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FOREWARD

This report was prepared by Wilson Blake, Consulting
Mining Engineer, Hayden Lake, Idaho, under USBM Contract
No. J0215002. The contract was initiated under the Metal
and Nonmetal Health and Safety Research Program. It was
administered under the technical direction of the Spokane
and Denver Research.Centers, with Mr. J. R. McVey and Mr.
F. W. Leighton acting as the Technical Project Officers.
Mr. A. M. Lechuga was the contract administrator for the
Bureau of Mines. This report is a summary of the work re­
cently completed as a part of this contract during the period
November 24, 1980, to June 23, 1982. This report was sub­
mitted by the author on July 12, 1982. No patentable features
resulted from this research.
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CHAPTER 1

THE MICROSEISMIC METHOD

The popping and cracking of the rock accompanying the exca­
vation of some underground openings has long been recognized by
miners as a measure of the stability of the rock surrounding that
opening. Any sudden anamolous change in this "rock talk" was gen­
erally interpreted as a sign o~ potentially unstable conditions.
This would normally result in the miners leaving the face to
allow the rock to settle down. Though this phenomena of rock talk
or rock noise has been reported for many years, not until the late
1930's was special listening equipment developed which allowed an
estimate of rock structure stability based on an analysis of de­
tected rock noise.

Introduction and Background

The microseismic method had its beginning in 1938 when the
U. S. Bureau of Mines conducted research to determine whether a
relationship could be established between seismic velocity and
pillar load. Two seismic geophones were placed in a pillar at
a predetermined separation and a seismic wave caused to propagate
along the pillar. From the time it took this wave to travel be­
tween geophones a seismic velocity could be calculated. It was
postulated that high pillar loads would be reflected by higher
than normal seismic velocities. During these tests it was noticed
that spurious seismic signals at a rate of 4 or 5 a minute, were
apparently being generated within the pillar. It was inferred
that these naturally occurring seismic signals were related to
high stress conditions in the pillar (!).l

Similar tests in a deep copper mine detected these same self­
generated seismic signals. In this case the correlation with high
stress was apparent. During the test, ground that had been quiet
became seismically noisy, and this noise increased for some 15
minutes before terminating with a rock burst some 50 feet from the
test site. It was postulated that if a period of this seismic
noise always preceded rock bursting, its-detection might be used
to forewarn of rock bursts (~).

Based on these findings, the Bureau of Mines began laboratory
and field tests to learn more about the occurrence of these self­
generated seismic signals. Laboratory tests showed that rock
specimens stressed in a testing machine did emit these seismic
signals (subaudible rock noise), and the number of these rock
noises increased dramatically as failure approached (3), as shown
on figure 1-1. Hence, this became the basis for the microseismic
method of determining rock stability.

1. Underlined numbers refer to references at end of chapter.
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The microseismic method is based on the fact that rock under
load responds by making small-scale displacement adjustments to
reach a state of equilibrium. If equilibrium cannot be reached,
these adjustments become more frequent and are characterized by
the release of seismic and acoustic enery--audible rock noise.
In addition to these audible noises, a much larger amount of sub­
audible rock noise is produced that can be detected only with
sensitive geophysical equipment.

The initial microseismic listening equipment was quite sim­
ple. It consisted of a geophone to detect the rock noise vibra­
tion and convert it to an electrical signal, an amolifier to
increase the level of the signal up to 105 times, and a head set
for listening to the amplified signal.

Early field application of the microseismic method consisted
of monitoring or "listening" to suspected unstable rock structures.
The number of rock noises detected was counted and from this a
microsei?mic rate was determined -- usually the number of noises
per minute. A low steady rate, less than a few per minute, was
presumed to be the stable background rate. A high rate, greater
than 10 per minute, was indicative of potentially unstable condi­
tions. Any sudden and dramatic increase in microseismic rate
(lO-to 20-fold) was interpreted as indicating a nearby rock struc­
ture failure was likely, and probably imminent.

Early Use and Failure Prediction

Initial field use of the microseismic method was directed
towards prediction of rock bursts. This work was carried out in
the U. S. by the Bureau of Mines (4), and in Canada by the Fed­
eral Department of Mines (5). While it was hoped that all rock
bursting would be preceded-by an easily recognizable and dramatic
increase in the microseismic rate, it was found to be not so clear
cut in practice. This is best illustrated by figure 1-2 which
shows the results of microseismic monitoring in a burst prone mine
in Northern Michigan. It should be noted the "predictions" were
not made during actual monitoring, but after the fact using burst
criteria based on detailed analyses of the data. During the 40­
day monitoring period 14 predictions would have been made; 9 pre­
dictions would have been followed by bursts,S predictions would
not have been followed by bursts, and 2 bursts would not have been
predicted. It was concluded both in the U. S. and Canada that
the microseismic method was not accurate enough for routine,
practical rock-burst prediction.

The microseismic method was also being used in a number of
hard rock mines to detect unstable pillars and loose roof. The
procedure was to monitor active working areas in a mine by insert­
ing geophones into drill holes in pillars or walls and listening
for 15 to 30 minutes. Stable conditions were reflected by low
microseismic rates, and unstable conditions were characterized by
high and increasing noise rates. Plots of microseismic activity
for different mine structures were normally maintained so that
trends in the data could be seen.

-12-



FIGURE 1-2-- FORTY-TWO DAY CHART OF SUBAUDIBLE NOISES AHMEEK MINE, 44th level stope(i)
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The success of most microseismic monitoring largely depended
upon the listener's knowledge and enthusiasm. With a little ex­
perience an operator could easily distinguish rock noise from
mine and cultural noise. In fact, some operators became very
good at judging whether the rock noise was from a pillar or from
the surrounding rock. An experienced operator could monitor
during mining activity, but usually monitoring was conducted be­
tween shifts or during lunch or dinner breaks when mining activity
was curtailed or at a minimum. While the microseismic method
showed real potential, determination of a true rock noise event
and its location was frought with uncertainty.

Publication of the initial Bureau of Mines results led to
use of the microseismic method throughout the world in both hard
and soft rock mines and civil engineering excavations. Monitor­
ing procedures were essentially unchanged except that single
channel monitoring was often replaced by rnultigeophone monitoring,
with the output of the amplified geophones recorded on slow-speed
chart paper. This not only allowed monitoring of a larger area
but, enabled observers to make judgments about the origin and
relative size of individual rock noise events. It was presumed
that when an event was detected by more than one geophone the
channel reflecting the greatest amplitude was nearest the source.
This type of recording made determination of a true rock noise
event easier, since most events would appear coincidentally on
two or more channels. Furthermore, recording intervals could be
programmed on timers, which eliminated the need for manned moni­
toring.

However, the overall results of these monitoring efforts re­
mained the same -- it was too subjective and qualitative to be
reliably used for delineating high stress or potential failure
zones. There were some notable infrequent successes, but by only
a few special operators. Hence, after nearly 20 years of use,
the microseismic method was still regarded as more of a novelty
than an engineering tool. It had not really advanced beyond its
initial, early successes, despite considerable usage and continued
research by the Bureau of Mines (~).

During this period the same phenomenon was independently
discovered in metals and referred to as acoustic emissions.
Acoustic emission research in metals rapidly expanded, enjoying
somewhat greater success than that achieved with microseismic
monitoring in geologic medi~.

Using the results of microseismic or acoustic emission moni­
toring, whether in rock or metal, one could say only that a
potentially unstable condition existed. Generally it was impos­
sible to pinpoint or delineate the unstable zone, and when a
failure was expected it was essentially impossible to predict its
time of occurrence.
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Evolution and Refinements

With the coming of the space age in the early 1960's and
resulting availability of solid state, off-the-shelf, electronic
components, both microseismic and acoustic emission techniques
became more sophisticated. Single-channel monitoring with 1940
vintage equipment gave way to multiple channel monitoring on
magnetic tape. The fact that a single rock noise or acoustic
emission event could be detected by a number of geophones prompted
researchers to try determining the source location by triangula­
tion. On the witwatersrand in South Africa, Cook used an array
of 14 velocity gage geophones to locate the source of large seis­
mic events and rock bursts accompanying deep mining (7). His data
was recorded on medium speed magnetic tape, and source locations
were determined from the first arrival times of the seismic wave
at each geophone. He combined this information with the geophone
coordinates and used a string model analogue to calculate the
source coordinates. He reported that most of the seismic activity
released by mining was located in the solid rock immediately ahead
of the working face.

In the mid 1960's the Bureau of Mines reactivated microseis­
mic research because of increasing interest by both mining and
construction companies in the microseismic method. A broad-band
microseismic system was developed for determining microseismic
event source locations in the field (8). Using this new equip­
ment and new data analysis procedures-it was possible to detect,
locate and plot the source of each rnicroseismic event (9,10).
From such studies in deep mines it became possible to delineate
high stress zones, potential rock burst zones, and to recognize
some characteristic patterns that lead to rock bursting, as shown
on figure 1-3. Concurrent research on rock bursting demonstrated
that in certain instances bursting could be controlled in mine
pillars by drilling and blasting destress holes (11). The micro­
seismic method proved invaluable in evaluating the-results of
destressing efforts. Seeing the potential of this research as a
practical tool for deep mining, the Bureau of Mines developed an
automatic rock-burst monitoring system which they called an
REM (12). This was followed by development of a minicomputer
monitoring system which the Bureau of Mines still uses in research
investigations.

Laboratory studies utilizing source locations of generated
microseismic events in specimens under increasing load showed that
it was possible to map the location of microfractures. Further­
more, under increasing stress, these isolated microcracks began
to group and coalesce along the eventual major failUre plane (13,
14). During this same period acoustic emission researchers worK­
ing in metals developed similar monitoring equipment to study the
behavior of vessels under high pressure. They affixed an array
of detectors or pickups on the outside of the vessel to detect
and locate acoustic emissions as the vessel was pressurized. with
high speed electronic counting and processing equipment it was
possible to detect and locat~ acoustic emissions at rates up to
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thousands per second. A minicomputer controlled this type of
monitoring system and displayed source locations and event rate
counts for different areas of the vessel on a TV screen in real
time.

The ability to locate the source of a microseismic or acoustic
emission event essentially revolutionized the microseismic method.
This led to rock burst monitoring in deep hard rock mines, coal
bump monitoring in deep coal mines, location of trapped miners,
mapping of hydrofractures, etc. Also, microseismic monitoring of
surface structures, such as open pit mines, has been used to de­
tect and locate potential sliding planes.

Meanwhile, traditional microseismic monitoring with single
channel equipment continued in both underground and surface ex­
cavations. Though these efforts weren't generally as successful
as monitoring with locating systems, the use of the microseismic
method in evaluating the stability of landslides or cut slopes
proved to be effective (15,16,17). The most noteworthy of these
efforts was the work routinely-Carried out by the California Hi­
way Department to evaluate slide zones (18). Here it was shown
that high microseismic rates were indicative of a moving or un­
stable slope. In some cases road closures through landslide areas
were based on the results of this monitoring.

By the end of the 1960's the microseismic or acoustic emis­
sion methods were being successfully used in both mining and civil
applications in both underground and surface excavations. In
addition, laboratory studies of both rocks and metals provided
needed and useful data with respect to the behavior of these ma­
terials under load. The microseismic method had finally become
of age as a useful engineering tool.

Engineering Tool for Mining and Civil Excavations

The use of microseismic or acoustic emission techniques
for determining the stability of structures is now well accepted
in mining, civil and metallurgical fields; however, its most
successful application remains in rock burst monitoring. Pattern­
ed after the Bureau of Mines RBM system, the first industrial
owned computer controlled microseismic monitoring system was de­
veloped in 1972 by the Hecla Mining Company for use at their Lucky
Friday Mine. Since then mining companies have installed rock
burst monitoring systems in the Western Deep Level Mine in South
Africa, the Sunshine, Star, Galena and Crescent mines in the
Coeur d'Alene mining district of North Idaho,Mount Isa Mine in
Australia, the East Malartic, Creighton and Falconbridge mines in
Canada, and the El Teniente Mine in Chile.
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Data from these monitoring systems are used to delineate
high stress and potential burst zones and evaluate rock burst
control measures. Based on a sudden increase of microseismic
activity during working hours, as shown on figure 1-4, miners
have been evacuated from stopes prior to the occurrence of a
rock burst (20). Although it is not difficult to delineate
burst-prone areas, the time of occurrence of fewer than 10 rock
bursts worldwide have been accurately predicted with the present
state of the art. Data from monitoring is most often used to
determine where and when destress blasting or a-mining change
may be necessary to improve rock burst control. Figure 1-5, a
plot of microseismic energy released by mining in two burst-prone
stopes, indicates that destressing a .floor prior to mining great­
ly reduced the seismic hazard (21). Without microseismic moni­
toring it is almost impossible to quantitatively assess improve­
ments in rock burst control resulting from mining changes.

Microseismic monitoring in underground coal mines has
reached an equally high level of sophistication. Poland, Czech­
oslovakia and West Germany have extensive automatic monitoring
programs in progress with very encouraging results in improving
ground control and reducing the hazard from coal bumps (22, 23,
24). In the U. S. The Bureau of Mines and pennsylva~ia state­
university have been conducting similar monitoring programs (25,
£§.) • -

In the civil engineering field, microseismic or acoustic
emission monitoring has been found useful in a wide variety of
applications. stability monitoring of large underground storage
cavities, particularly those containing a pressurized gas, has
great potential for detecting and locating any potential failure
zones (27). The monitoring of earth dams and embankments is
rapidly~ecoming routine as a result of the research and field
studies carried out under a Bureau of Mines contract by Drexel
University over the past few years (~' ~).

In addition to field studies in the low to moderate frequency
ranges, 10 - 10,000 Hz, an increasing number of studies are being
conducted at much higher frequencies. Monitoring in the 35+ KHz
range has been successfully used to detect potential outburst
zones and roof fall areas in coal mines (lQ,1!).

It should be noted that single channel listening is still
providing effective results in a number of mining and civil appli­
cations. Although the data from this type of monitoring may be
more qualitative than quantitative, there are advantages to having
portable instrumentation that can be easily transported to any
particular suspected problem area and immediately put into ser­
vice.

Besides field applications, microseisrnic or acoustic emission
monitoring studies are proving to be very useful in studying the
mechanisms of rock failure. Much of this work is being carried
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out by the U. S. Geological Survey in conjunction with their
earthquake research (~, ll).

The level of sophistication of the latest microseismic or
acoustic emission monitoring equipment has presented problems for
mine operators or construction contractors in finding personnel
with the training and background needed for installation, main­
tenance and operation.

Need for Microseismic Handbook

Mining and construction companies throughout the world have
shown great interest in using microseismic monitoring to deal with
specific ground control problems. They have resources for pur­
chase but have expressed concern or experienced difficulty in
finding and maintaining staff knowledgeable enough to develop,
install and adequately operate a microseismic or rock burst mon­
itoring system.

Because most applications differ with respect to site, con­
ditions and purpose, monitoring systems are generally tailored to
suit a particular use; hence, the selection of the components of
a system is critical. Also,even the most sophisticated state-of­
the-art rnicroseismic monitoring system will not function properly
if not installed correctly. The choice of the number of geophones
and their location is critical for accurate source location. Fur­
thermore, the proper operation of a microseismic monitoring system
is the key to obtaining usable data.

This publication has been prepared because of industry's need
for practical guidelines dealing with all phases of microseismic
monitoring.
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CHAPTER 2

PROPERTIES OF MICROSEISMIC EVENTS

The mining of underground openings changes the stress field
immediately ahead of an advancing face. The new heading is sub­
jected to stress increases of from 2 to 5 times the premining
stresses. The rock responds by deforming, and, if the loads are
high enough, by cracking.

Microseismic Activity

Microseismic activity is generated by the deformation and
cracking of the rock around an opening as it tries to achieve
equilibrium under a new geometry or changing stress conditions.
If equilibrium is reached, the deformation and accompanying micro­
seismic activity cease. If equilibrium is not reached, deforma­
tion and microseismic activity continue. If the deformation
process leads to instability and rock failure occurs, the micro­
seismic activity increases dramatically -- with respect to both
frequency of occurrence and intensity (magnitude).

A specific mechanism that initiates a microseismic or seis­
mic event is not readily determinable. Whether it is sliding,
cracking, shearing, crushing, etc., can rarely be determined -­
and then only by rather complicated and time-consuming studies.

Fundamental Properties

Microseismic activity is generally characterized by a set
of parameters associated with the occurrence of a single micro­
seismic event or a group of events. Some commonly used para­
meters are defined as follows:

1) Total Events or Accumulated Activity -- The total
number of events detected during a specific time
interval.

2) Microseismic Rate or Rock Noise Rate -- The number
of events detected per unit time.

3) Microseismic or Peak Amplitude -- The maximum ampli­
tude of a recorded event in arbitrary units.

4) Microseismic Energy A measure of the magnitude
of a detected event as determined by any of a number
of methods.

5) Total Energy or Accumulated Energy -- The sum of the
energy released by all events detected during a
specific time interval.
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6) Energy Release Rate or Energy Rate -- The sum of
the energy released by all events detected per
unit time.

7) Energy per Event -- The total energy divided by
the total events detected during a specific time
interval.

Parameters associated with the waveform of a microseismic event
are shown on figure 2-1. Note that the threshold level is ar­
bitrary, normally set equal to two or three times the background
noise level.

The frequency spectrum of microseismic events is very broad.
Small events associated with the formation of microcracks have
frequencies in the 105 to 10 6 Hz range. Large events, such as
rock bursts, are made up of frequencies in the 10 2 to 10 3 Hz
range. It is apparent that, depending on the volume of rock in­
volved and the source mechanism for releasing the seismic or
microseismic energy, the frequency of an event can vary greatly
with respect to both location and time. To further complicate
the frequency characteristics of microseismic events, the earth
acts as a low pass filter; hence, high frequency components of
any event are rapidly attenuated. Figure 2-2 shows the fre­
quency ranges over which seismic and microseismic studies are
most commonly conducted. Figure 2-3 shows frequency spectrums
for typical microseismic events detected in field studies, in­
dicating that waveform of an individual event is made up of a
wide range of frequency components. Figure 2~4 shows how in­
creased travel time or distance attenuates the high frequency
components of a microseismic event detected at 2 geophone
locations separated a few hundred feet.

Pulse durations of microseismic events vary from micro­
seconds for very small high frequency events up to tens of
seconds for large rock bursts. Most microseismic events are
low level with respect to energy release. The magnitude and
energy level of microseismic and seismic events depend on the
volume and characteristics of the rock that was overstressed
and suddenly failed or displaced, releasing stored strain
energy. The formation of a microcrack releases energy in the
10 6 ft -lb range; whereas major rock bursts have been as large
as 5+ on the Richter earthquake scale. Thus, the energy re­
leased in a microseismic event can vary from something barely
detected with sensitive geophysical equipment to something
felt and heard over tens of miles. In general, the larger
the event the lower the frequency, and for all events most
of the energy is contained in the lower frequency components
of the seismic or microseismic wave.
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Whereas, the waveform of a microseismic event is very com­
plex, containing high and low frequency components, it is
generally possible to distinguish both P (compressional) and S
(shear) waves. The P-wave is always the first arrival wave since
it propagates at a higher seismic velocity than the S-wave. (See
Richter's "Elementary Seismology" (3) for a basic treatment of
siesmic waves.) Most of the energy associated with microseismic
events resulting from changing mine geometry appears to be in
the S portion of the wave.

Application to Monitoring

Ideally, microseismic monitoring equipment should be suf­
ficiently broad band to respond to all frequencies. This equip­
ment should also have enough dynamic range to detect all events
from microcracking through rock bursting. Because of equipment
and economic limitations, it is not possible to build a moni­
toring system suitable for all applications. Consequently, one
must generally design the monitoring equipment to match the
characteristics of the microseismic events generated at any par­
ticular site. That is, the frequency response, dynamic range
and amplification of the monitoring system must be capable of
detecting and processing a majority of the events occurring at
a mine or within a particular study zone. Furthermore, the
severity of the problem and the purpose of the monitoring should
be taken into account when developing a monitoring system, as the
costs and hazard resulting from potential failures usually dic­
tate the sophistication of the system.

To select the proper components of a microseismic monitor­
ing system, one must first conduct a test program to determine
the characteristics of the microseismic events being generated
on site. This can be done with a single broad-band geophone,
amplifier and storage oscilloscope, or with multichannel re­
cording on magnetic tape. From such a test program, the fre­
quency range, magnitude range, attenuation characteristics and
propagation velocities of the microseismic events can be deter­
mined. An example of a good test program to determine the
characteristics of microseismic events at a site prior to de­
veloping and purchasing a microseismic monitoring system is the
program that was carried out by Mount Isa Mines in Australia (4).
Before discussing test programs a description of rnicroseisrnic ­
equipment is necessary.

-31-





References

1. Hardy, H. R., Jr. Application of Acoustic Emission
Techniques to Rock Mechanics Research. Acoustic
Emission, ASTM, STP 505, 1972, pp. 41-83.

2. Blake, W., F. W. Leighton and W. I. Duvall, Micro­
seismic Techniques for Monitoring the Behavior of
Rock structures. Bu Mines Bull. 665, 65 p., 1974.

3. Richter, C. F. Elementary Seismology. W. H. Freeman
and Co., San Francisco, CA, 1958, pp. 316-323.

4. Godson, R. A., M. C. Bridges and B. M. McKavanagh.
A 32-channel Rock Noise Source Location System.
Proc. Second Conf. AE/MS Activity in Geologic
Structures and Materials, Penn. State Univ.,
November 1978, Trans Tech Publications, 1980,
pp. 117-161.

-32-





CHAPTER 3

MICROSEISMIC EQUIPMENT

Seismic, microseismic and acoustic emission monitoring
systems perform essentially identical functions. They all de­
tect and record or register ground motions produced by sudden
shock displacement or failure within a rock mass or oiher
material.

Components of a Microseismic System

The basic components of a microseismic system are shown on
figure 3-1.

Geophones

A point in a rock mass moves up and down and back and forth
as a transient seismic wave passes through the point. These
ground motions can be measured with respect to rock particle dis­
placement, velocity and acceleration with time. Velocity gages
and accelerometers are used as transducers for microseismic geo­
phones. The geophone case, attached to the rock mass, moves with
respect to its contents when the rock mass is vibrated by a
passing seismic wave.

a. Velocity Gages

Velocity gages consist of a case containing a suspended coil
and a fixed magnet (figure 3-2). Ground vibrations cause this
magnet to move with respect to the coil in a way that generates
a voltage proportional to the particle velocity, or rate of par­
ticle displacement. Velocity gages are constructed to respond
to vertical or horizontal vibrations, therefore, the gage ori­
entation must correspond to the direction of motion to be sensed.

Typical specifications of a velocity gage transducer would
include:

Size

Core

Sensitivity
Coil resistance
Natural frequency
Frequency response:

diameter
lenEJth
weight

weight
displacement

1.0 v/in/sec
870 ohm
8 Hz
10 - 2500 Hz
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The low output impedance of a velocity gage is desirable because
it can be readily matched to most amplifiers or recording equip­
ment. The sensitivity (output) of the transducer must be high
enough to allow detection of the desired rock noise activity.
Selection of a high output transducer can sometimes eliminate
the need for high amplification and provides better signal-to­
noise ratios. It must be remembered that increased amplification
also means increased noise level in a system.

b. Accelerometers

Accelerometers usually consist of a piezoelectric material
attached to a suspended mass such that the motion between the
case and the mass generates a voltage in the piezoelectric ele­
ment that is proportional to rock particle acceleration, or rate
of particle velocity. (See figure 3-2).

Some essential specifications for a piezoelectric accelero­
meter might be:

Size diameter
length
weight

1.0 in
0.9 in
3.8 oz

Capacitance
Sensitivity

Resonance frequency
Frequency response

135 pF
charge 85 pcrnb/q
voltage 0.35 v/g-

16,000 Hz
2 - 3,000 Hz (+ 5%).

The electrical characteristics of a piezoelectric accelero­
meter are very different from the previously discussed velocity
gage. The piezoelectric accelerometer is a capacitive device
which has a very high impedance -- stated as a capacitance value.
To match the high impedance output of the accelerometer a charge
amplifier or a voltage amplifier with a high input impedance must
be used.

Velocity gages and accelerometers are most sensitive to vi­
brations in the 1 - 2500 Hz and 10 - 50,000 + Hz frequency ranges
respectively. For this reason, velocity gages are used for low
to moderate frequency work, such as seismic exploration and
micro-earthquake studies; and accelerometers are used in higher
frequency applications, such as impact or crack .detection studies.

Because of the broad frequency-spectrum (10 to 50 +KHz range)
of microseismic events, transducers in microseismic geophones are
usually velocity gages or accelerometers. Transducers, similar
to those shown on figure 3-2, can be purchased with a wide selec­
tion of sensitivity and frequency response. For detailed micro­
seismic monitoring a highly sensitive accelerometer is normally
used because it is more suited to detect higher signal frequencies.
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For minewide rock burst monitoring a velocity gage is normally
used because of lower signal frequencies. Tests and procedures
for determining the most suitable type transducer for a given
application are discussed in Chapter 4 and Appendix A.

c. Preamplifier

Virtually all microseismic installations use a preamplifier
located at the transducer. For velocity gage transducers the
preamplifier is necessary because the gage output is very low
level, and this signal might be lost in extraneous noise picked
up by the transducer cable and associated connections. For
accelerometers the situation is worse, because its impedance is
very high, and without preamplification any appreciable cable
length will attenuate its output below usable levels.

Impedance between the transducer and the preamplifier must
be matched to prevent both power loss and noise generation. Ve­
locity gages, which have a low impedance output, can be connected
to either a bipolar or FET (field effect transistor) type pre­
amplifier. Accelerometers, however, because of their high imped­
ance output, should only be connected to FET or charge amplifiers.
To accomodate either a velocity gage or accelerometer, a high
input impedance (PET) voltage preamplifier is normally used.

The bipolar, single ended preamplifier is a three terminal
device having a common input and output terminal. This type of
instrumentation amplifier is used in most audio and line driver
applications. Typical specifications for an instrumentation pre­
amplifier would include:

Gain
Accuracy
Bandwidth
Input impedance
Output impedance
Noise

Common mode
Single ended or

1 to 2500 in steps of 1,10,100,1000
+ .01% to + .1%
DC to 100 KHz
1 to 100 megohms
0.1 ohm to 100 ohms
0.5 microvolt p to p at 10 KHz
2.0 microvolt RMS at 10 KHz
(referred to input)
120 db DC to 60 Hz + 25v

differential.
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The FET preamplifier is basically a bipolar amplifier with
a high input impedance. Specifications for this type preampli~

fier would include:

Gain
Gain stability
Bandwidth
Input impedance
Output impedance
Noise

10,100 or 1000
+ 0.1 db
0.1 Hz to 100 KHz
1000 megohms
30 to 100 ohms
2.0 microvolts over 100 KHz
(referred to shorted input).

The charge amplifier is basically an FET amplifier with a
capacitance feedback loop. This amplifier is designed specifical­
ly to be used with very high impedance piezoelectric crystal type
transducers. The charge amplifier has an advantage over the volt­
age type amplifier because its gain is independent of the input
and cable capacitances. The gain of a charge amplifier is ex­
pressed in mv/pcmb (millivolts per picocoulomb). Some general
specifications for a charge amplifier might be:

Input connection: single ended
Source impedance: 50,000 pf maximum
Maximum input + 10,000 pcmb
Gain I mv/pcm~
Range .01 g to 10,000 g
Accuracy + 1%
Bandwidth ~.l Hz to 10 KHz
Output impedance: 100 ohms maximum
Output voltage + 10v pk, 0.1 Hz to 5 KHz
Residual noise 50 microvolts with 1000 pf
Source capacitance

The differential amplifier is most often used with transducers
having low level ouput signals and where common mode and electrical
noise problems are dominant. The unique feature of differential
amplifiers is that their rejection voltage is common to both input
terminals, thereby cancelling common mode and circuit noise volt­
ages which appear equally at each terminal. This results in only
the signal or the differential voltage being amplified. The dif­
ferential amplifier is best suited for minimizing electrical and
grounding noise in applications where low impedance, velocity gage
transducers are used. Specifications for differential amplifiers
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are the same as those given previously for the bipolar amplifier.
A more fundamental treatment of amplifiers and electrical noise
problems is given in Appendix B.

The preamplifier should have a fixed gain in the 40 - 60 db
range (100 - 1000 gain), a noise level in the 2.0 microvolt
range (referred to a shorted input), a flat or uniform frequency
response over the frequency range of interest, and low output
impedance to transmit signals over long cable lengths without
losses. The microseismic geophone, consisting of transducer
and preamplifier, must be robust and waterproof and should be
compact enough to fit into a 2 - inch diameter hole.

Cables

In most microseismic applications, the geophone or geo­
phone array is placed at some distance from the processing unit;
hence, the geophone output signals must be transmitted. A number
of transmission means, including wireless and fiber optic, are
being investigated for microseismic systems, but presently the
metallic electrical cable is the most reliable, economical and
widely used. Cables offer both capacitance and resistance to
signals being transmitted. A long transmission line acts as a
low pass filter with loss. A high frequency signal (fast rise
time) becomes more rounded and attenuated as the signal propa­
gates down the line. The resistance of the cable wires also
causes an overall reduction in signal amplitude. These combined
effects limit the frequency response that can be transmitted by
a given type and length of cable. The larger the wire or gage
size the less resistance and usually less capacitance. When
running long lengths one should select a cable with as low a
capacitance and resistance per foot as economically possible,
considering size, weight and installation factors.

Microseismic cables must be shielded to prevent electrical
field interference and should have a waterproof jacket. Vinyl
covered cables are generally not satisfactory for underground
installation. Polypropylene covered cables designed for direct
burial are preferred. Where water is present, such as in a wet
shaft, the cable should be filled to prevent moisture infiltra­
tion should the cable jacket become cut or nicked. Also, armoured
cable is recommended in areas where cables are vulnerable to falls
of rock and/or heavy equipment traffic •. For most microseismic
applications 20-or 22-gage stranded cable is used.

For single-ended preamplifiers, 3-conductor shielded cable
is normally used, since the additional conductor permits trans­
mission of power back to the preamplifier. For differential
amplifiers, 4-conductor shielded cable is used so that the trans­
ducer signal common ground is isolated from the earth ground.
The geophone high and low (common) signal lines are tied directly
to the differential inputs of the amplifier, thereby floating the
geophone (no ground).
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Most widespread underground geophone arrays are cabled
back to the data processing unit through a system of junction
boxes and multipair trunk-line cables. Line operated power
supplies are located underground at these junction boxes to
supply a number of preamplifiers. wiring procedures are dis­
cussed in a ~ater chapter, and eliminating or minimizing elec­
trical noise in cables is discussed in Appendix B.

Data Processor

Microseismic events that are detected by a geophone or
geophones are converted to electrical signals, preamplified and
transmitted to a data processing unit. The data processor can
be very simple, consisting of only a post _amplifer and an out­
put stage for some single-channel, portable systems. On the
other hand, the data processor in a rock burst monitoring sys­
tem is usually very sophisticated. It may contain a signal
conditioning section, a timing and control section, an energy
section, a waveform analysis section, a calculating section and
an output section, as shown in figure 3-3.

The signal conditioning section consists of filtering and/
or post amplification. Depending on their nature and severity,
electrical or mechanical noise at a site may have to be filtered
out because they mask the microseismic signals. Filtering, how­
ever, must not resul t in the loss of legitimate microseismic ­
signals. Usually the filtering will cut off unwanted high or
low frequencies, depending on the application. Notch filtering
to eliminate a particular frequency, such as 60 Hz, is not un­
common in low frequency applications. Post amplification is
necessary if the level of preamplified signals is still too low
for detection by processing or recording equipment. This is the
case in most microseismic applications. The exception is in
mine wide rock burst monitoring, where most signal levels are
high enough so that output from a 60-db gain preamplifier need
not be further amplified. Matching the post amplifier to the pre­
amplifier is usually not a problem. For differential preampli­
fier output, a post amplifier orline balancing unit with a diff­
erential input is required. Post amplifiers usually provide a
gain of 80 db (10,000 gain) in 2 to 6 db steps. These amplifiers
should also have low internal circuit noise and broad frequency
response.

The timing and control section of the data processor is
usually a combination of hardware and software to provide:

1) an initial trigger that starts a time window
when any geophone output exceeds a preset
threshold voltage,

2) timing of subsequent first arrivals at other
geophones as threshold voltages are exceeded,

3) a signal to an energy integrating circuit or
a waveform analysis circuit to operate on the
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incoming waveform at one or more channels,

4) a determination of whether a minimum number
of geophones have been hit during the time
window to consider the event real,

5) day, date and time-of-day information re­
garding the triggering event,

6) a flag at the end of the time window that
causes a reset on false events and a data
transfer plus reset on good events.

Whereas all this data may be provided for each individual event
in a rock burst monitoring system, only day, date and time-of­
day may be provided in a single-channel portable system.

The calculating section of the data processor receives data
from the timing and control section to determine:

1) x,y,z, source location coordinates for each event,

2) microseismic rates and/or total number of counts or
threshold crossings,

3) amplitude, energy and frequency distributions,

4) energy release rates and/or total energy,

5) statistical manipulation of the above data.

Whereas the timing and control section of earlier data­
processor units were made up of hardware components, recent
trends are towards microprocessor based systems. Where complex
or lengthy calculations are necessary, such as in a three dimen­
sional source location system, additional processor capabilities
are required.

Output Stage

The output stage of a microseismic monitoring system can
consist of a wide variety of display or storage options as shown
in figure 3-4. One usually has no problem assembling and analyz­
ing small volumes of data, generated at a slow rate, and making
a continuous engineering evaluation of a structure's stability.
However, additional computer capability is required for meaning­
ful analysis of large volumes of data generated at a high rate.
In this latter case, the outputted data can be transmitted via
a direct data-transmission link to an online, interactive mini­
computer.

It should be noted that an online minicomputer can be
used for other applications or for batch processing on an inter­
rupt and priority-tasking schedule.
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Microseismic Systems

Early microseismic systems were developed and constructed
inhouse, but, with widespread usage commercial units became avail­
able. Now a number of manufacturers, listed in Appendix C, sell
both components and complete microseismic monitoring systems.

Single-ehannel Systems

The first, and still available, commercial microseismic
monitoring system was the Seismitron, of the Walter Nold Company.
This instrument, shown in figure 3-5, consists of a geophone probe
containing a crystal transducer and an impedance matching trans­
former, an amplifier, a headset and a counter. A small meter on
the amplifier deflects when an event is detected and isalso used
as a battery and amplifier operating-level check. An additional
output jack is available to record from or display the amplified
geophone output.

The Seismitron detects signals in the audio frequency range
of 20 - 15,000 Hz but is most sensitive to signals in the 1000 H~z

range. A number of other single-channel microseismic or acoustic­
emission monitoring units are available. Most of these later
units are more sophisticated, having variable frequency response,
filtering capabilities, data processing capabilities, and usually
some form of printed or hard copy output.

MUlti-Geophone Systems

Multi-geophone portable and fixed systems are available for
both microseismic and acoustic-emission monitoring. These systems
are basically identical to the single-channel system except that
up to 8 channels of microseismic data from one or more monitoring
locations are obtained simultaneously. Figure 3-6 shows typical
multi-geophone monitoring systems.

Source Location Systems

The most sophisticated of the microseismic monitoring
systems is the arrival-time source-location system. In the acous­
tic emission field, source location systems have principally been
used to monitor the behavior of highly pressurized steel vessels.
In the geotechnical field they have mainly been used to monitor
rock bursts.

Initially, rock burst monitoring units were only available
in component form, but now complete systems can be purchased.
One such system, the Electrolab 250 MP, shown in figure 3-7, is
described.

The geophone consists of a 1.0 v/in/sec vertical or hori­
zontal-mounted velocity gage followed by a 60-db gain differen­
tial preamplifier. The frequency response of the geophone is
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flat (±3 db) in the 10 - 2500 Hz range. Four-conductor shielded
cable is used to connect the geophone to the data processor or
to an underground junction box. Power, 18 to 28 vdc, is supplied
to geophones through 1 pair of the four conductors.

The signal conditioning section of the data processing unit
consists of a line balancing receiver and a filter interface.
The filters cut off all frequencies above 2500 Hz. Adjustable
threshold voltage sensors serve as the interface to the micro­
processor timing and control section. This section contains an
adjustable time window, an event timer with a 50-microsecond ar­
rival time resolution, an energy integrator, and a time of day
clock. The calculating section is a high speed arithmetic micro­
processor that calculates the source coordinates of detected
events. A 50-event storage buffer prevents loss of events during
high data rates. The output section contains a high speed printer
and/or a data transmission port. Output data is the day, date,
time-of-day, geophone and arrival times, energy number, and x,
y, z source coordinates of each event. With a time window of 100
milliseconds, up to 9 events per second can be detected and pro­
cessed.

Short-Period Seismograph

An RBM (rock burst monitoring) system will determine first
arrival times, source location and energy number for large seismic
events (bumps and bursts) occurring in a mine. However, the
amplitude and duration of these events saturates the RBM, causing
any number of echo events until the amplitude tails off and final­
ly drops below threshold. In addition, during mine blasting when
both blasting events and microseismic events are occurring at high
data rates, it is not uncommon to miss small events or get scramb­
led arrival times for large events. Hence, a short-period seismo­
graph that provides hard copy of all large mine-related seismic
events, as well as local and distant earthquakes, is a useful '
adjunct to an RBM installation. The short-period system can be
very helpful in estimating energy levels of bursts and bumps.

A typical short-period seismic system is shown in the block
diagram in figure 3-8. The transducer, or seismometer, is usually
a highly sensitive velocity gage. The seismometer, shown in
figure 3-9, consists of a large mass supported by springs. This
mass is centered in stationary coils. Ground motion moves the
coils, which are rigidly attached to the case, while the mass tends to
remain at rest. Such a seismometer can respond to frequencies in
the 1 to 100 Hz range, with a sensitivity in the 16 v/in/sec
range. The seismometer should be mounted on a concrete pier
poured on bedrock, and can be oriented horizontally or vertically.
In most mining operations a vertical orientation is used. A pre­
amplifier is usually attached directly to the seismometer and
protected from the environment.
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The preamplifier has high gain and low noise, with a nomi­
nal 4 K ohm impedance to match the critically damped seismometer.
The preamplifier has a low or high gain setting, 112 db and 70 db
attenuation, respectively, with plug-in or switch-selectable low
or high frequency band pass filters.

The frequency response is dependent on the filters, and is
usually set from .01 Hz to 10 Hz for U. S. Bureau of Mines short­
period seismic monitoring~ The seismometer preamplifier is
usually battery operated to eliminate ground loops and minimize
electrical noise pickup. .

The processing part of the system consists of a post ampli­
fier and drum recorder. Heat writing pens are preferred over
ink pens to minimize maintenance under mine environmental condi­
tions. A timing system, synchronized with WWV, is used to pro­
vide minute, hour, and 24-hour timing marks on the 36-inch
removable sheet recording paper. This timing signal is inserted
as an electrical signal into the post amplifer so that it appears
as part of the recorded signal. Basic controls allow the user to
set the recording speed, sensitivity, time-of-day, clock timing
mark, amplitude and calibrate the total system. Figure 3-10
shows a picture of a short-period recording system.

A seismogram from a short-period seismic system, with a
recorded rock burst, is shown in figure 3-11. A brief discussion
on the interpretation of seismograph records for rock burst
studies is included in Appendix D.
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FIGURE 3-10--PROCESSING UNIT AND RECORDING DRUM, SHORT-PERIOD SEISMOMETER

-52-



R " n..- '"

" i\-...... III ..-. I .. -..:-
---n ..
I

~
!

---JI ,
"....
n

~ ad--- -- ..
"" .;". '"

" ~ • I •",

I... t. .
y

.'"- ~

I.oIL .- ~

.---.. " III ...
'"

I
,

- --- '.- _. ---- '- .. -

:======::i"~=:::===============~"~=================~n.-n n _",--

E~~§~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~§ft:=" " "--
===~ R tl=:
=======~:~=================j~~=================:R=

===~========::::ii::============:t:=: 2 R==
" " "--n " n....-
P=========R==========!b
II " I\-

FIGURE 3-11-- SEISMOGRAPH RECORD SHOWING A ROCK BURST

-53-





CHAPTER 4

DEVELOPING A MICROSEISMIC SYSTEM

The need for microseismic monitoring usually arises from
an increase in the occurrence of rock failures that cause haz­
ardous working conditions, damage to equipment and workings,
and production delays. Such occurrences, particularly when
preceded by audible rock noises, are capable of being detected
and recognized at an early stage--usually in sufficient time for
the potential failure to be controlled. A number of factors
must be considered when developing a microseismic monitoring
system. The microseismic components should be matched to the
characteristics of the rock noise events generated on site.
The mine or site cultural and background noise must be determined
so that signal interference problems can be eliminated or mini­
mized. And, the nature of the rock stability problem must be
taken into account, as the degree of sophistication of the micro­
seismic system will depend on the severity of the problem.
Hence, to determine these factors a test program should be
carried out prior to selecting and ordering microseismic com­
ponents.

Test Program

This test program should determine the following parameters
with respect to rock noises being generated on site:

II frequency range
2) amplitude range
3) attenuation and propagation characteristics
4) seismic velocity characteristics
5) background noise characteristics.

From these data it will be possible to choose the best type of
geophone, determine the amount of amplification necessary, the
distance a geophone will cover, and whether source locations
are possible.

A minimum test program would involve monitoring on 9ite
with a portable microseismic unit consisting of two accelero­
meter pickups, pre-and post amplifiers, a battery-powered storage
oscilloscope, and a headset. The procedure is to set up this
equipment in potential trouble locations, carry out seismic velo­
city tests, and observe the detected microseismic events. Both
P and S wave seismic velocities are estimated from hammer blow
tests, as shown on figure 4-1. The seismic wave from the hammer
blow impact triggers the oscilloscope sweep when it reaches the
first geophone. Seismic velocities can then be determined from
the P and S wave first arrivals at the second geophone, based on
the initial deviation of the signal above background. Simple
measurements of the oscilloscope trace of an event will establish
its frequency and amplitude. Identification of both the P and S
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wave determine the distance the event traveled from source to
geophone. Figure 4-2 shows how to determine these parameters
from the oscilloscope trace of a detected microseismic event.
The attentuation and propagation characteristics of the site
can be estimated by carrying out hammer blow tests at various
known distances and plotting the resulting frequencies and
amplitudes determined for each distance. The advantage of this
type of test program is it is cheap and easy to carry out. The
disadvantage is that it may take a lot of time to adequately
sample enough rock noise events, to provide a required minimum
amount of information. These disadvantages are greatly reduced
if the field data is recorded on a portable magnetic tape re­
corder and the tapes are analyzed in the laboratory on the oscil­
loscope. Background and electrical noise interference would also
be noted.

The best, but most expensive and elaborate, test program
would use a multichannel monitoring system. This system would
consist of both accelerometers and velocity gage transducers,
preamplifiers, post amplifiers and a 4 to 7 channel tape re­
corder. Field testing procedures would be basically indentical
except that an array of geophones would be placed in suspected
trouble areas. Seismic velocity testing would be done using
small explosive blasts as the seismic wave source. The tape
recorded data would be analyzed off site using a direct write
oscillograph. Preliminary field scans of test blast data should
be made to confirm that the blast was reco~ded on all channels
and that all the amplifier gains were set at the proper levels.

From the permanent oscillograph records the frequency, amp­
litude and distance from source data for each channel would be
determined in the same manner as was shown for the oscilloscope
traces. Plots of frequency and amplitude versus distance will
give the attenuation and propagation characteristics for the
site. In addition the data from test blasts can be used to
supplement the data from naturally occurring microseismic events.
The test blasts will not only give the seismic wave velocities,
but can be used to check the accuracy of source locations. Pro­
cedures for determining source locations are given in Appendix
G, and test blast procedures are discussed in Chapters Sand-G.
Comparison of the same recorded data for an accelerometer and a
velocity gage will aid in determining the best type transducer
for the site. Again, background and electrical noise charac­
teristics would be noted. This test equipment, if not available,
can be rented.

It should be mentioned that in some cases a pre-purchase
test program may not be necessary. Where the stability pro­
blem is only an occasional small roof fall or pillar failure
a portable single channel microseismic monitoring unit would
suffice and could be purchased off-the-shelf. For a mine with
a rock burst problem, a rock burst monitoring system is required.
A list of manufacturers of microseismic components and systems
is included in Appendix C.
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Selecting Components

In many cases the stability problem at a particular site is
localized and effects only a small area. The rock noises gener­
ated will generally be of low magnitude and not detectable outside
the immediate unstable area. The problem might be a cracked pillar
in a room and pillar mine, a loose roof slab in a mine or a tunnel,
an unstable embankment or slope, etc. For these local and isolated
problems, which occur sporadically throughout a mine or site, a
portable single-channel microseismic unit is generally the best
equipment for monitoring.

Single Channel Applications

In selecting components for this type of application the
critical consideration is the frequency response of the geo­
phone transducer. For low stress levels and low frequency
noises, such as would be expected during slope or embankment
failures or movement, a highly sensitive velocity gage would
be most effective. Because the frequencies normally generated
would not exceed 500 Hz a low frequency velocity gage with a
sensitivity in the 2.5 v/in/sec range should be used. It should
be pointed out that good results have been obtained using
highly sensitive accelerometers attached to steel rods driven
into a slope or embankment. Similarly, horizontal drain pipes
or cased holes in slopes are also used as wave guides and greatly
increase the effective range of accelerometer geophones.

a. The Geophone

For most single-channel applications the best choice of
geophone will be a highly sensitive accelerometer--one in the
200 - 500 mv/g range. The frequency response of this gage will
be flat or uniform to approximately 5,000 Hz. Though this type
geophone has the advantage of detecting rock noise essentially
over the entire audio range, it also detects all cultural and
background noise in the same range, which can sometimes mask
the isolated occurrences of rock noise.

For mining or tunnel construction where the problem is in
the near face or heading and mechanical mining is used, the
application of conventional microseismic geophones is precluded
owing to the continuous, high background noise. In these cases
ultrasonic or high frequency geophones have been effective in
detecting local failures and potential coal outbursts. The
ultrasonic geophone is responsive in the 30,000 - 100,000 Hz
range, above the frequency range of equipment generated noise.
Because the duration of microseismic waves at these frequencies
is very short, any detected microseismic buildup indicates a
potential problem in the immediate vicinity of the geophone.
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b. The Preamplifier

A preamplifier immediately follows or is attached to the
geophone. The preamplifier increases the level of the signal
to establish a good signal-to-noise ratio and prevents deterio­
ration of the signal during transmission to the processing part
of the system. Preamplifiers are normally set for gains of
40 db or 60 db (amplifications of 100 or 1,000 respectively).
For velocity gage transducers the preamplifier can have a low
input impedance, but for accelerometers the preamplifier ~ust

have a high impedance to provide full output and low-frequency
response. For versatility, the preamplifier should have a high
impedance so that either type transducer can be used.

c. The Processing Unit

The output from the transducer - preamplifier geophone
package is cabled to a small processing unit, consisting of
further amplification and output channels to accomodate simul­
taneous headset listening and recording or counting devices.
Some processing units provide signal filtering, event counting,
event rate counters and hard copy.

The advantage of single-channel monitoring is that a
person can carry a light-weight unit to any location and listen
to or record data for a short period of time, making on 'the
spot stability decisions as necessary. An experienced operator
can cover a large number of active working areas on a daily basis.

Individually purchased components can be assembled to make
a single-channel unit, but a number of manufacturers make ready­
to-go single-channel microseismic units that can be tailored to
specific monitoring needs.

Multigeophone Applications

When problem areas are numerous, or of large dimensions,
or continue as mining progresses, it may be better to establish
a number of fixed single-channel monitoring locations that can
either be checked at any time or monitored continuously. This
reduces the time and sometimes difficulty in getting to under­
ground or surface monitoring locations. The chief advantage is
wider coverage and continuous monitoring, which afford much
better control in determining the stability of hazardous or
unstable areas.

Components for this type of system are identical to the
single-channel application except that the geophone outputs are
cabled back to a multichannel recording and monitoring unit.
Multigeophone processing and control units come with a wide
variety of options; hence, a unit can be ordered that best suits
a specific site and application.
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Problem areas that have been monitored by multigeophone
systems include the roofs and walls of large open stopes, roofs
and pillars in room and pillar mining, pit walls in open pit
mines, cut slopes and slide zones along highways.

The number of geophones required to monitor any particular
zone will depend on the size of the area to be monitored and the
distances the microseismic wave will propagate and still be de­
tectable. Normally, the rock noises associated with general
mine or slope failures cannot be detected more than a few hundred
feet from their source in solid rock and at much shorter dis­
tances in fractured or loose rock and soils.

Source Location Systems

Microseismic source location systems are generally used
where a mine or rock structure is under high loads, and failures
are often violent, releasing large amounts of energy. In mines,
tunnels or other underground excavations where violent failures
have occurred, it is very common to hear loud pops, cracks, thuds
and bumps. In such high stress environments, particularly where
rock bursting may be a problem, the microseismic events accompany­
ing the mining of openings are generally large enough to propagate
some 500 feet, and are thus capable of being detected by a mine­
wide array and their source point located.

From the results of the test program and using Appendix A,
the best transducer for the application is selected. In general,
accelerometers should be used for detailed stope monitoring and
velocity gages for minewide monitoring. The most commonly used
velocity gage geophones have a sensitivity of some 1.0 v/in/sec
and respond to frequencies of 10 - 2,500 Hz. The most commonly
used accelerometers have a sensitivity of some 0.350 v/g and a
frequency response of from 10 - 5,000 Hz.

With respect to source location accuracy, an array for de­
tailed stope monitoring usually provides source locations to
within 10 feet. Minewide monitoring, on the other hand, usually
locates microseismic sources to'within 40 feet. This latter
accuracy is usually sufficient to pinpoint potential problem
areas associated with a specific geometric or geologic feature
in a particular stope. Detailed-stope monitoring usually re­
quires at least 5 geophones surrounding each stope; whereas
minewide monitoring may require only 1 or 2 geophones per stope.
Thus, the number of geophones for a source location monitoring
system depends on the size of the area to be covered, the number
of burst prone stopes (critical areas), and the desired source­
location accuracy.
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Preliminary geophone locations for a source location system
are determined by trial and error, considering:

1) location of stopes to be monitored
2) available access openings
3) number of stopes involved
4) desired source location accuracy
5) geophone separations at least equal to the mine

level interval or around 300 feet
6) a necessary overall three-dimensional geophone

geometry.

Taking these considerations into account trial geophone locations
are positioned in access openings on mine level maps in known or
potential burst prone areas. This exercise results in a first
estimate of the number of geophones needed. (An example is given
in a following section of this chapter.)

Initial minewide rock burst monitoring systems had 24
geophones. The trend is to achieve better coverage by use of
more geophones. More recent installations have started with 32
geophones, and some old 24-geophone systems are being currently
expanded to 32 and 48 geophones. These increases will result
in better coverage of existing areas being monitored and allow
for new areas to be monitored.

The trial geophone locations are revised to correspond to
a 16, 32 or 48-geophone array that will provide the desired
monitoring coverage. In this manner the preliminary minewide
monitoring geophone array is established.

As previously noted, the preamplifier attached to the
geophone should have high input impedance to handle either
accelerometer or velocity gage geophones. Use of a 60 db gain
preamplifier often eliminates the need for postamplification at
the central monitoring facility. Where differential preampli­
fiers are used with accelerometers, they might have to be
operated single ended to achieve lowest internal noise level.

Cabling the geophone/preamplifier output to the central
monitoring facility has been and continues to be a problem.
For a close, centrally located, monitoring station it is possible
to run individual cables from each geophone to the monitoring
facility. For a monitoring facility on surface or at an under­
ground shaft station, usually thousands of feet from the geophone,
it is necessary to run a trunk line to junction boxes on levels,
then individual cables to each geophone on a particular level.
In this type of cable arrangement the preamplifiers are powered
by a voltage source located in each junction box. When properly
wired and grounded, the trunk line and junction box type of
cable system introduces no additional electrical noise into the
overall monitoring system. Furthermore, cable repairs and
maintenance are much easier. However, it should be noted that
crosstalk problems have been encountered in trunk lines.
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Trunk line cables running from level to level range from 6
to 50 pair, with each pair individually shielded. These are
essentially permanent installations and should be of high quality
with respect to both installation and cable. An armoured or tough
jacketed cable is recommended. Lower quality PVC jacketed cables
have been a continual problem in shafts because of vulnerability
to falling rocks and running water. Three-conductor shield cable
is used for single-ended preamplifiers, whereas four-conductor,
with one pair shielded, cable is used with differential pre­
amplifiers. The higher the cable quality the less maintenance
and repair will be encountered.

Required cable lengths are determined from a cable layout
plan. This is made with level maps and vertical sections show­
ing trunk line cable pair requirements from level to level arid
geophone cable requirements on each level. The cables are termi­
nated in a junction box inside the monitoring facility.

It should be noted that for surface monitoring networks and
for some underground applications it may be both cheaper and
easier to transmit the geophone data to the monitoring facility
using FM radio telemetry. Off-the-shelf components are available
for this type application. The Bureau of Mines Denver Research
Center has recently developed a microseismic monitoring source
location system for open pits which uses FM telemetry to avoid
cable problems associated with bench traffic and sloughing pit
walls (~).

The monitoring facility is an important part of the overall
system. It must be climate controlled, free of dust, large
enough to house all the processing and computing equipment, and
have sufficient office space for the workers involved. A good
monitoring facility underground is usually located near a shaft
station and constructed with concrete block walls and cement
floor. The electronics within this facility should be powered
by a constant-voltage transformer large enough to handle the
normal mine-voltage fluctuations. Power isolation is recom­
mended ..

The makeup of the data processing unit depends on a number
of factors. Signal conditioning (filtering and post amplification)
requirements are determined from the field test program. That is,
high, low or power line frequencies may need to be eliminated
when this interferring noise lies outside the dominant frequency
range of the on-site microseismic events. The need for post
amplification arises when preamplified signal output voltage is
below input voltage specifications of the data processing unit.
An energy integrating section should be included. A frequency
analysis section might be useful for research purposes, but has
not yet been shown to be useful for routine monitoring. Ad­
justable threshold levels for each event detector are necessary.
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The event or time window must be adjustable and range from milli­
seconds up to a full second. Arrival time determinations should
be accurate to a minimum 100 microseconds. The day-date-time clock
must be accurate and have a battery backup. For microprocessor
controlled systems the calculating section may require additional
calculating power or a separate microprocessor. An output storage
buffer that will handle 50 to 100 events is required. The output
section will minimally consist of a keyboard, printer and data
transmission port. The degree of sophistication desired in the
data processing unit will depend on the size of the overall
system, the amount of data generated on a daily basis, rock burst
severity, and the hazard posed by potential failures. All data
processing units should have power-fail, auto-restart to minimize
loss of data during power outages.

Microprocessor based data processing units are much more
versatile than the original hardwired units. Changes in front
end processing can be made by changing only software in the
operating program. However, it should be noted that changing
microprocessor software is not simple and straightforward at the
present time. An automatic drill suppress routine to eliminate
the effects of drilling noise is an example of an addition that
could be made to the data processing software to enhance data
collection. Finally, the microprocessor based data processing
units appear to have an economic advantage over previous hardware
or software data processing units.

Traditionally microseismic or rock burst monitoring systems
have not provided on-line data analysis beyond source location.
The latest generation of rock burst monitoring systems solve
this problem by having additional on-line computing to provide
real-time data analysis. With such a monitoring system, contin­
uously updated plots and stability analyses of the microseismic
data from potentially hazardous areas can be displayed on a
video terminal or plotter. This permits a continuing, more
accurate assessment of the problem areas stability. For small
mines with low data rates an arrival-time-only data processing
unit might be adequate. For large mines where a large number
of geophones are used, a data processing unit with an inter­
active minicomputer is really necessary.

In summary, selecting components for a microseismic location
system involves determining:

1) Whether the geophones should be accelerometers,
velocity gages or a mixture of both.

2) Whether a 60 db gain preamplifier will eliminate
the need for postamplification.

3) The number of geophones required and their pre­
liminary locations.
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4) A cable layout plan for cable types and requirements.

5) Postamplification and filtering requirements.

6) The location and design of a central monitoring
facility.

7) Data processing unit requirements.

8) The need for further or on-line interactive
data analysis.

9) The need for spare components and test equipment.

It should be mentioned that for very large or expansive
mines, where a high number of geophones may be required, it
would be better to operate two or more satellite arrays with
arrival time determination capabilities, hooked into a central
operating and analysis computer, than to operate the system as
one large array. The satellite array concept becomes economic
when cable costs are considered and will provide much better
data and control, as there would be little, if any, confusion
from events occurring at the same time in different parts of
the mine.

It should be noted that for monitoring small structures
or laboratory studies (where the rock noise frequencies gen­
erated would be expected to be in the 50 KHz range), standard
acoustic-emission monitoring instrumentation can be used di­
rectly without modification.

Lastly, a very useful adjunct to a rock burst monitoring
system is the on-site installation of a short-period seismic
system. Besides providing hardcopy of all large seismic events
and rock bursts at the immediate site, this system will detect
large rock bursts, earthquakes, and micro-earthquake activity
over a very broad area. This provides a means to substantiate
or refute reported occurrences of rock bursting and to differ­
entiate between rock bursting and nearby earthquake activity.

Example System Development

A case history of a mining company's development of a
rock burst monitoring system is presented as an example. The
increase in the price of metals in the late 1970's brought
about a resumption in production of a previously operating mine.
Since some rock bursts had been experienced with the previous
mining, mine management decided to explore the possibilities of
installing a rock burst monitoring system.

The area to be mined was relatively small as shown on
figure 4-3. The daily mining production would be on the order
of 250 tons of relatively low grade ore. Combined with an only
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intermittent bursting problem from past mining it was felt that
a sophisticated and expensive monitoring system would not be
justified. Hence, the quidelines for developing the system
were to determine the minimum amount of equipment to produce
only the necessary microseismic data at a minimum cost.

Owing to budget restrictions and the fact that a rock
burst monitoring system was operating in an adjacent mine, the
test program consisted of an underground visit to the mining
area to look at both the geology and mining, and to qualitatively
assess the level of microseismic activity. The soundness of the
quartzite wall rock confirmed the fact that rock bursting could
be expected. Discussions with miners indicated that audible
microseismic activity was not common except during pillar mining,
and past bursting had often been preceded by audible popping,
cracking and bumps. As a result of this minimal test proqram
it was decided that a 16-geophone arrival-time-only monitoring
system would provide the necessary data within the cost quide­
lines.

From study of level maps in the mining area a preliminary
geophone array was selected. The current mining area could be
covered by the 13-geophone array shown on figure 4-4, and future
mining would be covered by increasing this array to 16-geophones.
For this minewide type array the transducer selected was a velo­
city gage with a sensitivity of 1.0 v/in/sec and a frequency
response in the 10 - 2500 Hz range. To eliminate the need for
post amplification 60 db gain differential preamplifiers were
chosen.

The best location for the monitoring facility was on the
3100 level near an underground winze hoistroom. This location
was close to the underground mine office, which would allow for
good communications between monitoring personnel and mine
supervisory personnel. The cable network, shown diagrammatically
on figure 4-5, would consist of a trunk line of three 6-pair
individually shielded cables from the 3100 level down the winze
to the 3500 level, then out to the mining area and down escape­
way raises to the 3700,3900 and 4100 levels. It was felt that
with the three 6-pair cables, as opposed to a single 19-pair
cable, there would be part of the system always operating should
cable damage occur in the raises and along the levels. Junction
boxes were located at the top and bottom of each raise to serve
single geophone cables along levels, and to provide for better
cable maintenance and trouble-shooting. The junction boxes
servicing geophones were equipped with power supplies for the
preamplifiers and a light to keep the junction box dry. In
addition, the light showed the live voltage connected to each
junction box was operating.
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Signal conditioning for the data processing unit was to
consist of ,filters to cut off frequencies above 2500 Hz. The
processor was to determine day, date, time-of-day and the
arrival time differences for the 16 geophones to 50 micro­
seconds. In addition, it should have an energy integrator on
one channel so the relative magnitude of an event could be
determined. The threshold detectors should be adjustable from
o -' 5.0 volts-and the time window adjustable from 50 micro­
seconds to 1 second. An event would be considered legitimate
when 5 or more geophones were hit during the time window. If
4 or more geophones were hit during any 50 microsecond time
interval the event was to be considered an electrical spike
and rejected. The processor must be able to store data from
at least 50 events to be able to handle high data rates during
mine blasting.

The output stage of the monitoring system was to be a fast
printer to allow for fast throughput of the processed data during
high data rates. In addition, there should be a parallel output
port that will be compatible to send data over a standard data
transmission line.

Following discussions with mining companies with operating
rock burst monitoring systems and potential equipment manufac­
turers, a complete rock burst monitoring system was ordered based
on the considerations and specifications previously stated.

Ordering a Microseismic System

After the test program and component selection are com­
pleted, the microseismic monitoring system is ordered. The
initial step in ordering a system is to contact equipment
manufacturers to determine what equipment is available and
whether it can be modified to suit specific site requirements.
In addition to studying the manufacturers' literature and spec­
ifications, one should contact their representatives directly
about their products' suitability for a particular application.
Manufacturers should be asked about their system's performance,
warranty, service, installation help, manuals, etc.

The second step, particularly with respect to mine appli­
cations, is to contact other mines or construction companies
having operating monitoring systems about their experiences
with both equipment and procedures. Government and/or university
research organizations involved in microseismic and acoustic
emission research and equipment development also should be
contacted. A list of such organizations, including mines op­
erating microseismic location systems, is included in Appendix
E.
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The third step in ordering a monitoring system is to as­
,semble all information from the test program, from equipment
manufacturers, from monitoring system operators, and from re­
searchers or experts in the field and then develop final
specifications. These specifications will include:

1) Type, number and transducer characteristics,
2) Type, number and preamplifier characteristics,
3) Types and lengths of cables, including junction

boxes and power supplies,
4) Characteristics of data processing unit,

a. Signal conditioning section
b. Processing section
c. Output section,

5) Characteristics of additional data processing
requirements.

The normal procedure is to then send the specifications
to suitable equipment manufacturers with a request-for-quote.
It should be noted that components for early rock burst moni­
toring systems were not available from any single manufacturer,
hence all components were ordered separately and then assembled.
Though this may result in the best possible combination, the
interfacing of components can be very difficult and beyond the
purchaser's capabilities. It is recommended that monitoring
systems, and particularly source location monitoring systems,
be purchased from a single source so that, in effect, a com­
plete system can be installed.

The final step is placing the order with the manufacturer
or manufacturers selected on the basis of their quotes, delivery
dates, past performances, warranty and service, and installation
assistance.
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CHAPTER 5

INSTALLING A MICROSEISMIC SYSTEM

A strong effort is required in the physical and electrical
installation of microseismic equipment. Good planning will mini­
mize both installation and future maintenance problems.

Physical Considerations

Microseismic monitoring systems for geotechnical applications
must function in a hostile environment -- hostile with respect to
temperature, humidity, and risk of physical damage.

Geophones

The mounting of geophones is not difficult but does r.equire
care. The geophone must be well bonded to solid rock and pro­
tected from damage and may have to be shielded from mine or Qul­
tural air noise. This requirement applies to portable single­
channel monitoring as well as fixed geophone arrays.

General geophone locations for multi-channel systems are
usually selected during the system development stage so the
number of geophones and cable requirements can be determined.
Specific geophone locations cannot be assigned until the general
locations are inspected and solid rock is found. This inspection
usually involves finding apparently solid rock, then tapping the
rock surface with a hammer or bar. Solid, intact rock will emit
a ringing sound; whereas broken, fractured or detached rock will
usually produce a thud of lower frequency. At most underground
locations, solid rock can be found at the surface of the opening.
A short, 1 to 2-ft hole of 2~ to 3 inches in diameter is recom­
mended. For vertically oriented transducers, the hole is drilled
up into the back, and for horizontally oriented transducers, the
hole is drilled into the wall or rib. This hole should be within
50 of the desired orientation and placed out of the way of pre­
sent and future mine services--pipes, cables, fan lines, etc.
So the geophone can be recovered later, a plastic block is usual­
ly bonded to the end of the hole with a quick-set cement. The
plastic block should have a threaded hole into which the geophone
can be screwed and tightened to achieve good coupling. It should
be noted that in access openings no longer in use a hole may not
be required--the plastic block can simply be cemented to a fresh
rock surface. Figure 5-1 shows typical underground surface
mounting procedures.

Where solid rock cannot be found, a hole some 10 to 30 feet
in depth may be required to get beyond the fractured or loose
rock zone (!). Mounting procedures are essentially the same,
except the hole size may have to be a little larger, if possible,
and special mounting tools fabricated for attaching the plastic
block and screwing in the geophone. Where geophones must be
placed in long drill holes, it is usually necessary to make up
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a special geophone assembly that can be affixed to any depth.
Figure 5-2 shows such a deep-hole geophone arrangement. It
should be mentioned that in a number of instances deep holes
have been utilized by mounting only a shielded velocity gage
in a cylindrical plastic block with a sliding wedqe arrange­
ment, as shown on figure 5-3. The gage is pushed back into
the hole to the desired depth, and the wire-line attached to the
wedge is pulled to secure the gage in the hole. In this case,
the preamplifier is wired to the gage with leads and mounted
outside the hole. However, having the transducer and preampli­
fier mounted separately is not good practice. The result is a
weak physical link, potential moisture problem, and source of
electrical noise.

For surface monitoring where it may not be possible to
drill holes to reach bedrock, wave guides have been used to
get deeper penetration. A wave guide can be a rebar section
driven into the soil mass, a horizontal drain pipe, or cased
well hole. The geophone is attached to the wave guide, and
sounds within the rock or soil mass are transmitted back along
the wave guide to the geophone.

Geophone locations must be surveyed to the nearest foot,
and the geophone array must surround the study area in all dimen­
sions if microseismic sources are to be accurately located.

Cables

The placement of both geophone and trunkline multipair
cable is always a problem in any microseismic monitoring system
installation. This is particularly true underground where space
is limited, alternate cable routes are not available, and the
cable, wherever placed, is in the way and frequently damaged
or cut.

The best procedure underground is to run the microseisrnic
cables separately from mine cables and away from mine services
(water lines, compressed air lines, ventilation lines, etc.).

When this is not possible, the microseismic cables may be run
in trays with mine cables or available light lines, subject to
safety regulations. In areas of falling rock, such as shafts,
raises or boreholes, the cable or cables should be protected by
conduit or plastic pipe. Cable runs down shafts should also be
supported by cable hangers or a messenger to prevent stretching.
Figure 5-4 shows proper underground cable hanging.

Junction boxes servicing microseismic geophone cables
should also be out of the way; in a dry location; large enough
to provide plenty of room for terminal strips, power supply and
a heating element; and should be readily accessible for service
work. Terminal strips should be of a high quality plastic, not
bakelite which absorbs moisture and expands.
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FIGURE 5-2-- DEEP HOLE ACCELEROMETER GEOPHONE
(courtesy Kim &Hardy, Penn St. University)
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From a physical point of view, single geophone lines con­
nected to a junction box and a mUltipair line from there to the
instrumentation station constitute an easier and neater instal­
lation than do-single geophone lines all the way to the data
processor. This is particularly true when several distant and
widely separated mining areas are monitored by a large number
of geophones on more than three mine levels.

Any surface monitoring instrumentation or facility should
be protected from lightning discharges. To avoid cable problems
in monitoring open pit mines, the Bureau of Mines' Denver Re­
search Center has developed a wireless source location system (2).
Such a wireless monitoring system would also have application in
many underground mines, even with its "line of sight" limitations.

Instrumentation Station

The instrumentation station may be located underground or
on surface. In most large and/or deep mines the workings are
at some distance from the shaft or surface access, and it is more
convenient and cheaper to place the instrumentation station
underground. This facility, wherever located, must provide an
environmentally controlled atmosphere for the electronic equip­
ment. This is usually done with an air conditioner, a dehumidi­
fier and special electrostatic filtering when necessary.

Most underground instrumentation stations are located near a
main intake air shaft for both access and ventilation purposes.
This also provides a more visible and direct link to mine manage­
ment.

Any instrumentation facility should be well constructed and
large enough to provide for the data processing unit and output
equipment, test and maintenance equipment and work space, a short
period seismic system readout, an on-line minicomputer and associ­
ated output devices, office space, and storage space. Typically,
an underground facility would have some 300 - 400 square feet of
space. All instrumentation facilities should be connected to both
surface and underground telephone systems to provide immediate
notification of hazardous conditions. In some cases separate
dedicated communication lines to hazardous areas have been install­
ed. Underground and surface instrumentation stations are sho,~ in
figures 5-5 and 5-6.

Electrical Considerations

The major problem in any microseismic installation is elim­
inatirig or minimizing electrical noise. This is particularly
true underground, where the environment is often wet or humid,
extraneous electrical voltages and currents are commonplace,
mUltiple or leaky earth grounds are usual, and geophone trans­
mission to the data processor covers long distances.
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To overcome electrical noise problems, all components of a
microseismic system must be electrically compatible and properly
wired and connected. This is not usually much of a problem with
nonsource location systems, which have few components and small
arrays of geophones close to the processor. However, it is a
problem with source location systems, where 16 to 48 channels
are involved and transmission distances are typically in miles.
When cable runs are a few thousand feet or less and the geophones
are located on only a couple of levels, individual cables are
commonly used between each geophone and the instrumentation
station. The individual geophone cable should be 3-conductor
shielded for single-ended preamplifier systems, and 4-conductor,
1 pair shielded, for differential preamplifier systems. A cen-
-tral power supply at the instrumentation station provides power
back to the preamplifiers through the cable. As was noted in an
earlier chapter and explained in Appendix B, the differential
system is much less susceptible to electrical noise problems than
is the single-ended system. Electrical connections for both type
systems are shown in figure 5-7.

Where geophones are spread out on more than 2 levels and
the instrumentation station is a long distance away, such as on
surface or near an underground hoist room, a system of junction
boxes and multipair trunk line cables for transmitting signals
is much more convenient. With proper wiring, this technique
introduces neither additional noise nor crosstalk between pairs.
However, it should be noted that some microseismic installations
using accelerometer transducers have had noise and crosstalk pro­
blems with multipair trunk lines. Junction boxes make it more
convenient to trouble shoot wiring problems and find cable faults.
Furthermore, the junction boxes provide a good secondary communi­
cations network for the area covered by the geophone array. An
overall cable network for a multi-level geophone array is shown
in figure 5-8.

On individual levels smaller multipair trunk line cables
are run from the mainline or shaft junction box out to another
junction box near the geophone arrays. Here, the individual
geophone cables are connected to the trunkline pairs in the
junction box and power is supplied to the geophones. Figure
5-9 shows the wiring diagram for a single-ended preamplifier
system using 3-conductor cables, and figure 5-10 shows the wir­
ing diagram for a differential preamplifier system using 4-con­
ductor cables. The preamplifier power hookup for each geophone
is also shown.

The junction boxes should not be electrica"lly connected tq
the cable shields, as this might introduce grounding noise. All
electrical connections should be within the junction box with
spade-lug connectors on high quality plastic terminal strips with
screw-down connections. A few inches of each amplifier output
cable can be left unshielded within the junction box. All shields
and bleeder wires must be connected, carried through the junction
box, and maintained separately for each pair. The geophone and
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cable number and the color coding should be noted alongside
each terminal strip, with the overall cable numbering and color
coding system posted in each junction box.

For a single-ended amplifier or a differential amplifier
with an unbalanced output, it is necessary to use individually
shielded signal pair cables. However, for a completely differ­
ential system with a line balancing receiver at the data processor,
only an overall shield is required. This is because the output
cable conductors carry identical currents flowing in opposite
directions, and the voltages, with respect to ground, on these
conductors are of equal and opposite polarity. This results in
a cancellation of the ~ectricand magnetic fields around each
conductor. Because of this flux cancellation, coupling or cross­
talk between adjacent unshielded pairs will be negligible.

Not having to provide individual signal pair shielding is a
real advantage with respect to cable selection. The individual
shielded pair cable is not intended for severe environments, and
the aluminum foil shielding is ineffective with respect to mag­
netically coupled electrical interference. On the other hand,
high quality single or multipair cable with an overall copper
shield is readily available. Besides having a better shield this
cable is rated for direct burial, which makes it much better suit­
ed for the underground environment.

Electrical connection at the instrumentation station is
normally made in another junction box. For an unbalanced system,
the signal pairs are connected to the signal conditioning section,
where all shield terminate at a single-point ground. For a bal­
anced system, the signal pairs are connected to the line balanc­
ing receiver, and the overall cable shield is connected to the
single-point ground.

Electrical connection between components of the data pro­
cessing unit is normally provided by the manufacturer and usually
only involves plugging in a card or electrical cord.

Voltage protection against power surges through the main
power supply and through the underground cables must be provided
at the instrumentation station. Any electronics connected to
the underground cables should be able to withstand an over-volt­
age of at least 25 volts applied to signal input or output.
Power to the instrumentation station should be fed through a
constant-voltage transformer, and this voltage checked prior to
hooking up any electronic equipment. For surface instrumentation
stations, voltage protection against lightning discharges should
be provided.

System Checkout

A newly installed microseismic or acoustic emission moni­
toring system must be checked out before being put into routine
service.
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Nonlocating Systems

Initial checkout procedures for single-channel portable
systems or multi-geophone systems are somewhat similar. These
systems should first be assembled and tested in the laboratory
or office to determine that all components are working pro?erly
and to allow time for equipment operation familiarization. Of
course, the instruction manuals should be studied carefully prior
to operating the equipment. Upon completion of this checkout
the equipment is ready for field testing.

Field testing consists of trial monitoring and hammer blow
or impulse type experiments. Observing output of the monitoring
equipment connected in parallel, and on an oscilloscope, is recom­
mended. This will make the operator familiar with the visual
appearance of microseismic events and cultural noise, as well
as their meter/counter and audible responses.

A series of hammer blow and tapping tests will indicate
the distance rock noises can be expected to propagate in dif­
ferent rock types. With audio-frequency systems, all sounds
detected are usually recognizable, since the geophone is essen­
tially a highly sensitive microphone. With high-frequency ultra­
sonic type systems, signals cannot be heard audibly unless the
unit has a translator section that converts the detected high
frequency noises to audible clicking sounds.

Source Location Systems

Because of the complexity of source location monitoring
systems, their checkout cannot be made until all components of
the system have been installed and connected and are operating.
A typical system checkout would consist of the following actions:

1) Check geophones
2) Check cables, junction boxes and pre­

amplifier power supplies
3) Check analog signals on oscilloscope
4) Set threshold levels for each input

channel (0.5 - 1.0 v p-p range)
5) Set time window (50 - 100 ms range,

based on travel time to geophones)
6) Load processor program
7) Key in geophone coordinates and estimated

seismic velocity
8) Switch to run mode.

Once the system is running, aseries of test blasts is
usually made to determine an average minewide seismic velocity
and to check out the functions of the timing and control and
calculation sections of the data processor. This is best accom­
plished by setting off at least 2 sticks of dynamite close to a
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geophone (some 20 ft), so the distance from source to closest
geophone is small, as shown in figure 5-11. At least 2 blasts
should be made at each test site so that arrival time consistency
can be checked~ These tests are conducted at a number of sites
to determine seismic velocities throughout the monitoring area
(see Chapter 6 for seismic velocity determinations). The esti-
mated processor seismic velocity should be changed to reflect
the test results as the test blasts are carried out. Next,
individual test blasts should be set off randomly throughout the
monitoring area to check the source location software. In gen­
eral, with a good three-dimensional geophone array, one should
be able to locate the blasts to within 10 - 40 ft of their origin.,

If the tests produce inconsistent arrival times and poor
source locations, a problem exists. The first thing one should
do is recheck the geophone coordinates, then check all the wiring
to ensure it is correct and channels are properly indentified.
If these check out, the next step is to repeat a test blast and
simultaneously record the arrival times in parallel on a cali­
brated multi-channel tape recorder. An analysis of the tape
recorded data will show whether the problems is in the processor
timing-and-control section, in the source-location algorithm,
or in gain levels.

As an aid to this initial check out and testing, a good
practice is to enter the test blast coordinates into a generated
block program (listed in Appendix H) for a range of seismic
velocities, so that estimated arrival times can be compared to
actual arrival times. These comparisons may identify bad geo­
phone locations, resulting from past mining or geologic discon­
tinuities, as well as a poorly coupled geophone.

If no problems are found, the checkout and test period may
take but a week or two. If problems exist, particularly in the
wiring or the processor, testing can require months.

Maintenance and Troubleshooting

Little or no maintenance is required for a single-channel
or even multi-geophone portable systems as long as care is taken
in placing and handling geophones and in keeping the data pro­
cessing unit clean and dry. Following any equipment failure,
the first thing to do is check the batteries for low charge. If
batteries are not the problem, the individual componen~s of the
system should be checked out per operating and instruction manu­
al and with some simple tapping tests. It is not difficult to
isolate the problem to the geophone, cable, data processor, or
output section. Once the faulty component has been indentified,
the best procedure is to explain the problem to the equipment
manufacturer. If the problem cannot be eliminated with a re­
placement part or card, one may have to return the faulty com­
ponent or unit to the manufacturer.
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In source location systems or permanent multi~geophone non­
locating systems, most problems are associated with the geophones
and wiring or with a printing or output device. Normal problems
can be determined and fixed by the operator, using good service
and repair manuals usually supplied with this equipment. If
this is not possible, the equipment manufacturer must be con­
tacted and the faulty equipment serviced on site or shipped to
a service center.

The geophones and cabling network must be continuously
maintained at any monitoring site. Occasionally, geophones will
be damaged or become detached from the rock, but maintaining the
physical and electrical integrity of the cable network is a con­
stant problem.

To locate or isolate geophone or cable problems, the oper­
ator must have electronic test equipment available. A portable
battery-operated oscilloscope, a volt-ohmeter, a signal genera­
tor and a digital voltmeter is the minimum required test equip­
ment. A portable two-way communication system is also necessary,
so that voice communication over the geophone cable network can
simplify troubleshooting.

The best way to insure that all channels of the system are
operating correctly is to make a routine daily check of each
channel. This is most easily accomplished by using a signal
switching network, which allows the output signal of any channel
to be heard and displayed simultaneously on an oscilloscope.
All channels can be checked and irregularities noted in a few
minutes. For a properly operating system, all geophone signal
outputs will essentially look and sound alike, and their output
voltage levels will all be within the normal operating range -­
usually some 5 - 50 millivolts.

For a typical underground installation using balanced
output preamplifiers (60 db gain and I v/in/sec transducer
sensitivity), unbalanced receiver amplifiers at the data pro­
cessor, and a single-point cable shield ground, the operating
noise level of each channel is in the 5 millivolt range. An
excellent installation, using identical geophones but with a
completely balanced system and dry cables, had an operating
noise level of only I millivolt. A poor installation, with a
system identical to the previous example, had an operating
noise level in the I-volt range, with crosstalk between some
channels.

When any geophone signal output is found to be abnormal,
that geophone and its wiring should be immediately checked out.
Typical examples of problems are given in table 5-1.
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Table 5 - 1 Electrical Problems, Causes and Corrections

Problem

No audible noise or
observable geophone
signal

Bouncing signal on
oscilloscope and
intermittent static
audio noise

Low level 60 Hz sig­
nal on oscilloscope
with low hum on
audio

High level 60 Hz
signal on oscillo­
scope with high level
hum on audio

Weak or no response
on both oscilloscope
and audio for several
geophones

High frequency sig­
nals on oscilloscope
and hiss or whine
sound on audio

Cause

Shorted cable
or dead geophone

Bad geophone or
wet cable connec­
tion

Minor shielding
or grounding
problem

Major shielding
or grounding
problem or cut
cable

Bad power supply
or cut trunk line

Mechanical noises
from air line leaks
fan motors, etc.

Correction

Check cable and
geophone

Check cable connec­
tion and geophone

Check shield
connections and
wiring

Check cable, shield
connections and
"lirinq

Check junction box
power supply and
trunk line

Check mechanical
equipment near geo­
phone. Fix problem
or shield or move geo­
phone

When trouble-shooting, one first should determine whether
the problem is in more than one channel, then isolate the bad
channel or channels. One normally first disconnects the geo­
phone and establishes voice communication back through the
cable to someone in the instrumentation station. If voice com­
munication can't be established or is not clear, the problem
is obviously in the cable. If the cable appears all right,
the voltage to the geophone is then checked with the voltmeter.
If the power check proves positive, the problem is apparently
in the geophone. The geophone should be reconnected to deter­
mine if the connector may have been the cause. If the geophone
is still bad, it is replaced.

-90-



Cables can be checked by measuring cable resistance from
point to point with an ohmmeter to check continuity. Conductor
resistances per 1000 ft for copper are:

18 gage

20 gage

22 gage

6.6 ohms

10.5 ohms

16.8 ohms.

The location of a cut or short can also be ~alculated,

taking into account the double back length, from the ohmmeter
readings. The suspected location, rather than the entire cable
length, can then be inspected. The bad section of cable is
spliced or repaired. In some instances the cable damage may
not be obvious. In these cases the cable is usually cut, good
sections determined, and new sections spliced to the good sec­
tions. When working with multi-conductor cable one must be
very careful in re-splicing and waterproofing the splice.

A useful item of equipment for checking cables and geophone
preamplifiers is a portable audio signal generator having a sine
wave and fixed voltage output. The signal can be fed into the
preamplifier through the geophone connector or can be put directly
on the cable. The problem can then be isolated to the geophone,
preamplifier or cable.

Use of junction boxes makes cable checking easier for both
single or multipair cable systems. Cable problems can then be
more easily isolated between junction boxes. An ohmmeter or a
cable-fault detector can then be used to locate the break or
bad section. Water seeping from cable ends at a junction box
is diagnostic of a cut in the cable jacket. This usually pro­
duces a noisy section of cable and attenuation of signals.
Cables, particularly single pair cables in multiple runs,
should be marked at frequent intervals for ease of identifica­
tion.

Finally, it cannot be overemphasized that the key to mini­
mizing cable maintenance is installing high quality cable and
wiring it correctly.

Equipment malfunctions in the data processing unit are
rare. However, if malfunctions do occur and service manuals are
available, the operator or electrical maintenance crews should
follow the manuals to the limit of their capabilities. Assis­
tance from the manufacturer likely will be required, and an on­
site service call is preferable to shipping the unit out for
repairs.

As complex electronic equipment is not readily maintained
by mine personnel, service maintenance contracts should be ob­
tained for the data processing unit and any peripheral computing,
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plotting, and display equipment. Arrangements for on site service
on other components of the system should also be established.
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CHAPTER 6

OPERATING A MICROSEISMIC SYSTEM

Microseismic or acoustic-emission activity indicates
a structure may be having difficulty adjusting to the applied
loads. To use this phenomena in understanding the structure's
behavior and assess its stability, one must first detect and
record the microseismic data.

Gathering Data

For geotechnical applications, traditional single-channel
micro seismic monitoring involves detecting audio frequency
events generated in rock or soil structures.

Single-Channel Monitoring

The basic procedure is to visit known or suspected problem
areas and gather the microseismic data. This is achieved by
placing the geophone in good contact with intact rock or soil
and operating the equipment for a 15 to 3D-minute period. De­
tected events are counted or recorded, and the general ground
conditions at the site are observed and noted. Extraneous
noise, though not counted, is noted if recorded. This pro­
cedure is repeated for a number of locations in and around the
unstable zone. Other unstable or suspected unstable zones are
monitored in like manner. This monitoring, shown pictorially
in figure 6-1, is repeated at frequent intervals, the frequency
depending on the level of the microseismic activity and the
potential hazard. For example, active mining in popping and
cracking bad ground should be checked on at least a daily basis.
A slowly failing pillar or a slow moving slope may require only
a weekly check. The field data and notes should be maintained
in permanent log books. This permits future data analyses and
provides a past history of all monitoring.

Using this type of monitoring, one can cover any mine area
or monitoring site on short notice and also note extraneous
noise and ground conditions. However, this method has a num­
ber of serious disadvantages. Monitoring periods are very
short, and the visits must be made during quiet times. This
limits the number of sites that can be monitored on a daily
basis. The quality and reliability of data are largely a func­
tion of the operator's experience and enthusiasm. And, one
cannot determine the exact location of the microseismic event,
only that it is in the general vicinity.

High-frequency portable equipment has been developed which
responds in the 35 - 100+ KHz range, to overcome the disadvan­
tage of monitoring only during quiet times. This development
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shows much promise for applications where continual noise is
present, such as continuous mining of coal. The extraneous
machine noise is below the frequency range of the monitoring
equipment, hence does not mask the microseismic signals. The
Bureau of Mines has reported very encouraging initial field
results, and a commercial monitoring unit has now been devel­
oped (1). (USBM Contract No. H0272009 Final Report, "Micro­
seismic Roof Fall Warning System Development, Field Trials
and Commerical Prototype Fabrication", May 1980)

Because high frequency microseismic signals do not pro­
pagate long distance, the geophonemust be relatively close
to the unstable zone to be effective. Present practice is to
mount the geophone against the back and set the data process­
ing unit in a safe place. Monitoring, which is continuous,
records the number of events detected and the time an event is
above threshold (an energy estimate). Plans are to adapt both
geophone and the processing unit for mounting on continuous
mining machinery. The data processor will trigger an alarm
to warn the machine operator of an imminent roof fall.

Multi-Geophone Monitoring

To overcome the deficiencies of single-channel monitoring,
an array of geophones can be monitored simultaneously and used
to cover a number of suspected unstable zones. Monitoring can
be continuous or programmed to coincide with quiet or inactive
mining times. Because the equipment is comprised of single­
channel components, the same type data is gathered with some
8 or more channels as with a single-channel system.

Amplitude comparison of multi-geophone data better indi­
cates the source of detected events. When more than one geo­
phone detects the same event, the channel showing the largest
amplitude should be closest to the source. The incoming data
is counted or recorded, providing a permanent, unbiased moni­
toring record. However, the advantage of an operator's daily
observations of extraneous on-site noise, ground conditions
and excavation activities are lost.

Source Location Monitoring

Data gathering with a computer-controlled source location
or rock-burst-monitoring system continues automatically around
the clock. Microseismic and seismic events, as well as blasting
events, are detected and their sources located. Normally all
data from each event is printed out sequentially as it occurs,
as shown in figure 6-2. For arrays covering specific areas,
the source locations can be plotted on plan and section maps
as each event is detected. The data processing unit may also
be recording the total number of events detected, total energy,
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FIGURE 6-2-- DATA PRINTOUT FROM SOURCE LOCATION MONITORING SYSTEM (1)



current microseismic or energy release rates, etc. This data
can be printed out on a programmed time schedule or requested
at any time through the keyboard terminal.

It is apparent that a large number of events (hundreds) can
occur daily if a mine or other structure is even moderately
active microseismica11y. Analysis of such large amounts of re­
sultant output data is very time consuming and may well be com­
pleted too late for remedial action. Thus, for real time data
analysis and plotting, it is becoming usual practice to trans­
fer large volumes of daily output data to disk file storage on
an adjacent or remote, interactive minicomputer.

A number of problems encountered during continuous moni­
toring near underground mining activity may cause loss of data.
The audible level of underground drilling noise is high enough
to exceed the threshold voltage on one or more channels. This
causes almost continuous activation of the timing and control
section of the data processor. Large mine blasts or large
seismic events will normally overdrive the amplifiers of some
geophones, producing false or echo events for up to 15 seconds
following the event. And spurious electrical noise can cause
any number of false events, depending on the electrical prob­
lem. Continuous triggering of a monitoring system is usually
apparent from small lights flashing on channel input cards each
time a threshold is exceeded, or from status lights flashing on
the computer part of the processor.

The drilling noise problem is dealt with in a number of
ways, from manual to fully automatic countermeasures. The
operator can check each geophone, using a monitoring switch,
to isolate the triggering channels. These channels are then
manually switched off until the drilling stops, or their thresh­
old levels can be raised above the drilling noise. This solu­
tion is not generally satisfactory, since it requires almost
continuous checking by the operator. New microprocessor-
based timing and control sections have the capability to recog­
nize drilling noise, latch the affected input channels closed,
and return them to service when the drilling stops. The Bureau
of Mines has handled this problem at one of their underground
monitoring locations by developing a hardware-software drill
supress routine. This basically consists of checking 3 channels
at the end of each time window. The two drill detection chan­
nels are near the stope or stopes being monitored, while the
third channel is at some distance from thesestopes. If the
signal levels on both drill detection channels are still above
threshold and the signal level on the third channel is below
threshold, the triggering event is rejected as drilling noise.
If the signal levels on all three channels are still above
threshold, the triggering event is accepted as a microseismic
event. This solution works well for small-area monitoring and,
with only minor software changes, could be adapted for
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large-array mine-wide monitoring. However, it does not stop
continuous triggering of the timing and control unit. Another
solution, developed for acoustic emission monitoring, is the
floating threshold. The threshold level adjusts itself auto­
matically to the average background noise level. Drilling or
other continuous mine noise then become the background noise
level, and the thresholds of affected channels are automatic­
ally adjusted.

Coping with equipment overdrive caused by large blasts or
large seismic events is somewhat difficult. The Bureau of
Mines, again for small-area monitoring, and to record all
bursts, has used a split input with reduced amplification to
handle the problem. A 24-channel system is used to look at
12 channels with high-gain amplification for low-level events
and the same 12-input channels with low amplification for
high-level events. Logarithmic or automatic gain-controlled
amplifiers could be used, but the problem has not yet been
significant enough to warrant the added equipment expense
and complexity.

Spurious electrical noise usually produces electrical
spikes that may trigger all channels simultaneously. Obvious­
ly, the best way to deal with this problem is by using good
wiring and grounding practice. This normally eliminates spur­
ious electrical noise. The problem has been dealt with,
however, in software-controlled timing and control sections by
considering an event an electrical spike if more than 3 geo­
phones are triggered during a minimum time interval. If 4
or more geophones have identical arrival times, the event is
rejected as electrical noise.

While a great deal of time and money is expended gathering
microseismic data, not enough time and effort is spent in
gathering data to determine the cause of the problem. The
microseismic data is but the response of overstressed rock to
loading. To be meaningfUl, analysis and interpretation of
this data must include the site geology, rock properties, load­
ing conditions, excavation geometery and sequence, and any
other field measurements that have been taken. Hence, visits
to problem areas must be made on a continuing basis. In addi­
tion, observations by both workers and supervisors should be
solicited as they are closer to the problem and usually develop
a good feel for how the rock or structure is behaving.

Analysis of Data

Raw microseismic data, gathered by manual or automatic mon­
itoring, must be presented in a form such that anomalous or
diagnostic trends are recognizable. The usual procedure is to
carry out and present the results of data analysis with res­
pect to a particular structure or parts of a structure.
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Knowledge of the source of the microseismic events pinpoints
the problem area. With single-channel monitoring the geophone
is located in the structure, hence the microseismic events
detected are presumed to be located within the structure.
With multi-geophone monitoring each geophone may be located in
one or more structures and that data is analyzed according to
the location of each geophone. With source location monitoring
the computer locates the origin of each detected event to a
point in space, which is then related to a specific structure
or parts of a structure. Hence, data analysis procedures for
any type of microseismic monitoring are basically the same,
rock noise occurrence data is compiled for specific areas.
The data for any structure is tabulated for statistical an­
alyses, displayed for pattern or anomalous trend recognition,
and plotted to delineate potential problem areas. Thus, data
analysis is based both on the location of rock noise occur­
rences and the characteristics of the rate at which those noises
occur. Where necessary, the raw data is corrected prior to the
data analysis.

Microseismic Counts

Microseismic data is usually analyzed to make stability
judgements by examining the number of events occurring in any
particular structure or parts of a structure. This is done
by summing the number of events over a given time interval to
determine the microseismic rate. The microseismic rate is ­
then plotted against time, usually days or hours. An example
of this type of plot is shown in figure 6-3. Similarly, if
threshold crossings for each event were counted, the threshold­
crossing rate would be plotted versus time. It should be noted
that the numbers involved in threshold-crossing plots are much
higher than those in event-count plots, since large events
may produce large numbers of threshold crossings because of
their longer duration.

Microseismic-rate plots are usually made even when moni­
toring is not conducted continuously. With continuous mon1­
toring, plotting total daily events, as shown on figure 6-4,
or threshold crossings is the more common practice.

The classic, and looked for, anomalous microseismic pattern
is a sudden high rate or count, followed by an equally sharp
decrease in microseismic activity. This is sufficient reason
to examine the area producing the anomaly and to look for the
cause of a potential problem.

Energy Release

Microseismic rate or count plots treat each event equally,
regardless of the magnitude of the event. Since both more and
bigger events usually precede a failure, plots of the amount
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of released energy are often more diagnostic than are plots of
microseismic rate. The data presented in figure 6-5 shows that
the sum of seismic energy released daily indicated an anomalous
buildup prior to the occurrence of a rock burst, whereas the
number of events occurring daily did not. It should be mention­
ed that threshold crossing counts somewhat represent the events
magnitude since larger events result in more threshold crossing.

Because there is no standard method for computing micro­
seismic energy, all energy numbers or rates are relative and
apply only to a particular study. Energy numbers are computed
by squaring the amplitude of the event, integrating the wave
form over a time interval (by any of several methods), determin­
ing the time above threshold, determining the event duration,
and by combinations. Regardless of the calculation method, the
data is usually plotted as an energy per time-interval over a
chosen time span or as total energy per day. Again, any anoma­
lous increase or decrease in the data is looked for which would
indicate a potential problem in a particular structure.

Energy data would perhaps be more useful if energy at the
source were calculated rather than energy detected at the geo­
phone. For source location systems, this calculation is possi­
ble if an energy propagation law is determined for the surround­
ing rock mass, since the distance from source to geophone is
known. Procedures for calculating the energy of an event and
the energy at the source are given in Appendix F.

Since events tend to be of larger magnitude as failure is
approached, it follows that the waveform frequencies of events
should decrease as failure is approached. Considerable research
has been carried out to determine if this frequency down shift

. is readily recognizable, but to date a diagnostic drop in wave­
form frequencies of detected events prior to failure has not
been verified.

Energy Per Event

If both the microseismic counts and the energy released are
recorded, a ratio plot of the energy per event can be determined.
In some high-frequency monitoring, particularly with regard to
roof falls in coal mines, this ratio has a sharp and diagnostic
peak immediately prior to a failure, as shown in the example
on figure 6-6.

Blast Equilibrium

Daily mine or construction blasting changes the excavation
geometry, and the resulting stress adjustment in the surrounding
structure generates microseismic data. The time required, be­
cause of the reshaped opening, for the structure to regain
equilibrium, (settle down microseismically) is a measure of the
structures stability. Stable structures normally regain
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equilibrium (quiet down) within 30 minutes following blasting;
whereas unstable structures will continue to work or adjust
for hours, emitting microseismic noise. Usuallv the amount
of energy released is more diagnostic than are rnicroseismic
counts, as it is common to observe fewer but larger events as an
unstable structure adjusts. Figure 6-7 shows example plots
of stable and unstable structure response following mine
blasting. The stable structure rapidly settles down after
blasting, whereas the unstable structure continues to emit
large amounts of energy.

Microseismic Source Location

The goal of any microseismic monitoring is the location
of potentially unstable areas in rock, soil or man-made struc­
tures. With single-channel monitoring, an estimate of the
source of detected events can be made by probing with the geo­
phone in the suspected unstable area. Presumably when the
microseismic noise is the most frequent and intense the geo­
phone is closest to the source. With multi-channel monitoring,
an amplitude comparison for the same event will provide an
estimate of the source. The closest geophone should detect the
event first and register the greatest amplitude. These esti­
mates are usually very qualitative--within a few hundred feet
of the actual source. An accurate, mathematically determined,
source location requires that the event be detected by at
least 4 geophones and the first-arrival times of the micro­
seismic wave at these geophones be precisely known. Also
required are measured geophone coordinates, and an accurate
seismic velocity model for the area monitored. This informa­
tion is then used in a set of equations to calculate the x, y,
z source coordinates. The development of these equations and
their solution is a complicated mathematical exercise (5 - 10).
An overview of source location techniques is presented In -­
Appendix G.

Both on-line and off-line computer calculations of micro­
seismic source locations produce only best estimates of the
true source location. Variations in seismic velocity, unclear
identification of first arrival times, an unknown source time,
less than ideal geophone arrays and possible interference from
blasting or another simultaneous event, introduce errors.
These estimates are typically accurate to within 10 - 40 ft.
The majority of events are located accurately enough to delin­
eate potential problem areas to a particular structure or part
of a structure. This is the goal of any field monitoring,
which has been shown to be adequate in practice. Concern over
more exact location of the source is not warranted.

Plots of located events show where stress is building or
movement is occurring. Typical stress buildup is plotted in
figure 6-8. The contours of rock noise density delineate stress
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concentrations. On-line plots are in real time or plotting can be done
at the operator's convenience using data filed in disk storage.
In the latter case, plots can be constructed for a particular area
over any time period. The selection of time period is based on
the type and severity of the problem.

Seismic velocity

Seismic-velocity values must be determined for any monitor­
ing location before microseismic events can be accurately locat­
ed. Seismic velocity values also supplement the microseismic
data with respect to locating, mapping and evaluating areas of
increasing or decreasing stress. Stress buildup in a structure
is normally accompanied by increased seismic velocities to geo­
phones surrounding the structure as well as by increased micro­
seismic activity.

For minewide monitoring, where assigning a microseismic
event only to a particular mine structure is sufficient, an
overall, average seismic velocity is used. When detailed stope
or structure monitoring requires greater source-location accur­
acy (within 10 feet), a separate, calibrated seismic velocity
may be needed for each geophone. However, seismic velocity
varies because of different travel paths, geology, rock condi­
tions, mined openings, etc., and the microseismic events are
generated randomly throughout the structure; thus choosing the
correct velocity for each geophone becomes a complex problem.
Experience has shown that use of average seismic velocities is
sufficient.

Seismic velocities through structures can be determined
using standard seismic velocity survey equipment, such as a
signal enhancement seismograph, or if a source-location system
is in operation, by setting off test blasts at known points.
Seismic surveys repeated over a period of time will reveal
increases or decreases in seismic velocities through structures.
These data can then be used to supplement microseismic and field
data.

Data Processing

Whether data is gathered manually or automatically, it
must be checked and analyzed in a consistent and routine manner.
For the nonlocating type monitoring systems, this may only
involve scanning the counted or recorded data to insure events
detected were real and summary statistics and plots are correct
and up to date. For source location monitoring, the checking
and sorting of the data usually requires a major effort.

The usual output from source-location monitoring in geo­
technical applications is sequential printing of data for each
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detected event. The operator must then examine the print-out
to:

1) Check events for consistency of arrival
times and source location.

2) Reject blasting events and sort out good events
occurring with the blasting.

3) Sort events with respect to particular structures.

4) Tabulate event statistics and plot data for each
structure.

5) Tabulate overall event statistics and make overall
plots of data.

Once familiar with a system and the data analysis procedures,
an operator can scan the data print-out and relatively quickly
and easily check and sort out the data.

Mislocated events are obvious to an experienced operator
because the source location does not correspond to the arrival
time sequence. That is, the located event should hit the
closest geophone first, and successive geophones corresponding
to their respective distances from the source. Mislocated
events are usually because of interference from one or more
geophones triggered by the simultaneous occurrence of another
event or local cultural noise. The operator corrects mislocated
events by a procedure shown in Appendix H.

Mine blasts normally occur during specific time intervals
2 or 3 times per day. These events have a characteristic
range of energy levels and their locations can be assigned to
particular stopes or headings; hence, they are easily recognized
as blasting events. For example, the blasting in a particular
stope may result in relative energy units ranging from 60 to
100. Microseismic events will be located some distance from
the blast events and will have lower energy levels, in the 0
to 60 range. A seismic event will likewise be located some
distance from the blasting events, but will have a higher
energy level, above 100. with experience, the sorting of real
data from blasting data is not a problem, unless an event is
completely masked by a blast or blast echo.

After blasting is deleted, events are checked and corrected,
then sorted with respect to a particular structure. The data
for each structure is tabulated and plotted, and overall tabu­
lations and plots complied. Events that can't be unscrambled
are put into a no-plot category. It is apparent that, when
hundreds of events are detected and located daily, some form
of automatic, on-line data processing is necessary. OUtput of the
data-processing unit must be transmitted to a _separate data-pro­
cessing computer, or at least stored on some mass-storage device.
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Mining companies with rock burst monitoring systems are now
upgrading their systems to include automatic data analysis and
processing. Real-time updated plots for any monitored struc­
ture will make analyses much more timely and efficient.

Interpretation of Microseismic Data

The microseismic data, when tabulated and plotted, shows
how particular structures are responding to changing geometric
and/or loading conditions. Increasing microseismic and energy
release rates for a particualr structure indicate increasing
stress or movement. Source location plots show where zones of
increasing stress or movement are developing within the struc­
ture. A seismic velocity survey may show whether the structure
is loading and storing up energy prior to failing, or whether
the structure is unloading by slowly and gradually failing.

The microseismic data, by itself, is only one piece of
information with respect to the stability of any structure. It
must be combined with the mining, geological and rock mechanics
information, as well as past microseismic history. When all
this information is combined, the reasons for anomalous micro­
seismic data usually becomes clear, and corrective or remedial
measures can be taken to prevent occurrence of a potential prob­
lem. In some instances warning of an iinmi,nent failure may be
accomplished.

The utilization of past microseismic history must be
approached with caution. A diagnostic sequence of microseismic
events that preceded a failure in one structure may not precede
failure in another structure, or even a second failure in the
original structure. Different geologic conditions and different
loading conditions make the microseismic response of each struc­
ture somewhat different. Though general microseismic patterns
may be diagnostic with respect to a failure, individual patterns
for specific structures may be almost unique. Therefore, a
great deal of caution must be used in applying criteria estab­
lished for one structure to another.

The microseismic data will usually indicate the problem's
location and whether the problem is becoming more serious or
is stabilizing. It will also provide a means of evaluating any
remedial measures taken to prevent a rock failure. Only on
rare occasions has data interpretation been successful in pre­
dicting the time of failure occurrence.

However, once a person has gained experience at a particu­
lar mine or site he should be able to develop some potential­
failure criteria based on microseisrnic data. The more uniform
the geology and ground conditions, mining geometry and sequence,
loading conditions, etc., the greater the chance of establishing
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characteristic microseismic responses to mining or excavation.
In some coal mines with uniform conditions, success has been
achieved in using microseismic monitoring equipment, with
built-in diagnostic pattern recognition, to sound an alarm
when a preset microseismic rate, energy rate or combination
of the two is exceeded.

While microseismic equipment continues to become more
sophisticated, there has been little real improvement in the
utilization of the microseismic data during the past 10 years.
This may be due to a preoccupation with looking for character­
istic patterns rather than relating the available microseisrnic
data to the on site conditions and problem causes. It is still
not possible to have cook book type procedures for microseismic
monitoring. There are no standard data analysis procedures
that can be uniformly applied for predicting a failure.

It must be emphasized that the microseismic technique is
only a tool that provides information about rock structure
behavior to applied loads .. This tool by itself does not pre­
vent or solve problems. The data from this tool, when correctly
interpreted, can lead to the recognition and causes of a ~rob­

lem. Utilization of this data obviously requires both experi­
ence and knowledge in the particular problem area.

Training

Operating a microseismic monitoring system is usually not
difficult, but finding trained personnel is. Normally at
least two persons are required to staff a monitoring project-­
a technician to maintain the system, do the monitoring, and
make preliminary data analyses; and an engineer to interpret
the microseismic and geotechnical data, make stability
evaluations, and outline corrective action. These are both
full time positions.

Ideally the technician has a couple of years of engineering
education, a good background in electronics, and a knowledge of
computers. The engineer in charge should have a strong back­
ground in rock mechanics and a good background in mining, geo­
logy and computers. Electronics is desirable but not neces­
sary. Both must be inquisitive, enthusiastic, and able to
communicate with workers and management.

Basically, no formal training in microseismics is available.
The short courses in acoustic emission given by equipment manu­
facturers are not very geotechnically oriented. Only occasion­
ally do rock mechanics short courses devote one or more lectures
to microseismic monitoring. In short, most training is gained
on the job and by reading the published literature, touring
government or university research facilities conducting micro­
seismic studies, and by visiting field monitoring sites of
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mining companies or research organizations. Where a monitoring
system is already in operation, on the job training is greatly
aided by maintaining well documented files on equipment, moni­
toring and data analysis procedures, and all logs, notes and
reports written.

with available training, including short courses in both
rock mechanics and computer programming, new personnel normally
require one year's experience to become familiar with the
equipment, the microseismic method, the rock mechanics problems,
and gain the confidence of working and supervisory staff. The
monitoring personnel can then utilize the microseismic data to
improve ground control and safety in the everyday mining or
construction operation.
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CHAPTER 7

USING MICROSEISMIC DATA

Use of microseismic data is illustrated by the following
case histories.

General Underground Monitoring

The single-channel surveys carried out by Industrial Minera
Mexico in their underground mines are examples of using micro­
seismic monitoring to improve ground control. Potentially haz­
ardous working areas are reported to the rock mechanics engineer,
who then includes them in his routine monitoring program. The
effectiveness of this program was demonstrated during the drill­
ing and blasting of sublevel long holes at the San Diego mine of
their Santa Barbara Unit (!).

To increase production, a wide section of their vein (39-
66 ft in thickness) was developed and mined by sublevel open
stoping, rather than by the usual shrinkage or cut-and-fill
methods. In 1975, three sublevels were driven between the 800
and 930 levels, some 1800 ft below the surface. These sublevels
were driven full-vein-width without reinforcement. Mining also
began in 1975, and the blasting of the rows of holes continued
for some two years with no real problems. However, as mining
continued and the amount of open ground grew larger, the unrein­
forced roof conditions began to deteriorate, particularly in the
areas immediately adjacent to the open stope. By the end of 1977
small roof falls were beginning to occur along the sublevels. A
program of microseismic monitoring was initiated in 1978.

Two operators checked the troublesome areas daily using
portable monitoring equipment. Geophones were placed in special
drill holes along the roof and walls of the sublevels. Monitor­
ing was carried out at 20-minute intervals at each location dur­
ing quiet times. The data was tabulated, and daily plots of
microseismic rate were kept current for each sublevel. A 910t
from some of these data is shown in figure 7-1. The high initial
microseismic rate reflects the general instability of the sub­
level roof. To stabilize the roof, a recommended program of
reinforcement, using 10-ft fully'-grouted rebars, was completed.
The effectiveness of this reinforcement was soon apparent, as
the high microseismic rates almost immediately decreased to a
stable background rate.

Rock Burst Monitoring

Rock bursting is a major hazard in some deep mines. In
addition, the resulting loss of production and expense of clean­
up and repair make rock bursting a severe operational problem.
The problem becomes more critical as mines go deeper.
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One rock burst control technique used in the Coeur d'Alene
mining district of northern Idaho is a combination of minewide
microseismic monitoring and destress blasting. Burst-prone areas,
primarily pillars, are delineated by monitoring. They are then
destressed by drilling and blasting.

Previous monitoring of burst-prone structures has shown
that when a pillar is reduced to 40-60 ft in thickness it reaches
a critical burst-geometry. The microseismic rate increases signi­
ficantly, and most of the noise is generated.within the pillar.
Also, substantial increases in seismic velocities, measured bv
surrounding geophones, indicate a general stress increase in the
pillar area. A gradually failing pillar, which is also micro­
seismically noisy, is characterized by decreasing seismic velo­
cities.

Another example of using microseismic monitoring to improve
rock burst control is taken from studies carried out at ASARCO's
Galena mine (2). The geophone array used to monitor a burst­
prone pillar Is shown in figure 7-2. Source locations for the
first few months of monitoring, which began in November 1969,
are shown on figure 7-3. Data indicated that mining had not yet
created a critical burst-geometry of the pillar. Initial mining
of the next cut suddenly shifted the stress up into the pillar,
as shown by the source-location plots in figure 7-4. The accom­
panying increase in seismic velocity, registered by surrounding
geophones, is apparent in Table 7-1.

Table 7-1. - Seismic Velocities, 40-135 stope

Geophone

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

Feb. 2, 1970
velocity, fps

19,699

18,403

19,397

20,419

20,424

Shot Time

Mar. 4, 1970
velocity, fps

20,101

20,406

20,519

20,221

21,325

20,535

Shot Time

This data indicated a burst could be expected. However,
buildup of stress was so rapid there was no time to destress. ­
The next afternoon miners were removed from the stope when it
became very active, both microseismically and seismically. The
following morning a small burst occurred in the back end of the
stope pillar.
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Mining resumed after a short period of cleanup and repair.
Continued microseismic monitoring indicated the pillar was still
burst prone, as can be seen from the data in figure 7-5. The
remaining pillar was destressed by blasting a series of 20-ft
long holes drilled on 5-ft centers.

Microseismic monitoring and seismic velocity surveys through
the pillar were used to verify the effectiveness of destressing.
Figure 7-6 shows the results of the seismic velocity surveys.
The significant reduction in seismic velocity throughout the
pillar indicated the pillar had been fractured and softened, hence
was presumed to be destressed. No further bumping or bursting
occurred as the stope pillar was mined out. Microseismic activity
remained low and was confined to the walls around the stope.

This example illustrates the usefulness of microseismic moni­
toring in recognizing a problem and in evaluating remedial action.
It also shows that sometimes micro seismic buildups occur so rapid­
ly there is only time for removal of workers from the area.
Though this is standard practice, in most cases bursting does not
occur following the buildup. When the stope or working area has
settled down microseisrnically, usually the next day, work is re­
sumed under close scrutiny of the on-line microseismic monitoring.

Coal Bump/Bounce Monitoring

Microseismic monitoring of bump or bounce-prone areas in coal
mines is very similar to rock burst monitoring. An array of geo­
phones is installed to monitor minewide or a specific area. Add­
ed operational problems in coal mines are equipment permissibility
requirements and the fast-changing mining geometry due to rapid
extraction of coal. A description of one monitoring project in
a deep Colorado mine is taken from a Bureau of Mines study (2).

Each specific study area was covered by 7 geophones. Data
from the preamplified geophone output was cabled to a monitoring
facility on surface, recorded on magnetic tape, and processed by
an automatic arrival-time un~t.

Normal mining in stable areas produced a low, steady back­
ground microseismic rate of some 10 events per day. Mining into
unstable areas caused a dramatic increase in the microseismic
rate, as shown in figure 7-7. A fault that crossed through the
mining area apparently created a stress imbalance in the barrier
pillar. Figure 7-8 is a time sequence plot of cumulative source
locations. It clearly indicates that stress increased along the
fault and concentrated in the barrier pillar as mining continu­
ously shifted more load onto the pillar. As a result of this
project a better mine layout and mining sequence was established
to minimize bumping.

This example illustrates the usefulness of microseismic
monitoring and the importance of taking into account the local
geologic and structural conditions. The importance of combining
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the microseismic data with the mining, the geologic and rock
mechanics data cannot be overemphasized.

Short~Period Seismic Monitoring

Monitoring rock burst-prone mines with short-period seismic
systems (seismographs) began in the Kolar Gold Field of India in
1912. Similar monitoring was initiated in South Africa in the
1930's and in the Coeur d'Alenes in 1966. Short-period seismic
arrays to monitor coal bumps have been used in the U. S. since
the early 1960's and in Europe since the mid-1960's. The purpose
of short-period seismic monitoring is to provide a record of all
rock bursts or coal bumps and a means of categorizing the size
of such events based on instrument response rather than on obser­
vations or damage reports.

In India, the Kolar Gold Field Observatory classified all
bursts detected according to displacements of the recording
stylus. Bursts producing displacements greater than 2 rom were
considered large. The intent was to use the compiled burst data
in evaluating changes in mining methods with respect to bursting.
However, too many mines with too many changing variables pre­
cluded meaningful evaluations.

In South Africa short-period seismic monitoring has been
used primarily to relate overall release of seismic energy to
reef closure at a mine. The purpose is to determine which mining
rates release the least amount of seismic energy. A more recent
application is evaluating the use of large stabilizing pillars
to minimize stress buildups and resulting rock bursts. A re­
duction in released seismic energy, detected by the short-period
monitoring system, will indicate that the stabilizing pillars
are effective.

A short-period seismic monitoring system is being used at
each major mine in the Coeur d'Alene Mining District (4). These
systems, which provide a record of all bursting and large seismic
events occurring at a mine, are invaluable in supplementing the
microseismic systems. In addition, they encourage better report­
ing of suspicious bumps or heavy-ground movement felt by under­
ground personnel.

Short-period seismic systems in coal mining areas are used
primarily to report coal bumps. Efforts have been made to deter­
mine the source of the bumps, then relate the bumping to mining
or geologic structure. However, the time resolution on the
recorded seismograms is inadequate for accurate source location.

Surface Monitoring

The California Department of Transportation has routinely
used microseismic monitoring to evaluate the stability of high­
way cuts and old landslides intersected by a highway. A typical
example of one of their monitoring jobs is presented in the
following case history (~).
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A new highway was under construction some 300 feet below
the existing road. The natural slopes in the weathered granitic
rock were as steep as 1.2:1. In July of 1973, cracks were noted.
above a 135 ft high 0.6:1 cut that was nearing completion. A
mobile microseismic monitoring van and crew were dispatched to
the site to examine the problem.

Examination of the slope by an engineering geologist re­
vealed an extensive area of surface cracking above the new road,
and a fault running from the top of the cut down under the new
road, as shown in figure 7-9. Monitoring began immediately from
geophone locations on the slope, as also shown on this figure.
All geophones were buried in shallow, augered holes to minimize
extraneous surface and construction noise, and to get good con­
tact with the slope material. Monitoring was carried out twice
daily for 15 minute recording periods. The microseismic data
for the geophones in the upper part of the slope near the cracks
were low. However, microseismic rates for the geophones located
at C and D, near the fault, were high and increasing, as shown in
figure 7-10.

The microseismic data, coupled with some displacement data
taken from the slope, indicated that remedial measures were
necessary. In accordance with recommendations, a buttress was
constructed at the base of the cut slope as quickly as possible.
As can be seen from the data on figure 7-10 the microselsmic rate
rapidly decreased as the buttress became effective.

The microseismic monitoring provided an almost immediate
evaluation of slope stability that proved to be both diagnostic
and accurate. It also provided a record of the stability of
the stope before, during and after corrective measures.

Specialty Monitoring

The ability to locate the source of an event by the arrival­
time-difference method has led. to anurnber of specialty monitoring
applications. Microseismic monitoring is now being applied to
mapping the propagation and extent of hydrofracturing (6) ,deter­
mining an advancing cave line (7), determining the stability of
underground petroleum or gas storage reservoirs (8), determining
the stability of nuclear wasterespository excavation (9), and
locating trapped miners (!Q). -

Monitoring procedures may differ from the more traditional
geotechnical applications, in that the signal may be of lower
amplitude and frequency. This usually requires more sophistica­
ted filtering to improve the signal-to-noise ratio, and may re­
quire digital processing and data analysis to isolate the signal
from background noise. Geophones may have to be mounted in deep
holes to get closer to the source and to eliminate background
surface noise.
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APPENDIX A.- GEOPHONE PICKUP DETERMINATION

From the manufacturer's specifications regarding gage sensi­
tivities and frequency response, one can compare velocity and
acceleration gages to determine which is the more sensitive over
a given frequency range. We calculate the crossover frequency
or the frequency at which each type of geophone is equally
sensitive.

At this crossover frequency the output voltage of the two
types of gages must be equal; hence,

where

Ea = aka = Ev = vkv , (A-I)

Ea is accelerometer output voltage,
Ev is velocity gage output voltage,
a is particle acceleration,
v is particle velocity,
k a is accelerometer sensitivity (volts/g}, and
kv is velocity gage sensitivity (volts/in/sec).

Since a = 2TIfv, we can substitute into equation A-I to obtain

2TIfvka = vkv

or
f = (A-2 )

where f i~ the desired crossover fte4uency.
The following example will illustrate the use of equation

A-2 in selecting the proper type of geophone:
To choose between a velocity gage of 1.0-volts/in/sec sensi­

tivity and an accelerometer of 0~35v/g sensitivity for a study
where low stress levels will be encountered

f =
1.0 volts/in/sec

2TI x 0.35 volts/g x 1 g
32.2 ft/sec

x
= 176 Hz.

Hence, if the characteristic frequencies of rock noises generated
were less than 176 HZ, the velocity gage would be more sensitive
and would be used. Similarly, if the predominant frequencies
were greater than 176 Hz, the accelerometer would be more sensi­
tive and thus selected. It should be mentioned, however, that
the crossover frequency must lie within the limits of the flat
frequency response of the gage.

--130-





APPENDIX B. - MICROSEISMIC ~MPLIFIERS

Although some seismic exploration work with velocity gages
is accomplished without amplifiers, virtually all rnicroseismic
installations use a preamplifier located at the geophone. In
the case of velocity gages, a preamplifier is needed because the
output is so small the signal will be lost in extraneous noise
picked up by the cable. The noise problems with the accelero­
meter is worse because of its high impedance anq low level out­
put. Any long cable will noticeably attenuate its output.

\
EoRin

,
".Q---...L.....---...---+-------e>"""""

POWER SUPPLY g llOVAC

FIGURE B-I--UNBALANCED AMPLIFIER

Figure B-1 represents a model of an unbalanced, or single-ended amoli­
fier. Both its input and outout share a common conductor. The g;in
of the amplifier is defined as the ratio of output voltage to
input voltage. Gain may be expressed either as a voltage ratio,
without units, or as gain in db, defined as:

db gain = 20 LOG10 E~
Eln

low output
The amplifier

The amplifier shown is assumed to have very
impedance, and is unaffected by normal loading.
input resistance is represented by Rin •

For the purpose of microseismic instrumentation, the effects
of noise generated by the transducer amplifier must be considered.
In figure B-2 noise generators have been added to the amplifier
to represent noise sources. The two noise generators are equi­
valents for random noise generated by the various noise sources
in a transistor amplifier.
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Ri

FIGURE B-2--GEOPHONE AMPLIFIER WITH NOISE SOURCES

The amplifier model in figure B-2 has became an
industry standard for audio frequency amplifiers. The noise
parameters, En and In, are specified for most devices intended
for low level instrumentation. En and In are expressed in
terms of voltage and current per (Hz)~. On occasion they are
expressed in terms of volts 2 and amps2 per unit frequency.
This means of expression is necessary because the noise power is
distributed over a broad frequency range. The noise power emit­
ted is dependent on the bandwidth over which it is measured.
Thus the published noise parameters for a device are for a one
Hertz bandwidth. If the system bandwidth is 10KHz, and En and
In are constant with respect to frequencl' the published En and
In values must be multiplied by (10,000) 2 to obtain the actual
contribution of the two noise generators.

Typical noise parameters for commercially available devi­
ces are listed:

En In

Bipolar Amplifier 3.0 nV/Hz~ 0.1 pA/HZ~

FET amplifier 8.0 k
3.0 fA/HZ~nV/Hz2

An inpsection of figure B-2 reveals that the source resis­
tance, Rs, determines which noise generator is the dominant noise
contributor. If Rs is very small, the voltage generated by
current In through Rs will be much smaller than En. Thus En
is dominant. Likewise, if Rs is very large, as is the case with
a high impedance tranducer, In will generate a larger voltage
than En and In determines the noise characteristics of the
amplifier.

Transducer selection is usually dictated by sensitivity
and cost. The amplifier is made to match the transducer. The
FET amplifier will produce less noise with high impedance trans­
ducers, such as the accelerometer. (Piezoelectric being the
only accelerometer type considered here). Similarly, the
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bipolar amplifier will be less noisy with the low impedance
transducers such as the velocity gage.

tVhen one amplifier is to be used with both velocity gages
and accelerometers, the FET amplifier should be used since it
offers higher impedance and only about twice the noise of the
bipolar amplifier. However, bipolar amplifiers will be about 10
times noisier than theFET amplifier when used with an acceler­
ometer.

The amplifier equivalent-noise sources, En and In, have
a limited frequency range over which they exhibit their lowest
values. Figure B-3 shows the noise characteristics for a typ­
ical audio amplifier.

AMPLIFIER
EQUIVALENT

NOISE INPUT
POWER

(LOG SCALE)

SPECIFIED
OPERATING

RANGE

1 HZ 1 KHZ LOG FREQUENCY
FIGURE B-3--FREQUENCY DEPENDENCE OF In AND En FOR A TYPICAL AMPLIFIER

Before any amplifier is considered for an application, the
noise-source frequency dependence should be ascertained. An
amplifier can have a good noise performance, but the bandwidth
over which the specification holds may be restricted. The low
frequency limit is a highly variable number depending on the
type of amplifier. For microseismic applications a lower-limit
noise figure approaching 10Hz is obtainable. Velocity gages
and piezoelectric accelerometers are electrical generating
transducers. That is, for given amount of particle motion,
they generate a given amount of electrical power. The transdu­
cer signal power (coupled to the amplifier), compared to the
amplifier's own equivalent noise power, defines the system
signal-to-noise ratio. Figure B-4 compares the power frequen­
cy response for a velocity gage and an accelerometer.
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TRANSDUCER
OUTPUT POWER
FOR CONSTANT

AMPLITUDE MECH
SINUSOIDAL INPUT

(LOG SCALE)

VELOCITY GAGE :

,.'\
I \

I \

f2 "
~

/
/

t db 800 Hz LOG FREQUENCY
FIGURE B-4--FREQUENCY RESPONSE FOR TYPICAL TRANSDUCERS

The velocity gage has a fairly constant output over its
useful bandwidth. The lower cutoff frequency fl for the gage
is determined by the-seismic-mass suspension-system mechanical
resonance. Most manufacturers define fl as the frequency
where the response is 3 db below the mid-frequency response.
Velocity gages will often show a response resonant peak near
fl. This is due to the gage having insufficient internal
damping. Damping can be increased to eliminate the resonant
peak by adding external shunt resistance to the output termin­
als. Most manufacturers specify this resistance.

Critical damping of velocity gages is advantageous. Most
velocity gages are resonant below 15Hz. Signal components in
this frequency region contribute little to arrival-time infor­
mation; large amplitude, low frequency signals can interfere
with event recovery by overloading the amplifier.

The upper frequency limit for the velocity gage is deter­
mined primarily by parasitic mechanical resonances in the
gage, and its mounting. The frequency response of the velocity
gage (figure B-4) becomes very ragged above about 2KHz. Since
these variations in response are usually quite large, a means
should be provided to cut off all frequencies outside the gage's
normal operating range.

The accelerometer response in figure B-4, is expressed in
terms of constant velocity input and shows a voltage response
which is proportional to frequency. The high frequency cutoff,
f 2 , of the accelerometer (figure B-4) is primarily determined
by the resonant frequency'of the piezoelectric crystal and its
seismic mass. Accelerometer mounting has an effect on f2. As
resonant frequency is approached, the response becomes very
irregular. A means should be provided in the system to elim­
inate frequency components outside the accelerometer's normal
operating range.

Transducer output power is plotted in figure B-4 instead
of transducer output voltage. Available power is defined as
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that signal power which would flow from the transducer to the amp­
lifier when their impedance are optimumly matched. It can be seen
that above 800 Hz the accelerometer is delivering more power
to the amplifier than is the velocity gage. In this case of
impedance matching, the accelerometer has a noise performance
advantage over the velocity gage above 800 Hz. In practice,
impedance matching between the amplifier and transducer is
not economically possible. The result is a slight increase
in the frequency at which the accelerometer demonstrates a
noise performance advantage.

The lower cutoff frequency, fl' for the accelerometer is
primarily determined by the amplifier input resistance, Ri,
the combined capacitance of the accelerometer, and the cable
connecting the accelerometer to the amplifier. The cable
capacitance may be larger than the accelerometer capacitance.
The signal voltage generated by the accelerometer is attenu­
ated by the cable capacitance. Thus cable capacitance can be
the determining factor in both system sensitivity and low
frequency cutoff.

There is a convenient technique for eliminating this
capacitance problem~ A feedback capacitor is added to the
FET amplifier.

Rf
/'1 It.

r----"'\, I \'"\----,
I ,I 'I I
I Cf I
I !ACCELEROMETER

,.-~-,

I

: i i ~~;~;--r------- '\
Es : l CAPACITA~CE Eo .

I I : JI .L....+- .' ..... --I~ _

I IL .l

FIGURE B-5--CHARGE AMPLIFIER

In the amplifier shown in figure B-5, if the gain, K, is
made very large, the circuit functions as a charge-to-voltage
converter, thus its name "charge amplifier". The arirplifier
feedback action is such that the amplifier will attempt to
keep voltage, Ein' at zero by feeding charge back through capa­
citor Cf. In so doing the amplifier will develop a voltage
across' the capacitor determined by the capacitance law:

Capacitance voltage = input charge
Cf
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Since Ein is small, the voltage across the capacitor is
nearly equal to the amplifier output voltage, Eo. The gain
for the amplifier is IICf volts per coulomb.

The cable capacitance no longer determines the system gain
or the low-frequency cutoff point. Furthermore, the noise per­
formance of the amplifier is not degraded by the feedback capa­
citor. The capacitance should be chosen so that the amplifier
gain is not so reduced that succeeding cables and further ampli­
fication begin to contribute noise.

As a practical necessity some means of supplying bias cur­
rent to the amplifier is necessary. Otherwise the amplifier
will gradually drift off scale as leakage charge accumulates on
Cf. The feedback resistor Rf provides a path for the bias cur­
rent. Rf also determines the low frequency cutoff point fl' just
as resistor Rin limits the low frequency response of the accel­
erometer FET amplifier without feedback.

An accelerometer is a high-impedance, low output device.
A charge can be generated when the signal cable is flexed.
This effect can be very troublesome unless special low capaci­
tance cables that are rated for accelerometer service are used.

Most commercially available preamplifiers suitable for mi­
croseismic application do not have self-contained power supplies.
In some installations battery power is used, but most systems
use centrally located line operated power supplies to serve
several preamplifiers. Power is supplied to each preamplifier
through a dedicated pair of wires in the geophone cable. The
amplifier signal output is carried on an additional pair of
wires or a single additional wire, with the power common used
as the signal return.

The selection of preamplifier gain is influenced by several
factors. To provide the best signal-to-noise ratio, all of
the system gain should be located as close to the transducer
as possible. In this way a high signal-to-noise ratio is estab­
lished before transmission.

For systems with a threshold detector on each channel, pre­
amplifier gain determination is simple. The preamplifier gain
is selected so that the smallest event of interest will generate
a signal. For a threshold level of I volt and a velocity gage
with a sensitivity of I vlinlsec, a minimum detectable event
is of 0.0005 in/sec and will require a gain of 2000 (66db).

For an accelerometer the gain requirement in the above ex­
ample is determined using the following relationship:

acceleration = 2nf velocity, in consistent units •
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At 1000 Hz, the acceleration would be

2 w 100 x 0.0005= w in/sec 2

or in gis, the acceleration is

w /(32.2 x 12) = 8.13 mg.

For an accelerometer with a sensitivity of 300 mv/g, the
accelerometer voltage output would be

(8.13 mg) x (300mv/g) = 2.44 mv

and with a voltage amplifier, the required gain for a I volt
output is just

1/(2.44mv) = 410 (52.2 db).

Some difficulty with this scheme may arise if the ampli­
fiers do not have good overload recovery characteristics. The
gain chosen can easily cause amplifier overload, since many
events will be much larger than the minimum assumed here. If
the amplifier maximum output voltage swing is 10 volts, an
event only 10 times the minimum detectable will cause ampli­
fier overload.

Microseismic Cable Considerations

In most installations the transducer array is distant from
the dataprocessor. Typical cable runs are about 5000 ft for
an underground installation. A number of transmission means
including wireless and fiber optic have been proposed, but at
present metallic electrical cable is most economical.

Signal attenuation in cable is usually not much of a pro­
blem. For instance the attenuation of a 10,000 ft cable with
20 gage conductors is only a few db in the low audio-frequency
range. Some manufacturers provide a means of inserting a cali­
bration signal at the transducer amplifier to permit measure­
ment of overall system gain. One system has been constructed
that allows injection of a calibration signal at the data pro­
cessor. The calibration signal is transmitted via cable to the
transducer amplifier calibration input, then returned for veri­
fication.

The microseisrnic user has two frequent problems, cable
noise pickup and maintenance. The electrical power dis- '
tribution system is the source of most interference. It is the
source of low-frequency noise (harmonics of the line current
fundamental frequency) as well as transient mine-power switching
noise.

~l37-



The power system noise is transmitted to the microseismic
cables by three mechanisms, magnetic and capacitance coupling
and redundant grounds. Capacitive coupling is illustrated in
figure B-6 below. The principal cause is running signal cables
near mine-power cables.

POWER CABLE Vi VOLTS

Ein=Es+Ec

I,,,
I
I

i
I Ii

C -'s.,._-;:-·
I ,
IIi

RmJ) Rs

FIGURE B-6--MICROSEISMIC CABLE CAPACITIVELY COUPLED TO HV POWER CABLE

The signal wire in figure B-6 connecting the transducer
to the amplifier is assumed to be a twisted pair cable, and
the power cable nearby is carrying AC current. This causes
capacitive coupling between each signal wire and the power
cable. The capacitances, Cs, linking each signal wire to the
power cable are approximately equal.

If the power cable is carrying a voltage, Vi, the current
induced in each signal wire by the capacitances is given by

Ii = Cs Vi (2~f), where f is frequency of Vi.

The induced current, Ii, will produce a voltage drop
across Rs, and thus a voltage in the upper signal wire given
by

Ec = IiRs = RsCsVi (2~f)

In the lower signal wire, current, Ii, induces no voltages,
since there is a low resistance path to ground. The amplifier
will see at its input terminals the sum of two voltages, Es and
Ec, with the magnitude of interfering voltage, Ec, determined
by the circuit parameters, Cs, Rs, Vi and f.

To minimize capacitively-coupled interference, shielded
wire is used, and usually the transducer is shielded. Lines of
electric flux emanating from the power cable terminate on the
signal cable shield. This is equivalent to having the capaci­
tors, Cs, (B-7) connected to the shield, rather than to the signal
conductors. The induced current, Ii, is now conducted through
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the shield to ground without affecting the signal conductors.
(Figure B-7).

Rm

POWER CABLE WI Vi VOLTS
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Es
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FIGURE B-7--AMPLIFIER WITH SHIELDED CABLE AND SHIELDED SOURCE

Magnetically coupled interference is caused by power cable
current. Figure B-8 shows a conductor carrying current, Ii,
running parallel to a signal cable. The magnetic lines of flux
encircling the cables are represented by the circles.

EB ~ Ii
POWER ~LE CARRYING CURRENT Ii

,- .., \
I •

I, .'

,'- ....
I \
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00000

'-- FLUX UNIFORM AROUND CABLE TWISTED PAIR
FIGURE B-8--MICROSEISMIC CABLE MAGNETICALLY LINKED TO POWER CABLE

I

Rs :
I

NEs:
I

Mutual inductance is created between the power cable
and the signal wire. This is equivalent to two trans­
formers driven by a current source, Ii, in figure B-9. The
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signal wire resistance and self inductance, represented by Zc,
are a part of the interference coupling mechanism.

-Zc--
Lc Rc

I;

(
Ein=Es+E

\
FIGURE B-9--EQUIVALENT CIRCUIT FOR MICROSEISMIC CABLE MAGNETICALLY LINKED TO A POWER CABLE

Again the assumption is made that the signal pair wire
spacing is small compared to the separation of the signal
cable and the power cable. Then the voltage induced in each
signal wire is given by

Em = Ii M (27ff).

Induced voltage, Em, on the lower signal wire (dropped
across impedance, Zc) is prevented from entering the amplifier
input by the grounds on the lower signal wire. The upper sig-
nal wire voltage, Em, causes very little current to flow because
the cable is terminated by the high input resistance Rin. Only
a small part of voltage Em is dropped across Zc. Rs, being much
smaller than Rin, drops very little Em. Most of Ern appears at the
amplifier input terminal and is added to signal Es.

Redundant grounds (ground loops) is the third kind of inter­
fering mechanism. Current from the power system is coupled into
the instrumentation by redundant grounds.
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The ground resistance, RG, in figure B-lO, carries ground
current, IG, which is assumed to originate from a source outside
of the instrumentation system.

__ Zc__

RG<.<I Zct

Gnd__
Point

G

FIGURE B-IO--CABLE WITH GROUND LOOP

RG will be much smaller than impedance Zc. Thus ground
voltage EG will appear across impedance Zc in the lower signal
lead. The impedance of the lower signal wire is approximated
by resistance RG. Figure B-ll shows a simplified equivalent
circuit.

Rs

Es

EG

--....zc__

RG

R12
in

FIGURE B-ll--SIMPLIFIED GROUND LOOP EQUIVALENT CIRCUIT

The interfering and signal voltages appear once again
together at the amplifier input.

There are many ways by which the power system can cause
ground currents, all of them involving redundant grounds, whether
intentional or unintentional. Figure B-12 shows a typical situ­
ation which will cause ground currents.

When the star center point of a 120/208 transformer secon­
dary is grounded (as a safety provision) a ground current is

-141-



generated whenever a load is also grounded (figure B-12). Load
current, IL, has two return paths to the transformer star point.
The ratio of RG to Zc determines the ground current.

Hot Wire

Hi Voltage
Primary

~ Gnd at distribution
transformer

FIGURE B-12--POWER DISTRIBUTION CIRCUIT RESULTING IN GROUND CURRENT

Typically RG will approximate impedance Zc. Therefore,
half of the load current will return through ground rather than
through the neutral wire. The resulting ground voltage can be
several volts.

The former discussion has been restricted to three terminal
amplifiers. A three terminal amplifier, often referred to as
"unbalanced" or "single ended", shares a conunon input - output
conductor.

A differential amplifier has two input terminals. The
amplifier responds to the difference in voltages impressed on
its input terminals. In figure B-13 the difference voltage,
Ed, is defined as El - E2. Voltages E1 and E2 are referenced
to ground, while Ed is not. The amplifier output voltage, Eo
is given by Ed K. Amplifier input resistances Ril and Ri2,
and are assumed equal. The amplifier input resistance is
assumed to be great~r than Rs or Zc.
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Ze

Eo

FIGURE B-13--DIFFERENTIAL AMPLIFIER WITH CABLE AND TRANSDUCER

The average of the two ground referenced input voltages,
El and E2, is given by (El + E2)/2. This quantity is known as
the common-mode voltage. Ideally the differential amplifier
is absolutely unresponsive to the common-mode voltage. But
in reality, the common-mode voltage does produce some output.
Common-mode voltage rejection is a specified parameter for
differential amplifiers. This is expressed as the ratio of
the amplifier common-mode signal gain to the amplifier-differ­
ential signal gain.

The advantage of the differential amplifier becomes evi­
dent when one examines effects of interference sources. The
equivalent circuit for the cable with capacitively coupled
interference is shown in figure B-14.

Rs

Es

\,
\
\

'~,', .
I

I,

POWER CABLE, VOLTAGE Vi

FIGURE B-14--DIFFERENTIAL AMPLIFIER WITH CAPACITIVELY COUPLED INTERFERENCE
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A current is coupled by stray capacitance, Cs to both
the upper and lower signal wires. The stray capacitances
coupling signal wire to the };Ower wire are equal. Therefore,
interfering currents coupled to the two signal wires are equal.
These equal currents flowing into the equal amplifier-input
resistances will produce equal, cancelling input voltages,
EI and E2. Only the transducer signal voltage, Es ' appears
at the amplifier input as a differential voltage.

Magnetically coupled interference is shown in figure B-l5
for a differential amplifier. Cable impedance, Zc, is assumed
small compared to amplifier input resistance, Ri. Interfer­
ence voltage, Em, is the same in both upper and lower signal
conductors. They have the same polarity. Thus no differen­
tial voltage is produced at the amplifier input. This cancel­
lation would occur even if one signal terminal were grounded
at the transducer. Interference caused by ground loops are
minimized by a differential amplifier.

Ii

Rs

•

t
Ed

Eo

- -FIGURE-B-15--DIFFERENTIAL AMPLIFIER WITH CABLE MAGNETICALLY LINKED TO POWER CABLE

By inspection (figure B-16), it can be seen that ground
voltage, EG' is coupled by the lower signal wire directly into
the lower amplifier input terminal. At the upper amplifier
input terminal EG is slightly attenuated by Rs • The amount of
the attenuation is determined by the ratio of Rs to Ri. Any
attenuation of EG at the upper input terminal will produce a
differential voltage. The uncancelled portion of EG will be
amplified. In the worst case, with a very large source resis­
tance, the susceptibility of the differential amplifier to
ground voltage approaches that of the single~ended amplifier.
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Eu
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Ground

Rg
FIGURE B-16--DIFFERENTIAL AMPLIFIER WITH GROUND VOLTAGE

It has been demonstrated that an unbalanced sour=e, with
one side grounded, can lead to interference. This is true if
a differential amplifier is used, although the amount of inter­
ference entering the amplifier will be less.

One way to assure that the source will be balanced is to
have it floating, that is with no source terminal grounded.
This makes the currents in the source signal terminals equal.
Floating is acheived with velocity gages and accelerometers
by electrically insulating them from ground.

Cable interference between the amplifier and the data pro­
cessor can be treated in a similar manner. A differential
amplifier can be easily installed at the data processor end of
the cable.

It is to the users advantage to have the transducer ampli­
fier output act as a differential source to the cable. However,
differential amplifiers have an unbalanced output, with one
terminal common with the power supply low side.

One can balance the differential amplifier output by
floating the amplifier. The same technique is used to balance
the transducer. The amplifier can be floated by providing it
with its own power supply and removing the local DC power supply
ground. (Figure B-16). However, besides the safety problem, a
truly balanced condition has not been achieved.

Furthermore, with the floating power
half of the amplifier output voltage will
amplifier output low terminal and ground.
tance on the input leads of the amplifier
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to hold the input circuit at ground potential. The result is
that some of the amplifier output voltage will appear as a
common-mode signal at the amplifier input. And some of this
common-mode signal will end up as a differential signal. The
amount depends on the common-mode rejection of the amplifier.

Therefore, with the circuit of figure B-17, a feedback
path has been established around the amplifier. The amount
of feedback will increase with frequency since it is primarily
caused by stray capacitance. Furthermore, the cornmon-mode
rejection of the amplifier decreases with increasing frequency.
This increases the feedback loop gain. Change in feedback
causes gain anomalies at low frequency and instability at
higher frequences.

NO LOCAL f
GROUND 'i.
~

~ DIFFERENTIAL
. 0/2 OUTPUT AMPLIFIER

II- CABLE AT DATA
~ E PROCESSOR

I I I I I 0
' ....-1. '~_' .....__-+---.~/ -1

~Eo/2

- ..... -------.....I , ~ ,
I r I. I
I I I I

TRANSDUCER CABLE

. POWER·- '. TRANSFORMER­
SUPPLY . ).CAPACITANCE
~_.:'.

FIGURE B-17--DIFFERENTIAL AMPLIFIER WITH UNBALANCED OUTPUT

I
I

I

STRAY ~:1:~
CAPACITANCE __L.

A better solution is the use of an amplifier with a differ­
ential input and output. (Figure B-18) .

DIFFERENTIAL
AMPLIFIER OUTPUT

TRANSDUCER CABLE CABLE

POWER .
SUPPLY

01 FFERENTIAL
AMPLI FI ER AT
DATA PROCESSOR

~
FIGURE B-18 --AMPLIFIER WITH DIFFERENTIAL INPUT AND OUTPUT
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The differential input/output amplifier permits use of a
grounded power supply which can power multiple amplifiers. The
differential amplifier may be either full-floating or differ­
entially balanced, with identical impedances from each output
terminal to ground.

with this method the output cables are terminated at both
ends into fully differential devices. Upper and lower conduc­
tors carry identical currents flowing in opposite directions.
The voltages, with respect to ground, on the two conductors
are equal and opposite in polarity. As a result, at any appre­
ciable distance, the electrical and magnetic fields around the
conductors very nearly cancel. Because of this flux cancel­
lation little coupling occurs between amplifier cables. This
is true even if the individual pairs are not electrically
shielded.

Not having to shield individual pairs is an advantage. In
most microseismic installations, groups of amplifier output
cables are collected at a central point and connected to multi­
pair cables for transmission to the data processor. Most
commercially available cables with individually shielded pairs
are not intended for severe environments. However, if only an
overall shield is required, high quality cable is readily avail­
able. The use of an overall shield, preferably of copper, is
recommended, for both single and multipair cables.

Microseismic systems have many individual lengths of both
single and multipair amplifier cables. Each has its own shield.
The shields cannot be permitted to float; if they are, little
electrostatic shielding is provided. The shields must be ground­
ed, but without causing ground loops. Shield currents can
couple into the signal leads because of slight imbalances in
the differential system. Therefore, multiple grounding of
electrical shields must be avoided. A single shield ground con­
nection should be made at the data processor as shown in figure
B-l9.

AMPLI FIERS AT
DATA PROCESSOR

I
I
I
I

- - - - - - - .......

,- -

r
1
I
I

--'- - - - ---

TRANSDUCER
AMPLIFIER

: I\f ; _

L J.

TRANSDUCERS
r-- ---,'
I :,...... _
I I •

I tV II-'----------.l....
I 1..-_......1'L .l

r-----T
I 'I 1.----------

I ,

FIGURE 8-19 -- SHIELD CONNECTIONS FOR A MICROSEISMIC SYSTEM
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Care should be taken to connect the shields in a daisy
chain fashion. Redundant shield connections, such as a wire
between two transducer shields, should not be made.

Suggestions for Lowering System Noise

1) Transducers should be electrically floated and encased in
electrically shielded enclosures. Magnetic shielding of
velocity gages may be necessary.

2) Transducer cables, particularly when used with accelero­
meters, should be as short as possible.

3) A differential transducer preamplifier should be used with
long cables or in an electrically noisy installation.

4) The receiving amplifier at the data processor, or the trans­
ducer amplifier (preferably both) output should be differ­
ential.

5) All cable should have an overall metallic shield to minimize
electrical field interference.

6) Multipair cable need not have individually shielded pairs
if all preamplifiers have differential outputs and receiv­
ing amplifiers have differential inputs.

7) All shields in the system should be daisy-chained together
and grounded only at the data processor end of the cable.

Microseismic System Wiring

1) Non-magnetic metals, such as aluminum foil, provides very
little shielding from magnetic interference to cables and
devices at power line frequencies.

2) Vinyl-covered cables are not generally satisfactory for
underground installations. Polypropylene-covered cables
designed for direct burial are preferred.

3) Nonwicking cable should be used in wet areas.

4) Junction boxes should be used at points where individual
amplifier cables join multi-pair cables. Additional junc­
tion boxes should be provided along both single and multi­
pair cables to aid in system cable fault location.

5) Junction boxes should be drip-proof and readily accessible
for service work.

6) Junction boxes should not be electrically connected to
cable shields.
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7) All electrical connections should be made in junction boxes,
using spade-lug connectors and high-quality plastic terminal
strips with screw-down connections. Bakelite terminal
strips are not satisfactory. Telephone type connection
blocks with insulation displacement terminals are not satis­
factory.

8) Microseismic cables should be physically separated from
power cables and power apparatus, for both safety and elec­
trical interference reduction.

9) Any electronics connected to underground cables should be
able to withstand an overvoltage of at least 25 volts applied
to signal input or output, either as a cornmon-mode voltage
or as a differential voltage. Additional protection will
be necessary if any part of the cabling is subject to light­
ning.
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APPENDIX C. - MANUFACTURERS OF MICROSEISMIC EQUIPMENT

A list of known manufacturers of microseismic and acoustic
emission components and monitoring systems is presented in the
following table.

Table C-l. List of Manufacturers

Manufacturer
and

Address

Acoustic Emission
Technology Corp.

1812 J. Tribute Road
Sacramento, CA 95815
(916) 927-3861

Brue1 and Kjaer
Instruments, Inc.

185 Forest Street
Marlborough, MA. 01752
(617) 481-7000

Components

X

X

Nonlocating
Systems

X

Locating
Systems

X

X

Columbia Research Labs, Inc. X
MacDade Blvd. and Bu11ens Lane
woodlyn, PA 19094
(215) 532-9464

Dunegan/Endevco
Rancho Viejo Road
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675
(714) 831-9131

Electro-Lab
Building 10
Spokane Industrial Park
Spokane, WA 99126
(509) 928-0929

Geospace Corporation
5803 Glenmont Drive
Houston, TX 77036
(713) 666-1611

Ithaco Inc.
735 W. Clinton St.
Ithaca, ·NY 14850
(607) 272-7640

x

x

x

x
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Table C-l. List of Manufacturers

Manufacturer
and

Address

Integrated Sciences, Inc.
1134 Francis Street
Longmont, CO 80501
(303) 772-6222

Physical Acoustics
Corp.

743 Alexander Road
Princeton, NJ 08540
(609) 452-2510

Slope Indicator Co.
3668 Albion Place N.
Seattle, WA 98103 .
(206) 633-3073

Components

x

Nonlocating
Systems

x

x

x

. Locating
Systems

x

Teledyne Geotech X
3401 Shiloh Road
Garland, TX 75041
(214) 271-2561

Trans Era Corp.
3707 North Canyon Road
Provo, UT 84601
(801) 224-6550

Walter Nold Co.
24 Birch Road
Natick, MA 01760
(617) 653-1635
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APPENDIX D. - INTERPRETATION OF SEISMOGRAPH RECORDS

When an earthquake, rock burst, or explosion occurs, the
original waves are a complex mixture of amplitudes and wave­
length. A Fourier analysis shows a large number of sine waves
of different wavelengths and amplitudes. The high frequencies
or short wavelengths are damped out over a very short distance,
so after a few miles the only components that are recorded
have a period of the order of magnitude of tenths of second.

To determine the epicenter of an earthquake, the travel­
times of different components are measured. For local quakes,
only the P (longitudinal) and S (transverse) waves can be meas­
ured, but since the P wave travels at a much higher velocity,
the difference between the arrival times, S - P, is commonly
used to compute the distance to the epicenter. Since the
arrival times are dependent upon wave velocities in an area,
empirical formulas can be determined for a particular geo­
logic area. Practice has established the following empirical
relationships for California earthquakes:

Distance from the epicenter = 8.5 x (S - P) kilometers, or

distance from the epicenter = 5.28 x (S - P) miles.

Traveltime of P wave = 1.37 x (S - P) seconds

for distances up to 100 krn. These formulas give excellent re­
sults for major rock bursts in the Coeur d'Alene area recorded
at the Newport Seismological Observatory (81 miles). Studies
in the district have indicated that velocities may range from
3,000 to 23,000 fps within a mine, and with this variation,
present published curves and empirical formulas are not appli­
cable. Some work has been done to determine local traveltime
curves, and it is hoped that more will be determined in the
future.

It is beyond the scope of this report to discuss the de­
tails of earthquake mechanism and the interpretation of seismo­
grams other than to explain the distinguishing elements of
various events. Richter's "Elementary Seismology" or Neumann's
"Principles Underlying the Interpretation of Seismograms" are
recommended as excellent references.

After some experience in reading the seismograms, the
ground control engi~eer can quickly separate the various events.
These include underground blasting, bursts of varying intensity,
earthquakes, surface blasts, and others. Following are examples
and discussion.

The seismograph drum speed can be varied to record at
30 rom per minute laterally, or a faster 60 mm per minute. The
slower speed is used for the weekend (when the mines are idle),
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so that a continuous 48-hour record is obtained without a paper
change. During the mine operating period, the 60 rom per minute
lateral speed is used to lengthen the wave trace and permit more
accuracy in reading the seismogram. The record is changed every
24 hours.

Examples of various seismic events are shown in the seismo­
gram of figure D-l. The first event is a small rock burst from
a nearby mine some 9 miles away (8 - P less than 2 sec). The
second is a large bench blast at an open pit mine some 185 miles
away (8 - P of 35 sec). The next is a small local earthquake
occurring some 79 miles away (5 - P of 15 sec). The last is a
small distant earthquake (the 5 wave is damped out and not re­
corded) .
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APPENDIX E. - MINES USING SOURCE LOCATION MONITORING SYSTEMS
AND MICROSEISMIC RESEARCH ORGANIZATIONS IN U. S.

Microseismic monitoring systems have been installed
throughout the world in both hard rock and coal mines. Rock
burst monitoring systems are currently operating in the U. S.,
Canada, South Africa, Australia and Chile. Coal bump moni­
toring systems are currently operating in Germany, Poland,
Czechoslovkia, Russia and Japan. A list of north American
mines with rock burst monitoring systems is given in the
following table.

Table E-l. Mines with Monitoring Systems

Mine and address System Type

Creighton Mine
INCO Ltd. .
Copper Cliff, Ontario
Canada POM lNO
(705) 682-4411

Crescent Mine
Bunker Hill Co.
P. O. Box 29
Kellogg, ID 83837
(208) 784-1261

Falconbridge Mine
Falconbridge Nickel Mines, Ltd.
Falconbridge, Ontario
Canada, POM lSO
(705) 693-2761

Galena Mine
ASARCO Inc.
P. O. Box 440
Wallace, ID 83873
(208) 752-1117

Electro-Lab 250 MP

Electro-Lab 250 MP

Electro-Lab 250 MP

Data General W/Electro-Lab
Interface
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Table E-1.

Mine and address

Mines with Monitoring Systems

System Type

Lucky Friday Mine
Hecla Mining Company
P. O. Box 320
Wallace, ID 83873
(208) 752-1251

Star Mine
Hecla Mining Company
P. O. Box 320
Wallace, ID 83873
(208) 752-1251

Sunshine Mine
P. O. Box 1080
Kellogg, ID 83837
(208) 783-1211

Electro-Lab 250 MP
W/interactive DEC
minicomputer

IBM Sys. 7
W/Electro-Lab interface

Electro-Lab 250 MP
W/interactive IBM
minicomputer

Microseismic Research Organizations in U. S.

A list of government and university research organizations
involved in microseismic monitoring is presented.

Denver Research Center
U. S. Bureau of Mines
Bldg. 20, Denver Federal Center
Denver, CO 80225
(303) 234-3018

Attn: Mr. Fred Leighton

Spokane Research Center
U. S. Bureau of Mines
E. 315 Montgomery Ave.
Spokane, WA 99207
(509) 484-1610
Attn: Mr. Roger McVey

Rock Mechanics Laboratory
Department of Mineral Engineering
The Pennsylvania State University
University Park, PA 16802
(814) 863-1620
Attn: Dr. H. Reginald Hardy, Jr.
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Civil Engineering Department
Drexel University
23rd and Chestnut Streets
Philadelphia, PA 19104
(215) 895-2364
Attn: Dr. Robert Koerner
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APPENDIX F. ENERGY CALCULATIONS

By considering the energy radiating outward from a spherical
source, the seismic energy of a rock noise event can be approxi­
mated from an oscillogram of that rock noise event. The
calculations can be made for either particle velocity or particle
acceleration, that is, with velocity gage geophones or accelero­
meter geophones.

Velocity Gage Geophone

For a spherical source of small radius and with only nonnal
stress OTI acting, the outward flow of energy across a spherical
surface at some radius r (that is, what the gage would respond
to) is

au
0rrat" dt (F-I)

where the integration is taken over the time interval Ti to '2

and ~ is the rate of change of displacement of the spherical
at

surface at r owing to Orr· Using the relationship orr = pc iF '
equation F-I can be simplified to

E = 4TI P cr 2 J'~ (~) 2 dt
'1. at

(F-2 )

where p and c are the medium density and seismic velocity re­

spectively. Since ~~2 is v2 where v is the average particle

velocity, and

J'2
dt = T"1.

the duration of the stress pulse,

E = 4TI P cr 2 ';2T (F-3 )

and is the total energy radiated outward. Since the .total energy
consists of both kinetic and potential energy, assumed equal, the
seismic strain energy radiated outward become

(F-4 )

Accelerometer Gage Geophone

Since the seismic wave propagates in a sinusiodal manner,
the average particle acceleration, a, can be obtained from the
average particle velocity, v, from the relationship

~2 = a2

W2
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where 00
2 is the angular frequency and w = 2 n

substitutions into equation F-4, the seismic
particle acceleration relationship becomes

E = pcr 2a2 T
2nf 2

f. Making these
strain energy-

(F-5)

Energy Calculation Procedures

Energy calculations from field data are fairly straight­
forward for velocity gage data but are a little more involved
for acceleration gage data, because the frequency of the rock
noise waveform enters into the calculations. The standard
field procedure has been to determine the energy for the whole
wave by combining the P- and S-wave portions and by using a
combi~ed average seismic velocity. The average particle velo­
city v, or the average particle acceleration, a, of the seismic
record is measured, and for acceleration records the average
frequency of the seismic wave in Hz is determined from the
record. Hence, knowing the mass density of the rock, equations
F-4 and F-5 can be evaluated provided the distance from geophone
to source, r, is known. This can be determined from source
locations or from S-P-wave arrival time differences using equa­
tion G-4.

With an array of geophones one can also determine the
energy of the seismic event at the source by plotting log E
versus r for all the geophones detecting the event, determining
the best-fit energy-distance relationship, that is, energy
propagation law, and then extrapolating this relationship back
to the source.

Once the energy released at the source has been determined,
the volume of rock broken or destressed at the source can be
determined from the relationship

3
8

where Ws is the seismic energy released at the source,
p is the applied stress field at the source,
G is the modulus of rigidity of the rock, and
Vac is the volume of rock affected.

Thus, assuming a stress field of 10,000 psi, and a modulus of
rigidity of 4 x 106 psi, an energy release o~ 10-5 ft/lb results
in 7.40 x 10-9 cu ft of broken rock (the formation of a micro­
crack), while an energy release of 10 6 ft/lb (rock burst) results
in the breaking up of 7.40 x 102 cu ft of rock. Using this type
of data one can make quantitative estimates of what is happening
to the rock structure as rock noises, bumps, small bursts, and
rock bursts occur.
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It should be mentioned that with automatic monitoring
equipment, RBM or minicomputer REM, these calculations can be
performed in real time by integrating and summing circuits.
In addition, there are other more sophisticated mathematical
procedures for determining energy from seismic wave form data.

Where the monitoring system has been well calibrated,
that is, the sensitivity of gages is known or measured, the
amplification is known and correct, and the real time speed of
the oscillographic records is accurately known, comparisons
of the seismic energy released by explosives and calculated
by these methods have shown good agreernent--wel1 within an
order of magnitude.
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APPENDIX G. - SOURCE LOCATION TECHNIQUES

The basic problem in rock noise source location methods
is to obtain the three coordinates required to fix the source
point in three-dimensional space.

Direct Solution Source Locations

The most direct approach to this problem is through the use
of the standard distance equation

(G-l)

in which
ai, bi' ci are the ith geophone coordinates, di is the
distance from the source to the ith geoohone, and
x, y, z are the unknown source coordinates. To solve
for these unknown coordinates x, y, and z, it is
necessary to have sufficient information to reduce
equations G-l to three linearly independent equations
in three unknowns.
It is also possible to describe the unknown distance from

source to geophone from seismic velocity and arrival time data
by the expression

(G-2)

in which
Vi is the seismic wave velocity from the source
to the ith geophone and
ti is the time required for the wave to travel
from the source to the ith geophone.
The basic procedure is to equate the righthand sides of

equations G-l and G-2 with information from a sufficient number
of geophones to develop three linear equations in three unknowns,
x,y, and z.

The distance, di, can be described in two ways--first by use
of only the P-wave arrival times, and second by use of the dif­
ference between the arrival times of the Sand P waves at each
geophone. Thus, there are two basic methods, the P-wave method
and the S-P wave method.

The equations used in these methods are

= t.ti S - P/

d ' - v·Pt· PJ. J. J. .
(P-wave method)

[1 - ~
~is ViP)

(S-P-wave method)
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where:

ViS and ViP are the S-and-P-wave velocities in the
d~rectionfrom the source to each geophone;
tiP are the relative times of the first arrival
of the P-wave at each geophone; these times are
measured relative to the first arrival at the
geophone closest to the source (fig. G-l); and
6tiS-P are the differences in the times of
arrival of the S-wave and the times of arrival
of the P-wave at each geophone (fig. G-l).

A microseismic record such as shown in figure G-l supplies
sufficient information to completely describe di by the S-P-
wave method. However, the time tiP shown in figure G-l is not
at all the total time the wave took to propagate from the source
to the geophone, because the time measurements begin when the
geophone closest to the source receives the arrival of the seismic
wave. Thus, there is an unknown time, toP, which is the time for
the P-wave to propagate from the source to the nearest geophone.
This time corresponds to an unknown distance, do = VoPtoP' which
can be geometrically described as

VoPtoP = J(x-ao)2 + (y-bo )2 + (z-co )2.

If the seismic velocities are similar or to is short, then

The total distance from the source to the ith geophone then
becomes

Thus, to obtain di in equatIon G-2, we have

di + ~(x-ao)2 + (y-bo )2 + (z-co)2

= ~(x~ai)2 + (y-bi)2 + (z-ci)2 (G-S)

where i has values of 1 to 4. In equation G-S, di is known
because of equation G-3i therefore, all quantities are known
except the values of x, y, and z.

For the S-P-wave method, di in equation G-l is known be­
cause of equation G-4. Therefore,

(G-6)

where i takes on values of 1 to 4.
Equations G-S and G-6 are now in a form suitable for solution.
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FIGURE G-l- MICROSEISMIC RECORD OF ROCK NOISE
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Since the solutions for the two basic methods are similar,
they are manipulated together below. Both sides of equations
G-S and G-6 are squared and simplified to give:

Li - 2(aix+BiY+Yi z )

= - 2di \f(x-ao )2 + (y-bo )2 + (z-c o)2

Ki+2 (aix +b iy+ci Z ) = x 2+y 2 +z 2

where

L' = d· 2 + ao 2 + bo 2 + co 2
1. 1.

-ai 2 -bi 2 -c· 21. ,

ai = a o - ai,

8i = bo - bi,

Yi = Co - ci' and

K' = d· 2 - ai 2 - b· 2 - c· 2
1. 1. 1. 1. •

(P)

(S-P)

(S-P)

(G-7)

(G-B)

Each of the P-wave method constants are made up of infor­
mation from two geophones, the coordinates of the geophone closest
to the source and the coordinates of the ith geophone. The S-P­
wave method constants contain only the ith geophone coordinates.
The result of this difference in the makeup of the constants is
that the P-wave method requires information from one more geo­
phone than the S-P-wave method. Thus, the P-wave method requires
information from five geophones and the S-P-wave method requires
information from four geophones in order to obtain three linear
independent equations.

If one now subtracts i = 2,3, and 4 from i - 1 for both
methods, the result is three equations in three unknowns and
the radical term is thus eliminated in the P-wave method and the
squared coordinate terms are eliminated in the S-P wave method.
After subtraction, i has the values 2, 3, and 4 and one obtains

= 2

dl
(P)

(G-9)
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One now makes substitutions as follows:

p s-p

(~ - ~i) H1i Ki - K = H1i= 1
dl di

2(al- ail = Al i

(~_ "i) = Ali
2(bl- bi) = Blid 1 di

2(cl- ci) = Cli

(~ 6
i) = Bli

d 1 d·
~

{~ Yi) = Cli
d l di

Three equations in three unknowns (equations G-9 and G-10)result
as follows:

(G-ll)

If the geophones are in a planar array, the solution is not
unique, because mirror image solutions exist, one on either side
of the plane.
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Least 5quares Direct Solutions

The least squares method requires seismic information from
at least one geophone more than the minimum number required for
direct solution methods, and, in general, the more information
used the better the solution. Equations G-ll rewritten as the
normal equations of planes are

lix + miY + ni z = Pi (G-12 )

where i= 1,2,3 . . . n and

l' = Ai/ JAi 2 + Bi 2 + C· 2
~ ~ ,

m· = Bi/ ~ Ai 2 + B· 2 + C·2
~ ~ ~ ,

n' = Ci/ ~ Ai 2 + B·2 + ci 2, and
~ ~

Pi = Hi/ ~ Ai 2 + B·2 + C·2
~ ~ .

The coefficients li' mi' ni are now the direction cosines of a
line from the origin of the coordinate system perpendicular to
the ith plane, and Pi is the length of this perpendicular line.

Four or more planes are being considered, and the values of
Ii, mi, ni and Pi are determined by geophone coordinate values,
directional seismic velocity values, and arrival times. Hence,
errors in these coefficients generate errors in the orientation
of the planes making it unlikely that four or more planes will
intersect at one point. The best approximation for the point
of intersection of the planes lies at some minimum perpendi­
cular distance from each plane, as shown for two dimensions
in figure G-2.

By definition, the least squares method is based on mini­
mizing the random errors in the data. In this case, these errors
are represented as the perpendicular distances to each plane
from some point (xc' Yc' zc). These perpendicular distances,
Ri, may be described as

Squaring these distances, summing them, and minimizing
the sum with respect to each variable determines the point
xc' Yc' zc· The sum of the distances squared is

n n
Q = L Ri 2 = L [liXc + miYc + nizc - Pi J2. (G-14)

i= 1 i= 1
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FIGURE G-2- TWO-DIMENSIONAL REPRESENTATION OF LEAST SQUARES SOLUTION,
WHERE THE SUMS OF THE Ri's HAVE BEEN MINIMIZED
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To minimize Q, differentiate equation G-l4 with respect to
xc' Yc and Zc and equate each result to zero. Thus

(G-l5)

where the equations are summed from i = 1 to i = n.
Equations G-15 may be written as

Xc ~ 1. 2 + Yc ~ limi + Zc ~ lini = ~ liPi,l

Xc ~ mili + Yc ~ m,2 + Zc ~ mini = ~ miPi and (G-l6)l

Xc ~ n,l, + Yc ~ nimi + Zc ~ n,2 = ~ niPi,l l l

where the summation is from i = 1 to i = n.

Solving these equations for Xc, YCf Zc gives the point
that best represents the seismic event source location. Equa­
tions G-l6 may be applied to either the basic P-wave or S-P­
wave method.

The standard deviation for this solution may be described
by the equation

Se 2 = I: Ri 2

n-3 = Z [ljxc + mjye + njzc - OJ]2
n-3 (G-l7)

where Se is the standard deviation,
Ri is the ith perpendicular distance, and

n is the number of equations in G-13.
Equation G-17 may be expanded and simplified to yield

"I: pi - Xc ~ liPi- Yc I: rniPi--zc ~ niPi

n-3
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Least Squares Solution For a Constant Velocity Media

If constant velocity is assumed in all directions, the
basic P-wave equations can be modified such that, with a
minimum of six geophones, it is possible to solve for the
source coordinates Xc, yc, Zc and V, the P-wave velocity of
the seismic wave in the media. This solution is derived in
its least squares fOrJ!l. as follows:

Equation G-7 is

Li -2

where:

(aix + 8iY + Yi z ) =

-2di ~ (x-ao) 2 + (y-bo) 2 + (z-c o)2

Li = di 2 + ao 2 + bo 2 + co 2 - ai 2 - b· 2 -ci 2
~

(G-7 )

6i = bo - bi

Yi = Co - Ci

aibici are the coordinates of the ith geophone,

x, y, z are the source coordinates,

and

aoboco are the coordinates of the geophone

closest to the source.

Dividing equation G-12 by di gives

2

di

-2 , (G-19 )

where

Mi = a o 2 + bo 2 + co 2 - ai 2 - bi 2 - ci 2 (G-20)

Since the expression on the right hand side of equation
G-19 is constant, one can subtract equation G-20 with i = j =
2,3,4,5 ..• m from equation G-19 with i - 1 to obtain -

M·
J

""""Q':;
J

2

di
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If tl is the arrival time of the P-wave at the geophone
closest to the source, and tj is the arrival time of the P-wave
at the ith geophone, and V is the constant seismic velocity,
then the distance dj is given by

(G-22)

where ~tj is the difference in arrival time.

Substitution of equations G-22 into equations G-21 and
multiplication by V gives

v 2 (~tl :-lltj) + (~ H' ) = 2 [o.lX + SlY + ylzJ~
~tl lit· lltl

J

2
[ajx + + Yjz]

~t·
8 .y , (G-23 )

J
J

where j = 2,3,4 . . . m.

If

H. = MI M·-_J_,
J

~tl ~t·J

A' = 2 [ 01 OJ]J
~tl ~tj

B· = 2

~~J
t l - llt~

C' =
2~_~J

and (G-24)
t 1 ~tj

D' = ~tl - ~t· ,J J

and equations G-24 is substituted into equations G-23 one obtains

H. 2
J + DjV = AjX + Bjy + CjZ,

where j = 2,3,4 •.• m.
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If H· + DiV2 = Pi' one again has the general equations
of planes~ No~malizifig these equations one obtains

l·x + m'Y + n'z = Pj' (G-26 )J J J

where

1· =Aj /JAj 2 + B·2 + C. 2
J J J

m· = Bj /JAj 2 B·2 + C. 2J + J J

n· = Cj /JAj 2 + B·2 + C· 2 , and
J J J

p. =Pj /JAj 2 + B·2 + C' 2
J J J

The quantities lj, mj' n' are the direction consines of
a line from the origin perpendicular to the ith plane and p'
is the length of that line. Again, errors in LIt measuremen£s
and geophone coordinate values may cause four or more planes
to not coincide at one point. As in the previous least squares
solution, one may describe the perpendicular distance Rt from
each plane to a point xc' Yc' Zc and minimize the sum of the
squares of all those distances. The distance is

R' = ljxc + mjYc + njzc - Pj. (G-27)
J

The quantity p. is the sum of two parts- J
H· + D·V2

J J

p' = JAj 2 + B·2 + C· 2 (G-28 )
J J J

Thus,

H·
J

h· = JAj 2 + B· 2 + C· 2 and
J J J

D·
J

s' = JAj 2 + B·2 + C·2 (G-29 )J J J

Then
p. = h· + s'V2 . (G-30)- J J J

One may now write equation G-27 as

R· = ljxc + mjYc + njzc - h· - s'V2 (G-31)
J J J
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Thus, the perpendicular distance from xc' YC' Zc to each
plane in normal form has now been described. Proceeding with
the least squares, one sums the squares of these distances

(G-32)

and minimizes this sum with respect to each variable. Thus,

(G-33)

~~c = I: 2nj (j-jXC + mjYc + njzc - hj - SjV2] = 0, and

where the equations are summed from j = 2 to j = m.

These equations are rewritten as

xcI: 1. 2 + YcI: l'm' + zcI: l'n' - V2I: l's' = I: l'h'J J J J J J J J J,

XcI: m'l' + YcI: mj2 + zcI: mj nj - V2I: mjsj = I: mjhj, (G-34)J J

xcI: n'l' + YcI: njmj + zcI: n,2 - V2 I: njsj = I: njhi' andJ J J

xcI: s'l' + YcI: sjmj + zcI: sjnj - V2I: s,2 = I: sjhj'J J J

where the summation is from j = 2 to j = m.

The solution of these equations gives the least squares
values of the source Xc, Yc,zc and the velocity squared, V2 .
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by
The standard deviation for this solution may be described

Se 2 = r R· 2
- 1

n-4
=

r [ljXc + rnjYc + njzj - hj - SjV 2J 2

n-4
(G-35)

where Se is the standard deviation,

Ri is the ith perpendicular distance,
and
n is the number of equations in G-34.

Equation G-35 may be expanded and simplified to yield

Se 2
-_ 2r hj - xcr hjlj - Ycr hjrnj - Zcr hjnj + v2 r hjsj

n-4
(G-36)
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Least Squares Iterative Solution

The previous direct solution source location methods work
well when the events detected lie within the geophone array-­
usually the case for most monitoring applications. However,
when the event lies outside the geophone array these direct
solutions become inaccurate to very inaccurate. This is be­
cause the direct solutions are based on a linearization of a
system of equations that are nonlinear. This is achieved by
assuming that there is negligible P-wave velocity variation
in any travel path from the time of the event until the first
geophone is hit. In addition, the data for the first geophone
doesn't enter into the equations. Therefore, when an event
occurs outside the geophone array, the direct solution method
breaks down.

To solve the nonlinear set of equations using the arrival
time difference method requires a similar but somewhat different
approach. Starting with equation G-I

(G-I)

The distance di can also be expressed as

(G-37)

instead of

(G-2)

as done previously. The t is now the time of origin of the
event, or the 0 time. SUbstituting G-37 into G-I gives

(G-38)

Squaring both sides of this equation now results in

(G-39)

a set of nonlinear equations.

If the Vi and ti were all known exactly, then data from
three geophone stations would be enough to solve equation G-39.
As stated before, we don't know the time it took the signal to
reach the first geophone, and the Vi and ti are not exact
measurements. Hence, equation G-39 must be solved by a trial
and error or iterative approach.
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If the Vi are known and assumed constant, then data from at
least 5 geophone locations are necessary to solve equation G-39
for the unknown x, y, z and t. If the Vi are unknown and assumed
constant, then data from at least 6 geophone locations are
necessary to solve equation G-39 for the unknown x, y, z, v and
t.

Solution procedures involve making an initial guess at the
solution, and then minimizing the residual errors Ri. The
errors for the first approximation xo, Yo, zo, vo, to are

t:.x = x - Xo

r::.y = y - Yo

r::.z = z - Zo

r::.V = V - Vo

r::.t = t - to

(G-40a)

(G-40b)

(G-40c)

(G-40d)

(G-40e)

Successive approximations are improved by adding the errors from
the preceding approximation.

Improved Xo = Xo + t:.x (G-41a)

Improved Yo = Yo + t:.y (G-42a)

Improved Zo = Zo + t:.z (G-43a)

Improved Vo = Vo + t:.V (G-44a)

Improved to = to + t:.t (G-45a)

This process is repeated until a minimum value of Ri is found.
Minimizing the Ri involves a Taylor series expansion of equa­
tion G-39 followed by a differentiation with respect to the 5
unknown variables. This results in a set of 5 simultaneous
normalized equations which are solved by successive approxi­
mations of improved estimates to converge to the solution.

This is a standard solution procedure used by seismo­
logists in locating the foci of microearthquakes. The Bureau
of Mines Denver Research Center is com?leting a report on an
adaption of this type solution procedure for real-time micro­
seismic systems. This forthcoming report will include the
mathematical details and a computer program listing.
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Generated Block Solutions

The generated block method is a quick reference system of
predetermined .exact source locations generated on a digital com­
puter. The technique was developed so that source locations
from arrival time data could be obtained in the field without a
computer. To set up the method requires beforehand knowledge
of the geophone coordinates, the average P-wave velocity, and
the real time units of the printed arrival time data. The
computer uses this information to determine the arrival time
sequences that would be observed by the geophones for any point
in a rock mass. The field data print out is then compared to the
lists of predetermined sources to find the best matching arrival
time sequences. The coordinates of this point are then the
best estimate of the source coordinates.

This source location method, as well as previously described
methods, can be solved using the computer program listed in
Appendix H.
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APPENDIX H. - COMPUTER PROGRAM FOR MICROSEISMIC DATA ANALYSIS

The real time source location computed by the microseismic
monitoring system may be very close to the true source of the
event or may be very inaccurate. In minewide monitoring, inac­
curacies are caused by out-of-sequence arrival times, owing to
simultaneous triggering of distant geophones by another event,
mining noise, electrical noise, etc. To correct this improper
data one must use an interactive computer and a data analysis
computer program. Table H-l is a computer program listing for
microseismic data analysis. This program was written for a Data
General NOVA minicomputer, hence requires modification, mainly
I/O statements, for use on another computer. Figures H-l to
H-6 show flow charts of the main program and its subroutines.

Table H-2 presents a field example of using this program
to correct data. The rock burst monitoring system printout is
included. A glance at the geophone and arrival time sequence
suggests that the X, Y, Z source location was bad, as is explain­
ed below. Program MASSAGE was called on an interactive minicom­
puter and the operator follows the typed instructions to check
and correct the original source coordinates. The circled items
are the operator entries to the program. Data analysis proce­
dures are as~ follows:

1) The X, Y, Z coordinates printed are for a large event,
bump or small burst, occurring well out in the north wall at the
east end of the mine on about the 7500 level. The first three
geophones hit indicates the event occurred in the west end of the
mine near the vein just above the 7700 level.

2) Program MASSAGE is typed into the computer and the com­
puter responds by instructing the operator on how to enter any of
the four subprograms used in checking or correcting microseismic
data.

3) The operator decides that the event will be first check­
ed by having the computer print out what the geophone sequence
and arrival times would be if the event carne from the listed
source; hence, 3 is typed in for NDEX to use the GENBLK sub­
program.

4) The computer prints out instructions for using GENBLK.
The operator types in the coordinates of the event, specifying
that data for only that point is to be printed out. The computer
prints out the geophone numbers and arrival times. Comparison of
this information with-the original data confirms the operator's
suspicion that the event was mislocated.
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5) The operator scans the geophones hit and his map of geo­
phone locations. It is immediately apparent that geophones 19,
20, and 17, on the east end of the mine, were hit by a different,
essentially simultaneous, event.

6) The operator relocates the event using subprogram LQD,
a least squares direct solution routine.

7) Having finished the GENBLK request the computer again
asks for a value for NDEX. The operator types a 1 to enter the
LQD routine.

8) Instructions are printed out, and the operator responds
by typing in the number of geophones to be used and the geophone
number and arrival time information, excluding geophones 19, 20
and 17. A corrected location is printed out. The low value for
the standard deviation indicates the answer to be acceptable.

9) The operator accepts the solution and types a 0 to re­
turn to the main program.

10) The operator checks this solution using GENBLK, typing
a 3 and entering the corrected coordinates. The resulting geo­
phone sequence agrees perfectly with the corrected print out.
However, the arrival time values indicate a lower field seismic
velocity than the model velocity used in GENBLK.

11) The computer asks for its next instruction and the
operator, having decided to determine the seismic velocities
to geophones using subprogram SPVEL, types an NDEX value of 4.

12) The instructions for the use of SPVEL are followed.
The corrected source coordinates are entered followed by the num­
ber of geophones and the geophone number and arrival time
information.

13) The calculated seismic velocities to nearer geophones
are slow, agreeing with the GENBLK observations. The average
velocity appears to be about 15,800 feet per second.

14) The operator checks this result by entering a value of
2 for NDEX and simultaneously calculates both source coordinates
and the best-average seismic velocity using subprogram LQDCV.

15) The operator follows the printed instructions by enter­
ing the number of geophones to be used and the geophone numbers
and their arrival times. These newly calculated source coordi­
nates closely agree to the previous LQD solution. The computed
average P-wave velocity agrees with the SPVEL results, and the
standard deviation indicates the solutions are good.

16) The operator corrects the original event coordinates­
and types a 0 to terminate the program.
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This example demonstrates specific uses of the computer
program. Other applications, such as determining seismic
velocities from test blast data, testing potential geophone
locations using GENBLK, generating lists of solutions for
specific blocks using GENBLK, can be readily executed.
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......
())

a
I

c
c
c

c

c

Table H-1. - Listing of MASSAGE data ana~ysis program.

PROGRAN TO NASSAGE DATA TO GET BEST FIT AND.····OR SEISNIC VELOCITY

CONNDN/LB/ 1C(24 .. ])
T'/PE" PPOGRAN 7"0 INPROVE SOLUTION OR TO GET SEISNIC VELOCITY"
T'r'PE II PF:OGRAN OPERA TES UNDER NOE,\' CODE <" 1.5.>"
TYPE" NDE,\'= 1 .. 2 .. .j. .. 4 .. 5 - 1=LSQO .. 2=LSQOCV .. J=GBLK .. 4=PVEL .. 5=STOP"

1 ACCEPT" n"PE IN VALUE OF NDE,\''' .. NDE.\'
GO TO (2 .. J,4,5,6),NDEX

2 CALL Lt~D

GO TO 1
] CALL LODC!)

GO TO 1
4 C:ALL GENBLK

GO TO 1
.'5 CALL SPIJEl.

GO TO 1
6 STOP

E"nN.J

SUBPOUTINE LQD
COMNON/LB/ IC(] .. 24)
DIMENSION IFO(24) .. ITIM(24) .. ABC(24,]),ANGLE(24 .. J) .. OS(24),

1 FL( 24), BUAN(]), ABCCO( 24 .. J), H( 24), SLEH 4) .. AA( 9) .. BBC]), B(.j.':;
CALL GCORD8

1 T'i'PE "LEAST SOUHPEO DIPECT SOLUTION PROGRAN FOR CHECKING EUENTS
1 <" 15'>"," ENTER NUNBEF: OF GEOPHONES FOP LEAST SOUAPES
2 ·US.>"," SEPAPATE B')' COt-1NAS - n"PE f.] TO END <"1.'5.>"
r~CCEPT NG



I
I-'
00
f-'
I

NHIT=:J-4G
IF( NG )900.,900.- 2

2 CONTINUE
T'r'PE "ENTER GEOPHONE AND ARR IVfiL
ACCEPT (IFO(I)~ITIHeI), I=l,NG)
DO 10 I=LNHIT
.J=IFO( I)
DO 1J] 1(= 1.' 3

18 ABC(I,I()=FLOAT(IC(K,J»
DO 21 1(=1 <~

21 '::1I:i(J()=O.O
DO 22 K= 1.,3

22 BB(K)=O.O
DO 36 I=2.,NHIT
DSeI)=.9S*FLOAT(!TIM(I»
CO::O. tl
DO 14 1<.'=1 .. 3
ANGLECI,K)=ABCe1,K)-ABC(I,K)

14 CO=CO+ABC(1,K)**2-ABC([,K)**2
FLCI)=DSCI)**2+CO
IF( I-;~')13., 1.5.·36

TIMES SEPARATE BY COMHAS(15}"

(Note: The .95 constant comes from mUltiplying
the seismic velocity times the factor to convert
arrival times to seconds - 19000 x .00005)

15 BUFL=FL(I)/DSCI)
36 CONTINUE

TT=[t.[t
DO 13 I=3 .. NHIT
DO 16 K:::L3

16' aUANe K)=/:'iNGLEC 2., K).···DSe 2)
ST=O.O
H(I)=8UFL-FL(I)/DSCI)
DO 18 K=1,3
ABCCOCI,K)=(BUANCK)-ANGLE(I,K)/DS(I»*2.

18 ST=ST+ABCCOCI.K)**2
DEN=SORTC ST)
DO 20 }{=l.-.j

20 SLET(K)=ABCCO(I.K)/DEN
SLET(4)=HC!)/OEN
TT= iT+SLET( 4 ).J:SLET( 4)



101

DO 24 N==1,,3
DO 24 N==1.o:]
I NC=:]:/:( 1'1-1 )+N

24 AA(INC)=AA(INC)+SLET(N)fSLET(M)
DO 25 N=L 3
BB(N)=BB(N)+SLET(N)fSLSET(4)

25 B(N)=B8(N)
13 CONTINUE

CALL SINQ(~A,BB,3,KS)

IF(KS)100,100,101
n··PE"<.:·14.> 1/ •• " NHTR 1.\' IS SINGULAR <: 1.5.>"

I
I-'
ex>
N
I

GO TO 1
100 CONTINUE

SE=SQRT«TT-B8(1)tS(1)-BB(2)fS(2)-BB(3)fB(]»/FLOAT(NHIT-5»
T'i'PE"<."14'>", /I LEHST SOUAF:.'ED SOLUTION FOR EUENT \'15.>"
URITE(10,il) BB(1),BB(Z),BB(3),NHIT,SE

11 FORMAT(1HO,2X,3H X=,F6,O,2X,3H Y=,F6.0,2X,3H Z=,F7.0,4X, 4H NG=, 13,
120H STHNDARD DEUI~TION=~F7.1)

GO TO 1
900 RETURN

END

719,-2119, 953, 998,-2123,1617, 596,-1130,
459,-1132,1325, 690,-2127,2150, 550,-1525,
853.,-1730~ 890} 1003 .. -1732J 1128} 854J-1732}
504,-1732,1397, 193,-1735,2041, 535,-1129,
850,-1926, 818, 818,-1932, 720,1019,-1922,

SUBROUTINE GCORD8
CONNON/LB/ IC(3,24)
DATH IC/ 1696, 466, -925,2041, 381, -922,1526, 313,-1327,

12132} 671J-1322J 925}
21155, 936,-2125,1744,
:3 690 .. 1055,-1731 .. 742,
41401 .. 826 .. -1734,1531,
S:"~\y "711"-1.~;;,... 1030,

- I'"

CC THIS SUBPROGRHN SUPPLIES THE STAR GEOPHONE COORDINATES 2/13/80
C



CI
~
00
LV

20
I

30
C

C SUBROUTINE TO SOLVE SIMULTANEOUS EQUATIONS
SUBROUTINE SINQ(A,B,N,KS)
DIMENSION A(16).B(4)

C FORNARD SOLUTION
TOL:..~[I. [1

KS=O
JJ::-N
DO 65 .J=l.N
.)'(:,.: ...1+1
./J:=././+N+1
BIGA=O.O
I T=:J..J-J
DO 30 1== ...1., N

SEARCH FOR MAXIMUM COEFFICIENT IN COLUMN
IJ=IT+I
IF(ABS(BIGA)-ABS(A(I./»)20.JO.30
BIGA=A(I')
I N,:.),:-,:,'= I
CONTINUE

TEST FOf;: PIVOT LESS THAN TOLER,yNCE OF SINGULAR MATRIX
IF(ABS(BIGA)-TOL)J5,35.40

.35 k"S=l
RETURN

C INTERCHANGE RONS IF NECESSARY
40 11 =...1+N.t: ( ...1-2)

I T= I NA,'x,'-J
DO 50 K=J,N
Il=I1+N
I2=I1+IT
SfWE=ih" I1 )
A(Il =A(I2)
A(I2 =SAUE
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I
I-'
00
U1
I

C

C

SUBROUTINE LQDCt'
COMMON/LB/ IC(3~24)

DIMENSION IFO(24)~ITIM(24)~ABC(24~3)~ANGLE(24~3)~DS(24)~

1 FL(24)~B(4)~BUAN(3)~ABCCO(24~3)~H(24)~SLET(5)~AA(16)~BB(4)

CALL GCORDS

1 n"PE "LEAST SOUfiF.:ED DIRECT SOLLIT ION PROGRAN J.JITH CONSTANT VELOC IT')"
1 (15}"~" ENTER NUMBER OF GEOPHONES FOR LEAST SQU~RES

;:: <"15.;''' .. '' SEPARATE B')" COm'lAS - T')"PE 6 TO END <"15)"
ACCEPT NG
N/-IIT=NG
I FC NG )900 .. 900.,2

;:: CONTINUE
n.'PE "ENTER GEOPHONE MID ARRIVAL TINES SEPARATE B')" CONNAS<15.>"
ACCEPT';" IFO( I .~/.·ITINC I )., 1=1., NG)
DO 1B I=1 .. NH IT
J=IFO(I)
DO 1B /-(""=1.,3

1[l ABC( J., K )=FLOAT( IC( K .. J»
DO 21 k'::: 1.' 16

21 HA( K )=tl. 0
DO 22 K=1 .. 4

22 BB(K)=B.0
DO 36 I=2.,f·/HIT
DS( I )==. 00005:l.FLOAT( ITHt( I» (Note: .00005 is factor to convert the
CO=O.O arrival times to seconds.)
DO 14 K=l ...]
ANGLE(I~K)=HBC(l~K)-HBC(I~K)

14 CO=CO+ABC(1~K)**2-ABC(I~K)**2

FL(I)=CO
IF (' I - 2 ) 13., 15,1 :J6

15 BUFL=FL(I)/DS(I)
36 CONTINUE

TT=O.O
DO 13 I=3.NHIT
DO 16 K=1~3

16BUAN(K)=HNGLE(2~K)/DS(2)



I
I-'
0)

0'1
I

ST=O.O
H(I)=BUFL-FL(I)/DS(I)
DO 18 K=L 2:
ABCCO(I,K)=(BUAN(K)-ANGLE(I,K)/DS(I»'2.

18 ST=ST+ABCCO(I,K>**2
DEN=SORH ST)
DO 20 K= 1 .. 2:

20 SLET(K)=ABCCO(I,K)/DEN
SLET(4)=(DS(2)-DS(I»/DEN
SLET(S)=H(I)/DfN
TT=TT+SLET(S)tSLET(S)
DO 24 N=1,4
DO 24 N=1,4
I NC=4:t\ N-1 )+1'1

24 AA(INC)=AA(INC)+SLET(N)tSLET(N)
DO 25 N=l.,"

BB(N)=BB(N)+SLET(N)tSLET(S)
25 BCN)=BB(N)
13 COfHINUf

DO 26 N=1,4
N=12+N

26 AAC N)·=-AAC N)
CALL SIHQCAA,BB,4,KS)
IF(KS)100,100,101

101 Ti'PE"U 4'> ", " NATRVi' IS SINGULAR <"15.>"
GO TO 1

100 CONTINUE
SE=SQRT«TT-BB(1)tB(1)-BB(2)tB(2)-BB(])tB(])+BB(4)tB(4 »

1.···FLOAT<'NHIT-6» ,. \J~~
SSC 4 );;'SORU SS( ~1)') .~.'r\
n'PE"<.'14'>", /I LEAST seWARED SOLUTION FOR EUP
WRITE(10,11) BB(1),BB(2),BB(2:),BB(4),NHIT,SE

11 FORMAT(lHO,2X,3H X=,F6.8,2X,3H Y=,F6.8,2X,]H L=,
lF7.0, 4H NG=I3,11H STO DEU =F7.1,///)

GO TO 1
960 RETURN

END



c
C PROGRAN GBLK - CALCULATE AND PRINT OUT SINULHTED EVENTS FOR CONPARISON
C

SUBROUTINE GENBLK
COMMON/LB/ 1[(],24)
DIMENSION 0(24),T(24),IT(24),JJ(24)

c
CALL GeORDS
TYPE uPROGRAM TO CREATE BLOCK POINT SOLUTIONS FOR COMPARISON WITH

1RBN EVENTS <"1.5.>", "ENTER X.' Y"Z STARTING COORDINATES., .\'" '/"',Z ENDING C
200RDI NATES., BLOC/<" I NCRENENL AND END .)OB TEST, <'15,>"., "SEP/~RATE DATA
::: CDNNAS AND HIT RETURN. TO END JOB KE')" IN 1.,1.,1.·1.,1,1.,1.,1 <'1.5.>"

18 ACCEPT .\'5., '{S,> ZS., .\'L., ';-'L ZL DINe.> NO,\"

,._, - 1••',­

,.... .- ,,",.,:.-

I
I--'
00
-..,J

I

T'/F'E !I.( 14'>'~

T';-'F'E "
Z=ZS

i.1 t1 'l='(S
21
22 CONTINUE

TMIN=S600.
J)( 1 )=.\'
.1,)( 2 )='r'
I I ,' _. -

.... '- '\ \","\ ..'=.:::
DO -5 .)= 1.,24
0(,)=0,0
DC; "7 f(=l ...j

BEG INN I NG HEM BLOCK ,:;"1.5.>"

7 0 .) =D(J)+(FLOAT(IC(K,.)-JJ(K»)JJ2
D ~J =SQRT('D("J.))
T(.)=0(.)/(19000. J. 0000.5)

~ TMIN=AM1N1(TMIN,T('))
DO 6 J=1,24

6 T(')=T(J)-TMIN
f4~-;=i.'4
DO 91 J=1,NS

91 .)J(J)=.)

(~ote: 19000 is the seismic velocity and
.00005 converts seconds to machine units. )
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13 0=8
TI1=8.0

DO 14 1=1,24
TT(I)=0(I)-0(00)
IF($([»14,14,15

15 U([)=TT(I)/(S([)t.00805)
H=0+1
TT(I)=O([)/(U(I)t.DOOOS)-S(I)
TII=TI[+TT([)

14 CONTINUE
SP=TII/FLOAT(M)
DO S7 1=1,24
IF (" S ( I ) ).'58.1 1 7.1 1 ('

(Note: .00005 converts machine unit arrival times
to seconds)

I
I--'
~

o
I c

58 U(I)=0.0
GO TO 57

17 V(I)=D(I)/«S(I)+SP)t.00005)
57 CONTINUE

URITE (10,16) BC(1),BC(2),BC(])
16 FORHAT(1H1,10X,26HTEST BL~ST LOCATION HAS X=,F6.0,3H Y=,F6.0,2HZ=,

1F6.0/3JHO SEISMIC VELOCITY TO GEOPHONES/51HO GEOPHONE
2 P-UELOCITY DISTANCE /)

URITE(10,6) (I,U 1),0(1), 1=1,24)
6 FORMAT(iHO, 116,1 X,F10.8,11X,F7.8)

GO TO 1
48 CONTINUE

RETURN
END



ENTRY

WRITE OUT
INSTRUCTIONS

ENTER
CODE

BRANCH
ON CODE

CALL
LQD

,
CALL

LQDCV
CALL

GENBLK

RERUN

CALL
SPVEL STOP

FIGURE H-l-- PROGRAM MASSAGE
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I ,
l ENTRY )
\

\It
CALL GCORD8

FOR
GEO. COORDS.

\~

.... WRITE OUT

.; INSTRUCTIONS

'"ENTER
NO. GEOPHONES

LAST YES
RUN?

NO

WRITE OUT
INSTRUCTIONS

J,

ENTER
GEOPHONES AND
ARRIVAL TIMES

\.~

FORM MATRIX
COMPONENTS

\~

CALL SIMQ
SOLVE

EQUATIONS -
J,

CALCULATE
STANDARD DEVIATION

J,
WRITE

X,V,Z,SO

\II

( RETURN )

FIGURE H-2-- SUBROUTINE LQO
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\
ENTRY )

II

FIND MAXIMUM
COEF. IN

COLUMN

1
TEST FOR YES·SINGULAR

MATRIX

NO

,~

INTERCHANGE
ROWS

DIVIDE BY
LEADING

COEFFICIENT

l
ELIMINATE

NEXT
VARIABLE

11

BACK SUBSTITION
FOR

SOLUTION

\It

( RETURN
\.

FIGURE H-3- SUBROUTINE SIMQ
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I \

l. ENTRY )
J

\It
.CALL GCORDB

FOR
GEO. COORDS.

Jt
, WRITE OUT, INSTRUCTIONS

\It
ENTER

NO. GEOPHONES

LAST YES
RUN?

1/ NO

WRITE OUT
INSTRUCTIONS

\It
ENTER

GEOPHONES AND
ARRIVAL TIMES

Jt
FORM MATRIX
COMPONENTS

JJ
CALL SIMQ

SOLVE
EQUATIONS

'"CALCULATE
STANDARD DEVIATION

J.,

WRITE
X,Y,Z,V,SD

\I,
I ,
I RETURN )
\ J

FIGURE H-4-· SUBROUTINE LQDCV
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ENTRY

CALL GCORD8
FOR GEo. COORDS

WRITE OUT
INSTRUCTIONS

READ INPUT
PARAMETERS

CALC. DISTANCE
CLOSEST GEOPHONE

CALC. FIRST
ARRIVAL TIMES

SUBTRACT CLOSEST
ARRIVAL TIME

ORDER
ARRIVAL TIMES

WRITE X, Y,Z,
GEOPHONES,

ARRIVAL TIMES

INCREMENT YES
COORDINATES

NO

NO

FIGURE H-5--SUBROUTINE GENBLK
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( ENTRY )

'"CALL GCORD8
FOR GEG. COORDS,

.Jt
, WRITE OUT...

INSTRUCTIONS

'"ENTER BLAST
COORDINATES,

NO. GEOPHONES

Jt
LAST RUN? YES

lNO

CALC. DISTANCES
TO GEOPHONES

J.,

WRITE OUT
INSTRUCTIONS

J.,
ENTER GEO.&

ARRIVAL TIMES
\It

FIND CLOSEST
GEOPHONE

'"CALC. INITIAL
P. VELOCITY

\It
CALC. BEST
SHOT TIME

\It
CALCULATE

P. VELOCITI ES
\It

WRITE BLAST COORDS,
GEOS, P.VELOCITIES,

&DISTANCES

~

RETURN

FIGURE H-6-- SUBROUTINE SPVEL
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Table H-2. - Listing of output from using program MASSAGE on event with had location.

x Y Z Year Day HI:' Mn Sc

1664 1340 -1569 1978 195 20 )) 46

GEQ TIME ENERGY 74)

22 0
1) 9
2) 18
19 66
12 106
14 125

I 20 157
I-' 21 214
\.D

17 2?)-.J
I 15 281

(}IASSRGl) (Note: Circled items are the operator response.)
PROGRRM TO IMPROVE SOLUTION OR TO GET SEISMIC VELOCITY
PROGRAM OPERATES UNDER NDEX CODE

NDEX=1.2.3.4.5 - 1=LSQD.2=LSQDCU.]=GBLK.4=PUEL.5=STOP
r'lPE IN VAL liE OF NDE.\(j)

PROGRAM TO CREATE BLOCK POINT SOLUTIONS FOR COMPARISON WITHRBM EVENTS
ENTER X.Y.Z STARTING COORDINATES. X.Y.Z ENDING COORDINATES. BLOCK INCREMENT. AND
SEPARATE DATA CONMAS AND HIT RETURN. TO END JOB KEY IN 1.1.1.1.1.1.1.1

1664.1340.-1569.1664.1340.-1569.1.1
BEGINNING NEW BLOCK

1664 1340-1569 16
o

15 .:.~

148 265

.,
o

268
14

-,.-:".-..:: ,. ,,:,:
17 (" 21

275 2719 2:~1

24
J2:~

10 11
3."37 3~~5

6
382'



n'PE IN t'i1L UE OF NDEXQ)
LE~ST SQUARED DIRECT SOLUTION PROGRAM FOR CHECKING EVENTS

ENTER NUMBER OF GEOPHONES FOR LEAST SQUARES
SEPARATE BY COMMAS - TYPE 0 TO END

oENTER GEOPHONE AND ARR I UAL TINES SEPfiFi'i·/TE S'l cor'lI"lAS

12.,'106
1,'1.. 125
21.0 214

I
.......
\.0
00
I

X= 743. Y= 893. Z= -1859. NG= 7 STANDARD DEUIATION=
LEAST SQUARED DIRECT SOLUTION PROGRAM FOR CHECKING EVENTS

ENTER NUMBER OF GEOPHONES FOR LEAST SQUARES
SEPARATE BY COMMAS - TYPE 0 TO END

@

2.5

T'r'PE IN V/~LUE OF NDEX{j)
Pf;.'OGRAN TO CREATE BLOCK POINT SOLUTIONS FOR CONPARISON lHTHK'BN EUENTS
ENTEf;.· .\'., ).... Z STARTING COOf;.·DINATES .. ,\' .. '1"., Z ENDING COORDINATES .. BLOCK INCRENENT.. AND
SEPi-If;.'ATE DATA CONNAS AND HIT RETURN. TO END .)OB I<E'l IN 1.. 1 .. 1., 1 .' 1., 1 .. 1.. 1

biNNING NEU BLOCK
743.1893~-1859J743)893J-1859J1Jl

ww __ .... 2. ,

743 893-1859 . ..,.-,
.::.;:

o
13

6

.,~

.::.j

14
12
813

14
99

21
1

....,.....,.
,. "

t:
236

5
245

15
'='Ll~

a:.. _" '1-1

24
355

,.,
':'

382
10

571



I
I--'
'-0
'-0
I

T'r'PE IN VHL. UE OF NDE,\@ .
PROGRHM TO COMPUTE SEISMIC VELOCITIES FROM BLASTING DAT~.

USES STHR GEOPHONE COORD I N,:HES AS OF 6.··.. 15.··'19 UPDATE CHANGES
ENT ,:'(, i"., Z COOf.'DINATES OF BUiST POIt-IT RND THE NUMBER OF GEOPHONES - ALL SEPARATE
TO END JOB T'l"PE 0 .. 0 .. 0 .. 0 AND HIT RETURN.

643.. 893" --LB59.,I)
ENTER THE GEOPHONE AND ARRIVAL TIME DATA AS ON THE RBM PRINTOUT

SEPHRHTE THE DHTA BY COMM~S AND HIT RETURN TO GO

22., tJ
1."3 ~r ~~

23.- liS

TEST BLAST LOCHTION NAS ,\'::: 743. 'j"::: 893.2==-1859.

SEISMIC VELOCITY TO GEOPHONES

GEOPI-IONE P-VELOCIT'i" DISTHUCE

1 O. 1401.

., O. 1681 ..::

3 O. 1110,

4 O. 1506.

r:- O. J62.~,

6 O. -1::"'-"._:1--1..:1.



~ O. 1176.,.,

e- O. "192.....

9 O. 1311

10 O. .-.,.,:,
b,.:...

11 0. 1.;186.

12 15882. 213.

13 157.57. 135.

14 15534. 223.

15 18369. 407.

U: O. .---1:'.,.. ~I •

I
N
0 1-:' O. I,.-.,i,. 0'='0.
0
I

1 ,-. O. Q'- .-co _" b t> .

19 O. 1.53::' .

20 O. 1 ,-"':'r:-b,. ,_, .

21 15824. 2~:;I8 .

2;:1 15854. 1 :~Q
&.--" •

'-.~ 15822. 143..:: ...."\

24 O. 467.
PROGRAM TO COMPUTE SEISMIC VELOCITIES FROM BLASTING DATA.
USES STA';: GEOPHONE COOPDHMTES liS OF 6 ..... 15.··?9 UPDfiTE CHANGES
ENT .\' .. 'r'.- Z COOROHhHES OF BU~ST POINT liND THE NUMBER OF GEOPHONES - fiLL SEPffRATE
TO END JOB TYPE 0 .. 0 .. 0 .. 0 AND HIT RETURN.

([0 .. 0;2)



r'/PE IN VALUE OF NDC{g)
LEAST SQUARED DIRECT SOLUTION PROGRAM WITH CONSTANT VELOCITY

ENTEf;: NUNBE~: OF GEOPHONES FOR LEf~ST SOUARES
SEPf./F:.'ATE B')"' CONNAS - {'r'PE tl TO END

@
ENTER GEOPHONE AND ARRIVAL TINES SEPARATE BY CONNAS

I
IV
o
I-'
I

,~..::== 741 . 'r'= 89,S'. Z= -18S:;". V= ,15836. HG= 7 STD DEU = 1. J

LE,:./ST Sl~UHRED [I I F:Ecr BOLUTION PROGRAN IH TH CONS hINT VELOC I T'r'
ENTER NUNBER OF GEOPHONES FOR LEAST SQUARES
SEPH~'ATE B'r' CONNAS - TYPE 0 TO END

@n''PE IN VfiL UE OF NDE,\(ff)
STOP'



Ti?E' IN ("ALUE OF NDE::{Y
LEi-1ST S~lUHKED DIRECT SOLUTION PF:OGRAN IHTH CONSTANT VELOCIT'l"

ENTER NUNBE,~' OF GEOPHONES FOR LEAST SOUARES
SEPARATE S'l" CONNAS - n-'PE £t TO END

@
ENTER GEOPHONE AND ARRIVAL TIMES SEPARATE BY COMMAS

I
IV
o
IV
I

,\'= 741. 'r'= 898. Z= -1858. V= 15836. NG= 7 STO DEU = 1 7....'

LEAST SQUARED DIRECT SOLUTION PROGRAM WITH CONST~NT VELOCITY
ENTER NUMBER OF GEOPHONES FOR LEAST SQUARES
SEPARATE BY CONNAS - TYPE 0 TO END

@n-'PE IN VAL LIE OF NDE.\@
STOP



Acceleration, particle, ..
Accelerometer, .....•..

geophone, ..
transducer,

Acoustic, .
emission, ..
energy, ...

Amplification,.
Amplifier, ....

bipolar, .
charge, ..
differential,.
FET, ••••••••••
postamplifier,
preamplifier,.

Ampli tude, .
range, .

Arrival times, ..
determination, ..
resolution, .

Attenuation, .
Audible noise,
Automatic monitor,.
Background, noise,
Balanced, amplifier,.
Blast equilibrium,.
Blast events, .
Bounce, coal mine,.
Broad-band, .
Bump, .
Cable, .

damage,
hanging, .
layout, .
maintenance, ..
network, .
repairs, .
requirements,.
resistance, .
transmission,.
trunk-line, ...

Characteristic patterns,.
Checking events, ..
Coal, monitoring,.
Components, microseismic,.
Computer program,.
Correcting data, ..
Counts, noise, .....
Crossover frequency,.

INDEX

-203-

Page
33,35
35
74
35,134
14
14,15
12
40
37-39,131-137
37,133
38,135
38-39,142-147
38,132-133
40,59
37-39,59
25-27

.54,56
40
63

· •• 48,63
· .. 54-56

12,54
15

.. 12,54-56
145-147
102,105

· •• 97-98,109
• ••• 107,120-124

. 15
18,120
39-40,61-62,73-77,137-148

• • 89-91
73,76

• • 62
87-91
67-68,80,82

. •••• 87-91
61,62

· .. 91
39

.61-62,80
. •• 110,111

108-109
120
33-43

• 180-196
177-179
99

• .130



Data
Data
Day,

Page
handling, .•...
processor,.
date clock,

Deep hole, geophone, ..
Des.tressing, .
Detectors, event, .
Differential amplifier, .
Direct solutions, .
Displacement, particle,
Displacement, gage,.
Drilling noise, .....
Drill noise suspression,.
Dynamic range, .•.........
Electrical, connections,.

noise,
Energy, calculations,.

integrator, .
per event, ...
propagation, .
rate , . . . . ....
release, .
total, ..

Extraneous noise,.
FET preamplifier,.
Filter, interface,

low pass, .
notch, .
requirements,

First arrival times,.
Floating threshold,.
FM telemetry, .....
Frequency, range,.

response, ..
spectrum, ...

Gage, accelerometer,.
displacement, ..
velocity, .

Generated block method,
Geophone, array, ....

determination, .
emplacement, .
locations, ...

Ground vibrations,.
Grounding, electrical,.
Headset, .
High frequency monitoring, ..
Impedance, matching, .
Installation, procedures,.
Instrumentation station, ...
Interactive minicomputer,.
Interativeleast squares,.

INDEX

. '..
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.108-109

.40-42,62-63

.42
• •• 73-74
• •• 116-120

.40
• .38,142-147
• .161,165

••••••. 33
· .33

.97-98

.97-98
. ...••• 31

.80-85

.77 , 80,148

.158-160

.40
102

.159
· .26

• 99,102
.25
.131
· 38,132-133

· .48
• •• 40

.40
• .62

.40
98

...••• 62
.28

• •• 31
.26,29

· .35-37
• •• 33

• 33,36
· • 176
• .60-61

.130
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