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Optimal dynamic normal surface loading of a homogeneous elastic solid for interior acoustic-energy
focusing to a specific target volume is treated in this paper. The goal is achieved by additionally impos-
ing the criteria of applying a relatively minimal total surface force and system disturbance except at the
target. By utilizing the calculus of variations, the optimality conditions are obtained, and the approach
is implemented through the finite-element method along with half-space dyadic Green’s functions. The
optimization procedure is done via the conjugate-gradient method. Numerical results show that the op-
timal normal surface loads consist of two radially shrinking concentric rings of special structure. For a
positively constrained surface force, the earlier of the two surface load streams produces a self-focusing
shear volume wave that moves to the target volume to create a high acoustic-energy density. An addi-
tional following longitudinal load adds further energy by compression of the surface directly over the
target volume. In a second example without any positive constraint on the surface force, however, the
earlier of the two surface load streams now produces a concentric surface wave as well as a self-focusing
shear volume wave. An additional longitudinal load then converts the surface wave into bulk volume
waves for achieving the objective with a minimum of total surface force and of total system disturbance.
The overall approach of optimal design of dynamic surface loading for bulk volume objectives is flexible
and capable of treating a variety of complex problems.

I. INTRODUCTION

There are a number of physical situations where it
would be useful to produce a specified acoustic-wave
structure within a solid, by applying a pattern of forces
on the solid’s surface. Here an acoustic wave refers to a
vector elastic wave field and not just a scalar field as for
sound waves in a fluid or air. The design of the optimum
surface forcing to generate a specified wave is a compli-
cated problem, especially if one takes into account tech-
nical or practical constraints. Optimal-control theory' is
a branch of the calculus of variations that naturally takes
into account the physical response, as well as practical
constraints in calculating the optimum application of
forces that move a physical system to a desired state.
Optimal-control theory has been applied to a wide variety
of problems in engineering science, especially for dynami-
cal systems with many degrees of freedom and important
constraints on the forces available to move the system.
Recently, optimal-control theory has been used to calcu-
late the optimum temporal structure of laser pulses for
molecular site-specific photochemistry.? In the work
presented here, we apply optimal-control theory to the
systematic design of the moving forces on a solid surface
for generating tailored acoustic-wave structures within a
solid.

The generation of tailored electromagnetic (EM) waves

“

has been studied since Brittingham’s work,> which first
suggested the possibility of a packetlike solution of
Maxwell’s equations. Such solutions are called focus
wave modes (FWM’s), which remain localized in three-
dimensional space and move at the speed of light without
dispersing. Unfortunately, a true FWM has an infinite
total energy and is impossible to obtain. As a result of
Brittingham’s work, however, the possibility of solutions
of the wave equation that are localized and slowly decay-
ing in space-time has been reported by several groups.
These include electromagnetic directed energy pulse
trains,* acoustic directed energy pulse trains,” splash
modes,® EM missiles,” Bessel beams,® EM bullets,” and
transient beams.!® These cases, with the exception of
electromagnetic waves, are all for waves described as sca-
lar fields. Within the author’s knowledge such solutions
for vector acoustic fields have not yet been treated. In
the case of solid dynamics a proper physical description
requires a vector field with longitudinal and shear waves
traveling at different speeds. This apparent added com-
plexity is in fact an attribute, as the vector field provides
much greater ability for achieving the objective. In addi-
tion, it is natural to consider a free-half-space boundary
problem for laboratory-realizable situations with solids.
As a result one must use the half-space Green’s functions
that incorporate the more involved dynamics due to the
free boundary. Thus, in this paper, it will be shown how
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an optimal surface load can be designed to give a tailored
acoustic vector field for a specific goal. The use of op-
timal control theory, in contrast to the other works men-
tioned above, allows for the inclusion of a broad family of
ancillary criteria or practical constraints besides that of
just achieving the original physical objective.

Acoustic waves have been long recognized as a valu-
able tool for studying and potentially manipulating the
structure, dynamics and properties of solid materials.!!
A common problem for acoustic-wave studies is the pro-
cess of generating or coupling the waves into the solid,
which is made more difficult if one wants a specific wave
characteristic, such as a focus. One approach to this
problem is to act directly on the surface, rather than to
use separate transducers, acoustic lenses,'? and coupling
media. Direct generation of acoustic waves at surfaces
has been demonstrated using lasers!>'* or electron
beams!> as well as with arrays of individually driven
transducers.'® The technique of laser acoustics is especial-
ly interesting from the perspective of the work presented
here. Laser beams can be controlled both spatially and
temporally, and energy can be delivered in a noncontact-
ing manner in the ambient environment. Thus optimal-
control techniques may be applied to the spatial and tem-
poral design of laser pulses which act on a surface to gen-
erate tailored acoustic waves. The resultant tailored
acoustic pulses could provide a new and possibly general
tool for producing localized, strain fields in solids. We
envision these acoustic wave forms and fields to be poten-
tially useful in a broad range of applications for internal
materials diagnostics and modifications.!’

In the low strain linear medium regime the response of
a solid to distributed surface forces can be described in
terms of the superposition of responses due to point
forces on the surface, with the response from each point
source described by a dyadic Green’s function. The
acoustic response due to a single point force is fairly com-
plex, with generated waves of shear, compressional, and
surface modes, all of which have distinct spatial and an-
gular dependence. If the solid is anisotropic, or non-
linear, then the response is even more complicated. If
one desires to design the surface forces to produce a
specific acoustic state in the interior of a solid, then it
would be quite difficult to account for all of this complex-
ity without a systematic procedure. Optimal-control
theory provides a natural means to manage this complex-
ity. In addition, optimal control theory allows one to in-
clude practical constraints as cost functions, in the calcu-
lation, so that one can, for example, derive the surface
forcing function, which produces the best interior acous-
tic focus with the minimum expenditure of work in mov-
ing the surface.

We present here examples of optimal calculations of
the moving forces on a solid surface, which produce a
subsurface acoustic focus. In these examples, we assume
a simplified physical situation that does not reflect a limi-
tation in the general methodology. For the purposes of
this paper, we treat the wave focus as a small volume
with a desired maximum acoustic energy density, both ki-
netic and strain energy, without regard to the direction of
local solid motion. There are other possible choices for
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defining a focus (e.g., maximum strain levels in a particu-
lar direction), the choice of which depends upon the
specific application. We choose as cost functions the to-
tal disturbance of the system (except at the target time in
the target volume) and the total surface loading, so that
we may minimize the total energy of the system and the
total surface force producing the focus. Again, there are
other possible choices for the cost function, such as
minimal laser energy required to drive the surface via
opto-acoustic interactions'® instead of the total surface
loading. Here we treat the solid as an ideal isotropic elas-
tic material, although anharmonic solids could be con-
sidered, and the optimization algorithm is of sufficient
generality such that nonlinear materials could be treated
as well. In the examples described in detail here, we con-
sider bases both with and without a constraint that the
surface forces be positive semidefinite.

In Sec. II of this paper, we formulate the optimal-
control problem. The moving forces (control functions)
are the surface loads, and the situation is identified as a
boundary control problem. The objective of the control
problem is to minimize a given objective functional,
which depends on the state of the system (its displace-
ment field) and its controls. The necessary optimality
conditions for the problem are obtained from the varia-
tion of the objective functional with respect to the control
functions. In Sec. III, we cast the problem in a discrete
form, suitable for numerical solution. The state and co-
state equations are discretized on the surface [by the
boundary element method (BEM)],'° and in the target (fo-
cal) volume [by the finite element method (FEM)].%°
Next, the conjugate gradient algorithm?' (CGA) of
mathematical programming is used to minimize the de-
rived objective functional of the optimal surface load con-
trol problem. In Sec. IV, we present numerical results for
the optimum surface loads, shown as patterns that vary
as a function of time and of radius from the center of
symmetry defined by the target location. We also show a
time sequence of the subsurface (bulk) acoustic-energy
density. The reformulation of the dyadic Green’s func-
tions for a symmetric ring-type load?? is presented in the
Appendix.

II. OPTIMAL-CONTROL PROBLEM

Consider an elastic, homogeneous and isotropic half
space whose free surface is subjected to a dimensionless
boundary traction 7(x,¢). Using the dimensionless dis-
placement field u(x,z) as the state function, the system
equations in the domain V with its boundary S may be
written in dimensionless form as

2

uV2u+(l+y)VV~u=p%u, (R,OEVXT* . (1)

Here, the dimensionless displacements, surface tractions,
energy density, Lamé’s constants, mass density, coordi-
nates, time, and Green’s functions are defined in terms of
their dimensional counterparts by
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uw=4/Z,; v=7/pcl; e=&é/pc?,
A=A/pcl; u=p/pcl; p=p/p=1, )
x=%/Zy; t=c,t/Zy; G=pc,Z3G .

The longitudinal and shear wave velocity ¢, and c; are
defined by c? =(x+2ﬁ)/p‘ and c¢2=[i/p, respectively, and
Z, is some characteristic length, and the hat symbol is
used to denote the corresponding dimensional variable.
After this point, unless otherwise stated, all quantities are
in dimensionless form.

For convenience, the standard index notation has been
adopted where summation is assumed over repeated in-
dices, commas with following indices denote spatial
differentiation, and dots indicate differentiation with

J
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respect to time ¢.!! Within this section, unless otherwise
states, u; =u;(x,t), 7;,=7;(x,t), and ¥, =v,(x,¢). Then,
Eq. (1) can be rewritten as

pu; i+ (A +pu; ;=pii;, (x,1)EVXTT . (1)
The initial and boundary conditions are

u;(x,0)=u,;(x,0)=0, x€V, (3a)

- +
Auj i +plu; j+u;n; =7, (x,1)€SXT™, (3b)

where n; are the direction cosines of the unit vector nor-
mal to the surface S.

Using the half-space dyadic Green’s functions Gi(j“,
one may obtain u;(x,¢) at any point in the half space as?®

u(x)=p [ v G2t (x0r 1) — (Koo o) G o+ Jaty [ ds 65 (xg 1) - @
-

aty ot

From the initial conditions in Eq. (3), Eq. (4) can be re-
duced to a boundary integral equation.

In the present optimization problem, it is desired to
maximize acoustic energy in a local subsurface target
volume at a particular time in an efficient manner such
that the total energy of the system remains as small as
possible elsewhere and by applying a minimum surface
force by means of the controllable surface traction during
the process. Thus, the physical objective functional may
be written as

J{u;,7;1=®(T)+L , (5)
with

o(T)= |deVe(x,T)-E

A (6)

Ly=w, ([ ,av [atex,n—wi [, ave )|, (2
w
Ly=="[as [ at, (7b)

where the error function ®(7T) measures the degree of
satisfaction of the objective of localizing the energy in the
local target volume V, at the target time t=T at a
specified value E,. In competition with this goal are the
penalty cost functions L =L,+L,, respectively corre-
sponding to the desire for minimizing the total energy of
the system except in the volume V,_ at ¢t =T and the total
surface force during the energy focusing process. The to-
tal energy density e(x,¢) may be expressed as a sum of
the kinetic energy density k(x,?) and strain energy densi-
ty s(x,t) as

e(x,t)=k(x,t)+s(x,t)

=§ Eouju 4w, . @)

A
uiui+?(uk,k )2+ D)

r

The choice of the weight factors w allows for flexibility in
balancing the role of the ® and L contributions to J. The
choice of weights is a standard practical issue in applied
optimal-control theory.?! The numerical computations in
Sec. IV will illustrate some of the logic involved with
specific results for different choices for w.

The dynamic optimization of surface loading for the
purpose of efficient focusing of acoustic energy within the
solid interior may be stated as the problem of finding the
optimal control function 7; from a set of admissible con-
trols such that the objective functional J is minimized un-
der the system constraints Eqs. (1) and (3). It is well
known that a constrained minimization problem can be
treated as an unconstrained one by introducing Lagrange
multiplier functions (¢, );?! that is, instead of minimizing
J with constraints Egs. (1) and (3), one can minimize the
modified objective functional

T
Tluprpl=J = [ av [ dt glpu,

+(K+,u)u]’ﬂ _Pﬁl ] .
9
The necessary condition for J to be stationary is that
8T [u;, 7,0, 1=8J +8M

=8®(T)+8L,+8L,+5M=0, (10)

where M refers to the new integral term in Eq. (9). By
utilizing the following variational equations with the sys-
tem constraints, Egs. (1) and (3),
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avsk= [ av pu,si; , (11)
I8 [ avpisi,

deV8s=deV{ wy g+ A+ pu s —pii; 180, + My g Suye o +paluy ;+u; )8u; ;)

Jyji
=deV{A(uj,jSu,-),i+,u[(u,-,j+uj,,-)6u,-],j—pii,~8u,v}
=deS[?»uj'jni'i-,u(u,-yj-Fuj’,-)nj]Sui—deVpil,-Sui

= [ dS +.6u — V pii.du; ,

fs T;8u, de pii;bu; (12)

and recognizing that the total energy of the system at time 7 is equal to the sum of the power input from time O to ¢,

t .
deVe(x,t)——deSfodVT,-(x,v)u,-(x,v) ) (13)

we can write 8®(T'), 8L, 8L,, and M as

8O(T)=F [ [, dV plity(x, Tt (x, T)—ity(x, oy (x, ]+ [ dS (x, Db, T | (14)
8Ly =w, [ ds [ dzf dv{ [, (%,v)87;(x,v) = (x,v)8u;(x,v) ] +7;8u;}

—w,w} [f dVv pla;(x, T)8u;(x,T)—ii;(x, T)0u;(x,T +f dS 7,(x, T)du,(x, T)] (15)
8L2=w2deSf0 dt 7,87, , (16)
sM=— [ av [ 'dt{[pu;;;+(+phuy ;= pii; 1o+ i [udu, ; + (ht-)buy ;= p8ii 1} (17

where the — sign in Eq. (14) is operative when the energy in the target volume V, at ¢t =T is less than a specific value E,,
and vice versa for the + sign. By using the following identities?* with the initial condition in Eq. (3),

Didu = (,8u; ;) — (P Buj), 1 ;8u; (18)
i (Buy gy 81y ;) =9, (Buy ; +8u; )], ; — (W 18u,), ; — v, ;8u,+ (W, ;8uy), — v, ;8u; (19)
and
T e T (T,
fo dt ¢,-8u,~——¢,-8u,~lo-—fo dt 9,80, =1,(x, T)81,(x, T)— 1, (x, T)du,(x, T)+f dt ¥;8u; , (20)

then Eq. (17) can be rewritten as

T .. ..
sM=— [ av [ “dr{[pu;;;+ A+, —pil 150, + [+ (At —pd; 16u; )
T
—fstfo dt{¢,[Adu; jn; +p(du; ; +8u; In; 1 —[AY; ;n; +u(y, ; +4; )n; 16u;}
+deVp[tbi(x,T)Sd,-(x,T)-—:Zr,-(x,T)Bu,.(x,T)] . (21)
Substituting Eqs. (14)—(16) and (21) into Eq. (10), the stationary condition for J may be derived from the fact that the

variations du;, 87;, and 8%; are independent of each other; hence, their coefficients can be set equal to zero, separately.
Thus, the costate (the Lagrange multiplier) equations of motion can be written as

p, A+, i =pl, (x,1)EVXT', 22)
where the costate boundary condition and final conditions at ¢ =T are, respectively,
A g On =15, (x,1)ESXTT, (23)
Tf=w1[(T——t)7'-i—1-,-] , (24)
(wywixD)u;(x,T) ] (wywix )i (x,t), if x€V,,
bi(x,T)= 0 s % T)= 0, otherwise , (25)

where 7¢ denotes the costate boundary traction. Note that the equation of motion for the costate function ¥; is the
same as that of the displacement field. This is a consequence of the self-adjointness of the wave operator.
The gradient of J with respect to the control functions 7; can be written as
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B [ sty Tty [ [ v (o v I8 —10)8( =)+ w037,V o)~ (Yot 18y — 08t )
87,(r,1) s Yo o o (Wi d, i‘Yo Y Yo 2Ti\Y o to Yo lo Y %o 0

:27rr[w1f0Tdt011i(7/,t)h( )+ wyr, — ;]
=2mr[w (T—t)i; +w,r,—;1, (y,t) ESXTT, (26)

where A (¢) is the unit step function and this gradient will be utilized in the iteration procedure for finding the optimal

function 7;.

The costate function can be written as follows in terms of the half-space dyadic Green’s function:

¢,~(x,t)=prdV G\~

3
)
dt, Vitxoto

where the advanced dyadic Green’s function
G,-(j_)(x,t;xo,to) describes the ith directional effect at x
corresponding to a jth directional unit impulse at x; with,
however, the sense of time reversed, so that the event at ¢
occurs at some time earlier that the impulse causing it at
a time ¢, (i.e., t <ty). Thus, from the reciprocal relation
thg5 advanced dyadic Green’s function can be rewritten
as

G{ (%, 1;%0,10) =G (x, — 1;%0, — 1)

:G,-(j+)(x,t0;x0,t) . (28)

Until now, we have allowed the optimal surface loads
to take on both positive and negative values. However, in
the laboratory, it is quite difficult to generate negative
surface loads with optical means (other techniques could
achieve such negative forces by first uniformly preloading
the surface and selectively relaxing the force). Thus, we
may desire to constrain the surface load to assume only
positive values. For this constraint, we define the surface
traction 7; as follows, so that we can have only positive
surface load P;,

Ar,t)
—pry=—2000 (29)

Ti(r,t)= 3

and the positive constrained optimal problem can be re-
formulated with new cost function L, as

_ 9 T, 2
Ly==-[ds [ dip} . (30)

From the same procedure, one finds the same costate
constraints except the gradient equation is now

87

(x,t)ESXT™T .
&

=—w(T—t)u;p;, tw,p; +¥,p;,

(31)

The optimization problem is reduced to solving the
state function [Eq. (4)] and the costate function [Eq. (27)]
integral equation iteratively in the direction of minimiz-
ing the objective functional J until a specified conver-
gence criteria are satisfied. In other words, by taking an
initial guess for 7; on S, the state problem may be solved
for u; from Eq. (4) with Eq. (3). With this u;, the costate
problem Eq. (27) may consequently be solved for y; with

9 ()
=9 (x0 o) 5 -G

+f dtof ds G{ '1(x0,10) 27)

f

Egs. (23)-(25). Better values for the control function 7;
can be found via the CGA (Ref. 21) by using the objective
functional J [Eq. (5)] and its gradient with respect to 7;
[Eq. (26) or (31)].

III. NUMERICAL PROCEDURE

The continuous space-time optimal-control problem
posed above can be rendered to a mathematical-
programming (MP) problem of minimizing a functional
over a set of coefficients subject to algebraic constraints.
In order to apply a MP technique directly to the optimal
control problem, the continuous space-time system of
Eqgs. (4) and (27) have to be discretized in space and time.
However, using the half-space dyadic Green’s function
the optimal control theory avoids requiring a discretiza-
tion of the whole space domain. The discretization of the
boundary surface and target volume is enough to apply
the MP technique. For this purpose the boundary sur-
face is discretized as a series of axial-symmetric ring seg-
ments by the BEM and the target volume (V) will be
discretized as a series of cylindrical segments by the
FEM. Within the present constraint of axial symmetry,
any target volume shapes could be considered. The
choice of cylindrical symmetry is the natural choice here
in keeping with the uniform nature of the solid and the
symmetry of the target volume. The remainder of this
section will give a concise summary of our numerical pro-
cedures, which are based on reliable existing
methods.!* 2! The algorithm was successfully tested on
several standard acoustic propagation problems and was
found to be quite accurate.

Special care should be taken on the choice of time in-
tervals and boundary discretization in order to avoid
violating the causality property of the Green’s function;?
that is, in a time step, the spatial nodes should not com-
municate and should be localized. Thus, the parameter
a, given by a=cyAT/A?=At/Ar, should be chosen
a<1. Here Ar and At are the dimensionless grid spacing
and time increment.

In keeping with the presently assumed system axial
symmetry, the surface traction need only be discretized
on radial nodal points. Taking into account the axial
symmetry of the system and the restriction that the sur-
face traction be perpendicular to the surface, the surface
traction 7,(r,t), displacements u;(r,z,z), and costate
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function ¢,(r,z) can be approximated to Ti(r,t),
uX(r,z,t), and ¢} (r,t) through interpolation functions as

THr,t)= 2 2 "t )mi(r)rhd 32)

uX(r,z,t) ZEEG”t)n’(r (zyumil, (33)

YEr0=3 3 " r g, (34)
Jj n

where j, [, and n refer to radius, depth, and time discreti-
zation point indices. The expansion coefficients are in-
tended to represent the boundary values through the con-
ditions

¢m( [ )=6"( Ly ):Smn >
W(r)=8; , (35)
hl(z,)=6,, .

Since the displacement in Eq. (4) is related to a time in-
tegral of the surface tractions, if we choose piecewise con-
stant time interpolation functions for ¢"(¢) in the trac-
tion, then a suitable type of time interpolation for the dis-
placement 6,(¢) is a piecewise linear function

1, ife,2t=¢,

()= 0, otherwise . (36)
1—|t—1t,|/At, ift, (Zt>¢,_,

0"(1)= 0, otherwise . (37)

Substitution of 75 and u;* for 7, and u; in Eq. (4) yields a
system of algebraic equations

,j,l— 2 2 Gnm]kl mk

k
=33 G, &
k m=0
where
Gm’ka—Z f d"o"o”l (rg)
m+]
szm dtyGr i, (7j,21t0570) - 39)

The dyadic ring Green’s function Gg ,(7},2;,t,,;70)
denotes the effect in the ith direction at the receiver
(rj,z,, t,, ) due to a z-directional ring impulse load,

= —ls,—
Tz(r,t)— 27Tr8(r r0)8(t);

at ry. The dyadic ring Green’s function is very useful for
the present case of an axially symmetric system and may
be derived from the impulse point-load Green’s function
(see the Appendix). The radial integration in Eq. (39) is
carried out numerically using Gauss quadrature formulas
for all time steps so one can avoid the singular behavior
when the distance between the receiver and source tend
to zero. Due to the choice of time interpolation in Eq.
(36), the time derivative of Eq. (38) can be written in finite
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difference form as

u;”j’l=(u,~"+1’” un*l,], Y/2At . (40)
Similarly, Eq. (27)

(32)-(34) as

can be approximated by Egs.
¢n j....+p 22 (GN*n Jk, 1+ N,k,l_G' g;in,jk,la fV,k,I)

+3 E Gk Org(mtmok 41)

where the target time is 7=t¢, and

GN_'”“_Z f droron (rg)

I+1
X fZIil dzyh(zy)
XGpr,i(rjsty —n3T0r20) -
(42)

Here, the reciprocal relation for the Green’s function has
been used for the dyadic ring Green’s function as

GRr (7 tn—n370:20) =GR iz (T, 20, ty —p57}) - 43)

Through this procedure by assuming an initial value
for the control function 7%/ on the surface, the discrete
values of the state function u**/ in the target volume V,
are uniquely determined by direct time integration using
the BEM [Eq. (38)]. The corresponding discrete values
of the costate function ¥/ on the surface may be found
by backward time integration using the FEM [Eq. (41)].
From these values, one can calculate the objective func-
tional and its gradient with respect to the control func-
tion. Then, from the CGA, one may calculate the direc-
tion of search from past and present values of the objec-
tive and its gradient. Better values of the discrete control
function 77/ for the next iteration step are determined by
a one-dimensional minimization along the direction of
search, which is always the direction of descent. Thus,
the algorithm tends to converge, and the iteration pro-
cedure is repeated until the sum of squares of the com-
ponents of the gradient vector is less than a specified
tolerance. A standard library routine has been utilized
for the CGA optimization.?®

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section we shall show how the algorithm
developed above can be used to design optimal dynamic
normal surface loads for achieving efficient subsurface
acoustic-energy focusing. We have based the calculations
upon the physical properties of an aluminum alloy for
concreteness and the relevant physical propertles27 of Al
2024 are the mass den51ty p 2.77 g/cm?, and Lamé con-
stants A=0.546 g/cm us?, 1=0.257 g/cm us®. The longi-
tudinal and shear wave velocity are, respectively,
¢y =0.618 cm/us and ¢;=0.304 cm/us. The objective of
the problem is to find the temporally and spatially opti-
mized normal load that achieves as nearly as possible the
local energy E, in ¥V, below the surface at =T by apply-
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ing relatively minimal surface forces, while generating as
little possible system disturbance elsewhere.

For this axial-symmetric problem depicted in Fig. 1,
we assume the maximum radius of the surface load to be
R,/Z,=2.5, which is divided into 25 axial-symmetric
ring segments with Ar=0.1. Similarly, the depth from
the surface z is discretized with the same mesh refinement
Az=0.1. The target volume V, is a cylinder of radius
r=0.2 and height 0.4 centered at z,=0.8, which was
discretized as eight axial-symmetric ring elements, and
each element has nine nodal points. P, stands for the op-
timal normal surface loading, which is related to surface
traction 7, as P,= —7, at z=0. Also, the target time is
taken as T=7.0 in order to allow sufficient time for all
possible control mechanisms to act. In order to preserve
the causality property of the Green’s function, a time
step At =0.046 was adopted.

A. Control with a positive load constraint

First, we demonstrate the design of an optimal dynam-
ic normal load, which is allowed to take on only positive
values. Starting with the initial guess of 25 axial-
symmetric ring loads for each time step, the vertical and
radial displacement fields in the target volume can be cal-
culated from Eq. (4). With these displacement fields, the
normal costate field on the surface may consequently be
solved by Eq. (27). Finally, the displacement fields, the
costate field, and the initially guessed surface load are
used to calculate the objective functional J and its gra-
dient vector. By using the CGA, one can find a better
value of the surface load for the next iteration. Here, we
chose equally small, but not negligible, ring loads for all
time and space as an initial guess. For the convergence
criteria, the iteration procedure is repeated until the sum
of squares of the gradient components is less than a
specified tolerance 107°.

We have performed three different numerical calcula-

..t
pz(rj, )

n

A

““Ht i

z 1/ AE

Ar 1 v

z

FIG. 1. Finite-element mesh for the half space under the
axial-symmetric surface load P,(r,¢). The shaded part denotes
the target volume V,, which is centered at (r,z)=(0.0,0.8).
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FIG. 2. (a) The positive constrained optimal surface normal
load and (b) the corresponding time sequence of optimally con-
trolled energy density contour maps inside the Al alloy for the
weights w;=0.0 and w,=1.0. The contour interval is
Ae/€,=0.5, where the target energy density is defined as
€,=E,/V, and the target time is t/T=1. Note that by apply-
ing only minimal surface force most of the focused acoustic en-
ergy is generated by the shear motions with constructive in-
terference and the maximal energy concentration occurring be-
fore the target time.

tions for this case to study the characteristics of the op-
timal surface normal loads depending on the weights of
the cost functions. Figure 2(a) shows the positive con-
strained optimal surface normal load as a function of
time and radius for the case w; =0 and w,=1.0, so that
the acoustic energy will be focused in the target volume
by applying only minimal surface force. The correspond-
ing time sequence of the optimally controlled energy den-
sity contour plots inside the solid (same domain as Fig. 1)
are shown in Fig. 2(b). It is seen that the optimal normal
load mainly consists of two shrinking concentric normal
ring loads. From now on, we call the earlier concentric
loading stream P and the later stream P,;. The P and
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P, streams shrink to the center of the surface with the ve-
locity v, and v,, respectively, and the P, load is concen-
trated directly above the target volume, while the P, load
stream has a maximum load value at r ~0.34. Also, the
maximum value of the P load is about four times larger
than that of the P, load.

In order to explain the characteristics of the optimal
load streams, we have calculated the concentric ring
loads whose shear and longitudinal wave fronts arrive at
the center of the target at the time T with the velocity of
the shear wave c; and of longitudinal wave c,, respective-
ly (i.e., neglecting the target volume size). For this pur-
pose, the loads at radius r satisfy equations
cg(T—t)=(r*+z2)'? for the P, load stream and
c,(T—1t)=(r?+2z2)!/? for the P, load stream. Thus, for
the waves transmitted from different points to reach the
target center at the same time, the load stream velocities
for P; and P, are obtained as v,(r)=—c,(r>+z2)"2/r
and v (r)=—c,(r2+z2)!/2/r by differentiating the above
equations, respectively. Figure 3 shows the contour plot
of Fig. 2(a) and the predicted r versus ¢ load stream rela-
tions whose velocities are v; and v,. It is seen that veloci-
ties of the optimal surface load streams and of the pre-
dicted load streams are quite well fitted by the velocity
calculations except for a small shift due to the target
volume size. Thus, it has been demonstrated that by ap-
plying minimal surface force the optimal load streams P,
and P; with velocities v, and v, may achieve an efficient
subsurface acoustic-energy focusing by transmitting
mostly longitudinal and shear motions with constructive
interference to produce a superposition of both waves in

r/R,
0.6 0.8 1.0

0.4

0.2

0.0

t/T

FIG. 3. The contour plot of the positive constrained optimal
surface load in Fig. 2(a) and the predicted load r vs ¢ relations
that transmit the waves to the target center at the target time
with the respective velocities ¢; and ¢;. The corresponding ve-
locities v, and v, are obtained by the slope dr /dt. 1t is evident
that the P, and P load streams transmit mostly corresponding
longitudinal and shear motions.
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phase in the target volume at the target time.

The qualitative radial variation of the optimal surface
load and the proportion of the longitudinal to the shear
wave contribution may also be predicted from the
theoretical acoustic radiation pattern for the steady-state
fields.”® The Fourier transforms of wave front discon-
tinuities in the transient dyadic Green’s functions have
the same amplitude as the steady-state solutions, so that
these discontinuities contribute with the same intensity to
the radiation energy. Figure 4 shows the mean intensities
of the longitudinal and shear waves at the center of the
target volume produced by steady-state unit ring loads at
the different radii. It is seen that the radial variation and
the proportion of the longitudinal to the shear wave con-
tribution are in good qualitative agreement with the op-
timal surface load in Fig. 2(a) except for the dip in the
shear wave at r ~0.2, which would be lost taking into ac-
count the finite size of the target volume. Also, we see
that at the target time, almost all of the acoustic energy is
localized in the target volume, however, the maximal en-
ergy density occurs before the target time (at
t /T =0.925). Because of the occurrence of high-energy
density before the target time due to the choice of the
cost function, the yield of the controlled energy focusing
is just 13%. This figure means that only 13% of the ener-
gy input to the surface can be controlled to be focused
into the target volume at the target time.

Figures 5(a) and 5(b) show the same case except for the
w;=0.32 and w,=0.0, so that the objective has been
achieved with only the minimum system disturbance.
Here, the weight factor w] in Eq. (7a) was chosen as the
time step Az. Most of energy is transmitted from the P,
load stream near the center of the surface as compres-
sional motion [note that the contour interval in Fig. 5(b)
is different from that in Fig. 2(b)]. Apparently this is the

20 | i

Intensity

1.0 | P i

0.0 0.5 1.0
r/RO

FIG. 4. The mean intensities of the longitudinal and shear
waves at the center of the target volume produced by the
steady-state unit ring loads as a function of radius from =0 to
1. The solid curve is for the longitudinal wave, while the dashed
curve is for the shear wave. It shows good qualitative agree-
ment with the optimal surface load in Fig. 2(a) except for the
dip in the shear wave at r ~0.2, which may be ascribed to tak-
ing into account the target volume size.
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FIG. 5. Same as Fig. 2 except for w;=0.32 and w,=0.0.
The contour interval is 0.1. Note that with only the minimum
system disturbance, most of focused acoustic energy is generat-
ed by the longitudinal motions due to the highly concentrated
surface load near the center of the surface.

most efficient way to transmit the acoustic energy to the
target volume at the target time with minimal system dis-
turbance elsewhere. The small P, load stream creates a
surface wave that will eventually be converted into a bulk
volume wave by the P, load stream to better achieve the
objective. The origin of these conclusions will be dis-
cussed in detail later. Again, at the target time t=T1,
most of the acoustic energy is localized in the target
volume, and furthermore the maximum energy density
occurs at the target time. Thus, the yield of this case is
an efficient 65%. However, a high surface load is concen-
trated directly above the center on the surface by the P,
load stream in comparison to the peak value found in
Fig. 2(a). To avoid both problems of the maximum ener-
gy concentration occurring before the target time and a
localized high surface load, we may attempt to control
the system to achieve the objective, while using both cost
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FIG. 6. Same as Fig. 2 except for w;=0.21 and w,=0.6.
The contour interval is 0.3. Note that by applying a surface
force as small as possible with relatively small system distur-
bance, the objective is achieved by well balanced shear and
longitudinal motion in order to avoid an early maximum energy
occurrence and a localized high surface load.

functions.

Now, we choose weight factors w, and w, as 0.21 and
0.6, respectively, so that the objective has been satisfied
by applying a surface force as small as possible with a rel-
atively small system disturbance elsewhere. Figures 6(a)
and 6(b) show the corresponding optimal surface normal
load and its energy density contour plots inside the sys-
tem, respectively. As expected, the optimal surface load
lies somewhere between Figs. 2(a) and 5(a). Also, we no-
tice that there is no high-energy concentration larger
than the target value before the target time and no heavy
compressional load occurs at the center of the surface,
while the energy yield at the target is 23%. Thus, with
both cost functions, an optimized balance is struck be-
tween the three competing factors of (i) reaching the tar-
get goal, (ii) yielding minimal system disturbance, and (iii)
achieving minimal surface loading.
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B. Control without a positive load constraint

When we remove the positive constraint from the op-
timal surface load conditions, the role of the cost func-
tion for the total surface force will decrease relatively due
to the fact that we may exert smaller positive and nega-
tive load values instead of large positive ones to transmit
the energy into the system efficiently. Figures 7(a) and
7(b) show the optimal surface normal load and its corre-
sponding energy density contour plots for the case
w;=0.0 and w,=1.0, so that the acoustic energy has
been focused into the target volume only by applying
minimum surface force. By comparison with Fig. 2(a), it
is seen that the magnitude of the optimal surface load is
decreased having both positive and negative values espe-

(]
\N
o
0.0
0.0
z
t/T = 0.65 t/T=09
1.0
tT =07 tT = 0.925
AR
t/T =0.75 \ t/T = 0.95
2) Q A
t/T=038 \ t/'T = 0.975
t/T =0.85 % t/T=1.0

FIG. 7. (a) The optimal surface normal load without positive
constraint and (b) the corresponding time sequence of optimally
controlled energy density contour maps inside the Al alloy for
w; =0.0 and w,=1.0. The contour interval is Ae/€,=0.1, and
the target time is  /T=1. Note that by applying only minimal
surface force most of focused acoustic energy is generated
through compressional action by driving down the surface
motion created by the P, load stream as well as directly
transmitted shear wave motion.
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cially for the P, load stream. Also, we notice that the P,
stream has a significant load value even at radii far away
from the surface center. Figure 8 shows the contour plot
of Fig. 7(a), the predicted load stream r versus ¢ curve at
velocities v,; and v, and the additional line corresponding
to the shear wave velocity c,. It is seen that the optimal
surface load stream P, and P, shrink to the center with
the velocity v; and vy, respectively, and the extrapolation
of the earlier P, load stream moving with the shear wave
velocity meets the maximum values of the P; load
stream. Thus, the role of P, stream can be interpreted as
(1) producing a concentric surface wave at an early state
as well as (2) directly feeding the acoustic energy into the
half space as bulk motion to be transmitted to a focus in
the target volume. Also, the stream P, appears to play a
role of feeding energy into the half space through
compressional action by driving down the surface motion
created by the P, stream to the target volume.

When the load is moving with the shear wave velocity,
the surface waves arising at different times will propagate
with a common front. This front moves together with
the leading edge of the load. As a result, the energy
transmitted by the surface waves accumulates in the vi-
cinity of the front of the load.?® In order to analyze sur-
face wave effects, the radial (u,) and vertical (u,) surface
displacements due to the optimal surface normal load of
Fig. 7(a) and their contour plots with the additional line

1.0

0.8

r/R,
0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

t/T

FIG. 8. The contour plot of the optimal surface load without
positive constraint in Fig. 7(a), and the predicted load 7 vs 7 rela-
tions, which transmit the waves to the target center at the target
time with the velocity ¢; and ¢,. The corresponding velocities
vy and v, are obtained by the respective slope dr/dt. ¢, labels
the r vs ¢ plot associated with the shear wave velocity. Note
that the extrapolation of the earlier P, load stream with velocity
¢, meets the maximum value of the P, load stream. It is evident
that the surface motion created by the P load stream is con-
verted by the P, load stream into a bulk wave to better achieve
the objective.
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corresponding to the shear wave velocity are shown in
Fig. 9. It is seen that the vertical surface displacements
due to the P; load stream shrink to the center of the sur-
face associated with the shear wave velocity ¢, and have a
large upward (negative value) displacement at ¢t /T ~0.9
and are changed to downward (positive value) displace-
ments by the P, load stream. The radial surface displace-
ment has a dominant outward (positive value) motion
moving to the center with the shear wave velocity until
t /T ~0.9 when its amplitude is decreased by the P, load
stream. The load P also pushes a small inward (negative
value) radial displacement ahead of its motion. The accu-
mulated surface motions are aided in their transmission
to the target volume by the load stream P, at longitudi-
nal velocity c¢;. This effect can be easily seen from the en-
ergy contour plots in Fig. 7(b) for times greater than
t/T~0.9.

From the above facts, apparently the most efficient way
of achieving subsurface energy focusing with a minimal
surface force is to generate a concentric surface wave and
eventually transmit it to the target by a P; compressional
load instead of only transmitting shear wave motion
directly to the target volume by the P, load alone. Figure
7(b) shows that at the target time, most of acoustic ener-
gy is focused in the target volume without any high-

T
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energy concentration occurring before the target time.
However, the yield of the energy focusing processes is
only 27%, but this is still twice as large as the analogous
case in Fig. 2, where a positive constraint was applied.

To increase the yield of the energy focusing further, we
studied the case with w;=0.15 and w,=0.0, so that the
acoustic energy will be focused only with minimal system
disturbance. The corresponding optimal surface load and
energy density contour plots inside the medium are
presented in Figs. 10(a) and 10(b), respectively. Similarly
with comparison of the positive constraint cases of Figs.
2(a) and 5(a), the magnitude of P, load stream is in-
creased from Fig. 7(a), so that most of the acoustic energy
is transmitted through the shortest path to the target by
the P; compressional load stream. The objective is
satisfied at the target time efficiently with 68% of input
energy from the surface being focused into the target
volume at the target time. However, the P; load is
moderately high and a surface high-energy density region
appears directly over the target.

As a final case, in order to achieve the objective
efficiently without the remaining surface energy localiza-
tion, we chose weight factors w; and w, as 0.07 and 0.6,
respectively. Figures 11(a) and 11(b) show the corre-
sponding optimal surface normal loads and the time se-

1.0

0.8

.
r/Re
0.4 0.6

0.2
1

0.0

T

FIG. 9. The radial (u,) and vertical (u,) displacements due to the optimal surface normal load in Fig. 7(a) and their contour plots
with the additional line corresponding to the shear wave velocity c¢,. It is evident that surface motions due to the earlier P, load
stream shrink to the center of the surface with velocity ¢, and are eventually transmitted to the target by the P, load stream.
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FIG. 10. Same as Fig. 7 except for w;=0.15 and w,=0.0.
The contour interval is 0.1. Note that with only the minimum
system disturbance cost, most of focused acoustic energy is gen-
erated by the longitudinal motions due to the highly concentrat-
ed surface load near the center of the surface.

quence of the optimally controlled energy density con-
tour plots inside the medium, respectively. It is seen that
the optimal surface load has the same magnitude of the
P, load stream as Fig. 7a; however, the P, load is now
larger. As a result the cooperation between these loads is
enhanced to produce an energy focusing efficiently of
429%. Thus, we have shown that with reasonable choices
for the weight factors of the cost functions, subsurface
acoustic-energy focusing may be achieved efficiently with
relatively minimal surface force and simultaneously
minimal system disturbance.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work optimal-control theory has been applied
to design optimal dynamic normal loading of a homo-
geneous elastic solid for interior acoustic-energy focusing
in a local target volume by applying a balanced minimum
of surface forces and the smallest system disturbance. It

OPTIMAL CONTROL OF ACOUSTIC WAYVES IN SOLIDS

4903

W
\N
a
0.0 TR, (b)
0.0
, N
t/T = 0.65 t/'T =0.9
1.0
A\
t'T=0.7 t/'T = 0.925
t/T =0.75 t/T = 0.95
N ’
t/T=0.8 ; t/T = 0.975
)
E& t/T = 0.85 % t/T=1.0

FIG. 11. Same as Fig. 7 except for w;=0.07 and w,=0.6.
The contour interval is 0.1. Note that by applying a surface
force as small as possible with relatively small system distur-
bance, the objective is achieved by the cooperation between
those loads in order to enhance the energy efficiency with
moderate surface force.

is seen that the optimal dynamic surface loads, which
lead to successfully achieved objectives with very high
yield, are not simple intuitive structures. Although some
intuition into the operative physical processes could be
gained with hindsight, the necessary subtleties arise due
to the acoustic-wave interference nature of the control
process. The optimal surface loads need to be carefully
tailored in order to increase the controlled efficiency of
the process by the proper contribution of longitudinal,
shear, and surface waves. Thus without consideration of
tailored coherence, one would at most expect only a very
small percentage of input energy to result in the target
volume. In contrast, our optimal designs achieved up to
65% of the energy in the target. Also, in comparison
with a scalar control field alone, the acoustic vector field
has much greater ability for achieving the objective.

The work presented here can be extended to other
types of objectives involving displacements, tractions,
and/or strains either in the solid body or on one of its
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bounding surfaces. The adoption of new appropriate cost
functions and the choice of the weight factors gives the
flexibility to take into account practical constraints.
Given the acoustic-wave velocities, it may be possible to
design a constrained optimal surface load having a
chosen functional form with a set of parameters to be
determined. For applications such as interior heating,
melting, annealing, bonding dissimilar materials, and
stopping crack propagation, a coupled thermoelastic
optimal-control problem is underway in which heat
transfer and elastodynamics are treated in a coupled way.
The presence of solid defects may also be included to pro-
duce a stochastic control problem. Robustness demands
can be included in the design process to assure that the
results are minimally sensitive to system uncertainties or
errors in load generation. The work in this area is only a
beginning, but the results are promising for practical ap-
plications.
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APPENDIX: GREEN’S FUNCTION FOR A RING LOAD

An elastic half space occupying z =0 of cylindrical
coordinates (r,6,z) is subjected to a ring load
(1/27r)d(r—a)H(t) normal to the surface z=0, where
H(t) is the Heaviside unit step function. Since the load
and the medium possesses axial symmetry with respect to
the z axis, the displacement field u will also be axisym-
metric. Therefore, of the three components (u,,uq,u,) of
the displacement field, u, vanishes, and u, and u, are
given in terms of the Helmholtz potential ¢ and ¢ by

_0¢ oY _0¢ | 1 o(ry)
u,=—-— , U, = +— .
ar dz az r or

Here we write ¥ rather than 1, because for axially sym-
metric motion the vector potential ¥ only has a com-
ponent 1, The two potentials satisfy the wave equations,

(A1)

_ 19 Y _ 13
Vip=— , Vp— S =—" A2
¢ c2 ot? 4 rr  c¢? or? (A2

where the constants ¢; and ¢ correspond to the longitu-
J

iija(r,z,p)=Zl;fjﬂdcpfj(r,(p)fo°° fj’ija(q,w)e

where
K, (q,0)=—igmy/L, K, (q,0)=2igm;m /L ,

K,q,0)=mymy/L, K,(q,0)=—2m,(q>+w*)/L ,

md:(q2+w2+1)1/2’ ms:(q2+a)2+12)1/2 ,

mo=(2¢*+20?+1%), L=m’cyu[mi3—4(qg*+o®)mym,],

— C
frzr__%@, f=1, ,:C_d .
s

—(p/cg)m z—igR)
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dinal and shear wave velocity, respectively.
The resultant stresses o,, and o,, can be related to the
displacements by

=2 our + 2y Qu, +2, Ou; A3

Tz ar r oz oz ’ (A3)
LA Ad)

Tr—H |z " ar (

The boundary condition for the ring load takes the form

0, (r,0,0)=—-8(r—a)H(1), o, =0, (A5)
27r
and the initial conditions appear as
#(r,2,0)=4(r,z,0)=9(r,z,0)=4(r,z,0)=0 .  (A6)

Solutions of the wave equation Eq. (A2), which satisfy
the boundary and initial conditions may be calculated by
using Laplace and Hankel transformations and give the
Laplace-transformed displacements as

Tj(r,z,p)= waMja(k,p W g(kr)g(ka)e "’k dk |

(A7)
for a=d,s where B=0if j=z and B=1if j=r, and
M, ,(k,p)=kny/N, M, (k,p)=—2knzn, /N ,
M,,(k,p)=nyny/N, M,(k,p)=—2k?n,/N , (A%)
ng=(k2+p2/c)V2 n =(k2+p?/c2)/?
no=(2k*+p?/c2), N=2mup(n3—4ak?nyn,) . (A9
From the well-known relations for Bessel functions,
Jo(kr)JO(ka)=$f:’ﬂJ0(kR e
1 T 7 —a cos (A1
Jl(kr)JO(ka)=Zf_ﬁJ1(kR)—-—R—gdq) ,
where
R =(a’+r?—2ar cosp)'’? . (A11)

The Laplace transformed displacement can be rewritten
using Cagniard’s method as

dgdo , (A12)

(A13)

(A14)
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To evaluate Eq. (A12) by performing a contour integration in a complex g plane, we follow the same procedure used by
Gakenheimer.?? After inverting the Laplace transform, one finds the longitudinal motion as

ujd(r,z,t)=?17;fjﬂdwfj(r,<p)H(T—l)f0TdRe Kj,,(qd,m% do, (A15)
where
qa=(7?—154)*2 /p+itR /p, p*=z>+R?,
Ti=r—1, r=c4t/p, Thg=a*+1. (A16)
Similarly, the equivoluminal motion becomes
uptr,z,0=5- " dg f,(r,9) H(T—l)foTsRe st(qs,w)%— do
+H(r—7y )H(r;d—T)H(l—p/R)fAT:Re Kjx(qsd,w)%f'— ldwl : (A1D)
where
g, =(?—12)%2 /p+itR /p, qu=—i(72,—1)?2/p+iTR /p ,
T?=7—1, Th=[(r—74)p/R+1]*—1,
(A18)

2y=0*+1%, 7,=R/p+z(I?*—1)2/p, 7,=(1*—1)"p/z,

0, for 7y <7<l

Ay= ,
sd T, forI<r<7ly .

The second term in Eq. (A17) represents the equivoluminal motion behind the head wave front at 7=7,; for p/R <I,
which is generated by the surface interaction of the longitudinal wave front at 7=1.

All of the Green’s functions of this work involve an integral that must be evaluated by numerical methods. The in-
tegrands contain a singularity at each wave front. Although it is an integrable singularity, it may lead to numerical
problems. With a simple transformation of variables one can avoid this problem. For example, the substitution
o=(2—1)"2—72in Eq. (A15) gives®!

Cq (2—1)174 ,

ujd(r,z,t)=;;f_ﬂd(pfj(r,w)H('r-—l)fo Re[K ,4(q4,0)Q,1d7 , (A15)
which no longer contains a singularity and where

Q,=7[2(A—1)"2—9*1"12z /p+inR /p . (A16")

Then, the integrals can be readily evaluated with standard quadrature methods. The Green’s function for the §-time
function ring-load can be written by differentiation with respect to time as

GR,jz(r,z,t;a)=i(ujd+ujs) . (A19)

ot
It is also apparent from the form of the Green’s functions that after the integral has been evaluated numerically it must
be differentiated with respect to time. However, in most cases the numerical differentiation of the Green’s function can
be avoided using the convolution properties.
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