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Abstract studies now agree that small-scale (~10 km) weak (~0.1%) velocity perturbations throughout
the lowermost mantle generate the globally averaged amplitudes of 1 Hz precursors to the core phase,
PKP. The possible frequency dependence and spatial coherence of this scattered phase, however, has been
given less attention. Using a large global data set of ~150,000 PKP precursor recordings, we characterize
the frequency dependence of PKP precursors at central frequencies ranging from 0.5 to 4 Hz. At greater
frequencies, we observe more scattered energy (relative to the reference phase PKP ), particularly at shorter
ranges. We model this observation by invoking heterogeneity at length scales from 2 to 30 km. Amplitudes
at 0.5 Hz, in particular, suggest the presence of more heterogeneity at scales >8 km than present in
previously published models. Using a regional bootstrap approach, we identify large (>20°), spatially
coherent regions of anomalously strong scattering beneath the West Pacific, Central/North America,
and—to a lesser extent—East Africa. Finally, as proof of concept, we use array processing techniques to
locate the origin of scattered energy observed in Southern California by the Anza and Southern California
Seismic Networks. The energy appears to come primarily from out-of-plane scattering on the receiver side.
We suggest that such improvised arrays can increase global coverage and may reveal whether a majority of
precursor energy comes from localized heterogeneity in the lowermost mantle.

1. Introduction

Small-scale structures in Earth’s lowermost mantle scatter seismic energy away from direct seismic waves,
exciting a precursory wave train to the inner-core phase PKP [Cleary and Haddon, 1972]. Studies now agree
that small-scale (~10 km) velocity perturbations of ~0.1% distributed throughout the lower mantle match
the globally averaged time and range dependence of the precursor amplitudes at 1 Hz [Margerin and Nolet,
2003a; Mancinelli and Shearer, 2013], but there is still uncertainty regarding the primary type of heterogene-
ity responsible for lower mantle scattering [Waszek et al., 2015]. Several ideas have been proposed, including
partial melt [Vidale and Hedlin, 1998], remnants of fossil slabs [Cao and Romanowicz, 2007], dense material
related to Large Low-Shear Velocity Provinces [Frost et al., 2013], and small-scale structure associated with
Ultralow-Velocity Zones [Yao and Wen, 2014]. It is also possible that core-mantle boundary (CMB) topogra-
phy [Doornbos, 1978] contributes to the precursor signal, but the emergent nature of the precursor wave
train likely requires the presence of additional small-scale heterogeneity several hundred kilometers above
the CMB [Hedlin et al., 1997; Margerin and Nolet, 2003a; Mancinelli and Shearer, 2013]. In order to gain further
insightinto which of these is the primary cause of lower mantle scattering, we present a study of the frequency
dependence and spatial coherence of PKP precursors.

Since it has become generally accepted that PKP precursors are scattered waves from the deep mantle, sev-
eral types of random media have been invoked to model them. Bataille and Flatté [1988] approximated the
spectrum of inhomogeneities in the lowermost mantle by a power law, solving for the exponent by measur-
ing changes in precursor amplitude with respect to scattering angle. Cormier [1995] used Gaussian media
with correlation lengths from 20 to 35 km and root-mean-square (RMS) velocity perturbations around 10%
to synthesize precursor waveforms that matched a limited set of observed seismograms. Shortly thereafter,
Hedlin et al. [1997] modeled a global stack of precursor waveforms with exponential random media with a
correlation length of 8 km. Margerin and Nolet [2003a], likewise, modeled global stacks of 1 Hz waveforms
with exponential media but found that the observed range dependence was not well matched. To better
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fit the observations, they proposed an alternative model richer in small-scale heterogeneity, noting that the
correlation length associated with this model was fundamentally unresolvable due to the limited range of
observations. Others [Hedlin et al., 1997; Mancinelli and Shearer, 2013], however, found that adjusting the
correlation length of an exponential model provided sufficient control in fitting range dependence of the pre-
cursor energy. The correlation length of an exponential medium marks the scale at which the heterogeneity
power spectrum transitions from white (i.e., constant) at large scales to a function that decays as wave number
to the power of —4.

Less attention has been paid to the possible frequency dependence of PKP precursors. Although regional
studies [Cormier, 1999; Thomas et al., 1999, 2009] have explored the frequency content of the scattered energy,
global studies [Hedlin et al., 1997; Margerin and Nolet, 2003a; Mancinelli and Shearer, 2013] have focused on
observations in a single-frequency band centered at 1 Hz, because the scattered energy has the highest
signal-to-noise ratio at that frequency. In theory, observations of scattered energy at a given frequency are
primarily sensitive to structure comparable in size to the seismic wavelength. Observations over a range of
frequencies, therefore, ought to provide direct constraints on how heterogeneity power changes with length
scale and thus should help discriminate between the various types of random media that have been proposed.

Here we present global stacks of PKP precursors filtered in four nonoverlapping bands with central frequen-
cies ranging from 0.5 to 4.0 Hz. We show that the range dependence of the scattered energy changes as a
function of frequency. To model this observation, we generate synthetics from several types of random media
models, ultimately finding that power law heterogeneity spectra with exponents of —3 and —2.6 produce bet-
ter fits than exponential models. In other words, we find that heterogeneity is not white up to a corner wave
number but continuously decreases with smaller scale lengths over the range ~30 km to ~2 km, following
a power law in wave number. We then attempt to map possible lateral variations in lower mantle scattering
strength by comparing regional stacks of data with the global average. We find large-scale regions of strong
scattering beneath the West Pacific, Central/North America, and—to a lesser extent—East Africa. The sta-
tistical significance of these observations is confirmed by bootstrap resampling and spatial coherence tests.
Lastly, we demonstrate as a proof of concept that groups of nearby stations can be used to estimate the source
regions of scattered energy. We use array processing techniques—vespagrams, beamforming, and waveform
cross correlation—to locate the source of the scattered energy recorded in Southern California. In light of
these findings, we conclude with a discussion of the likely sources of lower mantle scattering and of promising
future research directions.

2. Methods I: Data Stacking

We obtain a global data set of PKP waveforms from an online archive maintained by the Incorporated Research
Institutions for Seismology (IRIS). In this study, we use the same data that were used in the single-frequency
study by Mancinelli and Shearer [2013], composed of ~150,000 broadband vertical channels (BHZ) recorded
from 1990 to 2012 for shallow events (depth < 50 km) with M,, > 5.7 and deep events with M,, > 5.5.

At each frequency, we characterize the time and range dependence of the scattered energy by employing
an envelope stacking procedure similar to previous PKP precursor studies [Hedlin et al., 1997; Margerin and
Nolet, 2003a; Mancinelli and Shearer, 2013]. To characterize the frequency dependence, we repeat the stacking
procedure with different bandpass filters (0.4-0.75 Hz, 0.75- 1.5 Hz, 1.5-3 Hz, and 3-6 Hz). A separate culling
step is applied for each frequency, so each stack may be composed of a different subset of seismograms. The
number of seismograms in each stack varies with both range and frequency; the exact numbers are shown in
Figure 1. Despite the relatively small number of seismograms in the 3 to 6 Hz stack, bootstrap resampling tests
suggest that the stacked precursor amplitudes are stable. We apply this procedure on waveforms filtered from
5 to 10 Hz (not shown), but no signal is discernible at these high frequencies. We also obtain stacks at lower
frequencies (0.1-0.2 Hz and 0.2-0.4 Hz, not shown), but these observations may be influenced by diffraction
near the b-caustic and we do not attempt to model them in this study. At frequencies lower than 0.1 Hz, the
precursors are indiscernible because they overlap with the main phase [cf. Thomas et al., 2009].

The most remarkable feature of these stacks is that, with increasing frequency, the precursors become more
visible at shorter ranges. Since precursors are understood to be waves scattered into and out of the b-caustic
at 145° [Cleary and Haddon, 1972], this suggests that increased amounts of large-angle scattering is involved
at higher frequencies. For 3-D heterogeneity spectra of the form P(m) « m", the scattering pattern is
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Figure 1. PKP precursor stacks, showing globally averaged amplitude as a function of time and epicentral distance for
different frequency bands. White curves delineate onset times for scattered energy at various depths in the lower
mantle. Histograms show how many seismograms were used in each range bin. See Mancinelli and Shearer [2013] for
more details.

proportional to m**" [Shearer and Earle, 2004, equation (4)]. Thus, to have increasing scattering power with
frequency for a given angle, the power law exponent n must be greater than —4. (For reference, an exponen-
tial model has an exponent of —4 in the large wave number limit.) In the following section we will explicitly
define various forms of the heterogeneity spectrum and discuss how well each fits the observed PKP precursor
amplitudes.

3. Methods II: Waveform Modeling

3.1. Random Media Models

To forward model the global stacks, we take a statistical approach. We define heterogeneity power as a func-
tion of wave number, and from this assumption we calculate the scattering properties of the medium as
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a whole. Each random medium is parameterized by an autocorrelation function, R(x), or, alternatively, its
three-dimensional (3-D) Fourier transform, the power spectral density function (PSDF):

P(m) = ///oo R(x)e~™>dx , )

where x is the lag position vector and m is the angular wave number vector. In this study, we consider only
random media with isotropic heterogeneity properties. In mathematical terms, R and P depend only on x and
m, respectively, where x = ||x|| and m = ||ml|| [Sato et al., 2012].

3.2. Phonon Models

Once a PSDF has been defined for each scattering layer within our model, we use a particle-based phonon
approach [Shearer and Earle, 2004] to forward calculate the wavefield. We run each simulation at a single
frequency, f,, computed as the harmonic mean of the filter bandlimits, f; and f,, i.e,,

fo=[5 (" +f;1)]_1 . )

This parameter affects the scattering coefficients and intrinsic attenuation.

In this study, we distribute heterogeneity throughout the lowermost 1200 km of the mantle. Previous work has
shown that full mantle scattering gives better fits to the time dependence of the 1 Hz stacked precursors than
do models where heterogeneity is restricted to the CMB or the D” region [Hedlin et al., 1997; Cormier, 1999;
Margerin and Nolet, 2003a; Mancinelli and Shearer, 2013]. We confirm that a 1200 km thick scattering layer is
an appropriate assumption for this work by forward modeling the time dependence at various frequencies.
Layers thicker than 1200 km do not appear to affect the synthetics, probably because most of the scattered
energy from shallower depths arrives after PKP . Shrinking the layer down to a thickness of 200 km (i.e., D”
scattering) produces synthetics with constant amplitudes at greater times; this does not match the observed
ramp-like time dependence. There is an exception at 4 Hz where the uncertainties in the data stacks are too
large to distinguish between the two cases.

Scattering by strong heterogeneity in the lithosphere and upper mantle affects the precursor amplitudes
indirectly by broadening the PKP 4 arrival and exciting postcursors [Cormier, 1995; Thomas et al., 2000]. Since
the precursors are already spread out in time, the relative amplitude of the precursor wave train is effectively
increased. At the cost of computational speed, lithospheric scattering can be modeled directly by the phonon
code. Alternatively, one can convolve the output of the phonon code, in power, with an empirical broadening
function to account for this effect. Since both methods produce similar results [Mancinelli and Shearer, 2013],
we use the convolution approach for the sake of computational efficiency.

To be consistent with previous studies, we assume that the P wave quality factor (Q,) for the inner core is 380
[Bhattacharyya et al., 1993]. This parameter affects the amplitude of the reference phase, PKP, by which the
precursor amplitudes are normalized. All of the examples in the paper assume that this value is constant with
frequency. Dispersion measurements of PKP ., however, suggest that Q, may vary strongly with frequency in
the inner core, though it is unclear whether it is increasing or decreasing [Li and Cormier, 2002]. To address
this issue, we test how the frequency dependence of our synthetics is affected under the assumption that our
observations lie on either edge of an absorption band model, i.e., Q(f) « f or Q(f) « —f. These cases repre-
sent two extreme scenarios of frequency-dependent inner-core attenuation and should place conservative
bounds on our results. The assumed mantle attenuation structure is unlikely to impact our results significantly,
as both the precursors and the reference phase take similar paths through the mantle.

Another parameter that we have to set is the velocity-density scaling ratio v; we choose 0.8 which is the esti-
mated lithospheric value from Birch’s law. It has been shown previously that adjusting this parameter has no
significant effect on the modeled precursor amplitudes since forward (rather than backward) scattering is
involved [Mancinelli and Shearer, 2013].

4, Fitting the Frequency Dependence

Before moving into a quantitative discussion of the various models and their data fits, we would like to illus-
trate how simple models can produce the observed change in the PKP precursor range dependence as a
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Figure 2. Synthetic PKP precursor amplitudes, as computed using the phonon algorithm for H-G random media with
¢ =0.5% and a = 1000 km.

function of frequency. Figure 2, for example, shows the phonon code prediction for a random media model
with an H-G spectrum (equation (4), below) that contains self-similar heterogeneity at length scales smaller
than 1000 km. These images show greater amounts of scattered energy at short ranges with increasing
frequency, just as is observed in the data stacks.

For a more quantitative treatment, we compare our global stacks with phonon code predictions of the
scattered wavefield assuming various types of random media. We focus on finding a single spectrum that
simultaneously fits the range dependence in each of the four frequency bands (0.5, 1, 2, and 4 Hz). To assess
the performance of each model, we plot the mean amplitude in a 6 s time window before the onset of PKP
for each range bin. The 95% confidence intervals are estimated using a similar procedure. We find models that
achieve reasonable fits to the data by trial and error; a formal inversion is currently impractical due to the time

required to run each phonon model and the lack of a convergence criterion that is reliable for a large set of
models.

The first spectrum we test is the exponential random media model previously published by Mancinelli and
Shearer [2013]. The 3-D PSDF is given by

8re2ad
= s am? ®
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Figure 3. Comparison between observed (thick black curves) and predicted PKP precursor amplitudes for three different
types of random media. The dashed black lines mark the 95% confidence intervals for the data stacks.

and is plotted in Figure 4 with a correlation length, a, of 6 km and an RMS velocity fluctuation, €, of 0.2%. Expo-
nential models have more small-scale structure than Gaussian models, but most of the variance remains at
wavelengths comparable to the correlation length. For a correlation length of about 6 km, as was preferred by
Mancinelli and Shearer [2013], the observations are fit reasonably well, although there is not enough scattered
energy at ranges greater than 138° at 0.5 Hz (Figure 5). If one raises the correlation length of the exponen-
tial model to 50 km in order to increase the amount of low-angle scattering, the fits at 1, 2, and 4 Hz degrade
because of the relatively rapid falloff rate of the PSDF. Note that the fluctuations in the synthetic amplitude
curves at short ranges for 0.5 Hz are not physical. When scattering is very weak, the discrete nature of the
phonon method becomes apparent, as only a small number of phonons are scattered to these range bins.

Margerin and Nolet [2003a] proposed an H-G spectrum [after Henyey and Greenstein, 1941] that is richer in
fine-scale heterogeneity:

P(m) = __e@ 4)

A +a2m?)'

This spectrum has the property of self-similarity (i.e., constant power per octave) in the limit where am > 1.
When testing these models, we find that an upper limit on the correlation length a is unresolvable, which was
also noted by Margerin and Nolet [2003a]. As shown in Figure 3, including heterogeneity as large as 30-80 km
produces better fits to the long-range (> 140°) precursors at 0.5 Hz. The correlation length of 30 km provides
enough large-scale heterogeneity to fit the observations within error, but extending this value to 80 km does
produce a model that more closely tracks the 0.5 Hz stack. Increasing the correlation length to values greater
than 80 km does not significantly alter the model prediction. We notice that the H-G models systematically
overpredict scattering at 2 Hz at ranges greater than 140°.

To address this, we try an alternate model (hereafter referred to by AM) that is even richer than H-G in fine-scale
structure:
2.3
pm) = —4 (5)
1 +a2m?)'3
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Figure 4. Comparison between observed (thick black curves) and predicted PKP precursor amplitudes for a variety of
H-G models. The dashed black lines mark the 95% confidence intervals for the data stacks.

This model still fits the range dependence at 0.5, 1, 2, and 4 Hz within the estimated data uncertainties and
more closely matches the long-range amplitudes at 2 Hz. Thus, we argue that the AM spectrum has the
“best fitting" power law exponent of —2.6. The predictions of the three types of models (i.e., exponential, H-G,
and AM) are shown together with the data in Figure 5.

Frequency dependence in inner-core Q, would have a minor, but noteworthy, effect on our preferred hetero-
geneity spectrum. Our preferred power law exponent of —2.6 is for frequency-independent Q,. If Q, increases
linearly with frequency in the inner core, the preferred power law exponent increases to —2.4. In the other
extreme case where Q, goes as 1/frequency, the preferred power law exponent decreases to —2.8.

Although the phonon code accounts for multiple scattering, it is interesting to reevaluate whether single
(Born) scattering is a suitable assumption for this problem. For the best fitting H-G model with a = 80 km, the
lower mantle mean-free paths are 40,000, 14,000, 5900, and 2800 km for 0.5, 1, 2, and 4 Hz, respectively. Bench-
marking tests from Margerin and Nolet [2003b] suggest that mean-free-times less than 400 s (i.e, mean-free
paths shorter than ~5300 km) require multiple scattering to be accurate within 20% error. Therefore, single
scattering seems to be adequate for PKP precursors at 0.5, 1, and 2 Hz but probably not at 4 Hz. The trans-
port mean-free paths [cf. Przybilla et al., 2009] — 580,000, 290,000, 140,000, and 71,000 km —are considerably
larger than the standard mean-free paths. This suggests that the scattering pattern is strongly anisotropic (i.e.,
most scattering events redirect energy by only a very small angle); this is not surprising considering that the
preferred H-G model has increased amounts of large-scale structure. The flattening of the amplitude versus
range curve from 2 to 4 Hz (Figures 5 and 3) can be explained by multiple scattering, which tends to smear
out the range distribution of energy, resulting in a scattering pattern that appears more isotropic at 4 Hz. We
confirm this interpretation by comparing our results with synthetics computed from single scattering only.

In equations (4) and (5), the parameter e represents a scaling factor rather than the RMS velocity fluctuations
of the medium. Strictly speaking, the H-G and AM spectra have infinite variance when integrated over the
entire spectrum. This, of course, is unphysical. To estimate the physical variance, one should integrate the
spectrum only to a wave number corresponding to half of the seismic wavelength [Margerin and Nolet, 2003a,
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Figure 5. Comparison of heterogeneity spectra proposed to model PKP precursors. The blue dotted line is the
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models with varying correlation lengths (15, 30, 80, and 1000 km) and ¢ = 0.5%. The dash-dotted line is our Alternate
Model (AM) with a = 1000 km and € = 0.16%.

equation (12)]. At lower mantle velocities and at a maximum frequency of 4 Hz, the largest wave number
(smallest wavelength, respectively) that we can expect to constrain is ~4 km~" (2 km).

In Figures 5 and 3, a dip in the amplitude curve is visible at long ranges near the b-caustic. This dip results
from the 6 s averaging window that we use to extract the average precursor amplitude at each range.
Although the precursors generally become more energetic at greater ranges, their onset is increasingly
delayed approaching 145°.

5. Lateral Variations

Mapping lateral variations in scattering strength may help in understanding the nature of the lower mantle
scatterers. This problem is complicated by the fact that both source- and receiver-side heterogeneity scatter
precursor energy, and one cannot uniquely map amplitudes observed at a single station to a point of origin
in the lower mantle. In an initial attempt at this problem, Hedlin and Shearer [2000] inverted for scattering
source regions using Global Seismographic Network recordings of PKP precursors. The authors noted rough
correlations between large-scale tomography anomalies including the African plume and the Tethys trench,
but acknowledged that these were “tentative rather than definitive” based on bootstrap resampling tests.
In a recent global study of PKP precursors, Waszek et al. [2015] found no correlation between scattering and
large-scale velocity structure at the core-mantle boundary (CMB) and noted much variability of the amplitudes
within each region.

Here we attempt to solve the problem in a different way. For each seismogram in our data set, we calculate the
CMB piercing points for the PKP, phase. We divide the surface of the CMB into 20° regional cells and group
the waveforms by the source-side piercing point. We further divide each regional cell into eight azimuth bins
and construct a 2-D stack (e.g., Figure 1) for the data (bandpass filtered from 0.7 to 2.5 Hz) in each bin. For
each regional stack, we measure the fractional amplitude deviation in each range bin relative to the global
average [Mancinelli and Shearer, 2013] for a 20 s window before the onset of PKP 4. The mean of the fractional
amplitude deviations from all of the range bins gives a single scalar measurement that can be plotted on a
map. We quantify the statistical significance of each measurement by bootstrap resampling the set of seis-
mograms and recomputing the 2-D stack and its associated scalar statistic. We deem a regional deviation to
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Figure 6. Apparent lateral variations in PKP precursor amplitude. Measurements are grouped into 20° cells based on the
CMB entry (top map) or CMB exit (bottom map) points for PKP . Each cell is subdivided into eight azimuth bins, which
are plotted as colored pie wedges. The point of each wedge faces the source region (top map) or the receiver region
(bottom map). For the top map, of the 118 bins containing 5 or more traces, 74 (63%) deviate significantly (see main
text) from the global average. For the bottom map, of the 122 bins containing 5 or more traces, 79 (65%) deviate
significantly from the global average. For clarity, only bins with significant deviations are plotted on these maps.

be significantly strong (or weak, respectively) if 95% of 1000 bootstrap estimates are above (or below) 0. We
repeat this entire exercise assuming that the scattering occurs near the receiver-side piercing point.

After plotting the median deviations for each bin on the maps in Figure 6, we find large regions of spatially
coherent strong scattering beneath the West Pacific, Central/North America, and—to a lesser extent—East
Africa. We also identify several regions that display azimuthally dependent scattering behavior. Receiver-side
scattering in western North America, for example, shows stronger-than-average amplitudes for rays coming
from the south and weaker-than-average amplitudes for rays coming from the north. Also, the region near
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number of points, we only plot every 500th one. The median for the complete set of points is plotted in each bin
(black circles). We have restricted this analysis to 1 Hz seismograms recorded at ranges from 120 to 140°.

0°E, 60°S displays strong scattering for rays along the ENE-SWS axis and weak scattering for rays along the
WNW-ESE axis. These patterns may arise from the shape of the scatterers (i.e., anisotropic heterogeneity) or
from differences in scattering properties in the farside scattering regions. In 9 out of the 10 cases where both
maps show a deviation in the same bin, both maps agree on the sign of the deviation. The only exception is
a bin near 20°N, 70°W.

As an additional check on the reliability of these observations, we conduct a test to determine the average
spatial coherence of PKP precursor amplitudes for our global data set. What we want is a measure, as a func-
tion of ray separation, of how likely it is for two measurements of precursor amplitudes to be similar. We
define the log amplitude difference between a pair of precursor waveforms with amplitudes A, and A, as
logo(A}) — log,o(AY); the asterisks denote that the raw amplitudes have been divided by the global aver-
age to correct for systematic variations caused by the range dependence of this phase. The ray separation is
defined as 4/ (Af + Arz) /2 where A, and A, are the great circle distances between the two sources and the
two receivers, respectively. For each pair, we plot the absolute difference between the log amplitudes versus
ray separation in Figure 7. Due to the variability in these measurements, it is difficult to see a trend when look-
ing at the raw scatterplot. To address this, we split the measurements into bins by ray separation (log scale)
and plot the median absolute log amplitude difference in each bin (black circles, Figure 7). These medians
reveal a trend whereby the absolute differences in log amplitude increase with greater values of ray separa-
tion from about 0.02° to 90°. This suggests that large-scale global variations in precursor amplitude do exist
within our data set.

Ideally, we would expect the log amplitude difference to approach 0 at increasingly small values of ray sep-
aration. We observe, however, that this parameter stops decreasing at ray separations between 0.01° and
0.05°; this is possibly due to incoherent noise recorded at nearby (but not colocated) stations. Independent
of the noise, this observation is compatible with a scattering interpretation, as the intensity of the precursors
is expected to be exponentially distributed under the assumption that the scattered wavefield is a superpo-
sition of many waves with random phases [Margerin and Nolet, 2003a, equation (8)]. For the case of colocated
channels (not plotted because of log x axis), the log amplitude difference is nearly 0.

6. Array Processing

Array methods provide another means to better understand the origin of lower mantle scattering. Determin-
ing the slowness and back azimuth of precursor waves can in principle resolve the source-receiver ambiguity
discussed in the previous section [Thomas et al., 1999; Cao and Romanowicz, 2007; Frost et al., 2013]. In recent
years, many broadband stations have been deployed to address questions about the lithosphere and upper
mantle. Here we explore how data from these stations could be used to expand global coverage of precursor
slowness and back azimuth measurements.
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Figure 8. Stations used to locate the origin of PKP precursor energy from the M,, 7.6 event on 30 September 2009 in
southern Sumatra. Red triangles (Anza Network: BZN, CRY, FRD, KNW, LVA2, PFO, RDM, SND, TRO, WMC; Southern
California Seismic Network: DGR, PLM) were used in the beamforming exercise. The blue triangles (Anza Network: HWP,
MONP2; Southern California Seismic Network: BEL; Transportable Array: 109C) were added for the cross-correlation
analysis.

We apply array processing techniques [Rost and Thomas, 2002] to PKP precursors from the 30 September 2009
M,, 7.6 earthquake in southern Sumatra recorded by an array of stations in Southern California. The array
geometry is shown in Figure 8. The primary goal of this exercise is to determine whether the precursor energy
originates from the source- or receiver-side. Using the Seismic Handler analysis program [Stammler, 1993],
we construct fourth-root vespagrams to constrain the precursor slowness. Prior to stacking, the seismograms
are filtered to high frequency (1-2 Hz). We find that the precursor energy is diffuse in the vespagrams when
assuming the theoretical back azimuth of 305°, yet the energy of the main phase is strong and the slowness is
well constrained. As shown in Figure 9, reducing the back azimuth to about 275° gives clear precursor energy in
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Figure 9. (top) Example seismogram recorded at station PFO filtered from 1 to 2 Hz. (middle) Fourth-root vespagram
assuming the theoretical back azimuth of 305° of the recording at the array in Figure 8. (bottom) Same as Figure 9
(middle) but assuming a back azimuth of 275°.
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Figure 10. Fourth-root stacks in slowness azimuth space for 3 s windows around (top) the earliest precursor, (middle)
the second precursor, and (bottom) the PKP arrival.

the vespagram with a slowness of 3.2 + 0.3 s/° followed by a weaker precursor with a slowness of 2.0 + 0.2 s/°.
A grid search over the slowness and back azimuths suggests that the back azimuth of the scattered precursors
is 275 + 7° (Figure 10).

To check the calibration of our array, we measure the back azimuth and slowness of the PKP, phase. We
observe the slowness to be 2.6 + 0.3 s/°. This is significantly larger (by about 0.7 s/°) than the theoretical
slowness of 1.9 s/°, suggesting that local structure (e.g., dipping sediment layers) may be biasing our precursor
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Figure 11. (top) A record section of the PKP precursor waveforms filtered from 0.25 to 2.0 Hz. These have been
aligned on the reference phase PKP4 which was subsequently removed. (middle) Waveform alignment after the
cross-correlation algorithm is applied. (bottom) Observed traveltime shifts (black dots) compared with those predicted
by a plane wave with slowness 1.4 s/° and a back azimuth of 260° (red crosses). Note that the waveforms were aligned
on PKP 4 prior to cross correlation, so the PKP4 slowness (1.9 s/°) should be added to obtain an absolute slowness
estimate.
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measurements toward larger slownesses. The observed back azimuth of PKP is 300 + 10°, which is in agree-
ment with the theoretical back azimuth of 305°. Measuring the slowness of the later arriving phases PP
(observed: 6.6 + 0.2 s/°, theoretical: 6.4 s/°) and SKS (observed: 4.0 + 0.2 s/°, theoretical: 2.7 s/°) confirms that
our array likely biases the slowness of the precursors. Since the PKP, phase has the closest theoretical
slowness to that of the precursors, we apply a correction of —0.5 s/° to the measurements in the previous
paragraph.

Developing an ideal set of mislocation vectors for this array would require analyses of many phases from
earthquakes all over the globe [e.g., Kriiger and Weber, 1992], which is beyond the scope of this study.
Despite the lack of a detailed mislocation vector, we argue that enough information is present to resolve the
source-receiver ambiguity. The measured (and corrected) back azimuths and slownesses suggest that both
precursors are scattered from out-of-plane heterogeneity on the receiver side. Synthetic tests with the phonon
code confirm this. In addition to the back azimuth and slowness, the arrival time provides information that
helps locate the depth of the scatterer. According to ray theoretical calculations, in-plane CMB scattering pro-
duces energy that arrives 18 s prior to PKP 4; scattering at 600 km above the CMB produces energy 5 s prior
to PKP 4. The precursors revealed by the vespagram analysis show arrival times 12 and 6 s before PKP, sug-
gesting that the observed energy is scattered within the deepest 600 km of the mantle. The upper limit of
600 km is a conservative bound because the scattered energy comes from out of plane and thus travels a
greater distance. Locations and depth constraints that are more precise may be obtained by using weighted
stacking methods [e.g., the F statistic, Frost et al., 2013], but even with our relatively simple analysis we are
able to resolve the source-receiver ambiguity and determine that the scattered energy comes from outside
the great circle path.

We also experiment with another method that relies upon the cross correlation of waveforms to obtain time
shifts (with errors) that provide optimal alignment of the precursor waveforms. After aligning the broadband
waveforms on the PKP4 phase, we filter the seismograms between 0.25 and 2.0 Hz and set all amplitudes to
0 after the theoretical PKP, onset time. Then, we align the collection of precursors using a cross-correlation
algorithm [e.g., Reif et al., 2002]. The results of this procedure are shown in Figure 11. From the resulting set
of optimal time shifts, we can estimate the best fitting plane wave that corresponds with the arriving energy.
Weighted least squares estimation yields a plane wave with 1.4 s/° and a back azimuth of 260°. Since these
waveforms are aligned on PKP prior to cross correlation, a correction of 1.9 s/° is added to this estimate
to obtain the absolute slowness of the precursor energy. These values are in rough agreement with those
obtained from the beamforming analysis above, again suggesting that the observed precursor energy comes
from out-of-plane receiver-side scattering.

We tried this technique on a variety of arrays, and we found that it works best with a relatively broadband
filter (0.25-2.0 Hz) and arrays of closely spaced stations. We found many good precursor recordings by
Transportable Array (TA) stations, but in most cases the station spacing was too coarse for our methods to
perform very well. The precursor waveforms need to be highly similar in order for the cross-correlation
algorithm to work, and this is not the case for many of the arrays we tried. EarthScope Flexible Array stations,
although generally more closely spaced than TA stations, displayed dissimilar precursor waveforms from
station to station, making it difficult to constrain the origin of the scattered energy. We have not yet tried using
data from the Flexible Array experiments deployed in the eastern United States, but these may yield better
results given the higher-density spacing and presumably simpler local structure. We leave an exploration of
these data for future work.

7. Discussion

7.1. The Nature of Lower Mantle Scatterers

The motivation behind the research presented in this paper is to better understand the nature of small-scale
heterogeneity in the lowermost mantle. Results from the frequency dependence, spatial coherence, and array
processing suggest that the lower mantle consists of a ubiquitous scattering fabric with localized strong scat-
terers responsible for generating high-amplitude precursors. Here we discuss the implications of our three
main results.

1. We find that H-G random media with correlation lengths of 30 km or larger produce good fits to the
global stacks of PKP precursors at 0.5, 1, 2, and 4 Hz. Although the H-G model was previously proposed by
Margerin and Nolet [2003a] to model the range dependence of precursor amplitudes at a single frequency,
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their focus was to increase the amount of heterogeneity at length scales smaller than 15 km. They tested
H-G models with correlation lengths of 15, 30, and 80 km and concluded that their observations could
not favor any of these models over the others. Here we have confirmed that the H-G model outperforms
the exponential model, but we argue that correlation lengths >30 km provide better fits to the 0.5 Hz
observations. This represents an improved global constraint from the Margerin and Nolet [2003a] study and
confirms the larger-scale lower mantle scatterers reported in regional studies of PKP precursors [Wen and
Helmberger, 1998; Thomas et al., 1999].

As things stand, it is likely that the lower mantle heterogeneity obeys either an H-G or AM type spectrum
with an arbitrarily large correlation length. In the limit where the correlation length increases to a very large
value, the H-G and AM models approach a power law form with exponents —3 and —2.6. The H-G spectrum
possesses constant power per octave and has been associated with models of a marble cake mantle struc-
ture resulting from convective mixing [Batchelor, 1959; Antonsen and Ott, 1991; Agranier et al., 2005; Ricard
et al, 2014]. At lowermost mantle pressures and temperatures the shear wave velocity contrast between
basalt and harzburgite is about 2-4% [Stixrude and Lithgow-Bertelloni, 2012]. In the upper mantle, the shear
wave velocity contrast can be considerably larger, 10-20% [Xu et al., 2008]. This may explain why globally
averaged small-scale velocity perturbations in the upper mantle and lithosphere have been reported to be
an order of magnitude larger than those in the lower mantle [Shearer and Earle, 2004, 2008]. Another plau-
sible idea is that short-wavelength changes in the fast axis of an anisotropic fabric can scatter energy much
like volumetric heterogeneity can. Such textures—either volumetric or anisotropic—may be the source of
the ubiquitous PKP precursors, which have been observed in almost every region of the globe [Hedlin and
Shearer, 2000; Waszek et al., 2015].

Of course, this result relies on the assumption that ray theory is valid at 0.5 Hz for ranges as large as 142°.
Close to the b-caustic (at 145°) the effect of diffraction is expected to become increasingly more important
at reduced frequencies. The combined effects of diffraction and scattering are difficult to evaluate at this
time because of the great computational cost in running global spectral element simulations accurate to a
period of 1s.

. We observe significant large-scale lateral variations in PKP precursor amplitude. Spatially coherent regions

of strong scattering appear beneath the West Pacific, Central/North America, and —to a lesser extent— East
Africa. The anomalies beneath Central/North America and the West Pacific were previously noted by Hedlin
and Shearer [2000], who suggested that the strong scattering may be due to remnants of the Farallon Slab
and Tethys Trench. A small area of strong scattering east of Japan is shown by Hedlin and Shearer [2000], but
we find a much broader region of strong scattering that extends throughout much of the West Pacific. We
also observe a few cases of azimuthally dependent scattering [e.g., Cormier, 1999]; these may be caused by
anisotropic heterogeneity within the observed regions.

It has been suggested that regional variations in apparent precursor amplitude may be due to lateral dif-
ferences in inner-core velocity and attenuation structure that affect the amplitude of the reference phase,
PKP 4. This effect has been shown to be quite large at the hemispherical scale, yielding amplitudes for the
Eastern Hemisphere that are, on average, 30% larger than precursor amplitudes in the Western Hemisphere
[Waszek et al., 2015]. In principle, our bootstrapping approach avoids mapping such a signal from the inner
core, as each regional stack ideally contains measurements from a variety of raypaths that sample different
parts of the inner core but the same part of the lower mantle. In practice, however, the global distribution
of earthquakes and seismometers is nonuniform, so some regional stacks may be dominated by raypaths
that are grouped closely together. In such a scenario, inner-core structure would be more likely to affect
our maps. Preliminary tests where we subdivide each regional stack into 1° x 1° subregions, and perform
bootstrap resampling analyses on random subsets of these subregions, suggest that this is not a significant
issue.

. We experiment with using various arrays of stations to constrain the slowness and back azimuth of PKP

precursor energy, as has been done in some previous studies. It is likely that dense local arrays deployed
to address near-surface issues may expand our coverage of scattering in the deep Earth. Although mislo-
cation vectors may be lacking for these improvised arrays, in many cases they may be able to resolve the
source-receiver ambiguity. We present an example where the array processing techniques succeeded in
locating out-of-plane receiver-side scattering close to the CMB near Southern California. The fact that arrays
can precisely locate the slowness and back azimuth of precursor arrivals implies that small-scale heterogene-
ity may be, in many cases, quite localized. If this is the case, however, one might expect some regions to be
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devoid of scattering. This has not been routinely observed. Expanding array coverage should help address
the question of how much scattered energy comes from localized, rather than distributed, heterogeneity.

7.2. Future Work

Although this work has focused exclusively on PKP precursors, other phases may provide additional infor-
mation about small-scale lower mantle heterogeneity. Bataille and Lund [1996] proposed multiple scattering
in a low-velocity layer near the CMB to explain the long duration of another scattered phase, Py coda. The
problem with this model, however, is that it fails to match the emergent nature of PKP precursors. In an initial
attempt to address this issue, the time and range dependence of 1 Hz P coda was shown to be consistent
with 1% perturbations throughout the lower mantle with a correlation length of 2 km under the assump-
tion of single scattering [Earle and Shearer, 2001]. More recent studies have shown that perturbations of this
magnitude are too strong [Mancinelli and Shearer, 2013], so further research should be done to determine
the range of heterogeneity spectra that can match the observed amplitudes of P coda, while maintaining
reasonable fits to PKP precursors.

Py coda filtered at longer periods could, in principle, help constrain heterogeneity power at intermediate
scales of tens to hundreds of meters. This phase is challenging to model with the phonon code because it
involves both diffraction and scattering. We performed SPECFEM3D_GLOBE [Komatitsch and Tromp, 2002a,
2002b; Chaljub et al., 2007] simulations for 3-D Earth models with random velocity heterogeneity distributed
throughout the lower mantle. Preliminary tests, however, suggest that all of the long-period (20-40 s) Py
coda energy can be modeled by reasonable amounts of heterogeneity in the lithosphere and upper mantle,
so unique constraints on intermediate-scale heterogeneity in the lower mantle are not likely to come from
this phase.

Another scattered phase, P’ e P’, consists of out-of-plane scattered energy from various depths in the mantle
[Earle et al., 2011]. The long time window for this phase suggests that it can be used to characterize het-
erogeneity throughout the mantle [Rost et al., 2015]. Although some success has resulted from using array
techniques on this phase [Earle et al., 2011; Rost et al., 2015], characterizing its globally averaged time, range,
and frequency dependence has been challenging thus far due to high-amplitude signal-generated noise from
the surface waves that precede this phase. Future studies of P’ e P’ should focus on using deep earthquakes
and innovative stacking methods to isolate the scattered energy associated with P'P’.

References

Agranier, A., J. Blichert-Toft, D. Graham, V. Debaille, P. Schiano, and F. Albaréde (2005), The spectra of isotopic heterogeneities along the
mid-Atlantic Ridge, Earth Planet. Sci. Lett., 238, 96-109, doi:10.1016/j.epsl.2005.07.011.

Antonsen, T. M., and E. Ott (1991), Multifractal power spectra of passive scalars convected by chaotic fluid flows, Phys. Rev. A, 44(2), 851-857.

Bataille, K., and S. M. Flatté (1988), Inhomogeneities near the core-mantle boundary inferred from scattered PKP waves recorded at the
Global Digital Seismograph Network, J. Geophys. Res., 93(B12), 15,057 -15,064, doi:10.1029/JB093iB12p15057.

Bataille, K., and F. Lund (1996), Strong scattering of short-period seismic waves by the core-mantle boundary and the P-diffracted wave,
Geophys. Res. Lett., 23(18), 2413-2416, doi:10.1029/96GL02225.

Batchelor, G. K. (1959), Small-scale variation of convected quantities like temperature in turbulent fluid: Part 1. General discussion and the
case of small conductivity, J. Fluid Mech., 5(01), 113-133, doi:10.1017/5002211205900009X.

Bhattacharyya, J., P. Shearer, and G. Masters (1993), Inner core attenuation from short-period PKP(BC) versus PKP(DF) waveforms,
Geophys. J. Int., 114(1), 1-11, doi:10.1111/j.1365-246X.1993.tb01461 x.

Cao, A, and B. Romanowicz (2007), Locating scatterers in the mantle using array analysis of PKP precursors from an earthquake doublet,
Earth Planet. Sci. Lett., 255(1-2), 22-31, doi:10.1016/j.eps|.2006.12.002.

Chaljub, E., D. Komatitsch, J.-P. Vilotte, Y. Capdeville, B. Valette, and G. Festa (2007), Spectral-element analysis in seismology, Adv. Geophys.,
48,365-419.

Cleary, J. R,, and R. A. W. Haddon (1972), Seismic wave scattering near the core-mantle boundary: A new interpretation of precursors to PKP,
Nature, 240, 549-551, doi:10.1038/240549a0.

Cormier, V. F. (1995), Time-domain modelling of PKIKP precursors for constraints on the heterogeneity in the lowermost mantle,
Geophys. J. Int., 121,725-736.

Cormier, V. F. (1999), Anisotropy of heterogeneity scale lengths in the lower mantle from PKIKP precursors, Geophys. J. Int., 136(2), 373-384,
doi:10.1046/j.1365-246X.1999.00736.x.

Doornbos, D. J. (1978), On seismic-wave scattering by a rough core—mantle boundary, Geophys. J. R. Astron. Soc., 53, 643-662.

Earle, P.S., and P. M. Shearer (2001), Distribution of fine-scale mantle heterogeneity from observations of Pyjs coda, Bull. Seismol. Soc. Am.,
91(6), 1875-1881, doi:10.1785/0120000285.

Earle, P.S., S. Rost, P. M. Shearer, and C. Thomas (2011), Scattered P’ P’ waves observed at short distances, Bull. Seismol. Soc. Am., 101(6),
2843-2854, doi:10.1785/0120110157.

Frost, D. A., S. Rost, N. D. Selby, and G. W. Stuart (2013), Detection of a tall ridge at the core-mantle boundary from scattered PKP energy,
Geophys. J. Int., 195(1), 558-574, doi:10.1093/gji/ggt242.

Hedlin, M. A. H., and P. M. Shearer (2000), An analysis of large-scale variations in small-scale mantle heterogeneity using Global
Seismographic Network recordings of precursors to PKP, J. Geophys. Res., 105(B6), 13,655-13,673.

MANCINELLIET AL.

PKP PRECURSORS 16


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2005.07.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JB093iB12p15057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/96GL02225
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S002211205900009X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.1993.tb01461.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2006.12.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/240549a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-246X.1999.00736.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1785/0120000285
http://dx.doi.org/10.1785/0120110157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/gji/ggt242
https://ds.iris.edu/ds/nodes/dmc/

@AG U Journal of Geophysical Research: Solid Earth 10.1002/2015JB012768

Hedlin, M. A. H., P. M. Shearer, and P. S. Earle (1997), Seismic evidence for small-scale heterogeneity throughout the Earth’s mantle,
Nature, 387(6629), 145-150, doi:10.1038/387145a0.

Henyey, L. C., and J. L. Greenstein (1941), Diffuse radiation in the galaxy, Astrophys. J., 93, 70-83, doi:10.1086/144246.

Komatitsch, D., and J. Tromp (2002a), Spectral-element simulations of global seismic wave propagation—I. Validation, Geophys. J. Int.,
149(2), 390-412, doi:10.1046/j.1365-246X.2002.01653.x.

Komatitsch, D., and J. Tromp (2002b), Spectral-element simulations of global seismic wave propagation—II. Three-dimensional models,
oceans, rotation, and self-gravitation, Geophys. J. Int., 149(2), 390-412, doi:10.1046/j.1365-246X.2002.01653.X.

Kruger, F,, and M. Weber (1992), The effect of low-velocity sediments on the mislocation vectors of the GRF array, Geophys. J. Int., 108,
387-393, doi:10.1111/j.1365-246X.1992.tb00866.x.

Li, X, and V. F. Cormier (2002), Frequency-dependent seismic attenuation in the inner core, 1. A viscoelastic interpretation, J. Geophys. Res.,
107(B12), 2362, d0i:10.1029/2002JB001796.

Mancinelli, N. J., and P. M. Shearer (2013), Reconciling discrepancies among estimates of small-scale mantle heterogeneity from PKP
precursors, Geophys. J. Int., 195(3), 1721-1729, doi:10.1093/gji/ggt319.

Margerin, L., and G. Nolet (2003a), Multiple scattering of high-frequency seismic waves in the deep Earth: PKP precursor analysis and
inversion for mantle granularity, J. Geophys. Res., 108(B11), 2514, doi:10.1029/2003JB002455.

Margerin, L., and G. Nolet (2003b), Multiple scattering of high-frequency seismic waves in the deep Earth: Modeling and numerical
examples, J. Geophys. Res., 108(B5), 2234, doi:10.1029/2002JB001974.

Przybilla, J., U. Wegler, and M. Korn (2009), Estimation of crustal scattering parameters with elastic radiative transfer theory, Geophys. J. Int.,
178(2),1105-1111, doi:10.1111/j.1365-246X.2009.04204 x.

Reif, C., G. Masters, P. Shearer, and G. Laske (2002), Cluster analysis of long-period waveforms: Implications for global tomography, Eos Trans.
AGU, 83(47), 954.

Ricard, Y., S. Durand, J.-P. Montagner, and F. Chambat (2014), Is there seismic attenuation in the mantle?, Earth Planet. Sci. Lett., 388, 257 - 264,
doi:10.1016/j.epsl.2013.12.008.

Rost, S., and C. Thomas (2002), Array seismology: Methods and applications, Rev. Geophys., 40(3), 1008, doi:10.1029/2000RG000100.

Rost, S., P. S. Earle, P. M. Shearer, D. A. Frost, and N. D. Selby (2015), Seismic detections of small-scale heterogeneities in the deep Earth, in
The Earth’s Mantle Heterogenous Mantle: A Geophysical, Geodynamical, and Geochemical Perspective, edited by A. Khan and F. Deschamps,
pp. 367 -390, Springer, New York, doi:10.1007/978-3-319-15627-9.

Sato, H., M. C. Fehler, and T. Maeda (2012), Seismic Wave Propagation and Scattering in the Heterogeneous Earth, 2nd ed., Springer, New York.

Shearer, P. M., and P. S. Earle (2004), The global short-period wavefield modelled with a Monte Carlo seismic phonon method,

Geophys. J. Int., 158(3), 1103-1117, doi:10.1111/j.1365-246X.2004.02378 X.

Shearer, P. M., and P. S. Earle (2008), Observing and modeling elastic scattering in the deep Earth, Adv. Geophys., 50, 167-193.

Stammler, K. (1993), SeismicHandler—Programmable multichannel data handler for interactive and automatic processing of seismological
analyses, Comput. Geosci., 19(2), 135-140, doi:10.1016/0098-3004(93)90110-Q.

Stixrude, L., and C. Lithgow-Bertelloni (2012), Geophysics of chemical heterogeneity in the mantle, Ann. Rev. Earth Planet. Sci., 40, 569-595,
doi:10.1146/annurev.earth.36.031207.124244.

Thomas, C., M. Weber, C. W. Wicks, and F. Scherbaum (1999), Small scatterers in the lower mantle observed at German broadband arrays,

J. Geophys. Res., 104(B7), 15,073 -15,088.

Thomas, C., H. Igel, M. Weber, and F. Scherbaum (2000), Acoustic simulation of P-wave propagation in a heterogeneous spherical Earth:
Numerical method and application to precursor waves to PKPdf, Geophys. J. Int., 141, 307-320, doi:10.1046/j.1365-246X.2000.00079.x.

Thomas, C., J. M. Kendall, and G. Helffrich (2009), Probing two low-velocity regions with PKP b-caustic amplitudes and scattering,
Geophys. J. Int., 178, 503-512, doi:10.1111/j.1365-246X.2009.04189.x.

Vidale, J. E., and M. A. H. Hedlin (1998), Evidence for partial melt at the core—mantle boundary north of Tonga from the strong scattering of
seismic waves, Nature, 391(6668), 682-685.

Waszek, L., C. Thomas, and A. Deuss (2015), PKP precursors: Implications for global scatterers, Geophys. Res. Lett., 42, 3829-3838,
doi:10.1002/2015GL063869.

Wen, L., and D. V. Helmberger (1998), Ultra-low velocity zones near the core-mantle boundary from broadband PKP precursors, Science,
279(5357),1701-1703, doi:10.1126/science.279.5357.1701.

Xu, W., C. Lithgow-Bertelloni, L. Stixrude, and J. Ritsema (2008), The effect of bulk composition and temperature on mantle seismic
structure, Earth Planet. Sci. Lett., 275, 70-79, doi:10.1016/j.eps|.2008.08.012.

Yao, J., and L. Wen (2014), Seismic structure and ultra-low velocity zones at the base of the Earth’s mantle beneath Southeast Asia,

Phys. Earth Planet. Inter., 233,103-111, d0i:10.1016/j.pepi.2014.05.009.

MANCINELLI ET AL.

PKP PRECURSORS 17


http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/387145a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/144246
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-246X.2002.01653.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-246X.2002.01653.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.1992.tb00866.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2002JB001796
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/gji/ggt319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2003JB002455
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2002JB001974
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2009.04204.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2013.12.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2000RG000100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-15627-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2004.02378.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0098-3004(93)90110-Q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.earth.36.031207.124244
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-246X.2000.00079.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2009.04189.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2015GL063869
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.279.5357.1701
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2008.08.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pepi.2014.05.009

	Abstract
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (ECI-RGB.icc)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Photoshop 5 Default CMYK)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.6
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends false
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /Courier-Oblique
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Symbol
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-Roman
    /ZapfDingbats
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 400
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


