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ABSTRACT

A significant portion of the UK’s transportation system relies
on a network of geotechnical earthworks (cuttings and embank-
ments) that were constructed more than 100 years ago, whose
stability is affected by the change in precipitation patterns ex-
perienced over the past few decades. The vulnerability of these
structures requires a reliable, cost- and time-effective monitor-
ing of their geomechanical condition. We have assessed the po-
tential application of P-wave refraction for tracking the seasonal
variations of seismic properties within an aged clay-filled rail-
way embankment, located in southwest England. Seismic data
were acquired repeatedly along the crest of the earthwork at
regular time intervals, for a total period of 16 months. P-wave
first-break times were picked from all available recorded traces,

to obtain a set of hodocrones referenced to the same spatial lo-
cations, for various dates along the surveyed period of time.
Traveltimes extracted from each acquisition were then com-
pared to track the pattern of their temporal variability. The rel-
evance of such variations over time was compared with the data
experimental uncertainty. The multiple set of hodocrones was
subsequently inverted using a tomographic approach, to retrieve
a time-lapse model of VP for the embankment structure. To
directly compare the reconstructed VP sections, identical initial
models and spatial regularization were used for the inversion of
all available data sets. A consistent temporal trend for P-wave
traveltimes, and consequently for the reconstructed VP models,
was identified. This pattern could be related to the seasonal
distribution of precipitation and soil-water content measured
on site.

INTRODUCTION

A significant portion of the UK’s transportation system relies on
a network of geotechnical earthworks (cuttings/embankments) that
are more than 100 years old and were not built to modern construc-
tion standards. The present condition of these earthworks has
been further compromised by poor maintenance strategies and
by climate variations experienced over recent decades (Jenkins et al.,
2009). Wetter winters and drier summers may cause seasonal var-
iations of pore-water pressure, which cyclically deteriorate the sta-
bility of earthworks (Kovacevic et al., 2001). Additionally, more
frequent severe weather events can trigger earthwork slope failures
(Wilks, 2010). In 2012 (the second-wettest year on record in the

UK), Network Rail, who operate the majority of the UK rail net-
work, reported 144 earthwork failures — significantly more than
in previous years. The vast majority of these failures were associ-
ated with heavy rainfall (Network Rail, 2013).
The vulnerability of these earthwork structures requires reliable,

time- and cost-effective monitoring of their geomechanical condi-
tion. Noninvasive geophysical methods, which are capable of esti-
mating physical properties of significant volumes of the subsurface,
are well-suited for this application (Donohue et al., 2011). Electrical
resistivity tomography (ERT) (Loke and Barker, 1996), for exam-
ple, has, over recent years, been used for near-surface time-lapse
imaging of natural slopes and landslides (e.g., Miller et al., 2008;
Uhlenbrook et al., 2008; Cassiani et al., 2009) or, more relevant to
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the topic of the present work, monitoring the internal condition and
temporal dynamics of geotechnical assets (e.g., Sjodahl et al., 2008,
Wilkinson et al., 2011; Chambers et al., 2014; Gunn et al., 2015a).
Favored by the sensitivity of resistivity data to changing hydrogeo-
logical conditions, ERT, however, requires an additional stage of
calibration, often site dependent, to invert for parameters more rel-
evant to the mechanical description of the investigated target (e.g.,
moisture content, as in Cassiani et al., 2009; Chambers et al., 2014).
Seismic geophysical methods, which enable seismic velocity mod-
els of the subsurface to be reconstructed, are more directly related to
the mechanical properties of the subsurface. In this work, we par-
ticularly focus on the P-wave refraction technique (Redpath, 1973)
that is regarded as an established tool for the reconstruction of sub-
surface VP models (ASTM International, 2011). It is based on the
identification of P-wave first-arrival times and on the subsequent
tracing of corresponding rays to derive a VP model of the subsur-
face. The P-wave refraction method has a wide range of uses at
several scales of application, from seismological studies (e.g., Zelt
and Smith, 1992) to the nondestructive evaluation of cultural her-
itage artefacts (e.g., Sambuelli et al., 2011). At the engineering
scale, P-wave refraction is frequently used for the reconstruction
of seismic models for the shallow layers in hydrocarbon exploration
geophysics (e.g., Macrides and Dennis, 1994), imaging of complex
structures in the subsurface (Nyquist et al., 1996; Ramos Martinez
et al., 1997), monitoring of environmental issues (Lanz et al., 1998;
de Iaco et al., 2003), landslide monitoring (e.g., Uhlemann et al.,
2015), hydrogeological studies (e.g., Ayers, 1990; Donohue et al.,
2015), and detection of underground cavities (Sloan et al., 2015;
Toth et al., 2015).
Despite their widespread application, the use of seismic tech-

niques for time-lapse monitoring of geomechanical properties has,
however, thus far been mainly restricted to large-scale applications,
e.g., hydrocarbon reservoir exploration geophysics (among others,

Landro, 2001; Lumley et al., 2003) or the monitoring of geologic
storage reservoirs (e.g., Draganov et al., 2012; Picotti et al., 2012).
In near-surface geophysics, the potential use of seismic techniques
for tracking time-variant processes has been assessed (e.g., Jeffer-
son et al., 1998; West andMenke, 2000), although at reduced spatial
scales and spanning shorter time intervals (from hours to some
days), when compared with those involved in this paper. Recently,
the use of seismic techniques has been proposed for monitoring
water table levels in shallow aquifers (Pasquet, 2014; Pasquet et al.,
2015a, 2015b).
In this paper, seismic techniques are not used for detecting the

condition of full saturation, but they are instead used for evaluating
the fluctuating seismic properties of a railway earthwork in response
to varying levels of water content, usually below saturation. The
seismic behavior of compacted soils used in earthworks is influ-
enced by changing levels of water content, affecting capillary/suc-
tion pressures, which in turn influence the state of stress of the solid
matrix of the soil (Mancuso et al., 2002). Many authors have high-
lighted the sensitivity of seismic velocities to changes in soil suction
(e.g., Qian et al., 1991; Marinho et al., 1995; Cho and Santamarina,
2001; Mancuso et al., 2002; Donohue and Long, 2010); however,
these studies are limited to laboratory measurements and do not
comprise field surveys.
This study proposes and tests the use of P-wave refraction to

track these variable properties within the structure of a heritage
railway embankment; it complements the work by Bergamo et al.
(2016), focused on surface-wave data and methodology. In the fol-
lowing sections, we describe the surveyed site and the periodical
acquisition of seismic data (for a total period of 16 months) and
their processing in terms of extraction of multiple sets of P-wave
first-break arrivals. The trend of seasonal variability of the obtained
traveltimes is reconstructed, and its relevance with respect to data
experimental uncertainty is also investigated. The multiple sets of

P-wave traveltime data are then inverted, using a
tomographic approach, to obtain a time-variant
model of VP distribution within the embankment
structure.

SITE DESCRIPTION

The geotechnical structure investigated in this
study is a stretch of railway embankment of the
heritage Gloucestershire-Warwickshire Railway.
The site is located near the village of Laverton,
Gloucestershire, in southwest England. The em-
bankment was constructed in the early 20th
century (approximately 1900–1906); the investi-
gated portion is approximately 5 m high and ap-
proximately 9 m wide at the top (approximately
30 m at the base), and it runs from southwest to
northeast (Figure 1). The structure comprises ap-
proximately 4 m of compacted high plasticity
clay fill (locally derived Charmouth Mudstone),
and it is topped by approximately 0.9 m of
humus-rich ballast fouled with fines, ash, and
soil (Gunn et al., 2015b). In previous years, sev-
eral significant earthwork failures have occurred
along the Gloucestershire-Warwickshire Rail-
way. Close to the Laverton site, there is visual
evidence of previous movement along the earth-

Figure 1. Laverton embankment site layout map, showing the location of cone penetra-
tion testing (CPT) profiles and seismic survey lines. A sample CPT profile is shown in
the upper left panel, along with the corresponding stratigraphic log (upper and central
panel). A picture of seismic data acquisition along the embankment crest is shown in the
upper right panel (from Bergamo et al., 2016).
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work slopes. The upper central portion of Figure 1 displays a strati-
graphic log obtained from intrusive investigation involving a program
of boring, sampling, trial pitting, and cone penetration testing (CPT).
A sample CPT profile from the site is also presented (upper left panel
in Figure 1), obtained from a location (CPT3 in Figure 1) within the
area covered by the seismic surveys. The behavior of cone end re-
sistance (qc) with depth provides evidence of two layers within the
earthwork: an upper layer (depths 1–3 m) characterized by lower qc
values (0.5–1MPa) overlies a deeper portion of fill exhibiting slightly
greater qc (1–1.3MPa). This suggests that the embankment may have
been constructed in two lifts, with the boundary at approximately 3 m
depth. Below the embankment base (approximately 5 m), qc in-
creases significantly, as the cone penetrates into the stiffer formation
underlying the embankment.

DATA ACQUISITION AND PROCESSING

P-wave refraction data (Redpath, 1973) were recorded bi-
monthly, from July 2013 to November 2014, along the crest of
the railway embankment, for a total number of nine data sets.
For all acquisitions, the same source type, receiver array, recording
equipment, and acquisition geometry/parameters were adopted, to
make the acquired seismic data fully comparable. To ensure repro-
ducibility of the acquisition geometry, permanent marks were
placed for spatial reference along the surveyed area, indicating
the position of sources and receivers.
The configuration of the recording array adopted in all nine ac-

quisition campaigns consisted of 24, 4.5 Hz, spike coupled, vertical
geophones, positioned along a straight line on the crest of the em-
bankment (Figure 1) at 2 m intervals. The seismic source was a
4.5 kg sledgehammer striking a metal plate. The source was posi-
tioned at 16 different locations along the seismic line. For each of
these source positions, three recordings were acquired and then
stacked in the time domain, to obtain seismic sec-
tions with greater signal-to-noise ratio (Socco
and Strobbia, 2004). A sampling rate of
62.5 μs and a 1 s record length was used. P-wave
first-break arrival times were manually picked on
stacked seismograms. The upper panels in Fig-
ure 2 show the seismic sections acquired in Janu-
ary (Figure 2a), March (Figure 2b), and
September 2014 (Figure 2c); the source being
positioned at the same location (x ¼ 32 m);
black crosses indicate the manually picked
P-wave first breaks. Parallel to P-wave refraction
data acquisition (i.e., at the same dates and spa-
tial location; Figure 1), multichannel analysis of
surface waves (MASW) surveys were also con-
ducted; these surveys and their results are de-
scribed by Bergamo et al. (2016). The MASW
data were acquired using a landstreamer, with
24 plate coupled geophones spaced at 1 m. Dur-
ing each acquisition campaign, the geophone ar-
ray was successively moved by 5 m intervals, to
cover a 100 m stretch of the railway embank-
ment, overlapping in its central section with
the refraction line (Figure 1). The seismic source,
geophone type (4.5 Hz vertical receiver), sam-
pling rate, and number of stacks were the same
adopted for refraction data acquisition. To in-

crease data coverage, P-wave first-break arrival times were also
picked from the 10 MASW seismic sections overlapping with the
P-wave refraction line. Despite the varying conditions of the soil sur-
face (affecting source- and receiver-ground coupling), tests con-
ducted on MASW data demonstrated a good reproducibility of
the source signal and its frequency content, without dramatic changes
over space (along the acquisition line) and time (among different ac-
quisition campaigns; Bergamo et al., 2016). More importantly, to en-
sure a fair comparison of traveltimes extracted at different times
during the surveyed period, a reliable, automatic triggering system
was adopted, which was based on a starter sensor placed on the ham-
mer head. This efficient triggering system was also essential for the
operation of stacking multiple single-shot seismograms in the time
domain, ensuring synchronous, and hence, superimposable acquisi-
tions (Foti et al., 2015). The optimal prestack synchronization of re-
corded seismograms was further improved using a control algorithm
based on the cross-correlation of the seismic traces recorded closest to
the source position.
The output data set obtained from each acquisition campaign

after the processing (picking) stage was a set of P-wave first-break
traveltimes, referenced to the same spatial locations. An example set
of picked traveltimes for the January, March, and September 2014
acquisitions are shown in Figure 2d–2f, in the time-versus-offset
domain (this data configuration is henceforth referred to as hodo-
crone). A clear change in slope at an offset of approximately 16 m
can be observed. This value coincides with the approximate boun-
dary, identified in the subsequent inversion stage (see the “Inversion
method” section), between the seismic rays propagating exclusively
through the embankment (offset <16 m, steeper slopes in Fig-
ure 2d–2f indicating lower VP), and the rays penetrating also into
the soil underlying the earthwork (offset >16 m). Despite this
common feature, differences in terms of arrival times (and hence

Figure 2. Seismic data acquisition and extraction P-wave first-break traveltimes. Upper
panels: seismic sections recorded in (a) January, (b) March, and (c) September 2014 by
the P-wave refraction line, the source being positioned at x ¼ 32 m. A pretrigger of
0.01 s was used. Black crosses indicate the picked first breaks. Lower panels: sets of
P-wave hodocrones extracted from (d) January, (e) March, and (f) September 2014 seis-
mic data. The color of the hodocrones refers to the position of the source along the P-
wave refraction line (gray color bar on the right side). The coordinates’ origin (x ¼ 0 m)
is set at the southwestern extremity of the line (Figure 1), and values progress toward the
northeast.
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P-wave velocities) can be observed among the different sets of
hodocrones in Figure 2d–2f.
To assess the reliability of the manual picking procedure and to

evaluate the level of experimental uncertainty affecting the hodo-
crone data sets, the ranges of uncertainty for the traveltimes from
two sample data sets (September 2014 and November 2014) were
computed. Following a procedure similar to that adopted by Ber-
gamo et al. (2016) for surface-wave data, the uncertainty ranges
for the arrival times from stacked seismograms (Figure 2a–2c) were
estimated by additionally picking P-wave first breaks on the rel-
evant three individual shots. The time interval determined by the
picks from the individual shot seismograms defines the uncertainty
range for the corresponding traveltime identified on the stacked
seismic section. Figure 3 displays the uncertainties obtained for
the September and November 2014 P-wave hodocrone data sets,
represented as function of source-receiver offset. The two data sets
exhibit similar behavior: uncertainties appear to be evenly distrib-
uted around 0% and lie within a relatively narrow interval. The sim-
ilarity between September and November 2014 suggests that the
level of uncertainty may be approximately constant throughout
all data sets.

In addition to the seismic surveys, climate data were also recorded,
using permanent devices installed on site, which were capable of con-
tinuously measuring rainfall, humidity, solar radiation, and wind
speed for the period of interest. Several point sensors were installed
at various depths in back-filled boreholes on the embankment flanks,
to provide a continuous measurement of volumetric water content
(Figure 1). All of these sensors were manufactured by Decagon De-
vices Inc.

INVERSION METHOD

Multiple sets of P-wave hodocrones, acquired in time-lapse fash-
ion over the crest of the surveyed railway embankment, were inverted
to retrieve a VP model of the investigated area, and to reconstruct
seasonal changes of P-wave velocity within the earthwork structure.

Initial model

The initial model for P-wave traveltime inversion was derived
from the 1D, intercept time interpretation (Reynolds, 2011) of
the March 2014 hodocrones (Figure 2e), selected as reference
data set for its central position with respect to the surveyed period
of time. The obtained 1D VP model comprises a shallow layer (0
−4.5 m depth) with VP ¼ 420 m∕s, an intermediate layer (4.5–9 m
depth) with VP ¼ 1190 m∕s, and overlying a half-space with
VP ¼ 1800 m∕s. This 1D model was then adapted to the discreti-
zation of the surveyed section of embankment into a set of regular
cells (2 × 1.5 m each). The layered structure of the 1D VP model
was hence modified into a stack of thinner blocks (1.5 m thick),
whose P-wave velocities increased from 420 (shallower cells) to
1800 m∕s (cells at depths ≥ 10 m; Figure 4).
The discretization of the investigated section of earthwork as an

array of 29 × 9 rectangular cells (Figure 4) is functional to the fol-
lowing stage of tomographic inversion. The design of such discre-
tization reconciles several needs: (1) covering the whole subsurface
section surveyed by seismic rays with a sufficient degree of spatial
resolution, (2) ensuring a well-conditioned, predominantly over-
determined inversion problem (the total number of traveltimes for
every data set, approximately 515, exceeding the total number of
unknowns), and (3) providing regular-sized cells with a height and
width of comparable size (GeoTomCG, 2004; Jones 2010). Addi-
tionally, the vertical discretization of the embankment structure is
compatible with the one adopted for surface-wave data inversion
(Bergamo et al., 2016), so that the inversion results of surface-wave
dispersion curves and P-wave traveltimes can be adequately com-
pared (see the “Discussion” section).

Tomographic inversion

The adopted inversion scheme involved a tomographic interpre-
tation of P-wave traveltimes, using the commercial software for to-
mographic analyses GeoTomCG®. The code performs inversions
with the simultaneous iterative reconstruction technique (Lytle et al.,
1978; Peterson et al., 1985), modifying a conveniently discretized
initial velocity model through an iterative process. Each iteration
comprises three successive steps: (1) computation of model travel-
times, (2) calculation of residuals, and (3) application of velocity
corrections to produce an updated velocity model. A curved ray-
tracing method with a revised form of ray bending is adopted

Figure 4. Inversion of P-wave traveltimes, common initial model
for the tomographic inversion of the multiple sets of hodocrones.
The regular grid defined by black lines represents the discretization
of the subsurface into an array of rectangular cells. Southwest and
Northeast refer to the spatial orientation (from southwest to north-
east) of the surveyed section of embankment.

Figure 3. Experimental uncertainties of September (black dots) and
November 2014 (gray circles) P-wave traveltime data sets, repre-
sented as function of source-receiver offset.
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for forward modeling (GeoTomCG, 2004), derived from the Um
and Thurber (1987) technique.
Considering the limited extent of the surveyed section of the em-

bankment (approximately 50 m) and the available geologic infor-
mation on its structure (a relatively homogeneous construction
technique implying reduced lateral variations), a form of lateral
regularization was adopted in the inversion. To choose the optimal
level of spatial smoothing, a series of trial inversions of the refer-
ence data set (March 2014) were carried out, with different degrees
of lateral smoothing. By comparing the distributions of normalized
residuals from the various inversions (Figure 5), a medium level of
spatial regularization was identified as optimal, leading to realisti-
cally homogeneous VP sections without significantly penalizing the
data fitting (Boiero, 2009; Boiero and Socco, 2010). Further in-
creases in the degree of spatial smoothing caused an appreciable
increase of misfit (Figure 5). The selected level of regularization
was used for the inversion of all nine P-wave hodocrone data sets.

Figure 5. Inversion of P-wave traveltimes, selection of the optimal
level of spatial smoothing for the tomographic inversion. The figure
shows the cumulative distribution of the normalized residuals
(expressing the misfit between experimental and simulated travel-
times) obtained by inverting the March 2014 data set with different
degrees of spatial regularization.

Figure 6. Inversion of P-wave traveltimes from
March 2014 data set. (a) The VP section ob-
tained from tomographic inversion: shaded area
covers zones with poor ray coverage; (b) normal-
ized residuals between experimental and simu-
lated traveltimes, represented as a function of
source and receiver position; and (c) cumulative
distribution of normalized residuals.
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RESULTS

The VP section obtained from tomographic inversion of the
March 2014 data set (Figure 2e) is displayed in Figure 6a. The
VP increases smoothly with depth (from approximately 400 to
650 m∕s) in the shallower portion of the embankment (depths
0–3.75 m), and higher VP values (approximately 850 m∕s) are ob-
served in the lower layer of the earthwork structure (depths 3.75–
5.25 m). This range of velocities (400 − 850 m∕s) is compatible

with the expected values of VP in unsaturated clays (Knight and
Endres, 2005). Below the base of the embankment (depths
>5.25 m), P-wave velocity sharply increases to approximately
1100 m∕s, then reaching 1700 m∕s at 10 m depth. Both character-
istics, i.e., a stiffer lower portion of the embankment and a sharp
discontinuity at the base of the earthwork, are consistent with
the results of cone penetration testing (CPT) (Figure 1). In terms
of lateral variations, an area with slightly lower VP is located at ap-
proximately 30 < x < 40 m. Figure 6b and 6c displays the corre-

sponding normalized residuals, obtained from
the comparison between simulated and experi-
mental traveltimes. Both panels illustrate a satis-
factory experimental data compliance, with 78%
of residuals falling below the threshold of 5%
(Figure 6c).
Similar features in the distribution of VP are

present in most of the sections obtained from in-
version of all other traveltime data sets (Figure 7).
In Figure 7, the color and spatial scale were
chosen to focus on the temporal changes of P-
wave velocity within the body of the embank-
ment (depths <5 m), which is the target of this
study. The reconstructed variations over time
of VP are analyzed in detail in the “Discussion”
section.

DISCUSSION

The temporal variability of the P-wave travel-
time data sets was accurately investigated to
quantitatively define a consistent seasonal trend.
The variations of P-wave hodocrone data sets co-
herently influenced the variability of the VP sec-
tions obtained from the inversion process. The
pattern of variation of P-wave traveltimes and re-
constructed velocities was also collated with the
results of the analysis and inversion of the time-
lapse surface-wave data set acquired in parallel to
P-wave refraction data (Bergamo et al., 2016).

P-wave traveltime data sets

As the hodocrone data sets were of good qual-
ity and spatial consistency (Figure 2d–2f), they
could be arranged into a global representation,
where their overall spatial and temporal trend
could be visually assessed. All of the acquired
traveltime data are displayed in Figure 8 as 2D
sections referred to the same spatial coordinates
(source and receiver position along the seismic
line). Because this study focuses on the temporal
variation of seismic velocities within the em-
bankment structure, only the data points referring
to the propagation of P-waves through the earth-
work are displayed (offset <16 m; see the “Data
acquisition and processing” section). A common
feature in the spatial distribution of traveltimes is
an area of higher values of arrival times approx-
imately located at 30 < x < 40 m (narrower
blue band at short offsets), particularly evident

Figure 7. The VP sections obtained from the inversion of all P-wave hodocrone data
sets. To focus on seismic velocities variations within the embankment the depth range is
limited to 0–6.5 m. Southwest and northeast (upper panels) indicate the spatial orien-
tation of the corresponding seismic line.

Figure 8. Acquired P-wave traveltime data sets represented as a function of source and
receiver position. Color scale refers to P-wave arrival time. Southwest and northeast
refer to the spatial orientation of the seismic line. Only data corresponding to rays trav-
eling exclusively in the earthwork structure (maximum offset ¼ 16 m) are represented.
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in September 2013, January, March, September, and November
2014. This feature indicates an area with lower P-wave velocity that
is in agreement with observations from the analysis of surface-wave
data (Bergamo et al., 2016). As far as temporal variations are con-
cerned, P-wave traveltimes appear to increase (indicating a corre-
sponding decrease in P-wave velocities) from July to November
2013, and remain relatively high until January 2014 (thinner blue area
at short offsets in Figure 8). Oppositely, in March-September 2014, a
decrease of traveltimes with respect to the preceding winter period
(wider blue area at short offsets) is observed, suggesting an increase
of VP within the embankment structure. Successively (November
2014), the arrival times increase again, representing a decrease of
P-wave velocities. Hence, traveltimes appear to follow a seasonal
variation pattern.
Because seismic data were collected using an identical acquisi-

tion geometry, to quantitatively evaluate the temporal data varia-
tions, a “point-by-point” comparison method was adopted; i.e.,
every traveltime was compared with its corresponding data point
from the reference data set (March 2014). The results of this “data
point by data point” comparison are illustrated in Figure 9. This
confirms and quantifies the observations regarding the temporal var-
iations of traveltime data identified in Figure 8. Relative changes of
arrival times are mainly within a �20% variability range. The rela-
tively short length of the P-wave refraction line limits the possibility
of identifying clear spatial patterns in the traveltime data sets; how-
ever, sharper changes are generally identified in the northeastern half
of the refraction line (approximately x > 30 m), similar to what was
observed for surface-wave data (Bergamo et al., 2016).
In Figure 10, the temporal variability of P-wave traveltimes is

statistically summarized (Figure 10a) and compared with the tem-
poral trend of the parallel time-lapse set of surface-wave data (in
particular, fundamental mode dispersion curve phase velocities,
Figure 10b; Bergamo et al., 2016). Finally, the data temporal vari-
ability is related to the recorded precipitation pat-
tern and earthwork volumetric water content
measurements (Figure 10c–10e). Each row in
Figure 10a and 10b represents a histogram of
the distributions of point-by-point changes, rela-
tive to March 2014. Figure 10a and 10b shows
a symmetrical distribution for the temporal
changes of P-wave traveltimes as compared with
Rayleigh-wave phase velocities, suggesting a
reciprocally consistent seasonal trend for sur-
face-wave and P-wave velocities (an increase
in traveltimes corresponds to a decrease of P-
wave velocities and vice versa).
This seasonal trend can be correlated with

the pattern of rainfall data recorded at the site
(Figure 10c). Comparing July 2013 with the
following autumn-winter data sets (September
2013 to January 2014), P-wave arrival times
globally increase (Figure 10a), whereas phase
velocities reduce (Figure 10b), simultaneously
with the frequent and intense autumn-winter
rainfall (Figure 10c). The opposite effect may
be observed in the spring-summer period of
2014 (May 2014 to September 2014), in which
a decrease in P-wave traveltimes, an increase of
phase velocity, and a corresponding decrease in

rainfall are generally recorded, when compared with previous data
sets. Data from November 2014, acquired after the start of intense
autumn precipitations, show much slower phase velocities/higher P-
wave arrival times, similar to those of autumn-winter 2013. A par-
tial exception to this pattern is observed in May 2014, when a
marked global decrease of arrival times corresponds to a slight re-
duction of phase velocities.
The correlation between the symmetrical seasonal trends of trav-

eltimes, phase velocities, and precipitation is consistent with the ex-
pected variation of seismic velocities with saturation in soils (Cho
and Santamarina, 2001; Santamarina et al., 2005). Intense and fre-
quent rainfall is likely to correspond to an increase of water content
within the railway embankment, which in turn causes a decrease of
interparticle capillary pressures (i.e., a reduction in suction pres-
sure). This leads to a decrease in the effective stress acting on
the soil particles, and hence to a reduction of seismic velocities
in the subsoil (i.e., VS and VP below full saturation; Santamarina
et al., 2001). Therefore, the autumn-winter period with more severe
and frequent rainfall (Figure 10c) is characterized by higher P-wave
traveltimes and lower Rayleigh-wave phase velocities (Figure 10a
and 10b). Vice versa, the spring-summer months are characterized
by alternating periods of very low or null precipitation and extreme
rainfall events (Figure 10c). These events generally saturate the
shallower portion of the soil (dried by preceding periods of low rain-
fall), but they do not penetrate deeper into the subsoil. Moreover,
greater evapotranspiration occurs when temperatures are higher.
Hence, spring-summer months are likely to be characterized by
lower values of water content, which lead to a rise of interparticle
capillary pressure and to a corresponding increase in effective
stress. As a consequence, spring-summer periods bear higher Ray-
leigh-wave phase velocities and P-wave velocities (implying lower
P-wave traveltimes; Figure 10a and 10b).

Figure 9. Relative change of P-wave traveltime data sets (Figure 8) as compared to
March 2014 reference data set. Only data corresponding to rays traveling exclusively
in the earthwork structure (offset ≤ 16 m) are represented.
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The discrepancy represented by the May 2014 data can be ex-
plained by the fact that those seismic data were acquired on a
day with particularly heavy rainfall (22 mm, highest daily value
during data acquisition). This event may have locally caused the
shallower portion of the embankment to become fully saturated,
leading to an increase of VP (Fratta et al., 2005) and hence to a
decrease in traveltimes, particularly at short offsets (Figure 9,
May 2014 panel). On the contrary, Rayleigh-wave phase velocities,
being more sensitive to the S- than P-wave velocity structure (Xia
et al., 1999), are less likely to be affected by the condition of full
saturation. In addition to precipitation, the variability of water con-
tent within the earthwork may be also influenced by the presence of
vegetation. For example, the relatively larger changes in traveltimes
observed in the northeastern half of the line (Figure 9) can be as-
cribed to the presence of thick vegetation on the flanks of this par-

ticular stretch of embankment, implying the extraction of water
from the soil by the roots of plants.
The volumetric water content values recorded at the dates of seis-

mic data acquisition (Figure 10d and 10e) cannot be systematically
related to the observed temporal changes of seismic data, because
they were measured by sensors not directly located in the area
covered by seismic surveys (i.e., on the flanks of the embankment,
not below its crest; Figure 1), and, moreover, they span only a por-
tion of the investigation time period. Nevertheless, a significant
variability over time of water content within the embankment struc-
ture is observed (from values as high as 0.55 to as low as 0.05). As
expected, this variability correlates with the observed precipitation
pattern (see in particular the general decrease of water content
values toward September 2014, and their significant increase in No-
vember 2014). This observed variation of volumetric water content
is indicative of markedly changing levels of saturation within the
embankment body, and it is therefore compatible with the substan-
tial temporal changes of seismic data.

Data temporal variability versus experimental uncertainty

The relevance of the observed variations of P-wave arrivals with
respect to the data experimental uncertainty was analyzed. For the
purpose of this test, the temporal variations between the September
and November 2014 traveltime data sets were collated with the cor-
responding experimental uncertainties (Figure 3), both individually,
to ascertain whether temporal changes exceed the uncertainty inter-
vals, and globally, to compare their statistical distributions. As pre-
viously, only the data points corresponding to P-wave propagation
through the embankment were considered. The majority (67%) of
the observed point-by-point data variations between the September
and November 2014 traveltimes are larger than the corresponding
uncertainty range. Also, the global distributions of experimental un-
certainties and temporal changes differ significantly (Figure 11).
Experimental uncertainties for the September and November data
sets show similar patterns: Uncertainties appear to be symmetrically
distributed around 0% and lying within relatively narrow intervals
(90% of uncertainties being comprised within a�10% range). Con-
versely, the distribution of temporal changes in the data appears to

Figure 10. Global distributions of relative changes of (a) P-wave
traveltimes and (b) Rayleigh-wave phase velocities as compared
with the corresponding March 2014 data set. (c) Daily precipitation
and air temperature recorded at the site for the considered time span.
(d) Volumetric water content values recorded at the dates of seismic
data acquisition by sensors placed at various heights and depths in
the northwest and (e) southeast flanks of the embankment (Fig-
ure 1).

Figure 11. Cumulative distributions of September (dotted black
line) and November 2014 (continuous black line) experimental un-
certainties, as compared with the relative differences between the
two traveltime data sets (gray line).
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be considerably different, significantly skewed toward positive
values (90% of traveltime differences lie within −5% to 35%,
denoting a general decrease of P-wave velocities). The temporal
variations of P-wave traveltimes are therefore statistically signifi-
cant with respect to their uncertainty intervals, and they reliably re-
present a seasonal change in the seismic properties within the
earthwork structure.

Inverted P-wave velocity models

The analysis of the inversion results obtained for the March 2014
reference data set (see the “Results” section) suggests a good reli-
ability of the adopted inversion strategy, confirmed by the consis-
tency between the reconstructed VP model and the outcome of
invasive surveys (CPT data) and by the satisfactory data compli-
ance. Therefore, the VP sections derived from the inversion of
all available data sets were used to track and quantify the seasonal
trend in seismic properties of the embankment.
As expected, the VP models being obtained from the inversion of

the presented sets of hodocrones, the reconstructed P-wave velocity
sections exhibit a seasonal variability directly derived from the tem-
poral pattern observed in the traveltime data sets (previous subsec-
tion). The VP models (Figure 7) generally show higher velocities
within the embankment body (depths <5 m) in the spring-summer
period (July 2013 and March to September 2014); oppositely, au-
tumn-winter months (September 2013 to January 2014 and Novem-
ber 2014) are characterized by lower VP values. Figure 12a–12c
quantitatively represents the relative variations of VP with respect
to their temporal average in the three shallower layers (each 1.5 m
thick), which model the embankment structure (0.75–5.25 m
depth). The shallower layer of cells (depths <0.75 m) were ex-
cluded from the analysis due to poor ray coverage. It is again pos-
sible to globally identify a seasonal trend in VP, with a good lateral
consistency observed among cells located along the seismic line
(color scale). The VP values appear to vary within a range of ap-
proximately �10%, with the exception of the
upper layer, where some peaks reach�20% (Fig-
ure 12a). This wide range of variation could be
related to the greater exposure of this layer to
weather effects (precipitation and evaporation)
and hence to sharper changes of moisture con-
tent. However, it is also possible that this is re-
lated to the depth dependence on the influence of
picking error of P-wave traveltimes.
As shown in Figure 3, greater relative exper-

imental uncertainties are observed for short offset
arrival times (mainly related to the estimation
of VP of shallower layers), whereas smaller rel-
ative values are obtained for longer offset data
(also related to the estimation of VP of deeper
layers). The offset dependence of relative exper-
imental uncertainty (and hence of the expected
experimental error) can be ascribed to the error
introduced by the manual picking of P-wave
traveltimes having a greater relative impact on
the small values of P-wave arrival times at short
offsets. Hence, the larger values of experimental
error for the short offset traveltimes are likely
to produce greater relative estimation errors in
the reconstruction of P-wave velocities for the

shallower layer. This could explain the sharper trend and the higher
peaks appearing in Figure 12a.
For comparison, the lower panels of Figure 12 (Figure 12d–12f)

represent the temporal behavior of the reconstructed VS values for
the same layers (depths 0.75–5.25 m), obtained from inversion of
the parallel time-lapse data set of surface-wave data (Bergamo et al.,
2016). The seasonal cycles observed in P- and S-wave velocities
show a similar overall pattern within the same spatial range (i.e.,
with a reference point at 7 < x < 55 m, in the brown to orange col-
ors in Figure 12). The embankment section covered by surface-
wave data (for which VS models are available) is wider than the
area surveyed with P-wave refraction (Figure 1). Significant dis-
crepancies between the temporal behavior of VP and VS are present,
and they can be ascribed to the different spatial resolution and sen-
sitivity of the surface-wave and P-wave refraction methods (e.g.,
Pasquet et al., 2014, 2015b) or to inversion artifacts. Another pos-
sible explanation is the occurrence of conditions of local soil sat-
uration, which, at the investigation scale of P-wave refraction
surveys, would result in increasing P-wave velocities that are not
quite as high as those which would normally be expected for fully
saturated media (Fratta et al., 2005). This is probably the cause of
the disagreement observed for the shallower layer in the May
2014 models: VP values increase with respect to March 2014,
whereas VS values decrease (left panels of Figure 12).
As previously discussed, the May 2014 acquisition took place on

a day with heavy rainfall, which may have caused local saturation of
areas within the shallower portion of the embankment. The recon-
structed temporal VP (and VS) models of the earthwork structure
suggest a cyclical change of its seismic properties, globally in agree-
ment with the expected variability of soil moisture and resultant
pore-water pressure; however, the achieved level of analysis does
not enable conclusions to be drawn regarding the geo-mechanical
mechanism taking place within the embankment fill. There are am-
biguities regarding the lateral and vertical distribution of seismic

Figure 12. Temporal changes of reconstructed (a-c) VP and (d-f) VS (after Bergamo
et al., 2016) values for the three layers modeling the body of the embankment: layer
located at 0.75–2.25 m depth (first column), 2.25–3.75 m (second column), and 3.75–
5.25 m (third column). The color of the lines indicates the position along the embank-
ment crest of the VP∕VS models with reference to the seismic refraction line.
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velocity variations, and the coherence between reconstructed VP

and VS variability inevitably suffers from the dissimilar subsurface
coverage of surface wave versus P-wave traveltime data and the dif-
ferent sensitivity of the inversion algorithms.
To achieve an adequate understanding of the geomechanical

behavior of the embankment fill, a set of laboratory tests on soil
samples could be performed to establish definite relationships be-
tween the geophysical and geotechnical properties of the material.
The resultant geomechanical relationships could then be conven-
iently extended to the whole surveyed section of the embankment
using time-variant seismic models derived from inversion of the
geophysical data.

CONCLUSIONS

P-wave refraction data were collected repeatedly along the crest
of a railway embankment, with the aim of acquiring a time-lapse
P-wave traveltime data set able to portray the seasonal variations
of VP within the body of the earthwork. Seismic data were acquired
bimonthly for a total period of 16 months (July 2013 to November
2014). To ensure the acquired seismic data were fully comparable,
for each acquisition the same source type, receiver array, recording
equipment, and acquisition geometry/parameters were adopted. P-
wave first-break arrival times were extracted from all acquired data,
to obtain multiple sets of hodocrones referenced to the same spatial
location but temporally distributed over a considerable period of
time. These traveltime data sets were then thoroughly analyzed to
identify their temporal variability. The high quality and spatial con-
sistency of the extracted P-wave hodocrones enabled a detailed
“data point by data point” comparison method to be performed.
A consistent pattern of data variability over time was observed, in-
cluding an overall decrease of P-wave traveltimes in the spring-
summer months, and oppositely, higher arrival times during the
autumn-winter period. This temporal trend correlates well with the
seasonal distribution of precipitation measured at the site. The cor-
relation can be explained by considering the seasonal variation of
moisture content and the resultant pore-water pressure in the em-
bankment fill and its effect on the seismic properties of the
embankment. It was also verified that the observed temporal trav-
eltime changes generally exceed the range of experimental uncer-
tainties. The seasonal trend of P-wave arrival times is similar to that
identified in a simultaneously acquired surface-wave data set.
Inversion of the P-wave hodocrones was also carried out to obtain

a time-variant VP model of the embankment structure. A tomo-
graphic inversion approach was adopted, using the same initial
model and level of spatial regularization for each data set. The re-
constructed temporal behavior of VP within the surveyed earthwork
is coherently influenced by the seasonal cycle of P-wave travel-
times, in global agreement with the expected trend of water content
and pore-water pressure. There are also similarities between the re-
trieved temporal pattern of VP and VS models, the latter being ob-
tained from the inversion of surface-wave data.
This work illustrates the potential application of P-wave refrac-

tion, for the time-lapse monitoring of seasonal effects in vulnerable
geotechnical assets. In particular, the acquisition and processing
stages have yielded promising outcomes, proving a significant
and reliable sensitivity of P-wave traveltimes toward seasonal
changes of geo-mechanical properties in geotechnical structures.
Further work is, however, required to refine the final, inversion
phase, where the achieved level of analysis does not allow a robust

interpretation of the reconstructed temporal variability of seismic
velocities in terms of geomechanical behavior. In this perspective,
the necessity to carry out geotechnical tests to establish definite re-
lationships among water content/seismic/mechanical properties of
the subsoil materials and the need for an integrated interpretation
of different types of seismic data (e.g., joint inversion) are proposed.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work formed part of the project “GEOphysical Condition
Assessment of Railway Earthworks” (GEOCARE — PI S. Dono-
hue), which was funded by the Engineering and Physical Sciences
Research Council (EPSRC). The contributions to this work from B.
Dashwood, S. Uhlemann, R. Swift, J. E. Chambers, and D. A. Gunn
are published with permission from the executive director of the
British Geological Survey (NERC). The authors would like to thank
S. Foti, R. Cosentini, and V. Socco from Politecnico di Torino for
valuable discussions and suggestions.

REFERENCES

ASTM International, 2011, Standard Guide for Using the Seismic Refraction
Method for Subsurface Investigation — ASTM D5777: ASTM
International.

Ayers, J. F., 1990, Shallow seismic refraction used to map the hydrostratig-
raphy of Nukuoro Atoll, Micronesia: Journal of Hydrology, 113, 123–
133, doi: 10.1016/0022-1694(90)90170-3.

Bergamo, P., B. Dashwood, S. Uhlemann, R. Swift, J. E. Chambers, D. A.
Gunn, and S. Donohue, 2016, Time-lapse monitoring of climate effects on
earthworks using surface waves: Geophysics, 81, no. 2, EN1–EN15, doi:
10.1190/geo2015-0275.1.

Boiero, D., 2009, Surface wave analysis for building shear wave velocity
models: Ph.D. thesis, Politecnico di Torino.

Boiero, D., and L. V. Socco, 2010, Retrieving lateral variations from surface
wave dispersion curves analysis: Geophysical Prospecting, 58, 977–996,
doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2478.2010.00877.x.

Cassiani, G., A. Godio, S. Stocco, A. Villa, R. Deiana, P. Frattini, and M.
Rossi, 2009, Monitoring the hydrologic behaviour of a mountain slope via
time-lapse electrical resistivity tomography: Near Surface Geophysics, 7,
475–486, doi: 10.3997/1873-0604.2009013.

Chambers, J. E., D. A. Gunn, P. B. Wilkinson, P. I. Meldrum, E. Haslam, S.
Holyoake, M. Kirkham, O. Kuras, A. Merritt, and J. Wragg, 2014, 4D
electrical resistivity tomography monitoring of soil moisture dynamics
in an operational railway embankment: Near Surface Geophysics, 12,
61–72, doi: 10.3997/1873-0604.2013002.

Cho, G. C., and J. C. Santamarina, 2001, Unsaturated particulate materials
— Particulate-level studies: Journal of Geotechnical and Geoenvironmen-
tal Engineering, 127, 84–96, doi: 10.1061/(ASCE)1090-0241(2001)127:1
(84).

de Iaco, R., A. G. Green, H. R. Maurer, and H. Horstmayer, 2003, A com-
bined seismic reflection and refraction study of a landfill and its host sedi-
ments: Journal of Applied Geophysics, 52, 139–156, doi: 10.1016/
S0926-9851(02)00255-0.

Donohue, S., and M. Long, 2010, Assessment of sample quality in soft clay
using shear wave velocity and suction measurements: Geotechnique, 60,
883–889, doi: 10.1680/geot.8.T.007.3741.

Donohue, S., V. McCarthy, P. Rafferty, A. Orr, and R. Flynn, 2015, Geo-
physical and hydrogeological characterisation of the impacts of on-site
wastewater treatment discharge to groundwater in a poorly productive
bedrock aquifer: Science of the Total Environment, 523, 109–119, doi:
10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.03.117.

Donohue, S., A. Tolooiyan, and K. Gavin, 2011, Geophysical and geotech-
nical assessment of a railway embankment failure: Near Surface Geo-
physics, 9, 33–44, doi: 10.3997/1873-0604.2010040.

Draganov, D., K. Heller, and R. Ghose, 2012, Monitoring CO2 storage using
ghost reflections retrieved from seismic interferometry: International
Journal of Greenhouse Gas Control, 11S, S35–S46, doi: 10.1016/j.
ijggc.2012.07.026.

Foti, S., C. G. Lai, G. J. Rix, and C. Strobbia, 2015, Surface wave methods
for near-surface site characterization: CRC Press, Taylor & Francis Group
LLC.

Fratta, D., K. A. Alshibli, W. M. Tanner, and L. Roussek, 2005, Combined
TDR and P-wave velocity measurements for the determination of in situ
soil density — Experimental study: Geotechnical Testing Journal, 28, 1–
11, doi: 10.1520/GTJ12293.

EN26 Bergamo et al.

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

01
/1

0/
17

 to
 1

92
.1

71
.1

88
.3

9.
 R

ed
is

tr
ib

ut
io

n 
su

bj
ec

t t
o 

SE
G

 li
ce

ns
e 

or
 c

op
yr

ig
ht

; s
ee

 T
er

m
s 

of
 U

se
 a

t h
ttp

://
lib

ra
ry

.s
eg

.o
rg

/

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-1694(90)90170-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-1694(90)90170-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/geo2015-0275.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/geo2015-0275.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/geo2015-0275.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2478.2010.00877.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2478.2010.00877.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2478.2010.00877.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2478.2010.00877.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2478.2010.00877.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2478.2010.00877.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1873-0604.2009013
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1873-0604.2009013
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1873-0604.2009013
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1873-0604.2013002
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1873-0604.2013002
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1873-0604.2013002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)1090-0241(2001)127:1(84)
http://dx.doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)1090-0241(2001)127:1(84)
http://dx.doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)1090-0241(2001)127:1(84)
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0926-9851(02)00255-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0926-9851(02)00255-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0926-9851(02)00255-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1680/geot.8.T.007.3741
http://dx.doi.org/10.1680/geot.8.T.007.3741
http://dx.doi.org/10.1680/geot.8.T.007.3741
http://dx.doi.org/10.1680/geot.8.T.007.3741
http://dx.doi.org/10.1680/geot.8.T.007.3741
http://dx.doi.org/10.1680/geot.8.T.007.3741
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.03.117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.03.117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.03.117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.03.117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.03.117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.03.117
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1873-0604.2010040
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1873-0604.2010040
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1873-0604.2010040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijggc.2012.07.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijggc.2012.07.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijggc.2012.07.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijggc.2012.07.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijggc.2012.07.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijggc.2012.07.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijggc.2012.07.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1520/GTJ12293
http://dx.doi.org/10.1520/GTJ12293


GEOTOMCG, 2004, Installing and running the three dimensional tomog-
raphy program: GeoTom, LLC.

Gunn, D. A., J. E. Chambers, S. Uhlemann, P. B. Wilkinson, P. Meldrum, T.
A. Dijkstra, E. Haslam, M. Kirkham, J. Wragg, S. Holyoake, P. N.
Hughes, R. Hen-Jones, and S. Glendinning, 2015a, Moisture monitoring
in clay embankments using electrical resistivity tomography: Construc-
tion and Building Materials, 92, 82–94, doi: 10.1016/j.conbuildmat
.2014.06.007.

Gunn, D. A., S. Donohue, B. A. J. Dashwood, P. Bergamo, M. G. Raines, S.
Uhlemann, and J. E. Chambers, 2015b, Earthworks ground model devel-
opment using surface wave surveys: in M. G. Winter ed., Proceedings of
XVI European Conference on Soil Mechanics and Geotechnical Engi-
neering: ICE Publishing, 3541–3546.

Jefferson, R. D., D. W. Steeples, R. A. Black, and T. Carr, 1998, Effect of
soil-moisture content on shallow-seismic data: Geophysics, 63, 1357–
1362, doi: 10.1190/1.1444437.

Jenkins, G., J. Murphy, D. Sexton, J. Lowe, and P. Jones, UK Climate Pro-
jections: Briefing report (UKCP09): Met Office Hadley Centre.

Jones, I. F., 2010, Tutorial: Velocity estimation via ray-based tomography:
First Break, 2, 45–52.

Knight, R., and A. L. Endres, 2005, An introduction to rock physics for near-
surface applications, in D. K. Butler, ed., Near-surface geophysics. Vol-
ume 1: Concepts and fundamentals: SEG, 31–71.

Kovacevic, N., D. M. Potts, and P. R. Vaughan, 2001, Progressive failure in
clay embankments due to seasonal climate changes: Proceedings of the
15th International Conference on Soil Mechanics and Geotechnical En-
gineering, Extended Abstracts, 2127–2130.

Landro, M., 2001, Discrimination between pressure and fluid saturation
changes from time-lapse seismic data: Geophysics, 66, 836–844, doi:
10.1190/1.1444973.

Lanz, E., H. Maurer, and A. G. Green, 1998, Refraction tomography over a
buried waste disposal site: Geophysics, 63, 1414–1433, doi: 10.1190/1
.1444443.

Loke, M. H., and R. D. Barker, 1996, Practical techniques for 3D resistivity
surveys and data inversion: Geophysical Prospecting, 44, 499–523, doi:
10.1111/j.1365-2478.1996.tb00162.x.

Lumley, D., M. Meadows, S. Cole, and D. Adams, 2003, Estimation of res-
ervoir pressure and saturations by crossplot inversions of 4D seismic
attributes: 73rd Annual International Meeting, SEG, Expanded Abstracts,
1513–1516.

Lytle, R. J., K. A. Dines, E. F. Laine, and D. L. Lager, 1978, Electromagnetic
cross-borehole survey of a site proposed for an urban transit station: Law-
rence Livermore Laboratory, University of California.

Macrides, C. G., and L. P. Dennis, 1994, 2D and 3D refraction statics via
tomographic inversion with under-relaxation: First Break, 12, 523–537,
doi: 10.3997/1365-2397.1994032.

Mancuso, C., R. M. Vassallo, and A. d’Onofrio, 2002, Small strain behavior
of a silty sand in controlled-suction resonant column — Torsional shear
tests: Canadian Geotechnical Journal, 39, 22–31, doi: 10.1139/t01-076.

Marinho, E. A. M., R. J. Chandler, and M. S. Crilly, 1995, Stiffness mea-
surements on a high plasticity clay using bender elements: Proceedings of
the 1st International Conference on Unsaturated Soils, 535–539.

Miller, C. R., P. S. Routh, T. R. Brosten, and J. P. McNamara, 2008, Ap-
plication of time-lapse ERT imaging to watershed characterization: Geo-
physics, 73, no. 3, G7–G17, doi: 10.1190/1.2907156.

Network Rail, 2013, A technology-enabled future, a better railway for
a better Britain, Annual Return 2013, http://www.networkrail.co.uk/
Publications/Annual-return/, accessed 21 September 2015.

Nyquist, J. E., W. E. Doll, R. K. Davis, and R. A. Hopkins, 1996, Cokriging
surface topography and seismic refraction data for bedrock topography:
Journal of Environmental and Engineering Geophysics, 1, 67–74, doi: 10
.4133/JEEG1.1.67.

Pasquet, S., 2014, Apport des méthodes sismiques à l’hydrogéophysique:
Importance du rapport VP∕VS et contribution des ondes de surface:
Ph.D. thesis, Université Pierre et Marie Curie.

Pasquet, S., L. Bodet, A. Dhemaied, A. Mouhri, Q. Vitale, F. Rejiba, N.
Flipo, and R. Guérin, 2015a, Detecting different water table levels in a
shallow aquifer with combined P-, surface and SH-wave surveys: Insights
from VP∕VS or Poisson’s ratios: Journal of Applied Geophysics, 113, 38–
50, doi: 10.1016/j.jappgeo.2014.12.005.

Pasquet, S., L. Bodet, L. Longuevergne, A. Dhemaied, C. Camerlynck, F.
Rejiba, and R. Guérin, 2015b, 2D characterization of near-surface VP∕VS:
Surface wave dispersion versus refraction tomography: Near Surface Geo-
physics, 13, 315–331, doi: 10.3997/1873-0604.2015028.

Pasquet, S., G. Sauvin, M. R. Andriamboavonjy, L. Bodet, I. Lecomte, and
R. Guérin, 2014, Surface wave dispersion inversion versus SH-wave re-
fraction tomography in saturated and poorly dispersive quick clays: 20th

European Meeting of Environmental and Engineering Geophysics, Ex-
tended Abstracts, Tu Verg 10.

Peterson, J. E., B. N. P. Paulson, and T. V. McEvilly, 1985, Applications of
algebraic reconstruction techniques to crosshole seismic data: Geophys-
ics, 50, 1566–1580, doi: 10.1190/1.1441847.

Picotti, S., J. M. Carcione, D. Gei, G. Rossi, and J. E. Santos, 2012, Seismic
modeling to monitor CO2 geological storage: The Atzbach-Schwanen-
stadt gas field: Journal of Geophysical Research: Solid Earth, 117,
B06103, doi: 10.1029/2011JB008540.

Qian, X., D. H. Gray, and R. D. Woods, 1991, Resonant column tests on
partially saturated sands: Geotechnical Testing Journal, 14, 266–275,
doi: 10.1520/GTJ10571J.

Ramos Martinez, J., F. J. Chavez-Garcia, E. Romero-Jimenez, J. L. Rodri-
guez-Zuniga, and J. M. Gomez-Gonzalez, 1997, Site effects in Mexico
City: Constraints from surface wave inversion of shallow refraction data:
Journal of Applied Geophysics, 36, 157–165, doi: 10.1016/S0926-9851
(96)00057-2.

Redpath, B. B., 1973, Seismic refraction exploration for engineering site
investigations: National Technical Information Service, Technical Report
E-73-4.

Reynolds, J. M., 2011, An introduction to applied and environmental geo-
physics: John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.

Sambuelli, L., G. Böhm, P. Capizzi, E. Cardarelli, and P. Cosentino, 2011,
Comparison between GPRmeasurements and ultrasonic tomography with
different inversion algorithms: An application to the base of an ancient
Egyptian sculpture: Journal of Geophysics and Engineering, 8, S106–
S116, doi: 10.1088/1742-2132/8/3/S10.

Santamarina, J. C., K. A. Klein, andM. A. Fam, 2001, Soils and waves: John
Wiley & Sons, Ltd.

Santamarina, J. C., V. A. Rinaldi, D. Fratta, K. A. Klein, Y. Wang, G. C. Cho,
and G. Cascante, 2005, A survey of elastic and electromagnetic properties
of near-surface soils, in D. K. Butler, ed., Near surface geophysics: SEG
Investigations in Geophysics Series 13, 71–87.

Sjodahl, P., T. Dahlin, S. Johansson, and M. H. Loke, 2008, Resistivity mon-
itoring for leakage and internal erosion detection at Hallby embankment
dam: Journal of Applied Geophysics, 65, 155–164, doi: 10.1016/j.
jappgeo.2008.07.003.

Sloan, S. D., L. P. Shelby, R. D. Miller, J. Ivanov, J. Tyler Schwenk, and J. R.
McKenna, 2015, Detecting clandestine tunnels using near-surface seismic
techniques: Geophysics, 80, no. 5, EN127–EN135, doi: 10.1190/
geo2014-0529.1.

Socco, L. V., and C. Strobbia, 2004, Surface-wave method for near-surface
characterization: A tutorial: Near Surface Geophysics, 2, 165–185, doi: 10
.3997/1873-0604.2004015.

Toth, I. T., É. B. Bujdosó, R. C. Csabafi, T. G. Gúthy, E. H. Hegedus, A. C.
K. Kovács, I. T. Török, and Z. P. Prónay, 2015, Examination of a karstic
cave with complex geophysical methods in North Hungary: EAGE Near
Surface Geoscience 2015 — 21st European Meeting of Environmental
and Engineering Geophysics, Extended Abstracts, We 21 C11.

Uhlemann, S. S., J. E. Chambers, S. Hagedorn, H. Maurer, P. B. Wilkinson,
T. A. Dijkstra, B. Dashwood, A. Merritt, and D. A. Gunn, 2015, Struc-
turally constrained 4D ERT monitoring to image hydrological processes
leading to landslide reactivation: EAGE Near Surface Geoscience
2015 — 21st European Meeting of Environmental and Engineering Geo-
physics, Extended Abstracts, Tu 21 A13.

Uhlenbrook, S., J. Wenninger, J. Didszun, and N. Tilch, 2008, Use of elec-
trical resistivity tomography (ERT) and tracers to explore flow pathways
and residence times at the hillslope scale: Geophysical Research Ab-
stracts, 7, 04948.

Um, J., and C. H. Thurber, 1987, A fast algorithm for two-point seismic ray
tracing: Bulletin of the Seismological Society of America, 77, 972–986.

West, M., and W. Menke, 2000, Fluid-induced changes in shear velocity
from surface waves: Proceedings of the 13th EEGS Symposium on the
Application of Geophysics to Engineering and Environmental Problems
(SAGEEP), Abstracts, 21–28.

Wilkinson, P., J. Chambers, O. Kuras, P. Meldrum, and D. Gunn, 2011,
Long-term time-lapse geoelectrical monitoring: First Break, 29, 77–84.

Wilks, J. H., 2010, Forecasting transportation infrastructure slope failures in a
changing climate, in E. Ibraim, A. Diambra, S. Bhattacharya, and D. F. T.
Nash, eds., Proceedings of the 11th BGAYoung Geotechnical Engineers’
Symposium: University of Bristol, 9–10.

Xia, J., R. D. Miller, and C. B. Park, 1999, Estimation of near surface shear-
wave velocity by inversion of Rayleigh waves: Geophysics, 64, 691–700,
doi: 10.1190/1.1444578.

Zelt, C. A., and R. B. Smith, 1992, Seismic traveltime inversion for 2-D
crustal velocity structure: Geophysical Journal International, 108, 16–
34, doi: 10.1111/j.1365-246X.1992.tb00836.x.

P-wave refraction time-lapse monitoring EN27

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

01
/1

0/
17

 to
 1

92
.1

71
.1

88
.3

9.
 R

ed
is

tr
ib

ut
io

n 
su

bj
ec

t t
o 

SE
G

 li
ce

ns
e 

or
 c

op
yr

ig
ht

; s
ee

 T
er

m
s 

of
 U

se
 a

t h
ttp

://
lib

ra
ry

.s
eg

.o
rg

/

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2014.06.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2014.06.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2014.06.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2014.06.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2014.06.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2014.06.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1444437
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1444437
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1444437
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1444973
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1444973
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1444973
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1444443
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1444443
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1444443
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2478.1996.tb00162.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2478.1996.tb00162.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2478.1996.tb00162.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2478.1996.tb00162.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2478.1996.tb00162.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2478.1996.tb00162.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1365-2397.1994032
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1365-2397.1994032
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1365-2397.1994032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/t01-076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/t01-076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.2907156
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.2907156
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.2907156
http://www.networkrail.co.uk/Publications/Annual-return/
http://www.networkrail.co.uk/Publications/Annual-return/
http://www.networkrail.co.uk/Publications/Annual-return/
http://www.networkrail.co.uk/Publications/Annual-return/
http://www.networkrail.co.uk/Publications/Annual-return/
http://dx.doi.org/10.4133/JEEG1.1.67
http://dx.doi.org/10.4133/JEEG1.1.67
http://dx.doi.org/10.4133/JEEG1.1.67
http://dx.doi.org/10.4133/JEEG1.1.67
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jappgeo.2014.12.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jappgeo.2014.12.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jappgeo.2014.12.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jappgeo.2014.12.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jappgeo.2014.12.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jappgeo.2014.12.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1873-0604.2015028
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1873-0604.2015028
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1873-0604.2015028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1441847
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1441847
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1441847
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2011JB008540
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2011JB008540
http://dx.doi.org/10.1520/GTJ10571J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1520/GTJ10571J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0926-9851(96)00057-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0926-9851(96)00057-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0926-9851(96)00057-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-2132/8/3/S10
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-2132/8/3/S10
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jappgeo.2008.07.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jappgeo.2008.07.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jappgeo.2008.07.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jappgeo.2008.07.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jappgeo.2008.07.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jappgeo.2008.07.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jappgeo.2008.07.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/geo2014-0529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/geo2014-0529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/geo2014-0529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/geo2014-0529.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1873-0604.2004015
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1873-0604.2004015
http://dx.doi.org/10.3997/1873-0604.2004015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1444578
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1444578
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/1.1444578
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.1992.tb00836.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.1992.tb00836.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.1992.tb00836.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.1992.tb00836.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.1992.tb00836.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.1992.tb00836.x

