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Abstract A temporary seismic network, consisting of 23 broadband and six short-period stations, was
installed in a dense network at Turrialba Volcano, Costa Rica, between 8 March and 4 May 2011. During this
time 513 long-period (LP) events were observed. Due to their pulse-like waveforms, the hypothesis that
the events are generated by a slow-failure mechanism, based on a recent new model by Bean et al. (2014), is
tested. A significant number (107) of the LPs are jointly inverted for their source locations and mechanisms,
using full-waveform moment tensor inversion. The locations are mostly shallow, with depths< 800m below
the active Southwest Crater. The results of the decompositions of the obtained moment tensor solutions show
complex source mechanisms, composed of high proportions of isotropic and low, but seemingly significant,
proportions of compensated linear vector dipole and double-couple components. It is demonstrated that this
can be explained as mode I tensile fracturing with a strong shear component. The source mechanism is further
investigated by exploring scaling laws within the data. The LPs recorded follow relationships very similar to
those of conventional earthquakes, exhibiting frequency-magnitude and corner frequency versus magnitude
relationships that can be explained by brittle failure. All of these observations indicate that a slow-failure source
model can successfully describe the generation of short-duration LP events at Turrialba Volcano.

1. Introduction

Turrialba Volcano (3340m above sea level (asl)) is a stratovolcano located at the eastern edge of the
Cordillera Volcánica Central, Costa Rica, Central America, 35 km ENE of the capital San José (Figure 1a).
Activity at the volcano has increased in recent years, with intensifying fumarolic gas discharges, especially
in the active Southwest Crater; summit inflation detected from 2005 to 2007; increases in seismicity;
and recent minor phreatic explosions [Campion et al., 2012; Martini et al., 2010; Soto and Mora, 2013;
Tassi et al., 2004; Vaselli et al., 2010]. Monitoring the volcano is therefore extremely important, as its close
proximity to San José means that a large eruption has the potential to adversely affect 1.5 million people
[Soto et al., 2010].

A previous study was carried out into the source processes of long-period (LP) seismic events recorded
at Turrialba Volcano in 2009 [Eyre et al., 2013], where LPs were inverted for their mechanism using
full-waveform moment tensor inversion. Similar to studies conducted at other volcanoes, a crack source
mechanism was obtained, in the case of Turrialba dipping shallowly toward the southwest. For the 2009
data set this was interpreted, drawing on the Chouet [1986] model of LP sources, as resonance within
cracks in the hydrothermal system that follow weaknesses in the volcano edifice or as hydrothermal
fluids “pulsing” through the cracks. However, the authors state that a deformation-based source process
could not be ruled out, as this was postulated as the cause of similar events observed on Mount Etna
[De Barros et al., 2011].

A second experiment at Turrialba Volcano was undertaken in 2011, building on the work carried out
through the 2009 experiment and benefiting from the experience gained. The new experiment is one of
the first to be designed specifically to obtain more accurate moment tensor inversion results for LP events,
by incorporating more broadband seismometers into the network, especially in the summit region of the
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volcano. Enhanced coverage of the summit area has been demonstrated in previous studies to improve the
moment tensor solutions [Bean et al., 2008]; [De Barros et al., 2011]. As well as improved solutions, this is also a
more in-depth study than that of Eyre et al. [2013], with moment tensor inversion applied to over 100 events.

During the experiment, Turrialba Volcano was undergoing large-scale degassing, with up to ~ 3000 t of
SO2 per day expelled into the atmosphere [Campion et al., 2012]. The majority of this gas was released
from a large fumarole located high on the southwest inner wall of the Southwest Crater, which opened

Figure 1. (a) Map of the location of Turrialba Volcano in Costa Rica. (b) Map of the 2011 broadband seismic network at Turrialba Volcano, including an inset enlargedmap of
the summit region. Solid triangles indicate stand-alone seismic stations, and open triangles denote arrays of stations. The approximate positions of the summit craters
are outlined by red dashed lines, labeled SW, C, and NE to denote the Southwest, Central, and Northeast Craters, respectively. Contours are in meters above sea level.
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during a minor phreatic eruption in January 2010. Twenty
broadband (five 60 s and three 30 s) and six short-period
(1 s) seismometers were installed in a temporary network
between 8 March and 4 May 2011, in addition to a
three-station permanent broadband network (stations
VTCE, VTCG, and VTUN). Figure 1b shows a map of the
network. The nonactive craters (the Northeast Crater and
part of the Central Crater) allow for a dense deployment of
stations in the summit region of the volcano. The network
consisted of three seismic arrays and 13 stand-alone
stations. Seismic arrays were located at TOMA, PIGA, and
BABO. TOMA consisted of the six short-period stations in
the shape of a cross, with the long axis pointing to the
active Central and Southwest Craters and an interstation
spacing of approximately 60m. The arrays BABO and PIGA
consisted of five stations each, in a “T” shape with their
long axes pointing to the summit region. All stations
had a sampling rate of 100 Hz. The station WCR1 was
located on the rim of the active Southwest Crater, within
100m of the main fumarole, and WCR2 is also located
on the crater rim. As the LPs in 2009 were located in this
region at shallow depths [Eyre et al., 2013], it is likely both
stations were very close to the source of the seismicity.
However, the close proximity to the strong gas discharge
caused these stations to record strong continuous energy
in the 5 Hz to 40 Hz range.

There are currently two main categories of source models
available for LP events: (1) the resonating crack/conduit
model [Chouet, 1986, 1988; Neuberg et al., 2006] and (2) a
very recently proposed slow brittle rupture model [Bean
et al., 2014]. In the first model, the lack of high-frequency
content of the events is explained by relating the source
processes causing the events to fluid processes. A
fluid-filled cavity is excited into resonance, inducing slow
dispersive waves (crack waves) which propagate along
the cavity interface, interfering constructively to produce
the LPs observed. By definition this process leads to
resonating seismograms. The second model attributes
the low corner frequencies of the events to slow failure
of unconsolidated volcanic material at shallow depths on
volcanoes caused by the low internal friction angles of
the material. Rupture simulations show that this process
leads to pulse-like seismograms when not contaminated
by path effects.

Examples of LP events recorded in 2011 and their
corresponding spectra can be seen in Figure 2, recorded
on station WCR1, low-pass filtered at 5Hz to remove the

Figure 2. (a–d) Examples of LP events recorded on the vertical
component of summit station WCR1 (shown filtered between
0.3 and 1.3 Hz in red as used in the moment tensor inversion) and
the corresponding frequency spectra. The events are low-pass
filtered below 5Hz to remove the strong noise above this frequency
believed to be caused by the strong degassing.
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strong noise due to degassing above this frequency. The main energy of the events is generally from 0.3
to 1.3 Hz. The events exhibit pulse-like waveforms, and therefore, the brittle failure model appears to be more
likely to fit the data, as there is no resonance in the waveform which would be expected according to the
cavity resonance model. As the LP waveforms on Turrialba Volcano are nonresonating, by analyzing the
waveforms, source locations, source mechanisms, and the scaling laws of these events, this study aims to
determine if the slow-failure model can reasonably explain the LP events observed on Turrialba Volcano.

2. LP Event Identification

There were 513 LP events recorded between 8 March and 4 May 2011. These LPs are identified using the
STA/LTA algorithm described in Eyre et al. [2013] for station TCCR, where the STA/LTA method is implemented
for both a low frequency band (0.2–4.0 Hz) and a high frequency band (6.0–10.0 Hz), and the events are only
picked when the STA/LTA value in the low frequency band is 3 times that of the high frequency band. An
average of nine events per day is detected.

LPs are filtered in a frequency band of 0.3–1.3 Hz (the frequency band in which they have most energy) and
then correlated in an attempt to group them into families of similar events using a closed cluster technique
[Eyre et al., 2013; Saccorotti et al., 2007] for 10 s windows of the Z component at summit station TCCR. No
families of more than five events with a correlation coefficient greater than 0.75 could be found, suggesting
that these events are not produced by a repetitive source. Hence, the events are treated individually.

3. Full-Waveform Moment Tensor Inversion
3.1. Method

Following previous studies by Chouet et al. [2003], Kumagai et al. [2005, 2010], Nakano and Kumagai [2005],
Ohminato et al. [1998], and Eyre et al. [2013], simultaneous full-waveform moment tensor inversions to
calculate the source mechanisms and grid searches for source locations are performed. The method is
implemented identically to Eyre et al. [2013], with the exception of the velocity model. In the frequency
domain, the nth component of the displacement u, recorded at position x and frequency ω, can be written
as follows:

un x;ωð Þ ¼ Gnp;q x;ωð Þ � Mpq ωð Þ þ Gnp x;ωð Þ � Fp ωð Þ; n; p; q in x; y; zf g (1)

where Mpq is the force couple in the direction pq, Fp is the single force acting in the direction p, and Gnp and
Gnp,q are the nth components of the Green’s functions and their spatial derivatives with respect to the source
coordinates, respectively, generated by the single force Fp and the moment Mpq, respectively. Green’s
functions are the displacement responses recorded at the receivers when an impulse force function is
applied at the source position in an elastic Earth (the medium response). The summation convention applies.
Equation (1) is linear, and in the frequency domain can be written in matrix form

d ¼ Gm (2)

where d is the data matrix,G contains the Green’s functions, andm contains themoment tensor and single forces
components. As the LP events are recorded in the near field, P and Swaves are intertwined. The near-field effect
is accurately taken into account in our Green’s functions calculations, allowing for a full-waveform inversion.
The quality of the inversion results is tested through the evaluation of themisfit between the calculated and the
observed data, herein referred to as the residual R:

R ¼ d� Gmð ÞTW d� Gmð Þ
dTWd

(3)

where W is a diagonal matrix of weights for the quality of the data (in this study the data quality is good
for all stations and components, and therefore, all of the weights are fixed to 1: the inversion intrinsically
preferentially weights stations closer to the source). The inversion is carried out in the 0.3–1.3Hz frequency
band used for the correlations (section 2) for 12 s timewindows, utilizing all components at all available stations.

In order to locate the events, the inversion is implemented for a grid of 2536 possible source points in a
4000m by 4000m by 2000m volume below the summit region of the volcano [Chouet et al., 2003; Kumagai
et al., 2005, 2010; Nakano et al., 2003; Ohminato et al., 1998], with a grid spacing of 80m in the summit region
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and 200m farther from the summit. The number of possible source positions is much greater than the
number of stations used in the inversion (15 stand-alone broadband stations are available for the inversion),
so the Reciprocity Theorem [Aki and Richards, 2002] is used when computing the Green’s functions between
the sources and receivers. The most probable source location is defined by the grid point with the smallest
misfit between observed and reconstructed data.

The Green’s functions are calculated using a 3-D elastic lattice method to simulate full-wavefield seismic
wave propagation [O’Brien and Bean, 2004]. The model includes topography which has been shown to
be important for an accurate inversion in volcanic environments [Ripperger et al., 2003]. The shallow
velocity structure has also been shown to be important in inversions [Bean et al., 2008]. As no model is
currently available for Turrialba Volcano [Eyre et al., 2013], the shallow velocity structure is investigated
using surface wave dispersion analysis using the three available arrays (see section 1). The technique used
is the multichannel analysis of surface waves (MASW) method [Wathelet et al., 2004]. However, this analysis
is very limited due to the small aperture of the arrays (the maximum station spacing is 180m due to the
steep topography of the volcano). Although the results are confined to the very near surface, analysis
shows that a low-velocity layer exists at Turrialba Volcano as has been found on many other volcanoes
[Bean et al., 2008, and references therein]. Hence, the numerical model used for simulating the Green’s
functions includes a low-velocity layer of 1039m/s (Pwave) and 600m/s (Swave), tracking the topography.
However, as the surface wave inversion is not well constrained, and we do not want to include an
unrealistic poorly constrained step in the model which would act as an unrealistic waveguide, we choose
the smoothest model that fits the results. Therefore, the velocities within the layer are gradated to 100m
depth, beneath which the model is homogeneous with a P wave velocity of 2300m/s and an S wave
velocity of 1328m/s. Density is related via the equation ρ= 1700 + 0.2vp, where vp is the P wave velocity
[Gardner et al., 1974; O’Brien and Bean, 2009].

As the inversion is performed in the frequency domain without any assumption on the source-time history, an
inverse FFT of the solution m from the inversion of equation (2) leads to a source-time function for every
component of the moment tensor and single forces. In order to obtain a common source-time function, the
moment tensor solutions are decomposed into their principal components, using the method of Vasco [1989].
This method involves the singular value decomposition of the obtained six time-dependent moment tensor
components. A common source-time function for all six moment tensor components and its contribution to
each are obtained, thus giving a source-time history of the source process and its mechanism. The eigenvalues
of the “static”moment tensor give the pressure and tension values along the principal axes (eigenvectors) from
which the source mechanism can be reconstructed. From this, the solution can be decomposed into the
percentage of isotropic, compensated linear vector dipole (CLVD) and double-couple source mechanisms
[Vavryčuk, 2001]. Hence, for example, a tensile crack source (often calculated as the most likely mechanism for
LPs at volcanoes [e.g., Cusano et al., 2008; De Barros et al., 2011]) produces a λ:λ:(λ+2μ) ratio of moment tensor
eigenvalues (where λ and μ are the Lamé parameters) [Aki and Richards, 2002], which is 1:1:3 for a Poisson’s ratio
of 0.25 and 1:1:2 for a Poisson’s ratio of 0.33.

Inversions are carried out both excluding and including single forces in the solutions. Single forces are
physically realistic in volcanic environments (for example, due to mass transfer, drag forces, or volcanic jets)
[Chouet, 2003; Takei and Kumazawa, 1994]. However, De Barros et al. [2011, 2013] state that errors in modeling
the velocity structure mainly contaminate the single forces, leading to spurious single forces, while the
moment tensor solution is still correct. In particular, De Barros et al. [2013] showed using radiation patterns
that strong spurious forces, of the order of those usually derived from the moment tensors of real data,
can be produced from the P-to-S conversions at the interfaces between two different materials. Since these
interfaces are usually unknown in the shallow part of volcano, single forces cannot be taken into account
when interpreting results. On the other hand, De Barros et al. [2011] suggest that the single forces will
accommodate most of the errors, so they should be included in the inversion procedure but should not
be interpreted as part of the source solution. Including single forces in the solution appears to stabilize the
results obtained using the 2011 data and therefore this paper focusses chiefly on results for which single
forces are included in the inversion procedure. The single forces themselves are not interpreted as even
though they can be physically realistic in volcanic environments, they appear contaminated by model errors.
Emphasis was also placed on the results which included single forces in the inversion procedure for the 2009
experiment [Eyre et al., 2013].
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Constrained moment tensor inversion is
also performed to test the robustness of
the solutions, with the source mechanism
constrained as (1) an isotropic source
and (2) a crack with a grid search for the
optimum dip and azimuth (for details,
see Lokmer et al. [2007] and De Barros
et al. [2011]). We reiterate that the
single forces terms can accommodate
model errors [De Barros et al., 2013] and
are therefore not physically interpreted.
The number of data for every inversion is
3 components × 15 stations ×Nf (number
of frequency points). The number of
unknowns decreases from 9×Nf for the
moment tensor+ single forces inversion
to 6×Nf (moment tensor only inversion)
and 4 ×Nf for crack + single forces
constrained inversion.

As moment tensor inversion takes into
account the amplitudes recorded at
each station, site amplification effects
between stations must be removed
to gain accurate solutions. These are
measured using the RMS amplitudes
of the coda waves of several teleseismic
earthquakes that were recorded
during each experiment on all stations
[e.g., Zecevic et al., 2013], filtered
between 0.3 and 1.3Hz. The earthquakes
used were located between 1000 and
1500 km from Turrialba Volcano and had
magnitudes greater than 5.5 so that
the coda for each event contained a
measurable low-frequency component.

As the LP events do not appear to group well into families, moment tensor inversion is carried out for a
significant proportion (107 events, ~ 20%) of all of the LP events observed. The events chosen are those with
optimal signal-to-noise ratios (generally the larger events), in order to give an accurate inversion solution.
We expect that inverting a large sample of LPs observed at Turrialba Volcano will yield a representative
picture of all LP seismicity at Turrialba Volcano.

3.2. LP Location Results

Joint inversions and grid searches are implemented for 107 events, filtered between 0.3 and 1.3Hz. An example
of the results of the grid search location technique for a single event is shown in Figure 3. The figure shows
three slices through the grid of possible source locations used for the inversions, with each grid point colored
according to the residual obtained in the moment tensor inversion for that grid point. The vertical slices are
taken through theminimum residual, while the horizontal slice is located at a depth of 2660masl (680m below
the summit). The most likely locations (the points with the lowest residuals) are shown in blue. It can be seen
that the resolution in the horizontal plane is very good, with the location between the active Southwest and
Central Craters, while the depth is less well constrained but is less than 800m below the summit.

Figure 4a shows the best locations for inversions including single forces for all 107 inverted events, in map
view andW-E and S-N cross sections. Most of the events are clustered tightly below the active Southwest and
Central Craters above 2500masl, i.e., shallower than 800m depth below the summit. The scattering in the
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Figure 3. Location of the LP event shown in Figure 2a calculated using
full-waveform moment tensor inversion for a 3-D grid of possible source
locations below the volcano. Low residuals (blue) indicate likely locations.
The vertical slices are through the point with the minimum residual. The
horizontal slice is located at 2660m asl. The result when single forces are not
included in the inversion is very similar. The optimum location is at shallow
(<800m) depth below the active Southwest (or edge of the Central) Crater.
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Figure 4. Location results for all 107 inverted LP events obtained using the moment tensor inversion grid search method.
Results for inversions (a) including and (b) excluding single forces are shown. The colored markers show the location of the
minimum residual for each event, with the color and marker size corresponding to the number of events. The locations are
shown in map view (top) and west-east and north-south cross sections (bottom left and right, respectively). The map view
shows contours in meters above sea level. In both cases most of the events are located below the active craters at shallow
depths; however, the results from inversions including single forces are more tightly clustered, with fewer outliers.
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source area may be due to uncertainty in the medium velocity, but as these events do not belong to a family
it is not surprising that the sources are scattered in a region. The results in the x-y plane are consistent with
the results of array analysis and are also very similar to solutions obtained when single forces are not included
in the inversion (Figure 4b), demonstrating the robustness of the solutions. However, the locations obtained
when single forces are included in the inversion appear to cluster closer together, and there are a smaller
number of outliers than for inversions excluding single forces, suggesting greater reliability in the results.

3.3. LP Source Mechanism Results

Moment tensor inversion solutions for the source locations with the lowest residuals are investigated by
fixing the location and redoing the inversion. An example of the results from a single LP event when single
forces are included in the inversion is shown in Figure 5. Note the pulse-like waveforms of the obtained
moment tensor solution. The normalized waveform fits between the real and reconstructed data are also
shown, showing good fits for the summit stations but poorer fits at more distal stations due to the intrinsic
weighting of the stations by their recorded amplitudes. This is acceptable due to the strong oscillating
path effects at stations farther from the source [Bean et al., 2014]. An eigenvector diagram is also shown,
constructed using a method from Chouet et al. [2003] where the eigenvectors are calculated every 0.01 s
when the amplitude of one of the moment tensor components is greater than 90% of the maximum
amplitude. Finally, as described in section 3.1, singular value decomposition [Vasco, 1989] is used to extract
a common source-time function with the scalar moment tensor containing its value for each component.
The eigenvectors are oriented with the long eigenvector 21° from vertical (this angle is herein named θ)
and an azimuth anticlockwise from east (herein named φ) of 332°, with eigenvalues of 1.0:1.2:1.8. From the
moment tensor decomposition of Vavryčuk [2001], this result is 74% isotropic. However, there is one larger
eigenvalue and two shorter eigenvalues, suggesting that the mechanism can be described as a crack. This is
demonstrated in the decomposition where compensated linear vector dipole (CLVD) components are found
to contribute 18% to the solution. If the source is a pure tensile crack, then the long eigenvector is orthogonal
to the crack plane; hence, θ gives the dip angle and φ the dip direction. The results, however, also show a
double-couple component in both cases of 9%. It is therefore difficult to visualize the source mechanism.
We reiterate that the single forces terms tend to “absorb”model errors [De Barros et al., 2013], but the forces
themselves are not reliable and are not constrained further.

In order to determine whether these complex results are unique to this one LP event, 107 events are inverted
and summarized in Figure 6. The results of themoment tensor decomposition [Vavryčuk, 2001] (Figures 6a and 6b)
and the orientations of the largest eigenvectors (θ and φ) (Figure 6c) are shown. Primarily, the figure shows
results for inversions where single forces are included, but Figure 6a also shows results for moment tensor-only
solutions for comparison and completeness. The results of the principal component analysis are shown as
histograms in Figure 6a. The comparison between the results of inversions including and omitting single forces
shows that similar distributions of results are resolved for each (i.e., similar peaks in the histograms), but the
standard deviations in component percentages for inversions including single forces are much smaller. It is
more likely that source mechanisms for LP events observed at the same volcano do not vary to a large degree,
and therefore, these findings corroborate the work of De Barros et al. [2013] who (as previously stated) suggest
that moment tensor solutions from inversions including single forces are more reliable. This supports our
decision to focus on results obtained when single forces are included in the inversions. Figure 6b shows the
results including single forces as a triangular graph to show the full range of results. The triangular graph also
shows the residual from the moment tensor inversion for each event using a color scale. A strong isotropic
component is evident for all events, peaking at ~ 75%. The CLVD and double-couple components aremuch less
significant but do appear to contribute, with the CLVD component peaking at ~ 5% but for some events
contributing up to 40%, and the double couple peaking at ~ 10% but for some events up to 45%. The variability
here, together with the different source-time functions, is consistent with the LP events not presenting as
families, i.e., events look different as the source mechanisms are different.

The mechanism orientations are shown in Figure 6c, both for the unconstrained inversions (MT+ F) and for
inversions when the source is constrained as a crackmechanismwith a grid search on the orientation (Crack+F).
The color scale refers to the residuals obtained for the moment tensor inversion. The solutions obtained with
the unconstrained inversions are compatible and validated with the crack-constrained inversions; however, the
crack-constrained inversions do not reproduce all the complexities associated with the unconstrained
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Figure 5. Results of the full-waveform moment tensor inversion for the event shown in Figure 2a for the source location
with the lowest residual. The moment tensor solution (including single forces) is shown top left, and the normalized
waveform fits between the real (blue) and reconstructed (red) data below (traces are 12 s long). The eigenvectors, sampled
every 0.01 s, of the moment tensor solution are also plotted (top right).
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Figure 6. Collective results from the full-waveformmoment tensor inversion of all 107 LP events. (a) The results of the principal
component analysis from Vavryčuk [2001], with the moment tensors decomposed into their proportions of isotropic, CLVD, and
double-couple components, for inversions excluding (MT) and including (MT+ SF) single forces in the solutions. The results are
similar in both cases, but solutions including single forces show much less spread, suggesting that they are less affected by
errors in the inversion procedure. (b) The results are also illustrated for inversions including single forces in a triangle graph to
more easily visualize the relationships for individual events. The residuals obtained for each inversion are also shown according
to the color scale. The results show a strong is otropic component for most events, with lower but significant components of
CLVD and double couple. (c) The orientations of the principal eigenvectors for the unconstrained and crack-constrained inversions
including single forces. Again, the color scale indicates the residual obtained from the inversion. The θ is small for most events.
For the events with low residuals, ϕ appears to be preferentially orientated to 180°–200° anticlockwise from the east.
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inversions. Although there is a large
scatter in the results, it can be seen that
for the majority of the events (especially
when the residual is small) that θ is
relatively small (30° or less). The cracks
are therefore shallowly dipping, meaning
that φ can be quite unstable. There also
appears to be a preferential φ direction,
with most events orientated with a φ of
approximately 180° to 200° anticlockwise
from east, i.e., due west, and perhaps a
smaller cluster orientated roughly in the
opposite direction (340°–360°, due east).
Therefore, the cracks change dip around
the horizontal position, from slightly
eastward to the slightly westward
dipping. Again, the variability in the
orientations is consistent with the lack of
similarity between event waveforms.

3.4. Joint Inversion and Grid Search
Results: Discussion

The LPs are located at shallow depths
below the volcano (<800m). The results
for the events with the lowest residuals,
suggesting the most reliable inversions,
mostly give depths between 700 and
800m below the summit, although this
may be several hundredmeters shallower
or deeper due to the uncertainty in
the velocity model which can strongly
affect the depth determination.
However, the shallow results are in
good agreement with LPs previously
observed at Turrialba Volcano [Eyre
et al., 2013] and with results at other
volcanoes, including Kilauea, Hawaii
[Almendros et al., 2001], Campi Flegrei,
Italy [Cusano et al., 2008], Mount Etna,
Sicily [De Barros et al., 2009, 2011;
Lokmer et al., 2007; Saccorotti et al.,
2007], Piton de la Fournaise, La Réunion
[Zecevic et al., 2013], and Kusatsu-Shirane,
Japan [Kumagai et al., 2002; Nakano
et al., 2003].

Most of the events appear to be closely
clustered together below the active
Southwest Crater. This is again in good
agreement with results from 2009 [Eyre
et al., 2013]. There are several events
that appear to be outliers, however.
It is most likely that these outliers are
erroneous, as they generally have higher
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Figure 7. (a) Average source mechanism for LP events with moment
tensor solutions with residuals lower than 0.25, plotted using the method
of Vavryčuk [2001]. The slip vector is labeled u⇀½ �, the fault plane is
labeled Σ, and

⇀
T is the tension axis. The α is 21°, θ is 23°, and δ is �12°.

(b) Relationship between α and the double-couple (DC), isotropic (ISO),
and CLVD components for the source mechanisms of events with κ = 7.3
(corresponding to a Poisson’s ratio of ~ 0.44) at the source, using the
relationship of Vavryčuk [2001]. (c) Histogram of the number of events
with slip vector orientated for each 10° range of α.
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residuals and are poorly constrained. The shallow locations below the active crater suggest a relationship with
shallow processes and this needs to be taken into account when interpreting the mechanisms.

The moment tensor inversion results suggest that the source mechanisms are strongly isotropic. However,
themechanisms also appear to have small CLVD and double-couple components. As stated in section 3.1, the
single forces components are likely to be unreliable and are not interpreted physically. These results suggest
a very complex source mechanism. An isotropic and CLVD mechanism combined is interpreted as a crack
mechanism. With a small contribution from double-couple included, the mechanisms could be interpreted
as a crack mechanism with a small amount of shearing, akin to a transtensional or transpressional crack
mechanism. A method for determining the mechanism parameters for this type of source is described in
Vavryčuk [2001]. A tensile earthquake (an earthquake with tensile faulting or combining shear faulting and
tensile faulting) can be described using a slip vector that is not restricted to orient within the fault plane and
deviates from the fault plane, causing its opening or closing. This slip vector is labeled ⇀u½ � and has an angle
from the fault plane (labeled Σ) of α (Figure 7a).

The α and the λ/μ ratio (κ) at the source can be calculated using

κ ¼ 4
3

cISO

cCLVD
� 1
2

� �
(4)

α ¼ sin�1 3
M�

max þM�
min

M�
max

�� ��þ M�
min

�� ��
 !

(5)

[Vavryčuk, 2001], whereM�
max andM�

min are defined as the maximum and minimum deviatoric eigenvalues of
the moment tensor solution and cISO and cCLVD correspond to the components of isotropic and CLVD energy,
respectively. The angle between the normal to the fault and the tension

�⇀
T
�
axis is β =45°� α/2, and this is

also the angle between the slip vector and the tension axis. The angle (θ) between the tension axis and
vertical is calculated using the eigenvectors of the moment tensor solution. From this, the orientation of the
fault plane from vertical (δ) can be calculated using δ= θ – β.

The results are investigated for events with residuals obtained from the moment tensor inversion of less than
0.25 to remove events for which the mechanisms are more poorly resolved. Events with source locations
that appear to be outliers are also removed. For the remaining 42 events the average of the double-couple
components is 16%, of the isotropic components is 72% and of the CLVD components is 12%. The
standard deviations are 8%, 8%, and 9 %, respectively. The relationship between α and the proportion of
double-couple, isotropic, and CLVD components can be plotted, as shown here in Figure 7b [Vavryčuk,
2001] for the mean value of κ of 7.3. Low values of α correspond to a high degree of shearing as the slip
vector is almost parallel to the fault plane, whereas high values of α correspond to tensile mechanisms.
Using solutions with residuals lower than 0.25, the mean of the absolute values of α is 21°, while β is 34°,
θ is 23°, and δ is �12°. The schematic geometry of the slip movement is shown in Figure 7a, with the
relationships between α and the percentage of isotropic, double-couple, and CLVD components (Figure 7b).
This shows that, even with a large value for the isotropic component, a small value of α can be found,
i.e., the source mechanism does not deviate much from a shearing movement. Intuitively the results are
very surprising as an α of 21° suggests a strong-shear component and a low tensile component, apparently
at odds with the small double-couple component calculated from the decompositions of the solutions.
Figure 7c shows a histogram of the distribution of α for all events inverted. There appears to be a large
variability in α from �60° to 60°, and the standard deviation of α is 27°. Negative values of α suggest
transpressional fracturing, and positive values suggest transtensional fracturing; however, due to potential
errors from mismodeling the velocity structure, we do not believe that it is possible to accurately resolve
the polarity of α. The low angles calculated for α therefore strongly support the possibility of a combined
tensile-shear mechanism. Double-couple components have been observed in other studies of LP events
[Cusano et al., 2008]. However, as the principal models of LP source mechanisms attribute them to fluid
oscillation processes, these components are often interpreted as insignificant or explained as errors resulting
from the calculation of the Green’s functions. In such cases, it is possible to interpret the source mechanism as a
crack, as was construed in the 2009 study of Eyre et al. [2013]. However, as the double-couple component is
similar in size to the CLVD component, it would be difficult to justify including the CLVD component in the
interpretation while ignoring the double couple.
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If the LP source is truly a tensile-shear mechanism,
unidirectional slip motion should be observed in the
source-time function, i.e., the band-limited response
to a ramp function. On the other hand, a resonant
source [Chouet, 1986] does not necessarily produce
a source-time function with the low-frequency
component of a ramp function. To test the hypothesis
of whether the calculated source-time function can
rule out a tensile shear mechanism, the source-time
function obtained from singular value decomposition
of the moment tensor solution for an LP event is
plotted in Figure 8a, along with the band-limited
signal (band-pass filtered between 0.5 and 1.3Hz)
produced by the ramp function shown in Figure 8b
which has a rise time of 0.5 s. As expected, the
onset and overall shape of both signals are similar;
however, the LP source-time function shows some
extra higher frequency fluctuations later in the
signal. These could be caused by errors in the
inversions such as mismodeling of the velocity
structure, leading to path effects mapping into
the source-time function. Previous near-field
observations have shown that the codas of recorded
seismic events in volcanic environments are strongly
influenced by propagation effects [Bean et al., 2008,
2014; Harrington and Brodsky, 2007; Lokmer et al.,
2007] which will be present in the obtained source-
time functions. Another issue is that details of the
source-time function are not possible to capture
for such small events, where the amplitude of the
very long period part (which would be produced by
a static shift) is below microseism level, the shallow
path effects are strong, and the seismic phases
are intertangled. Furthermore, as the mechanism

has a tensile component, the source-time function is likely to be more complicated than in the case of simple
shear. The opening of a crack is followed by a closing, as the pressure within strongly decreases during
opening [Eaton et al., 2014]. This means that tensile mechanisms only exhibit a small unidirectional movement.
In the case of LP events at Turrialba Volcano, as the source is complex, involving both the opening and closing
plus shearing of the crack, the source-time function is also more complex than for the simple shearing case,
which may explain the source-time function observed. Due to all of the factors discussed, we can only
consider a match by comparing the broad-scale shape of the source-time function (which includes the static
component) to the filtered ramp function, and especially the beginning of the signal as the coda part is
the most likely to be affected by the factors discussed. Therefore, although the observed source-time
function does not fully match that of a unidirectional source, it is similar enough to show that a tensile-shear
mechanism cannot be ruled out.

The obtained κ values should provide an indication of the fractured material. The mean κ value of 7.3
corresponds to a Poisson’s ratio of ~ 0.44. Such high values suggest that the source region either consists of
(1) highly fractured or porous media saturated with fluids (as P wave velocities are driven by the fluids,
while S wave velocities depend on the solid frame) or (2) ductile media (which may or may not be caused
by high temperatures). For example, dense sands (which have a ductile response to stress and are likely
highly similar to the unconsolidated material typically found at the near surface in the summit regions
of volcanoes) have a Poisson’s ratio of 0.45 [Greaves et al., 2011]. As fluids, structural heterogeneities,
unconsolidated materials, and high temperatures are likely to be present in the shallow part of the volcano,

Figure 8. (a) Comparison between the source-time function
obtained from singular value decomposition of the moment
tensor solution of an LP event from Turrialba Volcano, filtered
between 0.5 and 1.3 Hz (blue) and (b) the signal obtained by
filtering the ramp function with a rise time of 0.5 s in the
same frequency band (red). Note the similarities between the
two signals: the first peak and overall shape. Higher-frequency
fluctuations observed later in the decomposed signal may
be caused by errors in the inversion procedure or may be due
to the complex interaction within the source of unidirectional
shearing plus tensile opening and closing.
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either of these are strong possibilities. However, it must also be
taken into account that the obtained value of κ can be strongly
influenced by the accuracy of the velocity model.

4. Scaling Laws of LP Events

The results outlined above show that the events are caused by a
tensile mechanism with a likely strong-shear component. These
results can be well explained by the new source model for LP
events of Bean et al. [2014] where the events are generated by slow
failure in the shallow edifice. However, further analysis of the LP
events is necessary to investigate howwell themodel corroborates
the data and to explore brittle failure as a valid model. Tectonic
earthquake seismology uses empirical scaling laws to link the
seismological observations to the source properties, and the above
observations encourage us to apply such analysis to these LP data
to further investigate their source.

4.1. Frequency-Magnitude Relationship

The frequency-magnitude relationship [Gutenberg and Richter, 1944;
Ishimoto and Iida, 1939] usually gives a b value of approximately
b=1 for tectonic earthquakes. Figure 9 shows a plot of the LP event
maximum amplitudes (plotted logarithmically to use as a proxy for
magnitude) against the cumulative number of events for the LPs
observed at Turrialba Volcano during the 2011 experiment, recorded
on station TCCR (which has a higher signal-to-noise ratio thanWCR1).

Amplitude can be used as a proxy for magnitude only for earthquakes which are at the same distance from
the station, which is satisfied here. It is noted that the slope of cumulative number versus amplitude in log-log
plot is actually known as them value [Ishimoto and Iida, 1939]. Above the visually estimated detection threshold
of ~ 3×10�6m/s the relationship appears to show nonpower law scaling with a deficit of larger events.

One possible interpretation for this behavior is that the steepest gradient (�2.9, line shown in Figure 9)
corresponds to the true b value, and the real detection threshold is ~ 2 × 10�5m/s. Note that here we assume
that amplitude is proportional to the magnitude (b=m), but even if we assume a relationship of m= b+ 1
instead [Suzuki, 1959], we obtain b=1.9 which is still higher than that observed for ordinary earthquakes.
The smaller events (amplitude< 2× 10�5m/s) do not fit the relationship due to the variable levels of noise
(e.g. volcanic tremor) resulting in an incomplete catalogue. Other potential issues include the relatively
small size of the catalogue and the small magnitude range of the catalogue (~2 orders of magnitude). For
amplitudes below~3×10�6m/s, the graph is flat as the events are no longer detectable. In this interpretation
larger LPs occur less often than expected based on the typical earthquake scaling law. However, large b values
have been observed for earthquakes and volcano-tectonic (VT) events in volcanic areas, e.g., at Mount St.
Helens and Mount Spurr [Wiemer and McNutt, 1997], Mount Pinatubo [Sánchez et al., 2004], and the off-Ito
volcanic region [Wyss et al., 1997], so this is also feasible for LPs.Warren and Latham [1970] state that b values
up to 3 are possible in earthquakes induced by high thermal gradients, supported by Wiemer and McNutt
[1997]. Another possibility is that the high b value could be caused by high heterogeneity of thematerial where
the fracturing occurs [Mogi, 1962] and/or a low stress regime [Schorlemmer et al., 2005], both of which are highly
likely at shallow depths on volcanoes. Finally, Wiemer and McNutt [1997] also propose that increased pore
pressure due to heating of the groundwater could increase pore pressure and so lower effective stress, which is
also very likely at shallow depths beneath the Southwest Crater at Turrialba Volcano. The high b value of the
LPs could therefore be caused by a combination of these factors.

Nonetheless, it is felt that the section of the graph with a lower gradient occurs over a much larger range of
amplitudes than would be expected if it was caused by incompleteness of the catalogue. Therefore, the
behavior is interpreted as a real manifestation caused by the source processes of the events. Bean et al.
[2014] observed a similar nonpower law scaling for failure at the brittle-to-ductile transition in materials
similar to those observed at the near surface of volcanoes simulated using a damage mechanics model.
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Figure 9. LP event amplitudes (plotted in
logarithmic scale as a proxy for magnitude)
against cumulative number of events greater
than that amplitude. The catalogue appears
to be complete above the visually estimated
detection threshold of ~ 3 × 10�6m/s. The
line of best fit for the steepest section of the
plot has a gradient of ~ �2.9.

Journal of Geophysical Research: Solid Earth 10.1002/2014JB011108

EYRE ET AL. ©2015. American Geophysical Union. All Rights Reserved. 1465



They also stated that this relationship is very similar to
magnitude-frequency relationships of LPs observed
at Mount Etna, Sicily, and at Turrialba Volcano during
the 2009 experiment. The observations made here
are consistent with these earlier findings.

4.2. Corner Frequency Analysis

Earthquakes follow a corner frequency (fc) versus
magnitude (M0) scaling. The most commonly used
relationship is M0∝ fc

� 3 [Aki, 1967; Geller, 1976;
Hiramatsu et al., 2002; Kanamori and Rivera, 2004].
Before this analysis is performed, wemust first confirm
that the LP spectra appear similar to earthquake
spectra, with flat spectra up to a corner frequency
where the energy begins to fall off (the fall off is
often modeled using an ω�2 model). The unfiltered
displacement spectrum for the event from Figure 2a
is plotted in log-log scale in Figure 10. This shows
that the events do behave like typical earthquakes,
and a corner frequency can be picked. As previously
mentioned, the peak above 10Hz corresponds to
continuous noise (spectral estimates for pre-LP signal
noise are plotted in blue).

4.2.1. Synthetic Tests
A concern with implementing corner frequency analysis on LP events at volcanoes is that the LPs are recorded
in the near field and have a tensile component, since the corner frequency concept is valid in the far-field
approximation for double-couple mechanisms. On a theoretical basis, Eaton et al. [2014] show that the corner
frequency relationship is still valid for events with tensile components. To investigate whether the corner
frequencies can be accurately recovered in the near field, synthetic tests are conducted.

The Stokes solution of elastic wave radiation [Aki and Richards, 2002; Lokmer and Bean, 2010] is used to
kinematically calculate synthetic seismograms. The near-field and intermediate-field effects can be included
in the calculations. In order to simulate finite fault ruptures, the source comprises a 2-D grid of “tensile crack”
point sources representing the rupture plane. These point sources rupture unilaterally along the longer
dimension of the rupture plane. In order to yield a range of event magnitudes, the rupture plane ranges in
size from 50m to 1000m long (with the width equal to half of the length).

To test whether the relationship should hold specifically for the LP events recorded at Turrialba Volcano with
the stations used, the rupture plane is located in a similar location to the recorded LP events (UTM 196,920m
east, 1,108,760mnorth and 2660masl) and has a similar orientation with θ = 20° and φ=190°. The first
station tested is WCR1, which has the highest amplitudes and least propagation effects for the events as it is
closest to the source and therefore would be the optimum station to employ for source property studies.

In order to find the corner frequencies, the spectra of the synthetic events are fitted to the ω�2 model using
the equation:

A ¼ 1ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ f

f c

� 	4r (6)

where f is the frequency and fc is the corner frequency [e.g., Abercrombie, 1995]. The fit is implemented for a
range of corner frequencies to find the corner frequency with the optimum least squares fit between the
equation and the data. The fit also outputs the amplitude for the flat part of the spectrum of the event, which
is used as a proxy for the magnitude.

The relationship between corner frequencies and magnitudes for the synthetic events in the far field is shown
in Figure 11a, along with the fits between the spectra and fitting function (Figure 11b). A strong inverse

Figure 10. Displacement frequency spectrum of the LP
event from Figure 2a recorded at WCR1, in log-log scale
(black). The noise spectrum taken before the event is
also shown (blue), demonstrating that the event spectrum
is above the noise. The shape of the spectrum appears
similar to that of a regular earthquake, allowing a corner
frequency to be picked. The peak above 8 Hz corresponds
to continuous noise and so is ignored in the corner
frequency analysis.
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relationship between the two is demonstrated as expected. The relationship is not quite fc
�3 as is expected

(the slope of the best fit line is �3.45 instead of �3). When the near-field (and intermediate-field) term is
included, invalidating the far-field assumption, the results are worse, but an inverse relationship can still be
recognized with a slope of �5.03 (Figure 11c). To check that this is a real problem caused by the close
proximity to the source, the analysis is also carried out at a station further from the source, station DIVI. Here
the analysis results in gradients of�3.13 and�2.57 excluding and including the near-field term, respectively,
much closer to the expected solution of �3.

Figure 11. (a and c) Relationship between corner frequency and magnitude for synthetically created events located in a similar location to the real events and
recorded at station WCR1. Also shown are the respective fits between (b) the synthetic event spectra and (d) the function used to estimate the corner frequencies.
L denotes the length of the rupture plane. The results for the far-field term only in Figures 11a and 11b and the results including the near-field term in Figures 11c
and 11d. The best fit lines are shown: slope of�3.45 in Figure 11a and slope of�5.03 in Figure 11c. For ordinary earthquakes,�3 is expected. The results suggest that the
corner frequencies of events are affected by recording close to the source, especially by the near-field term; however, an inverse linear relationship is always present.
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4.2.2. Analysis of LP Data
The synthetic analysis has shown that ideally a far-field station should be used for the analysis in order to
reduce the near-field effect. Unfortunately, this is not possible as these stations have much larger propagation
effects included in the LP spectra [Bean et al., 2008] which can strongly affect the results of seismic source
studies [Giampiccolo et al., 2007] have a lower signal-to-noise ratio and have a smaller range of LP event
amplitudes. Therefore, station WCR1, on the rim of the active Southwest Crater, is used for the analysis.
The synthetic tests have demonstrated that the gradient of the best fit of the data cannot be interpreted, but
if an inverse relationship is uncovered, this still has implications for the source mechanism.

As the LPs recorded are relatively small (of the order of 1 × 10�5m) in comparison to the earthquakes usually
analyzed using this method and the noise is quite high (as shown in Figure 10), it is very difficult to determine
the corner frequencies of the events. In order to overcome this issue, the following procedure is implemented.

Figure 11. (continued)
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Figure 12
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The events are first extracted and cut into 10 s long traces before integrating into displacement. Their means
and trends are removed, the traces are tapered using a Hann window and are then transformed into the
frequency domain. The spectra are smoothed using a moving average. Corner frequencies of the events can
now be obtained using the same technique used for the synthetic data. Fits are implemented for a frequency
range of 0.3 to 7.0Hz, just above the microseismic noise range.

The results of the analysis are shown in Figure 12a. Figure 12b shows examples of the fit of the ω�2 model
used to calculate the corner frequencies with the data spectra of random individual events. It can be seen
that there does appear to be a relationship between the corner frequency and the magnitude of the events.
The L1 norm best fit has a gradient of �2.0 rather than the �3.0 expected in the dry, brittle fracture of
earthquakes when analyzed in the far field. However, as the noise and the distribution of the event sizes can
bias the linear regression, we computed two L1 norm linear regressions: the corner frequency as a function
of the amplitude and the inverse relationship. The average value we obtain for the gradient is �2.9, which is
very close to the �3.0 expected. Therefore, the fc

�3 relationship is consistent with the data. The observed
inverse relationship is consistent with a brittle failure origin for the Turrialba Volcano LP events.

5. Discussion and Conclusion

The observations and results presented in this paper corroborate the possibility that LP events at Turrialba
Volcano may be generated by a failure mechanism. First, LPs observed close to the source (i.e., at the
summit stations) are often pulse like, and this is evidence that especially conflicts with the Chouet [1986]
model of fluid-filled cavity resonance. This fact could be explained by a high damping of the resonance due
to a high-viscosity fluid or low-crack wall stiffness [Chouet, 1986], but it seems suspicious that a model
to describe resonance should apply for pulse-like waveforms. On the other hand, a material failure model
does not require such specific tuning.

Second, the frequency-magnitude relationships and corner frequency-magnitude relationships are very
similar to those observed in rock fracture experiments and earthquake studies. More work is required to
analyze whether other possible source mechanisms or triggers can cause the relationships observed,
but this goes beyond the scope of this paper. Together though, these observations appear to suggest
that a mechanical failure mechanism is more likely than a resonant mechanism for LP event generation at
Turrialba Volcano.

Finally, the results from the moment tensor inversion suggest a tensile mechanism with a strong-shear
component. This is difficult to explain using the Chouet [1986] model but can readily be explained using
the model of Bean et al. [2014] as tensile (mode I) cracks combined with shearing, which results in
transtensional- or transpressional-like faulting. Transtensional faults seem especially plausible in volcanic
environments due to flank instabilities and hydrofracture in hydrothermal systems, and transpressional
faults could be caused by gravitational collapse. Dipping slump faults have been mapped at volcanoes,
for example, Stromboli [Apuani et al., 2005], and shallow-dipping detachment faults have been proposed
at Mount Etna [Rust et al., 2005]. In the case of Stromboli, a VLP event was constrained as a slow-slip
double-couple event caused by dip slip [Cesca et al., 2007]. This type of faulting fits well with the orientations
of the mechanisms obtained for the LPs at Turrialba Volcano, as they have shallow dip angles. Turrialba
Volcano sits within a SW-NE trending graben structure with a strike-slip component of motion [Soto, 1988];
however, linking the tectonic regime to the LP mechanisms is very difficult in the shallow part of the volcano
as the stress regime can be completely altered by the presence of fluids, topography effects, gravitational
instability, and structural heterogeneities near the summit.

Figure 12. Relationship between corner frequency and magnitude for LP events recorded at Turrialba Volcano for station
WCR1. (a) The results from the corner frequency analysis of the LP events. As the magnitude range is small and the fits
are not exact, the events are quite clustered, but there does appear to be a clear inverse relationship between corner
frequency andmagnitude. A line of best fit (calculated using the L1 norm) is plotted through the data (red line), with a slope
of �2.04. A second line of best fit has also been calculated using the inverse of the relationship, as the noise and the
distribution of the event sizes can bias the linear regression, and is plotted as a dashed red line, with a gradient of �3.76.
The theoretical �3 earthquake relationship is also plotted (black with markers) and is also consistent with the data.
(b) Examples of the fits between the smoothed spectra of nine random LP events (blue) and the fitting functions (red).
The fits appear to be reasonable.
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A likely underlying cause of the events observed at Turrialba Volcano therefore appears to be deformation.
The majority of the events are located below the active Southwest and Central Craters, as was also constrained
for events recorded in 2009 [Eyre et al., 2013]. This suggests that small-scale deformation is occurring below
these active craters. However, the recovered source-time function is not accurate enough to distinguish
between inflation, which could be caused by an influx/rising of magma or hydrothermal processes, and
deflation, which could be due to the loss of large quantities of gas and edifice collapse. As previouslymentioned,
large-scale deformation has not been observed at Turrialba Volcano since 2007 [Martini et al., 2010] so the
deformation causing LP events is likely to be small and localized beneath the active craters.

Future work is necessary to explore the slow-failure model for LP event generation as described by Bean et al.
[2014]; however, the observations and analysis described in this paper suggest that brittle failure is a possible
LP generating mechanism on Turrialba Volcano.

References
Abercrombie, R. E. (1995), Earthquake source scaling relationships from�1 to 5MLusing seismograms recorded at 2.5-kmdepth, J. Geophys. Res.,

100(B12), 24,015–24,036, doi:10.1029/95JB02397.
Aki, K. (1967), Scaling law of seismic spectrum, J. Geophys. Res., 72(4), 1217–1231, doi:10.1029/JZ072i004p01217.
Aki, K., and P. G. Richards (2002), Quantitative Seismology, 2nd ed., 700 pp., Univ. Science Books, Sausalito, Calif.
Almendros, J., B. Chouet, and P. Dawson (2001), Spatial extent of a hydrothermal system at Kilauea Volcano, Hawaii, determined from array

analyses of shallow long-period seismicity: 2. Results, J. Geophys. Res., 106(B7), 13,581–13,597, doi:10.1029/2001JB000309.
Apuani, T., C. Corazzato, A. Cancelli, and A. Tibaldi (2005), Stability of a collapsing volcano (Stromboli, Italy): Limit equilibrium analysis and

numerical modelling, J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res., 144(1–4), 191–210, doi:10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2004.11.028.
Bean, C. J., I. Lokmer, and G. S. O’Brien (2008), Influence of near-surface volcanic structure on long-period seismic signals and on moment

tensor inversions: Simulated examples from Mount Etna, J. Geophys. Res., 113, B08308, doi:10.1029/2007JB005468.
Bean, C. J., L. De Barros, I. Lokmer, J. P. Métaxian, G. S. O’Brien, and S. Murphy (2014), Long-period seismicity in the shallow volcanic edifice

formed from slow-rupture earthquakes, Nat. Geosci., 7, 71–75, doi:10.1038/ngeo2027.
Campion, R., M. Martinez-Cruz, T. Lecocq, C. Caudron, J. Pacheco, G. Pinardi, C. Hermans, S. Carn, and A. Bernard (2012), Space- and

ground-based measurements of sulphur dioxide emissions from Turrialba Volcano (Costa Rica), Bull. Volcanol., 74, 1757–1770,
doi:10.1007/s00445-012-0631-z.

Cesca, S., T. Braun, E. Tessmer, and T. Dahm (2007), Modelling of the April 5, 2003, Stromboli (Italy) paroxysmal eruption from the inversion of
broadband seismic data, Earth Planet. Sci. Lett., 261(1–2), 164–178, doi:10.1016/j.epsl.2007.06.030.

Chouet, B. (1986), Dynamics of a fluid-driven crack in three dimensions by the finite differencemethod, J. Geophys. Res., 91(B14), 13,967–13,992,
doi:10.1029/JB091iB14p13967.

Chouet, B. (1988), Resonance of a fluid-driven crack: Radiation properties and implications for the source of long-period events and harmonic
tremor, J. Geophys. Res., 93(B5), 4375–4400, doi:10.1029/JB093iB05p04375.

Chouet, B. (2003), Volcano seismology, Pure Appl. Geophys., 160(3), 739–788, doi:10.1007/PL00012556.
Chouet, B., P. Dawson, T. Ohminato, M. Martini, G. Saccorotti, F. Giudicepietro, G. De Luca, G. Milana, and R. Scarpa (2003), Source mechanisms of

explosions at Stromboli Volcano, Italy, determined from moment-tensor inversions of very-long-period data, J. Geophys. Res., 108(B1), 2019,
doi:10.1029/2002JB001919.

Cusano, P., S. Petrosino, and G. Saccorotti (2008), Hydrothermal origin for sustained long-period (LP) activity at Campi Flegrei Volcanic
Complex, Italy, J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res., 177(4), 1035–1044, doi:10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2008.07.019.

De Barros, L., C. J. Bean, I. Lokmer, G. Saccorotti, L. Zuccarello, G. S. O’Brien, J.-P. Métaxian, and D. Patanè (2009), Source geometry from
exceptionally high resolution long period event observations at Mt Etna during the 2008 eruption, Geophys. Res. Lett., 36, L24305,
doi:10.1029/2009GL041273.

De Barros, L., I. Lokmer, C. J. Bean, G. S. O’Brien, G. Saccorotti, J. P. Métaxian, L. Zuccarello, and D. Patanè (2011), Source mechanism of
long-period events recorded by a high-density seismic network during the 2008 eruption on Mount Etna, J. Geophys. Res., 116, B01304,
doi:10.1029/2010JB007629.

De Barros, L., I. Lokmer, and C. J. Bean (2013), Origin of spurious single forces in the source mechanism of volcanic seismicity, J. Volcanol.
Geotherm. Res., 262, 1–6, doi:10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2013.06.006.

Eaton, D. W., M. van der Baan, B. Birkelo, and J.-B. Tary (2014), Scaling relations and spectral characteristics of tensile microseisms: Evidence
for opening/closing cracks during hydraulic fracturing, Geophys. J. Int., 196(3), 1844–1857, doi:10.1093/gji/ggt498.

Eyre, T. S., C. J. Bean, L. De Barros, G. S. O’Brien, F. Martini, I. Lokmer, M. M. Mora, J. F. Pacheco, and G. J. Soto (2013), Moment tensor inversion
for the source location and mechanism of long period (LP) seismic events from 2009 at Turrialba Volcano, Costa Rica, J. Volcanol.
Geotherm. Res., 258, 215–223, doi:10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2013.04.016.

Gardner, G., L. Gardner, and A. Gregory (1974), Formation velocity and density—The diagnostic basics for stratigraphic traps, Geophysics,
39(6), 770–780, doi:10.1190/1.1440465.

Geller, R. J. (1976), Scaling relations for earthquake source parameters and magnitudes, Bull. Seismol. Soc. Am., 66(5), 1501–1523.
Giampiccolo, E., S. D’Amico, D. Patanè, and S. Gresta (2007), Attenuation and source parameters of shallowmicroearthquakes atMt. Etna Volcano,

Italy, Bull. Seismol. Soc. Am., 97(1B), 184–197, doi:10.1785/0120050252.
Greaves, G. N., A. L. Greer, R. S. Lakes, and T. Rouxel (2011), Poisson’s ratio andmodernmaterials, Nat. Mater., 10, 823–837, doi:10.1038/nmat3134.
Gutenberg, B., and C. F. Richter (1944), Frequency of earthquakes in California, Bull. Seismol. Soc. Am., 34, 185–188.
Harrington, R. M., and E. E. Brodsky (2007), Volcanic hybrid earthquakes that are brittle-failure events, Geophys. Res. Lett., 34, L06308,

doi:10.1029/2006GL028714.
Hiramatsu, Y., H. Yamanaka, K. Tadokoro, K. Nishigami, and S. Ohmi (2002), Scaling law between corner frequency and seismic moment of

microearthquakes: Is the breakdown of the cube law a nature of earthquakes?, Geophys. Res. Lett., 29(8), 1211, doi:10.1029/2001GL013894.
Ishimoto, M., and K. Iida (1939), Observations sur les seisms enregistre par le microseismograph construit dernierment, Bull. Earthquake Res.

Inst., Univ. Tokyo, 17, 443–478.

Acknowledgments
This work has been funded by Science
Foundation Ireland (SFI), contract
09/RFP/GEO2242. We are grateful to Red
Sismológica Nacional (RSN: UCR-ICE), the
Instituto Costarricense de Electricidad
(ICE), and OVSICORI-UNA for supporting
the logistical work and fieldwork. In
particular, we thank Carlos Redondo,
Francisco Chico Arias, Geoffroy Avard,
Megan Zecevic, and Luciano Zucarrello
for their help during the fieldwork.
We are also grateful to the Cordillera
Volcánica Central Conservation Area
staff for the facilities provided during
the fieldwork at Turrialba Volcano National
Park. Data to support this article are
from a collaborative project betweenUCD,
RSN: UCR-ICE, ICE, and OVSICORI-UNA.
Because the data have only been analyzed
by one of these groups, so far, it cannot
yet be released. Finally, we wish to thank
Naofumi Aso, an anonymous reviewer,
and the Associate Editor for their
comments which greatly improved the
manuscript.

Journal of Geophysical Research: Solid Earth 10.1002/2014JB011108

EYRE ET AL. ©2015. American Geophysical Union. All Rights Reserved. 1471

http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/95JB02397
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JZ072i004p01217
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2001JB000309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2004.11.028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2007JB005468
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ngeo2027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00445-012-0631-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2007.06.030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JB091iB14p13967
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JB093iB05p04375
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/PL00012556
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2002JB001919
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2008.07.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2009GL041273
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2010JB007629
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2013.06.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/gji/ggt498
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2013.04.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1440465
http://dx.doi.org/10.1785/0120050252
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat3134
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2006GL028714
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2001GL013894


Kanamori, H., and L. Rivera (2004), Static and dynamic scaling relations for earthquakes and their implications for rupture speed and stress drop,
Bull. Seismol. Soc. Am., 94(1), 314–319, doi:10.1785/0120030159.

Kumagai, H., B. Chouet, and M. Nakano (2002), Waveform inversion of oscillatory signatures in long-period events beneath volcanoes,
J. Geophys. Res., 107(B11), 2301, doi:10.1029/2001JB001704.

Kumagai, H., B. A. Chouet, and P. B. Dawson (2005), Source process of a long-period event at Kilauea Volcano, Hawaii, Geophys. J. Int., 161(1),
243–254, doi:10.1111/j.1365-246X.2005.02502.x.

Kumagai, H., M. Nakano, T. Maeda, H. Yepes, P. Palacios, M. Ruiz, S. Arrais, M. Vaca, I. Molina, and T. Yamashima (2010), Broadband seismic
monitoring of active volcanoes using deterministic and stochastic approaches, J. Geophys. Res., 115, B08303, doi:10.1029/2009JB006889.

Lokmer, I., and C. J. Bean (2010), Properties of the near-field term and its effect on polarization analysis and source locations of long-period
(LP) and very-long-period (VLP) seismic events at volcanoes, J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res., 192(1–2), 35–47, doi:10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2010.02.008.

Lokmer, I., C. J. Bean, G. Saccorotti, and D. Patanè (2007), Moment-tensor inversion of LP events recorded on Etna in 2004 using constraints
obtained from wave simulation tests, Geophys. Res. Lett., 34, L22316, doi:10.1029/2007GL031902.

Martini, F., F. Tassi, O. Vaselli, R. Del Potro, M. Martinez, R. V. del Laat, and E. Fernandez (2010), Geophysical, geochemical and geodetical signals
of reawakening at Turrialba Volcano (Costa Rica) after almost 150 years of quiescence, J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res., 198(3–4), 416–432,
doi:10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2010.09.021.

Mogi, K. (1962), Magnitude-frequency relation for elastic shocks accompanying fractures of various materials and some related problems
in earthquakes, Bull. Earthquake Res. Inst., Univ. Tokyo, 40, 831–853.

Nakano, M., and H. Kumagai (2005), Response of a hydrothermal system to magmatic heat inferred from temporal variations in the
complex frequencies of long-period events at Kusatsu-Shirane Volcano, Japan, J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res., 147(3–4), 233–244,
doi:10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2005.04.003.

Nakano, M., H. Kumagai, and B. A. Chouet (2003), Source mechanism of long-period events at Kusatsu–Shirane Volcano, Japan, inferred from
waveform inversion of the effective excitation functions, J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res., 122(3–4), 149–164, doi:10.1016/s0377-0273(02)00499-7.

Neuberg, J. W., H. Tuffen, L. Collier, D. Green, T. Powell, and D. Dingwell (2006), The trigger mechanism of low-frequency earthquakes on
Montserrat, J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res., 153(1–2), 37–50, doi:10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2005.08.008.

O’Brien, G. S., and C. J. Bean (2004), A 3D discrete numerical elastic lattice method for seismic wave propagation in heterogeneous media
with topography, Geophys. Res. Lett., 31, L14608, doi:10.1029/2004GL020069.

O’Brien, G. S., and C. J. Bean (2009), Volcano topography, structure and intrinsic attenuation: Their relative influences on a simulated 3D
visco-elastic wavefield, J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res., 183(1–2), 122–136, doi:10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2009.03.004.

Ohminato, T., B. A. Chouet, P. Dawson, and S. Kedar (1998), Waveform inversion of very long period impulsive signals associated with magmatic
injection beneath Kilauea Volcano, Hawaii, J. Geophys. Res., 103(B10), 23,839–23,862, doi:10.1029/98JB01122.

Ripperger, J., H. Igel, and J. Wasserman (2003), Seismic wave simulation in the presence of real volcano topography, J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res.,
128(1–3), 31–44, doi:10.1016/S0377-0273(03)00245-2.

Rust, D., B. Behncke, M. Neri, andA. Ciocanel (2005), Nested zones of instability in theMount Etna volcanic edifice, Italy, J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res.,
144(1–4), 137–153, doi:10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2004.11.021.

Saccorotti, G., I. Lokmer, C. Bean, G. Digrazia, and D. Patane (2007), Analysis of sustained long-period activity at Etna Volcano, Italy, J. Volcanol.
Geotherm. Res., 160(3–4), 340–354, doi:10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.10.008.

Sánchez, J. J., S. R. McNutt, J. A. Power, and M. Wyss (2004), Spatial variations in the frequency-magnitude distribution of earthquakes at
Mount Pinatubo Volcano, Bull. Seismol. Soc. Am., 94(2), 430–438, doi:10.1785/0120020244.

Schorlemmer, D., S. Wiemer, and M. Wyss (2005), Variations in earthquake-size distribution across different stress regimes, Nature, 437(7058),
539–542.

Soto, G. J. (1988), Estructuras volcano-tectónicas del volcan Turrialba, Costa Rica, America Central, in Actas Quinto Congreso Geológico Chileno,
Santiago, pp. 163–175, Quinto Congreso Geológico Chileno, Santiago.

Soto, G. J., and M. Mora (2013), Actividad del volcán Turrialba (2007–2011) y perspectivas de amenaza volcánica, in Costa Rica en el Tercer
Milenio: Desafíos y Propuestas Para la Reducción de Vulnerabilidad Ante los Desastres, pp. 287–310, Preventec, UCR, San José.

Soto, G. J., et al. (2010), Turrialba Volcano’s Threat to the Cities of the Central Valley of Costa Rica, Cities on Volcanoes 6, pp. 138, Puerto
de la Cruz, Tenerife.

Suzuki, Z. (1959), A statistical study on the occurrence of small earthquakes (IV), Sci. Rep. Tohoku Univ., Ser. 5, 11, 10–54.
Takei, Y., and M. Kumazawa (1994), Why have the single force and torque been excluded from seismic source models?, Geophys. J. Int., 118(1),

20–30, doi:10.1111/j.1365-246X.1994.tb04672.x.
Tassi, F., O. Vaselli, V. Barboza, E. Fernandez, and E. Duarte (2004), Fluid geochemistry and seismic activity in the period 1998–2002 at Turrialba

Volcano (Costa Rica), Ann. Geophys., 47(4), 1501–1511.
Vasco, D. W. (1989), Deriving source-time functions using principal component analysis, Bull. Seismol. Soc. Am., 79(3), 711–730.
Vaselli, O., F. Tassi, E. Duarte, E. Fernandez, R. Poreda, and A. Huertas (2010), Evolution of fluid geochemistry at the Turrialba Volcano

(Costa Rica) from 1998 to 2008, Bull. Volcanol., 72(4), 397–410, doi:10.1007/s00445-009-0332-4.
Vavryčuk, V. (2001), Inversion for parameters of tensile earthquakes, J. Geophys. Res., 106(B8), 16,339–16,355, doi:10.1029/2001JB000372.
Warren, N. W., and G. V. Latham (1970), An experimental study of thermally induced microfracturing and its relation to volcanic seismicity,

J. Geophys. Res., 75(23), 4455–4464, doi:10.1029/JB075i023p04455.
Wathelet, M., D. Jongmans, and M. Ohrnberger (2004), Surface-wave inversion using a direct search algorithm and its application to ambient

vibration measurements, Near Surf. Geophys., 2, 211–221.
Wiemer, S., and S. R. McNutt (1997), Variations in the frequency-magnitude distribution with depth in two volcanic areas: Mount St. Helens,

Washington, and Mt. Spurr, Alaska, Geophys. Res. Lett., 24(2), 189–192, doi:10.1029/96GL03779.
Wyss, M., K. Shimazaki, and S.Wiemer (1997),Mapping activemagma chambers by b values beneath the off-Ito Volcano, Japan, J. Geophys. Res.,

102(B9), 20,413–20,422, doi:10.1029/97JB01074.
Zecevic, M., L. De Barros, C. J. Bean, G. S. O’Brien, and F. Brenguier (2013), Investigating the source characteristics of long-period (LP) seismic

events recorded on Piton de la Fournaise Volcano, La Réunion, J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res., 258, 1–11, doi:10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2013.04.009.

Journal of Geophysical Research: Solid Earth 10.1002/2014JB011108

EYRE ET AL. ©2015. American Geophysical Union. All Rights Reserved. 1472

http://dx.doi.org/10.1785/0120030159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2001JB001704
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2005.02502.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2009JB006889
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2010.02.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2007GL031902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2010.09.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2005.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0377-0273(02)00499-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2005.08.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2004GL020069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2009.03.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/98JB01122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(03)00245-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2004.11.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.10.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1785/0120020244
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.1994.tb04672.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00445-009-0332-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2001JB000372
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JB075i023p04455
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/96GL03779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/97JB01074
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2013.04.009


<<
  /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


