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Abstract

Standard photoacoustic tomography (PAT) provides data that consist of time-

dependent signals governed by the wave equation, which are measured on an obser-

vation surface. In contrast, the measured data from the recently invented full-field

PAT is the Radon transform of the solution of the wave equation on a spatial domain

at a single instant in time. While reconstruction using classical PAT data has been

extensively studied, not much is known about the full-field PAT problem. In this

paper, we study full-field photoacoustic tomography with spatially variable sound

speed and spatially variable damping. In particular, we prove the uniqueness and

stability of the associated single-time full-field wave inversion problem and develop

algorithms for its numerical inversion using iterative and variational regularization

methods. Numerical simulations are presented for both full-angle and limited-angle

data cases.

Keywords: Final time wave inversion; full-field PAT; attenuated wave equation;

uniqueness; stability; iterative methods.

1 Introduction

Photoacoustic tomography (PAT) is a hybrid tomographic imaging modality that com-

bines the high resolution of ultrasound imaging with high optical contrast. In PAT, an

object is irradiated by short laser pulses, which then produces an acoustic pressure wave

as a result of light absorption inside the object. In the conventional approach, pres-

sure waves are recorded as temporally resolved signals outside of the object and used to

reconstruct the initial pressure. The associated wave inversion problem consists of re-

covering the initial data of the wave equation from data u|Γ×[0,T ] where u is the induced

pressure wave, T is the measurement time, and Γ is the measurement surface. For the

standard setup, several theoretical and numerical results on uniqueness, stability, and

reconstruction algorithms have been developed in various situations including variable

speed of sound, acoustic damping, and limited data [22, 35]. In contrast to the standard

problem, in this work, we address the more recent full-field PAT invented in [31, 32],

where the associated wave inversion problem consists of recovering the initial data of the

wave equation from measurements u(·, T ) at a single time instance.

1.1 Full field PAT

In this article, we will consider full field PAT for the damped wave equation

[c−2(x)∂tt + a(x)∂t −∆]u(t, x) = 0 (x, t) ∈ Rd × (0,∞) (1.1)

u(x, 0) = f1(x) x ∈ Rd (1.2)

∂tu(x, 0) = f2(x) x ∈ Rd , (1.3)
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where f = (f1, f2) are the initial data, c is the spatially varying speed of sound, and a

is the spatially varying damping coefficient. For the application the cases d = 2, 3 are

relevant, but in the theory part we will consider general dimension. Note that even for

standard PAT data, attenuation is still an ongoing research topic, and various attenuation

models have been used and studied in [23, 30, 15, 33, 43, 21]. Here, for the sake of clarity,

we will only work with (1.1)-(1.3).

Measurements in full-field PAT consist of line integrals of the solution of (1.1)-(1.3) at

a single measurement time T > 0 outside the sample, from which we aim to recover the

initial data f = (f1, f2) assumed to be supported in a domain Ω ⊆ R3. More formally,

let us denote by Ωc = R3 \ Ω the part outside of Ω and consider the initial-to-final time

wave operator f 7→WT f := u(·, T )|Ωc and the 2D X-ray transform h 7→ Xh defined by

Xh(θ, ξ, x3) :=

∫
R
h(ξθ + sθ⊥, x3) ds (1.4)

for (θ, ξ, x3) ∈ S1×R×R such that (ξθ+sθ⊥, x3) is contained in Ωc. Note that restricting

the set of line integrals even in the complete data case reflects the fact that in practice,

at least integrals over lines intersecting Ω are not available. More projection data might

be missing due to other practical constraints.

With the above notation, the full-field PAT inversion problem consists of recovering

the PA source f = (f1, f2) from a noisy approximation of the data XWT f . Image

reconstruction can be performed in two steps by first inverting the X-ray projection X

and then inverting the initial-to-final time wave operator WT . Inverting X is a well-

studied problem. In this paper, we develop the theory for the inversion of WT .

1.2 Main results

As the main results of this paper, for the first time, we establish theoretical results for

recovering (f1, f2) from single-time full-field data WT f = u(·, T )|Ωc of the solution of

(1.1)-(1.3). Here T > 0 is the measurement time and Ω ⊆ Rd is the measurement domain.

Specifically, we establish the uniqueness and stability of the inversion and provide an exact

time reversal inversion method for it. These results extend the analysis of [45, 28], where

we established uniqueness and stability for the variable sound speed case in the absence

of attenuation.

Concerning image reconstruction, we go one step further and directly work with the full-

field PAT data instead of first inverting the X-ray transform and the wave equation. In

particular, we extend the one-step algorithm [12], in which the source is recovered directly

from the full-field measured data. For that purpose, we apply iterative and variational

regularization methods. We also investigate the influence of noise and limited data on

the reconstruction of various methods.
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2 Theory

Throughout this manuscript, let Ω ⊆ Rd be a bounded domain where d ∈ N is the

spatial dimension, and let c, a : R3 → R be the variable sound speed and variable damping

coefficient, respectively, where we assume that a and c−1 are both smooth and supported

inside Ω. We further assume a is nonnegative and that c is bounded away from zero. We

consider the damped wave equation (1.1)-(1.3) with pairs of initial data f = (f1, f2) in

the Hilbert space X(Ω) := H0(Ω)×L2(Ω, c−2) equipped with the energy norm ∥f∥2X(Ω) =

∥∇f1∥2L2(Ω)+∥f2∥
2
L2(Ω,c−2). Moreover, letD ⊆ Rd be a domain such that supp(u(·, t)) ⊆ D

for all initial data f = (f1, f2) ∈ X(Ω) and all t ∈ [0, T ]. Set Ωc := D \ Ω and consider

Y(Dc) = {g ∈ H1(Ωc) | supp(g) ⊆ D\Ω} equipped with the norm ∥g∥2Y(Dc) = ∥∇g∥
2
L2(Ωc).

For the mathematical analysis we will study the forward operator

WT : X(Ω)→ Y(Dc) : f 7→ u(·, T )|Ωc , (2.1)

where u(·, T ) solves (1.1)-(1.3) with initial data f ∈ X(Ω). Standard theory of second

order hyperbolic equations [9] then gives existence and uniqueness of a weak solution that

in particular satisfies u ∈ C([0, T ], H1
0 (Rd)), making the forward map WT well defined

and bounded. In this section we establish uniqueness and stability of inverting WT and

present an exact time reversal inversion technique.

2.1 Uniqueness

We begin the theoretical analysis with the uniqueness of the full wave inversion, which

amounts to the injectivity of the forward operator defined in (2.1).

Lemma 2.1 (Auxiliary uniqueness results). Let u be the solution of (1.1)-(1.3) with

initial data f ∈ X(Ω).

(a) u(·, T )|Ωc = 0 implies (∂tu)(·, T )|Ωc = 0.

(b) If T > diam(Ω), then u(·, T )|Ωc = (∂tu)(·, T )|Ωc = 0 implies f = 0.

Proof. Item (a) has been established in [28] for the case of vanishing attenuation. Using

that the respective arguments of [28] are based on the exterior problem for the wave

equation and that we have a|Ωc = 0 gives the claim. Item (b) follows from the argument

of [15] on the uniqueness with standard PAT data that. Note that the argumentation

there is independent of th particular form of the initial data.

From Lemma 2.1, we conclude the following uniqueness result.

Theorem 2.2 (Uniqueness of full field wave inversion). If T > diam(Ω), then the single

time wave transform WT defined by (2.1) is an injective bounded linear mapping.
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Proof. Due to the linearity of WT it suffices to show that WT f = u(·, T )|Ωc = 0 implies

f = 0. Because T > diam(Ω) this follows by combining (a), (b) from Lemma 2.1.

2.2 Stability

Next, we turn to the stability of invertingWT in terms of the norms ∥·∥X(Ω) and ∥·∥Y(Dc).

For this, we will make use of the visibility Condition 2.3, which in particular implies

T > diamΩ and thus, due to Theorem 2.2, the injectivity of WT .

Condition 2.3 (Visibility). All geodesics with respect to the metric c−2(x) dx2 that are

strictly contained in Ω have length less than T .

The following lemma is a major ingredient of our stability analysis. It can be derived

from the results of [33, 34], involving sophisticated microlocal analysis. Below, we will

present a different and more elementary one.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose the visibility condition holds, let u be the solution of (1.1)-(1.3)

with initial data f ∈ X(Ω) and write u = (u, ∂tu). Then for some constant C independent

of f , the following stability estimate holds

∥f∥X(Ω) ≤ C∥u(·, T )∥2H(Ωc) , (2.2)

where ∥u(·, T )∥2H(Ωc) := ∥∂tu∥2L2(Ωc) + ∥∇u∥
2
L2(Ωc)

Proof. Application of ∂tu to (1.1) and integration over Rd yields 1
2

d
dt

∫
Rd

[
c−2 |∂tu(·, t)|2+

|∇u(·, t)|2 + a |∂tu(·, t)|2
]
= 0. With the constant A := max {c2(x)a(x) | x ∈ Rd} we get

d
dt

∫
Rd

[
c−2 |∂tu(·, t)|2 + |∇u(·, t)|2 + a |∂tu(·, t)|2

]
≥ 0, and thus

∀t ∈ [0, T ] :
d

dt

∫
Rd

e2At
[
c−2 |∂tu(·, t)|2 + |∇u(·, t)|2

]
≥ 0 .

Integration over [0, T ], using the initial conditions (1.2), (1.3) and the definition of the

norm ∥·∥X(Ω) yield

∥f∥2X(Ω) ≤ e2AT

∫
Rn

[
c−2 |∂tu(·, T )|2 + |∇u(·, T )|2

]
. (2.3)

Next consider the operator W♯
T : X(Ω) → X(Ω) defined by W♯

T f := (u(·, T )|Ω −
ϕ, ∂tu(·, T )|Ω), where ϕ is the harmonic extension of u(·, T )|∂Ω to Ω. Under the vis-

iblility condition, the function W♯
T (f) is smooth for all f ∈ X(Ω) and thus W♯

T is

a compact operator. Therefore, the space V defined as the set of all f ∈ X(Ω) with∥∥W♯
T (f)

∥∥
X(Ω)

≥ e−2AT ∥f∥X(Ω) has finite dimension.
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Using (2.3) and the trace inequality, for all f ∈ V ⊥, we get

∥f∥2X(Ω) ≤ e2AT
(∥∥∥W♯

T (f)
∥∥∥2
X(Ω)

+ ∥∇ϕ∥2L2(Ω) + ∥u(·, T )∥
2
H(Ωc)

)
≤ e−2AT ∥f∥2X(Ω) + e2AT

(
∥∇ϕ∥2L2(Ω) + ∥u(·, T )∥

2
H(Ωc)

)
≤ e−2AT ∥f∥2X(Ω) + e2AT

(
C∥u(·, T )∥2H(Ωc) + ∥u(·, T )∥

2
H(Ωc)

)
,

for some generic constant C > 0, which implies

∀f ∈ V ⊥ : ∥f∥2X(Ω) ≤
(C + 1)e2AT

1− e−2AT
∥u(·, T )∥2H(Ωc) . (2.4)

Since WT is injective on V and V is finite dimensional space, we have ∀f ∈ V : ∥f∥2X(Ω) ≤
C∥u(·, T )∥2H(Ωc). Together with (2.4) this shows (2.2).

Lemma 2.5. In the situation of Lemma 2.4 we have ∥u(·, T )∥H(Ωc) ≤ C∥u(·, T )∥H1(Ωc).

Proof. Let g = u(·, T )|Ωc and h = ∂tu(·, T )|Ωc . We will prove that microlocally h = A(g),

where A is a pseudo-differential operator of order 1. Indeed, let (x0, ξ0) ∈ T ∗Ωc. Then

near (x0, T ) (see [39]) we have

u(x, t) ≃ (2π)−3
∑
σ=±

∫
Rd

eiϕσ(x,t,ξ)[a1,σ(x, t, ξ)ĝ(ξ) + a2,σ(x, t, ξ)ĥ(ξ)]dξ =
∑
σ

uσ(x) ,

where ϕσ(x, T, ξ) = x · ξ, a1,σ(x, T, ξ) = 1/2 and a2,σ(x, T, ξ) = σ/(2c(x)|ξ|). Let

(x(t), ξ(t)) be the bicharacteristic passing through (x0, ξ0) ∈ T ∗Ω at t = T , where x(t) is

a unit speed geodesics in the metric c−2(x) dx2. Further denote (x+, ξ+) = (x(0), ξ(0))

and (x−, ξ−) = (x(2T ), ξ(2T )). Then, the singularity of uσ at (x0, ξ0), if exists, is gen-

erated by that of f = (f1, f2) at (xσ, ξσ). Since the geodesic distance between x+ and

x− is 2T , at least one of them is outside of Ω. Without loss of generality, we assume

that x− /∈ Ω. Then f = 0 near x−. Therefore, u− ≃ 0 along the bicharacteristic

(x(t), ξ(t)). In particular, for t = T , we have
∫
Rd e

ix·ξ[ĝ(ξ) − ĥ(ξ)/(c(x)|ξ|)]dξ ≃ 0 or

g(x) ≃ (2π)−3
∫
Rd e

ix·ξĥ(ξ)/(c(x)|ξ|)dξ. By inverting the above elliptic pseudo-differential

operator, we have, up to lower order terms, h(x) ≃ (2π)−3
∫
Rd e

ix·ξc(x)|ξ|ĝ(ξ)dξ. That is,
microlocally on Ωc, h = A(h) where A is a pseudo-differential operator of order 1 and

therefore ∥h∥L2(Ωc) ≤ C∥g∥H1(Ωc) ≤ C∥g∥Y(Dc).

Combining Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5 we obtain the following stability result.

Theorem 2.6 (Stability of full field wave inversion). If the visibility Condition 2.3 holds,

then there exists a constant C > 0, such that

∀f ∈ X(Ω): ∥f∥X(Ω) ≤ C∥WT (f)∥Y(Dc) . (2.5)
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Proof. Let u be the solution of (1.1)-(1.3) with initial data f ∈ X(Ω). Then WT (f) =

u(·, T ) and combining Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5 gives estimate (2.5).

2.3 Iterative time-reversal

Next we consider the iterative solution of the full field PAT problem g = WT f based on

the time reversed wave equation

[c−2(x)∂2
t − a(x)∂t −∆]v (x, t) = 0 (x, t) ∈ Rd × (0,∞) (2.6)

v(x, T ) = h(x) x ∈ Rd (2.7)

∂tv(x, T ) = 0 x ∈ Rd (2.8)

and the associated time reversal ΛT h := (v(·, 0), ∂tv(·, 0)). Let us further denote by

E : Y(Dc)→ H1(D)

P×Q : H1
0 (Rd)× L2(Rd, c−2)→ X(Ω)

denote the extension operator from Y(Dc) = H1(Ωc) to H1
0 (D) and the orthogonal pro-

jection of H1
0 (Ω)× L2(Ω, c−2) onto X(Ω) = H1

0 (Ω)× L2(Ω, c−2), respectively.

Remark 2.7 (Extension and projection operators). The extension operator E is require

in order to obtain proper initial data for the time reversed equation based on elements in

data space Y(Dc) whereas P is required to map the time reverses back to the space where

the initial data lives. The extension operator applied to g ∈ Y(Dc) is given by E(g)|Ωc = g

and E(g)|Ω = ϕ where ϕ satisfies the Dirichlet problem{
∆ϕ = 0 in Ω

ϕ = g|∂Ω on ∂Ω .
(2.9)

Here, g|∂Ω ∈ H1/2(∂Ω) denotes the trace of g ∈ H1(Ωc) on ∂Ω. Note that the Dirichlet

interior problem (2.9) has a unique solution ϕ ∈ H1(Ω) (see, for example, [25]). Further,

the orthogonal projection P×Q is given by (P×Q)(g, h) = (Ph,Qh) = (g|Ω − ϕ, h|Ω),
where ϕ ∈ H1(Ω) is the solution of (2.9).

Iterative time reversal is then defined as Neumann series
∑

j∈N(Id−λW♯
T WT )

j where

W♯
T := (P×Q)ΛT E : Y(Dc)→ X(Ω) . (2.10)

The key of iterative time reversal is to show that ∥Kλ∥ < 1, which we will show next.

Theorem 2.8. Suppose T > T0/2 and consider for any λ ∈ (0, 2] the operator Kλ :=

Id−λW♯
T WT : X(Ω)→ X(Ω). Then the following hold:
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(a) K2 satisfies ∀f ∈ X(Ω) \ {0} : ∥K2 f∥X(Ω) < ∥f∥X(Ω).

(b) If λ ∈ (0, 2), then ∥Kλ ∥ < 1.

Proof. (a): Let v solve the time-reversed wave equation (2.6)-(2.8) with initial data

h = 2 · (ḡ) where ḡ := E g. Then w := u − v satisfies the wave equation c−2 ∂2
tw =

−∆w − a ∂t(u+ v) and the corresponding energies at times 0 and T respectively satisfy

Ew(0) =

∫
Rn

[
c−2(x) |f2(x)− ∂tv(x, 0)|2 + |∇f1(x)−∇v(x, 0)|2

]
dx,

Ew(T ) =

∫
Rn

[
c−2(x) |∂tu(x, T )|2 + |∇g(x)− 2∇ḡ(x)|2

]
dx . (2.11)

The trace extension satsfies ḡ|∂Ω = g|∂Ω and (∆ḡ)|Ω = 0. Therefore∫
Ω
(|2∇ḡ −∇g|2 − |∇g|2) dx = 4

∫
Ω
[∇ḡ] · [∇(ḡ − g)] dx = −4

∫
Ω
∆ḡ (ḡ − g) dx = 0 .

We obtain
∫
Ω |2∇ḡ −∇g|

2 dx =
∫
Ω |∇u(x, T )|

2 dx and from (2.11), we deduce Ew(T ) =

Eu(·, T ). We recall that a is a positive function. From

dEw

dt
= 2

∫
Rn

[
c−2(x) [∂tw] [∂

2
tw] + [∇w] [∇∂tw]

]
dx = −2

∫
Rn

a
(
[∂tu]

2 − [∂tv]
2
)
dx

together with

Eu(·, T )− Eu(0) = −2
∫ T

0

∫
Rn

a(x) [∂u]2(x, s) dx ds =: −Cu < 0

Ev(T )− Ev(0) = 2

∫ T

0

∫
Rn

a(x) [∂v]2(x, s) dx ds =: Cv > 0

we infer Ew(T ) − Ew(0) = Eu(·, T ) − Eu(0) + Cv ≥ Eu(·, T ) − Eu(0). With Ew(T ) =

Eu(·, T ) we obtain Eu(0) ≥ Ew(0) and therefore∫
Rn

[
c−2(x) f2

2 (x) + |∇f1(x)|
2
]
dx

≥
∫
Rn

[
c−2(x) |f2(x)− ∂tv(x, 0)|2 + |∇v(x, 0)−∇f1(x)|2

]
dx , (2.12)

where we have used the explicit expressions for Eu(0) and Ev(0), respectively.

With f∗ := 2W♯
T WT f we have K2 f = f − f∗. Moreover, writing v0 := v(·, 0)|Ω we have

f∗ = P(v0) and thus ∆[v0 − f∗] = 0 in Ω. From this we infer
∫
Ω[∇v0 − ∇f

∗
1 ] · [∇f∗

1 −
∇f1] dx = −

∫
Ω[∆v0 −∆f∗] · [f∗ − f ] dx = 0 and thus

∫
Ω
|∇v0 −∇f1|2 dx

8



=

∫
Ω
|∇v0 −∇f∗

1 |
2 dx+

∫
Ω
|∇f∗

1 −∇f1|
2 dx ≥

∫
Ω
|∇f∗

1 −∇f1|
2 dx. (2.13)

Together with (2.12) this implies∫
Rn

[
c−2 f2

2 + |∇f1|2
]
dx ≥

∫
Rn

c−2(x) |f2(x)− ∂tv(x, 0)|2 dx+

∫
Ω
|∇f∗

1 −∇f1|
2 dx ,

which is ∥f∥X(Ω) ≥ ∥K2 f∥X(Ω).

Next we show that the strict inequality holds. To that end assume the above equality

holds and show that f must vanish on Rn. From (2.12) and (2.13) we obtain∫
Ω
|∇v0 −∇f1|2 dx ≥

∫
Rn

[
c−2(x) |f2(x)− ∂tv(x, 0)|2 + |∇v(x, 0)−∇f1(x)|2

]
dx ,

and therefore ∫
Rn

c−2(x) |f2(x)− ∂tv(x, 0)|2 dx+

∫
Ωc

|∇v(x, 0)|2 dx = 0 .

In particular, f2 − ∂tv(·, 0) vanishes on Rn and ∇v(·, 0) vanishes on Ωc. Because v(x, 0)

vanishes for x ∈ Ω
(2)
2T , it follows that v(·, 0) vanishes on Ωc. Applying Lemma 2.1 for

u(·, t) := v(·, T − t) yields 2ḡ = v(·, T ) = u(·, 0) = 0 on Rn. In particular, WT f = 0 on

Ωc. From Theorem 2.2, we infer f = 0 on Rn, which concludes the proof.

(b): Let us first consider the case λ = 1. We have to show that there exists a constant L <

1 such that ∥ Id−W♯
T WT )∥ ≤ L. To that end, let f = (f1, f2) ∈ H1

0 (Ω), u solve (1.1)-

(1.3) with initial data (f1, f2) and v solve (2.6)-(2.8) with initial data (h := EWT f , 0).

The error term w := u − v satisfies the wave equation c−2 ∂2
tw = −∆w − a ∂t(u + v) on

Rn × (0, T ) and its energy at time T is given by

Ew(T ) =

∫
Rn

[
c−2(x) |∂tw(x, T )|2 + |∇w (x, T )|2

]
dx

=

∫
Rn

c−2(x) |∂tu(x, T )|2 dx+

∫
Rn

|∇ḡ(x)−∇g(x)|2 dx .

Here for the second equality we used v(·, T ) = ḡ := E g and ∂tu(·, T ) = 0 and the

abbreviation g = u(·, T ).

The second term in the above equation displayed satisfies∫
Rn

|∇ḡ(x)−∇g(x)|2 dx =

9



=

∫
Rn

[∇(g(x)− ḡ(x))] · [∇(g(x)− ḡ(x))] dx

=

∫
Rn

[∇(g(x)− ḡ(x))] · [∇(g(x) + ḡ(x))] dx− 2

∫
Rn

[∇(g(x)− ḡ(x))] · [∇ḡ(x)] dx

=

∫
Ω
|∇g(x)|2 dx−

∫
Ω
|∇ḡ(x)|2 dx+ 2

∫
Rn

(
g(x)− ḡ(x)

)
∆ḡ(x) dx

=

∫
Ω
|∇g(x)|2 dx−

∫
Ω
|∇ḡ(x)|2 dx .

As a consequence, we obtain

Ew(T ) =

∫
Rn

[
c−2(x) |∂tu(x, T )|2 + |∇g(x)|2

]
dx−

∫
Ωc

|∇g(x)|2 dx

=

∫
Rn

[
c−2(x) |∂tu(x, T )|2 + |∇u(x, T )|2

]
dx− ∥WT f∥2H1

0 (Ω
c)

= Eu(·, T )− ∥WT f∥2H1
0 (Ω

c),

which implies Ew(T ) + ∥WT f∥2
H1

0 (Ω
c)

= Eu(·, T ). Because Eϕ(T ) = Eϕ(0) − Cϕ with

Cϕ > 0 for ϕ ∈ {w, u} and Cw − Cu = −2
∫ T
0

∫
Rn a [∂tv]

2 dx dt ≤ 0, we obtain

Ew(0) + ∥WT f∥2H1
0 (Ω

c) = Eu(0) + Cw − Cu ≤ Eu(0) = ∥f∥2X(Ω).

Using that Ew(0) =
∫
Rn

[
c−2(x) |∂tv(x, 0)− f2|2 + |∇v(x, 0)−∇f1(x)|2

]
dx and applying

Theorem 2.6, we obtain∫
Rn

c−2(x) |∂tv(x, 0)− f2(x)|2+
∫
Ω

∣∣∣∇v(x, 0)−∇f1(x)∣∣∣2 dx ≤ (
1− 1

C2

)
∥f∥2X(Ω). (2.14)

The left hand side in the above equation can be estimated as∫
Ω
|∇v(x, 0)−∇f1(x)|2 dx =

∫
Ω
|∇(v(·, 0)−P(v(·, 0))) +∇(P(v(·, 0))− f)|2 dx

=

∫
Ω
|∇(v(·, 0)−P(v(·, 0)))|2 + |∇(P(v(·, 0))− f)|2 dx

≥ ∥P(v(·, 0))− f∥2H1
0 (Ω),

where we have used the fact that
∫
Ω[∇v(·, 0) − ∇P(v(·, 0))] · [∇P(v(·, 0)) − ∇f ] dx =∫

Ω∆[v(·, 0)−P(v(·, 0))] (P(v(·, 0))− f) dx = 0. From 2.14, we arrive at

∥K1 f∥2H1
0 (Ω) = ∥∂tv(x, 0)− f2∥2L2(Ω,c−2) + ∥P(v(·, 0))− f∥2H1

0 (Ω) ≤
(
1− 1

C2

)
∥f∥2X(Ω) .

This finishes the proof for the case λ = 1.
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For the general case note the identities

Kλ =

(1− λ) Id+λK1 for λ ∈ (0, 1)

(λ− 1)K2+(2− λ)K1 for λ ∈ (1, 2) .

Using the already verified estimates ∥K1 ∥ < 1 and ∥K2 ∥ ≤ 1, these equalities together

with the triangle inequality for the operator norm show ∥Kλ ∥ < 1 for all λ ∈ (0, 2).

Remark 2.9 (Iterative time reversal). According to Theorem 2.8 we have ∥Kλ ∥ =

∥ Id−λW♯
T WT ∥ < 1 on X(Ω) for any λ ∈ (0, 2). As a consequence, the Neumann

series
∑

j∈N(Id−λW♯
T WT )

j in the operator norm converges to (λW♯
T WT )

−1. This

gives the inversion formula

f =
∑
j∈N

(Id−λW♯
T WT )

j(λW♯
T g) for data g = WT f . (2.15)

For standard PAT data, the Neumann series solution was first proposed in [38] and further

developed in [40, 42, 15, 41, 30, 33, 20, 1]. For full field PAT data with variable sound

speed the time method has been proposed and analyzed in [28].

One disadvantage of the time reversal method is that it requires full knowledge of u(·, T )
on Ωc. For the partial data case, the use of iterative methods may result in better image

reconstruction, specifically if combined with regularization techniques integrating suitable

regularization. Note that iterative reconstruction methods for variable sound speed based

on an adjoint wave equation have been studied in [17, 4, 2, 10, 18, 17, 35]. Uniqueness

and stability for standard PAT were studied in [44, 16, 38, 40, 29], just to name a few.

3 Numerical inversion

For the numerical simulations, we consider the complete full-field PAT problem, which

also involves the X-ray projection of the pressure wave (see Section 1.1). As described

in more detail below, we consider a 2D version of full-field PAT and use iterative and

variational regularization methods for its inversion.

3.1 Problem description

We consider a 2D version of the full-field PAT problem that results in the case of transla-

tional symmetry, which means that the sound speed, the damping, and the initial source

are independent of the third argument. We assume the 2D object to be contained in

the disc Ω = {(x1, x2) ∈ R2 | ∥(x1, x2)∥ < 1} and that the initial data has the form

11



f = (f,−c2af). We then study the numerical solution of

g = XW f + ξ (3.1)

where ξ is the noise, W f = u(·, T )|Dc is the solution of (1.1)-(1.3) with initial data

(f,−c2af) at time T , and Xh(θ, ξ) =
∫
R h(ξθ + sθ⊥) ds is the exterior Radon transform

for s ∈ R \ [−1, 1] and θ ∈ S1+ where S1+ = {(θ1, θ2) ∈ R2 | ∥(θ1, θ2)∥ = 1 ∧ θ1 > 0},
the semicircle covering 180◦. Note that W is pseudo-differential operator of order zero

(see for example [34]) and therefore is a bounded mapping between Sobolev spaces of the

same order.

Recovering f from data (3.1) will be referred to as the full data case. We will also study

a limited angle situation where we restrict the angular range to a proper subset I ⊊ S1+
modeled by multiplication with the indicator function MI . Figure 1 shows the sound

speed c, the attenuation coefficient a, the initial pressure f , the forward data W f , the

complete data XW f , and the limited angle data MI XW f , both with noise added.

Figure 1: Simulation setup: Phantom f (top left), sound speed c (top middle), attenuation
a (top right), final time pressure W f = p(·, T ) (bottom left), full angle data XW f
(bottom middle), limited angle data MI XW f (bottom right).

3.2 Regularized inversion

In the theoretical part, we have mathematically proven the uniqueness and stability of

the final time wave inversion. Inversion of the Radon transform, however, is ill-posed and

requires regularization methods. This is already important for the full angle case and

even more important for the limited view case. As the inner well-posed wave inversion

12



also requires an iterative solution, we follow the one-step reconstruction proposed in [12],

where we recover f directly from data (3.1) without inverting the X-ray transform as an

intermediate step.

Probably the most established regularization methods are variational regularization [8, 36]

and iterative regularization [3, 19], which we will both use in this work. For the sake of

simplicity, we will work in a discrete setting where the unknown and the data are 2D

discrete images X,Y and the forward operator has the discrete representation A. Details

on the discretization are given in the following subsection.

Iterative regularization: The first class of methods that we use is iterative regular-

ization, which uses iterative methods for minimizing ∥AX − Y ∥2/2 → minX , where the

regularization effect is introduced by early stopping of the iteration. For the preparation

of the numerical results, we use Landweber [14], the steepest descent [27], and the CGNE

(conjugate gradient for normal equation) method [13]. Landweber and the steepest de-

scent method are gradient methods for ∥AX − Y ∥2/2 and can be written as Xk+1 =

Xk − γkA∗(AXk − Y ), where the step size is γk = ∥A∗(AXk − g)∥2/∥AA∗(AXk − g)∥2

for the steepest descent method and γk = const for Landweber’s method. We compared

them with the CGNE method, which is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: CGNE algorithm for minimizing ∥AX − Y ∥2/2.
Input: Initial guess X0

Output: Final iteration Xk

1 Initialize p0 = Y −AX0, d0 = A∗p0 k = 0;
2 while stopping criteria not satisfied do

3 αk = ∥A∗pk∥2/∥Adk∥2;
4 Xk+1 = Xk + αkdk;
5 pk+1 = pk − αkA∗pk;

6 βk = ∥A∗pk+1∥2/∥A∗pk∥2;
7 dk = A∗pk+1 + βkdk;
8 k ← k + 1;

9 end

Together with suitable stopping criteria, the Landweber, the steepest descent, and the

CGNE are known to be regularization methods [19]. All methods behaved similarly, and

CGNE turned out to be slightly faster, which has therefore been selected for the results.

Variational regularization: As an alternative to iterative methods, variational regu-

larization minimizes the generalized Tikhonov functional

Tλ,g(f) :=
1

2
∥AX − Y ∥2 + λR(X) (3.2)
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using a suitable regularization functional R(X) where λ is the regularization parame-

ter. For minimizing (3.2), iterative algorithms are used. In this work, we use forward-

backward splitting (FBS) algorithm [6]

Xk+1 = proxsλR
(
Xk − sA∗(AXk − Y )

)
, (3.3)

with step size s and regularization parameter λ that is especially useful when the proximal

mapping proxsλR(X) = argminh ∥h−X∥2/2 + sλR(X) is known analytically. Further,

for minimizing (3.2) with the regularizer R(X) = ∥DX∥1 where D is the spatial gradient

operator, we use the Chambolle-Pock (CP) primal-dual algorithm [5]. Specifically we

adapt the version of [37] to our situation which is summarized in Algorithm 2. Both FBS

and CP algorithm are known to converge to the minimizer of (3.2).

Algorithm 2: CP algorithm for minimizing ∥AX − Y ∥2/2 + λ∥DX∥1.
1 Initialization:
2 L← ∥(A,D)∥2, τ = 1/L, σ = 1/L, θ = 1;
3 k ← 0, X0, p0, q0 ← 0, u0 ← X0;
4 while stopping criteria not satisfied do
5 pk+1 ← (pk + σ(Auk − Y ))/(1 + σ);
6 qk+1 ← λ(qk + σDuk)/max{λ1, |qk + σDuk|};
7 Xk+1 ← Xk − τA∗pk+1 + τD∗qk+1;
8 uk+1 ← Xk+1 + θ(Xk+1 −Xk);
9 k ← k + 1;

10 end

For all algorithms, we choose a weighted norm on the Y -data space that accounts for the

smoothing of the forward map A by a degree of 1/2. Specifically, we use a discretization of

the Λ-operator defined by F2ΛΦ(θ, ω) = (|ω| /(4π))(F2Φ)(θ, ω) where F2 is the Fourier

transform in the second variable. The adjoint A∗ is then taken with respect to the

weighted inner product, which is a discretization of the filtered backprojection (FBP)

inversion formula for the full data Radon transform [26].

3.3 Adjoint operator

The iterative and variational algorithms we described above requite the adjoint of the

forward map. For that purpose we use a discretization of the continuous adjoint of the

initial-to-final time operator in L2 space which is computed in this subsection.

Lemma 3.1 (L2 adjoint). Let us consider the time reversed wave equation

[c−2(x)∂tt − a(x)∂t −∆]u(t, x) = 0 (x, t) ∈ Rd × (0,∞) (3.4)

u(x, T ) = g(x) x ∈ Rd (3.5)
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∂tu(x, 0) = c2(x)a(x)g(x) x ∈ Rd . (3.6)

Then (W∗ g)(x) = χΩq(·, 0).

Proof. Let v be the solution of (3.4)- (3.6) and write v(x, t) :=
∫ t
0 u(x, τ)dτ . The ∂tv = u

and v satisfies

[c−2(x)∂tt − a(x)∂t −∆]u(t, x) = 0 (x, t) ∈ Rd × (0,∞)

u(x, T ) = 0 x ∈ Rd

∂tu(x, 0) = g(x) x ∈ Rd .

We have

0 =

∫
Rd

∫ T

0
(c−2(x)vtt(x, t) + a(x)∂tv(x, t)−∆v(x, t))q(x, t)dtdx

=

∫
Rd

c−2(x)(∂tv(x, t)q(x, t)− v(x, t)qt(x, t))|T0 dx

+

∫
Rd

∫ T

0
c−2(x)v(x, t)qtt(x, t)dtdx+

∫
Rd

a(x)v(x, t)q(x, t)dx|T0

−
∫
Rd

∫ T

0
a(x)v(x, t)qt(x, t)dtdx−

∫
Rd

∫ T

0
v(x, t)∆q(x, t)dtdx

=

∫
Rd

c−2(x)[∂tv(x, T )q(x, T )− v(x, T )qt(x, T )− ∂tv(x, 0)q(x, 0) + v(x, 0)qt(x, 0)]dx

+

∫
Rd

a(x)[v(x, T )q(x, T )− v(x, 0)q(x, 0)]dx

+

∫
Rd

∫ T

0
[c−2(x)qtt(x, t)− a(x)qt(x, t)−∆q(x, t)]v(x, t)dtdx

=

∫
Rd

c−2(x)[u(x, T )g(x)− v(x, T )c2(x)a(x)g(x)

− f(x)q(x, 0)]dx+

∫
Rd

a(x)v(x, T )g(x)dx.

Therefore
∫
Rd c

−2(x)[(WT f)(x)g(x)− f(x)q(x, 0)]dx = 0, which is W∗ g = χΩq(·, 0)

3.4 Numerical details

For the implementation, all involved functions and operators are discretized and imple-

mented in Matlab. We discretize the photoacoustic source, sound speed, and attenuation

coefficient on a regular 201× 201 Cartesian grid on the domain [−1, 1]2 and the solution

of the wave equation up to time T on an 801 × 801 Cartesian grid covering the domain

[−4, 4]2. We use 600 discrete time steps in the time interval [0, 3]. All algorithms require

the forward map A as the discretization of MI XW and A∗ as the discretization of the

adjoint map W∗X∗MI . This is realized by discretizing each factor as described next.
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Wave operator: For computing W and its adjoint, we numerically solve the forward

damped wave equation (1.1)-(1.3) and the adjoint equation (3.4)-(3.6) with a variant

of the k-space method described in [11, Appendix A.2]. The k-space method is based

on a Fourier expansion in the spatial variable [24, 7] and gives periodic solutions. The

dimensions have been selected such that neither the forward solution on [−4, 4]2 nor the

adjoint solution in Ω are affected by the periodic extension.

Radon transform: The Radon transform X of the 801×801 final time pressure is com-

puted for 1000 directions evenly distributed in [0◦, 180◦] and evaluated with the Matlab

built-in function radon.m. The adjoint is computed with the built-in function iradon.m

using the Ram-Lak filter accounting for the preconditioning mentioned above.

Data restriction: In the full angular case, we require the Radon transform Xh(θ, s)

for values |s| ≥ 1. This will be realized simply by a mask taking the values either 0 (if

|s| < 1) or 1 (if |s| ≥ 1). The same strategy is followed for including a limited angular

range where the mask has value one for angles in the available angular range. For the

numerical simulations below, we use a missing angular range of 45◦. The effect of this

can be seen in the last two images in Figure 1.

CGNE FBS CP

Figure 2: Results for full angular data where the top row shows the optimal reconstruc-
tions and the bottom row the relative reconstruction errors depending on the iteration
index. Left: CGNE iterative regularization. Middle: FBS for quadratic regularization.
Right: CP for TV-regularization.
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3.5 Numerical results

Next, we present some results of our numerical simulations. We consider both the full an-

gular range as well as the limitedangle case. As the ill-posedness of inverting MI XW is

governed by the ill-posedness of MI X, the problem is only mildly ill-posed in the full an-

gular case but severely ill-posed in the limited angle case. The data has been numerically

computed using the discrete forward maps outlined above, and we additionally added

Gaussian white noise with a standard deviation of 0.5% of the mean of the simulated

data over all data pixels.

Full angular range: We first use the complete angular data shown in the bottom mid-

dle image in Figure 1. All iterative regularization methods performed similarly, and we

selected the CGNE for the presented results, which was slightly faster than the Landwe-

ber and the steepest descent method. Besides that, we show results using FBS with a

quadratic regularizer and the CP algorithm for TV regularization. Reconstruction re-

sults and the relative ℓ2 reconstruction error as a function of the iteration index for all

three methods are shown in Figure 2. In any case, the reconstruction with minimal rel-

ative reconstruction error is shown, which is 0.27, 0.19, and 0.11 for CGNE, quadratic

regularization, and TV regularization, respectively.

CGNE FBS CP

Figure 3: Results for limited angular data where the top row shows the optimal re-
constructions and the bottom row the relative reconstruction errors depending on the
iteration index. Left: CGNE iterative regularization. Middle: FBS for quadratic regu-
larization. Right: CP for TV-regularization
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Limited view data: As another set of results, we restrict the angular range to [45◦, 180◦].

We again present results for CGNE, FBS with a quadratic regularizer, and the CP al-

gorithm for TV regularization. Reconstruction results and the relative ℓ2 reconstruction

error as a function of the iteration index for all three methods are shown in Figure 3. In

any case, the reconstruction with minimal relative reconstruction error is shown, which is

0.39, 0.27, and 0.21 for CGNE, quadratic regularization, and TV regularization, respec-

tively.

Discussion: In all our tests, the CGNE, as well as other iterative regularization tech-

niques, turned out to be semi-convergent, reflecting the ill-posedness of the full-field PAT

problem due to the involved Radon transform. Thus, the error decreases until a cer-

tain iteration and then starts increasing. Early stopping of iterations, which also means

imposing regularization on the reconstruction process, yields a stable approximate so-

lution. As another regularization technique, we use variational methods with either a

quadratic regularizer R(X) = ∥D(X)∥22 or the TV penalty R(X) = ∥D(X)∥1. For the

quadratic regularizer, we use forward-backward splitting, and for the TV penalty, we use

the Chambolle-Pock primal-dual algorithm. As can be seen from Figures 2 and 3, all

methods are stable and convergent for both scenarios. In terms of approximating the

ground truth image, the TV method yields fewer artifacts and a smaller reconstruction

error. The reconstruction errors are sharp near the boundary, which reflects the choice

of the TV term.

4 Conclusions

In this paper, we considered the full-field attenuated PAT problem with variable sound

speed and variable damping. The associated inverse problem is a combination of an

initial-to-final wave inversion problem and the X-ray transform. The latter is theoretically

already well investigated, which is not the case for the wave inversion part. In this

paper, we established the uniqueness and stability of wave inversion, showing that the

ill-posedness is guided by the X-ray transform part. From the practical side, we used

iterative and variational regularization techniques, including conjugate gradient, forward-

backward splitting, and the CP method. All methods produced quite accurate results.

Among these, in both full-angle and limited-angle data contaminated with noise, the

Chambolle-Pock method applied to the TV regularization term performed the best. An

interesting line of future work is the application of learning techniques, from which we

expect further improvement. Another aspect we will work on is the application to real-

world data and specific limited data constraints there.
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