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Hi 7= 5 A & M R R B TR R BT TR K FIAZ DB 22—, RS NI R4k
B R E T RO R T R Gk LA S K BRI 45 A 0 ) AT S (I THAN R g
4k, 2002) . GEIAERIE RIRSH, MR AR Kl UK FEZ R
o At 1 LA S, I O 5ENE Gk BRI Fe it 1SSt HE SCHF (Lomax and
Savvaidis, 2022) . & &uHh = & A7 771 B A U AE I HcHE AN T S 5T TR 4
SRt 8 M FE B 1 1) 525 845 )2 (Thurber and Rabinowitz, 2000) . @i
EAME Bt — 24, BETRRITE (a5, 2024) M7 (Tong
etal., 2016; Li etal.,, 2020) [MJ5VAAMERTH 7 RENRGE . RAF WL, ZATih
RN HA G E ZHhE (AT ZE, 2025) o —J7 T, HiE OIS 1) 2% 18] 4
AN, JCHAERIG Bz b X & 0l % LUK, BRI T EAASEE (Zang et al.,
2024) 5 G370, DX RN VR FR A I S AR R G N 1R IR S O 5E R HE S
(Wagner et al., 2013) . UbAb, & HUESIR A ROMBLA BT K, L5 efif
A EUME LA AL I A AL FR IR 3R F5 3R (Mousavi and Beroza, 2023) . [Altk, f1E
IRINIET, ARGV DA ks B2 5 SE PR, ik 5l AFTROR T B AR
THHE E AL BARTERE (3T 2R 5, 2024)

R R RIFE AR, HREMITEA T NZGEMSREEMNHE. £ 6
5 N F ML= 6 W B8 IR BRI B SR B U B I [ A s (a3 8, RS RE G (L
etal, 2020) . 565 8 AL I 73 A ath 52 U8 FA) O 4 A 1 A A o R0UARR S5 R AU FE T
VR AL AEE S, & T R B w0 AT M B TR BT 2 X (Sun et al,
2024) o HEEAL B AR SEIS, AeiE ST EE 0 PR AL HE A5 IR GE
B RE SCIN T R IR MO SR (A4, 2024) o Horh, &I7fif (back
azimuth) JE 8 & M R RN B RS HL T O MII & w45 7] 2 U5
Ji Al GIEATT F B A, Gl P RERT ) B R s 3 0 Hr3k4s (Scholz et al.,
2017) o AEGMEFZREDERIIGOLN, G HRE 600 O7 AL iRz, g e
RORGRER (BIRAE, 2011) o SRIM, RERMFABIRN, S — AR LS
WA AT AME LASR HEHERA (1 ST R 15 B B0, MR I ER ST, BTk
JEJJPRBN AR S 7S 40, AR AR R ECEE T P BAIm IR (14 S 7 7 A Al T R RS
MIEEMEAZ (Bell et al., 2015) o T IHI 7L E Ge g A H 545 EOE



5, EIEE T DR T AR R R AT R A 32 S VAN 22 B AR 4R = AR K Al 2 (Dorran and
Laske, 2017) o NFEAXLLRERYE, WFFCH FIR ANIRR 2 Ium A S B AR mi Sy
RLAA A THRE BE o IX ALHE A I B2 2% O B 72 AH (Zheng et al., 2020; Sun et al., 2024) .
G BT 8 ) e R AR R (Tian et al., 2011 LA 82 FH AR AR (Zhu et al., 2020;
Dai et al., 2023) %.

AR, URFESE I ER B POE K e h RE e At 7R A 7iE s (Tan et
al., 2024) . I H BRI IR AT AL, TR = RS WIS L 32 B
Bl Pz R R RIR Z R AR, 2024) , AHACTAR G752 e I H B o
f3E B 4P (Mousavi and Beroza, 2023) o £ 5 B A VEMAE S, IR SE
57 2 7 i g 3 i (1) 27 21 77 sURE 8 LR S IR BT EE SR EURFAE , AT 2 3
SRTFREAS kS 2 SRk, i, Mostafa 5 Beroza (2020) #2H! T —FhdEF Il
IR 2 27 ST I D7V D SEIIL T INE 6 ik PBOM I 25 b At T i 7 R 1) I 77
Biff, ZOTIEAGER S T AR, B B S RO ENE, 97 M vF
R T HHR 812 . Lara 8N (2023) FFR MBERE I %, NHMHREG
uhi P RIK S IR 3 MR A R AT BRGE HE i 1P A 0 1 e SR SO B A 3t
— BRI T Z BRI Jy . dkFHE (2023) i 4R R A B 4 W) 4%
(Convolutional Neural Network, CNN) . K HHid{ZM 4% (Long Short-Term
Memory, LSTM) FIFLZERET, 8 T |7 A TFAG 1Y AziNet, iZARBL7E DY )]
iy DN R I B S AR E L Y 220 o PR, SRR S SIHE R TT AL
VAL TP IS T BB R, H AR BOR R R S WA S . B, TR
MAEPIUAE B & 7 B FE RRIERIE S A RR AR AT, R, $hxix eefs Bt
ATIREE S 21 53 B IR A FE AR B = o b4k, BIRSCT I OJ7 M i 78 2 A v
T E X NSRS, BRI A BRI A R R

AHEFLFIH 2014 4F 2 2024 4 (R A [E HF 7R & W (China Digital
Seismograph Network) CR K #RREAE, 73 mKHbrdE CNN F1%E: T WaveNet
(Oord etal., 2016) HIVRBE IR, REGHILLEL T P . THIB S A BOEf NAE
BT Al T PR RER I . A BRHb = I & TV 072 A ksl R BT,
FHEC AR Ge R 0 A 5%, TR BE 2 ST B 52T 1 I 7 L Al v ARG e AT 2
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Figure 1. Spatial distribution of seismic stations and earthquake events in the study.
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Figure 2. Single-station three-component seismic waveforms and earthquake phase
windows.
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Figure 3. Overall workflow for single-station back-azimuth estimation using deep

learning.
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1.4 WREEIHEIZEN
1.4.1 CNN F:£kfR

FET CNN 7R A GG T R 72 Al s i AS 1 (Ross et al., 2018) , &
BEFUE e it 74k CNN B R O I [ e AU T A0 B (B 4 B o izt
TR = BRI GRL: 2 3 @EM NN 64 IBHFHE, H . &
=R B RE4E Y R 2 128 F1 256 JHIE, P SR E S KA 25 1)
— BB DL O R K R P AR . B RS S E& #LE — 46 (Batch
Normalization) 1 ReLU #if e&i %y, 220 s Il Zifa g tEmAR M RIABE S, JF
BB AL (Kernel_size = 2, stride = 2) 125 BRI 0] 0 $E R DLY KK Z B .
I i 4 L R R S T AL A I 2 dEERA R R, B IESRARSZ S A . B ik
A, PR RERERTTIN 50%E4 1] Dropout 1E 1L .



1.4.2 T WaveNet [f15 J7 R fE 3 o igi A

% BB RIS E UG T EI PRI B AR, O S e e Al R R U
KRR B G R, AT 5 E A0S 5 A PR AU WaveNet Z244, JfRH
I8 4 72 S 5 AL PPAS AT 55 o AR SCH H Ao BE BB 8077 ) [ml A =l B el )3 4=
i, IR AERIR (non causal) 7k, G i o B A 73 [R] i 40 I 18] e 47
PIIIERIAE B o ANF T 4548 CNN I TR RS2 BT (1 5%, WaveNet fR 54
IfTE] 2393, T A 17 R ) SO T IR A 480 R A SRS R 40 2% - WaveNet 57
LAy 5k %41 (Dilated Convolution) %L, 83 8K ) B2 B & 208 7 K
FPHME R, IFah & 2 N L A ORAE A R 3k, IR IR 2 0 4 )1 kI A
i@ (Oordetal., 2016) . ZMEMEEHIGT DI 1L BRUZ, 1 3 IHERA
Wi 25 128 JEIERFAEZSH], BEJS H Bk 10 4> WaveNe 7k 2=k (4 F) o Ak
ZERANEHY KGR (kernel_size=5) , 7 5KFM 208 2245 H0bh g, BEY KM
RUIRSZ Y, I SE BN 28 B 2 I PP R 50 2R RS A S R o A iy il i 1<
GRGE G AR, AR IR OIT L A ) 2 4L B
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Figure 4. Deep learning model based on traditional CNN (above) and deep learning

model based on WaveNet (below).
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ARALE T, Bk BAAENE, B AR AL CRFF SRR PR TR MR8
JRiR sz BHa . TR BTN T A, BANRZE I S v LASE i ik (K —
1) x X755 2H MR BT, X — R A R S A A B B 2 PR AR B ]
Fr 5 2 B H «



1.5 AR5 LR

ERRIZRdFE T, RATRA#E K/ (batch size) iy 64 [I/NLERLE T
[32%, I 2k ke Yk Cepochs ) oA 120 ¢ o BRI AL K FH 13 77 1% 25 (Mean Squared Error,
MSE) #i2%eR:

Lysg = %Zli\l:l“}’i -71% (L
Horby, RN B R I7 LA SR I B, 9 3R s B T PR S [ 2, N DRAtE CRE
AR, MSE 5125 bR B 3R AL TR0 77 17 45 B9 U7 A PR R PR B, f DRASE AR o
BRI 1 R S 7 6 45 S VI i R ) Adam £ 46 35, W46 % > %615 v 0.001,
B R BN 107, A7 b A IR Az ARe 71, ARSI R B
IR SR, MIGUE B I SE 3 R R R, 2] 2 [ B PR 50%.

AHIFFE HITR I 2 STHEZREE T PyTorch 2.5.1 528, 7820 FH Hsh &5 B R
GPU ik ¢ 71 . B A B8 I 2R3 7E L % NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 GPU (24GB
VRAM) (¥ ARG BT, BAYIZRRAH CUDA 12.4 #£47 GPU bk, W 3455
TINZRI ] o FERCAECEIASE T, A BOEHA R CNN A1 WaveNet B4 ) 5 240
43 79,674,882 1 1,970,690, FREE I ZR-F-YIKEIS 7370 £ 45 FVR1 120 7, oA
SHAENR 1o BEAYIGRERE T, FRATIRAFIAE 451 2K AR AR R B A Sy f 25 A
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1.6 BBIIPfETEHR

AT VEAL CNN HT WaveNet P RS Y 78 1 52 S 7 A 1 T v (14 e, AT
TR Z P BT br . EoE, TH R TNME 5 30 SHE 2 8] 1P 38 e 22 A0 7
7, H T E AR TN i) 2R G0 1 22 A1 B HIORE T o 1350w 22 S Bt 17 AR ot 0 7 28
G REAAE RGNV WS, 17 22 WIRAE T &5 R etk Fk, RAEJuE
Z%4 (Coefficient of Determination, R?) {ENFLA DL B V1At A5 2 TN 58 1) 3 Ak
K-

M gyl
RZ =1-—-= 11— Vi , 2
M llyi-yII2 2

Herh g R A RSN ) e 7 L A B T B,y RN LSRR SO R i B ) i, R
ANFITH HLSE AL R ERIAME, MOSREAR B H . RMEMIEIT 1, BB B
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AR H A Y TR R 22 5 HaR [ A B AR FE I EUAE , Re A AR AR AL 1Y
SARTIGE 1o BN, 5 R8BI RS2 bRt S 7 0 RS FE R R 5K, ASBIEAL
FE I N T 109GR 220 A B4R B D %6 (Success Rate within 109 /E A 5CH#E T
flifabr . ZAEARTH R AT ) S 07 B A S B SE 22 AN 10T A EL ],
FLAL S 1 R A S R 37 5t b T SE A

2. EREH5Hh
2.1 HEERIMERENT HE

% 1R 7 CNN A1 WaveNet P ffiRRE 7 SRR AEAN R AN 2R A (P ey THI
WA 4RI FRIMERERTEL . 5 Mousavi & Beroza (2020)EVTE P % _FHUS )
R?= 0.87 #itk, AL WaveNet fEiZfE P B N N A FIFZEKF. FR, MK
53 (2023) LA 60 s T RE BRI AziNet CPILENTZE =229 , A SO )
T AR AN B . A PR BN 2BV B, R24r 3R TH

£0.98 M10.99, 7 ABL T 2 RAHE BXS R 7 AL Al T IR 2 A
& 1 AR5 MK 22 R St
Table 1. Statistics of model training and testing results.
YIEHK(G)  BORHEER

@A B BBE  WidaRTX  EEEES o o p PE
3090 MAC M1 = 1E 109R=
N CNN 64450 6*120 0.0001 -0.34 28.97 0.83 0.559
P WaveNet 33346 7*120 0.0005 -0.26 25.33 0.87 0.580
R CNN 15711746 11.4*%120 0.0017 -0.05 8.86 0.98 0.915
i WaveNet 198146 13.5%120 0.0329 0.09 9.77 0.98 0.929
— CNN 79674882 45*%120 0.0062 0.08 7.65 0.99 0.968
SR WaveNet 1970690 121*120 0.7781 0.04 6.24 0.99 0.988

ST P RN, CNN (& 5a-¢) F11 WaveNet (& 6a-¢) [I-F- 3501 2 43 51l 5-0.34°
#-0.26 752 28.97 Al 25.33, RF /37124 0.83 1 0.87, 10<UR 2 Vi [H N I Ak
#5379 0.5589 1 0.58. XK HIANA P (5 B REA R, {H WaveNet
FEA T bR EBEOLT CNN. B A R I- T A ERE, CNN (& 5d-f) Al
WaveNet (B 6d-f) 17150k Z % E-0.051 0.095 J5Z=[4# % 8.86 f1 9.77, R=2
EFFZE 0.98, MINF 5 AIE 0.915 F1 0.929, =T I 1AL 3R B A2 A RE PR A5 B X
RITRL TR, SR M AR IEE, CNN (& 5g-i) Hl WaveNet (|5
69-i) MIF¥RZE 53708 0.089F1 0.04S J5 Z=idt— D[4 % 7.65 fil 6.24, R2{HILIA



0.99, FRIhZE/BIHET;ZE 0.968 1 0.988. LU TELRELE T P IRWIEEA . T EIE
WERFIE S Z Fh L i, et 4. ZREER, AR T 4 sl e s = 3
FERERFAE, M 5 25 PR 5% 22 2 T T A2 e 1

B 5. CNN A2 A %t P g, i i e 4o i80S By N 69 ) 3K 23
MEZTFRRAP K., BEAEEMYGER, REZELEPHNAAREIREATT A,
R 5 R AR A =103 B Fe A TR AR AR
Figure 5. Testing results of the CNN model for P-wave, surface wave, and full

waveform inputs.
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Figure 6. Testing results of the WaveNet model for P-wave, surface wave, and full

waveform inputs.
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A B o R R B R RGN, U 80°)F, IRZEKRT 30°M
FEAS LB 2 BTt o A% DXTRDRE R PR e\ 2Bt 30 I 51X, ELIA
P RE B DR TE 2= S A% 0 5 T (1 98 247 5 5 G S R0 1T 422 2% 29K (Lehmann, 1958) ,
HETT PR T A B ) TS B2 . Ak, CNN R WaveNet #5284 HHiR 22 K F 30°ff 4
ARy AR 2 B — 2, R B P IR R BE B R e o T AR R A5 A
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Figure 7. Analysis of influencing factors on back-azimuth prediction errors of CNN

and WaveNet models based on P-wave input.
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AFaEAE 0.02 ifa, W IR AREAE BN R EEA 2. WaveNet 5125 T
PR, WA, BARUETE 0.01 A, KAFRURTEAL, BonE Rz LEE
AFErE. X5 RS EMMEB NS EEMRT, IEW] WaveNet 7E4L 44
PRI SRR . CNN AR IR Z SR 2 2 R, $5(2
HeERK, 1 WaveNet JEI i sk GBI ZE SR TSR Rin, HT
WaveNet K FH T 7k B R R 5% 72 B B T DA FR KA OC 22, FL I SRR HE 2 ]
K, FETHRLRCR R RUE Uik, WaveNet £ 4 4N (10 F5I0RS 5 o
HHIERE R soh BA BEMS . oh, WRbRfEAEEE, JIE
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I 77
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Figure 8. Full waveform input loss function curves of the CNN (left) and WaveNet

(right) models.
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Table 2. Statistics of the ablation experiment results for surface wave input in the



WaveNet model.
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Table 3. Statistics of model generalization capability test results.
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Figure 9. Influencing factors on back-azimuth prediction errors of WaveNet model

for small magnitude earthquake events at IC.BJT station.
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Table 4. Statistics of comparison results between WaveNet and traditional models.
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Figure 10. Comparison of angular error distributions between deep learning methods
and traditional polarization methods on the independent test dataset.
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