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Abstract

Optoacoustic tomography (OAT), also known as photoacoustnography, is an emerging com-
puted biomedical imaging modality that exploits opticahttast and ultrasonic detection principles.
Iterative image reconstruction algorithms that are basediscrete imaging models are actively being
developed for OAT due to their ability to improve image qtyaby incorporating accurate models of
the imaging physics, instrument response, and measurem&g. In this work, we investigate the use
of discrete imaging models based on Kaiser-Bessel windowtions for iterative image reconstruction
in OAT. A closed-form expression for the pressure producea tKaiser-Bessel function is calculated,
which facilitates accurate computation of the system mattiomputer-simulation and experimental
studies are employed to demonstrate the potential advestafgkaiser-Bessel function-based iterative

image reconstruction in OAT.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Optoacoustic tomography (OAT), also referred to as phatostic computed tomography, is an
emerging hybrid imaging modality that combines the hightigbaesolution and ability to image
relatively deep structures of ultrasound imaging with tighloptical contrast of optical imaging
[1], [2]. OAT has great potential for use in a number of biomsatlapplications, including small
animal imaging [3]-[6], breast imaging [7], [8], and molémuimaging [9]. In OAT, an object
is illuminated with short laser pulses that result in thessaguent generation of internal acoustic
wavefields via the thermoacoustic effect [1], [10]. Theialiamplitudes of the induced acoustic
wavefields are proportional to the spatially variant absdrbptical energy density within the
object, which will be denoted by the object functiot{r). The acoustic wavefields propagate
out of the object and are detected by use of a collection oksbignd ultrasonic transducers
that are located outside the object. From these acousti; datimage reconstruction algorithm
is employed to obtain an estimate dfr).

As in other tomographic imaging modalities [11], [12], d&ve image reconstruction algo-
rithms can improve image quality in PACT [13]-[18]. Moreovthe development of advanced
iterative image reconstruction algorithms can allow far tresign of PACT systems that acquire
smaller data sets, thus reducing the total data-acquiditoa. In a previous study, it was
demonstrated that iterative image reconstruction allgmst, in general, yield more accurate OAT
images than those produced by a mathematically exact @lteaekprojection algorithm [18].
Most OAT iterative reconstruction algorithms are based mtrdte-to-discrete (D-D) imaging
models [19]. D-D imaging models employ a discrete imagingrafor, also known as a system
matrix, to map a finite-dimensional approximationAfr) to the measured data vector, which is
inherently finite-dimensional in a digital imaging systehime finite-dimensional approximation
of A(r) is often formed as a weighted sum of a finite number of exparfsioctions. The choice
of expansion functions can be motivated by numerous pedcitd theoretical considerations that
include a desire to minimize representation error, incapon ofa priori information regarding
the object function, or ease of computation. Common chotfesxpansion functions in OAT
include cubic and spherical voxels [14], [20]-[22], andekn interpolation functions [22]-[24].
It should be noted that none of these expansion functiongliffiexentiable at their boundary,

and therefore the pressure signal produced by each of thdran wreated as optoacoustic
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sources, will possess an infinite temporal bandwidth. Asudised later, this leads to numerical
inaccuracies when computing the associated system nmatticegeneral, different choices for
the expansion functions will result in system matrices tiaate distinct numerical properties [25]
that will affect the performances of iterative image rec¢angion algorithms. There remains an
important need for the further development of accuratereisdmaging models for OAT and an
investigation of their ability to mitigate different type$ measurement errors found in real-world
implementations.

In this work, we develop and investigate a D-D imaging modael ®AT based on the use
of radially symmetric expansion functions known as KaBessel (KB) window functions,
also widely known as ‘blob’ functions in the tomographic aastruction literature [26]-[28].
Radially symmetric and smooth expansion functions suclheset possess a convenient closed-
form solution for the optoacoustic pressure signal produme them, which facilitates accurate
OAT system matrix construction. KB functions have been Wwigagnployed to establish discrete
imaging models for other modalities such as X-ray compubadoigraphy [27], [29] and optical
tomography [28]. They have several desirable featuresitichide having finite spatial support,
being differentiable to arbitrary order at the boundaraes] being quasi-bandlimited. The statisti-
cal and numerical properties of images reconstructed bpise iterative algorithm that employs
the KB function-based system matrix are systematically maned to those corresponding to
use of an interpolation-based system matrix. We also detratasthe use of non-standard
discretization schemes in which the KB functions are ceutert the verticies of a body centered
cubic (BCC) grid rather than a standard 3D Cartesian gridichviieduces the number of
expansion functions required to represent an estimatel(ef by a factor ofv/2. It should
be noted that the proposed D-D imaging model is general is¢hse that the KB functions can
be replaced by any other radially symmetric set of exparinations that possess a closed-form
solution for the optoacoustic pressure generated by them.f8r example, [28], for descriptions
of alternative forms of radially symmetric expansion fuons.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. A preshoemployed linear-interpolation-
based OAT imaging model is reviewed in Section Il and the neBvflnction-based imaging
model is described in Section Ill. A description of the nuitarand experimental studies are
provided in Section IV. Section V contains the results ofsthetudies and the paper concludes

with a discussion in Section VI.
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II. BACKGROUND: LINEAR-INTERPOLATION-BASED IMAGING MODELS
A. General formulation of discrete-to-discrete (D-D) imaging models

An OAT imaging system employing point-like ultrasonic tsdlicers can be accurately de-

scribed by a continuous-to-discrete (C-D) imaging mod€l18$, [19], [21]

[rg—r|
3 d ) <t - e )
dr A(r) ————*
ArC, [y dt  |rs —r|

[Wgrir = ho(t) %, o (1)

t=kA¢
where h¢(t) is the electrical impulse response (EIR) of the transdu2éf, [[30], x; denotes

the temporal convolution operatiodit) is the one-dimensional Dirac delta function, amdc,
and C, denote the thermal coefficient of volume expansion, (cortsspeed-of-sound, and the
specific heat capacity of the medium at constant pressuspectively. The vecton € R¥X
represents a lexicographically ordered collection of thegled values of the electrical signals
that are produced by the ultrasonic transducers employkdret) and K denote the number
of transducers employed in the imaging system and the nuwfbeEmporal samples recorded
by each transducer, respectively. The notafigip. . will be utilized to denote théqK + k)-th
element ofu. Here, the integer-valued indicgsand £ indicate the transducer positiaf) € R3
and temporal sample acquired with a sampling intetvalThe object functionmA(r) is assumed
to be bounded and contained within the voluthelhe imaging model can be readily generalized
to account for the spatial impulse reponse of a transdudgr [2

In practical applications of iterative image reconstroigtiit is convenient to approximate the
C-D imaging model in Eqn. (1), which maps the object functioa finite-dimensional vector, by
a fully discrete model. This requires introduction of a #r@timensional representation éfr).
A linear N-dimensional approximation of(r), denoted byA“(r), [19], [25] can be expressed

as

=

Alr) =~ ) [afnn(r) = A%(r), (@)

S
Il
o

wherea € R" is a coefficient vector whose-th component is denoted Bgt],, and {,,(r) }) =
is a set of pre-chosen expansion functions. On substitdtmm Eqgn. (2) into Eqn. (1), one

obtains a D-D mapping frona to u, expressed as

u~ Ha = u?, 3)
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where theQ) K x N matrix H is the D-D imaging operator, also known as system matrix,seho

elements are defined as

/ v d5 t—‘—gl>

rg — x|

(4)

[H]QK-i-k:,n = *t 47TC

t=kA;
The image reconstruction task is to estimatdy approximately inverting Eqgn. (3), after which

an estimate ofd(r) is obtained by use of Eqgn. (2). In principle, the expansiarcfions, (r)
can be arbitrary. However, for a giveN, they should be chosen so thafr) ~ A%(r) and

thereforeu ~ u®.

B. Linear interpolation-based D-D imaging model

Linear interpolation-based D-D imaging models have beepleyed for OAT iterative image
reconstruction [23], [24]. These imaging models typicaltypploy spatially-localized expansion
functions that are centered at the verticies of a Cartesiah s an example, when a trilinear

interpolation method is employed, the expansion functian lbe expressed as [19], [31]:

(1 — lzmly 1 = lemly (Bl i g — ]y — gl |2 — 2] < A
Pit(r) = B B B , (5)

0, otherwise

wherer,, = (z,,y,, z,) Specifies the location of the-th vertex of a Cartesian grid with spacing
A,. For this particular choice of expansion function, the ewgdan coefficient vector will be
denoted asgy;,, and can be defined &, = A(r)|y=r,, forn =0,1,--- | N — 1. The system
matrix whoses elements are defined by use of Eqn. (5) in Eqrwi(#be denoted ad;,; and

the associated D-D imaging model is given by
u= Hintaint- (6)

Note that the numerical implementationldf,; requires an additional discretization of the volume
integral in Eqgn. (4). Details regarding the numerical inmpémtation ofH,,,, can be found in
Ref. [22].

Ill. KAISER-BESSEL FUNCTIONBASED OAT IMAGING MODELS

Below we establish a D-D imaging model for OAT that is basedt@use of KB expansion
functions. The imaging model will incorporate both the &lieal and spatial impulse responses

of the ultrasonic transducers employed.
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A. Kaiser-Bessel expansion functions in OAT

The KB function of ordern is defined as [26], [28]

mm{<vT_ﬁ“ﬁmmbfﬁ%”0<x<a

0 a<wx,

(7)

wherez € R*, I,,(z) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind of order anda € R*
and~ € R* determine the support radius and the smoothnedga0f respectively. Following
previously employed terminology [29], we refer to the exgian functionyX®(r) = b(z)] = jr—r,|
as a KB function centered at locatiap.

The system matrix whose elements are defined by ugééfr) in Eqn. (4) will be denoted by
Hyg. Unlike with H;,, the elements oHkg can be computed analytically, as described below.
This is highly desirable, as it circumvents the need to nicaly approximate Eqn. (4) [32].
In contrast, the linear interpolation-based models uguaguire numerical approximations to
compute the system matrix [22], which can introduce erroas tiltimately degrade the accuracy
of the reconstructed image. A similar phenomenon has besgzed in differential X-ray phase-
contrast tomography image reconstruction [27]. Sevenadi interpolation methods have been
proposed to analytically calculate the imaging operatdmgcon each voxel, but numerical
instabilities are present corresponding to certain tomoigic view angles [33].

It will prove convenient to formulate the KB function-basedaging model in the temporal
frequency domain [18]. Consider that the discrete Founangform (DFT) of the sampled
temporal data recorded by each transducer is computednLd¢note a temporally Fourier
transformed data vector formed by lexicographically ortgthese data. The imaging model in

the temporal-frequency domain will be expressed as
it ~ Hxpokp. (8)
The elements of the modified system mathxy are given by [18]
Hislozrin = B0 (DR (O hg(en, )| yn, for 1=0,1,--- L -1, ©)

where A; denotes the temporal frequency sampling inter\fﬁ(,f) is the one-dimensional
Fourier transform of.¢(¢), and Bg(rn, f) is the spatial impulse response (SIR) in the temporal

frequency domain [18], [21], [34]. When a point-like transdr assumption is justifie@lg(rn, f)
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degenerates to the Green function

exp(—j2m )

he(t, f) = , (10)

2m[rs — 1,
wherer; andr, are locations of the-th transducer and the center of theth KB function,
respectively. The quantity®(f) is the temporal Fourier transform of the acoustic pressure
generated by a KB function located at the origin and is exya@ss [32], [35] (See Appendix)
ﬁng) _ _jéﬂjf?gﬁ jm+;(2\/‘217r22a2f2/203m_ 1722) 7
I () (dm2a?f2/cf — »2)m+n)/

wherej,,(x) is them-th order spherical Bessel function of the first kind. Eqomt{9) is valid

(11)

for any radially symmetric expansion function. Note thatravipusly proposed OAT imaging
model that employed uniform spherical voxels as the exparfsinctions [18], [21] is contained
as a special case of the KB function-based imaging modeésponding tan = 0, v = 0, and
a=Ag/2.

Selection of parameters for the KB function in Eqgn. (7) hasrbeomprehensively described
in the literature [36]. The parameten, for example, determines the differentiability of the
expansion functionp(x) at z = a. In applications in which the derivative of the expansion
function appears in the imaging model, > 2 is chosen so that the derivative is continuous
at the KB function boundary. The choice of the parametewhich determines the effective
voxel size, is determined by the size of the reconstructiolime and the desired resolution.
In general,a is chosen to be comparable to the size of the finest featuretefeist, otherwise
an overshoot may be observed in the reconstructed imagegeudg reducing the value of
will lead to an increase of computational demands. The peram affects the bandwidth of
the individual expansion elements. In Fig. 1, normalizeatpbf Eqg. (11) are shown for four
values ofy: v = 1,4,7, and 10.4, with m = 2 anda = 0.28 mm. One sees immediately that
the bandwidth of the the KB function increases monotonycalith increasingy. A similar
effect can be achieved by decreasing the parametehile keepingm and ~ fixed. It may
be reasonable in some circumstances to tune the valyetofthe measured bandwidth of the
measured pressure signal. The choiceyef 10.4 is often made in both X-Ray CT [26], and
optical tomography [28] because it provides the smallgstasgentation error when estimating a
piecewise constant function [28, see, for example, FigThg choice of optimal parameters is,

however, application-dependent [37], [38].
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B. Kaiser-Bessd functions on non-standard grids

The expansion functiongv,(r)} are typically positioned on a 3D Cartesian grid when
constructing D-D imaging models for OAT, including the larénterpolation-based imaging
models. The Cartesian grid, also referred to as simple @) grid, is a natural choice if the
support volume of),(r) is cubic. When the support volume is a sphere, however, bedteced
cubic (BCC) and face centered (FCC) grids, as sketched in Figan have advantages and
have been proposed for use in X-ray computed tomography [39]A,, AP, and A! denote
the grid spacing of the SC, BCC and FCC grids, respectivelyeithe grid spacing satisfies
AP = 2A, and Al = /3A,, the three types of grids will be referred to as “equivald9]
because the highest spatial-frequency of the object fomés equivalently limited byt /(2A)
if an unaliased sampling is desired. Accordingly, the BC@ #me FCC grids can potentially
reduce the number of required expansion functions by faatbrn/2 and 3/3/4 respectively
[39]. Unlike with an FCC grid, the implementation of an imagimodel corresponding to a
BCC grid is very similar to the implementation of one cor@sging to a SC grid because the
BCC grid can be interpreted as two interleaved SC grids. énrtmerical studies described
below, we investigate the use of the KB function-based imggnodel for 3D OAT assuming a
BCC grid with spacingA? = v/2A,.

IV. DESCRIPTIONS OANUMERICAL STUDIES

Numerical studies were conducted to compare the numerniopkepties of the system matrices
H,. and Hxp and analyze differences in the numerical and statisticapgnties of images

reconstructed by use of them.

A. Smulation of noise-free data and imaging geometry

In this work, the numerical phantoms representitig) consisted of a collection of spheres.
Each sphere possessed a different center location, radtusi@sorbed optical energy density,
denoted byr;, R; and A; for thei-th sphere. The noise-free data for the phantoms were dieaula
by two steps: first, samples of the acoustic pressure gekelst each spherical structure were
analytically calculated as [2], [19]

Ai[— C‘fjg_ri|t+%c<2)] ,if |eok Ay — |15 — 1] | < R;
(10, ) =k, = m f=he

0, otherwise.

(12)
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Second, the resulting;(r;,)[;.—xa, Were subsequently convolved witf(f) and summed to

generate the noise-free data as

8
[u]qK-i-k = he(t) *t Zpi(rfp t)‘t:k:At’ (13)
1=0

whereh®(t) was experimentally measured [30] (3 MHz bandwidth with 3 Mignter frequency.)

We ignored the SIR in order to facilitate the implementatainthe linear-interpolation-based
imaging model. Also the point-like transducer assumpt®rikely to be sufficiently accurate

for our experimental system when the object is located rfeacenter [5], [21], [40]. From the

time domain datai, the temporal-frequency domain daiawere computed by use of the fast
Fourier transform (FFT) algorithm.

The simulated imaging system is described as follows. Wel@yed a spherical measurement
surface of radiug?®* = 65 mm centered at the origin of a global coordinate system aa/rslio
Fig. 3-(a). The measurement surface was divided\by= 48 circles of latitude andV, = 96
semi-circular arcs of longitude of equiangular intervalsboth polar and azimuth angles. The
intersections of these circles and arcs define the locatdr$08 point-like transducers. The
sampling rate wag0 MHz. The dimension of the measurement surface is consistghtthe
experimental system described in Section IV-G. Each tnacesdacquiredV, = 256 time samples,
or equivalentlyN, = 256 temporal-frequency samples computed by use of the FFT idigar
The object was contained in a cube of si&8 mm in each dimension that was centered at the
origin.

B. Image reconstruction algorithms
Image reconstruction was conducted by first solving
Qi = arg min [u — Hiya|* + B R(c), (14)
and
Qi = arg min 6 - Higa|* + s R(a), (15)

to estimate the expansion coefficients for the linear-pakation- and KB function-based imaging
models respectively. Her&(«) is the regularization penalty angl,, and Skp are regularization
parameters. A conventional quadratic penalty was emplayg@omote local smoothness, i.e.,
Rla)=Y) > (. —[a]), (16)
n ieN(n)
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10

whereA (n) is an index set of the neighboring voxels of th¢h voxel. We implemented a linear
conjugate gradient algorithm to solve Egns. (14) and (1&atively based on the associated
normal equations [41]. The iteration was terminated whenrésidual of the cost function was
reduced to a prechosen level in its Euclidean norm [41]. Ftieenresulting coefficient vectors

&, and akg, images were estimated by use of Egn. (2), rewritten as

Ning—1

Aint(r) - Z [dint]nwznt(r) (17)

n=0

and
NKB_l

Ap(r) = ) [auslaty P (r), (18)

n=0

for the linear-interpolation- and KB function-based imagmodels respectively, wherg,; and

Nkg are the total number of corresponding expansion functions.

C. Sngular value analysis of D-D imaging models

A singular value analysis was conducted to gain insights the intrinsic stability of image
reconstruction by use of system matridés; andHyg. We reduced the number of rows of both
H,,. andHgp to circumvent the great demand of memory in the calculatiosirgular values.
More specifically, if the reduced-dimensional system roasiH;,; (or ﬁKB) act onay,; (or
akg), the resulting vector will estimate the voltage signalstfee temporal-frequency spectra)
received by a single transducer located /at, 0,0) mm. We expect the singular value spectra of
the reduced-dimensional system matrices to be similardeettof the original system matrices
because the imaging system is approximately rotationgihgnsetric. The relation between the
singular values of the reduced system matrices and thoskeobriginal system matrices can
be found in [42]. The QR and QZ algorithms [43] embedded in MAB were employed to
calculate the eigenvalues of the reduced-dimensisha/H! , and HxzH| , respectively. By

taking the square root of the eigenvalues, singular valeetsp of the reduced-dimensioridl,,;

and Hyxp were obtained.

D. Smulation of random object functions

In order to investigate the effect of representation eramsthe reconstructed images, we

employed a random process to generate an ensemble of alnjetiohs [37]. The random object
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11

function will be denoted byA(r). Here and throughout this manuscript, the underline irdia
that the corresponding quantity is random. Each realimatib A(r) consisted of9 smooth
spheres (indexed by for i = 0,1,---,8) with random center locations, radii, and absorbed
optical energy densities, denoted @yi,gi,gi), R,, and A, respectively. A slice through the
planez = 0 of a single realization ofA(r) is provided in Fig. 3-(b). The statistics of(r)

are listed in Table I, where the standard deviations (STB)gven in units of either mm or
percentage of the corresponding mean values. The sphel@seth froml to 5 were blurred by
use of Gaussian kerne(s;(r) whose full width at half maximums (FWHM) are also given in

Table I. The blurring of the spheres was implemented by nyodif Eqn. (13) as

8
[u]qK-Hf = he(t) *¢ Zpi(rgv t) *¢ gi(t)‘t:kAt’ (19)
=0

whereg;(t) is a Gaussian kernel whose FWHM is that®{r) scaled by a factor of /¢, [44]. We

generated4 realizations of4(r), each of which will be denoted by (r) for j = 0,1, - - ,63.

E. Smulation of measurement noise

In order to analyze the noise propertieskdf,; and Hyg, an additive Gaussian white noise

model was employed to simulate electronic noise:

u=u-+n, (20)

wheren is the Gaussian white noise processis the noiseless voltage data corresponding to
A(r), andu is the measured noisy data. The STDmfvas set to be 0% of the maximum of
u. We simulated128 realizations ofu. The corresponding temporal-frequency domain data

were computed by use of the FFT algorithm.

F. Assessment of reconstructed images
The accuracy of a reconstructed image, in principle, candsessed by an error functional
[25]
E(A) = |A(r) = A(r)|* = /Vdr [A(r) = A(r)P?, (21)
where A(r) is the finite-dimensional representation .4fr) that is specified by the estimated

coefficient vector, and (A) measures the squared Euclidean distance fi¢m to A(r). Because
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the volume integral in Egn. (21) lacks a closed-form sohlutia numerical approximation was

employed as
M—-1

E(A) ~ ALY T[A(rn) — Ad(ra)), (22)

m=0
where A,(r,,) denotes the estimation of the object function found by sargpii(r) onto a
fine SC grid andr,, specifies the location of the:-th vertex on the fine SC grid with spacing
Aq4. The grid spacing), is required to be smaller thai, to justify the approximation in
Eqgn. (22). The fine SC grid will be referred to as a “displaydfrand is used throughout
the manuscript to compare reconstructions using the lime@rpolation- and KB function-
based image reconstruction algorithms. Furthermore, deroto investigate the dependence of
reconstruction accuracy on various object structuraufest regional mean-square errors (MSE)
are introduced as

LS A — At (23)

mESr

MSE =

where S, is the index set of display grid vertices contained withineatain ROI, andM,. is

the dimension ofS,. We defined5 ROIs (see Fig. 6(a)) that contain different features of the
numerical phantom, including a sharp small structure (Dgxa@harp edge (box 1), a moderately
blurred edge (box 2), a slowly varying region (box 3) and a&arm region (box 4). Note that
all the ROIs are3D volumes of dimensior).56> mm?® and their locations are associated with
the structures, which vary among the realizationsA¢f). For the object functiom©(r), all
ROIs are centered in the plane= 0 and are marked in Fig. 6-(a). Besides 82 ROIs, we
also calculated the regional MSE across #i® plane = = 0 as an overall accuracy measure.
For both the 3D ROIs and the 2D plane z=0, the MSE was calallmeeach realization of
the object function. Due to object variablity, the MSE fockaealization of the object function
is random and will be denoted BMSE. From the ensemble of object functions, the ensemble

mean-square error (EMSE) was calculated as

J—1
1 .
_ 1 ()
EMSE = ~ > " MSEY, (24)

j=0
where theMSE") denotes the-th realization ofMSE.
The accuracy of reconstructed noisy images were quantiffetthdir first- and second-order

statistics. From.J noisy realizations, the mean and variance of reconstructetyes were
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13

estimated by

Ea
Meany (r) ~ 5 AV (r), (25)
j=0
and
N
Vara (r) ~ 1 (AY)(r) — Meany (r))?, (26)
=0

respectively. Because the statistics of the reconstructedjes depend on the regularization
parameter [18], [45], [46], we swept the regularizationgoaeter over a wide range to generate
a curve ofVar, againstMean, for each system matrix. From these curves, we investigéted t

performance oH;, and Hyp on balancing the bias and variance of the reconstructedesag

G. Experimental validation

We investigated the performance Hf,, and Hxy; by use of experimentally measured data.
The experimental data were collected by use of a custonbdqtibacoustic imaging module [5],
[18]. The ultrasonic transducer array (Imasonic SAS, Vaay 'Ognon, France) containetl
piezo-composite ultrasound transducer$-{4.5 MHz bandpass at-6 dB) uniformly mounted
on an arc-shaped array of radiés mm and subtended anglé2°. Targets were positioned in
the center and rotated by a stepper motor (DGM60-ASAK Oaieltotor, Tokyo, Japan). The
targets were encased in a water tank that had a pump (Ren@rFX81, Surrey UK), PID
controller (Auber SYL 1512A, Alpharetta, GA) and heater ({dy ETH300, Sacramento, CA)
in order to maintain a controlled water temperaturenf® C. Two randomized bifurcated fiber
bundles were oriented orthogonally with respect to the @rtiat had an output profile df
mm by 50 mm coming from outside the water tank. These fibers were fegth¢o a tunable
Q-switched laser system (SpectraWave, TomoWave Labaeafdfouston, TX) operating a0
Hz with output wavelength of80 nm. Data acquisition was performed with analog amplifiers
set to75 dB with a sampling rate of 20 MHz. More details regarding thistsm can be found
in [5], [47].

A phantom was built that contained transparédt; gelatin shaped in a cylinder of radius
25.4 mm and height 00 mm, as shown in Fig. 4. Embedded in the phantom were two ptdsti
spheres of7f mm diameter. The right sphere shown in Fig. 4 possessed arlafgsorbing

coefficient at the illumination wavelength G80 nm. Additionally, on one end of the cylinder
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an acrylic hollow cylinder was embedded abobitmm deep in order to attach the phantom to the
rotational motor. During the scanning, both the phantom taedransducer array were oriented
vertically, i.e., parallel to the z-axis in the coordinagstem shown in Fig. 3. The transducer
array was fixed while the phantom was rotated about the zeses360° with a step size o.4°,
resulting in a partially covered spherical measuremerfasar At each transducer locatiori)24
temporal samples were acquired for two consecutive illatams and then averaged together,
improving the signal-to-noise ratio. Accordingly, the d@nsion of the measured data set was
1024 x 150 x 63. Note that the data acquired by the first element on the G#exietransducer
array were employed for time alignment intead of for imagmnstruction. We repeated the data
acquisition procedure described abdietimes, creating an ensemble of noisy measurements.

Images were reconstructed by first solving the penalizesttsguares objectives defined by
Eqns. (14), (15) and (16), where the system matriBigs and Hyp were calculated on the
fly [22]. The phantom was contained in a volume of dimensidr) x 14.0 x 32.2 mm?. For
the reconstructions, the expansion functions were chasée {™(r)} =" distributed on a
SC grid of spacingA, = 0.56 mm and{/%5(r)}2~! distributed on a BCC grid of spacing
AP = 0.8 mm, respectively. For the KB function-based imaging modeljeta = 2A,, v = 10.4,
andm = 2 in Eqn. (7) [39]. AccordinglyH,,. andHg were of dimensiori63 x 150 x 1024)-by-

(25 x 25 x 58) and (63 x 150 x 1024)-by-(18 x 18 x 40 x 2), respectively (thusV,,, = 36, 250 and
Ngg = 25,920). The values ofV;; and Nxg were chosen so that the size of the reconstructed
volume approximately matched the size of the original expental volume. From the estimated
coefficient vectorsy;,, and kg, Aim(r) andAKB(r) were determined by use of Eqgns. (17) and
(18).

Image quality was assessed based on a parameter-estirtetloriThe parameter to be esti-
mated was the average value within an ROI of size 1 mn? in a single plane of the object,
denoted byd,.... We setd,,.. to be the one estimated from a reference image as

Oume = <1 Pl (27)
Where/liff(rm) denotes the reference image, evaluated,atthat was iteratively reconstructed
by use ofH;,; with Ay = 0.14 mm andp;,, = 1 x 1072 from the data averaged over the

noisy measurements. Estimatedgf. from noisy measurements, denotedéyvere calculated
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by

b= 3 Aylrn), (28)

where A,(r,,) is the random image, evaluatedrat. We employed the bias and variancefof
as the figures of merit to evaluate the quality of images rsitooted by use oH;,, and Hyg.
The bias off was estimated by

1335720 09 = Ol

etrue

Biasy & x 100%), (29)

where J is the number of realizations df, Note that this choice of reference in Eqn. (27)

actually favors the performance #f;,;. Also, the variance off was estimated by

1 J—1 1 J—1 9
~ 6 _ LN g0
Varg J—1j§0<9 ijzoe ) (30)

We swept the regularization parameter over a wide rangeveasiigate the performance ¥f;
and Hgp on balancing the tradeoff betwe@hasy and Vary [18], [45], [46].

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS
A. Sngular value analysis of the D-D imaging models

Singular value spectra df;,, and Hx were calculated with equivalent SC and BCC grids,
respectively, i.eAP = v/2A,. Two grid spacing values were investigated for bEtf, andHgp
respectively. For\, = 0.07 and 0.14 mm, H;,; was of dimensior256-by-128% and 256-by-643
respectively. ForA> = 0.1 and0.2 mm, Hyp was of dimensior256-by-(90% x 2) and 256-by-
(45% x 2) respectively. We set = v/2AP, v = 10.4, andm = 2 in Eqn. (7) for the calculation of
Hyp. These values were chosen to minimize the number of expardémnents while limiting
representation errors [39].

The singular value spectra &y is, in general, spread over a wider range compared to that
of H;,; as shown in Fig. 5. Note that only the firsti60 singular values oH;,; fall above our
truncation threshold of0~*. Since bothH;,.H! , and HxzH! , are of dimensior256-by-256,
the results suggest that the condition numbeithfs is smaller than that of, .. Therefore,
use of Hkp should, in principle, result in a faster convergence ratectrtain gradient-based
optimization algorithms, including the conjugate gradiafgorithm [48]. However, the faster

convergence rate is of limited practical interest becahsateration is almost always terminated
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before the final convergence is achieved. If measuremeserzn be approximated as white,
the singular value spectra also suggest that iterative émegpnstruction based diix is more
robust to measurement noise because the singular valugbcgfare in general larger than
those ofH;,; [25]. Note that when using the reduced grid spacing, theusamgvalues have
larger magnitudes than with the coarser spacing in the rafigbe 70-th to 130-th singular
value, suggesting more components of the object function ke stably reconstructed. This

gain, however, is traded with a cubical increase in compartat time.

B. Images reconstructed from an ensemble of noiseless data

Images were reconstructed from noiseless simulated nmevasat data by use of a least-
squares (LS) objective, i.€%,, = fks = 0 in Egns. (14) and (15). We seét, = 0.14 mm,
AP = 0.2 mm, a = 0.28 mm, v = 10.4, andm = 2. Accordingly, &;,; and axp were of
dimensions64® and 453 x 2, respectively. In addition, a display grid of spacing = 0.0175
mm was selected for image quality assessment as descrilfelctn IV-F.

Images reconstructed by use Bk, shown in Fig. 6-(c), are more accurate than those
reconstructed by use d@f;,, as shown in Fig. 6-(b). Th&ISE of the 2D slice in the plane of
z = 0 of the image reconstructed by useldf;; (MSE = 3.50 x 103) is only 13.3% of that by
use ofH;,; (MSE = 26.32 x 10~%). Here, iterations were terminated when the Euclidean rafrm
the residual of the cost functions was reduced.td % [41]. We enforced this stringent stopping
criterion in order to approach the Moore-Penrose pseudasavsolutions [25]. Note that the LS
objectives, i.e||u — Hi oy || and ||a — ﬁKBaKB||2, were monotonically decreasing during
the iteration. Even though the images were reconstructed froiseless data, one observes that
artifacts are present (see Fig. 6). These artifacts arealtigeterrors in the system matrices as
well as the responses of the system matrices to the erroeseTiesults suggest thili; more
accurately approximates the true underlying C-D imaginglehoi.e., Eqn. (1), than dodd;;.

The residual of the cost functions decays faster in genenain#i; is employed as shown
in Fig. 7. It took2675 and 1782 iterations to achieve the stopping criterion by usdhf; and
Hyg, respectively, suggesting a faster convergence rate bpfulle; as predicted by the SVD
analysis in Sect. V-A.

As shown in Fig. 8-(a), the minimal MSE appeared at 3figh and the68-th iteration by
use ofH,,; and Hxp respectively, far before the final convergence. Imagessponding to the
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minimal MSEs are displayed in Fig. 9. The MSE of the image mstmicted by use ofixp
(MSE = 0.90 x 1073) is about90.0% of that by use offI;,, (MSE = 1.00 x 10~3). Even though
the difference in MSE is insignificant, it can be observed tha image corresponding ;.
(Fig. 9-(a)) contains more ripple artifacts than does thagencorresponding tblx; (Fig. 9-
(b)). This observation is especially evident in the slowdyying region as shown in Fig. 9-(c).

It is also interesting to note thdixp results in a larger overshoot in the region containing a
small sharp structure (Fig. 9-(d)), which is consistenhwiiose observations made in previous
studies of KB function-based image reconstruction [49)wieer, the circular shape of the small
structure is better preserved by uHgy (see the reference in box-0 in Fig. 6-(a)). In summary,
Hyp resulted in more accurate reconstruction than Higl .

It is notable that the minimal MSE defined in the plane:ef 0 implies little on the accuracy
of other regional MSE’s as shown in Fig. 8. As expected, aiiaeal MSE’s increase after
initially declining because the errors in approximating thue C-D model (i.e. Eqn. (1)) with
the system matrices are amplified during iterations andeptess artifacts in the reconstructed
images. However, the regionslSE’s corresponding td;,; increase more rapidly than do those
corresponding tddxg, suggestingixy is numerically more stable. Also, the minimal values of
various regionaMSE’s corresponding tdxp are in general smaller than those corresponding
to H;,;. This observation is especially evident in the uniform atmvl/-varying ROIs (see
Fig. 8-(b) and -(c) respectively). These observations finld for all 64 realizations ofA(r).
The EMSE’s given in Table Il further confirm that images reconstrdctey use ofHxp are

more accurate than those by usekbf;.

C. Images reconstructed from an ensemble of noisy data

An ensemble of noisy images were reconstructed by solvimgHgd4) and (15) with Tikhonov
regularization. We swept the values of regularization paters,,; and Sxg within the ranges
20,400] and [20, 1000], respectively. We sef\; = 0.14 mm, AP = 0.2 mm, a = 0.28 mm,

v =104, m =2, and A4 = 0.0175 mm. Accordingly,&;,; and &g are of dimension§4?® and
(453 x 2) respectively.

Figures 10 and 11 show an example in which ¥&E and average variance of images

reconstructed by use dyp are87.8% and60.7% of those by use oH;, respectively, where

the MSE and average variance were calculated in the plane 6f0. The results suggest that
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the images reconstructed by use Hf;; are not only less biased but also less varying than
those reconstructed by use H,;. This observation holds true independently of the choice of
regularization parameter as shown in Fig. 12-(a). Figurda)l Zuggests that, for any choice of
B, there exists &g such that images reconstructed by usebhfs are more accurate as
well as less varying among realizations. Since they wereutated between the phantom and
mean images, th®ISEs describe image bias averaged over ROIs. Within various R@lages
reconstructed by use #yp are always less biased than those reconstructed by Udg0ivhen
both are at the same variance level except for the regioracong the small sharp structures
(See Fig. 12). In addition, whep;,; and Sxg took large values, the difference between the
performace offlx; andH,,, is less obvious. These observations are also consistenttidse
observed in other imaging modalities [45], [50], [51].

D. Experimental Results

The optimal performance df;,; and Hyg is displayed in Figs. 13, 14 and 15, where the
optimal performance is defined to be the case in whichM¥ of the average reconstructed
image is minimized by the optimal regularization parametdues. The optimal regularization
parameters were estimated to Bg = 0.03 and fxg = 0.1 by a brute-force search. Note that
the MSE was defined in the plane gf= 1.4 mm using a display grid of spacinfyy = 0.0175
mm.

The MSE of the mean image, averaged over themeasurements, reconstructed by use of
Hyp (MSE = 1.43 x 107%) is about53% of that by use o, (MSE = 2.68 x 10~4). Pixelated
edges are observed in both the mean image (see Fig. 14-¢hjhanmage reconstructed from
a single measurement (see Fig. 13-(b)) by usélgf. In contrast, the pixelation effect is much
less noticeable in the images reconstructed by udd,af (see Figs. 13-(c) and 14-(b)). This is
expected since the choice 5B (r)} constrainsdkg(r) to be differentiable in space. Further,
profiles of the reconstructed images (see Fig. 15) indicatetable quantitative error in the
images reconstructed by useldf,;. This observation is consistent with our computer-simarat
results that suggest that slowly varying regions can be raocerrately reconstructed by use of
Hyp (see Fig. 8-(c) and Table II). In addition, one observesialhatiependent variances among
images reconstructed froml measurements as shown in Fig. 14-(c) and -(d). Specificaky,

variance maps contain structural patterns, suggestingcobependent noise statistics [52]. At
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the optimal performance, the average variance correspgridiHyp (~ 6.14 x 10~%) is about
78% of that corresponding t#l;,; (~ 7.83 x 10~*). This observation is predicted by the singular
value analysis in Sect. V-A.

We estimated the optical energy densities within two ROlskex in Fig. 13-(a), where the
true energy densities estimated from the reference image W&l and0.45 in arbitrary units,
respectively, for ROI-A and ROI-B. Both ROIs are of dimemsiox 1 mm?. We swept the values
of B andpkp within the ranges0, 0.15] and [0, 1.0] respectively. Within these ranges, the plots
corresponding tdxp are always below the plots correspondingHg,, as shown in Fig. 16.
The results suggest that optical energy densities can be asmurately and stably estimated by
use of ofHkp than by use off,,.

VI. DISCUSSION

The KB function-based imaging model investigated in thisrkvgeneralizes the uniform-
spherical-voxel-based imaging model we proposed eani@}, [21]. This generalization main-
tains the convenience in modeling the finite aperture sifecebf ultrasonic transducers (see
Eqn. (9)) while reducing computation by a factord® with the use of an equivalent BCC grid.
Computer-simulation and experimental results have detraied that the KB function-based
imaging model is, in general, not only quantitatively mooewate but also numerically more
stable than a conventional linear-interpolation-baseagimy model. By use of iterative image
reconstruction algorithms based on KB function, absorhattal energy densities can be more
accurately estimated with smaller variances.

The KB function-based imaging model possesses at leastittations. First, if the object
contains fine sharp structures possessing a dimensiorsthataller than the KB function radius,
the KB function-based imaging model may lead to a overshodihe reconstructed images
as shown in Fig. 9-(d). Second, the computational complexit KB function-based iterative
image reconstruction is, in general, higher than that faerpolation-based iterative image
reconstruction. As described below, for the applicatiogspnted in this study, the computational
time required to complete one iteration was approximaiefy longer for the KB function-based
imaging model than for the linear-interpolation-baseddgmg model.

Even if ultrasonic transducers can be accurately apprdaednas point-like, the KB function-

based imaging model still outperforms a conventional linggerpolation model in certain
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aspects. For many object functions of practical interest B function-based imaging model can
more accurately approximate the true C-D model, i.e, Egntlian does the linear-interpolation-
based imaging model. Particularly in regions containingostin structures, use of the KB
function-based imaging model can significantly improve #teuracy of reconstructed images
(see Fig. 8-(b) and -(c) and Table Il). Moreover, the KB fumatbased imaging model appears
to be more robust to random noise as predicted by the singalae spectra (see Fig. 5). These
advantages are due to the fact that the KB function-basedseptation constrains reconstructed
images to be spatially differentiable as well as the fact tihe KB function-based system matrix
is analytically calculated with no numerical approximasmn the time derivative term [27], [33].
Therefore, we believe that the superior performance of tBdufction-based imaging model will
persist even if different optimization algorithms or difat linear-interpolation-based imaging
models [13], [20], [23], [24] are employed.

To our knowledge, this is the first study in which iterativeaige reconstruction algorithms
were evaluated by use of a parameter estimation task in O8] ask-based imaging quality
assessment is seldom employed in OAT studies [53]. An inapbreason is that the necessary
statistical studies [25] are in general computationallydeasome, particularly if iterative image
reconstruction algorithms are of interest. Our GPU-basgtzlementations [22] greatly accelerate
the computation, increasing the feasibility of task-bas@dge quality assessment. On the
platform consisting of dual quad-core CPUs with a clock ggeg0 GHz, each iteration, running
on a single NVIDIA Tesla K20 GPU, took3 and45 seconds to process the experimental data by
use of the linear-interpolation- and KB function-basedgimg models, respectively. The number
of iterations required varied amory to 200, depending on regularization parameter values.
Our task-based image quality assessment study is far fronpihensive, but it is interesting to
observe the dependence in the noise pattern on the imagestagattion algorithms (see Fig. 14-
(c) and -(d)). How the noise pattern affects tasks such asttua®tection remains an interesting
and open topic for future studies [25], [53].
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APPENDIX A
DERIVATION OF THE PRESSURE GENERATED BY RADIALLY SYMMETRIC RPANSION

FUNCTIONS

In a homogeneous medium in three-dimensions, the presgutef;,) induced via the photoa-
coustic effect is given by
. _ B [ exp(—Jklr —1'[)
p(r7f)_ 2C¢p dr |r_rl|

where f is the frequency an@& = 27 f/c,. Suppose the source is described by a spherically

A(r') (31)

symmetric function, namely4(r) = a(r), wherer € R*. The pressure is then given by

) = 22 far 20 exp(-jhle - ) (32
_ —Qgcoexp(;jk:r) (33)

X / dr’' r'a(r")[exp(Gkr") — exp(—7kr")].
0
The last step was performed by evaluating the integral irsphl coordinates over the azimuthal

and polar coordinates. Introducing the auxiliary function

>0
am =] T2 (34)
a(—r) r <0,
the expression in Eq. (33) can be simplified to
) = —g 2SO [ gprvaen expli
2Cp T PN

Beo exp(—jkr) ¢ 0 /OO P o,
°Cp " o dr' a(r") exp(jkr’)

—jpck exp(—jkr) O _
47GC0 wA(%rf/cO). (35)

where A(k) is the one-dimensional Fourier transform @fr) and the derivative identity for

Fourier transforms was used. Equation (35) can be usedcalate the pressure induced by any
integrable and radially symmetric expansion function. Ha specific case that(r) represents
a KB function, the Fourier transform of the KB function of erdn can be found irp spatial
dimensions via Sonine’s second integral formula [54, see B213] as described in Lewiit [26]:
AD(f) = (27m)P2aPy™ Jpjaim(y/ K2a® — %) (36)

I, (7) (V/k2a? — ~2)p/2+m
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whereAﬁﬁ)(k‘) is the spatial Fourier transform of a KB function of orderin p-dimensions.
Substituting the form for the Fourier transform of the KB ¢tion into Eq. (35) forp = 1
dimensions, the pressure generated by a KB function cehi@reéhe origin is given by the
temporal frequency domain expression:

2 fa*B exp(—jkr) jmir(y/F2a® = 77)
Colm(y) 7 (ke —?)tmHl/2

p(r, f) = (37)

where, againk = 2r f/c, and

™

Jm(x) = %Jm+1/2($) (38)

is the spherical Bessel function of order.
Note that taking the inverse Fourier transform of the exgiogsfor the pressure in Eq. (35)

gives an exact expression for the time-domain pressurergieaeby a spherically symmetric

source:
—7Bct 1 0
o) = et [ AF esplizm ) exp(—ihn) S A e (39
_ g?rz%%@_q@ (40)

which agrees with previous results [35].

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

This research was supported in part by NIH awards EB010044,6Z446, EB016963, and
EB014617.

REFERENCES

[1] A. A. Oraevsky and A. A. Karabutov, “Optoacoustic tomography,” Biomedical Photonics Handbook, T. Vo-Dinh, Ed.
CRC Press LLC, 2003.

[2] L. Wang, Ed.,Photoacoustic Imaging and Spectroscopy. CRC, 2009.

[3] X. Wang, “Noninvasive laser-induced photoacoustic agmaphy for structural and functional in vivo imaging of the
brain,” Nature Biotechnol., vol. 21, pp. 803—-806, 2003. [Online]. Available: httpifié.ac.jp/naid/80016005620/en/

[4] S. Yang, Q. Zhou, L. Xiang, and Y. Lao, “Functional imaginf cerebrovascular activities in small animals using high
resolution photoacoustic tomographied. Phys., vol. 34, p. 3294, 2007.

[5] H.-P. Brecht, R. Su, M. Fronheiser, S. A. Ermilov, A. Casiieau, and A. A. Oraevsky, “Whole-body three-dimensional
optoacoustic tomography system for small animalsBiomed. Opt, vol. 14, no. 6, p. 064007, 2009. [Online]. Available:
http://link.aip.org/link/?JBO/14/064007/1

August 21, 2018 DRAFT



(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

23

J. Laufer, P. Johnson, E. Zhang, B. Treeby, B. Cox, B. &edind P. Beard, “In vivo preclinical photoacoustic imagin
of tumor vasculature development and theragyBiomed. Opt., vol. 17, no. 5, pp. 056 016—1-056 016-8, 2012. [Online].
Available: + http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/1.JB0O.17.5.0%6

S. A. Ermilov, T. Khamapirad, A. Conjusteau, M. H. LeodarR. Lacewell, K. Mehta, T. Miller, and A. A.
Oraevsky, “Laser optoacoustic imaging system for detactid breast cancer,J. Biomed. Opt., vol. 14, no. 2, pp.
024 007-024 007-14, 2009. [Online]. Available: http:/fbi.org/10.1117/1.3086616

D. Piras, W. Xia, W. Steenbergen, T. van Leeuwen, and Shdfiar, “Photoacoustic imaging of the breast using the Tevent
photoacoustic mammoscope: Present status and futurespéves,”|EEE J. Sel. Top. Quant., vol. 16, no. 4, pp. 730 —739,
2010.

V. Ntziachristos and D. Razansky, “Molecular imaging means of multispectral optoacoustic tomography (MSOT),”
Chem. Rev,, vol. 110, no. 5, pp. 2783-2794, 2010. [Online]. Availaliép://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/cr9002566

M. Xu and L. V. Wang, “Photoacoustic imaging in biomedie,” Rev. Sci. Instrum., vol. 77, no. 041101, 2006.

M. Lustig, D. Donoho, and J. M. Pauly, “Sparse MRI: Thepbgation of compressed sensing for rapid MR imaging,”
Magn. Reson. Med., vol. 58, no. 6, pp. 1182—-1195, 2007. [Online]. Availabléph/dx.doi.org/10.1002/mrm.21391

X. Pan, E. Y. Sidky, and M. Vannier, “Why do commercial C3canners still employ traditional, filtered
back-projection for image reconstruction®iverse Probl., vol. 25, no. 12, p. 123009, 2009. [Online]. Available:
http://stacks.iop.org/0266-5611/25/i=12/a=123009

M. Anastasio, J. Zhang, E. Sidky, Y. Zou, D. Xia, and X.nP&Feasibility of half-data image reconstruction in 3-D
reflectivity tomography with a spherical apertureEEE Trans. Med. Imaging, vol. 24, no. 9, pp. 1100 -1112, sept. 2005.
P. Ephrat, L. Keenliside, A. Seabrook, F. S. Prato, and. 1. Carson, “Three-dimensional photoacoustic imagigg b
sparse-array detection and iterative image reconstnyttib Biomed. Opt., vol. 13, no. 5, p. 054052, 2008. [Online].
Available: http://link.aip.org/link/?JB0O/13/054052/1

J. Provost and F. Lesage, “The application of compiegssasing for photo-acoustic tomographygEE T. Med. Imaging,
vol. 28, no. 4, pp. 585 —594, april 2009.

Z. Guo, C. Li, L. Song, and L. V. Wang, “Compressed segdim photoacoustic tomography in vivaJ: Biomed. Opt.,
vol. 15, no. 2, p. 021311, 2010. [Online]. Available: htfiink.aip.org/link/?JB0O/15/021311/1

K. Wang, E. Y. Sidky, M. A. Anastasio, A. A. Oraevsky, aXd Pan, “Limited data image reconstruction in optoacoustic
tomography by constrained total variation minimizatioA,”A. Oraevsky and L. V. Wang, Eds., vol. 7899, no. 1. SPIE,
2011, p. 78993U. [Online]. Available: http://link.aipgslink/?PS1/7899/78993U/1

K. Wang, R. Su, A. A. Oraevsky, and M. A. Anastasio, “Ietigation of iterative image reconstruction in
three-dimensional optoacoustic tomographigfiys. Med. Biol., vol. 57, no. 17, p. 5399, 2012. [Online]. Available:
http://stacks.iop.org/0031-9155/57/i=17/a=5399

K. Wang and M. A. Anastasio, “Photoacoustic and therooostic tomography: image formation principles,’Handbook

of Mathematical Methods in Imaging, O. Scherzer, Ed. Springer, 2011.

G. Paltauf, J. A. Viator, S. A. Prahl, and S. L. Jacqudtgrative reconstruction algorithm for optoacoustic inmag’ J.
Acoust. Soc. Am., vol. 112, no. 4, pp. 1536-1544, 2002. [Online]. Availathép:/link.aip.org/link/?JAS/112/1536/1

K. Wang, S. A. Ermilov, R. Su, H.-P. Brecht, A. A. Oraeysland M. A. Anastasio, “An imaging model incorporating
ultrasonic transducer properties for three-dimensiomabacoustic tomography/EEE T. Med. Imaging, vol. 30, no. 2,
pp. 203 —214, feb. 2011.

K. Wang, C. Huang, Y.-J. Kao, C.-Y. Chou, A. A. Oraevsknd M. A. Anastasio, “Accelerating image reconstruction in

August 21, 2018 DRAFT



(23]

[24]

[25]
[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

(38]

[39]

[40]

24

three-dimensional optoacoustic tomography on graphiosgssing units,Med. Phys.,, vol. 40, no. 2, p. 023301, 2013.
[Online]. Available: http:/link.aip.org/link/?MPH/4023301/1

J. Zhang, M. A. Anastasio, P. La Riviere, and L. Wang, féefs of different imaging models on least-squares image
reconstruction accuracy in photoacoustic tomograptsEE T. Med. Imaging, vol. 28, no. 11, pp. 1781 —1790, nov. 2009.
X. Dean-Ben, A. Buehler, V. Ntziachristos, and D. Radgn “Accurate model-based reconstruction algorithm foeeé-
dimensional optoacoustic tomographyZEE T. Med. Imaging, vol. 31, no. 10, pp. 1922-1928, 2012.

H. Barrett and K. MyersFoundations of Image Science. Wiley Series in Pure and Applied Optics, 2004.

R. M. Lewitt, “Multidimensional digital image represtions using generalized Kaiser-Bessel window funstioh Opt.
Soc. Am. A, vol. 7, no. 10, pp. 1834-1846, 1990.

Q. Xu, E. Y. Sidky, X. Pan, M. Stampanoni, P. Modreggemnd aM. A. Anastasio, “Investigation of discrete imaging
models and iterative image reconstruction in differenfalay phase-contrast tomography@pt. Express, vol. 20, no. 10,
pp. 10724-10 749, May 2012. [Online]. Available: http://wwpticsexpress.org/abstract.cfm?URI=0e-20-10-10724

M. Schweiger and S. R. Arridge, “Image reconstructionoptical tomography using local basis functiong,Electron.
Imaging, vol. 12, no. 4, pp. 583-593, 2003.

R. M. Lewitt, “Alternatives to voxels for image repregation in iterative reconstruction algorithms?hys. Med. Biol.,
vol. 37, no. 3, pp. 705-716, 1992. [Online]. Available: hffgtacks.iop.org/0031-9155/37/705

A. Conjusteau, S. A. Ermilov, R. Su, H.-P. Brecht, M. Poftheiser, and A. A. Oraevsky, “Measurement of the spectral
directivity of optoacoustic and ultrasonic transducerthvai laser ultrasonic sourceRev. Sci. Instrum., vol. 80, no. 9, pp.
093 708 —093 708-5, sep 2009.

A. C. Kak and M. SlaneyPrinciples of Computerized Tomographic Imaging. IEEE Press, 1988.

R. W. Schoonover, K. Wang, and M. A. Anastasio, “lteratimage reconstruction in photoacoustic tomography using
Kaiser-Bessel windows,” il8PIE BiOS. International Society for Optics and Photonics, 2013, 58181 X.

A. Rosenthal, D. Razansky, and V. Ntziachristos, “Feei-analytical model-based acoustic inversion for tetive
optoacoustic tomographylEEE T. Med. Imaging, vol. 29, no. 6, pp. 1275 —1285, june 2010.

D. Queirs, X. L. Dan-Ben, A. Buehler, D. Razansky, A. Rothal, and V. Ntziachristos, “Modeling the shape of
cylindrically focused transducers in three-dimensionptoacoustic tomographyJ. Biomed. Opt., vol. 18, no. 7, pp.
076 014-076 014, 2013. [Online]. Available: + http://dx.doy/10.1117/1.JB0.18.7.076014

G. Diebold, “Photoacoustic monopole radiation: wafresn objects with symmetry in one, two and three dimensions,
Photoacoustic Imaging and Spectroscopy, L. Wang, Ed. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 2009.

S. Matej and R. M. Lewitt, “Practical considerationg 8D image reconstruction using spherically symmetricuuuod
elements,"|EEE T. Med. Imaging, vol. 15, no. 1, pp. 68-78, 1996.

S. Furuie, G. Herman, T. Narayan, P. Kinahan, J. Karf,éitt, and S. Matej, “A methodology for testing for staitstly
significant differences between fully 3D PET reconstruttagorithms,”Phys. Med. Bial., vol. 39, no. 3, p. 341, 1994.

S. Matej, G. Herman, T. Narayan, S. Furuie, R. Lewitd & Kinahan, “Evaluation of task-oriented performanceevisal
fully 3D PET reconstruction algorithmsPhys. Med. Bial., vol. 39, no. 3, p. 355, 1994.

S. Matej and R. Lewitt, “Efficient 3D grids for image rewiruction using spherically-symmetric volume elemé&ntsEE

T. Nucl. i, vol. 42, no. 4, pp. 1361-1370, 1995.

K. Mitsuhashi, K. Wang, and M. A. Anastasio, “Investigm of the far-field approximation for modeling a transdtse
spatial impulse response in photoacoustic computed tcapbgl’ Photoacoustics, vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 21 — 32, 2014.
[Online]. Available: http://www.sciencedirect.com/snce/article/pii/S2213597913000311

August 21, 2018 DRAFT



[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

[54]

25

J. R. Shewchuk, “An introduction to the conjugate gesudimethod without the agonizing pain,” Pittsburgh, PA, USA
Tech. Rep., 1994.

E. Clarkson, R. Palit, and M. A. Kupinski, “SVD for imagg systems with discrete rotational symmeti@pt. Express,
vol. 18, no. 24, pp. 25 306-25 320, Nov 2010. [Online]. Avaléa http://www.opticsexpress.org/abstract.cfm?URK®-
24-25306

B. Smith, J. Boyle, J. J. Dongarra, B. Garbow, Y. lkebeKiéma, and C. B. MolenVatrix Eigensystem Routines. EISPACK
Guide, volume 6 of Lecture Notes in Computer Science.  Springer-Verlag, New York, 1976.

M. A. Anastasio, J. Zhang, D. Modgil, and P. La Rivieré\pplication of inverse source concepts to photoacoustic
tomography,”Inverse Probl, vol. 23, pp. S21-S35, 2007.

A. Yendiki and J. A. Fessler, “A comparison of rotatiorand blob-based system models for 3D SPECT
with depth-dependent detector responsBflys. Med. Biol., vol. 49, no. 11, p. 2157, 2004. [Online]. Available:
http://stacks.iop.org/0031-9155/49/i=11/a=003

W. Qi, Y. Yang, X. Niu, and M. A. King, “A quantitative stly of motion estimation methods on 4D
cardiac gated SPECT reconstructiorMed. Phys., vol. 39, no. 8, pp. 5182-5193, 2012. [Online]. Available:
http://link.aip.org/link/?MPH/39/5182/1

R. Su, S. A. Ermilov, A. V. Liopo, and A. A. Oraevsky, “Tée-dimensional optoacoustic imaging as a new noninvasive
technique to study long-term biodistribution of opticaht@st agents in small animal modeld,”Biomed. Opt., vol. 17,
no. 10, pp. 101506-1-101 506-7, 2012. [Online]. Availabldattp://dx.doi.org/10.1117/1.JBO.17.10.101506

J. Brandts and H. Vorst, “The convergence of Krylov neeth and Ritz values,” it€onjugate Gradient Algorithms and
Finite Element Methods, ser. Scientific Computation, M. Kfizek, P. Neittaakinzs. Korotov, and R. Glowinski, Eds.
Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2004, pp. 47-68. [Online]. Wafle: http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-1856041

S. Matej and R. Lewitt, “Image representation and torapyic reconstruction using spherically-symmetric vatum
elements,” inlEEE Nucl. i. Conf. R., 1992, pp. 1191-1193 vol.2.

A. Andreyev, M. Defrise, and C. Vanhove, “Pinhole SPEf&Eonstruction using blobs and resolution recoveligFE T.
Nucl. i, vol. 53, no. 5, pp. 2719-2728, 2006.

W. Wang, W. Hawkins, and D. Gagnon, “3D RBI-EM reconstian with spherically-symmetric basis function for SPECT
rotating slat collimator,Phys. Med. Bial., vol. 49, no. 11, p. 2273, 2004.

S. Telenkov and A. Mandelis, “Signal-to-noise analysf biomedical photoacoustic measurements in time andiémcy
domains,"Rev. Sci. Instrum,, vol. 81, no. 12, p. 124901, 2010. [Online]. Available: htfjmk.aip.org/link/?RS1/81/124901/1
A. Petschke and P. J. La Rivire, “Comparison of photostic image reconstruction algorithms using the
channelized Hotelling observer,). Biomed. Opt., vol. 18, no. 2, pp. 026 009-026 009, 2013. [Online]. Avdiab+
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/1.JB0O.18.2.026009

G. N. Watson A Treatise on the Theory of Bessel Functions. Cambridge University Press, 1995.

August 21, 2018 DRAFT



TABLE |: Parameters of the random numerical phantom

TABLES

26

(z:,9,2:) R, 4, Gi(r)
index | mean [mm] STD [mm] mean [mm] STD [%]| mean [a.u] STD [%]| FWHM [mm]

0 | (=0.57,-0.57,0) (0,0,0) 3.50 0 0.30 0 0
1 | (-0.57,-0.57,0) (0,0,0) 3.00 5.0 —0.10 20 0.462
2 (—2.10,—-1.60,0)  (0.30,0.30,0.30) | 0.50 10 0.50 20 0.154
3 (—2.10,0.46,0) (0.30,0.30,0.30) | 0.50 10 0.50 20 0.154
4 (0,—2.10,0) (0.30,0.30,0.30) | 1.00 10 0.30 20 0.154
5 (—0.40,0.06, 0) (0.30,0.30,0.30) | 1.00 10 0.30 20 0.154
6 (0.40, 1.20, 0) (0.30,0.30,0.30) | 0.16 10 0.80 20 0
7 (1.40, —0.40, 0) (0.30,0.30,0.30) | 0.16 10 0.80 20 0
8 (1.20, 0.40, 0) (0.30,0.30,0.30) | 0.16 10 0.80 20 0
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TABLE Il: Ensemble mean-square errors within various R@isan 4= STD) in units of x10~*

System matrix| Planez =0 | Sharp small| Sharp large | Moderately blurred| Slowly varying Uniform
Hine 7.69+1.26 | 187 +£77.3 | 23.8 +0.222 2.11+1.29 0.420 + 0.0670 1.66 + 0.798
Hxp 6.80 £ 1.11 | 166 £69.2 | 23.2 +0.108 0.803 + 0.582 0.284 +0.0476 | 0.411 £ 0.186
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FIGURES
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Fig. 1: Plots of the frequency content of the pressure regsuftom a single KB function when

~v =1 (red dash-dots)y = 4 (purple dots);y = 7 (blue dashes) ang = 10.4 (black solid line).
In this simulation,m = 2 anda = 0.28 mm.
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As
(@

Fig. 2: Sketches of three “equivalent” grid structures: $8) grid with spacing),, (b) BCC
grid with spacingAP = v/2A, and (c) FCC grid with spacing\! = v/3A,.
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Fig. 3: (a) A schematic of the measurement geometry. (b) Ametic of the 3D random object

function in the plane: = 0.
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Fig. 4: Photograph of the experimental phantom.
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...KB (BCC), Agzo.l mm
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Fig. 5: Singular value spectra of the reduced-dimensioystesn matriced;,; and Hyp with

grid spacingA, = 0.07 mm (or A> = 0.1 mm ) andA, = 0.14 mm (or A® = 0.2 mm).
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@) (b)

Fig. 6: Slices corresponding to the planezof 0 through (a) thesD phantomA®© (r) and the

3D images reconstructed by use of system matriced(}) and (c)Hyp from noise-free data.
The grayscale window i$-0.1, 1.1]. Each reconstruction was terminated when the residual of
the cost function was reduced 6d1% of its Euclidean norm. In panel (a), the five ROIs used

to calculate regional mean-square errors are containédeinghite boxes.
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Fig. 7: Decay of the residual of the cost function againstrthmber of iterations. The subplot

shows the decay in linear coordinates corresponding to d¢inigop contained in the black box.
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Fig. 8: Plots of regional MSEs of reconstructed images ajdire number of iterations, where

the MSEs were calculated for (a) the plane- 0, (b) the uniform ROI (c) the slowly varying
ROI (d) the moderately blurred ROI (e) the sharp-edge ROI @nthe sharp, small structure

ROL.
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Fig. 9: Slices corresponding to the plane= 0 through the3D imagesflff)(r) reconstructed
by use of system matrices (&), and (b)Hxkg from noise-free data. The grayscale window
is [—0.1, 1.1]. Profiles of the phantom and reconstructed images are shtomg ¢he lines (c)
x =0.0788 mm and (d)y = 0.429 mm in the planez = 0. Each reconstruction was terminated

when the minimal MSE in the plane= 0 was achieved.
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Fig. 10: Slices corresponding to the plane= 0 through the mean (a-b) and the variance
(c-d) of 3D images reconstructed from noisy data, where @) @) correspond tdd;,; with
Bt = 40.0, while (b) and (d) correspond tHxp with Sxg = 100.0. The grayscale window
for (a) and (b) is|—0.1, 1.1} while the display window for (c) and (d) is on a logarithmiake
ranging from—10 (blue) to —7.4 (red).
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Fig. 11: Profiles of (a) the mean and (b) the variance images-=at).0788 mm in the plane

~ = 0 from images reconstructed from noisy data uskig, (red solid line) andHgg (black
dashed line).
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Fig. 12: Plots of the MSEs of mean images against averaganaas within various regions:
(@) the planez = 0, (b) the uniform ROI (c) the slowly varying ROI (d) the modieig blurred
ROI (e) the sharp-edge ROI and (f) the sharp, small strudR@ée
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Fig. 13: Slices corresponding to the plape= 1.4 mm through (a) the 3D reference image
and the 3D images reconstructed by use ofHl), and (c)Hgp from a single noisy laboratory
measurement. The grayscale window{4g).16,0.78]. In panel (a), two black boxes mark the

ROIs used to conduct the parameter estimation task.
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(b) (© (d)

Fig. 14:. Slices through the mean (a-b) and variance (c-dg@saorresponding to the plane
y = 1.4 mm of the 3D images reconstructed frévhlaboratory measurements. The mean images
correspond to (aH;,; with Ay, = 0.56 mm, and (b)f{KB with AP = 0.8 mm and use the same
grayscale window of—0.16, 0.78]. The variance images found when using &), and (d)Hgkp

use the grayscale window ¢, 8.0 x 1073].
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Fig. 15: Profiles of 3D images along the lipe= 1.4 mm, x = 2.1 mm for the reference (black
dashed line) and reconstructions usigg (solid red line) andH,,, (solid green line). Profiles
are shown for images reconstructed from (a) a single labgraheasurement and (b) the mean

image averaged ovéx laboratory measurements.
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Fig. 16: Plots of bias against variance from the experimetdga sets within (a) ROI-A and
(b) ROI-B as defined in Fig. 13.

August 21, 2018 DRAFT



