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Abstract

This work is devoted to the stability /resolution analysis of several imaging functionals
in complex environments. We consider both linear functionals in the wavefield as well as
quadratic functionals based on wavefield correlations. Using simplified measurement set-
tings and reduced functionals that retain the main features of functionals used in practice,
we obtain optimal asymptotic estimates of the signal-to-noise ratios depending on the main
physical parameters of the problem. We consider random media with possibly long-range
dependence and with a correlation length that is less than or equal to the central wave-
length of the source we aim to reconstruct. This corresponds to the wave propagation
regimes of radiative transfer or homogenization.

1 Introduction

Imaging in complex media has a long history with many applications such as non-destructive
testing, seismology, or underwater acoustics [16, 28, [B]. Standard methodologies consist in
emitting a pulse in the heterogeneous medium and performing measurements of the wavefield
or other relevant quantities at an array of detectors. Depending on the experimental setting,
this may give access, for instance, to the backscattered wavefield (and its spatio-temporal
correlations), or to the wave energy. The imaging procedure then typically amounts to back-
propagating the measured data appropriately. When scattering of the wave by the medium is
not too strong, measurements are usually migrated in a homogeneous medium neglecting the
heterogeneities. This is the principle of the Kirchhoff migration and similar techniques, and is
referred to as coherent imaging [I1]. When scattering is stronger, the interaction between the
wave and the medium cannot be neglected and a different model for the inversion is needed.
We will only consider weak heterogeneities in this work, so that a homogeneous model is
enough to obtain accurate reconstructions. We refer to [10} 8] for a consideration of stronger
fluctuations and transport-based imaging.

We are interested here in comparing two classes of imaging methods in terms of stability
and resolution: one based on the wavefield measurements (and thus linear in the wavefields),
such as Kirchhoff migration; and the other one based on correlations of the wavefield (and
therefore quadratic in the wavefields), such as coherent interferometry imaging [14]. Here,
“stability” refers to the stability of the reconstructions with respect to changes in the medium
or to a measurement noise.
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Stability and resolution of coherent imaging functionals in random waveguides were ad-
dressed in [13]; for functionals based on topological derivatives, see also e.g. [2]. We refer
to [19, 20, 21), 12] and references therein for more details on wave propagation in random
media and imaging. Our analysis is done in the framework of three-dimensional acoustic wave
propagation in a random medium with correlation length ¢. and fluctuations amplitude of
order og. The quantities /. and o( are fixed parameters of the experiments. The random
medium is allowed to exhibit either short-range or long-range dependence. Our goal is to
image a source centered at the origin from measurements performed over a detector array
D. Denoting by X the central wavelength of the source, we will assume that it is larger than
or equal to the correlation length, and that many wavelengths separate the source from the
detector, so that we are in a high frequency regime. The case A = /. is referred to as the
weak coupling regime in the literature (for an amplitude op < 1), while the case X\ > £, is
the stochastic homogenization regime. The ratio ¢./)\ is a critical parameter as it controls,
along with g, the strength of the interaction of the sound waves with the heterogeneities. The
regime \ < £, is addressed in [I] and is known as the random geometrical optics regime. The
stability /resolution analysis is somewhat direct in that case, since a simple expression for the
heterogeneous Green’s function is available by means of random travel times. This is not the
case in our regimes of interest, where the interaction between the waves and the underlying
medium is more difficult to describe mathematically.

We will work with a simplified configuration and will define reduced imaging functionals
that retain the main features of the functionals used in practice while offering more tractable
computations. In such a setting, we obtain optimal estimates for the stability of the functional
in terms of the most relevant physical parameters. We furthermore quantify the signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR). The statistical stability is evaluated by computing the variance of the functionals
at the source location. For the wave-based functional (WB), this involves the use of stationary
phase techniques for oscillatory integrals, while computations related to the correlation-based
functional (CB) involve averaging the scintillation function of Wigner transforms [23, 25]
against singular test functions. It is now well-established that correlation-based functionals
enjoy a better stability than wave-based functionals at the price of a lower resolution [14].
This is due to self-averaging effects of Wigner transforms that we want to quantify here.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section[2] we present the setting and our main results.
We define the wave-based and correlation-based functionals and describe our models for the
measurements in Section |3} Section [4]is devoted to the analysis of the resolution and stability
of the correlation-based functional and Section [Bl to that of the wave-based functional. The
proofs of the main results are presented in Section [6] and a conclusion is offered in Section

2 Setting and main results

2.1 Wave propagation and measurement setting

The propagation of three-dimensional acoustic waves is described by the scalar wave equation
for the pressure p:

o
ot?
supplemented with initial conditions p(t = 0,z) and pi(t = 0,z). We suppose for simplicity

that the density is constant and equal to one; p = 1. We also assume that the compressibility
is random and takes the form

K(z) = Ko <1 LoV (;)) . ko =1,
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where o¢ measures the amplitude of the random fluctuations and /. their correlation length.
We suppose that V' is bounded and g is small enough so that x remains positive. The sound
speed ¢ = (/ﬁp)_% thus satisfies ¢ = 14+ O(0g) ~ 1 and the average sound speed is ¢g = 1. The
random field V' is a mean-zero stationary process with correlation function

R(z) = E{V(z+y)V(y)},

where E denotes the ensemble average over realizations of the random medium. We assume R
to be isotropic so that R(x) = R(|z|). We will consider two types of correlation functions:
(i) integrable R, which models random media with short-range correlations; and (ii) non-
integrable R corresponding to media with long-range correlations. The latter media are of
interest for instance when waves propagate through a turbulent atmosphere or the earth upper
crust [I7, 29]. Such properties can be translated into the power spectrum R, the Fourier
transform of R, by supposing that R has the form

> S(k —ix-
R(k) = |l£|5):/RS€ FR(z)dz, 0<6<2,

where S is a smooth function with fast decay at infinity. A simple dimensional analysis shows
that R(z) behaves likes |z|°~3, § < 3, as || — oo, which is not integrable for large |z|. The
case 6 = 0 corresponds to integrable R since the function S is regular. We assume that § < 2
so that the transport mean free path (see section is well-defined. Propagation in media
such that 2 < § < 3 is still possible but requires an elaborate theory of transport equations
with highly singular scattering operators that are beyond the scope of this paper.

Our setting of measurements is the following: we assume that measurements of the wave-
field are performed on a three dimensional detector D and at a fixed time T'. We assume that
the detector D is a cube centered at zp = (L,0,0) of side [ < Lj; see figure Our goal is
then to image an initial condition

p(t =0,2) = po(x), Op(t =0,2) =0,

localized around z = (0,0, 0).

Practical settings of measurements usually involve recording in time of the wavefield on a
surface detector. The two configurations share similar three-dimensional information: spatial
3D for our setting, and spatial 2D + time 1D for the standard configuration. Using wave
propagation in a homogeneous medium, it is also relatively straightforward to pass from one
measurement setting to the other. Our choice of a 3D detector was made because it offers
slightly more tractable computations for the stability of the imaging functionals while quali-
tatively preserving the same structure of data.

As waves approximately propagate in a homogeneous medium with constant speed cg, it
takes an average time tp = (L —[/2)/co for the wave to reach the detector. We will therefore
suppose that 7' > tp, and even make the assumption that T'= L/cy so that the wave packet
has reached the center of the detector. Note that in such a measurement configuration, the
range of the source is then known since the initial time of emission is given. We therefore
focus only on the cross-range resolution.

We consider an isotropic initial condition obtained by Fourier transform of a frequency
profile g (a smooth function that decays rapidly at infinity):

po(x) = A3 /IRB g(B_l(Uf‘ _ |k‘0|/)\))6_ik'mdk,

where |ko| is a non-dimensional parameter, A is the central wavelength, and Bey ' the band-
width.



Rescaling variables as x — zL, t — tL/cp, introducing the parameters n = {./\, ¢ = \/L,
and still denoting by p the corresponding rescaled wavefield, the dimensionless wave equation
now reads

dp

Vroo (E)) 22 2 ap, plt=0,2) = pi(e). it =0,2) = 0 (2.1)
g0 ne at2_ D, pit=U,7) = Dpolx), 875 =U,xr)=0u. .

We quantify the bandwidth of the source in terms of the central frequency by setting B =
(Lep)~ !, where p is a given non-dimensional parameter such that pu > 1. We suppose that
p < 1/4/€ so that the initial condition can be considered as broadband. More details about
the latter condition will be given later. The rescaled initial condition then has the form

i) =ne* [ o (e (111 - 12) ) etoar (22)

The normalization is chosen so that p{(0) is of order O(1). If § denotes the Fourier transform
of g, we can write

. ]%Jf _iMA.x ~
#i(e) = i el) = ol [ 9 () i,

ep

Above, the symbol ~ means equality up to negligible terms and S? is the unit sphere of R3.
The initial condition is therefore essentially a function with support eu oscillating isotropically
at a frequency |ko|/e. As explained in the introduction, we assume that . < A, which implies

A l
— D

Ip = (L,0,0)

Figure 2.1: Geometry

n < 1. The case n ~ 1 leads to the radiative transfer regime in the limit ¢ — 0 [27]. The case
n < 1 corresponds to the homogenization regime [5] and a propagation in an effective medium
(which is here the homogeneous medium since oy is small). The opposite case 77 > 1 gives rise
to the random geometric regime addressed in [IJ.

For the asymptotic analysis, we recast the scalar wave equation as a first-order hy-
perbolic system on the wavefield u = (v, p), where v is the velocity:

ov dp
pE+Vp—O, na—l—v-vfo,



augmented with initial conditions p(t = 0,z) = p§ (z) and v(t = 0,2) = 0. The latter system
is rewritten as 5 5
x u - Ou
I Vi|— —+D'— =0, 2.3
( I <€TI>> or " o, 23

where V = diag(0,V) € R4 Dl = Omabnj+06na0m; is a 4x4 symmetric matrix for 1 < j < 3.
Above and in the sequel, we use the Einstein convention of summation over repeated indices.

2.2 Results

Our main results concern the signal-to-noise ratio at the point z = 0 defined by

SNR:w I=1%0r IV,

V/Var{I}(0)’

where I¢ stands for the CB functional and IV for the WB functional, which are defined
further in section |3} We will also quantify the support of Var{I}(z). We will obtain optimal
estimates for the CB and WB functionals in terms of the main parameters that define them
as well as €, n, § and p. Our measurements of the pressure are assumed to have the form

p(t,z) = E{p}(t,x) + 0p°(t, z) + onny(t, ),

where dp(t, z) models the statistical instabilities in the Born approximation and oy,n;(t, )
is an additive mean zero noise with amplitude o,,. Note that by construction, coherent-
based functionals will perform well only in the presence of relatively weak heterogeneities.
Hence, modeling the statistical instabilities at first order is both practically relevant and
mathematically feasible. Taking into account second order interactions is considerably more
difficult mathematically; see [9] for a stability analysis of Wigner transforms (and not of the
more complicated imaging functionals) in the paraxial approximation. The term o,,n; models
an additive noise at the detector and also takes into account in a very crude way the higher
order interactions between the wave and the medium that are not included in dp°. We suppose
that n; oscillates at a frequency e~1 (so that a simple frequency analysis cannot separate the
real signal from the noise) and that it is independent of the random medium. The variance can
then be decomposed as Var{I®} = V¢ + V¢ where V¢ is the variance corresponding to the
single scattering term and V,* the noise contribution. We also write Var{I"V'} = VW + VW,
Note that the measurement noise can actually be much larger than the average E{p}. Indeed, a
simple analysis of E{p}(¢, x) shows that it is of order ¢ when |z| = 1 (omitting the absorption).
It is the refocusing properties of the functionals that lead to a reconstructed source of order
one from measurements of order &.

We formally rescale the single scattering instabilities by e , where ¥ 7! is the transport
mean free path defined in section so that the first-order interaction between the average
field E{p} (proportional to e~®>*/2) and the medium has a comparable amplitude to E{p}.
The fact that the single scattering instabilities are exponentially decreasing as the ballistic
part can be proved in simplified regimes of propagation, where a closed-form equation for
their variance can be obtained; see e.g. [4, [7].

We need to introduce another important parameter, which is the typical length over which
correlations are calculated in the CB functional. In dimensionless units, we define it in terms
of the wavelength by Noe. We assume that the detector cannot perform subwavelength mea-
surements, which implies No > 1. We suppose for simplicity that correlations are calculated
isotropically. Accounting for anisotropic correlations would add additional parameters and
technicalities, but presents no conceptual difficulties. Since the resolution and the stability
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of the CB functional are mostly influenced by Ngoe and not by the size of the detector as
N¢e < I/L by construction (see section below), we will systematically suppose that the
detector is sufficiently large compared to the wavelength so that its effects on the stability
can be neglected in a first approximation. The parameter N¢ is crucial in that it controls
the resolution of the CB functional (shown in section 4.1 to be L/N¢) and its stability. Small
values of N¢ yield a good stability for a poor resolution, while large values lead to less stability
with a resolution comparable to that of the WB functional.

Table 2.1: Notatjon

L Source-detector distance; see Fig.

l Size of the array; see Fig.

00 Amplitude of the random fluctuations

le Correlation length of the random fluctuations

) The correlation function decreases as |z|°73, 0 < § < 2
A Central wavelength of probing signal
€, M €= % with L distance of propagation; n = %

B Bey 1'is bandwidth with ¢y background sound speed

w= La% with width of probing signal equal to u\

On Amplitude of detector noise 0,15 (t, )
I¢ and I | Correlation-based (CB) and wave-based (WB) imaging functionals, respectively
V¢ and VW | Variance of the above imaging functionals

N¢o eN¢ is length over which correlations are considered in [ c

5 Cross-range resolution of wave-based functional (Rayleigh formula)

NLC Cross-range resolution of correlation-based functional
by Inverse of transport mean free path; see (3.9)).

Our main results are the following:

Theorem 2.1 Denote by VC(2) (resp. V.¢) and VW (2) (resp. VYV) the variances of the
correlation-based and wave-based functionals defined in section [ for the single scattering con-
tribution (resp. the moise contribution). Let X' be the transport mean free path defined in

(B.9) in section 3.3 below. Then we have:

VO0) L 2 2 3-§ A 4+(1-8)A0 L 4/\(]\7 ’
SRR Y L ) cr



Moreover, VC, Vnc and VW' are mostly supported on |z| < pe. Above, the notation ~ means
equality up to multiplicative constants independent of the main parameters, and a N'b =

min(a,b), a Vb = max(a,b) . Denote now by SNR® (resp. SNRS) and SNRW (resp.
SNRY ) the corresponding signal-to-noise ratios. Then:
SNR{,,(0) = SNRC(0) ASNRS(0)  SNR;Y,(0) = SNR"(0) A SNR) (0),

where

1 A\ B=9)/2 /1N ((1=6)/2)10) A (B=0/2A1 /0 p N2
NRE(0) ~ — 2 et A b 2
SNEAO) ~ o [“(&) (A) : <e> <N0A> o
c e st L\ o,
N ~

1
SNRY (0) ~ —, SNRY(0) ~

oo On

We below comment on the results of the theorem.

Comparison CB-WB. Let us consider first the case of short-range correlations § = 0. We
neglect absorption at this point (i.e. e=>¥ = 1) and will take it into account when considering
the SNR of the external noise.

Let us start with the single scattering contributions SNR® and SNRW. Suppose first
that N¢ is small enough and p large enough so that (L/NcA) A = p. Then,

1 A
NRC ~ — (2 .
SNR p (&)M

Hence, the SNR increases when the following quantities increase: A/{. (the dynamics gets
closer to the homogenization regime where the homogenized solution is deterministic), u
(smaller bandwidth, which results in a loss of range resolution) and o, (weaker fluctuations).
The fact that the SNR increases as p stems from the self-averaging effects of the quadratic
functional. There are no such effects for V" and we find SNRC(0) = SNRWY (0)(u)/¢.) so
that the CB functional is more stable than the WB functional in this configuration of small N¢,
whether in the radiative transfer regime (A = ¢.) or in the homogenization regime (A > ¢.).

It is shown in section that the resolution of the CB functional is L/N¢, so that the
best resolution is achieved for the largest possible value N¢, where correlations are calculated
over the largest possible domain, namely No = [/A. Hence, the best resolution is AL/I,
which is the celebrated Rayleigh formula and the same cross-range resolution as the WB
functional. Now, for this best resolution and when ly > L, then (L/NcA) A p = (L/Nc)) so
that SNRC(0) = SNRY (0)(\/£.) (equality here means equality up to multiplicative constants
independent of the parameters A\, N¢, 4., 0¢). This means that in the absence of external noise,
and in a weak disorder regime where multiple scattering can be neglected, the SNR of the CB
and WB functionals differ only by the factor (A\/¢;) for a similar resolution. This is a term
of order one in the radiative transfer regime, and a large term in the homogenization regime.
In the radiative transfer regime, in order to significantly increase the CB SNR compared
to WB, one needs to decrease N¢ and therefore to lower the resolution. This is the classical
stability /resolution trade off as was already observed in [I] for the random geometrical regime.
Note also that the statistical errors for both functionals are essentially localized on the support
(of diameter pA) of the initial source.



We consider now the noise contributions V,¢ and V. A first important observation is that
V.¢(z) is mostly localized on the support of the source, while V.V (z) is essentially a constant
everywhere. This stems from the fact that in the CB functional, the noise is correlated with
the average field so that the functional keeps track of the source direction, while in the WB
functional the noise is correlated with itself, see sections and [l Moreover,the SNR are

1
-1isL

SNRY(0)~S"—  SNRCS(0) ~ SNRY(0) ((1\&) A N)Q.

On
As for the single scattering SNR, for identical resolutions (i.e. when N, = 1/)), the SNR are
comparable. In order to obtain to better SNR for CB, one needs to lower the resolution (and
therefore decrease N¢) so that (L/(NcA))Ap = pand SNRS(0) = SNRY (0)u > SNRY (0).

Minimal wavelength for a given SNR. We want to address here the question of the lowest
central wavelength A, of the source (and therefore the best resolution) that can be achieved
for a given SNR. In order to do so, we need to take into account the frequency-dependent
absorption factor. We first consider the WB functional. We assume for concreteness that the
noise contribution is larger than the single scattering one, but the same analysis holds for the
reversed situation. Let us fix the SNR at one. Hence, A, has to be such that e >L/2 = ¢,,.
Writing 0, = e~ ™, this yields XL = 27,. We will see in section that 3 admits the
following expression

N 0(2)773_5 _ U%E?“sl}
e(1-9)  An’1-19)

23-5
ogle °L

M=o Z07e
Tm (1 — g)

m

, which gives

Hence, as can be expected, A, decreases as the fluctuations of the random medium and the
intensity of the noise decrease (i.e. o¢ J and 7, 1.) Remark as well that \,, decreases as ¢,
does, and in a faster way compared to og or 7,. This is also expected since the limit /. — 0
corresponds to the homogenization limit in which the wave propagates in a homogeneous
medium provided og is small. The measurements are therefore primarily coherent and both
the CB and WB functionals perform well.

Let us consider now the CB functional and let 6 = 0. Since for (L/(NcA)) A p > 1,
SNRC is greater than SNRW | we may expect in principle to find a lower minimal wavelength.
A way to exploit this fact is to consider a central wavelength of the source A/, for the
Am above and some « > 1, and to compute correlations over a sufficiently small domain
in order to gain stability, but a domain not too large so that the resolution is still better
than \,,. The resolution of the CB functional being L/N¢, we choose No = L3/, with
B > 1 so that A,/ is smaller than \,,. The prefactor in the SNR is then the square of
(La/(NoAm)) A = (a/B) A u that we suppose is equal to (a/3)2. We find

SNRE(0) ~ 0327 o/ B)?,

n

and we look for a > 1 and 8 > 1 such that o2*~'a/B = 1. Since o, < 1, this is possible only
when « is not too large (so that the central wavelength of the source cannot be too small,
otherwise absorption is too strong) and when o, is not too small either. When o, is below the
threshold, then the minimal wavelength is the same for the CB and WB functionals. Hence,
compared to the WB functional, the averaging effects of the CB functional can be exploited in
order to improve the optimal resolution only when the noise is significant. Finding the optimal

N¢ is actually a difficult problem, and is addressed numerically in [15].



Effects of long-range correlations. The strongest such effect is seen in ¥ since ¥ — oo
as 0 — 2. Hence, as the fluctuations get correlated over a larger and larger spatial range, the
mean free path decreases and the amplitude of the signal becomes very small. This means
that coherent-based functionals are therefore not efficient in random media with long-range
correlations, and inversion methodologies based on transport equations [10, 8] that rely on
uncoherent information should be used preferrably.

There is also a loss of stability in the variance of the single scattering term for the CB
functional, which for sufficiently long correlations (i.e. & > 1) becomes larger than in the
short-range case. In such a situation, for the SNR of the CB functional to be larger than
that of the WB functional, one needs to decrease the resolution by a factor greater than in
the short-range case. Notice moreover that there is an effect of the long-range dependence
on the term (£./A\)3>~° that measures the distance to the homogenization regime. As the
medium becomes correlated over larger distances, the variance increases, which suggests that
the homogenization regime becomes less accurate.

3 Imaging functionals and models

We introduce in sections [3.I] and [3.2]the WB and CB functionals, and in section [3.3]our models

for the measurements.

3.1 Expression of the WB functional

We give here the expression of the WB functional for generic solutions of the wave equation,
which we denote by p and its time derivative O;p. The solution to the homogeneous wave
equation with regular initial conditions (p(t = 0) = qo,dp(t = 0) = q1), for (qo,q1) given,
reads formally in three dimensions

p(t) = atG(ta ) *qo + G(ta ) *q1, G(ta :E) = 5O(t - |:L‘D7

1
47 |x|
where * denotes convolution in the spatial variables and §y the Dirac measure at zero. In the

Fourier space, this reduces to

sin |k|t
||

Fp(t, k) = cos |k|t Fqo(k) + Faqi(k),
where we define the Fourier transform as Fp(k) = [z e~ *p(z)da.

From the data (p(T,z), 0p(T,x)) at a time t = T for x € D, the natural expression of the
WB functional in our setting is obtained by backpropagating the measurements, similarly to
the time reversal procedure [I8]. This leads to the functional

Iy () = [0G(T, ) * 1pp(T, ) — G(T, ) * 1pdep(T, )| (),

where 1p denotes the characteristic function of the detector. Using Fourier transforms, this
can be recast as
sin |k|T
k|

k—x

IVi(z)=F1 (COS|I€]T F(1pp(T,-))(k) .F(]lDBtp(T,-))(k)> .

This expression is slightly different from the classical Kirchhoff migration functional because
of our different measurement setting. It nevertheless performs the same operation of back-
propagation. Assuming that all the wavefield is measured, i.e. D = R3, and that ¢; = 0 so



Fp(t, k) = cos|k|t Fqo(k), one recovers the initial condition perfectly, i.e. I}V (z) = go(z). In
practice, the entire wavefield is generally not available and diffraction effects limit the resolu-
tion. In order to simplify the calculations, we assume without loss of generality that only the
pressure p(T,z) is used for this functional. This modifies I}V as

I (x) = Fi i, (cos [k|T F(Lpp(T,)) (k). (3.1)

This significantly reduces the technicalities of our derivations while very little affecting the
reconstructions. Indeed, for localized initial conditions, the value of the maximal peak of
the functional I(I)/V is divided by a factor two compared to the full I(‘)/V . if D = R?, and
Fp(t, k) = cos|k|t Fqo(k), then

_ 1__ 1
I"(z) = F L, ((cos |k|T)* Fao(k)) = i‘rk—lm (Fqo(k)) + §‘Fk—1>z (cos 2|k|TFqo(k)) .
The first term above yields %qo(m) while the second one is essentially supported on a sphere
of radius 27 far away from the source. We will analyse in section [5| the expected value and
the variance of the functional IV for random measured wavefields.

3.2 Expression of the CB functional

We define here the CB functional for a measured wavefield u. This requires us to introduce
the Wigner transform of u 25| 23] and to decompose it into propagating and vortical modes.
Since the initial velocity is identically zero, the amplitude of the latter modes remains zero at
all times, see [27]. The projection onto the propagating mode is done with the eigenvectors
of the dispersion matrix L(k) = k;D* where D* was defined in . These vectors are given
by be (k) = (k,£1)/v/2, with k = k/|k| and we define in addition the matrices B = b+ ® by,
where ® denotes tensor product of vectors. The full matrix-valued Wigner transform of u is
defined by
We(t, , k) = (2717)3 /w é*alt e~ D)@l e+ L) dy.

The quantity W€ is a real-valued matrix. In our setting, the field u is measured at a time
t =T = 1. We compute the correlations over a domain € C D, so that we do not form the
full Wigner transform but only a smoothed version of it given by

1 L. gy €y
WE(T, z, k) = —— kYT, x — =2 T,z + —=)dy.
S = s [ T e uTa s Py

We only consider the propagating mode associated with the positive speed of propagation cg,
the other one can be recovered by symmetry. This mode corresponds to the vector by and the
associated amplitude is given by

as(T,z, k) = Te(WE(T, z, k)’ B, (k), (3.2)

where (W§5)T denotes the matrix transpose of W§ and Tr the matrix trace. The CB functional
is then defined in our setting by

I¢(z) = / dkag(T,x + coThk, k), Dy ={keR3 (x+coTk) € D}.

T

Above, we suppose implicitely that if (x—i—coT/;:) € D, then C is such that (z + coTl%) +5 e D.
The functional is slightly different from the classical coherent interferometry functional of [14]
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because of our measurement setting. However, the two functionals qualitatively perform the
same operation, that is the backpropagation of field-correlations along rays. The difference
resides in how these correlations are calculated: in our configuration, we have access to 3D
volumic measurements at a fixed time so that the 3D spatial Wigner transform is available
and is the retropropagated quantity; in [I4], measurements are performed on a 2D surface
and recorded in time so that the 3D spatial Wigner transform is replaced by a 2D spatio-1D
temporal Wigner transform.

For the stability and resolution analysis, it is convenient to recast I¢ in terms of the
amplitude a associated with the full Wigner transform (i.e. computed for € = R?). We then
obtain the expression, using the rescaled variables, co =T = 1:

I%(x) = / / dkdqF?® (k — q)a(1,z + k, q), FZ(k) = / eFydy. (3.3)
z JR3 ztey/2€C
Note that I¢ is real-valued.

3.3 Models for the measurements

We introduce in this section our different models for the measurements. We will define a model
for the mean of the measurements, and a model for the statistical instabilities. The latter is
obtained by using the single scattering approximation (Born approximation). We start with
the mean.

3.3.1 Model for the mean
The wavefield. Denoting by [ = 8?2 — A the d’Alembert operator and by
pE(t) = GGt ) * qo (3.4)

the ballistic part associated to an initial condition ¢p (with vanishing initial 9;p), the solution

to (2.1]) reads:

p(t,x) = pg(t,z) — oo~ " [V <n€> g?;’] (t,z).

Obtaining an expression for the expectation of p requires the analysis of the term EV ((-/(ne))0%p
which is not straighforward and requires a diagrammatic expansion. Rather, we follow the

simpler, heuristic, method of [24], which amounts to iterating the above inversion procedure
one more time and getting

p(t,z) = (3.5)

_ : 32]?3 _ : 02 _ : 82])
_ 1 o 2 1 R 1 R T
pB(t,a?) UOD [[/ < ) 2 ] (t,x) —I-UOD [[/ < ) tQD V ( ) t2] (t,x),

and to replace p in the last term by pp. Since E{p} ~ pp at first order in oy, pp may be
replaced by E{p} to obtain a homogenized equation for E{p}. The result is [24] that a harmonic
wave p(w,x) (Fourier transform in time of p) is damped exponentially, i.e. for |z| # 0,

. - : 1 — cos(2w|z|) |z
w)|x 2, 2
|E{p(w,z)}| < Ce v(w)lz] with Y(w) = ogw /R3 167T—|JU‘2R a dx.

The absorption coefficient 7 is obtained by adapting the setting of [24] to ours. Since our
initial condition (2.2)) is mostly localized around wavenumbers with frequency |ko|/e, we find
that the waves are absorbed by a factor

| ol Uglk‘oIQfl/ 1 — cos(2n]ko||x])
My R dr == .
7( £ € R3 167|z|? () :=

11



A Taylor expansion then leads to the classical |k|* dependency of the absorption associated to
the Rayleigh scattering:
oglkol*n’

~ = R dr =
e 8me R3 (z)dx 8me

aglkoln® R(0).

We implicitely assumed above that R(O) was defined, which holds in random media with short-
range correlations but not in media with long-range correlations. The latter case is addressed
below. We can relate the latter expression for 4. to the mean free path ¥=! := X71(|kol)
defined in the next paragraph in by

3.2 4 3,2 4
n’og m kol / 5 s oG kol
Y= R(n(ko — |k|p))dp ~ R(0).
Hence ¥ ~ 2v(|kol|/e).
Obtaining such a relation in the case of long-range correlations is slightly more involved.
To do so, we first notice that

o\ o EP0S(0) [ e s s
R(LE1) = E0 SO [ k= esSO)en® el

where the constant c¢; is given by ¢5 = 23_5773/2F(3%5)(F(%))_1(2#)_3 [22], T being the Gamma
function. The expression of 4. is then

1 —cos (Lkg‘lm')
dx

= dr.
167|z[>—0 2073/2e  21($)

_ aRlkol* PO T(552) =
0

~ ¢s5(0 3502515/
Ve 5S(0)n 0 - r3—0

Recall that & < 2 so that the above integral is well-defined. The inverse of the mean free path
is now in the long-range case

. P02 w]k0]455(0)/ 1 i = 7’002 72 |ko|*%5(0) /1 L
- e 202m)3292 Jgo (1 — kg - p)o/2 € (2m)320/2 | (1 — x)9/2
o ke[ S(0)
€ 204m(1— %)

We used again the fact that § < 2 to make sense of the integral. Since the following relation

holds
r(5) [ 1
r= ,
Val(g) o 70 41-9)
we recover that 3 ~ 2v(|kg|/¢) in the long-range case. We will therefore systematically replace
v(|ko|/€) by £/2 in the sequel. The expression of E{p}(¢, x) is obtained by Fourier-transforming

back E{p}(w, x) and using the fact that |x| = cpt since the ballistic part is supported on the
sphere of radius |x| = ¢ot. This yields

E{p}(t,x) ~ e %/ 2pp(t, x). (3.6)

This is our model for the average pressure.

12



The Wigner transform. It is shown in [27] that the Wigner transform W€ of a wavefield
u satisfies the following system

M (00 @)= (o 2w s o
with
QW = = (D W, aWDJ) QW = ik;DIW — iWk; D
Or;  Ox;
ip-y . E+1
PW — //dydpe [ (x—l—ey) DJaW( +5p)
en 83:j
w
8 (k — )DJV <x + 5y>
Ox; en

PoW = wo//dydpewy[ <$;75y>[k:+p/2]ijW(l<:+p/2)

~W(k —p/2)[k — p/2); D’V (x jngy)} '

Noticing that
/dyeip'y]} (x + €y> = nge_i?zf)(—??p),
we can recast the r.h.s of (3.7) as
eowes cOWe . _
o = i (S ) (-] )7
00

3 2ipax ~
F.(z,p) = ;(%) e e V(2np).

It is then well established [27] that a good approximation of E{W*¢} is
E{W®} ~ W, := Y aiBx,
+

where the matrices By were introduced in section and the amplitudes a% (¢, z, k) satisfy
the following radiative transfer equation

da
o s = Q(a3), (3.8)

cmgmzéawM@@—@wmmW—mmm

k. p) —
Above, 0y is the Dirac measure at zero. The equation (3.8) is supplemented with the initial
condition

ax(t=0) =af, = Tr(W")" By,
where We0 is the Wigner transform of the initial wavefield u(t = 0). Since ac (k) = a5 (—k),

we focus only on the mode a5 and drop both the + lower script and the & upper script for
notational simplicity. We now need to compute the Wigner transform of the initial condition.

13



We consider an approximate expression that simplifies the analysis of the imaging functionals.
The scalar Wigner transform of pf, denoted by wyg, reads:

4 . . . .
wi(x, k)~ | Kol ///dydfﬁdiﬁei(kko|(k1+k2)/2)-yei|ko|z-(k1kz)/g
o (2m)3 Jrs Js2 J g2

el el

Since the bandwidth parameter p is such that pue > e, we can separate the scales of the § terms
and the oscillating exponentials. We can then state that, as is classical for Wigner transforms,

different wavevectors lead in a weak sense to negligible contributions because of the highly
i|]€0‘:l?'(i€1—i€2

oscillating term e )/ The leading term in the initial condition is therefore

ws(x itk lkoli) (B (@ —ey/2)\ = (b1 (2 + 2y/2)
oz, k) /R?’/SQdydk: < = >g< - >

3 ~ z k- ‘ko‘kl
= dkaW; | —, —————
2 /;2 1 k1 (Eluv /.Lil ’

Wg@%»:A;@aM (k- @ u/2) 3 (b - (= +9/2).

The effect of the function wg in the phase space is essentially to localize the variable x around
ep and the variable |k| on a shell of radius |ko| with width p~!. This is what is expected
since the initial condition for the wave equation is isotropic, oscillates at a frequency e~!|ko|
and has a bandwidth of order (eu)~!. The fact that u < 1/+/¢ implies that the localization
is stronger in the spatial variables than in the momentum variables, which can be seen as a
broadband property. For the sake of simplicity, we replace the initial condition by a function
that shares the same properties but has an easier expression to handle. We write:

where

i = o (] = i) )

where the function wy is smooth. With ¢y = 1, we then recast (3.8]) as

%+1€;.vma+2(k)a=Q+(a), as(t =0,2,k) = pwo <i,u(|k| — |k:0|)> (3.9)
ol m|k|* .
Q(@)(k) = /R ok, p)a(p)0o (K — p)dp,  S(k) = ”EOQ(L’Z) /S Rln(k — K[5))dp

When 0(2) = ¢, n = 1, we recover the usual equation for the weak coupling regime. Note that
since R(z) = R(|z|), we have R(k) = R(|k|) and ¥ (k) = X(]k|). Going back to the measured
amplitude ap defined in (3.2)), an accurate approximation of its mean is therefore

E{as} = Tr(E{WE )T B, = Tr(F® +, E{W})T B, ~ F* %, a, (3.10)
where the filter F¥ was defined in (3.3)). The integral solution to (3.9)) reads, denoting by
Tia(x, k) := a(x — cotk, k) the free transport semigroup:

t
a(t,z, k) = Tyag(z, k)e >UFDt 4 /0 dse ZURDE=)T,_ Q (a)(x, k). (3.11)

The average a(t, x, k) is the sum of a ballistic term and the multiple scattering contribution.

14



3.3.2 Model for the random fluctuations in the measurements

The wavefield. We follow the Born approximation, which consists in retaining in the
terms at most linear in V. In order to take into account the absorption as explained in section
2.2 we replace the ballistic term in by E{p}. In doing so, both the average E{p} and the
fluctuations are exponentially decreasing. The random instabilities on the pressure are then
generated by the term

5p°(t, &) = —age”0=t/20 1 [V <> 822?3} (t,z). (3.12)

ne ) Ot?

We suppose that the additive noise on the wavefield u has the form o,n°(z) = 0 (ng, n3)(z) =
on(ny(2),mp(%)) and is independent of the random medium. For simplicity, we assume that
the noise entries are real and have the same correlation structure, E{nj(z)nj(y)} = ®(*2%),
i,j=1,---,4, where ®(x) = ®(|z|) and is smooth. Using and (3.12)), our model for the

measurements is therefore
p(t,z) = E{p}(t, ) + 0p°(t, z) + onny(z). (3.13)

The Wigner transform. Let a® be the projection of the full Wigner transform W¢ onto the
+ mode, i.e. a® = Tr(W¢)T B, so that, for the ag defined in , we have ag = FZ xja°. We
already know from that E{ag} ~ F? xj, a, with a the solution to the radiative transfer
equation . We subsequently write a® = a + da®, where da® accounts for the random
fluctuations. The simplest model for da® is obtained for the single scattering approximation
which consists in retaining in W¢ only terms at most linear in V', so that the related variance
will be at most linear in R. This leads to defining the random term W?¢

oWe
atl + (Ql - Q;) Wi = SEWE, (3.14)

with vanishing initial conditions and where

agtfo + <Ql + Q:) W5 =0,  W5(t=0)=w=".

As was the case for the pressure, such a definition of W does not take into account the
absorption factor e~**, We thus formally correct this and set

6af = e X T (Wi B,. (3.15)

The fluctuations of the amplitude da® and the wavefield can be related by writing the field u
as E{u} + du, where du is obtained in the single scattering approximation. The perturbation
da is then the projection on the + mode of the sum of Wigner transforms W[E{u}, du] +
Wéu, E{u}]. Taking into account the external noise o,n°(x) and denoting by af, the projec-
tion of W[E{u},n?] + W[n®,E{u}] on the + mode as in (3.17]), our complete model for the

measurements in the single scattering approximation is therefore

a*(t,z, k) = a(t,x, k) +0a°(t,z, k) + opa; (t,x, k). (3.16)

4 Analysis of the CB functional

We compute in this section the mean and the variance of the CB functional.
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4.1 Average of the functional

Assume for the moment that our measurements have the form, for g a smooth function:
as =F sk g, g(x.k) = go(x — coThk,k) := Trgo(z, k).

Above, FZ(k) is the filter defined in (3.3)) and 7} is the free transport semigroup introduced
in (3.11). Plugging this expression into the CB functional yields:

) = [ dhdaF (s gt + o~ ), ).

Let us verify first that when D = R3, we recover that I¢[g](z) = (2m)3 [5s dggo(z, g), so that
if go is the scalar Wigner transform of a function v, we find I¢[g](x) = (27)3|¢(z)|?> and the
reconstruction is then perfect. This is immediate since from the definition of F¥(k) given in
we conclude that FZ(k) = (27)30(k) when € = R3. When C is finite as is the case in
practical situations, one does not recover ng dqg(z, q) but an approximate version of it limited
by the resolution of the functional. This point is addressed below.

Amplitude and resolution. For simplicity, we suppose that the domain € is chosen such
that F¥ defined in is independent of . We suppose in addition that € is a ball centered
at zero of a certain radius. We parametrize € by « € [0, 1] such that if i% € C, then we have
|ley| < roe! ™ for some rg > 0. This means that the diameter of the ball is equal to

7"06_7 = NC

where the parameter N¢o was introduced in section Since the (rescaled) detector has a
side % < 1, we have necessarily by construction that ry < % We could easily accommodate
for anisotropic domains C with additional technicalities. In order to deal with a regular filter,
we smooth out the characteristic function of the unit disk and replace it by some approximate
function x(z) = x(|z|). Rescaling y as y — yroe™7, it comes for the filter Fy:

3 3
_ "o o~ k- — "o ro|k|
Fe(k) = - /RS e U (lydy = gng( - )

Recall that our measurements read ag = FY * a®, where a® is given by . The total
functional is denoted by I®[af](z) and its average is given by I¢[a](z). The mean of the
measurements @ is the sum of a ballistic term a?(t, 2, k) = Tya§(z, k)e >IF! and a multiple
scattering term defined in . Measurements in a homogeneous medium have the form
Tiag(x, k). The CB functional is tailored to backpropagate the data along the characteristics
of the transport equation, so as to undo the effects of free transport. Since the multiple
scattering term is smoother than the ballistic term, one can expect the inversion operation
to produce a signal with a lower amplitude for the multiple scattering part than for the
ballistic part. We therefore neglect the multiple scattering in the computation of the average
functional. Moreover, the resolution of I¢ is mostly limited by the filter F' and not by the size
of the detector since € is included in D. As a consequence, the limitations due to D on the
resolution are negligible and we replace D, by R3 in the definition of I. We then find,

BN @) = 190)()
e > rd rolk — r+k—q
= L () (*Eu,uuq - !ko!)> dkdlgldg
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so that the reconstructed image is essentially obtained by a convolution-type relation in the k
variable between a localizing kernel and the source. This is clear when €7 <« ey where

z+ o=k — (G- k)§
E{]C[as]}(x) ~ G_E/RB/RSF(“CDQUO( |1€0|To(€'u (q )Q)’|q‘> dk‘d|q!d(j

We can then define the resolution of the functional to be the scale of the localization, which
is €7/ro = N5', or L/N¢ in dimension variables. Hence, the larger the domain on which the
correlations are calculated, the better is the resolution. When the domain is large, more phase
information about the wavefield is retrieved, and this is the most useful information to achieve
a good resolution. On the contrary, when v = 0, the phase is lost and imaging is performed
mostly using the singularity of the Green’s function, which lowers the resolution.

Regarding the amplitude of the signal, we set £ = 0 and compute the value of the peak. If
the bandwidth parameter y = ¢~ with o > 1 — v, we find

E(IC[a]}(0) ~ ¢ /R 3 /R P (Jkl)wo (0, ) dhdg =~ ¢,

In this case, the convolution is done at a smaller scale than the spatial support of wg, so
that there is no geometrical loss of amplitude with respect to wo(x = 0). When o < 1 — 7,
convolution is done at a larger scale and we have

E{IC[a]}(0) ~ 743“262(1—%—2/ / F ([k]) wo (101 + €205, g]) d|k|d01d0>d]q]
Rd JR3

~ 220N,

Above, 07 and 0y are such that ko~ G+ ep(e1fr + exby) with e1 - ¢ =e2-G=e1-ea =0 and
ler] = |ez| = 1. The case a = 1 — ~ follows similarly. As a conclusion of this section, we
therefore have

E{TC[a°]}(0) =~ e 521 ((rou) A 7). (4.1)

4.2 Variance of the functional

We compute in this section the variance of the CB functional with our measurements (3.16)).
For simplicity, we replace ¢y and T by their actual values, cg = T = 1. The total variance is
defined by
Vi) = E{I (o)} — (B{I](2)})* = E{I9[6a°]*(2)} + onE {105 )% () }
= V() + V().

For some function ¢ to be defined later on, let us introduce the following quantity

we(t) = /}R12 dxidzadqidgeJ (t, 1, q1, T2, ¢2) (21, q1) (22, g2),

where
J = E{Wa}, Ws(t#ﬂl, q1,T2, C]2) = 6a€(ta$17 Q1)5a€(t,$2, C]2)~

The function J is the single scattering approximation of the scintillation function of the Wigner
transform and can be seen as a measure of the statistical instabilities. See [4] 6] [7] for an exten-
sive use of scintillation functions in the analysis of the statistical stability of wave propagation
in random media. We have the following technical lemma, proved in section [6.1] that will be
used to obtain an explicit expression for the variance V¢:
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Lemma 4.1 w; is given by

2,3 ,—25
ogn’e

w(t) = 02 /R ARk H (¢, ),

where the function H. reads

/ //dsd:deem (95 +95) (¢t k. s,2,9)

~FJ1 = Z 01Poy fal,cfg; f) ];7 Z Loy fol,ag

o1,09=%1 o1,090=%1
1 . xr — (718@
frvs =1 (50 Vol o (Z= 2 ] ko)

Goy = 0z + (t — 8)(q + o2k), q + 2k).

If we set
ps(,q) = / dkF.(k — g)do(c — k — ) (4.2)

z

in the definition of w,, then
VO(z) ~ / dpdqdkdk'F.(k — q)F-(K' — p)E{6a° (1,2 + k,q)da° (1,2 + ¥, p)}
R12
~ /]R12 dpdgdudvJ (1, u, q,v,p)p.(u,q)p.(v,p) = w(1). (4.3)

The analysis of the variance is somewhat technical in that the scintillation is integrated
against singular test functions (due to the application of the CB functional) while a classical
stability analysis amounts to integrating against regular test functions. As before, we assume
that the detector D is large enough so that its effects on the variance can be neglected and
we replace it by R? as a first approximation. We have the following two propositions proved

in sections [6.2] and [6.3t

Proposition 4.2 The variance of the CB functional for the single scattering contribution
satisfies

Vc(z) ~ e g2y 2,4(1-7) (771_55(1_5)/\%_2((7”0#) /\57_1)4> Vv (rén(l—é)/w) |2l < en

and V© is mostly supported on |z| < pe.

The above result gives the optimal dependency on the parameters n, €, d, v and u. Regarding
the contribution of the noise, we have:

Proposition 4.3 The variance of the CB functional for the noise contribution satisfies
VE(z) ~ 2027’354( M for |z <ep,
and V,C is mostly supported on |z| < pe.

As before, the result is optimal and the variance decreases as 7y goes to zero and resolution is
lost. Notice that both variances are essentially supported on the support of the initial source.
We now turn to the WB functional.
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5 Analysis of the WB functional

In this section we compute the mean and the variance of the WB functional.

5.1 Average of the functional

Using our model (3.13) and the definition of the functional (3.1]), we have
E{I"[p]}(2) = e PE{I" [pB]}(2).

The cross-range resolution of I is the same as the classical Kirchhoff functional and given
by the Rayleigh formula \L/I.

5.2 Variance of the functional

The variance is defined by
VW (2) =E{|I"[pl(2) —E{I"[]} (=)}

As before, we distinguish the contribution of the single scattering, denoted by V"W, from the
one of the noise, denoted by VnW. We then have the following propositions, proved in sections
and

Proposition 5.1 The variance of the WB functional for the single scattering contribution
satisfies:
VW (2)~e a2 for |z| <ep,

and VW is mostly supported on |z| < pe.

As for the CB functional, the results are optimal. Regarding the contribution of the noise, we
have:

Proposition 5.2 The variance of the WB functional for the noise contribution satisfies for
all z:

In the latter case, the variance is uniform in z and not just supported on the support of
the source. This is due to the fact that, contrary to the CB functional which considers the
correlation of the noise with the coherent wavefield (i.e. V¢ involves (pB)Q(onnfD)z), the
variance of the noise for the WB functional does not involve the average wavefield and the
information about the source is lost (i.e. V)V involves only (0,n5)?). Remark also that V,)V
and V¢ are comparable when v = 1, namely when both functionals have the same resolution.

V¢ decreases when the resolution worsens.

The proof of theorem is then a straightforward consequence of (4.1)), propositions
and after recasting €, 7 and 7oe~7 in terms of A, L, ¢, and Nc¢.
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6 Proofs

6.1 Proof of lemma [4.1]

We start from (3.14) using the notations of section We project the initial condition W
onto the propagating modes and introduce the related amplitudes a4 (recall there are no
vortical modes since the initial velocity is zero):

Wit z, k) =Y ax(t,a,k)Br(k), Br=b:®by  by= E(kz,il)T,
with 9
Sk Vear =0 as(t=0) = (W) By = wf(a/e k| - [kol).

where wj (z, |k| — |ko|) := pwo(z/p, u(|k] — |kol|)). Split then S in (B.7) into S + S5 with
obvious notation. We project (3.14)) on the + mode and need to compute Tr(SW§)T (k) B (k).
Direct calculations yield

Tr(STW5) " ( Z/dpfa v,k —p)(k-p )( 5h-V aiH\p!ai)

3 2ip-x A~

fs(w,p)Z?@) e < V(2np).

s

In the same way, we find
~ €, .
TS ()84 () = § 37 [ oo k) 1) (59 Vo~ il

and finally, recasting da® by a; for simplicity of notation:

6a1 1 ~ g . .
ﬁ'f‘k Vzar = A€S€7 Se = Qg(k.pil) <§p'vxai+l|p’ai) )

A= [ dpfilak = p)S.o.p).
Above, R stands for real part. The integral equation for a; reads:
t
ay(t,x, k) = / dsA.S.(t — s,z — sk, k) := D LA.S..
0

Let us introduce the product function
WE (L, 21, g1, 02, g2) = ar(t, 21, q1)a1 (¢, 22, g2).
We then have
WE(t, 21, q1, w2, q2) := (D™ AS)(t, 21, 1) (D™ ALSe) (t, 22, ¢2)

§R/ / //fE x1 — s1q41,q1 — M) fe (2 — s2G2, g2 — 12)

X Se(t — 51,21 — 5141, 1M1)S:(t — 52, T2 — 52G2, n2)dndnadsidss

+ %////fexl—s a1 —m)f=(w2 — S22, q2 — 12)

X Se(t — 51,21 — s1G1,m)S=(t — 52, T2 — S2q2, m2)dmdnadsydss
=T + Ts.
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Using the fact that E{V (£)V(v)} = (2r)3R(€)do(€ + v), we find

o’ e

E{fe(z,p)fe(y,9)} = ﬂ3€2€ R(2np)do(p + q)
— 007] 2zp (z y)
E{fe(ep)f-(y.0)} = e R(2np)éo(p — q)-
Therefore
2,3 t ot . ) )
ogn S 2i(g1 —n1) (w1 =141 —@2+s2d2)
11 - 0 g% }% 2 — £
=g [ ] Reatm = m)e
X Se(t — s1,21 — 5141, M) S=(t — s2,x2 — s2g2,q2 + q1 — 1 )dmndsidss
and
0'077 2i(q1 =ny1)-(x1 = S1!11 z3+s24d2)
= r R 2n(
27_‘_352 / / / 77 q1 — M )
X Se(t — s1,21 — 5141, M) S (t — s2, 2 — 242,92 — q1 + m1)dmdsidss.
Hence

E{W}(t, z1,q1,22,q2)

o 2i(qy—my)- (21 — S1q1 To+s9q2)
= 0" 5]%/ // (2n(g1 —m))e Se(t — s1,21 — s141,M1)

2¢2

[S (t — s2, 2 — S22, q2 + q1 — M) + Se(t — s2, T2 — 52G2, g2 — q1 + M) |

2ik-(x1— 31q1 29+524G2)
= R (2nk)e
=y

x [So(t — s1,21 — 511, q1 — k) + Sc(t — 51,21 — 511, 1 + k)]

+ S
x [S(t — 52,22 — 522, q2 + k) + S-(t — 52,22 — 52G2,q2 — k)] -

X

Accounting finally for the absorption e™>, this allows to obtain the following expression for
We:
0'07736_22

we(t) = 4m3e2

R
R3
where
t - _
Ho(t k) = / / / dsdadge™™ [Sa(s,.q — k) + Sa(s, 2,0 + k)] o + (t - )i, q).
R3 JR3

We have finally

1 A R T F sp
Sisap) = 530 035 (Vo) (T2l - ol
7 A T F sp
w5 S0 Dol (5 bl = ko).

which replaced in H. yields the expression given in the lemma. This is the final result and
ends the proof.
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6.2 Proof of proposition

We compute formally the leading term in an asymptotic expansion of the variance, which will
give us the optimal dependency in the main parameters. The proof involves the analysis of
oscillating integrals coupled to localizing terms. We start from . We treat only the case

€ (0,1), the cases v = 0 and v = 1 follow by using the same approach. Plugging in
, and assuming the detector is sufficiently large so that we can replace D, by R? in a first
approximation, we find the following expression for H.:

H.(t=1 k:) = HX(k)+ HZ2(k)
Z / /dsdqduF U — )lAc . (qi(7\214:)e32i"€'(5’1Sqf‘awcbf))/eﬁ72 <(I>E,q>

£
0'1,0'2 =41 K

H2 Z Ul/ /dsdqduF (u—q) 2ik- (01sq o2k+®.) )/af ( M )
oo==1

017

where

égzz—als(qfak)jtscj—cj%-a
1 —— .
for(z,q) = (261 — 09k - Vi +ipoa|q — 02/€!) wo (, u(lq — oak| — [kol))-

The dependency of the function f,, on k£ and p is not explicited in order to simplify already
heavy notations. Expanding |H! + HZ|? leads to the following decomposition of w.: we can
write we = w! + w? + wl?, where

o2nle 2
43e2

wit=1) = / dkR(2nk) | HL (k)
and w} and w!? are obtained in the same fashion. We will focus only on the most technical
! since w? + w!? lead either to the same leading order in terms of ¢, y, n and o or to

term w;
a negligible contribution. The term w] can itself be decomposed as

//d81d82 //d81d82 //d81d82

= U1+'U2+U3.

The term v5 can be shown to be negligible compared to the first two due to the mismatch of
the integration domains, and we thus focus on v{ and v5. We start with the most difficult
term v5. We give a detailed derivation for the case u =&e~* with a < 1 — (so that ey < €7)
and only state the result for the case a > 1 —~. Let us start by denoting by (6.,62) and

ur U

(0;793) the angles defining @ and § with the convention (6},62) € (0,27) x (0,7), so that
(cos 0] sin 02, sin 0} sin 62, cos 7). After performing the changes of variables (6;,67) —

q=
(01,62) + ep(0,, 92) we first find that

U~ G+ eper0 + epesd? with e1-G=ey-Gg=e1 ey =0, lei| =le2| = 1. (6.1)
Setting in addition s; — es1, s2 — €52, |[u| = |q| + 7|ul|/ro, k — €k, & = s1¢1 and &2 = s24o,
we find for the leading term, using the assumptions ey < €7, ep? < 1 and p > 1:

o2 8 A(1—y)+1- 5,u4r4e 2%

dkd1dz i €2tk {8162}
k- k-
/RS /<|£1|<1 /<52|<1 Ik|5|£1\2|£2|2( &2)(k- E2)e
. (5a) @ (52) (62)
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where

G.(1¢,§) =S0) > / dY |q[*F([ul€) £, (zep + (1 — 01)€ + €104 + €262, |q], &)

o1,00=%1

/dY:/ /// d|q|d6Lde>d|ul, e1-E=ey-E=e€1-e3=0
R, JRJR JR,

. 1~ .
2,2 10,6) = (5€- Vi + iuanlal) wn(isnlal = D),

and 2., = z/ep. We will use the following relation:

eik-a (27)350(x) if =0,
/R i dk

_ (6.3)
|1 Colel®3 if 0<B  and  B#3,5-,

where g is the Dirac measure at zero and Cg = 23_5W%F(¥)(F(g))_l (I" being the gamma
function). Note that (6.3)) still holds for the case § = 3,5,--- provided the constant Cpg is
adjusted, see [22]. We will not explicit this constant since only the dependency in z matters

to us. Hence, we deduce from ({6.3] @ ) that

zka:
/dk k= R lel ™t for 502 (6.4)

where Cf is a constant. When § € (0,1), setting §& — €& and {& — &2 in (6.2)), it comes
using (6.4) and x> 1:

Ug ~ 0_2773 0 4(1 )M4T4€_22

/ / dg1déa (&1 - (&1 — &) - (&1 — &)
1<1] 1<)t &1 — &P & P&

plus a term of same order. The integral above is easily shown to be finite using the Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev inequality [26]. A close look at G, shows that only the term proportional
to £ - V, is left because of the sum over oy. Setting finally |q| — |ko| + |q|/p yields v§ ~
o33~ Sg4(1- )/1,27"36*22 for |z| < pe. Because of the term ng, it is not difficult to see that v5
is mostly supported on |z| < pe. When § € [1,2) we use (6.4]) and directly send € to zero in

(6.2). The leading term in G, is obtained for o; = 1, and we find

. . dé1dés S \FT L
E o G20 A 16 4 4 22/ / CO(E) (&),
27 oo fro <1 Jjea)<1 161 — &2[370€1[?|€a? (E)GE)

GZ(O, él)?z(oa 52)

where

G =50) 3 [ aviar P(ulé) s, (-t 16l + ca6islal, )
oo==1
Again, summation over oy in GY imply that v§ ~ o2n? 040 =N+1=02p4=25 for | 2| < pe. The
case 0 = 0 gives v§5 ~ 08n354(1_7)y2r§, and v5(z) is mostly supported on |z| < eu. Gathering
all the previous results, we find for the case p =™ with aa < 1 —7:

VE(2) ~ oS SA1—y)+(01- 6)A0M2r4€—22, 2] < ep,

and v5(z) is essentially supported on |z| < eu. When oo > 1 — v (so that ey > €7), very
similar calculations show that for |2| < ep, we have we(z) ~ 02>~ 0e(1=910,=2=2% and that
v5(z) < v5(0) when |z| > eu. Combining the last two results, it finally follows that

05(2) ~ a0 2 (o) A T, o] < e
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and v5(z) is mostly supported on |z| < ep.
We consider now the term vj. After the changes of variables s; — €51 and sy — es2, we
find

i~ bt [ iRV m)P
where

1 ! 7. - ik-(sG+(z+0—4 z2+U—q
k) =5 2 /0 [ dsdaduru - o (g oy criarg,, (q,q>

o1,09=%1

and f,, is the same as before. Both cases @« < 1—+ and o > 1 —y lead to the same order, and
we therefore only detail the case a« > 1 — . The change of variables u — ¢ + 7u/rg leads to:

1 —_— . ~
Vi)~ > / /dsqu(zs“((k -§)g —k)/(rola))))k - (¢ — o2k)e® U f,, (2eprq)
o1,00=%1 0
where F' is the Fourier transform of F. Denoting then as before by (6}, 67) and (0;,02) the
angles defining k and ¢, we perform the change of variables (03,02) — (64, 0%) +roe' (0], 602),
which yields

g~ k+ 61_71"0619; + 51_77"06292 with e1-k=ey-k=ep ey = 0, lel| = |e2| = 1.

The term V! then becomes

1
VA(k) ~ 3200 30 /0/ds]quq\dQ;dé?gF(Z\k\(elﬁé—i—egﬁg)/]q\)

o1,09=%1
x sign(|g| — ool ke £, (22 Flal)

We need now to consider separately oo = 1 and o9 = —1 in the expression above. Let us
start with o9 = 1, so that f,,—1 involves the term wo(zzy, (||q] — |k|| — |ko|)), which suggests
the change of variables |q| — |k| + |ko| + |¢|/u- This brings a factor p~! than cancels with
the p in the definition of f,,. It remains to make sense of the integral in k in the definition
of v{. Finite values pose no problems, and lead, after taking the square, to a term of overall
order 087’377(3*5)64(1*7)6*22. We focus therefore on large values of k. The integral of the term
depending on s behaves as |k| ™1, while the one in F is essentially independent of |k| when k.
Hence, taking the square, we find a term proportional to

0(2]7“37)354(17)622/ dkR(an)|k|72 ~ 0(2)1“377354(17)622/ d\k|S(2nk)]77kr§.
|E[>1 |k|>1

The integral is finite when 6 > 1 and leads to a factor 9. When § < 1, we set k — k/n, which
leads to a factor n?. The term associated to oo = 1 is therefore of order agrén(g_‘s)/@s‘l(l_we_?z.
Consider now the case oo = —1, so that fy,—_1 involves now wo(zey, £(]g|+|k|| — |ko|)). When
|k| > |ko|, the second argument in wy never vanishes, which leads to high order terms in p~1!.
The leading contribution is thus obtained for |k| < |ko|. As mentioned above, bounded values
of k leads to an overall order of 087“377(3_5)54(1_7)6_22, which is negligible compared to the
case 02 = 1 when n < 1, or to the same order when n = 1. It follows therefore that v{ is of
order 0(2)7“6177(3_5)“54(1_“’)6_22, and with the same arguments as v5, that it is mostly supported
on |z| < ep. Owing this, and taking the maximum with v§ gives the result of the proposition.
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6.3 Proof of proposition

We use the same notation as in section and only treat the case v € (0, 1) for brevity. We
have

Vi) = oE{Ia;2(2)}

~ o} / dpdqdkdk' F.(k — q)F-(k' — p)E{a5(1, 2 + k, q)a5,(1, 2 + k', p)}.
R12

Moreover
ap(Lz,q) = Tr(WE{u}, 0]+ Wn', E{u}])"(1,2,9)B7(q)
= wlby - E{u}, b - 0] + wlby - n°, by - E{u}]
= ), 5] + wng, B(p)) + wy,
where w]-, -] denotes the scalar Wigner transform and wy contains the remaining terms not

included in the first one. We will not analyse the contributions to the variance of the terms
involving wy since they have the same structure as the one involving w[E{p}, nj] +w[ng, E{p}]
and yield similar results. Then,

1E{cf(l z,q)ag(1,2,p)}
*E {(w[E{p}, ] + wng, E{p}])(z, ¢) (w[E{p}, ] + wng, E{p}])(z',p) } + Re

= ZE{w[E{p}, n;](z, p)w[E{p},n}](2',q)} + RL. (6.5)

Again, we do not treat the term R. since it has the same structure as the first term above.
We denote by VC the contribution to the variance of the first term of . It reads, with

the notation v = z + k and v/ = 2z + k'

Vip~one ™™ /18 dpdqdkdk' dydy' F-(k — q)F-(K' — p)e'@¥e®V
R

€ € u—1u 1
Lu—~- Lo — Z4)® “(y—1) ).
pp(1,u 2y)pB( ,U 2.@) ( —+ 2(y y))

In Fourier variables and after setting & — 7 1¢, & — 7 1¢’ and writing the cosines as sum of
exponentials, this translates into:

~
i

VG ~ate™ 3 / dqdkdk'dede' Fu(k — ) Fe(kK' +q — (6 +€)/2)e" < ¢!
o1,09==%1 R15
oulél i02\§’| A
Je T e b (€~ 24) g (€] — kol)gu (€] — Iko)-
Above, we used the fact that pr(t, &) = 3g,(c(|¢] — |ko|/€)) cost|¢] with g, (z) = ug(uz). We
then decompose € and £ as € = él\]% +&,.,¢& = ’l% + & with &, -k =&, -k = 0. Denoting
by (0},0%) and (6,67, the angles defining k and k' and performing the changes of variables
(0L,0%) — (0},63) + £(0},,0%), we find k' =~ k + ee10}, + ceab?, with e1 -k = ea -k = 0
and |e;| = |ez| = 1. Together with £ — /e&,, & — e, as well as \Qﬂ{:%—f&_[ ~
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€1(L+el€L?/(21€)])), it comes, since p® < e™! and e < €7 as v € (0,1):

Ve ~oete Y / AXF.(k — q) FL (kK| + g — k(1€ ] + 1€ 1)/2)

o1,09==%1

x eiEitarlé /e i roal§ih/e giorle 1P/l ) izl /(211D
« o~ iler6],+ea8?,) (€ k—2q) yiz-(¢-—EL) /2

x (&1k — 2q)g,. (1€ — [kol)g, (1€ | — [kol)

/dX:/ // /// / dqdkd|k'|d6L.d6}, dede’ |k |2
R3 JR3 JRL JRJR JR3 JR3

Above, we used the notation & = 5”1% + /e and & = fﬂfc + €& . The leading term is
obtained for & +01[{|| = §|’| —1—02]5"‘\ = 0 so that the first two phases vanish. There is otherwise
some averaging that leads to a higher order contribution. Writing ¢ = q”l;: +q1,qL k=0,
integrating in (6},, 6%) the phase term involving (16}, +e26%,)- (§||l%—2q) = —2(e16} +e20%)q,
we obtain a Dirac measure enforcing that g, = 0. As a consequence, using the fact that
F(a) = F(jal) and ®(k) = &(jk]):

Vi otete ™ 3 [ E(IM T ) (K1 4~ 5081+ 6D)
w HELIZ/ (28D I 12/ (2D iz (e —€L) /e

x & (1¢) F 24)1) 9u(1€)] = kol)gu(I€]] = Ikol)

[av= /R /R /R LI /R/ dqydg) €] dé. de’ dkd k' ||K'2

The final expression is obtained by setting |k| — €7|k|/ro£q), ¢ — 676]“/7“0:F|k/|i(|5\||+|£\,||)/2’
&l — M_1|£H| + |ko| and \£|’|| — ,u_1]£|’|| + | ko[, which leads to, using that p > 1:

V,,fp(z) ~072154(1 Dy 4 - Z //d§||d§||J0 12[(§) — f||)/(#5)) & 5||)

for some smooth function G and where Jj is the zero-th order Bessel function of the first kind.
Hence, Vncjp( ) ~ 020 Nrde for |2| < ep and Vgp(z) < Vn?p(O) when |z| > e so that
V,fp is essentially supported on |z| < eu. This ends the proof.

6.4 Proof of proposition

We use here the notation of section [3} With dp® the random fluctuations defined in (3.12), the

variance of the WB functional admits the expression

VW(z) = ! / dkdk' e * )% cos | k| cos |k |E{(F1pdp®)(t = 1, k) (Flpop®)(t = 1,k')}.

(2m)3 Jes

Similarly to the CB functional, we neglect the finite size of the detector as a first approximation,
so that VW reads

VWi(z) ~ /RS dkdk' e FF)% cos | k| cos |k |E{(Fop®) (t = 1, k) (Fope)(t = 1,k)}.
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We start by computing (Fop°)(¢, k). For a regular function f, we have

le)z/c;(t—s,.)*f(s,-)ds, so (F(O1f)(t, k) = §s1n\k|(t—s)}'f(s,k)ds
0 o |kl

Using (3.4) and (3.12)), this implies that

Fop)(t.k) = ez [0 k- F (v T8 (s k
( p)(tv ) = —0o€ WSIH‘ ‘t—S) % 2 (87 )

d " —
= —00(n5)36_t2/2/ ﬁ sin [k|(t — s)(V (en-) *1 ApB)(s, k).
0
Recall that p? = 9,G(t,) * p§, so that ApP = §,G(¢,-) x Ap§ and

Zfa\B<s,k>=—s3|k|2gu<<|k| "))cosrk\s, gu(@) = uglua).

Hence
(Fopo)(t, k) = oonele / / dsdpl|k|sin |k|(t— s) (emp)gu | € < (|k —p| — - )) cos |[k—p|s.

Therefore, using that E{V (&)V (v)} = (27)3R(€)do(£ + v), we find for the second moment

E{(Fop®)(t = 1, k)(Fop*)(t = 1K)} ~
1,1
08(775)356/ / / dsds'dp|k||K'| sin |k|(1 — s)sin [K'|(1 — §') f(k, K, p, 5),
o Jo Jrs
where

s k k
ko) = e >t (b= ol = ) ) g (0 = 91 = 12 ) os —plscos /i
Hence, the variance of the functional reads
1l o
V() ~ o2 / / / dsds’ dpdidi|||K |/ E=F)% sin k| (1 — s) sin |&/|(1 — &)
RO
cos |k|cos |K'|f(k, K, p, s). (6.6)

Setting in order ¥ — p+ ¢k, k — p+e 'k, as well as p — e~ 'p, and writing the sines and
cosines as sum of complex exponentials, we find

VW(z) ~ 200 3 304 / dX |k + p||k' + plhu (K, p, k)

01,02,03,04,05,06==%x1
X expé {o1]k + p| + 02|k + p|} expé {os|k + p| + 04|k + p|}
X exp é {(o5|k| — 03]k + p|)s} expé {(o6]K'] — oulk’ +p|)s'},
where

hu(Kp, k) = e 2 EK 25 g, (1k| — kol )gu (K] — [kol) R(np)
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and

1,1
/dX :/ / / / / dsds' dkdk' dp.
o Jo Jr3Jr3Jr3

The first two oscillating phases in V" compensate directly when ¢y = —o3 and oy = —oy.
The phases are otherwise strictly positive which leads to some averaging. The leading order
is therefore obtained for 01 = —o3 and 09 = —04. We then use the following short time - long

time decomposition of VW:

VW(z):/OE/OEdst’(-")+/:/Eldsds/("')+/0€/:d3d8/('”)+/El/0€d3d3/('“)
::iVi(z).
=1

The terms V3 and V4 can be shown to be negligible compared to the first two because of the
different integration domains. We focus consequently only on the most interesting terms V;
since V5. Let us start with the most technical term V5. We perform a standard stationary phase
analysis in the variable p. We are looking for a point py such that 031@3 + 04k’/+\p03’ =0
(first order term in the phase), together with os|k| — o3k + po| = o6|k’| — o4l + po| = 0
(zero order term). This suggests that o5 = 03, 06 = 04, po = 0 and agEs = —04/;:\’ s'. Defining
&1 = sk, & = $'k', and performing the changes of variables p — \/2p, & = —o304&2 + /E€1
leads to, all computations done for the leading term:

VQ(Z) ~ 0(2)773—551—%6—2 Z 0_30_4/dX5|k,’3|k,/|3’§1|—5|£2|5/2—4eisign(U3/(2|k|)+U4/(2|k’))|§12

o3,04=%1
.o 2
x |o/(21k]) + a4/ 2|k |)|2| sin(é; - &)[°
x e~ HosoalklHFNE2/e g (1] — ko )G (1] — [kol)

/dXE:/ / / / dédéqxd|k|d|K|.
R3 Je<[62|<1 JR4 JRy

Setting finally & — €&a, |k| — |ko| + |k|/1, |K'| = |ko| + |K|/ 1, we obtain

) (z-érz)
g
Ep

The function above has a very similar structure to one of the initial condition, and is therefore
mostly supported on |z| < ep.

Let us consider now the term V;. After the changes of variables s — s and s’ — &5, we
find (recall that we have for the leading order that 01 = —o3 and o9 = —0y4)

2

S

N ~att S oo / dX |k + pllK + plhy (K, p, k)

03,04,05,06==%1

x expi { (0[] — o3lk + pl)s} expi {(o6lk| — oulk' + p])s'}

When n = 1, then V; is of the same order as V5. When n < 1, we will see that V; is the
leading term. Remarking first that

o3|k + plexpi{(os|k| — o3|k + p|)s} = os|k|expi{(o5|k| — o3|k + p|)s}

1d .
- expi{(os|k| — o3k +p|)s},
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with a similar observation for the other exponential, V1W can be split into four terms. It can
be shown that the leading one is the one involving the product of the derivatives, so that

Vi(2) ~ ol /]R kAR dph, (. p, k)

0'370'470'570'6 +1

x (expi{(os|k| —oslk+p|)} — 1) (expz' {(Uﬁ‘k/’ — aylk —i—p\)} — 1) .

With the changes of variables |k| — |ko| + |k|/p, |K'| = |ko| + |K'|/p and p — p/n, we find

~ - 2
. e, k— k-
Vi(z) ~ oge™™ / / dikdk! e F=k)2/= | <()Z>
S2 /g2 e

3 / dpR(p *Zoslp\/n) _ 1) (efioéxlp\)/n _ 1) .

o3,04=%1

Terms in the expression above involving an oscillating exponential are negligible, which shows
that V4(0) ~ o2e™, and for the same reason as Vs, V; is mostly supported on |z| < eu. The
leading term is therefore Vi, which ends the proof.

6.5 Proof of proposition

The proof is straightforward, the variance of the WB functional for the noise contribution
admits the expression

2

In i(k—k')-2 —_—
n /Rs dkdk'e"* )% cos k| cos |[K'[E{(F1pnS)(t = 1, k) (Flpng)(t = 1,k)}.

V¥ (2) =

n

Neglecting the finite size of the detector in first approximation leads to
VIV (2) ~ 0253/ dk(cos |k|)2®(ck) ~ 2.
R3

7 Conclusion

This work is concerned with the comparison in terms of resolution and stability of prototype
wave-based and correlation-based imaging functionals. In the framework of 3D acoustic waves
propagating in a random medium with possibly long-range correlations, we obtained optimal
estimates of the variance and the SNR in terms of the main physical parameters of the problem.
In the radiative transfer regime, we showed that for an identical cross-range resolution, the
CB and WB functionals have a comparable SNR. The CB functional is shown to offer a better
SNR provided the resolution is lowered, which is achieved by calculating correlations over a
small domain compared to the detector. This is the classical stability /resolution trade-off. We
obtained morever that the minimal central wavelength A, that the functionals could accurately
reconstruct were identical in the regime of weak fluctuations in the random medium, and that
in the case of larger fluctuations, the CB functional offered a better (smaller) A, (resolution)
than the WB functional.

We also investigated the effects of long-range correlations in the complex medium. We
showed that coherent imaging became difficult to implement because the mean free path was
very small and therefore the measured signal too weak compared to additive, external, noise. In
such a case, transport-based imaging with lower resolution is a good alternative to wave-based
(coherent) imaging. This will be investigated in more detail in future works.
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