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Abstract

We are interested in this paper in recovering lacking data on some part of a
domain boundary, from the knowledge of Cauchy data on the other part. It is
first proved that the desired solution is the unique fixed point of some appropriate
operator, which naturally gives rise to an iterative process that is proved to be
convergent. Discretization provides an additional regularization: the algorithm
reads as a least square fitting of the given data, with a regularization term the
effect of which fades as iterations go on. Displayed numerical results highlight
its accuracy, as well as its robustness.

1. Introduction

We consider in this paper the inverse problem of recovering lacking data on some part of the
boundary of a domain from Cauchy data on the other part. We shall be presenting the issue in
the framework of the steady state heat equation, although the algorithm works as well in the
case of elastostatics, and may be extended to various operators. Given a heat flux ¥; on a part
Iy of the boundary of an open set €2, and measuring the temperature ¢, on I'y, it has been
proved in several situations that this information is enough to recover flaws inside the body,
such as inclusions or cracks, provided the given flux is properly chosen. Intending to use fast
algorithms based on the reciprocity gap [2,3,6], one needs, however, to hold complete data (i.e.
data on the whole boundary), which is not a realistic requirement in several situations where
parts of this boundary are not accessible to measurements. The recovery of the lacking data
from the measured ones thus appears as a mandatory first step in the reconstruction process.
In a somewhat different problem, such as identification of an exchange coefficient arising in
corrosion detection [7, 11, 14], recovery of the lacking data may also be a way to solve.
Provided the data (¢4, ¥,) we are trying to extend are compatible, which means that this
pair is indeed the trace of a single harmonic function (i.e. ¢4 = u|r, ; Y4 = d,u|r, for some
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harmonic function u), such an attempt seems reasonable. Due to noise effects, compatible data
are, however, not expected and, on the other hand, the Cauchy problem is well known—since
Hadamard—to be severely ill posed: given any pair (¢4, ¥4) on Iy, itis possible to approximate
it as closely as desired on I'; by the traces of a single harmonic function, the price to pay for
that being a hectic behaviour of this function on the remaining part of the boundary [4, 5].
Actually, this is a result of the density of the compatible data in the space of incompatible ones,
which makes it impossible to get a least squares fitting of the incompatible data by compatible
ones. Regularization is thus needed to define an analogy to the Moore—Penrose pseudo-inverse
operator, and not only to provide this latter with continuity [10, 16].

In this paper, we use an iterated Tikhonov regularization method [9, 13], the additional
regularizing term being the distance between two successive iterated solutions. This choice
makes the term fade while proceeding along with the algorithm, which eventually provides us,
in the case the data to extend are compatible, with the solution of the genuine inverse problem,
not with that of some problem close to it [8]. We first characterize the extended solution as the
fixed point of an appropriate operator, and analyse the convergence of the algorithm starting
from this point. Strong convergence is proved on the part I'; of the boundary, whereas only
weak convergence is achieved on the remaining part of the boundary. If the reconstructed
data are intended to be used in a reciprocity gap-based algorithm, such a weak convergence
might be sufficient since these data are only needed for the computation of boundary integrals.
However, strong convergence is also achieved provided the solution and the boundary are
smooth enough.

The issue remains open for the continuous case of incompatible data, for it is not
clear which ‘solution’ the algorithm should converge to. Nonetheless, discretization using
a proper finite element scheme brings back the problem to the usual framework [10], yielding
a convergence result dependent on the mesh size. Numerical results show accuracy and
robustness.

2. The data completion problem

2.1. Notations and preliminary results

Let  be an open bounded set in R? or R3, with a smooth boundary I". Moreover, let us
consider a partition of this boundary

r=r,uUr,
where I'; and T, are open parts of the boundary with positive measures.

The problem we are dealing with is to reconstruct a harmonic function « that fits some
prescribed data on I';. The solution we are trying to recover then belongs to the set

H(Q) = {ve H'(Q); Av =0in Q}. (D
H(S2) is obviously a closed subset of H'(£2), which makes it a Hilbert space when equipped
with the H'(Q) scalar product. Moreover, it is a subspace of

H(A; Q) == {ve H(Q); Ave L*(Q)}
which makes it possible to define the normal derivative traces of functions belonging to this

space, as elements of H -3 (I"). Therefore, the traces (v|r, d,v|r) of H(£2) functions span the
space H(I") of compatible data pairs:

H(T) := {¢ = (¢, ¥) € H(T) x H~3(I"); Jv € H(R) such that v|r = ¢ and d,v|r = ¥}
(2)
and the following result holds.
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Lemma 1. H(T") is a closed subspace ofH% T x H? ('), and it is therefore a Hilbert space
when equipped with the scalar product:

<¢’ ¢,>F = <(p’ (p/>%,l" + <1/fv w/>— T

Lo 3)
Proof. Let (¢, ¥) be a sequence in H(I"), convergent to (¢, V) € H%(F) X H’%(F). We
need to prove that (¢, ¥) € H(T).

Let uy and u solve in H'(2) the following Dirichlet problems:

Au, = 0 in and Au = 0 in @)
Uy = @k on I u = ¢ on TI.
The mapping
H:T) — HYQ) )
0 +— u
is continuous, yielding limy_¢ |lux — ull;.o = 0. Moreover, this convergence holds in
H(A; Q) and hence limy_,¢ ||0,u; — 8nu||_%yr = 0. We derive that
¢ = ulr and Y = duulr
which means (¢, ¥) € H(I'). O
Remark. According to the above result, the mapping
H(Q) — HT)
(6)

u > (ulr, dpulr)

is an isomorphism. There is thus no confusion in denoting by u either an element of H(£2) or
the related compatible boundary pair (u|r, d,u|r) € H(I'), which we shall often do for the
sake of simplicity.

Ha, or H(I'y), is the space of restrictions to Iy of compatible pairs. Elements of H -2 (Ty)
1

are restrictions to I'; of distributions in H -3 I, H -3 (I'y) is thus the dual space of HO%(Fd),

which is the subspace of functions of H 2 (I"'y) continuously extendable by zero as elements of
H: (T') (see [12]). Given T € H: ("), its restriction t, is thus defined by

1
(Ta» @a) = (T, ¢a) Voq € Hy(Tg)

where ¢, stands for the extension by zero of ¢, to the whole boundary. H, is defined in a
similar way.

Let us denote by X (or by X(I')) the space H%(F) X H’%(I‘), and by X, the space
H: (Ty) x H (I'y). Given two elements u# and v in H(A; 2), let us define

(u, v)r := (u,v)%yr + (Onu, 0,V)_1 p.

X
Givenu € H(A; Q) and a pair ¢ := (¢, V) € H%(F) X H’%(F), let us also denote
=, v)r == =g, )11+ (Bt — P, By

The norm induced by the scalar product in I" will be denoted by || - ||r. The X, scalar product
and norm are defined in a similar way.
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2.2. The least square harmonic lift problem

Given now data ¢, = (¢4, ¥Y4) € Xg, the harmonic lift problem is the following:
Find u € H(T") such that u = ¢y on [y,. 7)

Problem (7) has no solution in general, unless the data are compatible, which means ¢, € H,.
In that case, the solution is unique, thanks to the Holmgren theorem, but it does not depend
continuously on the data, as pointed out by Hadamard and reported, for instance, in [15]. Data
coming from measurements are not expected to be compatible, and we shall thus be interested
in fitting them in a least square sense, rather than exactly. However, it was noted in [4] that
such an attempt has no chance of being successful: solutions can be found as close as desired
to the given data on I'y, provided hectic behaviours on the remaining part of the boundary are
accepted. Some clues about the solution behaviour on the remaining part of the boundary are
therefore needed in order to turn the least square problem into a well posed one. To this end,
let us define a pattern ¢ € H(I') ‘guessing’ what the desired solution should look like, and
define the cost function J,, for any v € X, as follows:

J() = v = ¢allf, + cllv — @lIE. ®)

The positive weight coefficient ¢ is essential to make the least squares fitting of the prescribed
data a well posed problem. Its role may also be viewed as a balancing of the confidence put
on the pattern ¢, with respect to the one granted to the data ¢,. The least square harmonic lift
problem (LSL) we are now interested in reads as follows:

Find u € H(T) such that J.(u) < J.(v) Vv € HT). ©)]
Lemma 2. The LSL problem (9) has a unique solution characterized by

(U — @a,v)r, + clu—¢,v)r =0 Yv e H(). (10)
Proof. J. is strictly convex and continuous on H(I"). Since ¢ > 0, we also have

lim J.(v) = +o0.
vl — o0
Problem (9) has therefore a unique solution, the characterization of which follows
immediately. U

Let us now consider the data completion problem: we are given incomplete though
compatible data, on the part I'; of the boundary. Let ¢y = (¢4, ¥y) € H, be these data.
Our first goal is to find the pair ¢ = (¢, ¥) in H(I") that extends (¢g4, ¥4) to the whole
boundary. Behind this goal, the actual one is, given a noisy hence incompatible data pair
on Iy, to find a compatible pair (¢, ¥) on I' that would ‘extend’ these data in an appropriate
sense.

Let ¢ = (¢, ¥) be a pair in X, and u, be the solution of the LSL problem with ¢, as
given data and ¢ as a pattern. It should not be expected that u4|r match ¢ (in the sense that
uglr = ¢ and 9,us|r = ¥), since ¢ is not even a compatible data pair, and the LSL solution is,
moreover, required to fit ¢; on [';. However, if it does, then obviously (¢, ¥) is a compatible
pair. In that case, we are going to prove that ¢ is the desired harmonic extension of ¢; on the
whole boundary I', and hence u, solves the exact lift problem (7).

Let 7 be the operator

T: HT) — H)
1) —> Uy

Y

where ug4 solves the (LSL) problem related to (¢4, ¢).
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Theorem 1. Assuming the given data ¢4 = (@4, Va) are compatible, then T has a unique
fixed point, which is the unique extension of these data to the whole boundary.

Proof. Let ¢ = (¢, ¥) be a fixed point of 7. Then

lug — dally, < v — guld, +clv — @I} Vv eHD).

Let now u, be the harmonic lift of the compatible data ¢;, which we are going to prove is
exactly ug. For A €] —1, +1[, let us use the above inequation with the following test functions:

v=(~1—=WNug+Aug.
We get
o = dall, < 1 =2ua+ 25 = gul, + 1 =2ua + g = 9]

and, since u, matches ¢, on I'; and u, matches ¢ on I',

lus — a2 < 32 Jup — a2 + (1= 1) lug — I

which yields
2 11— 2
g = wal?, < e Jua — w2
By making A — 1, it comes out that u4 = u, on I'y, and since both of them are elements of
H(T"), this yields ug = u4. ¢ is hence the harmonic extension of ¢,, which is unique. O

Remark. It should be pointed out that this fixed point does not depend on c.

3. The fixed point process

Trying to recover the fixed point of 7, it is now natural to propose the following fixed point
process, which turns out to be the iterated Tikhonov algorithm:

(1) Initialization. Choose any pattern u® e H(D) (actually, O can do)
(2) Iteration. Given u* € H(I"), solve the LSL problem related to (¢, %) in order to get
u! = Tk e H(I), characterized by

<uk+1 _ ¢d’ U>I‘d + C(Mk+1 — uk’ U)F =0 Yv € H(F) (12)

The problem we are dealing with, however, does not match the general theory reported in [10].
Defining the restriction operator

K: HTIT) +— F

(. d10) —> (e, daulr,) (13

we can either choose F := H(['y;) or F = X,. The first choice is not relevant, for F is not
a Hilbert space when equipped with the H(I";) scalar product, which makes K bounded, its
closure being X,;. In the second case, the range of K is H(I';), which is dense in F. There is
hence no way to fit the prescribed data in a usual least squares sense, unless the regularizing
term is added to the functional. This is the reason why the convergence results obtained here
are weaker than the general theory ones [10]. Further, these results do not address noisy (i.e.
incompatible) data, for there is no ‘solution’ for the algorithm to converge to in that case.
However, discretization brings an additional regularization, by drawing back the problem to
the general framework, as will be seen in section 4. The following lemma is the first step in
the convergence proof in the continuous case.
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Lemma 3. The sequence (u*) k>1 produced by the fixed point algorithm verifies for alln € N:

n n
T A Y s T 2 Dl = ugllf, = e = uall? (14)
=0 € =0
Proof.
k+1 k+1

W' —ugllf = (@ = u*) + @ —ug), @ —ub) + @ = u)r

k 2 k+1 k2 k k+1 k
= lu” —uallp + 1™ —u"llF + 2" —ug, ™ —u")r
k 2 k+1 k2 k+1 k+1 k
= llu” —ually — 1™ —u"llp + 2™ = ug, u™ —u")r. 15)
Using the characterization (12) of u**! with v = u**! — u, as a test function, we get
1
k+1 k+1 k k+1 2
W™ —ug, u™ —u)r = —Z||M+ — uqlly,-
Plotting this in (15), we obtain
2
k+1 2 k+1 k)2 k+1 2 k 2
[ = ually + 0™ — u®lIr + ~ llu = ually, = Mt = ually
Adding these equalities for 0 < k& < n then yields (14). ]

Theorem 2 (Convergence of the sequence). Letuy; = (¢4, Wa) be a given pair of compatible
data on T'y. Therefore, the sequence (uk)/@l computed by the fixed point algorithm strongly
converges to ug on Iy, and it weakly converges on the whole boundary:

lim [« — uglr, = 0.
k—o0

Proof. From (14), we derive that
[o¢]
k+1 2
St = ugllf, < oo
k=0

which immediately yields the strong convergence result limy_, o |4 — uq4llr, = 0.

To prove the weak convergence of the sequence on the whole boundary, let us take the
following steps.

(1) Weak convergence in H(I") of a subsequence u* to u.

From (14), we know that |u* — u4||r is a bounded sequence. The sequence (Mk)kZI is
therefore a bounded sequence of H(I"), which has been proved in lemma 1 to be a Hilbert thus
reflexive space. There therefore exists a subsequence of u*, that we shall denote by u*, which
weakly converges in H(I"). Let u be its limit.

Writing down the characterization equation for u*, with u — u, as a test function, we get

k+1

(" —ug, u—ug)r, + c{u" — =t u—ug)r = 0.
Making i — oo hence yields
2
e — ugll, =0
from which we derive, since both functions are harmonic, that ¥ = wu,; on the whole
boundary I'.

(2) Weak convergence of the whole sequence. Assuming it does not hold, we derive the
existence of v € H(I") and & > 0 such that

VN e N, In = n(N) > N such that [(u" —uq, v)r| > e.
This gives rise to a subsequence u" such that
Vv €N, (" —ug, v)rl > e. (16)

On the other hand, u” is bounded in  (T") since u* is. Itis thus possible to find out a subsequence
of it which weakly converges on I', and since lim,_,  ||[#” —u4||r, = O, its limit is necessarily
u4, which contradicts (16). O
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Corollary 1 (Strong convergence on the whole boundary). The first part of u* (i.e. the
function, not the normal derivative) coming out from the fixed point algorithm strongly
converges to the first part of ug in L4(I") for

e 1 < g < oointhe2D case
o 1 < g < 4inthe 3D case.

Proof. The sequence u*| is bounded in H %(F ). This space is compactly embedded in
LiT)Vg; 1 < q < oointhe2Dcase,andVqg ; 1 < g < 4inthe 3D case [1]. Let g
be such a real number. A convergent subsequence of u* can therefore be found in L7(I"), and
its limit can obviously be nothing but u#,. As for theorem 2, the whole sequence converges in
Li(I). O

Remark. Provided that the desired solution holds some extra regularity, say u € H?(S2), then
the whole study can be carried out in the space H> (') x H> (I") instead of H: I x H™> ().
Of course, the cost function needs to be modified accordingly. Strong convergence to u, is
then derived in H> (Ty) x H: (I'y), as well as weak convergence in H> (') x H: (T).

The key result is that this space is indeed a Hilbert one, when equipped with the appropriate
scalar product:

<¢’ ¢,>F = <(p’ (p/>%,l" + <1/fv w”%,l—“

The estimates come out exactly the same way as described above. What is gained is the
strong convergence on I" of the normal derivatives d,u* in addition to the convergence of u*.
According to the Rellich—Kondrachov and Sobolev embeddings [1], the spaces where such
convergences occur are C*#(I") x L(T") with

e f < 1and g < oo in the 2D case
e B < 1andg < 4inthe 3D case.

4. Numerical implementation and results

4.1. The discrete problem

The first issue in this section is to discretize the set H(I") the minimization problem is living
in. Our main concern has been to make use of any ordinary finite element code, not to work
out a peculiar one. As a matter of fact, computations have been run using Castem 2000 and
piecewise linear finite elements, which means a piecewise constant approximation for the

normal derivatives. Let u be an harmonic function in H'(2): we have
0
u € H(QR) <=>/Vqu = —uv Vv e H(Q). a7
Q r on

It emerges that H(I") may thus be characterized as follows:

H(T) = {(w’) e HI(M) x Hi(N); u e HY(Q); ulr = ¢

and/Vqu:/ga’vVveHl(Q)}.
Q r

Let us now discretize the domain €2, & being the discretization parameter standing for the
element size, leading to n nodes and n’ elements on the boundary, and m nodes inside the
domain. Let V}, be the space of piecewise linear functions with respect to this mesh, and let
us define V;,(I") and W, (I") as the spaces of piecewise linear and piecewise constant functions

(18)
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on the boundary. Traces of functions belonging to V},(£2) span the space V;,(I'), whereas their
normal derivatives belong to the space W, (I") of piecewise constant functions, which are in
addition circulation free. It is thus natural to define

Hp(I) = {(fﬂh, @) € V(D) x Wip(D) 5 Juy € Vi ()5 up I = ¢

(19)

and / Vu, Vo, :/(p;lvh Yu, € Vh(Q)}.
Q r

Actually, ‘PZ is the normal derivative of #, in a weak sense, not exactly.

Let us now depict the effective computational scheme implemented. Defining to this end
U and U’ as the n and n’ vectors standing for the values of u;, and d,u;, on the boundary, and
U* the m-vector of internal nodal values of uj, the discrete compatibility as set in (19) may
also read as follows:

U*
Ay AL 0) (0)

U | = . 20
<A21 A» -—B U 0 @0)

Being the m x m stiffness matrix corresponding to the homogeneous Dirichlet problem, Aj;
is invertible, which allows us to perform a condensation by expressing the internal unknowns
U* in terms of the boundary ones U and U’. Equation (20) then reduces to

(Apn — Ay A AL)U = BU' =0 (21)

the matrix form of which is the following:

U/
The relationship (22) is actually the matrix form for the discrete compatibility as defined in [8].

Denoting by &, the linear operator mapping R” x R" onto R” in (22), the approximation space
Hy(I') is

[(A2 — Ax A} A])): — B] [ v ] = Opn. (22)

Hy(D) = {(U, U e R"xR" ; &(U,U") = 0}. (23)
Given now ¢ > 0 and (U, U)) € Hu(I), iteration (k + 1) of the discretized fixed point
algorithm reads as follows:

Find (Ug+1, Ul,;) € Hu(T) such that :

4 / 4 (24)
Jk(Uk+]7 Uk+]) g Jk(V7 V) V(Va V) € Hh(F)

where J; is the discretized least square function. It should be pointed out that a L? x L?
norm has been used in the discrete cost function, instead of the H > x H™? one. Apart from
reasons of simplicity, and the fact that all finite-dimensional norms are eventually equivalent?,
the reason why such a choice has been adopted is that numerical trials using a H' x L? norm
have shown no improvement in the outcome.

Problem (24) is a minimization problem in R” x R" under the n equality constraints
expressed by (21), the solution of which thus verifies

VI (Uis, U/£+1) = AIZ-+1 VEL, (Ui, U12+1)
gl‘l(Uk+17 U1:+1) =0

where Ay, is the n-vector of Lagrange multipliers resulting from the equality constraints.

(25)

3 Choosing a L? x L? norm involves magnifying the part of the normal derivatives with respect to the function’s one
in the least square function, the amplification factor being 1/A. This is equivalent to dropping, in the least square
function, the contribution of the tangential derivatives, which are calculated from the function values by numerical
derivation, hence holding less accuracy yet providing no additional information.
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Each iteration in the fixed point algorithm needs the solution of a 2n + n’ linear system,
the matrix of which needs to be computed only once, or more precisely only each time
the coefficient ¢ is modified, if ever. This is the reason why a direct algorithm (the Crout
factorization) has been preferred to iterative methods.

4.2. Convergence of the discrete algorithm

The convergence analysis cannot be carried out in a similar way to the continuous case, since
there is no discrete analogous to Holmgren’s theorem to rely on. Let u be the dimension of
H, (), and vy the number of prescribed data. Denoting by n, the number of nodes carried
by I'y, we have for the above-described finite element approximation scheme in the 2D case
Vg = an — 1.

Solving the ‘discrete Cauchy problem’ amounts to picking out in H,(I") a function that
exactly fits the v, given data. Such an attempt is obviously hopeless if v; > u, in which case
a least square fitting of these data would however make sense since (-, -)r, is a scalar product
on Hy(I"). In the opposite case v; < u, there may be infinitely many solutions, defined up to
an element from the kernel of the ‘trace on I'; operator’. Let Z), be that kernel:

Z,(T) = {zx € Ha(T) ; z4lr, = 0}. (26)
Let us denote by ), (') its orthogonal subspace in H;, (I"),
W) == ZiF = {yn € Ha(T) 3 (yn2n)r = 0Vzy € 25} (27)

Given now any datauy; € H > Ty x H -2 (T'y), the discrete Cauchy problem is the following:
Find u‘,f e Yp(I') such that : (ui — TTpug, Yuir, O Yy, € Yp(I) (28)

where m;, is the interpolation operator from X, onto X Z. Problem (28) is a well posed one,
addressing both situations described above. In the first one, ), is the whole space H,, and the
solution of problem (28) is hence nothing but the least square fit of the prescribed data with
respect to the norm || - ||r,. In the second, uz also represents a least square fit, the closest one
to zero among all the possible fits. Given the restriction operator 7,

T Hu(T) +— Xp(Ty)
Up > ulr,

(29)

its range is Hy, (') whereas its kernel is Z;,. We are brought back to the general framework as
explained in [10], u;f being thus nothing but the image by the Moore—Penrose pseudo-inverse

operator r;j' of the prescribed data 7r,u“:

MZ = ‘L'hT(ﬂ'hud).
This provides the following convergence result.

Proposition 1. Initializing with zero the algorithm (24), the outcoming sequence (u];l);@o holds
the following properties:

(i) uf € V(') Vk > 0.
(ii) The sequence converges to the unique solution of the discrete Cauchy problem (28).
(iii) Given a mesh, and a value of the positive parameter c, there exists a positive constant o,
depending on the mesh and the partition of the boundary such that

k
C
a>|wmn (30)

h

k d
lu, — uyllr < (C
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Proof. Although the result is a straightforward consequence of the formulation of the discrete

problem in the general framework [10], displaying its proof is useful to find out what the

constant ¢y is. "‘I;,H solves the minimization problem in H;, and is characterized by

W — mpug, vy, +e Wt — Uk vr = 0 Yu, € Hy.
Let u’,‘l = z,’; + y;f, with zﬁ € Z,(I') and y,’; € Y, (I"). From the above characterization, we
derive

0+c{zp" —zf, zu)r 0 Yz, € 2 (31)
and also

On" = mara s e, +e T =y =0 Yy € W (32)

From equation (31), we derive that z; = 0 Vk > 1, since z) = 0, and thus that uf = y¥
Vk > 1. As for equation (32), the first part of its left-hand side can be rewritten, using the
solution uZ of the discrete Cauchy problem (28), and we get

(it = ufy v, + eyt —u, v =0 VY € e (33)
Choosing now y, = uk*' — u¢ in equation (33), we get

[kt — uf,||12~d +oft — bWkt — oy =0
and further, by setting ”];,H - u’;L = (u’;frl - ul‘f) — (“]Z — u;{):

g™ — uglif, + clluy™ — will < cllup™ — wfle llu* — uj -
On Yy, | - Ir, defines a norm, hence equivalent to || - ||, and there exists some positive constant
oy, such that

(@ + lut' — ujle < cllu® — ujlr
which ends the proof. ]
Remarks.
(1) Initializing the algorithm with any first guess other than zero, i.e. with u2 = yg + 22,

then convergence will be achieved to zj, + u{ instead of uf. Actually, the iterations only
operate on the ), component, leaving unchanged the Z, one.

(2) Given amesh size A, estimate (30) suggests that the smaller is c, the faster the convergence.
The value ¢ = 0 must, however, be avoided, for r; is not continuous in that case.

(3) Estimate (30) provides no clue to the behaviour of the algorithm with respect to 4. For a
given c, the convergence result is actually lost when 2 — 0, since limj,_,o o, = O.

4.3. Numerical results

The numerical study of the fixed point algorithm features have been outlined in a 2D situation,
the domain 2 being the disc with radius L centred at (%, %), and the function u to be

2
approximated being the following:
u(x,y) = cosxcoshy + sinx sinhy.

First of all, displayed in figure 1 are the reconstructed solutions using a fine regular mesh of
360 nodes on the boundary, half of which carries prescribed data. Two values of coefficient ¢
have been considered: 10> and 1073,

Further 2D cases, as well as a 3D one, were run afterwards, in order to emphasize the
algorithm’s possibilities, and its limitations as well.
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Figure 1. Reconstruction of the function (@) and its normal derivative (b).
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Figure 2. Errors on the function (@) and its normal derivative (b) with respect to the mesh.

4.3.1. Behaviour with respect to the mesh. Figure 2 displays the L? and L™ errors on the
boundary, regarding both u and 9,,u, with respect to the number N of nodes on the boundary.
Given data have been prescribed on half of the boundary.

Fifty nodes on the boundary are enough to recover u with less than a 1% L? error, whereas
the error on the normal derivative remains at a somewhat high (10%) level. Reducing this
error to below a 5% level requires raising the mesh up to 200 nodes on the boundary. Yet, the
computational time remains reasonable.

4.3.2. Sensitivity to the c parameter. Recall that this parameter has been introduced in order
to balance the confidence put on the pattern, which is basically the reconstructed part of the
solution, with respect to the one put on the prescribed data.

From a theoretical point of view, the algorithm is convergent whatever the value of c is.
As noted above, estimate (30) suggests that the convergence rate improves when ¢ decreases
to zero, which is confirmed by trials reported in figure 3(b), whereas figure 3(a) shows the
insensitivity of the error with respect to it.

It thus seems reasonable to choose the smallest possible value for ¢. From a numerical
point of view, however, it has been noticed that ¢ needs to be updated while proceeding with
iterations. The reason for this is that the regularization part in the cost function, which is the
distance between two successive iterates, decreases faster than the distance to the prescribed
data, becoming neglectible with respect to it. Since this regularization part is ensuring well
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Figure 3. Errors on the function (a) and number of iterations (b) with respect to c.

posedness to the problem solved, it needs to be prevented from collapsing, which is achieved
by enhancing c.

4.3.3. Sensitivity to the ratio of given data. ~ Although the theory has nothing to do with it, it is
important to study the effect of the ratio of prescribed data, with respect to the unknown ones,
on the algorithm outcome. This ratio can be measured by the following single parameter p:
meas (['y)
" meas(I')

It is not surprising that figure 4 shows improvement of both the function and normal derivative
recovery when increasing this ratio.

The above ratio p is the objective one. From a numerical point of view, however, another
relevant ratio to consider is the following:

ny

Pn = —
n

where n, is the number of nodes on the part I ; of the boundary, and » the total number of nodes.
In the case of uniform meshes, both ratios are, of course, equivalent. An interesting issue to
investigate is how sensitive to the ratio p;, the recovery is, for a given value of p, and a given total
number N of nodes on the boundary, meaning a given computational cost. Numerical trials
that the plots in figures 5(a) and (b) are made from were run with 360 nodes on the boundary,
and p = 1/6. What can be deduced from these trials is that significant improvements in the
recovery may be gained by mere redistribution of the nodes on the boundary, increasing the
number of nodes on I';, and hence the number of given data, and decreasing accordingly the
number of those on I',,.

As for plots (¢) and (d) in figure 5, they both display runs with p = 1/4 and ny = 18,
the first one with a coarse mesh using 36 nodes on the whole boundary, and the second with a
fine one using 360 nodes. As expected, the accuracy is not improved by mere refinement of
the mesh on I';, if no additional data is provided on I'y. This means that the reconstruction
accuracy depends only on the amount of given data. What is highlighted, on the other hand,
is the remarkable robustness of the algorithm, since convergence is achieved even with a very
low number of prescribed data.

4.3.4. Non-smooth data. The recovery of non-smooth functions is an important issue to
investigate. In the case of smooth boundaries, we mean by ‘non-smooth’ functions those
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Figure 6. Reconstruction of the function (@) and its normal derivative (b) in the case of singular
data resulting from an internal crack.
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Figure 7. Reconstruction of normal derivatives in the case of non smooth data: square domain
with prescribed data on two adjacent (a) or opposite (b) sides.

with large derivatives, whereas in the case that the boundary itself is non-smooth, the normal
derivative is discontinuous even if the solution is smooth. Singular solutions may also result
from bodies carrying cracks inside. In such a case, the solution is not even harmonic in €.
In order to retrieve the lacking data, we thus need to consider the problem in a ring-shaped
domain lying between I' and some fictitious boundary surrounding the crack. However, in
doing so, we are extending the part of unknown data with respect to that of the prescribed
data. Figure 6 displays the reconstructed solution and its normal derivative in such a case,
with p = %, which actually means that data are prescribed on % of the boundary, including the
fictitious part of it. What this example shows is good accuracy in reconstructing the function
itself, whereas the reconstruction of its normal derivative is less satisfactory.

Figure 6 shows what may happen in such situations. It is not surprising that the function
reconstruction is better than its normal derivative’s. As has already been noted, an average
approximation of the normal derivative is actually good enough in order to compute with
an acceptable accuracy the boundary integrals needed by a reciprocity gap-based algorithm.
Besides, the normal derivative is in such a case the given flux, generally prescribed on the
whole boundary, which hence needs no reconstruction.

Figures 7(a) and (b) are related to runs on the unit square [0, 1] x [0, 1], with prescribed
data on half the boundary. As for the normal derivative discontinuities, they are well captured
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Figure 8. Reconstruction of normal derivatives in the case of non-smooth data: singular function
of ‘crack type’ (a), (b); strongly singular functions (c), (d).

in the smart case of prescribed data on two opposite sides of the square, whereas this is no
longer the case when the data are prescribed on two successive sides.

Plots (a) and (b) in figure 8 deal with the reconstruction of singular data, coming from the
function

u = Re (z —a)?

where a = (1.01, 0). Plots (c¢) and (d) display runs with the following ‘singular’ function,
with a = (1.5, 0) in the first case and @ = (1.1, 0) in the second:

uy := Re ——.
(z—a)

In both cases, the domain is the unit circle. Choosing a € I', the function u; would belong to
H* (') for s < 1, whereas u, would not even belong to L2(I"). Function u; is the singular part
of the solution in the case of a cracked domain, a being the crack tip. In both cases, we have
been trying to reconstruct the singular part of the data from its smoother part. Although the
reconstruction of the function itself causes no problem, the normal derivative ‘discontinuity’
requires, in order to be reasonably captured, that prescribed data be provided on a large enough
part of the boundary (p = 2/3).

4.3.5. Noisy data. 'We attempt in this section to perform reconstruction from given noisy
data, as shown in figure 9. Figure 10 shows the error on the reconstructed function with
respect to the noise level on the data. In both cases (noise on u or on 9, u), the reconstruction
is incredibly robust: it resists to a 60% noise level, still reconstructing the data up to a 10%
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Figure 11. Error on the normal derivative reconstruction w.r.t. noise level on u (@) and on du /dn ().

maximum norm error or so. As expected, the situation is not so good in regard to the normal
derivative reconstruction, as shown by figure 11.
What actually happens is that the algorithm performs a deblurring task on the prescribed
Dirichlet data (figure 12(a)), in addition to the reconstruction one, whereas it is not able to get
rid in such an efficient way of the noise pollution on the normal derivatives, as pointed out by
figure 12(b), the error on the normal derivatives remaining anyway at a somewhat high level.
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Figure 12. Deblurring 10% noisy Dirichlet (a) or Neumann (b) data.

5. Conclusion

The algorithm we have presented in this paper has several features that make it an effective
tool in solving data completion problems:

e Versatility. Although the study has been carried out for the Laplacian, there is no obstacle
to developing the same approach for other operators, in both 2D and 3D situations. What is
needed is simply the ability to solve the forward problem by condensation of the unknowns
on the boundary.

e Accuracy. The reconstruction is, as expected, better as regards the function itself than its
normal derivative. Yet this limitation is not that serious for many purposes, such as crack
recovery; developments to come should address this issue, using higher-order versions of
the algorithm.

e Robustness. The algorithm is resistive to highly noisy data, performing a deblurring task
on the given Dirichlet data in addition to the completion one.

The stabilization of the algorithm has been achieved using an iterated Tikhonov
regularization method, the additional term in the least square function vanishing while the
algorithm converges. It follows that the solution reached does not depend on this term, yet the
regularization coefficient impacts the rate of convergence and thus needs to be properly handled.

Several issues remain to be investigated. First, the behaviour of the algorithm in the case
of continuous incompatible data needs to be clarified. The main point is to understand what
exactly should be meant by ‘noise’, since compatible data are dense in the space of noisy ones.
A full numerical analysis of the algorithm, including its rate of convergence with respect to
various parameters involved (%, ¢), in addition to the knowledge of the behaviour of «,, might
help this understanding. Investigating alternative operators, including nonlinear ones, is also a
question of great interest. Finally, how far the so-reconstructed data are relevant to applications
such as crack recovery is an issue to study from both a numerical and theoretical perspective,
in order to confirm the confidence one may reasonably put in the algorithms thanks to the
already obtained numerical results.
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