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Abstract

We develop an algorithm for reconstruction of elastic strain fields from
their Longitudinal Ray Transform (LRT) in either two or three dimensions.
In general, the LRT only determines the solenoidal part of a symmetric ten-
sor field, but elastic strain fields additionally satisfy mechanical equilibrium,
an extra condition that allows for full reconstruction in many cases. Our
method provides full reconstruction for general elastic strain fields in con-
nected objects whose boundary only contains one component, while previous
results included other requirements such as no residual stress, or zero bound-
ary traction. This allows for full reconstruction in energy resolved neutron
transmission imaging for simple objects. Along the way, we prove that the
LRT of a potential rank-2 tensor restricted to a bounded set determines the
potential on the boundary of the set up to infinitesimal rigid motions on each
component of the boundary. The method is demonstrated with numerical
examples in two dimensions.

Keywords: Strain tomography, Longitudinal Ray Transform, Bragg edge,
Neutron transmission
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1. Introduction and background

Energy resolved neutron transmission imaging [1, 2, 3] poses a range of
rich-tomography problems where the aim is to reconstruct non-scalar spa-
tially distributed information from projected images (potentially non-scalar).
Bragg-edge strain tomography is a prominent example where the aim is to
reconstruct the triaxial elastic strain field within a sample (a rank-2 tensor)
from a set of scalar neutron transmission-based strain images [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9].

With reference to Figure 1, this technique revolves around measuring
inter-atomic lattice spacings within a sample from abrupt changes in neu-
tron transmission rate as a function of wavelength. Known as ‘Bragg-edges’,
these changes are due to coherent elastic scattering and occur at well-defined
wavelengths related to the crystal structure and lattice spacing. Relative
change in the location of these edges provides a direct measurement of elas-
tic strain within a sample of interest. A detailed overview of the technique
and its application can be found in the literature (e.g. see [9]), however the
salient features from our point of view is that the measured value of strain
at each pixel is the longitudinal projection of elastic strain, ϵ, averaged along
the path of a corresponding ray of the form

1

L

∫ L

0

ϵij(x0 + tξ)ξiξjdt, (1)

where x0 is the point on the surface where the ray enters the sample, L is
the projected thickness of the sample (as observed by the ray) and ξ is a unit
vector indicating the direction of the ray (see Figure 2). Strain measure-
ments of this type exclusively refer to the elastic component of strain; the
measurement is insensitive to inelastic strains due to plasticity, mechanical
interference, etc.

This physical measurement has a natural correspondence to the Longi-
tudinal Ray Transform (LRT), I, which can be written for f ∈ C∞

c (S2;R3)
as

If(s, ξ) =

∫ ∞

−∞
fij(s+ tξ)ξiξjdt. (2)

Note that the extension of I to all f ∈ L2(S2;R3) can be carried out in the
usual way (see below for definitions and notation). From this perspective,
the practical problem becomes one of reconstructing the strain field within
a sample from a set of measurements of its LRT.
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(a)

(b) (c) (d)

Figure 1: Bragg-edge imaging of strain at a pulsed neutron source. (a) Pulses of neutrons
are generated at a source (usually a spallation target) before travelling a fixed distance
down a guide to a sample and detector. High-energy (short wavelength) neutrons travel
faster and arrive before low-energy (long wavelength) neutrons; the time-of-flight of a
detected neutron is proportional to its wavelength. (b) Pixelated time-of-flight detectors
now allow for rich-imaging where a ‘radiograph’ consists of a stack of images - one for
each neutron wavelength in a spectrum. (c) At each pixel, Bragg-edges are formed at
wavelengths defined by the spacings of various crystal planes within the sample. Relative
change in the location of these edges provide a measure of strain averaged along the ray
paths. e.g. (d) A projected strain image from a steel ‘ring-and-plug’ reference sample
computed from relative shift in the (110) edge position. (adapted from data measured by
Gregg et.al. [6])

In a recent publication [10], we examine this problem in the context of
residual strain fields in R2 for samples satisfying mechanical equilibrium and
subject to zero boundary traction (i.e. no applied load). In such case, we were
able to construct and demonstrate a direct reconstruction technique based on
an inversion formula together with a relationship between Airy stress fields
and Helmholtz tensor decomposition for these systems. In this present paper,
we extend such approach to a general version in three-dimensions where
samples may be subject to external loads in addition to internal residual
stress.

We begin by defining our notation and the spaces we will use before
providing a brief review of the LRT and its inversion formulas. We follow
this with a discussion of the key points of our prior work and its adaptation
to a general reconstruction algorithm for R2 and R3. This algorithm is then
demonstrated numerically on an example in R2.
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Figure 2: Geometry of a ray passing from a source, through the sample Ω, to a detector.

2. Notation and function spaces

We largely adopt the same notation as our previous paper [10] and work in
the following spaces, with Θ a domain, with Lipschitz boundary if bounded,
in Rn where n = 2, 3:

L2(Sm; Θ) – The space of square-integrable rank-m symmetric tensor
fields on Θ. We are particularly interested in the case of m = 2;

H1(Sm; Θ) – The subspace of L2(Sm; Θ) of fields whose weak first
derivatives are all square-integrable;

C∞(Sm; Θ) – The space of smooth rank-m symmetric tensor fields on
Θ with continuous derivatives of all orders.

We make use of the following differential operators:

d – The symmetric gradient operator. For f ∈ C∞(Sm; Θ), df ∈
C∞(Sm+1; Θ) will be the symmetric derivative defined in [11]. This
coincides with the gradient when m = 0 and for u ∈ C∞(S1; Θ)

[du]ij =
1

2

(
∂ui

∂xj

+
∂uj

∂xi

)
,
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or equivalently du = 1
2

(
∇ ⊗ u + (∇ ⊗ u)T

)
, where ⊗ is the dyadic

product;

Div – The divergence operator which is the formal adjoint of −d and
maps C∞(Sm+1; Θ) → C∞(Sm; Θ). This is the contraction of the gra-
dient of a tensor field and for the general formula see [11]. For u ∈
C∞(S1; Θ), Div(u) is the standard divergence of u. For f ∈ C∞(S2; Θ),

[Div(f)]i =
∂fij
∂xj

;

∆ – The Laplacian defined by ∆ = ∂2

∂xk∂xk
. Fractional powers of ∆, such

as that found in (4),(6) and, (8), are defined via the Fourier transform;

W – The Saint Venant operator. For f ∈ C∞(S2; Θ), Wf is a rank-4
tensor with components

[Wf ]ijkl =
∂2fij
∂xk∂xl

+
∂2fkl
∂xi∂xj

− ∂2fil
∂xj∂xk

− ∂2fjk
∂xi∂xl

.

For n = 3, Wf has six unique components that can also be specified
by the rank-2 symmetric incompatibility tensor Rf = ∇× (∇×f)T , or
component-wise [Rf ]ij = ekpielqj∇p∇qfkl where eijk is the Levi-Civita
permutation symbol. R is identical to the CURLCURL operator
defined in [12].

Additionally, we say that a tensor field is divergence-free if its divergence
is zero. The differential operators are initially defined on smooth tensor fields,
but can be extended to fields with distributional coefficients in the usual way.

We will mostly be concerned with tensors of rank either m = 1 or 2 and
use the standard notations f : g for contraction of rank-2 tensors and f ·g for
multiplication of a rank-2 tensor with a rank-1 tensor, or the dot product of
rank-1 tensors. When referring to components, we use standard summation
convention in the case of repeated indices.

3. LRT inversion formulas and Helmholtz decomposition

As discussed at length by others (e.g. [11]), the LRT has a large null
space consisting of ‘potential’ fields of the form du for any u that vanishes at
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infinity. This provides a natural Helmholtz decomposition of f into solenoidal
(divergence-free) and potential parts of the form

f = sf + du, (3)

where If = I sf .
The solenoidal part can be recovered from the LRT using an inversion

formula due to Sharafutdinov [11] which can be written in a general form for
f ∈ L2(Sm;Rn) as

sf = (−∆)1/2
[ [m/2]∑

k=0

ck(i−∆−1d2)kjk
]
µmIf, (4)

where ck are defined scalar coefficients, the operators i and j respectively refer
to product and contraction with the Kronecker tensor, and µm is the formal
adjoint of I when the measure on Sn−1 is normalised to one. In practical
terms, µm is related to the adjoint of the X-ray transform (i.e. scalar back-
projection)

X ∗g(x) =

∫
Sn−1

g(x, ξ)dξ,

where dξ is the surface measure on Sn−1. With X ∗ acting component-wise
and each back-projection weighted by the diadic product of ξ with itself
m-times, µm can be written

µm
i1i2...im

=
1

2πn/2
Γ
(
n
2

)
X ∗ξi1ξi2 ...ξim , (5)

where the constant factor is present because of the normalisation of the
measure on Sn−1 in [11].

For rank-2 strain ϵ ∈ L2(S2;R2), (4) can be written

sϵ =
1

4π
(−∆)1/2X ∗ξ ⊗ ξIϵ (6)

=
1

4π
X ∗Λξ ⊗ ξIϵ, (7)

where Λ is a ramp filter as used in standard Filtered Back Projection [10,
13, 14]. For ϵ ∈ L2(S2;R3)

sϵ =
1

4π2
(−∆)1/2

[
4− (I−∆−1d2)tr

]
X ∗ξ ⊗ ξIϵ, (8)
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where I is the rank-2 identity, and tr is the trace operator.
Our approach to the recovery of ϵ from Iϵ is to use these inversion formulas

together with physical laws to render the problem well-posed. This process
is outlined in the following section.

4. Reconstruction in the presence of boundary traction

Consider a bounded elastic body with Lipschitz boundary Ω ⊂ Rn for
n = 2, 3 in the absence of body forces (e.g. gravity, magnetic forces, etc.).
Mechanical equilibrium implies that stress, σ, at every point within Ω is
divergence-free which, when combined with Hooke’s law, holds that

Div(C : ϵ) = 0, (9)

where C is the usual 4-rank tensor of elastic constants (σij = Cijklϵkl).
From this perspective we formulate the following inverse problem that we

seek to solve;

Problem 1. Let Ω ⊂ Rn where n = 2, 3 be a bounded domain with Lipschitz
boundary. Consider ϵ ∈ L2(S2; Ω) such that Div(C : ϵ) = 0 where C is a
positive definite rank-4 tensor of elastic constants. We wish to recover ϵ from
its LRT Iϵ.

We now consider σ and ϵ to be extended by zero outside Ω and observe
that (9) holds everywhere except on ∂Ω. The key observation in our previous
paper was that a zero-traction boundary condition is equivalent to (9) being
satisfied on the boundary (at least in a distributional sense). This allowed
us to consider stress as divergence-free at all points in the domain, and in
this case for n = 2, we were able to;

1. Show that supp(sϵ) ⊂ Ω, and,

2. Applying elastic properties, express σ in terms of sϵ.

These results provided two separate avenues to fully recover ϵ in this special
case. In particular, one of these avenues involved calculating the potential
part of (3) as the solution to an elliptic differential equation following from
(9) along with with the boundary condition u|∂Ω = 0.

We now consider the more general case of samples in n = 2, 3 dimensions
that may be subject to external loads (i.e. non-zero boundary traction)
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Figure 3: Geometry of a ray passing through a sample Ω and intersecting the boundary
at multiple points.

in addition to residual stress (i.e. stress due to inelastic mechanisms such
as plastic deformation and phase changes). In this setting supp(ϵ) is still
restricted to Ω but supp(sϵ) and supp(du) may both be unbounded.

However, introducing the characteristic function

χ(x) =

{
1 for x ∈ Ω

0 otherwise

we can write

Iϵ = Iχϵ

= Iχ sϵ+ Iχdu.

Hence it is possible to write the LRT of the potential part restricted to
Ω as

Iχdu = Iϵ− Iχ sϵ (10)

Consider the ray represented by the line t 7→ s + tξ which passes though Ω
intersecting its boundary transversely at a sequence of points {tj}2Nj=1 (see
Figure 3). For this ray we can write (10) as

N∑
j=1

∫ t2j

t2j−1

[du]ij(s+ tξ)ξiξj dt = Iϵ(s, ξ)− Iχ sϵ(s, ξ),

8



or,
N∑
j=1

[
ui(s+ tξ)ξi

]t=t2j

t=t2j−1

= Iϵ(s, ξ)− Iχ sϵ(s, ξ). (11)

The right hand side of this expression is the residual we obtain by comparing
the LRT of ϵ to the LRT of sϵ masked to zero at all points outside Ω (easily
computed from the result of (6) or (8)). The left hand side represents cor-
responding differences in the longitudinal component of u at the entry and
exit points of the ray, and, numerically, it has been shown that this provides
enough information to recover u|∂Ω up to infinitesimal rigid body motions
[15]. In this context, u is interpreted as a displacement field and, in R2,
an infinitesimal rigid body motion (isometry) is any vector field of the form
(c1 − x2β, c2 + x1β) for scalar constants β, c1, c2 ≪ 1. Similarly, in R3 a
rigid body motion is any vector field of the form c+ β × x for suitably small
c, β ∈ R3.

On this basis, we form the following theorem;

Theorem 1. Let u ∈ H1(S1;Rn), n = 2, 3, and χ be the characteristic
function for Ω. The LRT of χdu determines u|∂Ω up to an infinitesimal rigid
body motion on each component of ∂Ω.

Remark 1. This theorem will allow the recovery of du within Ω through the
following principle. Given ϵ = sϵ+ du, (9) holds that

Div(C : du) = −Div(C : sϵ) (12)

within Ω. Combining this with a boundary condition for u obtained as above
gives a complete boundary value problem that uniquely defines u up to rigid
body motions which are in the null space of d.

Note that this can only be achieved in the case where each component of
Ω has a connected boundary; elastic strain following from relative rigid body
motion of disconnected components of ∂Ω from the same component of Ω are
in the null space of I.

To prove Theorem 1 we use [12, Theorem 3.3], which states the following.

Theorem 2. Let B ⊂ Rn, n = 2, 3, be a simply connected domain, and let
f ∈ L2(S2;B) be a rank-2 symmetric tensor field on B that satisfies that the
Saint Venant tensor Wf vanishes in B in the sense of distributions. Then
there exists a vector field u ∈ H1(S1;B) such that f = du.

9



Remark 2. The results in [12] are presented in R3 and from the perspective
of the CURLCURL operator. Nonetheless, there is a direct identification
of CURLCURL(f) and Wf ([12, Theorem 2.1 (b)]), and the proof of [12,
Theorem 3.3] can be quickly adapted to the 2 dimensional case. To prove the
2 dimensional version of [12, Theorem 3.3], only [12, Theorem 3.2-step (iii)]
needs to be slightly modified, using the following differential identities in R2

instead of [12, Theorem 2.1 (a)].

Lemma 1. Let Φ(f) = [Wf ]1122 be the only independent component in R2

of the Saint Venant tensor Wf , for f a rank-2 symmetric tensor field. The
following identities hold in the sense of distributions for u a vector field and
f a rank-2 symmetric tensor field in R2:

1. Φ(du) = 0.

2. ∆(tr(f)) = Φ(f) + Div(Div(f)).

3. ∆fij +
∂2

∂xi∂xj
tr(f) = δijΦ(f) +

∂
∂xi

[Div(f)]j +
∂

∂xj
[Div(f)]i, where i, j =

1, 2 and δij is the Kronecker tensor.

The proof of Theorem 1 is as follow.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let n = 2, 3. First assume that Ω ⊂ Rn is a simply
connected bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary (such that ∂Ω is the
boundary of Ω and that of Rn \ Ω).

Let u, v ∈ H1(S1;Rn) be such that the LRT of χdu equals the LRT of χdv.
Then f = χd(u − v) ∈ L2(S2;Rn) and the LRT of f vanishes everywhere,
which by Sharafutdinov [11, Theorem 2.12.3] implies that Wf = 0 in all of
Rn.

Let B be a ball of radius R centred at the origin be large enough such
that Ω ⊂ B. Since Ω is simply connected then Ω+ := B \Ω is connected and
its boundary contains ∂Ω.

By restricting f to B and using Theorem 2, there exist w ∈ H1(S1;B)
such that dw = f in B.

Inside of Ω, dw = f means dw = χd(u − v) = d(u − v), in other words
d(w − (u − v)) = 0 in Ω. Since Ω is a connected domain, this implies that
w − (u− v) = g in Ω, where g is a rigid body motion [16].

On the other hand, outside of Ω+, dw = f means dw = χd(u− v) = 0 in
Ω+. Since Ω+ is a connected domain, this implies that w = g+ in Ω+, where
g+ is a rigid body motion.
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Since w, u, v ∈ H1(S1;B) and ∂Ω is boundary of Ω ⊂ B and part of the
boundary of Ω+ ⊂ B, we get

w − (u− v) = g and w = g+ at ∂Ω,

in the H1/2(S1; ∂Ω) sense. From here, u − v = g+ − g at ∂Ω, i.e. u|∂Ω and
v|∂Ω are equal up to a rigid body motion.

When Ω is not simply connected, the only difference in the argument
is that Ω+ is not connected and it has one corresponding component for
each component of ∂Ω. Therefore, instead of a single g+, there will be one
independent rigid body motion gi for each component of ∂Ω.

5. Reconstruction of boundary displacement

5.1. Numerical approach

A 2D numerical scheme was constructed to compute the boundary dis-
placement from the LRT of a potential from the perspective of (11). This
was approached largely inline with prior work by Wensrich et al. [15] and
Hendriks et al. [8].

The process is based on a discretised version of a given boundary as a set
of nodal points {xi}li=1 ∈ ∂Ω with associated unknown displacement vectors
{ui}li=1. From this, the boundary displacement at an arbitrary point can
be expressed as a linear interpolation between neighbouring nodes. With
reference to Figure 4 and the left hand side of (11), this allows the following
approximation on the given ray

(uq − up) ≈ αquj + (1− αq)uj+1 − αpui − (1− αp)ui+1, (13)

where

αp =
||xp − xi+1||
||xi − xi+1||

and αq =
||xq − xj+1||
||xj − xj+1||

,

with a natural extension in the case of multiple entry and exit points.
From this we can construct a system of linear equations that can be

solved for the unknown nodal displacements; one equation for each ray that
intersects the boundary. For M rays, this has the form

A[M×2l]U[2l×1] = R[M×1], (14)

where A is a matrix of coefficients with each row constructed in line with (13),
U is a vector containing unknown components of the nodal displacements

11



Figure 4: A schematic of the numerical scheme to reconstruct u on a discretised boundary.

and R is a vector containing values of the LRT for each corresponding ray.
With sufficient rays (M > 2l) the system can be over determined, however
the insensitivity to rigid body motion will cause A to be rank deficient by
exactly three times the number of separate boundary components regardless
of the number of rays.

Once constructed, (14) can be solved using the Moore-Penrose pseudo-
inverse of A to yield U along with an arbitrary rigid body motion chosen to
minimise ||U || subject to (14).

5.2. Implementation and numerical stability

The scheme was implemented in MATLAB utilising the ‘polyxpoly’ in-
trinsic function to locate points of intersection between incident rays and
boundary segments.

Numerical stability of the process was investigated by examining the sin-
gular values of A for a range of different boundaries of one or more separate
components. Each of these boundary components was represented by an
ordered set of 1000 points in the plane. In each case, the matrix A was con-
structed based on 500 projections uniformly spaced over one rotation with
each projection consisting of multiple rays with an equal spacing of 0.03 units.

Figures 5 to 7 show the results of this process in terms of the range of
singular values ordered from highest to lowest. In each case the singular
values were approximately in the range of 0.1 to 10 except for a number of

12



Figure 5: Singular value decomposition of A for a non-convex 3-lobed shape. Top: Singular
values of A listed in decreasing order. Bottom: Zero-singular vectors of A.

‘zero’ singular values of the order of 10−15. As expected, the number of zero-
singular values corresponded to three times the number of separate boundary
components. Outside of these zero-singular values, the condition number of
A was very low; of the order of 102.

Also shown in Figures 5 to 7 are the singular vectors corresponding to
the zero singular values of A; representing a possible basis for the null-space
of N (A). These are depicted with red arrows showing the displacement of
corresponding black boundary nodes and blue lines drawn normal to the red
displacement vectors. In all cases, convergence of the blue lines to a single
point (sometimes at infinity) for each separate boundary component was
observed. These points represent instant centres of rotation for corresponding
rigid body motions of the boundaries.
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Figure 6: Singular value decomposition of A for a system consisting of a disk with a
circular hole. Top: Singular values of A listed in decreasing order. Bottom: Zero-singular
vectors of A.
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Figure 7: Singular value decomposition of A for a system consisting of three unconnected
disks. Top: Singular values of A listed in decreasing order. Bottom: Zero-singular vectors
of A.
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6. Reconstruction of ϵ from Iϵ

6.1. Numerical algorithm

Based on the above, numerical reconstruction of a plane-stress1 strain
field ϵ from Iϵ for an isotropic material can be carried out in the MATLAB
environment using the following procedure;

1. From a given discrete strain-sinogram, compute the three unique com-
ponents of sϵ based on (6). Practically this can be achieved by incre-
mental application of the ‘iradon’ intrinsic function with appropriate
weighting relative to the projection direction.

2. Calculate the derivatives of the reconstructed components of sϵ. This
can be implemented numerically in MATLAB by first transforming sϵ
to the Fourier domain using the ‘fft2’ and ‘fftshift’ intrinsic MAT-
LAB functions before multiplying by appropriate complex functions
of spatial frequency and transforming back to the real domain using
‘ifftshift’ and ‘ifft2’.

3. From these derivatives we can compute the right hand side of Equation
(12), which we now label b = −Div(C : sϵ) . Under two-dimensional
plane-stress conditions, and for an isotropic material, this can be writ-
ten

b1 = − E

1− ν2

(∂sϵ11
∂x1

+ ν
∂sϵ22
∂x1

+ (1− ν)
∂sϵ12
∂x2

)
, (15)

b2 = − E

1− ν2

(
ν
∂sϵ11
∂x2

+
∂sϵ22
∂x2

+ (1− ν)
∂sϵ12
∂x1

)
, (16)

where E and ν are Young’s modulus and Poisson’s ratio respectively.
Note that similar expressions exist in the case of plane-strain.

4. Mask sϵ to zero outside the known boundary and then apply the LRT.
This can be implemented by successive application of the ‘radon’ in-
trinsic function as follows;

Isϵ(s, θ) = R[cos2 θsϵ11 + 2 cos θ sin θsϵ12 + sin2 θsϵ22]

where θ defines the angle of the projection direction ξ = (cos θ, sin θ).

1A plane-stress state is an embedding of a three-dimensional stress state into R2 where
σi3 = 0 ∀i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Plane-strain is a similar condition where ϵi3 = 0 ∀i ∈ {1, 2, 3}

16



5. Compute the left hand side of (11) by subtracting the result of step 4
from the original strain-sinogram.

6. The result of step 5 corresponds to the right hand side of (14). After
forming A through the process described in Section 5.1, solve for the
unknown boundary displacements using the Moore-Penrose pseudoin-
verse as implemented in the ‘pinv’ MATLAB intrinsic function.

7. The potential part du can then be recovered by solving the bound-
ary value problem posed by (12) together with the boundary displace-
ments calculated in step 6 applied as Dirichlet constraints. This can
be achieved using a finite element approach with the MATLAB PDE
solver.

8. The reconstructed strain field can then be calculated as the sum of the
sϵ and du.

6.2. Simulation

The procedure outlined in Section 6.1 was implemented within MATLAB
and tested on a simulated system defined on the unit disk D2 ⊂ R2. Strain
within this disk was computed from an Airy potential function of the form

ϕ(x1, x2) = x1 sin(3x1x
2
2)e

x1x2
2 + x2 cos(x

3
1),

from which stress was defined as

σ = χ

[
∂2ϕ
∂x2

2
− ∂2ϕ

∂x1∂x2

− ∂2ϕ
∂x1∂x2

∂2ϕ
∂x2

1

]
(17)

where χ is the characteristic function for the disk.
Note that (17) guarantees σ is divergence-free within the disk and trivially

at all points outside. The boundary of the disk is subject to a non-zero
traction force calculated as τ = σ · n|∂Ω and shown in Figure 8.

From Hooke’s law and an assumption of plane stress in an isotropic ma-
terial, strain within the disk can then be expressed as

ϵ11 =
1
E
(σ11 − νσ22) (18)

ϵ22 =
1
E
(−νσ11 + σ22) (19)

ϵ12 =
1
E
(1 + ν)σ12. (20)

17



Figure 8: Boundary traction on the disk computed from the stress on ∂Ω (scale indicated
by the central arrow).

Values of E = 1 and ν = 0.28 were used.
The resulting strain field was forward-mapped by the LRT to provide a

simulated data set for testing the algorithm. This involved computing 250
equally spaced projections over 360◦ from a discretised version of the field on
a regular 222×222 rectangular grid. Projections were based on a ray spacing
of 0.01 units, with the resulting sinogram shown in Figure 9a.

Figure 9c to 9f shows the strain field along with its reconstruction laid
out in its component parts. The potential part (Figure 9e), was computed
from the boundary displacement shown in Figure 9b which, in turn, was
computed from the residual LRT shown in Figure 9a. The reconstruction of
du was carried out using a finite element model consisting of 8153 elements
(typical element size of 0.03 units).

6.3. Convergence and noise rejection

Sensitivity to experimental error was examined by introducing zero-mean
random noise to the simulated measurement above. This noise had a stan-
dard deviation of 5% of the average absolute value of the simulated strain-
sinogram.

Convergence of the reconstruction to the original strain field was exam-
ined as a function of the number of projections with geometry otherwise as
above (i.e. same computational grid and projection spacing). In each case,
the relative error in the reconstruction was computed as an integral over the
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(a) (b)

(c) (d) (e) (f)

Figure 9: Simulated reconstruction; a) the original and residual LRT-sinograms, b) the
boundary displacement computed from the residual LRT-sinogram (scale indicated by the
central arrow), c) the true strain field, d) the solenoidal part from (6), e) the potential
part from step 7 above, and finally f) the reconstructed strain field.
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Figure 10: Convergence of reconstructions with the number of projections in the presence
of random noise. Each line is for a different size finite element mesh with the corresponding
number of elements and boundary nodes indicated in the legend.

whole domain of the form

e =

∫
D2 ||sϵ+ du− ϵ||FdA∫

D2 ||ϵ||FdA

where || · ||F refers to the Frobenius norm, and integrals were computed
numerically as a Riemann sum of pixel values.

The resulting relative error was both a function of the number of pro-
jections and the size of the finite element mesh used to compute du; larger
meshes require many more projections, but eventually converge to more ac-
curate reconstructions.

7. Conclusion

We have developed an algorithm capable of reconstructing elastic strain
fields satisfying equilibrium from their LRT on connected objects whose
boundary only contains one component. Our method provides full recon-
struction in the energy resolved neutron transmission strain imaging prob-
lem for objects which satisfy this condition, without restrictions imposed in
previous work such as no residual stress or zero boundary traction. In the
case of a connected object with more than one boundary component, there
will be a finite dimensional space of undetectable tensor fields which satisfy
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equilibrium inside the object and restrict to different rigid body motions on
each component of the boundary. We will study this case in future work.

A critical step in our reconstruction is determination of the values of a
potential field du on the boundary of an object from the LRT of χdu, where χ
is the indicator function for the object. We showed that this determination
is unique up to rigid motions on each component of the boundary, which
proves our method for recovery of the elastic field gives the correct result
when there is only one component of the boundary. However, the stability
of this recovery is still an open problem. This stability will depend on the
object, and we conjecture that the dependence will be through the curvature
of the boundary. This is a topic for future work.

Figure 10 also provides an avenue for further investigation. Practical neu-
tron transmission measurements provide on the order of 50-100 projections
[6], and for this number Figure 10 shows that a relatively coarse finite ele-
ment mesh may be preferable. This is consistent with the“regularization by
discretization” philosophy in inverse problems [17] and work is necessary to
determine the ideal mesh given a certain number of projections.
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