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Abstract: The seismic beacon is a new instrument that allows for the measurement of changes in a
rock massif with high sensitivity. It is based on effects, which affect the propagation of harmonic
seismic waves generated continuously with stable and precise frequency and amplitude. These
seismic waves are registered by a system of seismic stations. The amplitude of the seismic signal is
very small, and it is normally hidden in a seismic noise. Special techniques are applied to increase the
signal-to-noise ratio. In 2020, the first prototype of the seismic beacon was constructed in a laboratory,
and field tests were performed in 2022 and 2023. During the tests, the changes in spectral amplitude
and phase of seismic waves were detected, which is interpreted as the changes in material properties.
These measurements testified the basic functionality of the device. The seismic beacon has been
developed primarily for the detection of critical stress before an earthquake, which is manifested by
non-linear effects such as higher harmonics generation. In addition, it could be used, for example, in
the detection of magma movements, groundwater level changes, changes in hydrocarbon saturation
in rocks during the extraction of oil and natural gas, or the penetration of gases and liquids into the
earth’s crust.

Keywords: seismic beacon; nonlinear phenomena; harmonic seismic wave

1. Introduction

The seismic beacon was designed to measure changes in a rock massif, especially
before earthquakes. During processes in earthquake sources, the strength limit of the rock
is exceeded, which leads to brittle failure, rupture movement, and the emission of seismic
waves. These processes are nonlinear in principle, and they can be described only very
roughly with the help of the classical elastic theory. Nonlinear behavior can be observed
even in the period before earthquakes, when the stress approaches the strength limit,
e.g., [1,2]. This phenomenon could be the basis for earthquake forecasts in the future.

When Hook’s law (the linearity between stress and strain) is violated, there are several
deviations from the elastic model of seismic wave propagation. Such nonlinear phenomena
include especially generating of higher frequency harmonics, e.g., [3–7]. Another effect
during the transition from the normal to the critical state (when the fault is near its rupture)
is a slight change in the velocity and attenuation of seismic waves [8–10]. All these effects
can be detected during the long-term operation of the seismic beacon.

It is very difficult to observe nonlinear effects in seismic waves that are generated by
earthquakes, volcanic eruptions, or anthropogenic sources such as chemical explosions.
These sources usually generate a continuous and relatively wide spectrum of frequencies,
so the higher harmonics generated by nonlinear effects can be hidden by frequencies that
are generated directly in the source. Changes in the velocity are also relatively difficult to
determine, as there is a strong trade-off between the earthquake’s locations and the velocity
model.

Various artificial seismic sources were developed during the last decades [11]. Besides
chemical explosions, the most common devices are truck-mounted vibrators that are capable

Sensors 2024, 24, 234. https://doi.org/10.3390/s24010234 https://www.mdpi.com/journal/sensors

https://doi.org/10.3390/s24010234
https://creativecommons.org/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/sensors
https://www.mdpi.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7133-832X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6097-9634
https://doi.org/10.3390/s24010234
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/sensors
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/s24010234?type=check_update&version=1


Sensors 2024, 24, 234 2 of 16

of generating vibrations with changing frequencies, so-called sweeps. However, these
devices are not convenient to produce precisely repeatable signals (the contact between
vibrator and soil changes with time), and the length of time intervals is limited. So, they are
not very useful in measurements of small changes in the rock massif. Another possibility is
to use air guns in the water. In this case, the repeatability of signals is quite good, but it
produces a wide range of frequencies with insufficient spectral amplitude.

In this paper, we present for the first time the invention of a system called the seismic
beacon (Czech patent PV 2020-642, international application No. PCT/CZ2021/050140). It
consists of a transmitter of stable harmonic seismic waves, seismic stations situated in a
special configuration, and processing software. The basic principles and functionality were
verified in 2020 by construction of the laboratory model of the seismic beacon on a scale of
1:20. The next step was the construction of the first seismic beacon in the field in August
2022 and a field demonstration of this functional sample at a scale of approximately 1:3.
The prototype was then improved and the next field experiment was performed in June
2023. These prototypes and performed tests are described in the present paper.

A similar methodology is used with the accurately controlled routinely operated signal
system (ACROSS), described in, e.g., [12–17]. The vibrator in the ACROSS system generates
a sinusoidal signal with a centrifugal force of a rotating eccentric mass. The main difference
is that the seismic beacon generates continual harmonic monochromatic waves, which
enables the detection of seismic waves at long distances with very low energy of generated
seismic waves.

2. Materials and Methods

The harmonic seismic wave generator is realized in the form of a rotor, which com-
prises two rolling elements, moving along a circular path in a closed underground chamber.
The bodies are fixed to the vertical rotor shaft and they are symmetrical. Bodies can roll in
a path as the rotor moves. Both the rotor and the track are located in a closed underground
chamber, for example, in a closed circular well excavated in the hard and well-elastic rock
or in a concrete bunker built in the hard rock.

The rotor is placed in a circular well symmetrically around the axis of rotation, the
path is connected to the bottom of the well. The rolling elements excite forces or force
dipole on the track, resulting from the gravity and the centrifugal force. The movement
of the bodies along the circular path causes a small elastic deformation of the path and,
as a result, also the walls and the bottom of the well, and consequently the surrounding
rocks, and thus seismic waves are generated. Both P-waves and S-waves are radiated. The
maximums of P-waves are radiated in the direction of the acting forces. The diagram of
the harmonic wave generator is shown in Figure 1. The diameter and depth of the well
are in the range of units of meters, for example, the diameter is about 1 m to 3 m and the
depth is 3 m to 5 m deep, preferably about 2 m and 4 m, respectively. The weight of each of
the rolling bodies is between 500 kg to 4000 kg. Alternative designs with other shapes of
rotating bodies are also possible. They are described in the patent documentation.

The receiver consists of a system of seismic stations, which are located on the surface
or in boreholes around the generator. Their distance from the transmitter depends on the
depth at which the changes in rock massif are expected. The transmitter-receiver geometry
of the measurement must ensure that a significant part of seismic energy propagates
through the volume where changes are expected. The ray path depends on the seismic
velocity distribution. In most geological settings, the epicentral distance has to be at least
two times bigger than the depth of the investigated section.
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Figure 1. Diagram of a harmonic seismic wave generator. The upper figure shows a “cross” sec-
tion—a top view of an open well. The lower figure displays side sections of the well. A rotor with 
two rolling elements (light grey frustums) moves around the vertical axis along a path at the bottom 
of the well (black thick line). The rotation is driven by a motor (black rectangle). The well is evacu-
ated by a compressor (grey rectangle) in the top of the well and the temperature is held constant 
using a heater (black dots) and thermometers (white dots). 
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paring the recorded seismograms between individual seismic stations. The characteristics 
of the seismic stations must guarantee the correct registration of the waves generated by 
the transmitter. The stations must be sufficiently sensitive to measure with at least the 
same sensitivity as natural seismic noise at the frequency considered. The sensors of the 
seismometer must have an appropriate frequency response (the frequency range of the 
sensors must cover both the basic transmitted frequency and several times higher frequen-
cies for the detection of higher harmonic frequencies. It is preferential to use three-com-
ponent stations (which register a vertical translational component and two horizontal 
components) or six-component stations (which, in addition to three translational compo-
nents, also register 3 rotating components, see, e.g., [18,19]. The sampling rate should be 

Figure 1. Diagram of a harmonic seismic wave generator. The upper figure shows a “cross” section—a
top view of an open well. The lower figure displays side sections of the well. A rotor with two rolling
elements (light grey frustums) moves around the vertical axis along a path at the bottom of the well
(black thick line). The rotation is driven by a motor (black rectangle). The well is evacuated by a
compressor (grey rectangle) in the top of the well and the temperature is held constant using a heater
(black dots) and thermometers (white dots).

The processing of measurement records (seismograms) consists of monitoring the time
changes of seismograms at individual seismic stations (seismometers) and also comparing
the recorded seismograms between individual seismic stations. The characteristics of the
seismic stations must guarantee the correct registration of the waves generated by the
transmitter. The stations must be sufficiently sensitive to measure with at least the same
sensitivity as natural seismic noise at the frequency considered. The sensors of the seis-
mometer must have an appropriate frequency response (the frequency range of the sensors
must cover both the basic transmitted frequency and several times higher frequencies for
the detection of higher harmonic frequencies). It is preferential to use three-component
stations (which register a vertical translational component and two horizontal compo-
nents) or six-component stations (which, in addition to three translational components,
also register 3 rotating components, see, e.g., [18,19]). The sampling rate should be at least
100 Hz. One seismic station is placed close to the generator and serves as the reference
station. The processing method focuses on finding three phenomena in the propagation of
seismic waves, which indicate the achievement of a critical state of tension or other changes
(e.g., water saturation) in the monitored area:

• Time changes in the velocity of propagation of seismic waves;
• Time changes in seismic wave attenuation;
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• Formation of higher harmonic frequencies.

When processing seismograms, it must be considered that the registered field of
seismic waves does not correspond to only one wave, but it is the result of the interference
of many seismic waves; body waves, surface waves as well as reflections and conversions
that occur on the free surface and at geological interfaces. If a linear description of the
seismic wave propagation were valid, then all these waves would have the same frequency
as radiated wave. Furthermore, if the seismic wave propagation velocities and attenuation
in the rock mass were independent of time, then the amplitude of the waves and the phase
shift of the waves relative to the transmitter would be independent of time. The processing
method, therefore, focuses on calculating whether these conditions are met or whether time
dependence of velocity and attenuation are observed.

The amplitudes of the seismic waves emitted by the transmitter are weak. Therefore,
there is a risk that the searched phenomena will be covered by seismic noise. Hence, the
transmitted frequency should be set to the value with low seismic noise. The basic method
for data interpretation is a comparison of complex Fourier spectra from seismograms
registered at two stations at different epicentral distances. The ratio of the two complex
spectra depends only on the geological structure, not the characteristics of the source.
Moreover, the source parameters do not change in time. So, we have a double reason to
interpret the time changes of complex spectra ratio as the time changes of properties of
geological structure. We use very long-time windows of seismograms, typically one day.
The longer the time window, the bigger the signal-to-noise ratio can be reached and the
signal can be detected at more distant stations. The other methods to suppress the noise
use seismic arrays as receivers [20] or denoising filters, e.g., GAS method [21].

3. Results
3.1. Laboratory Model of Seismic Beacon

To verify the seismic beacon functionality and for demonstration purposes, a functional
model of the seismic beacon was constructed (see Figure 2). The transmitter-generator was
placed on a rubber substrate inside a round container. A seismometer, represented by an
SM-6 geophone with a natural frequency of 4.5 Hz, was used as a receiver. The rolling
elements of the generator were stainless steel cylinders. The movement of the rotor at
280.5 RPM (revolution per minute) produced deformations of the path, which led to the
formation of seismic waves with a constant frequency of 9.35 Hz and amplitude at the
location of the seismometer of approximately 4 mm/s. The model enables the production
of seismic waves under different conditions, which are modified by a plug, that can be
filled with various materials.

The two sensors are placed near the surface at the edge of the container. They register
seismic vibrations in the parallel horizontal axis. Between the generator and one of the
sensors is the plug, while the second one serves as the reference sensor. The generated
seismic waves propagate through the medium and reflect from the sides and bottom of the
container. The seismograms registered by geophones are therefore sum of the direct wave
and multiply reflected waves.

The main difference between these laboratory model from reality is that in the real
medium, the reflections from the sides does not exist. On the other hand, there are a lot of
reflections from below in a real medium, so the interference of the waves also exists, and in
this sense, the laboratory model fits the real situation.

Compared to standard seismic data processing, in the case of seismic beacon data, it is
necessary to work with high sampling (250 Hz) and long-time series (millions of samples),
which puts increased demands on calculations, memory, and computer performance. The
seismic beacon signal spectrum had to be calculated from several million samples for good
resolution. The methodology is based on the processing of long time series of continuous
seismic noise, e.g., [22–26] or from groundwater level variations [27].
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scale. An arrangement with cylindrical bodies and a perpendicular path along which they move is 
used. The yellow ellipse highlights the location of the removable plug that is used to modify condi-
tions of the medium, where seismic waves propagate. 
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Figure 2. Photograph of a laboratory model of a seismic beacon. The transmitter model is on a 1:20
scale. An arrangement with cylindrical bodies and a perpendicular path along which they move
is used. The yellow ellipse highlights the location of the removable plug that is used to modify
conditions of the medium, where seismic waves propagate.

The average amplitude spectrum of two seismograms, measured under two different
model conditions is shown in Figure 3. Spectra are calculated from the 24 h measurement
sections with a plug (purple line) and without a plug (blue line) on a functional model.
In addition to the fundamental frequency of 9.35 Hz, we can see four higher harmonic
frequencies on the spectra. The highest peak of the amplitude spectrum belongs not to
the fundamental frequency (9.35 Hz) but to its third harmonic frequency (28.05 Hz). The
signal measured on the model without a plug (blue line) generates an amplitude spectrum
with lower amplitudes of harmonics. The ratio of amplitudes with and without the plug at
28.05 Hz is 1.625, which enables reliably distinguishing the two cases. It should be noted
that during this laboratory test, the testing medium was fully elastic, so the measured
differences correspond to the changes in structure and not the changes in stress.

3.2. Field Experiments

The prototype of the seismic beacon on the scale of 1:3 was constructed and used
during the first field experiments. The device was produced by the company Parka Tech
s.r.o. in 2022. The diameter of the steel cylinder, which forms the casing of the transmitter,
was 80 cm. The rotor is realized by a couple of steel bodies in the shape of cylinders. The
mass of these bodies is 30 kg each. This prototype was used during experiments in 2022.
However, during these experiments, the rotor produced high-frequency acoustic noise,
due to the moving of these cylinders across the small irregularities of the path. To avoid
this noise, the moving bodies were exchanged with other ones of rotational ellipsoids
shape and also the path was replaced with smoother one. This improved prototype was
used during the experiments in 2023. The mass of ellipsoid bodies is 60 kg each. The
bodies rotate around vertical axis with a frequency of 2.5 rev/s. That means that the basic
frequency of transmitted seismic waves is 5 Hz, because during one revolution, there are
two identical positions of the bodies. It is driven by an electric engine with very stable
revolution controlled by a computer, which ensures the revolution with an accuracy 0.1%.

On 20 July 2022, the seismic beacon was installed to the old military concrete bunker
in East Bohemia (50.5765◦ N, 16.0152◦ E). The bunker is located in the seismoactive area of
the Hronov Poříčí Fault Zone (HPFZ) [28,29]. The seismic beacon was fixed in the floor of
underground deck of the bunker, 4 m under the surface, Figure 4. Special type of concrete
was used to make the contact between the device and the floor firm enough to withstand
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long-lasting vibrations of the device. After two weeks of concrete hardening, the first
experiment took place on 4 August 2022 (Figure 5, red triangles).
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spectra of the two 24 h seismograms with two various models are shown. The basic frequency of
9.35 Hz is visible and highlighted with the light green line. As a result of nonlinear effects, higher
harmonics are produced at 18.70 Hz, 28.05 Hz, 37.40 Hz, and 56.10 Hz. Furthermore, the frequency
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plug absence.
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First, we investigated the attenuation of the seismic waves produced by the seismic
beacon. We used a 24-channel seismic apparatus Geometrics Geode with 24 vertical 4.5 Hz
geophones. The first geophone was at a distance of 25 m (azimuth 122◦), and the last one at
a distance of 117 m (azimuth 138◦). The step between receivers was 4 m and the profile was
situated fit between stations SPLC and ZABUN. The sampling frequency was 250 Hz and
we analyzed 4.5 h intervals when the seismic beacon was in operation. The comparison
of amplitude spectra at the third and the last geophone is in Figure 6. We can see that the
seismic beacon generates a basic frequency of 5 Hz and very strong higher harmonics from
10 to 45 Hz. We can approximate the dependence of amplitude on distance and frequency
by the formula:

A( f , R) = A0( f ) e−α(R−R0) (1)

where f is a frequency, R is an epicentral distance, R0 is a reference distance (e.g., 100 m),
A0(f) is an amplitude at reference distance, and α is an attenuation coefficient.

The amplitudes at individual geophones (dependence on epicentral distance) are
shown in Figure 7. The amplitudes vary significantly along the profile. We fitted it with
an exponential function (1) (line in a logarithmic scale). The dependence of attenuation
coefficient α, which was computed with help of Formula (1) is shown in Figure 8. In general,
α increases linearly with the frequency. However, for frequencies 10 Hz and 15 Hz, the α is
lower than expected from linear approximation. That means waves with frequency 10 Hz
and 15 Hz propagates with low attenuation, which is probably caused by the thickness and
S-wave velocity of uppermost layer, which forms surface waves with strong amplitude at
these frequencies.
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Based on Formula (1), we can predict the amplitudes at bigger epicentral distances.
We realized that the amplitudes are comparable with seismic noise even at a distance of
two kilometers. Therefore, we performed another experiment with three seismic sensors.
We used broad-band seismometers Guralp CMG-40T. The sampling frequency was 250 Hz
at all stations, the horizontal components were oriented to the north and to the east, and
the vertical component had a plus sign upwards. The epicentral distances were 0.126 km
(azimuth 139◦) for station ZABUN, 1.631 km (azimuth 102◦) for station STREL and the
referenced sensor was in the distance 11 m (azimuth 50◦) at the pillar of seismic station SPLC.
The measurement was 5.5 h long. The data was filtered by a bandpass filter 1–40 Hz. The
obtained amplitude spectra are in Figure 9. In the case of station STREL, the amplitudes
of 5 Hz are visible at all 3 components, however, it is not much stronger than seismic
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noise. We consider the epicentral distance of STREL (1.6 km) as the maximum for this
prototype of Seismic beacon. We computed the complex ratio (ratio of amplitudes and
the difference of phases) between two distant stations and the reference one. These ratios
are determined only by the velocity and attenuation between the seismic beacon and the
stations. Therefore, it is sensitive to changes in the rock massif, change of stress, saturation
by water, etc. Unfortunately, the construction of the prototype of the seismic beacon does
not enable us to make long-lasting measurements. It was not robust enough and after
several days, the bearings on the vertical axis became stuck and the seismic beacon has
to be switched off. Nevertheless, these first tests proved that the signal from the model
prototype used (which is on a scale 1:3) can be detected at a distance up to 1.6 km. The
full-size seismic beacon will produce the seismic waves with energy much bigger. So, we
expect the signal to be recognized at several tens of km distances.
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The second field experiment took place on 26–27 June 2023 with an innovative Seismic
beacon with ellipsoidal and heavier moving bodies and a smoother path. Three seismic
stations were used as receivers during the experiment, Figure 5 (blue triangles). The first
one (SPLC) was situated, as in year 2022, only 11 m from the transmitter in the same
underground deck of the bunker, and served as a reference station. The second one (HED)
was 1.928 km in the azimuth 87◦ in the short shaft of the old coal mine Hedvika, about 4 m
from the portal. The third one (CHVC) was at a distance of 3.077 km in the azimuth 115◦.
It was placed on the same pillar as the permanent seismic station, which is operated in
this locality in a small cellar about 3 m under the surface. All three seismic stations were
identical with broadband sensor Trillium Compact TC120-SV1 and Earth Data EDR-210
digitizer. The sampling frequency was 250 Hz at all stations, the horizontal components
were oriented to the north and to the east, and the vertical component had plus sign
upwards. The gain was identical at all stations (1 digit is equal to the velocity of vibrations
of 0.98 nm/s). The data was filtered by a bandpass filter of 1–40 Hz.

The experiment took place during the night to minimize the seismic noise. We per-
formed measurements for 13 h (from 6:30 p.m. to 7:30 a.m.) at stations SPLC, HED a CHVC.
The amplitude spectrum from the whole measurement at SPLC is in Figure 10.
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measurement of the seismic beacon signal on 5 August 2022.

We need to recognize the signal from the noise at the stations HED and CHVC.
However, the power of the source is very low, and the transmitted seismic waves cannot
be recognized in the seismograms directly. It is documented in Figure 11, where the short
intervals of 10-s seismograms are compared at HED. The first seismogram is without
the signal from the seismic beacon (it was off) and the second one is with the signal (it
was on). It is important especially for other seismological observations, e.g., monitoring
of weak local earthquakes, which should not be disturbed by seismic beacon operation.
Earthquakes generate signals with a wide range of frequencies, while the seismic beacon
generates waves of one fundamental frequency and its higher harmonics. In case the
frequency ranges are similar, we can distinguish seismic beacon signal and apply a notch
filter to detect such weak events. To minimize the disturbance of the desirable signal by
the seismic beacon, it is crucial to set the fundamental frequency very carefully—ideally to
avoid the frequency range of the presumed seismic signals.
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Amplitude spectra at the stations HED and CHVC around the investigated frequencies
are depicted in Figure 12. We can see that the best signal-to-noise ratio is for 5 Hz at T
component of HED. This depends on three factors. The first one is the amplitude of the
transmitted signal at individual frequencies, the second one is the attenuation between the
seismic beacon and the station, and the last one is the amplitude of seismic noise at the same
frequency. As we would like to investigate mainly time changes of attenuation, we need to
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eliminate the influence of the other two factors. We used a special technique based on the
analysis of a complex spectrum to reach this goal. We divided the whole measurement into
48 intervals to investigate the time changes. Each interval is 262,144 (218) samples long, to
enable effective application of the fast Fourier transform algorithm (FFT). It represents a
time interval of 1048.6 s long. In each time interval, the ratio of complex spectra at stations
HED/SPLC and CHVC/SPLC were computed. The results for investigated frequencies
5 Hz and 10 Hz are in Figure 13. The results were smoothed by the moving window
technique with a length of 7 intervals (approximately 2 h). In each window median from
7 intervals is taken as a smoothed value. We can see that both amplitude ratios and phase
differences have significant variations.
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2.5 h is applied. The amount of precipitation at the close meteorological station in Velké Slavoňovice
during measurement is shown in the bottom panels.

4. Discussion

The seismic beacon was designed to measure changes in a rock massif with long
periods (years) or even permanent changes. For this goal, we need long-term measurement,
which is planned for the next years. The tests in June 2023, described in this paper, lasted
only 13 h, and their main purpose was to find optimal parameters of the transmitter and
to prove that the signal from the seismic beacon of this size can be detected in seismic
noise at the seismic stations in the distance of several km. We did not expect to find any
variations in the rock massif. Surprisingly, variations both in amplitude ratio and phase
difference in the measured data were found even during this one-night measurement. It
was caused probably by the saturation of the soil layer with water, as heavy rain takes
place in the locality for approximately two hours from 10 p.m. to 1 a.m. The precipitation
data were obtained from the meteorological station Velké Slavoňovice “https://www.
meteosvatonovice.cz/ (obtained on 29 July 2023), which is 6 km apart from the seismic
beacon. It documents the high sensitivity of the device to changes in the uppermost layer.
This phenomenon is probably linked to the effect of filling the pores in the soil with water
and hence change in pore pressure. Rainfall decreases seismic velocity through changes
in effective stress, which is described, e.g., by [30–32]. A more detailed study of this
phenomenon will be carried out in future experiments when additional data from rainy
days will be available. Short-term responses to rainfalls were also observed within the

https://www.meteosvatonovice.cz/
https://www.meteosvatonovice.cz/
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monitoring of temporal variations in the seismic wave travel times by vibration source
ACROSS [33] as well as in the study [34], where a piezoelectric transducer was used as the
ultrasonic wave source.

The construction of the used prototype of the seismic beacon, unfortunately, did not
enable longer measurements, as some parts were deformed and damage of the whole
device was expected if the device will be in operation longer. The more robust construction
of the device is necessary before a longer experiment will be performed.

A very important task is to select the appropriate fundamental frequency of the seismic
beacon generator. The fundamental frequency should be within the range of low seismic
noise and out-of-range of events that are required to be monitored for other purposes. It
should be considered that during both laboratory and field tests, we found that prototypes
emit waves with dominant energy in higher frequencies harmonics.

Due to the limited budget of our project, both field and laboratory prototypes were
simplified compared to patented solution, and some elements were missing (e.g., heater,
thermometer, vacuum pump). Nevertheless, even these simple prototypes successfully
verified the functionality of the Seismic beacon.

Comparing the seismic beacon to other devices used for seismic waves generation
during seismic prospecting, there are several significant differences. As the purpose of the
seismic beacon is to detect time changes in rock massif and not the structure of the massif
itself, the most important property is the time stability of generated seismic waves. We need
both the same frequency and amplitude of the waves. It is reached by the special mechanical
construction, stable temperature, and low pressure inside beacon and controlling of the
engine revolution by computer. As the measurement using the seismic beacon has a long-
lasted character, we do not need mobility of the device, which is needed, e.g., in the case of
truck-mounted vibrators, e.g., [7,34–37].

As already stated in the introduction, the seismic beacon generator is similar to a
seismic source called ACROSS, e.g., [12–17]. Both seismic sources can be described as
sinusoidal vibrators. They are suitable mainly for long-term monitoring because sinusoidal
vibration is less destructive for surrounding ground than impulses. ACROSS source is
designed to generate sinusoidal waves by a rotating eccentric mass around an axis. The
sinusoidal wave is generated by the centrifugal force of the source, which is firmly fixed
to the ground [12]. The majority of published measurements with system ACROSS use
frequencies from 10 Hz to 50 Hz. However, in the study [38] the ACROSS source was
operated between 3.5 Hz and 7.5 Hz for 10-year observation in Japan and they detected
travel time variation as a secular advance and a co-seismic steplike delay at the time of
the 2011 Tohoku earthquake. On the opposite, the seismic beacon generator contains two
rolling elements moving around a vertical axis along a circular path, and it is designed to
generate especially low frequencies of 1–5 Hz.

5. Conclusions

The seismic beacon is a system consisting of a harmonic seismic-wave transmitter and
seismographs as receivers. It was designed to measure changes in a rock massif, especially
stress changes caused by earthquakes and magma movements during volcanic explosions,
but it can detect also changes in soil water saturation and fluid movement in Earth’s crust.

Laboratory tests verified the seismic beacon’s functionality. The laboratory model
enables to generate seismic waves under different conditions, which are modified by a
plug that can be filled with various materials. The tests confirm that higher harmonics
of basic frequency are observed and their amplitude can be very strong. Amplitudes of
these higher harmonics strongly depend on the properties of the medium, where seismic
waves propagate.

The first field tests with a prototype in scale 1:3 proved that the signal can be recognized
in seismic noise at epicentral distances up to 3 km. It enables the detection of changes in
amplitude ratio and phase difference between seismographs. It corresponds to changes
in the seismic velocities and in attenuation between transmitter and seismic stations. We



Sensors 2024, 24, 234 15 of 16

observed variations in amplitude ratio and phase difference that can be connected with the
amount of precipitation. The exact mechanism of this observation requires additional field
measurement and further analysis.

6. Patents

Seismic Beacon has Czech patent PV 2020-642, international application No. PCT/
CZ2021/050140).

Author Contributions: Conceptualization and methodology, software, validation, formal analysis
R.L. and J.M.; investigation, J.M.; resources, data curation, writing—original draft preparation,
visualization, project administration, funding acquisition R.L. and J.M. All authors have read and
agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: The project was funded by the Technology Agency of the Czech Republic under the
program 4GEO (TP01010055) and by the long-term conceptual development research organization
RVO:67985891. Seismic equipment for stations SPLC, HED and CHVC in the year 2023 were provided
by ‘Geophysical Instrument Pool Potsdam’ GIPP of GFZ, grant number GIPP202306.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author.

Acknowledgments: We thank Tomáš Kratochvíl and Jan Kolínský, who did a large amount of
technical work during the construction of the Seismic beacon and its installation in the bunker.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest. The funders had no role in the design
of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript; or
in the decision to publish the results.

References
1. Zheng, H.; Zhang, Z.; Liu, E. Non-linear seismic wave propagation in anisotropic media using the flux-corrected transport

technique. Geophys. J. Int. 2006, 165, 943–956. [CrossRef]
2. Frehner, M.; Schmalholz, M.S.; Podladchikov, Y. Spectral modification of seismic waves propagating through solids exhibiting a

resonance frequency: A 1-D coupled wave propagation–oscillation model. Geophys. J. Int. 2009, 176, 589–600. [CrossRef]
3. Beresnev, I.A.; Nikolaev, A.V. Experimental investigations of nonlinear seismic effects. Phys. Earth Planet. Inter. 1988, 50, 83–87.

[CrossRef]
4. Beresnev, I.A.; Nikolaevskiy, V.N. A model for nonlinear seismic waves in a medium with instability. Phys. D Nonlinear Phenom.

1993, 66, 1–6. [CrossRef]
5. Beresnev, I.A.; Wen, K.L. Nonlinear soil response—A reality? Bull. Seismol. Soc. Am. 1996, 86, 1964–1978. [CrossRef]
6. Nikolaev, A.V. Problems of nonlinear seismology. Phys. Earth Planet. Inter. 1988, 50, 1–7. [CrossRef]
7. Yurikov, A.; Gurevich, B.; Tertyshnikov, K.; Lebedev, M.; Isaenkov, R.; Sidenko, E.; Yavuz, S.; Glubokovskikh, S.; Shulakova, V.;

Freifeld, B.; et al. Evidence of Nonlinear Seismic Effects in the Earth from Downhole Distributed Acoustic Sensors. Sensors 2022,
22, 9382. [CrossRef]

8. De Fazio, T.L.; Aki, K.; Alba, J. Solid earth tide and observed change in the in situ seismic velocity. J. Geophys. Res. 1973, 78,
1319–1322. [CrossRef]

9. Wu, C.Q.; Peng, Z.G.; Dominic, A. Temporal changes in site response associated with the strong ground motion of the 2004 Mw
6.6 mid-niigata earthquake sequences in Japan. Bull. Seismol. Soc. Am. 2009, 99, 3487–3495. [CrossRef]

10. Kubo, H.; Nakamura, T.; Suzuki, W.; Dhakal, Y.P.; Kimura, T.; Kunugi, T.; Takahashi, N.; Aoi, S. Groundmotion characteristics and
nonlinear soil response observed by DONET1 seafloor observation network during the 2016 southeast off-mie, Japan, earthquake.
Bull. Seismol. Soc. Am. 2019, 109, 976–986. [CrossRef]

11. Schwardt, M.; Pilger, C.; Gaebler, P.; Hupe, P.; Ceranna, L. Natural and Anthropogenic Sources of Seismic, Hydroacoustic, and
Infrasonic Waves: Waveforms and Spectral Characteristics (and Their Applicability for Sensor Calibration). Surv. Geophys. 2022,
43, 1265–1361. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Yamaoka, K.; Kunitomo, T.; Miyakawa, K.; Kobayashi, K.; Kumazawa, M. A trial for monitoring temporal variation of seismic
velocity using an ACROSS system. Island Arc 2001, 10, 336–347. [CrossRef]

13. Ikuta, R.; Yamaoka, K.; Miyakawa, K.; Takahiro, K.; Mineo, K. Continuous monitoring of propagation velocity of seismic wave
using ACROSS. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2002, 29, 1627. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2006.02966.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2008.04001.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/0031-9201(88)90096-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2789(93)90217-O
https://doi.org/10.1785/BSSA0860061964
https://doi.org/10.1016/0031-9201(88)90084-2
https://doi.org/10.3390/s22239382
https://doi.org/10.1029/JB078i008p01319
https://doi.org/10.1785/0120090108
https://doi.org/10.1785/0120170296
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10712-022-09713-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35911621
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-1738.2001.00332.x
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001GL013974


Sensors 2024, 24, 234 16 of 16

14. Ikuta, R.; Yamaoka, K. Temporal variation in the shear wave anisotropy detected using the Accurately Controlled Routinely
Operated Signal System (ACROSS). J. Geophys. Res. 2004, 109, B09305. [CrossRef]

15. Saiga, A.; Yamaoka, K.; Kunitomo, T.; Watanabe, T. Continuous observation of seismic wave velocity and apparent velocity using
a precise seismic array and ACROSS seismic source. Earth Planets Space 2006, 58, 993–1005. [CrossRef]

16. Yamaoka, K.; Miyamachi, H.; Watanabe, T.; Kunitomo, T.; Michishita, T.; Ikuta, R.; Iguchi, M. Active monitoring at an active
volcano: Amplitude-distance dependence of ACROSS at Sakurajima Volcano, Japan. Earth Planets Space 2014, 66, 32. [CrossRef]

17. Tsuji, S.; Yamaoka, K.; Ikuta, R. Temporal change in seismic wave attenuation using highly stable vibration sources. Earth Planets
Space 2022, 74, 15. [CrossRef]

18. Brokešová, J.; Málek, J. Comparative Measurements of Local Seismic Rotations by Three Independent Methods. Sensors 2020,
20, 5679. [CrossRef]

19. Bernauer, F.; Behnen, K.; Wassermann, J.; Egdorf, S.; Igel, H.; Donner, S.; Stammler, K.; Hoffmann, M.; Edme, P.; Sollberger, D.; et al.
Rotation, Strain, and Translation Sensors Performance Tests with Active Seismic Sources. Sensors 2021, 21, 264. [CrossRef]

20. Ringdal, F.; Mykkeltveit, S.; Fyen, J.; Kværna, T. Spectral analysis of seismic signals and noise recorded at the NORESS high-
frequency element. Phys. Earth Planet. Inter. 1990, 63, 243–251. [CrossRef]

21. Málek, J.; Kolínský, P.; Štrunc, J.; Valenta, J. Generalized average of signals (GAS)—A new method for detection of very weak
waves in seismograms. Acta Geodyn. Geomater. 2007, 4, 5–10.

22. Shapiro, N.M.; Campillo, M.; Stehly, L.; Ritzwoller, M.H. High-resolution surface-wave tomography from ambient seismic noise.
Science 2005, 307, 1615–1618. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Schippkus, S.; Zigone, D.; Bokelmann, G.; the AlpArray Working Group. Ambient-noise tomography of the wider Vienna Basin
region. Geophys. J. Int. 2018, 215, 102–117. [CrossRef]

24. Kvapil, J.; Plomerová, J.; Kampfová Exnerová, H.; Babuška, V.; Hetényi, G.; AlpArray Working Group. Transversely isotropic
lower crust of Variscan central Europe imaged by ambient noise tomography of the Bohemian Massif. Solid Earth 2021, 12,
1051–1074. [CrossRef]

25. Szanyi, G.; Gráczer, Z.; Balázs, B.; Kovács, I.J. The transition zone between the Eastern Alps and the Pannonian basin imaged by
ambient noise tomography. Tectonophysics 2021, 805, 228770. [CrossRef]

26. Petrescu, L.; Borleanu, F.; Placinta, A.O. Seismic structure of a Tethyan back-arc: Transdimensional ambient noise tomography of
the Black Sea lithosphere. Phys. Earth Planet. Inter. 2022, 325, 106854. [CrossRef]

27. Kolínský, P.; Valenta, J.; Gaždová, R. Seismicity, groundwater level variations and Earth tides in the Hronov-Poříčí Fault Zone,
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