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Ray chaos and ray clustering in an ocean waveguide

D.V. MakarovH M.Yu. Uleysky, and S.V. Pralﬂs
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of the Russian Academy of Sciences,
690041 Vladivostok, Russia

We consider ray propagation in a waveguide with a designedidsspeed profile perturbed by a range-
dependent perturbation caused by internal waves in deemaa®ironments. The Hamiltonian formalism in
terms of the action and angle variables is applied to studyimear ray dynamics with two sound-channel
models and three perturbation models: a single-mode [pation, a random-like sound-speed fluctuations, and
a mixed perturbation. In the integrable limit without anytpebation, we derive analytical expressions for ray
arrival times and timefronts at a given range, the main nraéée characteristics in field experiments in the
ocean. In the presence of a single-mode perturbation, ragscls shown to arise as a result of overlapping
nonlinear ray-medium resonances. Poincaré maps, plotaraitions of the action per a ray cycle length,
and plots with rays escaping the channel reveal inhomogesnsucture of the underlying phase space with
remarkable zones of stability where stable coherent ragtets may be formed. We demonstrate the possibility
of determining the wavelength of the perturbation mode ftbenarrival time distribution under conditions of
ray chaos. Itis surprising that coherent ray clusters,isting of fans of rays which propagate over long ranges
with close dynamical characteristics, can survive undesrmlom-like multiplicative perturbation modelling

sound-speed fluctuations caused by a wide spectrum of alteaves.

PACS numbers: 05.45.Ac; 05.40.Ca; 43.30.+m; 92.10.Vz

I.  INTRODUCTION

Low-frequency acoustic signals may propagate in the deeproto long ranges (up to a few thousands kilometers) due to
existence of the underwater sound channel which acts asegwile confining the sound waves within a restricted watkeme
and preventing their interaction with the lossy ocean mo{). In the ray approximation, the underwater sound pragiag can
be modelled by a Hamiltonian system representing a nonliogallator driven by a weak nonstationary external pérxation.
A range-independent background sound speed profile playsoth of an unperturbed potential on which a range-depdnden
perturbation of the sound speed along the waveguide, timabeaaused by internal waves, mesoscale eddies, oceas @mont
something else, is superimposed.

i~ A

In the first papers on this topid [2,13, 4], extremal senditief ray trajectories to the initial conditions — ray dynamalichaos
— has been found in simplified models of the waveguide. In alvermof recent publications|[5} B, [4,18, 9] it has been realized
that ray chaos should play an important role in interpretatheasurements made in the long-range field experimentd1]10

which have been designed as a basis for ocean-acoustic tapigg[12, 18] — determining spatio-temporal variationghaf
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hydrological characteristics on the real time scale frowuatical data. The sensitivity of chaotic rays to initiahddions and
small variations of the environmental parameters causerarsng of some timefront segments (representing timeadsrin the
time-depth plane) that has been really observed in the figldrémentsi[10, 11]. Ray chaos seems to pose restrictiotisearay
perturbation theory based applications to the tomograPimythe other hand, numerical experiments [14,15| 16, 17si8}v
that even at long ranges there exist some stable charagictedfthe sound signal which result in remarkably stabtgrsents of
the timefront — the main measurable characteristic in figfteeiments used to reconstruct variations in the ocean@mvient.
In the recent paper [19], maxima of the distribution funetaf the ray travel time, which lead to clustering of rays, daeen
analytically found with a simplified speed profile corresgimy to a quartic oscillator. It has been shownlinl [20] thabt
fragments of the timefront may correspond to regions ofiktaln the phase space. Ray stability and instability arersgly
influenced by the form of the background sound speed profile.

The ray chaos studies have been especially encouraged figlthexperiments/[11] where acoustical signals with 75 Hz
center frequency and 37.5 Hz bandwidth, transmitted neasdlind channel axis in the eastern North Pacific Ocean, lesare b
recorded with a vertical receiving array between depth06f@ and 1600 m at a range of 3250 km. The measurements have
shown a clear contrast between well-resolved earlier guustof the received wavefronts, corresponding to steepwikidarge
values of the action variable, and smearing rear segmetie efavefronts corresponding to near-axial rays with sexalbns.

In this paper we study propagation of sound rays in a deeprogaveguide with typical sound-speed profiles under ialern
wave induced single-mode, random-like, and mixed pertizhgawith the aim to explain and describe peculiaritiesayfchaos
and ray clustering that have been found in natural and nealeskperiments. The paper is organized as follows. In[@eee |
give a brief description of the Hamiltonian formalism inrtes of the depth-momentum and action-angle canonical Vesam
Sec[Il we design analytically a background sound-speefillgr modelling typical natural deep-ocean profiles. Wegnate
in quadratures the ray equations of motion in the rangegieddent environment and derive exact expressions for tjle and
action variables in terms of the depth-momentum variabBssed on the designed profile, we consider two models of sound
propagation. In Model 1 (SeETMIA) we exclude from consat@n the rays interacting with the ocean surface which cnn
propagate over large distance because the profile paranagtechosen in such a way that practically all of them intexétt
lossy ocean bottom as well. Shifting the Profile 1 upwardspbtain Model 2 with rays that may interact with the oceanasef
without interacting with the bottom. In SdC]IV we derive baigal expressions for ray arrival times and timefrontaafiven
range with our model range-independent waveguides whicthldlbe compared with those in a range-dependent waveguide.

SectiorY contains results of numerical simulation with Misdl and 2 in the presence of a single-mode perturbatiomauiu
by an internal wave. We construct Poincaré maps in the aton-angle variables which show chains of regular istand
(corresponding to different ray-medium nonlinear resaeshsurrounded by a chaotic sea. A new insight into the phiasee
structure is provided by plots which show by color modulaticespectively, values of variations of the action per rggie
length and values of the range where rays interact with thiimoin terms of initial values of the action and angle valésb
In the end of this section we demonstrate the possibilityet€mining the wavelength of the perturbation from arriale
distribution under conditions of ray chaos with our modelfiges and the Munk canonical one.

In Sec[V] we study ray motion under a multiplicative noiskelperturbation modelling sound-speed fluctuations chbiye
a spectrum of internal waves with flat and decreasing (wighwiave number ak~2) spectral densities. We show that some
rays may formcoherent clustersonsisting of fans of rays propagating over long distanddéls elose dynamic characteristics.
The respective plots of variations of the action are usedbtdfy a mechanism of appearing coherent clusters in locakz of

stability in the system’s phase space that can survive evdana noisy-like perturbation. The clusterization resintappearing
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prominent peaks in arrival-time distribution functionsdamanifests itself in timefronts of arriving signals as ghstrips on a

smearing background and in plots presenting ray travel tiemsus starting momentum as “shelf"-like segments.

IIl.  HAMILTONIAN EQUATIONS OF RAY MOTION IN AN UNDERWATER ACO  USTIC WAVEGUIDE

Consider a two-dimensional underwater acoustic wavegunittee deep ocean with the sound spedxting smooth function
of depthzand range. In the geometrical-optics limit, one-way sound ray tr&jeies satisfy the canonical Hamilton equations
[21]

dz oJH ﬂ)_ JH

arop  dr oz @

with the Hamiltonian

H=—\/r(zr)-p? (2)

wheren(z, r) = cp/c(z, r) is the refractive indexg is a reference sound spegrk= nsing is the analog to mechanical momen-
tum, andg is a ray grazing angle. Only those rays that propagate at amatipely small grazing angles can survive in the ocean
at long distances, the other ones attenuate rapidly irttecawith the lossy ocean bottom. In the paraxial approxiomtthe

Hamiltonian can be written in a simple form as a sum of the eaimglependent and range-dependent parts [4]

H = Ho+ Ha(r) )
with the terms
. PP Ac2) _dc(zr)
Ho=—1+5+== == 4)

whereAc(z) = c(z) — cg, d¢(z r) describes variations of the sound speed along the waveglndieriving Egs.[[#), we used
the condition|n?(z, r) — 1| < 1, that is valid with natural underwater sound channels, tagdapproximatiom?(z, r) — 1 ~
—2Ac(z)/co. Moreover, in the paraxial approximation the expresgian tang is valid. After making the canonical transfor-

mation from the variablegp, z) to the action—angle variablgk, 9), the Hamiltonian may be written in the convenient form

H =Ho(l)+Hi(l, 3,r). (5)

The action variable is defined as the integral [21]

p%f'pdz_%??x\/z(ﬂm—%z)) dz )

in

with zynin andznax being the depths of the upper and lower ray turning pointpeaetively. The angle variable is defined as

follows:
fd
w/ FZ, p>0,
9 — a_G _ Zmin (7)
dl z dz
—wW A p< Oa
0 <

Zr'nin



wherew is the angular frequency of spatial path oscillations, and
z
G— / pdz ®)

is the generating function.
In a range-independent waveguide the sound-speed proékerdit depend on the rangeln such a waveguide the Hamilto-

nianHp remains constant along the ray trajectory, and the ray amsain the action-angle variables are trivial

dl  dHo dd odHo
- e % ar—a —e0 ©)
with the solution
I =lg, d=35c+w(lor, (20)

wherelg =1 (r =0) anddy = 9 (r = 0) are initial values of the action and angle, respectivelya tange-independent waveguide
ray trajectories are periodic curves. In a range-dependaveguide the Hamiltonian equations in terms of the acti@hangle
variables take the forml[4]
di_ b d9_  oH
dr 09’ dr ol
The action now does not conserve along the ray path. Theieqadfl) are, in general, nonintegrable and are known te hav

(11)

chaotic solutions even under a periodic perturbatieii2, |3,14,115] 22].

Ill.  EXACT SOLUTIONS WITH MODEL RANGE-INDEPENDENT WAVEGUI  DES

In this section we study ray nonlinear dynamics in rangespathdent waveguides with model sound-speed profiles we have
designed analytically. Our model profiles seem to be atiradty two reasons: they are typical in shape for natural deep
ocean background sound-speed profiles and provide aralgtitutions to the ray equations including exact expressior the
action-angle variables in terms of the depth-momentumatées and analytical ones for timefronts and ray travel ¢intehe
model profile, hereafter referred as Profile 1 (or Model 1depicted in Fig[ll. Practically, all the rays, propagatinghie
corresponding waveguide, that interact with the ocearasarinteract with the ocean bottom as well. Because of tiagtr
attenuation of sound in the bottom, we will exclude such pkoeal rays from consideration in numerical simulatiohifthg
Profile 1 upwards to some distance, as it is shown in[fig. 2,t@iw Profile 2 (or Model 2) with rays that may interact witle th
ocean surface without interacting with the ocean bottomthBlee models will be considered because some charaatsrsi
rays, propagating in the respective waveguides, may diftee Munk canonical profile, widely used in underwater atiossis

shown in Fig[R2b for comparison.

A. Model 1 without reflections of rays from the ocean surface

In Ref. [22] we have introduced a background sound-speeilggrshown in Fig[lL, that models sound propagation through

the deep ocean

c(2)=co|1- = (1—e (e *-y)|, 0<z<h, (12)
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FIG. 1: Analytic unperturbed sound-speed profile refere@file 1 (or Model 1).
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wherey = exp(—ah), h is the lower border of the underwater sound channel thateéotean bottoma andb are adjusting

parameters. In simulation with Model 1, we used the follaywalues of the parametera:= 1.0 km%, b= 0.3, h= 2.5 km,

andcy = 1500 m/s. The depth of the channel axis, where the speed nfisfzy) is minimal, is given by

_ } |n i
2= "1y y’
and the parametéris connected witlt(z,) as follows:
b= i 1— Lza)
1-y Co

The cycle length of the ray path in the channel is given by

whereE = Hp+ 1. The Hamilton equations with the range-independent ohigfi)

0_
ar P
dp _ —%abze*az(ljL y—2e 9

dr

can be solved exactly
1 a?b?|1+y—Qcos(wr + Jo)
==
Z(r) 3 n 52

(13)

(14)

(15)

(16)

(17)



(r) = wQsin(wr + Jo)
a[1+ y— Qcos(wr + 190)} ’

(18)

wherew = 21/D anddy are the frequency and the initial phase of spatial osailtetiof ray path in the channel, respectively.
We used the short notation in the solutidng (17) (18)

8E
Q(E)=4/(1—-y)>+ IR (19)
The initial phase with a point source, placed at the chanxis) &
T . Q
o= iE T arcsmm. (20)

The unperturbed separatrix is defined by the v&iue 0. It is a trajectory that separates propagating rays togcand not

touching the bottom. Calculating the canonical varial@®s0d [) with Model 1, we find the action

()

and the angle

_ _ 2 z
3= iEHFarcsin“_ y—(2y—4E/0) e ) (22)
2 Q
The old canonical variables are the following functionshe hew ones:
1. a%b? (1+y—Q(l)cosd)
z(1,9) = glIn 2070) , (23)
~_w()Q(l)sing
P 9) = ST 5y - Qoosd)’ (24)
where
. [(A+yal a2
Q(l)=2 b (25)
and the frequency of spatial oscillations is given by
oy = 223V 2y (26)

2

The maximal (at = 0) and minimal (aE = 0) values of the frequenay(l) define the minimal and maximal ray cycle lengths,

respectively
an 2
Dnin= ——— Dmax= ——. 27
min ab(1+ y)a max ab\/V ( )
The derivativedw/d| is known as a parameter characterizing some nonlinear girepef a sound speed profile
dw 2
a - —a“. (28)
The Hamiltonian can now be written as a function of the actiarable only
201 _ )2 a2
HO(|):M|+1_M_3_|2_ (29)

2 8 2



B. Normal mode amplitudes of the acoustic field in terms of rayquantities

In this section we derive an exact analytical expressioméwmal mode amplitudes of the acoustical wave field in thgean
independent waveguidET12) in terms of ray variables whasetesolutions we have found above. The connection between
ray and modal expansions of wave fields in the range-indegrerahvironment is well knownl[1]. The normal modes of the
unperturbed problem satisfy the wave equation

1y
2 dZ

Ac(z)
Co

12 [Em— } Un—0, (30)

wherek = 2rQ /¢y is the wave number in the reference medium with the sounddspe® is a carrier frequency, arlf, =
1+ Ho(lm). The eigenfunctiongim(z), which represent normal modes in a range-independent walegare supposed to be
orthogonal and normalized. They constitute a completefdedsic functions in expanding an arbitrary wave field.

In the Wentzel-Kramers—Brillouin approximation, the eigalues of the action variablg, corresponding to thexth mode,

are determined by the Bohr—Sommerfeld quantization rule

mm:m+%. (31)

Themth eigenfunctionym(z) between its turning points can be represented as follows:

Um(2) = Y (D + Y (2, (32)
where
Uin (2) = Amexp[+i (KGn(2) — 11/4)]. (33)
The phase factor is given by
Qﬂa::G@Jm):(/[%(adz (34)
Zmin

Them-th eigenvaluep, with the model profile[(T12) can be easily found from Hq. (4)¢o b

pm(2) = \/2Em + B2(1—e-27)(e-22— ). (35)
The integral[(3K) can be calculated exactly

i b(1 14+ y—2e %
Gm(z)=7m+ (ZZV) arcsin +mee +

2 2 —az
+\/y—%arcsin(l+y)b E)ZZ)(/gbm 4Em) € _pm;z)’ (36)

whereQm = Q(Im). The amplitude of then-th mode function is given by the following exact expression

~ Jab(14y)—2a?y
AM3_¢ 4mpm(z) (37)
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FIG. 2: Analytic unperturbed sound-speed profile refereB@file 2 (or Model 2) and the Munk canonical profile.

C. Model 2 with rays reflecting from the ocean surface

By shifting Profile 1 (see Eq{12)) upward to a distad¢eve get Profile 2 (or Model 2) depicted in Fig. 2 as a solid curve

2
c(z) =co|1— %(1_ e azdygrazd) )| 0<z<h, (38)

wherey = exp[—a(h+d)], h is the maximal depth of the oceary, = c(h), a andb are adjusting parameters. In simulation
with Model 2 we have used the following values of the paramsete = 0.5 km™%, b = 0.6, h = 4.0 km, d = 0.15 km, and
co = 1535 m/c. In contrary to Model 1, there exist in Model 2 raysalimay interact with the ocean surface without interacting

with the ocean bottom. We will take such rays into considendtecause they can propagate to long distances in the o€ean

the surface-bounce rays > H,, whereH; is given by

b2
Ho=—-1-— > (1—e3d)(ead_y), (39)

The cycle length of a ray, reflecting from the ocean surfacthe following:

2 m-39

D= ——, 40
Ry (40)
where we used the notation
_ _ 2\ ~ad
I = g—arcsin 1ty (ZVQ 4E/b%) e . (41)

In Fig.[d we show the dependence of the ray cycle lelgtmn the “energy’E = Hyp+ 1. The respective derivatidD/dE has
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FIG. 3: The cycle length of the ray paihversus the “energyE for the unperturbed Profile 2.

a singularity atE; = 1+ H,. As in Model 1, the valu& = 0 defines the unperturbed separatrix. We were able to find exac

expressions for the action

| = D(an 0., g (11 y_ l;nyarcsinl+ y:gzead — n;@r y— i—f) (42)
and the angle
n—nf}, l7_2'[ 9 arcsint Y™ (ZV—SE/bZ) ea(2+d>] pso,
7= mo|m _1+y—(2y—4E/?) X7 “3)
T |2 + arcsin o) 1 , p<O,
for the surface-bounce rays. Under reflections, the ray méuneis given by
p(z=0)= \/2E + b2(1—e-ad)(e-ad —y). (44)

The depth-momentum canonical variables in the ratigeH, are the following functions of the action-angle variables:

1 . a’b? {1+ y+ Qcos(n%9r (8 + n))}

- 202
21, 9) ) [1+y—Qeos( 259+ /)]
202

(45)
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wQsin(nT’gr(B + n))
) a[1+ y+?cos(ﬁ(3+n))} o
wQsm(#S +19,)

a {1—1— y—Qcos(mLﬁrS +19r)} 7

wherew is given by the same formula as in Model 1

w=ay/yb? — 2E. (47)

As to normal modes of the unperturbed waveguldd (38), thégfgahe respective wave equation30) with the Bohr-
Sommerfeld quantization rule
1
m-+ éa H S HI’7

Kl = ¢ (48)

m-—— H > H.
47 > Hr

At H < H;, the phase factd®y, and the amplitudém(z) of them-th mode function are given by EqE136) ahdl (37), respdgtive
At H > H,, we get

b [ 2En 1+y— (2y—4Eq/b?) eztd) n
Gm= A larcsm on + S (Em) — > +
_ 9a—a(z+d) __ on—ad — _
AEND it Y =22 resint V=260 | | Pm(2=0) = P2 (49)
Qm Qm a

The amplitude of then-th mode function aH > H; is

An(®) = \/M 50)

A4(rr— ) pm(2)
IV. RAY ARRIVAL TIMES AND TIMEFRONTS IN RANGE-INDEPENDENT A ND RANGE-DEPENDENT WAVEGUIDES

Internal waves in the ocean induce lateral variations ofthend speed. As a result, the ray cycle length and the rayreate
not invariants as in range-independent waveguides butslawly along the ray path. Even very small variations of thersl
speed may cause under typical conditions exponentialgivexe of rays with initially close grazing angles, the pheaoon
known as ray chaosl[4]. The model of a “frozen” medium is uguedopted, where one may neglect temporal variations in the
environment and take into account only its spatial variegidue to comparatively small propagation time of sounderoitean.

Then variations of the speed of sound may be described byfiression
6C(Za r) = 5Crms(z) E(Zv r)v (51)

where dcms is the root-mean-square value of sound-speed fluctuatiboBowing to Refs. [16| 23], we shall describe the

fluctuations by the simple formula

z
Bcims(2) = £cog € 2/B (52)
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whereg is a measure of the strength of the range-dependent petiturtzendB, the termocline depth scale, is chosen to be 1
km. Throughout the paper, we use the perturbation modelsamily longitudinal modes of internal waves, i. &(z,r) = &(r).

Then the perturbed Hamiltonian may be written as follows:
H=Ho(l)+eV(l,3)&(r). (53)

Let us represent the perturbation in the form of the Fougeies over the cyclic variabi@

12 i
V(I,9)=2Y Vam(1)e™ +c.c. (54)
22"
The equations of motion are
d_ 15y e E(r)+c.c (55)
dar 2%1 m o
dd 2m oV
E—E‘FEHE(”. (56)

The functionV (1, 8) is an analytical one with the Fourier amplitudes expondptifecreasing with increasing the number
With Model 1 and perturbatiofi.{(b2), it has the form

1/a
_ 14 4w’ (l) a?b?[1+y—Q(l)cosd]
vi.9)=a <b4(1+ y— Q(l)coss)2> " 202(1) ' 57

Methods of the acoustic tomography are actively used fatystig spatio-temporal variations in the ocean on the reaé ti

scale[12| 13]. When the sound waves propagate over lorgndiss, an effective means for monitoring the medium is based
the effect of spatial variations of the sound speed on theasigrrival times, one of the main measurable charactefistong-
base acoustical experiments. Extensive field measurentieatfiave been carried out in recent years|[10, 11], shomedsng
of timefront segments in the rear of the sound pulse. Haelglvable microfolds in the late-arriving portions of tiraefront,
to be observable in field experiments, can be reasonablpiegul by the ray’s sensitivity to initial conditions. Withtinternal
waves the timefront has a smooth folded accordion shapedtefraction as in Figl4. In the presence of internal waves, a
nonuniformity of ray arrivals along the folded fronts appegsee FiglZll6). Zooming would reveal the presence of nitdsf
along the macroscopic segments of the timefront under deregion.

In accordance with the Fermat's principle, ray arrival titoex pointR along a waveguide is calculated with the help of the

LagrangiarL

R R

17 17
t:—/Ldr:—/ 2_H)dr. 58
Y Coo(p ) (58)

At sufficiently long rangesR/D >> 1, the Lagrangiah may be considered as a function of the action

L(1) zznﬁ — Ho(l). (59)

Following to Eq. [BB), ray arrival time to the poiRtalong a range-dependent waveguide is given by

t= (L)), (60)
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where(...) means an averaging over In a range-independent waveguide, arrival times for lcargge paths can be simply

calculated to be

t_%:g<2rrlﬁ—Ho>, (61)
with the LagrangiarL being an invariant. With a point sound source, all the iraras$ are functions of the initial value of
the momentunp(r = 0) = po, i. e.,t =t(pp). Ray arrival time at the fixed rand®is maximal with axial rays (because the
sound speed is minimal at the channel axis), and decreasgsiiage with increasingp. If t(pp) is a monotonic function and
a waveguide is range-independent, the so-called timefranith represent ray arrivals in time-depth plane, can beutzted
explicitly from the equation for the trajectory (see, fomexple, Eq.[[2B) for Model 1) with the parameters being fuordiof
the Lagrangiar..

In order to demonstrate it in Model 1 with the range-indeerisvaveguide shown in Fill 1, we use Hql(59) to find the action

I(L)z%\/Z—FM—ZL, 62)

the spatial frequency of nonlinear oscillations

w(l)—a <b¥ - aI(L)) , 63)
and the quantity
QL) = 2\/ Lrya®) «a1b), (64)

as functions of the Lagrangian After substituting Eqs{80){62)={64) into the ray-gretory equatiori{23), we get the timefront
of the sound signal in the waveguide with the sound-speefilé*io

1 807 [1+y-Q(t)cos(w(tR+ o)
Z(t) ~ am sz(t) ’

(65)

The respective plot, presenting ray depths against atiimals at the rangR = 1000 km, is shown in Fig4. We see a typical
two-folded accordion-like structure due to refractionhwmitositive and negative values of grazing angle. The rayalsriare
spread in a smooth and predictable way with the late-agipiortion of the timefront formed by the axial rays.

In the presence of a perturbation, timefront can be compapedoximately as a sum of representing points of sound pulse
T(Z,t)ﬁz-rl:Zé(Z—Z')é(t—tl), (66)
1 |

wherez andt; are the depth and arrival time of th¢h pulse. With the help of EqC{23), the depth for each palsay be written
as a function of initialg, final I+, and mean(l), values of the action, which may be considered as indep¢rdeables under

conditions of strong chaos

| @ [1+ y—Q(It)cos(w((1))R+ 30(|0))]
=In )
200%(I1)

(67)

Let us consider now distribution of rays over their arrivalés, f(t, R), at a fixed rang&®. In a range-independent waveg-

uide, it is determined by an initial distribution of graziaggles only. The respective distribution function for ragtarted at
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FIG. 4: Timefront for the unperturbed Profile 1: ray deptrersus ray travel timeat the range 1000 km.

small grazing angles witly ~ po (that may propagate over large distances)o{$o). Using the condition of the conserved

normalization

[ folt.RIdt= | fo(po) . (68)
we get
folt, R = fo(po) 2. (69

With Model 1 we get from Eqs[{®1Y1(4[{115) ald21)

fo(Po)Co[b(1+y) —2U(t)]

fo(t,R) = , 70
o, R) RU\/b(1+y)U(t) - U2(0) (70)
where the short notation is used
b2 2 2¢cot
U(t)_\/Z(l—y) +2—?. (71)
In a range-dependent waveguide, the distribution funaifaay arrival times is given by
dpo(t
f(t, R) = AF(t, R) fo(po) T2, 72)

dt

whereA is a normalization constant. The functibiit, R) describes the effect of the range dependence of the sourd spe
the distribution of ray arrival times. It is defined, mairiby the structure of the phase space of the perturbed systgm\j&

shall use the functiof (t, R) as a convenient tool for analyzing clusterization of rays.
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It should be noted that the formulas for arrival timgsl (619 &imefronts [6b) and{87) are approximated ones. Comparing
Fig.[4, plotted usindg{d5), with numerical simulation showrFig.[I2a, one can see the difference between the two timefr
especially in the neighbourhoods of extrema. However gli@snulas provide a correct general image of timefrontsgine
a simple analytical connection between measurable rayactaictics and the phase-space ray variables which casdibta

explain such peculiarities of timefronts as sharp stripes.

V. RAY CHAOS IN THE PRESENCE OF A SINGLE-MODE PERTURBATION

A. The phase-space structure

In this section we consider a single-mode sound-speedrpattan [51) withdcms(z) given by [G2) and the horizontal

dependence of the internal-wave induced perturbatiomdiye

&(r) =coskr = cosZTm, (73)

whereA is the wavelength of the internal wave. The Hamilton equmstiake the form

dl

= _ _i_ imy
i Ze%lwme‘ +c.c, (74)
i _w+2;n T ™ +c.c, (75)

@

Ikr . . . . . .
where the new phasé =3 — ™ + m is introduced. Ray trajectories are captured in a ray-mmadipace nonlinear resonance

if the condition
maw(l) = Ik, (76)

is satisfied witH andm being integers. This condition can be satisfied at diffevahtes of the action variablgscorresponding
to resonant tori. Phase oscillations in vicinities of theomant tori are described by the universal Hamiltonian aflinear

resonance.(4, 24]
1
Hy = m(i | (Ires)| (AI)2+8|\/|m|cosmlP), (77)

wherew (Ires) = dw(lres)/dl. The width of the resonance in terms of spatial frequencybesapproximately estimated as

80 = |1 = 2, /e |Vim, (78)

whereAl is the width of the nonlinear resonance in terms of the actatable. In accordance with Chirikov’s criterion [24],
global chaos may arise if

Aw
—_— 79
o= 1L (79)
i. e., if two nonlinear resonances, centeredveind w + dw, overlap. Those resonances that overlap slightly forrmddan

the phase space, areas of stable ray motion in a chaotic ssabythe island’s borders, one can find the so-called zohes o

stickiness where chaotic trajectories may be localizedbfog distances [25].
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To visualize the structure of the phase space, we constr®ciirrcaré map integrating numerically the ray equatioms fo
Model 1 with the single-mode perturbatidnl73). Figire 5 dastrates such a map with the perturbation wavelehgthl 0 km
and a comparatively weak perturbation strergyth0.0025. Itis a two-dimensional slice of the ray motion in a thicémensional
spacgly, ly,r modA ) with Iy=1cosg andly = sind being the polar action-angle variables normalized to tpesrix value
of the actionls (given by Eql(Zll) aE = 0) which is a maximal acceptable value of the action.

A typical (with Hamiltonian systems) picture with stabl&aisds filled with regular trajectories surrounded by a cltas#a is
seen in the figure. The chains with 5 and 6 islands correspotigtprimary resonances of the first ordes(1) withm=5 and
6, respectively. The chain with 11 islands is located betwbem and corresponds to the second-order resonancewizrand
m=11. Even a higher-order resonance with 16 islands (betwesh 1, m=5) and(l = 2, m= 11) resonances) is seen in

Fig.H. Concentration of points near island’s boundaridicimtes sticky trajectories.

of
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IX

FIG. 5: Poincaré map in the normalized polar action—angté@bles for Model 1 with the parameters of the periodicyrestion,A = 10 km

ande = 0.0025.

Figure[® shows the Poincaré map with rays that may reflent fhe ocean surface (Model 2 with= 0.005 andA = 10 km).
In difference from Model 1, a stochastic layer appears m#ie separatrix loop in a vicinity of the critical value oéthction

I, =1(H) (Fig.[@a). We remind that reflection of rays from the ocearfamerin Model 2 occurs dff > H; (see Eq.[[39)).
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The origin of the localized stochastic layer can be explhia® follows. The distance between the resonances afitieand

m+ 1-th orders in terms of spatial frequency is equal to

K K W 5

and decreases rapidly with increasing Since the ray cycle length has a local maximum & = E; (Fig.[d), the resonance
overlapping in accordance with{79) is maximal ned, ). This stochastic layer is isolated from the separatrix lvaiiant
curves. As a result, the respective rays are trapped inseliayer forever and their motion is strongly influenced lgyfilactal
microstructure of the stochastic layeri[25] 26, 27]. The fitracture of the phase space is demonstrated in[JFig. 6b vehere
zoom of the region of the stochastic layer néas 0 is shown. Chains of microislands corresponding to prinagiy secondary
resonances are seen in the figure. It should be noted thadogans localized stochastic layer has been found with thekvi

canonical profile/[16, 26].

0.1

0.05

FIG. 6: (a) Poincaré map in the polar normalized actionieangriables for Model 2 with the parameters of the periodictyrbationA =
10 km ands = 0.005. (b) Zoom of the small region of the stochastic layerdatd in (a).

Another way to visualize the phase-space structure is geaMby the plot that shows by color modulation values of e
of the action during the ray cycle lengffi in the plane of initial values of the action and angle vagalthormalized to the
separatrix valugs and, respectively. More exactil is a variation of the action between to successive crossifitie line
6 = const by aray. It depends on the initial value of the ramggnd may strongly vary in the chaotic regime. It is a distridaut
of variations of the action over the phase space that hasrtarmghysical meaning. The number of positive variatiofnthe
action (“hills”) and the number of its negative variatioribdllows”) are stable characteristics of the system (iretefent on
initial conditions) describing the phase oscillationseThaspective map for Model 1 with a single-mode perturbapoesented
in Fig.[d, demonstrates an alternating “hills” and “holléwsrresponding to different values of the phadeDue to the phase

dependence, this structure periodically depends onlindlaes of the range variabte The “hills” and “hollows” are separated
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from each other by “zero lines”, which correspond to zeraatams of the action per cycle length, and may be “stablef an
“unstable”. The “stable” ones transverse the elliptic pwiof the potential in EqQL0I7), and the “unstable” ones wanse the
respective hyperbolic points. It should be noted that $hiéind “hollows” may intersect each other.

Spatial variations of the sound speed along a waveguide masecthe known effect of ray escapilmg [2] when some rays
reach the unperturbed separatrix due to diffusion in themaetnd quit the sound channel. Those rays are supposedttthqui
channel which interact with the ocean bottom and thereftiemaate rapidly. First of all, steep rays with compardyigenall
arrival times (corresponding to higher modes of the sound)figill escape. The escaping takes place even under anaitiab
perturbationl[28] but it has peculiarities under the rayasheonditions.

0.0018
0.0015
0.001

0.0005

-0.0005
-0.001
-0.0015

-0.0018
0.5 1

0
Bo/TT

FIG. 7: Plot representing variations of the actiinper ray cycle length for Model IA(= 10 km ande = 0.005) in the plane of the normalized
initial values of the action and angle. Bold lines corresptinzero variations of the action per ray cycle length.

0.5 1

0
OO/E

FIG. 8: Plot representing the values of the range&here rays interact with the ocean bottom, for the same havatethe same parameters as
in Fig.[d. White color corresponds to those rays that quitctiennel during the first ray cycle, i. e.rat 70 km.

In the plot, presented for Model 1 in Fifll 8, color modulates values of the rangewhere rays interact with the ocean
bottom, with white color corresponding to rays which qui tivaveguide during the first cycle, i. e. raK 70 km (which is

a cycle length of a trajectory nearby the separatrix) wietka black one corresponds to the values 1000 km. As in the
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case with variation of the action, distribution of the vau# range for the rays interacting with the ocean bottom ithls
characteristic of the system. Topology of the plot is coagikd in those areas in tlik/Is) — (9o/ ) plane which correspond
to the stochastic layer. Its patchiness reflects a complisgahomogeneity of the phase space. We want to stress duaels for
escaping are formed in the same places where the “hills"iarated in the plot representing variations of the actionrpg cycle
length (Fig[¥). The values of the action variable grow ripid such channels resulting in increasing trajectory amges.
One can see in Fi@ 8 black spots corresponding to those safdhe initial conditions of ray trajectories that neveitdbe
waveguide. They correspond to the respective islands afaegiotion on the Poincaré map (Fig. 5). The patched daasar
between the channels with rapidly escaping rays corresothe initial conditions with long but finite lengths of epirag. The
angular structure of the distribution of the lengths of g&tg in the phase space is an evidence of a non-ergodic rfasidifi.
In difference from the plot representing variations of théan per ray cycle length, the plot with escaping rays hasaifasted
patched structure due to fractal properties of the phassedyaical for open chaotic Hamiltonian systems with weaking
(for a review see [27]). The hierarchy of islands and chafrislands with sticky zones near the island’s boundariesclwhre
repeated at all scales of resolution, produces dynamigpstwhere representing particles may be trapped for a Istgraie
(time). It results eventually in anomalous diffusion andvpeo-law distribution functiond [27]. It is worthwhile to m&on that
escaping of rays is an analog of trapping (escaping) of atellyt advected passive particles in open hydrodynamicdl(see,

for example,|[29]).

B. Timefront structure under a periodic perturbation

Let us consider now the role of the ray-medium nonlinearmasoe in forming the structure of timefronts of sound signal
Due to nonlinear resonance, the ray arrival time of a souyubsialong a given ray, captured in a nonlinear resonanaethea
given value of the actiohes, tends to its unperturbed valtid res) with increasing the distance [4]

g = S0, (81)

If the width of the resonance is sufficiently large and if thare sufficiently many rays captured in the resonance, gtetulition
functionF(t, R) (see Eq.I[[7A2)) has a pronounced peak near the vélug). Moreover, it is possible with the help &f(t, R) to
find the spatial period of a perturbation mode if the arriiraktis unambiguously defined by the ray cycle length [20]ehting

the resonance conditiofi{[76), we get
|Dres = m/\ . (82)

There can be several peaks of the functigi, R) with large amplitudes corresponding to resonances withlsmat| = 1.
Thus, if F(t, R) exhibits at least two distinct peaks with comparable amgés, we can determine the period of a single-mode

perturbation as

A = D(tres1) — D(tres?), (83)

wheretes1 andtesp are arrival times corresponding to the two peaks. In geniralvalues oD (tres) can be calculated numeri-
cally with the help of Eq.{81). Our model Profiles 1 and 2 adcanilytical calculation of the resonant cycle length. In Mot}

for example, one can deduce from Hgl(61) a formula conng:ttia ray cycle lengtP with the arrival timet

2 1+vy b2 2 2cot o

a
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The upper panel in Fi§] 9 shows the functie(t, R) corresponding to the timefront computedzat 1000 km with Profile
1, the perturbation wavelength= 10 km, the perturbation strength= 0.0025 and the other parameters to be specified in the
preceding section. Results at the rafye 1000 km are represented in this figure by solid lines with tveer axis showing
the respective values of travel times. Local concentratafrpoints in the respective timefront (not shown), coroggpto two
sharp peaks of the functidn(t, R) attes1~ 67184 s andes2~ 67254 s, with the left one corresponding to the resonance
(I =1, m=6) and the right one belonging to the resonafice- 1, m=5). Using the formulal{84), one can estimate the
respective resonant cycle lengtBgtes1) ~ 60.6 km andD (tres2) ~ 50.0 km, and find numerically the perturbation wavelength,
Acal = 10.6 km. Note that the upper panel in Hig. 9 demonstrates aniadditsmaller peak dt~ 67225 s corresponding to the
second-order resonance with= 2 andm = 11 that is manifested on the Poincaré map in Hg. 5 as a cliagtands between
the first-order resonant islands. It has a comparativelylssngplitude because the width of this high-order resonamzkthe
frequency of phase oscillations are comparatively sméile Jatellite peak of the primary resonaiice- 1, m= 6) seems to be
formed by chaotic rays sticking for a long distance to reipecesonant islands but quitting this zone somewheree hwit
this peak was absent when we have computed the distributianién of ray arrival times & = 3000 km.

The upper panel in Fig—10 shows the functieft, R) with Model 1 at the increased value of the perturbation atugbé
£ = 0.005 for which ray chaos is stronger. Because of a large queirig of the nonlinear resonances, the peak corresponaling t
the resonance with= 1 andm= 6 has a smaller amplitude than the respective peak ifFigd @sappears & = 3000 km at
all. The peak, corresponding to the higher-order resonaitbd = 2 andm= 11 is absent in Fig._10. The upper panelin Eg. 11
shows the functioffr (t, R) with Model 2 ate = 0.005. The left peak corresponds to the resonaheel, m= 5) which is seen
on the Poincaré map in Figl 6 whereas the right peak corneispio the stochastic layer nddH;). Since diffusion inside this
layer is localized the respective rays have close arriwads$iand form a cluster.

In order to demonstrate the possibility of determining tla@length of an internal wave from the ray arrival time disttion
under conditions of ray chaos not only with our model backgubprofiles, we have computed the timefront and the resfgecti

A A
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functionF (t, R) with the Munk canonical background profile (Hi. 2) with aipdic perturbation{[23, 26, 30]

c(z 1) =co 14—;1(r7—1+e*’7)4—8%@22/'30052771r : (85)

wherecy = 1500 m/su = 0.0057,n = 2(z—z,) /B is a normalized depth, argl= 1 km. The depth of the channel axis is chosen
to bez, =1 km,e =0.005 andA =5 km. The results, shown in Fig:112 at the rafge 2000 km, reveal two distinct peaks of the
functionF (t, R), the left one ates1~ 13299 s corresponds D (tes1) ~ 55 km and the right one &ts>~ 13318 s corresponds
to D(tresp) =~ 50 km giving the difference to be equal to the perturbationelengthA = 5 km. The resonant cycle lengths
with the Munk profile have been found numerically with theghef Eq. [E1). Generally speaking, determining perturbratio
wavelength is not always possible even in the case of a smglde perturbation. It is necessary to have at least twaehdi
slightly overlapped primary resonances with 1, and sufficiently large number of rays should be capturdldese resonances.
Due to stable motion of rays, captured in a nonlinear resomaheir initial and final values of the action are in a corafiaely
narrow intervaldl approximately proportional to the resonance width In accordance with EqC{67), depths of arrivals of
the resonant rays at a given rarigare distributed over narrow intervals. In such a way, doshlarp strips (see Fif.112a),

corresponding to ray clusters with positive and negatiuadé angles, appear in the respective timefronts.
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FIG. 9: Normalized function of distribution of ray arrivairtes for Model 1 with the periodic perturbatioA & 10 km ands = 0.0025) and
an imposed multiplicative noise with different values af strengthar. The solid lines represent results at the range 1000 km (eclewer
axis for travel times), while the dashed lines are computelearange 3000 km (see the upper axis for travel times). Phemupanel shows

the function with a purely periodic perturbation.
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FIG. 10: The same as in Fig. 9 but with the parameters of thiegiemperturbationA = 10 km ands = 0.005.
VI. RAY MOTION IN THE PRESENCE OF A MULTIPLICATIVE NOISE
A. Ray equations with noise

Internal waves in the deep ocean are known to have a broadgeméduous spectrum of horizontal wavenumberghich

may be adequately described by the empirical Garrett—Mpektsum [31] with the spectral energy density decreasirt wi
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FIG. 11: The same as in FigJ10 but for Model 2.

increasingk. The periodic internal-wave induced perturbation of thergbspeed to be considered in the preceding section is a
useful but not realistic approximation. From the theoatmoint of view, the sound-speed perturbations due toratevaves
should be considered as a random function with given statistharacteristics. Under a noisy-like perturbatiorréhare no

specified resonances in ray dynamics which, however, iagtyonfluenced by the presence of a nonlinear sound-spexitiepr
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FIG. 12: Timefront and the corresponding function of disition of ray arrival times for the Munk canonical profile wthe parameters of

the periodic perturbatior\, = 5 km ands = 0.005.

[32].
Let &(r) be a stationary stochastic perturbation representinggdhedsspeed fluctuations caused by internal waves which is

defined as a spectral decomposition

[ee]

E(r) = / S(kje *rdk (86)

—o00
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whereS(k) = S(k) e '?K andg(k) is a random function of the wave numbetdlistributed equally over the intervidl : 2r1]. The

perturbation is assumed to be a Gaussian process with rineah&ifrst and second moments

(&(n)=0, (&%n)=5. (87)

We assume that the horizontal scale of the internal-waweced fluctuations is much less than the scale of the rangaticars

of the action, and the diffusion approximation can be adbpide perturbation amplitude depends on the angle varialaled

is maximal near the upper turning poitt,= 0. So, the ray cycle length gives us a characteristic scale of the range variations
of the action. In simulation, we realize the procéss) as a sum of a large numbgr 1000 of harmonics distributed in the
rangek € [271/100 : 2r1/1) km~1. Two spectral models of the sound-speed fluctuati) = const andSy(k) 0 k2, have
been used.

The Hamilton equations of motion

d oV ds v

a——fﬁf(r)a W:w(l)*'fﬁf(r) (88)

provide the description of sound-ray trajectories throtighdeep ocean with a broad spectrum of internal waves indube
respective spectrum of the sound-speed fluctuations. iBubss the Fourier decompositiof{b4) in the first equatf@8) and
taking into account that = w(r)r + 3o, we can write down the variation of the action over the pedsd

m=1
ieimdo 7 D ,
Qn =" //S(k)e'(m‘*’*k)rdkdurc.c. (90)
00

In order to findw(r) let us rewrite the second equati@nl(88) as

dv
w(r) — w(lo) = &5 & (1), (91)
wherelg is the initial value of the action. Assuming the correlatiength of the random proceggr) to be small as compared
with the ray cycle lengthr; < D, we introduce the “fast” variablg = r /r¢ which is connected with the angle variable as
follows:

I -9
wrg

(92)

The variablew(x) is now treated as a function gfand modelled as a Markovian process with independent iremesitharac-
terized by the normal distribution

(w— ou(lo))2

v [W(X)a IO] = \/%TO- exp(— 202 ) ) (93)

with the variance depending oranddg

o2(x, 89) = 8_2/X<M>2d>(. (94)
0



25

The main contribution to the integr&l{90) provides the poof a stationary phase given by the wavenumbkgrs mw(x). So

we get

Qm = W(Snlken(X)] c08MI0 — @Ik )y = 7 | Slkin(x)] oMo — @01 ki)l (95)

wherep(km) is the respective probability density. Because the peatichV(9) and its derivativedV/dI($) have a sharp
maximum in a neighbourhood & = 0 and are approximately zero outside, we can assptkg) ~ v(kn) at o = o(x =

—3Jo/wrg). The integrall[30) is now given by
Q= 1S cos(mdo — ¢, (96)

whereg™ andS are an effective phase and amplitude, respectively. Théitam is

S = | ol plbkn) e, ©7)
0
whereky, = mw. As a result, we find the variation of the action over the rayqae

Al =em i mMVin(D S cos(mdo — ), (98)
m=1

as a sum of “resonant” terms.

As in the case with a single-mode perturbation, we compudts pihich show by color modulation values of variations of
the action per a ray cycle lengthl, in the plane of the normalized initial values of the actiowl angle variables. The plot in
Fig.[I3 is computed with Model 2 and the flat spectr8stk) = const € = 0.005). To visualize the borders between positive
(“hills™) and negative (“hollows”) values aAl, the lines withAl = 0 are bolded in Fid_13. In the range of comparatively small
values of the action, the first Fourier harmow(cin the expansiorf{38) is expected to be dominant. Really oné “hill” is
present in the figure in the range<lp/ls < 0.2. With increasing the action values, the higher-order $em{38) begin to play
a more significant role, and the number of “hills” is expedidse in the respective ranges on the plot representirigtiars
of the action per ray cycle length. In Figd13 we see two “hilfsthe range @ < lg/Is < 0.4 and three “hills” in the range
0.4<1p/ls< 0.9.

Consider now Model 2 with another kind of the perturbatioactpum,S 0 k=2, and the same perturbation amplitugle-
0.005. In difference from the case with the flat spectrum, onlg arge “hill” now presents in Fif_14 in the whole range & th
action values. Moreover, the maximal variations of theaactire larger as compared with the flat spectrum. One may wdacl
that under the noisy-like perturbation with the spect§yfl k=2 the first harmonic in the serigS{98) is a dominant one in all th
accessible phase space. The depend&h@) is close to a cosine-like one.

Under a noisy-like perturbation, topology of the plots ofigtion of the action depends randomly on initial valuesha t
time-like variabler, and this dependence is stronger in the case of the flat spgatspecially in the range of large values of the
action. It may cause not only phase shifts but even the nupffaills” and “hollows” may vary under varying initial vakes of
r. In the case with decreasing spectral density, only smduttirgy of a “hill” along the§ axis may occur when varying initial

values ofr.

B. Coherentray clusters

The plots of variations of the action allow us to treat themagtion as a slow diffusion in the phase space between “ralsl

“hollows”. If these “hills” (or “hollows”) are sufficientiarge there may arise large fans of rays with close initiaidittons
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FIG. 13: Plot representing variations of the actfdrper ray cycle length for Model 2 under the noisy-like peraiibn with S (k) = const and

€ =0.005. Bold lines correspond to zero variations of the actienrgy cycle length.
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FIG. 14: The same as in FIg13 but wih(k) 0 k=2 ande = 0.005. Bold lines correspond to zero variations of the actierrgy cycle length.

preserving close current dynamical characteristics avay Histancesoherent ray clustersin the ranges of strong variability
of the phase space structure, phase correlations decayragsulting in rapidly decaying clusters. So, the lendtthe phase
correlations characterizes the stability of a cluster. i&intlusterization may occur in different physical syste(see, for
example,la3|34]). Therefore, the whole cluster structngg be considered as consisting of statistical and cohpeetd. The
rays, belonging to the statistical part, propagate in tineesareas of the phase space with the same value of the Lagndhpi
do not correlate with each other and demonstrate expomestigitivity to initial conditions. To the contrary, theysin the
coherent part do not show sensitive dependence on initiliions. Two rays with initial values of the momentyg= —0.02
and pp = —0.03 are shown in Fid15 in the range intervat [2000 : 3000 km. The clusterization may influence strongly
timefronts of sound signals. The prominent stripes visibléne timefront for the stochastic ray simulation (Higl 16hich

belong to ray clusters, resemble the respective stripbleisn the timefront fragments for a deterministic pertuidia (see
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FIG. 15: Two ray trajectories with starting momerg = —0.03 (solid line) and—0.02 (dashed line) for Model 2 under the noisy-like
perturbation withS(k) 0 k2.

Fig.[12a). It should be emphasized that similar strips h@emlfound in the field experiments [7].

A decoherence and breaking of the respective coherentectubbecome prominent with increasing the range (see fuzzy
segments in Fig_16b at the range= 3000 km). It is seen from Fi§_L6d that late-arriving raysragistered not at the channel
axis (zz ~ 1 km) but rather deeper, at~ 1.5 km. Such a shift of the sound energy down in the depth may piieed as
follows. The late-arriving signal is formed by a coherenistér with near-axial rays deflected under propagation trenaxial
value of the actiont = 0. It follows from Eq. [6F) that rays in this coherent clusteuld arrive (aR = 3000 km) at the depth
different fromzs.

Figure[IT presents the ray travel tih@s a function of the starting ray momentuyg for Model 2 under the noisy-like
perturbation with both the spectral modedg(k) = const (a) and(k) 0 k=2 (b). All rays are chaotic under a noise perturbation,
and one might naively expect to see randomly scatteredgpirthet—pg plots. In fact, we see in Fif.17 smooth “shelf"-like
segments alternating with unresolvable structures. EabhbIf” corresponds to a coherent cluster of rays. The “d#lare
distributed chaotically over the range of the starting motaend their positions depend on a specific realizationefandom
proces< (r). Comparing between the two spectral models (Higk. 17a awadanay conclude that the coherent cluster structure
is more prominent with the spectral modl(k) 0 k2. Such a “shelf’-like structure has been found po) plots for a model
with a single-mode perturbation |16], with “shelves” to beegcribed to regular islands in the respective phase sphice.
presence of “shelves” may complexify kinetic descriptidrih@ ray motion with the help of a one-dimensional FokkearRI

equation|[1/7, 27] because the radius of phase correlatsamstismall in the presence of coherent clusterization.
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FIG. 16: Timefronts for Model 2 under the noisy-like pertatibn with (a,b)S(k) = const and (c,d O k=2. The ranges for the left and

right plots are indicated in the figure.

C. Periodic perturbation with a multiplicative noise superimposed

In the end of this section we consider a perturbation cangistf a periodic dependence of the sound-speed fluctuadions

and a multiplicative noise superimposed
2 -
E(r):(l—a)cosT+a/S(k)e dk, 0<a <1, (99)

wherea is the strength of the noisy part. We have computed timefrohsound signals at different valuesaf Fig.[d shows
functionF (t, R) with Model 1 at the fixed ranged® = 1000 km andR = 3000 km with the perturbation amplitude= 0.0025
and spatial period = 10 km corresponding to the Poincaré section in Hg. 5. Thid $nes in Figs[®EIN represent results
at the range 1000 km with the lower axis showing the respeetilues of travel times, while the dashed lines are compatted
the range 3000 km with the upper axis for travel times. As fiested, the amplitudes of the prominent peaks, caused by the
nonlinear resonance with the periodic perturbation, desae with increasing the valuesamfOn the other hand, the amplitudes
of the peaks in the late-arriving signal, caused by the nlikgyperturbation, increases with increasimg

Fig.[I0 shows the functioR(t, R) for Model 1 under conditions of more strong chaos at incréasdue of the perturbation
amplitudee = 0.005. All the “deterministic” peaks have comparatively shaahplitudes even atr = 0.5. The distribution
functionF (t, R) is shown for Model 2 in Figill1 with the same values of the patans of perturbation as in the preceding
figure with Model 1. It is seen that the peaks at 3713 s (R= 1000 km) and at = 2014 s R= 3000 km), corresponding to

the primary resonance of the first ordee= 1, m=5), disappear when the strength of noise reaches the magsivfitiee order
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FIG. 17: Ray travel time versus starting momentum for Modehger noisy-like perturbation with (& (k) = const and (b 0 k2.

a >0.5.

In difference from Model 1, coherent ray clusters in Modepp@ar not only in the late-arriving portion of the signal,tag
well, in the early arriving portion corresponding to rayfieeting from the ocean surface. The rays with> H, in Model 2
are less chaotic than the rays with< H,;. These results show that ray dynamics is strongly influergethe form of the
background sound-speed profile. Depending on the form dfalekground profile, coherent ray clusters may appear ifeearl

middle and later portions of a timefront. In our opinion, aslity in earlier portions of the wavefront to be measunethie field
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experiments [10, 11] could be explained by peculiaritiethefrespective background sound-speed profile.

Under a deterministic perturbation with only a few frequesgcchaoticity of rays is defined mainly by the density ofrtee
of nonlinear resonances characterized by the Chirikovtsriwn {Z9) and is connected with the derivative of the treqcy of
spatial oscillations over the actioay| (28). However, the Chirikov’s criterion is hardly appli¢atunder conditions of a noisy-
like perturbation with a large number of frequencies |32, 36 this case we propose to use as a criterion of stochgstioé
rate of decreasing of Fourier amplitudes in the sefieb ($8)chasticity of rays has been shown to become strongerrifma
terms present in the seri¢s198). It can be used as a stastyastiterion for nonlinear systems under a noisy-liketpasation
in a close analogy with the Chirikov’s criterion for detemistic dynamical systems since the rate of decreasing ofi€ou
amplitudes is defined mainly by the dependence of the frexyueihspatial oscillationgo on the actior. It is a linear function
with Model 1 [28). In Model 2 the respective dependemtE) has a local maximum at ~ I (H,). Thus, there arise conditions

for forming coherent ray clusters in Model 2.

VIl. CONCLUSION

We have treated chaotic and stochastic nonlinear ray dysamiunderwater sound waveguides with longitudinal viest
of the speed of sound caused by internal oceanic waves. Tvdelsiof sound-speed profiles, which are typical in shape for
deep ocean sound channels, were designed analytically.aMemanaged to derive with them exact analytical solutiorike
ray equations of motion without perturbation in terms of depth-momentum and the action-angle variables and to fiadtex
expressions for the frequency of spatial ray oscillatidhs,timefront of the sound signal at a fixed range and ray ttanes.
Three different kinds of internal-wave induced perturtvasi have been considered: a single-mode perturbation,sg-tike
multiplicative perturbation, and a periodic perturbatigith a multiplicative noise superimposed.

We have found coherent clusters consisting of fans of rayfs elose dynamical characteristics over long distancechrse
arrival times. It is essential that forming the coherenstdus occurs under different kinds of perturbations, amge&ras noisy-
like ones. The mechanism of their forming has been found todmmected with existence of specific zones of stability & th
phase space of the perturbed system under consideratitime tase of a periodic perturbation, these zones appeaodag-t
medium nonlinear resonances. In the case of a noisy-likéiplichtive perturbation, zones of stability appear dusétective
resonant interactions between different spectral compsraf the perturbation and harmonics of the unperturbedomo®As
a result, the phase space has a specific “resonant” topolitlgyyogal zones of stability. In order to visualize the topgy, we
have used the plots of variations of the action per ray cyigth.

We proposed a criterion for forming the coherent clustessnealy, the rate of decreasing of the Fourier amplitudes of a
perturbation written in terms of the canonical action andlewariables. The effect of coherent clusterization degem the
horizontal spectrum of the field of internal waves as well.e Thusterization becomes more prominent if the spectrasitien
decreases rapidly with increasing the wave numbefhe clusterization results in forming prominent peakswofctions of
distribution of arrival times and manifests itself in timafts of arriving signals as sharp strips on a smearing brackgl formed
by chaotic rays. It is worthwhile to stress that such striggehbeen found in timefronts measured in the field experisiait
The clusterization may cause a redistribution of the adoestergy over the depth, a stability of early arriving pdrthe sound
signal and other effects. It should be taken into accouniriatic modelling of ray dynamics.

From the standpoint of acoustic tomography of the oceanctherent clusterization seems to be a useful property #or th

purpose of determining spatio-temporal variations of theérblogical characteristics on the real time scale undaditmns of



31

ray chaos. In a more general context, such a clusterizagiortéresting from the standpoint of general theory of infheeof

external multiplicative noise on Hamiltonian systems.
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