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RECONSTRUCTING CURRENTS FROM THEIR PROJECTIONS

AIDAN BACKUS

ABSTRACT. We prove an inversion formula for the exterior k-plane transform. As a consequence,
we show that if m < k then an m-current in R™ can be reconstructed from its projections onto R¥,
which proves a conjecture of Solomon.

A basic problem in analysis and geometry is to reconstruct an object in euclidean space from its
orthogonal projections. Here we are interested in reconstructing an oriented submanifold, or more
generally a current, from its projections. The geometry needed to prove our main theorem was
worked out by Solomon [Soll1], who conjectured that the analysis would work out as well. In this
brief note, we prove that conjecture.

Throughout, fix integers 0 < m < k < n. A compactly supported m-current is a continuous linear
functional on the space of smooth m-forms [Sim84, §6.2]. If T is a compactly supported m-current
and « is a smooth m-form, we write fT a for T'(a). Thus every compact, oriented, C' submanifold
of R™ is a compactly supported m-current.

Let G be the Grassmannian variety of k-dimensional linear subspaces of R™. There is a natural
O(n)-action on G, which induces a unique O(n)-invariant Borel probability measure on G. For any
P € G, we have two operations:

(1) Given an m-form « on P, the pullback P*« is the m-form on R™ which is the pullback of
a by the orthogonal projection, R™ — P.

(2) Given a compactly supported m-current 7" on R", the pushforward P,T is the compactly
supported m-current on P such that for every m-form o« on P,

/ a:/P*a.
T T

It is very important to work in the category of compactly supported currents for the pushforward
by an orthogonal projection to make sense. Indeed, one can only push forward a noncompactly
supported current by a proper map, which orthogonal projections are not; moreover, it does not
really make sense to make sense to push forward a submanifold of R".

We take the convention 0 € N. Let (z) := /1 + |z|? be the Japanese bracket. By A <y B we
mean that there exists C' > 0 (which depends on k) for every A, B, A < CB. The Schwartz space
is the Fréchet space .# of m-forms « such that for every N € N, |a(x)| Sy (x)~N [Horl5, §7.1]. A
density argument shows that a compactly supported m-current is determined by its action on .#.

Our main theorem establishes [Soll1, Conjectures 6.5 and 6.8]:

Theorem 1. For every o € . and P € G, there exists a smooth m-form ap on P such that for
every x € R™,

ofz) = /G P*(ap)(z)dP, (1)

Date: March 11, 2025.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 44A12.
This research was supported by the National Science Foundation’s Graduate Research Fellowship Program under
Grant No. DGE-2040433.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.07573v1

2 AIDAN BACKUS

and for every compactly supported m-current T on R,

/Ta:/G/*Tade. (2)

In order to decompose « into aps, Solomon constructed a Radon-like transform [Solll, §3]. Let
I' = G be the tautological bundle, the vector bundle whose fiber over P € G is P itself. For a
vector space @, let A™(Q) be the mth exterior power of @), so that m-forms on @) are mappings
Q — A™(Q). For any P € G, the inclusion map P — R" induces a linear map A™(P) — A™(R"),
and we denote its adjoint by

AT(R"™) — A™(P)
v = v|p.
Definition 2 ([Solll, Definition 3.2]). The exterior k-plane transform of an m-form « is the

mapping I' = A™(R"™) defined by

Ra(P,z) = / a(z + y)lp dy. 3)

pL

In (3), [pr a(x + y)|pdy is not the integral in the sense of differential forms (indeed, it cannot
be, since a|p is valued in A™(P) but we are integrating it over P1). Rather, it is an A™(P)-valued
integral. Moreover, (3) only makes sense when for almost every P, a|p is integrable on P+, so R
is ill-defined in LP when p is large [Chr84]. We study R on the completion X of . under the norm

lefl = lledlZ> + [RalZ2r)-

To prove Theorem 1, we must establish the inversion formula for R, so now we recall Solomon’s
construction of the inverse of R. Let F denote the Fourier transform, normalized

Ff(§):= / e_zmm'gf(a:) dz.
For each £ € R™\ {0}, let H¢ be the hyperplane orthogonal to &, and let
) : A™(R") — A™(Hy)

be the orthogonal projection. Let () be the orthogonal projection onto the orthocomplement of
A™(H¢) in A™(R"™), so that II(§) + ¥(&) = I, and introduce the 0-homogeneous symbol

h:R"\ {0} = GL(A™(R"))
kvol(S™~1) ("1 [H(é) N \I'(S)}

vol(Sk=1) (") [k—m ~ n—m

and the Fourier multiplier,
() i= [ e (P (€) .
Lemma 3 ([Solll, §3.2]). The formal adjoint of R, applied to a mapping B : T — A™(R"), is
R'6(w) = [ B(Paar)lpaP

where xp is the orthogonal projection of x onto P. The restriction, ap, of B(P,xp)|p to P is an
m-form on P such that

P*(ap)(z) = B(P,zp)|p-
Theorem 4 (inversion formula). For every o € X,
a = QR*Ra. (4)
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Proof. By [Sol11, Theorem 6.1], (4) holds if a € .%. Let H*® be the homogeneous Sobolev space of
order s. We claim that for every a € X,

IR* Rl gran—r S llevl| 2 (5)
It is enough to prove this when « € .7, so that (4) holds; thus, since h(§) is invertible,
" FF(R*Ra)(€) = h(§) ™ Fal€).

Thus (5) follows from Plancherel’s theorem.
To prove (4), let a € X and let a, € & satisfy a,, — « in X. Since h is 0-homogeneous, Q
maps H"* boundedly into L?, so since (4) holds for a,,

IQR*Ra — a2 < | QR™R(an — a)l[r2 + [lan — o 12
S IR R(an — o)l s + llon — a2
S lan — o 2. O
Lemma 5. Suppose that « is a measurable m-form such that |a(x)| < (x)™™. Then a € X.

Proof. Let (o) be a sequence in .# such that |o;(z)| < (x) ™" uniformly in j, and |jo; —af|2 < 1/5.
Such a sequence can be constructed, for example, by taking a smooth cutoff of o, then running the
heat equation for a short time; this is routine, and we omit the details. To show that @ € X, we
must show that ||R(a; — )| z2ry — 0. Let € € (0,1/10] and R := e~*. For every z,y € R" such
that z -y =0, [z + y| > max(|z/,[y[), so

(z+y)™" < (@) FH/ Ay~ (R,

we use this fact to estimate

J.J
S /G /P /Piﬂ{y|>R} <x " y>_n v

<//<x>—2k+1/2/ <y>—(n—k)—1/4dy
JaJp PLn{y|>R}
< /°° (k) =1/4 (k1) g,

R

Se.

2
dx dP

/ (a(z +1) — a;(z + )| p dy
PLn{ly|>R}

dxdP

2
dxdP

Now we restrict to j > RF/2//2; then, by Jensen’s inequality,

JoJ

5//1{»’6/ a(z +y) — a;(z + )P dy de dP
ale Jringusn

<R[ o) - ay2)R a:

<e.

2
dx dP

/ (o + 1) — o (& + ) p dy
PLn{|ly|<R}

Then [[R(a; — @)|[z2(r) S €, as required. O
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Lemma 6. Q maps . boundedly into X. Furthermore, for every a € ., 6 € [0,1), s € N,
P,Q <G, and x € R™,

0° 0°
_ < i 0
axSRQOé(P,LEp) 3stQa(Q’xQ)‘ San0,s dist(P,Q)". (6)
Proof. For every multiindex A of order s,
aA S s 2mix-& A n—k
g1 Qale) = (2ri)° iy | Sn©le Fa() de (7)

Since e2™¢ = Ok, ™8 /(2ix;), integration by parts and induction on n gives, for each j,

/ 2TEECA D (6)|¢[7 R Fal€) de
{|&]>€}

S lgl™"

/ 2miv e (8—> (Prssni(€)Fa(€)) de
{€]>¢} &

—n 2mix-€ 0 o
el [ @ (5 ) Grane©Fal) i

=: || 7" (L1 + I2)

where p, ; denotes a 7-homogeneous function. The gradient of a 7-homogeneous function is 7 — 1-
homogeneous, so for every N € N,

n

L < Vi sin— S VPTEE d
<3 /{5>€}| Prasni()] - [V Fal€)|de

t=1

§[>e}

n 00
5 Z/ Ts+n—k—t+n—1 . <T>_N dr.
t=1"¢

We can choose N large enough (depending on s) so that each term in this sum is <g 1. Indeed, the
worst case scenario is that (¢,s) = (n,0), which is acceptable since n — k > 1. Similarly,

S et ()N de
N z /{

LSS [ 19 cn(©] 19 Pl
= Jilei=<}
n—1
ga / ’€‘3+n—k—t df
; {lgl=¢)

n—1
< Es—i—n—k—t—i—n—l
~Y

o~
Il

1

and again all terms are acceptable. So by (7), |V*Qa(x)| Sa,s min;|z;|™™; (7) also easily implies
that |V*Qa(z)| Sa,s 1. Therefore

V2 Qa(2)] Sa,s (2)™" (8)

Taking s = 0, and applying Lemma 5, we obtain Qo € X. In particular, RQa exists, so (6) makes
sense.
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To prove (6), we may restrict to the case that P, are contained in a small ball Gy C G. In
particular, there exists a smooth family of linear isometries, oy : R** — R", parametrized by
N € Gy, such that the image of o is N*+. Consider the mapping

v: Gy x R" — A™(R")
(N,z) = RQa(N,zn).
Let 7v : R™ — N be the orthogonal projection x — x, so
0%y
oz®

Vo) = [ (9 Qe+ oxulw)ri

and therefore
%y
P —
83:5( )

0%~
oxs (@ 2)

< [V Qa)(rps + opy) = (V*Qa)(rgz + agn)| dy

+ [ 19 Qa)rqe + oqu] - (e ol + 17" = 781 dy
=:J; + Jo.

We estimate using (8), the #-Holder continuity of N +— (7xn,0x), and the fact that § < 1 < k,
B S [ et opy) ™ l(rp = ro)e + (o — o0yl dy
Rn—k

< dist(P,Q)? / . (tpx 4+ opy) "rpr + opy|® dy
R

S dist(P, Q)’.
A similar and even easier calculation shows Jo <, ¢ dist(P, Q)? and therefore (6). O

Proof of Theorem 1. By Lemma 6, Qa € X, so f:= RQ« is well-defined. By Theorem 4 and the
Fourier inversion formula,
[€"Eh(§) Fa(€) = FQa(€) = [E" "h(E)F(R*B)(©).

Since h(§) is invertible, we obtain a = R*[3.
For each P € G, let ap be the restriction of 5(P,-)|p to P. By Lemma 3, ap is an m-form on
P such that for each z € R",

B(P,zp)|lp = ap(xp) = P*(ap)(x). 9)

In particular,
a(z) = R*B(x) = /G B(P,xp)|pdP = /G P*(ap)(x) dP,

establishing (1).

The sets {y € C% : [|7|lce(py) < €} generate the filter .# of open neighborhoods of 0 in C*°. So
by differentiating both sides of (1) repeatedly, and viewing the right-hand side of (1) as a limit of
Riemann sums, we see that for every U € % and ¢ > 0, there is a partition E?’E, e ,EIZ’{ZIVEE of G

into Borel sets such that diam(Eﬁ’{’e) < ¢ and whenever PZM e E?’E,

IZ/I,E

a-> vol(E?’e)(Pf’e)*(aP?,s) eu. (10)
i=1
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For every compactly supported m-current T" and € > 0, there exists U, € % such that for every
v € u67 ‘fT’Y‘ < €, SO by (10)7

JUe e

/Ta— 3 vol(EZ.“f’a)/T(Pffva)*(apys,s) <e (11)
=1

By (6) and (9), P ~ [, P*(ap) is continuous, so since diam(E?E’e) < g, the Riemann sums
converge:

IL{E,S
lim VOI(E?E’e) / (quf’a)*(apug,s) = / / P*(ap)dP = / / apdP.
e—=0 - T : GJr G JP.T
Combining this equation with (11) completes the proof of (2). O

When m = 0, sharper conditions are available for the invertibility of R [Rub04; Jen04], and it is
natural to conjecture the same when m > 1. Since they are necessary for the proof of Theorem 2,
I have not seriously attempted to generalize them.
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