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Abstract

This paper concerns diffraction-tomographic reconstruction of an object characterized
by its scattering potential. We establish a rigorous generalization of the Fourier diffraction
theorem in arbitrary dimension, giving a precise relation in the Fourier domain between
measurements of the scattered wave and reconstructions of the scattering potential. With this
theorem at hand, Fourier coverages for different experimental setups are investigated taking
into account parameters such as object orientation, direction of incidence and frequency of
illumination. Allowing for simultaneous and discontinuous variation of these parameters, a
general filtered backpropagation formula is derived resulting in an explicit approximation of
the scattering potential for a large class of experimental setups.

1. Introduction

The Helmholtz equation. We consider an inverse source problem for the Helmholtz equation

´ p∆ ` k2
0qu “ g in Rd, (1.1)

where k0 is a positive constant and g an integrable function with compact support. Given
measurements of the unique outgoing solution u, the aim is to reconstruct g. Our first result
connects the Fourier transform of g with that of u restricted to a hyperplane and may be seen as a
generalization of the well-known Fourier diffraction theorem [18, 35, 45]. Let F̃ : S 1pRdq Ñ S 1pRdq
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be the partial Fourier transform along the first pd´1q coordinates. Then, F̃u is a locally integrable
function given by

F̃upx, rMq “

c

π

2
i
κ

`

eiκrMFpg´qpx, κq ` e´iκrMFpg`qpx, ´κq
˘

, x P Rd´1, rM P R, (1.2)

where κ “ κpxq is the principal square root of k2
0 ´ |x|

2 and F is the Fourier transform
on Rd, continued analytically to Cd for |x|

2
ą k2

0. The functions g` and g´ are defined by
g˘prq “ gprq if rd ż rM and g˘prq “ 0 otherwise. Assuming that u is measured on the hyperplane
tr P Rd : rd “ rMu, then (1.2) relates the spatial frequency components of the data to those of
g` and g´.

Diffraction tomography. The Helmholtz equation (1.1) arises as a model for the scattering
of time-harmonic waves Upr, tq “ Reputotprqe´iωtq from a bounded inhomogeneity. Assuming
that the wave motion is caused by an incident field uinc propagating through a homogeneous
background until it meets the scatterer, a common model for the resulting scattered field
usca “ utot ´ uinc is

´ p∆ ` k2
0qusca “ k2

0futot in Rd. (1.3)
In addition, usca satisfies the Sommerfeld radiation condition, see [5, Chap. 8.1]. In this context,
k0 ą 0 is the wave number of the incident field uinc, which is assumed to solve ∆uinc ` k2

0uinc “ 0,
and the normalized scattering potential f is given by

fprq “
nprq2

n2
0

´ 1, r P Rd, (1.4)

where n is the refractive index. Outside the bounded inhomogeneity, we have nprq ” n0, so f is
compactly supported. In general f has a nonzero imaginary part in order to allow for absorption.

Two common simplifications of this scattering model are the Born and the Rytov approximation,
each leading to an equation of the form (1.1). The first-order Born approximation neglects the
term k2

0fusca on the right-hand side of (1.3) and reads

´ p∆ ` k2
0qusca “ k2

0fuinc. (1.5)

The first-order Rytov approximation is based on the ansatz utot “ uinceφ with a complex phase
function φ and leads to

´ p∆ ` k2
0qpuincφq “ k2

0fuinc. (1.6)
Further details on the derivation and validity of these approximations can be found, for instance, in
[18, Chap. 6] and also [11]. Within this framework, the inverse problem of diffraction tomography,
see [8, 18, 35], can be formulated as follows: Given knowledge of the incident field uinc as well as
measurements of the scattered wave on a hyperplane in Rd, recover the scattering potential f
based on (1.5) or (1.6).

A key result underlying diffraction tomography, the Fourier diffraction theorem, can be obtained
as a special case of (1.2) by setting g “ k2

0fuinc, see (1.5), and assuming that (i) measurements
are taken outside the support of f and (ii) the incident field is a plane wave uincprq “ eik0r¨s

propagating in direction s P Sd´1. Then (1.2) becomes the more familiar

F̃upx, rMq “

c

π

2
ik2

0e˘iκrM

κ
Ff ppx, ˘κq ´ k0sq if rM ż rd for all r P supp f. (1.7)

Note that (1.2) can be used to obtain a relation between scattered wave and scattering potential
even when uinc is not a plane wave, see Remark 4.2.
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In applications, mainly the spatial frequencies x P Rd´1 with |x| ă k0 are relevant. This provides
information about Ff at the points px, ˘κpxqq ´ k0s on a sphere in Rd with radius k0 and
center ´k0s. Knowledge of Ff on this set only is not sufficient for a reasonable recovery of f .
Therefore, reconstruction algorithms in diffraction tomography crucially rely on data collection
strategies gathering additional information by varying one or more of the following parameters
of the experiment: (i) the direction s of the incident wave, (ii) the orientation of the scatterer
described by a rotation matrix R P SOpdq, or (iii) the wave number k0 of uinc. In Section 4, we
investigate how changes in each of these parameters (plus additional ones which are shown to be
ineffective) influence the coverage in Fourier space. A general experiment, where all parameters
are allowed to change simultaneously depending on time t P r0, Ls, leads in Rd to the Fourier
coverage

Y “

!

Rptq ppx, ˘κpx, tqq ´ k0ptq sptqq P Rd : 0 ď t ď L, |x| ă k0ptq
)

,

where κ depends on t through k0.

Filtered backpropagation. Filtered backpropagation, as pioneered in [7], provides an explicit
reconstruction formula for

fYprq :“ p2πq´ d
2

ż

Y
Ffpyqeir¨y dy

for every r P Rd. The idea is to first apply the change of coordinates

y “ T px, tq :“ Rptq ppx, κpx, tqq ´ k0ptq sptqq ,

and then use the Fourier diffraction theorem (1.7) to replace the spatial frequency components
of f with those of the measurements u. One issue with this approach is that T is far from
injective in general. Therefore, in order to correctly extend filtered backpropagation formulas to
the general setting proposed here, one has to account for the lack of injectivity by means of the
Banach indicatrix

Card
`

T ´1pyq
˘

,

where Card denotes the counting measure. While the Banach indicatrix can be difficult to
determine in general, we suggest a numerical procedure for estimating it.

Another issue, not only with filtered backpropagation but with diffraction tomographic methods
in general, is the missing cone problem, cf. [26, 29, 30, 44]. This is the observation that for
many experimental setups the Fourier coverage has significant cone-like holes close to the origin,
see Figure 1 or Figure 4, for example. Consequently, a considerable portion of the low spatial
frequencies of f is not available for reconstruction, thus leading to poor results. The missing cone
problem can be overcome, for instance, by consecutively rotating the object around more than
one axis or by subsequently illuminating from more than one direction during rotation. In order
to correctly incorporate the resulting measurements into a single backpropagation formula, we
allow the functions Rptq, sptq and k0ptq, and hence T , to have jump discontinuities. We establish
the corresponding backpropagation formula allowing for noninjective and discontinuous T in
Theorem 5.3. Subsequently, we present an improvement of this formula for real-valued f that
exploits the conjugate symmetry of f̂ and ensures that the reconstruction fY is real-valued as
well. In general, it enlarges the Fourier coverage while reducing the amount of data required to
achieve a certain coverage. Numerical tests show that the new backpropagation method often
provides a reconstruction quality similar to the inverse NDFT method while being faster. The
speed advantage becomes especially relevant when the reconstruction is used inside an iterative
method such as for phase retrieval, see [2, 3], where the Banach indicatrix needs to be computed
only once.
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Outline. This article is organized as follows. After reviewing certain results concerning the
well-posedness of the forward problem g ÞÑ u associated to (1.1) in Section 2, we prove the
generalized Fourier diffraction theorem in Section 3. Section 4 is devoted to the systematic
study of Fourier coverages resulting from various experimental setups. A universal filtered
backpropagation formula together with some extensions and special cases is derived in Section 5.
Finally, the discretization is discussed in Section 6.1, where we also present an estimation method
of the Banach indicatrix. Numerical experiments are performed in Section 6.2.

2. The Helmholtz equation in Rd

In this section we recall results concerning outgoing solutions to the Helmholtz equation

´ p∆ ` k2
0quprq “ gprq, r P Rd, (2.1)

for compactly supported g. A solution u of (2.1) is outgoing, if it satisfies the Sommerfeld
radiation condition

lim
rÑ8

r
d´1

2

ˆ

Bu

Br
´ ik0u

˙

“ 0 (2.2)

uniformly in s, where r “ rs, r “ |r|, and B{Br denotes the radial derivative. The significance of
the Sommerfeld radiation condition is twofold. First, it characterizes outgoing waves. That is,
if u satisfies (2.1) and (2.2), then Upr, tq “ Re

`

uprqe´iωt
˘

, ω ą 0, physically corresponds to a
wave propagating away from the scatterer [6, Chap. IV, §5]. Second, the Sommerfeld radiation
condition ensures uniqueness for (2.1), see Theorem 2.1. Due to the hypoellipticity of ∆ ` k2

0,
every distributional solution u of (2.1) is smooth on Rdz supp g, so that the differentiability
requirement implicit in (2.2) is always met for compactly supported g, see [13].

We denote the space of test functions by DpRdq, which consists of all compactly supported smooth
functions, and the space of distributions by D1pRdq. Furthermore, we will need the Schwartz
space SpRdq of rapidly decreasing, smooth functions and the space of tempered distributions
S 1pRdq.

An outgoing fundamental solution of the d-dimensional Helmholtz operator ´∆ ´ k2
0 is given by

Gprq “
i
4

ˆ

k0
2π|r|

˙
d´2

2
H

p1q
d´2

2
pk0 |r|q, (2.3)

where H
p1q
a is the Hankel function of the first kind and order a. See [32, Chap. 9] for a derivation

of (2.3). The function G is also known as Green’s function for the Helmholtz equation. Note
that G P C8pRdzt0uq. Moreover, the limiting forms

Hp1q
a pzq „

#

´ i
π Γpaq

`

z
2
˘´a

, Re a ą 0,
2i
π logpzq, a “ 0,

for z Ñ 0, (2.4)

and

Hp1q
a pzq „

c

2
πz

eipz´ aπ
2 ´ π

4 q, for z Ñ 8, (2.5)

imply that G belongs to L1
locpRdq X S 1pRdq and that

Gprq “ O
´

|r|
1´d

2

¯

, for |r| Ñ 8, (2.6)
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see [36, (10.2.5), (10.7.2), (10.7.7)]. Notable special cases of (2.3) are

Gprq “

$

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

%

ieik0|r|

2k0
, d “ 1,

i
4H

p1q

0 pk0 |r|q, d “ 2,

eik0|r|

4π|r|
, d “ 3.

(2.7)

The following theorem shows that outgoing solutions of (2.1) are unique in D1pRdq and that, in
particular, G is unique. Related results are [40, 43]. See also [6, Chap. IV, §5] or [32, Thm. 9.11].

Theorem 2.1 For every g P D1pRdq with compact support, there is at most one outgoing solution
of (2.1).

Proof: Suppose u P D1pRdq is an outgoing solution of (2.1). Every other solution of (2.1) can
be written as u ` v where ∆v ` k2

0v “ 0 on Rd. But u ` v can only be outgoing, if v is. It now
follows that v must vanish identically from Green’s formula, also known as Green’s third identity,

vprq “

ż

BB
v∇Gr ¨ n ´ Gr∇v ¨ n ds, (2.8)

where r P Rd is arbitrary, B is a closed ball not containing r, Gr is a shorthand for Gpr ´ ¨q and
n is the outward pointing unit normal. See [5, Thm. 2.5] for d “ 3 or [32, Thms. 7.12, 9.6] for a
more general formulation. Applying Green’s second identity to (2.8) and exploiting the fact that
both v and Gr solve the homogeneous Helmholtz equation in B shows that vprq “ 0. ˝

Theorem 2.2 For every g P L1pRdq with compact support, u “ g ˚ G P L1
locpRdq X S 1pRdq is

the unique distributional solution of the Helmholtz equation (2.1) that satisfies the Sommerfeld
radiation condition (2.2).

Proof: First, u “ g ˚ G solves (2.1) in the distributional sense, because G is a fundamental
solution of ´∆ ´ k2

0. Next, we show that u P L1
locpRdq X S 1pRdq. Take a compact set K Ă Rd

and B Ą supp g. Using the Fubini–Tonelli theorem, local integrability of G and the Minkowski
difference K ´ B, we obtain

ż

K
|uprq| dr ď

ż

K

ż

Rd

|gpyqGpr ´ yq| dy dr

“

ż

Rd

|gpyq|

ż

K
|Gpr ´ yq| dr dy

“

ż

Rd

|gpyq|

ż

K´y
|Gpuq| du dy

ď

ż

K´B
|Gpuq| du

ż

B
|gpyq| dy

ď }G}L1pK´Bq }g}L1pRdq . (2.9)

Therefore, u is locally integrable. By (2.6), there exists a radius R ą 0 and a constant C ą 0
such that

|uprq| ď

ż

B
|gpyqGpr ´ yq| dy ď C }g}L1pRdq (2.10)

when |r| ą R. So, u can be identified with a tempered distribution.

https://dlmf.nist.gov/10.2.E5
https://dlmf.nist.gov/10.7.E2
https://dlmf.nist.gov/10.7.E7
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Concerning the Sommerfeld radiation condition let r R supp g. Then we have
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Bu

Br
prq ´ ik0uprq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď }g}L1 sup
yPsupp g

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

BG

Br
pr ´ yq ´ ik0Gpr ´ yq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

Since supp g is compact, the right-hand side has the same asymptotic behavior for |r| Ñ 8 as
BG{Brprq ´ ik0Gprq. Therefore, u satisfies (2.2).

The uniqueness of u follows from Theorem 2.1. ˝

Remark 2.3 While Theorem 2.2 only asserts that u “ g ˚ G is a distributional solution of
(2.1), under slightly stronger assumptions it can be shown that u is actually a strong solution.
Specifically, let d ě 2 and g P LrpRdq with r ą maxp1, 2d{p3 ` dqq and compact support.
Furthermore, let p, q ě 1 satisfy

p ď r,
d ` 1

2d
ă

1
p

,
1
q

ă
d ´ 1

2d
,

2
d ` 1 ď

1
p

´
1
q

ď
2
d

,
1
p

´
1
q

ă 1.

Then one can apply the estimate

}ϕ ˚ G}LqpRdq ď C }ϕ}LppRdq , for all ϕ P SpRdq,

from [21] (see also [10, Thm. 2.1] and [16, Thm. 6]) to conclude that u P LqpRdq. Using elliptic
regularity theory, one can argue that u P W 2,p

loc pRdq, see [9, Prop. A.1].

The proof of Theorem 3.3 requires the following continuity result for the map g ÞÑ u. It takes
into account the compact support of g but otherwise requires less regularity than Remark 2.3.
We denote by Bd

R the open ball in Rd centered at 0 with radius R.

Theorem 2.4 If gn Ñ 0 in L1pRdq and
Ť

n supp gn is bounded, then gn ˚ G Ñ 0 in S 1pRdq.

Proof: Let B “
Ť

n supp gn. There exists a sufficiently large R ą 0 such that for any ϕ P SpRdq

we obtain
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

Rd

gn ˚ Gprqϕprq dr
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ż

Bd
R

|gn ˚ Gprqϕprq| dr `

ż

RdzBd
R

|gn ˚ Gprqϕprq| dr

ď

´

}G}L1pBd
R´Bq ∥ϕ∥L8pRdq ` C∥ϕ∥L1pRdq

¯

∥gn∥L1pRdq,

where we have used (2.9) for the first and (2.10) for the second integral. For n Ñ 8, we conclude
that

ż

Rd

gn ˚ Gprqϕprq dr Ñ 0

and therefore G ˚ gn Ñ 0 in S 1. ˝

3. A generalized Fourier diffraction theorem

We denote by Fj the partial Fourier transform with respect to the j-th coordinate. That is, if ϕ
belongs to the Schwartz space SpRdq, we define

Fjϕpr1, . . . , rj´1, kj , rj`1, . . . rdq “ p2πq´ 1
2

ż

R

ϕprqe´ikjrj drj .

Note that Fj can be extended to a continuous linear bijection with continuous inverse on the
space of tempered distributions S 1pRdq. The usual d-dimensional Fourier transform is given by
F “ F1 ˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˝ Fd. We also use the shorthand ĝ for Fg.
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If d ě 2 the Fourier transform with respect to the first d ´ 1 coordinates is abbreviated by

F̃ :“ F1 ˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˝ Fd´1. (3.1)

Similarly, for r P Rd we define the truncated vector r̃ “ pr1, . . . , rd´1q P Rd´1. We also let

κ : Rd´1 Ñ C, κpr̃q :“
#

a

k2
0 ´ |r̃|2, |r̃| ď k0,

i
a

|r̃|2 ´ k2
0, |r̃| ą k0.

(3.2)

Lemma 3.1 Let d ě 2. Then 1{κ P L1
locpRdq and ϕ ÞÑ

ş

Rd ϕprq{κpr̃q dr is a tempered distribu-
tion.

Proof: Concerning the first claim we have |κpr̃q| ě
a

k0 |k0 ´ |r̃|| and therefore, for every R ą 0,
ż

Bd´1
R

dr̃
|κpr̃q|

ď

ż

Bd´1
R

dr̃
a

k0 |k0 ´ |r̃||
ď C

ż R

0

rd´2 dr
a

|k0 ´ r|
ă `8. (3.3)

This shows that 1{κ P L1
locpRd´1q and consequently 1{κ P L1

locpRdq as well.

For the second claim let R ą k0. Then |κ| ě
a

k0pR ´ k0q on S :“ tr P Rd : |r̃| ě Ru, and for an
arbitrary ϕ P SpRdq it follows that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

Rd

ϕprq

κpr̃q
dr
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

R

ż

Bd´1
R

ϕprq

κpr̃q
dr̃ dxd `

ż

S

ϕprq

κpr̃q
dr

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď }1{κ}L1pBd´1
R q

ż

R

sup
|r̃|ďR

|ϕpr̃, xdq| dxd ` pk0pR ´ k0qq´ 1
2

ż

S
|ϕprq| dr

ď C

˜

ż

R

sup
|r̃|ďR

|ϕprq| dxd `

ż

Rd

|ϕprq| dr

¸

.

Both of these integrals can be bounded by appropriate seminorms on SpRdq. For the second one
we recall that SpRdq is continuously embedded in L1pRdq. The first one can be estimated by

ż

R

sup
|r̃|ďR

|ϕprq| drd “

ż

R

1 ` r2
d

1 ` r2
d

sup
|r̃|ďR

|ϕprq| drd ď sup
rdPR

˜

p1 ` r2
dq sup

|r̃|ďR
|ϕprq|

¸

ż

R

dyd

1 ` y2
d

ď C sup
rPRd

ˇ

ˇp1 ` r2
dqϕprq

ˇ

ˇ . ˝

Lemma 3.2 Let d ě 2. The partial Fourier transform F̃G is given by the locally integrable
function

F̃Gprq “ p2πq
1´d

2
ieiκpr̃q|rd|

2κpr̃q
. (3.4)

Proof: The d-dimensional Fourier transform Ĝ is a tempered distribution and can be expressed
as

xĜ, ϕy “ p2πq´ d
2 lim

ϵÑ0`

ż

Rd

ϕpkq

|k|2 ´ k2
0 ´ iϵ dk, ϕ P SpRdq. (3.5)

This formula can be derived as follows. Given ϵ ą 0, consider the Helmholtz operator ´∆´pk2
0`iϵq.

An outgoing fundamental solution of this operator is given by

Gϵprq “
i
4

ˆ

k

2π|r|

˙
d´2

2
H

p1q
d´2

2
pk |r|q

where k denotes the principal square root of k2
0 ` iϵ, see [32, Chap. 9]. Since Gϵ is a fundamental

solution of ´∆ ´ pk2
0 ` iϵq and a tempered distribution, its Fourier transform may be identified
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with the locally integrable function Ĝϵpyq “ p2πq´d{2p|y|2 ´ pk2
0 ` iϵqq´1. Further, by using

the asymptotic estimates (2.4)-(2.5), see also [9, (13)], and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem it can be shown that Gϵ

S1

Ñ G and therefore also Ĝϵ
S1

Ñ Ĝ, which is (3.5).

Exploiting the fact that F̃ “ F´1
d F we obtain

xF̃G, ϕy “ p2πq´ d
2 lim

ϵÑ0`

ż

Rd

F´1
d ϕpkq

|k|2 ´ k2
0 ´ iϵ dk “ p2πq´

d`1
2 lim

ϵÑ0`

ż

Rd

ż

R

eirdkdϕpk̃, rdq

|k|2 ´ k2
0 ´ iϵ drd dk.

Applying Fubini’s theorem to interchange integration with respect to kd and rd we obtain

p2πq´
d`1

2 lim
ϵÑ0`

ż

Rd

ϕpk̃, rdq

ż

R

eirdkd

|k|2 ´ k2
0 ´ iϵ dkd dpk̃, rdq.

Concerning the inner integral define κϵ as the square root of κ2 ` iϵ with positive imaginary part
and use formula 17.23.14 in [15] to obtain

ż

R

eirdkd

|k|2 ´ k2
0 ´ iϵ dkd “

ż

R

eirdkd

k2
d ´ κpk̃q2 ´ iϵ

dkd “

ż

R

eirdkd

k2
d ` p´iκϵpk̃qq2 dkd “

πeiκϵpk̃q|rd|

´iκϵpk̃q
.

Thus, we have shown that

xF̃G, ϕy “ p2πq
1´d

2 lim
ϵÑ0`

ż

Rd

ϕpk̃, rdq
ieiκϵpk̃q|rd|

2κϵpk̃q
dpk̃, rdq. (3.6)

Finally, we can interchange limit and integral by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem,
since |κϵ| ą |κ| and the integrand in (3.6) is dominated by |ϕ|{|2κ|, which is in L1pRdq according
to Lemma 3.1. Therefore,

xF̃G, ϕy “ p2πq
1´d

2

ż

Rd

ϕpk̃, rdq
ieiκpk̃q|rd|

2κpk̃q
dpk̃, rdq. ˝

Having found F̃G we calculate F̃u in Theorem 3.3. For d ě 2 define

h˘ : Rd´1 Ñ Cd, h˘ pr̃q :“
ˆ

r̃
˘κpr̃q

˙

. (3.7)

For a P R, the indicator function of the half space tr P Rd : rd ě au is denoted by

χa : Rd Ñ R, χapyq :“
#

0 if yd ă a,

1 otherwise.

Regarding the right-hand side of (3.8) below, we recall that the Fourier transform of a function
with compact support in Rd can be extended to an entire function on Cd.

Theorem 3.3 (Generalized Fourier Diffraction Theorem) Let d ě 2. Assume that g P

L1pRdq has compact support. Then F̃u, where u “ g ˚ G, is given by the following locally
integrable function

F̃uprq “

c

π

2
i

κpr̃q

´

eiκpr̃qrdF pp1 ´ χrd
qgq ph`pr̃qq ` e´iκpr̃qrdF pχrd

gq ph´pr̃qq

¯

, (3.8)

for r P Rd with |r̃| ‰ k0. If rd is sufficiently large or sufficiently small such that

˘ prd ´ ydq ą 0 for all y P supp g, (3.9)

then (3.8) simplifies to

F̃uprq “

c

π

2
ie˘iκpr̃qrd

κpr̃q
ĝph˘pr̃qq. (3.10)
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Proof: There is a compact set K Ă Rd and a sequence pgnq Ă DpRdq converging to g in L1pRdq

such that K contains the supports of g and all gn. Define un “ gn ˚ G. Then, in the sense of
tempered distributions we have

F̃un “ F´1
d Fpgn ˚ Gq “ p2πq

d
2 F´1

d pĝnĜq “ p2πq
d´1

2 F̃gn
d
˚ F̃G,

the last equality being a consequence of the convolution theorem for partial Fourier transforms
and d

˚ denoting partial convolution along the d-th coordinate, see [25, Def. 8.21, Thm. 8.22].
Taking into account Lemma 3.2, it follows that

F̃unprq “

ż

R

ieiκpr̃q|rd´y|

2κpr̃q
F̃gnpr̃, yq dy

wherever κ ‰ 0. So, for every ϕ P SpRdq

xF̃un, ϕy “

ż

Rd

ϕprq

ż

R

ieiκpr̃q|rd´y|

2κpr̃q
F̃gnpr̃, yq dy dr (3.11)

and a brief calculation shows further that

xF̃un, ϕy “ i
c

π

2

ż

Rd

ϕprq

κpr̃q

´

eiκpr̃qrdF pp1 ´ χrd
qgnq ph`pr̃qq ` e´iκpr̃qrdF pχrd

gnq ph´pr̃qq

¯

dr.

(3.12)

Now consider the limit n Ñ 8 in (3.12). Regarding the left-hand side, we have un Ñ u in S 1pRdq

by Theorem 2.4, since
Ť

n supp gn Ă K is bounded. Continuity of F̃ on S 1pRdq gives
lim

nÑ8
xF̃un, ϕy “ xF̃u, ϕy, for all ϕ P SpRdq.

To resolve the limit on the right-hand side we use the dominated convergence theorem. The
pointwise limit of the integrand is given by

ϕprq

κpr̃q

´

eiκpr̃qrdF pp1 ´ χrd
qgq ph`pr̃qq ` e´iκpr̃qrdF pχrd

gq ph´pr̃qq

¯

. (3.13)

To see this, we note that gn Ñ g in L1pKq and also χrd
gn Ñ χrd

g in L1pKq for all rd P R.
Consequently, Fpχrd

gnq Ñ Fpχrd
gq pointwise on Cd, cf. [17, (7.3.1)]. Hence Fpχrd

gnqph´pr̃qq Ñ

Fpχrd
gqph´pr̃qq for all r P Rd. Analogously, we find that Fpp1 ´ χrd

qgnqph`pr̃qq Ñ Fpp1 ´

χrd
qgqph`pr̃qq for all r P Rd.

Next, it follows from (3.11) that the integrand is bounded by
?

2π }gn}L1 |ϕ{2κ|. Since we can
find a C such that }gn}L1 ď C }g}L1 for all n we have found an upper bound.

Finally, it follows from the dominated convergence theorem that (3.13) is in L1pRdq and

xF̃u, ϕy “ i
c

π

2

ż

Rd

ϕprq

κpr̃q

´

eiκpr̃qrdF pp1 ´ χrd
qgq ph`pr̃qq ` e´iκpr̃qrdF pχrd

gq ph´pr̃qq

¯

dr

for all ϕ P SpRdq, which proves (3.8). Furthermore, if (3.9) is fulfilled, one of the two Fourier
transforms on the right-hand side of (3.8) vanishes, while the other one equals ĝ, so that we
obtain (3.10), which finishes the proof. ˝

Remark 3.4 (1D Fourier diffraction theorem) Theorem 3.3 can be extended to dimension
d “ 1 in the following way. Let g P L1pRq be compactly supported and recall from (2.7) the
simple expression of the one-dimensional fundamental solution. Then a direct calculation yields

upxq “
i

2k0

ż

R

gpyqeik0|x´y| dy “

c

π

2
i

k0

´

eik0xF pp1 ´ χxqgq pk0q ` e´ik0xF pχxgq p´k0q

¯

.

If x lies outside the support of g, that is, ˘px ´ yq ą 0 for all y P supp g, then

upxq “

c

π

2
i

k0
e˘ik0xĝp˘k0q.
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Remark 3.5 Since g has compact support, F̃u is smooth wherever |r̃| ‰ k0 according to (3.8).
On the other hand, consider r̃0 P Rd´1 with |r̃0| “ k0 and note that Fpp1 ´ χrd

qgq ˝ h` and
Fpχrd

gq ˝ h´ are continuous functions on Rd´1. Evaluating the long bracket in (3.8) at pr̃0, rdq

gives ĝpr̃0, 0q for every rd P R. Thus, the function F̃u has a singularity at pr̃0, rdq, for every
rd P R, if ĝpr̃0, 0q ‰ 0.

Remark 3.6 A weaker version of Theorem 3.3, covering only the case d “ 3, has appeared in
[25, Thm. 3.1]. The proof in [25] relies on the estimates mentioned in Remark 2.3 and therefore
requires the compactly supported inhomogeneity g to belong to LppR3q with p ą 1. In contrast,
as Theorem 3.3 relies on Theorem 2.4 instead, the weaker assumption g P L1pRdq is sufficient.

4. Fourier coverage

In this section we investigate some of the ramifications of Theorem 3.3 for data collection
strategies in diffraction tomography. Therefore, we return to the inverse scattering problem
outlined in Section 1. Under the Born or Rytov approximation, cf. (1.5) and (1.6), the governing
equation is

´ p∆ ` k2
0quprq “ k2

0fprquincprq, r P Rd, (4.1)

where uinc is the incident wave and the outgoing solution u approximates the scattered wave.
The normalized scattering potential f , recall (1.4), is the unknown we aim to reconstruct. From
now on we impose the following assumptions, which are standard in diffraction tomography.

(i) The incident field is a plane wave uincprq “ eik0s¨r for some s P Sd´1.

(ii) The measurement hyperplane tr P Rd : rd “ rMu is disjoint from supp f , i.e. condition (3.9)
holds. Introducing the intervals

I˘ “ I˘pfq “ tx P R : x ż yd for all y P supp fu, (4.2)

this condition can be written as rM P I˘.

The following d-dimensional version of the Fourier diffraction theorem, see also [18, 35, 45], is
now an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.3. Recall the partial Fourier transform F̃ in (3.1),
κ in (3.2) and h in (3.7).

Corollary 4.1 (Fourier diffraction theorem) Let d ě 2 and assume that f P L1pRdq has
compact support. Then, for x P Rd´1 with |x| ‰ k0, the outgoing solution u of (4.1) satisfies

F̃upx, rMq “

c

π

2
ie˘iκpxqrMk2

0
κpxq

f̂ph˘pxq ´ k0sq, if rM P I˘pfq. (4.3)

Remark 4.2 (Variants of the Fourier diffraction theorem) In the present article, the
main application of Theorem 3.3 is the special case Corollary 4.1 based on assumptions (i) and
(ii). On the other hand, it is precisely the absence of these assumptions which makes Theorem 3.3
more general and potentially more widely applicable. That is, Theorem 3.3 could be used in
situations, where the data are collected on a hyperplane passing through the inhomogeneity or
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where the incident field uinc is not a plane wave. Consider, for instance, an incident Herglotz
wave

uincprq “

ż

Sd´1
apsqeik0s¨r dspsq,

where a P L2pSd´1q. Replacing g in (3.10) with k2
0fuinc and changing the order of integration

yields

F̃upx, rMq “

c

π

2
ie˘iκpxqrMk2

0
κpxq

ż

Sd´1
apsqf̂ph˘pxq ´ k0sq dspsq.

Such relations between F̃u and f̂ have recently been used for tomographic reconstructions in [24].
Moreover, we note that the applicability of Theorem 3.3 is not restricted to outgoing solutions:
Suppose w is an arbitrary solution of (2.1). Then w “ u ` v, where u is the outgoing solution
and ∆v ` k2

0v “ 0 on Rd. If F̃v can be calculated, then F̃w “ F̃u ` F̃v and, using Theorem 3.3,
one obtains a formula for F̃w. Finally, we remark that there are vector-valued versions of the
Fourier diffraction theorem, see [27, 33].

So far all parameters of the experiment were kept fixed. In that case the Fourier diffraction
theorem in (4.3) gives information about Ff on the hemisphere

th˘pxq ´ k0s : x P Rd´1, |x| ă k0u (4.4)

with center ´k0s and radius k0. This is called the Fourier coverage or k-space coverage of the
experiment and we denote it by Y Ă Rd. The restriction |x| ă k0 is made for the practical reason
that the larger spatial frequencies do not contribute to the physical measurements.

The set in (4.4), however, is only a null set. For a viable reconstruction, we need to obtain
more information, namely a larger Fourier coverage, by adapting the experimental setup. In this
section, we discuss how altering

(i) the direction of incidence s,
(ii) the orientation and position of the object,

(iii) the orientation and position of the measurement hyperplane, or
(iv) the wave number k0

affects the Fourier coverage Y . Regarding the first three constituents, the decisive factor is their
orientation relative to each other. A change in one of them is equivalent to a corresponding
change in the other two. For instance, measurements obtained from rotating the object during
illumination can be reproduced, at least theoretically, by rotating the direction of incidence and
the measurement equipment in a corresponding fashion. Altering the wave number k0 is different
in character and will be treated in Section 4.4. Finally, as a preparation for the general filtered
backpropagation presented in Section 5, we consider in Section 4.5 an experiment where all the
above constituents may vary simultaneously.

4.1. Direction of incidence. Altering the incidence direction s is known as angle scanning
[28] or illumination scanning [37]. Then instead of (4.3), we obtain for x P Rd´1

F̃utpx, rMq “

c

π

2
ie˘iκrMk2

0
κ

Ff
`

h˘ ´ k0sptq
˘

, if rM P I˘, (4.5)

where ut, 0 ď t ď L, is the scattered wave generated by the incident plane wave r ÞÑ eik0r¨sptq

and s : r0, Ls Ñ Sd´1 is the varying direction of incidence. Thus the Fourier coverage is given by

Y “

!

h˘pxq ´ k0sptq P Rd : |x| ă k0, 0 ď t ď L
)

.
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y2

y1

k0´k0

y2

y1

k0´k0

y2

y1

k0´k0

2k0

Figure 1. 2D Fourier coverage for incidence direction varying according to sptq “

pcos t, sin tq where t P rπ{4, 3π{4s (left), t P r0, πs (center) and t P r0, 2πs (right).
Measurements are taken at r2 “ rM with rM P I`, recall (4.2). The Fourier coverage
(light red) is a union of infinitely many semicircles, some of which are depicted in red.
Their centers lie on the dashed blue curve.

Geometrically speaking, it consists of translations of the semicircle or hemisphere (4.4) such that
its center stays at a distance of k0 from the origin, see Figure 1.

4.2. Rigid motion of object. If the object moves according to a rigid motion pt, rq ÞÑ

RptqJr ` dptq with a rotation matrix

Rptq P SOpdq :“ tQ P Rdˆd : QJQ “ I, det Q “ 1u

and a translation vector dptq P Rd, t P r0, Ls, it has the normalized scattering potential f ˝ Ψt

with

Ψt : Rd Ñ Rd, r ÞÑ Rptqpr ´ dptqq. (4.6)

We denote by ut “ k2
0ppf ˝ Ψtqu

incq ˚ G the wave scattered by this transformed potential and
assume that rM P I˘pf ˝ Ψtq for all t P r0, Ls. Then (4.3) becomes

F̃utpx, rMq “

c

π

2
ie˘iκrMk2

0
κ

Ff
`

Rptq
`

h˘ ´ k0s
˘˘

e´idptq¨ph˘´k0sq, (4.7)

cf. [39, sect. 2.2]. In this case we obtain the Fourier coverage

Y “

!

Rptq
`

h˘pxq ´ k0s
˘

P Rd : |x| ă k0, 0 ď t ď L
)

,

which depends only on the rotation R but not on the translation d. It consists of rotated versions
of the semicircle or hemisphere from (4.4), see Figure 2, Figure 3 and Figure 4. Comparing with
Figure 1 shows that rotating the object is not equivalent to rotating the incidence in terms of
Fourier coverage.

4.3. Location of measurement hyperplane. Consider now moving the measurement hy-
perplane. It follows from (4.3) that the signed distance rM from the origin to the hyperplane
does not affect the Fourier coverage, at least as long as it stays on one side of the support
of f . Therefore, we keep rM fixed and rotate the measurement hyperplane around the origin
according to Rptq P SOpdq. This is equivalent to rotating the incidence direction and the object
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y1

y2

?
2k0

k0

´k0

(a) Quarter turn

y1

y2

?
2k0

k0

´k0

(b) Half turn

y1

y2

?
2k0

(c) Full turn

Figure 2. 2D Fourier coverage for a rotating object, incidence direction s “ p0, 1q

and measurements taken at r2 “ rM P I`. The Fourier coverage (light red) is a union
of infinitely many semicircles, some of which are depicted in red.

y1

y2

k0 2k0

k0

(a) Quarter turn

y1

y2

k0 2k0

k0

(b) Half turn

y1

y2

k0 2k0

k0

(c) Three-quarter turn

y1

y2

k0 2k0

k0

(d) Full turn

Figure 3. 2D Fourier coverage for a rotating object, incidence direction s “ p1, 0q

and measurements taken at r2 “ rM P I`. The Fourier coverage (light red) is a union
of infinitely many semicircles, some of which are depicted in red.

y1

y2

k0´k0

Figure 4. 3D Fourier coverage for a full rotation of the object about the r1-axis with
incidence direction s “ p0, 1, 0q. Left and center: 3D visualization. Right: 2D cross
section through y1y2-plane. In this case there is no difference in the Fourier coverage
between rM P I` or rM P I´.

simultaneously. Denote by s0 the original incidence direction. Combining (4.5) for the incidence
sptq “ RptqJs0 with (4.7) for the normalized scattering potential fpRptq¨q, we obtain

F̃utpx, rMq “

c

π

2
ie˘iκrM

κ
Ff

`

Rptq
`

h˘pxq ´ k0RptqJs0
˘˘

“

c

π

2
ie˘iκrM

κ
Ff

`

Rptqh˘pxq ´ k0s0
˘

, if rM P I˘pf ˝ Rptqq.

The resulting Fourier coverage is

Y “

!

Rptqh˘pxq ´ k0s0 P Rd : |x| ă k0, 0 ď t ď L
)

.

The hemisphere h˘, which is centered at the origin, is rotated before it is translated by the fixed
vector ´k0s0. This means that Y Ă ty P Rd : |y ´ k0s0| “ k0u. In contrast to the previous two
situations, the coverage is always a set of measure zero.



14 C. Kirisits, M. Quellmalz, E. Setterqvist

4.4. Wave number. We examine how altering the wave number k0 of the incident plane wave
affects the Fourier coverage. Denote by ut the scattered wave generated by the incident field
uincpxq “ eik0ptq x¨s with wave number k0ptq ą 0 for t P r0, Ls. We assume that the object’s
refractive index n and therefore also f does not depend on k0ptq. Then, according to (4.3), we
have

F̃utpx, rMq “

c

π

2
ie˘iκpx,tqrMk0ptq2

κpx, tq
Ff

`

h˘px, tq ´ k0ptqs
˘

, if rM P I˘.

Notice that κpx, tq “
a

k0ptq2 ´ |x|2 and therefore also h˘px, tq “ px, ˘κpx, tqq
J depend on t in

this case. The Fourier coverage

Y “

!

h˘px, tq ´ k0ptqs P Rd : 0 ď t ď L, |x| ă k0ptq
)

is a union of hemispheres that are translated in direction of s and scaled such that each passes
through the origin. In contrast to the previous scenarios, there are large missing parts near the
origin, see the 2D case in Figure 5. This also holds in 3D, where the corresponding Fourier
coverages are obtained by rotating those depicted in Figure 5 around the y2 axis.

y1

y2

´kmin

´kmax

y1

y2

´kmin

´kmax

y1

y2

´kmin

´kmax

Figure 5. 2D Fourier coverage with s “ p0, 1q where the wave number k0ptq covers
the interval rkmin, kmaxs. Left: measurements taken at r2 “ rM with rM P I`. Center:
rM P I´. Right: both measurements combined.

4.5. Varying all parameters at once. Let us assume that the object rotation Rptq P SOpdq,
the translation dptq P Rd, the incidence direction sptq P Sd´1 and the wave number k0ptq P Rą0
all depend on t P r0, Ls. We denote by uinc

t prq “ eik0ptqr¨sptq the corresponding incident wave and
by

ut :“ k0ptq2 `pf ˝ Ψtq uinc
t

˘

˚ G (4.8)

the resulting wave scattered by f ˝ Ψt, see (4.6). Analogously to (4.7), we have

F̃utpx, rMq “

c

π

2
ie˘iκpx,tqrM k0ptq2

κpx, tq
Ff

`

Rptq
`

h˘px, tq ´ k0ptqsptq
˘˘

e´idptq¨ph˘px,tq´k0ptqsptqq

(4.9)
if rM P I˘pf ˝ Ψtq, and the respective Fourier coverage is given by

Y “

!

Rptq
`

h˘px, tq ´ k0ptq sptq
˘

P Rd : |x| ă k0ptq, 0 ď t ď L
)

.

Remark 4.3 (Maximal cover) Assume that k0ptq has a maximum kmax. Then, under the
assumptions of Section 4.5 the set Y is always contained in a ball of radius 2kmax. In 2D this
maximal coverage can be attained when the object makes a full turn and the propagation direction
of the plane wave is parallel to the measurement line, see Figure 3d. On the other hand, the fact
that Y is bounded while supp f̂ is unbounded implies that f cannot be reconstructed exactly
using the Fourier diffraction theorem alone [45].
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Remark 4.4 (Redundancy of measurement planes) So far we have always considered two
options for the location of the measurement hyperplane, rM P I´ or rM P I`, each leading to a
different coverage in general. The following argument shows that all information obtained at one
hyperplane can also be obtained at the other by suitably adapting the incidence direction and the
orientation of the object. For instance, the frequency components of f obtained at I´ (and thus
via h´) can be accessed at I` (and via h`) when replacing the incidence s0 “ ps1, . . . , sdq P Sd´1

by ps1, . . . , sd´2, ´sd´1, ´sdq and using the rotation R0 “ diagp1, . . . , 1, ´1, ´1q P SOpdq, since
we have for x P Rd´1 with |x| ă k0 that

h`pxq ´ k0s0 “ R0
`

h´px1, . . . , xd´2, ´xd´1q ´ k0ps1, . . . , sd´2, ´sd´1, ´sdq
˘

.

5. Filtered backpropagation

Filtered backpropagation formulae provide an explicit expression for a low-pass filtered approxi-
mation of the normalized scattering potential f , see [7], [18, Sect. 6.4.2] or [25]. Recall the Fourier
coverage Y Ă Rd of the experiment from the previous section. The filtered backpropagation of f
is defined by the Fourier inversion

fY :“ F´1p1Y f̂q,

where the characteristic function of Y is given by 1Yprq “ 1 if r P Y and 1Yprq “ 0 otherwise. If
f̂ is integrable on Y, we can express the filtered backpropagation by the integral

fYprq “ p2πq´ d
2

ż

Y
f̂pyqeiy¨r dy. (5.1)

Before applying the Fourier diffraction theorem, Corollary 4.1, to express the right-hand side in
terms of the measurements utp¨, rMq, the integral is typically transformed into one over px, tq.
Recall that x “ px1, . . . , xd´1q are the spatial frequencies of the measurements of the scattered
wave. This change of coordinates circumvents the irregular sampling in the Fourier domain,
which would result from directly discretizing (4.9).

The following characterization of the filtered backpropagation is a direct consequence of
Plancherel’s identity, which states that }f}L2pRdq “ }f̂}L2pRdq for all f P L2pRdq.

Theorem 5.1 Let f P L2pRdq and the Fourier coverage Y Ă Rd be measurable. Then
(i) fY has minimal L2 norm among all functions g P L2pRdq that satisfy ĝ “ f̂ on Y,

(ii) fY is the L2 best approximation to f in the subspace
␣

g P L2pRdq : supp ĝ Ă Y
(

, and
(iii) if Y1 Ą Y, then }f ´ fY1}L2pRdq ď }f ´ fY}L2pRdq .

5.1. General filtered backpropagation formula. We consider the general experiment of
Section 4.5 in which the direction of incidence sptq P Sd´1, the object orientation Rptq P SOpdq and
translation dptq P Rd, as well as the wave number k0ptq ą 0 can vary simultaneously depending on
t P r0, Ls. As pointed out in Remark 4.4, we can restrict ourselves to a measurement hyperplane
with rM P I` without losing generality. Therefore, we set accordingly h :“ h`, see (3.7), and
define

U :“
!

px, tq P Rd : |x| ă k0ptq, 0 ď t ď L
)

. (5.2)

The Fourier coverage of the experiment is given by Y “ T pUq, where

T : U Ñ Rd, T px, tq :“ Rptqphpx, tq ´ k0ptqsptqq. (5.3)

With this notation, we obtain by (4.9) the following relation between the scattered wave ut and
the normalized scattering potential f ,

F̃utpx, rMq “

c

π

2
ieiκrM k0ptq2

κ
FfpT px, tqq e´idptq¨T px,tq. (5.4)
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Remark 5.2 (Experimental setup with discontinuous parameters) The following back-
propagation formula in Theorem 5.3 specifically allows s, R and k0 to be discontinuous functions
of t. This was done in order to be able to handle experimental setups where one or more of
those parameters do not change continuously but only attain a few discrete values, without
having to impose unrealistic smoothness assumptions. Imagine, for instance, an object which is
subsequently rotated about two different axes, or, one which, during rotation, is subsequently
illuminated from a finite number of directions. Such situations can be modeled by a piecewise
smooth rotation map R or a piecewise constant s, respectively. Subsequently, all obtained
measurements can be combined into one reconstruction using equation (5.5) below.

Theorem 5.3 (Filtered backpropagation formula) Let f P L1pRdq have compact support
and L ą 0. Assume that each of the maps s : r0, Ls Ñ Sd´1, R : r0, Ls Ñ SOpdq, d : r0, Ls Ñ Rd

and k0 : r0, Ls Ñ p0, `8q is piecewise C1 in every component, i.e., except at finitely many points
t1, . . . , tm P r0, Ls, and that s1, R1, and k1

0 are bounded. Let ut be defined as in (4.8) and assume
that rM P I`pf ˝ Ψtq for all t P r0, Ls. Then, fYprq is finite for all r P Rd and

fYprq “ 2p2πq´
1`d

2

ż

U

κpx, tq eiT px,tq¨pr`dptqq F̃utpx, rMq |det p∇T px, tqq|

k0ptq2 ieiκpx,tqrM CardpT ´1pT px, tqqq
dpx, tq, (5.5)

where Card denotes the counting measure and the Jacobian determinant of T is given by

det p∇T px, tqq “
k0ptqk1

0ptq ´ Rptqhpx, tq ¨ pk0ptqRptqsptqq1

κpx, tq
. (5.6)

Proof: We note that
|T px, tq| ď 2 suptk0ptq : t P r0, Lsu

for all px, tq P U , cf. Remark 4.3. As k1
0 and therefore k0 is bounded, the set Y is bounded.

Therefore, fYprq is finite for every r P Rd. We will prove the theorem through usage of the
change of variables formula given in [4, Thm. 5.8.30]. In order to apply that result, we need to
show that T fulfills certain prerequisites, namely

(i) T has approximate partial derivatives a.e. on U ,
(ii) T satisfies the Luzin N property on U , and

(iii) detp∇T q P L1pUq.

By assumption, T has partial derivatives a.e. on U . A function acting between measure spaces
is said to satisfy the Luzin N property if it maps null sets to null sets, see [4, Def. 3.6.8]. In
particular, differentiable maps from Rd into Rd have the Luzin N property, cf. [41, Lem. 7.25].
Now let L denote the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure and consider E Ă U with LpEq “ 0. Let
D “ tpx, tq P U : t P t0, t1, . . . , tm, Luu be the set where T might not be C1. By decomposing
E “ pE X Dq Y pE X Dcq with Dc being the complement of D in U , we obtain

LpT pEqq “ LpT ppE X Dq Y pE X Dcqqq “ LpT pE X Dq Y T pE X Dcqq

ď LpT pE X Dqq ` LpT pE X Dcqq ď LpT pDqq ` LpT pE X Dcqq “ 0

as T pDq is a finite union of hypersurfaces, recall (4.4), and T is C1 on Dc.

Next we show that detp∇T q P L1pUq. For almost every t P r0, Ls the Jacobian matrix of T is
given by

∇T “

´

BT
Bx1

¨ ¨ ¨ BT
Bxd´1

BT
Bt

¯

,

where
BT

Bki
“ R

Bh
Bxi

“ R
´

ei ´
xi

κ
ed

¯

,

BT

Bt
“ R

Bh
Bt

` R1h ´ pk0Rsq
1

“
k0k1

0
κ

Red ` R1h ´ pk0Rsq
1
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and ei denotes the i-th unit vector in Rd. Therefore, its determinant can be expressed as

det p∇T q “ det
`

RJ∇T
˘

“ det
ˆ

Id´1 k0k1
0

κ ed ` v
´xJ{κ

˙

“
k0k1

0
κ

` det
ˆ

Id´1 v
´xJ{κ

˙

,

where Id´1 is the identity matrix of size d ´ 1 and v “ RJpR1h ´ pk0Rsq
1
q. For the determinant

of a 2 ˆ 2 block matrix with invertible upper left block we recall that

det
ˆ

A B
C D

˙

“ det
ˆˆ

A 0
C I

˙ˆ

I A´1B
0 D ´ CA´1B

˙˙

“ detpAq detpD ´ CA´1Bq.

It follows that

det
ˆ

Id´1 v
´xJ{κ

˙

“ vd ´
xJv
´κ

“
h ¨ v

κ
.

In total the Jacobian determinant equals

det p∇T q “
k0k1

0 ` h ¨ v
κ

.

Due to the stated assumptions on k0, R and s the numerator is bounded. Therefore, the
determinant is integrable on U , if 1{κ is. Recalling (3.3), we see that

›

›

›

›

1
κ

›

›

›

›

L1pUq

“

ż

U

dpx, tq

|κ|
ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Sd´2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż L

0
k0ptqd´ 5

2

ż k0ptq

0

dρ
a

|k0ptq ´ ρ|
dt

“ 2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Sd´2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż L

0
k0ptqd´2 dt,

which is finite since k0 is bounded. We conclude that [4, Thm. 5.8.30] is applicable and in
particular

ż

T pUq

CardpT ´1pyqq dy “

ż

U
|detp∇T px, tqq| dpx, tq.

Therefore, CardpT ´1pyqq ă 8 for a.e. y P T pUq. As CardpT ´1p¨qq ą 0 on T pUq, we may then
write

fYprq “ p2πq´ d
2

ż

T pUq

eiy¨rFfpyq
CardpT ´1pyqq

CardpT ´1pyqq
dy.

Invoking [4, Thm. 5.8.30] again, where we now integrate the function

y ÞÑ eiy¨rFfpyq{ CardpT ´1pyqq,

gives
fYprq “ p2πq´ d

2

ż

U
eiT px,tq¨rFfpT px, tqq

|detp∇T px, tqq|

CardpT ´1pT px, tqqq
dpx, tq. (5.7)

By (5.4), we can express Ff in terms of the measurements and (5.5) is then established.

It remains to verify (5.6). We have already shown that

det p∇T q “
k0k1

0 ` h ¨
`

RJpR1h ´ pk0Rsq
1
q
˘

κ
.

In order to finish the calculation, we only have to observe that the matrix RJR1 is skew-symmetric,
which can be seen by differentiating the identity RJR “ Id. Therefore, y ¨ RJR1y “ 0 for all
y P Rd. ˝
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5.2. Non-absorbing object. In many situations, such as optical diffraction tomography of
biological cells, the refractive index n and therefore the normalized scattering potential f are
assumed to be real-valued, which means that absorption is neglected, cf. [2, 34]. Then the Fourier
transform of f : Rd Ñ R is conjugate symmetric,

Ffpyq “ Ffp´yq, @y P Rd, (5.8)

also known as Friedel’s law, where z denotes the complex conjugate of z P C. The reconstruction
fY does not account for this symmetry. It might even happen that fY has a non-vanishing
imaginary part despite the fact that f is real-valued.

By (5.8), we obtain from the measurements the Fourier transform Ff not only on Y, but also
on ´Y “ t´y : y P Yu, and therefore the extended Fourier coverage

Ysym :“ Y Y p´Yq. (5.9)

Analogously to Theorem 5.1, the backpropagation fYsym minimizes }g}L2pRdq among all real-valued
functions g P L2pRdq that satisfy Fg “ Ff on Y . In order to provide a backpropagation formula
for fYsym similar to (5.5), we set

Usym :“
!

px, tq P Rd : |x| ă k0p|t|q, ´L ď t ď L
)

,

and we replace the coordinate transformation T of (5.3) by

Tsym : Usym Ñ Rd, Tsympx, tq :“ sgnptq T px, |t|q, (5.10)

with the sign function

sgnptq :“
#

t
|t|

, t ‰ 0,

0, t “ 0.
(5.11)

Here, a negative t is associated with the reflected points ´Tsympx, ´tq in Fourier space.

Theorem 5.4 (Filtered backpropagation with non-absorbing object) Let the assump-
tions of Theorem 5.3 be satisfied. In addition, assume that f is real-valued. Then

fYsymprq “ 4p2πq´
d`1

2 Re
˜

ż

U

κ eiT px,tq¨pr`dq |detp∇T px, tqq| F̃utpx, rMq

k0ptq2 ieiκrM CardpT ´1
sympT px, tqqq

dpx, tq

¸

, (5.12)

where Re denotes the real part, ut is given in (4.8), and detp∇T q in (5.6).

Proof: Since Tsym satisfies the same assumptions as T in the proof of Theorem 5.3 with the
points of possible non-smoothness t´tm, . . . , ´t1, 0, t1, . . . , tmu, we obtain analogously to the
derivation of (5.7) in the proof of Theorem 5.3 that

fYsymprq “ p2πq´ d
2

ż

Usym

eiTsympx,tq¨rFfpTsympx, tqq
|detp∇Tsympx, tqq|

CardpT ´1
sympTsympx, tqqq

dpx, tq.

Splitting up the domain of integration Usym “ U Y tpx, tq : |x| ă k0p|t|q, t P r´L, 0su, we obtain

fYsymprq “ p2πq´ d
2

ż

U
eiT px,tq¨rFfpT px, tqq

|detp∇T px, tqq|

CardpT ´1
sympT px, tqqq

dpx, tq

` p2πq´ d
2

ż

U
e´iT px,tq¨rFfp´T px, tqq

|detp∇T px, tqq|

CardpT ´1
symp´T px, tqqq

dpx, tq,

where we have used the substitution t ÞÑ ´t and the property Tsympx, ´tq “ ´Tsympx, tq in the
second integral. This property also implies that T ´1

sympyq is isomorphic to T ´1
symp´yq and therefore
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CardpT ´1
sympyqq “ CardpT ´1

symp´yqq for every y. It now follows from (5.8) that the second integral
is the complex conjugate of the first so that

fYsymprq “ 2p2πq´ d
2 Re

ˆ
ż

U
eiT px,tq¨rFfpT px, tqq

|detp∇T px, tqq|

CardpT ´1
sympT px, tqqq

dpx, tq

˙

.

Using the Fourier diffraction theorem in (5.4) finishes the proof. ˝

Remark 5.5 (Comparison of the backpropagation formulae) The filtered backpropaga-
tion formula with symmetrization (5.12) differs from (5.5) in that we take twice the real part
and we compute the Banach indicatrix of Tsym. For real-valued f , we can compare the two
reconstructions fYsym and fY . By Theorem 5.1, we always have }f ´fYsym}L2pRdq ď }f ´fY}L2pRdq.
If Y is point symmetric with respect to the origin, i.e. Y “ ´Y , then both yield the same result.
Otherwise, fY might have a non-vanishing imaginary part, but even considering only the real
part is not ideal. In the extreme case where Y X p´Yq is a null set, as in Figure 3b, we obtain
fYsym “ 2 RepfYq, so the reconstruction with (5.12) is considerably better.

5.3. Filtered backpropagation with multi-dimensional parameter set. For 3D angle
scanning, cf. Section 4.1, one option is to move the incidence along a two-dimensional set. In
order to handle such an experiment, we extend the filtered backpropagation of Theorem 5.3
by making t P r0, Ls a multi-dimensional parameter t P A Ă Rq`1 with q P N. We substitute
x P Bd´1

k0
by v “ x

|x|
arcsin |x|

k0
P Bd´1

π{2 if x ‰ 0. Then we have x “ k0
v

|v|
sin |v| and κ “ k0 cos |v|.

Accordingly, we replace the transformation T in (5.3) by

U : Bd´1
π{2 ˆ A Ñ Rd, Upv, tq :“ k0ptq Rptq

ˆˆ

v sin|v|

|v|

cos|v|

˙

´ sptq

˙

.

This parameter change makes U Lipschitz, as opposed to T . For a set S Ă Rd`q, we define
diampSq :“ supt|u ´ v| : u, v P Su and the q-dimensional Hausdorff measure

HqpSq :“ sup
δą0

˜

inf
#

8
ÿ

i“1

πq{2 diampBiq
q

Γp
q
2 ` 1q 2q

:
8
ď

i“1
Bi Ą S, Bi Ă Rd`q, diampBiq ă δ

+¸

.

Theorem 5.6 Let A Ă Rq`1 be a bounded, open set and each of the maps R : A Ñ SOpdq,
s : A Ñ Sd´1, d : A Ñ Rd, and k0 : A Ñ p0, `8q be C1 with bounded partial derivatives. Further
let f P L1pRdq have compact support, ut be defined as in (4.8) and rM P I`pf ˝ Ψtq for all t P A.
Denote by |∇U | the square root of the sum of the squares of the determinants of the d ˆ d minors
of the Jacobian of U . With W :“ tz P Rd : HqpU´1pzqq ą 0u, we have for all r P Rd

fWprq “ 2p2πq´
d`1

2

ż

Bd´1
π{2 ˆA

cos |v| eiUpv,tq¨pr`dptqqF̃utpv sin|v|

|v|
, rMq |∇Upv, tq|

ieik0ptqrM cos|v| k0ptq HqpU´1pUpv, tqqq
dpv, tq.

Proof: We first show that U is Lipschitz. All partial derivatives of U with respect to t are
bounded by assumption. Since |v|

´1 sin |v| ď 1 for all v P Rd´1zt0u, we see that

BUpv, tq

Bvj
“ k0Rptq

˜

sin|v|

|v|
ej ` v vj

|v|

´

cos|v|

|v|
´

sin|v|

|v|
2

¯

´ v
|v|

sin |v|

¸

, @j “ 1, . . . , d ´ 1,

is uniformly bounded, which implies that U is Lipschitz. The coarea formula [12, Thm. 3.2.12],
see also [31], states for any g P L1pBd´1

π{2 ˆ Aq and Lipschitz-continuous U that
ż

Bd´1
π{2 ˆA

gpv, tq |∇Upv, tq| dpv, tq “

ż

Rd

ż

U´1pzq

gpv, tq dHqpv, tq dz. (5.13)

Plugging into (5.13) the indicator function of some A Ă Bd´1
π{2 ˆ A with HqpU´1pUpAqqq “ 0

yields
ş

A |∇Upv, tq| dpv, tq “ 0, and therefore |∇U | vanishes a.e. on A. Hence (5.13) remains
valid when the left integral is restricted to S0 :“ supppHqpU´1 ˝ Uqq.
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Let ε ą 0. We define the set Sε :“ tpv, tq P Bd´1
π{2 ˆ A : HqpU´1pUpv, tqqq ą εu and the function

gεpv, tq :“

$

&

%

1
HqpU´1pUpv, tqqq

, pv, tq P Sε,

0, otherwise,

which is integrable on Bd´1
π{2 ˆ A. Inserting gε into the coarea formula (5.13) yields

ż

Bd´1
π{2 ˆA

gεpv, tq|∇Upv, tq| dpv, tq “

ż

Rd

ż

U´1pzq

gεpv, tq dHqpv, tq dz

ď

ż

W

1
HqpU´1pzqq

ż

U´1pzq

dHqpv, tq dz ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Bd

2kmax

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

because W Ă Bd
2kmax

by Remark 4.3. Since the right-hand side is bounded independently of ε,
we see that |∇U |{HqpU´1 ˝ Uq is integrable on

Ť

εą0 Sε “ S0.

Let r P Rd. Then
aεpv, tq :“ eiUpv,tq¨rFfpUpv, tqqgεpv, tq,

is in L1pBd´1
π{2 ˆ Aq because Ff is bounded. Defining Wε :“ U´1pSεq and inserting aε into (5.13),

we obtain
ż

S0

aεpv, tq |∇Upv, tq| dpv, tq “

ż

W

eiz¨rFfpzq

HqpU´1pzqq
1Wεpzq

ż

U´1pzq

dHqpv, tq dz

“

ż

W
eiz¨rFfpzq1Wεpzq dz.

The integrand on the left has the integrable upper bound |Ff | |∇U |{HqpU´1 ˝ Uq, and the
integrand on the right is bounded by |Ff |. Applying Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem
for ε Ñ 0 on both sides yields

ż

S0

eiUpv,tq¨rFfpUpv, tqq

HqpU´1pUpv, tqqq
|∇Upv, tq| dpv, tq “

ż

W
eiz¨rFfpzq dz.

Together with (4.9) and κ “ k0ptq cos |v|, this shows the assertion. ˝

5.4. Special cases. Below we give a few examples of the filtered backpropagation formulae
provided by Theorem 5.3 and Theorem 5.4.

Example 5.7 (Object rotation in 2D) Consider the 2D transmission setup with incidence
direction s “ p0, 1qJ, measurement line r2 “ rM P I` and fixed wave number k0. Assuming that
the object makes a full turn according to

Rptq “

ˆ

cos t ´ sin t
sin t cos t

˙

, t P r0, 2πs,

the filtered backpropagation formula (5.5) reduces to the well-known

fB?
2k0

prq “
´i
k0

p2πq´3{2
ż 2π

0

ż k0

´k0

eiT px,tq¨r´iκrMF1utpx, rMq |x| dx dt, for all r P R2. (5.14)

See also [7, 18, 42]. The Fourier coverage of this experiment is a disk of radius
?

2k0 as depicted
in Figure 2c.
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Changing the incidence direction to s “ p1, 0qJ leads to a disk of radius 2k0, cf. Figure 3d. This
is the largest possible coverage for the given wave number, as discussed in Remark 4.3. The
resulting reconstruction

fB2k0
prq “

´2i
k0

p2πq´3{2
ż 2π

0

ż k0

´k0

eiT px,tq¨r´iκrMF1utpx, rMqκ dx dt, for all r P R2,

has a smaller L2 approximation error than the one given in (5.14) according to Theorem 5.1.

If f is real-valued, then a half turn of the object is actually enough to recover fB2k0
. This is due

to Friedel’s law (5.8) and the fact that the coverage Y for a half turn, corresponding to t P r0, πs,
see Figure 3b, satisfies Ysym “ Y Y p´Yq “ B2k0 . The symmetrized backpropagation formula
from Theorem 5.4 gives

fB2k0
prq “

´4
k0

p2πq´3{2 Re
ˆ
ż π

0

ż k0

´k0

´ieiT px,tq¨r´iκrMF1utpx, rMqκ dx dt

˙

, for all r P R2.

Example 5.8 (2D angle scan) Consider an experimental setup of angle scanning as in Figure 1
center, which is repeated for the object rotated by 90 ˝. With the measurement line r2 “ rM P I`

and wave number k0, we set the incidence sptq “ pcos t, sin tq for t P r0, 2πs and the piecewise
constant rotation Rptq “ ˘I if t ż π. Up to zero sets, the Fourier coverage is the union of four
disks of radius k0, namely

Y “ B2
k0

` 0
k0

˘

Y B2
k0

` 0
´k0

˘

Y B2
k0

`

k0
0
˘

Y B2
k0

`

´k0
0
˘

.

Any point in Y is contained either in one or in two of these disks, therefore the Banach indicatrix
is given for almost every y P Y by

CardpT ´1pyqq “

#

2, if k0 ´
a

k2
0 ´ y2

1 ă |y2| ă
a

k2
0 ´ p|y1| ´ k0q2,

1, otherwise,

see Figure 6 left. The backpropagation formula (5.5) becomes

fYprq “
´2ip2πq´ 3

2

k0

ż 2π

0

ż k0

´k0

eiT px,tq¨r´iκpxqrM F1utpx, rMq

CardpT ´1pT px, tqqq
|κpxq cos t ´ x sin t| dx dt.

1

2

y2

y12k0´2k0

Figure 6. Left: 2D Fourier coverage for Example 5.8. In the purple area, the Banach
indicatrix is 2, in the red area it is 1. Right: 3D Fourier coverage for Example 5.9.

Example 5.9 (Object rotation in 3D) We consider an experiment similar to Example 5.7
but in R3. The object rotates around the r1-axis, the wave number k0 is fixed and rM P I`. The
incidence direction s “ p0, 0, 1qJ leads to Devaney’s filtered backpropagation formula [7]. An
illustration of the Fourier coverage for this setup can be found in [25, Fig. 3].
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As in R2, choosing s “ p0, 1, 0qJ, i.e. parallel to the measurement plane, yields a larger coverage,
cf. Figure 4. In contrast to the 2D setting, however, the Fourier coverage is considerably smaller
than the maximal one. In particular, it suffers from the missing cone problem. In this case the
missing regions around the origin can be filled, for instance, by subsequently rotating the object
around the r2-axis while illuminating in direction s “ p1, 0, 0qJ. The resulting coverage Y is a
union of two solid horn tori, one radially symmetric about the r1-axis and the other radially
symmetric about the r2-axis, see Figure 6 right. The filtered backpropagation formula reads

fYprq “ ´
i

2π2k0

ż 4π

0

ż

Bk0

κeiT px,tq¨r´iκrMF̃utpx, rMq

Card pT ´1pT px, tqqq
dx dt for all r P R3,

where T is defined according to (5.3) with sptq “ p0, 1, 0qJ for t P r0, 2πs and sptq “ p1, 0, 0qJ for
t P p2π, 4πs and the rotation matrix

Rptq “

$

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

%

¨

˝

1 0 0
0 cos t sin t
0 ´ sin t cos t

˛

‚, t P r0, 2πs,

¨

˝

cos t 0 sin t
0 1 0

´ sin t 0 cos t

˛

‚, t P p2π, 4πs.

The Banach indicatrix Card
`

T ´1pyq
˘

equals 2 if y lies in the overlap of the two solid tori, and
equals 1 otherwise. For reasons of symmetry, half a rotation of the object about each axis is
actually enough to compute fY if f is real-valued, similar to Example 5.7.

6. Numerics

6.1. Discretization. For discretizing the filtered backpropagation formulae of Sections 5.1 and
5.2, we extend the approach of [25] to our general setting with some modifications for the Banach
indicatrix. We consider the time steps tn :“ nL{N for n “ 1, . . . , N , and quadrature points
xm P Bd´1

1 for m “ 1, . . . , M that lie on a uniform grid. From (5.5), we obtain the discrete
backpropagation

fYprq « p2πq´
1`d

2
|Bd´1

k0
| L

MN

M
ÿ

m“1

N
ÿ

n“1

2κpzm,nqeiT pzm,nq¨r F̃utpk0xm, rMq |det p∇T pzm,nqq|

k2
0ptnq ieiκpzm,nqrM CardpT ´1pT pzm,nqqq

, (6.1)

where zm,n :“ pk0ptnqxm, tnq. For a non-absorbing object as of Theorem 5.4, we approximate
fYsym analogously to (6.1), where we replace CardpT ´1p¨qq by CardpT ´1

symp¨qq and take twice the
real part of the sum. We evaluate fY on a uniform grid

rp “ 2rMp, p P Id
P :“ t´P

2 , . . . , P
2 ´ 1ud, (6.2)

for P P N. The nonuniform discrete Fourier transform (NDFT) A : CP d
Ñ CJ of a vector

f P CP d at points yj P Rd, j “ 1, . . . , J , and its adjoint A˚ : CJ Ñ CP d of a P Cj are defined by

pAfqj :“
ÿ

pPId
P

fp eiyj ¨p, pA˚aqp :“
J
ÿ

j“1
aj eiyj ¨p.

With appropriate scaling and the enumeration yjpm,nq “ T pzm,nq, the evaluation of (6.1) corre-
sponds to an adjoint NDFT, which can be computed efficiently in OpP d log P ` NMq arithmetic
operations, see [38, Chap. 7]. The Jacobian determinant |detp∇T q|, see (5.6), can be approximated
using finite differences.
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Banach indicatrix The only part of (6.1) that is, in general, hard to determine analytically
is the Banach indicatrix CardpT ´1pyqq, which we approximate as follows. For simplicity, we
only look at the case of continuous parameters, but we may apply the procedure for finitely
many subintervals of t. The indicatrix counts how often a point y P Bd

2k0
is “hit” by the

transformation T . In the discrete setting, however, it is unlikely that a point y is exactly hit by
T pzm,nq for any m, n. By (5.3), we can express the coverage for fixed time t as the hemisphere

!

T px, tq : x P Bd´1
k0

)

“

!

y P Rd : |y ` k0ptqRptqsptq| “ k0ptq, y ¨ Rptqed ą ´k0ptqsptq ¨ ed
)

,

(6.3)
which moves continuously with t. For sufficiently close time steps, a point y is hit by T between
the time steps tn´1 and tn if the sign of |y ` k0ptqRptqsptq| ´ k0ptq changes between these time
steps. Hence, we approximate CardpT ´1pyqq by

N
ÿ

n“1

spnq

2 |sgn p|y ` k0ptn´1qRptn´1qsptn´1q| ´ k0ptn´1qq ´ sgn p|y ` k0ptnqRptnqsptnq| ´ k0ptnqq| ,

(6.4)
where the sign function is given in (5.11) and

spnq :“
#

1, if y ¨ pRptqedq ą ´k0ptnqsptnq ¨ ed,

0, otherwise.

Here the factor 1{2 compensates the fact that a full sign change of the argument changes the
sgnp¨q function by 2.

Inverse NDFT and density compensation We compare the discrete backpropagation with
other approaches. The forward model (4.3), which maps f to F̃utp¨, rMq, can be discretized via
an NDFT: with the equispaced grid rp from (6.2), we have

F̃utnpxm, rMq «

ˆ

2rM
P

˙d cπ

2
ieiκrM

κ
k2

0
ÿ

pPId
P

e´iT pzm,nq¨rpf prpq . (6.5)

The inverse NDFT method [25] consists in applying a conjugate gradient (CG) method to solve
Af “ g, where

g “

˜

F̃utnpxm, rMq

ˆ

P

2rM

˙d
´i

?
2 κe´iκrM
?

π k2
0

¸M,N

m,n“1

consists of the Fourier-transformed measurements, f “ pfprpqqpPId
P

, and A is the NDFT. Note
that our implementation of the inverse NDFT enforces f to be real-valued as described in [2,
sect. 5.2].

There are different approaches for numerical inversion of the NDFT, see [1, 14] and [22, sect.
3]. Furthermore, we consider the adjoint NDFT with density compensation factors that can be
computed from ym,n via a conjugate gradient (CG) method, see [23]. These factors play the
same role as the weights in the backpropagation formula (6.1) because they only depend on
the measurement setup, i.e. the transformation T , but not on the measured data ut, and can
therefore be precomputed.

6.2. Numerical tests. We consider a two-dimensional, real-valued test function f that contains
both convex and nonconvex shapes, see Figure 7. We discretize f on a 144 ˆ 144 grid and take
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a fixed wave number k0 “ 2π and the measurement line x2 “ rM “ 20. We use the library
[19, 20] for the (adjoint) NDFT in all tested algorithms. As our main goal is to examine the
different backpropagation formulae, we generate the sinogram data utpx, rMq with the same
forward model (6.5).
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r
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0.4

(a) Function fprq
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(b) Sinogram for Figure 8 (angle scan)
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t
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1

1.1

1.2

(c) Sinogram for Figure 9 (two angle scans
combined)

Figure 7. Ground truth f (left) and absolute value of the sinograms |utpx, rMq|.

We first consider an angle scanning setup, see Section 4.1, with a fixed position of the object,
Rptq “ id, and the incidence direction sptq “ s0ptq{ |s0ptq|, where s0ptq “ pt´1.2, 1q for t P r0, 2.4s

with N “ 128 time steps. We discretize x on the equispaced grid 2M´1I1
M with M “ 128.

Figure 7b depicts the simulated sinogram utpxq. Figure 8 shows the reconstructions, the Fourier
coverage Y and Ysym, and the respective the Banach indicatrix CardpT ´1pyqq or CardpT ´1

sympyqq

estimated via (6.4). We always take the real part of the reconstructions of f and compare the
quality using the peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) and structural similarity index measure
(SSIM). Both backpropagation formulae produce some artifacts due to the missing parts in the
Fourier coverage, also known as the “missing cone”, cf. [26].

Our second setup demonstrates the necessity of non-smooth parameters. We take the above
experiment, repeat it with the object rotated by 90°, and combine the data of both parts.
Formally, we set sptq “ s0ptq{ |s0ptq| where s0ptq “ pαptq, 1q with

αptq “ t ´ 1.2 and Rptq “ p 1 0
0 1 q if t P r0, 2.4q,

αptq “ t ´ 3.6 and Rptq “
` 0 1

´1 0
˘

if t P r2.4, 4.8s.

The sinogram utpx, rMq in Figure 7c shows the discontinuity at t “ 2.4. The reconstructions
are plotted in Figure 9. Again, the backpropagation yields better results than the density
compensation. We see that the symmetrized backpropagation in Figure 9d gives a slightly
better reconstruction than the one without in Figure 9a and is almost comparable with the
inverse NDFT in Figure 9f. Furthermore, Figure 10 indicates that the backpropagation becomes
considerably worse without the Banach indicatrix.

The computation times on an Intel Core i7-10700 CPU with 32 GB memory are reported in
Table 1. As expected, the backpropagation algorithms are much faster, because they use only one
adjoint NDFT whereas the inverse NDFT method uses a forward and adjoint step of the NDFT
in each iteration. The precomputation of the Banach indicatrix and the Jacobian determinant,
which is independent of the data u, is done in reasonable time. Note that here we do not include
the time of the precomputation step inside the NFFT library, because it is required in all four
algorithms.

In our third setup, we take the fixed incidence s “ p0, 1q and the rotation Rptq “
` cos t ´ sin t

sin t cos t

˘

for
t P r0, 3π{2s as in Figure 3c. Here the reconstruction highly depends on the discretization of x
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and Fourier coverage Ysym for (D)
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(f) Inverse NDFT [25],
PSNR 28.0, SSIM 0.593

Figure 8. Reconstructions for angle scan with fixed object. For comparison, we also
show the inverse NDFT [25] and the density compensation [23].
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(a) Backpropagation fY from (6.1),
PSNR 37.5, SSIM 0.958
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(b) Fourier coverage Y for (A), the color
is the Banach indicatrix CardpT ´1pyqq
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(c) Density compensation [23],
PSNR 33.8, SSIM 0.624
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(d) Symmetrized Backpropagation fYsym
from (5.12), PSNR 38.3, SSIM 0.958
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(e) Banach indicatrix CardpT ´1
sympyqq

and Fourier coverage Ysym for (D)
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(f) Inverse NDFT [25],
PSNR 38.5, SSIM 0.980

Figure 9. Two angle scans combined: the first scan for the initial object, the second
scan with the object rotated by 90°.

near the boundary. Therefore we use a different grid xm “ cospπm{Mq for m “ 1, . . . , M “ 160,
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0

0.2

0.4

Figure 10. Backpropagation fY for constant indicatrix, i.e., we use (5.5) with
CardpT ´1

symp¨qq ” 1, otherwise same setup as in Figure 9. PSNR 31.2, SSIM 0.605

Backpropagation
Symmetrized

backpropagation
Density

compensation
Inverse
NDFT

Time 11 11 11 202
Precomputation 89 142 190 –

Table 1. Computation times (in ms) for Figure 9.

such that the discrete Fourier coverage tT pxm, tnqu
M,N
m,n“1 does not have large gaps around the

origin. The reconstructions are shown in Figure 11, where we can see a significant effect of the
symmetrization. This is expected as the Fourier coverage Y has large gaps, see Figure 11b, but
its symmetrization Ysym from (5.9) is the whole disk of radius 2k0. The visual quality of the
symmetrized backpropagation is comparably to the inverse NDFT, but the error measures are
somewhat worse. Furthermore, we notice some numerical issues of the estimation of the Banach
indicatrix CardpT ´1pyqq near the boundary |y| “ 2π corresponding to |x| “ 1.
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(a) Backpropagation fY from (6.1),
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(b) Fourier coverage Y for (A), the color
is the Banach indicatrix CardpT ´1pyqq
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(c) Density compensation [23],
PSNR 20.8, SSIM 0.359
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(d) Backpropagation fYsym with sym-
metrization, PSNR 32.5, SSIM 0.410
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(e) Banach indicatrix CardpT ´1
sympyqq

and Fourier coverage Ysym for (D)
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(f) Inverse NDFT [25],
PSNR 41.9, SSIM 0.983

Figure 11. Reconstructions for setup of Figure 3c. For comparison, we also show the
inverse NDFT [25] and the density compensation [23].
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7. Conclusion

In this article we have studied several questions related to diffraction tomography in Rd. We
derived a generalization of the Fourier diffraction theorem for compactly supported inhomogeneity
g P L1pRdq and a measurement hyperplane that may intersect supp g. Building on this result,
we presented a novel filtered backpropagation formula, that is, an explicit expression for the L2

best approximation of f given the available data. This reconstruction formula correctly handles
a general experiment where a change of illumination and a rigid motion of the object occur
simultaneously. The critical quantity in the evaluation of the resulting d-dimensional integral is
the Banach indicatrix, which can be difficult to determine exactly. We have addressed this issue
with a numerical estimation method. Numerical tests suggest that the filtered backpropagation
formula can compete with the inverse NDFT in terms of reconstruction quality, while having
lower computation times.
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