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Abstract. The Rytov approximation has been commonly used to obtain re-

constructed images for optical tomography. However, the method requires
linearization of the nonlinear inverse problem. Here, we demonstrate non-

linear Rytov approximations by developing the inverse Rytov series for the

time-dependent diffusion equation. The method is experimentally verified.

1. Introduction

Optical tomography obtains reconstructed images similar to the X-ray computed
tomography [1]. However, the inverse problem for optical tomography becomes non-
linear and severely ill-posed because near-infrared light, which is used for optical
tomography, is multiply scattered in biological tissue [2]. One way to obtain re-
constructed images is to solve the minimization problem for a cost function by an
iterative scheme. Such iterative methods do not work especially for clinical research,
in which less a priori knowledge is available compared with phantom experiments;
choosing a good initial guess is difficult and the calculation is trapped by a local
minimum since the cost function of optical tomography has a complicated land-
scape with local minima. The other way is to directly reconstruct perturbation of a
coefficient. The Born and Rytov approximations are known in the direct approach.
The Rytov approximation has been used in practical situations including optical
tomography for the breast cancer [3] and brain function [4]. It was numerically
demonstrated that the Rytov approximation appeared superior [5]. In this paper,
we will develop the latter approach of perturbation and consider nonlinear Rytov
approximations.

The inverse Born series has been developed to invert the Born series [6]. The
inverse Born series was considered for the Helmholtz equation [7], the diffusion
equation [8, 9], and the inverse scattering problem [10]. Its mathematical properties
and recursive algorithm were developed [11, 12]. Furthermore, the inverse Born
series was studied for the Calderón problem [13], scalar waves [14], the inverse
transport problem [15], electromagnetic scattering [16], discrete inverse problems
[17], and the Bremmer series [18]. In [19, 20], the inverse Born series was extended
to Banach spaces. In [21], a modified Born series with unconditional convergence
was proposed and its inverse series was studied. In [22], the convergence theorem for
the inverse Born series has recently been improved. A reduced inverse Born series
was proposed [23]. The inverse Born series was extended to a nonlinear equation
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[24]. Its convergence, stability, and approximation error were proved under Hs

norm [25].
The comparison of the Born and Rytov approximations has been discussed [26,

27]. It is known that better reconstructed images can be obtained by the Rytov
approximation. To extend the Rytov approximation, the inversion of the Rytov
series has been studied. In [28], the inversion for the Helmholtz equation was
performed but no general way of considering nonlinear terms was obtained. In [29],
the inversion of the Rytov series was studied but each term in the obtained series
contains infinitely many higher-order terms and numerical reconstruction based on
the obtained series was not feasible. In [30], the inverse Rytov series was constructed
to invert the Rytov series. Each term in the inverse Rytov series can be recursively
computed. In this paper, by developing [30], we will consider the inverse Rytov
series for diffuse optical tomography in time domain and furthermore verify the
inverse series experimentally.

2. Methods

2.1. Forward series. Let Ω be the half-space in R3. The boundary of Ω is denoted
by ∂Ω. Let c be the speed of light in Ω. Let xs ∈ Ω be the position of the source.
The energy density u(x, t;xs) (x ∈ Ω, t ∈ (0, T )) of near-infrared light in biological
tissue is governed by the following diffusion equation.

∂tu−D0∆u+ αu = S, (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ),

u = 0, (x, t) ∈ ∂Ω× (0, T ),

u = 0, x ∈ Ω, t = 0,

where S(x, t) is the source term and D0 = c/(3µ′
s) > 0 is the diffusion coefficient

with the reduced scattering coefficient µ′
s. The positive constant α = cµa is given

by c and the absorption coefficient µa. Let δ(·) be Dirac’s delta function. The
source term is given by

S(x, t) = gδ(x− xs)h(t),

where h(t) is the temporal profile of the light source, g > 0 is a constant. We

suppose that measurements are performed at MSD places on ∂Ω: xs = x
(i)
s =

(x
(i)
s1 , x

(i)
s2 , ℓ) for i = 1, . . . ,MSD. The positive constant ℓ will be set to ℓ = 1/µ′

s.
We write α as

α(x) = (1 + η(x))α0

with constant α0 > 0. We assume that η|x∈∂Ω = 0.
When the measurement of diffuse optical tomography is performed, the re-

flectance Γ(i)(t) or the energy current in the normal direction is observed:

Γ(i)(t) = −D0
∂

∂x3
u
(
x
(i)
d , t;x(i)s

)
, x

(i)
d ∈ ∂Ω.

Here we assumed that the out-going light at point x
(i)
d ∈ ∂Ω is observed for each

source at x
(i)
s (i = 1, . . . ,MSD).

Let u0 be the solution to the following diffusion equation.
∂tu0 −D0∆u0 + α0u0 = S, (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ),

u0 = 0, (x, t) ∈ ∂Ω× (0, T ),

u0 = 0, x ∈ Ω, t = 0.

(1)
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We introduce the Green’s function G(x, x′; t − t′) as the solution of (1) when S is
replaced by δ(x− x′)δ(t− t′). We obtain

G(x, x′; t) =
e−α0t

(4πD0t)3/2
e−

(x1−x′
1)2+(x2−x′

2)2

4D0t

(
e−

(x3−x′
3)2

4D0t − e−
(x3+x′

3)2

4D0t

)
,

for t > 0 and G = 0 if t < 0. We note that

∂

∂x3
G(x, x′; t) =

e−α0t

(4πD0)3/2D0
t−5/2x′3e

− (x1−x′
1)2+(x2−x′

2)2+(x′
3)2

4D0t , x ∈ ∂Ω, x′ ∈ Ω

for 0 < t < T . Using the Green’s function, u0 can be written as

u0(x, t;xs) = g

∫ t

0

G(x, xs; t− s)h(s) ds.

By subtraction, we have

u(x, t;xs)− u0(x, t;xs) = −α0

∫ t

0

∫
Ω

G(x, x′; t− t′)η(x′)u(x′, t′;xs) dx
′dt′.

Thus we can construct the Born series as

u = u0 + u1 + · · · ,

where

un(x, t;xs) = −α0

∫ t

0

∫
Ω

G(x, x′; t− t′)η(x′)un−1(x
′, t′;xs) dx

′dt′

for n = 1, 2, . . . . We can write

un(x, t;xs) = − (Knη ⊗ · · · ⊗ η) (x, t;xs), n = 1, 2, . . . .

Here,

(Knη ⊗ · · · ⊗ η) (x, t;xs) = (−1)n+1αn0

∫ T

0

∫
Ω

· · ·
∫ T

0

∫
Ω

G(x, y1; t− s1)η(y1)G(y1, y2; s1 − s2)η(y2)

× · · · ×G(yn−1, yn; sn−1 − sn)η(yn)u0(yn, sn;xs) dy1ds1 · · · dyndsn.

We consider another Born series as

w = w0 + w1 + · · · ,

where

w(xd, t;xs) =
∂

∂x3
u(xd, t;xs), xd ∈ ∂Ω, xs ∈ Ω, 0 < t < T.

We obtain

w0(xd, t;xs) = g

∫ t

0

∂G

∂x3
(xd, xs; t− s)h(s) ds,

and for n ≥ 1,

wn(xd, t;xs) = −α0

∫ t

0

∫
Ω

∂G

∂x3
(xd, x

′; t− t′)η(x′)un−1(x
′, t′;xs) dx

′dt′.

We express wn as

wn(xd, t;xs) = − (K ′
nη ⊗ · · · ⊗ η) (xd, t;xs), n = 1, 2, . . . ,
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where

(K ′
nη ⊗ · · · ⊗ η) (xd, t;xs) = (−1)n+1αn0

∫ T

0

∫
Ω

· · ·
∫ T

0

∫
Ω

∂G

∂x3
(xd, y1; t− s1)η(y1)

×G(y1, y2; s1 − s2)η(y2)× · · · ×G(yn−1, yn; sn−1 − sn)η(yn)u0(yn, sn;xs) dy1ds1 · · · dyndsn.

We note the relation

(K ′
nη ⊗ · · · ⊗ η) (xd, t;xs) = −α0

∫ t

0

∫
Ω

∂G

∂x3
(xd, y; t− s)η(y) (Kn−1η ⊗ · · · ⊗ η) (y, s;xs) dyds.

Let us consider the Rytov series for wj as

w = w0e
−ψ1−ψ2−···,

where [30]

ψn(xd, xs; t) =

n∑
m=1

(−1)m

mw0(xd, t;xs)m

∑
j1+···+jm=n

wj1(xd, t;xs) · · ·wjm(xd, t;xs)

for n = 1, 2, . . . . We can write

ψn(xd, xs; t) = (Jnη ⊗ · · · ⊗ η) (xd, t;xs).

We have

(Jnη ⊗ · · · ⊗ η) (xd, t;xs) =

n∑
m=1

1

mw0(xd, t;xs)n

×
∑

j1+···+jm=n

(
(K ′

j1η ⊗ · · · ⊗ η)(xd, t;xs)
)
· · ·

(
(K ′

jmη ⊗ · · · ⊗ η)(xd, t;xs)
)
.

2.2. Phantom experiments. To test the proposed algorithm, the following phan-
tom experiment was performed using TRS-21 (Hamamatsu Photonics K. K., Japan).
A solid phantom with an absorber rod (INO, Canada) was prepared and optical
fibers for the source and detector were attached with a holder as shown in the left
panel of Fig. 1. As shown in the middle panel of Fig. 1, the absorber rod of diameter
6mm was embedded 6mm below the surface of the phantom. The right panel of
Fig. 1 shows a photo of the actual experiment setup.

The optical properties of the phantom were µ′
s = 1mm−1, µa = 0.01mm−1, and

n = 1.51 (n is the refractive index of the phantom). The absorber rod shares the
same µ′

s and n but µa = 0.03mm−1 (This means η = 2).
Given that the absorber rod penetrated the phantom in one direction (from front

to back), the holder was moved in another direction (from left to right, perpendic-
ular to the rod) with a pitch 3mm. That is, time-resolved photon counts were
taken three times at one position and the holder was moved 3mm to the right.
At each position, the average of three measurements was taken. There were nine

measurement points (MSD = 9): x
(1)
s1 = 0, x

(2)
s1 = 3mm, x

(3)
s1 = 6mm , x

(4)
s1 = 9mm,

x
(5)
s1 = 12mm, x

(6)
s1 = 15mm, x

(7)
s1 = 18mm, x

(8)
s1 = 21mm, and x

(9)
s1 = 24mm both

for the SD distance x
(i)
d1 − x

(i)
s1 = 2 cm and 3 cm (i = 1, . . . ,MSD).

At each point (x
(i)
s1 , x

(i)
d1 ) (i = 1, . . . ,MSD), arrived photons are scored every 10 ps

with T = 10.23 ns. To obtain Γ0,Γ, we took the moving average for every temporal
profile by taking five points before and after each time (average of 11 temporal
points). Here, Γ0 is the reflectance which corresponds to u0.
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Figure 1. The phantom. (Left) Schematic figure of the phantom
experiment. (Middle) A cross section of the phantom. (Right) The
experimental setup.

In each temporal profile, we considered the time period during t1 ≤ t ≤ t2 for
which the peak of the temporal profile lies. We set t1 = 0.25 ns, t2 = 0.45 ns.
Indeed, the peak of the source h(t) is approximately at t1. Define

Ψ(x
(i)
d , x(i)s ; t) = ln

Γ
(i)
0 (t)

Γ(i)(t)
, t1 ≤ t ≤ t2,

where Γ
(i)
0 (t),Γ(i)(t) are reflectances Γ0,Γ for the ith SD (source-detector) pair.

With unknown positive constants C0i, Ci, we can write

Γ
(i)
0 (t) = C0iw0(x

(i)
d , t;x(i)s ), Γ(i)(t) = Ciw(x

(i)
d , t;x(i)s ), t1 ≤ t ≤ t2.

The constants C0i, Ci depend on experimental conditions and in many cases take
different values for different i. We have

Ψ(x
(i)
d , x(i)s ; t) = ln

w0(x
(i)
d , t;x

(i)
s )

w(x
(i)
d , t;x

(i)
s )

+ ln
C0i

Ci
= ψ(x

(i)
d , x(i)s ; t) + ln

C0i

Ci
.

Let us define

ϕ(x
(i)
d , x(i)s ; t) = Ψ(x

(i)
d , x(i)s ; t+τ)−Ψ(x

(i)
d , x(i)s ; t) = ψ(x

(i)
d , x(i)s ; t+τ)−ψ(x(i)d , x(i)s ; t),

where τ > 0 is a constant. We set τ = 20ps. Then we have

ϕ(x
(i)
d , x(i)s ; t) = I1(η)(x

(i)
d , x(i)s ; t) + I2(η)(x

(i)
d , x(i)s ; t) + · · · ,

where

In(η)(x
(i)
d , x(i)s ; t) = Jn(η)(x

(i)
d , x(i)s ; t+ τ)− Jn(η)(x

(i)
d , x(i)s ; t), n = 1, 2, . . . .

We will reconstruct η from the data ϕ(x
(i)
s , t) using the series for In(η).



6

2.3. Recursive algorithm for the inverse series. We assume that η(x) is in-
dependent of x2 and write η = η(x1, x3). The light emitted at xs = (xs1, 0, ℓ) is
detected at xd = (xd1, 0, 0). For spatial variables y1, y3 and time t, discretization is
done as follows:

y
(l1)
1 = l1∆x, y

(l3)
3 = l3∆x, t(k) = (k − 1)∆t,

where ∆t is the temporal resolution of measurements, ∆x > 0, and

1 ≤ l1 ≤ N1, 1 ≤ l3 ≤ N3, 1 ≤ k ≤ NT .

In our optical tomography, (N1, N3,∆x) = (60, 40, 0.5mm), (30, 20, 1mm), or (15, 10, 2mm).
Moreover, ∆t = 10ps, NT = 200.

Let us define vectors K0 ∈ RMSDNT , K′
0 ∈ RMSDNT , K′

1 ∈ RMSDNT , K1 ∈
RN1N3MSDNT as

{K0}k+(i−1)NT
= −g

∫ t(k)

0

G
(
x
(i)
d1 , 0, 0

+, x
(i)
s1 , 0, 0

+; t(k) − s
)
h(s) ds,

{K′
0}k+(i−1)NT

= −g
∫ t(k)

0

∂G

∂x3

(
x
(i)
d1 , 0, x

(i)
s1 , x

(i)
s2 , ℓ; t

(k) − s
)
h(s) ds,

{K′
1(b)}k+(i−1)NT

= α0(∆x)
2
N1∑
l′1=1

N3∑
l′3=1

∫ T

0

∂G

∂x3

(
x
(i)
d1 , 0, 0, y

(l′1)
1 , 0, y

(l′3)
3 ; t(k) − s

)
× {b}l′1+(l′3−1)N1

u0

(
y
(l′1)
1 , 0, y

(l′3)
3 , x

(i)
s1 , 0, ℓ; s

)
ds,

and
{K1(b)}k+(i−1)NT+(l1−1)MSDNT+(l3−1)N1MSDNT

= α0(∆x)
2
N1∑
l′1=1

N3∑
l′3=1

∫ T

0

G
(
x
(l1)
1 , 0, x

(l3)
3 , y

(l′1)
1 , 0, y

(l′3)
3 ; t(k) − s

)
× {b}l′1+(l′3−1)N1

u0

(
y
(l′1)
1 , 0, y

(l′3)
3 , x

(i)
s1 , 0, ℓ; s

)
ds.

For n ≥ 2, we define K′
n(b1, . . . ,bn) ∈ RMSDNT , Kn(b1, . . . ,bn) ∈ RN1N3MSDNT as

{K′
n(b1, . . . ,bn)}k+(i−1)NT

= −α0(∆x)
2∆t

NT∑
k′=1

N1∑
l′1=1

N3∑
l′3=1

∂G

∂x3

(
x
(i)
d1 , 0, 0, y

(l′1)
1 , 0, y

(l′3)
3 ; t(k) − t(k

′)
)

× {bn}l′1+(l′3−1)N1

× {Kn−1(b1, . . . ,bn−1)}k′+(i−1)NT+(l′1−1)MSDNT+(l′3−1)N1MSDNT
,

and

{Kn(b1, . . . ,bn)}k+(i−1)NT+(l1−1)MSDNT+(l3−1)N1MSDNT

= −α0(∆x)
2∆t

NT∑
k′=1

N1∑
l′1=1

N3∑
l′3=1

G
(
x
(l1)
1 , 0, x

(l3)
3 , y

(l′1)
1 , 0, y

(l′3)
3 ; t(k) − t(k

′)
)

× {bn}l′1+(l′3−1)N1
{Kn−1(b1, . . . ,bn−1)}k′+(i−1)NT+(l′1−1)MSDNT+(l′3−1)N1MSDNT

.

We set
nt = n2 − n1 + 1,
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where t1 = n1∆t and t2 = n2∆t. We introduce Jn(b1, . . . ,bn) ∈ RMSD(nt+1) as

{Jn(b1, . . . ,bn)}k−n1+1+(i−1)(nt+1) =

n∑
m=1

(−1)m

m{K′
0}mk+(i−1)NT

×
∑

j1+···+jm=n

{K′
j1(b1, . . . ,bj1)}k+(i−1)NT

· · ·

× {K′
jm(bn−jm+1, . . . ,bn)}k+(i−1)NT

for k = n1, . . . , n2 + 1. We note that

{J1(b)}k−n1+1+(i−1)(nt+1) = − 1

{K′
0}k+(i−1)NT

{K′
1(b)}k+(i−1)NT

, k = n1, . . . , n2+1.

Let us define matrix J1 ∈ RMSD(nt+1)×N1N3 as

{J1}k−n1+1+(i−1)(nt+1),l1+(l3−1)N1

= − α0(∆x)
2

{K′
0}k+(i−1)NT

∫ T

0

∂G

∂x3

(
x
(i)
d1 , 0, 0, y

(l1)
1 , 0, y

(l3)
3 ; t(k) − s

)
× u0

(
y
(l1)
1 , 0, y

(l3)
3 , x

(i)
s1 , x

(i)
s2 , ℓ; s

)
ds, k = n1, . . . , n2 + 1, i = 1, . . . ,MSD.

Then we can write
J1(η) = J1η.

Let J 1 ∈ RN1N3×MSD(nt+1) be a regularized pseudoinverse of J1.
Let us define vector Ψ as

{Ψ}k−n1+1+(i−1)(nt+1) = ln
C0iw0

(
x
(i)
1 , 0, 0, t(k)

)
Ciw

(
x
(i)
1 , 0, 0, t(k)

) , k = n1, . . . , n2+1, i = 1, . . . ,MSD.

By taking the time difference, we obtain

{ϕ}k−n1+1+(i−1)nt
= {Ψ}k−n1+2+(i−1)(nt+1)−{Ψ}k−n1+1+(i−1)(nt+1), k = n1, . . . , n2, i = 1, . . . ,MSD.

We have

{ϕ}k+(i−1)nt
= {I1(η)}k+(i−1)nt

+{I2(η)}k+(i−1)nt
+· · · , k = 1, . . . , nt, i = 1, . . . ,MSD.

where for each n = 1, 2, . . . ,

{In(η)}k−n1+1+(i−1)nt
= {Jn(η)}k−n1+2+(i−1)(nt+1) − {Jn(η)}k−n1+1+(i−1)(nt+1)

for k = n1, . . . , n2, i = 1, . . . ,MSD. The matrix I1 ∈ RMSDnt×N1N3 is introduced
similarly:

{I1}k−n1+1+(i−1)nt,l1+(l3−1)N1
= {J1}k−n1+2+(i−1)(nt+1),l1+(l3−1)N1

−{J1}k−n1+1+(i−1)(nt+1),l1+(l3−1)N1

for k = n1, . . . , n2, i = 1, . . . ,MSD. Then we can write

I1(η) = I1η.

Let I1 ∈ RN1N3×MSDnt be a regularized pseudoinverse of I1. We write

η1 = I1ϕ,

where
{η1}l1+(l3−1)N1

= η1(x
(l1)
1 , 0, x

(l3)
3 ).

To solve the inverse problem, we introduce

η
(1)
j = I1aj (j = 1, . . . , n)
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for vectors a1, . . . ,an ∈ RMSDnt . The inverse series for the forward series I1+I2+· · ·
can be recursively constructed as follows. Let us introduce vectors I(a1, . . . ,an) ∈
RN1N3 which have a recursive structure:

I1(a1) = η
(1)
1 ,

In(a1, . . . ,an) = −
n−1∑
m=1

∑
j1+···+jm=n

Im
(
Ij1(η

(1)
1 , . . . ,η

(1)
j1

), . . . , Ijm(η
(1)
n−jm+1, . . . ,η

(1)
n )

)
for n ≥ 2. We note that the number of compositions for j1 + · · · + jm = n is
(n− 1)!/[(m− 1)!(n−m)!].

Let us express the Nth-order Rytov approximation as

η(N) = η1 + · · ·+ ηN ,

where

ηn = In(ψ, . . . ,ψ), n = 1, . . . , N.

Then the reconstructed absorption coefficient is written as

µa(x
(l1)
1 , 0, x

(l3)
3 ) =

(
1 + {η(N)}l1+(l3−1)N1

)
µa0,

where µa0 = α0/c.

3. Results

Reconstructed images are shown in Figs. 2 through 5. In each figure, the left
panel shows the linear reconstruction (N = 1), i.e., the conventional Rytov approx-
imation, the center panel shows the reconstruction for N = 2, and the right panel
is the reconstructed image when N = 3. The black circle in each panel shows the
true position of the absorber rod. In all cases, 9 largest singular values were used.
The SD distance dSD was 2 cm for Figs. 2, 3, and 4. In Fig. 5, dSD = 3 cm. For the
resolution, ∆x = 2mm in Fig. 2, ∆x = 1mm in Fig. 3, ∆x = 0.5mm in Fig. 4, and
∆x = 1mm for Fig. 5.

Figure 2. In the case of dSD = 2 cm and ∆x = 2mm. Recon-
structed images, from the left, N = 1 (the conventional Rytov
approximation), N = 2, and N = 3. The true position of the ab-
sorber rod is shown by a black circle.
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Figure 3. In the case of dSD = 2 cm and ∆x = 1mm. Recon-
structed images, from the left, N = 1 (the conventional Rytov
approximation), N = 2, and N = 3. The true position of the ab-
sorber rod is shown by a black circle.

Figure 4. In the case of dSD = 2 cm and ∆x = 0.5mm. Re-
constructed images, from the left, N = 1 (the conventional Rytov
approximation), N = 2, and N = 3. The true position of the ab-
sorber rod is shown by a black circle.

Figure 5. In the case of dSD = 3 cm and ∆x = 1mm. Recon-
structed images, from the left, N = 1 (the conventional Rytov
approximation), N = 2, and N = 3. The true position of the ab-
sorber rod is shown by a black circle.

4. Discussion

Since the ratio of the absorption coefficients inside and outside the absorber rod
is large (µa = 0.03mm−1 and 0.01mm−1) and η = 2, the inverse series does not
converge and the reconstruction of the value of η is difficult. However, Figs. 2,
3, and 4 show that the target is more clearly reconstructed if nonlinear terms are
added.

We found in [31] that the depth of the center of the banana is dSD/(2
√
2), where

dSD is the distance between the source and detector. According to this formula,
the depth of the banana is 7.1mm. When the SD distance 3 cm, the depth of the
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banana is 10.6mm, which is deeper than the depth of the absorber rod. Hence the
reconstruction in Fig. 5 was not successful.

In this paper, it was assumed a priori that the absorber rod penetrated the phan-
tom. Three dimensional reconstruction is necessary unless this fact is used. In this
case, the formulation developed in this paper can be extended in a straightforward
manner.

We note that in many cases diffuse optical tomography in time domain can be
formulated using the time-independent diffusion equation by the Laplace or Fourier
transform. In this case, the reconstruction can be done using the inverse Rytov
series in [30], which was developed for the time-independent diffusion equation.

5. Conclusion

In [30], the inverse Rytov series was first constructed for the time-independent
diffusion equation. In this paper, we have developed the inverse Rytov series in time
domain. To handle experimental time-resolved data, we considered the forward
series by the subtraction of the Rytov series. Then the corresponding inverse series
could be computed recursively. We used nonlinear Rytov approximations which are
proposed in this paper to obtain reconstructed images for the phantom experiment.
By this, the use of the inverse Rytov series was demonstrated.
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