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Imaging a moving point source from multi-frequency data
measured at one and sparse observation points (part II):

near-field case in 3D

Guangiu Ma! Hongxia Guo* | Guanghui Hu'

Abstract

In this paper we propose a frequency-domain method for recovering the trajectory of
a moving point source from multi-frequency near-field data measured at one and sparse
observation points in three dimensions. The radiating period of the moving point source
is supposed to be supported on the real axis and a priori known. In contrast to inverse
stationary source problems, one needs to study observable and non-observable measurement
positions. The analogue of these concepts in the far-field regime were firstly proposed in the
authors’ previous paper (to appear in STAM J. Imaging Sciences, 2023). In this paper the
observable and non-observable measurement positions for straight and circular motions are
analyzed. In the near-field case, we verify that the smallest annular region that contains the
trajectory and centered at an observable position can be imaged for an admissible class of
orbit functions. Using the data from sparse observable positions, it is possible to reconstruct
the ©-convex domain of the trajectory. Intensive 3D numerical tests with synthetic data are

performed to show effectiveness and feasibility of this new algorithm.

Keywords: inverse moving source problem, Helmholtz equation, multi-

frequency data, factorization method, uniqueness, near-field data

1 Introduction

1.1 Time-dependent model and its Fourier transform

We suppose that the whole space R? is filled with a homogeneous and isotropic medium
with a unit mass density. Consider a moving point source along the trajectory function
a(t) : [tmin, tmax] — R? € CMtmin, tmax] With 0 < #imin < tmax. The source function S is supposed

to radiate wave signals at the beginning time #.,;, and stop radiating at the time point .y, i.e.,
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it is supported in the interval [tmin, tmax] With respect to the time variable ¢ > 0. Hence, the

source function takes the form

S(x,t) = 0(z — a(t))g(t)x(?), (1.1)

where 0 denotes the Dirac delta function, g(t) € C(tmin, tmax) is & real-valued function fulfilling
the coercivity constraint
|g(t)’ > co > 07 te [tminytmax]y (12)

and

17 t e [tmim tmax]»
x(t) = {

07 t ¢ [tmim tmax]7
is the characteristic function over the interval [tmin, tmax]. Denote the trajectory by I' == {x :
x = a(t), t € [tmin,tmax]}- One can easily find Supp S(-,t) C T for all ¢t € [tmin, tmax]. The

propagation of the radiated wave fields U(z,t) is governed by the initial value problem

2
%g =AU+ S(z,t), (2,t) e R* xRT, Rt :=={t e R:¢> 0},

U(z,0) =0 U(x,0) =0, xR

(1.3)

The solution U can be written explicitly as the convolution of the fundamental solution G to

the wave equation with the source term,

U(z,t) = G(z;t) x S(z,t) = /RJr » Gz —y;t—7)S(y, 7)dydr (1.4)
where
Ly 0 —lz[)
Glot) = =

In this paper the one-dimensional Fourier and inverse Fourier transforms are defined by

(Fu) (k) = \/127 /R u(t)e R dt,  (Flo)(t) = \/127 /R o)™ d,

respectively. The Fourier transform of S is thus given by

tmax .
k) = (FS G )0) = = [ aeatmgte = — [ se-a(t)gttre .
(1.5)
It is obvious f(z,k) = 0 for all z ¢ T" and k € [kmin, kmax]. From the expression , one

deduces the Fourier transform of the wave fields U,

wla,k) = (FU)w.b) = [ (FG)w = ys)(FS) 0. h) dy
(1.6)

1
= \/72? - q)(l' —Y; k)f(yv k) dy
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Here, ®(x — y; k) is the fundamental solution to the Helmholtz equation (A + k?)w = 0, given
by

eiklx_y‘

@(w—y,k) 5U7éy7377y€R37

" dnlr—y|’
and H(()l) is the Hankel function of the first kind of order zero. On the other hand, taking the

Fourier transform on the wave equation yields the inhomogeneous Helmholtz equations
Aw(z, k) + k*w(z, k) = —f(z, k), reR3 E>0. (1.7)
From (|1.6)) we observe that w satisfies the Sommerfeld radiation condition

lim r(O,w —ikw) =0, r =z, (1.8)

r—00

which holds uniformly in all points = € R3.

1.2 Formulation in the frequency domain and literature review

Denote by [kmin, kmax] an interval of frequencies on the positive real axis. From the time-domain
setting we see
f(xak)#()?xera f(x7k):07x¢r

for all k& € [kmin, kmax|, implying supp f(-, k) =T for all k& € [kmin, kmax]. For every k > 0, the
unique solution w € HZQOC(R?’) to (1.7)-(1.8) is given by (1.6)), i.e.,

1 /tmax e*ik(t*lﬁ?*d(t)l)

=352 T —alD) gt)dt, x=¢TI. (1.9)

wak) = 2= [ S -y fokdy = gz [

Noting that the time-dependent source S is real valued, we have f(xz,—k) = f(x,k) for all k > 0
and thus w(z, —k) = w(z, k).

In this paper we are interested in the following inverse problem (see Fig. |1f):

(IP): Recovery the trajectory I' from knowledge of the multi-frequency near-field patterns
{w(a:j,k) ke [kmina kmax]a Jj=12,-- 7M}

where z; € Sp := {z : || = R} are sparse observation points and [kmin, kmax] denotes a

broad band of frequencies. Here we assume R >  sup  |a(t)].
te[tminvtmax]

In particular, we are interested the following question:

What kind information on I' can be extracted from the the multi-frequency near-field data
{w(x,k) : k € [kmin, kmax)} at a fixed observation point x € Sg ?

The above questions are of great importance in industrial, medical and military applications,
because the number the measurement positions is usually quite limited and multi-frequency

data are always available by Fourier transforming the time-dependent measurement data.



|zj| = R, w(:cj k)

Figure 1: Imaging the trajectory I' from knowledge of multi-frequency near-field patterns mea-

sured at sparse observation points |z;| = R, j =1,2,..., M.

2 Factorization of near-field operator

The aim of this section is to explore the factorization method for recovering the trajectory
I' = Suppf(-, k) from the data measured at a single observation point z € Si. We shall proceed
with the lines of [9] to derive a factorization of the near-field operator N'®). Following the spirit

of [8], we introduce the central frequency  and half of the bandwidth of the given data K as

kmin + kmax kmax - kmin
— min T Pmax g tmax — Pmin
2 ’ 2

Define the near-field operator N'®) : L2(0, K) — L*(0, K) by

K
N®g)(r) = /0 w(z,k+ 71— 5)@(s)ds, 7€ (0,K). (2.10)

Recall from (1.9) that w is analytic in k& € R. Hence the near-field operator N’ (@) is linear and
bounded. Further, it holds that

K
N@g)(r) = /0 — [ @yt ) fn T ) dyos) ds

V27 Jgs
z (k+7—3)|x—y| trmax
\/%/ /Rs dr|z —y| (m/ ATt (y — alt))g(t) dt> dy ¢(s) ds
tmax o—i(k+7—5)(t—le—a(t)])
/ / 47T’1‘ _ a(t)] g(t) dt¢(3) ds

mln

(2.11)

Below we shall prove a factorization of the above near-field operator.



Theorem 2.1. We have N&) = LTL* where £ = L*) L?(tmin, tmax) — L?(0, K) is defined by

tmax .

(L6)(r) = / eTlle=aOly ) dt, T e (0, K) (2.12)
tmin

or a S tmin, tmax ) - ere the middle operator tmin, tmax) — tmin, tmax) S @

f Iy L? H h ddl T : L? L?

multiplication operator defined by

—in(t—|z—a(®)])

WQ@)‘P@)- (2.13)

e
(To)(t) =
Remark 2.2. In the remaining part of this paper the operator L will be referred to as the data-

to-pattern operator corresponding to the orbit function a(t). It is obvious that the near-field data

([T.9) can be expressed as w(z, k) = (L&) ﬁ)(l@)

m2|z—a

Proof. We first show that the adjoint operator £* : L2(0, K) — L?(tmin,tmax) of £ can be
expressed by

(L*¢)(t) = / " est=le=a g5y ds, ¢ € L?(0, K). (2.14)

0
Indeed, for ¢ € L?(tmin, tmax) and ¢ € L?(0, K), it holds that

K tmax _
@odhony = [ ([ ey ar) o ar

tmax K
= [ ( / emt—lr—a(wiw(f)df) dt
tmi 0

min

= <r(/]7 E*¢>L2(tmin,tmax)'

which implies (2.14). By the definition of 7", we have

—ik(t—|z—a(t)])

e Ko
8772|:v—a(t)|g(t)/0 eist=le=a® g5y ds, ¢ € L*(0, K).

Hence, using (1.5 and ,
tmax . e_in(t_‘x_a(t)‘) K .
(LTL ) (7) = / p—ir(t—la—a(t)) g(t)/ cistt=lr=a®) o 5) ds | dt
0

(TLP)(t) =

. 82|z — a(t)|
tmax =i (k+1—5)(t—|z—a(t)]) A db p
- / /mm 47T|$—(1,(t)| g( ) ¢(S) S
This proves the factorization N'*) = LT L*. O

Denote by Range(£(®)) the range of the data-to-pattern operator £ = L) (see (2.12))) acting

on L? (tmim tmax) .

Lemma 2.3. The operator L : L2(tmin,tmax) — LQ(O, K) is compact with dense range.



Proof. For any v € L?(tmin, tmax), it holds that £y € H'(0, K), which is compactly embedded
into L?(0, K). This proves the compactness of £. By (2.14), (£*¢)(t) coincides with the inverse
Fourier transform of ¢ at the variable ¢t — |z — a(t)|. Since the set {t — |z —a(t)| : t € [tmin, tmax] }
forms an interval of R, the relation (£*¢)(t) = 0 implies ¢ = 0 in L?(0, K). Hence, £* is injective.
The denseness of Range(£®)) in L?(0, K) follows from the injectivity of £*. O

Within the framework of Factorization method, it is essential to connect the ranges of N'(®)
and £. We first recall that, for a bounded operator F' : Y — Y in a Hilbert space Y the real and
imaginary parts of F' are defined respectively by

ReF:F+F , ImFZFi.F )
2 21

which are both self-adjoint operators. Furthermore, by spectral representation we define the

self-adjoint and positive operator |Re F| as
|Re F| :/ |A| dE}, if ReF = / AdE).
R R
The selfadjoint and positive operator |Im F'| can be defined analogously. Introduce a new operator
Fy = |ReF|+ |Im F|.

Since F is selfadjoint and positive, its square root F# % is defined as
F/?= | VXdE\,, if Fy :/ AdE).
R+ R+

In this paper we need the following result from functional analysis.

Theorem 2.4. ([9]) Let X and Y be Hilbert spaces and let F:Y - Y, L: X =Y, T: X - X

be linear bounded operators such that F' = LTL*. We make the following assumptions
(i) L is compact with dense range and thus L* is compact and one-to-one.

(1) ReT and ImT are both one-to-one, and the operator Ty = |ReT| + [ImT|: X — X is

coercive, i.e., there exists ¢ > 0 with
(Tyo,0) > clll? forall ¢eX.

Then the operator Fu is positive and the ranges of F;/Q Y =Y and L : X =Y coincide.

To apply Theorem [2.4] to our inverse problem, we set

F=N@® L= T=7T, X =L tnmntmx), Y =L*0,K),



where 7 is the multiplication operator of (2.13]). It is easy to see

(ReT)g (1) = lEtt=le—al)l)]

g(@)e(t),

' 8n2|x — a(t)|
7)ol = -5t

are both one-to-one operators from L?(tmin, tmax) onto L?(tmin, tmax). The coercivity assumption

of N®@) yields the coercivity of Tx. As a consequence of Theorem [2.4] we obtain
(2))1/2 _ (z)
Range [(N'") ;"] = Range (L")  for any z € Sg. (2.15)

Let ¢ € L?(0,K) be a test function. We want to characterize the range of £® through
the choice of . Denote by ()\gf), 7(;”)) an eigensystem of the positive and self-adjoint operator
(N (x))#, which is uniquely determined by the multi-frequency near-field patterns {w(z, k) : k €

(Kmin, kmax) }. Applying Picard’s theorem and Theorem we obtain

@y Rl
¢ € Range(L£'") if and only if g ‘ ( )’ < +o0. (2.16)
— Ay
n=1 n

To establish the factorization method, we now need to choose a proper class of test functions

which usually rely on a sample variable in R3.

3 Range of £®) and test functions

To characterize the range of £*), we need to investigate monotonicity of the function & = h(t) :=
t — |z — a(t)] € C'tmin,tmax]. For this purpose we define the division points of a continuous

function over a closed interval.

Definition 3.1. Let f € Cltmin, tmax|- The point t € (tmin, tmax) s called a division point if
(1) f(t) = 0;
(2) There exist an €g > 0 such that either |f(t+€)| >0 or |f(t —€)| > 0 for all 0 < € < €.

Obviously, the division points constitute a subset of the zero set of a continuous function.
However, a division point cannot be an interior point of the zero set. Since a(t) € C![tmin, tmax],
there are finitely many division points of the function i/, which we denote by t| < to < -+ < t,,_1.
The interval [tmin,tmax] is then divided into n sub-intervals [t;_1,t;], j = 1,2,---,n, where
tmin = to and tmax = tn. Let a; and h; be the restrictions of a and h to [t;_1,t;], respectively.
Set

= b (1O}, 0= s (0} 5=1200n.

teftj—1,t; teftj—1,t)]

In each subinterval (¢;_1,t;), one of following cases must hold:



o 1(t) >0 forall t € (tj_1,t;). There holds
g(x) =t _‘w_aA(t. )| g(x) _tA_’ —a:(t:)]:
jmin — ti—1 J\li=1)ls  Sjmax = U — IT a;(t;)l;
o N(t) <Oforallte (tj_1,t;). We have
Eimin =t — 7= i), € = to1 — o — aj(tj);
j,min — “J J\%3 )1 jmax  vJj—1 g\ti=1)1
o 1(t) =0 forall t € (tj_1,;). Consequently,

g(x) :E(z) =t — ‘$—aj(t)’7 t e [tj—latj]'

7,min J,max
Define
o =ming) = inf (a0}, €@ =maxe = sup  {h(D)}, (3.17)
J b te[tmin7tmax] J Ul te[tminatmax]

which denote the minimum and maximum of h over [tmin, tmax], respectively. If |h; (t)| > 0, the
monotonicity of the function { = h;(t) for t € [t;,t;_1] implies the inverse function ¢ = hj_l(g ) €
1[e(@) o)
¢ [éj,min7 j,max]’ Set
J={jeN:1<;< n,h;(t) =0,te (tjfl,tj)}.
and assume hj(t) = ¢; € R for j € J. Note that it is possible that J = (.
With these notations we can rephrase the operator £(®) defined by ([2.12) as

(E(ac)w)(T) — Z/ ’ e—irh,j(t)¢(t) dt

j=1"7t-1

" ' ' " (3.18)
:Z/eWWWMHZfW/¢@ﬁ
jgJg ti-1 jeJ tj—1
For j € J, using e~""¢ = /21 F§(t — c) we can rewrite each term in the second sum as
. tj £y
e "7 Y(t)dt = V21 Fo(t — ¢j) P (t) dt. (3.19)
ti—1 ti—1

For j ¢ J and hl(t) > 0, the integral in the first summation on the right hand of (3.18) takes

the form

(@)

t £;
—iTh;(t) _ bmax_ir — — /
e ouma = [0 et ©) (7 €)' de

j—1 J,min

€5
)

J,min
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Note that [hj_l(f)]’ > 0, due to the relation A’ (t) [hj_l(ﬁ)]’ = 1. Analogously, if A}(t) < 0 for

some j ¢ J, we have [h;!(¢)] < 0 and thus

J

_ / e TRy (€)(R (€)' dE.

Now, extending hj_1 by zero from (5]( i § i max) to R and extending v € L?(tmin, tmax) Dy zero

to L?(R), we can write each term for j ¢ J as

[ e Oud= [ g @) €) ds (3.20)

ti—1

Combining (3.18)), (3.19) and (3.20), we get

(LDp)(r) = / e g(€) d, (3.21)

R
with

= ST w1 O+ S b( —CJ/ w(t)

j¢J JjeJ tj—
Note that g is a generalized function if J # () and that g coincides with the inverse Fourier

transform of £®1) up to some constant. Since supp h;l [fgm, max] for j ¢ J and ¢; €

[fr(ri)n, r(fgx], we may estimate that the support of g (equivalently, the inverse Fourier transform

of L®)4)) as follows:
supp(g(£)) C [66ns €G-

Summing up the above arguments we arrive at

Lemma 3.2. LetT = {y : y = a(t),t € [tmin, tmax]} C R? be a Ct-smooth curve with tyax > tmin-
Then

(FrL@y) (&) = Ve (thﬂé)) OY[+) 6 —¢ / W(t) ) (3.22)
JjgJ jeJ tj—

Moreover,
supp(F 1Ly < [e),, €.

Below we provide a sufficient condition to ensure trivial intersections of the ranges of two

data-to-pattern operators corresponding to different trajectories.



Lemma 3.3. Let Ty = {y : y = a(t),t € [tmin,tmax]} C R3 and Ty, = {y : y = b(¢),t €
[tmin, tmax] } € R3 be Cl-smooth curves such that

( inf  (t—|x—a(t)]), sup (t— |x—a(t)|)>

te[tmimtmax] tE[tmin,tmax]
N inf  (t—]e—b®)]), sup (t—]z b)) | =0. (3.23)
te[tmimtmax] tE[tminatmaX}

Let E(x) and E(I) be the data to-pattern operators associated with I'y and I'y, respectively. Then
Range(ﬁ( )) N Range(L ) = {0}.

Proof. Let fa, fo € L?(tmin, tmax) be such that (E,(f)fa)(T) = (/Jl()x)fb)(v-) = Q(7,z). We need to
prove Q(-,z) = 0. By the definition of £ (see (2.12))), the function

tmax . tmax .
5 Qrz) = / eir(t-le=a®) £ (1) gt = / eIzt £, (1) dt
tmin tmin

belongs to L?(0, K). Since Q(T x) is analytic in 7 € R the previoub relation is well defined for
any 7 € R. By Definition we suppose that {¢;}" _1 and {Z; 3 ! are division points of the
functions h,(t) =t — |x — a( )| and hy(t) = t — |x — b(t)|, respectively. Analogously we define
hjat) ==t — |z —a;(t)], hjp(t) ==t — |z —b;(t)], and Jo := {j € N: 1 < j <m, ) (1) =0,t €
(tj—1,t)}, Jo={j e N: 1 < j<m,hl(t)=0,t€ (j 1,j)}. Denote hj(t) = cjq for j € J,
and h;,(t) = c;p for j € Jy. Using the formula (3.21]), the function Q(-,z) can be rewritten as

the Fourier transforms:

Q(r,2) :/Reﬁéga(g,x) de/ReiTng(i,x) dg, (3.24)
with
) = Zfa(h]_,;@) ]a ““Zé — Cja / fa(t)
J¢Ja j€Ja tj—
=Y Sl () [(B () |+ Y 6(€ —cj / fo(t)
J¢Jb jETy tj—

This implies g,(&, z) = gp(§, z) for all £ € R. On the other hand, the support sets of g, and gy
satisfy

suppga(-,:r)C< inf  (t =[x —a(t)]), sup (t—lw—a(t)|)>,

te[tmin 7tmax] te[tmirntmax]

suppgbc,x)c(te[tmf (t=lo=b(®). sup <t—|x—b<t>|>).

minvtmax} te [tmin 7tm&X]

Hence, by the condition (3.23) we obtain g,(&,x) = gp(&,2) =0 for all £ € R . In view of ([3.24)),
we get Q(-,z) = 0. O
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For any y € R?, define the parameter-dependent test functions gi)z(/x) € L*(0,K) by
1 tmax .
o (k) = a—— / e~ *t=lz=vhar ke (0, K). (3.25)
max — Umin| Jt,i,

Here we stress that the test function gzb?(f) depends on both the observation point x € Sk and the
test point y € R3. The supporting information of the inverse Fourier transform of the above test

function is described as follows.

Lemma 3.4. We have

2 tmax - tmin , S tmin - — b tmax - - )
0 if otherwise.
Proof. Let T =t — |z — y|, we can rewrite the function qng) as
gng)(k) = / e_ikTgy(T, x)dr,
R

where .

— ifr € [tmin*|$*y|a 75maux*|x*y|]a

gy(7-7 x) = |tmax - tmin|

0 if otherwise.

Therefore, [f*1¢1(,$)](7) = V2mgy(T, ). O

In the following we present a necessary condition imposed on the observation point x and
radiating period T := tax — tmin to ensure that the test function gbz(f) lies in the range of the

data-to-pattern operator.

Lemma 3.5. If ¢g(flf) € Range(L®) for some y € R3, we have 51(1912,( — gﬁ‘i)n > T. Here SI(I%)LX and
fr(i)n are defined by (3.17)).

Proof. If gi)g(f) € Range(L®), there exists a function ¥ € L?(tmin, tmax) such that gbéx) = L@y
in L?(0, K). Since both qﬁé‘r) and £ are analytic functions over R, it holds that qﬁéx)(k) =
(L&) (k) for all k € R. Then their support sets must be identical, i.e., supp(]:*lgbgf)) =
supp(F1L@g) [ﬁr(ri)n, r(rﬁx], where we have used Lemma . Hence, the length of
supp(]:_lgbém)), which can be seen from Lemma must be less than or equal to that of
[f(x) (x)

min? max]a Le.,

@) — f(w) > tmax — tmin = T.

max min

O]

From the above lemma we conclude that qﬁz(f) ¢ Range(L®) for all y € R3, if &(rfa)x—& @ 7.

min

Inspired by this fact we introduce the concept of observable points.

11



Definition 3.6. Let §r(ri)n and 51(;3)( be the mazimum and minimum of the function h(t) =t —
|z — a(t)] € Ctmin, tmax] (see (3.17)), respectively. The point x € R3 is called an observable
point if fﬁfgx — fl(lﬁl >T. The point x is called non-observable if gﬂfgx — ffxﬁl <T.

We remark that the set of observable points is uniquely determined by the orbit function a(t)
together with the starting and terminal time points ¢,,;, and ¢,.x. For non-observable points x,
one cannot extract information on the orbit function by our approach, which will be explained

in the second assertion of Theorem {.1| below. If z is observable and |§:38| -d'(t) > 0 for all

t € [tmin, tmax], the smallest annulus containing the trajectory and centered at = can be recovered.

Ii:gggl -a(t) > 0 for all t € [tmin, tmax] 1S not valid, another thinner annulus

centered at x can be imaged. Below we derive the observable points for orbit functions given by

If x is observable but

a straight line (see Fig. [2) and a semi-circle (see Fig. |3]) in there dimensions.

Example 1: A straight line segment in R3.

Suppose that an acoustic point source is moving along a straight line.

Lemma 3.7. Define the orbit function a(t) := (0,0,2t) € R for t € [1,2]. Then the point
x = (z1,20,73) € R3, || = 6 is observable if x3 € [—6, 3*2@] U3, 6].

Proof. From the expression of the orbit function a(t), we have

h(t):t—yx—a(t)y:t—\/x%+x§+(x3—2t)2:t—\/(zt—x3)2+36—x§,
2(2t — x3)
V(2 —x3)? +36 — a3

W) =1-|z—at) =1-

2
We notice that #'(t) > 0 as t < tg and h/(t) < 0 as t > to, where to := % + /3 — T3. Hence,

there are three cases for the relationship between to and [1,2].
2
Case (i): If to < 1, then @3 — 2 < —4/12 — 33, which means z3 € [—6, 3_§/§]. In this case,

h(t) is monotonically decreasing in [1,2]. So, if = is observable, we have

h(1) — h(2) > 1,

that is,

V13 =23 > 10 — 3.
Thus, x € Sg is an observable point if 3 € [—6, %]
Case (ii): Tf o € [1,2], then 2 — 23 < \/12 — 25 < 4 — 23, which means 3 € [3=Y3 3 — /).

In this case, h(t) is monotonically increasing in [1,¢y] and monotonically decreasing in [tg,2]. We

notice that
h(to) — min{h(1), h(2)} < 1,

ﬁ

for all x5 € [2=¥23,3 — V/6).

12



x3=3

Figure 2: Illustration of observable (green arc) and non-observable (dotted arc) points for the
trajectory a(t) = (0,0, 2t) for ¢ € [1,2] in the 2Oz plane.

Case (iii): If t9 > 2, then 23 — 4 < —/12 — %%, which means x3 € [3 — v/6,6]. In this case,

h(t) is monotonically increasing in [1,2]. So, if = is observable, we have
h(2) — h(1) > 1,

that is,

V13 — 223 < /10 — z3.

Thus, = € Sg is an observable point if z3 € [3, 6].
To sum up, we deduce that an observable point = € R3, |x| = 6 should fulfill the relation

ﬂ] U[37 6.

xr3 € [*6, 5

Example 2: A semi-circle in R3.
Suppose that an acoustic point source is moving along the semi-circle centered at z =
(21,22, 23) € R3.

Lemma 3.8. Let the orbit function be a(t) = (0.5cost +z1,0.5sint + 29, z3) € R? fort € [r, 27].
Then x = (x1,x2,23) ¢ ' is observable if x1 > z1.

13



Proof. From the orbit function a(t), we have

h(t)=t— |z —a(t)| =t —/(z1 — 21 — 0.5cost)2 + (z2 — 2o — 0.5sint)2 + (x3 — 23)2.

It is obvious that |a’(¢)| < 1 and then get h'(¢) > 0 for all ¢ € [r,27]. That means the function

h(t) is monotonically increasing in [, 27]. So, there is

¢ == (w1 — 21+ 05)% + (w2 — 22)% + (23 — 23)%,
g2 =21 — /(21— 21— 0.5)2 + (w2 — 20)% + (w3 — 23)2.

If x is observable, we have

60— G =7 = V(o1 =21 = 05 4 (a2 — 22)? + (23— 2a)?
+ \/(1'1 — 21+ 05)2 + (ZEQ — 22)2 + ($3 — 2’3)2

>T =m,
that is,
(.1‘1 — (Zl — 0.5))2 > (.%'1 — (2’1 + 0.5))2.
One can find x1 > z; through simple calculations. O

CL(tmin) a(tmax) 1

Figure 3: Illustration of the observable (green area removes the portion that intersects trajectory
I') and non-observable (red area) points for the trajectory a(t) = (0.5cost,0.5sint,0) with
t € [m,27] in the xOy plane.
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Given the trajectory I' = {y : y = a(t), t € [tmin, tmax] }, the set

Ar:={y e R®:inf [z — 2| < |z — y| < sup |z — 2|}
zel’ zel

denotes the smallest annulus containing I' and centered at the point . One can at most expect
to recover this annulus from the multi-frequency data taken at a single observation point. If x

is an observable point, we define the annulus (see Fig.

A(Fx) ={y € R3 : tax — fr(ffgx < |z —y| < tmin — (@) } C R3. (3.27)

5rnin

Remark 3.9. If the point source keeps stationary at z € R3, that is, I' = {z}, then each point
x € R3\{z} is observable. In this case, the annulus A%x) degenerates into a ring. It can be said

that the concept of non-observable points is produced by the movement of the point source.
If W' (t) > 0 for t € (tmin, tmax), We have

A%x) — {y e Rg : ‘il] — a<tmax)| S ‘iL‘ - y‘ S ’JT o a(tmin)‘}

z—a(t)
lz—a(t)]

which is a subset of Ar and coincides with Ar when
If B/(t) < 0 for t € (tmin, tmax), there holds

a'(t) > 0 for all t € [tmin, tmax);

AR = [y € R® ¢ |o — altmin)| + T < |2 = Y| < |2 = altmax)| = T,
which is also a subset of Ar; see Lemma, below.

Lemma 3.10. Let x € Sg be an observable point. We have

inlﬁ v —z| < |z —y| <suplz—z| forall ye Al(ér).
zE

zel

Proof. Suppose that

€9 |z —a(ty)], €8 =ty — |z —a(ts)], forsome t1,ts € [tmin, tmax].

min
Therefore,

tnin — €5 = tin — t1 + & — a(t1)] < & — a(ty)] < supla 2|,
ze

b — €2 = tmax — b2 + |2 = a(82)] 2 |2 — a(t2)] > inf | — 2]
This implies that for y € A(Fx),

|55 - y| = tmax — gr(rizx > ;Iellﬂx - Z|, ‘33 - y‘ < tmin — 51(1:5)11 < sup|1: - Z|'

zel
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\Qj\ z3
sup |z — 2z
r 1 ZEF| ‘
1
-3 -2 41 1 2 3
: or = (2,0,-1)
inf |z — 2|
(@) zel
Ry -2

Figure 4: Illustration of the annulus Aiﬂz) (blue area) with z = (2,0, 1) in the xOz plane. Here the
curve a(t) = (—1,0,4—1), t € [1,6] denotes the orbit (the red segment) of a point source moving

from below to above. There holds |z — a(tmax)| = V10, |2 — a(tmin)| = 5, in{; |z —2z| =3, sup |z —
z€ zel
(=)

z| = 5. In this case the annulus A" is a subset of {y € R3: inﬁ |z — z| < |z —y| <suplz— z|}.
z€ zel

If x € SR is observable, we shall prove that the test function gb?(f) lies in the range of £*) if
and only if y € Al(ﬂz). This together with (2.15) establishes a computational criterion for imaging
A(FI) from the multi-frequency near-field data u(z, k) with k € [kmin, kmax]. We also need to

discuss non-observable points.

Lemma 3.11. (i) If x is non-observable, we have (bz(f) ¢ Range(L®) for all y € R3.
(i1) If x is an observable point, we have ¢§;$) € Range(L®) if and only if y € Aiﬂx).

Proof. (i) The first assertion follows directly from Lemma and the Definition for non-
observable points.
(ii) If z is an observable point, we have &fgx — fl(;ﬁ)n >T. If gZ)Z(/m) € Range(£®), one can

find a function ¢ satisfying gb?(f) = L®)¢$. Then their support sets must fulfill the relation
supp(f*1¢§x)) = supp(F1L®¢) C [grﬁﬂ,gﬁﬁx] by Lemma Using Lemmayields

[tmin — |2 — Y, tmax — |z — y[] € [€5) @) ).

(z)

Hence, tmin — | —y| > &, and tmax — |2 —y| < &(]QX, leading to

tmax - g;ix S ‘x - y‘ S tmin - gr(ri)n

This proves y € Al(ﬂx).
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On the other hand, if y € Al(ﬂz), we have

[tmin — |7 — Y], tmax — |2 — yl] € [€7), @) .

Setting
etk(lz—a(t)|—|z—yl)

= L2 mins lmax ),
(o) e Lt )

we find ¢4 (k) = (L@1)(k). Therefore, ¢\ (k) € Range(L®).

4 Indicator functions and uniqueness

If z is an observable point, we know from Lemma that the test functions (bz(f) can be utilized
to characterize Al(f) through (2.15). Hence, we define the indicator function

-1
= 165" o) a0
W (y) = 0.1

n=1

,  yeR: (4.28)

Combining Theorem [2.4] Lemma [3.11] and Picard theorem, we obtain

Theorem 4.1. If x is an observable point, it holds that

W) =1 7oy A,
finite positive number if ye Al(ﬂx).

If & is non-observable, we have W) (y) = 0 for all y € R3.
)

Hence, for observable points the values of W) in the annulus A%‘T should be relatively bigger

than those elsewhere. The values of W(*) vanished identically in R3 if 2 is non-observable.

Remark 4.2. The trajectory I' can not be uniquely determined by one observable point . For

example, let T'y = {21} and Ty = {23} be given by two stationary points such that
21 # 29, |x — 21| = |z — 22].

Then, by the definition [E28) of W®), we have Aﬁ) = A%) ={yeR:|z—y|l=|v—2zlji=
1,2}.

In the case of sparse observable points {z; € Sp:j =1,2,---, M}, we shall make use of the

following indicator function:

-1

-1 T T;
W(y) f 1 3 iwéj)’ iz eR’ (4.29)
y) = we il T z; Y ‘ ‘
= W) (y) j=1n=1 ’/\51])’
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Define the domain Dy associated with the observable points {z; : j =1,2,--- , M} as
Dr= (] AW (4.30)
j:1a27"' 7M
We can reconstruct Dr from the multi-frequency near-field data measured at sparse observable

points.
Theorem 4.3. It holds that 0 < W(y) < 400 ify € Dr and W(y) =0 ify ¢ Dr.
Proof. If y € Dr, it means that y € A%ajj) for j=1,2,---,M. By Theorem
o0
n=1 |)‘£ij)|

Then the finite sum over the index j must fulfill the relation 0 < W (y) < +oo.
If y ¢ Dr, we may suppose without loss of generality that y ¢ A%xl). By Theorem

(6 x]) 5ij)> 2,
L20.K) _ 400 forall j=1,2,---,M. (4.31)

o ’< (z1) §L931)> %2(0 )
W) ()] = K
nzl S
Together with the definition of W, this gives
o (6 2, -
Wy < [ calCRION D

A

n=1

O]

Consequently, we arrive at the following uniqueness results, which seem unknown in the

literature.

Theorem 4.4. Denote by I' = {a(t) : t € [tmin, tmax)} the trajectory of a moving point source
where a € C M tmin, tmax) -

(i) The domain Dr associated with all observable points x € Sg (see ) can be uniquely
determined by the multi-frequency data {u(z, k) : x € Sp, k € (kmin, kmax) }-

(ii) Let © € Sk be an arbitrarily fized observable point. Then the annulus A (see (3-27)) can
be uniquely determined by the multi-frequency data {u(z,k) : k € (kmin, kmax)}- In partzcular,

the annulus Ar can be uniquely recovered if |I a8| ~d'(t) > 0 4n [tmin, tmax) -

Remark 4.5. Physically, the condition li agg' a'(t) > 0 in the second assertion of Theorem
means that the function h(t) =t — |x — a(t)| is monotonically increasing and the function
t

|z — a(t)| is monotonically decreasing in [tmin, tmax) -

The second assertion of Theorem answers the question what kind of information can be
extracted from the multi-frequency data measured at a single observable point. Unfortunately, we
do not know whether an observation point is observable or not, if there is no a priori information

on the orbit function.

18



5 Numerical implements

In this section, we conducted a couple of numerical experiments to validate our algorithm in
three dimensions. In practice, the time-domain data is usually Fourier transformed to the multi-
frequency data. However, to simplify the numerical procedures for simulation, we carried out
computational tests only in the frequency domain. Our goal is to extract information on the
trajectory of a moving point source from multi-frequency near-field data that were taken at one
or sparce observation points.

Assuming a wave-number-dependent source termf(z, k) , as defined in , we can synthe-
size the near-field pattern using equation

1 /tmax o—ik(t—la—a(?)])
V3273 Jtin |z — a(t)]

where Sk = {z € R?: |z| = R}. The signal strength function g(¢) is defined as g(t) = (¢t + 1)?

fulfilling the coercivity constraint in our numerical examples below. Now we will introduce the

w(z, k) = g(t)dt, x € Sg, k € (kmin, Fmax), (5.32)

process of the inversion algorithm. The frequency interval (0, K) can be discretized by defining

K
kn=(n—05)Ak, Aki=—, n=12-- N.
To approximate the integral in (2.10)), we adopt 2N — 1 samples w(z,k + kp),n = 1,2,--- | N
and w(z,k — kp),n=1,2,--- N — 1, of the near field and apply the midpoint rule. Therefore,
we have
N
N® @) (1) ~ Z w(x, K+ Tn — Sm)P(8m) Ak, (5.33)
m=1
where 7, := nAk and s, := (m — 0.5)Ak, n,m = 1,2,--- | N. The Toeplitz matrix provides a

discrete approximation of the near field operator N'(®):

w(Z, Kk + ki) w(@, k—Fk1) - w@k—kn_2) w(@k—ky_1)
w(Z, k + k2) w(@,k+k) - w@rk—kyn_3) w(@r—ky_2)
N = Ak z : : : (5.34)
w(z, k+kn-1) w(@,k+kn_o) -+ w(@,Kk+k) w(z, k — k1)
w(@,k+kn) w@,r+kyo1) - w(@, K+ k) w(Z, K+ k1)

where N®) is a N x N complex matrix. For any point y € R3 we define the test function vector

) € TN from (3.25) by

(@) L e in =l L e iy (—la—yl)
) = tmm/ e dt, - / eI dt) . (5.35)

)
- tmin tomi tmax - tmin [
main min

Denoting by {(;\ﬁf), 7(176)) m=1,2,--- ,N} an eigen-system of the matrix A®) (5.34), then
one deduces that an eigen-system of the matrix (V@) = |Re(N@)| + [Im(N@)| is
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{(Agf),zﬂ,(f)) n=1,2--- ,N}, where A& = \Re(:\gf;)ﬂ + \Im(j\gf))] We truncate the indi-
cator function W®) (4.28) by

— 27!

, yeRY (5.36)

N
W) = |3

=W
where - denotes the inner product in R3 and N is consistent with the dimension of the Toeplitz
matrix ((5.34)).

The visualization of strip A(Fx) can be obtained by plotting W(*)(y) and contains information
about the source trajectory when an observable point, x € Sg, is considered. This information
can be used to image the trajectory of moving point sources represented by straight lines or
arcs. The exact trajectory of the moving source is shown using red solid lines in the figures
below. We investigate imaging of the moving point sources using near-field data from one or a
sparse observation points. In all our numerical examples below, if not otherwise specified, we
set kmin = 0 for simplicity. The bandwidth can be extended from (0, kpmaz) t0 (—Emaxs kmax) Dy
w(z,—k) = m Then, one deduces from these new measurement data with knin = —kmaz
that K = 0 and K = kjqz. The frequency band is represented by the interval (0, 6) with kpyax = 6,
N =15 and Ak = 2/5.

5.1 One observation point

In the following numerical examples of this subsection, the search domain is selected as a cube
of the form [—2,2] x [-2,2] x [-2,2] and the observation points are chosen from the set {z €
R3 : |z| = 2}. The observation points are then set on a shere with a radius of 2, such that
x = (2sinpcosf,2sinpsinb, 2 cos @) for 6 € [0,27] and ¢ € [0, 7]. Figures below illustrate the
slices at y; = 0 or y2 = 0.

Example 1: A straight line segment in R?

We examine a straight line segment from Example 1, outlined in Section Suppose that
the trajectory of the moving point source is give by a(t) = (0,0,¢t — 2), where ¢ € [1,3] and
r € Sg = {z € R : || = R} represent the observation points. Initially, we must assess the

observable and non-observable points. According to the orbit function, we have

h(t) =t — |z —a(t)| =t — /a? + a3+ (23 — (t — 2))2,
x3 — (t —2)

o=t Vai + a3+ (23— (t—2))2

As the second term on the right-hand side of the above equation always falls in the range [—1, 1],
it is evident that h'(t) > 0 for all ¢ € [1, 3], indicating that the function h(t) is monotonically
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increasing over [1, 3] Consequently, §(m) = h(1) and fﬁ,ﬁx = h(3) as described in (3.17). We

min
know that the points satisfying h(3) — k(1) > 3 — 1 are all observable points as illustrated in
Definition [3.6] By simple calculations similar to the proof of Lemma[3.7, 23 > 0 can be obtained.
Consequently, the observation points z = (x1,x9,x3) ¢ I' satisfying x3 > 0 are all observable.
Further more, if % ~d(t) = % > 0, then z3 € [1,2]. Thus, the smallest annulus Al(j”)
centered at x and containing the trajectory can be recovered if and only if the observable points
x satisfies 1 < x3 < 2. If not, one can only get a slimmer annulus A%x) C A%x). Moreover, all
observation points x where x3 < 0 are non-observable. The corresponding numerical results are

presented in Figs[5| [6] and [7]

N N )

3
N N )

(d) 0 =3r/4, p=m/9 (e) 0 =4m/4, o = 2mw/9 (f) 6 =57/4, p = 37/9

30

130 35
25 20

25
20 25

20
© 20

15 >

15

- - 15
2 2 2

Y1

Y N S )

Y4 Y4

(g) 0=67/4, o =7/9 (h) 6 =7r/4, ¢ =2m/9 (i) 6 = 8w /4, ¢ = 37/9

Figure 5: Reconstruction from a single observable point & = (2sinpcosf,2sin ¢ sinf, 2 cos @)
with 6 € [0,27] and ¢ € [0,7/3] for a straight line segment a(t) = (0,0,t — 2) where ¢t € [1, 3].
Here it holds that Agx) = A%x) .
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In Figf| we examine various observable points z, where 6 € [0, 27] and ¢ € [0,7/3]. Specifi-
cally, we restrict ¢ to the range [0, 7/3], which corresponds to 1 < z3 < 2. We observe that for all

tel,3], |i:38| -a/(t) > 0. Consequently, our theoretical predictions ensure that the trajectory

of the moving point source can be fully enclosed within the smallest annulus A%x) centered at x.

Notably, our numerical examples demonstrate that A(Fx) = A(Fz).

45 i 50

40 {40

35 35 0

30 30 .

25 25

20 E 20 - 20
2 2

Yy

Yy

(a) =0, p=067/13 (b) 6 ==/5, p = 8w/17 (¢c) 0 =27/5, p=7/2
50
735 40
30 20
20 - 20
15 R
5
(d) 8 =3n/5, ¢ = 67/13 (e) @ =4xn/5, p = 8w/17

5 lus 50
o 2 ™ 40

35 4 35

30 30
Ky 25 L0 25 %
- 20 -1 20 20

. 15 2 15
10 2 10 10

2
5 5
T2, ! 2,

Y2 - Y,

(g) 6 =67/5, p =67/13 (h) 6 =Tr/5, ¢ = 8w /17 (1) 0 =8w/5, p = m/2

Figure 6: Reconstruction from a single observable point x = (2sinpcosf,2sin psinf, 2 cos ¢)
with 6 € [0,27] and ¢ € (7/3,7/2] for a straight line segment a(t) = (0,0,¢ — 2) where ¢ € [1, 3].
Here it holds that A(Fx) C A(Fx) .

In Fig@, we collect data at the observable points = (2sin ¢ cos 8, 2 sin ¢ sin 6, 2 cos ¢) where

0 € 10,2x] and ¢ € (7w/3,7/2], such that 0 < x3 < 1. However, we note that |§:38| -d'(t) > 0 no

longer holds for all ¢ € [1,3]. Although these observation points x belong to the observable set,

the corresponding annulus A(Fx) are slimmer than the smallest annulus which encompasses the
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trajectory of the moving source and is centered at x. This is because A%x) C Al(ﬂz), as asserted by
Lemma

The observation points z = (2sin¢cosf,2sinpsinf, 2cos ) are non-observable when 6 €
[0,27] and ¢ € (7/2,7]. Numerical results in Figl[7] indicate that the corresponding indicator
values are consistently much smaller than 1072, This is consistent with the outcome of Theorem
[4.1] which implies that it is not possible to reconstruct the annulus centered at x which contains
partial or whole information on the trajectory of the moving source. The further the non-
observable points are from the observable region, the lower the corresponding indicator values.
Fig[7] shows that partial information on the trajectory can still be retrieved by our indicator
function even at non-observable points, which is an intriguing observation that requires further

investigation.
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(a) =0, =>57/8 (c) 0 =2m/4, p =Tm/8

(d) 0 =3m/4, p =57/8 (e) 0 =4m/4, ¢ = 67/8 (f) 6 =57/4, o =T /8
107 107 %1072
35 2 "
3 1 8
25 o0 .
2 -1
15 » 4
1 2 )
05 2
1 4 0
) 2 2 2
(g) 6 =67/4, ¢ = 57/8 (h) 6 =7m/4, ¢ = 67/8 (i) 6 =8w/4, ¢ = 87/8
Figure 7: Reconstruction from a single non-observable point x = (2sin¢cosf,2sin@sinb,

2cos ) with 0 € [0,27] and ¢ € (7/2,7] for a straight line segment a(t) = (0,0,¢ — 2) with
tell,3].

Example 2: An arc in R?

As demonstrated in Example 2 of Section 3, we consider the trajectory of the moving point

given by a(t) = (0, cost,sint) where t € [0,7]. From the orbit function, we obtain

h(t)=t—|z—a(t)| =t - \/x% + (29 — cost)? + (x3 — sint)?,
x —a(t)
|z — a(t)]

—xgsint + x3cost

S PO

W(t) =1+

It is evident that |a’(t)] = 1, thus A/(t) > 0 for all ¢ € [0,7], which indicates the function

h(t) monotonically increases over [0,7]. Subsequently, we have §(x) = h(0) and 57(7231: = h(m).

man
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According to Definition observable points are those that satisfy h(m) — h(0) > 7 — 0. By
simple calculations similar to the proof of Lemma [3.8 one can infer that x5 < 0. Therefore, the

observation points x = (z1,z2,x3) ¢ I' that satisfy zo < 0 are all observable. Furthermore, the

statement |§:Zg3| . a'(t) _ —xgsinttxzcost

lz—a(t)]

> 0 is equivalent to

. z3 . €2
—x9osint + x3cost = \/x%—kx% ————=5sint — ————=cost
Va3 + a3 Vs + a3
= /23 +22sin(a—t) >0,

= \/x‘gix% and \/;éix% If for all t € [0, 7] it holds that —zgsint + xgcost > 0,
(x)

then it is evident that o = 7, meaning x3 = 0. The smallest annulus A”, centered at x and

where cos «

containing the trajectory of the moving source, is recoverable only when the observable points
x satisfy x3 = 0. Otherwise, a slimmer annulus A%m) C A%x) can be obtained. Additionally, all
observation points x with x9 > 0 are non-observable. The numerical results are presented in
Figs[8] [10] and

Fig[8] demonstrates the reconstruction of an arc from observable points z =
(2sinpcosf, 2sin psinb, 2 cos ) with 6 € [r, 27| and ¢ = 7/2. We conclude that the trajectory
of the moving point source perfectly lies in the smallest annulus centered at x and containing
its trajectory. This is due to the selection of observable points x with z3 = 0 and z2 < 0, such
that |§:Z§3| -a/(t) > 0. Here, we have A%m) = Ar. This effectively demonstrates the effectiveness
of our algorithm for imaging an arc in R3. It is worthy noting that although the arc trajectory

of the moving source lies in the annulus depicted in subfigures (a),(b),(c),(g),(h) and (i), they
can not be seen clearly since the slice is set at y; = 0. Therefore, corresponding isosurfaces of
the reconstruction are plotted in Fig. [9 showing the trajectory of the moving source perfectly

located between the isosurfaces as predicted by our theory.
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(b) 8 =97/8, p =m/2 (c) 8 =107/8, ¢ =m/2
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(d) 6 =117/8, p =m/2 (e) 0 =127/8, p =m/2 (f) 6 =137/8, ¢ = /2

N
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N )

(g) 6 =14n/8, ¢ = /2 (h) 6 =157/8, ¢ = /2 (i) 6 =2m, ¢ =7/2

Figure 8: Reconstruction from a single observable point x = (2sin ¢ cosf,2sin¢sinf, 2 cos @)
with 0 € |7, 27] and ¢ = 7/2 for an arc a(t) = (0, cost,sint) where ¢ € [0, 7]. Here it holds that
A(x) — A(m)

r —4r -

Fig displays the reconstructed annulus A%w) which are slimmer than A%x). This is due

to our selection of observable points z = (2sin ¢ cosf, 2sin psin b, 2 cos ) with 6 € [r, 27| and

¢ =1[0,7/2)U(7m/2, 7] implying 2 < 0 and x3 # 0, making it unsuitable to apply |§:Zg§| -a'(t) >
0. This results in Al(f”) C Al(ﬂx), limiting the retrieval of partial trajectory information. Since
B (t) > 0 for t € [0, 7], it is possible to capture the starting and end points of the trajectory by
A%x) ={y € R?: |z — a(tmax)| < |2 —y| < | — a(tmin)|}. It should be noted that the size of the
annulus depends on the location of the observation points. The numerical results presented in
Fig[I0] are in agreement with our theory predictions.

Fig[TIT] presents indicator functions for various mnon-observable points z =
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(2sinpcosf,2sinpsind,2cosp) with § € (0,7) and ¢ € [0,7], i.e., xa > 0. It can be

observed that the values of the indicator functions are significantly smaller than 1073,

(d) 6 =14n/8, ¢ = /2 (e) 6 =157/8, p = m/2 (f) 6 =27, ¢ =m/2

Figure O: [so-surfaces of reconstruction from a single observable point x =
(2sinpcosf,2singsing, 2 cos ) with 0 € [7,27] and ¢ = 7/2 for an arc a(t) = (0, cost,sint)
where t € [0, 7]. Here it holds that A%z) = Ag’:).
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(c) 8 =1Tn/5, p=m/4

(d) 6 =8w/5, ¢ = /4 (e) 6 =97/5, p=m/4 (f) 6 =67/5, ¢ = 37w/4

(g) 6 =7m/5, ¢ =3mw/4 (h) 8 =8n/5, ¢ = 3w /4 (i) 6 =97/5, ¢ = 37 /4

Figure 10: Reconstruction from a single observable point = (2sin ¢ cosf,2sin ¢sin 6, 2 cos @)
with 6 € [m,27] and ¢ = [0,7/2) U (7/2, 7| for an arc a(t) = (0, cost,sint) where ¢t € [0, 7]. Here
it holds that A ¢ AW,
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(d) 6 =2m/4, ¢ = /4 (e) 0 =2m/4, p = 2m /4 (f) 6 =27/4, ¢ = 37/4

(g) 0=37/4, o =7/4 (h) 8 =3m/4, ¢ =2m/4 (i) 6 =37w/4, o =37w/4

Figure 11: Reconstruction from a single non-observable point z = (2sin¢cosf,2sin@sinb,

2cos ) with 6 € (0,7) and ¢ € [0, 7] for an arc a(t) = (0, cost,sint) where ¢ € [0, 7).

5.2 Sparse observation points

In this subsection, we extend Examples 1 and 2 to include multi-frequency near-field data mea-
sured at sparse points. To truncate the indicator function , we introduce the following
expression:

L ey

M N ¢@(/mj) i wy(zxj)

— 3

j=1n=1
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In this definition, M > 0 denotes the number of sparse observation points distributed on S5. Also,
the test function qﬁéxj) has the same definition as in (5.35)), and {()\;mj), ,(fj)) in=1,--- ,N}

denotes an eigensystem of the operator (.7-"(‘”1))#. Notably, z; (j = 1,2,---, M) may contain

both observable and non-observable points. To eliminate the terms similar to

— 2
N ’¢§wj> )

Wy = . j=1,2,.W

n=1 | )\7(1513]) |

from the sum in (5.37), we set a threshold M’ > 0. Precisely, if min(w;(y)) > M’, the point z;

can be categorized as a non-observable point through the second assertion of Theorem
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(a) A sliceat y2 =0 (b) Iso-surface level = 2

Figure 12: Reconstruction from sparse observation points = = (2sin ¢ cos #, 2 sin @ sin 6, 2 cos ¢)
with 6 € [0,27) and ¢ € [0,7/3] for a straight line segment a(t) = (0,0,¢ — 2) where ¢ € [1,3].
Here M = 13 denotes the number of the observation points and we take § = (j — 1)7/2,
j=1,---,dand p=(j —1)w/9, 5 =1,---,3 such that A;zj) = A;xj).

Firstly, assuming that all the selected observation points are observable, and that the angle

between the vector connecting these observable points and the trajectory points, and the velocity
z—a(t) 1

T=a(0] @ (t) > 0. For

every observation point, it is possible to extract the smallest annulus centered at the observation

vector of the moving point source, lies within the range of [0, /2], implying

point and containing the trajectory of the moving point source. In Figs[I2] and we use 13
observation points to reconstruct a straight line segment a(t) = (0,0, — 2) with ¢ € [1,3] in
Example 1 and 9 observation points to reconstruct an arc a(t) = (0,cost,sint) with ¢t € [0, 7]
in Example 2, respectively. The reconstructed slice and iso-surface are shown in Figs[T2] and
where it is evident that the trajectories are enclosed by the intersections of the smallest annulus
A(ij ) centered at x; and containing their own trajectories. However, since we have only chosen

a partial set of observation points, we are not able to reconstruct the trajectories perfectly.
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(a) A sliceat y1 =0 (b) Iso-surface level =1

Figure 13: Reconstruction from sparse observation points = = (2sin ¢ cos#, 2 sin @ sin 6, 2 cos ¢)
with 6 € [0,27) and ¢ = 7/2 for an arc a(t) = (0,cost,sint) where ¢t € [0,7]. Here M = 9
denotes the number of the observation points and we take § = 7w+ (j —1)x/8, j =1,--- , M and
¢ = m/2 such that A(ij) = Al(fﬁj).

Next, assuming that all the selected observation points may contain both observable and
non-observable points. In the presented numerical examples below, we set the threshold value as
M' = 5x102. Figs and demonstrate the reconstructed trajectory for orbit functions a(t) =
(0,0,t — 2) with ¢ € [1,3] using sparse observation points and varying frequency bandwidths.
Although sparse observation points data are used, the trajectory cannot be fully determined
from Figsg and When M = 4,6,13, there always exist observation points z; such that
A(ij ) C Aij similar to Figl6l For such observation points, reconstructed annulus A(ij ) may be
too narrow and the intersections of the annulus Al(;%j ) can only reveal the starting and ending
points of the trajectory of the moving point source. Figs[I6] and illustrate visualizations of
the reconstructed trajectory for orbit functions a(t) = (0,cost,sint) with ¢ € [0, 7] and varying
frequency bandwidths using sparse observation points. The starting and ending points of the arc

trajectory can be determined from these visualizations.
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Figure 14: Reconstruction from sparse observation points x = (2sin ¢ cos 6, 2sin ¢ sin 0, 2 cos @)
with 6 € [0,27) and ¢ € [0, 7] for a straight line segment a(t) = (0,0,¢ — 2) where ¢ € [1,3].
Here M denotes the number of the observation points. (a) § = (j — 1) 27 /4, j =1,--- ,4 and
p=r/2;(b)p=0;0=(—1)*2n/4,j=1,--- ;dand p =7/2; p =m; (c) 0 = (2j — 1) x /4,
j=1- 4, o=7/3;0=(G -1 *2r/4, j=1,--- 4, o =7)2;0 = jx2n/3,j =1,---,5,

© =271/3.
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0.2

0.1

Figure 15: Reconstruction from sparse observation points = = (2sin ¢ cos #, 2 sin @ sin 6, 2 cos ¢)
with 6 € [0,27) and ¢ € [0, 7] for a straight line segment a(t) = (0,0,¢ — 2) where ¢ € [1,3].
Here M denotes the number of the observation points. (a) 0§ = (j — 1) *27/4, j =1,--- ,4 and
p=r/2;(b)p=0;0=(—1)*2n/4,j=1,--- dand p =7/2; p =m; (c) 0 = (2j — 1) x /4,
j=1- 4 o=n/3;0=(G - *2x/4,j=1,---,4, o =7/2;0 = jx2n/3,j =1,--- 5,

v = 2m/3. We take kpin = 1 and ke = 5.
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Figure 16: Reconstruction from sparse observation points = = (2sin ¢ cos#, 2 sin @ sin 6, 2 cos ¢)
with 6 € [0,27) and ¢ € [0, 7] for a straight line segment a(t) = (0, cost,sint) where ¢t € [0, 7].
Here M denotes the number of the observation points. (a) # = (j — 1) *27/4, j =1,--- ,4 and
o=7/2;(b)0=(j—1)*2r/4,j=1,--- ,dand o =7/2; p =0; p = 7.
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Figure 17: Reconstruction from sparse observation points x = (2sin ¢ cos,2sin ¢ sin 0, 2 cos @)
with 6 € [0,27) and ¢ € [0, 7] for a straight line segment a(t) = (0, cost,sint) where ¢t € [0, 7].
Here M denotes the number of the observation points. (a) § = (j — 1) 27w /4, j =1,--- ,4 and
po=7/2;(b)0=(j—1)x2n/4,j=1,--- ,4dand ¢ = 7/2; p = 0; p = m. We take ki, = 1 and
Kmaz = 5.

Finally, we aim to reconstruct the trajectories of a straight line segment and an arc using
uniformly distributed observation points on a sphere with a radius of 2. We consider sets of 20,
30, and 40 points for this purpose. FiglIg| displays the location of the 40 uniformly distributed
points. While increasing the number of observation points, Fig[I9 and [20] demonstrate that only

the starting and ending points of the trajectories can be determined. This limitation is a result
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of the observation points in the observable set with Al(f) C A%x).

)

) N )

(b) M = 30 (c) M = 40

Figure 19: Reconstruction from sparse uniformly distributed observation points on a sphere with
a radius of 2 for a straight line segment a(t) = (0,0,t—2) where ¢ € [1, 3]. Here we take different

numbers of observation points M.
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(b) M =30 (c) M =40

Figure 20: Reconstruction from sparse uniformly distributed observation points on a sphere with
a radius of 2 for an arc a(t) = (0, cost,sint) where ¢t € [0, 7]. Here we take different numbers of

observation points M.

5.3 Noisy test

We evaluate sensitivity with respect to the noisy data by selecting Example 1, which involves a

line segment recovery. The near-field data are corrupted with Gaussian noise, as shown below:
ws(z, k) == Re[w(z, k)] (1+ ) + dmlw(z, k)] (1+ 52)

where & > 0 represents the noise level and v; € [—1,1] (j = 1,2) denote Gaussian random
variables.

To accomplish this test, we assigned § = 5%, 10%, 15%, 20% and plot the indicator functions
in Figs[21] and [22] using one and sparse observation points, respectively. The images are clearly
getting distorted at higher noise levels, but the starting and the ending points of the trajectory
of the moving source using the data measured at sparse points can still be well-captured. A
reconstruction in the noise-free case is not presented since the effectiveness is demonstrated in

the other examples.
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(c) 6 = 15% (d) & = 20%

Figure 21: Reconstruction of a straight line segment a(t) = (0,0,t — 2), ¢t € [1,3] from noisy
data with different levels 0 measured at a single observable point x = (2sin ¢ cos,2sin ¢ sin 6,

2cos ) with § = 7w and ¢ = 27/9.
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(c) 6 = 15% (d) & = 20%

Figure 22: Reconstruction of a straight line segment a(t) = (0,0,t—2), t € [1, 3] from noisy data
with different levels § measured at sparse observable point 2 = (2sin ¢ cosf,2sin ¢ sin 6, 2 cos p)
with 6 = 0,7/2,7,37/2 and ¢ = /2.
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