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Abstract

We analyze the refocusing properties of time reversed waves that propagate in two different
media during the forward and backward stages of a time-reversal experiment. We consider two
regimes of wave propagation modeled by the paraxial wave equation with a smooth random re-
fraction coefficient and the Ito-Schrodinger equation, respectively. In both regimes, we rigorously
characterize the refocused signal in the high frequency limit and show that it is statistically
stable, that is, independent of the realizations of the two media. The analysis is based on a
characterization of the high frequency limit of the Wigner transform of two fields propagating in
different media.

The refocusing quality of the back-propagated signal is determined by the cross correlation of
the two media. When the two media decorrelate, two distinct de-focusing effects are observed.
The first one is a purely absorbing effect due to the loss of coherence at a fixed frequency. The
second one is a phase modulation effect of the refocused signal at each frequency. This causes
de-focusing of the back-propagated signal in the time domain.

1 Introduction

The refocusing of back-propagated pulses in time-reversal experiments has attracted a lot of attention
recently both in the physical and mathematical literature; see [, 6, [7, [0 T2 13, 16, T9] and references
therein. A time reversal experiment consists of two stages. In the first stage, a signal is sent from
a localized source to an array of receiver-transducers that record the signal in time. In the second
stage, the signal is time reversed and re-emitted into the medium, that is, the part that is recorded
first is sent back last and vice versa. It has been observed experimentally and justified theoretically
that the back-propagated signal refocuses much more tightly at the location of the original source
when propagation occurs in a highly heterogeneous medium rather than in a homogeneous medium.
Moreover, the shape of the back-propagated signal does not depend, under appropriate assumptions,
on the realization of the underlying medium if it is modeled as a random medium.

In order to obtain a tight refocusing, it is important that the underlying media do not change
during the two stages of the time reversal experiment. Several experimental studies have demon-
strated that the refocusing of time reversed waves degrades as the back-propagating medium is
modified [T9, 25]. The modifications in the refocusing properties have been analyzed in [8] in the
weak coupling regime based on the formal theories of radiative transfer and diffusion equations for
time reversed waves propagating in random media [7]. They have also been rigorously analyzed in
the one-dimensional setting [I] in the regime of strong fluctuations and wave localization. It has been
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shown in [I] that the re-propagated signal is both not as tightly focused and is no longer statistically
stable when the two media are different in the one-dimensional case.

Here we consider time reversal in changing media for two models of wave propagation: the
paraxial regime and its white noise limit. These regimes model multi-dimensional propagation of
wave pulses with beam-like structure so that backscattering in the main direction of propagation of
the beam can be neglected. Time reversed waves in these regimes have been analyzed in [3, 6, 22].
We characterize the modifications incurred in the radiative transfer equations modeling time reversal
as the medium of back-propagation changes. They are described in terms of the cross-correlation of
the two media of propagation and are similar to those derived formally in [§]. We also show that
the back-propagated signal is still statistically stable, that is, independent of the realizations of the
random media provided that the correlation functions remain the same. This is similar to what
was obtained in 6, [5l 22] in the case when the two media are identical and is consistent with the
numerical simulations in [8]. This contrasts, however, with the results obtained in the localization
regime in [I], where statistical instability has been demonstrated in one dimension.

As in the pioneering paper on the multi-dimensional time reversal [I2], the characterization of
the back-propagated signal in the high frequency limit is carried out by analyzing the correlation
function and the Wigner transform of two wave fields. The main novelty is that we now consider the
Wigner transform of two fields propagating in two different media [I8, 23]. Time reversal is the first
application where such correlations seem to be of a practical interest. Our theoretical analysis is very
similar to that in [6] and is based on the construction of approximate martingales and perturbed
test functions.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section B presents the equations modeling time
reversal in changing media in the paraxial regime. The main results on the characterization of the
time reversed signal in the paraxial regime are given in Section Bl The theory in the 1t6-Schrédinger
regime is carried out in Section Fl In both cases, we observe that the focusing of the back-propagated
signal at the original source location deteriorates as the cross-correlation of the two media decreases.
This de-correlation is analyzed in detail in Section B Section [l offers some concluding remarks.
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grant N00014-04-1-0224, NSF Grants DMS-0239097 (GB) and DMS-0203537 (LR), and two Alfred
P. Sloan Fellowships.

2 Two-media Time reversal in the paraxial regime

In this section we generalize the time reversal setting presented in [6] to the situation where the
media differ during the forward and backward propagation stages.

2.1 Paraxial wave equation and scaling

Propagation of acoustic waves is described by the scalar wave equation for the pressure field p(z, x, t)

1 02

2o an —Ap=0. (1)
Here ¢(z,x) is the local wave speed, which we model as a random process, and the Laplacian A is
both in the direction of propagation z and the transverse variable x € R?. The physical dimension
is d = 2 although out theory applies to any d > 1. The wave speed ¢(z,x) is different during the

forward and backward propagation stages of time reversal.
The paraxial (or parabolic) approximation of wave propagation consists of assuming that the
wave field has a “beam-like” structure in the z direction and that back scattering in the z direction



can be neglected [24]. This implies the approximation

p(z,x,t) ~ / e*E=eotl (2, x, k)eodk, (2)
R
where the function 1 satisfies the Schrodinger equation

Zikg—f(z,x, k) + Axt(z,x, k) + k2(n?(2,x) — D(z,x, k) =0,

W(z =0,x,k) = Po(x, k)

3)

and Ay is the Laplacian in the variable x. We have defined the refraction index as n(z,x) = ¢p/c(z,x)
where ¢g is a reference speed. Note that (Bl is an initial value problem in the z-variable. Theoretical
justifications of the passage from the wave equation to the parabolic approximation can be found in
2. [

We analyze the high frequency regime, where waves undergo multiple interactions with the
inhomogeneous medium and wave propagation may be described by macroscopic equations in ap-
propriate limits. To quantify these limits, we introduce some scaling parameters. Let L, and L, be
the overall propagation distances. We re-scale x and z as L,x and L,z with the new x and z being
non-dimensional O(1) quantities. In order for the paraxial approximation (B) to be valid one has to
assume that L, < L..

Let [, and [,, be the transversal and longitudinal correlation lengths of the heterogeneous
medium. Upon recasting the refraction index as

| %

n?(z,x) —1=—20V( ) (4)
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the above equation (B]) becomes in the re-scaled variables

2ik 0 1 )
LZ & + L—%AXTZJ — 2k O'V(

L,z L,x
L7 1,

) = 0. (5)

Let us now assume that the medium and the typical wavelength of the propagating waves satisfy
the following scaling assumptions:
lm lz R Lz 2 Lx
e=t=F<l, kL=2(F) = e=2, 6
L, L, z e\ L, g \/_Lz ( )
These constraints imply that we are in the high frequency regime when the non-dimensional wave
number £ is of order O(1). Note that there is one free parameter left in the above relations, namely

> = Enu n > 07 (7)

where 17 > 0 is necessary to be compatible with the paraxial approximation and to ensure that
L, < L. The relations (@) quantify how the correlation length and the strength of the fluctuations
are related so that the parabolic wave equation (H) in the radiative transfer scaling is given by

.0 g2 z X
mz—:—w + —Axy — /{2\/51/<—, —)1/) = 0. (8)

0z 2 €' €
The above equation is our model for wave propagation in this section. We will see a different
scaling in Section Hl This equation is a Schrodinger equation with “time”-dependent potential, as

the potential depends here also on the variable z.



The above choice of scaling implies that

%:%:En<1’ ()
so that the medium is physically anisotropic: fluctuations in the longitudinal and transversal direc-
tions are not defined at the same scale. Only in the limit L,/L, — 1, i.e., n — 0 do we recover
a statistically isotropic medium. This limit, which is more relevant in many practical problems, is
much more difficult to handle mathematically [, 23]. The paraxial approximation in the radiative
transfer regime presented in this section shares most of the physical aspects of the isotropic model
and is much more amenable to a rigorous mathematical treatment.

2.2 Time reversal modeling

We are interested in the refocusing properties of tightly localized pulses. We assume that the center
of our pulse is a point xg and that its spatial width is €, so that the typical wavelength in the system
is €. We thus scale our initial condition for the Schrodinger equation as

X — X
TIZ)(Z =0,x, ’{) :T,Z)(]< - 7"{)' (10)
During the forward propagation phase, we assume that the medium is described by fluctuations
Vi(z,x). The Green function associated to (B) is then the unique solution to

_ 0Gg(z,x,Kkyy) € ' ) z X L
ihe———p + EAfo(Z,X, KyY) — K \/EV1<E’ E)Gf(z,x, ky) =0 (11)

Gr(0,%,55y) = 6(x —y).

Let us assume that waves propagate for a distance z = L = ¢y along the z axis, or equivalently for
a time T'. The solution at z = L is given by

Y_(L,x,k) = /d Gy¢(L,x, /i;y)z/J()(y ;XO,/i)dy. (12)
R
The signal is then recorded on a domain of small (but of order O(1)) aperture — this is modeled
by multiplication of the signal by a compactly supported function y(x). We also allow for some
blurring at the detectors so that the re-emitted signal after time reversal is given by

velLoxr) = x(0) [ UL (L. may. (13)
Here * denotes complex conjugation and corresponds to time reversal. Indeed, the time reversal
t — —t in the time domain amounts to complex conjugation e“! — ¢~ in the frequency domain.
The blurring must be controlled at the scale of the wavelength e for otherwise all the coherent signal
would be irretrievably lost.

It now remains to model back-propagation to the hyperplane z = 0, that is, again during a
time T'. The back-propagation takes place in a different medium described by the random potential
Va(z,x) whose Green’s function satisfies

- 0Gy(zx,m3y) | € . 2 z X y) =
ZHET + EAXGb(27X7 :‘i,}’) — kK \/g‘/2<gv 2>G5(27X7 "i7y) =0
Gb(07X7 R y) = 6(X - y)

(14)



After back-propagation for a distance L along the z-axis and a second time reversion (complex
conjugation in the frequency domain) we obtain that the re-propagated signal takes the form

P = [ GiLox iyt (Ly. )y, (15)

The second conjugation is performed so that when full measurements are available, that is, x = 1,
and the detectors are perfect, so that f(x) = §(x), we recover the original signal exactly: 2 (x, x) =

¢(Z = 07 X7 K;)'
We are interested in the back-propagated signal in the vicinity of xg and define

1/1€B(£,n;x0) :zﬁB(xo—i-EE,/i). (16)

Summarizing the successive steps described above, we can relate the back-propagated signal to the
initial signal as

VB (&, Kix0) = /RM Gy (L,x0 + €€, k;m)Gy(L,x0 + €, 1, y)X (0, ¥)Y0(C, k)dCdndy, — (17)

where we have used that G(L,x,k;y) = G(L,y, k;x) as can be seen from the equation satisfied by
the Green function and where we have defined

x(m.3) = x(mx()f (1=

1

) = Xx(Q) ga [, Sl Vee g (18)

The above notation implicitly defines our convention for the Fourier transform f(q) of f(x). We
observe that the back-propagated signal in ([[7]) involves the product of two Green’s functions at
nearby points. The Wigner transform is thus a very natural tool to understand the statistical
properties of this two point correlation [I8) 23]. Following [Bl [1] we introduce the functions Qy; as

Qf,b(La X, K q) = /Rd Gf,b(La X, K3 y)X(y)e_iq.Y/Edy7 (19)

which solve the initial value problems

. 0Qyp g2 Z X
1R ag’ (Z7X7 K3 q) + EAXQf,b(Z7X7 K3 q) - I{2\/gvf,b (ga g

Qf,b(Z =0,x, K; q) = X(X)e—iq-x/s_

We then define the Wigner measure W; as

) Qf,b(z7 X, K3 q) = 07 (20)

We(z7 X7 k7 K") = Rd f(q) Ug('z? X7 k7 I{; q)dq7 (21)
where U, is the Wigner transform of the auxiliary functions @)y, defined by
k- € " € d
Ug(Z, X, kv s q) = /]Rd elk ny(Z, X = 7y7 R; q)Qb(z7X + 7}’7 s q) (27_(}_’)[1 : (22)

The main reason for introducing the above notation is that the back-propagated signal can be recast
in terms of the Wigner measure as

dydk
(2m)¢

¢€B (57 R XO) = / eik.(E_Y)WE(Lv X0 + €y——i_£7 kv “)ZDO (Y7 K’)

R2d 2 (23)

Thus in order to understand the macroscopic properties of the time reversed signal )Z in the high
frequency limit, i.e., as ¢ — 0, it suffices to analyze the Wigner measure W, in the same limit. This
task is taken up in the following section.



3 Stability of waves in changing environment

3.1 The main result

We consider in this section the general problem of the correlation of solutions of the linear paraxial
Schrodinger equations in two different albeit correlated random media. We let 1).(z,x) and ¢.(z,x)
be the solutions of the family of Cauchy problems

. O, 2
iek (;i + %Awe — K2\EW (g, ;) e =0 (24)
- (0,%) = ¥2(x;¢)
and
0. 2
ick ;i + 580~ K*VEV (2,2) 6. =0, (25)

¢:(0,x) = ¢2(x; ()

with two different random potentials V5 and V5. The initial data depend on an additional random
variable ¢ defined over a state space S with a probability measure du(¢). It accounts for the
consideration of a mixture of states rather than the single solution of the Schrédinger equation. The
mixture of states arises naturally in the time-reversal set-up, because of the integration over the
wave vector q in (ZIl). This introduces additional regularity into the problem, which is crucial to
obtain statistical stability.

The cross Wigner transform is defined by

. _ dy
K) — ik-y _ €_y €_y d .
W6(27X7 ) /Rdxse ¢e <Z7X 2 7() ¢€ (Z7X+ 2 7C> (27T)d M(C)
The evolution equation for the Wigner transform is
ow. 1 K . -z P ~ (Z p dp
Lk UV We=—= [ PV (Zp)We(k—Z) —Va(Z,p) W (k+ = (2
9= ' n Ve ive Rde { 1(6’p> E( 2> 2(6’p> E( +2>} (2m)d (26)

Here V(z,p) is the partial Fourier transform of V(z,x) in x only. We will assume that the initial
data W.(0,x,k) converges strongly in L*(R% x R?) to a limit Wy(x,k). This is possible due to
the introduction of the mixture of states — the integration against the measure u(d¢)— although the
Wigner transform of a pure state is not uniformly bounded in L?*(R? x R?) [20]. The evolution
equation (Z0) preserves the L?-norm so that in order to identify the limit of W, as e — 0, it suffices
to consider initial data

W.(0,x,k) = Wp(x, k) (27)

that are independent of the parameter .
We assume that the random processes Vj 2(2) are statistically homogeneous in space x and ”time”
2z, have mean zero and rapidly decaying correlation functions R;;(s,y):

E{VYZ‘(Z,X)} =0, E{VYZ(Z + S,X—Fy)‘/j(Z,X)} = Rij(say)7 1,7 =1,2.

~

We denote by R;j(w,p) the corresponding power spectra:

A~ ~

E {Vi(W,P)‘A/j(w/,Q)} = (27T)d+1Rij(W,p)5(w +w)o(p +4q), Rij(w,p)= /e_w_ip'xRij(taX)dth'



We will also assume that the partial Fourier transforms f/j(z, p) in x only are almost surely supported
in a deterministic compact set {||p|| < C'} and the total mass is also almost surely uniformly bounded:

/ 1dV;(z.p)| < C.

with a deterministic constant C'. We denote the state space of such spectral measure by V.

We further assume that the joint random process V(z) = (Vi(z),Va(z)) is Markovian in the
variable z with a generator () (written in the Fourier domain) that is bounded on L*°(V), has a
unique invariant measure 7(V) and a spectral gap « > 0. This means that

Q'r =0,
and if (g, 7) = 0, then
le gl < Cllgllzgpe™" (28)
Given ([28), the Fredholm alternative holds for the Poisson equation
Qf =9,
provided that g satisfies (7, g) = 0. It has a unique solution f with (r, f) = 0 and [|f|lzez < C|gl|Lss-
The solution f is given explicitly by

f7) = - /0 " drerQg(V),

and the integral converges absolutely because of (25).
The main result of this section is that under the above assumptions, the following theorem holds.
Let us define the operator

2

e L Bt e L IO S
Wy (29)
with
) = 7 [ ar [ R R RIS o fis - p/2) - plsen()
Ros(w,k —p) — Ryii(w,k —p) dwdp
= /Rd p.v. / |p‘2 ﬁ{l‘Q @m)d (30)

Here, R( ,p) is the partial Fourier transform of R in x only. We denote the standard inner product
on Lz(de) by (f,g) fRQd g(x,k)dxdk. Then we have the following result.

Theorem 3.1 Under the above assumptions, the Wigner distribution W. converges in probability
and weakly in L*>(R??) to the solution W of the transport equation

oW
H8—+k VW = k*LW. (31)
More precisely, for any test function X\ € L?(R??) the process (W.(2),\) converges to (W (z),)\) in
probability as ¢ — 0, uniformly on finite intervals 0 < z < Z.



3.2 Proof of Theorem B.1

The strategy of the proof is very similar to that in [6]. Observe first that since the Wigner equation
preserves the L?-norm, the joint process (W.(z),V(z)) is a Markov process on X' x V, where X =
{|W]|2 < C} is an appropriate ball in L?(R? x R%). The corresponding family of measures P* on
the right-continuous paths on X is tight, as can be shown in a way identical to [B] and [6] (see also
[I1] for a detailed calculation in a similar setting).

Given a test function A\(z,x,k) we will show that the functional

z 1
Gi(z) = (W, ) — / <W, <g + -k -Vyx+ mﬁ*) )\> (s)ds (32)
0 0z kK
is an approximate P.-martingale. More precisely, we show that
[E™= {GAIW](2)| 7} = GAW](s)] < Cazv/e (33)

uniformly for all W e C([0,Z]; X) and 0 < s < z < Z, with a deterministic constant C z. The
weak convergence of the probability measures P. together with (B3]) imply that E{1¥¢} converges to
W. In order to establish [3) we will construct another functional G§ that is an exact martingale
and that is uniformly close to GG). This is done by the perturbed test function method. A similar
argument applied to (W, \)? implies that E{W¢ ® W¢} converges weakly to W ® W. This implies
convergence in probability. In order to simplify the notation we set k = 1 throughout the proof.

Step 1. Convergence of the expectation. Given a function F(W, V) let us define the
conditional expectation

E: o AFV) () = B {FW (o), V) W(z) =WV () =V}, 22,

where P. is the joint probability measure of V and W.. The weak form of the infinitesimal generator
of the Markov process generated by Vi o and W, is given by

d

B {WAVD} G+ h)

:§<W,QA>+<W<5+1< Vx \}g v, ]>A>7 (34)

h=0
:(W,)\(V)>(z)—/ < ( Q+ ~ k- Vs v §>A> (35)
0
is a martingale. The skew-symmetric operator K is defined by

av; . 1 A% ip-
(2;()1;) ezp-ﬁw( &k — g) _ = /Rd (;T()I;) P ﬁw(x,f,k + g) (36)

hence

KV golx ek V) =1 [

The generator (B4 results from the Wigner equation written in the form

oW, 1 -z
5 —i—k-VxWa—\/glC[V(E),

The following lemma is the key element to show that E{W.} — W, solution of (BI).

Z|W.. (37)

Lemma 3.2 Let A(z,x,k) € CY([0,Z];S) be a deterministic test function, and let the functionals
G5 and Gy be defined by ([33) and [3A), respectively. There exists a deterministic constant Cy > 0
and a family of perturbed random test functions Az so that ||[Ac — A||2 < Cx\/e almost surely and

IG5 (2) = Ga(@) || (v) < CaveE (38)

uniformly for all distances z € [0, Z].



The proof of this lemma is presented in Appendix_ [AI The weak convergence of the probability
measures P. and Lemma B2 imply that E{W.} — W, weak solution of

(7(2). 7)) = (o, A0)) — [ s

0

<W, (% Yk Vit c*) )\> (s) =0, (39)

which is nothing but the weak form of (&II).

Step 2. Convergence in probability. We now look at the second moment E{(WE,)\>2}
and show that it converges to (W, \)2. This implies convergence in probability. The calculation
is similar to that for E {(W.,A\)} and is based on constructing an approximate martingale for the
functional (W ® W, u), where u(z,x1,ki,x2,ks) is a test function, and W ® W (z,x1,k;,x2,ks) =
W (z,x1,k1)W(z,%2,ks). As before we consider functionals of W and V of the form F(W,V) =

(W@ W, u(V)), where p is a given function. The infinitesimal generator acts on such functions as

d _p - 1 c
B AW EWR) G +h)| =W SW.QN + (W oW Hp) (40
where
. 2 1 ~ox)
Hip =1 V=3 oK, 72w (41)
with
~ 1 dVD) pey) P 1 / dVa(P) ipe,) P
KV, & Ju = ;/Rd We ! N(k1_§,k2)_€ ” We ! M(k1+§,k2)
and
. 1 dVAD) pey) p, 1 / dV2(P) ipe,) p
KalV, Eale = 5 /Rd Gmd ¢ ke =) =5 | ama ¢kl ke 5.
Therefore the functional
pe .
G = WeW ulV))(z) (42)
z 1 8 1 ~ X1 ~ X9
—/0 <W®W, (2Q+ 5. +ki+ Vi + ke Vi = NI R ?])>u> (s)ds

is a P® martingale. The following lemma is proved in Appendix

Lemma 3.3 Let u(z,x1,ky,x2,ke) be a deterministic test function and let the functional Gi’e be
defined by [{A). Then there exists a deterministic constant C > 0 so that

G* = GoF| < Cye (43)
with
_ z 0
Gir =W a W) — [ (Weow o T e Va4 L)) (s (40

and with a deterministic operator La. such that ||£5 . — L* @ L1212 — 0 as e — 0.

LemmaB3implies immediately that for any test function p we have E {(W. @ W, u)} — (WQW, ).
If we take = A®@ X\ we get E {(W.,\)} — (W, \)? and hence (W, \) — (W, \) in probability. This
finishes the proof of Theorem Bl



4 The Ito-Schrodinger regime

We consider in this section the regime where the ratio I,/L, of the correlation length I, of the
fluctuations in the z direction to the propagation distance L, is the smallest parameter in the
System.

4.1 TIt6-Schrodinger equation
Let us recall the Schrédinger equation (B)

2ik O 1 9 L.z L,x
— + S Ax¥ — 2k , = 0. 4
L. 0: "oy oV e =0 (45)
The scaling assumptions (f) are now replaced by
l l Kk (L.\2 1-a L
_ e 'z _ lta LZ:—<—Z> e Rl 4
€ L:c<< ) I e a >0, k (7)o o esz (46)

The constraint o > 0 indeed implies that [, /L, is smaller than any other dimensionless term in the
system. With these assumptions, (@) may be recast as

oy e o1 z X
— = — A —ik——=V(——, — ). 4
9. on (G ZK{;HTQ‘/(EHO‘ 6)7/) (47)

Because the variations in z of the potential are faster than any other quantity in the above equation,
we can formally replace

—1iK zZ X X
—V(—,—)d b ikB(dz, — 48
V(D) by Bl ), (48)

its white noise limit, where B(dz,x) is the Wiener measure described by the statistics
E{B(x,2)B(y, )} = K(x —y)z A 7. (49)

Here, E{-} means mathematical expectation with respect to the Wiener measure, K (x) is the corre-
lation function of the random fluctuations and z Az’ = min(z, 2’). The paraxial Schrodinger equation
then becomes the following stochastic equation

dip(z,x) = ;—Zszp(z, x)dz + i (z,x) o B(dz, ?). (50)

Here, the notation o means that the stochastic equation is understood in the Stratonovich sense
7, 21]. In the It6 formalism, it becomes the following It6-Schrédinger equation
1
dy(z,x) = 5 (— - H2K(0)>Ax¢(2, x)dz + ik(z,x)B(dz, 5). (51)
K €
We do not justify the derivation of (&Il) here. It was shown in [2] that the paraxial approximation
and the white noise limit can be taken consistently in the one-dimensional case.
As in the paraxial regime, we still have one parameter left, namely L, /L., which we choose as

in ([). We then verify that

l_x — l_x&& =« (52)
l, LpL,I,

Thus with the choice n = «, the It6-Schrodinger equation (BI) can be used to model isotropic

fluctuations.
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4.2 Time reversed waves in changing media

The formalism presented in Section applies in the white noise limit as well. We can still define
the functions @), which now solve

1 ie | .
dQpp(z. %, K;q) = 5 (; — K2K1,2(0))Afo,b(z,X, wi@)dz +i6Qp(2,%, K5 @) Bra(dz, ), -
vab(ov X, K; CI) = X(x)e_ix'Q/€7

where the Wiener measures By o are described by different statistics K o for the forward propagation
(index 1) and the backward propagation (index 2). The cross-correlation of the two media, is defined
by

E{B.(x,2)By(y,2)} = Knn(x —y)z A 2/, 1<m,n<2. (54)
We will see in what follows that the relative strength of the cross-correlation K19 compared to the

auto-correlation functions K, determines the quality of time-reversal.
Upon defining

k- € " € d
U&(Z7 X, k7 K q) = /]Rd elk ny(Z7 X — 7y7 R q)Qb(Z7X + 7y7 R q) (27.(}.,)d ) (55)
as in ([22) and
We(zxkom) = | f(@Ue(z%k x: q)dg, (56)
R

as in (ZI]), we obtain that the back-propagated signal is given as in ([Z3)) by

¢€B (57 K3 XO) - / eik'(ﬁ—Y) WE(Lv X0 + €y—_‘_£7 kv “)7/)0 (Y7 K’) dydk (57)

R2d 2 (27T)d .

The high frequency limit of the time reversed signal is thus again modeled by the limit € — 0 in the
above equation.

4.3 High frequency limit of time reversed waves in changing media
In the high frequency limit, we have the following result

Theorem 4.1 Let k € R fized. Let us assume that the initial condition 1y(y, x) € L*(RY), the filter
f(x) € LYRY) N L>®(RY), and the recorder function x(x) is sufficiently smooth. Then 2 (€, k;%0)
converges weakly and in probability to the deterministic signal

WP € mixo) = [ V(L k0. )i )k (58)
Rd
where W (L, %o, k, k) solves the following radiative transfer equation

W Ly g 4 2 K10+ Kaa(0
0z K * 2

W(0,x,k, k) = f(k)x2(x).

Dy = 2 /]Rd Ki2(p — k)W (p)dp (59)

Moreover for a smooth test function of the form M&,x0) = Mxo)u(€), we have an error estimate of
the form

E{(? — E(Z})*} < CelAI2a e 00l 220, (60)

uniformly in L on compact intervals.
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The main steps of the proof of the theorem are very similar to that in the paraxial regime. However
the mathematical analysis is substantially simplified by the fact that statistical moments of the field
¥P and the associated Wigner transform W. satisfy closed-form equations. We refer the reader to
[T4, [I7, 26] for basic results about the stochastic partial differential equation (BZ). The proof of the
above theorem can be carried out as in [3]. We highlight the differences that appear because of the
change of media during the forward and backward propagation.

Let 11 and 9 satisfy

1 i
W (z%) = 5 (= = KK (0)) Axthn (.02 + inthn (2,0 Br(d2, 5),  m=12.  (61)

We define the second moment mo(x,y) as
ma(z,%,¥, k) = E{tn (7. x + S, 053 (2, x — 1)) (62)

2
By an application of the It6 calculus [ZI] we obtain that

d(wl(zvx)w;(Z7Y)) - 1/11(Z=X)d¢5(%)’) + d¢1(27X)¢5(27Y) + d¢1(zax)d¢5(Z=Y)-

We insert (EIl) into the above formula and taking mathematical expectation, obtain after some
algebra [3] an equation for ma:

Omo 1 K11(0) + K22(0)
5 = va -Vyma(z) — /£2< 5 — Klg(y)>m2(z). (63)
Now, defining the Wigner transform of the two fields as
1 .
W12(z7 X, kv ’{) = (27T)d /]Rd ezk-x¢1 (Z, X = %7 ﬁ)T/);(Z, X+ %7 K‘)dy7 (64)
we find that
ma(z,X,y, k) = / EXYE{W 12} (2, %, k, k)dK. (65)
Rd
Therefore, E{Wj2} solves the following equation
ow 1 K11(0) + K22(0 .
ootk Vel s 2 K ); 20)y, _ 2 Kis(p — k)W (p)dp. (66)
R4

This is the integro-differential equation in (B3). By construction, E{U.} defined in (BH), whence
E{W.} defined in (Bd), satisfy the same equation.
Let us now consider the fourth-order moment

2— L 01 (67)

7’)’L4(Z,X,y,Z,t,/€) E{¢1(Z X+ )1[)2( 2

x— e+ 50Ul

We deduce from the application of It6 calculus to four arbitrary functions

d(131p30y) = Y3vsidipr +- - -+ Yr3psdy) + Prydapzdipy - - -+ p3abidirdis,

that my solves the following equation

% - é(vx - Vy + Ve Vima(z) — Kma(2),
K(x,y, & t) = K11(O)+K22(0) Kia(y) — Kia(t) N
B e R e N N (68)
rn( - (P Y
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Let us now introduce the second moment of W;s:

W(z7 X7 p7 E? q7 K:) = W12(Z7 X7 p7 I{)Wl2(z7 E? q7 I{)' (69)
We verify that
mae %,y 260 = [ PYIEVox,py . k)dpda (70)
R2d

so that E{W} solves the following equation

ow 1
0z + E(P Vx+d- V)W + 52 (K11(0) + Koo (0)W = k2LoW + k> L12W, (71)

where

LW = /2d (K12(p — p')d(a — d') + Ki2(p — p)d(a — d))W(p',d)dp'dd

LW = f eif"?%f(lz(u) WP - S,qa—2) + WP+ =, q+ =) (72)
e 2291775 2173
S u u ~ u u
—Ku(u)W(p — 5at35) - Ko (w)W(p + 54 §)>du.

We thus obtain that both

Z/{E(z7 X7 p7 £7 q7 /41; k) = E{UE(Z7 X7 p7 /41; k)U€ (z7 57 q7 /{; k)} (73)
where U, is defined in (B3), and

WE(’Z7 X7 p7 £7 q7 K:) = E{We('z7 X7 p7 /{)WE('Z? £7 q7 I{)} (74)

where W, is defined in (BH), satisfy the same radiative transfer equation ([[Il). There is however a
fundamental difference between the two latter terms, namely that W, is bounded in L?(R*?) at fixed
k, whereas U is not bounded in the same norm at x and k fixed. Indeed, W(z = 0) is bounded in
L%(R??), which is not the case for U.(z = 0). The results in [3, section 3] show that E{W.}(z) and
W.(z), are then bounded in L?(R??) and L?(R*¢) respectively, uniformly in z > 0. More precisely,
we have

W0.xk) = [ e e+ St - Fay. (75)

For f(x) and x(x) sufficiently smooth, Theorem 4.1 of [3] allows us to conclude that
Wz — E{W.(2,%,p, 5) Y E{W: (2, €, q, £) }| 12 (maay < Ce¥?, (76)

uniformly on compact sets in z. This comes merely from the observation that L2 defined in ([Z2)
converges to zero as an operator on L2, Moreover, ([(Q)) implies that W.(z = 0,x,k, k) converges
strongly to f(k)x2(x) as € — 0 since x(x) is smooth. This implies that E{W.(z,x,k, )} converges
strongly in L?(R??) and uniformly in z and & on compact intervals to W (z,x,k, x) solution to (53
as € — 0 (since the L? norm is preserved by [E9)).

For a test function A € L2(R??), the above convergence implies that

E{((We, \) — (B{W:}, 1)} < Ce2| 132 520 (77)

We deduce that (W, \) converges in probability to the deterministic number (W, \) as ¢ — 0. We
have thus obtained the (weak) stability of W,.. Then we can pass to the limit ¢ — 0 in (BZ) and
obtain (B]]). This concludes the proof of Theorem ETl

13



5 Decoherence in time reversal

The two preceding sections were concerned with the derivation of the radiative transfer equations
modeling time reversal when the medium during the backward propagation phase differs from the
medium during the forward propagation stage. In both regimes we observe that the main quantity
governing refocusing is the ratio of the cross-correlation terms R12 and K75 to the auto-correlations
Ry and K, m = 1,2. When that ratio is large, time reversal refocusing works as if both
media were the same. When the cross-correlation is small, the coherent effects that produce strong
refocusing in time reversal are no longer present.

Let us focus on the two-media effect in the It6-Schrodinger regime first. We recast (B8) in the
Fourier domain and obtain

VB (k, kixo) = W (L, %0, k, &)tho (k, 5). (78)

Therefore, the medium acts as a filter between the original signal ¢y(k, k) and the refocused signal
@B(k, k;Xg). The back-propagated signal is all the tighter around x( that the filter is close to a
constant (in k) non-zero value. Since W satisfies a radiative transfer equation, the regularity of W
is improved due to the scattering term on the right hand side in ([Bd)), as is discussed in detail in
[[. Indeed, multiple scattering has a regularizing effect. As the change in the propagating media
increases, the cross correlation Ko decreases. This weakens the scattering term in (Bd), hence
diminishes the regularizing effect of (%) and the re-focusing properties of the time reversed signal.
Let us assume that K75 is real-valued to simplify the presentation. The weakened refocusing can be
quantified by recasting the radiative transfer equation (Bd) as

ow 1 9 9 5
5% +/{k'VxW+/<; oW =k RdK12(p k)(W(p) — W(k))dp (79)

W(0,x,k, x) = f(k)x*(x),
where we have defined the apparent absorption coefficient

K11(0) + Ko5(0 X
0, = 11()2 2(0) dKlg(p—k)dp. (80)
R

As the media decorrelate, the absorption coefficient o, increases up to the value $(K11(0) + K22(0))
when the two media become completely uncorrelated. The right-hand side in ([[{d)) then vanishes and
the back-propagated signal is the poorly refocused signal one would obtain in a homogeneous medium
with constant wave speed ¢ = ¢, albeit with a decreased amplitude by a factor e~ R L(K11(0)+K2(0))

Similarly, a signal that is back-propagated in a homogeneous medium would be modeled by
V5 = 0, which implies that K15 = K95 = 0. So the back-propagated signal would similarly be, up to
a factor e~ LK 11(0) " the poorly refocused signal one would obtain in a homogeneous medium. Unless
we have a sufficiently accurate knowledge of the underlying medium, back-propagating a recorded
signal in a homogeneous medium, for instance on a computer, will not tightly refocus at the original
location of the source term.

The situation is somewhat richer in the paraxial regime. The radiative transfer equation takes
the form

ow p? —k?

AL %k- VaW -+ (o) + MEDW = 2 [ Fea (B2 0~ 1) (W (p) — W)

0z R 2
W(07 x, k, "i) = f(k)X2 (X)7

(81)

14



where we have defined

p? — k? . p2_K2 L p2 K2
I e e T R s
k) = Y. Roz(w,k — p) — Ry1(w, k — p) dwdp (82)
B de \pl2 k|2 (27)d+1"

Still assuming that Rys is real-valued, we obtain that oq(k) is an apparent non-negative absorption
coefficient and 4II(k) is a purely imaginary modulation term.

We have seen the role of the absorption o, in the It6-Schrédinger regime. The role of the new
modulation term ¢II(k) is somewhat different. It also reduces the strength of the right hand side
in ([®I) but only in the time domain, when we integrate over all frequencies. Let us assume for
instance that II(k) is constant. We then verify that W (z) = ¢%"12U(2), where U(z) satisfies the
same equation (Bl with IT replaced by zero. Consequently, IT has a tendency to modulate the filter
W (z) that appears in ([[8). The modulation is independent of the wave vector k or the position xg.
However, it depends on the longitudinal length z and on the reduced wave number k. Therefore, in
the time dependent time reversal experiments, where the refocused signal p?(0,x,t) is given by (&)
with 1 replaced by 7, that is, as an average over reduced wave numbers x (after an appropriate
re-scaling), the modulation factor II will imply that the back-propagated signal is given by

pP(0,€,1) ~ / e~ et B (0, €, k) eodr = / e_mcotemzHLWo(L,xo,k, )t (K, K)codk, (83)
R R

where W, is the filter obtained when II = 0. Obviously, the magnitude of the above oscillatory

integral decreases as II increases. The interpretation of the modulation term IT is thus the following.

Although it does not modify the intensity of the filter W (L, x,k, ) at a fixed frequency, it introduces

a modulation of order e*°IL that significantly reduces the back-propagated signal recorded in the

time domain.

Let us conclude with a remark on the comparison between the radiative transfer equations in
the paraxial and It6-Schrodinger regimes. The latter regime should be seen as a limit of the former
as the oscillations in the z direction become faster and faster. Indeed, the fast oscillations in the
variable z imply a decorrelation in the term R(x, z), which converges to K (k)d(z). This in turn is
consistent with R(w, p) converging to K (p). It remains to observe that the Hilbert transform (the
principal value integral in (82)) of a constant function vanishes to conclude that II(k) vanishes in
the limit of fast oscillations in the z direction. This implies that the oscillatory integral obtained in
(B3)) can only be observed in media where the oscillations in the z variable have a sufficiently large
correlation length.

All the effects mentioned in this section are in agreement with the radiative transfer and diffusion
numerical simulations performed in [§] in the so-called weak-coupling regime, which is the limit
L, = L, of the two regimes considered in this paper and for which no rigorous mathematical
derivation is available.

6 Conclusions

When the medium is fixed during the forward and backward stages of a time reversal experiment,
the refocusing of the back-propagated pulse is characterized in many high frequency regimes by
a radiative transfer equation. The solution to the radiative transfer equation acts as a transfer
function and indicates how the shape of the original source term is modified by the time reversal
experiment. We have shown in this paper that this picture remains valid when the two media during
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the forward and backward stages differ. We have also described how the constitutive parameters of
the radiative transfer equation change as the back-propagation medium is modified. Moreover, these
parameters only depend on the correlation function of the two media. Finally, we have observed
that the refocused signal was essentially independent of the realization of the random medium. More
precisely we have shown that the back-propagated signal converges weakly and in probability to a
deterministic function in the high frequency limit. This results from a similar convergence property
for the properly regularized Wigner transform of two fields propagating in two different media.

As the two media are increasingly decorrelated, the refocusing of the back-propagated pulse
degrades. Two mechanisms are responsible for this degradation. The first mechanism consists of a
purely absorbing term indicating that wave mixing by scattering is less efficient as the two media
become less correlated. This effect, though frequency-dependent, can be observed at all frequencies,
hence also in the time domain. The second mechanism, which is absent in the It6-Schrodinger
regime, is a phase modulation phenomenon in the frequency domain. The signal at frequency cok
is modified by a phase proportional to k%, which has an important cancellation effect in the time
domain after Fourier transforms are performed.

A The proof of Lemma

Given a test function \(z,x,k) € C([0, Z]; S) we define the following approximation
Ae(2,%,k, V) = Az, %, k) + VEX (2, %,k, V) + eX5(2,x,k, V) (84)

with A 5(z) bounded in L*(V; L%(R??)) uniformly in z € [0, Z]. The functions Af o will be chosen
in such a way that

1G5, (2) = GA(2) |l (v) < Cave (85)

for all times z € [0, Z]. Here the functional G° is defined by (BH) and the functional G by (B2).
The functions Aj and A are constructed as follows. Let A\;(z,x, &, k, V') be the mean-zero solution
of the Poisson equation

k- Vg)\l + QM = KA. (86)
It is given explicitly by
. 1 [ dv; (P) (ko) si(e. p
— rQ 1 ir (k-p)+i(§-p) _2
Az, x,€,k, V) ; /0 dre /]Rd @) e Az, x,k 2) (87)

1 [ AVa(P) ir(kp)4i(e- P
Z rQ 2 ir(k-p)+i(§-p) =
+i/() dre /d @ )de )\(z,x,k—i-z).

Then we let X¢(z,x,k, V) = A\i(2,x,x/e,k, V). Furthermore, the second order corrector is given by

A5 (z,x, k, V) = X\ao(z,x,x/e,k, V) where \y(z,x, €, k, V) is the mean-zero solution of
k- V&)\Q + QMo = KA — E{IC)\l} (88)

A mean-zero solution of (B8)) exists according to the Fredholm alternative, as the operator @) has a
spectral gap. A straightforward calculation presented below shows that

E{K\} = —L*). (89)

Hence the second corrector is given by

No(z,%, £, K, V) :_/ are? (L2, K) + A (2,%, € + 7k, V)
0
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The above computation and straightforward estimates, as in [6], show that

d
ZE L (WA} 4R

_ <W, <%+k-vx>A+£*A>+ﬁ<W,C?>

h=0

where [|¢}||2 < C, with a deterministic constant C' > 0. It follows that GS, given by

0= W0 — [ s (W (i vk £)3) () - vE [ asnicie) (90

is a martingale with respect to the measure P. defined on D([0,Z]; X x V), the space of right-
continuous paths with left-side limits. In order to show that (89) holds let us compute

=L+ L+1LH+11.

We compute the four terms above separately:

1 [ dVi(p) 4 p
I=FE{ -2 [ = LlePE) k—)S=I+T
{ ’L/Rd (27T)d € l(X7E7 2) 1+ 2

with

dVi(p) ip. /°° / AVi(Q) ir((k—p/2)-a)+ile: P q
I = _F ip-€ rQ 2P ir((k—p/2)-9)+i(€-q) |
1 {/]Rd @n) e ; dre o @) e Az, x, 5 2)

= - / dr / Rll(ra p)e—iT((k—p/2)-p))\(27 X, k) (2dp)d
T

= _/ (de)(flcil Ri1(w, p)A(z,x, k) drexp{zr[w —(k—p/2)-p]}.

The second term is

dvi(p dVg( ) P g
I —E e rQ / (ir((k=p/2)a)+i(g-a) Kk P,
2 { /Rd (27r / L e Azx k=5 +35)

d
:/ dT/R12 T, p r((k-p/2)p ))\(Z7X7k_p) (27.(1.))d

/ (;ip)cfli Ris(w,p)A\(z,x,k — p) /OOO dr exp{irfw — (k — p/2) - p|}.

&

The term I1 is given by

II—ZE{/l%dWe )\1(X,£,k+§) —IIl+IIQ
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with

I, =E /’iﬁﬁﬂgpé/”dWM{/ AVi(Q) ir((crp/2) a)tilea)
e (2m)4 0 e (2m)4

S . . d
_ —ir((k+p/2)-p) Kk p
/0 dr y Ry (r,p)e At,x,k+p) )

- / (gp)cfli1 Ro1(w, p)A(z, %,k + p) /OOO drexp{irlw — (k+ p/2) - p|}

(

z,x,k—i—B—

2

= [ B R NGk~ p) [ drexpfiriw+ (k= p/2) Bl

0

- 0
B / (;lp)(flﬂ Ris(w, p)A(z,x,k — P)/ dr exp{irfw — (k — p/2) -

—00

and

= {/ nt
? ! "““m”M%xMé%g
d

ZP 5/ d,r.eTQ/ d‘/Z(q) eir((k+p/2)-q)+i(§.q))\
Rd

R22 ,P)A(2,x, k) /000 drexp{irlw — (k+p/2) - p]}.

Observe that

pl}

@xk+§+

B 1 = [ B R pA ok —p) [ dresplirks — (<= p/2) )

2 _
:/R12((k_p/2) P, P)A(z, X, :/fi’lz(k 5 P)A(2,%,p)
Furthermore, we also have
o+ 1) = [P R pIA k) [ drexp(irls - (k—p/2) -pl)
+ [ B Rl p)AG %K) [ dresplirs - (k+ p/2) - p])
- [ e nx [ dreslirks — (<= p/2) -pl)
o 0
+ [ B Rl 0N xK) [ drexpfirlo - (k=p/2)-pl)
_ / Riu((k—p/2) p,p) +Rz2((k—p/2)-p,p))\(z k) dp
2 U (2m)d
o [ i Tl IRl g [ drexpinly — (k= p/2) - pllsear)
with
R (522 k — p) + Roo (552 k — p) dp
A= / 2 5 2 Az, x,k) an)
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and

B= / (Zd:)ibil Rii(w,p) ; Ros(w, p) /_Z drexplir|w — (k — p/2) - p|}sgn(r)A(z, x, k)

/ / dp R11 ) ; R22(7'7 p) exp{—ir(k _ p/2) . p}sgn(r))\(z,x, k)

Hence (89) indeed holds and the proof of Lemma is complete.

B The proof of Lemma

The proof is very similar to what is presented in [6]. We highlight the main differences here and refer
the reader to that work for additional details. We let 1(z, X, K) € S(R?? x R2%) be a test function
independent of Vj 5, where X = (x;,x32), and K = (kj,k2). We define an approximation

ME(’Z7X7K) = M(Z7X7 K) + \/EMI(Z7X7X/€7 K) + €M2(Z7X7X/€7 K)

We will use the notation uj(z,X,K) = pu1(z,X,X/e,K) and p5(z, X, K) = pao(z,X,X/e,K). The
functions p; and pg are to be determined. We now use #) to get

2
d . 1 '
1) = — N M} ”7 I II, 117 ; Z j ) )
o dh‘h:OEW’V’Z“ BWope(V))(z 4 1) 6< o +j=1k Ve u> (91)

1
+7<W®W Q+Zk3 Ve | i — ZIC 7.¢] >

Jj=1 Jj=1

<W®W Q+Zkﬂ Ve M—Zic [VEJ}era—JerJ x]u>

Jj=1 Jj=1

+\f<W®W Z/c [vg}uﬁ —+Zk Vo (M1+\/EM2)>'

7j=1

The above expression is evaluated at §; = x;/e. The term of order e~ in D, vanishes since y is
independent of V' and the fast variable £&. We cancel the term of order e '/2 in the same way as in
the proof of Lemma B2 by defining p; as the unique mean-zero (in the variables V and € = (£;,€&5))
solution of

2 2
(Q+ YK Vo) — K| V€] =0, (92)

j=1 j=1
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It is given explicitly by

R 1 o) dV (P) i : (&1 P
— rQ SYI\P) ir(ki-p)+i(€1-p) )
/L1(X7£7K7V) A dre {/Rd (27T)d e ,U(kl 2’k2)
_/ Meir(kl'P)'f‘i(gl'p)y(kl + ga k2)}
W1 / " drer@ { / AR vt )it p) 1y Ky — 2)

2
B / dVa(p) ek P)+i€aP) (k) Ky + g)} .
R

Let us also define us as the mean zero with respect to 7y solution of

]
IS
—~
[
=]
~—
s§

=

<
™o
2
Qu

Q3K Velus - 3K, V& m = S V.. (93)

J=1 Jj=1 J=1

where f = [dny f.
In order to finish the proof of Lemma we have to compute

§7a,u =-E {f:le [V,éj} ,u1} =-E {/C1 [V,El} ,ul} —I—E{/Cz [V,éz}lﬂ} =1 +1 (94)
j=1

and verify that
1£5. = L5 ® L7252 = 0 (95)

as € — 0. This is done by a straightforward but tedious calculation. We present some of the details
for the convenience of the reader. The first term in (@4 is

_ 1 dVl( ) z(p.ﬁl) / d%(p) i(p-&y) P =
I = z’E{/Rd @) 1 (ki kg)  2m) e pi (ki + 27k2) = I11 + L.

Now we further split
I = Iii11 + Tii21 + e + T

according to the four terms in the expression for ps. We compute the first and the third terms as
they illustrate the general picture:

1 Vi(P) ipe,)] / e / V() ir((k—p/2) ) HiCe, ) P_d
L = E{/Rd on dre e @) (ks 5 2’k2)

0 d
/ dr / R p)e™ 020D 1c, k) B (96)

dpdw
/ dT/Rll w,p)e zr(w (k1—p/2)- ) (kl,kz)( p)d_H,

. dVl( z(p &) / TQ/ dVl((]) ir(k2-q)+i(€3-q) p a
et {/R nt T Joa )T ¢ wlamglemy)

dpdw
(Qﬂ)d—i—l ’

and

—— [ [ Bufwpie ety - B+ 5) (o7)
0

2
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The terms as in ([@0) combine exactly to be equal to £* @ L*. The terms as in ([@7) vanish as ¢ — 0
in the L?-sense — this is verified as in J6]. Notice that the a priori regularity of the Wigner measure
in L2(R??) resulting from the mixture of states is crucial to obtain convergence to 0 in ([{IZ); see the
difference between [B] and [6]. This completes the sketch of the proof of Lemma
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