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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, ξ) with t > 0, x ∈ R and ξ ∈ R:







∂tf + ξ∂xf =
1

τ
(feq − f),

feq = feq(ξ; ρ, U, θ) = ρφ√
θ
(ξ − U).

(1.1)

Here τ is a relaxation time, the density ρ, mean velocity U and temperature θ are defined as

ρ =

∫

R

fdξ, ρU =

∫

R

ξfdξ, ρθ + ρU2 =

∫

R

ξ2fdξ,

and

φσ(ξ) =
1√
2πσ

exp

(

− ξ2

2σ2

)

. (1.2)

In this way, the local Maxwellian feq 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

Mk = Mk(t, x) =

∫

R

ξkfdξ (1.3)

for k ∈ N. Then the governing equation for Mk can be derived from (1.1) as

∂tMk + ∂xMk+1 =
1

τ
(ρ∆k(U, θ)−Mk) , (1.4)

with

∆k(u, σ
2) :=

∫

R

ξkφσ(ξ − u)dξ. (1.5)

Clearly, a truncation with M = (M0, . . . ,MN ) needs a closure MN+1 = MN+1(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 δ-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
δ-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 δ-functions (with unknown
centers and weights) to recover 2n + 1 moments M = (M0, . . . ,M2n) with more freedom. For this
underdetermined problem, it is possible to pick a proper reconstruction that closes M2n+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 = (M0, . . . ,MN) yields a system

∂tM+ ∂xF(M) = S(M), (2.1)

with
F(M) = (M1, . . . ,MN ,MN+1(M)) ∈ R

N+1,

S(M) =
1

τ
(0, 0, 0, ρ∆3(U, θ)−M3, . . . , ρ∆N (U, θ)−MN) ∈ R

N+1.

Once MN+1(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 = (M0, . . . ,M2n) of odd dimension is called
strictly realizable if the corresponding Hankel matrix

Hn = Hn(M) =











M0 M1 · · · Mn

M1 M2 · · · Mn+1

...
...

...
Mn Mn+1 · · · M2n











∈ R
(n+1)×(n+1) (2.2)

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

Ω2n = {M ∈ R
2n+1|Hn(M) is positive definite}

the collection of strictly realizable moments. Clearly, Ω2n is a positive cone.

For M ∈ Ω2n, a linear functional 〈·〉M can be defined on R[X ]2n (the space of real polynomials of
degree ≤ 2n) as

〈Xk〉M 7→Mk (2.3)

for k = 0, 1, . . . , 2n. The notation 〈·〉 is used for simplicity if the dependence onM is clear. The functional
induces an inner product on R[X ]n as

(p, q) 7→ 〈pq〉 (2.4)

for p, q ∈ R[X ]n. To see this, just notice that if p =
∑n

k=0 pkX
k, then we have 〈p2〉 = p

THnp ≥ 0 with

p = (p0, . . . , pn)
T ∈ R

n+1.

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

degQk = k and 〈QiQk〉 = 〈Q2
k〉δik

for 0 ≤ i, k ≤ n. Here δik denotes the Kronecker delta. The orthogonal polynomials are generated
recursively as Q−1 = 0, Q0 = 1 and

Qk+1 = (X − ak)Qk − bkQk−1 (2.5)
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for k = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1. The coefficients ak and bk are derived as [12]

ak =
〈XQ2

k〉
〈Q2

k〉
; b0 = M0, bk =

〈Q2
k〉

〈Q2
k−1〉

> 0 (k ≥ 1). (2.6)

From these expressions it is not difficult to see that ak depends on M0, . . . ,M2k+1 (with linear dependence
on M2k+1) and bk depends only on M0, . . . ,M2k (with linear dependence on M2k). Notice that bn 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 Qk has k distinct real roots which are separated by those
of Qk−1.

Proposition 2.2 (Theorem 5.10 of [24]). The relation (2.6), together with (2.5), defines a bijection
between Ω2n and

{(a0, . . . , an−1, b0, . . . , bn) ∈ R
2n+1|bi > 0 for i = 0, . . . , n}.

On the other hand, a vector (moment) M′ = (M0, . . . ,M2n−1) of even dimension is called strict
realizable if it belongs to

Ω2n−1 = {M′ ∈ R
2n|Hn−1(M

′) is positive definite}.
For M ′ ∈ Ω2n−1, we can also define a functional 〈·〉M′ on R[X ]2n−1 as in (2.3) and correponding orthog-
onal polynomials Q0, . . . , Qn−1 ∈ R[X ]n−1. Notice that now an−1 and Qn 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 Ω2n−1 and

{(a0, . . . , an−1, b0, . . . , bn−1) ∈ R
2n|bi > 0 for i = 0, . . . , n− 1}.

Furthermore, we have the following important fact.

Proposition 2.4 (Theorem 9.7 of [24]). The map

{W = (wi, ui)
n
i=1 ∈ R

2n|wi > 0, ∀i, u1 < u2 < · · · < un} −→ Ω2n−1

with

Mj =

n
∑

i=1

wiu
j
i , j = 0, . . . , 2n− 1

is a bijection. Moreover, u1, . . . , un are just the zeros of Qn.

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− 1 in (2.1) and close (2.1) by specifying M2n = M2n(M

′) in the following way:

M2n =
n
∑

i=1

wiu
2n
i , (2.7)

where wi and ui are uniquely determined by M′ ∈ Ω2n−1 according to Proposition 2.4. Equivalently, the
QMOM can be understood as the ansatz f(ξ) =

∑n
i=1 wiδ(ξ − ui).

This closure is equivalent to 〈Q2
n〉M = 0 with the functional induced by M = (M′,M2n). Indeed, from

definition (2.3) we can easily see that

〈p〉M′ =

n
∑

i=1

wip(ui), p ∈ R[X ]2n−1. (2.8)

Then we deduce from Proposition 2.4 that

〈Q2
n〉M =〈X2n〉M − 〈X2n −Q2

n〉M = 〈X2n〉M − 〈X2n −Q2
n〉M′

=M2n −
∑

i

wi(u
2n
i −Q2

n(ui)) = M2n −
∑

i

wiu
2n
i .
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Consequently, 〈Q2
n〉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(ξ) is a weighted summation of n shifted homoscedastic
kernels:

f(ξ) =
n
∑

i=1

wiδσ(ξ; ξi).

This Ansatz contains 2n + 1 unknowns collected as W = (wi > 0, ξi ∈ R, σ > 0)ni=1 ∈ R2n+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 M2n+1 in (2.1) can be computed in terms of W and thereby the moments M. If the kernel
δσ(ξ; ξi) is chosen to be Gaussian φσ(ξ − ξi) [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

δσ(ξ; ξi) =
1

σ
K
(

ξ − ξi
σ

)

(2.9)

are considered in [31], and a class of K(ξ) 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 Ω2n (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
M2n+1 = M2n+1(M) on the realizable domain Ω2n.

For any M2n+1 ∈ R and M ∈ Ω2n, we write M̃ = (M,M2n+1) ∈ R
2n+2 and define a functional 〈·〉

M̃
on

R[X ]2n+1 as in subsection 2.1. Consequently, we get the orthogonal polynomials Q0, . . . , Qn+1 ∈ R[X ]n+1

and real numbers a0, . . . , an, b0, . . . , bn. Since the restriction of 〈·〉
M̃

on R[X ]2n is just 〈·〉M, we know from
Proposition 2.2 that a0, . . . , an−1, b0, . . . , bn are determined by M. Therefore, there exists a one-to-one
correspondence between an and M2n+1.

Thanks to the above reasoning, the HyQMOM closure for M2n+1 can be achieved by taking [10]

an =
1

n

n−1
∑

k=0

ak. (2.10)

A generalized version of HyQMOM reads as [27]

an =
γ

n

n−1
∑

k=0

ak (2.11)

with γ > −2n a scaling factor. Since an is linearly dependent on M2n+1 (see (2.6)), these relations do
give convenient closures for M2n+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 closureMN+1(M), the moment system (2.1) of first-order
PDEs has a coefficient matrix

A(M) :=
∂F(M)

∂M
∈ R

(N+1)×(N+1)

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 E = {M ∈ G | S(M) = 0}. Denote by SM(M) the Jacobian matrix of
S(M). The structural stability condition reads as

(I) For anyM ∈ E , there exist invertible matrices P = P (M) ∈ R(N+1)×(N+1) and T̂ = T̂ (M) ∈ Rr×r

(0 < r ≤ N + 1) such that

PSM(M)P−1 = diag(0(N+1−r)×(N+1−r), T̂ ).

(II) For any M ∈ G, there exists a positive definite symmetric matrix A0 = A0(M) such that
A0A(M) = AT (M)A0.

(III) For any M ∈ E , the coefficient matrix and the source are coupled as

A0SM(M) + ST
M
(M)A0 ≤ −PT

[

0 0
0 Ir

]

P.

Here Ir 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 ∈ Ω2n.

This theorem means that the coefficient matrix A(M) has 2n+ 1 distinct eigenvalues λ0 < · · · < λ2n

for M ∈ Ω2n. An interesting consequence of this theorem is

Proposition 3.2. For the moment system (2.1) with the closure (2.11) for γ > −n, there exist {ωi >
0}2ni=0 such that

Mk =
2n
∑

i=0

ωiλ
k
i , k = 0, . . . , 2n.

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 ∈ Ω2n.

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 = (M0, . . . ,MN) ∈ R
N+1 7→ (M,MN+1) ∈ R

N+2

is referred to as affine invariant if it satisfies

M◦ S [u,σ]N = S [u,σ]N+1 ◦M (3.1)

for any u ∈ R, σ > 0 and a family of parametrized linear operators defined as

S [u,σ]k : (M0, . . . ,Mk) ∈ R
k+1 7→ (M̄0, . . . , M̄k) ∈ R

k+1 (3.2)

with

M̄k =

k
∑

j=0

(

k

j

)

σjMju
k−j .
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The affine invariance means that if a moment closure is achieved through a distribution reconstruction
f(ξ;M) parametrized with moments M, then the closure for MN+1 is invariant after the distribution is
shifted and rescaled as

f(ξ;S [u,σ]N (M)) =
1

σ
f

(

ξ − u

σ
;M

)

(3.3)

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 γ = 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:

f(ξ;M) =

n
∑

i=0

wiδ(ξ − ui), M ∈ Ω2n

or the reconstruction in Proposition 3.2, we analyze the realizability of the first-order upwind scheme [11]
for the moment system (2.1):

Mp+1
j = Mp

j +
∆t

∆xj

(

Fp

j− 1

2

−Fp

j+ 1

2

)

+
∆t

τ

(

ρ∆p
j −Mp+1

j

)

. (3.4)

Here ∆ = (∆0(U, θ), . . . ,∆2n(U, θ)) and Fj± 1

2

= (F0, . . . ,F2n)j± 1

2

is the spatial flux. The subscript j

represents the jth cell ]xj− 1

2

, xj+ 1

2

[ of size ∆xj , and the superscript p denotes the time tp = p∆t. With

the reconstructed distribution, the ‘kinetic-based’ flux can be taken as

Fk,j+ 1

2

=

n
∑

i=0

wi max{0, ui}k+1
∣

∣

j
+

n
∑

i=0

wi min{0, ui}k+1
∣

∣

j+1
(3.5)

or

Fk,j+ 1

2

=

2n
∑

i=0

ωimax{0, λi}k+1
∣

∣

j
+

2n
∑

i=0

ωimin{0, λi}k+1
∣

∣

j+1
. (3.6)

For these two schemes, we have

Theorem 3.7 (Realizability preserving). The scheme (3.4) with flux (3.5) or (3.6) is realizable under
the CFL condition

∆t

∆xj

max
i
|ui,j | ≤ 1 or

∆t

∆xj

max
i
|λi,j | ≤ 1, ∀j.

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

Fk,j− 1

2

−Fk,j+ 1

2

=

n
∑

i=0

wi max{0, ui}k+1
∣

∣

j−1
−

n
∑

i=0

wi min{0, ui}k+1
∣

∣

j+1

+
n
∑

i=0

wi

[

min{0, ui}k+1 −max{0, ui}k+1
]∣

∣

j

=

n
∑

i=0

wi|ui|max{0, ui}k
∣

∣

∣

j−1
+

n
∑

i=0

wi|ui|min{0, ui}k
∣

∣

∣

j+1

−
n
∑

i=0

wi|ui|uk
i

∣

∣

∣

j
.
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Notice that the first two terms, denoted by T , are in Ω2n. Then we see from (3.4) that
(

1 +
∆t

τ

)

Mp+1
k,j =

∆t

∆xj

T p +

n
∑

i=0

wi

(

1− ∆t

∆xj

|ui|
)

uk
i

∣

∣

∣

p

j
+

∆t

τ
ρ∆k(U, θ)

∣

∣

p

j

for k = 0, . . . , 2n. Clearly, the positivity of (1 − ∆t|ui|/∆xj) ensures Mp+1
j ∈ Ω2n (the positive cone).

This completes the proof. �

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 matrix A(M) can be factorized as

F (X ;M) = Qn ·
[

(X − an)Qn −
2n+ γ

n
bnQn−1

]

:= QnRn+1.

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 Rn+1 has n+ 1 distinct real roots which are separated
by those of Qn (see the proof of Theorem 4.8 in [10], where the arguments work for γ > −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 ωi’s are obvious. Thus, we only need to show the
positivity. For this purpose, we write M̃ = (M,M2n+1), M = (M′,M2n) and M′ = (M0, . . . ,M2n−1). It
is clear that the restriction of 〈·〉

M̃
on R[X ]2n (resp. R[X ]2n−1) is just 〈·〉M (resp. 〈·〉M′).

Then we recall that Rn+1 has n+ 1 distinct roots separated by those of Qn. Denote by {λ2i}ni=0 the
roots of Rn+1 and by {λ2i−1}ni=1 the roots of Qn. Thus, it follows from Proposition 2.4 that there exist
{w′

i > 0}ni=1 such that

n
∑

i=1

w′
iλ

k
2i−1 =

{

Mk, k = 0, . . . , 2n− 1,

M2n − 〈Q2
n〉M, k = 2n.

(4.1)

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

0 =
n
∑

i=1

w′
iQ

2
n(λ2i−1) =

n
∑

i=1

w′
iλ

2n
2i−1 + 〈Q2

n −X2n〉M′ .

On the other hand, it is not difficult to verify that Q0, . . . , Qn, Rn+1 = (X − an)Qn − 2n+γ
n

bnQn−1

are orthogonal polynomials based on the inner product induced by the realizable moments M̃′′ =
(M′,M ′′

2n,M
′′
2n+1) with M ′′

2n = M2n + n+γ
n
〈Q2

n〉M. Again by Proposition 2.4, there exist {w′′
i > 0}ni=0

such that
n
∑

i=0

w′′
i λ

k
2i =







Mk, k = 0, . . . , 2n− 1,

M2n +
n+ γ

n
〈Q2

n〉M, k = 2n.
(4.2)
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With (4.1) and (4.2), it is straightforward to see that
n
∑

i=1

n+ γ

2n+ γ
w′

iλ
k
2i−1 +

n
∑

i=0

n

2n+ γ
w′′

i λ
k
2i = Mk

for k = 0, . . . , 2n. This together with the uniqueness of {ωi}2ni=0 clearly implies that

ω2i−1 =
n+ γ

2n+ γ
w′

i and ω2i =
n

2n+ γ
w′′

i

are both positive if n+ γ > 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:

G = G(X ;M) =
N
∑

k=0

gk(M)Xk +XN+1,

we can define a moment closure as

MN+1 = 〈XN+1 −G〉M = −
N
∑

k=0

gk(M)Mk. (4.3)

From this perspective, the HyQMOM can be written as

M2n+1 = 〈X2n+1 − (X − an)Q
2
n〉M

with an = an(M) = γ
n

∑n−1
k=0 ak(M) given in (2.11) and the QMOM can be written as M2n = 〈X2n −

Q2
n〉M′ .

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

〈∂MG〉M = 0.

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) =

∞
∑

j=0

cjX
j (4.4)

with cj(M) = −∂MN+1/∂Mj for j = 0, . . . , N , cN+1 = 1 and cj = 0 for j ≥ N +2. Using this and (4.3),
we compute

F = −
N
∑

k=0

∂MN+1

∂Mk

Xk +XN+1 =
N
∑

k=0



gk +
N
∑

j=0

∂gj
∂Mk

Mj



Xk +XN+1

= G+

N
∑

k,j=0

∂gj
∂Mk

MjX
k.

It is clear that F = G if and only if
∑N

j=0(∂Mk
gj)Mj = 0 for k = 0, . . . , N . �

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′) = Q2
n −Q2

n−1, where the orthogonal polynimials are
generated by M′ ∈ Ω2n−1. The moment closure system induced by (4.3)

M2n = 〈X2n −Q2
n +Q2

n−1〉M′

is strictly hyperbolic.
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Proof. First, we refer to Proposition 4.2 and compute

〈∂Mi
G〉M′ = 2〈Qn∂Mi

Qn〉M′ − 2〈Qn−1∂Mi
Qn−1〉M′ = 0,

where the last step is due to the orthogonality of Qk and ∂Mi
Qk (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 {λ2i−1}ni=1 and {λ2i}n−1

i=1 the distinct roots of Qn and Qn−1, respectively.
Because of Proposition 2.1, we may assume λ1 < λ2 < · · · < λ2n−1. This implies sgnG(λi;M

′) = (−1)i
for i = 1, . . . , 2n− 1 and hence G(X ;M′) has 2n− 2 distinct real roots. The additional two roots are due
to G(λ1;M

′) < 0, G(λ2n−1;M
′) < 0 and G(X ;M′)→∞ as |X | → ∞. �

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 (4.3) 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 = QnRn+1 with Rn+1 = (X−an)Qn− cnQn−1 and cn = 2n+γ
n

bn. Recall

that 〈XQ2
n〉M̃ = an〈Q2

n〉M with an = an(M) given in (2.11) and thereby

M2n+1 = 〈X2n+1 −XQ2
n〉M + an〈Q2

n〉M
= 〈X2n+1 − (X − an)Q

2
n)〉M

= 〈X2n+1 −G〉M.

Here we have used the orthogonality 〈QnQn−1〉M = 0.

Next we show that G ∈ R[X ]2n+1 is just the charateristic polynomial corresponding to the closure
(2.11). By Proposition 4.2, it suffices to show 〈∂MG〉M = 0. To do this, we firstly write Qn = Xn −
σXn−1 + [· · · ] with [· · · ] a polynomial in R[X ]n−2 and deduce from (2.5) that

Qn = (X − an−1)Qn−1 − bn−1Qn−2

= (X − an−1)((X − an−2)Qn−2 − bn−2Qn−3)− bn−1Qn−2

= · · ·
= (X − an−1)(X − an−2) · · · (X − a0)Q0 + [· · · ]

= Xn −
n−1
∑

k=0

akX
n−1 + [· · · ].

This implies σ =
∑n−1

k=0 ak and thereby

an =
γ

n

n−1
∑

k=0

ak =
γ

n
σ.

With this relation, we use the orthogonality and compute

〈∂MG〉 =〈((X − an)Qn − cnQn−1)∂MQn〉+ 〈Qn∂M((X − an)Qn − cnQn−1)〉
=〈(X − an)Qn∂MQn〉 − cn〈Qn−1∂MQn〉+ 〈(X − an)Qn∂MQn〉
+ 〈Q2

n∂M(X − an)〉 − cn〈Qn∂MQn−1〉 − 〈QnQn−1∂Mcn〉
=− 2〈Q2

n〉∂Mσ − cn〈Q2
n−1〉∂Mσ − 〈Q2

n〉∂Man

=

(

−2 + cn
bn
− γ

n

)

〈Q2
n〉∂Mσ = 0.

This completes the proof. �



DISSIPATIVENESS OF THE HYPERBOLIC QUADRATURE METHOD OF MOMENTS FOR KINETIC EQUATIONS 11

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
(II) is equivalent to the hyperbolicity, we only need to verify Conditions (I) and (III). Moreover, the both
conditions need to be examined only on the equilibrium manifold

E = {(ρ∆0(U, θ), . . . , ρ∆N (U, θ)) ∈ R
N+1 | ρ > 0, U ∈ R, θ > 0}

with

ρ = M0, U =
M1

M0
, θ =

M0M2 −M2
1

M2
0

.

Clearly, these three equalities define a bijection between (ρ, U, θ) and (M0,M1,M2).

We first consider Condition (I). The Jacobian of the source S(M) in (2.1) reads as

SM =

[

03×3

ŜM −IN−2

]

,

where the (N − 2)× 3 matrix ŜM is

ŜM =
∂(ρ∆3(U, θ), . . . , ρ∆N (U, θ))

∂(M0,M1,M2)
.

It is straightforward to show that for

P−1 =

[

Y

ŜMY IN−2

]

with Y =
∂(M0,M1,M2)

∂(ρ, U, θ)
∈ R

3×3, (5.1)

we have

SMP−1 = P−1

[

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 (III). The verification of Condition (III) consists of several
steps. The first step is to find a symmetrizer A0 = A0(M) of the coefficient matrix A(M) with distinct
eigenvalues λ0 < · · · < λN . As shown in [15], the symmetrizer A0 must be in the form LTDL with

L =















λN
0 λN−1

0 · · · λ0 1

λN
1 λN−1

1 · · · λ1 1

λN
2 λN−1

2 · · · λ2 1
...

...
...

...

λN
N λN−1

N · · · λN 1





























1
cN 1

cN−1 cN 1
...

...
...

. . .

c1 c2 c3 · · · 1















= (Fk(λi))0≤i,k≤N

(5.2)

and

D = diag(ω0, . . . , ωN) ∈ R
(N+1)×(N+1)

a positive definite matrix to be determined. Here Fk(X) stands for

Fk(X) =

∞
∑

j=k+1

cjX
j−k−1 (5.3)

for k = 0, . . . , N as polynomials of degree N − k and Fk(X) = 0 for k ≥ N + 1.

By Theorem 2.1 in [28], Condition (III) is satisfied if and only if there exists a symmetrizer A0 such
that the matrix

K(M) := P−TA0P
−1 = (LP−1)TD(LP−1) (5.4)
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is of the block-diagonal form diag
(

K ′
3×3, K ′′

(N−2)×(N−2)

)

for equilibrium states M ∈ E . With L given

in (5.2) and P−1 given in (5.1), our task is to demonstrate the existence of a positive definite diagonal
matrix D = diag(ωi)

N
i=0.

Before preceeding, we remark that, for M ∈ E , the characteristic polynomial F (X ;M) and the coef-
ficients cj(M) in (4.4) are only dependent on (U, θ). To see this, we deduce from Proposition 4.1 and
(2.5) that F (X ;M) and cj(M) are determined by the coefficients ak(M) and bk(M) in (2.6), where the
involved bracket 〈·〉 is defined as 〈Xk〉 7→ ρ∆k(U, θ) for M ∈ E . Therefore, it is clear from (2.6) that
ak(M) and bk(M) are independent of ρ at equilibrium states, so too are F (X ;M) and cj(M). Thanks
to this fact, we write F (X ;M) and cj(M) as F (X ;U, θ) and cj(U, θ), respectively. Furthermore, the
eigenvalues λi(M) (i = 0, . . . , N) (roots of F (X ;M)) and the polynomials Fk(X ;M) in (5.3) are all
dependent on (U, θ) for M ∈ E , denoted λi(U, θ) and Fk(X ;U, θ), respectively.

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

(∆j(U, θ), ρ∂U∆j(U, θ),
ρ

2
∂2
U∆j(U, θ))

N
j=0 ∈ R

(N+1)×3, (5.5)

where the expression of the third column is due to (∂θ − 1
2∂

2
U )∆j(U, θ) = 0 (see, 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−1 as
(

h0(λi;U, θ), ρh1(λi;U, θ),
ρ

2
h2(λi;U, θ), F3(λi), . . . , FN (λi)

)

, (5.6)

where the polynomial hj(X ;U, θ) is defined as

hj(X ;U, θ) =

∞
∑

k=0

Fk(X)∂j
U∆k(U, θ) =

∞
∑

k=0

Xk

[ ∞
∑

l=0

cl+k+1∂
j
U∆l(U, θ)

]

. (5.7)

Here the dependence on (U, θ) is omitted for Fk(X), λi and cj for clarity. Recall from [15] that ∆l(U, θ)
is a polynomial of degree l 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 Fk(λi) is a linear combination of λβ
i (0 ≤ β ≤ N − k). We see from (5.6) that K(M) =

(LP−1)TD(LP−1) attains the block-diagonal form if and only if the 3(N − 2) relations

N
∑

i=0

ωihj(λi;U, θ)λ
β
i = 0 (5.8)

hold for j = 0, 1, 2 and β = 0, 1, . . . , N − 3. Recall that N ≥ 3. Consequently, we only need to prove

Proposition 5.1. For any M ∈ E, there exist {ωi > 0}Ni=0 such that the 3(N − 2) equations in (5.8)
hold for j = 0, 1, 2 and β = 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 ∈ E, the characteristic
polynomial (4.4) satisfies

F (X ;U, θ) = σN+1F̂

(

X − U

σ

)

(5.9)

and the polynomials defined in (5.7) can be written as

hj(X ;U, θ) = σN−j ĥj

(

X − U

σ

)

(5.10)

for j = 0, 1, 2. Here σ =
√
θ and ϕ̂(·) := ϕ(·; 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 λi(U, θ) = σλ̂i + U with λ̂i := λi(0, 1). Consequently,
Proposition 5.1 holds if the relations

Aβ
j :=

N
∑

i=0

ωiĥj(λ̂i)λ̂
β
i = 0 (5.11)

are satisfied for j = 0, 1, 2 and β = 0, . . . , N − 3.

Substituting the definition of hj = hj(X ;U, θ) in (5.7) into the expression of Aβ
j in (5.11) and setting

pk =
N
∑

i=0

ωiλ̂
k
i , for k = 0, 1, . . . , (5.12)

we can rewrite (5.11) as

Aβ
j =

∑

k≥0, l≥0

ĉk+l+1pk+β∂
j∆l =

∑

k≥β, l≥−β

pk ĉk+l+1∂
j∆l+β . (5.13)

Here ∆j := ∆j(0, 1) and ∂j∆l := ∂j
U∆l(U, 1)|U=0. A frequently-used property of pk is

∞
∑

k=0

ĉkpk+β =

N
∑

i=0

ωiF̂ (λ̂i)λ̂
β
i = 0 for β ≥ 0. (5.14)

Next we show that the 3(N − 2) relations Aβ
j = 0 in (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 MN+1(M) is a homogeneous function of order one
and affine invariant, and satisfies MN+1(∆0, . . . ,∆N ) = ∆N+1. Then for M ∈ E, the 3(N − 2) relations

in (5.11) hold if and only if Aβ
0 = 0 for β = 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 M2n+1(M) is homoge-
neous of order one and the affine invariance is due to Proposition 3.5. To show M2n+1(∆0, . . . ,∆2n) =
∆2n+1, we notice that the orthogonal polynomials induced by the moments (∆m)2nm=0 are the scaled

Hermite polynomials Q̂k which are generated recursively as Q̂−1 = 0, Q̂0 = 1 and

Q̂k+1 = XQ̂k − kQ̂k−1

for k = 0, . . . , n − 1 [12]. This means ak = 0 for k ≤ n − 1 and bk = k for k ≤ n in (2.5). Thus, the
HyQMOM closure (2.10) gives an = 0 and the resultant orthogonal polynomial of degree n + 1 is just

Q̂n+1. By Proposition 2.3 (taking N = 2n+ 1) we conclude M2n+1(∆0, . . . ,∆2n) = ∆2n+1.

Thanks to Proposition 5.3 and Remark 5.4, the task remains to show Aβ
0 = 0 for β = 0, ..., 2n− 1 by

choosing proper pk which are determined by ωi as shown in (5.12). In subsection 5.4, we shall prove the
following proposition.

Proposition 5.5. Aβ
0 = 0 for β = 0, ..., 2n− 1 provided that

pk =

{

∆k, k = 0, . . . , 2n− 1,

∆2n + (n− 1)!, k = 2n.
(5.15)

For pk specified in (5.15), we can show as in Proposition 3.2 that there exist {ωi > 0}2ni=0 such that

2n
∑

i=0

ωiλ̂
k
i = pk, k = 0, . . . , 2n. (5.16)

In this way, the ωi’s are uniquely determined and thereby other pk appeared in (5.13) are also defined.
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To show (5.16), we note that 〈Q̂2
n〉 = n! and repeat the proof of Proposition 3.2 in section 4 to see

that there exist {w′
i > 0}ni=1 such that

n
∑

i=1

ω′
iλ̂

k
2i−1 =

{

∆k, k = 0, . . . , 2n− 1,

∆2n − n!, k = 2n,

and there exist {ω′′
i > 0}ni=0 such that

n
∑

i=1

ω′′
i λ̂

k
2i =

{

∆k, k = 0, . . . , 2n− 1,

∆2n + (n+ 1)(n− 1)!, k = 2n.

With the last two relations and (5.15), it is straightforward to verify that
n
∑

i=1

n

2n+ 1
ω′
iλ̂

k
2i−1 +

n
∑

i=1

n+ 1

2n+ 1
ω′′
i λ̂

k
2i = pk

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

ω2i−1 =
n

2n+ 1
ω′
i > 0 and ω2i =

n+ 1

2n+ 1
ω′′
i > 0,

thanks to the uniqueness of {ωi}2ni=0.

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 EQMOMwith Gaussian kernels in [15], the problem

is also reduced to Aβ
0 = 0 for β = 0, . . . , 2n− 1. Unlike the HyQMOM where pk is specified, the strategy

for the EQMOM is to directly set ωi = 1 such that all Aβ
0 ’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 Q0, . . . , Qn+1. De-
note by {ui}ni=0 the roots of Qn+1. Proposition 2.4 states that Mk =

∑n
i=0 wiu

k
i for k = 0, . . . , 2n + 1

with wi > 0. Thus, the map (M̄, M̄2n+1) = (M̄k)
2n+1
k=0 := S [u,σ]2n+1(M(M)) can be expressed as

M̄k =

k
∑

j=0

(

k

j

)

σj

(

n
∑

i=0

wiu
j
i

)

uk−j =

n
∑

i=0

wi(σui + u)k, k = 0, ..., 2n+ 1.

On the other hand, the moments M̄ induce an inner product with orthogonal polynomials Q̄0, . . . , Q̄n.
We claim that

Q̄k(X) = σkQk

(

X − u

σ

)

(5.17)

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

〈Q̂kQ̂l〉M̄ =

n
∑

i=0

wi(Q̂kQ̂l)(σui + u) = σk+l

n
∑

i=0

wi(QkQl)(ui) = σk+l〈QkQl〉M,

which indicates that the monic polynomials Q̂0, . . . , Q̂n are orthogonal with respect to M̄. Thus, we
obtain Q̄k = Q̂k for k = 0, . . . , n.

Now considerM(M̄). Substituting the recursion (2.5) into (5.17), we derive

Q̄k+1 = (X − u− σak(M))Q̄k − σ2bk(M)Q̄k−1

for k = 0, . . . , n− 1. This is the recursion for {Q̄k} with
ak(M̄) = σak(M) + u, bk(M̄) = σ2bk(M).
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Performing the HyQMOM closure (2.11) for both M and M̄ yields

an(M̄) = σan(M) + γu.

Thus, for M̄ the HyQMOM closure yields the highest-order orthogonal polynomial

Q̄n+1 = (X − an(M̄))Q̄n − bn(M̄)Q̄n−1

= σn+1Qn+1

(

X − u

σ

)

+ (1− γ)uσnQn

(

X − u

σ

)

.
(5.18)

The closure is affine invariant, namely,M(M̄) = S [u,σ]2n+1((M,M2n+1)), meaning that

M2n+1(M̄) = M̄2n+1 =

n
∑

i=0

wi(σui + u)2n+1,

which is valid if and only if the roots of Q̄n+1 are just (σui + u)ni=0. From (5.18) we see that this is the
case if and only if γ = 1, which completes the proof. �

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 Xj of the two polynomials
therein are equal:

cj(U, θ) = σN+1
∞
∑

k=0

(

k

j

)

ĉk
σk

(−U)k−j , (5.19)

where the summation over k actually ranges from j to N + 1. Note that the coefficients cj(U, θ) and ĉj
are

cj(U, θ) = −
∂MN+1

∂Mj

∣

∣

∣

M=(∆m(U,θ))N
m=0

, ĉj = −
∂MN+1

∂Mj

∣

∣

∣

M=(∆m)N
m=0

(5.20)

for j = 0, . . . , N , cN+1(U, θ) = ĉN+1 = 1, and cj(U, θ) = ĉj = 0 for j ≥ N + 2.

To show (5.19), we deduce from (3.2) that

S [−
U

σ
, 1
σ
]

k ((∆0(U, θ), . . . ,∆k(U, θ))) = (∆0, . . . ,∆k)

as ∆k(U, θ) and ∆k are the moments of φσ(ξ − U) and φ(ξ), respectively (see (1.5)). Moreover, for

S [−
U

σ
, 1
σ
]

k : (M0, . . . ,Mk) 7→ (M ′
0, . . . ,M

′
k) we have

M ′
k = σ−k

k
∑

j=0

(

k

j

)

Mj(−U)k−j . (5.21)

With these preparations, we differentiate the last component of the composite function

M◦ S [−
U

σ
, 1
σ
]

N = S [−
U

σ
, 1
σ
]

N+1 ◦M

with respect to Mj and evaluate the derivative at M = (∆k(U, θ))
N
k=0 to obtain

N
∑

k=0

(−ĉk)
(

∂M ′
k

∂Mj

)

=
∂M ′

N+1

∂Mj

+

(

∂M ′
N+1

∂MN+1

)

(−cj(U, θ)).

Here (5.20) and the chain rule have been used. Substituting ∂M ′
k/∂Mj = σ−k

(

k
j

)

(−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

∂j∆k = σj−k

k
∑

l=0

(

k

l

)

(−U)k−l∂j
U∆l(U, θ). (5.22)
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In fact, we know from [15] that

∂j
U∆k(U, θ) =

k!

(k − j)!
∆k−j(U, θ) (5.23)

for 0 ≤ j ≤ k. This particularly implies

∂j∆k =

∫

R

(

∂j

∂ξj
ξk
)

φ(ξ)dξ = σj−k

∫

R

(

∂j

∂ξj
(ξ − U)k

)

φσ(ξ − U)dξ

= σj−k

k
∑

l=0

(

k

l

)

(−U)k−l

∫

R

(

∂j

∂ξj
ξl
)

φσ(ξ − U)dξ

= σj−k

k
∑

l=0

(

k

l

)

(−U)k−l∂j
U∆l(U, θ),

where the last equality is due to (5.23).

Next we deduce from (5.19) that

hj(X ;U, θ) =
∞
∑

k=0

Xk

∞
∑

l,m=0

(

m

l+ k + 1

)

ĉmσN+1−m(−U)m−l−k−1∂j
U∆l(U, θ)

=

∞
∑

k,l=0

Xkĉlσ
N+1−l

∞
∑

m=0

(

l

m+ k + 1

)

(−U)l−m−k−1∂j
U∆m(U, θ).

On the other hand, the RHS of (5.10) reads as

ĥj

(

X − U

σ

)

=

∞
∑

k=0

(

X − U

σ

)k ∞
∑

l=0

ĉl+k+1∂
j∆l

=

∞
∑

k=0

Xk

∞
∑

s,l=0

σ−s

(

s

k

)

(−U)s−k ĉl+s+1∂
j∆l

=

∞
∑

k,l=0

Xk ĉl

∞
∑

s=0

σs+1−l

(

l − s− 1

k

)

(−U)l−s−1−k∂j∆s.

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

∞
∑

s=0

σj+1−l

(

l − s− 1

k

)

(−U)l−s−1−k

∞
∑

m=0

(

s

m

)

(−U)s−m∂j
U∆m(U, θ)

=σj+1−l

∞
∑

m=0

(−U)l−m−1−k∂j
U∆m(U, θ)

∞
∑

s=0

(

s

m

)(

l − s− 1

k

)

.

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

(

l

m+ k + 1

)

=

∞
∑

s=0

(

s

m

)(

l− s− 1

k

)

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

A =
{

α = (αi ∈ N)k+m+1
i=1 |1 ≤ α1 < · · · < αk+m+1 ≤ l

}

.
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The number |A| of elements in the set A can be computed in two different ways, leading to

(

l

m+ k + 1

)

= |A| =
∞
∑

s=0

|{α ∈ A : αm+1 = s+ 1}|

=

∞
∑

s=0

(

s

m

)(

l − s− 1

k

)

.

Hence, the proof is complete. �

Proof of Proposition 5.3. It suffices to show that

Aβ
1 = Aβ+1

0 + pβ

∞
∑

l=0

ĉl∆l, Aβ
2 = −Aβ

0 +Aβ+1
1 + pβ

∞
∑

l=1

ĉl∆l+1 (5.24)

with
∑

l≥0

ĉl∆l =
∑

l≥1

ĉl∆l+1 = 0 (5.25)

for the moment closure satisfying the assumptions in the proposition. For (5.24), we first show that

∂∆l = ∆l+1, ∂2∆l = ∂∆l+1 −∆l. (5.26)

This follows from the facts φ′(ξ) = −ξφ(ξ), φ′′(ξ) = (ξ2 − 1)φ(ξ) and the integration by parts:

∂∆l =

∫

R

(

∂

∂ξ
ξl
)

φ(ξ)dξ = −
∫

R

ξlφ′(ξ)dξ = ∆l+1.

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

Aβ
1 =

∑

k,l≥0

ĉk+l+1pk+β∆l+1 =
∑

k≥−1, l≥1

ĉk+l+1pk+β+1∆l

= Aβ+1
0 + pβ

∑

l≥1

ĉl∆l −
∑

k≥0

ĉk+1pk+β+1 = Aβ+1
0 + pβ

∑

l≥0

ĉl∆l,

where (5.14) is used in the last step to yield
∑

k≥0 ĉk+1pk+β+1 = −ĉ0pβ . The Aβ
2 -equality in (5.24) can

be derived in a similar manner.

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

MN+1 −
N
∑

l=0

∂MN+1

∂Ml

Ml = 0.

Take M = (∆0, . . . ,∆N ) and hence MN+1 = ∆N+1 by the assumption. With the definition of ĉl in (5.20),
we derive

∑

l≥0 ĉl∆l = 0 immediately. The rest part of (5.25) needs affine invariance of the closure. Set

σ = 1 in (3.1) and write the (N + 1)th component as

N+1
∑

j=0

(

N + 1

j

)

Mju
N+1−j = MN+1 ◦ S [u,1]N (M).

Applying d/du|u=0 to the both sides and using the explicit form of S [u,1]N in (3.2), we derive

(N + 1)MN =

N
∑

l=1

∂MN+1

∂Ml

· lMl−1.

Then the equality
∑

l≥1 ĉl∆l+1 = 0 follows after assigning Mk = ∆k for k = 0, . . . , N + 1 and noticing

l∆l−1 = ∆l+1 (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 Aβ
0 = 0 in (5.13) for β =

0, . . . , 2n−1 with the pk’s specified in (5.15). In what follows the bracket 〈·〉 is induced by M = (∆m)2nm=0

on R[X ]2n.

Recall F̂ = Q̂nR̂n+1 and write

Q̂n =
∑

k≥0

µkX
k, R̂n+1 =

∑

k≥0

νkX
k

with µk = 0 for k < 0 or k ≥ n+ 1 and νk = 0 for k < 0 or k ≥ n+ 2. Then we have

ĉk =
k
∑

l=0

µlνk−l.

Set ∆k = 0 for k < 0. We compute Aβ
0 as follows.

Step I. For β = 0, it is clear from (5.13) that

A0
0 =

∑

k≥0, l≥0

ĉk+l+1∆k∆l + (n− 1)!.

Then a direct calculation gives

∑

k≥0, l≥0

ĉk+l+1∆k∆l =
∑

m≥0, l≥0

ĉm+1∆m−l∆l

=
∑

m≥0, l≥0





∑

0≤k≤l

+
∑

k≥l+1



µkνm+1−k∆m−l∆l := I + II.

For the first part, we have

I =
∑

m≥0, k≥0

µkνm+1−k

∑

l≥k

∆m−l∆l =
∑

m≥0, k≥0

µm+1−kνk

k−1
∑

l=0

∆l∆m−l

=
∑

k≥0

νk

k−1
∑

l=0

∆l

∑

m≥0

µm+1−k∆m−l =
∑

k≥0

νk

k−1
∑

l=0

∆l〈Xk−l−1Q̂n〉 = n!.

Here the second equality is derived after a change of variables k ← m + 1 − k and l ← m− l. The last
equality holds as the summand is nonzero only when k = n+ 1 and l = 0 thanks to the orthogonality.

Similarly, we have

II =
∑

l≥0

∑

k≥l+1

µk∆l

∑

m≥0

νm+1−k∆m−l

=
∑

l≥0

∑

k≥l+1

µk∆l〈Xk−l−1R̂n+1〉 = −(n+ 1)(n− 1)!.

The last equality holds because R̂n+1 = Q̂n+1 − (n + 1)Q̂n−1 and thus the summand is nonzero only
when k = n and l = 0, thanks again to the orthogonality. Therefore, A0

0 = 0 follows immediately.

Step II. For β = 1, . . . , 2n− 1, Aβ
0 in (5.13) contains p2n+1, . . . , p2n+β which need to be handled. For

this purpose, we use a variant of (5.14):

∑

k≥−l−1

ĉk+l+1pk = 0 for l ≤ −1
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to convert Aβ
0 in (5.13) to

Aβ
0 =

∑

k≥β

∑

l≥−β

pk ĉk+l+1∆l+β =









∑

k≥β
l≥0

+
∑

k≥β
−β≤l≤−1









pk ĉk+l+1∆l+β

=









∑

k≥β
l≥0

−
∑

−l−1≤k≤β−1
−β≤l≤−1









pk ĉk+l+1∆l+β := Aβ
0 −Bβ

0 .

(5.27)

Now Aβ
0 and Bβ

0 only include nonzero summands containing p0, . . . , p2n.

With pk given in (5.15), we compute

Aβ
0 − (n− 1)!∆β =

∑

k≥β, l≥0

ĉk+l+1∆k∆l+β =
∑

m≥β

∑

0≤l≤m−β

ĉm+1∆m−l∆l+β

=
∑

m≥β

∑

0≤l≤m−β





∑

0≤k≤l

+
∑

k≥l+1



µkνm+1−k∆m−l∆l+β := IA + IIA.

(5.28)

Similar to β = 0 in Step I, we obtain

IA =
∑

m≥β

m−β
∑

k=0

µkνm+1−k

m−β
∑

l=k

∆m−l∆l+β =
∑

m≥0

m+1
∑

k=β+1

µm+1−kνk

k−1−β
∑

l=0

∆l+β∆m−l

=
∑

k≥0

νk

k−1−β
∑

l=0

∆l+β

∑

m≥k−1

µm+1−k∆m−l

=
∑

k≥0

νk

k−1−β
∑

l=0

∆l+β〈Xk−l−1Q̂n〉 =
{

n!∆β , for β ≤ n,

0, for β ≥ n+ 1.

(5.29)

Here the second equality is derived after a change of variables k ← m + 1 − k and l ← m− β − l. The
last equality holds as the summand is nonzero only when β ≤ n, k = n + 1 and l = 0 thanks to the
orthogonality. Moreover, it is seen that

IIA =
∑

l≥0

∆l+β

∑

k≥l+1

µk

∑

m≥l+β

νm+1−k∆m−l

=
∑

l≥0

∆l+β

∑

k≥l+1

µk

(

〈Xk−l−1R̂n+1〉 −
l+β−1
∑

m=k−1

νm+1−k∆m−l

)

= −(n+ 1)(n− 1)!∆β − Ã

(5.30)

with

Ã : =
∑

l≥0

∑

k≥l+1

l+β−1
∑

m=k−1

µkνm+1−k∆m−l∆l+β

=
∑

m≥0

m
∑

l=max(0,m+1−β)

m+1
∑

k=l+1

µkνm+1−k∆m−l∆l+β

=
∑

m≥0

min(m−β,−1)
∑

l=−β

l+β
∑

k=0

µm+1−kνk∆l+β∆m−l

=

β−1
∑

k=0

νk

−1
∑

l=k−β

∆l+β

∞
∑

m=l+β

µm+1−k∆m−l.



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

Here we perform a change of variables k ← m+ 1− k and l← m− β − l in the third equality.

Next we treat

Bβ
0 =

−1
∑

l=−β

β−1
∑

k=−1−l

ĉk+l+1∆k∆l+β =

β−2
∑

m=−1

−1
∑

l=m+1−β

ĉm+1∆m−l∆l+β

=

β−2
∑

m=−1

−1
∑

l=m+1−β

m+1
∑

k=0

µm+1−kνk∆m−l∆l+β

=

β−1
∑

k=0

νk

−1
∑

l=k−β

∆l+β

l+β−1
∑

m=k−1

µm+1−k∆m−l,

which implies that

Ã+Bβ
0 =

β−1
∑

k=0

νk

−1
∑

l=k−β

∆l+β〈Xk−l−1Q̂n〉 =
{

0, for β ≤ n,

−n!∆β, for β ≥ n+ 1.
(5.31)

Indeed, for β ≤ n, all the summands are zero as k − l − 1 < β ≤ n holds. Then, for n+ 1 ≤ β ≤ 2n− 1,
it is possible to take l = k − 1− n ∈ [k − β,−1] if k ≤ n ≤ β − 1. This results in

Ã+Bβ
0 = n!

n
∑

k=0

νk∆k−1−n+β = n!
(

〈Xβ−n−1R̂n+1〉 −∆β

)

= −n!∆β ,

since β − n− 1 ≤ n− 2.

Now we collect the above results in (5.27)-(5.31) to see that

Aβ
0 = (n− 1)!∆β + IA − (n+ 1)(n− 1)!∆β − (Ã+Bβ

0 ) = 0

for both β ≤ n and β ≥ 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 M̄′ = (M̄k)
2n−1
k=0 := S [u,σ]2n−1(M

′) is

expressed as M̄k =
∑n

i=1 wi(σui + u)k for k = 0, ..., 2n− 1. Given M̄′, the QMOM closure reads as

M2n(M̄
′) =

n
∑

i=1

wi(σui + u)2n =
2n
∑

j=0

(

2n

j

)

σjMju
2n−j = M̄2n,

where M̄2n is just the last component of S [u,σ]2n ((M′,M2n)). This proves the affine invariance of the
QMOM.

(ii). For the EQMOM, M ∈ R2n+1 is realized by the reconstructed distribution

f(ξ;W ) =
n
∑

i=1

wi

σ
K
(

ξ − ui

σ

)

with W = (wi, ui, σ)
n
i=1 (wi > 0 and σ > 0) uniquely determined by M. By the definition of the EQMOM

closure and (3.3), it is obvious that the moments S [u,σ
′]

2n+1 ◦M(M) are realized by the shifted and rescaled
distribution

1

σ′ f

(

ξ − u

σ′ ;W

)

= f(ξ;W ′)

with W ′ = (wi, σ
′ui + u, σσ′)ni=1 for any u ∈ R and σ′ > 0. On the other hand, the same argument

implies thatM◦S [u,σ
′]

2n (M) is realized by f(ξ;W ′). Hence they are equal and the proof is completed. �

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′) = Q2

n(X ;M′). Taking G(X ;M′) = F (X ;M′), we immediately see from
〈Q2

n〉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 K(ξ)
are finite. Moerover, we refer to Remark 2.1 of [31] and may as well assume m0 = m2 = 1 and m1 = 0.
Under these assumptions, it is shown in [31] (Eq.(4.3) and Proposition 4.1 therein) that the characteristic
polynomial F (X ;M) = Dσg, where g ∈ R[X ]2n+1 and the operator Dσ are

g = (X − ξ1)
2 · · · (X − ξn)

2(X − ũ) and Dσ =

∞
∑

k=0

bkσ
k∂k

with bk constructed iteratively as b0 = 1 and

bk = −
k
∑

j=1

mj

j!
bk−j (A.1)

for k ≥ 1. Explicit forms of ũ = ũ(M) can be found in [31] (for general K(ξ) and n = 2) and [15] (for
the Gaussian kernel K(ξ) = φ(ξ) and all n ≥ 1).



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

Taking G(X ;M) = F (X ;M), we will show that the EQMOM closure is just M2n+1 = 〈X2n+1−G〉M,
which is of the form (4.3) with N = 2n. For this purpose, we compute

∫

R

1

σ
K
(

ξ −X

σ

)

Dσξ
jdξ =

j
∑

k=0

j!

(j − k)!
bkσ

k

∫

R

1

σ
K
(

ξ −X

σ

)

ξj−kdξ

=

j
∑

k=0

j!

(j − k)!
bkσ

k

∫

R

K(ξ)(X + σξ)j−kdξ

=

j
∑

k=0

j−k
∑

l=0

j!

l!(j − k − l)!
bkσ

k+lXj−k−l
ml

=

j
∑

s=0

j!

(j − s)!
σsXj−s

(

s
∑

l=0

ml

l!
bs−l

)

= Xj,

where the last step follows from the recursive relation (A.1). This immediately gives the identity

P (X) =

∫

R

1

σ
K
(

ξ −X

σ

)

DσP (ξ)dξ

for any polynomial P (X).

With this identity, for the EQMOM ansatz

f(ξ) =
n
∑

i=1

wi

σ
K
(

ξ − ξi
σ

)

we deduce that
∫

R

f(ξ)G(ξ;M)dξ =
n
∑

i=1

wi

σ

∫

R

K
(

ξ − ξi
σ

)

Dσg(ξ)dξ =
n
∑

i=1

wig(ξi) = 0

and thereby

M2n+1 =

∫

R

ξ2n+1fdξ =

∫

R

(ξ2n+1 −G(ξ;M))fdξ = 〈X2n+1 −G〉M.

This is of the form (4.3) and hence the proof is complete. �

References

[1] P. L. Bhatnagar, E. P. Gross, and M. Krook. A model for collision processes in gases. I. small amplitude processes in
charged and neutral one-component systems. Phys. Rev., 94(3):511–525, 1954.
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