-AFGL-TR-88-0151

. . ESTIMATES OF SEISMIC DETECTION CAPABILITY
IN THE SOVIET UNION BASED ON NORESS OBSERVATIONS

Thomas J. Sereno, Jr.
Steven R, Bratt

AD-A203 620

Science Applications International Corp. . . o
10260 Campus Point Drive g b
San Diego, CA 92121 .

1 July 1988

Final Report
1 February 1986 - 31 January 1988

AIR FORCE GEOPHYSICS LABORATORY

AIR FORCE SYSTEMS COMMAND

UNITED STATES AIR FORCE

HANSCOM AIR FORCE BASE, MASSACHUSETTS 01731-5000

1028

DESTRUCTION NOTICE: Por classified duocuments, follow the pl’ocedurelo 6
in DoD 5200.22-M, Industrial Security Manual, Section II-19 or

DoD 5200.1-R, Information Security Program Regulation, Chapter IX.

Por unclassified, limited documents, destroy by any method that

will provent disclosure of contents or reconsctruction of the document.




— B e b v e B - - e

b&’ Defense Advauced Research Projects Agency
"7 _mucleatr Monitoring Research Office

— ﬁiﬂﬁznrpd‘byz Air Force Geophysics Laboratory
Contract No. F19628-86-C~0051

. f the authors
The views and conclusions contained in this document are those o
“. samd should not be interpreted as representing the official policies, either
- cipttacud or implied, of the Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency or the

k“ . ¥U.S. Government.

*This technical report has been reviewed and is approved for
publication® ’

* | Y
l HENRY A. AOSSING

: E, tract Manager Branch ief

e , .

FOR THE COMMANDER

. ' DONALD H. ECKHARDT
Division Director

: Qualified requestors may obtain additional copies from the Defense
‘ Technical Information Center.

If your address has changed, or if you wish to be removed from the
mailing 1list, or if the addressee is no longer employed by your
organization, please notify AFGL/DAA, Hanscom AFB, MA 01731,

This will assist us in maintaining a current mailing list,

(N

' Do not return copies of this report unless contractual obligations
or notices on a specific document requires that it dbe returned.

PUSIE AR

_ | . o _




DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

AIR FORCE GEOPHYSICS LABORATORY (AFSC)
HANSCOM AIR FORCE BASE, MASSACHUSETTS 01731-5000

Y JCAFGL/SULLP (Diane Corazzini, 4553) 20 December 1988
sussec: AFGL-TR-88-0151 - Estimates of Seismic Detection Capability in the Soviet
Union Based on Noress Observations '

1o.Defense Technical Information Center
Attn: Madeline Crumbacker S
Cameron Station
Alexandria, VA 22304

Attached is letter dated 20 December 1988 approving subject report for downgrading
tatement A - Approved for public release; distribution unlimited. Report sent
ctober 1988.

1 Atch
Ltr dtd 20 Dec 1988

Research Publicatiefs

cc: AFGL/SULL
AFGL/LWH




REPLY TO
ATTN OF:

sSysJeCT:

T0:

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

HEADQUARTERS ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS DIVISION (AFSC)
HANSCOM AIR FORCE BASE, MASSACHUSETTS 01731-5000

ESD/PAM (4065) 20 December 1988
AFGL-TR-88-0151

AFGL/SULLP (Diane Corazzini) . .-

ESD/PAM has no objection fo release of the above-referenced
Technical Report, "Estimates of Seismic Detection Capability in
the Soviet Union Based on Noress Observations™ to the National
Technical Information Service,

.~
Aan, T
K%EVIN F. GILMARTIN
Chief, Media Relations
Directorate of Public Affairs

and Communication Services




S R ) IS PN 4 . -

UNCLASSIFIED
TECTATY CLASSIFICATION OF TR SAGE

REPORT DOCUMENTATION PAGE

‘ 'u.‘ REPORT SECURITY CLASSIFICATION 1b. RESTRICTIVE MARKINGS -
'yclassified
3. SECURITY CLASSIFICATION AUTHORITY ixty Socumeat has been approved
Jog pasile release ond saleg Mn
25. DECLASSIFICATION / DOWNGRADING SCHEDULE distribution fs anfimited, _,,dé 1t |
5
‘4. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION REPORT NUMBER(S)
SAIC-88/1753 AFCL-TR-88-0151
6a. NAME OF PERFORMING ORGANIZATION 6b OFFICE SYMBOL | 7a. NAME OF MONITORING ORGANIZATION
Science Applications (If applicabie)
International Corporation Air Force Geophysics Laboratory (LWH)
ADDRESS (City, State, and ZIP Code) 7o. ADORESS (City, State, and Z1P Code
6‘10580 Cam;?t'xs ‘Poi:'n: Drive (City. stace, )
San Diego, CA 92121 Hanscom Air Force Base, MA 01731-5000
8a. NAME OF FUNDING / SPONSQRING 8b. OFFICE SYMBOL 9. PROCUREMENT INSTRUMENT IDENTIFICATION NUMGER
ORGANIZATION (1 spplicable)
DARPA GSD F-19628- 86-C-0051
8c. ADORESS (City, State, and 2IP Code) 10. SOURCE OF FUNDING NUMBERS
1400 Wilson Blvd. PROGRAM PROJECT TASK WORK UNIT
Arlington, VA 22209 ELEMENT NO.  [NO. NO. JACCESSION NO.
62714E 6A10 DA BB

1. NITLE (Include Security Classification)

Estimates of Seismic Detection Capability in the Soviet Union Based on NORESS Observations J

12. PERSONAL AUTHOR(S)
Thomas J. Sereno, Jr., and Steven R, Bratt

13a. TYPE QF REPORY 13b. TIME COVERED
Final Technical fROM 2/1/86 TO 1/88

1988 July 1

14. DATE OF REPORT (Year, Month, Day) [s. 9585 COUNT

16. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTATION

The detection capability of the NO|

signal detection at NORESS is determined from

determine the relationship between the spectral

between 1-7 Hz for both seismic moment and apparent attenuation ‘memultxsis:mple
parameterization of the source and range dependence of regional Pa and Lg specua. “Fowever,

tion of single-channel spectra is not sufficient o determine detection capability. Therefore, we

17. CQSATI CODES 18. SUBIECT TERMS (Continue on reverse if necessary and identify by block number)
FIELD GROUP SUB-GROUP Regional Seismology, Attenuation, Seismic Moment, :
l Detection Capability, NORESS Inversion Soviet Union
19. ABSTRACT (C @ on reverse if necessary and identify by block number) : . ; AT wta l
5(]5”"0 BRI NYRILINN

amyiswimmdandthemhsmusedml A

wumamﬂndmcuon&mshoﬂofamm:tindudingNORESS-typemomhﬁeSowué
Union. First.meﬂequemy-dependemamuanonofhmdLgnNORESSismmatedby; ’
inverting single-channel spectra from 186 events at ranges between 200-1400 km with magni- -
tudes between 1.1 and 4.8. nnPnspecmmmvemdbetwemllsﬂzandthengncm

time domain filtered beams, so a parameteriza-

'
1
]
]
H
¢

amplitudes used in the inversion and the time "~

20. DISTRIBUT!ON/ AVAILABILITY OF ABSTRACT 21. ABSTRACT SECURITY CLASSIFICATION
Ounclassipeounumrteo () same as reT.  [J oTic USERS UNCLASSIFIED
223. NAME OF RESPONSIBLE INOIVIDUAL 125 TELEPHONE (inciude Area Code) | 22¢. OFFICE SYMBOL
James F. Lewkowicz (617) 377-3028 AFGL/LWH
00 FORM 1473, 34 MAR 81 APR edition may be used until exhausted. ECURITY £ THIS PA
i lete.
All other editions are gbtolete. , UN SIFIED
L

WMMH%J




1T P LS s B e

UNCLASSTFIED

)
! domain amplitudes used in signal detection. We find that the temporal signal-to-noise ratio DR
7._.(SNRY for Pn on a filtered beam can be expressed as a product of the single-channel spectral
L NR and terms specific to the NORESS array configuration and beamforming. This factoriza-
tion allows us to determine NORESS detection capability from our spectral parameterization, *
and to predict the Pn detection capability for other regions and other station conﬁgumions A S We |
of the pre-Lg noise. Instead, we simplyZdetermine an empirical relationship for Lg dcwctablhty
based on observed temporal amplitudes, noting that the results cannot be easily extrapolated to
_other areas with different attenuation_~To demonstrate the validity of our results for NORESS,
,;\ 2 4\ we compare predictions based on our model o observed detection statistics and to results
& obtained by Ringdal [1986] who compared detections at NORESS to bulletins produced by
7« local seismic networks. - Finally, we use the NORESS results to normalize simulations of the
, detection capability of a network of NORESS-type arrays; 13 external to the Soviet Union and
20 intemal. If the frequency-dependent attenuation and noise in the USSR are like those
observed at NORESS, we estimate the 90% M threshold for detecting 3 Pn phases for events
in the Soviet Union to be between 2.4 and 2.7. For 3 Pn or Lg detections the threshold is
reduced by about 0.2 t0 0.3. If Qp, is 50% greater throughout the Soviet Union than estimated
for Scandinavia, the 90% M, threshold is between 2.3 and 2.6. If Qp, is 50% lower than
estimated for Scandinavia, the threshold is between 2.7 and 2.9, These simulations are care-
fully normalized by the actual detection capability of a prototype for stations that might be
installed. However, estimates of attenuation and noise inside the Soviet Union are needed to
determine how they actually differ from those at NORESS. Also, the NORESS detection
capability estimates (and therefore the simulations) are for average conditions, and there are
regular variations that must be taken into account when estimating treaty monitoring capability.

7 - : S
- s _ \, ..... '
Accession For R ' B
NTIS GRA&I g . o
DTIC TAB : : . _
Unannounced O } L
Justificaf{.inn i g
By N
Distribution/ ]

Availability Codes :
- |Avail and/or ---}|. o»v®
‘ -
. Dist'. _Sge:cial . \ '
- . - ;.‘.‘\.S.;. ‘ & .
| |
A-l

UNCLASSIFIED




Table of Contents

1. SUMMARY ...crcninnessnenmsssmssessmssassnesesssansssasssesssssssssesasnssssesssns vertseesenecrsnsasesrsases 1

1.1 ODJECLIVES ... ssanseesssscsesissssse s sssensesssassssssosssosssasssesssasssesssassssssssases 1

1.2 Reports 1

1.3 Summary of "Estimates of Seismic Detection Capability in

the Soviet Union Based on NORESS Observations” ............ccccoconniunneees 3

131 IRITOAUCHON .........oceeveennseesesosrnsrssissnsssssssssssassasassesssensssasenss 3

1.3.2 APProaCR .......cuneirsinievirnincnnsessssasenecssssssnsssansssisssssssssnsstssssssess w 3

1.3.3 RESULLS ...nceeenesecrrcriariassressssssssonnsscansssasssass susssssasssssssssssisssssssssssassassesossansnsones 4

1.3.4 Outline of report reteaesassssan it eseteastanstsntsenstsanes 8

2. SPECTRAL INVERSION revessesisnasnesssaaens 10

2.1 Method - 10

2.2 Data ceeeereasses s aese s asse s abaeA s Re SR et Sea RO eSS SRR s RSSO RSO RSB b R R b0 12

2.3 Results .......... . 15

2.3.1 Seismic moment and Q ...........eeeeeneeveieanen . 15

2.3.2 Simulation of NORESS SPECITG ........cueienenevnecansiassssnsrssssssassasanssss 19

3. TEMPORAL AMPLITUDES AND DETECTABILITY ... .21

3.1 Detection StatiStiCs ................ccevrvimueimnruncorscnsnnnsssensesessnsocases 21

3.2 Relationship between spectral and temporal amplitudes 25

3.2.1 NOISE ....neoeeirertecsinisnsrrensasnsesisensnsssssrsssesensasesens w 25

322 SURAL ....c.oneivnesirreseniitennatnsn s s e nes 29

3.2.3 Signal-to-Noise 31

3.3 Regional wave detectability 33

3.3.1 Pn detectability 34

3.3.2 Lg detectability .........ueeuecseesessressiorisssserssisscsssassssssssssssssssossssssssassassssssns 37

3.4 Detection capability of the NORESS array ....................... veruserearaniearssasrens 37

4. DETECTION CAPABILITY SIMULATION veeessenssusensssissases 41

4.1 Extrapolation of NORESS capability .............cconirovrmeinnnnsneesniesnsesnssernesene 41

4.2 Detection Capability in the Soviet Union ...............cccooecevmemsecnrerenrennenrnnins 48

5. CONCLUSIONS ......ooreriicsressansssssssstsstssssssmsssesssessasssssssassssasssssssssasssssssssasssssessssssasssessasnss 58

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS ...ttt ssss s ssssssssessssssssssssssssssssasesssassses 62
REFERENCES .........occ.oooooeoooseessesesssssssessossssssssssesssssosesissses sssss s srsssesssssss e sesssssssessessies 63 q

iii




1. SUMMARY
1.1 Objectives
This two-year project was directed toward three major objectives:

e  An assessment of the event detection and identification capabilities of the NORESS
array.

e  An estimate of the degree to which these capabilities depend on the specific charac-
teristics of this site.

e An evaluation of the CTBT monitoring capabilities using networks including sta-
tions like RSTN and NORESS.

The first two objectives were addressed in the semi-annual technical reports of this con-
tract (reports 1, 3, and 5 in the following section). This final report summarizes these previous
results, and presents extensive new work toward the third objective.

1.2 Reports
The following reports and papers were completed under support by this contract:

1.  Suteau-Henson, A. and T. Bache, Spectra of regional phases at NORESS, Semi-
Annu. Tech. Rep. SAIC 86/1967, Sci. Appl. Int. Corp., San Diego, Calif., 1986.

This is the first semi-annual report of this contract. The key issues addressed
are the signal characteristics of Pn and Lg phases recorded at NORESS (in particu-
lar, the repeatability of spectra from blasts in specific mines), an estimate of the
average ambient noise spectrum at NORESS, and an assessment of event
identification capability using the ratio of high and low frequency signal energy.

2. Suteau-Henson, A., T. Sereno, and T. Bache, Spectral characteristics and attenuation
of regional phases recorded at NORESS, Proceedings of the DARPA/AFGL
Seismic Research Symposium, Nantucket, MA, 185-190, 15-18 June 1987.

This short paper reviews the results of two studies. In one Pn spectra are com-
pared for various events to evaluate their potential for event characterization. The
second study presents preliminary results from an inversion of NORESS spectra for
Q and seismic moment.




Sereno, T., S. Bratt, and T. Bache, Regional wave attenuation and seismic moment
from the inversion of NORESS spectra, Semi-Annu. Tech. Rep. SAIC 87/1736, Sci.
Appl. Int. Corp., San Diego, Calif., AFGL-TR-87-0237, ADA187399, 1987.

This is a comprehensive investigation of the attenuation of Pn and Lg spectra
recorded at NORESS. A method is presented for inverting spectra for both seismic
moment and apparent attenuation. The method is applied to spectra from 190
regional events recorded at NORESS. The result is an accurate parameterization of
the distance and magnitude dependence of these spectra. This report is the second
semi-annual technical report of this contract.

Sereno, T., S. Bratt, and T. Bache, Simultaneous inversion of regional wave spectra
for attenuation and seismic moment in Scandinavia, J. Geophys. Res., 93, 2019-
2035, 1988.

This paper parallels our second semi-annual technical report (report 3 above)
with the exception that the Lg spectra are computed for a fixed group velocity win-
dow rather than for a fixed time length. Our resuilts for NORESS are compared to
attenuation estimates used by Evernden et al. [1986] to simulate detection capability
in the Scviet Union.

Sereno, T., and S. Bratt, Attcnuation and detection capability of regional phases
recorded at NORESS, Semi-Annu. Tech. Rep. SAIC 88/1598, Sci. Appl. Int. Corp.,
San Diego, Calif., AFGL-TR-88-0095, 1988.

The main objective of this report is to determine the relationship between the
spectral amplitudes used in our attenuation study and the temporal amplitudes used
in signal detection. This relationship is used to express the detection capability at
NORESS in terms of the spectral inversion parameters (e.g., Q and moment) and to
determine the sensitivity of our results to the specific characteristics of this site. We
compare our model to observed detection statistics and to the results of previous
investigations. This is the third semi-annual technical repont of this contract.

Suteau-Henson, A. and T. Bache, Spectral characteristics of regional phases
recorded at NORESS, Bull. Seism. Soc. Am., 78, 708-725, 1988.

This paper parallels the first semi-annual report of this contract (report 1 above).

Sereno, T., S. Bratt, and T. Bache, Regional wave detection capability at NORESS,
Proceedings of the DARPA/AFGL Seismic Research Symposium, Fallbrook, CA,
61-66, 3-5 May 1988.

This shon paper is a summary of many of the results presented in this final
report.




13 Summary of "Estimates of Seismic Detection Capability in the Soviet Union Based on
NORESS Observations”

1.3.1 Introduction

In this report we examine the detection capability of the NORESS array and its implica-
tions for estimating the detection threshold of a network of seismic stations in and around the
Soviet Union. NORESS was designed as a prototype array for regional monitoring, and it is
located within regional distance to portions of the westem USSR. Therefore, the NORESS
detection capability provides a reasonable basis for nomalizing simulations of the detection
capability of hypothetical networks in the vicinity of the Soviet Union. However, NORESS
may not represent the actual attenuation and noise for the stations in our hypothetical network,
so we also determine the sensitivity of the results to changes in the frequency-dependent signal
and noise characteristics. The primary issues involved in seismic monitoring are detection,
location, and event identification, and these are discussed below.

e Detection Capability. The primary focus of this report is on the detection capability of
hypothetical networks in the Soviet Union.

e Location. Signal detection is only meaningful if there is adequate information to locate
the source. Therefore, our simulations of detection capability require detection of at least
three phases (arrival times and azimuths) by the hypothetical network (constraining lati-
tude, longitude, and depth). Bratr et al. (1987] show that for a network including 20
NORESS-type arrays internal to the Soviet Union and 13 external, the 3-phase location
uncertainty for events near the detection threshold is about 10-15 km. This uncertainty
can be reduced with more accurate travel-time tables and/or master-event location tech-
niques, as discussed in that report. Also, Bratt et al. [1987] analyzed the sensitivity of
the location uncertainty to network configuration. We present no further work on these
issues here.

e Event ldentification. Numerous techniques have been proposed to discriminate between
explosions and earthquakes at regional distances [for review, see Pomeroy et al , 1982).
It appears that regional event identification requires the ability to distinguish relatively
subtle source effects within a cloud of complex propagation effects. For this reason, it is
important to accurately calibrate propagation effects for specific regions of interest.

In this report we concentrate on detection capability because it is the most fundamental
aspect of monitoring capability. Lowering the detection threshold gives roughly proportional
improvements to the location and identification capabilities.

1.3.2 Approach

Our approach to estimating the detection capability of a hypothetical network in the
Soviet Union involves the following steps:




1. We de'crmine an accurate parameterization of regional Pn and Lg spectra recorded at
N7RESS in terms of event magnitude and apparent attenuation. This is done by invert-
ing spectra from 186 regional events for seismic moment and apparent attenuation. With
this parameterization, we can predict the spectra for a chosen source and range and be
confident that our results are comrect within the well-defined uncertainty of our parame-
ters.

2. We determine the relationship between the spectral amplitudes and the temporal ampli-
tudes used in signal detection. This allows us to use our spectral parameterization to esti-
mate (temporal) detection capability.

3. We estimate NORESS detection capability with the spectral parameterization. Since this
detection capability is a function of the attenuation observed at NORESS and other terms
specific to the NORESS array configuration and processing, we can estimate the extent to
which our results depend on characteristics specific to NORESS. Our NORESS detection
capability model is validated with observed detection statistics.

4. We simulate the detection capability of a hypothetical network of NORESS-capability
arrays in the Soviet Union. Of course, this assumes that NORESS capability represents
the signal and noise environment in the Soviet Union. Therefore, we estimate the sensi-
tivity of these simulations to changes in the assumptions about the attenuation and noise
in the Soviet Union.

1.3.3 Results

We have determined a simple and accurate parameterization of the magnitude and dis-
tance dependence of regional Pn and Lg spectra recorded at NORESS. This parameterization
is based on the inversion of spectra from 186 events with magnitudes between 1.1 and 4.8 and
epicentral distances between 200 and 1400 km. Figure 1.1 displays the predicted Pn and Lg
spectra at 500, 800, and 1000 km for a magnitude 3.0 event, based on this parameterization.
The bottom curve is the average ambient noise spectrum at NORESS [Suteau-Henson and
Bache, 1988). The predicted Pn spectrum is nearly parallel to the noise curve at a range of
about 500 km, a result that is consistent with a NORSAR study that examined data from the
high-frequency element of the NORESS array [Ringdal et al., 1986]. At longer ranges, the
predicted frequency of the maximum signal-to-noise ratio is considerably less than 15 Hz.
Evernden et al. [1986) propose that detection capability would be enhanced at high frequency
(> 20 Hz). Our results for Scandinavia do not support this contention except at ranges less
than about 400-500 km.

Figure 1.1 is an accurate representation of Lg spectra, but cannot be used to estimate
signal-to-noise (the ambient noise curve is plotted with the Lg spectra in Figure 1.1b). The
"noise” prior to the Lg arrival is actually the ambient noise plus P and Sn coda, and is a com-
plicated function of range and source. However, we can note that the Lg spectrum reaches the
ambient noise level at a much lower frequency than the Pn spectrum, while at long periods the
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Lg amplitude exceeds that of Pn by as much as a factor of 10. This is consistent with the
observation that regional seismograms are characterized by Lg being the largest-amplitude
phase and Pn having a higher dominant frequency.

To estimate detection capability from these spectral results, it is necessary to determine
the relationship between temporal and spectral amplitudes. Signal detection at NORESS is
achieved when the short term average (STA) divided by the long term average (LTA) exceeds
a predeterminad threshold. These amplitudes are measured on filtered beams. Therefore, it is
necessary to determine the relationship between single-channel spectral amplitudes and these
time-domain amplitudes on filtered beams. For Pn we find that the emporal STA/LTA can be
expressed as a product of the single channel spectral SNR (for which we have parameterization
in terms of Q and magnitude) and terms specific to the array configuration and beamforming,
This factorization allows us to determine the extent to which our NORESS Pn detection capa-
bility estimates depend upon the specific characteristics of this site.

The Lg spectrum depends on window length and the pre-Lg noise includes the coda of
previously arriving phases. Therefore, a similar relationship can not be found for Lg. We sim-
ply note that the Lg spectral amplitudes computed for 5-s windows starting just prior to the
detection time are proportional to the STA on the beam with the maximum SNR. However,
Lg Q estimates based on fixed 5-s windows are not available for other regions, so our results
for Lg are not easily extrapolated. The pre-Lg LTA is more complex. We parameterized it as
a function of frequency, distance, beam type (coherent or incoherent), and magnitude, and the
latter is most important. We find that the log LTA increases proportional to 0.8 M;. Since
both Lg STA and LTA increase with M;, the detectability of Lg is much less dependent on
magnitude than the detectability of Pa.

We estimate NORESS detection capability using our spectral inversion results together
with an empirical parameterization of the temporal SNR. The latter is called the "detectabil-
ity,” and it gives the probability of detection of a given magnitude event as a function of epi-
central distance. The detectability is computed directly from detector parameters (e.g., the
STA, LTA, and pre-set detector thresholds). For extrapolating these results to other areas
(with estimates for the attenuation) we use our spectral inversion results and the relationship
between temporal and spectral amplitudes. To validate this procedure, we compare "predicted”
(based on our inversion results) and "observed" Pn detectability at NORESS. The dashed
curves in Figure 1.2 plot our estimates of the 90% NORESS M, thresholds for detecting Pn
and for detecting Pn or Lg, based on the "detectability.” The solid curve is the 90% M, thres-
hold for detecting Pn based on the inversion results. Also indicated in Figure 1.2 are the
results of Ringdal [1986] who estimated the 90% M, threshold for detecting P phases between
700 and 1400 km to be 2.7 and for detecting P or secondary phases in the same distance range
to be 2.5. The average distance of the events used in that study is about 960 km. The three
independent studies produce consistent estimates of the regional wave detection capability of
the NORESS amray, which lends considerable support to our spectral parameterization.

Our confidence in predictions of detection capability for other regions depends on how
well we know the regional attenuation and noise. Simulating the detection capability of
hypothetical networks within the Soviet Union is difficult because accurate atienuation esti-
mates and noise spectra are not available for that region. Therefore, we use a range of models
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Figure 1.2. Estimates of 90% M, detection thresholds at NORESS as a function of epicentral
distance. The dashed curves are based on a parameterization of observed temporal amplitudes.
Curves for detecting Pn and for detecting either Pn or Lg are plotted. The solid curve is based
on the results of our inversion of Pn spectra. The horizontal bars are detection thresholds at
NORESS as determined by comparing NORESS detections to bulletins produced by local
seismic networks [Ringdal, 1986]. Events for this study were at ranges between 700 and 1400
and the average distance was about 960 km (X).
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in our network capability simulations to determine the sensitivity of our results to attenuation
and noise characteristics. As an example, Figure 1.3 shows a SNAP/DX simulation (Bratt et
al., 1987] of the 90% M, threshold for detecting three Pn phases from a network composed of
NORESS-quality stations; 13 outside and 20 inside the USSR. In this case the NORESS
detectability, including both attenuation and noise, was used to represent Pn propagation and
detection at all stations. That is, Figure 1.3 represents the detection capability if signal and
noise are identical to that observed at NORESS throughout the Soviet Union. In terms of
NORESS M,, the threshold is between 2.4 and 2.7 in the Soviet Union. A 50% increase in Pn
Q reduces the M threshoid to between 2.3 and 2.6, and a 50% decrease in Q increases the M|
threshold to between 2.7 and 2.9. Including Lg reduces the M, threshold by about 0.2 to 0.3.
To improve confidence in these simulations of network capability, it will be necessary to obtain
accurate estimates of the frequency-dependence of attenuation and noise in the Soviet Union.

1.3.4 Outline of report

This report includes five technical sections. Section 2 reviews the method and results of
our generalized inversion of regional wave spectra. This is a summary of material in previous
reponts [Sereno et al., 1987; Seremo and Bratt, 1988). Section 3 describes the relationship
between temporal and spectral amplitudes and presents our estimates of the detection capability
at NORESS. This is a summary of the material presented in our last semi-annual report
[Sereno and Brar, 1988).

Section 4 is new work presented for the first time on detection capability in the Soviet
Union. Section 4.1 discusses the procedures and uncertainties involved in extrapolating the
NORESS results to simulate the detection capability of a network of seismic stations in the
Soviet Union. Section 4.2 presents detection capability simulations for a variety of assump-
tions about the attenuation and noise in the Soviet Union. Section 5 summarizes our major
conclusions developed during the course of this contract, with emphasis on the new results in
Section 4.
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2. SPECTRAL INVERSION

An important consideration in designing a seismic network intended to monitor compli-
ance with a nuclear test ban treaty is the spectral content of regional wave signals. For exam-
ple, Evernden et al. [1986) argue that efficient high-frequency (> 20 Hz) Pn propagation can
be exploited to reduce detection thresholds in the Soviet Union and to aid in event
identification. Of course, this implies that high-frequency sensors should be an integral part of
the seismic network. However, their argument was based primarily on 1-3 Hz amplitude data
from paths in the eastern United States, and the only high-frequency data they use to corro-
borate their result is a single Pn spectrum recorded at a range of only 190 km. In this section
we address this issue with a large data set. This is a summary of the method and results of
our previous study of frequency-dependent regional wave propagation for paths to NORESS
[Sereno et al., 1987, Sereno et al., 1988). In these studies, we inverted spectra from 186
regional events covering distances from 200 to 1400 km and magnitudes between 1.1 and 4.8
for both seismic moment and apparent attenuation. Pn spectra were inverted between 1-15 Hz
and Lg spectra between 1-7 Hz. The final result is an accurate parameterization of the range
and magnitude dependence of these spectra. We note that our results for NORESS are incon-
sistent with the attenuation model used by Evernden et al. [1986], and they do not support
their contention of enhanced detection capability at high frequency, except at ranges less than
400-500 km.

2.1 Method

This section is a brief summary of the method we used to estimate attenuation arnd source
parameters. A detailed description is given by Sereno et al. [1988). The analysis assumes a
simple source scaling model and that all observed spectra can be fit by a single frequency-
dependent Q model. We parameterize the instrument-corrected amplitude spectrum of a
seismic signal as

AP = S() G(r.ro) exp [gmﬂ] @.1)

where A(f,r) is the observed displacement spectrum at range r and frequency f, S(f) is the
source spectrum, G(r,rg) is geometric spreading, and the last term is the effective attenuation
for travel time t. The effective attenuation includes contributions from both anelasticity and
scattering.

Source spectra. We adopt a simplified Mueller and Murphy [1971] explosion source
function characterized by f 2 decay beyond a comer frequency that scales inversely with the
cube root of the long-period level. While source assumptions have had a controlling influence
in some studies of attenuation, they are not crucial for our analysis since most of the events
had magnitudes less than 3.0 and apparent comer frequencies beyond the frequency band
inverted. The source parameters estimated by the inversion are the long-period level, S, for
each event and the comer frequency scaling parameter. The explosion moments are estimated
from the long-period levels derived from Pn [Stevens and Day, 1985). Since our observations
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are from a single station and the focal mechanisms for the small earthquakes in our data set are
unknown, we do not know the radiation pattern and are therefore unable to estimate seismic
moment from the earthquake source level derived from Pn. However, since Lg samples a large
fraction of the focal sphere, the earthquake moments can be estimated from the long-period
source levels derived from Lg [Street et al., 1975). The relationships we use to estimate
seismic moment are

MG® = 4np,03S5® (Pn) .2)
M = 4np PSP (Lg) 2.3

where p, and a, are near-surface density and compressional velocity, p. and B, are the average
crustal density and shear wave velocity, and exp and eq denote explosions and earthquakes,
respectively.

The amount of Lg energy excited by an explosion is depth-dependent and complicated by
near-source wave conversions {Bennett et al., 1987]. Explosions generate Lg energy primarily
through P-SV mode conversions and scattering, while earthquakes produce much more direct
shear wave energy. Therefore, for a given source moment and focal depth, earthquakes are
expected to generate larger Lg amplitudes than explosions. We will express the long-period Lg
source level for an explosion as an unknown fraction of the long-period level for an earthquake
of equal moment and depth. That is,

5o °(Lg) = x S5'(Lg) (2.4)

where x is an unknown constant, presumably less than one. We estimate this constant using
(2.2), (2.3), and (2.4), together with the observed ratio of S§P(Lg) to S§P(Pn).

Geometric spreading. The inversion also requires that we assume the geometric spread-
ing function. Following Herrmann and Kijko {1983), we express the spreading function in the
frequency domain as

G(r.rg
G(r,ro)

(1/r) for r<r
r'él (rgn™ for r2ry .5

where r, is a transition distance from spherical spreading to spreading rate m. The Lg phase
consists of higher-mode surface waves which are accurately described at long ranges by
cylindrical spreading (m = 1/2), provided the window length is sufficient to encompass the
entire dispersed wave train. By comparing the long-period amplitude spectrum of Lg to
moments calculated from long-period surface waves, Street et al. [1975] empirically deter-
mined ry = 100 km, or roughly twice the crustal thickness. Measuring the decay rate of syn-
thetic Lg phases computed for an elastic medium, Herrmann and Kijko {1983] verified that Lg
frequency domain spreading was accurately described as cylindrical and substantiated the
empirical result of Street et al. [1975] for ry. Therefore, we adopt (2.5) with 7o = 100 km and
m = 1/2 10 approximate Lg geometric spreading.
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Less work has been done on the spreading rate of Pn. Because its energy density is
more localized about a single ray path, Pn geometric spreading is more sensitive to velocity
gradients in the upper mantle. Numerical studies of Pa indicate that for typical upper mantle
structures the spreading rate lies between r™' and #~2 (Langston, 1982; T. C. Wallace, personal
communication, 1987]. We find that an important constraint on Pn spreading is the con-
sistency of the derived source parameters from the separate Lg and Pn inversions. This cri-
terion supports a choice of ™! for the Pn spreading rate. Therefore we use (2.5) with rg = 1
km and m = 1.3 to describe Pn spreading. We experimented with other spreading rates and
found only minor differences in Q. A change in the assumed spreading rate simply trades-off
with derived moment since the observations are from a single station.

Effective attenuation. We characterize the range-dependent decay of the seismic spectrum
in terms of a power law frequency dependence of Q. That is,

0 = 0 f " 2.6)

where Q, and 1 are parameters of the inversion. No attempt is made to distinguish intrinsic
absorption from scattering. In this form, our results are easily compared to those for other
geographic regions. We have not accounted for any azimuthal variations in Q, but have com-
bined data from all azimuths into an inversion for a single, average O model. Examination of
the fit of the model to the data demonstrates the validity of this procedure.

Inversion. The input data for the inversion are the logarithms of the observed displace-
ment spectra corrected for the assumed geometric spreading. These data are inverted for
apparent attenuation, source moment, and the constant relating comer frequency and moment.
Adopting standard methods for solving non-linear inverse problems, we linearize the system of
equations governing the relationship between the data and model parameters. We assume a
starting model, compute theoretical data, subtract it from the observed data, and solve itera-
tively for the model perturbations that minimize the data residual in the least squares sense. In
practice, we have found it necessary to include damping to stablize the solution. That is, we
minimize a weighted sum of the data residuals and the model perturbation norm. The explicit
problem formulation, matrices, and partial derivatives are given by Sereno et al. (1987].

2.2 Data

The data used in this study consist of stable, array-averaged spectra for 186 regional
events recorded by the small aperture NORESS seismic array in Norway. Event magnitudes
range between 1.1 and 4.8 and epicentral distances are between 200 and 1400 km. The array
includes 25 short-period instruments in concentric rings with a maximum diameter of 3 km.
The data are digitally recorded at 40 samples per second. The NORESS short-period instru-
ment response is approximately flat to velocity between 1 and 10 Hz.

Signal processing. The Pn spectra were calculated as part of an automated seismic array
processing program (SA/AP) developed as an extension of the RONAPP program used at NOR-
SAR [Mykkeltveit and Bungum, 1984). The program computes spectra for each automatically
detected signal. The spectral estimation technique is that proposed by Bache et al. [1985]. A
10% cosine-squared taper is applied to a 5-s window starting 0.3 s before the onset time of the
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arrival on the vertical component. The time series is padded with zeros to 512 samples and
fast Fourier transformed. The same procedure is applied to a noise sample taken prior to the
first P detection. The squared noise amplitude spectrum (power) is subtracted from the
squared signal spectrum (energy density). The resulting noise-corrected signal spectra are aver-
aged across the array and corrected for the instrument response. Bache et al. [1985] show that
if the noise is random, stationary, and uncorrelated with the signal, the signal spectrum esti-
mate obtained with this method converges to the true signal spectrum as the number of ele-
ments increases. Array averaging also has the desirable effect of suppressing uncorrelated
local site effects. We experimented with Pn window lengths of 5, 10, and 15 s and found that
the spectra are insensitive to that parameter.

The inversion results presented here were obtained using Lg spectra computed for a fixed
group velocity window of 3.6-3.0 km/s. The spectra were computed for each array element,
corrected for the ambient (pre-Pn) noise, and array-averaged using the method of Bache et al.
[1985]. Our low group velocity cutoff was chosen as 3.0 km/s because our events typically
produced Lg phases with low signal-to-noise for group velocities less than this. Fixed group
velocity windows ensure that the same modes contribute to the Lg spectrum at all epicentral
distances. The Q estimated from these spectra is a measure of the average absorption of shear
waves in the crust [e.g., Campillo et al., 1985]. However, the energy distributed over such a
long time window (56 s at 1000 km) is not an appropriate measure for detection capability
assessment. We find the spectra computed for short fixed time lengths are more appropriate
for that application. Sereno and Brart [1988] compare the inversion results using Lg spectra
computed with fixed group velocity and fixed time length windows.

Events. Figure 2.1 plots the epicenters of all of the events used in the inversion. A com-
plete list of locations, origin times, and magnitudes are given by Sereno and Bratt [1988). The
location and origin times are from a local bulletin published by the University of Bergen or the
University of Helsinki, when available, or from the Preliminary Determination of Epicenters
(PDE) bulletin. Events for which an independent network solution is not available are
assigned SA/AP locations. The M, are based on the Lg amplitude computed by RONAPP.
They differ slightly from the RONAPP M, in the NORESS bulletin by being distance-corrected
to the event location computed by one of the independent networks.

Mining explosions are reported in the Helsinki bulletin and by the University of Bergen.
Events that are not reported explosions, but have locations within 50 km of a known mine are
considered of unknown source type. Other events are presumed to be earthquakes. The 186
events include 107 explosions, 63 presumed earthquakes, and 16 events of unknown source
type. In some cases only one phase was included because the other was not detected or
because it had a low signal-to-noise ratio over the frequency band used in the inversion. The
Pn inversion included 152 events, with 83 explosions, 56 presumed earthquakes, and 13 events
of unknown source type. The Lg inversion used 160 events, including 92 explosions, 53
presumed earthquakes, and 15 unknown. Of the 186 events, 126 were used for both the Pn
and the Lg analyses.

13




Figure 2.1. Map of the epicenters of events used in the inversion. Earthquakes, explosions,
and sources of unknown type are plotted with different symbois. The total number of events is
186. Of these, 152 were used in the Pn inversion and 160 were used in the Lg inversion.
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2.3 Resuits

2.3.1 Seismic moment and Q

For a fixed set of source and spreading assumptions, the separate Pn and Lg inversions
each define a range of models consistent with the observations. For example, the Pn inversion
produced models with Q between 200 £ %% and 500 f%4° that differed in data variance by less
than 5%. Similarly, Lg Q models between 420 £ %36 and 570 £ %2 produce data variances that
differ by less than 2%. To resolve these parameter trade-offs, we impose the constraint that
the separate Pn and Lg inversions give an internally consistent set of source parameters. In
particular, we require that the ratio of the Lg and Pn source levels be independent of epicentral
distance. This reduces the range of acceptable models to a set of model pairs consistent with
both sets of observations. Table 2.1 lists examples of these model pairs. Note that none of Lg
models are consistent with Pn Q, greater than 350.

Table 2.1. Q Models With Intemally Consistent Source Parameters

QL‘ QPn

420£0% 225 05
500 f0.30 280 f0.52

There is no obvious basis for choosing among these model pairs. However, Sereno et al.
(1988] note that a trade-off exists between data variance »nd variance in the moment-
magnitude relationship. Based on this trade-off, they selected Qy () = 560 f °2 as their "pre-
ferred" model. Applying the source consistency constraint, this supports a Pn O model with
Qo = 325 and n = 0.48. Although this trade-off analysis is subjective, it is only used to
choose among a relatively small range of Q;, models.

The earthquake moments are estimated from the source levels derived from Lg using
(2.3) with p, = 2.7 gm/cm® and B. = 3.5 km/s. The explosion moments are derived from
S§™®(Pn) using (2.2) with p, = 2.5 gm/cm® and @, = 5.0 km/s. Figure 2.2 displays the derived
source moments as a function of NORESS M;. The solid lines indicate the least squares linear
fits given by

log M5® = 1.08 M, + 17.6 Q@7
log MJ = 1.03 M, +17.1 (2.8)

However, because of an uneven distribution of magnitudes in our explosion data set, the least
squares fit does not adequately represent the observed M; dependence of log M, The fit
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Figure 2.2, Inverted moment versus NORESS local magnitude for (a) explosions and (b)
carthquakes. The explosion moments were derived from Pn and the carthquake moments were
derived from Lg. The least-squares linear fit of log Mg to M, is plotted as the solid line in
each figure. The dashed line in Figure 2.2a plots the linear trend for explosions fitted by eye.
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underestimates the moments of large events and overestimates the moments of small events.
Therefore, we simply fit the linear trend by eye. The result is the dashed line in Figure 2.2
which is expressed as

log ME® = 1.35 M, + 16.90 (2.9)

The coefficient of M, is higher than that expected if M, is approximately equal to m,. The
explosion moments derived from Lg spectra display a similar rate of increase with M,, while
the earthquake log moments display much less scatter and increase at a rate close to 1.0 M,
(Figure 2.2b). Therefore, it is not likely that inaccurate attenuation parameters are responsible
for the high M, coefficient observed for explosions. Since M is based on Lg amplitude, it is
possible that the high M, coefficient is due to complexity in Lg excitation by explosions.

Sereno et al. [1988) determine the sensitivity of the inversion results to assumptions
about the Pn geometric spreading rate. Spreading rates of r~!, ™! and !5 were explicitly
investigated, and for each there is a Q model that can adequately reproduce the Pn spectra.
However, since our parameterization of geometric spreading is frequency-independent and our
data is from a single station, changes in the assumed spreading rate trade-off directly with the
source moment, and have very little affect on the range of Q models produced by the Pn inver-
sion. However, an important constraint on the Pn spreading rate is the relative excitation of Lg
for explosions and earthquakes of equal moment. That is, since x in (2.4) is estimated using
the explosion moments derived from Pn, the most dramatic effect of changing the Pn spreading
rate is the implied change in the relative Lg excitation of explosions and earthquakes. We find
that for earthquakes and explosions of equal moment, x = 0.27 for our "preferred” attenuation
model. This means that the average Lg earthquake excitation is approximately four times the
average Lg explosion excitation for sources of equal moment. This is consistent with recalts of
previous studies that compared Lg amplitudes from approximately colocated earthquakes and
explosions {e.g., Willis, 1963; Pomeroy, 1977; Nustli, 1981]. Assumed Pn spreading rates
much different from r~!3 give earthquake to explosion Lg excitation ratios which are incon-
sistent with these empirical observations [see Sereno et al., 1988].

Table 2.2 summarizes the inversion results for our "preferred” model. The only parame-
ter not listed is comer frequency. Comer frequency was assumed to scale inversely with the
cube-root of the moment. Our results indicate that an M; = 3.0 event has an approximate
comer frequency of 10 Hz, although our data do not accurately resolve that parameter. How-
ever, we note that our results are within a few hertz of those from near-field estimates for
events with the same local magnitude {Bungwm et al., 1982; Mueller and Cranswick, 198S).
Figure 2.3 shows some examples of the fit of our model to the observed spectra. The spectra
are plotted over the bandwidth inverted; 1-15 Hz for Pn and 1-7 Hz for Lg. These examples
are typical of the quality of the fits that were obtained for most of the events. A complete
catalog comparing observed and predicted spectra is given by Sereno and Brast [1988).
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Figure 2.3. Selected examples of the fit of Pn and Lg spectra based on the inversion results to
observed spectra. The Pn spectra are plotted on the left and the Lg spectra on the right. The
spectra are plotted over the frequency band used in the inversion. The spectra on the top are
from an earthquake 420 km from NORESS, the spectra in the middle are from a mining explo-
sion at 960 km, and the spectra on the bottom are from an earthquake at 1170 km. The spec-

tral amplitudes are in nanometer-seconds.
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Table 2.2. Inversion Results

[0,4)) Geometric Spreading Source Terms
Q n ro m log Mg™P X log M3
Pn: 325 048 1.0 1.3 1.35M_ + 169%
Lg: 560 026 100.0 05 135Mp + 169t 027 1.03M + 17.1
T Fit by eye.

2.3.2 Simulation of NORESS spectra

Based on the inversion parameters in Table 2.2, it is possible to simulate spectra at
NORESS for a chosen source and epicentral distance. For example, Figure 2.4 displays
predicted Pn and Lg spectra at distances of 500, 800, and 1000 km for an M; = 3.0 explosion.
The lower curve is the average ambient noise spectrum at NORESS ([Suteau-Henson and
Bache, 1988]. The Pn spectrum is nearly parallel to the noise curve at range of about 500 km.
This is consistent with a NORSAR study that examined data from the high-frequency element
of the NORESS array [Ringdal et al., 1986]. At longer ranges the frequency of the maximum
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is considerably less than 15 Hz. For example, for distances greater
than 1000 km the predicted frequency of the maximum SNR is between 4-5 Hz. Thus our
results for NORESS do not support the main conclusion of Evernden et al. [1986), that Pn
detection capability would be enhanced at frequencies greater than 20 Hz, except at distances
less than 400-500 km.

A similar interpretation for Lg is not possible since we don’t have a parameterization of
pre-Lg noise (the ambient noise curve is plotted with the Lg spectra in Figure 2.4 only for
comparative purposes). The pre-Lg noise is non-stationary because it includes the coda of pre-
viously arriving phases. Here we simply note that the Lg spectrum reaches the noise level at a
much lower frequency than the Pa spectrum, while at long periods the Lg amplitude exceeds
that of Pn by as much as a factor of 10. This is consistent with the observation that regional
seismograms are characterized by Lg being the largest-amplitude phase and Pn having a higher
dominant frequency.
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3. TEMPORAL AMPLITUDES AND DETECTABILITY

Signal detection at NORESS is declared when the short term average (STA) divided by
the long term average (LTA) exceeds a predetermined threshold. These amplitudes are meas-
ured on filtered beams. Therefore, to use our spectral parameterization to predict and extrapo-
late NORESS detection capability, it is necessary to determine the relationship between single-
channel spectral amplitudes and the time-domain amplitudes used in signal detection. In this
section we determine this relationship and use it to compare predictions based on our inversion
results to observed NORESS detection capability.

We start by comparing observed detection statistics at NORESS to predictions based on
our spectral parameterization. Next, we determine the relationship between temporal and spec-
tral amplitudes on filtered beams. In Section 3.2.3, we combine this with estimates of the
frequency-dependent eam gain to develop an expression for the temporal SNR on a filtered
beam in terms of single-channel spectral amplitudes. In Section 3.3, we define a function
called the "detectability” that gives simple and accurate estimates of the NORESS detection
capability directly from the observed temporal SNR (=STA/LTA).

3.1 Detection statistics

Detection and post-detection processing of NORESS data is done by the automated
array-processing package, SAJAP. The detection processing is identical to that in RONAPP
[Mykkeltveit and Bungum, 1984], and uses a conventional STA/LTA detection algorithm
applied to a set of filtered beams. The output of SA/AP includes the STA and LTA for each
detection measured on the standard beam with greatest signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). The
NORESS array configuration is shown in Figure 3.1. Table 3.1 lists the standard beams used
by SAJAP. Beams 1-7 and 17-20 are infinite-velocity beams, 8-16 are steered beams, and 21-
24 are formed from horizontal components. No more than three steering azimuths are used for
a given frequency filter. Beams 1-17 are coherent beams and 18-24 are incoherent beams.
Coherent beams are formed by delaying each channel by the proper amount determined from
the steering azimuth and velocity, summing all channels, and band-pass filtering. Incoherent
beams are formed by band-passing each channel, delaying and rectifying, and summing all
channels. Incoherent beams are particularly well-suited for detection of signals with low
coherency across the array [Ringdal, 1985b). For example, all but one of the Pn detections
used in this study are on coherent beams, whereas 68% of the Lg detections are on incoherent
beams.

The most fundamental observation that our spectral parameterization should reproduce is
the distance dependence of the frequency of the maximum SNR. This frequency depends pri-
marily on the Q, since most of the events have M; < 3.0 and high apparent comer frequen-
cies. Figure 3.2 shows the percentage of Pn and Lg detections for several frequency bands at
four ranges. Although a phase may be detected on many beams, it is plotted in Figure 3.2
only for the frequency band for the beam with the maximum SNR. As expected, detections
from close events generally occur on a higher-frequency beam than those from events at larger
distances. For example, the maximum SNR for Pn typically occurs at a frequency greater than
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Figure 3.1. NORESS amy configuration. The array consists of 25 short-period instruments in
concentric rings with a maximum diameter of 3 km. The array was designed for the enhance-
ment of frequencies between 1.5 and 5.0 Hz [Mykkeltveit, 1983).




Beam Azi Slow Filter Type Weights Threshold

AAARAAABBBBBCCCCCCCCCCCCCDDDDDDDDD
000123123451222344456777123456789
ZENZZ2Z2ZZ2ZZZENZZENZ2Z22ENZ222222222

1 0. 0.00 1.0-3.0 ¢ 100000000001100110011100111111111 4.0
2 0. 0.00 1.5-3.5 C 100000000001100110011100111111111 4.0
3 0. 0.00 2.0-4.0 C 100000111111100110011100111111111 4.0
4 0. 0.00 2.5-4.5 C 100000111111100110011100000000000 4.0
5 0. 0.00 3.0-5.0 ¢ 100000111111100110011100000000000 4.0
6 0. 0.00 4.0-8.0 C 100111111110000000000000000000000 5.0
7 0. 0.00 8.0-16.0 C 100111111110000000000000000000000 5.0
8 0. 0.07 2.0-4.0 C 100000111111100110011100111111111 4.0
9 90. 0.07 2.0-4.0 C 100000111111100110011100111111111 4.0
10 180. 0.07 2.0-4.0 C 100000111111100110011100111111111 4.0
11 15. 0.07 2.5-4.5 C 100000111111100110011100111111111 4.0
12 7. 0.07 2.5-4.5 C 100000111111100110011100111111111 4.0
13 135. 0.07 2.5-4.5 C 100000111111100110011100111111211 4.0
14 25. 0.07 3.0-5.0 ¢ 100000111111100110011100111111111 4.0
15 7. 0.07 3.0-5.0 C 100000111111100110011100111111111 4.0
16 125. 0.07 3.0-5.0 C 100000111111100110011100111111111 4.0
17 0. 0.00 2.0-4.0 C 100000111111100110011100000000000 4.0
18 0. 0.00 1.0-2.0 I 100000000001100110011100000000000 2.5
19 0. 0.00 2.0-3.0 I 100000000001100110012100000000000 2.5
20 0. 0.00 2.0-4.0 I 100000000000000000000000111111111 2.1
21 0. 0.00 2.0-4.0 I 010000000000010001000010000000000 6.0
22 0. 0.00 2.0-4.0 I 001000000000001000100001000000000 6.0
23 0. 0.00 4.0-8.0 I 010000000000010001000010000000000 6.0
24 0. 0.00 4.0-8.0 I 001000000000001000100001000000000 6.0

Table 3.1. Standard Beams used by SA/AP. Listed are beam number, steering azimuth (deg)
and slowness (s/km), frequency filter (Hz), beam type (coherent or incoherent), sensor weights,
and detector thresholds. The individual sensors are identified by ring (A-D), sensor number

(0-9), and component (Z, N, or E). The thresholds were determined from false alarm statistics
(Kvaerna et al., 1987a).
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8 Hz at distances less than 400 km and between 3-S5 Hz in the 700-1000 km distance range.
This is consistent with the results of Ringdal [1985a] who found that the best SNR for Pn
increased from 3-5 Hz at about 1000 km to more than 8 Hz at local distances. Note that the
predicted Pn spectra shown in Figure 2.4 are generally consistent with these observations. A
similar comparison for Lg is not possible since we don’t have a parameterization of the pre-Lg
noise spectrum. However there is at least qualitative agreement between the predicted and
observed dominant frequency of Lg.

3.2 Relationship between spectral and temporal amplitudes

In this section we determine the relationship between temporal and spectral amplitudes on
filtered beams, and combine this with estimates of the frequency-dependent beam gain to deter-
mine the relationship between the SNR used in signal detection and the single channel spectral
SNR. Since Lg is strongly dispersed and the pre-Lg LTA is non-stationary, we are unable to
parameterize the Lg SNR in a form suitable for extrapolation. Therefore, in this section we
concentrate on Pn.

3.2.1 Noise

Qualitatively, the LTA is a measure of the RMS amplitude on a filtered beam averaged
over about 30 s prior to a detection. The LTA is updated every 0.5 s and is expressed as a
weighted sum of past STAs. There is a simple relationship between the RMS amplitude of
random noise and its power spectral density [e.g3. Aki and Richards, 1980; p. 493]. From
Parseval's theorem

Agys = 2 PSD Ap\? 3.1

where Af is the bandwidth and PSD is the power spectral density. This equation assumes that
the PSD is flat over the bandwidth Af. The LTA for Pn is an approximate measure of the
RMS ambient noise amplitude on a filtered beam and should be approximately related to the
PSD of the beam by (3.1), where Af is the filier bandwidth.

To test the applicability of (3.1) to pre-Pn (or ambient) noise, we computed spectra of
unfiltered beams over various sub-arrays. Figure 3.3 compares the average noise spectra
recorded on unfiltered beanis over the four sub-arrays used in the standard beams to the aver-
age single-channel noise spectrum (Suteau-Henson and Bache, 1988]. For frequencies less
than about 4 Hz the noise level is significantly reduced by including the two outer rings of the
array. In particular, the beam including sensors on only the C and D rings gives better noise
suppression than can be achieved using the whole array [Kvaerna and Mykkeltveit, 1986}
However, beyond 5-6 Hz only marginal improvement in noise suppression can be achieved by
including the outer rings. Superimposed on the spectra are the squared LTAs divided by 2Af
for the 186 Pn detections. The LTAs are corrected for the instrument response and plotted at
the frequency of the mean power in the bandwidth Af. Note that the LTAs measured on the
8-16 Hz beam are consistent with (3.1) at a frequency of about 9.5 Hz. This is an important
distinction for detection capability assessment. This implies that the temporal SNR cannot be
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Figure 3.3. Average NORESS ambient noise power spectral density. The array-averaged
single-channel spectrum is from Suteau-Henson and Bache [1988). The beam spectra are aver-
ages of 10 noise samples calculated for the various sub-arrays. All spectra are corrected for
the instrument response. The symbols are Pn-LTAs divided by 2Af for 186 events. .
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predicted based on a spectral parameterization of the signal and the noise at the same fre-
quency, unless narrow band filters are used in beamforming. Otherwise the dominant signal
frequency may exceed the dominant noise frequency within the filter bandwidth. This is dis-
cussed in more detail in a later section.

The noise suppression is defined as the ratio of the beam power spectrum to the array-
averaged single-channel power spectrum [Fyen, 1986]. In general, we find that at least I/N
noise suppression (where N is the number of array elements used in beamforming) is achieved
over the frequency band used for each of the sub-arrays. However, the signals are also
suppressed by beamforming, and this must also be considered in establishing the frequency-
dependent beam gain (Section 3.2.3).

The pre-Lg noise consists of ambient noise, P coda, and Sa coda. Therefore, we do not
expect a simple relationship between Lg-LTA and the ambient noise spectrum. Furthermore,
we don’t have a parameterization of the single-channel pre-Lg noise spectrum, so there is no
reason to relate temporal and spectral amplitudes as was done for Pn. Therefore, we simply
parameterize the Lg-LTA in terms of distance, frequency, magnitude, and beam type [Sereno
and Bras, 1988]. We find that the Lg-LTA decreases with increasing distance and frequency,
but that the most important effect for detection capability assessment is that of magnitude.
Figure 3.4 plots Lg-LTA versus NORESS local magnitude. The best-fitting straight line to log
LTA as a function of magnitude has a slope near 0.8 for both coherent and incoherent beams.
Since both Lg signal and "noise” increase with increasing M;, this implies that the detectability
of Lg is much less dependent on magnitude than that of Pn.
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Figure 34. Magnitude dependence of pre-Lg noise. The log Lg-LTA are ploted versus
NORESS local magnitude for detections on coherent (squares) and incoherent (circles) beams.

The solid lines indicate a slope of 0.8. The LTAs have been corrected for the instrument
response.
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322 Signal

The Pn spectra used in this study are those automatically computed by SA/AP for each
detected phase. They are computed for a 5-s window starting 0.3 s before the detection time
on the vertical component and are noise-corrected and averaged across the array. In this sec-
tion, we examine the relationship between these spectral amplitudes and the time-domain STA
amplitude on a filtered beam. However, the Lg energy distributed over the fixed group velo-
city window used in the inversion is not an appropriate measure for detection capability assess-
ment. We find that the Lg spectral amplitudes computed for 5-s windows are more appropriate
for that application. Specifically, we find that the Lg-STA are proportional to these spectral
ampliudes, and that the proportionality constant depends only on beam type (Sereno and Bratt,
1988]. However, since Lg Q estimates based on these spectra are not available for other
regions, our results for Lg are not easily extrapolated. Therefore, the remainder of this section
concentrates on the relationship between spectral and temporal Pn amplitudes.

The STA is defined as the average absolute amplitude in a 1-s window measured on the
beam with the maximum SNR and is updated every sample. As a rough approximation, the
amplitude of a wavelet is the product of the amplitude spectral density and the bandwidth {Aki
and Richards, 1980; p. 492). Therefore, we express the STA in terms of the amplitude spec-
tral density of the beam as

STA = As(fo) & 8(fp) (3.2)

where f; is the dominant signal frequency, Af is the filter bandwidth, A is the amplitude spec-
trum of the beam, and J is a correction term 10 account for dispersion and/or scattering. If all
of the energy in the bandwidth Af arrives at the same time then & = 1, otherwise 8 < 1. If the
signal is purely random, then 8 can be found from (3.1). The range

2 12
[TA? <6510 (3.3

where T is the noise window length (in this case, 5 s), comresponds to that between a purely
random and perfectly coherent Pn signal. The lower bound on d is 0.45, 0.31, 0.22, for 2, 4,
and 8 Hz bandwidths, respectively. Figure 3.5 plots examples of the STA cormrected for the
bandwidth and 8, superimposed on the spectra at the frequency of the mean signal energy in
the bandwidth Af. Comparing the STAs to the beam spectra for 10 events, we find that a con-
sistent value of & = 0.7 relates Pn temporal and spectral amplitudes on beams filtered between
2 and 5 Hz. However, between 8-16 Hz we find 8 = 0.3. This lower value is probably
caused by the rapid decay of the beam spectra in this frequency band, which reduces the
"effective” signal bandwidth. Increased scattering at high frequency would also have the effect
of lowering 9.
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Figure 3.5. Pn beam spectra for 10 events recorded at NORESS. The five spectra on top are
for beams filtered between approximately 2 and S Hz. The lower spectra are for beams filtered

between 8 and 16 Hz. The asterisk on each spectrum plots STA/(Af §) where § = 0.7 between
2-5 Hz and 8 = 0.3 for the 8-16 Hz beam.
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3.2.3 Signal-to-Noise

A major objective of this study is to predict the SNR as a function of distance, magnitude
and frequency based on a parameterization of array-averaged spectra. To do this, we must
address two separate issues. One is the relation between temporal and spectral amplitudes on
filtered beams, and the other is the relation between beam spectra and single-channel spectra.
In Sections 3.2.1 and 3.2.2 we addressed the first issue by expressing the Pn LTAs and STAs
in terms of the beam spectral amplitudes. In this section we investigate the second issue which
involves the determination of the frequency-dependent beam gain.

While beamforming can produce 1/N or greater noise suppression, it also suppresses
uncorrelated high-frequency signal energy. The beam gain is defined as the ratio of the SNR
on the beam and the single-channel SNR. Therefore, using (3.1) and (3.2) we can express the
SNR on a filtered beam in terms of the array-averaged single-channel spectra as

2
= STA _ AQ Ty
SNR = {2 = N ac;(/)[z} (34)

where A(f) and N(f) are single-channel signal and noise spectra and G{f) is the frequency-
dependent beam gain. The only term in (3.4) that we have not estimated is the beam gain.
From the observed SNR and our estimates of 8, we can determine the average G(f) for specific
beams using (3.4). Note that the signal and noise are not, in general, evaluated at the same
frequency (each is evaluated at the frequency of the mean energy or power over the bandwidth
4Af). Figure 3.6 plots G(f) for the four combinations of sub-array and filter bandwidth typical
for Pn detections. The mean gain for each beam type is shown as the solid horizontal line.
Table 3.2 summarizes the beam gain results.

Table 3.2. Beam gain.

Sub-array Beam Numbers Frequency Af Detections VN <G> o s

AO0-BCD 3,8-16 2.0-50 20 68 4.7 3.0 14 07
A0-BC 4-5 2.5-50 20 27 3.6 32 26 07
AO-AB 6 4.0-80 4.0 30 30 111 o8 07
AO-AB 7 8.0-16.0 8.0 56 30 109 06 03

For beams with center frequencies below 5 Hz, the beam gain approaches VN, although
there is much scatter. The noise suppression is much more consistent about VN. The large
scatter in Figure 3.6 is due to variability in signal coherence. However, the gains at higher fre-
quency are near unity. That is, the array offers little or no advantage over single channels.
This is consistent with regional beam gain spectra displayed by Mykkeltveit et al. [1985).
Since the gains listed in Table 3.2 depend on our value of 8, this consistency provides
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independent support for our estimate of that parameter. The NORESS array was designed to
enhance signal frequencies in the range 1.5-5.0 Hz [Mykkeltveit, 1983]. Thus, it is not surpris-
ing that the array does not offer enhanced SNR at higher frequencies. This simply means that
the signal and the noise are both uncorrelated over the sub-array used in beamforming. Note,
however, that it is likely that the high-frequency beam gain could be improved by adding
steered beams and/or by filtering over a narrower frequency band. This is discussed in Section
34.

3.3 Regional wave detectability

In this section we introduce an empirical parameterization of the temporal SNR that we
call the "detectability,” which gives the probability of detection of a given magnitude event as
a function of epicentral distance. The detectability is computed directly from parameters that
define the way an automatic detector works (e.g., the STA, LTA, and pre-set detector thres-
holds). Therefore, it is possible to very accurately simulate the detection capability of arrays
equipped with automatic array-processing software. However, another question is how to
extrapolate these results to areas with different attenuation. For this we use the relationship
between the temporal SNR and the spectral inversion parameters derived in the previous sec-
tion. To validate this procedure, we compare "predicted” (based on our inversion results) and
"observed" Pn detectability at NORESS. Since we don’t have a similar relationship for Lg, we
simply present an empirical parameterization of NORESS Lg detectability and note that the
results cannot be extrapolated with confidence to other regions.

The automatic detection of a seismic signal occurs when the STA/LTA exceeds a
predetermined threshold. Therefore, dividing by the threshold provides a common basis for
comparing the SNR measured on different beams [Kvaerna et al., 1987a). Since the beam
thresholds are determined from false alarm statistics, this means that the probability of a spuri-
ous detection is the same on all beams. We define the detectability, D(A), as

D{A) = log [S’:’R

] —aM, 3.5)

where SNR is the maximum STA/LTA on all detecting beams, ¢4 is the beam threshold, and a
is chosen such that D(A) does not depend on the source. The value of & is close to one for Pn
but much less than one for Lg because both the STA and the LTA depend on M;. An impor-
tant aspect of the detectability is that it includes frequency dependence. For example, events
within 400-500 km of NORESS typically have the maximum SNR for Pn on a high-frequency
beam, while more distant events are usually detected with the maximum SNR on a lower fre-
quency beam (Figure 3.2). The detectability can be interpreted simply in terms of the magni-
tude detection threshold. For example, when the SNR is equal to the beam threshold, -D(A) is
equal to o multiplied by the S0% NORESS M, detection threshold. Assuming that both signal
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and noise are log normally distributed, the probability of detecting wave & from source j is

ij = (36)

Dy(r;) + o ML/]
¢ |————L
O

where ¢(x) is the Gaussian cumulative distribution function [e.g., Abramowitz and Scgun,
1964; p. 931} and o, is the standard deviation of the detectability function. This relationship is
a valid representation of the probability of detection below the source comer frequency.

3.3.1 Pn Detectability

Figure 3.7 plots the temporal Pn detectability defined by (3.5) with a = 1.0. Only explo-
sions are used because the earthquake detectability can be biased by the unknown radiation pat-
tem. That is, it is not possible to determine an o for earthquakes that effectively removes the
source contribution to the SNR. We also excluded events with M; 2 3.0 that were detected on
one of the two highest-frequency beams because their comer frequencies are expected to be
within the filter bandwidth. The logarithmic decay of the Pn detectability is approximated by
D(A) = -0.53 - 1.93 logA, where A is epicentral distance in degrees and the coefficients were
obtained by least-squares. This is plotted in Figure 3.7 bounded by one standard deviation (¢
= 0.31). Based on this parameterization, the 50% NORESS M; threshold for detecting Pn at
400 km is about 1.6 and at 1000 km is about 2.4.

In order to validate the relationship between the temporal and spectral SNR derived in the
previous section, we compare the predicted (based on the spectral inversion results) and
observed NORESS Pn detectability. We use our parameterization of the single-channel spec-
trum A(f), and the average NORESS noise spectrum N(f) (Figure 2.4), to predict the detection
capability of specific beams using (3.4). We use VN gain for beams with frequency filters
between 2-5 Hz and a gain of 1.0 for the two highest frequency beams. We set a = 1.35,
which is the slope of the log My-M; relation for explosions (Figure 2.2). Note that the
difference between the implied 50% NORESS M, threshold for & = 1.35 and a = 1.0 is only
about 0.1. Figure 3.8 demonstrates the general consistency between the predicted and observed
Pn detectability.

Although the frequency of the maximum SNR predicted from the spectral inversion is
greater than 10 Hz for distances less than 800 km (Figure 2.4a), the predicted frequency of
optimal detectability is much less than this. This is because the single-channel SNR advantage
at high frequency is erased by a lower beam gain. As a result, our model predicts greater
detection capability on 2.5-5 Hz beams than on the higher-frequency beams for ranges greater
than about 200 km. However, the observations show a significant number of Pn detections on
the higher-frequency beams at longer ranges, even though their SNRs are consistent with the
model. A likely explanation is that spectral modulation caused by ripple-firing with delays
between 150-250 ms consistently suppresses amplitudes less than 4-5 Hz for mine blasts
(Baumgardt and Zeigler, 1987]. In many cases our Q model correctly predicts the high fre-
quency (> 5 Hz) Pn amplitude of these events, but overestimates the spectral level between 2-5
Hz [Sereno and Bratt, 1988). Since the time lags that produce 4-5 Hz spectral modulations are
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Figure 3.7. Pn detectability defined by (3.5) with a = 1.0 for 102 explosions. Seven events
were excluded with M; 2 3.0 because their comer frequencies are expected to be within the

filter bandwidth. The curve is the logarithmic parameterization of D(A) bounded by one stan-
dard deviation.
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Figure 3.8. Comparison of predicted (based on our spectral inversion) and observed Pa detec-

tability defined by (3.5) with a = 1.35. This value of a is based on the observed rate of
increase of explosion moment with M, (see Figure 2.2).
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consistent with the destructive interference of multiple explosions, we interpret this as an
unmodeled source complexity rather than a path effect.

3.3.2 Lg Detecrability

In this section we present the results of an empirical parameterization of NORESS Lg
detectability. However, without a parameterization of the pre-Lg noise spectrum (like Figure
3.3 for Pn), we cannot predict the Lg detectability based on Q and moment. Therefore, while
‘ our results accurately represent Lg detectability at NORESS, they cannot be extrapolated with
h confidence to other regions. The value of a in (3.5) that effectively removes the source contri-

bution to the detectability is equal to the difference in slopes of the log moment-magnitude
(" 1.0) and log LTA-magnitude relations ("0.8). Therefore we expect the appropriate value of
o to be close to 0.2, If the source contribution is effectively removed, the detectability should
not depend on magnitude, provided the measurements are taken below the comer frequency.
We find that subtracting values much greater than 0.2 M, produces an obvious magnitude
dependence in the Lg detectability, indicating that the source contribution to the SNR was not
adequately removed (Sereno and Bran, 1988). Figure 3.9 plots the observed Lg detectability
defined by (3.5) with a = 0.2. We include both earthquakes and explosions since Lg is rela-
tively insensitive to the source radiation pattem. The logarithmic decay of the Lg detectability
with a = 0.2 is approximated by D(A) = -0.11 — 0.64 log A, where the coefficients were
obtained by least-squares. This is plotted in Figure 3.9 bounded by one standard deviation (¢
= 0.12). From this parameterization, the 50% NORESS M, threshold for detecting Lg is about
1.2 at 400 km and about 2.5 at 1000 km.

T T T L T T R— ._._L

3.4 Detection capability of the NORESS array

In this section we estimate the detection capability of NORESS using our parameteriza-
tion. These estimates are compared to the results of a NORSAR study that estimated detection
capability by comparing the NORESS detections to bulletins produced by local seismic net-
works in Fennoscandia.

It is straightforward to use our parameterization of D(A) to estimate the detection capabil-
ity of the NORESS array. We use (3.6) together with the detectability to calculate the proba-
bility of detecting a given magnitude event as a function of epicentral distance. For example,
the 90% NORESS M; detection threshold for Pn based on D(A) with a = 1.0 is 2.0 at 400 km
and 2.8 at 1000 km. For Lg the 90% detection threshold with & = 0.2 is 2.0 at 400 km and
3.3 at 1000 km. The 90% thresholds for detection of either Pn or Lg are 1.7 at 400 km and
2.6 at 1000 km. These estimates are generally consistent with those of Ringdal {1986] who
estimated the 90% M, threshold for detecting P phases between 700 and 1400 km (average
about 960 km) to be 2.7 and for detecting P or secondary phases in the same distance range to
be 2.5. We have not studied the detectability of Sn, so we cannot directly compare our secon-
dary phase results to his. Since the addition of Sn can only improve the detectability, our
results for Pn or Lg detection give an upper bound. Table 3.3 compares the results of the two
studies.
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Figure 3.9. Lg detectability defined by (3.5) with a = 0.2 for 157 events. Evems were
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Table 3.3. Regional wave detection capability at NORESS.

50% Threshold 90% Threshold
Phase this study Ringdal (1986} this study Ringdal [1986)
P only 24 23 28 27
Lg only 25 - 33 -
P or Secondary
Phases 2.2¢ 1.9 2.6t 25

t+ This study uses Lg as the only secondary phase, Ringdal [1986] used Sn or Lg.

In Figure 3.10 the detection capability estimates based on our temporal parameterization
are compared to those based on the spectral inversion. The dashed curves are our estimates of
the 90% NORESS M; thresholds for detecting Pn and for detecting Pn or Lg, based on the
temporal detectability curves in Figures 3.7 and 3.9. The solid curve is the 90% M/ threshold
for detecting Pn based on the detectability predicted by the spectral inversion results (Figure
3.8). Also indicated in Figure 3.10 are the results of Ringdal [1986). In general, these three
independent studies produce consistent estimates of the regional wave detection capability of
the NORESS array.

Note that our estimates of the detection capability of the NORESS array are based on the
standard beam set listed in Table 3.1. However, it is possible that NORESS capability could
be enhanced by including more steered beams [T. Kvaema, personal communication, 1988], or
by modifying the frequency filters [Kvaerna et al., 1987b; Sereno and Brasn, 1988). For exam-
ple, the predicted Pn spectrum at ranges less than SO0 km decays less rapidly than the noise
spectrum beyond 8 Hz (Figure 2.4). This suggests that the Pn detection capability of the 8-16
Hz beam (beam 7, Table 3.1) could be improved by filtering at higher frequency. This is
confirmed by Kvaerna et al. [1987b] who compiled detection statistics for events in westem
Norway. Most of their events were at ranges less than 450 km. They found that 60% of their
Pn detections occurred with the maximum SNR on a 10-16 Hz beam while only 4% occurred
on the 8-16 Hz beam. Therefore, our results may underestimate the detection capability of a
NORESS-type array with an improved beam deployment.

39




90% M Detection Threshold

Pn Only
3.0} Ringdal [1986] (Inversion)

P Only \

25}

Ringdal [1986]
P or Secondary Phase

1.5'/ / AN

i 1 el 1 b L 1

400 800 1200
Range (km)

Figure 3.10. Estimates of 90% M detection thresholds at NORESS as a function of epicentral
distance. The dashed curves are based on a parameterization of observed temporal amplitudes.
Curves for detecting Pn and for detecting either Pn or Lg are plotted. The solid curve is based o
on the results of our inversion of Pn spectra. The horizontal bars are detection thresholds at ]
NORESS as determined by comparing NORESS detections to bulletins produced by local

seismic networks [Ringdal, 1986). Events for this study were at ranges between 700 and 1400 '
and the average distance was about 960 km (X). ‘
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4. DETECTION CAPABILITY SIMULATION

In this section we present simulations of the detection capability of hypothetical networks
in the Soviet Union. These simulations are normalized by the NORESS results presented in
previous sections. Our parameterization of NORESS detection capability in terms of the noise,
attenuation, and signal processing characteristics allows us to predict detection capability of a
NORESS-type array for other regions with different conditions. Of course, the validity of
these predictions depends on the accuracy of the attenuation and noise estimates for areas of
interest. Since these are not available for the Soviet Union, we assume a range of conditions
and determine the sensitivity of our results to these assumptions.

The network detection capability simulations presented in this section were computed
using an extended version of Seismic Network Assessment Program for Detection [SNAP/D,
Ciervo et al., 1985] called SNAP/DX [Bratt et al., 1987). The program first calculates the pro-
bability that a seismic phase will be detected at a single station using (3.6). Next, the network
detection thresholds are determined from the detection probabilities of individual stations. The
threshold for each epicenter in the grid is determined by varying the magnitude until the detec-
tion probability equals the desired confidence level.

4.1 Extrapolation of NORESS capability

Simulations of the detection capability of a hypothetical network of seismic stations in the
Soviet Union, require assumptions about the signal and noise characteristics in that region.
The simplest assumption is to use our results from NORESS for all stations. That is, we
assume that all aspects of regional wave propagation (signal and noise) at all stations are ident-
ical to what we observe at NORESS. Even here we require some extrapolation since our
NORESS results are strictly valid only to about 12°. To estimate detectability at longer ranges,
we compared the Preliminary Determination of Epicenters (PDE) bulletin to detections at
NORESS. Based on observed amrival time, azimuth and phase velocity; P-wave detections at
NORESS were found for nine events listed in the PDE bulletin at distances greater than 12°,
Table 4.1 lists the PDE locations and magnitudes of these events. Also listed are the predom-
inant signal frequencies determined by SAIAP. Figure 4.1 displays the D(A) calculated for
these events using (3.5) with a = 1.0. These events are considerably larger than those used in
our regional study, and it is possible that the source comer frequency could bias the detectabil-
ity estimate. Therefore, we assume comner frequency scales inversely with the cube root of the
moment, and that it equals 10 Hz for a magnitude 3.0 event (based on our inversion results), to
get a rough estimate of the source comer frequencies. An @-square source model was used to
correct the amplitudes for the predicted source comer frequency effect. The results are indi-
cated by vertical bars on D(A) in Figure 4.1. The source-corrected D(A) were parameterized by
a logarithmic decay and the coefficients were determined by least-squares. The resulting
teleseismic P-wave detectability, D(A) = —0.69 — 1.82 log 4, is plotted as a solid line in Figure
4.1. Shown for comparison is the 1-Hz amplitude-distance curve derived by Veith and Claw-
son [1972), normalized by the average 1-Hz NORESS noise (3.1 nm-s), YN beam gain, and the
filter bandwidth and detector threshold used for the NORESS 1-3 Hz beam. Note that since
the predominant frequency generally decreases with increasing epicentral distance, the detecta-
bility cannot be simulated with the amplitude-distance curve at a single frequency. Our curve
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Table 4.1. Events used to estimate teleseismic detectability

Event Date Time Location Depth Range m, Frequency
1 7-18-85 21:15 65.97N 40.85E 0.0 140 S50 2.2
2 11-23-8§ 20:14 42.3IN 19.88E 9.0 19.1 34 25
3 8-1-86 13:57 73.04N S5.57E 330 205 46 25
4 7-25-85 3:11 49.89N 78.15E 0.0 376 S50 22
5 2-17-86 12:36 36.66N 71.17E  33.0 40 S50 3.1
6 10-27-86 14:12 749N 36.60W 100 4.1 52 1.1
7 11-15-85 11:56 44.15N 14829E 330 694 52 35
8 10-27-86 12:16 42.74N 1455SE  33.0 700 49 3.6
9 8-13-86 1527 7.69N 7471W 600 815 S0 15




Teleseismic P—Wave Detectability
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Figure 4.1. Teleseismic P-wave detectability. The asterisks are the D(A) computed using (3.5)
with a = 1.0 for the nine events listed in Table 4.1. The solid bars indicate the shift in D(A)
after correcting for the expected source comer frequency. The solid curve is the logarithmic
parameterization of the source-corrected D(A). The triangles indicate our parameterization of
the NORESS regional Pn detectability shown in Figure 3.7. The squares indicate 1-Hz detec-
tability, based on the amplitude-distance curve of Veith and Clawson (1972], NORESS 1-Hz
noise, a 2 Hz filter bandwidth, and YN beam gain
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indicates larger amplitudes (or greater detection capability) than the Veith and Clawson [1972]
curve at distances less than about 40°, because at these distances the maximum SNR is at fre-
quencies greater than 1 Hz. We simply plot the Veith and Clawson [1972] curve to demon-
strate that our P-wave detectability estimates are generally consistent with those inferred from
the Veith and Clawson curve at longer ranges, where the dominant signal frequency is expected
to be closer to 1 Hz. We use this parameterization to represent teleseismic P-wave detectabil-
ity for all network capability simulations considered in this report. However, we recognize that
this part of the detectability curve is more uncertain than at regional distances, so we do not
consider networks for which teleseismic detection capability has a strong influence on the mag-
nitude threshold.

We were not able to parameterize Lg detectability in terms of the frequency-dependent
attenuation and noise at NORESS, nor have we separated the array performance from the
single-channel capability. Thus, our results for Lg cannot be extrapolated with confidence.
For this reason we only include Lg in simulations for networks including stations assumed to
be identical to NORESS. That is, we use our logarithmic parameterization (Figure 3.9) to
simulate Lg detectability throughout the Soviet Union, though we include Lg blockage by
major structural boundaries.

It is important to determine the sensitivity of our detection capability estimates to our
assumptions about Q. Very few studies of regional Pn attenuation have been conducted, so it
is difficult to estimate the amount of variability from region to region. However, numerous
studies of Lg antenuation have been conducted. Typically the 1-Hz Qy, is between 800-1100
in the eastem United States and the exponent of a power-law frequency dependence is between
0.2 and 04 [e.g.. Singh and Herrmann, 1983; Hasegawa, 1985; Gonc:z et al., 1987; Chun et
al, 1987, Gupta and McLaughlin, 1987). The westen United States is characterized by a
lower 1-Hz Q;, (140-200) and a higher frequency exponent (0.3-0.7) [e.s., Singh and
Herrmann, 1983; Nusli, 1986; Chavez and Priestley, 1986). Figure 4.2 plots predicted Lg
spectra using (2.1) at 500 km for our NORESS Q = 560f %, and for attenuation models
representative of the eastern and western United States. Also plotted are predicted spectra for
Q = 8407 %% and Q = 280f %, which correspond to +50% of the Oy, that we determined for
NORESS. Note that this range in Q approximately corresponds to the difference between
spectra recorded in the eastem and western United States. The attenuation we observe at
NORESS is closer to attenuation observed in the eastemn United States.

Since £50% of our NORESS Q seems to encompass the range of Qr,. We use the same
range of models for Qp, to determine the sensitivity of our network simulations to that parame-
ter. Figure 4.3 plots predicted Pn spectra at 500 km for our NORESS Q = 325f %%, and for O
equal to £50% of that value. While there is no guarantee that this range is representative of
the variability of Pn attenuation, we note that the spectral shapes are quite dissimilar and imply
very different conclusions about the high-frequency detection capability.

We use the NORESS noise spectrum for all network detection capability simulations
presented in this report. It is trivial to determine the change in the detection capability that
would result from a shift in the absolute level of the noise spectrum. Although noise estimates
are not available for most of the Soviet Union, Berger et al. [1988) determined average noise
levels recorded by three seismic stations in the vicinity of the principal underground nuclear
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Figure 4.2. Predicted Lg spectra for a magnitude 3.0 event at S00 km for various Q models.
The solid curves are for O(f) = Qo f %26 and are labeled by Qp The spectrum for Qp = 560 is
based on our inversion of NORESS data. The other two solid curves indicate the predicted
spectra if Qy, is S0% greater or less than our estimate for Scandinavia. The dashed curves are
predicted spectra for Q estimates typical for the eastemn United States (EUS) [Hasegawa, 1985]
and for the westem United States estimates (WUS) [Singh and Herrmann, 1983).
Specifically, we use Q(f) = 900f 2 for the EUS and Q(f) = 200f ®* for the WUS. The bottom
curve is the average ambient NORESS noise spectrum.
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Predicted Pn Spectra at 500 km
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Figure 4.3. Predicted Pn spectra for a magnitude 3.0 event at 500 km for three Q0 models.
The spectra are computed for O() = Qp £ *“* and are labeled by Qp The spectrum for Qp =
325 is based on our inversion of NORESS data. The other two curves indicate the predicted
spectra if Qp, is S0% greater or less than our estimate for Scandinavia. The bottom curve is
the average ambient NORESS noise spectrum.
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test site in East Kazakh. They found that the noise levels at these sites are roughly equivalent
to those observed at RSTN (Regional Seismic Test Network) stations between 1 and 20 Hz,
and 10 to 20 dB higher than observed at Lajitas, Texas. Suteau-Henson and Bache [1988]
found that NORESS noise levels between 1 and 20 Hz are about 10-15 dB higher than those at
Lajitas. Therefore, the NORESS noise levels in the 1-20 Hz band are similar to those
observed in East Kazakh.

It is also of interest to determine the extent to which our simulations depend on the
specific characteristics of the NORESS signal processing. For the standard beam set used at
NORESS, we find that the array offers little advantage over single stations at high frequency.
However, it appears that the NORESS high-frequency beam gain could be improved simply by
adding more beams [T. Kvaema, personal communication, 1988]. Therefore, we simulate the
detection capability assuming YN beam gain at all frequencies for all stations, and compare to
simulations nomalized by the observed frequency-dependent beam gain at NORESS. We also
simulate the detection capability of a network composed of only single stations (gain = 1).
These two extremes bound the network capability for any combination of arrays and single sta-
tions. We also note that some imrrovement in detection capability may be possible by lower-
ing the beam thresholds, albeit =: a cost of increased failse alarms to be recognized by the pro-
cessing system {Kvaerna et al., 1987a).

Finally, the magnitudes (M;) used in our regional wave detectability study are based on
Lg amplitude, and there is no accurate scaling of these M; to the global m, scale. That is, we
present the results of the simulations in this report in terms of NORESS M; thresholds, and
these may not represent the m, thresholds.
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4.2 Detection capability in the Soviet Union

This section presents simulations of the detection capability of a hypothetical network of
seismic stations/arrays in the Soviet Union for various assumptions about the characteristics of
regional wave propagation in the USSR. The range of assumed attenuation models and station
capability is based on our experience with the NORESS array.

An event detection requires detection of at least the minimum number of phases neces-
sary to locate the event. For regional monitoring using arrays and three component instru-
ments, it is possible to estimate both azimuth and arrival time of detected phases. The determi-
nation of epicenter and origin time require arrival time and azimuth information from at least
two phases. Depth estimation is poorly constrained by arrival time data for crustal events at
regional distances. Well-constrained depth estimates require the detection of depth phases, but
this is difficult to represent in the simulations. Thus, in all examples to be presented, we
require that at least three phases (arrival times and azimuths) are detected by the hypothetical
network.

We use a network consisting of 13 stations external to the Soviet Union (sited ai the
location of existing stations) and 20 equally spaced stations intemal to the Soviet Union for all
of our detection capability simulations (Figure 4.4). The inter-station spacing for the internal
network is approximately 1000 km. Braut et al. [1987] show that for this network, the location
uncertainty for events near the network threshold for 3 detections is about 10-15 km (this
uncertainty can often be reduced with master event location techniques).

With this many internal stations, the detection capability is only weakly dependent upon
our estimates of teleseismic P-wave detectability. For example, simulations that eliminate all
detections beyond 12° produce 90% M, thresholds that differ by less than 0.1 from those
obtained when detections are allowed to teleseismic ranges.

Table 4.2 lists the parameters and summarizes the results of the simulations presented in
this report. Simulations 14 are normalized by our temporal parameterization of detectability
(Figures 3.7 and 3.9). These simulations assume that the signal and noise characteristics in the
USSR are identical to those at NORESS, and that each station is a NORESS-type array with
the standard beam set listed in Table 3.1. Figure 4.5 plots the 50% and 90% M_ thresholds for
detecting three Pn phases. The 90% M, threshold is between 2.4 and 2.7 for events in the
Soviet Union. The 50% :hreshold is between 2.2 and 2.5. Figure 4.6 plots the 50% and 90%
M, thresholds for detecting three P or Lg phases for the same network. The 90% M, threshold
is between 2.1 and 2.6 for events in the Soviet Union. The 50% threshold is between 1.8 and
2.3, Since we cannot extrapolate Lg detectability to regions with different attenuation, we do
not include Lg in the detection criteria for the remaining simulations. We simply note that
based on NORESS observations, we expect the M, threshold to be 0.2 to 0.3 lower for this
network if Lg is included.
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Figure 4.5. Contours of the (a) 50% and (b) 90% M, threshold for detecting 3 Pn phases for a
network of NORESS-type arrays; 13 external to the Soviet Union and 20 intemal. It is
assumed that attenuation, noise, and array performance are all identical 1o that observed at
NORESS. The normalization is based on our temporal parameterization of Pn detectability.
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Figure 4.6. Contours of the (3) 50% and (b) 90% M, threshold for the detection of 3 Pn or Lg
phases for a network of NORESS-type arrays; 13 external to the Soviet Union and 20 intemnal
It is assumed that attenuation, noise, and array performance are all identical to that observed at

NORESS. The normalization is based on our temporal parameterization of Pn and Lg detecta-
bility.
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Table 4.2. Simulations

Simulation Detection Opa M,

Number Criterion Gain Qo n Parameterization  Threshold
1 3 P-90% NORESS -- .- Temporal 2.4-2.7
2 3 P-50% NORESS -- -- Temporal 2.2-25
3 3(PorLgy9% NORESS -- -- Temporal 2.1-2.6
4 3(PorlLg)50% NORESS -- -- Temporal 1.8-2.3
5 3 P-90% NORESS 325 0.48 Spectral 24-2.7
6 3 P-90% N 325 048 Spectral 2.3-2.7
7 3 P-90% 1.0 325 0.48 Spectral 2.7-33
8 3 P-90% NORESS 4875 048 Spectral 23-26
9 3 P-90% NORESS 1625 048 Spectral 2.7-29

Simulations 5-9 of Table 4.2 use our spectral parameterization of Pn detectability. Figure
4.7 shows the corresponding Pn detectability curves. Note that these curves include an implicit
frequency dependence, since at each distance they represent the detectability of the beam with
the maximum SNR. This beam is determined by a combination of the single-channel SNR and
the frequency-dependent beam gain. For example, our spectral model predicts the frequency of
the maximum SNR on a single-channel to be greater than 8 Hz for distances less than 400-500
km. However, the optimal detectability is predicted to be on the 3-5 Hz beam since the stan-
dard NORESS beam set gives gains close to one at high frequency.

Simulation 5 uses our NORESS Pn attenuation model and the beam gains observed at
NORESS (e.g., VN between 2-5 Hz, and one for the 4-8 Hz and 8-16 Hz beams). The 90%
M, threshold for detecting three P phases is shown in Figure 4.8. We use the attenuation and
source parameters derived from the inversion of NORESS spectra, the average ambient
NORESS noise spectrum, and the beam gains observed at NORESS. Note that the result is
nearly the same as the simulation normalized by our temporal parameterization of NORESS Pn
detectability. This demonstrates the internal consistency of our temporal and spectral parame-
terizations.

Figure 4.9a plots the 90% M, thresholds for detecting three P phases for a network of
arrays with VN beam gain at all frequencies. Attenuation and source parameters derived from
NORESS spectra and the average NORESS noise spectrum were used to calculate detectability.
For the network of arrays, we assume the same sub-arrays are used in beamforming as those
listed for the standard NORESS beams in Table 3.1 (e.g., nine elements are used for the two
highest-frequency beams and up to 22 elements are used for the lower frequency beams). We
find that the optimal detectability is on the 8-16 Hz beam to a distance of 3° and on the 4-8 Hz
beam from 3° to 12°. The 90% M threshold is between 2.3 and 2.7 for events in the Soviet
Union. Therefore, by optimizing beam gain at high-frequency, it is possible to reduce the M,
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Figure 4.7. Predicted regional Pn detectability curves based on (3.4) and (3.5) with a = 1.35
for several assumptions about Q and beam gain. The curves with Qp, = 325f %48 illustrate the
dependence of Pn detectability on beam gain (the beam gain observed at NORESS for the
standard beam set is VN between 2-5 Hz and one for the two higher frequency beams). The
dependence of Pn detectability on Q is demonstrated by the curves with closed symbols.
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Figure 4.9. Contours of the 90% M threshold for detecting 3 Pa phases for a network of (a)
NORESS-type arrays with VN beam gain at all frequencies and (b) single-stations. It is
assumed that attenuation and noise are identical to that observed at NORESS. The normmaliza-
tion is based on our spectral parameterization of Pn detectability.
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detection threshold by about 0.1 throughout most of the Soviet Union. For comparison, Figure
4.9b plots the 90% M, threshold for a network composed of single stations. To simulate the
detection capability of single stations, we simply set the beam gain to one for all frequencies.
The Pa detectability is lower than that for the array network by about 0.5 at all distances (Fig-
ure 4.7). However, since log moment increases at a rate of 1.35M;, the difference in the M,
threshold is slightly less than this. The 90% M, threshold for the network of single stations is
about 2.7 to 3.3 for events in the Soviet Union.

Our final examples are simulations of the detection capability in the Soviet Union of a
network of NORESS-type arrays with Qp, 50% higher and lower than we estimate Scandina-
via. The 90% M, thresholds for detecting three Pn phases are shown in Figure 4.10. We use
the average NORESS noise spectrum and the beam gains observed for the standard NORESS
beam set. The 90% M threshold if Q is 50% higher than at NORESS is between 2.3 to 2.6
for events in the Soviet Union. If Q is 50% lower, the threshold is between 2.7 and 2.9. That
is, the threshold changes by about 0.4 over this range of Q.

The accuracy of our simulations of the detection capability of hypothetical networks in
the Soviet Union is governed by the accuracy of our estimates of attenuation and noise in that
region. We are confident that we have accurately represented the detection capability of the
NORESS array, however it is not possible to assess the accuracy of our estimates for the
Soviet Union without examining data collected in that region.
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Figure 4.10. Contours of the 90% M, threshold for detecting 3 Pn phases for a network of
NORESS-type arrays assuming that Qp, is (a) 50% higher and (b) 50% lower than our
NORESS estimate. It is assumed that array performance is identical to that observed at
NORESS. The nomalization is based on our spectral parameterization of Pn detectability.
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5. CONCLUSIONS

The main objective of this study is to evaluate detection capability of a hypothetical net-
work of seismic stations/arrays in and around the Soviet Union. We use a parameterization of
regional wave spectra recorded at NORESS as a basis for normalizing simulations of network
capability. Since accurate attenuation and noise estimates are not available for the Soviet
Union, we also determine the sensitivity of our results to our assumptions about the
frequency-dependent signal and noise characteristics in the USSR.

Our approach involves four steps. First, we parameterize NORESS spectra in terms of Q
and seismic moment. Next, we determine the relationship between the single-channel spectral
amplitudes and the temporal amplitudes used in signal detection at NORESS. Third, we
predict the detection capability of the NORESS array based on our spectral parameterization
and validate our results by comparing to observed detection statistics and to the results of an
empirical study of detection capability in this region. Finally, we extrapolate our results for
NORESS to simulate the detection capability of a hypothetical network of seismic stations in
and around the Soviet Union.

From our parameterization of NORESS spectra, we conclude:

e  The atenuation of Pn spectra at NORESS between 1-15 Hz is consistent with 73
geometric spreading and Q(f) = 3251 %4%.

e  The attenuation of Lg spectra at NORESS between 1-7 Hz (computed for the fixed
group velocity window, 3.6~3.0 km/s) is consistent with cylindrical spreading
beyond a transition distance of 100 km, and Q(f) = 560f °%5.

These results were obtained by inverting spectra for 186 regional events with M; between 1.1
and 4.8. The inversion produced a range of attenuation models consistent with the observa-
tions. To resolve parameter trade-offs we impose the constraint that the separate Pn and Lg
inversions define an intemnally consistent set of source parameters. This is the basis for select-
ing our "preferred” model. However, all the models give similar predictions for detection
capability for the distance and frequency range of the NORESS data. Our model of Pa
attenuation at NORESS implies the following conclusion about network detection capability:

e  If the upper mantle structure of the Russian platform is at all similar to Scandinavia,
high frequencies (>20 Hz) are expected to contribute very little to network detection
capability, except at distances less than about 400-500 km. At these distances, the
detection thresholds are quite low in lower frequency bands (about 2.1 for Pn detec-
tion and 1.8 for detection of either Pn or Lg at NORESS). Therefore, our results
for NORESS are inconsistent with the major conclusion of Evernden at al. [1986];
that detection capability for events in the USSR would be enhanced at frequencies
greater than 20 Hz.




To use our parameterization of regional Pn spectra to predict and extrapolate NORESS
detection capability, we determine the relationship between the single-channel spectral ampli-
tudes and the time domain amplitudes used in signal detection. Our main results are:

e The Pn SNR used in signal detection at NORESS can be expressed as a product of
the single-channel spectral SNR and terms specific to the NORESS array
configuration and beamforming. This factorization allows us to predict Pn detecta-
bility for other regions, or for other station configurations.

e  Due to dispersion and the non-stationarity of the pre-Lg noise, a similar relationship
could not be found for Lg. Therefore, we simply determine an empirical relation-
ship for the Lg detectability at NORESS and note that our results cannot be extrapo-
lated with confidence to regions with different attenuation.

From our parameterization of Pn spectra, and the relationship between temporal and spec-
tral amplitudes, we estimate the detection capability of the NORESS array. We also estimate
Pn and Lg detectability at NORESS based on a simple parameterization of observed temporal
amplitudes. We conclude the following for the detection capability at NORESS:

e The 50% and 90% M, thresholds for detecting Pn, based on our parameterization of
NORESS spectra, are 1.6 and 2.0 at 400 km and 2.5 and 2.8 at 1000 km.

e  Based on our parameterization of observed temporal amplitudes, the S0% and 90%
M, thresholds for detecting Pn are 1.6 and 2.0 at 400 km and 2.4 and 2.8 at 1000
km. These are consistent with the estimates obtained from our spectral parameteri-
zation. Our estimates of the 50% and 90% M, thresholds for detecting either Pn or
Lg at 1000 km are 2.2 and 2.6. Thus, including Lg in the detection criterion
reduces the magnitude threshold by about 0.2 at 1000 km.

e  Our results for NORESS detection capability are consistent with those of Ringdal
[1986], who compared detections at NORESS with bulletins produced by local
seismic networks. His estimates of the 50% and 90% M, thresholds between 700-
1400 km are 2.3 and 2.7 for Pn detection and 1.9 and 2.5 for either Pn or secon-
dary phase detection.

We are confident that we have accurately estimated the detection capability of the NORESS
array. However, these estimates are based on the standard beam set used to process NORESS
data. For this set, we found that close to YN beam gain (where N is the number of elements
used in beamforming) is achieved between 2-5 Hz, but that the gain at high frequency (8-16
Hz) is close to one. It is possible that the beam gain could be improved at high frequency by
simply adding steered beams [T. Kvaema, personal communication, 1988). If this is the case,
our results may underestimate the detection capability of the NORESS array with an optimal
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beam deployment. Of course, this is only relevant for distances less than about 500 km, since
at longer ranges the single-channel SNR is maximum at lower frequency.

The final results of this study are simulations of the detection capability of a hypothetical
network in the Soviet Union. The network consists of 13 stations external to the USSR and 20
internal stations. The spacing of the intemal stations is about 1000 km. We did not simulate
the capability of sparse networks due to greater uncertainty in the normalization at teleseismic
distances. We conclude the following:

e  First, we assume that the frequency-dependent signal and noise characteristics in the
Soviet Union are identical to those we observe at NORESS, and that the monitoring
network consists of NORESS-type arrays equipped with the standard beam set used
to process NORESS data (beam gain equal to VN between 2-5 Hz, and one at
higher frequency). Based on these assumptions, the 90% M, threshold for detecting
3 Pn phases for events in the Soviet Union is between 2.4 and 2.7. Including Lg in
the detection criterion reduces the M, threshold by 0.2-0.3.

e To determine the extent to which our results depend on the array performance
observed at NORESS, we assume that the frequency-dependent signal and noise
characteristics in the Soviet Union are identical to those at NORESS, but we vary
assumptions about beam gain. The 90% M threshold for detecting 3 Pn phases for
a network of NORESS-type arrays with VN beam gain at all frequencies (i.e., detec-
tion of high frequencies better than that currently observed at NORESS) is between
2.3-2.7. Since the enhanced SNR gain at high frequencies is relevant only for dis-
tances less than about 500 km, the M, threshold for events near the periphery of the
internal network is insensitive to the high-frequency beam gain.

e The M, threshold for a network of single stations is between 0.4 and 0.5 higher
than that for the network of NORESS-type arrays with VN beam gain at all frequen-
cies. It is 0.3 to 0.5 higher than for a network of arrays with observed NORESS
capabilities.

e If Qp, is 50% higher in the Soviet Union than our estimate for Scandinavia, the
90% M, threshold for detecting 3 Pn phases for a network of NORESS-type arrays
is between 2.3 and 2.6. The 90% M, threshold is between 2.7 and 2.9 if Qp, is
50% lower than our estimate for Scandinavia. Very few studies of frequency-
dependent Pn attenuation have been conducted, so it is difficult to bound the
expected regional variability of Qp,. The £50% range was based on comparing our
Qr, to values estimated for the eastern and western United States. While there is
no guarantee that this range is representative of the variability of Pn attenuation, the
spectral shapes are quite dissimilar and result in very different conclusions about
high-frequency detection capability. !




The accuracy of these simulations of the detection capability of hypothetical networks depends
on the accuracy of our estimates of attenuation and noise in the Soviet Union. Extrapolation of
observations from other regions (such as the region around NORESS used in this study) have
large uncertainty. To be more confident, we need to study data from stations throughout the
Soviet Union to estimate the actual attenuation and noise conditions to be encountered.
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