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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, fϵ(x), re-
constructed from discrete data g(yj) in an ϵ-neighborhood of a point, x0.
The points yj lie on a grid with step size of order ϵ 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 x0 ∈ S and any A > 0. The main result of the paper is
the computation of the limit ∆F0(x̌;x0) := limϵ→0(fϵ(x0+ϵx̌)−fϵ(x0)),
where fϵ is the solution to the minimization problem and |x̌| ≤ A. A nu-
merical experiment with a circular GRT demonstrates that ∆F0(x̌;x0)
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(x), x ∈ U ⊂ Rn, be the function to be recon-
structed; and g(y), y ∈ V ⊂ Rn, where g = 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 yj , j ∈ Zn. The step size of the
grid along each coordinate is proportional to some small parameter ϵ > 0.

Consider a reconstruction formula of the form f0 = R∗Bg, where R is
the adjoint transform and B is a Pseudo-Differential Operator (ΨDO). De-
pending on the choice of B, the reconstruction can be theoretically exact
(f0 = f), quasi-exact (f0 − f is less singular than f), edge-enhancing (f0 is
more singular than f), and smoothing of a finite degree (f0 is less singular
than f).

Next, let φ be a compactly supported, sufficiently smooth interpolation
kernel, and let gϵ(y), y ∈ V, denote the function obtained by interpolating
the values g(yj). Denote fϵ = R∗Bge. Thus, fϵ is reconstructed from discrete
data.
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2 A KATSEVICH

LRA is a powerful and flexible technique proposed by the author to study
images fϵ reconstructed from discrete GRT data. The main idea of LRA is to
obtain a simple formula to accurately approximate fϵ in an ϵ-neighborhood
of a point, x0 ∈ 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
ϵ→0

ϵνfϵ(x0 + ϵx̌), |x̌| < A,

the limit is uniform in x̌, and compute the limit explicitly. Here ν ≥ 0 is
some constant, which depends on the strength of the singularity of f0 at x0.

To illustrate one such setting, suppose f has a jump across S, where
S ⊂ R2 is a smooth curve. Suppose also that the reconstruction is either
exact or quasi-exact. In this case R∗BR is a ΨDO with the principal symbol
1 and ν = 0. Pick x0 ∈ S. Under some mild conditions on S and x0, we
show

(1.2) lim
ϵ→0

fϵ(x0 + ϵx̌) = f0(x
−
0 ) + ∆f(x0)DTB(x̌;x0), |x̌| < A,

uniformly in x̌. Here

(1) f0(x
−
0 ) is the value of the reconstruction from continuous data, f0,

on one side of S,
(2) ∆f(x0) := f0(x

+
0 )− f0(x

−
0 ) is the value of the jump of f across S at

x0, 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 x0 and on the
interpolation kernel, φ. When ϵ is sufficiently small, the right-hand side of
(1.2) is an accurate approximation of fϵ, and the DTB function accurately
describes the smoothing of the jump of f in fϵ due to the discrete nature of
the tomographic data.

As is seen from (1.2), LRA provides a uniform approximation to fϵ(x)
in domains of size ∼ ϵ, 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 Rn, 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).



LRA OF ITERATIVE RECONSTRUCTION 3

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, i.e. x0 ̸∈ 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(ϵ)-size domain [2, 32] if g(yj) 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 fϵ is computed by
a linear reconstruction algorithm, i.e., by an application of a reconstruction
formula to data: fϵ = R∗Bgϵ. 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 GRTs
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(x), x ∈ U ⊂ R2, into its weighted integrals,
g(y) = (Rf)(y), along a family of curves Sy, y ∈ V ⊂ R2. A more precise
description of V is at the beginning of section 3.1. The discrete data, g(yj),
are given at the points yj , j ∈ Z2. The reconstructed function, still denoted
fϵ, is computed as the solution to the following quadratic minimization
problem:

(1.3) fϵ = argminf∈H1
c (Ub)

Ψ(f), Ψ(f) := ∥Rf − gϵ∥2L2(V) + κϵ3∥∇f∥2L2(U),

where κ > 0 is the regularization parameter (which is predetermined and
independent of ϵ). In the spirit of LRA, the factor ϵ3 in front of the Tikhonov
regularization term ensures that the resolution of the reconstruction is at
the native scale ϵ.

To solve (1.3) numerically, one usually assumes that fϵ(x) =
∑

l clψl(x),
where ψl 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 cl. For conventional analysis of recon-
struction at a scale ≫ ϵ, the effects of this finite-dimensional approximation
of fϵ are largely invisible. However, LRA is designed to study reconstruction
at the native scale, ϵ. 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 fϵ 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, fϵ, 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 fϵ 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 [44, 13, 50, 49, 47, 48, 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 ΨDO 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, fϵ, 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 Rf in a neighborhood of its singular support, (4.13).
In section 5 we obtain an alternative formula for computing fϵ, equation
(5.6). The equation is of the form T fϵ = Fϵ, where T is some ΨDO, and Fϵ

is computed from the data g(yj). Also we find another function, Gϵ, such
that (a) Gϵ is easier to analyze than fϵ and (b) the local behavior of fϵ and
Gϵ near x0 are the same from the perspective of LRA, see Lemma 5.2. In
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section 6 we prove that ∥Fϵ∥L∞(U) is uniformly bounded when 0 < ϵ ≪ 1.
In section 7 we compute the limit

(1.4) ∆F0(x̌) := lim
ϵ→0

(
F (l)
ϵ (x0 + ϵx̌)− F (l)

ϵ (x0)
)
,

where F
(l)
ϵ (x) is the leading singular term of Fϵ(x) near x0, see (7.18). In

section 8 we compute the DTB function, ∆G0, as the limit

(1.5) ∆G0(x̌) := lim
ϵ→0

(
Gϵ(x0 + ϵx̌)−Gϵ(x0)

)
,

see equation (8.23). This calculation assumes that the singularity of f at x0
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 N0 = {0} ∪ N. Let U ⊂ Rn, n ∈ N, be a
domain, which is defined as a non-empty, connected, open set. For clarity,
the zero vector in Rn, n ≥ 2, is denoted 0n.

Definition 2.1. Let f and g be two functions defined on a domain U . We
say f(x) ≍ g(x) for x ∈ U if there exist c1,2 > 0 such that

(2.1) c1 ≤ f(x)/g(x) ≤ c2 if g(x) ̸= 0 and f(x) = 0 if g(x) = 0

for any x ∈ U .

We use several types of function spaces. First, Ck(U), k ∈ N, is the space
of functions with bounded derivatives up to order k with the norm

(2.2) ∥h∥Ck(U) := max
|m|≤k

∥h(m)∥L∞(U).

The subscript ‘0’ in Ck
0 means that we consider the subspace of compactly

supported functions, Ck
0 (U) ⊂ Ck(U). Further, C∞(U) =

⋂
k≥1C

k(U) and

C∞
0 (U) =

⋂
k≥1C

k
0 (U).

Another type is the Hölder spaces Cs(Rn), s > 0, s ̸∈ N. If s = k+γ, k ∈
N0, 0 < γ < 1, then Cs(Rn) is the space of Ck(Rn) functions (or, L∞(Rn)
functions if k = 0), which have Hölder continuous k-th order derivatives (see
[4, Definition 5.28]), with the norm

∥f∥Cs :=∥f∥Ck + max
|m|=k

sup
x∈Rn,|h|>0

|f (m)(x+ h)− f (m)(x)|
|h|γ

, k > 0,

∥f∥Cs :=∥f∥L∞ + sup
x∈Rn,|h|>0

|f(x+ h)− f(x)|
|h|γ

, k = 0.

(2.3)

As before, Cs
0(U) denotes the subspace of Cs(Rn) functions supported in U .

For s > 0, s ̸∈ N, Hölder spaces coincide with Zygmund spaces, Cs
∗(Rn).

To define the latter, pick any µ0 ∈ C∞
0 (Rn) such that µ0(η) = 1 for |η| ≤ 1,
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µ0(η) = 0 for |η| ≥ 2. Define µj(η) := µ0(2
−jη) − µ0(2

−j+1η), j ∈ N [1,
Section 5.4]. Then

Cs
∗(Rn) := {f ∈ L∞(Rn) : ∥f∥Cs

∗(Rn) <∞},

∥f∥Cs
∗(Rn) := sup

j∈N0

2js∥F−1(µj(η)f̃(η))∥L∞(Rn),
(2.4)

where f̃ = Fnf . Here Fn is the Fourier transform in Rn:

(2.5) f̃(ξ) =
1

(2π)n

∫
Rn

f(x)eiξ·xdx, f ∈ L1(Rn),

which extends to tempered distributions [20, section 7.1]. We have Cs
∗(Rn) =

Cs(Rn) and the norms ∥ · ∥Cs
∗(Rn), ∥ · ∥Cs(Rn) are equivalent, for any s > 0,

s ̸∈ N [4, Remark 5.31].
The Hölder-Zygmund spaces are a particular case of the Besov spaces:

Cs(Rn) = Bs
p,q(Rn), where p, q = ∞ [1, item 2 in Remark 6.4].

The Sobolev space Hs(Rn), s ∈ R, is the space of all tempered distribu-
tions f for which

(2.6) ∥f∥2Hs(Rn) = (2π)−n

∫
Rn

|f̃(ξ)|2(1 + |ξ|2)sdξ <∞.

Hs
c (U) is the collection of all f ∈ Hs(Rn) such that f ≡ 0 on Rn \ K for

some compact K ⊂ U . Hs
loc(U) is the space of all distributions on U such

that χf ∈ Hs(U) for any χ ∈ C∞
0 (U). See [52, section 5, Notation and

Background]

Definition 2.2. Given a domain U ⊂ Rn, r ∈ R, and N ∈ N, Sr(U × RN )

denotes the vector-space of C∞(U × (RN \ 0N )) functions, B̃(x, ξ), having
the following properties

|∂mx B̃(x, ξ)| ≤ cm ∀m ∈ Nn
0 , x ∈ U, 0 < |ξ| ≤ 1;

|∂m1
x ∂m2

ξ B̃(x, ξ)| ≤ cm1,m2 |ξ|r−|m2|, ∀m1 ∈ Nn
0 ,m2 ∈ NN

0 , x ∈ U, |ξ| ≥ 1;

(2.7)

for some constants cm, cm1,m2 > 0.

The elements of Sr are called symbols of order r. When we are talking
about symbols of ΨDOs (in which case N = n), we use the notation Sr(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 ΨDOs, given by

(2.8) (Op(B̃(x, ξ))f)(y) :=
1

(2π)N

∫
RN

B̃(x, ξ)f̃(ξ)e−iξ·ydξ, f ∈ C∞
0 (U),

is denoted Lr(U). As is known, Lr(U) : Hs
c (U) → Hs−r

loc (U) is continuous
[52, Theorem 2.1, Section I.2].

Let U, V ⊂ Rn be two domains, and let

(2.9) Φ(x, y,Θ) ∈ C∞(U × V × (RN \ 0N )), Φ : U × V × RN → R,
be a nondegenerate phase function [16, Definition 11.1]. The latter property
means that

(1) Φ is positively homogeneous of degree one in Θ: Φ(x, y, λΘ) =
λΦ(x, y,Θ), λ > 0.
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(2) d(x,y,Θ)Φ does not vanish anywhere.
(3) The differentials d(x,y,Θ)(∂Φ/∂Θl), 1 ≤ l ≤ N , are linearly indepen-

dent on the set Σ:

(2.10) Σ := {(x, y,Θ) ∈ U × V × (RN \ 0N ) : Φ′
Θ(x, y,Θ) = 0N}.

The phase Φ determines a map T ∗U → T ∗V with the graph

(2.11) C := {(y,dyΦ(x, y,Θ)); (x,−dxΦ(x, y,Θ)) : (x, y,Θ) ∈ Σ}.

Ir(V × U × C) denotes the vector space of FIOs of order r given by [16,
section 11]

C∞
0 (U) ∋ f → 1

(2π)N

∫
RN

∫
U
B̃(x, y,Θ)f(x)eiΦ(x,y,Θ)dxdΘ ∈ D′(V ),

B̃ ∈ Sr+(n−N)/2(U × V × RN ).

(2.12)

For convenience, throughout the paper we use the following convention. If
a constant c is used in an equation, the qualifier ‘for some c > 0’ is assumed.
If several c are used in a string of (in)equalities, then ‘for some’ applies to
each of them, and the values of different c’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 Φ1(x, y) : U × V → R2 be a defining
function for a GRT R. An open set U ⊂ R2 is the image domain. We
assume y = (α, p), and V = Iα × Ip is the data domain.

Assumption 3.1 (Properties of the GRT - I).

(1) Iα ⊂ R is a compact interval with the endpoints identified (so it is
topologically equivalent to a circle),

(2) Ip ⊂ R is an open interval (or all of R), and
(3) Φ1(x, y) = p− Φ(x, α), Φ ∈ C∞(U × Iα).

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 R2. The
transform R integrates over smooth curves S(α,p) := {x ∈ U : p = Φ(x, α)}:

Rf(y) =
∫
U
f(x)W (x, y)δ(p− Φ(x, α))dx

=
1

2π

∫
R

∫
U
f(x)W (x, y)eiν(p−Φ(x,α))dxdν, y ∈ V,

(3.1)

where W ∈ C∞(U × V).

Here and everywhere below we use the convention that whenever y, α, and
p appear in the same equation or sentence, then y = (α, p). We assume f is
compactly supported, suppf ⊂ 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 νΦ1 is

(3.2) Σ := {(y, x, ν) ∈ V × U × R : p− Φ(x, α) = 0}.
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Since ∂ν(νΦ1) = Φ1 and d(x,y,ν)Φ1 ̸= 0, the phase νΦ1(x, α) is clean and
nondegenerate [21, Definition 21.2.15]. The phase νΦ1(x, α) determines a
homogeneous canonical relation from T ∗U to T ∗V with the graph

C :={(y, ν(−Φ′
α(x, α), 1)); (x, νΦ

′
x(x, y)) : (y, x, ν) ∈ Σ}.(3.3)

Also, R ∈ I−1/2(V × U , C) is an FIO of order −1/2 from U to V associated

with C [53, Section 5.VIII]. Hence R : Hs
c (U) → H

s+(1/2)
loc (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 VIII]:

∆Φ(x, y, ν) :=det

(
[νΦ1(x, α)]

′′
xy [νΦ1(x, α)]

′′
xν

[νΦ1(x, α)]
′′
νy [νΦ1(x, α)]

′′
νν

)
=det

(
−νΦ′′

xα (0, 0)T −Φ′
x

−Φ′
α 1 0

)
=νdet

(
dxΦ dx(∂αΦ)

)
.

(3.4)

Here Φ′
x = (∂x1Φ, ∂x2Φ)

T , and all the other derivatives are defined similarly.
The derivatives on the right are computed at (x, α, p = Φ(x, α)). As is easily
seen,

(3.5) ∆Φ(x, y, ν) = ν∆Φ(x, α).

Since the determinant on the last line in (3.4) does not depend on p and ν,
we use the simpler notation ∆Φ(x, α) instead of ∆Φ(x, y, 1).

Assumption 3.2 (Properties of the GRT - II).

(1) dxΦ(x, α) and dxΦ
′
α(x, α) are linearly independent on U × Iα.

(2) The Bolker condition: if Φ(x1, α) = Φ(x2, α) for some x1, x2 ∈ U ,
x1 ̸= x2, and α ∈ Iα, then Φ′

α(x1, α) ̸= Φ′
α(x2, α).

(3) For each (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗U , there exist α ∈ Iα and ν ∈ R such that
ξ = νdxΦ(x, α).

(4) W (x, y) > c on U × V.
(5) For any bounded domain Ub ⊂ U there exists c = c(Ub) > 0 such

that

(3.6) ∥f∥H−1/2(U) ≤ c∥Rf∥L2(V) for any f ∈ H−1/2
c (Ub).

Assumption 3.2(1) implies that ∆Φ(x, y, ν) ̸= 0 on U × V × (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 → T ∗V 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 ∈ E ′(U), is given by

(3.7) f(x) =
1

2π

∫
R
f̃(x, λ)eiλH(x)dλ, x ∈ U ,
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where

H ∈ C∞(U), dH ̸= 0 on U ;

f̃(x, λ) = −if̃0(x)λ−1 + R̃(x, λ),∀x ∈ U , |λ| ≥ 1;

f̃(x, λ) ≡ 0 ∀x ∈ U \ Ub for some bounded domain Ub ⊂ U ;

f̃ ∈ S−1(U × R), f̃0 ∈ C∞
0 (Ub), R̃ ∈ S−2(U × R),

(3.8)

for some f̃0 and R̃. From (3.7) and (3.8) it follows that

(3.9) singsupp(f) ⊂ S := {x ∈ 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

f(x+∆x) ∼ f̃0(x)(sgnh/2), h := dH(x)∆x, |∆x| → 0, ∀x ∈ S.(3.10)

Thus, f̃0(x) is the value of the jump of f across S at x ∈ S.
Pick any x ∈ S and y ∈ V such that Sy is tangent to S at x. The

curvatures of S and Sy at x are given by

(3.11) κS(x) = −(H ′′
xx(x)e, e)

|H ′
x(x)|

, κSy(x) = −(Φ′′
xx(x, α)e, e)

|Φ′
x(x, α)|

,

where e is a unit vector tangent to S at x. If H ′
x(x) · Φ′

x(x, α) < 0, the
curvatures are not consistent with each other. In this case we flip the p-axis
and replace Φ with −Φ to make them consistent. Thus, we can assume
without loss of generality that H ′

x(x) · Φ′
x(x, α) > 0.

Assumption 3.3 (Properties of f).

(1) f satisfies (3.7), (3.8).
(2) For each pair (x, y) ∈ S × V such that Sy is tangent to S at x, one

has κS(x)− κSy(x) > 0.

The last condition is not restrictive. Basically, it says that κS(x) ̸= κSy(x)
whenever S and Sy are tangent at some x. If κS(x)−κSy(x) < 0, we change
both functions: replace H with −H, Φ with −Φ, and flip the p-axis.

It may happen that for some y ∈ V, Sy is tangent to S at several distinct
points xl, and Φ cannot be made consistent with H in the above sense at
all xl. Due to the linearity of the GRT, we can use a partition of unity and,
for each l, adjust Φ and H based solely on the pair (xl, 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(yj)
are given at the points

(3.12) yj = (∆αj1,∆pj2) ∈ V, ∆p = ϵ, ∆α = µϵ, j = (j1, j2) ∈ Z2,

The interpolated data, denoted gϵ(y), is computed by:

gϵ(y) :=
∑
j

φϵ(y − yj)g(yj), y ∈ V,

φϵ(y) := φα(α/∆α)φp(p/∆p),

(3.13)
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where φ is an interpolation kernel.

Assumption 3.4 (Properties of the interpolation kernel, φ). Let φ∗ denote
any of the functions φα and φp. One has

(1) φ∗ ∈ C2
0 (R);

(2) φ∗ is even: φ∗(u) = φ∗(−u), u ∈ R.
(3) φ∗ is exact up to order one, i.e.

(3.14)
∑
j∈Z

jmφ∗(u− j) ≡ um, m = 0, 1, u ∈ R.

Assumption 3.4(2) with m = 0 implies that φ∗ is normalized:

1 =

∫ 1

0

∑
j∈Z

φ∗(u− j)du =

∫
R
φ∗(u)du.(3.15)

Let f satisfy assumption 3.3 andR satisfy assumptions 3.1, 3.2. Lemma 4.2
below implies ∥gϵ∥L2(V) ≤ c, 0 < ϵ≪ 1. Reconstruction is achieved by min-
imizing the quadratic functional

(3.16) fϵ = argminf∈H1
c (Ub)

Ψ(f), Ψ(f) := ∥Rf − gϵ∥2L2(V) + κϵ3∥∇f∥2L2(U),

with some fixed regularization parameter κ > 0 and with Ub the same as in
(3.8) (or any other bounded domain containing Ub).

The following result is proven in appendix A.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose assumptions 3.1– 3.4 are satisfied. The solution to
(3.16), fϵ, exists and is unique for each 0 < ϵ≪ 1.

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

Theorem 3.6. Pick any x0 ∈ S and A > 0. Suppose there is only one y0 =
(α0, p0) ∈ V such that Sy0 is tangent to S at x0. Suppose assumptions 3.1–
3.4 are satisfied and µΦ′

α(x0, α0) is irrational. One has

(3.17) lim
ϵ→0

(
fϵ(x0 + ϵx̌)− fϵ(x0)

)
= f̃0(x0)Υ

(
Θ⃗0 · x̌

)
, |x̌| < A,

where the limit is uniform in x̌ and

Υ(r) =

∫
R
h0(u)

∫ u1+r

u1

R(t)dtdu, Θ⃗0 :=
Φ′
x(x0, α0)

|Φ′
x(x0, α0)|

,

h0(u) =

∫
R
φα(s)φp(µsΦ

′
α(x0, α0) + u)ds, u1 =

u

|Φ′
x(x0, α0)|

,

R(t) = F−1
λ→t

([
1 +

κ

2πρ0
|λ|3
]−1)

, ρ0 =
W 2(x0, y0)|Φ′

x(x0, α0)|
|∆Φ(x0, α0)|

.

(3.18)

Moreover,

(3.19) Υ(0) = 0, Υ(±∞) = ±1/2.

Thus Υ(+∞)−Υ(−∞) = 1, and Υ 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 x0 ∈ S and A > 0. Suppose there exist finitely
many yl = (αl, pl) ∈ V such that Syl is tangent to S at x0. Suppose assump-
tions 3.1– 3.4 are satisfied and all µΦ′

α(x0, αl) are irrational. One has

(3.20) lim
ϵ→0

(
fϵ(x0 + ϵx̌)− fϵ(x0)

)
= f̃0(x0)

∑
l ρlΥl

(
Θ⃗0 · x̌

)∑
l ρl

, |x̌| < A,

where the limit is uniform in x̌ and

Υl(r) =

∫
R
hl(u)

∫ ul+r

ul

R(t)dtdu, Θ⃗0 :=
H ′

x(x0)

|H ′
x(x0)|

,

hl(u) =

∫
R
φα(s)φp(µsΦ

′
α(x0, αl) + u)ds, ul =

u

|Φ′
x(x0, αl)|

,

R(t) = F−1
λ→t

([
1 +

κ

2π
∑

l ρl
|λ|3
]−1)

, ρl :=
W 2(x0, yl)|Φ′

x(x0, αl)|
|∆Φ(x0, αl)|

.

(3.21)

4. Behavior of Rf near its singular support

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

(4.1) Γ = singsupp(Rf), WF (Rf) ⊂ N∗Γ = C ◦N∗S.

Here N∗S is the conormal bundle of S, and similarly for Γ [52, section I.6].
In particular, Rf is smooth away from Γ. In this section we describe the
leading singular behavior of Rf near Γ.

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

Fix any ỹ ∈ Γ, and let x̃ ∈ S be the corresponding point of tangency. Let
V be a sufficiently small neighborhood of ỹ. Substitute (3.7) into (3.1). The
asymptotics as λ→ ∞ of the resulting integral with respect to x is computed
by the stationary phase method [53, Chapter VIII, eqs. (2.14)–(2.20)]

(Rf)(y) = 1

2π

∫
R
G̃(y, λ)dλ, y ∈ V,

G̃(y, λ) :=
1

2π

∫
R

∫
U
f̃(x, λ)eiλH(x)W (x, y)eiν(p−Φ(x,α))dxdν

=
|λ|
2π

∫
R

∫
U
W (x, y)f̃(x, λ)eiλ[ν1(p−Φ(x,α))+H(x)]dxdν1

=

(
f̃(x∗, λ)

W (x∗, y)

|detM(y)|1/2

(
2π

|λ|

)1/2

e(−sgnλ/2) + R̃(y, λ)

)
× eiλH(x∗), |λ| ≥ 1, R̃ ∈ S−3/2(V × R), x∗ = x∗(y),

(4.2)

for some R̃ and 0 < δ ≪ 1. Here e(t) := e(iπt/2), and
(4.3)

M(y) =

(
0 (−Φ′

x(x, α))
T

−Φ′
x(x, α) H ′′

xx(x, α)− ν1Φ
′′
xx(x, α)

)
, ν1 = ν1∗(y), x = x∗(y),
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is the Hessian matrix of the phase at the stationary point (ν1∗(y), x∗(y)),
which is found by solving

(4.4) p = Φ(x, α), dxH(x)− ν1dxΦ(x, α) = 0, y ∈ V.

By construction, x∗(ỹ) = x̃. 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
to S at x ∈ S. Let κS(x) and κSy(x) denote the curvatures of S and Sy at
x, respectively (see (3.11)). One has

detM(y) =(κS(x)− κSy(x))|Φ′
x(x, α)|2|H ′

x(x)| > 0,

sgnM(y) =− 1.
(4.5)

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

(4.6) H(x∗(y)) = ψ(y)(p− P (α)), y ∈ V,

where ψ(y) ̸= 0, y ∈ V , and ψ is locally smooth. Moreover, by (B.1) and
(4.6),

ψ(α, P (α)) =∂pH(x∗(α, p))|p=P (α) =
|H ′

x(x∗(y))|
|Φ′

x(x∗(y), α)|
> 0,

(α, P (α)) ∈V.
(4.7)

Therefore, ψ(y) > 0, y ∈ V .
It is clear that instead of finding P (α) through the intermediary function

x∗(y), we can find P (α) by solving

(4.8) H(x(α)) = 0, H ′
x(x(α)) = ν1(α)Φ

′
x(x(α), α), (α, P (α)) ∈ V,

for ν1(α), x(α) and setting P (α) := Φ(x(α), α). Then ν1(α) ≡ ν1∗(α, P (α)).
Since x(α) ∈ S, we can say that x(α) and P (α) are associated with a segment
of S (see Figure 1). The size of the segment depends on the domain of x(α).
If we have in mind one specific x̃ ∈ S, then we informally say that x(α) and
P (α) are associated with x̃ (i.e., with a segment of S containing x̃).

Figure 1. Illustration of x(α). In the figure, yk =
(αk, P (αk)), k = 1, 2 and ỹ = (α̃, P (α̃)).

By (4.2)–(4.6), Rf can be written as

(4.9) (Rf)(y) = 1

2π

∫
R
υ̃(y, λ)eiλ(p−P (α))dλ, y ∈ V,
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and, with some cm, R̃,

υ̃(y, λ) = υ̃0(y)e(−3/2)(λ− i0)−3/2 + R̃(y, λ), |λ| ≥ 1;

υ̃ ∈ S−3/2(V × R); R̃ ∈ S−5/2(V × R);

υ̃0(y) = (2π)1/2
W (x∗(y), y)f̃0(x∗(y))ψ(y)

1/2

| detM(y)|1/2
∈ C∞(V ).

(4.10)

The function ψ(y) is absorbed into the frequency variable λ leading to the
relation

(4.11) υ̃(y, λ) = G̃(y, λ/ψ(y))/ψ(y),

where G̃ is defined in (4.2). To obtain the formula for υ̃0 we use that the
leading order term in υ̃ is homogeneous of degree −3/2 and the distribution
(λ− i0)a [14, equations (28) and (30), p. 336].

By (4.9),

(4.12) singsupp(Rf) ∩ V ⊂ Γ := {(α, p) ∈ V : p = P (α)}.

All of the above properties of Rf follow from the FIO calculus [53, Section
VIII.5], 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.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose assumptions 3.1– 3.4 are satisfied. Let g = Rf . Then
g, gϵ ∈ C

1/2
0 (V) and ∥gϵ∥C1/2(V) < c, 0 < ϵ≪ 1. Also,

g(y) =
∑

l al(y)(p− Pl(α))
1/2
+ +∆g(y),

al(y) = 4π1/2υ̃0,l(y), al ∈ C∞
0 (V), ∆g ∈ C

3/2
0 (V),

(4.13)

and ∥∆gϵ∥C3/2(V) < c for all 0 < ϵ≪ 1. Here, for each l,

(1) supp al is contained in a small neighborhood of some yl ∈ Γ;
(2) p = Pl(α) is a local solution to H(x∗(α, p)) = 0 for p in terms of α,

which is defined for all α such that (α, Pl(α)) ∈ supp al; and
(3) υ̃0,l(y) is computed as in (4.10).

5. Regularized solution

5.1. Equation for the solution to (3.16), fϵ. Let R∗ be the adjoint of
R : L2(U) → L2(V):

(R∗g)(x) =

∫
V
g(y)W (x, y)δ(p− Φ(x, α))dy, x ∈ U .(5.1)

As is well-known, assumption 3.2 ensures that R∗R is an elliptic pseudo-
differential operator (ΨDO) [46, 19], [53, Section VIII.6.2] of order one in
U , i.e. R∗R ∈ L1(U).

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

Ψ(f + h)−Ψ(f) = Ψ′(f ;h) +O(∥h∥2H1(U)), f, h ∈ H1
c (Ub),

(1/2)Ψ′(f ;h) = (Rf − gϵ,Rh)L2(V) + κϵ3(∇f,∇h)L2(U),
(5.2)
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and the functional H1
c (Ub) ∋ h → Ψ′(f ;h) is linear and continuous [41, p.

14]. Recall that gϵ is defined in (3.13). Then the subgradient of Ψ coincides
with the gradient [41, Proposition 3.20], and f is the minimizer if and only
if the gradient equals zero [41, Theorem 3.24]. The facts that Ψ 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− κϵ3∆)fϵ = R∗gϵ, x ∈ Ub, fϵ ∈ H1
c (Ub).

This follows by setting Ψ′(fϵ;h) ≡ 0, h ∈ C∞
0 (Ub), integrating by parts, and

using that C∞
0 (Ub) is dense in H1

c (Ub).

Lemma 5.1. Suppose assumptions 3.1– 3.4 are satisfied, and fϵ is obtained
by solving (3.16) or, equivalently, (5.3). One has

(5.4) ∥fϵ∥H−1/2(U) ≤ c, 0 < ϵ≪ 1.

Proof. Since Ψ(f ≡ 0) = ∥gϵ∥2L2(V) (cf. (3.16)), the solution fϵ satisfies

∥Rfϵ∥L2(V) ≤ 2∥gϵ∥L2(V) < c, 0 < ϵ ≪ 1 (cf. the paragraph above (3.16)).

By construction, fϵ ∈ H1
c (Ub) ⊂ H

−1/2
c (Ub), where Ub is bounded. Applica-

tion of (3.6) completes the proof. □

Let D̃ be the complete symbol of R∗R, i.e. R∗R = Op(D̃(x, ξ)) (see [16,
Theorem 3.4]). Rewrite (5.3) in an alternative form:(

Op(D̃(x, ξ) + κϵ3|ξ|2)fϵ
)
(x) = (R∗gϵ)(x), x ∈ Ub.(5.5)

Let U0 be a sufficiently small neighborhood of x0 ∈ Ub. Fix any χ ∈ C∞
0 (Ub)

such that χ(x) ≡ 1 in a neighborhood of the closure of U0 (see Figure 4 in
appendix C). Apply Op(χ(x)|ξ|)χ(x) on both sides of (5.5):

Op(χ(x)|ξ|)χ(x)Op
(
D̃(x, ξ) + κϵ3|ξ|2

)
fϵ = Op(χ(x)|ξ|)χ(x)R∗gϵ =: Fϵ.

(5.6)

Let D̃0(x, ξ) := limλ→∞ |λξ|D̃(x, λξ). The limit exists and D̃0 is homoge-
neous of degree 0 in ξ (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) Gϵ := Op
([
D̃0(x, ξ) + κ|ϵξ|3

]−1)
Fϵ.

Fix any A > 0. One has:

|(fϵ −Gϵ)(x)| ≤ c, x ∈ U0, 0 < ϵ≪ 1,

|(fϵ −Gϵ)(x0 + ϵx̌)− (fϵ −Gϵ)(x0)| ≤ cϵ1/2, 0 < ϵ≪ 1, |x̌| < A.
(5.8)

6. Proving the boundedness of Fϵ

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 ∥Fϵ∥L∞(U) ≤
c for all 0 < ϵ≪ 1.
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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.

Fϵ(x) = (T1gϵ)(x), T1 := Op(χ(x)|ξ|)χ(z)R∗,

(T1gϵ)(x) =
χ(x)

(2π)3

∫
R2

∫
U
|ξ|eiξ·(z−x)χ(z)

× 1

2π

∫
R

∫
V
W (z, y)eiν(p−Φ(z,α))gϵ(y)dydνdzdξ.

(6.1)

Clearly, T1 ∈ I1/2(U × V × 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

χ(x)

(2π)3

∫
R2

∫
U
χ(z)W (z, y)|ξ|eiξ·(z−x)−iν(Φ(z,α)−Φ(x,α))dzdξ.(6.2)

Upon changing variables ξ → ξ1 = ξ/ν, the stationary point of the phase
satisfies z = x, ξ1 = Φ′

z(z, α), and the stationary point is nondegenerate.
By the stationary phase method (see also [53, Ch. VI, eqs. (4.1)–(4.4)]),

(6.3) T1 = T11 + T12, T11 ∈ I1/2(U × V × C∗), T12 ∈ I−1/2(U × V × C∗),

where

(T11gϵ)(x) :=
1

2π

∫
R
|ν|
∫
V
K(x, α)eiν(p−Φ(x,α))gϵ(y)dydν, x ∈ U0,

K(x, α) := χ2(x)|Φ′
x(x, α)|W (x, (Φ(x, α), α)),

(6.4)

and T12 := T1 − T11. The inclusion T12 ∈ I−1/2(U × V × C∗) follows by
considering lower order terms in the stationary phase expansion as ν → ∞
of the integral in (6.2) [53, Chapter VIII, eqs. (2.14), (2.16)].

By the continuity of FIOs in Hölder-Zygmund spaces (see [23, Proposi-
tion 5.5] and (C.12), (C.13)), ∥T12gϵ∥C1/2(U) < c for all 0 < ϵ ≪ 1. By

Lemma 4.2, ∆g,∆gϵ ∈ C
3/2
0 (V) and ∥∆gϵ∥C3/2(V) < c, 0 < ϵ ≪ 1. In this

case ∥T1∆gϵ∥C1/2(U) < c, 0 < ϵ≪ 1.

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

F (l)
ϵ (x) := − 1

π

∫
V

χ1D(p− Φ(x, α))K(x, α)

p− Φ(x, α)

×
∑
j

∂pφϵ(y − yj)a0(yj)(pj2 − P (αj1))
1/2
+ dy.

(6.5)

Here and in the rest of this section, the pair a0(y), P (α) stands for any one
of the pairs al, Pl 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 al.
This increase in support is due to interpolation.

To get (6.5) from (6.4) we expressed Op(|ν|) = −1/(πt2), integrated by
parts with respect to p, and inserted a 1D cutoff function χ1D. The latter
identically equals one in a neighborhood of zero. Also, we omitted smooth
terms with uniformly bounded ∥ · ∥C1(U) norm, 0 < ϵ ≪ 1, which arise due
to the cutoff.
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Summarizing the above results yields

∥Fϵ∥L∞(U) ≤ ∥F (l)
ϵ ∥L∞(U) + c, 0 < ϵ≪ 1,

lim
ϵ→0

[
Fϵ(x0 + ϵx̌)− Fϵ(x0)

]
= lim

ϵ→0

[
F (l)
ϵ (x0 + ϵx̌)− F (l)

ϵ (x0)
]
, |x̌| < A,

(6.6)

for any fixed A > 0.

6.2. Simplification of F
(l)
ϵ , the leading order term of Fϵ. In what

follows we use the function

Q(x, α) := Φ(x, α)− P (α).(6.7)

Since we want to prove that F
(l)
ϵ (x) is uniformly bounded for all x ∈ U , we

drop x from notation (e.g., K(x, α) of (6.4) becomes K(α)) and make sure
that all the estimates are uniform with respect to x. It suffices to assume
that x is confined to a sufficiently small open subset U ′ ⊂ U .

Change variables p = w +Φ(α) in (6.5):

F (l)
ϵ = − 1

π

∑
j1

∫
R

χ1D(w)

w

∑
j2

[
∂w

∫
R
K(α)φϵ(y − yj)dα

]
× a0(yj)(pj2 − P (αj1))

1/2
+ dw, y = (α,w +Φ(α)).

(6.8)

The sum with respect to j1 is over αj1 in the domain of the locally defined
function P (α). Consider the integral with respect to α:∫

R
K(α)φα

(
α− αj1

µϵ

)
∂wφp

(
w +Φ(α)− pj2

ϵ

)
dα

=ϵ−1

∫
R
K(α)φα

(
α− αj1

µϵ

)
φ′
p

(
Φ(α)− Φ(αj1)

ϵ
+ u

)
dα,

u :=(w +Φ(αj1)− pj2)/ϵ.

(6.9)

We have used that φ is the product of two kernels, see (3.13). Replace αj1

with θ, change variable α = θ + ϵµs, and define

h(u; θ, ϵ) :=µ

∫
R
K(θ + ϵµs)φα(s)φp

(
Φ(θ + ϵµs)− Φ(θ)

ϵ
+ u

)
ds.(6.10)

The sum with respect to j2 in (6.8) simplifies by the introduction of the
following function

(6.11) H(ť, q̌; θ, ϵ) :=
∑
j2

h′(ť+ q̌ − j2; θ, ϵ)a0(θ, ϵj2)(j2 − q̌)
1/2
+ .

The prime in h′ denotes the derivative with respect to the first argument.
To get the sum in (6.8) we observe that ϵ is factored out from pj2 − P (αj1)
and use (6.11) with

(6.12) ť = (w +Q(αj1))/ϵ, q̌ = P (αj1)/ϵ, θ = αj1 .

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):∫
R

χ1D(w)

w
H

(
w +Q(θ)

ϵ
,
P (θ)

ϵ
; θ, ϵ

)
dw

=

∫
R

χ1D(ϵw̌)

w̌
H

(
w̌ +

Q(θ)

ϵ
,
P (θ)

ϵ
; θ, ϵ

)
dw̌,

(6.13)

where θ = αj1 . Define a key intermediate function

G(ť, q̌; θ, ϵ) :=

∫
R
χ1D(ϵw̌)

H(w̌ + ť, q̌; θ, ϵ)

w̌
dw̌.(6.14)

In terms of G, (6.8) becomes

F (l)
ϵ = −ϵ

1/2

π

∑
j1

G

(
Q(αj1)

ϵ
,
P (αj1)

ϵ
, αj1 , ϵ

)
.(6.15)

The extra factor ϵ1/2 appears because it has been factored out from the term

(pj2 − P (αj1))
1/2
+ in (6.8) (cf. (6.11)).

Let domP denote the domain of the selected P (α). 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

G(ť, q̌; θ, ϵ) =

{
O(ϵ1/2) +O(ť−1), ť→ ∞,

O((−ť)−1/2), ť→ −∞.
(6.16)

In the above formula the big-O term is uniform in q̌ ∈ R, θ ∈ domP ,
|ť| ≤ A/ϵ, and 0 < ϵ≪ 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 |F (l)
ϵ (x)| ≤ c

for all x ∈ Ub and 0 < ϵ≪ 1.

Combining Lemma 6.3 with (6.6) proves Lemma 6.1.

7. Computing the leading term ∆F0

In this section we consider x = x0+ ϵx̌ and assume for simplicity x0 = 02.
The reconstruction point is then x = ϵx̌. We partially return the dependence
on x in the notation by keeping only the dependence on x̌. If an argument
of a function is x0 = 02, then it is omitted from notation. Fix any A0 > 0.
Throughout this section we assume |x̌| ≤ A0. Define

(7.1) ∆F0(x̌) := lim
ϵ→0

[
Fϵ(ϵx̌)− Fϵ(02)

]
.

By the second statement in (6.6),

(7.2) ∆F0(x̌) = lim
ϵ→0

∆F (l)
ϵ (ϵx̌), ∆F (l)

ϵ (ϵx̌) := F (l)
ϵ (ϵx̌)− F (l)

ϵ (02).

Using (6.11), define another intermediate function

∆G(r, ť, q̌; θ, ϵ) :=

∫
R
χ1D(ϵw̌)

∆H(r, w̌ + ť, q̌; θ, ϵ)

w̌
dw̌,

∆H(r, ť, q̌; ·) :=H(r + ť, q̌; ·)−H(ť, q̌; ·).
(7.3)
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We define ∆G not via G in (6.14) but in terms of ∆H because this allows

for more accurate bounds. By (6.15), the expression for ∆F
(l)
ϵ becomes:

∆F (l)
ϵ (ϵx̌) = −ϵ

1/2

π

∑
j1

∆G

(
Q(ϵx̌, αj1)−Q(αj1)

ϵ
,
Q(αj1)

ϵ
,
P (αj1)

ϵ
;αj1 , ϵ

)
.

(7.4)

As before, the sum is over αj1 ∈ domP .
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

∆G(r, ť, q̌; θ, ϵ), ∂r∆G(r, ť, q̌; θ, ϵ) = O(|ť|−1), ť→ ∞.(7.5)

Also,

(7.6) |∆G(r, ť+h, q̌; θ, ϵ)−∆G(r, ť, q̌; θ, ϵ)| = O

(
h ln(1/h)

(1 + |ť|)3/2

)
, 0 < h≪ 1.

In the above formulas the big-O terms are uniform in q̌ ∈ R, θ ∈ domP ,
|ť| ≤ A/ϵ, |r| ≤ A, and 0 < ϵ≪ 1.

Recall that Q(α) stands for Q(x0 = 02, α). Suppose first that the selected
P (α) is associated with x0, so Q(0) = 0. By Lemma D.3, Q′

α(0) = 0. From

Q(ϵx̌, α) =Q′
x(0)ϵx̌+Q′′

αα(0)α
2/2 +O(ϵ3/2),

Q′
α(ϵx̌, α) =Q

′′
αα(0)α+O(ϵ), α = O(ϵ1/2),

(7.7)

we conclude

(7.8) α1(ϵx̌) = O(ϵ1/2), α2(ϵx̌) = O(ϵ),

where α1, α2 are found by solving Q(ϵx̌, α1) = 0 and Q′
α(ϵx̌, α2) = 0. By

(6.7), Q′
x(x, α) = Φ′

x(x, α).
Pick any A≫ 1. By Lemma D.3, Q′′

αα(0) > 0. Hence, by continuity,

(7.9) Q(θ) ≥ cθ2, |θ| ≤ δ,

for some 0 < δ ≪ 1. Also, Q(θ) ≥ c, |θ| ≥ δ, θ ∈ domP . By (7.5), this
implies

ϵ1/2
( ∑

Aϵ1/2≤|αj1
|≤δ

+
∑

|αj1
|>δ

)
|∆G|

≤ cϵ1/2
( ∑

j1>Aϵ−1/2

(ϵj21)
−1 +

1/ϵ∑
j1=δ/ϵ

ϵ

)
= O(A−1) +O(ϵ1/2),

(7.10)

where the arguments of ∆G are the same as in (7.4).
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By (7.5) and (7.6), for |αj1 | ≤ Aϵ1/2:

∆G

(
Q(ϵx̌, αj1)−Q(αj1)

ϵ
,
Q(αj1)

ϵ
,
P (αj1)

ϵ
;αj1 , ϵ

)
= ∆G

(
Φ′
xx̌+O(ϵ1/2),

Q′′
αα

2
ϵ(µj1)

2 +O(ϵ1/2),
P (ϵµj1)

ϵ
;αj1 , ϵ

)
= ∆G

(
Φ′
xx̌,

Q′′
αα

2
ϵ(µj1)

2,
P (ϵµj1)

ϵ
;αj1 , ϵ

)
+
O(ϵ1/2 ln(1/ϵ))

(1 + ϵj21)
3/2

.

(7.11)

Pick any P (α), which is not associated with a segment of S through x0.
This means there is a neighborhood U ′ of x0 such that none of the curves
S(α,P (α)), α ∈ domP , is tangent to S ∩ U ′. There are two possibilities: (a)
Neither of these curves passes through x0 (in this case Q(α) is bounded
away from zero on domP ) and (b) one of the curves contains x0 (in this
case Q(α) = 0 for some α ∈ domP ).

If |Q(α)| > c, α ∈ domP , then, similarly to (7.10),

(7.12) ϵ1/2
∑

j1
|∆G| ≤ cϵ1/2

∑1/ϵ
j1=1 ϵ = O(ϵ1/2).

If Q(α̃) = 0, but |Q′(α)| > c, then |Q(α̃)| ≍ |α− α̃|, α ∈ domP , and

(7.13) ϵ1/2
∑

j1
|∆G| ≤ cϵ1/2 ln(1/ϵ)

∑1/ϵ
j1=1(1/j1) = O(ϵ1/2 ln2(1/ϵ)).

Combine (7.10)–(7.13) and use (7.4)

∆F (l)
ϵ (ϵx̌) =− ϵ1/2

π

∑
|αj1

|≤Aϵ1/2

∆G

(
Φ′
xx̌,

Q′′
αα

2
ϵ(µj1)

2,
P (ϵµj1)

ϵ
;αj1 , ϵ

)
+O(ϵ1/2 ln2(1/ϵ)) +O(1/A),

(7.14)

where O(ϵ1/2 ln2(1/ϵ)) is independent of A, and P is associated with x0.

Here we have used that ϵ1/2
∑

j1
(1 + ϵj21)

−3/2 < c, 0 < ϵ < 1.
The following result is proven in appendix E.2.

Lemma 7.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.6 one has

∆F0(x̌) = − 1

π

∫
|s|≤A

∫ 1

0

[
G0

(
Φ′
xx̌+ (Q′′

αα/2)s
2, q̌
)

−G0

(
(Q′′

αα/2)s
2, q̌
)]
dq̌ds+O(1/A),

(7.15)

where

G0(ť, q̌) :=

∫
R

H0(w̌ + ť, q̌)

w̌
dw̌,

H0(ť, q̌) := a0(y0)
∑
j2

h′0(ť+ q̌ − j2)(j2 − q̌)
1/2
+ ,

h0(u) := K(x0, α0)

∫
R
φα(s)φp(µsΦ

′
α(0) + u)ds.

(7.16)
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See (6.4) for the definition of K(x, α). Letting A→ ∞ in (7.15) gives

∆F0(x̌) =− 1

π

∫
R

∫ 1

0

[
G0

(
Φ′
xx̌+ (Q′′

αα/2)s
2, q̌
)
−G0

(
(Q′′

αα/2)s
2, q̌
)]
dq̌ds

=− a0(y0)

π

∫
R

∫
R

∫ ∞

0

1

w̌

[
h′0
(
w̌ +Φ′

xx̌+ (Q′′
αα/2)s

2 − q̌
)

− h′0
(
w̌ + (Q′′

αα/2)s
2 − q̌

)]
q̌1/2dq̌dsdw̌.

(7.17)

It is easy to see that G0(ť + r, q̌) − G0(ť, q̌) satisfies the same estimates as
∆G 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) ∆F0(x̌) = C

∫ Φ′
xx̌

0
h0(−t)dt, C :=

a0(y0)

4(Q′′
αα/2)

1/2
.

8. Computing the DTB function. End of proof of Theorem 3.6

Pick any A0 > 0. Throughout this section we assume |x̌| ≤ A0.

8.1. Reduction of the DTB function to an integral. Now we study
Gϵ introduced in (5.7). As usual, suppose x0 = 02. Change variables ξ̂ = ϵξ
and x̌ = x/ϵ, ž = z/ϵ in (5.7) and express Gϵ as follows:

Gϵ(x̌) :=
1

(2π)2

∫
U/ϵ

∫
R2

(
D̃0(ϵx̌, ξ̂) + κ|ξ̂|3

)−1
e−iξ̂·(x̌−ž)dξ̂ Fϵ(ϵž)dž.(8.1)

For clarity, Gϵ in (8.1) is different from the functions G and G0 used in
sections 6 and 7. Since

(8.2) D̃0(ϵx̌, ξ̂) + κ|ξ̂|3 ≍ |ξ̂|3, |ξ̂| → ∞,

the integral with respect to ξ̂ in (8.1) is absolutely convergent.
Our aim is to reconstruct the jump of f at x0 = 02, so we compute

∆Gϵ(x̌) := Gϵ(x̌) − Gϵ(02). By (8.1), ∆Gϵ(x̌) = ∆G
(1)
ϵ (x̌) + ∆G

(2)
ϵ (x̌),

where

∆G(1)
ϵ (x̌) =

1

(2π)2

∫
U/ϵ

∫
R2

[
(D̃0(ϵx̌, ξ̂) + κ|ξ̂|3)−1 − (D̃0(02, ξ̂) + κ|ξ̂|3)−1

]
× e−iξ̂·(x̌−ž)dξ̂ Fϵ(ϵž)dž,

(8.3)

∆G(2)
ϵ (x̌) =

1

(2π)2

∫
U/ϵ

∫
R2

e−iξ̂·x̌ − 1

D̃0(02, ξ̂) + κ|ξ̂|3
eiξ̂·ždξ̂ Fϵ(ϵž)dž.(8.4)

The following result is proven in appendix F.1.

Lemma 8.1. Let I = (a, b) be an interval where −π < a < 0 < b < π. Let
D(λ, θ, ϵ) ∈ C∞((0,∞)× I × (0, ϵ0)

)
be a function which satisfies

(8.5)
∣∣∂lθ∂kλD(λ, θ, ϵ)

∣∣ ≤ ck,l(1 + λ)−3, (λ, θ, ϵ) ∈ (0,∞)× I × (0, ϵ0),
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for any k = 0, 1, 2, l ∈ N0, some ck,l, which can be independent of ϵ, and
some ϵ0 > 0. Define

(8.6) J(r) :=

∫ ∞

0

∫
I
D(λ, θ, ϵ)eirλ sin θdθλdλ.

Then

(8.7) J(r) =

{
O(r−2)

O(r−3), if D(λ = 0+, θ, ϵ) ≡ 0,
r → ∞,

uniformly in ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ0). Moreover, if ck,l = O(ϵ), then

(8.8) J(r) =

{
O(ϵ)O(r−2)

O(ϵ)O(r−3), if D(λ = 0+, θ, ϵ) ≡ 0,
ϵ→ 0, r → ∞.

The expression in brackets in (8.3) satisfies (8.5) with ck,l = O(ϵ) uni-

formly in x̌ within bounded sets (see (C.7)). Here ξ̂ = λ(cos θ, sin θ),

λ = |ξ̂|. By the top case in (8.8), the integral with respect to ξ̂ in (8.3)
is O(ϵ)O(|ž|−2), |ž| → ∞. Recall that x̌ is confined to a bounded set. Ad-
ditionally, the support of Fϵ(ϵž) is of size O(1/ϵ). Hence

(8.9) |∆G(1)
ϵ (x̌)| ≤ cϵ

∫
|ž|≤1/ϵ

(1 + |ž|)−2dž = O(ϵ ln(1/ϵ)).

The fraction in (8.4) satisfies (8.5) uniformly in x̌ within bounded sets.
Moreover, its value at λ = 0+ equals zero. By the bottom case in (8.7), the

integral with respect to ξ̂ is O(|ž|−3), |ž| → ∞. This means that the integral
with respect to ž in (8.4) is absolutely convergent. In both integrals we have
used Lemma 6.1.

In section 7 we computed the limit

(8.10) ∆F0(x̌) = lim
ϵ→0

∆Fϵ(ϵx̌), |x̌| ≤ A,

for any A > 0 (see (7.1) and (7.18)). Pick any A ≫ A0 and use (8.9) to
obtain from (8.1), (8.3), (8.4):

∆Gϵ(x̌) =
1

(2π)2

∫
|ž|≤A

[ ∫
R2

e−iξ̂·x̌ − 1

D̃0(02, ξ̂) + κ|ξ̂|3
eiξ̂·ždξ̂

]
∆Fϵ(ϵž)dž

+
Fϵ(0)

2π

∫
R2

e−iξ̂·x̌ − 1

D̃0(02, ξ̂) + κ|ξ̂|3
AJ1(A|ξ̂|)

|ξ̂|
dξ̂

+O(1/A) +O(ϵ ln(1/ϵ)),

(8.11)

where J1 is the Bessel function of the first kind. By Lemma 8.1, the integral
in brackets above is O(|ž|−3), |ž| → ∞. Use (8.10), and the Lebesgue
dominated convergence theorem to take the limit as ϵ → 0 in the first
integral in (8.11) to obtain:

1

(2π)2

∫
|ž|≤A

∫
R2

e−iξ̂·x̌ − 1

D̃0(02, ξ̂) + κ|ξ̂|3
eiξ̂·ždξ̂∆F0(ž)dž.(8.12)
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Since A≫ A0 can be arbitrarily large and AJ1(A|ξ̂|)/|ξ̂| → δ(ξ̂) as A→ ∞,
(8.11), (8.12), and Lemma 6.1 imply

lim
ϵ→0

∆Gϵ(x̌) =
1

(2π)2

∫
R2

∫
R2

e−iξ̂·x̌ − 1

D̃0(02, ξ̂) + κ|ξ̂|3
eiξ̂·ždξ̂∆F0(ž)dž.(8.13)

8.2. Evaluation of the integral in (8.13). The last integral simplifies
using that ∆F0(x̌) = φ(Φ′

xx̌) for some φ (see (7.18)). Simple transformations
give

∆G0(x̌) := lim
ϵ→0

∆Gϵ(x̌)

=
1

2π

∫
R

[ ∫
R

e−iλΘ⃗·x̌ − 1

D̃0(02, Θ⃗0) + κ|λ|3
eiλtdλ

]
φ(|Φ′

x|t)dt,

φ(t) :=C

∫ t

0
h0(−s)ds, Θ⃗0 := Φ′

x/|Φ′
x|,

(8.14)

where C is defined in (7.18). Denote

(8.15) R̃(λ) :=
[
D̃0(02, Θ⃗0) + κ|λ|3

]−1
, R := F−1R̃.

Since R̃(λ) is C2 near λ = 0, R(t) is absolutely integrable. Combine (7.18),
(8.14), and (8.15) to obtain

∆G0(x̌) = C

∫
R
(R(r − t)−R(−t))

∫ |Φ′
x|t

−∞
h0(−s)dsdt, r := Θ⃗0 · x̌.(8.16)

We have extended the integral with respect to s to (−∞, |Φ′
x|t] because∫

(R(r − t)−R(−t))dt ≡ 0 for all r. Simple transformations give

∆G0(x̌) = (C/|Φ′
x|)
∫
R
h0(s)

∫ s+Φ′
xx̌

s
R(t/|Φ′

x|)dtds.(8.17)

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

D̃(02,Φ
′
x) = 2π

W 2|Φ′
x|

|∆Φ|
(by (C.5), (C.6))(8.18)

K(x0, α0) = |Φ′
x|W (by (6.4))(8.19)

Q′′
αα(x0, α0) =

|∆Φ||x′α|
|Φ′

x|
(by (D.21), (D.22))(8.20)

ψ(y0) =
|H ′

x|
|Φ′

x|
(by (4.7))(8.21)

C = 2πf̃0
W

|∆Φ|
(by (7.18), (4.13), (4.10), (D.22)).(8.22)

For simplicity, we dropped all the arguments on the right.
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Let h̄0 be defined the same way as h0 in (7.16), but without the factor
K(x0, α0). Then, by the above formulas and (8.15):

∆G0(x̌) = f̃0Υ
(
Φ′
xx̌
)
,

Υ(r) = 2π
W 2

|∆Φ|

∫
R
h̄0(u)

∫ u+r

u
F−1

(
1

2πW 2|Φ′
x|

|∆Φ| + κ|λ|3

)
(t/|Φ′

x|)dtdu.

(8.23)

A simple transformation yields:

Υ(r) =
1

|Φ′
x|

∫
R
h̄0(u)

∫ u+r

u
F−1

(
1

1 + κC1|λ|3

)
(t/|Φ′

x|)dtdu,

C1 =
|∆Φ|

2πW 2|Φ′
x|
.

(8.24)

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 Υ(0) = 0 and Υ(±∞) = ±1/2.

9. Redundant data. Proof of Theorem 3.7

If there are multiple critical points yl from which the singularity at (x0, ξ0)
is visible, the analog of (5.7) becomes

Gϵ = Op
([∑

l D̃l(x, ξ/|ξ|) + κ|ϵξ|3
]−1)

Fϵ, x ∈ U0,

D̃l(x0, Θ⃗0) := 2π
W 2(x0, yl)|Φ′

x(x0, αl)|
|∆Φ(x0, αl)|

.
(9.1)

Here we have used that

(9.2) Θ⃗0 = ξ0/|ξ0| = H ′
x(x0)/|H ′

x(x0)| = Φ′
x(x0, αl)/|Φ′

x(x0, αl)|

for all l, cf. the convention about the directions of H ′
x and Φ′

x stated above
assumption 3.3. Therefore, we get from (8.15) that the analog of the function
R is

(9.3) R̃(λ) :=
[∑

l D̃l(x0, Θ⃗0) + κ|λ|3
]−1

, R := F−1R̃.

The analog (8.23) becomes

∆G0(x̌) = f̃0
∑

l Υl

(
Φ′
x(x0, αl)x̌

)
,

Υl(r) = 2π
W 2(x0, yl)

|∆Φ(x0, αl)|

∫
R
h̄l(u)

×
∫ u+r

u
F−1

([∑
l D̃l(x0, Θ⃗0) + κ|λ|3

]−1
)( t

|Φ′
x(x0, αl)|

)
dtdu,

h̄l(u) :=

∫
R
φα(s)φp(µsΦ

′
α(x0, αl) + u)ds.

(9.4)
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Simplifying we get similarly to (8.23), (8.24)

∆G0(x̌) = f̃0

∑
l ρlΥl

(
Φ′
x(x0, αl)x̌/|Φ′

x(x0, αl)|
)∑

l ρl
,

Υl(r) =

∫
R
h̄0(u)

∫ ul+r

ul

F−1

(
1

1 + κC1|λ|3

)
(t)dtdu,

ρl :=
W 2(x0, yl)|Φ′

x(x0, αl)|
|∆Φ(x0, αl)|

, ul :=
u

|Φ′
x(x0, αl)|

, C1 =
1

2π
∑

l ρl
.

(9.5)

Using (9.2) finishes the proof.

10. Numerical experiment

We choose f to be the characteristic function of the disk centered at
xc = (1, 1) with radius r = 2. Thus, S = {x ∈ R2 : ∥x − xc∥ = r}. The

center of a local region of interest (ROI) is x0 = xc+ rβ⃗0, where β0 = 0.17π.
The GRT integrates over circles Sy, y = (α, ρ), with various radii ρ > 0 and
centers Rα⃗, α ∈ [0, 2π), where R = 10. Thus, ρ = Φ(x, α) = ∥x−Rα⃗∥ and

Φ′
x(x, α) =

x−Rα⃗

∥x−Rα⃗∥
=: Θ⃗, Φ′

α(x, α) = RΘ⃗ · α⃗⊥,

∆Φ(x, α) = det
(
Θ⃗ − R

∥x−Rα⃗∥Θ⃗
⊥ + cΘ⃗

)
= − R

∥x−Rα⃗∥
.

(10.1)

Here α⊥ = (− sinα, cosα), and Θ⊥ is defined similarly. The continuous data
corresponds to α ∈ [0, 2π) and ρ ∈ (0, 2R). The global reconstruction region
is the square Ub := {(x1, x2) ∈ R2 : |x1| < Rrec, |x2| < Rrec}, Rrec = 3.7.
This corresponds to the set Ub used in (3.16). The discrete data are given
at the points

αj1 = ∆αj1, ∆α = 2π/Nα, 0 ≤ j1 < Nα, Nα = 300,

ρj2 = ρmin + j2∆ρ, ϵ := ∆ρ = (ρmax − ρmin)/(Nρ − 1), 0 ≤ j2 < Nρ,

ρmin = R−Rrec

√
2, ρmax = R+Rrec

√
2, Nρ = 451.

(10.2)

Clearly, for each x ∈ S there are two points, yl = (αl, ρl), l = 1, 2,
such that Syl is tangent to S at x. To find y1,2 for the selected x0 we first

solve ∥xc + tβ⃗0∥ = R. This gives two values t1, t2, t2 < 0 < t1. Then αl

are determined from xc + tlβ⃗0 = Rα⃗l, and ρl = ∥x0 − Rα⃗l∥, l = 1, 2. In
view of (10.1), in numerical computations we use ∥x0 − Rα⃗1∥ = t1 − r and
∥x0 −Rα⃗2∥ = −t2 + r.

The regularization parameter is set at κ = 0.1. In order to approximate
the continuous GRT R and its adjoint R∗, the reconstruction is performed
on a dense 801 × 801 grid covering the same square region Ub, and the
interpolated data gϵ are assumed to be given on a dense grid of the kind
(10.2) with N ′

α = 800, N ′
ρ = 1201. Prior to the reconstruction, the GRT

data g(yj) 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) φα(t) = φρ(t) = φ(t) = 3B3(t+ 2)− (B2(t+ 2) +B2(t+ 1)),
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where Bn is the cardinal B-spline of degree n supported on [0, n+1]. There-
fore suppφ = [−2, 2]. The kernel is a piecewise-cubic polynomial with con-
tinuous φ,φ′ and bounded φ′′, so φ ∈ C2

0 (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 Ub is shown in Figure 2. A profile of the reconstruction
through the center of the ball, xc, 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.

-0.2

 0
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 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 1.2

-2.5 -2 -1.5 -1 -0.5  0  0.5  1  1.5  2  2.5

Figure 2. Left: global reconstruction of the disk phantom
on a 801×801 grid. The region Ub = (−3.7, 3.7)× (−3.7, 3.7)
is shown. Right: profile of the reconstruction through the
center of the ball, xc. The x-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 Ψ : H1
c (Ub) → R is strongly convex [7, Definition

1.1.48] and [41, Section 2.3] for each ϵ > 0. Strong convexity means that
there exists c > 0 such that

(A.1) Ψ(λf1+(1−λ)f2) ≤ λΨ(f1)+(1−λ)Ψ(f2)−cλ(1−λ)∥f2−f1∥2H1(Ub)

for any f1,2 ∈ H1
c (Ub) and λ ∈ (0, 1). By an easy calculation,

∥λ∇f1 + (1− λ)∇f2∥2L2(U) ≤λ∥∇f1∥
2
L2(U) + (1− λ)∥∇f2∥2L2(U)

− 2λ(1− λ)∥∇(f1 − f2)∥2L2(U)

(A.2)
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Figure 3. Left: local reconstruction of the disk phantom
inside an ROI. The ROI is a 26 × 26 square shown in the
left panel of Figure 2. Right: profile of the reconstruction
through the center of the local ROI, x0. The x-axis is the
(signed) distance in units of ϵ along the profile with the ori-
gin at x0. 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

∥R(λf1 + (1− λ)f2)− gϵ∥2L2(V)

≤λ∥Rf1 − gϵ∥2L2(V) + (1− λ)∥Rf2 − gϵ∥2L2(V)

− 2λ(1− λ)∥R(f1 − f2)∥2L2(V).

(A.3)

Therefore

Ψ(λf1 + (1− λ)f2) ≤ λΨ(f1) + (1− λ)Ψ(f2)

− cλ(1− λ)
(
∥R(f1 − f2)∥2L2(V) + ∥∇(f2 − f1)∥L2(U)

)
.

(A.4)

By (3.6),

(A.5) ∥f∥H−1/2(U) ≤ c∥Rf∥L2(V), f ∈ C∞
0 (Ub).

Also

(A.6) ∥f∥H1(U) ≤ c
(
∥f∥H−1/2(U) + ∥∇f∥L2(U)

)
, f ∈ C∞

0 (Ub).

Applying (A.5) and (A.6) to (A.4) proves (A.1). Moreover, the functional
is proper (its domain is not empty) and continuous H1

c (Ub) → R. Thus the
solution to (3.16) exists and is unique for each ϵ > 0 [7, Theorem 1.3.1], [41,
Corollary 2.20].

Appendix B. Proof of Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2

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

∂pH(x∗(y)) =ν1∗(y) =
|H ′

x(x∗(y))|
|Φ′

x(x∗(y), α)|
> 0.(B.1)
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Another easy calculation, combined with (B.1) and (3.11), shows

detM(y) = −
(
[H ′′

xx(x∗(y))− ν1∗(y)Φ
′′
xx(x∗(y), α)]e, e

)
|Φ′

x(x, α)|2

= (κS(x)− κSy(x))|Φ′
x(x, α)|2|H ′

x(x)|,
(B.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

(B.3) e0 := −Φ′
x(x∗(y), α)/|Φ′

x(x∗(y), α)|, V :=
(
e0 e

)
.

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

M1 :=

(
1 0T2
02 V T

)
M

(
1 0T2
02 V

)
=

 0 |Φ′
x| 0

|Φ′
x| ∗ ∗
0 ∗ ([H ′′

xx − ν1∗Φ
′′
xx]e, e)

 ,

sgnM = sgnM1, and ∗ denote various quantities, whose values are irrelevant.
Next we use Haynsworth’s inertia additivity formula [18],

sgnM1 =sgn

(([
H ′′

xx − ν1∗Φ
′′
xx

]
e, e
)
−
(
|Φ′

x| 0
)
M̃−1

1

(
|Φ′

x|
0

))
+ sgnM̃1, M̃1 :=

(
0 |Φ′

x|
|Φ′

x| ∗

)
.

(B.5)

An easy calculation shows that sgnM̃1 = 0 and

sgnM1 =sgn
([
H ′′

xx − ν1∗Φ
′′
xx

]
e, e
)
= −1.(B.6)

B.2. Proof of Lemma 4.2. Eq. (4.9) implies that Rf ∈ I−3/2(V,Γ) is
a conormal (or, more generally, Lagrangian) distribution, see [22, Section

25.1]. By [22, Proposition 25.1.5], g̃(η) = O(|η|−3/2), |η| → ∞. Substituting
this into (2.4) and using the equivalence of norms (2.3) and (2.4) gives

g ∈ C1/2(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)a) =
2πe(−a)
Γ(−a)

µ
−(a+1)
+ .

Using the decay of the lower order terms in υ̃ as λ → ∞ (see R̃ in (4.9)

and [22, eq. (25.1.4)]), gives ∆g ∈ C
3/2
0 (V).

It remains to prove the properties of the interpolated functions gϵ and
∆gϵ. Let V ⊂ Rn be any domain. Pick any g ∈ Cs

0(V ) and suppose first

0 < s < 1. Let φ ∈ C
⌈s⌉
0 (Rn) be an interpolation kernel exact to degree

1, and gϵ be the corresponding interpolated function. Denote yh := y + h,
∆g(y, h) := g(yh)−g(y) and similarly for ∆gϵ(y, h). We have two equivalent
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representations

∆gϵ(y, h)−∆g(y, h)

=
∑
j

φ

(
yh
ϵ

− j

)(
g(ϵj)− g(yh)

)
−
∑
j

φ

(
y

ϵ
− j

)(
g(ϵj)− g(y)

)
=
∑
j

[
φ

(
yh
ϵ

− j

)
− φ

(
y

ϵ
− j

)](
g(ϵj)− g(yh)

)
+
∑
j

φ

(
y

ϵ
− j

)(
g(yh)− g(y)

)
.

(B.8)

We assume here for simplicity that yj = ϵj, j ∈ Z2. When h ≥ ϵ, we use the
second line above. Since φ is compactly supported, the number of terms in
each sum is finite. Moreover, |ϵj− yh| ≤ cϵ in the first sum and |ϵj− y| ≤ cϵ
in the second sum. Using that g ∈ Cs

0(V ), implies

(B.9) |∆gϵ(y, h)−∆g(y, h)| ≤ chs, h ≥ ϵ.

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

(
(yh/ϵ)− j

)
− φ

(
(y/ϵ)− j

)
(h/ϵ)s

g(ϵj)− g(yh)

ϵs

∣∣∣∣ < c.(B.10)

The term on the last line in (B.8) is bounded by chs, and the assertion
follows. The fact that ∥gϵ∥L∞(V ) < c is obvious.

Suppose now g ∈ Cs
0(V ) and 1 < s < 2. As above, ∥gϵ∥L∞(V ) < c. By the

exactness of φ up to order one, differentiating (3.13) gives

g′ϵ(y) = g′(y) +
∑
j

φ′
(
y

ϵ
− j

)
g(ϵj)− (g(y) + (ϵj − y)∇g(y))

ϵ
,(B.11)

where all the primes stand for the same derivative ∂yl , 1 ≤ l ≤ n, and
∇g = (∂y1g, . . . , ∂yng)

T . The fraction on the right is O(ϵs−1), therefore
∥gϵ∥C1(V ) < c, 0 < ϵ≪ 1.

To prove ∥g′ϵ∥Cs−1(V ) < c, we argue similarly to (B.8). The case h ≥ ϵ is
completely analogous. If 0 < h < ϵ, from (B.11) and the exactness of φ:

∆g′ϵ(y, h)−∆g′(y, h)

=
∑
j

[
φ′
(
yh
ϵ

− j

)
− φ′

(
y

ϵ
− j

)]
g(ϵj)− [g(yh) + (ϵj − yh)∇g(yh)]

ϵ

+
∑
j

φ′
(
y

ϵ
− j

)
ϵj − y

ϵ
[∇g(yh)−∇g(y)].

(B.12)

Dividing the first sum by hs−1 = (h/ϵ)s−1ϵs−1 we get similarly to (B.10)
that the ratio is bounded. The second sum divided by hs−1 is bounded,
because g′ ∈ Cs−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 fϵ to Gϵ by first neglecting smooth
terms in fϵ 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 fϵ by subtracting smooth terms. Let Tϵ denote
the operator on the left in (5.6). By assumption 3.2, R∗R ∈ L−1(U) is
elliptic. Clearly,

(C.1) Tϵ = Op(χ(x)|ξ|)χ(x)Op
(
D̃(x, ξ) + κϵ3|ξ|2

)
∈ L3(U).

Let Bϵ ∈ L−3(Ub) be a local parametrix for Tϵ on the open set {x ∈ Ub :
χ(x) > 1/2} ⊃ U0, see Figure 4. Below, we omit the part “x ∈ Ub” in similar
sets. Then

fϵ(x) = (BϵFϵ)(x) + (Hϵfϵ)(x),

B̃ϵ(x, ξ)−
(
|ξ|D̃(x, ξ) + κ|ϵξ|3

)−1 ∈ S−1(U0),
(C.2)

where B̃ϵ ∈ S−3(Ub) is the complete symbol of Bϵ, andHϵ : E ′(Ub) → C∞(U0)
is an operator with a smooth kernel, Hϵ(x, z).

Figure 4. Illustration of the sets U0, Ub, U , {χ(x) = 1}, and
the level set {χ(x) = c}, 0 < c < 1.

To prove the latter claim, use a partition of unity to write f = f1 + f2,
where

supp f1 ⊂ {χ(x) > 1/2}, supp f2 ⊂ {χ(x) < 3/4}.
Then BϵTϵ(f1 + f2) = f1 +H′

ϵf1 + BϵTϵf2, where H′
ϵ ∈ L−∞({χ(x) > 1/2}).

The first two terms on the right follow by the properties of a parametrix.
The fact that

BϵTϵ : E ′({χ(x) < 3/4}) → C∞(U0)

follows by the pseudolocality of ΨDOs.
Derivatives of Hϵ(x, z) with respect to x and z are uniformly bounded

with respect to x ∈ U0, z ∈ Ub, and 0 < ϵ ≪ 1. This follows from the
way a symbol of Bϵ is constructed (see [52, Ch. I, eqs. (4.39), (4.40)]) and

observing that all the seminorms of
(
|ξ|D̃(x, ξ) + κ|ϵξ|3

)−1
as member of

S0(Ub) (i.e., the minimal constants cm and cm1,m2 in (2.7), where r = 0) are
uniformly bounded for 0 < ϵ≪ 1.
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Therefore, by Lemma 5.1,

(C.3) Hϵfϵ ∈ C∞(U0), ∥Hϵfϵ∥C1(U0) < c, 0 ≤ ϵ≪ 1.

C.2. Extracting the leading local singularity of fϵ. In the preceding
section we converted fϵ to BϵFϵ modulo a smooth function. We now repre-

sent Bϵ = B(0)
ϵ +∆Bϵ with some convenient B(0)

ϵ ∈ L0(Ub), ∆Bϵ ∈ L−1(Ub).
Then we use the mapping properties of ∆Bϵ to show that ∆BϵFϵ does not
contribute to the DTB.

Using the results in [53, Section 6.2, Chapter VIII] and [11, Proposition
4.2.4, Section 4.2] and (3.5), the principal symbol of R∗R is given by

2π

|ν|
W 2(x, y)

|∆Φ(x, α)|
, y = y(x, ξ), ν = ν(x, ξ),(C.4)

where the functions y(x, ξ) ∈ V and ν(x, ξ) ∈ R are obtained by solving the
equations:

(C.5) p = Φ(x, α), ξ = −νdxΦ(x, α).

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

Define

D̃0(x, ξ) :=2π
|ξ|
|ν|

W 2(x, y)

|∆Φ(x, α)|
, y = y(x, ξ), ν = ν(x, ξ),

(x, ξ) ∈U × (R2 \ 02).
(C.6)

It is clear from (C.5) and (C.6) that

D̃0(x, λξ) = D̃0(x, ξ), λ ̸= 0, x ∈ U , ξ ∈ R2 \ 02.(C.7)

Recall that D̃ is the complete symbol of R∗R. From (C.4) and (C.6),

(C.8) |ξ|D̃(x, ξ)− D̃0(x, ξ/|ξ|) ∈ S−1(U0).

Thus we can find ∆B̃ϵ ∈ S−1(Ub) (with all seminorms uniformly bounded
when 0 < ϵ≪ 1) such that

B̃ϵ(x, ξ) =
(
D̃0(x, ξ/|ξ|) + κ|ϵξ|3

)−1
+∆B̃ϵ(x, ξ), x ∈ U0.(C.9)

Note that (C.9) is required to hold only for x ∈ U0. Since Bϵ is a parametrix

for Tϵ on {χ(x) > 1/2}, we can select B̃ϵ in (C.2) and ∆B̃ϵ so that

B̃ϵ(x, ξ) ≡ 0, ∆B̃ϵ(x, ξ) ≡ 0, x ∈ {χ(x) < 1/4}.(C.10)

From (5.6),
(C.11)

Op
(
∆B̃ϵ(x, ξ)

)
Fϵ = Wϵgϵ, Wϵ := Op

(
∆B̃ϵ(x, ξ)

)
Op(χ(x)|ξ|)χ(x)R∗.

By construction, Wϵ is an FIO of order −1/2, Wϵ ∈ I−1/2(U ×V ×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 ofWϵ,Wϵ ∈ S0(U×V×R),
0 < ϵ≪ 1, are bounded.
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Recall that Bs
∞,∞(Rn) = Cs(Rn), s > 0, s ̸∈ N [1, Remark 6.4(2)]. We

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

Wϵ : C
s−(1/2)−mc(∞)(Rn) → Cs(Rn), mc(p) = −(n− 1)

∣∣(1/p)− (1/2)
∣∣,

is continuous. Here s−(1/2)−mc(∞) > 0 and s > 0. See also [45, Theorem,
p. 173]. For the validity of (C.12) it is required that the phase function of
Wϵ be non-degenerate (see the paragraph following (3.2)) and the amplitude
be compactly supported in x (see (C.10)).

Clearly, mc(∞) = −1/2. Using (C.12) with s = 1/2 and that gϵ ∈
C

1/2
0 (V), ∥gϵ∥C1/2(Ub)

< c, 0 < ϵ ≪ 1 (see Lemma 4.2), we conclude that

Wϵgϵ ∈ C
1/2
0 (Ub) and ∥Wϵgϵ∥C1/2(Ub)

< c, 0 < ϵ≪ 1. Therefore, by (2.3),

(C.13) ∥Wϵgϵ∥L∞(Ub) < c, 0 < ϵ≪ 1; |Wϵgϵ(x0+ϵx̌)−Wϵgϵ(x0)| = O(ϵ1/2)

when x̌ 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(ť, q̌; ·) ≡ 0, ť < −c.
Also, for some smooth and bounded κ(t, q; ·),

∂kť
[
H(ť, q̌; ·)− κ(ϵ(ť+ q̌); ·)ť−1/2

]
= O(ť−3/2),

k = 0, 1, ť→ +∞, |ť| < A/ϵ,
(D.2)

and

∂ť
[
κ(ϵ(ť+ q̌); ·)ť−(1/2)

]
= O(ť−3/2), ť→ +∞, |ť| < A/ϵ.(D.3)

The big-O terms are uniform with respect to q̌ and the second group of
variables collectively denoted ‘·’, namely θ, ϵ. These variables are restricted
to the sets indicated in Lemma 6.2.

For simplicity, we drop the arguments q̌, θ and ϵ from all the functions.
The limit as ť → −∞ in (6.16) follows immediately from (D.1). Next,
suppose ť→ ∞. Then

G(ť) =

∫
R
χ1D(ϵ(s− ť))

H1(s)

s− ť
ds+

∫ ∞

0
χ1D(ϵ(s− ť))

κ(ϵ(s+ q̌))

(s− ť)s1/2
ds,

H1(s) := H(s)− κ(ϵ(s+ q̌))s
−1/2
+ ,

(D.4)

where κ(·) is the same as in (D.2), (D.3). In view of (D.1), the first of the
integrals is split into five(∫ 0

−c
+

∫ 1

0
+

∫ ť−1

1
+

∫ ť+1

ť−1
+

∫ ∞

ť+1

)
χ1D(ϵ(s− ť))

H1(s)

s− ť
ds

= J1 + · · ·+ J5.

(D.5)
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By (D.2) with k = 0, H1(s) = O(s−3/2), s → ∞. It is trivial to see that
J1, J2 = O(1/ť). Breaking up the integral over [1, ť − 1] into the integrals
over [1, ť/2] and [ť/2, ť − 1] we get J3 = O(1/ť). Breaking up the integral
over [ť+1,∞) into the integrals over [ť+1, 2ť] and [2ť,∞) gives J5 = O(1/ť).
Finally, using (D.2) with k = 1 and that |s− ť| ≤ 1, ϵť ≤ c, we get

(D.6) ∂s
[
χ1D(ϵ(s− ť))H1(s)

]
= O(ť−3/2),

which implies J4 = O(ť−3/2). Combining the five estimates proves that the
first integral in (D.4) is O(1/ť).

Consider the second integral in (D.4). Recall that ť → ∞. Write the
integral in the form

J(ť, ϵ) :=

∫ ∞

0

χ1D(ϵ(š− ť))κ(ϵ(š+ q̌))

(š− ť)š1/2
dš = ϵ1/2

∫ ∞

0

χ1D(s− t)κ(s+ q)

(s− t)s1/2
ds

=ϵ1/2
∫ ∞

0

(χ1D(s− t)− χ1D(0))κ(s+ q)

(s− t)s1/2
ds

+ ϵ1/2χ1D(0)

∫ ∞

0

κ(s+ q)

(s− t)s1/2
ds, q = ϵq̌.

(D.7)

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

(D.8)

∫ ∞

0

ds

(s− t)s1/2
= 0, t > 0,

implies

(D.9)

∫ ∞

0

κ(s+ q)

(s− t)s1/2
ds =

∫ ∞

0

κ(s+ q)− κ(t+ q)

(s− t)s1/2
ds = O(1),

Here the term O(1) is uniform with respect to t, q ∈ R. Therefore J(ť, ϵ) =
O(ϵ1/2). 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 ∈ C2(R). Let φ ∈ C2
0 (R)

be an interpolating kernel, which is exact up to degree one. One has

∂kt
[∑

j φ(t+ b− j)f(ϵj)(j − b)
1/2
+ − f(ϵ(t+ b))t1/2

]
= O

(
t−3/2

)
,

t→ +∞, ϵ→ 0, ϵ|t| < A, k = 0, 1, 2.
(D.10)

The big-O term is uniform in b ∈ R.

Proof. Denote g(t) := f(ϵt)(t − b)1/2 and u := t + b. Taylor expanding g
gives

g(j) = g(u) + g′(u)(j − u) +R1(j, u),

R1(j, u) =

∫ j

u
g′′(s)(j − s)ds.

(D.11)

The exactness of φ up to degree one implies:

(D.12)
∑

j φ(u− j)g(j) = g(u) +
∑

j φ(u− j)R1(j, u).
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Clearly

(D.13) |g′′(u)| = O
(
t−3/2

)
, ϵ|t| < A, t→ ∞.

Hence, by (D.11)

R1(j, u) = O(t−3/2), |j − u| < A, ϵ|t| < A, t→ ∞.(D.14)

Furthermore, using that φ is exact up to order one,

∂uR1(j, u) =− g′′(u)(j − u),

∂u
∑

j φ(u− j)R1(j, u) =
∑

j φ
′(u− j)R1(j, u)− g′′(u)

∑
j φ(u− j)(j − u)

=
∑

j φ
′(u− j)R1(j, u),

(D.15)

and

∂2u
∑

j φ(u− j)R1(j, u)

=
∑

j φ
′′(u− j)R1(j, u)− g′′(u)

∑
j φ

′(u− j)(j − u)

=
∑

j φ
′′(u− j)R1(j, u)− g′′(u).

(D.16)

Combining (D.12)–(D.16) and using that φ′′ ∈ L∞(R) finishes the proof. □

To prove (D.2), by (6.10) and (6.11) we consider

(D.17) Haux(ť) :=
∑

j2
φp(ť+ q̌ − j2)a0(θ, ϵj2)(j2 − q̌)

1/2
+ .

By Lemma D.2,

(D.18) ∂k−1
ť

(
∂ťHaux(ť)− ∂ť

[
a0(θ, ϵ(ť+ q̌))ť1/2]

)
= O(ť−3/2), k = 1, 2.

We moved one derivative inside the parentheses because H is defined in
terms of h′ in (6.11). Replacing ť with [Φ(θ+ϵµs)−Φ(θ)]/ϵ+ť+q̌, multiplying
both sides by K(θ+ ϵµs)φα(s), and integrating with respect to s (cf. (6.10),
(6.11)) finishes the proof. This also gives a formula for κ. Our derivation
shows that κ is smooth and bounded with all derivatives, but the formula
for κ is not needed.

The claim (D.3) immediately follows because κ is smooth and ϵ|ť| < A.

D.3. Proof of Lemma 6.3. For simplicity, in what follows we omit the
dependence of G(ť, q̌; θ, ϵ) on q̌, θ, and ϵ, and denote Q′ := Q′

α and Q′′ :=
Q′′

αα. By (6.15) we study the convergence of the sum

(D.19) Jϵ := ϵ1/2
∑

αj1
∈domP

G(Q(αj1)/ϵ).

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

If |Q(α)| ≥ c on domP , using (6.16) in (D.19) gives for each of the partial

sums, over Q(αj1) > 0 and Q(αj1) < 0, |Jϵ| ≤ cϵ1/2(1/ϵ)ϵ1/2 = O(1). Thus,
in what follows we assume Q(a0) = 0 for some a0 ∈ domP and replace
domP in (D.19) with I ′α, which is a sufficiently small neighborhood of a0.
If Q′(α) ̸= 0 on I ′α, then |Q′(α)| ≍ |α− a0| on I ′α and

(D.20) |Jϵ| ≤ cϵ1/2
1/ϵ∑
j1=1

(
j
−1/2
1 + ϵ1/2 + j−1

1

)
< c, ϵ→ 0.
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Hence, in what follows, we assume that Q′(α̃) = 0 for some α̃ ∈ I ′α and
x̃ ∈ U ′.

As is easily seen, Q(α̃) = 0 and Q′(α̃) = 0 for some α̃ ∈ domP and
x̃ ∈ U ′ if and only if x̃ ∈ S and P (α) is associated with x̃. 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 (α) associated with x̃. 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 ỹ ∈ Γ. Let Sỹ be tangent to S at x̃. Let x(α) be the solution to (4.8)
associated with x̃ which satisfies x̃ = x(α̃), see Figure 1. One has

(D.21) Q′
α(x̃, α̃) = 0, Q′′

αα(x̃, α̃) = detM(ỹ)
|x′α(α̃)|2

|Φ′
x(x̃, α̃)||H ′

x(x̃)|
> 0

and

(D.22) |∆Φ(x̃, α̃)| = | detM(ỹ)| |x
′
α(α̃)|

|H ′
x(x̃)|

.

By continuity, Q′′
αα(x, α) > 0 for all (x, α) ∈ U ′ × I ′α.

D.3.1. Critical point in I ′α. Fix any x ∈ U ′. Suppose Q′(a1) = 0 for some
a1 ∈ I ′α. By shifting α, we can assume without loss of generality that a1 = 0
and

(D.23) Q(θ) = −h+

∫ θ

0
(θ − s)Q′′(s)ds

for some h. The value of h is determined from Q(a0) = 0. Since Q′′(α) ≍ 1
on I ′α (see the sentence following Lemma D.3) and Q(a) = 0, we have h ≥ 0.

For any c > 0, the number of αj1 inside the set {α ∈ I ′α : |Q(α)| ≤ cϵ}
is O(ϵ−1/2) and is uniformly bounded with respect to a0 ∈ I ′α. Since G
is bounded, the total contribution of such αj1 to Jϵ is bounded. Hence it
remains to estimate the following two sums

J+
ϵ :=ϵ1/2

∑
αj1

∈I′α,Q(αj1
)>ϵ

[
ϵ1/2 +

ϵ

Q(αj1)

]
,

J−
ϵ :=ϵ1/2

∑
αj1

∈I′α,Q(αj1
)<−ϵ

(
− ϵ

Q(αj1)

)1/2

.

(D.24)

Begin with J+
ϵ . Clearly the sums over αj1 > 0 and αj1 < 0 lead to the

same upper bound, so we consider only αj1 > 0. Also, for estimation pur-
poses, we can assume Q′′(s) ≥ 1, s ∈ I ′α (rather than the more cumbersome
Q′′(s) ≥ c). Let θ1 > 0 satisfy

(D.25) Q(θ1) = −h+

∫ θ1

0
(θ1 − s)Q′′(s)ds = ϵ.

For any θ ≥ θ1 one has

(D.26) Q(θ) ≥ −h+
∫ θ1

0
(θ1 − s)Q′′(s)ds+

∫ θ

θ1

(θ− s)ds = ϵ+ (θ− θ1)
2/2.



LRA OF ITERATIVE RECONSTRUCTION 35

Since the shift θ → θ − θ1 does not affect the upper bound we get

|J+
ϵ | ≤cϵ1/2

1/ϵ∑
j1=0

[
ϵ1/2 +

ϵ

ϵ+ (ϵj1)2

]
≤ c+ cϵ1/2

∫ 1

0

dx

ϵ+ x2
= O(1).(D.27)

Next, consider J−
ϵ . If h < ϵ, then Q(θ) ≥ −ϵ for all α ∈ I ′α and J−

ϵ = 0.
Hence we can assume h > ϵ. In this case we initially assume for simplicity
that Q(0) = Q(a) = −ϵ for some a > 0. Therefore

−(Q(θ) + ϵ) =−
∫ θ

0
(θ − s)Q′′(s)ds+ θ

∫ a

0
(1− (s/a))Q′′(s)ds

=

∫ θ

0
s(1− (θ/a))Q′′(s)ds+ θ

∫ a

θ
(1− (s/a))Q′′(s)ds.

(D.28)

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 Q again we
can assume Q(θ) = −h+ θ2/2. Similarly to (D.27),

|J−
ϵ | ≤cϵ1/2

∑
h−(ϵj1)2>ϵ

[
ϵ

h− (ϵj1)2

]1/2
≤ c

∫ h1/2

0

dx

(h− x2)1/2
<∞.(D.29)

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 x ∈ U ′.

D.4. Proof of Lemma D.3. Recall that P (α) = Φ(x(α), α) (see the para-
graph below (4.8)). Therefore

(D.30) Q(α) = Φ(x̃, α)− P (α) = Φ(x̃, α)− Φ(x(α), α).

The first claim in (D.21) follows by differentiating (4.8) and (D.30) with
respect to α and using that x′(α) is tangent to S, x(α̃) = x̃, and dxΦ(x̃, α̃)
is conormal to S at x̃.

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

(D.31) Q′′
αα = −

[
(Φ′′

xxx
′
α, x

′
α) + 2Φ′′

xαx
′
α +Φ′

xx
′′
αα

]
.

Differentiate the second equation in (4.8) with respect to α:

(D.32) H ′′
xxx

′
α = ν ′1Φ

′
x + ν1

[
Φ′′
xxx

′
α +Φ′′

xα

]
.

Compute the dot product of (D.32) with x′α and use that Φ′
xx

′
α ≡ H ′

xx
′
α ≡ 0

(which follows from (4.8) to get

(D.33) (H ′′
xxx

′
α, x

′
α) = ν1

[
(Φ′′

xxx
′
α, x

′
α) + Φ′′

xαx
′
α

]
.

Differentiate the identity Φ′
xx

′
α ≡ 0 to get

(D.34) (Φ′′
xxx

′
α, x

′
α) + Φ′′

xαx
′
α +Φ′

xx
′′
αα ≡ 0.

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

Q′′
αα =−

[
(1/ν1)(H

′′
xxx

′
α, x

′
α)− (Φ′′

xxx
′
α, x

′
α)
]

=−
([
H ′′

xx − ν1Φ
′′
xx

]
e, e
) |x′α|2
ν1

, e := x′α/|x′α|.
(D.35)

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) |∆Φ(x, α)| = |Φ′
x||Φ′′

xαe|.

Using (D.33) and then (B.2) gives

|Φ′
x||Φ′′

xαe| =
∣∣([H ′′

xx − ν1Φ
′′
xx]e, e

)∣∣ |x′α||Φ′
x|

|ν1|
=

|detM ||x′α|
|ν1||Φ′

x|
,(D.37)

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 q̌, θ
and ϵ from all the functions. By (D.2) with k = 1 and (D.3), ∆H(r, ť) =

O(ť−3/2), ť → +∞. The statement ∆G = O(1/|ť|), ť → −∞, follows
immediately from (D.1). Next, suppose ť→ +∞. Then

∆G(r, ť) =

∫
R
χ1D(ϵ(s− ť))

∆H(r, s)

s− ť
ds.(E.1)

In view of (D.1), the integral in (E.1) is split into three(∫ ť−1

−c
+

∫ ť+1

ť−1
+

∫ ∞

ť+1

)
χ1D(ϵ(s− ť))

∆H(r, s)

s− ť
ds

= J1 + J2 + J3.

(E.2)

Breaking up the integral over [−c, ť− 1] into the integrals over [−c, ť/2] and
[ť/2, ť− 1] we get J1 = O(1/ť). Breaking up the integral over [ť+1,∞) into
the integrals over [ť+ 1, 2ť] and [2ť,∞) gives J3 = O(1/ť).

Also, from (D.2) with k = 1 and (D.3) we get

(E.3) |H ′
ť(ť+ r)−H ′

ť(ť)| ≤ O(ť−3/2) + c
∣∣∂ť[χ(ϵ(ť+ q̌))ť−1/2

]∣∣ = O(ť−3/2).

Therefore, using |s− ť| ≤ 1 gives

(E.4) ∂s
[
χ1D(ϵ(s− ť))∆H(r, s)

]
= ϵO(ť−3/2) +O(ť−3/2), ť→ +∞.

Combining the three estimates proves that the integral in (E.1) is O(1/ť).
Combining the results finishes the proof of the estimate of ∆G.

The derivative ∂r∆G(r, ť) in (6.16) is estimated in exactly the same fash-

ion. In particular, we use ∂r∆H(r, ť) = ∂rH(r + ť) = O(ť−3/2) as ť→ +∞.
To prove (7.6), use (E.1) to write

∆G(r, ť+ h)−∆G(r, ť)

=

(∫ 1

−1
+

∫
|s|>1

)[
χ1D(ϵ(s− h))

s− h
− χ1D(ϵs)

s

]
∆H(r, s+ ť)ds

=: J1(ť, h) + J2(ť, h).

(E.5)

When 0 < ϵ≪ 1 and |s| < 1, we have χ1D(ϵ(s− h)) ≡ χ1D(ϵs) ≡ 1. Then

J1(ť, h) =

[
ln

∣∣∣∣s− h

s

∣∣∣∣∆H(r, s+ ť)

]∣∣∣∣1
s=−1

−
∫ 1

−1
∆H ′

ť(r, s+ ť) ln

∣∣∣∣s− h

s

∣∣∣∣ds
=: J11(ť, h) + J12(ť, h).

(E.6)
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By (D.2) with k = 0 and (D.3),∣∣∣∣ ln ∣∣∣∣s− h

s

∣∣∣∣∆H(r, s+ ť)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c
h ln(1/h)

(1 + |ť|)3/2
, s = ±1.(E.7)

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

|J12(ť, h)| ≤
∫ 1

−1

∣∣H ′(s+ ť) ln |1− (h/s)|
∣∣ds

≤ c

∫ 1

−1
(1 + |s+ ť|)−3/2

∣∣ ln |1− (h/s)|
∣∣ds

≤ c
h

(1 + |ť|)3/2

∫ 1/h

−1/h

∣∣ ln |1− (1/u)|
∣∣du ≤ c

h ln(1/h)

(1 + |ť|)3/2

(E.8)

and

|J2(ť, h)| ≤ ch

∫
|s|>1

(
1

s2
+

ϵ

|s|

)
1

(1 + |s+ ť|)3/2
ds

≤ ch(|ť|−3/2 + ϵ|ť|−1).

(E.9)

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 ∆G) on ϵ in its last argu-
ment. We need the following technical result, which is proven at the end of
this section. Recall that G0 is defined in (7.16), and G – in (6.14).

Lemma E.1. Pick any A1 > 0. Suppose |ť| < A1, |ϵq̌ − P (0)| < ϵ1/2A1,

and |θ| < ϵ1/2A1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.6 one has

G(ť, q̌; θ, ϵ) = µG0(ť, q̌) +O(ϵ1/2).(E.10)

Partition the interval [−A,A] into the union of K ≫ 1 non-overlapping
intervals of length 2A/K. Let these intervals be denoted Bk, and sk be
their centers, k = 1, 2, . . . ,K. Recall that P (α) is associated with x0 ∈ S.
Clearly,

P (ϵ1/2s)

ϵ
=
P (ϵ1/2sk)

ϵ
+ P ′(ϵ1/2sk)

s− sk
ϵ1/2

+O(1/K2)

=
P (ϵ1/2sk)

ϵ
+
[
P ′(0) +O(ϵ1/2sk)

]s− sk
ϵ1/2

+O(1/K2)

=
P (ϵ1/2sk)

ϵ
+ P ′(0)

s− sk
ϵ1/2

+O(1/K), s ∈ Bk.

(E.11)

Here we have used that A > 0 is fixed and |sk| < 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 H0 is compactly supported and |ť| < A,
we get from (7.16)

G0(ť+ a, q̌)−G0(ť, q̌) = −
∫ c

−c
ln

∣∣∣∣w − a

w

∣∣∣∣∂ťH0(w + ť, q̌)dw, |ť| < A.

(E.12)
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Hence, by assumption 3.4(1) and (7.16), |∂ťH0(w + ť, q̌)| < c and

|G0(ť+ a, q̌)−G0(ť, q̌)| < c

∫ c

−c

∣∣∣∣ ln ∣∣∣∣w − a

w

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣dw < ca ln(1/a),

0 < a < 1, |ť| < A.

(E.13)

Furthermore, assumption 3.4(1) implies∣∣∂ť[H0(ť, q̌ + a)−H0(ť, q̌)]
∣∣ < ca1/2, 0 ≤ a < 1, |ť| < A, q̌ ∈ R(E.14)

Hence

|G0(ť, q̌ + a)−G0(ť, q̌)| < ca1/2, 0 ≤ a < 1, |ť| < A, q̌ ∈ R.(E.15)

Combining (E.11) and (E.15) with (E.10) implies

G

(
ť,
P (ϵ1/2s)

ϵ
; θ, ϵ

)
=µG0

(
ť,
P (ϵ1/2s)

ϵ

)
+O(ϵ1/2)

=µG0

(
ť,
P (ϵ1/2sk)

ϵ
+ P ′(0)

s− sk
ϵ1/2

)
+O(1/K1/2) +O(ϵ1/2),

(E.16)

where s = ϵ1/2µj1 ∈ Bk and |θ| < ϵ1/2A. The equation (E.10) applies
because by the assumptions of the lemma,

ť =
Q′′

αα

2
ϵ(µj1)

2 = O(1),

θ = αj1 = ϵµj1 = O(ϵ1/2),

ϵq̌ = P (ϵµj1) = P (0) +O(ϵ1/2), ϵ1/2µ|j1| ≤ A,

(E.17)

see (7.14). Further, using that s2 = s2k +O(1/K) and (E.13), gives

G

(
Q′′

αα

2
s2,

P (ϵ1/2s)

ϵ
; θ, ϵ

)
=µG0

(
Q′′

αα

2
s2k,

P (ϵ1/2sk)

ϵ
+ P ′(0)

s− sk
ϵ1/2

)
+O(1/K1/2) +O(ϵ1/2), s ∈ Bk, |θ| < ϵ1/2A.

(E.18)

There are |Bk|/(ϵ1/2µ) values of j1 such that ϵ1/2µj1 ∈ Bk. Sum (E.18) with

s = ϵ1/2µj1 to obtain

ϵ1/2
∑

ϵ1/2µj1∈Bk

G

(
Q′′

αα

2
ϵ(µj1)

2,
P (ϵµj1)

ϵ
; θ, ϵ

)

=ϵ1/2
∑

ϵ1/2µj1∈Bk

G0

(
Q′′

αα

2
s2k, uϵ + P ′(0)µj1

)

+ |Bk|
[
O(1/K1/2) +O(ϵ1/2)

]
, uϵ :=

P (ϵ1/2sk)− P ′(0)ϵ1/2sk
ϵ

.

(E.19)

It follows from (7.16) and (E.15) that G0 is 1-periodic in its last argument
and Hölder continuous.

From (4.8) and (D.30),

P ′(α) = [Φ(x(α), α)]′α = Φ′
x(x(α), α)x

′
α(α) + Φ′

α(x(α), α) = Φ′
α(x(α), α).
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By the assumption of the theorem, P ′(0)µ is irrational, so the points P ′(0)µj1
are uniformly distributed mod 1 [35, Exercise 5.6]. Take the limit ϵ → 0 in
(E.19) and use [35, Corollary 1.2] to find

lim
ϵ→0

ϵ1/2
∑

ϵ1/2µj1∈Bk

G

(
Q′′

αα

2
ϵ(µj1)

2,
P (ϵµj1)

ϵ
; ϵµj1, ϵ

)

=
|Bk|
µ

[
µ

∫ 1

0
G0

(
Q′′

αα

2
s2k, q̌

)
dq̌ +O(1/K1/2)

]
.

(E.20)

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

lim
ϵ→0

ϵ1/2
∑

ϵ1/2µ|j1|≤A

G

(
Q′′

αα

2
ϵ(µj1)

2,
P (ϵµj1)

ϵ
; ϵµj1, ϵ

)

=

∫
|s|≤A

∫ 1

0
G0

(
Q′′

αα

2
s2, q̌

)
dq̌ds.

(E.21)

Clearly the same arguments apply when we add Φ′
xx̌ to the first argument

of G. Therefore, combining (E.21), (7.14) and (7.2), proves (7.15).

E.2.1. Proof of Lemma E.1. Fix any A1. Throughout the proof we assume
|ť| < A1. Fix any h̄ ∈ C2

0 (R) and denote

Q(u) :=

∫
R

χ1D(ϵw̌)

w̌
h̄′(w̌ + u)dw̌.(E.22)

We make use of the following simple result, which is stated without proof:

|Q(u)| ≤ c(1 + u2)−1, |u| ≤ c1/ϵ, Q(u) ≡ 0, |u| ≥ c1/ϵ,(E.23)

for some c1 > 0, which is the same in both places.
In view of (6.11), (6.14), and (E.22), we estimate∣∣∣∣∑

j2

Q(ť+ q̌ − j2; θ, ϵ)
[
a0(θ, ϵj2)− a0(θ, ϵq̌)

]
(j2 − q̌)

1/2
+

∣∣∣∣
≤ cϵ

1/ϵ∑
j2=1

1

j22
j
3/2
2 = O(ϵ1/2).

(E.24)

This implies

G(ť, q̌; θ, ϵ) =a0(θ, ϵq̌)
∑
j2

Q(ť+ q̌ − j2; θ, ϵ)(j2 − q̌)
1/2
+ +O(ϵ1/2).(E.25)

Using the assumptions of Lemma E.1, we find

G(ť, q̌; θ, ϵ) =
[
a0(0, P (0)) +O(ϵ1/2)

]
×
∑
j2

Q(ť+ q̌ − j2; θ, ϵ)(j2 − q̌)
1/2
+ +O(ϵ1/2)

=a0(0, P (0))
∑
j2

Q(ť+ q̌ − j2; θ, ϵ)(j2 − q̌)
1/2
+ +O(ϵ1/2).

(E.26)



40 A KATSEVICH

To show that χ can be dropped from the integral in (E.26) (which is inside
the definition of Q), we consider similarly to (E.22):

Qc(u) :=

∫
R

1− χ1D(ϵw̌)

w̌
h̄′(w̌ + u)dw̌ =

∫
|w̌|≥c/ϵ

1− χ1D(ϵw̌)

w̌
h̄′(w̌ + u)dw̌.

(E.27)

As is easily seen,

|Qc(u)| ≤ c
(
u−2 + (ϵ/|u|)

)
, |u| > c1/ϵ; Qc(u) = 0, |u| ≤ c1/ϵ,(E.28)

for some c1 > 0, which is the same in both places. Given that |ť| < A1, this
implies ∑

j2

Qc(ť+ q̌ − j2; θ, ϵ)(j2 − q̌)
1/2
+ = O(ϵ1/2).(E.29)

Therefore, by (E.26) and (E.29),

G(ť, q̌; θ, ϵ) =a0(0, P (0))

∫
R

1

w̌

∑
j2

h′(w̌ + ť+ q̌ − j2; θ, ϵ)(j2 − q̌)
1/2
+ dw̌

+O(ϵ1/2).

(E.30)

Further,

K(θ + ϵµs) =K(θ) +O(ϵ),
Φ(θ + ϵµs)− Φ(θ)

ϵ
= µsΦ′(θ) +O(ϵ),(E.31)

where s ∈ suppφα, which implies (see (6.10))

∂ku
(
h(u; θ, ϵ)− µh0(u)

)
= O(ϵ), k = 0, 1,

|∂2u
(
h(u; θ, ϵ)− µh0(u)

)
| < c, u ∈ R, θ = O(ϵ1/2),

(E.32)

Similarly to (E.22) and (E.23), pick any h̄ ∈ C2
0 (R) and define

Qϵ(u) :=

∫
R

1

w̌
∆h̄′ϵ(w̌ + u)dw̌, ∆h̄ϵ(u) := h̄(u+ ϵ)− h̄(u).(E.33)

Then

|Qϵ(u)| ≤ cϵ ln(1/ϵ)(1 + u2)−1, u ∈ R.(E.34)

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 hϵ(u) = h(u; θ, ϵ) − µh0(u) we get
from (E.30)

|G(ť, q̌; θ, ϵ)− µG0(ť, q̌)| ≤ c|Jϵ|+O(ϵ1/2),

Jϵ :=
∑
j2

Qϵ(ť+ q̌ − j2)(j2 − q̌)
1/2
+ = O(ϵ ln(1/ϵ)).(E.35)

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, eqs. (3.16)–(3.20)]. Begin by considering

J(r) :=

∫
R

∫
R

∫ ∞

0

1

w̌

[
h′0
(
w̌ + r + (Q′′

αα/2)s
2 − q̌

)
− h′0

(
w̌ + (Q′′

αα/2)s
2 − q̌

)]
q̌1/2dq̌dsdw̌

=(Q′′
αα/2)

−1/2

∫
R

∫
R

∫
R

1

w̌

[
h′0
(
w̌ + r + u− q̌

)
− h′0

(
w̌ + u− q̌

)]
u
−1/2
+ q̌

1/2
+ dq̌dudw̌.

(E.36)

Substitute h0 expressed in terms of its Fourier transform, h̃0 = Fh, and use
the identity [14, p. 360, eq. 20]:

(E.37) F(xa−1
+ ) = eaiπ/2Γ(a)(λ+ i0)−a,

to obtain

J(r) =
1

2π

∫
R

(
F(1/w̌)

)
(−λ)

(
Fu−1/2

+

)
(−λ)

(
F q̌1/2+

)
(λ)

×
(
e−iλr − 1

)
(−iλ)h̃0(λ)dλ

=
1

2π

∫
R

(
− iπsgn(λ)

)(
e3iπ/4Γ(3/2)(λ+ i0)−3/2

)
×
(
e−iπ/4Γ(1/2)(λ− i0)−1/2

)(
e−iλr − 1

)
(−iλ)h̃0(λ)dλ.

(E.38)

This simplifies to

J(r) =− iΓ(1/2)Γ(3/2)

2

∫
R

e−iλr − 1

λ
h̃0(λ)dλ

=
π

8

∫
R

[
sgn(−r − t)− sgn(−t)

]
h0(t)dt = −π

4

∫ r

0
h0(−t)dt.

(E.39)

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
λ twice and using a partition of unity we can assume that I = (−δ, δ) for
some small 0 < δ ≪ 1, and D(λ, θ, ϵ) ∈ C∞

0 (I) in θ. On I we can change
variable θ → t to get

(F.1) J(r) =

∫ ∞

0

∫
I1

D1(λ, t, ϵ)e
irλtdtλdλ =

∫ ∞

0
D̃1(λ, rλ, ϵ)λdλ.

Here

(F.2) I1 = (− sin δ, sin δ), D1(λ, t, ϵ) = D(λ, sin−1 t, ϵ)/(1− t2)1/2,

and D̃1(λ, µ, ϵ) is the Fourier transform of D(λ, θ, ϵ) with respect to θ. Thus

D̃1(λ, µ, ϵ) decays rapidly as µ → ∞, i.e. for any N ∈ N0 there exists cN
such that

(F.3) |D̃1(λ, µ, ϵ)| ≤ cN (1 + |µ|)−N , (λ, µ, ϵ) ∈ (0,∞)× R× (0, ϵ0).
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Selecting N = 3 gives

(F.4) |J(r)| ≤ c

∫ ∞

0

λ

1 + |rλ|3
dλ.

Changing variable λ→ rλ proves the top cases in (8.7).
All the other assertions of the lemma can be proven in a similar fashion.

For example, if ck,l = O(ϵ) in (8.5), then cN in (F.3) and c in (F.4) are O(ϵ).
If D(λ = 0, θ, ϵ) ≡ 0, then we integrate by parts in (8.6) three times

instead of two. The analog of (F.1) becomes

(F.5) J(r) =

∫ ∞

0
(D̃1(λ, rλ, ϵ)/λ)λ

2dλ.

Selecting N = 4 in (F.3) then gives

(F.6) |J(r)| ≤ c

∫ ∞

0

λ2

1 + |rλ|4
dλ = O(r−3), r → ∞.

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

Υ(+∞)−Υ(−∞) =

∫
R
h̄0(u)du = 1.(F.7)

The last equality follows from (3.15) and (7.16) (recall that h̄0 is defined
without the prefactor in (7.16)). Similarly,

Υ(+∞) + Υ(−∞)

=
1

|Φ′
x|

∫
R
h̄0(u)

∫
R
sgn(t− u)F−1

(
1

1 + κC1|λ|3

)
(t/|Φ′

x|)dtdu = 0.
(F.8)

The last equality follows because the signum function is odd, while the
functions h̄0 and F−1

(
(1 + κC1|λ|3)−1

)
are even. The fact that h̄0 is even

follows from assumption 3.4(2) and (7.16).
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