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Abstract

This study proposes a Hessian-inversion-free ray-born inversion approach for biomedical ultrasound
tomography. The proposed approach is a more efficient version of the ray-born inversion approach
proposed in [3]. Using these approaches, the propagation of acoustic waves are modelled using
a ray approximation to heterogeneous Green’s function, and the inverse problem is solved in the
frequency domain via iteratively linearisation and minimisation of the objective function from low
to high frequencies. In [3], the linear subproblem associated with each frequency interval is solved
via an implicit and iterative inversion of the Hessian matrix (inner iterations). Instead, in this
study, each linear subproblem is weighted in a way in which the Hessian matrix be diagonalised,
and can thus be inverted in a single step. Using the proposed approach, the computational cost of
solving each associated linear subproblem becomes almost the same as solving one linear subproblem
associated with a radon-type time-of-flight-based approach using bent rays. More importantly, the
assumptions made for diagonalising the Hessian matrix make the image reconstruction more stable
than the inversion approach in [3] to noise.

1. Introduction

The aim of ultrasound tomography (UST) is to determine the map of the acoustic properties of the
interior of an object from ultrasonic measurements made on its boundary. Ultrasound tomography
has received growing interest for biomedical diagnostic applications [4, 5, 6]. One of the most
important application of UST for medical diagnosis is detection of malignant tumours in the breast
[4, 7, 8, 9, 10]. Ideally, the information which can be determined from ultrasound data measured on
the boundary of an object include the quantitative distribution of the sound speed, absorption and
density, and a qualitative map of reflectivity [6]. This manuscript is concentrated on reconstruction
of the sound speed, so the term UST is used for the sound speed reconstruction. Approaches to
image reconstruction of the sound speed from UST data can be categorised by: 1) the data type
used in the inversion, 2) whether the objective function to be minimised is nonlinear or linearised,
3) whether the objective function is defined in the time domain or frequency domain, or 4) the
forward model used.
In terms of the data type used, the first class of approaches use only the direct times-of-flight
between the emitters and receivers [11], and no scattered waves are included. The second uses the
complete measured time series, including the scattered waves [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21].
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The third uses the direct-arrival and first-scattered waves [22, 23, 24, 25, 40, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31].
In our study, the first and third data types are used, the former for providing an initial guess
and the latter for solving the main inverse problem. The chosen approach for solving the main
inverse problem is based on an iterative linearisation of the objective function, and performs the
linearisations in the frequency domain from low to high frequencies. The forward problem is
modelled based on a ray-approximation to the heterogeneous Green’s function. The motivation
for choosing this forward model is that ray theory based on the high frequency approximation
provides a good trade-off between accuracy and computational cost when data is broadband [32].
In addition, the known limitations of ray theory such as caustics or mutivaluedness of the minimal
acoustic length [33] are less challenging for imaging soft tissues like the breast with refractive
index often varying between 0.9 − 1.1 than seismic imaging applications with sharp changes in
the refractive index. The details of the proposed UST inversion approach were given in [3]. It was
numerically shown that this approach can reconstruct a high resolution map of the sound speed, but
it is computationally a few orders of magnitude less costly than full-waveform inversion approaches
which use the full solution of the wave equation [12, 15, 16].
The common approaches accounting for diffraction or singly scattered waves use the Green’s func-
tion in the homogeneous medium, and account for the acoustic heterogeneity only in the scattering
potential [22, 23, 24, 25, 40, 27, 28, 31], but it was shown that combining ray theory with Born
inversion can significantly improve the accuracy via including the sound speed heterogeneity, re-
fraction and acoustic absorption and dispersion in the Green’s functions predicting the incident
and scattered waves [3]. In [34], a single-stage inversion approach which combines the diffraction
tomography with ray tracing was proposed. Using this approach, the phase aberration of the
Green’s function because of heterogeneities was accounted for by performing ray tracing on an
image reconstructed using a time-of-flight-based approach.
The UST inversion approach proposed in [3] fits into a class of linearised inversion approaches,
known as ray-born migration/inversion, in the context of inverse seismic theory [32, 35, 36, 37]. In
[3], the objective function is discretised in the frequency domain, and is linearised and minimised
over the frequency range covered by the ultrasound transducers. This is done by dividing the
frequency range into a number of frequency intervals, each including a fixed number, here 2, of the
discretised frequencies, and performing the minimisation sequentially from low to high frequency
intervals such that the solution of the linearised subproblem for each frequency interval is used as
initial guess for the linearised subproblem associated with the next frequency interval. Because the
inverse problem of reconstructing acoustic parameters from ultrasound or seismic data is nonlinear,
minimising the objective function from low to high frequencies helps avoiding getting stuck in the
local minima [13, 14, 31].
In [3], each linearised subproblem, which is equivalent to the product of an inverse of the Hessian
matrix by the gradient of the objective function, is solved implicitly using a Conjugate Gradient
(CG) algorithm via an iterative implementation of the Fréchet derivative of the forward operator
and its adjoint. Because of the iterative computation of the Hessian matrix, the computational cost
for solving each linearised subproblem using this approach becomes about an order of magnitude
more than solving a linearised subproblem associated with a Radon-type time-of-flight-based ap-
proach, whose major computational cost corresponds to only two-point ray tracing. (Nevertheless,
using the CPU mentioned in section 6.3, the total computational time for image reconstruction
using the inversion approach in [3] is almost the same as numerically solving a single forward
problem of the full-Waveform inversion using a k-space pseudo-spectral approach for simulating
propagation of acoustic waves [39, 40, 41, 42, 43].) For further reducing the computational cost,
this study proposes a single-stage approach for solving the linearised subproblem associated with
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each frequency set. The proposed approach is based on weighting the arising linearised subprob-
lems such that the Hessian matrix becomes diagonalised and can thus be inverted in a single step.
Using the proposed approach, the computational cost of each iteration (linearised subproblem) of
the ray-Born minimisation approach is reduced to almost that of a Radon-type time-of-flight-based
inversion approach using bent rays [38].
Section 2 introduces the forward and inverse problems of UST based on a Green’s function solution
to the frequency-domain Helmholtz wave equation for heterogeneous and absorbing media. In sec-
tion 3, the proposed approach for solving the inverse problem based on the heterogeneous Green’s
function is explained. Section 4 describes ray tracing and how the Green’s function for heteroge-
neous media is approximated based on ray theory. Section 5 explains the procedure for discretising
the forward and inverse problems. In section 6, the ray approximation to the heterogeneous Green’s
function is numerically validated, and the reconstructed images demonstrating the performance of
the proposed Hessian-inversion-free ray-born inversion approach are presented, and compared to
the inversion approach in [3].
Simulation of wave propagation as benchmark. In the appendix-A, the numerical approach
used in this study for an accurate simulation of acoustic waves produced by an omnidirectional
point and time varying source using a k-space pesudospectral method is briefly discussed. (The
readers are referred to [43] for further details.) This numerical approach has been widely used for
numerically solving the wave equation [39, 40, 41]. A numerical implementation of this approach is
also available as an open-source toolbox [42]. The k-Wave Version 1.3, the most recent version at
the time of submitting the first version of this manuscript, was used in this study, but the inclusion
of time-varying source in this toolbox was found to be inconsistent with the wave equation, and
was thus corrected to match with the wave equation and its analytic solution [43]. (No changes
have been reported in the most recent version 1.4 regarding the inclusion of time-varying source,
but the readers can check.)

2. Green’s function solution to the wave equation

This section describes the forward and inverse problems of image reconstruction of the sound speed.
Let x =

(
x1, ..., xd

)
denote a spatial position in Rd with d the number of dimensions. In general,

d can be either 2 or 3. This study is restricted to d = 2, but it can be extended to d = 3.
Accordingly, Ω ⊂ Rd is an open bounded set, and contains the spatially-varying part of the sound
speed distribution, c(x), i.e., (c(x)/c0 − 1) ∈ c∞

0 , where c0 is a scalar value representing the sound
speed outside Ω (here the sound speed in water). The open set Ω is bounded by a circular ring
S ⊂ Rd−1, which contains the emission and reception elements e and r. (The emission and reception
elements are assumed points.) Each emission element, referred to here as emitter e ∈ {1, ..., Ne} and
centred at xe, is sequentially excited by a pulse and acts as a source s(t; xe) within the excitation
time t ∈ (0, Ts). The acoustic pressure field produced by each emitter propagates across the object
in water and is measured at the reception elements, referred to here as receiver r ∈ {1, ..., Nr}
and centred at xr, for times t ∈ (0, T ) with T ≫ Ts. For each excitation element e, the time
series measured by the receiver r is represented by p(t, xr; xe). The inverse problem is an image
reconstruction of c(x) from the measured boundary pressure times series p(t, xr; xe) for all emitter-
receiver pairs.
While the data is typically measured in the time domain, i.e. with a broadband excitation signal,
the image reconstruction is here performed in the frequency domain. To this end, we define the
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following Fourier transform pair between the time and temporal frequency domains,

p̂(ω) = Fp(t) =
∫ ∞

−∞
p(t)eiωtdt, p(t) = F −1p̂(ω) = 1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
p̂(ω)e−iωtdt. (1)

2.1. Lossy Helmholtz equation and complex wavevector. The propagation of a single fre-
quency acoustic pressure field, p̂(ω, x), in an absorbing medium is often modelled using a lossy
Helmholtz equation of the form(

k̃(x)2 +∇2
)

p̂(ω, x; xe) = −s(ω, xe), k̃2 = |k̃|2, (2)

where k̃ is a complex wavevector k̃ = k + iki, where the real part k is related to the phase speed
cp(ω) of the wave by

|k| ≡ k = ω/cp(ω), (3)

and the imaginary part is related to the absorption coefficient α by

ki = α k/k. (4)

The specific from of the wavenumber we use is based on Szabo’s absorption model, and is in the
form [44]

k̃ = ω

c
− α0(−i)y+1ωy

cos(πy/2)

= ω

c
+ α

(
tan (πy/2) + i

)
= k + iα,

(5)

where the scalar α is acoustic absorption and follows the frequency power law, α = α0ωy. Here, α0
has units Np(rad/s)−ym−1, and y is the power-law exponent with a non-integer often in the range
1 < y ⩽ 1.5 for soft tissue [45, 46]. In (5), (−i)y = cos(πy/2) − i sin(πy/2) has been used. Using
the specific form (5), the phase speed satisfies

1
cp(ω) = k

ω
= 1

c
+ α0 tan(πy/2) ω(y−1). (6)

For further details, see [44]. The solution of (2) in terms of Green’s function can be written as

p̂(ω, x) =
∫

g(ω, x; x′)s(ω, x′)dx′, (7)

where g(ω, x; x′) is the Green’s function associated with frequency ω, at point x and originated at
point x′, and satisfies (

k̃(x)2 +∇2
)

g(ω, x; x′) = −δ(x− x′). (8)

For the 2D case and in heterogeneous and absorbing media, the Green’s function associated with
frequency ω, at point x and originated at x′, can be written in the form

g(ω, x; x′) ≈ A(ω, x; x′) exp
(
i(ϕ(ω, x; x′) + π/4)

)
. (9)

Here, ϕ is the phase, and A = AabsAgeom is the amplitude factor, and contains contributions from
absorption as well as geometric spreading. All these parameters are approximated using the ray
theory [33].
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3. Minimisation approach

This section explains the approach taken for minimising the objective function. Following [3], the
objective function is linearised at a number of discretised frequencies within the frequency range
of the ultrasound transducers, and the arising linearised subproblems are solved from low to high
frequencies. The naive form of each linearised subproblem is equivalent to computing the product
of an implicit inverse of the Hessian matrix by the gradient of the objective function, and can be
performed iteratively via computing the product of the Hessian matrix by perturbations to the
unknown parameter of interest until the perturbation which minimises the associated linearised
objective function is determined [3]. Instead, here, each linearised subbproblem is weighted in both
data and solution spaces so that the Hessian matrix be diagonalised and can thus be inverted in a
single step. In [3], the objective function was minimised in terms of the sound speed c, but here,
the objective function is minimised in terms of the squared slowness, m = 1/c2, in order to simplify
diagonalisation of the Hessian matrix. Accordingly, the objective function in terms of the Green’s
function in the frequency domain is defined in the form

F(m) = 1
2

∑
e,r

∫
δgres(m; ω, r; e)∗ Qg(m; ω, r, e) δgres(m; ω, r; e) dω, (10)

where ∗ denotes the complex conjugate, and Qg(m; ω, r, e) is a component of a diagonal matrix
which weights the objective function in data space (ω, r, e), and will be derived later. Also, δgres is
the residual, and is in the form

δgres(m; ω, r; e) = g(m; ω, r; e)− ĝ(ω,r;e). (11)

Here, g(m;ω,r;e) and ĝ(ω,r;e) are termed the approximated and measured Green’s functions associated
with frequency ω, at point xr and originated at point xe. Note that ĝ(ω,r;e) can be obtained by
deconvolution of the measured pressure p̂(ω,r;e) from the pressure source s(ω, xe) in the frequency
domain. (Equivalent formulae can be obtained using the objective function in terms of the pressure
data [3].)
The nth linearisation of the objective function (10) around the squared slowness m(n) yields

δm(n) ≈ arg min
δm

1
2

∑
e,r

∫ (
δg

(n)
(ω,r,e)(δm) + δg(n)

res(ω, r, e)
)∗ Q(n)

g (ω, r, e)
(
δg

(n)
(ω,r,e)(δm) + δg(n)

res(ω, r, e)
)

dω,

(12)

where Q(n)
g (ω, r, e) := Qg(m(n); ω, r, e) and δg

(n)
res(ω, r, e) := δgres(m(n); ω, r; e) have been used for

brevity, and will be applied from now on. The problem (12) seeks to find the perturbation δm(n),
which fits the vector of the induced perturbation to Green’s function on receivers to the minus
residual in data space (ω, r, e). The perturbed Green’s function δg

(n)
(ω,r,e)(δm) is in the form

δg
(n)
(ω,r,e)(δm) =

∫
∂g(n)(ω, r; e)

∂m(n)(x′)
δm(x′) dx′. (13)

Here, g(n)(ω, r; e) := g(m(n), ω, r; e), and ∂g(n)(ω, r; e)/∂m(n)(x′) is a component of the Fréchet
derivative of the Green’s function on receivers with respect to the squared slowness m. The Fréchet
derivative operator linearly acts on the perturbation δm, and its components are in the form

∂g(n)(ω, r; e)
∂m(n)(x′)

= g(n)(ω, r; x′) Υ(n)
m (ω, x′) g(n)(ω, x′; e), (14)
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where g(ω, x′; e) is the Green’s function at point x′ and originated at xe, and g(ω, r; x′) is the
Green’s function at point xr and originated at x′. Also,

Υ(n)
m (ω, x′) = Υ(n)

c (ω, x′) ∂c(x′)
∂m(x′) = ωc(n)(x′)k̃(n)(x′) (15)

where k̃(n) satisfies (5) for c(n) and α. Note that α has been assumed fixed, and is thus not changed
with n. The reader is referred to reference [3], section 4.1, for further details about derivation of
(14). The minimisation problem (12) is equivalent to solving the linear equation

∇F (n)(x) +
∫

H(n)(x, x′) δm(x′) dx′ = 0. (16)

Here, the first term in the left-hand side is the functional gradient, which is weighted in data space
(ω, r, e) and solution space x, and is in the form

∇F (n)(x
)

=
∑
e,r

∫
Q(n)

m (x)
(∂g(n)(ω, r; e)

∂m(n)(x)

)∗
Q(n)

g (ω, r; e) δg(n)
res(ω, r; e) dω. (17)

Also, the second term, which is the action of the Hessian weighted in data and solution spaces, on
the perturbation, yields [3]

H(n)(x) δm =
∑
e,r

∫
Q(n)

m (x)
(∂g(n)(ω, r; e)

∂m(n)(x)

)∗
Q(n)

g (ω, r; e) δg
(n)
(ω,r;e)

(
δm

)
dω. (18)

Here, H(n)(x)δm =
∫

H(n)(x, x′)δm(x′) dx′, where from (13) and (14),

δg
(n)
(ω,r;e)

(
δm

)
=

∫
g(n)(ω, r; x′) Υ(n)

m (ω, x′)δm(x′) g(n)(ω, x′; e) dx′. (19)

Also, Υ(n)
m (ω, x′) δm(x′) is the complex scattering potential at point x′. By plugging (9) into (18),

the weighted Hessian can be written in the explicit form

H(n)(x, x′) =
∑
e,r

∫
Q(n)(ω, r, e, x) D(n)(ω, r, e, x, x′) e−iΦ(n)(ω,r,e,x,x′) dω, (20)

where

Q(n)(ω, r, e, x) = Q(n)
m (x)Q(n)

g (ω, r, e). (21)

Also,

D(n)(ω, r, e, x, x′) =
(
A(n)(ω, r; x)Υ(n)

m (ω, x) A(n)(ω, x; e)
)∗

(
A(n)(ω, r; x′) Υ(n)

m (ω, x′) A(n)(ω, x′; e)
)
,

(22)

and

Φ(n)(ω, r, e, x, x′) = ϕ(n)(ω, r; x) + ϕ(n)(ω, x; e)
−

(
ϕ(ω, r; x′) + ϕ(ω, x′; e)

)
.

(23)

Now, the following two approximations are enforced on (20) [32, 35, 36, 37].

D(n)(ω, r, e, x, x′) ≈ D(n)(ω, r, e, x′, x′) (24)
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and

Φ(n)(ω, r, e, x, x′) ≈ ∇x′

(
ϕ(n)(ω, r; x′) + ϕ(n)(ω, x′; e)

)
· (x− x′)

= k̄(n)(ω, r, x′; e) · (x− x′).
(25)

Here, k̄(·, r, x′; e) is the gradient of the two-way isochron, the curve in the space of the scattering
point x′ on which the sum of accumulated phase from xe to the scatterer x′ and from the scatterer x′

to xr is equal [35, 36]. The notation · implies the dependence on ω for brevity, and will be applied
from now on. k̄(·, r, x′; e) is thus a vector passing through x′, normal to the two-way isochron,
where k̄(·, r, x′; e) = k(·,x′;xe) + k(·,xr;x′) = k(·,x′;xe) − k(·,x′;xr) with k(·,x′;xe) (resp. k(·,x′;xr)) the
wavevector of the ray initialised at xe (resp. xr) at point x′.
For sufficiently smooth wavenumber k, the contribution of e and r to the Hessian H(x, x′) oscillates
by moving far away from a ray linking the emitter-receiver pair (e, r) along the planes perpendicular
to the ray and vanishes everywhere except in some vicinity of the ray. By moving far away from the
linked ray, Φ(n)(ω, r, e, x, x′) increases and D(n)(ω, r, e, x, x′) decreases, and therefore the contribu-
tion of e and r to the Hessian decays. In ray theory, for any emission point e and reception point
r, the volume around a ray linking e and r that contributes into the wavefield at r has been widely
studied, and is termed Fresnel volume. A point x belongs to the Fresnel volume corresponding to
a linked ray (e, r) at frequency ω, if and only if the discrepancy of the accumulated phase on the
ray linking e to r and the two-way accumulated phase from e to x and x to r be smaller than one
half the wavelength, i.e.,

|ϕ(ω, r; x) + ϕ(ω, x; e)− ϕ(ω, r; e)| < π. (26)

For further details, the reader is referred to reference [33], section 3.1.6. By assuming that rays
do not have any caustics, only points which are sufficiently close to the ray linking e and r satisfy
(26). The approximation (25) implies that for any pair of points x and x′ with sufficiently small
|ϕ(ω, r; x) + ϕ(ω, x; e) − ϕ(ω, r; e)|, the two-way accumulated phase associated with x can be ap-
proximated using a Taylor-series expansion to the two-way accumulated phase associated with x′,
for which the second and higher order terms are neglected. In addition, the approximation (24)
assumes that for any pair of points x and x′ in some vicinity of the ray linking e and r,

A(·, r; x)Υm(·, x) A(·, x; e) ≈ A(·, r; x′) Υm(·, x′) A(·, x′; e). (27)

This approximation is based on two assumptions. Firstly, in some vicinity of a linked ray (e, r)
that contributes into the Hessian, the changes in the two-way attenuation from e to r are ignored.
Secondly, considering (15), it was assumed that the variations in α0cω(y−1) throughout the medium
is much smaller than 1. For example, for soft tissues like the breast, the sound speed 1500 ms−1,
α0 = 0.5 dBMHz−ycm−1 (equivalent to 1.75 × 10−9 Np(rad/s)−ym−1), and frequency 1MHz, will
give α0cω(y−1) ≈ 1.375× 10−3Np/rad.
Now, by plugging the approximations (24) and (25) into (20), the Hessian operator is reduced to
the form

H(n)(x, x′) =
∑
e,r

∫
Q(n)(ω, r, e, x) e−ik̄(n)(ω,r,x′;e)·(x−x′) D(n)(ω, r, e, x′, x′) dω

=
∫∫∫ 1

∆e ∆r
Q(n)(ω, r, e, x) e−ik̄(n)(ω,r,x′;e)·(x−x′) D(n)(ω, r, e, x′, x′) dω dr de.

(28)

Now, by assuming that rays do not have caustics or any other singularities, the variables of inte-
gration are changed using a one-to-one map (ω, r, e)→ (|k̄|, ζ, θ). Here, on each arbitrary point x,
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and emitter-receiver pair (e, r), θ is defined as the scattering angle, and satisfies
θ(·, r, x′; e) = γr(·, x′) + π − γe(·, x′), (29)

where γe and γr are the angle of the wavevector of rays initialised at xe and xr, respectively. Also,
the pair (|k̄|, ζ) is a polar representation of the two-way wavevector k̄(·, r, x′; e), which is normal
to the two-way isochron xe → x′ → xr. Here, the angle of the two-way wavevector ζ(·, r, x′; e)
satisfies

ζ(·, r, x′; e) = 1
2(γe(·, x′) + γr(·, x′) + π), (30)

and the magnitude satisfies

|k̄| = 2 k cos
(θ

2
)
. (31)

Now, applying the change of variables (ω, r, e)→ (|k̄|, ζ, θ) on (28) yields

H(n)(x, x′) =
∫∫∫ 1

∆e ∆r
Q(n)(ω, r, e, x) e−ik̄(n)(ω,r,x′;e)·(x−x′)×

D(n)(ω, r, e, x′, x′)
∣∣∣∣ ∂(ω, r, e)
∂(|k̄|, ζ, θ)

∣∣∣∣ d|k̄| dζ dθ,
(32)

where × is a multiplication operator for scalars. Following [32, 35, 36, 37], we now choose Q(n)

such that H(n)(x, x′) be diagonalised and can thus be inverted in a single step. Accordingly, by
choosing

Q(n)(ω, r, e, x) = ∆e∆r

(2π)2
|k̄(n)(ω, r, x; e)|
D(n)(ω, r, e, x, x)

∣∣∣∣∂
(
|k̄|, ζ, θ

)
∂(ω, r, e)

∣∣∣∣, (33)

the Hessian operator in (28) collapses to

H(x, x′) =
∫ ( 1

(2π)2

∫∫
|k̄|e−ik̄(x′)·(x−x′) d|k̄|dζ

)
dθ ≈ 2πδ(x− x′). (34)

Here, we used the fact that the term inside the parenthesis in (34) can be expressed as a sampled
(in angular and wavenumber domains) and band-limited variant of the exact Fourier transform of
the delta function in the cylindrical coordinates [35], i.e.,

1
(2π)2

∫ 2π

ζ=0

∫ +∞

−∞
|k̄|e−ik̄(x′)·(x−x′) d|k̄| dζ = δ(x− x′). (35)

In addition, the Jacobian determinant included in the weighting function (33) gives∣∣∣∣∂(|k̄|, ζ, θ)
∂(ω, r, e)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∂(|k̄|)

∂ω

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂γe

∂e

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂γr

∂r

∣∣∣∣, (36)

where ∣∣∣∣∂(|k̄(x)|)
∂ω

∣∣∣∣ = 2 cos
(θ(x)

2
)[ 1

c(x) + y tan (πy

2 )ω(y−1) α0(x)
]
. (37)

Now, considering (21) and by plugging the weighting function in (33) into the functional gradient
(17), and then plugging (17) into the linearised equation (16), together with using (34), give a
search direction

δm(n)(x′) ≈ ℜ
{ ∑

e,r,ω

Λ(n)(ω, r, e, x′) δgres(m(n); ω, r; e)
}

. (38)
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Here, ℜ{·} denotes the real part, and

Λ(n)(ω, r, e, x′) =∆e∆r∆ω

(2π)3

∣∣∣∣∂γ
(n)
e (ω, x′)

∂e

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂γ
(n)
r (ω, x′)

∂r

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂|k̄(ω, r, x′; e)|
∂ω

∣∣∣∣ ×∣∣k̄(n)(ω, r, x′; e)
∣∣(Υ(n)

m (ω, x′)
)−1

g
(n)
† (ω, x′; e) g

(n)
† (ω, x′; r),

(39)

where

g
(n)
† (ω, x; x′) =

exp
(
− i(ϕ(n)(ω, x; x′) + π/4)

)
A(n)(ω, x; x′)

. (40)

Here, g† is termed reversed Green’s function, where † indicates that the Green’s function is reversed
in both phase and amplitude. Note also that in g

(n)
† (ω, x′; r), which acts on δgres(m(n); ω, r; e), the

reciprocity of Green’s function has been used [47]. In addition, in Eq. (39), the parameters
|∂γe/∂e|∆e and |∂γr/∂r|∆r are approximated using finite differences∣∣∣∣∂γe(x′)

∂e

∣∣∣∣∆e ≈ 1
2

∣∣γ(e+1)(x′)− γ(e−1)(x′)
∣∣ (41)

and ∣∣∣∣∂γr(x′)
∂r

∣∣∣∣∆r ≈ 1
2

∣∣γ(r+1)(x′)− γ(r−1)(x′)
∣∣, (42)

where the subscript γ(e±1) (resp. γ(r±1)) denotes the adjacent emitters (resp. receivers).
The backprojection operator in Eq. (39) corrects for the decay in amplitude and shift in phase of the
scattered waves via reversing the incident and scattering Green’s functions. The factors |∂γe/∂e|∆e
and |∂γr/∂r|∆r correct for the nonuniformity and sparsity of the angles the emitters and receivers
are seen by any scattering point in the medium, respectively. In addition, the Born approximation
is based on a low-frequency assumption, and assumes that the waves originated at emitter e and
measured by receiver r can be affected by scattering at any points in the medium. Instead, the
backprojection operator derived in Eq. (39) implies that the high-frequency waves dominate the
scattered waves. The correction factors accounting for the scattering angles in |k̄||∂k̄/∂ω| makes
an assumption that for the waves originated at emitter e, the scatterers in some vicinity of a ray
linking the emitter-receiver pair (e, r) will affect the scattered waves on receiver r more likely than
scatterers far way from the linked ray. This high-frequency assumption agrees with the assumption
of smoothness of the wavenumber map k(n) that was used in the two approximations (24) and (25),
because the smoothness assumption is more accurate at high frequencies.
Finally, the update of the squared slowness is computed using m(n+1) = m(n) + τ δm(n), where τ
is the step length, which is fixed for all n. The updates c(n) can then be obtained from m(n).

4. Ray tracing

This section describes a numerical implementation of the method described above for implementing
UST. Specifically, this section explains how the ray theory based on a high frequency approximation
is used for computing the terms in the approximate Green’s function and its reversed variant for
heterogeneous and absorbing media. In general, rays are curves that are perpendicular to surfaces
of constant phase, i.e., they are tangent to the wavevector k, which satisfies

k = ∇ϕ, (43)
and therefore the eikonal equation

∇ϕ · ∇ϕ = k2. (44)
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The eikonal equation can be expressed in the form of a Hamiltonian

H(x, k) = 1
2k−1

(
k · k − k2

)
, (45)

where we recall that k is the real part of k̃, and is dependent on c through Eq. (5). The Hamiltonian
yields H = 0 along a reference ray satisfying the canonical equations

ẋ = ∇kH

k̇ = −∇xH.
(46)

For each emitter-receiver pair (e, r), the canonical vector of the reference ray is introduced as
y(s) =

[
x(s), k(s)

]T , where s is the arc length on the ray, and T is the transpose operator. Here,
the initial position of the reference ray matches the position of the emitter and has an arc length s0,
i.e., x(s0) = xe, and the initial wavevector k(s0) is chosen such that the reference ray is intercepted
by the receiver r after travelling through the medium. This is done through ray linking, which will
be explained at the end of this section. Further details about how the rays are sampled in terms
of the arc length, s, are given in the next section.
The contributions of the amplitude factor A in Eq. (9) from the geometrical spreading is Ageom,
and is determined by how the area of the ray tube changes compared to a reference point on the
ray, and relies on the concept of the ray Jacobian [33]. In [3], the ray Jacobian was defined by the
rate at which two closely-spaced rays diverge, and was computed for each linked ray using finite
differences. (cf. [33], section 3.10.4.3.) Computing the ray Jacobian using finite differences requires
at least two additional auxiliary rays for each linked ray (or emitter-receiver pair) in 2D. Here, the
ray Jacobian is computed using paraxial ray tracing, also known as dynamic ray tracing. Instead
of tracing auxiliary rays independent of the reference ray, paraxial ray tracing involves solving an
additional system of linear ordinary differential equations for tracing paraxial ray, which can be
solved simultaneously with the ray tracing system for the reference ray. (cf. [33], section 3.10.4.4.)
For each emitter-receiver pair, the paraxial ray is traced along a reference ray which has been
computed through ray linking, i.e., a reference ray which links the corresponding emitter-receiver
pair.
Accordingly, a paraxial ray is defined by the first-order approximation y(s) + δy(s), where δy(s) =[
δx(s), δk(s)

]T is the perturbation to the canonical vector of the reference ray, and satisfies the
paraxial ray tracing system of equations

δẏ = D δy, (47)
where

D =
[
∇x∇kH ∇k∇kH
−∇x∇xH −∇k∇xH

]
. (48)

Using the ray equations (46), the unit vector dx/ds and the wavevector k satisfy the ray equations
dx

ds
= k−1k,

dk

ds
= 1

2∇k
(
k−2k · k + 1

)
, (49)

where we remind that k−2|k|2 = 1 for H = 0.
Also, using (47) and (48), the paraxial ray equations are in the form

d

ds
δx = (−k−2∇kkT ) δx + (k−1) δk

d

ds
δk = (∇2k − k−1∇k∇kT ) δx + (k−2k∇kT ) δk.

(50)
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Here, the paraxial ray tracing system defined by (49) and (50) is numerically implemented using
a second-order variant of Runge-Kutta (RK) scheme, known as Heun’s method, which provides
a good compromise between accuracy and speed [48, 49]. An outline of the Heun’s approach for
solving the paraxial ray tracing system is given in Algorithm 1.
The system (47) is a ray, if the perturbation vector δy satisfies

δH = ∇kH · δk +∇xH · δx = 0. (51)

In addition, considering (49), δH is constant along any solutions of the paraxial system, so it is
sufficient to ensure the condition (51) at the initial point [50].
Initial conditions: The initial wavevector is specified by the frequency ω, the sound speed in water
c0 and the initial unit vector. Following [3], the rays are initialised at xe and are connected to
xr through ray linking [38]. Ray-linking is in class of shooting methods, and seeks to find a ray
trajectory which provides the stationary path within a family of neighborhood paths between xe

and xr by enforcing a boundary condition on the rays’ path such that the ray initialised at position
of emitter e is intercepted by the receiver r after travelling across the medium. For each iteration
(linear subproblem) of the UST inverse problem, and emitter–receiver pair (e, r), ray linking is
performed by iteratively determining the initial unit direction of the ray initialised from the emitter
e using an optimisation algorithm such that the interception point of the ray by the detection
surface (ring) matches the position of the receiver r within a tolerance [33, 51]. Having determined
the initial wavevector k(s0) and using the condition (51), together with enforcing the constraint
δx(s0) = 0, the initial perturbation to the wavevector δk(s0) must satisfy k(s0) · δk(s0) = 0.
Grid-to-ray interpolation: The squared slowness map is updated on the grid points, so for imple-
menting algorithm 1, it must be interpolated onto the rays’ sampled points. Here, the grid-to-ray
interpolation was performed using a B-spline interpolation, which provides continuous values for
∇k and ∇2k at any arbitrary (offgrid) point. (For further details, see [3].)
Ray-to-grid interpolation: The parameters of the Green’s function on the grid points are computed
by interpolation from the linked rays onto the grid points using a trilinear interpolation [3].

5. Ray coordinates

This section describes how the reversed Green’s function is approximated and discretised along
the linked rays. The formulae are derived for g†(·, x; e), but they can also be applied for g†(·, x; r)
after interchanging e and r. In general, for the 2D case, the coordinates of the ray are given by
two parameters: one specifying the initial direction (angle) of the ray and another a monotonic
parameter along the ray [33]. Here, the ray parameters are chosen the initial angle, θ, and the arc
length, s.

Definition 1. The trajectory of a ray linking an emission point e to a reception point r is defined
by the sampled arc lengths si, i ∈

{
0, ..., M(e,r)

}
. Therefore, the sampled points are initialised at

s0 with x(s0) := xe, and are terminated at sM(e,r) with x(sM(e,r)) := xr, the position of receiver r.
The sampled arc length si satisfy

si =

i∆s, i ∈
{

0, ..., M(e,r) − 1
}

(i− 1) ∆s + ∆s′, i = M(e,r).
(52)

Here, the second line is used in order to indicate that the last point of the ray must be matched to
the reception point r, and therefore ∆s′ = sM(e,r) − sM(e,r)−1 with ∆s′ ⩽ ∆s [38].
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Algorithm 1 Paraxial ray tracing for the linked ray using Heun’s method
1: input: xe, k := k(x) ▷ Input initial ray position and wavenumber
2: initialise: x, k ▷ Set initial position, and compute the initial wavevector through ray linking
3: δx = 0, δk satisfying δk · k = 0, ▷ Set initial conditions: paraxial ray (amplitude)
4: while x(s) is inside Ω do
5:
6: −−− ▷ Update the reference ray
7: k← k k/ | k | ▷ Normalise the ray direction
8: qx = k/k ▷ Compute the update variables
9: qk = ∇k(x)

10: k′ ← k + ∆s qk ▷ Update the auxiliary ray direction
11: k′ ← k(x + ∆s qx) ▷ Update the auxiliary wavenumber
12: k′ ← k′k′/ | k′ | ▷ Normalise the auxiliary ray direction
13: q′

x = k′/k′ ▷ Compute the auxiliary update variables
14: q′

k = ∇k(x + ∆s qx)
15: x← x + ∆s(qx + q′

x)/|qx + q′
x| ▷ Update the ray position

16: k← k + (∆s/2)(qk + q′
k) ▷ Update the ray direction

17:
18: −−− ▷ Update the paraxial ray: amplitude
19: qδx = (−∇kkT /k2)δx + (1/k)δk ▷ Compute the update variables

20: qδk =
(
∇2k −∇k∇kT /k

)
δx + (k∇kT /k2)δk

21: δk′ ← δk + ∆s qδk ▷ Update the auxiliary ray direction perturbation
22: δx′ ← δx + ∆sqδx ▷ Update the auxiliary ray position perturbation
23: q′

δx = (−∇k′k′T /k′2)δx′ + (1/k′)δk′ ▷ Compute the auxiliary update variables

24: q′
δk =

(
∇2k′ −∇k′∇k′T /k′

)
δx′ + (k′∇k′T /k′2)δk′

25: δx← δx + (∆s/2)(qδx + q′
δx) ▷ Update the ray position perturbation

26: δk← δk + (∆s/2)(qδk + q′
δk) ▷ Update the ray direction perturbation

27:
28: end while

Definition 2. For each excitation e, the parameters of the Green’s function is approximated on a
set of linked rays f(k,r;e) = 0. These rays are parameterised in space as x(si, θ(r,e)), which denotes
the position on the arc length s of the point i along a ray linking the emission position xe to the
reception position xr. Also, the polar initial direction of this ray is indicated by θ(r,e).

Accordingly, the reversed Green’s function g†(·, x; xe) is discretised on the sampled points along
the rays linking the emitter e to all receivers r using the coordinates defined in Definition 2 in the
form

g†
(
·, x(si, θ(r,e)); e

)
≈

exp
(
− i

(
ϕ

(
·, x(si, θ(r,e)); e

)
+ π/4

))
A

(
·, x(si, θ(r,e)); e

) , (53)
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where xe := x(s0, θ(r,e)) for all r. (cf. Eq. (40).) In (53), the accumulated phase ϕ is approximated
in the form

ϕ
(
·, x(si, θ(r,e)); e

)
=

∫ si

s0
k

(
x(si, θ(r,e))

)
ds− π

2K(si, θ(r, e)), (54)

where K(si, θ(r, e)) is the cumulative times the sign of the ray Jacobian along the ray has been
changed. Points on which the ray Jacobian changes sign are called caustics, and will lead to a π/2
shift in the phase [33].
The contributions of the amplitude factor A from absorption, Aabs, is computed in the form

Aabs

(
·, x(si, θ(r,e)); e

)
= exp

(
−

∫ si

s0
α

(
x(si, θ(r,e))

)
ds

)
. (55)

The contributions of the amplitude factor A from the geometrical spreading, Ageom, is determined
by the relative change of the ray Jacobian along the ray with respect to a reference point on which
the amplitude can be determined analytically [52]. Correspondingly, the Jacobian J on the point
i along the ray initialised by angle θ(r,e) satisfies

J(si, θ(r,e)) = det Ξ(si, θ(r,e)), (56)

where Ξ is the transformation matrix from the ray coordinates γ =
[
γ1, γ2

]T to the general Cartesian
coordinates x =

[
x1, x2

]T , and is in the form Ξ = ∂x/∂γ.
In general, γ1 must be a parameter specifying the ray, and γ2 must be a monotonic parameter
along the ray. (See [33], section 3.10.) Here, γ1 = θ and γ2 = s, as discussed in Definition 2. The
geometrical attenuation Ageom now satisfies

Ageom
(
·, x(si; θ(r,e)); e

)
=

(
c
(
x(si, θ(r,e))

)
c
(
x(s1, θ(r,e))

) J(s1, θ(r,e))
J(si, θ(r,e))

)1/2
Ageom

(
·, x(s1, θ(r,e)); e

)
, (57)

where s1 is the arc length of the first sampled point after the initial point on the ray, and is chosen
as the reference point, using an assumption that a neighborhood of the emitter points with a radius
greater than ray spacing ∆s is acoustically homogeneous, and therefore, Ageom

(
·, x(s1, θ(r,e)); e

)
can

be calculated analytically [33].

6. Numerical results

This section describes numerical experiments demonstrating the effectiveness of the proposed ray-
based inversion approach for a low-cost computation of a high-resolution image of the sound speed
distribution inside the breast.

6.1. Data simulation. An imaging system consisting of 64 emitters and 256 receivers uniformly
distributed along a circular ring with radius R = 9.5cm was simulated. A horizontal slice of a 3D
digital phantom, which mimics the acoustic properties of the breast and is freely available [53],
was used in this study. The sound speed was set to a range 1470–1580 ms−1, and the absorption
coefficient α0 was set to a range 0–1 dBMHz−ycm−1, and the power law exponent y was set
to 1.4. Figures 1(a) and 1(b) show the maps for the sound speed and absorption coefficient of
the breast phantom, respectively. The sound speed and absorption coefficient in water was set
1500 ms−1 and 0, respectively. The computational grid consisted of 502 × 502 grid points with
position [−10.04, +10.00]× [−10.04, +10.00]cm2 and a grid spacing of ∆x = 4× 10−2cm along all
the Cartesian coordinates. Using this sound speed distribution and grid spacing, the maximum
frequency supported by the grid, fmax, was 1.84 MHz.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 1. Phantom used for simulation of the synthetic UST data using
the full-wave approach: (a) sound speed [ms−1] (b) absorption coefficient
[dB MHz−ycm−1], (c) smoothed sound speed [ms−1], (d) smoothed absorption co-
efficient [dB MHz−ycm−1]. The maps are shown on a grid consisting of 502 × 502
points (used for the wave simulation). The maps (c) and (d) are smoothed by apply-
ing an averaging window of size 17 points on the original acoustic maps (a) and (b),
respectively. The original (nonsmoothed) acoustic maps were used for simulating
the data used for image reconstruction, and the smoothed maps were used for sim-
ulating the data used as a benchmark for comparison with the ray approximation
to heteroegenous Green’s function. The power law exponent was assumed y = 1.4
and homogeneous.

Simulating time series data. A corrected version of a k-space pseudo-spectral method for simulationg
time-varying source was used to simulate the acoustic pressure time series data on the detection
ring. This was done via solving a system of three-coupled first-order wave equations equivalent
to the Szabo’s second-order wave equation, which is a time-domain variant of Eq. (2) with the
complex wavenumber defined by (5) [39, 40, 41, 42, 43]. The emitters and receivers were assumed
as points placed on the circle, and the interpolation of the pressure field between the grid and
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(a) (b)

Figure 2. Acoustic source used for all excitations (emitters): (a) time domain, (b)
frequency domain: normalised amplitude and phase. fmax indicates the maximum
frequency supported by the grid used for the wave simulations.

these transducers was performed using a Fourier approach [42]. To simulate the data, each emitter
was individually driven by an excitation pulse, and the induced acoustic pressure time series were
recorded at the receivers at 6466 time points with a sampling rate of 39.6MHz (25.25 ns time
spacing). This was repeated for each emitter. Figure 2(a) shows the normalised amplitude of the
acoustic source in the time domain, and figure 2(b) shows the normalised amplitude and phase
components of the acoustic source in frequency domain, respectively. This signal is used as the
acoustic source for all excitations.

6.2. Numerical validation of the ray approximation to the Green’s function. In this
section, the approximate Green’s function solution to Szabo’s wave equation is compared to a full-
wave solution using the k-space pseudo-spectral method [40, 41, 42, 43] in a heterogeneous and
absorbing medium with a spatially smooth variations in acoustic properties. It must be reminded
that the approximate heterogeneous Green’s function was introduced in section 2, and its numerical
approximation and discretisation were explained in sections 4 and 5, respectively. Further details
about derivation of the Green’s function solution to Szabo’s wave equation were given in [3]. For
the full-wave approach, emitter 1 was excited by the acoustic pulse shown in figures 2(a) and
2(b), and the induced pressure propagated across the breast in water, and was recorded on all the
256 receivers. The Green’s function g(ω, r; e) depends only on the accumulated parameters and
geometrical spreading along the linked rays, and does not include the scattering effects. Therefore,
for a fair comparison, the scattering effects were minimised in the full-wave simulation by applying
an averaging window of size 17 grid points on the sound speed and absorption coefficient maps.
The smoothed sound speed and absorption coefficient maps are shown in figures 1(c) and 1(d),
respectively.
For the ray-approximation approach, the Green’s function was approximated along the linked rays,
and was then included in the Green’s formula (7) in order to approximate the pressure time series
on the receivers after an excitation of emitter 1. Note that in (7), the integral in space is dropped
for a point source. In the image reconstruction below, the inverse crime was avoided by using
two different computational grids for data simulation and image reconstruction. (Note that using
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different grids may not be necessary in our study, because two inherently different approaches
are used for the data simulation and image reconstruction.) For image reconstruction below, the
computational grid has a size 204 × 204 points with a grid spacing of 1 mm. Therefore, the ray
approximation to the Green’s function used for comparison with the full-wave simulation was also
performed on the same grid. For implementing the ray approximation to the Green’s function,
the smoothed sound speed and absorption coefficient maps used for the full-wave simulation were
interpolated onto the grid for image reconstruction, and the interpolated wavenumber map was
smoothed again by an averaging window of size 7 points in order to minimise interpolation effects.
(Compared to the grid for full-wave simulation, the averaging window size was reduced reciprocally
to the increase in the grid spacing.) The pressure field produced by emitter 1 was approximated
on all the 256 receivers at a single frequency 1 MHz and for three cases: only water, non-absorbing
breast and absorbing breast inside water.
Figure 3(a) shows the phase of the pressure time series on all the receivers after an excitation
of emitter 1. (The phases were wrapped to [−π, π].) The green plot shows the phases which
are analytically computed by the homogeneous Green’s function by assuming only water, and the
red plot shows the phases computed using the ray approximation to the Greens function for the
absorbing breast inside water. Also, the phase of the pressure time series simulated by the full-
wave approach for the absorbing breast inside water was shown by the blue plot. As shown in this
figure, for receivers in the range 50-180, for which the linked rays travel through the breast (not
only water), the ray approximation to the heterogeneous and absorbing Green’s function and the
full-wave simulation have very good agreement, but the Green’s function analytically calculated by
assuming only water has large discrepancies with the full-wave simulation.
Figure 3(b) shows the amplitude of the pressure time series on all the receivers after an excitation of
emitter 1. The green plot shows the amplitudes computed by the analytic Green’s function assuming
only water. The amplitudes computed using the Green’s function assuming a nonabsorbing breast,
i.e., the amplitudes attenuated by only the geometrical spreading, were approximated on all the
receivers using (57), and are shown by the light blue plot. It must be reminded that for computing
(57), the rays’ Jacobian was approximated using paraxial ray tracing, as discussed in section 4.
The amplitudes computed using the Green’s function for the absorbing breast were approximated
as the product of the amplitude decay because of geometrical spreading (the light blue plot) and
the accumulated acoustic absorption, and are shown by the red plot. The accumulated acoustic
absorption was computed using (55). The amplitudes of the pressure time series simulated by
the full-wave approach and recorded on all the receivers are shown by the dark blue plot. As
shown in this figure, for the absorbing breast, the amplitudes computed by the product of the
geometrical spreading using paraxial ray tracing and the accumulated acoustic absorption have very
good agreement with the amplitudes computed by the full-wave simulation, but the analytically
calculated Green’s function assuming only water or the Green’s function neglecting the acoustic
absorption have large discrepancies with the full-wave simulation.

6.3. Image reconstruction. This section explains the procedure for image reconstruction from
the simulated ultrasound data using the full-wave approach, and shows the reconstructed images.
A corrected version [43] of the k-Wave [42] (Version 1.3) for simulating time-varying source was
used for simulating two sets of synthetic data, as described in section 6.1. The first data set was
simulated for only water, and the second data set was simulated for the digital breast phantom inside
water. The breast-in-water data was simulated using the sound speed and absorption coefficient
maps shown in figures 1(a) and 1(b), respectively. For simulating each data set, each emitter
was sequentially excited by the excitation pulse shown in figures 2(a) and 2(b), and the induced
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(a) (b)

Figure 3. The pressure time series on all the receivers at single frequency 1 MHz
after an excitation of emitter 1: (a) phase, (b) amplitude.

pressure time series were recorded on all the receivers in time. The excitation and measurements
were sequentially repeated for all the emitters. The computational time for simulation of the UST
data set including all the excitations for the digital breast phantom inside water using the k-Wave’s
Matlab code [42] on a single 8-core Xeon E5-2620 v4 2.1 GHz CPU was about 5 hours. Different
levels of additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) were added to the simulated pressure time series
to provide 40 dB, 30 dB and 25 dB signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of the peak amplitudes for both
breast-in-water and only-water data sets.
For reducing an inverse crime in time spacing, the time series simulated by the full-wave approach
on the receivers were temporally downsampled by 2 before image reconstruction. Also, the grid
for image reconstruction consisted of 204 × 204 grid points with position [−10.1650, +10.1350] ×
[−10.1650, +10.1350]cm2 and a grid spacing of ∆x = 1mm along all the Cartesian coordinates. The
image reconstruction was performed on the grid points inside a binary mask with radius 0.95 of
the radius of the detection ring. Because the sound speed is reconstructed on the grid points, the
parameters of the reversed Green’s function, which are approximated on the linked rays, must be
interpolated onto the grid points. The interpolation of the approximated parameters of the reversed
Green’s function on the linked rays onto the grid points were done by enforcing a triangulation on
the sampled points on the linked rays and using a trilinear interpolation. The reversed Green’s
functions g†(ω, x; r) were computed by reversing the accumulated parameters on the linked rays
associated with the reversed Green’s functions g†(ω, x; e) [3]. Note that for approximating the
geometrical portion of the amplitudes for g†(ω, x; r), an additional paraxial ray must be traced
along each reversed ray.

6.3.1. Inversion approach using time-of-flights (initial guess). Because the objective function in
(10) is highly nonlinear, an initial guess is often used [12, 13, 14, 16]. Here, an image recon-
struction approach based on the direct time of flight (TOF) of the measured (simulated) pressure
time series was used to provide an initial guess. The TOF-based inversion approach iteratively
minimises the norm of discrepancy between the TOFs obtained from the measured (simulated)
pressure time series using a first-arrival picking algorithm [11] and the TOFs modelled by the ray
tracing algorithm. The effects of measurement errors on the picked first-arrivals are compensated
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for using a difference inversion approach, in which the difference of the sound speed of the breast
in water and only water is computed from the discrepancy of the first-arrival times picked from the
measured breast-in-water and only-water data sets. The minimisation is performed by iteratively
linearising the associated objective function, and solving the arising linearised subproblems using
a Radon-type technique. Here, each linearised subproblem was solved using a Simultaneous Alge-
braic Reconstruction Technique (SART) algorithm, which accounts for the nonuniform ray density
across the image due to the curved nature of the rays [55]. For computing rays’ trajectories at each
linearisation, the sound speed update was smoothed by an averaging window of size 7 grid points,
but integration of accumulated time-of-flights along trajectory of the linked rays was performed on
the nonsmooth updates, i.e., the constructed system matrix was multiplied by the nonsmoothed
sound speed update. The ray linking was performed using the Secant method such that for each
emitter-receiver pair, the linked ray (the optimal ray after ray linking) for each linerisation is used
as the initial guess for ray linking for the next linearisation [38, 3]. The TOF-based algorithm was
terminated after few linearisations to provide a good trade-off between accuracy and the artefact
due to the error in the picked first-arrival times [3].

6.3.2. Inversion approaches using ray approximation to heterogeneous Green’s function. Below, the
procedure for implementing the inversion approach based on the Green’s function is explained.
For evaluating the effectiveness of the proposed inversion approach, the approach used in [3] was
used as the benchmark. The image reconstruction is determining the squared slowness map, m,
which minimises the objective function (10). The inverse problem is solved via discretising the
objective function at a number of frequencies within the frequency range of the transducers, and
linearisation and minimisation of the objective function from low to high frequencies until the
computed update direction for the linearised subproblem associated with a frequency set becomes
smaller than a tolerance. For computing the residual (11), the measured Green’s function ĝ(ω,r;e) is
derived by deconvolving the excitation pulse from the measured (simulated) pressure time series.
Here, the deconvolution was performed using a Tikhonov regularised inversion approach in the
frequency domain [54]. Also, the Green’s functions g(m;ω,r;e) were approximated along the linked
rays computed on the last update of the sound speed.
Ray linking. For the TOF-based and the Green’s function-based approaches, the ray linking was
performed on the updates of the sound speed and wavenumber maps for each of emitter-receiver
pairs separately. For each update of the wavenumber map and each emitter-receiver pair, the
ray linking was done by iteratively updating the initial unit direction of the ray using a Secant
method [3, 38, 51]. The initial guess for the unknown initial unit direction of the ray was set the
obtained optimal initial direction after ray linking for the last previous update of the wavenumber
map, and the ray’s trajectory was iteratively computed using the first part of Algorithm 1 until the
interception point of the ray by the detection ring matches the position of the reception point within
a tolerance. The parameters of Green’s functions g (included in the residual) and g† (included in
the backprojection formula) were then computed along the linked rays. (See the formulae given in
section 5 for g†.) For computing the geometrical portion of the amplitude, the linked ray is used as
the reference ray, and a paraxial ray is computed via implementing the second part of Algorithm 1.
For ray tracing, an averaging window of size 7 grid points was applied on the updated wavenumber
maps, but the nonsmoothed updates were used for integration along the rays and approximating
the Green’s functions using the formulae in section 5.
a) Hessian-inversion-free ray-born inversion. The inversion approach described in section 3 was
implemented at 140 discretised frequencies in the range f ∈ {0.2, ..., 1.5}MHz. The image recon-
struction was performed from low to high frequencies such that each update of the squared slowness
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map was computed at two consecutive discretised frequencies using Eq. 38. (n ∈ {1, ..., 75}.) For
each linearisation n, the Green’s functions, g(ω; r; e), included in the residual and the reversed
Green’s functions, g†(ω, x; e) and g†(ω, x; r), which are included in the backprojection formula
(39), were computed on the forward and backward rays, the rays which are initialised on emitters
e and receivers r, respectively. The step length was heuristically chosen τ = 1.2 × 10−1 for all
linearisations. The major portion of the computational cost for solving each linear problem (16)
is ray tracing, because the update direction is obtained in one step using (38). Therefore, using
this inversion approach, the computational cost for solving each linearised subproblem is almost
the same as each linearised subproblem in the TOF-based algorithm. Note that the total number
of linearisations required for reaching an optimal point using this approach was almost five to ten
times more than the TOF-based algorithm.
b) Hessian-inversion-based ray-born inversion (Gauss-Newton). Using Q = I, where I is an identity
matrix, in the linearised subproblem (12), each arising linearised subproblem n (16) is solved by
first forming the gradient ∇F (n) and then computing the update direction via iteratively computing
the action of the Hessian matrix H(n) on the updates of perturbation to the squared slowness map.
This is equivalent to computing a Gauss-Newton search direction. The reader is referred to [3]
for further details. Here, each linearised subproblem was solved using 10-15 inner iterations. Note
that early stopping the inner iterations has regularising effects on the solution. In order to provide
a benchmark for evaluating performance of the proposed Hessian-inversion-free ray-born inversion
algorithm, the Gauss-Newton inversion approach described in [3] was implemented at 100 discretised
frequencies in the range f ∈ {0.2, ..., 1.1}MHz. Like the Hessian-inversion-free approach, the image
reconstruction was performed from low to high frequencies such that each update of the sound
speed was computed at two consecutive discretised frequencies. (n ∈ {1, ..., 50}.) Compared to
the Hessian-inversion-free approach, the algorithm was terminated at smaller n, because solving
linearised subproblems at frequencies larger than 1.1 MHz provided very small search directions.
Note that as described in section 4, the geometrical portion of the amplitude was computed via
solving a paraxial system of equations, not auxiliary rays, as done in [3]. (cf. Algorithm 1.) The
step length was heuristically chosen τ = 3 × 104 for all linearisations. Using our developed code
in a Matlab environment and using the CPU mentioned in the first paragraph in section 6.3, the
computational time for solving each linearised subproblem n and computing each Gauss-Newton
search direction was almost an order of magnitude more than solving each linearised subproblem
using the proposed Hessian-inversion-free approach. Compared to the full-wave inversion, the total
computational time for reconstructing an image using the Gauss-Newton algorithm was almost the
same as the computational time for simulating the breast-in-water UST data using k-Wave, i.e.,
solving a single forward problem using the corrected full-wave approach [42, 43]. As described in
section 3, the sound speed images c can then be reconstructed from the updates of the squared
slowness maps m.

6.4. Reconstructed images. In this section, the sound speed images reconstructed using the
proposed Hessian-inversion-free ray-born inversion approach are shown, and are compared to the
images reconstructed using the Gauss-Newton inversion approach [3]. The reconstructed images
are evaluated in terms of Relative Error (RE), i.e.,

REimage = ∥cimage − cphantom∥2
∥cwater − cphantom∥2

× 100, (58)

where cphantom and cimage are the stack-vectors of the sound speed of the digital breast phantom
interpolated onto the grid for image reconstruction and the reconstructed sound speed image,
respectively. These stack-vectors were obtained on the grid points inside the binary mask for image
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reconstruction. Also, the speed of sound in water has been assumed cwater = 1500 ms−1. (cf.
section 6.1.)

6.4.1. Reconstructed images from UST data with high SNR. Below, the reconstructed sound speed
images from the synthetic ultrasound data with a high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) are shown, and
are evaluated in terms of RE. Figure 4(a) shows the sound speed map of the digital breast phantom
(ground truth). Figure 4(b) shows the image reconstructed from time-of-flights of the time-series
with 40 dB SNR. The time-of-flights were computed using a modified Akaike-Information-Criterion
(AIC) approach [11].
As described in section 2, the proposed forward model based on the ray approximation to heteroge-
neous Green’s function can account for the acoustic absorption and dispersion, but the absorption
coefficient α0 map and the exponent power y are not known in a practical setting. Here, the ex-
ponent power was assumed known and set y = 1.4, and the image reconstruction was performed
using three assumptions: known α0 map (figure 1(b)), zero α0, and a homogeneous α0 which can
be determined in a practical setting from the mean logarithmic relative amplitudes of the measured
time series for the only-water to the breast-in-water data sets. (Here, the homogeneous absorption
coefficient was set 0.5 dBMHz−ycm−1.)
Figures 4(c) and 4(d) show the reconstructed sound speed images from the 40 dB-SNR synthetic
ultrasound data using an assumption that α0 map is known and using the Gauss-Newton and
the proposed Hessian-inversion-free ray-born inversion approaches, respectively. In the same way,
figures 4(e) and 4(f) show the reconstructed images using the assumption that α0 is zero everywhere,
i.e., the acoustic absorption and dispersion are neglected. Also, figures 4(g) and 4(h) show the
reconstructed images assuming the homogeneous absorption coefficient α0 = 0.5 dBMHz−ycm−1

inside the breast. The RE of the reconstructed images are written in the caption of the figure.
As shown in these figures for the high-SNR UST data used in this experiment, the images recon-
structed using the Gauss-Newton inversion approach, which is based on an implicit and iterative
inversion of the full Hessian matrix, are more accurate than those reconstructed by the Hessian-
inversion-free approach in terms of RE. Furthermore, an assumption of zero α0 has led to less
accuracy and more artefact for the reconstructed images, but assuming homogeneous α0 for the
breast has provided images almost the same as those reconstructed using an assumption of true
and known α0 in terms of RE. It must be reminded that the exponent power was assumed known
for both cases.

6.4.2. Reconstructed images from UST data with medium and low SNR. Below, the reconstructed
images from simulated ultrasound data with medium and low SNR and using an assumption of
homogeneous α0 = 0.5 dBMHz−ycm−1 are presented. Accordingly, figures 5(a) and 5(b) show the
TOF-based images computed from the UST synthetic data with 30 dB and 25 dB SNR, respectively.
Figures 5(c) and 5(d) show the images reconstructed using the Gauss-Newton inversion approach
and from the UST data with 30 dB and 25 dB SNR, respectively. In the same way, figures 5(e) and
5(f) show the images reconstructed using the proposed Hessian-inversion-free approach. As shown
in figures 5(a)-5(d), an increase in the additive white Gaussian noise in the UST data have led
to more artefact and greater RE in the TOF-based reconstructed images (initial guesses) and the
images reconstructed using the Gauss-Newton inversion approach. Additionally, figures 5(e) and
5(f) show that the proposed Hessian-inversion-free ray-born inversion approach has reconstructed
images with less artefact than the Gauss-Newton inversion approach from the UST data with 30
dB and 25 dB SNR. For the data with 25 dB SNR, the sound speed image reconstructed using the
Hessian-inversion free approach is more accurate than the Gauss-Newton approach in terms of RE.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

(g) (h)

Figure 4. (a) Ground truth. Reconstructed sound speed images from UST data
with 40dB SNR: (b) time-of-flight-based approach (initial guess), RE = 73.52%.
True α0 (Figure 1(b)): (c) Gauss-Newton, RE = 38.92%, (d) Hessian-inversion-free,
RE = 44.76%. α0 = 0: (e) Gauss-Newton, RE = 41.01%, (f) Hessian-inversion-free,
RE = 47.85%. α0 = 0.5 dBMHz−ycm−1 (homogeneous inside breast): (g) Gauss-
Newton, RE = 39.55%, (h) Hessian-inversion-free, RE = 44.45%.



22 HESSIAN-INVERSION-FREE RAY-BORN INVERSION FOR QUANTITATIVE ULTRASOUND TOMOGRAPHY

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Figure 5. Reconstructed images using Time-of-flight-based approach (initial
guess): (a) 30 dB, RE = 76.56%, (b) 25 dB, RE = 81.82%, Gauss-Newton: (c)
30 dB, RE = 45.50%, (d) 25 dB, RE = 53.76%, Hessian-inversion-free: (e) 30 dB,
RE = 47.13%, (f) 25 dB, RE = 48.93%. The absorption coefficient map of the
breast was assumed homogeneous and α0 = 0.5 dBMHz−ycm−1.

Figures 6(a), 6(b) and 6(c) show the reconstructed quantities of the sound speed on the main di-
agonal of the grid for image reconstruction from UST data with 40 dB, 30 dB and 25 dB SNR,
respectively. The quantities of the sound speed for the digital breast phantom, which was in-
terpolated from the grid for the k-Wave simulation onto the grid for image reconstruction, are
shown by the black colour. In addition, the quantities obtained using the TOF-based approach
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(a) (b)

(c)

Figure 6. The reconstructed quantities of the sound speed on the main diagonal
of the grid for image reconstruction from ultrasound data with: a) 40 dB SNR, b)
30 dB SNR, and c) 25 dB SNR. The absorption coefficient map of the breast was
assumed homogeneous and α0 = 0.5 dBMHz−ycm−1.

are shown by the green colour, and the quantities reconstructed using the Gauss-Newton and the
proposed Hessian-inversion-free approaches are shown by the blue and red colours, respectively. As
shown in these figures, the contrast level of the sound speed map reconstructed using the Hessian-
inversion-free approach is slightly smaller than the Gauss-Newton approach, but the quantities
reconstructed using the Hessian-inversion-free approach were more stable to noise in data than the
Gauss-Newton approach. Note that the computational cost of the proposed Hessian-inversion-free
inversion approach is almost an order of magnitude less than the Gauss-Newton approach.

7. Discussion

This paper proposed an efficient approach for quantitative reconstruction of the sound speed from
ultrasound time series. It was shown that this inversion approach can reconstruct an image of the
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sound speed distribution of soft tissues accurately. Here, the performance of this approach was
tested on a digital breast phantom [53]. Using this inversion approach, the propagation of acoustic
waves is modelled based on Green’s formula in which aberrations in the phase and amplitude
of the Green’s function because of heterogeneity, refraction, geometrical spreading, and acoustic
absorption and dispersion, are accounted for. For approximating the amplitude decay because of
geometrical spreading, the changes in the area of ray tube is computed for each linked ray via solving
a paraxial system of equations using Algorithm 1, as described in section 4. The proposed ray-
based inversion approach reconstructed a high-resolution image of the breast phantom via including
the first-scattered waves in the image reconstruction. It is expected that a great portion of the
higher-scattered waves are attenuated because of acoustic absorption, and are buried in noise in a
practical setting. The proposed inversion approach is different from other Born and distorted Born
inversion approaches used for medical UST, because these approaches neglect the heterogeneity of
the medium in modelling the Green’s function, and include the heterogeneity only in the scattering
potential [22, 23, 24, 25, 40, 27, 29, 30]. However, figures 3(a) and 3(b) show that neglecting the
acoustic heterogeneity in computing the Green’s function has led to large errors in approximating
phase and amplitude, respectively.
For solving the inverse problem, it was shown that the total computational cost of the Gauss-
Newton inversion approach, which solves each linear subproblem via an implicit and iterative
inversion of the Hessian matrix, was almost the same as the computational time for simulating
the breast-in-water synthetic data set using the corrected full-wave approach [42, 43], i.e., solving
single forward problem of the full-wave inversion. Furthermore, the proposed Hessian-inversion-free
inversion approach was computationally about an order of magnitude faster than the Gauss-Newton
inversion approach, because the linear subproblem associated with each frequency set is solved in a
single step using (38) and (39). In addition, the proposed Hessian-inversion-free ray-born inversion
approach was more stable than the Gauss-Newton approach to noise. For UST data with 30 dB
and 25 dB SNR, the proposed Hessian-inversion-free inversion approach reconstructed sound speed
images with lower artefact than the Gauss-Newton inversion approach. Moreover, the proposed
Hessian-inversion-free approach was more stable than the Gauss-Newton approach to changes in
the parameters of the image reconstruction or the initial guess.
The proposed forward model accounts for acoustic absorption and dispersion via solving a lossy
Helmholtz equation based on Szabo’s wave equation, but the map of acoustic absorption coefficient
is not known in a practical setting. It was shown that images reconstructed using an assumption
of homogeneous absorption coefficient is comparable to the images reconstructed using a true and
known absorption coefficient map for the breast, but neglecting absorption has led to less accurate
reconstructed images.
In general, ray-born inversion approaches combine ray theory with Born approximation. The latter,
which is based on a low-frequency approximation, assumes that the scattered waves measured on
receivers can be affected by the scattering at any point in the medium. However, the inversion
approach proposed in this study uses a high frequency approximation, and dominates the scattered
waves along a ray linking the associated emitter-receiver pair. While this assumption is not exact,
it is a very good approximation for the frequency ranges used in the prototype ultrasound systems
[4, 9].
In addition, the diagonalisation of the Hessian matrix is based on an assumption of an exact 2D
Fourier integral of the Dirac delta function. However, because of partial coverage of k̄ in the polar
coordinates |k̄| and ζ, the Fourier integral derived via weighting the Hessian matrix is not exact.
The coverage of k̄ is partial, because firstly the transducers are band-limited and secondly their
distribution on the ring is sparse. Therefore, because of the filtering enforced on the derived 2D
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Fourier integral in polar coordinates of k̄, the resulting Hessian matrix is actually a Dirac delta
function which has been smoothed in space. As shown in the line plots in figures 6(a), 6(b) and 6(c),
the filtered Fourier integral has led to slight smoothness and loss of contrast in the reconstructed
images, but it significantly improved the stability of image reconstruction against noise in data,
changes in the parameters of image reconstruction and initial guess. (The two latter were not
shown.) The hope is that the spatial resolution and the contrast of images reconstructed using the
Hessian-inversion-free approach be improved via using closely-spaced and broadband transducers.

Data and code availability statement

The Matlab codes that support the findings of this study, as well as studies [3] and [38], are publicly
available via the GitHub link in [1]. The original k-Wave simulated ultrasound data, which were
used as the benchmark for findings of this study can either be reproduced via the example scripts
in [1], or downloaded via the Zenodo link in [2] and added to the associated path in the GitHub
project.
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Appendix-A. A correction to the k-Wave for simulation of the time-varying
source [43]

A k-space method for solving the coupled first-order differential equations for propagation of acous-
tic waves in heterogeneous media was proposed in [41]. As discussed in section 6, an open-source
toolbox for a numerical implementation of this approach was used in this study for simulating the
UST pressure data recorded on the receivers, but some steps for inclusion of time-varying source
have been corrected. For example, Eq. (2.19) in the k-Wave user manual [56], or equivalently
Algorithm 1, line 5, the second term in the right-hand-side in [57], which have been used for arbi-
trary number of dimensions, were not understood. (See kspaceFirstOrder_scaleSourceTerms.m
in the k-Wave Version 1.3.) Here, the corrected procedure taken for simulation of a time-varying
source using the k-Wave is explained for lossless medium. (An inclusion of the acoustic absorp-
tion and dispersion in the simulation is straightforward.) To simulate acoustic waves for a lossless
medium with d dimensions (d ∈ {2, 3}), the coupled first-order partial differential equations should
be defined in terms of the source s(x, t) in the form

∂

∂t
u(x, t) = − 1

ρ0
∇p(x, t)

∂

∂t
ρ(x, t) = −ρ0∇u(x, t) +

∫ t

0
s(x, t′) dt′

p(x, t) = c(x)2ρ(x, t),

(59)

where p is the scalar acoustic pressure in kgm2−ds−2, and ρ and u denote the vectors of acoustic
density and particle velocity, respectively. Also, ρ0 is the ambient density and is assumed ho-
mogeneous. In (59), an assumption

∫ Ts
0 s(x, t) dt = 0 has been used. The second term in the
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right-hand-side of the second line represents the mass source sM , which is the time rate of the
input of mass per unit volume in units of kgm−ds−1, and satisfies

s(x, t) = ∂sM (x, t)
∂t

. (60)

Numerical Implementation. Here, compared to the k-Wave toolbox, two corrections were
applied. Firstly, Eq. (60) has been neglected in the k-Wave. Secondly, the dimension-dependent
factor 1/(∆x)d for spatial sampling of the Dirac delta function has been missed, where ∆x is the
grid spacing, and is assumed the same for all dimensions here [43]. In other words, according to Eq.
(2.19) in the k-Wave manual [56], the current form of the relation between the discretised source
s(X, n) (source.p) and the directional components of the mass source sM (X, n) in the k-Wave is
in the form

si
M (X, n) = 2s(X, n)

c0 d ∆x
, (61)

but it must be in the form

si
M (X, n) = ∆t

d

n∑
n′=1

s(X, n′), (62)

where s is in units of kgm−ds−2, and si
M denotes the isotropic mass source along the coordinate

i. Also, X and n denote the discretised space and time, respectively. In addition, ∆t is the time
spacing. Note that the factor 1/d in both Eqs. (61) and (62) takes into account that at each time
iteration n, the isotropic source SM is added to the d components of the acoustic density vector
ρ separately. In addition, in an ideal case when a point source is positioned on a point x0 which
matches the discretised position X0 on the grid, the discretised form of a point source gives

s(x)δ(x− x0) ≡ 1
(∆x)d

s(X0), (63)

where the dependence on time has been neglected for brevity. Here, the factor 1/(∆x)d has been
enforced as a scaling factor on the amplitude of the point source to account for the spatial sampling.
The readers are referred to [3] (figure 3) to see the agreement between the homogeneous Green’s
function and the modified implementation of the k-Wave using (62) and (63). The same agreements
have been obtained for the 3D homogeneous medium. To see the agreements in a smoothly varying
heterogeneous medium, the readers are referred to [3] and figures 3(a) and 3(b) in this manuscript.
Using the k-Wave Version 1.3 used for simulating propagation of a time-varying source s(x, t),
a replacement of (62) and (63) by (61) is equivalent to taking a temporal integration from the
excitation pulse and multiplying the amplitude by a correction factor c0 ∆t/(2(∆x)d−1), where
d is the number of dimensions. In addition, considering the match found between the system
of coupled first-order wave equations and Green’s function for homogeneous media, the Greens
relation (7) implies that using the k-Wave solver for simulating propagation of ultrasound sources
in d dimensions, modelling the emitters requires an integration of points sources over d dimensions.
The readers are referred to [43] for more details. The users should check if these problems are
addressed in the k-Wave 2 (II). The users are also encouraged to acknowledge the original works
[39, 40, 41], and the corrections to inclusion of time-varying source [43], if the latter is included in
the next versions of the k-Wave.
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Figure 7. The amplitude of the pressure time series on all the receivers at single
frequency 1 MHz after being produced by emitter 1. Using the Green’s approach,
the geometrical portion of the amplitudes is approximated via computing the rays’
Jacobian using the paraxial ray equations (67).

Appendix-B. Homogeneous Green’s function

Here, the Green’s function for homogeneous media are defined. For a 2D homogeneous medium,
the Green’s function is in the form [3]

g0,2D(ω, x; x′) ≈ 1
(8πϕ0(x; x′))1/2 ei(ϕ0(x;x′)+π/4). (64)

For a 3D homogeneous medium, the Green’s function is in the form [3]

g0,3D(ω, x; x′) = 1
4π|x− x′|

eiϕ0(x;x′). (65)

Appendix-C. An alternative Hamiltonian

The Hamiltonian defined in (45) gives directly unit ray directions, i.e., |dx/ds| = 1. The Hamil-
tonian can be defined in different ways. For example, the Hamiltonian can be defined as

H(x, k) = 1
2

(
k · k − k2

)
, (66)

which yields the ray equations the same as in (49), and paraxial ray equations
d

ds
δx = δk

k
,

d

ds
δk =

( 1
k2∇k∇kT + 1

k
∇2k

)
δx. (67)

The paraxial ray equations (67) are computationally cheaper than (50). However, the Hamiltonian
in (45) gives directly unit directions, but using the Hamiltonian in (66), a change of variable has
been performed in space for ensuring the unitary of the ray direction vector dx/ds. Figure 7
shows the amplitudes at the single frequency 1 MHz on the receivers after being produced by
emitter 1. In this figure, for the Green’s approach, the geometrical portion of the amplitudes was
approximated using the paraxial ray equations (67). A comparison between figures 3(b) and 7
shows that the paraxial ray equations derived using the Hamiltonians in (45) and (66) provide very
similar amplitudes for the smoothed wavenumber field shown in figures 1(c) and 1(d).
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