
manuscript submitted to JGR: Solid Earth

Stationary phase analysis of ambient noise
cross-correlations: Focusing on non-ballistic arrivals

Yunyue Elita Li1, Feng Zhu1, and Jizhong Yang2

1Department of Earth, Atmospheric, and Planetary Sciences, Purdue University, USA
2State Key Laboratory of Marine Geology, Tongji University, China

Key Points:

• We derive analytical stationary phase solutions for ambient noise cross-correlations
with a focus on non-ballistic arrivals.

• Non-ballistic arrivals in the stacked cross-correlation functions are not good ap-
proximations to the coda waves in the actual Green’s function under the ambi-
ent noise condition.

• Changes in the non-ballistic arrivals cannot be uniquely attributed to changes in
the medium or changes in the noise source environment without additional con-
straints.
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Abstract
Stacked cross-correlation functions have become ubiquitous in the ambient seismic imag-
ing and monitoring community as approximations to the Green’s function between two
receivers. While theoretical understanding of this approximation to the ballistic arrivals
is well established, the equivalent analysis for the non-ballistic arrivals is alarmingly in-
adequate compared to the exponential growth of its applications. To provide a funda-
mental understanding of the cross-correlation functions beyond the ballistic arrivals, we
derive analytical stationary phase solutions for ambient noise cross-correlations with a
focus on non-ballistic arrivals. We establish the mathematical and corresponding phys-
ical conditions that drastically differentiate the non-ballistic arrivals in the stacked cross-
correlation and the actual Green’s functions. In ambient noise environments, the coda
waves due to random medium scatterings of an impulsive source cannot be distinguished
from the cross-talk artifacts due to overlapping random noise sources. Therefore, changes
in the non-ballistic arrivals cannot be uniquely attributed to changes in the medium or
changes in the noise source environment without additional constraints. The theoreti-
cal results demand that interpreting large-elapse-time arrivals in the stacked cross-correlation
functions as coda waves for deterministic information about the propagation medium should
be conducted only after the source influence is sufficiently ruled out. Once the source
influence is eliminated, the stationary phase solutions for scattering waves provide a solid
basis for extracting reliable scattering information from the noise correlation functions
for higher-resolution imaging and monitoring.

Plain Language Summary

Behind the “magic” of seismic interferometry that turns passive noise recording ex-
periments into approximated active-seismic experiments are the mathematical operations
of cross-correlation and averaging. While the magic works well for the waves that travel
directly from one receiver to another, its validity for waves that have been scattered be-
tween the two receivers has not been thoroughly understood. To provide better clarity
to this fundamental question, we derive mathematical and physical understandings of
the averaged cross-correlation functions with a focus on their accuracy in approximat-
ing scattering events. We show that in ambient noise environments, the averaged cross-
correlation functions are contaminated by source-induced cross-talk artifacts, making later
arrivals in the cross-correlation functions indistinguishable from the random scatterings
due to the impurities in the medium. We demonstrate a general equivalency between the
later-time arrivals in the stacked cross-correlation functions and coda waves from impul-
sive sources does not exist. This theoretical study provides a solid foundation for eval-
uating and extracting reliable scattering information from the noise correlation functions
for higher-resolution imaging and monitoring.

1 Introduction

The operation of cross-correlation has become the foundation of ambient noise imag-
ing and monitoring in the past decades. Many theoretical studies have shown that the
ballistic wave Green’s function can be obtained by the stacked cross-correlation functions
of random fields recorded by two receivers. Theoretical understandings have been pro-
vided from the assumptions of equipartitioning of modal and propagating elastic vibra-
tions (Lobkis & Weaver, 2001; Sánchez-Sesma & Campillo, 2006), stable time reversal
of diffusive fields (Van Tiggelen, 2003; Wapenaar, 2004), and the stationary phase anal-
ysis (Snieder, 2004). They are further verified by many laboratory studies (Weaver &
Lobkis, 2001; Derode et al., 2003; Malcolm et al., 2004). These studies focus on the bal-
listic component of Green’s function, which is the solution of the wave equation for an
impulsive point source in a background (homogeneous or smooth) medium, represented
by the ballistic (strongest energy) arrivals in the stacked cross-correlation function.
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In the field of reflection seismology, scattering/reflections from subsurface interfaces
are of particular interest for imaging. Schuster et al. (2004) summarized the long his-
tory of conceptual and practical attempts to retrieve subsurface reflection seismograms
from passive seismic energy first conjectured by Claerbout (1968). The focus is mostly
on the interference of controlled sources that are widely available in the seismic explo-
ration industry. Moreover, these practices do not provide sufficient theoretical under-
standing of the accuracy of such approximations. Wapenaar and Fokkema (2006) pre-
sented a theoretical study where they claim crosscorrelations of full wavefields in arbi-
trary configurations produce the Green’s function of the actual medium, i.e., including
scatterings from strong interfaces. However, the exactness of the proof is based on the
following assumptions: 1) impulsive sources are placed at different locations, 2) the re-
sponse of each source is measured separately, and 3) the availability of monopole- and
dipole sources. When these conditions are not satisfied in practice, the equality between
the actual Green’s function and the stacked cross-correlations becomes approximated.
In the extreme case, where the sources are uncorrelated noise sources, this derivation re-
duces to the ones presented by Lobkis and Weaver (2001), Van Tiggelen (2003), and Snieder
(2004) under similar assumptions about the statistical properties of the sources.

In the field of earthquake seismology and acoustics, scattering effects from randomly
distributed inhomogeneities have been studied to describe the property of the random
medium (Knopoff & Hudson, 1964; Aki, 1969; Aki & Chouet, 1975; Miles, 1960) and to
monitor subtle changes of the medium through coda wave interferometry (Snieder, 2006;
Pacheco & Snieder, 2005). Coda waves are referred to as the scattered waves that come
after the main (P-, S-, and surface wave) arrivals of an impulsive source. These scattered
waves, as well as secondary microseism, are proven to be important sources of ambient
seismic fields that enable the extraction of the Green’s functions of the ballistic arrivals
using cross-correlation. Sens-Schönfelder and Wegler (2006) first hypothesized that the
later part of the cross-correlation function corresponds to the scattered waves of the ac-
tual Green’s function. This study showed empirically that coherent phases emerge in the
stacked cross-correlation function after the ballistic arrival. These non-ballistic phases
are then intuitively interpreted as the scattered waves between the two cross-correlated
receivers, much the same way as coda waves from an impulsive source (Snieder et al.,
2002; Snieder, 2006). Their study initiated a broad range of research utilizing the non-
ballistic components of the cross-correlation (and the auto-correlation) function to mon-
itor the changes of velocity in the scattered medium (e.g., Brenguier, Shapiro, et al., 2008;
Brenguier, Campillo, et al., 2008), and subsequently map the changes in space (e.g., Mao,
Lecointre, van der Hilst, & Campillo, 2022).

Despite so many empirical successes of monitoring weak changes (on the order of
0.1%) in the earth with ambient noise correlations, theoretical understanding and lab-
oratory verification of their fundamental assumption, i.e., the cross-correlation functions
produce the actual Green’s function, have not been established. To the contrary, Hadziioannou
et al. (2009) showed via ultrasonic laboratory experiments that the correlation function
from passive experiments is uncorrelated with the actual Green’s function from an ac-
tive experiment. The accuracy of the measured velocity change depends heavily on the
amount of repeatable ambient noise sources. Numerical studies (Clarke et al., 2011; Sheng
et al., 2018) also pointed out such discrepancies between the stacked cross-correlation
function (the “empirical Green’s function”) and the actual Green’s function. The increas-
ing high-order applications of such monitoring methods and the lack of clarity necessi-
tate fundamental understandings of the cross-correlation functions beyond the ballistic
arrivals.

In this paper, we present the stationary phase analysis of the non-ballistic arrivals
in the stacked cross-correlation function. To avoid ambiguity, “coda waves” are strictly
referred to as later (scattered) arrivals from an impulsive source. The “non-ballistic”
arrivals are used to include both the precursory and the later arrivals in the stack cross-
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correlation function, compared to the ballistic arrival (i.e., the Green’s function of the
background medium). We establish the mathematical and corresponding physical con-
ditions that drastically differentiate the non-ballistic arrivals in the stacked cross-correlation
function and the actual coda waves. From the results of stationary phase analysis, we
call for strong precautions when translating the characteristics of the non-ballistic ar-
rivals measured in time to velocity changes in space. In particular, sensitivity kernels based
on randomly scattering media for impulsive-source coda wave interferometry should not
be applied blindly to the non-ballistic arrivals of the stacked cross-correlation function.

2 Theory

Inspired by Snieder (2004), we perform stationary phase analysis of the cross-correlation
function of random noise fields in 2D. We start from the most general assumption where
the plane-wave noise sources are uncorrelated and randomly distributed in space and time.
We will gradually relax this assumption to allow source correlations and generalize it to
the case of multiple scattering in a randomly inhomogeneous medium.

2.1 Cross-correlation of uncorrelated random sources

Consider two receivers R1 and R2 that are deployed along a line defined by −→x , and
their respective locations are x1 and x2, as shown in Figure 1. The medium is populated
with plane-wave sources that are excited at time t from x = 0 with the wavefront an-
gling at θ with respect to the receiver line −→x . Denote the plane-wave source’s frequency
signature as A(t, θ;ω), and we obtain a general expression of the overall noise field, which
is a superposition of all random plane-wave sources

u(x, ω) =
∑
t

∑
θ

A(t, θ;ω)e−iω(t+ x
v/ sin θ ), (1)

where we further assume source excitation time t and angle θ are random variables. The
recordings at two receivers are then denoted as

u1(x1, ω) =
∑
t

∑
θ

A(t, θ;ω)e−iω(t+ x1
v/ sin θ ), (2)

and

u2(x2, ω) =
∑
t

∑
θ

A(t, θ;ω)e−iω(t+ x2
v/ sin θ ). (3)

x1 x2
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Figure 1. Schematic of the random plane-wave noise field and the acquisition geometry.
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The cross-correlation of these two recordings is computed by multiplication between
the complex conjugation of one recording with the other in the frequency domain:

u∗1u2(ω) =
∑
t

∑
θ

A∗(t, θ;ω)eiω(t+
x1

v/ sin θ ) ×
∑
t′

∑
θ′

A(t′, θ′;ω)e
−iω

(
t′+

x2
v/ sin θ′

)
,

=
∑
t

∑
θ

∑
t′

∑
θ′

A∗(t, θ;ω)A(t′, θ′;ω)e
−iω

(
t′−t−

(
x1

v/ sin θ
− x2

v/ sin θ′

))
, (4)

where ∗ denotes the complex conjugation. The phase of the cross-correlation function,

ϕcc = t′ − t+

(
x2

v/ sin θ′
− x1
v/ sin θ

)
, (5)

is a function of the random variables t, t′, θ, and θ′. Assuming all random plane-wave
sources are uncorrelated, the phase function behaves differently under the following
scenarios:

• Scenario #1: correlations of different sources
For recordings from different sources with t ̸= t′ or θ ̸= θ′, ϕcc is a random, vari-
able function of the summation variables. This leads to the cross-correlation func-
tion vanishing, i.e.,

u∗1u2(ω) =
∑
t

∑
θ

∑
t′

∑
θ′

A∗(t, θ;ω)A(t′, θ′;ω)e−iωϕcc → 0. (6)

• Scenario #2: correlations of the same source
For recordings from the same source with t = t′ and θ = θ′, the phase function
becomes

ϕcc =
x2 − x1
v/ sin θ

, (7)

and the cross-correlation function becomes

u∗1u2(ω) =
∑
t

∑
θ

|A(t, θ;ω)|2e−iωϕcc , (8)

whose phase function must be stationary with respect to t and θ for the summa-
tion not to vanish. Hence, the condition requires

∂ϕcc
∂θ

= 0

⇒ x2 − x1
v

∂ sin θ

∂θ
= 0

⇒ x2 − x1
v

cos θ = 0, (9)

resulting in θ = ±π
2 . Therefore, the stationary phases for the interference from

the same sources are

ϕsscc = ±x2 − x1
v

, (10)

and the cross-correlation function becomes

u∗1u
ss
2 (ω) =

∑
t

|A(t, π
2
;ω)|2e−iω

x2−x1
v +

∑
t

|A(t,−π
2
;ω)|2e−iω

x1−x2
v , (11)

where the first term accumulates all plane waves propagating along −→x from left
to right, and the second term accumulates all plane waves propagating in the op-
posite direction. The superscript ss stands for the same source.

The analysis above reproduces the stationary phase analysis by Snieder (2004) in
two dimensions. The assumptions about the random sources are critical. If all plane-wave
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sources are random and uncorrelated, the cross-correlation operation only retains the noise
fields that are emitted from the same source, and propagate in parallel to the line de-
termined by the two receivers. Therefore, in this most general (and most restrictive, at
the same time) condition, stacking of the cross-correlation functions will eliminate all
non-ballistic arrivals, as the number of stacks approaches the infinite limit. In practice,
however, as the random and continuous noise sources always overlap in time and the num-
ber of sources cannot reach the infinite limit, the stacked cross-correlation functions are
always contaminated by the correlations of recordings from different randomly, uncor-
related sources. These artifacts are randomly distributed, modulated by the squared av-
erage amplitude spectra of the noise sources, and may appear anywhere at any cross-
correlation lags.

This analysis, however, contradicts many empirical observations of stable non-ballistic
arrivals in the cross-correlations functions (as first shown by Sens-Schönfelder and We-
gler (2006)). The stark discrepancy between the analysis and the practice leads us to con-
sider conditions beyond the general random-source condition assumed in the last two sce-
narios: we should allow the sources to be correlated. Source correlations may be gen-
erated from two different origins: one from the noise source mechanism, such as period
ocean waves striking the coastline, and the other from the correlations between primary
and secondary sources, such as scattering waves generated by the propagation medium.
We present the stationary phase analysis for a couple of special conditions and demon-
strate that it is extremely challenging to distinguish these two origins of source corre-
lations.

2.2 Cross-correlations of time or angle correlated random sources

In this section, we consider sources may be correlated in either time or angle, and
maintain the assumption that the time-angle correlation between sources is negligible.
Under this scenario, the stationary condition requires

∂ϕcc
∂t

= 0 ⇒⇒ ∂t′

∂t
− 1 = 0, (12)

∂ϕcc
∂t′

= 0 ⇒⇒ 1− ∂t

∂t′
= 0, (13)

∂ϕcc
∂θ

= 0 ⇒⇒ x2 cos θ
′

v

∂θ′

∂θ
− x1 cos θ

v
= 0, (14)

∂ϕcc
∂θ′

= 0 ⇒⇒ x2 cos θ
′

v
− x1 cos θ

v

∂θ

∂θ′
= 0. (15)

The first two conditions 12 and 13 lead to a linear correlation between the source trig-
ger times

t′ = t+ tc, (16)

where tc is an arbitrary time-delay function (can be positive or negative) independent
of t. The last two conditions 14 and 15 lead to deterministic conditions between the plane-
wave source angles

θ′ = ±θ and θ = ±π
2
. (17)

When the stationary phase conditions in Equations 16 and 17 are satisfied, the cross-
correlation phase function becomes:

ϕcscc =


tc +

x2−x1

v , if θ = π
2 , θ

′ = θ;

tc − x2+x1

v , if θ = π
2 , θ

′ = −θ;
tc − x2−x1

v , if θ = −π
2 , θ

′ = θ;

tc +
x2+x1

v , if θ = −π
2 , θ

′ = −θ,

(18)

where the superscript cs stands for correlated sources. These conditions require pairs of
correlated sources. The stationary phase 18 arises from the correlation between the first
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source recorded by x1, and the corresponding second sources sending waves to x2 with
a time lag tc. Both the first source and its correlated source should propagate along the
line determined by the two receivers to satisfy the angle requirements.

Figure 2 illustrates wavefield snapshots for the first two conditions in Equation 18
where the same-direction propagation scenario is in (a) and the opposite-direction sce-
nario is in (b). In both plots, the blue plane denotes the primary source, and the green
plane denotes the correlated source. The last two cases in Equation 18 correspond to the
scenarios when the primary and correlated sources are placed at the mirror locations with
respect to the center line between x1 and x2, i.e., the situations when the primary waves
propagate from x2 to x1. Nonetheless, the cross-correlation functions are no longer sym-
metric, even if the primary source locations are uniformly distributed around the receivers.

2.2.1 Interpretation of the non-ballistic arrivals

The results of the stationary phases can be explained by two different origins, as
alluded to before. The first origin is from the correlation of the noise source function.
Hence, tc is determined by the recurrence of the source events, such as the period of ocean
waves hitting the coastlines and the average time interval between two motor vehicles
running on the road. In these cases, tc is a characteristic of the source, and does not con-
tain any information about the propagation medium.

The second origin of the stationary phases is to consider the correlated source as
a scattered wave (secondary source) of the first source at some interfaces in the prop-
agation medium. We provide theoretical analyses for the scenarios of single and multi-
ple scattering in the following discussion. While these specific geological conditions could
generate data that fit the stacked cross-correlation functions, it is critical to understand
the ambiguities between the source-induced correlations from the scattering-induced cor-
relations. Further constraints are needed to uniquely attribute the physical origins of the
non-ballistic arrivals.

• The case of single scattering

In the case of single scattering that generates a correlated secondary source for
each primary source, the blue and green planes in Figure 2 can be considered as
the location of the source (such as the coastline) and the interface (such as a fault
trace), respectively, at any given time. Assuming the distance between the pri-
mary and the secondary sources is d, we obtain tc as a function of the medium ve-
locity v between the two sources,

tc = d/v.

In this case, tc contains the information about the subsurface and are influenced
by both d and v. The non-ballistic arrivals in the cross-correlation function be-
come

u∗1u
cs
2 (ω) = α

∑
t

|A(t,±π
2
;ω)|2e−iωϕcs

cc , (19)

where α is the scattering coefficient, which is the ratio between the secondary wave
amplitude and the primary wave amplitude. When this happens, the stationary
phases appear as distinct arrivals in the stacked cross-correlation function. How-
ever, a single measurement of tc results in an infinite number of possible geolog-
ical conditions. The non-ballistic arrival could appear prior to (“precursory”) or
after the ballistic arrival. In either case, these arrivals do not generally correspond
to the physical scatterings of the ballistic arrivals in the cross-correlation functions.
This is a fundamental difference between the stacked cross-correlation functions
and the complex arrivals from an impulsive source, i.e., the actual Green’s func-
tion.
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x1 x2 x1 x2

(a) (b)

Primary
Source

Secondary
Source

Primary
Source

Secondary
Source

Figure 2. (a) Snapshots of the correlated wavefields for forward scattering. (b) Correlated

source geometry for backward scattering. In both plots, the blue plane denotes the first source,

and the green plane denotes the corresponding correlated source. The distance between these

two sources is d. The stationary phases in the cross-correlation function correspond to the cross-

correlation between the blue wavefront recorded by x1 and the green wavefront recorded by x2.

• The case of multiple scatterings

When the green and blue planes in Figure 2 represent two strong interfaces, the
ambient noise fields can be scattered back and forth multiple times between these
interfaces. Without losing generality and taking the case in Figure 2(a) as an ex-
ample, we obtain the correlated source time

tc = (2n+ 1)
d

v
, n = 0, 1, · · · , N, · · · (20)

where n is the number of multiple scattering between both interfaces. The non-
ballistic components of the stacked cross-correlation function then become

u∗1u
cs
2 (ω) =

∑
t

|A(t,±π
2
;ω)|2C

∞∑
n=1

(α1α2)
n

1− (α1α2)2n
e±iωn 2d

v , (21)

where α1 and α2 represent the scattering coefficients of the two interfaces, respec-
tively; and C represent the constant phase-shift independent of the order of scat-
tering. For example in the first scenario of Equation 18,

C = e−iω( d
v−

x2−x1
v ).

Since the multiplication of the scattering coefficients is much smaller than one, i.e.,
|α1α2| ≪ 1, we further simplify the cross-correlation function as

u∗1u
cs
2 (ω) ≈

∑
t

|A(t,±π
2
;ω)|2C

∞∑
n=1

(α1α2)
ne±iωn 2d

v . (22)

The cross-correlation function then represents an infinite time series with decay-
ing amplitudes. The dominant frequency of the time series

fc =
v

2d
(23)

is determined by the distance and the wave speed between the two strong inter-
faces. The non-ballistic arrivals in the stacked cross-correlation function are the
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recordings of the resonating waves between the two strong interfaces. As |α1| and
|α2| can be both very small for weak scatters, the resonances are observed more
often when one of the interfaces is the free surface, and when the wavelength of
the propagating wave is on the same order as the distance between the two inter-
faces (λ ∼ d).

2.3 Cross-correlations of more strictly correlated random sources

Wave propagation in an inhomogeneous medium naturally generates sources that
are correlated not only in time, but also potentially in angle of propagation. In this sec-
tion, we first ignore the source correlations, and present the analysis for two special sce-
narios where further dependence of the secondary source time and angle on the primary
source time and angle is observed due to inhomogeneities of the propagation medium.
From these analyses, we provide intuitive illustrations of the stationary phase zones for
different arrivals in the stacked cross-correlation function. At the end of the subsection,
we generalize the discussion to random media and discuss the various origins (source cor-
relations, medium scatterings) of the non-ballistic arrivals and their relations to the ac-
tual Green’s function.

2.3.1 Single point scatter in a homogeneous medium

We start from the simplest inhomogeneous scenario where a single point scatter
is placed in the homogeneous medium with two receivers (Figure 3). Assuming a primary
plane wave source

u1 = e−iω(t− x sin θ
v ) (24)

is set off at t = 0, recording time of this primary wave at receiver R1 located at (x1, 0)
is

tu1

R1
=
x1 sin θ

v
, (25)

and the arrival time of this primary wave at the scattering location (xs, ys) is

tu1
s =

xs sin θ

v
+
ys sin(θ − π

2 )

v
. (26)

x

y

(xs, ys)

x1
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Figure 3. Sketch of the geometry for one point scatter in a homogeneous medium.

As soon as the primary source reaches the scattering location, the point scatter acts
as a secondary source, sending out a circular wave

u2 = αpse
−iω(t−tu1

s − ds
v ), (27)
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where ds =
√
(x− xs)2 + (y − ys)2 is the distance to the secondary source and αps is

the scattering coefficients of the point scatter. Therefore, the secondary source is observed
at receiver R2 at (x2, 0) at the arrival time of

tu2

R2
= tu1

s +
ds,R2

v
, (28)

where ds,R2 =
√
(x2 − xs)2 + y2s . Assuming R1 only records u1, and R2 only records

u2, the phase function in the cross-correlation of the two recordings is

ϕu1,u2
cc = tu2

R2
− tu1

R1

=
(xs − x1) sin θ

v
− ys cos θ

v
+
ds,R2

v
. (29)

The stationary phase condition
∂ϕu1,u2

cc

∂θ = 0 leads to the following constraints

(xs − x1) sin θ + ys sin θ = 0, (30)

⇒ tan θ = −xs − x1
ys

. (31)

From simple trigonometry as sketched out in Figure 3, we know the angle between the
line connecting R1 and the scatter and the x-axis ψ follows

cotψ =
xs − x1
ys

= cot(θ − π

2
) ⇒ θ = ψ +

π

2
. (32)

Hence, the stationary phase in the cross-correlation arrives at

ϕu1,u2

cc,stn =
ds,R1

v
+
ds,R2

v
, (33)

which coincides with the actual arrival of the scattered wave when an impulsive source
is set off at R1. Similarly, if we move the reference coordinate frame to the right-hand-
side of x2, and allow the plane waves to propagate to the negative −→x direction, we will
obtain another stationary phase arrival

ϕu1,u2

cc,stn = −(
ds,R1

v
+
ds,R2

v
), (34)

with the wavefront angle θ = ϕ− π
2 .

From the analysis, we show that wave propagation in inhomogeneous media au-
tomatically generates correlated sources. In the case of point scattering, the secondary
source (the scattered wave) time is determined by the angle of the primary source, while
the secondary source angle is independent of the angle or time of the primary source.

Equation 33 and 34 suggest that the single-scattering phases as part of the actual
Green’s function between R1 and R2 are preserved when primary sources are excited at
specific angles. However, this is achieved at a strong condition that R1 only records the
primary source, and R2 only records the secondary source. In reality, recordings from pri-
mary and secondary sources cannot be separated in ambient noise. Therefore, additional
phases will also be stacked constructively. For example, another stationary arrival in the
cross-correlation function is the interference of the scattered wave u2 recorded at both
receivers:

ϕu2,u2

cc,stn =
ds,R2

v
− ds,R1

v
. (35)

Depending on the strength of the scattering, individual amplitudes of such phases (O(α2
ps))

may not be comparable to the amplitudes of ϕu1,u2

cc,stn (O(αps)). However, its stationar-
ity holds for all random primary sources, making it a non-negligible contribution in the
stacked cross-correlation function. Since ds,R2−ds,R1 is always smaller than dR1,R2 , the
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Figure 4. Illustration of the stationary phase zones for different arrivals in the stacked cross-

correlation function.

cross-talk phase always arrives earlier than the ballistic waves, contributing to the “pre-
cursory” arrivals in the stacked cross-correlation function.

Figure 4 illustrates the stationary phase zones for different arrivals in the stacked
cross-correlation function. When primary noise sources fall in these zones, the respec-
tive arrivals will be stacked constructively. The light blue regions denote the stationary
phase zones for the ballistic arrivals between the two receivers, while the light brown re-
gions are for the scattering arrivals. Compared to more restricted zones of these phys-
ical phases, the stationary phase zone for the interference between the scattering wave
s−R1 and s−R2 covers the whole 2D domain.

We further demonstrate the theoretical results using numerical simulations. Fig-
ure 5(a) shows the geometry of the numerical simulation, where sources and receivers
are placed in a homogeneous medium with a single scattering point denoted by the white
dot. The sources are distributed uniformly around the two receivers. When these sources
fire impulsive energy and are recorded individually by the two receivers, the cross-correlation
functions for each individual source are plotted in Figure 5(b) and their stack is plot-
ted in Figure 5(c). Evidently, besides the stationary phases at 0 and π that correspond
to the ballistic arrivals between the two receivers, there are three additional stationary
phases in the cross-correlation function. The two symmetric phases correspond to the
scattering wave paths R1−s−R2 and R2−s−R1 with the stationary phase angle de-
termined by R1 → S and R2 → s, respectively. Due to narrow stationary phase zones
and a small scattering coefficient, these phases are much weaker compared to the bal-
listic phases. The third phase, arriving prior to the ballistic arrivals with a positive time
lag, is stationary with respect to all sources. This is the interference between the scat-
tering wave s−R1 and s−R2. While the amplitude of each individual interference is
small, the full-range stationarity significantly increases its amplitude in the stacked cross-
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(a)

(b) (c)

(d) (e)

Figure 5. (a) Source and receiver geometry of the numerical simulation. The sources are

located on a full circle around the two receivers, denoted by the red triangles. The medium is

homogeneous except for a point scatter denoted by the white dot. (b) Cross-correlation functions

for individual impulsive sources from 0 to 2π. (c) The stacked cross-correlation function of (b).

(d) Cross-correlation functions for random, uncorrelated, and continuous sources recorded at

different times. (e) The stacked cross-correlation function of (d).

correlation function. This example demonstrates that even under idealistic source con-
ditions, the stacked cross-correlation function can significantly differ from the actual Green’s
function.

Figure 5(d) and (e) shows the cross-correlation functions and their stacks when the
sources fire random, uncorrelated, but continuous energies with the same amplitude spec-
trum as the impulsive sources in Figure 5(b) and (c). In this case, both receivers record
overlapping sources that cannot be separated. The cross-correlation functions in (d) are
shown in the order of their recording time, within which all sources have possibly sent
out energies from all angles. When sources are overlapped in the recordings, source cross-
talks overwhelm the individual cross-correlation function. While the stationary phase
components are enhanced after stacking and the source cross-talk artifacts are signifi-
cantly reduced, the artifacts cannot be fully removed. These artifacts dramatically re-
duce the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) for the scattering phases R1 − s − R2 and R2 −
s − R1. When the scattering coefficient of the point scatter is smaller, or the number
of random source stacks is reduced, these scattering phases can be easily buried below
the cross-talk artifacts.
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2.3.2 Planar interface in a homogeneous medium

The second special case of an inhomogeneous medium concerns a planar interface
in a homogeneous background. We further demand the interface does not intercept the
section determined by R1 and R2. This is equivalent to requiring all (primary and sec-
ondary) sources outside of the support of the receiver array R1-R2. The case when they
intercept is very different from the following discussion. The geometry of the special case
is illustrated in Figure 6, where two receivers are denoted by the yellow triangles, and
the interface is denoted by the thick black line.

Given the planar reflector y = tan(α)x+b, and the two receiver locations (x1, 0)
and (x2, 0), Snell’s law determines the specular incident ray (blue arrow) and the spec-
ular reflection ray (green arrow) that connect R1 with R2, if a source is set out at R1.
The incident and the reflection angles with respect to the normal of the reflector are the
same:

β = θ + α, (36)

where θ is the angle of the primary source u1,

u1 = e−iω(t− x sin θ
v ). (37)

The angle of the secondary source (specularly reflected wave) u2 is determined by the
angle of the incident wave and the angle of the reflector

θ′ = π − (θ + 2α). (38)

By observing the geometry, we obtain the following system of equations where h1 and
h2 are known distances from the receivers R1 and R2 to the planar reflector, respectively:

xh − x1
sinβ

=
h1/ cosβ

sin(π/2− θ)
,

x2 − xh
sinβ

=
h2/ cosβ

sin(θ′ − π/2)
. (39)

Substituting Equations 36 and 38 into the system above, we are left with two unknowns
xh and θ. Both xh and θ are uniquely solved, as long as the reflector does not intersect
the section determined by R1 and R2. Consequently, the incident angle θ and the spec-
ular reflection point P are uniquely determined for fixed R1, R2, and planar reflector ge-
ometry.

x2x1 xxh
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Figure 6. Illustration of the stationary phase zones for different arrivals in the stacked cross-

correlation function.

The secondary source u2 as the specularly reflected wave of the primary source u1
is then

u2 = αple
−iω(t−t

u1
R1

− dR1,P,R2
v ), (40)
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where αpl is the reflection coefficient of the planar reflector and dR1−P−R2
denotes the

summation of the distances between R1 and P and between P and R2. The arrival time
of the secondary source at R2 is then determined

tu2

R2
= tu1

R1
+
h1/ cosβ

v
+
h2/ cosβ

v
. (41)

It is now trivial to show that the stationary phase resulted from the correlation between
u1 and u2 is

ϕu1,u2

cc,stn =
h1/ cosβ

v
+
h2/ cosβ

v
,

=
h1

cos(θ + α)v
+

h2
cos(θ + α)v

. (42)

From Equations 38 and 41, it is obvious that both the angle and time of the secondary
source are fully determined by the time and angle of the primary source. Similarly, we
will obtain the negative lag stationary phase arrival if we allow the primary source first
pass through R2, reflect off the plane, and be recorded by R2.

R’1

Stationary phase zone 

for scattering R
1 -P-R
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for ballistic R2-R1

P

R1 R2

Figure 7. Illustration of the stationary phase zones for different arrivals in the stacked cross-

correlation function.

The above analysis shows that stationary phase arrivals are preserved in the stacked
cross-correlation function for the specular reflection in the actual Green’s function. In-
tuitively, we can identify the stationary phase zones for the specular reflections using the
“mirror images” of the receivers with respect to the planar reflector. In Figure 7, the light
shaded triangles R′

1, and R
′
2 denote the mirror images of R1 and R2, respectively. The

stationary phase zones of the specular reflections (the light brown regions) are then read-
ily identified by the line determined by the actual receiver R1 (R2) and the mirror im-
age of the other receiver R′

2 (R′
1).

Thanks to the strict angle correlation between the primary and secondary waves
determined by Shell’s law, there are no additional artifacts caused by the scattering as
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in the case of the point scatter. Consequently, when the primary noise source correla-
tion can be fully ruled out, the stacked cross-correlation function fully recovers the di-
rect waves and the first-order scattering wave. This is a reason why seismic interferom-
etry has been successfully applied in controlled source experiments where each shot is
recorded individually (Schuster et al., 2004; Wapenaar, Draganov, et al., 2010; Wape-
naar, Slob, et al., 2010). When there is more than one reflector in the subsurface, cross-
talks generated by the scatterings from different reflectors contaminate the stacked cross-
correlation function and can be removed by various interferometric inversion schemes (e.g.,
Zhu & Cheng, 2022).

We perform the same numerical simulation as for the case of a point scatter and
plot the results in Figure 8. As clearly shown in Figure 8(b) and (c), the specular reflec-
tions are faithfully reconstructed at the corresponding stationary phase angles when im-
pulsive sources are recorded individually. This nearly perfect reconstruction is contam-
inated by source cross-talk artifacts when both receivers record overlapping random sources.
Similar to the case of point scattering, specular reflection phases in the stacked cross-
correlation function can be buried under the source cross-talk artifacts if the planar in-
terface is not strong enough or the stacking power is insufficient.

(a)

(b) (c)

(d) (e)

Figure 8. Subplots are in the same order as in Figure 5. The only difference is in the medium

for simulation, where a single planar reflector (denoted by the white line) is present in a homoge-

neous background medium.

These theoretical and numerical results also explain why reconstructing scattered
body waves is extremely challenging in the ambient noise environment on land, where
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uncontrolled, uncorrelated, and random sources generate much stronger surface waves
than body waves. Cross-talk artifacts from the correlations of the surface wave sources
overwhelm the amplitudes of the scattered body waves in the non-ballistic arrivals, mak-
ing them even less likely to be observed than the scattered surface waves from the same
interface.

2.3.3 Scattering in random media

The non-ballistic arrivals in the stacked cross-correlation functions are often dis-
cussed under a general context of scattering in random media. Conceptually, we construct
the random media using the superposition of individual point scatters. When the point
scatters are randomly distributed around the receivers, the stationary phase zones to re-
cover the Green’s function components of the first-order scattering cover the whole 2D
domain, rotating with the lines determined by R1 − s and R2 − s (Figure 4). Mean-
while, these scatters also generate stationary phases that are constructively stacked be-
fore the ballistic arrivals, as discussed in Equation 35. When there are no overlapping
sources for each cross-correlation time window, the stacked cross-correlation function could
be a good approximation to the actual Green’s function in the random media. However,
this approximate breaks down in practice, because the cross-talks from the overlapping
noise sources cannot be fully eliminated, even when the noise sources are uniformly dis-
tributed around the receivers and the scatters.

Figure 9(a) shows the random density model we use to perform the wave simula-
tion in a random scattering medium. We intentionally create a strong scattering regime
by varying the densities more than 100% around their mean value. We use the same ho-
mogeneous velocity model to ensure the ballistic arrivals occur at the same time as the
homogeneous case. We simulate recordings at the two receiver locations from random,
uncorrelated, and continuous sources. Figure 9(b) shows the comparison between the ac-
tual Green’s function and the normalized stacked cross-correlation functions after N =
{2812, 11250, 45000, 180000} stacks. We observe

√
N -rate improvement of the SNR as

expected. The ballistic arrival gradually stands out from the source cross-talks. How-
ever, the coda waves in the actual Green’s function are so weak that even at the max-
imum stacking power N = 180000, their SNR is still less than 1:1, resulting in no sim-
ilarity between the non-ballistic arrivals in the stacked cross-correlation functions and
the actual coda waves due to random scattering.
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Nstk = 11250

<latexit sha1_base64="c5Vr+P2ptJjmQpv679oKFpmLw8w=">AAAB+HicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1o/GvXoZbEIPZVEWvUiFLx4kgq2FtoQNttNu3SzCbsToYb+Ei8eFPHqT/Hmv3Hb5qCtDwYe780wMy9IBNfgON9WYW19Y3OruF3a2d3bL9sHhx0dp4qyNo1FrLoB0UxwydrAQbBuohiJAsEegvH1zH94ZErzWN7DJGFeRIaSh5wSMJJvl2/9TMN4iq9wveE4jm9XnJozB14lbk4qKEfLt7/6g5imEZNABdG65zoJeBlRwKlg01I/1SwhdEyGrGeoJBHTXjY/fIpPjTLAYaxMScBz9fdERiKtJ1FgOiMCI73szcT/vF4K4aWXcZmkwCRdLApTgSHGsxTwgCtGQUwMIVRxcyumI6IIBZNVyYTgLr+8SjpnNfe81rirV5rVPI4iOkYnqIpcdIGa6Aa1UBtRlKJn9IrerCfrxXq3PhatBSufOUJ/YH3+AINRkZ4=</latexit>

Nstk = 45000

<latexit sha1_base64="Ag3B5BiB1b5E81u1CovLu8L36qg=">AAAB+XicbVDJSgNBEK2JW4zbqEcvjUHIKcyISy5CwIsniWAWSIahp9NJmvQsdNcEwpA/8eJBEa/+iTf/xk4yB40+KHi8V0VVvSCRQqPjfFmFtfWNza3idmlnd2//wD48auk4VYw3WSxj1Qmo5lJEvIkCJe8kitMwkLwdjG/nfnvClRZx9IjThHshHUZiIBhFI/m2fe9nGsczckPcmmPg22Wn6ixA/hI3J2XI0fDtz14/ZmnII2SSat11nQS9jCoUTPJZqZdqnlA2pkPeNTSiIddetrh8Rs6M0ieDWJmKkCzUnxMZDbWehoHpDCmO9Ko3F//zuikOal4moiRFHrHlokEqCcZkHgPpC8UZyqkhlClhbiVsRBVlaMIqmRDc1Zf/ktZ51b2qXj5clOuVPI4inMApVMCFa6jDHTSgCQwm8AQv8Gpl1rP1Zr0vWwtWPnMMv2B9fAP1mpHY</latexit>

Nstk = 180000

<latexit sha1_base64="C9ubA1Pl2Xhk2XsQzxC0ufMsvBo=">AAAB/HicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPFV7dLNYBG7Kon4WhZc6LKCfUATymR60w6dTMLMRAih/oobF4q49UPc+TdO2yy09cCFwzn3cu89QcKZ0o7zba2srq1vbJa27O2d3b398sFhW8WppNCiMY9lNyAKOBPQ0kxz6CYSSBRw6ATjm6nfeQSpWCwedJaAH5GhYCGjRBupX67cSgBxqrDn2WEq6FytOnVnBrxM3IJUUYFmv/zlDWKaRiA05USpnusk2s+J1IxymNheqiAhdEyG0DNUkAiUn8+On+ATowxwGEtTQuOZ+nsiJ5FSWRSYzojokVr0puJ/Xi/V4bWfM5GkGgSdLwpTjnWMp0ngAZNANc8MIVQycyumIyIJ1SYv24TgLr68TNpndfeyfnF/Xm3UijhK6Agdoxpy0RVqoDvURC1EUYae0St6s56sF+vd+pi3rljFTAX9gfX5A9BKlCw=</latexit>

Green0s
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Figure 9. (a) Random density model for the numerical simulation. (b) Comparison between

the actual Green’s function and the normalized XCFs after Nstk = {2812, 11250, 45000, 180000}
stacks.
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In Table 1, we summarize different arrivals and artifacts that may be observed in
the cross-correlation function. We compare their origins, arrival times, and amplitudes
with respect to the ballistic arrivals and their relations to the actual Green’s function
components. We limit our discussion to the first-order scattering of the primary noise
sources. When the primary noise sources are uniformly distributed, the higher-order scat-
terings have much lower amplitudes and will not stand out from the cross-talk artifacts.

We use Ā to represent the average amplitude spectrum of the primary noise sources.
Ignoring all higher-order correlations, the amplitude of the ballistic arrival in the stacked
cross-correlation function is proportional to the number of random sources in the sta-
tionary phase zone for the direct wave (Nspz

dw ). Similarly, amplitudes of all other station-
ary phase arrivals are proportional to the number of random sources in the respective
stationary phase zones. However, their amplitudes are further reduced proportional to
the scattering coefficients of the medium heterogeneities.

Amplitudes of the cross-talk artifacts are determined by two factors: they are pro-
portional to the number of overlapping sources Nol in the cross-correlation time window
and inversely proportional to the square root of the number of stacks Nstk. This increase
in SNR relies on the random nature of the noise sources. If noise sources become sta-
ble over the stacking time, the cross-talk artifacts will not be reduced according to the
inverse of the square-root law and spurious arrivals will be maintained.

Math
Origin

Physics Origin Arrival time Amplitude
GF

Comp.

Same
Sources

Same
Primary Sources

Ballistic Nspz
dw Ā2 Y

Correlated
Sources

Primary and its
point scattering

Aft Nspz
ps αpsĀ

2 Y

Primary and its
planar scattering

Aft Nspz
pl αplĀ

2 Y

Different
Sources

Overlapping
Primary Sources

Pre & Aft NolĀ
2/
√
Nstk N

Primary and other
source’s scattering

Pre & Aft NolαĀ
2/
√
Nstk N

Table 1. Origins, arrival times, and amplitudes of arrivals in the stacked XCF.

Comparing the amplitudes of the scattered waves in the stacked cross-correlation
function with those of the artifacts, we stress the importance of the availability of the
noise sources in the respective stationary phase zones for the scatterings. In general, sta-
tionary phase amplitudes Nstn

ps,plαps,pl have to be significantly larger than Nol/
√
Nstk to

ensure reliable observations of the primary scattered waves. As the scattering coefficients
of a point scatter αps can be an order of magnitude smaller than those of planar inter-
faces αpl, scatterings off planar geological interfaces are more likely to be observed in the
stacked cross-correlation function. Optimizing scattering wave reconstruction requires
maximizing the number of noise sources in the stationary phase zones, minimizing the
number of overlapping noise sources within the cross-correlation window, and maximiz-
ing the stacking number of random noise sources. Unless the geological condition is ex-
tremely favorable, higher-order scatterings may be completely buried under the source
cross-talk artifacts.
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3 Discussion

3.1 Key insights from the theoretical analysis

The analysis results show that the non-ballistic arrivals in the stacked cross-correlation
functions could carry drastically different physical meanings compared to the coda waves
from impulsive sources, such as earthquakes (Knopoff & Hudson, 1964; Aki, 1969; Aki
& Chouet, 1975) or controlled seismic sources (Schuster et al., 2004). Using the follow-
ing bullet points, we stress the key insights from the analysis.

• Stacked cross-correlation functions are NOT the same as Green’s function, even
when the random sources are uniformly distributed around the receivers.

• In practice, the coda waves due to random scatterings of an impulsive source (con-
trolled by the medium properties) cannot be distinguished from the cross-talk ar-
tifacts (controlled by the random source properties) in the non-ballistic arrivals
of the stacked cross-correlation function.

• When stable non-ballistic arrivals appear in the stacked cross-correlation functions,
they could be due to correlations of the environmental sources, or scatterings of
sources in different stationary phase zones.

• The stationary phase zones to properly reconstruct scattering waves in the stacked
cross-correlation function (non-ballistic arrivals) are markedly different from those
to properly reconstruct the direct waves (ballistic arrivals).

These insights demand extreme caution when non-ballistic arrivals in the stacked
cross-correlation functions are interpreted. In practice, changes in the non-ballistic ar-
rivals cannot be uniquely attributed to changes in the medium or changes in the noise
source environment without additional constraints. Interpreting large-elapse-time arrivals
in the stacked cross-correlation functions as coda waves for deterministic information about
the propagation medium should be conducted only after the source influence is sufficiently
ruled out.

3.2 On the ambiguities between the source and medium effects

In this section, we use a couple of numerical examples to highlight the theoretical
results on the general ambiguity between the source interference and the medium scat-
tering effects. Artifacts in the stacked cross-correlation function may arise from many
aspects in field data. To avoid further complications, we assume the primary noise sources
are uniformly distributed around the two receivers and outside the section defined by
the two receivers. We stacked the cross-correlation functions with sufficient sources and
recording duration, such that the non-ballistic arrivals are stable and their amplitudes
cannot be further decreased with respect to the ballistic arrival. We assume no intrin-
sic attenuation during wave propagation.

Figure 10 shows a straightforward comparison between the actual Green’s function
and the stacked cross-correlation function (marked as XCF) in different media. We stack
the cross-correlation function over a duration of 180, 000 times the dominant period (T )
of the ballistic arrival. For 1 Hz (T = 1 s) waves, this is equivalent to stacking over two
days (48 hours) of noise recordings. The waveforms shown in Green’s function and the
XCFs are between 0 and 60T . We take the waveforms between 20T and 50T for a more
detailed comparison.

In the homogeneous medium, the non-ballistic arrivals in the stacked XCF are gen-
erated by the correlations of the recordings from different sources. Due to the random
and continuous nature of the noise source environment in the field, these cross-talk ar-
tifacts cannot be fully eliminated even if the stacking power is maximized (Figure 9). As
these non-ballistic arrivals mainly reflect the correlation characteristics of the source, they

–18–



manuscript submitted to JGR: Solid Earth

Green’s
function

Stacked
XCF

Green’s
function

Stacked
XCF

Coda
wave

Non-ballistic
arrivals

Coda
wave

Non-ballistic
arrivals

Ra
nd

om
m
ed

iu
m

Ho
m
og
en

eo
us

m
ed

iu
m

x 10x 1

Figure 10. Simulation results comparing the actual Green’s function and the stacked cross-

correlation function (marked as XCF) in different media. The top panel shows the simulation

results in a homogeneous medium. The bottom panel shows the simulation results in a random

medium with strong randomly distributed density heterogeneities.

do not deterministically inform the propagation medium (which is free of any scatter-
ing in the homogeneous case).

A remarkable and alarming observation is that we cannot distinguish the non-ballistic
arrivals in the stacked XCF simulated in a homogeneous medium from the coda waves
simulated in the random medium. This ambiguity challenges existing methods and work-
flows for non-ballistic arrival interpretation. The XCF non-ballistic arrivals simulated
in the random medium are evidently different from the coda waves in the actual Green’s
function but rather strongly contaminated by the source-induced crosstalk noise.

Moreover, the theoretical analyses show that the non-ballistic arrival artifacts are
stable, as long as the averaged source spectra, source distribution, and source correlations
are statistically stable. When the noise sources are ocean waves, road traffic, or other fixed
location anthropogenic noises, these conditions are often satisfied in the real world. Stan-
dard ambient noise processing operations such as amplitude normalization and spectral
whitening further enhance the spectra stability. Therefore, the emergence of stable ar-
rivals in the non-ballistic arrivals in the stacked XCF cannot be uniquely interpreted as
scattering events in the subsurface. The time shifts measured in these stable non-ballistic
arrivals cannot be unequivocally interpreted as changes in the propagation medium with-
out further constraints.

Figure 11 shows an example where random sources with stable time correlations
are simulated in a homogeneous medium. We set the medium parameter constant over
time, simulate 8 different realizations of the random source field with the same spectral
and location distribution, and only change the source correlation time. This could cor-
respond to gradual changes in ocean wave frequency due to tidal forces or minute changes
in traffic speed on the highway. In the resulting cross-correlation functions, the arrival
time of the ballistic wave does not change, which properly reflects the constant nature
of the propagation medium, while clear time shifts are observed for the stable non-ballistic
arrivals in the later time, which is purely due to the shifts in the source correlation time.
The relative time shift dt/t is measured around 2% for the first non-ballistic wave train,
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Figure 11. Eight stacked XCFs simulated in a homogeneous medium with correlated noise

sources. Blue-shaded zones highlight stable non-ballistic arrivals with phase shifts due to changes

in source correlation time. The homogeneous propagation medium is kept constant during differ-

ent simulations.

and around 1% for the second wave train. In either case, it would be a mistake if these
shifts were interpreted as changes in the velocity in the propagation medium.

4 Conclusions

Through stationary phase analysis, we provide a theoretical framework to quan-
titatively understand the non-ballistic arrivals in the stacked cross-correlation function.
Our main results show that without further constraints about the noise source environ-
ment, it is extremely challenging to distinguish the source-induced correlations from the
medium-induced correlations in the non-ballistic arrivals. A general equivalency between
the later-time arrivals in the stacked cross-correlation functions and coda waves from im-
pulsive sources does not exist. Therefore, interpretation of the non-ballistic arrivals in
the seismic ambient noise community requires consideration of all possible scenarios be-
fore they are translated into the propagation medium properties deterministically. When
the primary noise source correlations are sufficiently ruled out, we provide a theoreti-
cal understanding of the stationary phase zones for special cases of the scattering waves.
These theoretical results will direct future research to extract more reliable scattering
information from the noise correlation functions for higher-resolution imaging and mon-
itoring.

Open Research Section

While this is primarily a theory paper and no field data are used, we will organize
and upload codes to generate the synthetic data used in this research on GitHub.
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