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CONVEXIFICATION NUMERICAL METHOD FOR A
COEFFICIENT INVERSE PROBLEM FOR THE RADIATIVE
TRANSPORT EQUATION

MICHAEL V. KLIBANOV, JINGZHI LI, LOC H. NGUYEN, AND ZHIPENG Y ANG

Abstract. An (n+1) D coecient inverse problem for the radiative sta-
tionary transport equation is considered for the rst time. A globally conver-
gent so-called convexi cation numerical method is develop ed and its conver-
gence analysis is provided. The analysis is based on a Carlem an estimate. In
particular, convergence analysis implies a certain unique ness theorem. Exten-
sive numerical studies in the 2-D case are presented.

1. Introduction

The stationary radiative transfer equation (RTE) governs the propagation of the
radiation eld in media with absorbing, emitting and scattering radiatio n. RTE
has broad applications in optics, including di use optical tomography [17], astro-
physics, atmospheric science and other applied disciplines. For exaie, in the
single particle emission tomography the coe cient we reconstruct isthe emission
coe cient [29] formula (2.1)]. The RTE we consider here is a more geeral one
since we introduce an integral operator in it.

For the rst time, we develop in this paper a globally convergent numerical
method for a Coe cient Inverse Problem (CIP) of the recovery of a spatially dis-
tributed coe cient of RTE in the ( n+1) D case,n 1. All CIPs are both
nonlinear and ill-posed. Numerical methods for inverse source prdbms for RTE
were developed in[[11, 12, 13,"31]. In the case of single particle emissimmogra-
phy, i.e. when the kernel of the integral operator in RTE is the identical zero, an
inversion formula for the inverse source problem was rst derived in[30] and tested
numerically in [L6]. Inverse problems of[[11 12,13, 16, 30, B1] are liaeones.

Our CIP is formally determined, i.e. the number of free variables in the data
equals the number of free variables in the unknown coe cient. Our data are in-
complete, i.e. the source runs along an interval of a straight line andhe data are
measured only at a part of the boundary @ of the domain of interest . This is
unlike the classical case of X-ray tomography when the source rall around
and the data are measured on the whole boundary®.
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A signi cant attention has been paid to the questions of uniquenessand stability
of CIPs for RTE, see, e.g. [[2] 14, 21, 28, 32] and the referenceised therein. We
refer here only to a limited number of works on this topic since our intgest in this
paper is in a numerical development.

Our goal is to construct a globally convergent numerical method fo our CIP,
to conduct its convergence analysis and to con rm our method via mmerical ex-
periments. To achieve this goal, we develop here a new version of theo-called
convexi cation method [2€]. The convexi cation constructs a least squares cost
functional, which is strictly convex on a convex set in an appropriateHilbert space.
The diameter of this set is xed and is an arbitrary one. We prove exisence and
uniqueness of the minimizer of that functional on that set and estinate conver-
gence rate of minimizers to the true solution depending on the level fothe noise
in the data. As a by-product, we obtain a certain uniqueness resultfor our CIP,
see Theorem 4.3 below. Also, we establish the global convergencetbé gradient
descent method of the minimization of our functional. Recall that only local con-
vergence of this method can be proven in the non-convex case. laddition, we
present numerical experiments in the 2-D case.

We call a numerical method for a CIP globally convergentif a theorem is proven,
which claims that this method delivers at least one point in a su ciently s mall
neighborhood of the solution of this CIP without an advanced knowlelge of that
neighborhood, also, se¢ [26, De niion 1.4.2] for a similar statement.n other words,
a good approximation for the true solution can be obtained without a knowledge
of a good rst guess about this solution.

Conventional numerical methods for CIPs are based on the minimizéons of least
squares cost functionals, see, e.gl1[9,115]. However, these fupcials are usually
non-convex. This means, in turn that they typically have multiple local minima
and ravines. On the other hand, since any gradient-like optimizationmethod can
stop at any point of a local minimum, then this technique needs to hae a good
rst guess about the solution. Besides, there is no rigorous guangee of neither
the existence of the global minimizer nor that such a minimizer, if it exids, is
indeed close to the true solution. These considerations have prongd the rst
author to work on the developments of the convexi cation technique with the rst
publications [24,[20].

The key element of the convexi cation is the presence of the so-died Carleman
Weight Function (CWF) in the above mentioned functional. The presence of the
CWF ensures the strict convexity property of that functional on that bounded set.
The CWF is the function, which is used as the weight in the Carleman estate
for the corresponding di erential operator, see, e.g. books[]526] for Carleman
estimates. In particular, we demonstrate in our numerical experinents that the
absence of the CWF leads to a signi cant deterioration of the numeical solution.

The convexi cation uses the idea of the so-called Bukhgeim-Klibanovmethod
(BK), which is based on Carleman estimates. BK was originally introduad in the
eld of CIPs in 1981 [8] only for the proofs of uniqueness theoremsof multidimen-
sional CIPs. The work [8] has generated many publications of many athors since
then, see, e.g. books [5, 26], papers 14,121, 22] 28] for a few wdls publications as
well as references cited therein. The majority of currently knownpublications about
BK is also dedicated to the issues of uniqueness and stability of CIPsUnlike these,
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it was originally proposed in [24,[20] to use the idea of BK for the consuction of
the above mentioned globally strictly convex cost functionals for CPs.

While initially only analytical results for the convexi cation were derive d, an
active exploration of this method for numerical studies of CIPs hasstarted from
the work [I], which has removed some obstacles for real computatis, see, e.g.,
publications [19,[27,26] for a few examples out of many. In particulg [19] and [26,
Chapter 10] demonstrate the performance of the convexi catim for experimentally
collected data for backscatter microwaves. An updated version fothe convexi ca-
tion, which combines Carleman estimates with the contraction princide, can be
found in [3] (4, [7].

In our approach, we use a certain approximate mathematical mode Our model
amounts to the truncation of a Fourier-like series with respect to aspecial or-
thonormal basis in L, (a;b) as well as to the so-called \partial nite di erences"”,
see subsection 3.3 for details. This basis was originally introduced in[}3also see
[28, Chapter 6]. We do not know how to prove convergence of our ntieod in the
case when the number of terms of this seriedl ! 1 : Therefore, the only way
to verify the validity of this model is via numerical simulations. In this r egard,
we note that truncations of Fourier-like series with respect to the same basis were
done for a variety of CIPs in [19,[27,[31] and in[[26, Chapters 7,10,12])n each of
these cases, the validity of the corresponding approximate mathmatical model was
veri ed numerically well. Similar cases of truncated Fourier series without proofs
of convergencealN ! 1 can be observed for inverse problems considered by some
other authors, see, e.g.[[16, 18]. And successful humerical veciations also took
place in these references.

Philosophically, the situation of our approximate mathematical mode being ver-

i ed in numerical studies is somewhat similar with the well known situation of the

Huygens-Fresnel di raction theory in optics. This theory is not yet derived rig-

orously from the Maxwell's system. This is why it is stated in section 8.1 & the

classical textbook of Born and Wolf [6] that \ because of mathematical di culties,

approximate mathematical models must be used in most casef pactical interest.

Of these the theory of Huygens and Fresnel is by far most powal and adequate
for the treatment of the majority of problems encountered inexperimental optics''

The conclusion we draw from this is that in the case of signi cant challanges for a
certain applied mathematical problem, it is reasonable to introduce @& approximate

mathematical model. However, this model must be veri ed numericdly.

All functions considered below are real valued ones. LeB be a Banach space
of functions ands 2 be an integer. BelowBg = IS B {z ::: Ei; s terms, is

the space ofs dimensional vector functions generated byB and with the obvious
extension of theB norm.

In section 2 we pose forward and inverse problems and prove existee and
uniqueness theorem for the solution of the forward problem. In s&tion 3 we de-
scribe our transformation procedure. In section 4 we introduce or convexi cation
functional and formulate ve theorems. These theorems are preen in section 5. In
section 6 we present our numerical results.
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2. Statements of Forward and Inverse Problems

For n 1; points in R"*! are denoted below as< = (X1;X2; 5 Xn 1;Y) 2 R™*1:
Let numbers A; a; b;d > 0, where

(2.2) l<ac<hb:

De ne the rectangular prism R"*! and parts @ ;@ ;@ of its boundary
@ as:

(2.2) = fx: A<Xiq;iiXp<Aja<y<bg;

(2.3) @ = fx: A<xgi;iiXp <Ay = ag;

(2.4) @ = fx: A<xi;i5Xy <Ay = bg;

(2.5) @ = fxpi= Ay2(ab;i=1;:;n;9:

Let 4 be the line where the external sources are,

(2.6) a=Ffx =(; 0;::;0): 2] d;dlg:

Hence, 4 is a part of the x; axis. It follows from (2I) and @2) that 4\ = ?2:

Let the points of external sourcesx run along ¢4; x 2 4. Let" > 0 be
a suciently small number. To avoid dealing with singularities, we model the
(x) function as:

( o
iXj
(2.7) f (x)= Cr exp T xp < ;
Ojxj "
where the constantC- is chosen such that
Z 5
(2.8) o exp % dx =1:
jxj< b

Hence, the functionf (x x )= f (X1 ;X 2;:uX%Xnry) 2 CY R plays the
role of the source function for the sourcex : We choose" so small that

(2.9) f(x x)=0;82 ;8 2 g

Let u(x; ) denotes the steady-state radiance at the pointx generated by the
source functionf (x  x ):We assume that the functionu(x; ) is governed by the
RTE of the following form [L7]:

(x; ) rxu(x; )+ ax)u(x; )
z
(2.10) = (%) K;; Ju(x; )d +f(x x);x2R":x 2 4

d

The kernel K (x; ; ) of the integral operator in (2210) is called the \phase func-
tion",

(2.11) K(x;5 ) Ox25 ;  2[ didl;

seel[1V]. In addition, we assume that

(2.12) K(;; )2¢C% = [ dd
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In equation (Z.10),
(2.13) a(x)= L)+ s(x);
where ,(x) and 4(x) are the absorption and scattering coe cients respectively.

As stated in section 1, a(x) is the emission coe cient [29, formula (2.1)]. We
assume that

(2.14) X)) X)) 0 ,(x)= (x)=0,x2R"™n ;

(2.15) 2005 ((x)2C2 R™

For two arbitrary points x;z 2 R"*! let L (x;z) be the line segment connecting
these points and letds be the element of the euclidean length orL (x; z) : In (2.10)
(x; ) denotes the unit vector, which is parallel to L (x;x );
X X (X1 ;X 2;55XnsY)
2.16 V)= s -= g
(2.16) ()= S =

(x, )%+ x§+:::+x,21+y2.
Denote
(2.17) D" = f(x1;:5xn;y) 2 R" [0;bjg; DA = D" \f y>ag:

Forward Problem.  Let (2.I)-(2.16) hold. Find the function

u(x; )2 Cct D"+ [ d;d satisfying equation [ZI0) and the initial condi-
tion
(2.18) uix ;x )=0for x 2 g:

Coe cient Inverse Problem (CIP). Let (B.I)-(2.16) hold. Let the function
u(x; )2 C* D" [ d;d] be the solution of the Forward Problem. Assume
that the coe cient a(x) of equation (Z10) is unknown. Determine the function
a(x); assuming that the following functiong(x; ) is known:

(2.19) g(x; )=u(x; );8& 2@ @ ;8 2( d;d):

First, we formulate and prove an existence and uniqueness theome for the so-
lution of the forward problem. We refer to [31, [32] for some other gistence and
uniqueness results for the forward problem for equation[{Z.10). dlike Theorem
2.1, the positivity of the function u was not discussed in these references. On the
other hand, we need this property ofu for our numerical method.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that (21), (22), (2.5)-(28) and (21I)-(216) hold.
Then there exists unique solutionu (x; )2 C* D"*1 [ d;d] of equation (Z.10)

with the initial condition (ZZI8). In addition, the followi ng inequality holds:

(2.20) u(x; ) m>0for (x; )2 [ d;d];
2 3
Z
(2.21) m = 9 f(x(s) x )dsb> o0

min
(x;)z@ [ dd]
L(x;x )

In addition, there exists a su ciently large number X > A such that
(2.22) u(x; )Y=0for jxqij;:5jxaj >X; 2 ( d;d):
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Proof . Equation (Z.I0) can be rewritten as
z

(2.23) D u(x; )+ a(xu(x; )= <(xX) K(Xx;; Julx; )d +f(x x);

whereD is the directional derivative of u in the direction of the vector : The rst
line of (Z2Z3) can be treated as the rst order linear ordinary di ere ntial operator
along the line segmentL (x;x ). Denote

z

(2.24) p(x; )= a(x (s))ds:
L(x;x )
Obviously, L(x;x )= fz(t)=( +t(x1 )i tXo; X ty);t 2 (0;1)g: Hence,
ds=jx x jdtin (224). We obtain
2
(2.25) p(x; )=jx xj a( +t(xg ) tXo; it ty) dt:
0

Since by [ZI3) and [ZI5)a 2 C! R"*! ; then [I8), (Z28) and elementary

calculations imply that
(2.26) D p(x; )= a(x);

where D is the operator of the directional derivative in the direction of the vector
(x; ): Consider now the integration factor ¢(x; );

(2.27) o(x; )= i ):

Then [2.26) and (Z.21) imply

(2.28) D c(x; )= a(x)c(x; ):
Multiply both sides of (2.23) by c(x; ). We obtain

(2.29) c(x; )ZD u(x; )+ c(x; Ja(x)u(x; )=

=c(x; ) (X)) K(x;; Ju(x; )d +c(x; ) (x x):

Using (Z.28), we obtain
(2.30) cD u+cau=D (cu) uD c+cau=D (cu) cau+ cau= D (cu):

Since by [2.7)-[29), (ZI3) and [ZI%)x(x; )= 1forall points x wheref (x x )6
0;thenc(x; )f (x x )=f(x x ):Hence, [Z5)[29), [ZI%) and[Z3D) imply
that problem equation (Z.29) is equivalegt with

(231) D ((cu)(x; )= c(x; ) s(x) K5 Julx; )d +f(x x):

d

Integrating (2.31) over the line L(x;x ) and using the initial condition (£18), we

obtain

z 0 z 1
ox(9); ) s(x(s) @ K(x(s);; Ju(x(s); )d Ads+

L(x;x ) d

1

U(X; ): C(X' )
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Y4
1

+m f(x(s) x )ds:
L(x;x )
Assume now that in (Z32)x 2 fy 2 (0;a)g: Hence, by [2.2)x 2 : Hence, [2.1%),
Z.23), (2.21) and (2.32) imfly

(2.32)

(2.33) u(x; )= f(x(s) x )ds;x2fy2(0;a)g:
L(x;x )
This and 2.3) imply .
(2.34) u(x; )= up(x; )= f(x(s) x)ds; (x;)2@ ( d;d);
L(x;x )
(2.35) Uo(x; ) m;

where the numberm is de ned in (E227)). In addition, (£.7], (£14) and (2.32)) imply
that (2:22) holds for a su ciently large number X > A: It follows from the above

construction that problem (B.32)- (2.34)) is equivalent with problem (2.18), (Z.29).
Let now x 2 DI*1; where the setD2*! is de ned in (ZI7). Hence, similarly

with (2224) and (2.25), for any appropriate function ' (z)

z 2
"(z(e)ds=jx x| T ( +t(xa);WXeinntxgty)dt=
L(x;x ) 0
jX X i2 X
=1 1 + (x1 )z;x—zz;:::;x—”z;z dz
y y y
0
jX X 2 X
=1 1 + (x1 )z;x—zz;:::;x—”z;z dz
y y y
0
+u + MZ'X_ZZ :::;_nz;z dz
y . y y
Hence, [Z.32) and [2.34) imply
u(Xs; X2, 5y ) =
(2.36)
X X jZ OZ X
- @ .. . A Dy
Yo (cs)(x(2); ) K(x(2);; Jux(z); )d Adz+ uo(x; );
a d
(2.37) X (z) = + (le )z;xvzz;:::;xvnz;z ;x2DM; 2( dd):

Thus, by (.22), we have obtained the dependent family of integral equations
Z22), (2.38), (Z31) of the Volterra type in the bounded domain

Dg;}',;lx = fx = (Xq; 55Xy Y) 1 jXajijXa) ;s iijXa] < X5y 2 (a;b)g:
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Furthermore, any solution of ([2.38), (Z.317) satis es (Z.22). Sinceproblem (Z.33),
(Z.38), (2.37) is equivalent with equation (Z.29) with the initial conditio n [2.18),
then it is su cient to solve problem (233}, (Z.36), (£.37). It follows f rom the well
known classical results about Volterra equations that there exiss unique function

u(x; )2 C DL [ d;d satisfying (Z38), (Z37), and this function can be
obtained via the following iterative process:

Un (X, ):
(2.38) i 0, )
= J;(C(X?( )J (c )(x(2); )@ K(x(2);; )un 1(x(2); )d Adz+ up(x; );

d

wheren =1;2; ::: It follows from (£38) that for n =0; 1:::

XMy a)

(2.39) jun (x; )i ki

P () 2Dgp [ did);
k=0
where the numberM; = M3 a; b;d;X;ka(x)kC(f) kK kc(f [ ddP) > 0 depends

only on listed parameters. Next, (Z11), [Z23#), [Z3b), [Z.3B) and(@39) imply
that estimate (2.34) holds. Finally, it follows from (212), (22I5) and (Z.38) that
functions u, (X; ) can be dierentiated once with respect to x1;:::;Xn;y; and,
similarly with (Z.39), the following estimates hold for

XMo@y a)

(2.40) jr xun (X; )j;j@un (x; )j K

k=0
for (x; )2 Dg;};;lx [ d;d] and n =0;1::: Here the number

Mo = M, a;b;d;x;ka(x)kc(f);kK kc(f [ d;d]?)?kf kcl(jxj 5 >0 depends
only on listed parameters. Estimates [Z.3P) and [[2.40) together wit (Z.22) imply
that we have found the unique functionu(x; )2 C! D" [ d:;d] satisfying

equation (2.29) with the initial condition (Z.I8). Furthermore, it follo ws from (Z.11),
(239), (Z38) and (Z.39) that (Z20) holds.

3. Transformation

3.1. An integral dierential equation without the unknown coe c ient

a(x). The rst step of the convexi cation is a transformation of the abo ve CIP
to a boundary value problem for a certain PDE of the second orderjn which the
unknown coe cient a(x) is not involved. By (E.20) we can introduce a new function
w(x; );

3.1) wx; )=inu(x; ); (x5 )2 [ did:
Substituting (8I) in (£210) and (2.19) and using (2.34), we obtain
(3.2) Z(x; ) Txw(x; )+ a(x)

=e ") (x) K(x;; )e"™)d;x2 ; 2( dd);
d

(3.3) wx; )je = (x; );
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- 9xs )ix2@ @ 5 2( dd);
(34) 9 (x; )= Up(X; );x2@ ; 2( d;d):

Di erentiate both sides of (B:3) with respectto and use@a(x) 0: We obtain
an integral di erential equation with the derivatives up to the second order,

(X; ) rxw (xX; )+ @ (x; ) rxw(x; )

o z
@5 = g e W) Kk )evtidd x2 ;2 did):

We have (x; )=( 1(X; ); 20%; )i nea (X5 ) 5 where by (Z16)
X1

1(x; )= 4

(X1 )2+ X3+ i+ X2+ y2

Xk

k(x; )= 4 s k=250
(X1 )P+ X3+ i+ x2+y?
y
(X2 )P+ X3+ i+ X2+ y2
Hence, [2.1)-[2.6) imply that with a constant M3 = M3 (A;d) > 0 depending only
on numbersA;d the following estimates are valid:

@ «(X; ) . k(X)) M3

net (X; )= @

(3.6) ) ) — k= 1mnx 25 2[ did:
Dividing (85) by n+1 (x; ); we obtain
@wy(x; )+ %wy(x; )
(3.7) ! : ) @w, (xi )+ : € s, (x; )
%@@ e "0¢ )ZdK(x; ; )e"tdd =05x2 ; 2( did);
(3.8) w(x; )ie =Inau(x; ):

The new equation [3.7) does not contain the unknown coe cient a(x) : We need
now to solve problem [3), [38).

3.2. An orthonormal basis in Lo( d;d). We now describe the orthonormal ba-

sis in Ly( d;d) of [23] and [Z6, section 6.2.3], which was mentioned in section 1.

Consider the set of linearly independent functionsf Se gl.,. This set is complete

in the spaceLy( d;d). Applying the Gram-Schmidt orthonormalization procedure

to this set, we obtain the orthonormal basisf s ( )gl., in L2( d;d). The function
s( ) has the form

(3.9) s( )=Ps( )e ;8 0

where Ps( ) is a polynomial of the degrees. Even though the Gram-Schmidt or-
thonormalization procedure is unstable for the in nite number of elements, it is
still stable for a non large number of elements, and this was obserdein numerical
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studies of, e.g. [[26, Chapters 7,10,12],[27] and references citduetein. Consider

the N N matrix My = (sk){sim0 0+

z
(3.10) ask = o() «()d:
d
It was proven in [23], [26, section 6.2.3] that

lifs=k;
Oifs<k:
By (B11) detMy = 1: Hence, the matrix My is invertible.

Remark 3.1 . The invertibility of the matrix My is the single most important
property of the orthonormal basisf s( )gl.,: Consider, for example any basis of
either classical orthonormal polynomials or orthonormal rigonometric functions in
Lo( d;d). Since the rst function of such a basis is a constant, then itfollows from
(B10) that the rst raw of the analog fn of the matrix My consists of only zeros.
Hence, the matrix If/IN is not invertible.

(3.11) sk =

3.3. A coupled system of nonlinear integral di erential equatio ns. Repre-
sent the function w(x; ) as truncated Fourier series with respect to the above basis
fos( )gi:0 and also assume that the derivativew (x; ) can be represented as the
sum of the term-by-term derivatives of that series

K 1 K 1
(3.12) w(x; )= Ws(x) s( )i w (x; )= ws(x) p( ):

s=0 n=0
Therefore, we now need to nd the vector function W (x) of coe cients wg(x);
where

(3.13) W (x) = (\Wp; 1 Wy 1)T (x):
Substituting (B12) in (B.7), we obtain

1 .
* gui oy Qo)X

1
s=0 n+t (X5 ) s=0 @WSy(X) n( )
X Iy e~
M@iws(x) (s)( )+ @ I(x, )

+ P ——
n+1 (X5 ) e=0 j=1 N+l (x5 )

@ ws(x) s( )
s=0 i=1
s(x)
) n+ (X5 )
@ 1 'z 1
@4eXp ws(X) s( ) K(x;; )exp Ws(x) s( ) d O
s=0 n=0
=0;x2 ; 2( d;dy:

Using (3.8), (312) and [3.13), we obtain the boundary condition forthe vector
function W (x) ;

(3.15) W (x)je = P (X) = (po;:pn 1)' (X);

(3.14)
|3
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2
(3.16) ps(x)= Infga(x; )] s()d;n =0;:5N L
d

Multiply sequentially equation (814) by functions ¢ ( );k=0;:;N 1 and
integrate with respectto 2 ( d;d): We obtain

X
(3.17) (Mn + Apsz (X)) Wy (x) + Al X)Wy, X)+ F(W(x);x)=0; x2 ;
i=1

where Apsy 2 Cyz~ and A; 2 Cy2 ;i =1;::nareN N matrices, the
N D vector function
(3.18) F(s;x)2 Cc? RN*n+t

is generated by the operator in the fourth line of [3.14). Here, [3.8) follows from

@12), 13), (Z15), (33) and [3.14). Obviously the vector funtion F (W (x) ;x)
is nonlinear with respect to W (x) : By (B.8) and (??)

Ci.

(3.19) KA (X)kCN 2(7) E,
where the numberC; = C; (A;d;N;b) > 0 depends only on listed parameters.

It follows from (E.I) and (BI9) that there exists such a numberag > 1 that the

matrix

(3.20) Dn (X) = (My + Apag (X)) = My |+ M tAL(X)
is invertible with the inverse matrix
(3.21) Dy'(x);8a ap=ag(Ad;N)>1; 82 ;

where the numberag (A; d; N ) depends only on listed parameters. Thus, the matrix

DNl (x) exists if the domain is located su ciently far from the line of source s
d-

Remarks 3.2 :

(1) To work with the convexi cation method, we need to assume hbal that
the derivatives Wy, in (B.I7) are written in nite di erences, unlike the
y derivative, and the grid step sizeh hg > 0 with a xed constant hy.
The latter assumption is a practical one since one does not Elw the grid
step sizes tend to zero in practical computations.

(2) The assumptions that the sign\ " is replaced with the sign\="in (B8.12),
(B-14) and [B.I7) as well as the assumption of item 1 form our pproximate
mathematical model, see section 1 for a discussion of the iss of approxi-
mate mathematical models. Our speci ¢ model is veri ed compitationally
in the 2D case in section 6.

3.4. Partial nite di erences. Let m > 1 be an integer. Considem partitions
of the interval ( A;A); see [Z.2):
(3.22)

A=Xio<Xip1<iIl<Xim = AXi+1 Xig =hj=0;um Li=1;mnn

We assume that
(3.23) h hg = const: > O
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De ne the discrete subset " of the domain as:

(3.24) D= i g o)
n - 0
(3.25) "= D @B= (s ol )T 2 iy 2 (aih

We denotex" = (xij ;¥):xij 2 1;y2(a;h : By (E3)-(Z5) and B.24), (3.25)

the boundary @ " of the domain " is:
e"=a@'"[e"[a@"
@"= §fy=ag;@"= 1§ fy=hy
@ "=f(x;0y):(Xm:y) Y2 (&D;i=1;5ng:
Let the vector function Q(x) 2 C, (). Denote
QP (y)= Q(xij ;y); i =1;:5m) =0;ummy 2 (&)

Q"(x") = Q" (xyy Xz iunXngiY) Y2 (a;h):
Thus, Q"(x") is an N D vector function of discrete variablesxi; 2 " and

continuous variable y 2 (a;b): Note that the boundary terms at @ " of this
vector function, which correspond to Q(x) jg n;are Qg(y) [ Qfy, (y) ;i =

.
1;::;n: For two vector functions QW (x) = QY (x); QWP (x)  and Q@ (x) =
T
QP (x);:: QP (x)  their scalar product Q@ (x) Q@ (x) is de ned as the scalar
productin RN and Q@ (x) = QW (x) QW (x): Respectively
()= m 1)

3.26)  QWNh(x") Q@M (x")= O (i 1 9QP" (x5 1Y)
k=1 (ijj )=(1 ;1)

q—
(3.27) Q"(xM %= Q"(x") Q"(x"); Q"(x") = Qh(x") QN(xM):

We will use formulas (3.26), [3.2T) everywhere below without furthe mentioning.
We excludej = 0 and j = m here since we work below with nite dierence
derivatives as de ned in the next paragraph.

We de ne nite di erence derivatives of Q"(x") with respect to x1;:::; X, only
at interior points of the domain " with as:

(3.28) @ Q"(x") = QR (x") = Q" (xaj; Xz Xnj 5Y) o =

QM (Xqj 55 Xk 1 Xk +1 3 Xk 5 25 X 5Y) QU (Xaj s 55 Xk 1 X 13 Xk 555 Xng 1Y)

2h

The second line of [3.ZB) should be adjusted in an obvious fashion fd¢ = 1 and
k= n: Also, in that line j =1;::;m 1. We now de ne discrete analogs of spaces
Cn ,Hi ()and L2 () as:

h ~h = heyhy. Ahyh _ = h
Cn Q'(x") 1 QU(XT) ¢ max i:TrrI;]ja=;m Qj(y) <1
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QUM QXM fun iy =
N
(iik )=tym W i

Hﬁ;h "= h 2 h rohy 2 h 2
py) T+ QR (x™) T+ @Qj(y) T dy<1

W AW

(ijik )=(1 ;1r;]1) a
H'i;:h0 h Qh(xh)ZHé;h h :Qh(xh)j@hzo

2
Qh(xh); 8Qh(xh) L2n ( h)9=
(i J=pm 1) < 2 =

(0]

IMV/ © - -

2:h h
I‘N

1
W NV 00 |

2 - .
_ n(y) “dy. <1 3
(i )=(1 ;1) a ' '

By embedding theoremH" " cl " and
hyyh h(yh camh 5 ylh  h o
(3.29) Q"(x") ch (™) C, Q"(x™) H LD (7h)!8Q 2 Hy ;

where the numberC, = C; (hg;A;a;b; ) > 0 depends only on listed parameters,
and the number hg is de ned in (B:Z3).

Remark 3.3. Since we work with nite dierence derivatives (B.28) only at
interior points of the discrete domain h. then in any di erential operator below
we useW" x" = wh(y) E:: ;;Elnirln) Y.y 2 (a;b; i.e. boundary points X0 and
Xim are involved only in nite di erence derivatives W x" at x;1 and Xim 1.
Points x;.¢o and x;n are not included in [3.Z26) for the same reason.

Using (3.22)-(328), we now rewrite problem [3.I5){(3.1l7) in the fom of nite

di erences with respect to xy;:::; X as:
(3.30)
X
DY x" wy xM o+ A XM wl xM o+ FRowh XM ooxh o =oixh 2
i=1
(3.31) W x" jgn= PN x"
In (B30) N N matrices Al x" 2 Cy " ,the matrix Df, x" 2C M is
the discrete analog of the matrix Dy (x) de ned in (8:20) By (8.19) and (B.20)
(3.32) DY ¢ (v CeiBa ao=ao(AdiN)> 1
N 2
The vector function FM™ Wh x" ;x" the discrete analog of the vector function
F in (B17), and by GI8) F" wh xM :x" itis twice continuously di erentiable
with respect to components ofW" x" . By (B:Z1)) there exists the inverse matrix
h 1 oh
DR x" and

3.33 ph 7 Csi8a ap= ap(Ad;N)> L

( ) N ch, () 3 a = ao( )

Furthermore, (B:19) and (3.33) imply fori =1;::;n

(3.34) Di ‘AP xh o (v iR @= a0 (A;d;N) > 1;
N 2

Here and everywhere belowC; = C3 A;d;N;a;b; hg; kK kcl(— [ ddP?) > 0 de-
notes di erent constants depending only on listed parameters.

IMV ©

,§ ;
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The following formulas are discrete analogs off(3.12) and{3.13):
X 1 K 1
335  w'(x"; )= whi(x") W( ) @w'(x"; )= wh(x") 2();
n=0 n=0

(3.36) WhxMy = whinwl T (xM):
Suppose that we have found the vector functionWw"(x") in (8336). Then, to nd

the discrete analoga” x" of the unknown coe cient a(x) ; we use [3:2) and[3.3b)
as:

A
(3.37) a" x" = 2_1d x" ) rew(x; )d +
0 ’ 1
1Z hyh. £ h(yh.
* o4 @ (") (xMy KM e (" )d Ad; xh2 N
d d

4. Convexification Method for Problem (3.30), (831) []

Let R > 0 be an arbitrary number. De ne the setB R;P" as
4.1) N o
ph — whopglh h .ywh oh i — ph yh . \h :
B R,P" = W"2H WT T jgn=P" x' ;W H;:h(h)<R ;
whereP" x" is the boundary condition in (8:31). Consider matricesG!' x" and
the vector function " wh xh ;xh

(4.2) G x" = D "AM x";

(4.3) howh xh ox" = D xP PEh wh xhoxh

By (B18), B33), (334), (41)-(@3) and the multidimensional analay of Taylor

formula [34]

(4.4) G xh e () Cs; 8 ag>1 i=1:::n;
(4.5) howh xh oxh cy(m) G 8wW" 2 B (R;Ph);
N
(4.6)
nwloxMoxh o= wp o x ox™ o+ wp XM ox o wl o ow X"

+ 5w x" swhoxM ox" ;8w w2 B(R;Ph);8x"2 h;
where the vector function 1 W' x" ;x" isindependent onW) x" ;the vector
function § W xM ;wl x" ;x" isnonlinear with respectto W) W x" ;
both these vector functions are continuous with respect to theirvariables for x" 2
h and the following estimates hold for allW}; W} 2 B (R;Ph) and forall x" 2 "

(4.7 1 W oxhoxh Cs; 8W!' 2 B (R;Ph);8x" 2 M
(4.8) Bowp xMowhoxhoxh Cs Wi wh? xh ;82 M
also, seel(3.27).
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Lemma 4.1 . Let A be ak k matrix which has the inverseA ®: Then there
exists a number = (A) > 0 such that kAx k? kxk®;8x 2 RX; where k k is
the euclidean norm.

We omit the proof since this lemma is well known.

Corollary 4.1 . The following inequality holds:

X
Dy x™ w x" + Al x"ow] X"
i=1

o

X
Cs W) x" + G x"w] x"  ex"2 M

Proof . Denote

X
(4.9) Yy x" o =w) x" o+ e xowg xM o+ hwh xhxh
=1
We have
X 2
(410) DR x" Wi x" o+ AN M wp x" = DR X" Y X %

i=1
The rest of the proof follows immediately from (4.2), (43) and Lemma4.1.

Introduce the following weighted cost functionalJ  W" :
!

x
411) J w" = DRW!+  APWR +F" wh oxhooxh eV
i=1 Li?h( ny
Minimization Problem. Minimize functional (£:IT) on the set B (R;P"):

Theorems 4.1-4.5 are our analytical results about the functionall.  W"
Theorem 4.1 (Carleman estimate). Assume that the numbera ag; as in
(B33). Then there exists a su ciently large number ¢ = ((A;d;N;a;b;hg) 1
depending only on listed parameters such that the followinGarleman estimate holds
! 2
X
(4.12) wh x" o+ Gt x" wp oxM ey
i=1 Li?h( n
2 whey

whey 2

h Lh h . .
y L,Z\‘;h( h)+ 8W 2HN;O ,8 0-

Lﬁl:h( h) .
Theorem 4.2 (the central analytical result). The following three assertions
hold:

1. The functional J W" in (FII) has the Fechet derivative J°© WM 2

Hﬁ;;ho hat any point WM 2 B (R;PM) and for any value of the parameter 0:
This function satis es the Lipschitz condition
(4.13)

Jowh o 90wl Cs W W) Y vy i BWI WS 2 B (R;P)

for all 0; where the numberC4 > 0 depends on the same parameters as ones
in C3 as well as on :
Assume that the numbera ap; as in ([3.33). Then:

Hy (M)
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2. There exists a su ciently large number 3
(4.14) 1= 1(R;A;d;N;a;b; hp) o 1
depending only on listed parameters such that the functional W" in (FIT) is
strictly convex on the setB (R;P"); i.e. the following inequality holds:

@153 WP 3 wh 3o wh owh owh gt wh o owh ﬁ#h(h);

(4.16) 8 1;,8W WP 2 B (R;PN):

3. For each 1 there exists unique minimizer W . 2 B (R;P") of the
functional 3 W" on the setB (R;P") . Furthermore, the following inequality
holds:

(4.17) 30 whino o owhowh 0, 8W" 2 B (R;PM):

Theorem 4.3 follows immediately from [4.15) and[[4.15). This is a certairunique-
ness result for our CIP, which is obtained as a by-product. A further discussion of
the uniqueness issue is outside of the scope of this paper.

Theorem 4.3 . Assume that the numbera  ag; as in (333). Then there
exists at most one pair of functions Wh;a" 2 HI" " LZ" " satisfying
conditions (3.30), (B-37).

We now estimate the accuracy of the minimizerw, . depending on the level
of the noise > 0 in the data. Following the concept of Tikhonov for ill-posed
problems [33], we assume the existence of the exact solution

(4.18) wh 2B R;P"
of problem (3:30)-(3.31) with the exact, i.e. noiseless dat®" ;i.e. forx" 2 P

X
(4.19) Dﬂ x" W; x" o+ Aih x" W;‘i x" + FPowh X" ox" =o0;
i=1

(4.20) wh xM jga=P" x"
Suppose that there exists a vector functionS" 2 H,ﬁ;h h such that
h yh i _ ph ,h . h .
(4.22) S" x" jgn=P" x*; S MRy <R:
Let S" 2 HL" M be such a vector function that
h yh i _— ph h . h .
(4.22) S x' j@n=P" x',; S WL () <R:
We assume that
h h .
(4.23) s" S Hinny <

Theorem 4.4 . Assume that the numbera ap; as in (3.33). Suppose that
conditions {@.19)-(B-23) hold. Also, consider the number »;
(4.24) 2= 1(2R;A;d;N;a;b; h);
where 1 (R;A;d;N;a;b;ho) is the number in (4.14). Let W}, .  be the minimizer
of functional (FII) on the set B (R;P"); which was found in Theorem 4.2. Let
2 (0;R) be a number. Suppose thaf {4:18) is replaced with

(4.25) wh 2B R ;P" andCs; <:
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Then the vector function W belongs to the open seB R;P" and the fol-

min ;
lowing accuracy estimate hoIds:2
(4.26) Wain; , W' i) Ca:

Consider now the gradient descent method of the minimization of fultional
@I1) on the set B (R;PM): Let WY 2 B R=3;P" be an arbitrary point of this
set. We treat it as the starting point of the latter method. The sequence of this
method is:

(4.27) wWh=w, J° W), n=1;2:;

where > 0 is a small number and ; is the same as in[[4.24). Note that since
by Theorem 4.2 functionsJ®, W/ ; 2 H{", ", then all vector functions W,
have the same boundary conditionsP":

Theorem 4.5. Let conditions of Theorem 4.4 hold, except that[(4.2p) is refaced
with
(4.28) wh 2B (R )=3P" andC; < = 3

Then there exists a su ciently small number > Oand anumber = ()2 (0;1)
such that in (Z.27) all functions W' 2 B R;P" and the following convergence
estimates hold:

(4.29) wh wh nowhowh

min; 2 H't:h( n) min; » thl:h( h);

(4.30) whoowh in(ny Ca * " W Wh., HIP(hy
(4.31) al a" g m G+ " wg o whi Hin ()

where af! x" and af! x" are functions which are obtained fromW," and W"
respectively via [3.35) and [3:37).
Remarks 4.1 :

(1) Estimates (4.29)-(4.37)) guarantee the global convergencef the gradient
descent method[(4.2]7) sinceR > 0 is an arbitrary number and the starting
point W{ is an arbitrary point of the set B R=3;P" , see section 1 for
our de nition of the global convergence. Note that any gradint-like method
converges only locally for a non-convex functional, i.e. itnheeds a good rst
guess about the correct solution.

(2) Although the above results are valid only for su ciently large values of the
parameter ; we have established computationally in section 6 that = 5
works quite well. It was computationally established in a maber of works
on the convexi cation for a variety of CIPs that values 2 [1; 3] work well
numerically, see, e.g.[28, Chapters 7-10] [27/] and references cited therein.

(3) An analogy to the issue of item 2 is that any asymptotic theorybasically
states that if a parameter X is su ciently large/small, then a certain “nice'
formula provides a good approximation for something. In pratice, however,
given a speci ¢ problem with speci ¢ values of its parametes, only numer-
ical experiments can clarify which exactly values ofX are so su ciently
large/small that this “nice' formula indeed provides that god approxima-
tion.
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5. Proofs
We use in this section [3.26)1{(3.2B) and Remark 3.3 without further mentioning.

5.1. Proof of Theorem 4.1.  In this proof, W" 2 Hﬁ;;ho " is an arbitrary func-
tion. It follows from (8.23) and (B.28) that

(5.1) W) eV fa;h( . Cs WheY ﬁi;h( b BWI 2 HYR P
By (B4) and (B.1)
X ! 2
(5.2) Gh x" wl x" Y Cs; WheY
i=1 Li;h( ny

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and [5.2), we obtain
!

0 2
we x" o+ e xowg xM ey
i=1 L,Z\‘;h( h)
hay 2 hay 2 .
(5'3) C3;1 Wye L,Z\‘;h( h) C3;2 W e Li;h( h)'

It makes sense to use two number€s.1; Cs.2 > 0 here, both depend on the same
parameters as ones inCz: Consider now the rst term in the second line of (5.3).
Introduce a new vector function V" x" = wh xh e¥ : Then

wh xM = v xh e Yowy x" = v x" v Xt e Y
2 2 2
wy xM ey = v M v XD 2V xM vt xh o+ 2 vt xh
=@ V"«x" 24 2 yh w2,
Hence,
, (i )=gmm 1) h , ,
(i )=(1 ;1)
2
(5.4) + 2 wheY L. o
Ly M

SinceW" x" j,-p=0;8W" 2 HY) " ;then (&3) implies

2
LM

2

h 2 h .
(5.5) Wy ey w"eY L2h( ny -

Adding the term  W/eY ig;h
N
we obtain forall > 0

(n to both sides of [5.3) and then dividing by \2",

(5.6) whey 2 1 whey 2 b whey 2 :
' yEotem o2 YTt em T2 L
Hence, taking 3  4C32=Ca1; o and using (5.3) and [5.6), we obtain the

target estimate (4.12) of this theorem.
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5.2. Proof of Theorem 4.2.  Let W' x" ;W] x" 2 B (R;P")be two arbitrary
points. Denote v x" = w} x" w] x" : By @)

(5.7) vi2Hg, "
By (21I)
(i )=nm 1)
(5.8) Jowg =3 wWp+V" o=
()= ;1)
2 > x;

DY Wi, + v+ Al Wi+, +FNoWh+ vt oxh @Y dy:

a i=1

Consider the integrand in the second line of[(5.B8) without, howeverthe term eV :

By (£.2), (£.3), (A.9) and @.10)

2
X
(5.9) Dy Wy, +w + AN X" Wi vy + FD oW vhxn
i=1
" "
. 2
h h h X h h h h h h.yh
= Dy Wy +v + G Wi, +v, + Wi + v X
i=1

Consider the term " W] + v";x" : By (&6)-(ES8) we have for allx" 2 P
(5.10)
nwP vt = o wxt o+ whx v xS whw e

(5.11) 1 WX Ca bowhwlevhxh e v XD

It follows from (5.10) and (5.11) that the second line of [5.9) is:

" #
DN Wi +w + G Wy, +vp + "W+ vxh
i=1

" #

= Db whel Glwh+ P it
i=1

+2Dy Wi+ GIW, + owpix”
i=1

X
(5.12) Dy W+ GM+ g wiixM vt X"
i=1
!
X
+2Df Wi+ GPWq, + " owpx” DY 5 Wi wWp+vhx"
n |:l !# 2
+ DR ovi e+ GPVE 1 WX v X+ DWW xh
i=1
The linear with respect to v term in (5:12) is the scalar product of the third and
fourth lines of this equality. We denote the latter as Lin v! x" ;x" : The sum
of fth and sixth lines of (5.12) contains only nonlinear terms with respect to v":
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We denote this sum asNonlin v? x" ;x" : It follows from Corollary 4.1, (B:32),

#.2)-@.8), (5.11) and (5.12) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

(5.13) '

X
. 2 —
Nonlin vM x" ;xP Csz W+  GMv, Cag VM x" “:8xM2 b
i=1
Just as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, it again makes sense to use twoopitive

constantsCs.3; C3.4 > 0 here, both depend on the same parameters as ones involved
in C3: Taking into account (£:8), (6:9) and the second line of [5.IR), we oksin

(5.14) J Wh =3 wlh+vh =3 wh o+

(i )=ggnm 1) 2 (i )=gm 1) 2
+ Lin v x" ;x" €Y dy+ Nonlin V1" x" :x" €V dy:

(i5)=(1 ;1) 4 (B )=(1 1) 4

It follows from (£4)-(£56), (B2 and from the third and fourth lines of (E.12),
which form Lin vh x" ;x" : that the rst term in the second line of (5.14) is a
bounded linear functional with respect to v mapping Hﬁ;;ho P in R: We denote
this functional as W] V" : By Riesz theorem there exists unique function
JO WP 2HE, M such that

(5.15) EOWP OV o= 30w v e 2 HE "
where (;) is the scalar product in Hﬁ;;ho h It follows from (B:33), (B:34), (&.2)-

(@&7) and the fth and sixth lines of (5.12) combined with (61T) thatf or V" Hin oy <
N
1
(i )=fgm 1) 2 ,
Nonlin v x" :x" €Y dy Cze?? VI Wi ny
N
(#)=1;1) 4
Hence, [5.14) implies that
J WP+ g owf Jo wp ;vh_O h _ h o
thkHl;h( » = \ Hl:\ll;h( ny o as v H;;h( hy - .
N
Thus, J© W :H, " ! Risthe Fechetderivative of the functional J ~W"

at the point W/]': We omit the proof of estimate (ZI3) since this proof is completely
similar with the proof of Theorem 3.1 of [1].

We now prove (4.15%), [4.16). Using [6.IB){(5.15), we obtain
J o Wlh+vh o owp g0 whovh

X
(5.16) C3;3 Vh + Gith_ ey C3;4 veY iz;h( h)Z
i=1 le\l;h( hy N
Let the number o be the one chosen in Theorem 4.1. Recallind(53.7) and using
Theorem 4.1, we estimate the second line of(5.16) for all 0;
!
X 2 )
(5.17) Css vl + GihVQi ey Cs4 vhey L 2h
N

y cm
i=1 Lﬁlih( hy



CONVEXIFICATION FOR A CIP FOR THE RTE 21

2 2
. +
Lil'h( hy

2 2
Cs Ve viey 7, Csaq V'EY 7. :
3 y Lﬁ’h( hy 3;4 Lﬁ’h( hy

Choosing 1 o So large that §C3=2> 2C3.4 and using (5.17), we obtain
2

X
2
(5.18) C3;3 VQ + GihVQi ey C3;4 Vhey L,z\‘;h( ")
i=1 er\‘?h( hy
2 2 2
Cs we’ Lznny t veY L20( ny

Combining (5.18) with (6.18), we obtain (£.15), (4.186).

Finally, given (BI5) and (4.18), existence and uniqueness of the miniimer
Whi,. of the functional 3 W" on the setB (R;P") as well as estimate [Z.1)
follow immediately from a combination of Lemma 2.1 with Theorem 2.1 of|[1].

5.3. Proof of Theorem 4.%. Denote

(5.19) Bo(2R)= VM2 HY M o:ovh Hin (i < ZRO
Consider the vector functionsV"; VP

(5.20) vhi=wh gsh.gwh2B R;P" ; VP =w" gsh:
By (£.18), (.21), @4.22), (5.19) and [5.20)

(5.21) Vvl 2 Bo(2R):

Consider now the functionall V" ;

(5.22) I VM :Bo(2R)! R;I VM =J vh+sh:

An obvious analog of Theorem 4.2 holds fol V" : However, it follows from
(521 that we need to replaceR with 2R in (&I4) in this case, i.e. we need to use

now the number » in (&24). Let V. . be the minimizer of I , V" on the set

Bo (2R):
Considerl V" =3 VvM + s :By (&I5), @I6) and (5.22)
2
I 2 Vh I 2 Vnr:in; 2 |02 Vrgin; > Vh Vnr:in; 2 Cs Vh Vrgin; 2 H’t:h( h):

By @ID) 1° Vmn,, V" Vi, O:Since I, Vi,
then the latter estimate implies

(5.23) VAL VAL
Next, by (B20) and (5.22)

(5.24) I, vh =3, vh +sh =3 wh+ gh gn

By (E19) the right hand side of @I1) equals zero ifW" is replaced with W" :
Hence, using [4.2){4.3), [4.2B) and [(5.20), we obtainJ , WM + sh gh
Cs 2: Hence, [5.28) and [5.24) lead to:

0 as well,

2

h
2 HEM( Csl , V

(5.25) VAL VAU, uin(ny  Ca:
Using again [4.23), [5.20), triangle inequality and [5.25), we obtain
(5.26) wh s s Cs:

HY" (M)
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Herefvh, . = vh . S": By (@25), 6:26) and the triangle inequality Wl . Hah
R: Hence, [41), [4.21), [EID) and[[5.211) imply that "
(5.27) hn:, 2B RPM

Now, let W/, . . be the minimizer of the functionalJ , W" onthe setB (R;P");
which is claimed by Theorem 4.2. LetQp, .., = W/, .~ S":ThenQh, . 2
Bo (2R) : Hence,

J, Who., =J3,Vvh.,+G J, QY. ,+G = _mn J, wW"

’ ’ ’ B(RP M)

Hence, by [5.27) f/vnqm; , is also a minimizer of the functional J , W" on the
set B (R;P"): However, since such a minimizer is unique by Theorem 4.2, then

Mo, = Wh.. 2B R;P" : Hence, estimate [5.25) holds wherfv}; . s

h.
min; 2

replaced with W, : The latter immediately implies (£.28).

5.4. Proof of Theorem 4.5.  Consider again the minimizerw/, . of the func-

tional J , W on the setB (R;P"): Then @#28) and Theorem 4.4 imply that
W,?]m; ,2B R=3 PM : To prove @29), we now modify the proof of Theorem 6 of
[25]: to adapt it for our speci c case.

Weset = ,;where = ,isdenedin (&2Z4). It obviously follows from (E.I5)
that
(5.28) 3% wf 3% wlowp ow) o Cs W)W

2 2

h 2
1 H’t?h( ny

forall WP; W} 2 B R;P" :Considerthe operatorT W" :B R;P" I HL" .
(5.29) T wh=w"h 30 wh
Using @I3) and (5.28), a contraction property of the operatorX W" ; it was

proven in [1, Theorem 2.1] and in[[26, page 97] that there exists a suciently small
number > 0 and a number = () 2 (0;1) such that

(5.30) Tw! T wh Mt () wp W Mt ()

forall W; W) 2 B R;P" : However, it was not proven in [1,26] that the operator
T mapsB R;P" initself.

SinceW/y,,. , is an interior point of the set B R;P" ;thenJ® wh . = =0:
Hence, by [5.29)
(531) Wntlin; 2 = T Wr?]in; 2
Consider now the vector function W = T W§ = W J° W{ : Since by

Theorem 4.2 the functionJ® W{ 2 th,;;ho h;then W jgn= Wl jgn= P
Next by (£:30), (6:31)) and triangle inequality
W:{] Wr?]in; =T W(? T Wr?]in;

2 HZ" (M) 2 HZ"(CM)

" 2R 2R

(5.32) w¢ Wrin: 2 win(ny 3 < 3
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Hence, [425), [4.26) and triangle inequality imply W' Hin(ony < R: Hence, by
N
@D W] 2B R;P" : Similarly by (532)
wp o wh wp o ow

min; 2 thl:h( ny min; 2 H;:h( hy
2R
2 HEM (M) < 3
Hence, applying again triangle inequality, we obtainW)' 2 B R;P" : Continuing
this process, we obtain [4.2B).
To prove ([#.30), we note that by triangle inequality, (£.26) and (29

Wr? wh Vvnrllin ; wh + Wr:] Wrrr11in ;

2 HY™ (M)

2 h h
WO Wmin ;

HYM (™) 2 H{" (")

C; + " Wé‘ W,';]in;2 Hin ny -

The proof of estimate (4.31) follows immediately from [3:35){3.3V) ad {30).

6. Numerical Studies

In order not to introduce new and complicated notations, we slightly abuse below
some notations of the previous sections. Nevertheless, the subace is always clear
from the context presented below.

6.1. Numerical implementation. We have conducted our numerical studies in
the 2-D case. Belowx = (x;y) and, according to (Z.2) and (Z.6)
(6.1) = fx:x2( AA);y2(a;b;A=1=2;a=1;b=2;
ag=fx =(;0: 2] d;dg;d=1=2:
As to the kernel K (x; ; ) of the integral operator in (E.10), we work below with
the 2D Henyey-Greenstein function [17]:
1 1 ¢ ) 1

(6.2) KX;; )=H( )=

2d 1+g2 2gcos( ) 9= 3

Here, g = 1=2 means an anisotropic scattering, which is half ballistic withg = 0 an
half isotropic scattering with g = 1 [LT] [12,[13]. We take the same functionf (x)
as one in [Z.T), [2.8) with" = 0:05:

We assume that
_ 5; X2 ;
(6-3) s(x) - 0; X 2 RZ n
Given ([©.3), we use formula [Z.IB) for the coe cient function a(x) and we take in
this formula

(6.4) (x) = c= const: > O; inside the tested inclusion,
' e 0; outside the tested inclusion.

We perform the numerical tests with a variety of the value of the paameter ¢ =
5;10; 15; 20; 30, see below. Therefore, by (613) and{6l4)

(6.5) inclusion/background contrast =1 + g:

From the Physics standpoint (x) = 5 in the domain means that an average
particle scatters every 1/5 of the unit. Hence, by (6.1) and [63) the maximal
average number of scattering events for a particle emitted from goint x 2 ¢
and entering is around 5 before this particle leaves [11] 12| 13]. This might
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happen in optics before the true di usion occurs, e.g. in the case othe so-called
\snake photons" [10].

In computational results below c 6 const: inside of computed shapes of letters.
Hence, we set for computed inclusion/background contrasts weeaplace [6.5) with:

. . 1
(6.6) computed inclusion/background contrast = 1 + c

To solve the forward problem (Z10), [ZI8), we have solved integlaequation
(2.38) with the function ug taken from (2.34). To do this, we have used the discrete
form of (Z.34), (Z.38) and the trapezoidal rule. The discretizationsteps with respect
to x;y; wherehy, = hy = h =1=40: The discretized integral equation [Z.36) was
solved as a linear system using the Matlab function . Thus, the solution of
this forward problem has provided computationally simulated data for the inverse
problem to us.

To minimize the convexi cation functional J  W" in (&I1), we have written
in the nite di erences form not only the x derivative as in section 4 but the
y derivative as well. Also, integrals with respect to were written in the discrete
form using the trapezoidal rule. The mesh sizes were di erent fromones for the
forward problem. They were:

(6.7) hy=hy=h =h=1=20

Then we have minimized the resulting functional J .gis wh |

max ,(x):

68)  Jas W' = DRW!+A"W]+F" wh xMox"eY iz;h( "

N
in its fully discrete form with respect to the values of the vector function W" at the
grid points. Vector functions and matrices in (&8) are full analogs d those in (4.11)
with the only di erence that they are fully discrete in the above sense, rather than

“partially' discrete as in sections 4,5. The same is true for the nornk kLZ;h( hy -
N

It follows from (6.1) and (6.7) that we had total 20 20 N unknown parameters
in our minimization procedure. To solve the minimization problem, we hawe used
the Matlab's built-in function fminunc with the quasi-newton algorithm. The
iterations of the function fminunc were stopping when the following inequality
occurred at the iteration number k:

Jas W' <102
By (B.I4) our technique requires computations of rst derivatives with respect to
Note, however, that (3.8) and (3.12) imply that it is not necessary to calculate
the  derivative of the boundary data, which is an advantage, since boudary data
are noisy. The derivatives@ of functions s( ) and the function K (x; ; ) were
calculated via nite di erences.

We have introduced the random noise in the boundary datag; (x; ) in (B4) on
the boundary @,

(6.9) a(x; )=alx; )@+ )
Here , is the uniformly distributed random variable in the interval [0 ; 1] depending
on the point x 2 @ with =0:03 and = 0:05; which correspond respectively to

3% and 5% noise level.
To solve the minimization problem, we need to provide the starting W{' (x")
for iterations. Due to the global convergence property of our méhod, the vector
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function W (x") = wl.o(x"); i wl 1.o(x™) T should not have any information

about the exact solution W" (x"): On the other hand, due to (@.J), we should

have W x" jgn= P" x" : Therefore, in all numerical tests below we choose
the starting point as the discrete version of the following vector function:

Ws;o(X;y) = % (AZAX)WS( Ajy)+ (X+A)WS(A;y) +
(6.10) +:—2L (E Zl)ws(x;a)+ ()é Z)Ws(x;b) ;$=0;:5N L

Expression [6.10) represents the average of linear interpolationsside of the square
with respect to x direction and y direction of the boundary condition for

Ws (X;y) :

6.2. Numerical results.  Recall that we reconstruct the coe cient a(x) = ¢ (x)+

a (X); where functions ¢ (x) and ,(x) are given in (€3) and (€4) respectively.
Our results for Tests 1-4 are for noiseless data and the results ffolest 5 are for
noisy data as in (6.9).

To demonstrate a good performance of our technique, we intentimally test it
for rather complicated shapes of inclusions, which are non convexnd have voids.
More precisely, our inclusions are letters "A’, "' and two letters joint ly "SZ'. "SZ'
stands for “Shenzhen', the city where the campus of the Southertniversity of
Science and Technology, the work place of the third and fourth aubors, is located.
Thus, in our tests the coe cients ,(x) in (B.4) have shapes of those letters located
inside of the 1 1 square de ned in (&1).

Test 1. We test the letter A" with ¢ =5 in (64). This is our reference case.
More precisely, we use this test to gure out optimal values of paraneters N and
: As soon as optimal parameters are selected, we use them then fall other tests.

First, we selectN . To do this, we solve the forward problem [2.10) [2.18) for the
case when the functions ¢ (x) and (€3) and (€4) respectively and inc = 5: Hence,
by (&5) the inclusion/background contrast is 2:1 in this case. Next,we calculate
norms kwsg (x)kLz() and compare them. We have observed that th., ()  norm
of the function ws(x) decreases very rapidly when the numbes is growing. More
precisely, we have obtained that

M1
kws (x)kLz()
s=3
(6.11) =0 =0:0084
kws (x)kLz()
s=0
which means less than 1%. The values of normkwg (x)k,_z() for s = 0;::5;11
are displayed in Table[1 and Figure[1. One can observe that startingrbm s = 3,
these norms are much less than those fogs = 0;1;2: We conclude therefore, that
we should take in our tests

(6.12) N =3:

Next, given the optimal value of N = 3 in (612), we select the optimal value
of the parameter of the Carleman Weight Function €Y in (6.8). To do this,
we test the same letter "A' with ¢ = 5 inside of it for values of the parameter
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Table 1. The L,() norms of functions ws (x), s = 0;1;:::;11
for the reference Test 1 withc =5 in (€4).

S 0 1 2 3 4 5
kws(x)k_ , | 5.7122| 1.6383| 0.1630| 0.0118| 0.0091| 0.0077

S 6 7 8 9 10 11
kws(x)k , | 0.0067| 0.0061| 0.0055| 0.0057| 0.0058| 0.0054

61,
N \
= 3 \
”
E \
0 \
0 2 5 8 11

index of functions W

Figure 1. The decrease with respecttes oftheL,()  norms of
functions ws (x), s =0; 1;:::; 11 for the reference Test 1 withc =5

in (6.4).

=0;1;2;3;4,;5;6; 7: Our numerical results are presented on Figur€l2. We observe
that the images have a low quality for = 0;1: Then the quality is improved and
is stabilized at =5: Thus, we treat =5 as the optimal value of this parameter.
We use this value in all subsequent tests. The value = 5 tells us that even
though our theorems 4.1-4.5 require su ciently large values of the @mrameter ;
the computational practice shows that a reasonable value of can be chosen. The
same observation was made in all previous works on the convexic&n of this
research group, see items 2 and 3 in Remarks 4.1 in the end of sectidn

Now we want to demonstrate numerically again that N = 3 is indeed a good
choice ofN for our optimal value of =5: Taking =5; we test the same letter
"A' as above withc=5init, but for N =1;2;3;5;7;12 The results are displayed
in Figure Bl One can observe that reconstructions have a low qualitffor N = 1; 2.
Next, the reconstructions are basically the same folN = 3;5;7; 122 However, the
computational cost increases very rapidly with the increase oN. Thus, using also
Table[D, Figure[d and (6.12), we conclude that to balance between #reconstruction
accuracy and the computational cost, we should us&l = 3. Thus, in all subsequent
computations we use

(6.13) N=3; =5:

Test 2. We test the reconstruction of the coe cient a(x) with the shape of
the letter "A" where the function , (x) is given in (&4) with dierent values of
the parameter ¢ = 15;20; 30 inside of the letter "A'. Thus, by (©.8) the inclu-
sion/background contrasts now are respectively 4 : 1, 5: 1 and 61. Our compu-
tational results for this test are displayed on Figure[4. One can obsrve that the
quality of these images is good for all four cases, although it slightly dteriorates
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Exact A=1
2 10 10 2 10
. H
L
1 5 5 1 PNt 5
-0.5 0.5 -0.5 0.5
A=4
10 10 2 10
5 5 1 5
-0.5 0.5
A=7
10 10 | . H 10
5 1 5 1 5
-0.5 0.5 -0.5 0.5

Figure 2. The reconstructed coe cient a(x), where the func-
tion ,(x) is given in (®&4) with ¢ = 5 inside of the letter
"A'. The goal of here is to test di erent values of the parameter

=0;1;2;3;4,5,6;7forN =3 asin (6.12). The value of can be
seen on the top side of each square. The images have a low qual-
ity for = 0;1: Then the quality is improved and is stabilized at

=5: Thus, we select =5 as an optimal value of this parameter
for all follow up tests.

for ¢ = 20 and ¢ = 30: The computed inclusion/background contrast is accurate,
see [6.6).

Test 3. We test the reconstruction of the coe cient a(x) with the shape of the
letter * " where the function  , (x) is given in (&4) with ¢ = 5 inside of the letter ™ ".
Results are presented on Figur&]5. We again observe an accurateconstruction.

Test 4 . We test the reconstruction of the coe cient a(x) with the shape of two
letters "SZ' where the function  (x) is given in (&4) with ¢ =5 inside of each of
these two letters and , (x) = 0 outside of each of these two letters. In this test,
N =3; =5asin (613). Results are presented on Figur€l6. The image quality
is lower than one for the case of the single letter *' on Figure[3. Nevetheless,
the quality is still good and the computed inclusion/background contrasts (6.8) are
accurate in both letters.

Test 5. In this test we use noisy data as in [69) with =0:03 and = 0:05;
i.e. with 3% and 5% noise level. We test the reconstruction of the coecient a(x)
with the shape of either the letter A’ or the letter "', where the fun ction , (x)
is given in (&4) with ¢ = 5 inside of each of these two letters. Again,N = 3,

=5 as in (613). The results are shown in Figure[¥. One can observe auorate
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N=2 N=3
H 10 | E H 10 | . H 10
5 1 5 1 5
-0.5 0.5 -0.5 0.5
N=7 N=12
H lo | . H lo | . H 10
5 1 5 1 5
-0.5 0.5 -0.5 0.5

Figure 3. The reconstructed coe cient a(x), where the function
2 (X) is given in (©4) with ¢ =5 inside of the letter "A". We took
the optimal value of the parameter =5 (see Figure[2) and have
tested di erent values of the parameterN =1;2;3;5;7;12. A low
quality can be observed forN = 1; 2. The reconstructions are basi-
cally the same forN = 3;5;7;12. However, the computational cost
increases very rapidly with the increase oN , which is explained by
(€17), Table[d and Figure[1. We conclude, therefore, that to bal-
ance between the reconstruction accuracy and the computatioal
cost, we should useN =3 as in (612). Thus, we use below =5

and N =3.

reconstructions in all four cases. In particular, the inclusion/badkground contrasts
(6.8) are reconstructed accurately.
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