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Abstract

In this article we present a new 1-D P wave seismic velocity model (called MP1-SUW)
of the upper mantle structure beneath the western rim of the East European Craton
(EEC) based on the analysis of the earthquakes recorded at the Suwałki (SUW) seis-
mic station located in NE Poland which belongs to the Polish Seismological Network5

(PLSN). This analysis was carried out due to the fact that in the wavefield recorded at
this station we observed a group of reflected waves after expected P410P at epicen-
tral distances 2300–2800 km from SUW station. Although the existing global models
represent the first arrivals, they do not represent the full wavefield with all reflected
waves because they do not take into account the structural features occurring region-10

ally such as 300 km discontinuity. We perform P wave traveltime analysis using 1-D
forward ray-tracing modelling for the distances up to 3000 km. We analysed 249 nat-
ural seismic events that were divided into four azimuthal spans with epicentres in the
western Mediterranean Sea region (WMSR), the Greece and Turkey region (GTR),
the Caucasus region (CR) and the part of the North Atlantic Ridge near the January15

Mayen Island (JMR). Events from each group were sorted into four seismic sections
respectively. The MP1-SUW model documents bottom of the asthenospheric low ve-
locity zone (LVZ) at the depth of 220 km, 335 km discontinuity and the zone with the
reduction of P wave velocity atop 410 km discontinuity which is depressed to 440 km
depth. The nature of a regionally occurring 300 km boundary here we explained by20

tracing the ancient subduction regime related to the closure of the Iapetus Ocean, the
Rheic Ocean and the Tornquist Sea.

1 Introduction

One-dimensional reference models are employed almost in every seismological
method aimed at imaging the Earth’s interior (tomography, receiver functions, under-25

side reflections). However, results of those methods can be biased by the choice of the
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background velocity model (e.g. Bastow, 2012). Therefore, in the regional studies, it
might be more appropriate to use modified reference models taking into account, e.g.
the tectonic regime of the area (e.g. Thybo and Perchuc, 1996). Following this strategy,
we attempt to derive a one-dimensional upper mantle P wave velocity model for the ar-
eas surrounding the East European Craton (EEC) to the west and to the south. Toward5

this end, we use the data recorded at the Suwałki (SUW) station belonging to the Polish
Seismological Network. The data registered at the SUW station has been the object
of much scientific interest (e.g. Bock et al., 1997, Świeczak et al., 2004; Wilde-Piórko,
2005), but none of these were focusing on the detailed interpretation of the recorded
traveltimes in the far-regional mode.10

Due to the advancement in instrumentation and access to infrastructure, array seis-
mology is developing rapidly (e.g. the Earthscope, USArray project, Levander, 2003).
However, the cost of experiments remain very high. Here we would like to explore the
concept of using single-station data from the existing seismological network to study
the upper mantle structure based on traveltimes and amplitudes of the body waves. The15

necessary prerequisite for performing such a study is the selection of the station that is
located optimally for imaging particular mantle structure by providing proper azimuthal
span and epicentral distances of the recorded earthquakes (see e.g. Nita et al., 2012).

The choice of the SUW station for this analysis is twofold. First of all, it is character-
ized by a good signal-to-noise ratio and relatively simple wavefield, as it is located on20

the stable part of the EEC with a thin sedimentary cover. Secondly, the earthquakes
recorded from 4 azimuthal sectors (North Atlantic Ridge, Western Mediterean Sea,
Greece-Turkey, Caucasus) are located in the 1500–3000 km epicentral distance range,
providing proper illumination of the upper mantle structure between the base of the as-
thenosphere and the 410 km discontinuity. The bottoming points of the refracted waves25

and midpoints of the reflected waves fall in to the south-western rim of the East Eu-
ropean Craton as indicated in Fig. 1. Therefore, we can study the influence of the
Teisseyre-Tornquist Zone (TTZ) on the recorded wavefield and mantle structure.
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First we present tectonic setting and a review of the studies pertaining to the investi-
gated area, which mainly focused on the Earth’s crust. Subsequently, we describe data
(seismic waveforms from natural seismic events) and method used in this analysis (1-D
and 2-D ray-tracing modelling). In the results section we present all analysed seismic
sections together with the traveltimes calculated for our preferred upper mantle model.5

It is followed by a brief analysis of the errors and traveltime residuals statistics. Finally,
we discuss our results in the context of the geodynamics of the circum-EEC region.

2 Tectonic setting and previous geophysical investigations

In order to understand the structure and nature of the upper mantle below the Baltica,
it is necessary to understand its history as a paleocontinent which was moving across10

Iapetus Ocean with other paleocontinets and microplates which nowadays are in di-
rect contact with Baltica. The EEC is the oldest part of Eastern Europe. It formed about
1.8–1.7 Ga yr ago as a result of a collision between three separate plates: Fenoscandia,
Sarmatia and Volgo-Uralia (Bogdanova et al., 2001; Bogdanova, 2005). The history of
paleoplate movements from Vendian to Permian was described by Cocks and Torsvik15

(2006). There were two major paleotectonical events. First, about 450 Ma in the Ordovi-
cian, Avalonia separated from Gondwana and docked with Baltica and afterwards they
both joined to Laurentia. The last event was connected with the closure of the Iapetus
Ocean which ended about 420 Ma and the closure of the Tornquist Sea – a branch of
Iapetus. A different situation had place in the SW part of the cratonic rim. In this area20

there were Rheic Ocean structures formed from Devonian to Permian and then the
Paleothetydian, which were evolving up to the TTZ (Ziegler and Dèzes, 2006). On the
whole structures from the NW and SW part of the EEC there were imposed Caledonian
structures, Northwest Highlands (Gee, 1975) and Polish Caledonides (Znosko, 1986).

Geophysical research is mainly seismic. There were numerous deep seismic sound-25

ing profiles recorded both west and east of the TTZ (Guterch et al., 2010). Starting with
the LT profiles located in Poland (Guterch et al., 1986), through the EUGENO-S in Den-
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mark and southern Sweden (EUGENO-S Working Group et al., 1988), Polish projects
POLONAISE’97 (Guterch et al., 1999) and CELEBRATION 2000 (Guterch et al., 2001),
FENNOLORA transect (Guggisberg and Berthelsen, 1987; Abramovitz et al., 2002),
BABEL project (BABEL Working Group, 1991), MONA LISA (Abramovitz et al., 1998)
or EUROBRIDGE (EUROBRIDGE Seismic Working Group, 1999) we achieved infor-5

mation about crustal structure of the EEC and surrounding areas.
All these projects provided gross crustal structure down to the Moho and only in

a few cases deeper boundaries were interpreted (Grad et al., 2002). During the ac-
quisition of the deep seismic sounding profiles, some upper mantle phases (both re-
flections and refractions) were traced in the offset range beyond 400 km (e.g. in project10

POLONAISE’97, Grad et al., 2002; EUGENO-S Working Group, 1988; BABEL Working
Group, 1993; MONA LISA, Abramovitz et al., 1998). Apart from the controlled-source
seismology, some passive-source experiments were conducted with the TOR project
being the most significant (Gregersen et al., 2010; Plomerová et al., 2002). The TOR
project spanning about 1000 km from northern Germany, through Denmark up to south-15

ern Sweden, crossed principal tectonic zones inside the rim of the EEC such as the
Variscan Front, the Caledonian Deformation Front and the Sorgenfrei–Tornquist Zone
– the northern extension of the TTZ. This allowed to image seismic structure of the
crust and the upper mantle (e.g. Somali et al., 2006; Gregersen et al., 2010). Recently
conducted PASSEQ project (Wilde-Piórko et al., 2008) provided the data for the anal-20

ysis of P wave receiver function beneath the western edge of the EEC and adjacent
Phanerozoic Europe across the TTZ (Knapmeyer-Endrun et al., 2013).

3 Data and method

The Suwałki (SUW) seismic station was chosen for this study because of the good
recording conditions in the remote part of NE Poland and thin sediment cover resulting25

in high-quality seismic signal registrations. The station is equipped with the STS-2 sen-
sor and the data were sampled at 20 Hz. We used broad-band data recorded between
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1997–2010 for earthquakes with magnitude greater than 4.5. The hypocenter loca-
tions were taken from the ISC bulletin (http://www.isc.ac.uk/iscbulletin). The retrieved
waveforms were converted from the native MSEED to SEG-Y format in order to make
seismic record sections suitable for interpretation and modelling using standard tools
used in controlled-source seismology (Zelt, 1994).5

The analysed 249 events (see Appendix 1 and Fig. 1) had epicenters located in the
following areas:

1. rift zone around the Jan Mayen region in the northern Atlantic (JMR),

2. Western Mediterranean Sea region (WMSR),

3. Greece and Turkey region (GTR),10

4. Caucasus region (CR).

All earthquakes generated in the JMR (part of the Mid-Atlantic Ridge) (Fig. 2a) were
shallow crustal ones (depth down to 10 km). The focal depths in the WMSR were also
shallow, down to 20 km (Fig. 2b). However, the data from the GTR (Fig. 2c) and CR
(Fig. 2d), due to a large variability of the source depths, were separated into three15

groups with the focal depth ranges: 0–20 km, 20–50 km and> 50 km.
We divided earthquakes into these ranges of depth after observation of changes in

AK135 model calculated for different focal depths. We evaluated differences in travel-
times by calculating them for different focal depths. It allowed us to separate events
into smaller groups. Modelling was performed for each group separately. It allowed us20

to limit static shifts in the record sections to 1 s. In a case of diversified focal depth
ranges between the events referring to the same epicentral group, we did not apply
focal depth corrections while bringing the data together in a seismic section.

Seismic record sections sorted according to the increasing epicentral distance con-
sist of the following number of seismograms: 34 (JMR), 43 (WMR), 103 (GTR), 6925

(CR). We tested a range of band pass filter frequencies for displaying data and finally
concluded that the best results were obtained for 0.5–2.0 Hz bandwidth. As a check of

564

http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net
http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net/6/559/2014/sed-6-559-2014-print.pdf
http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net/6/559/2014/sed-6-559-2014-discussion.html
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://www.isc.ac.uk/iscbulletin


SED
6, 559–598, 2014

Upper mantle model
of the western rim of

the EEC

M. Dec et al.

Title Page

Abstract Introduction

Conclusions References

Tables Figures

J I

J I

Back Close

Full Screen / Esc

Printer-friendly Version

Interactive Discussion

D
iscussion

P
aper

|
D

iscussion
P

aper
|

D
iscussion

P
aper

|
D

iscussion
P

aper
|

data quality we calculated signal-to-noise (SNR) ratio, estimated using energy of the
signal in the 2 s wide window before and after first arrivals. Calculations were made in
the ZPLOT software (Zelt, 1994). Table 2 shows mean SNRs calculated for the individ-
ual group of events. Group of the deepest earthquakes from the GTR are characterised
by the best SNR for raw data. The best improvement after filtering was observed for5

the CR group for events with focal depth range 0–20 km. The average SNR for all raw
data is 5.38 and after filtering 0.5–2.0 Hz we achieve improvement of ∼ 68 %.

The observed reflectivity can be aligned based on the maximum amplitude (Fig. 3).
Good alignment was obtained for the phase emerging at the time of the 410 km dis-
continuity (Fig. 3a). There are also some other strong events that can be aligned in the10

epicentral distance of 2260–2430 km (Fig. 3b), later interpreted as being the reflection
event from around 300 km depth. Other reflected and refracted upper mantle arrivals
can be distinguished in the record sections (Figs. 4–7). The following seismic phases
were interpreted during subsequent modelling: P220 – refracted wave from the bottom
of the asthenosphere (LVZ), P335P – reflected wave from regionally occurring disconti-15

nuity located at the depth of about 335 km, and P440 and P440P – refracted and reflected
waves from 440 km discontinuity.

We used forward trial-and-error one-dimensional (Kamiński and Müller, 1979) or two-
dimensional ray-tracing modelling (Gorman, 2002) in order to fit the observed travel-
times of the refracted and reflected P wave mantle phases and derive upper mantle20

P wave velocity models beneath the areas indicated in Fig. 1b. Finally, models were
verified by calculating synthetic seismograms using the reflectivity method (Fuchs and
Müller, 1971; Müller, 1985).

4 Results

We begin our modelling with the analysis of the MP-1 model derived for the seismically25

active part of the United States (Perchuc et al., 2008), west of the North American Cra-

565

http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net
http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net/6/559/2014/sed-6-559-2014-print.pdf
http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net/6/559/2014/sed-6-559-2014-discussion.html
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/


SED
6, 559–598, 2014

Upper mantle model
of the western rim of

the EEC

M. Dec et al.

Title Page

Abstract Introduction

Conclusions References

Tables Figures

J I

J I

Back Close

Full Screen / Esc

Printer-friendly Version

Interactive Discussion

D
iscussion

P
aper

|
D

iscussion
P

aper
|

D
iscussion

P
aper

|
D

iscussion
P

aper
|

ton. The North American Craton was created in the same time as the EEC (Hoffman,
1988) and is characterized by similar features, which justifies such an analysis.

Figure 4a shows the obtained velocity distribution beneath the western rim of the
EEC (MP1-SUW model, Table 3) resulting from the forward ray-tracing modelling and
fitting of the calculated traveltimes to the observed mantle arrivals (Figs. 4–7). Be-5

cause of the far-offset range used in this study, the velocities in the crust and down
to 8◦ degree discontinuity (ca. 100 km depth, Thybo and Perchuc, 1997) were intro-
duced a priori and fixed during modelling. Crustal part of the models was based on the
published deep seismic sounding results (e.g. Guterch et al., 1986; Grad et al., 2009).

In case of the JMR group, the waves leaving the source propagated within the10

oceanic crust first and then went through the continental-type lithosphere. Therefore,
2-D modelling was necessary to account for the variability between the oceanic and
continental lithosphere encountered along this transect (Fig. 7b). The continental part
has similar vertical distribution of velocity to 1-D models for other azimuths.

Figure 4 shows the seismic sections for the area of Greece and Turkey. Most of the15

events in this region occur down to 20 km depth and the epicentral distances for those
events are from 1500 to 2300 km (Fig. 4b). There is a good fit between the data and
the traveltimes refracted at the base of the mantle LVZ (red dashed line) at the depth of
220 km. It is observed in the first arrivals up to 2100 km. The P335P (blue line) occurs as
secondary arrivals. At an epicentral distance of about 2100 km, there is an intersection20

of the traveltime branches of P220 and P440 (green dashed line) phases. After 2100 km
offset branch of P440(green dashed line) is observed in first arrivals.

Figure 4c shows the earthquakes from the focal depth range of 20–50 km. These
events were recorded at epicentral distances ranging from 1500 to 2300 km. As in the
previous group, the P220 phase is observed in first arrivals at distances up to about25

2100 km. After 2100 km the P440 phase arrives first. The P335P wave is also visible as
a second group. P440P is also recorded in the form of high amplitude signals observed
at distances from 1950 to 2300 km. The closer the distance of 2250 km, the more diffi-
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cult it is to separate P335P and P440P because these two branches intersect each other
at this point.

Figure 4d shows the deepest group of earthquakes (focal depth> 50 km) recorded
at the epicentral distances of 1860 to 2140 km. P220 can be seen only on two seismo-
grams. Although, its presence at this depth is documented in the previous two sections.5

On this section the P335P and P440P reflected phases are also observed.
Figure 5 show the seismic sections for the Caucasus region. Records from these

events start at about 2000 and end at about 3000 km epicentral distance. Here we
also divided data into three focal depth ranges: 0–20 km depth (Fig. 5a), 20–50 km
depth (Fig. 5b) and> 50 km (Fig. 5c). In this case, we can only observe first arrivals10

in the first two sections of P220 (red dashed line). However, analysing the wavefield
allows us to follow phases refracted from 440 km and reflected from 335 and 440 km.
On each section we have records documenting intersection of the two branches: P335P
and P440P at 2250 km, after which in the second arrivals we observed P440P and next
P335P .15

In case of the Western Mediterranean group of events, there is almost the whole
range of observed epicentral distances. The shallow focal depth range, 0–20 km, allows
us to put all events together in one seismic section (Fig. 6). Here we can observe P200
in its first arrivals at distances from 1700 to 2000 km. At these distances we observe
high-amplitude P335P and P440P as secondary arrivals. There is a lack of seismograms20

in the area, where traveltime branches of P200 and P440 intersect, but after 2200 km we
observe P440 in its first arrivals. Next we observed P440P and then P335P phase.

Figure 7a presents the seismic section for the Jan Mayen region. All those earth-
quakes are located along the rift zone close to the Jan Mayen Island region in the
northern Atlantic. Their focal depths are from 0 to 10 km. The recorded epicentral dis-25

tances ranging from 2260 to 2720 km allow us to model 335 km and 440 km disconti-
nuities. Taking into account differences in the oceanic and continental lithosphere, we
build a 2-D velocity model. We observe P440 in its first arrivals and P440P in the second.
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The P335P is also observed in this seismic section. Figure 7b illustrates waves propa-
gation, reflections at 335 km and refractions and reflections at 440 km discontinuities.

Figure 8 presents all 249 earthquakes with focal-depth traveltime corrections ap-
plied on one seismic section. We added values consequent from different focal depth
for each group respectively. These values were calculated during separation of earth-5

quakes into smaller groups. In order to verify the credibility of the derived models, we
calculated synthetic seismograms using reflectivity method (Fuchs and Müller, 1971;
Müller, 1985). There is a good amplitude match between the recorded data (Fig. 8) and
the synthetic section (Fig. 9).

There is an interesting feature in the MP1-SUW model presented here (Fig. 4a).10

Atop the 440 km discontinuity there is a 10 km thick zone with reduced velocities. The
insertion of the LVZ is necessary to explain the separation between P440 and P440P
branches as shown in Fig. 10. Figure 10a contains part of a section from Fig. 8 with the
traveltimes calculated for the MP1-SUW model and Fig. 10b shows the same section
with the traveltimes calculated for the model without the LVZ but with the same average15

velocity preserved.

5 Error analysis

We picked all the phases with the accuracy of ±0.1 s. The most significant uncertainties
are attributed to the limited accuracy of the event location. The focal depth is the most
uncertain hypocentre coordinate in the ISC bulletins, which were used in this analysis.20

In order to demonstrate how well the predicted traveltimes are fitted to the observed
data, we present histograms of traveltime residuals (Tobs. – Tres.) in Fig. 11. We com-
pare the traveltime residuals of the first arrivals calculated for the MP1-SUW model
(Fig. 11a–e) and for the reference AK135 model (Kennett et al., 1995) (Fig. 11a’–e’).

Figure 11a and 11a’ show histograms for all used earthquakes. The adjustment for25

our model is better than for the AK135. There are smaller errors for −0.5–0.5 s range.
The best fit was obtained for the Jan Mayen group of events (Fig. 11d). The traveltime
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residual range for that region is ±1 s. We attribute such a good fit to small focal depth
uncertainties of the earthquakes from that region. Events with small focal differences
are more unique. It could also be a result of the two-dimensional modelling.

The MP1-SUW model predicts two new branches of traveltimes for reflected waves,
the P335P and P440P . Figure 12 presents how they fit in the records collected at the5

SUW station. In case of other models, such as PREM (Dziewoński, 1981), IASPEI91
(Kennett and Engdahl, 1991), AK135 (Kennett et al., 1995) or iPREF (Cammarano and
Romanowicz, 2008) there is no possibility to make such analysis because they do not
reflect regional-scale inhomogeneities.

In Table 4 we summarized the three parameters of the fitting quality: the standard10

deviation, variance, kurtosis and root mean square for all groups of data. Kurtosis is
a measure of the deviation from the normal distribution (the kurtosis of the normal
distribution is 3 for the applied formula). Distributions that have higher variation than
the normal distribution have kurtosis greater than 3, distributions with lower variation
have kurtosis less than 3.15

Presented summary of the traveltime residuals’ statistics shows the fitting parame-
ters with respect to the MP1-SUW model and the AK135 respectively. We subdivided
GTR and CR analysis into smaller groups according to focal depths respectively. The
calculated results are also the best for the JMR. The comparison of the data in Table 2
shows that the experimental data is described better by our model than the global ref-20

erence AK135. Although AK135 model describes first arrivals well, it does not take into
account reflected waves and regional discontinuities such as 300 km discontinuity.

6 Discussion

The MP1-SUW model is intended to characterise the western rim of the EEC. Both
1-D and 2-D models give a consistent image of the upper mantle structure beneath25

the western rim of the EEC. The Lehmann 220 km phase, defining the bottom of the
low velocity zone (Lehmann, 1961), is seen in first impulses for the distance range
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1500–2150 km. A very prominent feature of the MP1-SUW model is the existence of
the 300 km discontinuity at the depth of 335 km, which is observed at 1500–2800 km
offset range. The origin of the 300 km discontinuity is generally related to the exis-
tence of a subduction zone (Revenaugh and Jordan, 1991), where increased amount
of free silica is delivered to the upper mantle by subducted oceanic and continental5

material. Both coesite–stishovite phase transformation and thermal anomaly provided
by subducting slab can explain the velocity jump at this discontinuity (Liu et al., 1999).
With relation to the Mechanical Mixture model by Xu et al. (2008), jump in P wave
velocity around 335 km depth would require enrichment in the basaltic component. In
this region, the nature of this boundary can be tentatively explained as the traces of10

the ancient subduction regime related to the closure of the Iapetus and Rheic Oceans
and the Tornquist Sea (e.g. Torsvik and Rehnström, 2003). This discontinuity, due to
its regional-scale, is recorded better for JMR and CR groups of events, although we
observe it also for WMSR and GTR groups. An independent support for the existence
of such a discontinuity was recently provided by Knapmeyer-Endrun et al. (2013) who15

studied P wave receiver function based on the data from the PASSEQ experiment.
There is a clear peak observed in the receiver function section clustered around TTZ
at ca. 30 s relative time (see Fig. 7 in Knapmeyer-Endrun et al., 2013), which is roughly
equivalent to ca. 300 km depth. Although, authors do not comment whether this signal
is related to primary or multiple energy.20

We modelled 410 km discontinuity at the depth of 440 km. It is observed in first im-
pulses at the offset range of 2150–3100 km. The deeper location of the discontinuity
compared to the reference global model (e.g. AK135) relates to the observation of the
LVZ atop it. We find reports of such a zone in regional-scale investigations (Thybo et al.,
1997). It was also postulated as the global phenomenon (Bercovici and Karato, 2003).25

In this case it can also be explained as an ancient oceanic structure subducted during
the closure of the Tornquist Sea (Torsvik and Rehnström, 2003). The low-velocity zone
above 410 km discontinuity we interpret as a result of the dehydration of the subducted
plate that brought some residual water in the transition zone.
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This feature was found and documented also in the western part of the United States
(Song et al., 2004), where authors interpreted it as a compositional anomaly. It could
be caused by a dense partially-melted layer linked to prior subduction of the Farallon
plate and back-arc extension.

7 Conclusions5

We derived a new P wave velocity model of the upper mantle structure character-
ising the western rim of the East European Craton (model MP1-SUW). Analysing
seismic record sections from events recorded at the SUW station, we calculated one-
dimensional P wave velocity model for the azimuthally-differentiated regions: the West-
ern Mediterranean Sea region, the Greece and Turkey region and the Caucasus re-10

gion. Two-dimensional model for the JMR region was justified by the fact that waves
propagating from that source region go through the oceanic and continental structures.

The MP1-SUW model documents bottom of the asthenospheric low velocity zone at
the depth of 220 km, 335 km discontinuity and the zone with the reduction of P wave ve-
locity atop 410 km discontinuity which is depressed to 440 km depth. The nature of both15

the 335 km and 440 km discontinuities are explained by tracing the ancient subduction
regime related to the closure of the Iapetus and Rheic Oceans and the Tornquist Sea
(Torsvik and Rehnström, 2003). The 335 km discontinuity is a robust feature of the
MP1-SUW model, however we are aware that this feature is not ubiquitous, but linked
to the marginal zone of the EEC.20

The work presented here shows that even a single station can be a rich source
of information when a careful phase identification and modelling are implemented. We
hope that the seismological community will benefit from the use of the MP1-SUW model
in other regional studies, e.g. receiver function calculation or traveltime tomography.
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The Supplement related to this article is available online at
doi:10.5194/sed-6-559-2014-supplement.
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Table 1. List of seismic events shown in Fig. 1. Numbers from column 1 correspond to numbers
of seismic records in Fig. 1.

No Offset (km) Date Origin time (UTC) Lat Long Depth (km) Mag (mb) Seismic region

1 2259.18 24 Jun 2002 01:20:37.60 35.92 9.88 10.0 4.7 Tunisia
2 2267.73 25 Feb 2007 21:53:13.80 73.18 6.77 10.0 5.1 Greenland Sea
3 2275.16 07 Jun 1999 16:10:33.66 73.02 5.35 10.0 5.2 Greenland Sea
4 2307.27 30 Aug 2005 20:53:48.17 71.91 −1.09 10.0 4.8 Jan Mayen Island region
5 2322.30 08 Sep 2008 21:17:15.10 72.63 0.96 10.0 5.0 Norwegian Sea
6 2323.20 26 Aug 1999 05:03:05.04 71.70 −2.43 10.0 5.1 Jan Mayen Island region
7 2334.51 02 Dec 1997 00:02:03.51 71.65 −3.03 10.0 5.0 Jan Mayen Island region
8 2340.29 13 Aug 2006 19:03:08.50 71.39 −4.00 13.1 4.8 Jan Mayen Island region
9 2360.94 23 Mar 1998 20:19:27.74 71.50 −4.47 10.0 5.1 Jan Mayen Island region
10 2392.71 22 May 2003 13:57:21.27 37.12 3.84 10.0 4.8 Western Mediterranean Sea
11 2395.07 16 Nov 2000 11:33:08.87 36.63 4.79 8.7 4.8 Northern Algeria
12 2402.14 22 May 2003 03:14:04.85 37.16 3.57 15.0 5.2 Western Mediterranean Sea
13 2412.09 02 Sep 2008 20:00:50.82 38.72 45.79 3.0 4.9 Iran–Armenia–Azerbaijan border
14 2421.17 19 Jun 2003 12:59:23.14 71.08 −7.64 0.5 5.6 Jan Mayen Island region
15 2422.18 14 Apr 2004 23:07:37.81 71.05 −7.74 10.5 5.7 Jan Mayen Island region
16 2424.21 27 May 2003 17:11:28.35 36.94 3.54 6.1 5.5 Northern Algeria
17 2430.11 18 Aug 2000 18:15:06.54 36.19 4.96 10.0 4.9 Northern Algeria
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Table 2. Mean signal-to-noise ratio for the analysed groups of events.

Region Number of events Signal to noise ratio

Raw data After filtering (0.5–2.0 Hz) Improvement (%)

JMR 34 4.70 8.17 73.83
CR 020 34 2.57 7.50 191.83
CR 2050 23 3.52 6.66 89.20
CR 50+ 12 5.54 12.66 128.52
GTR 020 53 6.59 4.85 −26.40
GTR 2050 36 3.61 5.26 45.71
GTR 50+ 14 13.84 18.02 30.20
WMSR 43 6.30 11.54 83.17
Average 5.38 8.16 67.76
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Table 3. The MP1-SUW P wave velocity model.

Depth (km) P wave velocity (km s−1) Depth (km) P wave velocity (km s−1)

0 5.60 160 8.20
5 6.00 170 8.20
10 6.05 170 8.18
15 6.10 180 8.18
30 6.20 180 8.20
30 6.60 190 8.18
44 7.20 190 8.20
44 8.15 200 8.20
105 8.35 200 8.18
105 8.20 210 8.18
110 8.20 210 8.20
110 8.18 220 8.20
120 8.18 220 8.45
120 8.20 335 8.60
130 8.20 335 8.85
130 8.18 430 9.05
140 8.18 430 8.60
140 8.20 440 8.60
150 8.20 440 9.60
150 8.18 620 10.10
160 8.18

579

http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net
http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net/6/559/2014/sed-6-559-2014-print.pdf
http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net/6/559/2014/sed-6-559-2014-discussion.html
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/


SED
6, 559–598, 2014

Upper mantle model
of the western rim of

the EEC

M. Dec et al.

Title Page

Abstract Introduction

Conclusions References

Tables Figures

J I

J I

Back Close

Full Screen / Esc

Printer-friendly Version

Interactive Discussion

D
iscussion

P
aper

|
D

iscussion
P

aper
|

D
iscussion

P
aper

|
D

iscussion
P

aper
|

Table 4. Statistics of the traveltime residuals for the MP1-SUW model (in bold) and the AK135.

Region Number of events Standard deviation Variation Kurtosis RMS

Greece and Turkey region 103 1.01 1.01 4.46 1.00
1.99 3.96 3.62 2.25

Greece and Turkey 0–20 53 0.85 0.73 3.32 0.88
1.80 3.25 3.74 3.03

Greece and Turkey 20–50 36 1.10 1.22 6.18 1.10
1.40 1.96 3.76 1.43

Greece and Turkey 50+ 14 1.18 1.40 2.69 1.20
1.29 1.65 2.76 1.44

Caucasus region 69 1.50 2.26 3.45 1.46
1.61 2.59 2.79 1.65

Caucasus 0–20 34 1.67 2.78 2.33 1.64
1.86 3.44 2.21 1.87

Caucasus 20–50 23 1.58 2.51 4.38 1.55
1.55 2.40 3.52 1.59

Caucasus 50+ 12 0.77 0.60 3.08 0.74
0.86 0.73 3.65 1.13

Western Mediterranean Sea region 43 1.20 1.44 3.57 1.19
1.57 2.46 2.15 1.63

Jan Mayen region 34 0.32 0.10 2.22 0.36
0.27 0.07 2.63 0.29

All events 249 1.08 1.31 3.72 1.07
1.58 2.79 3.00 1.71

P335P 83 0.75 0.56 3.91 0.75
P440P 76 0.75 0.57 4.00 0.80

580

http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net
http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net/6/559/2014/sed-6-559-2014-print.pdf
http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net/6/559/2014/sed-6-559-2014-discussion.html
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/


SED
6, 559–598, 2014

Upper mantle model
of the western rim of

the EEC

M. Dec et al.

Title Page

Abstract Introduction

Conclusions References

Tables Figures

J I

J I

Back Close

Full Screen / Esc

Printer-friendly Version

Interactive Discussion

D
iscussion

P
aper

|
D

iscussion
P

aper
|

D
iscussion

P
aper

|
D

iscussion
P

aper
|

Table A1. Western Mediterranean Sea Region.

No Date UTC (origin time) Latitude Longitude Depth (km) Magnitude (mb) Seismic region

1 04 Sep 1996 04:14:04 36.97 2.90 16.0 5.3 Northern Algeria
2 21 Dec 1996 08:46:01 40.00 13.05 481.6 5.1 Tyrrhenian Sea
3 20 Mar 1997 18:02:18 34.00 8.24 13.6 5.0 Tunisia
4 21 May 1997 23:49:42 42.85 −7.15 9.0 4.7 Spain
5 21 May 1997 23:50:43 42.86 −7.16 13.0 5.2 Spain
6 22 May 1997 00:17:18 42.84 −7.13 17.0 4.7 Spain
7 20 Jun 1998 02:25:47 38.44 12.78 5.0 4.9 Sicily
8 14 Sep 1998 05:24:47 38.55 13.46 5.0 4.9 Sicily
9 02 Feb 1999 13:45:16 38.14 −1.56 2.9 4.7 Spain
10 23 Oct 1999 02:06:01 38.88 14.68 308.5 4.7 Sicily
11 22 Dec 1999 17:36:56 35.29 −1.32 10.0 5.3 Northern Algeria
12 18 Aug 2000 18:15:07 36.19 4.96 10.0 4.9 Northern Algeria
13 10 Nov 2000 20:10:53 36.55 4.77 10.0 5.8 Northern Algeria
14 16 Nov 2000 11:33:09 36.63 4.79 8.7 4.8 Northern Algeria
15 17 May 2001 11:43:58 38.96 15.53 239.3 4.9 Sicily
16 25 Nov 2001 19:34:18 37.78 13.99 5.0 5.1 Sicily
17 04 Feb 2002 20:09:30 37.17 −2.67 11.2 4.9 Spain
18 24 Jun 2002 01:20:38 35.92 9.88 10.0 4.7 Tunisia
19 06 Aug 2002 06:16:19 38.10 −2.00 10.0 4.6 Spain
20 06 Sep 2002 01:21:27 38.36 13.69 9.6 5.8 Sicily
21 27 Oct 2002 02:50:28 37.79 15.16 20.6 4.6 Sicily
22 21 May 2003 18:44:20 36.99 3.66 13.4 6.3 Northern Algeria
23 22 May 2003 13:57:21 37.12 3.84 10.0 4.8 Western Mediterranean Sea
24 22 May 2003 03:14:05 37.16 3.57 15.0 5.2 Western Mediterranean Sea
25 27 May 2003 17:11:28 36.94 3.54 6.1 5.5 Northern Algeria
26 29 May 2003 02:15:01 36.90 3.26 15.0 4.8 Northern Algeria
27 24 Feb 2004 02:27:46 35.26 −4.00 8.9 6.0 Strait of Gibraltar
28 07 Mar 2004 06:37:52 35.18 −4.09 11.0 4.7 Strait of Gibraltar
29 05 May 2004 13:39:43 38.55 14.79 228.6 5.4 Sicily
30 07 Feb 2005 20:05:37 36.23 10.91 10.0 4.7 Tunisia
31 07 Feb 2005 20:46:26 36.23 10.85 14.2 5.0 Tunisia
32 09 Mar 2005 18:23:41 35.50 5.57 10.0 4.6 Northern Algeria
33 02 Apr 2006 06:44:32 35.03 3.72 10.0 4.7 Northern Algeria
34 23 Jul 2006 20:17:16 35.93 0.62 10.0 4.5 Northern Algeria
35 26 Oct 2006 14:28:38 38.76 15.40 219.2 5.7 Sicily
36 05 Nov 2006 17:15:01 39.80 13.77 428.5 4.7 Tyrrhenian Sea
37 30 Dec 2006 23:50:49 34.92 3.31 10.0 4.8 Northern Algeria
38 09 Jan 2008 22:24:04 35.62 −0.58 10.0 4.6 Northern Algeria
39 06 Jun 2008 20:02:57 35.88 −0.66 4.0 5.5 Northern Algeria
40 18 Jun 2008 13:23:59 36.23 1.08 5.0 4.6 Northern Algeria
41 14 Dec 2009 06:41:11 33.02 −0.09 0.0 4.6 Northern Algeria
42 11 Apr 2010 22:08:10 37.08 −3.47 10.0 6.2* Spain
43 14 May 2010 12:29:22 35.90 4.03 2.0 5.1 Northern Algeria

* magnitude other than mb
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Table A2. Jan Mayen Region.

No Date UTC (origin time) Latitude Longitude Depth (km) Magnitude (mb) Seismic region

1 22 Jul 1997 16:21:41.30 66.31 −18.40 10.0 4.7 Iceland region
2 02 Dec 1997 00:02:03.51 71.65 −3.03 10.0 5.0 Jan Mayen Island region
3 13 Dec 1997 07:02:03.89 71.24 −8.34 10.0 5.2 Jan Mayen Island region
4 23 Mar 1998 20:19:27.74 71.50 −4.47 10.0 5.1 Jan Mayen Island region
5 04 Jun 1998 21:36:54.42 63.95 −21.28 10.0 5.1 Iceland region
6 07 Jun 1999 16:10:33.66 73.02 5.35 10.0 5.2 Greenland Sea
7 01 Jul 1999 02:06:58.37 70.43 −15.03 10.0 4.9 Jan Mayen Island region
8 01 Jul 1999 03:20:42.76 70.40 −15.12 10.0 4.8 Jan Mayen Island region
9 26 Aug 1999 05:03:05.04 71.70 −2.43 10.0 5.1 Jan Mayen Island region
10 03 Feb 2000 15:53:13.12 75.25 10.25 10.0 5.5 Svalbard region
11 21 May 2000 19:58:47.59 71.19 −8.22 10.0 5.3 Jan Mayen Island region
12 24 May 2000 01:10:50.95 71.24 −8.69 10.0 5.2 Jan Mayen Island region
13 17 Jun 2000 15:40:41.93 63.92 −20.47 10.0 5.7 Iceland
14 21 Jun 2000 00:51:47.04 63.91 −20.74 10.0 6.0 Iceland
15 21 Jun 2000 14:56:25.39 70.77 −13.60 10.0 4.9 Jan Mayen Island region
16 09 Jul 2000 02:18:30.21 70.79 −13.51 10.0 4.7 Jan Mayen Island region
17 29 Jul 2000 22:30:13.01 70.87 −13.15 10.0 4.7 Jan Mayen Island region
18 10 Jul 2002 14:13:11.07 73.12 5.26 10.0 4.8 Greenland Sea
19 12 Oct 2002 03:46:47.50 71.56 −2.83 10.0 4.7 Jan Mayen Island region
20 19 Jun 2003 12:59:23.14 71.08 −7.64 0.5 5.6 Jan Mayen Island region
21 14 Apr 2004 23:07:37.81 71.05 −7.74 10.5 5.7 Jan Mayen Island region
22 25 Jul 2005 16:02:06.68 71.10 −7.57 15.3 5.3 Jan Mayen Island region
23 30 Aug 2005 20:53:48.17 71.91 −1.09 10.0 4.8 Jan Mayen Island region
24 07 Nov 2005 01:49:34.68 71.69 −12.15 10.0 4.8 Jan Mayen Island region
25 28 May 2006 13:23:28.69 74.09 13.78 10.0 5.0 Norwegian Sea
26 30 Jul 2006 07:16:56.14 72.18 0.84 10.0 4.9 Norwegian Sea
27 13 Aug 2006 19:03:08.50 71.39 −4.00 13.1 4.8 Jan Mayen Island region
28 25 Feb 2007 21:53:13.80 73.18 6.77 10.0 5.1 Greenland Sea
29 06 May 2008 19:51:10.10 71.46 −12.27 10.0 4.7 Jan Mayen Island region
30 29 May 2008 15:45:58.90 64.01 −21.02 2.0 5.9 Iceland
31 08 Sep 2008 21:17:15.10 72.63 0.96 10.0 5.0 Norwegian Sea
32 28 Sep 2008 22:20:19.40 71.30 −4.21 10.0 5.4 Jan Mayen Island region
33 29 Sep 2008 19:20:19.60 71.55 −4.01 10.0 5.0 Jan Mayen Island region
34 20 Aug 2009 06:35:03.90 72.26 0.97 10.0 5.8 Norwegian Sea
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Table A3. Caucasus Region.

No Date UTC (origin time) Latitude Longitude Depth (km) Magnitude (mb) Seismic region

1 05 Dec 1995 18:52:38.32 39.60 40.26 10.0 5.2 Turkey
2 13 Apr 1998 15:14:31.75 39.31 41.07 15.3 4.8 Turkey
3 05 Oct 1998 02:20:31.61 33.24 47.24 18.1 5.2 Western Iran
4 03 Dec 1999 17:06:54.24 40.41 42.36 13.1 5.3 Turkey
5 01 Sep 2001 22:38:18.09 32.83 47.68 17.0 5.0 Iran–Iraq border region
6 24 Apr 2002 19:48:04.15 34.64 47.40 10.0 5.3 Western Iran
7 22 Jun 2002 02:58:21.47 35.59 49.02 10.0 6.2 Western Iran
8 02 Sep 2002 01:00:03.58 35.70 48.83 10.0 5.1 Western Iran
9 27 Jan 2003 05:26:23.11 39.48 39.85 10.0 5.5 Turkey
10 01 May 2003 00:27:04.73 39.00 40.46 10.0 5.7 Turkey
11 25 Mar 2004 19:30:47.79 39.93 40.88 10.0 5.0 Turkey
12 28 Mar 2004 03:51:08.85 39.95 40.96 5.0 5.2 Turkey
13 28 May 2004 12:38:43.04 36.32 51.59 17.0 6.2 Northern and central Iran
14 01 Jul 2004 22:30:08.03 39.78 43.97 5.0 5.3 Turkey
15 12 Mar 2005 07:36:10.21 39.39 40.94 8.3 5.3 Turkey
16 14 Mar 2005 01:55:56.68 39.33 40.91 9.4 5.4 Turkey
17 23 Mar 2005 21:44:52.07 39.40 40.88 13.2 5.1 Turkey
18 06 Jun 2005 07:41:27.70 39.30 41.02 3.2 4.9 Turkey
19 26 Sep 2005 18:57:02.89 37.33 47.71 10.0 5.0 Northwestern Iran
20 10 Dec 2005 00:09:47.90 39.37 40.94 5.1 5.0 Turkey
21 30 Mar 2006 19:36:18.17 33.56 48.75 15.7 5.0 Western Iran
22 31 Mar 2006 01:17:02.56 33.58 48.80 15.4 5.7 Western Iran
23 31 Mar 2006 11:54:02.96 33.63 48.68 15.8 4.8 Western Iran
24 02 Jul 2006 19:39:41.56 39.33 40.93 18.0 4.6 Turkey
25 21 Jan 2007 07:38:59.13 39.60 42.89 8.8 5.0 Turkey
26 18 Jun 2007 14:29:49.77 34.50 50.87 11.0 5.3 Northern and central Iran
27 25 Aug 2007 22:05:49.37 39.27 41.14 7.4 5.0 Turkey
28 02 Sep 2008 20:00:50.82 38.72 45.79 3.0 4.9 Iran–Armenia–Azerbaijan border region
29 11 Oct 2008 09:06:10.77 43.37 46.25 16.0 5.6 Eastern Caucasus
30 11 Oct 2008 09:22:01.21 43.34 46.19 10.0 5.2 Eastern Caucasus
31 01 Dec 2008 10:18:38 35.44 46.11 0 5.0 Iran–Iraq border region
32 18 Jul 2009 20:32:27.60 35.85 43.35 7.0 5.2 Iraq
33 07 Sep 2009 22:41:37.40 42.67 43.43 15.0 5.7 Western Caucasus
34 13 Oct 2009 00:54:26.40 34.94 46.89 10.0 5.1 Western Iran
35 05 Dec 1995 18:49:32.05 39.43 40.11 25.5 5.3 Turkey
36 28 Feb 1997 12:57:22.78 38.09 48.04 39.2 5.5 Iran–Armenia–Azerbaijan border region
37 27 Nov 1997 17:34:29.70 41.86 45.37 29.5 5.1 Eastern Caucasus
38 21 Aug 1998 05:13:12.52 34.13 48.16 47.4 4.9 Western Iran
39 04 Oct 1998 00:42:50.00 33.23 47.20 24.9 5.2 Western Iran
40 31 Jan 1999 05:07:14.13 43.25 46.90 35.5 5.3 Eastern Caucasus
41 26 Feb 2000 08:18:37.97 37.31 44.77 34.2 4.6 Turkey–Iran border region
42 15 Nov 2000 15:05:36.62 38.41 42.95 48.4 5.2 Turkey
43 25 Nov 2000 18:10:46.19 40.19 49.95 22.2 6.2 Eastern Caucasus
44 07 Jan 2001 06:49:01.97 40.17 50.12 43.6 4.8 Caspian Sea
45 23 Mar 2001 05:24:12.01 32.88 46.60 34.5 5.1 Iran–Iraq border region
46 05 Jun 2001 15:33:28.17 42.41 48.70 48.4 5.0 Caspian Sea
47 10 Jul 2001 21:42:07.63 39.81 41.64 22.5 4.9 Turkey
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Table A3. Continued.

No Date UTC (origin time) Latitude Longitude Depth (km) Magnitude (mb) Seismic region

48 19 Apr 2002 13:46:50.62 36.52 49.77 38.8 5.2 Western Iran
49 18 Jun 2002 03:19:24.18 33.24 45.91 36.3 5.0 Iran–Iraq border region
50 09 Nov 2002 02:18:14.85 44.93 37.76 33.8 5.0 Western Caucasus
51 24 Dec 2002 17:03:03.92 34.49 47.45 44.9 5.0 Western Iran
52 21 Nov 2004 21:37:22.23 33.14 47.90 30.1 4.9 Western Iran
53 22 Nov 2004 04:01:28.34 33.21 47.92 34.1 5.0 Western Iran
54 25 Jan 2005 11:39:19.62 33.44 45.86 48.6 4.8 Iran–Iraq border region
55 25 Jan 2005 16:44:12.18 37.57 43.68 22.0 5.3 Turkey
56 06 Feb 2006 04:08:03.95 42.65 43.50 23.5 5.0 Western Caucasus
57 11 Jul 2007 06:51:15.00 38.82 48.64 28.6 4.9 Iran–Armenia–Azerbaijan border region
58 03 Jan 1996 08:42:26.35 38.96 48.70 62.9 4.9 Iran–Armenia–Azerbaijan border region
59 22 Apr 1996 14:42:37.14 39.19 47.33 70.4 4.9 Iran–Armenia–Azerbaijan border region
60 02 Mar 1997 18:29:48.60 38.00 47.89 55.9 5.0 Northwestern Iran
61 09 Jul 1998 14:19:21.68 38.69 48.48 55.4 5.8 Iran–Armenia–Azerbaijan border region
62 05 Aug 1998 14:27:02.25 33.13 46.22 53.0 4.9 Iran–Iraq border region
63 15 Jan 1999 19:14:13.13 35.25 45.13 59.2 5.0 Iran–Iraq border region
64 21 Feb 1999 18:14:36.42 43.26 46.91 51.2 5.0 Eastern Caucasus
65 04 Jun 1999 09:12:51.80 40.76 47.46 51.5 5.4 Eastern Caucasus
66 21 Mar 2000 14:07:43.26 40.05 48.20 77.6 5.0 Eastern Caucasus
67 25 Nov 2000 18:09:11.53 40.22 49.94 51.0 5.7 Eastern Caucasus
68 29 Nov 2000 10:45:03.39 39.97 50.09 71.7 4.3 Caspian Sea
69 11 Feb 2002 16:18:34.09 40.03 50.18 56.9 4.8 Caspian Sea
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Table A4. Greece and Turkey Region

No Date UTC (origin time) Latitude Longitude Depth (km) Magnitude (mb) Seismic region

1 14 Feb 2000 06:56:34.69 41.04 31.74 10.0 4.8 Turkey
2 22 Feb 2000 11:55:22.38 34.48 25.55 9.7 5.1 Crete
3 10 Mar 2000 22:01:45.63 34.26 26.02 10.0 5.2 Crete
4 21 Apr 2000 12:23:09.02 37.88 29.36 19.9 4.8 Turkey
5 24 May 2000 05:40:36.05 35.97 21.99 19.9 5.3 Central Mediterranean Sea
6 06 Jun 2000 02:41:50.06 40.70 32.98 10.0 5.5 Turkey
7 13 Jun 2000 01:43:14.69 35.12 27.07 9.8 5.1 Dodecanese Islands
8 23 Aug 2000 13:41:26.95 40.78 30.76 10.5 5.1 Turkey
9 15 Dec 2000 16:44:46.64 38.40 31.33 10.0 5.1 Turkey
10 29 May 2001 04:43:57.06 35.38 27.75 11.0 5.0 Dodecanese Islands
11 22 Jun 2001 11:54:50.78 39.34 27.91 7.0 4.6 Turkey
12 26 Jul 2001 00:21:38.63 39.10 24.27 19.0 5.8 Aegean Sea
13 26 Aug 2001 00:41:12.81 40.96 31.54 8.8 4.9 Turkey
14 16 Sep 2001 02:00:47.29 37.26 21.93 10.1 5.3 Southern Greece
15 30 Oct 2001 21:00:05.41 35.87 29.77 5.0 4.6 Eastern Mediterranean Sea
16 12 Oct 2002 05:58:50.44 34.76 26.38 12.2 5.1 Crete
17 10 Apr 2003 00:40:15.95 38.25 26.89 11.3 5.3 Aegean Sea
18 17 Apr 2003 22:34:26.29 38.19 26.95 19.6 4.7 Aegean Sea
19 06 Jul 2003 19:10:27.99 40.45 26.04 17.1 5.1 Turkey
20 06 Jul 2003 20:10:15.93 40.43 26.07 17.0 4.9 Turkey
21 07 Feb 2004 21:17:21.37 35.83 26.86 14.1 5.2 Crete
22 01 Mar 2004 00:35:56.90 37.17 22.12 13.6 5.3 Southern Greece
23 17 Mar 2004 05:20:57.75 34.66 23.39 14.7 5.9 Crete
24 15 Jun 2004 12:02:37.57 40.41 25.85 7.1 4.6 Aegean Sea
25 03 Aug 2004 13:11:30.99 36.86 27.78 10.0 4.8 Dodecanese Islands
26 04 Aug 2004 14:18:48.59 36.84 27.78 10.0 4.9 Dodecanese Islands
27 04 Aug 2004 03:01:05.92 36.84 27.77 10.0 5.2 Dodecanese Islands
28 04 Aug 2004 04:19:46.55 36.83 27.82 10.0 5.2 Dodecanese Islands
29 10 Jan 2005 23:48:49.61 36.86 27.93 17.0 5.0 Dodecanese Islands
30 11 Jan 2005 04:35:56.88 36.90 27.88 18.4 5.0 Dodecanese Islands
31 30 Jul 2005 21:45:02.07 39.41 33.10 15.7 4.7 Turkey
32 04 Aug 2005 10:45:28.68 34.83 26.51 10.0 4.7 Crete
33 17 Sep 2005 09:46:56.24 38.19 26.71 14.8 5.3 Aegean Sea
34 17 Oct 2005 09:55:30.53 38.18 26.71 15.1 4.8 Aegean Sea
35 17 Oct 2005 05:45:16.56 38.10 26.66 5.3 5.0 Aegean Sea
36 20 Oct 2005 21:40:02.09 38.11 26.73 10.0 5.4 Aegean Sea
37 24 Sep 2006 14:00:22.74 40.48 29.04 14.1 4.7 Turkey
38 10 Apr 2007 22:00:36.81 37.94 30.96 18.6 4.6 Turkey
39 21 May 2007 16:39:10.12 35.06 27.74 19.6 4.7 Dodecanese Islands
40 31 Aug 2007 20:52:42.69 36.64 26.26 18.2 4.9 Dodecanese Islands
41 23 Sep 2007 00:54:29.48 35.11 27.07 12.0 5.1 Dodecanese Islands
42 09 Nov 2007 01:43:05.13 38.77 25.71 13.1 4.9 Aegean Sea
43 20 Dec 2007 09:48:30.43 39.43 33.15 11.3 5.1 Turkey
44 26 Dec 2007 23:47:11.43 39.44 33.11 10.8 5.1 Turkey
45 20 Feb 2008 18:27:07.02 36.30 21.78 17.4 5.7 Southern Greece
46 26 Feb 2008 10:46:08.35 35.93 21.80 10.0 4.9 Central Mediterranean Sea
47 25 Apr 2008 04:48:57.10 37.82 29.30 10.0 4.6 Turkey
48 21 Jun 2008 05:57:16.20 36.10 21.93 17.0 4.8* Southern Greece
49 21 Jun 2008 11:36:23.90 36.06 21.82 5.0 5.4 Southern Greece
50 12 Nov 2008 14:03:18.31 38.84 35.52 10.0 4.8 Turkey
51 17 Feb 2009 05:28:19.00 39.11 29.04 7.3 4.8 Turkey
52 01 Jul 2009 09:30:10.50 34.20 25.45 19.0 6.1 Crete
53 04 Dec 2009 06:02:19.00 37.92 28.73 5.0 5.1 Turkey
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Table A4. Continued.

No Date UTC (origin time) Latitude Longitude Depth (km) Magnitude (mb) Seismic region

54 05 Apr 2000 04:36:57.51 34.42 25.79 33.0 5.3 Crete
55 24 May 2000 10:01:43.76 35.95 22.04 20.5 4.8 Central Mediterranean Sea
56 01 May 2001 06:00:56.04 35.67 27.47 28.5 5.1 Dodecanese Islands
57 10 Jun 2001 13:11:04.17 38.54 25.59 32.0 5.1 Aegean Sea
58 23 Jun 2001 06:52:42.67 35.54 28.11 45.5 5.3 Eastern Mediterranean Sea
59 26 Nov 2001 05:03:21.06 34.82 24.30 33.0 5.3 Crete
60 03 Feb 2002 07:11:31.47 38.52 31.20 22.1 5.6 Turkey
61 03 Feb 2002 07:14:39.81 38.72 30.89 35.4 5.1 Turkey
62 03 Feb 2002 09:26:45.55 38.63 30.88 24.9 5.6 Turkey
63 03 Feb 2002 11:39:58.73 38.56 31.08 31.0 5.0 Turkey
64 03 Feb 2002 11:54:38.45 38.59 31.06 30.1 4.8 Turkey
65 23 Jul 2003 04:56:05.18 38.05 28.89 28.3 4.8 Turkey
66 26 Jul 2003 08:36:50.87 38.06 28.91 21.3 5.1 Turkey
67 17 Oct 2003 12:57:07.13 35.97 22.19 30.0 5.5 Central Mediterranean Sea
68 20 Dec 2004 23:02:14.98 36.94 28.36 25.5 5.1 Dodecanese Islands
69 10 Jan 2005 23:50:27.87 36.94 27.89 38.6 4.8 Dodecanese Islands
70 23 Jan 2005 22:36:07.39 35.85 29.66 42.4 5.4 Eastern Mediterranean Sea
71 30 Jan 2005 16:23:49.69 35.81 29.71 43.7 5.0 Eastern Mediterranean Sea
72 25 Nov 2005 09:30:55.23 35.08 23.51 33.0 5.2 Crete
73 09 Apr 2006 23:27:19.53 35.18 27.25 30.6 5.1 Dodecanese Islands
74 13 Aug 2006 10:35:12.38 34.36 26.56 33.2 5.2 Crete
75 22 Aug 2006 09:23:21.62 35.08 27.09 49.9 5.0 Dodecanese Islands
76 29 Oct 2007 09:23:19.29 36.92 29.33 36.9 4.9 Turkey
77 16 Nov 2007 09:08:27.28 36.89 29.35 29.4 4.7 Turkey
78 14 Feb 2008 10:09:23.17 36.52 21.67 31.5 6.2 Southern Greece
79 14 Feb 2008 12:08:57.10 36.38 21.83 35.3 5.9 Southern Greece
80 19 Feb 2008 23:15:43.73 36.31 21.81 35.3 4.9 Southern Greece
81 28 Mar 2008 00:16:20.54 34.79 25.34 48.9 5.3 Crete
82 10 May 2008 20:52:58.22 36.53 22.43 33.0 4.9* Southern Greece
83 12 Jun 2008 00:20:45.60 35.11 26.19 29.0 5.0* Crete
84 03 Aug 2008 00:39:16.10 39.59 23.90 30.0 5.3* Aegean Sea
85 04 Aug 2008 19:38:22.80 33.89 26.56 32.0 5.0* Eastern Mediterranean Sea
86 14 Oct 2008 02:06:34.70 38.85 23.62 24.0 4.9 Greece
87 13 Dec 2008 08:27:19.20 38.72 22.57 24.0 5.1 Greece
88 28 Dec 2008 22:58:59.00 40.39 25.78 35.0 5.1 Aegean Sea
89 13 Jan 2009 06:12:42.90 35.66 26.39 42.0 5.1 Crete
90 22 Jan 2002 04:53:52.10 35.57 26.63 94.6 6.1 Crete
91 21 May 2002 20:53:30.18 36.64 24.27 106.7 5.4 Southern Greece
92 06 Jun 2002 22:35:41.51 35.53 26.16 95.2 4.8 Crete
93 03 May 2003 11:22:40.69 36.89 31.53 133.0 4.9 Turkey
94 13 Sep 2003 13:46:14.54 36.62 26.87 153.0 5.0 Dodecanese Islands
95 07 Oct 2004 01:05:12.23 36.47 26.79 133.9 5.5 Dodecanese Islands
96 04 Nov 2004 06:22:37.56 35.96 23.15 70.1 5.4 Crete
97 14 May 2005 23:46:48.31 35.66 31.54 59.7 4.9 Cyprus region
98 08 Jan 2006 11:34:54.64 36.28 23.27 58.4 6.5 Southern Greece
99 03 Feb 2007 13:43:22.50 35.81 22.49 53.0 5.4 Central Mediterranean Sea
100 06 Jan 2008 05:14:21.03 37.26 22.70 83.8 6.0 Southern Greece
101 15 Jul 2008 03:26:34.50 35.85 27.92 56.0 6.2* Dodecanese Islands
102 14 May 2009 09:13:41.70 36.02 27.01 106.0 4.9 Crete
103 22 Dec 2009 06:06:26.10 35.92 31.44 81.0 5.1 Cyprus region

* magnitude other than mb
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a)           b) 1 

 2 

 3 

Fig. 1. a) Four groups of earthquakes recorded at the SUW station (yellow asterisk): JMR 4 

(yellow points), WMSR (violet points), GTR (red points) and CR (blue points). Circles 5 

centred at SUW mark the distance of 2000 km (yellow) and 3000 km (red). Thick black line 6 

represents the Teisseyre – Tornquist Zone (TTZ). b) Map of the study area with indication of 7 

the regions to which our upper mantle model pertains (red dashed ellipses). Areas shaded in 8 

grey are characterized by higher S-wave velocities at 250 km depth according to model of 9 

Shapiro and Ritzwoller (2002). Light grey represents velocities about 4.65 km/s and dark grey 10 

about 4.80 km/s. 11 

 12 

 13 

 14 

 15 

 16 

 17 

 18 

 19 

 20 

Figure 1. (a) Four groups of earthquakes recorded at the SUW station (yellow asterisk): JMR
(yellow points), WMSR (violet points), GTR (red points) and CR (blue points). Circles centred
at SUW mark the distance of 2000 km (yellow) and 3000 km (red). Thick black line represents
the Teisseyre – Tornquist Zone (TTZ). (b) Map of the study area with indication of the re-
gions to which our upper mantle model pertains (red dashed ellipses). Areas shaded in grey
are characterized by higher S wave velocities at 250 km depth according to model of Shapiro
and Ritzwoller (2002). Light grey represents velocities about 4.65 km s−1 and dark grey about
4.80 km s−1.
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 1 

 2 

Fig. 2. Distribution of the focal depths for the analyzed groups of earthquakes: a) JMR, b) 3 

WMSR, c) GTR, d) CR. 4 
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Figure 2. Distribution of the focal depths for the analyzed groups of earthquakes: (a) JMR, (b)
WMSR, (c) GTR, (d) CR.
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 1 

 2 

Fig. 3. Seismograms aligned by the maximum amplitudes of:  a) P410P (green line), b) P335P 3 

(blue line). Seismograms are ordered by event’s number (see Tab. 1). Red dashes represent 4 

first arrivals. Blue dots in (a) correspond to blue line in (b). Green dots in (b) correspond to 5 

green line in (a). 6 

 7 

 8 

 9 

 10 

Figure 3. Seismograms aligned by the maximum amplitudes of: (a) P410P (green line), (b) P335P
(blue line). Seismograms are ordered by event’s number (see Table 1). Red dashes represent
first arrivals. Blue dots in (a) correspond to blue line in (b). Green dots in (b) correspond to
green line in (a).
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 1 

 2 

Fig. 4. a) The new MP1-SUW model (red line) compared with the AK 135 model (black line). 3 

b)-d) Seismic sections with traveltimes calculated for the MP1-SUW model for three focal 4 

depth ranges  b) 0-20 km, c) 20-50 km, d) > 50 km. 5 
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Figure 4. (a) The new MP1-SUW model (red line) compared with the AK 135 model (black
line). (b–d) Seismic sections with traveltimes calculated for the MP1-SUW model for three focal
depth ranges (b) 0–20 km, (c) 20–50 km, (d) > 50 km.
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Figure 5. Seismic sections based on the data from the CR group with traveltimes calculated
for the MP1-SUW model for three focal depth ranges (a) 0–20 km depth, (b) 20–50 km depth,
(c) > 50 km.
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 1 

 2 

Fig. 6. Seismic section based on data from the WMSR region with traveltimes calculated for 3 

the MP1-SUW model. 4 
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Figure 6. Seismic section based on data from the WMSR region with traveltimes calculated for
the MP1-SUW model.
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 1 

 2 

Fig. 7. a) Seismic section for the data from the JMR region with traveltimes calculated in the 3 

2D model shown in b). b) 2D ray-tracing model and the ray paths refracted and reflected at 4 

335-km and 440-km discontinuities. 5 
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Figure 7. (a) Seismic section for the data from the JMR region with traveltimes calculated in
the 2-D model shown in (b). (b) 2-D ray-tracing model and the ray paths refracted and reflected
at 335 km and 440 km discontinuities.
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 1 

 2 

Fig. 8. All analysed seismograms recorded at SUW station with the focal depth corrections 3 

applied. Red dots represents P200, green – P440, blue – P335P, orange – P440P phases. 4 
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Figure 8. All analysed seismograms recorded at SUW station with the focal depth corrections
applied. Red dots represents P200, green – P440, blue – P335P , orange – P440P phases.

594

http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net
http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net/6/559/2014/sed-6-559-2014-print.pdf
http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net/6/559/2014/sed-6-559-2014-discussion.html
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/


SED
6, 559–598, 2014

Upper mantle model
of the western rim of

the EEC

M. Dec et al.

Title Page

Abstract Introduction

Conclusions References

Tables Figures

J I

J I

Back Close

Full Screen / Esc

Printer-friendly Version

Interactive Discussion

D
iscussion

P
aper

|
D

iscussion
P

aper
|

D
iscussion

P
aper

|
D

iscussion
P

aper
|

 38

 1 

 2 

Fig. 9. Synthetic seismograms section calculated for the MP1-SUW model using reflectivity 3 

method (0.1-2.0 Hz). Compare with data in Fig. 8. 4 
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Figure 9. Synthetic seismograms section calculated for the MP1-SUW model using reflectivity
method (0.1–2.0 Hz). Compare with data in Fig. 8.
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 2 

Fig. 10. a) Part of the seismic section with the MP1-SUW model traveltimes overlayed. Red 3 

dots represents P440, orange – P440P, blue – P335P. b) Part of the seismic section with the 4 

traveltimes calculated for the model without the LVZ atop the 440-km discontinuity. c) 5 

Comparison of 1D seismic velocity models. Red line corresponds to the MP1-SUW model 6 

and green line to the same model without LVZ atop 440-km discontinuity. Black line 7 

corresponds to the AK135 model. 8 
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Figure 10. (a) Part of the seismic section with the MP1-SUW model traveltimes overlayed. Red
dots represents P440, orange – P440P , blue – P335P . (b) Part of the seismic section with the trav-
eltimes calculated for the model without the LVZ atop the 440 km discontinuity. (c) Comparison
of 1-D seismic velocity models. Red line corresponds to the MP1-SUW model and green line
to the same model without LVZ atop 440 km discontinuity. Black line corresponds to the AK135
model.

596

http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net
http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net/6/559/2014/sed-6-559-2014-print.pdf
http://www.solid-earth-discuss.net/6/559/2014/sed-6-559-2014-discussion.html
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/


SED
6, 559–598, 2014

Upper mantle model
of the western rim of

the EEC

M. Dec et al.

Title Page

Abstract Introduction

Conclusions References

Tables Figures

J I

J I

Back Close

Full Screen / Esc

Printer-friendly Version

Interactive Discussion

D
iscussion

P
aper

|
D

iscussion
P

aper
|

D
iscussion

P
aper

|
D

iscussion
P

aper
|

 40

 1 

 2 

Fig. 11. Histograms of the residuals between the observed traveltimes and the traveltimes 3 

calculated for the MP1-SUW model (left column) and between the observed traveltimes and 4 

the traveltimes calculated for the AK135 model (right column) for the following data: a) a’) 5 

all events, b) b’) events from the CR, c) c’) events from the GTR , d) d’) events from the 6 

JMR, e) e’) events from the WMSR. 7 

 8 

Figure 11. Histograms of the residuals between the observed traveltimes and the traveltimes
calculated for the MP1-SUW model (left column) and between the observed traveltimes and
the traveltimes calculated for the AK135 model (right column) for the following data: (a) (a’) all
events, (b) (b’) events from the CR, (c) (c’) events from the GTR, (d) (d’) events from the JMR,
(e) (e’) events from the WMSR.
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Fig. 12. Histograms of the traveltime residuals between the reflected phases P335P (left 3 

column), the P440P ones (right column) and the calculated traveltimes for the MP1-SUW 4 

model. 5 

Figure 12. Histograms of the traveltime residuals between the reflected phases P335P (left
column), the P440P ones (right column) and the calculated traveltimes for the MP1-SUW model.
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