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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider several time-fractional generalizations of
the Jordan—-Moore—-Gibson—-Thompson (JMGT) equations in nonlinear acoustics
as well as their linear Moore-Gibson-Thompson (MGT) versions. Following the
procedure described in Jordan (2014), these time-fractional acoustic equations
are derived from four fractional versions of the Maxwell-Cattaneo law in Compte
and Metzler (1997). Additionally to providing well-posedness results for each of
them, we also study the respective limits as the fractional order tends to one,
leading to the classical third order in time (J)MGT equation.

1. INTRODUCTION

It is well-known that using the Fourier temperature flux law, given by
(1.1) q=—kV0,

in the derivation of second-order models of nonlinear acoustics may lead to the so-
called paradox of infinite speed of propagation; see ﬂﬁ, @, @, |3_l|, |. As a remedy,
the Maxwell-Cattaneo law may be used instead

q+7q,=—kV6,

whereby a time lag 7 > 0 is introduced between the heat flux and the temperature
induced by it. This change within the governing equations leads to the third-order in
time sound propagation described by a family of Moore-Gibson—Thompson (MGT)
equations in linear acoustics:

Tut + i — AP — (763 + 0) Ay = 0
or Jordan-Moore-Gibson—Thompson (JMGT) equations in nonlinear acoustics:

Tt 4 it — A — (162 + 8)Athy = f (g, e, Vb, Viby);

see the works of Moore and Gibson ﬂﬁ], Thompson @], and Jordan for a
detailed insight into their derivation and physical background and ﬂa, @, | for
a selection of results on their mathematical analysis.

However, a drawback of using the hyperbolic heat equation is that it may violate
the second law of thermodynamics; see, for example, ,, ] Fractional general-
izations of the heat flux law have emerged in the literature as a way of interpolating
between the properties of the two flux laws; see, e.g., M, |l_l|, @, BVE] and the refer-
ences contained therein. In ﬂl_;l.'], Compte and Metzler proposed several generalized
time-fractional heat-flux laws in the following form:

(1.2) (1+ 7D )q(t) = —kD§2 V6,
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where the choice of (aq,a9) arises from a particular anomalous diffusion process
in complex media. In the present work, we derive and analyze the time-fractional
(J)MGT equations that arise from the use of fractional temperature laws (L2) in
place of the standard heat-flux law within the governing equations.

One such model coming from the choice of fractional orders (ag,a2) = (1,1 — )
in the generalized Cattaneo law (L2]) is given by

(1.3) Tt + e — S Atp — (7¢% + 6Dy ) Aty = f(Ye, Y, VIO, Vi), 0 < < 1,

whereas the choice (a1, a2) = (a, 1 — «) leads to

TaDta,l/}tt + ¢tt - C2A¢ - TaC2D?A’l/} - 5D§_QA,¢} = f(,l/}ta T/Jtn V¢7 th)a

where we assume that a € (1/2,1). We refer to Section [2 below for the definition
of Df* and details on the modeling and to Tables [Il and [2 for a complete list of
the fractional models that are considered in this work. In particular, we analyze
the time-fractional JMGT equations in terms of local-in-time solvability and the
limiting behavior of their solutions as o« — 1.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work dealing with the mathematical
analysis of time-fractional MGT models. We point out that, on the other hand,
(J)MGT equations with memories that involve smooth kernel functions represent
an active field of research; see, e.g., |3, 7,19, (12, 13, 34] and the references contained
therein.

Our exposition is organized as follows. In Section [2] we derive four fractional
versions of JMGT based on the four instances of (L2) elaborated on in [11]. After
a short Section [3] with mathematical notation and tools, we first in Section M focus
on the version (L3]) of fixed highest order three. We prove its well-posedness in the
linear as well as in the nonlinear case without gradient nonlinearity and justify the
limit o« — 17. Next, in Section Bl we provide a similar analysis for the other models,
that have in common a 2 + « leading derivative. This analysis works out with one
exception, where the damping term is too weak to allow for varying coefficients or
nonlinearities and whose linear version is analyzed separately in Section [7 based on
a reformulation as a second-order wave equation. Before doing so, we return to (L3))
in Section [l and provide well-posedness and the limit @ — 17 in its full version,
including the gradient nonlinearity, which requires higher-order energy estimates.

2. MODELING WITH GENERALIZED HEAT-FLUX EQUATIONS

In this section, we consider the four general versions of the constitutive equation
(CI) proposed by Compte and Metzler in [11] and discuss the resulting acoustic
equations. These time-fractional general flux equations (GFE) are as follows:

(GFE) (14 7°D$)q(t) = —KV0;

(GFE I) (1+7°DM)q(t) = —kD} V6,
(GFE II) (1+79D¥)q(t) = —xkD*1V0;
(GFE III) (1+710:)q(t) = —kD} ™V,

where g denotes the flux vector, 8 the absolute temperature, and x is the thermal
conductivity. A numerical study and comparison of the four resulting fractional heat
equations has been performed in [45] in a one-dimensional setting. Although they
can all predict negative temperatures, the fractional heat equation based on using
(GFE I) appears to avoid this nonphysical behavior for « € (1/2,1) close enough to
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1/2.

Note that while Compte and Metzler |11] state the equations using the Riemann—
Liouville fractional derivative, in the present work D] always denotes the Caputo—
Djrbashian fractional derivative:

¢
D] w(t) = ! po /0 (t — s)f“’Dth(s) ds, —-1l<~vy<1;

T(1—

see, for example, [32, §1] and [37, §2.4.1] for its definition. Here n = [v], n € {0,1}
is the integer obtained by rounding up + and D} is the zeroth or first derivative
operator.

(fIMGT) We begin by discussing the modeling with the first option; that is
(2.1) (1+7DM)g(t) = -V,

cf. [45, Eq. (9)]. We note that this modification of the heat-flux law is introduced
ad hoc in [11] and then disregarded, however numerical studies of the resulting heat
equation in [45] incorporate it as well, and so we include it here.

The derivation of the acoustic equation follows the steps taken in [24, §4] with
now (2.J)) in place of the Maxwell-Cattaneo law. This derivation employs a weakly-
nonlinear approximation, which for our purposes can be restated as

e<<1l, 0=0(), K=0(), 1=0(), le|]=0().

Here € is the Mach number, K is the dimensionless thermal diffusivity, and e the
dimensionless entropy. Note that, compared to [24], the condition 7¢ = O(e) replaces
7 = O(e) here.

It is assumed that the sound wave propagates through a thermally conductive
and relaxing liquid or gas with negligible viscosity. Starting from a one-dimensional
setting, the governing system is first approximated by

Yy + %Eat(wm)Q — (1 + (v —2)8)[Yass + (L + 8)thes] = —c ey,

where 9 is the acoustic velocity potential, v the adiabatic index, and s is known as
the condensation; see |24, Eq. (44)—(49) and Eq. (53)]. Upon employing s ~ —ei)y,
one arrives at

(2.2) Yyt + %Eat(ﬂ)m)z — (1= (v = 2)ethy) [—eputhiz + (1 — b )thpa] = —€ Loy
cf. [24, Eq. (49)]. From the entropy production law
Kep = —f(qx,

with & being the dimensionless thermal conductivity, and the general heat flux law
(21) in a dimensionless version

(1+ AaD)g(t) = -7V,
we then have the following entropy equation:
(1 4+ XaD%)e; = Kb,
After utilizing that 0 ~ —e(y — 1)1, we can rewrite it as

(2.3) (14 XaDM)er = —eK (7 — Dtpraa:
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cf. [23, Eq. (57) and (58)]. Applying the relaxation operator (1 + A,Df) to (2.2)
and using (23] to eliminate e then leads to
(1+AaDY) {T/Jtt + %Gat(l/fx)2 -(1=(y- 2)€¢t)[—€¢x1/im + (1 - Ewt)i/fm]}
= f((V = Dtiga

With A\, = O(e), by neglecting the O(e?) terms in the equation above, we arrive at

(14 XDt — AaDftbas — (1= €(y = D) thas + €04(1h2)* = K(v = 1)thrae
Dividing this equation by (1 —e(y — 1)), using (1 —e(y — 1)aby) " = 1+ e(y — 1)y
for € << 1 and neglecting all O(€?) terms, yields
AaDf Y + (L4 e(y — D)) — Yaz — AaDf thes

— K (7 = Dbraw + €dy(th)* = 0.

Extrapolating to a dimensionalized 3D model in a mathematically general form gives
(2.6) 7Dty + (1 4+ 2kth)thyy — P AY — T4EDEAY — §AY; 4 00| Vip|> = 0.

Since the quadratic gradient nonlinearity present in this model corresponds to the

one in the second-order Kuznetsov equation [33], we will henceforth refer to (2.0]) as

the fractional JMGT-Kuznetsov equation, or the fJMGT-K equation for short.
Assuming local nonlinear effects can be neglected so that

V|~ 2,

(2.4)

(2.5)

we obtain
(2.7) TYDhyy + (14 2kt )Py — 2 AY — 7CPDEAY — A = 0.

The above approximation corresponds to the one commonly used when reducing the
Kuznetsov equation to the Westvervelt second-order model of nonlinear acoustics;
cf. |25, §2.3]. For this reason, we will refer to (Z7)) as the fractional Jordan-Moore—
Gibson—-Thompson—Westervelt equation, or the fJMGT-W equation for short. This
approximation is appropriate when cumulative nonlinear effects dominate the local
ones, which is the case, e.g., for sound propagation sufficiently far from the source
in terms of wavelengths; see the discussion in [22, Ch. 3, Section 6].

(fIMGT I) As a second option, we employ the general heat-flux model given by
(14 7D%)q(t) = —kD; ~*V;

see [11, Eq. (14)] and [45, Eq. (10)]. The use of this flux law is motivated in |11/
stochastically by fractal time random walks. Retracing the derivation steps from
before leads to the following equation:

(1 + )\aD?) {T/ftt + %Eat(iﬁx)z - (1 - (’Y - 2)61/1t)[—€¢x1/1m + (1 - €¢t)¢m]}
= K(v = 1D} *Yrza
in place of (Z4). Neglecting the O(€?) terms then yields
(L+ XDt — (1= (v = Do) ¥ww = AaDfue + edp(¥)* = K (v = 1D} Wt
Analogously to before, dividing by (1 — e(y — 1)1)¢) leads to

)\aDtawtt + (1 + 6('7 - 1)¢t)¢tt - ¢:m: - )\aDta¢:m: - K(W - 1)D%_a¢tmm
+ 6(%(1/&)2 =0



TIME-FRACTIONAL MGT EQUATIONS 5

in place of (Z3]). Then extrapolating to a general 3D equation gives
7Dy + (1 + 2kh) Py — CAY — 70PDEAY — §D}F Ay + L9, VY| = 0,

which we will call the fractional Jordan—Moore—Gibson—Thompson—Kuznetsov equa-
tion of type I, or the fJMGT-K I equation for short. By assuming local nonlinear
effects can be neglected as before, we arrive at

DMy + (1 + 2k )Yy — AP — 72 DIAY — D} Ay = 0,
which we will refer to as the fractional Jordan—Moore—-Gibson—Thompson—Westervelt
equation of type I, or just the {IMGT-W I equation.
(fIMGT II) Thirdly, we employ the heat-flux model given by
(14 7°D§)q(t) = —kDE~'v6;

cf. [11, Eq. (14)] and [45, Eq. (11)]. This flux law is motivated in [11] by nonlocal
transport theory with memory effects; that is, a nonlocal relation between the flux
q and temperature 6:

q(z,t) = /0 t(t — s)VO(z,s)ds,

with a suitable choice of the kernel. Analogously to before, we can derive the
following general fractional model:

TODXPyt + (14 2kaby )by — P Ah — 7EDEAvp — SDEAY + £0;|V|? = 0,

which we will from now on refer to as the fractional Jordan-Moore-Gibson-Thompson—
Kuznetsov equation of type II, or the {JMGT-K II equation for short. If the local
nonlinear effects can be neglected, we obtain

7Dy + (14 2kabe )by — A — (79¢* + §)DFAY = 0,

which we will refer to as the fractional Jordan—Moore—Gibson—Thompson—Westervelt
equation of type II, or the fJMGT-W II equation for short.

(fJMGT II1) Finally, we consider the wave-like acoustic models resulting from using
the following flux law:

(1+70;)q(t) = —kD} V8,

see [11, Eq. (18)] and [45, Eq. (12)]. In [11], this law is motivated by a delayed
equation that may connect the flux to a generalized force

q(t +71) = —kD} V0.
Here, weakly-nonlinear acoustic approximation is based on assuming that
e<<1l, 0=0(), K=0(), 7=0(), le|=0().
Retracing our previous derivation steps then quickly leads to
T + (L4 ey = D)ypo)eu — Yuw = e — K(y = 1)Dy “Praa
+ €0y (15)? = 0.
Extrapolating to a dimensionalized 3D model yields

T + (1 + 2/;?%)1% — A — T AY — 5D§‘“Awt + gat‘vwf2 =0,
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which we will henceforth refer to it as the fractional Jordan-Moore-Gibson—Thompson—
Kuznetsov equation of type III, or the fJMGT-K III equation for short. If the local
nonlinear effects can be neglected, we obtain

TPse + (14 2k — AP — 72 Anhy — DL~ Aapy = 0.

We will refer to this model as the fractional Jordan—Moore—Gibson—Thompson—
Westervelt equation of type III, or the fJIMGT-W III equation for short.

We collect all discussed time-fractional acoustic equations in Table [I for conve-
nience and state them with a general source function f. Note that the constant
0 > 0 for models I-III no longer has the dimension of usual sound diffusivity.

We assume that a € (0,1] in the fJMGT II and III equations, whereas we per-
form the analysis of the fJMGT and fJMGT I equations under the assumption that
a € (1/2,1]. Formally letting @ — 17 in these equations leads to the Jordan—
Moore-Gibson—Thompson equations, either in the Westervelt or Kuznetsov forms;

cf. [24].

FIMGT- Nonlinear time-fractional acoustic equations

k|| 7D+ (L4 2k )ther — AP = T DEAY — A, + L0, VY| = f

W TO[D?’L/J” + (1 + 2]{?’(#,5)’[/115,5 — C2A’L/J — TaC2DtaA’lp — (SA’(/Jt = f

K1 || 7Dt (142k0 ) — A= D Ap—6DF = A+, |V |* = f

W1 TODpy 4 (1 + 2k )by — EAY — 7PDY Adp — D Ay = f

K || 7D+ (14 2k ) — 2 A =7 DE A — 6D AY + L0, V| = f

W II TO[D?’L/J” + (1 + 2]{?’(#,5)’[/115,5 — C2A’l/1 — (TaC2 + (S)D?A’lp = f

K 111 T + (1 + 2];37/%)7/)& — AN — T AYy — 5D?7QA7/) + gat|v¢|2 =f

W III T + (L+ 2kep ) hy — AP — 72 Ay — 6D; “Atp = f

TABLE 1. Nonlinear fJMGT models in the Kuznetsov and Westervelt forms.

We will also study the linearizations of these equations (obtained by setting k& =
k = = 0), which we will refer to as fractional Moore-Gibson-Thompson (fMGT)
equations; cf. Table 2] below.

3. THEORETICAL PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we gather several theoretical results from fractional calculus that
will be useful later on. To simplify the notation, we often omit the spatial domain
and the time interval when writing norms; for example, || - Hth’q( ) denotes the
norm on W?4(0,t; L"(Q2)) and || - [[yyr.e(zr) denotes the norm on WP4(0,T; L"(£2)).

Throughout the paper, we assume that €2 C R™ is an open, bounded, and suffi-
ciently smooth set, where n € {1,2,3}. When writing solution spaces for ¢, we use
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the following notational convention:

HZ(Q) = Hy(Q) N H*(),
H%(Q) = {¢ € H?’(Q) D trgy = 0, trggldy = 0} .
In the analysis, we will rely on the continuous embeddings H'(Q) — L*(Q2) and
H?(Q2) — L>®():
vl L) < Crr 4l Vol 2 (), v € Hy(Q)
vl ) < Crz e l|Av|12), v E HZ ().
We often write = < y instead of x < C'y. In such cases, C' > 0 represents a generic
constant that may depend on the medium parameters and the final time 7", but does
not depend on the order of differentiation c.

Throughout the paper we make the following assumptions on the (constant)
medium parameters:

>0, ¢>0, 6§>0, k k {€eR.

Coercivity estimates. When performing energy analysis, we will rely on the fol-
lowing two coercivity estimates.

e [2, Lemma 1]: For any absolutely continuous function w,
(3.1) w()DJw(t) > L(D]w?)(b).

e |14, Lemma 2.3]; see also [43, Theorem 1]: For any w € H~(1=2)/2(0,1),

t
(3:2) /0 (I %w(s), w(s)) ds > cos(TF2 ) w3y 1)

where 17 denotes the Abel integral operator:

DNw(t) = ﬁ/o (t—s) " w(s)ds, ~€(0,1)

and the negative norm is defined by

ol 0 = /R (14w o) Pdw, 7> 0,

with @ being the Fourier transform of the extension by zero of w to all of R.

The Kato—Ponce inequality. The following product rule estimate holds:

(3.3) I £allworory S I fllweero,m)llgllLa o) + £ Le2 0,0 [19llweaz 0,1)

for0<p<p<l,1<r<oo,pi,p2 q, g < (1,00],With%:p%_+%,i:1,2; see,
e.g., [20]. We note that the fractional derivative 87 = (I — Dy)?/? used in [20] is an
isomorphism between H”(0,T) and L?(0,T) for any p € [0, 1].
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Limits with respect to the order of differentiation. Let w : [0,7] — X, where
X is a Banach space equipped with the norm || - ||x. It is known that the mapping
a — Dffw(t) is left-sided continuous at any integer «, while it is discontinuous from
the right side unless w(0) = 0. This property is due to the following two identities
that follow by integration by parts:

lim |[Dfw(t) —we(t)]| x
a—1-

Jm ’m >y /Ot(t 8) “u(s)ds = wt(t)Hx
(3.4) i t;(;lﬁtg))) F(21— 5 /ot(t — )1y (s) ds — wt(t)HX
- ‘wt(O) +/Ot wy(s) ds—wt(t)HX =0,
as well as

= [lw(0)lx ;

see, for example, [37, §2.4.1]. These limits extend to LP(0,7"; X) under relaxed
smoothness assumptions on w. Here and below we use the notation

lim |[Dfw(t) —w(t)||y = lim
a—0t

tfa
t) = —— t) =1.
ga(t) Ti—a) go(t)
Lemma 3.1. Let 1 < p < oo. For any w € WHP(0,T; X)NW?2(0,T; X), it holds
that

(3.5) limsup ||Dffw — we| 1o (o 1, x) = 0-
a—1-

For any w € WH1(0,T; X),

(3.6) Dw — wy in LY0,T;X) as a — 17,

and

(3.7 limsup ||Dffw — w 4+ w(0)|| o (0,r,x) = 0-
a—07t

Proof. To prove ([B.1), we rely on Young’s convolution inequality and Lebesgue’s
Dominated Convergence theorem, which yields

8a — gollzr0,7) = 0 as a — 0t,

{—Pao

with the L' dominating function ¢ S fora<ag <1 /p (without loss of

I'(1 —ao)
generality since « tends to zero). Therefore, (87) holds via

limsup [[Dfw — w 4+ w(0)| Ly (o 1) = limsup [|(ga — go) * well Lo o, rx)
a—07t a—07t

< limsup [|ga — goll oo, lwell L10,7:x) = 0-
a—0t
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To show (B.6), we use the fact that for any w € WH1(0,T; X) and v € L>(0,T; X*)
where X* is the dual space of X,

/oT </ot Ga(t = s)wi(s) ds —we(t), v(t)>X dt

T ot T
= / / (ga(t — s)wi(s)ds,v(t))x dt — / (we(t),v(t))x dt
0 0 0

= [ (o) [ sate=sprar) as— [t o
— /OT <wt(7“), </TT go(t —r)o(t)dt — v(r)) >X dr =: ; Y(r)dr,

where (-, -) x denotes the dual pairing. From the identity

0 <¢ ga (t—r)v (t)dt—v(r)>>x

</ot9a £ e)ols >ds—¢<t>,v<t>>x dt
- /0 m <t1 “$(0) + /t(t —5)' " y(s) ds — ¢(t),v(t)>X dt > 0asa— 1"

0

for any ¢ € C*(0,T;X), we conclude that (frT go(t — r)v(t)dt — v(r)) tends to

zero pointwise almost everywhere on (0,7") and therefore so does the integrand 1 in
B.).
On the other hand, 1 can be bounded by the L'(0,T) function
r = (Or + Dlfwe(r) | x vl o 0,7, +)

where we have estimated

‘ /rTga(t s dt'

X*

T (T —r)l—@
<||v|| 7,00 (0.7 3+ t—r)dr = ||v||perx ) mm
<Pl | sat = 1)dr = Pl T
and set
Tlfa
Cr:= sup —— < oo.
OéE(%J} F(2—a)

Thus by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence theorem, (B.8]) tends to zero as a — 17.
Since v € L*°(0,T; X*) is arbitrary, we obtain weak convergence of Dffw —w; to zero
in L'(0,T; X). If X is a Hilbert space, this computation can be repeated replacing
dual pairings with inner products and yields weak convergence in the Hilbert space
sense.

Finally, in case w € WHP(0,T; X) N W21(0,T; X), B.5) follows from

limsup |[Dffw — wel 1o (0.7, x)
a—1—

- limsup(/OT |(ga * we)(t) — we(t)]| x? dt) Hp =0,

a—1~
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where we have again used Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence theorem. Indeed, (gq*
wy) — wy (and therefore the pth power of its norm) tends to zero almost everywhere
on (0,T) as « — 17, on account of the previous discussion. Furthermore,

(g0 * we) — welly < 277 lga * well% + 277 lwel%

can be further dominated by the L'(0,T) function

p
22 max{1, T (Jwu(0) 1x + ol + 2 el

due to
tlfa t 1
[(ga * we) ()|l x = =5 ||we(0) +/ (1—=3)" “wu(s)ds
t Te—a) | ; Z tt .
< COr ([lwe(0)lx + llwstll 10,7, x)) 3
cf. B4l) with Cr as above. O

4. ANALYSIS OF THE EQUATION WITH THE THIRD-ORDER LEADING TERM
We begin our analytical considerations by looking at the fJMGT-W III equation
Tt + (1 + 2kp )by — A — 7P Adpy — D7 Ay = f,

which has an integer-order leading term; cf. Table [l We intend to analyze it by
setting up a fixed-point mapping. To this end, we, first of all, study the following
linearization:

(4.1) T+ 1+ o(z, )by — AY — 7 AYy — DAY = f, 0<a <1.

This is the linear fMGT III equation with a variable coefficient, which we assume is
uniformly bounded; cf. Table 2 below. More precisely, we assume that there exist
o, ¢ > 0, such that

o<o(z,t) <7 forall x e, te(0,T).

Note that since we study the local-in-time behavior in this work, we do not impose
a non-degeneracy condition on 1+ o¢. In the upcoming analysis, the crucial estimate
involving fractional derivatives will be the following:

t
(4.2) /0 (D w, wy) 2 ds > cos(ma/Dl|wul sz 2

which follows by ([3.2). To formulate the first well-posedness result, we introduce
the solution space

XRter m = { ¥ € L¥(0,T5 HY(Q) s v € L™(0,T; H (),
(4.3) Y € L0, T5 L* () N H-*/%(0, T3 Hy (),
I VD=3 € L(0,T), v € L2(0, T H'(2)) }
for a € (0,1), and
(4.4)  Xiiarm = Wh™(0,T; Hy () N W>(0,T; L*(Q)) N H*(0,T; H1(Q))

in case « = 1. We denote by || - | xlow  the corresponding norm on this space. We

claim that the fMGT III equation (4J]) has a unique solution in this space under
suitable assumptions on the data and the variable coefficient.
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Proposition 4.1 (Well-posedness of the fMGT III equation). Let o € (0,1] and
o € L>®(0,T; L>=(2)). Given f € L*(0,T;L*(2)) and
(%o, 91, 92) € (Hp (%), Hy (), L*(92)),
there exists a unique 1 in Xfl-l‘\’/[WGT 11 such that
(T0ue, v) -1y + (L4 o)y, v) 2
+ (VY + 7V + D]V, Vo) 2 = (f,v) e

for all v € HY(R), a.e. in (0,T), with (1, Y, Yut)|t—0 = (Yo,%1,%2). Furthermore,
the solution satisfies the following estimate:

(4.5)

11100 g1y + el T oo 12y + 1072 (51

(4.6) + cos(om/2)Hi/}ttH?{,a/g(Hl) + tes(%%) 11| VDI04 |2,

S22y + V9ol + IVerllZe + llW2lZ2,
where for aw =1, the cos(am/2) term should be omitted.

Proof. We focus in the proof on the case a € (0,1) since the case o = 1 follows in
a more straightforward manner. We perform the analysis by employing the stan-
dard Galerkin procedure to discretize the problem in space [15, §7], with alterations
needed to accommodate the third-order derivative and the fractional term. We
approximate the solution by

Y, t) =Y () i),
i=1

where {¢;}3°, are the eigenfunctions of the Dirichlet-Laplacian operator:
- Agbz = )‘z¢l in Q, gbz =0 on 0.
Denote V;, = span{¢1, ..., d,}. The semi-discrete problem is given by

(Tf, &) 2 + (1 + )Y, d)) 2
+ (PVY" + 7PV + OD]TOVY" V)12 = (f, )12,

forall j = 1,...,n, with approximate initial conditions (¢™, ¥, ¥} ) [i=0 = (¥, VT, ¥5)
chosen as L? projections of (¢, 1,12) onto V,,. In other words,

(4.7)

Uo =) i), WP =D dilx), 8= &)
i=1 =1 =1

with
§0i = (Yo, i)z, &1 = (Y1, 0i)r2, &5 = (Yo, di) 2.
Then we know that
0 | < [[%oll e
197 e < o1l
195012 <42l
cf. [39, §7, Lemma 7.5].

Q

I

nd  Yf — o in H(Q)
nd  YF =y in HJ(Q)
nd Yy — 1y in LQ(Q);

)
)

I
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(I) Ezistence of an approzimate solution. We first show that for a given n, a unique
approximate solution exists. With & = [¢7 & ... &) the approximate problem
can be rewritten in matrix form

TMEy + My ()€ + CKE+ 7K€, + KDy 6= f
with the entries of matrices M = [M;], M,(t) = [My;;(t)], K = [Kj;], and the
vector f(t) = [fi(t)] given by
M;j = (¢i, ¢5) 12, Moi5(t) = (1 4+ 0(1))¢i, d5) L2,
Kij = (Voi,Vj)2,  fit) = (f(1), d:) 2.

We also introduce the vectors of coordinates of the approximate initial data in the
basis:

Eo=101&s - &n)", & =11 &y . )T, & =181 8, ... &)

Then by setting p = &4, we have

(4.8)

t
(4.9 () = & +161+ 56+ | 50— 9Pu(s) ds.

and we can restate the semi-discrete problem as a system of Volterra integral equa-
tions given by

TMp(t) + M, (t) (/Otu(s) ds + £2> + K <§0 + 1€, + §£2 + /Ot %(t —5)%u(s) ds)

t S t s
+ 7K <£1 + t&, —1—/0 (t—s)u(s) ds) + m[(/o (t —s) ! (/0 p(r)dr+ £2> ds
= f(t)
for t € (0,T). By using Dirichlet’s formula

%/Ot(t— 5y (/Osu(r) dr) ds — %/Ot </rt(t— s)alds> p(r)dr,

we arrive at an equivalent reformulation

(4.10) ult) = 70+ [ Kalt. s ds

where the first term on the right is defined as

Ft) = - %Mfl {Ma(t)§2 + K&+t + %tQEQ) + 7K (€ + t€,) — F(t)

5} t
— K a1
+F(a) /0 (t—9)"""& ds}
and the kernel function is given by
1 1
Ky(t,s)= ——M~! <M0(t) + 502K(t — 52+ 7K (t — s))
T

10
TT(a+1)

To arrive at the kernel expression, we have employed

J ¢ a—1 _ J _soz
WK/S(t—T) dr—ar(a)K(t ).

MK (t — s)°.




TIME-FRACTIONAL MGT EQUATIONS 13

Due to the L>(0,T) regularity of the kernel K, on D = {(t,s): 0 <s <t <T}
and the fact that function f belongs to L?(0,T), vector equation ([@I0) has a unique
solution p € L?(0,T). This claim directly follows by considering (systems of) in-
tegral equations in L2(0,T) instead of C[0,7] in |8, Theorem 2.1.7]; see also [21,
Theorem 4.2, p. 24 in §9]. From (£9]), taking into account initial data, a unique
€ € H3(0,T) and, in turn, ¥ € H3(0,T;V,,) exists.

(IT) A priori energy analysis. We next focus on the derivation of the energy estimate,
which goes through by testing the semi-discrete problem by 7 (t) € V,,. More
precisely, we test (L7) with £f}(t) and sum over j = 1,...,n. After integrating over
(0,t), we at first obtain the identity

1 t
+ 57 VUR )|

ST O3] +5 [ F v Tua ds

t
- / (14 0) oy |22 ds + / (Foit) e ds — A(V4™, V) / V472 ds.
0

By Young’s e-inequality, we have

t
1
02/0 (Vo™ Vi) 2 ds < ZECQ(C(T)HVWIILg(m) + VYR lI2)? + e IIVYp (1)]17--

For 0 < € < 7/2, employing estimate (£.2)) and Gronwall’s inequality leads to
0 22 + VU013 + cos(ma/ IV 12 -arzoi2c
SIAIZ2 ey + IV0lZ2 + IVELlIZ2 + [[42]72.
Note that we can also use the estimate

19" (O)l[2 < Cerl[ VY™ (D)2 ST sup [V (@)l + Vgl L2

te(0,7)

Additionally, standard arguments (cf. |15, §7]) lead to the bound

t t t
| Wtdisas < [0l as+ [ 1vna s
t t t
+ [ IverEeds+ [ p2even s+ [ 17]Es s
0 0 0
We can further estimate the fractional term on the right as follows:

D2V 220,00 = IOVURIB 20002y S IVERIZ . 0z

(4.11) < 1o
~ ||V7/)tt||Hfa/2(0,t;L2),

where the first inequality follows by [19, Theorem 1]. Note that {Xg}gcr represents
a scale of Hilbert spaces of functions (0,¢) — L2(Q); cf. [5, §5] and [19, Lemma §].
The second inequality follows by the fact that

X (0, LA(Q)) € Xojn(0,t5 L2(9)) = Hy'* (0,4 L2(©2))
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for a < 1 and therefore /2 < %, together with duality. Note also that, on account
of estimate (B.]), we know that

(VD; 7, Vbp) 12 = (VD ¢, DEVD, 9l 12

1 _
(4.12) > S DF VD7 172
1d _
25511 VD~ 97172

Employing this estimate instead of (£Z]) in the above derivation yields a uniform

bound on sup I'™*||VD}~*y7||%,, which will be needed in the proof of uniqueness.
te(0,T)

(III) Passing to the limit. Thanks to the uniform bounds and ([@IT]), we have weak
convergence of a subsequence, which we do not relabel, in the following sense:

Y, — . weakly in L2(0,T; H~Y(Q)),
iy — Yy weakly-x in L°(0, T’ LZ(Q)),
i — Yy weakly-* in L>°(0, T} H& Q)
P — 1) weakly-x in L>°(0, T} H& Q)

(4.13)

(),
().
Furthermore, we know that
Vb, — Viby weakly in H~%/2(0,T; L*(Q)),
D27V — DZ TV weakly in L%(0,T; L*(Q)),
1| VD2, — T VD =2, weakly-x in L*(0,T).

We can thus pass to the weak limit in the usual way to conclude that 1 solves (4.5]).
Further, weak/weak-* lower semi-continuity of norms implies

1960l —asoqo oy < HE VR /a0 op20ay

sup I'"?| VD “¢y||32 < liminf sup I'™*||VD; 7 ||2,.
t€(0,7) =00 +e(0,T)

and thus by passing to the limit in the energy estimate for 1™, we conclude that

satisfies (4.0)).

(IV) Attainment of the initial conditions. We next show that 1) attains its initial
conditions. By (4.I3]) and [46, Lemma 3.1.7], we know that

" (0) — (0) weakly in HJ(Q),
and since 9™ (0) — 1o in HE(Q), we have 1(0) = 1. Further,
P7(0) — 14(0) weakly in L*(2),

and thus 1;(0) = 11 as an equality in L?(Q2). Similarly, 1 (0) = 15 as an equality
in H=1(Q); that is,

(1 (0),0) -1 g1 = (W2,0) 1,11, Vo € H(Q).
(V) Uniqueness. To prove uniqueness, we should show that the only solution of

(4.14) T + (14 0)hy — T AV — A — DAy = 0
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with ¢g = ¢¥1 = Y9 =0 in Xfll‘i/[WGT i 18 ¥ = 0. The issue, however, is that at this
point we are not allowed to directly test (L5]) with ¢y due to its low regularity.
Instead, in the spirit of [41, §2.4], we will prove that such v satisfies

(Tt — T AP, — PAY — 5D} Ay, thyy) 2

d

1 1
w1 2 52 { vl + 7 ITUE + 290, Tv

0 1_ _
ST ITDI s b - IVl
This estimate combined with (4.14]) implies that

d

G {37 1uls + eIVl + (76, Vi)

0 —a —a
+5SIVDE G | = IV S ~ (1 + v

after which we can proceed as in the previous energy analysis to arrive at ¥ = 0.
We note that if ¢ € X[l p 1y solves (@I4), then

Y € LP(Hg(Q), u € LP(0,T; L*(Q)) N H*/2(0,T; H (2)).
Furthermore, a bootstrap argument yields
7—¢ttt — TCQAZZ)t — C2A¢ — 5Dtl_aA¢t = —(1 + O')T/)tt c LQ(LQ)

We next construct a regularization of ¢ which satisfies ([.15)), following [41, §2.4,
Lemma 4.1]. Let ¢ : R — HJ(Q) be defined by

b= 6, on (0,7),
10,  onR\0,7T7,

where 6 : R +— [0,1] is a C*° truncation function, equal to 0 on R\ [0,7] and to 1
on some sub-interval of (0,7"). Then

e € L2(0,00 Hy (), u € L*(0,00; L*(2)) N H~/2(0, 005 Hy (2)),

4.16 - - - -
(419 T — T AUy — 2 A — SDIT* Ay € L2(0,00; L*(Q)).

We regularize ¢ by 1. = 0. 1, with p. being a C mollifier. Then v, : R — H(Q)
is a C* function, which satisfies

(7—1;5 ttt — TCQATZ)et - CQATZJE - 6D17QA7[)€ ts 125 tt) 2
d
= 5 {519l + Gl + AT T
- 02Hv¢€,t”L2 + 5( Dz}iawe,ta v¢€,tt)L2

Similarly to (£I12), we have

—a,] 7, a o @ 1d o @
(VD™ s Vibe )2 = (VD;~“9e s, DIV, wmnﬁll VD™ e 1| 7-
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Therefore,
(TT/NJ@ttt — TC2A1/~}6,t — AP, — 5D%_GA1/~15¢7 &e,tt)ﬂ
a1 - 1 - S
(4.17) Ry {57”%,&”%2 + 57'02“V1/Ja7tH%2 + A (Vibe, Vide ) 2

+gIMIIVD§%¢Hi2} = Ve 72
Thanks to (£16]), we know that
ii_{% (TT/NJ@ttt — TC2A1/~}6,t — PAY, — 5D§‘“A1@e,t, &5,tt)L2
= (Tt — T APy — AP — SDF Ay, gy 12
We can thus pass to the limit ¢ — 0 in ([@I7) to arrive at
(Tss — T APy — DAY — SDI Ay, i) 12

d (1 - 1 ~ .- 04 o

2 51 {5719uls + 57 IVGE + (95, V0 + 5 IVDE 2 |
— |V 7

By restriction to (0,7), the same holds for 8¢, from which the claim follows. O

To formulate the second well-posedness result, we introduce a higher-order solu-
tion space:

Xhigh W (0, T HE () N W0, T HE(Q)) 0 H3(0,T; LX(Q).

We denote by || - || ynien  the corresponding norm on this space. Under stronger
fMGT III

regularity assumptions on the data and the coefficient o, the fMGT III equation
(&) has a unique solution in this space.

Proposition 4.2 (Higher regularity for the fMGT III equation). Let o € (0,1] and
o € L®(0,T; L>=(Q) N WL4(Q)). Given f € L*(0,T; H: () and

(Yo, %1, ¥2) € HZ(Q) x HZ(Q) x Hj(),

there exists a unique solution v € Xf}]l\i/[ggT 11» Which solves ([&X)) in the L*(0, T; L*(12))
sense, and satisfies

@18) e S IV + 1800l + A + Vel

Proof. The statement when « = 1 follows analogously to [29, Theorem 3.1]. The
proof in the case a € (0, 1) can again be conducted by employing a Galerkin analysis
in space. We only outline the derivation of the energy estimate, which follows by
testing the semi-discrete problem by —Aty,. We omit the superscript n in the
notation below. After integrating over (0,t), we first obtain the identity

¢

+ 5 AR

1 t t
§T\|V¢tt(t)”%2 o T 5/0 (D7 *Av, Athy) 2 ds

t

t t
= / (Vf, tht)LQ dS — / ((1 + U)v¢tt, tht)LQ dS — / (¢ttVJ, tht) dS
0 0 0

¢ t
— 62(A¢, Aty) 2 . + 02/0 ||A1/)t||%2 ds.
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We can rely on the following estimate:

t t t
/ (Vf, tht)LQ ds — / (¢ttv0, V¢tt) ds — CZ(ATIZ), Awt)LQ 0
0 0
SIV 22y [Vl 22y + 1Wel L200) [ Vol oo () Vel 22
+ A AY)| 2| A% ()| 2 + [ Aol L2 [ At | 12
see also |30, Theorem 3.1]. We further note that
el L2 Ly IV Ol oo () [ Vel L2 12y < CHl,L4HVUHLC’O(L‘l)vattuig(ﬁ)
and that

1
[AD @) 2l| A ()] L2 < ;(ﬁllﬁwtlng(m) + 1 A¢oll12)* + el A (t)]17.

For fixed, small enough € > 0, an application of Gronwall’s inequality thus yields
(£19), at first in a discrete setting. Additionally, we obtain

|72 2y S Wetll T2 o) + 1A%IT2 12y + 1A T2 12y
N A T
where, similarly to (£I1]), we can further estimate the fractional term as follows:
||D?7QA¢HL?(L2) < HA¢ttHH;a/2(L2)'

The rest of the arguments follow analogously to the proof of Proposition 1l We
point out that in this higher-order setting, we are allowed to test the homogeneous
problem (f =g =11 = Py = 0) directly with v to prove uniqueness.

Note that for ¢ € Xg\ldggT 1> thanks to the embedding W1°°(0, T H%(Q)) —
C([0,T7; H%(Q)), we know that ¢ € C([0,T]; H%(Q)) Likewise, we have

e € L0, T; HE(Q2)) N C([0,TT; Hy (2)).

According to [41, §2, Lemma 3.3], this implies that 1 is weakly continuous from
[0,T] into H<2>(Q) Similarly, we can prove that 1y € Cy ([0, T]; HZ (£2)). O

We are now ready to prove a well-posedness result for the nonlinear fIMGT-W
IIT equation.

Theorem 4.1 (Local well-posedness of the f{JMGT-W III equation). Let o € (0, 1],
T >0, and o0 > 0. Further, assume that f € L*(0,T; H}(Q)) and that

I 20y + [0l + enl3pe + 12l < o®.
Then there exists T =T (o) < T, such that the initial boundary-value problem
T+ (1 + 2k )y — A — 7P Ay — 6D{ T Adpy = f in Q x (0, T),
Yv=20 on 0Q x (0,T),
(0,91, ) = (Yo, %1, ¥2) in Q x {0},

. . high . .
has a unique solution ¢ € Xp o 1, which satisfies

@19) Wl S ey + ol + [l + el
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Proof. The proof follows by applying the Banach Fixed-point theorem to the map-
ping 7 : w — 1, where 9 solves the linearized equation (435]) with o = 2kw, and

w € B :={w € Xjfrm : [wl ynien < R, w(0) = 1o, wi(0) = 1, wi(0) = b2},

fMGT III
with R > 0 specified below. Note that
ol oo (zoey + ol oo (wiay <2CH2 poolkl[|well poo 2y + 2CH1 palkll[wil] Loo (rr2)
<R.
Thus by employing estimate (£.18]), where the hidden constant has the form Cy exp(Co(R+

1)T), it immediately follows that 7T is a well-defined self-mapping on B}y, provided
R > 0 is chosen so that

\/Cl exp(Cy(R + I)T) o< R.

Next, we prove that T is strictly contractive. Note that we will prove contractivity
with respect to the weaker norm || - || xiow 5 recall the definition of the space

X% qp in @&3) for o € (0,1) and (@A) for a = 1.
We take any w®) and w® in BYY and set (V) = Twl) and ) = Tw?. We

also introduce the short-hand notation for the differences
b= 1/,(1) _ 1/,(2)7 W= wV — w®.
Then we know that 1 solves the linear equation
Ty + (1+ 2kwY )y, — A — 1A, — §D} A, + 2kTf;) = 0

and has zero initial conditions. Employing the lower-order estimate (6] with o =
kagl) and f = —QkEtwg ) yields the bound

Bl <\/Crexp(Ca(B+ D)D) Fl22)
<21/Cy exp(Ca(R + 1)) ][ | e oy VT[T | o (10
S HHEHXK/IWGT I

Thus we can guarantee that 6 € (0,1) and obtain strict contractivity of 7 by de-
creasing T

We note that the space Br with the metric induced by the norm || - || Xlow 18
a closed subset of a complete normed space; cf. [30, Theorem 4.1]. Existence of a

unique solution in Bp then follows by Banach’s Fixed-point theorem. O

4.1. Limiting behavior of the fIMGT-W III equation. We next discuss the
limit with respect to the order of differentiation. Given o € (0, 1), under the as-
sumptions of Theorem ATl let 1) be the solution of the fIMGT-W III equation:

T, + (14 2kY)f — EAY® — 7 Ay — DI AY® = f.

Let 4 solve the corresponding JMGT-Westervelt equation obtained by setting o = 1
above. Then the difference 1) = ¢ — 1 solves

Ty + (14 2k )y — AP — 7P Ay, — 5DtliaAEt + 2kt Yy
=5(Df Ay — Avly).
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Similarly to the proof of Proposition E.T], testing with v, (which we are allowed to
do in this higher-regularity setting) leads to

w72 + V(0172 S 1D: ™ Ve = Vabil[72(12)-
By recalling Lemma B we find that if ¢;(0) = 0, then
O}H{{ D}~ Ve — Vbl 2 (r2y = 0,

and thus arrive at the following result.

Proposition 4.3. Let the assumptions of Theorem [{.1] hold with ¢ = 0. Let
{Y¥%}ac,1) be the family of solutions to the fIMGT-W III equation and let 1

solve the corresponding JMGT equation with o = 1. Then Y% converges to ¢ in
Whoo(0,T; HE () N W2°(0,T; L*(2)) as o — 17

5. ANALYSIS OF THE EQUATIONS WITH THE FRACTIONAL LEADING TERM

We next discuss to what extent the analysis we have performed for the fIMGT-W
IIT equation carries over to the other versions. To this end, the crucial question is
whether the Galerkin approximation procedure based on energy estimates is feasible
for a linearized equation:

(5.1) 7D + (1 + 0)hy — AP — 74EDEAY — 5DfA¢ =1,
with

1 for IMGT,
(5.2) B=32—a for IMGT I,

«a for fMGT II,

where for the respective nonlinear versions of Westervelt type we have o = 2k, in
mind. These three cases have in common the fact that, unlike with the fMGT III
equation, the leading-order time derivative is fractional and varies with a.

The analysis of the fMGT and fMGT I equations follows similar lines of reasoning.
We thus present the proof for the fMGT I equation with details and only outline
the main arguments in the analysis of the fMGT model. To facilitate the analysis,
we assume that « € (1/2,1), which, at least for the equation based on employing
(GFE 1), appears to be the physically justified range according to the numerical
experiments performed in [45].

The analysis of the fMGT II equation cannot be carried out in the same manner;
we explain why in Remark [Il below and a offer different way of analyzing it when
o =0 in Section [1

5.1. Analysis of the fIMGT-W 1 equation. In this section we consider the
equation
7Dy + (14 2k — AY — 74*DFAY — 6DF A = f.

To carry out the analysis starting from a linearization, we need to assume that the
coefficient o is small enough in a suitable norm. To this end, for a € (1/2,1), we
introduce the space

Xfuer 1= L*(0,T; (W3 0 L™®)(Q))
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equipped with the norm || - Further, the solution space for v will be

HXfUMGT I’
Xnvar1= {¢ € H***(0,T; L*(Q)) : Dy € L>°(0,T; H(9)),
DiFp € L0, T3 Ho ()},
equipped with the norm || - || xp,qr > Which is the space induced by the part of the
energy that can be bounded by a uniform constant independent of «; see estimate

(E3) in Proposition Bl below.
Since the coefficient o acts as a placeholder for 2ki;, we note that

”2kwt”X§\4GT I < Hw”XfMGT g

due to interpolation
H*(0,T; H3(Q)) N H™(0,T; Hj(Q)) € H* (0, T7; H1=9(Q))
=H'(0,T; H'**(Q))
with §# = 1 — o and continuity of the embedding H'**(Q2) — (W3 N L*>®)(Q).
We are now ready to analyze equation (B.1]) for =2 — a.

Proposition 5.1 (Well-posedness of the fMGT I equation). Let a € [, 1) for
some ag > 1/2. Assume that f € H*V/2(0,T;L*()), 0 € X§ap 1, and

(o, 1, 2) € (HZ (), HZ(), Hy(€2)).
There exists o > 0, independent of «, such that if

lollxg,er; < 0

then there is a unique ¥ € Xpar 1, which satisfies the fMGT 1 equation in the
L2(0,T; L2(2)) sense with (1,1, ¥u) =0 = (Yo, %1,19). Furthermore, this solution
fulfills the following estimate:

IDFF el 7212y + VD w0172 + IADFw(1)]72
3/2
(5.3) + C(a)(vatt!ﬁ[t_(l_a)/z(m + D}’ Aw\\%g(m))
S Fra1/2 2y + 1A% 72 + [AVLI72 + [Ve2ll7e,
where C(a) -0 as o — 17

Proof. The proof follows by discretizing the problem with respect to the spatial vari-
able, using smooth eigenfunctions of the Dirichlet-Laplacian as the basis.

(I) Existence of an approzimate solution. For n € N fixed, we first prove that the
semi-discrete problem has a unique solution. We employ the same notation as in
the proof of Proposition .1} that is,

P(x,t) = Zfzn(t)(ﬁz(x% w?(x) = Zf]n,z(ﬁz(x)? j €{0,1,2}.
i=1 i=1

Using the mass matrices M and M, = M,(t), the stiffness matrix K, and the source
vector f defined in (L8], the next step is to rewrite the discretized problem as a
system of integral Volterra equations. To this end, let

1
— D2ta d T() = — 7.
p=D;7"¢  an p7(t) e
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We can rely on the following identities:
Nuw = pv—l * W, prz‘ _ pv+z" I = s

to rewrite the vector solution and its derivatives as

Eu =1 € + 0" =T+ "% = p* ' x p+p°6,,

& =T + "6 =1 +p'& + "6 = p™ v+ p'& + 0y,

E =16, + "6 =" u+ 6y +p € + 060 = p* T i+ %6 + 016+ 0%
Furthermore, we can rewrite the fractional derivatives as
D€ =17¢y; = PO u+ 1P, = p** ' x p+ p%&,,
Dfg =17, = Pu+1"p &, + T, = plx p+p* 6y +p' ¢,

Therefore, the semi-discrete problem can be equivalently rewritten as a system of
Volterra integral equations:

O Mp+ My () (0 5+ 1€
(5.4) + c2K<p“+1 «p+p€y + & + poEo)
+ T‘“c2K<p1 «p+pP T + pl‘“&) + 0K (pP* e+ pPEy) = .

Thus, unique solvability of this system in L2(0, T') follows from [21, Theorem 4.2, p.
241 in §9]. Then from

D?Ett:u’GLZ((LT)a RS (%71)
£1(0) =&,
we have a unique &, € H*(0,T); cf. [32, §3.3]. Combined with the initial conditions

(€9,&,), this yields a unique & € H?T%(0,T) and further implies the existence of a
unique " € H*2(0,T;V,,).

(IT) A priori energy analysis. We next focus on deriving a uniform energy estimate
for ¢". We will make use of estimate ([3.2]) to treat the fractional terms; that is,

t
Aawwxmgmszma%ww@ﬂmw>

for p € (0,1), as well as the identity f(f(wt(s),w(s))ds = 3w/ ‘é Thus, the rule
of thumb is that for a coercivity estimate on f(f D} (s)wD{w(s)ds to yield a non-
negative lower bound (up to initial data), the difference |r— p| between the fractional
orders must not exceed one. We will consider the multiplier

n
— AD;TOP () = > DI () Nigi(x) € Vi,
i=1
for which this rule applies and yields non-negative contributions on the left-hand

side for the terms containing D? ™, %, —D®A¢™, and —D? *Ay". Multiplying
the semi-discrete equation with —AD%'FO%/J" and integrating over space and (0,t) at
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first leads to
t t
— /O (DZrym AD{T™) 12 ds — /O (r, AD ™) 12 ds

t t
+ 792 / (D AY™ AD; ™) 12 ds + 6 / (DZ*Ayp™, AD} ™) 12 ds
0 0

t
_ /0 (f = oul} + PAy", ADy™) ds.

We next exchange the order of differentiation in the first and third term on the left
as follows:

Difey" = DDy Ty —p Ty (0), DTyt = DDY" —p Y (0),
and integrate by parts to obtain

/0 (DFAY"(s), p~%(5) Ay’ (0)) 2 ds

= = [ D180 6) + )M P A0 s
§ (1) (D A (1), A (0))
= =[O A6 ) O s+ o),
where we have introduced

2—2a
holt) = 55— 57z | AU (O + '~ (D7 A0 (2), AV (0)

Thus, we arrive at the following identity:
t t
— 7 / (DD} ™ ADFT ™) 12 ds — / (Y, AD ™) 12 ds
0 0
t t
+ 70 / (DEAY™, ADDX™) 2 ds + 0 / (D2 Ayp™, AD}T™) 2 ds
0 0

t
= — /0 (f — oY + CAY™ + 7% P (0) — 79 p T A (0), AD ™) 12 ds

+7 a2 ho (t)
We note that
D}t p™ =t =0 on O
with our choice of the basis functions. Additionally using D%Jraib" = Ilfai/)gt in the
second term on the left and integrating by parts in space and time yields

Ta o, T ¢ n —Q n
SIVDE el + [ (VeI u () ds

aCQ

2

t
(5.5) + 22| ADS Y™ (5)]12, |+ o

t
= = [ (o) ADF A (5)) s + 7 Pho(t),
0
where we have introduced the short-hand notation

(5.6) f=f+EAP" — ol + 1 (p~ Y (0) — *p' Ay} (0))
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and
t
d= / (D27 Aq™, AD}T™) 2 ds.
0
By the identity
D?—a¢n — Iawtt — :[2(:«71:[lfcuq/)gt — I2a71D%+o¢¢n

we know that
t
(5.7) d= /0 (1227 ID T Agp" (s), DE T Aep™ (5)) 12 ds.

Since o > 1/2, this term can be estimated from below using the fact that 17 :
H=7(0,t) — L?(0,T) is an isomorphism for v € [0,1/2); see [19, Theorem 1].
Therefore,
d
cos(m(a — 1/2))

1
> DA o

a— o n 3/2 n
~ DAY G o) ~ D7 A" )

We estimate the f term on the right-hand side of (B3] with a view on the possibility
of bounding it by d as follows:

t ~ 1 - €
14a n - 2 > 14a n|2
[ 6D AU ()5 < I 0 o)+ SIDE A e

(2

It remains to estimate the terms within f in this norm; that is, to bound
17+ A" — oy + 7 (U 0) — 0 A 0)) o 13 g

For the ¢? term, it is readily checked that the respective contribution of AAY" to
the above norm of f (cf. (58)) can be bounded by means of ¢||Df A¢" || 2(12) as
follows:
—1/2
JAG™ | yamra g SIDET 280" 2 (12) + 1445 | 2

= [lg1/2 * DFAY" [ 212y + | A || 22

<llg1/2llLr0,1) IDFAY" | L2(r2) + [ A%g 2
and therefore tackled by the second term on the left-hand side of (5.5]) together with

Gronwall’s inequality.
By the Kato—Ponce inequality (3.3]) with

2 1
20—-1"1—-«

p=a—1/2, (p1,q1) = ( > (p2,q2) = (2,00),

we obtain

HO-TJZ)IZ||H;1*1/2(L2)

(5.8)

n n
S L L L My

By the Sobolev embedding L?(0,T) — wot /2 m (0,7, we have

Q Q
HUHWQ_I/Q%%I(LOO) < Oz poo 0l xguar o Nollnze) < Cpz poollollxg e ;-

t
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To further estimate the norms of ¥}, in (5.8]), we will use the leading time derivative
term D?Jraib" as well as its representation via the PDE. That is, we rely on the
following Sobolev embeddings:

H%HL)}%(L% SR vz gy S 1Dy oa/2 ) + R O) 2
and
1517200 12y S W0l ey S 1D 9" 22y + 145 (O 22
where vj; satisfies the fractional ODE
DR + U = —r with r = o — AP — TEDFAY" — 6DFT AP — f
and therefore
59 Dfvl = (~Eas -0 + [ Bual (5206 ds = (1)
see, e.g., |32, §3]. Thus, we have
IDF Y™ 172 2y S NDE U nza2) S Irllzzezy + 195 (0)] e
(5.10) <llovill a2y + CllAY[ a2y + 70 DAY | 1212
+0lIDF A" | 22y + IF lp2zzy + 107 (0)] 2

In here, the terms with factors ¢?, 7%c?, and ¢ can be controlled — in a (generalized)

Gronwall inequality fashion — by left-hand side terms in (5.5]); to see this for the
latter, consider

_ — 3/2
IDF 84" | auz) = 172D Y™ 302) S 3720 %
Thus, from (£.8)) to (5.10), we have obtained an estimate of the form

oWl asrz gy S0 lxggr o (IDFF 6" 202 + 195 (0) 12 )
< llollxg

ar s (10012 g2 +1h)
where
rhs := || AY"[| 22 + T DAY | 212y + 8372-a * d + || Fll2(22) + [185:(0)][ 2

Thus, provided |[lof|xg, ..., is sufficiently small (where the bound can be chosen

independent of « € [ag, 1) for ag > 1/2), the term [|oYj| ,a-1/2,,, is bounded by a
t

(L?)
multiple of rhs. By combining this with (&.5]), (510), and Gronwall’s inequality in
its generalized version, see, e.g., [32, Lemma 7.2], we therefore obtain the following

estimate:

||Df+0‘¢"||%2(L2 +[IVD; " ()72 + [ADFY" (1)]172
3/2 x in
(5.11) Cla )(||V7/)tt||H o)z oy T IDY/? A 172 (12)
S HfH?Ha—l/a(La) + Aol F2 + A7z + V|7,

where we have also relied on the uniform boundedness of the approximate data. Here
the constant C(«) tends to zero as a — 17, since it contains the factor cos(@)

from the coercivity estimate (3.2)).
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(III) Passing to the limit. Thanks to the uniform bound (B.I1]), there exists a
subsequence, which we do not relabel, such that

DFfey" — DFy  weakly in L2(0,T; L%(Q)),

)
DZAY™ — DFAY  weakly-x in L°°(0,T; L*(Q)),
(5.12) DTV — DTV weakly-x in L(0,T; L*(Q)),
D2 Ay — D2 A¢p weakly in L2(0,T; L2(R2)).
Furthermore,

(14 o) — (1 + o)ty weakly in L2(0,T; L*(Q)),
AY" — Ay weakly in L2(0,T; L*(Q)),
DZ Ay — D?"*Arp  weakly in L*(0,T; L*(Q)).
Thus, we can pass to the limit in the usual way in the semi-discrete problem. Fur-

ther, weak /weak-x lower semi-continuity of norms implies that the solution we con-
structed satisfies (5.3]) a.e. in time.

(IV) Attainment of the initial conditions. Similarly to step (IV) in the proof of
Proposition 1.1l we show that ¢ attains its initial conditions by, on one hand con-
cluding from (5.12) that

" (0) — 1 (0) weakly in H%(Q),
7 (0) — 1(0) weakly in Hy(€),
Y1k (0) — 1y (0) weakly in L?(Q),
and, on the other hand, ¥"(0) — v in HO(Q), P(0) — 1 in HY(Q), Y2 (0) — 1y

in L?(Q2) based on our choice of the approximate data. Thus the initial data are
attained in an HZ(Q) x Hg(Q2) x L*(2) sense.

(IV) Uniqueness. The fact that the obtained solution is unique follows by testing
the homogeneous problem

DI + (1 + 0)hy — AP — 7DEAY — DA = 0

(with zero initial data) with D%'mzbt. Analogously to above, but replacing A — V
and V — id, we obtain

,7_042

Ta @ C o 3/2
S IDF S @Iz + 5 IVDF ()72 + C@)([Wull}y -0 ) + 1D} T2 1))

<

t
/0 (PAY — oy, DY) 12 ds

2
< o (1998 oo o) + ol yoosrs g a)) -+ SIDE V0l g
where
12V ra/2(r2y S VDRIl 2(12)-
Further, on account of the following estimate:

labll -1y = llallg-1@)  sup vl [0VE + V0]l 2
(©) ()veHl(Q)\{O} HE(Q)

<llall 1) (Crr, sVl L3 + [|bl| =),
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we have, similarly to (5.8]),

g O L R P SO 0 ey
t

Again using (5.9) with ¢ in place of ¥™ yields
HwttHL'l—l_a(H_l) + thHWta—l/Zw(H_l) < D7 Y[l 21,
t
Sllovw — EAY — 7D AY — 5D?7QA¢HL3(H—1),

where [lovu |21y S Hm/zttHH?_I/z(Hfl). Therefore, these terms can be absorbed

for small enough o by the left-hand side or handled by Gronwall’s inequality to
conclude that ¢ = 0. U

We next prove a well-posedness result for the corresponding nonlinear problem.
To guarantee that the coefficient o is small enough in the fixed-point iteration, we
impose a smallness condition on the data.

Theorem 5.1 (Local well-posedness of the fIMGT-W I equation). Let o € [, 1)
for some ag > 1/2 and T > 0. Further, assume that f € H*'/2(0,T; L*(Q)).
There exists 0 = o(a, T) > 0, such that if

1 Bgacs ol + et + 23 < o2
then the initial boundary-value problem
DI+ (1 + 2k )by — P AY — TPDFAY — D7 Ay = f in Q x (0,T),
=0 on 092 x (0,T),
(VY ) = (Yo, ¥1,102) in Q2 x {0},
has a unique solution ¢ € Xevar 1, which satisfies
1l er s S 1 Frar/zrzy + [Wollzze + (017 + 2]l

Proof. The proof follows by setting up a fixed-point mapping 7 : w + 1, which
associates

w € Br = {w € Xpucr1 : |wlxper: < By w(0) = 1o, wi(0) = 1, we(0) = o}
with the solution 1 of the linearized problem (5.J]) with o = 2kw,;. We recall that
Xuar1 = L0, T; (W 0 L®)(Q)),

and so
lollxguer = 2lklllwellxg er , < Cllwllxper: S B-

Thus, o can be made small enough by decreasing R > 0. The self-mapping is thus
an immediate consequence of the energy estimate (5.3]), provided we choose ¢ small
enough, so that

CR.T)(If I} a-1/2(2) + [10ll32 + 191172 + 2]l 7n) < C(R,T)o* < R%.

We prove strict contractivity of this mapping next. Let w®, w? € Bp. Denote
Y = Twl and ¢(2)_: Tw®. Contractivity of T follows by considering the
difference equation for ¢ = ™) — p(2):

TO‘D?"'O‘E +(1+ kagl))ﬁtt —AAY — Tac2ADtaE — 5D§_O‘Aat + 2k¢§f)mt =0,
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which is supplemented by zero initial conditions. Similarly to the proof of uniqueness
in Proposition (.1 testing with 1, yields

T 2
—HD”“ D[22 + - | VDG ()12

3/2
C(a )(HWHH o) 12y DY

v@”%%([ﬂ))

t
< / (—2k D, + PAT — 2kwV Ty, D) 12 ds

0

€ o 1 2)__ €1 1\3/2w
< &|pi+ zpump ol 2k T3 1) + —HDt/ VilLz

[\)

+ o (0BT g2y + 1200 Bl ooz )
We can then rely on the following bound:
12V ra12(2) S IVDED Il 2(22)
and, by (5.8)—(EI0) with kagl) in place of o, we have
28wy el sy S It gy D7 %l 21y
<o xg e 120 — A — 70 ADF — D7 A, | 21

Thus for Hwil) llx, < R small enough, similarly to the proof of Proposition B.1], we
obtain

TR T s + T = VDT + 220131 gy + 1DV P s
sﬁu%wﬁt’wr;w-l) o+ l12k e 1 1.
Furthermore,
R2|12ks el 2 g1y + 12603 T 1 12y < B 2o [T |2 10
SR [Wil[72(1a)-
We can further bound the last term as follows:
IV®tl[72(2) = 1D YV 212 < 01—l 220,19 1D VA7 229,

choosing v = 1/2. Thus, by decreasing o > 0, we can guarantee that 7 is strictly
contractive in the following norm:

11T = DG Foe 2y + IVDEPIE o 12y + PsellFr-1-1 (12 + IVPIIE2(12)-

The rest of the arguments follow as in Theorem [l and complete the proof. O

5.2. Analysis of the fIMGT—-W equation. To formulate the corresponding re-
sult for the fMGT-W equation

7Dy + (14 2kabe )by — A — 7EDYAY — SApy = f
we again need smallness of the coefficient ¢ in a suitable norm. To this end, let

Xfuar = HY?(0,T; (W3 0 L>®)(Q))
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for € (1/2,1), and denote the corresponding norm by ||- || x We also introduce

the solution space by

g .
fMGT

Xovar = {¥ € H*(0,T; L2(Q)) : D; T2y € L=(0,T; H3(9)),
D}t e L0, T Hy ()}

equipped with the norm || - Note that with this choice, again

HXfMGT'

HkatHXS\/[GT S Hw“XfMGT

holds but the energy term HDtHa/ 2A1/JH r2(r2) needed for this purpose comes with
an a-dependent coefficient in (5.I3]). For this reason, while still being able to show
well-posedness also of the nonlinear fJMGT-W equation for each o € (0, 1), we will
not obtain a uniform bound quantifying smallness of the initial data. That is, we
will not be able to show that for fixed small enough (g, ¥1,12), there exists a family
of solutions to the nonlinear problem. Hence, concerning limits as o — 1—, we will
restrict ourselves to the linear fMGT equation:

7Dy 4+ (14 o(z, )by — AP — TCPDIAY — §AY; = f.

We next prove the well-posedness of the linear time-fractional problem. Note that
under the same regularity conditions on the initial and boundary data, the fMGT
equation allows us to prove slightly better regularity of the solution as compared to
fMGT I; cf. Proposition B.11

Proposition 5.2 (Well-posedness of the fMGT equation). Let « € [a, 1) for some
ag > 1/2. Assume that f € HYV2(0,T; L2(Q)), 0 € Xyar 1, and

(%o, %1, ¥2) € (HZ(Q), HZ(), Hy ().

Then there exists 0 = o(a) > 0, such that if ||lo|xg .. < o, there is a unique 1 €

Xevar, which satisfies the problem in the L?(0,T; L*(2)) sense with (1, Vs, Yt )|i—0 =
(0, %1,19). Furthermore, this solution fulfills the following estimate:

IDF w722y + VDT w(t) 172 + IADG ()72
(5.13) + C(@) (Il —r-ara 2y + D72 AN 1))
SN ramrs2grzy + 18%0I22 + A2 + [Ve2[7..
where C(a) - 0 as v — 17.

Proof. The proof follows similarly to the proof of Proposition B.1] with the main
changes contained in the energy analysis, on which we focus here. Note that now
the semi-discrete problem can be equivalently rewritten as a system of Volterra
integral equations:

T Mp + M, (t) <po“1 g+ poéz) + 02K<p°‘+1 o+ p°Ey + '€ + poEo)
+ 792 (pl * g+ pPTg, +p1*°‘€1) +OK(p* *p+p'éy+p°€) = f

in place of (5.4]); the existence of an approximate solutions follows by the same
arguments. We present the energy analysis of the semi-discrete problem here, but
omit the superscript n below for simplicity. Multiplying the semi-discrete equation
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with —AD] ™), yields the energy identity (5.5), where now
t
d= / (DtA%AD?aw)B ds
(5.14) o,
—do+ [ ("D} AU(s). D Aw(s)) 2 d,
0

with do = (A (0), DY A(t)) 2 —p'~(t)||Aepe (0) |3, instead of (ET)). Here, we have
used the identities

Dytp = Thpy + 40, (0) = IaDtHal/f + 14:(0)
and
/0 (AG(0), DI Adi(s) 2 ds = (Adiy (0), /O (DDEAE)(s) — () Aty (0)) ds) o
= (Ayy(0), DFAY(t)) 2 — Pl_a(t)|m¢t(0)”%2-

The damping term can now be estimated from below as follows
d—+dy

cos(my/2)
Furthermore, we have

s o 1,z € 1 ~1+a/2
| (7). DG (6)) 2 ds| < 5 Bz + 5IDE A0 R s
0 €

a 14a/2
> [DF A s 2 ~ DA .

with

f=F+ A" — o + 7% (p Y (0) — *pt Ay} (0))
as before. By the Kato—Ponce inequality ([B.3]) with p = a/2, we then have
||O-¢ttHH?/2(L2)

(5.15)
SN0 o2 gy 10l 31 02y + 12 ey [ g 2

for pll + q% = p% + q% = % Similarly to before, to further estimate the norms of iy

in (5I5) we will use the leading time derivative term D?*%y) and its representation
via the fractional ODE
7Dy + Yy = -, r= oty — EAY — 7YEDEAY — DAY — f.
Therefore,
el Lar 0,6,02) + [Wstlwrearzaz 0. 4,12) S IDF* |l 212
Sllovw — EAY — 74D AY — DAY — fll 22y + ¥ (0)| 2,

where again we take care of the highest order term by using the damping term d.
Thus, we require

(5.16) o-Ltcova-l oqap-tooiat
. - — oa— =, a2 —— < a— =.
Q- 2 92 2
Additionally, we aim at choosing the available parameters p; (yielding ¢; = 2p;/(p; —
2)), such that (having in mind that o = 2k, in the fixed point argument later on)

HAwt(S)HWta/Q,Pl(Lz) S d7 HAwt(s)”LfQ(LQ) § d7

which leads to

(5.17) R A I B LI T
. - — — ———and 1 - — —— -
2 ;- 2 2 P2 2 2
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It is readily checked that all conditions in (B5.16), (5I7) can be satisfied with the

choice

(p1,q1) = (2,00), (m,(p):( & 3>.

1-—a’ «
Thus analogously to the proof of Proposition 5.1l we arrive at (5.13]). O

Theorem 5.2 (Local well-posedness of the fJMGT-W equation). Let o € [av, 1)
for some ag > 1/2 and T > 0. Further, assume that f € H*1/2(0,T; L*(Q)). Then
there exists o = o(a,T) > 0 such that if

1 =122y + 1ollZ + 132 + 2llzn < o2,
then the initial boundary-value problem
TODFT P+ (1 + 2k )y — P AY — 7D AY — Ay = f in Q x (0,T),
=0 on 0Q x (0,T),
(s e, ) = (Yo, 91, 2) in Q x {0},
has a unique solution ¥ € XpvaT, which satisfies
1l e S 15 am1r2 02y + 10llZe + 91 l72 + 92170

Proof. The proof follows in an analogous manner to the proof of Theorem 5.1, com-
bined with the results of Proposition We therefore omit the details here. U

Remark 1 (On the analysis of the fMGT II equation with o # 0). We note that
the fMGT II equation

oDy + (L4 o, )by — AP — (7% + 5)DF Ay = f

does not seem to be tractable this way with o # 0. In particular, we would have
« 2 t
RN

in place of (1) and (&I4). Thus, the damping term dd is obviously too weak.

Note that the multiplier — Aty that we have successfully used for the tMGT 111
equation in Section[4] does to work out either since then the 0 term cannot be proven
to be nonnegative due to the fact that the difference 2—a of the differentiation orders
is larger than one. We provide an analysis of the IMGT 11 equation with o = 0 in
Section [7.1] by rewriting it as a second-order wave equation with memory.

5.3. Limiting behavior of the f/MGT-W and fJMGT-W I equations. The
difference 1 = ¥® — 1) solves

DY + 0y, — AP — 7 ADSY — D] AY,
= (e — TODF ) — AA(ripy — TODY) — A (hy — D)) =: f
in the linear case and
7D + (1 + 2k )y — AP — 70 ADY — 5DtBAE + 2kpytp, = f

in the nonlinear case with vanishing initial data and § = f(«) as in (5.2]) (which
implies that the g difference term on the right-hand side just vanishes in case of the
fIMGT-W equation).
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Multiplication with D%JFO‘E with the abbreviations ¢“ = o, u = 0 in the linear
case and 0% = 2kyf, u = 2kyy), in the nonlinear case yields, analogously to the
proof of uniqueness in Proposition |5:|:|,

s 1= TIDHFO I3 + 5 IVDFTOIE:
+ cos(m(1 —a)/zwtth o2y + 8 €05(T/2) IDF VIR
(5.18) :/Ot(f‘f‘CQAE— 0Py + 1, Dy ) 2 ds
< SIDE T 12y + 5+ 2l g + SIDP Vi
+ o (199 lmpaoy + I Fullmparn) )
where

{7:204—1, m=3/2, p=a-1/2 for IMGT I,
y=a, m=14+a/2, p=a/2 for IMGT.
We know that
12600, || 11 12y < 2IK|CTh LeCﬁa 131Vl 22 104l 2 (e
< %22 IDF T 50 DSV 8 1

HCQAEHHP(L?) = HVD?¢HL2(L2)-
where we have used interpolation; cf. [1, Chapter 7]. Let X7 be either Xg . or

XZicT» depending on the equation. By proceeding similarly to (5.8)—(.10), we find
that

o Barll o -y Sl e (1o Belmpar-1) + rhs) :
where - )
rhs :=c vaHLQ (L2) + T HDO‘WHLz 2+ HfHL2
93/2 a ¥ HD VT,Z)HLQ Lg) for IMGT I,
HDmvaL2 L2 for fMGT

We can therefore tackle all terms by generalized Gronwall in the fMGT-I case,
whereas for fMGT we need to absorb the ¢ term by the lhs § term in (B.I8]) and
therefore need to impose smallness of ||0®||x- with an « dependent bound.

It remains to estimate the contribution arising from

f = mtue — 7D — FA(rehy — DY) — SA(th — D),
which we do for each of the difference terms separately,
7% — TQD§+a¢tt“L1(L2) <l|r—719 HiﬁtttHLl(m) + 7 (De — Dta)wttHLl(LQ)7
[A(Tr = T*DFY) 2 (22) < |7 = 7 [ A%t L1 (z2) + 7((De = D) A L1 (r2),
and, in case of fIMGT-W I with 8 =2 — «,
AW — DF )| 11 (z2) = |(id — D{~*) Aty 11 12y
Thus, to be able to apply the limits (8.5]) and [3.71), we need
Wi, Ape W0, T5 L*(Q), Ay € WHH0, T L*(9)),

and, in case of fIMGT-W I additionally v(0) =0
Note that the required smoothness of ¢ follows, e.g., from Theorem below
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under restrictive regularity conditions on the initial data. We expect that these
assumptions might be relaxed in view of the fact that the W1°°(0,T; H%(Q)) N

W?22°(0,T; H (Q))NW3°(0, T; L?(€2)) regularity that we obtain from Theorem F1]
is already very close to what is needed here. Altogether, with

x = {y e B2 (0,73 HY(9)) : D20 € L=(0, T3 12(2)) }
and the corresponding norm denoted by || - || xiow, we have the following results.

Proposition 5.3 (Limit of the fMGT-1 equation). Let f € HY?(0,T;L*(Q)), o €
XaT 1> and
(0,91, ¢2) € (HZ(), {0}, Hy ().
Further, let 0 > 0 be as in Proposition (5.1l and ||o||xg, .., < 05 let {1V }ae(0,1) be the
family of solutions to the TMGT-I equation, let ¢ solve the corresponding equation
with « = 1 and assume that
Vpu € L*(0,T; L* (), ¥, Ape W0, T; L*(Q)),

(5.19) Ay € WHH0, T3 L2(Q)).

Then ¥ converges to ¢ in the || - || xiow norm as a — 17.

Proposition 5.4 (Limit of the fIMGT-W I equation). Let f € H'/?(0,T; L*(2))
and (Yo, ¥1,12) € (H%(Q),{O},Hol(ﬂ)) Furthermore, let ¢ > 0 be as in Theo-
rem [5.1 and

1172y + N0l + N2l < 0%
let {Y*}ae(0,1) e the family of solutions to the fIMGT-W I equation, let v solve
the corresponding equation with o = 1, and assume that (5.19]) holds. Then ¥*
converges to 1 in the || - || xiow noTM as @ — 17.

Proposition 5.5 (Limit of the fMGT equation). Assume that f € HY?(0,T; L?*(Q)),
o =0, and (Yo.1ér, ) € (H3(Q), HE (), HY(Q). Let {15*}acqo.) be the family of
solutions to the IMGT equation, let ¢ solve the corresponding equation with o = 1
and assume that (5I9) holds. Then ¥® converges to v in the || - || xwow norm as
oa—17.

6. EQUATIONS WITH THE QUADRATIC GRADIENT NONLINEARITY

Unlike its Westervelt version, the Kuznetsov versions of these time-fractional
equations contain a quadratic gradient nonlinearity, and so their analysis requires
the use of higher-order energy estimates. We thus limit our presentation to the
analysis of the {JMGT-K III equation, which has the integer-order leading term.

The study of well-posedness for this equation follows by combining the ideas
from the previous section concerning the fractional term with the ideas used in the
analysis of its integer-order counterpart considered in [29, 130]. To formulate the
well-posedness result we introduce the solution space

XMGT-K 111 = {?/) € L>°(0,T; HE(Q)) : ¢y € L(0,T; HE (),
G € L0, T H3 () 0 H=*/(0, T3 HY(Q), e € L*(0,T3 HY(2)) }
for a € (0,1), and
Xevar k = H?(0,T; Hy () N W0, T3 HZ () N WH(0,T; H (),

for & = 1, equipped with the norm || - || xpqr x -
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Theorem 6.1 (Local well-posedness of the fJMGT-K III equation). Let a € (0, 1],
T >0, and o0 > 0. Further, assume that f € H'(0,T; H}(Q)) and that

LW ey + N0l s + N1l 7 + 2l < 0*.
Then there exists T =T (o) < T, such that the initial boundary-value problem
T+ (1 + 2kt )y — AP — T AY,
— 0D Ay + L0 VY)2 = f in Q% (0,T),
=0 on 0Q x (0,T),
(Ve ) = (Yo, P1,2) in Q x {0},

has a unique solution ¢ € Xpvar-K 111, which satisfies

(6.1)

1l e s S I ey + [ollzgs + 1900117 + [lal|Ze-

Proof. The proof follows by employing the Banach Fixed-point theorem to the map-
ping 7 : w +— v, where 1 solves

(62) Tq,z)ttt + (1 + 2;;371115)7,[)1515 - 02A¢ — TCQA¢15 — 6DgiaA¢t + 2£~VU} . qut = f,
and

w € Bg = {w € XpmeT K 111 ¢ HwHXfMGT—K 111 <R,

w(0) = 1o, wi(0) = Y1, wy(0) = o}

(I) The energy estimates for the linear equation can be rigorously derived by a
Galerkin procedure with a sufficiently smooth basis; here we present only the deriva-
tion of the bound for the semi-discrete solution and omit the superscript n below.
We denote

p= 1+ 2kwy, gszl;:w,

then test the semi-discrete version of (6.2) with A%y and integrate in space. We
can estimate the resulting non-fractional terms and those not involving f in a similar
manner to |30, Theorem 6.1]. We include the derivation of these bounds below for
completeness.

Note that ¢y = AY = Ay = 0 and D?_O‘AI/J = 0 on 9N for smooth Galerkin
approximations based on the eigenfunctions of the Dirichlet-Laplacian. Therefore,
the following identities hold:

(put, A%ye) 2 = (DAY + Ve Ap + 2Vp - Vg, Atby) 12,

d
— (A, A%Py) 12 :c2&(VA¢,VA¢t)L2 — || VAP 2.

We thus have

1 d 1 d a
§TEHA¢tt||%2 + §TC2EHVA¢15H%2 + 5(Df VA, VAYy) 12
d
= — (pAYy + VuAp +2Vp - Vb, Athy ) 2 — Cza(VAT,Z), VAY) 2

+ AVAY 22 — (Vb - Vibr, A%y) 12 + (V F, VA 2.
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We next integrate in time and estimate the resulting terms. Note first that

t
/ (PAfrs + B Ap + Vp - Vb, Athe) 12 s
0
S {1+ RIAGullz 2 + Il 2z | AP 22)
HIVP oo ) Il 2 2y b 1A%l 2z

S {0+ RIAl a2y + Rltullz ) + RIVull 2o } 1A% 2z,

where we have utilized the uniform boundedness of p = 14 2kw,, which follows from
the fact that w € Br. Furthermore,

t
—c? /0 %(vmp,vmpmg ds = — A(VAY(1), VAY(t)) 12 + (VA% VA1) 12

L 4 2 € 2
< 2_€Tc ”VAwt”L%(B) + §”VA¢t(t)HL2
1 1
+ 5 VAVl La(12) + 5 VAU 72 12)-
By the semi-discrete PDE, we know that V¢ - Vi, = 0 on 92. Thus

(V- Vb, A%yy) 12 = (A[VS - V], Aby ) 12
=(VA¢ - Viyy +2D*¢ : D>y + V- VAP, Athyy) 12

where D?v = (02;02;v);,; is the Hessian, which satisfies
1D?0]| s < Cpp pa(|D%0]| 2 + |D?]|12) < Cpr paCu([|VAv| 2 + [|Av]| 2).
This further implies that
t
| (90 o, A% 2 s
0

S 1AV L2(z2) {||VA¢HLOO(L2)||V7/)t||L§(Loo) T IVOll Lo (£oo) VAU || 2222
+(IVA| oo (r2) + 1A oo (22)) ([[VAYe]| 212 + ‘|A¢t‘|Lf(L2))} :

Since w € Bp, the function ¢ is uniformly bounded, and so

t
/0 (Vo - Vi, AQ%ﬁt)m ds SRHAwttHLf(LQ) {HVT/%HL%(LOO) + HVAthLf(LQ)
HIVAG 322y + AUz 2) | -
Integration by parts with respect to time yields
¢ t
/ (Vf, VA¢tt)L2 ds = (Vf, VA¢15)L2 {g - / (Vft, VAT;Z)t)LQ ds
0 0
1
< LIVIOIL: + el VAGDIT: = (VF(0), VAY1) L2

1 1
+ §||Vft”%2(L2) + §||VA7;Z)1€H%§(L2)'
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The ¢ fractional term can be handled by relying on estimate (d.2]) similarly to before.
Fixing € > 0 small enough and combining the derived bounds leads to

1 1 LR,
571A% D172 + (57 = 26) [VAG(D)]72 + / |DF*VAY|Z: ds
0

SNAY2|72 + [VAY[[72 + [V A7
R 2 gy + V0025 0) + A0 25
+ RQHV%&H%g(Lm) +(1+ R+ T)HVAZZ%H%%(LQ) + RQHA%H%g(Lz) IV 12y
Note that by elliptic regularity, we have

[V (@)llz2 < CprllVibe(t)lr2 < [[a @)l S 1A ()] L2
An application of Gronwall’s inequality yields
t
sup [ Avu(0)]: + sup [VAu@IE: + [ [DF VAU ds
te(0,T) te(0,T) 0
<O(T R)(IVF I gy + 180272 + VAL 72 + [V Ao 72).

The uniqueness follows by using 1 as the test function in the homogeneous problem.

(IT) Tt is straightforward to check now that 7 is a well-defined self-mapping. We
thus focus on proving strict contractivity. Take w®, w? e Bp and set p(H) = Tl
and ¥ = T¢®@ . Then the difference 1) = 1) — 12 solves

T + (1+ 2kw)g,, — AAY — 1A, — DAY + 20Vw® - Vi, = f.
with the right-hand side
F=—2kww? — 20vw - vV

and satisfies zero initial conditions. Testing with v, yields, after standard manipu-
lations,

(63) w12 + IV, (0) 72 + V@I < CT R)IFI 212

see also estimate (5.5) in [30]. It remains to bound the source term. By Holder’s
inequality, we have

; 2 _ 1 _
1Flle2caz) S I oo oy 1@l 2y + 195 oo aom) IV 2 22)-
The first term on the right can be further bounded as follows:
2 _ 2 _

4 o oy [l 2y < O pall Vs o (o) TV e 22)-

By noting that ||V 2(z2) < T||th||L2(L2)’ it further follows that
; 2 = 1 Y
11 2ry SNV e (1) T2 IV o )+ IV oo o) T2 V2

Employing this bound in (63)) and relying on Gronwall’s inequality leads to

sup [ (#)]l 2 + sup IV, (t)]] 2
te(0,T) te(0,7)

< C(T, RYT (VY | oo z2) + IV | oo (1)) sup [ Vau(t)]] 2.
te(0,T)

By the energy estimate for the linear problem, we know that

2 1 =
IV | oo 22y + [V || oo (1) < A/ C(TL R) 7
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for some C’(T, R) > 0, independent of a. Thus we can achieve strict contractivity

of T with respect to the || - || xlow morm by reducing the final time T. The claim
then follows by the Banach Fixed-point theorem. O

We next discuss the limit of this equation with respect to the order of differentia-
tion. Given « € (0, 1), under the assumptions of Theorem [£.T] let 1) be the solution
of the fJMGT-K III equation and let i solve the corresponding JMGT-Kuznetsov
equation obtained by setting o = 1 in (GI)). Then the difference ¢ = ¢® — 1) solves

T + (14 2kgf )y — AP — 7 AY, — 6D} A,
+ 2kahyih, + 20V - Vb 4 20V - Vapy = §(D} 7 Anhy — Aqy).

Similarly to the proof of the previous theorem, testing with v,, and using the uniform
boundedness of ||| xpcr « 1 for @ € (0,1] leads to the following bound:

w72 + V(0172 S 1D: ™ Vebe = Vabl[72(12)-
On account of Lemma 3.1 we then have the following result.

Proposition 6.1 (Limit of the fJMGT-K III equation). Let the assumptions of
Theorem [6.1] hold with 1 = 0. Let {¢)*}ac(0,1) be the family of solutions to the
fIMGT-K III equation and let v solve the corresponding JMGT-Kuznetsov equa-
tion. Then ™ converges to 3 in WH*°(0,T; HY(Q))NW2°°(0,T; L*(Q)) as a — 1™

7. REFORMULATION OF LINEAR MODELS AS WAVE EQUATIONS WITH MEMORY

By neglecting the nonlinear terms in the equations given in Table [Tl we arrive at
their linear counterparts, which are listed separately in Table 2. A possible idea to
facilitate the linear analysis, which we wish to explore here, is to re-formulate these
equations in terms of

z2=7"D/Y +1,

where v = 1 in case of fMGT III and v = « otherwise. These linear models can be
rewritten as second-order wave equations with memory

Z — P Az — 5DfA¢ =f

where 8 = 2 — « for the fMGT III equation; otherwise it is given by (5.2)). By using
the Mittag-Leffler functions E, , and FE, 1 we can express v as

t
gy PO =B [ () as
=By 1 (= (5) )0+t * 2.
with &, as in (Z3]) below. That is,
DYy = D)D)y = 7D (2 =) = 7D (2 — &y % 2= By (—(2))aho) -
The z forms of each of the linear models are also listed in Table 2 where
f=f—or DI E (1)) A

for the fMGT III equation. Note that for 6 = 0 they are all the same and their anal-
ysis can be performed as in Section [[. Il We thus focus here on the more challenging
case of § > 0.
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7.1. Analysis of the fMGT II equation with o = 0. We carry out an analysis
of the fMGT II equation

TQD?JFQT/) + Py — AP — TO‘CQD?A¢ — 6DYAY = f.

It can be rewritten in terms of

(7.2)

= TDfY + ¢

2 — (4 Az + Sty x Az = f—07Eq1(—(1)%) Aty

with the kernel function

(7.3)

balt) = 71 B (1)) = — B (~(£°))

We observe that this kernel has the following properties:

(7.4) b (t) >0, lim £,(t) = +o0, /oo tL()dt =1, € (t) <0.
0

t—0+

fMGT Linear time-fractional acoustic equations
(14 79D) (e — > Ap) — 6A¢Yy = f
2 J -« d ‘ 3 d
5 form || #tt—¢ AZ_T_aDt Az—i—T—(l | Et—s)Azds=f, t= F(g1-a*ta)
I (14 79D (Y — 2A) — D}~ *Aepy = f
t
z— Az — %Df_QaAZ‘f‘%/ t(t—s)Azds = fa t= %(92(1704) *
z form T ™ Jo
t.)
II (1+79DF) (Yu — 2 Atp) — ODF A = f
5, 0 5 [t
» form || 2t — | ¢ +’7'_O‘ Az—i—T—a ; tt—s)Azds=f, t=¢,
111 (1 + Tat)(’l/)tt - CQA'I/}) — 5D%7QA’I/}1§ = f
2 4 l1-a J i r d
> form || #tt — ¢ Azf;Dt Az+; Et—s)Azds=f, t= H(g1-a*t1)
0

TABLE 2. Linear time-fractional models with €,(t) = T*ata’lEaﬂa(f(%)a),

{31 (t) =T

Moreover, since the function ¢ — Eq 1 (—(

“Lexp(—(4)), and g, (t) =t77.

to

T

)) is completely monotone, by Schoen-

berg’s theorem [44, Theorem 7.13] we conclude that the kernel £, itself and also the
kernel t — [ €,(s)ds is positive definite. Therefore, the next result is a straight-
forward consequence of |10, Theorem 4.5], where the regularity of ¢ as the unique

solution of
(7.5)

rOD 4 = 2

a.e. in (0,7) with ¥(0) = vy follows from the fact that I* maps L*°(0,7) to
C%(0,T); see |40, Corollary 2, p. 56].
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Proposition 7.1 (Well-posedness of the fMGT II equation). Let a € (0,1]. Given
f € LY0,T;L%(2)), (20,21) € HL(Q) x L*(Q), and o € H%(Q), there ezists a
unique mild solution
2 € W0, T; H~1 () N WH°(0, T; L*(2)) N L™(0, T; Hg ()
of (2) with (z,zt)|t=0 = (%0,21). Correspondingly, for inital data
2 ~1 -
(Yo, ¥1,12) € H<2>(Q) ) {Ol} A (QQ) zfa <t
HZ(Q) x Hy(Q) x L*(Q) ifa=1,

there exists a unique solution
P e C**(0,T; H1(Q)) N CH(0,T; L* () N CY*(0,T; Hy ()
according to ([T1)); that is, the unique solution of (T with 1(0) =1y and thus of
(T°DF Y + vy, V) -1 )
+ (VY +74EVDY + 6DFVY, Vo) 2 = (f,0) 12,

a.e. in (0,T), with (¥, ¥, Yu)li=0 = (Yo, %1,v2). Furthermore, the solution satisfies
the estimate

||7—aDttD?¢ + ¢tt||%oo(H—1) + ||7_CthDtaw + wtu%oo([ﬁ)
DIV + V)2 e,
H¢2H%—[71(Q) + ||V71Z)0H%2(Q) + HfH%l(L2) fOT’ a < 1,
HT¢2 + ’I;Z)IH%Q(Q) + ||TV’I;Z)1 + V’I,Z)OH%Q(Q) + Hf”%l(LQ) fOT’ a=1.

Note that the condition ¢¥; = 0 in case a < 1 is enforced by the singularity at
zero in the identity

<

~

—Q

2z = Dy (1°Df +4p) = 7 (Di”‘w + wt(o)ﬁ> + vy

Spatially higher-order regularity can be obtained with more regular initial data and
the source term by using the multiplier (—A)™z; in place of z; (which led to the
energy estimate (.0]). To study the limiting behavior, we will make use of the
following resulting estimate in case a =1, m = 1:

17veee + el T 2y + 17V + VoelT o (2 + A% + AY[[F o 12)
SITVY2 + Vi [l72q) + [I7A%1 + Aol 72 () + IV F 1121 12
Remark 2 (On the z-form of the other linear models). As already mentioned, a
reformulation of the type ([T2)) is available for the other linear models fMGT, fIMGT

I, and tMGT III as well; see Table[d. However, it is not clear whether properties
([T4)) still hold for the corresponding kernels.

Due to the term Dtﬁ_y(z — £, % 2) present in these models with
e=p—v>0e{l—-a,2-2a},

one might consider using the adjoint of (D$)™' in the multiplier; that is, test with
(D)"Y 2 in place of z. Indeed, this leads to tractable terms

t t
—%Amm@4wawmHmm&:%Aww4wa%mw

(7.7)

(78) ¢ t t
/wmmnw%mwz/«mwmmmmmwz/mfumyw
0 0 0
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However, the ¢ term does not appear to be amenable to useful estimates since in

t t
—cz/ (Az, (DS ™1)*2) 12 dt:cz/ (VI€, V)2 dt
0 0

the difference between the time differentiation orders of the two factors is 1 —(—¢) =
1+ € > 1, which leads to an adverse sign, while the norm of Vz; is not controllable
by any of the other left-hand side terms resulting from (.8)).

7.2. Limiting behavior of the fMGT II equation. For a € (0, 1], we denote by
1@ the solution according to Proposition [Z.I] under the assumptions

(Yo, %1, 92) € HZ(Q) x {0} x Hy(Q), f,VfeL'0,T;L*Q)).

Let ¢ be the solution of the corresponding MGT equation. Note that then the
corresponding functions z% and z satisfy the initial conditions

2%(0) = 2(0) = v, 2(0) =0, 2:(0) = T9s.

Hence to achieve compatibility, besides 1)1 = 0 (see the proof of Proposition [7.1]),
we also have to assume 19 = 0. Then the difference Z = 2% — z solves

Zu — (A + %)A3+5Ea «xAZ =96 ((7-’0‘ — 7 HAz — (ko — ) * Az)

with homogeneous initial data Z(0) = z;(0) = 0. Testing with Z; leads to
(7.9) 1l i)+ 22NV R ity < 40(17 =7 e — talcs o ) 120 2y

where we can estimate HAzH%l(Lg) according to (7)) and

T
€0 — 1ll10,7) = / {T_ato‘_lEa,a(—(f)o‘) —r! exp(—(£))| dt -0 asa— 17,
0

by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence theorem. Thus, with
P — =t x 2 —t k2= (b, — ) xz+ExZ
(% = )e(t) = (B0 — £1)(£) 29(0) 4 ((8a — &1) * 20)(£) + £a(1)Z(0) + (Ea x Z)(1)

we obtain, using z(0) = 0, 2%(0) = 1, and Young’s Convolution inequality,

1@ = ©)elZoe 1) + IV = 9o 2
Sllea =t Zo0m 1Yol 72(0) + 1 = tllZs 0y I12 120 22y + all s 02 IZe 2o 12)
+[lea = €1ll71 0. I V2ell7 o0 (12) + Bl T 0,0 IVE T 0 129

where we can use Proposition [(Iland estimate (Z.9) to further bound the right-hand
side terms. Note that since

[eo = E1l[ oo 0,7) = lim |80 — &1 (F) = +-o0,

we only get an estimate of ||(¢* — ¢)t||%oo(L2) if we additionally assume 1y = 0.
Furthermore,

160 — &1l ey <IT™* =727 Baa(—(2)*) oo
+ 77T = 0,1y 1 Baa (— (2)*) | 1o (0,1
+ 7 N Eau(—(2)*) —exp(=())lror) = 0 asa—17,
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where the only critical term is the one containing the singularity, fo |t_(1_0‘) —1|P dt.

Its convergence to zero follows from Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence theorem
with the L' bound

op—1 (t—P(l—OCO) + 1)

forl>a>ag>1-— %. Thus we arrive at the following result.

Proposition 7.2. Let ¢y € H}(Q) N H%(Q) and f, Vf € LY(0,T; L*(Y)). Further,
let {1*}ac(0,1) be the family of solutions to the fMGT II equation and let ¢ solve
the corresponding equation with o = 1, where the initial data is in both cases given
by
(¢a, 7/)?, ¢§)|t=0 = (¢a ¢t’ T;Z)tt)|t=0 = (¢0’ 0, 0)

Then for any p € [1,00), Y converges to v in the WHP(0, T; L?(2))NL>°(0, T; H}(2))
norm as o — 17. If additionally v9 = 0, then we also have convergence in
Wheo(0,T; L2(Q)) N L>(0,T; HE (2)).

CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, based on physical balance and constitutive laws, we have derived
four different fractional-order versions of a well-known third-order in time model
of nonlinear acoustics, the JMGT equation. The fractional-order of differentiation
a € (0,1] (sometimes restricted to o € (1/2,1]) appears as a parameter in each
of these models. We have studied the well-posedness of these equations and their
linearizations in appropriate spaces and justified the respective limits as a — 17,
leading to the (J)MGT equation.

Formally taking the limit of these equations as the relaxation time 7 vanishes
would lead to time-fractional second-order acoustic equations, which are of inde-
pendent interest as well. An analysis of this limit will be the subject of future
research.
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