arXiv:2210.09112v1 [math.NA] 17 Oct 2022

Contemporary Mathematics

Reconstructing a space-dependent source term via the quasi-reversibility method

Loc H. Nguyen and Huong T.T. Vu

Abstract. The aim of this paper is to solve an important inverse source problem which arises from the well-known inverse scattering problem. We propose to truncate the Fourier series of the solution to the governing equation with respect to a special basis of L^2. By this, we obtain a system of linear elliptic equations. Solutions to this system are the Fourier coefficients of the solution to the governing equation. After computing these Fourier coefficients, we can directly find the desired source function. Numerical examples are presented.

. 1. Introduction

Let d ≥ 1 be the spatial dimension. Fix a wavenumber k > 0. Let [θ, θ] be an interval of angles. Let u_0 = u_0(x, θ), (x, θ) ∈ R^d × [θ, θ], be the incident plane wave that illuminates the medium at an angle θ. This choice of u_0 as the incident wave arises from the well-known inverse scattering problem, stated later. Let u(x, θ), (x, θ) ∈ R^d ×[θ, θ], be the wave function that is governed by the Helmholtz equation and the Sommerfeld radiation condition

(1.1) { Δu(x, θ) + k^2c_0(x)u(x, θ) = −k^2p(x)u_0(x, θ) x ∈ R^d , ∂_{|x|}u(x, θ) − iku(x, θ) = o(|x|^{1−d2} ) |x| → ∞. Here, c_0 : R^d → [1, ∞) and u_0 : R^d × [θ, θ] → C are given functions. The function c_0 represents the background dielectric constant of the medium.

Let Ω be an open and bounded domain of R^d with a smooth boundary. Assume that the source function p is compactly contained in Ω. We are interested in the following problem.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 35R30; Secondary: 78A46. Key words and phrases. Inverse source problem, truncated Fourier series, approximation, Carleman estimate, convergence.

The work of LHN was supported by US Army Research Laboratory and US Army Research Office grant W911NF-19-1-0044 and was supported, in part, by funds provided by the Faculty Research Grant program at UNC Charlotte.

©0000 (copyright holder) 1

Problem 1.1 (Inverse source problem). Determine the source function p(x) for all x ∈ Ω from the following boundary measurements

(1.2) f(x, θ) = u(x, θ) and g(x, θ) = ∂_ν u(x, θ)

for all (x, θ) ∈ ∂Ω × [θ, θ]. Here, ν(x) is the unit normal vector to ∂Ω at x.

This inverse source problem is the linearization of the nonlinear inverse scattering problem. Since the inverse scattering problem has many real-world applications; mostly in exploring some inaccessible regions from external measurement; for e.g, bio-medical imaging, nano-sciences, security, seismic exploration. Therefore, Problem 1.1 is significant in those fields. The solver for Problem 1.1 proposed in this paper consists of three steps.

(1) We derive a system of linear elliptic equations. Solution of this system is a vector involving the first N Fourier coefficients of the function w = −u/(k^2u_0), N ∈ N, with respect to a special basis of L^2 introduced in [35].

(2) We apply the quasi-reversibility method developed in [49] to solve the system obtained in Step 1.

(3) Directly compute the desired source from the solution obtained in Step 2. The inverse source problem and some of its versions were studied intensively.

We cite to [7, 8, 9, 24, 27, 28] for the uniqueness, stability and numerical methods to solve inverse source problems for the case when the medium is homogeneous; i.e. c_0 = constant. The numerical reconstruction methods in those publications are based on the least squares optimization method. Good quality reconstructions due to those approaches are achieved only when the wave number k is large. We observe that when k is large, the data is very sensitive with noise. This is because of the high oscillation of the data. Unlike this, the reconstructive method in this paper and the method in [49] do not require the data at high frequency. Therefore, we can reconstruct the source with reasonable value of k. The difficulty about the noise is overcome.

As mentioned in step 2 above, we only compute the first N Fourier coefficients of the function w = −u/(k^2u_0). That means we only solve Problem 1.1 in an “Galerkin” approximation context. Rigorously verifying the convergence of this approximation as N → ∞ is extremely challenging. We assume that this approximation is valid. In contrast, this numerical approach is very effective for many kinds of inverse problems; see e.g. [47, 36, 48, 50, 41]. This is the reason we employ this technique again in this paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide in details the formulation of Problem 1.1. In Section 3, we establish the approximation context and derive a system of PDEs that plays an important role in our algorithm. In Section 4, we recall the quasi-reversibility method to solve the system obtained in Section 3. We present numerical study in Section 5. Section 6 is for concluding remarks.

2. The significance of Problem 1.1

Problem 1.1 is the linearization of the nonlinear inverse scattering problem, which has many real-world applications. We will list some of the important applications later. Let c : R^d → [1, ∞) be the spatially distributed dielectric constant of the medium. For each angle θ ∈ [θ, θ], define ξ(θ) = (cos θ, sin θ, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ S^{d−1} that represents the direction of the angle θ in the x_1x_2-plane. Here, S^{d−1} = {x ∈ R^d , |x| = 1} is the unit sphere in R^d . We use the plane wave, so-called the incident plane wave, of the form

(2.1) v_0(x, θ) = e^{ikx·ξ(θ)} for all (x, θ) ∈ R^d × [θ, θ], k > 0,

to illuminate the medium. The incident wave propagates in space and scatters. The resulting total wave v(x, θ) is governed by the Helmholtz equation

(2.2) Δv(x, θ) + k^2c(x)v(x, θ) = 0 for all x ∈ R^d , θ ∈ [θ, θ]

and the Sommerfeld radiation condition

∂_{|x|}v_{sc}(x, θ) − ikv_{sc}(x, θ) = o(|x|^{1−d2} )

where

(2.3) v_{sc}(x, θ) = v(x, θ) − v_0(x, θ) for all (x, θ) ∈ R^d × [θ, θ]

is the scattering wave.

By (2.1), the angle between the x_1 axis and the propagation of incident wave in the x_1x_2 plane is θ. Roughly speaking, θ can be considered as the angle of view. Since we consider the case of complete angles of view, we choose [θ, θ] = [0, 2π]. The study of Problem 1.1 in the case of partial angle of views will be studied later.

The inverse scattering problem is formulated as follows.

Problem 2.1 (The inverse scattering problem). Let Ω be a bounded and open domain of R^d with smooth boundary. Given the boundary measurement v_{sc}(x, θ) and ∂_ν v_{sc}(x, θ) for all (x, θ) ∈ ∂Ω × [θ, θ], determine the spatially distributed dielectric constant c(x) for all x ∈ Ω,

Why is the inverse scattering problem interesting and significant? According to the formulation of Problem 2.1, we want to compute the information of the spatially distributed dielectric constant of the medium from the external measurement of the wave field. The knowledge of the reconstructed spatially distributed dielectric constant of a medium directly provides significant information about unknown objects inside that medium; for e.g, position, shape, size and physical properties. Typical examples of those objects are anti-personnel explosive devices buried under the ground, cancerous tumors inside living tissues, and nano structures. Therefore, solving the inverse scattering problem has important applications in bio-medical imaging, nondestructive testing, radar, security, optical physics, seismic exploration, nano science. Hence, the inverse scattering problem and the related ones have been intensively studied. We list here several approaches: the imaging techniques based on sampling and the factorization methods [1, 3, 14, 16, 20, 26, 32, 43, 42, 45, 52], the methods based on optimization [4, 15, 17, 23, 25, 53], the methods based on Born series [12, 19, 22, 33, 37, 44], the method based on linearization [5, 6, 10, 18], and the convexification method [29, 30, 31]. See [21] for a more complete list.

The current paper contributes to the field by solving the linearization of the inverse scattering problem. Assume that the dielectric constant c is a perturbation of a background function c_0. For simplicity, in this section, we choose c_0 to be identically 1. That means, the function c is of the form (2.4) c(x) = 1 + ηp(x) for all x ∈ R^d where 0 < η ≪ 1 and p is a function that indicate the unknown inclusion. Therefore, the wave function v satisfies (2.5) Δv(x, θ) + k^2(1 + ηp(x))v(x, θ) = 0 for all (x, θ) ∈ R^d × [θ, θ]. It is not hard to verify that (2.6) Δv_0(x, θ) + k^2v_0(x, θ) = 0 for all (x, θ) ∈ R^d × [θ, θ]. Let u = v_{sc}/η. It follows from (2.5) and (2.6) that (2.7) Δu(x, θ) + k^2u(x, θ) = −k^2p(x)v(x, θ) for all (x, θ) ∈ R^d × [θ, θ]. It is obvious that lim_{η→0} v(x, θ) = v_0(x, θ). Thus, since η is a small number, equation (2.7) can be approximated as (2.8) Δu(x, θ) + k^2u(x, θ) = −k^2p(x)v_0(x, θ) for all (x, θ) ∈ R^d × [θ, θ]. By choosing u_0 as the incident wave v_0, we derive Problem 1.1. While the argument above only give an example for the motivation to solve Problem 1.1, our method to solve inverse problem is not limited in the context of the inverse scattering problem. That means, the proposed method in this paper can be applied in the general case when u_0 is not necessary to be the incident wave v_0.

3. An approximation context Define (3.1) w(x, θ) = − u(x, θ) k^2u_0(x, θ) or u(x, θ) = −k^2w(x, θ)u_0(x, θ)

for all (x, k) ∈ Ω × [θ, θ]. Since Δu(x, θ) = −k^2Δ[w(x, θ)u_0(x, θ)], we have for all (x, θ) ∈ Ω × [θ, θ] (3.2) Δu(x, θ) = −k^2 [ w(x, θ)Δu_0(x, θ)+u_0(x, θ)Δw(x, θ)+2∇w(x, θ)·∇u_0 (x, θ) ] . On the other hand, it follows from the Helmholtz equation in (1.1) and the second identity in (3.1) that Δu(x, θ) = −k^2 [ c_0(x)u(x, θ) + p(x)u_0(x, θ) ] = −k^2 [ − k^2c_0(x)w(x, θ)u_0 (x, θ) + p(x)u_0(x, θ) ] for all (x, θ) ∈ Ω × [θ, θ]. This and (3.2) imply

w(x, θ)Δu_0(x, θ) + u_0(x, θ)Δw(x, θ) + 2∇w(x, θ) · ∇u_0(x, θ) = −k^2c_0(x)w(x, θ)u_0(x, θ) + p(x)u_0(x, θ) or all (x, θ) ∈ Ω × [θ, θ]. Therefore, (3.3) Δw(x, θ) +

[ Δu_0(x, θ) u_0(x, θ)

+ k^2c_0(x) ] w(x, θ) + 2∇w(x, θ) · ∇u_0(x, θ) u_0(x, θ)

= p(x) for all (x, θ) ∈ Ω × [θ, θ]. To eliminate the unknown p, we differentiate (3.3) with respect to θ. We obtain

(3.4) Δ∂_θw(x, θ) + ∂_θ

[ Δu_0(x, θ)

u_0(x, θ)

+ k^2c_0(x) ] w(x, θ) + [ Δu_0(x, θ)

u_0(x, θ)

+ k^2c_0(x) ] ∂_θw(x, θ) + 2∇∂_θw(x, θ) · ∇u_0(x, θ) u_0(x, θ) + 2∇w(x, θ) · ∂_θ [ ∇u_0(x, θ) u_0(x, θ) ] = 0 for all (x, θ) ∈ Ω × [θ, θ]. Solving the third order equation (3.4) is extremely challenging. An analytic and numerical approach to solve it is not developed yet. Suggested by [49], we only consider an approximation context due to a truncation of the Fourier series of the solution w(x, θ) with respect to the special basis. This basis was first introduced in [35]. We briefly recall the construction of this basis. For each m ≥ 1, define ϕ_m(θ) = (θ − θ_0)^{m−1} exp(θ − θ_0) where θ_0 = (θ + θ)/2. The sequence {ϕ_m}^∞_{m=1} is complete in L^2(θ, θ). Applying the Gram-Schmidt orthonormalization procedure to the sequence {ϕ_m}^∞_{m=1}, we obtain an orthonormal basis in L^2(θ, θ), denoted by {Ψ_m}^∞_{m=1}. It is not hard to verify that for each m, the function Ψ_m(θ) has the form Ψ_m(θ) = P_{m−1}(θ − θ_0) exp(θ − θ_0), where P_{m−1} is a polynomial of the degree (m − 1). The following result plays an important role in our analysis.

Proposition 3.1 (see [35]). For m, n ≥ 1, we have

(3.5) s_{mn} = ∫_θ θ Ψ_m(θ)Ψ^′_n(θ)dθ = { 1 if n = m, 0 if n < m. Consequently, let N > 1 be an integer. Then, the N × N matrix

(3.6) S = (s_{mn})^N_{m,n=1}

has determinant 1 and is invertible.

Recall the function w defined in (3.1). For each (x, θ) ∈ Ω × [θ, θ], we write

(3.7) w(x, θ) = ∞∑ n=1 w_n(x)Ψ_n(θ) ≃ N∑ n=1 w_n(x)Ψ_n(θ)

where

(3.8) w_n(x) = ∫_θ θ w(x, θ)Ψ_n(θ)dθ, n = 1, 2, . . . Remark 3.1 (The choice of N). The cut-off number N in (3.7) is chosen numerically as follows. For each N, we define φ(N) = ‖ ‖ ‖w(x, θ) − N∑ n=1 w_n(x)Ψ_n(θ) ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞(Γ×[θ,θ])} where Γ is a subset of ∂Ω. Since the function u is given on ∂Ω × [θ, θ]), using (3.1) and (3.8), we can compute φ(N) directly. We then choose N such that φ(N) is sufficiently small. In our computation, N = 35. With this choice of N, we have φ(N) < 5 × 10^{−3}. See Figure 1 for an illustration.

From now on, we assume that the approximation in (3.7) is valid. Plugging the truncating formula (3.7) into (3.4), we obtain

(3.9) N∑ n=1 Δw_n(x)Ψ^′_n(θ) + ∂_θ

[ Δu_0(x, θ) u_0(x, θ)

+ k^2c_0(x) ]^N∑ n=1 w_n(x)Ψ_n(θ)

+ [ Δu_0(x, θ) u_0(x, θ)

+ k^2c_0(x) ]^N∑ n=1 w_n(x)Ψ^′_n(θ) + 2 N∑ n=1 ∇w_n(x)Ψ^′_n(θ) ·

∇u_0(x, θ) u_0(x, θ) + 2 N∑ n=1 ∇w_n(x)Ψ_n(θ) · ∂_θ [ ∇u_0(x, θ) u_0(x, θ) ] = 0 for all (x, θ) ∈ Ω × [θ, θ]. For each m ∈ {1, . . . , N}, we multiply Ψ_m(θ) to both sides of (3.9). Then, we integrate the resulting equation with respect to θ on [θ, θ]. We get

(3.10) N∑ n=1 s_{mn}Δw_n(x) + N∑ n=1 a_{mn}(x)w_n(x) + N∑ n=1 b_{mn}(x) · ∇w_n(x) = 0

for all x ∈ Ω. Here, s_{mn} = ∫_θ θ Ψ^′_n(θ)Ψ_m(θ)dθ,

a_{mn}(x) = ∫_θ θ [ ∂_θ (Δu_0(x, θ) u_0(x, θ)

+ k^2c_0(x) ) Ψ_n(θ) + (Δu_0(x, θ) u_0(x, θ)

+ k^2c_0(x) ) Ψ^′_n(θ) ] Ψ_m(θ)dθ, b_{mn}(x) = 2 ∫_θ θ [ ∇u_0(x, θ) u_0(x, θ)

Ψ^′_n(θ) + ∂_θ ( ∇u_0(x, θ) u_0(x, θ) ) Ψ_n(θ) ] Ψ_m(θ)dθ for all m, n ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Equation (3.10), with m ∈ {1, . . . , N}, forms a linear system of linear elliptic equations for the vector W = (w_n)^N_{n=1}.

We next derive the boundary conditions for W . Due to (1.2) and (3.8), for all x ∈ ∂Ω and n ∈ {1, . . . , N}, we have (3.11) w_n(x) = ∫_θ θ u(x, θ) −k^2u_0(x, θ)

Ψ_n(θ)dθ = ∫_θ θ f(x, θ) −k^2u_0(x, θ) Ψ_n(θ)dθ and ∂_ν w_n(x) = ∫_θ θ ∂_ν ( u(x, θ) −k^2u_0(x, θ) ) Ψ_n(θ)dθ

= ∫_θ θ ∂_ν u(x, θ)u_0(x, θ) − u(x, θ)∂_ν u_0(x, θ) −k^2u^2_0(x, θ) Ψ_n(θ)dθ

= ∫_θ θ g(x, θ)u_0(x, θ) − f(x, θ)∂_ν u_0(x, θ) −k^2u^2_0(x, θ) Ψ_n(θ)dθ. (3.12)

Due to (3.10), (3.11) and (3.12), the vector W satisfies

(3.13)

ΔW (x) + S^{−1}A(x)W (x) + S^{−1}B(x) · ∇W (x) = 0 x ∈ Ω, W (x) = F (x) x ∈ ∂Ω, ∂_ν W (x) = G(x) x ∈ ∂Ω

where S = (s_{mn})^N_{m,n=1}, A(x) = (a_{mn}(x))^N_{m,n=1}, B(x) = (b_{mn}(x))^N_{m,n=1} and

F (x) = ( ∫ θ θ f(x, θ) −k^2u_0(x, θ) Ψ_n(θ)dθ )_N n=1 , (3.14)

G(x) = ( ∫ θ θ g(x, θ)u_0(x, θ) − f(x, θ)∂_ν u_0(x, k) −k^2u^2_0(x, θ) Ψ_n(θ)dθ )_N n=1 . (3.15)

The invertibility of S is an important property of the basis {Ψ_m}_{m≥1}. See Proposition 3.1 and the proof in [35]. Using other basis, for e.g the popular trigonometric basis, is not suitable because the corresponding S is not invertible. Solving Problem 1.1 becomes the problem of finding a function W satisfying (3.13).

Remark 3.2. Using the truncation in (3.7) to derive (3.13) is inspired by the Garlekin approximation in the frequency domain. Studying the behavior of this approximation context as N → ∞ is extremely challenging. This is out of the scope of the paper. Although (3.13) is not exact, the approximation is good enough for us to obtain out of expectation numerical results. This phenomenon is true for a long list of inverse problems. Here is an incomplete list of inverse problems that were solved numerically by using similar truncation approaches. We refer the reader to [36] for the X-ray tomography problem, [51] for an inverse source problem for the full radiative transfer equation, [29, 31, 40] for the inverse scattering problem, [47, 50] for a coefficient inverse problem for parabolic equations, [39] for an inverse source problem for nonlinear parabolic equations; [41] for an inverse source problem for hyperbolic equations. Especially, we refer the reader to [49] for an algorithm to solve an inverse source problem that is a particular case of Problem 1.1. The inverse source problem in [49] only for the case when u_0 does only on the wave number k while in this paper, u_0 is allowed to depend on the spatial variable x.

Solving Problem 1.1 becomes finding a vector valued function W that satisfies (3.13). Since (3.13) is over-determined, we apply the quasi-reversibility method to solve it. It is worth mentioning that the quasi-reversibility method was first introduced in [38]. Then, it was used very often in solving over-determined boundary value problems, see e.g., [11, 13, 34, 41, 46, 49]. Having the solution W = (w_1, . . . , w_N ) ∈ H^2(Ω)^N of (3.13) in hand, we can compute w(x, θ) for all (x, θ) ∈ Ω × [θ, θ] via (3.7). Then, we can compute the source function p by using (3.3). This procedure is summarized in Algorithm 1.

The quasi-reversibility method used in Step 2 of Algorithm 1 will be presented in Section 4.

4. The quasi-reversibility method

For the convenience in the analysis, we consider in this section the boundary data W = F and ∂_ν W = G respectively as the “indirect data” of Problem 1.1. In fact, having the data of the inverse problem, see (1.2), in hand, we can use the explicit formulas in (3.14) and (3.15) to compute F and G. Let δ > 0 be a noise level. Let F^δ and G^δ and F^∗ and G^∗ be the noisy and noiseless versions of F and

Algorithm 1 A numerical method to solve Problem 1.1 1: Define the basis {Ψ}_{n≥1} (see [35]) and choose a cut-off number N as in Remark 3.1.

2: Solve (3.13) by the quasi-reversibility method (see Section 4) for a vector value function W^{comp} ∈ H^2(Ω)^N .

3: Compute

w^{comp}(x, θ) = N∑ n=1 w_n(x)Ψ_n(θ) for all (x, θ) ∈ Ω × [θ, θ].

4: The source function is given by

p^{comp}(x) = −1 θ − θ ∫_θ θ [ Δw^{comp}(x, θ) +

[ Δu_0(x, θ)

u_0(x, θ)

+ k^2c_0(x) ] w^{comp}(x, θ)

+ 2∇w^{comp}(x, θ) ·

∇u_0(x, θ) u_0(x, θ) ] dθ for all x ∈ Ω.

G respectively. The corresponding noiseless versions are denoted by F^∗ and G^∗. By noise, we mean that there exists an “error” function E ∈ H^2(Ω)^N such that

(4.1)

E|_{∂Ω} = F^δ − F^∗, ∂_ν E|_{∂Ω} = G^δ − G^∗, ‖E‖_H2_{(Ω)} ≤ δ. Remark 4.1. The existence of the error function in (4.1) imply that the noise can be regularized; for e.g. [2, Section 5] for the noise model such that it can be smooth out. This condition is significant only for the proof of the convergence theorem (see Theorem 4.1 and its proof in [49]). However, in numerical study, we do not have to smooth the noise. In fact, we compute the noisy data F^δ and G^δ using formulas (3.14) and(3.15) with f and g replaced by f^δ and f^δ respectively. Here,

(4.2) f^δ = f^∗(1 + δrand), g^δ = g^∗(1 + δrand)

where rand is a function taking uniformly distributed random numbers in [−1, 1] and f^∗ and g^∗ are the noiseless versions of f and g respectively.

Define the set of admissible solution

(4.3) H = { V ∈ H^2(Ω) : V |_{∂Ω} = F^δ and ∂_ν V |_{∂Ω} = G^δ } . We assume that the set H ≠ ∅. Due to the presence of noise in the given data, problem (3.13) is over-determined. It is natural to solve it using the quasi-reversibility method, which is similar to the least-squares optimization together with a Tikhonov regularization term. That means, we minimize the functional

J(W ) = ∫ Ω | |ΔW + S^{−1}A(x)W (x) + S^{−1}B(x) · ∇W (x) | |^2dx + ϵ‖W ‖^2_{H2(Ω)N}

subject to the boundary conditions W |_{∂Ω} = F^δ and ∂_ν W |_{∂Ω} = G^δ .

Remark 4.2. The presence of the Tikhonov regularization term is significant. In the theoretical part, it makes the functional J coercive, which is important for the existence of a minimizer of J. In practice, we cannot obtain good numerical result without the presence of this Tikhonov regularization term. In our numerical study in Section 4, we choose ϵ = 10^{−5}. This value of ϵ was chosen by a trial and error process. We manually try many values of ϵ for test 1 until we obtain good numerical result. Then, we use this value for all other tests and for several noise levels δ ∈ [5%, 50%].

We have the theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let F^δ and G^δ be the noisy boundary data for W . Here, δ > 0 is the noise level in the sense of (4.1). Assume that the set H defined in (4.3) is nonempty. Then, for any ϵ > 0, the functional J has a unique minimizer in H. Denote by W_{min} the obtained minimizer. Moreover, let W^∗ be true solution to (3.13). Then, the following estimate holds true

(4.4) ‖W^δ − W^∗‖^2_H1_{(Ω)}N ≤ C ( δ^2 + ϵ‖W^∗‖^2_H2_{(Ω)}N ) .

For brevity, we do not present the proof of Theorem 4.1. We refer the reader to [49, Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 5.1] for the proof of this theorem. We also refer to [47, Proposition 4.1 and Theorem 4.1] for the proof of a similar theorem when J involves the boundary integrals of the data.

Remark 4.3. The quasi-reversibility method we employ here is based on least squares optimization with a special Tikhonov regularization term. In general, to solve the over-determined boundary value problem (3.13), one can use the least squares optimization method with many other choices for the regularization term. It is worth to study the convergence of the method with each of such choice.

5. Numerical study

For simplicity in implementation, we numerically solve Problem 1.1 in 2D. Let Ω be the square (−1, 1)^2 ⊂ R^2 . Since solving the Helmholtz equation in (1.1) on the whole space, to generate the simulated data, is challenging, we solve its approximation on Ω, say

(5.1) { Δu(x, θ) + k^2c_0(x)u(x, θ) = −k^2p(x)u_0(x, θ) x ∈ Ω, ∂_{nu}u(x, θ) − iku(x, θ) = 0 x ∈ ∂Ω. This change is acceptable in the sense that it does not effect the analysis in Section 3 because our arguments depend only on the form of the governing partial differential equation while the boundary values of u and the flux ∂_ν u serve as the given data. Due to the motivation of Problem 1.1 in Section 2, we choose u_0 as the incident wave v_0, defined in (2.1) where k = 3π. For simplicity, we choose c_0 ≡ 1 The range of the angle [θ, θ] = [0, 2π]. We solve (5.1) by the finite difference method. We arrange a uniform N_x × N_x × N_θ grid of points in Ω × [θ, θ] as { (x_i, y_j , θ_l) : x_i = −1 + (i − 1)d_x, y_j = −1 + (j − 1)d_x, θ_l = θ + (l − 1)d_θ, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N_x1 ≤ l ≤ N_θ }

where d_x = 2/(N_x − 1) and d_θ = (θ − θ)/(N_θ − 1). In our computational program N_x = 80 and N_θ = 250. Since solving (5.1) by the finite difference method to compute the solution u(x, θ) is standard in the scientific community, we do not describe the procedure here. Having u|_{∂Ω} and ∂_ν u in hand, we can compute the indirect data F |_{∂Ω} and G|_{∂Ω} (3.14) and (3.15) respectively. The noisy data are as in Remark 4.1 and (4.2).

We now present an example of the choice of the cut-off number N in Remark 3.1. We choose Γ = { (x = 1, y) : |y| ≤ 1 } ⊂ ∂Ω. We numerically examine how the function ∑_N n=1 w(x, θ) approximates the function w(x, θ) on Γ × [θ, θ] by testing their L^∞ difference φ(N) = ‖ ‖ ‖ N∑ n=1 w_n(x)Ψ_n(θ) − w(x) ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞(Γ×[θ,θ])}. The graphs of φ(N) for N ∈ {15, 25, 35} are displayed in Figure 1. It is evidence that φ(N = 35) is sufficiently small. We choose N = 35 in all of our numerical tests.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 1. The graph of the function φ(N) = ‖w(x, θ) − ∑_N n=1 w_n(x)Ψ_n(θ)‖_L∞_{(Γ×[θ,θ])} where Γ = {(x = R, y) : |y| < R} is a subset of ∂Ω. In (A), N = 15 and φ(15) = 21.3 × 10^{−3} In (B), N = 25, φ(N) = 8.34 × 10^{−3} In (C), N = 35, φ(N) = 3.26 × 10^{−3}. The data is taken from Test 4 below. In these graphs, the horizontal axis indicates the range of y ∈ [−R, R] and the vertical axis represents the angle θ ∈ [0, 2π].

In Step 2 of Algorithm 1, rather than solving (3.13), we solve the equivalent problem

(5.2)

SΔW (x) + A(x)W (x) + B(x) · ∇W (x) = 0 x ∈ Ω, W (x) = F (x) x ∈ ∂Ω, ∂_ν W (x) = G(x) x ∈ ∂Ω.

We suggest this change to remove the inverse of the matrix S in the system of PDE. The main reason is that the Gram-Schmidt procedure is unstable, so is S^{−1}. The unstability of S^{−1} might lead to some unnecessary difficulties in numerical experiments. The implementation of the quasi-reversibility method to solve (5.2) is very similar to that in [47, 50]. We do not repeat it here. The implementation of other Steps of Algorithm 1 are straightforward.

We next show four numerical tests.

Test 1. We test the case when the support of the true source function takes the form

p_{true}(x, y) = { 2 if max(|x − y|/0.8, |x + y|/0.35) < 1, 0 otherwise for all (x, y) ∈ Ω.

The graphs of the true source function and its reconstructions are displayed in Figure 2. In this test, the support of the true source function p looks like a rectan-

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 2. Test 1. The true and reconstruction of the source functions p. (A) The function p_{true}. (B) The function p_{comp} computed from data containing δ = 5% noise. (C) The function p_{comp} computed from data containing δ = 10% noise.

gle. It is evident that this rectangle is detected successfully. On the other hand, the maximum values of the source are computed quite accurate. When δ = 5%,

| max_{x∈Ω} p_{comp}−max_{x∈Ω} p_{true} | | max_{x∈Ω} p_{true} | = 6.72%. When δ = 10%, this error is 6.95%.

Test 2. We next test the case when the value and the support of the true source are larger than those in Test 1. The true source function is given by

p_{true}(x, y) = { 4 if max{|x + y|, |x − y|} < 0.6 0 otherwise for all (x, y) ∈ Ω.

The graphs of the true source function and its reconstructions are displayed in Figure 3. The support of true source function p_{true} is the square centered at the origin,

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 3. Test 2. The true and reconstruction of the source functions p. (A) The function p_{true}. (B) The function p_{comp} computed from data containing δ = 10% noise. (C) The function p_{comp} computed from data containing δ = 30% noise.

rotated 45^∘. We can see that reconstruction this square is out of expectation. The maximum values the source function inside the square is quite correctly computed. When δ = 10%,^{| maxx∈Ω pcomp−maxx∈Ω ptrue |}

| max_{x∈Ω} p_{true} | = 5.13%. When δ = 30%, this error is

5.44%.

Test 3. We next test the case when the graph of the true source has a void. The true source function in this test is

p_{true}(x, y) = { 4 if 0.4^2 < x^2 + y^2 < 0.8^2 0 otherwise for all (x, y) ∈ Ω.

The graphs of the true source function and its reconstructions are displayed in Figure 4. The support of true source function p_{true} is the ring centered at the

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 4. Test 3. The true and reconstruction of the source functions p. (A) The function p_{true}. (B) The function p_{comp} computed from data containing δ = 5% noise. (C) The function p_{comp} computed from data containing δ = 50% noise.

origin with outer radius 0.8 and inner radius 0.4. This test is interesting due to the presence of the void. We can see that reconstruction this ring is acceptable. The maximum values the source function inside the square is quite correctly computed. When δ = 5%,^{| maxx∈Ω pcomp−maxx∈Ω ptrue |}

| max_{x∈Ω} p_{true} | = 6.35%. When δ = 50%, this error is

8.13%.

Test 4. We next consider a more interesting case. The function p_{true} is the characteristic function of the letter Y . Although this true source function has complicated structure, we are able to well compute it. The graphs of the true source function and its reconstructions are displayed in Figure 5. We can see that reconstruction the letter Y is acceptable. The maximum values the source function inside the square is quite correctly computed. When δ = 10%,^{| maxx∈Ω pcomp−maxx∈Ω ptrue |}

| max_{x∈Ω} p_{true} | = 0.83%.

When δ = 50%, this error is 1.92%.

Remark 5.1. These numerical examples numerically show that Algorithm 1 is robust. Especially, it is stable with respect to the noise. We can obtain good numerical results even when the noise level is up to 50%.

6. Concluding remarks

In this paper, we solve an inverse source problem. This inverse source problem is the linearization of the highly nonlinear and severely ill-posed inverse scattering problem. In order to solve the inverse source problem, in the first step, we derive a system of linear elliptic PDEs in which the source function is absent. We solve this system by the quasi-reversibility method. We choose the quasi-reversibility

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 5. Test 4. The true and reconstruction of the source functions p. (A) The function p_{true}. (B) The function p_{comp} computed from data containing δ = 10% noise. (C) The function p_{comp} computed from data containing δ = 50% noise.

method because its convergence as noise tends to 0 was proved. The efficiency of our method is confirmed by some interesting numerical examples.

References

[1] H. Ammari, Y. Chow, and J. Zou. Phased and phaseless domain reconstruction in inverse scattering problem via scattering coefficients. SIAM J. Appl. Math., 76:1000–1030, 2016.

[2] H. Ammari, J. Garnier, W. Jing, and L. H. Nguyen. Quantitative thermo-acoustic imaging:

an exact reconstruction formula. Journal of Differential Equations, 254:1375–1395, 2013. [3] H. Ammari and H. Kang. Reconstruction of Small Inhomogeneities from Boundary Measurements, volume 1846. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Springer, 2004.

[4] A. B. Bakushinskii and M. Y. Kokurin. Iterative Methods for Approximate Solutions of Inverse Problems. Springer, New York, 2004.

[5] G. Bao and P. Li. Inverse medium scattering for the Helmholtz equation at fixed frequency.

Inverse Problems, 21:1621–1641, 2005.

[6] G. Bao and P. Li. Inverse medium scattering problems for electromagnetic waves. SIAM J.

Appl. Math., 65:2049–2066, 2005.

[7] G. Bao, J. Lin, and F. Triki. A multi-frequency inverse source problem. Journal of Differential Equations, 249:3443–3465, 2010.

[8] G. Bao, J. Lin, and F. Triki. An inverse source problem with multiple frequency data. C. R.

Math., 349:855–9, 2011.

[9] G. Bao, J. Lin, and F. Triki. Numerical solution of the inverse source problem for the Helmholtz equation with multiple frequency data. Contemp. Math, 548:45–60, 2011.

[10] Gang Bao, P. Li, J. Lin, and F. Triki. Inverse scattering problems with multi-frequencies.

Inverse Problems, 31:093001, 2015.

[11] E. Bécache, L. Bourgeois, L. Franceschini, and J. Dardé. Application of mixed formulations of quasi-reversibility to solve ill-posed problems for heat and wave equations: The 1d case. Inverse Problems & Imaging, 9(4):971–1002, 2015.

[12] N. Bleistein. Mathematical Methods for Wave Phenomena. Academic Press, Orlando, 1984. [13] L. Bourgeois. Convergence rates for the quasi-reversibility method to solve the Cauchy problem for Laplace’s equation. Inverse Problems, 22:413–430, 2006.

[14] T. Bui-Thanh and O. Ghattas. Analysis of the Hessian for inverse scattering problems: I.

Inverse shape scattering of acoustic waves. Inverse Problems, 28:055001, 2012. [15] T. Bui-Thanh and O. Ghattas. Analysis of the Hessian for inverse scattering problems: II.

Inverse medium scattering of acoustic waves. Inverse Problems, 28:055002, 2012. [16] M. Burger and S. Osher. A survey on level set methods for inverse problems and optimal design. European J. of Appl. Math., 16:263–301, 2005.

[17] G. Chavent. Nonlinear Least Squares for Inverse Problems: Theoretical Foundations and Step-by-Step Guide for Applications, Scientic Computation. Springer, New York, 2009.

[18] Y. Chen. Inverse scattering via Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle. Inverse Problems, 13:253– 282, 1997.

[19] W. Chew. Waves and Fields in Inhomogeneous Media. Van Nostrand Reinhold, New York, 1990.

[20] D. Colton and A. Kirsch. A simple method for solving inverse scattering problems in the resonance region. Inverse Problems, 12:383–393, 1996.

[21] David Colton and Rainer Kress. Inverse acoustic and electromagnetic scattering theory. Applied Mathematical Sciences. Springer, New York, 3rd edition, 2013.

[22] A. J. Devaney. Mathematical Foundations of Imaging, Tomography and Wavefield Inversion.

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2012.

[23] H. W. Engl, M. Hanke, and A. Neubauer. Regularization of Inverse Problems, Mathematics and its Applications. Kluwer Academic Publishers Group, Dordrecht, 1996.

[24] M. N. Entekhabi and V. Isakov. On increasing stability in the two dimensional inverse source scattering problem with many frequencies. Inverse Problems, 34:055005, 2018.

[25] A. V. Goncharsky and S. Y. Romanov. Supercomputer technologies in inverse problems of ultrasound tomography. Inverse Problems, 29:075004, 2013.

[26] I. Harris and D-L. Nguyen. Orthogonality sampling method for the electromagnetic inverse scattering problem. SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 42:B722–B737, 2020.

[27] V. Isakov and S. Lu. Increasing stability in the inverse source problem with attenuation and many frequencies. SIAM J. Appl. Math., 78:1–18, 2018.

[28] V. Isakov and S. Lu. Inverse source problems without (pseudo) convexity assumptions. Inverse Probl. Imaging, 12:955–970, 2018.

[29] V. A. Khoa, G. W. Bidney, M. V. Klibanov, L. H. Nguyen, L. Nguyen, A. Sullivan, and V. N.

Astratov. Convexification and experimental data for a 3D inverse scattering problem with the moving point source. Inverse Problems, 36:085007, 2020.

[30] V. A. Khoa, G. W. Bidney, M. V. Klibanov, L. H. Nguyen, L. Nguyen, A. Sullivan, and V. N.

Astratov. An inverse problem of a simultaneous reconstruction of the dielectric constant and conductivity from experimental backscattering data. Inverse Problems in Science and Engineering, 29(5):712–735, 2021.

[31] V. A. Khoa, M. V. Klibanov, and L. H. Nguyen. Convexification for a 3D inverse scattering problem with the moving point source. SIAM J. Imaging Sci., 13(2):871–904, 2020.

[32] A. Kirsch. Characterization of the shape of a scattering obstacle using the spectral data of the far field operator. Inverse Problems, 14:1489–1512, 1998.

[33] A. Kirsch. Remarks on the Born approximation and the factorization method. Appl. Anal., 96:70–84, 2017.

[34] M. V. Klibanov. Carleman estimates for global uniqueness, stability and numerical methods for coefficient inverse problems. J. Inverse and Ill-Posed Problems, 21:477–560, 2013.

[35] M. V. Klibanov. Convexification of restricted Dirichlet to Neumann map. J. Inverse and Ill-Posed Problems, 25(5):669–685, 2017.

[36] M. V. Klibanov and L. H. Nguyen. PDE-based numerical method for a limited angle X-ray tomography. Inverse Problems, 35:045009, 2019.

[37] K. J. Langenberg. Applied inverse problems for acoustic, electromagnetic and elastic wave scattering. In Sabatier, editor, Basic Methods of Tomography and Inverse Problems, pages 127–467. Adam Hilger, 1987.

[38] R. Lattès and J. L. Lions. The Method of Quasireversibility: Applications to Partial Differential Equations. Elsevier, New York, 1969.

[39] T. T. Le and L. H. Nguyen. A convergent numerical method to recover the initial condition of nonlinear parabolic equations from lateral Cauchy data. Journal of Inverse and Ill-posed Problems, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1515/jiip-2020-0028, 2020.

[40] T. T. Le and L. H. Nguyen. The gradient descent method for the convexification to solve boundary value problems of quasi-linear PDEs and a coefficient inverse problem. preprint Arxiv:2103.04159, 2021.

[41] T. T. Le, L. H. Nguyen, T-P. Nguyen, and W. Powell. The quasi-reversibility method to numerically solve an inverse source problem for hyperbolic equations. Journal of Scientific Computing, 87:90, 2021.

[42] J. Li, H. Liu, and Q. Wang. Enhanced multilevel linear sampling methods for inverse scattering problems. J. Comput. Phys., 257:554–571, 2014.

[43] Z. Li, H. Liu, and J. Zou. Locating multiple multiscale acoustic scatterers. SIAM Multiscale Model. Simul., 12:927–952, 2014.

[44] S. Moskow and J. Schotland. Convergence and stability of the inverse Born series for diffuse waves. Inverse Problems, 24:065004, 2008.

[45] D-L. Nguyen and T. Truong. Imaging of bi-anisotropic periodic structures from electromagnetic near field data. to appear on Journal of Inverse and Ill-posed Problems, 2021.

[46] L. H. Nguyen. An inverse space-dependent source problem for hyperbolic equations and the Lipschitz-like convergence of the quasi-reversibility method. Inverse Problems, 35:035007, 2019.

[47] L. H. Nguyen. A new algorithm to determine the creation or depletion term of parabolic equations from boundary measurements. Computers and Mathematics with Applications, 80:2135–2149, 2020.

[48] L. H. Nguyen and M. V. Klibanov. Carleman estimates and the contraction principle for an inverse source problem for nonlinear hyperbolic equations. Inverse Problems, 38:035009, 2022.

[49] L. H. Nguyen, Q. Li, and M. V. Klibanov. A convergent numerical method for a multifrequency inverse source problem in inhomogenous media. Inverse Problems and Imaging, 13:1067–1094, 2019.

[50] P. M. Nguyen and L. H. Nguyen. A numerical method for an inverse source problem for parabolic equations and its application to a coefficient inverse problem. Journal of Inverse and Ill-posed Problems, 38:232–339, 2020.

[51] A. V. Smirnov, M. V. Klibanov, and L. H. Nguyen. On an inverse source problem for the full radiative transfer equation with incomplete data. SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 41:B929–B952, 2019.

[52] M. Soumekh. Synthetic Aperture Radar Signal Processing with MATLAB Algorithms (https://www.mathworks.com/matlabcentral/fileexchange/2188-synthetic-aperture-radar-signal-processing-with-matlab-algorithms), MATLAB Central File Exchange. John Wiley & Sons, 1999.

[53] A. N. Tikhonov, A. Goncharsky, V. V. Stepanov, and A. G. Yagola. Numerical Methods for the Solution of Ill-Posed Problems. Kluwer Academic Publishers Group, Dordrecht, 1995.

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of North Carolina at Charlotte, Charlotte , North Carolina, USA, 28223

Email address: loc.nguyen@uncc.edu

Department of Information Technology, University of Finance-Marketing, Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam

Email address: vtthuong@ufm.edu.vn