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A d’Alembert-based solution of forced wave motion with internal and boundary damping is
presented with the specific intention of investigating the transient response. The dynamic boundary
condition is a convenient method to model the absorption and reflection effects of an interface
without considering coupled PDE’s. Problems with boundary condition of the form %—“ + &% =0
are not self-adjoint which greatly complicates solution by spectral analysis. However, exact
solutions are found with d’Alembert’s method. Solutions are also derived for a time-harmonically
forced problem with internal damping and are used to investigate the effect of ultrasound in a
bioreactor, particularly the amount of energy delivered to cultured cells. The concise form of the
solution simplifies the analysis of acoustic field problems. © 2012 American Institute of Physics.

[doi:10.1063/1.3674316]

. INTRODUCTION

Acoustics are widely used for measurement or mechani-
cal stimulation in medicine, non-destructive testing, refining
processes, chemical reactors and many other applications.
The utility of ultrasound (US) as an imaging tool has greatly
impacted the field of diagnostic imaging'™ and the develop-
ment of novel sophisticated imaging modalities continue to
enhance the role of ultrasound in diagnosis. Applications of
ultrasound are not restricted to imaging, but also find exten-
sive usage in therapeutic applications as in physiotherapy’
and the use of high-amplitude acoustic shock wave to disin-
tegrate kidney stones (lithotripsy).® Emerging applications of
ultrasound include the use of high intensity focused ultra-
sound in the non-invasive treatment of tumors.®™® More
research is in progress to fully understand and develop the
use of ultrasound in the delivery of drugs and genetic mate-
rial, thrombolysis and tumor therapy.®'

The response of biological tissue to US exposure
depends on the location, function as well as on the acoustic
and biological properties of the exposed tissue.'”!" A wide
variety of biological ultrasound effects have been docu-
mented both in vivo and in vitro.'%'>2! Particularly, studies
in the last ten years have shown that cells maintained in
in vitro cultures can be stimulated by ultrasound'>~"®%* and
this feature has been exploited to build bioprocessing sys-
tems that aim to generate tissue engineered cellular
constructs.

Mathematical models of varying complexity have been
used to simulate the different processes.”® Although this pa-
per focuses on acoustic waves specifically, the theory applies
to all physical phenomena described by the one-dimensional
linear wave equation. Propagation of waves through different
media usually requires the solution of coupled partial differ-
ential equations (PDE’s). It is a simple exercise to calculate
the steady-state response of a system forced by a harmonic
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function (that is, where the time-dependence is of the form
¢/, thus transforming the wave equation into the Helmholtz
equation®*). However, we are specifically interested in the
transient acoustic response to assess the effects of pulsed
ultrasound, or continuous ultrasound with dynamic fre-
quency and/or amplitude modulation. Calculating the tran-
sient response to arbitrary forcing functions is much more
difficult and one must usually resort to spectral or numerical
methods. The dynamic boundary causes the partial differen-
tial equation to be nonselfadjoint. Consequently, the eigen-
functions required by the spectral analysis will not be
orthogonal and may indeed form an ill-conditioned basis.*’
This reduces (and in special cases, eliminates) the ability of
spectral methods to describe wave motion.

Instead, we present an analytical method for solving the
one dimensional linear wave equation by modeling the
effects of absorption and reflection at the media interfaces
using a dynamic boundary condition. Van Rensburg er al.>
has shown that exact solutions are found with d’Alembert’s
method. The paper by Van Rensburg et al.** is unique in its
application of the d’Alembert method on a finite domain.
We extend the method to account for forcing and internal
damping. Finally, the solution is applied to ultrasonic waves
in a bioreactor for the purposes of tissue engineering.

Il. MATHEMATICAL MODEL
A. Justification of the dynamic boundary condition

In this section, we present the validity and physical
interpretation of the dynamic boundary condition used to
account for the absorption and reflection of acoustic waves
at a media interface. The acoustic wave equation in inviscid
fluids may be approximated by the linearization of the conti-
nuity (Eq. (1)) and momentum balance (Eq. (2)) equations as
well as the compressibility equation of state (Eq. (3)):**

dp
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In the linearization, p and p are the acoustic density and pres-
sure variations respectively, such that p,,s = p + po (simi-
larly for puy,). The velocity is given by the vector W and the
bulk modulus by K. We can substitute Eq. (3) in Eq. (1),
take the gradient of Eq. (1) and the time derivative of Eq. (2)
and rearrange to obtain Eq. (4):

2
== VW = — VW = 0. (4)

Equation (4) is the linear wave equation. In one dimension,
the problem is solvable using d’Alembert’s method, which
states that the solution has the form given by Eq. (5):

w(z,t) = wg(z — ct) + wp(z + ct), ®)

where wg (&) and wy () are arbitrary functions describing the
profile of the right- and left-traveling wave, respectively.
The one-dimensional form of the wave equation is applicable
to waves traveling down a solid bar, vibrating strings, etc. In
acoustics, the one-dimensional wave equation is appropriate
when evaluating plane waves. It is common practice to rep-
resent complex waves (such as the beams generated by trans-
ducers) as an infinite series of plane waves.”® The problem is
solved for each individual plane wave, and the beam is
reconstructed using these solutions.

Next, we calculate the first partial derivatives with
respect to time and position, Egs. (6) and (7):

ow
v
ow
5

/

—c(Wi(z = ct) = wi(z + c1)), (6)
wh(z = ct) + wy (z + ct). (7

The prime indicates the derivative w.r.t the argument,
w (&) = Z—Vg. The pressure is given by rearranging Eq. (2) to
give Eq. (8):

P=—p J%—v:dz = pOcJ (We(z = ct) = Wi (z+ ct))dz
=Z(wg(z — ct) —wr(z + ct)). (8)

The quantity Z = p,c is known as the acoustic impedance. If
the right-traveling wave impinges on a surface at z =L, it
will create a (left-traveling) reflected wave and a (right-trav-
eling) transmitted wave. The boundary conditions are conti-
nuity of pressure (Eq. (9)) and velocity (Eq. (10)):

wr(L —c1t) + wi(L + c1t) = wr(L — cat), )
Zi(wg(L — c1t) = wi (L + ¢1t)) = Zywr(L — cpt).  (10)
The subscripts 1 and 2 refer to the first and second medium
and wy refers to the transmitted wave. We can combine Egs.

(9) and (10) to eliminate wy as shown in Eq. (11) (we drop
the arguments (L — ¢t) and (L + ¢t) for brevity):
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Z
(WR +WL)—Z—1(WR—WL) =0. (11)
2
Since Eq. (11) must be true for z = L and all times ¢ > 0, we
take the time derivative of Eq. (11) to get Eq. (12):

0 Z
a (WR—FWL)—Z—;(WR—WL) =0

Z

= (Wy —w)) — =5 (W +w)) =0. (12)
2

Substituting Eq. (6) and Eq. (7) into Eq. (12) gives the

dynamic boundary condition Eq. (13):

ow Ow
o—+—-—=0;, a=2Z/c1Z;. 13
o 8t + aZ ) od 2/C1 1 ( )
If the equations are rendered dimensionless by u = w/cy,
T = tcy /L, and x = z/L, then we have Eq. (14):

Ou Ou

—+—=0; =72,/7. 14
o 31’ + ax ) o 2/ 1 ( )
In this form, « is simply the ratio of acoustic impedances for
fluids 1 and 2.

B. D’Alembert solution for an arbitrary forcing
function and no internal damping

It is important to note that the procedure described in
this section can be used to find the solution to the problem
with dynamic boundaries on either side of the domain. It is
even possible to calculate the response of multiple acoustic
layers to an arbitrary input by coupling the dynamic bounda-
ries. For the examples to follow, we will only consider the
simplest case where no waves are entering the domain from
the dynamic boundary, which is true when the second me-
dium is sound-absorbing or semi-infinite. We seek the tran-
sient response of a dimensionless, linear acoustic wave as
described by Eq. (15):

u O u

ﬁ—@—o 0<)('<17 T>0

u(x,0) = f(x)

ou

- — 15
5 (x,0) = v(x) (15)
u(0,7) = ¢(1)

ou Ju

aa(l,r)Jra(l,‘c)fO.

Define the functions g (x) and g(x) as extensions of £ (x)
and $h(x), respectively, where 4'(x) = v(x), on the infinite
domain x € (—o0, 00). The solution to the problem posed in
Eq. (15) is given by Eq. (16):

ulx, ) =gilx+1)+glx—1)+g0x+1)— g0k —1),
(16)
Substituting Eq. (16) into the boundary condition at x = 0

we can obtain recursive formulas for the extension functions,
shown in Egs. (17) and (18):
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u(0,7) = g1(7) + g1(—7) + g2(7) — &2(—1) = ¢(1),

Thus, let:

g1(=1) = ¢(7) — g1(7), (17

u(1,7) + o (1,7) = (

which leads to

g1 (1+1) = —agi(1—1), 19)
and

&(1+1) =ag(l—1). (20)
Note that the prime indicates differentiation. The constant

a=12— zl’zz is the reflection coefficient. Furthermore,
a1(x) = %f(x) and g (x) = 4 h(x) are defined on x € [0, 1] by

I4o +z

k=t
2
X
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and
2(7) = g2(—1). (18)

Similarly, if we apply Eq. (16) at x = 1, we obtain the recur-
sive formulas given by Eqgs. (19) and (20):

[0 +0)+g(-0+al+n-Bl-0] ) _/
+afgy(14+7) = g1(1 = 1) + g3(1 +7) + g5(1 — 7)] ’

the initial conditions. Since f(x) and v(x) are defined on the
interval x € [0, 1], Egs. (17)—(20) can be used to extend the
functions to x < 0 and x > 1 and still satisfy the boundary
conditions. The method is illustrated in Fig. 1.

Let x=k+e where k€ Z and e € (—1,1) C R (e.g.,
if x=-2.43, then k= -2 and e = —0.43). Equations
(17)—(20) provides a recursive method for determining
g1(x) = g1(k+e€) and g2(x) = ga(k+e€). By iteratively apply-
ing Eqgs. (17)—(20) and through extensive algebraic manipu-
lation, we arrive at the extension functions as given by Eqgs.
(21) and (22):

[k|+1

“Hi| 2 (arets — 2+ COZ 0 e kl)| ks odd
o= n:Hg) u : Q1)
TS tmaratad - 2]~ S -k | ks even

n=H(x)

[k[+1
CZ h(1 = |x—k|) kisodd
o (x) = 2 (1 =[x — &) @
%h(|x—k|) k is even

Note that the lower bound of summation is given by the Heav-
iside function H(x) =0 if x < 0 and H(x) = 1 if x > 0. The
implications of this method are illustrated in Fig. 2 below.
The t-x plane is divided into regions on Fig. 2. In region
a, the solution depends only on the initial conditions u(x, 0)
and u.(x,0). In region b, the effect of the forcing function
appears, which corresponds mathematically to g;(x) and
g2(x) on x € [—1,0]. In region c, the initial wave is reflected,
corresponding to g;(x) and g>(x) on x € [1,2]. In region d,

(a)] (8)

both the reflected wave and the forcing function contribute.
For example, in region d, where (x4 7)€ [l,2] and
(x — 1) € [—1,0], the solution has the form given by Eq. (23):

ulx,1) =g1(x+ 1)+ @1lx — 1) + lx + )= glx — 1)
=t =) +3(F2 = (x+7) —h2 = (x+7))

—%(f(r—x)-i—h(r—x)). (23)

The first term in Eq. (23) is the forcing function. The second
term presents the two waves that have been reflected at the
dynamic boundary (note the reflection coefficient a).

FIG. 1. (Color online) Diagram showing
the dependency of g;(x) on the forcing
function and initial condition. (a)
u(0,7) = ¢(t) on 7 € [0, 1] depends on
gi(x) for x € (—1,1). However, since
g1(x) =1f(x) on x € (0,1) is defined,
one can calculate g(x) on x € (—1,0)

N
v
N

—> using Eq. (17). Similarly, Eq. (19) can
be used to calculate g (x) on x € (1,2).
(b) This method is then repeated to cal-
culate g;(x) onx € (=2,—1) U (2,3).
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The t-x plane, divided into regions determined by its
dependency on the function f(x).

Similarly, the last term represents the waves that have been
reflected of the left hand boundary.

The extension functions given by Egs. (21) and (22)
simplify if u(x,0) = u.(x,0) = 0O (in practice, the medium is
usually initially at rest). The initial condition terms can be
neglected completely and Eq. (21) reduces to Eq. (24), while
Eq. (22) is equal to zero:

g1(x)

- <¢(|x|)H(_x) i: ((—a)" (|| —2n)H (| —2n>]> -
(24)

Substituting Eq. (24) into Eq. (16), the solution is given by
Eq. (25):

o0

(t—x)+> (-

u(x,7) = ¢(rt —x)H >

y ( o(t— (2n+x))H(t — (2n +x)) ) 25)
—¢(t— (2n—x))H(z — (2n —x)) )

To summarize this section, the solution of Eq. (15) is given

by Egs. (21) and (22). The solution can be further simplified

if u(x,0) =u,(x,0) =0, and this solution is given by
Eq. (25).

—
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C. D’Alembert solution for a time-harmonic forcing
function and internal damping

Damping is introduced by adding a third, mixed deriva-
tive term to the linear wave equation, as shown by Eq. (26),
which is known as the linearized Kuznetsov equation:*’

Pu  Pu Pu

a2 o o (26)

The dimensionless parameter p= (—1/ +E8 4 (y— 1k z /cL
is the diffusivity of sound,?’ with v, i, and K being the kine-
matic viscosity, bulk viscosity and thermal diffusivity
respectively and y = cp/cy is the adiabatic index. The mixed
derivative term u,., describes the internal damping and the
change in the propagation speed due to damping, which
depends on the spectrum of the wave. Here we present ana-
lytical solutions for the special case where the forcing func-
tion is given by ¢(t) = ¢/** and the initial conditions are
zero, i.e., u(x,0) = u;(x,0) = 0. To accommodate internal
damping, we replace ¢(x,7) in Eq. (25) with
¢*(x,7) = @) where k € C.

The solution consists of two parts corresponding to the
right- and left-traveling waves (uz and u;, respectively, Eq.
(27)). The first term in Eq. (27) represents a wave emanating
from x = 0 that has not been reflected at the dynamic bound-
ary x = 1. The first term in the summation represents waves
that have traveled a distance of 2n + x, while the second
term represents waves that have traveled a distance of
2n—1)4+ (1 —x)=2n—x

- Real{k
u(x,7)= (efk*H (r— eaw{ }x)
. ey (1Rl g )
+Z(—a n ejwt.
=1 A (‘E—Rei—i{k}(Zn—x))

27)

The physical wave is given by the real part of Eq. (27). Each
term in Eq. (27) must satisfy the Kuznetsov equation. Upon

FIG. 3. (Color online) o= 1, =

No reflection occurs at the interface
when « = 1. The slight decrease in the
wave amplitude is purely due to

damping.

0 02
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FIG. 4. (Color online) & = 100, f = 10.

The high value of « forces the boundary
at x = 1 to be nearly constant. The wave
has a high speed and minimal damping.

substitution of any one of these terms into the differential
equation and separating real and imaginary terms, one can
solve for the complex wave number k using Eq. (28):

P
V@0 + (Bo))((1 + (Bo)) — 1)
— J . (28)
(1 + (po)?))

k=w

D. Extension to an arbitrary forcing function and
internal damping

The solution above is specific to a time-harmonic forc-
ing function. However, any function on © € (—o00, 00) can be
represented using a Fourier integral f(1) = [ f(w)e ™ dw,
hence the solution can be represented by a similar integral
form, u(x,7) = ffooof(w)ﬂ(x, 7; w)dw, where ii(x, T; @) is the

solution to the system forced by ¢(t) = ¢/ given by
Eq. (27).

lll. RESULTS

In Figs. 3—6 we present solutions, given by Eq. (27) for
various values of o and f; the forcing function is
¢(t) = sin(2n7). For the special case o = I, the wave is
completely absorbed at the dynamic boundary as shown in
Fig. 3. The internal damping coefficient is extremely large in
this case. The value of f§ has a strong effect on the wave
speed and the amount of damping. When o is large, the
right-hand side boundary approximates a fixed boundary
condition (u(1,7) = 0), the result is shown in Fig. 4. Fig-
ures 3 and 4 show the case where f is large, corresponding
to a high wave speed and reasonably high damping. The
high wave speed can clearly be seen from the contour graphs
in Figs. 3 and 4. Maximum damping occurs if A =1, or
f = 1/27 in this case—the results are shown in Fig. 5, where

FIG. 5. (Color online) o=0.01,p
= 1/27. When « is small, the right-hand
boundary is free, causing the reflected
wave to enforce the oncoming wave.
Damping is maximized when Af = 1.
The wave speed has decreased,
approaching the normal speed of sound.
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FIG. 6. (Color online) o=0.01,p
= 0.001. For small values of f, damping
is negligible and the wave speed is equal

to the normal speed of sound. Strong in-
terference patterns caused by the free
boundary are clearly visible from the
contour graph.

the wave amplitude is reduced by nearly 90% across the
length of the medium. Further decreasing f§ results in a
decrease in damping and the wave speed approaches the nor-
mal speed of sound, as shown in Fig. 6. For small values of
o, conditions of a free boundary are approached. In Figs. 5
and 6 the results are shown for o = 0.01, and f§ = ﬁ and
B = 0.01, respectively.

A. Applications
1. Transient response

As discussed in Sec. I, ultrasound may be used to stimu-
late cells for tissue engineering, and the various ultrasonic
regimes used for stimulation requires analysis of the tran-
sient phase of the acoustic response. In Table I we list typical
parameter values for ultrasound stimulation of cells. The
forcing function is sinusoidal and has the form
¢(t) = Asin(wr).

Using these parameters, the velocity # and the pressure
fluctuations P = P — P, have been calculated. In Fig. 7 the
pressure fluctuations are shown for the first 75 us. At the
dynamic boundary (x = 1), four distinct phases of the pres-
sure are noted. These phases correspond to the time it takes a
traveling wave to reach the dynamic boundary, * = % Ini-
tially, the pressure is equal to zero when ¢t < t; = t*. After
the first wave has reflected from the boundary, it interferes
destructively with the incoming wave. The destructive inter-
ference is clearly seen in Fig. 7(b) as a lighter triangle when
10 pus <t < 20 ps.

The pressure amplitude remains around P; ~ 13.8 kPa
for time #; <t < t, = 3¢*. When ¢t = 3¢*, the wave that has
been reflected from the dynamic boundary has been reflected
off the forcing boundary again and has reached the dynamic
boundary a second time. This adds to the pressure amplitude
and P, ~ 18.5kPa. This happens a third time, when
t <t;y=>5t and the pressure amplitude is increases to
P3 ~ 20.0kPa. After this final increase, subsequent reflec-
tions have little effect and the solution reaches a steady state.

Pressures waves with an amplitude of 20.0 kPa produce aver-
age intensities of 0.027 W/cm®.

The example above clearly demonstrates the extended
d’Alembert’s method’s value in predicting the transient
response to ultrasonic stimulation. For the specific parame-
ters given in Table I, the acoustic field approached its steady
state response within ¢ = 5¢*. This information is useful
when using ultrasound for mechanical stimulation of cells
using either pulsed or continuously modulated ultrasound
and may potentially be applied to ultrasonic imaging as well.

2. Energy and energy dissipation

The dimensionless energy in the system at any moment
in time is given by Eq. (29):*

Er(®) :%(

The energy that is transferred to the system by the actuator
EA(t) equals the total energy in the system Er(f) plus the
energy that is dissipated at the boundary Eg(¢) and the
energy that is dissipated into thermal energy E,(f). Using
this relation, we obtain Eq. (30):

Jl (ue)*+ (ux)zdx) . (29)

0

1
Ea(t) — Eg(f) — Eglt) = % (JO (1) + (ux)zdx>. (30)

Since the system is non-adiabatic, the temperature rise in the
medium is less than the amount of energy dissipated. There-
fore, a system that is perfectly insulated to thermal energy

TABLE I. Parameters for ultrasound stimulation of cells.

Parameter Value Parameter Value

A 0.1 um o 1000 kg/m?

® 5 MHz ¢ 1484 m/s

L 1.4 cm n 84 x107* Pa-s
a 2.5 b 1.12 x 1075 m?/s
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FIG. 7. (Color online) (a) The pressure fluctuations at the dynamic boundary (z = 1.4 cm) is shown over a time period of 75us. Four different phases, each
with increasing average pressure amplitude, can clearly be seen. Each phase corresponds to the time it takes a reflected wave to reach the boundary
(t1 :%,tg = 3(—,L,t3 = i—L and 14 = 7(—L) (b) The contour graph clearly shows the effect of the destructive interference of the reflected wave in the regions
t) <t<tandt, <t <t;. Whent > t3, the pressure amplitude reaches a steady state.

losses will provide a conservative estimate (upper bound) on
the temperature rise in the medium.

In Figs. 8(a) and 8(b), the energy plots are shown for
o = 2.5 and o = 25, respectively. In each figure three curves

» Total energy in the system with no dissipation, Ey = E,
(solid curve);

» Total energy in the system with losses due to wall damp-
ing, Er = E4 — Eg (dash-dot curve);

are shown:
30000 ¢~ 30000
i Total i Total energy
25000 |- e Wall damping 25000 = ———————— Wall damping
i — ——— Walland internal damping i ———— Walland internal damping
20000 - 20000 |-
5 | )
@ 15000 |- g 15000 |- -
(= I - o
w - w i g
i i -
10000 |~ 10000 -
5000 |- 5000 k- -
ok ; L J oL ‘ N I NI |
0 200 400 600 800 0 200 400 600 800
T T
FIG. 8. Total energy in the system (scaled). Three cases are presented: forcing only with f = 0, and & — oo (i.e. « = —1) shown as the solid line, only wall

damping (B = 0), shown as the dash-dot line and the dash-line presents the case of wall damping and internal damping (f = 5 x 107°). (a) When o = 2.5,
wall damping is the primary method of energy dissipation. (b) Much less energy is dissipated by the dynamic boundary when o = 25.
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* Total energy in the system with wall and internal damping,
Ep = E4 — Ep — Eg (dash curve).

The properties of Table I have been used. Significantly
more energy is absorbed at the wall when o = 2.5; this result
is evident from the difference between the total energy curve
and the wall damping curve in Fig. 8(a) compared to the dif-
ference for Fig. 8(b). Also, the total energy with wall damping
approaches a plateau for o = 2.5. A relatively small amount
of energy (difference between the two lower curves) is dissi-
pated as thermal energy. When the wall damping is reduced,
ie., o =25, the total energy with damping continues to
increase over time, albeit at a reduced rate compared to the
undamped case. The amount of energy that is dissipated as
thermal energy, is much higher than for the case o = 2.5.

If the actuator is powered for 50 s, then the total energy
in the system can be estimated from extrapolating the curves
shown in Figs. 8(a) and 8(b). The temperature rise after 50's
is calculated from the difference between the extrapolated
values total energy with wall damping and total energy with
wall and internal damping. In the case of o« =25 and
B =15 x 1073, the temperature rise is about 21 °C. It needs
to be pointed out that the temperature rise does not account
for heat losses at the lateral walls of the acoustic chamber.
Further, the dissipated energy is calculated as thermal energy
of the water only and temperature rises of the chamber walls
are neglected. All of these omissions will lead to significant
lower temperature increases in practical situations. If a more
realistic value of =35 x 107 is used for the Kuznetsov
damping coefficient and o = 25 then the temperature rise is
only 3 °C after 50s.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, analytical solutions for a periodically
forced problem with internal and boundary damping have
been presented. If internal damping is negligible, the solution
is given by Eq. (25) for an arbitrary forcing function. The so-
lution given by Eq. (27) for a complex exponential forcing
function also accounts for internal damping. The analytical
solutions have the following advantageous:

e The model allows for the prediction of the transient
response of an inviscid fluid to initial conditions and arbi-
trary forcing functions at the boundary;

* The dynamic boundary eliminates the need to solve two
coupled PDE’s with jump-conditions at the interface to
determine the reflection and absorption effects;

* The model incorporates internal damping, which allows
application to a wide variety of problems;

 Since the solution is analytical, it is not computationally

intensive or error prone;

The solution accurately captures the characteristics of the

nonselfadjoint problem, overcoming the short-comings of

spectral methods.

J. Appl. Phys. 111, 014702 (2012)

The model was used to investigate the effect of ultra-
sound on a tissue engineering bioreactor. The time to reach
steady state was determined, as well as the energy absorption
by the fluid and at the bioreactor wall. The concise form of
the solution simplifies further analysis of acoustic field
problems.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported, in part, by the American Re-
covery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 research grant
1R21RR024437-01A1 from the Department of Health and
Human Services.

IC. R. Merritt, F. W. Kremkau, and J. C. Hobbins, Ultrasound Obstet.
Gynecol. 2, 366 (1992).

°G. Baroldi, R. Bigi, and L. Cortigiani, Cardiovasc. Ultrasound 3, 6 (2005).

3J. Eyding, Eur. J. Ultrasound 16, 91 (2002).

4. Harrer, U. L. Mayfrank, M. Mull, and C. Klotzsch, J. Neurol., Neuro-
surg. Psychiatry 74, 333 (2003).

5G. ter Haar, Eur. J. Ultrasound 9, 3 (1999).

°E. Kimmel, Crit. Rev. Biomed. Eng. 34, 105 (2006).

N.S. Sergeeva, I. K. Sviridova, A. L. Nikolaev, E. G. Ambrozevich, R. K.
Kabisov, O. S. Sarantseva, O. A. Kurilyak, S. V. Al’kov and V. V. Soko-
lov, Bull. Exp. Biol. Med. 131, 279 (2001).

81, Hrazdira, J. A Skorpl’kové, and M. Dolnikova, Eur. J. Ultrasound 8, 43
(1998).

Y. Kim, H. Rhim, M. J. Choi, H. K. Lim, and D. Choi, Korean J. Radiol.
9,291 (2008).

1D, Dalecki, Annu. Rev. Biomed. Eng. 6, 229 (2004).

'S, Barnett, B. H. Rott, G. R. ter Haar, M. C. Ziskin, and K. Maeda, Ultra-
sound Med. Biol. 23, 805 (1997).

12D, P. Penney, E. A. Schenk, K. Maltby, C. Hartman-Raeman, S. Z. Child,
and E. L. Carstensen, Ultrasound Med. Biol. 19, 127 (1993).

B].F. Zachary, L. A. Frizzell, K. S. Norrell, J. P. Blue, R. J. Miller, and W.
D. O’Brien, Ultrasound Med. Biol. 27, 829 (2001).

14M. Hadjiargyrou, K. McLeod, J. P. Ryaby, and C. Rubin, Clin. Orthop.
Related Res. 335, S216 (1998).

13, Parvizi, C. C. Wu, D. G. Lewallen, J. F. Greenleaf, and M. E. Bolander,
J. Orthop. Res. 17, 488 (1999).

167, Zhang, J. Huckle, C.A. Francomano, and R. G. S. Spence, Ultrasound
Med. Biol 29, 1645 (2003).

177, Zhang, J. Huckle, C. A. Francomano, and R. G. S. Spence, Ultrasound
Med. Biol. 28, 1547 (2002).

3T, Nishikori, M. Ochi, Y. Uchio, S. Maniwa, H. Kataoka, K. Kawa-
saki, K. Katsube, and M. Kuriwaka, J. Biomed. Mater. Res. 59, 201
(2002).

19C. Rubin, M. Bolander, J. P. Ryaby, and M. Hadjiargyrou J. Bone Joint
Surg. 83A, 259 (2001).

2ON. Wang, J. P. Butler, and D. E. Ingber, Science 260, 1124 (1993).

2K. Yang, H. J. Parvizi, S. J. Wang, D. G. Lewallen, R. R. Kinnick, J. F.
Greenleaf, and M. E. Bolander, J. Orthop. Res. 14, 802 (1996).

22K, Ebisawa, K. Hata, K. Okada, K. Kimata, M. Ueda, S. Torii, and H.
Watanabe, Tissue Eng. 10, 921 (2004).

231 D. Logan, Applied Mathematics (John Wiley, Hoboken, NJ, 2006).

2L E. Kinsler, A. R. Frey, A. B. Coppens, and J. V. Sanders, Fundamentals
of Acoustics (John Wiley, New York, 1982).

2N.F.J. Van Rensburg, A. J. Van Der Merwe, and A. Roux, Wave Motion.
47, 663 (2010).

6], F. Allard and N. Atalla, Propagation of Sound in Porous Media (John
Wiley, West Sussex, UK, 2009).

?7B. O. Enflo and C. M. Hedberg, Theory of Nonlinear Acoustics in Fluids
(Kluwer Academic, Boston, MA, 2002).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1469-0705.1992.02050366.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1469-0705.1992.02050366.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1476-7120-3-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0929-8266(02)00042-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/jnnp.74.3.333
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/jnnp.74.3.333
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0929-8266(99)00013-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1017672003969
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0929-8266(98)00049-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.3348/kjr.2008.9.4.291
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.bioeng.6.040803.140126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0301-5629(97)00027-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0301-5629(97)00027-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0301-5629(93)90005-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0301-5629(01)00375-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00003086-199810001-00022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00003086-199810001-00022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jor.v17:4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ultrasmedbio.2003.08.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ultrasmedbio.2003.08.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0301-5629(02)00659-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0301-5629(02)00659-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jbm.v59:2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.7684161
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jor.v14:5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/1076327041348437
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wavemoti.2010.06.003

	s1
	s2
	s2A
	E1
	E2
	cor1
	E3
	E4
	E5
	E6
	E7
	E8
	E9
	E10
	E11
	E12
	E13
	E14
	s2B
	E15
	E16
	UE1
	E17
	E18
	UE2
	E19
	E20
	E21
	E22
	E23
	F1
	E24
	E25
	s2C
	E26
	E27
	F2
	F3
	E28
	s2D
	s3
	F4
	F5
	s3A
	s3A1
	s3A2
	E29
	E30
	F6
	T1
	F7
	F8
	s4
	B1
	B2
	B3
	B4
	B5
	B6
	B7
	B8
	B9
	B10
	B11
	B12
	B13
	B14
	B15
	B16
	B17
	B18
	B19
	B20
	B21
	B22
	B23
	B24
	B25
	B26
	B27

