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Intensity Specitral Density (Travel Time Comected)
in 2-D Random Media (Gaussian ACF)
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Figure 1. Temporal change in the intensity spectral density at a diamé&D random me-
dia characterized by a Gaussian ACF vs. lapse time, whgtie the characteristic time. It
shows the travel time corrected solution.
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Figure 2. Envelope broadening at 200 km distance from a point source in 2-D random media,
where the randomness is characterized by the Gaussian ACF. Solid and broken curves for the
MS envelope with travel time corrected (single realization) and that without travel time cor-
rection (ensemble average).



RMS Envelopes Calculated Using Local Rytov
and Finite Difference
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Figure O . Envelope broadening at 200 km distance from a point source in 2-D random me-
dia, where the randomness is characterized by the Gaussian ACF.



