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Challenges:

1. Short seismic records complicate
background rate  estimates in
stable, continental regimes.

2. SNR was expected to be low due to the
instrument characteristics and high
industrial noise.

3. Small array aperture only facilitates
locating events if they are beneath the
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Figure. a) Teleseismic 7.3Mw Tonga earthquake  Figure. a) Station Grids for Cross-Correlation b) Cross—Correlation between two station
b) Suspected Local event ¢) Aligned station traces for stacking d) Beamforming using stacked traces
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