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ABSTRACT. We present a reconstruction method that stably recovers the real valued, symmetric tensors
compactly supported in the Euclidean plane, from knowledge of their attenuated momenta ray transform.
The problem is recast as an inverse boundary value problem for a system of transport equations, which
we solve by an extension of Bukhgeim’s A-analytic theory. The method of proof is constructive. To
illustrate the reconstruction method, we present results obtained in the numerical implementation for
the non-attenuated case of 1-tensors. This new version now includes the results of the preprint arXiv:
2307.10758.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the problem of recovering a real valued, symmetric m-tensor field f compactly sup-
ported in the plane,m ≥ 1, from knowledge of its 0, 1, ...,m-th attenuated moment ray transforms. This
problem is motivated by some engineering applications: for m = 1 in Doppler tomography [28, 7, 39],
and Magneto-acousto-electrical tomography [17, 23], for m = 2 in inverse kinematic problems in
isotropic elastic media [1, 18] and for m = 4 in anisotropic media [2, 37]. The non-attenuated case
also arises in the linearization of the boundary rigidity problem [37, 40, 41].

When the data is limited to the 0-moment, the (non-attenuated) ray transform has a large kernel
containing all the potential tensors dg with g vanishing at the boundary of the support, and a vast
literature in tensor tomography concerns the recovery of the solenoidal part of the field, see [37, 30, 29,
36, 19] and references therein.

In order to recover the entire tensor, three types of additional data have been proposed: some longitu-
dinal ray data as in [37], some transverse data as in [13, 24, 23], or a mixture of the two types [9]. This
work concerns the longitudinal data case: In [37] it is shown that the entire field is uniquely determined
from the combined kth-moment ray transform for 0 ≤ k ≤ m; for brevity we call it the momenta ray
transform. Inversion of the momenta ray transform has been the subject of recent research interests:
in the Euclidean setting some inversion formulas were given in [10, 11], with reconstruction for the
m = 1 case in [4, 23], and the recent sharp stability estimates in [12]. In the non-Euclidean setting the
unique determination result was shown for simple real analytic Riemannian manifolds in [3], extended
to simple Riemannian surface in [22], with inversion for m = 1 and sources on a curve in [25], and
stability estimates in [38, 21]. Since we also consider the attenuated case, it should be mentioned that
the 0-moment attenuated Doppler transform in the Euclidean plane is known to uniquely determine
the entire field in subdomains where the attenuation is positive [6, 20, 42]; note, however, that those
methods become unstable for small attenuation.

Different from the above referenced works, herein we give a reconstruction method that recovers the
entire f without appealing to the Helmholtz decomposition; in bounded domains this is an advantage
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that avoids the ambiguity of a harmonic potential. Our approach considers a new inverse source prob-
lem for a weakly coupled system of transport equations, which we solve by an extension of Bukhgeim’s
theory of A-analyticity [8]. Stability estimates for the reconstruction require new higher order a priori
estimates for solutions of the Bukhgeim-Beltrami equation. Of independent interest, these estimates
introduce a new analytical tool; see Section 3.

In the end we present the results obtained by applying the reconstruction method to three numerical
examples in the m = 1 (Doppler) case. The analysis of the numerical algorithms involved is subject to
a separate discussion.

2. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT

In this section we introduce notation and state our main result. Let Ω be the unit disc with boundary
Γ . For m ≥ 1 fixed integer, let f = (fi1i2...im) be a real valued symmetric m-tensor supported in Ω.
Furthermore, for s ≥ 1, we assume that f has components in the Sobolev space of functions of square
integrable derivatives which, up to order s, vanish at the boundary. We denote the space of such tensors
by Hs

0(S
m; Ω) = {f = (fi1···im) ∈ Sm(Ω) : fi1···im ∈ Hs

0(Ω)} . The symmetry refers to fi1i2...im being
invariant under any transposition of the indexes i1, ..., im ∈ {1, 2}.

With the summation convention understood over repeated indexes, for (x,θ) ∈ R2 × S1 we denote
by ⟨f(x),θm⟩ = fi1···im(x)θ

i1 · θi2 · · · θim the action of f on θ ⊗ θ ⊗ · · · ⊗ θ︸ ︷︷ ︸
m

.

As in [12] (defined for a = 0), in here we work with the kth-moment attenuated ray transform

Ika f(x,θ) :=

∫ ∞

−∞
tke−

∫∞
t a(Πθ(x)+sθ)ds⟨f(Πθ(x) + tθ),θm⟩dt, 0 ≤ k ≤ m,(2.1)

where Πθ(x) = x − (x · θ)θ is the projection of x onto θ⊥. Both the tensor f and the function a in
(2.1) are assumed extended by zero outside Ω. The function a in (2.1) models an attenuation. In the
non-attenuated case (a = 0), we use the notation Ikf := Ik0 f . Note that in the non- attenuated case
the definition (2.1) is slightly different than the original definition in [37]: therein for k ≥ 1 the kth

moment ray transform is not constant along the lines (the derivative at x in the direction of θ does not
vanish).

The following elementary result (see the Appendix A for a proof) reduces the inversion of the mo-
menta ray transform to an inverse boundary value problem for a system of transport equations. Let
Γ± := {(x,θ) ∈ ∂Ω×S1 : ±ν(x) ·θ > 0} be the incoming (-), respectively outgoing (+), unit tangent
sub-bundles of the boundary; where ν(x) is the outer unit normal at x ∈ ∂Ω.

Proposition 2.1. Let s ≥ 0 and m ≥ 1 be arbitrarily fixed, and let f ∈ Hs
0(S

m; Ω) and a ∈
Cs,µ(Ω), µ > 1/2. The system

θ · ∇u0(z,θ) + a(z)u0(z,θ) = ⟨f(z),θm⟩, for (z,θ) ∈ Ω× S1,(2.2a)

θ · ∇uk(z,θ) + a(z)uk(z,θ) = uk−1(z,θ), for 1 ≤ k ≤ m,(2.2b)

subject to

uk|Γ− = 0, 0 ≤ k ≤ m,(2.2c)

has a unique solution uk ∈ Hs(Ω× S1). In particular, if s ≥ 1, then uk|Γ×S1∈ Hs(S1;Hs− 1
2 (Γ )).
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Moreover, ⟨u0|Γ+ , u
1|Γ+ , · · · , um|Γ+⟩ are in a one-to-one correspondence with the attenuated mo-

menta ray transform ⟨I0af , I1af , · · · , Ima f⟩ in (2.1) via the relations

(2.3)

u0|Γ+(x,θ) = I0af(x,θ),

uk|Γ+(x,θ) =
k∑

n=1

(−1)n−1 (x · θ)n

n!
uk−n|Γ+(x,θ) +

(−1)k

k!
Ika f(x,θ), for 1 ≤ k ≤ m.

The inverse boundary value problem considered here seeks to recover the solution of the system
(2.2a) and (2.2b) together with the unknown source f from knowledge of uk|Γ×S1 , for all k = 0, ...,m.

For specificity, we call uk(z,θ) of (2.2) the k-level flux, for k = 0, ...,m.
We use a Fourier approach, where functions u on Ω × S1 are characterized by the sequence valued

map of their Fourier coefficients u−n(z) =
1
2π

∫ 2π

0
u(z,θ)eınθdθ (non-positive indexes are sufficient) in

the angular variable,

Ω ∋ z 7→ u(z) := ⟨u0(z), u−1(z), u−2(z), · · · ⟩,

and work in the weighted l2 spaces

l2,
p
2 (N;Hq(Ω)) :=

{
u = ⟨u0, u−1, u−2, ...⟩ : ∥u∥2p

2
,q :=

∞∑
j=0

(1 + j)p ∥u−j∥2Hq(Ω) <∞

}
(2.4)

with traces g = u|Γ ∈ l2,
p
2 (N;Hq− 1

2 (Γ )). The first (weight) index p refers to the smoothness in the
angular variable, while the second index q shows the smoothness in the spatial variable.

Since f vanishes on the lines outside Ω, we restrict Ika f to the lines intersecting Ω. These lines are
parametrized by points on the boundary Γ and directions in S1, yielding Ika f a function on the torus
Γ × S1. While Γ is also the unit circle, we keep the notation to differentiate from the set of directions.
The maps in l2,

p
2 (N;Hq− 1

2 (Γ )) have a norm defined directly on the Fourier lattice

∥g∥2p
2
,q− 1

2
=

∞∑
j=0

∞∑
n=−∞

(1 + j)p(1 + |n|)2q−1|g−j,n|2,(2.5)

where g−j,k =
1
2π

∫ 2π

0
g−j(e

ıβ)e−ıkβdβ, for k ∈ Z, j ≥ 0.
We use the notation ∥v∥ ≲ ∥w∥ , whenever ∥v∥ ≤ C ∥w∥ for some constant C > 0 independent of

v and w, and denote ∥v∥ ≈ ∥w∥ if ∥v∥ ≲ ∥w∥ ≲ ∥v∥.

Theorem 2.1. Let Ω be the unit disc, m ≥ 1 be an integer, and a ∈ Cm+1,µ(Ω), µ > 1/2. For

some unknown real valued m-tensor f ∈ H
m+ 3

2
0 (Sm; Ω), let Iaf := ⟨I0af , I1af , I2af , · · · , Ima f⟩ be the

attenuated momenta ray transform as in (2.1). Then Ika f ∈ Hm+ 3
2 (S1;Hm+ 1

2 (Γ )) for 0 ≤ k ≤ m, and
f is determined by Iaf with the estimate

∥f∥2L2(Ω) ≲
m∑
j=0

∥∥Ijaf∥∥2m+ 3
2
,j+ 1

2

.(2.6)

The method of proof is constructive.
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3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES FOR SOLUTIONS OF INHOMOGENEOUS BUKHGEIM-BELTRAMI
EQUATION

The stability estimate in Theorem 2.1 requires a priori estimates for solutions of the inhomogeneous
Bukhgeim-Beltrami equation

∂v + L2∂v = w,(3.1)

in the weighted spaces l2,
p
2 (N;Hq(Ω)) for arbitrary positive integers p and q, where L denotes the

left translation operator Lu = L(u0, u−1, u−2, ...) := (u−1, u−2, ...) and ∂ = 1
2
(∂x1 + ı∂x2), ∂ =

1
2
(∂x1 − ı∂x2) are the Cauchy-Riemann operators.
Extension of the results in [15, Theorem 4.2] do not follow from differentiation of the equation, with

the difficulty arising in the weighted estimates in p. They are due to the fact that the sequence valued
maps Ω ∋ z 7→ (v−1(z), 2

pv−2(z), · · · , npv−n(z), · · · ) no longer solve a Beltrami equation of the type
(3.1). However, a priori estimates of traces of higher order gradients of solution of (3.1) are necessary.
To address this difficulty we first introduce a hierarchy of norms defined inductively for p ≥ 0 integer
as follows: On the set of sequences with elements in Hq(Ω), let S0(N;Hq(Ω)) be the space of square
summable sequences u endowed with the norm

|||u|||0,q :=

(
∞∑
j=0

∥uj∥2Hq(Ω)

) 1
2

,(3.2)

and for p ≥ 1, let

S
p
2 (N;Hq(Ω)) :=

{
u = ⟨u0, u−1, u−2, ...⟩ : |||u||| p

2
,q <∞

}
,

where

|||u||| p
2
,q :=

(
∞∑
n=0

|||Lnu|||2p−1
2

,q

) 1
2

.(3.3)

The following result shows that the norm in (2.4) is equivalent to the one defined inductively above,
yielding S

p
2 (N;Hq(Ω)) = l2,

p
2 (N;Hq(Ω)).

Lemma 3.1. Let ∥·∥2p
2
,q be the norm in (2.4) and ||| · |||2p

2
,q be the norm defined inductively in (3.3), for

some integers p, q ≥ 0. Then

|||u||| p
2
,q ≈ ∥u∥ p

2
,q .(3.4)

Proof. We first show by induction in p (and q fixed) the equality

|||u|||2p
2
,q =

∞∑
j=0

Cj+p
p ∥uj∥2Hq(Ω) ,(3.5)

where Cj+p
p = (j+p)!

j!p!
.

The case p = 0 holds by definition (3.2).
Assume next that the equality in (3.5) holds for some fixed p.
By definition (3.3),

|||u|||2p+1
2

,q
=

∞∑
n=0

|||Lnu|||2p
2
,q =

∞∑
m=0

∞∑
n=0

Cm+p
p ∥um+n∥2Hq(Ω) .(3.6)
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By changing the index j = m+ n, for m ≥ 0, (j − n ≥ 0, and n ≤ j) we get
∞∑

m=0

∞∑
n=0

Cm+p
p ∥um+n∥2Hq(Ω) =

∞∑
j=0

j∑
n=0

Cj−n+p
p ∥uj∥2Hq(Ω) =

∞∑
j=0

∥uj∥2Hq(Ω)

j∑
n=0

Cj−n+p
p .(3.7)

By using Pascal’s recurrence and the telescopic cancellations,
j∑

n=0

Cj−n+p
p = Cj+p+1

p+1 .

Thus, from (3.7), |||u|||2p+1
2

,q
=

∞∑
j=0

Cj+p+1
p+1 ∥uj∥2Hq(Ω) .

The equivalence of the norms in (3.4) follows from
1

p!
(1 + j)p ≤ Cj+p

p ≤ (1 + j)p. □

The following result establishes the base case in the bootstrapping in the decay in p of solutions of
(3.1).

Theorem 3.1. Let w ∈ l2, p2+1(N;L2(Ω)) for some fixed integer p ≥ 0. If v ∈ l2, p+1
2 (N;H1(Ω)) solves

(3.1), then

∥v∥2p
2
,1 ≲ ∥w∥

2
p
2
+1,0 + ∥v|Γ∥

2
p+1
2

, 1
2
.(3.8)

Proof. We reason by induction in p. The case p = 0,

∥v∥20,1 ≲ ∥w∥
2
1,0 + ∥v|Γ∥

2
1
2
, 1
2
,(3.9)

is established in [15, Corollary 4.1].
Assume next that (3.8) holds for p:

∥v∥2p
2
,1 ≲ ∥w∥

2
p
2
+1,0 + ∥v|Γ∥

2
p+1
2

, 1
2
.(3.10)

Next we bootstrap the decay in p in (3.10) by 1
2
. Since v solves (3.1), for each n ≥ 0, the left shifted

sequence Lnv solves the shifted inhomogeneous Bukhgeim-Beltrami equation

∂Lnv + L2∂Lnv = Lnw.(3.11)

Thus, it satisfies the estimate (3.10) with v replaced by Lnv, and w replaced by Lnw. A summation
over n then yields

∞∑
n=0

∥Lnv∥2p
2
,1 ≲

∞∑
n=0

∥Lnw∥2p
2
+1,0 +

∞∑
n=0

∥Lnv|Γ∥2p+1
2

, 1
2
,

which in view of the norm equivalence (3.4) rewrites as

∥v∥2p+1
2

,1 ≲ ∥w∥
2
p+1
2

+1,0 + ∥v|Γ∥
2
p+2
2

, 1
2
.(3.12)

By hypothesis, the right-hand-side is finite.
□

For higher regularity estimates in the spatial variable, we need an estimate on the traces of higher
order derivatives on the boundary. Suffices to consider the equation (3.1) away from the origin and
work in polar coordinates.
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Let Ωϵ = {ϵ < |z| < 1}. In Ωϵ the Cauchy-Riemann operators rewrite in terms of the angular
derivative ∂η and the radial derivative ∂r as

∂ =
e−ıη

2

(
∂r −

ı

r
∂η

)
and ∂ =

eıη

2

(
∂r +

ı

r
∂η

)
,

and the inhomogeneous Bukhgeim-Beltrami equation (3.1) becomes

A∂rv = − ı

r
B∂ηv + 2eıηw, ϵ < r < 1,(3.13)

where

A := e2ıη + L2, and B := e2ıη − L2.(3.14)

While it is easy to see that A,B : l2,p(N;Hq(Ω)) −→ l2,p(N;Hq(Ω)) are bounded operators, they
are not invertible on l2,p(N;Hq(Ω)). The problem is that the unit circle lies in the spectrum of the left
translation L2. However, A will be invertible on a proper subspace as follows. We start with a general
result which may be of independent interest.

Lemma 3.2. Let p ≥ 0 be an integer, L be the left shift operator, and λ ∈ C with |λ| ≥ 1. Let a ∈ l2,p
and c ∈ l2,p+1 be sequences satisfying (λ+ L2)a = c. Then

∥a∥l2,p ≤
2p+1

2p+ 1
∥c∥l2,p+1 .

Proof. Since aj =
∑∞

k=0 cj+2kλ
−k−1, suffices to show the stronger estimate

∞∑
j=0

(1 + j)2p

(
∞∑
k=0

|cj+k|

)2


1
2

≤ 2p+1

(2p+ 1)

{
∞∑
j=0

(1 + j)2p+2|cj|2
} 1

2

.(3.15)

We prove first the continuous version:{∫ ∞

1

(1 + s)2p
(∫ ∞

s

f(t)dt

)2

ds

} 1
2

=

{∫ ∞

1

(∫ ∞

1

s(1 + s)pf(sζ)dζ

)2

ds

} 1
2

≤ 2p

{∫ ∞

1

(∫ ∞

1

sp+1f(sζ)dζ

)2

ds

} 1
2

≤ 2p
∫ ∞

1

{∫ ∞

1

s2p+2f 2(sζ)ds

} 1
2

dζ

= 2p
∫ ∞

1

{∫ ∞

ζ

t2p+2

ζ2p+3
f 2(t)dt

} 1
2

dζ ≤ 2p
{∫ ∞

1

ζ−p− 3
2dζ

}{∫ ∞

1

t2p+2f 2(t)dt

} 1
2

≤ 2p+1

2p+ 1

{∫ ∞

1

(1 + t)2p+2f 2(t)dt

} 1
2

,

where the second inequality uses Minkowski’s.
By setting f(t) = |c[t]|, for[t] the largest integer smaller then t, we obtain (3.15). □

Proposition 3.1. Let p ≥ 0 be an integer, and A,B as in (3.14). Then for any integer q ≥ 0,
(i) A−1 : l2,p+q+1(N;Hq(Ωϵ)) −→ l2,p(N;Hq(Ωϵ)),

(ii) A−11

r
B∂η : l

2,p+q+1(N;Hq+1(Ωϵ)) −→ l2,p(N;Hq(Ωϵ)).
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Proof of (i). The case q = 0 in (3.1) follows directly from Lemma 3.2 and an integration over Ωϵ.
Let q ≥ 1 be arbitrarily fixed.
For any c ∈ l2,p+q+1(N;Hq(Ωϵ)), we have(

∂αr A
−1c(r, η)

)
j
=

∞∑
k=0

∂αr cj+2k(r, η)e
−ı(2k+1)η, 0 ≤ α ≤ q.(3.16)

An application of Lemma 3.2 and an integration over Ωϵ yields

∂αr A
−1 : l2,p+1(N;Hq(Ωϵ)) −→ l2,p(N;Hq−α(Ωϵ)).(3.17)

For 0 ≤ β ≤ q, by Leibniz formula,

∂βη
(
A−1c

)
j
=

β∑
s=0

(−ı)sCβ
s

∞∑
k=0

(
∂β−s
η cj+2k

)
(2k + 1)se−ı(2k+1)η,

where Cβ
s = β!

(β−s)!s!
.

An integration over Ωϵ in

∞∑
j=0

(1 + j)2p|∂βη
(
A−1c

)
j
|2 ≲

β∑
s=0

∞∑
j=0

(1 + j)2p

(
∞∑
k=0

(k + 1)s|∂β−s
η cj+2k|

)2

≲
β∑

s=0

 ∞∑
j=0

(1 + j)2p

(
∞∑
k=0

(1 + j + k)s
∣∣∂β−s

η cj+k

∣∣)2


≲
β∑

s=0

∞∑
j=0

(1 + j)2p+2s+2
∣∣∂β−s

η cj
∣∣2

(where the last inequality uses Lemma 3.2) yields

∥∥∂βηA−1c
∥∥2
p,0

≲
β∑

s=0

∥∥∂β−s
η c

∥∥2
p+s+1,q−β

.

Thus,

∂βηA
−1 : l2,p+q+1(N;Hq(Ωϵ)) −→ l2,p(N;Hq−β(Ωϵ)).(3.18)

The mixed derivatives follow from (3.17) and (3.18) as well,

∂αr ∂
q−α
η A−1 : l2,p+q+1(N;Hq(Ωϵ)) −→ l2,p(N;L2(Ωϵ)),(3.19)

thus yielding (3.1).
Proof of (ii): Since ∂η : l2,p(N;Hq+1(Ωϵ)) −→ l2,p(N;Hq(Ωϵ)) andB : l2,p(N;Hq(Ωϵ)) −→ l2,p(N;Hq(Ωϵ))
are bounded, by part (i),

A−11

r
B∂η : l

2,p+q+1(N;Hq+1(Ωϵ)) −→ l2,p(N;Hq(Ωϵ)).

□

Estimates of higher regularity in the spatial variable use first an estimate on the traces of higher order
derivatives at the boundary.
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Corollary 3.1. Let w ∈ l2, p2+1(N;Hq(Ωϵ)), for some p ≥ 0, q ≥ 1 integers. If v ∈ l2, p2+1(N;Hq+1(Ωϵ))
solves (3.1), then

∥∇qv|Γ∥2p
2
, 1
2
≲ ∥v|Γ∥2p

2
+q+1,q+ 1

2
+ ∥w|Γ∥2p

2
+q+1,q− 1

2
,(3.20)

where ∇ stands for either ∂ or ∂.

Proof. Recall (3.13):

A∂rv = − ı

r
B∂ηv + 2eıηw,

with A,B as in (3.14).
By Proposition 3.1 ( applying A−1 and ∂βη ∂

α
r with α + β + 1 = q),

∂βη ∂
α
r ∂rv = −ı∂βη ∂αr A−11

r
B∂ηv + 2∂βη ∂

α
r A

−1eıηw

holds in l2,p(N;H1(Ωϵ)). By taking the trace on Γ yields the estimate

∥∇qv|Γ∥2p, 1
2
≲ ∥v|Γ∥2p+q+1,q+ 1

2
+ ∥w|Γ∥2p+q+1,q− 1

2
.(3.21)

The estimate (3.21) is extended in the p index from non-negative integers to multiples of 1
2

as follows.
Since Lnv solves the shifted inhomogeneous Bukhgeim-Beltrami equation (3.11), we can apply the

estimate (3.21) with v replaced by Lnv and w replaced by Lnw. A summation over n yields
∞∑
n=0

∥Ln∇qv|Γ∥2p, 1
2
≲

∞∑
n=0

∥Lnv|Γ∥2p+q+1,q+ 1
2
+

∞∑
n=0

∥Lnw|Γ∥2p+q+1,q− 1
2
.(3.22)

Each of the sums in the inequality (3.22) above are nothing else but the inductively defined norms
(3.3). In conjunction with the norm equivalence (3.4), the inequality (3.22) rewrites:

∥∇qv|Γ∥2p+ 1
2
, 1
2
≲ ∥v|Γ∥2p+q+ 3

2
,q+ 1

2
+ ∥w|Γ∥2p+q+ 3

2
,q− 1

2
.

Since p was an arbitrary integer, this is the identity (3.20). □

We are now able to prove a general interior estimate for solution of (3.1) in terms of their traces on
the boundary. They are crucial in the bootstrapping argument.

Theorem 3.2. Let w ∈ l2, p2+q+ 3
2 (N;Hq(Ω)) for some p ≥ 0 and q ≥ 1 integers. If v ∈ l2, p2+q+ 3

2 (N;Hq+1(Ω))
solves (3.1), then

∥v∥2p
2
,q+1 ≲ ∥w∥

2
p
2
+1,q + ∥v|Γ∥

2
p
2
+q+ 3

2
,q+ 1

2
+ ∥w|Γ∥2p

2
+q+ 3

2
,q− 1

2
.(3.23)

Proof. Since∇qv solves

∂(∇qv) + L2∂(∇qv) = ∇qw,

we apply Theorem 3.1 to∇qv:

∥v∥2p
2
,q+1 ≲ ∥w∥

2
p
2
+1,q ++ ∥∇qv|Γ∥2p

2
+ 1

2
, 1
2
.

A further application of Corollary 3.1 to the last term establishes (3.23).
□
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1 IN THE NON-ATTENUATED (a = 0) CASE

It is easy to see (e.g., in [34, Lemma A.1]) that

(4.1) ⟨f ,θm⟩ =


f0 +

m
2∑

k=1

(
f2ke

−ı(2k)θ + f−2ke
ı(2k)θ

)
, if m = even,

m−1
2∑

k=0

(
f2k+1e

−ı(2k+1)θ + f−(2k+1)e
ı(2k+1)θ

)
, if m = odd,

for some functions {fk : −m ≤ k ≤ m} in an explicit one-to-one correspondence (linear combination)
with {f1 · · · 1︸ ︷︷ ︸

m−k

2 · · · 2︸ ︷︷ ︸
k

: 0 ≤ k ≤ m}. For symmetric tensors, the latter coincide with fi1···im for all

multi-indexes (i1, · · · , im) ∈ {1, 2}m in which 2 occurs exactly k times.
We present the proof for the even order tensors, while for the odd order case we exhibit the nominal

changes only.
Let m be an even integer and the attenuation a ≡ 0.
In our inverse problem, the solution vk, 0 ≤ k ≤ m of the boundary value problem (2.2) with a ≡ 0

is unknown in Ω, since m-tensors f is unknown. However, their traces

gk =

{
vk|Γ+ on Γ+,

0 on Γ−,
(4.2)

are known on Γ × S1 from the momenta data ⟨I0f , I1f , · · · , Imf⟩ via (2.3) for a ≡ 0 therein:

⟨g0, g1, · · · , gm⟩ ←→ ⟨I0f , I1f , · · · , Imf⟩.(4.3)

While unknown, by Proposition 2.1 the a priori smoothness assumption on f yield vk ∈ Hm+ 3
2 (Ω×

S1). Thus gk, Ikf ∈ Hm+ 3
2 (S1;Hm+ 1

2 (Γ )) for 0 ≤ k ≤ m.
For the inverse source problem we work with the sequence of the Fourier coefficients of the k-level

flux vk(z, ·), in the angular variable:

vkn(z) =
1

2π

∫ π

−π

vk(z,θ)e−ınθdθ, n ∈ Z, 0 ≤ k ≤ m.(4.4)

The upper index k denotes the level of the flux, while the lower index n is the Fourier coefficient in the
angular variable.

For θ = arg θ ∈ (−π, π], the advection operator in polar coordinates becomes θ · ∇ = e−ıθ∂ + eıθ∂.
By identifying the Fourier coefficients in (2.2) and by using (4.1), the modes vkn’s solve

∂v0−(2n−1)(z) + ∂v0−(2n+1)(z) = f2n(z), 0 ≤ n ≤ m/2,(4.5a)

∂v0−(2n−1)(z) + ∂v0−(2n+1)(z) = 0, n ≥ m/2 + 1,(4.5b)

∂v0−2n(z) + ∂v0−(2n+2)(z) = 0, n ≥ 0,(4.5c)

∂vk−n(z) + ∂vk−n−2(z) = vk−1
−n−1(z), n ∈ Z, 1 ≤ k ≤ m,(4.5d)

and

vk−n|Γ= gk−n, n ∈ Z, 0 ≤ k ≤ m.(4.5e)

The existence of the solution to the boundary value problem (4.5) is postulated by the forward prob-
lem.
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Since f is real valued, the solution vk of (2.2) is also real valued, and its Fourier modes in the angular
variable occur in conjugates:

vk−n = vkn, for n ≥ 0, 0 ≤ k ≤ m.(4.6)

Thus, it suffices to consider the non-positive Fourier modes of vk(z, ·).
For 0 ≤ k ≤ m, let vk be the sequence valued map of the non-positive Fourier coefficients of the

solution vk and gk be its corresponding trace on the boundary:

vk(z) := ⟨vk0(z), vk−1(z), v
k
−2(z), · · · ⟩, z ∈ Ω,(4.7)

gk = ⟨gk0 , gk−1, g
k
−2, · · · ⟩ := vk|Γ .(4.8)

In the sequence valued map notation the boundary value problem (4.5) becomes

∂v0−1 + ∂v0−1 = f0,(4.9a)

∂v0 + L2∂v0 = LF,(4.9b)

∂vk + L2∂vk = Lvk−1, 1 ≤ k ≤ m,(4.9c)

subject to

vk|Γ = gk, for 0 ≤ k ≤ m,(4.9d)

where

F := ⟨f0, 0, f2, 0, f4, 0, · · · , fm−2, 0, fm, 0, 0, · · · ⟩(4.10)

is the sequence valued map build on the Fourier modes {f2k : 0 ≤ k ≤ m
2
} in (4.1) for m = even.

Note that the sequences vk, 0 ≤ k ≤ m in (4.9) are unknown, since F is unknown. However, their
traces on Γ are known from (4.3).

It is crucial to note that Lm+1F = 0 = ⟨0, 0, ...⟩, so that for 0 ≤ k ≤ m, Lm−kvk solves the boundary
value problem

∂[Lmv0] + L2∂[Lmv0] = 0,(4.11a)

∂[Lm−kvk] + L2∂[Lm−kvk] = Lm−k+1vk−1, 1 ≤ k ≤ m,(4.11b)

subject to

Lm−kvk|Γ = Lm−kgk, 0 ≤ k ≤ m,(4.11c)

which does not involve the source F (encoding the tensor)!
The following result identifies shifts of the solutions of the boundary value problem (4.9) which are

determined solely from the boundary data ⟨g0,g1, · · · ,gm⟩ as in (4.8) and not by the source F.

Proposition 4.1. Let ⟨g0,g1, · · · ,gm⟩ be the data as in (4.8) obtained for some unknown even orderm-

tensor in H
m+ 3

2
0 (Sm; Ω). Then gk ∈ l2,m+ 3

2 (N;Hm+ 1
2 (Γ )), and the unique solution vk of the boundary

value problem (4.9) satisfies

(4.12) Lm−kvk(z) =
k∑

j=0

T jLm−k+j[Bgk−j](z), z ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ k ≤ m,

where B is the Bukhgeim-Cauchy operator in (B.3), and T is the operator in (B.5). Moreover,

(4.13)
∥∥Lm−kvk

∥∥2
m−k,k+1

≲
k∑

j=0

∥∥Lm−jgj
∥∥2
m+ 3

2
,j+ 1

2

, 0 ≤ k ≤ m.
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Proof. The existence of the solution to the boundary value problem (4.9) is postulated by the for-
ward problem (2.2) (with a ≡ 0). Moreover, by Proposition 2.1, the unknown k-level flux vk ∈
Hm+ 3

2 (S1;Hm+1(Ω)), yielding vk ∈ l2,m+ 3
2 (N;Hm+1(Ω)) and gk ∈ l2,m+ 3

2 (N;Hm+ 1
2 (Γ )).

Recall that Lm−kvk solve the system (4.11).
First we prove the formula (4.12) with estimate (4.13) by induction in k, for 0 ≤ k ≤ m.
Case k = 0: Since Lmv0 is L2-analytic, the Bukhgeim-Cauchy Integral formula (B.3) determines

the sequence Lmv0 inside Ω from its boundary values via

Lmv0(z) := BLmg0(z), z ∈ Ω.(4.14)

Applying Theorem 3.1 to the boundary value problem (4.11a) and (4.11c) yields∥∥Lmv0
∥∥2
m,1

≲
∥∥Lmg0

∥∥2
m+ 1

2
, 1
2

,(4.15)

thus showing the k = 0 case.
Next, we assume (4.12) and (4.13) holds for k:

(4.16) Lm−kvk(z) =
k∑

j=0

T jLm−k+j[Bgk−j](z), z ∈ Ω,

satisfies

(4.17)
∥∥Lm−kvk

∥∥2
m−k,k+1

≲
k∑

j=0

∥∥Lm−jgj
∥∥2
m+ 3

2
,j+ 1

2

,

and prove it for k + 1.
Starting from equation (4.11b) and (4.11c) for k + 1, Lm−(k+1)vk+1 solves

∂[Lm−(k+1)vk+1] + L2∂[Lm−(k+1)vk+1] = Lm−kvk,(4.18a)

subject to

Lm−(k+1)vk+1|Γ = Lm−(k+1)gk+1.(4.18b)

Applying Proposition B.1 to (4.18), the solution Lm−(k+1)vk+1 is given by (B.6):

Lm−(k+1)vk+1 = BLm−(k+1)gk+1 + T (Lm−kvk).

Following directly from their definitions, the operators L and B commute, and the operators L and
T commute. Using these commutating properties and the induction hypothesis (4.16) yields

Lm−(k+1)vk+1 = Lm−(k+1)
[
Bgk+1

]
+ T (Lm−kvk)

= Lm−(k+1)
[
Bgk+1

]
+

k∑
j=0

T j+1Lm−k+j[Bgk−j] =
k+1∑
j=0

T jLm−(k+1)+j[Bgk+1−j].

This finished the inductive step of (4.16).
Next, we show the induction step for the estimate (4.17) for the solution Lm−(k+1)vk+1 of (4.18).
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By applying Theorem 3.2 to (4.18) yields∥∥Lm−k−1vk+1
∥∥2
m−k−1,k+2

≲
∥∥Lm−kvk

∥∥2
m−k,k+1

+
∥∥Lm−kvk|Γ

∥∥2
m+ 3

2
,k+ 1

2

+
∥∥Lm−k−1vk+1|Γ

∥∥2
m+ 3

2
,k+ 3

2

≲
k∑

j=0

∥∥Lm−jvj|Γ
∥∥2
m+ 3

2
,j+ 1

2

+
∥∥Lm−k−1vk+1|Γ

∥∥2
m+ 3

2
,k+ 3

2

≲
k+1∑
j=0

∥∥Lm−jgj
∥∥2
m+ 3

2
,j+ 1

2

,

where the second inequality uses the induction hypothesis (4.17), while the last one is regrouping. □

4.1. The reconstruction method. We reconstruct the m-tensors f by first recovering vk, 0 ≤ k ≤ m
in two steps, see Figure 1.

• Step I (Sweep down):
Level by level, starting from k = 0 to k = m, we recover Lm−kvk by solving the boundary

value problem

∂
(
Lm−kvk

)
+ L2∂

(
Lm−kvk

)
= Lm+1−kvk−1, 1 ≤ k ≤ m,

subject to

Lm−kvk|Γ= Lm−kgk, for 1 ≤ k ≤ m.

Proposition 4.1 ensures that the unique solution Lm−kvk given by (4.12) satisfies estimate
(4.13). In particular, when k = m, the entire sequence vm (not just some translation of it) is
recovered from the data gj , 0 ≤ j ≤ m,

(4.19) vm(z) =
m∑
j=0

[T L]j
(
Bgm−j

)
(z), z ∈ Ω,

with the estimate

∥vm∥20,m+1 ≲
m∑
j=0

∥∥Lm−jgj
∥∥2
m+ 3

2
,j+ 1

2

;(4.20)

where B and T are the operators in (B.3), respectively in (B.5).
• Step II (Sweep up):

Level by level, starting from k = m to k = 1, use (4.9c) in its component-wise form (4.5d),

vk−1
−n−1 := ∂vk−n + ∂vk−n−2, n ≥ 0,(4.21)

to recover Lvk−1 from the knowledge of vk.
Moreover, repeated differentiation of (4.21) yields

∇q
(
Lvk−1

)
= ∂[∇qvk] + L2∂[∇qvk], q ≥ 1,

with the estimate ∥∥Lvk−1
∥∥2
0,q

≲
∥∥vk

∥∥2
0,q+1

.(4.22)

We use (4.21) recursively to recover the entire sequences vm−1, · · · ,v1,v0 with estimate∥∥Lv0
∥∥2
0,1

≲ ∥vm∥20,m+1 .(4.23)
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f0 f2 · · · · · · fm−2 fm

v0−1 v0−1 v0−3 · · · v0−m+3 v0−m+1 v0
−m−1 I0

v10 v1−2 · · · · · · v1−m+2 v1
−m 〈I0, I1〉

v2−1 v2−1 v2−3 · · · v2−m+3 v2
−m+1 〈I0, I1, I2〉

...
...

...
...

...
... v3

−m+2 〈I0, I1, I2, I3〉

...
...

...
...

...
...

vm−3
0 vm−3

−2 vm−3
−4 〈I0, I1, · · · , Im−3〉

vm−2
−1 vm−2

−1 vm−2
−3 〈I0, I1, · · · , Im−2〉

vm−1
0 vm−1

−2 〈I0, I1, · · · , Im−1〉

vm
−1 vm

−1 〈I0, I1, · · · , Im〉

FIGURE 1. Flow of the reconstruction of even order tensors. In the sweep down, all
the modes colored in blue are determined layer by layer from the momenta ray data and
the previous layer. In the sweep up, also layer by layer starting from the bottom, the
remaining coefficients are recovered. The arrows indicate which modes determine what.

• The reconstruction of the m-tensors f .
With v0 known, we recover F via (4.9b) and (4.9a),

(4.24) f0 := 2Re
[
∂v0−1

]
, and LF := ∂v0 + L2∂v0.

Moreover, using in order (4.24), (4.23) and (4.20), we have the estimate

∥F∥20,0 ≲
∥∥v0
∥∥2
0,1

≲ ∥vm∥20,m+1 ≲
m∑
j=0

∥∥Lm−jgj
∥∥2
m+ 3

2
,j+ 1

2

.(4.25)

Finally, the components fi1···im = f1 · · · 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
m−k

2 · · · 2︸ ︷︷ ︸
k

are defined via the explicit one-to-one correspon-

dence (linear combination) with {f2k : −m/2 ≤ k ≤ m/2}.
Since ∥f∥2L2(Ω) ≲ ∥F∥

2
0,0 ≲ ∥f∥

2
L2(Ω), Theorem 2.1 is, thus, proven for m even and a ≡ 0.

□
The proof of Theorem 2.1 for odd m-order tensors follows similarly to the even case with some

nominal changes: As before, let vk be the sequence valued map of the Fourier coefficients of the k-
level flux solution vk of the boundary value problem (2.2) (with a ≡ 0) and gk = vk|Γ be its trace.
Then vk solves (contrast with the system (4.9))

∂v0 + L2∂v0 = LF,(4.26a)

∂vk + L2∂vk = Lvk−1, 1 ≤ k ≤ m,(4.26b)
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subject to

vk|Γ = gk, for 0 ≤ k ≤ m,(4.26c)

where

F := ⟨0, f1, 0, f3, 0, f4, 0, · · · , fm−2, 0, fm, 0, 0, · · · ⟩(4.26d)

is build on the Fourier modes {f2k+1 : 0 ≤ k ≤ m−1
2
} in (4.1) for m = odd. Note also the change in

the definition of F above from the one in the even tensor case in (4.10).
Proposition 4.1 holds verbatim for odd m.
Following the two step reconstruction method in the even case, F and thus f are similarly recovered

with the estimate (2.6). The inversion of the momenta Doppler transform (m = 1) is detailed in the
numerical section 6.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1 IN THE ATTENUATED CASE

As in [32] we treat the attenuated case by the reduction to the non-attenuated case via the special
integrating factor function introduced in [14]:

h(z,θ) :=

∫ ∞

0

a(z + tθ)dt− 1

2
(I − ıH)Ra(z · θ⊥,θ⊥),

whereHψ(s,θ) =
1

π

∫ ∞

−∞

ψ(t,θ)

s− t
dt is the Hilbert transform taken in the linear variable, andRa(s,θ⊥) =∫∞

−∞ a
(
sθ⊥ + tθ

)
dt is the Radon transform of a.

It is known that all the negative Fourier modes of h vanish [14, 27], yielding

e−h(z,θ) :=
∞∑
k=0

αk(z)e
ıkθ, eh(z,θ) :=

∞∑
k=0

βk(z)e
ıkθ, (z,θ) ∈ Ω× S1.

In [15], the convolution operators e±G are defined by

(5.1) e−Gu := α ∗ u and eGu := β ∗ u, where α := ⟨α0, α1, ...⟩, β := ⟨β0, β1, ...⟩.

The following result connecting the attenuated to the non-attenuated case is a slight generalization
of [15, Lemma 2.2].

Lemma 5.1. Let a ∈ C1,µ(Ω), µ > 1/2. Then e±G : l2,p(N;Hq(Ω)) → l2,p(N;Hq(Ω)) are bounded.
Moreover,

(i) if u ∈ l2(N;H1(Ω)) solves ∂u + L2∂u + aLu = w, then v = e−Gu ∈ l2(N;H1(Ω)) solves
∂v + L2∂v = e−Gw;

(ii) Conversely, if v ∈ l2(N;H1(Ω)) solves ∂v + L2∂v = e−Gw, then u = eGv ∈ l2(N;H1(Ω))
solves ∂u+ L2∂u+ aLu = w.

The mapping properties of e±G and the case w = 0 in (i) and (ii) are proven in [15]. The case w ̸= 0
follows similarly.

□
Below we prove Theorem 2.1 in the attenuated case for even order tensors. The proof for the odd

order tensors follows similarly.
Let m be an even integer and attenuation a ∈ Cm+1,µ(Ω), µ > 1/2.
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In our inverse problem, the k-level flux solution uk, 0 ≤ k ≤ m of the boundary value problem (2.2)
is unknown in Ω, since m-tensors f is unknown. However, their traces

gk =

{
uk|Γ+ on Γ+,

0 on Γ−,
(5.2)

are known on Γ × S1 from the momenta data ⟨I0af , I1af , · · · , Ima f⟩ via (2.3):

⟨g0, g1, · · · , gm⟩ ←→ ⟨I0af , I1af , · · · , Ima f⟩.(5.3)

While unknown, by Proposition 2.1 the a priori smoothness assumption on m-tensors f and attenua-
tion a yield uk ∈ Hm+ 3

2 (Ω× S1). Thus gk, Ika f ∈ Hm+ 3
2 (S1;Hm+ 1

2 (Γ )) for 0 ≤ k ≤ m.
For 0 ≤ k ≤ m, let uk = ⟨uk0, uk−1, u

k
−2 · · · ⟩ be the sequence valued map of the Fourier coefficients

of uk in the angular variable, and gk = uk|Γ be its corresponding trace on the boundary.
By identifying the same order modes in (2.2), uk solves

∂u0−1 + ∂u0−1 + au00 = f0,(5.4a)

∂u0 + L2∂u0 + aLu0 = LF,(5.4b)

∂uk + L2∂uk + aLuk = Luk−1, 1 ≤ k ≤ m,(5.4c)

subject to

gk = uk|Γ , for 0 ≤ k ≤ m,(5.4d)

where F is as defined in (4.10).
The existence of the solution to the boundary value problem (5.4) is postulated by the forward

problem. By Proposition 2.1, the k-level flux uk ∈ Hm+ 3
2 (S1;Hm+1(Ω)). Thus, the sequences

uk ∈ l2,m+ 3
2 (N;Hm+1(Ω)) and gk ∈ l2,m+ 3

2 (N;Hm+ 1
2 (Γ )).

For e−G as in (5.1), define

vk := e−Guk, for 0 ≤ k ≤ m.(5.5)

By Lemma 5.1, vk ∈ l2,m+1(N;Hm+1(Ω)), vk|Γ∈ l2,m+1(N;Hm+1/2(Γ )), and vk solves

∂v0−1 + ∂v0−1 =
(
e−GF

)
0
,(5.6a)

∂v0 + L2∂v0 = L[e−GF],(5.6b)

∂vk + L2∂vk = Lvk−1, 1 ≤ k ≤ m,(5.6c)

subject to

vk|Γ = e−Ggk, for 0 ≤ k ≤ m.(5.6d)

Note that Lm+1F = 0 = ⟨0, 0, ...⟩. Since e±G and L commute,

Lm+1[e−GF] = e−GLm+1F = e−G0 = 0.

Thus, Lm−kvk solve

∂[Lmv0] + L2∂[Lmv0] = 0,(5.7a)

∂[Lm−kvk] + L2∂[Lm−kvk] = Lm−k+1vk−1, 1 ≤ k ≤ m,(5.7b)

subject to

Lm−kvk|Γ= e−GLm−kgk, 0 ≤ k ≤ m.(5.7c)
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Since the attenuation a is known and the sequences in (5.4d) are known on Γ from (5.3), the se-
quences e−Ggk in (5.6d) are also determined.

Proposition 4.1 with g replaced by e−Gg therein yields:

Proposition 5.1. For a ∈ Cm+1,µ(Ω), µ > 1/2 given, let ⟨g0,g1, · · · ,gm⟩ be the data as in (5.4d)

obtained for some unknown even order m-tensor in H
m+ 3

2
0 (Sm; Ω). Then gk ∈ l2,m+ 3

2 (N;Hm+ 1
2 (Γ )),

and the unique solution vk of the boundary value problem (5.6) satisfies

Lm−kvk(z) =
k∑

j=0

T jLm−k+j[Be−Ggk−j](z), z ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ k ≤ m,

where B, T are the operators in (B.3), respectively (B.5), and e±G are the operators in (5.1). Moreover,

∥∥Lm−kvk
∥∥2
m−k,k+1

≲
k∑

j=0

∥∥e−GLm−jgj
∥∥2
m+ 3

2
,j+ 1

2

, 0 ≤ k ≤ m.

The reconstruction method of the non-attenuated case recovers e−GF via (5.6a) and (5.6b):(
e−GF

)
0
:= 2Re

[
∂v0−1

]
and L[e−GF] := ∂v0 + L2∂v0,

with the estimate
∥∥e−GF

∥∥2
0,0

≲
m∑
j=0

∥∥e−GLm−jgj
∥∥2
m+ 3

2
,j+ 1

2

.

Since F = eG
[
e−GF

]
, an application of Lemma 5.1 yields ∥F∥20,0 ≲

m∑
j=0

∥∥Lm−jgj
∥∥2
m+ 3

2
,j+ 1

2

. □

6. NUMERICAL INVERSION OF THE MOMENTA DOPPLER TRANSFORM

In this section we apply the reconstruction method to three numerical examples in the case m = 1
and a ≡ 0. Since the odd tensor case was not detailed in Section 4, we do it here in the Doppler case.
Specifically, a vector field f = ⟨F1, F2⟩ is to be determined from its Doppler transform

I0f(x,θ) =

∫ ∞

−∞
θ · f(Πθ(x) + tθ)dt,(6.1)

and its first-moment-Doppler transform

I1f(x,θ) =

∫ ∞

−∞
tθ · f(Πθ(x) + tθ)dt, (x,θ) ∈ R2 × S1,(6.2)

where I0 and I1 are the ray transform as in (2.1).
For k = 0, 1, let vk be the k-level flux solution of the boundary value problem (2.2).
In our inverse problem, the solution (v0, v1) is unknown in Ω, since f is unknown. However, from

the momenta Doppler data ⟨I0f , I1f⟩, their traces gk =

{
vk|Γ+ on Γ+,

0 on Γ−,
are determined via (2.3):

⟨g0, g1⟩ ←→ ⟨I0f , I1f⟩.(6.3)
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By identifying the Fourier coefficients in (2.2), the solution vkn’s solve

∂v00(z) + ∂v0−2(z) = f1(z),(6.4a)

∂v0−n(z) + ∂v0−n−2(z) = 0, n ≥ 1,(6.4b)

∂v1−n(z) + ∂v1−n−2(z) = v0−n−1(z), n ∈ Z,(6.4c)

and

vk−n|Γ= gk−n, k = 0, 1,(6.4d)

where

f1 :=
1

2
(F1 + ıF2).(6.4e)

Since the vector field f is real valued, the solution vk of (2.2) is also real valued, and its Fourier
modes vk−n’s in the angular variable occur in conjugates:

vkn = vk−n, for n ≥ 0, k = 0, 1.(6.5)

Thus, it suffices to consider the non-positive Fourier modes of vk.
As before, let vk be the sequence valued map of the non-positive Fourier coefficients of vk, and

gk = vk|Γ be its trace. Then in the sequence valued map notation the boundary value problem (6.4)
becomes

∂v00 + ∂v0−2 = f1,(6.6a)

∂[Lv0] + L2∂[Lv0] = 0,(6.6b)

∂v1 + L2∂v1 = Lv0,(6.6c)

subject to

vk|Γ = gk, for k = 0, 1.(6.6d)

Note that the sequences ⟨v0,v1⟩ of the boundary value problem (6.6) are unknown in Ω, since f1 is
unknown. However, the data ⟨g0,g1⟩ in (6.6d) are known on Γ from Doppler data ⟨I0f , I1f⟩ via (6.3).

6.1. Reconstruction. Given the Doppler data ⟨I0f , I1f⟩, we recover f1 in (6.4e) and thus f as follows:

f

v00 v0−2 I0f

v1−1 v1−1 〈I0f , I1f〉

FIGURE 2. Flow of the reconstruction of the vector field f . In the sweep down, the
modes v0−2 and v1−1 colored in blue are determined layer by layer from the momenta
Doppler data ⟨I0f , I1f⟩ and the previous layer. In the sweep up, also layer by layer
starting from the bottom, the remaining coefficient v00 is recovered.
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• Step 1 (Sweep down): The recovery of the sequence Lv0.
From (6.6b), we note that Lv0 isL2-analytic, and can be recovered via the Bukhgeim-Cauchy

Integral formula (B.3):

Lv0 = B(Lg0).(6.7)

Componentwise, for n ≥ 1,

v0−n(z) =
1

2πı

∫
Γ

g0−n(ζ)

ζ − z
dζ +

1

2πı

∫
Γ

{
dζ

ζ − z
− dζ

ζ − z

} ∞∑
j=1

g0−n−2j(ζ)

(
ζ − z
ζ − z

)j

, z ∈ Ω.(6.8)

Note that the mode v00 is not yet determined.

• Step 2 (Sweep down): The recovery of the entire sequence v1.

Since the modes ⟨v0−1, v
0
−2, v

0
−3, · · · ⟩ are now recovered in Ω by (6.8), the right hand side of

the non-homogeneous Bukhgeim Beltrami system (6.6c) is known. The solution v1 of (6.6c)
and (6.6d) is given by the Bukhgeim-Pompeiu formula (B.6):

(6.9) v1 = Bg1 + T (Lv0) = Bg1 + T [BLg0]

where the last equality uses (6.7).
While the entire sequence v1 is determined, we only need the v1−1 component:

(6.10)

v1−1(z) :=
1

2πı

∫
Γ

g1−1(ζ)

ζ − z
dζ +

1

2πı

∫
Γ

{
dζ

ζ − z
− dζ

ζ − z

} ∞∑
j=1

g1−1−2j(ζ)

(
ζ − z
ζ − z

)j

− 1

π

∞∑
j=0

∫
Ω

v0−2−2j(ζ)

ζ − z

(
ζ − z
ζ − z

)j

dξdη, ζ = ξ + ıη, z ∈ Ω.

• Step 3 (Sweep up): The reconstruction of the Fourier mode v00 .

The real valued Fourier mode v00 is determined via equation (6.4c) for n = 1, and complex
conjugate relation (6.5), by

v00(z) := ∂v11(z) + ∂v1−1(z) = 2Re ∂v1−1(z), z ∈ Ω.(6.11)

Thus, from (6.8) and (6.11), the entire sequence v0 = ⟨v00, v0−1, · · · ⟩ is now determined in Ω.

• Step 4: The recovery of the vector field f .

From the mode v0−2 in (6.8) for n = 2, and the mode v00 in (6.11), we use (6.6a) to recover

f1(z) := ∂v00(z) + ∂v0−2(z), z ∈ Ω,(6.12)

and define the vector field inside Ω by

f := ⟨2Re f1, 2 Im f1⟩.(6.13)

6.2. Numerical Implementation. We present the results of the reconstruction in three numerical ex-
amples. To emphasize the departure from existing works recovering the solenoidal part, in the first two
examples the Doppler data is simulated for two different vector fields sharing the same solenoidal part.
The third example considers a rough field, with an embedded inclusion. The reconstruction from both
noiseless and noisy data is performed for each example. The domain Ω is the unit disk centered at the
origin and its boundary Γ is the unit circle.
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Starting from a vector field f , the data is computed by numerical integration in (6.1) and (6.2) via the
composite mid-point rule along lines. The data is calculated at 1,440 boundary points x ∈ Γ of equal
angular spacing, and at about 720 equiangular outgoing directions θ ∈ S1 (satisfying x · θ > 0).

To avoid an inverse crime, the reconstruction algorithm uses a different numerical path: each com-
ponent of the vector field is recovered as a piecewise constant approximation on a (1,750 elements)
triangular partition of Ω. We use (6.8) to compute the values of v0−n at the vertices of the partition,
yielding a piecewise linear approximation to v0−n. More precisely, if v0−n ≈ ax1 + bx2 + c on a triangle

τ , then ∂v0−n|τ ≈
1

2
(a − bı) as a piecewise constant approximation required in (6.12). In contrast, the

mode v1−1 is computed at each centroid by (6.10). More precisely, at the centroid c of each triangle τ ,

v1−1(c+ λ) ≈v1−1(c) + ∂x1v
1
−1(c)λ1 + ∂x2v

1
−1(c)λ2

+
1

2
∂2x1x1

v1−1(c)λ
2
1 + ∂2x1x2

v1−1(c)λ1λ2 +
1

2
∂2x2x2

v1−1(c)λ
2
2

for small λ = (λ1, λ2). We write τ1, τ2, . . . , τK the triangles sharing vertices or edges with τ . Then
substituting λ = c− ck, k = 1, 2, . . . , K to the expansion, we obtain K linear constraints with five un-
knowns ∂x1v

1
−1(c), ∂x2v

1
−1(c), ∂

2
x1x1

v1−1(c), ∂
2
x1x2

v1−1(c), and ∂2x2x2
v1−1(c) required in (6.12) with (6.11)

to find ∂v00 . The least square method leads a unique solution to them on each τ . The boundary inte-
grals in (6.8) and (6.10) are approximated by the composite mid-point rule as the sum of the product
of mid-point values of the integrand and arc lengths [16]. Note that the singularity of the integrand of
the final term in (6.10) is removable and a conventional mid-point numerical integration rule can be
applied. More precisely, we use∫

Ω

v0−2−2j(ζ)

ζ − z

(
ζ − z
ζ − z

)j

dξdη ≈
∑
m

v0−2−2j(cm)

∫
τm

1

ζ − z

(
ζ − z
ζ − z

)j

dξdη

=
∑
m

v0−2−2j(cm)

∫ π

−π

ρm(z;φ)e
−(2j+1)iφdφ,

where {τm} gives a triangulation of Ω, cm is the centroid of τm, and ρm(z;φ) is the length of the half-
line starting from z in the φ-direction cut by the triangle τm; if z belongs to τm, then τm is the distance
between z and ∂τm in the φ-direction (Fig. 3). The last integral above is computed by the eight-point
Gauss-Legendre rule with algebraically calculated ρm as explained in the figure below.

•
φ

z

τm

ρm
•
z

φ

τm

ρm

FIGURE 3. The length ρm(z;φ) cut by the triangle τm. The case for z ̸∈ τm (left) and
that for z ∈ τm (right)

Throughout this section, the series in (6.8) and (6.10) are truncated up to 256 Fourier modes. The
truncation index not only controls the accuracy, but also plays a regularizing role in stability.
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In the examples below, the relative error between a reconstructed vector field frecon and the exact one
are in the L2 sense:

∥frecon − f∥rel =
∥frecon − f∥2
∥f∥2

.(6.14)

Similarly, the relative error in the data is in the L2 sense.
All numerically reconstructed results are calculated in the double precision arithmetic on AMD

EPYC 7643 with 96 threads OpenMP parallel computations.

Example 1. We consider first the vector field

f(x) = ∇
(
sin π|x|2

)
+ f s(x),(6.15)

where the solenoidal part

(6.16) f s(x) =

(
2x1x2 cos |x|2 + cos(6x1x2)− 6x1x2 sin(6x1x2)
− sin |x|2 − 2x21 cos |x|2 + 6x22 sin(6x1x2)

)
;

see [20] and Figure 5 below.

Example 1(a) - Noiseless data: For the vector field f in (6.15), the simulated data (I0f , I1f) is
illustrated in Figure 4, where crosses (×) depict a few boundary nodes x ∈ Γ , while the red and blue
curves are {x + |Ijf(x,θ)|θ ; θ ∈ S1, x · θ > 0}, j = 0, 1. Also, for illustration purposes, the radial
direction is shrunk by 1/5-th.

Note that I0f , and I1f , are not always positive. To differentiate the sign, the positive and negative
parts are drawn in red, respectively in blue. Since only outgoing signals are measured (while the
incoming flow is zero at the boundary) signals are depicted outside Ω only.

∂Ω

x=(1,0)

θ

| I
0 f(x

,θ
) |

FIGURE 4. Simulated data for f in (6.15): I0f (left) with its magnification at x = (1, 0)
(middle), and I1f (right). The crosses (×) are some data collection points at the bound-
ary, while the red and blue curves represent Ijf(x,θ), j = 0, 1 in polar coordinates(
|Ijf(x,θ)|,θ

)
centered at the respective boundary point x ∈ Γ . The radial direction is

shrunk by 1/5-th for illustration purposes.

The numerically reconstructed result shown in Figure 6 has a relative error of 18.1%. The total
elapsed time in the reconstruction is approximately 10 seconds.

Example 1(b) - Perturbed data within the range: To illustrate the stability estimate in Theorem
2.1, we first consider the case of data perturbed within the range. To generate such a data we solve the
forward problem by (6.1) and (6.2) for a perturbed vector field fϵ = f + ϵ, for some smooth vector field
ϵ in Ω. Figure 7 below shows the reconstruction fϵ,recon from this data. In this example, the relative error
in the data for I0f is 5.52% and for I1f is 4.48%, while the relative error in the reconstruction is 30.0%.
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FIGURE 5. Exact vector field f = ⟨F1, F2⟩ in (6.15) (left), its first component F1 (mid-
dle) and its second component F2 (right).

-1

-0.5

 0

 0.5

 1

-1 -0.5  0  0.5  1
 0

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

-1 -0.5  0  0.5  1
-1

-0.5

 0

 0.5

 1

-8
-6
-4
-2
 0
 2
 4
 6
 8

-1 -0.5  0  0.5  1
-1

-0.5

 0

 0.5

 1

-10

-5

 0

 5

 10

FIGURE 6. Numerical reconstruction from noiseless data: The vector field f0,recon (left),
its first component F1 (middle) and its second component F2 (right).
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FIGURE 7. Numerical reconstruction from perturbed data within the range (5.52%
relative error in I0f and 4.48% in I1f ). The reconstructed field fϵ,recon = ⟨F1, F2⟩ (left)
and its components F1 (middle) and F2 (right) has 30.0% relative error.

Example 1(c) - Noisy data : To assess the robustness of the method, we consider the same vector
field as in (6.15), where the data is corrupted with an additive random error. Specifically, I0f now
contains about 5.88% relative error, while I1f contains 4.34% relative error, which are at the same level
as in the previous example; see Figure 8 for an illustration.

The reconstructed vector field frecon shown in Figure 9, contains approximately 54.6% relative error.
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FIGURE 8. Noisy data I0f (left) with 5.88% error and I1f (right) with 4.34% error.
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FIGURE 9. Numerical reconstruction from noisy data (5.88% relative error in I0f and
4.34% in I1f ). The reconstructed field frecon = ⟨F1, F2⟩ (left) and its components F1

(middle) and F2 (right) has 54.6% relative error.

Example 2. We consider next the vector field

f(x) = ∇
(
arctan

x2
2 + x1

)
+ f s(x)(6.17)

with the same solenoidal part f s as in (6.16).

FIGURE 10. Simulated noiseless data I0f (left) and I1f (right) for f in (6.17). The
crosses (×) are some data collection points at the boundary, while the red and blue
curves represent Ijf(x,θ), j = 0, 1 in polar coordinates

(
|Ijf(x,θ)|,θ

)
centered at the

respective boundary point x ∈ Γ .
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FIGURE 11. Exact vector field f = ⟨F1, F2⟩ in (6.17) (left), its first component F1

(middle) and its second component F2 (right).
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FIGURE 12. Numerically reconstructed vector field from noiseless Doppler data: vector
field f0,recon = ⟨F1, F2⟩ (left) and its components F1 (middle) and F2 (right).

Example 2(a) - Noiseless data: The vector field in (6.17) is depicted in Figure 11, while its cor-
responding simulated Doppler data is shown in Figure 10. The numerically reconstructed vector field
and its components are exhibited in Figure 12 having 31.1% relative error.

Example 2(b) - Perturbed data within the range: In this case, the generated perturbed data fϵ
depicted in Figure 13 has 5.02% relative error in I0f and 6.04% relative error in I1f . The numerical
reconstruction of fϵ,recon in Figure 14 has 45.9% relative error.

FIGURE 13. Data I0fϵ (left) with 5.02% error and I1fϵ (right) with 6.04% error, which
is considered as measurement data with noise in range

Example 2(c) - Noisy data: We consider the same vector field as in (6.17), however the data is
corrupted with additive random errors: 6.03% relative error in I0f , and 5.04% in I1f .
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FIGURE 14. Numerical reconstruction from perturbed data within the range (5.02%
relative error in I0f and 6.04% in I1f ). The reconstructed field fϵ,recon = ⟨F1, F2⟩ (left)
and its components F1 (middle) and F2 (right) has 45.9% relative error.

The numerical reconstruction results are shown in Figure 15. The reconstructed vector field frecon has
71.3% relative error.
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FIGURE 15. Numerical reconstruction from noisy data (6.03% relative error in I0f
and 5.04% in I1f ). The reconstructed field frecon = ⟨F1, F2⟩ (left) and its components F1

(middle) and F2 (right) has 71.3% relative error.

In Table 1 below, we summarize the level of error obtained in the examples. The reconstruction error
in Example 1(b) (30.0%), respectively, Example 2(b) (45.9%) obtained from the perturbed data within
the range reflects the instability of our method due to twice differentiation. The reconstruction error in
Example 1(c) (54.6%), respectively, Example 2(c) (71.3%) obtained from (an additive random error)
noisy data is also due to the ill-posedness (non-existence) specific to inverting data outside the range.

TABLE 1. Differences between noiseless data, perturbed data in the range and additive
random noise in the first two examples.

Relative error in Ex 1 (a) Ex 1 (b) Ex 1 (c) Ex 2 (a) Ex 2 (b) Ex 2 (c)

I0f 0% 5.52% 5.88% 0% 5.02% 6.03%

I1f 0% 4.48% 4.34% 0% 6.04% 5.04%

Reconstruction 18.1% 30.0% 54.6% 31.1% 45.9% 71.3%
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Example 3. Let S = [−0.25, 0.75] × [−0.5, 0.5] be an off-centered square and denote by χS its char-
acteristic function. Then we consider a vector field supported by S:

(6.18) f(x) = χS(x)

(
(1− (2x1 − 0.5)2)(1− 4x22)
cos((2x1 + 0.5)π) cos(2πx2)

)
.

FIGURE 16. Simulated noiseless data I0f (left) and I1f (right) for f in (6.18). The
crosses (×) are some data collection points at the boundary, while the red and blue
curves represent Ijf(x,θ), j = 0, 1 in polar coordinates

(
|Ijf(x,θ)|,θ

)
centered at the

respective boundary point x ∈ Γ .
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FIGURE 17. Exact vector field f in (6.18) (left), its first component F1 (middle) and its
second component F2 (right).
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FIGURE 18. Numerically reconstructed vector field from noiseless Doppler data: vector
field f0,recon = ⟨F1, F2⟩ (left) and its components F1 (middle) and F2 (right).
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TABLE 2. Errors measured in subdomains of Ω for Example 3

(a) Noiseless case (b) Random Noise case

L2(Ω) 125.5% 141.9%
Number of triangles 1,750

L2(|x| < 0.95) 52.5% 61.2%
Number of triangles 1,552

Example 3(a) - Noiseless data: The vector field in (6.18) is given in Figure 17, while its correspond-
ing simulated Doppler data is shown in Figure 16. The numerically reconstructed vector field and its
components are exhibited in Figure 18.

Example 3(b) - Noisy data: We consider the same vector field as in (6.18), however the data is
corrupted with additive random errors: 5.52% relative error in I0f , and 4.61% in I1f . The numerical
reconstruction results are shown in Figure 19. Even though f has discontinuity along ∂S, the support
of f can be clearly distinguished.

Fig. 18 and Fig. 19 indicate that the large error appear near the boundary. Table 2 shows this fact
quantitatively. In the whole domain, the relative L2 error of reconstructed vector fields from noiseless
data and noisy data are 125.5% and 141.9% respectively. If we measure the errors in triangles whose
centers c = (c1, c2) locate in |c| < 0.95, errors are 52.5% and 61.2% respectively. The number of
triangles are 1,552 which is 88.7% of total number of triangles (1,750) in Ω, while the errors are less
than half.
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FIGURE 19. Numerical reconstruction from noisy data (5.52% relative error in I0f and
4.61% in I1f ).

7. CONCLUSION

We reduced the inversion of the non/attenuated momenta-ray transform of symmetric real valued m-
tensors to an inverse boundary value problem for a weakly coupled system of transport equations. In
the plane, the latter is solved by an extension of Bukhgeim’s theory of A-analytic maps. The inversion
method does not require the Helmholtz decomposition and applies to sufficiently smooth planar tensors
of arbitrary order. The stability estimates obtained here show that our reconstruction method is as ill-
posed as taking m+1st derivatives, where m is the order of the tensor fields. For the Doppler (m = 1)
case, the method is feasible as showcased here in results obtained in its numerical implementation.
For higher order tensors the reconstruction would require either some additional regularization, or
transversal information.
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.1

From (2.2a) and (2.2b), we note that for (x,θ) ∈ Ω× S1 and 1 ≤ k ≤ m,

d

dt

[
e−

∫∞
t a(x+sθ)dsu0(x+ tθ,θ)

]
= e−

∫∞
t a(x+sθ)ds⟨f(x+ tθ),θm⟩,(A.1)

d

dt

[
e−

∫∞
t a(x+sθ)dsuk(x+ tθ,θ)

]
= e−

∫∞
t a(x+sθ)dsuk−1(x+ tθ,θ).(A.2)

For (x,θ) ∈ Ω × S1 an integration along the line through x in the direction of θ in (2.2a) together
with the zero incoming condition (2.2c) yield

(A.3)
e−

∫∞
x·θ a(Πθ(x)+sθ)dsu0(x,θ) =

∫ x·θ

−∞

d

dt

[
e−

∫∞
t a(Πθ(x)+sθ)dsu0(Πθ(x) + tθ,θ)

]
dt

=

∫ x·θ

−∞
e−

∫∞
t a(Πθ(x)+sθ)ds⟨f(Πθ(x) + tθ),θm⟩dt.

Note that
∫ ∞

x·θ
a(Πθ(x) + sθ)ds =

∫ ∞

0

a(x+ sθ)ds.

Similarly, for each 1 ≤ k ≤ m a recursive integration by parts in (2.2b) together with (2.2c) yield

e−
∫∞
x·θ a(Πθ(x)+sθ)dsuk(x,θ) =

∫ x·θ

−∞

d

dt

[
e−

∫∞
t a(Πθ(x)+sθ)dsuk(Πθ(x) + tθ,θ)

]
dt

=

∫ x·θ

−∞
e−

∫∞
t a(Πθ(x)+sθ)dsuk−1(Πθ(x) + tθ,θ)dt

= e−
∫∞
x·θ a(Πθ(x)+sθ)ds

k∑
n=1

(−1)n−1 (x · θ)n

n!
uk−n(x,θ)

+ (−1)k
∫ x·θ

−∞

tk

k!
e−

∫∞
t a(Πθ(x)+sθ)ds⟨f(Πθ(x) + tθ),θm⟩dt,

where in the last equality we use (A.3). Thus, multiplying both sides of the above equation with
e
∫∞
x·θ a(Πθ(x)+sθ)ds yields

(A.4)

uk(x,θ) =
k∑

n=1

(−1)n−1 (x · θ)n

n!
uk−n(x,θ) + (−1)k

∫ x·θ

−∞

tk

k!
e−

∫ x·θ
t a(Πθ(x)+sθ)ds⟨f(Πθ(x) + tθ),θm⟩dt,
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Since f(x+ (t− x · θ)θ) = 0 for every (x,θ) ∈ Γ+ and t > x · θ,∫ x·θ

−∞
tke−

∫ x·θ
t a(Πθ(x)+sθ)ds⟨f(Πθ(x) + tθ),θm⟩dt =

∫ ∞

−∞
tke−

∫ x·θ
t a(Πθ(x)+sθ)ds⟨f(Πθ(x) + tθ),θm⟩dt

= Ika f(x,θ).(A.5)

The relations (2.3) now follow from (A.4), (A.3), and (A.5).
Since f ∈ Hs

0(S
m; Ω), s ≥ 1 and a ∈ Cs,µ(Ω), µ > 1/2, the solution u0 given by (A.3) preserves

the regularity and u0 ∈ Hs(Ω × S1). Moreover, by (2.2b) and (A.4), uk ∈ Hs(Ω × S1), s ≥ 1 for
1 ≤ k ≤ m. □

APPENDIX B. AN EXPLICIT POMPEIU FORMULA FOR L2-ANALYTIC MAPS

In this section we derive a Pompeiu type formula corresponding to A-analytic maps. The domain Ω
is strictly convex but need not be a disc.

Bukhgeim’s original theory in [8] shows that solutions (called L2-analytic) of the homogenous
Beltrami-like equation

∂v(z) + L2∂v(z) = 0, z ∈ Ω,(B.1)

satisfy a Cauchy-like integral formula,

v(z) = B[v|Γ ](z), z ∈ Ω,(B.2)

where B is defined component-wise for n ≥ 0 by

(B.3)

(Bv)−n(z) :=
1

2πı

∫
Γ

v−n(ζ)

ζ − z
dζ

+
1

2πı

∫
Γ

{
dζ

ζ − z
− dζ

ζ − z

} ∞∑
j=1

v−n−2j(ζ)

(
ζ − z
ζ − z

)j

, z ∈ Ω.

For the inhomogeneous Bukhgeim-Beltrami equation

∂v + L2∂v = w,(B.4)

we introduce here a Pompeiu like operator T defined component-wise for n ≥ 0 by

(T w)−n(z) := −
1

π

∞∑
j=0

∫
Ω

w−n−2j(ζ)
1

ζ − z

(
ζ − z
ζ − z

)j

dξdη, ζ = ξ + ıη, z ∈ Ω.(B.5)

Proposition B.1. Let Ω be bounded convex domain with C1 boundary, B and T be the operators in
(B.3), respectively, (B.5), and w ∈ C(Ω; l1). If v ∈ C1(Ω; l1) ∩ C(Ω; l1) solves (B.4), then

v(z) = B[v|Γ ](z) + (T w)(z), z ∈ Ω.(B.6)

Proof. For n ≥ 0, consider

σ−n(z, φ) =
∞∑
j=0

v−n−2j(z)e
−ı(n+2j)φ,(B.7)

as in [14]. It is easy to see that σ−n ∈ C1(Ω) ∩ C(Ω).
Let z ∈ Ω be arbitrarily fixed. We parametrize Ω in polar coordinates

ζ(φ) = z + teıφ, 0 ≤ t ≤ l(φ) := dist(z, Γ ), 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 2π.
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Then

e−2ıφ =
ζ − z
ζ − z

, dφ =
1

2ı

(
1

ζ − z
dζ − 1

ζ − z
dζ

)
.(B.8)

The equation (B.4) written in component-wise form is

∂v−n(z) + ∂v−n−2(z) = w−n(z), z ∈ Ω, n ∈ Z.(B.9)

For n ≥ 0, evaluate for each φ ∈ [0, 2π]

σ−n(ζ, φ)− σ−n(z, φ) =

∫ l

0

∂σ−n

∂t
(z + teıφ, φ)dt =

∫ l

0

(∂σ−n

∂z
e−ıφ +

∂σ−n

∂z
eıφ
)
dt

=

∫ l

0

∂v−n

∂z
e−ı(n−1)φdt+

∫ l

0

∞∑
j=0

(
∂v−n−2j + ∂v−n−2j−2

)
e−ı(n+2j+1)φdt.(B.10)

From (B.7), v−n(z) is the n-th Fourier coefficient of σ−n(z, ·). Thus,

v−n(z) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

σ−n(z, φ)e
ınφdφ

=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

σ−n(ζ, φ)e
ınφdφ− 1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∫ l(φ)

0

∂v−n
1

te−ıφ
tdtdφ

− 1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∫ l(φ)

0

∞∑
j=0

(
∂v−n−2j + ∂v−n−2j−2

)
e−2ıjφ 1

teıφ
tdtdφ

=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∞∑
j=0

v−n−2j(ζ)e
−2ıjφdφ− 1

2π

∫
Ω

∂v−n
1

ζ − z
dξdη(B.11)

− 1

2π

∫
Ω

∞∑
j=0

(
∂v−n−2j + ∂v−n−2j−2

)
e−2ıjφ 1

ζ − z
dξdη, ζ = ξ + ıη,

where the second equality uses (B.10).
By the conjugate form of the Cauchy-Pompeiu formula (e.g. see [43]), we have

1

2π

∫
Ω

∂v−n
1

ζ − z
dξdη =

1

2
v−n(z) +

1

4πı

∫
∂Ω

v−n(ζ)
1

ζ − z
dζ.(B.12)

Substituting (B.9), (B.8), and (B.12) into (B.11) yields

(B.13)

v−n(z) =
1

2πı

∫
Γ

v−n(ζ)

ζ − z
dζ +

1

2πı

∫
Γ

{
dζ

ζ − z
− dζ

ζ − z

} ∞∑
j=1

v−n−2j(ζ)

(
ζ − z
ζ − z

)j

− 1

π

∞∑
j=0

∫
Ω

w−n−2j(ζ)
1

ζ − z

(
ζ − z
ζ − z

)j

dξdη, ζ = ξ + ıη.

□
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