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STABILITY FOR AN INVERSE RANDOM SOURCE PROBLEM OF THE

BIHARMONIC SCHRÖDINGER EQUATION

TIANJIAO WANG, XIANG XU, AND YUE ZHAO

Abstract. In this paper, we study the inverse random source scattering problem for the
biharmonic Schrödinger equation in two and three dimensions. The driven source is assumed
to be a generalized microlocally isotropic Gaussian random function whose covariance opera-
tor is a classical pseudodifferential operator. We examine the meromorphic continuation and
estimates for the resolvent of the biharmonic Schrödinger operator with respect to complex
frequencies, which yields the well-posedness of the direct problem and a Born series expan-
sion for the solution. For the inverse problem, we present quantitative stability estimates
in determining the micro-correlation strength of the random source by using the correlation
far-field data at multiple frequencies. The key ingredient in the analysis is employing scat-
tering theory to obtain the analytic domain and an upper bound for the resolvent of the
biharmonic Schrödinger operator and applying a quantitative analytic continuation principle
in complex theory. The analysis only requires data in a finite interval of frequencies.

1. Introduction

Inverse source scattering problem aims at determining the source from appropriate mea-
surements away from its support. Such kind of inverse problems arise in many scientific
and industrial areas including quantum physics, biomedical imaging, radar and sonar, and
geophysical exploration [10]. In situations involving unpredictable environments, incomplete
knowledge of the system, and random measurement noise, it is usually assumed that the
source is created by random process. As a consequence, the scattered field is also random.
Compared with their deterministic counterparts, stochastic inverse problems are more diffi-
cult to handle due to randomness and uncertainties. In these situations, it is less meaningful
to characterize the source by a particular realization but to determine their statistical proper-
ties. We refer the reader to [2, 3, 13, 14] and references therein for some recent advancements
on inverse random source problems in acoustic, elastic and electromagnetic waves.

Recently, scattering problems for biharmonic waves arising from thin plate elasticity
have received much attention due to their important applications in the control of destructive
surface waves and the construction of ultrabroadband elastic cloaking devices [7, 8, 9]. For the
inverse random source problem modeled by an additive white noise, a regularized Kaczmarz
method was developed in [15] to reconstruct the mean and variance of the random source
by multi-frequency data. Apart from the white noise, another important random source
function was considered in [14], which is called the generalized microlocally isotropic Gaussian
(GMIG) random field. GMIG is a generalized random function whose covariance operator is
assumed to be a classical pseudodifferential operator with a special form of principle symbol
introduced by [11]. For biharmonic wave equation in the absence of potentials, it was proved
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in [14] that the principle symbol of the covariance operator could be uniquely recovered by
the far-field correlation data measured at all high frequencies.

Driven by the signification applications, we consider an inverse random source scattering
problem for the biharmonic Schrödinger equation

(∆2 − k4 + V )u = f in R
d, (1.1)

where d = 2, 3, and k > 0 is the wavenumber. V is the bounded potential function and is
assumed to have a compact support. The scattered field u and its Laplacian ∆u are required
to satisfy the Sommerfeld radiation condition

lim
r→∞

r
d−1

2 (∂ru− iku) = 0, lim
r→∞

r
d−1

2 (∂r(∆u)− ik(∆u)) = 0 r = |x|. (1.2)

The source f is assumed to be a generalized microlocally isotropic Gaussian random field
of order −m such that its covariance operator is a classical pseudodifferential operator with
principle symbol h(x)|ξ|−m, where h is called the micro-correlation strength of the random
source.

Although uniqueness and numerical reconstruction methods have been extensively in-
vestigated for inverse random source scattering problems, little is known about the corre-
sponding stability estimates. A logarithmic stability was obtained in [13] for the inverse
random source problem of the Helmholtz equation in inhomogeneous medium driven by a
white noise. However, the proof in [13] relies on the Itó isometry of the white noise, which
might not be available for GMIG random fields. In recent works [19, 20], stability estimates
for inverse random source problems driven by GMIG random fields were proved for acoustic
and elastic waves. Motivated by [20], the goal of this work is to derive quantitative sta-
bility estimates for the inverse random source problem driven by GMIG random field for
the fourth-order biharmonic Schrödinger equation in two and three dimensions. Compared
with second-order wave equations considered in [20], due to the increase of the order, the
analysis for the biharmonic operator is much more sophisticated since the properties of the
solutions for the higher-order equations are more complicated. Another issue is that the
Green function of the biharmonic wave equation in two dimensions involves Hankel function,
which requires more delicate analysis than the exponential one in three dimensions.

We examine both the direct and inverse random source problems for the biharmonic
Schrödinger equation in two and three dimensions. For the direct problem, we investigate
the meromorphic continuation of the resolvent of the biharmonic Schrödinger operator, which
yields an analytic domain and estimates for the resolvent with respect to complex frequencies.
It should be noticed that for m ≤ d, the potential belongs to Sobolev space with a negative
smoothness index, which is too rough to exist pointwisely and should be understood as a
distribution. Hence, the direct problem requires a careful analysis and the classical scattering
theory in [5] cannot be applied directly. The well-posedness of the direct problem follows
from the analysis of the resolvent. Moreover, we show that the solution admits a Born series
expansion, which is useful in the study of the inverse problem.

As for the inverse problem, we utilize multi-frequency far-field pattern to recover the
strength of the random source. To achieve this goal, we expand the far-field pattern into Born
series and establish a relation between the strength of the random source and the correlation
of the zeroth-order term in the Born series of the far-field pattern. To handle the higher-
order terms, we employ resolvent estimates to obtain decay estimates at high frequencies.
Then the stability follows from an application of quantitative unique continuation in complex
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theory. More importantly, we also present another stability estimate by using far-field pattern
averaged over the high-frequency band, which quantifies a uniqueness result implied by [14].
Such type of averaged data was widely employed to prove uniqueness results in inverse
random scattering problems, see e.g. [4, 11, 14]. To handle this case, we conduct more
sophisticated analysis for the first-order term in Born series expansion of the far-field pattern,
instead of applying the resolvent estimate directly. Our method only requires data in a finite
interval of frequencies, while uniqueness results in [4, 11, 14, 16] require data measured at
all high frequencies.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce a mathematical description
of the generalized Gaussian random field and some standard Sobolev spaces. Section 3 is
devoted to the study of the meromorphic continuation of the resolvent for the biharmonic
Schrödinger operator. An analytic domain and resolvent estimates are achieved, which lead
to the well-posedness of the direct problem and a Born series expansion of the solution.
Section 4 addresses stability estimates for the inverse random source problem.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce the generalized microlocally isotropic Gaussian random
field. Denote the space of test functions by D, which is C∞

0 (Rd;R) equipped with a locally
convex topology. Denote the dual of D by D′ which is the generalized function space. Given
a complete probability space (Ω,A,P), a real-valued random field g : Ω → D′ is called
a generalized microlocally isotropic Gaussian random field if ω 7→ 〈g(ω), φ〉 is a Gaussian
random variable for all φ ∈ D. Obviously, g(ω) can be extended to the space of complex-
valued smooth functions with compact support as

〈g(ω), φ〉 = 〈g(ω),ℜφ〉+ i〈g(ω),ℑφ〉, φ ∈ C∞
0 (Rd;C).

The expectation Eg ∈ D′ and covariance Cov g : D ×D :→ R are respectively defined by

Eg : φ 7→ E〈g, φ〉, φ ∈ D,

Cov g : (φ1, φ2) 7→ Cov(〈g, φ1〉, 〈g, φ2〉), φ1, φ2 ∈ D,

where

Cov(〈g, φ1〉, 〈g, φ2〉) = E[(〈g, φ1〉 − E〈g, φ1〉)(〈g, φ2〉 − E〈g, φ2〉)].
Define the covariance operator Cg by

〈Cgφ1, φ2〉 = Cov(〈g, φ1〉, 〈g, φ2〉), φ1, φ2 ∈ D.

Let Kg(x, y) be the Schwarz kernel of Cg, i.e.,

〈Cgφ1, φ2〉 =
∫

Rd

∫

Rd

φ2(y)Kg(x, y)φ1(x) dxdy.

We consider the generalized microlocally isotropic Gaussian random fields with zero
expectation defined as follows.

Definition 2.1. A generalized Gaussian random field g with zero expectation is said to be
microlocally isotropic of order −m ∈ R in D ⊂ Rd, d = 2, 3, if its covariance operator Cg

is a classical pseudodifferential operator of order −m with the principal symbol µ(x)|ξ|−m,
where µ(x) ∈ C∞

0 (Rd;R) is a real-valued function with suppµ ⊂⊂ D. Here µ is called the
micro-correlation strength of g.
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Let cg be the symbol of the operator Cg, i.e.,

Cg(φ)(x) = (2π)−d

∫

Rd

eix·ξcg(x, ξ)φ̂(ξ) dξ, φ ∈ D,

which gives

Kg(x, y) = (2π)−d

∫

Rd

ei(x−y)·ξcg(x, ξ) dξ.

The following lemma proved in [4] concerns the regularity of the GMIG random field.

Lemma 2.2. Let g be a GMIG random field of order −m in D. Then g ∈ W
m−d

2
−δ,p(D)

almost surely for all δ > 0 and 1 < p < ∞.

We also introduce some function spaces. Denote the standard Sobolev spaces by W s,p :=
W s,p(Rd) and denote Hs := W s,2. The function spaces Hs

loc := Hs
loc(R

d) and W s,p
comp :=

Hs
comp(R

d) are respectively defined by

Hs
loc(R

d) := {u ∈ D′(Rd) : χu ∈ Hs(Rd), ∀χ ∈ C∞
0 (Rd)},

Hs
comp(R

d) := {u ∈ Hs(Rd) : ∃χ ∈ C∞
0 (Rd), χu = u}.

The bounded linear operators between two function spaces X and Y are denoted by L(X, Y )
with the operator norm ‖ ·‖L(X,Y ). Moreover, we use a . b to stand for a ≤ Cb, where C > 0
is a generic constant whose specific value is not required but should be clear from the context.

3. Meromorphic continuation and estimates for the resolvent

In this section, we investigate the meromorphic continuation and resolvent estimates for
the resolvent RV (λ) = (∆2 − λ4 + V )−1 of the biharmonic Schrödinger operator in two and
three dimensions.

We begin with the free resolvent R0(λ) = (∆2 − λ4)−1 of the biharmonic operator. Let

R̃0(λ) = (−∆− λ2)−1 be the free resolvent of the Laplacian operator, whose kernel Φλ(x, y)
has the explicit form

Φλ(x, y) =





i
4
H

(1)
0 (λ|x− y|), d = 2,

eiλ|x−y|

4π|x−y| , d = 3.

According to the decomposition formula

(∆2 − λ4)−1 =
1

2λ2

(
(−∆− λ2)−1 − (−∆+ λ2)−1

)
,

the kernel of R0(λ) is

Gλ(x, y) =
1

2λ2
(Φλ(x, y)− Φiλ(x, y)).

Hence, given f ∈ L2
comp(R

d), the resolvents of the free Laplacian operator and biharmonic
operator have the representations

R̃0(λ)(f)(x) :=

∫

Rd

Φλ(x, y)f(y) dy

and

R0(λ)(f)(x) :=

∫

Rd

Gλ(x, y)f(y) dy =
1

2λ2

(
R̃0(λ)(f)(x)− R̃0(iλ)(f)(x)

)
.
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In three dimensions, with the help of strong Huygens principle and the spectral theorem,

we have the following analyticity and estimates for the free resolvent R̃0(λ). The proof adapts
the arguments in [5].

Lemma 3.1. The free resolvent R̃0(λ) is analytic for λ ∈ C with ℑλ > 0 as a family of
operators

R̃0(λ) : H
s(R3) → H t(R3)

for all s ∈ R and t ∈ [s, s + 2]. Furthermore, given a cut-off function χ ∈ C∞
0 (R3), R̃0(λ)

can be extended to an analytic family of operators for λ ∈ C as follows

χR̃0(λ)χ : Hs(R3) → H t(R3)

with the resolvent estimates

‖χR̃0(λ)χ‖L(Hs,Ht) . (1 + |λ|)t−s−1eL(ℑλ)− , (3.1)

where s ∈ R and t ∈ [s, s+2], v− := max{−v, 0} and L is a constant larger than the diameter
of the support of χ.

Proof. From the functional calculus in [5, Appendix B.2] we denote

U(t) :=
sin t

√
−∆√

−∆
,

which yields a representation of R̃0(λ) as follows

R̃0(λ) =

∫ ∞

0

eiλtU(t) dt.

By the spectral representation in [5, Appendix B.1] we have the mapping properties

∂n
t U(t) : Hs(R3) → Hs−n+1(R3), n ∈ N, s ∈ R.

Therefore, for ℑλ > 0 the family of operators

R̃0(λ) : H
s(R3) → Hs(R3)

is analytic with respective to λ. For f ∈ Hs, we denote u(λ) = R̃0(λ)f which gives ∆u(λ) =
−λ2u(λ) − f ∈ Hs. Hence, both u(λ) and ∆u(λ) are analytic families of functions in Hs

when ℑλ > 0. For φ ∈ Hs+2, noting

〈u(λ), φ〉Hs+2 = 〈(I −∆)u(λ), (I −∆)φ〉Hs

= 〈∆u(λ),∆φ〉Hs + 〈u(λ), φ〉Hs − 2〈∆u(λ), φ〉Hs,

we have for λ with ℑλ > 0 that the function 〈u(λ), φ〉Hs+2 is analytic with respect to λ.

Thus, u(λ) is an analytic family of functions in Hs+2, which yields that R̃0(λ) is also an
analytic family of operators for ℑλ > 0 in the following sense

R̃0(λ) : H
s → Hs+2.

We next prove the resolvent estimates and the analycity of χR̃0(λ)χ for λ ∈ C. The
strong Huygens’s principle implies that

(U(t)χ)(x) = 0, when t > sup{|x− y| : y ∈ suppχ}.
Then we obtain

χR̃0(λ)χ =

∫ L

0

eiλtχU(t)χ dt,
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where L > diam suppχ. Furthermore, we have

χR̃0(λ)χ = (iλ)−1

∫ L

0

∂t(e
iλt)χU(t)χ dt = −(iλ)−1

∫ L

0

eiλtχ∂t(U(t))χ dt.

It follows from the spectral representation that U(t) = OL(Hs,Hs+1)(1), ∂tU(t) = cos t
√
−∆ =

OL(Hs,Hs)(1). Hence, we know when s = t or s = t+ 1 that

χR̃0(λ)χ : Hs → H t

is an analytic family of operators for λ ∈ C and the resolvent estimates (3.1) hold. For the
case of t = s+ 2, note that

∆(χR̃0(λ)χ) = χ∆R̃0(λ)χ+ [∆, χ]R̃0(λ)χ = (−1− λ2)χR̃0(λ)χ+ [∆, χ]R̃0(λ)χ,

where [∆, χ] := ∆χ − χ∆ is a first-order differential operator. Then the above identities
together with the analyticity and resolvent estimates for t = s, s+1 imply the corresponding
results for the case t = s + 2. The remaining cases follow by applying the interpolation
inequality. The proof is now complete. �

For two-dimensional case, the strong Huygens principle is no longer available. To inves-
tigate the resolvent, we consider the integral representation of the Hankel function [6]

H
(1)
0 (z) = Ceiz

∫ ∞

0

e−ss−1/2(s/2− iz)−1/2 ds, (3.2)

where C is a constant, and the branch cut of
√
z is chosen such that

√
z is analytic for

z ∈ C\(−∞, 0] and
√
1 = 1. Thus, for λ ∈ S := C\(−∞, 0]i we have

√
s/2− iλ|x− y| ∈

C\(−∞, 0] for any x, y ∈ R2 and s > 0. Moreover, from (3.2) we have the estimate

|Φλ(x, y)| .
e(ℑλ)−|x−y|

√
α(λ)|x− y|

∫ ∞

0

e−tt−
1

2 dt .
e(ℑλ)−|x−y|

√
α(λ)|x− y|

, λ ∈ S, (3.3)

where a− := max{−a, 0} and α(λ) is given by

α(λ) =

{
|ℜλ|, ℑλ ≤ 0,

|λ|, ℑλ > 0.

Using (3.3) and the Schur’s Lemma, we derive the analyticity and estimates of the resolvent

R̃0(λ) in the following lemma in two dimensions.

Lemma 3.2. The free resolvent R̃0(λ) is analytic for λ ∈ S, ℑλ > 0 as a family of operators

R̃0(λ) : H
s(R2) → H t(R2)

for all s ∈ R and t ∈ [s, s + 2]. Furthermore, given a cut-off function χ ∈ C∞
0 (R2), R̃0(λ)

can be extended to an analytic family of operators for λ ∈ S as follows

χR̃0(λ)χ : Hs(R2) → Hs(R2)

with the resolvent estimates

‖χR̃0(λ)χ‖L(Hs,Ht) . α(λ)−1/2(1 + |λ|)t−seL(ℑλ)− ,

where s ∈ R and t ∈ [s, s + 2], t− := max{−t, 0} and the constant L is only dependent on
supp χ.
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Proof. By Schur’s lemma [5, Appendix A.5] and (3.3) we have

‖χR̃0(λ)χ‖L2→L2 . α(λ)−
1

2 eL(ℑλ)− (3.4)

with L > diam suppχ. Then we have for f ∈ H1(R2)

∂α(χR̃0(λ)χf) = ∂α(χ(Φλ ∗ (χf))) = (∂αχ)(Φλ ∗ (χf)) + χ(Φλ ∗ ∂α(χf))

= (∂αχ)(Φλ ∗ (χf)) + χ(Φλ ∗ ∂αχf) + χ(Φλ ∗ ∂αfχ), (3.5)

where |α| = 1. Combining (3.4)–(3.5) gives the resolvent estimate for s = t = 1, which also
holds for all s = t ∈ N by induction. Further, using the interpolation of fractional order
Sobolev spaces in [1, 7.57], i.e.,

Hs(Ω) = [L2(Ω), Hn(Ω)]s/n, n > s > 0, n ∈ N,

we have that the resolvent estimates hold for all s = t ≥ 0.

For the case s = t < 0, using the definition of convolution of distributions and the
symmetry of the fundamental solution, we obtain

〈
χR̃0(λ)χf, φ

〉
= 〈Φλ ∗ (χf), χφ〉 = 〈χf, 〈Φλ(x− y), φχ〉x〉y
= 〈〈χf,Φλ(y − x), φχ〉x〉y
= 〈χf,Φλ ∗ (φχ)〉 =

〈
f, χR̃0(λ)χφ

〉
, φ ∈ C∞

0 (R2).

Thus, we have that the resolvent χR0(λ)χ : Hs → Hs is a bounded operator with the corre-

sponding resolvent estimate as in the lemma. Next, we consider the gradient of χR̃0(λ)χf .
By direct calculations we have

∇(χR̃0(λ)χf) = (∇χ)R̃0(λ)χf + χ∇(R̃(λ)χf) = (∇χ)Φλ ∗ (χf) + χ∇(Φλ ∗ (χf))
= (∇χ)Φλ ∗ (χf) + χ(∇Φλ ∗ (χf)).

From (3.2), there holds

|∇xΦλ(x, y)| .
|λ|e(ℑλ)−|x−y|

|α(λ)(x− y)| 12
+

e(ℑλ)−|x−y|

|α(λ)| 12 |x− y| 32
, λ ∈ S.

Therefore, following an analogous argument as for the case s = t we obtain

‖χR̃0(λ)χ‖Hs→Hs+1 . |α(λ)|−1/2(1 + |λ|)eL(ℑλ)− .

As the following identity holds

∆(χR̃0(λ)χ) = χ∆R̃0(λ)χ+ [∆, χ]R̃0(λ)χ = (−1− λ2)χR̃0(λ)χ+ [∆, χ]R̃0(λ)χ, (3.6)

where [∆, χ] := ∆χ − χ∆ is a first order differential operator, it follows from (3.6) and the
corresponding estimates for t = s, s + 1 that the resolvent estimate for t = s + 2 holds.
Finally, an application of the interpolation inequality leads to the resolvent estimates of the
remaining cases.

Now we prove the analyticity. Fixing s ∈ R and t ∈ [s, s + 2], for any f ∈ Hs and
g ∈ H−t, there exist sequences {fn}, {gn} ⊂ C∞

0 (R2) such that fn → f in Hs and gn → g in
H−t. Note that

〈χR̃0(λ)χfn, gn〉 =
i

4

∫

R

∫

R

χ(x)H
(1)
0 (λ|x− y|)χ(y)fn(y)gn(x) dx dy
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and
√

s/2− iλ|x− y| ∈ C\(−∞, 0] for λ ∈ S. Thus, the representation (3.2) implies that

〈χR̃0(λ)χfn, gn〉 is analytic for λ ∈ S. For any K ⊂⊂ S, by the resolvent estimate derived

above, we have 〈χR̃0(λ)χfn, gn〉 → 〈χR̃0(λ)χf, g〉 uniformly for λ ∈ K as n → ∞. Hence,

〈χR̃0(λ)χf, g〉 is also analytic for λ ∈ S. Therefore, χR̃0(λ)χ : Hs → H t is an analytic
family of operators for λ ∈ S. The proof is complete. �

According to the decomposition of the resolvent of the biharmonic operator

R0(λ)(f) =
1

2λ2

(
R̃0(λ)(f)− R̃0(iλ)(f)

)
,

the following lemma on analyticity and estimates for R0(λ) in two and three dimensions is a
direct consequence of Lemma 3.1 and 3.2 for the Laplacian operator. The proof is omitted
for brevity.

Lemma 3.3. (1) In three-dimensional case, the free resolvent R0(λ) is analytic for λ ∈
C\{0} with ℑλ > 0,ℜλ > 0 as a family of operators

R0(λ) : H
s(R3) → H t(R3)

for all s ∈ R and t ∈ [s, s + 4]. Furthermore, given a cut-off function χ ∈ C∞
0 (R3),

R0(λ) can be extended to a family of analytic operators for λ ∈ C \ {0} as follows

χR0(λ)χ : Hs(R3) → H t(R3)

with the resolvent estimates

‖χR0(λ)χ‖L(Hs,Ht) . |λ|−2(1 + |λ|)t−s−1(eL(ℑλ)− + eL(ℜλ)−),

where s ∈ R and t ∈ [s, s+4], v− := max{−v, 0} and L is a constant larger than the
diameter of the support of χ.

(2) In two-dimensional case, the free resolvent R0(λ) is analytic for λ ∈ S with ℑλ >
0,ℜλ > 0 as a family of operators

R0(λ) : H
s(R2) → H t(R2)

for all s ∈ R and t ∈ [s, s + 4]. Furthermore, given a cut-off function χ ∈ C∞
0 (R2),

R0(λ) can be extended to a family of analytic operators for λ ∈ S as follows

χR0(λ)χ : Hs(R2) → H t(R2)

with the resolvent estimates

‖χR0(λ)χ‖L(Hs,Ht) . (α(λ)−
1

2 + α(iλ)−
1

2 )|λ|−2(1 + |λ|)t−s(eL(ℑλ)− + eL(ℜλ)−),

where s ∈ R and t ∈ [s, s+4], v− := max{−v, 0} and L is a constant larger than the
diameter of the support of χ.

In what follows, based on the above analysis of the free resolvent, we study the resolvent
RV (λ) = (∆2 − λ4 + V )−1 for the biharmonic Schrödinger operator.

Since V ∈ L∞
comp(R

d) and V g ∈ L2
comp(R

d) for g ∈ Hs(Rd) with s > 0, the following
lemma follows from a direct application of the perturbation argument in [5, Theorem 2.2
and 2.10]. Thus, we omit the proof.

Lemma 3.4. Assume V ∈ L∞
comp(R

d), d = 2, 3. We have:
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(1) In three-dimensional case, the resolvent RV (λ) is meromorphic for λ ∈ C\{0} with
ℑλ > 0,ℜλ > 0 as a family of operators RV (λ) : H

s → L2 for s ∈ [−4, 0]. Moreover,
it can be extended to a family of meromorphic operators as

RV (λ) : H
s
comp → L2

loc, λ ∈ C\{0},

where s ∈ [−4, 0]. Further, fixing a cut-off function χ ∈ C∞
0 (R3), the resolvent

χRV (λ)χ : Hs → L2 is analytic for λ ∈ S ∩ −iS , where

S := {λ ∈ C\{0} : ℑλ ≥ −A− δ log(1 + |λ|), |λ| > C0}.
Moreover, there exist constants A,C0, δ, C and L such that the resolvent estimates

‖χRV (λ)χ‖Hs→L2 ≤ C|λ|−2(1 + |λ|)−s−1eL(ℑλ)−

hold for s ∈ [−4, 0], t ∈ [s, s + 4] and λ ∈ S ∩ −iS . The constants A, δ, L depend
on χ and supp V . The constants C,C0 depend on χ and ‖V ‖L∞.

(2) In two-dimensional case, the resolvent RV (λ) is meromorphic for λ ∈ S with ℑλ >
0,ℜλ > 0 as a family of operators RV (λ) : Hs → L2 with s ∈ [−4, 0] . It can be
further extended to a meromorphic family of operators as

RV (λ) : H
s
comp → L2

loc, λ ∈ C\{0},

where s ∈ [−4, 0] . Fix a cut-off function χ ∈ C∞
0 (R2). The resolvent χRV (λ)χ :

Hs → L2 is analytic for λ ∈ S ∩ −iS . Moreover, there exist constants A,C0, δ, C
and L such that the resolvent estimates

‖χRV (λ)χ‖Hs→L2 ≤ C|λ|− 5

2 (1 + |λ|)−seL(ℑλ)−

hold for s ∈ [−4, 0] and λ ∈ S ∩ −iS . The constants A, δ, L depend on χ and
supp V . The constants C,C0 depend on χ, ‖V ‖L∞.

The following theorem concerns the well-posedness of the direct scattering problem (1.1).
Moreover, it provides a Born series expansion of the solution, which is useful in the subsequent
study of the inverse problem.

Theorem 3.5. Assume that the random source f is a GMIG random field of order −m with
m > d − 8 in D ⊂ R

d and V ∈ L∞
comp(R

d). For k sufficiently large, the scattering problem

(1.1)–(1.2) almost surely admits a unique solution u ∈ Hs+4
loc (Rd) with constant s satisfying

s < (m−d)/2. Furthermore, the solution u can be almost surely expanded as the Born series

u =
∑

j≥0

(−R0(k)V )jR0(k)f. (3.7)

Proof. There holds the resolvent identity

χRV (k)χ = (I + χR0(k)V )−1χR0(k)χ, (3.8)

where χ ∈ C∞
0 (Rd) is a cut-off function such that χ = 1 in supp f ∪ suppV . Denoting

u := RV (k)(f),

from (3.8) we have that

χu = (I + χR0(k)V )−1χR0(k)χf.



10 T. WANG, X. XU, AND Y. ZHAO

For sufficiently large k, we have

χu = (I + χR0(k)V )−1χR0(k)χf =

∞∑

j=0

(−χR0(k)V )j(χR0(k)χf)

=
∞∑

j=0

(−R0(k)V )j(R0(k)f). (3.9)

By Lemma 3.3, the series
∑∞

j=0(−χR0(k)V )j is convergence in L(L2, L2) if k is large enough.
On the other hand, by Lemma 2.2, we know that f ∈ Hs with non-positive s satisfying
s < (m − d)/2. Then we get χR0(k)χf ∈ L2 since m > d − 8. Thus, χu given by (3.9)
is well-defined in L2, which implies u given by (3.7) is well-defined in L2

loc. Furthermore,
u ∈ Hs+4

loc by elliptic regularity theory. It can also be verified u is a solution to the direct
scattering problem (1.1)–(1.2). Moreover, the uniqueness of the direct scattering problem
can be obtained from [16]. The proof is complete. �

4. Stability for the inverse random source problem

In this section, we investigate the stability for the inverse random source problem. To
achieve this goal, we consider random sources which satisfy the following assumption.

Assumption (A). The random source f is a real-valued microlocally isotropic Gaussian
random function of order −m in D such that m > d − 1. Its covariance operator has the
symbol cf(x, ξ) = h(x)|ξ|−m + af (x, ξ) with principal symbol h(x)|ξ|−m which satisfies the
conditions: (i) |h(x)| ≤ M for x ∈ D; (ii) |cf(x, ξ)| ≤ M(1 + |ξ|)−m for ξ ∈ R

d and x ∈ D;
(iii) |af(x, ξ)| ≤ M |ξ|−(m+1) for |ξ| ≥ 1 and x ∈ D.

As shown in [19], the kernel Kf (x, y) can be represented as a sum of a singular part and
a bounded continuous remainder.

Lemma 4.1. Let the random source f satisfy Assumption (A). The covariance function
Kf(x, y) has the following form:

(i) If a < m− d+ 1 ≤ a+ 1 with a = 1, 2, 3, ...,

Kf(x, y) = ch(x)|x− y|m−d + Fm(x, y),

where c is a constant dependent on m and Fm(x, y) ∈ Ca,γ(Rd×Rd) with γ ∈ (0, m−d+1−a).

(ii) If d− 1 < m < d,

Kf(x, y) = ch(x)|x− y|m−d + Fm(x, y),

where c is a constant dependent on m and Fm(x, y) ∈ C0,γ(Rd×Rd) with γ ∈ (0, m− d+1).

(iii) If m = d,

Kf (x, y) = ch(x) log |x− y|+ Fm(x, y),

where c is a constant dependent on m and Fm(x, y) ∈ C0,γ(Rd × Rd) with γ ∈ (0, 1).

For all of the above three cases, we have

‖Fm‖L∞(D×D) . M.
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Now we formulate the inverse source problem. The radiating condition in (1.2) yields
that the solution u has the following asymptotic expansion as |x| → ∞:

u(x) =
eik|x|

|x| d−1

2

u∞(x̂, k) +O
( 1

|x| d+1

2

)
,

where u∞(x̂, k) is referred as the far-field pattern with observation direction x̂ = x
|x| . Let

I be a bounded interval of frequencies. We consider the following inverse random source
problem by multi-frequency far-field data.

Inverse Random Source Problem: Determine the micro-correlation strength h from the
multi-frequency far-field pattern {u∞(x̂, k) : x̂ ∈ Sd−1, k ∈ I}.

Our analysis starts with the Born series expansion obtained in Theorem 3.5

u =
∑

j≥0

(−R0(k)V )jR0(k)f,

which gives the Born series representation of the far-field pattern

u∞(x̂, k) = − Cd

2k
7−d
2

∫

Rd

e−ikx̂·y
∑

j∈N
[(−V R0(k))

jf ](y) dy

= − Cd

2k
7−d
2

∫

Rd

e−ikx̂·yf(y) dy − Cd

2k
7−d
2

∫

Rd

e−ikx̂·y[−V R0(k)f ](y) dy

− Cd

2k
7−d
2

∫

Rd

e−ikx̂·y
∞∑

j=2

[(−V R0(k))
jf ](y) dy

:= u∞
0 (x̂, k) + u∞

1 (x̂, k) + u∞
2 (x̂, k), (4.1)

where the constant Cd is given by

Cd =





ei
π
4√
8π
, d = 2,

1
4π
, d = 3.

We first consider the zeroth-order term u∞
0 (x̂, k) in the Born series expansion (4.1) of the

far-field pattern. For a fixed positive constant τ > 0, by taking expectation of the correlation
of the zeroth-order term we obtain

E[u∞
0 (x̂, k + τ)u∞

0 (x̂, k)]

=
C2

d

4k
7−d
2 (k + τ)

7−d
2

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

e−i(k+τ)x̂·yeikx̂·zE[f(y)f(z)]dydz

=
C2

d

4k
7−d
2 (k + τ)

7−d
2

∫

Rd

[ ∫

Rd

Kf (y, z)e
−ikx̂·(y−z)dz

]
e−iτ x̂·ydy

=
C2

d

4k
7−d
2 (k + τ)

7−d
2

[ ∫

Rd

h(y)e−iτ x̂·ydy|kx̂|−m +

∫

Rd

af (y, kx̂)e
−iτ x̂·ydy

]

=
C2

d

4k
7−d
2 (k + τ)

7−d
2 km

ĥ(τ x̂) +O

(
1

km+8−d

)
,
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which gives

ĥ(τ x̂) =
4k

7−d
2 (k + τ)

7−d
2 km

C2
d

E[u∞
0 (x̂, k + τ)u∞

0 (x̂, k)] +O(k−1). (4.2)

It should be noted that (4.2) establishes a relation between the Fourier transform of the
strength h and the zeroth-order term of the far-field pettern.

Now we consider the difference of the expectation of the correlation of the far-field pattern

and its corresponding zeroth-order part. Specifically, denoting C(k, τ, d) = 4k
7−d
2 (k+τ)

7−d
2 km

C2
d

,

from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

C(k, τ, d)
∣∣∣E[u∞(x̂, k + τ)u∞(x̂, k)]− E[u∞

0 (x̂, k + τ)u∞
0 (x̂, k)]

∣∣∣

.

2∑

j=1

(√
C(k, τ, d)E|u∞

j (x̂, k)|2
√
C(k, τ, d)E|u∞

0 (x̂, k + τ)|2

+
√

C(k, τ, d)E|u∞
j (x̂, k + τ)|2

√
C(k, τ, d)E|u∞

0 (x̂, k)|2

+ C(k, τ, d)E|u∞
j (x̂, k)|2 + C(k, τ, d)E|u∞

j (x̂, k + τ)|2
)

.

2∑

j=1

(√
C(k, τ, d)E|u∞

j (x̂, k)|2 +
√
C(k, τ, d)E|u∞

j (x̂, k + τ)|2

+ C(k, τ, d)E|u∞
j (x̂, k)|2 + C(k, τ, d)E|u∞

j (x̂, k + τ)|2
)
, (4.3)

where we have used the fact that for large k,

C(k, τ, d)E|u∞
0 (x̂, k)|2 . ĥ(0) . 1.

To estimate E|u∞
j (x̂, k)|2 with j = 1, 2 in the difference (4.3), we apply resolvent estimate

in Lemma 3.3 and obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. The following estimates hold for large k:

E|u∞
1 (x̂, k)|2 . 1

k10
, E|u∞

2 (x̂, k)|2 . 1

k13+d
.

Proof. We only prove the second inequality and the first one follows in a similar way. Denote
the Schwarz kernel of the operator

∑
j≥2(V R0(k))

j by G2,k(x, y). Then we have

E|u∞
2 (x̂, k)|2 = C2

d

4k7−d

∫

R4d

e−ikx̂·(y−z)G2,k(y, s)G2,k(z, t)Kf(s, t) ds dt dy dz. (4.4)

By the resolvent estimate in Lemma 3.3 we have

‖V R0(k)φ‖L2 .
1

k
d+3

2

, ∀φ ∈ L2
comp,

which gives
∥∥∥
∑

j≥2

(V R0(k))
jφ
∥∥∥
L2

=
∥∥∥
∫

Rd

G2(x, y)φ(y) dy
∥∥∥
L2

.
1

kd+3
‖φ‖L2, ∀φ ∈ L2

comp. (4.5)
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By inserting (4.5) into (4.4) we obtain

E|u∞
2 (x̂, k)|2 . 1

k7−d

∥∥∥
∫

Rd

∫

Rd

G2(y, s)G2(z, t)Kf (s, t) ds dt
∥∥∥
L2(Rd×Rd)

.
1

k10

∥∥∥
∫

Rd

G2(z, t)Kf(s, t) dt
∥∥∥
L2(Rd×Rd)

.
1

k13+d
‖Kf(s, t)‖L2(Rd×Rd) .

1

k13+d
,

where the assumption m > d − 1 and Lemma 4.1 are used in the last step. The proof is
complete. �

Combining (4.2) and Lemma 4.2, we derive the following estimate for d− 1 < m < d+3

ĥ(τ x̂) =
4k

7−d
2 (k + τ)

7−d
2 km

C2
d

E[u∞(x̂, k + τ)u∞(x̂, k)] +O(k−δ1) (4.6)

with δ1 < min{1, (d + 3 − m)/2} being a positive constant. Then letting τ = ηk with
η ∈ (0, 1) in (4.6) we obtain the following estimate

|ĥ(ξ)| . sup
η∈(0,1),x̂∈Sd−1

∣∣∣km+7−d
E[u∞(x̂, (1 + η)k)u∞(x̂, k)]

∣∣∣ + 1

kδ1
, (4.7)

which holds for all |ξ| < k.

Based on the estimate (4.7), we introduce the data discrepancy in a finite interval I =
(K0, K] of frequencies with C0 < K0 < K as follows

ε21 = sup
k∈I,η∈(0,1),x̂∈Sd−1

ε21(k, η, x̂),

where

ε21(k, η, x̂) :=
∣∣∣km+7−d

E[u∞(x̂, (1 + η)k)u∞(x̂, k)]
∣∣∣
2

.

Here C0 is a sufficiently large constant specified in Lemma 3.4. Since both the source function
and the potential function are real-valued, we have u(x, k) = u(x, ik) for k > 0. Note that
the far-field pattern can be represented as

u∞(x̂, k) =
Cd

2k
7−d
2

∫

Rd

e−ikx̂·y(−V (y)u(y, k) + f(y)) dy,

which gives

u∞(x̂, k) =
Cd

2k
7−d
2

∫

Rd

eikx̂·y(−V (y)u(y, ik) + f(y)) dy

when k > 0. Hence, denoting

v∞(x̂, k) :=
Cd

2k
7−d
2

∫

Rd

eikx̂·y(−V (y)u(y, ik) + f(y)) dy, (4.8)

we can meromorphically extend ε21(·, η, x̂) from R+ to C as follows

ε21(k, η, x̂) = k2(m+7−d)
E[u∞(x̂, (1 + η)k)v∞(x̂, k)]E[v∞(x̂, (1 + η)k)u∞(x̂, k)], k ∈ C. (4.9)

Notice that for k > 0 the extended data ε21(k, η, x̂) in (4.9) becomes the originally introduced
data discrepancy as follows

ε21(k, η, x̂) =
∣∣∣km+7−d

E[u∞(x̂, (1 + η)k)u∞(x̂, k)]
∣∣∣
2

.
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Denote an infinite slab in C as follows

R = {z ∈ C : (K0,+∞)× (−h0, h0)}, (4.10)

for some constants K0 > 0 and h0 > 0. The following lemma in [17] provides a quantitative
analytic continuation principle in an infinite slab.

Lemma 4.3. Let p(z) be analytic in the infinite rectangular slab R and continuous in R
satisfying {

|p(z)| ≤ ǫ, z ∈ (K0, K],

|p(z)| ≤ M, z ∈ R,

where K0, K, ǫ and M are positive constants. Then there exists a function µ(z) with z ∈
(K,+∞) satisfying

µ(z) ≥ 64ah

3π2(a2 + 4h2)
e

π
2h

(a
2
−z),

where a = K −K0 such that

|p(z)| ≤ Mǫµ(z), ∀ z ∈ (K,+∞).

In the following lemma, we show that ε21(k, η, x̂) is analytic and has an upper bound for
k ∈ R.

Lemma 4.4. There exists an infinite slab R defined by (4.10) such that E[u∞(x̂, (1 +
η)k)v∞(x̂, k)] is analytic for k ∈ R and η ∈ (0, 1). Furthermore, there holds the inequality

|ε21(k, η, x̂)| . |k|2m, k ∈ R, η ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Notice that

E[u∞(x̂, (1 + η)k)v∞(x̂, k)] =
|Cd|2
4k7−d

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

eikx̂·(z−((1+η)y)J(y, z; k) dy dz,

where

J(y, z; k)

:= Kf(y, z)− V (z)E[f(y)u(z, ik)]− V (y)E[f(z)u(y, (1 + η)k)]+

+ V (y)V (z)E[u(y, (1 + η)k)u(z, ik)]

= Kf(y, z)−
∫

Rd

V (z)GV,ik(z, s)Kf(y, s) ds−
∫

Rd

V (y)GV,(1+η)k(t, y)Kf(t, z) dt

+

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

V (y)V (z)Kf (s, t)GV,ik(z, s)GV,(1+η)k(y, t) ds dt.

Here GV,k(x, y) is the Schwarz kernel of the resolvent RV (k). Note that there exist h0 and
K0 such that R ∪ (1 + η)R ⊂ S ∩ −iS and iR ∪ i(1 + η)R ⊂ S ∩ −iS , where R is the
infinite slab and S is the logarithmic domain in Lemma 3.4. Moreover, using Lemma 3.4
we have that

[V RV (k)(φ)](x) =

∫

Rd

V (x)GV,k(x, y)φ(y) dy, ∀φ ∈ L2
comp

is analytic for k ∈ S as a family of functions in L2 with the following estimate

‖V RV (k)(φ)‖L2 =
∥∥∥
∫

Rd

V (x)GV,k(x, y)φ(y) dy
∥∥∥
L2

.
1

|k| d+3

2

‖φ‖L2.
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Hence, there exists an infinite slab R such that J(y, z; k) is analytic for k ∈ R as a family
of functions in L2(Rd × Rd) with

‖J‖L2(Rd×Rd) . ‖Kf‖L2(Rd×Rd)

(
1 +

1

k
d+3

2

+
1

kd+3

)
. 1, k ∈ R,

where we have used Lemma 4.1. Thus, we have that E[u∞(x̂, (1 + η)k)v∞(x̂, k)] is analytic
for k ∈ R with

|E[u∞(x̂, (1 + η)k)v∞(x̂, k)]|
. |k|d−7‖eikx̂·(z−((1+η)y)‖L2(D×D)‖J‖L2(D×D) . |k|d−7.

Similarly, we can obtain the analyticity and estimate for E[v∞(x̂, (1 + η)k)u∞(x̂, k)], which
completes the proof noticing (4.9). �

Introduce the function space Cs := {h ∈ C∞
0 (Rd) : ‖h‖Hs ≤ M} where M > 0 and s > 0

are two positive constants. In the following theorem, we present a quantitative stability
estimate for the inverse random source problem.

Theorem 4.5. Assume that V ∈ L∞
comp(R

d) and the random source f satisfies Assumption
(A) with d− 1 < m < d+ 3 and h ∈ Cs. The following increasing stability estimate holds:

‖h‖2L2(R3) . Kβ0ε21 +
1

Kβ(ln | ln ε1|)β
(4.11)

with β0 = dt + 2m and β = min{ δ1
2
− dt

2
, st}. Here the positive constants δ1, t satisfy

δ1 < min{1, (d+ 3−m)/2} and 0 < t < δ1
d
.

Proof. By applying the quantitative analytic continuation principle in Lemma 4.3 to ε21(z, η, x̂),
we obtain

|ε21(k, η, x̂)| . k2mε
2µ(k)
1 , k > K,

where

µ(k) =
64ah

3π2(a2 + 4h2)
e

π
2h

(a
2
−k), a = K −K0.

Fixing a number A, since for k ∈ (K,A] it holds

µ(k) & ce−σA

for some constant σ > 0, we have

|ε21(k, η, x̂)| . k2m exp{−ce−σA| ln ε1|}.
Using the fact e−x ≤ 6!

x6 for x > 0, we obtain the following estimate

|ε21(k, η, x̂)| . k2me6σA| ln ε1|−6, k ∈ (K,A],

which holds uniformly for η ∈ (0, 1) and x̂ ∈ Sd−1. Now we derive the increasing stability
estimate using the analytic continuation developed in [18]. Specifically, we consider the
following two situations.

Case 1: K ≤ 1
2σ

ln | ln ε1|. Taking A = 1
2σ

ln | ln ε1|, we have

|ε21(A, η, x̂)| . A2m| ln ε1|−3.

Then from (4.7) we have the following estimate

|ĥ(ξ)|2 ≤ A2(m+7−d)| ln ε1|−3 +
1

Aδ1
,
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which holds for all ξ satisfying |ξ| ≤ A. Let t < δ1
d
be a positive constant. Then we have

∫

|ξ|≤At

|ĥ(ξ)|2dξ . (ln | ln ε1|)dt+2m| ln ε1|−3 + (ln | ln ε1|)−(δ1−3t) .
1

(ln | ln ε1|)2β1
.

Here we denote β1 =
δ1
2
− dt

2
. Since h ∈ Cs, we have

∫

|ξ|>At

|ĥ(ξ)|2dξ .
1

A2st
≤ (ln | ln ε1|)−2β2,

where β2 = st. Denote β = min{β1, β2}. Combining the above estimates, we obtain

‖h‖2L2 =

∫

|ξ|≤At

|ĥ(ξ)|2dξ +
∫

|ξ|>At

|ĥ(ξ)|2dξ

.(ln | ln ε1|)−2β

.
1

Kβ(ln | ln ε1|)β
.

Case 2: K ≥ 1
2σ

ln | ln ǫ|. First notice that
∫

|ξ|≤Kt

|ĥ(ξ)|2dξ . Kdt+2mε21 +K−2β1 .

Also, we have ∫

|ξ|>Kt

|ĥ(ξ)|2dξ .
1

K2st
≤ K−2β2.

Consequently, we arrive at

‖h‖2L2 =

∫

|ξ|≤Kt

|â(ξ)|2dξ +
∫

|ξ|>Kt

|â(ξ)|2dξ

.Kdt+2mε21 +K−2β

.Kdt+2mε21 +
1

Kβ(ln | ln ε1|)β
.

Combining Case 1 and Case 2 we obtain the following stability estimate

‖h‖2L2 . Kdt+2mε21 +
1

Kβ(ln | ln ε1|)β
.

The proof is complete. �

Remark 4.6. The stability estimate (4.11) consists of the Lipschitz data discrepancy and
a logarithmic type part. The latter illustrates the ill-posedness of the inverse random source
problem. Observe that the logarithmic stability decreases which leads to the improvement of
the stability estimate as the upper bound K of the frequency increases, Moreover, the stability
result (4.11) implies the uniqueness of the inverse problem.

In what follows, we derive another stability estimate for the inverse random source
problem by expectation of the far-field pattern averaged over the high frequency band in
three dimensions, which quantifies a uniqueness result implied in [14]. In this case, the
range of m in the principle symbol of the covariance operator of the random source can be
enlarged. In fact, in Lemma 4.2, to handle the higher-order terms in Born series expansion of
the far-field pattern, we employ resolvent estimates of the biharmonic Schrödinger operator.
As a consequence, we obtain decay estimates for the expectations of the higher-order terms
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at high wavenumber, upon which the range of m in the principle symbol of the covariance
operator of the random source is determined. However, by investigating the first-order term
of the far-field pattern carefully without applying the resolvent estimates directly, we can
obtain the stability estimate by using another set of far-field data which enlarges the range
of m.

Recall that the first-order term in the far-field pattern is

u∞
1 (x̂, k) =

Cd

2k2

∫

R3

∫

R3

e−ikx̂·yV (y)G(y, s)f(s) ds dy.

Instead of applying resolvent estimates to E|u∞
1 (x̂, k)|2 directly, we will show that

lim
k→∞

1

k1−δ2

∫ 2k

k

∫

S2

tm+4
E|u∞

1 (x̂, t)|2 dσ(x̂) dt = 0. (4.12)

By the dominated convergence theorem, (4.12) holds once we have

∫ ∞

1

∫

S2

tm+3+δ2E|u∞
1 (x̂, t)|2 dσ(x̂) dt < ∞. (4.13)

To prove (4.13), consider the mollification fǫ := f ∗ χǫ, where χǫ(x) = 1
ǫ3
χ(x

ǫ
) with χ ∈

C∞
0 (R3) such that

∫
R3 χ dx = 1. By the Fatou lemma, (4.13) holds if

lim sup
ǫ→0

∫

S2

∫ ∞

1

tm+3+δ2E|u∞
1,ǫ(x̂, t)|2 dt dσ(x̂) < ∞, (4.14)

where

u∞
1,ǫ(x̂, k) =

Cd

2k2

∫

R3

∫

R3

e−ikx̂·yV (y)G(y, s)fǫ(s) ds dy.

Taking z = y − s and then letting z = ρω, we obtain

u∞
1,ǫ(x̂, k) =

Cd

2k2

∫

R3

∫

R3

e−ikx̂·yV (y) fǫ (y − z)

(
eik|z|

8πk2|z| −
e−k|z|

8πk2|z|

)
dy dz

=
Cd

16πk4

∫ ∞

0

∫

S2

∫

R3

(e−ik(x̂·y−ρ) − e−ikx̂·y−kρ)ρV (y) fǫ (y − ρω) dy dσ(ω) dρ.

Denote

Iǫ(y, ρ) = ρ1[0,∞)(ρ)

∫

S2

V (y)fǫ (y − ρω) dσ(ω)

and

TIǫ(y, k) =

∫

R

(eikρ − e−kρ)Iǫ(y, ρ) dρ.

From [4, Lemma 4.7] we have

∫

S2

∣∣∣∣
∫

R3

e−ikx̂·yTIǫ(y, k) dy

∣∣∣∣
2

k2 dσ(x̂) .

∫

R3

|TIǫ(y, k)|2 dy,
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which implies
∫

S2

∫ ∞

1

sm+3+δ2 |u∞
1,ǫ(x̂, k)|2 dk dσ(x̂)

.

∫ ∞

1

∫

S2

km−5+δ2

∣∣∣∣
∫

R3

e−ikx̂·yTIǫ(y, k) dy

∣∣∣∣ dσ(x̂) dk

.

∫

R3

∫ ∞

1

km−7+δ2 |TIǫ(y, k)|2 dk dy =

∫

R3

∫ ∞

1

k2Nm |TIǫ(y, k)|2 dk dy, (4.15)

where

Nm =

{
1, 7 ≤ m < 9,

0, 2 < m < 7,
δ2 =

{
9−m, 7 ≤ m < 9,

7−m, 2 < m < 7.
(4.16)

It should be noted that (4.16) implies a possible larger range of m.

Notice that

TIǫ(y, k) =

∫

R

(eikρ + e−kρ)Iǫ(y, ρ) dρ = F−1(Iǫ(y, ·))(k) + L (Iǫ(y, ·))(k),

where L (g) is the Laplace transform of a function g defined as follows

L (g)(s) :=

∫ ∞

0

g(x)e−sx dx, s > 0.

Then plugging the following identities

sF−1(∂xg)(s) = iF−1(∂xg)(s), L (g)(s) = g(0) + L (∂xg)(s)

into (4.15) gives
∫

S2

∫ ∞

1

km+3+δ2 |u∞
1,ǫ(x̂, k)|2 dk dσ(x̂) .

∫

R3

∫

R

|∂Nm

ρ Iǫ(y, ρ)|2 dρ dy,

where we have used the Plancherel identity and the boundedness of the Laplace transform
in L2(R+). It is easy to verify that the support of Iǫ is compact, which implies that there
exists R0 > 0 such that

lim sup
ǫ→0

E

∫

S2

∫ ∞

1

km+3+δ2 |u∞
1,ǫ(x̂, k)|2 dk dσ(x̂)

. lim sup
ǫ→0

E

∫

|y|<R0

∫

|ρ|<R0

|∂Nm

ρ Iǫ(y, ρ)|2 dy dρ.

Notice that there holds

∂ρIǫ(y, ρ) = 1[0,∞)(ρ)

∫

S2

V (y)fǫ(y − ρω) dσ(ω)

− ρ1[0,∞)(ρ)

∫

S2

V (y)∇fǫ(y − ρω) · ω dσ(ω)

:= I1,ǫ(y, ρ) + I2,ǫ(y, ρ).

Then we have

E[∂ρIǫ(y, ρ)∂ρIǫ(y, ρ)] =

2∑

i,j=1

E[Ii,ǫ(y, ρ)Ij,ǫ(y, ρ)].
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Moreover, it holds that

lim
ǫ→0

E[fǫ(y − ρω)fǫ(y − ρω̃)] = Kf (y − ρω, y − ρω̃) , (4.17)

lim
ǫ→0

E[∇fǫ(y − ρω) · ωfǫ(y − ρω̃)] = ∇1Kf (y − ρω, y − ρω̃) · ω, (4.18)

lim
ǫ→0

E[fǫ(y − ρω)∇fǫ(y − ρω̃) · ω̃] = ∇2Kf (y − ρω, y − ρω̃) · ω̃, (4.19)

lim
ǫ→0

E[∇fǫ(y − ρω) · ω∇fǫ(y − ρω̃) · ω̃] = ω⊤∇2
12Kf (y − ρω, y − ρω̃)ω, (4.20)

where ω, ω̃ ∈ S2 and we denote

∇1Kf(x, y) := ∇xKf(x, y),∇2Kf (x, y) := ∇yKf (x, y),∇2
12K(x, y) := (∂xi

∂yjK(x, y))ij.

Here Kf(x, y) is the kernel of the covariance operator of f introduced in Preliminaries. From
Lemma 4.1 we know that for m > 2, ∇xKf(x, y) is weakly singular, and when m ≥ 7,
∇1K(x, y),∇2Kf(x, y),∇2

12K(x, y) are all weakly singular. Thus, the limit (4.17) holds in
pointwise sense as m > 2 and the limits (4.18)–(4.20) hold in pointwise sense as m ≥ 7.
Therefore, we have

lim sup
ǫ→0

E

∫

|y|<R0

∫

|ρ|<R0

|∂Nm

ρ Iǫ(y, ρ)|2 dρ dy

.

∫

|y|<R0

∫ R0

0

ρ2
∫

S2

∫

S2

V (y)2|Kf(y − ρω, y − ρω̃)| dσ(ω̃) dσ(ω) dρ dy

.

∫

|y|<R0

∫ R0

0

∫

S2

∫

S2

ρ|ω − ω̃|−1 dσ(ω̃) dσ(ω) dρ dy < ∞

for 2 < m < 7 with Nm = 0, and

lim sup
ǫ→0

E

∫

|y|<R0

∫

|ρ|<R0

|∂Nm

ρ Iǫ(y, ρ)|2 dρ dy

.

∫

|y|<R0

∫ R0

0

∫

S2

∫

S2

V (y)2|Kf(y − ρω, y − ρω̃)| dσ(ω̃) dσ(ω) dρ dy

+

∫

|y|<R0

∫ R0

0

ρ

∫

S2

∫

S2

V (y)2|∇1Kf(y − ρω, y − ρω̃) · ω| dσ(ω̃) dσ(ω) dρ dy

+

∫

|y|<R0

∫ R0

0

ρ

∫

S2

∫

S2

V (y)2|∇2Kf(y − ρω, y − ρω̃) · ω̃| dσ(ω̃) dσ(ω) dρ dy

+

∫

|y|<R0

∫ R0

0

ρ2
∫

S2

∫

S2

V (y)2|ω⊤∇2
12Kf(y − ρω, y − ρω̃)ω̃| dσ(ω̃) dσ(ω) dρ dy

.

∫

|y|<R0

∫ R0

0

∫

S2

∫

S2

|ρ(ω − ω̃)|m−3 + ρ|ρ(ω − ω̃)|m−4 + ρ2|ρ(ω − ω̃)|m−5 dσ(ω̃) dσ(ω) dρ dy

< ∞

for 7 ≤ m < 9 with Nm = 1. Thus, from the above two estimates, we obtain (4.13) which
gives (4.12) with δ2 given by (4.16). Combining (4.2), Lemma 4.2 and (4.12), we derive for
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2 < m < 9 ∫

S2

|ĥ(τ x̂)|2dσ(x̂)

=
1

k

∫

S2

∫ 2k

k

|C(t, τ, d)E[u∞(x̂, t+ τ)u∞(x̂, t)]|2 dt dσ(x̂) +O(k−2δ̃2) (4.21)

with positive constant δ̃2 < min{1, δ2}, where δ2 is given by (4.16). Letting τ = ηk in (4.21)
with η ∈ (0, 1) yields the estimate

∫

S2

|ĥ(rx̂)|2 dσ(x̂) . sup
η∈(0,1), x̂∈S2

1

k

∫ 2k

k

∣∣∣km+4
E[u∞(x̂, t+ kη)u∞(x̂, t)]

∣∣∣
2

dt +
1

k2δ̃2
(4.22)

for all r ∈ (0, k) . Based on the above estimate which has a similar form to (4.7), we introduce
the data discrepancy in a finite interval of frequencies I = (K0, K] with C0 < K0 < K as
follows

ε22 = sup
k∈I,η∈(0,1),x̂∈S2

ε22(k, η, x̂),

where

ε22(k, η, x̂) =
1

k

∫ 2k

k

∣∣∣tm+4[u∞(x̂, t+ kη)u∞(x̂, t)]
∣∣∣
2

dt.

As before, we have u(x, k) = u(x, ik) for k > 0. Thus, we may meromorphically extend
ε22(·, η, x̂) from R+ to C as follows

ε22(k, η, x̂) =
1

k

∫ 2k

k

t2(m+4)u∞(x̂, t+ kη)v∞(x̂, t)v∞(x̂, t+ kη)u∞(x̂, t) dt,

where v∞(x̂, t) is defined by (4.8). The above integral with respect to the complex variable
t is taken over the line segment joining points k and 2k in C. The following lemma shows
that there exists an infinite slab R such that ε22(x̂, η, k) is analytic and bounded for k ∈ R.
The proof is similar to that of Lemma 4.4 and thus we omit it for brevity.

Lemma 4.7. There exists an infinite slab R such that ε22(k, η, x̂) is analytic for k ∈ R with
the following estimate

|ε22(k, η, x̂)| . |k|2m.

Now using the estimate (4.22) and Lemma 4.7, we obtain the stability estimate by
applying the analytic continuation as in the proof of Theorem 4.5.

Theorem 4.8. Assume that V ∈ L∞
comp(R

3) and the random source f satisfies Assumption
(A) with 2 < m < 9 and h ∈ Cs. Then the following stability estimate holds:

‖h‖2L2(R3) . Kβ0ε22 +
1

Kβ(ln | ln ε2|)β
,

where β0 = dt+2m and β = min{ δ̃2
2
− dt

2
, st}. Here the positive constant t satisfies 0 < t < δ̃2

d
,

where δ̃2 < min{1, δ2} with δ2 given by (4.16).

To conclude this section, we discuss the stability by using far-field pattern averaged
over the high-frequency band in two dimensions. A natural idea is to apply the arguments

for Theorem 4.8. However, since the Green function in two dimensions is i
4
H

(1)
0 (λ|x − y|)

which is more complicated to analyze, the proposed method for three dimensions may not
be applicable. This issue can be fixed by assuming that the supports of the source f and
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the potential V are disjoint such that |x− y| has a positive lower bound for x ∈ supp f and
y ∈ supp V . Under this assumption, the Hankel function has the asymptotic expansion in
terms of an exponential function as follows:

H
(1)
0 (λ|x− y|) =

√
1

z
ei(λ|x−y|−π

4
)

N∑

j=0

aj(λ|x− y|)−j +O((λ|x− y|)−N−1)

with constants aj. Therefore, we can obtain the corresponding stability in two dimensions
by following the arguments in three dimensions. We point it out that the assumption that
f and V have disjoint supports was also used in [12].

5. Conclusion

This paper considers direct and inverse random source scattering problems for the bi-
harmonic Schrödinger operator in two and three dimensions. For the direct problem, the
meromorphic continuation of the resolvent of the biharmonic Schrödinger operator is inves-
tigated. Since the random source function may be too rough to exist pointwisely, it should
be understood in the sense of distribution and then more efforts are devoted to analyze the
resolvent. We obtain an analytic domain and estimates for the resolvent. As an applica-
tion, well-posedness of the direct problem and a Born series expansion for the solution are
achieved. Based on the analysis of the resolvent and the Born series expansion, we derive in-
creasing stability estimates for the inverse random source problem by using multi-frequency
far-field pattern. A more challenging direction is to study the stability for the inverse ran-
dom potential scattering problem. Such problem is nonlinear and the present method is no
applicable. We hope to report progresses on this subject in future works.
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