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W e study the di�usion of m onochrom atic classicalwaves in a disordered acoustic m edium by

scattering theory. In order to avoid artifacts associated with m athem aticalpoint scatterers, we

m odelthe random ness by sm allbut�nite insertions. W e derive expressions for the con�guration-

averaged energy ux,energy density,and intensity for one,two and three dim ensional(1D ,2D

and 3D )system s with an em bedded m onochrom atic source using the ladderapproxim ation to the

Bethe-Salpeterequation. W e study the transition from ballistic to di�usive wave propagation and

obtain resultsfor the frequency-dependence ofthe m edium propertiessuch as m ean free path and

di�usion coe�cientasa function ofthescattering param eters.W ediscovercharacteristicdi�erences

ofthe di�usion in 2D ascom pared to the conventional3D case,such asan explicit dependence of

the energy ux on the m ean free path and quite di�erent expressions for the e�ective transport

velocity.

PACS num bers:42.25.D d,05.60.-k,43.35.+ d

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The ongoing interestin the � eld ofclassicalwavesin

com plex m edia iscaused by the im portanceofdetection

and im aging techniques that are based on wave prop-

agation and scattering. This ranges from electrom ag-

netic wavesin opticaland nearinfrared tom ography [1]

and m icrowave radars[2]to acoustic wavesin ultrason-

ics[3]and geophysics[4].Com plexity isoften associated

with inhom ogeneities that cause scattering which com -

plicates m ostim aging processesconsiderably. However,

when used cleverly,the scattered � eld can also be used

to im proveim aging [5].Although length scales(with re-

spectto the wavelength)and the degree ofthe disorder

m ay vary considerably from � eld to � eld,m ethods and

results have been shown to be interchangeable without

m uch di� culty [6]. Recenttopicsofinterestinclude lo-

calization ofclassicalwaves [7, 8], the transition from

ballisticto di� usivewavepropagation [9],acoustictim e-

reversalim aging [10],etc.Directsim ulation by theexact

solution ofa well-known Helm holtz wave equation fora

given realization ofthe m edium is often the m ethod of

choiceforgiven applications.Thedrawbacksofthebrute

forcecom putationalapproach arethelim ited system size

and statisticsthatcan be achieved with given com puter

resourcesaswellasthedi� culty to distillgeneralprinci-

plesoutfrom the plethora ofoutputdata.The need for

sim plem odelswith transparentresultsthereforerem ains.

An analytic theory ofwave propagation in disordered

m edia necessarily relies on sim ple m odelscatterers,for

which point scatterers,i.e. (regularized) �-functions in

realspace,are often chosen [11,12]. Unfortunately,the

scattering response of a single point scatterer can be-

com e non-causal,a pathologicalbehavior that can not

be solved by a sim ple m om entum cuto� [13].Especially

�Em ailaddress:s.gerritsen@ tnw.tudelft.nl

forthe study ofthe frequency dependence overa wider

rangeitisthereforenecessarytousem orerealisticm odel

scatterers.

In thispaperwewish to study a sim ple butnotunre-

alisticexperim entforthedeterm ination ofthescattering

propertiesofscalarwavesin a disordered bulk m aterial.

A signalisem itted byasourceand detected byareceiver,

both em bedded in the m edium at su� ciently large dis-

tancesfrom theboundaries.Ultim ately,weareinterested

in thedetectorsignalcaused byapulsed (broadband)sig-

nalem itted bythesource.Aftera� rstarrivalwethen ex-

pecttheso-called coda thatarrivesatlatertim esdueto

m ultiple scattering atthe random scatterers[14]. How-

ever,com bining both the e� ects ofm ultiple scattering

and the fullfrequency dependence ofthe scattering pro-

cesses renders an analyticaltreatm ent di� cult without

additionalapproxim ations,such asa com pleteneglectof

the frequency dependence ofthe scattering am plitudes

[15]. In order to understand how to justify certain ap-

proxim ations and eventually � nd better ones,we have

carried out a study ofthe frequency dependence ofthe

scattering propertiesofrandom m edia. W e concentrate

on thesteady statein thepresenceofstrictly m onochro-

m aticsources,which distinguishesthepresentwork from

related studiesofthepropagation ofnarrow band pulses

[16].Asm ain resultsweobtain thefrequencydependence

ofm acroscopice� ectivem edium propertieslikethem ean

free path and the di� usion constantthatdepend on the

m icroscopicparam etersofthe random scatterers.

W hen the ratio between source-receiverdistance and

m ean free path is sm all, wave propagation is predom -

inantly ballistic. W hen this ratio is large,energy and

intensity propagation isgoverned by the di� usion equa-

tion [12,15]. Both these regim es are wellunderstood.

However,m any im aging applications operate on length

scaleswhere the m ean free path and the source-receiver

distance are com parable. This is especially the case in

geophysicswherem ean freepathsrangefrom a few hun-

dred m etersup totensofkilom eters[17].Thebehaviorat

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0509017v1
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this crossoverregim e between ballistic and di� use wave

(intensity)propagation isofconsiderableinterest[9]and

also subjectofthe presentstudy.

Herewepresentan analyticalform alism on m onochro-

m atic wave intensity and energy propagation in one di-

m ensional,two dim ensionaland three dim ensional(1D,

2D and 3D) hom ogeneously disordered m edia using re-

alistic m odelscatterers. W e determ ine the relative con-

tributionsofdi� usively and coherently propagated waves

asthe source-receiverdistanceincreases.W e did no � nd

m any theoreticalstudiesofwave propagation in two di-

m ensional random m edia in the literature [6, 18], al-

though severalexperim ents on quasi2D system s have

been carried out [15,19]. Another possible test forour

2D theory is com parison with num ericalstudies,which

forvery large system sare m uch cheaperthan in the 3D

case.

The rem ainder ofthis paper is organized as follows.

In sections II-IV we start with de� ning our m odelsys-

tem and the basic equations,addressing the scattering

m atrices ofsingle scatterers and discussing the average

am plitudepropagatorsin thefrequency dom ain.Thein-

tensity,energy  ux and energy density are discussed in

sectionV.Resultson thefrequencydependenceofthedif-

fusion constantand itsdependenceon them odelparam -

etersare discussed in section VI.In general,the results

for 1D system s are easily obtained,whereas our results

for 3D system s agree with � ndings previously reported

by others. The m athem atics in the 2D case is nottriv-

ial,however,and the derivationsare sum m arized in the

appendix.W e end with the conclusions.

II. D EFIN IT IO N S A N D B A SIC EQ U A T IO N S

A . M icroscopic equations

W edescribethepropagation of(scalar)acousticwaves

in am icroscopicm odelsystem .Speci� cally,weconsidera

1D,2D or3D acousticm edium with wavevelocity c0 and

am assdensity �0.Them edium containsn random ly dis-

tributed scatterersper unit length,area or volum e and

we treat the dilute lim it in which the average distance

between scatterers is m uch larger than their radius a.

The internalwave velocity ofa scattereriscint and,for

sim plicity,the di� erence in m ass density with the sur-

rounding m edium isdisregarded.Thewavesareem itted

by am onochrom aticpointsourceoscillatingatfrequency

! positioned atthe origin. The wave am plitude  !,re-

lated to the hydrostatic pressure by p! = @t ! and to

localparticlevelocity by v! = � �
�1
0
r  !,then obeysthe

waveequation:

�
r 2 + c

�2 (r)@2t
�
 ! (r;t)= � Q �0�(r)cos(!t). (1)

The source term chosen here corresponds to a volum e

injection term . The source em its plane waves for 1D,

cylindricalwavesfor2D and sphericalwavesfor3D m e-

dia.In allcasesQ isin unitsoflength perunittim e.The

wavevelocity pro� le ofthe entire m edium c(r)contains

the inform ation ofthe positionsofthe scatterers(in 1D

r= x).

The G reen function ofthe Helm holtz equation (1) in

the realspaceand frequency dom ain reads

�
r 2 + �

2

0 � V (r;!)
�
G (r;r0;!)= �(r� r

0), (2)

where�0 = !=c0,thelength ofthewavevectorin theho-

m ogeneousm edium .V (r;!)isthescatteringorim purity

potential,a sum overallindividualscattering potentials:

V (r;!)= �
2

0

�
1� 

�2
�

NX

i= 1

� (a� jr� rij). (3)

� is the Heaviside step function,with � (x) = 0 when

x < 0 and 1 otherwise. The velocity contrastisde� ned

as  = cint=c0 so that the single scatterer potentialis

\attractive" when  < 1 and \repulsive" when  > 1.

Eq. (3) describes a sphericalpotential,but the precise

shape isnotrelevantwhen the scatterersaresu� ciently

sm allcom pared to the wavelength.

Theam plitudeofthewave� eld isrelated to theG reen

function as

 ! (r;t)= � Q �0 Re
�
e
�i!t

G (r;r0= 0;!)
	
. (4)

The intensity I! (r;t) is the square of this expression.

Related physicalpropertiesarethe energy  ux:

F! (r;t)= �
1

�0
@t ! (r;t)r  ! (r;t), (5)

and the energy density:

W ! (r;t)=
1

2�0

�

(r  ! (r;t))
2
+ c

�2 (r)(@t ! (r;t))
2
�

,

(6)

recognized asthesum ofthepotentialand kineticenergy

contributions,respectively.Fora m onochrom aticsource

with frequency ! these observablescontain a tim e inde-

pendentcontribution and a second term oscillating with

frequency 2!. W e concentrate on the constant part by

tim e-averaging over one period. Expressed in term s of

the G reen function thisyields

I! (r)=
Q 2�20

2
jG (r;r0= 0;!)j

2
, (7)

F! (r)= �
Q 2�0!

2
Im fG (r;r0= 0;!)r G � (r;r0= 0;!)g,

(8)

W ! (r)=
Q 2�0

4

�

jr G (r;r0= 0;!)j
2

+
!2

c2 (r)
jG (r;r0= 0;!)j

2
�

. (9)
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B . M acroscopic equations

Thepropertiesofthe wave� eld depend via theG reen

function on the exactcon� guration ofscatterers. How-

ever,in largesystem s,di� erentrealizationsoftheensem -

ble give sim ilar responses (ergodicity). The sim ilarities

in theresponsecan bestudied by calculatingthecon� gu-

rationalaverage.Thisaverageistheconnection between

the m icroscopic description and the m acroscopic (e� ec-

tive)m edium properties.

The m acroscopic (di� usively scattered) intensity of

pulsed sources is usually described by the di� usion

equation:

@thI(r;t)i= D r 2 hI(r;t)i, (10)

wherethebracketsdenotethecon� guration averageand

D isthedi� usion constant.In spiteofneglecting thefre-

quency dependence ofthe scattering processes,this ap-

proxim ation isknown toworkwellin certain cases(under

the condition that the source receiver distance is m uch

largerthan the m ean freepath)[12,15].

In ordertoobtain thesteady-statedi� useintensity ofa

m onochrom aticwave� eld,the di� usion equation (10)is

notsu� cient.Theenergydensity(and nottheintensity)

ofthe wave � eld isthe conserved property. Eq. (10) is

thereforeonlyvalid iftheintensityisstrictlyproportional

to the energy density. In general,the averaged energy

transportisgoverned by Fick’s� rstlaw:

hF! (r)i= � D (!)r hW! (r)i, (11)

accounting forthefrequency dependenceofthedi� usion

constant. In the steady-state problem and outside the

m onochrom aticsourcethe properLaplaceequation is

r 2 hW ! (r)i= 0. (12)

III. SC A T T ER IN G M A T R IC ES

Here we discussthe propertiesofa single m odelscat-

tererin thesystem (N = 1in equation(3)).Theresponse

ofa system containing a m onochrom atic source (in the

origin),a receiver(atr)and a single \s-wave" scatterer

(at ri) can be expressed in term s ofG reen functions of

the hom ogeneoussystem (V = 0)[20]:

G (r;r0= 0;!)= G 0 (r;!)

+ G 0 (jr� rij;!)t0 (!)G 0 (r;!). (13)

Thisexpression isvalid in the far� eld lim it(r;ri � �)

and when scattering isisotropic(� � a),where � isthe

wavelength.

Thetransition (t-)m atrix elem entsfors-wavescatter-

ing arerelated to the scattering m atrix elem entsby

t0 (!)=

8
<

:

2i�0R (!) (1D)

2i(S0 (!)� 1) (2D)

2�i��1
0

(S0 (!)� 1) (3D)

. (14)

In 1D, the s-wave scattering condition corresponds to

equivalence of t0 for either re ection or transm ission.

R (!)isthe re ection coe� cientata step discontinuity,

itcan be obtained by im posing  ux conservation across

the scattererboundary.Thisgives[21]

R (!)= e
�i� 02a

R 0

�
1� ei�04a=

�

1� R2
0
ei�04a=

, (15)

where R 0 = ( � 1)=( + 1). In the sam e way we can

derivean expression forthescattering m atrix elem entof

the s-wave channelS0 (related to the scattering phase

shift�0 by S0 = exp(i2�0)).In 2D [22]

S0 (!)

= �
J0 (�0a=)H

(2)

1
(�0a)� J1 (�0a=)H

(2)

0
(�0a)

J0 (�0a=)H
(1)

1
(�0a)� J1 (�0a=)H

(1)

0
(�0a)

.

(16)

In 3D the Bessel(Ji) and Hankel(H
(j)

i ) functions are

replaced by the sphericalBessel(ji) and Hankel(h
(j)

i
)

functions.Thescattering m atrix elem entthen sim pli� es

to [21]

S0 (!)= e
�i2� 0a

cot(�0a=)+ i

cot(�0a=)� i
. (17)

IV . T H E C O N FIG U R A T IO N -AV ER A G ED

P R O PA G A T O R

Now weswitch to thecaseofm ultiplescatteringatthe

proposedm odelscatterers.Thewavepropagatorin adis-

ordered m edium aftercon� guration averaging isdressed

with a self-energy � .In reciprocalspaceitreads[12]



G
�
k;k

0
;!
��

=
1

�2
0
� k2 � � (k;!)

(2�)
d
�
(d)(k � k

0),

(18)

where d isthe dim ension and �(d) the Dirac delta func-

tion. W hen n,the density ofscatterers,islow,interfer-

ence between m ultiply scattered wavesby di� erentsites

m ay be disregarded.In this\single site approxim ation"

the self-energy does not depend on k and it is sim ply

given by [12]

� (!)= nt0 (!). (19)

This approxim ation does not restrict the scattering

strength since t0 isthe fullscattering m atrix ofthe sin-

gle scatterer. Interference e� ects from m ultiple scatter-

ingatdi� erentscattererscauselocalization thatisknown

to be im portantin 1D (where the localization length is

of the order ofthe m ean free path) and in 2D m edia

(where the localization length is a transcendentalfunc-

tion ofthe m ean free path). In 3D,localization can be

disregarded exceptfor very strong scattering m edia [7].
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Here we restrictourselvesto purely non-localized trans-

portphenom ena,rem em bering thatwecan always� nd a

region wherethistype oftransportisdom inant.

Fourier transform ing (18) with self-energy given by

(19)to realspacegivestheaveraged G reen function that

dependsonly on the source-receiverdistance (G (r;!)=

hG (r;r0= 0;!)i). In 1D the am plitude propagatorsare

exponentially dam ped planewaves:

G (jxj;!)=
1

2i�e(!)
e
i�e(!)jxj, (20)

in 2D they arecylindrical:

G (r;!)=

(

� i

4
H

(1)

0
(�e(!)r) if ! > 0

i

4
H

(2)

0
(� �e(!)r) if ! < 0

’ (21)

and in 3D spherical:

G (r;!)=
� 1

4�r
e
i�e(!)r (22)

[6]. In Eq. (20-22) �e is the \renorm alized" e� ective

wavevector:

�e(!)=

q

�2
0
� nt0 (!)

� sgn(!)�r (!)+ i
1

2‘f (!)
. (23)

�r (!) = jRe�e(!)j and ‘
�1

f
(!) = 2jIm �e (!)j, the

m ean freepath.W e retrievethe G reen functionsforthe

hom ogeneoussystem s(G 0)by letting n ort0 go to zero.

Properties ofthe averaged response to a pulsed signal

can be studied by calculating the Fourier transform to

the tim e dom ain,aswasdonein Refs.[13]and [23].

V . T H E C O N FIG U R A T IO N -AV ER A G ED

IN T EN SIT Y EN D EN ER G Y

W e derive here the con� guration averaged intensity,

energy  ux and energy density in thefrequency dom ain.

A . T he B ethe-Salpeter equation

Ensem bleaveraging the intensity (7)givesus

hI! (r)i=
Q 2�20

2
� (r;!), (24)

where � (r;!) =

D

jG (r;r0= 0;!)j
2
E

is the average of

the squared G reen function propagator.Itisgiven by

� (r;!)= �0 (r;!)+

Z

d
d
r1d

d
rd

d
r3d

d
r4 hG (r;r1;!)i

� hG� (r;r2;!)i� (r1;r2;r3;r4;!)

� hG (r3;r
0= 0;!)G � (r4;r

0= 0;!)i. (25)

This is the Bethe-Salpeter equation in position space,

where � 0 is the coherent intensity (� 0 = jhG ij
2
) and

� is the irreducible vertex function. The lowest order

approxim ation thatstillaccountsform ultiple scattering

is

� (r1;r2;r3;r4;!)= n� (!)�(d)(r1 � r3)

� �
(d)(r1 � r2)�

(d)(r3 � r4). (26)

Thisreducesthe Bethe-Salpeterequation to

� (r;!)= �0 (r;!)

+ n� (!)

Z

d
d
r1� 0 (jr� r1j;!)� (r1;!). (27)

In reciprocalspacethisintegralequation becom esa geo-

m etricseriesthatcan be sum m ed as

� (k;!)=
� 0 (k;!)

1� n� (!)�0 (k;!)
. (28)

In orderto be able to calculate the Fouriertransform

of� (k;!),an expression for�0 (k;!)isneeded.Itiscal-

culated astheFouriertransform ofthecoherentintensity

and thisresultsin 1D in

� 0 (k;!)=
2‘3f

�

(2�r‘f)
2
+ 1

� �

(k‘f)
2
� 1

�, (29)

in 2D in

� 0 (k;!)=
‘2f

�

arcsin

� p
(2�r‘f )

2�(k‘ f )
2

p
1+ (2�r‘f )

2

�

q

1+ (k‘f)
2

q

(2�r‘f)
2
� (k‘f)

2

, (30)

and in 3D in [12]

� 0 (k;!)=
‘f

4�

arctan(k‘f)

k‘f
. (31)

The calculation ofthe vertex function � is discussed in

the nextsubsection.

B . Energy conservation and the W ard identity

Itiswellknown thatfora given approxim ation forthe

self-energy,one is not free to choose the vertex correc-

tion. Here we take advantage ofthe  ux conservation

constraint to obtain � without additional m icroscopic

calculations. The energy  ux from the m onochrom atic

source(on average)pointsoutwards.In thesteady state

case the following condition m usthold forthe averaged

 ux in direction n:

hn � F! (r)i/
1

rd�1
n �br, (32)
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wherebr isthe unitvectorin the radialdirection. In 1D

thiscondition reads

hF! (x)i/ sgn(x). (33)

Them icroscopicexpression fortheaverageenergy  ux is

hn � F! (r)i= �
Q 2�0!

2

� Im fhG (r;r0= 0;!)n � r G� (r;r0= 0;!)ig

= �
Q 2�0!

2
Im

�
0

� n (r;!)

�

, (34)

which de� nes the function
0

� n. The vertex function is

the sam e as for the intensity,so we can express
0

� n in

reciprocalspaceas

0

� n (k;!)=

0

� n

0 (k;!)

1� n� (!)�0 (k;!)
. (35)

0

� n

0 (k;!)isthe coherentenergy  ux in direction n that

isgiven by the Fouriertransform of

0

� n

0 (r;!)= G (r;!)n � r G� (r;!). (36)

In 2D and 3D theaveraged m icroscopicexpression for

the energy  ux should m atch the m acroscopiccondition

Im

�
0

� n (r;!)

�

= �
C

rd�1
n �br, (37)

which in reciprocalspacereads

Re

�
0

� n (k;!)

�

= �

�

n �bk

�

2d�1 �
C

k
, (38)

whereC isrealand dependson frequency and them odel

param eters.� 0 (k;!)isan even function ofk.W eknow

how
0

� n

0 (k;!)dependson k,asthe Fouriertransform in

2D reads

0

� n

0 (k;!)= �

�

n �bk

�

2�i

�

1Z

0

drJ1 (kr)rG (r;!)@rG
� (r;!), (39)

and in 3D

0

� n

0 (k;!)= �

�

n �bk

�

4�i

�

1Z

0

drj1 (kr)r
2
G (r;!)@rG

� (r;!). (40)

TheTaylorseriesof
0

� n

0 (k;!)around k = 0only contains

odd term s. So,in the lim it that k ! 0,condition (38)

can only be ful� lled by Eq.(35)when

n� (!)= ��1
0

(k = 0;!). (41)

In 1D it is straightforward to show that condition (33)

can onlybeful� lled when Eq.(41)isful� lled aswell.The

W ard identitiesarerelationsbetween self-energyand ver-

tex corrections. W e can identify Eq. (41) as the W ard

identity for our problem . W e now have allthe ingredi-

entsto calculate the Fouriertransform of(28)and (35)

to calculate the averaged intensity and energy  ux re-

spectively.

C . Flux

Using the Taylor expansions in the lim it k ! 0,we

� nd an expression forC (from Eq.(37))in 2D and 3D:

C =

1Z

0

drIm fG (r;!)@rG
� (r;!)grdd�1

1

2
� �1
0

(k = 0;!)@2
k
� 0 (k;!)jk= 0

. (42)

The average  ux in 1D is obtained by directly Fourier

transform ing (35):

hF! (x)i=
Q 2�0 j!j

8

�r

�2r + 1=(2‘f)
2
sgn(x). (43)

W e show how to calculate C in 2D case in the ap-

pendix. W ith the result,the projection ofthe average

 ux becom es

hn � F! (r)i=
Q 2�0 j!j

8�2

arctan(2�r‘f)

r
n �br, (44)

whilein 3D itisstraightforward to calculateC from Eq.

(42)and the projection ofthe average ux then reads

hn � F! (r)i=
Q 2�0 j!j

2

�r

(4�)
2
r2
n �br. (45)

Letting ‘f ! 1 (�r ! j�0j) recovers the  ux of a

m onochrom aticsourcein an unperturbed m edium .

Itisinteresting to seethat,in contrastto the3D case,

in 1D and 2D theaverage ux dependson both them ean

free path and the realpartofthe e� ective wave vector.

So the scattering m ean free path lim its the energy  ux

in 1D and 2D,butnotin 3D.In a strongly scattering 2D

m edium ,in which thewaveenergy isnot(yet)localized,

the dependence on the arctangentshould be observable.

D . Intensity

Thetotalaverageintensity isproportionaltotheprop-

agator� (r;!),thatcan be obtained by calculating the

Fouriertransform :

� (r;!)=

Z
ddk

(2�)
d

eik�r

� �1
0

(k;!)� ��1
0

(k = 0;!)
. (46)
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� 0 (k)isgiven by (29)in 1D,(30)in 2D and (31)in the

3D case. In 1D and 2D this integraldiverges because

in the steady state case with a m onochrom atic source,

energy does not escape fast enough to in� nity due to

the scatterers. This is analogous to the fact that the

Poisson equation (the di� usion equation in steady state

with sourceterm )fora lineorplanarsourcehasno well-

de� ned solution.

Thegradientofthe intensity existsin allcases.In 1D

itisconstantand the derivativeof� (x;!)isgiven by

@x� (x;!)= � sgn(x)
1

4‘f

1

�2r + 1=(2‘f)
2
. (47)

Thegradientof� in 2D isexpressed asan integralby

r � (r;!)= �br

1Z

0

dk

2�

k2J1 (kr)

�
�1
0

(k;!)� �
�1
0

(k = 0;!)

= brf(r;!), (48)

which de� nesa function f(r;!),thatrepresentsthegra-

dient in the br direction. W e split it up into a coherent

(coh)and a \totally di� usive" (td)partand a crossover

correction (cr)

f(r;!)= fcoh (r;!)+ ftd (r;!)+ fcr (r;!). (49)

Thecoherentpartisconnected to theunscattered inten-

sity,therefore

fcoh (r;!)= @r jG (r;!)j
2

= �
1

8
Re

n

(�r + i=2‘f)H
(1)

1
((�r + i=2‘f)r)

� H
(2)

0
((�r � i=2‘f)r)

o

. (50)

In the appendix itisshown that

ftd (r;!)= �
arctan(2�r‘f)

�22�r‘f

1

r
g
�1 (2�r‘f), (51)

with

g(2�r‘f)= 1�
1

(2�r‘f)
2
+

1

2�r‘f arctan(2�r‘f)
. (52)

This part decays like 1=r,m uch slowerthan the coher-

ent and crossovercontributions. It is the partthat de-

scribes the intensity gradient when energy transport is

com pletelygovernedbyFick’s� rstlaw,thatiswhywere-

ferto thisterm asthe\totally di� usive" part.W hen the

totalgradientisapproxim ated by thejustthesum ofthe

coherentand the totally di� usive contribution,the gra-

dient� rstdecaysexponentially untilthe source-receiver

distance is approxim ately two to three m ean free paths

and then the 1=r decay is dom inant. However,in this

approxim ation itisneglected thatcloseto thesourcethe

di� usive � eld willlook di� erentthan faraway from the

source.Thethird term off,thecrossoverterm ,describes

thisdi� erence.In the appendix itisshown that

ftd (r;!)+ fcr (r;!)

= �

1Z

0

dk

2�
J1 (kr)k

2� sc(k;!), (53)

where

� sc(k;!)=
� �1
0

(k = 0;!)� 0 (k;!)

� �1
0

(k;!)� ��1
0

(k = 0;!)
. (54)

W e did not� nd an analyticalexpression forthe integral

(53) and thus we need to evaluate it num erically. The

crossoverterm vanishes for r=‘f ! 0 or r=‘f � 1 and

peaksatr=‘f � 0:3.O nly around thisvalue ofr=‘f the

gradient(in absolutevalue)isoverestim ated signi� cantly

(up to 25% )when we approxim ateitby justthe sum of

coherentand \totally di� usive" term s.

In 3D the Fourier transform (46) converges and the

intensity iswell-de� ned.W e rewrite

� (r;!)=
1

16�2r‘f

�
‘f

r
e
�r=‘ f + 3+ e

�r=‘ f h(r=‘f)

�

,

(55)

where

h(r=‘f)=

1Z

0

d�

 

4(� + 1)
2

(2(� + 1)� ln(1+ 2=�))
2
+ �2

� 1

!

� e
��r=‘ f . (56)

W e were not able to solve (56) analytically as well. In

the 3D case, the intensity is a function of‘f only (it

doesnotdepend on �r).Eq.(55)consistsofthreeterm s

(� = �coh + � td + � cr). The � rstterm isproportional

to the coherent intensity,the second term is the alge-

braically decayingdi� useterm (theonly term thatisnot

exponentially decaying).W eplotthesum ofthe� rstand

second term m ultiplied by r (in unitsof1=
�
16�2‘f

�
)in

� gure (1)asa function ofr=‘f (on the rightaxis). The

third term isagain the crossovercorrection to the total

intensity ifweapproxim ate� by only the� rsttwoterm s.

A plotofthe crossovercorrection divided by the sum of

the� rsttwo term sisshown in � gure(1)(leftaxis).The

crossoverterm vanishes for r=‘f ! 0 or r=‘f � 1 and

peaksatr=‘f � 0:3.Itcan thusbeconcluded thatthein-

tensity can very wellbeapproxim ated by justthesum of

coherently and totally di� usively propagated intensities,

asthe totalintensity in 3D willneverbe overestim ated

by m orethan 5% using thisapproxim ation.

To com plete this discussion we show the � nalresults

forthe gradientofthe averageintensity in 1D and 2D:

@x hI! (x)i= �
Q 2�20

2
sgn(x)

1

4‘f j�ej
2
, (57)

r hI! (r)i� br
Q 2�20

2
(fcoh (r;!)+ ftd (r;!)). (58)
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FIG .1: r(� coh + � td) in units of
�
16�

2
‘f

��1
(dotted line,

right axis) and � cr=(� coh + � td) (solid line,left axis) as a

function ofr=‘f (the source-receiver distance in num ber of

m ean free paths)forthe 3D disordered m edium .

wherefcoh and ftd aregivenby(50)and (51)respectively.

The averageintensity in 3D isapproxim ated wellby

hI! (r)i�
Q 2�20

2

1

16�2r‘f

�
‘f

r
e
�r=‘ f + 3

�

. (59)

W eobtain theseexpressionsfrom our� rst-principlescal-

culations that enable us to study not only the ballistic

and di� usive lim its,butalso the crossoverregim e when

r=‘f � 1.From thisweobservethatwecan approxim ate

theaverageintensity wellby justthecoherentand di� u-

sive contributions.Furtherm ore,we saw thatalready at

r=‘f � 0:3 the di� usive intensity is higher than the co-

herentintensity.Thisdoesnotm ean thatwhen a pulsed

source is used,we should see signs ofthe crossover to

the di� usive regim e at this point, because the di� use

peak is m uch broader than the coherent peak, so this

crossoverpointisatlargervaluesofr=‘f,aswasprevi-

ously reported [9].O bviously,ourpresentm odelsystem

has been assum ed to be boundless. In a � nite slab ge-

om etry boundary scattering,which is beyond the scope

ofthisstudy,would ofcoursea� ectthe results.

E. Energy density

To derivea � rst-principlesexpression forthe di� usion

constantfrom Fick’sLaw (11),westillhaveto calculate

the averageenergy density given by

hW ! (r)i=
Q 2�0

4

�D

jr G (r;r0= 0;!)j
2
E

+

D

!
2
c
�2 (r)jG (r;r0= 0;!)j

2
E�

. (60)

The� rstterm istheaveragepotentialenergydensity and

the second term correspondsto the kineticenergy.

W estartwith thepotentialenergy term in 2D and 3D.

W e de� ne

D

jr G (r;r0= 0;!)j
2
E

=
00

� (r;!). (61)

TheFouriertransform of
00

� 0(= jhr G ij
2
)diverges,which

m eans that we can not use the sam e procedure as we

used for the intensity and the  ux. According to the

Bethe-Salpeterequation

00

� (r;!)=
00

� 0 (r;!)+ � �1
0

(k = 0;!)

�

Z

d
d
r1

00

� 0 (r1;!)� (jr� r1j;!). (62)

Thisintegraldivergesaswellbecause ofthe strong sin-

gularitiesin
00

� 0 (also when the gradientiscalculated in

the 2D case). W hen averaging,scatterersare e� ectively

m oved around the m edium and for every con� guration

the contribution to the totalaverage response is calcu-

lated. However,because ofthe strongersingularitiesin
00

� 0 (rem em berthatevery scattererbecom esanew source

ofsphericalwaves)thisisnotpossiblewhen thereceiver

position coincides with a scatterer position. The rea-

son forthisisthe pointreceiverassum ption and the far

� eld scattering approxim ation. W e can circum ventthis

problem by om ittingasm allvolum e/areaaround r1 with

radius ofapproxim ately one wavelength. This slightly

m odi� estheprobabilitydistribution function form \com -

pletely random "to\non-overlapping"(with thereceiver)

in orderto avoid the divergencies. W e then � nd that
00

�

isgiven by:

00

� (r;!)= j�ej
2
� (r;!). (63)

In principle,ouroriginalexpression for� should now be

m ultiplied byafactorexp(� ro=‘f),wherero istheradius

ofom ission,so as long as the m ean free path is longer

then a few wavelengthsom itting thissm allvolum e does

notin uencetheresults.Furtherm ore,even ifscattering

is strong and the m ean free path is ofthe order ofthe

wavelength,thisfactorwillnotbe ofim portance.

The second term ofEq. (60),the kinetic energy,can

be split:

D

!
2
c
�2 (r)jG (r;r0= 0;!)j

2
E

= �
2

0� (r;!)�

D

V (r;!)jG (r;r0= 0;!)j
2
E

. (64)

Now thecondition thatthescattererposition can notco-

incidewith the receiverposition ensuresthatthesecond

term vanishes,due to the step function in the potential

(3).W e can thusjustdisregard thisterm .

In 1D itisstraightforward to provethat

00

� (jxj;!)= j�ej
2
� (jxj;!), (65)
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alwaysholds. W e have to im pose the condition the the

receiver can not coincide with a scatterer to m ake sure

that

D

!
2
c
�2 (x)jG (x;x0= 0;!)j

2
E

= �
2

0� (jxj;!). (66)

O nly undertherestrictionsm entioned here,theaveraged

energy density in 1D,2D and 3D can be expressed as

being proportionalto the intensity:

hW ! (r)i=
1

2�0

�

j�ej
2
+ �

2

0

�

hI! (r)i. (67)

and thisthusm eansthatonly thegradientoftheenergy

density iswell-de� ned in the 1D and 2D cases.

V I. T H E D IFFU SIO N C O N STA N T

UsingtheBethe-Salpeterequation with theW ardiden-

tity we � nd expressionsforthe average energy  ux (43-

45),the (gradientof)the averageintensity (57-59).The

average energy density is just proportionalto the aver-

age intensity,Eq. (67). W hen r=‘f � 1 we expect(11)

to hold and asthegradientoftheaverageenergy density

and theaverage uxarenow known we� nd an expression

forthedi� usion constantfrom (11).Thism eansthatthe

di� usion constantcan be written as

D (!)=
1

d
ceff (!)‘f (!), (68)

wherein the 1D and 3D case

ceff (!)= c0
2�r j�0j

�2r + 1=(2‘f)
2
+ �2

0

, (69)

and in the 2D case

ceff (!)= c0
2�r j�0j

�2r + 1=(2‘f)
2
+ �2

0

g(2�r‘f), (70)

whereg(2�r‘f)isgiven by (52).Thee� ectivetransport

velocityin2D reducesto(69)in theweakscatteringlim it.

W e can now investigate the frequency dependence of

the di� usion constantfor a m edium with m onodisperse

scatterers.W erelatethescattererdensity n to theaver-

agedistancebetween scatterers(hdsi)sothatn = hdsi
�1

in 1D,n = 4��1 hdsi
�2

in 2D and n = 3(4�)
�1

hdsi
�3

in 3D.Letus focus on the di� usion constantofthe 2D

m edium .W e write

a�e(a�0)=

s

(a�0)
2
�
4

�

�
a

hdsi

� 2

t0 (a�0), (71)

so that the dim ensionless property a�e depends on the

dim ensionlessfrequency �0a (= !a=c0)and two dim en-

sionless m odel param eters, i.e. the velocity contrast

(= cint=c0) and the average distance between scatter-

ersin num ber ofscattererradii(hdsi=a). The realand

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
10-1

101

103

105

 

 

D
2D

 (c
0a)

0
a

 =0.2
 =0.9
 =1.1
 =10.0

FIG .2: D i�usion constant ofthe 2D disordered m edium in

unitsofc0a,asa function ofthedim ensionlessfrequency �0a

for four di�erent scatterer-m edium velocity ratios (). The

scattererdensity isdeterm ined by setting hdsi=a = 10.

im aginary partsofa�e areneeded to obtain thedi� usion

constant

a�r (a�0)= jRefa�e (a�0)gj, (72)

‘f (a�0)

a
=

1

2jIm fa�e(a�0)gj
. (73)

The di� usion constantfora 2D m edium isplotted in

Fig. 2. The relevant frequency range is from �0a(=

!a=c0)= 0 to �0a � �=2,as for higher frequencies the

isotropicscattererassum ption isno longervalid.Forthe

plot,the density ofscattererswasdeterm ined by setting

hdsi=a = 10,increasing this value shifts the curves up.

Theshapeofthecurvesispredom inantly determ ined by

them ean freepath.Thee� ectivetransportvelocity ceff
only deviates considerably from c0 when the scatterer

velocity and the frequency are sm alland the scatterer

density high. For the di� usion constants shown in the

plot,thisisonly the casewhen  = 0:2.Thisisalso the

only casethatshowsresonancesin therelevantfrequency

range. Lowering the internalvelocity ofthe scatterers

even m ore,would \pullin" m ore resonancesin the rele-

vantfrequency range.Theseresonancesshow up because

ofresonancesin them ean freepath.W hen thescatterer-

m edium velocity ratio is increased,the m ean free path

(and thusthe di� usion constant)increasesuntilthe ra-

tio islargerthan unity and itwilldrop again.However,

increasing  above10,willnotchangethe di� usion con-

stantm uch in the frequency rangewediscuss.

Thedi� usion constantsin 1D and 3D m edia show the

sam ebehavior.O fcourse,theresonancesatlow velocity,

arecaused by the factthatallscatterersareassum ed to
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have equalsize. W hen scatterersizes(orvelocities)are

allowed to vary,the resonanceswillbe averaged out.

W hen the scatterer velocity is zero we obtain an im -

penetrable m odelscatterer. This is not a usefulm odel

scatterer,as in the low frequency range the m ean free

path (and thusthedi� usion constant)di� erconsiderably

from thepenetrablescatterercase.Thereason forthisis

thatthelim itsfor! ! 0 and  ! 0 do notcom m ute,as

lim
!! 0

lim
! 0

‘f = constant, (74)

while

lim
! 0

lim
!! 0

‘f = 1 . (75)

Thee� ectofthisisthatatthelongerwavelengths,‘f for

theim penetrablescattererisordersofm agnitudesm aller

than ‘f fornon-zero valuesof.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehavecalculated thetransportofenergy and inten-

sityin disordered 1D,2D and 3D (in� nite)m ediaem itted

by a m onochrom atic source. Using the ladder approxi-

m ation totheBethe-Salpeterequation weexplicitly show

thatthetotalintensity iswellapproxim ated by thesum

ofthecoherentand thefully developed di� usewave� eld,

for allsource-receiver distances. Energy transport and

intensity propagation in 2D disordered system sshowsin-

terestingly di� erent behavior com pared to the 3D case:

In 2D,theaverageenergy  ux dependson them ean free

path and the e� ective transportvelocity dependsdi� er-

ently in term softhe scattering param eters.The (gradi-

entofthe)intensity asa function ofthe source-receiver

distance,on theotherhand,behavessim ilarly in the2D

and the 3D case.The m onochrom atic source enablesus

to investigatethefrequency dependencedueto � nitesize

scatterers on the m acroscopic di� usion constant. For a

m onodispersedistribution ofscatterersshaperesonances

show up in the relevant frequency range for low inter-

nalscatterervelocities( sm all).In thisfrequency range

(wherescattering isexpected to beisotropic)thedepen-

dence ofthe scattering propertieson frequency can not

beneglected.Thism eansthatdescriptionsofbroadband

pulse propagation through these m edia should in princi-

ple incorporate both frequency dependent and m ultiple

scattering e� ects. The developm entofa workable W ard

identity in this case rem ains a challenge,however. Fi-

nally,wewantpointoutthatourm odeldescribestrans-

portofscalaracousticwavesbutresultscan beextended

and m any conclusionsshould also apply to vectorwave

� eldsrandom m edia.
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A P P EN D IX A :EN ER G Y A N D IN T EN SIT Y IN 2D

In thisappendix we derivethe con� guration-averaged

intensity and energy  ux in a disordered 2D m edium .

Starting pointisthe 2D G reen function propagator

G (r;!)=

(

� i

4
H

(1)

0
((�r + i=(2‘f))r) if ! > 0

i

4
H

(2)

0
((�r � i=(2‘f))r) if ! < 0

.

(A1)

W e usethe properties

H
(2)

0
((�r � i=(2‘f))r)

= H
(1)

0
((� �r + i=(2‘f))r), (A2)

and

H
(1)

0
((� �r + i=(2‘f))r)

= � i
2

�
K 0 ((� i�r + 1=(2‘f))r), (A3)

to expresstheHankelfunctions(H
(j)

0
)in term sofm odi-

� ed Besselfunction ofthesecond kind (K0).TheFourier

transform ofthe coherentintensity

� 0 (k;!)= 2�

1Z

0

jG (r;!)j
2
J0 (kr), (A4)

is then obtained from Ref. [24]and using propertiesof

the associated Legendrepolynom ials[25]as

� 0 (k;!)=
‘2f

�

1

1+ (2�r‘f)
2

P
�1=2

�1=2
(u)

P
�1=2

1=2
(u)

, (A5)

with

u =
1� (2�r‘f)

2

1+ (2�r‘f)
2
+

2k‘f

1+ (2�r‘f)
2
. (A6)

Thisiscan be rewritten as

� 0 (k;!)=
‘2
f

�

arcsin

� p
(2�r‘f )

2�(k‘ f )
2

p
1+ (2�r‘f )

2

�

q

1+ (k‘f)
2

q

(2�r‘f)
2
� (k‘f)

2

. (A7)

� 0 (k;!) is real, continuous and di� erentiable for all

(real)k � 0.

The ux in the 2D system isgiven by

hn � F! (r)i=
Q 2�0!

2

C

r
n �br, (A8)
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whereC istheconstantto be calculated:

C =

1Z

0

drIm fG (r;!)@rG
� (r;!)gr2

�
�1
0

(k = 0;!)@2
k
� 0 (k;!)jk= 0

. (A9)

The term in the denom inatoriseasily obtained

� �1
0

(k = 0;!)@2k� 0 (k;!)
�
�
k= 0

= � ‘
2

f

 

1�
1

(2�r‘f)
2
+

1

2�r‘f arctan(2�r‘f)

!

.

(A10)

The solution to the integral

1Z

0

drIm fG (r;!)@rG
� (r;!)gr2

= �
sgn(!)

4�2‘f

1Z

0

drr
2 Im f(i�r + 1=(2‘f))

� K0 ((� i�r + 1=(2‘f))r)K 1 ((i�r + 1=(2‘f))r)g

= �
sgn(!)

4�2‘2
f

Im

(

2
(1+ i2�r‘f)

2

(1� i2�r‘f)
4

� F

 

2;2;3;1�
(1+ i2�r‘f)

2

(1� i2�r‘f)
2

! )

, (A11)

can be found from Ref. [24]. However,the propersolu-

tion (on the rightRiem ann sheet)needsto be chosen in

orderto sim plify the hypergeom etric seriesF . O ne can

check num erically that

1Z

0

drIm fG (r;!)@rG
� (r;!)gr2

= �
sgn(!)

4�2‘2
f

arctan(2�r‘f)

�

 

1�
1

(2�r‘f)
2
+

1

2�r‘f arctan(2�r‘f)

!

. (A12)

Hence,C isgiven by

C =
sgn(!)

4�2
arctan(2�r‘f). (A13)

The intensity is proportional to the propagator

� (r;!),expressed in term s of�0 (k;!) by the Fourier

transform (46). O nly the gradient ofthe intensity is a

well-de� ned property,so wecalculate

r � (r;!)= �br

1Z

0

dk

2�

k2J1 (kr)

�
�1
0

(k;!)� �
�1
0

(k = 0;!)
.

(A14)

This part containsboth the coherentand the scattered

intensity. As the coherent intensity is known,we focus

on the scattered intensity by calculating

r � sc(r;!)= �br

1Z

0

dk

2�
J1 (kr)k

2� sc(k;!), (A15)

with

� sc(k;!)=
� �1
0

(k = 0;!)� 0 (k;!)

� �1
0

(k;!)� ��1
0

(k = 0;!)
. (A16)

(A15) is the integralto calculate num erically when we

wantto calculate the gradientofthe m ultiply scattered

intensity.� sc(k;!)isa m onotonically decaying function

with a m axim um atk = 0,thatvanishesask ! 1 .As

theBesselfunction isalso decaying with r,weknow that

forr=‘f � 1

r � td (r;!)= �br
� sc(k = 0;!)

2�r
. (A17)

and

r � td (r)= �br
arctan(2�r‘f)

�22�r‘f

1

r
g
�1 (2�r‘f), (A18)

where

g(2�r‘f)= 1�
1

(2�r‘f)
2
+

1

2�r‘f arctan(2�r‘f)
.(A19)

td standsfor\totally di� usive".
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