/ / omTroq,, Oru T'raq,, ¢pdsdt —/ / Troadiu Troqodudt
0 0 K
+oo
:/ / omTroq,, Ovu Traq,, (¢ — ¢;)dsdt (55)
0 Km
—+o0 —+o0
+ / / om1'roq,, Oru Tragq,, p;dsdt — / / Tra0iu Traae;dudt
Km 0 K

—+00
- / / Troadiu Traa(¢ — ¢;)dudt.
0 K

Thanks to Theorems 41 and 2, we estimate the first integral in (55) using the Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality by

+oo
omTroq,, Oru Traq,, (¢ — ¢;)dsdt

m

< C|0sul| L2 (0,400, HE (@) 1@ = D5 || L2 ([0, 400 B (2%))
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with a constant C' > 0 independent on m. Therefore, for all € > 0 there exists j; € N* such
that for all j > j; and all m € N

(56)

—+o0
/ / omTroq,, Owu Traq,, (¢ — (bj)dsdt‘ <
0 Kum

[SCANO)

In the same way by Theorems 17 and 2 we can show that there exists jo € N* such that for
all j > jo

—+o0
/ / Troadiu Trya ((b — d)j)d,udt < E (57)
0 K 3

Let us now fix j = max(j1, j2). Given the regularity of ¢;, we have
atud)j S L2([07 +OO[7 Hl(Q*))

So by Theorem 16 for almost all time ¢ € [0, +oo[ we find

m——+o0

/ omT'roq,, O Tragm(bjds—/ Troowu Traoae;dp  — 0.
Km K

Moreover by (41) and Theorem 2

‘/ omT'raq,, Ot TTanQﬁdedﬁ’ < C|\8tu||H1(Q*) ¢j||H1(Q*)a
K

with a constant C' > 0 independent on m. We notice that since u € H(Q*)

[10cull 1 oy 95| 121 (020y € L*([0, 00]).

Consequently, by the dominated convergence theorem

—+oo +oo
/ / omTTaq,, Oru Tragm(bjdsdt—/ /Tragatu Troag;dpdt| — 0. (58)
0 Km 0 K m—+oo

Thus, putting together (56), (57) and (58) in (55), we finally obtain that

+oo too
/ / omTraq,, Oru Traq, ¢dsdt —/ / Troaoiu Trogedudt  — 0. (59)
0 Km 0 K m—+o0

In the same way we prove that

—+oo +oo
/ / omTraq,, uTraq,, ¢dsdt —/ / Troqu Tragédudt — 0. (60)
0 Km 0 K Mmoo

By using (53), (54), (59), (60) and the fact that by the dominated convergence theorem for
f € L*([0,+00[; L*())

/O+OO /Qm fodzdt = /Om/gﬁz)dxdt,

we conclude that for all ¢ € L2([0, +oo[, H(Q2))

This proves the "lim sup" condition since the infinite case obviously holds.
Proof of the "lim inf" condition. Now, let (vy,)men+ be a bounded sequence in
H(Q*) such that
Um —u in H(QY) m — 4oo.
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Then by definition of H(Q*) in (46), it follows that

Ofvm — Ofu in L*([0, +-o00[; L*(2)), (61)
Gtvm — atu, V@tvm — V@tu in L2([0, —|—OO[7 L2(Q*)), (62)

and
Vm — U, Vo, = Vu in L2([0, +-00[; L*(2%)). (63)

Moreover, working in R™ with dimension n < 3, by Theorem 3 it is possible to chose
any 2 < p < 6 ensuring the compactness of the embedding L?([0,+oco[; H'(2*)) cC
L3([0, +o0[; LP(Q*)). For higher dimension the desired assertion with p > 2 fails. So for
2<p<6

Uy — U, O, — Ogu in L2([0, +oo[; LP(2%)). (64)

From the compact embedding of H'(2*) in H?(2*) (3 < o < 1) we also have that
Um = U, Qg — Ogu in L2([0, +o00[; H7 (). (65)
Let ¢ € L?([0, 00[, H(Q*)), we want to show that
Fnlom,¢] — Flu,q].

m——+o0

We start by studying the convergence of the terms with f0+°° fQ :

—+00 “+00
’/ / 8?vm¢)d:cds—/ Oyudypdxds
0 Qm 0 Q

—+oo —+oo +oo
_ / afvm]lgqﬁdxds’ +’ / 02v, loddeds  — / d2ulgedzds.
0 Q* 0 Q* 0 Q*

+oo
< ‘ / 02v, g, ¢drds
0 Q*

The second term on the right hand side tends to zero as m — +oo by (61) as 109 €
L?([0, +o00[; L*(Q*)). For the first term

+oo
‘/ & vm(lg,, — 1Q)¢d$d8‘ < (La,, — 1)l r2(jo,+00[x ) 107 Vim | L2((0,+00[x 2
0 Q*

but [|07vm | £2(jo,40[x0+) is bounded for all m by (61) and by the dominated convergence
theorem

1o, = L0)@llza(otoclxar) | =2 O

+o0 +oo
/ / afvmqbdxds—>/ /afuqbdxds.
0 Qm 0 Q

Using (63) we can deduce in the same way

Then for m — +oco

—+o0
/ / O2vme + Vv, Vo + veVv, Vo dadt
0 Qm

m——+o0

—+o0
— / OPug + AVuVe + veVouVedadt.  (66)
0 Q

For the quadratic terms we have

/0 h /Q m(vmafvm)d)dzdtf /O o /Q (u&fu)qﬁdmdt‘
/OJFOO/Q (vmafvm)qﬁdxdt—/()Jroo/gl(vmafvm)qﬁdxdt‘
/O+°° /(z(vmafvm)aﬁdxdt_/()Jroo/ﬂ(uat?u)qﬁdxdt’. (67)
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To show that the first term on the right hand side tends to 0 for m — +o0o we use the fact
that by Holder’s inequality

—+o0

+oo
uma U ) pdadt — / / Um, tvm qﬁdmdt‘

Qi

<|| (Lo, — 10)oll L2 (jo,+ool: L4 )) [Vm | Loe (0,400 24 (@) 107 Vi | L2 ([0,4-00[: L2 (024)) -
Using the Sobolev embeddings we have for all m
[[vm | Lo (0, +00ls23 (2 107 Vm | L2 (0,4 00 22(02))
LClJomll g (0,400 (2D 107 Um | L2((0, 0022 (20)) < K

with a constant K > 0 independent on m, as (vy)men+ is weakly convergent in H(Q*).
Moreover, as by the Sobolev embedding we have

¢ € L2([0, +oof; H' (")) €C L*([0, +00[; L*(2)),
then by the dominated convergence theorem we obtain

1L, = Lo)@ll2 (o, +oczacry) | 52, O-

+oo

m——+00

(Umafvm)¢d$dt—/+oo/(Umafvm)qﬁdxdt' — 0. (68)
0 Q

Now we consider
—+o0

—+o0
(U O v ) pdadt —/ /(u@fu)(bdxdt’.
0 Q

Q

We see that

+oo
[ / 1 (0m — )12 0 ds

Consequently, by the Young inequality

+oo
[om — udl| L2 (0, +00[:L2()) < /0 lom = wllZs o) I 8l1 s 0y ds

and by the Sobolev embeddings we find

+oo
[vm® — udll 20,400 L2(2) SK/O [om — ullF ) |2l 3 ) ds
[vm®d — ud|l L2 (0,400 L2(2)) <K Nvm = ullFoe (0,100 m1 @) 1917210, +00f: L2 (02))-

Here K > 0 is a general constant independing on m. But we have v,, — uin H([0, +oo[; H}(Q*)) CC
L ([0, +o00[; HY()), 50 vy — u in L>([0, +oc[; H1(£2)). Hence

Um® — ug in L*([0, +o00[; L*(€2)).

Combining this strong convergence result with the weak convergence (61) we obtain

+oo t+oo
(vmafvm)gbdzdtf/ /(uafu)(bd:cdt’ — 0. (69)
Q 0 Q merteo
Then (67),(68) and (69) allow us to conclude that
+oo —+oo
uma Vm ) pdadt — / / (ud?u) qﬁdmdt} .0 (70)
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Now we consider

+oo +0c0
2 _ 2
; /Qm (Orvpm)* ddxdt /0 /Q(@tu) (bd:cdt‘
+oo ) - +oo , ‘
| /Q ) (Orvm )~ pdxdt /O /Q (Dyvm )2 pdadt

+o0 ) B o0 ) ’
0 /Q (yom)2ddadt /O /Q (Ou)2pdadt|  (T1)

The first term goes to 0 when m goes to infinity in the same way that for the proof of (68),
moreover we have:

+oo ) B +oo ) ‘ _
; /Q(atvm) odxdt /0 /Q(@,gu) odxdt| =

By the Young inequality

+oo
/ (Ot — Opu)(Opvy, + 8tu)¢)dzdt‘ .
0 Q

+o0 +oo
/ (Brom)? — ()2 )qbdmdt’ g/ 18¢vm — Beul (s |Brtm + Byl o(en bl ooyt
0

and by the Sobolev embeddings and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we find

“+o0
/ at’l)m 8tu) )(bd:cdt‘ < Hat’l)m + 8tU||Loo([07+oo[;L2(Q))

NOrvm — Oyul| L2 (o, 400525 () 191l L2 0, 400112 (92))-
By (64) 10vm — Beull 2o, +oolz2()) | =7, 0 and, as
Oy — Opu in H([0, +oo[; L*(Q)) cC L>=([0, +oc[; L*()),

the numerical sequence (||0yvy, + Oyt o< ([0,4-00[;22(Q)) Jmen+ is bounded. Consequently

—+oo
/ ((O¢vm)? — (Opu)? )qbdmdt’ — 0.

m——+00

Coming back to (71) we obtain

+o0 t+oo
/ (Orvim)? pdxdt — / / (Gtu)Qqﬁd:vdt‘ — 0. (72)
0 Qo 0 Q

m——+o0

Let us consider the boundary term

+oo +oo
/ / omT'raq,, Otvm Troq,, ¢dsdt — / / Troq0yu Trogedudt
0 m 0 K

+oo
:/ / omTraq,, 0t(Um —u) Traq,, ¢dsdt (73)
0 Ko,

+oo’ —+o0
+ (/ / omTraq,, Oru Troq,, ¢dsdt —/ / Troaliu Tragqbd,udt) .
0 Km 0 K

By (59) we already have the convergence to zero of the second term in (73). Now thanks to
Theorems 17 and 2 we find

—+o0
| / / omTroq,, O (vm — u) Traq,, ddsdt]
0 Km

<C||Egr2 (0svm — Ovu)|| L2 (j0,+00], o (R2)) | ER2 O|| L2 ([0, 4 00, H! (R2))
<C|0pvm — Opul| L2(j0, 400, o (2 ) 11| L2 (0,400, H (%))
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with a constant C' > 0 independent on m. Then by (65)

m——+oo

+oo
/ / omTraq,, Ot(Vm — u) Tragmqbdsdt’ — 0. (74)
0 Ky,

By (73), (74) and (59) we result in

+oo +oo
/ / omTraq,, Orvm Tragmqﬁdsdt—/ / Troadiu Traogedudt — 0. (75)
0 K 0 K m—+00

In the same way

—+o0 —+o0
/ / omTraq,, vm Traq,, ddsdt —/ / Troqu Trogodudt — 0. (76)
0 . 0 K m——+oo

K
So by (66), (70), (72), (75) and (76) we have for all ¢ € L?([0, +oo[; H1(£2))

Fon[vm, ¢ = Flu, ],
as m — 400 and this conclude the proof. O

We finish by proving the weak convergence of the solutions of the Westervelt problem
on the prefractal domains to the weak solution on the fractal domain.

Theorem 20. Let domains Q and Q,, in R% or R3 be defined as previously satisfying
Assumptions 1 and 2, Q* be a Sobolev admissible domain such that Q@ C Q*, Ym Q,, C Q*
and

dl'pq, =0'pa=0Ipq-.

For g € L2(Q2%), let ug € V(Q), u1 € V(Q), Aug = gla € L*(Q) in the sense of the Poisson
problem (8) with a > 0. In addition, let for all m € N* ug , € V(Q,) and u1,m € V(Qy)
with Aug,m = gla,, € L*(Qy) such that

(E]RQUO,m)lQ m:_OO ug m HI(Q),

(E]RZULm)lQ m—ti\-oo U1 m Hl(Q)
Then for um € X (), the weak solution of problem (45) on Q. associated to the initial
conditions o m and u1,m in the sense of Theorem 15 with a,, = aoy,, and u € X(Q), the

weak solution of problem (30) on Q in the sense of Theorem 15, it follows that they are weak
solutions in the sense of Remark 4 and

(Brzum)|or — u* in H(Q*) with u*|q = u,
where H(QY*) is defined in (46).

Proof. By the definitions of u,, and u respectively from Theorem 15 we have as a direct
consequence that u,, € X(Q,,) and u € X () are weak solutions in the sense of Remark 4.
Therefore for all ¢ € L?([0, +oo[; V() and ¢2 € L2([0, +o00; V(Q2))

Folum,$1] =0 and Flu,¢s] = 0.
Extending with the help of Theorem 18 we obtain
[(Erztm)lo- |m@) < Cllumll @,

with a constant C' > 0 independent on m.
By assumption, for (Q,,)men and  we have the same OT'p fixed, and they are all
(¢,0)-domains with fixed ¢ and 6. So we can apply Theorem 6. After what we apply
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Theorems 9, 10, 11, 15. As in these theorems, the dependence of the constants on the domain
only depends on the constant from the Poincaré’s inequality, we obtain the existence of r*
independent on m in Theorem 15 such that if » < r* and

v
[l (0, 400l 22(20m)) + 1AU0ml L2(0,0) + [[U1,mllv(0,) < o
with C7 > 0 independent on m, then

Cllumll gy < lumllx @) < 27,

with C' > 0 independent on m. Therefore,

[l (Er2tm)

with a constant K > 0 independent on m, and consequently, there exits u* in H(Q*) and a
subsequence still denoted by (Egzt.,)|q- such that

(Egetim)|or = u™ in H(QY).

o lla@o < K

Now for m € N we define .
Un =[] 2N%.
It is an increasing sequence of open sets Wich ";]m 1 Q for m — +oo.
We also define
V(Up) :={ue€ H (Uy,)| Tru = 0 on Tpirp,, = (UL, Tpa, UTp.o) NOUL},
the closed set W,,, C Q* such that OW,, = I'psrv,, Ul'p - and
Vi (Q%) == {¢ € L*([0, +o0[; HH(Q")| ¢|v,, € L*([0,400[; V(Uy,)) and u = 0 on Wy, }.

Set ¢ € Vas(Q*), then for all m > M ¢|q,, € L2([0,+00[; V(£2,,)). Thus by Theorem 19 we
have
0= Fm[(E]Rzum) Q*, ¢] — F[u*, ¢]

Consequently for all M € N and for all ¢ € Vj;(Q*)
Flu*, ¢] = 0.

But by definition of U™ for ¢ € L?([0, +oo[; V(2)) we can construct a sequence
Gm € Vi (%) C L2([0, +00[; V(Q))

such that
Smla = ¢ in L2([0,+00], V(Q)).

Then for all ¢ € L?([0, +oo[; V(Q))
Flu*,¢] =0.

By definition of u,, we also have u*(0) = ug, Au*(0) = Aug in L?(Q2) and dyu*(0) = u; in
V(§2). Moreover

u* € H(QY).
Thus we deduce u*|q = u which allows to conclude. O

Remark 6. Given the variational formulations (47) and (48), it is also possible to consider
the prefractal approzimations not only for I'r o but also for I'n o and I'p o simultaneously,
which different fractals can describe. In this case, Theorem 19 stays true, and we have
an equivalent of Theorem 20 with the help of Theorem 6 which ensures that the constants
in the Poincaré’s inequality can be taken independently on m. As particular examples in

R2, Theorems 19 and 20 hold for the studied in Ref. [12] case of von Koch mixtures (see
Appendiz B) and for the Minkowski fractal.
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A Proof of Theorem 9

As in Ref. [10] let us define for every m € N*, ¢ > 1 the function
0 if¢ <o,
Gt,m(g) = gt lf 5 6]07 m[a (77)

mt~lu  if € > m,

which by its definition is piece wise smooth and has a bounded derivative. This implies that
Gi.m(u) € V(Q) for u € V() by Theorem 7.8 of Ref. [28]. For some fixed m > 1 and ¢ > 2
we introduce the following notations:

vi=Gg1,m(u), w:= G%,m(u)'

Using again Theorem 7.8 in Ref. [28] we obtain that

0y w0y w0 — | T Oeudev. i ula) <m
j 2, u0z; v, if u(z) > m.

Consequently we find

Vw2 < (Vu, Vo) 2 (q)

4(q—1)
<q[(Vu, V)2 0) + a/ Trr,u Trr,vdmg)

T'r
<q(f,v)r2()
<aqllfllzzo)llvll L2 (o)-

Using estimate (16) we obtain
lwllZe) < ClIVwlZz ) < Callfllzallvlca @),

where C' > 0 depends only on 2 in the same way as in Proposition 2. Then we use the fact
2(q—1)
that 0 < v <w r to deduce

||7~U‘7 ||qu(g) < Cql fllz sz)||wq ||L2<q nEQ)” (78)

Let us denote by u* and u~ the positive and negative parts of u, u* := max(0, +u). The
2 2
sequence of functions ws = [G %,m(u)]E is increasing as m increases and converges to u™ as

m goes to infinity. Thus, if we take @ = % with M = C||f||L2(q), from (78) with the help
of the monotone convergence theorem we have

— —ng—1
[l L0 ) < 72001 2y (79)

We take g9 = 2 and gn+1 = 1+ ng, with n = % for all n € N, what allows us thanks to
estimate (79) to find

||ﬂ| in;;;+1(g) S qn+1||ﬂ|‘zq32n (Q)
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From the last estimate we obtain by induction that

Nl gntick ot
||ﬂHL3‘1n+1(Q) < <H q " ) HEHLZ%; :
k=1

Asn =3 >1 we see that 5 < qz¢ < 27, which by induction implies that g, = 4n"+! —2.
Consequently,

. ntl —k 1ntl gk 2":—+17
[ 01y < 25 2 SR ™ BT
Since n > 1 we can pass to the limit for n — +o0:
1
[Tl Lo @) < K[| 7.
where
K =253 M) r Zilikn Tt oy,
Taking into account that
— 1
[l L) < KU ([0 f e
we conclude in .
[l oo () < KZ[9Q5.
Finally, by definition of  we obtain
[ullz@) < Cllfllc2 @),
where C' > 0 depends only on € in the same way as in Proposition 2. As u~ = (—u)™, and

by linearity —u is the solution of the Poisson problem (3) with f replaced by —f, then we
also have

[y < Cll L2,
which finishes the proof.

B Scale irregular Koch curves and the Strong Open Set

Condition
Koch mixtures [12] can give a typical example of a self-similar fractal boundary in R2.
We recall briefly some notations introduced in Section 2 page 1223 of Ref. [12] for scale

irregular Koch curves built on two families of contractive similitudes. Let B = {1,2}: for
a € Blet 2 <1, <4, and for each a € B let

v = {01, i)

be the family of contractive similitudes wz(a) :C—C,i=1,...,4, with contraction factor
17! defined in Ref. [13].
Let Z = BY; we call £ € Z an environnent. We define the usual left shift S on Z. For

O C R?, we set
4

2(0) = Jvi"(0)

=1
and

Let K be the line segment of unit length with A = (0,0) and B = (1,0) as end points. We
set, for each m in N,
K©m = 3O(K).
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K©™ ig the so-called m-th prefractal curve. The fractal K (¢) associated with the environ-
ment sequence ¢ is defined by

—+o0
K© = | o(r),
m=1

where I = {4, B}. For ¢ € E, we set i|m = (i1,...,im) and ;j, = ¥ 00 &) We
define the volume measure ;(¢) as the unique Radon measure on K€ such that

1

1 (i1 (K579))) = I

(see Section 2 in Ref. [7]) as, for each a € B, the family ®(® has 4 contractive similitudes.
)

The fractal set K& and the volume measure p€) depend on the oscillations in the

environment sequence £&. We denote by h,(f) (m) the frequency of the occurrence of a in the

finite sequence £|m, m > 1:

1 m
hE (m) = — Z Ligima}, a=1,2.
=1

Let p, be a probability distribution on B, and suppose that £ satisfies

h© (m) — Pas

m——+o0

(where 0 < p, <1, p; +p2=1) and
C
W (m) —pa| < =, a=1,2, (n>1),
m

with some constant Cy > 1, that is, we consider the case of the fastest convergence of the
occurrence factors.

Under these conditions, the measure (&) has the property that there exist two positive
constants Cy, Cy, such that (see Refs. [58,59]),

4

Chr < u(g)(K(E) N B(z)) < CQTd(g) for all z € K(g),O <r<l,

where B,.(z) C R? denotes the Euclidean ball of radius r and centered at x with

In4

dé — ]
p1Inp; + p2Inpo

According to Definition 3, it means that K€ is a d©)-set and the measure (&) is a d(€)—
dimensional measure equivalent to the d®-dimensional Hausdorff measure mye) -

We now discuss the more general set-up in Subsection 6.1. The standard Open Set
Condition [206, Section 9.2] is satisfied for an iterated function system if there is a non-empty
bounded open set O such that ®,,(0) C O with the union in the left-hand side disjoint. Note
that the open set O may not be unique. Conjecture 1 assumes The Fractal Self-Similar Face
Condition (Assumption 1) and a strong version of the Open Set Condition, see Figure 2,
that we introduce as follows.

Assumption 3 (A Strong Open Set Condition). We assume the Open Set Condition for
the sequence ®,, is satisfied with two different convex open polygons O ; O’, not depending
on m, such that

00 N Ko = 00" N Ky = 00 N 9O" = 8,2 Ko.

Conjecture 1. : If Assumptions 1 and 3 are satisfied, then 2, and  are uniformly exterior
and interior (e, 0o)-domains, that is, € does not depend on m.
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Figure 2: An illustration for the Open Set Condition in the case of the square Koch curve,
also called the Minkowski fractal. The thick dotted line outlines the set O, which is called the
O-cell. The thin dotted lines outlines the open sets in ®1(0), which are called 1-cells. The
bottom picture illustrates the stronger form of the Open Set Condition used in Conjecture 1:
the thin solid lines outline the open sets O’ and ®1(O’).

One possible approach to this conjecture, following Definition 2 of an (¢, §)-domain from

[37] and [35, Remark 1], condition (ii) is equivalent to saying that the 1-cigar
€6 = U Bar@)), where M) =lo -~ =5, sen (0
zey

is contained in Q. Another possible approach to this conjecture is by the recent result [5, The-
orem 2.15] (see also [5, Appendix A]), it is enough to prove the interior and exterior NTA
conditions with uniform constants (we do not provide here the definition of an NTA domain,
see [36] or [5]). By [5, Definition 2.12], we need to verify the Corkscrew condition [5, Defini-
tion 2.10] and the Harnack chain condition [5, Definition 2.12] with constants not depending
on m. The Corkscrew condition, both exterior and interior, is immediately implied by the
self-similarity and the Strong Open Set Condition. The essential arguments in the proof
of the Harnack chain condition are similar to those in Ref. [2], where the reader can find
background and detailed explanations of the techniques.

In the two dimensional case there are more straightforward arguments to show that
polygonal approximations to a self-similar curve bound uniformly (e, 00)-domains. Such
arguments can be based on the Ahlfors three point condition, see [37, page 73].
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