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INVERSE ELASTIC SCATTERING FOR A RANDOM POTENTIAL

JIANLIANG LI, PEIJUN LI, AND XU WANG

ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with an inverse scattering problem for the time-harmonic elastic
wave equation with a random potential. Interpreted as a distribution, the potential is assumed to
be a microlocally isotropic generalized Gaussian random field with the covariance operator being
described by a classical pseudo-differential operator. The goal is to determine the principal symbol of
the covariance operator from the scattered wave measured in a bounded domain which has a positive
distance from the domain of the potential. For such a rough potential, the well-posedness of the
direct scattering problem in the distribution sense is established by studying an equivalent Lippmann—
Schwinger integral equation. For the inverse scattering problem, it is shown with probability one that
the principal symbol of the covariance operator can be uniquely determined by the amplitude of the
scattered waves averaged over the frequency band from a single realization of the random potential.
The analysis employs the Born approximation in high frequency, asymptotics of the Green tensor for
the elastic wave equation, and microlocal analysis for the Fourier integral operators.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT

The scattering problems for elastic waves have significant applications in diverse scientific areas
such as geophysical exploration and nondestructive testing [18,33]. In medical diagnostics, elastog-
raphy is an emerging imaging modality that seeks to determine the mechanical properties of elastic
media from their response to exciting forces [30]. By mapping the elastic properties and stiffness of
soft tissues, it can give diagnostic information about the presence or status of disease [12]. Driven by
these applications, the underlying inverse problems, which are to determine the medium properties
based on the elastic wave equation, have been extensively studied and many mathematical results
are available, especially for the uniqueness [9,13,14,32]. We refer to [2] for a comprehensive account
of mathematical methods in elasticity imaging.

Stochastic modeling has been widely adopted to handle problems involving uncertainties and
randomness. In the research area of wave propagation, the wave fields may not be deterministic but
rather are described by random fields due to the uncertainties for the media and/or the environments.
Therefore, it is more appropriate to consider the stochastic wave equations to describe the wave
motion in random settings. In addition to the ill-posedness and nonlinearity, stochastic inverse
problems have substantially more difficulties than their deterministic counterparts. The random
parameters to be determined in stochastic inverse problems can not be characterized by a particular
realization, but instead, by its statistics, such as expectation and covariance. Hence, the relationship
between these statistics and the wave fields needs to be established. In general, the statistics of the
data for the wave fields are required, which significantly increases the computational cost since a
large number of realizations is needed. It is an important and challenging problem to determine the
statistics of the random parameters through fewer realizations of the wave fields.

The paper is concerned with an inverse scattering problem for the time-harmonic elastic wave
equation with a random potential in two dimensions. Specifically, we consider the stochastic elastic
wave equation

pAu+ A+ p)VV - u+ w?u — pu = —§,a  in R?, (1.1)
2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35R30, 35R60, 60H15.

Key words and phrases. inverse scattering problem, elastic wave equation, generalized Gaussian random field,
pseudo-differential operator, principal symbol, uniqueness.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.05790v2

2 JIANLIANG LI, PEIJUN LI, AND XU WANG

where w > 0 is the angular frequency, a is a unit polarization vector in R?, §,(+) := 6(-—y) is the Dirac
delta function concentrated at the source point y € R?, A and u are the Lamé parameters satisfying
> 0and A+2p > 0 such that the second-order partial differential operator A* := pA+(A+p)VV-is
strongly elliptic (cf. [29, 10.4]). The randomness of (1.1) comes from the potential p, which describes
a linear load inside a known homogeneous and isotropic elastic solid and is considered to be a
generalized Gaussian random field. Throughout, the potential p is required to satisfy the following
assumption.

Assumption 1. Assume that the centered random potential p is a microlocally isotropic Gaussian
random field of order —m in D with m € (1,2] and D being a bounded domain. More precisely, p
has the principal symbol ¢(x)|£|~™, where ¢ is called the micro-correlation strength of the potential
p and satisfies ¢ € C§°(D), ¢ > 0.

The displacement of the total field w € C2 in (1.1) can be decomposed into
u(z,y) = u'(z,y) +u’(z,y),

where u® represents the scattered field and ' is the incident field given by

u'(z,y) = G(a,y,w)a, ©#y.
Here, G(z,y,w) € C>*? denotes the Green tensor for the Navier equation. Explicitly,

1 1
G(:anvw) = ;(I)(:ana ’fs)I + vav;‘r @(g;,y, /Qs) - @(g},y, "{p)]v (1'2)

where I is the 2 x 2 identity matrix, V, = (0s,,0:,)  is the gradient operator, ®(x,y,r) =
1H, él) (k|x —y|) is the fundamental solution of the two-dimensional Helmholtz equation with Hél) be-
ing the Hankel function of the first kind with order zero, s}, := cpw and kg := csw with ¢, = ()\+2,u)_%

and ¢g = ,u_% are known as the compressional and shear wavenumbers, respectively.

Since the elastic wave equation (1.1) is imposed in the whole space R?, an appropriate radiation
condition is needed to complete the problem formulation. By the Helmholtz decomposition (cf. [8,
Appendix BJ), the scattered field u® can be decomposed into the compressional wave component uy
and the shear wave component u?, i.e.,

u® =uy +u; in R?\ D.
The Kupradze-Sommerfeld radiation condition requires that u; and ug satisfy the Sommerfeld
radiation condition

lim r3 (Opul — ikpul) = 0, lim 3 (Ohul — ikgul) =0, 1= |zl. (1.3)

As is known, the inverse scattering problems are challenging due to the nonlinearity and ill-
posedness. Apparently, the stochastic inverse scattering problems are even harder in order to handle
the extra difficulties of randomness and uncertainties. There are very few results concerning the
solutions of the stochastic inverse scattering problems. For the inverse random source scattering
problems, when the source is driven by an additive white noise, effective mathematical models and
efficient computational methods have been proposed for the stochastic acoustic and elastic wave
equations [4-7,24,25]. To determine the unknown parameters in the above models, in general, the
data of the expectation and variance for the measured wave field is needed, and hence a fairly large
number of realizations of the random source is required. If the source is described as a generalized
Gaussian random field whose covariance is a classical pseudo-differential operator, the results of
uniqueness were established in [20, 21] for the stochastic acoustic and elastic wave equations. It
was shown that the principal symbol of the covariance operator can be uniquely determined by
the amplitude of the wave field averaged over the frequency band. It is worth mentioning that
the methods in [20,21] only require the scattering data corresponding to a single realization of the
random source. For the random Schrodinger equation in two dimensions where the potential is a
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generalized Gaussian random field, it was proved in [10] and [19] that the principal symbol of the
covariance operator can be uniquely determined by the backscattered far-field data associated with
the plane wave and the scattered wave field associated with the point source, respectively. Similarly,
the approach only needs a single realization of the random potential. A related work can be found
in [16], where an inverse scattering problem in a half-space with an impedance boundary condition
was studied where the impedance function is modeled as a generalized Gaussian random field.

In this work, we study both the direct and inverse scattering problems for the stochastic elastic
wave equation (1.1) along with the radiation condition (1.3). Given the random potential p, which
may be so rough that it can only be interpreted as a distribution, the direct scattering problem is to
determine the displacement u which satisfies (1.1) and (1.3) in an appropriate sense. Using Green’s
theorem and the Kupradze-Sommerfeld radiation condition, we deduce an equivalent Lippmann—
Schwinger integral equation. Based on the Fredholm alternative theorem and the unique continuation
principle, the Lippmann—Schwinger equation is shown to have a unique solution in the Sobolev
space with a positive smoothness index. The inverse scattering problem is to determine the micro-
correlation strength ¢(z) from the scattered field measured in a bounded and convex domain U
which has a positive distance from D, i.e., U C R?\ D.

It is clear to note from the elastic wave equation (1.1) that the displacement w depends on the
observation point x, the location of the source point y, the angular frequency w, and the unit
polarization vector a. To express explicitly the dependence of w on these quantities, we write
u(z,y,w,a), u'(z,y,w,a), u*(z,y,w,a), and u;(z,y,w,a) in the Born series (cf. (4.1) and (4.2) for
the definition of w;) for u(z,y), u'(z,y), u*(z,y), and w;(x,y), respectively. Moreover, when the
observation point x coincides the source point y, for simplicity, we write u*(z,w,a) and u;(z,w, a)
for u®(z,z,w,a) and u;(z,z,w, a), respectively.

The following theorem concerns the uniqueness of the inverse scattering problem and is the main
result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let p satisfy Assumption 1 and additionally m > g Let U C R?\D be a bounded
and conver domain having a locally Lipschitz boundary and a positive distance from D. Then for all
x € U, it holds almost surely that

' 1 Q S, S=m 4 S-m 1
lim —/ w +2Z\u (x,w,aj)lzdw: 2m+6ﬂ-pQ /R <|2¢(C)dC7 (1.4)

Qoo Q—1J; o 2|:E—

where aq and ay are orthonormal vectors in R?. Moreover, the function ¢ can be uniquely determined
from the integral equation (1.4) for all xz € U.

Since the scattered field u® depends on the realization of the random potential p, the scattering
data given on the left hand side of (1.4) is random for any finite (). However, (1.4) indicates that
the scattering data is statistically stable when @) approaches to infinity, i.e., it is independent of
the realization of the potential. The main result demonstrates that the function ¢ can be uniquely
determined by the amplitude of two scattered fields averaged over the frequency band, which are
generated by a single realization of the random potential. Here, the two scattered fields are excited
by the incident waves Ga; and Gas. The proof of the main result is quite technical. The analysis
employs the Born approximation in the high frequency regime, the asymptotics of Green’s tensor
for the elastic wave equation, and microlocal analysis for the Fourier integral operators.

For readability, we briefly sketch the steps of the proof for the main result. As mentioned above,
the scattering problem (1.1) and (1.3) can be equivalently formulated as a Lippmann—Schwinger
integral equation which admits a unique solution. A careful analysis shows that the Born series of
the Lippmann-Schwinger integral equation > 22 u; (cf. (4.1) and (4.2) for the definition of u;)
converges to the unique solution to the direct scattering problem when the angular frequency w is
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sufficiently large. Hence, the scattered field u® can be written as
o0
u® =u; +uz+ b, b:Zuj,
j=3

For the first item wq, by employing the asymptotic expansions of the Green tensor and microlo-
cal analysis for the Fourier integral operators via multiple coordinate transformations, we show in
Theorems 5.1 that

‘ 1 Q . 2 CS—m+66—m 1
lim —/ w +2Z\u1(az,w,aj)\2dw: 2m+6ﬂp2 /]R CP(ﬁ(()dC. (1.5)

QQOOQ—l 1 = 2‘.’1'—

It is shown in Theorem 5.5 that the contribution of the second item uo can be neglected, i.e.,

Q
ngnooﬁ/l\ wm+2|uz($,w,a)|2dw = 0. (16)
For the remaining term b, by means of estimating the order with respect to the angular frequency
w, we deduce in Section 5.3 that

Q
Qli_]gnOo ﬁ/l w2 |b(z,w, a)|?dw = 0. (1.7)
Finally, the main result follows from (1.5)—(1.7) and the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly introduce the microlocally isotropic
generalized Gaussian random fields and present some of their properties. Section 3 concerns the
well-posedness of the direct scattering problem. We show that the direct problem is equivalent to
a Lippmann—Schwinger integral equation which is uniquely solvable for a distributional potential.
In Section 4, the Born series is studied for the Lippmann—Schwinger integral equation in the high
frequency regime. Sections 5 is devoted to the inverse scattering problems. The paper is concluded
with some general remarks and directions for future work in Section 6.

2. GENERALIZED (GAUSSIAN RANDOM FIELDS

In this section, we give a brief introduction to the microlocally isotropic generalized Gaussian
random fields in R%, d = 2 or 3. Let cge (R9) be the set of smooth functions with compact support,
and D := D(RY) be the space of test functions, which is C§°(R?) equipped with a locally convex
topology. The dual space D’ := D’ (Rd) of D is called the space of distributions on R? and is equipped
with a weak-star topology (cf. [1]). Denote by (2, F,P) a complete probability space, where Q is a
samples pace, F is a o-algebra on 2, and P is a probability measure on the measurable space ({2, F).

A function p is said to be a generalized random field if, for each @ € Q, the realization p(w)
belongs to D'(RY) and the mapping

weQ— (p(@),y) eR (2.1)
is a random variable for all ) € D, where (-,-) denotes the dual product between D’ and D. The
distributional derivative of p € D’ is defined by

<8xjp7¢>:_</778x3¢> VT/JEDa ]zluad

A generalized random field is said to be Gaussian if (2.1) defines a Gaussian random variable for all
Y e D.

For a generalized random field p € D', we can define its expectation Ep € D’ and covariance
operator @, : D — D' as follows:

(Ep,¢) :=E(p,¢)) V¢ €D,
(Qpv1,v2) == Cov({p,¥1), (p,¥2)) = E[({p, 1) — E{p,¥1))((p, P2) — E(p,¢2))] Vb1, € D.
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It follows from the continuity of @), and the Schwartz kernel theorem that there exists a unique
kernel function /C,(x,y) satisfying

(Qpv1,1h2) = /Rd /Rd Ko, )1 (2)e(y)dedy  V1,4s € D.

The following definition can be found in [19] on the microlocally isotropic generalized Gaussian
random fields.

Definition 2.1. A generalized Gaussian random field p on R is called microlocally isotropic of order
—m in D with m > 0 if the realizations of p are almost surely supported in D and its covariance
operator Q, is a classical pseudo-differential operator having an isotropic principal symbol ¢(x)[&|™™
with ¢ € C°(RY), suppp C D and ¢ > 0.

Without loss of generality, we choose the bounded domain D which not only contains the support
of p almost surely but also has a locally Lipschitz boundary.

To have a better understanding of microlocally isotropic Gaussian random fields, we give an
example by introducing the centered fractional Gaussian fields (cf. [26,28]) defined by

fm(z) == (=A)"TW(z), zeRY (2.2)

where (—A)_% is the fractional Laplacian and W € D’ denotes the white noise. It is shown in [26]
that the kernel Ky, (x,y) of f,, is isotropic since its value depends only on the distance between x
and y, and f,, is a microlocally isotropic Gaussian random field of order —m and satisfies Definition
2.1 with ¢ = 1. In particular, if m € (d,d + 2), the fractional Gaussian field f,, defined above is a
translation of the classical fractional Brownian motion. More precisely,

Fn(@) = {fn, 00 — o), x€RY

has the same distribution as the classical fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H =
mT_d € (0,1) up to a multiplicative constant.

The regularity and kernel functions can be obtained for the microlocally isotropic Gaussian random
fields by using the relationship between them and the fractional Gaussian fields defined in (2.2). It
is clear to note that the fractional Gaussian field f,,, defined by (2.2) has the same regularity as the
microlocally isotropic Gaussian random field p of order —m in Definition 2.1. Hence, we may have
the following regularity results for the microlocally isotropic Gaussian random fields. The proof can
be found in [26].

Lemma 2.2. Let p be a microlocally isotropic Gaussian random field of order —m in D with m €
[0,d+2).
(i) If m € (d,d + 2), then p € C¥*(D) almost surely for all a € (0, 252).

2
(ii) If m € [0,d], then p € W2 ~“P(D) almost surely for any ¢ > 0 and p € (1,00).

m—d
2

Moreover, the kernels for both p in Definition 2.1 and f,, defined in (2.2) are isotropic and have
the same order. The following result gives the explicit expressions of the kernels for f,,. The proof
can be found in [28].

Lemma 2.3. Let f,, be a fractional Gaussian field defined by (2.2). Denote H = %l. The kernel
function Ky, of fm has the following form.:

(i) If m € (0,00) and H is not a nonnegative integer, then
Kt (@,y) = Ci(m,d)|z —y[*",

where C1(m,d) = 2_m7r_%F(d_Tm)/F(%) with T'(+) being the Gamma function.
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(ii) If m € (0,00) and H is a nonnegative integer, then
Kt (2,y) = Ca(m, d)|z —y[* In|z — y,

where Cy(m, d) = (—1)H+12-m+lp=5 /(HIT (D)),
(iii) If m =0, then
]Cfm(x7y) = 6(‘T - y)7
where 6(+) is the Dirac delta function centered at 0.

We conclude this section by giving the kernel function of a microlocally isotropic Gaussian random
field in Definition 2.1, which has the form

Ko(@,y) = ¢(2)Ky,, (,y) + Mz, y),
where ¢y, is the leading term with strength ¢ and h is a smooth residual (cf. [19]).

3. THE DIRECT SCATTERING PROBLEM

According to Lemma 2.2 with d = 2, if m € (2,4), the random potential p is a Holder continuous
function almost surely and has enough regularity such that the scattering problem (1.1) and (1.3)
is well-posed in the traditional sense (cf. [8]). However, if m € [0,2], then the random potential

m—2

p €Wz ~9P(D) is a distribution, and the elastic wave equation (1.1) should be considered in the
distribution sense instead.

In this section, we study the well-posedness of the scattering problem (1.1) and (1.3) with m € [0, 2]
(cf. Assumption 1) by considering the equivalent Lippmann—Schwinger integral equation.

In the sequel, we denote by X := X% = {g = (g1,92) " : gj € X, Vj = 1,2} the Cartesian product
vector space of X, and use the notation W"? := (W"P(R?))? and H" := W"? for simplicity. The
notation a < b or a = b stands for a < Cb or a > Cb, where C' is a positive constant whose value is
not required but should be clear from the context.

3.1. The Lippmann—Schwinger integral equation. Based on the Green tensor G given in (1.2)
and given a source point y € R?, the Lippmann-Schwinger integral equation takes the form

u(z,y) +/ G(z,z,w)p(2)u(z,9)dz = G(z,y,w)a, = cR? z#y. (3.1)
D
For a fixed y € R?, define two scattering operators H, and K, by

(How)(@) i= [Houl)o) = [ Glazw)u )iz
R2
and
(Kaw)(e) = Kol )](@) = [ Gz wlploutis (3.2
which have the following properties (cf. [27, Lemma 4.2]).

Lemma 3.1. Let p satisfy Assumption 1, O C R? be a bounded set, and V C R? be a bounded open
set with a locally Lipschitz boundary.
(i) The operator H,, : HO_B((’)) — HP(V) is bounded for any B € (0,1].
(ii) The operator H, : W, "P(O) — W4(V) is compact for any q € (2,00), v € (0, %) and p
satisfying % + % =1.
(iii) The operator K,, : WV4(V) — WY4(V) is compact for any q € (2, ﬁ) and ~y € (%Tm, %)

The following result gives the well-posedness of the Lippmann—Schwinger integral equation (3.1).

Theorem 3.2. Let p satisfy Assumption 1. Then the Lippmann—Schwinger integral equation (3.1)

admits a unique solution u € VVlZ’cq almost surely with q € (2, ﬁ) and y € (%Tm, %)
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Proof. Let V C R? be any bounded open set with a locally Lipschitz boundary. By the definition of
the operator K, the Lippmann—Schwinger integral equation (3.1) can be written as

(I + Ko)u(,9)(@) = Gla,y,w)a, = € R, (3.3)
where y € R? is fixed and I is the identity operator. It follows from Lemma 3.1 that the operator
I+K,: WY»(V) - W74(V) is Fredholm. Moreover, it is shown in [20, Lemma 4.1] that G(-,y,w) €
(WP (V)22 with p/ € (1,2). Choosing p' = 2 — ¢ with € > 0 being sufficiently small, we obtain
from the Kondrachov compact embedding theorem that the embedding W' (V) — W™4(V) is
compact, which indicates that the right-hand side of (3.3) satisfies G(-,y,w)a € W1(V).

By the Fredholm alternative theorem, the Lippmann—Schwinger integral equation (3.3) has a
unique solution u € W4(V) if
(I+K,)u=0 (3.4)

has only the trivial solution w = 0. This fact can be proved by the unique continuation principle

(cf. [27]), which restrict the parameters ¢ and v to intervals (2, ﬁ) and (2_77”, %), respectively. [

3.2. Well-posedness. Now we show the existence and uniqueness of the solution of (1.1) in the
distribution sense by utilizing the Lippmann—Schwinger integral equation.

Theorem 3.3. Let p satisfy Assumption 1. The elastic wave equation (1.1) together with the

radiation condition (1.3) is well-defined in the distribution sense, and admits a unique solution

u € VVlZ’Cq almost surely with q € (2, ﬁ) and v € (2—ij %)

Proof. First we show the existence of the solution of (1.1). It suffices to show that the solution of

the Lippmann—Schwinger integral equation (3.1) is also a solution of (1.1) in the distribution sense.
Suppose that u* € W77 is the solution of (3.1) and satisfies

u*(z,9) + [ Gz, z,w)p(2)u’(2,9)dz = G(z,y,w)a, = €R’
R2
Since the Green tensor G is the fundamental solution for the operator A* + w?, we have
(A* + WG, y,w) = —0,1,

where I is the 2 x 2 identity matrix, §, is a distribution, i.e., §, € D’. Hence, we get for any ¢ € D
that

<(A* + w2)G('7 y7w)7 1/’> = _<5yI7 1/’> = _Il)b(y)
For any @ € D, a simple calculation yields

(AU + (A + p)VV - u* +w?u* — pu*, )
= </R2 (A" +w?) G, 2, w)p(2)u” (z7y)dz7¢>
+ (A" +w?) G( y,w)a, ) — (pu*, )
[ ) (A" ) Gl z), ) s
+a' (A +w?) G(,y,w), ) — (pu*, )
= [ (e o) o)z — 0T pla) — (o)
(5.,

which implies that u* € W,"? is also a solution of (1.1) and shows the existence of the solution of
(1.1) according to Theorem 3.2.

The uniqueness of the solution of (1.1) is obtained by using the same procedure as that of the
Lippmann—Schwinger equation. It requires to show that if @ = 0, then any solution w of the
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homogeneous equation (1.1) in the distribution sense is also a solution of (3.4) with a = 0, i.e.,
u = 0. In fact, let u be any solution of (1.1) with @ = 0. Then w satisfies

A*u + wiu = pu

m

m—d _ / ~
in the distribution sense, where p € W, * V(D) — Wy (D) for some p’ > 1 and p = % with
p satisfying % + % =1, u e W and pu € W, 7*(D) according to the proof of Lemma 3.1. Let B,
be an open ball with radius r large enough such that D C B,.. It follows from the proof of Theorem

3.2 that G(-,y,w) € (WY9(B,))**?. Hence, we get

G(z,z,w) [Au(z) + w2u(z)] dz = G(x,z,w)p(z)u(z)dz. (3.5)
B Br

Denote by T' the operator that maps w to the left-hand side of (3.5). For ¢ € D, by the similar
arguments as those in the proof of [20, Lemma 4.3], we obtain

(Ty)(z) = —vp(z) + /aB [G(z, 2,w)Pip(z) — PG(z, z,w)(2)] ds(z),
where P is the generalized stress vector on 9B, defined by P := ,u%—f + A+ p)(V - ¢)v with
v being the unit outward normal vector on the boundary dB,. Since u can be approximated by
smooth functions, we have

—u(x) + /83 [G(az,z,w)Pu(z) - PG(:E,z,w)u(z)] ds(z) = : G(x,z,w)p(z)u(z)dz.
Letting r — oo anrd using the radiation condition, we get T
u(z) = — - G(z,z,w)p(z)u(z)dz,
which indicates that w is also a solution of the Lippmann—Schwinger equation (3.1) with @ = 0, and
hence u = 0 according to Theorem 3.2. O

4. THE BORN SERIES

The results in the previous section indicate that the scattering problem (1.1) and (1.3), which
is interpreted in the distribution sense, is equivalent to the Lippmann—Schwinger integral equation
(3.1). In the sequel, we may just focus on the Lippmann—Schwinger integral equation (3.1).

To get an explicit expression of the solution, we consider the Born sequence of the Lippmann—
Schwinger integral equation

uj(z,y) = [-Kouj—1(,y)l(z), jEN, (4.1)
where the leading term is
wo(z,y) = G(z,y,w)a. (4.2)

The goal of this section is to prove that the Born series Z?io u; converges to the solution u for
sufficiently large w.

4.1. Estimates of the scattering operators. Before showing the convergence of the Born series,
we first introduce a weighted space which is equipped with a weighted LP-norm (cf. [23]). For any
0 € R, let

LE(R?) := {f € Lype(R?) : || fllp < o0},

which is denoted by Lg for short and is equipped with the norm

1y = I+ 1 P2 flle = (/Rz(l + |of) ¥ | f (@) Pdz)
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Define the space
H)P(R?) :={feS :(I-A)>fecLb}
which is denoted by H;" for short if there is no ambiguity and is equipped with the norm
1l = (T = 2)3 fll .

Here S’ denotes the dual space of S which is the space of all rapidly decreasing functions. When
§ = 0, the space Hy” can be identified with the classical Sobolev space W*P. When p = 2, for

simplicity, denote Hj := H§’2. For any s € R and § € [0, 1], it is easy to verify that
| llrg = 10T = 8)5 Lz = I+ |- P2 = A)3 2

=11 =251+ )3 ]|l (4.3)
=1L +1- )2 Fllas
2N +1-P)2 fllze = (1 fllae,

where we have used [11, Theorem 13.5] to obtain the inequality.
Based on these weighted norms, the operators H, and K, can be estimated as follows.

Lemma 4.1. Let V C R? be any bounded domain. For any s € (0, 2) and € > 0, the following
estimates hold:

A (4.4)

S
”HwHL(HfﬁLoo(v)) Swte. (4.5)
Proof. The Green tensor G(x,y) := G(z,y,w) satisfies
pAG(z,y) + (A + p)VV - G(z,y) + w*G(2,y) = —6(z —y)I in R% (4.6)
Taking the Fourier transform on both sides of (4.6) with respect to = — y leads to
~ulEPG©) — A+ w - ETGEO) + PG = 1,

where € = (£1,&) 7. A simple calculation gives

Ge) = A(€) (4.7)
(e - 2w?)(JE? - Bwr) T '
where the matrix
Ale) — [MW —wr+ (A p)&s —(A+ p)ér&
’ A+ pwéiés plEP —w? + (A + p)éf
Let f = (f1,f2)" € C5° and g = (g1,92) " € C5°. We have from the Parseval identity that
(Hofog) = | HF©3©)dE = | GOF©g()d
- [ (1Gn(@10 + Gu© (@) n(6)
+ [Ga1(&)F1(6) + T (6) 2(6)] 92(6) ) e, (4.8)

where é; denotes the (i, j)-entry of G. Noting that each term in (4.8) has the same singularity at
the points || = csw and [€] = cpw, we only need to estimate the terms

L 2 _ 2 2
Gn©n©n s =3 [ S n S fonoa a9

R2
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A B —(A+ )& 5
Gl fa€)in (s = 6} | e S o B O Ode (410

R2
and the other two terms can be estimated similarly.
Define the Bessel potential operator J° by

Th(z) = FHA+EP)2h(E))(x) VseER, heS,
where F~! is the inverse Fourier transform. To deal with the singularity, we split the whole space
R? into three parts:
Q= {6 e R?: ||¢] — csw| < 1w},
Qg :={£ €R?: ||¢] — csw| > 1w and ||€] — cpw| < eaw},
Q3 :={£ €R?: ||¢] — csw| > 1w and ||€] — cpw| > eaw},

where €1 > 0 and g9 > 0 are two constants.
First we estimate (4.9). Let

22 plél? — w? + (A + )&
b= /Q (€12 — EaP) (€ — Bw?)

_ 22 pleP —w? + (A + & NS T s () Ts .
- cscp /Qj (|£|2 — ngg)(|£|2 — C%w2) (1 + ’5‘ ) J fl(f)j gl(g)dgy J = 17273'

For the term I3, using the definition of €23 and noting

A+ )& = |(A+20)&5 — n&3| < (A +2u)|€° — w? + plé)* — w? + 2w”

F1(€)g1(&)de

and
'W—wzmw)sg S S o
(6P — 2 (P =2 | S TP —aw t e =] T P =@ (e =)
we get
Q+lE . A+l {1+ e R —
'13'5/93[|rsr2—cngr+us\2—czw2\*r<ra2—czw2><\512—cgw2>r [T AONT 01 ©)]dg

< W / T RO T g1 (6)|de

S w | il g-sllgn s

where in the second step we have used the following estimates: if |{| < (¢, — €2)w, then

A6 _ (4R _ (Il — 0Pl _ apa,
[P = 3w = aullel + o) — e S0

if |£] > (¢p + €2)w in Qg, then

L+ _ A+lEP @R o 1 o
1617 = gw?| — eaw([€] + cpw) T Eawlé] T wlI T '

For the term Iy, we have

L= / PTG T () d

o €7 — cjw?

2 o — —
e [ S I T RO T (e

€17 = cw?)([€]? — gw?)

=:I11 + Lio.
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For ¢ € Oy, we can choose £ small enough such that ||| — cpw| > cw for some ¢ > 0, and follow
similarly the estimate of I3 to get

T | S w 25| ol sl gn |-

To estimate I;5, we make the following change of variables:
£ = £+ 2(cow — [€])E = 2cwE — &,

where £ := ¢ /1€]. Tt can be easily verified that the change of variables maps the domain Qq7 := {£ €
R? : cow —e1w < [€] < cw} to the domain Q9 := {€ € R?: cw < |€] < csw +e1w}, and the Jacobian
for the change of variables is

2cqw
J(E) =7 —

i

Using the fact Q1 = Q13 U Q12 U {€ € R? : |¢] = csw} with {€ € R? : [¢] = csw]} being a set of zero

measure, we obtain

1.

_ 2.2 (A + )& 28 TAF () T
he =), T gy ST RO T e
_ 22 (A + &3 NS s F (e T
=4, T =g KT RO T o
2 2 (A + )& (25 TITT (e T e
% |, T g P TR

=da | mEw)+ €25 T =5 F1(€) T 51 (€)de

+EE [ ma&w) [+ €2 T RENT 01 (€% — (L+ € T 16T~ 91(6)] J(€)de

Q12
=:I13 + Ij4,
where
- (A + 1)E3 A+ w&”
ml(f,w) = (|£|2 — c§w2)(|£|2 — c}%w2) (|£*|2 _ ng2)(|£*|2 — C%uﬂ)z](g)a
B (A + p)és?
68 = e A (e - g

For ¢ € Qy9, it is not difficult to show that £* € Q7 with [€*]2 = 4c2w? + |¢]? — 4csw|€|. Then there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(A + &3
€ = cgu?| =
and
1 1 1 1 2csw — [¢]

€F— 22 TR = ‘]@' - '<|5| — ) ([ T aw)

2c2w? — 2cqwlé|

(€] = esw) (€] = Besw) — [¢]

= < w_27
(1] = esw)([€] + esw) ([] — Besw) €] ™
which leads to
(A + )& 1 1
e < it [ )|

-2

~

J (&) [ A+ A+we ]

+ —
e i B2 e - u?
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Hence, the term I3 admits the estimate

Ll S w25 full sl L

The item I;4 can be decomposed as

= [ ma&w) [(1+1€7)° = (1+[€%)°] T A1) T>01(6) T (€)de

Q12

+e / ma(€,0)(1+ €2 [T (€)= T (€)] T91(6)J(€)de

+cc/ ma(6,w)(1+ [ )° [T g (€") — T—g1(6)] T Fa(€) I (€)de

=:I15 4+ Iig + Ii7.
By the mean value theorem, we get

|ma (€, w) [(1+[€71%)° — (1 + [€]*)°] J(€)]

_ (A + 1) (&)? g1+ 2 — o)) T (g2 — 2, 265w \f"
_ (A + (&) .2 2ys-1 2csw — [¢]
N ‘ (1€] = esw) (€] = 3csw§(‘§*‘2 — 2’ (L+01E + (1= 0)E1)" desw(esw = [§)) ——7— H ‘

< w—2+2s
with some 6 € (0,1). It shows that

Lis| S w25 full sl ga -

To estimate Iy and I;7, we employ the following characterization of W1P(R?) introduced in [15].

Lemma 4.2. For 1 < p < oo, the function u € WHP(RY) if and only if there exist g € LP(R?) and
C > 0 such that

lu(@) —u(y)| < Clz —yl(g(x) + g(y))-
Moreover, we can choose g = M(|Vul), where M is defined by

M(f)(x) = ?};Ig W ) |f(y)|dy

and is called the Hardy—Littlewood maximal function of f.
For f1 € C§°, we have ﬂ € S ¢ H'. An application of Lemma 4.2 gives
THE) ~ TR £ e — €l [MIVTANE) + MIVTANE)]- (4.11)
By [31, Theorem 2.1], we get

IM(VT == fiDllz S VT2 fille S IT = A)2T 5 fill 2
1 _s5 2
=1 =A@+ )72 A0z = 1 fill s (4.12)
where (4.3) is used in the last step. Combining (4.11) and (4.12) gives

Tig| S w™1t28 /Q [M(VT = Fi(E) + MV T [1)()] 1T ~*g1(€)]de

Sw T fill gosllgnll -

The item Iy7 can be similarly estimated and satisfies

Ll S w2 full s llgnll s
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Hence we conclude from the above estimates that

‘Il, N W_1+28Hf1”H;5 ”gl”H;S-

Similarly, we may repeat the steps for the estimate of I; and show that

‘12’ N W_1+2SHJC1HH;S ”gl”H;S-

It follows from the estimates of I, j = 1,2,3 that (4.9) satisfies the estimate

- G () fi(©)an()de| < W il s llgall gy

Next is to estimate (4.10). Let

Y (A + )i 2 ooy
1= 6 |, T e gy O O

s“p
_ 2.2 / (A + &b
P Ja; (117 = Gw?) (€7 — gw?)
Following the same estimate as that of I3 and noting

/\+2 2_w2 2_w2
( M)ZIEI +u|£| . b

(14 62 T~ ()T q1(6)dé, 5 =1,2,3.

|(A + p)éial = [(A + 2u)6162 — péréa| <

we have
3] < w2 foll s gl zr—-

As for the estimate of

A — —_—
I = —cc /Q ( D e (1+[6%)° T~ £2() T ~=g1(€)de,

€17 = w?) (€] — cfw?)
it is similar to that of I;9 and admits
0] S &2 foll o g -
which may further lead to the estimate

] S ™ foll o 1 -

Combining the above estimates yields

|, Gr©f1©an(©)de] S ™ g o -

It follows from (4.9)—(4.10) that (4.8) has the following estimate:
(HF.g)| S 2 F Nl ¥ fo9 € G

This result can be extended for any f,g € H; *° since C{° is dense in H; °. The density argument
can be found in [23, Theorem 2.2]. It then completes the proof of (4.4).
To prove (4.5), let f = (f1,f2)" € C5°. We have

(Hof)(x) = | G(z,y)f(y)dy

_ / (A +1EPIG(, T F()de

— o —

G (2, )T F1(€) + Cralw, 0T Fo(©)| 4 (4.13)

—

Gor (2,6) T =2 1(€) + Gaa(x,6) T~ fo(€)
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where @(:17, €), different from @({), denotes the Fourier transform of G(x,y) obtained by taking the
Fourier transform on both sides of (4.6) with respect to y and satisfies

—plgPG(w, ) — A+ w)é - €T G(w, ) + W G(x,€) = —e L

Comparing the above equation with (4.7), we get 5;(:17, €)= e‘ix'géi\j(ﬁ). It follows from the same
arguments as those for the item (4.9) that

'/Rz“ +[€[%)3 G (2, €) T~ fi(€)de

/ Gu(&)(1+¢l*)
R2
1

S WHleH;S = Ws%”fl”]{;%
w 2

st+etl — ——

T fi(€)e (1 + ¢} 77 d

where we have used the fact that the function
—ix- ==
g(&) = e 1+ [¢]?) 2

satisfies g € H! for any « € V. The estimates can be similarly obtained for the other three items in
(4.13). Therefore we have

||waHLo<>(v) S WHEHfHH;Sa
which completes the proof of (4.5). O

Based on the estimates for the operator H,, the following results present the estimates for the
operator K.

Lemma 4.3. Let V C R? be a bounded domain and p satisfy Assumption 1. For any s € (—m %),
it holds almost surely that

IKulloms ) Sw '+,

I Kollems  pepy S w0

Proof. For any w € H? |, it holds K, u = H,(pu) with H,, being a bounded operator from H; ® to
H? | according to Lemma 4.1.

We first claim that pu € H; ® for any uw € H?,. Note that p € W, "P(D) for any v > 25 and
p > 1 according to Lemma 2.2. For any u,v € S, define (pu,v) := (p,u - v) and a cutoff function
¥ € C§° whose support D has a locally Lipschitz boundary and Hx)=1ifx e D C D. It is easy
to verify that

[(pu, v)| = !<p, (79U) (v))]
= o, (I = A)[(u) - (9)))]
< HPHW wH(I A (V) - (90)][| La

with ¢ > 1 satisfying % + % = 1. It follows from the fractional Leibniz principle with ¢ satisfying
1 1 1
i) + 7 that

1T = A [0) - 00)] Lo < 198 o 5[99 gyt iy + 1001 g o 0l

)’
For any s € (352, 1), thereex1st’y€(— s) andq>1suchthat’y<sand——§:%>%—s;’,
which implies H*(D) < W4(D). Hence
<

(e, )] < Nl o [0l 190 a3y Nl o 190l gz 5y 199 g -
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Using the facts that Hvﬁ‘uHHs(D) S lullgs, S |lullgs, and that S is dense in H?; proved in [23,
Theorem 2.2], we get almost surely that

[(pw, v)| S llullms [lvllas, Vu,ve H?,
which completes the claim. Then the following two estimates hold almost surely:
||I(wuHHi1 < HHquH;S,Hjl)HPUHH;S §W_1+2s||u”Hil

and
HKwu||L°°(V) < HHquH;S,Loo(v))||Pu||H;S N S+EHUHH51,
which complete the proof. O
4.2. Convergence of the Born series. Let assumptions in Lemma 4.3 hold and U C R?\D be
a bounded and convex measurement domain which has a locally Lipschitz boundary and a positive
distance from D. This section is to show the convergence of the Born series defined in (4.1).
It follows from (4.1) that

N
(1 + K) S wyy))(@) = wola, ) + (— 1N (KD gl )] (). (4.14)
j=0

Note that
[K,uo(: / G(z,z,w)p(2)ug(z,y)dz Va,y €U,

where ug(z,y) = G(z,y,w)a and G(z,y, ) is smooth for any z € D and y € U.
We begin with the estimate for ug.

Lemma 4.4. Let U C R?\D be a bounded and convex domain having a locally Lipschitz boundary
and a positive distance to D. For any s € [0,1], p € (1,00) and any fized y € U, the following
estimate holds: )

o (- ) lwsr(py Sw™27,

Proof. For any y € U, it is easy to check that
_1
lwo (s y)llzr(py = |G (- y,w)al Lrpy S w2,
1
”'U/O(’,y)HWLp(D) = ”G('ayaw)a’HWLP(D) Swe.
Utilizing the interpolation inequality [17], we get

lwo (-, 9)llwen(oy < o)l oy luoC ) i (py S w727

which completes the proof. O
By Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4, we have for s € (—m %) that

KD o s () S w12+ lwo( ¥)llEs, () S W2+ =54y

as N — oo, where we use the fact
o ()l rze oy = 1+ 1 )72 = A)uo(, )220y < [l 9)ll sy
Combining the above estimate with (4.14) leads to
I+ Ky) Zuj =ug in H? (U).
j=0

Note also that G(-,y,w) € (L2 N Wl )2%2 for any p’ € (1,2). Choosing p’ = 2 — ¢ for sufficient

loc loc

small € > 0, we may follow the same proof as that of Theorem 3.2 and get W' (U) — H*(U),
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which implies that ug(-,y) € H*(U) < W74(U) and (I + K,,)"'up = u in W?4(U). Hence, the
Born series converges to the unique solution u of (1.1) in W4(U) and

u = Zuj. (4.15)
5=0

Moreover,
N 00
HU—Z’“J'HLOO(U) < Z 1Kol Lo 1)
j=0 j=N+1

< Y IEulles, po @ IEull e o 9)lae, 0)
j=N+1

< WSTet(=1H2s)N—3+s _, (4.16)

as N — oo, which implies that the equation (4.15) also holds in L>(U).

5. THE INVERSE SCATTERING PROBLEM

In this section, we study the inverse scattering problem which is to reconstruct the micro-
correlation strength ¢ of the random potential p.

We consider the case y = x and recall that the notations u*(z,w,a) and u;(z,w,a) stand for
u’(z,z,w,a) and u;(z, z,w, a), respectively. Then we rewrite (4.15) in terms of the scattered field

’Ll,s(:lj,w’ a) = ul(x,w, CL) + ’U,Q(ZL',W, a) + b(a:,w, U,),

where

wwa Eujacwa

5.1. The analysis of u;. This subsection is devoted to the analysis of the leading term w;. Ex-
plicitly, it is given by

ui(z,w,a) = —/Dp(z)G(x,z,w)zadz. (5.1)

Theorem 5.1. Let p satisfy Assumption 1 and U C R?\D be a bounded and convex domain having
a locally Lipschitz boundary and a positive distance to D. Then for all x € U, it holds

6—m + cG—m

1 @ m+2 - 2 Cs p
Qll_?loom/ w Z|U1($,W,aj)| dw = om+62 / |$_ |2¢( )d¢  a.s.,

J=1

where ay and ay are two orthonormal vectors in R2.

Before giving the proof of Theorem 5.1, we first introduce the truncation of the Green tensor G

and some a priori estimates. Let H,(Ll) be the Hankel function of the first kind with order n, which
has the following asymptotic expansion (cf. [3]):

N
HP(e) = 3 b0+ 4 O(1e"N=3), ceC, | - oo, (5.2)
5=0
where b((]n) = 1—\7# and
(n) _ 2 ;
bj \/789]'1_[ 1))’ j=1
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For the sufficiently large argument ¢ = k|z|, define the truncated Hankel function

N
H'N () == 3 bl e Uta)eile— ),
j=0

It follows from (5.2) that
_N_3 _N_3
|HD (k]2]) — H N (52])] S w7V 73272, (5.3)

n,

IV [HOD (52]) — HON (k]2D)] | S V7327V, (5.4)

n,

By (1.2), a straightforward calculation shows that the Green tensor G can be rewritten as

i 1 i 1 1 1

Glar) = { 31 sl =) = g e et ke = o) = g1 sy =) | 1
IR S Y ol k2@ _ N — T
40.)2 ’x _y‘g [HSH2 (’KES"T y’) H’pH2 (’%p’x y’)] (x y)(‘r y) ) (55)

where 2 —y = (21 —y1, 2 —y2) | . Denote by G™) the truncation of the Green tensor G. Explicitly,

i 1 1 1
Gz, y,0) = { (e H (sl — 1) — mpH Dy (rplz — )] } I

i
dp 4w [z — |

4p
i 1
4w? |z — yl?

1
H (rslz —y)) —

[R2H N (sl = y]) = k3G (gl = o)) (= ) =) (5.6)
Let Gj; and GZ(;V) be the (i, 7)-entry of G and G™V), respectively. Using (5.2)(5.4), we have the
following asymptotic estimates
Gijm,y,w)| Sw 2o —y[75,  [VaGijla,y,w)| S wilz -y 73,
G @y @) Swle—yl 72 VG ()] S whle —y| 72,
Gijay,w) = GG ()| S w N —y| 7V,
VoG y,0) = G (g, )| Sw ™ 2w —y| V2,
Replacing G by G in (5.1), we define
u§2)(x,w,a) =— /Dp(z)G(Q) (z,z,w)?adz, zeU. (5.8)

(2)

For the difference u; — u;™’, we have the following estimate.

Lemma 5.2. Under the assumptions in Theorem 5.1, it holds for x € U that
lui(z,w,a) — u§2) (z,w,a)] < Cw™ a.s.,

where the constant C depends on the distance between U and D.

Proof. Using (5.1) and (5.8), for z,y € U and z € D, we obtain

(2)

lui(z,w,a) —u;” (z,w,a)| <

/Dp(z)(G(a:,z,w) — G (z,2,w))G(x, z,w)adz

+

/Dp(z)G(2)(x,z,w)(G(x,z,w) — G (z,z,w))adz

For J1, we have from (5.7) that
Jl < ||p||H(;1(D)||(G($7 ',(U) - G(z)(x7 -,(,U))G($, '7w)a||H1(D)
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< ”p”H(;l(D) [HV(G(‘T? W) — G(2)(x7 7“))” L2(D))2*2 ”G(x7 ’7w)a’HL°°(D)
+ G, w) = G (@, )l 2y (|G )aHLoo )+ HVG(JJ, Lw)allpe(p)) ]

< [w‘éw_% +w_%( 24 % / |z — 2|~ 7dz sup |z — z]

Sw,
where we use the facts p € VV0 ’p(D) C H;*(D) by choosing a sufficiently small ¢ > 0 and
that there is a positive distance between U and D. Similarly, we can prove that Jo < w™3, which
completes the proof. O

Let ugz) = (uﬂ,u%) where

Z / (z,z w)G(]z)(:E z,w)ajdz, k=12
i,5=1
and a; is the component of the vector a. It follows from a straightforward calculation that
- 2
. [uﬁz)(x’wl’a) : “52)(957002,“)] - Z ajaz X

k,i,ji,j=1

/R2 - sz)(x z wl)G( )(x z wl)G( )(a: 2! wg)G(j)(l' 2 w)E[p(2)p(2))]dzd2’,  (5.9)

where the entries G,(d) in G can be expressed by

+3 41 i3
Gy (,2,w) = . 22: b(O) X u + lb( ) ] " O _ b§2)cs ’ *(wg — z) (@ — &) eleswlz—2|
’ 45 [WElr - ot wits Ix—zI”% Wity — 2i T3
. 1 J-‘r 2 _j+§
i 22: [ b( ) 261y B b§. )Cp (xp — 2x) (2 — zl)} ieplz—z]
4 = wJ+ |:1;‘ — z|J+§ wJ+ Tz — z|j+2

and dy; is the Kronecker delta function which equals to 1 when & = [ and vanishes when &k # [.

Substituting the expression of G(l) into (5.9), we see that E(ugz) (z,wi1,a) 'u§2) (r,w2,a)) is a linear

combination of the following type of integral

Ir(z,wi,wsy) := / / ei(01w1|x—z\—02w2|x—z’|)F2(z’ z/,x)E[p(Z)p(Z,)]dZdZ/,
R2 JR2
where ¢, ¢ € {2¢, ¢+ ¢p,2¢p } and

(21— 21)N (2 — 20) ™2 (a1 — 24)™ (22 — 25) ™2

|z — z|d |z — 2/|d2

Fy(z,2,2) =
To estimate the integral I5 in R?, we may consider the following general integral in R%:
Ij(z,wy,we) = /]Rd /]Rd ellawrle—zl=ewnle=2") p (5 o 2VE[p(2)p(2")]dzd?, (5.10)

where ¢, ¢ € {2¢, ¢ + ¢p,2¢p } and

(xl - Zl)d” (xd o Zd)dld(xl _ Zi)dm (xd _ Zt/i)dzd

|z — 2|9 |z — 2/|d2

Fy(z,7,2) =

The following estimate holds for I;, whose proof is technical and is given in Appendix A to avoid a
possible distraction from the presentation of the main results.
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Lemma 5.3. For wy,ws > 1, the following estimate holds uniformly for x € U:
| Iq(, wi,wa)| < Chy(wr +wa) ™™ (1 + |wr — wa]) ™Y, (5.11)

where M € N is an arbitrary integer and the positive constant Cp; depends on M. Moreover, if
w1 = wg = w, then the following identity holds:

Iy(2,w,w) = Rg(z,w)w™ + O(w™m+1), (5.12)

where

— () dutdar _ #\dig+d
Ryl w) = — 2 / Jier—eayula—q (11 = QOMITERL - (g — ()t
Rd

PR $(C)dC.

(Cl + Cg)m
Corollary 5.4. For wi,ws > 1, the following estimates hold uniformly for x € U:
B (w1, a)  ul®) (2,02,0))| < Cpr(wiwa) " (wr +w2) (1 + w1 — wal) ™M, (5.13)
Eu (2,01, 0) - ul? (2,02, 0))] < Car(wiws)  wr +wa) M1+ |wr —wa) ™, (5.14)

where M € N is arbitrary and Cys is a constant depending on M.

Proof. Since E(ugz) (x,w1,a) - u?) (x,w2,a)) is a linear combination of Is, where the coefficient of

the highest order is (wjws)™!, it follows from Lemma 5.3 that the estimate (5.13) holds. A simple
(2)

calculation shows that E(u?) (x,w1,a) - u;”’ (z,w2,a)) is a linear combination of the following type
of integral

2= / / ellerrle=sbtesnle==D g, (2 o/ 0)E[p(2)p(")|dzdz’
]R2 ]R2

with the coeflicient (wlwg)_l. Clearly, fg is analogous to Iy except that we in I5 is replaced by —wo
in Is. Following the same proof as that for the estimate of I5, we may show that

I (z,w1,w2)| < Crr(wi +wa) ™M (1 + fwy — wa])™™,

which implies that (5.14) holds and completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Rewriting u; = u&z) + (ug — u§2)), we only need to show that

- 1 9 m+22 (2) 2 "t " L
Qh—I};om/l w ;Wl (2,0, @) dw = — e /R2 |x_C|2¢(C)dC= (5.15)
lim L/Q Wy (2, w, @) — u(z)(x w,a)?dw =0 (5.16)
Q—)OO Q . 1 1 [ e 1 [ ] 9

lim 2 /Q wm+2§)‘ﬁ[u(2)(az w,a)(ui(z,w,a) — u(2)(a: w,a))]dw = 0. (5.17)
05 Q 1/, 1, ) W,

For (5.15), it follows from a straightforward calculation that
2

4 2
—2 Qs 2)p(2
o i [ LB 1y

,0,0=1

i—1

s
|:Cs% < Ok (zk — 2k)(zi — Zi)>eicsx—z| n c§ (z — 2k) (@i — 2i) eicpw—z|:|
|

Elul (2,0, a)? =

T 5 5
x — z|2 |l — 2|2 |l — 2|2
y [ng< 8ij - (i — Zz)(sz— zj)>eics|:c—z . C§ (i — Zi)(%‘s— Zj)eicplx—z]
|z — 2|2 |z — 2|2 |z — 2|2

' — / < — ,{ — / v — 1
y |:C§ ( 5/65 - (.Z'k Zk)(‘rz Zi)>e—ics|x—zl| n CI% (‘Tk Zk‘)(xz Zi) e_icp|x_zl|:|
!

x—z’]% \x—z’\% ]w—z’]%
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- — V= — 2 - — V(= — 2L
. [CS%( & (w7 — 2)(z; Zj)>e—ics|m—Z’| +c§ (w7 — 2)(x; zj)e_icp‘gc_zl| ded!
1 5 5
|z — 2|2 |z — 2|2 |z — 2|2
+ O(w—(m+3))’
which, together with Lemma 5.3, gives
Elul? (z,w,a)]> = Ty(z,w, a)w™ "2 + 0w m3), (5.18)
Here
2
—6—m_—2 6 1 (zi — G)(xj — )
To(z,w,a) = 275" mp=2:0 m/ [7— I 212 giai | d(C)dC
(2., @) S W I Zzl o g i 9(¢)
2
—6—m,_—2 6 (@i — G)(@j — )
ooy [ [Z o aa Q)
i,j=1
with a; being the ith component of the vector a. Let a; = (aii,a12)’ and as = (ag1,a)’
be two orthonormal vectors, i.e., there exists some angle « such that a; = (cos«,sin a)T and

ay = (—sina, cos a)T. It then holds a%l + a%l =1, a%z + a%z =1 and aq1a12 4+ as1as2 = 0, which
lead to

2 6—m 6—m
c + ¢ 1
To(z,w,a;) = — P / o(¢)dc¢.
; 2 J om+6,2 & (2

2 |z —

It follows from (5.18) and the above equation that we have

- E’ (2)( )‘2 Cg_m Cg_m / 1 ¢(C)dC —(m+2) ( —(m+3))
E uy (z,w,a;)]” = w + 0w ,
~ 1 J om+6,2 R 2

2 |z —

which gives

‘ 1 Q 2 9 M 4 fm 1
lim _/ w +2ZE]ug)(g;,w,aj)‘2dw: 2m+67:; /R C’2¢(C)d€

QQOOQ—l 1 = 2‘.’1'—
To prove (5.15), based on the above equation, it suffices to prove that
1 Q
ngnoo o-1/, Y(z,w,a)dw =0, (5.19)

where Y (z,w, a) is defined by
Y(2,0,0) =" [[ul (2,0, 0) ~ Eluf? (2,0, a) |
=2 {Ru (2,0, 0)? ~ ERu (2,0, a)2 |
+ w2 {15ul? (2,0, a)? - B[Su? (z.w,0) }
where R and < denote the real and imaginary parts of a complex number, respectively. Note that

E(Y(:val’ a)Y($vw27 a’)) =F1+Fy+F3+ F4,

where

F = w1m+2w;n+2E{ [(éreu§2) (z,w1,a))? — ERul? (z, w1, a))2]

X [(?Rugz)(a:,wg,a))2 — E(%u?)(x,wg,a))z} },
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Fy = w]"t? m+2E{ [(%ug) (z,w1,a))? — (§Ru1 T,wi,a 2]

X {(%u?)(ﬂ?,wzﬂ))z —E(%ug (#,w2,@ }’
X [(?Rul (z, w2, @))? — (%ug (z,w2, @ }’
F, = m+2 m+2E{ [ ( wl,a))2 _E(%u?)(x,wl,a)p]

X [( u2 (z,ws,a))? —E(%u&z)(x,wg,a))z} }

The expression of u§2) given in (5.8) implies that both %ugz) and Sugz) are centered Gaussian random
fields. Applying Lemma 2.3 in [20] and Corollary 5.4, we obtain

2
Fi = 2722 [ERuf? (2, w1, )R (2,02, )]

1 N — 2
N §w1n+2w;n+2 {E [%(ugm (‘Tv W1, a’)u§2) (x7 w2, a)) + %(ugm (‘Tv Wi, a’)u§2) (x7 w2, a))} }

m+2  m+2 m+2  m+2 2
< |: wl 2 w2 2 + wl 2 w2 2 }
~ Lwiwz)(wi +w2)M (1 + |wi —w2])™  (wiws) (w1 + w2)™ (1 + |wi — w2)M

_ _ 2
S+ Jwr —wa) T+ (14 Jwr — wal) ™M)

By the similar arguments, we can obtain the same estimate for Fs, F3, and F4. Thus, an appli-
cation of Lemma 2.4 in [20] implies

Q—)OOQ—l 1

which shows that (5.19) holds and therefore (5.15) holds.
For (5.16), by Lemma 5.2, we obtain from the fact m < d = 2 that

1 R (2) 24
01 W (r,w,a) —uy (2, w, a)|“dw
I 1 Q-1
SQ—l/l wm_4dw:m_3QQ_1 —0 as @ — oo.
Combining (5.15)—(5.16) and the Holder inequality, we may easily verify (5.17) and complete the
proof. O

5.2. The analysis of uy. This subsection is devoted to analyzing the term w9 in the Born approx-
imation (4.1), which is given by

u2(a:,w,a):/D/DG(x,z,w)p(z)G(z,z',w)p(z')G(z',a:,w)adz'dz,

for x € U. The purpose is to show that the contribution of us can also be ignored, which is presented
in the following theorem.
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Theorem 5.5. Under the assumptions in Theorem 1.1, for all x € U, it holds almost surely that

1 Q
lim —— W2 g (2, w, @) *dw = 0.
Jin 5= [T (ew.0)
To prove Theorem 5.5, motivated by [19] in the acoustic wave case, we decompose us into several
terms by defining the following auxiliary functions:

weoa) = [ [ GO zwip(:)G (e ol )G w)ads (5.20)
U, (z,w,a) / / Gz, 2,w)p(2)G(z, 7 ,w)p(z) GO (2, z,w)ad? dz, (5.21)
v(z,w,a) / / GO (z,z,w)p(2) GO (2,2, w)p(2 )G (2, z,w)ad? dz, (5.22)

where G(©) is defined in (5.6). Tt is clear to note that us = (ua —wug )+ (ug; —ua,)+(us, —v)+v. To
estimate these terms, the following preliminary results on G, G(?), and their difference are needed.

Lemma 5.6. Let s € [0,1] and U C R?\D be a bounded and convex domain with a positive distance
from D.

(i) For any p € (1,00) and x € U, it holds
S
1G(z, -, W)l (wer (Dyy2xe S w27,
IGO0 @, ) wenpyme S w2+,
1G(@. @) = GO, w)l|awr e S w2 *.
(ii) For any p € (1,3%), it holds

3.
HG(',-,O.)) - G(O)('7'7w)H(WSvP(D><D))2><2 S w2,

Proof. Results in (i) can be easily obtained by (5.7) and the interpolation between the spaces LP(D)
and WHP(D). Next is to show (ii).
According to (5.7), we get

m\w

IG(, - w) = GO, w)l (o (Dxpyyzxe Sw™ S(/ / |z — 2|~ 2pd2’d2> Swe,

where we use the facts that there exists a constant R > 0 such that |z — 2’| < R for any 2,2’ € D,

and
-3 / R —3p+1
|z — 2| 2Pdzdz" < r 2P dr < oo
D 0

for any p € (1, ) Slmllarly,

_1
IG(,w) = GOl W)l (pxpyexe S w2,
Finally, the result in (ii) is obtained by the interpolation. O

The operator K, defined by (3.2), satisfies the following estimates when restricted to bounded
domains, where the proof is given for a more general case m € (1,2]. We also refer to [19, Lemma
5] for the acoustic wave case with m = 2.

Lemma 5.7. Let p satisfy Assumption 1. For any s € (352, 1), ¢ € (1,00) and w > 1, it holds that

| Kol cowrs2a(pyy S w2
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Proof. For any f,g € C5°(D), denote by f, g the zero extensions of f, g in R? such that f, g € Cge.
Using Lemma 4.1 leads to

(Hof,g)l = [(Hof @) S w™ 72002 ) o 1G] gyoesa
where

1l ggs=er ST F ler=s1 oy S IT 7 Fllaeoy S 1Flw—enq

191l gg=+=s> SNT°9llEz-0) S 1T 9l Lo () S gl ()

according to the Sobolev embeddings

. 2

LP(D)— H*' (D) for s >=-—1,
p

" 2

LY (D)— H **(D) for sy>1-— p

with 1 <p < 2 < ¢ < oo and ¢ satisfying %4—% =1 (cf. [31, Theorem 3.1]). By choosing s1 =

"Brll\)

and s =1 — 5 we have

—1+2s+2(3— %
(Hof, 9] S0 226D £l ooyl e )

and hence |
—142s42(1-1
HH‘U‘|£(W7575(D)’WS,Q(D)) < w +2s+ ( q)‘

Note that K,u = H,(pu). For any u € C§°(D) C W*24(D), we obtain from [19, Lemma 2] and
Lemma 2.2 that

HKwuHWﬂQ(D) N HHw||L(Wfs,(2q)’(D),WS,Zq(D))HPuHWfs,(mz)’(D)

S Hul - <2q>’( ) we2a(py) 1l =so (D) e/ lws.20 (D)

—14+2s+2(1—
< w00 |

where p satisfies % + % =1 and (2q)’ satisfies E + W = 1. The proof is then completed based on
the fact that C§°(D) is dense in L?(D) (cf. [1, Section 2.30]). O

According to Lemmas 4.4, 5.6 and 5.7, we get for any x € U and w > 1 that

luz(z,w,a) — ug(z,w,a)
= '<p, [G(z,-,w) — G (z, L w)] /D G(-,z',w)p(z')G(z',x,w)ad2'>

< ollysogpy || |G, ) = GO, )| Kool

Dy
< lellysr )G, 0) = GO (x, -, w)ll w20 (pyy2e2 | Kol cowrs2a() [0 (-, ) wrs.2a ()

3 1 1 1
< a2 2(1-g)— gk _ B HAs+2(1- 1)

for any s € (—m %), q € (1,00) and p satisfying % + % = 1. Taking ¢ = 1 + s, we then deduce

Qm—3+8s+1‘% 1

1 Q
lim —/ W ug(z,w, @) — ug (2, w, a)|Pdw < Qlim =0 (5.23)
1

—00 Q-1
almost surely by choosing s € (— ) such that m — 3 + 8s + 1+S <m — 3+ 12s < 1. Note that

such an s can be chosen in the interval (—m, 41—2”"”), which is not empty due to the fact m € (g, 2]

under assumptions in Theorem 1.1.
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Similarly, for the term ug; — ua,., we get

lug(z,w,a) — us,(z,w,a)|

‘< 0, Ty, w /G 2 w)p )[G(z',:z:,w)—G(O)(z',x,w)]adz'>‘
< . . el )
< lly=»(p) HG (. K ((G = Ea) o)
< HPHWOfs’p(D)HG(O) (@, -, w) | we2a(pyy2e 1Kol cows2a(py (G — GO) (-, 2, w)allyye2a(p)
< w—%+s—1+2s+2(1—%)—%+s . w—3+4s+2(1—%)

for any s € (—m %), q € (1,00) and p satisfying % + % = 1, which leads to

1 Q
lim —— / W2 ug (2, w, @) — ug, (2, w, a)|*dw = 0 (5.24)
Q—o0 Q —1 ’ ’
in the almost surely sense by taking ¢ =1 + s.
The term ug, — v satisfies

lug (2, w,a) —v(z,w,a)l

/ / Gz, z,w)p(z )Gz, 7 w) —G(O)(z,z',w)]p(z’)G(O)(z',x,w)adz'dz
SIG(1@) = GOl e 0y |l 50y (5.25)
where p € (1, %), q satisfies % + E =1, and

F(z2) = p(2)p(z) GOz, 2,
Note that for any g € W25P(D x D) and s € (—m ).
(£, 9) S 1o ® plly 200 oy (GO (2, -, w)

S HpHW*S»OO(D)HG(O (33,'aw)G(O)(',x,w)aHWQSvOO(DxD)HQHWQS»P(DXD)
Swo

w)GO (2 z,w)a.
G (,z,w)a) ‘QHWZSm(DxD)

Iz ||g||W2sm(DxD)

according to (5.7), Lemma 2.2, and the fact that p® p € W, ***°(D x D) € Wy **%(D x D) for any
p € Wy P(D) (cf. [19]). As a result,

H‘f||W07287q(DXD) S w_1+28‘

Hence, (5.25) turns to be
lug ,(z,w,a) —v(z,w,a)| S w s,
which leads to
li L 9 m+2 _ 2 < T ®x -
Jim 01 / W ug (2, w,a) —v(z,w,a)“dw S Qh_{r})o 01

almost surely by choosing s € (2 =", 2) with m € ( 2] such that m — 2+ 8s < 1.
Finally, the result in Theorem 5.5 is obtained by combining (5.23), (5.24), (5.26) and the following
lemma, whose proof is rather technical and is given in Appendix B.

m—2+8s __
@ Lo (5.26)

Lemma 5.8. Under assumptions in Theorem 1.1, for all x € U, the auxiliary function v defined in
(5.22) satisfies

1 Q
lim —1 / ™2 (3, w0, @) [2dw = 0 (5.27)
1



INVERSE ELASTIC SCATTERING FOR A RANDOM POTENTIAL 25

in the almost surely sense.

5.3. The analysis of b. For any z,y € U and s € (—m %), it follows from Lemmas 4.3, 4.4 and
(5.7) that

b(, )| = | > uy( = > w)uj-1(y))
7=3 7=3
S Z ”p|’W75’°°(D)”G(x7 '7w)u]'('7y)”WS’1(D)
=2

S NG, w)ll s (pyy2e 1w (5 )|y

j=2
(o]

S NG, - w)l|wseo (2 | Ko H’ syl 9)l e,
j=2
(o]

< Zw—éﬂ (w—1+2s)y WS < 3 +6s
j=2

Then it holds for b(xz,w, a;) := b(x, x) that

1 @ e b 1 @ 2r(—3+65)2
W/lw ](a:waj)]dwNQ_l/w dw
- Qm 34+12s 1
~TTo-1
by choosing s € (2_27”7 2) and s < 4;—27”. We mention that such an s exists since m > g under
assumptions in Theorem 1.1.

—0 as Q — o0

5.4. The proof of Theorem 1.1. Based on the analysis of uy, us and b, we are now able to
prove the main result: the strength ¢ in the principal symbol of the covariance operator @, can
be uniquely determined by the amplitude of two scattered fields averaged over the frequency band
with probability one. Here, the two scattered fields are associated with the incident waves given by
G(z,y)a; and G(z,y)as for any two orthonormal vectors a; and as.

Recall that the scattered field w® can be written as

u’(z,w,a;) = ui(z,w,a;) + us(z,w,a;) + blr,w,a;), j=1,2,

where w1, uo and b satisfy for x € U that

LI L TNV S S G W
lim — me+2|u (z,w,a;)|*dw =0
Q=0 @ —1 25 ’
1 Q ) )
ngnooﬁ/l w2 b(z, w, a;)|*dw = 0.

Using the Holder inequality gives
— W™ TIR {ui(x,w, a;)b(z,w, aj)} dw
Q-1

1

Q
S —/ wm+2"u’i(w7w7aj)”b(x7w7a’j)‘dw
QR-1/
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1

< [; /me+2\u-(a: w a-)ﬂé [; /me+2\b(x w a-)ﬂ : —0
~ Q—l 1 2 Y » ] Q—l 1 ) byl

as Q — oo for 4,7 = 1,2 and similarly

1 (@ S
‘W/ W™ TIR [ul(x,w,aj)UQ(a:,w,aj)} dw‘ —0
-1

as () — oo for j = 1,2. Hence, we obtain

1 /9 =
lim —/ wm+22\us(x,w,aj)]2dw

Q—}OOQ—l 1 j:1
1 (9 &
= lim —— w2 ui(r,w,a;) +us(r,w,a;)+ blxr,w,a; 2 dw
dim o= | 3 )+ ) + bl )
2
= lim —— m+2 ui (2, w,a;)|>dw
dim o= | 3 hate )
B S | o
TR Jga To— O

It follows from [20, Lemma 3.8] that the function ¢ can be uniquely determined from the integral
equation (1.4) for all z € U, which completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

6. CONCLUSION

We have studied the direct and inverse scattering problems for the time-harmonic elastic wave
equation with a random potential in two dimensions. The potential is assumed to be a microlocally
isotropic generalized Gaussian random field whose covariance is a classical pseudo-differential op-
erator. For such a distribution potential, we deduce the equivalence between the direct scattering
problem and the Lippmann—Schwinger integral equation which is shown to have a unique solution.
Employing the Born approximation in the high frequency regime and microlocal analysis for the
Fourier integral operators, we establish the connection between the principal symbol of the covari-
ance operator for the random potential and the amplitude of the scattered field generated by a single
realization of the random potential. Based on the identity, we obtain the uniqueness for the recovery
of the micro-correlation strength of the random potential.

For the three-dimensional case, the well-posedness of the direct scattering problem can be obtained
based on the same procedure as the two-dimensional case. The convergence of the Born series and
the estimate for u; obtained in Theorem 5.1 can also be extended to the three-dimensional case.
However, what is different from the two-dimensional case is that the Green tensor in three dimensions
does not decay with respect to the frequency w. It is unclear whether the contribution of higher
order terms can be neglected in three dimensions. Hence, a frequency-dependence assumption of
the potential p, e.g., p(z,w) = p(x)w™? with § > mT_l, might be required to uniquely recover the
micro-correlation strength by using near-field data [16]. A possible way to avoid this difficulty in
the three-dimensional case is to recover the strength by using the far-field patterns as the data [22].
Another interesting and challenging problem is to investigate the case where both the source and
potential are random. We will report the progress on these problems elsewhere in the future.
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 5.3
For x € U, it holds

Ij(z,wy,we) = /d /d lerwile=zl=cxnle=2' p 0 o VB (p(2)p(2))dzdz'
R JR

. /
= /d /d ellcrwile—z|—cowzlz—2 |)Fd(z, 2 x)By(z, 2, x)dzd?,
Rd JR

where Bi(z,2',x) = K,(z, 2/)0(z) with K, being the kernel function of p and J(x) € C§° such that
Y|y = 1 and supp(¥) € RN\ D. Since p is an isotropic Gaussian random field of order —m, we can
represent K, in terms of its symbol by

icp<z,z’>=@ /R I o (2, €)de,

where o € Sy (" (R? x R?) is the symbol of the covariance operator @, with Sio" (R4 x RY) being the
space of symbols of order —m which is defined by

STo (R x RY) 1= {a(w,€) € C¥(R? x RY) : |9£02] < Cap(1+ €)1},

Here «, 8 are multiple indices with |o| := Z;l:l aj for a = (ay,...,aq) . Therefore

1

Bl(Z,Z/,J}‘) - (27T)d /Rd ei(z_Z/){O-l(Z7x7§)d§7

where 01(z,2,§) = 0(2,§)0(x) € Sy ¢" has the principal symbol o7 (2, z,§) = ¢(2)[¢|”™9(z). More-
over, B; is a conormal distribution in R3¢ of the Hérmander type and is compactly supported in
DY := D x D x supp(?), which has conormal singularity on the surface S := {(z,2/,z) € R3? :
z — 2z =0}, and is invariant under the change of coordinates (cf. [17]).

To estimate the integral 1z, we apply the coordinate transformations 7,7 and ~ which are intro-
duced in [26].

Define the invertible transformation 7 : R3 — R3? by 7(z, 2/, 2) = (g, h, ), where g = (g1, - , ga)
and h = (hy, -+ ,hg) with

Lo =2l —Jo— D, g2 = 2o 2| arcsin (2= ~ o — ] aresin (L21)
= —\|T—Z|—|xT — Z = — | |T — Z|arcsin — | — Z | arcsin
g1 2 ) g2 2 ‘.’L’—Z‘ ’x—Z,‘ )
=g =2l e =D, b= 3 |l = slancsin (22 o fo = aresin (121
= —\|rT — Z xr —Zz = — | |T — Z|arcsin X — 2 |arcsin
1T T |z — 2] |z — 2|
if d =2, and

(lz =2+ ]z —Z/I) ,
(-
(=) (-
|z — 2| arctan ( x1> |z — 2| arctan (

G=) =

|z — z| arccos ( ) |z — /| arccos

+ |z — 2| arccos

\_/\/
—_

§

SERS
o~

N
N~
H

— X2

w|>~ MI»—‘ w|)—~ MIHMIH

2%

—
\_/\/
|_,;|

|x — z| arctan + |z — 2’| arctan

(
-
[|x — 2| arccos
=]
=l

-

N
=S
H
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if d =3. We then get

. |lz—z|—|z—2'| |lz—z|+|z—2|
1| (clwi+cows ) —————+(Cc1w] —Cow3 ) ———F——
Ij(z,wy,w2) :/ / e<( 1witezwn) 2 (crwr—ezwz) 2 >Fd(z,z',m)Bl(z,z’,m)dzdz’
Rd JRd

:/ / ei((01w1+02w2)g-e1+(01w1—02w2)h-e1)B2(g’ h, x)dgdh,
Rd JR4

where e; = (1,0,---,0) € R? and

BQ(gv h, .Z') = Bl(T_l(gv h, LZ')) [Fd(T_l(g7 h, x))’ det((T_l)/(97 h, LZ'))H
—=: By (17 (g, h,z))L7 (g, h, x).

The way to get the detailed expression of Bj is exactly the same as the procedure used in [26],
which is based on the transformations n defined by n(z,2’,2) = (v,w,z) with v = 2z — 2/ and
w=z+2,and y:=no7t:(g9,h,) ~ (v,w,r). We decompose the coordinate transform ~ into
two parts v = (v1,72) where v1(g, h,z) = v is the R%valued function and v3(g, h,z) = (w,z) is the
R??_valued function. The Jacobian 4/ corresponding to the decomposition of the variables is given
by

N = [’Yil ’Yiz] _ [5971 8(h,x)’71:| ‘
Vo1 Vaa 992 Ohz)r2
Finally, we get
1 .
9€5 (h d
(27T)d /]Rde 02( 7x7§) 67

where the principal symbol of o9 has the form

h
Ug(h7 x7€) = ¢(M

32(97 hax) =

)0@) (120 b))~ T et (0, )| LT, yw). (A
Here o := Z—f, B = Z_?’

2hi(sina,cos ) + 2z, d=2,

w(0, h,z) = {

2hy (sin acos 3, sin asin 3, cos ) + 2z, d = 3,

sinav — acosa  CcoS v
{ } Q=2

cosa + asina  —sina
/ . . . . .
711(0, h, ) = sinacos B — acosacos B+ Bsinasin cosacosS —sinasin S
2| sinasinf —acosasinff — Bsinacos cosasinfS  sinacos 8 , d=3,
cos o + asin —sina 0

and the residual ry := 09 — 0 € 51_76”_1. Note that Ba(g, h,x) = [Ftoa(h,z,-)](g). Hence,
Id(x7w17w2) _ / / ei((clwl+02w2)gv61+(61w1—02w2)hv61)[f—102(h7 , )](g)dgdh
Re JRA

= /d ei(clwl_c2w2)h1 Ug(h, z, —(clwl + CQWg)el)dh
R

1 )
= oo e a0 s~ (1o - cxw)er )b,

where lﬁgag(h,x, —(crw1 + cowa)er )| < Carlerwy + cawe|™™. Consequently,

Tz, w1, w2)| < Cnr(1+ Jwi — wa|) ™ (w1 + wo) ™™,

which completes the proof of (5.11).
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For (5.12), letting wy = we = w, we have from (A.1) that
Ii(z,w,w) = / eiler=e2)whig) (h x —(c1 4 co)wey)dh
Rd

= / ela=e)ohioh(h o —(c1 + ca)wer)dh + O(w™ M)
Rd

e —eo)w w(0, h, _ -m
= [ e (ORI g0y 01,0, b)) (o1 + o
Rd 2
x [det(11(0, h, 2))| " L7(0, h, x)dh + O(w=("*D).
If d = 2, by the expression of v{;(0, h, z), we have for any x € U that
2m=2 ; w(0, h, x)
[ — 1(01—02)wh1 ) 1Yy Lq— h dh _(m+1)
2(33,0.),0.)) (Cl +c2)mwm /]R?e (b( 2 > (07 71') +O(OJ )7
where
L7(0,h,z) = Fy(71(0, h,2))| det ((r~1)'(0, B, 2))].
Here

(—hy sin )B1+d21 (—py cos o) B2 tdzz
hd1+d2
1

FQ(T_I(O, h, :E)) =

and |det((7=1)(0,h,z))| = 4 are proved in [26, Proposition 4.1]. To simplify the expression of I,
we consider another coordinate transformation o : R? — R? defined by

o(h) = ¢ := hy(sina, cos o) + x,

which has the Jacobian
sinav — cosa  CcoS v

det(¢) = =—1

cosa + asina  —sina
Then for any = € U, we have
IQ(.Z’ w w) = L/ ei(c1—cz)wh1¢<w)

(el (Cl + 62)mwm R2 2

(—hy sin ) B1td21 (—py cos o) dr2tdzz
hd1+d2
1

dh + O(w™ (1)

om o B (33 o (1)d11+d21 (JE2 o 42)d12+d22 B
— i(e1—e2)wlz—(| L (m+1)
= /RQe 1—c2 o(C) P d¢ + O(w ).

(c1 + co)mw™

If d = 3, then for any x € U,

m—3 r
Liwww) =75 . D /Rg plerzeiag (M) E \(s?;l};yx)dh 0™,
where
L7(0,h,z) = F3(t71(0, h,z))| det((771)'(0, h, x))|.
Here

(—hy sin a cos B)411+921 (—hy sin asin §)#12+922 (— Ry cos o) D13 23

By (0,1, 2) = e
1

and |det((771)"(0, h,2))| = 8sin? a are proved in [26, Theorem 4.5]. By defining the transformation
0:R3 = R3 with
o(h) = ¢ := hy(sin acos B3, sin asin 3, cos ) + ,
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whose Jacobian satisfies
-1
1

|sinal’

/
|det(o™ )| = ‘det <7711(02’h’x)>

we finally get for any « € U that
Iy, w,0) = om—3 / 61(61_62)wh1¢<w(0, h, 33)) 8sin? o
T (c1 + c2)™w™ Jps 2 | sin |
(—hy sin a cos B)411+921 (— Dy sin o sin B)412 4922 (— Ry cos o) D138
hilﬁ_dz

dh + O(w™ ")

2m i(c1—co)w|r—
- e /R3 iler—ea)le=Cl g
(w1 = Q)T (g — (o) P22 (g — Gy) ot

o= G+ 0,

which completes the proof.

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMA 5.8
3
For simplicity, we first introduce the following notations 7 := —¢; (%) 2 J() =T,
wl(C) — cs_%eins\ﬂ, ¢2(C) — czemsm _ céeinpm, wg(g) _ czeinsKI _ céeinpm
for ¢ € R?, and the integral
Bi(z — 2)B2(2 — 2)B3(2' — )
A My, M5, Ms) :=
(5175275371)171)27]937 1, 25 3) /D b |£E—Z|p1|Z—Z/|p2|Z/—3§‘|p3

p(2)p(2") M (z — 2)Ma (2 — 2")M3(2' — x)adzd?,
where §; € {t1,12,%3} and M; € {I,J} for i = 1,2,3. Substituting (5.6) into (5.22) shows that

4
v(zr,w,a) = ka(x,w,a)w (k+3)
k=1
where

3. _3_ 111 T _o_ 115
vl(x7w7a):e 47”“ 3O'A(¢1,TIZ)1,¢1,§,§,§,I,I,I)—|—€ 47”“ 20A(¢17¢17¢37§7§7§7I717J)

I 151 T 155
+e 4 llu 20_A(¢17¢37¢17§7§7§7I7J7I)+e 4 llu 10_A(¢1771Z)37¢37§7§7§7I7J7J)

Lt 511 o 515
+e 4 llu 20_A(¢37¢17¢17§7§7§7J717I)+e 4 M O-A(¢3771Z)17¢37§7§7§ JvI7J)

T 55 1 iy 55 5
+e 2 IM 10’A(¢37¢37¢17—7_7_7J7J7I) 10’A(¢37¢37¢3 59’070 J7J7J)7

2°2°2 27272’

_bai _o_ 113 9.5 1. 153
'U2(x7w7a'):e 47”:“ 20’A(1/11,¢1,1/12,§,§,§,I,I,I)—l—e 47”:“ 1UA(¢171/}37¢27§7§7§7I7J7I)

: 51 3 - 55 3
+€_%ﬂlﬂ_15f4(¢37¢1,¢27 57 57 §7J7I7 I) + e_%ma'A(¢3,1]Z)37¢2, 57 57 57 J7 J7 I)

5 ol 131 e . 135
te 1 1/J 20A(¢1,7,Z)27¢17§7§7§7I717I)+e 4 I/J 10A(¢17¢27¢37§7§7§7I717J)

. 5 31 535
+€_%W1/~L_15-A(71Z)37¢27¢17_7_7_7J7I7-I)+ 4 I_A(¢3771Z)27¢37_7_7_7']7-[7'])

2°2°2 2°2°2

o 311 e 315
+e 4 llu 20’A(¢27¢17¢17§7§7§7I7I7I)+e 4 llu 10’A(¢27¢17¢37§7§7§7I7I7J)
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3 51 3595
i A — =, =, I,J,I — == 1J,J
+e M J (¢2,¢37¢1 2797 9" 7J7 )+ (¢2,7,Z)3,7,Z)3 979797 )7
Lt i 133 L 53 3
1)3(337(“)70'):6 AT 10'14(1[)1,1[)2,¢2,§,§,§,I,I,I)—|—€ 4 JA(¢37¢27¢27§7§7§7J717I)
. 313 ; 35 3
+€_%7T1N_15-A(w27w171/}27§757§7I7I7I)+6_%W16A(w271/}37w27§7§7§’I’J’I)
T 331 i 335
+e 4 M 10A(¢27w271/}17_7_7_7I7I7I)+e 4 UA(¢271/J27¢37_7_7_7I7LJ)
2°2°2 2°2°2
and
: 333
1)4(117,&),&) = e_%ﬂl5A(¢27w27¢27 57 57 §7I7I7 I)
Then applying the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality leads to
;/me”]v(az w,a)|?dw < Z/ D)z, w, a)|Pdw. (B.1)
Q—l 1 Q_l

Noting that w™2 ﬁQ(ZTZ/)Mg z — 2') involved in vy, has the same singularity as G (z, 2/, w), we get
8 |z—2'|P2

%/ B1(z — 2)B2(z — 2')B3(2 — x)
DJD

3
-3 <
‘W 27)]6(:177"‘}70’)‘ ~|wW |l‘ — Z|P1|z - Z/|p2|Z/ - $|p3

X p(2)p(z YMy(x — 2)Ms(z — 2" YM3(2' — x)adzdz’

‘ 1 Bi(x —)Bs(- — )Ml( JYM;5(- — 1)a

Slw T e®p
|z —[pr] - —x|Ps W, 29(DxD)
X |lw™ 2 Bol ) Mo (- — )H
| - |p2 (W2s,p(Dx D))2x2
< _%"1‘38
based on Lemma 5.6 and a similar argument used in (5.25). As a result,
1 /9
lim —— WD |y (2, w, @) Pdw < hm — / ~(2k=1)+6s g,
Q%Q_lkzﬂ/l o (2,0, a) z
m— 2+6s -1
< lim @ =0 (B.2)

~ Qoo Q -1
) with m € (3,2] such that m — 2+ 6s < 1. Hence, to prove
e only need to show for x € U that

almost surely by choosing s € (Tm,%

(5.27), according to (B.1) and (B.2), w

Q
lim —— W™ oy (2, w, a)|?dw = 0 B.3
din o= [ . a) (B3)
in the almost surely sense. Note that
1 /Q -1 2 /OO wlpg (@) o, o 2
e W v (T, w, a)]fdw < — = LW v (2, w, a)|*dw
71 e e eaPa < [T S 0,0,a)

with 1j; o) being the characteristic function on the interval [1,Q], and it holds point-wisely that

1 1
Jm FLA o g | FLIE e w0 S o ()
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By the dominated convergence theorem, to show (B.3), it suffices to prove
/100 W2 E|vy (2, w, a)Pdw < co. (B.4)
Substituting 1, 12, Y3 and J into vy gives that vy is a linear combination of the integral
B(z,w) := /D /D ewlerle—zlrela=2talZ =2l K (1 2 2N p(2)p(2)dzd2, (B.5)

where ¢, ¢2,¢3 € {cs,cp} and

(w1 — 21)P (w2 — 22)P2 (21 — 21)7 (22 — 23)P* (21 — @1)P (35 — @)

K ") = B.6
(2,2,7) |z — 2|P7|z — 2/|P8|2! — x|Po (B.6)
with
. 15 .
(pla"' 7p9) S {(p17 7p9) Di S {07172}71 S 1 S 67pj S {575}77 S] S 97
1 1 B 1}
b7 —P1— D2 = 27p8 p3 p4—27p9 Y2 p6_2 .
It follows from the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality that a sufficient condition for (B.4) is
[e.9]
/ WM 2E|B(z, w)|2dw < co. (B.7)
1

To deal with the roughness of the random potential p, similar to the technique used in [22], we
introduce a modification p. := p * . with p.(z) = e 2p(z/e) for ¢ > 0, where ¢ € C§°(R?) is a
radially symmetric function satisfying fRZ o(z)dz =1, and define

B.(z,w) := / / Ciw(cl‘I_ZH_CZIZ_ZIHCBIZI_IDK(J},Z,Z/)pg(z)pe(zl)dzdzl (B.8)
DJD

by replacing p in (B.5) by p.. It is easy to show that lim._, E[B.|?> = E[B|? (cf. [22]), which,
together with Fatou’s lemma and the fact m € (2,2], leads to

00 o
| e BB v < Ty / E[B. (z,w) [*dw.
1 e—0 1

As a result, it suffices to show

o0
lim E|B. (2, w)|?dw < 0o V2 € U. (B.9)
e—0 /1
The procedure to show (B.9) is similar to the proof for the acoustic wave case with m = d = 2
given in [19]. For the self-contained purpose and completeness, we present the details below.
The basic idea is to express B, in terms of a one-dimensional Fourier transform and then get
the estimate with respect to w by utilizing the Parseval formula. To this end, we first consider

the phase function L(z,2') := c1|z — z| + e2|z — 2/| + ¢3]2’ — x|, which is smooth in the domain
©:={(2,7/) € D x D|z# 2’} and
z—x z—2 2=z 2 -
V.L(z,7) = c; —— 0 V.L(z,7)= V (2,7) € O.
Lz ) cl]z—a:\+62]z—z’] #L(z %) 02\2’—2\—’_03’2’—%’ (. 7)

Without loss of generality, we assume that 0 € U such that |z| and |2’| are bounded from below and

above for z, 2’ € D since U has a positive distance to D. Hence, it holds for (z,2’) € © that
0<Cy <|VL(2,7)| < Cy < 0 (B.10)
for some constants C'y and Cs, where we use the facts that U is bounded and convex, and that

J— /_
(2,2) - VL(z,2") = c1z- S +ealz — 2| + ez S

|2 — 2]

s
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= c1]z|cos Oy + calz — 2| + c3]|2| cos By > C3 > 0

for some constant C3 with 6 and 6, being the angle between z and z — x and the angle between 2’
and 2z’ — z, respectively. Due to the boundedness of D and U and the fact that they have a positive
distance, the surface

I :={(z,7") € D x D|L(z,2)=t}, t>0

is nonempty only for ¢ € [1p, T1] with some positive values Ty = Ty(z) and Ty = T ().
For a fixed t € [Ty, T1], there exists a il = 7j(t) and an open cone E = E(t) C R* centered at the
origin such that it holds for tq = to(t) := t — 7 and t; = t1(¢) :=  + 7 that

DxDN{ty< L(z,2) <t1} CEN{tyg < L(z,2") < t1} :=T (B.11)

and
U T¢ with Tv:=Tn{(z2)|L(z2) =t}
t€[to,t1]
According to (B.8) and (B.11), we obtain

B (z,w) :/ei“L(z’Z/)K(x,z,z/)pa(z)pg(z/)dzdz'
r
t1
:/ et | K(x,2,2)|VL(z, 2 )| pe(2)pe (2))dH3 (2, 2 )dt
to Iy

_. /t " et (1)t = (FS.)(—w),

0
where

Se(t) == g K(z, 2, 2")|VL(z, 2) | pe(2) pe (2)dH3 (2, 2) (B.12)

is compactly supported in [Ty, 77| and the integral in (B.12) is with respect to the three-dimensional
Hausdorff measure > on I';. Note that

BIS.OP = [ Kiw,2,#)K(w 5 2)VLE ) VLE )]
FtXFt
E[pﬁ(z)pﬁ(Z/)pE(g)pE(gl)]ng(ZaZ/)dH3(272/)7 (B13)
where |VL(z,2")|7!|VL(Z,2")|! is bounded according to (B.10) and
Kz, 2, 2)] < |z = 22|z = 2|72 — 2|72 S s~ |72
for x € U and (z,2') € © according to (B.6). Moreover, the Wick formula leads to

E[pz(2)pe(2")pe(2)pe(2)] = K. (2, 2)Ky. (2, 2) + K. (2, 2)K,. (2, 2) + Ko (2,2) K, (2, 2),
where K, (2, 2") := E[p:(2)p:(2)] is the covariance function of p.. Thus, (B.13) turns to be

E|S.(t)[? S/F . |2 — 27512 = 272 K, (2, 2K (2,2)| dHP (2, 2 )dHP (5, 7))
t X1t
+/ 2= 2[72)2 — 277 |Kp. (2, D)K. (2, 2) | dHP (2, 2 )dHP (3, 7)
FtXFt

+ / 2= Z[72)7 — 277 | K. (2, DK, (2, 2) | dHP (2, 2 )dHP (3, 7)
FtXFt

=00+L+I5.
For sufficiently small € > 0, it follows from [22, Lemma 10] that
Kp.(2,2)] S |In|z = 2|+ O(1) for m =2,
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K. (2,2 S|z =273 £0(1) for m e (1,2).
Hence, for any m € (%, 2], there exists a sufficiently small € > 0 such that
Ko (2,2)] S |2 = 2/|727mF)

when |z — 2| < 1.
For I, we have

Iz — 273K (2, ) M3 (2, ) /yz—z\ 51K, (2, 2)|dH3 (5, 7)) < o0
Iy

according to [19, Lemma 6].
For I3, it follows from the Holder inequality and [19, Lemma 6] that

I < / 2 — 2|72|2 — & 73|z — 2|7 @mr ) |~ et g3 (4 M3 (2, 2)
FtXFt
1

f,[/ |z — 2|~ 2|z—z| 2dH3(zz)d7-l3( ~')]Sx
FtXFt

[SYIN]

Z - 2‘—%(2—771-‘,-5)’2/ N 2/’—%(2—m—|—e)drHB(Z7 2')d7—[3(§, 2/):|
FtXFt

|: 1
[ = — R, z)/rt|2—2’|‘%d’}-[3(2,2’)]§ «
J

J

Wl

— 2|73CmHI) g3 (2, 2 dH3 (2, 5’)] X
Ft XFt
1

S ~/‘ —-3(2— m+e)d7_[3(2 Z)drHZS( ~/):|3 < 00
FtXFt

for m € (g, 2]. An argument similar to the one used in I3 shows that I < oc.
Hence, for any fixed ¢ € [T}, T}], there exists a constant C(f) such that

E[S(t)[* < C(f) for all t € (to(),t1(F))

and sufficiently small ¢ > 0. By compactness, there is a countable subset A C [Ty, T1] with finite
elements such that

[To, 7] < | (to(8), 11 (D).

teA
By defining C := Y ;- C({), we get
E|S.(t)]> < C for all t e [Ty, T1]

and sufficiently small € > 0. Then it follows from the Parseval formula that

_ 00 o rnh
im [ E|B.(z,w)|?dw = lin%)/ E|S-(t)]2dt < C(Ty — Tp) < o0
E—r TO

e—0 1

which yields (B.9) and thus (B.7). Then (B.4) holds due to (B.7), which completes the proof together
with (B.2).
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