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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the inverse scattering problem for recovering either an isotropic or
anisotropic scatterer from the measured scattered field initiated by a point source. We propose
two new imaging functionals for solving the inverse problem. The first one employs a ‘far-field’
transform to the data which we then use to derive and provide an explicit decay rate for the
imaging functional. In order to analyze the behavior of this imaging functional we use the
factorization of the near field operator as well as the Funk-Hecke integral identity. For the
second imaging functional the Cauchy data is used to define the functional and its behavior is
analyzed using the Green’s identities. Numerical experiments are given in two dimensions for
both isotropic and anisotropic scatterers.
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1 Introduction

Here we will consider the inverse shape problem for recovering either an isotropic or anisotropic
scatterer from the measured scattered field initiated by a point source. There are many applications
where one wishes to uses acoustic scattering waves to detect hidden structures in a given medium.
This comes up in medical imaging and non-destructive testing. In many applications one has little
to no a prior information of the scatterer that one wishes to reconstruct. Because of this qualitative
methods (otherwise known as non-iterative or direct methods) have been used to solve multiple
inverse shape problems in scattering as well as other imaging modalities. In this manuscript, we will
study two new direct sampling imaging functionals to solve the inverse problem. Direct sampling
methods are fast and stable algorithms to reconstruct the scattering object with little to no a priori
information. They have been also investigated in some studies under the name of orthogonality
sampling method, see, e.g. [8, 24]. These sampling methods have been studied in great detail
for far-field measurements for multiple inverse scattering problems, see [8, 12, 13, 20, 23, 24] and
references therein. Direct sampling methods also have other variants [7, 19] that are connected to
the factorization method (see [17] for details for details). One of the drawbacks of these sampling
methods is that the analysis is typically incomplete and requires full-aperture data. There has
been some work done in [14,21] to justify these methods for limited-aperture data.

Although direct sampling methods have been studied for many inverse scattering problems
using far-field data there is little to no investigation for the case of near-field data. The imaging
functionals are also studied for both isotropic and anisotropic scatterers. In order to construct our

∗Department of Mathematics, Purdue University, West Lafayette, IN 47907, USA; (harri814@purdue.edu,
nguye686@purdue.edu)

†Department of Mathematics, Kansas State University, Manhattan, KS 66506 USA; (dlnguyen@ksu.edu).

1

ar
X

iv
:2

10
7.

08
13

8v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  1
6 

Ju
l 2

02
1



imaging functionals and analyze their behavior we will need to develop suitable factorizations for
the data operator for the measured scattered field initiated by a point source (see for e.g. [9,11,25]).
The factorization method was initially introduced in [15] for far-field data but has been extended
to many other models, see for e.g. [2, 6, 17]. Also we derive explicit decay rates for our imaging
functionals by two ways. The first is by applying a ‘far-field’ transform to the measured scattered
field and by appealing to the Funk-Hecke integral identity with the decay of the Bessel functions
to prove the bounds. Another method for deriving the decay rate is to use the measured Cauchy
data and the second Green’s identity

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we begin by rigorously defining the
scattering by an isotropic scatterer. Then we derive and analyze two new direct sampling imaging
functionals. To do so, we first develop a suitable factorization of our measurement operator as
well as discuss the Dirichlet-to-Far-Field operator. The Dirichlet-to-Far-Field operator is critical
to analyze the behavior for one of the imaging functionals. Then, in Section 3 we similarly
will consider the case for anisotropic scatterers. Here we show that the imaging functional with
the ‘far-field’ transform can also be used to recover anisotropic scatterers with similar resolution
analysis. Lastly, in Section 4 we provide a detailed numerical study of recovering both isotropic
and anisotropic scatterers using the imaging functionals developed in the previous section.

2 Isotropic Inverse Scattering Problem

In this section, we will study two direct sampling methods for recovering a scatterer from point
source measurements. To this end, let D ⊂ Rd (for d = 2, 3) be a bounded simply connected open
set with Lipschitz boundary and denote the inhomogeneous scattering medium. Outside of the
scatterer we will assume that the medium is homogeneous with refractive index normalized to one.
Denote by q(x) ∈ L∞(Rd) the contrast of the scattering medium with respect to free space such
that q = 1 in Rd \D where D = supp(q). We consider the scattering by the incident point source
generated at y ∈ Γ where Γ is a class C2 curve/surface, given by

ui(· , y) = Φ(· , y) =


i
4H

(1)
0 (k| · −y|) if d = 2,

eik|·−y|

4π| · −y|
if d = 3

(1)

where k > 0 is the wave number and H
(1)
0 is the first kind Hankel function of order zero. We let

Ω ∈ Rd be a known bounded domain with boundary equal to the measurement/source boundary
Γ such that D ⊂ Ω and dist(Γ, D) > 0. The scattered field us(· , y) associated with the incident
field ui(· , y) solves the following equation

∆us(· , y) + k2(1 + q)us(· , y) = −k2qui(· , y), in Rd

lim
r→∞

r(d−1)/2

(
∂

∂r
− ik

)
us(· , y) = 0, r = |x|,

(2)

where the second equation of (2) indicates the Sommerfeld radiation condition and holds uniformly
over all angular directions. If Rd \D is connected and =(q) ≥ 0, then the scattering problem (2)
is well-posed in H1

loc(Rd) for any y ∈ Γ (see Chapter 8 of [4]). It is well known that problem (2)
can be written equivalently to the Lippmann-Schwinger equation (see [4])

us(x, y) = k2

∫
D

Φ(x; ·)
(
qu(· , y)

)
dA. (3)

where u(· , y) = us(· , y) + ui(· , y) is the total field.



For the inverse problem, we aim to recover the domain D from the measured scattered field
us(x, y) for all (x, y) ∈ Γ × Γ. In general, the measurement and source boundary need not be
the same. Two direct sampling imaging functionals will be analyzed for the case of an isotropic
scatterer in this section. To begin, we first define the near-field operator N : L2(Γ) −→ L2(Γ)
given by

(Ng)(x) =

∫
Γ
us(x, y) g(y)ds(y) ∀ x ∈ Γ. (4)

In order to develop a new imaging functional we first derive a factorization of the near-field
operator. Here we develop a different factorization than what is given in [11]. Arguing similarly
as in Section 4.2 of [17] we can factorize the near-field operator N using the following operators.
Define the single layer potential S : L2(Γ) −→ L2(D) such that

(Sg)(x) =

∫
Γ

Φ(x, y)g(y)ds(y), ∀ x ∈ D (5)

and its dual operator S> : L2(D) −→ L2(Γ) given by the volume potential

(S>ϕ)(z) =

∫
D

Φ(x , z)ϕ(x)dx, ∀ z ∈ Γ. (6)

Here the dual operator is understood with respect to the L2 dual-product such that

〈ϕ, Sg〉L2(D) = 〈S>ϕ, g〉L2(Γ) for all g ∈ L2(Γ) and ϕ ∈ L2(D)

where 〈φ , ψ〉L2 = (φ, ψ)L2 . Notice, that by linearity of the scattering problem that if the incident
field ui is replaced by Sg in (2) then we have that

x 7−→
∫

Γ
us(x, y)g(y)ds(y) ∀x ∈ Rd

is the corresponding scattered field. We also define the bounded operator T : L2(D) −→ L2(D) by

Tf = k2q
(
w + f

)
|D, (7)

where w ∈ H1
loc(Rd) solves the scattering equation (2) with ui(· , y) is replaced by any arbitrary

f ∈ L2(D) such that
∆w + k2(1 + q)w = −k2qf in Rd

lim
r→∞

r(d−1)/2

(
∂

∂r
− ik

)
w = 0, r = |x|.

(8)

The boundedness of the operator T comes from the well-posedness of (8) and the assumptions
on the refractive index. Notice, that for each g ∈ L2(Γ) we can denote by f = Sg then by the
well-posedness we can conclude that

w(x) =

∫
Γ
us(x, y) g(y)ds(y) ∀ x ∈ Rd.

Now, since equation (8) is equivalent to the Lippmann-Schwinger equation (3) we have that

w(x) = k2

∫
D

Φ(x, ·)
(
q(w + Sg)

)
dA ∀ x ∈ Rd.

We notice that this implies that w|Γ is equivalent to S> T Sg for any x ∈ Γ by the definition of
the operators, given above. This proves that the near-field operator has the factorization

Ng = S> T Sg for any g ∈ L2(Γ)

since w|Γ is equal to Ng.



2.1 Direct Sampling Method with ‘Far-Field’ Transformation

We now develop the theory for a new direct sampling method for our inverse problem. The main
idea is to increase the decay property of the imaging functional by implementing a so-called ‘Far-
Field’ transformation of the data. In similar direct sampling methods developed in the literature
for the measurements of the scattered field given by point sources (see for e.g. [3, 13]) one can
only say that the imaging functionals will approximately decay as dist(z,D) → ∞ where z is
the sampling point in Rd. This is due to the use of the Helmholtz-Kirchhoff integral identity (see
Lemma 3.2 of [3]). For the case of far-field measurements the decay rate is given by the Funk-Hecke
integral identity (see Lemma 2.7 of [20]). Therefore, we can use the asymptotic decay rate of the
Bessel functions for large arguments to develop the explicit decay rate as in [7, 8].

Now that we have derived a suitable factorization of the near-field operator we wish to rigorously
define the Dirichlet-to-Far-Field transformation that will be used to define the imaging functional.
To this end, let v ∈ H1

loc(Rd \ Ω) be the unique solution to

(∆ + k2)v = 0 in Rd \ Ω with v|Γ = h

lim
r→∞

r(d−1)/2

(
∂

∂r
− ik

)
v = 0

(9)

for any h ∈ H1/2(Γ) (see Theorem 3.11 in [4] for the well-posedness of this problem). Therefore,
we have that v has the expansion

v(x) =
eik|x|

|x|(d−1)/2

{
v∞(x̂) +O

(
1

|x|

)}
as |x| → ∞

where x̂ := x/|x| and v∞(x̂) is the corresponding far-field pattern (see Chapter 2 of [4]). Being
motivated by previous works on direct sampling methods for far-field measurements we define the
Dirichlet-to-Far-Field transformation Q : H1/2(Γ) −→ L2(Sd−1) such that

(Qh)(x̂) = v∞(x̂), ∀ x̂ ∈ Sd−1 (10)

where Sd−1 denotes the unit circle/sphere.
We will now connect the factorization of the near-field operator with the Dirichlet-to-Far-Field

transformation in order to derive an imaging functional to recover the scatterer D. Notice, that
the volume potential

v =

∫
D

Φ(x, ·)ϕ(x)dx for any ϕ ∈ L2(D)

solves (9) where h = S>ϕ. It is well-known that S> : L2(D) −→ H3/2(Γ) by Theorem 8.2 of [4]
and the Trace Theorem. By applying to the asymptotic expansion of the fundamental solution
(see for e.g. [1, 4]) we have that

(QS>ϕ)(ŷ) = v∞(ŷ) =

∫
D

e−ikŷ·xϕ(x)dx, (11)

for all ŷ ∈ Sd−1. The above operator is the well known adjoint operator to the Herglotz wave
function H : L2(Sd−1) −→ L2(D) given by

Hg =

∫
Sd−1

eikx·ŷg(ŷ)ds(ŷ) where (Hg,ϕ)L2(Sd−1) = (g,H∗ϕ)L2(D)

for all g ∈ L2(Sd−1) and ϕ ∈ L2(D). Therefore, equation (11) can be written as

QS>ϕ = H∗ϕ for any ϕ ∈ L2(D)



and by appealing to the factorization

N = S>TS implies that QN = H∗TS.

Next, we will build an indicator function for the sampling method based on operator QN
instead of N . Since Ω is known one can compute Q independently in order to construct the
operator for solving the inverse problem. Also, note that Q can be computed in a multitude of
ways. One can use boundary integral operators for the Helmholtz equation to derive the solution
operator for (9)(see for e.g. Chapter 3 of [4]). Then by appealing to asymptotic formula for
fundamental solution one can derive a formula for the operator Q. Later in this section we will
derive a formula for Q when Γ is the boundary of a ball centered at the origin. Also note that, Q
is independent of the underline scattering problem which implies that this operator can be used
to study other problems in inverse scattering for near-field data sets.

In order to define our new imaging functional, we now introduce for each sampling point z ∈ Ω

the functions φ
(1)
z (x) ∈ L2(Γ) and φ

(2)
z (ŷ) ∈ L2(Sd−1) such that

φ(1)
z (x) = Φ(x, z) and φ(2)

z (ŷ) = e−ikz·ŷ for any z ∈ Ω.

The imaging functional via Far-Field transform: We can now define and analyze the direct
sampling methods imaging functional via a far-field transform. To this end, we let z ∈ Ω be a
sampling point and recall N : L2(Γ) −→ L2(Γ) and Q : H1/2(Γ) −→ L2(Sd−1) as defined in (4)
and (10) respectively. Then the imaging functional via a far-field transform is given by

IFF(z) =
∣∣∣(QNφ(1)

z , φ(2)
z

)
L2(Sd−1)

∣∣∣. (12)

From the factorization in the previous section we can now develop the resolution analysis of the
proposed imaging functional. This will give an explicit decay rate of the IFF(z) as dist(z,D)→∞
which will validate plotting IFF(z) to recover the scatterer D. The fact that the decay rate is
explicit is due to the far-field transform and the Funk-Hecke integral identity.

In order to provide the decay rate we need the following result(i.e. the Helmholtz-Kirchhoff
integral identity).

Lemma 2.1. Let S : L2(Γ) −→ L2(D) be as defined in (5) then we have that(
Sφ(1)

z

)
(x) =

1

k

(
=Φ(x, z) + ω(x, z)

)
, ∀x ∈ D, z ∈ Ω

where ‖ω(· , z)‖H1(D) ≤ C where the constant C depends on Γ but is independent of z ∈ Ω.

Proof. This is a simple consequence of Lemma 3.2 in [3].

Recall, that by definition of the fundamental solution given in (1)

=Φ(x, z) =


1
4J0(k|x− z|) if d = 2 ,

1
4π j0(k|x− z|) if d = 3 .

where J0(t) and j0(t) are the zeroth Bessel and spherical Bessel function of the first kind. This
implies that the leading order term in

‖Sφ(1)
z ‖L2(D) = O(1) as dist(z,D)→∞.

Without augmenting that data one can’t get an explicit rate of decay from the Helmholtz-Kirchhoff
identity due to the presence of the ω(x, z) which is only given to be bounded as dist(z,D)→∞.



Theorem 2.2. Let the imaging functional IFF(z) be defined by (12). Then for every z /∈ D

IFF(z) = O
(

dist(z,D)(1−d)/2
)

as dist(z,D)→∞ for d = 2, 3.

Proof. In order to prove the claim, recall that we have the factorization

QNg = H∗TSg for all ∈ L2(Γ)

Now, we can clearly see that by the definition of the adjoint that(
QNφ(1)

z , φ(2)
z

)
L2(Sd−1)

=
(
H∗TSφ(1)

z , φ(2)
z

)
L2(Sd−1)

=
(
TSφ(1)

z , Hφ(2)
z

)
L2(D)

We now recall the Funk-Hecke integral identity, given by

(
Hφ(2)

z

)
(x) =

∫
Sd−1

e−ik(z−x)·ŷ ds(ŷ) =


2πJ0(k|x− z|) if d = 2,

4πj0(k|x− z|) if d = 3.

With this and the boundedness of the operator T : L2(D) −→ L2(D) we have that there is a
constant C > 0 independent of z such that∣∣∣(QNφ(1)

z , φ(2)
z

)
L2(Sd−1)

∣∣∣ ≤ C‖Sφ(1)
z ‖L2(D)‖Hφ(2)

z ‖L2(D)

≤ C‖Hφ(2)
z ‖L2(D)

(
‖=Φ(·, z)‖L2(D) + ‖ω(·, z)‖L2(D)

)
Since J0(t) has a decay rate of t−1/2 and j0(t) has a decay rate of t−1 as t→∞ we have that

‖Hφ(2)
z ‖L2(D) ≤ C

(
dist(z,D)(1−d)/2

)
as dist(z,D)→∞.

Together with ‖ω(·, z)‖H1(D) ≤ C for all z ∈ Ω we obtain the estimate∣∣∣(QNφ(1)
z , φ(2)

z

)
L2(Sd−1)

∣∣∣ ≤ Cdist(z,D)(1−d)/2
(

1 + dist(z,D)(1−d)/2
)

as dist(z,D)→∞

for some constant C > 0 independent of z ∈ Ω. This is obviously equivalently to the estimate∣∣∣(QNφ(1)
z , φ(2)

z

)
L2(Sd−1)

∣∣∣ ≤ C (dist(z,D)(1−d)/2
)

as dist(z,D)→∞

which proves the claim.

From this we have that the imaging functional IFF(z) should decay as the sampling point moves
away from the scatterer. Also, note that since N : L2(Γ) −→ L2(Γ) is known from the measured
data and Q : H1/2(Γ) −→ L2(Sd−1) can be precomputed without a priori knowledge of D, this is
a fast and simple method for recovering the scatterer.

For simplicity, we will consider the case when Γ is the boundary of a disk centered at the origin
with radius R fixed. In this case, Ω = B(0;R) is a disk where the unknown scatterer D ⊂ B(0;R).
Since we are considering the case when Γ = ∂B(0;R) we can derive a formula for computing

Q : H1/2(Γ) −→ L2(Sd−1)



via separation of variables. Note that, similar calculation can also be done in three dimensions.
Now, we identify H1/2(Γ) with the space H1/2(0, 2π) and L2(Sd−1) with the space L2(0, 2π).
Therefore, for all h(θ) ∈ H1/2(0, 2π) can be written in terms of the Fourier series

h(θ) =
∞∑
|m|=0

hmeimθ where hm =
1

2π

2π∫
0

h(φ)e−imφdφ for all m ∈ Z.

One can easily check that the unique solution v(r, θ) where r = |x| and θ = Arg(x1 + ix2) to
equation (9) can then be written as the series

v(r, θ) =

∞∑
|m|=0

vmH
(1)
m (kr)eimθ where vm =

hm

H
(1)
m (kR)

for all m ∈ Z.

Here we let H
(1)
m denote the first kind Hankel function of order m. Therefore, by appealing to the

asymptotic relationship of the Hankel function

H(1)
m (kr) =

√
2

πkr
eikr−imπ/2−iπ/4 +O(r−3/2) as r →∞

we have that

v∞(θ) =
∞∑
|m|=0

√
2(1− i)√
kπ

hm

H
(1)
m (kR)

eim(θ−π/2) =
1

2π

2π∫
0

√
2(1− i)√
kπ

∞∑
|m|=0

eim(θ−φ−π/2)

H
(1)
m (kR)

h(φ)dφ

=
1− i

π
√

2kπ

2π∫
0

∞∑
|m|=0

eim(θ−φ−π/2)

H
(1)
m (kR)

h(φ)dφ. (13)

This implies that the operator Q : H1/2(0, 2π) −→ L2(0, 2π) can be written as

(Qh)(θ) =

2π∫
0

K(θ, φ)h(φ)dφ with kernel function K(θ, φ) =
1− i

π
√

2kπ

∞∑
|m|=0

eim(θ−φ−π/2)

H
(1)
m (kR)

.

In numerically evaluating the imaging functional IFF(z) given by (12) we will need to approximate
Q with a discretized version of the operator that converges in norm. To this end, we consider the
truncated series representation denoted by the operator truncated series for some M ∈ N

(QMh)(θ) =

2π∫
0

KM (θ, φ)h(φ)dφ with kernel function KM (θ, φ) =
1− i

π
√

2kπ

M∑
|m|=0

eim(θ−φ−π/2)

H
(1)
m (kR)

.

In the next result, we prove convergence of the operator QM to the Dirichlet-to-Far-Field trans-
formation in the operator norm from H1/2(0, 2π) −→ L2(0, 2π). Here we use the definition of the
Hp(0, 2π)-norm via the Fourier coefficients.

Lemma 2.3. Let Q : H1/2(0, 2π) −→ L2(0, 2π) be the Dirichlet-to-Far-Field transformation de-
fined by (13) and QM : H1/2(0, 2π) −→ L2(0, 2π) be the truncated series for some M ∈ N. Then
we have norm-convergence with convergence rate given by

‖Q −QM‖H1/2(0,2π)7→L2(0,2π) = O
(

1

2M

)
, as M −→∞.



Proof. In order to prove the claim, we see that

[Q−QM ]h =

2π∫
0

[
K(θ, φ)−KM (θ, φ)

]
h(φ)dφ

=
∞∑

|m|=M+1

1− i

π
√

2kπ

hm

H
(1)
m (kR)

eim(θ−π/2).

Now, we compute the L2(0, 2π)-norm of the function [Q−QM ]h given by

‖(Q−QM )h‖2L2(0,2π) ≤ C
∞∑

|m|=M+1

|hm|2∣∣H(1)
m (kR)

∣∣2
In order to estimate, we now use the facts that H

(1)
−m(t) = (−1)mH

(1)
m (t) for all m ∈ Z as well as

the asymptotic result (see for e.g. [26])

−iH(1)
m (t) ∼

√
2

πm

(
et

2m

)−m
as m→∞.

That implies, there exists some constant C independent from m such that

‖(Q−QM )h‖2L2(0,2π) ≤ C
∞∑

|m|=M+1

|m||hm|2
(

ekR

2m

)2m

=
C

22M

∞∑
|m|=M+1

|m||hm|2
(

ekR

m

)2m

and we can clearly see that the root test implies that the sequence(
ekR

m

)2m

−→ 0 as m −→∞ and is therefore bounded.

This implies that

‖(Q−QM )h‖2L2(0,2π) ≤
C

22M

∞∑
|m|=0

(
1 + |m|2

)1/2|hm|2 =
C

22M
‖h‖2

H1/2(0,2π)

which proves the claim.

In practice, the geometric convergence rate in Lemma 2.3 means that we can approximate the
operator Q by the truncated series QM . Therefore, do to the fast convergence one does not need
to keep many terms in the series. This will allow one to evaluate the approximate operator QM
more efficiently in numerically solving the inverse problem.

Remark: For the case when Γ 6= ∂B(0;R) we have that the solution v to (9) can be written
using a single layer potential as in [17]. Therefore, the far-field pattern can be obtained using
the asymptotic of the fundamental solution. This is similar to obtaining the factorization of the
far-field operator for the scattering by a sound-soft scatterer, see Chapter 2 of [17] for details.



2.2 Direct Sampling Method with Cauchy Data

In this section, we develop another imaging functional for the recovering the scatterer D from
point source measurements. Here we will assume that we have the Cauchy data given by us(x, y)
and ∂νu

s(x, y) for all (x, y) ∈ Γ × Γ. We again note that the measurement and source boundary
need not be the same. Again, the goal is to derive an explicit decay rate as dist(z,D)→∞ where
z ∈ Ω is the sampling point. As we will see by using the Cauchy data we along with Green’s
identities we can derive an explicit decay rate which can not be done by only taking the near-field
data us(x, y) which has not been studied in the literature.

We will now define the imaging functional for the case of given Cauchy data. Now, provided
that both us(x, y) and ∂νu

s(x, y) is given for all (x, y) ∈ Γ×Γ, we define a new imaging functional

ICD(z) =

∫
Γ

∣∣∣∣∫
Γ
∂νΦ(x, z)us(x, y)− Φ(x, z)∂νu

s(x, y)ds(x)

∣∣∣∣ρ ds(y) (14)

where for ρ > 0 is a fixed constant. Here the parameter ρ can be used to sharpen the resolution
when recovering the scatterer numerically(see for e.g. [20]). In order to analyze the ICD(z) we will
write the imaging functional in terms of the operator T : L2(D) −→ L2(D) defined in (7).

Theorem 2.4. Let the imaging functional ICD(z) be defined by (14). Then for every z ∈ Ω

ICD(z) =

∫
Γ

∣∣∣∣∫
D

1

2i
=Φ(z, ·)TΦ(· , y)dA

∣∣∣∣ρ ds(y)

where us is the unique solution to (2).

Proof. To begin, recall that by the Lippmann-Schwinger equation (3) we have that the Cauchy
data can be written as the volume integrals

us(x, y) = k2

∫
D

Φ(x, ·)
(
qu(· , y)

)
dA and ∂νu

s(x, y) = k2

∫
D
∂νΦ(x, ·)

(
qu(· , y)

)
dA

where the total field u(· ; y) = us(· , y) + Φ(· , y). Now, by the auxiliary scattering problem (8) and
the definition of the operator T we obtain the identity

us(x, y) =

∫
D

Φ(x, ·)TΦ(· , y)dA and ∂νu
s(x, y) =

∫
D
∂νΦ(x, ·)TΦ(· , y)dA.

Notice, that we have∫
Γ
∂νΦ(x, z)us(x, y)− Φ(x, z)∂νu

s(x, y)ds(x)

=

∫
Γ

[
∂νΦ(x, z)

∫
D

Φ(x, ·)TΦ(· , y)dA− Φ(x, z)

∫
D
∂νΦ(x, ·)TΦ(· , y)dA

]
ds(x)

=

∫
Γ

∫
D

[
∂νΦ(x, z)Φ(x, ·)− Φ(x, z)∂νΦ(x, ·)

]
TΦ(· , y)dAds(x)

=

∫
D

[∫
Γ
∂νΦ(x, z)Φ(x, ·)− Φ(x, z)∂νΦ(x, ·)ds(x)

]
TΦ(· , y)dA.

Using Green’s second identity, we can prove that for all z ∈ Ω

Φ(z, ·)− Φ(z, ·) =

∫
Γ

[
∂νΦ(x, z)Φ(x, ·)− Φ(x, z)∂νΦ(x, ·)

]
ds(x).

Indeed, this is verified by first appealing to equations

∆xΦ(x, ·) + k2Φ(x, ·) = −δ(x− ·) and ∆xΦ(x, z) + k2Φ(x, z) = −δ(x− z).



Then, multiplying the first and second equations by Φ(x, z) and Φ(x, ·), respectively and integrating
over Ω we obtain ∫

Ω
∆xΦ(x, ·)Φ(x, z)−∆xΦ(x, z)Φ(x, ·) dx = −Φ(·, z) + Φ(z, ·).

Then the desired identity follows from Green’s second identity and the symmetry of the funda-
mental solution. Therefore, we obtain∫

Γ
∂νΦ(x, z)us(x, y)− Φ(x, z)∂νu

s(x, y)ds(x) =

∫
D

1

2i
=Φ(z, ·)TΦ(· , y)dA

and substituting this identity in the imaging functional we have that

ICD(z) =

∫
Γ

∣∣∣∣∫
D

1

2i
=Φ(z, ·)TΦ(· , y)dA

∣∣∣∣ρ ds(y)

which proves the claim.

We recall that,

=Φ(·, z) =


1
4J0(k| · −z|) if d = 2 ,

1
4π j0(k| · −z|) if d = 3 .

From the above result we have that the imaging functional ICD(z) should be maximal on the
interior of the scatterer D and takes small values on the exterior of D. Now, that we have the
equivalent representation of ICD(z) with respect to the operator T as defined in (7) we can show
the decay rate for the imaging functional.

Theorem 2.5. Let the imaging functional ICD(z) be defined by (14). Then for every z /∈ D

ICD(z) = O
(

dist(z,D)(1−d)ρ/2
)

as dist(z,D)→∞ for d = 2, 3.

Proof. To begin, we first recall that

ICD(z) =

∫
Γ

∣∣∣∣∫
D

1

2i
=Φ(z, ·)TΦ(· , y)dA

∣∣∣∣ρ ds(y)

and the fact that T : L2(D) −→ L2(D) as a bounded linear operator. Therefore, by the Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality we have that

ICD(z) ≤ C‖=Φ(z, ·)‖ρ
L2(D)

∫
Γ
‖Φ(· , y)‖ρ

L2(D)
ds(y).

Since, we have assumed that dist(Γ, D) > 0 we can have that∫
Γ
‖Φ(· , y)‖ρ

L2(D)
ds(y) if a fixed constant independent of z.

Then, the estimate for the imaging functional becomes

ICD(z) ≤ C‖=Φ(z, ·)‖ρ
L2(D)

and we again use the fact that J0(t) has a decay rate of t−1/2 and j0(t) has a decay rate of t−1 as
t→∞, which proves the claim.



We also note that, if only us(x, y) is measured for all (x, y) ∈ Γ× Γ, where Γ is the boundary
of a ball with large radius, and the measurement curve/surface Γ is sufficiently far away from the
scatterer then ∂νu

s(x, y) ≈ ikus(x, y) on Γ by the radiation condition. The imaging functional can
be approximated by

I far
CD(z) =

∫
Γ

∣∣∣∣∫
Γ

[
∂νΦ(x, z)− ikΦ(x, z)

]
us(x, y)ds(x)

∣∣∣∣ρ ds(y).

One would expect that ICD(z) ≈ I far
CD(z) for any z ∈ Ω which would imply that plotting I far

CD(z)
could also be used to recover the scatterer provided one does not have or can not compute ∂νu

s(x, y)
for any (x, y) ∈ Γ× Γ provided Γ is the boundary of a ball with large radius.

3 Anisotropic Inverse Scattering Problem

One of the main advantages for using a qualitative reconstruction method is that the same algo-
rithm will work for multiple scattering problems. In this section, we will show that the imaging
functional via a far-field transform IFF(z) defined in (12) as well as ICD(z) can also be used to
solve that inverse scattering problem for an anisotropic scatterer. This shows the novelty of this
direct sampling method as being a simple and robust algorithm for recovering scatterers from
point source measurements. In this problem, we are interested in determining the support of an
anisotropic inhomogeneous medium, that is characterized by constitutive parameters Q and q.

We will assume, that the matrix valued parameter satisfies that Q(x) is the zero matrix for all
x /∈ D where Q ∈ C1

(
D,Cd×d

)
. Furthermore, assume that for any vector ξ ∈ Cd

ξ · < (I +Q(x)) ξ ≥ Qmin|ξ|2 > 0 and ξ · = (Q(x)) ξ ≤ 0 for a.e. x ∈ D

where I is the identity matrix. Here we assume q satisfies the same assumptions as in the previous
section. Similarly, to illuminate the medium by an incident field ui(· , y) = Φ(· , y) generated by a
point source y ∈ Γ then the scattered field us ∈ H1

loc(Rd) satisfies
div
(

(I +Q)∇us(· , y)
)

+ k2(1 + q)us(· , y) = −div
(
Q∇ui(· , y)

)
− k2qui(· , y), in Rd

lim
r→∞

r(d−1)/2

(
∂

∂r
− ik

)
us(· , y) = 0.

(15)

where Q and q are the contrast for the anisotropic scattering medium. The well-posedness of (15)
is given in Theorem 1.38 of [1]. We again have an equivalent to the Lippmann-Schwinger equation
(see for e.g. [1])

us(x, y) = −div

∫
D

Φ(x, ·)
(
Q∇u(· , y)

)
dA+ k2

∫
D

Φ(x, ·)
(
qu(· , y)

)
dA. (16)

where again the total field is given by u(· , y) = us(· , y) + ui(· , y) and D = supp(Q) ∪ supp(q).
The measurements for the inverse problem are us(x, y) for (x, y) ∈ Γ × Γ. The analysis of the
direct sampling method to handle this problem can be done similarly to the isotropic case with
some modifications on the factorization of the near-field operator. This change is governed by
the volume integral in the Lippmann-Schwinger equation (16). The factorization of the near-field
operator for an anisotropic scatterer was studied in [9] where non-physical incident fields are used.
In order to derive a suitable factorization we use similar arguments as in Chapter 2 of [1].

We begin by reintroducing near-field operator N : L2(Γ) −→ L2(Γ) such that

(Ng)(x) =

∫
Γ
us(x, y)g(y)ds(y), ∀x ∈ Γ.



Just as in the previous section, we have that by linearity of the scattering problem we have that
for single layer potential S : L2(Γ) −→ L2(D)

(Sg)(x) =

∫
Γ

Φ(x, y)g(y)ds(y), ∀ x ∈ D

then for Sg taken to be the incident field in (15) we have that

x 7−→
∫

Γ
us(x, y)g(y)ds(y) ∀x ∈ Rd

is the corresponding scattered field. Now, motivated by the anisotropic Lippmann-Schwinger
equation (16) we define the following operators. It is well-known that S : L2(Γ) −→ H1

loc(Rd)
see [22] Theorem 6.11. So we can define the bounded linear operator

SQ : L2(Γ) −→ [L2(D)]d+1 such that SQg =
(
∇Sg|D , Sg|D

)
. (17)

We have that the corresponding dual operator S>Q : [L2(D)]d+1 −→ L2(Γ) is given by

S>Q(ϕ, ψ) = div

∫
D

Φ(z, y)ϕ(y)dy +

∫
D

Φ(z, y)ψ(y)dy, ∀ z ∈ Γ. (18)

To continue, just as in the isotropic case let w ∈ H1
loc(Rd) be the unique solution to the problem

div
(

(I +Q)∇w
)

+ k2(1 + q)w = −div(Qϕ)− k2qψ in Rd

lim
r→∞

r(d−1)/2

(
∂

∂r
− ik

)
w = 0.

(19)

for any given (ϕ, ψ) ∈ [L2(D)]d+1 where we assume that ϕ ∈ [L2(D)]d and ψ ∈ L2(D)(see for
e.g. [1] for the well-posedness of (19)). Now, to continue we define the bounded operator

T : [L2(D)]d+1 −→ [L2(D)]d+1 where T (ϕ, ψ) =
(
−Q

(
ϕ +∇w

)
|D , k2q

(
w + ψ

)
|D
)
. (20)

Similar to the isotropic case, let (ϕ, ψ) = (∇Sg|D, Sg|D) = SQg in equation (19), which implies
that the solution can be written as

w(x) = −div

∫
D

Φ(x, ·)
(
Q(∇w +∇Sg)

)
dA+ k2

∫
D

Φ(x, ·)
(
q(w + Sg)

)
dA ∀x ∈ Rd.

Therefore, we can see that w given above is the scattered field for (15) when ui is taken to be Sg.
This implies that w|Γ is equal to the near-field operator Ng for any g which when combined with
the definition of the above operators gives that

Ng = S>QT SQg for any g ∈ L2(Γ).

Now that we have this factorization of the near-field operator for anisotropic scatterers, we can
show that the direct sampling methods imaging functional via a far-field transform can be used to
recover the scatterer in this case as well.



3.1 Direct Sampling Method with ‘Far-Field’ Transformation

Now we can proceed with the decay rate as as dist(z,D) → ∞ for the direct sampling method
via a far-field transform. We will show that the decay of the imaging functional is equivalent to
the result in Theorem 2.2 for isotropic scatterers. To begin, we recall the Dirichlet-to-Far-Field
transformation Q : H1/2(Γ) −→ L2(Sd−1) as defined in (10) as well as the imaging functional

IFF(z) =
∣∣∣(QNφ(1)

z , φ(2)
z

)
L2(Sd−1)

∣∣∣
where

φ(1)
z (x) = Φ(x, z) for any φ(2)

z (ŷ) = e−ikz·ŷ for any z ∈ Ω.

Again, one of the advantages is that the imaging functional does not change for the anisotropic
scattering problem.

In order to develop the resolution analysis for anisotropic scatterers, we need to compute the
operator QS>Q for any (ϕ, ψ) ∈ [L2(D)]d+1. Notice, that the volume potential

v =

∫
D

Φ(x, ·)ϕ(x)dx for any ϕ ∈ L2(D)

maps L2(D) −→ H2(Ω) as a bounded linear operator by [4] Theorem 8.2 and standard elliptic
regularity [5]. This implies that Range(S>Q) ⊂ H1/2(Γ) and therefore the operator QS>Q is well
defined. By again applying to the asymptotic expansion of the fundamental solution we have that

QS>Q(ϕ, ψ) =

∫
D

[−ikŷ ·ϕ(x) + ψ(x)] e−ikx·ŷdx ∀ ŷ ∈ Sd−1.

From this, we recall the Herglotz wave function H : L2(Sd−1) −→ L2(D) given by

Hg =

∫
Sd−1

eikx·ŷg(ŷ)ds(ŷ)

and define

HQ : L2(Sd−1) −→ [L2(D)]d+1 such that HQg =
(
∇Hg|D , Hg|D

)
.

Therefore, by the analysis in Chapter 2 of [1] we have that

H∗Q(ϕ, ψ) =

∫
D

[−ikŷ ·ϕ(x) + ψ(x)] e−ikx·ŷdx which implies that QS>Q = H∗Q.

From this, we have obtained that QN = H∗QT SQ. We now have all we need to provide the
resolution analysis result.

Theorem 3.1. Let the imaging functional IFF(z) be defined by (12). Then for every z /∈ D

IFF(z) = O
(

dist(z,D)(1−d)/2
)

as dist(z,D)→∞ for d = 2, 3

where N : L2(Γ) −→ L2(Γ) is the near-field operator corresponding to (15).

Proof. The proof is similar to the case of an isotropic scatterer. Recall, that we have the factor-
ization QN = H∗QT SQ which implies that(

QNφ(1)
z , φ(2)

z

)
L2(Sd−1)

=
(
H∗Q T SQφ(1)

z , φ(2)
z

)
L2(Sd−1)

=
(
T SQφ(1)

z , HQ φ(2)
z

)
[L2(D)]d+1



In order to estimate the inner-product given above, we notice that

SQφ(1)
z =

(
∇Sφ(1)

z |D , Sφ(1)
z |D

)
and by Lemma 2.1 (

Sφ(1)
z

)
(x) =

1

k

(
=Φ(x, z) + ω(x, z)

)
.

This gives the estimate

‖SQφ(1)
z ‖[L2(D)]d+1 ≤ C‖=Φ(·, z)‖H1(D) + ‖ω(·, z)‖H1(D)

where the H1(D)-norm of ω(· , z) is bounded with respect to z. Now, we consider

HQφ(2)
z =

(
∇Hφ(2)

z |D , Hφ(2)
z |D

)
and recall the Funk-Hecke integral identity

(
Hφ(2)

z

)
(x) =

∫
Sd−1

e−ik(z−x)·ŷ ds(ŷ) =


2πJ0(k|x− z|) if d = 2,

4πj0(k|x− z|) if d = 3.

Therefore, by the fact that J0(t) (as well as it’s derivatives) has a decay rate of t−1/2 and j0(t) (as
well as it’s derivatives) has a decay rate of t−1 as t→∞ we obtain the estimates

‖SQφ(1)
z ‖[L2(D)]d+1 ≤ C

(
1 + dist(z,D)(1−d)/2

)
as well as

‖HQφ(2)
z ‖[L2(D)]d+1 ≤ Cdist(z,D)(1−d)/2

as dist(z,D) → ∞. By combining the above estimates with the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and
the boundedness of T proves the claim.

From Theorem 3.1 we have that the imaging functional IFF(z) is a simple yet stable method
for recovering either an isotropic or anisotropic scatterer from the measured scattered field. This
is useful since in many practical applications you may not know a prior if the scatterer is isotropic
or anisotropic, or at least may not have estimates on the coefficients. Since the matrix valued
coefficient uniquely determined by the scattering data [10] this give a simple method for solving
the inverse shape problem of recovering D without any estimates for the matrix value coefficient.

3.2 Direct Sampling Method with Cauchy Data

In this section, we present the resolution analysis for the the direct sampling method with Cauchy
data. This would give that both imaging functionals derived in Section 2 can be used to recover
isotropic and anisotropic scatterers. Just as in the previous section we will see that similar analysis
can be used to study that indicator

ICD(z) =

∫
Γ

∣∣∣∣∫
Γ
∂νΦ(x, z)us(x, y)− Φ(x, z)∂νu

s(x, y)ds(x)

∣∣∣∣ρ ds(y)

initially defined in (14). We wish to prove a similar result as in Theorem 2.5 for the case of an
anisotropic scatterer.



In order to develop the resolution analysis we consider w ∈ H1
loc(Rd) that is the solution to

equation  div
(

(I +Q)∇w
)

+ k2(1 + q)w = −div
(
Q∇f

)
− k2qf, in Rd

lim
r→∞

r(d−1)/2
(
∂
∂r − ik

)
w = 0.

(21)

for any given f ∈ H1(D). This is motivated by anisotropic scattering problem (15) for the scattered
field us. The well-posedness of (21) is guaranteed by Theorem 1.38 of [1]. From equation (21) we
see that w satisfies

∆w + k2w = −div
(
Q∇(w + f)

)
− k2q(w + f)

and by the Lippmann-Schwinger equation (see (8.13) of [4]) we have that

w(x) =

∫
D

Φ(x, ·)
(

div
(
Q∇(w + f)

)
+ k2q(w + f)

)
dA.

By the above representation of w we define the operator

TQf = div(Q(∇w +∇f) + k2q(w + f) (22)

such that TQ : H1(D) −→ [H1(D)]′ where [H1(D)]′ is the dual space of H1(D) with respect to
the L2(D) dual-product as given in the previous section. Indeed, notice that for any g ∈ H1(D)
we have that

〈g, TQf〉L2(D) =

∫
D

[
div(Q(∇w +∇f) + k2q(w + f)

]
g dA

= −
∫
D
Q∇(w + f) · ∇g − k2q(w + f)g dA

where we have used Green’s first identity along with the fact that supp(Q) = D. Then it is a
simple application of the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the well-posedness of (21) to obtain∣∣〈g, TQf〉L2(D)

∣∣ ≤ C‖f‖H1(D)‖g‖H1(D) for all f , g ∈ H1(D) (23)

where the constant C > 0 depends on the contrasts Q and q in the set D. This implies that
TQ : H1(D) −→ [H1(D)]′ is a bounded linear operator.

Notice, that by anisotropic scattering problem (15) for the scattered field us can be written as

us(x, y) =

∫
D

Φ(x, ·)
(

div(Q∇u(· , y)) + k2qu(· , y)
)

dA

where again the total field is given by u(· , y) = us(· , y) + ui(· , y). Therefore, by the definition of
the operator TQ (22) we have that

us(x, y) =

∫
D

Φ(x, ·)TQΦ(· , y)dA and ∂νu
s(x, y) =

∫
D
∂νΦ(x, ·)TQΦ(· , y)dA

where the integrals are understood as a dual-pairing on H1(D) × [H1(D)]′. We now have all we
need to prove that ICD(z) has the same resolution for thee anisotropic scattering problem.

Theorem 3.2. Let the imaging functional ICD(z) be defined by (14). Then for every z ∈ Ω

ICD(z) =

∫
Γ

∣∣∣∣∫
D

1

2i
=Φ(z, ·)TQΦ(· , y)dA

∣∣∣∣ρ ds(y)

where us is the unique solution to (15).



Proof. The proof is analogous to what is presented in Section 2.2.

Therefore, we now the similar decay rate for the imaging functional.

Theorem 3.3. Let the imaging functional ICD(z) be defined by (14). Then for every z /∈ D

ICD(z) = O
(

dist(z,D)(1−d)ρ/2
)

as dist(z,D)→∞ for d = 2, 3.

Proof. We first note that just as in the previous section we have that

ICD(z) =

∫
Γ

∣∣∣∣∫
D

1

2i
=Φ(z, ·)TQΦ(· ; y)dA

∣∣∣∣ρ ds(y)

Therefore, by the estimate (23) we have that

ICD(z) ≤ C‖=Φ(z, ·)‖ρ
H1(D)

∫
Γ
‖Φ(· , y)‖ρ

H1(D)
ds(y).

Arguing just as in Theorem 2.5, we have that the imaging functional is bounded above such that

ICD(z) ≤ C‖=Φ(z, ·)‖ρ
H1(D)

.

Again, we use the fact that J0(t) (as well as it’s derivatives) has a decay rate of t−1/2 and j0(t)
(as well as it’s derivatives) has a decay rate of t−1 as t→∞. Proving the claim.

From the results given in this and the previous sections gives reconstruction method for recov-
ering scatterers for both Isotropic and Anisotropic scatterers via direct sampling methods. This
is new in the since that we have developed the resolution analysis. This justifies that plotting
the proposed indicators will recover the scatterer. We see that the imaging functional works for
multiple types of scatterers which implies that one does not need a priori knowledge of the type
of scatterer that is being recovered.

4 Numerical Examples

We now present several numerical examples in 2D to illustrate the performance of the proposed
imaging functionals IFF and ICD for reconstructing both isotropic and anisotropic scatterers. In
all our examples. we choose Γ to be the boundary of the circle centered at 0 with radius R = 3. In
order to discretize the curve Γ we take m uniformly distributed points given by yj . The synthetic
data is then generated by the m point sources that are located at yj for j = 1, · · · ,m. We first
solve numerically the direct problem by the spectral solver (see [18] for details). This method is
based on writing the problem under the form of Lippmann-Schwinger equation and applying FFT
to accelerate matrix-vector product. This corresponds to the data us(xi, yj) where xi ∈ Γ are
uniformly distributed points for i = 1, · · · ,m. In practice, the measured data is always given with
noise. Therefore, we denote by δ the given noisy level and we define the noisy data as

us,δ(xi, yj) = us(xi, yj) (1 + δEi,j) and ∂νu
s,δ(xi, yj) = ∂νu

s(xi, yj) (1 + δEi,j)

where E is the random matrix of size m×m where the Frobenius matrix norm ‖E‖F = 1.
Now, in order to approximate the imaging functionals using the trapezoidal rule to approximate

the integrals. In the functional ICD this corresponds to the 2D trapezoidal rule approximation for
the integral over Γ × Γ. For computing IFF, we first discretized the near-field operator N via
the m point trapezoidal rule on Γ and Dirichlet-to-Far-Field transformation QM via a uniformly
spaced m point trapezoidal rule on S1. Then, the resulting inner-product is also discretized by



the trapezoidal rule. Here, we take m = 100, ρ = 2, M = 20 in all the following examples. Since
direct sampling methods are known to be very robust against noise in the data, we take the noise
level δ = 50% in the following examples.

The wave number k = 8 is fixed with parameters {Q, q} taken to be either {Q1, q1}, {Q2, q2},
and {Q3, q3} in the scatterer with

{Q1, q1} =

{[
0 0
0 0

]
, 0.3

}
, {Q2, q2} =

{[
0.3 0
0 0.5

]
, 0

}
, {Q3, q3} =

{[
0.3 0
0 0.5

]
, 0.2

}
.

Notice that {Q1, q1} corresponds to an isotropic scatterer where as {Q2, q2}, and {Q3, q3} corre-
sponds to an anisotropic scatterer. We provided examples of reconstructing multiple scatterers
for both cases. The geometry of the scatterers to be recovered are given in Figure 1. Where we

(a) One Scatterer (b) Two Scatterers (c) Three Scatterers

Figure 1: The exact geometry of the scatterer(s)

show that the imaging functionals can reconstruct multiple scatterers. In order to visualize the
imaging functionals we provide the contour plot for IFF(z) and ICD(z) in the region [−2, 2]×[−2, 2].

Example 1: One Scatterer
For our first numerical example we will consider recovering the kite shaped scatterer depicted in
Figure 1 (a). We plot the imaging functionals to recover the kite-shaped scatterer D where the
boundary ∂D =kite which is given by

kite =

{
(x1, x2) :

x1 = −0.75 + 0.3 cos t− 1.84(0.75 + 0.3 sin t)2,
x2 = 0.75 + 0.3 sin t;

0 ≤ t ≤ 2π

}
.

The reconstruction for IFF(z) is given in Figure 2 and ICD(z) is given in Figure 3, respectively.
Here we consider the case of an isotropic and anisotropic scatterer.

Example 2: Two Scatterer
Here we consider recovering a scatterer made of two disjoint components. The geometry of the
scatterer D is given in Figure 1 (b). Again we present the contour plot the imaging functionals
where the boundary is given by ∂D = disk ∪ rectangle. The disk and rectangle are given by

disk = {(x1, x2) : (x1 + 1)2 + (x2 + 1)2 = 0.252}

rectangle = {(x1, x2) : |x1 − 0.5| = 0.5, |x2 + 0.5| = 0.25}.

The reconstruction for IFF(z) is given in Figure 4 and ICD(z) is given in Figure 5, respectively.
Here we consider the case of an isotropic and anisotropic scatterer.



(a) IFF(z) with {Q1, q1} (b) IFF(z) with {Q2, q2} (c) IFF(z) with {Q3, q3}

Figure 2: The reconstruction of the kite-shaped scatterer D where the boundary ∂D =kite by the
direct sampling method with ‘Far-Field’ transformation.
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(a) ICD(z) with {Q1, q1}
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(b) ICD(z) with {Q2, q3}
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(c) ICD(z) with {Q3, q3}

Figure 3: The reconstruction of the kite-shaped scatterer D where the boundary ∂D =kite by the
direct sampling method with Cauchy data.

Example 3: Three Scatterer
For our last example we will consider recovering the scatterer that is comprised of three disjoint
components as depicted in Figure 1 (c). We plot the imaging functionals to recover scatterer D
where the boundary ∂D = kite ∪ ellipse ∪ peanut where the geometry of the scatterer is given by

kite =

{
(x1, x2) :

x1 = −0.75 + 0.2 cos t− 1.84(0.75 + 0.2 sin t)2,
x2 = 0.75 + 0.2 sin t,

0 ≤ t ≤ 2π

}
ellipse = {(x1, x2) : x1 = 1 + 0.25 cos t , x2 = −0.75 + 0.5 sin t, 0 ≤ t ≤ 2π},

peanut =
{

(x1, x2) :
[
(x1 + 0.75)2 + (x2 + 1)2

]2 − 0.32
[
(x1 + 0.75)2 − (x2 + 1)2

]
= 0.0154

}
.

The reconstruction for IFF(z) is given in Figure 6 and ICD(z) is given in Figure 7, respectively.
Here we consider the case of an isotropic and anisotropic scatterer.

Here we see that the two imaging functionals are able to recover both isotropic and anisotropic
scatterers. We also see that one can recover multiple scatterers in the presents of a significant
amount of noise in the data. The examples given validate the theoretical results given in the pre-
vious sections and shows the applicability of these new direct sampling functionals for recovering



(a) IFF(z) with {Q1, q1} (b) IFF(z) with {Q2, q2} (c) IFF(z) with {Q3, q3}

Figure 4: The reconstruction of the scatterer with two disjoint components ∂D = disk∪ rectangle
by the direct sampling method with ‘Far-Field’ transformation.
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(a) ICD(z) with {Q1, q1}
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(b) ICD(z) with {Q2, q2}
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(c) ICD(z) with {Q3, q3}

Figure 5: The reconstruction of the scatterer with two disjoint components ∂D = disk∪ rectangle
by the direct sampling method with Cauchy data.

the region D with little a priori information.

Acknowledgments: The research of I. Harris is partially supported by the NSF DMS Grant
2107891. The research of D.-L. Nguyen is partially supported by the NSF DMS Grant 1812693.

References

[1] F. Cakoni, D. Colton, and H. Haddar, Inverse Scattering Theory and Transmission Eigenvalues
CBMS-NSF Regional Conference Series in Applied Mathematics, SIAM 2016.

[2] F. Cakoni, H. Haddar, and A. Lechleiter. On the factorization method for a far field inverse
scattering in the time domain. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 51:854–872, 2019.

[3] J. Chen, Z. Chen, and G. Huang, Reverse time migration for extended obstacles: acoustic
waves, Inverse Problems, 29 (2013), p. 085005.

[4] D. Colton and R. Kress, Inverse acoustic and electromagnetic scattering theory, vol. 93 of
Applied Mathematical Sciences, Springer, New York, third ed., 2013.



(a) IFF(z) with {Q1, q1} (b) IFF(z) with {Q2, q2} (c) IFF(z) with {Q3, q3}

Figure 6: The reconstruction of the scatterer with three disjoint components ∂D = kite∪ ellipse∪
peanut by the direct sampling method with ‘Far-Field’ transformation.

-1.5 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5

-1.5

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

1.5
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