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Abstract
The identification of preexisting near-surface faults represents a piece of crucial information
needed to correctly assess the seismic hazard of any area. The mapping of these structures is
particularly challenging in densely populated and heavily urbanized areas. We use ambient
seismic noise recorded by a dense array in Seal Beach, California, to image shallow fault
lines via a reflected surface wave analysis. Our results highlight the presence of previously
unknown shallow faults that correlate remarkably well with shallow seismicity and active
survey images.

Introduction

The seismic hazard in earthquake-prone areas such as Southern California is highly
dependent on the near-surface properties and pre-existing geologic structures (Wald &
Graves, 1998; Beroza, 1991; R. W. Graves, 2008; Jin & Kim, 2021; Castellanos & Clayton,
2021). The analysis of earthquake catalogs provides invaluable information on the presence
of active fault lines (Storchak et al., 2013; Ross et al., 2019), while subsurface imaging
and velocity estimation procedures generate the necessary material properties to estimate
ground shaking models (A. D. Frankel, 1999; Olsen et al., 2006; R. Graves & Pitarka,
2016). Therefore, the accurate characterization of the near subsurface is crucial to better
assess earthquake-induced ground shaking, which ultimately would lead to a more resilient
urban infrastructure (Olsen et al., 2009). Even though there has been great progress in
the techniques and instrumentations used for the characterization of the near-fault and
near-surface structures (Socco & Strobbia, 2004; Atterholt et al., 2022; Liu et al., 2021;
Yao et al., 2011; Fichtner et al., 2019), it is still challenging to properly identify existing
geological features posing risks in densely populated areas.

Los Angeles area in California represents one of the most studied zones affected by
earthquakes (Harris et al., 1995; Allen & Kanamori, 2003; Hauksson et al., 2012). In this
area, the main seismic hazard is controlled by the Newport-Inglewood Fault (NIF) zone (Field
et al., 2015; Taber, 1920), which is believed to have ruptured during the damaging magnitude
6.4 1933 Long Beach earthquake (Wood, 1933; Hauksson & Gross, 1991; Hough & Graves,
2020). The NIF is predominantly characterized as a strike-slip fault, having an accumulated
displacement of approximately 60 kilometers (Hauksson, 1987). However, the low level
of seismic activity associated with this fault zone complicates the precise delineation of
its structural contours. Moreover, most of its surface expressions are effectively being
erased by the rapid urban development of the area (Shaw & Suppe, 1996). Several studies
employed data from temporary dense seismic arrays to characterize the subsurface structures
of this area (Shaw & Suppe, 1996; Lin et al., 2013; Nakata et al., 2015; Castellanos et
al., 2020; Jia & Clayton, 2021). Although these analyses provided important information
on the subsurface wave speeds, they were not able to constrain the near-surface fault structures
at high resolution. This limitation is due to the resolution commonly achieved by surface-wave
inversion algorithms preventing the identification of any sharp change in material properties.
By employing scattered waves, our method overcomes this resolution barrier and can image
such contrasts in a great level of detail.

In this study, we employ data from one of these temporary arrays deployed in the
Los Angeles area to image the near-surface fault structures with a new level of detail compared
to previous studies. Using the passive seismic noise recorded by the considered nodal dense
array, we compute cross-correlation functions that reconstruct the propagation of surface
waves across the array (Curtis et al., 2006). The correlograms we obtained reveal scattered
waves that yield crucial insights into subsurface features, particularly faults. By leveraging
the dense arrangement of the seismic array, we apply a novel imaging technique to localize
these formations. Our approach facilitates the mapping of existing faults, which in turn
permits a better seismic hazard assessment in heavily urbanized zones.
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Methods

Precursory energy imaging procedure

We show how our method performs on synthetic data in which a known seismic-energy
scattering structure is included within a surface velocity model. To simulate noise cross-correlations,
we compute acoustic isotropic Green’s functions using a finite-difference approach from
sources recorded on a line of stations (Figure 1(a)) (Barnier et al., 2023). The source impulse
response is a Ricker wavelet with a central frequency of 0.5 Hz. The velocity model considered
has a constant velocity of 2 km/s with a linear high-velocity feature representing a fault
line (Figure 1(b)). For each source, we compute the cross-correlations for all station pairs
and stacked them using a non-uniform source power to mimic the ocean microseism. For
a virtual source at the edge of the station line, the cross-correlation clearly shows the
direct arrival, the direct scattering, and the precursory arrival considered in our method
for imaging purposes (Figure 1(c)). When a zero-lag cross-section of the correlograms
for all virtual source-receiver pairs is visualized, we observe a clear separation between
the direct and precursor arrivals (Figure 1(d)). This separation allows us to easily mute
the direct arrival and sum the envelope of the precursory energy along the direction orthogonal
with respect to the zero-offset line (i.e., source and receiver placed at the same location).
This process coherently stacks any energy generated by scattered waves and forms a peak
at the location of the scattering structure (Figure 1(e)). When applied to a dense array
of seismic stations, such as the one used in this study, along multiple lines, we can form
a 2D image of the near-surface scattering structures (e.g., fault lines).

Data preprocessing and cross-correlation computation

To obtain the necessary station-pair cross-correlations for our imaging procedure,
we first apply a spectral whitening operation and compute the correlation within the frequency
domain (Groos et al., 2012). This process is performed on hourly segments of continuous
data and stacked until convergence to a stable correlation function is reached. We can
obtain a stable and acceptable signal-noise level in the correlograms using one week of
data but for the reported study we employ the full month available. The nodal data are
composed of single vertical component instruments; thus, the obtained correlations are
mostly due to the recorded Rayleigh surface waves. Since our method works on lines of
stations, we compute and process cross-correlations using stripes of stations with a width
of 400 m, while the binning process along the line direction is performed using a width
of 150 m.

Results

Cross-correlation precursor fault imaging

The seismic data employed in our study were recorded by a dense array of Fairfield
Z-land nodes each consisting of a vertical short-period velocity sensor with a lower-frequency
corner of 10 Hz deployed in the Seal Beach area of Los Angeles, California (Figure 2).
The dataset is composed of one month of data recorded in early 2018 and a previous study
has used these recordings to determine for the subsurface velocity structure using noise
interferometry (Castellanos & Clayton, 2021). This area presents a complex fault system
that has been recently interpreted by a private geophysical company for exploration purposes (Yang
& Clayton, 2023; Gish & Boljen, 2023) (dash lines in Figure 2). Additionally, two major
fault lines cross this area that are mapped by the United States Geological Survey (USGS) (A. Frankel
et al., 2000): the Los Alamitos (LAF) and the Newport-Inglewood (NIF) faults. The continuous
recordings from this nodal array are used to compute noise cross-correlation functions
that include spectral whitening (Shapiro & Campillo, 2004; Groos et al., 2012) (Figure
3(a)). To better identify the presence of any precursory signals within the noise cross-correlation
functions, we compute the correlations along a narrow profile (Figure 2(b)). By binning
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the stations along this line, we can create a 3D volume as a function of time lag, receiver
position, and virtual source location along this line, which can be effectively considered
as an active seismic survey (Claerbout & Green, 2008). The direct arrival is aligned along
a 45º angle direction for constant time-lag slices of the volume (Figure 3(c), Supplementary
movies 1 and 2), while, at zero-time lag, any precursory signals would appear away from
this diagonal and approximately orthogonally to the direct wave. Our stacking procedure
allows us to identify any structure that scatters surface waves located in the proximity
of the imaging line (Figure 3(d)). Therefore, any scattering structure crossing the considered
line, such as faults, can be imaged via our noise-based procedure. In particular, we assume
that scatterers are composed of line segments whose scattering potential is maximum
for waves impinging orthogonally to them (Y. Li, 2023).

The shallow faults in the Seal Beach area

The application of our method to multiple parallel lines of nodes allows us to reveal
the presence of shallow faults beneath the Seal Beach array (Figure 4). The panel of Figure
4(a) shows the image obtained using the lowest frequency band considered (0.5-1.0 Hz),
where the surface waves scattered by subsurface structures related to the Newport-Inglewood
fault are imaged in the north-west portion of the array. In a higher–frequency band, images
clearly depict the presence of shallower faults in the area. In particular, the unmapped
fault parallel with the previously known major structures is visible in most panels (Figures
4(b)-(e)), highlighting its presence in the near-surface. Moreover, the locations of the shallow
earthquakes align remarkably well with our newly imaged structure. This observation
also applies to the seismicity and structures imaged in the near-shore area in the southeast
portion of the array (Figures 4(d)-(e)) (Yang & Clayton, 2023). These structures are
likely shallower than the mapped faults since their expression is only visible in the highest-frequency
band images.

In addition to the correspondence of our images with the shallow seismicity, the
presence of the unmapped shallow fault of Figure 4(b) is also verified by comparing an
image line crossing this structure with a profile of an active-source seismic study performed
in this area (Figure 5) (Wilson, 2015). At approximately 5.9 km distance along the profile
(red dashed line in Figure 5(a)), the stacked scattered energy shows a peak (Figure 5(b))
in correspondence with the shallow fault interpreted on the seismic image shown in Figure
5(c). The deeper Garden Grove fault (centered at approximately 4 km distance on the
profile) is depicted by the broad peak in stacked energy for the lowest frequency band
considered in our imaging process. It is also noticeable the remarkable correlation between
the complex structures present southwest of the Garden Grove fault and the increase in
the number of peaks, which highlights the ability of our method to detect portions of
the near-surface heavily damaged. Similar correlations are observable for other seismic
profiles (Supplementary Figures 1 and 2). This observation is particularly relevant for
earthquake hazard assessments. Some damaged fault zones, for instance, have been observed
to act as barriers to rupture propagation (Aki, 1979). They are also often sites of aftershocks,
which makes them important for understanding such earthquake sequences. Finally, the
NIF is part of the Alquist-Priolo fault zones and it is assumed to be a few hundred meters
wide (Reitherman, 1992); however, the profile shown in Figure 5 highlights the presence
of a significantly wider area stretching over a few kilometers of the Seal Beach area. The
presence of this damaged zone as well as the near-surface faults change the susceptibility
of this area to shaking in case of a major seismic event due to their ability to trap wave
energy (Y.-G. Li & Leary, 1990).

Our images correlate well with the previously interpreted major fault structures
in the area (Hauksson, 1990). The Newport-Inglewood fault is predominantly a strike-slip
system with portions affected by compression causing this system to become a complex
flower structure in which multiple secondary strands depart from the deeper main fault (Yeats,
1973). These secondary fault branches are shallower and thus act as surface-wave scatterers
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that are captured by our energy-based images (Figure 5). On the other hand, the blind
Los Alamitos fault in the east portion of the dense array (Figure 2) does not show a clear
expression in our images. This fault represents the bounding structure confining the deep
Los Angeles sedimentary basin on the east of this area and it is interpreted to be deeper
than the Newport-Inglewood ruptures (Wilson, 2015). Therefore, the considered frequency
bands in this study may not have the necessary sensitivity to form an image of this structure.

Discussion

The depth sensitivity of surface waves depends on their frequency content (Herrmann,
2013). This behavior allows us to infer the depth range of the features imaged in our results.
To quantify this effect, we perform a synthetic experiment using an elastic isotropic finite-different
simulation (Biondi, 2021). We apply a free-surface boundary condition on the top part
of the model and absorbing layers in the other sections of the domain (Robertsson, 1996)
and employ an explosive source placed at 10 m depth with a frequency content between
0.5 to 3.5 Hz. The velocity model considered is a 1D profile in which five high-velocity
anomalies representing scattering features are placed at different depths (Figure 6(a)).
Surface waves at lower frequencies are affected by deeper structures (Figure 6(b)), while
frequencies higher than 2 Hz can provide information about the first 100 m in the subsurface
(Figures 6(c)-(d)). This effect is also clear by looking at the seismograms at different frequencies
recorded by the surface array (Supplementary Figure 3). Therefore, the sensitivity kernels
of Figure 6(e) can constrain the maximum depth of the unmapped fault to approximately
200 m depth (Figure 4(b)), which is also verified by the active survey image (Figure 5(c)).
On the other hand, the faults present near the shoreline are likely to be confined within
the first 100 m of the near subsurface.

The ability of our imaging method depends on the binning direction of the stations
considered within the cross-correlation procedure. To highlight the effect of how this parameter
affects our results, we form an image using station lines in the east-west direction (Supplementary
Figure 4(a)). In this image, we cannot observe the energy from the unmapped faults, which
is due to the stacking direction within the zero-time-lag panel. Conversely, parts of other
near-surface faults are visible in the west portion of the Seal Beach array. This test demonstrates
that the optimal direction to form images of fault with our approach is the one orthogonal
to the supposed structure. Seismic sources constantly generating noise could also give
rise to precursory signals in cross-correlations (Ma et al., 2013; Retailleau et al., 2017).
For this reason, we also verify that our precursory energy that is employed for image formation
is generated by scattered surface waves and not secondary urban noise sources (Gu et
al., 2021). The lowest noise level observed in the Seal Beach array is within the night
hours when the lowest car movements are present and when the major source of noise
is the ocean microseism (Ardhuin et al., 2015). The imaging procedure using only the
night hours generates almost identical images to ones using the entire day (Supplementary
Figures 4(b) and 4(c)), giving us confidence that the structures appearing within our plots
represent subsurface features scattering Rayleigh surface waves.

Our approach not only underscores the adaptation of ambient noise for seismic exploration
but also marks a leap forward in urban seismic hazard assessment, exemplifying the potential
of turning the ordinary hum of the environment into a powerful tool for unveiling the
hidden structures of the near-surface Earth’s crust.

Conclusions

We showcase the utilization of scattered energy embedded within seismic noise cross-correlations
to construct images of subsurface structures. By considering multiple linear arrays of stations,
we can clearly identify any scattered waves that using a simple beamforming mechanism
permit the localization of the causing structures. When our method is applied to a dense
seismic array in Seal Beach, we can delineate damage zones linked to the NIF and identify
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an unmapped shallow fault structure The interpretation of such structures is also corroborated
by the previously observed shallow seismicity and the images obtained by an active seismic
survey.
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Figure 1. Synthetic precursor imaging test. (a) Receiver and sources considered in the

synthetic cross-correlation test. (b) Velocity model employed in the synthetic precursor test.

(c) Representative cross-correlation for a virtual source highlighting the direct wave and

precursory energy. (d) Zero-time lag slice from the node line used in the synthetic test. (e)

Stacked precursory energy for the synthetic test. The peak in energy corresponds to the location

of the increase in the velocity model causing the recorded scattering.
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Figure 2. Study area and location of the Seal Beach seismic dense array. (a) Map

showing the location of the Seal Beach nodal array (white dots) with highlighted the mapped

faults (A. Frankel et al., 2000) (red, blue, and black lines). The map inset shows the location

of the area (red rectangle) within Southern California. (b) Example vertical-component

seismograms for the three nodes indicated in (a).
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Figure 3. Precursory energy observation on the Seal Beach dense array. (a) Representative

binned noise cross-correlation for a given source along the highlighted nodes in panel B. (b)

Location of the nodes considered for the binning procedure (red dots). The black solid line

depicts the source-receiver line used for the binning process. (c) Zero-time-lag slice of the

envelope of the CCs extracted from the source-receiver-time cross-correlation cube in which

the direct and precursory arrivals are indicated. (d) Stacked precursory energy obtained from this

line of nodes. The red arrow indicates the location of the peak obtained from the stacked energy.
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Figure 4. Precursor stacked images at various frequencies. (a-b) Images obtained by

processing various node lines with cross-correlation bandpassed at the frequencies shown about

each panel. The red lines indicate the USGS-mapped faults, while the blue and green lines are

mapped from the active survey images. The yellow dots depict the shallow earthquakes cataloged

by a previous study (Yang & Clayton, 2023). The red arrows indicate relevant scattering features

obtained from the described imaging procedure.
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Figure 5. Active survey profile and precursor image line at various frequencies. (a) Map

view of the considered line for comparison (red dashed line). (b) Image line extracted from the

precursory energy stacking process at various frequency bands. (c) Active-survey seismic image

profile along the same line from panel (a) (Gish & Boljen, 2023). The blue dashed lines represent

the interpreted faults.
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Figure 6. Synthetic model test to highlight depth sensitivity from Rayleigh surface waves.

(a) Synthetic velocity model used in the depth sensitivity test. (b-d) Vertical component data

windows along the surface wave direct arrival filtered at different frequency bands. The dashed

black lines denote the portion of the data containing the shifted surface waves. (e) Rayleigh

surface-wave sensitivity kernels.
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