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LOCAL ANALYSIS OF ITERATIVE RECONSTRUCTION
FROM DISCRETE GENERALIZED RADON TRANSFORM
DATA IN THE PLANE

ALEXANDER KATSEVICH!

ABSTRACT. Local reconstruction analysis (LRA) is a powerful and flex-
ible technique to study images reconstructed from discrete generalized
Radon transform (GRT) data, g = Rf. The main idea of LRA is to
obtain a simple formula to accurately approximate an image, fe(x), re-
constructed from discrete data ¢g(y;) in an e-neighborhood of a point, zo.
The points y; lie on a grid with step size of order € in each direction. In
this paper we study an iterative reconstruction algorithm, which consists
of minimizing a quadratic cost functional. The cost functional is the sum
of a data fidelity term and a Tikhonov regularization term. The function
f to be reconstructed has a jump discontinuity across a smooth surface
S. Fix a point zp € S and any A > 0. The main result of the paper is
the computation of the limit AFy(&; zo) := lime—o(fe(zo+€Z) — fe(z0)),
where fe is the solution to the minimization problem and |Z| < A. A nu-
merical experiment with a circular GRT demonstrates that AFy(&; o)
accurately approximates the actual reconstruction obtained by the cost
functional minimization.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Local reconstruction analysis (LRA). Let R be the generalized
Radon transform (GRT); f(z), x € U C R™, be the function to be recon-
structed; and ¢(y), y € V C R", where ¢ = Rf, be the GRT of f. The
open sets U and V represent the image and data domains, respectively. The
values of g(y) are given on a rectangular grid y;, j € Z". The step size of the
grid along each coordinate is proportional to some small parameter € > 0.

Consider a reconstruction formula of the form fy = R*Bg, where R is
the adjoint transform and B is a Pseudo-Differential Operator (¢DO). De-
pending on the choice of B, the reconstruction can be theoretically exact
(fo = f), quasi-exact (fo — f is less singular than f), edge-enhancing (fo is
more singular than f), and smoothing of a finite degree (fy is less singular
than f).

Next, let ¢ be a compactly supported, sufficiently smooth interpolation
kernel, and let g.(y), y € V, denote the function obtained by interpolating
the values g(y;). Denote f. = R*Bg.. Thus, f.is reconstructed from discrete
data.
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LRA is a powerful and flexible technique proposed by the author to study
images f, reconstructed from discrete GRT data. The main idea of LRA is to
obtain a simple formula to accurately approximate f. in an e-neighborhood
of a point, g € U. To illustrate the main idea of LRA consider an example.
Let f be a piece-wise smooth real-valued function with singularities along
some hypersurface S. More precisely, f is conormal with respect to S [21,
Definition 18.2.6]. Fix any A > 0. We show that, in a variety of settings,
the following limit exists

(1.1) lim €” fe(zo + €2), |Z| < A,
e—0

the limit is uniform in %, and compute the limit explicitly. Here v > 0 is
some constant, which depends on the strength of the singularity of fg at xg.

To illustrate one such setting, suppose f has a jump across S, where
S C R? is a smooth curve. Suppose also that the reconstruction is either
exact or quasi-exact. In this case R*BR is a WDO with the principal symbol
1 and v = 0. Pick zyp € S. Under some mild conditions on § and xg, we
show

(1.2) lgr(l) fe(zo + ex) = fo(zy ) + Af(xo)DTB(&; z0), |Z| < A,

uniformly in . Here

(1) fo(zy) is the value of the reconstruction from continuous data, fo,
on one side of S,

(2) Af(xo) == fo(zg) — fo(zy) is the value of the jump of f across S at
g, and

(3) DTB, which stands for the Discrete Transition Behavior, is an easily
computable function independent of f.

The DTB function depends only on the curvature of S at zg and on the
interpolation kernel, ¢. When ¢ is sufficiently small, the right-hand side of
(1.2) is an accurate approximation of f, and the DTB function accurately
describes the smoothing of the jump of f in f. due to the discrete nature of
the tomographic data.

As is seen from (1.2), LRA provides a uniform approzimation to fe(x)
in domains of size ~ €, which is comparable to the data step size, i.e. at
native resolution. Given the DTB function, one can study local properties
of reconstruction from discrete data, such as spatial resolution.

In [24, 25,27, 26, 30] we compute limits of the kind (1.1) when f has jumps
across smooth curves (and surfaces in higher dimensions). We consider GRT
in any R", n > 2, which integrates over submanifolds of any dimension N,
1 < N <n-—1, f may have a fairly general (conormal) singularity at S,
and the reconstruction operator is a fairly general Fourier Integral Operator
(FIO).

In many applications, discontinuities of f occur across rough surfaces.
Examples include soil and rock imaging, where the surfaces of cracks and
pores, and the boundaries between different regions are highly irregular and
frequently simulated by fractals [15, 36, 39, 42]. Another example is cancer
detection in CT. Cancerous lesions have rougher boundaries than benign
ones [10, 9]. In [31, 29, 28], we extend LRA to functions on the plane with
jumps across rough boundaries (i.e., singsuppf is no longer a smooth curve).
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In [33], LRA is extended to view aliasing by obtaining a formula for a
limit similar to (1.1) that accurately describes aliasing artifacts away from
S, ie. zp € S. These are rapidly oscillating artifacts (ripples) that are
caused by aliasing from S.

Besides the discrete nature of observed data, the second major factor
affecting image quality is noise in the data. Very recently, Anuj Abhishek,
James Webber and the author showed that the LRA approach allows one
to obtain an accurate, complete, and simple description of the reconstructed
noise in an O(e)-size domain [2, 32] if g(y;) are known with random errors.

Some of the above questions have been investigated using other tech-
niques, most notably within the framework of sampling theory. See, for
example, [38, 40, 12] just to name a few papers, and more recently, [51, 37].
However, these approaches rely on certain assumptions, such as f being ban-
dlimited or essentially bandlimited. Assumptions of this sort usually hold
only approximately and do not apply to functions with jumps. In contrast,
LRA does not require f to be bandlimited in any way, either exactly or
approximately.

Even though LRA applies in a wide variety of settings, one of its major
limitations is that so far it has only been applied when f. is computed by
a linear reconstruction algorithm, i.e., by an application of a reconstruction
formula to data: f. = R*Bg.. Very few GRTs admit an exact inversion for-
mula. In such cases, at best, formula-based reconstruction can only guaran-
tee an accurate recovery of the singularities of f (which we called quasi-exact
reconstruction above).

1.2. New result - LRA for iterative reconstruction. A popular flex-
ible approach, which can numerically exactly invert a wide range of GRT's
without relying on an inversion formula, consists of iterative minimization
of a cost functional, see [17] and references therein. This approach is called
iterative reconstruction (IR). A typical cost functional is the sum of a data
fidelity and regularization terms.

In this paper we extend LRA to the study of 2D IR when f has jumps
across smooth boundaries, S. We consider a GRT, R, in the plane. The
transform R maps a function f(z), z € U C R?, into its weighted integrals,
9(y) = (Rf)(y), along a family of curves Sy, y € V C R% A more precise
description of V is at the beginning of section 3.1. The discrete data, g(y;),
are given at the points y;, j € Z2. The reconstructed function, still denoted
fe, is computed as the solution to the following quadratic minimization
problem:

(1.3) fe=argminge i) U (f), C(f) = [IRf = gellZ2) + KENV FII7200),

where £ > 0 is the regularization parameter (which is predetermined and
independent of €). In the spirit of LRA, the factor € in front of the Tikhonov
regularization term ensures that the resolution of the reconstruction is at
the native scale e.

To solve (1.3) numerically, one usually assumes that fc(z) = >, qi(z),
where 1; are some basis functions, and their number is of the same order
of magnitude as the number of data points. In this case, the reconstruction
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consists of computing the coefficients ¢;. For conventional analysis of recon-
struction at a scale > ¢, the effects of this finite-dimensional approximation
of f. are largely invisible. However, LRA is designed to study reconstruction
at the native scale, e. This is the scale of greatest practical importance. At
this scale, the two types of effects, (a) due to the discrete nature of data and
(b) due to the representation of f. as a linear combination of basis functions,
become comparable and relevant.

It is clear that the two effects are fundamentally different. The first effect
cannot be overcome, because the data are always discrete. The second effect
can be largely mitigated by selecting a sufficiently fine reconstruction grid,
making it negligible compared to the first one.

An important feature of the minimization problem (1.3) is that it looks
for a solution, f,, in an (infinite dimensional) Hilbert space. Of course, this
is numerically impossible. In the end, we still have to find a solution in
a finite-dimensional vector space. However, numerically, the effects of this
replacement of the solution space can be made as small as one likes relative
to the effects of discrete data. We consider (1.3) because our goal is to study
the most fundamental limitation on image quality, namely the limitation due
to discrete data. While the effects of finite-dimensional approximation of a
solution are less fundamental (because they can be effectively mitigated),
they are important from the point of view of computational complexity.
Nevertheless, this line of research is beyond the scope of the paper and will
be the subject of future work.

The main result of the paper, stated in Theorems 3.6 and 3.7, consists of
formulas of the type (1.2) for the solution fe to the minimization problem
(1.3).

To the best of the author’s knowledge, this is the first paper that investi-
gates IR at native resolution in a mathematically rigorous fashion. Usually,
analysis of IR consists of showing that the algorithm converges in some
global norm [6]. Due to its practical significance, the local analysis of reso-
lution of various tomographic modalities has been extensively studied in the
applied literature [14, 13, 50, 19, 17, 18, 3, 8]. However, rigorous theoretical
analysis has been absent.

1.3. Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In
section 2, we introduce various function spaces used in the paper as well
as remind the reader the definitions of a YDO and FIO. These are not the
most general definitions, but they will suffice for our purposes. In section 3
we describe the setting of the problem, including the GRT R, the class
of functions f to be reconstructed, and the minimization problem, whose
solution, f., approximates f. We also state our main results, Theorems 3.6
and 3.7.

The rest of the paper contains the proofs of the two theorems. In section 4
we obtain a formula for R f in a neighborhood of its singular support, (4.13).
In section 5 we obtain an alternative formula for computing f., equation
(5.6). The equation is of the form T f. = F,, where T is some DO, and F,
is computed from the data g(y;). Also we find another function, G, such
that (a) G is easier to analyze than f. and (b) the local behavior of f. and
G near x( are the same from the perspective of LRA, see Lemma 5.2. In
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section 6 we prove that ||F¢| @) is uniformly bounded when 0 < e < 1.
In section 7 we compute the limit

(1.4) AFy () := lim (FY(z0 + ex) — FY (z9)),
e—0

where F" (x) is the leading singular term of F¢(x) near xq, see (7.18). In
section 8 we compute the DTB function, AGy, as the limit

(1.5) AG()(.T}) = 151[1) (GE({L‘O + 6.f) — Ge(l'o)),

see equation (8.23). This calculation assumes that the singularity of f at xg
is visible from the data only once. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.6.

A more general formula for the DTB function when the data are redun-
dant (i.e., the singularity is visible several times) is obtained in section 9,
see equation (9.5). This completes the proof of Theorem 3.7. Results of a
numerical experiment, which validate the developed theory, are presented
in section 10. Finally, the proofs of all the technical lemmas are included in
the appendices at the end of the paper.

2. BASIC NOTATION, FUNCTION SPACES, SYMBOLS, OPERATORS

Denote N = {1,2,...} and Ngo = {0} UN. Let U C R", n € N, be a
domain, which is defined as a non-empty, connected, open set. For clarity,
the zero vector in R™, n > 2, is denoted 0.

Definition 2.1. Let f and g be two functions defined on a domain U. We
say f(x) =< g(z) for z € U if there exist ¢; 2 > 0 such that

(21) o< f(@)/g@) <o if g(x) £0 and f(z) = 0if g(z) = 0
for any x € U.

We use several types of function spaces. First, C*(U), k € N, is the space

of functions with bounded derivatives up to order k with the norm

— (m)
(22) Ilcro = mase 150 = o).
The subscript ‘0’ in C'(’)C means that we consider the subspace of compactly
supported functions, C5(U) C C*¥(U). Further, C®(U) = MNe>1 C*(U) and
CSO(U) = nkzl C(I)C(U)‘

Another type is the Holder spaces C*(R"), s >0, s ¢ N. If s=k+~, k €
Np, 0 < 7 < 1, then C*(R™) is the space of C*(R™) functions (or, L>(R™)
functions if £ = 0), which have Holder continuous k-th order derivatives (see
[4, Definition 5.28]), with the norm

S (@ + h) — [ ()]

flles = fllox + max  sup , k>0,
(2.3) 171 1lle Iml|=k zeRrn |h|>0 |h[Y
[f(z+h) - f(z)|

Iflles :=Ilfllz +  sup , k=0.

2ER™[h]>0 gl

As before, C§(U) denotes the subspace of C*(R™) functions supported in U.
For s > 0, s ¢ N, Holder spaces coincide with Zygmund spaces, C¢(R").
To define the latter, pick any ug € C§°(R™) such that po(n) =1 for |n| <1,
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po(n) = 0 for || > 2. Define y1;(n) = po(277n) — po(277t1n), j € N [1,
Section 5.4]. Then
Cy(R™) :={f e L®(R") : s(Rny < 00},

(2.4) 1f s emy == sup 27 F (13 () F ()| oo ()
J€Np

where f = Fnf. Here F, is the Fourier transform in R™:
(25) F©) = e [ f@enda, fe LI,
(2m)" Jgn

which extends to tempered distributions [20, section 7.1]. We have C¥(R™) =
C*(R™) and the norms || - [[cs(rn), || - |os@ny) are equivalent, for any s > 0,
s ¢ N [1, Remark 5.31].

The Holder-Zygmund spaces are a particular case of the Besov spaces:
C*(R") = By ,(R™), where p,q = oo [1, item 2 in Remark 6.4].

The Sobolev space H*(R"), s € R, is the space of all tempered distribu-
tions f for which

@8 Wl = @07 [ 1FORO+ e < o

HE(U) is the collection of all f € H*(R™) such that f = 0 on R" \ K for
some compact K C U. Hj} (U) is the space of all distributions on U such
that xf € H*(U) for any x € C3°(U). See [52, section 5, Notation and
Background]

Definition 2.2. Given a domain U C R", r € R, and N € N, §"(U x RY)
denotes the vector-space of C®(U x (RN \ Oy)) functions, B(z, &), having
the following properties

2.7)
|07 B(2,€)| < em Ym € N, 2 € U,0 < [¢] < 1;
|8£118?2B(x1§)‘ < le,m2|§’r_|m2‘> le € N87m2 € N(])wa € Uv "f‘ > 1;

for some constants c¢,,, Cmy,me > 0.

The elements of S™ are called symbols of order . When we are talking
about symbols of ¥DOs (in which case N = n), we use the notation S"(U).
We modify the conventional definition slightly to allow for symbols to be
non-smooth at the origin. This makes our analysis more streamlined, but
otherwise has no effects. The space of the corresponding ¥DOs, given by

28) (Op(BE@NN = G [ B Ofe e, § € Cr),

is denoted L"(U). As is known, L"(U) : H(U) — H;,"(U) is continuous
[52, Theorem 2.1, Section 1.2].

Let U,V C R” be two domains, and let
(2.9)  ®(x,y,0) € C°(U x V x (RN \ 0y)), ®:UxV xRY SR,

be a nondegenerate phase function [16, Definition 11.1]. The latter property
means that

(1) @ is positively homogeneous of degree one in ©: ®(z,y,\O) =
AP (z,y,0), A > 0.
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(2) d(z,y,0)® does not vanish anywhere.
(3) The differentials d(,, )(0®/00;), 1 <1 < N, are linearly indepen-
dent on the set X:
(2.10) Y= {(z,9,0) €U x V x (RV\ 0y) : ®g(z,y,0) =0x}.
The phase ® determines a map T*U — T*V with the graph
(2.11) C:={(y,dy®(z,y,0)); (x, —ds (2,4, 0)) : (2,9,0) € T}.
I"(V x U x C) denotes the vector space of FIOs of order r given by [16,

section 11]
@u)

CoU)> f = oon (2m)N /RN/Bxy’ ()¢’ (e9,0 )dxd@eD’(V)

Bey“"M“waxRN

For convenience, throughout the paper we use the following convention. If
a constant c is used in an equation, the qualifier ‘for some ¢ > 0’ is assumed.
If several ¢ are used in a string of (in)equalities, then ‘for some’ applies to
each of them, and the values of different ¢’s may all be different.

Additional notation and conventions are introduced as needed.

3. SETTING OF THE PROBLEM, ASSUMPTIONS, AND MAIN RESULTS

3.1. GRT and its properties. Let ®;(x,y) : U x V — R? be a defining
function for a GRT R. An open set U C R? is the image domain. We
assume y = (o, p), and V = I, x I, is the data domain.

Assumption 3.1 (Properties of the GRT - I).

(1) I, C R is a compact interval with the endpoints identified (so it is
topologically equivalent to a circle),
(2) I, C R is an open interval (or all of R), and
(3) (I)l(x)y) =pP— (I)($,Oé), S Coo(u X Ioz)'
Both U and V are endowed with the usual Euclidean metric. By a parti-
tion of unity we will always identify subsets of }V with subsets of R%2. The
transform R integrates over smooth curves S, ) :={r €U : p = ®(z,)}:

/ @)W (2, 9)6(p — Bz, a))da

//f W(x,y)e ’”(p ‘b(“”a))dxdy yeV,
where W € C®°(U x V).

(3.1)

Here and everywhere below we use the convention that whenever y, a, and
p appear in the same equation or sentence, then y = (a, p). We assume f is
compactly supported, suppf C U, and f is sufficiently smooth, so g(y) :=
Rf(y) is a continuous function. Assumption 3.1 implies that supp (Rf) is
compact if supp f is compact.

The critical set of the phase v®; is

(3.2) Y={(y,x,v) eV XU XR: p—P(x,a) = 0}.
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Since 0, (v®;) = ®; and d(z,y)P1 # 0, the phase v®i(x,) is clean and
nondegenerate [21, Definition 21.2.15]. The phase v®;(z, ) determines a
homogeneous canonical relation from T*U to T*V with the graph

33)  C:={y (=P (z,0),1)); (z,v¥(z,y)) : (y,2,v) € B}

Also, R € I"'2(V x U,C) is an FIO of order —1/2 from U to V associated
with C [53, Section 5.VIII|. Hence R : H(U) — Hfot(l/z) (V) is continuous
for any s € R [22, Corollary 25.3.2].

Next we compute the following determinant [53, equations (6.3) and (6.4),
Chapter VIIIJ:

o [Vq)l(x7a)]gy [Vq)l(x7a)]gu
Ae(@,y,v) :=det <[u¢1<x,a>]zy [wbl(x,a)]z)
(3'4) —=det <__V$I/:£a (07{))T _g);>

—vdet (d;®  dp(9.P)) .

Here @ = (9, ®,0,,®)7, and all the other derivatives are defined similarly.
The derivatives on the right are computed at (z, a,p = ®(x, ). As is easily
seen,

(3.5) Ag(z,y,v) = vAs(z, o).

Since the determinant on the last line in (3.4) does not depend on p and v,
we use the simpler notation Ag(z, «) instead of Ag(z,vy, 1).

Assumption 3.2 (Properties of the GRT - II).

(1) dp®(z, ) and d; P/ (z, ) are linearly independent on U x I,.

(2) The Bolker condition: if ®(z1,a) = ®(x2,a) for some z1,22 € U,
r1 # x9, and « € I, then @/ (21, ) # P, (z2, @).

(3) For each (z,§) € T*U, there exist a« € I, and v € R such that
¢ =vd,P(z, a).

(4) W(x,y) >conlU x V.

(5) For any bounded domain U, C U there exists ¢ = ¢(Up) > 0 such
that

(3.6) 1120 < IR lz2qy) for any f € HZ'2(Uy).

Assumption 3.2(1) implies that Ag(z,y,v) # 0on U x V x (R\ 0). In
turn, this implies that C is the graph of a local diffeomorphism [53, Section
VI.4]. Assumption 3.2(2) implies that the natural projection C — TV is
an embedding (injective immersion). Assumption 3.2(3) asserts that any
singularity of f is visible from the data. Assumption 3.2(5) implies that R
is boundedly invertible in the scale of Sobolev spaces.

3.2. The function to be reconstructed. Suppose a compactly supported
distribution, f € £ (U), is given by

(3.7) flz) = ;T/Rf(m,A)e“‘H(I)dA, rel,
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where
HeC®U), dH #0onl;
F@,A) = —ifo(x)A" + R(z,\), Vo € U, |A| > 1;

(38) f(z,)) =0V € U\ U, for some bounded domain Uy C U;
FeSHUxR), foeCCU), ReS2UxR),

for some fo and R. From (3.7) and (3.8) it follows that

(3.9) singsupp(f) C S:={z €U : H(x)=0}.

Thus S is a smooth curve (submanifold) with possibly several connected
components.

Equations (3.7) and (3.8) imply that f € I=1(U,S) is a conormal distri-
bution [21, Section 18.2] and

(3.10)  f(z + Azx) ~ fo(z)(sgnh/2), h:=dH(x)Az,|Az| — 0, Yz € S.

Thus, fo(x) is the value of the jump of f across S at x € S.

Pick any z € S and y € V such that S, is tangent to S at x. The
curvatures of § and S, at x are given by

(HY, (z)e. (¥, (z,a)e. )

G = S T g )
where e is a unit vector tangent to S at x. If H.(z) - ®,(z,a) < 0, the
curvatures are not consistent with each other. In this case we flip the p-axis
and replace ® with —® to make them consistent. Thus, we can assume
without loss of generality that H.(x) - ®/ (z,a) > 0.

Assumption 3.3 (Properties of f).
(1) f satisfies (3.7), (3.8).
(2) For each pair (z,y) € S x V such that S, is tangent to S at z, one
has ss(v) — xs,(x) > 0.

The last condition is not restrictive. Basically, it says that ss(z) # s, ()
whenever S and S, are tangent at some x. If »s(x) — s, () < 0, we change
both functions: replace H with —H, ® with —®, and flip the p-axis.

It may happen that for some y € V, S, is tangent to S at several distinct
points z;, and ¢ cannot be made consistent with H in the above sense at
all ;. Due to the linearity of the GRT, we can use a partition of unity and,
for each [, adjust ® and H based solely on the pair (z;,y) independently of
the adjustments at all the others pairs. This is always tacitly assumed in
what follows.

3.3. GRT data and the reconstruction algorithm. Discrete data g(y;)
are given at the points

(3.12)  y; = (Aaji,Apja) €V, Ap=c¢, Aa = pe, j = (j1,42) € Z2,
The interpolated data, denoted g(y), is computed by:

9:(W) ==Y ey —vi)g(y;), y €V,
(3.13) j
Pe(y) := pala/Aa)py(p/Ap),
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where ¢ is an interpolation kernel.

Assumption 3.4 (Properties of the interpolation kernel, ). Let ¢, denote
any of the functions ¢, and ¢,. One has
(1) @« € CE(R);
(2) @« is even: gy (u) = pi(—u), u € R.
(3) ¢« is exact up to order one, i.e.
(3.14) D iMeu(u—j)=u", m=0,1, ueR.
JEZ

Assumption 3.4(2) with m = 0 implies that ¢, is normalized:

1
(3.15) 1= / > pulu—j)du = / u(u)du.
0 ez R
Let f satisfy assumption 3.3 and R satisfy assumptions 3.1, 3.2. Lemma 4.2

below implies ||ge|[z2(yy < ¢, 0 < € < 1. Reconstruction is achieved by min-
imizing the quadratic functional

(3.16) fe = argmingep gy U(f); W(f) == RS = gellZ20) + KENV F 117200

with some fixed regularization parameter x > 0 and with U the same as in
(3.8) (or any other bounded domain containing Uy).
The following result is proven in appendix A.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose assumptions 3.1— 3.4 are satisfied. The solution to
(3.16), fe, exists and is unique for each 0 < € < 1.

Our first main result is the following theorem, which is proven in sec-
tions 4-8.

Theorem 3.6. Pick any xg € S and A > 0. Suppose there is only one yy =
(g, po) € V such that Sy, is tangent to S at xg. Suppose assumptions 3.1-
3.4 are satisfied and u®! (xo, ) is irrational. One has

(3.17) lgl(l) (fe(l'o + E.f) - f€<$0)) = fo(xo)T(éo . i‘), ‘.ﬁi‘| < A,

where the limit is uniform in T and

u1+r . (I)/ (xO aO)
Tr:/h u/ R(t)dtdu, Oy := 2 —"——
)= Jplolw) [, RO G0 =15, a0

ho(u) = N P’ d N
(3.18) o(u) /Rgo (s)pp(pus®y(zo, o) + u)ds, u TREIE
-1 2 /
_ W=(z0, yo) |5 (w0, o)
Rt:f1<[1+“A3] > _ 40)| P4 (o, a0)|
( ) A—t 2'/Tp0| | pO |A<I)(.%'0, OJO)‘

Moreover,
(3.19) T(0) =0, T(+oo)=+1/2.

Thus Y(+00) — YT(—o0) =1, and Y is a true DTB function.

In the case of redundant data we obtain the following generalization,
which is proven in section 9.
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Theorem 3.7. Pick any zog € S and A > 0. Suppose there exist finitely
many y; = (aq,p;) € V such that Sy, is tangent to S at xg. Suppose assump-
tions 3.1- 3.4 are satisfied and all p®’, (xg, o) are irrational. One has

> (éo L)

(3.20)  lim (fe(wo + €x) = fe(x0)) = fo(xo) , |2 < A,

Zl Pl
where the limit is uniform in & and
(3.21)
u+r H/( )
Tl(r):/hl(u)/ R(t)dtdu, 6y := 2L
R u | Hy (o0)|”
hy(u) = N P’ d - v
) = [ aleplies®an.on) + s, w = ot

-1 2 /
_ K W*(xo, y1)| P (z0, )|
R(t) = F [ |14 s0=—A]" = A
() A*i([ T '] ) % Aa (20, o)

4. BEHAVIOR OF Rf NEAR ITS SINGULAR SUPPORT

Let I" be the set of all y € V such that S, is tangent to . Since R is an
FIO with the canonical relation (3.3), we have

(4.1) I' = singsupp(Rf), WF(Rf) C N'I' =Co N*S.

Here N*S is the conormal bundle of S, and similarly for I" [52, section 1.6].
In particular, Rf is smooth away from I'. In this section we describe the
leading singular behavior of R f near I'.

Using a partition of unity and the linearity of R, we can assume without
loss of generality that Sy, y € I, is tangent to S only at one point.

Fix any § € I, and let £ € S be the corresponding point of tangency. Let
V be a sufficiently small neighborhood of §. Substitute (3.7) into (3.1). The
asymptotics as A — oo of the resulting integral with respect to x is computed
by the stationary phase method [53, Chapter VIII, eqgs. (2.14)—(2.20)]

1 ~
(RD)W) E [ éwnan yev.
v, . 2 //f MH (x7y)€iu(p—<1>(x,a))dxdy
T

(4.2) _IAl / / W (2, y) (2, ) -2 @) TH@] 4y,

B Wz, y) o\ /2 ~
= <f( /\)W (M) e(—sgnA/2) + R(y,A))
M@ N > 1, Re S72(V x R), . = .(y),

for some R and 0 < § < 1. Here e(t) := e(int/2), and
(4.3)
0 —®/ (z,a))T
MO = (_ar 0 12 (o ot () - 21 = 710 = 200,



12 A KATSEVICH

is the Hessian matrix of the phase at the stationary point (v1.(y),z«(y)),
which is found by solving

(4.4) p=®(z,a), dH(z) — 11d;P(z,a) =0, y € V.

By construction, z.(y) = Z. As before, the existence and local uniqueness
of the solution follows from assumptions 3.2(1,3).
The following result is proven in appendix B.1.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose assumptions 3.1-3.3 are satisfied. Let Sy be tangent
toS atw €S. Let xs(z) and »s,(x) denote the curvatures of S and S, at
x, respectively (see (3.11)). One has

det M (y) =(xs(x) — ss,(2))| @y (2, o) || H} ()] > 0,

(4.5) sgnM (y) = — 1.

It follows from the proof of Lemma 4.1 (see (B.1)) that we can locally
solve H(x.(c,p)) = 0 for p in terms of a: p = P(«), where P(«) is locally
smooth. Therefore

(4.6) H(z.(y)) = v(y)(p — Ple)), y €V,

where ¢(y) # 0, y € V, and ¥ is locally smooth. Moreover, by (B.1) and
(4.6),

(o, P(a)) :8pH($*(aap))|p:P(a) = m
(o, P()) €V.

Therefore, (y) >0,y € V.
It is clear that instead of finding P(«) through the intermediary function
z4(y), we can find P(«) by solving

(48)  H(z(a) =0, Hy(z(a)) = v1 () (z(a), ), (o, P(a)) €V,

for v1(a), () and setting P(a) := ®(z(«a), ). Then vy (a) = vi.(a, P(a)).
Since z(a) € S, we can say that z(«) and P(«) are associated with a segment
of S (see Figure 1). The size of the segment depends on the domain of z(«).
If we have in mind one specific Z € S, then we informally say that z(«) and
P(a) are associated with Z (i.e., with a segment of S containing ).

(4.7) >0,

FIiGure 1. Hlustration of z(a). In the figure, y, =
(ag, P(ag)), k=1,2 and § = (&, P(&)).

By (4.2)-(4.6), Rf can be written as

(4.9) (Rf)(y) = / By, NPPF@ON y eV,
R

T om
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and, with some ¢,,, R,
e STV xR); Re STV xR);

12 W (), ) folaa () () /2
| det M (3)|1/2

The function v (y) is absorbed into the frequency variable A leading to the
relation

(4.11) o(y, \) = Gy, N () /Y (y),

where G is defined in (4.2). To obtain the formula for 99 we use that the
leading order term in ¥ is homogeneous of degree —3/2 and the distribution
(A —10)® [14, equations (28) and (30), p. 336].

By (4.9),

(4.12) singsupp(Rf)NV C T':={(a,p) € V : p= P(a)}.

All of the above properties of R f follow from the FIO calculus [53, Section
VIIL5], but for our purposes it is more convenient to provide their explicit
derivation (4.2)—(4.11).

By appealing to a partition of unity and the linearity of the GRT, the
following global result is proven in appendix B.2.

(4.10)
To(y) = (2m)

e C™(V).

Lemma 4.2. Suppose assumptions 3.1— 3.4 are satisfied. Let g = Rf. Then
g,9¢ € Cé/Q(V) and ||gellc1/2y) < ¢, 0 < e < 1. Also,

9(y) = T a)p - Pia)* + Agly),
aly) = 47 *Bou(y), ar € CF(V), Ag e Gy (V),
and |[Agel|gs/2yy < ¢ for all 0 < e < 1. Here, for eachl,

(4.13)

(1) suppay is contained in a small neighborhood of some y; € T';

(2) p = Pi(«) is a local solution to H(x«(a,p)) =0 for p in terms of «,
which is defined for all o such that (o, P(«)) € suppay; and

(3) Do, (y) is computed as in (4.10).

5. REGULARIZED SOLUTION
5.1. Equation for the solution to (3.16), f.. Let R* be the adjoint of
R : L2(U) — L*(V):
6 R = [ g)W )i - Sy el

As is well-known, assumption 3.2 ensures that R*R is an elliptic pseudo-
differential operator (¢DO) [16, 19], [53, Section VIIL.6.2] of order one in
U, ie. R*R € LY(U).

Clearly, the functional ¥ in (3.16) is Fréchet-differentiable. Indeed, one
has

52) U(f+h)=(f) =Y(f;h) + Okl )s [ h € HEU),

(1/2)W'(f;h) = (Rf — ge, Rh) r2vy + € (Vf, VA) 120,
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and the functional H!(Uy) > h — W/(f;h) is linear and continuous [41, p.
14]. Recall that g, is defined in (3.13). Then the subgradient of ¥ coincides
with the gradient [11, Proposition 3.20], and f is the minimizer if and only
if the gradient equals zero [11, Theorem 3.24]. The facts that ¥ is proper
and convex, which are required for the latter conclusion, are established in
the proof of Lemma 3.5 in appendix A. Therefore the solution to (3.16) is
the unique solution to the following equation, which is equivalent to the first
order optimality condition:

(5.3) (R*R — ke3A) fe = R*ge, © € Uy, fo € HX(Up).

This follows by setting U'(f.; h) =0, h € C§°(Uy), integrating by parts, and
using that C§°(Up) is dense in H}(Uy).

Lemma 5.1. Suppose assumptions 3.1- 3.4 are satisfied, and f. is obtained

by solving (3.16) or, equivalently, (5.3). One has
(5.4) ||f€”H—1/2(L{) <ec O0<ex 1.

Proof. Since ¥(f = 0) = Hg6||%2(v) (cf. (3.16)), the solution f satisfies
IRfellz2ov) < 2[|gellL2vy < ¢, 0 < e < 1 (cf. the paragraph above (3.16)).
By construction, f. € H}(U,) C H. 1/2 (Uy), where Uy is bounded. Applica-
tion of (3.6) completes the proof. O

Let D be the complete symbol of R*R, i.e. R*R = Op(D(z,&)) (see [16,
Theorem 3.4]). Rewrite (5.3) in an alternative form:
(5.5) (Op(D(x,8) + ke’ [€]*) fe) (x) = (R*ge)(x), = € Uy,

Let Uy be a sufficiently small neighborhood of zg € Uj,. Fix any x € C§°(Up)
such that x(z) = 1 in a neighborhood of the closure of Uy (see Figure 4 in
appendix C). Apply Op(x(x)|£])x(z) on both sides of (5.5):

(5.6)
Op(x(2)[€))x()Op(D(x, &) + ke’|&]*) fe = Op(x(@)|&]) x (2)R* ge =: Fe.

Let Do(z,€) = limy_00 [ANE|D(z, AE). The limit exists and Dy is homoge-
neous of degree 0 in £ (see (C.6) below). The following lemma is proven in
appendix C.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose assumptions 3.1-3.4 are satisfied. Define
(5.7) G, = Op([f)o(:v,ﬁ) + /€|€§|3]_1)F€.
Fiz any A > 0. One has:
|(fe - Ge)(x)‘ <ec, xel, 0<ek,
5.8
(5:8) |(fe = G)(zo+ex) — (fe — Ge)(xo)| < e/, 0<e< 1, |Z| < A.

6. PROVING THE BOUNDEDNESS OF [

In this section we prove the following key result, which is used in the proof
of Lemma 5.2.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose assumptions 3.1-3.4 are satisfied. Then || Fe| roo @) <
c forall0<e<k1.
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6.1. Preliminary calculations. Our goal is to show that the right-hand
side of (5.6) is bounded. Rewrite (5.6) as follows.

Fe(x) = (7'196) » Ti:= Op(x(@)[§))x(2)R"
i (z— z) )

61) (T199)()
7T/]R/VW(Z’y)elu(p_¢(27a))ge(y)dydl/dzdg_

Clearly, 71 € I'/?(Ud x V x C*). Here the canonical relation C* is the image
of C (see (3.3)) under the exchange of T*U and T*V. Next, consider the
expression

(6.2) 27T /1;2/ Z y |§’el£ zZ— x) ZV(@(Z,Q)*@({L‘,Q))dngl

Upon changing variables £ — & = &/v, the stationary point of the phase
satisfies z = z, & = ®/(z,«), and the stationary point is nondegenerate.
By the stationary phase method (see also [53, Ch. VI, eqgs. (4.1)—(4.4)]),

6.3) Ti =T+ T2, Tin € IV2(U XV xC*), Tiac I"V2UxV xC¥),
where
1 .
(Tiigo) (@) == —— / 1 / K (2, )@@y () dydv, o € Uy,
27'(' R Y
K(.’E,Oé) = XQ(LE)’(I);(.T,O[NW(:C, ((I)(.T,Oé),a)),

(6.4)

and Ti2 := 71 — 7T11- The inclusion 7o € 1_1/2(1/{ x V x C*) follows by
considering lower order terms in the stationary phase expansion as v — oo
of the integral in (6.2) [53, Chapter VIII, egs. (2.14), (2.16)].

By the continuity of FIOs in Holder-Zygmund spaces (see [23, Proposi-
tion 5.5] and (C.12), (C.13)), [|Ti2gellc1/2¢qyy < c for all 0 < € < 1. By
Lemma 4.2, Ag, Ag, € C’S’/Q(V) and [[Agel[cs2yy < ¢, 0 < € < 1. In this
case [[TiAGellc1/2qy < ¢, 0 <e< 1.

Therefore, all that remains is to bound the following expression:

1 [xip(p— @(z,0))K(z,a)
F@): _W/vl p—@(z,0)

x>~ Bppey — y)ao(y;) (s, — Pla,)) Y dy.
J

Here and in the rest of this section, the pair ag(y), P(«) stands for any one
of the pairs a;, P, described in Lemma 4.2. This means that the domain of
integration V in (6.5) can be replaced by a small neighborhood of supp q;.
This increase in support is due to interpolation.

To get (6.5) from (6.4) we expressed Op(|v|) = —1/(nt?), integrated by
parts with respect to p, and inserted a 1D cutoff function xip. The latter
identically equals one in a neighborhood of zero. Also, we omitted smooth
terms with uniformly bounded || - [|c1(g) norm, 0 < e < 1, which arise due
to the cutoff.
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Summarizing the above results yields
(6.6)
el ooy < 1FD| poony + ¢, 0< €< 1,
i P) — =1 O] i) — O 7
15% [Fe(wo + €2) — Fe(zo)] 15% [F(@o + ex) — F(20)], |2 < A4,

for any fixed A > 0.

6.2. Simplification of Fe(l), the leading order term of F.. In what
follows we use the function

(6.7) Q(z,a) == ?(z,a) — P(a).

Since we want to prove that j o (z) is uniformly bounded for all € U, we
drop z from notation (e.g., K(x,«) of (6.4) becomes K («)) and make sure
that all the estimates are uniform with respect to z. It suffices to assume
that x is confined to a sufficiently small open subset U’ C U.

Change variables p = w + ®(a) in (6.5):

Z/XlD [ /K Jpely — y])da}

xw@Mm—Pmmﬂ%wy (0, w + ().

The sum with respect to ji is over aj, in the domain of the locally defined
function P(«). Consider the integral with respect to a:

e
(6.9) :e_l/RK(a)%< ;:lﬁ)%(@(a) —6<I>(aj1) +u)da,

U ::(w + q)(a]d) - ij)/e'

We have used that ¢ is the product of two kernels, see (3.13). Replace «;,
with €, change variable o = 6 + eus, and define

D0+ eps) — 2(0) N u) ds.

€

(6.8)

(0.10) hust.e)i=n [ K(O +ns)oa(s)o

The sum with respect to ja in (6.8) simplifies by the introduction of the
following function

(6.11) H(,4:0,6) == > (i +q— jo:0,€)ao(d, ej2) (j2 — @)}/
j2

The prime in k' denotes the derivative with respect to the first argument.
To get the sum in (6.8) we observe that € is factored out from pj, — P(a;,)
and use (6.11) with

(6.12) t= (w + Q(ajl))/€7 g= P(ajl)/€7 0= aj,.

Some properties of the function H are obtained in Lemma D.1 in appen-
dix D.1.
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Next we consider the integral with respect to w in (6.8):

/ XlD(w)H(w + Q) P(Q);9,6>dw
R €

(6.13) v ‘
_ / XlDﬁew)H(w L QO) PO, e) dab,
R W € €
where 6 = «,. Define a key intermediate function
. H(w+1,q;0
(6.14) G(L, G0, ¢) ::/ yap () O L66:6) 4y
R w
In terms of G, (6.8) becomes
12 Qo) Pleg)
O £ “\ Q) i) 0 e,
(615) € T ;G € ’ € 7a]17€
1

The extra factor €}/2 appears because it has been factored out from the term
1/2 .
(pj» — P(ajy))Y? in (6.8) (cf. (6.11)).
Let dom P denote the domain of the selected P(«). The following lemma
is proven in appendix D.1.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose assumptions 3.1-3.4 are satisfied. Pick any A > 0.

One has
1/2 i1 b
(6.16) G(f,cj;ﬂ,e):{O(e )+ O™ ), t— oo,

O((—=1)~1/?), {— —o0.

In the above formula the big-O term is uniform in § € R, § € domP,
lt| < AJe, and 0 < e < 1.

We use this lemma in the proof of the following result, see appendix D.3.

Lemma 6.3. Suppose assumptions 3.1-3.4 are satisfied. Then ]Fe(l) ()] <c¢
forallx eUp and 0 < e < 1.

Combining Lemma 6.3 with (6.6) proves Lemma 6.1.

7. COMPUTING THE LEADING TERM AFj

In this section we consider x = xg+ eX and assume for simplicity zg = 0s.
The reconstruction point is then © = ex. We partially return the dependence
on x in the notation by keeping only the dependence on Z. If an argument
of a function is x¢g = 09, then it is omitted from notation. Fix any Ay > 0.
Throughout this section we assume || < Ag. Define

(7.1) AFy(Z) := lim [F.(ex) — Fc(02)].
e—0
By the second statement in (6.6),
(7.2) AFp(#) = lim AFD(ex), AFY(ex) := F(ex) — FD(0y).
e—
Using (6.11), define another intermediate function

i AH (0 + L.
AG(r,T,d;0,¢) ;:/Xm(ew) (i +1.:0.0)
R

(7.3) A,

g
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We define AG not via G in (6.14) but in terms of AH because this allows
for more accurate bounds. By (6.15), the expression for AFY becomes:

AF(Z)(ej:) — _ﬁ ZAG(Q(GE’O%) _ Q(aj1) Q(O‘jl) P(Zéjl);ajue)-

) )
€ €

As before, the sum is over a;, € dom P.
The following result is proven in appendix E.1.

Lemma 7.1. Suppose assumptions 3.1-3.4 are satisfied. Pick any A > 0.
One has

(75)  AG(L 0,6, 0,060, L,4:0,¢) = O(f ™), oo,
Also,
. _ - B hln(1/h)
(76) ‘AG(T,t+h7q,0,€)—AG(T,t, q,@,e)] = O<(]_—|—|tv|)3/2>7 0< hk1.

In the above formulas the big-O terms are uniform in § € R, § € dom P,
[t| < AJe, |r| <A, and 0 < e < 1.

Recall that Q(«) stands for Q(xg = 02, ). Suppose first that the selected
P(a) is associated with g, so Q(0) = 0. By Lemma D.3, Q/,(0) = 0. From

) =QL(0)ez + Q1o (0)a?/2 + O(€3/2),
Q. (&, 0) =Q" (0)ae+ O(e), o = O('/?),

O

o
\.H<
o

(7.7)

we conclude
(7.8) a1 (ex) = O(e?), aa(ed) = O(e),
where a1, ag are found by solving Q(ei, 1) = 0 and Q) (e, a2) = 0. By
(6.7), Q% (x, ) = ¥z, ).

Pick any A > 1. By Lemma D.3, Q7 (0) > 0. Hence, by continuity,
(7.9) Q(6) > c6*, 0] <9,

for some 0 < § < 1. Also, Q(f) > ¢, |#] > 6, § € dom P. By (7.5), this
implies

61/2( S+ Z);AG,

Ael/2§|o¢jl|§6 ey [>6

(7.10) e
<cd?( X @)+ Y o) =0+ o)
j1>Ae=1/2 J1=0/¢

where the arguments of AG are the same as in (7.4).
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By (7.5) and (7.6), for |ay,| < Ae'/2:
AG(Q&%O@&) — Q(ajl) Q(ajl) P<O‘j1),aj 6)
9 19

) )

€ € €
1 P -
(7.11) —AG<<I>’:Z:+O( 12, ;‘”e(ml)2+0(el/g),(6’”1);%,6)
€
_ Qaa 2 Plepji) O(e'/2In(1/e))
= AG(‘I)xl‘, 5 Le(pir ) ; sag, €]+ (112 2372

Pick any P(«), which is not associated with a segment of S through x.
This means there is a neighborhood U’ of xg such that none of the curves
S(a,P(a)), @ € dom P, is tangent to S N U’. There are two possibilities: (a)
Neither of these curves passes through xg (in this case Q(«) is bounded
away from zero on dom P) and (b) one of the curves contains xg (in this
case Q(a) = 0 for some a € dom P).

If |Q(a)| > ¢, @ € dom P, then, similarly to (7.10),

(7.12) 25 IAG] < e 2 YU e = O(/?).

If Q(&) =0, but |Q'(av)] > ¢, then |Q(&)| < | — @], @ € dom P, and

(13) V25, JAG) < e n(1/e) SV (1/71) = O W(1/6).
Combine (7.10)—(7.13) and use (7.4)

(7.14)
AFWD (ez _——El/z E AG| @7
(6.%) ( 2L,

‘O‘jl |§A61/2

+ O(e?1n%(1/€)) + O(1/A),

where O(e'/21n%(1/¢)) is independent of A, and P is associated with .
Here we have used that €'/ >+ )3 <, 0<e< 1.
The following result is proven in appendix E.2.

Lemma 7.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.6 one has

. __l ! /QVU /" 32 x
AF[)(.’L')— 7T/5<A\/0 [GO(q)x +(Qaa/2) ,Q)

(7.15)

— Go((Q4a/2)s%,q)] dids + O(1/A),
where
(7.16) Ho(t,g Z (E+q—j2) (G2 — DY

ho(u) :== K (xo, ag / 8)p(us®,,(0) + u)ds.
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See (6.4) for the definition of K (x,«). Letting A — oo in (7.15) gives
(7.17)

ARy =—// [Go(®, + (QLie/2)5%. @) — Col(Qa/2)s% 4)] ddds
__ %) T L (w1 L3+ (Q1)2)5 — g
- ol /R/R/O — Bty (0 + @ + (Qlia/2)s% = )

— hy(@ + (Qha/2)s* — ¢)]¢"/*dgdsdw.

It is easy to see that Go(f + 7,q) — Go(f, ) satisfies the same estimates as
AG in (7.5), so the integral in (7.17) is absolutely convergent.
The following result is proven in appendix E.3.

Lemma 7.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.6 one has

@/
(7.18) AFy(7 C/ tydt, C = (5,?(3;02))1/2

8. COMPUTING THE DTB FUNCTION. END OF PROOF OF THEOREM 3.6
Pick any Ag > 0. Throughout this section we assume |Z| < Ajp.
8.1. Reduction of the DTB function to an integral. Now we study

G, introduced in (5.7). As usual, suppose zg = 02. Change variables f =€
and & =z /e, Z = z/e in (5.7) and express G, as follows:

(8.1) Ge(@):= (2;2/1/{/ . (Do(ei, €) + k|€?) " e EAdE F(e2)dz

For clarity, G, in (8.1) is different from the functions G and Gy used in
sections 6 and 7. Since

(8.2) Do(ez, &) + rl€* < |3, €] = oo,

the integral with respect to € in (8.1) is absolutely convergent.

Our aim is to reconstruct the jump of f at zg = 0z, so we compute
AG(#) = G(®) — Ge(02). By (81), AG(#) = AGH (@) + AGH (2),
where

(8.3)

AGY( %)™ — (Do (09, €) + w[€1*) 7Y

UJe R2
x e~ (@-2) d¢ F.(e2)dz

715 z_1q PO
(8.4) AGP) (i) / / ¢S EdE Fl(ez)dz.
27)2 Juye Jre Do(02,€) + x|€[3

The following result is proven in appendix F.1.

Lemma 8.1. Let I = (a,b) be an interval where —m < a <0< b < m. Let
D(X,0,€) € C*((0,00) x I x (0,€0)) be a function which satisfies

(8.5)  |9h9YD(N,0,€)| < cky(L+A) 73, (X, 0,€) € (0,00) x I x (0, €),
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for any k = 0,1,2, | € Ng, some c;, which can be independent of €, and
some €9 > 0. Define

(8.6) J(r) ::/ /D(/\,H,e)e")‘smede)\d)\.
0o Jr
Then
O(r=2)
8.7 J(r) =
&0 v {0<r—3>, DA =0%0,)=0,
uniformly in € € (0,€y). Moreover, if ¢y = O(e), then
O(e)O(r~?)
8.8 J(r) = 0 .
88 Jr) {0(6)0(7»—3), if DO =0+,0,)=0, < "7

The expression in brackets in (8.3) satisfies (8.5) with ¢;; = O(€) uni-
formly in & within bounded sets (see (C.7)). Here £ = A(cos#,sin6),
A= |é| By the top case in (8.8), the integral with respect to ¢ in (8.3)
is O(e)O(]2|72), |2] — oo. Recall that & is confined to a bounded set. Ad-
ditionally, the support of F(eZ) is of size O(1/¢). Hence

(8.9) IAGD ()] < ce /V|<1/ (14 ]2)~2dz = O(eln(1/e)).

The fraction in (8.4) satisfies (8.5) uniformly in # within bounded sets.
Moreover, its value at A\ = 0" equals zero. By the bottom case in (8.7), the
integral with respect to € is O(|2|™3), |2| — oo. This means that the integral
with respect to Z in (8.4) is absolutely convergent. In both integrals we have

used Lemma 6.1.
In section 7 we computed the limit

(8.10) AFy(#) = lim AF(e2), || < A,
e

for any A > 0 (see (7.1) and (7.18)). Pick any A > Ap and use (8.9) to
obtain from (8.1), (8.3), (8.4):

1 e—ié.j 1 L

AG (%) =—— _ _ i i€ AF.(e2)d

@ (2m)? /é|<A [/R? Do(02,€) + IEP d§| AF(ez)dz
(8.11) F.(0) e 1 AT (ARE]) -
" /]R2 D() d€

2m (02,€) + KIEP |
+O(1/A) 4 O(eIn(1/e)),

where J; is the Bessel function of the first kind. By Lemma 8.1, the integral
in brackets above is O(|#|73), |2|] — oo. Use (8.10), and the Lebesgue
dominated convergence theorem to take the limit as ¢ — 0 in the first
integral in (8.11) to obtain:

1 efié-:z 1 L
8.12 L Bt B S
o (2m)2 /IéISA /]1@2 Dy(02,) + myg‘Se §AFy(2)dz
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Since A > Ay can be arbitrarily large and AJ; (A|€])/|€] = 6(€) as A — oo,
(8.11), (8.12), and Lemma 6.1 imply

—zfz_l

¢S AFy(2)ds.
2 Do (02, &) + K[E[3 ®

(8.13) hm AG(

RQ

8.2. Evaluation of the integral in (8.13). The last integral simplifies
using that AFy(%) = o(®,%) for some ¢ (see (7.18)). Simple transformations
give

AGy(%) = 1im AG (%)

—M@:v
—1 i\t /
eMdA o |t)dt
(8.14) [/ Bo(03.80) T RIAF (|5 t)

C/ho dS @0—(13/’(I)l|

where C' is defined in (7.18). Denote
(8.15) R(\) = [Do(02,60) + s|A] !, R:= F'R.

Since R(\) is C? near X\ = 0, R(t) is absolutely integrable. Combine (7.18),
(8.14), and (8.15) to obtain

(8.16) AGy(x C/ (r—1t) — R(-1)) /W . ho(—s)dsdt, r:= 6y - Z.

We have extended the integral with respect to s to (—oo,|®!|t] because
[(R(r —t) — R(—t))dt = 0 for all 7. Simple transformations give

s+®L 3
B17) AGu@) = ©/) [ [T R/l aras.

For convenience, we collect here all the constants that will be used in
subsequent calculations.

(818)  D(0y, &) =2 ”@?’ (by (C.5), (C.6))

(819)  K(zo,a0) = |, (by (6.4)

(820) Q" (x0,00) = W (by (D.21), (D.22))

820 vl = o (by (4.7)

(8.22) - 27rf0|Z;| (by (7.18), (4.13), (4.10), (D.22)).

For simplicity, we dropped all the arguments on the right.
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Let ho be defined the same way as hg in (7.16), but without the factor
K(x0,ap). Then, by the above formulas and (8.15):

(8.23)
AGo(#) = foX
1 /
T(r _27T|Aq>|/h0 / F- ( e jLm)\ﬁ)(15/|<I>$])dtdu.

As|

A simple transformation yields:

1 _ u+r 1
T = -1( _ + (I)l
(1) ‘q);|/Rh0(u)/u F <1—|—HC’1|)\\3>(t/| " dtdu,
|Ag|

S 2rW2|@ |

(8.24)
Ch

Further simple transformations prove (3.17), (3.18). The rest of the claims
follow from the next lemma, which is proven in appendix F.2.

Lemma 8.2. One has Y(0) =0 and Y(+o0) = £1/2.

9. REDUNDANT DATA. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.7

If there are multiple critical points y; from which the singularity at (xg, &)
is visible, the analog of (5.7) becomes

Ge = Op([ X, Dl €/€]) + wle€P] ) Fe, @ € Uy,

(9.1) 3 - W2(zo, y1)| P, (20, )|
Di(z9,0q) := 2 \ S
(@0, Oo) := 2m | Ag (20, 1)

Here we have used that

(9-2) 60 = &o/|6o| = Hi(wo)/|H, (w0)| = Pl (z0, 1) /|¥], (x0, )|

for all [, cf. the convention about the directions of H. and ®/, stated above
assumption 3.3. Therefore, we get from (8.15) that the analog of the function
R is

(9.3) R(\) := [, Di(wo, 89) + &AP] ™!, R:==F 'R
The analog (8.23) becomes

(9.4)
AGy(Z) = foZle( (z0, o)),

Ty(r) = 20 @0, ) /h

’A‘I) Zo, Qg |
u+r _ . . t
[ (15D 6 ) (5

u L (w0, ag)|

) dtdu,

m(w) 1= [ oa(s)opls®av. o) + ).
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Simplifying we get similarly to (8.23), (8.24)

s 2 (P (o, cn)E /| P (0, 1))
AGo(Z) = fo S ;

95)  Ti(r) = /R o(u1) /u " <W)(t)dtdu,

1
W2(z0, y1)|®.(z0, u 1
prL = (0, 41) (o l)’7 u =, O = o ——=—.
|Aa (0, )] | @5 (o, 1) 2wy P
Using (9.2) finishes the proof.

10. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENT

We choose f to be the characteristic function of the disk centered at
z. = (1,1) with radius r = 2. Thus, S = {z € R? : ||z — z.|| = r}. The
center of a local region of interest (ROI) is g = x. + rgo, where Gy = 0.177.
The GRT integrates over circles Sy, y = (a, p), with various radii p > 0 and
centers Ra, a € [0,27), where R = 10. Thus, p = ®(x,a) = ||z — Rd|| and

— R& . .
P (2,0) = % =0, ® (r,0) = RO -at,
x — Ra
(10.1) R
Nolr,) = et (6 B 6+ o8) =
pee) =det (O Tk T 0) = i Ral
Here at = (—sina, cos ), and O is defined similarly. The continuous data

corresponds to « € [0,27) and p € (0,2R). The global reconstruction region
is the square Uy := {(x1,22) € R? : |21| < Ryee, |12] < Rpec}s Rree = 3.7.
This corresponds to the set Uy, used in (3.16). The discrete data are given
at the points
(10.2)
aj, = Anji, Aa=271/Ny, 0 < j1 < No, Ny = 300,
Pj2 = Pmin +J'2AP7 €= Ap = (pmax - pmin)/(Np - 1)5 0<j)2< Np,
pmin - R - RT‘eC\/iy pmax - R + R'rec\/ﬁ, NP - 451

Clearly, for each z € S there are two points, y; = (ay,pp), | = 1,2,
such that S, is tangent to S at x. To find y; 2 for the selected xg we first

solve ||z, + tgo\\ = R. This gives two values tq,t9, to < 0 < t;. Then o

are determined from z, + tlgo = Ray, and p; = ||lzg — R, | = 1,2. In
view of (10.1), in numerical computations we use ||zg — Rd@1|| = t; — r and
”1’0 — R&QH = —tQ + 7.

The regularization parameter is set at x = 0.1. In order to approximate
the continuous GRT R and its adjoint R*, the reconstruction is performed
on a dense 801 x 801 grid covering the same square region U, and the
interpolated data g. are assumed to be given on a dense grid of the kind
(10.2) with N/, = 800, N, = 1201. Prior to the reconstruction, the GRT
data g(y;) are interpolated from the grid (10.2) to the more dense grid using
(3.13). For this we use the Keys interpolation kernel [34, 5]

(10.3)  @a(t) = ¢p(t) = ¢(t) = 3Bs(t +2) — (Ba(t +2) + Ba(t + 1)),
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where B,, is the cardinal B-spline of degree n supported on [0, n+1]. There-
fore supp ¢ = [—2,2]. The kernel is a piecewise-cubic polynomial with con-
tinuous ¢, ¢’ and bounded ¢”, so ¢ € C3(R).

Minimization of the functional (3.16) is performed using gradient descent.
Results of reconstructions are shown in Figures 2 and 3. Reconstruction of
the entire region U, is shown in Figure 2. A profile of the reconstruction
through the center of the ball, z., is shown on the right. The location of the
profile is shown in the left panel.

A small section of the reconstruction, which is located inside the square
ROI shown in Figure 2, is extracted from the global reconstruction and
shown in Figure 3. The right panel of Figure 3 shows the reconstructed
(green) and predicted (blue) profiles. The latter is computed by using (10.1)
in (3.20). The slight discrepancy in the interval [1,2] is due to random
numerical errors, which are clearly visible in the right panel of Figure 2.
The plot in Figure 3 corresponds to the right jump in Figure 2. Overall, the
match between the reconstruction and prediction is very accurate.

12

1»[-A——~———~«

0.8

0.6
04
02

| o

02 L L L L
-2.5 -2 -1.5 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 15 2 25

FIGURE 2. Left: global reconstruction of the disk phantom
on a 801 x 801 grid. The region U, = (—3.7,3.7) x (—3.7,3.7)
is shown. Right: profile of the reconstruction through the
center of the ball, .. The z-axis is the distance along the
profile with the origin at the center of the disk. The location
of the profile is shown in the left panel.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 3.5

It is easy to see that U : H!(U,) — R is strongly convex [7, Definition
1.1.48] and [!1, Section 2.3] for each ¢ > 0. Strong convexity means that
there exists ¢ > 0 such that

(A1) WO+ (1= A)fa) € AT+ (1= AW ()~ AL =N Lo~ i3
for any f12 € H!(Uy) and X € (0,1). By an easy calculation,
IAV 1+ (1= NV 2l 2200 SMVfillZ2@ + (1= VIV fall72

(A.2) 2
— 201 = NIV(fi = 2w
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T T
actual edge response
predicted edge response

0.8 |-
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02 1 1 1 1 1
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FiGURE 3. Left: local reconstruction of the disk phantom
inside an ROI. The ROI is a 26 x 26 square shown in the
left panel of Figure 2. Right: profile of the reconstruction
through the center of the local ROI, zg. The z-axis is the
(signed) distance in units of € along the profile with the ori-
gin at xg. The location of the profile is shown in the left
panel. The numerically computed profile is in green, and the
predicted profile is in blue.

and
IR+ (1 =X f2) = gell T2
(A.3) SRS = gell 2y + (A = VRS2 = gellz2)
=201 = NIR(f1 = f)ll72v)-

Therefore
(A WAL+ (1= X)fa) SAU(f1) + (1= N)T(f2)
. — AL =N (IR(f1 = 1720y + IV (2 = fO)ll2)-
By (3.6),
(A.5) 1flg-120) < cRFz2vy, f € Co°(Us).
Also
(A.6) Iy < C(HfHH—l/2(u) + IV fllz@), e C3°Uy).

Applying (A.5) and (A.6) to (A.4) proves (A.1). Moreover, the functional
is proper (its domain is not empty) and continuous H} (i) — R. Thus the
solution to (3.16) exists and is unique for each € > 0 [7, Theorem 1.3.1], [11,
Corollary 2.20].

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMAS 4.1 AND 4.2

B.1. Proof of Lemma 4.1. Consider the function H(z.(y)). Differentiat-
ing the first equation in (4.4) with respect to p and then using the second
equation gives

(B.1) Oy H (24 (1)) =1 (y) = L22(Z=(0))

= o))
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Another easy calculation, combined with (B.1) and (3.11), shows

det M(y) = —([Hyp (2:(y)) — v1:(y) 20 (2:(y), a)]e, €) | @] (w, @)

B.
22 = (ss() — s, (2))| 9} (x, o) | H (2)],

where e is a unit vector tangent to S at x.(y). Using assumption 3.3(2)
proves the first statement.
Now we prove the second assertion in (4.5). Denote

(B3) o= —2(r.(y).0)/| B,z (). a)l. V= (co ).

Clearly, V is a 2 x 2 orthogonal matrix. By construction,
(B.4)

0 [® 0

T T T

M = (01 32T> M (01 23.) = [|®,] x * ,
? ? 0 x ([Hz —ne®ilee)

sgnM = sgnMi, and * denote various quantities, whose values are irrelevant.
Next we use Haynsworth’s inertia additivity formula [15],

- /
sentty =sen (112 ~ et Jev) — (o] o)1t (1) )

~ ~ 0 !
+sgnMy, M := <‘q), | | :") .
xX

(B.5)

An easy calculation shows that sgnM; = 0 and

(B.6) sgnlMy =sgn([Hy, — v}, e €) = 1.

B.2. Proof of Lemma 4.2. Eq. (4.9) implies that Rf € I73/2(V,T) is
a conormal (or, more generally, Lagrangian) distribution, see [22, Section
25.1]. By [22, Proposition 25.1.5], §(n) = O(|n|=%/?), |n| — co. Substituting
this into (2.4) and using the equivalence of norms (2.3) and (2.4) gives
g € CY2(V). As mentioned above, assumptions 3.1(1,3) imply that supp g
is compact.

The leading order term in (4.13) is obtained using [14, eq. 26, p. 360]:

(B.7) F((t - i0)") = 2712?(_;;‘) G

Using the decay of the lower order terms in © as A — oo (see R in (4.9)
and [22, eq. (25.1.4)]), gives Ag € 03/2(1)).

It remains to prove the properties of the interpolated functions g. and
Age. Let V. C R" be any domain. Pick any g € C§(V) and suppose first
0 <s< 1 Letye C’OM (R™) be an interpolation kernel exact to degree
1, and g. be the corresponding interpolated function. Denote y, := y + h,
Ag(y, h) := g(yn) — g(y) and similarly for Ag.(y,h). We have two equivalent
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representations

Age (y7 h) - Ag<y7 h)

We assume here for simplicity that y; = €j, j € Z?. When h > €, we use the
second line above. Since ¢ is compactly supported, the number of terms in
each sum is finite. Moreover, |ej — yp| < ce in the first sum and |ej —y| < ce
in the second sum. Using that g € C§(V), implies

(B.9) |Age(y, h) — Ag(y, h)| < ch®, h > e

When 0 < h < €, we use the second representation in (B.8). The kernel ¢ is
at least as smooth as g, so

<c.

(B.10) ‘W((yh/e) —{})l/—e)f((y/ﬁ) —J) 9(€j) ;g(yh)

The term on the last line in (B.8) is bounded by ch®, and the assertion
follows. The fact that ||ge||r~ (1) < ¢ is obvious.

Suppose now g € C5(V) and 1 <5< 2. As above, [|ge|| (1) < c. By the
exactness of ¢ up to order one, differentiating (3.13) gives

9(ej) — (9(y) + (e —y)Vy(y))
(B.11) 9y ) + Zso < ) - 7
where all the primes stand for the same derivative 9,,, 1 < [ < n, and
Vg = (04,9,---,04,9)T. The fraction on the right is O(e*7!), therefore

HgﬁHCl(V) <c 0<ex 1.

To prove ||g¢|lcs—1(v) < ¢, we argue similarly to (B.8). The case h > e is
completely analogous. If 0 < h < ¢, from (B.11) and the exactness of ¢:
(B.12)

Yn . y V| 9(€d) = 19(yn) + (€f — yn)Vg(yn
_ [gpl(])d(e])] (ej) — lg9(yn) +( )V (yn)]

€

+) ¢ <i/ — j) 6jf_z”/[Vg(yh) — Vy(y)l.

Dividing the first sum by h*~! = (h/€)*"1es~! we get similarly to (B.10)
that the ratio is bounded. The second sum divided by h*~! is bounded,
because ¢’ € C5~1(V). The proof is complete.
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APPENDIX C. PROOF OF LEMMA 5.2

The idea of the proof is to reduce f. to G by first neglecting smooth
terms in fe and then by neglecting lower order terms of finite smoothness,
which still do not contribute to the DTB. This is done in sections C.1 and
C.2, respectively.

C.1. Simplification of f. by subtracting smooth terms. Let 7. denote
the operator on the left in (5.6). By assumption 3.2, R*R € L~Y(U) is
elliptic. Clearly,

(C.1) Te = Op(x(@)[€)x(2)Op(D(x, &) + we’[¢?) € L U).

Let B. € L=3(Uy) be a local parametrix for 7; on the open set {x € U, :
x(x) > 1/2} D Uy, see Figure 4. Below, we omit the part “x € U;” in similar
sets. Then

fe(x) = (BeFe)(I) + (Hefe)(x)»
Be(x,€) — (I€1D(z,€) + slec]*) ™ € S7 Uo),

where B, € S~3(Uy) is the complete symbol of Be, and H, : £'(Uy) — C(U)
is an operator with a smooth kernel, H.(z, z).

(C.2)

FIGURE 4. Tllustration of the sets Uy, Uy, U, {x(x) = 1}, and
the level set {x(z) =c}, 0 <c< 1.

To prove the latter claim, use a partition of unity to write f = fi1 + fo,
where

supp fi C {x(z) > 1/2}, supp fo C {x(z) <3/4}.
Then BT (f1 + f2) = f1 + HLf1 + BeTe f2, where H. € L=°({x(z) > 1/2}).
The first two terms on the right follow by the properties of a parametrix.
The fact that
BTe: €' ({x(z) < 3/4}) = C®(Up)
follows by the pseudolocality of WDOs.

Derivatives of H¢(z,z) with respect to x and z are uniformly bounded
with respect to x € Uy, z € Up, and 0 < € < 1. This follows from the
way a symbol of B is constructed (see [52, Ch. I, egs. (4.39), (4.40)]) and
observing that all the seminorms of (|¢|D(z, &) + /£|e§|3)71 as member of
SO(Up) (i-e., the minimal constants ¢, and ¢, m, in (2.7), where 7 = 0) are
uniformly bounded for 0 < € < 1.
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Therefore, by Lemma 5.1,
(C.3) Hefe € C(Uy), HHefeHCl(uo) <c 0<ex 1.

C.2. Extracting the leading local singularity of f.. In the preceding
section we converted f. to B.F, modulo a smooth function. We now repre-
sent B, = Bgo) + AB, with some convenient BEO) € LO(Uy), AB. € L™ (Up).
Then we use the mapping properties of AB,. to show that AB.F, does not
contribute to the DTB.

Using the results in [53, Section 6.2, Chapter VIII] and [l |, Proposition
4.2.4, Section 4.2] and (3.5), the principal symbol of R*R is given by

2r W2(z,y)

(C4) o] Bz, )]

Y= y(x,f), V= V($,€),

where the functions y(z,§) € V and v(z,§) € R are obtained by solving the
equations:

(C.5) p=®(z,a), £ =—vd;®(z, ).

The existence of a solution follows from assumption 3.2(3), and its local
uniqueness follows from assumption 3.2(1).
Define

€] W2(z,y)

Do(ﬂf,f) =27 |7 y:y(x,f%y:l/(x,f)?

(C.6) [v]|Ag(z,a)
(z,€) €U x (R?\ 0y).
It is clear from (C.5) and (C.6) that
(C.7) Do(x, \¢) = Do(x,€), A # 0,z €U, £ € R?\ 0s.
Recall that D is the complete symbol of R*R. From (C.4) and (C.6),
(C8) €D (, &) = Do(x,€/|€]) € S~ (Uo).

Thus we can find AB, € S~'(U) (with all seminorms uniformly bounded
when 0 < e < 1) such that

(C.9) B(w,&) = (Do(w,&/1€]) + kle€?) ™" + AB(,€), = € Up.

(
Note that (C.9) is required to hold only for z € Up. Since Be is a parametrix
for T, on {x(z) > 1/2}, we can select B, in (C.2) and AB. so that

(C.10) Be(2,6) =0, AB(2,6) =0, z € {x(z) < 1/4}.

From (5.6),
(ci) .
Op(ABe(w,€)) Fe = Wege, We := Op(ABc(x,€)) Op(x(2)[€])x(z)R™.

By construction, W, is an FIO of order —1/2, W, € I"'/2(U x V x C*). The
canonical relation C* is the image of C (see (3.3)) under the exchange of T*U
and T*V. By (C.9), all the seminorms of a symbol of W,, W, € S°(U xVxR),
0 < e < 1, are bounded.
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Recall that B3, (R") = C*(R"), s > 0, s N [I, Remark 6.4(2)]. We

use [23, Proposition 5.5] with p, ¢ = oo, which asserts that
(C.12)

We : €5~ 12mmeCIRY) = CHR™), me(p) = —(n = 1)|(1/p) — (1/2)],
is continuous. Here s—(1/2)—m.(c0) > 0 and s > 0. See also [15, Theorem,

p. 173]. For the validity of (C.12) it is required that the phase function of
Wk be non-degenerate (see the paragraph following (3.2)) and the amplitude
be compactly supported in z (see (C.10)).

Clearly, m.(oc0) = —1/2. Using (C.12) with s = 1/2 and that g. €

CS/Q(V), 9ellcrr2@q) < ¢, 0 < € < 1 (see Lemma 4.2), we conclude that
Wege € Co/?(Uy) and [Wegellca/ay,) < ¢ 0 < € < 1. Therefore, by (2.3),
(C.13) [Wegell e < €0 < € <€ 1t [Wege( +¢) ~ Wegeao)| = O(e?)
when Z is confined to any bounded set.
Combining (C.3) and (C.13) finishes the proof.
APPENDIX D. PROOF OF LEMMAS 6.2, 6.3

D.1. Proof of Lemma 6.2. We begin by stating a lemma. Its proof is in
appendix D.2.

Lemma D.1. Suppose assumptions 3.1-3.4 are satisfied. Pick any A > 0.
One has

(D.1) H(,§)=0, t<—c
Also, for some smooth and bounded »(t,q;-),

81? [H(f, g;+) — %(e(f+ q); ,)571/2] _ 0(573/2)7

(D.2) ; .
k=0,1, t » +oo, |t| < Ale,
and
(D.3) B [see(f+ q); )E VD] = O(F3/?), T — +o0, [f] < Afe.

The big-O terms are uniform with respect to ¢ and the second group of
variables collectively denoted “’, namely 0,¢e. These variables are restricted
to the sets indicated in Lemma 6.2.

For simplicity, we drop the arguments ¢, # and € from all the functions.
The limit as { — —oo in (6.16) follows immediately from (D.1). Next,
suppose t — co. Then

o . Hi(s) o0 ~x(e(s+q))
G(t) = \/RX:[D(E(S — t))ﬁds +/0 XlD(E(s — t))mds,
Hi(s) = H(s) = s«(e(s + )57,

where () is the same as in (D.2), (D.3). In view of (D.1), the first of the
integrals is split into five

(D.5) (/_(1+/(]1+/1{_1+/£j:1+/£:>X1D(€(S—f))ljl_(sf)ds

=J1+ o+ s

(D.4)
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By (D.2) with k = 0, Hi(s) = O(s7%/?), s — oco. It is trivial to see that
Ji,Jo = O(1/f). Breaking up the integral over [1,f — 1] into the integrals
over [1,7/2] and [£/2,f — 1] we get J3 = O(1/{). Breaking up the integral
over [f+1,00) into the integrals over [f+ 1, 2f] and [2f, 00) gives J5 = O(1/%).
Finally, using (D.2) with k¥ = 1 and that |s — ] < 1, ef < ¢, we get

(D.6) 35 [xip(e(s — £))Hi(s)] = O(F3/?),
which implies J; = O(f~%/2). Combining the five estimates proves that the
first integral in (D.4) is O(1/).

Consider the second integral in (D.4). Recall that £ — oco. Write the
integral in the form

(D.7)
e o €(S —E 7(€(S 7 . e s — #)2(s
J(,€) ::/0 xap( ((g _)5))51(/2( +Q))ds _ 61/2/0 X1D(s . t))sl(/2+ q)dS
_ a2 [ ban(s —1) — xip(0)x(s +a)
=t 2/0 TR d
+ 61/2><1D(0)/0 Mds, q = €.

The integral on the second line is clearly uniformly bounded. The identity
[13, Eq. 2.2.5.26] with a = 1/2:

(D.8) /000(8_017;1/2=0,t>0,
implies
> (s (s — x(t
(D.9) /0 Mds :/0 ( j(Lqu t)81§2+@ds = 0(1),

Here the term O(1) is uniform with respect to t,q € R. Therefore J(f,¢) =
O(e/?). Combining the results proves (6.16).

D.2. Proof of Lemma D.1. Assertion (D.1) is obvious from (6.11). To
prove (D.2), (D.3), begin by proving the following auxiliary lemma.

Lemma D.2. Pick any A > 0 and a function f € C?*(R). Let ¢ € CZ(R)
be an interpolating kernel, which is exact up to degree one. One has

O[30t +b— ) f(ed) i — b)Y = fle(t+0)t/?] = O(t=3/2),

(D.10)
t— 400, € >0, €t| < A, k=0,1,2.
The big-O term is uniform in b € R.

Proof. Denote g(t) := f(et)(t — b)"/? and u := t + b. Taylor expanding g
gives

9() = g(u) +¢'(w)(j — u) + R1(j, w),

J

Ration) = [ ¢'(5) = )

The exactness of ¢ up to degree one implies:

(D.12) > e(u—14)g(i) = g(u) + 325 o(u— j)Ri(j,w).

(D.11)
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Clearly

(D.13) 19" ()] = O(t7/%), elt| < A, t — .

Hence, by (D.11)

(D.14) Ri(j,u) = O(t™3/%), [j—ul < A, €|t| < A, t = .

Furthermore, using that ¢ is exact up to order one,
(D.15)
OB (j,u) = — ¢"(u)(j — u),

Oy p(u— ) Ra(j,u) =22, ¢ (u—j)Ri(j,u) — g"(u) 32, p(u—7)(j —u)
=> ;¢ (u—j)Ri(j,u),
and
95 35 ¢(u— j)Ra(j,u)
(D.16) = "(u—J)R1(j,u) — g"(u) 32, ¢'(u—5)(J —u)

Zj ¢’

S o )Ri(Gou) — ' (u).

Combining (D.12)-(D.16) and using that ¢” € L°°(R) finishes the proof. [
To prove (D.2), by (6.10) and (6.11) we consider

(D.17) Hauwoll) == 3, 0+ 4 — j2)ao(0, ej2) (2 — ).

By Lemma D.2,
(D.18) o' (afHaux(f) — 9¢lao(0, e + q))f1/2]> =03, k=1,2.

We moved one derivative inside the parentheses because H is defined in
terms of A in (6.11). Replacing { with [®(0+eus)—®(0)]/e+i+q, multiplying
both sides by K (6 + eps)pq(s), and integrating with respect to s (cf. (6.10),
(6.11)) finishes the proof. This also gives a formula for s. Our derivation
shows that 3¢ is smooth and bounded with all derivatives, but the formula
for s is not needed.

The claim (D.3) immediately follows because s is smooth and e|f| < A.

D.3. Proof of Lemma 6.3. For simplicity, in what follows we omit the
dependence of G(#,;0,¢) on ¢,0, and ¢, and denote Q' := @/, and Q" :=
r - By (6.15) we study the convergence of the sum

(D.19) Je=e? > G(Qlay)/e).

aj, €dom P

Recall that @) depends on x, which is confined to a sufficiently small open
set U’ (see the paragraph following (6.7)), and on the selected P(«).

If |Q(cw)| > ¢ on dom P, using (6.16) in (D.19) gives for each of the partial
sums, over Q(ay,) > 0 and Q(ay,) < 0, |Jo| < ce'/?(1/€)e'/? = O(1). Thus,
in what follows we assume Q(ag) = 0 for some ay € dom P and replace
dom P in (D.19) with I/, which is a sufficiently small neighborhood of ay.
If Q' () # 0 on I/, then |Q'(a)| < |a — ap| on I/, and

1/e
(D.20) el <ee23 (57 P+ 24 g7 < e, e 0.

ji=1



34 A KATSEVICH

Hence, in what follows, we assume that Q'(&) = 0 for some & € I, and
zel.

As is easily seen, Q(a) = 0 and Q'(&) = 0 for some & € dom P and
z € U’ if and only if Z € § and P(«) is associated with . The necessity is
established in Lemma D.3 below, and the sufficiency follows from the Bolker
condition, assumption 3.2(2). Recall that due to possible data redundancy,
there can be several P(«) associated with . In the rest of this subsection
we select one of them. We need the following lemma, which is proven in
appendix D.4.

Lemma D.3. Suppose assumptions 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3 are satisfied. Pick
any §y € I'. Let Sj be tangent to S at T. Let x() be the solution to (4.8)
associated with T which satisfies & = x(&), see Figure 1. One has
2

(D21)  Q4#.3) =0, Qla(dd) = det M(G) )

o — >0
|@3(Z, )| [Hy (2))|

and

|70(3)]
|HE(Z)]
By continuity, Q% (z,«) > 0 for all (z,a) € U’ x I,.

(D.22) |Aa (2, @)| = | det M(y)|

D.3.1. Critical point in I!,. Fix any x € U’. Suppose Q'(a1) = 0 for some
aj € I,. By shifting o, we can assume without loss of generality that a; = 0
and

0
(D.23) Q) =—h —i—/ﬂ (0 —5)Q"(s)ds

for some h. The value of h is determined from Q(ap) = 0. Since Q" (a) < 1
on I/, (see the sentence following Lemma D.3) and Q(a) = 0, we have h > 0.

For any ¢ > 0, the number of a;, inside the set {a € I}, : |Q(c)| < ce}
is O(e~/?) and is uniformly bounded with respect to ag € I’,. Since G
is bounded, the total contribution of such «;, to Je is bounded. Hence it
remains to estimate the following two sums

. 1/2 1/2 €
D Y |

aj, €10,Q(a; ) >e

KR > <‘Q<;ﬁ>>1/2'

ajy €14,Q(aj; )<—€

(D.24)

Begin with J. Clearly the sums over aj, > 0 and «a;, < 0 lead to the
same upper bound, so we consider only a;, > 0. Also, for estimation pur-
poses, we can assume Q" (s) > 1, s € I, (rather than the more cumbersome
Q"(s) > ¢). Let 0; > 0 satisfy

01
(D.25) Q(01) = —h +/ (0 —8)Q"(s)ds = e.
0
For any 6 > 61 one has

01 0
(D.26) Q(#) > —h +/0 (61— 8)Q"(s)ds +/ (0 —s)ds = e+ (6 —61)2/2.

01
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Since the shift 8 — 6 — 0 does not affect the upper bound we get

1/6 1
dx
D.27) [JF| <cel/? V2, ¢ | < 1/2/ =0(1).
( ) I <ce ]ZOE +6+(€j1)2 Sctce ) €+ a2 (1)
1=

Next, consider J . If h < €, then Q(f) > —e for all « € I, and J. = 0.
Hence we can assume h > €. In this case we initially assume for simplicity
that Q(0) = Q(a) = —e for some a > 0. Therefore

0 a
Q)+ = / (60— $)Q"(s)ds + 6 / (1 - (s/a))Q"(s)ds
(D.28) 0 0

0 a
= [ s 0@ s+ 0 [ (1 (s/a)Q ().
0 0

Both integrands on the second line are positive, so the minimum on the right
is achieved when Q”(s) = 1. Hence, shifting the argument of @ again we
can assume Q(6) = —h + 62/2. Similarly to (D.27),

(D29) ] e Y [ET/QQ /hmdx@o.
) W=t O el =l e

Note that the value of the last integral is independent of h > 0.
It is clear that in the above arguments all the bounds can be made uniform
with respect to z € U’.

D.4. Proof of Lemma D.3. Recall that P(a) = ®(z(«), «) (see the para-
graph below (4.8)). Therefore

(D.30) Qa) =?(z,a) — P(a) = (2, ) — P(x(av), ).

The first claim in (D.21) follows by differentiating (4.8) and (D.30) with
respect to o and using that z/(«) is tangent to S, x(&) T, Q
is conormal to S at .

Differentiating (D.30) with respect to o twice and using (6.7) gives:

(D.31) Qaa = — (DL, 5) + 203024 + Praga].
Differentiate the second equation in (4.8) with respect to a:
(D.32) Hy,x, = @), + v [ @), + ¥, ].

Compute the dot product of (D.32) with «/, and use that ®,x,, = H 2/ =0
(which follows from (4.8) to get

(D.33) (Hio@o T0) = 11 [(®p0, 75) + Phay].
Differentiate the identity ®/z/, =0 to get
(D.34) (500, Ta) + Pgata + Potae =0.

Using (D.33) and (D.34) in (D.31) and applying Lemma 4.1 finally gives:

Q/o/za = - [(l/yl)(Halc/zx/ouw/a) - (q)gxxixvxla)]
(D’35) 1" " ‘x;‘Q / /
=— ([HY, — Py, ]e,e) L € zl /|2l .

Combining this with (B.1) and (B.2) proves the second claim in (D.21).
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Next we prove (D.22). Similarly to (B.2),
(D.36) Ao (2, a)| = ]| Pqel.
Using (D.33) and then (B.2) gives

ol P] _ [detM||zg|

D.37 |0 o] = |([H, — 1@ Je,e)| - ,
( ) | zH xa‘ ‘( 1 )I ’Vl‘ |V1H(I)§3|

and (D.22) follows from (B.1).

APPENDIX E. PROOF OF LEMMAS 7.1, 7.2, AND 7.3

E.1. Proof of Lemma 7.1. For convenience, we drop the arguments ¢, ¢
and € from all the functions. By (D.2) with k = 1 and (D.3), AH(r,{) =
O(f3/?), i — 400. The statement AG = O(1/[{|), { = —oo, follows
immediately from (D.1). Next, suppose f — +o00. Then

. AH(r,s
(B.1) AG(r, ) :/XID( (s — ) 2Tl
R s—1
In view of (D.1), the integral in (E.1) is split into three
i+1 AH(r,s)
—t ds
(5:2) </ e ot -2

=Ji+ Jo+ Js.
Breaking up the integral over [—c, f — 1] into the integrals over [—c, /2] and
[£/2,1—1] we get J; = O(1/f). Breaking up the integral over [£+ 1, 00) into
the integrals over [{ + 1,2{] and [2f, 00) gives J3 = O(1/1).
Also, from (D.2) with £ =1 and (D.3) we get
(E3) |Hj(E+r) - HiE)| < OF ) + c|og[x(e(f + @) /?]| = OF ).
Therefore, using |s — f| < 1 gives

(BE4)  Os[xaple(s — D)AH(r,s)] = eO(F*?) + O(F3/?),  — +oc.

Combining the three estimates proves that the integral in (E.1) is O(1/%).
Combining the results finishes the proof of the estimate of AG.
The derivative 9, AG(r,f) in (6.16) is estimated in exactly the same fash-
ion. In particular, we use &,AH (r, 1) = 8, H(r +1) = O(i~%/?) as { — +o0.
To prove (7.6), use (E.1) to write

AG(r,t+ h) — AG(r, )

(E5) = (/ / 1) {Xms o= —h) _ XlDS(GS)]AH(r,8+f)ds
= Ji(F h)+|J>2(t h).

When 0 < e < 1 and |s| < 1, we have x1p(e(s — h)) = x1p(es) = 1. Then
(E.6)

S —

. ! ! - s—h
Ji(t,h) = [ln —/ AH{(r,s+¢)In ds
s=—1 -1

h ‘AH(T, st Z)]

=: Jll(f, h) + Jlg(f, h).
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By (D.2) with k = 0 and (D.3),

s—h

In s = +1.

(E.7)

‘AH(T‘,S + 1)

_, hn(/n)
(L )32

To bound all the remaining terms, we can look at them individually instead
of estimating differences at £ +r and £ as above. Indeed,

~ 1 -,
()| < /_1 B/ (s + D)l |1 — (h/s)|]ds

1
(E.8) < c/ (14 I+ 8)"%2| |1 — (h/s)[|ds
-1
h 1/h hin(1/h)
< CW /—1/h ’ In|l— (1/u)Hdu < CW
and
. 1 € 1
(E.9) (s )l < Ch/|s|>1 (32 " !s!) Ao+ a2

< ch([{ 732 + €lf| 7).
Combining the results finishes the proof.

E.2. Proof of Lemma 7.2. First we investigate the dependence of G
(which is implicitly used in (7.14) as part of AG) on € in its last argu-
ment. We need the following technical result, which is proven at the end of
this section. Recall that Gy is defined in (7.16), and G — in (6.14).

Lemma E.1. Pick any A; > 0. Suppose |f| < Ay, |ej — P(0)| < €'/2A;,
and 0] < €'/2Ay. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.6 one has

(E.10) G, 40, ¢) = uGo(t, q) + O(*/?).

Partition the interval [—A, A] into the union of K > 1 non-overlapping
intervals of length 2A/K. Let these intervals be denoted By, and si be
their centers, k = 1,2,..., K. Recall that P(«) is associated with z¢ € S.
Clearly,

P(e/?s)  P(e/%sy,) s — Sk

. = . +P/(€1/28k)61ﬁ+0(1/K2)
P(ﬁl/zsk) S — Sk

(B11) P | pr0) 4 0 20)] 11
P(esp) | 5= sk

== PO
Here we have used that A > 0 is fixed and |si| < A. Otherwise, the term
O(1/K) may grow with A. The same applies to many other bounds and big-
O terms in this section. Using that Hy is compactly supported and || < A,

we get from (7.16)

(E.12)

+O(1/K?)

+O(1/K), s € By.

C

Golf + a.4) — Go(F.4) = —/ In

—C

w—a

O;Ho(w + £, ¢)dw, || < A.
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Hence, by assumption 3.4(1) and (7.16), |0;Ho(w + £, §)| < ¢ and

IGMf+m®—I%(@N<C/

—C

¢ w—a

In

(E.13) 'dw < caln(1l/a),

0<a<l, |f] <A
Furthermore, assumption 3.4(1) implies
(E.14)  |0i[Ho(f, G+ a) — Ho(,9)]| < ca’’?, 0<a< 1,li| < A,g€R
Hence
(E.15) 1Go(t,d+a) — Go(t,q)] < ca'’?, 0<a<1,]i| <A GeR.
Combining (E.11) and (E.15) with (E.10) implies

1/2 1/2
G(f,P(Ees);H,e> =uGy <{’ P(GES)> +O(61/2)

(E.16) P(e'/?sy,)

=uGo <f, + PI(O) Sel/jk)
+O(1/K"?) + 0(e'/?),
where s = €/2puj; € By and |f| < €/2A. The equation (E.10) applies

because by the assumptions of the lemma,
!

_ Qaa 5,2 = 0(1),

t
2
(El?) f = oy, = fﬂjl — 0(61/2),

eq = Plepjr) = P(0) + O(¢'/?), ¢/%uljr| < A,
see (7.14). Further, using that s*> = s? + O(1/K) and (E.13), gives
(E.18)

" P(61/2S) " P(el/st) S — S
aa 2 . _ ax 2 /
G( 5 5 - ,0,6) —MG[)( 5 Sk - + P (0)761/2 )

+O(1/KY?) +0(?), s € By, |0] < /2 A.

There are | By|/(e'/?p) values of j; such that €'/2uj; € By. Sum (E.18) with
s = e/2uj; to obtain

61/2 Z G(QaaG(Mj1)2, P(Gﬁjl);0,6>

1
(B19)  =e/2 > Go( ;“si,ueJrP’(O)Mﬁ)

€l/2uj1 €By,

P(e'/2s;) — P'(0)e'/?sy,
- .

It follows from (7.16) and (E.15) that Gg is 1-periodic in its last argument
and Holder continuous.
From (4.8) and (D.30),

P'(a) = [2(x(a), )] = T (2(a), a)ag (@) + Of (x(a), @) = P (x(), @)

+|Br|[0(1/KY?) + O(?)], ue :=
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By the assumption of the theorem, P’(0)u is irrational, so the points P’(0)uj1
are uniformly distributed mod 1 [35, Exercise 5.6]. Take the limit ¢ — 0 in
(E.19) and use [35, Corollary 1.2] to find

. " - Plewi .
tige? 57 6 Gl T .o
(E.20) <!/ 2uj1 B

| Bi| ! /c,za 1/2
L 1% ; Go 9 5.4 |dq+ O(1/K'?) .

Sum (E.20) over all By and use that K > 1 can be arbitrarily large:

) P )
X e(p1)?, (e WI) ewl,e>
el/2p)j1|<A

ok © ( )

Clearly the same arguments apply when we add ®/,% to the first argument
of G. Therefore, combining (E.21), (7.14) and (7.2), proves (7.15).

lim ¢'/2
e—0

(E.21)

E.2.1. Proof of Lemma E.1. Fix any A;. Throughout the proof we assume
[{| < Ay. Fix any h € C3(R) and denote

w

(E.22) O(u) = / X (ED) 1 e,

R
We make use of the following simple result, which is stated without proof:
(E.23) Q)| < c(1+u®)™Y Jul <erfe, Qu) =0, |ul > ci/e,

for some ¢; > 0, which is the same in both places.
In view of (6.11), (6.14), and (E.22), we estimate

Z Q( t+q— jo3 0, €) [ao(ﬁ €jo) — ap(6, eq)]( o — q)1/2
(E.24) L

This implies
£, i Fos L 1/2
(B25) C.@:0.6) =ao(0.ed) Y O+~ jai 0.9z — ) + ().
J2
Using the assumptions of Lemma E.1, we find

G(f,4;6,¢) =[ao(0, P(0)) + O('/?)]

(E.26) XZQ +q—j2;0,€)(j Q—q)/ +O(V?)

:ao(o,P ()Y Q + G~ ja;0,€)(j2 — DY + O(eV/?).
J2
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To show that x can be dropped from the integral in (E.26) (which is inside
the definition of Q), we consider similarly to (E.22):

(E.27)
1 —xip(ew),, § 1 —xip(ew);,, §
Qe(u) := /R ————h (0 + u)db = / — 20 W (b + u)dab.

w lw|>c/e w
As is easily seen,
(B.28) |Qu(w)| < c(u™+ (¢/Jul), |u] > exfe; Qulw) =0, ul < e1/e,

for some ¢; > 0, which is the same in both places. Given that |{] < Aj, this
implies

(E.29) N Qe+ d— jui0.€)(j2 — DY = O(?).
J2
Therefore, by (E.26) and (E.29),
(E.30)
G(i, G0, €) =ao(0, P(0 / Zh’w i+ G joi0.6)(j2 — @)Y *dw
+ O(eY/?).
Further,

D0 + eus) — P(6)

€

(B.31) K (6 + eps) =K(8) + O(e), = us®'(0) + O(e),

where s € supp p,, which implies (see (6.10))

85 h(u;0,¢) — pho(u)) = 0O(e), k=0,1,
(£.32) (h(u; 0, €) — pho(u)) = O(e)

102 (h(u; 0, €) — pho(uw))| < ¢, u€R,0 =O0(/?),

Similarly to (E.22) and (E.23), pick any h € C2(R) and define

(E.33) / L AR (i + u)de, Ah(u) = h(u+ €) — h(u).
Then
(E.34) |Qc(u)| < celn(1/e)(1 + 1)L, uweR.

For large |u|, (E.34) is proven integrating by parts in (E.33). For |u| in a
bounded set, we argue similarly to (E.12), (E.13).

Using (E.32) and (E.33), (E.34) with hc(u) = h(u;0,€) — pho(u) we get
from (E.30)

G(£,G;0,¢) — nGo(t,4)| < | J| + O(e'/?),
(B35) J=3" Qi+ G- o)z — @)Y = Oleln(1/e)).

J2

This proves the lemma.
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E.3. Proof of Lemma 7.3. We evaluate the integrals in (7.17) similarly
to [25, egs. (3.16)—(3.20)]. Begin by considering

/// (R (0 + 7 + (Qha/2)s* — §)

— hj (W + (Qa/2)s* — G)]d"/*dgdsdw

@/ [ [ [ Llnpi+rru—a

— hy (111 +u— Q)] u+1/2q1+/2dqdudw.

(E.36)

Substitute hg expressed in terms of its Fourier transform, hg = Fh, and use
the identity [14, p. 360, eq. 20]:

(E.37) Flag™!) = e (a)(A +i0) ™

to obtain

(E.38)
70) = 5o [ (FO/) (N F ) -0 (FE

x (€7 — 1) (=iA)ho(N)dA
1

=5 (— imsgn(X)) (63iﬂ/4r(3/2)()‘ + i0)73/2)
T JR

x (7T (1/2)(A — i0)"Y2) (67 — 1) (=) hg(A)d.
This simplifies to

) = — il(1/2)T(3/2) /R eI 1%0@dA

2 A

™

T T
:8/ [sgn(—r — t) — sgn(—t)] ho(t)dt = —4/ ho(—t)dt.
R 0
Substitution of (E.39) back into (7.17) gives (7.18).

APPENDIX F. PROOF OF LEMMAS 8.1 AND 8.2

F.1. Proof of Lemma 8.1. Integrating by parts in (8.6) with respect to
A twice and using a partition of unity we can assume that I = (—4,0) for
some small 0 < § < 1, and D(\,0,¢) € C3°(I) in §. On I we can change
variable § — ¢ to get

(F.1) J(r) = / Di(\ t, e)em™ M dtAd )\ = / Di(\, 7\, €)AdA.
0 I 0

Here
(F.2) I} = (—sind,sind), Di(\ t,€) = D\, sin" t,¢)/(1 —t%)Y/2,

and D1 (X, p1, €) is the Fourier transform of D(), 0, €) with respect to 6. Thus
D1 (M, i, €) decays rapidly as p — oo, i.e. for any N € Ny there exists ¢y
such that

(F?)) ’DI(AMU/? 6)’ < CN(l + ‘ILL‘)_N7 ()‘7M76> S (07 OO) xR x (07 60)'
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Selecting N = 3 gives

e A
F.A4 J < ———dA
(F.4) O A o

Changing variable A — 7\ proves the top cases in (8.7).
All the other assertions of the lemma can be proven in a similar fashion.
For example, if ¢ ; = O(€) in (8.5), then ¢y in (F.3) and ¢ in (F.4) are O(e).
If D(A = 0,0,¢) = 0, then we integrate by parts in (8.6) three times
instead of two. The analog of (F.1) becomes

(F.5) J(r) = / (D1(\, ), €) /M) A2
0
Selecting N =4 in (F.3) then gives
00 )\2 3

F.2. Proof of Lemma 8.2. The statement Y(0) = 0 is immediate. To
prove the second claim, compute

(F.7) T(+o00) — T(—00) = /Rhg(u)du =1.

The last equality follows from (3.15) and (7.16) (recall that hg is defined
without the prefactor in (7.16)). Similarly,

T(+oo + YT (—o0)

(£8) /h / (t—wF [ —— )t/ )dtdu = 0
BTN S 1+ kC1 AP zl)QHEH =T

The last equality follows because the signum function is odd, while the
functions hg and F~1((1 + kC1|A[*)~!) are even. The fact that hg is even
follows from assumption 3.4(2) and (7.16).
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