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Abstract: 3D terahertz computed tomography has been performed using
a monochromatic millimeter wave imaging system coupled with an infrared
temperature sensor. Three different reconstruction methods (standard
back-projection algorithm and two iterative analysis) have been compared
in order to reconstruct large size 3D objects. The quality (intensity, contrast
and geometric preservation) of reconstructed cross-sectional images has
been discussed together with the optimization of the number of projections.
Final demonstration to real-life 3D objects has been processed to illustrate
the potential of the reconstruction methods for applied terahertz tomography.
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1. Introduction
In the field of 3D imaging, X-Ray Computed Tomography (CT) is an ubiquitous technique
which provides cross-sectional images of an object by analyzing the radiation transmitted by
the sample through different incidence angles. This technique can visualize 3D dense materials
such as wood, bones and biological tissues but cannot be easily applied to soft materials such as
plastics, papers or paintings owing to the low absorption of the X-Ray radiation. Alternatively,
terahertz (THz) radiation proposes attractive features such as non-invasive and non-destructive
analysis, transparency and good penetration depth through various materials [1]. All these properties make THz radiation very promising for direct applications in non-destructive inspection,
detection of illicit drugs [2] and explosives [3], art conservation [4, 5] and biomedical applications [6]. For 3D THz imaging, reflection tomography and cross section measurements have
been proposed using for instance the time-of-flight of reflected THz pulses [7, 8]. Especially
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in 2002, THz CT has been proposed for 3D imaging of opaque materials [9]. Ferguson et al.
demonstrated that cross-sectional images can be obtained by measuring the transmitted amplitude and phase of broadband THz pulses at multiple projection angles. However, it has been
emphasized that several peaks in the THz waveform obtained with a time-domain spectrometer
strongly complicate the signal analysis [10]. Although THz CT seems powerful, few papers
have been published since the technique suffers from strong limitations [9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15].
The first limitation concerns the diffraction effects and Fresnel losses experienced by the
propagation of the THz wave through the sample [9]. Until now, most samples that have been
imaged using THz CT were made of polystyrene or similar low refractive index materials.
However, as soon as the refractive index of the sample is in the order or greater than 1.5, which
represents the majority of realistic samples, the THz beam is strongly refracted by the sample
and the transmitted signal is very difficult to detect. Therefore, in THz CT, it is always difficult
to discriminate if the imaging contrast arises from sample absorption or deviation of the THz
beam by refraction. One possibility of differentiation is to perform pulsed THz CT and measure
the phase of the transmitted signal [9].
The second limitation is the long acquisition time required by pulsed THz system based on
time-domain spectrometer, since it used a point-to-point measurement associated with a temporal sampling and the rotation of the sample. This limitation can be reduced by the utilization
of a continuous wave THz source even if in this case the phase information of the object can
not be extracted [16, 17]. The limitation is also directly connected to the number of projection
data. To reduce this parameter, a recent study proposed the development of depth-resolving
THz imaging with tomosynthesis, which is similar to CT except that the number of projections is much smaller [18]. The authors used only five projections instead of generally 15 to
20 in THz CT. However, the efficiency of their system was mainly limited to thin and wide
samples (50 sheets of post-it notes). Another method to perform fast THz imaging consists in
illuminating the sample by a focused THz line and detecting the THz radiation by non-collinear
electro-optical time-to-space conversion in a non-linear crystal [19, 20].
Finally, it is obvious that an important consideration in CT concerns the choice of the reconstruction method to be able to visualize the different cross-sectional images and the final 3D
volume of the sample. Usually, a back-projection of the filtered projections (BFP) is employed
as the standard reconstruction method [21]. The analysis is based on Radon inverse transformations from the projection data. In the case of THz CT, to our knowledge, only this BFP method
has been employed since it is proposed in most conventional mathematical softwares. However,
in X-Ray CT, it is well-known that BFP suffers from several disadvantages such as beam hardening, noise sensitivity and geometric degradation in case of insufficient number of projections.
Consequently, alternative iterative reconstruction methods have been proposed for X-Ray CT
such as the Simultaneous Algebraic Reconstruction Technique (SART) [22] and the Ordered
Subsets Expectation Maximization (OSEM) method [23, 24]. These alternative iterative reconstruction methods have never been applied to THz CT. In this paper, to the first time to our
knowledge, we propose to test and compare these three reconstruction methods (BFP, SART,
OSEM) applied to THz CT. Especially, a particular interest will concern the optimization of
the number of projections associated with the preservation of the image quality. For this study,
we employed a flexible and easy-to-align system based on a continuous millimeter wave source
and a commercial pyroelectric sensor.
The paper is organized as follows. In the first part, the experimental setup and the spatial
resolution of the system will be presented. Then, the reconstruction methods will be exposed
and evaluated taking into account the number of projections and the quality (intensity, contrast,
noise, geometric preservation) of the final reconstructed cross-sections. Finally, challenges for
precise and efficient tomographic reconstruction of complex refraction index materials will be
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underlined in order to demonstrate the potential of the proposed 3D millimeter wave tomographic scanner.
2. Experimental setup
The experimental setup of the 3D millimeter wave tomographic scanner is shown in Fig. 1(a).
The output beam of a compact millimeter wave Gunn diode coupled with a horn antenna is collimated using an off-axis parabolic mirror M ( f ′ = 150 mm). Two different Gunn diodes have
been used: a 80 GHz diode coupled to a frequency tripler delivering 0.3 mW at 240 GHz and a
110 GHz diode delivering 20 mW. The advantage of the 240 GHz source is essentially the better
spatial resolution (wavelength 1.25 mm), whereas the second source has a much larger output
power. The THz beam is then focused with a Teflon lens L ( f ′ = 60 mm) on the sample S which
is positioned on three-axes XY-θ motorized stages, the angle θ corresponding to a rotation
around the vertical Y-axis. For the 110 GHz source, Fig.1(b) shows the 2D transversal profile
of the THz beam at the beam waist visualized using a photothermal THz convertor (TeracamAlphanov, [25]). This result shows that, at the sample position S, the beam profile is homogeneous with a Gaussian circular shape (4 mm beam diameter, measured at FWHM) in agreement
with the theoretical values obtained from the propagation of Gaussian beams. Similarly (data
not shown), at the same position, a FWHM beam diameter of 2 mm has been measured with
the 240 GHz source. These results indicate that the spatial resolution of the 3D millimeter wave
tomographic scanner is limited to a few millimeters owing to the long wavelength of the emitting sources. Consequently, the system is more adapted for the visualization of sub-centimeter
structures within large size object, typically more than (100 × 100 × 100) mm3 . Moreover, to
properly apply THz CT reconstruction algorithms and avoid depth resolution degradation, the
target’s lateral extent in the direction of the THz wave vector has to be in the order of the confocal parameter of the THz beam [11]. Here, we can estimate that this confocal parameter is
about 20 mm, which is compatible with the size of the tested samples. Symmetrically, the focal
volume is imaged using a similar arrangement on a commercial low-cost pyroelectric sensor
(Spectrum Detector Inc.). For data acquisition with the pyroelectric sensor, the THz beam is
modulated at 20 Hz by an optical chopper and the amplitude of the transmitted THz is acquired
with a lock-in amplifier.

(a)

(b)

Fig. 1. (a) Experimental setup. C: optical chopper, L: Teflon lens ( f ′ = 60 mm), M: offaxis parabolic mirror ( f ′ = 150 mm), S: sample, D: pyroelectric detector. (b) 2D spatial
profile of the THz beam waist at the sample position (110 GHz source) visualized with a
photothermal THz convertor (Teracam).
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In order to perform a 3D reconstruction of volumetric object, the experimental procedure is
organized as follows [17]. First, we record a 2D transmission image of the sample by moving
the object in the X and Y directions with a scan step of 0.5 mm or 1 mm in both directions. With
a scan speed of 5 pixels/sec, the acquisition time for a (100 × 100) pixels image size is about
30 minutes. Then, the sample is rotated by a rotation step d θ in order to provide a different
visualization of the object. The operation is repeated Nθ times from θ = 0◦ to θ = 180◦ and
we finally get a set of Nθ projections of the sample corresponding to the different angles of
visualization. For instance, if Nθ = 18, d θ = 10◦ and the total acquisition time is about 9
hours for the complete 3D visualization of the sample. However, to visualize only a single
cross-sectional image of the sample, corresponding to a 100 pixels horizontal scan associated
to 18 different projections, this acquisition time is reduced to approximately 6 minutes. From
these projection data, we are able to construct the sinogram of the object which represents, for
a given horizontal slice, the evolution of the transmitted THz amplitude as a function of the
rotation angle. Finally we apply the BFP, SART or OSEM algorithms to reconstruct the final
3D volume of the sample.
3. Tomographic reconstruction methods
Tomography is used to reconstruct the volume of an object from the set of projections done from
the exterior of the object [21, 26]. This technique, widely developed in X-Ray CT scan imaging,
is modeled by the Radon theorem [27]. The direct transform R describes the projection line
acquisition. It maps a 2D function defined by f (x, y) into a 1D projection along an angle θ and
a module ρ . It is defined by the following formula:
Rθ (ρ ) =

Z ∞Z ∞

−∞ −∞

f (x, y)δ (ρ − x cos θ − y sin θ )dxdy

(1)

where θ and ρ are respectively the angular and radial coordinates of the projection line (θ , ρ )
and δ is the Dirac impulse. Then, Rθ (ρ ) represents the absorption sum undergone by the
ray along the line. As an illustration, let us consider a black foam parallelepiped (absorbance
α = 0.02 cm−1 , refractive index 1.1) with a (41 × 49) mm2 cross section. The parallelepiped is
drilled by two holes (15 mm diameter): one hole with air and another hole filled by a Teflon
cylinder (absorbance α < 1 cm−1 , refractive index 1.45) having a small cylindrical air hole inside (6 mm diameter) (Fig. 2(a)). For one horizontal cross-section, the acquisition along several
angles gives a sinogram composed with Nθ lines, corresponding to the number of projections,
and Nρ columns corresponding to the number of pixels in the horizontal direction. For instance,
Fig. 2(b) represents the sinogram acquired with the 110 GHz source with Nθ = 72 projections
(d θ = 2.5◦ ) and Nρ = 128 horizontal pixels (0.5 mm scan step). The black color corresponds to
a maximum transmitted signal whereas the white color indicates a decrease of the transmitted
signal. Similar color coding has been applied throughout the paper. Low signal intensity can be
due to either absorption either deviation of the THz beam due to refraction. Here, owing to the
low absorbance of Teflon, mainly refraction losses have to be considered since the Teflon cylinder acts as a lens. Before the application of any reconstruction method, this sinogram already
reflects the global geometric structure of the sample cross-section with especially the presence
of the refracting Teflon material. A more precise description of the THz imaging of this sample
will be presented in section 4.
The reconstruction process is given by the inverse Radon transform which recovers the
original domain from the projections. Given a sinogram S containing several Rθ (ρ ) values
(θ ∈ [0, π [ and ρ ∈ R), the discrete inverse Radon transform computes each image pixel as
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(a)

(b)

Fig. 2. (a) Photograph of original object: parallelepiped black foam (41 × 49) mm2 with 2
holes, diameter 15 mm (1 hole with air and 1 hole containing a Teflon cylinder with a 6 mm
cylindrical air hole inside). (b) Sinogram with Nθ = 72 projections (lines) and Nρ = 128
samples per projection (columns). Acquisition with the 110 GHz source.

follows:
Nθ −1

I(i, j) =

Nρ
2

∑ ∑

iθ =0 ρ =− N ρ
2

Wθ (iθ ) (ρ )A(θ ,ρ ),(i, j)

(2)

where:
• θ (iθ ) = iθ Nπ ,
θ

• A(θ ,ρ ),(i, j) is the weight-matrix defining the weight value between each pixel and each
projection line,

 Nρ
Nρ
2

• Wθ (ρ ) =

2

∑Nρ |ν |  ∑Nρ Rθ (ρs )e−i2πρs ν  ei2πρν .

ν =−

2

ρs =−

2

First, this inversion filters each projection Rθ in the Fourier domain with the ramp filter |ν | to
increase geometric details. Second, it computes the pixel values from the filtered projections
Wθ (iθ ) . This method is thus denoted back-projection of filtered projections (BFP). As already
pointed out in the introduction, this technique is widely used in THz CT imaging since it is
proposed in most of CT software tools.
However, it is known that BFP suffers from several drawbacks such as noise sensitivity and
beam hardening. Especially the beam hardening phenomenon induces artifacts such as cupping,
streaks and blurring because rays from some projection angles are hardened to a differing extent
than rays from other angles, confusing the reconstruction algorithm. Moreover BFP is very
sensitive to the projection number Nθ . If this number is too low, beam hardening artifacts will
be enhanced. This number Nθ is also very critical because it acts on the global acquisition
time, which is particularly important in THz CT imaging. Consequently, in this paper, we also
investigated other reconstruction methods allowing to reduce the projection number (i.e. the
acquisition time) while preserving reconstruction quality.
Particularly, several CT imaging systems are based on iterative reconstructions such as
SART [22] or OSEM [24] algorithms. The SART algebraic method is based on the Karczmarz algorithm used to approach the solution of the linear equation system I = AT R, where I
is the image, R is the sinogram and A is the weight-matrix [28]. SART is an iterative process

#141260 - $15.00 USD

(C) 2011 OSA

Received 19 Jan 2011; revised 16 Feb 2011; accepted 16 Feb 2011; published 2 Mar 2011

14 March 2011 / Vol. 19, No. 6 / OPTICS EXPRESS 5110

following k ∈ [0 · · · Niter [. Each sub-iteration s, 0 ≤ s < Nθ , updates each pixel of the image I k,s
by comparing the original projection Rθs with Rkθs (computed from I k,s−1 by using direct Radon
transform). A super-iteration k is over when all the projections have been used. Consequently,
pixel update using SART is computed as follows:
"
#
Nρ −1
Rθs (ρ ) − Rθk s (ρ )
∑ A(θs ,ρ ),(i, j)
Dθs (ρ )
ρ =0
k,s
k,s−1
I (i, j) = I
(i, j) + λ
(3)
N −1
ρ

∑

ρ =0

where Dθs (ρ ) =

A(θs ,ρ ),(i, j)

W −1 H−1

∑ ∑ A(θs ,ρ ),(i, j) is the norm of the segment (θs , ρ ) crossing the image and

i=0 j=0

(W × H) is the image size. Iterations are performed until the convergence of the solution. The
initial I 0,0 image is usually an uniform image.
OSEM algorithm [23] is another iterative process which slightly differs from the SART.
The update is done from a subset of several projections at once and the error correction is
multiplicative:
Nθ −1 Nρ −1
Rθ (ρ )
∑ ∑ A(θ ,ρ ),(i, j) Rk (ρ )
iθ =0 ρ =0
θ
I k+1 (i, j) = I(i, j)k
(4)
N −1
Nθ −1 ρ

∑ ∑

iθ =0 ρ =0

A(θ ,ρ ),(i, j)

With the OSEM method, the convergence of the solution is longer than with the SART
method because OSEM directly uses all the projections at once. Moreover, after convergence to
the solution, OSEM is very sensitive to any solution divergence so that it needs non-trivial regularizations to reduce induced artifacts. However, OSEM reconstruction quality is commonly
higher than SART and BFP ones. If we assume that the complete computation time is 1 second
for BFP, we can estimate that this time increases to 4 seconds for SART and 7 seconds for
OSEM. In all cases, even if the OSEM computation time is longer than other methods, it is still
negligible compared to the long acquisition time required for THz CT.
4. Quality and accuracy according to the projection number and the reconstruction
method
In this section, we deal with the result accuracy and quality according to the projection number and the choice of the reconstruction method (BFP, SART, OSEM). First, to evaluate the
accuracy of the reconstruction, let us consider a simple sample composed of two metallic bars
(12 mm diameter) separated by a distance of 50 mm. The data were acquired along Nθ = 72 projections, which represents the maximum projection number selected in our study. Here with a
rather important projection number, we want to investigate our potential to precisely localize the
two bars and reconstruct their cylindrical shape, depending on the choice of the reconstructed
method. The ideal theoretical sinogram is represented in Fig. 3(a). It has been calculated by
direct Radon transformation of a continuous synthetic model representing the two metallic bars
and illustrates the density variation of the sample. The experimental sinogram obtained with
the millimeter wave tomographic scanner (110 GHz source) is represented in Fig. 3(b). The
experimental sinogram highlights that the metallic bar contours are thicker compared to the
ideal case. This is due to the millimeter lateral resolution determined by the diameter of the
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THz beam at the sample position, as explained in section 2. The reconstructions of the corresponding cross sections are presented in Fig. 4. Here, we can point out that the depth resolution
of the cross sectional images is also directly related to THz spot size at the sample position
since the projection corresponding to the angle θ + π /2 will provide the depth information of
the projection corresponding to the angle θ . Consequently, the lateral resolution is equal to the
depth resolution of the cross-sectional images. The ideal theoretical cross section presented in
Fig. 4(a) has been calculated from a synthetic representation of the sample. Arbitrarily, using
a 8-bit encoding imaging, a 255 grey level pixel represents the position of the metallic bars
whereas a 0 grey level pixel stands for the air. It appears that all the reconstruction methods are
able to properly localize both metallic bars. However, it seems that both BFP (Fig. 4(b)) and
SART (Fig. 4(c)) slightly suffer from noise artifacts around the bars, whereas the OSEM cross
section (Fig. 4(d)) presents a more uniform background. To investigate more into details the
accuracy of the reconstruction, Fig. 5 represents, for the ideal case and the three reconstruction
methods, the intensity profiles along the horizontal line intercepting the center of both metallic
bars. The profiles show that the three methods are limited by insufficient experimental imaging
resolution. Whatever the reconstruction method is, we can observe a spreading of the profile
compared to the ideal result. The spreading is slightly intensified in the case of OSEM, which
indicates that this method will provide a stronger image degradation compared with BFP and
SART. This point will be precise at the end of this section.

(a)

(b)

Fig. 3. Sinograms of two metallic bars (12 mm diameter) separated by 50 mm, with a projection number Nθ = 72. (a) Ideal theoretical sinogram calculated by direct Radon transformation of a synthetic model. (b) Acquisition using the millimeter wave tomographic
scanner with the 110 GHz source. Same scale and range as in (a).

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Fig. 4. Cross sections of two metallic bars (12 mm diameter) separated by 50 mm. (a) Ideal
synthetic cross section of the sample. (b) BFP reconstruction from 3(b). (c) SART reconstruction from 3(b). (d) OSEM reconstruction from 3(b). (b) to (d): same scale as in (a).
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Fig. 5. Intensity profiles along the horizontal line intercepting the center of both metallic
bars (from Fig. 4).

Depending on the number of projections, we analyzed the quality of the reconstruction by
using the previous manufactured phantom already shown in Fig. 2. Reconstructions are performed using the three methods from sinograms obtained with 12 to 72 projections. Results
are shown in Fig. 6. First, we describe the reconstruction on a qualitative point of view. For all
reconstruction methods, we can notice that the image quality does not present any significant
improvement from 36 to 72 projections. Consequently, the projection number has been limited
to 72 in our study. Whatever the reconstruction method is, the black foam parallelepiped, the
air hole and the Teflon cylinder are revealed. However, the air hole inside the Teflon cylinder,
which appears as sideways T in the reconstructed cross sections, is hardly distinguished owing
to the strong refraction experienced by the THz beam at the Teflon cylinder interfaces. For BFP,
we notice a significant improvement of the reconstruction if the number of projections increases
from 12 to 72. Especially, serious background artifacts identified as beam hardening are visible
for Nθ = 12. This behavior is well known in tomography since BFP is very sensitive to the
number of projections. For SART, this problem is strongly reduced even if some background
artifacts are still noticeable for Nθ = 12. For OSEM, it seems that the reconstruction quality is
constant whatever is the number of projection in the range 12 to 72. However, as pointed out
previously with the two metallic bars, we can observe a small degradation of the reconstruction
accuracy for OSEM compared with BFP and SART with blurred contours of the foam parallelepiped. This degradation is directly connected to the OSEM algorithm which uses a subset
of several projections at once with a multiplicative error correction.
Afterwards, we analyzed the image quality on a quantitative point of view. Numerically, a
complete comparison of BFP, SART and OSEM has already been performed from synthetic
digital images [29]. It clearly indicates that, if the number of projections is sufficient (to be
defined depending on the experimental technique), OSEM image quality is worse (especially
contour accuracy) than BFP and SART images. However, in case of THz CT, we are mostly interested in the evolution of the image quality as a function of the projection number. Especially,
the key-point concerns the preservation of the image quality for a limited number of projections (typically less than 20 projections). Quantitatively, the image quality can be determined
using the structural similarity (SSIM) parameter measured between a reference image I and a
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transformed image I t . The SSIM parameter is given by [30]:
SSIM(I, I t ) = l(I, I t ) · c(I, I t ) · r(I, I t )

(5)

where l(I, I t ), c(I, I t ) and r(I, I t ) are the intensity, contrast and geometric equivalence rates
between both images, respectively. The image I is the reference corresponding to the 72 projection sinogram, whereas the images I t are reconstructed from Nθ = 12 to Nθ = 36. Table 1
details the three equivalence rates obtained by BFP (Table 1(a)), SART (Table 1(b)) and OSEM
(Table 1(c)) methods according to the projection number. Here, it is important to notice that
these tables are independent and cannot be compared each others since, for each table, the reconstructed image obtained with Nθ = 72 is considered as the reference with all metric values
set to unity. However, for each reconstruction method and depending on the projection number,
the tables indicate the image degradation with respect to the intensity, contrast and geometric
preservation. We can notice that all metric values slightly decrease whatever the method, but
r(I, I t ) especially decreases significantly with BFP (indicated in red color in Table 1(a)). Then,
the SSIM parameter of BFP is mainly deteriorated because the geometrical aspect of the image
is not well preserved. For SART, the global image quality is already optimized with Nθ = 18.
For SART, it appears that the method is almost insensitive to the projection number. However,
as pointed out previously, we have to keep in mind that this method also provides a general
vagueness in the final reconstructed image.
Nθ = 12

Nθ = 18

Nθ = 24

Nθ = 36

Nθ = 72

(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 6. Manufactured sample presented in Fig. 2. Reconstructions using sinograms with 12,
18, 24, 36, 72 projections and the BFP (a), SART (b) and OSEM (c) methods. Same scale
has been used for all cross sections.

For each reconstruction method, the evolution of the SSIM parameter is also represented as
a function of the projection number Nθ in Fig. 7. Independently from each others, the curves
illustrate the reconstruction quality losses depending on the number of projections. As previously noticed in Table 1, we can remark that the SART and OSEM algorithms compute almost
without quality loss whatever the projection number. Inversely, the BFP quality decreases if the
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Nθ
12
18
24
36
72

l
0.965
0.989
0.998
1.000
1.000

c
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000

r
0.902
0.977
0.995
1.000
1.000

Nθ
12
18
24
36
72

l
1.000
1.000
0.999
0.991
1.000

(a)

c
0.999
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000

r
0.973
0.986
0.992
0.994
1.000

Nθ
12
18
24
36
72

l
0.999
0.999
1.000
1.000
1.000

(b)

c
0.999
1.000
1.000
0.999
1.000

r
0.996
0.999
0.999
1.000
1.000

(c)

Table 1. Details of the SSIM parameter for BFP (a), SART (b) and OSEM (c). l(I, I t ): intensity, c(I, I t ): contrast, r(I, I t ): geometric equivalence rates. Red color indicates significant
results.

projection number is less than 25. This observation is essential in case of THz CT since the
projection number is limited owing to the long acquisition time. Here, we clearly point out that,
for a limited number of projection data (typically less than 20), SART and OSEM methods are
more appropriated for efficient THz CT.

1

0.98

SSIM

0.96

0.94

0.92

0.9

0.88

BFP
SART
OSEM

0.86
20

30

40

50

60

70

number of projections (Nθ)

Fig. 7. Manufactured sample presented in Fig. 2. SSIM parameter as a function of the
projection number and the reconstruction method.

5. 3D reconstructions
More realistic samples have been investigated in order to test the ability of the THz CT scanner
and the choice of the reconstruction method to properly reconstruct the complete 3D structure of complex objects. Possible applications are non-destructive inspection of manufactured
objects, visualization and analysis on internal structures of objects with a non-invasive and
non-destructive imaging technique. Such an application should be particularly interesting in
anthropology and archeology where the use of ionizing X-ray CT is not recommended owing
to the fragility and uniqueness of the samples.
The first 3D sample, presented in Fig. 8(a), is a white foam parallelepiped (30 mm cube size,
α = 0.1 cm−1 , refractive index 1.15) drilled by two oblique metallic bars (6 mm diameter).
The experimental data obtained with the 240 GHz source correspond to 2D transmission images with a 1 mm step size both in the horizontal and vertical directions. The tomography is
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Fig. 8. White foam parallelepiped (30 mm cube size) drilled by two oblique metallic bars
(6 mm diameter). (a) Photograph of the 3D sample. (b) BFP reconstruction (Media 1). (c)
SART reconstruction (Media 2). (d) OSEM reconstruction (Media 3). Acquisition with the
240 GHz source.

achieved with a set of 18 projections (rotation angle step d θ = 10◦ ) representing an acquisition
time of nearly 9 hours. Fig. 8 represents the THz 3D video recordings of the sample volume reconstruction obtained by BFP (Fig. 8(b)), SART (Fig. 8(c)) and OSEM (Fig. 8(d)), respectively.
The videos correspond to a full 360◦ rotation of the sample. As revealed in the previous section,
since the BFP reconstruction suffers by the lack of projection data, the background surrounding
the sample is not uniform with multiple artifacts even if the contours of the parallelepiped and
the presence of the two oblique bars are precise. With the SART method, the background is
more uniform even if some high intensity spots are still visible as artifacts. Contour quality is
similar to BFP. Finally, as explained in the previous section, OSEM reconstruction is excellent
even if the number of projection is limited but the method provides a final image which is more
blurred with respect to the final image quality.
The last sample is a wooden Russian doll Matriochka (total height 160 mm, Fig. 9(a)). The
THz 3D video recordings of the sample volume reconstruction (Fig. 9(b) for BFP (Media 4),
Fig. 9(c) for SART (Media 5), Fig. 9(d) for OSEM (Media 6)) clearly reveal the shape of the
outer doll and the presence of the smaller doll inside the main doll (measured size 95 mm). This
last example of 3D reconstructions of complex objects emphasize the potential of the SART
method which provides high quality contour and reasonable artifacts despite the insufficient
number of projections.
6. Conclusion
With a millimeter wave source associated with an infrared temperature sensor, we investigated the reconstruction methods applied to THz CT. The system is easy-to-align, low-cost and
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Fig. 9. Wooden Russian doll Matriochka (total height 160 mm). (a) Photograph of the 3D
sample. (b) BFP reconstruction (Media 4). (c) SART reconstruction (Media 5). (d) OSEM
reconstruction (Media 6). Acquisition with the 110 GHz source.

portable which represents a major advantage compared to standard time-domain spectroscopic
imaging. After comparing with the commonly used BFP reconstruction algorithm, we pointed
out the ability of the SART and OSEM algorithms to properly reconstruct cross-sectional images. The SART method applied to THz CT obtains equivalent accuracy and quality than BFP.
However, for a limited number of projections (less than 25), we noticed a quantitative degradation of the BFP reconstruction whereas SART and OSEM methods can already offer an optimized reconstruction quality. Consequently, iterative methods allow to reduce the acquisition
time (i.e. the projection number) without noticeable quality and accuracy losses. These quantitative results, well-known in standard tomography such as X-Ray CT, are here pointed out for
THz CT imaging, which provides a new insight for the improvement of 3D THz imaging.
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