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PARAXIAL COUPLING OF PROPAGATING MODES IN THREE-DIMENSIONAL
WAVEGUIDES WITH RANDOM BOUNDARIES

LILIANA BORCEA*AND JOSSELIN CGARNIERT

Abstract. We analyze long range wave propagation in three-dimensional random waveguides. The waves are trapped by
top and bottom boundaries, but the medium is unbounded in the two remaining directions. We consider scalar waves, and
motivated by applications in underwater acoustics, we take a pressure release boundary condition at the top surface and a rigid
bottom boundary. The wave speed in the waveguide is known and smooth, but the top boundary has small random fluctuations
that cause significant cumulative scattering of the waves over long distances of propagation. To quantify the scattering effects,
we study the evolution of the random amplitudes of the waveguide modes. We obtain that in the long range limit they satisfy
a system of paraxial equations driven by a Brownian field. We use this system to estimate three important mode-dependent
scales: the scattering mean free path, the cross-range decoherence length and the decoherence frequency. Understanding these
scales is important in imaging and communication problems, because they encode the cumulative scattering effects in the wave
field measured by remote sensors. As an application of the theory, we analyze time reversal and coherent interferometric imaging
in strong cumulative scattering regimes.
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1. Introduction. We study long range scalar (acoustic) wave propagation in a three-dimensional
waveguide. The setup is illustrated in Figure and it is motivated by problems in underwater acous-
tics. We denote by z € R the range, the main direction of propagation of the waves. The medium is
unbounded in the cross-range direction = € R, but it is confined in depth y by two boundaries which trap
the waves, thus creating the waveguide effect.

The acoustic pressure field is denoted by p(t, z,y, z), and it satisfies the wave equation

1
[6§+6j+a§— 5

A(y)

in a medium with wave speed c(y). The excitation is due to a source located in the plane z = 0, emitting
the pulse f(¢). The medium is quiescent before the source excitation,

7| p(t,a,y,2) = f(t,2,9)8(z),  y€[0,T(x,2)], z,2€R, t>0, (1.1)

p(t,z,y,2) =0, t<DO0. (1.2)
The bottom of the waveguide is assumed rigid
Oyp(t,z,y =0,2) =0, (1.3)
and we take a pressure release boundary condition at the perturbed top boundary
p(t,z,y =T(x,2),2) =0. (1.4)
Perturbed means that the boundary y = T'(z, z) has small fluctuations around the mean depth D,
|T(x,z) — D| < D. (1.5)

We choose this setup for simplicity. The results extend readily to other boundary conditions and to fluctuat-
ing bottoms. Such boundaries were considered recently in [I} [TT], in two-dimensional waveguides. Extensions
to media with small (x, y, z)-dependent fluctuations of the wave speed can also be made using the techniques
developed in [12 [6] [8, @] [10].

The goal of our study is to quantify the effect of scattering at the surface. Because in applications it
is not feasible to know the boundary fluctuations in detail, we model them with a random process. The
solution p(t, x,y, z) of equations — is therefore a random field, and we describe in detail its statistics
at long ranges, where cumulative scattering is significant. We use the results for two applications: time
reversal and sensor array imaging.
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Fic. 1.1. Schematic of the problem setup. The system of coordinates has range origin z = 0 at the source. The rigid
bottom boundary y = 0 is assumed flat and the pressure release top boundary has fluctuations around the value y = D. The
cross-range x and the range z are unbounded, that is (x,z) € R?.

Our method of solution uses a change of coordinates to straighten the boundary. The transformed
problem has a simple geometry but a randomly perturbed differential operator. Its solution is given by a
superposition of propagating and evanescent waveguide modes, with random amplitudes. We show that in
the long range limit these amplitudes satisfy a system of paraxial equations that are driven by a Brownian
field. The detailed characterization of the statistics of p(t, z,y, z) follows from this system. It involves the
calculation of the mode-dependent scattering mean free path, which is the distance over which the modes
lose coherence; the mode-dependent decoherence length, which is the cross-range offset over which the mode
amplitudes decorrelate; and the mode-dependent decoherence frequency, which is the frequency offset over
which the mode amplitudes decorrelate. These scales are important in studies of time reversal and imaging,
because they dictate the resolution of focusing and the robustness (statistical stability) of the results with
respect to realizations of the random fluctuations of the boundary.

The paper is organized as follows: We begin in section [2| with the description of the reference pressure
field p,(t, z,y, z) in ideal waveguides with planar boundaries. The random field p(t, z,y, z) derived in section
may be viewed as a perturbation of p,(t, z,y, z), in the sense that it is decomposed in the same waveguide
modes. However, the amplitudes of the modes are random and coupled. Because the fluctuations of the
boundary are small, we consider in section [4] a long range limit, so that we can observe significant cumulative
scattering. The statistics of the wave field at such long ranges is described in section The results are
summarized in section [f]and are used in sections[7] and [§] for analyzing time reversal and imaging with sensor
arrays. We end with a summary in section [J]

2. Wave propagation in ideal waveguides. The pressure field in ideal waveguides, with planar

boundaries, is given by

* dw ~ —iw
po(t,x,y72)=/ %po(w,af,y&)e Y (2.1)

with Fourier coefficients satisfying a separable problem for the Helmholtz equation

2 ~

~ B
8§+6’Z+8§+% Pow,7,9,2) = flw,2,9)8(2),  lw—-wol <3, (2,2) €R% y€(0,D), (22)

57
with boundary conditions
OyDo(w,z,y =0,2) = po(w,z,y =D, 2) =0, (2.3)

and outgoing radiation conditions at v22 4+ 22 — oo. The Fourier transform of the source
flwzy) = / dt f(t,z,y)e™", (2.4)
—o00

is compactly supported in [wg — B/2,wo + B/2], for any = and y. Here wy is the central frequency and B is
the bandwidth.



2.1. Propagating and evanescent modes. The solution of the Helmholtz equation (2.2)) is a super-
position of N(w) propagating modes, and infinitely many evanescent ones,

N (w)

ol y,2) = 3 5@ )o@, 2) - > (@, )0l @, 2). (2.5)

j=1 j=N(w)+1

The decomposition is in the L?(0,D) orthonormal basis of the eigenfunctions ¢;(w,y) of the self-adjoint
differential operator in y,

2
{33 + ng(yJ ¢j(w,y) = Aj(w)e;(w,y),
¢j(w,D):8y¢j(w,O):O, j:1,27...,

with eigenvalues Aj(w) that are simple [16].
To simplify the analysis, we assume in this paper that the wave speed is homogeneous

c(y) = co. (2.6)

The results for variable wave speeds are similar in all the essential aspects. The simplification brought by
(2.6) amounts to having explicit expressions of the eigenfunctions, which are independent of the frequency

b5(y) = @ [w(j - ;)%] | (2.7)

v =(5) (7)) ] 9

where k = w/c, is the wavenumber, and only the first N (w) of them are non-negative

kD 1J
7_’_ .

The eigenvalues are

= 4 (2.9)

N = |

The notation | | stands for the integer part. We suppose for simplicity that N(w) remains constant in the
bandwidth [wg — B/2,wp + B/2], and write from now on N(w) = N.
The propagating components in (2.5)) satisfy the two-dimensional Helmholtz equation

[02 + 02 + ()] Ujo(w, z,2) = Fj(w,2)8(2),  j=1,...,N, (2.10)
with outgoing, radiation conditions at v/x2 + 22 — co. The evanescent components solve
02 + 02 — B2(w)] Tj0(w, 2, 2) = Fj(w,2)0(2),  j >N, (2.11)

with decay condition v ,(w,,2) — 0 at Va2 4+ 22 — oo. Here we introduced the coefficients of the source
profile in the basis of the eigenfunctions

~ ~

D
Fj(ww):/ dy o;(y) f(w,2,y),  j=>1, (2.12)
0
and the mode wavenumbers
kD2 1\2
Bi(w) = /(@) =;\/](ﬂ) -(i-3)

We assume that none of the 3;(w) vanishes in the bandwidth, so that there are no standing waves. That is
to say,

g2 L (2.13)

KD _ N + a(w) — %7 a(w) € (0,1) for all w € [wy — B/2,wy + B/2]. (2.14)

™
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2.2. The paraxial regime. We now introduce the paraxial scaling for the ideal waveguide, with the
source emitting a beam that propagates along the z-axis. As we show below, this happens when the cross-
range profile of the source is larger than the wavelength. The source generates a quasi-plane wave, with
slowly varying envelope satisfying a Schrodinger-like equation.

Explicitly, we assume that the source is of the form

[tz y) = f(tex,y) (2.15)

where ¢ is a small dimensionless parameter defined as the ratio of the central wavelength Ay and the transverse
width ro of the source. Standard diffraction theory gives that the Rayleigh length for a beam with initial
width rq = Ag/e is of the order of

T'g/>\0 = )\0/82.

The Rayleigh length is the distance along the z axis from the beam waist to the place where the beam area
is doubled by diffraction. Therefore, we look at the wavefield at O(e~!) cross-range scales, similar to rg, and
at O(e72) range scale, similar to the Rayleigh length. We rename the field in this scaling as

X Z
p(E)(t7X7y’ Z) :po(t;?;?%?)- (216)
The Fourier coefficients of (2.16)) are given by the scaled version of ([2.5)
N(w) 00
Pw, Xy, 2) =Y &), (w, X, 2)+ Y. $;u)i5,w X, 2), (2.17)
j=1 j=N(w)+1

with propagating mode amplitudes u5 , satisfying the scaled equation (2.10)), with the source replaced by

J,0

Fj(w,ex = X). They can be written as

~

1 [ ~ . X-X Z
a;)o((U,X,Z):—g/ dX/Fj(OJ,X/)GO(Bj(W), 7*),

in terms of the outgoing Green’s function
= i
Go(Bj(w);CU7Z) = iHél) [ﬁj(UJ)\/m} .

Here H(gl) is the Hankel function of the first kind, and because € < 1, we can use its asymptotic form for a
scaled range Z > 0

; X — X/ 2 Z2
1 o T

1/2

_X 4
mi(w)y/ EL + & ©

2%@@ {iﬁj(w) Lzz + (X;ZX/)Z} }

The propagating components of the wave field become

1
4

)

Q

N . Z
uj,o(ng, Z) = ajo(w, X, Z)exp |:lﬁj(w)€2:| ,

_ L ® i3 (wW)(X = X')?] 5 ,
ao(w, X, Z) = 3 W/oo dX' exp { J 57 } Fj(w, X’), (2.18)
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for j =1,...,N. The evanescent components are obtained similarly from ([2.11])

Z
71\;70(w,X, Z)~ejo(w, X, Z)exp [_Bj(w)g] ,

ejo(w, X, Z) = _%1 /W/Z dX' exp [—W] Fi(w, X'), (2.19)

for 7 > N + 1. These modes are exponentially damped and can be neglected.
In summary, the paraxial approximation of the wave field is given by

and

N
iBi(w)%
Po(w, X,y,2) = > ¢j(y)ajo(w, X, Z)e )2 (2.20)
j=1

It is a superposition of forward going modes with complex valued amplitudes a; , given by (2.18), and solving
the paraxial equations

[QZBJ(W)Z)Z"'&?(] aj,o(wyxa Z) :Oa .] = 15"'?N? (221)
with initial conditions
1 ~ .
ajow, X,Z =0) = a;ni(w, X) = ij(w,X), j=1,...,N. (2.22)
Jj

3. Wave propagation in random waveguides. In this section we consider a waveguide with fluctu-
ating boundary and analyze the wave field under the following scaling assumptions:
1. The transverse width ry of the source and the central wavelength \g satisfy

ro = 671)\0, (31)
as in the previous section. The correlation length ¢¢ of the boundary fluctuations is similar to rg,
= ~r, (3.2)

so that there is a non-trivial interaction between the boundary fluctuations and the wavefield. Here
¢ is the scaled order-one correlation length defined below.
2. The scale L¢ of the propagation distance is much larger than A\g. More precisely,

LF/Xo = O(e7?). (3.3)

Recall that the Rayleigh length for a beam with initial width rg and central wavelength \g is of the
order of 73 /A ~ 72X in absence of random fluctuations. The high-frequency scaling assumption
(3.3) ensures that the propagation distance is similar to the Rayleigh length.

3. The amplitude of the boundary fluctuations is small, of the order of e3/2)\g. As we will show, this
scaling is precisely the one that gives a cumulative scattering effect of order one after the propagation
distance L°.

We use the hyperbolicity of the problem to truncate mathematically the boundary fluctuations to the
range interval (0, L/c?). The bound L/e? is the maximum range of the fluctuations that can affect the
waves up to the observation time T of order e=2. The lower bound in the range interval coincides with the
location of the source. It is motivated by two facts: First, we observe the waves at positive ranges. Second,
the backscattered field is negligible in the scaling regime defined above, as we show later in section [4.3]

The boundary fluctuations are modeled with a random process

T¢(z,z) =D [1 + 32y (ex,e2) |, z € (0,L/e%). (3.4)
5



The process p is bounded, zero-mean, stationary and mixing, meaning in particular that its covariance is
integrableﬂ Because our method of solution flattens the boundary by changing coordinates, we require that
u is twice differentiable, with almost surely bounded derivatives. Its covariance function is given by

R(& Q) =E[u& +& ¢ +QuE ¢, (3.5)

and we denote by R,(§) its integral over (,

ZM®=[§MR@O- (3.6)

Our assumption on the differentiability of p implies that R, is four times differentiable. Note that £ = 0 is
the maximum of the integrated covariance R,(§), so we have

R/ (0) = 0. (3.7)
We define the scaled square amplitude o2 and correlation length £ of the boundary fluctuations through the
equations
RJ(0) 1

R,(0) = o%¢, O (3.8)

3.1. Change of coordinates. We introduce the change of coordinates from (z,y, z) to (z,7, z), with

__P
= Te(z,z2)

(3.9)

It straightens the boundary y = T¢(x, z) to n = D, for any x € R and z € (0, L/e?). The pressure field in
the new coordinates is denoted by

. Te
Pz 2) = (s T ). (310)
It satisfies the simple boundary conditions
ﬁ(w,x,D, z) = a,,ﬁ(w,x,o, z) =0, (3.11)

and the partial differential equation

D2 VTe? A VTe|2  ATe -
[a§+a§+ (TEQ+772 T€2| )ag_Qn T VO + (277' T€2| _nTE> 87,+/c2] P=

fow,z,m)o(2), (3.12)

derived from (1.1)) and (3.10) using the chain rule. Here V and A are the gradient and Laplacian operators
in (z,z) and f€ is the source of the form ([2.15].

When substituting the model 1D in || we obtain that P satisfies a randomly perturbed problem

~ o~

[8% + 02+ (1 — 253/2/¢(sx,52)> 831 + k4. ] Pw,z,n,2) = f(w,ex,n)d(z). (3.13)
The higher-order terms denoted by the dots are
—2¢°/2 [1 + 0(53/2)} NV - V@nﬁ +3e%u? [1+ O(e?)] 83,? —"2Ap {1 + 0(53/2)} n@nﬁ.

They come from the expansions in € of the coefficients in (3.12)), and are negligible in the limit ¢ — 0
considered in section [l

1 More precisely,  is a @-mixing process, with ¢ € L/2(R™T), as stated in [13} 4.6.2].
6



. Wave decomposition. Equation (3 is not separable, but we can still write its solution in the
L? (0 D) basis of the eigenfunctions (2.7)). The expansion is similar to

P(w,z,n, 2 quj nu;(w,x, z) +Z¢J )0 (w, x, 2). (3.14)

J>N

We define the forward and backward going wave mode amplitudes a; and b; by

1. 1 R e
aj(o.), ac,Z) = (§Uj(w7l', z) + maz“j(waﬁﬁ, z))e lﬁj(w)z7
J
1 1 4
bj(w,z,2) = (§aj(w,x, z) — maﬁj(w’x’ z))ezﬂj(w)z’ (3.15)

so that the complex valued amplitudes of the propagating modes can be written as
Uj(w,x,2) = aj(w, z, 2)e @7 4 bi(w, x, 2)e” P2,

Definition (3.15]) implies that
0.a;(w, z, z)ePilw)z 4 0.b;(w, z, z)e Wi Wz =, j=1,...,N. (3.16)
This equation is needed to specify uniquely the propagating mode amplitudes, because they each satisfy a
single boundary condition in the range (0, L/c?) of the fluctuations. To derive these boundary conditions,

let us observe that a; and b; must be constant in z € (—o0,0) and in z € (L/e?, 00), because the boundary
is flat outside (0, L/e?). Moreover, the radiation conditions

Zl}moo a;(w,z,z) =0, zlglgo bj(w,z,2) =0,

imply that the mode amplitudes satisfy
a;(w,z,z=07) =0, (3.17)
bj(w,z,z = L/e*) = 0. (3.18)

The last equation is the boundary condition for b;. The boundary value a;(w,z,z = 07) follows from the
jump conditions across the plane z = 0 of the source in equation (3.13)). We have

@) =0, [0.3,))" = Fj(w,ex),

with ﬁj defined by 1D This gives
S N S N
[@; +b]6- =0, iB;la; — bjlg- = Fj(w,ew),

and therefore

1 -
CTENE] )F i (w, ex). (3.19)

Substituting (3.14)) in , and using the orthonormality of the eigenfunctions ¢;, we find that the
wave mode amphtudes solve parax1a1 equations coupled by the random fluctuations in z € (0, L/?),

aj(w,z,0%) =

N
(2iﬁjaz + 85) aj + efziﬁjzaibj R 53/2u(sx, ez)e iz [Z 51 (alei'@”z + ble*wlz) + Z qjﬁl] , (3.20)
1=1 I>N

N
(_226]82; + ai) b] + e2iﬂj28iaj ~ 53/2M(E$,€Z)€iﬂjz [Z ji (aleiﬂlz + ble—lﬂlz> + Z qjli}\l‘| . (321)
=1 I>N
7



We dropped the higher-order terms that do not play a role in the limit ¢ — 0, and replaced the equality
with the approximate sign. To simplify our notation, we omit henceforth all the arguments in the equations,
except those of u. The arguments will be spelled out only in definitions.

The coupling matrix in (3.20))-(3.21) is given by

a1 = 2/: dn ¢; ()¢ (n) = —2 (%)2 (j - %)2%. (3.22)

It takes this simple diagonal form because we assumed a homogeneous background speed c,. If we had a
variable speed c(y), the matrix {g;;} would not be diagonal, and the modes with j # { would be coupled.
However, the results of the asymptotic analysis below would still hold, because the coupling would become
negligible in the limit &€ — 0 considered in section [4] due to rapid phases arising in the right hand sides of

(3-20), (3.21).

The equations for the evanescent components are obtained similarly,
(af + 02— ﬂjz) v; R 53/2u(sx, €2) q;;U;, (3.23)

and they are augmented with the decay conditions v;(w, z, z) = 0 as Va2 4+ 22 — oo, for all j > N + 1.

4. The limit process. We characterize next the wave field in the asymptotic limit ¢ — 0. We begin
with the paraxial long range scaling that gives significant net scattering, and then take the limit. The scaling
has already been described at the beginning of section

4.1. Asymptotic scaling. We obtain from ([3.20))-(3.22) that the propagating mode amplitudes satisfy
the block diagonal system of partial differential equations

Qiﬁj&z + 8% 6_2iﬁj28§ a;  3/2 1 e 2Bz a;
( eQiszai _2216]8z + (992: bj ~E qJJM(E.’IJ, EZ) e2iﬁjz 1 bj ) (41)
for j =1,...,N. Again, the approximate sign means equal to leading order.

Because the right hand side in (4.1)) is small, of order £3/2and has zero statistical expectation, it follows
from [8, Chapter 6] that there is no net scattering effect until we reach ranges of order ¢=2. Thus, we let

z=7/e%, (4.2)

with scaled range Z independent of €. The source directivity in the range direction suggests observing the
wavefield on a cross-range scale that is smaller than that in range. We choose it as

x = X/e, (4.3)

with scaled cross-range X independent of ¢, to balance the two terms in the paraxial operators in (4.1)).
Our goal is to characterize the ¢ — 0 limit of the mode amplitudes in the paraxial long range scaling

regime (4.2)-(4.3). We denote them by

a;(w,X,Z):aj(wé,g) and b;(w,X,Z):bj<w,£ Z), (4.4)

g2 e g2

and obtain from (4.1)-(4.3) that they satisfy the scaled system

2i3.:0 92 —2iﬁ<Z/5282 € 1 z 1 —2iB3,;Z /2 €
ZQBZéZZ/:; 2X ‘ - J )(2 Zg ~ 41/2/14(X7 7)qjj 2’i5‘Z/€2 € ’ Zg s (45)
e 6X —QZﬁjaZ + 6X f € € eI 1 i
for j =1,..., N, with initial conditions
1 ~
e X,0) = i ini 7)( = 7F ,)(7 4.6
CL] (w’ ’ ) aj, (w ) 2’&5]'(0.)) J(w ) ( )
and end conditions
bj(w,X, L)=0. (4.7)

8



4.2. The random propagator. Let us rewrite (4.5) in terms of the random propagator matrix
P®(w, X, X', Z) € C?N*2N the solution of the initial value problem

1 Z Z Z
€ / N “ = = € /
9,P%(w, X, X', Z) = LWM(X, €>H(w,X, 52) +G(w,X, 52” P (w, X, X", Z), Z>0,

Pf(w, X, X',0) =6(X — X)L (4.8)
Here I is the 2N x 2N identity matrix, 6(X) is the Dirac delta distribution in X, and G and H are matrices

with entries given by partial differential operators in X, with deterministic coefficients. We can define them
from (4.5) once we note that the solution

ai(w, X, Z)
as(w,X,Z)z ) bs(wvxvz): .
a?V(w7X7Z) bi,(w,X,Z)

bi(w, X, Z)

follows from

(5ox2 )= [orrexxa( o ). (10

Here b°(w, X’,0) is the vector of backward going amplitudes at the beginning of the randomly perturbed
section of the waveguide, and it can be eliminated using the boundary identity

( as(w,OX,L) ) :/dx’ps(w,X,X’,L)< ZE((;";{,/S)) ) (4.11)

The initial conditions a®(w, X', 0) are given in (4.6).
We obtain from (4.5)) that H and G have the block form

H* HP Ge Gb
H<Hb Ha>’ G(c,b c;) (4.12)

where the bar denotes complex conjugation. The blocks are diagonal, with entries

005155 b 101455 —2ip,2/e?
a _ _ , H —_ 4 ~JJ 1P € 4].3
51 2/83' g1 2ﬁj € ( )
and
a _ 101 g Gt = Lo —2ipz/e o jl=1,...,N (4.14)
jl Qﬁj X ]l 2ﬂ] X i PRI . .

The entries of the diagonal blocks depend only on the mode indices and the frequency, via §;(w). The entries
of the off-diagonal blocks are rapidly oscillating, due to the large phases proportional to Z/g2.
The symmetry relations satisfied by the blocks in H and G imply that the propagator has the form

(4.15)

€ / Re(w X X! 7)
Pe(w, X, X', Z) = < Tl X X7 R L X 2) >

R (w, X, X' Z) T¢(w,X,X',Z)
with N x N complex, diagonal blocks T¢ and R*.

4.3. The diffusion limit. The limit of P¢ as ¢ — 0 is a multi-dimensional Markov diffusion process,
with entries satisfying a system of It0-Schrodinger equations. This follows from the diffusion approximation
theorem [14], T5], see also [8, Chapter 6], applied to system .

When computing the generator of the limit process, we obtain that due to the fast phases in the off-
diagonal blocks of H and G, the forward and backward going amplitudes decouple as ¢ — 0. This implies

9



that there is no backscattered field in the limit, because the backward going amplitudes b° are set to zero
at Z = L. Equation (4.10) simplifies as

a‘(w,X,7) = /dX’ T (w, X, X', Z)a® (w, X', 0), (4.16)

where the initial conditions a®(w, X', 0) are given in (4.6). We call the complex diagonal matrix
Ta(w7 X7 X/’ Z) = diag (ﬂa(w7 X7 X/’ Z)’ A 7T1\6[(w7 X7 Xl’ Z)) (4.17)

the transfer process, because it gives the amplitudes of the forward going modes at positive ranges Z, in
terms of the initial conditions at Z = 0. The limit transfer process is described in the next proposition. It
follows straight from [I4] [15].

PROPOSITION 4.1. As e — 0, T°(w, X, X', Z) converges weakly and in distribution to the diffu-
sion Markov process T(w, X, X', Z). This process is complex and diagonal matriz valued, with entries
T (w, X, X', Z) solving the Ito-Schrodinger equations

i 2 qJQ'j RO(O)

dT:(w, X, X', Z) = 9% — Ti(w, X, X', Z2)dZ + Ldjs Ti(w, X, X', 2)dB(X, Z), (4.18
J( ) 25](0.)) X 8ﬁj2(0.)) ]( ) Qﬁ](w) J( ) ( ) ( )

for Z >0, and initial conditions
Ti(w, X, X',0) = 6(X — X'), j=1,...,N. (4.19)

Equations are uncoupled, but they are driven by the same Brownian field B(X, Z), satisfying
E[B(X,Z) =0, E[B(X,Z2)B(X',Z")] =min{Z, Z'}R,(X — X'), (4.20)

with R, defined in (@) Thus, the transfer coefficients T; are statistically correlated.

The weak convergence in distribution means that we can calculate the limit € — 0 of statistical moments
of T¢, smoothed by integration over X against the initial conditions, using the Markov diffusion defined
by (4.18)-([.19). In applications we have a fixed ¢ < 1, and we use Proposition to approximate the
statistical moments of the amplitudes of the forward going waveguide modes.

When comparing the It6-Schrédinger equations to the deterministic Schrodinger equations
satisfied by the amplitudes in the ideal waveguides, we see that the random boundary scattering effect
amounts to a net diffusion, as described by the last two terms in . We show next how this leads to
loss of coherence of the waves, that is to exponential decay in range of the mean field. We also study the
propagation of energy of the modes and quantify the decorrelation properties of the random fluctuations of
their amplitudes.

5. Statistics of the wave field. We begin in section [5.I] with the analysis of the coherent field. Ex-
plicitly, we estimate the mean forward going mode amplitudes in the paraxial long range regime. Traditional
imaging methods rely on these being large with respect to their random fluctuations. However, this is not the
case, because E [a? (w, X, Z )} decay exponentially with Z, at rates that increase monotonically with mode
indices j. The second moments of the amplitudes do not decay, but there is decorrelation over the modes and
the frequency and cross-range offsets, as shown in sections [5.3] and Understanding these decorrelations
is key to designing time reversal and imaging methods that are robust at low SNR. Robust means that wave
focusing in time reversal or imaging is essentially independent of the realization of the random boundary
fluctuations, it is statistically stable. Low SNR means that the coherent (mean) field, the “signal”, is faint
with respect to its random fluctuations, the “noise”.

5.1. The coherent field. The mean modal amplitudes are

E [a5(w, X, Z)] = /dX’E[Tj(w,X, X', Z)] ajni (w, X) (5.1)
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with mean transfer matrix satisfying the partial differential equation

8Z]E[7}(w,X,X’,Z)]:[ - }E[E(W,X,X’,Z)], 70, (5.2)

26j(w) " Sjw)

with mode-dependent damping coefficients

86}(w) _ 2p? [(N +oaw) —1/2)* — (G - 1/2)2}

)= ER(0) ~ oPn G- 1/2)

with units of length. Here we used definitions (2.13]), (2.14]) and (3.8)), and obtained equation (5.3) by taking
expectations in (4.18)). Its solution is given by

; (5.3)

i(w i3 (w)(X — X')?
E[T;(w,X, X', Z)] = g;-(zZ) exp {—Sjiu)—l— B )(2XZ X) }7 (5.4)

and the mean modal amplitudes are obtained from equations (5.1)) and (4.6

E [af(w, X, Z)] ~W/dXF exp[ Siw)+iﬁj(w)(§z_X/)T

=aj,(w, X, Z)exp[ } , (5.5)
" Sj(w)
with a; , the solution of the paraxial wave equation (2.2142.22)) in the ideal waveguide.
The mean wave field follows from (3.14]), after neglecting the evanescent part,
~/ X Z ) Z
E[P( » 1, 2)] Z% n)aj.o (w, X Z)exp{ ) Jrzﬁj(w)&&] . (5.6)
It is different than the field in the ideal waveguides
~ . Z
po( — 1, 2) Zgb] ago w, X, Z) €xXp Zﬁj(“})? ) (5'7)

because of the exponential decay of the mean mode amplitudes, on range scales S;(w).

5.2. High-frequency and low-SNR regime. We call the length scales S;(w) the mode-dependent
scattering mean free paths, because they give the range over which the modes become essentially incoherent,
with low SNR,

[E [a5(w, X, 2)]|
VE [[a5(w. X, 2)2] — |E [a (w, X, 2)]

The second moments E&j (w, X, Z) |2] are calculated in the next section, and they do not decay with range.
This is why equation (5.8) holds.

The scattering mean free paths decrease monotonically with mode indices j, as shown in . The first
mode encounters less often the random boundary, and has the longest scattering mean free path

SNR,,, =

Z .
~ exp {_Sj(w)} <1, if Z>» 8iw). (5.8)

32D2N?

2
27 1N 4 aw) — 1/2) - 1/4] ~ . (5.9)

S1w) = oy

The highest indexed mode scatters most frequently at the boundary, and its scattering mean free path

2D?% a(w) (2N + a(w) — 1) ~ a(w) Si(w)
02wl (N —1/2)4 8 N°
11

Sy(w) =

(5.10)



is much smaller than S;(w), when N is large. To be complete, we also have

- 1—s*1 .
Sj(w)NSI(w)TW7 if j=[sN], s€(0,1),
and
5)(@) ~ Siw) g, i = oN)
i(w) =~ 1w(2j_1)4, fj=o0 .

Our analysis of time reversal and imaging is carried in a high-frequency regime, with waveguide depth
D much larger than the central wavelength A, or, equivalently, with N > 1. We also assume a low-SNR
regime, with scaled range Z exceeding the scattering mean free path of all the modes, so that none of the
amplitudes a; are coherent. This is the most challenging case for sensor array imaging, because the wave
field measured at the sensors is essentially just noise. We model the low-SNR regime using the dimensionless
large parameter

Z
-2 s, 5.11
"= 5w (5.11)
and observe from ([5.3) that
Z >y>1, forall j=1 N (5.12)
Sj(wo)_v , j ..., N. .

5.3. The second moments. The quantification of SNR and the analysis of time reversal and imaging
involves the second moments of the mode amplitudes. Recall that

a5(w, X, Z) = /dX"]f (w, X, X", Z) a; ini(w, X") (5.13)
with 77 the entries of the diagonal transfer matrix T°. To calculate the second moments, we need to

estimate E [’Eeﬁ . The equations for 77 (w1, X1, X1, Z) T (w2, X2, X3, Z) follow from the forward scattering
approximation of (4.8]),

{ 9 ?

DT e~ | o — 2 ]TT
2 Lﬁj(wl) X 2B (wg) 2]
i (g n(X1,Z/e) QZlM(XzyZ/E)} e E
- - TETE, 5.14
2172 [ B,(n) Bl | 614
for Z > 0, with initial condition
Es(wl,Xl,Xi,O)ﬁs(WQ,XQ,Xé,O) = (S(Xl — X{)é(XQ — Xé) (515)

Their statistical distribution is characterized in the limit ¢ — 0 by the diffusion approximation theorem

[14} [15], see also [8, Chapter 6]. It is the distribution of 7; (w1, X1, Z2)7i(wa, X2, Z), with 7; the limit transfer
coefficients in Proposition [£.1] This gives the approximate relation

E {a?(wl,Xl,Z)af(WQ,XQ,Z)} %/dX{/dXéaj7ini (wl,X{)alvini (w%Xé)

X]E |:7;(w1’X17X{?Z),]Z(w27X2;Xévz):| . (516)

The calculation of E [7371] is given in appendix |Al We summarize the results in Propositions 5.3
12



5.3.1. The single mode and frequency moments. It is easier to calculate the diagonal moments,
with j =, and the same frequency w; = wy = w. We have the following result proved in appendix [A]

PROPOSITION 5.1. For allj=1,...,N, and all the frequencies w € [wy — 7B, wy + 78],
— X{)? — (X2 — X3)?]
27

B (75 1, X0, 2T X X5, 2] = i) o { P

27 L / /
_Sj(w)/o ds Co[ (X1 — Xa)s + (X1 — X3)(1 _s)}}, (5.17)

with kernel C, defined by

(5.18)

The general second moment formula does not have an explicit form in arbitrary regimes. But it can be
approximated in the low-SNR regime (5.11]). The expression (5.17)) also simplifies in that regime, as stated
in the following proposition, which we prove below.

PROPOSITION 5.2. In the low-SNR regime , and under the assumption X| = X}, = X', the right
hand side in is essentially zero, unless

X1 —Xo| o [35(w)
—_— <1, 5.19

B;
2nZ

and the moment formula simplifies to

iBil(Xa = X')? — (X2 = X)) (X1 - Xp)?
27 - B 2X§7j(cj) » (5:20)

E [T (w, X0, X', 2)T;(0, X0, X', 2)] = 52 exp

with

/35 / 38(
Xaj(w 5 Z % 81 (5.21)

If the initial points X| and X} are different, but still close enough to satisfy

g
12 — Xl ; Xol 1, (5.22)
the moment formula becomes
v ] . Bi iBi[(X1 = X5)* — (X2 — X3)?]
E[Tj(waleXla )7;( X25X27Z):| 27TZexp 27
(X1 — X2)? + (X] — X5)* + (X1 — X)(X] — X))
X exp [ ZXCZl,j ) . (5.23)

Proof. We see from definitions (3.6) and (5.18) that C,(X) ~ 1 for | X| > ¢. Therefore,
1
/ dSCO[(Xl — XQ)S} ~1 if |X1 — X2| > K’
0
and the right hand side in 1) becomes negligible, of order O (€_QZ/Sj) < 1. In the case | X7 — Xa| ~ ¢

we obtain similarly that the damping term is of order Z, and the right hand side in (5.17)) is exponentially
13



small. Tt is only when |X; — X5| < ¢ that the moment does not vanish. Then, we can approximate the
kernel C, in the integral with its first nonzero term in the Taylor expansion around zero, using the relations

RI(0) 1

0(0) =0, C,(0)=0, and C;(0) = -~ = . 24

C,(0) =0, C/(0)=0, and C/(0) R0) (5.24)
that follow from ({3.8])-(3.7)). We have
1 2
X1 —-X

/dsCo[(Xl—Xg)s}%%, if |X1_X2|>>£,

0

Xi-XszZ

and the right hand side in ([5.17)) is of the order exp [ 307s,

simpler moment formula (5.20)) follows.
Essentially the same proof applies in the case X] # X}, because we can still expand the integrand in

(5.17) by assumption (5.22). O
5.3.2. The two mode and frequency moments. The general second moment formula is derived in

appendix in the low-SNR regime (5.11)). It has a complicated expression that we do not repeat here, but
it simplifies for nearby frequencies, as stated below.

PROPOSITION 5.3. The modes decorrelate under the low-SNR assumption

}. This gives the condition (5.19)), and the

E [T (w1, X1, X1, 2) Ty (w2, X, X5, 2)| 0 ifj £1, (5.25)

for any two frequencies wy,ws and cross-ranges X1, Xo. The modes also decorrelate for frequency offsets that
exceed

SjW)BF W) Bi(w) Si(w)B;(w)e?
2Bl 18wl 28w

where 3} (w) is the derivative of 3;(w) with respect to w. For much smaller frequency offsets satisfying

Qi (w) = (5.26)

w1 + w2
= 2 B

w1 — wa| K Qg j (W), (5.27)

the moment formula is

(w i [Bj(w1)(X1 — X])? — Bj(w2)(X2 — X5)?
E[73_(WI,XMX{?Z)E(wszzﬂXéZ)]z@fz)exp{ Bilon)s = X0~ Byl 2 = X
C (X = X0)? 4 (X = X5)? 4+ (X0 — Xo) (X — X9)
X7 ) } : (5.28)

5.4. Decorrelation properties. We already stated the decorrelation of the modes in Proposition
But even for a single mode, we have decorrelation over cross-range and frequency offsets.

The decoherence length of mode j is denoted by X, ;(w), and it is defined in . It is the length scale
over which the second moment at frequency w decays with cross-range. It follows from that Xy ; is
much smaller than the correlation length, for all the modes, and that it decreases monotonically with 5. The
first mode has the largest decorrelation length

Xa1(w) = e\/g (5.29)

because it scatters less often at the boundary. The decoherence length of the highest mode is much smaller
in high-frequency regimes with N > 1,

Xd’N(OJ) = Xd’l(w)\/i]j((:))) g

14
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The decorrelation frequency is derived in appendix It is given by ([5.26) or, more explicitly, by

2 121972
~ wo?md [ 0\? [(NJFO‘(W)*i) *(‘7*5) } 5 31
4]~ 6472 \\ N9(j — 1/2)4 ’ (5.31)
it is much smaller than w for all the modes, and it decreases monotonically with j, starting from
wo > (L)X
Qg1(w) = # (5.32)

4~y2 N4

6. The forward model. Let us gather the results and summarize them in the following model of the
pressure field

ﬁ(w, ) i:v: ()_is; ) % /dX Ti(w, X, X', Z) /D dn'¢;(n') flw, X', 0'), (6.1)

(w) 0

where the symbol ~ stands for approximate, in distribution. That is to say, the statistical moments of
the random pressure field P are approximately equal to those of the right handside. The first and second
moments follow from Propositions In our analysis of time reversal and imaging we take small
frequency offsets, satisfying |&| < €4,;(w), so that we can use the simpler moment formula (5.28).

The computation of the fourth moments of the transfer coefficients is quite involved. We estimate in
appendix [B] some of them, for a particular combination of the mode indices and arguments. These moments
are used in the next sections to show the statistical stability of the time reversal and coherent interferometric
imaging functions.

We analyze next time reversal and imaging in the low SNR regime, and assume for convenience that the
source has the separable form

ft,X,n) =

e(t) (X—X* n—n*)j (6.2)

0x0, ox ' 0,

meaning that the same pulse ¢(t) is emitted from all the points in the support of the non-negative source
density p. We scale this support with the dimensionless parameters 6x and 6,, and normalize the source by

/ * _x
dX dn X X ,n TNy (6.3)
Oy

3 XX n—n"
) = 2L [P g,y (120,200, (6.4

are proportional to the Fourier coefficients @(w) of the pulse, and are thus supported in the frequency
interval [w, — B/2,w, + B/2]. The bandwidth B is small enough so that we can freeze the number of
propagating modes to that at the central frequency, as explained in section The width of the pulse ()
is inverse proportional to B, and we distinguish two regimes: The broadband regime with B > <2w,, and
the narrowband regime with B < 2w,. The comparison with £2 is because the source is at range Z/c?
from the array, and the modes arrive at time intervals of order 1/&2. Broadband pulses have smaller support
than these travel times, meaning that we can observe the different arrivals of the modes, at least in the ideal
waveguides.

To analyze the resolution of time reversal and imaging, we study in detail the case of a source density
localized around the point (X*,n*,0). We say that we study the point spread time reversal and imaging
functions, because the source has small support. Note however that it is not a point source. Its support is
quantified by the positive parameters 0x and 6, which are small, but independent of €.
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7. Time reversal. Let us denote by D(t, X, n) the pressure field measured in a time window (t/T°¢)
at an array A, with aperture modeled by the indicator function

A(X,n) = 1ay (X)14, (), (7.1)

at range z4 = Z4/c%. Here X is the scaled cross-range in the array, related to the cross-range z by x = X/e,
and Ax C R and A, C [0,D] are intervals in X and 7. The window 1 is a function of dimensionless
arguments, of support of order one, and T° denotes the length of time of the measurements. Because the
waves travel distances of order 72, we scale T¢ as T¢ = T/e?, with T of order one.

In time reversal, the array takes the recorded field D(t, X, n), time reverses it and emits D(T¢ — ¢, X, )
back in the medium. We study in this section the resolution of the refocusing of the waves at the source, in
the high-frequency and low-SNR regime described in section Because we have a random waveguide, the
resolution analysis includes that of statistical stability, given in section

7.1. Mathematical model of time reversal. We have in our notation

DUt X,n) = 14X, mo (e ) P (10 = Zomza = 22, (7.2)

with mathematical model following from (6.1]),

N 15 (w) A —jwt
t J 2
DX ~ 1K) Y o) [ do S [ By XV T, XX Z0). (73)
j=1 i
The time reversed field
D™(t,X,n) = D(T° —t,X,n) (7.4)
has Fourier transform
D™ (w, X,n) = 7" D(w, X, n) (7.5)

with
iﬁj (w— 52u/T)£€2A

2iBj(w — €2u/T)

N
Blw, X,n) ~1AXnZ /@7)

R &2 2,
. /dX/Fj (w - X T
The small frequency shifts e2u/T are due to the time scaling, and we can neglect them in the source terms

ﬁj and in the amplitude factor 1/8;. ' .
The model of the observed wave field at search locations (z*, 7, 2°) = (XT, n°, f—z) is given by

X, X’,ZA). (7.6)

dw exp [16 (w)Z E_QZS - iwt}

O, X*,n*, Z%) Z(bj 2i;(w)

x /dx/dnqu(n) D™ (w, X,n) T;(w, X, X*, Z4 — Z°), (7.7)

using reciprocity. Note the similarity with equation , except that the source is now at the array, which
we approximate in as a continuum, instead of a discrete collection of sensors. This approximation
is convenient for the analysis, because sums over the sensors are replaced by integrals over the X and 7
apertures, of lengths |Ax| and |A,]|.

Using (7.5)) in (7.7) and letting
D
T = /O dn'1a, (1) 63 () u (), (7.8)
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we obtain

O(t,XS,’I]S 78 %/dX/ dn (X/ X* ’I7 _77 ) Z F]l/ zw(T —t) QO( ) j%(( ))%((Z:;
7,l=1 J

du = e2u
o ¢<u>/dX La () T (w, X, X, 24 = 2°) Tiw = = X, X7, Z4)

s 2
X exp [Z,Bj( )%?72 — i (w — Tu) iﬁ] . (79

We define the time reversal function by

T™(X n°) = Ot =T, X* n°, Z° = 0). (7.10)

It models the wave field observed at the time instant t = T¢, at the source range Z4. This is when and
where the refocusing occurs.
In the case of a source density that is tightly supported around (X*,n*), we may approximate J*™* by

T )~ [ 58 T M, X, (r11)

with frequency-dependent kernel (point spread function)

M (w0, X°, Z pﬂ % /Ql /dX 1, (X)
)7

xT(wXX Za)Ti(w - XX*ZA)
X exp [zﬂj(w)? — 13 (w - T) i’;} ) (7.12)

Here we used the source normalization (6.3]).

7.2. Resolution analysis. If the time reversal process is statistically stable, then we can estimate its
refocusing resolution by studying the mean of . We refer to the next section for the analysis of the
statistical stability of J™F.

The mean time reversal function follows from (5.28) and (7.11] - -

270 = [ %mmwwan, (.13)
with
. A * ’ 7 s Y*\2
E [M™(w, X°,1%)] 87r§f|‘ ZF” w)( )1/} (ﬁj(b;) A) exp [_OQ(X(% )(i)) ]
i8;(w) X5 4+ X~ s .
/dX IAxl { 7. (X— T)(X X )] L (1.14)
Moreover, letting
PN .
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we obtain after integrating in X that

p—N— ~
~
S
£

xsinc {W(x& - X*)} exp ' QZA [(X*)? — (X*)ﬂ} . (7.16)
Note that
7j = Bj(w)Za (7.17)

are the scaled travel times of the modes, so only those modes that arrive within the support of the window
1 contribute in ([7.16]).

7.2.1. Cross-range resolution. We observe in ([7.16)) that modes contribute differently to the focusing
in cross-range X, with resolution

272 4
X° = X" < Axj(w :min{Xd_lw,}. 7.18
| | i(Ww) (W) B, (@) Ax| (7.18)
Recall from (5.21) and (5.29) that X, ; decreases monotonically with j
) 1/2
Xa1(w) [(N+a(w)—1/2)2—(j —1/2)%] 3
Xai = : X = — .1
dv](w) 4(] _ 1/2)2 N ’ d71(w) ¢ 277 (7 9)
whereas
2nZ 22 4D _
A~ A (N a(w) - 172 - (G- 1/2)7 7, (7.20)

Bi(w)lAx| | Ax]

increases with j. Thus, in the high-frequency regime with N > 1, the cross-range resolution for the high-
order modes is determined by the decorrelation length, even for large apertures. The cross-range resolution
of the first modes may be determined by the aperture, but only if it is large enough,

224D [2
Ax| 2 TA\/gN. (7.21)

It may appear at this point that the time reversal process can give good results even for small apertures
|Ax|. However, we will see in section that large apertures are needed for statistical stability.

The modes with higher indices give the best cross-range resolution, but they travel at smaller speed.
Thus, the focusing improves when we increase the recording time, because the array can capture the late
arrivals of the high-order modes (see Figure [7.1).

7.2.2. Depth resolution. To study the focusing in 7, we evaluate the point spread function at cross-
range X° = X*. We have

N (S A on*
MTR(W7 X*7 1757 X*, 77*) ~ Z Fjj ¢j (776])((;3)(77 )7 (7.22)
j=1

where N7 is the number of modes with arrival times in the recording window,

7 <T, forj=1,2,...,Ny <N. (7.23)
The coefficients I';; are given by
r, = /D dnta (@2 = ol L 72 [27r(j - 1/2)@} — Msine [277(]‘ - 1/2)@} >0 (7.24)
i . " j D D D D DI
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Fic. 7.1. Depth profile (left) and cross range profile (right) of the mean point spread function for the time reversal
functional. Here Z, = 100, £ =1, 0 = 0.25, k = 60, D =1 (so that N = 19). The array diameter |Ax| is supposed to be
smaller than the critical value which is about 220. Ny is the cut-off number (modes smaller than N are recorded and
reemitted). Note that the high modes play an important role. The larger N is, the better the resolution.

for an array in the set A, = [11,72] C [0, D]. They satisfy I';; = 1 in the full aperture case A, = [0, D].

The sum in is maximum at n° = n*, because all the terms are positive. The point spread function
is smaller at other depths, because of cancellations in the sum of the oscillatory terms. We can make this
more explicit in the high-frequency regime, with N > 1, if we write

™N 2 1\ k
DrTS g~ \/;cos [(y - 2)]3] : (7.25)

and interpret (7.22) as a Riemann sum, which we then approximate with an integral.
Consider for simplicity the full aperture case, where

E M™ (w0, X*,n%)] ~ |Ax]| %;2 o8 [(] _ }) kns] o {(J B 1) kn*]

2/ N 2/ N

‘AX| Nt oS [(j*]\17/2) k(n* N 77)}
N~ ; 1/2
8 Z_AN = [1 _ (J_]\lfézy}

. _Ax]| s “  cos(sz)
~ 8’/TQZAANT/N(]€(TI - n*)>> Aa(x) = o ds ﬁ

The function A, becomes proportional to the Bessel function of first kind Jy as o — 1, more explicitly, we
have Ay (z) = (7w/2)Jy(z) so that

(7.26)

B M (w, X" )] ~ 2

~ I6nZa Jo [k(n® —n™)], if Np = N. (7.27)

We can then estimate the depth resolution as the distance between the peak of Jy, that occurs when 7° = n*,
and its first zero, that occurs when k|n® —n*| = 2.4 (first zero of Jy). Therefore, the depth resolution of time
reversal with full aperture is equal to the diffraction limit

2.4
n® =0 < Ay(w) = = (7.28)
if the array records the waves long enough to capture almost all the propagating modes. The resolution
deteriorates if Ny is much smaller than N. Indeed for small a we have A, (z) = (a/7) sinc(ax) and therefore

the depth resolution is A, (w) = 7N/(kNr) (see Figure .
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7.3. Statistical stability. We now show that the time reversal function is statistically stable, meaning
that the refocusing of the wave at the original source location does not depend on the the realization of
the random medium but only on its statistical distribution, and the point spread function is approximately
equal to its expectation.

We restrict the analysis of statistical stability to the case of full aperture, where the calculations are
simpler because the coupling matrix I';; becomes the identity. The point spread function follows from

TR X, (b ) ﬂ/‘(w)ZA 1Ax(X) s *

and its variance at the source location is

Var [M™ (w0, X*, Z *)) ( ZA>¢(B/ Z.A) //dXdylAX |A);QX(Y)
Tj(w

le

x{E[m<w,X,X*,ZA>| T3, Y, X", 2]~ E[ [T, X, X", Z) B[ 1Ts (@, Y, X", Z) "] }.

From appendix [B| (first case) we find that the variance is much smaller than the square expectation when
|Ax| > £, and therefore the point spread function is equal to its mean approximately. The results contained
in appendix [B| (second case) also show that if |Ax| < ¢, the variance of the point spread function is large,
and therefore that time reversal refocusing may be unstable in this case.

There is however another mechanism that can ensure statistical stability of the focal spot if the array is
small. Indeed, if the bandwidth of ¢ is larger than the decorrelation frequency, then the variance

Var [J™(X / /7@ w, X) p(w') COV[MTR(UJ,X*,U*),MTR(W’,X*,n*)]

is small because the covariance of the point spread function at two frequencies becomes approximately zero
if the frequency gap is large enough. Therefore, if the pulse has large bandwidth, then the time-reversal
focal spot is statistically stable even for small arrays.

8. Imaging. The sharp and stable focusing of the time reversal process in the random waveguide is
due the backpropagation of the time reversed field D™ in ezactly the same waveguide. Time reversal is
a physical experiment, where the waves can be observed in the vicinity of the source, as they refocus. In
imaging we only have access to the data measured at the array, and the backpropagation to the search
points is synthetic. Because we cannot know the fluctuations of the boundary, we simply ignore them in the
synthetic backpropagation and obtain the so-called reversed time migration imaging function. We analyze
it in section and show that it does not give useful results in the low-SNR regime. In particular, we show
that the images are not statistically stable with respect to realizations of the fluctuations. Stability can be
achieved by imaging with local cross-correlations of the array measurements. Local means that we recall
the decorrelation properties of the random mode amplitudes described in section [5.4] and cross-correlate the
measurements over receivers located at nearby cross-ranges X, and projected on the same eigenfunctions.
The resulting coherent interferometric imaging method is analyzed in section

8.1. Reverse time migration. The reverse time migration function is given by the time reversed
data D™ propagated (migrated) in the ideal waveguide to the search points (z*,n®, z°%) = (XT, n°, f—z) . Its
mathematical expression follows from (2.20]), with amplitudes (2.18)) replaced by

1 b -
G0 X.2) = [ AXTy 0, XX, 2) 5 [ iy D™ . X ), (8.1)
2iB;(w) Jo
The ideal transfer coefficients
Bi(w) iBj(w)(X = X')?
: / _ j j
Tiolw, X, X", 2) 9mi7 exp 57 (8.2)
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are defined by the Green’s functions of the paraxial operator in (2.21). We obtain

X EZS — 1
T 2 i o p[WQZ)BJ(E) o / ix / (1)

X DTR(W7X77])7;70((*J3X7X57ZA - ZS)

(8.3)

t=T¢’

with the right hand side evaluated at the same time ¢t = T, as in time reversal.
We assume again a tightly supported source density normalized by (6.3) and substitute the model (7.5
of D™ in 1) to obtain

M S .8 s dw/\i M S .8 s
T, 2%) = [ GET M (w0, X, 2°), (3.4)

with frequency-dependent kernel (point spread function)

N s * w =
MM(w,XS7nS’Z3)%j;1FjlW/2w( )/XmAX(X)

xﬁ,o(w,X,XS,ZA - Zs)'ﬁ<w - E%U,X X*,ZA>
Za—2°

X exp [iﬂj (w)T —if3 (w — T) i’;] . (8.5)

8.1.1. The mean imaging functlon Let us take for simplicity the case of full aperture in depth,
where the couphng matrix I';; given by (7.8)) becomes the identity. We obtain from and the moment
formula ) that

M s s s |AX| d) d) ﬂ/-(W)Z_A ZA . VA
EIMw, X5, 2°) 87TZAZ J Bjlw ] < : T )exp [_Sj(w) _Zﬁ](w)ﬁ}

/dX |A)(j|() exp {— iﬂ%’f) (X - %)(xs - X*)} . (86)

Moreover, assuming the aperture Ay defined in (7.15)), and integrating in X, we get

M s s s |~A | (b ¢ ) ﬁ((w)ZA A . VA
EM o X5, 2] SngZ ) (jT )eXp {‘sj@)"ﬁj(“)a}

xsine {J’ (;’Z“X' (X° ~ X*)} exp {Zgjz(j) [(X%)% = (X*)?] } LT
This result is almost the same as in the ideal waveguide, except for the damping coefficients exp [-Z4/S;] .

The sinc kernel in the mean point spread function gives the focusing in cross-range, with mode-dependent
resolution

277 4

By (@) Ax] ®8)

X% = X < Ax,(w) =

The best resolution is for the first mode, that has the largest wavenumber 51 (w) =~ 7N/D = k, and gives
the Rayleigh cross-range resolution

272 4

B A
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The focusing of the point spread function M™ in range can only be due to the summation of the rapidly
oscillating terms exp [—i3;Z%/e?]. But these terms are weighted by exp[—Z.4/S;], which decay fast in j.
The first term dominates in

Z s
E[M™(w, X*, 5", Z°)] ;;122 < (T) A)exp {_Sf(i)—iﬁj(w)i . (8.10)

so the mode diversity does not lead to focusing in range, as is the case in ideal waveguides. Nevertheless,
the mean reverse time migration function peaks at Z° = 0 because of the integral over the bandwidth in

B0, 2%)) = [ SRR MY w0, X7, 27)) .11

and the range resolution is of the order £2/[3] (w,)B].
When we evaluate the point spread function at Z° = 0 and X° = X*, we obtain

M S _ X 8 75 __ |AX| ¢J ¢)J ) ﬁé(w)ZA —Z /8 (w)
E[MY(w, X* = X*, 1%, Z° = 0)] SWZAZ e - e : (8.12)

This is a sum of the oscillatory functions

05 (°)¢5(n") = % {COS {” <j - ;) (US—DW*)} cos {W (j - ;> (T’SJFDW*)} }

multiplied by positive weights, which are small and decay fast in j. The first term dominates in (8.12]) and
there is no depth resolution at all. We show next that these small weights also indicate the lack of statistical
stability of the reverse time migration function.

8.1.2. Stability analysis. To assess the stability of the reverse time migration, we calculate its variance
at the source location

Var [7(X*,0%,0)] = E ||7 (X, )| = [E[7 (X0, 0)).

We have from the results above that

E[jM(X*,n*,O)} 8|-A;(| Z (5/(T) ) e—ZA/S,-(w)_ (8.13)

The second moment of J™ is

B[l o]~ [S2 [527

[ [Bl(wl)ul 5l(w2)uz Za

N2 0Y) [ duy [ dus =~
) ;1m ﬁ/iw(ul)iﬁ(l@)

X
exp T

/Xm/dXQ 1AX(X1)1.AX(X2)T (wl,Xl,X Z_A)

€U2

=2 , (8.14)

g2
X Tio(wi, X1, X*, ZA)E | T; (w1 l , X1, X*, ZA>T (wg -

, X0, X*, Z
G )

and we recall from Proposition [5.3| that only the diagonal terms j = [ contribute to the expectation. We also
assume a small bandwidth B < Qg j, for all the modes j, so that we can use the simpler moment formula
(5.28). We obtain

E My ol n") B;(WO)ZA 2
74X, O = ¢ WA E § j ﬂQ 2 aX; [ dXa1ay(X1)
(X1 — X5)?
1 X —_ 8.15
X AX( 2) exp l 2X§,](wo) ] Y ( )
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after approximating the modal wavenumbers by their value at the central frequency. This expression can be
approximated further, after integrating in X; and X5, and supposing that the decoherence lengths X ; are
much smaller than the array aperture,

0(0) 2 Ax | V2T o Xaj(wo)dt (%) | Bi(wo)Za
CATS () "”( )

E [IJM(X’,TI’,O)IQ} (8.16)

j=1

The second moment is clearly much larger than the square of the mean , which is expo-
nentially small in range. Although the mean of the imaging function is focused at the source, it cannot be
observed because it is dominated by its random fluctuations. The reverse time migration lacks statistical
stability with respect to the realizations of the random fluctuations of the boundary of the waveguide.

The calculations above are for a small bandwidth, satisfying B < Qg4 ; for all the modes captured in
the recording window. The calculations are more complicated for a larger bandwidth, but the conclusion
remains that reverse time migration is not stable with respect to different realization of the random boundary
fluctuations.

8.2. Coherent interferometric imaging. The main idea of the coherent interferometric (CINT)
imaging approach is to backpropagate synthetically to the imaging points the local cross-correlations of
the array measurements, instead of the measurements themselves. By local we mean that because of the
statistical decorrelation properties of the random mode amplitudes described in section -4 we cross-correlate
the data D( X,n) at nearby frequencies and cross-ranges X, after projecting it on the subspace of one
eigenfunction (;Sj at a time. The projection gives the coefﬁcients

R D
Dj(W»X):/O dn ¢;(n)D(w, X, 1), (8.17)

which are directly proportional to the coefficients ﬁj of the source only in the case of an array spanning the
entire depth of the waveguide. We assume this case here, because it simplifies the analysis of the focusing
and stability of the CINT function. We also take a small source, meaning that we essentially compute the
CINT point spread function.

The model of the coefficients is

~ d n 2
Dj(w,X) ~ 14, (X) (2 )(bj( zﬂJ(w)ZA/E / U 716 (w) uZ_A/T7'< u,X, X*, ZA), (8.18)
ZBJ( )

and we cross-correlate them at cross-ranges satisfying | X7 — Xo| < Xy j(w), and at frequency offsets
|w1 — (.dg‘ <O Qd,j. (819)

We take such small ) to simplify the second moment formulas.
The CINT image is formed by backpropagating the cross-correlations to the imaging point, using the
Green’s function in the ideal waveguide. We first define the CINT image in the (X, Z)-domain:

N
jCINT(XS’ZS) _ Z%plNT(Xs, Zs) (8.20)
j=1
with
dwy d . . °-
TONT(X*, 2°) _//2%1%19 (w1 — wa)e w]m)fﬂj(m)}%//d&d& Ly (X1 — Xa)

x Dj(wi, X1)D;(wa, X2)Tio (wl,Xl,X Za— Z)T (WQ,XQ,X Z4— ZS), (8.21)

where 1x, ; are indicator functions of the cross-range interval [—Xg j(w), Xg4 j(w)] calculated at the central
frequency w = (w1 + ws)/2. Similarly, 1g is the indicator function of the frequency interval [—£2, Q.
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8.2.1. The mean CINT function. To study the focusing of CINT, we consider its expectation
di
BT 20~ [ G2 B BIME 0, X*,2°)) 522)
™

with frequency-dependent kernel

N 2
E MO (o, X5, 7%)] ~ Z 32wszi((z,4 7 ’¢< >’ // dX1d X5 Lay (X1)Lax (X2)

, (X —X)2 (X1 —-X°)?  (Xo—X")? | (X2 —X°)%]  (X1—Xp)°
xexp{zﬁj@)[ 12ZA _z(zlAst)_ 2QZA +2(22A28)]_ 2;(34(;)}

JE @i (o4 2) - (- D) 2}

This expression follows from (8.21)), the second moment formula (5.28)), and definition (8.2) of the ideal
transfer coefficients 7; ..

8.2.2. Cross-range focusing. Let us consider in (8.23) a search point at the range of the source

75 =0,
0 X Bj(w)
E [MCINT(UJ7XS’ 0)] ~ m ZQS?(U*) ,¢ ( T ) XmdXz 1_AX (Xl)l.Ax (XQ)
j=1
s _ Y* _ 2
X exp [@ﬂj (w)(XZAX)(Xl - Xo) — m] (8.24)

This formula simplifies after integrating over the array aperture and assuming as before that Xg ; < |Ax]|,

2

s Q| Ax|(27)'/?
E [M°™(w, X*,0)] ~ i 4Z2 Z(b Xd,j ) |9
1[8(w)(Xs — X*)Xq,(w)]?

X exp{ —= ﬁj (w)( ) d,j (w) . (825)

2 Z A

Each term in the sum focuses at the source, with resolution
27 4
X - X*| < Ax(w) = —F—F—— (8.26)
! Bi(w)Xa,;(w)

defined as twice the standard deviation of the Gaussian in . The number of modes participating in the
sum is determined by the length of the recording time window, as before, but each mode is weighted by the
correlation length X ;, which decreases monotonically with j. The first mode has the largest contribution in
(8.25)), and gives the best cross-range resolution. Since its wavenumber is approximately 81 (w) ~ 7 N/D =~ k,

27 4 2w 4
kXq;(w)  k[rXg1(w)]

Axi(w) = (8.27)

is comparable to the classic Rayleigh resolution for an array of aperture equal to 7X41(w) (see Figure .

The cross-range resolution is worse than that of time reversal. Scattering at the random boundary
is beneficial to the time reversal process, and the more modes are recorded, the better the result. However,
scattering impedes imaging, and the best cross-range resolution is achieved with the first mode. Even with
this mode, the resolution is worse than that in ideal waveguides 272 4/(k|Ax|), because Xq1 < |Ax]|.
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8.2.3. Range focusing. When we evaluate the mean CINT point spread function (8.23)) at the cross-
range X°® = X*, we obtain

E [MCINT((JJ X* ZS)] ~ iv: Qﬁ?(n*)
’ ’ = 327T?’Z_A(Z_A—ZS)

_ (X, — X2)Z° (X1 4 X, D (X - Xo)?
XGXP{—Zﬁj(W)ZA(ZA— 79) < 5 X ) O 2X3 () }

« [ n@enf-ils (o+5) -5 («-5)| %} ©

Because we integrate over @ the rapidly oscillating integrand, at scale €2, we have from the method of
stationary phase that (8.28) is large for

y (B}(?ZA> '2/ dX1d X2 14 (X1)14, (X2)

75 — €2CS
with ¢* independent of . Recall the assumption (8.19)) of the frequency offsets.
The mean point spread function becomes
By (w)Za\|*
T

/
E (MO (w0, X*,62¢7)] ~ AXICOT ZXd,J sine [85(w)QC°],  (8.29)

647425 2

and we define the mode-dependent scaled range resolution by

1
IC°] < A¢j = REAm)
J

Again, the resolution is best for the first mode, which has the largest weight Xg1(w) in (8.29). See Figure
Rl for an illustration.

(8.30)

8.2.4. Depth estimation. One natural way to estimate the depth n* would be to consider the full
CINT imaging functional

N
jCINT(XS’nS’ Zs) _ Z‘J?_CINT(st ZS)¢?(775)7
j=1

with J7™(X*, Z°) defined by 1) However, if we define MEINT g

B [jCINT(Xs’ns,ZS)} %/;L: W) E [MCINT(MXWS’ZS)] ’ (8.31)

and if we take X° = X* and Z° = 0, then we obtain
Bi(w)Za
T

This is a sum of positive terms and it does not have a peak at the depth of the source (see Figure .
Because of scattering at the random boundary the modes are decoupled, and we cannot speak of coherent
imaging in depth. We work instead with the squares of the mode amplitudes, i.e. intensities. Incoherent
imaging means estimating the depth of the source based on the mathematical model . More explicitly,
we can estimate n* by solving the least squares minimization problem
B3 (w)Za
(*5)

where the estimators X* and Z* of the cross-range X* and range offset Z* = 0 of the source have been
determined as the location of the maximum of (8.20) (see Figure [8.2).
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Fi1G. 8.1. Range profile and cross range profile of the mean point spread function for the CINT functional. Here Z 4 = 100,
£=1,0=0.25 k=60, D=1 (so that N =19), and the cut-off frequency is Q/c = 1. Nr is the cut-off number (modes
smaller than Nt are recorded and reemitted). Note that the high modes do not play any role.
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Fi1G. 8.2. Depth profile with (left) and with (right) for the CINT functional. In the right picture we plot the
reciprocal of the square root of the function in . Here Z4, =100, £ =1, 0 =0.25, k =60, D=1 (so that N =19). N
is the cut-off number (modes smaller than Nt are recorded and reemitted). Note that the high modes do not play any role.

8.2.5. Statistical stability. The analysis of statistical stability of the CINT function is basically the
same as that of time reversal. The function is stable when evaluated in the vicinity of the source location
if the array has large aperture |Ax| > ¢. We have seen in section that a large aperture does not
improve the focusing of E[J“™T]. The cross-range resolution is limited by the decoherence length. But a
large aperture is needed for the CINT function to be statistically stable.

Another way of achieving statistical stability of CINT is to have a pulse with large bandwidth. This was
already noted in the discussion of statistical stability of time reversal in section

Note that the statistical stability of CINT relies on computing correctly the local cross-correlations of the
measurements at the array. By this we mean that the cross-range and frequency offsets in the correlations
should not exceed the decoherence length and frequency. Moreover, the cross-correlations should be with
one mode at a time. This can be done with arrays that span the whole depth of the waveguide, because the
coupling matrix I'j; becomes the identity when |A,| = D. If the aperture |A,;| is small, there are large mode
index offsets |j — I| for which T';; # 0. Consequently, there are many terms of the form 7;7;, with j # I,
that participate in the expression of the imaging function. Since only the diagonal terms are correlated, we
obtain that J ™" has large variance when |A4,| < D.

In practice, the decoherence scales Xg ; and Qg ; are likely not known explicitly. The formulas derived
above are specific to our mathematical model. However, the decoherence scales can be estimated as we form
the image, using an adaptive procedure similar to that introduced in [3].
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9. Summary. In this paper we analyze propagation of acoustic waves in three-dimensional random
waveguides. The waves are trapped by top and bottom boundaries, but the medium is unbounded in the
remaining two directions. The top boundary has small, random fluctuations. We consider a source that
emits a beam, and study the resulting random wave field in the waveguide.

The analysis is in a long range, paraxial scaling regime modeled with a small parameter €. It is defined
as the ratio of the central wavelength A\, of the pulse emitted from the source and the emitted beam width
ro. The range of propagation is of the order of the Rayleigh length 72 /\, = e72)\,. The fluctuations of the
boundary are on a length scale that is similar to the beam width, and their small amplitude is scaled so
that they cause significant cumulative scattering effects when the waves travel at ranges of the order of the
Rayleigh length.

The wave field is given by a superposition of waveguide modes with random amplitudes. The modes are
solutions of the wave equation in the ideal waveguide, with flat boundary. The scattering effects are captured
by their random amplitudes. We show that in our scaling regime the amplitudes satisfy a system of paraxial
equations driven by the same Brownian motion field. We use the system to calculate three important mode-
dependent scales that quantify the net scattering effects in the waveguide, and play a key role in applications
such as imaging and time reversal. The first mode-dependent scale is the scattering mean free path. It gives
the range over which the mode loses its coherence, meaning that the expectation of its random amplitude is
smaller than its fluctuations. The other mode-dependent scales are the decoherence length and frequency.
They give the cross-range scale and frequency offsets over which the mode amplitudes become statistically
uncorrelated.

We use the results of the analysis to study time reversal and imaging of the source with a remote array of
sensors, in a low SNR regime. Low SNR means that the waves travel over distances that exceed the scattering
mean free paths of all the modes, so that the random wave field measured at the array is dominated by its
fluctuations.

In time reversal, the waves received at the array are time reversed and then re-emitted in the medium.
They travel back to the source and refocus. The refocusing is expected by the time reversibility of the wave
equation, but the resolution is limited in ideal waveguides by the aperture of the array. We analyze the time
reversal process in the random waveguide and show that super-resolution occurs, meaning that scattering at
the random boundary improves the refocusing resolution. An essential part of the resolution analysis is the
assessment of statistical stability with respect to different realizations of the random boundary fluctuations.
We show that statistical stability holds if the array has large aperture and/or the emitted pulse from the
source has a large bandwidth.

Time reversal is very different from imaging. In time reversal the array measurements are backpropagated
physically, in the real waveguide. In imaging we can only backpropagate the time reversed data in software,
in a surrogate waveguide. Because we cannot know the boundary fluctuations, we neglect them altogether,
and the surrogate is the ideal waveguide. The resulting imaging function is called reverse time migration
and it does not work in low SNR regimes. It lacks statistical stability, i.e., the images change unpredictably
from one realization of the fluctuations to another.

We show that robust imaging can be carried out in low SNR regimes if we backpropagate local cross-
correlations of the array measurements, instead of the measurements themselves. Here local means that
we cross-correlate the data projected on one mode at a time, and for nearby cross-ranges and frequencies.
The method is called coherent interferometric (CINT), because it is an extension of the CINT approach
introduced and analyzed in [Bl [3] 4 2] for imaging in open, random environments. We show that CINT
images are statistically stable under two conditions: The first condition is the same as in time reversal and
it says that the array should have a large aperture and/or the pulse bandwidth should be large. The second
condition is that the cross-range and frequency offsets used in the calculation of the local cross-correlations
do not exceed the mode-dependent decoherence length and frequency, respectively. We derived mathematical
expressions of these scales, for our model. In practice, they can be estimated adaptively, using the image
formation, with an approach similar to that in [3]. The estimation is possible because there is a trade-off
between stability and resolution that is quantified by the decoherence scales. If we over-estimate them we
lose statistical stability. If we under-estimate them, we lose resolution.

While cumulative scattering aids in time reversal, it impedes imaging. We quantify this explicitly in the
resolution analysis of CINT. In time reversal the resolution improves when we record the wave field over a
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long time, so that we include the high-order modes that travel at slower speed. In CINT, the best cross-range
and range resolution is given by the first mode, which encounters the random boundary less often, and is
thus less affected by the fluctuations. The cross-range resolution is similar to the classic Rayleigh one of
range times wavelength divided by the aperture, but instead of the real aperture we have the decoherence
length of the mode. This length decreases monotonically with range, because longer distances of propagation
in the random waveguide mean stronger scattering effects. Similarly, the range resolution is similar to the
classic one, of speed divided by the bandwidth, but the bandwidth is replaced by the decoherence frequency
which decreases monotonically with range.

The estimation of the depth of the source is different than that of range and cross-range. Because the
modes decorrelate in the low SNR regime, we cross-correlate the data projected on one mode at a time, so
essentially, we work with intensities. The estimation of the depth of the source from the intensities can be
done by minimizing the misfit between the processed measurements and the mathematical model. While
the cross-range and range estimation with CINT is done best with the first waveguide mode, the depth
estimation requires many modes. Thus, we still need a long recording time at the array to capture the later
arrival of the high-order modes.
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Appendix A. Second moment calculation.
The equation for E [7} (w1, X1, X1, Z)Ti (w2, X2, X5, Z)] follows from 1’ using It6 calculus,

R R S ST L1 \2 20,(X: — X))
PRI l%(wﬂaxl e (Bm  vam) Vs

Its solution can be written as

|z

2
— 1 _ 1 A
E|:7;'(w17X1aX]{,Z)ﬁ(w25X27XéaZ):| :Mjl(W1,W2,X1,X2,Z;X{,Xé)e ( Siler) sl(WQ)) B (A2)

with Mj; solving

7 ) 2C,(X; — Xo)
Oz M;; = 8% — 9% — s 2 | ) A3
Z [2@(0.}1) X 2ﬁl(w2) Xz Sj(wl)Sl(wg) ’ ( )
for Z > 0, and the initial condition
My (wr,wa, X1, X2,0; X7, X3) = (X1 — X7)6(X2 — Xp). (A4)

A.1. Single frequency. Let us begin with the single frequency case, w; = w2 = w, and introduce the
center and difference coordinates £ and £ so that

E+E/2 £—¢€/2

X, = , Xo= . A5
VR T VAW )
In this coordinate system we have that
S E+E/2 €-E/2 , &+E/2¢-E)2
U, VA =M, Z; A.
]l(wa€7§7 75)5) Jl(w’w’ /ﬁj(w)’ /Bl(w)7 ! /ﬁj(w)) /Bl(w)) ( 6)

satisfies the initial value problem

9zUj = 10¢9:Uj1 — \/‘%Co{(\/lﬂfj_lﬁl>§+<\/lﬂ—j+\/la)2:|(]jl, Z >0,

Up = /BiBio(§—€)6E—¢),  Z=0. (A7)



Its Fourier transform in E is the Wigner distribution

Wi, 67, 2:6,8) = [ S Unlw6 826,81,

—0o0

the solution of the transport equation

4B, . 2B
(07 + RO Wii(w, &, 7, Z; ¢, &) = Tysz(ﬂﬁm dqco(qi(ﬂﬁlm)

- [ ig¢ 2(\/67—\/5)] Wl(w ero L
VB B +VB) | TN B

7:¢.8),
for Z > 0, with initial condition

(w.6.7.0:.8) = VP ooy ),

jl

and kernel
~ R,
Co(k) = (k) — RO((’S))
Here
Rot) = 5 [ Balye S

A.1.1. Single mode moments. The transport equation (A.9)) simplifies in the case j = [,

[0z + RO ) Wy (w, &R, Z; € §) ——/qu’ 7[(W &R Z?flag)

q
T B
Wi, 6 7,0:6.8) = Do s(e - ),

and can be integrated easily after Fourier transformlng in k and &. Explicitly,
z P dg [T ~ 21\, —iREFIRE
Vij(w,5,€, Z;€,€) = / > / diWjj (w0, &R, Z:¢/, €)em et e

satisfies the initial value problem

[az+na}]j(wngzgg) 30(5) Vij(w s, &, 2,6, 8),  Z>0,

S; \V/Bj
Vis(w,m £0:6,8) = Do 5E - 8),

which can be solved with the method of characteristics.
We obtain that

Viglo .8, 236, 8) = Do (& - a—ﬂz)exp[‘;/ozdsoo(gw)

VBi
and tracing back out transformations (A.2)), (A.6), (A.8) and (A.13)), we get

B; iBi[(X1 — X7)? — (X2 — X3)?]
2n7 P [ : 27 N

E [E(W7X1aX{7Z)73(WaX27Xéa Z):| =

 [aefon s el

This is the result stated in Proposition [5.1]
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A.1.2. Two mode moments. It is not possible to obtain a closed form solution of (A.9 -, unless we
make further assumptions. We consider the low-SNR regime described in section [5.2} and suppose that

|X1 — XQ‘ 5 XdJ‘(OJ) < /. (Al?)

This is the condition under which the diagonal moments £ [ﬁﬂ are not exponentially small, by Proposition
The two mode moments cannot be larger than the diagonal ones, so they are essentially zero when
does not hold. _ R

Note that in K is the dual variable to £ ~ \/E(Xl — X5), and that ¢ is in the support of C,, so
lg| < 1/¢. Therefore,

1 >\ql

1
B X T B S B

and we can expand the Wigner transform in (A.9) around k. The exponential can also be expanded when

q€ 2|8 — X2|\/5g
VB (VB + f (VB + \F
meaning that j and [ are close. We return at the end of this section to this point.

Assumptions (A.17))-(A.18]) justify the approximation of the right hand side in ({A.9)) by the second-order
expansion in ¢ of the product of the exponential and the Wigner transform. We obtain that

w1 (VBB 2 Jﬁ?

for Z > 0, with initial condition (A.10). This equation is solved in [7]. The result follows from the inverse
Fourier transform in K of the solution, and from (A.2)), ,

K| ~

<1, (A.18)

] VBB oz gi-p ]
Ti(w, X1, X1, 2)Ti(w, X2, X5, Z)| = P J
[ (w, X1, X1, Z)Ti(w, Xo, X5 )} o’ sime / B;8, /SjSl
2
1 1 i|(X1 — X7)B; — (X — X3)B[
exp{ — -— | Z+ +
(\/Sj \/5> 2Z(B; — Br)
B3 (1X1 — Xz + X1 — X5) a+iz| g-6m 17|
(B — B)(1 +1i) 5351 3 31 ¢ BiBir/S;Si
20 - X)Xt - X) [ s | ooz a-a [T o
(B — Bi)(1 +14) BiBin/S;Si ¢ BiBir/S;Si
Formula (A.20) is complicated, but it can be simplified under the assumption that
2B — Bl
< 1. (A.21)
BiBil?\/S;Si
Then, we can expand the sinc, cot and sin~! functions in (A.20)) and obtain the simpler formula
| o, VBib i(B; (X1 — X7)? — Bi(X2 — X3)?)
/ ~ V737 J 1 2
E [7;(w Xl,Xl,Zm(w,XQ,XQ,Z)} ~ L exp 7 x
2 _ 2 I Y2 _ A
exp 7< 1 — i) _ (Xl X2) + (Xl X2) + (Xl XQ)(Xl XQ) ) (A22)
VS VS 2/ Xq;Xay
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It remains to justify assumptions (A.18) and (A.21)). Because of the exponential decay in Z, we note
that the moments are essentially zero unless

2
Z <1

(57
But in our low-SNR regime this translates to

SiNg _ S
1-2) s L«
( Si 7S
by definition (5.11)), and it is satisfied only when j = [. This justifies the assumptions, and it means that
the modes are essentially decorrelated.

A.2. Two frequency moments. The calculation of the two frequency moments is exactly as in the
previous section, with 3; replaced by §;(w1) and 5 replaced by B;(w2). We only consider the case j = I,
because the modes decorelate as explained above. The moment formula follows from , with 3; replaced
by B;(w1) and f; replaced by S3;(w2), and similar for S; and S;. We can simplify it under the assumption
that |w; — ws] is sufficiently small to make first-order expansions in wy — ws. Let & and w be the center and
difference frequencies

~ - w1 +CU2
W = w1 — Wy, w = B)
We have from that
& , & C ] B (1407 [50.6,w)]?
]Elﬁ (w+2,X17X1,Z)77<w—2,X2,X2,Z> e sinc { 3 ) [ 5,(w) } }x
~ 1Nzl = X)) — (X5 — X3)]8;(w) + & =X e Xa) gr )2
exp {w2 (@; Sj(w)> Z++ 27 (w) 2 +
@«nuxl—xa2+LX«—Xuﬂ[@@«n]é <1+nz[wﬁqu% B
@R (@)1 +1) S;() B | Sw)
28,(@)(X1 — Xo)(Xf = X3) [@5@))* [+ i)Z [35(@))F
matr sl o e 5] ” (429

A.3. Frequency decorrelation. To study the decorrelation over frequency offsets, let X; = X5 and

X{ = X} in (A.23)

E %,X,X’,Z)

T+ 2x.x,2) T (w - ) Gt {<1+z'>z [wwwr}

orZ ¢ T B (w) | S (w)

X exp { [aawsj’% (w)} 7 4 s (w)g — X7 } . (A24)

We have two factors that decay exponentially in w. The first is the sinc, decaying at the rate

Sj(WBH WP Bi(w) S;i(w)B;(w)e?

w| € Qgi(w) = = A.25
A 11 0%) Rl 10| R 1% (4.25)
and the second is the Gaussian with standard deviation
1 : .
Qj(w) = _ Bitw) ] 5iw) (A.26)

\/ﬁ‘ang‘%(w)‘ B @I 29S1(w)’
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Note that

/ 2
185 @)l _ (N + a(w) — 1/2) ’ (A.27)
i) w (¥ + afw) = 1/2) = (- 1/2)°]
and using equations ([2.13)), , (5.3), and the high-frequency assumption N > 1, we have
5 . 915/2
() 205100) [V o)~ )"~ G- )] .
16428 (w) N3(j —1/2) ' '
Here
B o (wl\® _ Ptk)®  mPa(¢/N)? (4.29)
Si(w) 32N \D) ~ 32N* 4Nt '
and £/X = O(1), because the scaled correlation length is similar to the wavelength A\. Moreover, the rate
(A-20) is given by
2 . 213/2
oy w0 V) =9’ = (-] )
AN N3(j = 1/2)? ’ '

and it is larger than Qg ;(w).

Thus, we call Qg4 ;(w) the mode-dependent decoherence frequency, the frequency scale over which the
second moments decay. Note that when the frequency offsets satisfy || < g ; the moment formula
simplifies to expression in Proposition because

exp

2 ]
- ~1
) )
20 (w)
when

|(:)| < Qdyj < Qj(w).

Appendix B. The fourth moments. We denote the moments by

MleL =E {E(wlelaXLZ)IE(W%X?’XévZ)E(w3vyla}qu)7z(w47}/27Y2lvZ):| ) (Bl)

and obtain from (4.18)) that they satisfy the partial differential equation

%W“%m@fw%+%%‘m%P%L
4 _(L_L)z_( 1 )2_200(X1—X2)_2C'0(Y1—Y2) e
\/S>j \/S V SJ \/SL \/SjSl \/SJSL ]lJL
4+ 2 [Ro(X—-Va) Ro(Xi—Y1) Ro(Xo—Ya)  Ro(X2—V1) Mooy (B.2)
Ro(0) | /SiSe VSiSs VSSL NS J’

for Z > 0, with the initial condition
Mjir = 6(X1 — X1)3(Xo — X5)0(Y1 — Y{)o(Ya — Yy), at Z=0. (B.3)

Let us consider the case j =1, J = L, w1 = we = w, and w3 = wy = w’. These moments M;;;; are
needed in section [7] to show the statistical stability of the time reversal function in the case of an array that
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spans the entire depth of the waveguide. We look for the fourth-order moment for X; = X5 and Y1 = Y5 in
the support of the array. So we parameterize

X1 = |Ax[§ + Xaj(@)g, Xz = Ax]§ = Xay(@)3, (B.4)
X{ = |Axl€ + Xay ()%, X =|AxE — Xay(w) s, (85)
Vi = |Ax|¢ + Xaa ()5, Yo = |AxIC ~ Xas()s3, (B.6)
Y] = [AxIC + Xas @) S ¥ = 1AxIC — Xasl) 2. (8.7

Equation (B.2) becomes (remember C?”(0) = 1/¢?)

2 .2 2,2
Xd,ju Xd“]v

7 7
Oz Mjj 15~ | ————9e0y + 0c0y — -
29 B X5 Ax] By XasAx]| ¢ 28, S,
2X, . Xq yuvC"[|A -
_2X4,; Xa,uvCl[[Ax|(€ = O] My, (B.3)
NGRS
with the initial condition
1

M.

jiJJ = W(S(U - Ul)5(§ - 5/)5(71 - U’)(S(g - Cl)a at Z=0. (B.9)

We address two cases:
Case 1: The array diameter |Ax| is much larger than £. This allows us to simplify Equation (B.8) as

2 2 2 2
9 Xd,ju Xd’Jv
v 3iJJ>

DeDy + (B.10)

7 7
v " 9 _
BiXa,jlAx| BsXas|lAx]| < 2S; 228,

8ZijJJ ~ [

which has a separable form in (u,£) and (v,(), and we get (following the same method as in the case of
second-order moments):

A PiBa iBiXa ;| Ax|(§ = &) (u—u) iBsXas|Ax|(C—=¢)(w =)
37 gz P T Z B Z
Z | X5, +u?+ud) X7 (07 + 0 )
= ] d . B.11
X exp { 30 5, + S, ( )

Equivalently, in terms of the original variables,

Bibs_ oo {_ iB[(X1 — X7)? — (Ko — X3)%]  iBy[(V1 = V/)? — (Vo — 5’2’)2}]

ijJJ%

4m2 72 27 27
1 (X1 — X2)? + (X1 — X3)° + (X1 — Xo)(X] — X3)
X exp | —= 5
2 Xd,j
1(Y; — Y5)? Y/ —Y])? Y - Y)Y -Y]
X exp 1M —Y5)* + (Y ;()2 + (M =) (Y] —Y5) 7 (B.12)
d,J

which is equal to E [’Ef] E [T]m
Case 2: The array diameter |Ax| is smaller than ¢. Then Equation (B.2) becomes

2 .2 2 92
Xgus  Xg v _ 2Xq, Xa,guv

2S; 28, 0/S;S;

Oz M55 ~ [ 0e0y + 0y — M;;z5, (B.13)

b b s
BiXa,j|lAx] BrXa,|Ax]| <
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with the initial condition . This equation can be solved explicitly after Fourier transforming in £ and

¢. If we let
Mjj57 = /df/dCijJJeiK5§+ich,

then we have

Kf KC :| —~ Xgiu
8 + 811, + av M . ~ _( 5] _|_
z BJXd7]|AX| 5-]Xd,.]‘AX| JjJd f\/g
for Z >0, and
M. 1 3 7 /
ijJJ = (u B ul)(s(v . v/)engg +iKcC 7

R,
Xa,jXajlAx]?

The solution is given by the method of characteristics

—~ K:7Z K7 73
M" %5 U—UI—§>(§<'I}—U/—C)GX —_
77 < BiXa,;lAx]| BrXa,7|Ax]| P 02
7272( K¢ n K¢ )(Xd,ju/ " Xd,JU,>
CABSiAx|  BiVSiAx|/N /S, VS

and the moment estimate follows from the inverse Fourier transform,

(B.14)
Xd JU 2 _—

: M, B.15
E@) 33JdJ» ( )
at Z=0. (B.16)

-7

(s mrs)
BiVSilAx|  BrvVSs|Ax|

de'u/ Xd“]’l)/ 2
<\/37 \/87]) . (B.A7)

e BiBr T il AXIXay (€ = €)= w) _ ilAx|Xas(C =)o =)
33T N e KPP T Z B z
Z ude UXd J 2 u’de ’U/Xd J 2 ude UXd J u’de U/Xd J
- J oy oLT) d oy T2ad) T (B4 ’ ’ ’ .
XeXp{ 302 (\/57 \/37) (\/g \/37) (\/37 m)(\/g \/37)

Equivalently, in terms of the original variables,

Mgy~ D80 o] 5 (X1 — X7)? = (X2 — X3)’]  iBs[(Y1 = ¥))? — (Y2 — ¥3)?]
W yr2 72 27 27
% exp [_1()(1 - Xo n Y1 —Yz)Q_l(X{ - X5 Y[ Y52
2 Xa j Xa.g 2 Xa,j Xa,J
1/ X, —Xo Yi—Yo\/X|—X, Y-V
—= B.1
2( Xd,j + Xd,J )( Xd,j Xd,J ( 8)
If X1 = XQ and Yl = }/27 then
Mo BiBr B0 = XT)? = (X = X9)?] B[V = YY)~ (Va2 = V5))

33T 2 2 27 27

1(X{—X§ Yl’ifz’)?}
X exp | —= ,
p{ 2\ X Xa,7
while
= _ Bibs iBil(X — X1)? — (X2 — X5)%] By (V1 — Y7)? — (Y2 — Y3)?]
E|7:7;|E R — —
TR TTa) ™ s exv 27 27
1 X! — X! 2 Y/ —Y! 2
g | L (=X 0¥
2 Xd,j Xd,J

Here we can see that the fourth-order moment is not equal to the product of the second-order moments.
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