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Compact analytic expressions are derived for the mean, mutual intensity, and spatial covariance of
the acoustic field forward propagated though a stratified ocean waveguide containing
three-dimensional random surface and volume inhomogeneities. The inhomogeneities need not obey
a stationary random process in space, can be of arbitrary composition and size relative to the
wavelength, or can have large surface roughness and slope. The form of the mean forward field after
multiple scattering through the random waveguide is similar to that of the incident field, except for
a complex change in the horizontal wave number of each mode. This change describes attenuation
and dispersion induced by the medium’s inhomogeneities, including potential mode coupling along
the propagation path. The spatial covariance of the forward field between two receivers includes the
accumulated effects of both coherent and incoherent multiple forward scattering through the random
waveguide. It is expressed as a sum of modal covariance terms. Each term depends on the medium’s
expected modal extinction densities as well as the covariance of its scattering properties, which
potentially couple each mode to every other mode. Three-dimensional scattering effects can become
important at ranges where the Fresnel width exceeds the cross-range coherence scale of the

medium’s inhomogeneities. © 2005 Acoustical Society of America. [DOI: 10.1121/1.1993087]

PACS number(s): 43.30.Re [WLS]

I. INTRODUCTION

Compact analytic expressions are derived for the mean,
mutual intensity, and spatial covariance of the acoustic field
forward propagated through a stratified ocean waveguide
with three-dimensional (3-D) random surface and volume
inhomogeneities. The novelty and advantages of the ap-
proach stem from the fact that 3-D multiple forward scatter-
ing is included in a formulation where received field mo-
ments are analytically expressed in terms of the moments of
the random medium’s spatially varying scatter function'”
density. This makes it possible to describe volume and sur-
face scatterers of arbitrary composition and size relative to
the wavelength that individually may strongly scatter the
acoustic field. This differs substantially from restrictive per-
turbation theory and RayleighS-Born4 approximation meth-
ods, where parameters such as surface roughness, slope, or
changes in medium properties must be small. It also differs
from parabolic equation approaches, where field moments
must be obtained by numerical marching algorithms. Since
the inhomogeneities need not obey a stationary random pro-
cess in space, the formulation accounts for expected range,
cross-range, and depth-dependent variations in the medium’s
scatter function density. It is based upon a modal formulation
for coherent 3-D scattering in an ocean w:cweguidel’5 and the
waveguide extinction or generalized forward scatter
theorem,’ both of which stem directly from Green’s theorem.

After describing the approach in the context of previous
work, an analytic expression is derived for the acoustic field
forward scattered from a single elemental shell of random
inhomogeneities between a point source and distant receiver
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in an ocean waveguide. This is done in Sec. II via a single-
scatter approximation. Difference and integral equations are
then developed to march the mean field and expected power
through a randomly inhomogeneous waveguide in Secs. III
and IV. This includes the accumulated effects of multiple
forward scattering through the medium for both the mean
and covariance of the forward field.

Compact solutions for the mean, variance, and second
moment of the forward propagated field are given in terms of
parameters necessary to describe the incident field as well as
the mean and spatial covariance of the medium’s scatter
function density in Sec. V. Compact solutions for transmitted
power and the signal-to-noise ratio of the forward field are
also presented in Sec. V. They are used to analytically show
that 3-D scattering effects can become important at ranges
between the source and receiver, where the Fresnel width
approaches and exceeds the cross-range coherence scale of
the medium’s inhomogeneities.

The approach is generalized to determine the mutual in-
tensity and spatial covariance of the forward propagated field
in Sec. VI. Compact solutions are given in Sec. VI B. These
can be used to the quantify the effect of randomness in the
ocean medium on ocean acoustic remote sensing with receiv-
ing arrays of arbitrary configuration.

The fundamental assumptions of the present paper are
that (1) in the absence of inhomogeneities, the waveguide is
horizontally stratified; (2) the medium can be described by a
scattering process where single scattering is valid in horizon-
tal range increments large enough for the modal diagonaliza-
tion condition of Eq. (57) to be valid; (3) the medium’s 3-D
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inhomogeneities obey a stationary random process within the
incremental range scales described in (2) and the local
Fresnel width in cross-range, but may not be stationary in the
vertical or across larger horizontal scales; (4) the forward
scattered field is approximated as that which successively
forward scatterers through the inhomogeneous medium by
interactions within the Fresnel width in cross-range from
source to receiver; (5) the field scattered solely from inho-
mogeneities within any single horizontal range increment de-
scribed in (2) must be small compared to the incident field;
(6) to obtain mutual intensity from the power equations,
waveguide modes are assumed to be uncorrelated, as is con-
sistent with the central limit theorem, which is supported by
many observations’ and statistical theories for ocean-
acoustic fluctuations.®’

A. Approach in the context of previous developments

Some of the basic ideas behind the approach were in-
spired by the intuitive and physically compelling work of
Rayleigh10 in his explanation for the blue sky and red sunset,
both of which have analogies in acoustic reverberation and
transmission through the ocean. To study forward propaga-
tion in free space with random inhomogeneities, or the red
sunset problem, Rayleigh first analyzed the effect of scatter-
ing by a thin slab of inhomogeneities in what we now call
the mean forward field. He used this result to show that
multiple forward scattering by inhomogeneities leads to an
altered wave number in the mean field, which can be inter-
preted in terms of an effective medium when the scattered
field from any slab is small compared to the incident field.
The expected wave number change, v, is directly propor-
tional to the expected number of inhomogeneities per unit
volume of the medium, ny, multiplied by the forward scatter
function of the inhomogeneities, S, and 27/k?, where k is
the wave number in free space; v=(27/k*){(nyS ). This wave
number change leads to dispersion and attenuation in the
mean forward field, and causes temporal distortion of the
original signal waveform. A more modern version of Ray-
leigh’s approach is given by van de Hulst,'" where statistical
operations leading to a mean field are again only implicit.
The same results were later obtained by Foldy12 using a sig-
nificantly different multiple scatter series formulation, akin
to Dyson’s later more general formulation,"® with ensemble
averaging concepts but essentially the same physical as-
sumptions as Rayleigh. Rayleigh implicitly, and van de Hulst
explicitly, used a stationary phase approximation14 to arrive
at what we refer to here as the mean direct wave, following
Rayleigh’s intuitive terminology. The direct wave is com-
prised of the incident field and multiply scattered field con-
tributions propagating within the Fresnel angle of forward
from any inhomogeneous slab to the receiver. The latter are
those contributions that travel with and can coherently inter-
fere with the incident field. We refer to scattered field con-
tributions that involve longer propagation paths, where some
or all multiple scattering falls outside the Fresnel angle, to be
coda. Coda is equivalent to reverberation. Many classic con-
tinuum models for optical and laser beam propagation
through the turbulent atmosphere are based on assumptions
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similar to those in Rayleigh’s original slab and direct wave
formulation of forward scatter."

The signal measured at a receiver from a point source in
a waveguide is typically composed of multiple arrivals due
to multimodal propagation effects, even when the medium is
not random. We consider the direct wave in an inhomoge-
neous waveguide to be comprised of the incident and multi-
ply scattered field contributions propagating within the
Fresnel azimuth of forward from any cylindrical shell of in-
homogeneities about the source to the receiver. Arrivals in-
volving wider azimuthal scattering angles tend to form coda.
The direct wave typically contains the most important infor-
mation for signal transmission through the medium. Coda is
important primarily in reverberation studies since it typically
falls below the dynamic range or noise level of measurement
systems designed for direct wave reception.

In a shallow-water waveguide, the effect of scattering by
a single object leads to mode coupling and a redistribution of
mode amplitudes that can be expressed in terms of the scatter
function of the object.l’5 We show that a distribution of vol-
ume or surface inhomogeneities over a sufficiently large
range or depth increment causes the waveguide modes to
decouple in the mean forward field under widely satisfied
conditions. This allows the mean forward field to be analyti-
cally marched through range to include multiple forward
scattering via a single modal sum by an explicit procedure
analogous to Rayleigh’s implicit marching procedure in free
space. The resulting mean field has a form similar to the
incident field, but with a change in the complex horizontal
wave number for each mode due to scattering that leads to
additional attenuation and dispersion. This wave number
change is determined by the medium’s expected scatter func-
tion density, which may vary as a function of range, depth,
and azimuth. By invoking the generalized waveguide extinc-
tion theorem,6 we show that attenuation from forward scat-
tering for each mode can be expressed in terms of the ex-
pected waveguide modal extinction density of the medium.
This provides a convenient method for estimating power
losses after multiple forward scattering, given knowledge of
the intrinsic scattering properties of the random medium. '
We then apply a similar marching approach to derive ana-
Iytic expressions for the mutual intensity and covariance of
the forward field between two receivers in a random wave-
guide from a distant point source. We show that the resulting
covariance can be expressed as a sum of modal covariance
terms. Each term depends on the medium’s expected modal
extinction density as well as the covariance of the medium’s
scatter function density, which potentially couples each mode
to all other modes.

While our method for obtaining the second moments of
the forward field requires explicit statistical operations, it is
still consistent with the implicit first moment analysis in
Rayleigh’s original explanation of the red sunset. To see this,
let us follow Rayleigh’s10 notation in this Introduction and
take m to be the dimensionless ratio of the scattered field to
the incident field from a single slab of random inhomogene-
ities with surface normal in the direction of forward propa-
gation. Rayleigh makes no distinction between m and its ex-
pectation (m) in his analysis, although his analysis is
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undoubtedly for the mean field. Let us assume then that m is
arandom variable, so that by m, Rayleigh is referring to what
we here call (m). Rayleigh finds that {(m) must be small but
not negligible compared to unity in order to march the field
and obtain his effective medium result. In our second mo-
ment analysis, we follow a similar asymptotic approach and
find that if (m) is small, {m)> must be negligible, since it is
totally determined by (m). The second moment {m?), how-
ever, is not negligible since it contains the variance of m that
need not depend on (m). So, we take (m?) to be small but not
negligible compared to unity. This enables us to obtain the
forward field’s second moment by an analytic marching pro-
cedure similar to that used to obtain the mean. As Foldy has
noted, the second moment of the field is often more impor-
tant than the first in many experimental scenarios.'

Since Rayleigh, there has been a long history of devel-
opment in the study of wave propagation through random
media, especially in free space for which a number of excel-
lent references exist, including those by Strobehn, Tsang,
Kong, and Shin,'7 Ishimaru,18 and van de Hulst."! Rayleigh’s
effective medium approach, however, is still one of the most
widely used since it conveniently expresses effective wave
number changes in terms of the scatter function of medium
inhomogeneities. For the ocean, analytic approaches using
ray theory have been investigated for deep water applications
by a number of authors.'** More recently, ray and other
approaches for the ocean, such as the 2-D parabolic equation,
are now widely used to generate statistical realizations of the
acoustic field.”"* In shallow water it has also become in-
creasingly common to determine field moments via Monte
Carlo simulations using the 2-D parabolic equation.25

Even with the current availability of computing power,
analytic methods and solutions still offer advantages because
they provide insight into the mechanisms that lead to the
observed phenomena. This is one of the primary motivations
for the present paper. Another motivation is that it is still
very difficult to perform 3-D Monte-Carlo simulations of
propagation through a random ocean waveguide. The present
analytic technique is then also valuable because it can be
employed to efficiently solve a wide range of practical 3-D
problems. A modal formulation was selected because modes
are the most clearly identifiable entities that may propagate
with statistical independence in a random waveguide.

A number of modal formulations for propagation
through a waveguide with randomness have been previously
developed. To our knowledge, however, they are all based
upon perturbation theory and either require surface rough-
ness and slope to be small or variations in medium sound
speed and density to be small. For mean field propagation,
Bass, Freulicher, and Fuks***’ investigated the specific prob-
lem of propagation through a waveguide with small bound-
ary roughness. They expressed the mean field in terms of
complex modal wave number changes by solving Dyson’s
equation with perturbation theory.26 Kuperman and
Ingenito28 later used Bass, Freulicher, and Fuks?® results to
investigate the attenuation of the mean sound field propagat-
ing through a shallow water waveguide with rough bound-
aries, following experimental work by Ingenito.29 Their ap-
proach, however, neglects the effect of dispersion in the
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mean field. Kuperman and Schmidt***! extended Kuperman

and Ingenito’s28 3-D perturbation theory approach for mean
field attenuation to a more generalized wave number formu-
lation for small amplitude and slope roughness at multiple
layers. Tracey and Schmidt™ used this to develop a 2-D
modal formulation to describe mean field attenuation from
small perturbations in medium sound speed and density or
surface roughness and slope. They later extended this to de-
scribe the effect of small 3-D perturbations in seabed sound
speed and density on mean field modal attenuation for inho-
mogeneities with vertical scales small compared to the
acoustic Wavelength.33

A number of purely single scatter approaches for esti-
mating the second moment of the received field in a wave-
guide have been developed, including those by Sutton and
McCoy34 and Tracey and Schmidt.*> While these second mo-
ment approaches include a single scatter contribution from
each inhomogeneity, they ignore the multiple scattering ef-
fects between inhomogeneities along the forward propaga-
tion path. This limits their applicability to relatively short
ranges, as noted by Sutton and McCoy.34

A number of formulations for second moment propaga-
tion in a waveguide that include multiple scattering between
medium inhomogeneities along the propagation path have
been developed. Bass, Freulicher, and Fuks®’ again investi-
gated a waveguide with small boundary roughness, but this
time started with the general Bethe-Salpeter equations.35
They obtained approximate transfer equations for modal in-
tensities, but no explicit solution for the field moments. Do-
zier and Tappert,36 and later Creamer,”’ derived expressions
for the second moment of the forward field in a 2-D ocean
waveguide with small sound speed perturbations by follow-
ing the perturbed coupled-mode approach of Marcuse™ in
fiber optics. Penland® addressed 3-D effects neglected by
Dozier and Tappelrt36 for small sound speed fluctuations that
have slow range variation with respect to the acoustic wave-
length by making a number of adiabatic assumptions, as
noted by Frankenthal and Beran. "’ Continuing the small
sound speed perturbation approximation and adopting a slab
formulation, Frankenthal and Beran™ derived difference
equations for the mean and second moment of the field for-
ward propagated through a 3-D random channel with a rigid
bottom and a pressure-release top, but apparently did not
solve these equations. They found, as do we, that energy is
not eventually equipartioned among the modes, as has been
suggested based on analysis of 2-D models such as those of
Dozier and Tappert.36 They also found that Penland’s® ap-
proximations are inconsistent with their equation for the
propagation of modal pOWCI‘.40

Here we present a formulation for 3-D propagation
through a stratified waveguide with random surface or vol-
ume inhomogenieties of arbitrary size relative to the acoustic
wavelength and arbitrary contrast in compressibility and den-
sity from the pure medium. Since the inhomogenieties may
strongly scatter the incident field individually, this formula-
tion is more general than approaches based on small pertur-
bations in sound speed and density or surface roughness and
slope. Our formulation also describes the accumulated ef-
fects of multiple forward scattering on the mean and cova-
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riance of the forward propagated field. These include coher-
ent, partially coherent, and incoherent interactions with the
incident field that lead to attenuation, dispersion, and expo-
nential coefficients of field variance that describe mode cou-
pling induced by the medium’s inhomogeneities. We obtain
difference equations, integral equations, and analytic solu-
tions to these equations for the mean field, the expected in-
tensity and the mutual intensity, including evanscent effects.
We find in a following paper16 that the present 3-D formula-
tion is consistent with standard 2-D Monte-Carlo simulations
at ranges within which the 2-D simulations should be valid,
i.e., where the Fresnel angle of the incident field is less than
the angle spanned by the cross-range extent of the inhomo-
geneity. This follows the analytic predictions of the present
paper. This work has been presented at numerous meetings
of the Acoustical Society of America,*"* including applica-
tions involving random internal waves,43_46 random seabed
inhomogeneities,43‘44’47 random bubble clouds,43‘48 and
source localization in a random ocean waveguide.49

Il. SCATTERED FIELD CONTRIBUTION TO THE
DIRECT WAVE FROM A SHELL OF INHOMOGENEITIES

An analytic expression is derived for the scattered field
contribution to the direct wave from an elemental cylindrical
shell of inhomogeneities between the source and receiver.
This is the portion of the field scattered from the shell that
coherently interferes with the incident field, on average.

The origin of the coordinate system is placed at the air-
water interface with the positive z axis pointing downward.
The source is located at the horizontal origin ry=(0,0,z),
while receiver coordinates are given by r=(x,y,z) and those
of inhomogeneity centers by r,=(x,,y,,z,). Spatial cylindrical
(p,#,z) and spherical systems (r,#,¢) are defined by x
=rsin @cos ¢, y=rsin fsin ¢, z=rcos 6, and p’=x>+y>.
The horizontal and vertical wave number components for the
nth mode are, respectively, &,=ksin e, and v,=k cos a,,
where «, is the elevation angle of the mode measured from
the z axis. Here, 0 < &, < 7/2 so that the down and upgoing
plane wave components of each mode have elevation angles
a, and m—a,, respectively. The corresponding vertical wave
number of the down- and upgoing components of the nth
mode are vy, and —7v,, respectively, where 2R{y,}=0. The
azimuth angle of the mode is denoted by . The wave num-
ber magnitude k equals the angular frequency w divided by
the sound speed c in the object layer, where k2=§,21+ yﬁ The
geometry of spatial and wave number coordinates is shown
in Ref. 50.

The field scattered to r from inhomogeneities within a
cylindrical shell of radius p, and thickness Ap, is found by
integrating volumetric contributions with a single scatter ap-
proximation,

(Ds(r|r0’Aps(ps)) = fjj cps(r|r0,rt)dV,, (1)
AV,

where AV, is the volume of the cylindrical shell element and
@,(r|ry,ry) is the scattered field per unit volume from inho-
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mogeneities centered at ry.

A modal solution for the 3-D bistatic scattered field from
an inhomogeneity of arbitrary size, shape, and material prop-
erties in an ocean waveguide has been derived from Green’s
theorem in Refs. 1, 5, and 51. With this, the scattered field
per unit volume can be written as

@y(r|rg,ry

Mmax Mmax (471_)2

=2 X

X[A,(r = 1A, (r( = ro)s; (7 = a,,. B, D) . )
=B, (r —r)A,(r—xo)s; (. B( . b)) . )

= Ay(r =r)B,(r = ro)s. (7= @, B(b, ) 7= v, )
+B,,(r —ry)B,(re = xo)s; (. (. b)) = @, )] (2)

where A,(r;—ry) and B,(r,—r,) are the amplitudes of the
down- and upgoing modal plane wave components incident
on the inhomogeneity at r, A,,(r—r,) and B,,(r—r,) are the
amplitudes of the up- and downgoing modal components
scattered from the inhomogeneity,51 srt(a, B;a;,B;) is the
scatter function® density of the medium at ry, B,(¢b, )=
—arcsin{(p,/|p—p|)sin(¢,— )} is the azimuth of the re-
ceiver from the target, «, are the previously defined
modal elevation angles, and M,,, is the mode number at
which the modal summations can be truncated and still
accurately represent the field. We abbreviate the modal
summation notation in subsequent equations with the un-
derstanding that the sum is taken to M, modes.

The scatter function density describes scattering from
both discrete and continuously varying inhomogeneities, as
shown in Appendix A. The scattered field must be described
in terms of a double modal sum to account for coupling of
incident and scattered modes by the inhomogeneity. Equation
(2) is applicable when the source and receiver ranges are
sufficiently far from the target that the plane wave scatter
function description is valid.>*>*

For a single shell, the incident field has modal plane
wave amplitudes given by,l’s’51

i 1 .
————u, (zg) N\ Enpr i) 3)

Ay (rg—rg)=——
(re—ro) =7 Ny

i .
=N, G (4

B,(re—rg)=——
e d(z0) V87E,p,

while the scattered modal plane wave amplitudes in Eq. (2)
1,551
are

i

- d(Z,) V’87T§tn|p - pt|

A, (r—ry) 1 (2) N D Enle=pul+ 2= mi4)

(5)
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i

d(z,) \'/8 7T§m|p - pt|

B,(r—r)= 1, ()Nl Enlp=pil=rnz=ml4) (6)

Upon substituting Egs. (3), (4), (5), and (6) into Eq. (2), and Eq. (2) into Eq. (1), the scattered field from the shell becomes

(Ds(rh'o, Apr(pr))

B . 1 i(&nlp-p+&up)
EEfffAv k d(zp)d(z,) V§m§n|p Pt|p,u m(Dun(zo)e

[M,?Nﬁ” O ming, (77 = 6 B b ) e b))
= NONDelmt s, (o, B(h, by): i by)
— NN D m s, (10— 0y, B,( b, )7 = )
+ NN s, (o, B( b, )17 = o b)]p, dp, A, dz., (7)

where &,|p-p=¢&, \/P2 +Ptz— 2pp, cos(d,— o).

The integration over shell azimuth ¢, leads on average to two stationary phase contributions centered at ¢,=¢ and ¢,
= ¢+ 7 over angular widths ¢z (p, p,)=\27(p—p,) /! &,pp, and dg(p,p)=\27(p+p,) ! ,.pp, respectively, via approximations of

the form

27
1
f P, (1 @, B, )t $) A,

o Vp-pd
f ; : o200, o, B ) b)d b
= e omy t N (- «,,, A L,
o [p*+p;=2pp, cos(¢,— ¢)] "t e e
. /4ei‘§m(p_pt) ¢+¢F/2 . > B
= C”T / f Sl‘t(ﬂ-_ am’ Bs(¢’ ¢t);an7 ¢t)el§m[/3p,/ (P‘P;)](‘ﬁt— ¢) d¢t
NP =pr J g2
. /4ei§m(P+pt) prm+ppl2 . n ( 5
re f 56 = s B, B3, )0 2040) 0= 0= " g gy (8)
NP+, J pra—y

These define the active region from which dominant contributions to the scattered field are expected to arise. The first term
describes forward scatter through the shell within the Fresnel angle ¢, while the second describes backscatter from the rear
of the shell. The backscatter term tends not to contribute significantly to the direct wave because it requires longer propagation
paths and so tends to (1) suffer greater transmission loss and (2) not arrive with the direct wave in pulsed transmissions. The
backscattered contributions also tend to cancel on average since they have phases that oscillate with shell thickness Ap,.

By applying the type of integral approximations made in Eq. (8) to Eq. (7), the direct wave portion of the scattered field
from the shell is found to be

CDs(rlrﬂ’ AP:(PY))

py+Apg/2 D+ dpl2
- 2 E f dth f Ps d¢t eigm[PPr/z(P—Pz)](d’, - ¢’)2

—Apy/2 G—pl2
1
& d(Zo)d(zt) VEE(p- p,)ptum
X NNV miss, (1 = av, B, )3 o br)
= NNVt miss, (o, B( b, )t b))
— NNl 0ls, (1= i, By b, 1) 7 = @t )

+ NN Db, (o, B,(¢. )7 — . h)]. 9)

(2)u,,(zp)e' ™ eitmPe!entn)er
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The active region for forward scattering on the shell then
occurs over a Fresnel width Ygp(p,p,)=p,Pr(p,ps)
=+2m(p—p,)p,/ &,p, Which is a function of the horizontal
wave number of the mth mode. Long-range propagation is
directed near the horizontal in most ocean waveguides, so
that the mode-independent Yg(p, p,) = \N(p—p,)p,/ p is both
a good and practical approximation. The Fresnel width varies
symmetrically between the source and receiver as a conse-
quence of reciprocity. The maximum Fresnel width
YF(p,p/2)=(p/2)¢>F(p,p/2)=y’m occurs at the midpoint
between source and receiver and increases with the square
root of their separation.

lll. DIFFERENCE AND INTEGRAL EQUATIONS TO
MARCH THE MEAN FIELD, POWER, AND EXPECTED
INTENSITY THROUGH A WAVEGUIDE WITH

RANDOM INHOMOGENEITIES

A. Mean forward field

An analytic expression is derived for the mean forward
field propagated from a point source to a distant receiver
through a stratified ocean waveguide containing random vol-
ume or surface inhomogeneities. This is done by first devel-
oping a difference equation that describes the change in the
mean forward field at the receiver due to scattering from an
elemental shell of inhomogeneities between the source and
receiver. The mean field is then analytically marched through
all shells to determine the effect of multiple forward scatter-
ing between the source and the receiver. The derivation of
the mean scattered field from a single elemental shell and
limiting conditions on its validity are given in Sec. IV.

It is first assumed that the inhomogeneities are confined
within a cylinder of radius p, centered at the source so that
there are no inhomogeneities in the medium outside this cyl-
inder. Let ®(r|ry) be the direct wave measured at receiver r
from the source at ry. The thickness of the cylinder contain-
ing inhomogeneities is now augmented by a small amount,
Ap,. Let ®(r|ry,Apy(p,)) be the scattered field at the re-
ceiver from inhomogeneities in this new cylindrical shell of
thickness Ap,. Let the fotal field at the receiver given the
new cylinder of radius p,+Ap, be ®(r|ry,Ap,(p,)). Then the
difference equation,

(D(r|r0’Aps(ps)) = (I)(I'|l'0) + (I)s(r|r0’Aps(ps))9 (10)

is obtained where @ (r|ry,Ap,(p,)) is given by Eq. (9), as
long as the width Ap, is sufficiently small for the single
scatter approximation to be valid within it.

The mean field can be obtained by taking the expected
value of Eq. (10),

(D(r[rg, Apy(py))) = (D(r[rg)) +(D,(r|ro, Apy(py))-
(11)

The mean field in the absence of the shell can be ex-
pressed as a sum of normal modes,

(D(r[rg)y = 2 (D (r]ry)), (12)

where (®"(r|r)) is the contribution to the field by mode 7.
Equation (12) is generally valid even when the modes are
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coupled by scatterers in the waveguide since another modal
summation can always be embedded within (®")(r|r,)).

The scattered field contribution to the direct wave was
found using a stationary phase approximation in Sec. II. The
mean of this scattered field is expressible as a single modal
sum,

<‘Ds(r|r0,Aps(Ps))> = 2 <(I)(")(I'|I'0)>i]/n(px)Aps, (13)

under widely applicable conditions, as will be shown in Sec.
IV A, where v, is the horizontal wave number change of the
nth mode due to scattering by inhomogeneities in the me-
dium. An analytic expression for this wave number
change is given in Eq. (60). It depends on the expected
scattering properties of the inhomogeneities in the forward
azimuth.

Expressing the mean total field at the receiver as a
modal sum,

(D(rrg, Ap,(p)) = 2 (D" (x[rg, Apy(p))) (14)

and substituting Egs. (12), (13), and (14) into Eq. (11), it
follows that for each mode n,

(@ (x[ry, Apy(p,))) = (P (x[rg))(1 +iv,(py)Ap,). (15)
This can be rewritten as the difference equation,
A<CI)(”)(r|r0)) = <CD(”)(r|r0)>ivn(px)Aps’ (16)

where  A(@(r[rg))= (D" (r|ry, Apy(p,)) (P (r|ry))
describes the change in the nth mode’s contribution to the
mean field at the receiver as a result of scattering by in-
homogeneities in the shell. From Egs. (13) and (16), the
modal sum of these changes equals the forward scattered
field from the shell. Equation (16) can be recast as the
integral equation,

(W) HD (r|ry)) .Jp
L;n) @iy ', PP (17)

which marches the mean forward field for each mode
through the inhomogeneous medium since the inhomogene-
ities in adjacent single-scatter shells are assumed to be un-
correlated with each other. This includes multiple forward
scattering from source to receiver in a manner analogous to
that used by Rayleighlo’ll and others'™'® for free space.

In the absence of inhomogeneities in the medium, the
field measured at the receiver for each mode is simply the
incident field,”

; i&,p
1 . e
T(r|ry) = dm———=e""u,(DJu,(z0) =,  (18)
d(ZO) N 8 v gnp

where u,(z) is the amplitude of the mode shape and d(z) is
the density at depth z. Within any approximately isovelocity
layer of the waveguide, the mode shape can be expressed as

,(2) = N, (e = NP ()e™ 7, (19)

integrating Eq. (17), we have
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(W (x|ry)) = W (x|rg)e lm(e)des. (20)

Summing the contribution from all the modes, the total mean
forward field at the receiver in a waveguide containing inho-
mogeneities is then

(Wr(r[rg)) = 2 (W (r|ro)), (21)

=3 W (x|rg)ei e (22)

Here v,, given in Eq. (60), describes the change in the hori-
zontal wave number of mode n as it propagates through the
random inhomogeneous waveguide. It is a complex quantity
that provides a measure of the attenuation and dispersion of
each mode per unit horizontal range due to scattering by
inhomogeneities in the medium. The real part of v, deter-
mines modal dispersion while the imaginary part of v, deter-
mines modal attenuation. If the source is at a null for a par-
ticular mode, that mode may still contribute to the field at a
distant receiver through scattering. This is because the imagi-
nary part of v, includes the effect of mode coupling along
the propagation path through a sum over all modes by the
waveguide extinction theorem.®

For the present formulation to be valid, the change in the
mean forward field at the receiver due to scattering from any
shell increment Ap; must be small relative to the incident
field, as can be seen from Eqgs. (15) and (22). Here Ap, must
be small enough for the single scatter approximation to be
valid within it, and large enough for the modal decoupling
conditions derived in Sec. IV to be valid. Any individual
inhomogeneity may have a large scattered field in its vicinity,
on the order of the incident field, as is typical in shadow
formation. In such cases, the present theory is still valid as
long as the separation between inhomogeneities in the for-
ward direction is large enough for the scattered field from the
previous interaction to be small in comparison to the total
incident field of the current interaction.

Both the difference equation (16) and integral equation
(17) account for range-dependent variation in the medium’s
expected scatter function density. If the inhomogeneities are
contained in an evanescent layer, such as in the sea bottom,
Eq. (19) can still be used if the given mode is evanescent. In
this case, we set Nf):O and can write Nil)zun(H)e‘I{V"}H,
where H is the water depth, since the vertical wave number
becomes purely imaginary.

B. Power of the forward field

Here we develop a difference equation that describes the
change in the expected depth-integrated second moment of
the forward field due to scattering from an elemental shell of
inhomogeneities between the source and receiver. This is
proportional to the corresponding change in power at a given
range for a receiver of fixed area spanning the water column.
The depth integrated second moment is then marched
through the random waveguide to include multiple forward
scattering between the source and receiver. The derivation of
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the expected power transmission through a single elemental
shell of inhomogeneities is given in Sec. IV along with its
validity conditions.

From Eq. (10), the second moment of the total field at
receiver r from a source at r after scattering from a shell of
inhomogeneities of thickness Ap, at range p, can be ex-
pressed as

(|®(x[ro, Apy(p)))
= (| (r|rg) [*) + (| D,(r[ro, Ap,(p)[*)
+ (D (x|ry) D, (r[ro. Ap,(p))))
+ (D" (r[r)®,(r[ro, Apy(py))). (23)

The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (23) is the second
moment of the received field in the absence of the shell.
Next is the second moment of the field scattered from the
shell. This is followed by two cross-terms arising from co-
herent interaction between incident and scattered fields.

We next integrate Eq. (23) over receiver depth to obtain
the depth-integrated second moment of the field at horizontal
range p. Integrating the first term to the right of Eq. (23),
leads to the depth-integrated second moment of the field in
the absence of the shell. It can always be expressed as a
single modal sum,

f i(|®(r|ro)|2>dz = > (W (p|ry)), (24)
2) N

0

even when the modes are coupled due to scattering in the
waveguide, since other modal summations can always be
embedded within W™ (p|r,).

The depth integral of the second moment of the scattered
field from the shell is expressible as a single modal sum,

“ 1
fo @ﬂ@s(rlro,Aps(ps»sz

= 2 (W (plrg)) s, (p) Aps, (25)

under widely satisfied conditions, as shown in Sec. IV B.
Here w,(p,) is what we refer to as the exponential coefficient
of modal field variance. It accounts for the covariance of the
medium’s scatter function density and the potential coupling
of energy from each mode n to every other mode in the
waveguide as a result of the random scattering process. It is
expressible as a single modal sum, as shown in Sec. IV B.

Depth-integration of the last two terms on the right in
Eq. (23) leads to

= *
JO%[«D(ﬂm)@s(r|r0’AP.y(Ps))>

+ <(D*(r|r0)q)s(r|r0’ APs(Py)»]dZ
== 2 (W"(plre)2%{v,(p)}Ap;, (26)
which depends on the attenuation coefficient T{v,}, as

shown in Sec. IV C. Equation (26) reflects the fact that it is
the coherent interaction between the incident and forward

P. Ratilal and N. C. Makris: Mean and covariance of forward field



scattered fields that leads to extinction of the total forward
field.

Each term on the right-hand side of Eq. (23) is now
expressed as a single modal sum after depth-integration
throughout the waveguide. As before, the depth integral of
the left-hand side of Eq. (23) can always be expressed as a
single modal sum via

f L<<I>(r|l'o,A/Js(ps))CD*(rlro,Aps(ps)»dz
0 d(Z)

= > (W (plre, Apy(py))). (27)

Substituting Egs. (24), (25), (26), and (27) for the vari-
ous terms obtained after integrating Eq. (23) over depth leads
to

(W™ (plry, Apy(p,)))
=(W"(plro)) 1 + (,(py) = 2%{w,(p) D Ap,]. (28)

This can be rewritten as the difference equation,

AW (plrg)) = (W (plro)) (. (py) = 2%{w,(p) D Ap,,
(29)

where AW (p|ry))=((W"(p[rg, Ap,(p))—(W"(p|ro)))
is the change in the depth-integrated second moment of the
forward field due to scattering from inhomogeneities in the
shell. This change has a component that depends on the in-
terference between the incident and forward scattered fields.
Equation (29) can be recast as an integral equation,

fwr"% W (plry))
wo (W (plry))

i

p
= J (a(py) = 2%{w,(p)Ddpy.
0

(30)

which marches the depth-integrated second moment of the
forward field for each mode through the inhomogeneous me-
dium to include multiple forward scattering along the way.
This approach is based on the assumption that inhomogene-
ities in adjacent single-scatter shells are uncorrelated with
each other. This is related to the classic Markov assumptions
and ladder approximations made to describe optical and laser
beam propagation through the turbulent atmosphere.15

Here the lower limit of the integral occurs in the absence
of inhomogeneities. It is defined in terms of the depth-
integrated second moment of the incident field,

|
Wiplry) = f ?|‘I’i(r|r0)|2dz=2M”)(p|r0), (31)
0 Z) n

where

21 1
%M(m)lz—e‘mgﬁp , (32)
0

M")(P|r0) = p|§ |

decays as a function of horizontal range as a result of cylin-
drical spreading in the waveguide through the 1/p depen-
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dence and absorption loss in the water column and bottom
through e 28Gip,
Integrating Eq. (30), we then have

<W(7ft)( plro)) = Mﬂ)( plro)e’ 0 (pg)=2%{w, (p)Ndp; (33)

Summing the contributions from all modes, the depth-
integrated second moment of the forward field in the ran-
domly inhomogeneous waveguide is

(Wilplre)) = 2 (W (plry))
= E VVEH)(p|1‘0)efg(/"’n(ps)_ztz{vn(ps)})dps, (34)

which decays with range due to (1) spreading and absorption
loss in the incident field and (2) modal extinction from scat-
tering by inhomogeneities as seen in the argument of the
exponential. It is important to point out that Eq. (34) ac-
counts for possible range-dependent variation in the expected
scattering properties of the inhomogeneities.

C. Second moment and variance of the forward field

Here we develop analytic expressions for the second
moment and variance of the forward field after propagating
through a random inhomogeneous waveguide to a single re-
ceiver.

The forward field W4(r|r,) received at r after propaga-
tion through a waveguide containing inhomogeneities can be
expressed as a modal sum of the form

V(rlrg) = 2 X7 (plro)u,(2), (35)

where the range-dependent part of the field given by
X(T")(p|r0) is separated from the depth-dependent part given
by the mode amplitude u,(z) at receiver depth z.

The mean forward field from Eq. (35) is

(W 1(r|rg)) = 2 (X (plro)u,(2), (36)

where the expectation is taken over the range-dependent part
of the field. The mean forward field is then expressed in
terms of the modes of the incident field in the medium with-
out random inhomogeneities. This follows from successive
application of Green’s theorem to describe multiple forward
scattering through consecutive single scatter shells, as has
been noted in previous sections and will be discussed again
in Sec. IV. From Egs. (18), (22), and (36), we observe that
X(T")(p|r0) has a mean given by

'gl'l
™ (20) e'n?
| n J’_
d(ZO) V8w N gnp

i

<X(Tn)(P|l'o)> — 4 eilovalpy)dpy

(37)

The second moment of the forward field at receiver r is
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<|\I’T(1'|1'0)|2> = (\IIT(r|r0)\If*T(r|r0)>
=2 2 (X plro)xr " (plro)u,(2)uy(z).  (38)

We assume that the modes are statistically independent. This
is a valid assumption beyond several waveguide depths in
range after significant multiple forward scattering. The cross-
modal coherence of the range-dependent part of the forward
field can then be expressed as

(ng’)(p|r0))(;("’)(p|r0))

=l ™ (plEg)) + 8, Var(xP(plry),  (39)

where

(n) (n) (n)

Var(x7”(plre)) = (x7" (plro) ) = [ (plro))|>.  (40)

is the variance of the range-dependent part of the forward
field for each mode n. Substituting Eq. (39) into Eq. (38), the
expected intensity of the forward field becomes

([ (xrg)?)
=2 2 P plro)) ™ (plro)u,(2)u (2),

+ 2 Var(d (plrg)) |, (2) (41)

=KW (r|re))|” + Var(W(r[ry)). (42)

The last equality follows from the use of Eq. (36) and the
definition of the variance of the forward field, where

Var(W,(r|ry)) = (W (rlrg)?) = (¥ 1(r|ry)) (43)
=2 Var(x(p|re)|u,(2) 2. (44)

In Eq. (42), the second moment of the forward field is ex-
pressed as a sum of the square of the mean field
[{W(r|ry))|> which is proportional to the coherent direct
wave intensity, and the variance of the forward field
Var(W(r|ry)), which is proportional to the incoherent di-
rect wave intensity.

The second moment and variance of the forward field at
a single receiver can be calculated using Egs. (40), (41), and
(44) from knowledge of the mean and second moment of
X(T")(p| ry) for each mode n, where the mean is given in Eq.
(37), and the second moment can be computed from the
depth-integrated second moment of the forward field.

The depth-integrated second moment of the forward
field can be written as
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Wrlplro)) = f L eleg P (45)
o d(2)
=2 (X (plrg)?), (46)

where modal orthogonality,

“ 1
f @um(z)un(z)dF@,m (47)
0

collapses the double modal sum in Eq. (38) into the final
single sum.

The second moment of X(T”)(p|r0) for each mode n can
be obtained from the depth-integrated second moment of the
forward field using Eq. (46). In Sec. III B, we derive analytic
expressions for Wy{(p|r,) and hence (| X(T")(p|r0)|2>.

Comparing Eq. (34) with Eq. (46), the second moment

of X(T")(p| ry) becomes

X (plrg)2) = W (plrg)eltale)2Tmleobdes - (48)

The variance of the forward field at any receiver depth
in the waveguide can now be analytically expressed as the
single modal sum,

Var(‘I’T(I‘|I‘0))

- 2 Mn)(mro)|un(Z)|Ze—ISZT{Vn(pS)}dpS(efﬁun(p:)dps _ 1)’

(49)
from Egs. (37), (40), (44), and (48).

IV. DERIVATION OF DIRECT WAVE MOMENTS FOR
A SHELL OF INHOMOGENEITIES IN TERMS

OF EXPONENTIAL COEFFICIENTS OF MODAL
ATTENUATION, DISPERSION, AND FIELD VARIANCE

Here we derive the first and second statistical moments
of the direct wave after propagation through an elemental
shell of inhomogeneities within which the single scatter ap-
proximation is valid. These moments are expressed in terms
of exponential coefficients of modal attenuation, dispersion,
and field variance. It is shown that both the first and depth-
integrated second moment can be written as a single sum
over the waveguide modes as long as the shell width within
which the single scatter approximation is valid is sufficiently
large for modal decoupling to occur.

A. Modal attenuation and dispersion coefficients

Here it is shown that the mean scattered field contribu-
tion to the direct wave from a cylindrical shell of inhomoge-
neities is given by the single modal sum of Eq. (13), which is
a linear function of shell thickness and the horizontal wave
number change v, of mode n, under widely satisfied condi-
tions.

The mean scattered field from any shell that contributes
to the direct wave is found by taking the expected value of

Eq. (9),
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<CI) (l‘|l’0, Aps(ps))>

py+Ap 2 brdpl2
= 2 2 f dz’f f p, d¢p, eitnlopi2(o=p)), -

~Ap,/2 b2

X k d(zo)d(z,) VéEnén(p—p)p,

um(z)un(ZO)eiwmeigmpei(gn_gm)l)r

X []v(l)N(l)ei(y”1+yn)zt<sr (7T - Oy, ﬁs(d’» ¢t) S, ¢t)> - 1\](”%)]\721)ei(_ym"")’n)zt(srt(am’ B‘v(qs’ ¢t) S, ¢t)>

~ NN

So long as the single scatter approximation is valid
within the given inhomogeneous shell, the Green functions
from the source to the shell and from the shell to the receiver
can be treated deterministically. The expectation values then
operate only on the scatter functions of random shell
inhomogeneities, as noted in the derivation of Eq. (8) of
Ref. 5.

We assume that the inhomogeneities only need to obey a
horizontally stationary random process within the Fresnel
width in any given shell, but not over larger separations. The

I (7 = 0 B, )3 7 = sy ) + Ny N0, (0, B, )3 7 = s ).

2m(p—p) 2m i

(50)

expected scattering properties of the medium then may be
both range and azimuth dependent in the present formula-
tion. Also, the scattering properties need not be stationary
over depth. This makes it possible to adopt the abbreviated
notation (sr (a,B;a;,B))=(sp - (@, Bs;, 3)) within the
Fresnel w1dth in any given shell

Given the assumed statistical stationarity of the scatter
function density within the integrand of Eq. (50), the integral
over azimuth can be evaluated by conventional stationary
phase methods to yield

+Apé/2
<CI) (r|r07Aps(ps))> E E f dztf
—Apy /2 EnppP;
X [N l)N(l )’m“')'n)Z,(S

N(I)N(Z (Y= 'Yn)71<s

1
Pt / m
k d(zo)d(z) VE,&,(p - p)p,
(T =y, dia, @) — N(Z)N<”e"<‘7m”n)zf<s

(77 ppy D3 — (}5)>+1V(2)1\7(2) (=Y~ Vn)zr<s

u,,(2)u,(zo)e ™A bmPe! i tnle:

(@ b0t D))

(am’¢;77_ @y, ¢)>] (51)

Equation (51) is then integrated in range p, over the shell width Ap, about p,. Applying exponential integration of the form

ps+Apy2 Ap
J l(gn gm)Ptdp =g i(€y=&n) pIAp Slnc((gn ém) A), (52)
pA_Apjlz
leads to
: [ eiémp
i V277 e'om Ap,
(@(rlro. Apy(p))) = E 2 J dz =~ 1 (2t (z0) e ™ el ErmEnles smc((g &) )
’ "k d(zO)d(z,) En VEp " 2
X [NDWNDemt 1is, (@, 37 = @, §)) = NNt Wits, (@, 3, )
N<1)N(2 (Y= 7}1)Zt<s (77-_ am,¢;W— a,, ¢)> + ij)N‘flz)ei(_7771_7n)zt<spyzr(77-_ a,, ¢;an, ¢)>]AP3 (53)
|
The field scattered from the shell given in Eq. (53) shown in Sec. IV A 1. For general inhomogeneities

reduces to a single modal sum by modal orthogonality
for compact scatterers that obey a stationary random
process in depth throughout the waveguide, as will be
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with arbitrary depth distribution, a single modal sum is
obtained under the widely satisfied conditions derived in
Sec. IV A2.
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1. Compact inhomogeneities that obey a stationary
random process in depth

Acoustically compact inhomogeneities, those small
compared to the wavelength, or inhomogeneities following
the sonar equation in a waveguide54 that obey a stationary
random process in depth have expected scatter function den-
sities that are independent of both direction and depth, so
that (s, . (a,B;q;,8;))=(s0(p,)), can be factored from Eq.
(53).

Equation (53) for the mean scattered field from the shell
then reduces to the single modal sum,

<(I)X(l'|l'0, Apy(pv))>

i'n'/4u u
—g d(zm ———=¢""u, (2)u,(20)
ST P
X e/§—l<k§n<S0(Pg)>>qu, (54)

by modal orthogonality, via Eq. (47).
The mean scattered field from the shell can then be ex-
pressed in terms of the incident field,

(@,(rlre, Ap(p))) = 2 @ (xlr)iv,(p)Ap,.  (55)
by substituting Eq. (18) into Eq. (54), where,

vn<ps>=£<so<ps>>. (56)

Equation (56) defines the horizontal wave number
change of each mode due to scattering from 3-D compact
inhomogeneities that obey a stationary random process over
waveguide depth. For mode 1, &=k is an excellent approxi-
mation that makes the corresponding wave number change
approximately equal to that found for propagation through
inhomogeneities in free space.11 Higher-order modes travel

<(I)x(r|r07 Aps(ps))>

at steeper elevation angles, have longer propagation paths,
interact more with the inhomogeneities, and so experience
greater attenuation and dispersion. This is seen in Eq. (56),
where modal attenuation and dispersion coefficients are in-
versely proportional to the horizontal wave number of the
given mode.

2. General inhomogeneities with arbitrary depth
dependence

All  terms in Eq. (53) are proportional to
sinc[(&,—&,,)(Ap,/2)], which is unity for diagonal terms,
where n=m, but becomes negligibly small for off-diagonal
terms, where n # m, when the shell thickness is large enough
that sinc[(g,,—fm)(ApS/2)]Apv=Apmax<1 or equivalently the
condition A

Appa(sin @, — sin a,,) >\, (57)

is satisfied.”’

The mean forward field then reduces to a single modal
sum when the maximum shell thickness Ap,,,, for which the
single scatter approximation is valid satisfies condition (57).
A similar condition has been presented by Frankenthal and
Beran for forward propagation and in Ref. 5 for reverbera-
tion.

Condition (57) is most easily interpreted in terms of dif-
fraction theory by considering plane wave propagation
through an aperture of length Ap,,. cos(7/2—«,), which
equals the projected length of Ap,,,, in the equivalent plane
wave propagation direction of mode n. In the forward azi-
muth, condition (57) requires the difference in projected ap-
ertures between modes n and m for n# m to be much larger
than the wavelength. For typical low-frequency applications,
Appmax Will range in scale from the minumum channel depth,
or water depth in Continental Shelf environments, to at most
one order of magnitude larger.

The mean scattered field from the shell, under condition
(57), is then the single modal sum

= E ———e i'n'/4u (Z)M (Z()) e/l‘g’Lp
n d(Zo)\ VEp
. 1 271 NIY2ei2%:2 ) A1) .
d(z ,) k fn[( )e <S (7T_ a,, ;a,, ¢)>—NV, N, <SPS»Z,(an’¢’am ¢)>
N,})N;,z <Sp5,zt(77 -y, ¢; =, ¢)> + (Ivflz))2e_i27"zt<sps,z,(aﬂ’ ¢; ™=, ¢)>]dZ1Apmax- (58)

Substituting Eq. (18) into Eq. (58), the mean scattered field from the shell is then expressible in terms of the incident field

via

<q)s(r|r0’Aps(ps))> = E q)gn)(r|r0)ivn(px)Apmax’

n

where
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(59)
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2771 1
nulp) = J &k £,d(z)

- foLZ)N£11)<sps,zt(am ¢; Ay, ¢)>
- Nfll)Nf12)<sps,zt(7T -y, d); m— Y, ¢)>

+ (V)22 poz (G 3T — @, $))]dz,.

( (1))2 12y,,z,<s

27—y dia,, @)

(60a)

Equation (60) defines the horizontal wave number change of
the nth mode due to scattering in a waveguide with general
inhomogeneities arbitrarily distributed in depth. For compact
scatterers that follow a stationary random process in depth,
Eq. (60) reduces to Eq. (56).

By applying the generalized waveguide extinction theo-
rem, Eq. (20) of Ref. 6 with x=0, the attenuation coefficient
due to scattering for each mode n can be expressed in terms
of the waveguide extinction cross-section o, of the medium
inhomogeneities as,

<|q)s(r|r0’Aps(ps))|2>

_ zzzzf dz,f dz,rf

ps+Apy/2 fﬂﬁAPﬁ
p:_Aps/Z

p—Apg/2

Hvulpyt = —f |2< o,dz;. (60b)

2d(z,) |u (Zt)

Equation (60b) is convenient because it can be used to com-
pute attenuation due to scattering in the randomly inhomo-
geneous waveguide directly from a knowledge of the ex-
pected waveguide extinction cross-section density of the
medium’s inhomogeneities.

B. Coefficient of modal field variance

We now derive an analytic expression for the exponen-
tial coefficient of modal field variance w, for a random in-
homogeneous waveguide. Here, we show that Eq. (25) is
valid for scattering from a cylindrical shell element contain-
ing inhomogeneities under widely applicable conditions.

Again employing the single scatter approximation
within a shell of inhomogeneities of thickness Ap, at range
p,, from Eq. (9), the second moment of the direct-wave com-
ponent of the scattered field from the shell is found to be

dpt'

D+ dpl2 D+l
X f p, e, eiénlppd2(p=p))d,— 9 f pyr depys e TEmope2p=p) )by - &)

P-pl2 D—dpl2
447 1 1 1 1 , -
X Mk e @) Pao) i VB VP = 0o~ pripp (Dt (20
X [Mni)(zt)]vill)(z[)eim(ym+7,1)z,srt(ﬂ. - a,,, B(b, b)), b))
- N:(j)(zr)Nizl)(Zt)eim(_ym+7")zt5rt(am’Bs(d’v b)), b))
— NP @IND @)™ mlas, (= a,,, B, )17 = )

+ NGNS (2)e™ s, (a,,, B,(h,b); 7 = b))
Ay 7B5(¢ ¢t ) an’?¢t’)

XN, (2N, )™=, (-

*(2 *(1 i 1=y 1)z,
Nm(' )(Zt’)Nn(’ )(Zt’)el%(ym LR Srtr(am’?ﬁs(¢’ ¢t’);an’7¢t’)

#(1 *(2 iR(=y,,1+Y,")2,"
Nm(r )(Zt’)Nn(r )(Zt’)el%( T+ Yo' ) Srt,(ﬂ- - am”ﬁs(¢a d)t’);ﬂ- -«

*(2 *(2 1 4y,0)Z,
+ Nm(r )(Zt’)Nn(r >(Zz’)elm(7m i srt:(am”ﬂs(d)’ ¢t’);ﬂ- - Qy, d)t’)]

x ePMEn(p=p)=& (p=p Nt iR Eup =&y}

X e_i{gm"'gm’}(p_pt)e_{z{gyﬁ'gn’}pte_T{(’ym+7n)zt+(’}/m’+7n’)zt’}

where the expectation values only operate on scatter function
density products following the assumed statistical decorrela-
tion between inhomogenieties in adjacent shells, as discussed
previously.

Equation (61) can only be further evaluated if the cross-
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n's ¢t’)

(61)

correlation of the scatter function density of the medium at r;
and ry is known. We will assume that the inhomogeneities
obey a stationary random process within the Fresnel width in
each single scatter shell. The second moment of the scattered
field contribution to the direct wave from a given shell then
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depends on whether the cross-range coherence length /, of
the random process, defined in Appendix A, is greater or less
than the Fresnel width Yg at the given shell range p,. Scat-
terers are fully correlated across the active region or Fresnel
width of the shell when ly > YF, but are uncorrelated in range
and possibly depth. When, [, <Y, fluctuations arise from
scatterers uncorrelated in both range, cross-range, and possi-
bly depth.

<Srt(7T - am?Bs(qS’ d)t) 5y ¢t)s:t,(77 - am”ﬁ.y(¢’ ¢t’) sy ¢t’)>

1. Fully correlated scatterers within the Fresnel width

Inhomogeneities within the shell at range p, are
now assumed to satisfy [,>Yg(p,p,) or lps—p/2|
>(p/2)V1 —4l§/ \p. Their scatter function densities are then
taken to be fully correlated in cross-range within the active
region of the shell, but become uncorrelated when their sepa-
ration in range exceeds the coherence length [.(py,z;,2,7),
defined in Appendix A, so that

= lx(ps’zt’zz,)[<spj,zt(77 - Ay Bs(¢’ d)t) 5y, (,ZS,)S:S’ZI,(W - am”ﬁs(¢’ d)t’) Qs ¢t’)>
- <sps’zt(7T - am’Bs(d)’ ¢1) 5 Qs ¢Z)><S:s’zt’(ﬂ- - am”ﬁ.f(¢9 d)f’) 5 Qs ¢t’)>] 5(xt - xt’)
+ <sps,zt(77 — Qs Bs(¢’ d)t) 5 Qs ¢’)><s:yzﬂ(ﬂ- - am’?ﬁs(d)’ ¢t’) Qs ¢t’)> . (62)

The second moment of the scattered field, obtained by substituting Eq. (62) into Eq. (61), has 16 similar terms, the first

of which is

(|@(rlro. Apy(pe) )y

0 % py+Apg/2
=222 f dz, J dz f dpd(pszizir)
monoout 0 0

ps—Apy/2

b+pl2 , (P2 ,
X J P dd)t eifm[PP;/Z(P_Pt)]((z’t - f P, d¢t’ e—i.fmr[pp,IZ(p—p,)](¢rr - @)

bl b—ppl2
447 1 1 1 1

" k@K d () o) g 6 EE, (- PPy

Xt (e, (DJun(z0) ()N D EIN V)N P (2, )N V()

X [<Sps,zt(77 - Qs Bs((ﬁ’ d)t) 5 Qs d)t)szs,zt,(ﬂ- - atn”Bs(¢’ d’z’) 3Qr, ¢z’)>
- <spx,zt(77 - am’Bs(¢’ ¢t) > Oy, ¢t)><S:yZ[,(7T - am’?ﬂs(d)? ¢t’) s Qs ¢t’)>]

X e &n=En Hp=p) oI E =& 1o~ Et & Hp—p) o ~THE+ 601 bpy
X et Y 7= (Y + ¥ )2 =TVt ) 2t (g + 720}

+ K (rlro, Apy(p )%,

where [(®,(r|ry,Ap,(p,)));|* is the first term of the square of
the mean scattered field from the shell given by Eq. (13).
Since one of our fundamental assumptions is that the
mean scattered field from a shell must be small in compari-
son to the incident field, as discussed in the Introduction and
Sec. 1T A, the square of the mean scattered field from the
shell must be negligible in the second moment. Since the
variance of the scattered field, which is comprised of the
remaining terms to the right in Eq. (63), is a statistical quan-
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(63)

tity that need not depend on the mean, it is not necessarily
negligible and must be retained in the second moment, where
it is assumed to simply be small compared to the squared
magnitude of the incident field. This leads to a consistent
asymptotic analysis of the field moments, as we will see in
Sec. VA2.

Since the inhomogeneities are fully correlated over the
Fresnel width of the shell, the integral over azimuth in Eq.
(63) can be evaluated by stationary phase methods to yield
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<|q)s(l‘|l'0, Aps(py))|2>1

0 0 pS+Aps/2
=222 f dz, f dz, f dp, L(psznzi)p
0 0 Py

monoogy' g’ -Apy/2

447 | 1 1 1

" KK d )G Peo) g £ EE, (- PP

»27(p—py)
' N gmgm’ppt

X, (2u, (Quy(zo)ue,, (2N D )NV )N Pz, )NV (z,0)

m'

*
X[<pr,zt(77 = &y, (vb; ay, (vb)sps,zry(ﬂ-_ Q1 d); Ay, ¢)>

- <sps,zt(77_ Qs d);am ¢)><S:S,z’,('ﬂ_ am’?d);an" ¢)>]

¢ @I ME= & ) IR E, €10 =Tt €} p-py) o= S +E, s

X ei%{('ym"'yn)zt_('ym'+7n’)zt'}e_T{('ym"'yn)zt*'('ym’+7n’)zt'} .

(64)

We next integrate over the shell thickness Ap,. Applying exponential integration of the form

psthpd2 ) Ap
J Cm{(‘fn_fn’)—(gm—§m')}!’, dpl = elm{(fn—gn’)—(fm—gmr)}px qu Sln(:(m{(gn - fn’) - (fm - gm’)}Ts) ’ (65)

p:—ApX/Z
to Eq. (64), we find
<|(I)5(I'|I'0,Aps(ps))|2>1
o0 o] 1
"SESS[ wn] i)
monoogu o, 0 0 mSm'

y 472 1 1 1
k(z)k(z)d(z)d(z) d*(20) \[£, £ \EE, P

X (e, (D1t (z)e, (2 NP IND )N Pz, )N V(z,0)

X[<Sps,zt(77_ s ¢;an, ¢)s:yz[,(77_ am’v¢;a11” ¢)>
- <Sps,zt(77_ Qs d);am ¢)><S;s’zt’(ﬂ-_ a’m’»qs;an" ¢)>]

X @R En iR (660~ oy TEn+nrtpe—TUEH £ (€t s

et Y 7=V + ¥z =Tt Y2t g + )21}

Ap,
XAps Sinc(m{(gn - én’) - (gm - gm’)} 2’pb> .

(66)

We next integrate Eq. (66) over receiver depth to obtain the depth-integrated second moment of the scattered field from
the shell. Applying modal orthogonality, Eq. (47), to Eq. (66), leads to,

“ 1
fo %dq)s(rh‘ﬂ’ Ap.s(ps)) |2>]dZ

=22 f dz, J dzﬂ27T(f,c(las,znz,r)L
m no 0 0 gm
447 1 1 1 1
X S =
k(z)k(z,)d(z)d(z) d*(z0) €, [, P
X (2ot (2 NP (2 )ND ()N V(2 )N SV (z,0)
X [<Sps,zt(77 - Qpy, d); a, d))stz,z,r(w -y, ¢; Ay, ¢)>

- <spx,zt(77_ Qs d); ay, ¢)><S;S,Z,'(7T_ (e ¢; ayr, ¢)>]
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NV R P e PO (Y S T
X e"m{('ym+7il)zt_(7m+7n’)zt'}e_j{(7m+7n)zl+(7m+yn')zl’}
, Ap,
X Apssmc[%{gn - §n,}7v] , (67)
which has a triple modal sum.

In Eq. (67), terms with n#n’ have fluctuating phases proportional to e™é~é'1Ps. These terms are negligibly small
compared to terms for which n=n" when the shell thickness is large enough that

sinc[%{gn & } ] <1. (68)
This leads to a condition that is identical to Eq. (57) when we let m=n' in Eq. (57).

Under condition (57), the triple sum over the modes in Eq. (67) for the depth-integrated second moment of the scattered
field from the shell reduces to a double modal sum,
€ (P22 4 11 11

w D(rfro, Ap,(py))[*)1dz = Asfd,fd,,u — =
J d()<' (v Api(p)P)ide= 2 2 A | ey | da 2 S e e T

X [, (20) PN GNP GIN, V(2N V(2 )Cov (s, (mying).s,, . (mying)

X e 2NHEntpe=2HEEndps POt )} ) = H (vt v arter) (69)
where,
CoV(sy, - (musng)ss,, o, (muing)) = s, . (7= @y 3@ B)s,, . (7= @y, b3, )

- <Sps*zt(7T = Qs gb; @y, ¢)><S;yzt,(ﬂ- - Qs ¢; @y, ¢)> . (70)

Combining all sixteen terms leads to the depth-integrated second moment of the scattered field from the shell,

2 1
u,(z0) P e e Ap,
dz( 0)| 0 | |§n|

X E 23{§" fm}(PY p)f d f € (ps7zt’zt ) 4772 ( )
- s Z \/s s _y&Z 3Ly, 1
~ g ’ £, kk(zd(z)d(z,) P

J d() (|y(x[ro, Ap(p)|*)dz = 2

(71)
where,
Coslpyzizimin) = NG @IN @IN, D (2N, V() e MO st i Cov(s,, - (mying).s,, ., (mying)
= NYGIND@IN, 2 @ )IN, D z)e ™M Ome mirChe miziCon(s,,  (mying).s, . (mging))
= NN @IN, D )N, P (2 ) e omsmietmmmiiCov (s, (mying).s,, . (myin,))
+ N NS (2)N,P (2N, P () e Ozl Cov(s,, . (mying).s,, . (mgin,))
= NP GINV @IN, P (2N, V() e M0 s us miiCov(s,, . (mging).s,, . (mying)
+ NP IND )N, P 2N,V ()™t e ComemliiCov (s, (maing).s, . (maing))
+ NP N @IN, D@ )N, P (2 ) et i nmmzdCov (s, (mging).s,, . (myin,))
= NN @)IN, 2 (2N, P (2 e Pt e ziCov(s,, - (maing)s, ., (mainy)
= N @ND @IN )N, Dy ) Oz o= 1Cov (s, (myiny).s, ., (mying)
+ NN GNP @),z ) Om e e miCov (s, . (myiny),s,, - (maing)
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+ Mnf)(Z,)Nﬁ?)(Z,)NZU(Zﬂ)N:(l)(zl/)CM{(_y’"_y")z’_(y'“y")z"}cov(spyzt(md;n“)’spy»zt’(m“ ;nd))

= NN @IN, )N, Dz ) Em i e niiiCov s, (mqiny).sp, ., (maing)

_ M,,f)(zt)Nflz)(Z,)N;(l)(zt/)NZQ)(Z,/)eim{<_y’"_y">z‘_(7'"_y")z"}cov(sps,zt(md;”u)’spfzt'(m“ ny))

+ M”%)(Z,)NS,Z)(Z,)N;Q)(Z;r)N:(z)(zzr)Cim{(_%"—y")zt_(_y"’_y")z’,}COV(SpS,

X e_j{(7m+7n)(zt+zt’)}’

depends on the covariances of the scatter function density in
the forward azimuth that couple incident mode n to scattered
mode m.

When Eq. (71) is expressed in terms of the depth-
integrated second moment of the incident field in the absence
of the shell using Eq. (32), it is found that

f d( )<|q) (r|r0’Aps(ps))|2>dZ = 2 W<n (p|r0),uf,°r Ap.w
n=1

(73)

which is the desired form of general Eq. (25), where

l (pwzt,zz
de er
|§m|f ' '

CY v(prpZﬂ m I’L) (74)

COl’(p
s

k(zt)k(zz/ d(Zz)d(Zt )

is the exponential coefficient of modal field variance. It con-
tains a modal sum that accounts for coupling between the nth
mode and every other mode in the waveguide due to the
random scattering process. If the scattering process is not
random, the covariance of the scatter function density is zero
and, consequently, w, is also zero.

<Srt(7T - amvBs(¢v ¢t) sy, ¢t)5:t,(77 - am’vﬁs(¢7 ¢t’) Sy, ¢r’)>
= Ac(ps’ Zps Zt,)[<sps,zr(77 = Qs ﬁs(d)» ¢t) 5 Qs ¢t)S:s’Zt’
X<S* am”Bs(¢’ qsz);an’?

Ps’zt'(ﬂ- -

(7T - aml’B.V(¢’ ¢t) Sy, ¢t)> - <Sps,zr(77 - Uy, Bs(¢’ ¢t) )
¢t)>] 5(pt - pt’) + <Sp:*zr(7T - Uy, Bs(¢7 ¢1‘) N ¢t)><s;:;yz[,(77 - am”ﬁs(¢’ ¢t’) ay,r, ¢t’)>

zt(md 5 nu)’ pr,z[(md 5 nu))]

(72)

Attenuation due to deterministic absorption in the me-
dium is already included in the incident field through W[(,") of
Eq. (32) in Eq. (73). The effect of scattering must be deter-
mined separately to conserve energy in the current marching
formulation. This requires —2J{&,—&,,} to be set to zero in
going from Eq. (71) to Egs. (73) and (74), following an
approach similar to that described in deriving the waveguide
extinction theorem.® An equivalent route with much histori-
cal precedence would be to derive the total field moments
without absorption and then include it in the incident field at
the final stage.

It is noteworthy that u, may depend on shell range p,
since it describes the potentially range-dependent variations
of the medium’s inhomogeneities. When the inhomogeneities
obey a stationary random process in range, w, is a constant,
independent of shell range p,.

2. Uncorrelated scatterers within the Fresnel width

Here inhomogeneities within the shell at range p, satisfy
1,<Yg(p,p,) or |pS—p/2|<(p/2)\1—4l§/)\p. Their scatter
function densities then decorrelate in both range and cross-
range within the Fresnel width. For scatter function density
separations greater than that which can fall within the coher-
ence area A.(p,,z,,7,), defined in Appendix A, scatter func-
tion densities are assumed to be uncorrelated, so that

@, &)

(75)

Substituting Eq. (75) into Eq. (61), leads to the second moment of the direct wave portion of the scattered field from the

shell, which has 16 terms of similar form. The first of these is

<|CI) (r|r0’Apv(pv))|2>l

-zzzzf dz,f dz,,f

m n o om n

pv+Ap§/2 f¢+¢ﬁ/2
p—Ap2 b—dpl2

477 1 1 1
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1
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Here [(®,(r|ry,Ap,(p,));|* is the first term of the square of
the mean scattered field from the shell, from Eq. (13). It is
negligible, as noted in previous sections.

Following on analysis analogous to that in Sec. IV B 1,
the exponential coefficient of modal field variance is found
to be

uncor P :
(py) = 2 27E,p5(p— py) |&,]

f dz, f dz; A (pg2i241)

ss(psazﬂzt’ m I’l)

k(zt)k(ztf)d(zt)d(z, )
(77)

which strongly depends on shell range p;.

C. Coherent second moment interference between
incident and scattered fields

We now derive Eq. (26) for the depth-integrated cross
terms between the incident and scattered field from the iso-
lated shell. One of the two cross-terms can be approximated
as

(D (r[ry) D, (r|rg. Apy(p,)))
= <CDi(r|r0)(D_j(r|r0’ Apy(py)))

= O (r|rg) X @ (r|rg) (- iv) ) Ap, (78)
t%{fn—ém}p
_2 E dz( O) un(Z)u (Z)un(ZO)um(ZO)@
X e Harnde(— iy" ) Ap,, (79)

by application of Eq. (59) with the same single scatter ap-
proximation as before. A similar expression can be obtained
for the other cross-term.

Integrating Eq. (79) over the receiver depth, invoking
modal orthogonality Eq. (47), and applying Eq. (32) leads to
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L A (@i(x|r) P (r[re, Apy(p,)))dz

= 2 W (plrg) (= iv,(p) ;. (80)
Similarly, it can be shown that
fo ) (®; (r[re) ®y(r|ro, Apy(py)))dz

—2 “(plre)(iv,(py) Ap. (81)

Summing Egs. (80) and (81), we find

J [(D,(r[rg) D] (x[rg, Apy(p,))
0

+{(®; (r|rg) D, (r|ro, Apy(p,))]dz
== > W (plrg)2%{w,(p)}Ap,, (82)

which depends on the modal attenuation coefficient T{v,}.
This is a consequence of the extinction or forward scatter
theorem that states that it is the coherent interference be-
tween the incident and scattered fields that leads to shadow
formation and the eventual attenuation of the forward field.

The modal power equation (28) and the corresponding
difference equation (29) for scattering from a single shell
follow directly from the derivation for Eq. (26) and the fact
that the depth-integrated intensity at the receiver in the ab-
sence of inhomogeneities is described by Eq. (32).

V. SOLUTIONS FOR THE MEAN, VARIANCE,
INTENSITY, POWER, AND SIGNAL-TO-NOISE RATIO
OF THE FORWARD FIELD

Within the framework of the present formulation, we
now provide general solutions for the mean, second moment,
variance, and power of the forward field in terms of the
parameters needed to describe the incident field and the first
two statistical moments of the random medium’s scatter
function density, which obeys a spatial random process that
need not be stationary. These solutions include the accumu-
lated effects of multiple forward scatter from source to re-
ceiver through range integrals of the horizontal wave number
change v, and the coefficient of field variance u, for the nth
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mode. We then evaluate these integrals analytically for the
special case when the inhomogeneities obey a stationary ran-
dom process along the forward propagation path from source
to receiver.

A. Field moments at a single receiver, power, and
signal-to-noise ratio

1. Mean forward field
The mean of the forward field received at r from a
source at ry after propagation through a random inhomoge-

neous waveguide can be expressed as a sum of modal con-
tributions,

Mmzlx

(Wy(rlry)) = E

n=1

e —iml4
f_

(Z )\ un(z)un(ZO)
A

elénp
lf()V Ps dPA

VEp

(83)

from Egs. (18) and (22). Here the wave number change
v,(p,) defined in Eq. (60) depends on the expected scattering
properties of the random medium, which may be spatially
nonstationary.

2. Variance of the forward field

The variance of the forward field received at r from the
source at ry can be expressed as a sum of modal variance
terms,

M,

max 277_ )
Var(W(r[ry)) = ;1 2] §n| ol (20) Pl (2)]

% e—25{§np+fgvn(p5)dps}( Jomn(ps)dpg _ 1)’ (84)

from Eq. (49), with the use of Eq. (32). For each mode n, the

M
max 277 1
N4 =
(Mteeol= 2 el
M M

max

+

n=1 mld(zO)\,ggp

% eI EFEIPHTE )+, (p,)dpg

max

2ar 1

by inserting Egs. (36), (37), and (84) into Eq. (42). The first
term in Eq. (85) corresponds to the field variance and the
second to the mean field squared. When the mean field
dominates, the expected total intensity will fluctuate as a
function of range due to coherent interference between wave-
guide modes. This interference is maintained even in the
presence of inhomogeneities but may be significantly differ-
ent from that of the incident field due to dispersion induced
by the inhomogeneities. When the variance dominates, the
modal interference patterns become insignificant, and the ex-
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forward field variance depends on the expected modal ex-
tinction cross section of medium inhomogeneities through
%{v,}, and the covariance of the scatter function density of
these inhomogeneities through w,. Both coefficients account
for coupling of each mode n to every other mode in the
random waveguide. Both coefficients may vary with range to
account for nonstationarity in the inhomogeneous medium
and variation of the medium’s cross-range coherence length
with respect to the local Fresnel width. The exponential co-
efficient of field variance w,(p;) is given in Eq. (74) for the
case when scatterers are correlated, and in Eq. (77) uncorre-
lated, within the local Fresnel width. The integral of w,(p,)
over range p, is evaluated in Sec. V B for the important
special case, where the medium’s inhomogeneities obey a
stationary random process between the source and the re-
ceiver.

This theory is consistent with the fact that in the limiting
case of a nonrandom waveguide, the variance of the forward
field must be zero. For example, in a waveguide with a static
and uniform distribution of nonrandom inhomogeneities, the
covariance of the scatter function density is zero. This then
makes the exponential coefficient of field variance u,(p,)
zero for each mode from Eq. (74) or (77). The variance of
the forward field in Eq. (84) is then zero, as it should be for
a completely deterministic and coherent field.

3. Second moment of the forward field

The second moment of the forward field received at r
from a source at r) in the random inhomogeneous waveguide
is found to be

i (20) Pl () P2 anst oo — 1)

et (2ot (2o (2 () -}

(85)

pected total intensity decays monotonically as the range be-
comes large.lf’

4. Forward field power

The second moment of the forward field integrated over
the receiver depth is directly proportional to the net power
propagated to range p in the waveguide. With the use of Egs.
(32) and (34), it can be expressed as
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which decays both monotonically with range, by the wave-
guide extinction theorem,® and uniformly since depth inte-
gration eliminates modal interference. This decay reflects the
total power loss in the waveguide due to both scattering and
absorption in the present formulation.

5. Signal to noise ratio

Here we define the signal to noise ratio SNR,,(p) for the
nth mode of the forward field as the ratio of the depth-
integrated square of the mean forward field to the depth-
integrated variance. It is found to be

SNR, (p) = 1/(eI6#n(p.r)dPS - 1), (87)

by integrating Eqgs. (83) and (84) over receiver depth. We
observe that the signal to noise ratio for each mode only
depends on the coefficient of modal field variance w,, is
independent of the wave number change v,, and decreases
with increasing receiver range p.

B. Special solutions when inhomogeneities obey a
stationary random process along the path
from source to receiver

The mean, second moment, and variance of the forward
field can be readily obtained from Egs. (83), (84), and (85),
respectively, if statistical properties of the medium’s inhomo-
geneities are known. The horizontal wave number change v,
and the coefficient of modal field variance wu, can then be
determined as a function of range from source to receiver for
each mode n.

Here we will assume that the scatter function density of
the inhomogeneities follows the same stationary random pro-
cess across all active regions from source to receiver. We can
then analytically integrate v, and w, across range to obtain
closed form expressions for the field moments. In this case,
from Eq. (60), v, is simply a constant independent of shell
range p; so that [§v, dp,=v,p. Since u, depends on the rela-
tive size of the cross-range coherence length [, to the Fresnel
width at the given shell range, however, three forms of solu-
tion are possible and must be considered.

P
f a(p)dps= 2,
0

m m

(a) Y.<l
L Y
Source f j Receiver
(b) YF > ly
ot |y,
Source Receiver

FIG. 1. (a) The maximum Fresnel width Yi(p,p/2) is smaller than the
cross-range coherence length /; of the local inhomogeneities for the given
source-receiver separation p. (b) The maximum Fresnel width Y(p,p/2) is
larger than the cross-range coherence length /, of the local inhomogeneities
for the given source receiver separation p. Local inhomogeneities are fully
correlated in cross-range within the Fresnel width for all single scatter shells
in (a), while in (b) the active region within the Fresnel width contains
inhomogeneities uncorrelated in cross-range for single scatter shells located
at p; that satisfy p—p{*" < p,<p+p;”. Figure not to scale.

1. The Fresnel width exceeds the cross-range
coherence length of the scatter function density over
part of the propagation path

This is the most general situation. The Fresnel

width exceeds the cross-range coherence length [, of the
medium’s scatter function density over the middle
segment (p;” < p,<p—p™) of the propagation path, but not
at the beginning (p,<p{™) or end (p,>p-p;™), where

pr=p/2(1-\1- 412/ Ap). Cross-range decorrelation of the
scatter function den51ty then only occurs over the middle
segment. The exponential coefficient for field variance then
takes on a different form for each of these segments in the
marching solution from source to receiver,

P d — p‘%or (,01' d p_pgor un(,or d
i (py)dpg = n (pdps+ | (p,)dp;
0 0 p§01

p
+ f " (pg)dps. (88)
p_pcor

s

If the coherence scales, [/, and A, are independent of
depth, substituting Egs. (74) and (77) for u;*(p,) and
s (py), respectively, into Eq. (88), leads to

(zx Jpz‘"d | f i \/— f ; ) 1
. ps + s |7
g 0 ’ 27T§mpa(p Ps gm p— p ’ |§m|

wad fod 477 - | .
0 ; 0 Zt'k(zf)k(zt’)d(Zt)d(Z,r) s\ &2y, ML)

Evaluting the integrals over the three segments then leads to the solution
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fpﬂn(Ps)dPs 22(5 T+ A, \/2 §m|:sm \/1-

Al

f d f d 4 C, ( ). (90)
“) S Gk d(z)d(z,) "

2. The cross-range coherence length of the scatter
function density exceeds the Fresnel width
over the entire propagation path

Here the scatterers are assumed to be fully correlated in
cross-range across the entire propagation path. This is valid
when [,>Yg(p,p/2) or p<4l /N, since the maximum
Fresnel Wldth falls midway between the source and the re-
ceiver. This case is illustrated in Fig. 1(a). Integrating Eq.
(74) leads to the solution

p P
f Maps)dps = f K (p)dps = ' p, 1)
0 0
since u;,” is range independent here.

The signal to noise ratio for each incident mode 7 is then
approximately

<srt(7T - am»ﬁx(d)» ¢t) 5 Qs ¢t)s:t,(77 - am’iﬁs((ﬁ’ ¢t’) N ¢t’)>
= VC(ZZ)[<Szt(7T - Qy, 185(¢7 ¢z‘) 50y ¢t)s;kt(77 -

am’?ﬂs(¢’¢t);an”
- <Szt(7T— Qs Bs(¢’ d’z) s Ay, ¢t)><5:t(77 - am”ﬁs((rb’ d’z) sy

SNR,(p) = 1/(e#n P 1), (92)

which becomes SNR,(p)=1/u"p for sufficiently small

ranges and SNR,(p)=e™#: P for sufficiently large ranges
as long as Eq. (92) remains valid.

3. Fresnel length exceeds the cross-range coherence
length and waveguide depth exceeds the vertical
coherence length over the entire propagation path

Here it is assumed that scatterers may be uncorrelated in
all three dimensions within the active region of any shell
along the propagation path. This case is illustrated in Fig.
1(b). This is particularly applicable to propagation through
bubble clouds, schools of fish, or fine-scale turbulence in the
ocean. It can be described by taking the scatter function den-
sities at ry and ry to be uncorrelated when their separation is
greater than that which can fall within a coherence volume
V.(z,), so that

b))

) 16(re—1y)

+ <szt(7T_ a’msﬁs(d)s d’z) sy, ¢t)><szt,(77 - am”Bs(d)’ ¢t’) S, ¢t’)>' (93)

Following the analysis of Sec. IV B, but instead using Eq. (93) for the correlation of the scatter function density in Eq. (61),

the coefficient of modal field variance becomes

uncor,3-D p 4772
My () = E o f dz, V(z) 5 5 Cosl@nzpm,n). (94a)
2aé,pp=p) Eal Jo TR @I ) T
Integrating Eq. (94a) leads to the solution
P 4
A(p)dp,= f 1" (p))dp E f dz, V(2) 55— Co(@nzom.n). (94b)
Jo SR o= 2\ g T 1), 5V P O
The signal to noise ratio for each incident mode n is
SNR,(p) = 1/(eM" "V _ 1), (95)
where
1 (7 4o
ME"cor’3'D=E ——f dz, V(z)5—5—C, (z;.2,,m,n). (96)
m 2§m|§m| 0 ' lkz(zt)dz(zz) R
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The signal to noise ratio becomes SNR,(p)
~1//\/l”“°°”D\r’p for sufficiently small ranges, and

um.or -D

SNR, (p) =e M V0 for sufficiently large ranges as
long as Eq. (95) is valid.

By comparing Egs. (92) and (95), it is observed that the
direct wave for each mode is more coherent when decorre-
lation occurs in depth and azimuth as well as in range within
the active region. This analytically shows that 3-D scattering
effects become important as the Fresnel width exceeds the
medium’s local cross-range coherence length.

In the present scenario of three-dimensional decorrela-
tion within the active region, the modal attenuation coeffi-
cient, from Eq. (60), can be expressed as

= f Sluz)P—— (0,,(0,2,))dz,. (97)

d()V(f)

This follows from Eq. (20) of Ref. 6 for the modal extinction
cross-section o, of an inhomogeneity and Eq. (A5), which
relates its scatter function to a corresponding scatter function
density. Equation (97) is convenient because it can be used
to calculate the attenuation due to scattering of each mode.

VI. MUTUAL INTENSITY AND THE SPATIAL
COVARIANCE OF THE FORWARD FIELD

Here we provide analytic expressions for the mutual in-
tensity and covariance of the forward field for two receivers
atri=(p;, $;,z1) and ry=(p,, $»,2,) in a random inhomoge-

JW(Tn) —dW(n)(Pl .p2|ry)
wi" W (p,, p,|ry)

p1+Ap/2
= f (/“Ln,l,Z(ps) + im{vn,l(ps) -
0

where

2 1

f|“ (70)|2

Wz('n)(P1,Pz|r0)
P(z0) |&\Vprps

Vn,2(ps)} - T{ Vn,l(ps) + Vn,Z(ps)})dPSa

lm{fn}(ﬂl—Pz)e—f{sfy,}(m*'l’z)

neous ocean waveguide. This analysis is applicable to any
two receivers in an arbitrary array configuration.

A. Difference and integral equations

Following an analysis similar to that in Sec. III B, it can
be shown that by considering scattering from an elemental
cylindrical shell of inhomogeneities, the change in the depth-
integrated cross-moment, or the depth-integrated mutual in-
tensity, of the forward field AW")(p,,p,|r,) at p; and p, for
each mode m satisfies

A<W(")(P1,Pz|r0)> = <W(")(PbPz|r0)>(ﬂn,1,z(m)
+iR{v,,1(py) = v,2(py)}
= H{w1lpy) + v2(p)DAPs.  (98)
Here (W"(p,,p,|r,)) is defined in

J d(z )(CD(r1|r0 ) (1'2|1'0)>dZ— 2 <W(”)(p1,p2|r0)>

(99)

and v,; and v,, are the modal horizontal wave number
changes given in Eq. (60) with scatter functions evaluated at
the forward azimuths ¢=¢; and ¢=¢,, respectively, and
M1 18 the exponential coefficient of modal field covari-
ance, which will be derived in Sec. VI C.

If the receivers are within a single-scatter shell width in
horizontal range, their depth-integrated mutual coherence
can be approximated by marching Eq. (98) to a range at the
midpoint between the two receivers,

(100)

(101)

is the depth-integrated mutual intensity of the incident field for mode n at receiver ranges p; and p,.
The resulting contribution to the depth-integrated mutual intensity of the forward field for the nth mode is then

W(Tn)(P1»P2|1'0)

p1+Ap/2
= Wgn)(pl’p2|r0)exp<f (Iu‘n 1, 2(ps + lm{ l(ps n 2(ps)} {I{ 1 ps) + Yy 2(ps)})dps) 5

0

(102)

which is valid when (u,, 1 ,—%{v, 1+ v,,})Ap/2<1. This condition is satisfied when the effect of scattering over the horizontal
range separation Ap between the two receivers is small. It is consistent with our basic assumption that the scattered field from
any individual single-scatter shell must be small compared to the incident field at the receiver. The condition is only necessary
for receivers that are separated in range. It is not required for receivers at different azimuths with the same horizontal range.
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B. Solutions
1. Spatial covariance of the forward field

The covariance of the forward fields received at r; and r, can be expressed as the single modal sum
Cov(W(r;rg), W(ra[re))
= <‘I’T(r1|l’0)‘1’;(l’2|1‘0)> — (Wr(ry[rg) (W (rs|ro))

p1+Ap/2
= 2 )(p]’p2|r0)un(zl)un(z2)exp<f (im{vn,l(ps) - Vn,2(ps)} - S{Vn,l(ps) + Vn,2(ps)})dps)

0
x (o8 kua alodn, _ 1) (103)
2m 1 RUE,Hp1=p2) o= T(E ) p1+p2)
2 —————u,(zp)? (21t (2) e T En (1P THEukprte
d*(z0) |&,|\p1pa

pi+Ap/2 pi+Ap/2

X exp f (901 (py) = Do (p)} = T(va(py) + vaa(p)Ddpy | (16 niaeides 1), (104)
0

using Egs. (22), (101), and (102).

2. Mutual intensity of forward field
The spatial cross-correlation of the forward fields received at r; and r, is given by

1

|1, (20) |1, (211, (z)e

T R{EHp1=p2) o =THEHp1+02)
d ( o) 1€\ pipa

<‘I’T(l‘1|1’0)‘1’7(1‘2|r0 )= E

p1+Apl2 py+Apl2 .
X exXp f (im{yn,l(ps) - Vn,Z(ps)} - T{Vn,l(ps) + Vn,2(ps)})dps (ef() lU“n.l,Z(ps) Py — 1)
0

) lf)‘i{gnpl—§mP2}e—T{§nP1+§mP2}

EEdz(Zo)m Zo)u (zo)u (Z1)M (22

p1+Ap/2
X CXp(f (i%{vn,l (ps) - Vm,Z(ps)} - T{Vn,l(ps) + Vm,2(ps)})dps’) (105)

0

from Egs. (22) and (104). This spatial cross-correlation is proportional to the mutual intensity of the two receivers.
C. Exponential coefficient of modal covariance

Here we derive an analytic expression for the exponential coefficient of modal covariance u,, ;,. The spatial cross-
correlation of the scattered fields received at ry and r, from an elemental shell of inhomogeneities obtained from Eq. (9) is

(D,(r1|rg, Apy(p,)) D, (15]rg, Ap,(p,)))

py+Apg/2 py+Apg2
=~ E E 2 E f dZ[J dZtrf f dpz’
p

—Apy/2 —Ap,/2

G1+dpl2 ) b+ ppl2 )
X f o d¢t eifm[Plp/z(Pl_Pz)](QS, - ¢) J Py d¢t’ e—i§m'[Pzp,r/2(P2—Pt')](¢,’ - &)
b1—Ppl2 br—ppl2

47 1 1 1 1
X 2 * *
k(z)k(z)d(z)d(z) d*(20) \[g,6. \&,E, (o1 = p)(p2 = PP
Xty (201t (20) 1, (z0)ut,, (20)
X [N @INS 2 )e™ s, (= a,, B, )3 0 )
= N GINV () e ™ lss, (@, By, 1) s by)
~ NP @IND @)e™m s, (= a,,, B,(b1.): 7 — a0 h)
+ N<2)(Zz)1\](2)(Zt)ei%(_y"l_yn)zlsrt(al1z’ﬁs(¢1’¢t);77 -y, ¢t)]

1 #(1 iR(=y 1=y 1)z,
X N, @ IN D () e m =m0, (1 = atr B(has b))

m'
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*(2 *(1 i 1=y 1)z,

- Nm(r )(Zt’)Nn(r )(Zt’)elm(ym M Srt:(am’?ﬂs(d)% ¢t’) s Qs ¢t')
*(1 *(2 iR(=y,, 1+,1)z,

- Nm(r )(Zt’)Nn(r )(Zz’)elm( T+ V'V Srt,(w - am”ﬁs(¢2’ d’t’);ﬂ- - &y, ¢t’)
*(2 *(2 i 14y, 1)z,

+ Nm(l )(Zt’)Nn(r )(Zt’)elm(ym R srt,(am”ﬁx(q&% ¢t’);ﬂ- - &y, d)t’)]

x ePMEn(p1=p)=&n (p2=py )t &P~ &n 011}

X e~ Hénp1=p)+&n (02=p ke =HE+ & e =H (Yt V) 2 (Y +¥0)20} ) (106)

Equation (106) cannot be further evaluated unless the cross-correlation of the scatter function densities at ry and ry is
known. As before, we examine the two cases. The first is when inhomogeneities are fully correlated and the second is when
they are uncorrelated within the Fresnel width for both receivers.

1. Scatterers fully correlated within Fresnel width

This analysis is applicable to shells where 1,>Yg(p,.p;) or lps— py! 2| >(p,/2) \/1—41_3/ \p for p=1,2. The exponential
coefficient of field covariance for the two receiver azimuths is found to be

1 - ” lx(pwztszz’) 4772
cor = T, d d ’ - C . NEONETNIN N 107
T R B v o i Hon

by setting p;=p,=p in Eq. (106) and following an approach similar to that in Sec. IV B 1. Here C; (py,z;,2,»,m,n) is given by
Eq. (72), but with the covariance of the scatter function density defined as

COV(SpS,zt(mu ;nd) s Sp:,zt; (mu 5 nd))

= <pr,z,(77 = Qs ¢1 s Qs ¢1)s:yzt’(ﬂ- = ¢2; Ay, ¢2)> - <sps,z1(77 - Qs (,251 5y, ¢1)><s:’s’zr’(ﬂ- — Qs ¢2; Ay, ¢2)> . (108)

The solutions for receivers at different ranges and azimuths are then obtained by substituting Eq. (107) into Egs. (104) and
(105).

2. Uncorrelated scatterers within the Fresnel width

This analysis is applicable to shells where 1, <Yr(p,.p,) or | ps— P,/ 2| < (py/2) \r’l—4l§/ Ap, for p=1,2. The scatter func-
tion densities centered at r; as well as r;, are assumed to be fully correlated if they fall within both a coherence area A, of each
other and the overlapping active regions of the given shell for the two receivers. Let Woyenap(¢b,) be an azimuthal window
function that describes this overlap region,

Woverlap( ) = {1’ if (1= Pp/2 < < 1+ $pl2) &(hy = pl2 < b < pr + P/2), 0o)

0, otherwise.

The coefficient of modal field variance for the two receiver azimuths becomes

417
k(Zt)k(Z,r)d(Z,)d(er)

1
1y (py) = 2 £ P

Y B(p,pv,qb,sb)J dzf dz,; Ac(py>2i211)
m 27T§mps(p_ps)|§m| ) ] : 0 ' 0 ' B

C.Y,.Y(psazl’ Zl’ ,m, n) bl

(110)

by setting p;=p,=p in Eq. (106) and following an analysis similar to that in Sec. IV B 2. Here,

2
i — 2_ 52 gmp i - -
Blp.p,, b1 y) =€ Eulppd2(p=p))($1-3) | /—zﬂ-p o7 )f Woverlap(d)t)e &b p12(p=py))(y ¢1)Ps de,, (111)
s\P — Ps)J 0

and Cz,,z,r(n’m) is given by Eq. (72), but with the covariance of the scatter function defined by
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COV(SZ’(mu;nd)’szt’(mu;nd)) - <szf(77_ Qs -V(¢1’ ¢l ; ¢2>

s U

¢1+¢2> *( ( ¢1+¢2). ¢1+¢2)>
szt, T — Oy, Py ¢2» ) SOy, >

b1+ b
- <SZ,(7T_ an17185(¢1v 2 ) (&

The solutions for receivers at different ranges and azi-
muths are then obtained by substituting Eq. (110) into Egs.
(104) and (105). For two receivers that are colocated so that
b1=dr=¢, Blp,ps,d,d)=1 and Eq. (110) reduces to Eq.
(77) for a single receiver.

VIl. CONCLUSION

Compact analytic expressions are derived for the mean,
mutual intensity, and spatial covariance of the acoustic field
foward propagated through a stratified ocean waveguide con-
taining 3-D random surface or volume inhomogeneities.
They include the accumulated effect of multiple forward
scattering through the random inhomogeneous waveguide.
They are given as a modal solution in terms of the param-
eters necessary to describe the incident field as well as the
mean and spatial covariance of the medium’s inhomogene-
ities. They are applicable to a broad range of remote sensing
and communication problems in the ocean. This includes
propagation through bubble clouds, fish schools, internal
waves, turbulence, and seabed anomalies in waveguides with
rough boundaries.

Multiple scattering through the randomly inhomoge-
neous medium leads to a mean field where each mode propa-
gates with a new horizontal wave number that depends on
the expected scatter function density of the random medium.
The new wave number describes attenuation and dispersion
induced by the medium’s randomness, including potential
mode coupling along the propagation path. Expressions for
the mutual intensity and spatial covariance of the forward
field depend on both the random medium’s expected modal
extinction density as well as the covariance of its scatter
function density, which couples each mode to all other

s Yo

2
¢1+¢2>_a ¢1+¢2>>
s Lo 2 .

b1+ b x
2 >><Sz,r(7T_ a1717185(¢2v 7
(112)

modes due to multiple forward scattering. These are used to
analytically show that 3-D scattering effects can become im-
portant for scatterers at ranges where the Fresnel width ex-
ceeds the medium’s local cross-range coherence length. The
expressions can also be applied to determine how the coher-
ence of an acoustic signal received by an array of arbitrary
configuration is degraded by random multiple forward scat-
tering through the fluctuating ocean.

APPENDIX A: SCATTER FUNCTION DENSITY

Discretion must be used in choosing a parametrization
for the scatter function density that properly describes the
random characteristics of the medium and their relationship
to the scattering process, which must conserve energy. Here
we present representations of the scatter function density
srt(a, B; «a;, B;) for both continuous and discrete random scat-
terers.

1. Continuous random inhomogeneities

Random inhomogeneitites in the acoustic medium are in
essence stochastic spatial variations in density and compress-
ibility. Continuous random inhomogeneities in ocean
waveguides include turbulence, internal waves, sea-surface
and seabed roughness, as well as anomalies in the seabed.

a. Local 3-D stationary random process, potentially
nonisotropic

If the inhomogeneities obey a 3-D stationary random
process within the single scatter shell, the coherence volume
can be defined as

2@ 7 (Rpax
f f f |Cff(R5QI5QZ5ps7Zt)|2R2 sin Ql dr dQl dQZ
0 0 J0

Vps2:) =
(psz) |C£A0.0.0.p,.2)

where the scattering density F of an elemental volume of the
randomly inhomogeneous medium can be defined by the
Rayleigh-Born single scatter approximation as

3

k
R{FH . B.a;. )} = E(FK(I‘J +7(kk)ly(r)),  (A2)

where I',. is the fractional change in compressibility and I'; is
the fractional change in density of the local inhomogeneity
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; (A1)

with respect to the original homogeneous medium,”* and

k;
ﬂ(k, kl) =

. (A3)

is the cosine of the angle between the incident and scattered
plane wave directions. When density changes are important
to acoustic scattering, perturbation expansions in sound
speed and density alone are typically not sufficient to de-
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scribe even first-order effects. To include all necessary ef-
fects, expansions in compressibility and density must be
made.’

Here the covariance of the elemental scattering
density Cov(]—'rt,}":t,):Cff(R,Ql,Qz,ps,z,) depends only
on the separation R=(R,Q,Q;)=r-r;, where R
= (x,—x,1)>+(y,—y,;1)*+(z,—z,1)%. The coherence radius for
any direction specified by the elevation angle ), and azi-
muth angle (), is given by

Rma

3 J |CrrR2.00p,.2) dR
0

B(Q1.0s.p,2) =
b |C££0.0.0.p,.2)|?

(A4)

The coherence lengths for the random process in the x, y, and
z directions are then given by [(p,,z,)=01.(Q,=7/2,Q,
=0, Ps ’Zt) + lc(Ql =7/2 ’QZ= T, ps’zt)’ ly(ps ’Zt) = lc(Ql
=7/2,Qy=7/2,p,,2,) +1(Q=7/2,Q,=37/2,p,,2,), and
lz(ps’zt)=lc(ﬂl =0’QZ=O’ps’Zr) +lc(Ql = 77’92:07ps’1t)' In
Eq. (A1), Ry should be larger than ..

The 3-D delta-function covariance assumed in Eq. (93)
is consistent with the interpretion that

1 i -
SPS,Zt(a,B’ ai’Bi) = vfjf frt+u(a’B’ ahﬁi)el(ki_ks) d3u’
c V.

(AS)

be used on the right-hand side of Eq. (93), given continuous
inhomogeneities. Here k; and kg are the incident and scat-
tered wave number vectors, and u:(ux,uy,uz) are locations
within the coherence volume relative to r;. The correspond-
ing free-space plane wave scatter function S., for the coher-
ence volume is then obtained by multiplying Eq. (A5) by V..

b. Local 2-D stationary random process, potentially
nonisotropic

Given the 2-D delta-function covariance assumed in Eq.
(75), the interpretation,

1 i .
SPS,Zt(a3 ﬂ& a;, Bl) = ij frt+u(a, ﬂ’ a;, Bi)el(gi_‘fS) Udzu
c AC

(A6)

can be made on the right-hand side of Eq. (75) for continu-
ous inhomogeneities. Here & and & are the incident and
scattered horizontal wave number vectors and u=(u,, u},) are
horizontal locations within the coherence area relative to p,.

Here the horizontal coherence area A, is defined under
the assumption that the inhomogeneities obey a stationary
random process in the horizontal within the Fresnel width in
each single scatter shell. The horizontal covariance of their
scattering densities can then be expressed as Cov(]—',t,]-';kt,)

=CrAP,Q,ps,7,,2,), which depends on the separation be-
tween their horizontal coordinates, P=/(x,—x,/)%+(y,—y,1)2,
and Q=tan"'[(y,~y,/)/(x,—x,/)] but not on their absolute po-
sition within the shell.
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The generalized parametric coherence area for the ran-
dom process in the horizontal is then defined as™

2'77 Pmax
f | etz P apan
0 0

|C2A0,0,p0 220

Ac(ps’ztvzt’) =

s

(A7)

with coherence radius .(Q),p,,z,,z,) for any direction (),
given by

Pmax
0

(2, pyzpzy) =
ok |CA0,0,p5,2020)]

(A8)

The coherence lengths for the random process in the x and y
directions are then given by [, (p,,7,,2,)=1.(Q=0,py,2,,2,)
+1(Q=m,p,.2,,20) and 1(py,2:,20)=1(Q=7/2,py,2,,2y1)
+1.(Q=37/2,p,,2;,2,), Where P, in Eq. (A7) is larger
than /..

2. Discrete inhomogeneities or particles

Consider a volume of space V centered at location r,
containing discrete inhomogeneities or particles. Each par-
ticle may be large compared to the waveglength and have
arbitrary shape and material properties. Examples of such
discrete scatterers include fish, marine mammals, bubbles,
and underwater vehicles. The location of the gth particle in
this volume is r, ,=r,+u,, where u, is its displacement from
the volume center r,. The scatter function of the gth particle
relative to the volume center is S,(r,)e’® %%, where S,(r,)
is its scatter function, k; and k; are the incident and scattered
plane wave vectors, respectively. For discussions in this sec-
tion, we suppress the angular dependence of the scatter func-
tion to abbreviate the notation.

When the single scatter approximation is valid, the ex-
pected total scatter function (S;(r,)) of the volume V is then

(S7(r.))
N
=fffESq(rt)ei(ki_ks)'"qp(uq,Sq|N)
q

X p(N)d’u, dS, dN, (A9)
where p(u,,S,|N) is the probability density of finding the
gth particle at location u, with scatter function amplitude
S, given that there are N particles in the volume, and p(N)
is the probability density of finding N particles in this
volume.

If the particles in V are each identically distributed in
space and their spatial distribution is uniform and indepen-
dent of the scatter function amplitude and the number of
particles in the volume, then p(u,.S,|N)=p(u,)p(S,|N), and
p(u,)=1/V. Equation (A9) then becomes
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N
(S7(r))=U J f > S, (r)p(S,/N)p(N)dS, dN,  (A10)
q
where

U= J ‘l/ei(ki‘ks)'“qd3uq (A11)
is an elementary integral over V that is a function of k; and
k,. For forward scatter in free space, U=1, since k; and Kk,
are identical in the forward direction. This point was essen-
tially made long ago by Rayleigh.10 In a multimodal wave-
guide, however, U will not necessarily be unity, even for
scattering in the forward azimuth due to variations in modal
elevation angles. It is always approximately unity when the
dimensions of V can be made small compared to the acoustic
wavelength, assuming due attention is paid to the actual size
of the particles.

If the particles are also identically distributed in their
scatter function amplitude, and N is large, the total scatter
function of the volume from Eq. (A10) then reduces to

(Sslr)y=U f NSEINp(VAN, (A12)

=U(NS(r,|N)),

where S(r,|N)=[S,(r)p(S,|N)dS, is the expected scatter
function amplitude of each of the identically distributed par-
ticles, given that there are a total of N particles in the vol-
ume.
The expected scatter function density at location r, is
then given by
(S(r,)

(s2) =1 = UlmS(efm)).

(A13)

(A14)

where ny=N/V is the number of particles per unit volume.
The second moment of the scatter function of the par-
ticles within V is

N N
<ST(I})S;~(I’Z)>=J JJJIE 2Sq(l’,)S;(rt)ei(ki_ks)‘“q
q I

X e k) Up(u, u,,S,,.S)|N)p(N)

X du, du, dS, dS; dN. (A15)

If we assume that the scatter functions and positions of the
particles are uncorrelated, Eq. (A15) then reduces to

<ST(rr)S;(rz)>
N N
= [ 3 (vars e+ 0 - U G,
qg 1

+|UPS,(xN) S;(x,|N))p(N)dN, (A16)

where Var(S,(r,|N))=]|S,(r)[*p(S,|N)dS,~|S,(r|N)*, and
the second term in the square bracket is a variance com-
ponent that arises solely from randomness in the particle
position.

Since the scatterers are also taken to be identically dis-
tributed, and N is large, Eq. (A16) further simplifies to
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(S1r)Si(E)) = f (N Var(S(rN) + (1 = [UPINSEP

+|UPN?IS(x,|N)[)p(N)dN, (A17)

=(N Var(S(r,|N))) + (1 - [UPUNIS(x [N »)
+|UXN?[S(x JN) ). (A18)

The second moment of the scatter function density then be-
comes

(IS7(r) %)

2y _
sl =0

_ ‘1/[<nVVar(s(r,|N))> + (1= [UPY ISP

+[UPXny|S(r |ny) ). (A19)
and its variance is
Var(sy) = (Jse, ) = (s, (A20)

=Lty Var(S(eIND) + (1= (0P ST )

+ |U|2<”%/|S(rt|nv)|2> - |U|2|<”\/S(rt|nv)>|2~ (A21)

If scattering by the particles is independent of the num-
ber of particles per unit volume in the medium, the mean and
variance of the scatter function density then, respectively,
become

(e = U(mXS(r).

and

(A22)

Var(s,) = Lm)Var(s(e) + (1 = [UP) (e

+|UJ* Var(ny) (S(r,)[. (A23)

For forward scatter in free space |U|*=1 and the variance of
the scatter function density in Eq. (A23) reduces to

Var(s,) = L) Var(S(e)) + Varm) ()P, (424

Under the assumptions and approximations leading to Eq.
(A24), the variance of the scatter function density for dis-
crete scatterers in the forward direction in free space is zero
when both the variance of the scatter function of an indi-
vidual particle and the variance of the number density of
particles are zero. Otherwise, the scatter function variance
and, consequently, the field variance cannot be zero. This
result is especially intuitive in forward scatter, where
changes in the configuration of a fixed number of like and
uncorrelated particles within a farfield volume can have no
effect on the forward field. We again note that essentially
this same point was made long ago by Rayleigh10 and can be
obtained in the appropriate limiting case of Egs. (7.3.13) and
(7.3.18) in the Tsang, Kong, and Ding56 analysis for omni-
directional scatterers.
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It is interesting that in Twersky’s formulation of forward
scattering through a slab of discrete scatterers, he implicitly
assumed the variances of the scatter function and the number
density to be zero and also obtains zero variance for the
forward field for his ¢ small, which corresponds to what we
refer to here as the direct wave, as can be seen in Sec. 14-6

(s & y= <ST(I':1)S;(1’¢2)> (nyl(ry))

(V.)? Ve
+U(r,) U*(r,2)<nv(r,, IXnp(r ) X{S(ry, IS (rn)).

=V, 8, —r,)) ——Var(S(r,))) +

of Ishimaru.'® It is not clear that Twersky’s formulation is
valid when his ¢ is not small, given the numerous small
angle approximations he makes for the scattered field about
the incident direction.

Similarly, the cross-correlation of the scatter function
densities centered at r,; and r,, can be approximated as

AT (00 )+ 0000 Va0 | (S0P

(A25)

if the coherence volume V.. falls within the active region of a given single scatter shell. Here the coherence volume is defined

entirely by the spatial covariance of the number density through

IIS1Cu RIF R
T G OF

>

where the covariance of the number density Cov(nVrt,nVrt,)=C

If |[U]*V, Var(ny) is negligible, then

(s " )= <ST(rt1)S;(rt2)>
Wy

T Ty

VlVVl

(A26)

(R) depends only the separation R=ri-r,.

= (ny(ry)) 8y = rp){Var(S(ry)) + [(1 = (UG )PYIS )P+ Ule ) U () () Xnyr ) XS (e)XS (1)),

(A27)

as long as V can be limited to the active region and have the corresponding number of particles N within it be large. Equations
(A25) or (A27) can be used in Eq. (93) for scattering from discrete particles or objects that decorrelate in three dimensions.
The spatial correlation of scattering from objects that decorrelate in only one or two dimensions can be readily obtained by

analogous means.
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