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Abstract

Acoustic wave equation seeks to represent wavefield in terms of a radiation source which possesses
finite energy over space and time. The wavefield may be represented over a surface bounding the
source, and calculated by solving an associated boundary-value problem via imposing conditions on
the boundary of a chosen solution space. This manuscript aims to study approaches for obtaining
unique solution to acoustic wave equation in terms of either a volumetric radiation source s, or
surface source. For the latter, the wavefield is described using a Kirchhoff-Helmholtz or Rayleigh-
Sommerfeld integral over the surface. Using a monopole version of these integral formulae, a singlet
surface source is defined in terms of minus normal pressure derivative −(∂/∂n)p or its equivalent
ρ0∂u

n/∂t. Here, p is the pressure, ρ0 is the ambient density, and un = u · n is the normal velocity
with n a unit vector outwardly normal to the surface. Using a dipole variant of these surface
integral formulae, the surface source is defined as a doublet source in terms of pressure p. It will be
shown that an interior-field dipole variant of these integral formulae represents the back-projected
field from observations of the wavefield over a surface. The key step for numerically approximating
all these derived analytical formulae is inclusion of source, and will be studied in this manuscript
carefully. It will be shown that a numerical approximation of a dipole version of these surface
integral formulae has a limitation for including obliquity factors or their equivalent solid angles,
especially for describing a back-projected field from observations over a measurement surface.

1. Introduction

Acoustic wave equation is one of the most important partial differential equations (PDEs) in me-
chanics [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8], and has broad ranges of applications [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18,
19, 20, 21, 22]. The forcing term in the right-hand-side of this second-order PDE can be assumed
time instant or time-varying. For biomedical applications, one important example for formation
of time-instant acoustic sources is photo-acoustic (PA) effect, the process of absorption of optical
energy, its conversion to heat and generation of local acoustic pressures via therm-elastic expansion.
Because the PA effect, which leads to local rises in pressure, occurs in a time few orders of magnitude
shorter than the time for propagation of acoustic waves, the acoustic source is assumed time-instant
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2 THE ACOUSTIC WAVE EQUATION

[23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43]. For time-varying
source, also known as radiation source, an important example is radiation from vibrating sources,
e.g., piezolectric transducers [44]. Modelling time-varying sources has received growing attention
for biomedical applications, for example for back-projection step in photoacoustic tomography
[23, 28, 30], forward propagation and back-projection steps in quantitative ultrasound tomography
using full-wave inversion approaches [44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60],
or for treatment planning using focused ultrasound, which is an emerging technology for treatment
of medical disorders via targeting deep tissues by ultrasonic energy [61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67]. For
the latter, an accurate solution to the wave equation is very important because of safety reasons
[68].

The solution to the wave equation is typically nonunique. Therefore, Cauchy initial conditions
in terms of the wavefield and its time derivative at time origin are enforced for obtaining unique
solution. These initial conditions establish a causal relation between solution wavefield and source,
i.e., the solution wavefield vanishes prior to the time the source starts radiating. Therefore, solving
the wave equation can be expressed as uniquely representing the propagated wavefield in terms of
the radiation source (forcing term) via applying the causality conditions. Let d ∈ {2, 3} be the
number of dimensions of the medium. The radiation source s is defined over a finite d-dimensional
space (volume for d = 3) and time and is assumed to possess finite energy, i.e., it is square-
integrable over space and time. Furthermore, the wavefield may be represented in terms of integral
formulae Kirchhoff-Helmholtz or Rayleigh-sommerfeld, in which the integration is taken over a
surface bounding the source. The former is used for surface sources with arbitrary geometries,
for example sphere or cylinder, and the latter is used for planar surface sources. Typically, the
integrand appearing in these formulae is a function of pressure and its normal derivative over
the surface bounding the source. However, because the wave equation establishes a dependence
between these quantities over the chosen surface, the solution wavefield will be well-determined, if
the associated integral formula over the surface bounding the source is defined in terms of only one of
these quantities, i.e., pressure or its normal derivative. Therefore, to obtain a unique solution using
theses surface integral formulae, in addition to Cauchy conditions satisfying the causality, conditions
must be imposed on the boundary of a chosen solution space. The choice for the solution space
and the conditions imposed on its boundary depend on the physics of the problem. Accordingly,
the source may be defined as a d − 1 dimensional (surface for d = 3) singlet source in terms of
minus normal pressure derivative −(∂/∂n)p or its equivalent ρ0∂u

n/∂t, where ρ0 is the ambient
density and un = u ·n is the normal velocity with n a unit vector outwardly normal to the surface.
This representation is equivalent to a monopole variant of these integral formulae, and assumes a
vibrating piston surrounded by a soft baffle, for which the pressure p over the surface of the piston
vanishes. Using an assumption of a rigid baffle, the normal pressure derivative −(∂/∂n)p over
the surface vanishes, and the wavefield is defined in terms of a doublet surface source p. The latter
representation is equivalent to a dipole variant of these integral formulae. Correspondingly, it will be
shown that a back-projected field is represented using an Interior-field Kirchhoff-Helmholtz integral
formula in terms of a time-reversed variant of a wavefield measured over a surface with arbitrary
geometries (for example sphere or cylinder), or using an Interior-field Rayleigh-Sommerfeld integral
formula in terms of a wavefield measured over a planar surface.

It will be shown that a numerical approximation of the wave equation is equivalent to representing
the propagated wavefield as a weighted superposition of actions of a causal (or diverging) Green’s
function on a radiation or singlet source defined on a number of points sampled over a d or d − 1
dimensional space of support of the source, respectively, and over finite time of radiation of source.
The weighting parameter associated with each sampled point is proportional to the contribution of
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the volume or surface of the source to that sampled point. The key step for an accurate numerical
approximation of the wave equation in the time domain is modelling the mass source. It will be
shown that a numerical approximation of a doublet surface source using a full-wave method has a
limitation for accounting for Obliquity factor or its equivalent solid angle, the angle an elemental area
on the surface of source is seen by any arbitrary point in the solution space. This problem is more
dominant for approximating a back-projected wavefield, which is radiated by a time-reversed variant
of the wavefield measured on receivers placed on the whole measurement surface simultaneously.

Section 2 introduces the wave equation in the time domain. This section will explain how a unique
solution to the wave equation can be obtained using homogeneous Cauchy conditions which establish
a causal relation between solution wavefield and radiation source. A primary solution to the wave
equation, which describes the propagated wavefield in terms of a d-dimensional (volumetric for
d = 3) radiation source, will be described, and a Kirchhoff-Helmholtz solution to the wave equation,
which solves the wavefield in terms of a surface source, will be derived. It will be explained how
the boundary conditions of Dirichlet or Neumann types can be imposed for obtaining a unique
solution for an arising over-determined formula describing the Kirchhoff-Helmholtz solution. Section
3 describes the primary and Kirchhoff-Helmholtz solutions to the wave equation in the frequency
domain. Furthermore, a Rayleigh-sommerfeld solution to the wave equation will be explained for
cases in which the surface source is mounted on a flat plane. Section 4 summarises the time-
domain variant of surface integral formulae. Section 5 describes how the derived time-domain
analytical formulae can be numerically approximated on a regular grid discretised in space and
time. Specifically, this section describes how the mass source is defined, discretised and is given
as an input to numerical systems for solving the wave equation in the time domain. In section 6,
the time-domain analytic formulae will be compared to their numerical approximation on a regular
grid for a source defined on a single point in space. Section 6 contains a brief discussion about the
explained approaches and the obtained numerical results.

2. Wave equation in the time domain

This section considers the propagation of acoustic waves from a real-valued space and time-varying
source in an infinite, isotropic and homogeneous medium in free space. Let x = (x1, ..., xd) denote
a spatial position in Rd with d ∈ {2, 3} the number of dimensions. Here, the analysis is done for
d = 3, but it also holds for d = 2 by changing the volumes to surfaces, and surfaces to lines. (A
line source produces acoustic waves which propagate as cylindrical waves in a 3D medium, and is
equivalent to an omnidirectional point source in a 2D medium.) The real-valued wavefield satisfies
the inhomogeneous wave equation, which is in the form

1

c2
∂2

∂t2
p(x, t)− ρ0∇ ·

1

ρ0
∇p(x, t) = s(x, t). (1)

Here, the term in the right-hand-side is the forcing term s(x, t), also known as radiation source, and
is assumed compactly supported in χs = {x ∈ νs, t ∈ [0, Ts]}, where νs is a d-dimensional space
(volume for d = 3), and [0, Ts] is radiation time of the source. The source has units kgm−ds−2. It is
assumed that the source s is square-integrable in χs. In addition, c is velocity of wave propagation
in medium and has units ms−1, and ρ0 is ambient density of medium and has units kgm−d. Fur-
thermore, p denotes the pressure wavefield, which is the unknown parameter of the wave equation,
and has units kgm2−ds−2 (or Pascal). By assuming constant values for ρ0, the wave equation (1) is
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reduced to its canonical form [ 1
c2

∂2

∂t2
−∇2

]
p(x, t) = s(x, t). (2)

2.1. Cauchy conditions for unique solution. The solution to the wave equation is nonunique.
A unique solution is obtained by confining the wavefield to a particular solution which is causally
related to the source, i.e., a wavefield p which vanishes prior to the time t = 0, the initial time of
radiation of source. By imposing the Cauchy conditions

p+(x, t)|t=0 = 0,
∂

∂t
p+(x, t)|t=0 = 0, (3)

a causal solution to the wave equation (2) is obtained, where the subscript + stands for the causality.
The problem of solving the inhomogeneous wave equation (2), together with the causality conditions,
i.e., Cauchy conditions (3), is called radiation problem. Note that by setting the forcing term s zero,
and relaxing the Cauchy conditions (3) to arbitrary and inhomogeneous fields at t = 0, the wave
equation (2) will be an initial-value problem, which arises for example in photoacoustic tomography.
The focus of this manuscript is on analytic and numerical solutions to the radiation problem.

2.2. Green’s function solution to the wave equation. Consider the wave equation (2) as a
radiation problem for a particular choice s(x, t) = δ(x − x′)δ(t − t′), where δ(·) is the Dirac delta
function, and x′ and t′ are free parameters in space and time domains, respectively. In an infinite
free space, a Green’s function solution to the wave equation then satisfies[ 1

c2
∂2

∂t2
−∇2

]
g(x− x′, t− t′) = δ(x− x′)δ(t− t′). (4)

For brevity, from now on, the Green’s function will be written in the form

g(xd, td) = g(x− x′, t− t′), (5)

where xd = x−x′ and td = t− t′. Similar to the wave equation (2), a unique solution to Eq. (4) is
satisfied by assuming a causality condition for the Green’s function, i.e., g+(xd, td) = 0 for td < 0.
For d = 3, a causal Green’s function satisfies

g+(xd, td) =
1

4π

δ(td − xd
c )

xd
. (6)

where xd = |xd|. The reader is referred to Appendix A for derivation of the causal (or retarded)
Green’s function (6). Let us now rewrite the wave equations (2) and (4) in the forms[ 1

c2
∂2

∂t′2
−∇2

x′
]
p+(x

′, t′) = s(x′, t′), (7)

and [ 1
c2

∂2

∂t′2
−∇2

x′
]
g(x− x′, t− t′) = δ(x− x′)δ(t− t′), (8)

respectively, where x and t are fixed parameters in a closed set χ = {x ∈ ν, t ∈ [t0, t1]} within which
the solution is sought. Now, multiplying (7) by g(xd, td) and (8) by p+(x

′, t′), and then subtracting
the modified (8) from the modified (7), yield [70]

(∇2g)p+ − g∇2p+ −
1

c2
[
(
∂2

∂t′2
g)p+ − g

∂2

∂t′2
p+

]
= gs− δ(xd)δ(td) p+, (9)
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where the dependence on space and time has been neglected for brevity. Now, integrating the left
side of Eq. (9) over the chosen spatio-temporal solution set χ gives∫ t1

t0

dt′
∫
ν
dx′ ∇ ·

[
(∇g)p+ − g∇p+

]
− 1

c2

∫ t1

t0

dt′
∫
ν
dx′ ∂

∂t′
[
(
∂

∂t′
g)p+ − g

∂

∂t′
p+

]
. (10)

Now, applying the well-known Green’s theorem to the first term in (10), taking the temporal integral
of the second term in (10), and then taking the integral of the right-hand side in (9) over the solution
set χ, give [70]∫ t1

t0

dt′
∫
∂ν

dS′ [( ∂

∂n′ g)p+ − g
∂

∂n′ p+
]
− 1

c2

∫
ν
dx′ [( ∂

∂t′
g)p+ − g

∂

∂t′
p+

]∣∣∣t1
t0
=∫ t1

t0

dt′
∫
ν
dx′ gs −

{
p+, if x ∈ ν, t ∈ [t0, t1]

0, otherwise,

(11)

where n′ is an outward unit vector normal to the surface ∂ν.

2.2.1. Primary solution. A primary solution for all space and all time can be obtained by choosing g
to be the causal Green’s function g+, and enlarging the spatio-temporal set χ to infinity. Accordingly,
the limits ν →∞, t0 → −∞ and t1 →∞ are taken. Now, for the second term in the left-hand-side
of Eq. (11), by the assumption of causality, p+ vanishes at t = −∞ and g vanishes for the time
t = +∞, and the second term will thus drop. In addition, considering that a causal Green’s function
gives g(xd, td) = 0 unless xd = ctd, the contribution from surface ∂ν with infinite radius vanishes for
any finite and arbitrarily large value for t1 [70]. Therefore, the left-hand-side of Eq. (11) vanishes
as well, and therefore, the primary solution for p+ at any pair of x and t which lie in the set χ
satisfies

p+(x, t) =

∫ Ts

0
dt′

∫
νs

dx′ g+(xd, td)s(x
′, t′). (12)

Therefore, the Primary formula (12) represents the solution wavefield in terms of the radiation
source s, which is the forcing term in the right-hand-side of the wave equation. Considering the
infinity assumptions used for the set χ, this solution holds over all space and all time.

2.2.2. Exterior-field Kirchhoff-Helmholtz solution. This section describes the Kirchhoff-Helmholtz
solution to the wave equation. The corresponding theory was developed in optics for describing
light diffraction from a small aperture mounted in a dark screen, and was then extended to acoustics
for describing a vibrating piston surrounded in a baffle. The Equation (12), which gives a primary
solution, directly maps the forcing term s to the wavefield solution p+, and is based on an integration
of source s over its volumetric support. However, for many problems, the source is quantified over
an external surface. Correspondingly, a more practical formula can be derived based on assuming ν
a finite volume which contains the source volume νs. It is assumed that the volume ν has a closed
boundary ∂ν, and the space in which the solution is sought is confined to the volume lying outside
∂ν [70]. Now, considering the assumption of a causal solution to the wave equation (7) over a time
[t0, t1] with t0 → −∞ and t1 → +∞ and using an assumption of causality for the Green’s function
solution in (8), a solution is sought in the volume νC , which is bounded by the closed surface ∂ν and
the closed boundary of a sphere with a radius of infinity. The procedure is the same as in section
2.2.1, except the integral in Eq. (11) is taken over νC , instead of ν. Accordingly, the second term
in the left-hand-side of Eq. (11) vanishes because of causality of p+ and g+, the same as in section
2.2.1. For the first term in Eq. (11), the contribution of the surface with infinity radius vanishes,
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as discussed in section 2.2.1. Therefore, the field p+ which resides in the solution space νC , satisfies
[70] ∫ ∞

−∞
dt′

∫
∂ν

dS′ [( ∂

∂n′ g+)p+ − g+
∂

∂n′ p+
]
=

{
p+(x, t), x ∈ νC

0, x ∈ ν
(13)

where n′ is a unit vector normal to the surface ∂ν and directed outward from the interior volume
ν to the exterior volume νC in which the solution is sought. In Eq. (13), the formula for the
exterior volume is called first Helmholtz identity, and describes a solution wavefield outside the
chosen surface ∂ν bounding the source volume νs as a function of the field and its outward-directed
normal derivative over that surface. The formula for the internal volume is called second Helmholtz
identity, and is a homogeneous integral equation, which establishes a dependence between the
field and its normal derivative over the surface ∂ν. Because of the dependence established by the
second Helmholtz identity over the surface ∂ν, the first Helmholtz identity is an over-determined
problem. Therefore, boundary conditions must be imposed to make this formula well-determined.
This requires that the integrand in the Kirchhoff-Helmholtz formula (13) be a function of only the
wavefield, only its normal derivative, or a linear combination of both. These can be satisfied by
imposing Dirichlet, Neumann or Mixed boundary conditions, respectively.

2.2.3. Interior-field Kirchhoff-Helmholtz solution. It was shown how the causal pressure field and its
outwardly-directed normal derivative over a surface ∂ν which encompasses the source can be used
to represent the field at points exterior to this surface. The solution to the Exterior-field Kirchhoff-
Helmholtz integral is solution to a forward propagation problem. In this section, the solution to
back-projection or time-reversal problem is described. For times larger than the turn-off time of
the radiation source, Ts, the field in the interior region ν, which contains the source, satisfies the
homogeneous (vanishing) Cauchy conditions and can thus be represented in terms of the field and
its normal derivative over the surface ∂ν in the form of a boundary-value problem. In the formula
(11), setting the space ν finite and encompassed by a closed boundary ∂ν and again taking the
limits t0 → −∞ and t1 → +∞, give an integral formula in terms of an incoming-wave Green’s
function in the form∫ ∞

−∞
dt′

∫
∂ν

dS′ [g− ∂

∂n′ p+ − (
∂

∂n′ g−)p+
]
=

{
p+(x, t), x ∈ ν, t > Ts,

0, x ∈ νC , t > Ts,
(14)

where n′ is a unit normal vector directed outward of the interior volume ν into the exterior volume νC
and g− is an anti-causal (or incoming-wave) Green’s function. In the formula (14), transformations
t → −t and t′ → −t′, and replacing the outward unit normal vector n′ by an inward unit normal
vector n′

− from νC to ν, give

ϕ(x,−t) =
∫ ∞

−∞
dt′

∫
∂ν

dS′[( ∂

∂n′
−
g+(xd, td)

)
p+(x

′,−t′)− g+(xd, td)
∂

∂n′
−
p+(x

′,−t′)
]
, (15)

which is termed back-projected field and satisfies ϕ(x,−t) = p+(x,−t) for t < −Ts. The formula
(15) implies that the back-projected field is radiated by time-reversed value fields within times td
for t < −Ts. As discussed above, because the solution to the surface integral in the interior region
is over-specified, the Green’s functions satisfying homogeneous Neumann or Dirichlet boundary
conditions are used for obtaining unique solutions. In practice, because the data is measured over
a measurement surface in terms of the wavefield, a homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition is
applied for the back-projection (or time-reversal propagation).
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3. Wave equation in the frequency domain

In this section, the wave equation is treated in the temporal frequency domain. Here, the temporal
Fourier transform of a function or field and its inverse is defined by

F (x, ω) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dt f(x, t)eiωt, f(x, t) =

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dωF (x, ω)e−iωt. (16)

Taking a temporal Fourier transform of (4) gives the Helmholtz equation of the form[ω2

c2
+∇2

]
G(xd, ω) = −δ(xd), (17)

where G(xd, ω) is the frequency-domain Green’s function, which relates to the time-domain Greens’s
function through the pair of equations

G(xd, ω) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dtd g(xd, td)e

iωtd , g(xd, td) =
1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dω G(xd, ω)e

−iωtd . (18)

3.1. Causality condition and outgoing Green’s function. Like Eq. (4), the solution to the
inhomogeneous wave equation (17) is not unique, and therefore, constraints must be enforced to
obtain a unique solution. It will be shown below that causality condition described for the time-
domain wave equation results in a boundary condition at infinity in the temporal frequency domain.
The associated Green’s function can be derived from a spatio-temporal Fourier transform of the wave
equation (17). (See Appendix A.) This approach yields

G+(xd, ω) =
1

4π

eikxd

xd
, (19)

where xd = |xd| and k = ω/c is the wavenumber. Here, the subscript + indicates that the Green’s
function is outgoing. Substituting (19) into the inverse Fourier formula defined in the right equation
in (18) gives

g+(xd, td) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dk

1

4π

eik(xd−ctd)

xd
. (20)

Here, the Green’s function is expressed as a superposition of time-harmonic waves with spherical
surfaces of constant phase xd − ctd. These constant-phase surfaces are outgoing, because by initial-
ising at td = 0 and increasing td, a constant phase requires that xd increases proportionally, and
that implies that a causal Green’s function is outgoing or diverging.

Remark 1. An equivalent causal Green’s function can be obtained for 2D media, where x is now
a position in a plane. Accordingly, an asymptotic expansion of the 2D Green’s function in a
homogeneous medium satisfies

G2D
+ (xd, ω) =

i

4
H+

0 (kxd) ≈
[ 1

8πkxd

]1/2
ei(kxd+

π
4
), kxd →∞, (21)

where kxd is the accumulated phase.

3.2. Green’s function solution to the wave equation. This section describes the solutions to
the wave equation in the frequency domain. Like section 2.2, the wavefield solution will first be
derived in terms of a volumetric radiation source s, and the obtained solution will then be extended
to wavefield in terms of a source defined over an external surface which bounds a volumetric space
νs representing the support of the radiation source s.
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3.2.1. Primary solution. Below, a primary solution to the inhomogeneous wave equation in the
frequency domain is described. Plugging the inverse Fourier transform (18) in the time-domain
primary solution (12), and then applying the replacement

S(x′, ω) =

∫ Ts

0
dt′ eiωt

′
s(x′, t′), (22)

yield a frequency-domain primary solution, which is in the form

P+(x, ω) =

∫
νs

dx′ G+(xd, ω)S(x
′, ω), (23)

where td = t− t′ has been used.

3.2.2. Exterior-field Kirchhoff-Helmholtz solution. Here, the Exterior-field variant of the Kirchhoff-
Helmholtz formula is defined in the frequency domain, and the frequency-domain version of the
Interior-field variant is left for the readers. (See section 2.2.3.) Accordingly, the frequency-domain
version of the Exterior-field Kirchhoff-Helmholtz formula (13) gives [70]∫

∂ν
dS′ [( ∂

∂n′G+(xd, ω)
)
P+(x

′, ω)−G+(xd, ω)
∂

∂n′P+(x
′, ω)

]
=

{
P+(x, ω), x ∈ νC

0, x ∈ ν,
(24)

where it is reminded that n′ is a unit vector and outwardly normal from the interior volume ν,
which contains the source volume νs, to the exterior volume νC , which is the solution space. As
discussed in section 2.2.2, the equation for x ∈ νC is termed the first Helmholtz identity, and is an
over-determined problem. The reason is that because the surface integral for x ∈ ν, known as the
second Helmholtz identity, vanishes, a dependence is established between the field and its normal
derivative over ∂ν. Therefore, conditions must be imposed on the surface ∂ν to make the problem
well-determined. Correspondingly, by imposing the Neumann or Dirichlet boundary conditions, the
formula (24) is reduced to monopole formula

PN
+ (x, ω) = −

∫
∂ν

dS′ GN
+ (xd, ω)

∂

∂n′P+(x
′, ω),

∂

∂n′G
N
+ (xd, ω)|x′∈∂ν = 0 (25)

and dipole formula

PD
+ (x, ω) =

∫
∂ν

dS′ [ ∂

∂n′G
D
+(xd, ω)

]
P+(x

′, ω), GD
+(xd, ω)|x′∈∂ν = 0, (26)

respectively. Here, x ∈ νC , and GN
+ and GD

+ are causal Green’s functions satisfying the homogeneous
Neumann and Dirichlet boundary conditions over ∂ν, respectively.

3.2.3. Exterior-field Rayleigh-Sommerfeld solution. A common Green’s approach for solving the
boundary-value problem of the Helmholtz wave equation is the Rayleigh-Sommerfeld solution. Using
this approach, the solution space is taken a half-space which is bounded by an infinite plane ∂ν and
an infinite hemisphere. For simplicity, the bounding plane is assumed x3 = 0, and the solution is
sought in the half-space x3 > 0. As discussed above, the associated Kirchhoff-Helmholtz integral
formula is over-determined. To make this problem well-determined, the boundary conditions of
the form Dirichlet or Neumann are imposed on the bounding plane, and the SRC condition is
applied on the infinite surface. (See Appendix B.) A popular method for solving this boundary-
value problem is method of images [70]. Accordingly, x and x′ are used to denote the position
of the general field and a point source in a 3D medium, and it is assumed that both lie in the
half-space ν+ = {x : x3 > 0}. Using the notation x′ = (x′1, x′2, x′3), another mirror-image source
point x̃′ = (x′1, x′2,−x′3) is introduced [70]. Accordingly, considering that x and x̃′ lie at different
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sides of the plane, and therefore δ(x − x̃′) = 0, a Helmholtz equation with an augmented forcing
term can be defined in the form[

k2 +∇2
x

]
GN

+ (x− x′, ω) = −δ(x− x′)− δ(x− x̃′), (27)

where the Green’s function GN
+ satisfies

GN
+ (x− x′, ω) = G+(x− x′, ω) +G+(x− x̃′, ω), (28)

and also satisfies the SRC condition over the infinite surface. (See Appendix B.) For a point source
x′ which tends to lie on the bounding plane x3 = 0, |x − x̃′| = |x − x′|, and thus the Green’s
function in (28) satisfies

GN
+ (xd, ω)|x′3=0 = 2G+(xd, ω)|x′3=0,

∂

∂n′G
N
+ (xd, ω)|x′3=0 = 0. (29)

Now, plugging the Green’s function GN
+ into the Kirchhoff-Helmholtz formula (24) yields the mono-

pole formula

PN
+ (x, ω) = −ap

∫
(∂ν={x′:x′3=0})

dS′ GN
+ (xd, ω)

∂

∂n′P+(x
′, ω),

∂

∂n′G
N
+ (xd, ω)|x′3=0 = 0, (30)

where ap = 2, and we remind that x ∈ ν+ with ν+ the half-space {x : x3 > 0}, and the integral
has been taken over the surface ∂ν, which is here set the plane x′3 = 0. Also, n′ is a unit vector
normal to the plane x′3 = 0 and directed to the solution half-space ν+. In addition, it can be shown
by some minor algebra that imposing a homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition for the Green’s
function on this plane will give the dipole formula [70]

pD+(x, ω) = ap

∫
(∂ν={x′:x′3=0})

dS′ [ ∂

∂n′ g
D
+ (xd, ω)

]
p(x′, ω), gD+ (xd, ω)|x′3=0 = 0, (31)

where ap = 2.

4. Green’s function solution in the time domain

This section describes the well-determined Green’s function solutions to the wave equation in the
time domain.

4.1. Monopole formula. The monopole formula is derived by an assumption of a piston vibrating
in a soft baffle. For this case, it is assumed that the pressure over the surface of the piston vanishes.
Correspondingly, using a causal Green’s function gN+ , which satisfies a homogeneous Neumann
condition over the surface ∂ν bounding the source, the integral over that surface is defined in terms
of the normal pressure derivative −(∂/∂n′)p+, which is a singlet surface source. Accordingly, the
monopole variants of Kirchhoff-Helmholtz or Rayleigh-Sommerfeld formulae in the time domain
yield

pN+ (x, t) = −ap
∫ Ts

0
dt′

∫
(∂ν={x′:x′3=0})

dS′ gN+ (xd, td)
∂

∂n′ p(x
′, t′),

∂

∂n′ g
N
+ (xd, td)|∂ν = 0, (32)

where for the Exterior-field Kirchhoff-Helmholtz solution, x ∈ νC and ap = 1, and for the Exterior-
field Rayleigh-Sommerfeld solution, x ∈ ν+ and ap = 2.
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4.2. Dipole formula. The dipole formula is derived by an assumption of a rigid baffle, in which
the normal pressure derivative over the surface of the vibrating piston vanishes. Therefore, using a
causal Green’s function gD+ , which satisfies a homogeneous Dirchilet condition over ∂ν, the surface
integral is defined in terms of the pressure p+, which is a doublet surface source. Correspondingly,
dipole variants of the Kirchhoff-Helmholtz or Rayleigh-Sommerfeld formulae give

pD+(x, ω) = ap

∫
∂ν

dS′ [n′ · ∇x′gD+ (xd, ω)
]
p(x′, ω),

= ap

∫
∂ν

dS′ [n′ · xd

xd

]
gD+ (xd, ω)

[
− ik +

1

xd

]
p(x′, ω), gD+ (xd, td)|∂ν = 0,

(33)

where we remind that xd = x−x′. Note that the second term in the bracket, 1/xd, is often included
in ray-based methods, because it can be calculated for each ray separately and efficiently and acts
as a ramp filter on low frequencies, which may not be useful for imaging. See [69] for an application
for approximation of back-projected field from measurements over a surface in photoacoustic tomog-
raphy. For full-wave approaches, an approximation of this term is not straightforward, because the
integral formula is solved simultaneously for the whole surface of the source. Therefore, by using a
far-field approximation kxd ≫ 1, which often holds, a time-domain variant of Eq. (33) yields

pD+(x, t) ≈ −ap
∫ Ts

0
dt′

∫
∂ν

dS′ [n′ · xd

xd

]
gD+ (xd, td)

[1
c

∂

∂t′
p(x′, t′)

]
, gD+ (xd, td)|∂ν = 0, (34)

where n′ · (xd/xd) is the obliquity factor. Note that the integral formula (34) can be written in
terms of a solid angle element dΩx(S

′(x′)), which is the angle an infinitesimal elemental area dS′

corresponding to the point x′ on the surface can be seen from an arbitrary point x, and is defined
in the form

dΩx

(
S′(x′)

)
=

dS′

x2d

[
n′ · xd

xd

]
. (35)

Taking the integral in formula (34) in terms of the solid angle (35) gives

pD+(x, t) ≈ −ap
∫ Ts

0
dt′

∫
∂ν

dΩx

(
S′(x′)

)
x2d gD+ (xd, td)

[1
c

∂

∂t′
p(x′, t′)

]
, gD+ (xd, td)|∂ν = 0. (36)

As discussed above, the solid angle included in the formula (36), or it equivalent obliquity factor n′ ·
(xd/xd), can be approximated using ray-based methods very straightforwardly, but approximating
this factor is not straightforward using a full-wave approach. It must be reminded that ap = 1 and
ap = 2 are used for Kirchhoff-Helmholtz and Rayleigh-Sommerfeld formulae, respectively.

5. Numerical approximation to the Wave equation in the time domain

This section describes numerical approaches for approximation of the wave equation (1). First,
this section explains a semi-numerical approximation to the time-domain Primary solution (12) to
the wave equation, i.e., a solution to the wave equation (2) which links a causal wavefield directly
to the radiation source s. Then, it will be described how the derived system for semi-numerical
approximation to the primary solution to the wave equation can be generalised to solve the wave
equation in terms of a surface source, specifically the integral formulae (32) and (34). It will be
shown that the key step is how to define the mass source and include it in the derived semi-
numerical systems for solving the wave equation. Then, the procedure for full-disretisation of the
derived numerical systems for solving the wave equation will be explained.
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5.1. Systems of wave equations for solving the time-domain Primary solution. This sec-
tion describes the systems for a semi-numerical approximation to the wave equation, specifically it
describes how to approximate the time-domain Primary solution derived in Eq. (12). To do this,
the term including the spatial gradients is transferred to the right-hand-side of the wave equation
(1) to obtain

1

c2
∂2

∂t2
p(x, t) = ρ0∇ ·

[ 1

ρ0
∇p(x, t)

]
+ s(x, t), (37)

where we remind that s is assumed to have finite volume and radiate within a finite time, and it is
square-integrable in a space-time domain.

5.1.1. System of second-order wave equations. Solving the second-order wave equation (37) directly
gives the system of wave equations

∂

∂t
ρ′(x, t) = ρ0∇ ·

[ 1

ρ0
∇p(x, t)

]
+ s(x, t)

∂

∂t
ρ(x, t) = ρ′(x, t)

p(x, t) = c(x)2ρ(x, t),

(38)

where the first and second lines are approximated via numerical integration in time. Note that
by assuming a homogeneous ρ0, the first term in the right-hand-side of Eq. (37) is reduced to
∇2p = ∇·∇p. The physical quantity given as an input to the wave equation is the mass source sm,
which relates to the radiation source s in the form

s(x, t) =
∂

∂t
sm(x, t) ⇄ sm(x, t) =

∫ t

0
dt′ s(x, t′). (39)

The mass source sm has units kg m−ds−1. Accordingly, the semi-numerical representation of the
second-order wave equation (37) in terms of the mass source gives

∂

∂t
ρ′(x, t) = ρ0∇ ·

[ 1

ρ0
∇p(x, t)

]
∂

∂t
ρ(x, t) = ρ′(x, t) + sm(x, t)

p(x, t) = c(x)2ρ(x, t),

(40)

5.1.2. System of three-coupled first-order wave equations. It is possible to recast the wave equation
(37) as coupled first-order wave equations, which yield the time stepping system [2]

∂

∂t
u(x, t) = − 1

ρ0
∇p(x, t)

∂

∂t
ρ(x, t) = −ρ0∇ · u(x, t) +

[
sm(x, t) =

∫ t

0
dt′ s(x, t′)

]
p(x, t) = c(x)2ρ(x, t).

(41)

With some minor algebra, it can be shown that the solution to the second-order systems (38) and
(40), and the coupled first-order system (41), all match. These systems all approximate the time-
domain Primary solution, and link the pressure field p with units kg m2−ds−2 (or Pascal) directly
to a radiation source s with units kg m−ds−2 (or Pascal times m−2), or to a mass source (∂/∂t)sm
with units kg m−ds−1 (or Pascal times m−2s). When these numerical systems are used for solving
the primary formula (12), the source is defined over a finite and d-dimensional space. It is reminded
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that the Primary solution to the wave equation represents the wavefield as a superposition of actions
of Green’s function over the volume and radiation time of the source.

5.2. A generalisation to the mass source. The semi-numerical systems introduced in section
5.1 was used for solving the primary formula (12) in terms of a d-dimensional radiation source s.
However, in the time-domain monopole integral formula (32), the source is defined in terms of a
surface function, which can be a singlet source in terms of −(∂/∂n)p = ρ0∂u

n/∂t with un = u · n
and n an outward unit vector normal to the surface. In addition, for the time-domain dipole integral
formula (34), the surface source is defined as a doublet source in terms of pressure p, which was
then replaced by a singlet source 1/c (∂/∂t)p. Here, the semi-numerical systems introduced in
section 5.1 are extended to solve these analytic formulae. To achieve this goal, a generalised mass
source, which is defined based on the analytic formula we approximate, is defined. To do that, we
start with dividing the space of support of the source, which can be either a d-dimensional space
νs or a d − 1-dimensional space ∂ν (for d = 3, a bounding surface or a flat plane), into a union
of non-overlapping primitive shapes (elements) e, e ∈ {1, ..., Ne} with vertices j, j ∈ {1, ..., Nj}. 1

Accordingly, l(e) denotes the set of vertices connected to element e, and has Nl(e) members. For
d = 3 and a volumetric (resp. surface) source, the elements are set tetrahedrons (resp. triangles).
The volumetric (resp. surface) source for d = 3 is reduced to surface (resp. line) source for d = 2.

5.2.1. Sm in terms of a d-dimensional radiation source s. For numerically approximating the time-
domain primary formula (12), a generalised mass source in terms of the radiation source s is defined
in the form

S(m,s)(x, t) =

∫
νs

dx′ δ(x− x′)
[ ∫ t

0
dt′ qs(x

′, t′)
]

≈ 1

Nl(e)

Ne∑
e=1

ve
∑
j∈l(e)

δ(x− xj)
[ ∫ t

0
dt′ qs(xj , t

′)
]
, xj ∈ νs,

(42)

where

qs(x, t) = s(x, t). (43)

In Eq. (42), for d = 3 (resp. d = 2), the element e is a tetrahedron (resp. triangle) with ve the
volume (resp. area) of element e, and Nl(e) = d + 1, i.e., e has d + 1 connected vertices. Let us
recheck the units.

∫ t
0 dt

′ s(x, t′) has units kgm−ds−1. In addition, δ(x − x′) and the elemental
volume (resp. area) dx′ have units m−d and md, respectively. Their product gives a mass source
with units kgm−ds−1.

5.2.2. Sm in terms of a d − 1-dimensional singlet source ∂p/∂n. For numerically approximating
the monople integral formula (32), a generalised mass source in terms of the normal derivative of

1Here, it will be assumed that the source is piecewise homogeneous over each finite element. For integration over
the space of the source, more accurate numerical integration schemes are available in the literature and can be used
by readers, for example an assumption of piecewise linearity is more accurate than piecewise homogeneity. However,
the focus of this manuscript is not on numerical approaches for integration over a volumetric or surface source. Note
that in practical settings, the source is quantified through experiments and the analytic function of source is rarely
available.
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pressure over the d− 1-dimensional space ∂ν is defined in the form

S(m,∂p/∂n)(x, t) = ap

∫
∂ν

dS′(x′) δ(x− x′)
[ ∫ t

0
dt′ q∂p/∂n(x

′, t′)
]

≈ ap
Nl(e)

Ne∑
e=1

se
∑
j∈l(e)

δ(x− xj)
[ ∫ t

0
dt′ q∂p/∂n(xj , t

′)
]
, xj ∈ ∂ν,

(44)

where

q∂p/∂n(x, t) = −
∂

∂n
p(x, t). (45)

In Eq. (44), for d = 3 (resp. d = 2), the element e is a triangle (resp. a line) with se the area
(resp. length) of element e, and Nl(e) = d, i.e., e has d connected vertices. It is reminded that for
the Kirchhoff-Helmholtz formula and for d = 3 (resp. d = 2), ∂ν is a closed surface (resp. line)
bounding the volume (resp. area) νs, the support of the radiation source s, and ap = 1 is set.
(cf. section 2.2.2.) Furthermore, for approximating the Rayleigh-Sommerfeld formula, ∂ν has been
assumed a bounding plane, and ap = 2 is set. (cf. section 3.2.3.) Let us recheck the units now.∫ t
0 dt

′ (∂/∂n)p(t′) has units kgm1−ds−1. In addition, δ(x − x′) has units m−d, and the elemental
area (resp. length) dS′ has units md−1. Their product provides a mass source with units kgm−ds−1.

5.2.3. Sm in terms of a d − 1-dimensional singlet source ρ0u
n. It may be more convenient to

define the monopole formula (32) in terms of the normal velocity via a replacement (∂/∂n)p =
−ρ0(∂/∂t)un, where un = u ·n with n a unit vector outwardly normal to the surface. Accordingly,
our generalised mass source in terms of un is defined as

S(m,un)(x, t) = ap

∫
∂ν

dS′(x′) δ(x− x′) qun(x′, t)

≈ ap
Nl(e)

Ne∑
e=1

se
∑
j∈l(e)

δ(x− xj)qun(xj , t), xj ∈ ∂ν,
(46)

where

qun(x, t) = ρ0 un(x, t). (47)

Considering that ρ0u
n has the units kgm1−ds−1, the same as

∫ t
0 dt

′ (∂/∂n)p(t′) in Eq. (44), both
sides of equation (46) have units kgm−ds−1.

5.2.4. Sm in terms of a d − 1-dimensional doublet source p. By an assumption n′ · (xd/xd) = 1,
i.e., ignoring the obliquity factor, which may not be true, a generalised mass source is defined in the
form

S(m,p)(x, t) = ap

∫
∂ν

dS′(x′) δ(x− x′) qp(x
′, t)

≈ ap
Nl(e)

Ne∑
e=1

se
∑
j∈l(e)

δ(x− xj) qp(xj , t), xj ∈ ∂ν,
(48)

where

qp(x, t) = −
1

c
p(x, t). (49)
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Note that p is a doublet surface source, but qp is a singlet surface source. In equation (48),
(1/c) p(x, t) has units kgm1−ds−1, δ(x − x′) has units m−d, and the elemental area (or length
for d = 2) dS′ has units md−1. Their product gives a mass source in units kgm−ds−1. It must be
emphasized again that the assumption n′ ·(xd/xd) = 1 does not hold, and an efficient approximation
of this parameter is a limitation for full-wave methods compared to analytic or ray-based methods.
The same approach is used for defining the mass source associated with a numerical approximation
of a dipole version of back-projection formula (15), which is defined in terms of a Green’s function
satisfying a homogeneous Dirichlet condition over a measurement surface ∂ν.

5.3. Full-discretisation on a regular grid. This section explains the procedure for discretisation
of systems of wave equations derived in section 5.1 with an emphasis on inclusion of source in the
wave equation. Here, compared to section 5.1, the mass source sm in terms of a d-dimensional
source s will be replaced with a generalised mass source Sm, which was defined in section 5.2.
For approximating the time-domain primary formula (12), this generalised mass source is defined
in terms of s, which has a d-dimensional support in space. For approximating the time-domain
monopole formula (32), the generalised mass source Sm is defined in the form of a singlet source in
terms of −(∂/∂n)p or it equivalent ρ0∂u

n/∂t. For approximating the time-domain dipole formula
(34), the generalised mass source Sm is defined in the form (1/c)(∂p/∂t) over a d − 1-dimensional
surface. The full-discretisation will be described for the system of three-coupled first-order wave
equations (41), and an extension to the second-order wave equation systems (38) and (40) will be
straightforward.

5.3.1. Discretised algorithm. Let X = {Xζ : ζ ∈ {1, ..., d}} with ζ the Cartesian coordinates and
∆xζ the grid spacing along the Cartesian coordinate ζ. Also, t ∈ {1, , ..., Nt} stands for the times
sampled within the measurement time t ∈ {0, ..., T} with Ns the sampled time associated with the
turn-off time of radiation of source, Ts. Here, a bar notation will be used for specifying the quantities
in the full-discretised domain. Accordingly, a discretisation of the system of wave equations (41)
on a grid staggered in space and time is outlined in algorithm 1. In algorithm 1, Λζ = e−αζ∆t/2

Algorithm 1 Full-discretisation at time step t ∈ {1, ..., Nt − 1}

1: Input: c̄, ρ̄0,∆t,Λζ (ζ ∈ {1, .., d}), S̄ζm(X, t+ 1
2)

2: Initialise: p(X, 1) = 0, ρ̄(X, 1) = 0, ū(X, 12) = 0, ∀X ▷ Set Cauchy conditions
3: Start at iteration t = 1 ▷ Iterate
4: Record p̄(X, t) ▷ Record pressure
5: ūζ(X, t+ 1

2)← Λζ
[
Λζūζ(X, t− 1

2)−∆t 1
ρ̄0(X)

∂
∂ζ p̄(X, t)

]
▷ Update u

6: ρ̄(X, t+ 1)← Λζ
[
Λζ ρ̄(X, t)−∆tρ̄0(X) ∂

∂ζ ūζ(X, t+ 1
2)
]
+∆t S̄ζm(X, t+ 1

2)

▷ Update ρ

7: p̄(X, t+ 1) ← c̄(X)2
∑d

ζ=1 ρ̄ζ(X, t+ 1) ▷ Update p
8: Terminate at iteration t = Nt − 1
9: Record p̄(X, Nt) ▷ Record pressure at t = T

10: Output: p̄(X, t) (t ∈ {1, ..., Nt}) ▷ Recorded pressure at t ∈
[
0, T

]
.

is a direction-dependent Perfectly-matched layer (PML) with αζ the absorption coefficient of the
PML along the Cartesian coordinate ζ. In addition, S̄ζm = (1/d)S̄m, where S̄m is computed via a
discretisation of formulae (42), (44), (46) or (48).
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5.3.2. Interpolation operator. For defining the discretised version of the mass source, a dimensionless
map b(X,x), which interpolates a function from any arbitrary points x onto any grid points X,
will be used. This interpolation map can be defined in different ways. One choice is based on a
Fourier interpolation. Using a Fourier interpolation approach for a discretised grid with N ζ

n grid
points along the Cartesian coordinate ζ and with N ζ

n an odd scalar, the interpolation from any
arbitrary points x which lie in the grid onto any grid points X can be done using the formula

bfourier(X,x) ≈
d∏

ζ=1

sin
(
π(Xζ−xζ)

∆xζ

)
N ζ

n sin
(
π(Xζ−xζ)

Nζ
n ∆xζ

) , (50)

where
∏d

ζ=1 denotes the product of functions associated with the Cartesian coordinates [73]. Com-
puting the interpolation formula (50) is computationally very expensive, because it requires storing
an associated full matrix. For sufficiently large N ζ , sparse interpolation maps can be obtained using
an approximated interpolation map

bfourier(X,x) ≈
d∏

ζ=1

sinc
(π(Xζ − xζ)

∆xζ
)
, (51)

for which magnitudes smaller than a threshold are neglected [73]. A very sparse map can be obtained
using a trilinear approach, but this map is less accurate than the Fourier approach.

5.3.3. Discretised mass source. Using this interpolation map, the discretisation of formula (42) gives

S̄(m,s)(X, t) ≈ ap ∆t

Nl(e) ∆x1...∆xd

Ne∑
e=1

ve
∑
j∈l(e)

b(X,xj)
t∑

t′=1

s̄(xj , t
′), (52)

where ap = 1. The discretisation of formula (44) gives

S̄(m,∂p/∂n)(X, t) ≈ ap ∆t

Nl(e) ∆x1...∆xd

Ne∑
e=1

se
∑
j∈l(e)

b(X,xj)
t∑

t′=1

[
− ∂

∂n
p̄(xj , t

′)
]
, (53)

where ap = 1 and ap = 2 for the Kirchhoff-Helmholtz and Rayleigh-Sommerfeld formulae, respec-
tively. The discretisation of formula (46) gives

S̄(m,un)(X, t) ≈ ap ρ̄0
Nl(e) ∆x1...∆xd

Ne∑
e=1

se
∑
j∈l(e)

b(X,xj)ū
n(xj , t), (54)

where it has been assumed that the support of the surface source resides in a medium with homo-
geneous ambient density ρ0, and ap is set the same as in Eq. (53). The discretisation of formula
(48) gives

S̄(m,p)(X, t) ≈ ap
Nl(e) c̄ ∆x1...∆xd

Ne∑
e=1

se
∑
j∈l(e)

b(X,xj)
[
− p̄(xj , t)

]
, (55)

where it is assumed that the support of the surface source resides in a medium with homogeneous
sound velocity c, and ap is set the same as in Eq. (53). Note that in these discretised formulae, we
have used

δ̄(X − x0)q(x0) ≈
1

∆x1...∆xd
b(X,x0) q(x0), (56)
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which is the function δ(x − x0)q(x0) interpolated onto the discretised grid. Note that all these
formulae, equations (52), (53), (54), and (55), transform the integral formulae

∫
dt′

∫
dx′ gq or∫

dt′
∫
dS′ gq from an arbitrary-shaped or planar surface to a regular computational grid, where q

is a volumetric or surface source, respectively. In these formulae, the factors ve/(∆x1...∆xd) and
se/(∆x1...∆xd) account for a change of variable of the integral in space from the volume and surface
of an element e to a voxel on the regular grid, respectively.

5.3.4. Discretisation of the directional gradients. In this study, a k-space pseudo-spectral approach
is used for discretisation of directional gradients of fields included in algorithm 1 [2]. This approach
has been used in the open-source k-Wave toolbox [3]. However, the steps for including source in the
wave equation were modified to match the associated analytical formulae, as discussed above. Note
that the explained numerical approaches including algorithm 1 and the numerical results which will
be presented in the next section, are independent of the approach taken for discretising directional
gradients of fields.

6. Numerical results

This section compares an analytic solution to the wave equation to its full discretisation using
algorithm 1. For the sake of generality, this comparison is done for a single point, i.e., one vertex
j = j0 with position xj0 . By assuming the source q on a position xj0 , the time-domain analytic
formulae (32) and (34) are reduced to an analytic action

ap

∫
dt′ g+(x− xj0 , t− t′) qpoint(xj0 , t

′). (57)

As discussed in section 3, the frequency-domain version of the action (57) at frequency ω gives

apG+(x− xj0 , ω)Q
point(xj0 , ω), (58)

where it is reminded that G+ is the frequency-domain outgoing (causal) Green’s function, and is
analytically calculated using the formulae (19) or (21) in a 3D or 2D medium, respectively. A
full-discretised approximation of this action can be done using algorithm 1. For a source on a single
point, the formulae (42) and (44) are reduced to

Spoint
(m,{s,∂p/∂n})(x, t) = apδ(x− xj0)

[ ∫ t

0
dt′ qpoint

{s,∂p/∂n}(xj0 , t
′)
]
, (59)

and the formulae (46) and (48) are reduced to

Spoint
(m,{un,p})(x, t) = apδ(x− xj0) q

point
{un,p}(xj0 , t). (60)

Here, the superscript “point” has been used to indicate that the mass source is not a physical quantity
for a source defined on a single point, but this simple representation is sufficient for comparing the
action of analytic Green’s function with its full-discretisation using algorithm 1.2

2As discussed at the beginning of section 2, the solution of the wave equation (1) is based on an assumption that the
source is square-integrable in space and time. However, this condition is not satisfied for a point source. Accordingly,
for a point source, all quantities included in the semi-numerical systems introduced in section 5.1 including the
solution are not physical quantities. For this simplified and nonphysical numerical experiment using a d-dimensional
radiation source s (resp. a d− 1-dimensional surface source) on a single point, these quantities will have units m−d

(resp. m1−d) times the units of physical quantities associated with a physical source and with finite volume (or
area), as discussed in section 5.2. Accordingly, assuming transducers, for example Fabry-Perot sensors, as points, for
example in the back-projection operator in photo-acoustic tomography, may not make sense. Note that a grid point
does not represent a point in a continuous (or real) space, and represents a volume equal to the volume of a voxel
and with centre on that grid point. Therefore, for including source in the semi-numerical system associated with a
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Figure 1. Transducers: (a) 2D medium, (b) 3D medium.

A full discretisation of formula (59) gives

S̄point
(m,{s,∂p/∂n})(X, t) ≈ ap ∆t

∆x1...∆xd
b(X,xj0)

t∑
t′=1

q̄point
{s,∂p/∂n}(xj0 , t

′). (61)

Now, the analytic action (57) for a point source qpoint on position xj0 will be compared to its numer-
ical approximation using algorithm 1, in which the discretised mass source has been approximated
using Eq. (61). Because the source is assumed point, the spatial integral has been dropped, and
therefore, the source qpoint can be assumed either a radiation point source s with a d-dimensional
support, or normal pressure derivative −(∂/∂n)p on a single point over a d − 1-dimensional space
(surface for d = 3). By ignoring the factor ap in Eq. (61), both types of sources will give the
same output ppoint, which will be a nonphysical quantity with units m−d Pascal for a source s or
with units m1−d Pascal for a source −(∂/∂n)p. (By ignoring the time integral in (61), the source
q can be assumed a surface source ρ0u

n or −(1/c)p on a single point on a surface, but what will
be approximated below is formula (61), which includes the time integral, and uses ap = 1 for gen-
erality.) As discussed in section 5.3.4, the gradient of the fields are approximated using a k-space
pseudo-spectral approach [2]. To do this, an open-source toolbox, k-Wave [3], was used, but the
step for including the source in the wave equation was modified so that it approximates the analytic
action (57).

6.1. Wave simulation for a 2D medium. Wave simulations were performed on a grid with the
same grid spacing 0.4 mm along all Cartesian coordinates. The grid spacing is arbitrary, but it
must be chosen sufficiently small that the frequency spectrum of the source is supported by the
grid. One emitter and 256 receivers, which were assumed single points, were placed on a ring with a
radius of 9.5 cm. The interpolations between position of the emitter/receivers and grid points were
performed using the approximated formula (51). The sound speed was set homogeneous and 1500
ms−1. The emitter was placed on the position xj0 =

[
0,−9.5

]
cm. Figure 1(a) shows the emitter

and receivers by the red and blue colours, respectively.

back-projection operator, the pressure p measured on a transducer cannot be defined on a single grid point, because
a grid point represents a volume, but pressure is a doublet source, and must be defined over a surface, not volume.
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The simulations were performed using three different source pulses qpoint
{s,∂p/∂n} within a time

[
0, T ]

with T = 163.26 µs. Here, qpoint
{s,∂p/∂n} denotes a nonphysical source, which can be either s or

−(∂/∂n)p on a single point. Figures 2(a), 2(b) and 2(c) show the source pulses 1, 2 and 3, re-
spectively. A low-pass filter was applied on each source pulse using the filterTimeSeries.m function
in the k-Wave to ensure that the frequency spectrum of the pulse be smaller than the maximum
frequency supported by the computational grid and the maximum absolute amplitudes of the pulses
were then normalised. The source pulses have been shown after low-pass filtering and normalisa-
tion in amplitude. The maximum frequency supported by the grid for the wave simulation can be
determined by the Shannon-Nyquist limit [2]. For a homogeneous medium with sound speed c, the
maximum supported frequency is determined by [5]

fmax =
c

2∆x
. (62)

Here, considering that ∆x = 0.4 mm and c = 1500ms−1 and homogeneous, the computed fmax was
1.875 MHz. The simulations were done using different Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy (CFL) numbers.
The simulation for source pulse 1 was performed using a CFL number 0.1, which gives a time spacing
∆t = 25.25 ns, equivalent to a sampling rate of 39.6 MHz. The simulation for source pulse 2 was
performed using a CFL number 0.2, which gives a time spacing 50.51 ns, equivalent to a sampling
rate of 19.80 MHz. The simulation 3 was performed using a CFL number 0.3, which is equivalent
to a time spacing 75.76 ns and a sampling rate of 13.20 MHz. Figures 2(d), 2(e) and 2(f) show
the amplitude and phase of the source pulses in the frequency domain for the simulations 1, 2 and
3, respectively. For each simulation, the simulated field was recorded at the sampled times and
on the receivers, and the recorded signals in time on the receivers were then decomposed into the
frequency components (phase and amplitude) using a Fourier Transform operator. As a benchmark,
this nonphysical solution field was also analytically calculated using the frequency-domain formula
(58), in which the Green’s function was calculated using Eq. (21).
Figures 3(a), 3(b) and 3(c) show the amplitude of the solution field produced after radiation of the
emitter (the red circle in figure 1(a)) and recorded on the receiver 100 (the green circle in figure
1(a)) as a function of temporal frequency, when the source pulses 1, 2 and 3 were used, respectively.
As shown in these figures, the frequency-domain amplitudes of the solution field approximated
using algorithm 1 and a mass source computed using Eq. (61) (the modified k-Wave) match the
amplitudes analytically calculated using the Green’s formula (58) for all frequencies. The amplitudes
approximated by giving the same input to the original k-Wave were added to the plot in order to
show how modifying the toolbox computes a mass source matching the discretised formula (61),
which is a discretisation of Eq. (59), and gives the analytical action (57) in the time-domain as the
output. It must be reminded that the details about the full-discretisation of the wave equation in
the original k-Wave is given in the k-Wave manual [5], section 2.4, or [51], Algorithm 1. Specifically,
the step taken for including the mass source has been described in the k-Wave manual [5], section
2.4, equations (2.18) and (2.19), or [51], Algorithm 1, line 5.

In the same way, figures 3(d), 3(e) and 3(f) show phases of the solution field recorded on the
receiver 100, when the source pulses 1, 2 and 3 were used, respectively. The phases were wrapped to[
− π, π

]
rad. As shown in the these figures, the frequency-domain variants of phases approximated

by the modified k-Wave, which approximates Eq. (57) and uses a mass source computed by Eq. (61)
which is a discretisation of Eq. (59), and phases analytically calculated using the frequency-domain
Green’s formula (58) match for all frequencies.

Figures 4(a), 4(b) and 4(c) show amplitudes of the solution field recorded on all the receivers
as a function of distance of receivers to the emitter, when the source pulses 1, 2 and 3 were used,
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 2. 2D medium. The time-domain source pulses on a single point
(qpoint

{s,∂p/∂n}): a) 1, b) 2 and c) 3. The frequency-domain amplitude and phase of
the point sources: d) 1, e) 2 and f) 3.

respectively. In these figures, the amplitudes were computed at the single frequency fmax/2 MHz.
As shown in these figures, for all these source pulses, the frequency-domain variants of amplitudes
computed using the modified k-Wave and using the discretised mass source (61) (red plot), match
the analytic solution (58) (green plot). In the same way, figures 4(d), 4(e) and 4(f) show phase of the
solution field recorded on all receivers, when the source pulses 1, 2 and 3 were used, respectively.
The phases were wrapped to

[
− π, π

]
rad. Note that for the k-Wave simulation, each recorded

pressure signal was transformed into the frequency domain. It must be reminded that the plots
for which the same inputs are given to the original k-Wave were added only to show the readers
how modifying the toolbox and approximating a mass source based on the formula (59), gives an
approximation to the analytic action (57) for the associated single-point source.

6.2. Wave simulation for a 3D medium. The wave simulations were performed on a grid with
the same grid spacing 0.5 mm along all Cartesian coordinates. The grid spacing must be small
sufficiently that the frequency range of the source is supported by the grid. One emitter and 256
receivers, which were assumed points, were placed on a hemisphere with a radius of 12.35 cm, as
shown in figure 1(b). The emitter was placed at the bottom of the hemisphere on the position
xj0 =

[
1.54, 0,−12.25

]
cm. Figure 1(b) shows the emitter by the red colour and the receivers by the

blue colour. The interpolations between the position of the emitter/receivers and the grid points
were performed using the formula (51) [3]. The sound speed was set 1500 ms−1 and homogeneous.
The wave simulations were performed using three different sources qpoint

{s,∂p/∂n} for a time duration
T = 212.2µs. Figures 5(a), 5(b) and 5(c) show the source pulses 1, 2 and 3 in time, respectively.
Here, a low-pass filter was applied on each source pulse using the filterTimeSeries.m function in the



20 THE ACOUSTIC WAVE EQUATION

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 3. 2D medium. The solution field recorded on the point receiver 100 after
radiation of the point source (emitter). The solution field was decomposed into am-
plitude and phase in the frequency domain. Amplitudes for simulation experiments:
a) 1, b) 2 and c) 3. Because the source is defined on a single point, the quantities of
the wave simulation are not physical and the solution field is not pressure. But an
integration over a distribution of point sources using the derived formulae in section
5.2 and their discretisation discussed in section 5.3 will provide a solution field in
terms of the pressure and with units of Pascal. Phases for simulation experiments:
d) 1, e) 2 and f) 3. The phases were wrapped to

[
− π, π

]
rad. The plots are not for

the purpose of a direct comparison with the toolbox, but they show how modifying
the toolbox to compute a point mass source (61), which is a discretisation of (59),
will approximate the analytic action (57).

k-Wave to ensure that the frequency spectrum of the associated pulse be smaller than the maximum
frequency supported by the computational grid, and then the maximum absolute amplitudes of the
pulses were normalised. The maximum frequency supported by the grid was fmax = 1.5 MHz.

For the simulation using the source pulse 1, the CFL number was set 0.1, which is equivalent to
a time spacing ∆t = 31.57 ns and a sampling rate of 31.68 MHz. The simulation 2 was performed
using the CFL number 0.2, which gives a time spacing 63.13 ns, equivalent to a sampling rate 15.84
MHz. The simulation using the source pulse 3 was performed using the CFL number 0.3, equivalent
to a time spacing 94.70 ns and a sampling rate of 10.56 MHz. Figures 5(d), 5(e) and 5(f) show
the amplitudes and phases of the source pulses in the frequency domain for the simulations 1, 2
and 3, respectively. Note that the approach taken for including a discretised version of the mass
source in the original k-Wave has been explained in [5], section 2.4., equations (2.18) and (2.19), or
[51], Algorithm 1, line 5. The taken approach in the original k-Wave for including the mass source
was replaced by the formula (61), which is a discretisation of (59), to represent a nonphysical mass
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 4. 2D medium. The solution field recorded on all the receivers after radia-
tion of the point source (emitter). The solution field was decomposed into amplitude
and phase in the frequency domain, and is shown at the single frequency fmax/2 as
a function of distances of the receivers to the emitter. Amplitudes for simulation
experiments: a) 1, b) 2 and c) 3. Phases for simulation experiments: d) 1, e) 2 and
f) 3. The phases were wrapped to

[
−π, π

]
rad. The plots are not for the purpose of

a direct comparison with the toolbox, but they show how modifying the toolbox to
compute a point mass source (61), which is a discretisation of (59), will approximate
the analytic action (57).

source on a single point. (An integration using the formulae (52)-(55) over a distribution of point
sources will then provide the physical quantities with physical units, as explained in sections 5.2
and 5.3.)

For each simulation, the solution field was recorded on the receivers in time. The recorded time-
domain signal on each receiver was then decomposed into the frequency components (phase and
amplitude) using a Fourier Transform operator. The solution field was also calculated analytically
in the frequency domain using the formula (58), in which the source is transferred to the frequency
domain using the same Fourier operator, and the causal (or outgoing) Green’s function is calculated
using (19). Figures 6(a), 6(b) and 6(c) show the frequency-domain amplitudes of the solution field
recorded on receiver 100 (the green circle in figure 1(b)) after excitation of emitter (the red circle in
figure 1(b)) using the source pulses 1, 2 and 3, respectively. Because the frequency-domain variant
of amplitudes computed by the original k-Wave (blue plot) are much smaller than the amplitudes
calculated using Eq. (58) (green plot), a variant of the original k-Wave amplitudes enlarged by a
factor 666.7 was also shown by the magenta colour for a better visualisation. It must be reminded
that the frequency-domain variants of amplitudes associated with the original k-Wave were added
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 5. 3D medium. The time-domain source pulses on a single point
(qpoint

{s,∂p/∂n}): a) 1, b) 2 and c) 3. The frequency-domain amplitude and phase of
the point sources: d) 1, e) 2 and f) 3.

to show how modifying the mass source using the formula (61) gives the analytic action (57) as an
output.

As shown in these figures, the frequency-domain amplitudes approximated using the modified
k-Wave match the amplitudes calculated analytically using the frequency-domain Green’s formula
(58) for all frequencies. In addition, considering Eq. (19), the amplitude of the Green’s function
in a 3D medium depends only on the distances, and is not changed with frequency. Note that
for a nonabsorbing medium, the amplitude of the Green’s function represents only geometrical
attenuation. (cf. [71] and [72].) Therefore, the fact that the amplitude of the Green’s function in
(19) is independent of frequency implies that the shape of the ultrasonic pulse on a point should
remain unchanged after propagation in the medium. A comparison between the amplitudes of the
source pulses in figures 5(d), 5(e) and 5(f) and the approximated amplitudes of the solution field on
the receiver 100 in the respective figures 6(a), 6(b) and 6(c) shows that the geometrical attenuation
approximated using the modified k-Wave has remained unchanged with frequency. Figures 6(d),
6(e) and 6(f) show the phases of the solution field recorded on the receiver 100, when the source
pulses 1, 2 and 3 were used, respectively. The phases were wrapped to

[
− π, π

]
rad. As shown in

these figures, the frequency-domain phases approximated using the modified k-Wave and the phases
calculated using the frequency-domain Green’s formula match for all frequencies.

Figures 7(a), 7(b) and 7(c) show the amplitudes of the solution field recorded on all the receivers
as a function of distances of receivers to the emitter, when the source pulses 1, 2 and 3 were used,
respectively. In these figures, the amplitudes were computed at the single frequency fmax/2 MHz.
Because the frequency-domain variants of amplitudes computed by the original k-Wave (blue plot)
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 6. 3D medium. The solution field recorded on the point receiver 100 after
radiation of the point source (emitter). The solution field was decomposed into am-
plitude and phase in the frequency domain. Amplitudes for simulation experiments:
a) 1, b) 2 and c) 3. Because the source is defined on a single point, the quantities of
the wave simulation are not physical and the solution field is not pressure. But an
integration over a distribution of point sources using the derived formulae in section
5.2 will provide a solution field in terms of pressure and with the units of Pascal.
Phases for simulation experiments: d) 1, e) 2 and f) 3. The phases were wrapped
to

[
− π, π

]
rad. The plots are not for the purpose of a direct comparison with the

toolbox, but they show how modifying the toolbox to compute a point mass source
(61), which is a discretisation of (59), will approximate the analytic action (57).

were much smaller than the Green’s formula (green plot), they were enlarged by a factor 666.7 for
a better visualisation (magenta plot). As shown in these figures, using all the chosen source pluses,
the amplitudes computed using the modified k-Wave (red plot) match the analytically calculated
amplitudes (green plot). In the same way, figures 7(d), 7(e) and 7(f) show the phases, which have
been wrapped to

[
−π, π

]
rad. As shown in these figures, the phases approximated by the modified

k-Wave match the analytically calculated phases for all the receivers. It must be emphasized again
that the purpose of this experiment was not a direct comparison with the toolbox, but it was
explained how modifying the input given to the toolbox based on Eq. (61), which is a discretisation
of (59), will approximate the analytic action (57).
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 7. 3D medium. The solution field recorded on all the receivers after radia-
tion of the point source (emitter). The solution field was decomposed into amplitude
and phase in the frequency domain, and is shown at the single frequency fmax/2 as
a function of distances of the receivers to the emitter. Amplitudes for simulation
experiments: a) 1, b) 2 and c) 3. Phases for simulation experiments: d) 1, e) 2 and
f) 3. The phases were wrapped to

[
−π, π

]
rad. The plots are not for the purpose of

a direct comparison with the toolbox, but they show how modifying the toolbox to
compute a point mass source (61), which is a discretisation of (59), will approximate
the analytic action (57).

7. Discussion

This manuscript explained step by step approaches for numerical approximations to analytic solu-
tions to the wave equation. It was shown theoretically and numerically that the numerical approxi-
mations to the wave equation is equivalent to representing the wavefield solution as a superposition
of actions of causal Green’s functions on a volumetric or surface source over the space and time of
support of the source. The author felt that this equivalence is important for accurately approximat-
ing forward and back-projected wavefields and its potential limitations, which may have not been
paid due attention.

The primary formula (12) solves a causal variant of the wave equation (1) or its canonical form
(2), and represents the propagated pressure wavefield p directly in terms of the radiation source
s. This solution of the wave equation is commonly used in Geophysics and Biomedical studies,
for example this solution was used in the developed ray-born inversion approaches for quantitative
ultrasound tomography [71, 72]. For practical reasons, it may be more convenient to represent the
wavefield in terms of a surface source. Correspondingly, the Kirchhoff-Helmholtz formula is used
to represent the wavefield in terms of a source defined over a finite closed surface bounding the
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radiation source s, and the Rayleigh-Sommerfeld formula was derived for a source mounted on a
flat plane.

It was shown that modelling the mass source is the key step for accurate numerical approximations
matching the derived analytic solutions to the wave equation. Correspondingly, a rigorous approach
was proposed for modelling and including time-varying source in the wave equation for accurate
numerical approximations of forward and back-projected fields. The k-Wave Version 1.3, was used,
and the step for discretising the gradient of fields was kept unchanged, but the steps for including the
mass source were modified based on the procedure explained in section 5. The proposed approach is
based on applying triangulation on the space of the volumetric or surface source, and then mapping
the space of the source onto the regular computational grid via a change of variable of a spatial
integral formula derived from an associated boundary-value problem. Note that compared to the
numerical integration approach in [73], section II. C, the triangulation step included in our proposed
approach for modelling the mass source is more accurate, because it is not limited to a mesh with
equidistant nodes, and will thus be more accurate near boundaries of the source.

It was shown that compared to analytical or ray-based methods, full-wave methods for solving
the wave equation have a limitation for modelling doublet surface sources, because these kinds of
sources are functions of normal derivative of the Green’s function over the surface of the source and
therefore depend on obliquity factor or it equivalent solid angle, the angle an elemental area on the
surface bounding the source can be seen by any arbitrary point in the solution space. This limitation
is more dominant for approximating backprojection or time-reversal fields, which are represented
as solutions to an Interior-field Kirchhoff-Helmholtz integral for which a homogeneous Dirichlet
condition is imposed over the measurement surface for an associated inward-directed causal Green’s
function .

The numerical approach proposed for including the time-varying source in the wave equation
was validated via a comparison with an associated analytic solution. For the sake of simplicity and
generality, this comparison was done for a source defined on a single point. The matches obtained
between the analytical and numerical solutions to the wave equation are very important for future
studies in the fields related to the biomedical acoustics.

8. Conclusion

This manuscript shared scientific experience of the author about how the step for inclusion of time-
varying source in the wave equation should be treated for obtaining numerical solutions matching
the common analytic solutions to the acoustic wave equation, to the best of the author’s knowledge.

Appendix A. 3D Green’s function

The time-domain Green’s function can be expressed in the form of a Fourier integral. Accordingly,
taking a spatio-temporal Fourier transform of the wave equation (4) gives (k2−K2)G̃(K, ω) = −1,
which is related to the time-domain Green’s function using

g(xd, td) =
−1

(2π)4

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

∫
dK

ei(K·xd−ωtd)

k2 −K2
, (63)

where g(xd, td) = 1/(2π)
∫∞
−∞ dω G(xd, ω) e

−iωtd and G(xd, ω) = 1/(2π)3
∫
dK G̃(K, ω)eiK·xd . For

the latter, K denotes the vector of spatial frequencies along the Cartesian coordinates. Here, the
integrand has simple poles at k = ±K. This integral does not uniquely define a Green’s function. To
obtain a unique solution, a causal Green’s function, which vanishes at td < 0 and has homogeneous
Cauchy conditions at td = 0, gives an integration contour that lies above both poles and is closed
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over the lower half-plane semicircle [70]. Accordingly, a causal form of Eq. (63) can be written in
the form

g+(xd, td) =
−c2

(2π)4

∫
dK eiK·xd

∫
contour

dω
e−iωtd

ω2 − c2K2
, td > 0. (64)

Using Cauchy Residue Theorem, the so-called Retarted Green’s function will be derived.

g+(xd, td) =
c

(2π)3

∫
dK eiK·xd

sin(cKtd)

K
, td > 0. (65)

Now, transforming the variables of integration to a spherical polar coordinate with polar axis along
xd, together with using a substitution K · xd = Kxdcos(θ) with θ the polar angle of K, give [70]

g+(xd, td) =
c

(2π)2

∫ ∞

0
dK K sin (cKtd)

∫ π

0
dθ eiKxd cos(θ) sin(θ)

=
c

(2π)2xd

∫ ∞

−∞
dK sin (cKtd) sin (Kxd), td > 0.

(66)

Finally, expanding sine functions using Euler’s identity, and a replacement δ(x) = 1/(2π)3
∫
dK eiK·x

gives the causal Green’s function g+(xd, td) = 1/(4πxd)δ(td−xd/c), td > 0, which is zero at td < 0.

Appendix B. Sommerfeld radiation condition

At large distances from the source, an approximate Green’s function can be obtained using a far-field
approximation

xd = |x− x′| = (x2 + x′
2 − 2x · x′)1/2 ≈ x− x̂ · x′, x→∞, (67)

where x̂ = x/x is a unit vector along x. Plugging the approximation (67) into the outgoing Green’s
function (19), and substituting the resulting far-field approximated Green’s function into Eq. (23),
give the Sommerfeld radiation condition (SRC) [70]

p+(x, ω) ≈ f(x̂, ω)
eikx

x
, x→∞, (68)

where

f(x̂, ω) =
1

4π

∫
νs

dx S(x, ω)e−ikx̂·x. (69)

Alternatively, the SRC can be expressed using

lim
x→∞

x
d−1
2

[ ∂

∂x
P+(x, ω)− ikP+(x, ω)

]
→ 0, (70)

where we remind that d ∈ {2, 3} stands for the number of dimensions. Eq. (70) can be derived
directly from (68).
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