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Abstract

A low-cost, light-weight, long-life ocean-bottom sensor system has
been developed. It incorporates three microprocessors, which control data
acquisition, intermediate processing, and recording, all in digital form.,
The system has been used successfully in several seismic field experiments,
Wwhich include detection of natural earthquakes, seismic refraction surveys
and investigation of acoustic wave propagation.
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I. Introduction

The University of Texas Institute for Geophysics (formerly Marine
Science Institute, Galveston Geophysics Laboratory) has been involved in
developing a low-cost, light-weight, long-life instrumentation system that
operates on the ocean floor at any depth to detect and record seismic
signals. The development of this ocean-bottom seismometer (0OBS) system has
been supported by several governmental agencies and industrial sponsors,
including the Office of Naval Research (ONR), for which this report is
being written. The most significant improvement to the OBS system during
this ONR contract is the digital control, processing and recording of
acquired data., Several field tests have also been conducted concurrently
with the instrumental development, with objectives of distinct interest to
the Navy.

This report first summarizes these various activities and accomplish-
ments during the contract period. This is followed by a description of the
developed OBS system. Finally, our current development effort since the
termination of the contract support and some future plans are briefly
described. ‘ )

The almost entire activities reported here were performed by two of the
principal investigators, Gary V. Latham and Paul L. Donoho, who are no
longer with the Institute. All the credit for many innovative concepts and
accomplishments described here belongs to these two dedicated scientists,
while the present author is responsible for any inaccuracies in presenting
their work. :



II. Specific Tasks and Summary of Achievements

The contract covered nearly five and one-half years of effort. The
initial task was to design a microprossesor-controlled OBS system and to
build a breadboard model. As the development effort progressed, additional
tasks were appended to the contract from time to time to complete the
development, to construct OBS's for field use, and to conduct field experi-
ments using these and other OBS's. This section briefly describes these
various tasks in approximately chronological order., (The dates in paren-
theses indicate the periods of work performance as specified in the con-
tract and its modifications.)

Task 1. Design, testing and construction of microprocessor-controlled OBS
system (15 August 1977-31 October 1981)

This task proceeded successfully as various development tasks were
completed as planned. The final product of the development will be des-
cribed later in section III.

The successful development effort led to the use of the system in
several field experiments. Among the first such experiments was the de-
ployment of three digital OBS's on the outer continental shelf off Kodiak,
Alaska in August 1978 for strong-motion earthquake observation. This was
followed by additional deployments every year until 1981. Thirty-three
deployments were made during this time on the Alaskan shelf and Bering Sea.
This OBS system has been described by Steinmetz et al. (1981). Several
other field experiments followed, including those described below.

Task 2. Measurement of ambient.noise, effects of waves and currents, and
low-frequency wave propagation on the Texas shelf and continental margin
(15 October 1978-30 April 1981).

Several experiments were carried out on the Texas shelf on the follow-
ing dates: August 11-12, 1979; January 7-9, 25-27 and 31, 1980. The
primary objectives of these field experiments were to assess the ambient
seismic noise level and to determine preferred detection sites for weak
seismic signals. Various types of sensors were used for these experiments.
Included were ocean-bottom seismometers and hydrophones attached to radio=-

telemetering bouys, conventional type (analog) OBS's, and a new digital
OBS.

The observed levels of ambient noise on the Texas shelf at 10 Hz did
not change appreciably from place to place for either geophones or hydro-
phones. However, a marked increase of ambient noise below 2 to 3 Hz was
observed for hydrophone signals, especially in shallow water., For geo-
phones, the increase of ambient noise at low frequencies was less pro-
nounced, Consequently, 2 to 3 Hz was determined to be the lower practical
limit for detection of weak seismic signals.,

The predominant mode of propagation was found to be the water waves at
nearly all distance ranges. Ground wave arrivals from air gun sources were
significant only to about 10 km for shallow shelf regions and to about 20

km for deeper zones, (A later experiment, however, has shown this estimate



to be.too conservative., See section IV.) These results suggested to the
investigators that an upper slope site was preferable to a shallow outer
shelf site for detection of weak seismic signals. Details.of these ex-
periments and results have been presented in a progress report by Latham
(1980) .

Task 3. Continuous~wave and impulsive source propagation loss measurements
on Bermuda pedestal (1 July 1979-30 April 1981)

In two field experiments that were carried out on 23-24 August, 1979
and on 27 November-3 December, 1979, conventional type (analog) ocean-—
bottom sensor units, each containing either a vertical-component geophone,
a horizontal-component geophone or a hydrophone, were deployed, and signals
from a Mark 6 10 Hz continuous wave (CW) source and from SUS charges were
recorded at distances up to 30 nautical miles (56 km). Unfortunately, no
useful data were acquired because either the instrumental gain was too high
or the instrument was lost.

Task 4., Analysis of New Hebrides data (1 July 1979-~1 February 1980)

Earthquake and seismic refraction data collected in 1976, 1977 and 1978
using conventional (analog) OBS's near the New Hebrides Islands were
analyzed. These data were combined with those recorded at seismic stations
on land to produce structural and tectonic models of the New Hebrides arc-
trench system. The results of the analysis were included in pgpers by

Ibrahim et al. (1980), Pontoise et al, (1980), Coudert et al. (1981), and
Chen et al f1982).

Task 5. OBS experiment in the vicinity of DSDP site 395A (1 March 1981-31
August 1981)

Four digital OBS's configured for refraction survey were deployed near
DSDP site 395A on the mid-Atlantic ridge near Kane fracture zone on March
29, 1681 from USNS Lynch. This was the first time the digital seismic
refraction OBS system developed under this contract was used for a field
experiment. The purpose of the experiment was to compare the noise and
refraction seismic data as recorded by a down-hole seismometer with those
from JBS's,

tzch OBS unit contained a 10 Hz, 3-component geophone set. All deploy=-
ment sites were within 6 km of the DSDP hole at depths approximately 4.5
«m. ZIxplosive charges were fired from USNS Lynch at various distances for
recoraing both by the OBS's and by the borehole seismometer package. All
four 0BS's were then recovered. Several instrumental malfunctions pre-
vented three of the 0BS's from recording any usable data. However, the
fourtn OBS, at 760 m from the hole, successfully recorded seismic data on
tne vertical component. The acquired data have been transferred to a

Stancard SEG-Y format tape, and copies have been sent to Seripps and NORDA
for analysis,

Task €. NAVOCEANO Mediterranean Sea Field tests (1 April 1981-31 December
1982

Two seismic refraction lines were shot in the Mediterranean Sea be-
tween 3Sicily and northern Africa on 6 and 9 November, 1981, as a part of a



U.S. Navy test program USNS Wilkes Survey 3306-81. The objectives of the
experiment were (1) to determine the sub-bottom structure and sound veloc-
ity profile and (2) to compare the signal-to-noise ratio, frequency content
and relative energy levels of the water-borne and solid-earth propagations.

On the 48 km long first line, three OBS's were deployed at depths
ranging from 910 m to 1300 m, and Mark 61 SUS charges (1.8 1bs or 0.82 kg
of TNT at 800 ft or 244 m depth) were fired at about 0.9 km intervals along
" the line. On the 78 km long second line, four 0OBS's were deployed at
depths ranging from 305 to 465 m, and Mark 82 SUS charges (1.8 1bs or 0.82
kg of TNT at 300 ft or 91 m depth) were fired at about 1.7 km intervals
along the line. Each OBS contained a 10 Hz, 3-component geophone set, and
the data were sampled at 7.344 ms intervals. The intrumental pass band was
10 to 31 Hz.

The rate of signal attenuation with distance was found to be propor-
tional to somewhat less than the negative second power of distance for
water waves in shallow water, slightly more than the negative second power
of distance for water waves in deep water and the negative third to fifth
power of distance for body waves through solid earth. As expected, the
water waves were much more pronounced than body waves at all distances; the
latter were detectable only up to about 20 km from the shallower sources
(Mark 82 SUS), while the former were detectable along the entire length of
the lines. Body waves from the deeper sources (Mark 61 SUS), which produce
high frequency signals, were not detectable at any distance above the
background noise in the instrumental pass band. There was no significant
dependence of attenuation on frequency either for the water wave or for the
body waves within this frequency band.

Because of the large frequency mismatch between the signal sources and
the sensing instrument, detection of usable body waves for determination of
sub-bottom structure was quite limited. Only two layers with compres-
sional-wave velocities of 2.5 km/s and 3.8 km/s were identified beneath the
78 xm line. Details of this experiment and analysis results are given in a

technical report by O'Brien and Chatterjee (1983), which accompanies this
final report,



III. Description of the Developed Senor System '

The description of the ocean-bottom sensor system presented in this
section is based on what we now have after six years of development,
testing and continual modifications. The development is nearly complete in
certain respects; i.e., the system functions quite well for some applica-
tions, such as for seismic refraction studies. However, for other applica-
tions, such as earthquake observations, further development efforts are
needed.

Figure 1 depicts the overall functional blocks of the sensor system.
The system accepts input signals from up to three sensors. Normally, a
three-component geophone or geophones and/or a hydrophone in any combin-
ation is used for sensors, but any other sighal sources may be accepted.

Each of the sensor signals is amplified through a preamplifier and a
binary-gain-ranging amplifier, multiplexed with signals from other channels
and digitized in the data acquisition module., The gain ranging permits a
Wwide dynamic range of over 96 dB. The multiplexing and the digitization
are program-controlled from the system controller module; thus one, two or
three channels of data may be sampled at any desired sampling rate,

The system is controlled by three microprocessors. One in the clock
control module updates the real-time clock with appropriate software-
controlled clock-drift compensations and controls timing of various system
functions., For example, it activates the system controller for data ac-
quisition and the release mechanism for recovery at preprogramed times.

The second microprocessor controls the overall system function. This
includes acquisition and transfer of data from the digital-to-analog con-
verter to the memory, and then to the control of the tape controller. It
nay also handle detection and identification of seismic events through a
suftware-controlled logic.

The third microprossor controls transfer of data from the memory to the
digital tape recorder. It also controls appropriate formating of the data
and various functions of the tape recorder,

ALl three microprocessors function more or less independently with
oroper handshaking among them for functional synchronization, They are
individually programmed, thus permitting wide flexibility in the mode of
data acquisition,

The system accommodates up to 96 K bytes of temporary data storage
memory, enough to store 48,000 12-bit data words, each with sign, exponent
and component identification.

Preliminary circuit diagrams of the data acquision module, the clock
module, the system controller module, the tape controller module and the
memory module are shown in Figures 2 through 6.

The release of the system from the ocean bottom for surface recovery is
controllied by three independent subsystems: programmed release controlled

by the clock module, preset release initiated by a backup clock and sur-



face-ship commanded release through an acoustic transponder. These redun-
dant subsystems assure successful release of the 1nstrument system even
when two of the three fail to function.

The entire electronics subsystems, the acoustic transponder, a strobe
light and geophones, if used, are contained in a glass sphere of 43 cm (17
inch) diameter, which fits snugly into a molded plastic cap. The sphere,
its contents, the plastic cap, a hydrophone, if used, two radio beacons and
two orange flags to aid recovery constitute the recovery capsule, the part
that is released from the ocean floor after data collection, and recovered.
A strobe light inside the sphere also aids in recovery of the capsule.

On deployment, the recovery capsule is attached firmly to a steel frame
footing by three stiff elastic straps as seen in Figure 7. The frame has
many spikes which penetrate the ocean bottom sediments to improve acoustic
coupling to the ocean floor for seismic measurements.
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Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of ocean bottom sensor system




e - — e e e e L4 -

a|npow uojlisinboe ejeq -z ‘B4

2
. BOMSTMRRGL &),
. (24w swweg) O¥ D

oo I L _— o I
Mt | I _ — .
4 /.._ ” _ . 2 | .ql. _ \..l.::.l_ ~ _n.a 3 -

453 ywyna TR

ws
sk- ovm SR ' wsmrees TN

169 Te0 £00 500 500 400 198 693
2O S 4 bl |2
Lea 78 ﬂ “
‘mon €8 < T
saa b8 L
rde L8 __
tee 28
req 18
tac 09
#aa bl
J
owwa,, hir
. -
- &
- £
5 45 ey ———5w S
S4s 3 oynz TS @) H
. T8 g0 -
140 710 €10 W H
H
£

with gy —< bk

o sengre =< 2

"wThWY angul Yo,
(srwws oo o)

LALE YT WO ADIW wiwg  wiILths 1 SWah




" LI -]
ﬂ!\! th AYAt1)

$4% P30 L ey 12 143

bus 38 €43
= Wﬂ
*

0] , - == . . — =
- 390l gomjimned
‘0!;.—; n\rﬂﬂ‘
& ® .Ta» ﬂll._
ame € . weay—g, d nmu io-.u(m
TN FTETY
- T
N4 2081 .
THROKG €ag
20 4
T W P |
=] - E 2
1
| dad H

SN

1w vis §he LS &

a|npow 320()

2530 oh
$he waa 9 &
i Taeld
L
R
i Rl onad
i2ya
.
RSB mi
M PFwin 23
oas % ¢ - s
o w0 e e
: . e
il .
o — vew -
:
{
N l&nm :m W «v.lra
-
: auw
. T T
: 3.0m0 105100 W]
H )
i % ok WY e ne> 2081 .l
i eS8l o4 - 300 wes
! e S, wie kYSEEBie ﬁ
5 s ik [f7 T % S spenunms | r _ o
5 | w e W[ e W[t et tT|it et o vin o
i . - ‘ . - :
i b ¢ . . B ngd
+ ot} 3 H T T -~ 2081
I EERH : ;e o
! el R P s i2 srw
. 0 : A ST -
g ~ L AT oo “
se et < o—_ 3
= LIS %3 e yoe -
- e o 2 ome
i Wity &L \.w
m e :.L ] [ r TAvTRY (R1ke T15) wioum kST
| - £ T = 2 ,
1 L-v1e
t <> LT T
- T ™ v
Loo 18 [ T LY et n , .¢«r - ->
w 58 38 a7 Ins oy § ]
#i - ==l 5 omt
o L——e s 3%
5 e . Seb EF el [ fetd i e
20 s e PR3 te
130 e T 5 i wwy BosYuN L
wso bL vem  wmt .,
L ~ e b e Ol
uLw0 it iy 2y W “ I B Y
¥IAvIH N - N - —- - — .IW
= ET =
Al
. wasey th -~
h '
.
!
i W0 S80W S i1swan
——— e U,
re e al - " 's 1~

S



a|npow Ja||oJ3luod walsAs 'y ‘614

™ ewav
" PEeoy
et § ————is1
£¢
TN
« 8
&
e
Sase  aiee
LTS ENT
w1z b
COTAL b Y
-k
| —
sy 4
O b —— el g m.l-a-_ s — _ —
M1 Y i 4 Lisg WIDDRO 14§ _11 ‘\.All . A g ‘
L A €581 ant omaree Al -dni
W8 S } i . .
B A fl
{51em we ooy LS v Sam [ 3 2 SR e poa
- we?
1932 3 H 11 s s emnl
00 30 veo ¥ EY A €2 oo sveasing
35 1 23 i i ™ _nd s s
"t
£00 14 w m 31 v M W 208!
%S o e 4 P PR - 7Y S—
104 ot o ¢ < W P
@ca b w ot H i v %
Ow 2 2 av e L .
wia b 3] -~ —
Wy b8 INY 7 = 1 e
. .».lw h‘_.\« L (Mw i) WeNd 3 h399
. avwov Ch L Bl V|7 : FATR ' s
001 vt o Lo Nl - I
1ol of - . :
vol
heris [ : Fmad ] - _—
VoL ce o™ N e « m T
50146 ] H AvI wey BOSAWH o » nuv
s - : % R Gin
s o H 2w 3] ”V.n
— )
N P Toen o 3 e - — - = Pt
~ aseo s . o/z b R
(143 w7 s shimaa) & hsg1| cnign)” A z
[ ol
1 h
- L w W
T YN 73 132w yw)
Leat ——
Vi (b - 9f1 k58!
u k'_-ﬂ teLove
e OO ke - tne o
- e s 5aM
- " -~
- oen 55 cov
o reve
- pre
TP - e
by 88 f «.Si
VRN o = se
ofLhsgl * _
Sv1g Sk /Lhsg . o1s S ——
FRAVINT] M o

(t8-12-t gesy)  10O€ maow AIMIOYLNOD  WILSAS  SBOWS ISW 1Q

10



L

SMoBS TAPE CONTROLLER

Clock  fewx gcfilie
XTALs 1097152 Felir
)
coifrance 10
e -4 ere 2 !
ex/mRe e :
erure : Y Tace !
i . H
PRIVE .
o ABOPCYY Aus Ag - Auc . P b .,"/‘n-d__. ConwscTon |
T P00 Mg 32 | STRAE ! Pip ¢
apu-2v oATA Bus _ De-07 N ceD \A A i
- Treicy - ;
{ue‘, s/p Aec. H
\J MG g H
. . aoise :', fotyuqr i
M ACe . 2me onra .
10 4—Nnice J .
» TMsasre g lg N ; SoT. “ :
14T s EPROmM i R Roy y I
o mem | g »¢ > £P ) "
¢ [
PYE RSP NEPRY L Jougpn g ) » s, Prexse7 ! A
Asonrss 280 -
? ‘:‘:‘. 01 cPU A . . t .o .-
¢ 5 M oke ; - Plo . APDRESSING
. A fdwm b o e -
' ey iF DETCrA  eTe:BUE =  EE ON-C Tt fus
TMS $0L45] DMeCHE CTC QuF EF CH-D cri®A
RAM g > rg;._::: i DC 2 CHA DATA gur E£C Ca-C DAla BuF H
vl (268) Sl ¢l DD~ CHB paTa A ED cy-0 Danour i
3 lozdx ¢ i o <
al Avotrss 2g0 . !
f09- o8rFF,, P10 . i
;‘ L) oAy — Prw .{> y M {
- T —A L a
<| F = : ﬁ ) {MUH At Lus A i
Q] k Lazro a Bsy ¢ <
~ :1-14 T _OATa Bus pe- 07 I . : M EorT 8 o
Ui “ B
a Pyl = cn ivde : Az {P~ Ewe/gty e N '
4 Have inasa 4 20 L |
= ) ™~ Run
3 39BTRIL 5sa 2eucl ) crog e 230 fddus 2long :
£ . 2 - - - - [ y’i 1
bR e et sio 4 ) i P Ao A-sey ’ . !
! § 3 7o :
[y T _gaecac si0 Cuer IS R BN
S ] p-TEL feacame ), 319 veso 4 PUng-
97 Ta_sust e _ g 10 ar eeesed) CTC S, TH i
ouT "% i
. F8 = CH-0 (a l ;
FI:Cu-1(ay AN 2¢/T01 t
FACH-(8) i' i
FB=C4-3(0) 1 :
4 . {
~ ; I (cuu-nu.u i
2¢/ree) 1
:
92 p—IRC SE0 S H
P - H
g p—Desma — ’
A-S4C -
5y P— ———— ———— - - i —— e ',:“ T a-sre
i
1
i
. ~i
e e i o e e — - {s

Fig. 5. Tape controller module



a|npow Asowsy ‘9 614

—se: b =l

TS nec
o%aiy o =T G £3wnc
avay - . e ome
ey T L v e
wosr oGy , bl

|
|
G
j
TANSASS e
evemamm 200, Wormei of
prosiae Bt I M TR ]
Brir 33en WAV srweste T,
Ane AND Wamas e~ . T S
s [ ] I J 1 [ |
Sruwvne mos BITOW. AN -3ST 4
amemg N ©8 e e ! _UF., | [ 1] 10 ] 1 ]
Sivh  aven 15 rlus
AMINI L Dert  NeeS Ll 1 =
frisaiouisadii . E I LT ) 1 ]
owne  ZUORC w5 WS ‘zs onn
SRR =
ey o i =1 1[ ] [ ] 1 ! ] i
besasa v Bwa - 10 on hwowy wv¥ uwis 4% B ANT
PPy .
5 3b5bRL LR
B
T
- L 7 L
iy - :
et T
o
o
s
br it
Sows
e
wes
wi
-
-— W
o
-~ b ™
. e ~ SO o0 o
- 3% 8y ol
s .
N e 1 .
Wy o > T o
N ars b P
R, ﬂ. ¥4 bl
R . . <5 “ -
N orvnsc v o
18p1 luowsw wb?  1ow Lo
' - e - - -
e e — 4
| , - - .

12



Moore

s

e PGP SN PP SETREo




IV. Continuing Development Efforts

The OBS development effort at the University of Texas Institute for
Geophysics is continuing. After the expiration of this ONR contract, we
have developed a new software package that allows recording of seismic
signals from closely spaced air-gun shots. In a latest series of experi-
ments conducted in a shallow mid-shelf region of the Gulf of Mexico, high
quality seismic refraction data were recorded from air-gun sources at
distances beyond 60 km, This is a significant improvement over the earlier
results mentioned in section II. This effort is continuing with plans to
shoot several more refraction lines in deeper waters.

The sensor system that utilizes a triggering mechanism, designed mainly
for detecting and recording earthquake signals, 1is currently less reliable
than the seismic refraction unit. One of our ongoing efforts is to find
the cause of some malfunctions and to improve the reliability.

There remain several fundamental problems associated with ocean-bottom
sensor systems., For seismic measurements, good coupling of the measurement
system to the ocean floor is important for faithfully recording the seismic
signal. Results to date in attempts by many investigators to achieve good
coupling have been quite unsatisfactory, especially for horizontal ground
motion, We have recently obtained a prototype gimbal-mounted 4.5 Hz, 3-
component geophone, which we plan to use in experiments especially to
examine this problem.
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