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MICROLOCAL ANALYSIS OF d-PLANE TRANSFORM ON THE EUCLIDEAN SPACE

HIROYUKI CHIHARA

ABSTRACT. We study the basic properties of d-plane transform on the Euclidean space as a Fourier
integral operator, and its application to the microlocal analysis of streaking artifacts in its filtered back-
projection. The d-plane transform is defined by integrals of functions on the n-dimensional Euclidean
space over all the d-dimensional planes, where 0 < d < m. This maps functions on the Euclidean
space to those on the affine Grassmannian G(d,n). This is said to be X-ray transform if d = 1 and
Radon transform if d = n — 1. When n = 2 the X-ray transform is thought to be measurements
of CT scanners. In this paper we obtain concrete expression of the canonical relation of the d-plane
transform and quantitative properties of the filtered back-projection of the product of the images of the
d-plane transform. The latter one is related to the metal streaking artifacts of CT images, and some
generalization of recent results of Park-Choi-Seo (2017) and Palacios-Uhlmann-Wang (2018) for the
X-ray transform on the plane.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let n and d be positive integers withn = 2 and 1 < d < n — 1. We study the microlocal analysis
of d-plane transform of functions on the n-dimensional Euclidean space, and their applications related
to metal streaking artifacts of CT images. Following Helgason’s celebrated textbook [8]] we begin with
the definition of the d-plane transform and well-known facts on it. Let G4, be a Grassmannian, that
is, the set of all d-dimensional vector subspaces of R". For o € G4, we denote by o the orthogonal
complement of o in R™. Set

G(d,n) :={2" +0:0 € Gyp,2" €0},

which is the set of all d-dimensional planes of R™ and is said to be an affine Grassmannian. We
sometimes denote 2/ + o € G(d,n) by (o,z”). Here we introduce the d-plane transform R . For a
function f(z) = O((x)" %) of & = (z1,...,7,) = 2’ + 3" € 0 ® ol = R" with 0 € Gy, we
define R, f by

Raf(o,2") = / f(a' + 2")da,

where (z) = /1 + [z|2, |#|> = 2-2, 2y is the standard inner product of x,3y € R™, and dz’ is the
d-dimensional Lebesgue measure on o. We also use similar notation (£;7) = /1 + €2 + [n]2. R1f
is said to be the X-ray transform of f, and R,,_1 f is said to be the Radon transform of f.

Next we recall inversion formula of R4. Roughly speaking, the formal adjoint of R, is given as
integrals of functions over the set of all d-planes passing through arbitrary fixed point x € R™. More
precisely

Rig(o) = oo |
ap(@) == ———
C(d7 n) {E€G(d,n):z€=}

ol
= — ol + k- o)dk,
C(d,n) Jowm) ( )
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where ¢ € C(G(d,n)), C(G(d,n)) is the set of all continuous functions on G(d,n), C(d,n) =
(4m)%2T (n/2) /T ((n — 1)/2), I'() is the gamma function, O(n) is the orthogonal group, du and
dk are the normalized measures which are invariant under rotations, and o € Gg,, is arbitrary. The
inversion formula of R, is given as follows.

Proposition 1.1 ( [8, Theorem 6.2]). For f(x) = O((x)~97¢)

= (AP RiRaf = Ry(~ Do) *Raf,
where —Ay = —02 — -+ — 92 and — A, is the Laplacian on o

Operators R and (—A,)¥?R% = R*(—A,»)¥? are said to be the unfiltered back-projection
operator and the filtered back-projection operator respectively.

Here we recall the mapping properties of R4. To state them we introduce some function spaces.
Let X be a smooth manifold. We denote by C'°°(.X) the set of all smooth functions on X. The set of
all compactly supported smooth functions on X is denoted by C§°(X). D(X) is the locally convex
space defined by adding the inductive limit topology to C§°(X). We denote by D’(X) the space of
Schwartz distributions on X, which is the topological dual of D(X). We denote by Dy (G(d, n)) the
set of all ¢ € D(G(d,n)) satisfying the following moment conditions: for any k = 0,1,2, ... there
exists a homogeneous polynomial P, on R" of degree £ such that for any o € G4,

Pk(é-//) _ / (51/ . :U")kgo(a, x//)d:ﬂ//, 5// € UJ‘.
O'J‘
The range of R4 of D(R™) is characterized as follows.
Proposition 1.2 ( [8] Theorem 6.3]). R is a linear bijection of D(R™) onto Dy (G(d,n)).

It is well-known that R4 is an elliptic Fourier integral operator. See [[6]. Moreover the canonical
relation of R,_; is well-known and applied to the microlocal analysis of CT images for n = 2.
See [, [13], [L5], [IL6]], [17] and [18]. As far as the author knows the canonical relation of R, for
d#n — 1 was rarely considered so far. It is important to obtain a comprehensive and useful expression
of them. Indeed the canonical relation of the X-ray transform R on R? is expected to play a crucial
role in the microlocal analysis of the CT scanners of the fourth generation or later ones. See, e.g., [3]]
for the history of actual CT scanners including the fourth generation until 2002.

Following Epstein’s textbook [3]] on mathematical theory of medical imaging and a recent paper
[16] of Park, Choi and Seo, we review the outline of computed tomography (CT). In what follows we
assume for a while that n = 2 and d = 1(= n — 1). Throughout the present paper the X-ray beam
is supposed to have no width. In medical imaging f(z) and R f are thought to be the distribution
of attenuation coefficients of the section of a human body and the measurements P(o,z”) of a CT
scanner for this section. If a human body consists only of normal tissue, then it follows from the Beer-
Lambert law that P = R, f holds, and f is reconstructed by the filtered back-projection. However
there are some factors causing artifacts in actual CT images: beam width, partial volume effect, beam
hardening, noise in measurements, numerical errors and etc. We focus on metal streaking artifacts
caused by the beam hardening. If a human body contains metal such as implants, dental fillings,
stents, metal bones and etc, streaking artifacts occur on lines tangent to two or more boundaries of
metal region in its CT images. This is basically due to the fluctuation of the energy level E € [0, c0)
of X-ray beams for normal tissue and metal regions. We explain this more concretely. In what follows
we denote the distribution of attenuation coefficients by fr(x) with E' € [0, 00). The measurements
of CT scanners are described by a spectral function p(F), which is a probability density function on
[0, 00):

P = —log {/Ooo p(E) eXp(—leE)dE} :
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If a human body consists only of normal tissue, we may assume that the X-ray beams are monochro-
matic with a fixed energy Ey > 0, that is, fr is independent of E and fr = fg,. In this case the
measurements become

P=log {exp<—R1on> | p(E)dE} ~ R

The beam hardening gives nonlinear effects to the measurements of CT scanners and cause the metal
streaking artifacts in CT images.

Recently the metal streaking artifacts in CT images were studied by using microlocal analysis. To
explain this we introduce some setting and notation. Let D be the metal region in R?. We remark
that the singular support of the characteristic function of D is its boundary 9D and the singular di-
rections are the normal directions on . Consider the case that the spectral function is a normalized
characteristic function of an interval [Ey — €, Ey + €], that is,

1
p(E) - %X[Eo—S,Eo—l—a] (E)

Suppose that f(z) is a sum of the normal tissue part fz,(x) and the metal part of the form

fe(®) = fE,(z) + a(E — Eo)xp(z)

with some small parameter « > 0. If ae > 0 is small enough, the measurements become

inh(aeR
P:leEo—log{—Mn (ce IXD)}

agR1xD

= Rafm + Y AilasRixp)”
=1

with some sequence of real numbers A, Ao, As,.... In their pioneering work [[16] Park, Choi and
Seo first studied the microlocal analysis of this phenomenon. Roughly speaking they proved that if
there are two points on 0D which are connected by a common tangential line, then the streaking
artifacts appear on the tangential line in the filtered back-projection of P. Note that in this case the
singular directions of the two points are the same. They also described the streaking artifacts as the
wave front set of the filtered back-projection of P. Their results show the qualitative properties of the
metal streaking artifacts. Moreover in [[15] Palacios, Uhlmann and Wang developed the results of [[16]].
By using the notion of paired Lagrangian distributions introduced in [4]], they proved that the metal
streaking artifacts are conormal distributions supported on all the common tangential lines. These
results are the quantitative properties of the metal streaking artifacts. These results are concerned with
the case that D is a disjoint union of finite number of convex domains. More recently, Wang and Zou
in [[19] studied the case that D is a non-convex planar domain. They proved that streaking artifacts
are contained not only in common tangential lines but also in tangential lines with only one inflection
point. The latter case is essentially due to the non-convexity of D.

Here we show Figure 1 illustrating a characteristic function f of two disks on the plane, its X-ray
transform R4 f, and the filtered back-projections of Ry f and (R f)2. We see the streaking artifacts
on the four lines tangent to both two disks in the filtered back-projection of (R1 f)2.
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Rf(0,t) the X-ray transform of f(xy)

Original Grayscale Image

400
g 300
- 200
100
0

o 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
4 [degrees]

FBP of Rf FBP of (Rf)?

Figure 1.

In the present paper we shall obtain the canonical relations for all the d-plane transforms on R" for
generaln = 2,3,4,... and 0 < d < n. Our expression of them is useful to understand the relationship
between some conormal bundles in the cotangent bundles of R™ and G(d, n). Based on the canonical
relation we shall also study the metal streaking artifacts related to them. The organization of the
present paper is as follows. In Section 2] we quickly review microlocal analysis used in the present
paper. In Section 3] we obtain a concrete expression of the cotangent bundle of G(d, n), and compute
the canonical relation of R4. In Section 4] we study the geometry of the conormal bundle of 9D and
its canonical transformation associated to R4 under the assumption that D is a disjoint union of finite
number of strictly convex bounded domains with smooth boundaries. In Section [3] following [4] we
introduce paired Lagrangian distributions and study the product R4xp - Rqxp- Finally in Section
we prove that the metal streaking artifacts are conormal distributions whose singular supports are
the union of hypersurfaces which are cone surfaces or cylinder surfaces and contact boundaries of
more than two metal regions. In other words, our main theorem says that if two metal regions have
a common tangential hyperplane, then the normal direction of the tangent points PP and () is the only
one singular direction at P and (), and this microlocal singularity propagates along the line connecting
P and ). We believe that our results are natural generalization of recent results of [[16]] and [15] for the
X-ray transform on the two-dimensional plane. The case that D is a disjoint union of finite numbers
of convex polygons in R? was also studied in [16] and [13]. It is possible to study the case that D
is a disjoint union of finite numbers of convex polyhedra in R3. However we omit this since we
need to take many kinds of relations such as vertex-vertex, vertex-edge, vertex-polygon, edge-edge,
edge-polygon and polygon-polygon into account.

Our method of analysis of the streaking artifacts is based on the idea of [15]. Throughout the
present paper we make use of microlocal analysis freely. See Hormander’s four volumes of celebrated
textbooks on microlocal analysis [9], [10], [11] and [12]], and textbooks on Fourier integral operators
[2]] and [S]].

2. QUICK REVIEW OF MICROLOCAL ANALYSIS

We shall briefly review some basic notions of microlocal analysis used later. We begin with the
definition of the Fourier transform in RV with N = 1,2,3,.... For a rapidly decreasing function
f(x) on R, its Fourier transform is defined by

O =F1©:= [ ey, €Y,
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and the inverse Fourier transform of a rapidly decreasing function g(¢) on RY is defined by

1
W/R etg(&)d¢, zeRY,

Here we introduce wave front sets of distributions.

Frg(x) := (ZW)_Nfg(—x) =

Definition 2.1 (Wave front set). Let X be a smooth manifold. 7* X denotes the cotangent bundle of
X.Foru e 2'(X)and (z,§) € T*X \ 0, we say that (z,§) ¢ WF(u) if there exists ¢(y) € C5°(X)
with ¢(z) # 0 and a conic neighborhood of V" at = £ such that for any M > 0

pu(n) = O(()™™) for neV.
We denote this by @(f) = O((§)~>°). WF(u) is said to be the wave front set of w.

Equivalently, if we set

Se(w) = () {n€TEX\0: gu(n) # O((n) =)},
#(y)eC(X)
¢(x)#0

then we have

WF(u) = {(z,§)eT* X \0: € € X, (u)}.
Consider a characteristic function g(z,y) of a half plane in R?: g(z,y) = 1if x > 0 and g(z,y) = 0
otherwise. For ¢(z,y) € C§°(R?) we deduce that

o If $(0,y) = 0, then ¢g(€,n) = A(&,n) or dg(&,m) = 0. We have ¢g(&, 1) = O((&;7)~),
where (¢;1) = /T + €2 + [

o If ¢(0,y) # 0, then

é(& n) o(¢m)

R §—C
Hence we have WF(g) = {(O,y,g,O) |y, & € R, & # 0}. g(x,y) is a typical example of conormal
distributions. Using this notion we can describe and compute microlocal singularities quantitatively.
Conormal distributions and their generalization called Lagrangian distributions play crucial role in
the present paper. Following Hérmander’s textbook [11, Section 18.2] we introduce basic facts on

conormal distributions. To state the definition of conormal distributions we introduce function spaces
on RY. Split R into a disjoint family of a disk X and annuli X7, Xo, X3, ... defined by

Xo:={lg| <1}, X;={77'S)¢<?}, (j=123,...).
Let s be a real number. We say that a tempered distribution u on R™V belongs to > H, (s) (RN if

U Ny = sup
il ey = s ( /|

J

+VP

b9(&,m) = ——d¢=0((n)").

1/2
<£>2S|ﬂ(£)l2d£> < o0.

Using smooth cut-off functions, we can define the local space *°H %‘S’g(X ) of distributions on an N-

dimensional smooth manifold X. Here we define conormal distributions.

Definition 2.2 (Conormal distribution). Let X be an N-dimensional smooth manifold, and let Y be a
closed submanifold of X. u € 2’(X) is said to be conormal with respect to Y of degree m if

Ly---Lau € CH®, n gy (X)

forall M = 0,1,2,... and all vector fields Ly, ..., Ly tangential to Y. Denote by I"*(X, N*Y') or
I (N*Y'), the set of all distributions on X which are conormal with respect to Y of degree m. Here
N™*Y is the conormal bundle of Y, which is a conic Lagrangian submanifold of 7% X .
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Roughly speaking, I™ (X, N*Y) is the set of all distributions v on X such that singsuppu C Y
and v has some upper bound of the order of singularities whose directions are perpendicular to Y.
Conormal distributions can be characterized by oscillatory integrals which are similar to the distribu-
tion kernels of pseudodifferential operators. Here we introduce symbol classes.

Definition 2.3. For m € R we denote by S™(R”" x RF) the set of all smooth functions a(z,&’) on
RN x R* such that for any compact set X in R"V and for any multi-indices « and 3

- k
0708 a(2,€")| = Crapl€)" ", (2,6) € K xR
with some positive constant C'r , 3.
Here we state the characterization of conormal distributions.

Proposition 2.4 ( [11, Theorem 18.2.8]). Let X be an N-dimensional smooth manifold, and let Y be
a closed submanifold of X with codimY = k. Fix arbitrary y € Y and choose local coordinates
r = (2/,2") € RF x RN=% such that x(y) = 0 and Y is represented as {x' = 0} locally. For
u € IMHRR2=NIY(N*Y) there exists an amplitude a(z",€') € S™(RN~F x RF) such that

u(z) = / em,'g/a(aﬁ", &)de' near x=0. 2.1
Rk
Conversely every u of this form is in I F/2=N/4(N*Y"),
Here we remark that if there exists an amplitude b(z, ¢’) € S™(RY x R¥) such that
u(z) = / ¢ Ep(x,£)de’ near x=0., (2.2)
Rk

then this can be reduced to (2.1)). Indeed, if holds, then (2.1) holds with an amplitude given by

4 > (=iDy - Der)b(, €|y —
a(2",€) = e P Lerb(, &) o ~ > = g}, &¢) =2,

J=0

where D, = —i0, and ~ means the asymptotic expansion of symbols. See [[11, Lemma 18.2.1].
We apply Proposition 2.4] to two elementary examples. The characteristic function g(z,y) of the
half plane in R? belongs to

ITHN*{(0,y) :y € R}) = T H(R?,{(0,4,£,0)} : 9, £ €R).

Consider a pseudodifferential operator

Op(a)u(z) = ﬁ //RNXRN ei(m*y)'ga(:c,g)u(y)dydf, u € D(RN)

with a(z,&) € S™(RY x RY). Set A = {(x,x) : 2 € RV}, This is the diagonal part of RV x R,
The distribution kernel of Op(a) is given by an oscillatory integral

I"(N*A) = I (RN x RN {(z,2,¢ —€) 12,6 € RV}).

Conormal distributions are typical examples of Lagrangian distributions, and pseudodifferential
operators are typical examples of Fourier integral operators. The distribution kernels of Fourier inte-
gral operators are Lagrangian distributions. We need more general notions like them later since the
d-plane transform is an elliptic Fourier integral operator. In what follows we shall quickly introduce
Lagrangian distributions, and Fourier integral operators and their canonical relations. We begin with
phase functions which are general form of (x — y) - £ in ¢'@=)€ for pseudodifferential operators.

K(.%',y) -

and belongs to
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Definition 2.5 (non-degenerate phase function). Let X be an N-dimensional smooth manifold. We
say that a real-valued function ¢(z, ) € C*°(X x(R"*\ {0})) is a non-degenerate phase function if

o o(x,t0) = to(x,0) for (z,0) € X x(R*\ {0}) and ¢t > 0.

e dp(z,0) # 0.

o If ) (x,0) = 0, then rank[dy)(z,0)] = k.

In this case Cy, = {(z,0) : j(z,0) = 0} is an N-dimensional submanifold of X x (R¥\ {0}).
Set Ay, := {(z, ¢ (z,0)) : gy(x,0) = 0}. Then
Cy 3 (z,0) = (z,¢,(2,0)) € Ay

is a diffeomorphism and A, becomes a conic Lagrangian submanifold of 77X \ 0, that is, a conic
submanifold with d{Adx = 0 on A,. Here we introduce Lagrangian distributions.

Definition 2.6 (Lagrangian distribution). Let A be a conic Lagrangian submanifold of 7 X \ 0. We
denote by I'™ (X, A) = I"™(A) the set of all u € 2'(X) satisfying
e WF(u) C A.
e For any (x9,&y) € A there exist a non-degenerate phase function ¢(z,6) and an amplitude
a(z,0) € S™HN/A=k/2(X x RF) with some k = 1,2,3,... such that A = A, near (z0, &)
and

u(z) :/ew(x’e)a(x,ﬁ)dﬁ microlocally near (xq, o).

We now introduce Fourier integral operators and their properties needed later. Let X and Y be man-
ifolds, and let A be a conic Lagrangian submanifold of 7*(X xY") \ 0. For K (z,y) € I"(X xY, A),

/ny y)dy, uwe DY)

defines a linear operator of Z(Y") to 2'(X). A is said to be a Fourier integral operator. Indeed A is

locally given by
yi= [[ 1 0ate.y. 00u(y)dyds

with a non-degenerate phase function ¢(z,y, ) and an amplitude a(z,y, 6). If the principal part of a
does not vanish, then A is called an elliptic Fourier integral operator.

N = {(z,y;6,m) ¢ (z,y;&,—n) € A} is said to be the canonical relation of A. We have
WF(Au) C A’ o WF(u) and if A is elliptic then WF(Au) = A’ o WF(u) holds. Here o denotes the
composition defined as follows. For W C T*X x T*Y and Z C T*Y we set

WoZ :={(z,§) e T*X : (x,y;&,n) € W with some (y,n) € Z}.

The canonical relation describes the correspondence between the microlocal singularities of « and
those of Au. In other words this correspondence is a mapping

T*Y 3 (y, —¢y(2,9,0)) = (z,¢,(z,y,0)) € T*X. (2.3)

This is called a canonical transformation.
Formally the adjoint of A is given by

v(y) = // e @y (2, y, 0)v(x)dxds.

Hence if A’ is the canonical relation of A, then the phase function is —¢ and the canonical relation
(A")* of A* is given by

(A) = {(y, ;=¥ ¥3) - 0 = 0} = {(y, 31, 6) = (2, 9;6,m) € A'}.
When we consider the action of Fourier integral operators on Lagrangian distributions, we need to
use so-called the intersection calculus of Lagrangian submanifolds. Here we introduce some basic
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notions of the intersection calculus, those are, transversal intersections and clean intersections of two
submanifolds. See [14] and [[7] for the detail.

Definition 2.7. Let X be a smooth manifold, and let Y and Z be submanifolds of X.
e We say that Y and Z intersect transversely if NYNN;Z = {0} for all z € YNZ. Note that
this condition is equivalent to that T, YUT,Z =T, X forallz € YNZ.
e We say that Y and Z intersect cleanly if Y'NZ is smooth and 7,,YNT,Z = T, (Y NZ) for all
z € YNZ. Moreover,

e := codim(Y) + codim(Z) — codim(YNZ)
is said to be the excess of the intersection.

Note that transversal intersection is clean intersection with e = 0. In this paper we need to consider
compositions of Lagrangian submanifolds using the intersection calculus. Following [[11, Chapter 21],
we introduce the clean composition.

Definition 2.8. Let X and Y be smooth manifolds, and let C' C T*(XxY) and C; C T*Y be
conic Lagrangian submanifolds. We say that C'o(C'y is clean with excess e if C'xC1 intersects 7% X X
A(T*Y') cleanly with excess e in T*(X xY xY"), where A(T*Y") is the diagonal part of T*Y xT*Y".
In particular, we say that C'o(C’ is transversal if CoC is clean with e = 0.

More concretely, if we set dim X = nx and dim Y = ny, we say that Co(C'; is clean with excess
e when
M = {((=,8), (y;m), (¢, 1)) € OxCy: (y,m) = (/s n)}
is a smooth manifold and dim M = nx +e. We now state the well-known results [12, Theorem 25.2.3]
for the actions of Fourier integral operators on Lagrangian distributions.

Lemma 2.9. Let X and Y be smooth manifolds, and let C C T*(XxY') and Cy C T*Y be conic
Lagrangian submanifolds. Suppose that A is a Fourier integral operator whose distribution ker-
nel belongs to I'""(XxY,C") and v € I"™ (Y,C1). If CoCy is clean with excess e, then Au €
Im+m1+e/2(X’ Cocl)‘

3. CANONICAL RELATIONS OF THE d-PLANE TRANSFORM

In this section we present the basic properties of the d-plane transform as a Fourier integral operator.
More precisely we show that the distribution kernel of the d-plane transform is a Lagrangian distribu-
tion on G(d, n) x R with some order and some conic Lagrangian submanifold of T*(G(d, n) x R™) \
0. So we begin with the expression of 7*G/(d, n). We should understand the structure of the mapping
for Y = R™ and X = G(d, n) concretely and clearly so that we can make full use of microlocal
analysis. This depends on the expression of 7*G/(d, n). Here we recall that dim G, = d(n — d) and
N(d,n) :=dimG(d,n) = (d+ 1)(n — d).

Lemma 3.1 (The expression of 7*G(d, n)).
T*G(d,n) = {(o,2";m1, .., 02, €) : 0€Gqm, 2" 01, ... ,na, € € ot}

Proof. Fix arbitrary (o, 2”) € G(d, n). Itis easy to see that the set of cotangent vectors corresponding
to 2’ is £ € 0. There exists an orthonormal system {wy, ..., wq} of R™ such that o = (w1, ... ,wy).
We remark that the covariant derivative of a function on o with respect to w; is a vector in ij. Recall
that the set of cotangent vectors corresponding to o is a d(n — d)-dimensional real vector space. If we
replace w; by cw; with ¢ # 0, then

<w1,...,wj_l,cwj,wj+1,...,wd> = <w1,...,wd>, j: 1,...,d.

This means that any cotangent vector corresponding o must belong to wll N---N wj — o1, Hence the

vector space of all cotangent vectors corresponding o can be seen as the d-product o= x - - - x o=, [
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We denote by 7, the orthogonal projection of R" onto 0 € G4, If o is spanned by an orthonormal
system {wy,...,wq} of R™, then 7, is given by

d
Ty = E ij]T
Jj=1

We denote this case by 0 = (wy,...,wq)on. This notation depends on the choice of an orthonormal
basis of o, and we need to take care of it below. We have the quantitative properties of R as follows.

Theorem 3.2. R, is an elliptic Fourier integral operator whose distribution kernel belongs to
IO*(N(d,n)+n)/4+(nfd)/2 (G(d, ’I’L) « Rn, A¢),

O_N(d,n)+n+n—d__d(n—d+1)
4 2 4 ’

Ay ={(ovy — 7oy, ysn(y - wi, .-y - wa, 1,1)) :
= (wi,...,wa)oNEGan,y € R",n € ot \ {O}}
={(o,y—moy,yiny - wi,...,y wa, 1,1)) :
(y,m) € T*"R"\ 0,0 = (w1, ...,wa)oN € Gin,0 C nl}
= {(U,x",x"+t1w1 —|—---+tdwd;§(t1,...,td,1,1))
: (0,2")eG(d,n), 0 = (w1,...,wa)oN € Gan,t1,...,ta ER,E € o\ {O}}

Proof. We begin with the generalized Fourier slice theorem. For any 0€Gy,, and § € o, we have
' -&=0forax’ € oand

/ i 5Rdf (o,2")dx" = / / i 5f (2 + 2")dx'dx”

/ / —@ ) (2 4 ) da! da”
— [ e = fo), ceat

Then for any (o, 2”)€G(d, n), the Fourier inversion formula on o implies that

1 / e f(€)de

= / /Re D€ f(y)dydg

)

1 1p(o,x" ,y,8)
L F(w)dyde.
¢(o,2",y,6) = (2" —y)- & (0,2")eG(d,n),y eR",E € 0.

It suffices to show that ¢ is a non-degenerate phase function, and to obtain the Lagrangian submanifold
Ag. If this is true, then it follows that the amplitude is the function which is identically equal to
1/(2m)"~<. This symbol belongs to S° <(G(d7 n) x R™) x R"*d> and the order of the Lagrangian

distribution is

Rdf(o-’ I”) (2

&.

n—

N(d,n)+n n-—d
4 2
We find the critical points defined by gb’g =0foré& € ot Set

0+

di(o,2”,y, E) 1= (02", y,E = moE) = (2" —y) - E-7moE) = (2" —y + moy) - E
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for = € R™. Then = moves essentially in o+ and not in the whole space R" for ;. Then we have
¢r = Veihilz—e = 2" — (y — 7o)

Hence the critical points of ¢ are characterized by 2"/ = y — 7,y. Let E be the nxn identity matrix.
We check the non-degeneracy of the critical points. We have

¢/§/y =—-F+mn,, rank (bgy =n—d.
Then we have rank(d¢})|s=y—r,y = n — d since { moves in the (n — d)-dimensional vector subspace
o. Finally we obtain ¢/, ye 7 0for € ot \ {0} since ¢, = —&. Hence we have proved that

¢(o, 2"y, ) is a non-degenerate phase function with critical points given by " = y — 7,y.
Finally we compute the Lagrangian submanifold

Ay ={(0,2",y; gb'a,gﬁlm//,qﬁgl) : (0,2") € G(d,n),y e R", £ € ot =y— oY}
of T*(G(d,n) x R™) \ 0. Recall that ¢, = —¢. Set
1/}2(0'71.72/76) = (b(O',I’ - 770%%5) = (.YJ - y) §

for (0, 2,9,&) € Ggpn xR x R™ x oL. Then we have @& = Vaha|p=pr = £ Next we compute ¢,.
Suppose that o is spanned by an orthonormal system {w1, . ..,wq} in R™. We compute gb;j. Consider
a small perturbation of ¢ of the form

G = (p1;- .. pa) =0 +0(1), pa,... .pa €R™
Set

d d
1/’3(&795”73/7@ = x_y—i_Z(yM]):u] é.: I’ _y Zy ,LL] § ,LL]
—1 =1

Then we have
O, = (Vihs = (15 - Vi a) i) luy=w; = (€ wi)y + (¥ - wj)€ = (y - wj)€
since £ € (w1, ...,wy)". Hence we obtain
By = gty 1,1)
for 2" € o,y € R"and ¢ € o+ \ {0}. Summing up the above computation, we deduce that
Ay = {(ovy — oy, ysn(y - wi,- -y - wa, 1,—1))
= (Wi, ,Wa)ONEGdn,y ER"n € ot \ {0}}
={(o,y — moy,yin(y - wi,...,y - wa, 1,-1)) :
(y,m) € T"R"\ 0,0 = (w1, ...,wa)oN € Gin,0 C nl}
= {(0, 22"+t + o tgwa Xt Lt 1, —1))
: (0,2")eG(d,n), 0 = (w1, ..., wa)oN € Gan,t1,...,ta EREE o\ {O}}
This completes the proof. O

4. GEOMETRY OF METAL REGIONS

In Section [Tl we reviewed the known results on the artifacts caused by a metal region D in R?. In the
present section we study the metal streaking artifacts in general space dimension n. Let E € [0, 00)
be the energy level of X-rays and let £y > 0 be the standard level for human tissue. Suppose that the
distribution of attenuation coefficients on R™ depends on E of the form

fe(x) = f,(z) + a(E — Eo)xp(z), «€R",
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where o« > 0 is a constant. The spectral function is supposed to be a probability density of uniformly
distributed on a closed interval [Ey — ¢, Ey + €] C [0, 00) of the form

1
p(E) = XEO 6E0+6]( )7 Ee [0700)'

Then the measurement is not R fx (o, :r:’ ") but

Py(o, log {/EO+€ ) exp(—RafEe(o, xl/))dE}

EO €
- Rdeo (Ua I’ ) + Pd,MA(Ua 11,)7

b (aaRdXD(a,x”))zl g
{5 (ool |

=1

1)
k
(

Pima(o,2")

2
1(aeRaxp(o,z"))”,

>
k=1
o0
> A
I=1
where {A;}7°, is a sequence of real numbers. The CT image is denoted by fcr, that is,

fer = RZ(—AJ:”)d/QPd = fE, + fMma,

o
Pia = Ri(=20n) Pana =) Ai(ae) " Ri(—Aun)* [(Raxp)?]
=1
The metal streaking artifacts are nonlinear effects and we need to study the microlocal singularities of
(Raxp)?, Ri(—Au)Y?[(Raxp)?] (1=1,2,3,...).

Throughout the present paper we assume the following:

(A) D is a union of bmﬂied stri_ctly convex smooth domains Dq,...,D; C R" with J =
1,2,3,... such that Dy,..., D; are mutually disjoint.
J
Set ¥; := 0Dj and ¥ := U ¥;. Then ¥ = 0D. We denote by m¢(q4,,) the projection of T*G(d,n)
j=1

onto G(d, n). We prepare some lemmas related with basic properties of Aj;,oN*3;. The first lemma
says that AfboN *¥; is also a conormal bundle of a hypersurface of G(d, n).

Lemma 4.1. A composition A;soN*Ej is transversal. Moreover if we set S; 1= ﬂ'G(dm)(AiboN*Ej),
then codim S; = 1 and N*S; = AiéoN*Ej
Proof. Recall that N*X¥; and A;) are concretely given by
N*%; ={(y,n) €e T"R" : y € ¥j,n € Ny¥;},
and
A;& = {(J,y—ﬂ'gy,y;n(y-wl,...,y-wd,l,l)) :
(y,m) € T"R"\ 0,0 = (w1, ...,wq)oN € Ggn,0 C nJ‘}

respectively. Then we have

My := (T*G(d,n) x A(T*R™)) N (AyxN*%;)

= {((a,y — oy, 0(Toy, 1)), (y, 1), (y,n)) (y,m) € N'Ej\0,0 € Gy N UL}

and

dim M; = dim(N*%;) 4+ dim(G g, N nt) = dim(N*S;) + dim(Gg,pn_1)
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=n+dn—1—-d)=(d+1)(n—d) = N(d,n) +0.
Hence AiéoN *J; is transversal. Moreover we have

A;ON*EJ‘ = {(U,y —mey;n(y - w1, ., Y - W, 1)) :
(y,meN*3;\ 0,0 = (w1, ...,wa)oN € Ggpn,0 C nJ‘}

and therefore

Sj = Ta(an) (MyoN"E;) = {(0,y — moy) : y € 8,0 € Gipn,0 C T,%;}.
Then we deduce that

dimS; =dim¥; +dimGgp—1 =(n—1)+d(n—1—-4d)
=(d+1)(n—d)—1=N(d,n)—1.

This shows that S is a hypersurface in G(d, n) and codim S; = 1. The canonical symplectic form of

T*R" vanishes on N*X;, and the canonical transform preserves the canonical symplectic form. Hence
the canonical symplectic form of T*G(d, n) also vanishes on A;)ON *3j. Combining these facts we

deduce that N*S; = AjoN*¥; since N*S; and Ao N*%; are conic Lagrangian submanifolds with
the same base space S;. (]

Next we discuss the intersection Sj, := S;NS} for j#k. The structure of the intersection of
Lagrangian submanifolds determines some properties of the product of Lagrangian distributions. So
the intersection calculus of S for j#k plays a crucial role in the microlocal analysis of nonlinear
effects of Ryx p. In particular we need to know codim S, and the relationship between N*S;, N*Sj,
and N*S;;,. We begin with some basic properties of the intersection S}, for j7#k. We first remark that
Sjr # 0 holds if and only if there exist (o,2”) € Sji, y; € ¥; and y;, € Xy such that y;7y;, since
E]‘ NX; =0, and

2" =y — Ty = Yk — ToYp, 0 C Ty, 2Ty, Y.
If N;JZ = N;kE, then Tyj Y = Ty, Xy, otherwise

Ty, 55Ty Sk = (J\r;jzj)L N(N: )T

is an (n — 2)-dimensional vector subspace. See Figures 2 and 3 below.

Ty/j

Figure 2. This illustrates the case of Figure 3. This illustrates the case of
N, ¥ = N, ¥ with Ny E#Ny ¥ with n; € N*X; \ {0} and
ik € N*E;\ {0} = N*Xx \ {0} me € N*2y \ {0}

We split S, into two parts:
S8 = {(0.2") € Sju: N ¥ = N;, %,

J

2 * *
S\ = {(0.2") € Sji - Nj S£N;, 3.

Clearly we have a disjoint union Sj;, = S](i)US](z), and in particular Sj; = S](i) and Sﬁ) = if
d = n — 1. Here we state the properties of the intersection Sy.
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Lemma 4.2. Suppose that j#k and Sji, # 0. Then S; and Sy, intersect transversely.

Proof. Fix arbitrary (o, 2") € Sji. There exist y; € ¥; and yp € Xy, such that o C Ty, X;NT, Y.
Hence we can choose an orthonormal system {wo, w1} C o and tg,t;,t;, € R such that

y; = 2" + towo + tjwr, yr = 2" + towo + tgwi. 4.1)
More precisely wy is a vector of the direction of y;, — y; and we can set wy := (yr — y;)/|yr — y;l-
wp is a perpendicular direction from z” to the line connecting y; and y;. In case d = 1 we think that

to = 0. We have ¢;#t;, since ¥; N 3; = (. Recall Lemma[3.1l In the same way as the proof of
Lemmal4.1] we have

N8<07$//)Sj = {Uj(to,tj,o, ..., 0, 1) 1n; € N*E]’},
N(*M//)Sk = {Uk(to,tk,o, . ,07 1) Mk € N*Ek}.

If n; # 0 and n;, # 0, then vectors 7;(to,t;,0,...,0,1) and ny(to, tx,0,...,0,1) are linearly inde-
pendent in T, m,,)G(d, n) since t;#ty, and therefore NG o SiONG iy Sk = {0}. This completes
the proof. O

Lemmal.2]implies that codim(.S;;) = 2. Next we obtain the concrete expression of N*S;;, which
is required for computing the composition (A;b)oN *Sik-

Lemma 4.3.
N*SJ(.,? = {(0, 2";n(to,t,0,...,0, 1)) : N;jzj = N;kzk,
o C Tijj,x” =Y — To¥j = Yk — Tolk,
teRne N;jEj with some to € R,y; € Xj,y € Ek}a

*o(2) _ =) - * 3. *
N*S; ={(0,2";E) : Ny 35 # N, S
0 C Ty, 50Ty, S, 2" = yj — Toy; = Yk — ToYk,
E € N, . Sj © N, Sk with some y; € 3j,y), € . }.

Proof. The statement on N *S](.i) is obvious. We shall obtain N* SJ(.,IC). Fix arbitrary (o,2”) € SJ(.,IC).
We use the same notation in the proof of Lemmal4.2l In view of Lemma4.2l and its proof, we deduce
that
« 1
NGy amSSe = (lto,t5,0,...,0,1),n(to, t,0,...,0,1))

(0,3
with some € Ny ¥; \ {0}. Recall that ¢;7¢;. Forany ¢ € R, set o := {}, — t and 3 := ¢ — t;. Then
a+ =ty —t;#0,t=(at; + Bty)/(a + B) and

at; + Bty
to.t.0,....0.1) =n(ty, ——=L.0.....0,1
77(0777 77) 7/’(07 a—i—ﬂ” 77>

a B
— % (o, t5,0,...,0,1) + —n(te, tx,0,...,0,1).
a+577(03 ) a—{—ﬁn(Ok )
Hence we get {n(to,t,0,...,0,1) : t € R,np € N;jzj} C N(*”C,,)Sjk. The converse inclusion
relation is obvious and we obtain {n(to,t,0,...,0,1) : t € R;n € NJJ_EJ-} = N(*g,m”)sjk- This

completes the proof. U

We show that compositions (Aj)*oN*S;, (A})*oN *S](i) and (Aj)*oN *S](z) are clean. We need
this fact to consider the action of R7. For this purpose we study the relationship between X; and 3.
We denote by S"~! the (n — 1)-dimensional unit sphere with center at the origin in R™, and by v;(y)
the unit outer normal vector of ¥; at y € ;. SetII;(y) = {x € R" : v(y) - (x — y) = 0}, which is
the tangent hyperplane of X, passing through y € X;. Since D1, ..., D are strictly convex bounded

smooth domains and their closures are disjoint, we have the following.
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e The map ¥, 5 y — v;(y) € S"~ 1 is bijective.
e For any y; € XJ; there exit y,f € Xy uniquely such that v;(y;) = v (y;) = —vi(y;, )-

Considering these facts we introduce subsets of X; x XJ; describing the relationship between XJ; and
3, for j#k. Set

+
M§k) ={(yj,yx) € X; x X : vj(y;) - (yr —y;) =0,
vj(y;) = £vi(yr) with some y, € Xy},
which is the set of all pairs (y;,yx) € X; x X, such that IL;(y;) = I (yx) and v;(y;) = £vi(yk)
respectively. It is obvious that

M = {(yr-) € Bk x B (yj.x) € MU

Z) U M;;) for short. Moreover we denote by B(.:) the projection of M;? to X,

Set M, = M ;

that is, ’
BY =y €35 (yjme) € MY,y € i}
Lemma 4.4.
° Mgf) are (n — 2)-dimensional connected submanifolds of ¥; x ¥y, respectively, and Mgz) N
M) =0,

e The projections of Mﬁ:) onto B](f) ()

are diffeomorphic respectively. So B]f are (n — 2)-

dimensional connected submanifolds of ¥; respectively, and BJ(;)H Bj(];) =10.
o [fwe set

+ +
£57) = Ly + tlue — ) = () € MY t € RY,
then Eg.:,f) are hypersurfaces in R™ respectively. Clearly Eg.:,f) = L'l({j). Set L}, = Egz) Uﬁgg)
for short.
Proof. Consider the motion of the hyperplane keeping the tangential contact with both 3; and XJ;. It
would be intuitively obvious that Mﬁ;) and B](f) are connected and disjoint respectively. We mainly

deal with the + case. So we shall show that MEZ) is an (n — 2)-dimensional submanifold of 3; x ¥y,
and give its local coordinates.

Let v = (21,...,7,) € R™, let a be a positive constant, and set e; = (1,0,...,0) € R*~L,
Suppose that

77"'777a77"'77 e A7V‘77"'77 :77"'77'
0,0,...,0,0),(a,0,...,0,0)) € M\, ;(0,0,...,0,0) = (0,0,....,0,1

Without loss of generality, we may assume that there exist smooth functions f(z1,...,2,—1) and
g(x1,...,xy_1) such that

Y= {:cn = f(x1,... ,mn,l)} near 0 € R",
Sp={xn =g(@1,...,xy—1)} near (ae1,0) €R",
and
f(0) =g(ae1) =0, f'(0)=g(ae1) =0, f"(0)<0,g"(ae;) <O0.
where f’ the gradient vector field of f, and f” is the Hessian matrix of f. Using local coordinates
u=(ut,...,up_1),v = (v1,...,0p_1) € R"L, we have
25 xS = { (. f(), (v,9(0)) )} near (0, (aex,0).

Using these coordinates, we deduce that

vi(u, f(u)) = (= f"(u),1),
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and that the equation of IT; (u, f(u)) for (v, g(v)) is given by
g(v) = f(u) = f'(u)(v —u) = 0.
Hence ((u, f(w), (v,g(v))) € Mg;:) is characterized by

_ ¢(v) = f'(w) o e (o) (0
Flu,v) = [gw)—f(u)—f'(u)-(v—u)]‘O ear (uw,v) = (0,0e1).

Here F'(u, v) is thought to be an n-dimensional column vector valued function. We compute the rank
of the gradient matrix F’(0, ae1). We deduce that

oo () g'(v)
P = | pagt — oo+ 1T g0 < P

_| 9" (v)

= uw)fw) 0
Here we used ¢'(v) — f'(u) = 0 of F(u,v) = 0. Set wy := —adf’/Ou1(0) for short. This is the first
column of the matrix f”(0) multiplied by —a. Then wg # 0 since a > 0 and f”(0) < 0. Then we

have " g
/ . _f (0 g (ael)
F'(0,ae;) = { wl 0 .
Let E,—1 and O,,_1 be the (n — 1) X (n — 1) identity matrix and the (n — 1) x (n — 1) zero matrix
respectively. Note that det(g”(ae;)) # 0 since g”(ae;) < 0. Multiply the above by a regular
(2n — 2)x(2n — 2) matrix from the right, we have

En On-1| _ [On=1 ¢"(aer)
g"alae)) L f"(0) En—1| | wl 0 ’

which shows that rank (F’(0,ae1)) = n. The implicit function theorem implies that Mgz) is an
(n — 2)-dimensional submanifold of ¥; x ¥, near (u,v) = (0, ae1). This argument can be applied

F@ﬂqﬂ

to the neighborhood of any point of M;Z) Hence MEZ) is an (n — 2)-dimensional submanifold of
> X Xy, globally.

Next we consider local coordinates of Mﬁg) for sufficiently small v and v — ae;. Fix arbitrary
small v’ := (ug,...,u,—1) # 0. The above arguments imply that there exists a pair of u; € R near
0 and v € R"! near ae; such that (((ul,u’),f(ul,u’)), (v,g(v))) € Mﬁg) Set s(u') := u; and

z(u") := v. If the pair of u; and v is unique, then we have
MG ={ (s fs(), ), (), g(=()) )} near (0, (ae1,0)) € R x R,
BYY = {(s(u), o, f(s(), )} nmear 0 € R,

This shows that v/ € R"~! plays a role of local coordinates of both Mgz) and Bj(;). It follows that
the projection of M ](,j) onto Bj(;) )
of Ej .

So we shall show the uniqueness of the pair of u; and v. It suffices to prove the uniqueness of
uy since v is uniquely determined by (u1,u’). We express the equation of IT; (u, f(u)) of the form

T, = G(u,v), v = (v1,v’) € R"! near v = aey:
G(u,v) = f(u) + f'(u) - (v —u).
We consider a small perturbation of u; of the form u; + ¢. Then we have
G(u+ter,v) — G(u,v) = fu+ter) + f(u+ter) - (v —ug —t,0" — )
= fw) = f'(u) - (v1 —up,v" =)

is diffeomorphic and B](Z is an (n — 2)-dimensional submanifold
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={f(u+ter) = f(u) = tfu, (u+ter)}
+{f'(utter) — fl(W)}+ (v —up, v — o)

= tf{“(u) (1 —ug, v — ) + O(t?)

=tf, (u)-(a+vi —a—u,v —u)+O(t?)

= t{afu,uw (W) + fl (u) - (v —aer —u)} + O(#?).

It follows that f,,4, (0) < 0 since f(uy,0) is strictly concave in u;j. So afy, ., (v) < 0 for sufficiently
small u. Hence G (u + tey,v) is strictly decreasing in ¢ near ¢ = 0 provided that |v — ae;| and |u| are

sufficiently small. This shows that for any fixed u’, (u; + t,u") does not belong to BJ(.Z) fort # 0.
The uniqueness of u; has been proved.

For Mg;) we replace g by —g in the above setting and discuss in the same way. The claim for ﬁg.:,f)
would be obvious. We omit the detail. O

We denote by 1, the subdomain of ¥; with boundary BJ(.:)UBJ(.;). For any y € €2y, the intersec-

tion of IL;(y) and Dy, is a section of Dy, and there exist different points y,(gl) , y,(f) € II;(y) N Xy, such
that two lines connecting y and yx (1), [ = 1,2 are tangential to ;.. Moreover we have I1;(y)N Dy, = ()
forany y € 3; \ Qjx.

Note that L}, is a union of a cone surface and a cylinder surface, or a union of two cone surfaces.
These hypersurfaces are tangent to both X; and Y. For example, on one hand, if >; and >, are

) (
J
the other hand, if X, and X;; are spheres but their sizes are different, then both £ﬁ:) become cone
surfaces. Itis easy to see that L;;, = Ly;.

We now show the figure illustrating the above.

spheres of the same size, then £§z becomes a cylinder surface and £ ;) becomes a cone surface. On

)

k

Figure 4. This illustrates the relationship between 3;, ¥, BJ(.:), B,(;), Qjp, and Qy;.

We now show the basic results on the composition.

Lemma 4.5.  Compositions (Ay)*oN*Sj, (A%)*ON*SJ(.? and (A;b)*oN*S](z) are clean with ex-
cesses d(n —1 —d), d(n — 1 — d) and d(n — 2 — d) respectively. They are conic Lagrangian
submanifolds of T*R™ \ 0 given by

(AL)*oN*S; = N*%; \ 0,
(A)*oN*S') = N* L\ 0,
(AL)*oN*S5) = (N*Q\ 0) U (N* 5\ 0).
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Proof. We express (Ay)* in T*R"xT*G(d, n) as

(Aib)* = { ((‘IE” + thl +-+ td(JJd, 5)’ (O-, ‘Tﬂa g(tla s atd? 1))) :
(0,2") € G(d,n),0c = (w1,-..,wa)oN € Gan,

t1,...,tgeR, £ € aL\{O}}.
Let ¢, t; and t;, be the same as in @.).
We consider (A);)*oN*S;. Since
N*S;\ 0= {((o,y; — moy;,nj(towo + tjwi, 1)) :
(yj,m;) € N*S5\ 0,0 € Gapn N},
we have
My = (T'R" x A(T*G(d,n)) ) N1 (M) xN*S))

= {((yjan])a (Ua Yy; — Wayjanj(towo + thl, 1))7
(0,45 — moyj, mj (towo + tjwi, 1))) :

(yj,m5) € N*3;\ 0,0 € Ggp ﬂﬁf}

(A%)ToN"S; = {(y,m) : (y,n) € N'E;\ 0} = N*%;\ 0,
dim(Ms) = dim(N*¥; \ 0) + dim(Ggpn—1) =n+d(n — 1 —d).
Then (A,)*oN*S; is clean with excess d(n — 1 —d) and a conic Lagrangian submanifold of 7*R"\ 0.
We consider (A))"oN* S](llﬁ). Lemma4.3implies that

x (1
N Sj(k) \0 = {(O’, Yj — Wgyj,nj(to(,«)() —i—twl)) :
y; € Bj,mj € N;J,Ej \0,0 € de ﬂ?]j»‘,t S R}.
Then we have
*TDTL * * x ol
My = (T'R" x A(T*G(d,n)) ) 1 ((A5)" < N*S5)

= {((yj + twi,m;), (0,y; — moy;s, i (fowo + twy, 1)),
(0,55 — Toys, mj (towo + twr, 1))) :

Yj € lec,nj S NJ],EJ- \O,U S de ﬂ??j-',t € R},

(ALY s N*SG) = {(y; + tlyr — ;). ) = (w5, k) € Mk, t € Rymj € N7, 55\ 0}
= N*Lj \ 0.
Hence we obtain
dim(M3) = dim(Bj;) + 2 + dim(Ggpn—1) =n+d(n — 1 —d).
Thus (A})*oN* SJ(.,? is clean with excess d(n—1—d) and a conic Lagrangian submanifold of 7*R™\ 0.
We consider (A,)"oN *Sﬁ). In this case n = d + 2 is assumed. Lemmal.3]implies that

x (2 —_ —_
N S](k) \0={(0,y; — my;,E) : E € (n;(moyj, 1), i (Toyk; 1)),

y; € €1, with some y;, € Xy, or yp, € €1y; with some y; € X,
(y:m5) € N*S5\ 0, (e, k) € N*S\ 0,0 € Ga Ny N }-
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Then we have

My = (T'R" x A(T*G(d,n)) ) 1 () < N*SF)

= { <(y, ), (0,y; — 7oy 1(mey, 1)), (0,95 — Toyj, n(Tay, 1))) :
(y,m) = (yj,m;) € N*E;\ 0, y; € Qj ), with some y, € Xy, or
(y,m) = (Yk, M) € N*E,\ 0, yx € Q5 with some y; € X,

o€ Gqp ﬂnjl ﬂnkl},

(A%)*ON*S]%) ={(yj,n;) € N*E;\ 0 : y; € Qi with some y;, € Xy}
U {(yk:nk) € N*35\ 02y € Q5 with some y; € X}
= (N*"Qjr \ 0) U (N*Qg; \ 0).
Hence we obtain
dim(My) = dim(N*Qj; \ 0) + dim(Ggp—2) =n+d(n — 2 — d).

Thus (Aj)*oN* S](.i) is clean with excess d(n — 2 — d) and a conic Lagrangian submanifold of 7*R"™ \
0. (]

5. PAIRED LAGRANGIAN DISTRIBUTIONS AND THEIR PRODUCTS

In the present section we study basic facts used for our quantitative analysis of the metal streaking
artifacts. We begin with identifying the classes of conormal distributions to which xp and Rgxp
belong respectively.

Lemma 5.1.
Xp, € I"V/PTMA(N*S),
Raxp, € [*(d+2)/2+1/2*N(d7n)/4(N*Sj) — [*(d+1)(n*d+2)/4(N*Sj).
J
Moreover the principal symbols of these conormal distributions do not vanish everywhere on the
associating conormal bundles respectively.

Proof. It is easy to see that
XDJ' c I_1+1/2_n/4(N*2j) _ I_l/Q_n/4(N*Ej).

Indeed if we choose appropriate local coordinates in € R", then x p; can be expressed as a charac-
teristic function of a half space {(0, zo,...,2,) : x2,...,z, € R} and

xb, () = / N (g, 1)y
R

locally near (z1, z2,...,2,) = (0,0,...,0) with some amplitude
1 _ _
a(x2, ... Tn, 1) ~ 2 e STHR" x (R\ {0})).

It is also easy to see that the principal symbol of a(xs,. .., z,, &) does not vanish. Combining this,
Lemmal[2.9] Theorem [3.2]and Lemma4.1] we deduce that

RdXDj c I—(N(d,n)+n)/4+(n—d)/2—1/2—n/4 (A;ON*E]) _ I—(d+2)/2+1/2—N(d,n)/4 (N*Sj),
and the principal symbol of R4x p; does not vanish since the principal symbol of x p; does not vanish
and R is an elliptic Fourier integral operator. This completes the proof. U
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In the present section we concentrate on the analysis of

J

(Raxp)® = Z(RdXDj)2 +2 Z Raxp; - Raxpy-
j=1 1<5<ksJ

So we need to study (RdXDj)Q and Rgxp; - Raxp, with j#k. We begin with the analysis of
(Rax D].)Q. This will be done by symbolic calculus of conormal distributions. In general we have
the following.

Lemma 5.2. [fu,v € [~(@HDO=d+2)/4(N*G.) thep up € [~(@+D=d+2)/4(N*g,)

Proof. The outline of the proof of Lemma is similar to that of [15, Lemma 4.1]. However we
introduce some cut-off functions for the frequency space and obtain fine evaluation. Suppose that
w,v € [~ HFDM=d+2)/4(N*G.) Fix arbitrary zo € S; and consider the product uv near . Note
that the codimension of S; is one and the order of the amplitudes of u and v is

(d+1)(n—d+2) 1+N(d,n) d

ST
4 2 4 2

Then there exist amplitudes a(z, &), b(z, £;) € S~42~1(RN (") x R) which are compactly supported
in = near z such that u(z) and v(x) are given by

uw=AW@M@MLvm=AW@M@M1

near x = zq respectively. Hence we have the explicit formula of the product uv as

u(z)v(x) :/R/Reix1(£1+nl)a(907§1)b(3€,n1)d§1dm =/R€m£101(3€,§1)d§1,

QW£Q=AM%&—m%mmMm

near x = xg. It is easy to see that ¢ (x, &) is compactly supported in = near xg. It suffices to show
that ¢;(z,&;) € S~#2-1(RN(@n)  R). For this purpose we split 77;-space into two parts by using
cut-off functions. Pick up ¢ (t) € C3°(R) such that

w5{1<mgum

0SPO ST vO=10 WS

() >0 (]t] <3/4).

Set Wy (&1,m1) == ¥({(&1 — m)/(&1)). Then the properties of Wy (&1, ;) are the following.

(i) Wy(&r,m1) > Oisequivalent to (€, —n;) < 3(£1) /4, which implies O H(&1) < (1) < C1(&1)
with some C1 > 1. Indeed (§; — n1) < 3(£1)/4 implies that |§; — 771| < 3|&1]/4 since

9|¢11? 9|¢11?
1+|& — nPEIE+‘m’ 1+‘my

Applying this to =(|&1| — [m) = |61 — mi|, we have [&1]/4 < || = T|&1/4.
(i) 1 — Uy(&,m) > 0isequivalent to (§3 — 1) > (£1)/2.
(iii) The results of (i) and (ii) implies that supp ¢’ ((§&1 — m1)/{&1)) C Eq, where

By ={(&,m) € R*: (€1)/2 < (&1 —m) < 3(&1)/4}.
In particular for (§1,71) € F4

Crim)/2 £ (&1)/2 S (& —m) £ 3(6)/4 £ 3C1(m)/4 (5.1)
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(iv) Let o and 3 be non-negative integers with o+ > 0. By using the chain rule of differentiation
and (3.I), we have

8 \Ij a+6 CO(17...7041 (l) <£1 B "71>
51 1 51’771 Z Z BB Y <£ >
=1 a1+ to =« 1
Bi+-+B8=p

H % On ( <£1>m>>

= 0(<§1> (@+9),

where CO“’ ’BO”, withay +---+ o = aand B; + --- + B; = [3 are some constants. Recall
that 0 < \111(51,771) < 1. Then we deduce that 6?1651\111(51,771) = O(&)~ (D) for all
non-negative integers o and f3.

We make use of the Leibniz formula, 9¢, a(z, & —m) = (—1)*0p a(z, & —m ), integration by parts

and the properties of Wy (£1,7;) in the order, and confirm that 8;8?1 ci(x, &) = O((&) 421,
We deduce that

N )= Y 1 [ orogale & — m)oPbe,m)dn
yitya=y 1120 JR
= F + G, (5.2)

!
= > 7 ,/(1—\1’1(51,771))5215?1@(90,51—n1)5¥2b(w,n1)dm,
yitya=y 12 JR

Gi= Y T e mn (o ate, & - ) )

|
T1+y2="7 T2

The region of the integration F satisfies (§; — n1) > (£1)/2. We deduce that

F = / O((6r — m) /21 () ~/2 V)
(E1—m)>(&1)/

— / O((2) 212 ()42,
(E1—m1)>(&1)/2

= O((&a)™*71%) 53)

since (1) ~%?~1 is integrable in 7; on R.

The region of the integration G satisfies C;*(&1) < (1) < C1(&1). We deduce that

| |

ol y:

G = Z aqlas! Z 117!
altoz=a Y1+y2=Y

x / Ty (€1,m) - O alz, &1 — my) - OO, my )y

; Z / 1S(m)=Cr(&1)

a1 tas=a
x O((€1) ™ (& — mu)~Y* L)~ 2 02 dyy
= [ ot —my )y
= O((&) 17y 5.4
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since (€1 — n1)~%?~1 is integrable in 7; on R.
Substitute (5.3) and (5.4) into (5.2)). We obtain 8282‘1 c1(xz, 1) = O((&)~%?~1=2)_ This completes

the proof. O

Next we study the microlocal singularity of Rgxp; - Raxp, on Sj. For this purpose we here
introduce some classes of distributions. They are called paired Lagrangian distributions. See [14], [7]]
and [4].

Definition 5.3. Let X be a smooth manifold, and let u, v € R. Suppose that Ay and A; are cleanly
intersecting conic Lagrangian submanifold of 7 X \ 0. We define a class of distributions 1" (Ag, A1)
on X which is said to be a paired Lagrangian distribution associated to the pair (Ao, A) of order u, v
as follows. We say that u € I*" (Ao, A1) if u € D'(X), WF(u) C Ap U Ay and microlocally away
from Ag N Aq

Iu’y(Ao,Al) C I'U’JFV(AQ \Al), I“’V(Ao,Al) C I“(Al)

It is known that paired Lagrangian distributions associated to a pair of two conormal bundles can
be characterized as oscillatory integrals as follows. Let X be an /N-dimensional smooth manifold,
and let Y and Z be transversely intersecting submanifolds of X. It follows that N*Y and N*(YNZ)
intersect cleanly. Set codimY = k and codim(YﬂZ ) = k + . Fix arbitrary py € X, and choose
local coordinates = (x1,...,2x) = (2/,2",2"") € RF x Rl x RV~ =L such that (py) = 0 and

Y ={o= (" 2"2"): 2" = (z1,...,21) = 0},
YNZ ={x=(2,2",2"): 2’ = (21,...,21) = 0,2" = (wp41,...,7p41) = 0}
)

near pg. It is known that u € I (N*(YNZ), N*Y) if and only if there exists a symbol a(x, ¢, £") €
Su—k/2+N/4,v-1/2 (}RN X (]Rk \ {0}) x Rl) such that

//Rk N 5’4’1’” ﬁ// (x,é-/,é-//)dé-/dé-//
X

near + = 0. Here S™™ (RN x (R¥\ {0}) x R!) is the set of all smooth functions a(z, &, 1) on
RN x (R¥\ {0}) x R! with the followmg conditions: for any compact set K in RY and for any
multi-indices «, 3, and +y there exists a constant C'(K, «, 3,) > 0 such that

|8$0?6§a(:6,£,?7)| é C(K, a, ﬁ’7)<£;n>mf|a\ <n>m’,|5‘

for (z,£,m) € K x (RF\ {0}) x R
We compute the microlocal singularity of Rqx p; - Raxp,, near Sjy. For this purpose we make full
use of the following strong results due to Greenleaf and Uhlmann in [4]].

Lemma 5.4 ( [4, Lemma 1.1]). Let X be an N-dimensional smooth manifold, and let Y and Z
be transversely intersecting smooth submanifolds of X with codim(Y') = ki and codim(Z) = ks
respectively. Set Iy = codim(YNZ) — ki and ls = codim(YNZ) — ko. Let my and my be real
numbers. Then we have

Im1+k1/2—N/4 (N*Y) . Im2+k2/2—N/4(N*Z)
C Iml+k1/27N/4,m2+l1/2(N*(sz) N*y)
+ Im2+k2/2fN/4,m1+l2/2(N* (sz)7 N*Z)
Applying Lemma[5.4lto R;x D; * Raxp,,, we have the following results.

Theorem 5.5.
(D) Raxp; - Raxp, belongs to
Ak :ZI_(d+1)/2_N(d’")/4’_(d+1)/2(N*Sjk, N*S;)

_i_If(d+1)/27N(d,n)/4,7(d+1)/2 (N*Sjk, N*Sk).
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Moreover the principal symbol of the product is non-vanishing on N*Sjy.
D Ry(—=Agn) d/Q{RdXD RdXDk} belongs to

Xjk ::I—(d+1)/2—n/4+d(n—d)/2,—(d+1)/2 (N*»C]k \ 0, N*EJ \ 0)
_|_I*(d+1)/27n/4+d(nfd)/2,f(d+1)/2 (N*ﬁjk \ 0, N*¥, \ 0).

In particular, RE(—AJ;//)d/Q{RdXDj “RaXp, } € [ dHD=n/drdn=d)/2(N* £\ 0) microlo-
cally away from (N*%; \ 0)U(N*Xy \ 0). Moreover the principal symbol is non-vanishing

on N*Lji, \ 0.
Proof. Recall Lemmas@4.2]and 5.1l To prove (I), we apply Lemma[5.4lto Ryxp, - Raxp, With
d—+2
N:N(d,n), mlzmgz—%, k1:k2:1, 11212:1.

Then we deduce that
Raxp; - Raxpy,

e [—(@+2)/2+1/2=N(d;n)/4,—(d+2)/2+1/2 (N*Sj, N*S)

4 [(d+2)/2+1/2=N(d,n) /4,—(d+2)/2+1/2 (N*Sjlg, N*Sk)

e [~(@+1D)/2=N(dn)/4,—(d+1)/2 (N* S, N*S,)

+ I*(d+1)/27N(d,n)/4,7(d+1)/2 (N*S]k, N*Sk)

k-

To prove that the principal symbol of Raxp,; - Raxp, does not vanish everywhere on N*Sjx, we

need to go back to the proof of Lemma Here we describe its outline. Recall that S; and S,
intersect transversely. Fix arbitrary py € Sj;. We can choose local coordinates (z,y,2) € R x R x
RN(@m)=2 near py with (z(po), y(po), 2(po)) = 0 such that S; = {z = 0} and Sy, = {y = 0} near
po. Moreover there exist symbols a(y, z, &) and b(z, z,m) such that the principal part of a(y, 2, &)
is non-vanishing on N, S; = {(0,y,2;¢,0,0,)}, the principal part of b(z, z, ) is non-vanishing on
Ny Sk = {(2,0,2,£,0,0)}, and

Raxp, (2.5, 2) = /R e%a(y, =, €)de,

RdXDk(mayaz):/eiynb(x7z777)d77
R

near pg. Hence

Raxp,(z,y,2) - Raxp, (Y, 2 //R . et gy, 2, )b(w, z,m)dédn
X

near po. This shows that the symbol of Ryxp, (%, ¥, 2) - Raxp, (%, ¥, 2) is a(y, z,§)b(x, z,n) whose
principal part is non-vanishing on N, Sjx = {(0,0,2;£,7,0)} near po.
Next we consider (II). RZ‘I(—Axu)d/ 2 is an elliptic Fourier integral operator of order

d_ N{dmn) n
2 4 4’
and its canonical relation is the same as that of R}, that is, (Aié)* since (—A,»)%? is an elliptic pseu-
dodifferential operator. Moreover Lemma.5] shows that the excess of (A )oN*S; and (A, )oN* Sj(llc)
is d(n — 1 — d), and the excess of (A} )oN*S(k) is d(n — 2 — d). There is a difference —d/2 of
the excesses. Here we remark about the action of Fourier integral operators on paired Lagrangian
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distributions. Suppose that A is a Fourier integral operator of order m with a canonical relation C,
u € IMY(Ag, A1), and CoA; is clean with excess e; for j = 0, 1. Then Lemma[2.9implies that

Au e [rHiter/2vH(eo=e)/2(Co Ny, CoAy).
Hence we deduce that
Ri(—Da)*{Raxp, (2,y,2) - Raxp, }
el (d+1)/2—n/44+d(n—d)/2,—(d+1)/2 ((A ) ON*S(l) (AI )*ON*S)
n n— * (1 *
I D 2 =) 2= @HD/2 (A )50 N S( ) (A))*oN*Sy)

+ I (d+1)/2—n/44+d(n—d)/2,—d— 1/2(A)ON* k,(A/) )

+ I (d+1)/2—n/4+d(n—d)/2,—d— 1/2( A ) (A’ )* oN*Sk)

:I (d+1)/2 n/4+d(n d)/2 (d+1)/2(N*£]k\0 N*E \ )

+ If(d+1)/2fn/4+d(nfd)/2,f(d+1)/ (N*ﬁ_]k \ 0, N*% \ 0)

+ I—(d+1)/2—n/4+d(n—d)/2,—d—1/2 ((N*ij \ O)U(N*Qk] \ 0), N*E] \ 0)

+ I*(d+1)/27n/4+d(nfd)/2,fdf1/2 ((N*ij \ O)U(N*Qk] \ 0), N*Ek \ 0)

C I—(d+1)/2—n/4+d(n—d)/27—(d+1)/2 (N*ﬁjk \ 07 N*Ej \ 0)

§ [ @HD/2on/Akdn=d)/2-(dD/2 (NF £\ 0, N*S, \ 0)

+ I*(d+1)/27n/4+d(n7d)/2 (N*E] \ 0)

+ (D2 /ardn=d)/2 (N )

C I*(d+1)/27n/4+d(n7d)/2,7(d+1)/2 (N*ﬁjk \ 07 N*Ej \ 0)

+ I—(d+1)/2—n/4+d(n—d)/2,—(d+1)/2 (N*ﬁjk \ 07 N*Ek \ 0)

ik
The principal part of the symbol of 722}(—Agcn)d/2 {RdXDj (z,y,2) Raxp,(x,y,z)} is non-vanishing
on N*L;;\0 since the principal symbol of Rgx p; (%, ¥y, 2) Raxp, (7, y, z) is non-vanishing on N* S},
and RZ(—Amn)d/ 2 is an elliptic Fourier integral operator. This completes the proof. U
6. GENERALIZED BEAM HARDENING EFFECTS

Finally in the present section we prove our main theorem on what the metal streaking artifacts are.
Recall that the CT image of the metal region is given by

e ¢}
fma = Z Al(Oéﬁ)mel(—Aac”)d/2 [(RdXD)m],
=1
where {4;}7°, is a sequence of real numbers, and o and € are small positive constants. Our main

results are the following.

Theorem 6.1. Suppose (A) on the metal region D. Then away from N*Y, the metal streaking artifacts
fua belongs to I~ \d+1+n/H+dn=d)/2(N* £\ 0), where
N*L = U N*Ljy.
1S5<sJ

Roughly speaking, Theorem [6.T] asserts that fya is a conormal distribution whose singular support
consists cone surfaces and cylinder surfaces contacting 1, ..., % .
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Basically our strategy of the proof of Theorem is the same as that of [[15, Theorem 4.7] due to
Palacios, Uhlmann and Wang. Firstly we state our strategy of the proof of Theorem shortly. Set

> A v 3
1Sj<ksJd 15j<ksJd

In terms of this notation Theorem [6.1] asserts that fyja € X. Lemmas and[3.3lessentially show
that (Rgxp)? € A, R(A) C X, and that away from N*¥, y € [~ (d+1+n/+dn=d)/2(N>* £\ 0) for
u € A. If Ais an algebra, then Theorem [6. 1] holds. So we shall prove that A is an algebra.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that j#k. Then Ajj, is an algebra, and so is A. More concretely we have the
following.

@ 1If
wv e I_(d+1)/2_N(d’n)/47_(d+1)/2 (N*S]k:a N*SJ);
then
up € [-HD2-NEN/A=-@+1)/2(N*g, N*S).
an 1f

e [N /A—(dD/2 (N* g NS,
v € [-@HD2NEDA—EHD/2 (N5 N*S,),
then uv € Ajy.

In what follows, let ¢(¢) be the same as in the proof of Lemma Firstly we prove (I) of
Lemmal6.2]

Proof of Lemmal6.2] (I). Suppose that
u,v € I-@HD/2-NE@n)/4-(d+)/2 (N* 5. N*S)).

Fix arbitrary py € Sj, and choose appropriate local coordinates (z,y,2) € R x R x RN(:1)=2 gych
that (z(po), y(po), 2(po)) = 0, and

N*S; = {(0,y,2€,0,0) : £,y € R,z € RNdm=21
N*Sp ={(2,0,2;,0,n,0) : 2,n € R, z € RN@)=21
N*Sj, = {(0,0,2&,1,0) : £, € R,z € RNEM=2}
near (z,y,z) = (0,0,0). Then there exist symbols
a(z,&,m),b(z,&n) € STEABAEDZRNEN =25 (R {0}) x R)

such that a(z, £, n) and b(z, &, n) are compactly supported in z near z = 0, and v and v are represented

by oscillatory integrals
u(@,y, 2 // WD a(z, &, n)dédn,
RxR

wa) = [[ e g magay
RxR
near (z,y,z) = (0,0,0). Then we have

(w)(e.y,2 //]R R e P ¢y (2, €, m)dédn,
2(Z7§777) ://R RG(Z,S—C,?]—T)b(Z,C,T)dCdT
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near (x,y,z) = (0,0,0). Note that ca(2,&,n) is compactly supported in z near z = 0. It suffices to
show that
( 5, ) €S~ (d+2)/2,—(d+2)/2 (RN(dn) (R\{O}) x R)

For this purpose we introduce two cut-off functions defined by 1 (¢):

R = §

Wy(n,7) = (%) .

In the same way as ¥ in the Proof of Lemma[5.2] we can deduce the properties of W5 and W3 as
follows.

(i) If Wa(&,7,¢,7) > 0, then O H{&5m) < (G 7) < C1€sm) and

OLO7W(&,m,¢,m) = O((&m) ™)
for all non-negative integers « and 5.
(i) 1 —Py(&,m, ¢, 7) > 0isequivalent to (£ — (;n —7) > (5 n)/2.
(i) If W3(n,7) > 0, then C7 () < (r) £ C1(n) and 2Ws(n,7) = O((n)~?) for any non-
negative integer /3.
(iv) 1 — W3(n,7) > 0is equivalent to (n — 7) > (n)/2.
We make use of

1= \IIQ\Dg—i-\I/Q(l —\Ilg) (1—\112)\:[/34-(1—\112)(1 —\Ifg),
0 0
and integration by parts. We split 62(9? 65 co(z,&,m) into four parts:
7! // o q8
0rO0g0 E—C,n—
71!72! RxR z Y¢E na(z 5 C n T)

x 072b(z, ¢, n)d¢dr
= Fy+ Gy + Hy + Iy, (6.1)

AN (=) (=) Pa(z, 6 —Cn—T
S s [ 00 0 e~ =
X U302 (=, ¢, n)dCdr,
|
G- Y [ oo ofates —n =)

10!
y+y2="y e

0108 ca(z,6m) = >

Y1t+v2=v

Fy =
Y1+72=

X \IJZ(l - \113)3;’26(2, <7 n)dCdTa

M= Y [ oo ats - -

l~o !
ity TE20

x (1= Wa)W302°b(2, ¢, n)dCdr,

! // 3“/180‘35@(2 E=¢n—1)
112! RxR # 7 ’ ’
(1= Wo)(1 — W3)d22b(z, ¢, n)dCdr.

L= )

Y1+Y2=Y

The region of the integration F5 satisfies
THE) S (G S Cillgm), O S (7) £ Ciln).
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We deduce that

ol B! ~!
R iy v S DR . P D

9.1
aztar=a 2L Byt Byt = M=

// £n<(CT><Cl(£nal(Z§ Gn=7)

O ) S(HEC ()
X 082002 Wy - 0P Wy - 000 07 b(2, ¢, m)d¢dr

Z Z /kf1<§;n)S(C;T>SCl(§;n>

aztar=a fo+B3+P1= O ) S(TYE01 (n)
% (’)(<§ - >—(d+2)/2<77 . T>—(d+2)/2<§m>—ozz—ﬁz

- / 0(<§—C>’(d+2)/2(n 7y (@22 g (D20 (42228 ) g gy
RxR
= O((gm)~ 2z ) =2, (6.2)

since (d + 2)/2 = 14 d/2 > 1 guarantees that (¢ — ¢)~(4+2)/2 is integrable in ¢ on R, and (1 —
7)~(@42)/2 i5 integrable in 7 on R.
The region of the integration G satisfies

THEM) S(GT) S G, (/25 (n—T).

‘We deduce that
Go= Y, —— Z
azto1= a +y2= 71 72
71 &) _
// Hem)< n<Cien Opa(z,6 =G0 =)

(77>/2< (n—)
X 052 Wy - (1 — W) - 051 07°b(2, ¢, m)d(dr

Z // 1<£n cT<01<£n>

as+a1=« 77 2< 77 T
X O(& = ¢ — 7y~ @2D2 0y _ 1)~ (d+2)/2-8
x <§7 n>—o¢2 <C’ 7_>—(cl—|—2)/2—041 <T>_(d+2)/2)dCdT

_ / O((€ — C)— (22 ~(d42)/2=8 .\ —(d+2) 2= 1\ =(d+2)/2) g g
RxR
= O((& )~ (/2o ) ~(d+2)/220) (6.3)

since (d+2)/2 = 14d/2 > 1 guarantees that (£ —¢)~(@+2)/2 is integrable in ¢ on R, and (7)~(¢+2)/2
is integrable in 7 on R.
The region of the integration H satisfies

Em/2< (€~ Gn—1), Crm) S (1) < Ciln).
‘We deduce that
_ B i
o= D T 2= i

B2+B8s+B1=p Y1t+y2="Y
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x 822(1 — Wy) - %Wy - 8220°10(2, ¢, n)dCdr

- Z // S&Cnﬂ

B2+PB3+p1= N <(r)<Cy (n)
x O((€ —¢m — T> Dfmey — r)y=(d+2)/2
X (&m) 2 )P (¢ <d+2>/2< )20 acdr

=[] oty arma gy — i@z -z gy aar
= O((g; )\ H2ame () =227 (6.4)

since (d+2)/2 = 1+d/2 > 1 guarantees that (¢)~(@+2)/2 is integrable in ¢ on R, and (1 —7)~(¢+2)/2
is integrable in 7 on R.
The region of the integration I satisfies

EmresE-Gn-m, M/2=n-1).
We deduce that

_ 1 B _
12_ Z 71"72 //En/2<(§ ¢n— T>a 658 (25 CT] T)

Y1+v2=y /2<<7] 7')
(-3} (1 — o) - TP mhicir

//5n/2<£ G O((& — ¢ — )~ TDR(y — q) (D20

n) /25 (n—T)
<< 7_> (d+2) /2( > (d+2) /2)d<d7'

/ O((&; )~ (@20 ) ~(d42)/2-8 1y ~(d42)/2 1y~ (d42)/2) g gy

_O( 5 77> (d+2)/2— a<77> (d+2)/2— B) (6.5)

since (d +2)/2 = 1 +d/2 > 1 guarantees that (¢)~(*+2)/2 is integrable in ¢ on R, and (7)~(¢+2)/2
is integrable in 7 on R.

Substitute (6.2)), (6.3), (6.4) and (6.3) into (6.1). We have
0E D ea(z &) = O(gsm) 421 g) (12125,
This completes the proof. U
Finally we prove (II) of Lemmal6.2]
Proof of Lemma(6.2] (IT). Suppose that
w e [N A=) /2 (Nr g N*S.),
v e [-@D2-NEN/A-EHD/2 (Nrg L NS,

In the same way as the proof of (I), fix arbitrary pg € S;x, and choose appropriate local coordinates
(z,y,2) € R x R x RN(@n)=2 gch that (2(po),y(po), 2(po)) = 0, and

N*S; = {(0,y,2€,0,0) : &,y € R,z € RN(@dm)=2}
N*Sp ={(z,0,2;0,n7,0) : z,n € R,z € RN(d’")_Z},
N*Sj, = {(0,0,2;€,1,0) : &, € R,z € RN(dn)=2}
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near (z,y,z) = (0,0,0). Then there exist symbols
a(z,&,m),b(z,n,&) € §™UD2ERZ(RNED =25 (R {0}) x R)

such that a(z, £, n) and b(z, n, £) are compactly supported in z near z = 0, and u and v are represented

by oscillatory integrals
u(a,y, z / / WD a(z, &, n)dédn,
RxR

(2,9, 2 // e @EFIMp(z 1, €)dedn
RxR

near (z,y,z) = (0,0,0). We need to take care of the order of the variables of b(z, 1, £). Then we have
(uo)(z,y,2) = / / @Y g (2, €, m)dEdn,
RxR

st = [ alei6— con =iz, Odcdr
RxR
near (x,y,z) = (0,0,0). Note that c3(z,&,n) is compactly supported in z near z = 0. It suffices to
show that
c3(2,&,m) € STIHAZAEAZ(RYENZ2 5 (Re \ {0}) x Ry)
+ Sf(d+2)/2,7(d+2)/2 (Ri\/(d,n)f2 « (Rn \ {0}) x Rf)
In the same way as the proof of (I), we can obtain
D080 c3(=,€,m) = O((§) 22 () = (2228, (6.6)

To complete the proof we split ¢3(z, £, n) into two parts smoothly. For this purpose we introduce two
cut-off functions defined by ¥ (t). Set U4(&,n) := ¥ ((£)/(n)). We obtain the following properties.

(i) If W4(&,m) > 0, then (;m) < Ca(n) with some Cy > 1 since (£) < 3(n)/4.
(i) If1 —Wy(&,m) > 0, then (§;m) < Co(€) with some Cy > 1 since (€) = (n)/2.
(iii) We have that

o 65‘1’4(5 n), 0¢ 3B(1 —Wy(&m) = O((&; -9

O(&m)
for all the non-negative integers « and 3 since 0 < W4(&,7) < 1 forall (£,7) € R2. Moreover
(&m) < Co(n) and (&) < Ca(€) hold in supp v/ ((€)/(n)).

Set C371(Z,£,’I7) = (1 - \II4(5577))C(Z’£’77) and 6372('2,5,77) = 4(5’77)6('2’5’77)' Combining m

and the properties (i), (ii) and (iii) above, we shall show
c31(z,€,m) € §~@HD/2= (@22 (RNEM=2 o (R.\ {0}) x R,)
cs2(z,Em) € 8™ (d42)/2,—(d+2)/2 (RN(dn x (R, \ {0}) x )
Since supp cs.1(z, -, -) is contained in {(£;7) < C2(£)}, we deduce that

0.0800cs1(z6m = Y D

! l
1.
o1 tomea gy i pamg Ctla2! Bil 52

% 8?1851 (1 —_ \114(5’77)) -8Z(3?2852C3(Za5a77)

> >

artaz=a f1+52=0
X O({g; )™ =€) 2 () Z(ER)
= O((&m)~ /20 ()~ (2275,
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Since supp ¢z 2(%, -, -) is contained in {(£;7) < Ca(n)}, we deduce that

! 6l
0,000%¢ (2,€,m) = Z Z o
Z 5 n 372 ) 777 ' ' ' '
ar1tas=a B1+B2=0 Qe 51-52.
) 8?1851\1]4(5, 77) ’ 6262{285203(25 55 77)

= >

artaz=a f1+52=0
X O((&m) =17 P1(g) ~(H2)/2m02 () (4202
= O((&n) =P (g) (@22,

This completes the proof. U
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