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Abstract. It is proposed to monitor spatial and temporal spreads of epidemics via solution
of a Coefficient Inverse Problem for a system of three coupled nonlinear parabolic equations. To
solve this problem numerically, a version of the so-called Carleman contraction mapping method
is developed for this problem. On each iteration, a linear problem with the incomplete lateral
Cauchy data is solved by the weighted Quasi-Reversibility Method, where the weight is the Carleman
Weight Function. This is the function, which is involved as the weight in the Carleman estimate for
the corresponding parabolic operator. Convergence analysis ensures the global convergence of this
procedure. Numerical results demonstrate an accurate performance of this technique for noisy data.
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1. Introduction. In 1927 Kermack and McKendrick have proposed a renowned
mathematical model of the spread of epidemics . Their model relies on a system of
three coupled nonlinear Ordinary Differential Equations. This system governs time
dependent propagations of the total number of: susceptible (S), infected (I) and
recovered (R) populations, i.e. it works with the so-called “SIR model”. In 2021, Lee,
Liu, Tembine, Li and Osher [20] have modified the SIR model of [8] via introducing
a system of three nonlinear coupled parabolic Partial Differential Equations (PDEs).
We also call this model “SIR system”. An attractive point of the model of [20] is
that it governs both spatial and time dependencies of S,I,R populations. Hence, if the
solution of this system is found, then the spatial and temporal distributions of SIR
populations are monitored inside of an affected city.

However, a significant obstacle on this way is that coefficients of that system are
actually unknown. The current paper is devoted to an alleviation of this obstacle. We
solve the corresponding Coefficient Inverse Problem (CIP) of the recovery of those
coefficients. This solution can be considered as the calibration step, although we
simultaneously find both: unknown coefficients and the solution of the SIR system.

Denote x = (x, y) ∈ R2. Let t > 0 be time. The unknown coefficients of the SIR
system of PDEs of [20] are: the infection rate β (x, t) , the recovery rate γ (x, t) and
three 2D vector functions representing velocities of propagations of S,I,R populations.
These functions are: qS (x, t) , qI (x, t) and qR (x, t) . In principle, all these functions
need to be computed as solutions of some CIPs. However, this task is too difficult
to handle at this point of time. Hence, we focus below on computing only infection
and recovery rates. If having just generic dependencies of β (x, t) and γ (x, t) on three
variables (x, y, t) , then we would need to have input data to be dependent on three
variables: otherwise our input data, which are the boundary functions depending on
two variables, would be under-determined. The latter would most likely imply non-
uniqueness of our CIP. We point out that we work with the case of the data resulting
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2 M. V. KLIBANOV AND T. TRUONG

from a single measurement event, which is quite natural here.
Therefore, we assume below that β = β (x) and γ = γ (x) . In the reality of

an epidemic, this assumption might work well only on a small time interval. Then,
however, one can consider the case when β (x, t) and γ (x, t) are piecewise constant
functions with respect to t on a sequence of time intervals:

(1.1)
0 < t1 < t2 < ... < tn = T,

β (x, t) = βi (x) , γ (x, t) = γi (x) , i = 1, ..., n− 1.

Our method uses the knowledge of incomplete lateral Cauchy data for the SIR system.
“Incomplete” in this case means that the Neumann boundary condition is given on
the entire lateral boundary of our domain of interest, and the Dirichlet boundary
condition is given only on a part of that boundary. However, our numerical method
does not need a knowledge of the initial conditions of that system. Instead, it needs
the knowledge of the solution of the SIR system at a certain interior point of the
time interval we work with. An applied justification of the latter is given below in
this section. Therefore, if the solution of that system is known at a sequence of
interior points {t = t0,i}n−1

i=1 , t0,i ∈ (ti, ti+1) , then the method of the current paper
can be adjusted to this case. However, the case (1.1) is outside of the scope of our
publication. In addition, we assume below that the velocities depend only on x. This
assumption can also be adjusted to the (x, t)−dependence, similarly with the above.
Summarizing, we assume that

(1.2)
β = β (x) , γ = γ (x) ,

qS = qS (x) , qI = qI (x) , qR = qR (x) .

Any CIP for a PDE is both ill-posed and nonlinear. The ill-posedness and the
nonlinearity of CIPs cause the non-convexity of conventional least squares cost func-
tionals for CIPs, see, e.g. [1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7]. The non convexity, in turn causes the
presence of local minima and ravines in those functionals. Hence, convergence of
any optimization technique for such a functional can be rigorously guaranteed only if
its starting point is located in a sufficiently small neighborhood of the true solution,
which means local convergence. In general, it is unclear, however, how to figure out
such a neighborhood a priori.

We call a numerical method for a CIP “globally convergent” if its convergence to
the true solution of that CIP is rigorously guaranteed without an assumption of an
advanced knowledge of a sufficiently small neighborhood of that solution.

To address the problem of the construction of globally convergent numerical meth-
ods for CIPs, the convexification concept was first proposed in [11]. The convexifica-
tion is a numerical concept for CIPs, which is based on Carleman estimates. Naturally,
each new CIP requires its own version of the convexification method, see, e.g. publi-
cations [3, 9, 10, 12, 13] about various versions of the convexification method. These
versions include both the global convergence analysis and numerical studies. The
global convergence property is defined above. In particular, in [10] the CIP of this
paper is solved numerically by the convexification method.

Although we study here the same CIP as the one in [10], there is a significant dif-
ference between the approach of this paper and the one of [10]. This is because we use
here the so-called “Carleman contraction mapping method” (CCMM). The CCMM
was originated in [19] and [21], also, see, e.g. [18, 22] for some follow up publications.
This method is applicable to some inverse source problems for quasilinear PDEs, see,
e.g. [22, 19, 21]. It is also applicable to some CIPs, see, e.g. [18]. In the CCMM, a
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CCMM FOR A CIP OF THE EPIDEMIOLOGY 3

certain nonlinear boundary value problem associated with the original problem (see,
section 3 for our specific case) is solved numerically via an iterative procedure. On
each iterative step a weighted quadratic functional is minimized. It seems to be, on
the first glance, that such an approach should diverge. However, the key element of
the CCMM is the presence of the so-called Carleman Weight Function (CWF) in that
functional. The CWF is the function, which is involved in the Carleman estimate for
the corresponding PDE operator. The presence of the CWF guarantees convergence
of the process. That functional is minimized via a version of the so-called Quasi-
Reversibility Method (QRM). The QRM was first proposed by Lattes and Lions [16].
The version of the QRM, which requires the minimization of a quadratic functional,
was first proposed in [14, section 2.5], also see [9, chapter 4].

The convergence rate of the CCMM is the same as the one of the classical con-
traction mapping, see Theorem 7.1 in section 7 for the main convergence result of
this paper. The latter explains the name of this method. The idea of the proof of
Theorem 7.1 has some similarities with the ideas of proofs in [19, 21]. Nevertheless,
significant differences with [19, 21] remain in this paper. They are caused by signif-
icant differences between the underlying PDE operators. Therefore, it is necessary
to provide a complete proof of that theorem here. The CCMM converges globally
in terms of the above definition. Just as in the case of the convexification method,
each new application of the CCMM requires its own global convergence analysis. The
latter is the focal point of the analytical effort of this paper.

Remark 1.1. 1. To simplify the presentation of solving our already difficult
CIP, we assume that all functions representing the solution of our forward
problem are sufficiently smooth.

2. In addition to item 1, it is well known that the regularity assumptions are not
of a significant concern in the theory of CIPs, see, e.g. [23, 24], [25, Theorem
4.1].

All functions considered below are real valued ones. In section 2 we pose both
forward and inverse problems. In section 3 we describe our nonlinear transformation
procedure. In section 4 we formulate two estimates: a Carleman estimate and an
estimate of the Volterra integral, in which our CWF is involved. In section 5 we
formulate our version of the second generation of the convexification method. In
sections 6 and 7 we carry out the convergence analysis. In particular, Theorems 7.1-
7.4 of section 7 are the main analytical results of this paper. In section 8 we present
results of our numerical experiments.

2. Statements of Forward and Inverse Problems. In this section we pose
both the forward problem and the inverse problem. Let m > 1 be an integer and B
be a Banach space with its norm ∥·∥B . Denote

(2.1)

Bm = B ×B × ...×B, m times,

∥u∥Bm
=

(
m∑

k=1

∥uk∥2B

)1/2

, ∀u = (u1, ..., um)
T ∈ Bm.

There is a general Carleman estimate for parabolic equations, in which the CWF
depends on two large parameters [9, section 2.3], [17, §1 of Chapter 4]. This estimate
is applicable to those CIPs for parabolic PDEs, which have lateral Cauchy data at
any small smooth part of the spatial boundary. However, since the CWF in this case
depends on two large parameters, then it changes too rapidly. This, in turn makes it
inconvenient to work with such a CWF in numerical studies. Thus, we use a simpler
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4 M. V. KLIBANOV AND T. TRUONG

CWF of [9, formula (9.20)], which depends on only one large parameter. However, to
use it, we need to assume that we solve our CIP in a rectangular domain.

Let the number α be such that

(2.2) α ∈
(
0, 1/

√
2
)
.

Let a, b, A > 0 be some numbers. Denote

(2.3)

Ω = {x = (x, y) : a < x < b, |y| < A} ,
Γ = ∂Ω ∩ {x = b} ,

QT = Ω× (0, T ) , ST = ∂Ω× (0, T ) , ΓT = Γ× (0, T ) ,
QαT = Ω× (T/2 (1− α) , T/2 (1 + α)) .

On the other hand, let G ⊂ R2 be a bounded domain with a sufficiently smooth
boundary and such that

(2.4) Ω ⊂ G, ∂Ω ∩ ∂G = ∅.

Denote

(2.5) GT = G× (0, T ) , SGT
= ∂G× (0, T ) .

We now use notations of [20]. Assume that (1.2) holds. Also, let

(2.6) β, γ ∈ C
(
G
)
; qS , qI , qR ∈ C1

(
G
)
.

Let ρS (x, t) , ρI (x, t) and ρR (x, t) be S,I and R populations respectively. The initial
boundary value problem for the SIR system of [20, formulas (2.1)] is:

(2.7) ∂tρS − η2S
2
∆ρS + divρSqS + β (x) ρSρI = 0, (x, t) ∈ GT ,

(2.8) ∂tρI −
η2I
2
∆ρI + div (ρIqI)− β (x) ρSρI = 0, (x, t) ∈ GT ,

(2.9) ∂tρR − η2R
2
∆ρR + div (ρRqR)− γ (x) ρI = 0, (x, t) ∈ GT ,

(2.10) ∂nρS |SGT
= g1 (x, t) , ∂nρI |SGT

= g2 (x, t) , ∂nρR|SGT
= g3 (x, t) ,

(2.11) ρS (x, 0) = ρ0S (x) , ρI (x, 0) = ρ0I (x) , ρR (x, 0) = ρ0R (x) ,x ∈ G.

Here and below ∂n is the normal derivative. This is our forward problem. Func-
tions g1, g2, g3 are fluxes of S,I,R populations through the boundary ∂G [20]. Here,
η2S , η

2
R, η

2
R > 0 are constant viscosity terms. To simplify the presentation, we assume

below that

(2.12)
η2S
2

≡ η2I
2

≡ η2R
2

≡ d > 0,
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where d is a number. A more general case when identities (2.12) are not in place, can
be considered along the same lines, although this topic is outside of the scope of the
current publication.

If system (2.7)-(2.9) would be replaced with a single linear parabolic equation,
then Theorem 5.3 of §5 of Chapter 4 of the book [15] would guarantee the existence
and uniqueness of a sufficiently smooth solution of the corresponding initial boundary
value problem with the Neumann boundary condition, provided that coefficients, ini-
tial and boundary data satisfy certain non-restrictive conditions. However, since we
now have a system of coupled parabolic equations and these equations are nonlinear
ones, then basically nothing can be derived from the book [15] about existence of a
sufficiently smooth solution of the initial boundary value problem (2.7)-(2.11). An
improvement of the results of this book, which is unlikely possible, is outside of the
scope of this paper.

On the other hand, we truly want to solve the applied CIP posed below since this
solution might bring at least something of a value to the important societal problem
of monitoring of epidemics. Therefore, we just assume the existence and uniqueness
of the solution

(2.13) (ρS , ρI , ρR) (x, t) ∈ C8,4
3

(
GT

)
of the forward problem (2.7)-(2.11), see (2.1) for the subscript “3” in C8,4

3

(
GT

)
. As

to the C8,4
3

(
GT

)
−smoothness, we need it for our derivations and refer to Remarks

1.1 in section 1.
We now pose our CIP. It makes a little sense to measure the S,I,R functions at

{t = 0} . Indeed, the epidemic process is not yet mature at small times. Hence, it is
unlikely that the authorities know about the existence of an epidemic at t ≈ 0. Hence,
unlike the forward problem, we do not assume in our inverse problem the knowledge
of initial conditions (2.11) at {t = 0} . Instead, to work with our CIP, we assume
the knowledge of the functions ρS , ρI ,ρR at a fixed moment of time t0 ∈ (0, T ) . For
convenience of notations, we set t0 = T/2. Thus, we assume below that the spatial
distributions of S,I,R populations inside of the affected city are conducted at the
moment of time t = T/2. As to the boundary data for our CIP, we need these data
at ST and ΓT , see (2.3). This is because we actually solve the CIP only inside the
domain Ω, see the paragraph below (2.1). Thus, it makes sense to assume that the
boundary data for our CIP are generated by the solution of of the forward problem
(2.7)-(2.11).

Coefficient Inverse Problem (CIP). Assume that conditions (1.2), (2.3)-(2.6)
hold, coefficients β (x) and γ (x) are known for x ∈ G⧹Ω and are unknown inside
of the domain Ω. In addition, assume that vector functions qS , qI , qR are known. Let
the vector function (ρS , ρI , ρR) (x, t) ∈ C8,4

3

(
GT

)
(see (2.13)) be the solution of the

forward problem (2.7)-(2.11). Let

(2.14) ρS

(
x,

T

2

)
= p1 (x) , ρI

(
x,

T

2

)
= p2 (x) , ρR

(
x,

T

2

)
= p3 (x) , x ∈ Ω,

(2.15)
∂nρS (x, t) |ST

= r1 (x, t) , ∂nρI (x, t) |ST
= r2 (x, t) ,

∂nρR (x, t) |ST
= r3 (x, t) ,

(2.16)
ρS |ΓT

= f1 (y, t) , ρI |ΓT
= f2 (y, t) ,

ρS |ΓT
= f3 (y, t) , (y, t) ∈ ΓT .
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6 M. V. KLIBANOV AND T. TRUONG

Assume that functions in the right hand sides of (2.14)-(2.16) are known. In addition,
assume that there exists a number c > 0 such that

(2.17) |p1 (x)| , |p2 (x)| ≥ c, x ∈ Ω.

At the same time, a knowledge of initial conditions (2.16) is not assumed. Determine
the infection rate β (x) and the recovery rate γ (x) for x ∈ Ω.

In the case of a single linear parabolic equation, one can sometimes impose suf-
ficient conditions to guarantee an analog of (2.17). This is usually done using the
maximum principle for parabolic equations [15, §2 of Chapter 1]. However, since we
have the system (2.7)-(2.9) of nonlinear equations, then it is unlikely that a proper
sufficient condition guaranteeing (2.17) can be imposed. Thus, we simply assume
the validity of (2.17). We note that condition (2.17) has a clear physical meaning:
it tells one that the S and I populations exceed a certain number at the time when
measurements inside of the affected city are conducted.

3. Transformation. The first step of both first and second generations of the
convexification method is a transformation procedure. In our specific case, this proce-
dure transforms the original CIP into such a system of six coupled nonlinear integral
differential equations with Volterra integral operators in them, which does not contain
unknown coefficients.

Set t = T/2 in (2.7) and (2.9). Using (2.14) and (2.17), we obtain

(3.1) β (x) = − 1

(p1p2) (x)
∂tρS

(
x,

T

2

)
+

1

(p1p2) (x)
[c∆p1 (x)− div (p1qS) (x)] ,

(3.2) γ (x) =
1

p2 (x)
∂tρR

(
x,

T

2

)
− 1

p2 (x)
[c∆p3 (x)− div (p3qR) (x)] .

Denote

(3.3)
v1 (x,t) = ∂tρS (x,t) , v2 (x,t) = ∂tρI (x,t) , v3 (x,t) = ∂tρR (x,t) ,

V (x,t) = (v1, v2, v3)
T
(x,t) .

By (2.14) and (3.3)

(3.4)

ρS (x,t) =
t∫

T/2

v1 (x,τ) dτ + p1 (x) , (x,t) ∈ QT ,

ρI (x,t) =
t∫

T/2

v2 (x,τ) dτ + p2 (x) , (x,t) ∈ QT ,

ρR (x,t) =
t∫

T/2

v3 (x,τ) dτ + p3 (x) , (x,t) ∈ QT .

Since by (3.3)

∂tρS (x,T/2) = v1 (x,T/2) = v1 (x,t)−
t∫

T/2

∂tv1 (x,τ) dτ,

∂tρR (x,T/2) = v3 (x,T/2) = v3 (x,t)−
t∫

T/2

∂tv3 (x,τ) dτ,
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then (3.1)-(3.4) imply:

(3.5)

β (x) =

(
v1 (x,t)−

t∫
T/2

∂tv1 (x,τ) dτ

)
s1 (x) + s2 (x) ,

γ (x) =

(
v3 (x,t)−

t∫
T/2

∂tv3 (x,τ) dτ

)
s3 (x) + s4 (x) ,

s1 (x) = − [(p1p2) (x)]
−1

,
s2 (x) = −s1 (x) [c∆p1 (x)− div (p1qS) (x)] ,

s3 (x) = 1/p2 (x) ,
s4 (x) = s3 (x) [c∆p3 (x)− div (p3qR) (x)] .

Differentiate (2.7)-(2.9), (2.15) and (2.16) with respect to t and use (2.12) and (3.3)-
(3.5). We obtain the system of three coupled nonlinear integral differential equations
with incomplete lateral Cauchy data and Volterra integrals with respect to t:

(3.6) ∂tV − d∆V + (div (v1qS) ,div (v2qI) ,div (v3qI))
T
+ P (V ) = 0 in QT ,

(3.7) ∂nV |ST
= (∂tr1, ∂tr2, ∂tr3)

T
(x, t) , V |ΓT

= (∂tf1, ∂tf2, ∂tf3)
T
(y, t) .

In (3.6), we have singled out the linear part of the matrix differential operator. The
3D vector function P is nonlinear with respect to V,

(3.8) P (V ) = P

V,∇V,

t∫
T/2

V (x, τ) dτ,

t∫
T/2

∂tV (x, τ) dτ, S (x)

 ,

(3.9) S = (s1, s2, s3, s4)
T
(x) ∈ C6

4

(
Ω
)
,

where functions si (x) , i = 1, ..., 4 are defined in (3.5). The 3D vector function P is

(3.10) P = P (x1, ..., x19) ∈ C2
3

(
R19
)
.

Thus, we have obtained the system of three coupled nonlinear integral differential
equations (3.6) with the lateral incomplete Cauchy data (3.7) and condition (3.8).
We observe that the unknown coefficients β (x) and γ (x) are not involved in system
(3.6), which is exactly the goal of our transformation procedure.

However, the presence in (3.8) of integral terms containing the t−derivative
∂tV (x, τ) makes the convergence analysis inconvenient. Therefore, we differentiate
(3.6), (3.7) with respect to t and denote

(3.11) W (x, t) = (V, Vt)
T
(x, t) = (v1, v2, v3, v1t, v2t, v3t)

T
(x, t) .

The system (3.6) becomes
(3.12)

∂tW − d∆W+

+(div (v1qS) ,div (v2qI) ,div (v3qI) ,div (v1tqS) ,div (v2tqI) ,div (v3tqI))
T
+

+Y (W,S) = 0 in QT ,
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8 M. V. KLIBANOV AND T. TRUONG

(3.13) Y (W,S) = Y

W,

t∫
T/2

W (x, τ) dτ,∇W,

t∫
T/2

∇W (x, τ) dτ, S (x)

 .

The boundary conditions for W are generated by (3.7) and (3.11):

(3.14)
W |ΓT

= G0 (y, t) =
(
∂tf1, ∂tf2, ∂tf3, ∂

2
t f1, ∂

2
t f2, ∂

2
t f3
)T

(y, t) ,

∂nW |ST
= G1 (x, t) =

(
∂tr1, ∂tr2, ∂tr3, ∂

2
t r1, ∂

2
t r2, ∂

2
t r3
)T

(x, t) .

By (3.9) and (3.10)

(3.15) Y = Y (x1, ..., x40) ∈ C2
6

(
R40
)
.

The transformation procedure ends up with problem (3.11)-(3.15). We focus be-
low on the numerical solution of this problem. Suppose for a moment that problem
(3.11)-(3.15) is solved. Then the target coefficients β (x) and γ (x) should be recon-
structed via backwards calculations using formulas (3.11), (3.3) and (3.5) sequentially.

4. Two Estimates. As stated in section 2, we use the CWF of [9, formula
(9.20)], which depends only on a single large parameter. Our CWF is

(4.1) φλ (x, t) = exp
[
2λ
(
x2 − (t− T/2)

2
)]

,

where λ ≥ 1 is a large parameter. By (2.3) and (4.1)

(4.2)
φλ (x, t) ≤ exp

[
2λ
(
b2 − (t− T/2)

2
)]

in QT ,

φλ (x, t) ≥ exp
[
−λα2T 2/2

]
in QαT .

Let H2,1
0 (QT ) the subspace of the space H2,1 (QT ) defined as:

(4.3) H2,1
0 (QT ) =

{
u ∈ H2,1 (QT ) : ∂nu |ST

= 0, u |ΓT
= 0
}
.

Theorem 4.1 (Carleman estimate for the operator ∂t − d∆ - Theorem 9.4.1 in
[9]). Let d > 0 be the number in (2.12). There exists a sufficiently large number
λ0 = λ0 (QT , d) ≥ 1 and a number C = C (QT , d) > 0, both depending only on listed
parameters, such that the following Carleman estimate holds:

(4.4)

∫
QT

(ut − d∆u)
2
φλdxdt ≥ C

∫
QT

(
λ (∇u)

2
+ λ3u2

)
φλdxdt−

−C
(
∥u (x, T )∥2H1(Ω) + ∥u (x, 0)∥2H1(Ω)

)
λ2 exp

(
−2λ

(
T 2/4− b2

))
,

∀u ∈ H2,1
0 (QT ) , ∀λ ≥ λ0.

This Carleman estimate is proven in [9, Theorem 9.4.1] for the case when bound-
ary conditions (4.3) are replaced with u |ST

= 0, ux |ΓT
= 0. However, it easily follows

from that proof that the same result is valid for boundary conditions (4.3), see for-
mulas (9.100) and (9.103) of [9]. We also need an estimate of the Volterra integral, in
which the CWF (4.1) is involved. Theorem 4.2 is proven in [9, Lemma 3.1.1].

Theorem 4.2 (An estimate for the Volterra integral operator). The following
Carleman estimate is valid:

∫
QT

 t∫
T/2

f (x, τ) dτ


2

φλ (x, t) dxdt ≤
C

λ

∫
QT

f2 (x, t)φλ (x, t) dxdt,(4.5)

∀λ > 0,∀f ∈ L2 (QT ) ,
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where the number C = C (T, α) > 0 depends only on listed parameters.

5. Numerical Method for Problem (3.11)-(3.14).

5.1. Sets. The smoothness requirement for W, which our method needs, is W ∈
C2

6

(
QT

)
. On the other hand, by (2.13), (3.3) and (3.11) W ∈ C4,2

6

(
QT

)
⊂ C2

6

(
QT

)
.

By the embedding theorem

(5.1) H4
6 (QT ) ⊂ C2

6

(
QT

)
, ∥u∥C2

6(QT )
≤ C ∥u∥H4

6 (QT ) , ∀u ∈ H4
6 (QT ) ,

and H4
6 (QT ) is dense in C2

6

(
QT

)
and compactly embedded in C2

6

(
QT

)
in terms of

the norm of the space C2
6

(
QT

)
. The number C = C (QT ) in (5.1)depends only on

the domain QT . We define the subspace H4
6,0 (QT ) of the space H4

6 (QT ) as:

(5.2) H4
6,0 (QT ) =

{
W ∈ H4

6 (QT ) : ∂nW |ST
= 0,W |ΓT

= 0
}
.

Let M > 0 be an arbitrary number. Introduce two sets B (M) and B0 (M) ,

(5.3) B (M) =

{
W ∈ H4

6 (QT ) : ∥W∥H4
6 (QT ) < M,

W |ΓT
= G0 (y, t) , ∂nW |ST

= G1 (x, t) ,

}
,

(5.4) B0 (M) =
{
W ∈ H4

6,0 (QT ) : ∥W∥H4
6 (QT ) < M

}
,

where vector functions G0, G1 were defined in (3.14). By (5.1), (5.3) and (5.4)

(5.5) ∥W∥C2
6(QT )

≤ CM, ∀W ∈ B (M) ∪B0 (M) .

We assume that in (3.9)

(5.6) ∥S∥C4(Ω) < M.

It follows from (3.15), (5.5) and (5.6) that the following holds true for the vector
function Y in (3.13):

(5.7)

|Y (W1, S1)− Y (W2, S2)| ≤
≤ C1 (|W1 −W2| (x, t) + |∇W1 −∇W2| (x, t))+

+C1

(∣∣∣∣∣ t∫
T/2

|W1 −W2| (x, τ) dτ

∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣ t∫
T/2

|∇W1 −∇W2| (x, τ) dτ

∣∣∣∣∣
)
+

+C1 |S1 (x)− S2 (x)| ,
∀W1,W2 ∈ (B (M) ∪B0 (M)) , ∀ (x, t) ∈ QT ,

where vector functions S1, S2 satisfy (5.6). Here and everywhere below,
C1 = C1 (M,T,Ω) > 0 denotes different numbers depending only on M,T,Ω.

5.2. The sequence of quadratic functionals. We construct in this subsection
5.2 a sequence of weighted quadratic Tikhonov-like functionals with the CWF (4.1)
in them to be minimized on the set B (M).

Remark 5.1. The paper [18] works with a version of the CCMM for a CIP for a
1d hyperbolic PDE. Similarly with the current paper, the minimizations of weighted
quadratic functionals, although with a different CWF in them, are performed in [18]
on a bounded set. However, that set is significantly different from our set B(M) due
to a significant difference between our CIP and the CIP of [18]. The latter difference,
in turn causes a significant difference in the convergence analysis of these two papers.
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5.2.1. The functional number 0. Consider only the linear part of operators
in (3.12). First, we introduce the linear operator L,

(5.8)
L (W ) = ∂tW − d∆W+

+(div (v1qS) ,div (v2qI) ,div (v3qI) ,div (v1tqS) ,div (v2tqI) ,div (v3tqI))
T
.

Next, we construct the functional number zero as:

(5.9)
J0,λ,ξ : B (M) → R,

J0,λ,ξ (W ) = e−2λb2
∫

QT

[L (W )]
2
φλdxdt+ ξ ∥W∥2H4

6 (QT ) .

Here ξ ∈ (0, 1) is the regularization parameter and ξ ∥W0∥2H4
3 (QT ) is the Tikhonov

regularization term. We recall that in the regularization theory, this term is always
considered in the norm of such a Banach space, which is dense in the original space in
terms of the norm of the original space, compactly embedded in the original one and
its norm is stronger than the norm of the original space [26]. The original space in

our case is C2
6

(
QT

)
, also, see (5.1). The multiplier e−2λb2 in (5.9) balances integral

term with the regularization term since (4.2) implies that maxQT
φλ (x, t) = e−2λb2 .

Minimization Problem Number Zero. Minimize the functional J0,λ,ξ (W0)

on the set B (M).

5.2.2. The functional number n ≥ 1. Suppose that for an appropriate given
values of λ and ξ we have constructed already vector functions

(5.10) W0,min,λ,ξ,W1,min,λ,ξ, ...,Wn−1,min,λ,ξ ∈ B (M),

where Wk,min,λ,ξ is the minimizer of a certain functional Jk,λ,ξ (W ) on the set B (M) :
we will prove below that such a minimizer exists and is unique. Let Y be the 6D vector
function in (3.12), (3.13), (3.15) and L be the linear operator in (5.8). Consider the
following functional Jn,λ,ξ:

(5.11)

Jn,λ,ξ : B (M) → R,
Jn,λ,ξ (W )=e−2λb2

∫
QT

[L (W ) + Y (Wn−1,min,λ, S)]
2
φλdxdt+

+ξ ∥W∥2H4
6 (QT ) .

Minimization Problem Number n. Minimize the functional Jn,λ,ξ (W ) on

the set B (M).

6. Some Properties of the Functional Jn,λ,ξ (W ). Since the functional
Jn,λ,ξ (W ) is quadratic, it is automatically strongly convex on the entire spaceH4

6 (QT )
due to the presence of the regularization term. However, in our convergence analysis,
we need to see how the presence of the terms with ∇W and W affects the strong
convexity estimate on the set B (M) and how this is linked with the regularization
parameter ξ. This can be done using the Carleman estimate of Theorem 4.1. Besides,
we establish in this section the existence and uniqueness of the minimizer on the set
B (M) of the functional Jn,λ,ξ (W ) . In addition, we establish here the global conver-
gence to that minimizer of two versions of the gradient method of the minimization
of Jn,λ,ξ (W ) .

We note that the Riesz theorem is inapplicable here since we search for the mini-
mizer on the bounded set B (M) ⊂ H4

6 (QT ) rather than on the whole space H4
6 (QT ) .
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6.1. Strong convexity of the functional Jn,λ,ξ (W ) on the set B (M).

Theorem 6.1. Let the vector function Wn−1,min,λ ∈ B (M) and let (5.6) holds.
The following three assertions are true:

1. For each value of λ > 0 and for each W ∈ B (M) the functional Jn,λ,ξ (W ) has
the Fréchet derivative J ′

n,λ,ξ (W ) ∈ H4
6,0 (QT ). The Fréchet derivative has the form

(6.1)
J ′
n,λ,ξ (W ) (h) = 2e−2λb2

∫
QT

[L (W ) + Y (Wn−1,min,λ, S)]L (h)φλdxdt+

+2ξ (h,W ) , ∀h ∈ H4
6,0 (QT ) .

where (, ) is the scalar product in H4
6 (QT ) . Furthermore, J ′

n,λ,ξ (W ) is Lipschitz con-

tinuous on B (M). This means that there exists a number D = D (λ, ξ,M) > 0 de-
pending only on listed parameters such that

(6.2)

∥∥∥J ′
n,λ,ξ (W1)− J ′

n,λ,ξ (W2)
∥∥∥
H4

6 (QT )
≤ D ∥W1 −W2∥H4

6 (QT ) ,

∀W1,W2 ∈ B (M).

2. Let λ0 = λ0 (QT , d) ≥ 1 be the number of Theorem 4.1. There exists a
sufficiently large number λ1 = λ1 (QT , d,M) ≥ λ0 such that if λ ≥ λ1 and the regu-
larization parameter ξ is such that

(6.3)
ξ

2
∈
[
exp

(
−λ

T 2

4

)
,
1

2

)
,

then the functional Jn,λ,ξ (W ) satisfies the following estimate:

(6.4)

Jn,λ,ξ (W2)− Jn,λ,ξ (W1)− J ′
n,λ,ξ (W1) (W2 −W1) ≥

≥ C1λ

∫
QT

[
(∇ (W2 −W1))

2
+ (W2 −W1)

2
]
φλ (x, t) dxdt+

+(ξ/2) ∥W2 −W1∥2H4
6 (QT ) ,

∀W1,W2 ∈ B (M), ∀λ ≥ λ1,

i.e. this functional is strongly convex on the set B (M).
3. For each λ ≥ λ1 there exists unique minimizer Wn,min,λ ∈ B (M) of the

functional Jn,λ,ξ (W ) on the set B (M) and the following inequality holds:

(6.5) J ′
n,λ,ξ (Wn,min,λ,ξ) (W −Wn,min,λ,ξ) ≥ 0, ∀W ∈ B (M).

Remark 6.2. Thus, the right hand side of the strong convexity estimate (6.3)

includes not only the quadratic term (ξ/2) ∥W2 −W1∥2H4
3 (QT ) , which is to be expected

since the functional Jn,λ,ξ is quadratic, but other terms as well. The latter is important
in our convergence analysis below.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Let W1,W2 ∈ B (M) be two arbitrary points. Denote
h = W2 −W1. Then W2 = W1 + h. By (5.2)-(5.4) and triangle inequality

(6.6) h ∈ B0 (2M) .
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By (5.11)

(6.7)

Jn,λ,ξ (W1 + h)=e−2λb2
∫

QT

[L (W1) + L (h) + Y (Wn−1,min,λ, S)]
2
φλdxdt+

+ξ ∥W1 + h∥2H4
6 (QT ) =

= e−2λb2
∫

QT

(L (W1) + Y (Wn−1,min,λ, S))
2
φλdxdt+ξ ∥W1∥2H4

6 (QT )

+2e−2λb2
∫

QT

(L (W1) + Y (Wn−1,min,λ, S))L (h)φλdxdt+ 2 (W1, h)+

+e−2λb2
∫

QT

(L (h))
2
φλdxdt+ ξ ∥h∥2H4

6 (QT ) .

By (5.2), (5.4) and (6.6) h ∈ H4
6,0 (QT ) . Consider the functional Zn,λ,ξ (h) defined as:

(6.8) Zn,λ,ξ (h) = 2e−2λb2
∫
QT

(L (W1) + Y (Wn−1,min,λ, S))L (h)φλdxdt+2 (W1, h) .

Clearly, this is a linear bounded functional Zn,λ,ξ : H4
6,0 (QT ) → R. Hence, by Riesz

theorem there exists unique point Ẑn,λ,ξ ∈ H4
6,0 (QT ) such that

(6.9) Zn,λ,ξ (h) =
(
Ẑn,λ,ξ, h

)
, ∀h ∈ H4

6,0 (QT ) .

On the other hand, (6.7)-(6.9) imply that

lim
∥h∥

H4
6,(QT )→0

Jn,λ,ξ (W1 + h)− Jn,λ,ξ (W1)−
(
Ẑn,λ,ξ, h

)
∥h∥H4

6,(QT )

= 0.

Hence, Ẑn,λ,ξ is the Fréchet derivative of the functional Jn,λ,ξ (W1) at the point W1,

(6.10) Ẑn,λ,ξ = J ′
n,λ,ξ (W1) ∈ H4

6,0 (QT ) .

We omit the proof of the Lipschitz continuity property (6.2) since this proof is quite
similar with the proof of Theorem 5.3.1 of [9], so as of Theorem 3.1 of [3].

We now prove the strong convexity estimate (6.4). By (6.7)-(6.10)

(6.11)
Jn,λ,ξ (W1 + h)− Jn,λ,ξ (W1)− J ′

n,λ,ξ (W1) (h) =

= e−2λb2
∫

QT

(L (h))
2
φλdxdt+ ξ ∥h∥2H4

6 (QT ) .

Using Carleman estimate (4.4), estimate from the below the first term in the second
line of (6.11). By (2.6) and (5.8)

(6.12) (L (h))
2 ≥ (ht − d∆h)

2 − C1

(
|∇h|2 + |h|2

)
.

Since h ∈ H4
6,0 (QT ) , then by (4.3) and (5.2) we can apply Carleman estimate (4.4)

to the vector function h. Hence, setting λ ≥ λ0, multiplying (6.12) by φλe
−2λb2 and
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integrating over QT , we obtain

(6.13)

e−2λb2
∫

QT

(L (h))
2
φλdxdt ≥ e−2λb2

∫
QT

(ht − d∆h)
2
φλdxdt−

−e−2λb2C1

∫
QT

(
|∇h|2 + |h|2

)
φλdxdt ≥

≥ Ce−2λb2
∫

QT

(
λ |∇h|2 + λ3 |h|2

)
φλdxdt−

−e−2λb2C1

∫
QT

(
|∇h|2 + |h|2

)
φλdxdt−

−C
(
∥h (x, T )∥2H1

6 (Ω) + ∥h (x, 0)∥2H1
6 (Ω)

)
λ2 exp

(
−λT 2/2

)
Choose λ1 = λ1 (QT , d,M) ≥ λ0 so large that Cλ1 > 2C1. Then the second term
in the third line of (6.13) is absorbed by the first term in that line. Hence, (6.13)
becomes

(6.14)
e−2λb2

∫
QT

(L (h))
2
φλdxdt ≥ C1λ

∫
QT

(
|∇h|2 + |h|2

)
φλdxdt−

−C
(
∥h (x, T )∥2H1

6 (Ω) + ∥h (x, 0)∥2H1
6 (Ω)

)
λ2 exp

(
−λT 2/2

)
, ∀λ ≥ λ1.

Now, by (5.4), (6.6) and trace theorem

∥h (x, T )∥2H1
6 (Ω) + ∥h (x, 0)∥2H1

6 (Ω) ≤ C1 ∥h∥2H4
6 (QT ) .

Hence, by (5.5)

(6.15)
ξ ∥h∥2H4

6 (QT ) − C
(
∥h (x, T )∥2H1

6 (Ω) + ∥h (x, 0)∥2H1
6 (Ω)

)
λ2 exp

(
−λT 2/2

)
≥

≥
(
ξ − C1λ

2 exp
(
−λT 2/2

))
∥h∥2H4

6 (QT ) ≥ (ξ/2) ∥h∥2H4
6 (QT ) .

Thus, using (6.11), (6.14) and (6.15), we obtain

(6.16)
Jn,λ,ξ (W1 + h)− Jn,λ,ξ (W1)− J ′

n,λ,ξ (W1) (h) ≥
≥ C1λ

∫
QT

(
|∇h|2 + |h|2

)
φλdxdt+ (ξ/2) ∥h∥2H4

6 (QT ) , ∀λ ≥ λ1,

which proves (6.4). As soon as (6.4) is established, existence and uniqueness of the
minimizer Wn,min,λ,ξ of the functional Jn,λ,ξ on the set B (M) as well as inequality
(6.5) follow from a simple combination of Lemma 2.1 with Theorem 2.1 of [3] as well
as from a combination of Lemma 5.2.1 with Theorem 5.2.1 of [9].

6.2. Global convergence of the gradient projection method. Suppose
that there exists a vector function

(6.17) F ∈ B (M) .

For each vector function W ∈ B (M) consider the difference

(6.18) W̃ = W − F.

By (5.3), (5.4), (6.18) and triangle inequality

(6.19) W̃ ∈ B0 (2M) , ∀W ∈ B (M) .
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The convenience of the transformation (6.18) is that since B0 (2M) is the ball of the
radius 2M with the center at {0} in the space H4

6,0 (QT ), then it is easy to construct

projection operator of H4
6,0 (QT ) on B0 (2M) as:

(6.20) PB0(2M) (Y ) =

{
Y if Y ∈ B0 (2M),

2M · Y/ ∥Y ∥H4
6 (QT ) if Y /∈ B0 (2M).

By (6.17) and triangle inequality

(6.21) W̃ + F ∈ B (3M) , ∀W̃ ∈ B0 (2M)

Consider the functional In,λ,ξ : B0 (2M) → R defined as:

(6.22)

In,λ,ξ

(
W̃
)
= Jn,λ,ξ

(
W̃ + F

)
=

= e−2λb2
∫

QT

[
L
(
W̃ + F

)
+ Y

(
W̃n−1,min,λ + F, S

)]2
φλdxdt+

+ξ
∥∥∥W̃ + F

∥∥∥2
H4

6 (QT )
, ∀W̃ ∈ B0 (2M),

where W̃n−1,min,λ ∈ B0 (2M) is the unique minimizer of the functional

Jn−1,λ,ξ

(
W̃ + F

)
on the set B0 (2M). An obvious analog of Theorem 6.1 is valid for

the functional In,λ,ξ

(
W̃
)
, where by (6.21)

(6.23) λ ≥ λ2 = λ1 (QT , d, 3M) ≥ λ1 (QT , d,M) .

Theorem 6.1 and (6.23) justify the existence and uniqueness of the minimizer

W̃n,min,λ ∈ B0 (2M) of the functional In,λ,ξ on the set B0 (2M) for any n and for λ

satisfying (6.23), which, in turn justifies the presence of the term W̃n−1,min,λ in (6.22).

We now construct a sequence converging to W̃min,n,λ,ξ. We start from an arbitrary

point W̃0 ∈ B0 (2M) . The sequence of the gradient projection method is:

(6.24) W̃n = PB0(2M)

(
W̃n−1 − γI ′n,λ,ξ

(
W̃n−1

))
, n = 1, 2, ...,

where the step size γ > 0 is a certain number and I ′n,λ,ξ

(
W̃n−1

)
is the Fréchet deriv-

ative of the functional In,λ,ξ

(
W̃
)
at the point W̃n−1. Note that since by Theorem

6.1 I ′n,λ,ξ ∈ H4
6,0 (QT ) and since (6.20) holds, then in (6.24) W̃n ∈ H4

6,0 (QT ) for all
n = 1, 2, . . . . Theorem 6.3 follows immediately from a combination of Theorem 6.1
with Theorem 2.1 of [3].

Theorem 6.3. Let parameters λ and ξ satisfy (6.23) and (6.3) respectively. Then
there exists a sufficiently small number γ0 > 0 such that for any γ ∈ (0, γ0) the

sequence (6.24) converges to the minimizer W̃min,n,λ,ξ. Furthermore, there exists a
number θ = θ (γ) ∈ (0, 1) such that the following convergence estimate holds:∥∥∥W̃n − W̃min,n,λ,ξ

∥∥∥
H4

6 (QT )
≤ θn

∥∥∥W̃0 − W̃min,n,λ,ξ

∥∥∥
H4

6 (QT )
, n = 1, 2, ...

Thus, the gradient projection method (6.24) of the minimization of the functional
In,λ,ξ on the set B0 (2M) converges globally, since it starts from an arbitrary point

W̃0 ∈ B0 (2M) and smallness condition is not imposed on M .
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6.3. Global convergence of the gradient descent method. The gradient
projection method is not easy to implement due to the necessity to obtain zero bound-
ary conditions via (6.17), (6.18). In addition, it is inconvenient to use the projection
operator (6.20) in computations. Hence, we now formulate a simpler gradient descent
method of the minimization of functional (5.11) on the set B (M). To do this, we need
to assume that the minimizer that functional belongs to the set B (M/3) .

Let W0 ∈ B (M/3) be an arbitrary point and let γ ∈ (0, 1) be a number. The
sequence of the gradient descent method is:

(6.25) Wn = Wn−1 − γJ ′
n,λ,ξ (Wn−1) , n = 1, 2, ...

Theorem 6.4 follows immediately from a combination of Theorem 6.1 with The-
orem 6 of [12].

Theorem 6.4. Let λ ≥ λ1, where λ1 is the number of Theorem 6.1 and let (6.3)
holds. Let Wn,min,λ,ξ ∈ B (M) be the minimizer of the functional Jn,λ,ξ on the set

B (M), which was found in Theorem 6.1. Assume that Wn,min,λ,ξ ∈ B (M/3) . Then
there exists a sufficiently small number γ0 > 0 such that for any γ ∈ (0, γ0) all terms of
sequence (6.25) belong to the set B (M) . Furthermore, the sequence (6.25) converges
to Wn,min,λ,ξ and there exists a number θ = θ (γ) ∈ (0, 1) such that the following
convergence estimate is valid:

∥Wn −Wmin,n,λ,ξ∥H4
6 (QT ) ≤ θn ∥W0 −Wmin,n,λ,ξ∥H4

6 (QT ) , n = 1, 2, ...

This is again the global convergence property since W0 ∈ B (M/3) is an arbitrary
point and since smallness conditions are not imposed on the number M .

7. Convergence of Minimizers to the True Solution. One of the main
concepts of the regularization theory is the assumption that there exists an “ideal”
solution of an ill-posed problem with the “ideal”, noiseless input data [26]. We call
this “exact solution”. The input data in our case are lateral data G0, G1 in (3.14) as
well as the vector function S in (3.9).

The above Theorems 6.1-6.3 characterize some properties of the functionals Jn,λ,ξ.
However, they do not address the question about the relevance of minimizers of these
functionals to the true solution of problem (3.11)-(3.15) as well as to the true solution
of our CIP. These key questions are addressed in Theorems 7.1-7.4 of this section.

7.1. Introducing noise in the input data. Let W ∗ be that exact solution of
problem (3.12)-(3.14) with the exact data G∗

0, G
∗
1 and the exact vector function S∗,

(7.1)
L (W ∗) + Y (W ∗, S∗) = 0 in QT ,

W ∗ |ΓT
= G∗

0 (y, t) , ∂nW
∗ |ST

= G∗
1 (x, t) .

It is natural to assume that

(7.2) W ∗ ∈ B∗ (M) ,

where, similarly with (5.3),

(7.3) B∗ (M) =

{
W ∈ H4

6 (QT ) : ∥W∥H4
6 (QT ) < M,

W |ΓT
= G∗

0 (y, t) , ∂nW |ST
= G∗

1 (x, t) ,

}
Due to the requirement u ∈ H2,1

0 (QT ) in Carleman estimate (4.4), we need to
work with the zero boundary conditions in our convergence analysis. Hence, let
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F ∈ B (M) be the vector function in (6.17). Let δ ∈ (0, 1) be the noise level in the
input data. Suppose that there exists a vector function F ∗ ∈ B∗ (M) such that

(7.4) ∥F − F ∗∥H4
6 (QT ) < δ.

In addition, let

(7.5) ∥S − S∗∥C4(Ω) < δ.

Keep notations of subsection 6.2 and similarly with (6.18) let

(7.6) W̃ ∗ = W ∗ − F ∗.

Then, by (7.3) and triangle inequality

(7.7) W̃ ∗ ∈ B0 (2M) .

7.2. Convergence of minimizers. Denote

(7.8)
hn = W̃n,min,λ,ξ − W̃ ∗,
sn = Wn,min,λ,ξ −W ∗.

Recall that Wn,min,λ,ξ is the minimizer of the functional Jn,λ,ξ on the set B (M), and

W̃n,min,λ,ξ is the minimizer of the functional In,λ,ξ in (6.22) on the set B0 (2M). We

cannot guarantee that W̃n,min,λ,ξ + F = Wn,min,λ,ξ. Hence, we provide two types of
convergence estimates: for noisy and noiseless data. The difference here is that we
have the same lateral Cauchy data for Wn,min,λ,ξ and W ∗ in the case of noiseless data,
and these data are not necessary zero. On the other hand, in the noisy case, we have
zero lateral Cauchy data for both W̃n,min,λ,ξ and W̃ ∗.

The vector function W ∗ (x, t) is actually generated by the exact coefficients β∗ (x)
and γ∗ (x) of the SIR system (2.7)-(2.9). We approximate them via the pair of
functions βn,λ,δ (x) , γn,λ,δ (x) in the case of noisy data and by the pair of functions
βn,λ (x) , γn,λ (x) in the case of noiseless data. Following the end of section 3, we

obtain these pairs of functions from the vector functions W̃n,min,λ,ξ +F in the case of
noisy data and from the vector functions Wn,min,λ,ξ for the noiseless cases respectively
via applying formulas (3.11), (3.3) and (3.5) sequentially.

Theorem 7.1 (convergence for noisy data). Let conditions (7.1)-(7.8) hold. Let
λ ≥ λ2, where λ2 ≥ 1 is defined in (6.23). Assume that condition (6.3) holds. Then
the following convergence estimates are valid:

(7.9)

e−2λb2
∫
QT

(
|∇hn|2 + |hn|2

)
φλ (x, t) dxdt ≤

≤ (C1/λ)
n
e−2λb2

∫
QT

(
|∇h0|2 + |h0|2

)
φλ (x, t) dxdt+

+(C1/λ)
(
ξ + δ2

)
, n = 1, 2, ...,

This manuscript is for review purposes only.



CCMM FOR A CIP OF THE EPIDEMIOLOGY 17

(7.10)

e−2λb2
∫
QT

∣∣∣∇(W̃n,min,λ,ξ + F
)
−∇W ∗

∣∣∣2 φλ (x, t) dxdt+

+e−2λb2
∫
QT

∣∣∣(W̃n,min,λ,ξ + F
)
−W ∗

∣∣∣2 φλ (x, t) dxdt ≤

≤ (C1/λ)
n
e−2λb2

∫
QT

∣∣∣∇(W̃0,min,λ,ξ + F
)
−∇W ∗

∣∣∣2 φλ (x, t) dxdt+

+(C1/λ)
n
e−2λb2

∫
QT

∣∣∣(W̃0,min,λ,ξ + F
)
−W ∗

∣∣∣2 φλ (x, t) dxdt+

+(C1/λ) ξ + C1δ
2.

(7.11)

e−2λb2
∫
QT

[
(βn,λ,δ (x)− β∗ (x))

2
+ (γn,λ,δ (x)− γ∗ (x))

2
]
φλ (x, t) dxdt ≤

≤ (C1/λ)
n
e−2λb2

∫
QT

∣∣∣∇(W̃0,min,λ,ξ + F
)
−∇W ∗

∣∣∣2 φλ (x, t) dxdt+

+(C1/λ)
n
e−2λb2

∫
QT

∣∣∣(W̃0,min,λ,ξ + F
)
−W ∗

∣∣∣2 φλ (x, t) dxdt+

+(C1/λ) ξ + C1δ
2.

Proof. First, we consider the case n = 1. Using the analog of (6.4) for In,λ,ξ, we
obtain

(7.12)

I1,λ,ξ

(
W̃ ∗
)
− I1,λ,ξ

(
W̃n,min,λ,ξ

)
−

−I ′1,λ,ξ

(
W̃n,min,λ,ξ

)(
W̃ ∗ − W̃n,min,λ,ξ

)
≥

≥ C1λ

∫
QT

[
(∇h1)

2
+ h2

1

]
φλ (x, t) dxdt.

Since −I1,λ,ξ

(
W̃n,min,λ,ξ

)
≤ 0 and also since by (6.5)

−I ′1,λ,ξ

(
W̃n,min,λ,ξ

)(
W̃ ∗ − W̃n,min,λ,ξ

)
≤ 0,

then (7.12) implies

(7.13) e−2λb2
∫
QT

[
(∇h1)

2
+ h2

1

]
φλ (x, t) dxdt ≤

C1

λ
I1,λ,ξ

(
W̃ ∗
)
.

We now estimate I1,λ,ξ

(
W̃ ∗
)
from the above. By (6.22) and (7.6)

(7.14)

I1,λ,ξ

(
W̃ ∗
)
= J1,λ,ξ

(
W̃ ∗ + F

)
=

= e−2λb2
∫

QT

[
L
(
W̃ ∗ + F

)
+ Y

(
W̃0,min,λ + F, S

)]2
φλdxdt+

+ξ
∥∥∥W̃ ∗ + F

∥∥∥2
H4

6 (QT )
.
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Next consider the expression in the second line of (7.14). We have:

L
(
W̃ ∗ + F

)
+ Y

(
W̃0,min,λ + F, S

)
= L (W ∗)+

+L (F − F ∗) + Y
(
W̃0,min,λ + F, S

)
=

= [L (W ∗) + Y (W ∗, S∗)] + L (F − F ∗)

+
[
Y
(
W̃0,min,λ + F, S

)
− Y

(
W̃ ∗ + F ∗, S∗

)]
.

By (7.1) L (W ∗) + Y (W ∗, S∗) = 0. Hence,

(7.15)
L
(
W̃ ∗ + F

)
+ Y (W0,min,λ, S) = L (F − F ∗)+

+
[
Y
(
W̃0,min,λ + F, S

)
− Y

(
W̃ ∗ + F ∗, S∗

)]
.

Next, by (7.4)

(7.16) |L (F − F ∗)| ≤ C1δ,

and by (5.7), (7.4) and (7.5)

(7.17)

∣∣∣Y (W̃0,min,λ + F, S
)
− Y

(
W̃ ∗ + F ∗, S∗

)∣∣∣ ≤
≤ C1

(∣∣∣W̃0,min,λ − W̃ ∗
∣∣∣ (x, t) + ∣∣∣∇W̃0,min,λ −∇W̃ ∗

∣∣∣ (x, t))+
+C1

∣∣∣∣∣ t∫
T/2

∣∣∣W̃0,min,λ − W̃ ∗
∣∣∣ (x, τ) dτ ∣∣∣∣∣+

+C1

∣∣∣∣∣ t∫
T/2

∣∣∣∇W̃0,min,λ −∇W̃ ∗
∣∣∣ (x, τ) dτ ∣∣∣∣∣+ C1δ.

By Theorem 4.2, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (4.2), (7.8) and (7.15)-(7.17)

(7.18)

e−2λb2
∫

QT

[
L
(
W̃ ∗ + F

)
+ Y

(
W̃0,min,λ + F, S

)]2
φλdxdt ≤

≤ C1e
−2λb2

∫
QT

[∣∣∣∇W̃0,min,λ −∇W̃ ∗
∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣W̃0,min,λ − W̃ ∗

∣∣∣2]φλdxdt+

+C1δ
2 = C1e

−2λb2
∫

QT

(
|∇h0|2 + |h0|2

)
φλ (x, t) dxdt+ C1δ

2.

Finally

(7.19)
ξ
∥∥∥W̃ ∗ + F

∥∥∥2
H4

6 (QT )
= ξ ∥W ∗ + (F − F ∗)∥2H4

6 (QT ) ≤

≤ 2ξ ∥W ∗∥2H4
6 (QT ) + 2δ2 ≤ 2ξM2 + 2δ2.

Hence, (7.14)-(7.19) imply

I1,λ,ξ

(
W̃ ∗
)
≤ e−2λb2

∫
QT

(
|∇h0|2 + |h0|2

)
φλ (x, t) dxdt+ C1

(
ξ + δ2

)
.

Combining this with (7.13), we obtain

e−2λb2
∫
QT

(
|∇h1|2 + |h1|2

)
φλ (x, t) dxdt ≤

≤ (C1/λ) e
−2λb2

∫
QT

(
|∇h0|2 + |h0|2

)
φλ (x, t) dxdt+ (C1/λ)

(
ξ + δ2

)
,
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which is estimate (7.9) at n = 1. Continuing these estimates via the mathematical
induction, we obtain

(7.20)

e−2λb2
∫
QT

(
|∇hn|2 + |hn|2

)
φλ (x, t) dxdt ≤

≤ (C1/λ)
n
e−2λb2

∫
QT

(
|∇h0|2 + |h0|2

)
φλ (x, t) dxdt+

+

(
n∑

k=1

(C1/λ)
k

)(
ξ + δ2

)
.

Since

∞∑
k=1

(
C1

λ

)k

=
C1

λ
· 1

1− (C1/λ)
< 2

C1

λ
,

then (7.20) implies the first target estimate (7.9).

Using hn = W̃n,min,λ,ξ − W̃ ∗ =
[(

W̃n,min,λ,ξ + F
)
−W ∗

]
− (F − F ∗) and (7.4),

we obtain

(7.21)
|∇hn|2 + |hn|2 ≥

∣∣∣∇(W̃n,min,λ,ξ + F
)
−∇W ∗

∣∣∣2 +
+
∣∣∣(W̃n,min,λ,ξ + F

)
−W ∗

∣∣∣2 − δ2.

The second target estimate (7.10) easily follows from (7.9) and (7.21). Estimate (7.10)
being combined with (3.11), (3.3) and (3.5) leads to (7.11).

Theorem 7.2 (convergence for noiseless data). Let λ ≥ λ1, where λ1 ≥ 1 was
found in Theorem 6.1. Let the noise level δ = 0 and conditions (6.3), (7.1)-(7.3) as
well as the notation in the second line of (7.8) hold. Then the following convergence
estimates are valid:
(7.22)

e−2λb2
∫
QT

(
|∇sn|2 + |sn|2

)
φλ (x, t) dxdt ≤

≤ (C1/λ)
n
e−2λb2

∫
QT

(
|∇s0|2 + |s0|2

)
φλ (x, t) dxdt+ (C1/λ) ξ, n = 1, 2, ...

(7.23)

e−2λb2
∫
QT

[
(βn,λ (x)− β∗ (x))

2
+ (γn,λ (x)− γ∗ (x))

2
]
φλ (x, t) dxdt ≤

≤ (C1/λ)
n
e−2λb2

∫
QT

(
|∇s0|2 + |s0|2

)
φλ (x, t) dxdt+ (C1/λ) ξ, n = 1, 2, ...

We omit the proof of this theorem since it is completely similar with the proof of

Theorem 7.1. It follows from (6.3) and (7.10) that the sequence
{
W̃n,min,λ,ξ + F

}∞

n=0
converges to the exact solution W ∗ in the case of noisy data, as long as the level
of noise in the data δ → 0. And (7.22) implies that the sequence {Wn,min,λ,ξ}∞n=0
also converges to the exact solution W ∗ in the case of noiseless data. Estimates

This manuscript is for review purposes only.



20 M. V. KLIBANOV AND T. TRUONG

(7.11) and (7.23) imply that the same statements are true for the target reconstructed
coefficients. In all cases convergence is in terms of integrals with the CWF φλ (x, t)
in them. Finally, Theorems 6.2, 6.3, 7.1 and 7.2 imply that we have constructed in
section 5 a globally convergent numerical method for our CIP.

We now provide more explicit convergence estimates for the unknown coefficients.
Recall that the domain QαT is the one defined in (2.3) for the number α in (2.2).
We also recall that by the regularization theory, the regularization parameter should
depend on the noise level [26].

Theorem 7.3. Let conditions of Theorem 7.1 hold, so as (2.2). Let

(7.24) T 2 >
8b2

1− 2α2
.

Define two numbers m, s as

(7.25) m = α2T
2

2
+ 2b2, s =

T 2

4

[(
1− 2α2

)
− 8b2

T 2

]
.

Suppose that the number δ0 ∈ (0, 1) is so small that

(7.26) ln
(
δ
−1/m
0

)
≥ λ2.

For every δ ∈ (0, δ0) , let λ = λ (δ) = ln
(
δ−1/m

)
. Following (6.3), choose the regular-

ization parameter ξ as

(7.27) ξ (δ) = 2 exp

(
−λ (δ)

T 2

4

)
.

Then the following convergence estimate holds:
(7.28) ∥∥βn,λ(δ),δ − β∗

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+
∥∥γn,λ(δ),δ − γ∗

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

≤
≤ α−1 (C1/λ (δ))

n
exp

([
λ (δ)

(
α2T 2/2 + 2b2

)])
×

×
[∥∥∥∇(W̃0,min,λ,ξ + F

)
−∇W ∗

∥∥∥2
L2

2(QT )
+
∥∥∥(W̃0,min,λ,ξ + F

)
−W ∗

∥∥∥2
L2(QT )

]
+

+C1α
−1δρ,

for any α ∈
(
0, 1/

√
2
)
, where ρ = max (1, s/m) .

Proof. Since QαT ⊂ QT , then, using (4.2), we obtain

e−2λb2
∫
QT

[
(βn,λ,δ (x)− β∗ (x))

2
+ (γn,λ,δ (x)− γ∗ (x))

2
]
φλ (x, t) dxdt ≥

≥ e−2λb2
∫
QαT

[
(βn,λ,δ (x)− β∗ (x))

2
+ (γn,λ,δ (x)− γ∗ (x))

2
]
φλ (x, t) dxdt ≥

≥ αC1e
−2λb2 exp

(
−λα2T 2/2

) (∥∥βn,λ(δ),δ − β∗
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+
∥∥γn,λ(δ),δ − γ∗

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

)
.

Combining this with (7.11), (7.24)-(7.27), we obtain

(7.29)

∥∥βn,λ(δ),δ − β∗
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+
∥∥γn,λ(δ),δ − γ∗

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

≤ α−1C1e
−λs+

+α−1C1e
2λb2 exp

(
−λα2T 2/2

)
δ2.
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For the above choice λ = λ (δ) terms in the right hand side of (7.29) are:

e2λb
2

exp
(
−λα2T 2/2

)
δ2 = δ, e−λs = δs/m.

This completes the proof.

We now formulate an analogous theorem for the case when conditions of Theo-
rem 7.2 are valid.

Theorem 7.4. Let conditions of Theorem 7.2 hold. Assume that inequality
(7.24) is valid and let s be the number defined in (7.25). Let the regularization pa-
rameter ξ = 2 exp

(
−λT 2/4

)
. Then the following convergence estimate holds for any

α ∈
(
0, 1/

√
2
)
and for all λ ≥ λ1 :

∥βn,λ − β∗∥2L2(Ω) + ∥γn,λ − γ∗∥2L2(Ω) ≤
≤ α−1 (C1/λ)

n
exp

([
λ
(
α2T 2/2 + 2b2

)])
×

×
[
∥∇W0,min,λ,ξ −∇W ∗∥2L2

2(QT ) + ∥W0,min,λ,ξ −W ∗∥2L2(QT )

]
+ C1e

−λs.

We omit the proof of this theorem since it is similar with the proof of Theorem 7.3.

8. Numerical Studies. In this section, we discuss some tests, which demon-
strate the numerical performance of the method. We note first that even though our
Theorems 7.1-7.4 require sufficiently large values of λ > 1, we establish numerically
in subsection 8.1 that λ = 5 can be chosen as an optimal value of this parameter.
This coincides with the observation of many past publications on the convexification
method: we refer to e.g. [3, 9, 10, 12, 13, 18], in which optimal values of λ were
λ ∈ [1, 5] . This is similar with many cases of the asymptotic theories. Indeed, such
a theory sometimes states that if a certain parameter X is sufficiently large, then a
certain formula Y has a good accuracy. However, in a computational practice only
results of numerical experiments can establish what exactly “sufficiently large X”
means in computations.

To demonstrate the fact that our method can image rather complicated shapes
of inclusions, we choose letters–like shapes of inclusions. More precisely, our shapes
mimic letters A,M,Ω and B. Indeed, these shapes are non-convex and have voids. We
are not concerned with the accurate imaging of the fine structures of edges. Instead,
we want to compute rather accurately just shapes of inclusions and values of the
unknown coefficients β (x) and γ (x) .

8.1. Numerical setup. In our numerical simulations, the domain Ω = {x =
(x, y) : 1 < x < 2, |y| < 0.5} and T = 1 is the end time. The larger domain G,
where the forward problem (2.7)- (2.11) is computed to generate data for the inverse
problem, is G = {x = (x, y) : (x− 1.5)2 + y2 < 1}. The viscosity term is d = 0.1, the

velocities are qs = qI = qR = (0.2, 0.2)
T
. The Neumann boundary conditions (2.10)

and the initial conditions (2.11) are chosen as:

g1(x, t) = g2(x, t) = g3(x, t) = 0,
ρ0S(x) = 0.6, ρ0I(x) = 0.8, ρ0R(x) = 0.

To solve the forward problem, we use the PDE Toolbox in MATLAB to implement
a Finite Element Method with the maximal mesh edge length 0.05. We compute the
data rj , fj , j = 1, 2, 3 in (2.15), (2.16) for eleven (11) equally spaced temporal points
on [0, T ].
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In all our numerical experiments β (x) = γ (x) = 0.1 in the data simulation
process in the part of the domain G, which is outside of our letters-like shapes. How-
ever, when computing the inverse problems, we assume that functions β (x) are γ (x)
unknown in the entire domain Ω, see (2.4).

To solve the inverse problem, we write the differential operators of the objective
functional Jn,λ,ξ in (5.11) in the form of finite differences and minimize the so dis-
cretized functional with respect to the values of the vector function W at grid points.
More precisely, we discretize Ω into a 33 × 33 meshgrid of equal edge length and
[0, T ] into 11 equally spaced points. The data generated by the forward solver are
interpolated correspondingly to fit this mesh. We then add noise to the data using
different noise levels. For j = 1, 2, 3, let Pj , Rj , Fj be the discretized matrices of
pj(x), rj(x, t), fj(y, t), respectively. These functions are defined in (2.14)-(2.16). We
use the following noise model: given a matrix A, the noisy version of A is

Anoise = A+ δ∥A∥∞Rand(A),

where Rand(A) is a matrix of the same size asA whose entries are uniformly generated
random numbers on (−1, 1), ∥A∥∞ := maxij |Aij | is the infinity norm of A, and
δ ∈ [0, 1) is the noise level. Since we need to differentiate the data rj(x, t), fj(y, t)
twice with respect to t, we first use cubic smoothing splines to approximate the
noisy data, then differentiate these splines with respect to t. We proceed similarly
to compute the required derivatives of pj(x). The regularization parameter ξ = 10−2

is chosen by trial and error. For simplicity, we implement the H2
6 (QT )−norm for

the regularization term instead of the H4
6 (QT )−norm as in the theory. We observe

numerically that the H2
6 (QT ) norm yields sufficiently good results.

To minimize the discretized functional Jn,λ,ξ, we use the lsqlin function of MAT-
LAB. This is a function in the Optimization Toolbox designed to solve linear problems
using the least squares methods. We stop the iterative process when the difference
between the solutions of the current step and the previous step is less than 10−5. This
stopping criterion is reached within 5 iterations in all our numerical experiments.

We select the parameter of the Carleman Weight Function λ = 5. See Figure 1
for an experiment for different values of λ. In this experiment, we run our method to
reconstruct γ, and λ = 5 gives the best result in terms of both shape and value of γ.
It is worth noting that the method fails when λ = 0, i.e. in the case when the CWF is
absent in the objective functional Jn,λ,ξ. This further justifies the above theory since
analogs of all our theorems are invalid at λ = 0. We point out that, once chosen, the
value λ = 5 is used in all other tests.

8.2. Testing for different noise levels. In this test, we consider γ and β be
as follows,

γ(x) =

{
0.4 x inside of ‘A’
0.1 x outside of ‘A’

, β(x) =

{
0.6 x inside ‘M ’
0.1 x outside ‘M ’

.

Figures 2 and 3 show the reconstructions of γ and β for at different noise levels:
δ = 0, δ = 2%, and δ = 5%. We obtain good reconstructions of both the shape and
the values of the unknown coefficients for the letters at lower noise levels. When noise
is 5%, the reconstruction of the letter ‘M ’ is distorted, but we can still see the general
shape and reasonable value.

8.3. Testing of different unknown coefficients. In this test, our method
reconstructs different functions γ(x) and β(x). The noise level for this test is δ = 2%.
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(a) True γ (b) λ = 0 (c) λ = 3

(d) λ = 5 (e) λ = 7 (f) λ = 10

Fig. 1: Experiment with different values of λ. We choose λ = 5 as an optimal value
of λ. This value is used in all other tests.

(a) True γ

(b) 0% noise (c) 2% noise (d) 5% noise

Fig. 2: Reconstruction of γ (letter “A”) at different noise levels.

We consider two cases:

γ(x) =

{
0.4 x inside ‘Ω’
0.1 x outside ‘Ω’

, β(x) =

{
0.6 x inside ‘B’
0.1 x outside ‘B’
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(a) True β

(b) 0% noise (c) 2% noise (d) 5% noise

Fig. 3: Reconstruction of β (letter “M”) at different noise levels.

and

γ(x) =

{
0.8 x inside ‘Ω’
0.1 x outside ‘Ω’

, β(x) =

{
1 x inside ‘B’
0.1 x outside ‘B’

,

see Figures 4 and 5, respectively. Even with different shapes and values of γ and β,
our method still performs quite well.
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