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OVERLAPPING DOMAIN DECOMPOSITION
METHODS FOR PTYCHOGRAPHIC IMAGING

HUIBIN CHANG*, ROLAND GLOWINSKIf, STEFANO MARCHESINI}, XUE-CHENG TAI%, YANG WANGY AND
TIEYONG ZENG!

Abstract. In ptychography experiments, redundant scanning is usually required to guarantee the stable recovery, such
that a huge amount of frames are generated, and thus it poses a great demand of parallel computing in order to solve this
large-scale inverse problem. In this paper, we propose the overlapping Domain Decomposition Methods (DDMs) to solve
the nonconvex optimization problem in ptychographic imaging. They decouple the problem defined on the whole domain into
subproblems only defined on the subdomains with synchronizing information in the overlapping regions of these subdomains,
thus leading to highly parallel algorithms with good load balance. More specifically, for the nonblind recovery (with known
probe in advance), by enforcing the continuity of the overlapping regions for the image (sample), the nonlinear optimization
model is established based on a novel smooth-truncated amplitude-Gaussian metric (ST-AGM). Such metric allows for fast
calculation of the proximal mapping with closed form, and meanwhile provides the possibility for the convergence guarantee of
the first-order nonconvex optimization algorithm due to its Lipschitz smoothness. Then the Alternating Direction Method of
Multipliers (ADMM) is utilized to generate an efficient Overlapping Domain Decomposition based Ptychography algorithm
(OD2P) for the two-subdomain domain decomposition (DD), where all subproblems can be computed with close-form solutions.
Due to the Lipschitz continuity for the gradient of the objective function with ST-AGM, the convergence of the proposed OD?P
is derived under mild conditions. Moreover, it is extended to more general case including multiple-subdomain DD and blind
recovery. Numerical experiments are further conducted to show the performance of proposed algorithms, demonstrating good
convergence speed and robustness to the noise. Especially, we report the virtual wall-clock time of proposed algorithm up to
10 processors, which shows potential for upcoming massively parallel computations.

Key words. Overlapping domain decomposition method; Ptychography; Phase retrieval; Parallel computing; Smooth
truncated amplitude-Gaussian metric; Blind recovery
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1. Introduction. X-ray ptychography [32] enables imaging with the large field of view and nano-scale
resolution, by combining the technique of coherent diffraction imaging and scanning transmission X-ray
microscopy. It has been applied to vast research areas, that helps to reveal the structures and chemical
contrast of nano-scale materials. Thus it is very meaningful to develop efficient algorithms for ptychographic
imaging. As a special case for the phase retrieval problem (the inverse quadratic problem) arising in wide
areas including optics, crystallography, materials sciences etc., various algorithms developed in [28, 33] and
references therein can be exploited to tackle this problem. Especially, for ptychography, recent algorithms
[9, 32, 18, 34, 27, 36, 30, 20, 5, 12| have been developed in order to further improve the performance and
work in various settings, e.g. partial coherence [4] and blind recovery [34, 27] for unknown probe.

As an important property of ptychography, a huge amount of the frames are usually collected such that
the iterative imaging algorithms usually requires a large memory footprint and high computational cost.
Therefore, it poses a great demand to develop parallel algorithms [31, 19, 29, 11]. Namely, the asynchronous
parallel algorithm [31] was performed on partitions of entire dataset asynchronously to get the sub-images,
and then merge these sub-images to the whole image. However, due to possible drifts and phase ambiguities
(linear phase ambiguity [17] for blind recovery) for the recovered sub-images, high computation cost was
required for pairwise registration and correction of phase ambiguities. To further improve the asynchronous
algorithm, the authors [19, 31] also provided synchronous parallel algorithms, where either the boundary
layers of the sub-images were synchronized by averaging all local neighborhood [31], or the entire image and
probe were shared across all subdomains [19, 29]. Hybrid parallel combined with the alternating projection
algorithm was implemented on GPU workstation [11], and similarly to [19, 29], each subdomain has the
individual copy of the whole image and probe leading to high communication cost.

Domain decomposition methods (DDMs) have played a great role in solving partial differential equations
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numerically [26, 3, 16]. Particularly, it allows for highly parallel computing with good load balance, by
decomposing the equations on whole domain to the problems on relatively small subdomains with information
synchronization on the partition interfaces. It has also been successfully extended to large-scale image
restoration, image reconstruction and other inverse problems, e.g. [38, 13, 7, 22, 24, 21, 23, 25, 10, 35]
and references therein. To the best of our knowledge, most of existing studies focused on the linear inverse
problems with convex minimization modeling. In this paper, we will explore the potential using DDMs to
realize parallel computing for ptychographic imaging, which essentially corresponds to a nonconvex quadratic
inverse problem.

However, it seems quite difficult to design corresponding DDMs for the ptychographic imaging. On
one hand, the forward operator for ptychography involves the Fourier transform (integral operator) of the
multiplication of the probe and sliding patch of the image, such that direct non-overlapping decomposition of
the image into subdomains cannot split the measured frames completely, leading to both high computational
and communication cost (see a related work of the DDM for nonlocal operator [8]). On the other hand, there
is lack of convergence studies of DDMs for nonconvex minimization problems. Especially, the convergence
for the related first-order operator splitting algorithms seems difficult to guarantee, since the convention
objective function [30, 6] is nonsmooth, and the smoothed version [5] based operator-splitting algorithm
cannot get rid of additional inner loop.

We aim to design more efficient DDMs for ptychographic imaging with convergence guarantee. Simply
one can see that the non-overlapping domain decomposition (DD) of the image (sample) cannot reduce both
the computation and communication costs compared to the overlapping DD due to the Fourier transform.
Therefore, we will consider the overlapping DD motivated by the overlapping scan style of ptychography
experiments, such that the decomposed frames on the subdomains are completely decoupled. By enforcing
the continuity of the image on joint layers of overlapping subdomains, we propose the Overlapping DD
based Ptychography algorithm (OD?P) in the case of two-subdomain DD, utilizing the Alternating Direction
Methods of Multipliers (ADMM [15, 37, 2]) in order to solve the constraint optimization problem with a
modified metric. It is naturally extended to the case of the multiple-subdomain DD. As the size of the probe
is much smaller than that of the image, the DDM for the blind recovery to recover the image and probe
jointly is further proposed by sharing the joint probe across all subdomains, combined with the overlapping
DD of the image. Comparing to the existing parallel imaging algorithms, there is no need to correct the
phase ambiguity, and moreover, a clear mathematical framework is given with lower communication cost
and strict theoretical convergence under quite mild conditions. The main contributions of this paper are
summarized below:

e A novel smooth truncated metric is introduced to measure the recovered intensity and target, which
allows for fast calculation of the proximal mapping with closed form, and meanwhile guarantees the
convergence of the first-order optimization algorithm due to its Lipschitz smoothness.

e An overlapping DD is introduced to solve ptychography reconstruction, where a narrow layer of the
whole sample is shared with adjacent subdomains. We further solve the ptychography model on the
overlapping DD by using ADMM, which is essentially a fully splitting algorithm on the sense that
all subproblems have closed-form solutions. Furthermore, with mild condition of the stepsizes, the
convergence is derived. To the best of our knowledge, it is the first time to prove the convergence
for DDMs in nonconvex problems.

e The DDMs are further extended to multiple-subdomain DD and blind recovery. For blind pty-
chography, we further propose a new variational model with the compact support set of Fourier
transform of the probe, to get rid of grid pathology for grid scanning. Especially, we report the
virtual wall-clock time of proposed algorithm for multiple DD, which shows high speedup efficiency
up to 10 processors and potential for upcoming massively parallel computations.

The rest of paper is given below. In section 2, the proposed OD?P based on the two-subdomain DD
is presented for nonblind recovery with convergence guarantee under mild conditions of the stepsizes. It
is further extended to the case of multiple-subdomain DD and blind recovery in section 3. Numerous
experiments are conducted in section 4. Finally, conclusions and future work are given in section 5.

2. DDM for nonblind ptychography: Two-subdomain case. In a standard ptychography exper-
iment, a localized coherent X-ray probe (or illumination) w scans through an image (or sample) u, while the
detector collects a sequence of phaseless intensities in the far field. Throughout this paper, we consider the
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following discrete setting. The variable u € C™ (the complex Euclidean space) corresponds to a 2D image
(sample) with \/n x /n pixels, and w € C™ is a localized 2D probe with v/ x v/m pixels, where both u and w
are written as a vector by a lexicographical order. A stack of phaseless measurements f; € RT' V0 < j < J—1
(R7" is the Euclidean space with non-negative elements) is collected with fi = |F(w o S;u)|?, where nota-
tions | - |, ()? represent the element-wise absolute, and square values of a vector respectively, o denotes the
element-wise multiplication, and F denotes the normalized discrete Fourier transformation. The operator
S; € R™*™ is denoted by a binary matrix that specifies a small window with the index j and size m over
the entire image u. The general blind ptychography (BP) problem can then be expressed as follows:

(2.1) To find w € C™ and u € C", such that |F(woS;u)l?>=f;Y0<j<J—1.

In this section, we assume that the probe w is known in advance. Denote the linear operator A : C* — C™
(m=Jxm)as Au = ((F(wo Souw))”, (F(wo Su))T, - (F(wo SJ,lu))T)T vV u € C", such that the
nonblind ptychography reconstruction can be modeled below:

(2.2) To find the image u € C", s.t. |Au|> = f,

with the phaseless data f := (f&, f{, -, f+ ;)T € R™ and the given probe w.

2.1. Overlapping domain decomposition. Denote the whole region Q := {0,1,2,--- ,n — 1} in the
discrete setting. There exists the two-subdomain overlapping DD {Q4}2_,, such that Q = Ufl:l Qg with
Qg = {1314, - 7l;ilrl}, and the overlapping region is denoted as Q1 2 := QN Qy = {io,il, e j;l,l}. Here
we consider a special overlapping DD. As shown in Fig. 1 (b) (totally 4 x 4 frames) for grid scan, each
subdomain contains a complete scanning frame, i.e. the right (or left) boundaries of frames near the left(or
right) subdomain interface lies exactly on the right(or left) boundary of subdomains. Denote the restriction
operators Ry, Ry as Rqu = ulq, and Risu = ulq, ,, i.e. (Rqu)(j) = u(l;i)v 0<j<ng—1, (Ri2u)(j) =
u(l;)¥0 < j < 7 —1. Then two groups of localized shift operators can be introduced {Sj‘-id}qd_1 d=1,2, with

Jja=0"
> -aJia = J. Therefore, we can denote the linear operators A, Ay on the subdomains as

(2.3) Agug = ((F(w o Sgud))T, (F(wo Sfud)))T, o (Flwo S?d_lud))T)T d=1,2.

Naturally, the measurement f is also decomposed to two non-overlapping parts fi, f2, i.e. fq := |AqRqul?
assuming that (u, f) follows (2.2).

T )

Oé---1------ -

Fic. 1. (a) Ptychography scan in the domain Q (grid scan): the starting scan centers at point O, and then move up (or
to the right) with the center point O’ (or O" ); (b) Two-subdomain DD (totally 4 x 4 frames): The subdomains Q1,Q2 are
generated by two 4 X 2-scans, and the overlapping region Q1,2 = 21 N 2.

We remark that as shown in Fig. 1, the width of the overlapping region {21 2 is VM — Ngtepsize, With
the scan stepsize Ngiepsize Pixels (assuming the stepsizes are same for z, y—directions). Therefore, letting
the stepsize Ngiepsize < M guarantees the sufficient overlap of the two-subdomain DD, that immediately
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demonstrates that sufficient redundancy of the scan for ptychography leads to enough overlap of the DD.
We also remark that one can first divide the measurements with non-overlapping partitions as shown in Fig.
1 (b), that will automatically generate the overlapping DD.

2.2. A new nonlinear optimization model. For simplicity, we consider the decomposition with only
two subdomains, and rewrite the problem (2.2) on the whole region to the following equations

(2.4) [Avua | = i, |Agual? = fo,
with the continuity of the overlapping regions
(2.5) T1,2U1 = T2,1U2,

where the operators 7 o (restriction from €, into 5 2) and w1 (restriction from € into {25 5) are denoted
as mioUy = RLgRlTul, and 7 qug = Rlngqu. Remarkably, the continuity condition is essential for the
perfect reconstruction of the ptychography. Without this condition, the redundancy of the boundary layer
may not be sufficient such that there will be visible artifacts in the final reconstruction results and meanwhile
phase ambiguities need to be corrected.

We will discuss how to solve the above problem efficiently. One may solve the problem using a Schwarz
alternating method [26]. However, directly solving this multivariable quadratic system is generally NP-
complete. Alternatively, we seek the solution by nonlinear optimization. With the popular amplitude-
Gaussian metric (AGM) [36, 12] to measure the fitting errors, one can readily establish the following nonlinear
optimization model

2
min Z - % (H\Adud| - \/.]TdHQ) s s.t. T1,2U1 = T2,1U2,
U, u2 d=1

where /- denotes the element-wise square root of a vector, and || - || denotes the standard £2 norm in real or
complex Euclidean space. Due to lack of smoothness, one may introduce a modified metric [18, 5, 14] with
additional penalization factor in order to gain the convergence guarantee. However, an inner loop has to be
introduced [5], since the proximal mapping of the modified metric does not have closed form solution.

Readily one sees that the AGM is smooth except at the origin. Instead of smoothing the function by
adding a global penalization factor [18, 5, 14], a more simple but effective way is to cut off the AGM near
the origin, and then add back a smooth function which can keep the global minimizer unchanged. At the
same time, it should not increase computational cost compared with AGM. Hence, a novel smooth truncated
AGM (ST-AGM) G.(-; f) with truncation parameter € > 0 is designed below:

(2.6) Gelz: 1) =) 9e(=(7); F(5),
where V. 2 € C,b € RT,
1—e€

(2.7) ge(2:6) = | ° )
§||:1:| - \/5| ,  otherwise.

(b—L|z[?), if |z] < eV

One readily sees that the new metric is a mixture of the AGM and a quadratic function (smooth
connected). Please also see Fig. 2 for the landscape of ST-AGM in 1-dimension: Among four different plots
with € = 0,0.1,0.5,1.5, one can observe that the minimizer does not change w.r.t. different ¢ (0 < e < 1);
However, if € > 1, the global minimizer moves to the origin. Hence, to keep the minimizer unchanged, we
set € € (0,1) hereafter.

Denote the corresponding proximal mapping of g. as Proxg,_.(y) := argmin, G.(z; f) + %Hz —y|?. After
simple calculations, one derives the following closed form solution with € € (0, 1):

maX{O, 7;‘_‘1’1({1 }, if [y(i)] < e =5V FG):
2.8 Proxg . )) = sign ] €
(2.8) ( g.x2 (1)) gn(y(j)) x A

JEDY ’
4
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—AGM

1t —ST-AGM (e=0.1)
—ST-AGM (¢=0.5)
08F ——ST-AGM (e=1.5)
0.6 -
04r
0.2r
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-0.2
-0.4 -
-3 2 1 0 1 2 3

Fic. 2. Landscapes of ST-AGM as ge(z,1) Vx € R (¢ =0,0.1,0.5,1.5). If e =0, ST-AGM is ezxactly the same as AGM.

One can further show that G.(z; f) is Lipschitz differentiable by the following lemma.
Lemma 2.1. Denote L := 2 — 1. The function G(+; f) is Lipschitz differentiable, i.e.

(2.9) IV2Ge(z: ) = VoGely; NIl < Lllz =yl ¥V 2,y € C™.

Proof. We will show the Lipschitz continuity of V,g.(-;b). Denoting K; := {z € C : |z| < eV/b} and
Ko := C\ K. Readily one knows that g.(z;b) € C! if € > 0, where the gradient is given below

(1-Dz, ifzeKy;

2.10 Vage(:) =
( ) g ( ) {(1 _ %)x’ otherwise.

It is not difficult to see that
(2.11) [Vege(21;0) = Vage(w2;0)| = |1 — 1] [x1 — 29| Vai, 29 € K.
One can also get

o2 Vge(2150) = Vage(@s; )] < [(1 = 228) (@1 — 22)] + (2 — L2)a]
<= 2| 21 = @of + 2 ||| = [wal| < (12 = 1]+ D)lar — @] Va2 € K.

€

One can further derive

Vage(2150) — Vage(w2;0)| = [(1 = L)zy — (1 — 2 )y

(2.13) ol

Sll — %| |I1 —$2| + |.’132||% - H| < (l* — 1| + )|1]1 —$2| Ve, € Kq, 29 € Ko.
By (2.11)-(2.13), one gets
(2.14) [Vage(z150) — Vage(zo;0)| < (|12 = 1|+ )|y — 22| V21,22 €C,

that demonstrates the Lipschitz continuity of V,g.(+;b).
Finally one can derive

V-6 ) = -6u3s )] = /3 19202001 £) = Vaalwis S
<=1+ Dllz-y) Vayecn

where the last relation is based on (2.14). That concludes this lemma. O
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We remark that when considering the following optimization problem w.r.t. the solution on the entire
region

miny, ge(Au; f)a
one can readily get the first-order optimality condition by (2.10)

A*((l — o Au) =0,

e )
max{e\/f,|Aul|}

where we assume that f > 0 as [30] (one can always remove the zero intensity values). It does not have
singularity at the origin, and is exactly the first-order optimality condition for the AGM based optimization
problem in the case of € = 0. Moreover, one can notice that the stationary points of the ST-AGM defined
in (2.7) keep unchanged compared with those of AGM, and new metric only differs from the AGM near the
origin (local maximum) by setting the truncation parameter € € (0,1) in (2.7). Therefore, it should not
affect the performance of new algorithm developed in the paper.

Hereafter, we consider the nonlinear optimization problem with ST-AGM. In order to enable the parallel
computing of u; and wug, we introduce an auxiliary variable v which is only defined in the overlapping region
4,2, and then are concerned with the following model:

2
(2.15) Ny, 2y Zdil Ge(Aqua; fa) st maz_qua —v =0, d=1,2,

2.3. Overlapping DD based ptychography algorithm (OD?P). As one of the most popular first-
order operator-splitting algorithm, the ADMM [15, 37, 2| has been applied to ptychography reconstruction,
showing competitive performances for Poisson noisy measurements as well as large scan stepsizes [36, 5, 12].
We will also solve the proposed model (2.15) using ADMM.

In order to develop an iterative scheme without inner loop as well as with fast convergence for large-step
scan, two auxiliary variables z1, zo are introduced below:

2
1,U2,V,21, )
MMy, us,v,21,20 Zd:l ge('zdv fd)

s.t. Td,3—dUd — UV = 0, Adud — Zd = 0, d= 1, 2,

(2.16)

and then introduce the corresponding augmented Lagrangian for (2.16) as follows:
2
‘C(uh Uz,v, 21, 22, A1727 A271v Fla FQ) = Zd:l gs(zd; fd)
2
(2.17) +r Zd:l (R((Ads—a, Ta,3—atia — v)) + 5|ITa,3-qua — v|*)

2
+nYy (RUTa, Aqua = za)) + 31l Aqua — zal|?)

with R(-) denoting the real part of a complex number. Then we are concerned with the following saddle
point problem below:

(2.18) MAaXA, 5 Ay ,Iy,Ts My, iy 0,20,20 £(U1, U2, 0, 21, 22, A1 2, Ao 1, T1,T'a).

To solve the saddle point problem (2.18), an iterative scheme using the alternating minimization is given

below: To get (uf™h ufth pntl ot ol potl potl A?‘gl,A""'l) by the following steps:
(2.19)
Step 1. (v, 2Pt 20 = arg min,, sz L(u uy, v, 21, 22, AV 5, Ay 1, TT, T')

— < 2 —(In+ A 2
—arg min 3 G f) + 43, = (05 + Aau)]

£33 (o= (maamau + Ayl
Step 2. T =T7 + Aquly — 2", d=1,2;
Step 3. (u} ™, ud™h) = argming, ., L£(uy, ug, v™ T, 2P 20 1o 21,F"+1 ot
= arg miny, u, gzzzl [Aqua + T35+ — 2371 + 2 Zd 1 [ma3—auqd —v" T+ A} d,3— all%

Step 4. A"Hd—Add g+ Taz_quitt — ot d = 1,2
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with the approximation solutions (uf,u3,v", 27, 25,7, T5, AT 5, A5 ) in the nt step.
One readily knows that the objective functions for all subproblems (sub-optimization problem) of pro-
posed ADMMs are differentiable, such that we have

0=V.,Ge(z " fa) =™, d=1,2;
2
(2.20) 0=v""! = %Zdzl(ﬂd,s_dufi +AGs_a);
0= (’“Wg,:sfdﬁd,:%fd +nAsAuytt — (7“7%,?,41(”"Jrl —Ag3_q)+ nAj(zytt — FZ+1))7d =1,2;

where the third equation is derived by taking partial gradient of the augmented Lagrangian and the multiplier
update in (2.19). By (2.8) and the first two equations in (2.20), one can get closed forms of 2! and v"+?.
In order to get the solution for uZH, d = 1,2, we further discuss how to solve the linear systems in the last
two equations in (2.20). With the definition of A4 in (2.3), one can get

(2.21) AjAg = diag ()

One can also get 7r:3’:3_d7rd’3,d = Rng,?’_de’g,ng = diag(oy), d = 1,2, with o4 € R™ denoted as

Jg—1
d (de

T 2
,d=1,2.
ST Iwl?)

d

1, if 1§ € Q;

) VO<j<ng—1.
0, otherwise,

(2.22) oa(j) = {

Therefore, usﬂ(d = 1,2) can be determined explicitly as below: V 0 < j; < ng — 1,

(rmha g AT, )40 AL -TEY) Ga)
Jg—1 .
0 050 (ST w[2) (Ga)
(A5(z5 -T2H) (a)

Sy (S )T [wl2) ()’

s if ld S QLQ;
el N Jd
(2.23) ug" (Ja) =

otherwise.

The overall overlapping DD based ptychography algorithm (OD?P) is given as below:

Algorithm 1: Overlapping DD based Ptychography algorithm (OD?P)

Step 0. Initialize u9 = 1,u§ = 1,0, 29 = A1u?, 29 = Ayuf, and multipliers I'{ = 0,19 = 0,/\(1)72 =
A9, =0.Set n:=0.
Step 1. Update zf“ and ZSH in parallel by

(2.24) 20 = Proxg, ., (T + Aqu),d = 1,2;

and update v"+! by

2
(2.25) vt =5 (Tasmaug + Afs_g);
Step 2. Update multipliers I T2 in parallel by

(2.26) DO =T + Aquly — 2™, d=1,2;

)

Step 3. Update u*!, u2*! in parallel by (2.23).
Step 4. Update multipliers A;Lzl’ Ag:ll—l by

(2.27) AL =Ny g+ Tas—quytt —o"t d=1,2.

Step 5. If satisfying the stopping condition, then stop and output u{”’l and u;”’l as the final solution;

otherwise set n :=n + 1, and go to Step 1.




2.4. Convergence analysis. First by the last equation in (2.20) and the multipliers update in (2.19),
one can derive

(2.28) 0= nAj(Aquy ™ + T — 20 4 rrgy ARt d=1,2.

Assumption 1. The matrices AjAq (d = 1,2) are non-singular, i.e. there exists strictly positive
constant é4(d = 1,2), s.t. ||Aghall > éal||lhal] Vhg € C™e.

The assumption is to guarantee the boundedness of the iterative sequence {ul}}, if {Aqul}} is bounded.
By (2.21), the assumption holds with sufficiently small scan stepsize, i.e. each scan position and its neighbours
have sufficient overlapping (one can also refer to Remark 4.1 of [5]).

Due to (2.9), one can prove that the function G.(-; f) has the descent property [5]:

(2.29) Ge(2:.f) = Ge(5: f) = RUV:Ge(2: f), 2 = 2)) < Flz— 2| VzzeC™

Lemma 2.2. Denote E(z) = 3||Tz — f|*> + M(z), with convez function M and linear mapping T
Letting z* be the global minimizer, i.e. E(z*) = argmin, E(z), then we have

B(z) = B(z") > 3||IT(= - 2")|I.

The proof of above lemma is trivial, and therefore we omit the details. Denote X" := (u, u,v™, 27, 2%,
Ao, AL, T, T')). Then we can estimate the lower bound of the changes for the objective function values
in the following lemma, that can further show the non-increasing of the sequence {£(X™)} with proper
parameters r and 7 (see Lemma 2.5).

Lemma 2.3.

[:(Xn) o [’(anLl)
> i_ﬁ A*A 2 _,n+1y 2 z_ﬁ A*A 2 _n+1y 2
> (5 = TIATAT) (lma(ul —uf™ )17+ (5 — TF11A242(7) [lma(uy —us™ )]

— 2 _ 2
+ (25 - 2 M p A1) e — o (2R - L - 2 i 452 g —

G S SN PV R

Proof. In order to estimate the decay of the augmented Lagrangian, the following relation [5] is given
below:

(2.30) 1212 = llyll® = llz = ylI* + 2R(y, 2 —y) VzyeC™
First for the zg—subproblems, by (2.30), one readily has
LX™) = L(uf ug, o™, 207 257 AT 5, A3 T, T5)
= Ge(zs fa) + i — (Td + Aqu)l1” — (Ge(2i ™5 fa) + Bl — (T + Aqu)|1?)
ST (Gelals fa) = Gl ™ fa) + 3l — P R = (T Aau), 2 — 25+1))
LN (Geal fa) = Gl fa) + Bl — 2R - R 2 - )

Z>29 Fn+1 n _ n+l n=L.,n _ n+l}2
S (RUTGelegs f) — a5+ 25— =) + 252 2 — )

Further by the first equation in (2.20), (2.9) and Cauchy’s inequality R({z,y)) > —£||2[|> — 5 ||y||, one gets

(2.31) LX) = L(uf,uy,v" ZILH ZSH 711,2a 217F?7Fn 3LZ ll2¢ — n+1||2

For v—subproblem, it is quite standard, and we omit the details. Hence combined with (2.31), one gets

(2.32) L(X™) = L(uf g, 0" 4 AT 5 AR T TS) > 228 Y [l — 2 TP o™ — o™ 2,
8



For the multipliers update {I'}}, one gets

n ,n ,n+tl n+1 n+1 n n n n n ,n ,nt+l n+1 n+1 n n n+1 n+1
E(Ul,UQ,’U ) 21 A127A21arlar ) ‘c(ulaU’vi )y 21 A12aA217F F )

2
LD LY VA L = S P A

where the last equation is derived by the first equation in (2.20) and (2.9).

(2.33)

For the sequences {ufj}, based on Lemma 2.2, one gets

(2.34)
£(u?7u3’vn+l Z?f—&-l n+1 A?Q,Agljrn+l Pn+1) ,C(u?_'_l u721+1vvn+1 Zn+1 n+1 A?Q’Agl,l—\n—kl Fn+1)
>3 > MAa(ug —ug™H)IP + 5 (Im2ul — w1 + [l (uh —uz %)

For the multipliers {A"Q} and {A% ,} update, by (2.28), one has A"Jr1 = D7y o A (Agup T TP — 27t
= $W1,2ATA17T1T72(7T1,2U1 h+ 171245V, Ge(2 ntlof) — gm,zAikz?H by the first equation in (2.20) and
A} A; being diagonal matrix. Then by (2.9), one can estimate the successive error of the multiplier {Af 5}
as [|AT, — ATE| < HIAT AL Iz (uf — uf ™)+ 552 w2 Af|| [[2F — 2771 By the inequality (a +b)?
2(a® 4+ b%) V¥ a,b € R, one immediately obtains

* 2(L 2 *
(235) AT, - ATER < ZEIATALR fmaed — a1 + 2 A7 e — 7R,

Similarly, one can get

2 2
(2.36) 1A5 1 — ASTH > < 25| A3 Ao |” [l (uf — ug ™)1 + 2EEE |lma, A3I12 (125 — 25717
Combined with (2.35) and (2.36), one gets
E(U?+l u721+1vvn+1 271’L+1 n+1 A?Q,Agl,FnJrl Fn+1) ﬁ(Xn+1)
= —r[[Af o — AT — AT, - AT
2
> = LA AL o (uf — U?H)H2 — 2| A5 As|? o (uf — w2

2 2
— ML i AP o — AP - R iy A2 ) — 2

(2.37)

Summing up (2.32), (2.33), (2.34), and (2.37) concludes this lemma. O
Lemma 2.4. The augmented Lagrangian is lower bounded, i.e. L(X™) > —o0, if

(r,m) € {(r,n) €RY: n—12>0,r — nmax{||m 2 45|, [ m2,1 A5]|} > 0} .

Proof. First we have

LX) =) Gz fa)

§||7r172u1+1 o n+1 +An+1||2 |An+1||2

4 %”'ITQ 1un+1 _ ,Un+1 4 An+1||2 |An+1||2

) Gl At — 2+ T2 = T2

B L mauptt — 0" AT — ol p AT (Arup T 4 T - )2
+ %||ﬂ_2’1ug+l o ,U’ﬂ+1 + An+1||2 ||7T2 1A*(A2un+1 Fn—i—l o Zn+1)||2
+>° (At - 25+ r”+1||2 + Gl fa) = V-9 )l

+1 ,Un+1 +A711—i2-1H2 n+l ,Un+1 _|_A;z’—&1-1||2

> %”7‘(1 gu? —|—g||7'l'2 1Uy

+, (301 = Tmax{||m o AT, [lm2a A5[1}) [ Aquy ™ — 23 + T )

>, (ge T, falD)) = IVage (R G L))
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By the definition of (2.7) and its gradient (2.10), one gets

>0 (0G0 Fa) = £ 192905 ), Fai))2)
=230 =D 2y is—eyray I G0 = VIl "
+Z ZMG{J 20T ()| <en/Fa(i)} (%fd(]é) (1+ o 6)‘2n+1(12)|2)'

Hence one gets

n+l _ n+1 _|_An+1||2 n+1 _,Un+1 +An+1||2

LX) > E|m 2uf + 572, 1uy

) =
Z (51 = Zmax{|m2A7]], 72,1 45]1}) [[Agug™ — 23"+ T5H%)
(239) Loy e
+ Zd 2( " Z IS VE |z”+1(J)|>:e\/ﬁT(j)} “Zd (Jl)‘ fd(j1)|

202 ety B )\«M}(l?fd(j?) (L4 59|25 )IQ).

Readily one knows the last term is bounded since |2/7'(js)| < €\/fa(j2). By setting n > 1 and r >
nmax{|m 245, |m2,1 45|}, one can immediately conclude this lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Letting (r,n) € K with

oay {om) eR =120, r—nmax{2] 4] A1)}, 2| A3 Azl lIm1 245, 72,1 431} > 0,

2.39 ,
2t — L2 2" a2 A7), a1 4512} > 0],

the following assertions hold:
(1) The sequence {L(X™)} is non-increasing with the finite lower bound.
(2) The following successive error converges to zero, i.e.

(2.40) lim X" — X" =0,

n——+o0o

(3) The iterative sequence {X"} is bounded under Assumption 1.
Before giving the detailed proof, we will show that the set K is nonempty. By denoting

co = max{2|| AT A1 ||, 2[| A3 Azl|, |71 2 AT, |72,1 A5 ]}, c1 = 2max{[|m 247 |1%, |m2,1 451},

2 2
and letting n > 1,7 > con, we further have ¢; (Lj;') < %(L;”) = z—é(L/n—i— 1)2 < %%(L—i— 1)? (the first
inequality is based on r > ¢on, and the second is based on 7 > 1). Therefore, one just needs to guarantee
the following inequality 15>~ SL - %2 - —(L +1)? > 0, with choosing proper n. By letting n > 6L + 2L? +

%(L +1)2, the above 1nequality holds Finally setting (r,7n) in the nonempty set { (rym): L >n>

co
max{6L + 2L? + 25-(L + 1)%,1}}, it also belongs to the set K, that immediately implies it is nonempty.
Roughly to say, Wlth big enough parameters 7 and r (r is no less than 1 with a constant factor), the above
lemma holds.

Proof. The first two items (Items (1)-(2)) can be easily proved by Lemmas 2.3-2.4, (2.20), and (2.28).
Notice that the last inequality of (2.39) is required in order to guarantee the positivity of the coefficients for
the terms related with ||z — 2|, d = 1,2.

One can readily get the boundedness of {z]} by (2.38). By the first equation of (2.20) and continuity
of V.,Ge(zq; fa), the sequences {I'}} are also bounded. Since {Aqu}y — 2 +TI';}} are bounded by (2.38) and
Assumption 1, one can further conclude the boundedness of {u}}. By (2.28), one can get the boundedness
of {AT,} and {A%;}, as well as the boundedness of {v™}. That finishes the proof of Item (3). O

Theorem 1 (subsequence convergence). Letting (r,n) € K, any limit point of {X™} is the stationary
point of the saddle point problem (2.18) under Assumption 1.

10



Proof. By Lemma 2.5 and (2.20)-(2.28), one can readily prove that any limit point X* := (u}, u}, v*, 27,
25, A7 9, A5 1,17, T%) of the iterative sequence satisfies the following equations

0= vzdge(zg; fd) - 77F2;
2
0= vr — %Zd:1(ﬂd’3,du2 + A;g,d);
@AD 0= (s mag-a+ nAiAduy — (rrls g (0" = Nis_) +nAj(z; — Ti).d = 1.2
0= Aqul — zJ;
0= Wdygfduz — ’U*,d = ]., 2;
By the last two equations of the above relation, it can be simplified below:
0= vzdge(zg; fd) - nrgv d= 1727
0=A7,+ A%
(2.42) 0=rrgs gNis_q+nAilyd=1,2;
0=Aqu)—z), d=1,2;
0=mgs—quy—v*,d=12,
that is exactly the stationary point of (2.18), and therefore it finishes the proof. O
Theorem 2 (global convergence). Letting (r,n) € K, the iterative sequence {X"} converges to the
stationary point of the saddle point problem (2.18) under Assumption 1.
Proof. Tt is quite standard to prove that the gradient of the augmented Lagrangian is bounded by the
| X™— X" which simply follows Lemma 4.3 of [5]. One just needs to show that the augmented Lagrangian
with the ST-AGM metric is semi-algebraic function. First, the graph of the g.(z4(j), fa(j)) is semi-algebraic

(We study this property by separating the real and imaginary parts of the complex-valued variables following
[5]), since it can be expressed by

({Gar(i)20s0). FG) € B FG) = 555(Fals) = 2((ear () + (caal3))) = 0}
N {(zar (), 20G) FG)) € B2 (g () + (204(5) = €fali) < 0})
U({Gar(), 2050) FG)) € B 3((zar () + (aa))? + fald)) = F () 2 0}
N {(2ar(5), 24,4(5), F () € B (5 ((22(5))* + (25(3)* + Ja(3) = F(3)* = a3 (2.0 (7))* + (2a4(7))*) =0}
N {(zar () 20ai) F () € B (2ar(0))? + (204(3)) = E2fald) 2 0}),

with 24(j) := 24,7 (4) + ¢24,(j) and i = —1. Immediately one sees that the function D;(z4; f4) := ge(2a(j);
fa(j)) is semi-algebraic. Then ST-AGM Ge(za; fa) = >_; Dj(za; fa) is also semi-algebraic since the finite
sum of the algebraic functions are also semi-algebraic [1]. Since other terms other than ST-AGM are also
semi-algebraic, the augmented Lagrangian function £(X) is semi-algebraic. Thus one concludes this theorem
based on Theorem 1, the gradient of augmented Lagrangian bounded by || X" — X"*!| and semi-algebraic
property following [1]. O

We remark that Theorem 1 demonstrates that limit point of iterative sequence satisfies the constraint
T1,2U1 = T2,1U2. Denote

(R{w) (), if j € Q\ Qg
VO<j<n—1, w*(j) =1 (R{p0)()), if j € D 2;
(RTu3)(4), otherwise;
z* = Au*, and T* := (I'T TT)T. Further with the given stationary point system (2.42), we have
0=V.G(2"; f) —nl'™,
0= Au* — 2,
0= AT,
11



Then we get A*V,G.(Au*; f) = 0, that is exactly the first-order optimality condition for the optimization
problem on the whole domain as min, G.(Au; f). Hence, by merging these two sub-solutions, Theorem
2 actually demonstrates the proposed algorithm is able to produce the stationary point for the original
optimization problem defined on the whole domain.

3. Extensions. In this part, we mainly discuss further extensions for multiple-subdomain DD (more
than two) and blind recovery.

3.1. Multiple-subdomain DD. We consider the DD with D subdomains (D > 2). Denote the
overlapping DD as Q := Ule Qg4, and there exists a non-empty index set N = {(i1,12) : Qi Ny #
() V1 < 41,is < D} denoting the index pairs for overlapped subdomains, and A" := {(i1,i2) € A : i1 < ia}.
In a similar manner to the two-subdomain case in the last section, one can denote Ag, f4(1 < d < D) and
the restriction operator m;, 4, ¥(i1,i2) € .4 from the subdomain §;, to the overlapping region €2;, ;, between
the subdomains €2;, and €;,, such that to get the solution ugz on the subdomain 4V1 < d < D, one has to
solve the following equations:

(3.1) |Aqual?® = fa V1 < d < D oy igthiy, = Tig iy Uiy V(in,i2) € N,
that exactly extends (2.4) and (2.5) to multiple subdomains DD. The following constraint optimization

problem is given by introducing auxiliary variables {zq4}%_, and {Wirin }(in in)en

D
ML 3D i ig Fyin)en Zd:l Ge(24; fa)
s.t. Tiq1,i0 Wiy — Viq i = O,Wiz,iluz‘2 = Viy iy = 0 (’L'l,ig) S JV,
zd—Adud:0, ].SdSD

Similar to the two-subdomain case, the corresponding augmented Lagrangian is given below:

D

Lo ({uat, {Uihiz}(il@)e/‘/’ {za}, {Ailxiz}(ihiz)eﬁ {La}) = Zd:l Ge(zd; fa)
+ Z(il in)EN (r%(<Ai1»i277Ti1>i2ui1 - Ui17i2>) + %Hﬂ-ilai2uil — Viyip HQ)
+ Z(“ i)eN (r%(<Ai2,i17ﬂ'i27i1 Uiy — ’Ui17i2>) + %”ﬂ-iz,il Uiy — Uiy io HQ)

D
+ Uzdzl (R((Ta, Aqua — za)) + 5/l Aqua — zall*) .

with multipliers {Aihiz}(il e N and {T4}2 .
We only analyze the ug—subproblem which is different from the two-subdomain case in Algorithm 1.
One has

i (Z(d,@)ew LR IR VR D DI | L YR RN wil’d"z) 3l Aaua—za+Tal*

such that the first order optimality condition is given as

* T T

—=nAj(za—Ta) +7Y Tais Wiy — Nai) +7 Y e, iy (Vir,a = Maiy)-

(d,iz)eN (i1,d

Similar to the case of two-subdomain, this subproblem has closed-form solution as (2.23), such that it can
also be very efficiently solved.

Similar to the two subdomain decomposition, the overall overlapping DD based ptychography algorithm
for multiple subdomains (OD?P,,) is given as below:

Algorithm 2: Overlapping DD based Ptychography algorithm for Multiple Subdomains (OD?P,,)
12



}, 2% = Aquf, and multipliers T'Y = 0,A? , = 0. Set n := 0.

11,72

Step 0. Initialize ug = 1, {v] ,,
Step 1. Update {zZH}dD 1 by (2.24) and update {v21 12}(“ inyes Dy

(3.3) vﬁi = %(ml iUy iy gy + AL AL )
Step 2. Update multipliers in parallel by
(3.4) I =17 + Aquly — 27 V1 <d < D

Step 3. Update {u“'l}d:1 in parallel by

n+1
(nAdAd +r Z(d,iz),(ihd)ed"
1 1 i i . :
(TIA*( n+ FZH_ ) P Z(d’iz)e,/V ﬂ-d,ig( g-; g,iz) +r Z('Ll,d)GK/V’ 7Td7’i1 (U:ﬁd - s,h )>a

Step 4. Update multipliers by

—1
T T
(Tayiy Wiy + T iy Td,is ))

n+1 n n+1 n+1
A11712 All i + iy, 12u11 ,Ui1,i2’
(3.5)

1 1 1
?2-;1 A’Z i1 + Tig,iy U ZL2+ U;:_il’
for all (iy,i2) € A .
Step 5. If satisfying the stopping condition, then stop and output u”+1 as the final solution; otherwise set
n:=mn+ 1, and go to Step 1.

Among all the variables update in Algorithm 2, most variables (except vlnti and the multipliers Afti)
can be computed independently of other variables defined on another subdomain. The information of over-
lapping regions v; tl is synchronized by the overlapping parts of two sub-solutions v} ,u; , as well as the
multiplier A;, ;,. Hence, in principle the proposed OD?P,,, can be implemented highly parallel, since the
communications only happen at the boundary layers (much smaller sizes compared with the entire image).

For the convergence analysis, it is almost the same as the case of two subdomains and therefore we omit
the details and give the convergence theorem directly as below:

Theorem 3. Letting (r,n) € Kp with

Qo)

Kp := {(T, m) €RY : n> 17— 2pmax{||AjA4l*}, >0,

(3.6)
—3L 2 2(L 2 * *
B3k L2 2B wa, e max i i A5 I, i, AL 12} > 0,
then under Assumption 1 for D—subdomains, the iterative sequence X" = ({ug}, {8 i Y avinyens 124 1

{AL 12}(1.1 i)e {r235.)) generated by OD? Py, converges to the stationary point of the saddle point problem
of the augmented Lagrangian defined in (3.2).
Similar to the 2-subdomain case, the set (3.6) of the parameters r, 7 is nonempty.

3.2. Blind ptychography . To reduce the grid pathology [5] (ambiguity derived by the multiplication
of any periodical function and the true solution) due to grid scan, introduce the support set constraint of
the probe, ie. O :={w: (Fw)(j) =0, j € #}, with the support set j denoted as the complement of
the set _# (index set for zero values for the Fourier transform of the probe). We will explain why it would
help to remove the grid pathology intuitively. Assume that one gets a solution multiplied by a non-constant
vector e, such that one gets F(w o Sj(uoe)) = (F(Sje) * Fw) * F(Sju). Obviously, it demonstrates that
F(Sje) * Fw will enlarge the support set, that may disobey the compact support constraint.

For simplicity, we consider the blind ptychography problem for two-subdomain DD:

Hlll’l{w wi,u2,v} Zd 1 Bd(w ud) fd) + ]Io(ﬂ)), s.t. Td,3—dUd — UV = 0, d=1, 2,
13



where the bilinear mapping Bq(w, ug) is denoted as (By);, (w, uq) := F(w o (S%,uq)) V 0 < ja < Jg — 1(
2[21:1 Jq = J), and the indicator function Ip is defined as

Io (w) = 0, ifwe O;
oW = + oo, otherwise.

To enable parallel computing, we consider the following constraint optimization problems

2
min{w’w17w27ul7”2»”7711,52} Z Ge(za; fa) + o (w)
d=1

st.mour —v =0, miuz—v =0, wg=w, zg = Bg(wg,uq),d=1,2.

To get rid of heavy notations, we introduce the following definitions. By denoting

T2 0 Iy L By (w,u1)
_ (™ i i , B(W,U) =
T ( 0 7T2,1) 0 (Io) ! <I1> ( ) <BZ(W27U2)
with identity matrices Iy, I;, we rewrite the constrained condition below:
7U-Tow=0, W—TLuw=0, B(W,U)—Z=0,
where U = (uf,ud)T, W = (v, wi)T, and Z = (2], 21)". Hence we consider the following model:
g Ge(Z; f) + Io(w)

st. TU-Ipv=0, W—-TLw=0, B(W,U)-Z=0,

with £ .= (f{", f;)".
Similarly, the augmented Lagrangian can be formulated below:
Ly(w, W, U v,Z, A, T, A) = G (Z;f) + [p(w)
(3.7) +rR((7U — Lo, A)) + nR((B(W,U) = Z,T)) + pR((W — Liw, A))
+ 2|70 — Ioo||* + 2|B(W,U) — Z||* + 4|W — Liwl|]?,

with multipliers A,T'; A and positive parameters r, 7, u. Then alternatively one needs to solve the following
saddle point problem below

(3.8) max min  Lp(w, W, U,v,Z,A,T, A).
AT A wW,Uw,Z

One can solve the above saddle point problem step by step using a variant ADMM with additional
proximal term for the U—subproblem below:

(3.9) (w1t "t 2 —arg minz Ly(w, W U" v, Z, A", T" A")

(3.10) r~+t! =r" + B(w",u") - 2"t

(3.11) wnrtl = arg nxl)éln Lb(w"-‘rl7 w,U”, ’U"+1, Zn+1, A", Im—i—l7 A™)

(3.12) U™ =argmin £y (w™ ™, W U ot 20 A" TP A + 2[U - U2
U

(313) A"+1 =A" + Wn+1 _ Ilw”H;

(3.14) AT =A™ 4 g UM - ot

For the w—subproblem, w"*! = arg min,, Io(w) + §[|A™ + W™ — Lyw||?. Readily one has

(3.15) W't = L MFIT (A" + W),
14



where the matrix M is diagonal with diagonal elements defined as

M) = 1, ifje ¢;
$3) = 0, otherwise.

For the v—subproblem,

(3.16) o™ = argmin Z[|A" + 7 U™ — Igv||* = 315 (A" + = U"™).

3l
For the z—subproblem,

Z" = arg min G (Z; ) + 4" +B(W",U") — Z|?
(3.17)
= Proxg, ,(I" + B(W",U")),

where Proxg, ,(Z) = (Proxam(zl), PrOXge’n(ZQ))T VZ= (7.

Define two related operators by fixing one variable for the bilinear operator B(:,-) as Dw(U) :=
B(W,U), Dy(W) := B(W,U) V W,U. Then Dw and Dy are linear, and moreover, they are linear
(also bounded) w.r.t. the subscripts W, U respectively.

For W —subproblem, one has

W = argmin 2| B(W, U") — Z" T + T2 + £|W — Liw" ! + A"

(3.18) w
* -1 * n n n n

= (MD{nDun + pLh) (D (Z" =T 4 p(Liw™ T — A™)),

. - . Ji-1 J2—1 T
with Dy, Dur = diag (7120 Sh g )T, (572 S2lug 1)) ).
For U—subproblem, one has to solve the following problem

U™ = argmin 2| B(W"™,U) — Z"" + T2 4 2|70 — L™ + A2 + ||U - U2
(3.19) v
= (nD3ynr1Dwns1 + ral w4 ’yI)_l (MDD (ZMH =T + ral (Tov" T — A™) + U™,

where D3y, 1 Dwnt1 = diag(((z;ﬁ:—ol(s;l)ﬂw?ﬂ|2)T, (Zj;:_ol (SJZQ)T\wSH\Q)T)T) and I denotes the iden-
tity matrix, i.e. IU = U.
Finally the overlapping DD based blind ptychography (OD?BP) is given as below:

Algorithm 3: Overlapping DD based Blind Ptychography (OD?BP)

Step 0. Set n := 0.

Step 1. Update w™*t vt Z"*1 in parallel by (3.15), (3.16), (3.17).

Step 2. Update the multipliers T*! by (3.10).

Step 3. Update W"*t! by (3.18).

Step 4. Update U™t! by (3.19).

Step 5. Update A"T1 and A"*! by (3.13) and (3.14).

Step 6. If satisfying the stopping condition, then stop and output U™*! as the final output; otherwise,
set n:=n+ 1, and go to Step 1.

For the convergence analysis, the blind case becomes more sophisticated. Limited to the current technique,
we have to make the assumption of the boundedness for the iterative sequence. Then with proper (r,n, i, ),
similarly to the nonblind case, one can prove that any limit point of {)A( "} converges to the stationary point
of the saddle point problem (3.8).
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Fic. 3. Ground truth of the sample with absolute part (a) and phase part (b), probe with absolute part (c¢) and phase part

(d).

4. Numerical Experiments. To get perfect reconstruction results, periodical boundary condition is
usually enforced as [5], that produces almost same redundancy of each pixel of the sample. To make the
simulation more realistic, instead we assume that the image to be recovered has boundary with pixel values
being all ones, because the sample during the experiments are usually in the vacuum and the region without
sample occupying has constant contrast. In the implementation of all algorithms, we enforce the region to
be ones.

We consider the zone-plate probe with 64 x 64 pixels (See Fig. 3 (c)-(d)), and the complex-valued sample
is generated by taking two real-valued images as its absolute parts (See Fig. 3 (a) ) and phase (See Fig.
3 (b) ) parts respectively. The raster grid is adopted for ptychography scan, i.e. all scanning points lie in
isometric square grid.

For noisy free measurements, the proposed algorithms stop at the n* iteration, if the R-factors RF" :=
ZallAgug|—VFalls -5 g l1Ba(w™ ug)|—v/Fallx

S VAT s RO 0T or SRR .
respectively, or the maximum iteration number reaches 1000. For the noisy measurements, the proposed
flug —ugy "l
) i i llugll ]
iteration number reaches 200. In order to measure the quality of recovery from noisy measurements, the

< 1.0 x 107° for non-blind and blind recovery,

algorithms stop at n'” iteration, if the relative error RE™ := maxy < 1.0 x 1073 or the maximum

signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) in dB is used, which is denoted below: SNR(u,,u4) = —10log;q %, where
u, and ug4 corresponds to the recovery image and ground truth respectively.

We initialize all variables as shown in Algorithms 1-3. As mentioned in subsection 2.2, the parameter
e used for the smooth truncated metric (2.7) sets to 0.5. The other parameters appearing in the proposed
algorithms are chosen heuristically in order to either get faster convergence for noiseless measurements, or
get better recovery quality for noisy measurements, which will be specified in the following tests. Finally,
the final solution over the entire domain is obtained by merging the solutions on the subdomains derived by
proposed algorithms, i.e. keeping the pixel values of non-overlapping region unchanged, while averaging the
overlapping regions.

4.1. Performances of OD?P. We first show the performance of the proposed OD?P algorithm for
the nonblind case with two-subdomain decomposition. Set the parameters n = 0.1,7 = 4.0 x 103. The
resolution of the sample is of 256 x 256 pixels. Set the scan stepsize to 8 pixels for both x and y directions.
Therefore the entire measurement f consists of J = 25 x 25 frames, and its partitions f; and fo consist of
13 x 25 and 12 x 25 frames respectively. The width of the overlapping region is 56 (pixels). The recovery
results are put in Fig. 4, where the recovery results (absolute parts in the first row of Fig. 4 and phase
parts in the second row of Fig. 4) at 1st, 2nd, 5th, 50th, and the final iterations demonstrate how the
proposed algorithm improve the results gradually. Especially, one may notice that the mismatch between
the overlapping regions of two decomposed parts disappears as iteration goes, by inferring from the first
three columns of Fig. 4. That again shows the efficiency of the proposed algorithm. The absolute values
of residual between the recovery images and the truth are put in Fig. 5, where one can obviously observe
the differences between two decomposed parts get weak as iteration goes. The errors changes including the
relative errors and R-factors w.r.t. iteration numbers are put in Fig. 6 (a), that implies the convergence of
the proposed algorithm. However, ripples appear in these curves of Fig. 6 (a). With larger n = 0.2, such
ripples disappear as shown in Fig. 6 (b), while the convergence gets slower since the proposed algorithm
reaches the desired error tolerance after more iterations (181 iterations). Please see more tests about the
impact by the parameters in section 4.3.
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(a) 1st (b) 2nd (c) 5th (d) 50th (e) 168th

Fic. 4. Recovery results at 1st, 2nd, 5th, 50th, 168th (final iteration) iterations. Recovered absolute parts (top and
down parts for decomposed samples) in 1-2 rows and phase parts in 3-4 rows respectively (top and down parts for decomposed

samples), shown in the range of [0,1] and [0, 7] for the absolute and phase parts respectively.
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Fic. 5. Residuals. (a)-(e): absolute values of the differences between the recovery results at 1st, 2nd, 5th, 50th, 168th
(final iteration) iterations and the truth; (f)-(j): errors between the overlapping parts of two subdomains at different iterations.

To further show the performance the proposed algorithm, the test on the noisy data is given as well.
Noisy data is generated by contamination of Poisson noises with different levels (using a scaling factor to
control the noise level), such that two different noisy cases with SNRpiensity = 39.8,29.9dBs (SNRintensity
denotes the SNR between the noisy and clean measurements) are considered. The parameter 7 sets to the
same as the noiseless case, while r sets to 90, and 150 for two different noise levels respectively. Consider
the same DD as above noiseless case. We put the recovery results in Fig. 7 (the SNRs of final recovered
images are 18.1 dB and 12.2 dB). That demonstrates the proposed algorithm can work well for the Poisson
noisy data, showing great potential for real experimental data analysis (usually contaminated by Poisson
noise).
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Fic. 6. RF (R-factor), and RE (Relative error) changes v.s. iterations with different n in the case of nonblind and
2-subdomain DD. Left: n = 0.1,7 = 4.0 x 103; Right: n = 0.2,7 = 4.0 x 103.

(a) 1st (b) 5th (c) 50th (d) 200th

(e) 1st (f) 5th (g) 50th (h) 200th

Fic. 7. Recovery results from noisy measurements at 1st, 5th, 50th, 200th (final iteration) iterations.
for noisy measurements with SNRintensity = 39.8: absolute parts (1st-2nd rows) and phase parts (8rd-4th rows) of recovered
results on subdomains; Four rows below for noisy measurements with SNRintensity = 29.9: absolute parts (5th-6th rows) and

phase parts (7th-8th rows) of recovered results on subdomains. They are shown in the range of [0,1] and [0, 7] for the absolute
and phase parts respectively.

Top four rows
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(a) 1st (b) 2nd (c) 5th (d) 50th (e) 211th

Fic. 8. Blind recovery results at 1st, 2nd, 5th, 50th, 211th (final iteration) iterations. The first and second rows:
Recovered absolute parts (top and down parts for decomposed samples) and phase parts (top and down parts for decomposed
samples) respectively, shown in the range of [0,1000], [0,1] and [0, 7] for the first, 2nd-3rd, and last two rows, respectively.
The parameters set ton = 0.1,7 = 5.0 x 103, u = 2.0 x 102.

4.2. Extended Tests. To further test the performances of proposed DDMs, we will test more cases,
including blind recovery with two subdomains and the nonblind recovery with multiple subdomains.

(1) Blind recovery

Initial guess of the probe is generated by w® := 537, F*\/f; as [5]. Here we will show the performance of
OD?2BP for the blind case with two-subdomain decomposition, where same DD is considered as section 4.1).
We put the recovery results including the absolute parts of recovered probe, the absolute and phase parts of
recovered images to Fig. 8 at the 1st, 2nd, 5th, 50th, and the final iterations. Similarly to the nonblind case,
the mismatch between the iterative solutions on the two subdomains gradually disappears and furthermore,
the probe is well recovered meanwhile, demonstrating that the proposed algorithm also works well for the
blind case.

(2) Multiple subdomains

Here we will show the performance of OD?P,,,. For simplicity, the stripe-type multiple DD is implemented.
To get a relative large problem, we consider the image with 512 x 512 pixels (Interpolated of the image
shown in Fig. 3), and the scan step size sets to 16 pixels. = The width of the overlapping regions is 48
(pixels). The parameters set to the same as the case of two-subdomain. We first put the recovery results
in the case of 4 subdomains to Fig. 9, immediately showing the effectiveness of proposed algorithm in the
case of multiple subdomains. More tests are conducted with D = 6,8, 10 subdomains DD, and the related
convergence curves are put to Fig. 10. On one hand, one can readily infer that the proposed algorithm
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(a) 1st (b) 2nd (c) 5th (d) 50th (e) 200th

Fic. 9. Recovery results with D = 4 subdomains at 1st, 2nd, 5th, 50th, 200th iterations: Recovered absolute parts (1st-4th
rows) and phase parts (5th-8th rows) of the iterative solutions on the four subdomains, respectively. They are shown in the
range of [0,1] and [0, 7] for the absolute and phase parts respectively.

converges pretty well as numbers of subdomains vary. On the other hand, its convergence becomes slower as
the number of subdomains increase. However, it seems not very sensitive to the number of subdomains at
least up to 10 subdomains, since the maximum iteration number to reach the given accuracy changes a little
bit (around 10% more iterations for 10-subdomains than that for 2-subdomain) as reported in the following
Table 1.

We also measure the virtual wall-clock times (The proposed OD?P,, algorithm is assumed to be fully
parallelized at the subdomain regardless of the communication time as [24]), and a single processor handles
a single subdomain in order to show the potential of parallel computing, and report them in Table 1, that
show high speedup ratios and the speedup efficiency (speedup ratios divided by the number of subdomains)
is above 80%. Although we only report the virtual wall-clock time regardless of the communication cost, the
proposed algorithm should be suitable for parallel computing, due to the low cost of information exchange
happening on the narrow overlapping regions of adjacent subdomains. Hence, we will further evaluate the
performance of proposed algorithms on large-scale computer clusters, and leave it as future work.

4.3. Impact by parameters. In order to evaluate the robustness of proposed OD?P w.r.t. the pa-
rameters, we conduct the experiments with noiseless data, where one parameter varies and meanwhile other
parameters are kept unchanged. Set 79 = 0.1,79 = 4.0 x 103. The scan stepsize sets to 8 pixels. We show the
performance impacted by setting n € {572 x ng, 5- x 19, M0, 5 X 1o, 52 x 1o} (keeping r = ry), and put the
convergence curves in Fig. 11 (a)-(b). Meanwhile, by setting r» € {572 x rg, 57 x 79, 70, 5 X 70, 5> X 1o}
(keeping n = 19), the convergence curves are put in Fig. 11 (c)-(d). Readily one knows that too smaller
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Fia. 10. Convergence curves w.r.t. different number of subdomains: (a) RF (R-factor), and (b) RE (Relative error)

changes v.s. iterations.
9 TaABLE 1

Performances for the case of multiple subdomains. The speedup ratio is denoted by the ratio between the virtual wall-clock
time and the runtime of ADMM algorithm [5] without DD. The 2nd-3rd columns present the RF (R-factor), and RE (Relative
error) for the proposed algorithms and 4th column presents the iter. mno. (short for iteration number) when satisfying the
stopping conditions.

virtual wall-clock
D | RF(1E-5) | RE(1E-5) | Iter no. | time in seconds
(Speedup ratio)
1 0.997 0.482 587 601(1.00)
2 0.995 0.458 611 346(1.74)
4 0.998 0.426 626 167(3.60)
6 0.993 0.434 637 109(5.51)
8 0.999 0.409 651 88.0(6.83)
10 0.999 0.416 670 72.0(8.35)

or bigger parameters would cause slow convergence or failure of convergence. In the future, an automatic
parameter selection scheme should be developed, and we leave it as future work. The parameter impacts to
other proposed algorithms seem similar to that of OD?P and due to page limitation, we do not include them.
Here we also remark that our convergence guarantee requires that n > 1 in order to make sure that the
augmented Lagrangian of iterative sequence is lower bounded. However, in the experiments, smaller values
can give faster convergences, that motivates us to get much sharper estimate of the convergence condition
of the parameters, and we also leave it as future work.

5. Conclusions. Overlapping DDMs have been successfully applied to ptychography reconstruction,
that lead to OD?P for the two-subdomain nonblind recovery, OD?P,,, for multiple subdomains and OD?BP
for the blind recovery. With the newly-designed smooth truncated metric, these proposed algorithms are
efficiently computed, since all subproblems have closed form solutions, and their convergences are well guar-
anteed under some mild conditions. Numerical experiments are further conducted to show the performance
of proposed algorithms, demonstrating good convergence speed, robust to the noise. In the future, we will
optimize the current algorithms on massively parallel processing computers, and explore more other applica-
tions including Fourier ptychography [40], partial coherence analysis [4], and high dimensional ptychographic
imaging problems [39].
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