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STABILITY FOR A MULTI-FREQUENCY INVERSE RANDOM SOURCE PROBLEM

TIANJIAO WANG*, XIANG XU, AND YUE ZHAO *

Abstract.

We present stability estimates for the inverse source problem of the stochastic Helmholtz equation in two and three dimensions by
either near-field or far-field data. The random source is assumed to be a microlocally isotropic generalized Gaussian random function.
For the direct problem, by exploring the regularity of the Green function, we demonstrate that the direct problem admits a unique
bounded solution with an explicit integral representation, which enhances the existing regularity result. For the case using near-field
data, the analysis of the inverse problem employs microlocal analysis to achieve an estimate for the Fourier transform of the micro-
correlation strength by the near-field correlation data and a high-frequency tail. The stability follows by showing the analyticity of
the data and applying a novel analytic continuation principle. The stability estimate by far-field data is derived by investigating the
correlation of the far-field data. The stability estimate consists of the Lipschitz type data discrepancy and the logarithmic stability. The
latter decreases as the upper bound of the frequency increases, which exhibits the phenomenon of increasing stability.

Key words. increasing stability, inverse source problem, generalized Gaussian random function.
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1. Introduction. Inverse source scattering problem is concerned with recovering the unknown source
from near-field or far-field data away from its support. Such problem has generated tremendous interest
due to its wide applications in scientific and engineering fields such as seismology, telecommunications,
medical imaging, antenna synthesis, radar technology, and magnetoencephalography [1, 3, 8, 15]. However,
the non-uniqueness of the inverse source problem at a single frequency, caused by the existence of non-
radiating sources, poses a challenge [9, 12]. Consequently, additional information is required for a unique
determination of the source. To resolve this issue, the use of multi-frequency data has been realized to be an
effective approach to regain the uniqueness and achieve enhanced stability [7, 8, 11, 24].

In many applications, the source is often considered as a random field due to uncertainties in the sur-
rounding environment or random measurement noise [2]. The presence of randomness introduces additional
challenges compared to deterministic source scattering. Specifically, the regularities of wave fields tend to
be lower, and the measurements become statistical data. Inverse source problems driven by Wiener process
have been extensively investigated [4, 5, 6, 19, 23]. In recent studies, uniqueness of inverse source problems
have been studied in [17, 18, 21] by assuming the source to be a generalized Gaussian random field. The
covariance of such random field is a classical pseudo-differential operator with a principal symbol taking the
form A(x)|&| ™™, where A is called micro-correlation strength. This model encompasses various important
stochastic processes, including white noise, fractional Brownian motion, and Markov fields [16]. Compared
with the many uniqueness results of the inverse random source problems, the stability has been much less
studied. To the best of our knowledge, the only existing stability results were obtained in [20, 22] driven by
Wiener process. The corresponding stability for the generalized Gaussian random field remains unsolved.

In numerical experiments in [4, 19], it has been observed that the ill-posedness of the inverse random
source problem can be overcome by using multi-frequency data which yields increasing stability, i.e., as the
frequency increases the inverse problem becomes more stable. The goal of this work is to mathematical
verify the increasing stability with a generalized Gaussian random field. Specifically, consider the stochastic
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Helmbholtz equation
(1.1) Au+Ku=f, in R? d=2,3,

where k > 0 is the wavenumber. The source function f is a microlocally isotropic general Gaussian random
field of order m in a bounded Lipschitz domain D C R? (see Section 2 for a detailed definition). The wave
field u is required to satisfy the Sommerfeld radiation condition

(1.2) lim 7" (du—iku)=0, r=lx|.

r—yoo
Let Bg = {x:x € R? |x| < R} with boundary dBg and assume that D CC Bg. The inverse problem is to
determine the principle symbol of f from either the near-field data on dBg or far-field data.

Compared with the deterministic case, new challenges arise due to the roughness and randomness of
the source. The well-posedness of the direct problem (1.1)—(1.2) has been discussed in [18]. However, it
is not clear if the solution can be represented by the convolution of the Green function and the source as
in the classical setting. By studying the regularity of the Green function, we establish an explicit integral
representation of the solution which holds pointwisely. As a consequence, we obtain an enhanced regularity
result. The analysis of the inverse problem employs microlocal analysis to achieve an estimate for the
Fourier transform of the micro-correlation strength by the near-field correlation data and a high-frequency
tail. Next, we show that the correlation data is analytic and derive an upper bound with respect to complex
wave number. The stability estimate follows by an application of a novel analytic continuation developed
in [25]. For the case of far-field data, the stability estimate can be derived by investigating the correlation
of the far-field data. The stability has a unified form which consists of the Lipschitz data discrepancy and a
logarithmic stability, where the latter decreases as the frequency increases.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to the definition and some properties
of the microlocally isotropic Gaussian random function. In Section 3, we derive a regularity result for the
Green function of the Helmholtz equation which leads to an explicit integral representation of the direct
problem. The main increasing stability results are presented in Section 4 and Section 5 for near-field data
and far-field data, respectively. A conclusion is given in Section 6. Throughout this paper, a < b stands for
a < Cb, where C > 0 is a generic constant whose special value is not required but should be clear from the
context.

2. Preliminaries. In this section, we state the properties of microlocally isotropic generalized Gaussian
random functions. Let (Q,.o/,P) be a complete probability space. Denote the test function space by %,
which consists of smooth functions with compact supports in R?(d = 2,3). Then the dual space of &
is denoted as 2’. A scalar field f is said to be a real-valued generalized Gaussian random function if
f:Q— ' is a distribution such that for each @ € Q the path f[-](w) € &’ is a linear functional on 2,
and ® — (f(w),¢) is a real-valued Gaussian random variable for all ¢ € 2. The expectation of f is a
generalized function defined by

Ef: ¢ =E(f,¢), ¢€2,

and the covariance is a bilinear form given by

Covf : (¢1,02) = Cov((f,1),(f,92)), ¢1,02€ D.

Then define the covariance operator Cy : 2 — 2’ by

<Cf¢17¢2>:COV(<fa¢l>7<f7¢2>)7 ¢17¢2€~@7
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which is associated with a Schwartz kernel denoted by K¢(x,y) as follows

(Cron.0m) = [ [ Kr(x )01 (5)60) ddy, and Ky () = EI(f () ~ Ef () (1Y) ~ EF )]

In this paper, the random source is assumed to be characterized by a special class of generalized Gaus-
sian random functions as follows.

DEFINITION 2.1. A generalized Gaussian random function f with zero expectation is called microlo-
cally isotropic of order m € R in the domain D C RY, if supp f CC D for almost surely ® € Q and its
covariance operator Cy is a classical pseudo-differential operator with the principal symbol h(x)‘&‘im
where 0 < h € C3(R?) and supph CC D.

The smooth function # is called the micro-correlation strength of the random function f. Let ¢(x, &) be
the symbol of C¢. The operator can be represented by

o)) = @m) [ Ee(x§)d(E)dE, 0e2.

JR

where ¢ (&) stands for the Fourier transform of ¢ defined by ¢(£) = .Z (&) := fpa e 5 ¢ (x) dx. The kernel
K can be represented as an oscillatory integral of the form

2.1) Ky(x,y) = (2m)™* /R (S e(x,8)de.

We introduce the following regularity result in [21] for microlocally isotropic Gaussian random func-
tions.

LEMMA 2.1. Let f be a microlocally isotropic Gaussian random function of order m. Then f €
WmTﬂi’g’p(D) almost surely for all € > 0 and 1 < p < oo,
By Sobolev embedding theorem, Lemma 2.1 gives the following corollary.

COROLLARY 2.1. Let f be a microlocally isotropic Gaussian random function of order m. Suppose D
is a Lipschitz domain such that suppf C D. For any a € N satisfying d +2a <m < d+2(a+ 1), we have
f € C*Y(D) almost surely with y € (0,254 — a).

3. Direct problem. In this section, we investigate the direct scattering problem. The Green function
of the Helmholtz equation ®(x,y) has the explicit form

ig\Wklx—y)), d=2,
3.1) D(x,y) =3 * Oeﬂ(dx'—y\ )
Iy d=3,
vl

where Hél) is the Hankel function of the first kind with order zero. According to Corollary 2.1, for m > d,
the source f € C%Y(D) C L*(D) with some y > 0 almost surely. Hence, the scattering problem (1.1)-(1.2) is
classical which admits a unique solution u € H, lz{)c(Rd) with the following explicit integral form

(3.2) u=— /R L) f(y)dx.

However, for m < d, Lemma 2.1 shows that such source is too rough to exist pointwisely which should
be taken as distribution. In this case, the following theorem proved in [18] gives the well-posedness and
regularity of the direct problem.
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THEOREM 3.1. Let f be a microlocally isotropic Gaussian random function of order m € (d — 4,d|.
The problem (1.1)-(1.2) is well-posed and the unique solution can be represented by (3.1) in sense of distri-
butions, which satisfies u € W,.>?(R3) almost surely for any q > 1 and

loc

d—m d—m 1 1
in<2———2——— ——=¢.
O<a<m1n{ > > +d<q 2)}

For m > d, by classical acoustic wave scattering theory we know that the solution of the direct problem
admits a pointwise explicit integral representation (3.2). However, for m < d, we only know that (3.2) holds
in sense of distributions. In the rest of this section, we show that (3.2) holds pointwisely, which implies
u € L*(RY).

The following lemma is useful in the subsequent analysis.

LEMMA 3.1. Supposing that py,p> € (1,d) and py + pa > d, we have that the inequalities

1 1
dy <
== S g
and

loglz—yl| ,  1+[loglx—z]]
Dly—xlPily—zr2 = fe—z|prtrad

hold for x,z € RY,

Proof. Without loss of gengerality, assume z = 0. Letting y' = ‘i—‘ we obtain

| x|d pP1—p2 1
[ weo
Jp |y —x|Pr]y[P2 R |y — £|P1]y|P2 jx|prtpa—d
which proves the first inequality. The second inequality can be proven similarly. d

LEMMA 3.2. Forany x € R we have ®(x,-) € WP (RY) with u € (0,1), 1 < p <

loc u+d 1

Proof. Consider the Slobodeckij semi-norm

e N et S

The norm of W!T#-?(D) can be expressed by

d
iy =l 2 0l
i=1

Without loss of generality, we assume x € D CC R?. Firstly we consider the case when d = 3. Notice

ek PP piklv—y| KO = xi) P =yl — (i — i)
—, (x,y) = 3
4mlx —y| 4rlx—y|

q)(xvy) =

)

which gives ®(x,-) € WIP(D) with 1 < p < % Therefore, we only need to show

|9;D(x,y) <eo, j=1,2..d,

|Wu (D)
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forO<pu<land 1 <p< % Clearly, we only need to consider the term which has higher singularity.
Hence, it suffices to show

, PR
ikl |yx1_y|l3 e WHP (D)

forO<pu<landl <p< ﬁ Using the fractional Leibniz rule in [14] gives

Yj—Xj
lx—yP?

Yi—Xj

eik\xfy\ Yi—Xj
=y

33
G- lx—y[?

S ek
WHP (D)

ik|x—y
+ M i)
WP (D)

L=(D) .
LP(D)

It is straightforward to verify el € W1=*(D), which implies
(3.4) € | (py < o0, (X i) < .
Combining (3.3)—(3.4), we only need to prove

Xi—Yi
e —y3

€ WHP(D)

3

f0r0<u<1and1<p<2+u.

It is easy to verify

Xi— )i cwh
lx =yl

(D),

where 1 < p’ < 3. Applying Sobolev embedding theorem yields

Xi =i

(3.5)
e =]

€ WH4(D),

where 0 < <landg < % Next we will show that

1

3.6 P
-0 P

€ WP (D)

forO<pu<landl <p< . To this end, direct calculations imply

3
2+u
-2 —2|P
x— —lx—z x—=z|P 4+ x—=y|P)|lz—y|P
//H ¥ =] 3| | ddeS//( |+3| ylz)l yI2 dydz
DD ly —z|Prt Jp Jp [y —2|PHH3|x — 2 *P|x — y|*P

(3.7) ://Iy—ZI*“’(“*””)Ix—yI*”Ix—ZI*Z”dde//Iy—ZI*(”(“*””)IX—ZI*”Ix—yI*Z”dde-
DJD DJD

Applying Lemma 3.1 gives

1
(=D 43) |, 7P|y | 2P < [/ __ > &
(3.8) /D/Dly Z] o=y Plx—z| dydzN/D|x_Z|2,,+m,< :

when 0 < u < 1land p < % Inserting (3.8) into (3.7) gives (3.6).
Applying fractional Leibniz rule yields

1
lx —y|?

1
lx —y|?

Xi — Vi

lx—yf?

Xi—Yi
lx =y

Xi = Vi

(3.9)
lx =y

)

L4 (D)

WH:P (D) ~ (D) WH-P (D) W4 (D)



6 T. WANG, X. XU AND Y. ZHAO

where % + Cl] = % We have known that

1
(3.10) — < oo,
|x—y|2 WP (D)
for0<u<1,1<p<ﬁand
G.11) X <oo
e =yl Wia(D)

forO<pu<l,1<g< % Obviously, it can be verified

1

(3.12) -
lx —y[?

L4 (D)

with 1 < ¢’ < 3. Hence, we can choose 1 < g < % and 1 < ¢’ < 3 which gives

3
P T

Then by combining (3.9)—(3.12) we arrive at

Xi — Vi

< oo
x—y[3 ’

WHr (D)

which completes the proof when d = 3.
When d = 2, the discussion is analogous as d = 3 by noticing the asymptotic relations

(1 2i t
Hy ' (1) =—1log -+ O(1
)=~ log 3 +0(1)
and Y
(1) !
H,'(t)=——+40(t
o (1) T (t)
when r — 0. We omit it for brevity. d

Combining Lemma 2.1 and 3.2, we have the following regularity result.

THEOREM 3.2. Let f be a microlocally isotropic Gaussian random function of order m € (d —4,d|.
The solution to the direct scattering problem admits the following representation which holds pointwisely

(3.13) u(x) = —/Rdcb(x,y)f(y) dx.

Moreover, u € L (R?) almost surely.

Proof. For any fixed x € RY, combining Lemma 2.1 and 3.2 gives that (3.13) is well-defined, i.e.

(3.14) () <L) s () 1y~ () < o0
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with J . .
o<u<l, Il<p<— and —+—=1.
H P=vra— p r

Now we show u € L™ (Rd ). Recalling (3.1), there exists a sufficient large Ry such that D C Bg, and
|P(x,y)| <C, |V,®(x,y)] <C and |V§CI>(x,y)| <C, xeR¥\Bg,,yeD,

where C is a constant independent of x and y. Hence for any x € R? \Bg,, there holds

(3.15) [DCx, ) l[wrswrpy < [P ) lw2rpy < C,

where C is a constant independent of x. For any x € Bg,, we have

(3.16) ”(I)(xv')HWH#’I’(D) < qu(xa')”WHu»P(BRO) < ”q)(xv')HWH#’l’(BzRO) = ||<I’(0a')||wl+#,1’(32,e0)-

Combining (3.14)—(3.16) we complete the proof. d

It can be verified that using the regularity result in Theorem 4.1 and Sobolev embedding theorem one
can only have u € L*(R?) when m > 2(d — 2). Hence, the above theorem enhances the regularity result in
Theorem 4.1.

4. Inverse problem using near-field data. In this section, we derive the stability estimate by near-field
data. Denote a(x,&) = c(x,&) — h(x)|E| ™. Assume that f satisfies the following assumption.

Assumption (A). The random source f is a real-valued microlocally isotropic Gaussian random function
of order m > d — 1. The covariance operator has the symbol c(x,&) with the principal symbol h(x)|E|™™
satisfying (i) |h(x)| < M for x € D; (ii) |c(x,&)| < M(1+|E|)™" for & € R? and x € Dy (iii) |a(x,&)| <
MI|E|~"H) for |E| > 1 and x € D. Here M > 0 stands for a constant.

We first give a bound with a high frequency tail for the Fourier transform of 4 in terms of the source
function. Recalling the definitions in Section 2, the covariance of f can be expressed by

s =2 ( [ [ sirore S o) = [ [ Ktesre 5o ay
Br Br JBr

=@n)” /B /B /Rd S G S (v, §) dEdndy
/BR/W Ee(x,§)8(E +m)dEdr = / e (148) ¢, - 1) dx

=/, e M n(x) | " dx+ MRIO(In |~ ")
R

= n|~"h(& + 1) + MR?O(|n|~"*Y).

Therefore, we obtain

M&+n%4mmﬂﬂ@ﬂnD+Mﬂ0<%0-

Taking & = k6; and 1 = k6, with 6;, 6, € S¢~!, one arrives at

@1 h(k(01 +6,)) = MWE(w%ﬁ@%”+MWO<@>
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Next, we bound the term E(f (k6y) f(k6,)) by the correlation data on dBg. Multiplying the governing
equation (1.1) by the plane wave e~"*%* and integrating by parts yield

(4.2) fe*"‘" iYdx= [ dyu(x)e *%* — 9, (e *0)y(x) dx.
9B
Taking expectation gives that
E(f (k61)/ (k62)) = / E(yu(x)dyu(y))e MO0 ds(x)ds(y)
dBgr JOBR
[ E@uuuly)e MO ik, ) ds()ds(y)
JoBg JoaBy
~ [ E@uu(yue)e MO (kg - 2 ds(xds(y)
JoBg JoBy

— [ ] Eut)e SOOI (6, 5)(61 -5) ds(x)ds )
B J OB

~

4.3) =Y I;(k,6,6,),
j=1

where £ = x/|x|. By inserting (4.3) into (4.1) and noticing
{60:0=6,+6,,6,,0,cS" "V ={6cR?: |0 <2},
we derive the inequality

. 5 ) 4 ) M2R2d
4.4) |h(‘§)| 5 sup  k m| Z Ij(kv 91762)' + 2
91,9268‘171 j=1

which holds for all || < 2k. For convenience, denote
€’ (k,0,,6,): Z |1j(k,61,6,)
Jj=

with k > 0 and 6;,6, € S~!. From the equation (1.1) and the Sommerfeld radiation condition (1.2), it can
be verified that
u(x;—k) =u(xk), keR,

where the notation u(x; k) is used to exhibit the dependence of the solution on the wavenumber k. Therefore,
the definition of €>(k, 8, 6,) can be extended to C as

4
2(k,01,6,) : Z (k,01,60);(—k,01,6,).
Consider the multi-frequency data characterized as

er = sup Sz(k, 01,6,),
k€[0,K],01,6,€S4~!
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where K > 0 is the upper bound of the frequency. Denote a sectorial domainby Z = {z € C: |argz| < w/4}.
In what follows, we show that £2(k, 81, 8,) is analytic and has an upper bound for k € %. We only consider
the term I since the discussions for I, I3,1, are similar. Recalling (3.13), we deduce

I (k,6y,6:)
= Lo L B O as(x)ast)

- /a . /a . /D /D Ty, T RE(S () £(1)) dededs(x)ds(y)

:/a . /a . /D /D J(x,y,71,1:K)K (7,1 drdrds(x)ds(y),

where we denote
J(X,y, T,l;k) = av(x><l>(x, T)av(y)(l)(yﬁ)e*ik(el x+62-y) .

Obviously, J is analytic with respective to k € Z. In order to show /) is also analytic, we shall verify the
following estimates

4.5) /a . /a . /D /D 1K (7,0) (x,y, 7, 1:k)| dTdeds(x)ds(y) < oo

4.6) /a . /a . /D /D K (2,0)90J (x,y, 7, 1:k) | ddrds(x)ds(y) < oo

which hold uniformly with respect to k € Z. As a consequence, the derivative can be taken under the
integral. We only prove (4.5), since (4.6) can be proven similarly. It is necessary to discuss the singularity
of K¢(t,t). Inspired by [10], we show in the following lemma that the kernel K¢(x,y) can be represented as
the sum of a singular part and a continuous remainder which is bounded under assumption (A).

LEMMA 4.1. Let the random function f satisfy assumption (A). The covariance function Ky has the

following form:
(DIfa<m—(d—1)<a+1witha=1,2,3..,

Kp(x,y) = ch(x)lx —y|" = + F(x.y)

where c is a constant dependent on m,d and F,(x,y) € C*%(R? x RY) with « € (0,m—d —a+1).
(i) Ifd—1<m<d,

K¢ (x,y) = ch(x)|x = y|"¢ + Fu(x,y)

where c is a constant dependent on m,d and F,(x,y) € CO%(R? x RY) with a € (0,m—d + 1).
(iii) If m = d,
Ky(x,y) = ch(x)log|x—y|+ Fu(x.y)

where ¢ is a constant dependent on d and Fy,(x,y) € C%%(R? x R?) with o € (0, 1).
For all of the above three cases, we have

1 Einll L=(pxpy S M.
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Proof. We first consider the case a < m— (d — 1) <a+ 1. Choose a radially symmetric cut-off function
x(&) € C3(RY) such that (&) = 1 when || < 1. Recalling (2.1) , we deduce

Kixr=).0) = [ 7 el D000+ [ (1= )al))9 () dy
@) + [, 0=2@hwIE[ (7 9)(E)dg

with the test function ¢ € 2. Notice that vy (x,y) :=.Z ! (xc(x,-))(y) € .7 (R? x RY) with suppv C D x R4
and the bound

@) G SM [ 1201 +1E)7"4E <M.
supp

Denote v;(x,y) =.Z ' ((1 — x)a(x,-))(y). Obviously v, is smooth and compactly supported with respect to
x. Recalling 1 — y vanishes when |£| < 1, then assumption (A) implies

(1= 2(8))alx.&)| S Mg~

Take p, g such that 2 < p < oo and % + %1 = 1. Applying assumption (A) and Hausdorff-Young inequality
gives the inequality

V206 ) s gty = 1= 8)2v2 (e, Ml oy S 1L+ 1)1 = 2)alx,) | agray

1
1 q
<M/ — d <M.
< <ézl BGR 5) <

The above inequality holds uniformly with respect to x if and only if (m+ 1 —s)g > n which can be satisfied
by choosing s >0 and s —d/p < m— (d — 1). Then using Sobolev embedding theorem gives W*?(R?) C
C*0-%(R?) with kg € N, & € (0, 1] such that kg + o« = s —d/p. Whena <m —(d—1) <a+1witha € N,
we can choose p sufficiently large such that s is close to m — (d — 1) which implies ky, @ can be chosen as
ko=aand 0 < a < m— (d — 1) — a. Furthermore, one has v, € C*%(R? x RY) and
(4.9) V206, )| = e ety < V2 (s )l o ey < (V2 (2, sy S M-
The third term in (4.7) can be rewritten as

W) [ 7= )8 0) b
Now we claim when m > d,

(4.10) FHA=011"™G) =cily™ " +81(y),

where c; is a constant only dependent on m,d and g|(y) € C*(R?). In fact, direct calculation gives

FH =0l M) =" F =2 TE) + (ZE)’d/Rd MIE T IE) — x(8)) dé.
Notice that m > d and choose ) to be a radially symmetric function. We have that

cr=F (1= ™)
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is a finite constant. As y € C7’, we have that

g10):= m) [ IEl T ((b1E) - 2(6)) d
is smooth and bounded with respect to y. In conclusion, when m > d, by combining (4.7)—(4.10) we have

K(x,x—y) = eth()y" ="+ vi(x,y) +v2(x,y) + h(x)g1 (),
which gives
K/ (5.3) = emah(x =3[" I+ Fu(v),  [Fulpmqemey S M
with
Fn(x,y) := v (x,x —y) +va(x,x —y) + h(x)g(x —y) € C“*(RY x RY)
fora<m—(d—1)<a+1.

Then we consider the case d — 1 < m < d. Denote by I the Gamma function ['(B) = [;°t# e~ dr. One
has the identity

27 e
(411) |€| (m/z)/o tm/2 le [‘5‘2/2(11‘

One also has
(4.12) F (e 8112 (y) = (2m) /2~ d/2e b1/ 20),

Applying (4.11)-(4.12) gives
L= 2EDHWIE (T 0)(E)E = () [ I F (1= F 0 )y
— cah(x ( )L b tomavs [ iz o) )dy)

@13 =eh) [ (P 0 0)100)

m+d /2

where ¢, = W ((d —m)/2). Moreover, g2(y) := c2[| - [" ¥ *.% ' x)(y)] is smooth. Combining (4.7)-
(4.9) and (4.13) yields

Kp(x.y) = cah(@) e =y" "+ F(x,y),  |Fllp=nxp) SM

with
F(xvy) = vl(x,x—y) +V2(X,X—y) +h(x)g(x_y) € COﬂURd X Rd)

ford—1<m<d.
At last, consider the case when d = m. Rewrite the right-hand side of (4.7) as

0= 2EDhWIE (7 0)(E) g

—m+d/2 m—d _
- i(er/Z) [((d=m)/2+1)h(x) /R,, g,'_T)/;y((l 07 '9)(y)dy
L2 - m2i) [ F (-7 0) )y
['(m/2) JRA
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Letting m — d in, we obtain
[, (=2 EwIE (7)) az
@i =—ch() [ logblF (1= 0)F 00+ [ F(1-0)F9)0)dy

with constants ¢4, ¢; > 0. Notice that

@15) ) = -caliogl- |+ 7 i) v { 1= [ 7 a0}
is smooth. Combining (4.7)-(4.9) and (4.14)—(4.15) yields

Ky (x,y) = cah(x)log|x — y| + Fu(x,y), HF||L°°(D><D) M

with
Fn(x,9) := v (x,x —y) +va(x,x —y) + h(x)g3(x —y) € CO*(RY x RY)
form=d. a

In what follows, we show that [; is bounded with respect to k € # and similar arguments apply to
b, Iz,14. We consider the following two situations.
Case 1. Letm > d — 1 and m # d. We have from Lemma 4.1 that

Ky (x,y) = ch(x)pe = y|"~ + Fu(x,),

which yields that the kernel is continuous or weakly singular. Therefore, (4.5) holds for k € & and thus I; is
analytic. Moreover, when k = kj + iky € Z, we further obtain the following bound

se [ ][] 100000100 @0u) () — 1" 4-M) dedds(x)ds(y)
9Bg JoBr JD JD
(4.16) <y / / / / 10y ) @3, )y @ 1) (|7 — 1"~ + 1) dededs(x)ds(y).
9Bg JoBr JD JD

To proceed, noting that the Green function ® takes different forms for d = 2 and d = 3, we discuss the
following two cases.

If d = 3, a direct calculation gives
[key |kl ekilx—yl

(4.17) |9y () P (x,¥)] <

drmlx—y| = Amlx—y?
‘We show that
(4.18) 1| < PCREDIMIMRY (1 + |k [)2.

In fact, we only need to estimate the term with highest singularity. To this end, with the help of Lemma 3.1
we have the following estimate

14|t —rz|"d
/ / // ul 2T| drdrds(x / / / ey =g s s0)
dBg JIBR |x T| |y dBg JIBg |x T| y—1 |

< - <R*
(4.19) hS /¢93R ./BBR |x_y|ds(x)ds(y) <R
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For other parts in right-hand side of (4.16), we have simialr estimates. Combining (4.16) and (4.19) yields
(4.18).
When d = 2, by the following integral form of the Hankel function [13]

(4.20) H)(z) = Ce* / ey (sj2— i) s,
0

we obtain
[key | ek ekl

T T 3
kix=y)[2 Jkl2lx—y|2

10y () @(x,¥)] < k€% ,xeD,ye dBg.

Then in a similar way as the derivation of (4.18), we can obtain

@.21) 11| < [kt 71 PCREDRIMRY (14 [k ]2,
Combining (4.18) and (4.21) gives the estimate

(4.22) 11| < PRERIMRA2 kg |73 (14 [k )2,

Case 2. When m = d , Lemma 4.1 shows K (7,t) = ch(t)log|t —t|+ F,(7,t) which is still weakly
singular. Therefore, we can apply the second inequality of Lemma 3.1 to verify /; satisfies the inequalities
(4.22).

Combining the above arguments, we arrive at the following lemma which provides the analyticity and
boundedness of the data with respect to k € Z.

LEMMA 4.2. Suppose that the random function f satisfies assumption (A). We have that I;(k, 01,6,), j =
1,...,4, is analytic with respective to k € Z%. Furthermore, the following estimates

|Il (k, 91792)| 5 62(2R+1)‘k1‘MR2d72|k1|d73(1 + |k1|)27
L (k,81,6,)] < 2CRHDIMIMRM2 [k |472(1 + [ky),
|3 (k, 61, 62)| < e PRHDMIMRA 2 ey |12 (1 [ky ),
|I4(k, 91 , 92)| 5 62(2R+1)‘k1‘MR2d72|k1 |d*17

hold for k = ki + ik, € Z.

REMARK 4.1. (i) Conclusions like Lemma 4.2 also hold for I;(—k, 0,,6,), j =1,2,3,4 after analogous
discussions.

(ii) We have to use Lemma 3.1 to derive inequality (4.19). Indeed, for x,y € 0Bg and t,7 € D, by a
direction calculation one has

o ] |m ¢ 4 4
d’cdtds( Yds(y) S R*/dist(dBg,D)".
9By JaBg

p =Py —12

However, when dist(dBg,D) — 0, the right-hand side of the above inequality tends to infinity. Based on this
reason, we use Lemma 3.1 to estimate this integral.

The following unique continuation argument [ 1 1] is useful in the subsequent analysis.
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LEMMA 4.3. Let U(z) be an analytic function in % and continuous in %. If

U(z)| <e, ze€(0,L],
U@ <V, ze2,
U(z)| =0, z=0,

with constants €,L,V > 0, then there exists a function |1(z) satisfying

u(z)>1/2, z€ (L,2'%L),
T

{#()> N&/L =112 2 (2'4L,00)

such that
U(z)| <Verd, Ve (L,eo).

Combining Lemma 4.2—4.3 yields the following conclusion.

LEMMA 4.4. Let f satisfy assumption (A). Then we have the estimte
|82 (k, 61 , 92)| 5 K71M2R4d7482u(k)€(8R+5)k, ke (K, oo)
with the function | (k) satisfying

w(k) >1/2, ke (K,2'/*K),

(4.23) { [.L(k) T 1((k/K) )*1/2, k€(21/4K,oo).

Proof. Denote U (k) = ke*(k,6;,6,). We have that U(0) = 0 and U (k) is analytic and continuous for
ke Z#. It follows from Lemma 4.2 when k € %,

4
8R+5|k 24d4
(O] < [kl Y 11;(k |Z|Il k)| < MR
j=1

which yields
| —(8R+5) kU( )| < M2RA4
Obviously, for k € (0,K], one has |e~®%+3)ky (k)| < €2. Applying Lemma 4.4 to e~ 8R+K{ (k) gives
e BRESEG ()| < MPRM4e24K) | | e (K, o0)
where p (k) satisfies (4.23). Thus, we have
1€2(k, 61, 6,)| < KT M2RM 4240 (BRI f o (K oo).

which completes the proof. d

Denote g = {h € C§(D) : ||| ys(ray < Q} with s > 0. We are now in a position to state the increasing
stability result of inverse random source problem. The proof adopts the argument of analytic continuation
developed in [25].
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THEOREM 4.1. Let the random function f satisfy assumption (A) and assume h € €p. We have the
following stability estimate
2 2m+ 24 2 ar2 QP +M?
(4.24) HhHLz(D)ﬁK Gret+ (R+1)" 5 —f——,
K30sd) E5a
with E = |loge]|.
Proof. Without losing generality, we assume € < ¢~ . Then take
1 2 1 1 1.1 1
———K3E%, 2%((8R+5)m)3K3 < E*4,
K, E% <24((8R+5)m)iK5.
If 21 ((8R+ S)n)%K% < E?%, wehave A > 21K > K. Then fork (K,A], applying Lemma 4.4 yields

2(k,61,6,) < K1 R4 2 g21(K) ,(BR+S)k

1

SKRYMAM? exp{(SR +5)A — %E (k/K)*—1)"2 }

2 1
K3E1 2F
<K 'R¥ M exp (8R+5)% — —(k/A)?
(BR+5)m)s 7

1

2\ 3
<K IR expd —2 (@) K3E? (1—%E%)

Noticing that £ < e~! implies

Then we get

425) €}k, 61,6,) <K 'MPRMHexp { —(8R+5)

Here we have used e < n!/x" where n € N. Combining (4.4) and (4.25) gives the estimte

1

" R*
— +K° - ’ = )
h ZSMZ 5 K 1M2A2mR4d 4 > 5 - <2A
A ((8R+5)3K3E2)"
which yields
A 1
(4.26) /m A(E)]PdE S RMMPAT 2 4 R4k q s
Jig|<2ay 8R+5)5K3EZ)"
By the condition || 4[| ys(gay < Q, We obtain
2
< Q

7 2
“.27) /WAV HEPE S 5o



16 T. WANG, X. XU AND Y. ZHAO

Taken >m+1and y= %}/d > (2 yd) = Zys Therefore, together with (4.26)—(4.27)

we have the mequahty

(Q2+1)(R+1)2d+% N M2R4d74
KT KB(1+R)™™

hl|? :/ h 24 h 24 < Emva
il = [, WEOPE+ [ (EPaE B

E|>24Y

where B =1+ 2n— %(Zm—i-ZHd) Taking n > max{3d — 7 — m2m+2}andﬁ> 2s+d) we have

MZ
(4.28) A2 S R+ 1205 LM
K 25+d E23+d
If 21 ((8R+5)7r)§lK% > E1, it is straightforward to get
B2, = h(E)?dE + / h(&))*d
A AN LI R
s 2 2
(4.29) 5K’”+mez+R2’f +Q <K TTE? 4+ (R+ 1) ﬁMX;Q
Kot K30+ E 35ra
Combining (4.28) and (4.29), we complete the proof. a

The stability estimate (4.24) consists of the Lipschitz data discrepancy and a logarithmic stability. The
latter illustrates the ill-posedness of the inverse source problem. Observe that as the upper bound K of
the frequency increases, the logarithmic stability decreases which leads to the improvement of the stability
estimate. Clearly, the stability estimate (4.24) implies the uniqueness of the inverse problem.

5. Inverse problem using far-field data data. In this section, we consider using the far-field data

given by

(5.1) w(@k) = ~Cak? [ )y
R
Here C; is a constant dependent on the dimension d. According to [18], we have for 7 > 0 that
E[u™ (£,k+ 7)u(%, k)

d

= |CaP (k4 1) TRT /IR e R () £ ()] dvd:

B

= |Cal*(k+ T)%}de/ [/ Kf(y,z)eﬂkx'(y*z)dz} eﬂﬁ'yd}’)
R4 R4
= Gkt 2) TR | / h(y)e IS dylke| " + / alnkR)e 2y )|
R
ko34 ~
—|C,2 ( o ) T A3 R(R) + MO(KT™).

Hence we have

N S — M
h(2)| < ’IC’"H"IIE[MM()?,k%— (R |+
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which gives
2

REPS  sp WEEREE (1 @R+

- R forall |§| < k.
0<n<l,xe

Based on the above estimate, we introduce the data discrepancy in a finite interval I = [0, K] with 0 < K as
follows

= sup  E(kn,%)
kel,ne(0,1),2€S?

where
2

82(k,n, %) := K" B3R (£, (1 + n)k)u(%,k))]

As the source function is real-valued, we have u(x,k) = u(x, —k) and then u>(x,k) = u™(x, —k). Hence, we
can analytically extend &%(-,1,%) from R* to C as follows

E2(k, 1, £) = K2 DR (2, (14 m))u (7, KB (&, ~(1+mu” (%K), ke C,
by noticing that for k > 0
E(k, ) = [ B[ (%, (1 m)K)u=(E K]

‘ 2

Recall Z = {z € C: |argz| < m/4}. In order to apply Lemma 4.3 for &2(k,n,%) in %, we shall show
&2(k,n, %) is analytic and bounded for k € Z. Recalling (5.1), for k € %, we have

Bl & (1 )™ (2 —8))| S [ [ e 50merp)dy [ () o
< [k[4-3 /D /D e HME kT3, oy
S KPP K (3,2) 11 oy
with Dy = diam(D). Lemma 4.1 gives that the kernel is weakly singular and
1K,2) 11 oy S M-
Hence, we have the estimate
(5:2) B (5, (1 4+ a5, ~R)| S K720y,

The above arguments guarantee the analyticity and boundedness of the data. In summary, we arrive at the
following lemma.

LEMMA 5.1. Suppose that the random field f satisfies assumption (A). We have that &*(k,n,%) is ana-
Iytic with respect to k € Z with the following upper bound

£ (k) S ISP a2,

Using Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 5.1 we have the following lemma.
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LEMMA 5.2. Let f satisfy assumption (A). Then we have the estimte
|‘Z:2(k7 61792)| SMzézu(k)e(()DOJrl)ku ke (K,oo)
with the function W (k) satisfying

(k) >1/2, ke (K,2'4K),
{ (k) > 7 ((k/K)* = 1)1, ke (214K, e0).

Following the arguments in the proof of Theorem 4.1 in a straightforward way, we have the following
increasing stability estimate by far-field data. The proof is omitted for brevity.

THEOREM 5.1. Let the random function f satisfies assumption (A) and assume h € €p. Then there
holds the inequality
2d 2+ M?
53) hls ) S K752+ —2

- & 4
K 3Cs+d) E 7

where E = |log€|.

6. Conclusion. We establish an increasing stability of an inverse random source problem for the
Helmbholtz equation. The analysis employs properties of the covariance kernel and the explicit Green func-
tion. A possible extension of the current work is to investigate the increasing stability of inverse random
source problem in an inhomogeneous media, where the explicit Green function is no longer available. An-
other interesting topic is the stability for the nonlinear inverse random potential problem. We hope to report
the progress of these problems in forthcoming works.
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