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Abstract

In this paper, we study the inverse medium scattering problem to reconstruct
unknown inhomogeneous medium from far field patterns of scattered waves. In the
first part of our work, the linear inverse scattering problem was discussed, while in
the second part, we deal with the nonlinear problem. The main idea is to apply the
linear Kalman filter to the linearized problem. There are several ways to linearize,
which introduce two reconstruction algorithms. Finally, we give numerical examples
to demonstrate our proposed method.
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1 Introduction

The inverse scattering problem is the problem to determine unknown scatterers by
measuring scattered waves that is generated by sending incident waves far away from
scatterers. It is of importance for many applications, for example medical imaging,
nondestructive testing, remote exploration, and geophysical prospecting. Due to many
applications, the inverse scattering problem has been studied in various ways. For
further readings, we refer to the following books [8, 9, 12, 28, 35], which include the
summary of classical and recent progress of the inverse scattering problem.

We begin with the mathematical formulation of the scattering problem. Let k > 0
be the wave number, and let θ ∈ S1 be incident direction. We denote the incident field
uinc(·, θ) with the direction θ by the plane wave of the form

uinc(x, θ) := eikx·θ, x ∈ R2. (1.1)

Let Q be a bounded domain and let its exterior R2 \ Q be connected. We assume
that q ∈ L∞(R2), which refers to the inhomogeneous medium, satisfies Imq ≥ 0, and
its support supp q is embed into Q, that is supp q b Q. Then, the direct scattering
problem is to determine the total field u = usca + uinc such that

∆u+ k2(1 + q)u = 0 in R2, (1.2)

lim
r→∞

√
r

(
∂usca

∂r
− ikusca

)
= 0, (1.3)
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where r = |x|. The Sommerfeld radiation condition (1.3) holds uniformly in all direc-
tions x̂ := x

|x| . Furthermore, the problem (1.2)–(1.3) is equivalent to the Lippmann-
Schwinger integral equation

u(x, θ) = uinc(x, θ) + k2
∫
Q
q(y)u(y, θ)Φ(x, y)dy, (1.4)

where Φ(x, y) denotes the fundamental solution to Helmholtz equation in R2, that is,

Φ(x, y) :=
i

4
H

(1)
0 (k|x− y|), x 6= y, (1.5)

where H
(1)
0 is the Hankel function of the first kind of order one. It is well known that

there exists a unique solution usca of the problem (1.2)–(1.3), and it has the following
asymptotic behaviour,

usca(x, θ) =
eikr√
r

{
u∞(x̂, θ) +O

(
1/r
)}
, r →∞, x̂ :=

x

|x|
. (1.6)

The function u∞ is called the far field pattern of usca, and it has the form

u∞(x̂, θ) =
k2

4π

∫
Q

e−ikx̂·yu(y, θ)q(y)dy =: Fθq(x̂), (1.7)

where the far field mapping Fθ : L2(Q) → L2(S1) is defined in the second equality for
each incident direction θ ∈ S1. For further details of these direct scattering problems,
we refer to Chapter 8 of [12].

We consider the inverse scattering problem to reconstruct the function q from the
far field pattern u∞(x̂, θn) for all directions x̂ ∈ S1 and several directions {θn}Nn=1 ⊂ S1
with some N ∈ N, and one fixed wave number k > 0. It is well known that the function
q is uniquely determined from the far field pattern u∞(x̂, θ) for all x̂, θ ∈ S1 and one
fixed k > 0 (see, e.g., [7, 37, 40]), but the uniqueness for several incident plane wave
is an open question. For impenetrable obstacle scattering case, if we assume that the
shape of scatterer is a polyhedron or ball, then the uniqueness for a single incident plane
wave is proved (see [2, 10, 33, 32]). Recently in [1], they showed the Lipschitz stability
for inverse medium scattering with finite measurements {u∞(x̂i, θj)}i,j=1,...,N for large
N ∈ N under the assumption that the true function belongs to a compact and convex
subset of finite-dimensional subspace.

Our problem for equation (1.7) with finite measurements {u∞(·, θn)}Nn=1 is not only
ill-posed, but also nonlinear, that is, the far field mappings Fθ is nonlinear because u(·, θ)
in (1.7) is a solution for the Lippmann-Schwinger integral equation (1.4), which depends
on q. Existing methods for solving nonlinear inverse problem can be roughly categorized
into two groups: iterative optimization methods and qualitative methods. The iterative
optimization method (see e.g., [3, 12, 15, 20, 27]) does not require many measurements,
however it require the initial guess which is the starting point of the iteration. It must
be appropriately chosen by a priori knowledge of the unknown function q, otherwise,
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the iterative solution could not converge to the true function. On the other hand,
the qualitative method such as the linear sampling method [11], the no-response test
[21], the probe method [22], the factorization method [29], and the singular sources
method [39], does not require the initial guess and it is computationally faster than the
iterative method. However, the disadvantage of the qualitative method is to require
uncountable many measurements. For the survey of the qualitative method, we refer
to [35]. Recently in [23, 34], they suggested the reconstruction method from a single
incident plane wave although the rigorous justifications are lacked.

The well known method to solve the nonlinear problem is the Newton Method (see
e.g., [3, 12, 27, 28, 31, 35]), which is a classical method to construct an iterative solution
based on the first-order linearization. A natural approach applying the Newton method
to our situation is to put all available measurements {u∞(·, θn)}Nn=1 and all far field
mappings {Fθn}Nn=1 into one long vectors ~u∞ and ~F , respectively, and to iteratively
solve the linearized big system of ~u∞ = ~Fq by the Tikhonov regularization, in other
words to apply Levenberg–Marquardt scheme to ~u∞ = ~Fq. However, this is computa-
tionally expensive when the number N of measurements is increasing in which we have
to construct the bigger system.

In this paper, we propose the reconstruction scheme based on the Kalman filter. The
Kalman filter (see the original paper [26]) is the algorithm to estimate the unknown state
in the dynamics system by using the time sequential measurements. The contributions
of this paper are followings.

(A) We propose the reconstruction algorithm by combination of linearization and
Kalman filter, which is equivalent to the Levenberg–Marquardt (see (4.13)–(4.17)).

(B) We also propose the reconstruction algorithm based on the Extended Kalman
Filter (see (5.12)–(5.16)).

The algorithm in (A) is proposed by understanding the Levenberg–Marquardt scheme
from the viewpoint of the Kalman filter, and the equivalence is proved by the first part
of our work [14], which showed that the Kalman filter is equivalent to the Tikhonov
regularization in the case of the linear inverse problem. The Extended Kalman filter (see
e.g., [17, 16, 24]) is the nonlinear version of the Kalman filter, which idea is to linearize
the nonlinear equation and update the state and weight every time to give one incident
measurement. The algorithm in (B) is different from that in (A) in term of when to
linearize the nonlinear equation, and the number of linearization in (B) is larger than
that in (A). The figure 1 provides an illustration for the differences of (A) and (B). The
advantages of using Kalman filter is that we do not require to construct the big system
equation ~u∞ = ~Fq, which reduces computational costs. Instead, we update not only
state, but also the weight of the norm for the state space, which is associated with the
update of the covariance matrices of the state in the statistical viewpoint (see Section
5 in [14]). Numerical experiments in Section 6 show that the reconstruction of (B) is
robust to noise and its error decrease more rapidly rather than that of (A) although
theoretical interpretations for this result is missing in this paper, which would be the
focus of future work.
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This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the Fréchet derivative
of the far field mapping F and its properties. In Section 3, we consider the linearized
problem for nonlinear equation, and recall Levenberg–Marquardt method. In Section
4, we propose two reconstruction algorithms called the Full data Levenberg–Marquardt
(FLM) and the Kalman filter Levenberg–Marquardt (KFL), and show that they are
equivalent. In Section 5, we propose the reconstruction algorithm called the iterative
Extended Kalman filter (EKF). Finally in Section 6, we give numerical examples to
demonstrate our algorithms.

2 Fréchet derivative of the far field mapping

The approach for solving the nonlinear equation (1.7) often requires the linearization
by the Fréchet derivative. In this section, we briefly recall the Fréchet derivative of the
far field mapping and its properties. We denote by L∞+ (Q) := {q ∈ L∞(Q) : ∃q0 >
0, Imq ≥ q0 a.e on Q}.

We define the far filed mapping Fθ : L∞+ (Q) ⊂ L2(Q)→ L2(S1) by

Fθq(x̂) :=
k2

4π

∫
Q

e−ikx̂·yuq(y, θ)q(y)dy =: u∞q (x̂, θ), x̂ ∈ S1, (2.1)

where the total field uq(·, θ) is given by the solving the integral equation of (1.4).

Lemma 2.1. (1) Fθ ∈ C1(L∞+ (Q), L2(S1)), that is, for any q ∈ L∞+ (Q), Fθ is Fréchet
differentiable at q, and denoting the Fréchet derivative by F ′θ[q] : L2(Q)→ L2(S1),
the mapping q ∈ L∞+ (Q) 7→ F ′θ[q] ∈ L(L2(Q), L2(S1)) is continuous, and its deriva-
tive F ′θ[q] at q is given by

F ′θ[q]m = v∞q,m, (2.2)

where v∞q,m is the far field pattern of the radiating solution v = vq,m such that

∆v + k2(1 + q)v = −k2muq(·, θ) in R2. (2.3)

(2) F ′θ[·] is locally bounded.

Proof. First, we recall that from Lemmas 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, and 2.6 in [4], there exists
C1, ..., C5 > 0 depending on k and Q such that

‖uq(·, θ)‖L2(Q) ≤ C1(1 + ‖q‖L∞(Q)), (2.4)

‖uq1(·, θ)− uq2(·, θ)‖L2(Q) ≤ C2(1 + ‖q2‖L∞(Q)) ‖q1 − q2‖L∞(Q) , (2.5)

‖uq+m(·, θ)− uq(·, θ)− vq,m(·, θ)‖L2(Q) ≤ C3(1 + ‖q‖L∞(Q)) ‖m‖
2
L∞(Q) , (2.6)

‖vq,m(·, θ)‖L2(Q) ≤ C4(1 + ‖q‖L∞(Q)) ‖m‖L∞(Q) , (2.7)

‖vq1,m(·, θ)− vq2,m(·, θ)‖L2(Q) ≤ C5(1 + ‖q2‖L∞(Q)) ‖q1 − q2‖L∞(Q) ‖m‖L∞(Q) . (2.8)
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(1) Concerning Fréchet differentiability, by using (2.5) and (2.6)∣∣u∞q+m(x̂, θ)− u∞q (x̂, θ)− v∞q,m(x̂, θ)
∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣ k24π

∫
Q
{uq+m(y, θ)(q(y)−m(y))− uq(y, θ)q(y)− uq(y, θ)m(y)− vq,m(y, θ)q(y)} dy

∣∣∣∣
≤ C6

{
‖uq+m(·, θ)− uq(·, θ)‖L2(Q) ‖m‖L∞(Q)

+ ‖uq+m(·, θ)− uq(·, θ)− vq,m(·, θ)‖L2(Q) ‖q‖L∞(Q)

}
≤ C7(1 + ‖q‖L∞(Q)) ‖m‖

2
L∞(Q) .

(2.9)

Concerning the continuity of the derivative, by using (2.5), (2.7), and (2.8)∣∣v∞q1,m(x̂, θ)− v∞q2,m(x̂, θ)
∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣ k24π

∫
Q
{uq1(y, θ)m(y) + vq1,m(y, θ)q1(y)− uq2(y, θ)m(y)− vq2,m(y, θ)q2(y)} dy

∣∣∣∣
≤ C8

{
‖uq1(·, θ)− uq2(·, θ)‖L2(Q) ‖m‖L∞(Q) + ‖vq1,m‖L2(Q) ‖q1 − q2‖L∞(Q)

+ ‖vq1,m(·, θ)− vq2,m(·, θ)‖L2(Q) ‖q2‖L∞(Q)

}
≤ C9(1 + ‖q1‖L∞(Q) + ‖q2‖L∞(Q)) ‖m‖L∞(Q) ‖q1 − q2‖L∞(Q)

(2.10)

(2) Concerning the local boundedness, by using (2.4) and (2.7)∣∣v∞q,m(x̂, θ)
∣∣

≤ C10

{
‖uq(·, θ)‖L2(Q) ‖m‖L∞(Q) + ‖vq,m‖L2(Q) ‖q‖L∞(Q)

}
≤ C11(1 + ‖q‖L∞(Q))

2 ‖m‖L∞(Q)

(2.11)

We observe the integral kernel of the linear operator F ′θ[q]. The far field pattern
v∞ = v∞(·, θ) is of the form

v∞q,m(x̂, θ) =
k2

4π

∫
Q

e−ikx̂·y [m(y)uq(y, θ) + q(y)v(y, θ)] dy. (2.12)

Here, we denote the fundamental solution for −∆ − k2(1 + q) by Φq(x, y), which is of
the form

Φq(x, y) = Φ(x, y) + w(x, y), x 6= y, (2.13)

where w = w(·, y) is the unique solution of the following integral equation

w(x, y) = k2
∫
Q

Φ(x, z)q(z) (w(z, y) + Φ(z, y)) dz, x ∈ R2. (2.14)
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By using the fundamental solution Φq, the radiating solution v = v(·, θ) can be of the
form

v(x, θ) = k2
∫
Q

Φq(x, y)m(y)uq(y, θ)dy, x ∈ R2. (2.15)

By combining (2.12) and (2.15), and using the Fubini’s theorem, we conclude that

F ′θ[q]m(x̂) =
k2

4π

∫
Q
Kq(x̂, y)uq(y, θ)m(y)dy, x̂ ∈ S1, (2.16)

where the function Kq is defined by

Kq(x̂, y) := e−ikx̂·y + k2
∫
Q

e−ikx̂·zq(z)Φq(z, y)dz. (2.17)

We denote the far field mappings F : L∞+ (Q) ⊂ L2(Q) → L2(S1 × S1) by Fq(x̂, θ) :=
Fθq(x̂), and from (2.9), the mapping F : L∞+ (Q)→ L2(S1×S1) is also C1. The following
lemma is proved by the same argument in Section 11 of [12] and Section 2 of [4].

Lemma 2.2. (1) F : {q ∈ L∞(Q) : Imq ≥ 0 a.e on Q} → L2(S1 × S1) is injective.

(2) F ∈ C1(L∞+ (Q), L2(S1 × S1)), and its derivative F ′[q] : L2(Q) → L2(S1 × S1) at q
is injective.

By Theorem 2.1 of [5], we have the following stability.

Lemma 2.3. Let W be a finite dimensional subspace of L2(Q), and Let K be a compact
and convex subset of W ∩ L∞+ (Q). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖q1 − q2‖L2(Q) ≤ C ‖Fq1 −Fq2‖L2(S1×S1) , q1, q2 ∈ K. (2.18)

Let {θi : i ∈ N} be dense in S1. We denote ~FN : L2(Q) → L∞(S1)N by ~FN (q) := Fθ1q
...
FθN q

. Following lemma is proved by the same argument in Theorem 7 of [1].

Lemma 2.4. Let W be a finite dimensional subspace of L2(Q), and Let K be a compact
and convex subset of W∩L∞+ (Q). Then, for large N ∈ N, there exists a constant CN > 0
such that

‖q1 − q2‖L2(Q) ≤ CN
∥∥∥ ~FNq1 − ~FNq2

∥∥∥
L2(S1)N

, q1, q2 ∈ K. (2.19)

Proof. We follow the proof of Theorem 7 of [1]. We first remark that the far-field
patterns are analytic functions in S1 × S1. Since dim(S1) = 1, and 1 > 1

2 , H1(S1)
is continuously embedded into C(S1), and so it is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space
consisting of continuous functions. Let PGN

: H1(S1)→ H1(S1) be the projection onto
GN defined by

GN := span{kθi : i = 1, ..., N} (2.20)
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where the basis kθi is unique solution of f(θi) = 〈f, kθi〉H1(S1). Then by Example 2 of
[1], PGN

→ IH1(S1) as N →∞ and

‖PGN
f‖H1(S1) ≤ CN ‖(f(θ1), ..., f(θN ))‖2 . (2.21)

Let PL2(S1;H1(S1)) : L2(S1×S1)→ L2(S1×S1) be the projection onto the Bochner space
L2(S1;H1(S1)) ⊂ L2(S1 × S1). We define the bounded linear operator QN : L2(S1 ×
S1)→ L2(S1×S1) byQNg(x̂, θ) = PGN

[PL2(S1;H1(S1))g(x̂, ·)](θ). Then, QN
∣∣
L2(S1;H1(S1)) →

IL2(S1;H1(S1)). By Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3, we can apply Theorem 2 of [1] (as T =

L2(S1 × S1), Ỹ = L2(S1;H1(S1)) ), which implies that there exists a large N ∈ N
such that by using (2.21)

‖q1 − q2‖ ≤ C
∥∥QNu∞q1 −QNu∞q2∥∥L2(S1×S1) ≤ C

∥∥PGN
u∞q1 − PGN

u∞q2
∥∥
L2(S1;H1(S1))

= C

{∫
S1

∥∥PGN
[u∞q1 (x̂, ·)]− PGN

[u∞q2 (x̂, ·)]
∥∥2
H1(S1) ds(x̂)

}1/2

≤ CN

{
N∑
i=1

∫
S1

∣∣u∞q1 (x̂, θi)− u∞q2 (x̂, θi)
∣∣2 ds(x̂)

}1/2

≤ CN
∥∥∥ ~FNq1 − ~FNq2

∥∥∥
L2(S1)N

(2.22)

for q1, q2 ∈ K.

3 Linearized problems

In this section, we consider the linearized problem for nonlinear equation, and recall
Levenberg–Marquardt method. Let X and Y be Hilbert spaces over complex variables C
which correspond to the state space L2(Q) of the inhomogeneous medium function q, and
the observation space L2(S1) of the far field pattern u∞, respectively. Let A : X → Y
be a nonlinear observation operator which corresponds to the far field mapping F .

For give f ∈ Y , we seek the solution ϕ ∈ X such that

A(ϕ) = f. (3.1)

We assume that we have an initial guess ϕ0 ∈ X, which is a starting point of the
algorithm, and is appropriately determined by a priori information of the true solution
ϕtrue of (3.1). We also assume that the nonlinear mapping A is Fréchet differentiable
at ϕ0, which implies that

A(ϕ) = A(ϕ0) +A′[ϕ0](ϕ− ϕ0) + r(ϕ− ϕ0), (3.2)

where the linear bounded operator A′[ϕ0] : X → Y is the Fréchet derivative of the
nonlinear mapping A at ϕ0, and r : X → Y is some mapping corresponding to the
remainder term such that r(h) = o(h) as ‖h‖ → 0. In the case to seek the solution ϕ
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close to the initial guess ϕ0, we can omit the remainder term r because its influence is
small. Then, we have the following linearized problem of (3.1).

A′[ϕ0](ϕ− ϕ0) = f −A(ϕ0). (3.3)

Although the problem become linear, the equation (3.3) may be ill-posed because the
Fréchet derivative A′[ϕ0] of A is not generally invertible. Then, by the regularization
method (see e.g., Chapter 4 of [12] and Chapter 3 of [35]), we have the regularized
solution ϕα of (3.3)

ϕα := ϕ0 +
(
αI +A′[ϕ0]

∗A′[ϕ0]
)−1

A′[ϕ0]
∗ (f −A(ϕ0)) , (3.4)

where α > 0 is a regularization parameter. Furthermore, we have an iterative algorithm
for i ∈ N0

ϕi+1 = ϕi +
(
αiI +A′[ϕi]

∗A′[ϕi]
)−1

A′[ϕi]
∗ (f −A(ϕi)) , (3.5)

which is known as the Levenberg–Marquardt method (see e.g., [19, 27]). So far, many
type of the Newton method have been studied, for example, the regularized Gauss–
Newton method (see e.g.,[3]) and the Quasi–Newton method (see e.g., [36]), and for any
other, we refer to [20, 27, 38, 43]. We remark that the regularization parameter αi > 0
in (3.5) is chosen such that the morozov discrepancy principle:∥∥f −A(ϕi)−A′[ϕi](ϕi+1(α)− ϕi)

∥∥ = ρ ‖f −A(ϕi)‖ , (3.6)

with some fixed ρ ∈ (0, 1), where ϕi+1(α) is defined as in (3.5) replacing αi by α.
Following lemma is the convergence.

Lemma 3.1 (Theorem 4.2 of [27], or Theorem 2.2 of [19]). Let 0 < ρ < 1 and assume
that (3.1) is solvable in Br(ϕ0) where r > 0 is some constant, and let ϕ† ∈ Br(ϕ0) be
its solution, i.e., f = A(ϕ†), and assume that A′[·] is uniformly bounded in Br(ϕ0), and
a tangential cone condition: there exists C > 0 such that for ϕ, ϕ̃ ∈ B2r(ϕ0)∥∥A(ϕ)−A(ϕ̃)−A′[ϕ](ϕ− ϕ̃)

∥∥ ≤ C ‖ϕ− ϕ̃‖ ‖A(ϕ)−A(ϕ̃)‖ . (3.7)

Then, if
∥∥ϕ0 − ϕ†

∥∥ < ρ/C, then the Levenberg–Marquardt method ϕi with {αi} deter-
mined from (3.6) converges to a solution of f = A(ϕ) as i→∞.

4 Levenberg–Marquardt and Kalman filter

The natural approach for solving the equation (1.7) is to put all available measurements
{u∞n }Nn=1 and all far field mappings {Fn}Nn=1 where the index n is associated with the
incident direction θn ∈ S1 into one long vector ~u∞ and ~F , respectively, and to employ
the Levenberg–Marquardt method (3.5) discussed in the Section 3. In order to study the
above general situation, let f1, ..., fN ∈ Y be measurements, let A1, ..., AN be nonlinear
observation operators, and let us consider the problem to determine ϕ ∈ X such that

~A(ϕ) = ~f, (4.1)
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where ~f :=

 f1
...
fN

, and ~A(ϕ) :=

 A1(ϕ)
...

AN (ϕ)

. By applying the Levenberg–Marquardt

method (3.5) to the above system (4.1), we have iterative solution

ϕFLMi+1 := ϕFLMi +
(
αiI + ~A′[ϕFLMi ]∗ ~A′[ϕFLMi ]

)−1
~A′[ϕFLMi ]∗

(
~f − ~A(ϕFLMi )

)
, (4.2)

where ϕFLM0 := ϕ0, and ~A′[ϕ] is denoted by ~A′[ϕ] =

 A′1[ϕ]
...

A′N [ϕ]

, and the regu-

larization parameters αi > 0 satisfies the morozov discrepancy principle (3.6). We
call this the Full data Levenberg–Marquardt. Here, ~A′[ϕ0]

∗ is a adjoint operator of
~A′[ϕ0] with respect to the usual scalar product 〈·, ·〉X and the weighted scalar product
〈·, ·〉Y N ,R−1 := 〈·, R−1·〉Y N where R : Y → Y is the positive definite symmetric invert-
ible operator, which is interpreted as the covariance matrices of the observation error
distribution from a statistical viewpoint in the case when X and Y are Euclidean spaces
(see Section 5 of [14]).

By the same calculation in (3.6) of [14], we have

~A′[ϕ]∗ = ~A′[ϕ]HR−1, (4.3)

where ~A′[ϕ]H is a adjoint operator of ~A′[ϕ] with respect to usual scalar products 〈·, ·〉X
and 〈·, ·〉Y N . Then, (4.2) can be of the form

ϕFLMi+1 = ϕFLMi +
(
αiI + ~A′[ϕFLMi ]HR−1 ~A′[ϕFLMi ]

)−1
~A′[ϕFLMi ]HR−1

(
~f − ~A(ϕFLMi )

)
,

(4.4)

Remark 4.1. Let go back to our scattering problem, which ~A corresponds to the far
field mapping ~F . From Lemma 2.2, ~F is C1, and its derivative is locally bounded.
Furthermore, from Lemma 2.4, we have Lipschitz stability on compact convex subset
of the finite dimensional subspace, which satisfies a tangential cone condition (3.7).
Therefore by Lemma 3.1, our solution qFLMi converges to true solution in the finite
dimensional subspace if the initial geuss q0 is very close to true one.

However, the algorithm (4.2) of the Full data Levenberg–Marquardt is computation-
ally expensive when the number N of measurements is increasing in which we have to
construct the bigger system ~Aϕ = ~f . So, let us consider the alternative approach based
on the Kalman filter. The Kalman filter is the linear estimation for the unknown state
by the update of the state and its norm using the sequential measurements. For details
of the following derivation, we refer to the first part of our works [14].

We consider the following problem for n = 1, ..., N

A′n[ϕ0]ϕ = fn −An(ϕ0) +A′n[ϕ0]ϕ0, (4.5)
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which arises from the linearization of the problem An(ϕ) = fn at the initial guess ϕ0.
The above problem (4.5) can be applied to the Kalman filter algorithm (see (4.21)–(4.23)
in [14]), then we obtain the following algorithm for n = 1, ..., N .

ϕ0,n := ϕ0,n−1 +K0,n

(
fn −An(ϕ0,0) +A′n[ϕ0,0]ϕ0,0 −A′n[ϕ0,0]ϕ0,n−1

)
, (4.6)

K0,n := B0,n−1A
′
n[ϕ0,0]

H
(
R+A′n[ϕ0,0]B0,n−1A

′
n[ϕ0,0]

H
)−1

, (4.7)

B0,n :=
(
I −K0,nA

′
n[ϕ0,0]

H
)
B0,n−1, (4.8)

where ϕ0,0 := ϕ0, and B0,0 := 1
α0
I. We denote the final state and covariance matrix in

(4.6) and (4.8) by ϕ1,0 := ϕ0,N and B1,0 := 1
α1
I, which is the initial guess of the next

iteration.
Next, we consider the following problem

A′n[ϕ1,0]ϕ = fn −An(ϕ1,0) +A′n[ϕ1,0]ϕ1,0, (4.9)

which arises from the linearization of the problem An(ϕ) = fn at ϕ1,0. The above
problem (4.9) can be applied to the Kalman filter algorithm as well, and we obtain the
following algorithm for n = 1, ..., N .

ϕ1,n := ϕ1,n−1 +K1,n

(
fn −An(ϕ1,0) +A′n[ϕ1,0]ϕ1,0 −A′n[ϕ1,0]ϕ1,n−1

)
, (4.10)

K0,n := B0,n−1A
′
n[ϕ1,0]

H
(
R+A′n[ϕ1,0]B0,n−1A

′
n[ϕ1,0]

H
)−1

, (4.11)

B0,n :=
(
I −K0,nA

′
n[ϕ1,0]

H
)
B0,n−1, (4.12)

We can repeat these procedure, then we obtain the following algorithm for i ∈ N0

and n = 1, ..., N

ϕKFLi,n := ϕKFLi,n−1 +Ki,n

(
fn −An(ϕKFLi,0 ) +A′n[ϕKFLi,0 ]ϕKFLi,0 −A′n[ϕKFLi,0 ]ϕKFLi,n−1

)
, (4.13)

Ki,n := Bi,n−1A
′
n[ϕKFLi,0 ]H

(
R+A′l[ϕ

KFL
i,0 ]Bi,n−1A

′
n[ϕKFLi,0 ]H

)−1
, (4.14)

Bi,n :=
(
I −Ki,nA

′
n[ϕKFLi,0 ]H

)
Bi,n−1. (4.15)

When the iteration time i is raised by one, the final state is renamed as

ϕKFLi,0 := ϕKFLi−1,N , (4.16)

and the weight is initialized as

Bi,0 :=
1

αi
I, (4.17)

where the regularization parameters αi > 0 satisfies the morozov discrepancy princi-
ple (3.6). We call this the Kalman filter Levenberg–Marquardt. We remark that the
algorithm has two indexes i and n, where i is associated with the iteration step, and n
measurement step, respectively.

Finally in this section, we show the following equivalent theorem, which is the non-
linear iteration version of Theorem 4.3 in [14].
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Theorem 4.2. For measurements f1, ..., fN , nonlinear mappings A1, ..., AN , and the
initial guess ϕ0 ∈ X, and the initial regularization parameter α0 > 0, the Kalman
filter Levenberg–Marquardt given by (4.13)–(4.17) is equivalent to the Full data Leven-
berg–Marquardt given by (4.4), that is, we have

ϕKFLi,N = ϕFLMi+1 , (4.18)

for all i ∈ N0.

Proof. We will prove (4.18) by the induction. By applying Theorem 4.3 of [14] to the
linearized problem A′n[ϕ0]ϕ = fn − An(ϕ0) + A′n[ϕ0]ϕ0 for n = 1, ..., N with the initial
guess ϕ0 and the regularization parameter α0 > 0, we have ϕKFL0,N = ϕFLM1 , which is
the case of i = 0.

Let us assume that (4.18) in the case of i − 1 holds, that is, we have ϕKFLi−1,N (=

ϕKFLi,0 ) = ϕFLMi =: ϕi. Again, we apply Theorem 4.3 of [14] to the linearized problem

A′n[ϕi]ϕ = fn − An(ϕi) + A′n[ϕi]ϕi for n = 1, ..., N with the initial guess ϕi = ϕKFLi,0 =

ϕFLMi and the regularization parameter αi > 0, then we have ϕKFLi,N = ϕFLMi+1 . Theorem
4.2 has been shown.

5 Iterative Extended Kalman filter

The usual Kalman filter is the linear optimal estimation for solving the linear system.
However in realistic applications, most systems are nonlinear, so many studies of the
nonlinear estimation have been done. The Extended Kalman filter, which is one of
the nonlinear version of the Kalman filter, is to apply the linear Kalman filter to the
linearized equation at the current state for every time to observe one measurement. For
further readings of the Extended Kalman filter, we refer to [17, 16, 24], and there also
exists other types of the nonlinear Kalman filter such as the Unscented Kalman Filter
([25]) which based on the Monte Carlo sampling without employing the linearization
approximation. In this section, we introduce the algorithm based on the Extended
Kalman filter.

First, let us start with the linearized problem of A1(ϕ) = f1 at the initial guess ϕ0.

A′1[ϕ0]ϕ = f1 −A(ϕ0) +A′1[ϕ0]ϕ0. (5.1)

By the same argument in Section 4 of [14] replacing A1 and f1 by A′1[ϕ0] and f1 −
A(ϕ0) +A′1[ϕ0]ϕ0, respectively, we have the following solution of (5.1).

ϕ1 := ϕ0 +K1 (f1 −A1(ϕ0)) , (5.2)

K1 := B0A
′
1[ϕ0]

H
(
R+A′1[ϕ0]B0A

′
1[ϕ0]

H
)−1

, (5.3)

B1 :=
(
I −K1A

′
1[ϕ0]

H
)
B0, (5.4)

where B0 := 1
α0
I and α0 > 0 is an initial regularization parameter.
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Next, we consider linearized problem of A2(ϕ) = f2 at ϕ1.

A′2[ϕ1]ϕ = f2 −A2(ϕ1) +A′2[ϕ1]ϕ1, (5.5)

Then, by the same argument in Section 4 of [14], we have the following solution of (5.5).

ϕ2 := ϕ1 +K2 (f2 −A2(ϕ1)) , (5.6)

K2 := B1A
′
2[ϕ1]

H
(
R+A′2[ϕ1]B2A

′
2[ϕ1]

H
)−1

, (5.7)

B2 :=
(
I −K2A

′
2[ϕ1]

H
)
B1, (5.8)

We can repeat them, then we have the following algorithm.

ϕn := ϕn−1 +Kn (fn −An(ϕn−1)) , (5.9)

Kn := Bn−1A
′
n[ϕn−1]

H
(
R+A′n[ϕn−1]Bn−1A

′
n[ϕn−1]

H
)−1

, (5.10)

Bn :=
(
I −KnA

′
n[ϕn−1]

H
)
Bn−1, (5.11)

for n = 1, ..., N . In order to obtain the iterative algorithm, we repeat the arguments
in the above (5.1)–(5.11) as the initial guess is ϕN . Finally, we obtain the following
iterative algorithm for i ∈ N0 and n = 1, ..., N .

ϕEKFi,n := ϕEKFi,n−1 +Ki,n

(
fn −An(ϕEKFi,n−1)

)
, (5.12)

Ki,n := Bi,n−1A
′
n[ϕEKFi,n−1]

H
(
R+A′l[ϕ

EKF
i,n−1]Bi,n−1A

′
n[ϕEKFi,n−1]

H
)−1

, (5.13)

Bi,n :=
(
I −Ki,nA

′
n[ϕEKFi,n−1]

H
)
Bi,n−1. (5.14)

When the iteration time i is raised by one, the final state is renamed as

ϕEKFi,0 := ϕEKFi−1,N , (5.15)

and the weight as
Bi,0 := Bi−1,N . (5.16)

We call this the iteratively Extended Kalman Filter. Figure 1 provides an illustration for
the difference of Kalman filter Levenberg–Marquardt (KFL, left) and iterative Extended
Kalman filter (EKF, right). When the state moves horizontally, measurements are used,
and when it moves vertically, linearization are done. There are differences in term of
when to linearize the nonlinear equation, and the number of linearization in EKF is
larger than that in KFL.

Remark 5.1. By Theorem 4.2, Kalman filter Levenberg–Marquardt (4.13)–(4.17) is
equivalent to Full data Levenberg–Marquardt (4.4), which implies that in our scattering
problem, Kalman filter Levenberg–Marquardt qKFLn,N converges to the finite dimensional
true solution (see Remark 4.1). Although we will not prove the rigorous convergence,
iteratively Extended Kalman filter (5.12)-(5.16) could be expected to have the conver-
gence because there exists several references [18, 6, 30], which discuss the convergence
of Extended Kalman filter in the context of dynamic Kalman filter in the setting of
the Euclidean space. They could be extended to our scattering setting, in particular to
infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces over complex variable.
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Figure 1: difference of KFL (left) and EKF (right)

6 Numerical examples

In this section, we provide numerical examples for the Kalman filter algorithm. Our
inverse scattering problem is to solve the nonlinear integral equation

Fnq = u∞(·, θn), (6.1)

for n = 1, ..., N where the operator Fn : L2(Q)→ L∞(S1) is defined by

Fnq(x̂) := Fq(x̂, θn) :=
k2

4π

∫
Q

e−ikx̂·yuq(y, θn)q(y)dy, (6.2)

where the incident direction is given by θn := (cos(2πn/N), sin(2πn/N)) for each n =
1, ..., N . Here, uq(·, θn) is the solution of Lippmann-Schwinger integral equation (1.4),
which is numerically computed based on Vainikko’s method [41, 42], which is a fast
solution method for the Lippmann–Schwinger equation based on periodization, fast
Fourier transform techniques and multi-grid methods. We assume that the support of
the function q is included in [−S, S]2 with some S > 0. The linearized problem at q of
(6.1) is

F ′n[q0](q − q0) = u∞n −Fnq0 + F ′n[q0]q0, (6.3)

where Fréchet derivative F ′l [q0] is of the form

F ′n[q0]q(x̂) =
k2

4π

∫
Q
Kq0(x̂, y)uq0(y, θn)q(y)dy, x̂ ∈ S1. (6.4)

where Kq0(x̂, y) is defined by (2.16).
The linearized equation (6.3) is discretized by

F ′
n[q0]q = u∞

n −Fnq0 + F ′
n[q0]q0, (6.5)
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where

F ′
n[q0] =

k2S2

4πM2
(Kq0(x̂j , ym1,m2)uq0(ym1,m2 , θn))j=1,...,J, −M≤m1,m2≤M−1 ∈ CJ×(2M)2 .

(6.6)

where ym1,m2 :=
(
(2m1+1)S

2M , (2m2+1)S
2M

)
, and M ∈ N is a number of the division of [0, S]

(i.e., the function q is discretized by piecewise constant on [−S, S]2 which is decomposed
by squares with the length S

M ), and x̂j := (cos(2πj/J), sin(2πj/J)), and J ∈ N is a
number of the division of [0, 2π] and

q = (q(ym1,m2))−M≤m1,m2≤M−1 ∈ C(2M)2 , (6.7)

and
u∞
n = (u∞(x̂j , θn))j=1,...,J + εn ∈ CJ . (6.8)

The noise εn ∈ CJ is sampling from a complex Gaussian distribution CN (0, σ2I), which
is equivalent to εn = εren + iεimn where εren , εimn ∈ RJ are independently identically
distributed from N (0, σ2I).

Here, we always fix discretization parameters as J = 30, M = 8, S = 3, N = 30, and
weight R ∈ RJ×J , which is the covariance matrix of the observation error distribution,
as R = r2I, and r = 3.

We consider true functions as the characteristic function

qtruej (x) :=

{
0.1 for x ∈ Bj
0 for x /∈ Bj

, (6.9)

where the support Bj of the true function is considered as the following two types.

B1 :=
{

(x1, x2) : x21 + x22 < 1.5
}
, (6.10)

B2 :=

(x1, x2) :
(x1 + 1.5)2 + (x2 + 1.5)2 < (1.0)2 or

1 < x1 < 2, −2 < x2 < 2 or
−2 < x1 < 2, −2.0 < x2 < −1.0

 , (6.11)

In Figure 2, the blue closed curve is the boundary ∂Bj of the support Bj , and the green
brightness indicates the value of the true function on each cell divided into (2M)2 = 256
in the sampling domain [−S, S]2 = [−3, 3]2. Here, we always employ the initial guess q0
as

q0 ≡ 0. (6.12)

Figures 3 and 4 show the reconstruction by the Kalman filter Levenberg–Marquardt
(KFL) discussed in (4.13)–(4.17) with noisy σ = 0.01 and 0.1, respectively, while Figures
5 and 6 show the reconstruction by and the iterative Extended Kalman filter (EKF)
discussed in (5.12)–(5.16) with noisy σ = 0.01 and 0.1, respectively. The first and
second columns in Figures 3 and 4 correspond to visualization for discrepancy constant
ρ = 0.4, and 0.8, respectively, while those in Figures 5 and 6 correspond to visualization
for initial regularization parameter α0 = 50, and 5, respectively, for different two shapes

14



B1 and B2, and for different two wave numbers k = 3 and k = 7. The third column
corresponds to the graph of the Mean Square Error (MSE) defined by

ei :=
∥∥qtrue − qi∥∥2 , (6.13)

where qi is associated with the state of ith iteration step. The horizontal axis is with
respect to number of iterations, and the vertical axis is the value of MSE. We observe
that the error of Kalman filter Levenberg–Marquardt blows up in some case (wave
number k = 3 and noise σ = 0.1), in which iterative Extended Kalman filter does not.
We also obverse that the error of iterative Extended Kalman filter decreases more rapidly
than that of Kalman filter Levenberg–Marquardt. Therefore, the result of iterative
Extended Kalman filter is better than that of Kalman filter Levenberg–Marquardt in
our experiments. It would be interesting to provide the ratio of convergence for two
methods to justify these numerical experiments.
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B1, k = 3, ρ = 0.4 B1, k = 3, ρ = 0.8 B1, k = 3, error graph

B1, k = 7, ρ = 0.4 B1, k = 7, ρ = 0.8 B1, k = 7, error graph

B2, k = 3, ρ = 0.4 B2, k = 3, ρ = 0.8 B2, k = 3, error graph

B2, k = 7, ρ = 0.4 B2, k = 7, ρ = 0.8 B2, k = 7, error graph

Figure 3: KFL (nosiy σ = 0.01)

19



B1, k = 3, ρ = 0.4 B1, k = 3, ρ = 0.8 B1, k = 3, error graph

B1, k = 7, ρ = 0.4 B1, k = 7, ρ = 0.8 B1, k = 7, error graph

B2, k = 3, ρ = 0.4 B2, k = 3, ρ = 0.8 B2, k = 3, error graph

B2, k = 7, ρ = 0.4 B2, k = 7, ρ = 0.8 B2, k = 7, error graph

Figure 4: KFL (nosiy σ = 0.1)
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B1, k = 3, α = 50 B1, k = 3, α = 5 B1, k = 3, error graph

B1, k = 7, α = 50 B1, k = 7, α = 5 B1, k = 7, error graph

B2, k = 3, α = 50 B2, k = 3, α = 5 B2, k = 3, error graph

B2, k = 7, α = 50 B2, k = 7, α = 5 B2, k = 7, error graph

Figure 5: EKF (nosiy σ = 0.01)
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B1, k = 3, α = 50 B1, k = 3, α = 5 B1, k = 3, error graph

B1, k = 7, α = 50 B1, k = 7, α = 5 B1, k = 7, error graph

B2, k = 3, α = 50 B2, k = 3, α = 5 B2, k = 3, error graph

B2, k = 7, α = 50 B2, k = 7, α = 5 B2, k = 7, error graph

Figure 6: EKF (nosiy σ = 0.1)
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