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An inverse obstacle problem with a single pair of Cauchy data:

Laplace’s equation case

Xiaoxu Xu* Guanghui Hu'

Abstract

This paper is concerned with an inverse obstacle problem for the Laplace’s equation.
The aim is to recover the constant conductivity coefficient in the equation and the boundary
of a Dirichlet polygonal obstacle from a single pair of Cauchy data. Uniqueness results
are established under some a priori assumptions on the input boundary value data. A
domain-defined sampling method, based on the factorization method originating from inverse
acoustic scattering, has been proposed to recover both the constant conductivity coefficient
and the polygonal obstacle. A hybrid strategy, which combines the sampling method and
iterative scheme, is employed to reconstruct the location and shape of the obstacle. Numerical

examples indicate that our method is efficient.

Keywords: inverse problem, uniqueness, single pair of Cauchy data, coefficient recovery,

polygonal obstacle, factorization method.

1 Introduction

Suppose that D is a convex polygon contained in the interior of a disk B. We consider the

following elliptic boundary value problem:

div(yVu) =0 in B\D, (1.1)
u=f ondB, (1.2)
u=0 ondD. (1.3)

Here, f is called the Dirichlet boundary value of v on B and D is assumed to be an obstacle

with the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition « = 0 on dD. In this paper the conductivity

*School of Mathematics and Statistics, Xi’an Jiaotong University, Xi’an, Shaanxi, 710049, China (xuxi-
aoxu@xjtu.edu.cn)

fCorresponding author: School of Mathematical Sciences and LPMC, Nankai University, Tianjin, 300071,
China (ghhu@nankai.edu.cn).


http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.01503v1

coefficient v > 0 in (IT)) is assumed to be a constant in B\ D, which implies that u is harmonic and
analytic in B\D (see [I8, Definition 6.1 and Theorem 6.6]). The existence of a unique solution to
([CI)—(T3) (including the case when (3] is replaced by u=g for some Dirichlet boundary value
g on D) has been established by the variational method (see [23] Example 3.14]). Moreover, the
well-posedness of (LI)—(L3]) can also be established by the integral equation method (see Section
[ below, see also [I8], Section 6.5] for boundary value problems in domains with corners). Given
a proper Dirichlet boundary value f, the Cauchy data (u|sp,v0,ulsp) are uniquely determined
since the boundary value problem ([I)-(L3) is well-posed. Here, v denotes the unit normal
vector to 0B directed into the exterior of B. The inverse problem we consider in this paper is to
determine v and D from a single pair of Cauchy data (u|gp,v0,u|sp). Both uniqueness results
and numerical methods of this inverse problem will be considered in the sequel.

Our studies are close to the existing references [10, 111 [19] 27] where the enclosure method,
range test and no-response test were applied to inverse conductivity problems with a polygonal
interface (see also [25] for inverse electromagnetic scattering from polyhedral scatterers). The
idea of this paper is motivated by the one-wave factorization method proposed in [6, O 20
21] for inverse time-harmonic scattering problems. While the classical factorization method by
Kirsch [I4] makes use of the scattering data over all incident and observation directions, the
one-wave factorization method only requires the far-field data of a single incident plane wave
for reconstructing scatterers of polygonal/polyhedral type. It is particularly interesting within
this paper that the constant conductivity coefficient can be also recovered by the one-wave
factorization method. All of the above-mentioned methods belong to the class of domain-defined
sampling methods and are closely related to the analytical continuation of the solution (see [24]
Chapter 15]). After finding a rough shape of the obstacle by the one-wave factorization method,
we then employ a Newton-type iterative scheme to get a more precise reconstruction of the shape,
which however relies heavily on proper initial guesses and efficient forward solvers.

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows. Some preliminary results from
factorization method based on Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators will be given in Section2l Section
is devoted to the uniqueness results and numerical methods of the inverse problem from a single
pair of Cauchy data. Details about numerical simulation of the forward problem will be described
in Section M Section [ is concerned with the numerical implementation of Newton’s iteration
method. Numerical examples will be reported in Section[fl Finally, a conclusion will be described

in Section [7]

2 Preliminary results

In this section, we will introduce the factorization method for an elliptic boundary value problem
[15) Chapter 6]. To circumvent the use of modified Sobolev spaces (see [15, (6.6)—(6.8)]), we will

develop the factorization method based on Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators.



We begin with the following single- and double-layer potentials with density :
Sond)@) = [ e n)edst), e BOR,

o9
(Dk,agw)(m):/ 0% (x,y)

) o(y)ds(y), = eR*\9Q,

where Q is a domain in R? with boundary 9%, ®;(x,y) is the fundamental solution to the
equation Au + k*u = 0 (see [I8, Theorem 6.2 for k = 0 and [4, (3.106)] for k # 0), i.e.,

D@y (z,y) + KOz, y) = —6(z — y).

Define the following boundary integral operators with density ¢:
(Suonoi?)0) =2 | Bula)o@ist), =< of

0
(Kkﬁﬂ—wﬁ%p)(:ﬂ) = 2/ M
0

o) ely)ds(y), z €09,

(K} o so0) (@) = 250 /m Oz, y)e(y)ds(y), = € 09,

(T o0 000) (@) = 28;?95) /89 8?;((9;7)”90(?/)613@)7 x € 09,

where () is also a domain in R? with boundary dQ. For the case when 9Q = 8?2, we define

Sko0 = Skea-00, Krea = Koo, Kipo = K} go00 and Trea = Tioo—oo. In the
sequel, we will use the above notations with 9Q € {9B,0D}, 0Q € {9B,0D}, and k € {0,i}.
Here, B and D are given as in (LI)—(L3).

2.1 Boundary value problems and Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators

Consider the Dirichlet boundary value problem

Aug =0 in B, (2.1)
up = f ondB. (2.2)

The well-posedness of @1)-(22) for f € HY/?(0B) can be established by the variational method
(see [23] Theorem 3.14]). However, we still need to investigate the well-posedness of ([2.1))—(2.2)
for f € H-Y2(0B) (e.g., [4, Section 10.2]) in order to establish the factorization method based
on Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators. To this end, we introduce several Sobolev spaces. Let € be
a bounded domain with C? boundary 9. Define

HAQ) :={uec HY(Q): Auc L*(Q)},
LA(Q) := {u € L*(Q) : Au € L*(Q)},



where the Laplacian A is understood in the distributional sense. Define the norms
HUH%{;(Q) = Hu”%{l(ﬂ) + HAU”2L2(Q)= Vu € HA(),
lullZz @) = llullZa) + 1AulZeq), V€ LA(Q).
Then we have the following trace theorem for HK(Q) and LQA(Q)

Theorem 2.1. There exist constants Cy,Co, C3 > 0 such that

18l 112050y < Cillully @)  Yu € HA(Q), (2.3)
lullg-17290) < Callullrz @) Vu € LA(), (2.4)
10vull r-3/2(00) < Csllullzz @), Vu€ LA(Q). (2.5)

Moreover, for any f € H‘1/2(E?Q) the following statements are true:
(a) There exists uy € HA(Q) such that ,us = f in H-Y/2(8Q) and
lugllgy ) < Call fllg-12050);
where Cy > 0 is a constant independent of f;
(b) There exists vy € L4 (Q) such that vy = f in H=Y/2(9Q) and
oz @) < Csllfll 172000
where C5 > 0 is a constant independent of f.

Proof. For the proof of ([2.3) we refer the reader to [4, Page 53|, and for the proofs of (2.4]) and
[23) we refer the reader to [4, Section 10.2]. Statement (a) follows directly from the existence
of a unique solution uy € H'(2) to the Neumann boundary value problem (|23, Theorem 3.15])

Aup —up =0 in Q,

Oyup = f on .
It remains to prove statement (b). Since C%*(9Q) is dense in H~/2(9Q), there exists a sequence
{f;} € C%%(0Q) such that ||f; — fllg-1/2(00) — 0 as j — oo. Note that S;gq : H=3/2(0Q) —
H~1/2(9Q) has a bounded inverse (see [4, Page 391]). By the jump relations [4, Theorem 3.1], it
holds that S; pa(S; 5o fi) = fj in C%(09) and thus S; p0(S; jofj) = fj in H~/2(09Q). Passing
to the limit j — oo, we conclude from [4, Theorem 10.12| that vy := Si7aQ(57:alﬂf) € LA (D)
satisfies vy = f in H~Y/2(9Q) and lvellzz @) < Csllflla-1/2(00)- O

By Theorem X1} we can establish the well-posedness of (Z1)-(Z2) for f € H~Y?(0B).

Theorem 2.2. (i) For any f € H/?(9B), the boundary value problem (Z1)-(22) has a unique
solution ug € HA(B) satisfying

luoll s By < Cllf M m1/208);
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where C' > 0 is a constant independent of f.
(ii) For any f € H-Y/2(dB), the boundary value problem (Z1)-(Z2) has a unique solution
ug € L4 (B) satisfying

luollzz (B) < Cllfllg-1/2(9m)>
where C' > 0 is a constant independent of f.

Proof. Statement (i) follows directly from [2, Example 5.15]. It suffices to prove statement (ii).
By Theorem 211 (b), there exists v; € L2 (B) such that v; = f in H~Y/2(9B) and H”f”LQA(B) <
Cs|| fllg-1/2(9m)- Then w :=ug — vy satisfies the following boundary problem

Aw = —Avy in B,
w =20 on 0B.

According to [2, Example 5.15], there exists a constant C > 0 such that
w18y < CllAvs| L2(B)-
Therefore,
luollLz () < llwllzg By + lvrllza 3y < V C* + UAvslL2p) + lvrllzz ) < Cllf 11208
where C' = C5(V C? + 1+ 1) > 0 is a constant independent of f. The proof is now complete. [

Next, consider the following boundary value problem

Au=0 in B\D, (2.6)
u=f on aB, (27)
u=0  ondD. (2.8)

The proof of Theorem 2.2 cannot be directly employed for the well-posedness of (2.6)—(2.8]) since
D is a polygon but Theorem 2.1]is valid for domain €2 of class C? (see [4, Section 10.2]).

Theorem 2.3. (i) For any f € H/?(0B), the boundary value problem (Z8)-(238) has a unique
solution u € HA(B\D) satisfying
lull gy D) < Clflm1208)5
where C' > 0 is a constant independent of f.
(ii) Assume By is an open subset of B such that D C By C By C B. For any f € H_1/2(8B),
the boundary value problem (2.8)-(238) has a unique solution u € LA (B\D) satisfying
lull g1 (Bo\Dy + 1ull 2 (\8y) < ClFla-1/2(08)

where C' > 0 is a constant independent of f.



Proof. Statement (i) follows directly from [23] Theorem 3.14]|. It suffices to prove statement (ii).
Let x € C*°(B) be a cut-off function such that y(z) = 0 for x € By and x(z) = 1 for  in the
vicinity of dB. By Theorem I (b), there exists v; € LA (B) such that vy = f in H~/2(9B)

and

lvllzz By < Csllfl-12(0m)- (2.9)
Set w := u — xvy, then w = v in Bo\D. Moreover, w satisfies the boundary value problem
Aw = —A(xvf) in B\D,

=0 on 0B,
=0 on 0D.

Noting that A(yvs) = vAx+2Vx - Vs + xAvy € H-1(B\D), we conclude from [23, Theorem
3.14] that
||w||H1(B\§) < CHA(XUf)HHfl(B\ﬁ) = CHUfHLZA(B\ﬁ),

where C , C > 0 are constants independent of f. Therefore,

”UHHl (Bo\D) — ”UHHl(BO\D ”w”Hl(BO\D < HwHHl (B\D) = CHUfHLZ(B\ﬁ)’
lull 2 85y = lull 2By < 1wllL2 8y + IXVrlL23v85) < CllvsllLa (5vDy-
In view of (2.9)), the proof is complete. O
Remark 2.4. (i) ug and u are harmonic and analytic in B and B\D, respectively; see [I8,
Definition 6.1 and Theorem 6.6].

(i) Let By, x and vy be given as in the proof of Theorem [Z3 (ii). For any f € H~'/?(B)
and g € H'/?(0D), the boundary value problem

Au=0 in B\D, (2.10)
u=f  ondB, (2.11)
u=g ondD, (2.12)

has a unique solution u € LA (B\D) satisfying

el zovpy + il vy < CUFLi-1v20m) + gl 2oy

where C' > 0 is a constant independent of f and g. Actually, by [23, Theorem 3.12] there exists
uy € HA(B\D) such that u, = g in H/?(0B) and lugllry @) < cllgllrz oy for a constant
¢ > 0 independent of g. Therefore, the assertion follows by setting w := u — [(1 — x)ug + xvy]
and a similar argument as above. Obuviously, the solution u to ZI0)—-ZI2) is also harmonic
and analytic in B\D.



(#ii) In view of Theorem [Z2, define the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator Ao corresponding to
(Z3)-(Z2) by Aof := dyug. By Theorems 21 and 23, we know Ay : HY/*(OB) — H~Y2(0B)
and Ao : HY/2(0B) — H~3/2(0B) are bounded. By the interpolation property of the Sobolev
spaces (see [18, Theorem 8.13]), Ao : H*(OB) — H*"1(0B) is bounded for s € [—%, %].

(iv) In view of Theorem [2.3, define the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator Ap corresponding to
(Z38)-(Z3) by Apf = d,u. By Theorems 21 and [Z3, we know Ap : H/?>(0B) — H~Y2?(dB)
and Ap : H-Y2(0B) — H~3/2(0B) are bounded. By the interpolation property of the Sobolev
spaces (see [18, Theorem 8.13]), Ap : H*(0B) — H*~1(9B) is bounded for s € [—3, 3].

Now we return to the boundary value problem ([I)-(L3]). We define the Dirichlet-to-
Neumann operator A, p by Ay pf = v0,u on 0B, where u solves (LI)-(L3). Obviously,
(26)-([2.3) is a special case of (LI)-(L3) with v =1 and thus A, p = yAp. With this notation,
the Cauchy data (u|pp, v0,ulsp) to (LI)-(L3) can be represented as (f,vApf).

2.2 Factorization method

Below we shall derive a factorization of Ap — Ag. To this end, we define the operator Gp by

Gpg = 0,w, where w is the unique solution to the following boundary value problem:

Aw =0 in B\D, (2.13)
w=0 ondB, (2.14)
w=g¢g ondD. (2.15)

Theorem 2.5. The operator Gp : H'/?(dD) — L?(0B) is well-defined, bounded and compact.

Proof. Let g € HY/?(OD) in 2I3). According to [23, Theorem 3.14|, (ZI3)(ZI%) has a unique
solution w € H'(B\D) satisfying

||w||H1(B\5) <c H9HH1/2(6D) ; (2.16)

where the constant C' > 0 is independent of g. Since D is contained in the interior of B, for any
J €Z, there exists a set of domains {Qj}}]:1 with boundaries 0Q); € C°°, j=1,---,J, such that

DcDCcOUCcQHCQcQc---CcQyCcQycCB.

We claim that for any m € {1,2,--- ,J} there exists a constant C,, > 0 independent of g such
that [[wll ym gy < Cmllgll g2 op)- Actually, by setting x1 € C>(B) to be a cut-off function
such that yi(x) = 0 for 2 € Q; and xi1(z) = 1 for x € B\Qa, we know w := wy; is the unique

solution to

Ay =p; in B\Q;, w1 =0 ondBUIy,



where py == wAx1 + 2Vw - Vi satisfies [Pl 2 p\ap) < él”gqu/Q(aB) due to (2I6). Here
Cy > 0 is a constant independent of g. It follows from the regularity of elliptic equation (see [T
Theorem 8.12]) that ||wl| 2 p\az) < 101l g2 p\ar)y < C2llgll gz om)-

Now, suppose that |[wl| ym g,y < Cmllgllgi2ep) for some m € Zy. Set xm € C*(B) to
be a cut-off function such that x,,(z) = 0 for z € Q,, and x;m(z) = 1 for & € B\Qp41. Then

Wy, = WX 1S the unique solution to
Ay, = P in B\Qp,  Wm =0 on dBUIQ,,

where p, 1= WAX+2Vw- Vo, satisfies ||| gm-1 (g < 5m”gHH1/2(6D) due to the inductive
hypothesis. Here C,,, > 0 is a constant independent of g. It follows from the regularity of elliptic
equation (see [7, Theorem 8.13) that [|w]| grm+1 (o) < N0mllgrmsr ) < Cmrtllgll gz op)-

By induction, we have ||w||ym g,y < Cmllgllgizop) for all m € {1,2,---,J} and thus
[0vw|| grm—sr298) < mllgllg/2@py for all m € {1,2,---,J}. Here ¢, > 0 is a constant inde-
pendent of g for all m € {1,2,--- ,J}. Finally, the compactness of Gp : H/?(dD) — L*(0B)
follows from the compact embedding of H™3/2(9B) into L*(0B) provided J > m > 2. O

To obtain a factorization of Ap — Ay, we need to introduce the boundary integral operators
defined on dD. We begin with the Green’s function K (x,y) to the Laplace’s equation in B with
the Dirichlet boundary condition:

K(ﬂj‘,y) = @0(33,3/)4‘]43(33,3/), $7y€B7 x#y,

where ®q(x,7) is the fundamental solution to the Laplace’s equation in R? (see [I8, Theorem
6.2]) and up = k(-,y) solves [ZI)-22) with f := —P(-,y) on 9B. We note that K(x,y) is
harmonic and analytic in x € B\{y} and K(-,y) =0 on 0B. Moreover, we have the reciprocity

relation (symmetric property) for K (x,y) as follows.
Lemma 2.6. k(z,y) = k(y,z) and K(x,y) = K(y,x) for all z,y € B, © # y.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove k(z,y) = k(y,z) for all z,y € B. Setting Br to be a disk centered
at origin with radius R > 0 large enough and using Green’s second theorem (see [I8] (6.2)]) in
Bgr\B, we have for z,y € B that

- 0Po(z,y) ) — . 0P (2, ) (2
= [ Ao e~ w7 k) 210

where v denotes the unit normal vector to 0B or 0Bp directed into the exterior of B or Bp,

respectively. Note that for z,y € B and |z| large enough there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

|[@o(z, 2) = oy, 2)| < |z — ylmaxeep [VaPo(z, 2)| < O/,
‘81/(2)(1)0(1'72) - Z?V(z)@o(y,z)\ < "T - y‘ maxzeB |vx[al/(z)q)0(xvz)” < C/‘ZP
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Therefore,

[ {20 o) - e - (e |20 DN

OB ov(z) ov(z) ov(z)
cC C C
< 27R <R 5 HInR R2>

Passing to the limit R— oo, we deduce from (2I7)) that

M zZ,r) — z M s(z2) =
[ (Bt e.r) - e 82 ) o

Applying Green’s second theorem over B to k(-,y) and k(-,z), we have for x,y € B that

0k(z,y) 0k(z,x) B
/83 { () k(z,z) — k(z,v) () }ds(z) =0.

Using the Green’s formula (see [I8, Theorem 6.5]) we have for x,y € B that
B 0k(z,y) ) — k(s 0Py(z, x) o(
ten) = [ {GE w0 - i D L),
k2 - Ok(z, ) ) — Ko 0Po(z,y) S(s
ba) = = [ (D) - ke 0D s,

Taking the sum of the above four equalities gives

8K(z,y) aK(Z,JE)

k(x,y) — k(y,z) = / {T(Z)K(z,x) — K(z,y)m} ds(z), z,y € B.

oB

Now the proof is completed by using the boundary condition K(-,2)=K(-,y)=0 on 0B.

Using the Green’s function K (z,y) one may represent the solution ug to (2I)-(22) in terms

of the boundary data f.

Lemma 2.7. For f € H*(OB) with s € [—%, 1], the solution ug € LA (B) to (Z1)-(Z2) is given

by

_ [ @) sy, w
wia) = [ ZEE D )dst), @ e B (215)

In particular, ug € HX(B) provided f € H'/?(9B).

Proof. First, we assume that f € C?(B). For any fixed z € B, we observe that ug and k(-, z)

are harmonic in B and k(x,-) = k(-,z) (see Lemma [2.06]). Applying Green’s second theorem (see

[18] (6.2)]) over B to ug and k(x,-) shows that

_ [ [ O@y) Y
0_/8B{ay(y)k( Y) ) o(y)}d(y), cB.



Using the Green’s formula (see [I8, Theorem 6.5]) we have

B ou 0Py (z,y)
wiw) = [ {2 wean - B8 b iy, we s

Since ug = f on OB and K(x,-) = K(-,xz) = 0 on 0B, the representation ([Z.I8]) follows by taking
the sum of the above two equalities.

Finally, in view of Theorem 2.2] Remark 2.4] (iii) and [4, Theorem 10.12], we can obtain the
results for f € H*(OB) with s € [—1, 1] by denseness arguments. O

For f € L?>(0B) and ¢ € H-Y/2(9D), define the following integral operators

[ OB s,
() == [ ZEe sy, @ <op.
(Sape)(x) := BDK(w,y)so(y)dS(y), z € dD.

The properties of the above integral operators are given in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.8. (i) H : L>(0B) — HY?(OD) is bounded, compact and injective.
(ii) Sop : H-Y2(0D) — H'?(0D) is bounded, self-adjoint and coercive, i.e., there exists a
constant ¢>0 independent of ¢ such that

(Sopw, @) = cll@lli-120p)  for all p € HV/?(0D), (2.19)
where {-,-) represents the sesquilinear duality pairing (HY?(0D), H=Y/%(0D)).

Proof. (i). Assume f € L?(0B). In view of Lemma 277, Hf is the trace of ug on D (see [22,
Theorem 3.38]). Since wug defined by (2I8]) is harmonic and analytic in B, we conclude that
H : L*(dB) — H'Y?(AD) is bounded and compact. Now assume H f = 0 on D, then ug defined

by (2I8)) satisfies

Aug =0 in D,
ug =10 on 0D.

The uniqueness of the above boundary value problem implies ug = 0 in D. Hence, ug =0 in B
by analyticity. Then f =0 on 9B follows from Lemma 27l This shows the injectivity of H.

(ii). Noting that K (x,y) has the same type of singularity for x = y as ®¢(z,y) and ®;(x, y), we
deduce from the jump relations and regularity properties of boundary integral operators (see [3] 4]
for domains of class C? and [5, 22] for Lipschitz domains) that Spp : H~Y/2(0D) — H'Y?(dD)
is bounded for any ¢ € H~Y/2(0D) and the function w defined by

w(zx) = - K(z,y)p(y)ds(y), =€ RA\OD, (2.20)
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satisfies the following jump relations:
wL=Sypp, Owi—d,w_=—p  ondD, (2.21)

where the subindex + (—) indicates the limit as = approaches D from outside (inside) of D,
respectively.

It is easy to deduce from Lemma 28] that Spp : H~Y/2(0D) — H'/?(dD) is self-adjoint.

To show that Spp : H='/2(0D) — H'/?(9D) is injective, we assume Sppe=0 on dD. Then
the function w defined by (2Z20)) satisfies

Aw =0 in B\D, Aw=0 in D,
and

w =20 on 0D U 0B, w =0 on dD.

It follows from the uniqueness of above boundary value problems that w = 0 in D and thus, by
@21, we get ¢ = dyw_ — d,wy =0 on OD.

We claim that Spp : H~Y/2(0D) — H'/?(dD) has a bounded inverse. Note that the operator
Sap — Siop : H /(D) — H'Y?(OD) is compact due to the increased smoothness of the
integral kernel as compared with that of S; pp. It follows that Sop = S;ap + (Sap — Siap) is
a Fredholm operator of index zero since the inverse S;(;D : H'/2(0D) — H~'/2(dD) is bounded
(see [16, Theorem 5.44]). We also refer the reader to [22] Theorem 7.6] for another proof that an
integral operator, whose integral kernel has the same type of singularity for x = y as K(z,vy), is
a Fredholm operator of index zero. Recall that Syp is injective. By the Riesz-Fredholm theory
we know that the inverse Sgll) - H'/2(0D) — H~Y2(dD) is bounded.

We are now ready to prove the coercivity of Syp. Let w be defined by (220)). By the jump
relations (2.2]]) and using Green’s first theorem (see [I8, Theorem 6.3|) we have

(Sapp,p) = / w(Ow— — dywy )ds
oD

— /{wAw—HVw\z}da:—i-/ {wAw—HVw\Q}dx—/ wd,wds
D B\D OB

= /]Vw[%x—k/ |Vw|*dz,
D B\D

where we have used the fact that Aw = 0in B\0D and w = 0 on 0B. By the Poincaré¢ inequality
(see |23 Lemma 3.13|) and the trace theorem (see [23] Theorem 3.9]), we get

(Sapy, ) > vaHiz(B\ﬁ) > c ||w||§{1(3\5) > C HSE)DSDH%II/Z(aD)

for some constants c1, ca >0 independent of ¢ and w. Noting that 58_5 - H'?(0D) — H~'/2(dD)
is bounded, we finally arrive at (2.19]). O

We are now in a position to derive a factorization of Ap — Ag.
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Theorem 2.9. The following relation between Ap — Ay, Gp and Syp holds:
Ap — Ao = GpS;pGh, (2.22)

where G%, : L*(0B) — H~Y2(dD) and S}, : H-Y/2(0D) — HY?(dD) are the adjoint operators
of Gp and Syp, respectively.

Proof. Given f € L*(9B), we have Apf — Aof = d,u — dyup € H 1 (0B), where u € LA (B\D)
solves (L) (L3) and ug € LA (B) solves @I)—(Z2), respectively. Noting that w = u—ug solves
EI3)-ZI8) with g = —up on 0D and using Remark 2.4 (i) and Lemma [27] we obtain

(Ap —Ao)f =Gp(—uolyp) = —GpHF. (2.23)
The L? adjoint H* : H='/2(dD) — L?(dB) is given by

o)) = [ 2 oist). acon.

We observe that H*p = 0,v on OB, where v is defined by

v(e) =— | K(z,y)e(y)ds(y), =< B\D.
oD

Since v solves (ZI3)—(2I5) with g=—Sspyp, we have H* =—GpSyp and consequently
Now, the factorization form (222) follows by combining ([2:23) and ([2:24)). O

Remark 2.10. (i) It follows from Remark[27) (iii) and (iv) that Ap—Ag is bounded from H*(0B)
to H*=Y(0B) for any s € [—3%,3]. Further, since w = u — ug solves (213)-(Z13) with g = —ug
on D, we conclude from the proof of Theorem [Z that Ap — Ao : H*(OB) — H™3/2(dB) is
bounded for any s € [—%, 5] andm € Z.. In particular, Ap— Ao : L*(0B) — L*(9B) is bounded.
(i) Noting that H : L*(0B) — HY?(D) is injective, we conclude from (Z23) that G :
L*(0B) — H~'Y2(dD) is also injective and thus Gp : H'/?(0D) — L*(0B) has a dense range.

Since Gp : H/?2(OD) — L*(dB) is compact (see Theorem Z3) and Spp : H™/?(0D) —
H'Y2(OD) is self-adjoint (see Theorem Z8), it follows from Z22) that Ap — Ag : L*(dB) —
L?(0B) is compact and self-adjoint. Combining Theorems 28] and [I5, Corollary 1.22]) we

immediately obtain the following important result.
Theorem 2.11. The ranges of Gp and (AD—A0)1/2 coincide, 1.e., Ran Gp=Ran (AD—A0)1/2.
For a numerical implementation of factorization method, we need the following theorem.

Theorem 2.12. Let z € B. Then 0,K (-, 2)|sp € RanGp if and only if z € D.
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Proof. If z € D, then K(-,2) is harmonic in B\{z} and K (-, 2)|gp € HY?(dD). Therefore, it
follows from K(-,z) =0 on 0B that 9, K (-, z)|sp = Gp(K(-,2)|ap) € RanGp.

If 9, K (-, z) € RanGp, then there exists g € HY/?(0D) such that 9,K (-, 2)|sp = Gpg = d,w
on OB, where w € H'(B\D) solves [2I3)-(2I5). Noting that K(-,z) = 0 = w on dB, we
conclude from Holmgren’s theorem (see [I8, Theorem 6.7]) that K (-, z) = w in B\D. Due to the
singularity of K(-,z) at z € B, we know K (-,2) = w € H'(B\D) if and only if z € D. O

Combining Remark (ii), Theorems 211l and 2121 and Picard’s theorem ([4, Theorem

4.8]), we immediately obtain the following result.

Theorem 2.13. Denote by (A, pn) an eigensystem of Ap — Ag. Define

I(z) = ZK@”K(';Z‘)’%)‘ , z€B, (2.25)

n

where (-,-) denotes the inner product in L*>(0B). Then z € D if and only if I(z) > 0.

We remark that, the knowledge of the operators Ap and Ay is equivalent with the Cauchy
data (f,0,ulpp) and (f,d,uplap) for sufficiently many input data f, where u solves (2.6)—(2:8)
and ug solves (ZI)-(2.2). The measurement data set can be used to reconstruct the shape of a
general obstacle D (e.g., [I5, Chapter 6] and Example below). In the next section, we will
show that, when D is a convex polygon, both 9D and =y can be reconstructed from a single pair
of Cauchy data.

3 Uniqueness with a single Cauchy data

This section is devoted to the uniqueness results and numerical methods of the inverse problem

of determining the constant conductivity coefficient v in (LI]) and the boundary 0D from a single
pair of Cauchy data to (LI)—(L3]).

3.1 Reconstruct the constant conductivity coefficient.

Let Q be a Lipschitz bounded domain that contained in the interior of B. Denote by Gg the
operator Gp with D replaced by (2 and by Ran G the range of Ggq.

Theorem 3.1. Let u solve (I1)-(1L3) and ug solve (211)-(22) with the same boundary value f
on OB. Assume that D C Q C Q C B. For T > 0 define g, == (y0,u — 170,u0)|y5. Then the
following statements are true:

(i) If T = ~, then g, € Ran Gg;

(i) If T # 7y, then g, € Ran Gq if and only if Agf € RanGq,.

13



Proof. (i). If 7 =, then g, = gy = v dy(u — ug)|yp. Noting that u — ug is harmonic in B\D
and u —ug = f — f =0 on 0B, we have g, = Gq [v(u — ug)|50]-
(ii). Since g4 € Ran Gy, the statement follows easily from

9r — gy = (YO,u — 1Oy up) — (YO,u —yO,up) = (v — 7)0yup = (v — 7)Aof on OB.
O

According to Theorem [B] the constant conductivity coefficient v can be uniquely determined
by a single pair of Cauchy data (f,0,ulgp) to (LI)—-(L3) provided Agf ¢ Ran Ggq. Moreover,
based on Theorem [B.I] we can propose a numerical approach for recovering v by taking 7 > 0 as
a testing parameter. Our method for recovering « consists of the following three steps:

Step 1: Find a Lipschitz domain € such that D C Q C Q C B and calculate Ran Gg;

Step 2: Find a boundary value f on 0B such that Agf ¢ RanGgq;

Step 3: Test the values of 7 > 0 till g € Ran Ggq.

Remark 3.2. Instead of by calculating Gq directly, we obtain Ran Gq indirectly by calculating
Ao and Aq (i.e., Ap with D replaced by Q). More precisely, we have Ran Gg = Ran (Ag —A0)1/2
(see Theorem[2.11]). Noting that Ao, Ao and g, are equivalent to corresponding Cauchy data, we

are able to recover the coefficient v in a data-to-data manner.

For the purpose of recovering ~ in Step 3, we employ the indicator function

(g7, fn)]
[Z bW ] : (3.1)

where (-, -) denotes the inner product in L2(0B) and (\,, f,) is an eigensystem of (Ag — Ag). In
view of Theorem B and Remark B:2] we conclude from Picard’s theorem (see [4, Theorem 4.8])
and Remark (ii) that

>0 if 7 =7,
=0 if7#~.

11(7')

For convenience of numerical implementation, we provide several explicit examples of the

boundary value f on 0B such that Agf ¢ Ran Ggq, as shown in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Let u solve (I1)-(1.3) and uy solve (21)-(22) with the same boundary value
f on OB. Assume that D C Q C Q C B. For T > 0, define g. := (y0,u — 70,u0) 5. Assume
further that T # ~. Then Ao f ¢ Ran Gq provided one of the following conditions holds:

(i) f is not identically zero but vanishes in an open subset T' of OB;

(ii) f = f + ¢ with ¢ being an arbitrary constant and f satisfying condition (i);

(iii) f € H*(OB)\H***(0B) for any s > —% and € > 0.

14



Proof. (i). Assume to the contrary that Agf € Ran Gq. Then by Theorem B (ii) it follows that
gr € RanGq, i.e., there exists g € H'/?(9Q) such that g, = Gqg. By the definition of Gg the

boundary value problem

Aw =0 in B\Q,
w=0 ondB,
w=g on Jf,

admits a unique solution w such that d,w = g, on dB. From (LI)-(I3) and ZI)-22) we

obtain

A(yu —Tug) =0 in B\Q,
(yu—T1ug) =(y—7)f ondB.

Since 9, (yu—Tug) = gr on OB and f vanishes on I', the Cauchy data of (yu—7up) and w coincide
on I'. Now it follows from Holmgren’s theorem (see [I8 Theorem 6.7]) that w = yu — Tug in
B\Q. Consequently, w and yu — Tup must coincide on OB by trace theorem. However, this is
impossible, because w = 0 on 0B and (yu — Tug) = (7 — 7) f is not identically zero on dB.

(ii). It suffices to show Ag(f — ¢) ¢ Ran Gq since constant functions belong to the nullspace
of Ag. Now the proof is completed by statement (i).

(iii). Without loss of generality, we assume that B is a disk with radius R and center at the

origin. From the following Fourier series expansion
f(x) = f(R(cosf,sinh)) = Z cne™. 1z € OB,
nez
we conclude that
1f 1 Freom) = Y (1 +n)*leal? < o0, (3.2)
nez

but the series

D (14 n2) e, (3.3)

nez

diverges. Analogously to [16, Theorem 2.22|, it can be shown that the solution to (ZI)—(22]) is

given by the series

Therefore,



If 0 < s, then Agf € H°~1(OB) since from ([B2) we deduce

o1M2|enl? 1 o 1
180 o vom = 3 Wl < LS (12 < gl om
n€ezZ\{0} neZ\{0}

If 0 > s+¢ then Agf ¢ H°~1(OB) since from ([B.2) and ([B.3) we know the series

21 |2 2
L . Mo 2w L 2yt 2 W eon)
Z(l—i—n) 2 22—]%22(14‘71) |enl 2@2(14‘”) e T Tom
neZ\{0} nez)\ {0} nez
diverges. However, it follows from the proof of Theorem 23 that Ran Go ¢ H™%/2(9B) for any

m € Z,. Consequently, Agf ¢ RanGq. O
Remark 3.4. Using the notations introduced in the above proof, an explicit example of condition

(iii) in Theorem[3.3 is as follows. For any 0y € (0,27) set

F(Rcosd,singy) = 4 1 000
0, if6 € (0, 2m).

Then
ein? 1 bo Lo, n =0,
Cp = (f, > _ e—lnede — 27rR7in9
21R LZ(OB) 21 R 0 15;]«27;”0 ., n # 0.

It can be easily seen that f € H*(OB)\HY?(OB) provided s < 1. We also have f + fo €
H*(0B)\H'?(0B) provided s < % and fo € H/*(dB).

3.2 Reconstruct the boundary of the obstacle.

Having determined ~ in the previous subsection, we shall proceed with the inverse problem of
finding 0D.

Theorem 3.5. Assume that the constant coefficient v > 0 is known and D is a Dirichlet domain
contained in B. Then D can be uniquely determined by the single pair of Cauchy data (f,v0,ulsp)
to (I1)-(1-3) provided f is not identically zero.

Proof. Following the proof of [4, Theorem 5.1|, we assume that Dy # Do and the Cauchy data
corresponding to (LI)-(L3) with D = D; and D = Dy coincide. Let G be the component
of B\{D1 U Dy} whose boundary contains dB. Without loss of generality, we assume D* :=
(B\G)\Dy is nonempty. For j = 1,2, let u; solve

div(yVu;j) =0 in B\Dj,
uj=f ondB,
uj =0 ondDj.
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Suppose u; and ug have the same Cauchy data on 9B, i.e., (f,v0,u1lop) = (f,vOuz2lop). It
follows from Holmgren’s theorem (see [I8, Theorem 6.7]) that u; = up in G. Since u; = 0 on
0Dj, j = 1,2, we know that ug = 0 on 9D*. By the Maximum-Minimum Principle of harmonic
functions (see [I8, Corollary 6.10]), we have ug = 0 in D*. Hence, us = 0 in G by analyticity.

This leads to a contradiction since f = ug|gp is not identically zero. O

Remark 3.6. If f is not identically zero, the solution u to 286)—-(238) cannot be analytically
extended from B\D into B. Actually, if u can be analytically extended into B, then u is harmonic
in B. Proceeding as above, we can conclude from uw =0 on 0D that u vanishes identically in B.

This is a contradiction to the assumption on f.

In what follows we shall design a domain-defined sampling method for imaging a convex
polygonal obstacle D. Below we show that the analytical extension across a corner of 9D is

impossible.

Theorem 3.7. Assume that the constant coefficient v > 0 is known, f is not identically zero,
and D is a Dirichlet convex polygon. Assume further that one of the following statement holds:
(i) All the corners of D are irrational angles;
(i) dist(0B, D) > diam(D);
(i1i) f € C(OB) and f(x) # 0 for all x € OB.

Then u cannot be analytically extended across the corners of D.

Proof. For the proof of statements (i) and (ii), we refer the reader to [27, Lemma 2.4].

It remains to show statement (iii). Since f € C(0B), one can show u € C?(B\By)NC(B\By),
where By is an open subset of B such that D C By C By C B. Assume to the contrary that u
can be analytically extended across a corner z of D. Consider an edge I" of D that has z as one of
its endpoints. Since u vanishes on I' and analytic in a neighborhood of z and B\ D, we conclude
that « vanishes on the extended line of I' that containing z as an interior point. Because of
convexity, the extended line must intersect with 9B at a point xg. Therefore, f(z9)=wu(zo)=0.

This is a contradiction to the assumption on f. O
By Theorem [B.7] we can characterize D by sampling domains © and the testing function g,.

Theorem 3.8. Let u solve (I1)-(1L3) and ug solve (211)-(2.2) with the same boundary value f
on 0B. Set g := (70,u —y0yup)|yp- Let the assumptions of Theorem [37 be fulfilled. Assume
further that ) is a convexr domain. Then D C € if and only if g, € Ran Gq.

Proof. 1f D C , then (B\Q) C (B\D) and thus g, = Gq [y(u — uo)|oq] on 0B.
Now, we consider the case when D ¢ €. Assume to the contrary that 0,(u —wu)|yg €
Ran Ggq, i.e., there exists g € H1/2(8Q) such that g, = Gqg on 0B. Therefore, the unique
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solution w of the boundary value problem

Aw =0 in B\Q,
w=0 ondB,
w=g on Jf,

must satisfy 0,w = g, on 0B. From ([LI)-(L3) and ZI)-(22) we obtain
A(u—up) =0 in B\Q,
(u—wup) =0 ondB.

Since 70, (v — up) = g, on 9B, the Cauchy data of «(u — up) and w coincide on 9B. It follows
from Holmgren’s theorem (see [I8, Theorem 6.7]) that

w=7y(u—uy) inB\(DUQ). (3.4)

Noting that D ¢ Q and € is convex, we can find a corner z of D and an open neighbourhood V'
of z such that V' dose not intersect with the closure of 2. We deduce from (B4) that u can be

extended as a harmonic function in V', which contradicts the result of Theorem [B.7] O

Remark 3.9. Denote by O the set of all convex Lipschitz domains that contained in B. Let the
assumptions of Theorem [T be fulfilled. By Theorems [2.11] and[3.8 we have

D= ﬂ 0= ﬂ Q.

Qe{Q€0:g,€Ran Gy} Qe{Q€0:g,E€Ran (Ag—Ao)/2}

According to the above analysis (see also [19] Theorems 6.2 and 6.3]), we defined the following

indicator function to recover the location and rough profile of D:

Z‘g”';f]‘ ] , (3.5)

where 2 € O with O introduced in Remark 39} (-,-) denotes the inner product in L?(0B) and
(An, fn) is an eigensystem of (Ag — Ag). Under the assumptions of Theorems B.7 and B.§ we
conclude from Remark B2l Picard’s theorem (see [4, Theorem 4.8]) and Remark (ii) that

>0 if DCQ,
=0 if DZQ.

I>(€2)

Moreover, in view of Remark B.6] a rough location of D can be recovered by (3.3 even if the

assumptions of Theorem [B.7] cannot be fulfilled.
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4 Numerical simulation of forward problems

We note that the boundary value problems ([I)—(L3) (including Z6)—(28)) and EI)—(2Z2)

can be reduced to boundary integral equations (see [I8, Chapter 6]), which can be numerically
calculated by Nystrom’s method (see [I8, Chapter 12| and [4, Section 3.6]). To calculate Ay,
Aq and Ap, it suffices to represent these Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators in terms of boundary

integral boundary operators introduced at the beginning of Section 21

Theorem 4.1. Let f € H*(0B) with s € [—%, %] The double-layer potential uy := Dy appon

with density wgp € H*(0B) is a solution of the Dirichlet boundary value problem (211)-(22),

provided that pap is a solution of the boundary integral equation

(Koo — Iyan = 2f, (4.1)

where I denotes the identity operator. Furthermore, ({{.1)) is uniquely solvable for all f € H*(0B)

and the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator Ag can be represented by
Ao = Toop(Koos — 1)
Moreover, Ay : H*(OB) — H*"Y(0B) is bounded.

Proof. By denseness arguments as in the proof of Theorem 211 the jump relations and regularity
properties for the boundary trace and the normal derivative trace of the single- and double-layer
potential remain valid in the Sobolev space setting (see [5, 22]). Therefore, K¢ gp : H*(0B) —
H*TY(B) is bounded, and thus Ko gp : H*(0B) — H*(0B) is compact. Proceeding as in the
proofs of [I8 Theorems 6.22 and 6.23|, we can prove this theorem.

Moreover, it follows from [4) Theorem 3.6 and Corollary 10.13] and the interpolation property
of the Sobolev spaces (see [I8, Theorem 8.13]) that Ty ap : H*(OB) — H*~Y(0B) is bounded.
In view of Theorem 22 Remark 2] (iv), by the denseness argument as in the proof of Theorem
2.1 and jump relations, we conclude from [4, Theorem 10.12] that Ag = Ty s5(Ko o — 1)~ and
Ao : H*(0B) — H*1(dB) is bounded. O

Theorem 4.2. Let f € H*(9B) with s € [—1,1]. The combined layer potential
u =Dy gp¥on + So.opPon (4.2)

with densities pop € H*(OB) and pop € H-Y2(OD) is a solution of the Dirichlet problem
(2:4)-(2:8) provided that pgp and pyp satisfy the boundary integral equations

Koo —1 Soop—oB vo \ _ [ 2f (4.3)
Koop—sop  Soep oD 0
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Furthermore, ([f-3) is uniquely solvable for all f € H*(0B) and the Dirichlet-to-Neumann oper-

ator Ap can be represented by

-1
Koo —1 Sopop—o f
ADf = < TO,@B KéﬁD—)@B > < 0,0B 0,0D—0B ) ( ] ‘ (44)

Koop—sop  So.ep
Moreover, Ap : H*(0B) — H*"1(0B) is bounded.

Proof. By the jump relations and regularity properties in the Sobolev space setting (see [5l 22]),
it is easy to see that the combined layer potential (£2)) with densities pgp and pyp satisfying
([#3) is a solution to the Dirichlet problem (Z06])—(2.1]).

From the proof of Theorem Bl we know Kypp — I : H*(0B) — H®(0B) has a bounded
inverse. The operator S; 9p : H~'/2(0D) — H'Y?(OD) also has a bounded inverse (see [I6
Theorem 5.44]). Moreover, Sy ap—oB : H-'Y2(0D) — H*(OB) and Koop—sop : H*(0B) —
HY/ 2(0D) are compact due to the regularity properties of surface potentials, and So.op — Siop :
H~Y2(0D) — HY?(dD) is also compact due to the increased smoothness of the integral kernel
as compared with that of S; yp. By the Riesz-Fredholm theory we conclude from

Koo —1 Soop—oB _ [ Koop—1 0 N 0 S0,0D—0B (4.5)
Koop—sop  Soop 0 Si.oD Koop—sop Soep — Siop
that (€3]) is uniquely solvable if and only if (L) is injective.
Let u be given by (.2)) with psp and pgp satisfy (@3] wtih f = 0 on dB. By the uniqueness

for the interior Dirichlet problem in B\D and in D, respectively, we have = 0 in B\D and in

D, respectively. By the jump relation we have
wop = Opu— — Oyuy =0 on dD. (4.6)
Therefore, it follows from (£2) that
u = Do apPon- (4.7)

The jump relation now yields d,us = 0 on 0B. Note that (A1) implies u(z) = o(1) as |z| — oo.
It follows from the uniqueness of the exterior Neumann problem (see [I8, Theorem 6.13]) that

u = 0 in R?\B. By the jump relation we have
wop =us —u—_ =0 ondB. (4.8)

Combining ([46]) and (L8] we thus obtain the injectivity of (LX)
Finally, by noting that

1 )
&/UQ = 5 ( TOCPBB K()@D—)é)B ) < ron > on Z?B,
’ YoD

we arrive at (£4)). Since K{5p ,5p H=Y2(0D) — H*"Y(0B) and Ty, : H*(0B) — H*~'(0B)
are bonuded, we know Ap : H*(0B) — H*1(dB) is bounded. O
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Remark 4.3. (i) In contrast to the invertible operator Spp : H='/2(dD) — H'?(0D) defined
in Theorem [Z8, the operator Sp pp : H~'/2(0D) — HY?(dD) is in general not injective in two
dimensions (see [18, Theorem 7.38]). A modified operator of So sp has been proposed to overcome
this difficulty (see [18, Theorem 7.41]). Here, we avoid this difficulty by using the combined layer

potential [{-3).

(ii) Let s € [—3, 3]. By Theorems[_1] and[J-3, we immediately obtain (Ap—Ao)f € H*"1(OB)
for all f € H*(B). Furthermore, Remark 210 (i) implies (Ap — Ao)f € H™3/2(dB) for all

feH*(OB) and m € Zy.

Below we will consider numerical approaches for computing Ag and Ap. The same scheme
can be applied to handle Aq for any Lipschitz domain Q satisfying Q Cc B. We begin with the
necessary parametrization of (LIl and (£3). Note that a uniform mesh for 9D yields only poor
convergence due to the corners of polygon D. To take proper care of the corner singularities,
we may use a graded mesh as shown in ({II]) below (for details see |4 Section 3.6 and [26]).

Assume that 0B possesses a regular analytic 2m-periodic representation of the form
I(t) = (@1(t), Z2(t), 0<1<2m. (4.9)

Moreover, the boundary 0D of polygon D with corners given in order by {FPy := (P, Pm)}évz 1

possesses a parametric representation of the form x(t) := (z1(¢t), z2(t)) for 0 < ¢ < 27, where

2 200-1)7 20-1)m 2
x](t): <W—t>P[J+ <t_%>P(£modN)+l7j7 te [%, W) ,621,' Ty N (410)

for j = 1,2. To introduce the uniform mesh on dB and the graded mesh on 90D, we choose
n,n € Z4 such that n/N € Z,. For simplicity let there be n/N knots on each smooth segment.
The knots on 9B and 9D are {Z(f;)} and {x(t;)}, respectively, where

=2 j=0,1,-- 20— 1,
n
T gT .
ti=w(s;) with s; = —+27 j=0,1,--- ,2n — 1 411
J w(S]) w1 S] 27’L+7’L,j Pl , 4T ) ( )

w(s) =w(Ns— 20w +2m), s € [W’%)’KZL'” . N,
P
D a—LC) 0<s<om

[w(s)]P + [v(2m — s)]P

(5) 1 1\ /7n—s 3+1s—7r+1 ~y
v(s)=|-—z - - .
p 2 0 p 9r P=

Following the Nystrom method (see [I8, Chapter 12]) and the idea of graded mesh (see [4], Section
3.6]), the boundary integral equations (A1) and (£3)) can be approximated by

(Lo —1)Wop = F
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and

Lop —1 Mopp—on Vop _(F (4.12)
Lopsop  Map W¥sp 0 )

respectively, where I denotes the identity matrix and

Lop = (%EaB(fthj))

4,j=0,1, 2fi—1

1EO-2@D]@F),=71() 7 4 =~

Fop(7) = { T o 7T
’ (D@0~ (1) Pz

27T|SE’( ) 2 Y )

and
T~ -
Mop—op = <EM6D—>63(ti,Tj))i:0 L B0 2t
~ - |’ ()] 1
Mpp-op(t,7) = ——In 0 a0
T~ -
Lop—op = <%LBB—>6D(ti,tj >i—0 0L 2t
= - 1[z(t) — 2(7)] - (25(7), =71 (7))
LE)B—>8D(ta 7—) = ; |$(t) — j‘(’f')|2 ’
Mpp = R§" (s:)Mpp,1(si,07) + —Map 2(8170])>Z Loy’
n—1
. P 1
R! )(s) = —% — cosm(s — sj) — %cosn(s -sj), j=0,1,---,2n—1,
m=1
Mppi(s,0) = Myp1(w(s),w(0)),
Mo a(s.0) Mpp 2(w(s), w(o)), s # 0,
0D,2\ 5, =
2Mpp 1 (w(s),w(s))Inw'(s) + Map 2(w(s),w(s)), s=o,
1
M@D,l(t77—)) = _%| /(T)|7
20l 1y, — Mpyp 1 (t,7)In (4sin? 5T t#£T
Mppo(t, 7)) = {;p/ﬂt)l |m§t)_m(T)‘ 7 ( i ) _
T M@ t=m,
W o= diag(w/(80)7w/(81)7"' 7w,(s2n—1))7
Vop = (pop(x(t)), pop(x(t1)), -+ pap(@(tan-1)))"

With the notations in discrete form, the solution to ([ZI)—(2Z2]) can be approximated by

7T< 900 (z,@(f0)) O0Po(z,z(f1)) . OPo(z.E(t2n—1)) >Y8B\IjaB, z € B,

u (@)~ = 5G@) v (@(01)) v (@(tan 1))
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and the solution to (Z6)-(Z8]) can be approximated by

we) ~ 7 (RERY SRS - Seaeyt ) Yorver
—i—%(@o(az,x(to)) Qo(z,x(t1)) - q)o(m,x(tgn_l)))YaDW\I/aD, x € B\D,
where
Yop = diag(|#'(fo)l, &' (1)],- - &' (f2n—1)]),
Yop = diag(|2'(to)]. [2"(t2)], -, 2/ (t2n—1)])- (4.13)

Remark 4.4. Since w'(s;) takes a very small value if the knot x(w(s;)) is close to the corners
of OD, it is not stable to calculate Vop from [EI2). From the above approzimation for the
solution u to 26) 28, we see W¥sp can be viewed as an unknown vector and it is sufficient
to calculate W¥sp from (EI12).

In view of Remark 4] the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators Ag and Ap are approximated by

N~ Y3 TopVop = YopTop(Lop — 1)

and

Q

1. Yo
A Syl ( Top H )
pf 5Yon o Hop_on Wop

1
_ Lop —1 Map-sB F/2
= Y ( Top Hop—on ) - / (4.14)
Lyspsop  Moap 0

respectively, where

Top = <T8B(ti’tj)>i,j:0,l, 27—1
. . o o 1
TOB(tutJ) = T( )(tl) = [kA(tth) + /‘32(t27tj) - %} 7
~ =
T](n)(f) = —z mcosm(t —t;) — = cosii(t — t;),
m=1
1 2(1—cos(t—7))& (1)-'(F)—cos(i—F)|Z2(H)—E(F)|> 7 _, ~
kA7) = 37T oot oEn - T
’ 1 gm’(t)'m”’(t)—glmj’(t)|2+%lm’(t)|2 F—#
s ‘i.l(t)lz ) bl
2 {E®-2(D)]-(@O),—# ) HEG-2(D)]-@(F),~# ()} 7, ~
() = 4 7, ho-aen AT
’ 113700~ D) P -
2T |2/ (t)] ’ )
T~ -
H = (—H ti, T ,
OD—0B (n o005/ TJ)>7L:O,1,~~~,271—1,j:0,1,~~~,2n—1
1 [z(1) — Z()] - (@5(1), =3 (t
olr) = #(0)]- @50, =HD)

Hop—op(t,m) = o |Z(t) — x(7)|?

For the calculation of the hypersingular operator Ty 5 we refer to [12] [17].
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5 Iteration method for a precise reconstruction

In numerical implementation, it is impossible to calculate I5(€2) defined by B3] for all 2 C O
with O introduced in Remark For a more precise result of recovering the shape of D, we
will use Newton’s iteration method with an appropriate initial guess based on the result of the
method introduced in Section Bl We refer to [I, [13] for the details on iteration method in the
case of scattering problem.

To introduce the iteration method, we consider the polygon D with boundary 9D := {h(t) €
R? : ¢ € [0,27)}, where h is a 27-periodic function analogous to (EI0). For any fixed boundary
value f € H*(OB) with s € [—1, ], we define the mapping F by

Fh =0,u on 0B, (5.1)

where u solves (Z6)-(238). By Remark 24 (iv), we know Fh € H*~'(0B). The inverse problem
is to solve (1], while the iteration method is to approximately solve (51 in a Newton type

iterative manner. Precisely, for a proper initial guess h = hg we compute
hpnt1 =hpn+qn, n=0,1,---
where g, solves the linearized equation of (B.1I):
Fhy + Fp, qn = 0yu  on 9B. (5.2)
The domain derivative in (5.2) is defined by

. F(h+tq) —F(h
]:}/Lq:}/g% ( qt) ()

Analogously to [1l (28), (39) and Theorem 5.1|, the domain derivative is given by
Fra = 0uvlos, (5.3)

where v solves the following boundary value problem

Av=0 in B\D, (5.4)
v=0 ondB, (5.5)
v=—(v-q)0,u on dD. (5.6)

In [T, Corollary 4.2], the existence of the shape derivative was justified for the Helmholtz equation
in a proper function space near each corner point of dD. The arguments there can be easily
adapted to the boundary value problem of Laplace equation under consideration.

Due to the regularity of elliptic equations, the operator equation (5.2)) is ill-posed. For a more

stable numerical implementation, we may apply the Tikhonov regularization scheme to obtain
gn ~ (ol +[F3, 1", )" [Fh, )" (Gvulos — Fha), (5.7)

24



where the regularization parameter o > 0 is appropriately chosen (see [4, Section 4.5]).

It is difficult to calculate the values of d,u near the corners of 0D due to the singularities of
elliptic boundary value problems in nonsmooth domains (see Theorem B.7 and [8]). To deal with
this difficulty, we approximate the values of 0,u near the corners of 9D in the following manner.

In view of Theorem [£2] we can easily deduce that

du = ( Toosoop Kiop—1 ) POB ) on aD.
’ YD
Therefore, 2|2’ (t)|0,u(x(t)) can be approximated by
Vop
YopU = ( Top~op HopW — Yap ) ; (5.8)
Vop
where Ypp is given in ([£I3)) and
U = 2(0ulx(to)), dyu(x(tr)),- -, dpu(x(tan—1))) ",
ﬂ' ~
T = =T ti, T )
9B=dD (ﬁ oB9D( T]))i:O,l,---,2n—1,j:0,1,---,2ﬁ—1

_2{fx@) = 2(0)] - (@5(8), =y () H{[x(t) — 2(T)] - (75(7), =71 (7))}

fopoon7) = EOREGL
L L@, ~a1(0) - @(7). = (7)
T FOEECIEN.
Hpp = (%ﬁa[)(ti, Tj))ij:() o]

j2'(r)] [o(r) =a(®)] ((8).~ (1)
Hop(t,7) = { & RO 0 LET
ODLT) T 20— (1) ;
O]

=T.

As pointed out in Remark 4] Wy is viewed as an unknown vector to avoid the calculation
of the inverse of W. Applying W on both sides of (5.8, we obtain

Vop
YopWU = ( WTop—op WHap —Yap ) ( W, ) ;
D

where we have used the equlity WYsp = YopW. In view of [£I12), 2w’ (s)|z' (w(s))|0,u(z(w(s)))
on 0D can be approximated by

1
Lop—1 Mpp—oB F

YopWU = < WTsp—wop WHpp — Yap ) - .
Lop—op Myp 0

Therefore, we may approximate d,u on 9D by
U = (agl + W)L WU) = (el + W)~ 'Y, (YapWU), (5.9)

where the parameter o > 0 is appropriately chosen.
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Analogously to Theorem 2] we can easily deduce that
-1
Koop —1 Soop—on 0
81):<T033 K > ’ ’ on 0B,
’ ’ 0.0D~08 Koop—sop  Soep —(v-q)0u
where v solves (L4)—(5.6]). The above equations can be approximated by

-1
_ Lop—1 Mpp—oB 0
V=Y ( Ty H :
or ( op Topmon > < Lop—op ~ Map -QU

where Yop, Ty, Hop—aB, Lo, Map—o, Lap—ap, Map are given in (I4) and

Vo= (Bu(z(t)), dv(x(to)), -, Oyv(a(tan_1))) ",
Q = diag(v(z(to)) - q(to), v(z(t1)) - q(t1), - ,v(z(tan—1)) - ¢(tan—1)) -

In view of (B3], the domain derivative F; g = 0,v|pp is thus approximated by V.

Noting that this paper focuses on polygon obstacles, we update the location of corners {Fy :
¢=1,--- ,N} of the polygon in (£I0]) at each iteration step, instead of the coefficients of basis
shape functions such as trigonometric polynomials in [I3]. Precisely, in the m-th iteration step

the updated corners {Pz(m) = (P(m),Pé?)) :¢0=1,--- N} are given by

2,1
m m—1 m
P P N
m m—1 m
| [ s | e
P1,2 P1,2 A})1,2
m m—1 m
Py Py " APYY

where {Pé(m) = (PZ(T), Pé(gn)) :0=1,---, N} are the corners in the (m — 1)-th iteration step, and
{APZ(m) = (APZ(T)v APZ(ZL)) :0=1,---,N} are given by (5.7) in terms of (ZI0).

6 Numerical examples

In this section, we will display some numerical examples.

Example 6.1 (Factorization method based on Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators). Let B be a
disk centered at the origin with radius 5 (i.e., (t) = 5(cost,sint) in (Z.9)). The Dirichlet-to-
Neumann operator Ap is approzimated by a 128 x 128 matriz. The numerical results of indicator
function I(z) defined by [228) for different obstacles are shown in Figure [, where the red solid
line and black solid line representing the disk B and the true obstacle D. The obstacle D in
Figure [ (a) is a disk centered at (2,3) with radius 0.5. The boundary 0D of obstacle D in
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(a) (b) ()

Figure 1: Numerical results for Example

Figure[d (b) is given by x(t) = 0.5(cos t + 0.65 cos 2t —0.65,1.5sint) + (2,1) for 0 <t < 2m. The
obstacle D in Figure[ (c) is a polygon with corners given in order by (0.25,—0.75), (1.5, —0.5),
(1.5,0.5) and (0.5,0.5).

Example 6.2 (Determination of 7). Let B be a disk centered at the origin with radius 5 and
D be a polygon with corners given in order by (0.25,—0.75), (1.5, —0.5), (1.5,0.5) and (0.5,0.5).
We set € to be a disk centered at the origin with radius 3. The number of knots on OB is set to be
64, i.e., the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator Ap is approximated by a 64 x 64 matriz. The noisy
single pair of Cauchy data is given by (f, 0yus) with dyus(x) := dyu(z)(1 + 6¢). Here, § > 0 is
the noise ratio and ¢ is a uniformly distributed random number in [—1,1]. The sampling knots for
T is set to be 7y = £/20 for £ = 0,1, --,40. The numerical examples of I,(7) defined by (1) for

Hy=e—-200=0% (g vy=e—2,=1% () y=1,=1% () vy=7-2,0=1% (j) y=7—-2,6 =0%
Figure 2: Numerical results for Example with different values of v and noise ratios.

different conductivity coefficients v and noise ratios § with the same boundary value f are shown
in Figure[d The geometries of the problems are shown in Figure[Q (a)-(e), where the black line

represents 0D, the small red circle represents 0S), and the large red circle represents OB. The
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boundary value f takes value O and 1 at grey and black knots on OB, respectively. The numerical
results for I (1) corresponding to Figure [2 (a)-(e) are shown in Figure 2 (f)-(j), respectively,
where the red line represents the true value of vy and black knots represent the points (14, I1(1¢)),
¢=0,1,---,40. The numerical examples of I (1) defined by (31) for different boundary values
f and noise ratios § with the same conductivity coefficient v = 1 are shown in Figure[3. The
geometries of the problems are shown in Figure [3 (a)-(e), where the black line represents 0D,
the small red circle represents OS2, and the large red circle represents OB. The boundary value
f takes value 0,1,2 at grey, black, blue knots on OB in Figure [3 (a)-(c), respectively. The
boundary value of Figure[3 (d), (e), (i) and (j) is given by f(x) = f(5(cos,sinf)) = cosb on
OB. The numerical results for I1(7) corresponding to Figure [3 (a)—-(e) are shown in Figure
(f)-(j), respectively, where the red line represents the true value of v and black knots represent
the points (1¢,11(1¢)), £ =0,1,--- ,40.

/
\
A
\
1
\
1
1
1]
I
’
/
\, s
s
N /
N 2
~ -
~- -
=

~ -

(a) 6 = 1% (b) § = 1% (¢) 6 =1% (d) 6 =1% (¢) & = 0%

. .,
o 0
. o

oees ALLTTIIONN

(f) 6 =1% (g) 6 =1% (h) 6 =1% (i) 6 =1% () 6 = 0%

Figure 3: Numerical results for Example with different boundary values f and noise ratios.

Example 6.3 (Detection of location). Let D and B be the same as in Example [6.2 and suppose
that the conductivity coefficient v = 1 is known. The boundary data f and Ap f are approximated
by two 128 x 1 vectors. We determine the location of D in the following two different approaches.

Approach 1. Let Qg) be a disk centered at P with radius ¢/10 for {=5,6,--,30. The number
of knots on OB 1is set to be 128, i.e., the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator Ap is approzimated by
a 128 x 128 matriz. To indicator the value of IQ(QS?) defined by (3.5), we plot 895? in the color
given in terms of RGB wvalues in [0,1] x [0,1] x [0,1] as follows:

0 1-v® TAUY) Oy _ 71 .
(V 71 Vv 70) va > 07 with V(Z) — 9w [2(QP ) Imz”

1, (6.1)
(0’ 1+ V(Z)’ _V(Z)) ’Lf V(Z) <0, Irae — Iimin

where Iy = max {I(QO)} and L, = ming{I(QO)}. The numerical results for IQ(QEE))
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defined by [B3) with different P are shown in Figure [J], where the black line represents 0D,
the circle with knots represents OB, the boundary value f takes value 0 and 1 at grey and black
knots on 0B, respectively, and the colored circles represent 8055) for different P and ¢ with its
color indicating the value of IQ(Qg)) in the sense of (6.1l). From the numerical results shown in
Figure [f we see that the rough location of D can be found from a single pair of Cauchy data to
(I1)-(13). Moreover, we can imagine that Remark[3.4 can be numerically verified if the values

of I5(2) for all possible domains Q in O are calculated.

Figure 4: Numerical results for Approach 1 of Example

Approach 2. Let r € {1,1/2,1/4,1/8}. We set Q} to be a disk centered at P with radius
r, where the center is set to be P = Ppy = (=24 2pr,—2 + 2qr) for p,q = 0,1,--- ,2/r. The
numerical results for I(Qp ) defined by [3.0) are shown in Figure[d (a)~(c), while the numerical
results for In(I3(Qp, ) are shown in Figure[ (d)~(e). In Figure[3, the black line represents 9D,
the circle with knots represents OB, the boundary value f takes value O and 1 at grey and black
knots on 0B, respectively. The colored circles represent GQ}M with its color indicating the value
of I(Qp ) in the sense similar to (6.1) in Figure[d (a)~(c), while the colored circles represent
Oy with its color indicating the value of In(Iz(Qp ) in the sense similar to (1) in Figure [

(d)-(e).
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Figure 5: Numerical results for Approach 2 of Example

Note that D is contained in none of the disks shown in Figure [l Nevertheless, it can be
seen from Figure[3 that the rough location of D can be found in the way given by Approach 2 of
Example[6 3 Intuitively, we think that in some sense the distance between the Cauchy data to D
and the gragh of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator to the disks close to D may be nearer than
the disks far away from D. So far, we cannot explain why a rough location of D can be identified
by Approach 2 of Example[6.3.

Example 6.4 (Iteration method). Let D, B and v be the same as in Example[6.3. The boundary
data f and Apf are approrimated by two 64 x 1 vectors.

() f=1re (&) =15

Figure 6: Numerical results for Example (1).

(i) The initial guess is given by the location of corners in order by (0.3,—0.7), (1.7,—0.7),
(1.7,0.7), (0.3,0.7). The total iteration number for each figure is 20. The parameters in (5.7)
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and ([E9) are set to be a = 1072 and ag = 107, respectively. The shape of the polygon in the

m-th iteration step will be plotted in the color given in terms of RGB values:

ym 1 —ym o fVm) >0,
( A with V) .= 2m 1. (62)

0,1+ V) _ym)y ey < Total iteration number

The numerical results of iteration method based on a single pair of Cauchy data to different
boundary values f = f;, for j =1,2,3,4, on B are shown in Figure[@, where the black dots rep-
resent 0D, the red circle represents OB, the dashed line represents the initial guess, the boundary
value f = f; takes value 0 and 1 at grey and black knots on OB, respectively. Moreover, the
colored lines represent the shape in each iteration step with its color indicating the current step
number in the sense of (6.2).

(a) R rarnorc (MY R rarnore 7 carnorc (AN R rarnore

(e) 5 corners (f) 6 corners (g) 7 corners (h) 8 corners

Figure 7: Numerical results for Example [6.4] (ii).

(ii) Note that we cannot take it for grant that the polygon D has four corners. The numerical
results of iteration method based on a single pair of Cauchy data to initial gquesses of different
corner numbers are shown in Figure[d, where the black dots represent D, the red circle represents
OB, the dashed line represents the initial guess, the boundary value f takes value 0 and 1 at grey
and black knots on 0B, respectively, and the colored lines represent the shape in each iteration
step with its color indicating the current step number in the sense of (G.2). The initial guess
in Figure [ (a) and (e) is given by the location of corners in order by (0,—0.8), (0.9,—1),
(1.6,—0.9), (1.5,0.8), (0.3,0.5) and corresponding number of knots on 0D is 130. The initial
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guess in Figure [ (b) and (f) is given by (0,—0.8), (0.9,—1), (1.6,—0.9), (1.3,0.2), (1.5,0.8),
(0.3,0.5) and corresponding number of knots on 0D is 132. The initial guess in Figure [4 (c)
and (g) is given by (0,—0.8), (0.9,—1), (1.6,—0.9), (1.3,0.2), (1.5,0.8), (0.9,0.6), (0.3,0.5) and
corresponding number of knots on 0D is 196. The initial guess in Figure [A (d) and (h) is
given by (0,—0.8), (0.9,—1), (1.6,—0.9), (1.3,0.2), (1.5,0.8), (0.9,0.6), (0.3,0.5), (0.1,—0.1)
and corresponding number of knots on 0D is 256. The total iteration number for each figure are
50. The parameters in (5.0) and (B9 are set to be a = 107* and ag = 107>, respectively.

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we have established the uniqueness of the inverse problem to determine the coef-
ficient v and the Dirichlet polygon D from a single pair of Cauchy data to the boundary value
problem (LI)—(L3) under some a priori assumption on the Dirichlet boundary value f on 0B.
A domain-defined sampling method was proposed to determine + and a modified factorization
method was established to roughly recover the location and shape of D. An iteration method
is then used to improve the reconstruction of the geometry of D. All these numerical methods
are based on a single pair of Cauchy data. We note that similar uniqueness results can be estab-
lished for Neumann obstacles and Robin obstacles with a constant Robin coefficient. Similarly,
the hybrid method proposed in this paper carries over to Neumann and Robin obstacles with
minor modifications. As an ongoing work, we will extend the above results from the Laplace’s

equation to the Helmholtz equation.
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