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Microlocal analysis of a restricted ray transform on
symmetric m-tensor fields in R”

Venkateswaran P. Krishnan* Rohit Kumar Mishral

Abstract

We study the microlocal inversion of the ray transform on symmetric m-tensor fields
restricted to all lines passing through a curve in R™. From this incomplete data, we
show that the wavefront set of the solenoidal component of a symmetric m-tensor field
can be recovered modulo a known singular error term.

Introduction

Let S™ = S™(R") denote the space of covariant symmetric m-tensors in R" and C2°(S5™)
be the space of smooth compactly supported symmetric m-tensor fields in R™. In standard
Euclidean coordinates, an element f € C'2°(S™) can be written as

F(@) = firip (w)da® - - da',

with {fi,...,,(z)} symmetric in its components, smooth and compactly supported. Here
and elsewhere in the paper with repeating indices, Einstein summation convention will be
assumed.

The ray transform R of a symmetric m-tensor field f € C°(S™) is the function R f

defined on R x S"~! as [32]

Rf(r,w) = /R(f(x + tw),w™)dt = /Rfi1~~~im(x +tw)w™ .. w'mdt. (1)

For p € C>®(R™ x S"71), define the operator J¢ € C*®(S™) as [32]

(jSO)il.,,im (z) = / Wiy * " Wiy, /90(1' — tw,w)dt | dS,,.
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After a change of variable, we have

(If, o) L2mnxsn—1)y = (f, T¥)L2(5m),

where the L? inner products are defined in the usual manner; see [32]. Now, using the opera-
tor J, the definition of R can be extended to compactly supported tensor field distributions
132] §2.5].

We are interested in the inversion of the ray transform R. It is well known [32] that
only the solenoidal component f* of a symmetric tensor field f can be recovered from the
transform R. In dimensions n > 3, the problem of recovery of f* given the ray transform
Rf is over-determined. Therefore it is natural to study the inversion of R restricted to an
n-dimensional data set. We call this problem as the incomplete data inverse problem, and
address this in this paper.

An extensive amount of literature exists in the study of scalar restricted ray transform
(that is, ray transform on functions) in Euclidean as well as in Riemannian geometries
[2, 27, (10 211 37, [12] [, [6, 23, O, 36l 22]. A few results exist [30, 31, 29, 28], 20] that deal
with the study of restricted Doppler transform, and even fewer for the case of restricted ray
transforms on higher order tensor fields. The papers [39] [7, B3] are the few works that we are
aware of that deal with inversion of the ray transform of symmetric tensor fields on incomplete
data sets. In [39], Vertgeim gave an inversion formula recovering the solenoidal component
of a symmetric m-tensor field in R™ with the incomplete data set being all lines passing
through a fixed curve satisfying a Kirillov-Tuy condition. Later in [7], an alternate approach
was given for the reconstruction (with an inversion formula) of the solenoidal component of a
symmetric m-tensor field in R3 for the same incomplete data set as considered by Vertgeim,
but the Kirillov-Tuy condition used by Denisjuk required fewer number of intersection points
(see Definition [) compared to that of Vertgeim’s. In [33], Sharafutdinov gave a slice-by-
slice reconstruction procedure recovering the solenoidal component of a vector field and of a
symmetric 2-tensor field in R? with the incomplete data set consisting of all lines parallel to
a certain number of planes. We note that the inversion formula in the work of Denisjuk [7]
works only for the case of restricted ray transform on symmetric tensor fields in R3. With
the Kirillov-Tuy condition used by Denisjuk, it is an interesting open question to derive an
inversion procedure for the restricted ray transform on symmetric m-tensor fields in R™ for
n > 3.

We take a microlocal analysis approach to the study of the incomplete data tensor to-
mography problem. By this we mean the reconstruction of singularities of the symmetric
tensor field f (to the extent possible) given its ray transform. Starting with the fundamental
work of Guillemin [15] and Guillemin-Sternberg [17], who first studied generalized Radon
transform in the framework of Fourier integral operators, there have been a substantial
amount of work involving microlocal analysis in the study of generalized Radon transforms
14, 12, 3l 5l B34], 19, 24, 29, 35], 36}, B8]. The paper [12] is a fundamental work where Green-
leaf and Uhlmann studied an incomplete data ray transform on functions in the setting of
Riemannian manifolds. Three related works in the direction, but in the Euclidean setting,
are [23, 24, 29]. Of these the first two deal with ray transform on functions, and the third



work deals with a restricted Doppler transform on vector fields in R3, and the latter is the
only result that we are aware of that deals with the microlocal analysis of a restricted ray
transform on objects other than functions.

In this article, we study the microlocal inversion of the Euclidean ray transform on
symmetric m-tensor fields given the incomplete data set consisting of all lines passing through
a fixed curve 7 in R"™. The ray transform R defined in () restricted to lines passing through
the curve 4 will be denoted by R, and its formal L? adjoint by RZ. We determine the extent
to which the wavefront set of a symmetric m-tensor field can be recovered from the wavefront
set of its restricted ray transform. Loosely speaking, our main result can be described as
follows. Given the restricted ray transform R., of a symmetric tensor field f, we construct an
approximate inverse reconstructing the solenoidal component f* of f modulo a lower order
known artifact term and a smoothing term.

The main motivation for this study comes from the works on this topic [12} 23] 24] 29]
as already mentioned. We follow the techniques of [23], 29] to extend Ramaseshan’s result
[29] to the case of restricted ray transform on symmetric m-tensor fields in R™.

The article is organized as follows. In §2] we state some fundamental results about
distributions associated to two cleanly intersecting Lagrangians introduced by [25] [18] and
microlocal results relevant for the analysis of our transform. We then state the main result
of the article. §3]is devoted to analysis of the microlocal properties of the restricted ray
transform. The proof of the main result is given in §4H6l Finally in g7 we give some
examples connected to the higher order Kirillov-Tuy condition that we use in this article.

2 Preliminary definitions and statement of the main
result

In the first part of this section, we state the definition of distributions associated to two
cleanly intersecting Lagrangians due to [25] [18] and a composition calculus for a class of
such distributions due to Antnoniano-Uhlmann [1]. In the second part, we state the main
result.

2.1 Singularities and I?' classes

Here we give the definitions of the singularities associated with the operator R~ as well as
its associated canonical relation, and a class of distributions required for the analysis of the
normal operator R2R.,.

Definition 1. [71]/ Let M and N be manifolds of dimension n and let f : M — N be C*°.
Define ¥ = {m € M : det(df),, = 0}.

1. We say f drops rank simply by one on X if for each my € X, rank (df)m,, =n—1 and
d(det(df)m,) # 0.



2. f has a Whitney fold along ¥ if f is a local diffeomorphism away from ¥ and f drops
rank simply by one on X, and ker (df)m, & Tmy> for every mg € 3.

3. f 1s a blow-down along X if f is a local diffeomorphism away from ¥ and f drops rank
by one simply on X, and ker(df),, C T, (X) for every my € X.

We first define product-type symbols introduced in [I8] which is then used to define 17!
classes of distributions.

Definition 2. [1§/ Form € Z* and p,l € R, the space of product type symbols SP!(R™; R" RF)
is the set of all smooth functions a(x,&, o) on R™ xR" x RF such that given K C R™ compact,
and multi-indices o, B and =y, there exists a constant C = C(K, a, B,7) such that

080207 a(x,€,0) < C(1+ [¢)P71ol(1 + |o])! 717,

Next we define IP! classes of distributions. They were first introduced by Melrose and
Uhlmann [26], Guillemin and Uhlmann [I§] and Greenleaf and Uhlmann [13].

Definition 3. Two submanifolds M and N intersect cleanly if MNN is a smooth submanifold
and T(MNN)=TMNTN.

The pair (M, N) is said to be a cleanly intersecting pair in codimension k if M and N
are cleanly intersecting and M N N is of codimension k as submanifold of both M and N.

Consider two manifolds X and Y and let Ag, A;, and KO, Kl be two pairs of Lagrangian
submanifolds of the product space T*X x T*Y . If Ay, A1 as well as Ay, A; intersect cleanly,
then (Ag, A;) and (Ag, A;) are equivalent in the sense that, there is, microlocally, a canonical
transformation y which maps (Ag, A;) into (Ag, A1). This leads us to the following model
case.

Example 1. Let KONZ Apgn = {(z,&2,8) « z € R*, £ € R*\ 0} be the diagonal in
T*R*XT*R™ and let Ay = {(«/, 2”,0,&"; 3/, 2",0,€") : (2/,2") € R"xR" %, & e R*\{0}}.
Then Ay intersects Ay cleanly in codimension k on X = {(x,&; x,€&) : £ = 0}.

Since any two sets of cleanly intersecting Lagrangians are equivalent, we first define 17!
classes for the case in Example [l

Definition 4. [18] Let IP'(Ag, Ay) be the set of all distributions u such that u = i+ uy with
uy € C§° and

us(z,y) = /ei((fv’—y’—S)'5’+(fv”—y”)'5”+s"’)a(x,y,s;g,a)dgdads

with a € SP'V wherep’:p—g—l—g andl’:l—g.

Now based on the equivalence of cleanly intersecting Lagrangian pairs, the general defi-
nition of I classes is as follows:



Definition 5. [18] Let IP'(Ag, A1) be the set of all distributions u such that u = uy+ug+ > v;
where u; € IPT(Ag\ A1), uy € IP(A1\ o), the sum > v; is locally finite and v; = Ayw; where A
is a zeroth order FIO associated to x;', the canonical transformations stated above Ezample
I, and w; € [p’l(/N\O,Al).

The [P class of distributions satisfies the following properties [18]:
1. WF(u) C AUA.

2. Microlocally, the Schwartz kernel of u equals the Schwartz kernel of a pseudodifferential
operator of order p+ 1 on A\ A and that of a classical Fourier integral operator of
order p on A\ A.

3. P ifp<p andl <.
4. MIPY A A) € IP(A).
5. NpIPY(A, A) C The class of smoothing operators.

6. The principal symbol o¢(u) on A\ ¥ has the singularity on ¥ as a conormal distribution
of order [ — g, where k is the codimension of X as a submanifold of A or A.

7. If the principal symbol og(u) = 0 on A\ ¥, then u € IP!7HA, A) + IP7H(AA).

8. u is said to be elliptic, if the principal symbol og(u) # 0 on A\ ¥ if £ > 2, and for
k =1, if og(u) # 0 on each connected component of A\ 3.

In the case that A is a flowout, Antoniano and Uhlmann [I] derived a composition calculus
for such IP4(A, A) classes:

Theorem 1 ([1]). If A € IP(A,A) and B € 1"V (A, A), then composition of A and B,
Ao B e [P +5H'=5 (A \) and the prinicipal symbol, oo(Ao B) = ao(A)og(B), where, k is
the codimension of ¥ as a submanifold of either A or A.

2.2 Statement of the main result

In order to invert the restricted ray transform (restricted to lines passing through a curve),
we need to place some conditions on the curve . We state them and proceed to the main
result of this article.

Definition 6. Let f be a symmetric tensor of order m in R"~t. We say a collection of vectors
{v1, .., vL@mmy} i R™™Y with L(n,m) = ("+2_2) is generic if [ is uniquely determined by
f<U1)7 sy f(UL(n,m))' Here f(vl) = <f7 Uzm> = i1~~~imrug1 s Uzl'm'

We note that the collection {v;,1 <4 < L(n,m)} in R"~! is generic if and only if the m'!®
symmetric product of the vectors {v; : 1 <4 < L(n,m)} denoted by {v™, 1 < i < L(n,m)}
forms a linearly independent set.



Definition 7 (Kirillov-Tuy condition). Consider a ball B in R™. We say that a smooth curve
~ defined on a bounded interval satisfies the Kirillov-Tuy condition of order m > 1 if for
almost all hyperplanes H intersecting the ball B, there is a set of points y(t1), ..., Y(trtm)),
in the intersection of the hyperplane and the curve v, such that for almost all x € HN B,
the collection of vectors {(x — ~(t;)),1 < i < L(n,m)} is generic.

Remark 1. We make the following remarks regarding the Kirillov-Tuy condition.

1. For n — 1 = 2 and for any m > 1, the condition that a collection of (m + 1)-vectors
vy, ,Upa1 are generic is equivalent to the condition that these vectors are pairwise
independent. We show this in {7l

2. For the case of n—1 = 3 and m = 2, the condition that a collection of vectors vy, - - - , vg
is generic is equivalent to the condition that any collection of three vectors is linearly
independent

3. The situation for general n and m is quite different. It is possible to find L(n,m)

collection of vectors vy, . .., Vr(n,m) in which any (n—1) vectors are independent but the
vectors vP"™, - - - ,v?(’z m) need not be independent (see §7] again for a counter example).

Example 2. An ezample of a curve satisfying Kirillov-Tuy condition in R™ of order m, one
can consider
V= UiL:(?m)li

where [; = {tv; : t e R\ 0 and v; € R"} and v; # v; for i # j. Then almost every hyperplane
in R™ will intersect v at L(n,m) distinct points. And for almost every x in that hyperplane,
{(x —7)®™| for 1 <i < L(n,m)} forms a linearly independent set because the determinant
of the matriz ((z — 7)™ ™™ is a multinomial in the variable x whose zero set has measure
0 in R™.

As already mentioned in the introduction, we take a microlocal analysis approach to
the incomplete data tensor tomography problem. To this end, we need to put additional
restrictions on the curve for our microlocal approach to work.

Remark 2 (Restrictions on the curve ). The conditions we impose on the curve = are as
follows:

1. The curve ~ : I — R" is smooth, regular and without self-intersections.

2. There is a uniform bound on the number of intersection points of almost every hyper-
plane in R"™ with the curve ~, see [23].

3. The curve ~ satisfies the Kirillov-Tuy condition; see Definition [7]



Let B be the ball that appears in the definition of Kirillov-Tuy condition (Definition [).
The space of symmetric m-tensor fields we consider will be denoted by £'(B). These are
symmetric m-tensor fields in R™ whose each component is a distribution supported in the
ball B.

Due to the microlocal approach we adopt in this paper, we have to place certain restric-
tions on the wavefront set of the symmetric m-tensor field f € £'(B), since these are the
singular directions that we can potentially recover based on this approach.

Following [12, 29], we define the following sets:

== {(:c, ¢) € T*B\ {0} : there exists L(n,m) directions from x to (z + £+) N~

and any (n — 1) of them are linearly independent}. (2)

[1]

. ¢ + &tintersects transversely}. (3)

[1]

A= {(%5) €

A= {(:c, §) € Z:x + & is tangent (only at finite number of points) at (say)

{7(t1)> e a7(tn)} and <7//(tz)>€> 7& 0 for i = 1a2> e >n}' (4)

[1]

Theorem 2. Let Sy C Za be such that 29 C Ea UZ, and K be a closed conic subset of
Eo. Let E(B) C £'(B) denote the space of compactly supported distributions in B whose
wavefront set is contained in K. Then there exist an operator B € I%'(A, A) and an operator
A € I7Y2(A) such that for any symmetric tensor field f with coefficients in E-(B), we have
for each x € m(K) (the projection to the base variable)

BRI R~ f(z) = f*(x) + Af(x) + smoothing terms.

Remark 3. This theorem is a generalization of the results in [23, 24], which dealt with the
case of restricted ray transform of functions in R” and in [29] who considered a restricted
ray transform of vector fields in R3®. Our result can also be considered a generalization of
the result in [12], which dealt with the ray transform on complexes in a Riemannian setting.
However, we emphasize that ours is a Euclidean result, whereas [12] studies restricted ray
transforms in the very general setting of certain Riemannian manifolds. It is an interesting
question to extend the current work in the setting of Riemannian manifolds as done in [12].

The strategy of proof is to compute the principal symbol of the operator RR. on the
diagonal A away from the set > and use this principal symbol to construct a parametrix
for this operator. Since the kernel of the operator R acting on symmetric m-tensor fields
is non-trivial, we can microlocally only invert the operator R, to recover the solenoidal
component of the tensor field. Since we are also dealing with a restricted ray transform, the
inversion procedure introduces an additional error term (in addition to smoothing terms),
but this error term is a Fourier integral operator associated to the known canonical relation
A. We begin by proving some microlocal properties of the operators R and RZ R, in §3
g4Hel are devoted to the proof of Theorem



3 Microlocal properties of R, and RIR,

This section will be devoted to some calculations regarding the singularities of the left and
right projection maps from the canonical relation associated to the ray transform R..
We introduce spherical coordinates:

T = COS Y1
To = SIN (1 COS Yo

T3 = SN (p1 SN Y3 COS Y3

Tp—1 = SIN 1 SIN Py + - - SIN Y, _9 COS Y1

Ty, = SIN Y1 8N Qg+ - - SIN Y, 9 SIN Y1,

where 0 < ¢, < wfor1 <1 <n-2and 0 < ¢,_; < 27. For simplicity, from now
on, we will denote ¢ = (¢1, -+ ,p,_1) and the spherical coordinates defined by ¢ by
G = (cospq, -+ ,singysinps - --sing, ssing,_1). Let us denote by C, the line complex
consisting of the collection of all lines passing through the curve «. Any line in C can be
described by ¢, ¢ and any point on the line parametrized by (¢, ¢) is of the form ~(t) + s@
for some s € R.

Let [ denote a line in our line complex C and let

Z={(l,z):x€l} CCxR"

be the point-line relation. We have that (¢, ¢, s) is a local parametrization of the set Z.
We now compute the conormal bundle N*Z of Z. The tangent space T'Z at an arbitrary
point in Z determined by (¢, ¢, s) is spanned by the vectors:

1 0 0 0
6 ; €1 y T €n—1 ) 5
Y (t) 50, @ 504, 1P @

Now let (I', ) be an element of N*Z at an arbitrary point (¢, ¢, s) with @1, , @2 # 0, 7.
We must have

0 1 0 0
060 ()0 () -0 (L)
@ v'(t) $0,, $0p, 1P

From these, the fact that ¢ - ¢ = 0 implies that & belongs to the subspace generated by the
unit vectors

1

Sin @y« -+ - SN @Y, 9

-

V1 1= 0y, B, Vg 1= ——04, B, -+, Up1 1=

Dps P ()



That is £ can be written as

n—1

£ = Z zv; for some 21, -, 2,1 € R. (6)

i=1

From the remaining equations, we get,

Iy —£-9'(1)
FQ —S8z21

r=1Is| = —Szo8in g (7)
r, —82p—1 8Ny -+ -sin @,

Lemma 1. The map

P (t7¢17"' y Pn—1,95,21, """ 7Zn—1) — (t,gﬁl,"' 7§0n—17r;x7£)

with
—£-'(1)
—SZ1
= —829 SIn @1
—82Zp—1 8Ny -+ - SN Y,
x=~(t)+sg, and & asin (©)
gives a local parametrization of N*Z at the points where pq,--- ,pn_o # 0, .

Proof. We have that the pushforward &, of ® is given by

Idnxn Onxn
b — Knxn *nxn
* — - 0
*nxn 2 nxn—1
*nxn 0 U1 e Up—1

Here ¢ is denoted as a column vector. The rank of this matrix is 2n and hence ®, is an
immersion. The map @ is a local parametrization near points where ¢q,- -+, ¢, o # 0, 7. O

Proposition 1. The operator R~ is a Fourier integral operator of order —1/2 with the
associated canonical relation C given by (N*Z)" where Z = {(x,~) : © € v}. The left and
the right projections wp and wgr from C drop rank simply by 1 on the set

Si= (b pu sz ) Y (1) €= 0}, ®)

where £ is given by (@). The left projection 7y has a blowdown singularity along ¥ and the
right projection mr has a fold singularity along X.



Proof. We consider the map 7. In terms of the coordinates (¢, ¢, s, z) this is given by

(ta 9017”' a@n—lasazla"' azn—l) — (ta 4,01,"' >§0n—1>P)a

where I' is given above (). We recall the vectors vy, - -+ ,v,_1 defined in (E). We have
IanTL OnX’n,
0 () -0 e . O
— s 0 . 0
(WL)* = % — 29 8in q 0 —ssingpy  --- 0
—Zp—18in¢q - -sinp,_o 0 0 coo —S§sing - Sinnp_2

The determinant of this matrix is
det((m)s) = (—1)" 15" 2 sin" 2 oy sin™ 3 @y - - - sin @9y (t) - €.

Since s # 0 and @1, -+ ,©,_2 # 0,7, we have that the determinant vanishes if and only if
~'(t) - £ = 0. This is the set ¥ in (). Now based on Remark Pl and (2]) (note that these are
open conditions), we need to consider only those planes x + ¢+ and points on those planes
such that v”(t) - £ # 0.. Therefore we have that the set 3 is an embedded submanifold of
codimension 1 in C'. Let us show that 7y has a blowdown singularity along ¥. To see this
note that kernel of (7 ), is spanned by the vector (0,0---,0,8,—z1,-+, —2,_1). Since this
vector is normal to the gradient vector associated to the defining function of 3, we have that
the left projection 7y has a blowdown singularity along ..
Now consider the canonical right projection 7g:

TR - (tvgolv o, Pn—1,S8,21, 0 7Zn—1) — (V(t) + SSBv 5)7
where ¢ is as in (6). We have

¢ og -
»'Y/(t) 88_:0’; .. Sa¢7t071 (p O e 0
(ﬂ-R)* = ! Ov; = v,
0 Z-:leiaw ;ziawnil 0 vy - vy
Let a vector (ag, -, 1,00, , Bn1) be in the kernel of (7g),. Then we must have
o
N 71(t)
g g = : )
(Sa_;i .. S—ﬁcp:lp71 (p) = —ao :
Q1 /
5 ¥ ()
Choosing Ag = —s # 0, we have that
N v1 - Y'(t)
A
O :
1 ;Un_l . 7,(1‘/)

10



We also must have

Hence

(ni ﬁ) A (t) = - ( zz-a—”’ﬂaj) ), 0

i=1

Now let us consider the dot product:

7// t .é-
n—1
040 / 8’!)2'
ay Y (t) ' = Zj D1

Op_1 = Ov;
and | v'(t) - > ziz-2

ﬁO i=1 ‘-1
B 0
: v'(t) - v
Bn—l
Y (1) - vn1

Note that the second vector is normal to the tangent space of the submanifold ¥ defined by

{~'(t)-£=0}.
We have from (@) that

> (7’(15) ~ 237) () (Z 5) ~0.

j=1 i=1 J i=1
Recall that we chose ay = —s # 0. Hence we have that the right projection 7z has a fold
singularity along ¥. Finally, the fact that R, is a Fourier integral operator of order —1/2
follows from the general theory of generalized Radon transforms [15], [16]. O

Lemma 2. The wavefront set of the Schwartz kernel of RZ R~ satisfies the following:
WF(RLR,) CAUA,
where A is the diagonal Lagrangian

A = {(:L’,g;x,g):x:')/(t)+89,£€9L\{0}}

and

A= {<x=£,y,§£> =)+ 70,y = () + 70,6 € 05\ {0}, v (t) -52077%0,7’7&0}.

11



Proof. By the Hormander-Sato Lemma, we have that

WE(RLRy) C {(z,&,y.n) : (,6,t,0,T) € WF(RZ) and (,,T,y,1) € WF(R,)
andt =t =p, = r'}.

Now since I' = I', we have

Y (t)-E=~(t)n
szi=s8z forall 1 <i<n-—1.
Since s and s are non-zero, we have

Z:iziforalllgz'gn—l.
s

Now
n—1

~ s
n= Zzz’vi = gf-

i=1
Hence 5
V(1) €= ()€

If s # 3, we have that 4/(t) - £ = 0. On the other hand if s =5, then the wavefront set then
there is a contribution in A and if 7 # 7, there is a contribution in A.
Now we have that A and A intersects cleanly. For,

ANA={(y(t)+s0,&7(t) +59,8) 1 0 €S s >0, € o\ {0},7(t) - £ =0}

Since " (t) - £ # 0, we have that A N A is an embedded submanifold of codimension 1 in
either A or A, and the intersection is clean. O

Lemma 3. [23] The Lagrangian A arises as a flowout from the set mg(%).

4 The principal symbol of the operator RZ R,

In this section, following the techniques of [23] 29], we compute the principal symbol of the
Schwartz kernel of the operator

Altmiteim — A = ’Rfyw“ wmwt W Ry

on the diagonal Lagrangian A away from the set X, that is, on A\ 3. In order to do this, we
use [, Definition 4.1.1]. We compute the leading order term as A — oo of ¥ (A(ye ™))
where x and 1 are suitably chosen cutoff and phase functions respectively. We use the
method of stationary phase to compute this leading order term. Let wg = (z9,&, x0,&) €
A\ X. The phase function ¥ (x,y,wp) is to be chosen such that the graph I' of (z,y)

12



+ (2, y, wo) intersects the diagonal A transversely at wy (see [8, Definition 4.1.1}), where
A= {(z,n,z,n);v € R",n € R*\ {0}}.

Following [24] (see also [29]), we define ¢ as follows:

9,9, 00) = (o~ 20, ) + y = 20, ~€) + 5l — lPh(E,~) + 3y — 2ol k(€. ~6)

where h and k£ are homogeneous of degree 1, non-negative and do not vanish simultaneously.
Then we have

[={z,y, 6+ (2 —20)h(&, =€), =€ + (y — o) (&, =€) = (2, y) € R* x R"}.

To prove the transversality condition, we calculate the tangent space T, (A) and T, (T")
We have that T,,(A) is spanned by the columns of the 4n x 2n matrix

I, 0
I, O
0 I,
0 I,

and T, (I") is spanned by the columns of 4n x 2n matrix

I 0 L, 0
0 I, 0 I,
d§x¢ d§y¢ hl, 0O
dy 0 dy Y 0 kI,
Consider the combined 4n x 4n matrix and apply column and row operations
I, 0 I, O 0 0 0 I, O
I, 0 0 In| _ 0 0 0 0 I,
0 I, hi, O —hl, I, 0 I, hi, O
0o -1, 0 kI, —kI, —I, —(h+K)I, —I, 0 kI
0 0 I, O 0 I, O
N 0 0 0 Li| _ O 0 0 I,
0 I, 0 0 0 I, 0 0
—(h+k), -1, 0 O —(h+k), 0 0 O

The combined matrix has rank 4n and hence the transversality condition is satisfied for our
choice of .

Let K4 be the Schwartz kernel of A. For test functions ¢;(x) and ¢5(y) supported near

13



Ty, we have

(K 4, e Wevo) g go) =
(wi . szR ( —i((y—=o, 5>+ ly—z0|2k(€, §¢2) wjl_ w]mR ( —i({z—zo, §>+ |z —z0|2R(E, §¢1)>

= /w“ cowm Tt Iy (4 () 4 s1w)da(y(t) + 82w)e_i’\wdsld82dtdw

= [0 (017 () - ()01 ((2) + 31(6)) ey (1) + 52(6)

[ (sin )" ~* dsidsydtdo, - - - d6, s,
k=1

where
~ 1
¢(81, Sa, t, 91, ‘92, ceey Hn_l) = (Sl — 82)&] . &) + 5"7(t) + 81&)(9) — l’0|2h(£0, —£0>

+ %h/(t) + sow(0) — ZEo|2k5(€0> —&o),

€=\ &=%, w=(ww? ... ,w") with

w! = cos b,

w? = sin 6 cos Oy

w? = sin 6y sin O, cos 5

w" =sinfysinfy...sinb,_osinb,,_;

with 6; € (0,7) fori =1,2,3,...,(n—2) and 6,_; € [0, 27].
We apply the method of stationary phase to the above integral. We compute the critical

points of v as a function of s, $o,t,64,...,0,_o and 0,,_;. We have
{Zsl <w7 (V(t) + S1w — xo)h + £0>
Vs, = (W, (¥(t) + 52w — o)k — &),

Y= (Y (1), (7(t) + 510 — mo)h + (y(£) + 520 — o)),

%1 (wo,, (51— 82)&0 + s1(Y(t) + 510 — 20) I + 82(Y(t) + 5200 — W) k),
Doy = (Way» (51— 52)€0 + 51(Y(t) + 5100 — 20) R + 52(Y(t) + 8200 — 7)),
Vg, = (we,, (51 — 52)& + s1( ( )+ s1w — x0)h + s2(Y(t) + saw — o) k),

Jenfl = (we,_,» (51 = 52)&0 + s1(Y(t) + 5100 — o) b + 52(Y(t) + 5200 — 20)k).
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Now multiplying Jsl by k£ and JSZ by h, subtracting and setting it to 0, we get,
ktps, — hts, = 0 implies (w,w(s1 — s2)hk 4+ (h 4 k)&) = 0.
From this we have
(82 — Sl)hk
(h+k)

Now we have that (x¢, 2o, V¥ (0, Yo, wo)) = wo € A. Due to the transverse intersection
of the graph of (z,y) — V, ,4¥(x,y, wp) at wy, by the implicit function theorem, we have that
given w in a small enough conical neighborhood of wy, there exists a small neighborhood of
(zg, o) and a unique (x,y) in this neighborhood such that (z,y, V, ¥ (x,y,w)) € A. Now
let (s1,89,t,01,- -+ ,60,_1) be a critical point for the function ¢. We have that

V() + 510, ¥(t) + 520, E+ (¥(F) + 510 — 20) A&, =€), & — (Y(1) + sow — o) K(E, =€) € A.
This then implies that s; = s5. Substituting this into (I0)), we get that (w, &) = 0. Substi-
tuting s = s, = o in g, ey, . . ., Ve, _, and in s105, + 21, we get that (y(t) + sw — o) is
orthogonal to each of the vectors w, wp,,...,wy, _,. But w, wy,,ws,,...,wy, , and wy, _, are
mutually orthogonal and therefore we have that ~(t) 4+ sw — zo = 0.

Summarizing the above calculations, we have the following: Given a diagonal element,
wo = (x,&,10,&) € A\ X, at a critical point (s,s,t,6q,---,0,_1) of ¥, the plane passing
through xo and perpendicular to £ intersects the curve at «(t), and zg lies on the line passing
through ~(¢) in the direction w (which we have already determined is perpendicular to &g).

The Hessian at the critical point is given by

~ A B
dglszteleg...enflw = |iBt C:|

{w,&) = (10)

where
h 0 (w-v'(t)h
A= 0 k (w-y()k |,
(W-Y')h (w-~@E)E v (@) (h+E)
So-we,  —So-wa (V) we,)(h+Ek)s
Sorwo,  —So-wa (V) we,)(h+Ek)s
Bt=| &-wo  —Co-we (V) we)(ht+k)s ||
50 " Wo,_q _50 W, _1 <7l(t) w9n71)(h' + ]{:)S
1 0 0 0
0 (sin6)? 0 - 0
C=3s*h+k) |0 0 (sin B sin 6y)* - -- 0
6 O 0 . (sin 6; sin 92.. ..sin6, 5)?

15



We have

I; —BC! A B I3 0 _(A-BC7'Bt 0
0 I, Bt C¢)\-C'B I,,) 0 )
Then det(d*)) = det(A — BC~'B') x det(C) and sgn(d2¢)= sgn(A — BC~'B")+sgn(C),

where sgn stands for the difference between the number of positive eigenvalues and the
number of negative eigenvalues. We have

1 (n—1) —(n—=1)  Ks(h+k)
Bc_lBt = m —(n— 1) (n— 1) _KS(h+k) s
Ks(h+k) —Ks(h+k) Ls*(h+k)?
where .
We; / Wo,
K= . t) -
— (&) sin#; sinf, . ..sin Gi_l) (7 ®) sin 6 sin 6, . . .sin Gi_l)
and
n—1 W 2
L= "(t) - :
; (7 ®) sin6; sin b, . . .sin@i_l)
Since &y - w = 0, we have
n—1 w
=) 4 % f Al1<i<n—1.
S0 Z ‘sinf; sin6, . ..sinf;_; or somed, t == n

Then

n—1
we.
K - AZ ! t . ‘ .
; (7( ) sin@lsineg...sinei_l)

Taking dot product with +/(t) with & above, we have

K = ’)’/(t) - &o-

Now let us take

_ n—1 ()&
- s2(h+ k) and G = s

F —-F G
BC’lBt<F F e )

G -G L(h+k)

We then have

and

( h—F F @ﬁywmc)
A—BC™B!' =

F k—F (Y whk+ G
(Y'(t) - wh-G (¥(t) wk+G H
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where I = (|5/(t)]* = L)(h + k) = |7/ (t) - w[*(h + k).

Now
_ h+k,
det (A— BC™'B") = —(h+ k)G* = — = (' (t) - &),

and

n—2

det(C) = [ [ (sin® 6)" "

k=1

Therefore
B h+k

det (d2 )|

s1,52,t,01,02,...,0n 1)

(¥ (1) - &)%5* "V (h + k)" det(C)

= (Y(t) - &)*(h + k)" |7 (t) — 20" det (C).

From the above equality, we have that a critical point is non-degenerate if /() - & # 0.
Geometrically, this means that the plane x + £+ intersects the curve transversely.

Since det(A — BC™'B') = —1k(4/(t) - &)?, we have that this determinant is strictly
negative due to the choice of h and k. Therefore sgn(A — BC™'B!) is either 1 or —3.
Consider

0 0 1](A-BC™'B" =H=|d(t) w*(h+k) > 0.

_ o O

Thus A — BC~!'B! has at least one positive eigenvalue which implies sgn(A — BC™'BY)is 1.
Combining sgn(A — BC~!B!) and sgn(C), we conclude that the sgn(d%y) is n.

Using the method of stationary phase, the leading term in the stationary phase expansion
of e (A(xe¥) as A — oo is

(2m) 7L;r2€nzi¢1 (o) (wo)w™ (tg) - - w (tg)w (tg) - - - w’™ (ty)
n+2 n .
N+ D) - €llr(t,) — o)l
Here {v,, } are the intersection points of the curve v with the plane x + ¢+, Note that for
each intersection point t, on the curve =, the det(C) term in the Hessian cancels with the
det(C') expression in the integrand.
The principal symbol og(xg, &, xg,€&) (which by abuse of notation, we will denote it by
0o(z0,€)) is the sum of the expressions arising from all the critical points of the phase
function. We have

Uo(l’oaa = Z AnTJrZ

n+2 nwi

(2m) 2 e 1 g1(x0) 2 (Io)wil (tg) - -w'm (tq)wjl (tq) - -w/m (tq) _
(h(€0, —€0) + K((€0, —€0)) 2 [('(t4(€0)) - €0) 1 (7(tg (&) — o) |2

Note that due to the condition imposed on the closed conic set K in the statement of Theorem
2 we have that the intersection points are all transverse intersection points.

(11)
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The expression for the principal symbol above is dependent on the choice of ¥ (due to
its dependence on h and k), and the cutoff functions ¢; and ¢9. To make it independent of
the choice of these functions, we divide ([II]) by the principal symbol of the identity operator
obtained by the same cutoff functions and . The principal symbol of the identity operator
can be computed analogously by computing the leading order term in the following integral
as A — 00

(On, e~ B0 () /¢1 Vo ()~ M3 IE-ml (60~ +h (€0, ~6)) g7 (12)

We have that « = xq is the only critical point for phase function 3|z — 2o|?(h(&, —&) +
k((&, —&o)) and Hessian at the critical point is (h + k)I,,. Hence the principal symbol of
M) is
(2m)5 €T 1 (wo) da(o)
As(h+k)3 '

Dividing (1) by the principal symbol of identity operator above, we get the principal symbol
Ao (o, €, 0, &) (which we will denote by Ag(z0,§)) of REw™ - - -w'mw’t - - - w/™ Ry (here R, is
the restricted ray transform on functions) on A\ X to be

an

27’(’&)21 m(t )wjl (tq) e wjm (tq)
Z \5\\7 50)\\7( a(€0) — wo)[" 2

In the next section, we will prove ellipticity of this symbol on solenoidal tensor fields.

5 Ellipticity of the symbol on the solenoidal part

Proposition 2. Let f be a solenoidal symmetric m-tensor field in R™ in the sense that
Em fia (£) = 0. Suppose Agf =0 then f = 0.

We will need the following straightforward lemmas for Proposition

Lemma 4. Ifwy,--- ,w, are n-linearly independent vectors in R™ and
01®W1+CQ®WQ+"'+Cn®wn:0 (13)

(® denotes the usual tensor product), C; € RP, fori=1,...,n and for an arbitrary p. Then
each C; is the 0-vector.

Proof. Let C; = (¢i;)%_; € RP. Now (I3) can be written as

C11 C21 Cn1
C12 C22 Cn2

. ®W(t1)—|— . ®W(t2)—|—"'+ . ®§:0. (14)
Cip Cap Cnp
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From the above equation, we get
crjwy + cgjwa + - Fepjw, =0 for j=1,...,p.

which implies that ¢;; =0fori=1,--- ,nand j=1,...,p.
]

The next statement is a standard fact, but we prefer to give a quick proof as it follows
immediately from the previous lemma.

Lemma 5. Let wy, .-+ ,w, be linearly independent vectors in R™. For any m, the collection
of n™ m-tensors of the form

wi1®~-~®wim wzthlgzl, ,imgn,
15 linearly independent as well.

Proof. We use mathematical induction on m. For m = 1, there are n vectors wy, - - - , w,, and
these are linearly independent by assumption. Now assume the collection of £ — 1 tensors
Wi, ® - @ w;,_, are linearly independent. Assume that the following linear combination is
0:
CiyoiyWiy @+ @ w;, = 0.
We can write this as
C’1®w1+-~-Cn®wn:O,

where each C; is a linear combination involving the coefficients ¢;,..;, of kK — 1 tensors of the
form w;, ® - - - ®w;,_,. By the previous lemma each C; = 0, and then the result follows from
the induction hypothesis. O

Lemma 6. Let wy, .-+ ,w, be linearly independent vectors in R™. For any m, the collection
of ("+:Z_1) m-tensors of the form

wh@”'@wim wnhlgzl?azmgn,

where, recall that ® denotes symmetric tensor product, is linearly independent as well.

Proof. We have

o(m)”

1
Wh@"'QWim:% Zwia(l)@)"'@wi

' 0€Sm

A linear combination of the m-tensors w;, ® - -- ® w;,, is a linear combination of the tensors
Wiy @ - Qw; Now the result follows from the previous lemma. O

o(m)”
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Proof of Proposition 2l. A symmetric m-tensor field in R™ has ("t”;_l) distinct components.

Therefore we need ("+:Z_1) conditions in order to determine a symmetric m-tensor field

uniquely in R™. From Ay f = 0, we have

2mw" (tg) - - (tq)wﬁ( g) W (tg) fir i _
2 (' (2 ( 0)) - &) (v (tg (50))—xo)| -

Multiplying by f;,...;,, and adding, we get

q

2w (ty) - - - wim (tg)w (tg) - - - (tg) Fir i Firin
2 €107 (24(&0)) - €0) (7 (t4(&0)) — 20)] =0

q
This gives
S 2 )l
—= [E11(¥'(t(&0)) - S0) (7 (24 (£0)) — o)
Hence
W (ty) W (t) i =0, for g =1,..., (n +: a 2). (15)
Using the fact that
E firim = 0, (16)
we have that
W ()« 0 (o JE iy i = 0 (17)
for 1 < g1, Jmo1 < n with w(t,) = & Since f;,..;,, is symmetric, (I7) can be written as
(@(t;) © - ©w(tyy ) O™ firnin =0.
We now define the following ("+m 1) X ("+7";_1) matrix:
A= (wt)", - wltppm)®" wity) ©- - Ow(t, ) ©§)
for 1 < g1, Jme1 < 1.
Then (I5) and (I6) together can be written as
Atf =o. (18)

Showing f = 0 is equivalent to proving that A has full rank. Suppose that a linear combi-
nation of the columns of A is equal to 0:

L(n,m)
Yooawt) > g w(ty) @ Ow(ty, ) @ =0. (19)
i=1 1<j1, . Jm—1<n
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Note that in (I9), we make the assumption that w(t,) = £. Now

L(n,m) n—1 ©Om
ClW(t1)®m + -+ Cn_lw(tn_l)Qm —+ Z C; (Z aijw(tj))
i=n j=1

+ Z lengj’rnflw(tjl) ©-0 w(t]‘mfl) ©&=0.

1<j1,,jm—1<n

We can write the above equation as

Yoo iy w(ty) @ 0w(ty,)

1<71, Jm<n—1

+ Y Gty O 0w, ) ©E=0.

1<j1,,jm—1<n

Now from Lemma [6] we have that ¢;, ;, , and d;, ;. , are 0. Letting ¢;,_;. , = 0 in (19),
we get

i=1
Now by the Kirillov-Tuy condition, each ¢; = 0. Hence we have that the matrix A has full
rank. Finally, we have that f = 0. The proof of Proposition 2] is complete. O

6 Microlocal Inversion

In this section, we will construct a microlocal parametrix for the operator RZR~. This will
complete the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem 2. Using a lexicographic ordering, let us view the entries of the symmetric

m-tensor \/‘ﬂW(ts(50).637(;@3(50)_%”w(ts)Qm as a column vector vg, and with that define the

matrix
V: (,Ul PN UL(n,m) ...'UN) .

Here N is the number of intersection points of the plane xy + ¢+ with the curve ~.
We then have that
Ao(z, &) =VVE

Again using a lexicographic ordering, Ay can be viewed as a matrix. The entries of V
are real, and since the rank of V' is L(n,m), the rank of Ay is L(n,m) as well. Since Ay is
symmetric, using the spectral decomposition theorem, we have that Ay = PDP?, where P
is the orthogonal matrix comprising the eigenvectors of Ay and D is the diagonal matrix of
eigenvalues of Ag. This implies that there are L(n, m) non-zero entries in the diagonal matrix
D. Now let D~ be the diagonal matrix obtained by replacing the L(n, m) nonzero entries of
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D by its reciprocals and define By(z, &) = o(S)PD™ P' where S is solenoidal projection of a
symmetric tensor field, and o(S) is its principal symbol.
Next, we have

Bo(x,8)Ao(z,§) = 0(S)P (IMS"”) 8) P!
=o(S).

In the last line we used the fact that all the columns in P after L(n,m)-th column are the
eigenvectors corresponding to the 0 eigenvalue. Thus By(z,£)Ao(z,€) equals o(S). Since
the singularities of P and D~ are possibly only on ¥, we have that the entries of By(x, &) lie
in the symbol class I(A, A). Let By be the operator with symbol matrix given by

piny= | Bl (e

otherwise.

We have that the solenoidal projection S is of order 0 and R:ZR~ € I"0(A, A) [12]. The
principal symbol of ByR:R, is 0(S). Therefore ByRI R~ € [ ~2+2. Indeed by the properties
of IP! classes, on A\ ¥, an IP! distribution is a pseudodifferential operator of order p + I.
Now since S is of order 0, we have that p+{ = 0. Also we know from [I8] that the principal
symbol of an IP! distribution has a singularity along ¥ as a conormal distribution of order
[ —k/2. In our case k = 1, and away from A\ X, S is a classical pseudodifferential operator.
Therefore [ = % Now p = —%.

Using the symbol calculus for IP/(A, A), we can decompose R, = BoRLR~A—S as Ry + Ry
where as Ry € =23 and Ris € [~373,

Now let P denote the potential projection of a symmetric m-tensor field. We have the
following lemma.

Lemma 7. The principal symbols of Ry o P as [722 and I=22 distributions respectively
for 3 =1,2 are 0.
Proof. We first consider R, o P. We have

(Rl o} P) f = ((BQR:;R,-Y — S) o} P) f =0.

This follows from the fact that the solenoidal projection of a potential field is 0 and (R o P) f =
0. Now
(RioP) f=((Ru+Ri2)oP) f=0.
From this, we have
(Ri1oP) f=—(RizoP) f.

This then implies that Ry; o P and Ry5 o P both belong to [ =33, Therefore the principal
symbol of Ri; 0P as an [ -2:3 distribution is 0 and that of RisoPasan ] -3~3 distribution

is 0 as well.
O
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Let NS(A),RS(A) and CS(A) denote the null space, row space and column space,
respectively of a matrix A. We have the following standard result from linear algebra.

Lemma 8. If A and B are two matrices of the same order such that NS(A) C NS(B),
then RS(B) C RS(A).

Now from Lemma [, we have that NS (00(S)) C NS (00(Ry;)) for j = 1,2. Then by
Lemma B, we have that RS (00(R1;)) C RS (00(S)). is contained in row space of o(S) for
j = 1,2. Now by Proposition [2, we have that RS(0o(S)) = RS(Ay). Hence there exist
matrices r1; such that og(Ry;) = 114 for j =1,2.

Let By and Biy be operators having symbols —ry; and —rip respectively. Let By =
Bii + Bia, and define Ry = (By + B1)R:LRy — S. We can rewrite Ry as

Ry = BuRL Ry + BiuRERy + ByRERy — S
= BuR, Ry + Riy + BiyRE Ry + Ruo.

Let us denote Ky = B11 Ry Ry + Ry and Ky = B1oR R, + Ria. We have Ky € 33
and Ky € [7373. By construction, the principal symbols of K7 and Ky are 0. Hence using
the symbol calculus, we decompose

Ki=Kn+ K, K€ I_g’%a Kypel >z
Ky = Ko + Ky, Ky € ]_%’_%>Kl2 el 272,
With this, we can write
Ry = Ki1 + Ko + Koy + Ky,
~ ———— =~

Roo Ra1 Ra2

1

where Ryy € I3, Ry € =373 and Ry € I=3~3. Therefore
2
Re Y i
§=0

Proceeding recursively, we get a sequence of operators

N
Ry e 3 1t
j=o
We write this as
(3] N
RN c I—%—N-i-] 1-j + Z I—%—N-i-] %—J
=0 j=[3]+1

In the first term above, since —% —N+j < —% — N+ [%] and %—j < %, we have that first

-N+[§

term belongs to [ bz, Letting N — oo, we have that this term is smoothing, since
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F‘lpI”’l C C*°. For the second term, we use the fact that for [%]—I—l <j <N, —% —N+j < —%
and % -5 < —% — [%] Again letting N — oo, since M IP{(A, A) C IP(A), we have that the
second as N — oo is an operator in [ _%(A) which we denote by A. Therefore defining an
operator B = By + Bj + - -+, we have for each x € m(K),

BR. R+ f(zx) = f*(z) + Af(x) + smoothing terms.

This completes the proof of Theorem O

7 Some examples

In this final section, we justify the remarks that we made in Section about the Kirillov-
Tuy condition.

71 Casen—1=2

Proposition 1. If wy, -+ ,wny1 are (m + 1)-vectors contained in a plane of R3 such that
any two of them are linearly independent. Then the following matriz has full rank:

Ap = (W™ . . wih).

Proof. Define .
Ap = (WP™ . 0wl

Observe A,, has A,, as (m +1) x (m + 1) block (by doing some row operations). Therefore
it is sufficient to prove that A,, has full rank. We prove this using induction on m. Clearly
the result is true for m = 1. Let us assume that the matrix A, (for m = k) has full rank,
that is, the vectors

ok ®k
Wiy W

are linearly independent. Using this, we want to prove that the vectors

®(k+1 ®(k+1
Wl( )v"' kaJ£2 )
are also linearly independent.
Consider
k+2
Z ciw?(kﬂ) = 0. (20)
i=1

Using the pairwise independent condition, we write each w; = a;wy + B;ws for @ > 3 with the
conditions that o; # 0 # 3; for any ¢ > 3 and «;0; — o; 3; # 0 for ¢ # j. From (20)), we have

k42 k42
k k k k
crwd* + E aicw® | @ wy + | cowd* + E Biciw?* | @ wy = 0.
=3 i=3
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Since w; and wy are independent, from Lemma [, we get

k+2
W + Z aiciwdF =0, (21)
i=3

k42
cow$* + Z BiciwE* = 0. (22)
i=3

If ¢jyo = 0 then we are done and if cxio # 0 then we can use (2I)) and (22) to get the
following;:

1 k+1
Qk ®k ®k
Wipyo = —— | awy” + E Q;CiWw;
i=3

Ok4+2Ck+2
and
1 k+1
®k ®k ®k
Wipo = =7 | cawy™ + E Biciw?" | .
Bret2Ch+2 i—3

Equating the above two equations, we get

k1
C1 Co Oéﬂk+2 - 5'ak+2
Wit — P+ < - - wP =0,
42 Br+2 — Opt2Bk+2

This implies ¢; = 0 for ¢ = 1,...,k + 1 because of the pairwise independent condition and
the induction hypothesis. Letting ¢; =0 for i = 1,...,k + 1 in equation (2II), we have

Rk _
Op42Ck42WE o9 = 0,

which implies ¢xo = 0 because ag,o # 0 and w0 is a non-zero vector.

7.2 Casen—1=3and m =2

In this case we consider a collection of six vectors wi, ws, - -+ ,wg in R? (since in the Kirillov-
Tuy condition, the vectors are restricted to a hyperplane) with the condition that any three
of them are independent.

Lemma 9. If wy,ws, - ,wg be siz vectors in R3 such that any three of them are linearly
independent. Then the rank of the following matriz

V= (2 wf? o W)

18 6.
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Proof. We can write
w; = auwi + 52'("}2 + Yiws, for ¢ = 4a 5> 6a

and we have that the matrix
ay By vy
as B s
as Ps Ve

is invertible. Now it is enough to show that the matrix

0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

ayfly asfs Quay
asfBs asPBs  asas
agfBs agfs ae

SO OO O
[ elNeNoll -
oS oo~k OO

is invertible. We can write

asBy YuPs sy as Pi Yy Ba Y4 ou
asBs YsPs asys | = |as Bs s | Xu | Bs vs s
o 36 ’)’656 66 ag s Y6 Bs Yo 6

where (A xg B);; = A;; - B;; is the Hadamard product of matrices. It is well-known that
det(A x gy B) > det(A)det(B). Since both matrices on the right hand side are non-singular,

the rank of V' is 6. O

7.3 Counter example for n — 1 =3 and m =3

We give an example for the case of (3) in Remark [II

Example 3. Consider the following collection of L(4,3) = 10 vectors:

U1 = (1707070)7U2 = (07 1707O>7U3 = (0707 170)7
Uy = (17p27p1270>

fori=4,--- 10 and p;’s are distinct primes. Then any three vectors of them are linearly
independent. And it is easy to check that vectors {vS*}12, are not independent.
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