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DISSIPATIVENESS OF THE HYPERBOLIC QUADRATURE METHOD OF
MOMENTS FOR KINETIC EQUATIONS

RUIXI ZHANG, YIHONG CHEN, QIAN HUANG*, AND WEN-AN YONG

ABSTRACT. This paper presents a dissipativeness analysis of a quadrature method of moments (called
HyQMOM) for the one-dimensional BGK equation. The method has exhibited its good performance in
numerous applications. However, its mathematical foundation has not been clarified. Here we present
an analytical proof of the strict hyperbolicity of the HyQMOM-induced moment closure systems by
introducing a polynomial-based closure technique. As a byproduct, a class of numerical schemes for
the HyQMOM system is shown to be realizability preserving under CFL-type conditions. We also
show that the system preserves the dissipative properties of the kinetic equation by verifying a certain
structural stability condition. The proof uses a newly introduced affine invariance and the homogeneity
of the HyQMOM and heavily relies on the theory of orthogonal polynomials associated with realizable
moments, in particular, the moments of the standard normal distribution.

1. INTRODUCTION

We are interested in a class of moment closure methods dealing with the hypothetical 1D BGK equation
for the velocity distribution f = f(t,x,€) with ¢ >0, x € R and £ € R:

Ouf +€0.f = 2(7° ~ ),
[ =& p,U,0) = po 56 —U).

Here 7 is a relaxation time, the density p, mean velocity U and temperature 6 are defined as

p= /R fdg, pU = /R Efde, ph+pU? = /R €1,

(1.1)

and

bs(§) = ﬁ exp (—%) : (1.2)

In this way, the local Maxwellian f¢¢ is completely specified.

The kinetic equation (1.1) is a simplification of the Boltzmann equation governing spatial-velocity
distributions of molecules with binary collisions [3]. The latter is well accepted as the underlying theory
of rarefied gas dynamics and has wide applications. Examples include spacecraft reentry and lunar-
lander-induced dusty plumes where flows transition from continuum to rarefied and free molecular regimes
[18, 23]. In the dilute Martian atmosphere, the micro-sized dust suspensions have a Knudsen number of
O(1), indicating as well a rarefied flow [7]. Generally, the kinetic model is also a powerful tool to study
systems of interacting agents, like particulate flows [16] and active matter dynamics [20].

But it is a challenging task to solve the Boltzmann equation due to high dimensions and complicated
collisions. In (1.1), the collision term has been replaced by a simplified relaxation process [1]. This is
a widely used approximation for it preserves key properties of the original Boltzmann equation. We
limit our analysis to the BGK equation. To tackle the high dimension, the method of moments stands
out as an efficient strategy to reduce velocity dependence and generate ‘hydrodynamic’ equations with
macroscopic variables. In this process, a moment truncation to a finite order requires a closure of higher-
order moments.
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In pursuit of well-behaved moment closure methods, the 1D system (1.1) is often considered as a
starting point and test ground, where the kth moment is defined as

My = Mit.o) = [ &g (13)
R
for k € N. Then the governing equation for M}, can be derived from (1.1) as
1
Oy My, + Oy Myy1 = - (pAg(U,0) — My,), (1.4)

with
Ap(u,0?) = /nggbg(g — u)d€. (1.5)

Clearly, a truncation with M = (M, ..., My) needs a closure My 11 = My1(M) for the hierarchy (1.4)
to be closed.

In this paper, we are concerned with quadrature-based methods of moments to close (1.4). Unlike
the well-known Grad’s method [13], the quadrature method (abbreviated as QMOM) relies on nonlinear
reconstructions of distributions that can be far from equilibrium and, by its very nature, preserves
positivity. Precisely, 2n moments (N = 2n—1 in (1.4)) are invoked to construct a convex combination of
n Dirac §-functions with centers and weights being unknowns [22]. Theoretically, this is permissible for all
realizable moments. The centers are found as roots of an orthogonal polynomial induced by the moments.
In this way, the QMOM is numerically efficient and becomes popular in simulating particulate flows
[16, 21]. However, the QMOM-induced system is proved to be non-hyperbolic and can give unphysical
shocks in simulation [6, 9, 15].

To remedy this drawback, many efforts have been paid to develop hyperbolic moment closure sys-
tems. One strategy called extended-QMOM (EQMOM) is to introduce a new (unknown) parameter and
approximate the distribution by a convex combination of n parameter-dependent approximations of the
d-function using 2n + 1 moments (N = 2n in (1.4)) [4]. If the approximation is Gaussian, hyperbolicity
is proved in [5, 15]. For more general approximations, we refer to [31]. But the domain of the EQMOM-
induced systems (namely, the moment set admitting such a reconstruction) does not contain all realizable
moments [5].

Another strategy called hyperbolic-QMOM (HyQMOM) can be free of these drawbacks. The point
is to take N = 2n in (1.4) and find a convex combination of more than n §-functions (with unknown
centers and weights) to recover 2n + 1 moments M = (M, ..., Ma,) with more freedom. For this
underdetermined problem, it is possible to pick a proper reconstruction that closes Ma,+1(M) and yields
a hyperbolic system. This can be done in many ways [2, 11]. Recently, general HyQMOM closures up
to any order are proposed in [10] and [27] with the aid of the orthogonal polynomial theory associated
with realizable moments [12]. Applications of the HyQMOM to rarefied flows, multiphase flows and
plasma simulations exhibit advantages over other approaches in viability, accuracy and computational
efficiency [10, 17, 26]. Based on these, it was conjectured in [10, 27] that the HyQMOM closure systems
are hyperbolic. However, an analytic proof of the hyperbolicity is still lacking, although it was shown

by computing the corresponding characteristic polynomials only for the closure in [10] with n < 9 using
MATLAB symbolic.

One of our objectives here is to present a purely analytic proof of the hyperbolicity of the HyQMOM
for both closures in [10, 27] with any integer n. The proof uses a factorization of the characteristic
polynomial for the resultant first-order PDE and a polynomial-based closure technique. As a byproduct,
a class of numerical schemes for the HyQMOM system is shown to be realizability preserving under
CFL-type conditions.

Besides hyperbolicity, the dissipativeness of moment systems should also be addressed to ensure that
the dissipative property of the original kinetic equation are correctly inherited. For this purpose, we
will also show that the HyQMOM-induced moment system satisfies the structural stability condition
proposed in [28], which is believed to be a proper counterpart of the H-theorem for the kinetic equation.
Indeed, the stability condition has been shown to be respected by many classical physical models [30]
and moment closure systems [8, 14, 32]. A violation of the condition may lead to exponentially-exploding
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asymptotic solutions [19]. For the quadrature methods, the condition has been verified for the EQMOM
with Gaussian kernels [15], but there do exist kernels with which the EQMOM system contradicts the
stability condition [31].

The proof for the dissipativeness involves seeking positive solutions to an overdetermined system of
algebraic equations. It uses a newly introduced affine invariance and homogeneity of the HyQMOM and
heavily relies on the theory of orthogonal polynomials associated with realizable moments, in particular,
the moments of the standard normal distribution.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the theory of orthogonal
polynomials associated with realizable moments, several quadrature-based methods of moment, including
QMOM, EQMOM and HyQMOM, and the structural stability condition. Section 3 contains our main
results. In section 4, we prove the strict hyperbolicity of the HyQMOM-induced moment system. Section
5 is devoted to verifying the structural stability condition. Finally, we conclude our paper in section 6.

2. QUADRATURE—BASED METHOD OF MOMENTS

Given an integer N > 3, a direct truncation of (1.4) for M = (M, ..., My) yields a system
OM + 9, F(M) = S(M), (2.1)
with
F(M) = (M,..., My, My 1(M)) € RVF,

1
S(M) = ;(o, 0,0, pA3(U,0) — Ms, ..., pAN(U,0) — My) € RVFL,

Once Mpy41(M) is determined (either explicitly or implicitly), the first-order system of PDEs (2.1)
becomes a moment closure system in the conservative form.

2.1. Orthogonal polynomials. A vector (moment) M = (My,..., Ms,) of odd dimension is called
strictly realizable if the corresponding Hankel matrix

My M, - M,
My My - My

H,=H,(M)=| | , .| e RvHDx(nd) (2.2)
Mn Mn+1 e M2n

is positive definite [24]. This means that M is generated by a physically relevant velocity distribution.
Denote by

Qon, = {M € R*"|H,, (M) is positive definite}
the collection of strictly realizable moments. Clearly, (25, is a positive cone.

For M € Qj,, a linear functional (-)nr can be defined on R[X]z, (the space of real polynomials of
degree < 2n) as

(XFVp = My, (2.3)
for k=0,1,...,2n. The notation (-) is used for simplicity if the dependence on M is clear. The functional
induces an inner product on R[X],, as

(p:q) = (pa) (2.4)

for p,q € R[X],,. To see this, just notice that if p = 3"}, pr X", then we have (p?) = p" H,p > 0 with
p=(po,...,pn)T € R

Given the inner product, a family of monic orthogonal polynomials Qr = Qx(X) (k =0,1,...,n) can
be constructed and satisfy

degQr =k and (QiQx) = (Q})ik
for 0 < i,k < n. Here 0;; denotes the Kronecker delta. The orthogonal polynomials are generated
recursively as @_1 =0, Qo = 1 and

Q1= (X — ar)Qr — brQr—1 (2.5)
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for k=0,1,...,n — 1. The coefficients a; and by are derived as [12]
(XQ3) Q)
ar = ——-; bg= My, b= >0 (k > 1) (26)
Q%) (@)
From these expressions it is not difficult to see that aj, depends on My, . .., Mokt (with linear dependence

on Masj41) and by depends only on My, ..., My, (with linear dependence on Msy). Notice that b, can
be well defined although it does not appear in (2.5).

About the orthogonal polynomials, we have the following important facts.

Proposition 2.1 (Theorem 1.20 of [12]). Each Qy, has k distinct real roots which are separated by those
of Q1.

Proposition 2.2 (Theorem 5.10 of [24]). The relation (2.6), together with (2.5), defines a bijection
between s, and
{(ao, R ,anfl,bo, .. ,bn) S R2n+1|bi >0 for .= O, R ,n}.

On the other hand, a vector (moment) M’ = (My,..., Ma,_1) of even dimension is called strict
realizable if it belongs to
Qon1 = {M’ € R*"|H,,_1(M’) is positive definite}.

For M’ € Qa,,_1, we can also define a functional (-)prr on R[X]2,—1 as in (2.3) and correponding orthog-
onal polynomials Qo,...,Qn-1 € R[X],—1. Notice that now a,,—1 and Q,, are also well defined. In this
case, we have the following analogue of Proposition 2.2:

Proposition 2.3 (Theorem 5.10 of [24]). The relation (2.6), together with (2.5), defines a bijection
between o, _1 and

{(ao,...,an_l,bo,...,bn_l) S R2n|bi > OfO’I“iZO,...,’rL— 1}
Furthermore, we have the following important fact.

Proposition 2.4 (Theorem 9.7 of [24]). The map
{W = (wi,ui)?zl € Rinwi >0, Vi, ug <ug <--- < ’U,n} — Qo1

with
n .
M;=> wul, j=0,...2n-1
i=1
is a bijection. Moreover, uy,...,u, are just the zeros of Q.

2.2. Quadrature methods of moments. Here we introduce two widely used quadrature methods
of moments. The first one is the quadrature method of moments (QMOM). In this method, we take
N =2n—11n (2.1) and close (2.1) by specifying M, = Ms,(M’) in the following way:

Myy =Y wiui™, (2.7)
1=1

where w; and u; are uniquely determined by M’ € Qs,,_1 according to Proposition 2.4. Equivalently, the
QMOM can be understood as the ansatz f(£) = Y1 w;6(E — u;).

This closure is equivalent to (Q2%)n = 0 with the functional induced by M = (M/, M»,,). Indeed, from
definition (2.3) we can easily see that

(p)ar = wip(ui), p € R[X]an 1. (2.8)
i=1

Then we deduce from Proposition 2.4 that
(@m =(X"")m — (X" — Q7 )m = (X*")m — (X*" = Q7w
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Consequently, (Q%)m = 0 is equivalent to (2.7).

While the QMOM becomes a popular method in solving size distributions of the particulate flow
[16, 21], it is found that the QMOM-induced system (2.1) is not hyperbolic [6, 15]. Therefore, various
improvements have been proposed in literature. One of them is the extended QMOM (EQMOM).

The EQMOM assumes that the distribution f(§) is a weighted summation of n shifted homoscedastic
kernels:

f@:ZmeJ

This Ansatz contains 2n + 1 unknowns collected as W = (w; > 0,§;, € R0 > 0)I, € R27*1 Taking
moments of the Ansatz up to 2n-th order leads to a map from W to M. If this map is invertible, the
unclosed Ms,4+1 in (2.1) can be computed in terms of W and thereby the moments M. If the kernel
05(&; &) is chosen to be Gaussian ¢, (& — &) [4], the resultant moment closure system (2.1) has been
shown in [15] to be strict hyperbolic and satisfy the structural stability condition. More general kernels

@@xozék(g_&> (2.9)

g

are considered in [31], and a class of K(&) is identified to ensure the hyperbolicity and structural stability.

A possible drawback of EQMOM is that the image of the map, or equivalently, the domain of (2.1)
after closure, is a proper subset of Qa, (see Proposition 3.1 in [5] for the Gaussian case with n = 2).
Therefore, it cannot handle all realizable moments.

2.3. Hyperbolic QMOM. The focus of this paper is the following improvement called hyperbolic
QMOM (HyQMOM) [10, 27]. In this method, we take N = 2n in (2.1) and seek a closure for
Moy 11 = Mapi1(M) on the realizable domain Qs .

For any My, 1 € R and M € Qs,,, we write M = (M, Ms,,41) € R?""2 and define a functional (-)y; on
R[X]2n+1 as in subsection 2.1. Consequently, we get the orthogonal polynomials Qo, . .., Qni1 € R[X]n41
and real numbers ag, . .., an, bo, . .., by. Since the restriction of (-)y; on R[X]ay, is just (-)m, we know from
Proposition 2.2 that ag,...,an—1,bg,...,b, are determined by M. Therefore, there exists a one-to-one
correspondence between a,, and Ma, 4.

Thanks to the above reasoning, the HyQMOM closure for Ms,,+1 can be achieved by taking [10]

n—1
1
an =~ > ax. (2.10)
k=0
A generalized version of HyQMOM reads as [27]
n—1
~y
=2 2.11
an = kz:%) ak (2.11)

with v > —2n a scaling factor. Since a,, is linearly dependent on Mo,y (see (2.6)), these relations do
give convenient closures for Mo, 1.

While the HyQMOM exhibits good performance in numerical simulations [10, 17, 26], its theoretical
understanding is far from satisfactory. The hyperbolicity is verified by resorting to the MATLAB only
for the closure (2.10) with n < 9, and is conjectured for the general closure (2.11) [10, 27]. Moreover, the
dissipativeness of HyQMOM-induced moment systems remains unclear.

2.4. Structural stability condition. Given a closure My1(M), the moment system (2.1) of first-order

PDEs has a coefficient matrix OF(M)
A(M) = R(N+1)X(N+1)
(M) N ©
on the domain G. The system (2.1) is called hyperbolic if A(M) has (N + 1) linearly independent real
eigenvectors [25]. If A(M) has (N + 1) distinct real eigenvalues, it is called strictly hyperbolic. Moreover,

the structural stability condition proposed in [28] is a weak version of certain entropy conditions which
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characterize the dissipativeness of the moment system. Herein we restate it for the 1D system (2.1) with
a non-empty equilibrium manifold £ = {M € G | S(M) = 0}. Denote by Sm(M) the Jacobian matrix of
S(M). The structural stability condition reads as

(I) For any M € &, there exist invertible matrices P = P(M) € RIN*TDX(N+D and 7' = T(M) € R™*"
(0 <r < N +1) such that
PSm(M)P™! = diag(0(n-1—ryx(v+1-r), 1)
(IT) For any M € G, there exists a positive definite symmetric matrix A9 = Ag(M) such that
AgA(M) = AT (M) Ap.
(III) For any M € &, the coefficient matrix and the source are coupled as

AgSm(M) + Sy (M) Ay < P {8 IO} P.

Here I, is the unit matrix of order r.

Remark 2.5. For the 1-D system (2.1), Condition (II) is satisfied if and only if the system is hyperbolic
[15]. Condition (III) is a proper manifestation of the dissipative property inherited from the kinetic
model. See detailed discussions in [29].

Recently, it has been demonstrated that several moment models respect the structural stability con-
dition [8, 14, 32]. For the quadrature-based methods, a series of analyses was performed in our previous
works for the EQMOM with Gaussian and more general kernels (2.9) [15, 31].

3. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we present our main results. The first one is

Theorem 3.1 (Hyperbolicity). The HyQMOM closure (2.11) yields a strictly hyperbolic moment system
(2.1) for M € Qq,,.

This theorem means that the coefficient matrix A(M) has 2n + 1 distinct eigenvalues Ao < -+ < Agp,
for M € Qg,,. An interesting consequence of this theorem is

Proposition 3.2. For the moment system (2.1) with the closure (2.11) for v > —n, there exist {w; >
0 ?20 such that

2n
My => wXf, k=0,...2n.
1=0

As for the structural stability of HyQMOM, we have

Theorem 3.3 (Structural stability). The moment system (2.1) with the HyQMOM closure (2.10) satisfies
the structural stability condition for M € Qq,.

Let us remark that Theorem 3.3 is proved only for the closure (2.10). The proof relies on the following
property of the HyQMOM closure (2.10). To state this property, we refer to [10] and introduce

Definition 3.4. A moment closure
M:M = (My,...,My) € RN s (M, My, ;) € RVF2

is referred to as affine invariant if it satisfies

Mo sy =8y oM (3.1)
for any u € R, ¢ > 0 and a family of parametrized linear operators defined as
Sl (Mo, ..., M) € R¥ s (M, ..., M) € RFH! (3.2)

with
k

- A _
M, = Z <j>JJMjukJ.

Jj=0
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The affine invariance means that if a moment closure is achieved through a distribution reconstruction
f(& M) parametrized with moments M, then the closure for My is invariant after the distribution is
shifted and rescaled as

Fl& Sk = 2 <5 - ”;M) (3.3)

o
in the sense of moments up to order N + 1. In view of this, we believe that the affine invariance is a
natural requirement for moment closure methods.

For the HyQMOM closure (2.11), we have

Proposition 3.5. The generalized HyQMOM (2.11) is affine invariant if and only if v = 1, which is
Just the closure (2.10).

This property of the closure (2.10) is crucial for the proof of structural stability, as is seen in section
5. In addition, we have (with a proof in Appendix)

Proposition 3.6. Both the QMOM closure and EQMOM closure with kernels (2.9) are affine invariant.

As an interesting application of the reconstruction based on Proposition 2.4:
n
FEGEM) =D wid(§ —u;), MEQy,
i=0

or the reconstruction in Proposition 3.2, we analyze the realizability of the first-order upwind scheme [11]
for the moment system (2.1):
At
P+l _ NP P
M‘j o Mj * A.’L’j (]:jfé
Here A = (A¢(U,0),...,A2n(U,0)) and Fjr1 = (Fo,...,Fan);+ is the spatial flux. The subscript j
represents the jth cell ]:vj_% , £Cj+%[ of size Az;, and the superscript p denotes the time ¢, = pAt. With
the reconstructed distribution, the ‘kinetic-based’ flux can be taken as

L % (pary -2, (3.4)

]:k,jJré = ZO w; max{0, ui}kﬂ‘j + 2 w; min{0, u; }F+ ’j+1 (3.5)
or , ,
k+1 : k+1
]:k,jJr% = ; w; max{0, \; }*F }j + ; w; min{0, \; }*F ’j+1 ) (3.6)

For these two schemes, we have
Theorem 3.7 (Realizability preserving). The scheme (3.4) with fluz (3.5) or (5.6) is realizable under
the CFL condition
L x| < 1 At axs| <1, ¥
—max|u; ;| <1 or —max|\ ;| <1, .
Az; i 7 Az; i 7 J

Proof. We only consider the flux (3.5) because the same arguments work for (3.6). A straightforward
calculation gives

n n
Fri-t = Friti :Z Wi max{o’“i}kﬂ‘j—l - Z Wi min{ovui}kﬂ‘jﬂ

i=0 i=0

+ w; [min{0, ug Y — maX{O,ui}kJrl} ‘ .

n
J
=0

n n
=Zwi|ui| max{O,ui}k‘ -+ Zwi|ui| min{0, ul}k‘ ‘
i=0 A It

n
= wilug|uf
1=0

1

J
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Notice that the first two terms, denoted by T', are in Qs,,. Then we see from (3.4) that

AL\ oo A O At "
(14-7;)thj =7 +) s 1—-ZgﬂuA ul

J i=0

r At
+ —pA(U,0)[
7 T

for k = 0,...,2n. Clearly, the positivity of (1 — At|u;|/Ax;) ensures M?H € g, (the positive cone).
This completes the proof. 0

The following sections are devoted to the proofs of the other conclusions above. Precisely, section
4 is for Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.2, section 5 for Theorem 3.3 and Proposition 3.5 on the affine
invariance, and an appendix for Proposition 3.6.

4. HYPERBOLICITY

We prove Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 in this section. The key is the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. For the HyQMOM closure (2.11), the characteristic polynomial of the corresponding
coefficient matriz A(M) can be factorized as

2n + v
n

F(X7 M) = Qn : (X - an)Qn - ann—l = Qan-i-l-

Let us mention that this proposition was proved in [10] only for the closure (2.10) with n <9 by the
symbolic software. Here we will present a purely analytical proof at the end of this section.

Having this proposition, we can prove Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 as follows. First of all, it is
not difficult to deduce from Proposition 2.1 that R, 11 has n + 1 distinct real roots which are separated
by those of @, (see the proof of Theorem 4.8 in [10], where the arguments work for v > —2n). Thus,
the characteristic polynomial F'(X; M) has 2n + 1 distinct real roots and the strict hyperbolicity follows.
This proves Theorem 3.1.

For Proposition 3.2, we have

Proof of Proposition 3.2. As a solution to the linear system of algebraic equations with Vandermone
coefficients, the uniqueness and existence of such w;’s are obvious. Thus, we only need to show the
positivity. For this purpose, we write M = (M, M3p41), M = (M, Ms,) and M’ = (Mo, ..., Ma,—1). Tt
is clear that the restriction of (-)y; on R[X]o, (resp. R[X]op—1) is just (-)m (resp. (-)mr).

Then we recall that R, 1 has n + 1 distinct roots separated by those of @Q,,. Denote by {2 }7 the
roots of Ry+1 and by {A2;—1}7 the roots of @,. Thus, it follows from Proposition 2.4 that there exist
{w; > 0}_; such that

n o Mk;, kZO,-'-,2n—1,
Widsio1 = 41
; o Myp — <Qi>M, k= 2n. (4.1)

Here the equality for k = 2n is due to the relation (2.8) leading to

0= wQ%(Nai1) =Y wiAF" | +(Q% — X" ).

i=1 i=1

On the other hand, it is not difficult to verify that Qo,...,Qn, Rny1 = (X — an)Qn — 2 Q1

n ~
are orthogonal polynomials based on the inner product induced by the realizable moments M” =

(M, MY, M}, 1) with M}, = M, + 22(Q2)n. Again by Proposition 2.4, there exist {w} > 0}
such that
M, k=0,... . 2n—1,

wi s, = n+
; ’ Map + ’Y<Q31>M7 k= 2n.

n

(4.2)
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With (4.1) and (4.2), it is straightforward to see that

. n+vy - W
Z2n+7wi/\2i71+z2 o wi A5, = M,

for k =0,...,2n. This together with the uniqueness of {w;}?", clearly implies that

n—+-y n
Woi—1 = o+ /Yw; and Wo; = o+ vw”
are both positive if n +« > 0. This completes the proof. (]

Now we turn to the proof of Proposition 4.1. Instead of computing the characteristic polynomial
as in [10], we develop a polynomial-based closure method. Given a monic polynomial with coefficients
depending on the known moment vector M:

N
G=GX;M) =) g(M)X*F+ XN,
k=0

we can define a moment closure as
N

Myiq = (XN =Gy == gr(M) M. (4.3)
k=0
From this perspective, the HyQMOM can be written as
Mopi1 = <X2n+1 - (X - an)Q?xh\/I
with a, = a,(M) = 2 377 ax(M) given in (2.11) and the QMOM can be written as M, = (X" —
Q7w
For the resultant moment closure, we have
Proposition 4.2. The charateristic polynomial of the closure system induced by (4.3) is the given
G(X; M) if and only if
(OmG)m =

Proof. First we recall that for the general moment system (2.1), the characteristic polynomial of the
coefficient matrix A(M) (of degree N + 1) can be written as

F=F(X;M)= i c;j X7 (4.4)
=0

with ¢;(M) = —0Mpy41/0M; for j =0,...,N, cyy1 =1 and ¢; = 0 for j > N + 2. Using this and (4.3),
we compute

N aus N 99,
F=_— N"l‘le XN+l: J M XN-‘rl
oM, 2 9”23

k=0 k=0

Y9
~ G+ Z TR
k.j= 0
It is clear that F' = G if and only if Z o(Om,95)M; =0for k=0,...,N. O

With this proposition, we can choose proper polynomial G and construct new closure systems that are
strictly hyperbolic. One simple example is

Proposition 4.3. Take N =2n — 1 and G(X;M') = Q% — Q2 _,, where the orthogonal polynimials are
generated by M’ € Qa,,—1. The moment closure system induced by (4.3)

May = (X" = Q) + Q_1)m
18 strictly hyperbolic.
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Proof. First, we refer to Proposition 4.2 and compute

(O, GYymr = 2(QnOn, Qr) vy — 2(Qn—100,Qn—1)mr =0,

where the last step is due to the orthogonality of Qi and Jn;, @k (a polynomial of degree < k — 1).
This means that the characteristic polynomial is just G(X;M’). Then, we show that G(X;M’) has 2n
distinct real roots. Denote by {Ag;—1}" ; and {)\gi};zll the distinct roots of Q),, and Q,,_1, respectively.
Because of Proposition 2.1, we may assume A\; < Ay < -+ < Ag,,_1. This implies sgnG(\;; M) = (—1)¢
fori=1,...,2n—1 and hence G(X; M) has 2n — 2 distinct real roots. The additional two roots are due
to G(A\1; M) <0, G(A2p—1;M') < 0 and G(X;M') — oo as | X| — . O

Furthermore, we can prove the following proposition in the appendix.

Proposition 4.4. The QMOM and EQMOM with kernels (2.9) are just the closure (4.8) by choosing
G(X;M) as the corresponding charateristic polynomials.

We conclude this section with a proof of Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Set G = QnRy11 with Ry,11 = (X —an)Qn — cnQn—1 and ¢,, = %%bn. Recall
that (XQ2) g = an(Q2)m with a, = a, (M) given in (2.11) and thereby
Mop g1 = (X* = XQ2 )M + an(Q7)m
= (X2 — (X — a,)Q0))m
_ <X2n+l _ G>M
Here we have used the orthogonality (Q,Qn—1)m = 0.

Next we show that G € R[X]2,41 is just the charateristic polynomial corresponding to the closure
(2.11). By Proposition 4.2, it suffices to show (OmG)m = 0. To do this, we firstly write Q,, = X" —
oX" 1+ [-.] with [---] a polynomial in R[X],_> and deduce from (2.5) that

Qn - (X - an—l)Qn—l - bn—lQn—?
= (X - an—l)((X - an—?)Qn—2 - bn—2Qn—3) - bn—lQn—2

= (X —ap-1)(X —an—2) (X —ao)Qo+[ ]
:X"—niakX"_l—l—[”-].
k=0

This implies o = 31— ax and thereby

Ap =

3|2

n—1
i
l;) ar = 0.
With this relation, we use the orthogonality and compute
(OMG) =((X — an)Qn — cnQn—1)0MQ@n) + (QnOM((X — an)Qn — cnQn-1))
=((X = an)QnOMQn) — cn(Qn-10MQn) + (X — an)QnOMQn)
+ <Qi8M(X —an)) = cn(QnOMQn—1) — (QnQn_10Mmcn)
= —2(Q7)0M0 — cu{(Q7_1)Omo — (Q7)Onan
c

- (—2 + - %) (Q2)ono = 0.

This completes the proof. O
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5. STRUCTURAL STABILITY

This section is devoted to a proof of Theorem 3.3. Namely, we will show that the HyQMOM induced
moment system satisfies the structural stability condition (I)-(III) in subsection 2.4. Because Condition
(IT) is equivalent to the hyperbolicity, we only need to verify Conditions (I) and (IIT). Moreover, the both
conditions need to be examined only on the equilibrium manifold

E={(pAo(U,0),...,pAN(U,0)) e RN T | p>0,U € R, 0 > 0}
with )
M, MoMs — M7
=My, U=—, O0=—">T7—.
P 0> MO ) M02
Clearly, these three equalities define a bijection between (p,U, 6) and (Mg, My, Ms).
We first consider Condition (I). The Jacobian of the source S(M) in (2.1) reads as

~ |03x3
S = [SM —IN2:| ’

where the (N — 2) x 3 matrix Sy is

M = .

(Mo, My, Ma)
It is straightforward to show that for
_ Y . d(My, My, Ms)
pPl=|, th V=22 cR3>3 5.1
[SMY IN—2:| b d(p,U,0) 5-1)

we have

SMpfl _ P71 |:03><3 :| ,
—In_2

thus justifying Condition (I) for (2.1). Clearly, Condition (I) holds for any moment closure method
leading to a system of first-order PDEs in form of (2.1).

5.1. A sketch for verifying Condition (IIT). The verification of Condition (IIT) consists of several
steps. The first step is to find a symmetrizer Ay = Ag(M) of the coefficient matrix A(M) with distinct
eigenvalues \g < --- < Ay. As shown in [15], the symmetrizer Ay must be in the form LT DL with

A AT e 1] T
AT 1 w1
L = /\é\f )\é\/—l e 1 cy—1 cny 1
: . Do . S (5.2)
AN AN e A et ca ocg oo 1
= (Fk(/\i))OSi,kSN
and
D = diag(w, . .. ,wy) € RVFDX(N+1)
a positive definite matrix to be determined. Here Fj,(X) stands for
FeX) = > X777t (5.3)
Jj=k+1

for k =0,..., N as polynomials of degree N — k and Fj(X) =0 for k > N + 1.

By Theorem 2.1 in [28], Condition (III) is satisfied if and only if there exists a symmetrizer Ay such
that the matrix

KM):=P TA P! =(LP HYTD@LP™) (5.4)
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is of the block-diagonal form diag (Kéxg, KE/N72)><(N72)) for equilibrium states M € £. With L given

in (5.2) and P~ given in (5.1), our task is to demonstrate the existence of a positive definite diagonal
matrix D = diag(w;)Y,.

Before preceeding, we remark that, for M € £, the characteristic polynomial F'(X; M) and the coef-
ficients ¢;(M) in (4.4) are only dependent on (U, ). To see this, we deduce from Proposition 4.1 and
(2.5) that F(X;M) and ¢;(M) are determined by the coefficients ax(M) and by (M) in (2.6), where the
involved bracket (-) is defined as (X*) s pAy(U,0) for M € £. Therefore, it is clear from (2.6) that
ar(M) and by (M) are independent of p at equilibrium states, so too are F(X;M) and ¢;(M). Thanks
to this fact, we write F(X;M) and ¢;(M) as F(X;U,0) and ¢;(U,0), respectively. Furthermore, the
eigenvalues \;(M) (i = 0,...,N) (roots of F(X;M)) and the polynomials Fj,(X;M) in (5.3) are all
dependent on (U, 0) for M € £, denoted \;(U, 0) and Fj(X; U, 0), respectively.

Now we calculate K (M) defined in (5.4). Notice that the first three columns of P~1 in (5.1) are

(A;(U,6), pduA;(U,0), anA (U,0)N, € RV+D*3, (5.5)

where the expression of the third column is due to (9 — $9%)A;(U, ) = 0 (sce, for example, Lemma 4.1
(c) and (d) in [15]). Then we use (5.2) and (5.5) to obtain the ith row of the matrix LP~! as

(Ro(As:U.0), pha(AsU.6), Sha(AsU.0), Fa(M,... F(A)) (5.6)
where the polynomial h;(X; U, #) is defined as
X U 9 ZFk 8J Ak U 9 ZXk lz Cl+k+185Al(U, 9) (57)
1=0

Here the dependence on (U, ) is omitted for Fj(X), A; and ¢, for clarity. Recall from [15] that A;(U, 6)
is a polynomial of degree [ in U. Then it is not difficult to see that the summation over k actually goes
from 0 to N — j in the second equality.

Note that Fj();) is a linear combination of )\f (0 < B <N —kE). We see from (5.6) that K(M) =
(LP~YHYTD(LP~1) attains the block-diagonal form if and only if the 3(IN — 2) relations

Zwl (\i; U, 0)A (5.8)

hold for 7 =0,1,2 and 8 =0,1,..., N — 3. Recall that N > 3. Consequently, we only need to prove

Proposition 5.1. For any M € &, there exist {w; > 0}, such that the 3(N — 2) equations in (5.8)
hold for j =0,1,2 and 3 =0,...,N — 3.

It is quite cumbersome to handle (5.8) directly. Fortunately, the HyQMOM closure (2.10) is affine
invariant, as stated in Proposition 3.5 and proved in subsection 5.2. Thank to this affine invariance, the
characteristic polynomial has the following elegant form.

Proposition 5.2. If the moment closure is affine invariant, then for any M € &, the characteristic
polynomial (4.4) satisfies

(X -U
F(X;U,0)=cN TR (—) (5.9)
o
and the polynomials defined in (5.7) can be written as
(X =U
hj(X;U,0) = o™ "7h, < > (5.10)
o

for j=0,1,2. Here 0 =0 and ¢(-) := ¢(-;0,1).
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A proof of this proposition is given in subsection 5.3. As a result, if the moment closure is affine

invariant, the eigenvalues can be expressed as \;(U,0) = oX; + U with A; := X;(0,1). Consequently,
Proposition 5.1 holds if the relations

N
=0

are satisfied for j =0,1,2and f=0,...,N — 3.
Substituting the definition of h; = h;j(X;U, §) in (5.7) into the expression of Af in (5.11) and setting

N
pe=Y wiA, fork=01,..., (5.12)
i=0
we can rewrite (5.11) as
Af = Z Chat1Prr 0 Ay = Z Prihs1+107 Ap. (5.13)
k>0, 1>0 k>B, 1>-p

Here A; := A;(0,1) and §7A; := (’%Al(U, 1)|u=o. A frequently-used property of py, is
o) N
Z CkDrtp = szﬁ(ﬂz)ﬁf =0 for B>0. (5.14)
k=0 i=0

Next we show that the 3(N — 2) relations Af = 01in (5.11) can be further reduced to N equations for
the HyQMOM closure (2.10), which is a special case of the following result to be proved in subsection
5.3.

Proposition 5.3. Suppose that the moment closure My.1(M) is a homogeneous function of order one
and affine invariant, and satisfies Mn1(Do, ..., An) = Ant1. Then for M € &, the 3(N — 2) relations
in (5.11) hold if and only ing =0 for=0,...,N—1.

Remark 5.4. The HyQMOM closure (2.10) satisfies all the assumptions of this proposition with N = 2n.
Indeed, it is not difficult to see from (2.6) and (2.10) that the HyQMOM closure Ma,,+1(M) is homoge-

neous of order one and the affine invariance is due to Proposition 3.5. To show Ma,11(Ao, ..., Ag,) =

Agpy1, we notice that the orthogonal polynomials induced by the moments (Am)?r?:o are the scaled

Hermite polynomials Qk which are generated recursively as Q,l =0, QO =1 and

Qi1 = XQr — kQr—1
for k =0,...,n—1[12]. This means a; = 0 for kK < n —1 and b, = k for k¥ < n in (2.5). Thus, the
HyQMOM closure (2.10) gives a,, = 0 and the resultant orthogonal polynomial of degree n + 1 is just
Qn+1- By Proposition 2.3 (taking N = 2n + 1) we conclude Ma,11(Ag, ..., A2,) = Agpi.

Thanks to Proposition 5.3 and Remark 5.4, the task remains to show AP =0 for 5=0,...,2n—1 by
choosing proper pj which are determined by w; as shown in (5.12). In subsection 5.4, we shall prove the
following proposition.

Proposition 5.5. Ag =0 for 5 =0,...,2n — 1 provided that

Ay, k=0,...2n—1, 1
Pk = Aoy + (n— 1) k = 2n. (5.15)

For py, specified in (5.15), we can show as in Proposition 3.2 that there exist {w; > 0}2", such that
2n
S wikf=pr, k=0,...,2n, (5.16)
i=0

In this way, the w;’s are uniquely determined and thereby other p; appeared in (5.13) are also defined.
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To show (5.16), we note that <Q,21> = n! and repeat the proof of Proposition 3.2 in section 4 to see
that there exist {w] > 0} such that

o Ay, k=0,....2n—1,
ZWQ/\zzel = {
P Aoy, —nl, k = 2n,
and there exist {w] > 0}, such that
zn:w’-’ﬂk: Ay, k=0,...,2n—1,
— z Agp + (n+1)(n - 1), k = 2n.
With the last two relations and (5.15), it is straightforward to verify that

n

n Rk " n+1 IRk
E '\E E Nk —
— 2n—i—1wZ 21714—1‘:1 2n—|—1w1 2i = Pk

for k =0,...,2n, which clearly implies

n+1
150,
m 1

wl/» >0 and wq; =

n
wWos;__1 =

21—1 27’L+ 1
thanks to the uniqueness of {w;}2",.

This completes the verification of Proposition 5.1 and hence Condition (III) is verified. We close this
subsection with the following remark.

Remark 5.6. When verifying Condition (III) for the EQMOM with Gaussian kernels in [15], the problem
is also reduced to Ag =0for §=0,...,2n— 1. Unlike the HyQMOM where py, is specified, the strategy
for the EQMOM is to directly set w; = 1 such that all Ay’s are null. Both proofs rely heavily on the
detailed property of the coefficient matrix A(M).

5.2. Affine invariance. In this subsection, we prove Proposition 3.5 on the affine invariance of the
HyQMOM closure (2.10).

Proof of Proposition 3.5. The HyQMOM closure introduces orthogonal polynomials Qo,...,Qy,+1. De-
note by {u;}I the roots of Q1. Proposition 2.4 states that M = Y. wiuf for k =0,...,2n+1

with w; > 0. Thus, the map (M, Ma,,11) = (My)i" 8! = 8%’1]1 (M(M)) can be expressed as

k n "
— k\ . )
My = Z (j)aj (Zwiuf> uh I = E wi(ou; +u)*, k=0,..,2n+1.
1=0

=0 i=0
On the other hand, the moments M induce an inner product with orthogonal polynomials Qo, . .., Q.
We claim that
_ X —u
Qr(X) =" Qx ( ~ ) (5.17)

for k = 0,...,n. To see this, denote by Q) the RHS of (5.17) and notice that M and M are both
generated by finitely-supported distributions. Then we have

Q@) = > wi(QrQu)(ow; +u) = o> " wi (QrQu) (ui) = o (QrQi)m,

i=0 1=0
which indicat@s that the monic polynomials QO, .. .,Qn are orthogonal with respect to M. Thus, we
obtain Qn = Qy, for k=0,...,n.
Now consider M(M). Substituting the recursion (2.5) into (5.17), we derive
Qri1 = (X —u—0ar(M)Qr — 02bp(M)Qp_1
for k =0,...,n — 1. This is the recursion for {Q;} with

ak(l\/[) = U(Lk(M) + u, bk(M) = Uzbk(M).



DISSIPATIVENESS OF THE HYPERBOLIC QUADRATURE METHOD OF MOMENTS FOR KINETIC EQUATIONS 15

Performing the HyQMOM closure (2.11) for both M and M yields

an(M) = oa, (M) + yu.
Thus, for M the HyQMOM closure yields the highest-order orthogonal polynomial

QnJrl = (X - an(M))Qn - bn(M)anl

= O-nJrlQnJrl (%) + (1 _ ,Y)uo.nQn <

X—u>. (5.18)

g

The closure is affine invariant, namely, M (M) = Sé?l’fl((M, Msp41)), meaning that

Moy i1 (M) = Mayiq = Z w;(ou; +u)*"
i=0

which is valid if and only if the roots of Q41 are just (ou; +u)™ . From (5.18) we see that this is the
case if and only if v = 1, which completes the proof. O

5.3. Consequences of the affine invariance. In this subsection, we prove Propositions 5.2 and 5.3 as
consequences of the affine invariance.

Proof of Proposition 5.2. For (5.9) it suffices to show that the coefficients of X7 of the two polynomials
therein are equal:

>k é .
¢;(U,0) = oN+1 )L (—v), (5.19)
> ()7

where the summation over k actually ranges from j to N 4 1. Note that the coefficients ¢; (U, 0) and ¢&;

are
_ OMn 41 _ OMyi

OM; ‘M:(Am(U,e));\g:O’ = OM;  IM=(a)N_,
for j=0,...,N, en41(U,0) = ény1 =1, and ¢;(U,0) = ¢; =0 for j > N + 2.
To show (5.19), we deduce from (3.2) that

;(U,0) = (5.20)

ST T (AU, 0).. .., AR(U.0))) = (Do, Ay)
as Ap(U,0) and Ay are the moments of ¢,(§ — U) and ¢(§), respectively (see (1.5)). Moreover, for
U 1
S e (Mo, .. M) = (M, ..., ML) we have

k
M =o" Z_}) (f) M;(—U)F. (5.21)

With these preparations, we differentiate the last component of the composite function
-Z.7] -Z.2]
MOSNU’U :SNJ’_al’a OM

with respect to M; and evaluate the derivative at M = (A (U, 6))I_, to obtain
N
oM OMpy .4 OMy

(—ék)< ’“> = = +< + )(—c-(U,e)).
];) 8M] 6MJ 6MN+1 J
Here (5.20) and the chain rule have been used. Substituting OM}/OM; = o=* (I;)(—U)k_j from (5.21)
into the above expression immediately yields (5.19). Hence, (5.9) is verified.

As to (5.10), we first show that

k
DA =0 (I;) (~U)*1al AU, 0). (5.22)
=0
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In fact, we know from [15] that
k!

AU, 0) = T

— _Ay,(U,6) (5.23)

for 0 < j < k. This particularly implies

o= [ (me) oteris = [ (Srte—0)F) oute - vde
:ga‘kzk:(';)(—mk / ((fgj )cﬁa(é‘ U)d¢

aﬂkz() U)E=tal A (U, 9),

where the last equality is due to (5.23).
Next we deduce from (5.19) that

[e ] 00 m A o I )
J(X;U,0)=> X" Z <l+k+1)cmaN+1 (Um0 AU, 6)
k=0 m=0
= l

ks N+1-—1 l-m—k—149J
=Y X*ao Z (m+k+1>( U) A (U, 0).

k,1=0
On the other hand, the RHS of (5.10) reads as

. X_U 0 X _U kooA ]
h,j( p >_Z( p ) ZCl+k+1ajAl

k=0 =0

= ZXk > US(Z) (U)o @ A
= s,l=0

_ Z Xkcho'SJrl l( —8—1) (_U)l—s—l—kajAS.
k,l=0

Here the second equality follows from expanding (X —U)* with a new dummy index s and then exchanging
the dummy indices k,s. The third equality is derived by introducing new dummy indices [ < [ + s + 1
and s < [. Note that the summation over s vanishes when | = 0. By using (5.22), the coefficient of X*¢
in the last expression can be written as

St (17T oy g (2 )cvrroianwe

s=0

_ it g(_v)lmlkag,Am(U, 0) i <;) (l - Z_ 1).

s=0

Comparing this and the coefficient of X*¢ in hj(X;U,8) above, it suffices to show the following
interesting and elementary identity

(o) =2 )2

for nonnegative integers k,l and m. Both sides of this identity are null if m + k 4+ 1 > and then s > m
on the right-hand side leads to Il —s —1 <l —m —1 < k. For m+ k + 1 <[, we consider the set of
multiple indices

A={a=(; e N1 <oy < < appmpr <1}
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The number |A| of elements in the set A can be computed in two different ways, leading to

)|
|—Z|{a€A Qmt1 = §+ 1}
(m—i—k—l—l pord
20
Hence, the proof is complete. 0

Proof of Proposition 5.5. It suffices to show that

AV = AT Y an, AD = AT+ AT Y aA (5.24)
=0 =1

dan =) al =0 (5.25)

1>0 1>1

with

for the moment closure satisfying the assumptions in the proposition. For (5.24), we first show that
ON; = Arp1, 0°A;=0A11 — A (5.26)
This follows from the facts ¢'(£) = —£¢(€), ¢"(€) = (€2 — 1)¢(€) and the integration by parts:

A, - /R <a%§l) o(6)de = — /R €46/(6)dE = Ay

The second equality of (5.26) can be verified in a similar manner. Then we compute from (5.13) that

Af = E Ch 11 Pk 1 = E Chl+1Pk+B+14\
k>0 k>—1, 1>1

= Aé’“ + g Z GA; — Z Chr1Pk+p+1 = Ag“ +ps Z GA,

1>1 k>0 >0
where (5.14) is used in the last step to yield >, - éxr1Pr+p+1 = —Copg. The Ag—equality in (5.24) can
be derived in a similar manner. B

It remains to verify (5.25). Since the closure My 1(M) is a homogeneous function of order one, we
have

oM
Mpyy1— Z NEL = 0.

Take M = (Ao, ...,Ayn) and hence My 1 = AN+1 by the assumption. With the definition of ¢ in (5.20),
we derive » ;- &A; = 0 immediately. The rest part of (5.25) needs affine invariance of the closure. Set
o =11n (3.1) and write the (N + 1)th component as

N+1
N+1 » .
Z < j )MJUNH I = My41 08k (™).
— J

7=0

Applying d/du|,—o to the both sides and using the explicit form of SJ[:;’I] in (3.2), we derive

OMN 1
oM,

(N +1)My = Z M.

Then the equality 2121 ¢1A1+1 = 0 follows after assigning My = Ay for £ = 0,..., N + 1 and noticing
IA;—1 = Aj11 (see, for example, Lemma 4.1(a) in [15]). This justifies (5.25) and completes the proof. [
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5.4. Proof of Proposition 5.5. This subsection is devoted to proving Ag = 0 in (5.13) for 8 =
0,...,2n—1 with the p,’s specified in (5.15). In what follows the bracket (-) is induced by M = (A,,,)?™_,
on R[X]Qn

Recall F' = Qan+1 and write

Qn=>_ mX"* Rpp=)Y X"

k>0 k>0

with up =0for k <0Oork>n+1and vy =0 for k<0 or k> n+ 2. Then we have

k
Crp = E HiVE—1.
=0

Set A =0 for £ < 0. We compute Ag as follows.
Step I. For 8 =0, it is clear from (5.13) that

Ag = Z ék+l+1AkAl + (TL — 1)'

k>0, 1>0

Then a direct calculation gives

Z ék+l+1 AkA[ = Z ém+1Am—lAl

k>0, 1>0 m>0, 1>0

- Z Z + Z LVt — kD1 Ay := T4+ 11

m>0, 1>0 \0<k<l k>I+1

For the first part, we have

T= Y wVmpr kD AmiDi= Y i kaZAlAml

m>0, kZO >k m>0, k>0
f— k=1
k-1 5
= E E E Pmt1—k D = E vy, E A(X Qn) = nl.
k>0 1=0  m>0 k>0 1=0

Here the second equality is derived after a change of variables & <— m + 1 —k and [ < m — [. The last
equality holds as the summand is nonzero only when k£ =mn + 1 and [ = 0 thanks to the orthogonality.

Similarly, we have

II= Z Z JII9AY Z Upmn41—kDm—1

1>0 k>1+1 m>0
=3 N e AUXE T T R ) = —(n 4 1) (n - 1)L,
>0 k>1+1

The last equality holds because Rn+1 = QnH —(n+ 1)Qn,1 and thus the summand is nonzero only
when k = n and [ = 0, thanks again to the orthogonality. Therefore, Aj = 0 follows immediately.

Step IL. For =1,...,2n—1, Ag in (5.13) contains pap41, .. ., P2n+s Which need to be handled. For
this purpose, we use a variant of (5.14):

Z Crvl41Pr =0 forl < —1
k>—i—1
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to convert Ag in (5.13) to

Z Z DPrCrrir1Di4p = Z + Z DPkCrti+1004 8

k>B1>—8 k>B

z>0 —B<I<—-1
pls (5.27)
Z - Z Préeri1Dig = AS — Bp.
k>B —l—1<k<f—1
1>0 —Bu<—1
Now Ag and Bg only include nonzero summands containing po, . . ., p2n.
With py, given in (5.15), we compute
Af = (=D = > Gpndildiug= Y D> lmpAmiAig
k>p, 1>0 m>p0<I<m—p3
(5.28)
= Z Z Z + Z HeVm1—kAm_ 1Ay p =14 +114.
m2>[0<I<m—pF \0<k<l k>I+1
Similar to =0 in Step I, we obtain
m-+1 k—1—-p8
= Z HkVm 41—k Z ApiBivs = D > Hmt1-kVi Z ArypAm—i
m>p k=0 m>0 k=p+1
k—1-8
= ZVk Z Agp Z Pemt1—kDm—i (5.29)
k>0 m>k—1
k178 n!A for g<n
k—1—1 B ="
=S 3 s a0 = {p7 ST

k>0

Here the second equality is derived after a change of variables k <~ m+1—k and [ < m — 8 — 1. The
last equality holds as the summand is nonzero only when § < n, k = n+ 1 and [ = 0 thanks to the
orthogonality. Moreover, it is seen that

HA:ZAHﬁ Z ik Z Vi1 -k Dy

1>0 k>I+1 m>i+B
+p-1
5.30
:ZAH-B Z Mk(Xk "Rpt) Z Vmn1—kQm— l) (5-30)
1>0 k>141 m=k—1

—(n+1)(n-1)1As - A

with
+p-1
:Z Z Z HkVm1—kAm—_1A4 8
150 k>14+1 m—k—1
m—+1
= Z > tmir—kAmo 1D
m>0 l=max(0,m+1—p) k=I+1
min(m—p3,—1) I+
= Z Z Zﬂm+1 kVEA 8 Am—1
m>0 =8 k=0
B-1 1

oo
Vg Z AVEW: Z Pt 1—k Dy

k=0 I=k—p m=l+8
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Here we perform a change of variables k <— m + 1 — k and [ < m — § — [ in the third equality.

Next we treat

1 B—1 g—2 -1
Bg: Z Z Chpl1 DA 45 = Z Z Cm+1DAm—1A14p

I=—B k=—1-1 m=—11l=m+1-4
—1 m—+1

B—2
Z Z Z Nm-i—l—kaAm_[AH_B

m=—11=m-+1—8 k=0

B—1 -1 +8-1
= Vg AV Z Hmt1—kDm—1,
k=0  I=k—p3 m=k—1
which implies that
A1 —! 0, for f<n
i B _ E—l-14 \ _ ’ =
A+B) = I;Vk l;ﬁ Appp(X @n) = {—n!Aﬂ, for B>n+1. (5.31)

Indeed, for 8 < n, all the summands are zero as k — [ — 1 < 8 < n holds. Then, forn+1 < <2n—1,
it is possible to take =k —1—n € [k — 8, —1] if Kk <n < B — 1. This results in

At B =n Y vhBprnis =t ((XP7 7 Ruga) = Ag) = —nldg,
k=0
since f —n—1<n-—2.
Now we collect the above results in (5.27)-(5.31) to see that

A= (n=1D)1As+T14—(n+1)(n—1)As — (A+ B =0
for both 8 < mn and 8 > n+ 1. This proves Proposition 5.5.

6. CONCLUSIONS

This paper presents a purely analytic proof of the hyperbolicity of a quadrature method of moments
(called HyQMOM) for the one-dimensional BGK equation. The method takes advantage of the orthogonal
polynomials associated with realizable moments and infers unclosed terms by constructing higher-order
orthogonal polynomials. Our proof is based on a factorization of the characteristic polynomial for the re-
sultant first-order PDE and a polynomial-induced closure technique. As a byproduct, a class of numerical
schemes for the HyQMOM system is shown to be realizability preserving under CFL-type conditions.

Furthermore, we show that the system preserves the dissipative property of the kinetic equation by
verifying the structural stability condition in section 2.4. The proof involves seeking positive solutions
to an overdetermined system of algebraic equations. It uses the newly introduced affine invariance and
homogeneity of the HyQMOM and heavily relies on the theory of orthogonal polynomials associated with
realizable moments, in particular, the moments of the standard normal distribution.

Finally, the developed ideas can be used to analyze other quadrature-based moment methods, including
different variants of the EQMOM.
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APPENDIX A. APPENDIX

This appendx is devoted to the proofs of Proposition 3.6 and Proposition 4.4.

Proof of Proposition 3.6. (i). As in section 5.2, we can show that M/ = (M), = Skeel (v s
expressed as My, = Y"1 w;(ou; +u)k for k= 0,...,2n — 1. Given M’, the QMOM closure reads as

_ 2n
Mo, (M) wz ou; 4+ u)? ( )UJM w2 = Moy,

where Mpy,, is just the last component of Sg:l"g]((l\/[' , Ms,)). This proves the affine invariance of the
QMOM.

(ii). For the EQMOM, M € R?"*! is realized by the reconstructed distribution
FEW) = i Wiy E-ui
A ~ 0 o

with W = (w;, u;,0)" ¢ (w; > 0 and o > 0) uniquely determined by M. By the definition of the EQMOM
closure and (3.3), it is obvious that the moments ngl’il] o M(M) are realized by the shifted and rescaled

distribution
1 E—u
;f ( o’

with W' = (w;, 0’'u; + u,00")_ for any v € R and ¢’ > 0. On the other hand, the same argument
implies that M OS%’U ](M) is realized by f(& W’). Hence they are equal and the proof is completed. [J

)Zf(é;W')

Proof of Proposition 4.4. (i). For the QMOM, we know from Theorem 2.3 of [15] that the character-
istic polynomial is F(X;M’) = Q% (X;M’). Taking G(X;M’) = F(X;M’), we immediately see from
(Q2)m = 0 that the QMOM (2.7) is of the form (4.3) with N = 2n — 1.

(ii). For the EQMOM with kernel (2.9), we assume that all moments of the univariate function ()
are finite. Moerover, we refer to Remark 2.1 of [31] and may as well assume mg = mp = 1 and m; = 0.
Under these assumptions, it is shown in [31] (Eq.(4.3) and Proposition 4.1 therein) that the characteristic
polynomial F(X;M) = D,g, where g € R[X]2,11 and the operator D, are

g=(X-6)? - (X-&))(X—-a) and D, = i bro®o”

k=0
with by constructed iteratively as bg = 1 and

k

Z i) Lo (A1)

(M) can be found in [31] (for general K(§) and n = 2) and [15] (for
an

for £ > 1. Explicit forms of @
o(§) and all n > 1).

the Gaussian kernel IC(§) =

3
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Taking G(X; M) = F(X; M), we will show that the EQMOM closure is just Ma, 11 = (X*" T — G)m,
which is of the form (4.3) with N = 2n. For this purpose, we compute

[ (S e s e | (5

L k -k
:Zmbka K& (X 4+ o&))"de
o \J )! R
Jj Jj—k .
_ k+l xrj—k—1
,CZ:O;“J— _Z)bo X m
J s
_ J! oS XI—s mw — xJ
_ZZ:O(J—S> X ;l!bs_l = X/,

where the last step follows from the recursive relation (A.1). This immediately gives the identity
1 -X
P = [ 2i (S5 popieg
RO (o

for any polynomial P(X).
With this identity, for the EQMOM ansatz

we deduce that

wZ X2
| fercinic - Z “ [ x (5 5) S9(€)de = Zwlg@ _
and thereby
Manr = [ €701 pd¢ = [ (€71 = Gl M) Fd = (X = G
R R
This is of the form (4.3) and hence the proof is complete. O
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