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Abstract. This paper is concerned with an inverse source problem for the stochastic biharmonic wave equation.
The driven source is assumed to be a microlocally isotropic Gaussian random field with its covariance
operator being a classical pseudo-differential operator. The well-posedness of the direct problem is
examined in the distribution sense, and the regularity of the solution is discussed for the given
rough source. For the inverse problem, the strength of the random source, involved in the principal
symbol of its covariance operator, is shown to be uniquely determined by a single realization of
the magnitude of the wave field averaged over the frequency band with probability one. Numerical
experiments are presented to illustrate the validity and effectiveness of the proposed method for the
case that the random source is white noise.
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1. Introduction. As one of the important research subjects in inverse scattering theory,
inverse source problems for wave propagation have diverse scientific and industrial applica-
tions such as antenna design and synthesis and medical imaging [11]. They have continuously
attracted much attention of many researchers. We refer the reader to [4] and the references
cited therein for some recent advances on this topic. Meanwhile, the study on boundary value
problems for higher-order elliptic operators has generated sustained interest in the mathe-
matics community [7]. The biharmonic operator, which arises from the modeling of elasticity,
appears to be a natural candidate for such a study [23, 24]. Recently, scattering problems
for biharmonic waves have attracted great attention due to important applications in thin
plate elasticity. For instance, they are fundamental to an understanding of wave propagation
through very large floating structures, which can be used as artificial breakwaters to control
destructive surface waves [26]. The design of platonic diffraction gratings and arrays can be
utilized to steer and disperse flexural waves [22]. Ultrabroadband elastic cloaking in thin
plates can be achieved by constructing a multilayered concentric coating filled with piece-
wise constant isotropic elastic material [6]. Compared with inverse problems involving second
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order differential operators, inverse problems for the biharmonic operator are much less stud-
ied. The reason is not only the increase of the order, which leads to the failure of the methods
developed for the second order equations, but also the fact that the properties of the solutions
for the higher-order equations are more sophisticated. Some of the inverse boundary value
problems for the biharmonic operator can be found in [8, 12, 20, 25, 27].

In practice, there are many uncertainties caused by, e.g., the unpredictability of the en-
vironment, incomplete knowledge of the system, or fine-scale spatial or temporal variations,
which cannot be neglected during analysis or simulation. To take account of uncertainties,
it would be necessary to introduce random parameters to the mathematical modeling. Sto-
chastic inverse problems are inverse problems that involve randomness. Compared to their
deterministic counterparts, stochastic inverse problems are more difficult due to the following
two extra challenges: the random parameter is sometimes too rough to exist pointwisely and
can only be interpreted as a distribution; and the statistics such as the average and variance
of the random parameter need to be reconstructed. Apparently, new methodology needs to
be developed for both the direct and inverse problems in stochastic settings.

In this paper, we consider an inverse source problem for the biharmonic wave equation

(1.1) A% — K= f inR%

where d = 2 or 3 and k > 0 is the wavenumber. The wave field u and its Laplacian Awu are
required to satisfy the Sommerfeld radiation condition

(1.2) lim rz (Oru — iku) = lim re (OrAu — ikAu) =0, r=|z|

r—00 r—00
The source f is assumed to be a microlocally isotropic Gaussian random field of order —m
(cf. Definition 2.1) such that its covariance operator is a classical pseudo-differential oper-
ator with principal symbol p(x)|£|™"™, where p is called the strength of the random source
f. This type of random field belongs to the generalized fractional Gaussian random fields
(cf. [17]).

For .the white noise case with m = 0, the random source can be written as f = \/ﬁW,
where W denotes the white noise. Then the biharmonic wave equation (1.1) is interpreted
as a stochastic partial differential equation driven by an additive white noise. We refer the
reader to [2] and [3] for the inverse random source problem of the acoustic and elastic wave
equations, respectively, where the strength g is shown to be uniquely determined by the
variance of the wave field at multiple frequencies. Recently, the microlocally isotropic Gaussian
random field with a general m has been studied widely (cf. [5, 9, 15, 17]). For the case
m € [d,d + %), it was shown in [15] for both the acoustic and elastic wave equations that
the strength p is uniquely determined almost surely by a single realization of the amplitude
of the scattering field averaged over the frequency band. In [17] and [18], these results are
extended to rougher sources with m € (d — 2,d] for the acoustic and electromagnetic wave
equations. However, the existing works do not contain the case m = 0 for d = 2,3. To the
best of our knowledge, little is known about stochastic inverse problems on higher-order wave
equations. This is the first study on the inverse random source problem of the biharmonic wave
equation.
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In this paper, we intend to examine both the direct and inverse source problems for
the biharmonic wave equation. Particular attention is paid to the rough source with m <
d. We show that the direct problem is well-posed with m € (d — 6,d] in the distribution
sense (cf. Theorem 3.2). This work includes the white noise case m = 0 and even rougher
cases m < (0 for both two- and three-dimensional problems. For the inverse problem, we
prove that the strength p of the random source is uniquely determined almost surely by a
single realization of the magnitude of the wave field u averaged over the frequency band (cf.
Theorems 4.2 and 4.5), which is the main result of the work and is summarized in the following
theorem.

Theorem 1.1.  Let f be a centered microlocally isotropic Gaussian random field of order

—m in a bounded domain D C R* with m € (d —6,d] and d = 2,3, and U C R? be a bounded
domain that has a positive distance to D, i.e., dist (D,U) =ry > 0. For any x € U, it holds
almost surely that

: 1 T m+7—d . 2 _ 1 1 .
lim /T BT ) 2k = 16(%)(1_1/]) Q= Tila),

Moreover, the strength p can be uniquely determined by data {Ty4(x)}zev.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the regularity and kernel
functions of microlocally isotropic Gaussian random fields, as well as the fundamental solution
to the biharmonic wave equation. Section 3 addresses the well-posedness of the direct problem
and the regularity of the solution. Section 4 is devoted to the inverse problem, where the
uniqueness is obtained. Numerical experiments are presented in section 5 for the white noise
case to illustrate the theoretical results. The paper is concluded with some general remarks
and future work in section 6.

2. Preliminaries. In this section, we introduce some basic properties of microlocally iso-
tropic Gaussian random fields and the fundamental solution to the biharmonic operator wave
equation, which are essential for the study of both the direct and inverse problems.

2.1. Microlocally isotropic Gaussian random fields. Denote by D(R?) the space of test
functions, which is C§°(RY) equipped with a convex topology, and by D'(RY) the dual space
of D(R?), which is known as the Schwartz distribution space. In the following, we use the
notation D := D(R?) and D’ := D’'(R?) for convenience.

For a random field f € D', its covariance operator Qy : D — D’ is defined by

<Qf(/7, ¢> = E[(fv <P><f;¢>] Vo, eD,

where (-, -) is the dual product between D and D’.
If Qy is a classical pseudo-differential operator of order —m, then it can be defined through
its symbol o € S (R? x R?) by

2.) (Qr)(@) = g [ e ot )€1
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where
SR x RY) i= {a(,€) € C¥(RY x RY) 1 [9¢0a(w, )] < Cap(1 + €)1}

is the space of symbols of order —m, and «, 8 are multi-indices whose length is defined by
la] := Z?Zl a; for any multi-index o = (a1, ..., aq).
By the Schwartz kernel theorem, the Schwartz kernel Ky € D’ (R4 x RY) of Q ¢ satisfies

(Qrp, ) = (Kp,p @) V@, €D,

which implies

(2.2) (Qro)(z / Ky(z,y)e(y)dy.

Combining (2.1) and (2.2) yields that K¢ can be represented in terms of its symbol o as an
oscillatory integral (cf. [10, 17])

1 : 1
Ki(a) = g [ @0l € = Goey ).

where 6 (z, y—z) is the Fourier transform of o(x, §) with respect to £ taking the value at y —x.

Definition 2.1. A Gaussian random field f is said to be microlocally isotropic of order —m
in D C R if its covariance operator Qy is a classical pseudo-differential operator of order
—m and its principal symbol has the form p(z)|£|™™ with p € C§°(D) and p > 0, where p is
called the strength of the random field f.

The regularity of the random field f is determined by the principal symbol of the pseudo-
differential operator Q. To investigate the regularity of f, we consider the fractional Gaussian
random field (cf. [17, 21]) fi= VI(=A)T T W. The regularity of f is relatively easy to get since
the regularity of the white noise has already been investigated. It is shown in Proposition 2.5
of [17] that f satisfies Assumption 2.3 and has the principal symbol ju(x)|€|~™. Consequently,
the microlocally isotropic Gaussian random field f has the same regularity as f . The result
is stated in the following lemma, whose proof can be found in Lemma 2.6 of [17].

Lemma 2.2. Let f be a microlocally isotropic Gaussian random field of order —m in
D C R4

(i) If me (d,d+2), then f € C’OO‘( ) almost surely for all a € (0, 252).

(ii) If m € (—oo,d], then f € W™z ~“P(D) almost surely for all € >0 and p > 1.

By the above lemma, if m € (d,d + 2), then f is almost surely Holder continuous and
is relatively smooth. If m > d + 2, f is even smoother. The recovery of smooth random
sources can follow approaches developed for the deterministic case, which is not the scope of
this work. We mainly focus on the rougher case where f satisfies the following assumption.

Assumption 2.3. Assume that the random source f is a centered microlocally isotropic
Gaussian random field of order —m in a bounded domain D C R? with strength pu € C§°(D),
>0, and m € (d — 6,d|.
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According to the relationship between f and f , the leading term in the Schwartz kernel
of f is the same as the one of f. Based on the expression of the kernel of f given in Theorem
3.3 of [21], we have the following explicit expression for the kernel K.

Lemma 2.4. Let f be a microlocally isotropic Gaussian random field of order —m in
D c R? with strength p. Denote by H = %l the general Hurst parameter.
(i) If H is a nonnegative integer, then
Ky(z,y) = Ci(m, d)u(z)|z — y P lnle —y| +r(z,y),
where Ci(m,d) = (71)H+12_m+17r75/(H!F(%)) with I'(+) being the Gamma function,

and r(x,y) denotes the residual which is more regular than the leading term.
(ii) If H is not a nonnegative integer and m > 0, then

Ky(w,y) = Ca(m, d)p(@)|z — y[*" + r(z,y),
where Co(m,d) = 2*m7r_§I‘(—H)/F(%).

(iii) If H is not a nonnegative integer and m € (—2n — 2, —2n) with n being a nonnegative
integer, then

Kg(z,y) = Co(m, d)u(x)e — y[*7 |1 - |o - y[e; A5z — y) | +r(z,y),
§=0

where cg = 1 and

Ad
cj = —
T 20gld(d+2) - (d+ 25 —2)
for 7 > 1 with Ag = 27r%/F(%) being the surface area of the unit sphere in R?, and
d(+) is the Dirac delta function centered at 0.

(iv) If H is not a nonnegative integer and m = —2n with n being a nonnegative integer,
then

Ky(z,y) = p(x)(—=A)"5(z —y) + r(z,y).

Remark 2.5. In cases (iii) and (iv) of Lemma 2.4, all the partial derivatives for the Dirac
delta function should be interpreted as distributions, and hence the kernels K in these cases
should also be interpreted as distributions (cf. [13]). More precisely, by assuming r(z,y) = 0
without loss of generality,, Ky given in (iii) and (iv) satisfies

/ Ky (z,y)p(x)(y)drdy
Re JRd

= Cotmd) [ [ p@le—yP" | Zcﬂm—yﬁf r)AT(x) | drdy
and
[ [ Ksteme@vtinds = [ pap)-ar@i
Rd JRA R4

respectively, for any test functions ¢, € D.
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2.2. The fundamental solution. Denote by ®(z,y, k) the outgoing fundamental solution
to the biharmonic wave operator £ = A% — k% such that

(23) A2(I)(x7 Y, k) - I{I4‘I)(x, Y, k) = —(5($ - y) in Rd)

where ¢ is the Dirac delta distribution. The expression of ® can be obtained via two different
approaches.

Since the biharmonic wave operator can be written as the product of the Helmholtz and
modified Helmholtz operators, i.e., L = (A — k?)(A + k?), the fundamental solution ® is a
linear composition of the fundamental solutions to the Helmholtz equation (A + k?)u = 0 and
the modified Helmholtz equation (A — k?)u = 0, respectively. Hence, it can be shown that &
takes the following form (cf. [25]):

_ i k > (g (g 2 _
o) =gz (5= ) (0~ o)+ 2R ila = ).

where H,El) is the Hankel function of the first kind and order v € R, and

(2.4) K, (z) = gi”“Hl(,l)(iz), —m<argz <

o | 3

is the Macdonald function of order v € R. More precisely, we have

(2.5) D(x,y,k) = { sl (H3" bl — ) — H3 Gkl =) . d =2

1 (piklz—yl _ o—klz—yl =
8k?|x—y| (6 € ) ’ d=3,

where we use the fact Hil)(z) = \/%%

The fundamental soltition ® may also be derived from the Fourier transform. Let

(2.6) Py (x) = F! [|§|4_—1/<;4] (x),

where F~! denotes the inverse Fourier transform. Taking the Fourier transform of (2.3) gives
that ®x(x — y) also satisfies (2.3) and hence ®x(z — y) = ®(z,y, k).

3. The direct problem. In this section, we examine the well-posedness of the direct prob-
lem (1.1)—(1.2). The basic idea is to derive an equivalent integral equation, which will also be
used in the recovery of the strength for the random source.

Define the volume potential

Hul9)(o) 1= [ @l R)ol5)dy =~ 0)(a),

where * denotes the convolution of ®; and ¢.
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Lemma 3.1. Let B and G be two bounded domains in R?. The operator Hj, : H=*(B) —
H?*(G) is bounded and satisfies

1

for s:=s1 + s9 € (0,3) with s1,s2 > 0.

Proof.  For any ¢ € C3°(B) and ¢ € C°(G), we still denote by ¢ and 1 the zero
extensions to R? \ B and R?\ G, respectively. Then

(M, 0) = (i ) = / AeGHOTE

_ <+|g\) e T A+1EP)? 7= oy 7
= | Sl T reeT @ + | S T a0 T e

= o + B,

where ¢ = F[¢] is the Fourier transform of ¢,

k 3k k
n ={feRd:||s|—k>2}={56Rd:s|>20r|£r<2},

QQ::{EGRdiHﬂ—k<§}:{5€Rd k<'5'<32k}’

and J° : S(R?) — S(RY) is the Bessel potential of order s € R defined by (cf. [19])
T6i= (- Ao =F 1 [(1+]-P)i] voesS®RY

with S(R?) being the Schwartz space of all rapidly decreasing smooth functions.
For any s € (0,3), the term </ satisfies

(L+1¢P)> i
Mg/mllél—k‘!(lﬁ+k;)(|g|2+kz)|~7 AT~ *24pldg

1 (1+ ¢z
Tk {ls\>%;}u{\§|< y (€1 + B (€12 + &)

el AT [ e T

A

T 51T | deé

—_

oy (g2 1€

S k4,s”¢HH—51(B)||¢||H—52(G)

To estimate the term %, we use the change of variables £* = (% — 1)§, which maps the

domain Qg = {¢ : % < €] < K} to the domain Qoo := {¢ : k < [¢| < 2} and has the

Jacobian J(§) = |det( )] = (|2§k| )41, Then the term % satisfies
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(A+16P): =

% = T ()T () dE
01Uy €]
- / %J*SW(&)J*%(&)CZE
Q. €]
@ Th(e) T (e
; /Q e D€ T (") I (€)de
_ 1 J(€) ] —
/Qm [,5‘4 | LH1ER) T—51(6) T () de
J . — —
+/Q |§*\4@ [<1+Ié*P)EJ—Sl¢(£*>J—sw<£*>
1+ |22 T 6(6) T 9(€) | de
_ 1 J(€) ] —
/Qm [,5‘4 tiep | AHIEET T=51(€)T—h(€)d¢
J e
+ /Q mff_) S+ 1E12)5 — (1+ [€%)5] T-19(6) T > (€)de
J — —
+ / = |4(£) (L+ €27 [T-0(e") = T-0(8)] Tw(e)d
J —_— —_—
e e PRI [T - T de
=: P+ PBo+ B3+ HB,.
Note that
J(€)
€7 = kA + | — kA
_‘ 1 N 2k — |¢]
Q=R (e + R)(EP+R2) €Ik — €D Bk — [E)(J€]2 — 4kE] + 5k2)
:’ 2k(3[¢[2 — 6k¢| + k2) 1
EI(ET+ F)(ER + k2) Bk — [€) (€2 — 4KIE[ + 5k2) | ~ K
if d =2, and
J(€)
‘£|4 _k.4 + |£*|4 _ kA
_‘ 1 . (2k — €])2
(€T = R) (€ + R)(EZ + k2) " 1€k — [€)(Bk — [€])(|€]% — k€] + 5k2)
—2(J¢|* — 4K|El® + 5R7¢]? — 28%Jg[ — 2% | _ 1

‘I&!Q (1€ + k) (€] + F2) 3k — [])([€]? — 4k[E] + 5k2) | ~ k4
if d = 3, which leads to

1201 S i 191 o) -
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For the term %5, since

e (I -+ P
| S A
05— &3k — €D (& — 4HIE] + 5)
| 2@k D ST IED et o et
= e w5 L+ O+ -0

s(1 40> + (1 - 0)le*)*~

1

<
~ k4fs

for some 6 € (0,1), we then get

1
|PBa| S WH‘?”H*H(B)HwHH*w(G)-
For the term s, it holds that (see Theorem 3.2 of [19])
JO@+ 1)z (1€ — !E\)’
B
| 3|</Q21 ’5*‘4_;{74
x [MOVT= ) (€") + M(VT )& [T-0(0)| d

oy 2(2k — [€)1 (1 + €25
s | E15 (3K — [E[) (€T — 4K[E] + 5K2)

X [MOVT00)(€") + MUVT0)(©)| [T0(0)|
1
S s ol - (B 1Vl -22(c)

where M(f) is the Hardy—Littlewood maximal function of f. The term %, can be estimated
similarly.
Combining the above estimates, we conclude for s € (0, 3) that

1 o0 o0
(Mo, )| S s l0lla-o )Wl m-@) ¥ ¢ € C5°(B), ¥ € G°(G).
The proof is completed by extending the above result to ¢ € H**(B) and ¢ € H™%2(G) based
on the facts that C§°(B) is dense in L*(B) and H %'(B) = LQ(B)H'||H7”‘B). [ |

Theorem 3.2. Let f satisfy Assumption 2.3. Then the problem (1.1) — (1.2) admits a
unique solution

(3.1) u( k) = — /D By, k) (y)dy

in the distribution sense such that u € VVZZ’CQ(]Rd) almost surely for any ¢ > 1 and 0 < v <
min{ﬁ—d;-m’ 6—6%+m + (% _ %)d}
Proof. The uniqueness can be proved similarly to the deterministic case given in [20]. It

then suffices to show the existence and regularity of the solution.
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We first prove that the random field u defined in (3.1) is a solution of (1.1)—(1.2) in the
distribution sense. In fact, for any test function v € D, it holds that

@ ko) == ( [ @2 = K00 fdre) = [ o6 = nine) =g,
Hence, u = Hyf satisfies (1.1) in the distribution sense, where f € W™z -ep (D) with m €
(d— 6,d] for any € > 0 and p > 1 according to Lemma 2.2. Note that (45™,3) # () since
m > d — 6 according to Assumption 2.3. Then for any s; € (d_Tm, 3) and p > 2, the condition

m—d__
% > % — %ﬁ_sl is satisfied, and hence the embedding

n—d

W ~“P(D) — H*'(D)

is continuous according to the Kondrachov embedding theorem.

For any bounded domain G ¢ R? with a C'-boundary, it follows from Lemma 3.1 that
Hi « H™* (D) — H**(G) is bounded for any positive s3 < 3 — 51 < 6_‘1%. Choosing
51 = % and sp = H% — € for a sufficiently small € > 0, then parameters v and ¢ given
in the theorem satisfy v < so and é > % — 227 such that the embedding

H™(G) = W(G)

is also continuous. We then conclude that #, is bounded from W "z ~&P (D) to WY4(G) with
p > 2, and hence u = Hy f € WY4(G), which completes the proof. [ |

It is easy to verify that the solution ©u = Hy f obtained above is a linear combination of
the solutions to the second order differential equations Au+ k?u = f. In fact, we may rewrite
the fundamental solution ® as

1
(I)(‘T’.ayvk> = 7(1)_(113,y, k)a

1
72(1)"!‘(1’.7 Y, k) - 22

2k

where
d—2

i k 2
O, (z,y,k) = 1 <27T|1:—y|> H%(/{:\x —yl),

d—2

1 k Tz
PD_ k)i=—|—— Kao(klz —
k= g (grm—y ) KesChla =)

are Green’s functions to the second order linear operators A + k% and satisfy
AD(z,y, k) £ k2D (z,y, k) = —6(x —y) in RY
Then
v im [ @l kol

are solutions of the equations Av* & k?v* = f such that
1

(vt —v7).
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4. The inverse problem.In this section, we study the inverse source problem, which is to
determine the strength u of the random source f based on some proper data of the wave field w.
Let U C R? be the measurement domain, which is bounded and satisfies dist(D,U) = ry > 0.

In the following, we begin with the discussion on the three-dimensional problem and then
proceed to the more involved two-dimensional problem.

4.1. The three-dimensional case. For the case d = 3 and m € (-3, 3], it follows from
Assumption 2.3 and (2.5) that the distributional solution (3.1) has the form

k. 1 eik‘x_yl — e_k‘x_yl d

4.1 k) = — .

(4.1) wask) =~ [ ey

Before introducing the framework of the inverse problem for a general order m, we first study
a special case with order m = 0. Consider a Gaussian random field f = ,/uW generated by
the white noise W. It is easy to verify that f is microlocally isotropic of order m = 0 with
symbol o(z,&) = p(z). The It6 isometry can be used in this case to recover the strength u.
In fact, by noting that

E k 9 1 B eik|r*y| _ e*k|mfy| FdW 2
lu(z; k)| T 6An2kA /D lz — ] 1(y) (y)
1 1 — 2cos(k|z — y|)e Flz=vl 4 e=2klz—yl
T 64n2kt /) iz — g2 1(y)dy,
we get the recovery formula
1 1
4.2 lim K*Elu(z; k)|? = d

where p can be uniquely determined by the integral on the right-hand side for all z € U.

For the general order case, the It6 isometry is not available if m # 0, and hence some
other technique is required to deal with the correlation of the random source f. Moreover,
in (4.2), a huge number of realizations is required to approximate the expectation involved in
the high frequency data on the left-hand side.

To deduce the recovery result based on the data from a single realization almost surely
and get a more efficient recovery result for the general order case, the decay property of the
solution with respect to the frequency is needed. According to the linear combination (3.2),
the required decay property of the solution u can be obtained based on an analogue of the
ergodicity in the frequency domain of v™ (cf. [15]) and the exponential decay property of v,
which is stated in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let f satisfy Assumption 2.3 with d = 3. For ki,ko > 1, it holds uniformly
for x € U that

(43)  [Elu(e:kn)ulm k)l S k7252 (e + ko)™ (L by — ko)™ 4 kM 4 k5

(44) | [ulws kaules ka)]| S by 2k ? [k + k) ™0 (1 [ = ko)™ 4 kM kg e

where My, My > 0 are arbitrary integers. In particular, if k1 = ko = k, then
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m— 4 —m—>5
(4.5) Elu(z; k)|> = |:647T2/ Py QM(C)dC] k™ +O(k ) as k — oo.
Proof. According to (4.1), we get

E[(:Ek:l (x; k)

2
1k1|:1:*y\ _ e*k1|zfy| efik2|a:fz| o e—kQ\xfz|
647r2/<:2k2 / / z — | o — 2] E[f(y)f(2)]dyd=
i(ki|x—y|—ka|z— z|)K iy
6471'2]{?2]{72 / / |x_y”x | f(yaz) yaz

1k1|x y|—ka|z—2| +e—k1\x—y|—ik2|x—z|
_ Ky, 2)dyd
647r2k2k2 / / |z — yl|x — 2| 7y, 2)dydz

—k1|z y|—ka|z Z\K dnd
647r2k2k2/ / |z — yl||lz — 2| £y, 2)dydz
Il(fL‘ kil,k‘z) —1—12 ZL‘ /6‘1,]432) —1—13(1‘ kl,kz)

The first term I; has been estimated in Lemma A.1 of [16] and satisfies
(4.6) L (25 K, k)| S k2 (ke + k) ™™ (14 [ky — k)™

and

ik ) = g | ([ o gu©e) i+ 06

(4.7) ~ 502 [ it qael©e] it 0,

where M7 > 0 is an arbitrary integer.

The other two terms can be estimated by utilizing Lemma 2.4 and the exponential decay
property of the integrant, i.e., e %1l#=¥l < ki Mz for any My > 0 since |z —y| is bounded below
and above for any x € U and y € D. Wlthout loss of generality, we only consider the leading
term in the kernel function Ky since the residual r is more regular than the corresponding
leading term. For d = 3, we get m € (—3, 3] according to Assumption 2.3. We take the term
I as an example, whose estimate is given separately for different cases of m.

(i) The case m € (0,3]. By Lemma 2.4, it holds that

Cl (m7 3):“’(y) In ’y - Z|7 m = 37
Co(m, 3)uy)ly — z[™3,  m

and hence [, [, [Kf(y,z)|dydz < oo due to the boundedness of the domain D. Then the
term I satisfies

o e—kg\x—z\+e—k1|x—y|
(s ko, k)| < by 2k5 /D /D K (y, ) dyd

|z —yllz — 2]

Kf(:l/az) = {

< ki 2ky 2 (k:;M2 + k;Mz) ,

where My > 0 is an arbitrary integer.
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(ii) The case m = 0. We get from Lemma 2.4(iv) with n = 0 that K¢(y, 2) = u(y)é(y — 2),
which leads to

1 / eliki=kz)[z—y| | o(—k1—iks)|z—y|

Io(x; k1, k2)| =

dy‘ < k2% (k:—Mz 1 k‘M2>
’(IJ . y|2 1 ™2 1 2

with M > 0 being an arbitrary integer.
(iii) The case m € (—2,0). Utilizing Lemma 2.4(iii) with n = 0 and Remark 2.5, we get

|Ca(m, 3)| eikilz—y| /o—kalo—2|  —ka|z—y| ,
[Io(x; k1, k2)| < - w(y)ly — 2| dydz
647 2k2k2 ple—yl \Je—z[ Jz—y] |
’C2 m,3)| / / e~ File—yl [ o—ikalz—z]  o—ikalz—y| o
- - dydz| .
T 6an?k2k2 iz —y| \|z—2] g ) MWl — =" dydz

Since the estimates are the same for the two terms on the right-hand side of the above
inequality, to estimate the term I5, it suffices to estimate the integral

I( ) / (6—k2|$—z| e_k2|$—y> | ‘ 3d / (F ( ) 7 ( )) | ’ 3d
T,1y) = — — 2| Pdz = w(y+2)— F, Z|"0dz
D= o\ o= " e Y by !

for x € U and y € D, where
—ka|z—2|
e
Fo(z) = ——.
It is clear to note that F, is smooth in D and its derivatives decay exponentially. Define

1 - -
A3 /2|=r F.(y+ 2)ds(2),

where Aj is the surface area of the unit sphere in R? given in Lemma 2.4 and R* :=
maxy .cp |y — z|. We get from (1.1.5) of [13]that

Fr(yar) -

Z(z,y)| =

/ (Faly + 2) — Fu(y)) |23
D—{y}

— M-
<k2 2,

~

=Jas [ (Rewr) - mw)

where we use the fact |Fy(y,7) — Fi(y)| < ky 272 based on the Pizzetti formula (cf. [13])

AF,(y) o AT F,(y) 2j
od . Tt (dr2j—) T ™ T

and the exponential decay property of F.
(iv) The case m = —2. Based on Lemma 2.4(iv) with n = 1 and Remark 2.5, it holds that
1

/ ( ) (eik1|r—y ( A ) e—k2|:c—y| e—k‘1|$_y| ( A )e—ik2|50—y| > d |
S — y) [ ——(— + —Ay)———|dy
64r2k2k3 | o\ T =l T eyl T r—yl Y eyl

S k;2k52 (kl—Mz + kQ—MQ) ,

Fm(yﬂ') = Fy(y) +

|II(SL‘, kil, k2)| =

Copyright (© by SIAM and ASA. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.



Downloaded 08/18/22 to 128.210.107.130 . Redistribution subject to SIAM license or copyright; see https://epubs.siam.org/terms-privacy

962 PEIJUN LI AND XU WANG

e~ Fk2lz—yl

lz—y

where we use again the smoothness and exponential decay property of the function
forx € U and y € D.

(v) The case m € (—3,—2). This case can be proved through the same procedure used in
the case (iii) by applying Lemma 2.4(iii) with n = 1 and the Pizzetti formula.

We can now conclude from the above discussions that

(4.8) o (ws b, ko)l S K7 2h5 2 (K2 4 kg ™).
By choosing My > m + 1, we have from the above estimate that
(4.9) To(2; k, k) = O(k~™°).

Following estimates similar to those for the term s, we may show that I3 satisfies

(4.10) [T i, bo) | S B2k 20 2 (k0 + kg )
and
(4.11) Is(z; k, k) = O(k~™7%).

As a result, the estimate (4.3) is proved by combining (4.6), (4.8), and (4.10), and the formula
(4.5) is concluded by using (4.7), (4.9), and (4.11). The proof is completed by noting that
(4.4) can be estimated based on the same procedure as the proof of (4.3). [ |

Theorem 4.2. Let f satisfy Assumption 2.3 with d = 3. For any x € U, it holds almost
surely that

2T
w2 [P - o [ = T

Moreover, the strength p can be uniquely recovered by the measurement {T3(x)} e

Proof. If T3(x) is known for x € U, which is smooth in U, then the strength p can be
uniquely recovered by solving a deconvolution problem (cf. Theorem 1 of [14], Lemma 3.6 of
[15], or Theorem 4.4 of [17]).

Next, we prove (4.12). It follows from Lemma 4.1 that

! 1/”#“%|<wwﬂw-l / Lo
750 T A = 64n2 Jp o — 2P

It then suffices to show that
1 27
4.1 lim — Y (x; =
(4.13) Jim o . (x;k)dk =0
almost surely with
Y (x;k) = K™ (Ju(as )P — Elu(; k)[?)
(4.14) = gmtt (ue(z; k) — Elur(z; k)?]) + fmta (wi(z; k) — Elui(2; k)?])
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being a real-valued random process. Here, u, := R[u| and u; := S[u| denote the real and
imaginary parts of u, respectively. Note that

1 2T 2T 2T
E‘/ (I‘ k‘ dk‘ = / / $ k‘l (l’ /ﬂg)]dkldk’Q.

T
To show (4.13), we only need to show

2T 2T
(4.15) TlgI;OTQ/ / $ kl)Y(JZ kg)]dlﬁdkg =0.

According to (4.14), we get

E[Y (23 k1)Y (25 k2)] = k7R TE [ (ue(23k1)? — Elu(2;51)?]) (ue(3 k2)? — Elur (2 k2)?]) ]
+ km+4km+4E [(ur(x;kl) — Eluy(x; k1) 2 ) (u1 Z; kg — E[ui(:c;kg)Q])]
k’fl+4k£”+4IE [(ui(:):;k 2 Elui(x; k1) 2 ) (ur T kg — E[ur(:n;kg)?])]
+ kT+4k£”+4E [(ui(:n;k — Elui(z; k1) 2 ) (u1 zyky)? — E[Ui($;k2>2])]

=V +Vo+ V3 + Vs

1)
)

2
1

It is shown in Lemma 4.2 of [5] that for two real-valued random variables X and Z with (X, Z)
being a Gaussian random vector and E[X]| = E[Z] = 0, it holds that

E[(X? —-EX?)(Z% - EZ?%)] = 2(E[X Z))°.

Note that, for any fixed € U and k > 1, u,(x; k) and u;(x; k) are both real-valued Gaussian
random variables. Hence, we obtain

V1 = 2k RS (B ur (23 k) (25 2)])°
= SRR (RELu(r: kau(a; bo)] + Efu(e b)u(z ko))

The estimate of Y is given below for the two different cases (i) m > 0 and (ii) m < 0.
(i) For the case m > 0, by choosing M; = m in Lemma 4.1, we get

2
Vi S kR (kf2k52 [(kl + ko) T A [y — ko)™ 4 B k;%])
(4.16) S (L + [y — ko) ™2™ + ky PM D 4 Ry M

where we use the fact k7'k5* (k1 + ko) 2™ = ((kkl%)m < 1. Note that

1+ko)

1 2T 2T 2T 2T
Vi = T2/ / (1 + |ky — ko|)"2™dkydky = T2 / 1+ ky — ko) 2" dkydks.
T T ks

2

2T
2
Vi = T?/T In(1+ 2T — kp)dks < —In(1 +2T).
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Ifm=1,
2 2
yll = T — ﬁln(l—i-T)
It m # 3,1,
2—2(1+T)%2m 2

Y = T2(2—2m)(1—2m) (1—_2m)T

The above estimates lead to
2T (2T
(4.17) lim / / (14 |ky — ko|) " 2™dkydky = 0

for m > 0. Moreover, by choosing My > m, we have

2T 2T
lim — / / kMt mpm gk dig

T—oo T2
1 (QT) 2Mo+m+1 T 2Mo+m+1 (2T)m+1 o Tm+1
= lim —
T—o0 T2 —2Ms +m +1 m+1

2—2M2+m—|—1 -1 2m+1 -1
(418) = lim ( )( ) —2M>+2m — 07
T—oo (—2Ms+m+1)(m+1)

which, together with (4.16) and (4.17), leads to

2T 2T
lim / Vidkidks = 0.
T JT

(ii) For the case m < 0, an application of Lemma 4.1 yields

2
Wi S kR (k:;%;"’ [(m + ko) (L4 [k — Ra) M kM kg MQD
(4.19) SRPRS (k4 ko) 72 (14 [ky — ko) M0 o e 2R 4 Ry 2V

due to the fact

(kp + ko) ™M (14 [ky — ko)) ™™ < (L4 k1 — ko) ™M (kg + ko)™

It is easy to obtain
2T 2T
(4.20) lim — / / k—2M2+mk2 + kmk—2M2+m) dkydky = 0

for any My > 0 according to (4.18). In addition,

1 2T p2T
= / / K kT (kg 4 ko) 2 (1 + |ky — ko|) M dkeydiey
T T

12Tt 2/ 2 2T 1
S <2/ / k%mk%m(/ﬁ + k2)—4mdk1d/€2> <2/ / (1 + |k1 _ k2|)_4Mldk’1dk2>
e Jr ° Jr Jr

—0 as T —
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for any M; > 0 based on (4.17) and the fact
1 2T 2T 1 2T 2T
T Jr T Jr

The above estimate together with (4.19) and (4.20) also gives rise to

2T p2T
Tlglcl)o TQ/ yldkldkg = 0.

T JT
The terms ), V3, and V4 can be estimated similarly. The details are omitted for brevity.
Combining these estimates yields (4.15) and completes the proof. |

4.2. The two-dimensional case. For the case d = 2 and m € (—4,2], we obtain from
Assumption 2.3 and (2.5) that the distributional solution given in (3.1) takes the form
(1.21) i) =~z [ (HS e = o) = B Ghla = o) )i
where the Hankel function H(()l) has the following asymptotic expansion (cf. [1]):

Hél)(z) = iajz_(j+%)eiz as |z| = o0
j=0

with ag = /2¢~ % and aj = \/2(3)7(TT_, (21— 1)2/)e ¥ for j > 1.

T 7
To recover the strength p of f, compared to the three-dimensional case, an additional
truncation technique is needed in the two-dimensional case. Define the truncated functions

N
Hé}l)\,(z) D= Zajz_(j“‘%)eiz,
7=0
i .
= 5 (Bl — o) — H Gl — o))

For any NV € N, a simple calculation yields

(DN(J;> Y, k) :

- i > ) —(j+1) ik|lz— . —(j+L) —k|lz—
(I)(x7y7k)_¢)]\f(x7y7k)_@ Z a’j((k’m_y’) G 2)6 | y|_(1k‘x_y‘) G 2)6 | yl)
j=N+1
(4.22) 0 ! Kz -y —
. = 3 as klr —y| — oo.
k2 (klz —y[)V 2
Using the truncated fundamental solution @y, we define the truncated solution
u(aik) s == [ @x(o.y )W)y
i 1 1) /.
= —giz | (SR ke =) = G ikl — ) f(w)ey

. N
i —(G+1Y) ik|z— . —(+3) p—klz—
g o [ (ke =yl OF D — (ko — U D) py)y
=0
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To ensure that the contribution of the residual u — uy is negligible in the measurement such
that we only need to investigate the contribution of ux, we choose N = 3 and give the estimate
of the residual as follows.

Lemma 4.3. Let f satisfy Assumption 2.3 with d = 2. For k> 1 and x € U, the following
estimate holds almost surely:

K7z, me (—4,0],

u(z; k) —ug(x; k)| < "
(i K) — s ) {k i,

Proof. According to (4.22), for y € D and z € U with dist(D,U) = r¢ > 0, we get

|®(z,y, k) — P3(x,y, k)| = O (k—?u — y|—§) ,

|0y, @, y, k) — 3yb<1)3(m,y, k) =0 (kf%,x - y,fg) 7

\82_ JO(z,y, k) — 9y, P3(x,y, k)| = O (k_%\:r _ y,—g) ,
9, Yiysy O(z,y, k) - yzyjyzq)iS(l‘,?J’ k)| =0 (k«’_%\x — y!_%) )

If m € (—4,0], then f € Wm;d_e’p(D) C W=3P(D) for any p > 1 according to Lemma 2.2.

We then get
(s k) — us(@; k)| < (2, k) — Ba(@, -, k) |wo.ooy | fllw-ss() S b7

with ¢ satisfying 1y l =1.
If m € (0,2], then f € W™ ~<P(D) C W=12(D) for any p > 1, and hence

u(z; k) — uz(x: k)| < | @(x, -, k) — @5, -, k) lwram | w1y S k72

which completes the proof. |
Similarly, we need to show the asymptotic independence of the truncated solution us.

Lemma 4.4. Let f satisfy Assumption 2.3. For ki,ko > 1,x € U, it holds uniformly that

5

(4.23)  [Elug(@s ky)us(w k2)l| S ky *hy ® | (b + ko) ™ (1+ by = kal) ™0 4 kY2 4 k52

m

(4.24)  [Elus(@; k1)us(a; k2)]| S Ky 2ky [(k1 ko) M (L [k — Ra|) T+ B k;Mﬂ :
where My, My > 0 are arbitrary integers. In particular, if k1 = ko = k, then

(4.25) E|U3(l‘ k‘)| |:3;7T /D ‘xiq (C)dc] k_m_5+0(k:_m—6)‘
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Proof. The truncated solution us at two different frequencies k1 and ko satisfies

Elus(z; ky )uz(z; ks))]

3
1 // G+ gibila—yl _(; (1) g—Hala—yl
- aa (il — )0 Bele=yl _ iy o — ) ~G+D Rl
64k%k§j% R D( >
x(<k2|x—z\>—<l+%>e—“f2'w—z‘ (—ikale — 2l)+De 1) B[ 1) (=) dydz
1 T pilkslz—y|—kola—2])
o] CELf(4)(2)]dydz
D |z —

64k2k2 k:”l l+ |g+5|x _ Z|z+2

1 <& gk =yl —kalz—2]
3 i za]al o //D - “E[f(y) f(2)|dyd=

_ 64kfk§jl |z — y|te|e — 2|tte

3

1 —k1|z—y|—ikz|z—2|
D M e e LI U

C4RTRS 4= (iky )7+ K | — ylit 3]z — 2|ts

3 e kilz—y|—ka|z—2z|

a;a; / / o
64k2k2 Z o (k1) J+ (—ik9) s D |z — y|j+é|x - z|l+%
=: Jl(ac, k?l, kig) + Jg(l'; k‘l, kiz) + Jg(l'; k‘l, k?g) + J4(£L’; k‘l, k?g)

For the term J;, we have from Lemma A. 1. of [16] that

Ty (25 ey, ko) | S Ky 2Ky (k:1+k:2) (1 kg — ko) ™M

and

_ |ao |2 i(klz—y|—klz—=2])
niahk) = 50 [ /D e s

i(klz—y|—k|z—2|)
aja; e
64k4 Z fea +IH1 /D /D 1 TE[f(y)f(2)ldydz

|2~y ez — 2|
jorl;éo

~ 57 | [ s gle] ko,

where M; > 0 is an arbitrary integer.
Similar to the three-dimensional case, the other three terms can be estimated by taking
advantage of the exponential decay of the integrands. We then obtain

[Jo(@; k1, ko) + Js(@; k1, ko) + Ja(ws by ko) | S ky 2ky ® (kl_Mz + k2_M2>

for any My > 0 and

JQ(J;; k, k) + Jg(l‘, k, k;) + J4(I, k, k) = O(k_m_ﬁ)

by choosing Ms > m + 1.
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The estimates above lead to (4.23) and (4.25). The proof of (4.24) is to combine a similar
proof of (4.23) and Corollary 5.4 of [16]. [ ]

Based on the estimates for the truncated solution wuz, the unique recovery of the strength
can be obtained by a single realization of the wave field u in the almost surely sense, which is
stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.5. Let f satisfy Assumption 2.3. For any x € U, it holds almost surely that

1 2T
4.26 lim — k™5 (2 k) Pdk = —
T

T

g = ),

and the strength p can be uniquely determined by the measurement {T>(x)}yev.

Proof. We first mention that, similar to the three-dimensional case, the unique recovery of
the strength u from the data {T»(x)},ecv follows directly from Lemma 3.6 of [15] or Theorem
4.4 of [17].

Next, we aim to prove (4.26). Using (4.25) in Lemma 4.4, we get for x € U that

(4.27) lim — / QTk;m*f’Ey (x-k)Pdk—i ! (€)d¢
' STy T T S Jp T =Y

First we show that

: 1 T m+5 _ 1 1
(4.28) Jim /T Ry (o )Pk = o | @

in the almost surely sense. In fact, following the same procedure as the proof of (4.13) in
Theorem 4.2 and utilizing Lemma 4.4, we have almost surely that

1 2T
lim / K" (Jug(z; k) |° — Elus(z; k)[?) dk = 0,

which, together with (4.27), leads to (4.28).

Note that
LR 2 L[ s 2
T ey - T/T K5 g (o) 2l
1 2T 2 2T
+/ K k)—ug(x;k)lzdk:—i—/ KR [ () (s k) — us(as k) | d,
T Jr T Jr
where

27
kMR [u;),(:n; k)(u(x; k) — us(x; k))} dk

| ger 5 1 2T :
T T

N

T

AN
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As a result, to prove (4.26), it suffices to show
1 2T
lim / K s ) — s (s ) [2dk = 0.
For the case m € (—4,0], according to Lemma 4.3, it holds that
1 2T 1 2T
/ k™ (2 k) — ug(z; k) 2dk < / k™ 2dk -0 as T — oo.
T Jr T Jr

For the case m € (0,2], an application of Lemma 4.3 leads to

1 2T 1 2T
o[ et — kPl S [ Rk 0 as T o,
T T r T

which completes the proof. |

5. Numerical experiments. In this section, we present some numerical experiments to
demonstrate the validity and effectiveness of the proposed method. Specifically, we consider
the case d = 2 and m = 0, where f = ,/uW.

5.1. The reconstruction formula. By the It6 isometry, the covariance operator Qy is
given explicitly by

<Qf90,w>—E[<f,so><f,w>]—EU VAW ) [ S0Vl )] = ue.0)

for any ¢, € D, which implies

1 i .
(Qr)(@) = a)ola) = Gz | e ula)pléde

Hence, the symbol o(z,§) of the pseudo-differential operator Q¢ depends only on z in the
form o(z,&) = p(x) with p being the strength of the source f.

Consequently, when using the second moment of « to recover the strength pu, the wavenum-
ber k is not required to be sufficiently large for the white noise case. More precisely, according
to the expression of the solution given in (4.21), we get

1
(5.1) uwik) =~ D(Hél)(k|x—y|) HSY (k| — y|>\/ VAW (y

which leads to

(5.2) 64K E|u(z; k)| / ‘H(I) kjz —y|) — (1k|x—y|)\ p(y)dy.

Since the symbol o(z, &) for the white noise case has only the principal symbol term u(x), to
recover the strength p numerically, we may use (5.2) directly without taking the limit £ — oo.
However, the numerical solution is rather unstable if one uses the numerical integration of
(5.2) directly to recover the strength p due to the fast decay of its singular values. We refer the
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reader to [2] for the investigation of numerical instability for the Helmholtz equation, whose
solution has a similar form as (5.1).

Assuming in addition that the phased data {u(z, k) },cr is available, we utilize a modified
integral equation to handle the instability which arises from the ill-posedness of the integral
equation (5.2). Note that H(gl) = Jo+iYy with Jy and Y| being the real-valued Bessel functions
of the first kind and the second kind, respectively, and the function

) 2
H' (ikla = yl) = = Ko(klr — y)

obtained by (2.4) with d = 2 is also real-valued. We then split the solution u into its real and
imaginary parts as follows:

Rlu(z: k)] = 8;2/ (Yo(k]:r—y])+1H (ik|z — )Fdw

Slutash)] = ~giz [ Jolkle — y) VW ()
and use the modified integral equation
64k"E [(Rlu(z; k)))* — (Slu(z; k)]
- /D {(W'f?mﬂﬂ ikl — o))~ (o(kz — u))? | nlw)dy

(5.3) - /D Gz - y)u(y)dy

to reconstruct the strength .

5.2. The synthetic data. The direct problem is solved numerically to generate the syn-
thetic data. In the experiments, we choose a square domain D := [—1,1] x [-1,1] for the
support and the measurement domain U, which is specified in the next subsection, such that
dist(D,U) > 0. For square domains D and U, we define two index sets

TUIz{i:(il,iQ)2il:0,...,NU, l:1,2},
TD::{j:(jij) :jl:O>"-7NDa l:172}

with Ny =40 and Np = 20, and define two sets of discrete points

{zitier, 1 = {371 = ($§3)7$§3))T ceU:x;=ux00) + (i159€7i259€)T}

{yJ}JETD = {yJ (y](l),y](2)) cD: yJ = y(0,0) + (Jléy,]Qéy)T}ZET ’

. )
€Ty

where dz = 1/Ny and dy = 1/Np. The synthetic data is generated at the discrete points
{zi}ieT;,, and the solution u(z;; k) is approximated through the numerical quadrature of the
It6 integral (5.1) by
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1),.
(s K) At (5,0, ) W;( (ks = sl) — H{ bl = 3]) ) i) 577,
Je/p

where §;W := [, dW (y) 4 V/II;[¢;. Here, the notation A 2 B means that A and B have
the same distribujtions, {&}jer, is a set of independent and identically distributed normal
random variables, I; = [j1dy, (j1 + 1)dy] x [j2dy, (j2 + 1)0y] is a square with side length dy,
and |I;| is the area of I;.

5.3. The numerical method. According to (5.3), we define the measurement

M(z, k) = 64K*E [(Rlu(z; k)))* — (S[u(z; k)])?], =z €U.

Then its evaluation at the discrete points {x;};c7;, can be approximated by

Mz k) = Y |L|Glas — yi)p(ys)-

Jj€Top
In the numerical experiments, the measurement is taken as

P
Muum (24, k) == 64k4 Z unum (74, w, k)] (%[unum(xiawak)]Q)} )

where P = 1000 denotes the number of sample paths used to approximate the expectation
involved in M(x;, k). Then the strength p at the discrete points {y;}je7;, can be numerically
recovered through the formula

(5.4) Mnum ’1"2’ Z |I |G ) ( )
J€Tp

Next we introduce the regularized Kaczmarz algorithm, which is an iterative method with
two loops. To enhance the stability and get more accurate reconstructions, we choose N =4
measurement domains

Uy = [1.5,2.5] x [1.5,2.5], Uy = [1.5,2.5] x [-2.5, 1.5,
Us = [-2.5,—1.5] x [-2.5,—1.5], U= [-2.5,—1.5] x [L.5,2.5].
For each domain U,,, n =1,..., N, according to (5.4), we get a linear system

bp=Anq, n=1,...,N,

where b, is the discrete measurement vector with components My (z;, k) for z; € Uy,, A,
is the matrix generated by G(x; — y;), and ¢ is the unknown vector consisting of p(y;). The
inner loop of the Kaczmarz algorithm is formed by taking iterations with respect to the index
n. The outer loop with respect to the index [ =1,..., L is used to ensure the convergence of
the method as L — oo (cf. [3]). Given an initial guess ¢° = 0, for each [ € N, the regularized
Kaczmarz algorithm reads
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90 = ¢\,

Gn = Qn—1+ ATTL(VI‘F AnA;Lr)_l(bn - AnQn—l)y n = 17 . .,N,
+1 _
q - QN7

where v > 0 is the regularization parameter.

5.4. The numerical examples. We present two numerical examples to illustrate the va-
lidity and effectiveness of the proposed method.
Example 1: Reconstruct the strength function given by

M(yb y?) = 46_4(yf+y§)7 y= (?Jl» y?)T eD.

The exact strength p is plotted in Figure 1(a). We choose the iteration number of the outer
loop L = 6 and the regularization parameter v = 10~7. Figure 1(b) plots the reconstructed
strength by using a single frequency k = 2. It can be seen that the bump of the exact strength
is well reconstructed by using data with only one frequency.

Example 2: Reconstruct the strength function give by u(y1,y2) = 1(3y1, 3y2), where

fiy1,y2) = 0.3(1 — y1)e Vi~ WD — (0.2 — yf — yf)e V7% — 0.03¢~ WD 02,

The exact strength p is plotted in Figure 2(a). This example is oscillatory and contains more
Fourier modes than Example 1. It is expected that the multifrequency data is needed for
such an example. To incorporate the data with multiple frequencies, one more outer loop is
added to the Kaczmarz algorithm, and this loop is taken with respect to the wavenumber k.
We choose L = 6 for the intermediate loop and v = 107> for the regularization parameter.
As a comparison, Figure 2(b) shows the reconstruction at a single frequency k = 2. Clearly,
it is insufficient to reconstruct all the details. Figure 2(c) plots the reconstruction by using
multifrequency data at &k = 1 : 3. The improvement of the reconstruction is obvious, and
some details of the true strength are already recovered. Figure 2(d) shows the reconstruction
by using multifrequency data at k = 1 : 5. It can be seen that almost all the details of the
exact strength are recovered.

255N\
ALK
2755\

AN

N\
RN
S

A45058
) {/;{';"‘

AN

¢

Figure 1. Ezample 1: (a) the exact strength; (b) the reconstructed strength at a single frequency k = 2.
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205050
20595058
SIS,
fl,ofo“‘:‘\“

Figure 2. Example 2: (a) the ezact strength; (b) the reconstructed strength at a single frequency k = 2;
(c) the reconstructed strength by using multiple frequencies k = 1 : 3; (d) the reconstructed strength by using
multiple frequencies k=1 : 5.

6. Conclusion. We have studied the direct and inverse source problems for the stochastic
biharmonic wave equation. The well-posedness of the direct problem is obtained in the distri-
bution sense. For the inverse problem, we show that a single realization of the magnitude of
the wave field averaged over the frequency band is enough to uniquely determine the strength
of the random source. Numerical experiments are presented for the white noise model to
demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed method.

The inverse source problem is linear, which makes it possible to get an explicit integral
expression of the wave field by using the fundamental solution. For the inverse random medium
or potential problem, it is nonlinear and the present method is no longer applicable. It is open
for the inverse random potential or medium problem of the biharmonic wave equation. We
hope to be able to report the progress on these problems elsewhere in the future.
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