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CONVEXIFICATION FOR AN INVERSE PARABOLIC PROBLEM*

MICHAEL V. KLIBANOVT, JINGZHI LI¥, AND WENLONG ZHANG#

Abstract. A convexification-based numerical method for a Coefficient Inverse Problem for a
parabolic PDE is presented. The key element of this method is the presence of the so-called Carleman
Weight Function in the numerical scheme. Convergence analysis ensures the global convergence of
this method, as opposed to the local convergence of the conventional least squares minimization
techniques. Numerical results demonstrate a good performance.
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1. Introduction. In this paper, we construct a globally convergent numerical
method for a Coefficient Inverse Problem (CIP) for a parabolic PDE. This method
is based on the so-called converification concept. Both convergence analysis and
numerical results are presented. The CIP, which is considered here, has applications
in heat conduction [1], diffusion theory [33] and in medical optical imaging using
the diffuse infrared light [10]. In addition, this CIP has applications in financial
mathematics in the search of the volatility coefficient in the Black-Scholes equation
using the market data [7, 25]. In the latter case, the volatility coefficient should be
assumed to be dependent on the stock price.

The most challenging question one needs to address prior a numerical treatment
of any CIP for a PDE is: How to choose such a starting point of iterations that
the convergence of a corresponding iterative numerical method to the correct solution
of that CIP would be rigorously guaranteed? The underlying reason of the im-
portance of this question is that CIPs for PDEs are both nonlinear and ill-posed.
These two factors cause the well known phenomenon of multiple local minima and
ravines of conventional Tikhonov-like least squares cost functionals for CIPs, see, e.g.
[34] for a convincing numerical example of this phenomenon. Therefore, the above
question cannot be addressed within the framework of the conventional least squares
minimization.

One option would be to choose that starting point in a small neighborhood of
the solution. However, such a good first guess is rarely available in applications. In
fact, in such a case, the rest of the numerical procedure would be a locally convergent
numerical method. On the other hand, we call a numerical method for a CIP globally
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convergent, if there exists a theorem claiming that this method delivers at least one
point in a sufficiently small neighborhood of the exact solution without any advanced
knowledge of this neighborhood.

To address the above question, the first author with coauthors has been working
since 1995 [5, 19, 20, 21, 23] on the concept of the so-called convezification method
for CIPs. This concept leads to globally convergent numerical methods. Those initial
works on the convexification were not concerned with numerical studies (although,
see [21] for some numerical results in the 1D case). The main reason of this was the
lack of some theorems at that time, which would ensure a proper behavior of iterates.
These theorems were first proved in [2].

After [2], a number of works on the convexification was published by the first
author with coauthors, in which the theory is combined with numerical results, see,
e.g. [16, 26, 27, 28, 29]. We also refer to [3] where a different version of the con-
vexification is developed for a CIP for the hyperbolic equation uy = Au + g (z)u
and numerical results are presented. Most recently the idea of [3] was explored in
[6, 32] to develop globally convergent numerical methods for some inverse problems
for quasilinear parabolic PDEs. We also refer to the most recent work [11] for another
idea of a globally convergent numerical method for a discrete statement of a special
version of the electrical impedance tomography problem.

The convexification is a concept rather than a ready-to-use algorithm. This means
that each new CIP requires it own version of the convexification, and these versions
differ from each other quite significantly. Currently the convexification is developed
analytically and tested numerically for CIPs for the Helmholtz equation [16, 26, 29],
two hyperbolic equations [3, 5, 28] and Electrical Impedance Tomography [27]. The
goal of this paper is to develop analytically and implement computationally the con-
vexification method for a CIP for a parabolic PDE. The first step towards this goal
was made in [23]. However, there are some problems in [23], which prevent one from
a numerical implementation of the idea of [23]. Indeed, although a weighted globally
strictly convex Tikhonov-like functional is constructed in [23], the Carleman Weight
Function (CWF) in it is too complicated since it depends on two large parameters
rather than on a single one. This means that the CWF of [23] changes too rapidly.
The latter does not allow a numerical implementation, see [3] for a similar conclu-
sion regarding a different CIP. In addition, since [23] was published before [2], then
uniqueness and existence of the minimizer as well as the global convergence of the
gradient projection method are not proven in [23]. Besides, numerical studies were
not conducted in [23].

Thus, in this paper we first prove a new Carleman estimate with a simpler CWF,
which can be used for computations. Next, we prove the central result: the global
strict convexity of our weighted Tikhonov-like functional. Next, we establish the exis-
tence and uniqueness of its minimizer, estimate the distance between that minimizer
and the exact solution and prove the global convergence of the gradient projection
method to the exact solution. Finally, we describe results of our numerical experi-
ments.

In the convexification, one constructs a weighted Tikhonov-like functional Jj,
where A > 1 is the parameter. The weight is the CWF, i.e. the function which is
involved as the weight in the Carleman estimate for the underlying PDE operator.
Given a convex bounded set B (d) C H* of an arbitrary diameter d > 0 in a certain
Hilbert space H*, one can choose the parameter A of the CWF such that the strict
convexity of that functional on B (d) is ensured. Thus, the local minima do not exist.
Furthermore, as stated above, starting from the publication [2], all works about the
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convexification contain theorems, which claim the existence and uniqueness of the
minimizer of Jy on the set B (d) and convergence of the gradient projection method of
the minimization of Jy to that minimizer, if starting from an arbitrary point of B (d) .
Next, as long as the level of the noise in the data tends to zero, those minimizers
converge to the correct solution of the corresponding CIP. In particular, the latter
means the stability of minimizers with respect to a small noise in the data. Since the
diameter d of the convex set B (d) is an arbitrary one, then the latter amounts to the
global convergence. Even though the theory requires the parameter A to be sufficiently
large, our rich computational experience with the convexification shows that in real
computations A € [1, 3] is sufficient [16, 26, 27, 28, 29], also, see (9.1). In other words,
computations are far less pessimistic than the theory is.

In section 2, we formulate both forward and inverse problems. The first step of
section 3 consists in obtaining a nonlinear integral differential equation in which the
unknown coeflicient is not present. In the second step of that section we construct
the above mentioned weighted Tikhonov-like functional with a CWF in it. In section
4 we formulate our theorems related to this functional. These theorems are proved in
sections 5-8. In section 9, we present results of our numerical studies.

2. Statement of the Coefficient Inverse Problem. Below x = (z,7) € R”,
where T = (x9,...,2,) and x = z7. Let the numbers A;B > 0 and A < B. We
introduce the cube 2 C R™ and a part I of its boundary 02 as

(2.1) Q={x:A<z,x9,...;xy, < B}, T ={ox=B,A<x9,..,2, < B}.
Let the number 7" > 0. Denote
QE =Qx (-T,7),55 =00 x (-T,T),TE =T x (-T,T).
Below a € (0,1),m > 1 is an integer and C™** (1) , C2mta,mtal2 (a%) are Holder

spaces [30]. Let -
bj (x),c(x) € C*T*(Q); j=1,...n

We consider the elliptic operator L in the following form:

(2.2) Lu=Au+ ij (X) ug; —c(x)u, x € Q.
j=1

We assume that

(2.3) c(x) >0 in Q.

The forward parabolic initial boundary value problem is stated as [30]:

Forward Problem. Let the initial condition f (x) € C*t (Q). Find a function
u(x,t) € CAta2ta/2 (Qi%) satisfying the following conditions:

(2.4) up = Lu in Q%
(2.5) u(x,=T) = f(x),

(2.6) U |S;_:: go (x,1).
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If the domain €2 would have its boundary 09 € C**® and if the Dirichlet condi-
tion go (x,t) would belong to C*te2+e/2 (E) and also corresponding compatibility
conditions would be satisfied [30], then the existence and uniqueness of the solution
u € CAta2tal? (@) of problem (2.2)-(2.6) would be ensured [30]. However, for the

the convenience of our derivations for the inverse problem, we have chosen the case
of a piecewise smooth boundary 0f2. Hence, we can only assume the existence of the

solution u € C4+e.2+a/2 (E) of problem (2.4)-(2.6). As to its uniqueness, it follows
immediately from (2.3) and the maximum principle for parabolic PDEs.

Coefficient Inverse Problem (CIP). Let the number to € (=T,T). Suppose
that the following two functions g1 (x,t) and fo (x) are known:

(2-7) Uy |F§: g1 (X7 t) s

(2.8) u(x,t0) = fo ().

Find the unknown coefficient ¢ (x) .

If n = 3 and functions b; (x) = 0 for j = 1,...,n, then ¢(x) is the absorption
coefficient in the case of medical optical imaging using the diffuse infrared light [10].
Uniqueness of this CIP for any value of T" was proven by the first author using the
method of [8], see, e.g. theorem 1.10.7 in [4], theorem 2 in [17], theorem 3.10 in [18]
and theorem 3.4 in [22]. We also refer to [13, 36] for the Lipschitz stability estimate
for this CIP.

The data for our CIP are non redundant, so as for all CIPs for which the convex-
ification method works. In other words, the number m of free variables in the data
equals the number n of free variables in the unknown coefficient, m = n. As to the
globally convergent numerical methods for CIPs with redundant data with m > n,
see, e.g. [12, 14, 15].

3. Weighted Globally Strictly Convex Tikhonov-like Functional. We
assume below that there exists a number p > 0 such that

(3.1) fx)=p ¥xeQ,

(3.2) go (x,1) > p, ¥ (x,t) € S7.

Then (2.3), (3.1), (3.2) and the maximum principle for parabolic PDEs [30] imply
that

(3.3) u(x,t) >p in Qirfﬁ

3.1. Nonlinear integral differential equation. Using (3.3), we introduce a
new function v (x,t),

(3.4) v(x,t) =lnu(x,t) = u=e"
Substituting (3.4) in (2.4)-(2.8), we obtain in Qi :

(3.5) v — Av — (Vv)® — Z bj (X) ve; = c(x),
k=1

n
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(3-6) v |57i,: In go (x, t) )y Uz |F§: (91/90) (ia t) )

(3.7) v (x,t0) =In fo (x) := fo (x).

For brevity we set below tg := 0. The case ty # 0 can be considered along the same
lines. Differentiate both sides of the nonlinear equation (3.5) with respect to ¢ and
denote w (x,t) = v (x,t) . Since the function ¢ (x) is independent on ¢, then the right
hand side of the resulting equation will be zero. By (3.7)

(3.9) v (x,1) = / w(x,7)dr+ Jo (%), (x,1) € QF.
0

Substituting (3.8) in (3.5) and (3.6), we obtain a nonlinear integral differential PDE
with Volterra integrals, supplied by the lateral Cauchy data,

K (w)=w — Aw — ij (X) e,
j=1

t
(3.9) —2Vw / Vw (x,7)dr —2VwVfy =0, (x,t)€ QF,
0

(3.10) w |S%:p0 (x,t), Wy |F%=p1 (x,t),

where po (x,t) = (g0t/90) (x,1) and p1 (x, 1) = 0; (91/90) (T; ).

3.2. The functional. There are many possible choices of the CWF for the
parabolic operator, see, e.g. [4, 13, 22, 31, 36]. However, among all these choices, we
should select such a CWF which would be simple and would work well computation-
ally. Indeed, for example, the CWF of [4, 22, 31] depends on two large parameters,
which means that it changes too rapidly. As it was stated in Introduction, that rapid

change prevents one from a numerical implementation. Thus, we have chosen the
CWF o, (z,t) as:

(3.11) ox (z,t) = exp (2X (2® — t7)),

where A > 1 is a parameter. This means that we need to prove the Carleman estimate
with this CWF, see Theorem 1 in section 4. Let [(n + 1) /2] be the maximal integer
which does not exceed (n + 1) /2. Denote k,, = [(n + 1) /2] + 2. For example, we have
for most popular cases of n =1,2,3:

L 3ifn=12
"= 4ifn=3.

We have chosen the number k, in such a way that

(3.12) H* (Q7F) € H* (QF) .

(313)  H*™(Q7) cC! (5%) Ml (@%) < Collall gn (@ - Va € H* (Q%),
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where the number Cy = Cy (QF) > 0 depends only on the domain Q7. Relations
(3.13) follow from (3.12) and the embedding theorem.

Let R > 0 be an arbitrary number. We define the bounded set of functions
B (R, po,p1) as follows:

(3.14) B (R,po,p1)
- {w c Hkn (Q%) : ||wHHkn(Q¥) < R,w |S%:p07wz \F%:p1}7

where functions pg,p; are taken from (3.10).

Let 8 > 0 be a small regularization parameter and K (w) be the nonlinear inte-
gral differential operator defined in (3.9). We construct our weighted Tikhonov-like
functional with the CWF (3.11) in it as:

_ 2
(3.15) Iap (w) = e 2B / (K (w))? prdxdt + ||w|\i1kn(c2$) :
Q7
Since maxye o\ = €2 B” then the multiplier e~2*B” is introduced in (3.15) to balance

two terms irTl the right hand side of (3.15).

Minimization Problem. Minimize the functional Jy g (w) on the set B (R)
defined in (3.14).

Assume for a moment that a minimizer wmin g (X,t) of functional (3.15) ex-
ists and is computed. Then we first calculate the corresponding function veomp (X, t)
via (3.8). Next, substituting vmin x,g (X,t) = in equation (3.5), we calculate an ap-
proximation for the target unknown coefficient ¢ (x). However, due to the inevitable
computational errors as well as the noise in the data, the resulting left hand side of
(3.5) would depend on ¢t. Hence, to calculate an approximation ccomp (x) for ¢ (x),
we set

(3.16) Ceomp (X) =

T n

1

2yT

2
<8tvcomp - A/Ucomp - (chomp) -
—~T

bj (x) Oq; vcomp> dt,
k=1

where the number v € (O, 1/\/5) is chosen in section 4. Thus, we focus below on the
Minimization Problem.

4. Theorems. Introduce the subspaces H02,1 (Q%) c H*! (Q%) and Hgn (Q%) C
¥ (QF) as

)= o (@) g 1)

i (@) = {u e B (QF) u = 0. g =0}

Since it is well known that any Carleman estimate depends only on the principal
part of the operator, see, e.g. [22, 31], then we consider in Theorem 1 only the
principal part 9; — A of the parabolic operator 9; — L.

Theorem 1 (Carleman estimate). Suppose that the domain Q and the CWF
o (z,t) are the same as in (2.1) and (3.11) respectively. Then there exist numbers
Ao, C,

(4.1) X=X (Q)>1,C=C(QT)>0
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depending only on listed parameters such that the following Carleman estimate holds

/ (ug — Au)? prdxdt > % / u? + Z uiﬂj prdxdt

ij=1
QF QF ’

(4.2) +CA / [(Vu)2 + /\qu} padxdt
QF

—Cexp (2X (B* - T?)) / Kuf + (Vu)® + )\2u2) (x,T)} dx
Q

—Cexp (2X (B* - T7?)) / Kuf + (Vu)® + )\2u2) (x, —T)} dx,
Q

YA > o, Vu € HY' (QF) .

Remarks 1:

1. An analog of estimate (4.2) was proven in [24], although only for the 1D case,
and terms with ., ,u; were not involved in the estimate of [24]. However, the presence
in (4.2) of the terms with derivatives involved in the principal part of the parabolic
operator is important for the proofs of Theorems 2-6. Thus, Carleman estimate (/4.2)
15 new.

2. Since the normal derivative of the function u € Hg’l (Q%) equals zero only
on the part I‘% of the lateral boundary S:,jf of the time cylinder Q% rather than on
the whole S%, then one should carefully analyze integrals over Sjjf which occur in the
pointwise Carleman estimate: to make sure that these integrals equal zero.

Theorem 2 (the central theorem of this paper). Assume that condition (3.3)
holds. The functional Jy g (w) has the Frechét derivative J 5 (w) € Hi» (Q%) for
all \,8>0,w € B(3R,po,p1). Let A\g > 1 be the constant of Theorem 1. There exist
constants

(43) h = (o BT 0oy Lol y ) = Do

(4.4) C, =0y (R> A, B,T, max ||bj||c(§) ; ||fo||cl(§) >M> >0

depending only on listed parameters such that if A > A1 and the reqularization pa-

rameter B € {267)‘#,1) , then the functional Jx g (w) is strictly conver on the set
B(R,po,p1) for all A > Ay, i.e. for all wi,wy € B(R,po,p1) and for all X > M\

(4.5) Iap (wa) = I g (w1) = J5 g (wi) (wg — wr)

C1 2 B 2
> ~ eXp (=2 (T2 + B? — 42)) |jws — w1||H2,1(Q¥) + 5 |lwe — w1||Hkn(Q¥) .

Everywhere below C' > 0 and C; > 0 denote different constants depending only
on parameters listed in (4.1) and (4.4) respectively.
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Theorem 3. Assume that condition (3.3) holds. Let parameters Ai, A > A
and B be the same as the ones in Theorem 2. Then there exists unique minimizer
Wmin, a8 € B(R) of the functional Jy g (w) on the set B(R). Furthermore, the fol-
lowing inequality holds:

Jg\ﬁ (wmim)\,g) (’LU — wmim)\ﬁ) > 07 Yw € (R)

Following the regularization theory [35], we assume now that there exists an ideal,
the so-called ‘exact’ solution ¢* (x) € C*T* (Q) of the CIP (2.3), (2.4)-(2.8), where the
data (2.6)-(2.8) are noiseless. Also, let ccomp (%) be the coefficient ¢ (x) reconstructed
from the minimizer wmin x g (X,t) via backwards calculations, as outlined in the last
paragraph of section 3 and, in particular, in (3.16). Having the function ¢* (x),
one can construct the noise free solution w* € H*» (Q%) of equation (3.9) with the

noiseless boundary data pg, pj in (3.10) and the noiseless function f§ (x) in (3.9).

We now want to estimate the distance between the minimizer wmin x g and the
function w* as well as between coefficients ¢* (x) and ceomp (x). To do this, we first
arrange zero boundary conditions in an analog of (3.10). More precisely, we assume
that there exist functions G (x,t) and G* (x,t) satisfying the same boundary con-
ditions as those for w and w* respectively and such that their norms in the space
Hk» (Q%) are less than R, i.e.

(4.6) G € B(R,po,p1),G" € B(R,p§,p7)

Let a small number 6 € (0,1) be the level of the noise in the functions G and fo.
More, precisely, we assume that

(4.7) G = Gl rn () <9

(4.8) Ifo = foller @y <o

Remark 2. By (4.8), we replace below ||f0||cl(§) with ||f5‘||cl(§)m (4.3) and
(4:4).

We also assume that functions
(49) w* S B(Rf§,p3,p*{),
(4.10) 1f5llor(a) < B ménfg >p >0,

where the number p is the same as in (3.1), (3.3) and is independent on §. Then
(3.10), (4.7) and (4.9) imply that

(411) GG B(R7p07p1)'
Denote
(4.12) W=w-GW"=uw"-G".

Similarly with (3.14) denote

(4.13) By (2R) = {W € HY (QF) t IWllun () < 2R W |gz=Wo |pz= 0} .



CONVEXIFICATION OF A PARABOLIC INVERSE PROBLEM 9
Then (4.9)-(4.12) imply that

(4.14) W € By (2R) ,Yw € B (R,po,p1) and also W* € By (2R — 26),

(4.15) W4+Ge B(3R,p0,p1),VW€ By (ZR)

Due to (4.15), it is convenient to denote below Ay (3R), A (3R), which means that the
values of the parameters A\; and A > Ay correspond to B (3R, po,p1) in Theorem 2
and, in particular, R is replaced with 3R in (4.3) and (4.4). Consider the functional
Ing (W),

(4.16) I : By (2R) — R, Iy (W) =J\s (W+G)

Theorem 4. Assume that condition (3.3) holds. Let parameters A\ and (3 be the
same as in Theorem 2, except that R is replaced with 3R in (4.3). Then the functional
I\ g (W) is strictly conver on the ball By (2R) for all A > M\ (3R). Here, M1 (3R)
means (4.3), where R is replaced with 3R and fy is replaced with f§ (Remark 2). In
other words, the following analog of (/.5) holds

(4.17) Ing (W2) — Ing (W1) — I} g (W1) (W2 — W)

oy 2 B 2
> TGXP (_2)\ (TQ +B%— AQ)) [Wa — WIHH?J(Q%) + B) W2 — WlllHkn(Qi) )

for all X > X (3R) and for all Wi, W € By (2R), where I§ 5 (W) € Hy" (QF) is
the Frechét derivative of the functional I g (W) at the point W, which exists due to
Theorem 2 and (4.16). Furthermore, there erists unique minimizer Win A(3R),8 €

By (2R) of the functional I g (W) and the following inequality holds:

(4.18) Barys (Wainaer),s) (W = Wainagr).s) >0, YW € By (2R).

Theorem 5 (accuracy estimates). Assume that condition (3.3) holds. Suppose

that conditions (4.6)-(4.12) hold and also let T > /3 (B? — A2). Choose a number
v € (0, 1/\/3) such that T? (1 — 3v*) > 3 (B? — A?) . Denote

n1:72T2+B2—A2,T}2:(1—372)T2—3(BQ—A2),p:;min<1,22).
1

Let A1 = A (3R) be the number of Theorem 4. Choose a sufficiently small num-
ber 09 > 0 such that In ((50_1/771) > Ay. For each 6 € (0,00), let A = A(4,3R) =
In (6=Y/™) > Xy (3R). Let the regularization parameter 3 = j3(6,3R) = 2~ ME3R)T?
(see Theorem 2). Let wyin A(5,3R),3(5,3R) = Wmin,A(6,3R),8(5,3r) T~ G (Theorem 4) and
let ceomp (X) be the function c(x) computed from the function wmin x(s,3R),3(5,3R) (X, 1)

by the procedure described in the last paragraph of section 8. Then the ]Eollowing ac-
curacy estimates are valid

(4.19) [|lw* — wmin,)\(é,SR),B(é,SR)HHz(QfT) < Cy0°,

(4.20) l¢* = Cminr(5,3R),55,3R) HLQ(Q) < Ca6”.
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Here and below Cs > 0 denotes different constants depending on the same pa-
rameters as ones in (4.4) as well as on the number ~.

We now construct the gradient projection method of the minimization of the
functional I g (W) defined in (4.16) on the set By (2R) defined in (4.13). Let Pg :
HFn (Q%) — By (2R) be the orthogonal projection operator. Let Wy € By (2R) be
an arbitrary point of the ball By (2R). Let the number w € (0,1). We arrange the
gradient projection method of the minimization of the functional I g (W) as:

(4.21) Wy =P (Wn1 —wli g (Wno1)), n=1,2,....

Note that since W, _1, I;\ﬂ (Wn-1) € H(If" (Q%) , then the function Wn,l—wlg\ﬁ (Wh-1)
has zero boundary conditions (3.10). The latter is important in the computational
practice.

Theorem 6 (global convergence of the gradient projection method). Assume
that condition (3.3) holds. Let parameters A1 (3R) and B be the same as in Theorem
2, except that R is replaced with 3R in (4.3) and let A(3R).  Then there exists
a sufficiently small number wy = wo (2, T, A, B, R, \) such that for any w € (0,wp)
there exists a number 6 = 6 (w) € (0,1) such that the sequence (4.21) converges to

the unique minimizer Wiin x3r),8 € Bo (2R) (Theorem 4) in the norm of the space
Hkn (Q%) . More precisely,

(4.22) [Wininaar),8 — WnHHk,,, (%) < 0™ [|[Win\3R),8 — WOHHM(Q¥) .

Theorem 7 (global convergence to the exact solution of the gradient projection
method). Suppose that assumptions of Theorem 5 hold and also that parameters
A= A(6,3R) and B = B(d,3R) are the same as in that theorem. Let w, = W, +
G,n = 0,1,... and Wwin x(5,3R),8(5,3R) = Wmin,\(5,3R),8(5.3r) + G (Theorem 4). Let
Cn,comp (X) be the function c(x) obtained from the function w, (x,t) by the procedure
outlined in the end of section 3. Then there ezists a sufficiently small number wy =
w1 (Q,T,A,B,R,v,\) € (0,wp] such that for any w € (0,wy) there exists a number
0 = 0(w) € (0,1) such that the the following convergence estimates are wvalid for
n=12,..

(4.23) [Jw* — wnHHz,l(Q;ET) < C26” + 0™ || wimin\(5,3R),6(5,3R) — wo||Hkn(Q¥) ;
(4.24) [ = encompll 1, () < C20” + 6" | Wimin A(5,3R),6(5,3R) — wo||Hk,,L(Q¥) .
Remarks 3:

1. Since the starting point Wy € By (2R) of the iterative process (4.21) is an
arbitrary point of the ball By (2R) and since R > 0 is an arbitrary number, then
Theorem 7 ensures the global convergence of the gradient projection method (4.21)
to the correct solution as long as the noise level § tends to zero, see section 1 for our
definition of the global convergence.

2. We omit the proof of Theorem 3 below since, by Lemma 2.1 of [2], Theorem
3 follows immediately from Theorem 2. In addition, we omit the proof of Theorem 6

since Theorem 2.1 of [2] implies that Theorem 6 follows immediately from Theorem
2.
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5. Proof of Theorem 1. We prove this theorem only for functions wu (x,¢) such
that

(5.1) ue C? (@),u|s%:um [rs=0.

The case u € Hg 1 (Q%) follows immediately from this proof via density arguments.

Below in this proof O (1 / /\k) ,k > 1 denotes different smooth functions, which are

independent on u and for which the following estimate is valid HO (1 / )\k) H ot (?) <
T

C/NE VA > 1.
Recall that by (3.11) ¢y (z,t) = exp (2A (z? — ¢?)) . Introduce a new function
v(x,t) =u(x,t)exp (A (22 — ¢?)). Then u = vexp (= (z? — ¢?)) . Hence,

(up — Au) = (vt — Av+4dzv, — 40722 (1 -1/ (202)) v + 2)\tv) exp (—/\ (ac2 - tz)) =

[(—Av —4X%2% (1 4+ O (1/X)) v + 2Xtv) + (v + 4Azv,)] exp (=X (22 — 7)) .

Hence,
(5.2)  (u — Au)® x> (20 + 8Aaw,) (—Av — 40222 (1 + O (1/))) v + 2Atv) .

Step 1. Estimate from the below the following term in (5.2):
20 (=Av —4X2? (1+ O (1/X)) v + 2Atv)

20y (—Av — 4X2® (1 + O (1/X)) v + 2Atv)

= -2 Z VgVt + (—4X22% (1 4+ O (1/X)) 0* + 2)\tv2)t —2)\0?

= Z —205,0t) . + Qva Vgt + (—4X%2% (1+ O (1/N)) v* + 2)\tv2)t — 2)w?
=1

i=1
—2 0% + Z —205,1¢),, ((Vv)2 — AN 22 (1+ 0 (1/N)v? + 2)\tv2)t .

Thus, the desired estimate of Step 1 is:

(5.3) 20 (—Av —4X2® (1 + O (1/X) v + 2Atv) = —2X0® + div Uy + Vi,

n

(5.4) divly =Y (=2v,v1),, ,
=1
(5.5) Vi = (Vu)? —4X%2% (14 O (1/X)) v? + 2t

Step 2. Estimate from the below the following term in (5.2):
8Azv, (—Av — 4X%2? (14 O (1/A) v + 2Mtv) ,

8Azv, (—Av — 4X?2? (1 + O (1/A)) v + 2Atv)

= —8A\TVLVzy + Z (—8AzVL Vg, ;)
i=2
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+ (—16X°2° (1 4+ O (1/X)) v® + 8X2xtv®)  +48X%2® (14 O (1/N))v”

= (—4)\331)3.)1, + 4 02 + Z —8ATVL V), + Z (8ALVL 4, Vs,

=2

+48N2 2 (14 O (1/X)) v* + (—16X%2% (1 + O (1/X)) v* 4 8N\ wtv?)

= 4\ <u§ - ZUi) +48X322 (1 + O (1/A)) v?
=2

+ (—4Axv§ +Az Y 02 —16X%27 (1+ 0 (1/M)v® + 8)\2xtv2>

i=2 "

n

+ Z (—=8ATVL vy, ), -

=2

Thus, we end up with the following estimate of Step 2:

8Azv, (—Av — 4X%2? (1 + O (1/A)) v + 2Atv)

(5.6) =4\ <v§ - Zvi) +480%2% (1 + O (1/\)) v? + div Us,

(5.7)  divUy = <4)\xvg + 4z Z v2 —16M%2% (1 4+ O (1/X) v + 8)\2:ctv2>
i=2

x

+ Z —8AzvgUg, ),

Step 3. Analysis of boundary integrals over ST.
Let v = v (x) be the unit outward looking normal vector to dQ at the point
x € 0f). By Gauss’ formula, (5.4) and (5.7)

(5.8) /(leU1 + div Uy) dxdt = //Z (U1, + Usa;) cos (v (x) , ;) dSdt,

=1
QT —T 00

where Uy, = (Uk.1,..., Uk n) , k = 1,2. Obviously, Uy; = —2v,,v,. Since (5.1) holds and
since

vp (x,t) = (up — 2Mtu) (x,t) exp (A (2° — 7)),
then v; (x,t) = 0 for x € 9. Hence, in (5.8)

(5.9) Z Ui cos (v (x), ;) dSdt = 0.
Zraa =t

We now analyze the first term in the right hand side of (5.7). We have

(5.10) vy (X, ) = (ug + 2Azu) (x,t) exp (A (2% — 7)),
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(5.11) Vg, (X,t) = Uy, (x,t)exp (A (2° — %)), i =2,..,n.
y (5.7), (5.1), (5.10) and (5.11)
T T
(5.12) Us 1 cos ( ,x1)dSdt = 4\A us (A, T)dS > 0,
I =

where IV = {x = A} N 9Q. Similarly

(5.13) Z Us,; cos (v (x),z;) dSdt = 0.
~1H0 =2

Using (5.8), (5.9), (5.12) and (5.13), we obtain

(5.14) / (div Uy + div Us) dxdt > 0.
QF

Step 4. Integrate (5.2) over QE. Then sum up (5.3) with (5.6), integrate the
resulting inequality over Q% and use that integral of (5.2), Gauss’ formula, (5.5) and

(5.9)-(5.13). We obtain for all A > A and all u € C? (@) N HZ' (QF)

(5.15) / (us — Au)® prdxdt > —4X / (Vu)? prdxdt + 47N> / u?x?pydxdt
Q7 Q7 Q7

—Cexp (2\ (B* - T7?)) / [((Vu)2 + )\guz) (x,T) + ((Vu)2 + )\2u2) (x, —T)} dx.
0

The inconvenient point of (5.15) is the presence of the negative term in the first line
of (5.15). Therefore, we continue.

Step 5. Estimate from the below (u; — Au)uypy, and then estimate the corre-
sponding integral over Q%

U2
(ur — Au) upy = (290A) + 20”0y + (—ugupy), + ureox + AATuzuPs
t

+Z —Ug, u<p,\ +Zu O

Z umlugoA <u2g0>\> +(2)\xu2g0)\)x
t

—8X%2% (14 0 (1/X)) u’@x.

Hence,
(5.16) (ue — Au)upy > (Vu)® px — IN2z?uPpy + divUs + Vay,

n

(5.17) divUs =Y (—ug,upy),, + (2Azu’p)) |
i=1
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w2
(5.18) Vo= o
Hence, by (5.1), (5.17) and Gauss formula

(5.19) / div Usdxdt = 0.

QF
Integrate (5.16) over Q& using (5.18) and (5.19). Then multiply the resulting inequal-
ity by 5 and sum up with (5.15). We obtain
5A / (uy — Au) uprdzdt + / (ue — Au)® prdxdt
0 QF

(5.20) > A / (Vu)? padxdt + 203 / u?x?pydxdt
Qr Qr
—Cexp (2\ (B* - T7?)) / [((VU)Q + /\2u2) (x,T) + ((Vu)2 + )\2u2) (%, fT)] dx.

Q
Next, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

(5.21) 5A / (uy — Au) uprdrdt + / (uy — Au)? prdxdt
Qf QF
< g / (uy — Au)2 padxdt + g)\2 / u?prdxdt.
Qf QF
Since for sufficiently large A\g > 1 and for A > Ag
(5.22) 273 / u?z?pndxdt — g/\2 / u?prdxdt > N3 / u?z?pydxdt,
Qi QF Q7

then (5.20)-(5.22) imply that for all u € Hg'" (Q%) and for all A > A

(5.23) / (us — Au)® prdxdt > CA / [(Vu)2 + )\zuz] padxdt
QF QF
—Cexp (2\ (B* - T7?)) / [((Vu)2 + )\2u2) (x,T) + ((Vu)2 + )\2u2) (x, —T)} dx,

Q

which is a part of estimate (4.2). We now need to incorporate in our estimate
terms with u?, u?

TiZyj"
Step 6. Incorporating terms with u?, uim]
We have
(5.24) (us — Au)? ox = u20x — 2Ustgapr — Z Qg 2, 02 + (A1) oy

=2
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Denote

(5.25) 21 = —2Uplpr Py, 22 = — Z Qg 00, 23 = (Au)® oy
=2
and estimate each of terms in (5.25). First, we have

21 = —2Ulgrpr = (—2urtzpy), + 2Ug Uz @ + 8ATULUL PN

= (—2uugpy), + (ui(m)t + 2)\tui<p>\ + 8AzuruL P

1
> —51@% — CXuZon + (—2upuapn), + (uien),
Thus,

1
(5.26) z1 2> —§Ut280>\ — CAN*uSon + (—2urtzpn), + (uien), -

We now estimate 23,

n

= Z — 22U Uz, PN), LT Z Ut Uz, P

1=2 1=2

n
Z u gp,\ +4/\tZu ga,\—l—z —2UsUg, P)),,
1=2

2 C)\Z%APH-Z uz.Px), +Z —2UglUy; P2,

Thus,

(5.27) 29 > CAZ“x gaAJrZ uxlgo)\ Jrz —2UyUg, P)),,
1=2 =2 =2

Now we estimate z3,

n 2
23 = (Au)2 Oy = (umz —+ Zumﬂh) (725N

=2

n

n
= Z wl%(p/\ + QZuwmumlx,(PA +2 Z uwlwlquzJQO)\
i=2 1,j=2,i#]

i=1
n n n
= Zuimg@ + (22uzumimigp)\> — 8)\z2u1uzﬂi¢>\
i=1 i=2 z

=2

n n

(528) -2 Z UpUgg,;z; PA + 2 Z Uz Ug;jz; P —2 Z Uz Uz;z iz PA

1=2 1,§=2,i#j ; i,j=2,i#]

n n n
= Zuimw,\ + (22%%1@@)\) —8)\:I:Zuwuxm<p,\
i=1 i=2 *

=2
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+<—2Zuzumim> Yl ont (20> s ta,a,pn
1=2

z; =2 1,J=2,i#]

n

+ —2 Z uxzux,;zj (25N + 2 Z z z] "%

1,=2,i7#] 2 1,J=2,i7]

Since by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
n 1 n
Z 2 2 Z 2
-8z UgUg;z; P Z —CA (vu) (25 W 5 uzizi@)\a

=2 =2

then (5.28) implies that

L\NH

Z Ugia; PN — C)‘2 (vu)

(5.29) + (22umumimi<p)\ + (—2Zumumi¢)\>
i=2 © i=2

T4

4,J=2,i7#] 4,J=2,i#]

n n
+ _2 Z uajiuwiwjgo)\> + 2 Z uaziuwja:j(p)\
Tj

Zq

Combining (5.24)-(5.29), we obtain
(5.30) L (= Ay = Z — A (u)?
. AN Ut u) Ox S\ ot IZI] T2 2 u) O
+divUy + (uigpA)t ,

(5.31) / div Uydxdt = 0.
QF

Using (5.31), integrate (5.30) over Q. Then sum up the resulting inequality with
(5.23). Then we obtain the target estimate (4.2) of this theorem. O

6. Proofs of Theorems 2 and 4. Lemma 1 follows immediately either from
Lemma 1.10.3 of [4] or from Lemma 3.1 of [22].

Lemma 1. The following estimate holds for every function q € Lo (Q}t) and for
every A >1:

" 2

/ /q(X,T)dT o (z,t) dxdt < i/\/ (x,t) @ (z,t) dxdt.
QF

Qf \O
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6.1. Proof of Theorem 2. Let wy,wy € B(R,pg,p1) be two arbitrary func-
tions. Denote h = wy — wy. Then wy = wy + h and also

(6.1) h € By (2R).

First, we evaluate the expression (K (wy + h))*> — (K (wy))?, where the nonlinear
operator K is given in (3.9). We have

(K (wn +1))* =

t t t
{ht — Lh— 2Vh/Vw1 (x,7)dr — 2V, /Vh1 (x,7)dr — 2Vh / Vh(x,7)dr + K (w;)
0 0 0

¢ t ¢ 2
= (ht — Lh — QVh/le (x,7)dr — 2Vw, /Vhl (x,7)dr — QVh/Vh (x,7) dT)
0 0 0
t
4K (wl)Vh/Vh (x,7) dr + (K (w1))?
0

t t
+2K (wn) (ht — Lh —2Vh / Vuwy (x,7) dr — 2Vw, / Vhi (x,7) d’r) .
0 0

Let Lin (h) be the linear, with respect to h, part of the above expression,
(6.2)

¢ ¢
Lin (h) = 2K (w1) (ht —Lh — 2Vh/Vw1 (x,7)dr —2Vuw, / Vhi (x,7) dT) .
0 0

Then
(6.3) (K (w1 4 h))* — (K (w1))® = Lin (h)

t t

t 2
+ (ht — Lh—2Vh / Vw (x,7)dr — 2Vw, / Vhy (x,7)dr — 2Vh / Vh(x,7) dT)
0 0 0
t

—4K (wl)Vh/Vh (x,7)dr.
0
Using (3.13), (3.14), (6.1) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

t t t 2
(ht — Lh — 2Vh/Vw1 (x,7)dr — 2Vw, /Vh1 (x,7)dr —2Vh / Vh(x,T) dT)
0 0 0

(6.4) — 4K (w1) Vh / Vh(x,7)dr
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%(ht )701 Vh /VhXT

Hence, (3.15) and (6.2)-(6.4) lead to
T (w1 4 h) = Iy p (wy) — 2B / Lin (h) pxdxdt + 28 {w, h}

Qf

(6.5) > B’ / (hy — Lh)® prdxdt

QE

1
2

t
_Cye B / (Vh)® + /Vh (x,7)dr pxadxdt + ||h||ikn(Q¥) .
QF

Here and below {, } is the scalar product in H*» (Q%) .
Consider now the functional S (h) : Hy" (QfTE) — R defined as

(6.6) S (h) = e~ 2B / Lin (h) oxdxdt + 28 {w, h}
QF

It is clear from (6.2) that S (h) is a bounded linear functional. Hence, by Riesz theorem
there exists a function Z € Hpn (Q%) such that S (h) = {Z,h},Vh € H}" (Q%)
Furthermore, it follows from (6.3) that

|56 (w1 +h) = Iy g (wi) — S (k)] =0.

40 () 0
Hence, S (h) is the Frechét derivative of the functional Jy g (w) at the point wy,
(6.7) S (h) = Jis (i) (h) = {Zh} = {J5 5 (wr), h} ,Vh € Hy" (Qr),
i.e. we can set Z = Jg’ﬁ (w1) . Note that the proof of the existence of the Frechét
derivative on the set B (3R, po, p1), as claimed in this theorem, is basically the same

as the one above. Thus, (6.5)-(6.7) imply that

Ing (wy+h) = Ty g (wi) = T3 5 (wa) (h)

M| =

(6.8) e~22B’ / (he — Lh)* oxdxdt

Qr
t
e~ B / (Vh)® + /Vh (x,7)dr @Adxdt—kﬁ“h”?{kn(cﬁ)'

QE 0
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Applying Theorem 1 and Lemma 1, we obtain for all A > Ag > 1

%e—Q*Bz / (he — Lh)* prdxdt
Q7
t 2
(6.9) 70167%52/ (Vh)? + /Vh (x,7)dr @Adxdt+6||h||§1kn(Q¥)
0

QF

> §6—2ABZ / h? + Z hiﬂj padxdt
Q% 3,j=1
FCONe~ DB / {(Vh)%rx?h?] padxdt — Cre= B / (Vh)? padxdt
QF Q7

_Ce2T? / [(hf (VR + /\2h2> (x,T) + (hf +(Vh)* + /\2h2) (x, —T)} dx
Q

+B 1l e () -

Choose \1 > A so large that CA > 2C; and also 2e~ AT > C/\2e_2>‘T2, for all A > \;.
Also, we keep in mind that by trace theorem

1w (% D) a1 @y » e (6 D) 1 () < C llull e () - Yo € H'" (QF) .
Then, taking 5 € |:26_)‘T2, 1) and using (6.8) and (6.9), we obtain

(6.10) g (wr+h)—Jdxg (wl)—Jgﬂ (wq) (h)

> G o / R4 ST 2, | padxdt + Cre B / [(Vh)2+)\2h2] oadxdt

25 2.
1,)=
Q:

QE

B2
+§ ”hHH"n(Q¥) ,Vh S BO (QR),\V//\ > )\1,

also, see (6.1). Finally, since ¢y (z,t) > exp (=2 (T? — A?)) for x € [A,B],t €
[-T,T], then the target estimate (4.5) follows immediately from (6.10). O

6.2. Proof of Theorem 4. Since by (4.16) I g (W) = Jag(W+G), W €
By (2R) and also since W + G € B(3R,po,p1), VW € By (2R), then we take in
Theorems 2 and 3 Ay = A (3R), A (3R) > A1 (3R) meaning that we replace in (4.3)
R with 3R. Denote wy = Wi + G, wy = W5 + G. Then wy,ws € B (3R, po,p1). The

rest of the proof follows immediately from Theorems 2 and 3. O
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7. Proof of Theorem 5. Recall that by (4.14) w* — G* = W* € By (2R - ¢).
Hence, by (3.14), (4.6), (4.7) and (4.11) W* + G € B (3R,po,p1). We temporally
denote I g (W, fo) the functional I g (W) = Jx g (W + G), in which we emphasize

the presence of the vector function fo = Vln fy in the operator K (w). We also
temporally denote this operator as K (w, fo) = K (W + G, fy) in (3.9) and (3.15).
Similarly, we also temporally denote Jx g (W + G, fo) := Ing (W, fo) . Let

(7.1) s (W, fo) = J3 s (W+G, fo) = e B / (K (W + G, fo))” prdxdt.
Q7

By (3.9) K (W* 4+ G*, f&) = 0. Hence,
(72) I W, ) = I (W + G, f5) = 0.
Hence, it follows from (3.9), (4.7), (4.8), (4.10), (4.12), (7.1) and (7.2) that

L (W, fo) = Jag (W5 4G fo) = Tag W5+ G + (G = G). f5 + (fo = )
= R W+ G f5) + Prg+ BIW" + Gl (gz) = Prs + BIW + Gl (g2
where | Py 5| < C16%. Thus,
(73) g (W, fo) < C18% 4+ BIW* + Gl (2 -

By (4.7) and (4.9)

IW* + Gl gy = 10V +G7) + (G = Gl gy () < 107 a2 +6 < R.
Hence,
(7.4) W*+ G € B(R,po,p1) -

Let Winin A3Rr),53r) € Bo (2R) be the minimizer of the functional Iy g (W, fo), the
existence and uniqueness of which on the set By (2R) is guaranteed by Theorem 3.

We will choose the dependencies on § of parameters A and 3 later in this proof. Thus,
we can apply (4.17) now as

Lusryser) (W™ fo) = Ixar).s6r) (WainGR),53R): f0)

~I\3r) 5(3R) (Winin\3R),86R)> J0) (W* = Wiin A3R),5(3R))

(75) > Crexp(—3A(3R) (v’T? + B> = A%)) [|W* — Win A3R),6(3R) ’|22,1(Q¥’Y)

BBR) |11+ 2
5 ||W *Wmin,/\(3R)7ﬁ(3R)||Hk“(Q¥W)'

+

By (4.18) —I} 3y ssr) (Wmina3R),8(3R)s fo) (W* = Winin a3R),s(3r)) < 0. Recall that
m = v?T? + B? — A?. Hence, (7.3)-(7.5) imply that

(7.6) HW* — Wmin,/\(3R),6(3R) ||22~1(Q¥7) S Cl (52 + ﬂ) exp (3/\ (3R) 771) .
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We now specify dependencies of A and 8 on the noise level §. Choose A = A (§, 3R)
such that

exp (3X (6,3R) m1) = exp (3A (6,3R) (v*T? + B* — A?)) = %

Then A (6,3R) =In (5—1/(3771)) and
(7.7) 0% exp (3X (8,3R) m1) = 4.

Since 0 € (0,0¢p) and since In (50_1/(3"1)) > A1 (3R), then A (0,3R) > Ay (3R) . Next,

by Theorem 2, we can take 3 = 26 AESR)T? Hence, in (7.6)
(7.8) Bexp (BA(3R)m) = 0"/™ 1y = (1 —37%) T? — 3 (B* — A%) > 0.
Recalling that 2p = min (1,72/17;) and using (7.6)-(7.8), we obtain
W = Wanin sy 5 | g2 2,y < C10”-
Hence,

[|w* — wmin,A(&SR)vﬁ(&SR)HH2,1(Q$T) <|wr - Wminv”‘s*w)’ﬁ(‘;’gmHH“(Q%)

(7.9) G = Glyaa(gz,) < C20° +6 < (Co+ 1),

which proves (4.19). Finally, since (4.19) holds, then (4.20) follows immediately from
(3.16) and the rest of the discussion in the last paragraph of section 3. O

8. Proof of Theorem 7. Recall that Theorem 6 is valid: see item 2 in Remarks
3 (section 4). By the triangle inequality, (4.7), (4.19) and (4.22)

flw* — wn||Hz,1(Q$T) = ||w* = Wi A6,3R),86,3R) + (Wmin A(5,3R),8(5,38) — Wn) HHQ.,l(QiT)
:

< Co0P+||Wimin, A (6,3R),5(5,3R) — wn||H2,1(Q$T) < Cob”+||Wimin,\(5,3R),8(5,3R) — wTLH[{Z,l(Q%)

= C20° + [ Wnin 3Ry, = Wal| gy (@7)
< CQ(SP + " HWmin,)\(BR)ﬂ — WOHH’C" 1\ — CQ(SP + o ||wmin,>\(3R),,3 - wOHHkn E)
(@) (@)

which proves (4.23). Estimate (4.24) follows immediately from (4.23) and the discus-
sion in the last paragraph of section 3. [

9. Numerical Testing. In the following tests, we set the domain = (1,2) x
(1,2) and also
Lu = Au — ¢ (x) u.

To solve the inverse problem, we should first computationally simulate the data (2.7),
(2.8) via the numerical solution of the forward problem (2.4). To solve problem (2.4),
computationally, we have used the standard finite difference method. The spatial
mesh size is 1/640 x 1/640 while the temporal one T'/512. For the forward problem,
we use the implicit scheme to compute the data needed for the inverse problem.
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In computations of the inverse problem, the spatial mesh size is 1/16 x 1/16 and
the temporal one 7'/16. When minimizing the functional Jy g (w) in the discrete
sense, we formulate the right hand side of (3.15) via finite differences and minimize
with respect to the values of the function w at grid points. To minimize the dis-
cretized functional, we use Matlab’s built-in function fminunc with its option of
quasi-newton algorithm. This procedure calculates the gradient VJy g (w) automati-
cally and iterations stop when the condition |V.Jy g (w)] < 1 x 1072 holds. Note that
even though our theory requires the application of the gradient projection method,
we have established numerically that we can avoid the use of the projection operator
Pp and to use just the conjugate gradient method. In fact, the use of the operator
Pp would complicate the matter. The same observation took place in all our works
on the convexification, which contain numerical studies [16, 26, 27, 28, 29]. Also, we
have minimized the functional Jy g (w) rather than I g (W) and it worked quite well.

As to (3.16), we have numerically discovered that rather than taking an average
over t € [—yT,~T], better to use (3.5) at {t =t} . In numerical tests below, we took

(9.1) A=1, k, =3, 3=0.0L.

In the process of the minimization of the functional Jy s (w), the starting point of
iterations is always chosen to be the null function of value zero everywhere.

In the following three tests, we show the results of the recovery of the coefficients
¢ (x) with sophisticated structures. We choose the tested coefficients ¢ (x) having
the shapes of the letters ‘A’ and ‘QQ’. We measure g1 (z1,22,t) on 16 x 32 detectors
uniformly distributed on the rectangle 1"% and ‘measure’ the function fo(x1,x2,%0)
on 16 x 16 detectors uniformly distributed on the square (1,2) x (1,2) x {t =to}. As
initial and Dirichlet boundary conditions for the data simulations in (2.5), (2.6), we
took

w(x,=T) =1+sin(m(x; — 1)) sin(n(ze — 1)) and u |s$: 1.

We allow in our tests the function ¢ (x) to be both positive and negative. Indeed, we
have imposed the positivity condition (2.3) only to ensure that the function u (x,t) # 0
in Q% However, we have not observed any zeros of this function in our numerical
studies.

Test 1. First, we test the reconstruction by our method of the coefficients ¢ (x)
with the shapes of letters ‘A’ and ‘€2’. In this test, we measure the data at time
{to = 0} for the cases T'=1 and T = 0.1. The numerical results are shown in Figure
9.1.

Test 2. In this test, we set T = 0.1. We show the results in the case when the
data are measured at a time {to} which is close to the initial time {t = -7 = —0.1}.
We take tg = —T + € with € = 0.02 and ¢ = 0.01. We test the reconstruction by
our method of the coefficients ¢ (x) with the shapes of the letters ‘A’ and ‘Q’. The
numerical results are shown in Figure 9.2. In this test, we demonstrate the results
when one measures the data at some time close to the initial time. It is numerically
shown that the closer tq is to the initial time t = —T, the worse the result is.

Test 3. We now want to see how the random noise in the data influences our
reconstruction. We add 5% relative random noise to each detector on F% as well as
on (1,2) x (1,2) x {t = 0}, i.e. we work now with the noisy data,

(92) U:Oise |F¥: g1 (Xa t) + o—gx,tgl (X7 t) )
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Fic. 9.1. Results of Test 1. Here tg = 0 in (2.8). (a) The coefficient ¢ (x) with the shape of
the letter *A’. (d) The coefficient ¢ (x) with the shape of the letter Q. (b) and (c) are the recovered
c(x) for T =1 and T = 0.1 respectively for coefficient with the shape of the letter A’. (e) and (f)
are the recovered ¢ (x) for T'=1 and T = 0.1 respectively for coefficient with the shape of the letter
.

(9.3) u"t (x,t0) = fo (%) + 0 fo (x).

Here o = 5% is the noise level, & and & are independent normally distributed ran-
dom variables. To preprocess the noisy data, we use the thin plate spline smoother
developed in [9]. The algorithm proposed in [9] provides a good approximation to the
true function without knowing neither the noise level nor any other a priori informa-
tion of the true function to be approximated. Then the cubic B-splines are employed
to approximate the first and second order derivatives of the noisy data. In this test,
we ‘measure’ g1 (x1, za,t) on 16 x 32 detectors uniformly distributed on the plane I‘%
and also ‘measure’ fo(x1,x2,t9) on 160 x 160 detectors uniformly distributed on the
plane (1,2) x (1,2) x {t =0}. We now set T' =1, in (2.8) ¢, = 0,and the noise is
added to the data as in (9.2), (9.3). We test the reconstruction by our method of the
coeflicients with the shape of the letters ‘A’ and ‘€2’. The numerical results are shown
in Figure 9.3. We see that our method works still very well in the mild noisy case.
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