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SUMMARY

We use analytical examples and asymptotic forms to exarhmentathematical structure and
physical meaning of the seismic cross correlation measemértve show that in general, cross
correlations ar@ot Green'’s functions of medium, and may be very different deljpemon the
source distribution. The modeling of noise sources usiraiapdistributions as opposed to
discrete collections of sources is emphasized. When statice illuminated by spatially com-
plex source distributions, cross correlations show alsigha variety of time lags, from zero to
the maximum surface-wave arrival time. Here, we demorestha possibility of inverting for
the source distribution using the energy of the full crosg-@ation waveform. The interplay
between the source distribution and wave attenuation ierohéhing the functional dependence
of cross correlation energies on station-pair distanceigtified. Without question, energies
contain information about wave attenuation. However, teigate interpretation of such mea-
surements is tightly connected to the knowledge of the sodistribution.

Key words: Theoretical Seismology — Wave scattering and diffractiéiave propagation.

1 INTRODUCTION

Terrestrial seismic noise is generated at a range of terfr@guencies, by human activity, storms, oceanic wave oseisms (e.g.,

Q guet- Higg'ds] QS(b Kedar & W gIHD_‘JdE, Stehly étI_QQxhnd the ocean-excited low-frequency hum of Earth m 8
hie & RgmangwdzLJﬁM) Seismic noise is as used as a ctingpalternative to earthquake tomography to image thetchligst impor-
tantly, it enables the study of temporal variations of thest(e.g., Wegler & Sens-Schonfelder, 2007; Brenguiere2@08| Zaccarelli et al.,
12011 Rivet et dll, 2011) and volcanoes (e.g.. Brenguiell,¢2@07). The cross correlation measurement has a phyftaear that is intrin-
sically different from the classical tomographic analog,,iwavefield displacement. In particular, the time vdéab classical tomography
is the propagation delay between the source and the statiereas the time lag in cross correlation tomography is atadeo the path
difference between the source and the two stations.

Under controlled circumstances, such as a when the sowtédtion is uniform, representation theorems (.,)
allow for the cross correlation to be written as a modulatbGreen’s function between the stations. In other wordshgbeorems state
that an equally weighted sum over Green’s functions betvegery source (over all space; constant amplitude) and &tiess is equivalent
to Green'’s function between the stations. However, Eartbenis typically anisotropic and in such a scenario, Gremistions along some
source-station paths are weighted more strongly thans#ret the elegant correspondence may be lost. Furtherjnfetelis in continuous
flux, and the manner of excitation of seismic noise by, e gean waves, changes through the year ).2$eismology is
a precision science and consequently, modeling the soistédtion and its effect on the cross correlation is citi

The study of terrestrial seismic noise has strong connestiath the seismic wavefields of stars, and in particula,Skin. The use
of cross correlations of the wavefield of the Sun to proberimteolar structure was pioneered mtmgga landmark paper.
The formal interpretation of these measurements had totilldhe advance br97), who laid the theory ofssroorrelation
on a formal statistical foundation. A number of years la@izon & Birch tgm_b), based on this work, were able to compgmels for
cross correlations of helioseismic noise arising from drithistion of sources. However, Gizon & Biﬂch_@OZ) did natcaunt for 3-D
heterogeneous backgrounds and the rewriting of their flisman the language of adjoint methods was le GM) for the
terrestrial case and tb;LHanas_oggjtl_aL_dzon) for the leédimsc scenario. One useful concept that emerged from gmdisées is that of
dealing with source distributions as opposed to a discrateer of them (e.d., Larose ef al., 2006; Tisai, 2009). Mogsitantly, the results
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ofm. |!,2_Q.’1|0) enabled the computational predicfiora forward sense) of cross correlations based on a giveth Beodel and
source distribution (this problem has received consideratiention: e.g!, Pedersen et al., 2007; Chevrotlet 807 28ang & Ritzwoller,
2008 Weaver et al.. 2009: Cupillard & CapdeVille, 2010:i72810{Froment et ai., 2010).

In this article, we discuss some of the concepts underlyiegctoss correlation measurement using a simple 2-D exa@plior 2
deals with the cross correlation and its connection to thecsodistribution. Storms, which excite seismic waves,dmmetimes physically
move substantial distances over a span of days (i.e., oeen#asurement window), can be modeled as well, albeit thraugore complex
ansatz for the distribution. We also introduce the basitigdadifferential equation governing the wavefield and Gredunction for the
simple case studied here. The analysis of the variatiortseoftoss correlation due to the changes in the source distnit) thereby leading
to the sensitivity kernel are discussed in Secfibn 3. Inipar, its asymptotic form reveals the structure of thersetamplitude kernel.
The cross-correlation energy misfit and its kernel are dised and computed semi-analytically in Sedftioh 3.1. Basetis formalism, the
impact of non-uniform source distributions on cross catiehs is examined and we make a case for imaging of the sdistéution and
briefly discuss the limitations in Sectibn B.2.

The operator formulation of the adjoint method discusseéhyl Fichtner et &IL@bG), which works elegantly fossiaal tomography,
unfortunately does not naturally apply to higher order meaments. In classical tomography, we vary the wavefieldchvis directly the
solution to the wave operator. To create an equivalent éefarmalism for cross-correlation tomography, one netedsrite a differential
equation for the cross correlation itself, which is impieat Consequently, we must carry out the Born expansiorrbielforce and analyze
the resultant terms (e.q., Tromp et al., 2010; Hanasoge, @0dll), as discussed in Sectidn 4 of this article. Three@sdunctions appear in
this expansion (as opposed to two in the classical tomogrease) and their role in modeling scattering is elucidai®e. source distribution
plays a critical role in determining cross-correlation rgies. In order to accurately interpret cross-correlagoergies in the context of
wave attenuation or scattering, the source distributiostrna well known, as discussed in Secfidn 5. Indeed, oncefféazt ef sources has
been accounted for, cross-correlation energies conténmiration about attenuation. In a dense network, the deitgito attenuation and
scattering is primarily restricted to the region within tetwork because the hyperbolic features that appear is-caselation kernels for

attenuation (e.g., see Figure 6010) caki¢elconclude in Sectidd 6.

2 FORMAL INTERPRETATION

Cross correlations of seismic noise fluctuatigng, ¢), denoted by, 5(¢), are defined as

T
Cop(tT) = / 0t $(oxart) (s, + 1), 1)

0

whereT is the temporal length of averagingis time andx., xs are spatial locations at which measurements are made. én trdbtain
cross correlations of a reasonable signal-to-noise ratimust be on the order of several source correlation times ane wavel times
between source-station pairs. As the temporal window ofegieg T grows, the cross correlation approaches a limiting valuevided
the source distribution and the medium do not change sutatgarover this time scale), i.e., what we term thgpectation valueThis
was labelled thensemble cross correlatidmym.@m in order to describe ensemble avegagvwer many source times (and
realizations; see also, e.b“_Lans_e_é{_aL_lsz_&;LunMapggﬂléLZQﬂo, for convergence studies). Momentdadtgstic processes for
which expectation values exist are ternegdodic Terrestrial seismic noise is ergodic because wave eiaitaf oceanic origin appears to
have well behaved statistics (e.g., when the sources aceilded by a Gaussian random process).

The relation[[Ab) when applied to equatién (1) allow us tedtibe the cross correlation in temporal Fourier domain

Cap(w) = ¢" (Xa, w) P(x3, w). @)
Denoting the limit (or expected) cross correlation(By,s(w)), we have
(Cap) = (¢ (%Xa,w) B(xp,w)). ®)
The wave equation we consider here is
P —V - (V) = S(x, 1), 4

wherep is densityx = (z,y) is a 2-D flat space, time, ¢ the wave displacemenY = (9., d,) the covariant spatial derivativé;(x, t)
the source and wavespeed. For the simple case considered here, we assustartovavespeed Green's functionG(x,x’;¢) for the
displacement afx, ¢t) due to a spatio-temporal delta sourcét 0) is the solution to

(pd; — V)G (x,x';t) = 8(x — x)d(t). (5)

This equation is explicitly solvable; Green’s function emtporal Fourier-transform (according to the conventiofingel in appendik@) is

given by (e.g.. Aki & Richards. 19B0)

Gx,x',w) = HY (%|x - x'|) , (6)

wherew is temporal frequency anﬂlél) is the Hankel function of the first kind. This is also approately the surface wave portion of
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Figure 1. Cross correlations from a general model of sources as statguation[(D). The source atexcites waves that propagatedaand the source at
x’ generates waves that propagatestdBecause the sources themselves are statistically dedlelthe expectation value of the wavefield cross correlatio
measured at pointg.,xg is non-trivial. Note that if the sources at two spatial psimtere statistically independent, the expectation valuthefcross
correlation would be zero when # x’, as shown in Figurigl 2. This form of source distribution isfusi@ modeling, e.g., storms, which can move substantial
distances over relatively short times.

Green’s function for a laterally homogeneous Earth. Totégmotational burden, we cease to explicitly state frequenunless required.
The wavefieldp(x) excited by source§(x’) is described by

6(0) = [ dx' Gx.x) S(x). @)
The correlation in Fourier domaihl(2) may be rewritten imteof Green’s functions and sources
Coplw) = [ ' [ x G x0,) G ) 87 ) S, ®
and the expected cross correlatiph (3) becomes
Caph = [ @ [ dx G (1 2) G, x') (87 (0 S(x), ©)

where the ensemble averaging has been brought into theahtawd placed around the source terms. This is the point mtwie have
moved from treating dynamically evolving sources to stadyiheir statistics. Thus we have taken a system whose sdigtéution is
unknown and posed it in terms of a (potentially) computaliégistical theory. Equatiorf{8) states that a wave excitefl propagates,
through a medium described by Green'’s function, to pgintand similarly formx’ to xz, pictorially depicted in FigurE]1. Contributions
from wave sources over all space are summed to produce trefieldvat pointx., x5, which explains the spatial integrals. For a complete
theory, we need to include the statistical spatial covaganf the source distribution, i.e\(x,x’,w) = (S*(x,w) S(x’,w)), but such a
problem is very hard to study. Consequently, we model spatiacorrelated sources, i.e\(x,x’,w) = P(w) o(x) §(x — x"), whereP

is the power spectrum ang(x) is the source distribution in space. This choice greatlyiced the number of degrees of freedom in any
eventual inverse problem (see Figlite 2). Note that the ealistribution typically varies as a function of frequenayd this can be modeled
by studying narrowly filtered cross correlations such thatmay invert for a different spatial distribution in eachofuency window. Different
parametrizations ok may be chosen depending on the problem at hand. Using thimxasisn, we have

(Cap) = [ dx G (50, Gl ) P() o), (10)

which allows us to construct forward models of cross coti@ta a first step towards inversions. Substituting Greemistion [8) into [10),
we obtain

(Caph = [ et (2o = x)) 1" (L1~ x]) P, (11)

where the Hankel function of the second kind is defined ﬂfﬂ(ﬁ = Hél)*. For convenience, we also defife, = |xo — x|.
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Figure 2. Cross correlations due to the distribution with* (x, w) S(x’,w)) = P(w) o(x) §(x — x’), as described in equatiof(10). This model renders
feasible the prediction or forward computation of the crosselations because of the reduction in the number of iateEm variables. The inverse problem
is also more easily dealt with since the number of degreeeetibm is much smaller.

3 STRUCTURE OF SOURCE KERNELS

Sensitivity kernels for noise distributions were introdd@Ml.@.O), who termed themsemble kernel€onsider the inverse
problem where we are interested solely in the source digioib, i.e., variations of the correlation are rooted omlyariations of the source
distribution (as opposed to a more complete inverse proklaioh would contain variations to structure as well)

§5{Cap) = (6Cap) = /dxH52> (%Aa) HY (%Aﬁ) P oo (x). (12)

Suppose the measuraldl&’, such as a travel time or energy, is locally a linear funetiaf the variation of the cross correlation, i.e.,

0F = /dw Wap (6Cap), (13)
whereW, s (w) is some weight function. Then we have
* w w
§F = /dx wawaﬁ qe (ZAQ) ey (zAﬁ)] P do(x), (14)
where it may be seen that the term within the square brackéte isource kernél, s (x)
— * (2 (W (1 (¥
Kop(x) = /deaﬁ H (CAQ) H (CAB) P, (15)

which is the sensitivity to variations in the amplitude oé thource distribution. With a little help from asymptotiege can immediately
perceive the structure of this kernel. The far-field appr@ation to Hankel functions, i.e., for large values of theuangnt, is

HV (2) ~

2 . LT
= exp (zz—zz) , |z = o0 (16)

Thus, were there to be no source activity at very low temploegjluency, at a distance of several wavelengths away frenmisasurement
locationsx., s, we may write

w 2c w T
B (T85) ~ 0 fmoa o (?Aﬁ ‘Zz) ’ an
@ (@ ~ 2 W ul
H, (CAa) P exp( CAa+z4). (18)

Substituting these asymptotic relations into the expoeskir the kernel in equatiof (IL5), we obtain the far-fielditim

1 1 N . Ag—Ap
Kap(x) ~ TAB py /dw f(w) exp {—zwf] , (19)
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Figure 3. Contours of constant path difference are hyperbolae whuasarfe the two stations., x 5. For a given time-lag measurement of the cross correlation
(i.e., choice of measurement time window), sources aloadperbola constructively contribute to it.

wheref(w) =4c¢W;sz P /w. Comparing this to the definition of the inverse Fourier sfanm [A.2), we conclude that
Ao — AB) 1
c VAN ’
and the source-distribution kernel is also a function ofght difference between a given point and the two statidwsys in Figuré B. This
relationship suggests the existence of hyperbolic feaiarthe kernels, i.e., contours along whigh, —Ag)/c = (|x—xa|—|x—x%g|)/c =
C'is constant (also see, ng., Sniém_izbom Rouﬁ h_al.l,; @!_imllard et a|.|.M1). The presence of the tdrm/m results in a much
greater sensitivity to regions close to the station and #itb pining the stations. In comparison, the source kernekgsses relatively
weak sensitivity to areas away from this line. Since we hageimed that the source distribution is spatially uncaeédlacontributions that
constructively add to the expected value of the cross aiiosl can only be from the same point in the source dist@putin other words,
a source excites a wavessatwhich propagate ta, s as described by Green’s functions between the two statiothshee source location.
The cross correlation thus registers the travel-time wifiee between a source point and the two stations, whichimsmanstant along
hyperbolae whose foci are the two stations. Source kernelekatively easy to compute since there are no scattezmgst When including
scattering, variations of Green’s function come in to ptaydl a Born expansion is required to determine the variafi@reen’s functions.
An interesting analogy to note is that between scatterirthenclassical tomographic case (banana-doughnut kemreds)he source-
amplitude kernel in the cross-correlation scenario. Weémat go into mathematical detail but in both of these cases,Green’s functions
participate in the construction of the kernels. The soléetkhce between these two scenarios is that the sourcetaaepkernel consists
of a correlation between two Green’s functions and the scattering kernebrisposed of aonvolutionbetween Green’s functions (e.g.,
Marquering et dlLﬁbQ). The source-amplitude kernelénditoss correlation case is thus analogousntdcausalscattering in the classical
case since one of the two Green'’s functions has a complexigatg in the cross-correlation case. The correlationfdation difference
changes the character of the kernel: elliptical featuresafserved in classical banana-doughnut kernels tﬂ.ggmang_e_t_dl.l_laﬁ)g)
whereas hyperbolic features are seen in the cross-caorelaiurce-amplitude kernels (also see, Gizon & Birch, 30Bguation[(Ik) for the

Kop(x) ~ f ( (20)
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classical scattering analog would then be
cs _ x pr(1) (W (1) (@
KSS (x)_/deQﬁHO (2aa) m" (£a5), (21)

where now this represents a convolution (note that both arekeél functions of the first kind) and wheféfg (x) is a classical scattering
kernel. Applying the same asymptotic analysis, we obtain
Ao + Ag) 1

KSS X) ~ ( ,
5(x)~ f p A
which will produce elliptical features since these are oarg of constant path length, i.e., whére, + Ag)/c = (|x — x|+ |x—%3])/c =
C.

(22)

3.1 Computing Kernels

In this section, we discuss the structure of source-antgikernels through the exact computation of equatlods (id ). The formulation
used in this section follows from thatof Dahlen & Ed@_@bﬂ&e begin the process of computing kernels by defining a nfiisfdtional y
in terms of the measured energy anomaly,

1 Aobs

X = 5 Z <1 Asyn) ) (23)
]

where the energy is defined as

dt w(
o _ [
A = J dtw \/2 T/ A {Cagh Cotl: e

wherew(t) is the windowing functionC,s is the windowed cross correlation afitd = [ dtw(t). Note that we use the terenergy
interchangeably witlamplitude To preserve simplicity, we do not apply frequency filtetdh@igh they may be easily included. In general,
although we may compute sensitivity kernels for other mesaments such as travel times, we restrict ourselves hehetorbss correlation
energy. With a little manipulation, not shown here, the aton in misfit is given by

Aobs 6Aiy,6‘n 1 2 Aobs 1

x=->(mn a7 ) =-> a7 In a7 ) 57 / dw (Cp) (6Cap). (25)
Q,B [e% Q,B [e3 a

If one were to, as before, assume that the variations in thesaorrelation only arose from changes to the sourcelision,

(0Cap) = /de*(Aa)G(AB)P(w)éa(x). (26)
Thus defining the weight function as
W= (1) (e (27)
af — T Aiyéx afB)
variations to the misfit functional are then described by
AO%S
==Y <ln ﬁ) /deaﬁ( )60 (x). (28)
o, @

The kernel normalization is tested by confirming that théofeing integral is satisfied

/deag(x)U(x) _ (%?) 2;T/dw c: )/de*(Aa)G(Ag)P(w)a(x) —1 29)

(obtained upon applying definitiof (P4) for the energy andagipn [10) for the expected cross correlation).

We compute source-amplitude kernels (around a uniformilbligion o = 1) in the temporal Fourier domain, using the exact functional
form of Green’s function[{6). The wavespeed is set te 1 km/s. The expected (limit) cross correlation contains swtnim positive and
negative branches. The power spectrum and its temporaseptation are shown in Figdre 4. We use a temporal grid opédis and the
frequency spacing of 0.05 Hz, and hence a time window of 20rgks; as in FigurEl4. The spacing in the temporal grid is Oe@%rsds,
implying a Nyquist frequency of 10 Hz. In order to compute ifegral over frequency in equatidn {15), we precomputekdhfunctions
on a grid of681 x 681 points resolving a square of size40, 40] x [—40,40] km?. These function values are then utilized to compute the
expected cross correlation and kernels. For the examplegimel%, we choose(x) = 1, i.e., a uniform distribution. In Figufg 5, we show
examples of how the choice of the measurement affects ttsitiséy kernel. On the upper panels, the expected cros®ladion for a point
pair separated by a distance of 10.6 km. The dashed box teditlae choice of measurement, a 4 second window on the el pad a
0.5 second window on the right. Kernels corresponding tedtahoices are shown immediately below. A thicker hyperboticative of a
broader range of path differences, is seen on the kernektteth(compared with the thinner hyperbolae on the righ8cd@ise we choose
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Figure 4. Source-time function (upper panel) and the power specfym).

only the positive branch, the kernel shows sensitivity dolyvaves that first arrive at the station on the left and sulseity to the one on
the right. Consequently, the hyperbolae point to the left.

In general, the source-amplitude kernel depends indyrectlthe choice of the initial spatial distribution of sowsc€irstly, the cross
correlation is obtained by evaluating an integral involyihe spatial source distribution over space (Egd. [11])sPhédicted cross correlation
is then used in the computation of the kernel (Egs] [15] &) [T he functionWV, s, from equation[(27), assigns a frequency-dependent
weight to the two Green’s functions in the integifall(15). Birtce Green’s functions are an inseparable mix of frequamcyspace (see
Eg. [@]), the kernel resulting from the evaluation [of](15)I\wbssess a spatial dependence that reflects the sourdbutish.

Source-amplitude kernels as a function of interstatiotadise are graphed in Figurk 6. It is seen that at small dissarice lateral size
of the kernel is comparable to the interstation distancergdeeat very large distances, the sensitivity is restrici@dbsmall range of azimuths
around the interstation path. There are disadvantagesrig oeasurements at stations separated by small distancegisey are only able
to image the source distribution in their vicinity, leadipgssibly to errors in the inversion. Further, if the disehetween the stations is
less than a wavelength, the cross correlation does notgea@dry much additional information and should be removemhfthe analysis.

In Figurel[T, we show kernels as a function of interstationatise and the temporal frequency of the measurement. Hfgarency
waves lead to kernels with greater complexity and spatiigrper features. Much as in classical tomography, firdledmages of the
source distribution may be obtained by using higher-fragyeneasurements. It is unclear how useful this will be whemapting to invert
for oceanic microseisms since they occur at narrow frequéaads. In other words, if one were to incorporate higheoael frequency
measurements, away from the central microseism excitatauency, would be of very limited utility in imaging. A methorough study
is needed in this regard.
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Figure 5. Expected cross correlation (upper panels) and the attekdamels (bottom panels). Stations are marked by the didregmbols. A wider measure-
ment window implies that the the hyperbolae are thicker,aashe seen upon comparing lower left and middle panels. Katexthen the window straddles
the zero time lag part of the cross correlation, the kernklsivow sensitivity to sources along the bisecting line pegicular to the path between the stations
(bottom right). The part of the kernel along the line joinihg two stations (i.ey = 0) is sensitive to parts of the cross correlation correspanth late times
whereas the hyperbolae closest to the bisector {i.e-,0) are due to the zero-time-lag part of the cross correlafidre color scale has been saturated so as
to enhance the visibility of the relatively weak hyperbolae

3.2 Non-uniform source distribution and the event kernel

The presence of strong non-uniformities can render inateuesults pertaining to the correspondence between dise correlation mea-
surement and Green’s functions along the station pair. fitegyial in [I1) is over all space and provided the weight fioncs (x) is also
uniform, the expectation value of the cross correlation éfl Wwehaved, displaying features similar to classical tgraphic arrivals, an in-
stance of which is shown on the upper panels of Fifilire 8. I facthe case considered here, the expected cross caretan be shown
to be a frequency modulation of Green’s functions along thih Qwithout wave attenuation; stOlO). Heweavhen the
source distributiom becomes more non-uniform, the expectation value of thesaogelation shifts away from the elegant Green'’s function
analog and adopts more complicated forms. A particuladgkstxample is when the sources lie along the bisector lingepelicular to the
path between the station-pair: the cross correlation ih suzase will be centered around zero time, since the pa#relifEe from the source
to the stations is zero. We also consider a situation thabées studied extensively in past literature (MJM,@ZQ.OBLL&LQSE_QLEI..
lZD.Oﬁ;LEI_e_ur_Le_t_dlL_ZQiO), namely that of a ring of sourcesosinding a station pair. Indeed, we find in Figlie 9 that thess correlation
owing to a uniform distribution of sources is almost ideatito that in the ring of sources scenario. As opposed to aaetscumber of
sources placed at a certain radius around the station painse a continuous annulus to represent the ring. The ampldfithe uniform
distribution is substantially smaller in order that thessrcorrelations from these two situations have the samegyner

In Figure[I0, we make the case for the imaging of anisotropizcee distributions. Thettue” distribution is shown on the left panel.
The starting $yntheti¢ model consists of a uniform distribution of sources whosw®lktude is the same as that of theue’ distribution
away from the local spot of increased amplitude on the sea#t-quadrant. We use the energy of the full envelope of tiesa@orrelation,
from zero to the classical surface-wave arrival time. We pot@ the misfit according to equatidn [23). The event kerasbeiated with a
particular station is a sum of the point-to-point kernels between that statiahadl other stations, i.e.,

Agbs
Ko(x)=Y In A—f Kop(x), (30)
8 oB

where A°P* signifies the true” energies. The sum of all the event kernels associated witthaork of stations provides a way to update the
model, and i$y | K. (x). As discussed ilO), the cost of the inversizales with the number of “master” pixelsand is
independent of the number of “slave$’ However because we use a translationally invariant backgt model, the computation of kernels
is cheap and so we may include as many master pixels as we.dedinis case, we stop at 20 stations, i.e., 20 master anidi® @ixels.

In Figure[10, we show the sum of event kernels correspondiriis set of “data” and “synthetics”. The kernels neatly®onto the
area where the source amplitude is locally large (by 500%0mparison to the value away from this spot). In order to inthigelocalized
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Figure 6. Source kernels as a function of interstation distance famifoum source distribution. The measurement is the enefdhieoentire waveform. At
small distances, the lateral size of the kernel is compargbthe interstation distance whereas at very large distarthe sensitivity is restricted to a small
range of azimuths around the interstation path.

spot better, we would require a greater coverage by the,agayan array that surrounds the spot, as shown in Figuidte that the farther
away the anomalous source activity is from the array, thosrdshes the ability to discern their location. An examplesiach a situation
is shown in Figur€2. One may interpret it as the sourcegyfainenough away that when the waves arrive at the statibes,durvature
(ex Agl, As being the distance from the source) is so small that theyaapmmeplane waves, and information about the source locegtion
thus lost. In order to perceive such small curvature, a nétwbstations placed far apari(As) becomes necessary. An additional reason
for the spatially localized sensitivity is that the souregriel is of greatest amplitude along the interstation patiusin the vicinities of the
stations. Conceptually, imaging of the noise source thstidon is not very different from that of inverting for an #aquake source; both
require appropriate choices for measurements and a goaamedf stations. Subsequently, by studying the invertagre® distribution,
we may arrive at the conclusion that the distribution is tandway to image. In this case the procedure is essentialljiffezent from
beamforming (e.gmldﬂme). However, if themrento be more information in the wavefield (by using différéme windows
and some intrinsic curvature properties of the waves), thsrmethod will be able to utilize it to produce better gtyaimages of the noise
source distribution than beamforming.

Rapid temporal variations in the source distribution map dle lost when the cross correlations are averaged ovetitoag. However,
this is independent of the technique used, i.e., beamfg@roiman adjoint method (used here). Therefore it is usefupfayathe sorts of
methods described here since it maximally utilizes wawefigiormation.

4 SCATTERING

In the framework of correlation tomography, scatteringieds can be substantially more complicated. They are alsasically different in
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Figure 7. Source kernels as a function of frequency of the measurerbatsource-time functions used in computing the two sekewofels are plotted on
the bottom two panels. The measurement is the energy of tite ermaveform. When we use a more rapidly varying sourcestfitmction (right column), the
kernel shows greater complexity and spatially sharpeufeat Much as in classical tomography, finer-scale imag#seafource distribution may be obtained
by using higher-frequency measurements.

flavor from classical banana-doughnut kernels, contaiatidjtional hyperbolic features which represent sensjtitd sources at disparate
spatial locations. Much as in Figuifgs 1 &fd 2, we attempttoageaphically explain the physics of scattering kernetsfrise measurements.
Variations to the limit cross correlatiop] (3) are given by

(6Cap) = (9" (%a) 66(x5)) + (69" (xa) $(x5)) + O(86°), 31

in which, keeping with convention, we do not explicitly €dhe dependence on frequengyHitherto, we have ignored scattering terms but
in this section, we describe their mathematical structtioe.a given wave operatal and the corresponding wavefiebdsatisfying

Lp=25, (32)

the first Born approximation (e.ghu_tl_u_di;bll._ﬂgzz; Wu & Ak'LB.ﬂiQ describing the singly scattered wavefié{tlowing to perturbations to
the operatord L, is

0(Lo) = LIp+ dLp =0, (33)
where we assume that the source distribution is known gxa have
Lo = —0LP, (34)

which upon using Green's theorem (Eg. [7]) for the wavefield obtain

0p(x) = —/dx"G(x, x"[6L), (35)
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Figure 8. Expected cross correlation (upper panels) and the soustgbdtions (bottom panels). Stations are marked by thedia symbols. Pathological
distributions (such as the lower right) of sources can céarge shifts in the expectation value of the cross cormtaliecause of the non-uniform manner in
which waves illuminate the stations. In this case, the oalyrse being the spot, is very close to the bisector line petigalar to the path between the stations
(i.e.,y = 0), implying that the path difference between the spot andsthgons is nearly zero. The cross correlation is thus alifiog not quite) centered
around zero time.

whereg = ¢(x’") and which may be rewritten in terms of the source distribufi¢x’) as

dp(x) = —/dx"G(x, x" 6L (/ dx' G(x",x") S(x')) . (36)

This equation states that a source creates a waxg athich propagates to a poist’ as described by Green’s function along that path, is
singly scattered according 6aC and subsequently acts as a source, eventually propagatmgasurement poist. This is the framework in
which classical tomographic scattering is studied (shawRigurd 18). Substituting this into equatién(31),

(6Cap) = —<{ / dx G* (Xa, X) S*(x)} { / dx"G(xp,x") 6L ( / dx’G(x”,x')S(x’))}> (37)

- ({/dx"G*(xa,x")éﬁ* (/ dx' G* (x",x) s*(x'))} U dx G (x5, %) S(x)}).

The terms in the flower brackets denote the scattering dmnitons and the terms within the square brackets show thetdirave arrival
from the source to the observation points. Because we treitice Born approximation to one term, i.e., considering aohtributions from
single scattering processes, the variation of the crosglation consists of a direct wave propagating from a sotoae of the stations,
correlated with a singly scattered wave that propagatdsetother measurement point. Akirlto Gizon & B rm(ZOOZ), wagtammatically
show the formal interpretation of the measurement in Fiffidkeln contrast to single-scattering theory applied tositzd tomographic
wavefield measurements (shown in Figure 13), in which twae@ssfunctions appear, the higher-order correlation measent (regardless
of whether these are “noise” or earthquake sources) regjthieeevaluation of three Green'’s functions.
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Figure 9. The celebrated “ring of sources surrounding a station maehario (left panel) and uniform distribution of weakerpditnde (right panel). Cross
correlations at the stations (symbols) due to these disioibs are over plotted (bottom panel). They are pracgidatiistinguishable, and is part of the reason
why the ring configuration of sources has been studied sogxtdy.

Upon invoking the assumption of spatially uncorrelatedrses, i.e.{S(x) S*(x')) = §(x — x') o(x) P(w), we obtain
(0Cap) = — / dx"G(xg,x") 5L </ dx' G(x",x) G*(Xa,x) 0(x) 73) (38)

— /dx"G*(xa7x") Ly (/ dx G*(x",x) G(xg,x) 0(x) P) ,

which produces a scattering diagram similar to Fidure 14epkwith coinciding pointsc, x’, as shown in FigurE_15. These kernels are
indeed more difficult to compute than in the classical toraphy case, and evidently require the evaluation of threei@dunctions. The
physics of these kernels is also conceptually differentftbe classical case.

5 THE SENSITIVITY OF CROSS-CORRELATION ENERGIES TO ATTENUA TION

The topic of imaging wave attenuation using cross-coriciagnergies is a topic of interest (elg., Cupillard & CaM \2010; Weaver et al.,
12011} Prieto et élL&hMll). The challenge is torately interpret enhanced decrements in cross-cdoelanergies amid effects
of geometrical spreading with distance and wave-speeddugstreities. Evidently, the distribution of sources digantly influences the
conclusion of any inverse problem, and the problem of therdghation of wave attenuation is no different. This su¢gésat the strategy
typically followed in earthquake tomography, which is tafiinvert for the source and subsequently for structurengges iteratively), may be
applied equally to noise measurements. The standard tfiletween source and structure affects the interpretatimoise measurements
as well.
In Figure[d16, we show the variation in energy (defined as tleegnof the cross-correlation bran¢h(24), positive or tiggpof the

cross correlation as a function of distance between thistpair for three source distributions. The variation ikgy is entirely due to
geometrical spreading and source distribution anisadopiote that the background model has no attenuation ircdlsis. The scatter in
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Figure 10. Sum of event kernels. The left panel shows thei€’ source distribution, with respect to a nominal (unifornglue. Stations are marked by
symbols. It contains a local spot of relatively large amyolé (500% increase over the uniform value) on the southepamdrant. Because of the relative
proximity of the station array to the sources, the eventddeimable to roughly localize over the spot. Since there isaaa (and complex structure) in this

simple test case, the window encompasses the entire wavefdus the energy of the entire cross correlation cong#btd the construction of the image of
the noise source distribution.

cross correlation energies for the anisotropic case masilpgsde reduced by choosing an azimuthally varying nornagidon I,
2009).

The ring of sources case is seen to be different from the umiftistribution. This is because the in an attenuating nmadsources
from farther away contribute less to the cross correlafidrerefore, the cross correlation energies in the ring aifdmn cases converge to
different expectation values, whose difference increasesthe extent of attenuation.

We also characterize the significance of a finite qualitydiach energies when the network is illuminated by the souisteilbutions of
Figure[16. We use a damping rate of 0.01 Hz, or a quality famtooughly 150. Wave attenuation is modeled via solutionthefdamped
simple harmonic oscillator, i.e., operatbl (4) with a dangpierm

2 22
92¢+T 0 — V2 =0, (39)
Distribution Sum of event kernels
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Figure 11. Sum of event kernels. The left panel shows thei€’ source distribution, with respect to a nominal (unifornglue. Stations are marked by
symbols. We include a local spot of relatively large ampl&y200% increase over the uniform value) amid the statiomyaBecause stations surround the
anomaly, they are able to accurately locate the distribut8nce there is no coda (and complex structure) in thisIsitgst case, the window encompasses
the entire waveform. Thus the energy of the entire cros®laion contributes to the construction of the image of thisesource distribution.
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Figure 12. Sum of event kernels. The left panel shows thei€’ source distribution, with respect to a nominal (unifornglue. Stations are marked by
symbols. We include a local spot of relatively large amplé&y(500% increase over the uniform value) moved farther dway the station array than in
Figure[10. Evidently, the stations are too far away from therses to accurately locate the distribution. Since thermicoda (and complex structure) in this

simple test case, the window encompasses the entire wavefdus the energy of the entire cross correlation cong#btd the construction of the image of
the noise source distribution.

where attenuatiof’ has units of Hertz. Green'’s function for this operator isithe
G(x,x') = iH(l) (zﬁ|x — x'|) , (40)
C

where the factop = /1 + iI'/w. Amplitudes evidently change but in entirely different waglepending on the source distribution, as
displayed in Figur€_17. We show the percentage change iis carselation energies due to the introduction of a spgtiadhstant wave
attenuation of 0.01 Hz. Figufe117 demonstrates that wavegimseare indeed sensitive to attenuation, but extractimgyibformation is
subject to accurate knowledge of the source distribution.

Single scattering:
earthquake tomography

G(x",x)

Scatter
"

Figure 13. Single scattering in the classical earthquake tomograplsg.cA source at’ excites a wave that propagatesxt where it scatters, acts as a

source, propagating finally to statien It is substantially simpler than the cross correlation sneament, which is depicted in Figufed 14 15. Only two
Green'’s functions are required to model single scattenirthis scenario.
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Figure 14. Scattering as captured by cross correlations for a genetats distribution (similar to Figure] 1) with non-zero sphtovariance. The first
contribution (first line of Eq.[J37]) consists of a corretati between a wave generated at pointpropagated tex and a wave generated =t, scattered
according to perturbatiof at pointx’’, propagated to measurement pginfrhe second contribution (second line of Eq[37]) is esakiythe same except
with pointsc, 3 reversed. This is the reason why three Green’s functionsesded to formally interpret the measurement in terms gfesigcattering theory.

6 CONCLUSIONS

Cross correlations are intrinsically more complex tharssilzally used wavefield displacements. There are fundahantd meaningful
differences between these measurements, which have cmmmes for the eventual solution of inverse problems. Bscaaismology is a
precision science, it is important to formally interpret$le measurements and capture their essence as fully asi@ddsing a simple 2-D
example, we have endeavored to delve into the physics ofrdss correlation measurement. A goal of this article wasetoahstrate the
utility and ease of studying distributions of sources ansimgpthe problem in terms of the expectation value of theveglemeasurable. We

5" %) Scatter Sc)z;t,ter G(X" )
il X” ® X 'X
G(x,,X"” ”
G(x,.X) Source (xgX") G(x,X") Source G(xyX)
o OB a B

Figure 15. Scattering as captured by cross correlations for a sousteéhdition with zero spatial covariance (similar to Figilde The first contribution (first
line of Eq. [38]) consists of a correlation between a waveegated at poink propagated to points andx’/, with the latter scattered according to perturbation
SL at pointx’’ and eventually propagated to measurement paiifthe second contribution (second line of q][38]) is esakiyithe same except with points
a, B reversed. This is the reason why three Green’s functionsegded to formally interpret the measurement in terms glesiscattering theory. The only
difference between this figure and Figliré 14 is that the dmritons to the cross correlation are from the same souritg i@., whenx = x’).
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Figure 16. Cross-correlation energy (or amplitude; Hq.][24]) as a fioncof distance between station pairs (the network showthérlower panels). Stations,
marked by diamonds, are illuminated by a ring of sources)(lahiform sources (middle) and by a highly anisotropictritisition (right). The scatter in
energies is entirely due to geometric spreading and soustgbdtion anisotropy (for the anisotropic case). Ampgliés of every branch of every cross
correlation are plotted (independent of orientation) i tpper panel for the three cases. They are normalized inra# tases such that the greatest value is
1. Determining the source distribution prior to interptieta is strongly tied to the accurate interpretation of thesasurements. However, it may be noted

that in the anisotropic case, the normalization could besehdo be azimuthally dependent, resulting in energy shétter suited to fittingmal.,
2009).

make a case for the imaging of source distributions usingsmreaents of cross-correlation energies. The dependérltese energies on
station-pair distance and on wave attenuation is also &mlicipon. The influence of the source distribution on the gnergasurement is
demonstrated; cross-correlation energies unquestipealltain information about wave attenuation (primarilyhin the network) but it is
hard to interpret them accurately without knowledge of therses.
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APPENDIX A: FOURIER CONVENTION

The following Fourier transform convention is utilized

/jo dte™' gt) = jw), (A.1)
/Oo dte™' = 27 6(w), (A.2)
3 [ e i@ = a0, (A3)

27 5(1), (A.4)

oo
/ dw et
— 00

whereg(t), g(w) are a Fourier-transform pair. The equivalence betweersarogelations and convolutions in the Fourier and temipora
domain are written so

no = [ T f(1) glt 1) == h(w) = (@) (), (A5)
ht) = / Tt f(1) glt — 1) = h(w) = fw) §(w). (A.6)

The following relationship also holds (for real functiofi&), g(¢))

/ Tt ) g(t) = L / " () 4(w) = / " f@) 5" (). A7)

— 00
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