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ABSTRACT

STUDIES OF OCEANIC, ATMOSPHERIC, CRYOSPHERIC, AND FLUVIAL PROCESSES

THROUGH SPECTRAL ANALYSIS OF SEISMIC NOISE

During the past decade, there has been rapidly growing interest in using the naturally occurring
seismic noise field to study oceanic, atmospheric, and surface processes. As maoysgem
sources, are non-impulsive and vary over a broad range of time scales (e.g., minutes to decades),
they are commonly analyzed using spectral analysis or other hybrid time-frequency domain
methods. Th®€QLX community data analysis program, and the recently released NoilsKiT oo

that | co-developed with Incorporated Research Institutions for SeismologyOs Data Management
Center are used here to characterize seismic noise for a variety of environmental targets acros

broad range of frequencies.

The first two chapters of the dissertation place a strong emphasis on analysis of environmental
microseism signals, which occur between 1-25 s period and are dominated by seismic surface
waves excited by multiple ocean-solid Earth energy transfer processes. | move away from

microseisms in Chapter 3 to investigate the generally higher frequency seismic signals (> 0.33

Hz) generated by fluvial systems.

In Chapter 1, | analyze recently collected, broadband data from temporary and permanent
Antarctic stations to quantitatively assess background seismic noise levelslaemsstinent

between 2007-2012, including substantial previously unsampled sections of the Antarctic



continental interior. | characterize three-component noise levels between 0.15-150 s using
moving window probability density function-derived metrics and analyze seismic noiseilevel
multiple frequency bands to examine different noise sources. These metrics reveal and quantify
patterns of significant seasonal and geographic noise variations across the continent, including
the strong effects of seasonal sea ice variation on the microseism, at a new lewdlitbdmes
Thorough analysis of the seismic noise environment and its relation to instrumentation and siting
techniques in the Polar Regions facilitates new science opportunities and the tiptinoiza
deployment strategies for future seismological research in the Polar Regions, and innrmounta

glacier systems.

Chapter 2 details the analysis of 23 years of microseism observations on the Antarctic&eninsul
to investigate wave-sea ice interactions assksshe influence of the Southern Annular Mode
(SAM) on storm activity and wave state in the Drake Passage. The lack of landmasses,
climatological low pressure, and strong circumpolar westerly winds between latitudes ab 50;S t
65jS produce exceptional Southern Ocean storm-driven wave conditions. This combination
makes the Antarctic Peninsula one of Earth's most notable regions of high amplitude wave
activity and one of the planetOs strongest sources of ocean-swell driven microseism noise in both
the primary (direct wave-coastal region interactions) and secondary (direct ocean floor forcing
due to interacting wave trains) period bands. Microseism observations are examined from 1993-
2015 from long running seismographs locateBatrer Station (PMSA), on the west coast of

the Antarctic Peninsula, and from the sub-Antarctic East Falkland Island (EFI). These records
provide a spatially integrative measure of Southern Ocean amplitudes and of the degree of

coupling between ocean waves and the solid earth with and without the presence of sea ice



(which can reduce wave coupling with the continental shelf). A spatiotemporal correlation-based
approach illuminates how the distribution of sea ice influences seasonal primary and secondary
microseism power. | characterize primary and secondary microseism power due to variations in
sea ice, and find that primary microseism energy is both more sensitive to sea ice and more
capable of propagating across ocean basins than secondary microseism energy. During positive
phases of the SAM, sea ice is reduced in the Bellingshausen Sea and overall storm atikvity in t

Drake Passage increases, resulting in strongly ineti@asroseism power levels.

The field of fluvial seismology has emerged during the past deaétieseismic recordings near
fluvial systems showing potential for a continuous, inexpensive, and non-invasive method of
measuring flow and, in some cases, bed-load transport, in streams and rivers. In Chapter 3, |
extend this research to the South Fork of the Cache la Poudre River in Northern Colorado where
| deployed a small seismoaccoustic array while simultaneous measurements oféjscha
suspended sediment concentrations, and precipitation were obtained. By placing seismometers
within unprecedented proximity to the channel (~ 1 m, and during some time periods
submerged), | found a broad range of frequencies excited by discharge, including novel, low-
frequency (< 1 Hz) signals. After calibrating horizontal seismic power with flow rates aver th
course of a rainstorm event for individual sensors, | show that horizontal seismogram power in
the 0.33-2 Hz band can be used to accurately invert for fluvial discharge with simple regressions,
once a site is properly calibrated to a traditional hydrograph. These signals likely arise &lom loc
sensor tilt as the seismometer is directly forced by channel flow and show promise for
augmenting seismic monitoring of fluvial systems by introducing a technigue to estimate

discharge rates from outside the channel with easily deployed noninvasive instrumentation.
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General Introduction to Seismic Noise

The unpredictable nature of earthquakes occurring on faults across the planet necessitates
continuous observations from seismic instrumentation. Traditionally, the goals of earthquake
monitoring have been to either characterize the earthquake event (e.g., location, size, fault
rupture characteristics) or use the seismic waves radiated from the earthquake to study earth
structure (e.g., crustal thickness, mantle structure). However, in the absence of earthquakes
seismometers record a wide range of signals generated from both natural and anthropogenic
sources as well as from the instrument itself. As these signals have the gaptintérfering

with the ability to record earthquakes, they have been lumped together and given the term

Oseismic noise.O

The broad spectrum of seismic noise can be divided into three general period bands: short period
(< 1 s), intermediate period (1-20 s), and long period (>20 s) (e.g., Figure 1.2). Noise sources in
the short period band are often dominated by anthropogenic noise contaminasersand

coupling due to wind, making it frequently difficult to isolate small seismic sideais,Li et

al., 1984;Galperin et al, 1986;Peterson,1993;Withers et al. 1996;Wilson et al. 2002).

Diurnal changes in anthropogenic noise have been shown to drastically change detection level
thresholds and accuracy of phase picks for local and regional seismic evenfe{lergand

Velascg 2009;McMahon et al.2016 Demuth et al.2016).For instance, elevated daytime noise
levels at stations near cities raised earthquake detection threshold®®blVand differences in
background high frequency noise levels between individual stations caused detections thresholds

to be raised by M2.0 at noisy versus quiet sitd3gmuth et al.2016). Thus, characterization of



seismic noise sources can have important implications for the design and placement of
instruments in seismic networks. This type of analysisa prime-motivating factor in my first

study OThe Seismic Noise Environment of AntarcticaO (Chapter 1), as year-round data had just
begun to be recovered from remote sectors of the Antarctic interior by the NSF-funded
POLENET, AGAP, and other large seismograph deployments, and little was known about how
seismometer emplacement styles in the Antarctic environment influenced the qusditynaic
records. As | worked through theprojects, and deployed instruments in the field, | became
interested in using seismic noise in Antarctica as a means to not only measomesgjatlto-

noise for traditional earthquake detection and research, but as a way to assess Southern Ocean

wave state and sea ice concentration around Antarctica.

Noise generated by ocean waves, known as microseisms, is a ubiquitous feature of the
intermediateseismicperiod band on seismometers across the globe. Microseisms have long been
subdivided into processes associated with the direct coupling of waves crashing against the
continental shelf (primary microseism, approximately 13-20 s pegigd;Hasselmannl963)

and with wave-wave interactions as opposing wave trains interfere with each other and set up
standing pressure oscillations on the seafloor (secondary microseism, approximately 5-10 s
period; e.g.Longuet-Higgins1950). However, as the strength of microseism signals can be
directly related to ocean wave state, several recent studies have begun using microseism
observations as a direct proxy for near-coastal wave height4kamg et al., 2009Ardhuin et

al., 2012; Ferretti et al.2016) and to assess changes in regional or global wave activity over the
past several decades (eAster et al, 2008, 2010Stutzmann et gl2009). During the last

decade, the field of Oenvironmental seismologyO has been born as a field in which seismic



observation are utilized to study and track changing conditiithin EarthOs atmosphere,

hydrosphere, and cryosphere (eLgrose et al 2015).

For instance, because the formation of sea ice around the coastlines of Polar Regioniitan inhi
ocean waves from transferring energy to the solid earth, microseism observations from seismic
stations in Antarctica and the Arctic have been suggested as a proxy for tracking nebhseaasta

ice strengthTsai and McNamar&011). In the past few years, researchers have become
increasingly interested in ocean wave-sea ice-coastal interactions as thé@saiperienced

rapid reductions in summer sea ice concentrations. These reductions in sea ice create larger
expanses of open ocean, which enables the generation of larger wind-driven oceanic waves that
likely have the capability to further breakup sea ice and erode shorelines. Thus, the potential for

a positive feedback loop between ocean wave activity and sea ice lossAspits€t al. 2012;
Thompson and Roger8014) and has sparked strong interest in observational studies of wave-

sea ice interactions (e.¢kphout et al. 2014;Mahoney et a).2016). However, such in situ
measurements and observations are rare, particularly for the Southern Ocean. In Chapter 2 of the
dissertation, OLinks Between Atmosphere, Ocean, and Cryosphere from two Decades of
Microseism Observations on the Antarctic Peninsula,O | explore the use of historicalisnicrose
records across more than two decades as a proxy for measuring wave-sea ice interactions and for
determining regional microseism source locations. | also illustrate how modes opla¢mos

variability can have a drastic impact on storm and wave activity as well as sea ieetadans.

These observations contribute to advance understanding of coupled climate systems and should
aid future use of microseism observations to compliment and extend satellite observations of

changes in wave state, storm activity, and sea ice.



More locally and on shorter time scales, seismic observations have also begun to be edestigat
for use in monitoring and quantifying geomorphological processes such as coastal erosion (e.g.,
Adams et aJ.2005;Norman et al.2013;Poppeliers and Mallinsar2015); glacial calving, slip
events, and icestream dynamics (ed)Neel et aR007;Wiens et al.2008; Winberry et al,

2009); and fluvial discharge and sediment transport @ugtin et al, 2008, 2011Hsu et al.,
2011;Schmandt et gl2013;Roth et al, 2016). In contrast to microseism observations, the new
field of Ofluvial seismologyO commonly uses short period (< 1 s) signals recorded by
seismometers located in close proximity to rivers (<50 m) to infer changes in bedload transport
and discharge. Previous work has been limited to predominantly larger (3K)@lumial

systemsKisu et al.2011;Schmandt et §12013) and/or where discharge rates are poorly

resolved Burtin et al, 2008;Bartholomaus et al2015). In Chapter 3 of the dissertation,

OSeismic Monitoring of Snowmelt Runoff in the Northern Colorado Rocky Mountains,O these
earlier studies are extended to a small (1-#8)and largely snowmelt-fed stream with co-

located measurements of discharge, precipitation, and suspended sediment levels. By placing the
sensors in exceptioriglclose proximity to the stream ( ~1 m), a novel source of longer-period
(0.5-3.3 s) seismic noise that correlates remarkably well with discharge is revealed, so that a
synthetic seismic hydrograph can be readily produced. Additionally, it is shown that suspended
sediment loads of this system (which are small and very fine grained) are not idemtified i

seismic record. These findings should be beneficial to the design of future networks that

incorporate seismic observations to continuously monitor fluvial systems.

Although the range of systems examined in the dissertation ranges from continent-wide studies

of sea ice around Antarctica to monitoring discharge and sediment transport along ~50 m on the



Colorado River, the studies are all tied together by the common theme of using spectrial analys
to characterize continuous seismic signals that arises through environmental process@y. As m
seismic noise sources are non-impulsive and often persist for long-durations, they are
traditionally analyzed in the frequency domain (rather than analyzing waveform/time series data
usually in the form of moving-window power spectral density (PSD) spectrograms. Identifying
meaningful sources of noise requires performing specialized spectral analysis techniques
designed to return relatively smooth spectra with a tractable number of Fourier coeffitidats w
mitigating spectral leakage (e.@ppenheim and Schafel975;McNamara and Buland2004).
Additionally, to track season&ab-decadal variations in noise levels; it becomes necessary to
process large amounts of seismological data to resolve and interpret small changesismibe s

noise field.

The United States Geological Survey, the Incorporated Research Institutions for Seismology
(IRIS), and academic researchers widely employ a version of the community software package
PQLX (e.g.,McNamara and Bog2011) to evaluate the spectral amplitudes of noise recorded

on seismometers over long time periods. However, PQLX has limitations in characterizing
seismic noise recorded on long-running networks such as 1) requiring local archival of all time
series data (~4 GB per year per station of 3-component 40 sample per second data), 2) inability
to specify window lengths and smoothing parameters used in PSD estimalionte8)user

support, and 4) a sometimes fragile MySQL database/framewarkvercome these problems,

| worked directly with the IRIS Data Management Center (DMC) to develop an open Python-
based community noise processing toolkit (NTK) that enables customization of spectral

amplitude estimates as well as direct data processing from the DMC s8afeasdir et al.



2013). The NTK is used to perform spectral analysis in Chapters 2-3 of the dissertation and
mimics the output format of PQLX. The availability of a user-friendly platform for sgect

analysis, with the capability of performing near-real spectral estimates has mangtapyito
environmental seismology. As different environmental targets excite different frequehcie
interest, which vary on a wide range of time scales, the NTK was designed to enabtensaflect

a wide range of PSD window lengths and smoothing options. The tradeoff that inherently occurs
between spectral resolution and confidence in spectral estimates and how spenatdsessed

in this dissertation are calculated to ensure reproducibility is discussed in Appendix 1.4 discus
some applications of performing spectral analysis through the NTK such as monitoring global
wave state and local sea ice conditions in the OEpilogue and Future DirectionsO (Cbfapter 4)

the dissertation.



Chapter 1: The Seismic Noise Environment of Antarctich

Introduction

Seismographic coverage of Antarctica prior to 2007 consisted overwhelmingly of a handful of
long running and sporadically-deployed transient stations, many of which were princgeally
located with scientific research stations. Despite very cold temperatures, suntess, limited
logistics, and extreme storms, recent developments in polar instrumentation driven by new
scientific objectives have opened up the entirety of Antarctica to year-round and continuous

seismological observation (e.g., Nyblade et al., 2012).

Motivations for these recent studies include improved understanding of seismogenic, volcanic,
tectonic and glaciological processes, heat flow, dynamic glaciological/ocean interaatidns
mantle viscosity. Such studies contribute generally to improvements in understanding the
geophysical, geological, and glaciological history of the continent and how these processes
interact with the past and present state of the glaciological and climate sgsieWifiberry et

al., 2009 West et a].201Q Hansen et a).2010;Winberry et al. 2011 Chaput et al.2013;

Heeszel et al.2013;Lough et al.2013,Accardo et al.2014), including processes relevant to
glacial isostatic adjustment and sea level rise (IPCC Report, 2007). Additionally, micsseism
arising from ocean wave activity contain useful climate proxy information on the state and

variability of the relatively poorly sensed southern oceAstef et al. 2008 Stutzmann et al
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2009 Aster et al, 2010) and such observations are sensitigeaice concentration and areal
coverage in the polar regionsrob et al, 2011;Tsai and McNamara201% Koch et al, 2013).

This characterization of the seismic noise environment of Antarctica, documentation of
instrument performance, and comparisons of installation conditions (e.g., ice vaults vs. rock
sites) is intended to facilitate optimization of future seismological deployrrestgEh
environments. We analyze data from a range of recent experiments to provide a broad
geographical characterization of AntarcticaOs seismic noise environment, which carut®y inc
more substantial observations from regions that are free from anthropogenic noise

contamination.

Methods
I. Data Collection and Analysis

The Polar Earth Observing Network (POLENENET) and Gamburtsev Antarctic Mountains
Seismic Experiment (GAMSEISGAP) (e.g.,Heeszel et al2013;Lloyd et al, 2013;Wiens et

al., 2013;Chaput et al 2014) deployments of year-round temporary seismic stations have
strongly contributed to improving the broadband seismic coverage of Antarctica (Figure 1.1).
Stations in POLENET ANET and GAMSEIS/AGAP were first deployed in December 2007 and
have continued through the present. Although most stations were deployed in snow vaults, some
sensors, particularly in the Transantarctic Mountains (TAM) were installed directly aedsola

rock outcrops, permitting some data quality comparisons to be performed between the two siting
environments. All rock- and icgitedtemporary stations analyzed here were equipped with

either Nanometrics Trillium 240 or Guralp cold-modified CMG-3T broadband sensors.
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To characterize and analyze the seismic background of Antarctica, we examinedaddlea¥ai

and 20 Hz sampling rate seismic data from 77 stations (9 permanent sites, 38 POLENET, 30
AGAP) between 2007 and 2012 using data retrieved from IRIS Data Services. The seismic time
series were then used to generate acceleration power spectral densities (PSDsative Borél
m?/s*/Hz) and PSD probability density functions (PDFs) using the methodologlgamara

and Buland2004) through the software package PQMcNamara and Boa2011;, Figure

1.2). The PSD estimation procedure deconvolves the instrument response from archived
continuous time series. 1-hr, 50% overlapping time segments are windowed into 13 sub-
segments with 75% overlap. Each sub-segment is demeaned, detrended, and a 10% cosine taper
is applied to reduce spectral leakage. WelchOs section averaging method is utiltredt® es

the PSD (e.g@ppenheim and SchafdQ75) for each 1-hr segment using the 13 sub-segments.
Empirical PDFs are constructed by binning periods in 1/8-octave intervals and power in 1 dB
intervals, and normalizing by the total number of PSDs. PSD PDFs and other statistics are
referenced to thBeterson(1993) global new high- and low-noise models (NHNM, NLNM) for

broader global comparison.

PSD PDFs are insightful and compact data representations for examining instrumentation and
data quality as well as seismic signals and noise levels. To identify backgroundondiserts

the PSD population was culled of obvious instrumentation artifacts associated with dawntim
and malfunctions. This was achieved, when necessary, by automatically identifying
characteristically anomalous PSDs which contained power levels within the reboistiary
microseism band that exceeded th® p8rcentile statistics in every period bin or that fell below

median NLNM power in at least 50% or the period bins. Such PSDs were attributed to common
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Figure 1.2 (a) Probability density functio(PDF)of power spectral density (PSD) for the
vertical-component of South Pole stat@B8PA (146 m borehole) for December 2007D
December 2012 plotted on a logarithmic color scale to show transignahiplitude signals
(e.g..teleseismiearthquakes) and other probabilistically secondary features. The median
PSD is plotted (solid black line) as well d5d&nd 9%' percentile statistics (dashed lines) and
are compared to the global high- and low-noise modeti\NiM, NLNM) of Peterson(1993.
Additionally, the six period bands referred to in the text are lab&kdporal evolutions in
power in the short-perio@) and primary microseism barfd) are shown to illustrate the
influence of seasonal anthropogenic noise at nearby (7.8 km) AmundsenttbtPSle
Station and the unique seasonality (phase shifted ~90; from the thstsafuthern
hemisphereAster et al.2008) of the Antarctic microseism signal due to the annual growth
and decay of sea ice.
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instrumentation artifacts such as mass re-centers, calibrationd&\amara and Buland

2004), and to intermittent data dropouts due to power or other issues. The number of resulting
PSDsrelative to the station installation time was then used to assess each statiores upt
Stations exhibiting less than 50% percent uptime and/or failing to record at least one cycle of a
seasonally representative one-month or longer time segment were excluded from our noise maps,
butwere included in the analyses of instrumentation performance. PSDs that were strongly
affected by earthquake signals do not require special consideration because they amnetlguffici
intermittent that they do not significantfectthe median or other central PSD PDF metrics
calculated here (e.dAster et al.2008; 2010). For the instrumentation used in this study, the
nominal digitizer/seismometer electromechanical noise level is genarbafiiastially below the
seismic noise field (e.gPeterson 1993;Wilson et al 2002 Ringler and Hutt2010) and thus
usually do not affect these metrics (the exception being at extremely quiet sites isech as

boreholes at short period (< 0. 1 8)).

li. Noise Band Characterization

To evaluate the spatial distribution of the seismic nsigteat these stations, we separated the
median PSD of each station component into six period bands (Figure 1.2) of interest to source

and imaging seismology and examined the median power in each.

The short-period band, 0.15-1.0 s, captures common sources of anthropogenseisoise,
coupling due to wind (e.gWithers et al. 1996;Young et al.1996,Peterson 1993;Galperin et
al., 1986;Li et al.,1984), as well as signals ranging from local glaciological movements to

teleseismic earthquakes.



The 1.0-5.0 s teleseismic body wave bashared by intermittently excited local, regional, and
teleseismic earthquake-generated body waves, which are key to structural and source-related
studies. Additionally, several recent studies have attributed noise in this band at nedaodast
near-lake stations to local or regional swell activiyomirski et al, 2005 Tsai and McNamara
2011 Alegabi et al, 2013), which constitutes the shesrperiod portion of the double frequency

(secondary) microseism.

The 5.0-10.0 s and 10.0-20.0 s secondary and primary microseism bands, respectively, are
dominated, in the absence of earthquake or other transient source excitation, by ocean-generated
Rayleigh waves. The primary microseism originates when deep-ocean waves break or shoal on a
shallow seafloor and are primarily converted into Rayleigh waves agselmann]1963). The

typically much more powerful secondary microseism is usually generated by starastg-
components of the oceanic wavefield (e.g., coastal reflections, storm-storm, or intra-sterm wa
interactionsArdhuin et al, 2011) that generate sea-floor forcing at half the period of the

constituent traveling ocean waves (eL@nguet-Higgins195Q Tanimoto,2007). Variations in
microseism power at specific stations in Antarctica are known to be strongly seiwsiioté t
near-coastal storms and to wave-state (BgcAyeal et al.2006) and are amplitude modulated

by the annual formation and breakup of seaAsgr et al.2008, 2010Grob et al, 2011).

The 20-50 s intermediate period band contains power from the longest period microseisms and is

strongly excited by intermediate-period surface waves from global earthquakes.



The 50-150 s long period band is controlled by low-amplitude (e.g., ~300 time smaller in power
than double frequency microseism excitation) oceanic excitation of long-period waves generated
through infragravity wave excitation and difference-frequency interaction of opposing ocean
wave trains Rhie and Romanowic2004;Traer et al, 2012). A common source of

instrumentally generated noise in this b&diurnal or other seismometer tilting that strongly
couples into the horizontal components (6sgrrels,1971;Peterson,1993;Wilson et al. 2002).

This period band is also intermittently excited by long-petgbeseismisurface waves from

large earthquakes.

Results and Discussion

I. Polar Instrumentation Performance for Different Siting Methodologies
To evaluate the absolute and relative performance of year-round seismographs in Antarctica
under different siting conditions, we cull the PSD dataset of obvious instrumentatiorisaatsac
described previously, and inter-compare median PSD metrics (Figure 1.3). Post-artifact uptime
for different emplacement types were highly variable, with permanent stations (9) recording
acceptable quality data 89% + 3% of time, POLENETANET sites (38) at 83% *+ 5%, and
GAMSEISAGAP sites (30at 66% * 4%. The lower data retrieval rate of the AGHKESs
reflects the extremely cold temperatures and consequent service and technical issddagf w
on the high elevation East Antarctic Plateau (annual average ambient tempefatb@e® -60j
C and much colder temperatures during the winter). Subdividing the POLENET sites
into emplacement type shows an uptime advantage of ice sheet (91% + 4%) and shallow snow

(84 £ 8%) siting scenarios compared to rock outcrops (72% + 14%).
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Figure 1.3. (a)Median vertical-component PSDs for different siting types, as dkfinthe
text, between 2008-2012 with the estimated Global Seismic Networkdse models (light
gray dashed linePeterson 1993). Borehole sensors are indicated by dashed lines, and the
numbers in the legend represent the number of stations included in tfam restitinate or
borehole depth. Due to intermittent instrumentation issue®nly used data from February
2011 B December 2012 for characterizing the 146 m QSPA borehole and omitteat2012
for the 254 m borehole. For comparison to a high quality North Ameriem&talso show
ANMO, which is a long-running GSN rock borehole located near AlbuquerquegUSBA).

(b) Removing the mean value of the PSD estimates in (a) displajiseaoise level
differences(c) Subtracting the median horizontal power (attained from averaging tee BH
and BHN PSDs) from vertical power for the different emplacerygrs shows substantial
amplification of horizontal power at several sites, which amaamily attributable to tilt-
coupled horizontal noise.
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Median vertical-component PSDs for the limited number of available long-term statmns a
installation types reveal several intriguing differences (Figure 1.3a,b). Unsurprisingly, the two
borehole emplacements (VNDA, QSPA) are up to 20 dB quieter at high frequencies compared to
surface sites, reflecting the effective mitigation of wind noise (&/ghers et al 2006). Rock

and shallow snow POLENEANET sites comprise the noisiest temporary seismic installations

in the short-period band, being 5-7 dB noisier than comparable ice sheet sites. This is likely
explained as 1) many of these stations are located in the Transantarctic Mountains, erech is

of the windiest places on the continent (eMpyewski et a] 2009) and 2) these sites are located
on/near rock outcrop topography thatilitates the coupling of wind energy into seismic noise.
Additionally, stations placed directly on rock outcrops show enhanced horizontal noise, which
we interpret asilt, at periods of 0.5-3 s, as evidenced by a 5 dB difference between horizontal
and vertical-component noise (Figure 1.3c). We hypothesize that this is also a result of wind
forcing on the exposed outcrop and instrumentation enclosure. It should be noted that even these
noisy POLENETANET sites in the Transantarctic Mountains are characteristically 10-15 dB
quieter in the short-period band than permanent base-sited coastal stations at CASY, PMSA,
DRV, which are affected by persistent circumpolar westerly winds and probably also all have
some significant level of anthropogenic noise for part of the year (Figures 1.3, 1.5). Between 0.3-
2 s, these coastal, permanent pier and vault stations are the noisiest population by 3-15 dB and
have a distinct peak in noise at ~0.5 s relative to other stations, suggestive of the buildings or
other structures around the station being excited by the wind in this period band (Figure A2.1,

available in Appendix 2 of the dissertation).



The teleseismic body wave band reveals that the noise levels observed between rock asd ice sit
diverges between 1.25-7 s period, with ice site median levels being ~9 dB noisier at 3 s (Figure
1.3b). The noise in this band is comprised mainly of Rayleigh waves generated by near-coastal
primary and secondary microseism sources. Using experimentally determined seismieselocit

in ice sheets beneath the fern-ice transition<\8.8 km/s; e.gAlbert,1997;Kohnen 1974)

compared to a fast (6.2 km/s) upper crust for a bedrock site yields a local amplification of ~2.5
dB. Thus, this phenomenon cannot be entirely attributed to the simple elastic seismic wave
amplitude effects of the ice sheet and could be the result of an exceptionally strong contribution
from the shallower snow, including that above the firn-ice transitigr=(v0.5-3 km/sAlbert,

1997) and/or to trapped energy in the ice-sheet-atop-bedrock waveguide near these periods. We
additionally note a ~4.5 dB increase in the difference between horizontal and vertical-component
noise (Figure 1.3c) throughout this amplified secondary microseism band at ice sitestrelative
rock sites, which may reflect the influence of a smaller PoissonOs ratlo<i@2) in the upper

ice sheet relative to rock sites.

Noise levels are relatively castent in the primary and secondary microseism bands for all
installation types with the exception of the near coastal site CASY. The intermeliaid band
between 20 and 50 s has ~5dB of elevated noise on the AGAP stations. Closer examination of
these stations revealed a newly recognized source of instrument noise that was ywltirkatel

to the formation of convection cells within the sensor due to sensor heat dissipation under
extremely cold ambient temperature conditiohstiony et al., 2011F. Parker (IRIS

PASSCAL), pers. comm.). This phenomenon produces noise at periods of ~30-70 s and only



affects the vertical-components of a few sensors, mostly those located on the Eait Antarc

Plateau (Figure A2.2), and is generally absent during the warmer summer months.

ii. A Case Study of QSPA (South Pole): Implications for Icecap Borehole Sensors
Borehole installations at tens to hundreds of meters substantially reduce wind noise as well a
some types of anthropogenic noise (eYgung et al 1996;McNamara and Buland@004).

QSPA is a unique installation that incorporates borehole sensors installed within the nearly 3000
m-thick south polar icecap. It is the only such station in the Global Seismographic Network,
which includes a large number of conventional bedrock borehole Biider( 2004). The QSPA

site is a component of the South Pole Remote Earth Science and Seismological Observatory
(SPRESO), sited 7.9 km from the Pole and the Amundsen-Scott (US) South Pole Station within a
designated vibrational Quiet Sector for South Pole science operations. The transition from snow
to compact ice as a result of pressure with increasing depth results in a laterally ueidonia s
velocity gradient within the upper 200 m of the ice sh&et 1963,1975Patterson1994).

Modeling of short-period anthropogenic noise within this velocity model indicates that surface-
generated noise is trapped in the near-surface firn |ajleert, 1997). Two of the three QSPA

borehole sensors were installed below 200 m to be located beneath this waveguide.

The multiple seismic instruments collocated at QSPA provide an opportunity to compare the
noise levels of surface vault seismometers with borehole instruments in a continental g
sheet environment. Recording at QSPA began in January of 2003, where three borehole
instruments (at 275, 254, and 146 m) were supplemented with additional sensors located in

vaults 4 m below the surface. The station received numerous sensor replacements and updates



during its development and testing between 2009-2011 (K. Anderson and T. Storm, pers.
Comm.). Here, we analyze data from longer contiguous periods of the archive collected at the
surface vault and with borehole Guralp CMG3-T sensors at 146 m after February 2011 and at

254 m between 2007-2011.

Overall, baseline (winter), high frequency (5-10 Hz) noise power is lower by 15-25 dB in the
borehole installations on all components. This advantage diminishes with increasing period until
~1 s, beyond which noise levels for the surface and borehole sites are nearly identical (Figure
1.4a). The 254 m deep borehole is several dB quieter than the sensor at a depth of 146 m at
frequencies greater than 1 Hz, with the greatest improvement of ~5 dB observed between
frequencies of 3-5 Hz. Noise levels during the weekend and during the weekday are similar
during austral winter months of highly reduced human activity (February-October), suggesting
that the natural background noise state, free from anthropogenic contamination, is approached at
the SPRESO site during this part of the year. The vertical-component noise is nearly uniform
between the surface and borehole sites at long periods, but the horizontal components of the
borehole sensors are 35-40 dB quieter than the surface at 100 s, due to the strongly reduced
tilting of these clamped sensor packages relative to shallow ice vaults (Figure 1.3c). This
reduction in long-period, horizontal-component noise is 10 dB greater than that noted between

rock boreholes and nearby surface vaults in the southwestern United \Btildesn €t al, 2002).

During the austral summer (November-January), there is a large difference between the weekday
noise and the weekend noise levels (up to 26 dB), in the high-frequency band (< 1 s) showing

that anthropogenic noise from the South Pole station is readily detected at all depths
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noise likely because it is located within the near-surface (~2GDmyaveguide that traps

high frequency energy (Albert, 1997).
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(Figure 1.4b). Subtracting weekend from weekday power levels (Figure 1.4c) we observe that
station activities at the South Pole during the busiest season at the base results in a 15-25 dB
increase in high frequency (0.1-0.2 s) noise that decays approximately exponentially with
increasing period. A likely significant source of this noise is the frequent grooming of the snow
runways by heavy equipmertiriderson et aJ 2008). The 254 m deep borehole sensor, located
well below the firn-ice transitiorwan den Broeke2008), is seen to be most effective at

mitigating anthropogenic noise by up to ~5 dB compared to the surface vault and by up to ~10
dB compared to the 146 m borehole which lies within the (upper ~200 m). These results thus
support theAlbert (1997) model prediction that high-frequency seismic energy from surface

sources is substantially trapped in the shallow Antarctic icecap.

ili. The Continent-Scale Seismic Noise Environment of Antarctica
To produce estimates of median vertical-component noise level variations across the continent
(recognizing that the spatial sampling is of course still very sparse), power levels in the above-
defined period bands at each station were geographically interpolated on an equal-area, UTM-
style, mesh grid (Figure 1.5; horizontal component noise level maps show similar trends see
Figures A2.3-A2.4). A striking feature on these maps are the anomalously high and broadband
(0.15D20 s), (5-20 dB) noise levels of the Antarctic Peninsula relative to the rest of the continent,
with the discrepancy becoming stronger at shorter periods. This is likely primarily due to the
high winds associated with the circumpolar westerlies and the resulting effectgpestaous
seas in the Drake Passage and Bellingshausen Sea, accentuated by the narrowness of the

peninsula and station proximities to the coast.
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Figure 1.5.Interpolated noise-map of Antarctica for each of six separatedoeainds
(Figure 2) using median vertical-component power in each for 59 sestatimns (QSPA
surface station used) located across the continent (triangles)tidbicolor scale changes
with each period range to illustrate contrast and representetaai power in dB. MILR is
the red dot in the Transantarctic Mountains in the short-period magfexts the
exceptional wind coupling at this unstable rock site. Long period sehsdmMiILR is
severe and the station has been omitted from the intermediatengnoklriod maps. Stations
afflicted with the long-period convection noise (HOWD, several GEMBAGAP sites)
were also omitted from these two frequency bands. Note that ¢eertad feature in East
Antarctica is controlled by one very noisy coastal station (CASYreil.3).
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Noise in the short-period band is also relatively high (~10 dB above the majority of the
continental interior) at non-Peninsular coastal and central Transantarctic Mountainsges
consistent with estimates of higher wind speeds in these areas from long-term (e.g., 40-year)
weather reanalysis, for the central TAM and East Antarctic Chstgwski et a] 2009). Away

from the Antarctic Peninsula and its exceptionally strong and broadband oceanic microseism
noise, PSD median levels in the teleseismic body wave band (1-5 s) become much more uniform
varying byjust~7 dB with the highest levels recorded at near-coastal stations and for sensors

sited atop thick ice sheets (e.g., GAMSEIS/AGAP; POLENET ANET Transear&atVAIS).

Generally, power in the primary and secondary microseism bands are highest at near-coastal
stations and decay into the continental interior by up to 6 dB and 12 dB, respectively. The
gradient of decay is period-correlated and is most readily observable around the Antarctic
Peninsula. Compared to most of the planet, noise levels in the entire microseism band (1 b 20 s)
in Antarctic are strongly affected by the annual growth and decay of sea ice around the continent
(Figure 1.6; primary microseism shown for reference). In both microseism bands, seasonal
power varies by at least 10 dB, with annual maxima occurring across most of the continent
during the sea ice minimum, which occurs approximately three months prior to peak oceanic
storm activity in the southern hemisphefester et al. 2008). Minimum noise in the microseism
bands occurs during the summer across the continent, with the notable exception of primary
microseism power at DRV. We suspect that high levels of local sea-ice loss early gltthe m
season may drive this phenomenon by exposing the Wilkes Land regional coastline and shelf to

Southern Ocean waves earlier in the year. Previous analysis of microseism noise at DRV has
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shown that the primary microseism source backazimuth shifts seasonally towards the closes

ice-free oceanQtutzmann et 312009).

Comparing the noise environment of the Antarctic continent to long-running sites in interior
North America allows for a simple comparison between these Antarctic noise ledejpeal

data recorded in the northern hemisphere (e.g, by EarthScope USArray). We compared the
median PSD metrics calculated in this study (Figure 1.3) to a 145 m rock borehole sensor at GSN
station ANMO (Albuquerque, New Mexico, USA). In general, Antarctic stations are ~5 dB
quieter at short-periods (< 1 s) than ANMO, likely because of limited anthropogenic noise
contributions, greatly reduced wind profiles, and potentially poorly characterized short-period
response at the 145 m ANMO borehole (Adam Ringler (USGS Albuquergue Seismic
Laboratory), pers. Comm.). However, even without considering the ice-sheet amplification effect
widely observed between ~1.25-7 s, West Antarctica is typically 2-5 dB noisier than ANMO in
the microseism bands (1-20 s) despite being seasonally surrounded by a sea ice buffer. This
likely reflects the more extreme wave states and storm activity present in the Soutenn Oc
relative to the Northern Pacific Ocean, which dominates the microseism band at ANMO (e.g.,

Aster et al.2008).

Conclusions

Broadband seismic background noise for Antarctica is characterized using recently collected
year-round data that have greatly expanded coverage across the continent. We analyzed noise
levels within six discrete bands that encompass diverse sources of natural, anthropogenic, and

instrument (e.g., tilt-coupled) noise, and have broadly characterized the large-scale geographic



distribution of power in each band across the continent and nominal noise level expectations for
future Antarctic stations. We conclude the following regarding the various types of installations

presently available for analysis:

Ice Borehole Stations Despite detectable short-period-dominated anthropogenic noise during
the busiest part of the year from the 7.8 km-distant Amundsen-Scott South Pole Station, the
borehole seismometers at QSPA are the quietest sensors in Antarctica at high fre@reritie

Hz), occasionally dropping below tieterson(1993) Low Noise Model, and are thus

candidates for the quietest stations on earth in this frequency range. Our observations confirm
that placing the sensor below the near-surface waveguide modeidioeot(1997) (> ~200 m)
results in an ~5 dB reduction in baseline natural high-frequency noise and a 10 dB reduction in
anthropogenic noise compared to a sensor located within the waveguide. Additionally, the
QSPA borehole instruments are the only ice-sited sensors in Antarctica to exhibit extosmely |
tilt-coupled horizontal component noise at long periods (i.e. > 50 s) and attendant low general
long-period noise levels. QSPA does experience an up to ~9 dB amplification in background
noise at 2-5 s similar to that observed on all thick ice sites, and that we conclude is atcmmbina

lowered seismic impedance aicd-atop-bedrock waveguide effect.

Rock Borehole Stations The 100 m rock borehole VNDA, located in the dry valleys, does not
exhibit the amplified 2-5 s noise levels of QSPA and other ice sheet sites, and is also ~5 dB
quieter than the QSPA boreholes and POLENET ANET ice vaults at 50-100 s, making it the
guietest long-period instrument in Antarctica. The instrument does appear to exhibit some tilt-

coupled noise at >30 s period, as is visible in vertical/horizontal power ratios, but this



discrepancy between components is smaller than for any other sensor on the continent except the
QSPA ice borehole sensors. Short-period (< 1 s) noise levels at VNDA are better than any other
Antarctic station, except for the QSPA boreholes, despite its location in the windy Deysv/all

and at the foot of the Transantarctic Mountains. This station is generally ~10 dB quieter than
comparable POLENET ANET rock sites; however, 8-30 s microseism power levels are 1-2 dB
higher than typical stations in Antarctica, which we attribute to relative proximity ttatoas
microseism sources.

Together, the two borehole stations are the quietest sites in Antarctica between 0.15-100 s and
are exceptionally impervious to wind and tilt-coupled horizontal noise. Because of their low
long-period noise, establishing additional boreholes sites in Antarctica would significantly
improve the ability to detect and study long period signal generated by the cryospheric and
tectonic processes in Antarctica. For instance, these two sites were the only stgtadnie of

clearly detecting the 25-83 s slip signal generated by slow cryospheric events from the Whillans

Ice Stream in West Antarctica bYiens et al(2008).

Ice Sheet Stationsln general, POLENET ANET vaults, where sensors were typically deployed

1 b 2 m below the surface and atop thick ice sheets, were 5-7 dB quieter in the short-period band
than comparable rock and near-rock/shallow snow vaults. These lower noise levels are partially
attributable to the stations being deployed in less windy areas with flatter topography and
accordingly lower levels of seismic wind coupling. In addition, many of these sites become
covered drift, resulting in very low wind profiles. These sites are also 5-7 dB quieter at 30-100 s
than rock/shallow snow vaults, reaching vertical noise levels that can approach the 254 m QSPA

borehole in this band. GAMSEIS/AGAP ice vaults deployed on the East Antarctic Plateau



experienced greater difficulty operating continuously in the exceptionally harsh East Antarctic
environment. Some of these stations experienced strong, ~30-70 s, internal convection noise on
the vertical-components, a newly recognized process of internal seismometer noise generation

that is now understood and being ameliorated (T. Parker, pers. Comm.).

Rock and Shallow Snow StationsRock and shallow snow stations are here classified as those
sited on top of and adjacent to isolated Nunataks and/or in close vicinity to Transantarctic
Mountain outcrops. In these locations, we found that emplacement in even shallow snow/ice was
broadly superior to direct rock installation, particularly in improving long-period (> 10 s) sensor
horizontal noise attributed to tilt, and in the near-elimination of shorter-period tilt, which we
suspect arises from direct wind forcing on the outcrop and station. At an especially noisy rock
vault from POLENET ANET (MILR, Figure 1.5), these wind-driven effects were so severe that
the microseism peaks were sometimes obscured on PSD PDFs of the horizontal components and
the station was rendered unusable for shear wave splitting stadesdo et al.2014).

Additionally, we note that station uptimes for rock vaults (72%) are not as good as shallow-snow
or ice vaults (84%, vs. 91%), primarily because these sites are more susceptible to damage from
extreme storm events. In the future we recommend installing stations that are near outcrops on

adjacent snow rather than rock when possible.

Long-term Stations with Bedrock Piers/Vaults The longest-operational seismographic
stations in Antarctica, aside from the heterogeneous installations over the years at ®&quaite Pol
collocated with coastal research stations and are consequently subject to anthropogenic, wind,

and microseism noise. Between 0.3-2 s, these stations as a group are the noisiest in Antarctica



Compared to remote, temporary shallow snow vaults, the main seismic noise advantage of these
installations, which incorporate larger-scale permanent piers, is convenience and reduced sensor

tilt (i.e., an ~10 dB smaller discrepancy in H/V ratios at 100s).

Using the long running GSN borehole station ANMO as an example of a long-running high
quality station for reference, we find that many interior stations in Antarctica are ghaeter t

ANMO at short-periods (< 1 s), but that they also show more energy in the microseism bands (1-
20 s) due to the content being surrounded by the Southern Ocean, and despite lower noise levels
arising from annual sea ice growth. Aside from the aforementioned ice-sheet-associated
amplification between ~1.25-7 s, noise levels in Antarctica in the microseism-spanningreands a
controlled by proximity to strong microseism source generation regions (especially the Antarctic
Peninsula), and to seasonal and longer-term changes in southern ocean wave state and sea ice
extent. Geographic variations in microseism power become less pronounced, but are still
resolvable, at longer periods. Maximum power in these period bands generally occurs across the
continent during the Austral fall, when annual ocean wave activity is increasing and sea ice
coverage is at a minimum. The formation of the sea ice buffer during the winter slightly reduces
yearly variations of microseism power in Antarctica (~10-15 dB) compared to non-polar stations

(e.g., 12-18 dB at ANMO).

Recent year-round seismic deployments in the remote interior of Antarctica have draynaticall
increased the quality and quantity of broadband data from large hitherto unsampled areas of the
continent. These data are helping to drive significant new understanding about solid Earth, and

glacial structures and processes.(&dhaput et aJ.2014;Lough et al.2014;Accardo et al.



2014;Peng et al.2014). Uptimes of temporary ice-sheet vaults utilized in the POLENET

ANET deployment rival those of many long-term stations collocated with research bases, yet
show substantially reduced noise levels in the period bands of local and teleseismic eathquake
and ice quakes. These results indicate that the seismological community is now cabatble of
interrogating additional sections of polar and other cold regions and able to move towards the
establishment of more geographically extensive and long-term Antarctic and Arctic

seismographic networks.



Chapter 2: Links Between Atmosphere, Ocean, and Cryospheifeom two

Decades of Microseism Observations on the Antarctic Resula?

Introduction

The Antarctic Peninsula (AP) has undergone profound environmental change during the second
half of the twentieth century, including local trends of atmospheric warming exceeding 0.5; C
per decadeMaughan et a] 2003;Turner et al, 2005), a marked decrease in sea ice extent in the
Amundsn-Bellingshausen sector (-6.63% per decddener et al, 2009), and the

disintegration of four ice shelves and significant retreat of others, yielding a loss of over 28,000
km? of floating ice Cook and Vaughr2010). The loss of this floating ice has led to significant
and decadal-scale dynamical thinning and acceleration of glaciers that previously fed these
shelves $cambos et 312004 Pritchard et al, 2009). Similarly, more than 80% of the nearly

400 steep mountain glaciers flowing west off the spine of the peninsula have accelerated and
retreated substantially, likely driven by changes at the tidewater terrRintchérd and

Vaughn 2007). The spatiotemporal complexity of both the observed changes (i.e., greatest
atmospheric warming during winter on the western AP and in summer/autumn on the eastern
AP; Turner et al, 2013), along with atmospheric and oceanic circulation around the AP,

precludes singular attribution of a forcing mechanism.

Modified circulation patterns, largely driven by increases in latitudinal pressure gradients, such
as measured by the Southern Annular Mode (SAM) index, likely played an important role
including raising surface temperatures on the AP (Elgpmpson and Solomo2002),
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strengthening surface winds (elgande et al 2012), reducing sea ice concentration around the
AP (Lefebvre et a] 2004), and increasing wave activity in the Drake Passzaguirre et al,

2011). The shifting of the SAM to a more positive phase, especially in the Austral summer, has
also been linked to ozone loss over Antarctica (€lgpmpson and SolomoR002;Yang et al

2007). Compounding these surface changes associated with more positive phases of SAM, it has
been recently suggested that larger wave events may be capable of mechanically damaging sea
ice and creating a positive feedback loop for sea ice weakening as progressively greater fetches
are capable of generating more intense wave activity fesglin et al, 2012;Thomson and

Rogers 2014). However, few direct observations of wave attenuation in sea ice exist and
properties such as the mechanical strength of sea ice are difficult to assesallyespeciarge

areas. Furthermore, in situ measurements of historical wave activity and storm events in the
Southern Ocean are sparse, making it difficult to characterize current and future impacts of
extreme weather events and climate change. The intensity of seismic signals dérermate

ocean wave activity and recorded by long-running continuously recording seismographs at high
latitude sites may be appropriate as a spatially integrated proxy for wave state, stotyn acti

and sea ice concentrations in the Southern Hemisphere and could usefully complimest satellit

hindcast, and buoy observations.

In the absence of earthquakes or other large transient sources of energy, EarthOs seismic
wavefield is dominated between ~5-25 s period by microseisms that arise when oceanic swell
energy is converted to ground displacement within the solid EarthHeugbyich and McCamy,

1969). At land-based seismic stations, microseism energy appears to be predominantly generated

in nearshore locations when swell from storm systems interacts with the contindhi@.ghe



Bromirski and Duennebie002 Bromirski et al, 2013;Ying et al, 2014). A power peak

centered near 16 s, called the primary microseism, originates when deep-ocean waves break or
shoal on a shallow seafloor and are converted into Rayleigh wdassglmannl1963). A

second, stronger source of predominantly Rayleigh waves, the secondary microseism, is
commonly generated by oceanic waves reflecting off the coastline and interacting witmopcomi
waves to form standing pressure fluctuations in the water column that oscillate and ctiuple wi
the seafloor at half the period of the oceanic waves (ggguet-Higgins1950;Tanimotq

2007). However, this signal can be generated whenever ocean swell of similar frequencies have
opposing components of motion, such as when waves generated by distinct storm systems
interact (e.g.Ardhuin et al, 2011). Finally, recent work has begun to define a short-period
microseism band below 5 s period that has been attributed to local sea state and wave activit

generated by regional winds (e 8tephen et al2003;Bromirski et al, 2005;Chen et al 2011).

Peak power in the microseism bands at toitkigh latitude seismic stations typically coincides
with enhanced synoptic scale extratropical storm activity during the whAsgtsret al, 2008;
Stutzmann et gl2009), resulting in strong annular periodicity. However, due to the winter
growth of sea ice around Antarctica, oceanic waves are impeded from efficiently exciting
seismic energy, and the annual microseism peak occurs during minimum sea ice extent in the
Austral fall, a few months prior to the midwinter storm peak for the Southern CGeain €t al,
2011;Anthony et al 2015). Records of microseism activity on the AP are thus sensitive to
concentration and extent of AP sea ice in addition to wave state and storm activity within the

Drake Passage.



Recent studies have utilized microseism analysis as proxies for climate indicatoescean

wave state and changes in intensity and distribution of storm activityBeogiyski et al,
1999;Asteret al, 2008, 2010Stutzmann et gl2009). Additionally, microseism records in the
polar regions have been suggested for use in extending sea ice observations beyond the satellite
era Grob et al, 2011) and for estimating the mechanical strength of near shore s€sacar(d
McNamara, 2011). However, little has been done to characterize how the spatial distribution of
sea ice impacts different microseism bands in detail, or to assess the impgapiashperiodic
modes of atmospheric variability (e.g., EI Ni—o-Southern Oscillation, North Atlanticl@ei|

SAM) have on the microseism record or storm activity in the Southern Ocean. Here, we utilize
over two-decades of microseism, sea ice, and SAM observations around the AP to develop a
correlation-based approach to estimate the seasonal locations of sea ice impaatieg obse
microseism power, infer microseism source generation regions, and investigate the influence of

the SAM on extremal storm activity in the Drake Passage.

Methods

i. Data
The seismograph at the U.S. Antarctic Program Palmer Station, (PMSA; Figure 2.1) has been
operated by the Global Seismographic Network (GBMlter et al, 2004) since early March
1993, making it one of the longest continuously operating seismic stations in Antarctica. PMSA
also has few instrumentation or data gap issues across its lifetime (98.6% uptime), with the
longest data gap being approximately 2 weeks. We use vertical component, 1 Hz sampling rate
data (LHZ) from the Streckeisen STS-1 sensor located on a bedrock pier sited within a local

corrugated steel building (IRISDSN Station Book, 1994). This study thus analyzes seismic
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noise at periods longer than ~3 s; local wind-generated seismic noise, which has been noted as
being particularly strong at PMSA, is well above the Nyquist frequency of this channel and thus
does not affect microseism metrics used in this study Withers et al 1998 Anthony et al

2015).

PMSAQs location within a hundred meters of the western coastline of the tempestuous Southern
Ocean, home to the largest spatial averaged waves on Eauhg 1999), and comparatively

low year-round concentrations of sea ice in the Badlimagsen Sea (Figure 2.1) contribute to
near-station generation of the strongest microseism signals in Antarctica, with poJgeateve
PMSA commonly 4-15 times greater than for stations within the continental in#&ntirony et

al., 2015). During the Austral winter, primary microseism power generated on ice-free portions
of the AP coastline dominate the 10-25 s period band for the entire conKoehtét al, 2011;
Anthony et al 2015). The combination of exceptionally intense microseism signals re@trded
PMSA and highly variable sea ice conditions in the Bellingshausen Sea foster investigations of
wave-sea ice interactions and sea state in the Drake Passage regiBarfargson and

Cavalieri, 2012; Figure 2.1,2.2).

To complement microseism metrics from PMSA, we identically analyzed data fronstie G
station on East Falkland Island (EFI). These data were useful to constrain regional waye activi
variations in the Drake Passage without the complicating influence of local seayioe (B).

We processed LHZ data from the Geotech KS-54000 80-meter deep borehole seismometer,

which has been recording since February 1996. As the vertical-component microseism signals
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we focus on in this study are within the intermediate period band (3-20 s), where power level is
generally unaffected by sensor depth (&\gjlson et al, 2002;Anthony et al 2015), the
different seismic installation types at PMSA and EFI should have no significant ionptut

recorded amplitudes of these signals.

All seismic data was retrieved from the open archives of Incorporated Research Institutions for
Seismology (IRIS) Data Services. The continuous time series data were directly converted to 3-
hour window acceleration power spectral density (PSD; in dB relative fs¥Hiz) estimates

with 50% temporal overlap using the IRIS Noise ToolKit (NTK), resulting in a total of 16 PSD
estimates per day. Similar to the widely applied PQLX algorithm (dapamara and Buland
2004;Mcnamara and Boga2011), NTK returns power estimates in 1/8-octave period bins and 1

dB power intervalsBahavar et al 2013). For plotting and correlation purposes, we apply

various averaging techniques to the large (>100,000 PSDs at both PMSA and EFI) database of 3-

hour PSD estimates (e.g., 10-day median PSD; Figure 2.2).

Daily sea ice concentration data for the Southern Hemisphere from 1993N2014 were retrieved
from the National Snow and Ice Data Center (NSIDC) as estimated from satellite mierowa
back-scatter dat&Cavalieri et al, 1996;Fettereret al, 2002). Concentration values are averages
for 25 knf grid cells and have concentration values ranging from 0-1, with 1 indicating that the
entire gridcell is covered in sea ice. Monthly means of the Antarctic Oscillation (i.e. SAM)

Index were obtained from National Weather Service Climate Prediction Center and are obtained

by projecting the 700 hPa anomalies south of 20iS onto the mean loading pattern of the AAO



from 1979-2000

(http://www.cpc.ncep.noaa.gov/products/precip/cwlink/daily ao index/aao/aao indéx.html

ii. Microseism Intensity
We subdivided the broad microseismapam into distinct primary (13-20 s), secondary (5-10
s), and short-period (2.5-5 s) bands (Figure 2). The microseism intekstiey €t al, 2008)was
then estimated from the integration of respective PSD bands as calculated using the IRIS NTK

and fit using a 6-term Fourier reconstruction (Figure 2.3,2.4).

iii. Spatio-temporal Correlation Analysis of Microseism Intensity and Sea Ice
To investigate the spatiotemporal influence of sea ice concentration on microseismqoawer f
single seismic station, we utilized the remarkably long and complete time series of both
microseism power and sea ice around the AP to perform correlation analysis. First, we converted
each 3-hour PSD estimate into normalized (by the maximum) primary and secondary microseism
power by integrating across relevant period bins (e.g., Figure 2.3,2.4). We then calculated
median microseism power for every month and constructed vectors of median microseism power

for each of the 12 calendar months over the entire 1993-2014 time-series.

Similarly, for the daily sea ice grids, we calculated a monthly, mean sea ice conuettrati

each 25 krhgrid point for each of the 12 calendar months. This returned 12 grids of vectors,
with each grid representing yearly mean sea ice concentrations for one of the calendar months
(e.q., 23 years of Junes). We then correlated these yearly mean sea ice concentrations at each

grid point against yearly median microseism power for a given month to generate a correlation



grid between sea ice concentration and microseism power for each calendar month (Figures
2.5,2.6). A nearly identical procedure was then performed to develop the correlations between

sea ice concentration and SAM phase.

iv. Extremal Storm Analysis
We applied the index hour methodologyAsiter et al(2010) to identify extreme wave events in
the Drake Passage. The methodology searched for times in the primary and secondary
microseism record where the”gﬁercentile statistic for integrated microseism power was
exceeded for three or more consecutive 1.5-hour PSD estimates (6 hours total). We then divided
total storm hours for both PMSA and EFI into normalized, 30-day months to attain the statistical

distribution of large storm systems in the Drake Passage (Figure 2.7a).

Results

I. Microseism Intensity
Of the three microseism period bands, the short-period is the most annually periodic as well as
having the highest dynamic range, with power levels plunging 20-30 dB every winter when sea
ice in the Bellingshausen Sea builds out across the entire western AP coastline (Figure 2.2).
Previous work using multiple stations with a sampling frequency of at least 20 Hz on tlas AP h
shown that power in this band is exceptionally sensitive to local (< 200 km range) sea ice
concentration and strong wind evemsthony et al 2014). Here, we focus on characterizing
synoptic scale storm activity in the Drake Passage and do not analyze short-period microseism

power trends further.
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The secondary microseism at PMSA shows the least degree of annual periodicity, in that only
70% of the signal power can be fit with six-term Fourier series. Peak power levels occur
biannually, in early May and mid-October (Figure 2.3). In contrast, EFI, which is well beyond
the maximal extent of AP sea ice, is far more periodic (84% of its power can be fit with six
Fourier terms) and shows a single annual power peak in early September (Figure 2.4). The
secondary microseism at PMSA typically varies by ~10 dB and is often observed even during

anomalously high sea ice concentrations around the AP (Figure 2.2).

Similar to the secondary microseism, primary microseism power at PMSA also peaks in both
early May and mid-October, shows ~10 dB of annual variation, and is not strongly periodic
(76% of signal fit by 6-term Fourier analysis, Figure 2.3). However, unlike the secondary
microseism, anomalously high levels of sea ice in the Bellinghausen Sea during the winter
reduce primary microseism power for several months (Figure 2.2). Interestingly, primary
microseism power recorded at EFI also shows an annual bi-modal distribution with peaks

occurring in both early May and early September (Figure 2.4).

ii. Spatiotemporal Correlation Analysis of Microseism Intensity and Sea Ice
PMSA microseism intensity-sea ice correlation maps (Figure 2.5) show that both primary and
secondary microseism power are anticorrelated with sea ice concentration in the Bellamgshaus
Sea. In general, we expect sea ice to impede the generation of both the primary and secondary
microseism due to its attenuation and coastal/continental shelf shielding ofrewell
Antarctica. The expected anticorrelation between sea ice and microseism power recorded at

PMSA is seen to peak during August, during which the correlation coefficient for the primary
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microseism reaches -0.90 ~150 km southwest of Palmer Station and the secondary microseism is
-0.71 ~200 km due west. The secondary microseism is generally less anticorrelated with sea ice
concentration than the primary and is influenced by a smaller areal extent of ice. Given that we
are using 22 years of data to perform our correlations, correlation coefficients with an absolute
value greater than 0.42 are considered statistically significant at the 95% confidencé interva

using a two-tailed t test (details and correlation maps for the entire continent available i

Appendix 3).

iii. Seasonal Distribution of Extremal Microseism Events
Both EFI and PMSA share a bimodal distribution of peak storm manitisa comparable
number (~15) of index hours per month during both May and September (Figure 2.7a). In
contrast, secondary microseism index hours for EFI show a single sharp peak of 55 index hours
per month in the late winter (late August-September) and absolutely no index hours in the middle
of the summer. Meanwhile, PMSA has a large plateau of ~30 index hours per month from April-
November. As we illustrate in the next section, these observations are likely due to peak storm
activity in the Drake Passage occurring in the late winter coupled with annual variatioas in se

ice around the AP.

Discussion

I. Influence of Sea Ice on Microseism Intensity
Our results provide direct evidence for the role of sea ice in impeding the generation of both
primary and secondary microseisms due to its direct attenuation of wave energy by shielding the

coast/continental shelf of the AP from swell. Since major low-pressure systems ke s



around the continent in the Circumpolar Westerlies and arrive on the western coast of the AP, the
strongest anticorrelations between microseism power and sea ice occur in the northern
Bellingshausen Sea (Figure 2.5). In contrast to the Bellingshausen Sea, the Weddell Sea is
shielded from the circumpolar westerlies by the AP and retains sea ice through most of the year
(Figure 2.1). The accumulation of thicker and mechanically stronger multi-year ic&(e.gcs
1996;Maslanik et al, 2007), combined with predominantly westward migrating storm systems
inhibits microseism generation along much of the Eastern coast of the AP. Accordingly, primary
and secondary microseism anti-correlations with sea ice are often much weaker in the Weddell

Sea, particularly poleward of the marginal ice zone.

Secondary microseism power observed at PMSA is much less influenced by near coastal sea ice
than primary microseism power, with significant anticorrelation not developing until ~100 km
away from the coastlines. This is likely indicative of differences in the sourceluxaetween

the primary and secondary microseism with the primary microseism arising from direct oceanic
wave forcing on the continental shelf and the secondary forming from waves reflecting off the

AP and subsequently interfering with incoming waves. An exception to this occurs in the Austral
fall (May, June) when secondary microseism power becomes anticorrelated with nearamastal i
likely in response to completely ice free sections of the coast generating substariadigrs

reflections during periods of anomalously low sea ice.

Correlations between SAM index and sea ice show reduced sea ice concentrations in the
Bellingshausen Sea and northwest Weddell Sea during positive phases of the SAM. This effect i

the most pronounced during the winter (June-August) and late spring/early summer (November-



Jaruary) and shows general agreement with a previous correlation and climate modeling study
between sea ice around the AP and phase of the Safdivre et al 2004). Specifically,

climate modeling and reanalysis results (.t et al, 2004;Lefebvre et al 2004) indicate that

a low-pressure anomaly forms to the west of the Bellinghausen Sea during positive phases of the
SAM. This pressure anomaly increases the transport of warm air masses from more northerly
latitudes into the Bellingshausen and Weddell seas, contributing to a reduction in sea ice

concentration in this regiom.¢febvre et a] 2004).

We also correlated microseism power at station EFI with sea ice concentrationstigatees
whether Antarctic microseism processes affect the seismic spectrum obsenhecHadkliand

Islands, located ~1200 km north of maximum sea ice extent (Figure 2.6). As sea ice begins to
build out around the west coast of the AP in May-June, primary microseism power at EFI is
found to be anticorrelated with near-coastal sea ice, but secondary microseism power is not.
Primary microseism anticorrelations generallyalen and move ~200 km from near-coastal
regions of the AP into the northern Bellingshausen Sea as sea ice builds out during the Austral
winter and early spring. When maximum sea ice extent is achieved in September, the spatial
extent of microseism anticorrelations is limited to the northern tip of the AP. Thesetammeela
suggestion that longer-period microseism Rayleigh waves generated in Antarctica are indeed

detectable at EFI.

ii. Microseism Propagation Across the Drake Passage
Estimating microseism source regions, particularly for the secondary microseism, carcbk diffi

due to sources being non-impulsive, geographically diffuse, and spatiotemporally variable (e.g.,



Bromirski et al, 2013). Additionally, microseisms may be detected simultaneously at a given
seismic station from multiple source regions. Array processing and/or back-projection techniques
can be useful where data permit to constrain source azimuths and regioegsarg 1994;

Gerstoft and Tanimot®007) and/or to correlate microseism observations with other wave state
metrics from satellite, buoy, or other observations (Bipmirski et al, 1999;Bromirski and
Duennebier2002;Asteret al, 2008). However, suitable Antarctic array data and in situ

Southern Ocean observations are sparse. Currently, studies of microseism source regions around
Antarctica have been limited to backazimuth observations from a two-month broadband seismic
array on the Whillans Ice Streairétt et al, Submitted), 20-40 s long-period primary

microseism observations over 1 year from continent-scale Antarctic akagis €t al, 2011),

and general correlations with sea ice concentra@nolf et al, 2011;Anthony et al 2015).

It has long been established that primary microseism generation commonly occurs in shallow
water in near-coastal environmentiagselmann1963), however there is debate over whether of
secondary microseisms can be generated in deep water (> ~250 n@dgssgu,0 1994,

Obrebski et al 2013;Bromirski et al, 2013).Cessarq1994) used triangulation from three

seismic arrays to locate coastal primary, as well as coastal anavdegpecondary microseism
sources in the north Pacific and Atlantic oceans. Of particular interest to that studpnivaarg
microseism source location along the Newfoundland coast that was detected with the &orwegi
NORSAR array, indicating that the primary microseism signal can propagate across the Atlanti
Ocean HoweverBromirski et al(2013) noted that secondary microseism energy generated in

the deep ocean propagates largely within the water column and is strongly reflected as it crosses

the threshold between oceanic and continental crust. Therefore, secondary microseism energy



should not be capable of efficiently propagating through ocean basins into other continents. A
relevant question in this regard is if primary microseism energy generated along South American
and New Zealand coasts can be observed in Antarctica during periods of time when Antarctica

sources are sufficiently quiet (i.e.,during maximal sea ice exteoth(et al, 2011).

The bimodal distribution in both Fourier reconstruction of annual peak primary microseism

power (Figure 2.3) and annual microseism index hours (Figure 2.7a) observed at PMSA is likely
due to the annual growth and recession of sea ice around Antarctica. Ocean wave activity and
peak microseism power in the Southern Ocean peaks in the midst of the Austral winter (e.g.,
Aste et al.,, 2008), however this coincides with high concentrations of sea ice around the AP.
Thus, peaks in microseism power and index hours occur both as sea ice in the Bellingshausen
Sea begins to build out and wave activity is increasing (in May) and again as sea ice recedes and

wave state is diminishing (in mid-October).

Despite being located well beyond maximal sea ice extent, primary microseism power and storm
index hours at EFI exhibit bimodal distributions that have seasonal peaks similar to PMSA.
Additionally, correlation analysis between primary microseism power at EFl and sea extent
reveals similar trends to PMSA with prevalent anticorrelations in the BellingshausdorBen

the fall and summer (Figure 2.6). By early spring, increases in sea ice extent and strength in the
Bellingshausen Sea have become sufficiently large enough to attenuate microseisnogenerati
such that is likely no longer a primary contributor to microseisms observed at EFI. Thus, in
contrast to PMSA, the stronger bimodal peak attained from Fourier reconstruction occurs in early

September, when storm activity is peaking in the Drake Passage (as identified below from
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secondary microseism analysis at EFI). We therefore conclude that during low sea ice conditions
on the AP, primary microseism power generated on the western side of the AP is capable of
crossing the Drake Passage and being observed at EFI. This finding corrobor@esstre

(1994) observations of primary microseisms crossing the Atlantic Ocean as well as recent
findings of coherent 10-25 s noise across ocean basins, including the Drake Rassstgs (

2006).

In contrast to the primary microseism, secondary microseisms at EFI exhibit both a single peak
in Fourier reconstruction and extremal index hours. Both peaks occur in late August/early
September suggesting that wave state and storm activity in the Drake Passage reaches a
maximum during this time. Additionally, correlation analysis between secondary microseism
power at EFI and sea ice in the Bellingshausen Sea show few robust anticorrelations, again
suggesting that higher frequency secondary microseism energy does not efficiently propagate

across the Drake Passage.

iii. Southern Annular Mode Influence on Drake Passage Storminess and Microsan
Intensity
To characterize the influence the SAM has on storm activity in the Drake Passage, wetconst
monthly ratios of primary and secondary index hours during negative (belbpe8&entile) and
positive (above 65percentile) SAM phases with mean monthly index hours across all years
(Figure 2.7b,c). These thresholds were chosen such that each calendar month for both positive
and negative phases of the SAM were represented by a minimum of four months. The ratio is

used to succinctly express how microseism index hours recorded during months of positive and
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negative phases of the SAM compare to monthly means across all years. Values greater than 1
indicate that more extremal microseism events are occurring during the given phase of the SAM.
As the secondary microseism recorded at EFI is likely not influenced by Antarctic sea ice, we
use it as the most robust proxy for characterizing changing wave and storm conditions in the

Drake Passage.

Our observations indicate that positive phase of the SAM is associated with greatandave

storm activity within the Drake Passage. As no secondary microseism index hour events are ever
recorded in January and February at EFI, the remaining 10 calendar months were used observe
the impact phase of the SAM has on storm activity. A higher number of extremal microseism
events occur during positive phase of the SAM during 8 of these months, with 6 months showing
an increase in index hours of at least 50% compared to monthly means (Figure 2.7c).
Additionally, every month except June shows an increase in primary microseism index hours,
though the effects of sea ice reduction in the Bellingshausen Sea during positive phases of the
SAM likely contribute to this statistic. We infer from these results that incresagied activity is
prevalent during the positive phase of the SAM, particularly in the Austral fall through spring.
This is consistent with satellite altimeter data also observing larger extreradheights in the

Southern Ocean during positive phase of the Shdsiguirre et al, 2011).

Extremal primary microseism events recorded at PMSA increase drastically during positive
phase of the SAM during the months of June and October-January with anomalous activity
peaking in November when the number of index hours increases by over 300%. We attribute this

remarkably high sensitivity of the June and October-November index hours to high inter-annual



variability of near-coastal sea ice during these months coupled with near-coastal sea ic
concentrations being highly modulated by phase of the SAM (Figure 2.5). During positive

phases of the SAM, larger extents of west AP coastline are exposed to direct ocean forcing,
which results in stronger primary microseism signals. Note that the secondary microsei$m, whic
is not as highly correlated with sea ice concentrations around the AP during the Austral spring,
does not show October and November increases in index hour hours during the positive phase of
the SAM, which further underscores the heightened sensitivity of the primary microseism to near

coastal sea ice relative to the secondary.

During December and January, both primary and secondary microseism index hours olbserved a
PMSA increases by at least 50% during positive phase of the SAM and decrease by over 50%
during the negative phase of the SAM (Figure 2.7b,c). In fact, no primary or secondary index
hours occur during any of the six Decembers with a low SAM index. As the coast of the AP is
relatively ice free during these months, changes in Drake Passage wave activity are likely
responsible. This conclusion is supported by the seasonal signature of the SAM which becomes
the most coupled with the troposphere during December and January and drives strengthened
westerly winds centered near 60iS during positive phd3esnpson and SolompRA002;

Thompson et al2011). In contrast, winds near 40;S are reduced, which may explain the lack of
strong coupling between phase of the SAM and index hours recorded at EFI (latitude 51;S)

during the summer months.



Conclusions

The AP is an especially valuable locale for studying the microseism effects of lrgeand
weather systems interacting with annual and secular sea ice variability. We useisntros
observations from Palmer Station and East Falkland Island to develop a correlation-based
methodology to characterize the seasonal variability and spatial extent of sea icenplaich i
primary and secondary microseism power recorded at these stations. We find that primary
microseism intensity is overall more sensitive to sea ice concentration than the geconda
microseism, particularly near-coastal (< ~100 km) sea ice. These observations havéomplica
for future use in using microseism intensities recorded at high latitude stations to augmsent spa
field observations of sea ice strength and swell attenuationKelmput et al, 2014;Mahoney et

al., 2016), which are becoming increasingly important to characterize following the rapid decline

of Arctic sea ice (e.gAsplin et al, 2012;Thomson and Rogerg014).

Biannual primary microseism power peaks at Palmer Station and East Falkland Island and their
similar sensitivities to sea ice concentration suggested by correlation analysteiioiat longer
period Rayleigh waves signals generated near the AP are capable of crossing this sector of the
Southern Ocean. These observations corroborate earlier studies on primary microseism source
regions and propagation paths which suggest that longer period microseism signals are capable
of crossing oceanic basinS€ssarg1994 Lin et al, 2006). The strong dissimilarities in

secondary microseism records on either side of the Drake Passage indicates that the shorter
period components of microseismic Rayleigh waves are incapable of efficiently propagating
from ocean basins to the continental shelf, as supported by the concluddvsomotki et al

(2013). Continued refinement of both microseism source regions and seismic wave propagation



will be important to further assess the factors affecting short and long-term micraseissity
across the Earth, and for the general use of seismic records to constrain integrated ocean wave
state and storminess, both episodically and over long time peAstds ¢t al, 2008, 2010;

Stutzmann et g12009).

Finally, we demonstrate that extremal storm activity in the Drake Passage iacledsg

positive phases of the SAM and that storm tracks appear to shift poleward during the Austral
summer. As the positive phase of the SAM also introduces higher temperatures and reduced sea
ice concentrations around the AP, such increases in storm activity in reduced ice situdtions wil
augment microseism generation as well as increase the exposure of tidewaterygkecra,s

including ice shelves, to ocean wave perturbation. The potential role of this proce$s to 21

century ice shelf collapse events on the AP remains an open question.



Chapter 3: Seismic Monitoring of Snowmelt Runoff in he Northern Colorado

Rocky Mountains

Introduction

Flow and sediment transport in fluvial systems plays a critical role in shaping river morphology
and aquatic ecosystems as well in the design of societal river infrastructure such,dsidges

and water treatment facilities. Due to spatial-temporal variability of flow, sadiftux and the
hazards associated with in-channel measurements, in situ measurements of flownagt sedi
transport may be unable to provide a comprehensive record, especially in flood conditions or
where such measurements may alter the river sy&anté and Aht2005). Quantitative
understanding of the relationships between river discharge, sediment transport, and excitation of
the seismic wavefield, has the potential to usefully augment sampling methods of jisteais

with a non-invasive methodology.

Multiple environmetal processes at EarthOs surface contribute significantly to the local and, in
some cases, global seismic wave field (&gter et al, 2008, 2010t arose et al.2015). Recent
studies have begun laying the observational,(Bugytin et al, 2008, 2011,201@1su et al,
2011;Schmandet al, 2013;Bartholomaus et al2015; Roth et al, 2016) and modelingréai et

al., 2012;Gimbert et al, 2014) framework necessary to interpret riverside seismic observations

for fluvial discharge and bed load transport characteristics. In general, these studies have shown
that bed-load transport tends to excite higher-frequency (> 15 Hz) si§chl®méndt et al2013;

Roth et al, 2016), while turbulent flow and discharge modulates seismic power between ~1-10

Hz (Burtin et al, 2011;Gimbert et al, 2014;Bartholomaus et al2015). Through calibrationfo



seismic signals in the Swiss Prealps with measured bedRo#d et al(2016) were able begin

to accurately invert for bed load transport rates using only calibrated seismic data,gpi@tipit
rates, and discharge measurements. However, discharge measurements typically rely on in-
channel measurements of stage height (e.g., pressure transducersiayehdestroyed

during flood events (e.gBurtin et al, 2011; S. Ryan (USFS), pers. Comm.). As a majority of
sediment transport is anticipated to happen at high levels of discharge, interpretations from the
seismoaccoustic wavefield collected outside the channel have the potentefltly asigment

the monitoring and advance general understanding of fluvial systems.

The fluvial excitation of infrasound (< 20 Hz) signhals has been relatively unexplored outaide of
study of waterfall noiseJphnson et aJ 2006) and a study of the 2012 Controlled Flood Event in

the Grand CanyorSchmandt et 312013). In the Grand Canyon study, both the rising and

falling limb of the controlled flood, 6-7 Hz acoustic and 2-12 Hz seismic signals were gdnerate
that were interpreted to be the result of fluid-air interactions, such as breaking of winees at t

river surface. However, the 2-12 Hz seismic signal has subsequently been modeled and attributed
to turbulent flow while the exact source of the 6-7 HZ acoustic signals remains unknown

(Gimbert et al, 2014).

Here, we investigate signhals recorded on a seismoaccousticadmated with discharge,

suspended sediment, and precipitation measurements between May and September of 2015 from
the South Fork of the Cache la Poudre River, a highly seasonal snow melt- and rain-fed

mountain river in the Front Range of the Colorado Rocky Mountains. In contrast to previous

studies, which generally record seismic observations ~15-50 m from the river and analyze short-



period (< 1 Hz), vertical component noise, we deploy instruments within 1 m of the river and
attain both short-period (12-22 Hz) and intermeseriod (0.5-3.3 s) horizontal component

signals that are highly sensitive to discharge. We propose that the intermediate-period signals
arise from instrument tilt as the sensor directly interacts with channel flow vwhthimyporheic

zone and or responds to nearby forces at the edge of the river system. We suggest these results
offer the potential foanew method of estimating discharge rates and, potentially, tracking

hyporheic exchange.

Field Site and Data

The South Fork of the Cache la Poudre River is a small mountain stream that originates in the
Mummy Range of Rocky Mountain National Park, Colorado and has a drainage area of 231 km
(Ryan 2007). The study site (Figure 3.1a) features a straight, north-south section of the river
with a ~1% grade, a riffle channel morphology, and a 14 m bankfull channel width. The site was
selected by the US Forest Service (USFS) to monitor changes in suspended sediment load
following the 2012 High Park fire, which burned over 35,000 ha including a portion of the South
Fork Cache la Poudre watershed. To facilitate these monitoring efforts, the USF&drastall
pressure transducer, calibrated turbidity sensors, and a rain gauge to enable continuous (10
minute sampling interval) collection of discharge, suspended sediment, and precipitation data
from 2013-2015 (Figure 3.1b). Stage height, as measured by the pressure transducer, is
converted to discharge through a series of rating curves attained by measuring both channel
geometry and flow velocity multiple times over the course of the rising and falling limb of spring

snowmelt runoff. Here, we focus on data collected between 17 May and 1 September 2015,



Rain Gauge Pressure Turbidity Meter
Transducer

Figure 3.1 (a)Field site along the South Fork of the Cache la Poudre River, Northern
Colorado. Seismic stations SFO1-SF03 are shown along with infrasoundssecations
(blue circles, sensor 1 co-located with seismic statiofg)Ldcations of rain gauge, pressu
transducer, and turbidity metéc) Three-componerercelL28 (4.5 Hz lower corner
frequency geophones were placed ~1 m from the channel and at water table depgh duri
low flow conditions in mid-May.This reach of the river runs nearly notthsouth, so that
the N component of the seismometer is very nearly parallel, aftldbmponent very nearly
perpendicular to flow, which is to the right (south) in (a) and (b).
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during which fluvial measurements were augmented by the installation of a seismoaccoustic

array.

From mid-May to early September we installed three 3-component L28 geophones (corner
frequency 4.5 Hz) 1 m from the river at distances of 12 m, 23 m, and 35 m downstream of the
pressure transducer (Figure 3.1a). Each sensor was emplaced ~ 0.3 m deep in close proximity to
the water table during moderate (~3.2shflow conditions (Figure 3.1c). Until early August,

stations SF02 and SF03 were each supplemented with a 15 m aperture array of three ground-
mounted infrasound sensors with a corner frequency of 0.0MBizi(lo et al, 2012). Station

SFO01 recorded at 250 Hz, while stations SFO2 and SF03 recorded at 125 Hz. All stations
experienced a small (4-5 days) data gap in mid-June when the flash cards on each data logger

became full and the station stopped recording.

During the study period, discharge varied between 1-1§ including strong modulation from

the rising and falling limbs of spring snow melt in June, an intense rainstorm in early July, and

an upstream dam release on 26 July that more than doubled discharge over the course of an hour
(Figure 3.2a). The dam release lasted for nearly three weeks and maintained elevated@evels (5
m3/s) of discharge during this time period before closure of the dam dropped flow rates to ~1

m?/s in late August.

Suspended sediment loads were generally < 10 mg/L, but increased drastically (up to ~100
mg/L) following rain events and increases in discharge (Figure 3.2b). The spring snowmelt cycle

shows general clockwise hysteresis between suspended sediment and discharge with higher
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levels of suspended sediment observed on the rising limb. Clockwise hysteresis loops are typical
and arise from available sediment next to the channel being removed, transported, and quickly
depleted (e.gSeeger et al2004). We additionally observe clockwise hysteresis loops
accompanying each diurnal pulse of increased discharge on the rising limb and during the early

July rainstorm event.

Spectral Analysis

To observe how variations in discharge and suspended sediment concentrations impact the
seismoaccoustic wavefield, we perform our analysis in the frequency domain for moving time
windows. After deconvolving the instrument responses, each channel of seismic and infrasound
data was converted to 10-minute window acceleration power spectral density (PSD; in dB
relative to 1 rfys'/Hz for seismic and 1 Pa for infrasound data) estimates with 50% temporal
overlap using the Incorporated Research Institutions for Seismology (IRIS) Noise Took Kit
(NTK) (Bahavar et al.2013). Similar to PQLXNIcNamara and Buland2004;McNamara and

Boaz 2011), the NTK employs WelchOs section averaging method)jggnheim and
Schafer1975) to break each 10-minute window into 13 sub-segments of 75% overlap and
returns PSD estimates for each 10-minute window in 1/8-octave period bins and 1 dB power
increments. However, in contrast to the default 1-octave smoothing window used in PQLX, the
user can specify the degree of PSD smoothing within the NTK. We specify a sinallggve
smoothing window to minimize smearing of power across period bins and attain higher
resolution PSD estimates. All PSD estimate start times are converted to Mddayéight Time

and resulting spectrograms aeeregistered with the midpoint of each 10-minute fluvial

measurements.



Results

I. Infrasound Spectral Analysis
Infrasound measurements were dominated by quasi-diurnal, 0.1-3 Hz spikes, that were often
180; out of phase with diurnal discharge variations (Figure 3.3). These signals show a generally
red spectrum, vary in duration from 10-16 hours, and typically began in mid-late morning and
subsided late in the evening. The spectral characteristics and timing of these events are
consistent with wind-generated noise, a well-known and common issue when using infrasound
sensors that are not equipped with wind filters (élgdlin and Alcoverrp2005). We were
unable to reliably identify acoustic signals originating from fluvial processes occurring on the
South Fork of the Cache la Poudre River and conclude that infrasound sensors without wind
filters, even when deployed at ground level, are likely unsuitable for monitoring acoustic signals

originating from smaller fluvial systems.

il. Broad Seismic Response to Changes in Discharge
Spectral analysis of ground motion reveals a fairly broadband (~0.1-45 Hz) seismic response to
changes in fluvial discharge (Figure 3.4). These variations become even more pronounced after
subtracting in dB space (normalizing) the signals by the median PSD recorded during times of
minimal discharge (1.0-2.0%s) in late August following the dam release (Figures 3.5-8/@).
use the residual acceleration power spectrograms along with correlation analysis between
seismic power and discharge (Figure 3.8) to identify three distinct bands (0.33-2 Hz, 12-22 Hz,

30-45 Hz) are excited by flow and show strong features associated with discharge variations.
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The lowest frequency band excited by discharge occurs predominantly on the horizontal
seismometer components, is readily observed at all three stations, and shows the strongest
correlations with discharge between ~0.33-2 Hz. During times of maximal discharge (runoff

peak, rainstorm event), the signal extends out to longer periods (up to 10 s, despite the 4.5 Hz
lower corner frequency of the seismometers) on both horizontal components and shows power
increases of >35 dB (over 3,100 times more power) compared to minimum discharge levels.
During the rising and falling limb of snowmelt runoff, diurnal changes in power excited within

this band occur exactly in phase with daily variations in disehditge quasi-diurnal, 0.1-10 Hz

spikes, that appear on station SF02 are correlated with strong wind events identified in the
infrasound record and are suggested to arise through direct coupling of the geophone with nearby

tree roots.

The 12-22 Hz band is, overall, the best correlated with discharge, with a correlation coefficient

of at least 0.6 observed on each component of every sensor except the vertical component of
SFO03 (Figure 3.8). Increases in power in this band are clearly seen accompanying rising
discharge on residual power spectrograms, though the band appears to extend down to ~5 Hz on
the horizontal channels of SF03. Additionally, the east and vertical components of SF02 appear

to show a second, lower frequency band excited by increases in discharge between 5-10 Hz.

The highest frequency 30-45 Hz band is often transiently excited in unique ways at each station.
For instance, signals in this band are never observed on the horizontal components of SFO1, but
power in this frequency range appears to rise by ~5 dB on the vertical component during the

rainstorm event. At SF02, 30-45 Hz power levels rise by >20 dB during snow melt runoff, but



record a weaker (~15 dB peak) and higher frequency (40-50 Hz) response to the rainstorm and

dam release events.

iii. Seismic Response to the Snowmelt Runoff and Rainstorm Events
To infer further about the nature of each of the three frequency bands excited by changing flow
conditions, we track power in each band at each station during both June snowmelt runoff and
the week long rainstorm event in early July (Figure 3.9). Specifically, we examine each band for
characteristic hysteresis patterns between seismic power and discharge thatalhe typic
suggestive of bedload transport (eRurtin et al.2008 Hsu et al, 2011;Schmandt et 3/2013)
or mirror our observations of suspended sediment concentrations. To be consistent with previous
studies, we integrate our acceleration PSDs and report our findings here in terms of variations in

velocity power.

The 0.33-2Hz band generally shows smooth, approximately exponential increases in seismic
power with discharge, especially on the horizontal components, where increases of up to 20 dB
are observed during the rising limb of snowmelt runoff (Figure 3.10, 3.11). Additionally, overall
power levels are generally 20-30 dB higher on the horizontal components compared to the
vertical components. Moderate counter-clockwise (CCW) hysteresis occurs on all components of
SFO01 and weak clockwise (CW) hysteresis is experienced by the vertical components of SF02
and SFO03 during snow melt runoff but not during the July rainstorm. We again note that SF02
experiences transient increases in power on all components in this band, which we attribute to

wind coupling with the seismic sensor through vegetation.
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Seismic velocity power in the 12-22 Hz band generally increases with discharge, but does so in
unique ways at each station (Figure 3.12, 3.13). At SFO1, power levels on all components rise
exponentially with discharge until flow reaches a given level (~¥8 smowmelt runoff, ~8 ffs
rainstorm) after which seismic power levels remain relatively constant even as discharge
continues to increase. Weak CCW hysteresis occurs during snowmelt runoff and weak CW
hysteresis occurs during the rainstorm event. Hysteresis is even more pronounced on SF02 and
shows the same hysteresis reversal between the snowmelt runoff and rainstorm events as SFO1.
A reversal in hysteresis loop direction between these events is also recorded by SF03, however
the sense of hysteresis for each event being opposite to that recorded on SF01 and SF02.
Interestingly, horizontal component power for both components recorded at each station is

consistently ~15 dB higher than the vertical component.

In the 30-45 Hz band, a 10 dB CCW hysteresis loop occurs on all components of SFO2 during
snowmelt runoff and contrasts with CW hysteresis seen on the vertical components of SFO1 and
SFO03 (Figure 3.14, 3.15). Hysteresis is mild or absent in the 30-45 Hz band on all components
during the rainstorm event with the exception of the north component of SF02 which exhibits
general CW hysteresis and several abrupt changes in power. Unlike lower frequency 0.33-2 Hz

and 12-22 Hz bands, relatively uniform levels of power are recorded on all components.

Discussion
i. Fluvial Sources of Seismic Energy
Two of the three frequency bands that appear to be excited by discharge show characteristically

higher levels of seismic power on the horizontal components than the vertical. Such preferential



excitation on the horizontal components can arise from 1) source characteristics, such as
predominant generation of horizontally polarized Love waves, 2) local resonance caused by
siting conditions, (e.gNakamura 1989;Bodin and Horton1999;Bodin et al.2001), and 3)
instrument tilt (e.g.Sorrels,1971;Peterson,1993;Wilson et al. 2002). Thus, understanding the
enhanced horizontal power in the 0.33-2 Hz and 12-22 Hz bands may be able to provide insight
into the fluvial process responsible for these signals.

Both the 0.33-2 Hz and 12-22 Hz signals are identifiable as peaks in horizeweatical ratio

(H/V) spectrograms, but behave much differently under changing discharge (Figure 3.16). Peak
H/V ratios in the 0.33-2 Hz band shift to lower frequencies as discharge increases and grow by
over a factor of 100 as discharge rises from 2 to ¥5.mVe suggest that these signals result

from tilt oscillations of the geophone about its vertical axis and may be generated by direct

interaction with channel water in the hyporheic zone.

The hyporheic zone is defined as the space below streambeds and adjacent to stream banks
where channel water and ground water rifithite 1993). The transfer of water and nutrients

that occurs within the hyporheic zone has been shown to be of fundamental importance to river
ecology, but quantifying exchange rates has been challengingB@ugion et al, 199§. During
snowmelt runoff, strong precipitation events, and upstream dam releases, water moves from the
stream to be taken up by the stream banks igter, 1998). By placing the geophone in
exceptionally close proximity to the channel (~1 m) and at water table depth, it is likely directly
forced by incoming bank storage water during high discharge events. If we assume that all
acceleration recorded on the horizontal components is due to instrument tilt and apply first

principles of the acceleration of a mass in a gravity field, then the instrument is tilting on t
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order of a few (~10 at SF03) microradians (agelandt and Forbriger1999). Such excitation
by fluid flow has some similarities to the 0.33-2 Hz tilt signal observed at exposed rock sites i
the Transantarctic Mountains and interpreted to be caused by direct wind forcing on the sensor

enclosure and surrounding roéknthony et al 2015).

In contrast to the 0.33-2 Hz H/V peak, the 12-22 Hz peak remains relatively constant over a wide
range of discharge conditions and persists even during minimal flow at the end of August (Figure
16). Thus, we propose that the 12-22 Hz H/V peak is not related to fluvial process and instead
represents the fundamental resonance frequency of low velocity alluvium overlying higher

impedance bedrock once a minimum level of fluvial excitation (e.g., abové/sYispresent.

In a simple two-layer system, where a higher seismic impedance substrate is ovedain by |
impedance sediments, the fundamental seismic resonance fredueiscielated to the sediment
layer thicknessZ, by:

fs=VJ4Z,
whereVsis the average-shear wave velocity in the sediment layerlf@sgion Seht and
Wohlenberg1999). The fundamental frequency can be determined from peaks in the H/V ratio
of ambient seismic nois&l@kamura 1989). Assuming a near-surface alluvium shear wave
velocity of 300 m/s (consistent with Holocene fine-grained sediment\Véilgams et al, 1998),
the 12-22 Hz H/V peak corresponds to a reasonable sediment thicknesses of ~3.0-6.2 m in our

study area.



Although the 12-22 Hz H/V amplitude peak remains relatively constant over time, power in the
band varies strongly with discharge and shows complex patterns of hysteresis during snowmelt
runoff and during the rainstorm. The two fluvial pro@sthought to generate seismic nose in
previous studies (e.gBurtin et al, 2008, 2011, 20161su et al, 2011;Schmandt et g§l2013;
Bartholomaus et aR015) are turbulent flow and bed-load transport. Recent modeling has
suggested that seismic power induced by turbulent flow scales with discDas€)’

(Gimbert et al. 2016). Even though this relation is based on seismographs recording at distances
from the river much greater than the river widBirbert et al, 2014) it decently fits our

observations of changing 12-22 Hz power with discharge, predicting variations in horizontal
power levels by ~4.1 dB and vertical power by 6.5 dB with 95% confidence (Figure 3.17).
However, strong discrepancies exist on the vertical component, which, combined with hysteresis

following both snowmelt runoff and rainstorm events initially suggests that signal generated by

bed-load transport could be contributing to power recorded in the 12-22 Hz band.

Distinguishing turbulent flow from bed-load transport through spectral analysis generally
requires multiple measurements at different distances from the @irabért et al, 2014). As

the seismic instruments are placed further away from the channel, higher frequencies signals
become more attenuated and turbulent flow dominates lower frequency bands. As our sensors
were placed in exceptionally close proximity to the channel, attenuation is minimal and both
turbulent flow and bed-load transport signals likely contribute to the 12-22 Hz band. However,
neither the 12-22 Hz or 30-45 Hz band at any sensor show hysteresis patterns similar to those

observed for suspended sediment concentrations, particularly the diurnal hysteresis loops seen on
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the rising limb of snowmelt runoff. Thus, it is unlikely that seismic monitoring of fluvial

systems will be able to characterize variations in fine-grained suspended sediment.

The opposite sense of 12-22 Hz and 30-45 Hz hysteresis recorded during the same discharge
events on geophones separated by only several meters indicates asymmetric risingffalling |
influences and conditions. These must represent near-sensor site changes between tie rising a
falling limb of the event that could include localized changedream shape, bottom

topography or roughness, hyporheic flow, or vegetative seismic couimgobservations

validate the importance of making multiple measurements at different distancatdrohannel

to avoid reaching possibly unwarranted interpretations. We recommend, given the wider
availability of large numbers of high frequency seismographs @gmandt and Clayton

2013), that future research in this area incorporate high frequency seismic arrays, which would
allow for much better quantification and interpretation of local high-frequency effects, and

calibration of seismic measurements with stream properties and variable sitingoosnditi

il. Synthetic Hydrograph from Seismic Observations
As velocity power in the 0.33-2 Hz band recorded on horizontal components follows smooth,
nearly exponential relations with flow rates, we investigate the potential of map@ngcsei
power in this bandb hydraulic discharge to create a synthetic hydrograph. Since this signal is
suspected to arise through instrument tilt caused by direct forcing with channel or hyporehic
flow, the response to discharge varies appreciably between individual sensor sites (Figure 3.10,
3.11), and may be sensitive to local effects such as streamside vegetation (including root

structures), soil permeability, and channel geometry. SF0O3 in particular was located wiigin de



rooted (willow) vegetation which may have coupled with stream flow uniquely at this site, and

thus may explain heightened sensitivity to discharge in this band as well as its differing

hysteresis characteristics (e.g., Figures 3.1 and 3.7). We thus calibrate 0.33-2 Hz power recorded
on each channel of stations SFO1 and SF03 to discharge during a 2-week period surrounding the

rainstorm event and apply these relations to generate a synthetic hydrograph spanning the entire

seismic record. We do not use station SF02 in this analysis as power in the 0.33-2 Hz band at this

station is strongly influenced by wind gusts as described previously.

Seismic velocity power in the 0.33-2 Hz band scales roughly exponentially with discharge and
becomes a linear relationship when seismic power is expressed in dB. This enables us to use
standard least-squares linear regression techniques to fit a bilinear relationship between 0.33-2
Hz seismic power (expressed in dB) and discharge during the calibration period (Figure 3.18). A
bilinear regression was determined to be the best approach, as both stations observe a drastic
reduction in sensitivity to discharge once a critical threshold is reached®{s-@tr$F01 and ~6

m?/s at SF03). At lower discharge rates, sensitivity between the four horizontal channels varied
from 3.88-4.65 dB/rfis and dropped to 0.84-1.26 dB/mwhen flow exceeded the threshold.

The exact mechanism for the change in sensitivity is not understood, but it may represent when
the water table completely covers the geophone and additional rises in stage height do not
increase the cross-sectional area of the sensor experiencing forcing from channel or hyporheic

flow.

With the bilinear transfer functions determined, we generate synthetic hydrographs over the full

seismic record for each horizontal channel. To minimize the effect of transient, non+fhigml
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sources, discharge estimates were smoothed using a 1-hour (6 sample) moving median filter.
Visual inspection of the synthetic hydrographs shows that nearly all variations in discharge,
including diurnal cycles, can be determined from 0.33-2 Hz horizontal component seismic data
(Figure 3.19). Correlations coefficients for the four channels between synthetic discharge and
discharge determined from pressure transducer readings range from 0.96-0.99 and agree to
within ~1 ni/s at the 95% confidence intervéle note that pressure transducer and rating curve
hydrographic estimates also contain substantial uncertainty for streams of this sia@ that

easily, between background and flood stage flows, exceed the discrepancy between our
seismicallydetermined estimate and the available gauge estimateBengon and Dalrymple

1967) The largest misfits generally occur during late August when discharge levels become low
enough that fluvial signals no longer exceed background noise levels. We suggest that during
these times, the water table has become low enough that the geophone is no longer directly
interacting with water flow. Despite this difficulty in retrieving discharge during low flow
conditions, our results indicate that not only is the 0.33-2 Hz signal generated from fluid flow,
but that it can be used to determine discharge rates with a reasonably high degree of accuracy in

moderate flow conditions.

Conclusions

We have demonstrated that, by placing seismic instruments within close proximity to a small
fluvial system, a wide frequency range of seismic signals including, < 1 Hz signals, interpreted
as seismometer tilt, are recorded. Increases in >10 Hz seismic power, which correlated with
changes in discharge, occurred in two distinct bands and exhibited complex (both CW and

CCW) hysteresis patterns that can vary between instruments that only 10s of meters apert. No
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hysteresis or seismic spectral observations were found that consistently correlated with

simultaneously recorded (fine) suspended sediment measurements.

However, these near-channel seismic instruments uniquely record power below 1 Hz that is
exponentially sensitive to discharge. As variations in these low-frequency signals are much
stronger on the horizontal components, we propose that they arise through tilting of the sensor as
it is forced by channel and possibly correlated hyporheic flow. After calibrating horizontal
seismic power with flow rates over the course of a rainstorm event for individual sensors, we
show that 0.33-2 Hz signals can be used to accurately invert for fluvial discharge. Thus, the
installation of near-channel seismometers has the ability to usefully augment seitmorks
aimed at monitoring fluvial processes by providing novel signals not observed at greater
distances. Estimates of discharge attained outside the channel may be espetuhibyesthe
course of high flow events when pressure transducers and other equipment placed within the

channel may be destroyed.



Chapter 4: Epilogue and Future Directions

The results presented in this dissertation have demonstrated several applicapectalf s

analysis on continuous seismic recordageesstrumentation performance and data quality,

infer near-surface structure, and characterize environmental sources of seismic sigasla a

broad range of frequencies. The emerging field of environmental seismology has opened up new
avenues for interdisciplinary collaboration between seismologists and a broad range of earth
scientists including geomorphologists, glaciologists, hydrologists, oceanographers,
volcanologists, geotechnical engineers, and atmospheric scientists to investigate oceani
atmospheric, and surface processes. Several key findings from the dissertation should usefully
contribute to future environmentsdéismology studies, particularly 1) the insights into ocean
wave-sea ice interactions and their effect on microseism signals (Chapters 1 and 2), 2)
confirmation of the ability of primary microseisms, but not secondary microseisms to cross

ocean basins (Chapter 2), 3) characterization of the influence the Southern Annular Mode has on
Drake Passage storm activity (Chapter 2), and 4) the discovery of low-frequency signals on near-
channel seismic stations that can be used to accurately invert for discharge rated in fluvia
systems (Chapter 3). Additionally, limitations in current spectral analysis software JPQLX

found during the course of dissertation work drove the development of the Incorporated
Research Institutions for Seismology (IRIS) Noise Toolkit (NTK). The NTK software package
provides a user-friendly interface for the computation of power spectral density €B{8bgtes

directly from the IRIS Data Management Center (DMC) archives. Here, | briefly highlight some
further applications of utilizing spectral analysis of seismic noise to study envirohmenta

processes and improve seismic network design.



Changes in Global Wave State and Extremal Storm Activity

Recent studies of both in situ and reanalysis wind data {@kjnaga and Xig2011;Young et

al., 2011) have suggested that global wind speeds have increased over the past 50-60 years by
0.06-0.20 m/s per decade. Since oceanic waves are generated through ocean-wind interactions,
this trend has the potential to influence wave state across the globe and could have drastic
societal (e.g., shipping routes, coastal erosion and flooding) and climate (evaporation rates,
cryospheric stability) implications. As microseism observations are predominantlyveetasit
near-shore wave state (e Brpmirski and Duennebief002), the use of historical microseism
records has been suggested for use in monitoring decadal-scale changes in coastal wiave activit

(Aster et al, 2008; 2010Stutzmann et 312009).

TheAster et al(2010) study developed the index-hour methodology (See methods section of
Chapter 2) of identifying extreme storm events during winter months from the microseism record
at long-running Global Seismic Network (GSN) stations. The study found generally increasing
trends of strong storm events in the northern hemisphere and decreasing trends in the southern
hemisphere, although reliable southern hemisphere seismic records were extremely limited.
Additionally, it was found that northern hemisphere storm events appear to drastically increase
during El Ni—o years. Subsequent spectral analysis performedRQing on an expanded set of
global stations found increasing trends in both overall primary microseism power and extremal
storm events in the northeast Atlantic and southwest Pacific oceans between 1994-2012 (Figure
E.1; Anthony et al 2013). These results are generally consistent with satellite observations of

changes in significant wave height between 1985-2¥08r{g et al 2011).



Figure E.1 Primary and microseism trends in power (top) and index hours (bottpngseed
in percent per year for global seismographic stat{®894-2012). Red circles indicate
statistically significant increasing trends, blue circles regmedecreasing trends, and black
dots are stations that show no statistically significant trergls tfie uncertainty in the slope
measurement is greater than the absolute value of the slopeadlira the red and blue
circles represent the amplitude of the trends after subtractingnoattainty After Anthony et

al., 2013.



Perhaps the fundamental driver behind development of the NTK wd33begstimates

produced in PQLX tended to be over-smoothed with the consequence that secondary microseism
energy was undesirably smeared into the primary microseism band. As the primary microseism

is thought to be the most robust indicator of identifying changes in wave-statdgeeg et al,
2010;Anthony et al 2013), the need arose for a software package that would allow for reduced
smoothing of spectral estimates. Work is currently underway to utilize the higher resolution
PSDsgenerated by the IRIS NTK to update global microseism metrics though 2016, which will
include analysis of the major 2014-2086Ni—0 event. Additional processing will be applied to
southern hemisphere microseism records to search for evidence of the recently identified
Baroclinic Annular Mode (BAM), which has been shown to modulate southern hemisphere

storm activity over 20-30 day periodBhiompson and Woodworth014).

Possible Role of Oceanic Wave Forcing in Antarctic Peninsula Ice Shelf CollapEvents

The prevalent theory for the mechanism behind recent ice shelf collapse events on thie#ntarc
Peninsula has been crevasse propagation following the ponding of surface meltwater (e.g.,
Scambos et 312000). Anomalously high surface temperatures on the eastern half of the

Antarctic Peninsula driven by positive phases of the Southern Annular Mode (SAM) likely
enabled melt pond formation and are correlated with both Larsen A (January 1995) and Larsen B
(March 2002) ice shelf collapse eventagshall et al, 2006). Positive phases of the SAM

during the austral summer are also associated with reduced sea ice around the Antarctic
Peninsula as a low-pressure anomaly forms to the west of the Bellingshausen Sea and allows the
transport of warm air masses polewdrdfébvre et al.2004;Liu et al, 2004). After showing

that strong storm events in the Drake Passage tended to occur during positive phase&Mf the



and that sea ice appears to dampen ocean waves, | concluded Chapter 2 by posing the question

Ocould ocean wave forcing contribute to ice shelf collapse events on the Antarctic PEdinsula

From 23 October 1994 to 25 January 1995, satellite observations show that the Larsen A ice
shelf retreated 3 km, followed by a rapid 2 km retreat between 25-28 JaRoé#rgt(al,1996).
Between satellite passes on 28 January and 30 January, ~660tkenice shelf collapsed,

followed by an additional ~750 Kny 22 MarchRott et al (1996) infer that forcing from

unusually high surface winds during 23-26 January on the ice shelf initiated the collapse. | use
the seismic record at PMSA to show that two large pulses of locally-generated ockkan swe
struck the region between 25 and 29 January (Figure E.2). These wave events show exceptional
temporal correlation with the timing of ice shelf retreat and breakup. | plan to further inwestigat
the hypothesis that these swell packets, aided by high surface temperatures and redueed sea ic
conditions, played a substantial role in triggering the rapid disintegration of the Larsen A ice
shelf after melt ponding had already taken place. Future work will include similar analysis of

microseism records surrounding the Larsen B and Wilkins Ice Shelf collapse events.

Short-Period Microseism Generation in Lakes and Polynyas

Many seismic stations across the globe have fairly stable noise levels betwestotitas/
microseism noise peak and short period (< 1 s) noise contamination (e.g., Figure 1.2). Perhaps
not coincidently, many earthquake studies utilize this Onoise holeO between approximately 0.5-5
s period to perform teleseismic body wave analysis, including preliminary detections of

epicenters (PDEs) and magnitudes using P-waves Eagdahl and Gunst,966;Molnar et



Figure E.2 (top) Sea Ice concentration around the Larsen A Ice Shelf (dotem the
WeddellSeain the days prior to collapse. (bottom) Vertical ground acceleratftaretitial
spectrogram for the month of January 1995 recorded at Palmer Statiarctisat(red star in
sea ice concentration maps). The differential spectrograreasect by subtracting the median
Power Spectral Density estimate (PSD) for the full month freerye3-hour, 50% overlap
PSD (dB rel. 1 fis'/Hz). Rises in 5-10 s power (secondary microseism) of >20 dB and 10-20
s power (primary microseism) of >10 dB occur on th® &5d 28' of January and are
interpreted to indicate strong wave activity during the passage oatg® $torm systems.
Lack of dispersion in the spectrogram suggests that the stormslacalairigin, which agrees
with Antarctic Peninsula wind speed records. These storm ew@ntsde with phases of rapic
retreat and collapse of the Larsen A ice shelf as identliedigh satellite imageryRptt et al,
1996) and suggest that oceanic wave forcing may have contributed to theecofl#pesice
shelf.

97



al.,1973). However, | have identified several stations where high noise levels enter this band,
likely due to the generation of short-period microseism noise generated in large bodies of water
during high winds (e.g., lakes, bays, oceans; Figure E.3). Noise levels at these stations may mask

and interfere with earthquake detection and analysis.

During the summer of 2016, | installed two broadband seismometers on the shorelines of Lake
Pontchartrain, Louisiana, a suspected source of short-period microseism noise (Figure E.3).
Spectral analysis of seismic noise from these stations combinethidihke wind speed data

and 1-hour interval imagery of the lake surface should facilitate new insights into short-period
microseism generation. Quantifying the contributions of this noise source and its attenuation
properties has direct implications for the design of seismic networks aimed at monitoring loca

and regional seismicity.

In an extreme example efort-period microseism noise, | use seismic stations located on the
Ross Ice Shelf of Antarctica to track the opening of a large polynya and local wind speeds in
front of the ice shelf (figure E.4). When the polynya opens up during the summer months
(December-March), ground acceleration noise between 0.3-3 s period jumps 20-30 dB (rel. 1
m?/s*/Hz), dropping the mean sign&i-noise ratio of large (>M 5.5) earthquakes to 0 dB

(Baker et al. 2016). Although this signal is a hindrance to seismic imaging studies using

teleseismic body-waves, it shows promise for tracking near-coastal sea ice conditions.



Figure E.3. (top) Vertical acceleration spectrogram for station 535B, Lagsfor the month
of October, 2015. Station 535B is located ~10 km west of Lake Pontdh#+48 km
diameter) and has an unusual diurnal signals between 1-2 s periopphatsato be correlated
with wind speed (bottom panel). This signal may to be generated bydwired waves

within the shallow (~20 ft deep) lake. Hurricane Patricia passeshe Gulf of Mexico on
October 28, and the waves formed in the Gulf raise power between 3-5 s jpgrie2D dB.
Large earthquakes are also shown here and appear in the spectrogeaticasspikes
between ~5-100 s period.
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Figure E.4. Acceleration vertical component spectrogram of DRO1 (Ross IdE Ahartica;
red star) for late November and December of 2014. Acceleration pbatweeen ~1-3 s period
increases drastically following the December 3rd opening of an annuellyrimg polynya in
front of the ice shelf. Noise in this period band is likely excitedtdube generation of wind
waves in the open water with particularly strong events correlatikgawn strong wind
events.
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Seismometer Emplacement Technigues to Mitigate Noise

In the conclusion of Chapter 1, | recommended that Antarctic seismic stations emplaced directl
on rock be moved to shallow snow in order to mitigate noise induced by sensor tilt. | pointed to
station MILR as an example of a rock site that had exceptionally high levels of noise,
particularly on the horizontal components. Upopnrecommendation, MILR was moved into
shallow snow in early 2014. After retrieval of data during the 2015 field season, this enabled a

direct comparison of noise levels at a windy rock site and a nearby (< 20 m) shallow snow vault.

Reducing the station wind profile by moving it off the rock outcrop reduced short-period noise
levels by up to 15 dB on the vertical components and by 20 dB on the horizontal components
(Figure E.5). A reduction in noise of at least 10 dB at all periods between 0.1-100 s is observed
on the horizontal components and suggests that reducing wind profiles and moving station away
from strong wind-coupled sources can drastically reduce wind noise as well as sensor tilt.
Utilizing spectral analysis to quantify reductions in noise levels attained throughts eérie

sensor emplacement techniques should facilitate improvements in the design of both temporary
and permanent seismic networks and will be the main componemwt rgicently funded United

States Geological Survey Mendenhall Research Fellowship.

I 101



Figure E.5. Median acceleration PSDs for vertical (solid lines) and ho@a@omponents
(dashed lines) at MILR station, Antarctica for when the statias emplaced directly on rock

(2008-2013 data analyzed) and after it was moved to a shallow snow vaul2(2tg 4
!
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Appendix 1: Spectral Resolution and Significance

Tradeoff in Spectral Estimates Between Uncertainty and Resolution

When estimating the power spectrum of a timeseries, an inherent tradeoff exists libevee
uncertainty in the power estimate attained at each frequency and the spectral resolution.
Ultimately, maximal spectral resolution is pre-determined by the lefgdi,the times series
analyzed, with bandwidth given dyT. It is important to note that the spectral bandwislth
independent of the sampling frequenigywhich determines the highest resolvable frequencies
(i.e. the Nyquist frequencsg fs) of the sampled (assumed unaliased) timeseries. In the
discussion that follows, we will assume that the timeseries is uniformly sampilieth, ig/the

case for seismological data analyzed within the dissertation.

A timeseries of lengtf sampled at frequendywill haveN = fT data points. For a real-valued
timeseries the spectrum is Hermitian. Thus, the discrete Fourier transform (DFT) of the
timeseries will havé\/2 distinct spectral estimates at frequencies from zerofton intervals of
1/T. For example, the DFT of a 100 s timeseries sampled at 0.5 Hz will have 25 spectral
estimates between zero to 0.24 Hz with a uniform spacing of 0.01 Hz. However, although we
have a relatively high degree of spectral resolution, the uncertainty of each ddEiespectral
estimates is high and may exceed the variance of the spatgalifOppenheim and Schafer
1975). In addition, the resolution of a spectrum is controlled by the time domain windowing
function applied to the data, so that the expected value of the estimate will be the truenspec

convolved with the Fourier transform of the windowing function.
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Why are these spectral estimates so low quality? It is due to the low number of individual piece

of information, called degrees of freedom, which determine each spectral estimate. As the
spectral estimate of a given frequency is constructed from one sine wave and one cosine, only
two degrees of freedom (corresponding to the real and imaginary parts of the discrete Fourier
spectrum) are associated with each frequency. Thus, the simple (periodogram) estimate of a
power spectral density from unit variance uncorrelated Gaussian white noise is the sum of
squares of two normally distributed (real and imaginary) DFT estimates, which is distributed as
the chi-square distribution with two degrees of freedom (Figure Allolgbtain statistically

significant results that are reproducible, spectra must be computed where each Fourier frequency

has an increased number of degrees of freedom.

Techniques to Improve Statistical Significance of Spectral Estimates

One methodology to do this is to averaggdjacent frequency bands together. This procedure,
called band averaging, increases the degrees of freedom of each spectral estimate by up to
approximately (depending on window and band overlap details) a factavitf the tradeoff

that spectral resolution has been diminished ToFor instance, say we take our earlier example

of a DFT of a 100 s timeseries sampled at 0.5 Hz and average each spectral estinsdigeacros
Fourier Coefficients. The new spectrum would contain only five spectral estimates #a&b wi
degrees of freedom, but a bandwidth of only 0.05 Hz. Thus, in order to attain a more statistically

significant result, we have settled for decreased spectral resolution.

Another technique is to break the full timeseries mtequal-length windows, calculate a

separate spectrum for each window, and then average these individual spectral estimates
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together. This methodology, called ensemble averaging, increases the degrees of freedom of each
spectral estimate by a factorrof but again with the tradeoff that spectral resolution is decreased

by m/T. Furthermore, as each spectrogram is taken from a shorter time window, the lowest
resolvable frequency estimate drops as well. Taking our 100-s record sampled at 0.5 Hz
example again, we could break the timeseries into five windows of 20 s each and take the
spectrum of each window. We would now have five separate spectra each with five spectral
estimates that range from 0 Hz to 0.20 Hz in steps of 0.05 Hz. Although each spectral estimate

now has 10 degrees of freedom, our bandwidth has decreased to 0.05 Hz again.

Statistical Significance of Microseism Peaks Presented in the Dissertation

Both PQLX and the IRIS NTK methodologies of estimating seismic spectra used in the
dissertation utilize both band averaging (smoothing) and ensemble averaging to dramatically
increase the degrees of freedom in spectral estimates. WelchOs method (Welch, 196y is use
spectral estimation, witeachtimeseries window divided into 13 overlapping (75%) sub-
segments, with each segment demeaned, detrended, and tapered. For the 3-hour window PSD
estimates used in Chapter 2, this means that each sub-segment is 45 minutes long and our
degrees of freedom for each spectral estimate has increased by a factor of approxamately f

(180/45 minutes) relative to a single window estimate.

After applying WelchOs method, PSD estimates are furthermore band-averaged (smoothed) in
1/8-octave intervals, further increasing the degrees of freedom for the spectral estisate. It i
important to note that this method of smoothing is not a simpl@nt averaging in that the

number of adjacent spectral estimates averaged together varies as a function of frequency. A



rough estimate of the number of degrees of freedom associated with each spectralastimate

be determined by dividing the number of data points in each PSD window by the number of
spectral estimates (or frequency bins) in the resulting PSD. For the 3-hour window PSD
estimates attained in Chapter 2 using 1 Hz data, 108 individual spectral estimates ackfagturne
each PSD estimate. Thus, each spectral estimate has ~100 degrees of freedom and sheuld thus
very stable in terms of having a low uncertainty and high reproducibility (the tradeoff again

being decreased spectral resolution, which is not a significant issue for the broad peaks generated
by microseism and many other environmental seismic noise processes). For instance, in Figure
1.2, we constructed a probability density function from over 85,000 1-hour PSD estimates and
the secondary microseism peak is observed in every estimate (this is similar to the Miente Car
test of statistical significance). This peak is expeatpdori based on the fundamental

generation mechanism of secondary microseism signals and observations of the period of ocean
waves. Thus, the significance of the microseism peaks are well established both frow physic

first principles and through thousands of PSD estimates in which each frequency band has ~100
degrees of freedom. In the dissertation, we are primarily concerned with how power varies over
these broad microseism bands (each band contains 5-7 frequency bins, so the entire primary and

secondary microseism bands have ~500-700 degrees of freedom).

Determining the Statistical Significance of a Spectral Peak
However, there are situations when we donOt have the luxury of examining thousands of
individual PSD estimates to convince ourselves that a peak is significant. For instagice, w

searching for evidence of the Baroclinic Annular Mode (BAM) in microseism records, we will
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have to rely on other methodologies to determine the statistical significance of any peaks

(including the 20-30 day BAM peak).

To begin with, we can proceed by formulating a null-hypothesis by fitting background red noise
to the spectrogram, with the specific red noise spectrum calculated from the Fourier trahsform o
the timeseries autocorrelation. Red noise commonly appears as a null hypothesis because
climatological timeseries data are often correlated. We can then tegjriifieance of a spectral

peak at a given frequency by taking the ratio of power spectral density between the calculated
spectrum and the red noise spectrum at that frequency. This spectral ratio will be cld-square
distributed with the degrees of freedom specified by the spectral estimation method, which ca
vary from two (for a simple single window periodogram; Figure Al1.1) to large numbers.
Generally, the calculation of the effective degrees of freedom in a WelchOs or other section
averating method will depend on widow overlap and factors associated with the (spectral leakage
optimizing) windowing functions used in the algorithm. For large numbers of degrees of
freedom, the chi-square distribution approaches a Gaussian distribution. A peak of high
statistical significance will thus have a high spectral ratio and occur along thetkesl of

appropriate chi-squared distribution. Knowing the theoretical distribution of the spectral
estimate for the null hypothesis allows us to assess straightforwardly the sigeifdamy

spectral peak that may be observed. The probability of a peak of specified value, or larger,
occurring anywhere in the spectrum by chance is then found by integrating the areaaunder th

appropriate chi-squared distribution from the observed spectral ratio to infinity.



Figure Al.1. Periodogram (positive frequencies) simulation of a random unit variance
uncorrelated Gaussian time series of lendtiwih unit sampling rate. Top: Periodogram

power spectral densigstimate with mean value (~2) indicated. Bottom: Histogram of power
spectral density values from the top plot (blue bars), compared withi distribution for two
degrees of freedom (red curve). The significance of a PSD value being reached or exceeded
under the null hypothesis will be the normalized integration of ttebstribution from that

particular value to infinity.
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Appendix 2: Supplemental Figures for Chapter 1

Comparison of median PSDs
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Figure A2.1. (a) Median PSD differences (as in Figure 1.3b) for different emplenetgpes
between 2008-2012. Borehole sensors are indicated by dashed lines and the imutmders
legend represent the number of stations included in the median P@@Atesbue to
instrumentation issugewe only used data from February 2011 B December 2012 for the 146
m borehole and didnOt include 2012 data for the 254 m borehole. Additionallyddte to
availability in the IRIS DMS, DRV data is only through 2010. (b) Sadiing the median
horizontal power from vertical power for the different emplacertygrgs is a proxy for

sensor tilt.



Figure A2.2. Interpolated noise-map of Antarctica for the intermediate perind (§0-50 s)
median vertical component power for all stations. HOWD and se&&aAP instruments

were omitted from our final noise-map in this band (Figures 1.5) be¢hes anomalously
high noise levels and unique seasonality are caused by the developmentpEriodg-
convection cells forming within the sensors during the colder monthse @lne®nvection
cells are caused by the dissipation of heat within the sensor and pradtynmpact the
vertical componentsAnthony et a].2011; T. Parker (IRIS PASSCAL) pers. comm.). The 2-
week moving average of HOWD, shows that this phenomena causes nbiséantd to

increase by over 10 dB.
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Figure A2.3. Interpolated noise-map of Antarctica for the six period bands using media
BHN component power in each for 59 seismic stations (QSPA Swsti@ioen used) located
across the continent (triangles).
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Figure A2.4. Interpolated noise-map of Antarctica for the six period bands using media
BHE component power in each for 59 seismic stations (QSPA Sutioen used) located
across the continent (trianghe
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Appendix 3: Significance of Correlation Maps Presented in Chapter 2

In Chapter 2, we inferred the spatial extent to which sea ice can attenuate microseism
observations by calculating PearsonOs correlation coeffigibatyween monthly microseism

power and sea ice concentration at numerous grid points around the Antarctic Peninsula. We test
the significance of these correlations by identifying sea ice grid points that exceell the 95
percentile statistic of significance for the entire Southern Ocean. We accorhi@iskihg a

two-tailed t-test.

The t-test was developed to determine the significance of results derived from a smalllyrandom
selected sample of a larger population. The t-distribution assumes that the independent variable
being measured (in this case PearsonOs correlation coefficient) is continuous and normally
(Gaussian) distributed. The general shape of the t-distribution is dependent on the degrees of
freedom associated with the measurement, with lower degrees of freedom having more spread
(longer-tails). As the number of degrees of freedom approaches ~30, the t-distribution begins to

strongly approximate a normal distribution.

When using the t-test to determine the significance of a correlation coefficient, a nulidsrpot
is that the correlation coefficient is 0. We use the t-distribution and the lengttthe vectors
that we are correlating to determine which correlations would fall outside thee®&entile of

the probability distribution. Since we are interested in testing the validity of both positive and
negative correlations, we employ a two-tailed t-test, which will determine the absdugefa

the correlation coefficient that is statistically significant. If we had idstsad a onéail
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distribution, we would be rejecting the possibility that both positive and negative correlations

occur in the data.

The relation between PearsonOs correlation coefficiemid the t-distribution can be expressed

as

Here, the total degrees of freedom in the correlation are givar2bifor example, since we are
analyzing 22 years of data at PMSA in Chapter 2, we have 20 degrees of freedom and can easily
rearrange the above equation to determine, under the assumption that the observables are
independent and Gaussian distributed, that correlation values with an absolute value greater tha
0.42 are statistically significant at the 95% confidence interval (i.e ¢ §hesélue found in a t-

distribution table).

Figures A3.1-A3.6 show the correlations expressed in Figures 2.6 and 2.7 in the dissertation but
applied to the entire Antarctic sea ice grid with only correlations exceeding the above 95%
confidence interval plotted. Significant anti-correlations between sea ice and PM&&atsm

power exist in the Bellingshausen Sea during all months plotted and represent the only region
with consistent correlation patterns. Spurious positive and negative correlations are seen
occasionally over other regions. These may be indicative of a third variable (such as the Southern
Annular Mode (SAM) or El Ni—o-Southern Oscillation) influencing storm and sea ice activity as
well random chance correlations, which are expected to occur in ~5% of the SI grid cells. As
adjacent 25 krseaice grid cells are often highly correlated, with significant positive

correlations from a single cell capable of extending over several thous&raf kegional sea



ice (Figure A3.7), it is unsurprising that occasionally significant correlations with microseism
metrics cover large areas not associated with source regions. In Chapter 2, we noted that primary
microseism power at PMSA vgell coorelated witlwith the SAM during the month of

November (e.g., Figure 2.7). This is further supported by the striking similarity in the sea ice
correlation maps between SAM index and primary microseism power observed at PMSA (Figure

A3.4).
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Figure A3.1.June correlations of monthly mean sea ice concentration with iredgrat
primary and secondary microseism power recorded at PMSA (RedBtk8outhern
Annular Mode (SAM) Index from 1993-2014. Blue regions indicate anticowalagtween
seaice and microseism/SAM metrics. Only correlations that ektee 95' confidence
interval as determined by twail t-test are plotted.



Figure A3.2. Same as figure A3.1, but for the month of August.
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Figure A3.3. Same as figure A3.1, but for the month of September.
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Figure A3.4. Same as figure A3.1, but for the month of September. Note tiargies
between the primary microseism and SAM Index maps, further suggtsiingave state in
the Drake Passage is exceptionally coupled to phase of the SAM.



Figure A3.5. May and June correlations of monthly mean sea ice concentration with
integrated primary and secondary microseism power recorded at BFe®tar)from 1996-
2014. Blue regions indicate anticorrelation between sea ice and eitndSAM metrics.
Only correlations that exceed thé"®%onfidence interval as determined by ttad-t-test are

plotted.
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Figure A3.6. Same as figure A3.5, but for the months of August and September.
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Figure A3.7.November correlations of monthly mean sea ice concentration in theeB8out
Ocean with sea ice concentration at a single grid point (white bo2pB3-20140nly
correlations that exceed the™&onfidence interval as determined by ttad-t-test are

plotted.
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