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APPROXIMATING MOVING POINT SOURCES IN
HYPERBOLIC PARTIAL DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

YLVA LJUNGBERG RYDIN AND MARTIN ALMQUIST

ABsTrRACT. We consider point sources in hyperbolic equations discretized by
finite differences. If the source is stationary, appropriate source discretization
has been shown to preserve the accuracy of the finite difference method. Mov-
ing point sources, however, pose two challenges that do not appear in the sta-
tionary case. First, the discrete source must not excite modes that propagate
with the source velocity. Second, the discrete source spectrum amplitude must
be independent of the source position. We derive a source discretization that
meets these requirements and prove design-order convergence of the numerical
solution for the one-dimensional advection equation. Numerical experiments
indicate design-order convergence also for the acoustic wave equation in two
dimensions. The source discretization covers on the order of \/N grid points
on an N-point grid and is applicable for source trajectories that do not touch
domain boundaries.

1. INTRODUCTION

Point sources are frequently used to model, for example, sources of acoustic [7]
and elastic [1] waves. Point sources are also used to represent boundaries and
interfaces in level set methods [16] and immersed boundary methods [9]. In many
applications, the point sources are actually moving. Unless the source velocity is
orders of magnitude smaller than the wave speed, accurate solution requires that
the source movement is taken into account.

Petersson et al. [10] derived stationary source discretizations for hyperbolic par-
tial differential equations discretized with finite difference methods. They proved
that by enforcing both moment conditions and smoothness conditions, design-order
convergence is achieved away from the source. Their work builds on the work by
Waldén [15], who developed theory for 1D point source discretizations for elliptic
and parabolic partial differential equations. This theory was extended to source
discretizations in higher dimensions by Tornberg and Engquist [14]. A different
class of point source discretizations that works well with level set methods was pro-
posed by Zahedi and Tornberg [16]. This type of point source has compact support
in Fourier space. As a result, the source discretization is formally global in physical
space. However, the source discretization coefficients decay rapidly away from the
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source position, which makes it possible to window the source discretization to a
finite width and still satisfy a given error tolerance.

The objective of this paper is to extend the work of Petersson et al. [10] to moving
sources. Interestingly, although their source discretization is valid for any fixed
source position xg, a straightforward method-of-lines discretization that uses their
source fails to converge when xg is time-dependent (see Section 2). To understand
why, we repeat the accuracy analysis in Petersson et al. [L0] with a nonzero source
velocity taken into account. The analysis reveals two problems with the method-of-
lines approach. First, it may excite modes whose numerical phase velocity equals
the source velocity, causing a “numerical sonic boom”. Second, the source spectrum
amplitude depends on the distance between the source position and the closest grid
point. As the source moves, its spectrum fluctuates with a period proportional to
h~!, where h denotes the grid spacing. Our convergence proof relies on a “motion-
consistent” source discretization with position-independent spectrum amplitude.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the need for a new source dis-
cretization is motivated by a comparison between different discretizations of the
acoustic wave equation in one dimension. In Section 3, we study the exact solution
to the one-dimensional advection equation with a moving point source. Section
4 introduces a spatial discretization of the advection equation. In Section 5, the
motion-consistent source is introduced, and design-order convergence is proved for
the advection equation. Next, in Section 6, we show that the motion-consistent
source, which formally has global support in physical space, can be windowed to a
width proportional to v/N grid points on an N-point grid. Section 7 describes the
numerical implementation of the motion-consistent source. The convergence prop-
erties are verified by numerical experiments with the advection equation in Section
8. In Section 9, numerical experiments that indicate design-order convergence for
the two-dimensional wave equation with an accelerating source are presented. Sec-
tion 10 concludes the work.

2. MOTIVATION

To motivate the need for a new type of point source discretization, we consider
the acoustic wave equation on the real line,

at

(2.1)
i*d9+ = g(t)o(x — xo(t))
Ka e T 9w = aott)),

where 6 is pressure, v is particle velocity, p is density, K is bulk modulus, g(¢) is
the source time function, § is the Dirac delta distribution, and z((t) is the source
trajectory. The wave speed is ¢ = / %. In this example we set K =1 and p =1,
which gives ¢ = 1. We impose homogeneous initial data at £ = 0. The smoothness of

the solution is determined by the smoothness of g and zy. We choose the Gaussian
source time function

1 _(t—tg)?

(22) g(t) = O'\/ﬂe 202,




MOVING POINT SOURCES IN HYPERBOLIC EQUATIONS 3

with o = % and tg = 2. We let the source move with constant velocity vg = 0.3
and set

(23) J?o(t) = 1.6 + vot.

Figure 1 shows the pressure component of the exact solution at time ¢ = 2.

-0.2 . . .

FiGure 1. Exact solution of the acoustic wave equation with a
moving point source and a Gaussian source time function.

To discretize (2.1) we truncate the real line to the interval [0,4] and impose
periodic boundary conditions. We use 400 grid points, which yields the grid spacing
h = 0.01. In what follows, we will pay particular attention to the highest mode k
that can be represented on the grid: the mode |kh| = 7, which we refer to as the 7
mode. Our discretizations take the form

d
Y a,0=0
de
(2.4) 40
— + 8 v =g(t)§"W.
g T9-v=90
where @4 are finite difference operators and 570 denotes the discrete approxima-
tion of d(x — zo(t)). If a choice of 6™ produces a convergent method, we say that
d”° is a motion-consistent discretization of the ¢ distribution.
We will investigate the performance of the following two finite difference (FD)

methods:

(FD 1) Centered stencil. This method is given by 8, = 8_ = 8, where 9
denotes the standard centered fourth order finite difference operator. This
method propagates the m mode with phase velocity 0. This implies that
there is some wavenumber k., |k.h| < 7, which propagates with the source
velocity, as illustrated in Figure 2. This method is therefore vulnerable to
the numerical sonic boom, which is discussed in detail in Section 5.

(FD 2) Dual-pair stencil. This method, introduced in [4], is given by 8+ = 8+B,
where 8 is a centered operator and B = BT is chosen so that 0+ are
upwind/downwind operators. We use the fifth order upwind/downwind
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operators whose footprints are offset by one compared to the sixth order
centered operator. The numerical phase velocity of this method is strictly
larger than vy = 0.3 (see Figure 2). Hence, this method avoids the numer-
ical sonic boom in the test case studied in this section.

1.2

—FD1
——FD 2
1 v =03
o kih

o
)
T
.

Phase velocity
(=]
(=2}

0.4 F ]

0.2F 1

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
kh

FIGURE 2. Phase velocity for the 4th order centered stencil (FD
1) and the 5th order dual-pair stencil (FD 2). The sonic boom
wavenumber corresponding to source velocity vg = 0.3 is indicated
by a circle.

The stationary source discretizations in [10, 11] are based on discrete ¢ distribu-
tions 8™° & §(x — x¢) of the form

(2.5) 57 = o (7).

where the function ¢ has compact support. These approximations are accurate for
any fixed z, but are not designed to be motion-consistent. We will refer to them as
motion-inconsistent. For pth order convergence with a stationary source, §*° must
satisfy p moment conditions. When combined with centered finite differences, §°
additionally needs to satisfy p smoothness conditions, which serve to remove the 7
mode from the spectrum of §*°. When combined with the dual-pair stencil, or any
other stencil that propagates the m mode with non-zero velocity, no smoothness
conditions are required (see e.g. [8] for an example with staggered operators). In
this section, we investigate the following three source discretizations:

(Source 1) Motion-inconsistent source with continuous ¢. This source dis-
cretization from [10] satisfies 4 moment conditions and 4 smoothness con-
ditions. The function ¢ is continuous but not continuously differentiable.

(Source 2) Motion-inconsistent source with continuously differentiable ¢. This
source discretization from [11] satisfies 2 moment conditions. The function
¢ is continuously differentiable.
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Motion-consistent source. This is the motion-consistent source, pre-
sented in Section 5 of this paper, with 4 moment conditions and 4 sonic
boom conditions imposed.

The sources are illustrated in Figure 3.

1 . T T

Source 1
Source 2
08L Source 3|
0.6 ]
o 04r ]
0.2 8
0 — ~—
-0.2 L . . . .
-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

(z —z0)/h

FIGURE 3. Discrete § distributions §”° for the motion-inconsistent
source with continuous ¢ (Source 1), the motion-inconsistent
source with continuously differentiable ¢ (Source 2), and the
motion-consistent source (Source 3)

Figure 4 shows the solution obtained with the following four combinations of
finite difference method and source discretization:

(1)

(2)

3)

(4)

FD 1, source 1. Figure 4(a) shows large artifacts in the solution. This
is to some extent expected, since FD 1 is vulnerable to the numerical sonic
boom.

FD 2, source 1. Figure 4(b) shows artifacts that are smaller than in Figure
4(a), but still clearly visible, even though FD 2 eliminates the numerical
sonic boom issue. We conclude that there are additional requirements for
motion consistency.

FD 2, source 2. One might hypothesize that regularity of ¢ is important
for motion consistency. However, Figure 4(c¢) shows no significant improve-
ment over Figure 4(b), despite ¢ being continuously differentiable. This
indicates that regularity of ¢ is not of primary importance.

FD 1, source 3. Figure 4(d) shows that the motion-consistent source
developed in this paper produces no visible artifacts.

All four spatial discretizations were time-integrated with the classical fourth order
Runge-Kutta method. Combination 4, with the motion-consistent source, is the
only combination without clearly visible artifacts, and also the only combination
that actually converges to the true solution as h — 0. This motivates the need for
motion-consistent source discretizations.
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1.4 [—FD 1, source 1 1.4 ||[—FD 2, source 1

2
xT T
(a) Centered finite differences, motion- (b) Dual-pair finite differences, motion-
inconsistent source with continuous ¢ inconsistent source with continuous ¢
1.4 -|—FD 2, source 2| 1.4 || —FD 1, source 3

12-

1-

0.8 -

0.6

04-

0.2-

(¢) Dual-pair finite differences, motion- (d) Centered finite differences, motion-
inconsistent source with continuously differ-  consistent source
entiable ¢

FIGURE 4. Numerical solution to 2.1 with different finite difference
operators and source discretizations on the domain z € [0, 4], with
h =0.01 and z¢g = 1.6 + 0.3t.

3. MODEL PROBLEM

To derive a provably motion-consistent source discretization, we consider the
advection equation with a moving point source,

(3.1) up + cuy = g(t)d(x — x0(t)), x€l0,L], t>0,

where u is the solution and ¢ the wave speed. We impose periodic boundary condi-
tions and consider u to be L-periodic in . We assume that the source trajectory,
xg, and the source time funtion, g, are sufficiently smooth functions of . We further
assume that g(t) = 0 for ¢ <0 and for ¢ > ¢; > 0, where ¢; is some finite time. For
simplicity we impose the homogeneous initial condition

(3.2) u(z,0) =0, x€]l0,L]
While the source is active, i.e., for t < ¢1, the exact solution may be discontinuous.
We shall not attempt to prove high-order convergence for ¢ < t;. Hence, all of

the subsequent convergence analysis assumes ¢ > t;. We will also restrict the
analysis to constant source velocity vy < ¢, which allows us to set xo(t) = wvpt.
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Numerical experiments indicate that the convergence rates that we prove carry

over to accelerating sources.
We will use the inner product

(3.3) (u,v) =

Sl

L
/ﬂ(x)v(x) dz,
0

where 7 denotes the complex conjugate of u. The Fourier modes, e***, where
27 4w
3.4 kel0,£—,+—,...p = K,
(3.4 N
are orthonormal in the inner product. The Fourier series representation of an L-
periodic function wu is

(3.5) u(z) = Z et
k€ Koo

where the Fourier coefficients, uy, are given by

L
) 1 )
(3.6) by, = (™ u) = 7 /e*mu(m) dz, k€ K.
0
The Fourier coefficients of the § distribution are
L
(3.7 o = 1 e~ *5(x — xo) dx = le*i’”0
. k 7 0 7 .
0

Taking the inner product of the advection equation (3.1) with e?** leads to a system
of ordinary differential equations for the Fourier coefficients of w,

du t )
(3.8) % + ikcty, = #w’mo, ke K,

with initial conditions @ (0) = 0. The solution is

t
1

(3.9) up(t) = 7 /g(T)eik(CT_IO(T)_Ct) dr.
0

In the case of constant source velocity, xo(t) = vot, the solution simplifies to

t
~ 1 ;
(3.10) B(t) = 1 / g(7)eike=ror=en) g
0

Consider t > 1 so that g(¢t) = 0. Assuming that vy # ¢ and that g has at least n
continuous derivatives, applying the integration-by-parts formula n times results in

S

—1)" ,
3.11 Tu(t) = (n) ik((c—vo)T—ct) dr.
(311) () = Zonemy [0 e -

0

Taking the absolute value shows that the Fourier coefficients decay with |k| accord-
ing to

(3.12) ()] < |k0
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for some constant C', which is independent of k. The decay of the Fourier coefficients
is a consequence of the smoothness of u. Note however, that if vg = ¢ so that the
source moves with the wave speed, then u develops the discontinuity known as the
sonic boom. In this case, the Fourier coefficients are

e—ikct p
(3.13) a(t) = < / () dr.
0
and there is no decay with |k|.

4. SPATIAL DISCRETIZATION

The interval [0, L] is discretized by an equidistant grid with M points, z; =
(j —Dh, j =1,2,..., M, where the grid spacing is h = L/M. For simplicity, we
assume that M is odd such that M = 2N + 1, where N is an integer. This is no
actual restriction and our results hold also when M is even. We use boldface font

to denote grid vectors,
(4.1) u=[u,uy,...,uyl.

The discrete inner product is defined as
LM
(4.2) (w,v), =+ > hujv;.
=1

The first 2N + 1 Fourier modes, i.e., €?**, where

27 27
4.3 ke<0,£—,...,£N— } =: Ky,
(4.3 {07 7=
are orthonormal in the discrete inner product. Thus, any grid vector can be repre-
sented by its Fourier expansion,

(4.4) u; = Z et

keKnN

where the Fourier coefficients, Uy, are given by
~ ; 1 ik
(45) u; = (eka, u)h = Z Z he~ ki u;, ke Ky.
J
Let 6™ be a discrete approximation of §(x—z) and let & denote a centered finite

difference operator. The semidiscrete approximation of the advection equation (3.1)
reads

d
(4.6) di; +cdu = g(t)™.
Inserting the Fourier expansions yields
du a . ~
(4.7) o T Okt =g(15,,

where 5k denotes the symbol of the finite difference operator. For a pth order
accurate centered finite difference operator, the symbol can be written as (see [6])

(4.8) Oy = ikP(kh),
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where P is real-valued and even, and

~

(4.9) P(kh) = 1+ O((kR)P).

For notational convenience we will henceforth let the dependence on kh be implied
and write simply P instead of P(kh). The O notation in (4.9) means that there
exist constants C' and kg such that

(4.10) ’13 - 1‘ < Clkh”, |kh| < ro.

The O notation will be used frequently in subsequent sections.
The solution to the semidscrete problem (4.6) is
t
(4.11) iy = / o(r)8y D eeikPir=0) 4.
0

5. MOTION-CONSISTENT SOURCE DISCRETIZATION

We propose a discrete ¢ distribution whose Fourier coefficients satisfy

ef’ik}wo

(5.1) 5, = F—F(kh),

where F' is a bounded and sufficiently smooth real-valued even function. We will
prove that °° is motion-consistent. Notice that the spectrum of §*° is fixed in the
sense that the magnitude of 3;?0 is independent of z¢. It is straightforward to verify
that 8*° satisfies the shift theorem:

(5.2) 810 = cmikwog)

The drawback of the motion-consistent source is that it formally has global
support in physical space, which would make it impossible to use in a finite, non-
periodic domain. However, we will later show that the elements of §“° decay rapidly
in magnitude away from xg. It is thus possible to apply a window W, of finite width,
such that

(5.3) W% — 67|00 < p,

for any given error tolerance u. In practice, we propose to use the windowed source
W . First, however, we will analyze the periodic problem and show pth order
convergence for the global source §*°. Section 6 discusses how to choose W so that
pth order convergence is retained.
By (4.11), the Fourier coefficients of the discrete solution obtained with the
motion-consistent source are
t
~ F(kh » B
(54) uk(t) — (L ) /g(T)eflkﬂlo(T)eCZkP(Tft) dr.
0
For constant source velocity, we obtain
F(kh /
(55) ﬁk(t) _ (L ) /g(T)eik((cpf'uo)chPt) dr.
0



10 Y. LJUNGBERG RYDIN AND M. ALMQUIST

Assuming that cP = g, integrating by parts n times yields,

t
3 (=" / (n) ik((cP—vo)T—cPt)
5.6 ui(t) = F(kh = M (1)eP N eETroITmER) q
69 B0 =P B [0

which is a discrete analog of (3.11). Recall that we used (3.11) to show that the
Fourier coefficients of the exact solution decay with |k|. Using (5.6) to show similar
decay of the discrete Fourier coefficients is an essential part of our convergence
proof. The reason why the source discretizations proposed by Petersson et al.
are not motion-consistent is that they do not admit a result similar to (5.6). We
elaborate on this fact in Section 5.1.

5.1. Motion-incosistent sources. Let d*° denote the discrete § distribution pro-
posed by Petersson et al. for stationary sources. Unlike the motion-consistent dis-
cretization, which we designed in Fourier space, d”° is designed to have minimal
support in physical space. Petersson et al. state that the Fourier coefficients take
the form

e—ikzo

(5.7) di? = = fu (kh),

for some function f;,. Here we have taken the liberty of adapting their notation
to the current setting by adding the subscript xg, to highlight that f,, may change
with 2g. The source d*° does not satisfy the shift theorem, because

efikmg

L (fzo (kh) - fO(kh)) .

and fy, = fo does not hold, in general. The shift theorem would be satisfied if
fazo = fo for any x or, equivalently,

(5.8) deo — g=throd) —

(5.9) S COR)

Let us now attempt to derive a result similar to (5.6) for d*°. With constant
source velocity, the Fourier coefficients of the corresonding discrete solution, which
we here denote by vy, are

t
1 - ~
(5.10) W=7 / Fro (kh)g(7)e (P =r0)T=cPt) g
0

The next step is to integrate by parts. We then need to consider the time derivative
of fz,(kh). If the time derivative is zero, we can proceed to derive the desired result.
By the chain rule, we have

d d
A1 —_ — oy —— )
(5 ) dtfxo(kh) Vo dzo f$0(kh)
Notice that the time derivative is zero if
d
(512) Vo = O or T%fxo(kh) = 0

That is, we need either a stationary source or a discrete § distribution that satisfies
the shift theorem. Notice that for a stationary source, the requirement on f,
vanishes.
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Since fy, does not depend on the absolute position, only on the distance to the
nearest grid point, we have f,, = fyo+n. If d/dxo fy, is not identically zero, it
follows that

d 4
(5.13) T%fxo(kh) och™,

and it appears impossible to bound d/dzg f,, as h — 0. We believe that these
oscillations in f,, are the cause of the numerical artifacts in Figures 4(b) and 4(c).

5.2. Moment conditions. For a stationary source, requiring the discrete § dis-
tribution to satisfy an appropriate number of moment conditions ensures accuracy
for low wavenumbers. The definition of moment conditions used by Petersson et
al. states that d®° satisfies m moment conditions if

(5.14) (z”,d*), =5, v=0,...,m—1

Petersson et al. showed that the moment conditions (5.14) imply that (assuming
m > 1)

o (0) = 1,

5.15
(5.15) fg(:s)(()): , v=1,...,m—1.

Since the motion-consistent source is defined in terms of its Fourier coefficients, it is
natural to also formulate moment conditions in the Fourier domain. Hence, rather
than attempting to satisfy (5.14), we say that §”° satisfies m moment conditions if

F(0) =1,

5.16
(5.16) FY0)=0, v=1,...,m—1.

A consequence of m moment conditions is that F' satisfies

(5.17) F(kh) = 1+ O((kh)™).

5.3. Sonic boom conditions. The numerical sonic boom manifests for wavenum-
bers in the vicinity of k. such that c¢P(k.h) = vy, which means that the finite dif-
ference operator propagates the k, mode with the source velocity. Equation (5.6)
indicates that we cannot derive a strong enough bound on U near k = k, unless
F — 0 sufficiently fast as k — k.. To ensure that F' — 0 sufficiently fast, we
introduce sonic boom conditions that we require F' to satisfy.

Let k. denote the smallest positive sonic boom wavenumber. We say that F
satisfies s sonic boom conditions if F' is smooth on (0, k.h) and

FY(k,h)=0, v=0,...,5—1,

(5.18)
F(kh) =0, k> k..

If there are no sonic boom wavenumbers, i.e., no solutions to cf’(k:*h) = vg, then
the sonic boom conditions do not imply any conditions on F.

Remark 1. Tt may not be strictly necessary to require F(kh) = 0 for k > k., but it is
convenient. Wavenumbers k > k, are generally under-resolved and our experience
is that removing them from the source spectrum tends to make the discrete solution
smoother without causing any loss of accuracy.



12 Y. LJUNGBERG RYDIN AND M. ALMQUIST

The sonic boom conditions may be viewed as a generalization of the smoothness
conditions introduced by Petersson et al. for stationary sources. The effect of s
smoothness conditions is that

(5.19) fw(z)(ﬂ)z(), v=20,...,s— 1.

Note that Petersson et al. considered centered finite difference operators, for which
kh = 7 is the only solution to ﬁ(kh) = 0 (see Figure 2). Since the source velocity is
zero, this solution corresponds to the sonic boom wavenumber, i.e., k.h = 7. The
smoothness conditions (5.19) are thus the sonic boom conditions corresponding to
Vo = 0.

The sonic boom conditions allow us to prove the following lemma, which is
essential to the convergence proof.

Lemma 1. If F satisfies s sonic boom conditions, then there is a constant C' such
that

|F'(kR)|

(5.20) “E <k <
‘cP—vO

Proof. Note that
[F(kh)| 1 [F(kh)| _ 1 [F(kh)|

(5.21 — s = — 7= 5 = — 5
) ‘CP—'UO cs ’P—%O c® |G(kh)]

where

(5.22) G(kh) =P — 2.

c
Assume that G has a zero at k,h, of multiplicity . By Taylor’s theorem, there are
positive constants Ax and Cg such that

(5.23) \G(kh)| > Cg |kh — koh|™, kb — Ak < kh < k,h.

Due to the sonic boom conditions and Taylor’s theorem, there is a constant Cp
such that

(5.24) |F(kh)| < Cp |kh — kuh|°,  koh — Ak < kh < k,h.

We divide the interval [0, k.h) into two subintervals: I; = [0, k.h — Ax] and I =

[kxh — AR,k h). On I, G is nonzero and hence |G| > Gpin > 0. We also have

|F| <||Fl|leo < 00, by assumption. It follows that

PG _ [Pl
s >

(G(kR)]” — G,

min

On I, using (5.23) and (5.24) yields

|F(kh)| < Cr |kh — k.h|®

|G(kh)|® = C& |kh — k.h|™"

We note that for a general multiplicity «, F' would actually need to satisfy aus sonic
boom conditions. All the finite difference operators considered in this paper are

such that Pis a strictly decreasing function of |k|, which allows us to assume o = 1.
We obtain

(5.26)

|[F(kh)| _ Crlkh—k.h* _ Cr

5.27 _
(5:27) \G(kR)T — C% |kh — kh° — C,

= CQ.
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Combining the two subintervals, we find that (5.20) holds with

(5.28) C = max (Cl 02>

s’ ¢’
O

5.4. Practical implementation of moment and sonic boom conditions.
While there are infinitely many choices of F' that satisfy m moment conditions
and s sonic boom conditions, in our implementation we have opted to define F' as

Flr) = { Quis1(k), 0<r <kh

(5.29) 0, k> koh )

where (4 s—1 denotes a polynomial of degree m~+s—1. This polynomial is uniquely
determined by the m moment and s sonic boom conditions. Since F’ is assumed to
be even, (5.29) defines F(k) for negative k as well.

The non-zero part of F, given by Q,+s—1, is displayed for the cases m = s = g,
q = 2,6,14 in Figure 5. Recall that ¢ moment conditions imply that ¢—1 derivatives
of F' are zero at kh = 0 while g sonic boom conditions imply that ¢ — 1 derivatives
of F' are zero at kh = k.h.

1.2

0.8+ ]

— 0.6 1

F(kh

0.2F 1

0.2 : ‘ ‘ ‘
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

kh/k.h

FIGURE 5. Non-zero part of F'(kh) for the case m = s = g.

5.5. Convergence result for the advection equation. The errors in the Fourier
coefficients are

(5.30) gL = Uy — ﬂk, ke Ky.

We will first bound the Fourier coefficients of the error, and then use that result to
bound the error itself. The proofs are quite similiar to the proofs in Petersson et
al. [10], with some extensions to account for a non-zero source velocity.
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Theorem 1. Let g be p + 2 times continuously differentiable and let g(t) = 0
fort <0 andt > t;. If F satisfies p moment conditions and p + 1 smoothness
conditions, then, for anyt > ty,

(5.31) € =0
and
- h?
(5.32) [€x] < Cm, ke Kn\{0},

for some constant C.

Proof. We organize the proof into three cases: k = 0, % < |kh| < Ko, and

|kh| > ko. The constant kg is not known at this point but will be specified under
Case 2 below. We will frequently use C' to denote generic constants that are inde-
pendent of k and h.

Case 1: £ =0.
Compare the exact solution (3.10) with the discrete solution (5.5) and use that
F(0) =1 and P(0) = 1. It follows that &€y = 0.

Case 2: @ < |kh| < kKo
Note that the error can be expressed as follows:

|€k| = |ﬁk — ﬁk| = |ﬁk — F(kh)ﬁk + (F(k‘h) — l)ﬂk|
(5.33) < |ag — F(kh)ug| + |F(kh) — 1| |ug]

Th T>

Let us first bound 7. By (3.12), we have
(5.34) e < 77w

By the assumption of p moment conditions, we have
(5.35) |F(kh) — 1| = O((kh)P).

It follows that

(5.36) Ty = |F(kh) = 1] [uy| < 0((kh)”)|kc|vn = ﬁo((;m)ﬁ).

Because g is p + 2 times continuously differentiable we may set n = p 4+ 1, which
yields

(5.37) T, = |k]l,ﬂ(?((/ﬂh)]”)-
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For T3, we have
T, = |ug — F(kh)uy|

t —~ ~

F —1)" ik((cP—vo)T—cPt) ik((c—vo)T—ct)

= 7(]{:@( ) /g(") T) S _C dr
L(ik)™ (P — vo)™ (e —wo)™

t

F(kh ik((cP—vo)T—cPt) ik((c—vo)T—ct)
< clEEL flgen|| = - dr
|| J (cP — vp)™ (¢ —wp)"
(538) C ! eik((cﬁfvo)chﬁt) eik((cfvo)cht)
< 7n/ = - dr
|| J (cP — vg)™ (c—wo)™
t A
ik((c—vo)T—Cct) ike(P=1)(T—t)(,. _ n
< in/ c < = (e = w)" _ 1| dr
W) [ o= (P —wo)
ty .~
|| (cP — vg)™
0
Next, we need to utilize that P ~ 1. Note that
(c—wo)" (¢ —vo)" B 1 B 1
OB (e —w)r cmwrelP-1)y (14 = (P-p) O+
where we have defined
(5.40) 2= —S (P —1) = O((kh)P).
Cc— Vo
Taylor expanding yields
1 n(n+1) ,
5.41 =1- _— ..=14+0 =1+ O((kh)?
(G4 g = Lt g o e = 14 0() = 1+ O((kn)),
where we used that n does not depend on k or h. We conclude that
(5.42) Le=w) 4 okn).
(cP — vo)™

Substituting (5.42) into (5.38) yields

t

C
T, < 771/
AT
(5.43) t

</

0

ehe(P=D(=8) (1 4 O((kh)P)) — 1‘ dr

HPDCD 1| 4 O((kh)?)) dr.

Noting that
(5.44) e —1| <18
for any real 3, we obtain

(5.45) eike(P=1)(r=t) _ 1‘ < ‘kc(f’ (- t)‘ — k| O((kh)P),
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where the estimate 7 — ¢ = O(1) is valid because we consider the final time fixed.
Using (5.45) in (5.43) leads to
C 1+ [k

(5.46) T < 7w (K O((RR)P) + O((kh)")) T

T O((Ih)").

Because we are studying wavenumbers |k| > 27/L, we have |k| " < L/2r = C. Tt
follows that

1

(5.47) T = WO((M)’))-

Since g is p+ 2 times continuously differentiable we may set n = p+ 2, which yields
1

(5.48) T = WO((kh)p>-

Adding T and T5 leads to the error estimate

@w>|%sn+g:mémMMm+k@mw%m:m;mMMm.

It follows that there exist constants C' and kg such that, for |kh| < ko,
hP

C
5.50 €| < —— kb’ =C—.
(5.50) el < e Il = O

Case 3: |kh| > ko
In this case we prove that the error is small by proving that both Uy and uy are
small. By (3.12), we have

hP hP

C
5.51 U < — = C <C .
( ) | k| — |k| ‘kh|p‘k|n7p |k‘n*p

Setting n = p 4+ 1 yields the desired estimate
hp

5.952 up| < C—.

Now consider uy. For |k| > k., we have F(kh) = 0 and hence Uy = 0 according
to the solution formula (5.5). For |k| < k., (5.6) states that

t

—1)" ) . .

(5.53) u; = F(k’h)—( — ) /g(") (T)e’k((cp_”“)T_CPt) dr.
L(ik(cP — vg))™ J

Taking the absolute value yields

t
| < '”%”r/wwwm<m”M”
0

L|k[™|cP = v k™ [P — vy
ot |F(R)|_ CRRl|F(ER)|
[kh|" " [k] ’cﬁ —w| T K ‘cﬁ — g

(5.54)

n
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Setting n = p + 1 yields

~ h?  |F(kh)|
(5.55) [uk| < Cmﬁ-
‘CP — vo‘

Because F' satisfies p + 1 sonic boom conditions, we may apply Lemma 1 to obtain
the estimate

- h?
(5.56) [ag| < C’m.
The error satisfies
R R R R R hP hP L
(5.57) sk:|uk—uk\g\uk|+|uk|§()m+0m§0m.

O

Remark 2. Recall that the sonic boom conditions transition to the smoothness
conditions of Petersson et al. if vy = 0. Petersson et al. showed that it is possible to
derive an almost equally strong bound on |u| with only p smoothness conditions,
at the cost of slightly more involved analysis. In theory we could have taken a
similar approach, but with the motion-consistent source discretization there is no
obvious drawback of requiring more sonic boom conditions. Hence, for simplicity,
we here require p + 1 conditions.

Theorem 2. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1, the error in the phys-
ical domain,

(558) g; =u; — Uf‘x:wj;
satisfies
(5.59) llelln < ChP,

for some constant C.

Proof. The error at grid point x; is

=~ _ikx; ~ _ikx;
€j = Uj — Ulp—y; = E uge'™ — E upe v

k€eK N k€K o
(5.60) = > (W —ap)et - Y et
keK N k€K \K N
_ § : /E\kezkacj _ E akeik:vj.
keKN k€ Koo \K N

By the Plancherel theorem,

(5.61) (.o, = El+ Dl

keKN k€K \KnN
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Using the bound |ug| < C |k|_(p+1), which follows from (3.12) with n = p + 1, the
second sum in (5.61) can be bounded as

2 1 9 1
P <C — s = Ch? ——
2, I 2 |2+ 2 e[ [Jeh |

keKo\Kn keKo\Kn keKoo\Kn
1 > 1
2 2
(5.62) <Chr ) e > o
kEK o \KnN |m|=N+1 ‘T‘
> 1

_ 2 2

=Ch’r Y — <Ch*,
Im|=N+1

where we used that the series converges in the last step. The first sum in (5.61)
satisfies

~ 12 hP 2 N 1
Z ler]” < Z (C|k|> = Ch? Z T’LP

kEK N ke Kn\{0} |m|=1 ’ L

(5.63)

We conclude that
(5.64) lellz = (e,€), < Ch?" + Ch*" = Ch?,
and the final result follows after taking the square root of (5.64). O

6. WINDOWING THE SOURCE

For a source discretization to be applicable in a finite domain, it must have com-
pact support in physical space. While the motion-consistent source discretization
formally has global support, the magnitude of the source coefficients 6;-”0 decays
rapidly as the distance |z; — zo| increases, see Figure 3. We will show numerically
that we can window the source to a finite width, which decreases with grid re-
finement, without reducing the order of accuracy. The procedure is similar to the
truncation of the source in [16].

To analyze the decay rate of 5;“ we introduce the Fourier interpolant,

~To 1 .
T _ 0 ikx _ * ik(z—xo)
(6.1) do(z)= Y O e = 7 > F(kh)e o),
keKy keKy
which satisfies d*(z;) = 67°. Since F'(k) is zero for x| > 7, we may extend the
sum in (6.1) to infinity:

(6.2) d“’”(x):% > F(kh)e*=mo),

kEK oo
To provide some intuition for the decay rate of d*°, let us consider the (non-periodic)
function

(6.3) Do(z) = — / F(kh)e™E=50) .

— 00
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The Fourier transform of D*° is

e—ik)wo
(6.4) F[D*](k) = T F(kh).
Notice that c/i\io = F[D"](k), which leads us to expect d”° ~ D%°. If F satisfies
g moment conditions and ¢ sonic boom conditions (i.e., m = s = ¢), applying the
integration-by-parts formula ¢ times yields

(6.5) D (z) = ! (_h)>q7F<Q>(kh)eik<w—%>dk.

-~ 2nL \i(x — xo

—00

It follows that

w/h
1 ha .
D@ < grp o [ [FO G| ak
2L |z — xo|
(6.6) —/h
1 h?  2m ha-t
v Moo
~ 2rL |z —x|? h |z — x]?’

where we used that F(@(x) = 0 for |s| > m and F(@ is assumed to be bounded.
Assuming that the same decay rate holds for d*° leads to the conjecture

ha—1
|z — xo]?’

(6.7) |d*(z)] < C

for some constant C. We will verify that (6.7) holds numerically.
Let W denote the rectangular window of width 2¢:

_J L k<
(6 UG N
Assuming that the conjecture (6.7) holds, the error introduced by windowing d*°
is
ha—t
(6.9) e(w) = [W(w = 20)d™ (z) — d™ (2)| < C——.

Note that the error vector arising from the windowing satisfies
(6.10)  e; = |W(xj —20)d7° — 87°| = |W(xj — wo)d™ (z;) — d™(a)| = e(x;).
Setting £ = Cyh™, where Cy is a constant, yields

(6.11) e; < Coht~1maw,
To make e; of order p, we need
11—
(6.12) qflquZp@wgu.
q
Given w and p this implies the following requirement on ¢:
p+1
6.13 >
( ) T 1l-w

Clearly, the ideal choice w = 1, which yields a source width proportional to h, is
not possible. As an example, setting w = 1/2 yields the condition

(6.14) q>2p+2.
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Note that a width proportional to A" implies a number of nonzero coefficients
proportional to h* !,

6.1. Numerical verification. In this section, the conjectured bound on e; in
terms of ¢ and w, stated in (6.11), is verified by numerical experiments. We con-
struct motion-consistent discrete § distributions for various parameters and com-
pute the error vector e by comparing the windowed ¢ discretization, W§*°, with
the global version, 6*°.

We set L =1, and zg = % + 2%. In all experiments, the constant C; is chosen
such that ¢ = 1/2 when h = 1/16. Figure 6 shows the [? norm of e for w = 1/4
and w = 3/4, with k.h = 7. In all cases, a slightly higher p is observed than
the conjecture (6.11) suggests, which indicates that the conjectured bound is valid,
although perhaps not sharp.

To further verify the conjectured bound, Tables 1 and 2 show the observed
convergence rate p in numerical experiments with various choices of w, for k.h =7
and k.h = 7r The observed p is computed by taking the average of

(6.15) pn, = log, (62"> :
en

for h € {274, 275, 276, ..., 2710} where e), denotes the {? norm of the error
vector obtained with grid spacing h. Errors smaller than 10~° were excluded to
avoid values dominated by floating point errors. The observed rates further indicate
that the conjectured bound is valid (but perhaps not sharp).

107

!

0

107"

10-10

1071 - 107 -
0% 10-? 10! 10 10-* 10!

(a) w=1/4 (b) w = 3/4

FIGURE 6. Numerical verification of the conjectured relation be-
tween p, ¢ and e. Dashed lines indicate the conjectured rates, while
solid lines show the experimentally observed errors.

w| g

q 1
4 2.9(2.0) 2.6 (1.7) 1.9(1.0) 1.1(0.3)

6 4.9 (3.5) 4.4 (3.0) 3.0(2.0) 1.9 (1.0)
8 5.8 (5.0) 5.1(4.3) 3.9 (3.0) 2.3 (1.7)
TABLE 1. Observed and conjectured (in parentheses) p with k.h =7

2
3
1

1 1
3 2
2 1
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Wi 1 1 2 3
q 1 3 2 3 1
4 [29(20) 26 (L7 1.8(1.0) 10 (0.3) 0.7 (0.0)
6 4.6 (3.5) 4.0 (3.0) 2.9 (2.0) 1.8 (1.0) 1.2 (0.5)
8 6.3 (5.0) 5.5 (4.3) 4.0(3.0) 2.5(1.7) 1.8(1.0)
TABLE 2. Observed and conjectured (in parentheses) p with k.h = 0.757

7. IMPLEMENTATION ASPECTS

There are some design choices to be made when implementing the motion-
consistent source discretization. In this section, we summarize the requirements
on the source discretization and present the implementation used in the numerical
experiments.

Recall that the motion-consistent discrete ¢ distribution is defined by its Fourier
coefficients:

e—’ik‘.’l)o
L

where we have chosen to define F' as in (5.29). To obtain convergence order p, §°
needs to satisfy m = p moment conditions and s = p + 1 sonic boom conditions
according to Theorem 1. For simplicity, we set m = s = ¢ and require ¢ > p + 1.
Additionally, to be able to use a window of width ¢ = Cyh" without reducing the
convergence rate, we need to satisfy (6.13). In our experiments, we opt for w = 1/2,
which corresponds to a source discretization that covers on the order of v/ N grid
points. For w = 1/2, the requirement (6.13) becomes g > 2p + 2. To satisfy both
the requirements from Theorem 1 and the requirement from the windowing, we set

~T(

(7.1) 5, =

F(kh),

(7.2) g=max(p+1,2p+2) =2p+2.

In the case of an accelerating source, we define the sonic boom wavenumber
k. as the smallest positive solution to c]f’(k:h) = Upmaz, Where v,,,, denotes the
highest source velocity during the simulation. If cf?(k:h) = Umaz does not have a
solution in the interval 0 < kh < 7, no sonic boom conditions are required. Using
a higher velocity than occurs in the simulation (e.g., Yvmaz, v > 1) to define k.
does not reduce the convergence rate of the numerical method. However, using an
excessively high velocity will exclude more wavenumbers than necessary and might
therefore affect the accuracy for a given h.

The Fourier interpolant d*® of §° is shown for different combinations of g and
k. in Figure 7. Figure 7(a) shows d®° for different ¢, with k.,h = m. Figure 7(b)
shows d*° for different k., with ¢ = 14.

Since 6*° is defined in terms of its Fourier coefficients, evaluating it on the grid
by naively summing over Fourier modes requires on the order of N2 operations.
In our implementation we utilize the fast Fourier transform, which reduces the
complexity to N log(N). When the source is windowed, the source discretization is
computed for the whole domain and values outside the window are discarded. In
applications where the source is far from boundaries, the user might decide to use
a larger window than we have suggested here, to minimize truncation errors from
the windowing.
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1 T T 0.5

— kh=m
——k.h=0.757
——k.h =057
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4 0.4
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(a) kuh =7 (b) ¢=14

FIGURE 7. The motion-consistent discrete § distribution for dif-
ferent values of k, and q.

8. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS IN 1D

In this section we verify the convergence rate of the windowed source discretiza-
tion when solving the advection equation (3.1) with constant source velocity. We
choose the source trajectory zo(t) = 1 4+ vot. This problem has the exact solution

g(7)
(8.1) w={cw 77 0
0, T <0.
where
(8.2) T:ct—(:lc—l)
. I w

We select the parameters ¢ = 1 and vy = 0.5. To ensure a smooth solution we use
a Gaussian source time function

(5.3 o(t) = —=e T

2
20 5

e
oV2r

with tg = 1 and o = 0.15. The error is computed at time t.,q = 2. The exact
solution at t.,q and the source path are displayed in Figure 8. The test problem is
discretized in space on the periodic domain x € [0, 4] with central finite differences
of order p = 2,4,6 according to (4.6). We use the classical fourth order Runge—-
Kutta method with time step At = 0.2h for time integration.

In the experiment, the point source discretion has been truncated by the window
in (6.8) with w =1/2, ¢ = 2p+ 2 and Cy = 4. Our theoretical results indicate that
this combination of ¢ and w yields a discretization of convergence order p. The
errors and convergence rates are displayed in Table 3. The convergence rate c, is

calculated as
/ IOg 72
1 [1 y

e
(8.4) ¢r = log ( Mo

eMl
where ey is the [? norm of the error vector obtained with M grid points. Table
3 shows that the experimental convergence rates agree well with the theoretical
results.
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2nd order 4th order 6th order
M | logio(err) ¢ |logiolenr) ¢ | logiolenr) o
100 -0.30 - -0.94 - -1.37 -

200 -0.65 1.19 -1.93 3.32 -3.01 5.50

400 -1.25 1.99 -3.11 3.93 -4.75 5.81

800 -1.86 2.04 -4.31 3.99 -6.55 5.97

1600 -2.47 2.01 -5.51 4.00 -8.35 5.98
TABLE 3. [? errors and convergence rates for the 1D advection
equation with vg = 0.5

U

t=10 t=2

Fi1GURE 8. Exact solution and source path for the wave equation in 1D

9. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS IN 2D

In this section we solve the acoustic wave equation in two dimensions,

p% + Ve =0,
dt
(9.1) 1 do
?a + V-v= g(t)é(x — xo(t)),

where Z = [z, y] T is position, @ is pressure, and v is particle velocity. We consider
a square domain with side L = 2.5 and impose characteristic boundary conditions
on all boundaries. We select the material parameters K = 1 and p = 1, which gives
the wave speed ¢ = 1. The source moves with constant speed vy = 0.5 along the

circle given by
_ _Jzo(t)] _ [1.25 4+ 0.2sin(5vpt)
(92) To(t) = [yo(t)] o {1.25—1—0.2005(511075) ’

We use the Gaussian source time function (8.3) with ¢y = 1 and 0 = 5. The
problem is discretized in space with Summation-by-Parts finite-difference operators
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[3, 13] and the boundary conditions are imposed weakly, using Simultaneous Ap-
proximation Terms [2]. The procedure is identical to the centered finite-difference
discretization in [12].

We define the two-dimensional discrete § distribution as the Cartesian product
of two one-dimensional distributions corresponding to the coordinate directions,

(9.3) 570 = 6" @ .

This tensor-product construction of multidimensional sources was presented for
stationary sources by Tornberg and Engquist in [14]. In both spatial directions,
the sonic boom wavenumber k, has been defined by v, = vo. As in the previous
experiment, 6”° and §¥° have been truncated by the window in (6.8) with w = 1/2,
q=2p+2and Cy = 4.

For time discretization, we again employ the fourth order Runge—Kutta method,
with time step At = 0.1h. We study the error at time t.,q = 1. Rather than an
analytical solution, we compare against a reference solution, shown in Figure 9,
computed with N = 3201 grid points in each coordinate direction. The converge
rate is computed as

- EN, N2_1
(9.4) cr = log <€N1) /log <N1 — 1)

where ey is the 2 norm of the error vector obtained with N points in each spatial
direction. The obtained errors and convergence rates are displayed in Table 4. The
convergence rates agree well with the theoretical and experimental results for one
dimension. This indicates that the tensor product of motion-consistent discrete o
distributions yields design-order convergence for accelerating sources in multiple
dimensions.

The accuracy of the finite difference scheme is reduced to order p/2 at bound-
aries. Therefore, to highlight the accuracy of the source discretization, we choose to
end the simulation before the wavefield interacts with the boundaries. If the wave-
field were allowed to interact with the boundaries, we would observe convergence
of order p/2 4+ 1 [5]. We stress, however, that there are no problems associated
with the wavefield interacting with the boundaries that would not be present in
a simulation without a point source. The only requirement is that Zy stays far
enough from boundaries that the footprint of the windowed 8™ does not overlap
with the boundary stencils of the Summation-by-Parts finite difference discretiza-
tion. Since 6™ was designed for periodic problems, it is only allowed to act on
grid points where the centered finite difference operator is applied. As long as the
source trajectory does not touch the boundary, this condition is always satisfied for
h smaller than some hg, since the source width decreases with grid refinement. In
practice, if the source path is very close to the boundary, grid-refining until h < hg
may of course be infeasible, however.
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2nd order 4th order 6th order
N | logio(en) ¢ |logio(en) ¢ |logiolen) ¢
101 -0.70 - -0.87 - -0.95 -

201 -0.75 0.17 -1.24 1.26 -1.58 2.11

401 -0.94 0.62 -2.00 2.82 -3.06 4.94

801 -1.41 1.57 -3.25 3.88 -4.87 6.04

1601 -2.01 1.98 -4.45 3.99 -6.68 5.99
TABLE 4. [? errors and convergence rates for the 2D wave equation

25 2
15
9
1
15 102
o 10
1 4-0.5
-1
05
-1.5
0 9
0 0.5 1 15 9 2.5

X

FIGURE 9. Pressure component of the reference solution and
source trajectory for the 2D wave equation

10. CONCLUSION

We have derived high-order discretizations of moving point sources in hyperbolic
equations. Compared to a stationary source discretization, there are additional
requirements on the moving source for convergence. First, the source must not
excite modes that propagate with the same velocity as the source. Second, the
Fourier spectrum amplitude of the discrete § distribution needs to be independent
of the source posititon. The convergence properties of the source discretization are
verified by numerical experiments with the advection equation in one dimension
and with an accelerating source in the acoustic wave equation in two dimensions.
The approximation of the moving source covers on the order of v/N grid points on
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an N-point grid and is therefore not applicable if the source trajectory is very close
to boundaries or interfaces; we hope to address this in future work.
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