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[1] We present automatically determined epicenters and magnitudes for 36,523 earthquakes recorded along

the Endeavour segment between August 2003 and October 2006 using a local ocean-bottom seismometer
(OBS) network. The catalog is dominated by two swarm sequences in January and February 2005 in the
vicinity of the Endeavour overlapping spreading center, which included earthquakes in West Valley, the
northern portion of the Endeavour segment, southwest Endeavour Valley, and the Endeavour vent ﬁelds.
These swarms are attributed to volcanism including a dike intrusion on the northern Endeavour in February
2005 and smaller diking events on the propagating tip of the West Valley segment in both swarms. The dike
on the northern Endeavour propagated to the south, which is inconsistent with magma sourced from the axial magma chamber beneath the elevated central portion of the segment. Following the swarms, seismic activity on the Endeavour segment decreased on average to ~15% of pre-swarm values and almost ceased at
the segment ends. We infer that a 6 year non-eruptive event that started with a swarm in 1999 and ﬁnished
with the 2005 swarms ruptured the entire segment and relieved plate-spreading stresses. The inferred coupling between the 1999 and 2005 events, the observation of extensive precursory activity prior to the 2005
swarms, and the interaction between seismically active regions during the swarms is consistent with static
triggering with delays inﬂuenced by viscoelastic relaxation, hydraulic diffusion, and magma withdrawal
and replenishment.
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1. Introduction
[2] Earthquakes occurring along mid-ocean ridges
result from the release of stress within the brittle
portion of oceanic lithosphere. Plate-spreading processes that contribute to stress accumulation include extensional tectonics [Barclay et al., 2001;
deMartin et al., 2007; Toomey et al., 1988; Wolfe
et al., 1995], magmatic activity [Dziak and Fox,
1999a; 1999b; Dziak et al., 2004; Sohn et al.,
1998a; Wilcock et al., 2009], and hydrothermal circulation [Sohn et al., 1998b; Tolstoy et al., 2008;
Tolstoy et al., 2006; Wilcock et al., 2002]. The relative contributions of each process to the local
stress ﬁeld is determined by spreading rate [Tolstoy,
2008b], and each of these processes produce distinct patterns of seismicity.
[3] Along slow-spreading-rate ridges (1–4 cm/yr
full rate) [Macdonald, 2001], such as the MidAtlantic Ridge (MAR), the rate of spreading is
believed to be insufﬁcient to sustain a steady state
axial magma chamber (AMC) [Phipps Morgan
and Chen, 1993; Sinton and Detrick, 1992]. Stress
accumulation and axial valley morphology are
inﬂuenced by alternating episodes of volcanism
and tectonic extension [Karson et al., 1987; Smith
and Cann, 1992, 1993]. Earthquakes observed on
the MAR have magnitudes up to about Mw = 5,
extend up to 8 km deep beneath the axial valley
and adjacent rift mountains, and have focal mechanisms consistent with normal faulting [Barclay
et al., 2001; deMartin et al., 2007; Huang et al.,
1986; Toomey et al., 1985; Wolfe et al., 1995].
Large magnitude events tend to be followed by
aftershock sequences that show a modiﬁed Omori
law decay pattern and yield b-values of ~1.0
[Bohnenstiehl et al., 2002].
[4] At fast- (>9 cm/yr full rate) and intermediate(4–9 cm/yr full rate) spreading-rate ridges, extension is primarily accommodated via episodic diking
events driven by a steady state crustal AMC

[Delaney et al., 1998; Sinton and Detrick, 1992].
The earthquakes are smaller because the lithosphere is thin and a large proportion of fault slip
occurs aseismically [Cowie et al., 1993; Tolstoy,
2008b]. Between episodic diking events, the
highest concentration of microearthquakes occurs
directly above the AMC in the shallow crust
and is associated with thermomechanical strain induced by a combination of hydrothermal cooling
[Sohn et al., 2004; Wilcock et al., 2002] and
magma chamber inﬂation [Wilcock et al., 2009].
Because of the importance of diking events in
crustal formation and interest in understanding
their impacts on seaﬂoor hydrothermal and biological processes [Delaney et al., 1998], considerable efforts have been made to respond to these
events [Cowen et al., 2004] and understand their
characteristics. Earthquakes associated with seaﬂoor eruptions have been investigated using local
seismic networks or regional hydroacoustic arrays
on the East Paciﬁc Rise (EPR) at 9 500 N [Tolstoy
et al., 2006], the Juan de Fuca Ridge [Dziak and
Fox, 1999b; Dziak et al., 1995; Dziak et al.,
2011; Sohn et al., 1999], and the Gorda Ridge
[Fox and Dziak, 1998]. Diking events are marked
by the onset of intense earthquake swarms that lack
a discernible mainshock-aftershock sequence, and
the magnitude-frequency distribution of these
swarms yield b-values signiﬁcantly greater than
unity [Bohnenstiehl et al., 2002]. The rate of seismicity can build for several years prior to an eruption with precursory swarms lasting a few hours,
while the dike injection occurs over the course of
1–2 weeks and is accompanied by extensive seismicity with rates >25 events/hr [Dziak and Fox,
1999a]. Post-eruption seismicity rates decline
sharply and return to background levels on timescales of several months as the crust returns to
thermal equilibrium [Sohn et al., 1998a].
[5] In contrast to diking events that feed seaﬂoor
eruptions, the seismicity associated with intrusive
diking events has not been extensively studied. A
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notable exception is the Endeavour segment of the
Juan de Fuca Ridge where swarms in June 1999
and January 2000 [Bohnenstiehl et al., 2004;
Johnson et al., 2000] and February 2005 [Hooft
et al., 2010] were investigated with hydroacoustic
recordings and a local seismic network, respectively.
In this paper, we present a 3 year catalog of seismicity
obtained with an automated algorithm devised to
process a large amount of data recorded by a local
seaﬂoor OBS network deployed on the Endeavour
segment from 2003 to 2006. The catalog includes
two substantial swarms in January and February
2005. We discuss the characteristics of the two
swarms and their contribution to the spreading
cycle, compare them to magmatic events in other
locations, and discuss the role of precursory activity
and triggering.
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2. The Endeavour Segment
2.1. Regional Geology
[6] The Juan de Fuca Ridge (JdFR) is an
intermediate-rate (5.7 cm/yr) [DeMets et al., 1994]
spreading center located in the northeast Paciﬁc
Ocean that forms the boundary between the Paciﬁc
and Juan de Fuca plates (Figure 1a, inset). The JdFR
is comprised of seven individual spreading segments
that are bounded by large OSCs. The regional tectonics of the northern JdFR are complicated by the presence of an unstable triple junction [Hyndman et al.,
1979] where the Sovanco and Nootka transform
faults intersect the ridge and by north-south compression resulting from the relative motions of the Paciﬁc
and Explorer plates [Kreemer et al., 1998].
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Figure 1. (a) Bathymetric map of the Endeavour segment showing the Keck seismometer network (orange symbols)
and high-temperature vent ﬁelds (yellow stars) on the central portion of the segment. Black lines show plate boundaries and the black box shows the area in Figure 1b. The inset ﬁgure shows the regional setting of the Endeavour segment at the northern end of the Juan de Fuca Ridge. (b) Bathymetric map of vent ﬁeld area showing the seismometer
network with station names is labeled in italics, and high-temperature vent ﬁelds are labeled in bold. The extent of the
axial magma chamber [Van Ark et al., 2007] is indicated by gray shadow. Bathymetry is from the Seabeam data set
collected by the NOAA/VENTS program.
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[7] The Endeavour Segment is a 90 km long spreading segment located near the northern end of the
JdFR (Figure 1a). The segment is bounded to the
north and south by the Endeavour and Cobb OSCs,
respectively, with several prominent seamount
chains located on its western ﬂank. The central portion of the segment comprises a series of ridgeparallel abyssal hills and valleys spaced ~6 km apart
[Karsten et al., 1986]. This ridge-basin sequence
overlies an elevated plateau with thickened crust that
extends out to ages of 0.7 Ma [Carbotte et al., 2008].
It has been proposed that magma supply is enhanced
because the ridge has overridden the mantle melt
anomaly that generated the Heckle Seamount chain
[Carbotte et al., 2008; Karsten and Delaney, 1989].
[8] At the center of the segment, ﬁve high-

temperature (>300 C) black smoker ﬁelds are
spaced 2–3 km apart within the 1 km wide, 75 m deep
axial valley (Figure 1b) with several low-temperature
(<100 C) diffusely venting sites interspersed between the ﬁelds [Delaney et al., 1992; Glickson
et al., 2007; Kelley et al., 2001; Kelley et al., 2002;
Robigou et al., 1993]. From north to south, the ﬁelds
are named Sasquatch, Salty Dawg, High Rise, Main
Endeavour Field, and Mothra (Figure 1b). Wilcock
and Delaney [1996] suggested that tectonic faulting
and downward propagation of a cracking front into
a solidiﬁed magma chamber controlled heat supply
and hydrothermal circulation beneath the vent ﬁelds.
More recently, however, a multi-channel seismic
dataset imaged an AMC underlying all of the vent
ﬁelds at a depth of 2–3 km beneath the seaﬂoor
[Carbotte et al., 2006; Van Ark et al., 2007]. The
presence of an AMC suggests that a substantial
amount of magmatic heat is being supplied to the
hydrothermal system and that volcanism is an integral component of present-day plate spreading and
seismogenesis at the Endeavour segment.

2.2. Seismicity
[9] The U.S. Navy’s Sound Surveillance System
(SOSUS) hydrophone network provides a record of
~50,000 earthquakes larger than magnitude ~2 that
have occurred along the Juan de Fuca Ridge since
1991 [Dziak et al., 2011]. With the exception of
Axial Seamount, the southern and central segments
of the JdFR have been seismically active only during
periods of volcanism. In contrast, the northern portion of the JdFR, including the Endeavour, has been
continually seismically active and the locus of many
seismic swarms.
[10] Two periods of particular interest are swarm

sequences recorded between June 1999 and January
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2000 along the central and southern portions of the
Endeavour segment [Bohnenstiehl et al., 2004;
Johnson et al., 2000], and between January and
March 2005 along the northern Endeavour and adjacent southern West Valley Segments [Hooft
et al., 2010]. Although Johnson et al. [2000] originally interpreted the June 1999 swarm as having a
tectonic source, the frequency-magnitude distribution of earthquakes [Bohnenstiehl et al., 2002],
strain-induced pressure changes in regional boreholes [Davis et al., 2001], and perturbations to the
ﬂuid chemistry and volatile content [Lilley et al.,
2003; Seewald et al., 2003; Seyfried et al., 2003]
are consistent with a non-eruptive diking event.
Bohnenstiehl et al. [2004] argue that dike propagation associated with the June 1999 swarm increased
post-seismic Coulomb stress levels immediately to
the south of the swarm terminus and led to a second
swarm in January 2000 that had a more limited
along-axis extent.
[11] In addition to the SOSUS records, the 2005

swarms were recorded by a local OBS network.
Hooft et al. [2010] located over 6000 earthquakes
for the February swarm using manual picks. The
spatial and temporal pattern of earthquakes is complex with the locus of seismicity evolving over the
course of the swarm as earthquakes occur near the
Endeavour Seamount and West Valley Segment,
on the northern Endeavour Segment, within the Endeavour Valley, and under the vent ﬁelds. The majority of moment release, including the six largest
earthquakes that have strike-slip mechanisms, occurred at the southwest end of the Endeavour Valley near the southern extension of the West Valley
Segment. However, the magnitude and polarity of
borehole pressure anomalies and their timing relative to the onset of seismicity indicated a dike intrusion on the northern portion of the Endeavour
Segment [Hooft et al., 2010]. The February 2005
swarm triggered earthquakes and a hydrologic response within the vent ﬁelds. An increase in vent
ﬁeld seismicity occurred within ~2.5 days of the
onset of the swarm, coincident with a modest temperature increase (~4  C) at a diffuse vent in the
Mothra ﬁeld. Hooft et al. [2010] interpret this delay
between swarm onset and observed thermal anomalies as the time required for a hydrologic pressure
perturbation to diffuse along the ridge.
[12] A number of studies at the Endeavour Segment

have employed local OBS networks to study microearthquakes associated with hydrothermal venting
[McClain et al., 1993; Wilcock et al., 2002; Wilcock
et al., 2009]. McClain et al. [1993] argued that ongoing tectonic extension maintains the conduits
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necessary for sustained ﬂuid circulation and formation of mature hydrothermal vent ﬁelds. A 55 day
study in 1995 located nearly 1000 earthquakes concentrated at ~2 km depth beneath the axial valley
with focal mechanisms that were consistent with
plate-spreading and tensile stresses due to hydrothermal cooling [Wilcock et al., 2002]. Focal mechanisms for 170 events occurring beneath the
hydrothermal vent ﬁelds during 2003–2004 similarly
delineate a zone of ridge-perpendicular horizontal
tension [Wilcock et al., 2009]. However, this region
was bracketed by zones of compression on the ridge
ﬂanks, which suggests that seismicity at the ridge
axis results from magmatic inﬂation of the AMC
rather than tectonic extension [Wilcock et al., 2009].

3. Keck Seismic Network
[13] From August 2003 to October 2006, an eight-

station, 10 km aperture array was deployed along
the central portion of the Endeavour Segment of the
Juan de Fuca Ridge (Figure 1b). The array comprised
seven short-period three-component corehole oceanbottom seismometers (OBS) deployed in horizontal
drill holes or concrete “seismonuments” [Stakes
et al., 1998] and one buried broadband Guralp
CMG-1T OBS [Romanowicz et al., 2006; Stakes
et al., 2002]. The short-period sensor comprised three
orthogonal Mark Products L-28LB geophones that
have a ﬂat frequency response from 1 to 90 Hz and
were sampled at 128 Hz. The broadband sensor was
a three-component Guralp CMG-1T that has a ﬂat
frequency response from 2.8 mHz–50 Hz and was
sampled at either 50 or 100 Hz.
[14] The Keck network was deployed in a novel

way using remotely operated vehicles (ROVs)

10.1002/ggge.20105

instead of traditional free-fall seismometer deployment methods [Wilcock et al., 2007]. This ensured
strong coupling of the sensors to the seaﬂoor and
enabled measurement of horizontal sensor orientation. Using ROVs for annual deployments ensured
that the network continued to record high-quality
data comparable to land-based seismometer networks for over 39 consecutive months and allowed
the determination of a microearthquake catalog that
to date, spans a longer period of time than any other
earthquake catalog derived from a seaﬂoor OBS
network. There were, however, periods of instrument failures in years 2 and 3 that are summarized
in Table 1.
[15] To correct for timing errors, we calculated clock

corrections by assuming a constant drift rate between
each deployment and recovery. We were unable to
obtain clock offsets upon recovery of station KEBB
after the second year and stations KEMF, KENE,
KENW, and KESE after the third year due to instrument power loss before recovery. For stations KENE,
KENW, and KESE in year 3, clock drift rates
were obtained using the known times of 190 shots
(40 in3 source volume) obtained in July 2006 with
the R/V Tully. Clock drift rates for stations KEBB
in year 2 and KEMF in year 3 were calculated iteratively during the earthquake analysis by ﬁtting a
trend to the mean daily misﬁt between observed
and predicted times for earthquake arrivals.

4. Methods
[16] In order to process the data efﬁciently, we

implement an automatic algorithm which locates
earthquakes using Hypoinverse [Klein, 2002] with
a layered velocity model derived from earlier

Table 1. Summary of Instrument Failures
Year 1

Year 2

Year 3

Station

(August 2003–August 2004)

(August 2004–September 2005)

(September 2005–October 2006)

KEMO
KEMF

-

Low S/N
Low S/N

KESQ
KESW

-

KESE
KENW
KENE
KEBB

No data
May 31–August 9

No data
No data
December 9–February 28
No data
March 14–September 26

No data
June 10–October 31
No data
No data

Station locations are shown in Figure 1b. Periods during the deployment when instruments were not operating or recording degraded data are
noted. Calendar dates are used to indicate periods when data are unavailable for a portion of a deployment. Low S/N indicates that the signal to noise
was low because the gain was set very low so that only the largest events were recorded.
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studies (Figure 2); the method is described in detail
in the supplementary documents. The algorithm
uses the ratio of the root-mean-squared (RMS) amplitudes in short-term and long-term windows to
trigger on impulsive arrivals, associates triggers
observed on multiple stations as events and distinguishes earthquakes from ~20 Hz whale calls
[Cummings and Thompson, 1971; Watkins et al.,
1987] on the basis of frequency content. For each
earthquake, it picks potential P and S wave arrival
times based on sharp increases in the smoothed
RMS amplitude and with an autoregressive method
[Takanami and Kitagawa, 1988], assigns pick
weights on the basis of signal-to-noise, and systematically searches for an earthquake location that
maximizes the number of adequately modeled
picks. Earthquakes located more than 3 km from
the nearest station are assigned a ﬁxed focal depth
of 3 km, the average depth of earthquakes determined both on axis and off axis in an earlier study
[Wilcock et al., 2002]. The ﬁnal catalog uses P
and S wave picks obtained from the autoregressive
and RMS amplitude methods, respectively, because
these choices minimized the RMS-weighted phase
residuals. S wave picks were downweighted by a
factor of 0.5 to account for their greater uncertainty.
The catalog includes only earthquakes located with
a minimum of six picks of which at least two must be
0

1

Depth Below Seafloor, km
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P waves and two must be S waves. Station corrections are included which were calculated iteratively
to account for local structure beneath stations and
systematic pick biases (see Table S1 in the
Supporting Information). The catalog completeness
is comparable to manual catalogs obtained by student
analysts [Hooft et al., 2010; Wilcock et al., 2009] (see
Supporting Information).
[17] To

estimate hypocentral uncertainties,
Hypoinverse [Klein, 2002] requires a value for the
“picking” error, s, of a P wave arrival. This accounts
for all sources of error including the errors in reading
the onset of arrivals, clock errors, and errors arising
from modeling travel times using a simpliﬁed onedimensional velocity model and a ﬂat datum. Following [Sohn et al., 1998a], we calculate this value
according to
Xn Xmi
s2 ¼

i¼1
X
n
i¼1

j¼1

2
w2i;j Δti;j

ðmi  pÞ

(1)

where w is the weight assigned to an arrival (the
product of the pick weight, phase weight, and any
downweighting applied by Hypoinverse), Δt is the
travel time residual, m is the number of arrival time
observations for a particular earthquake, n is the
number of earthquakes, p is the number of free parameters being solved for, and i and j are indices of
the earthquake and arrival time observation, respectively. We obtain a value of 95 ms for our full catalog, which likely reﬂects the strong velocity
heterogeneity in the region [Weekly et al., 2011].
[18] Seismic

moments are calculated using
attenuation-corrected P and S wave spectral amplitudes [Brune, 1970; Hanks and Wyss, 1972], following the methods and values developed for previous
MOR earthquake studies [Hooft et al., 2010; Toomey
et al., 1988; Tréhu and Solomon, 1983; Wilcock
et al., 2002]. The seismic moment (Mo) for each P
or S wave arrival on a station is given by

2

3

4

MO ¼

5
P−wave
S−wave

6
0

2

4

6

8

Velocity, km/s

Figure 2. P (red line) and S wave (blue line) velocity
models used for determining earthquake locations using
Hypoinverse [Klein, 2002]. The P wave model is derived
from a previous refraction experiment [Cudrak and
Clowes, 1993], while the S wave model is derived
assuming VP/VS = 3.0 above 0.4 km and VP/VS = 1.72
below 0.4 km [Wilcock et al., 2009].

4prxc3 Ω0
KR

(2)

where r is the rock density at the hypocentral
source, x is the epicentral distance to the earthquake, c is seismic wave speed, Ω0 is the spectral
amplitude in the 4–10 Hz frequency band corrected
for attenuation, K represents a free-surface correction, and R is a radiation pattern factor. The parameter values based on Toomey et al. [1985] are
shown in Table 2. The seismic moment for an
All supporting information may be found in the online version of
this article.
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Table 2. Parameters Used to Obtain Earthquake
Magnitudes
Parameter

P

S

r (g/cm3)
c (km/s)
R
K
Q
f (Hz)

3
6.5
0.42
1.5
(30 500)
4–10

3
3.7
0.59
1.7
(50 400)
4–10

Values appropriate for mid-ocean ridge setting were taken from
Toomey et al. [1985]. r is the rock density, c is the seismic wave speed,
R is a radiation factor, K is a free-surface correction, Q is a two-element
attenuation model with the ﬁrst value assumed within 1 km of the
receiver and the second value elsewhere, and f is the frequency band
used to obtain spectral amplitudes.

earthquake is equal to the average of the median
values of Mo for P waves and for S waves.
[19] Seismic moment is converted to moment mag-

nitude (Mw) after Hanks and Kanamori [1979]:

2
MW ¼ log10 MO  10:7
3

(3)

[20] This relationship is used to plot the logarithm

of the cumulative number of earthquakes above a
certain magnitude as a function of magnitude for
various regions and time intervals. We calculate
the b-value and its uncertainty using the method
outlined by Wiemer and Wyss [2002]. For a range
of completeness magnitudes, this method determines the goodness of ﬁt between the observed
frequency-magnitude distribution and a synthetic
distribution predicted by the maximum likelihood
solution. The b-value is determined from the
minimum completeness magnitude, MC; we take the
b-value that corresponds to either the maximum of
the goodness of ﬁt or the ﬁrst instance that
the goodness of ﬁt exceeds 0.9. Uncertainties in
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Figure 3. (a) Histogram of daily earthquake counts between August 2003 and October 2006. Local earthquakes located
within 3 km of the nearest station are shaded green, while regional earthquakes located further away are shown in blue.
Note that the maximum rate for the February 2005 swarm has been clipped at 500 events/day, but peak activity exceeds
1000 events/day. The dashed black lines show the onset times for the October 2004, January 2005, and February 2005
swarms discussed in the text. (b) The cumulative moment release rate for the entire catalog (black), SWEV (red), and
for the ﬁve other regions combined. (c) Cumulative moment release rates for all regions except the SWEV.
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b-value are calculated following the method of
Shi and Bolt [1982].

5. Results

10.1002/ggge.20105

48°30'N
(NES)
Northern
Endeavour
Segment

(WV) West
Valley

48°20'N

[21] Our catalog comprises 36,523 earthquakes oc-

curring between August 2003 and October 2006
along the Endeavour Segment and adjacent segments (see Supporting Information for the full catalog). Figure 3a shows a histogram of daily
earthquake counts of regional (epicenter >3 km
from all stations) and local earthquakes. During
the deployment, two seismic swarms in January
and February 2005 ruptured the northern portion
of Endeavour Segment and the adjacent southern
extension of the West Valley Segment. Following
the swarms, the average daily seismicity count decreases to ~12% of pre-swarm levels. Though the
period between April and October 2005 is an interval of reduced network sensitivity due to two station failures and degraded data ﬁdelity on two
others (Table 1), the decrease is apparent at all magnitude thresholds. If we consider the period between October 2005 and June 2006 to be a better
representation of post-swarm seismicity levels, the
observed seismicity levels still decrease substantially to ~17% of pre-swarm levels.

48°10'N

[22] Figure 4 shows epicenters color coded by ori-

Figure 4. Segment-scale bathymetric map showing
epicenters of 27,066 earthquakes located with at least
eight total arrivals. Colors indicate the time periods prior
to the 2005 swarms (green), during the January 2005
swarm (violet), during the February 2005 swarm (blue),
and following the swarms (red). Dashed white ellipses
indicate seismically active areas associated with the 5
October 2004 swarm. The labeled boxes show the six regions of seismicity discussed in the text. For the purpose
of assessing location errors, the SWEV has been further
subdivided by the white dashed line into northern and
southern regions. Focal mechanisms are shown for six
large earthquakes in the February 2005 swarm analyzed
by the Canadian National Seismograph Network. A
cross near the northern edge of the map shows the location of a magnitude 5.4 earthquake on 19 November
2005 that is apparent in the cumulative moment release
curve for the catalog (Figure 3b). Note that seismic activity occurring earlier in the deployment, particularly the
portion of the January 2005 swarm located within the
SWEV, is partially obscured by the February 2005
swarm but can be seen in the animated version of this
ﬁgure (see supplementary online material).

gin times relative to the 2005 swarms and outlines
six seismically active regions which we will refer
to as West Valley (WV) which also includes the
area around the Endeavour and East Heck
seamounts; Northern Endeavour Segment (NES)
including the area to the east of the ridge, SouthWest Endeavour Valley (SWEV) including the area
immediately north of the network, the Vent Fields
(VF), the Cobb Overlapping spreading center and
Southern Endeavour segment (COSE), and the
Northern Symmetric Segment (NSS). Figure 3b
shows the moment release for the full catalog.
Except for a magnitude 5.4 earthquake on 19
November 2005 that is located in West Valley to
the north of most of the seismicity in our catalog,
nearly all the moment release occurs within the
six geographic regions.
[23] Median formal location uncertainties for each

region were calculated with Hypoinverse for subsets of earthquakes with at least 10 arrivals and
are listed in Table 3. Within the network, the median maximum horizontal and median vertical uncertainties are 0.5 km and 0.8 km, respectively.
Outside the network where the depth is ﬁxed, the
maximum 1-s horizontal uncertainty tends to be

Vent Field
Seismometer
Pre−Swarm

(SWEV)
Southwest
Endeavour
Valley

Jan 2005 Swarm
Feb 2005 Swarm

48°00'N

Post−Swarm

km
0

(VF) Vent Fields

10

20
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47°40'N
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Cobb OSC Southern
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Northern
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129°40'W

129°20'W

129°00'W

128°40'W
Depth,m

−3250

−3000

−2750

−2500

−2250

−2000

−1750

−1500

tangential to the network and ranges from ~1 km
in the southern portion of SWEV to 4–5 km at the
segment ends. In the radial direction, the formal
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Table 3. Median Formal Location Uncertainties

R

Lmaj

AZmaj


Lmin

AZmin


Lvert

LVP/VS

Region

(km)

(km)

( N)

(km)

( N)

(km)

(km)

WV
NES
Northern SWEV
Southern SWEV
VF
COSE
NSS

46
32
18.7
11.2
2.4
36.5
51.7

4.3
3.3
1.8
1.0
0.5
4.3
5.3

87
116
113
143
4
106
90

1.2
1.1
1.0
0.7
0.3
1.3
1.4

2
27
11
59
13
16
4

0.8
-

4.8
3.2
2.0
1.3
0.2
3.8
4.7

Earthquakes with at least 10 arrivals were used to calculate the median formal location uncertainties from Hypoinverse for each region shown in
 is the median distance to the events from station KEMO, L is the length of
Figure 4, with the SWEV divided into northern and southern portions. R
the major (Lmaj) and minor (Lmin) principle axis of the 1-s error ellipse, while AZ is the azimuth of the principle axis, measured clockwise from
North. Vertical uncertainties (Lvert) were only calculated for the VF earthquakes since the depth was ﬁxed for events outside the network. LVP/VS
are additional radial uncertainties that would arise from a 5% uncertainty in VP/VS.

horizontal location uncertainties are signiﬁcantly
smaller. However, these uncertainties do not include contributions from uncertainties in the ratio
of VP/VS [Hooft et al., 2010]. An uncertainty of
5% in VP/VS leads to an additional uncertainty in
the radial direction that is ~12% of the distance to
an event. As a result, total uncertainties in the radial
and tangential directions are similar. It also should
be noted that none of the uncertainties include the
effect of systematic errors arising from crustal velocity heterogeneity which is quite signiﬁcant in
this region [Weekly et al., 2011]. To ﬁrst order, such
errors will not affect the pattern of epicenters in a
given region but they may substantially offset distant epicenters from their true location.

5.1. Northern Seismicity
[24] Figure 5 shows the distribution of epicenters,

histograms of earthquake occurrence, moment release curves, and b-value plots for earthquakes to
the north of the network in the WV, NES, and SWEV
regions. To allow comparisons of moment release
between regions, the moment release curves for each
region are also shown in Figures 3b and 3c. The cumulative moment releases totaled 1  1023 dyne cm,
2  1023 dyne cm, and 2  1024 dyne cm for the
WV, NES, and SWEV, respectively, with the majority of seismic energy released during the January and
February 2005 swarms (Figures 3b and 3c). Prior to
the 2005 swarms, the histograms of daily earthquake
counts and the small step-like increases in the cumulative moment release rates (Figures 5b–5d) indicate
that smaller swarms typically occurred every few
months in each region, lasted 1–2 days, and comprised up to ~100 earthquakes (Figures 5b–5d).
There were several swarms in WV between April
and June 2004 (Figure 5b), a swarm in NES in June
2004 (Figure 5c) and another in SWEV and NES

on 5 October 2004 that was large enough to be
detected by SOSUS (http://www.pmel.noaa.gov/
vents/acoustics/seismicity/nepac/endeav1004.html)
(Figures 5b and 5c). Starting roughly coincident with
this swarm on 5 October 2004, seismicity rates progressively ramp up over several months preceding
the 2005 swarm sequences mainly in the WV and
NES (Figures 5b and 5c).
[25] Figure 6 shows the distribution of epicenters

for the 5 October 2004; January 2005 and February
2005 swarms color coded by time. The 5 October
2004 swarm (Figure 6a) includes ~250 earthquakes
that occurred in two locations, the NES about
20–30 km north of the network and SWEV about
5 km north of the network. The net seismic moment
release was 1.8  1022 dyne cm with 65% released
in the NES. Seismicity commenced early on 5
October at both locations and lasted for 2 days with
no resolved spatial migration of epicenters.
[26] The swarms in January and February 2005 in-

cluded activity in multiple regions (Figures 6b and
6c). The January swarm lasted from 31 January to
13 February and included ~2000 earthquakes. The
net seismic moment release was 4.0  1022 dyne cm
with the NES, WV, and SWEV contributing 55%,
30%, and 15%, respectively (Figures 5b and 5d).
At the swarm onset, earthquakes concentrated ~5
km west of the northern Endeavour Segment near
Endeavour Seamount (Figure 6b). The rates of seismicity increased markedly on February 3, and the
focus of earthquakes on the color-coded plot appears
to move towards the southeast over 2–3 days. This is
conﬁrmed by a plot of earthquake longitude versus
time (Figure 7a), which shows that location of the
most intense seismicity, but not its onset, moved east
at a rate of 0.4 km/hr. While there may be large systematic offsets in locations at this distance from the
network, this temporal trend cannot be attributed to
9
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Figure 5. Seismicity within the northern regions. (a) Grayscale bathymetry overlain with earthquakes color coded as in
Figure 4. Median 1-s location uncertainty ellipses are shown for the WV, NES, and northern and southern portions of the
SWEV region (delineated by a dashed white line) and include both formal location errors from Hypoinverse and an estimate of the uncertainty resulting from incomplete knowledge of the VP/VS ratio. (b–d) Histograms showing the daily
counts of earthquakes and moment release curves for the (b) WV, (c) NES, and (d) SWEV. Note that different vertical
scales are used for each plot. Vertical dashed lines show the onset times of the 5 October 2004 and January and February
2005 swarms. (e–g) Plots of earthquake count versus magnitude threshold for (e) WV, (f) NES, and (g) SWEV for the
periods before (green), during (blue), and after (red) the 2005 swarms. The b-values and 2-s uncertainties are labeled
on the plots and dashed lines show magnitude of completeness. To directly compare b-values for pre-swarm and postswarm periods, a single value for the magnitude of completeness was chosen (dashed black lines) while a separate
magnitude of completeness was chosen to calculate b-value for the swarms (dashed blue line).

location error. Activity persisted in the NES and WV
regions for the remainder of the swarm.
[27] Activity in SWEV on the southern extension of

the West Valley Segment commenced on 5 February,
6 days after the swarm started (Figure 6b). Our

catalog does not discern a clear migration direction
for the initial epicenters in this region, although the
locus of most intense seismicity jumped 5–10 km
southward on 6 February (Figure 7b) where it was
sustained within a ~5 km2 area for the remainder of
the swarm. On 11 February, an intense cluster of
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Figure 6. Gray scale bathymetric map showing epicenters (colored dots) located along the Endeavour and West
Valley segments (solid black lines) during the (a) 5 October 2004, (b) January 2005, and (c) February 2005 swarms.
The color of the epicenters indicates the calendar day as shown in the color bars; cooler colors show earthquakes that
occurred later in the respective swarm. Note the difference in duration of each swarm. All earthquakes that satisﬁed
our minimum location criteria of six arrivals are shown. White dashed lines delineate the regions used to analyze
the migration patterns of earthquakes as shown in Figure 7.

earthquakes migrated about 2 km south over 12 h at
0.15 km/hr (Figure 7b).
[28] The second, larger February swarm occurred

over ~23 days between 22 February and 16 March,
and was ﬁrst analyzed by Hooft et al. [2010]. While
the earthquakes occurred in roughly the same
regions as the January swarm, the seismicity patterns differ signiﬁcantly. For this swarm, our catalog includes ~5000 earthquakes, and the total
moment release was 2.3  1024 dyne cm with
>90% released in the SWEV region (Figure 5c).
Because earthquakes in the NES and SWEV merge
for this swarm, we divide them for the purposes of
the migration analysis using a boundary approximately midway between the Endeavour spreading
axis and West Valley propagator (Figure 6c). The
earliest seismic activity is located within the WV
and NES (Figure 6c). Seismicity rates increased in
NES on 25 February and spiked again on 27 February (Figure 7c), the onset of the main swarm as
identiﬁed by Hooft et al. [2010]. Additional clusters
of seismicity occurred progressively further southward on 28 February, 1 March, and 2 March
(Figure 7c). Overall, the seismicity migrates about
20 km south at ~0.25 km/hr. If this seismicity is
located on the Endeavour ridge axis, then the epicenters further to the north may be systematically
offset ~10 km to the east.
[29] Earthquakes within the SWEV commenced

~6 h after the onset of the 27 February activity in
NES. Our data show that the onset of SWEV

seismicity migrated rapidly 20–25 km to the south
over 10 h at a rate of 2 km/hr (Figure 7d) from the
tip of the WV propagator toward the western abyssal ridge. On 28 February and 1 March, the six largest earthquakes occurred in this region. They have
strike-slip focal mechanisms that require either
right-lateral motion on N-S trending faults or leftlateral motion on E-W trending faults. Over several
days, the focus of the most intense seismicity in the
SWEV migrated ~10 km to the south and southeast
where it merged with the southward migrating earthquakes on the NES around 3 March (Figure 6c).
After 8 March, the epicenters appear to branch into
several distinct north-south linear trends at latitudes
between 48 040 N and 48 020 N with the easternmost
earthquakes about 5 km north of the Sasquatch vent
ﬁelds; this is also the area where the October 2004
SWEV activity was located (Figure 4).
[30] The rate of seismicity decayed steadily during

the period 10–15 March. Following the end of the
February swarm, seismicity in WV returns to preswarm levels and nearly ceases in NES (Figures 5a
and 5b). In SWEV, seismicity continues at moment
release rates that are about half the pre-October
2004 levels in an east-west band that extends from
the ridge axis a few kilometers north of the network
to about 15 km to the west (Figure 4).
[31] For WV, SWEV, and NES, pre-swarm b-values
(Figures 6e–6g) are similar for all three regions (~2).
During the January and February 2005 swarms,
the b-values for the WV and NES regions decrease
11
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Figure 7. Plots showing the temporal migration of earthquakes in the 2005 swarms. (a) Longitude versus time for
earthquakes on the northern Endeavour in the January swarm. (b) Latitude versus time for earthquakes on West Valley
propagator in the January swarm. (c and d) Latitude versus time for earthquakes on northern Endeavour and West
Valley propagator, respectively, in the February swarm. The division of earthquakes between geographic regions is
illustrated in Figure 6. Dashed lines indicate the linear ﬁt calculated by ﬁtting a least squares straight line to speciﬁc
time segments (indicated by color highlighting).

moderately to a value of 1.6, while the SWEV
b-value decreases substantially to 1.2. The
b-value for WV remained at a value of 1.6 while
the b-value for SWEV rebounded to 1.9, comparable
to the pre-swarm value. We were unable to calculate
a post-swarm b-value for the NES region since very
few earthquakes were located in the region during
this time.

5.2. Vent Field Seismicity
[32] The cumulative moment release in the VF re-

gion is 6.9  1021 dyne cm, substantially lower than
in other regions (Figure 3c). Between August 2003
and September 2004, we located an average of nine
events/day, all with magnitudes less than ~2.5. The
most intense seismic activity (Figure 8a) is between
the High Rise and Main Endeavour ﬁelds extending
12
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Figure 8. Seismicity in the Vent Field region plotted using the same conventions as Figure 5. (a) Bathymetric
map of vent ﬁeld area showing all earthquakes located with at least six arrivals color coded by time. Hightemperature vent ﬁelds (yellow stars), seismometers (orange symbols), and the footprint of the AMC (gray
shadow) are also shown. The white line (A-A0 ) shows the location of the along-axis cross section in Figure 9.
(b) Histogram of daily earthquake counts and moment release curve with the onset of the swarms shown by
dashed black lines. (c) Plot of earthquake count versus magnitude threshold used to calculate b-values and 2-s
uncertainties for periods before (green), during (blue), and after (red) the 2005 swarms. Note that a different magnitude of completeness was used to calculate b-values for the swarm period (dashed blue line) than for the periods
before and after (dashed black line) the swarms.
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up to 1 km south of the Main Endeavour ﬁeld with
a smaller cluster of seismicity near Mothra ﬁeld.
The depths of VF earthquakes (Figure 9) are consistent with a ~1 km thick band of seismicity directly
overlying the AMC [Tolstoy, 2008a; Wilcock
et al., 2002; Wilcock et al., 2009].
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[33] The rate of seismicity decreased by 60% during
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Figure 9. Along-axis cross section showing vent ﬁeld
earthquakes for different time periods (circles color
coded by time as in Figure 4). The thick gray line shows
the top of the AMC [Van Ark et al., 2007]. The location
of the cross section is shown in Figure 8, and the maximum horizontal projection distance is 1 km.

fall 2004 (Figure 8b), approximately a month prior to
the 5 October swarm in NES and SWEV. During the
January and February 2005 swarms, seismicity
within the VF region increased starting 1–2 days after
the swarm onsets (Figures 5d and 8b). Peak daily
seismicity counts are ~100 and ~200 events/day for
the January and February swarms, respectively. The
swarms account for about 50% of the total moment
release in the region and include earthquakes with
magnitudes up to 2.8. Seismicity during the January
swarm located primarily between the High Rise
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Figure 10. Seismicity in the southern regions plotted using the same conventions as Figures 5 and 8. (a) Grayscale
bathymetry overlain by epicenters color coded by time. (b and c) Histograms of daily earthquake counts and moment
release plots for the (b) COSE and NSS regions with the onset of the 2005 swarms shown with dashed black lines.
(d and e) Plots of earthquake count versus magnitude threshold used to calculate b-values. The b-values and their uncertainties are labeled on the plots with dashed lines showing the magnitude of completeness. No b-values were calculated for
the swarm periods, or for the post-swarm COSE region, because of an insufﬁcient number of earthquakes.

and Salty Dawg ﬁelds, while earthquakes were concentrated farther south between the Main Endeavour
and High Rise ﬁelds during the February swarm (Figures 8 and 9). During the swarms, the earthquakes
also tend to locate at shallower depths (Figure 9). Because the network was signiﬁcantly degraded during
the swarms (Table 1) and in our experience
Hypoinverse sometimes preferentially locates earthquakes near particular layer interfaces, the clustering
of locations near 1.2 km depth may be an artifact of
the location algorithm.
[34] Following the swarms, the rate of seismicity

decreased to ~15% of pre-swarm values and maximum earthquake magnitudes were ~2.2. The
highest concentration of earthquakes is to the south
of the Main Endeavour ﬁeld with additional

clusters between High Rise and Main Endeavour
and near Mothra, similar to pre-swarm patterns
(Figure 8a). Seismic b-values within the region
were 1.7 both before and after the swarms,
dropping to 1.4 during the swarms (Figure 8c).

5.3. Southern Seismicity
[35] Seismicity located south of the Keck network

(Figure 10a) was primarily associated with deformation in the Cobb OSC (COSE) and on the Northern Symmetric Segment (NSS). The cumulative
seismic moment release for the COSE and NSS
totaled 1.9  1022 and 5.2  1022 dyne cm, respectively. Swarms lead to a step-like pattern of observed moment release because a large number of
earthquakes are recorded within a short amount of
14
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time (Figures 10b and 10c). There is an indication
that there may be large systematic location errors
due to velocity heterogeneity; if earthquakes on
the NSS are centered on the spreading center, the
COSE and NSS earthquakes may be mislocated
on average 10–15 km too far west.
[36] Prior to the 2005 swarms, the average rate of

seismicity in each region was 3–4 events/day.
Following the swarms, the earthquake rates in
NSS were unchanged, but the COSE region entered a sustained period of seismic quiescence with
only a handful of earthquakes located over 18
months (Figure 10b). Thus, while seismicity on
the south Endeavour segment almost ceased, the
Northern Symmetric Segment was unaffected.
The b-values in the two regions were ~2 before
the swarm and do not change signiﬁcantly in the
NSS afterwards.

6. Discussion
6.1. The 2005 Swarms
[37] A key question for understanding the January

and February 2005 swarms is the relative roles of tectonic and volcanic processes. The swarms exhibited
complicated rupture patterns with seismicity occurring throughout a broad region encompassing the
WV, SWEV, NES, and VF regions (Figures 6b and
6c) and appear to be closely linked based on the
similar distributions of seismicity along the northern
Endeavour segment and the southern extension of the
West Valley segment. The seismic moment release
of the February swarm is nearly 2 orders of magnitude larger than the January swarm. However, the
magnitude of the pressure anomalies measured at
regional boreholes shows that the majority of the moment release was aseismic [Hooft et al., 2010]; the
pressure anomalies associated with the February
swarm are only about twice those for the January
swarm suggesting that the aseismic moment releases
are more similar (E.E. Davis, personal communication). The borehole pressure data [Hooft et al.,
2010] and some of the characteristics of seismicity
including the lack of main shocks, b-values that are
always signiﬁcantly greater than unity, and the migration of epicenters are consistent with a magmatic
swarm. However, other characteristics such as the
band of epicenters striking oblique to the northern
Endeavour during the January 2005 swarm, the
strike-slip focal mechanisms within the EndeavourWest Valley OSC during the January 2005 swarm
and the decrease in b-values observed in several

10.1002/ggge.20105

regions are difﬁcult to attribute to magmatic processes and suggest a tectonic component.
[38] The onset of the January swarm on 31 January

is marked by earthquakes in the Endeavour-West
Valley OSC near the vicinity of Endeavour Seamount. Over 2–3 days, epicenters in the NES
region migrated 20 km southeast along a trend
oblique to the Endeavour ridge (Figure 6b). Although this trend appears to extend well east of
the ridge axis onto the Juan de Fuca plate, the epicenters in this region may be systematically
displaced to the east. The curious migration pattern
does not correlate with any trends in seaﬂoor morphology and is inconsistent with propagation of a
dike along the northern Endeavour Segment. One
explanation is that the trend could be due to shear
deformation associated with reorganization of the
Paciﬁc-Juan de Fuca-Explorer plate boundary. Speciﬁcally, from an analysis of regional bathymetry,
the distribution of epicenters from SOSUS and focal mechanisms from the Canadian National Seismograph Network, Dziak [2006] argues that the
Heck, Heckle and possibly Springﬁeld seamount
chains overlie splays of a broad southward migrating Sovanco transform fault that provide conduits
for seaﬂoor volcanism. The earthquakes we observe
align with the eastward extension of the Heck seamount chain and could indicate strike-slip motion
along this splay.
[39] Seismicity in the SWEV initiated 4 days after

the NES on 5 February. The epicenters extend
~15 km along the N-S trend of the West Valley
propagator with most of the seismicity concentrated
at the southern end of the Endeavour Valley
(Figure 6b) well to the south of the bathymetric
expression of the propagator. No clear along-axis
migration of epicenters is resolved (Figure 7b)
except for a short episode of seismicity near the end
of the swarm. Thus, the earthquake epicenters alone
do not provide conclusive evidence for a volcanic
source. However, for this swarm, the borehole pressure data (E.E. Davis, personal communication) suggest that nearly all the moment release is aseismic
and the characteristics of the pressure anomalies
require a coseismic strain that was substantially different from the June 1999 [Davis et al., 2001] and
February 2005 swarms [Hooft et al., 2010]. Rather
than decreasing, the pressures to the north in Middle
Valley increased indicating reduced pore volume. On
the western ridge ﬂanks, the pressures also increased
but the relative amplitude was markedly less than for
the other swarms. This pattern of pressure anomalies
may be compatible with the injection of a northwest15
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southeast oriented dike near the southern tip of the
West Valley Segment (E.E. Davis, personal communication). Southward growth of the West Valley
propagator beyond the region in which it has a bathymetric expression is consistent with models for the
evolution of the Endeavour-West Valley OSC
that predict the eventual truncation of the Endeavour
Segment [Karsten et al., 1990].
[40] The February swarm was analyzed previously by

Hooft et al. [2010]. Although the majority of the seismic moment release was within the SWEV region,
the swarm initiated in the NES. From the pattern
and timing of borehole pressure anomalies and their
similarity to the 1999 swarm, Hooft et al. [2010] infer
the swarm was linked to a dike injection on the NES.
We locate the NES earthquakes signiﬁcantly to the
east of the spreading axis, but the locations may be
biased by large velocity heterogeneities within the
region [Weekly et al., 2011]. Hooft et al. [2010] did
not resolve migration of the onset of seismicity in
the NES but found that the seismicity switched off
from north to south. Unlike Hooft et al. [2010] who
subdivided the earthquakes into rectangular regions
similar to those shown in Figure 4, we subdivide
the earthquakes in the February swarm by their proximity to the Endeavour segment and the West
Valley propagator (Figure 6c). We ﬁnd that the
earthquakes closest to the Endeavour segment are
concentrated in bursts that migrate unsteadily 30
km south over about 3 days (Figure 7c). This migration of earthquakes supports the inference that
the February swarm was associated with a dike
on the NES [Hooft et al., 2010] although it suggests that the pattern of injection was complex.
The overall migration rate is lower than observed
for eruptive events [Dziak et al., 2007]. The north
to south migration direction is inconsistent with a
dike sourced from the AMC associated with the
elevated central portion of the Endeavour Segment
[Van Ark et al., 2007] and could be interpreted as
evidence of a tectonic cause. Alternatively, a
southward propagating diking event on the northern Endeavour could have been sourced from the
north by magma associated with the Heck Seamounts
[Dziak, 2006] and speciﬁcally the Endeavour Seamount, which lies at the northern end of the
Endeavour-West Valley OSC (Figure 1). For this interpretation, one can speculate that the southeast
striking band of epicenters in the January swarm
may have been associated with fault-controlled melt
supply from the Endeavour Seamount to the northern
Endeavour segment.
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[41] Hooft et al. [2010] resolved a southward mi-

gration of epicenters on the SWEV starting 11 h after the initiation of the main swarm on the NES on
February 11. Using our division of earthquakes, we
ﬁnd that seismicity on the West Valley propagator
initiates about 6 h after the NES, somewhat earlier
than reported by Hooft et al. [2010]. The onset of
seismicity migrates ~20 km south at about 2 km/
hr (Figure 7d), much faster than the speed of ~0.6
km/hr reported by Hooft et al. [2010]. This migration rate is consistent with observations for eruptive
diking events at mid-ocean ridges [Dziak et al.,
2007], but an event response cruise found no
evidence for an eruption (http://www.pmel.noaa.
gov/vents/acoustics/seismicity/nepac/endeav0205/
response-cruise.html). Hooft et al. [2010] argue that
the borehole pressure data are inconsistent with a
strain ﬁeld created by a northwest-southeast oriented dike in the SWEV. However, this inference
does not preclude a diking event on the West
Valley propagator but rather requires that the pressure signal be dominated by a larger event on the
northern Endeavour segment.
[42] The six largest events of the swarm occurred in

SWEV on 28 February and 1 March and the swarm
continued in this region for about 2 weeks. The
presence of large earthquakes is reﬂected in the
low b-value of 1.3 observed during the swarm in
this region (Figure 5g) and suggests an enhanced
tectonic component. However, it is important to
note that the focal mechanisms indicate a sense of
strike-slip motion on ridge-perpendicular faults that
is opposite to the offset of the OSC. Hooft et al.
[2010] argue that these mechanisms might reﬂect
reactivation of ridge-parallel strike-slip faults in
the OSC in response to the stress changes induced
by a dike intrusion on the northern Endeavour.
During the second week, seismicity reached the
southern end of the SWEV region (~48 020 N) and
earthquakes appear to cluster into several distinct
north-south lineations spaced 2–3 km apart that
may correlate with seaﬂoor topographic features.
The slow epicentral migration to the south and
southeast, oscillatory seismic rate [Hooft et al.,
2010], lack of aftershock activity, and a possible
correlation to seaﬂoor volcanic features suggests
that this seismicity could be associated with
magma bodies that extend across the OSC as
observed on the East Paciﬁc Rise at 9 030 N
[Kent et al., 2000; Toomey et al., 2007]. The
restoration of high b-values in the SWEV region
following the swarm (Figure 5g) is consistent
with a volcanic inﬂuence. Alternatively, the observation that the SWEV region remains seismically
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active following the 2005 swarms (Figure 4) could be
interpreted and indicative of a tectonic response to
static stress changes.
[43] In summary, the dominant signal in the bore-

hole pressure records is a diking event on the northern Endeavour in late February [Hooft et al., 2010]
which we infer extends 20 km along axis from
48 150 N to 48 020 N (Figure 8c). The origin of the
seismicity that trends oblique to the NES in the
earlier January swarm is enigmatic, and the interpretation of magma migration from under Endeavour Seamount is speculative. We infer that both
swarms also involved intrusions beyond the tip of
the West Valley propagator and that there was
possibly additional magmatic activity elsewhere
in the Endeavour Valley near the conclusion
of the February swarm. The drop in b-values
during the swarm, particularly in the SWEV
region (Figure 5g), is surprising given the evidence
for magmatic extension and suggests a tectonic
component. Focal mechanisms of larger events
determined from land-based networks (Figures 4
and 5) indicate east-west strike-slip motion, which
is counter to the offset of the OSC.
[44] We interpret the 2005 swarms as the terminus of

a 6 year spreading episode that started in 1999 and
ruptured the Endeavour Segment. The 1999–2000
swarm sequence extended along the central and
southern portions of the Endeavour segment from
about 47 400 N to 48 050 N [Bohnenstiehl et al.,
2004]. The 1999 swarm was interpreted in terms of
a 40 km long dike [Davis et al., 2001] and the characteristics of earthquakes in the 2000 swarm are consistent with a deeper intrusion although a tectonic cause
is also possible [Bohnenstiehl et al., 2004]. The combination of diking events in 1999, 2005 and possibly
2000 appears to have ruptured the majority of the Endeavour segment from about 47 400 N to 48 150 N.
Following the February 2005 swarm, seismicity
essentially ceased at the ends of the segment and
decreased substantially in SWEV and VF regions
(Figure 4) suggesting that extensional stresses have
been relieved along the entire segment.

6.2. Comparison With Other Magmatic
Spreading Events
[45] SOSUS monitoring has provided a 20 year

record of seismic swarms on the Juan de Fuca and
Gorda ridge including those associated with eruptive (1993 on CoAxial [Dziak et al., 1995], 1996
on the Gorda Ridge [Fox and Dziak, 1998], and
1998 on Axial Seamount [Dziak and Fox, 1999a])
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as well as many non-eruptive spreading events. A
synthesis of the observations [Dziak et al., 2007]
suggests that eruptive events are characterized by
an early onset of earthquake migration and faster
migration rates. It is thought that higher excess
magma pressure is required for eruptions, most
likely because of magma recharge into crustal
magma bodies prior to the eruption. At the detection threshold of SOSUS, the February 2005
Endeavour swarm ﬁts this model; the speed of migration of 0.2 km/hr and onset after 72 h compare
with speeds of 1–2 km/hr and onset times <1 day
for the eruptive events [Dziak et al., 2007]. However, our local network data present a more
nuanced picture. In the presence of substantial precursory activity, the onset time of a swarm is somewhat subjective. While earthquakes on the northern
Endeavour only migrate southward at 0.25 km/hr,
there is fast migration at ~2km/hr on the West
Valley propagator (Figure 7d) within hours of the
onset of the main swarm.
[46] From a theoretical standpoint, it is not clear

why eruptive and intrusive diking events should
always have distinct seismic characteristics. Buck
et al. [1997] explain the difference between eruptive and non-eruptive events in terms of the relative
values of the overburden pressure at the AMC and
the pressure at the base of a column of erupting
magma. In this model, the thickness of low-density
extrusives at any particular site will be selfregulating so that the average density of the upper
crust matches that of the least dense erupting lavas.
The difference between eruptive and non-eruptive
events may reﬂect small changes in the composition
and volatile content of the magma and in average upper crustal densities rather than profound difference
in characteristics of dike intrusion.
[47] In comparison with the eruptive events ob-

served along the Juan de Fuca ridge, the pattern of
seismicity for the 2005 Endeavour swarm is complex. The three diking-eruptive events [Dziak and
Fox, 1999a; Dziak et al., 1995; Fox and Dziak,
1998] were all characterized by seismicity focused
in a single region that migrated down the gradient
of the axial rift bathymetry on a timescale of ~2
days before decaying over several weeks. The duration of the two 2005 Endeavour swarms is similar,
but seismicity was detected in four regions. This
complexity partly reﬂects the improved resolution
of a local seismic network compared to SOSUS
(most of the SOSUS locations for the February
2005 swarm were in SWEV [Hooft et al., 2010]),
but it also reﬂects the tectonics of the region and
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in particular the involvement of two limbs of the
OSC. It is interesting to note that the 1999 Endeavour swarm on the central/southern Endeavour led to
seismicity on Surveyor Volcano on the Northern
Symmetric Segment, the opposing limb of the
Cobb OSC. Bohnenstiehl et al. [2004] inferred that
dynamic stresses triggered earthquakes on the opposing limb of the OSC.
[48] The February 2005 swarm is unique in that the

inferred dike on the northern Endeavour migrates
up the gradient of the axial valley towards the center of the segment. This differs from the three eruptive events and the non-eruptive events on the
Endeavour in 1999 [Bohnenstiehl et al., 2004] and
Middle Valley in 2001 [Davis et al., 2004]. It is
also different from the magmatic diking sequences
observed on land at Kraﬂa from 1974 to 1984
[Sigmundsson, 2006] and in Afar from 2005 to
2009 [Ebinger et al., 2010] which were both fed
from a central magma body. This suggests that the
source of magma for volcanism on Endeavour is
more complex than the commonly accepted model
in which magma is supplied to the crust at the center of the segment and the dikes migrate away from
this source to the segment ends [e.g., Macdonald,
1998]. Given the presence of a large seamount in
the Endeavour-West Valley OSC, it is plausible
that the northern portion of the Endeavour segment
might tap an alternate magma source. Grandin
et al. [2012] argue that along-axis variations in the
depth to the brittle-ductile transition play a greater
role than topography in horizontal dike propagation
because thicker lithosphere can store more elastic
strain energy. If the 1999/2000 events on the central/southern Endeavour depleted a magma reservoir at the center of the segment, the elastic
potential energy stored in the crust to the north
may have drawn magma from an alternative source.
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intrusions along the same segment [Ebinger et al.,
2010; Sigmundsson, 2006]. These sequences can be
explained in terms of the large extensional stresses
required to rupture thick lithosphere; the resulting
large extensional strains coupled with a limited
crustal magma reservoir requires multiple diking episodes with magma recharge of the magma body in
between to accommodate the strain [Qin and Buck,
2008]. At the Endeavour, the lithosphere is thin and
each portion of the ridge experienced only one major
dike injection, but the interval between the 1999 and
2005 events may well reﬂect a timescale of magma
supply. The sharp drop off in seismicity following
the 2005 swarms is consistent with observations on
Axial Seamount [Dziak and Fox, 1999b] and the East
Paciﬁc Rise [Tolstoy et al., 2006], which show a progressive ramp up in seismicity prior to eruptive
events and a sharp decrease at their conclusion.

6.3. Precursory Activity and Triggering
[50] The patterns of seismicity surrounding the

2005 Endeavour swarms suggest seismic triggering
over length scales from <10 km to 50 km and at
various timescales. During the swarms, the seismicity migrated between regions on timescales of hours
to days. The long-term decrease in seismicity along
the Endeavour Segment following the 2005 swarms
occurred within days or at most weeks. The spatial
coincidence of earthquakes suggests that seismicity
is linked between the two swarms on a timescale of
1 month. On a time scale of several months, the
moment release rate in WV and NES gradually
increases prior to the 2005 swarms starting with a
small swarm on 5 October 2004. Finally, on a
6 year timescale, we infer that the 2005 swarms
are linked to the 1999 and 2000 swarms that ruptured the Endeavour segment further south
[Bohnenstiehl et al., 2004].

[49] If the 1999–2005 swarm sequence is considered

[51] Two mechanisms are invoked to explain re-

as the magmatic phase of a single spreading cycle
that ruptured the whole Endeavour segment, then
the duration of the magmatic phase is substantially
longer than other ridge-spreading events. The three
eruptive events in the NE Paciﬁc [Dziak and Fox,
1999a; Dziak et al., 1995; Fox and Dziak, 1998] were
limited to single eruptions lasting for days. On the
East Paciﬁc Rise at 9 500 N, isotopic dating of lava
ﬂows suggests that the eruptions in 1991 and 2005
extended over ~1 year [Rubin et al., 1994] and ~6
months [Rubin, 2012], respectively. The timescales
of the Endeavour event are more consistent with
the observation of rifting on land where rifting
episodes at Kraﬂa Volcano, Iceland, and in Afar
have lasted a decade and involve many dike

mote earthquake triggering: coseismic changes to
static Coulomb stresses [Hardebeck et al., 1998;
Harris and Simpson, 1992; King et al., 1994;
Nostro et al., 1997; Stein et al., 1997] and dynamic
transient stresses induced by passing seismic waves
[Brodsky and Prejean, 2005; Gomberg et al., 2001;
Hill et al., 1993; Kilb et al., 2000; Prejean et al.,
2004]. Static stress changes can either promote or
retard seismic activity and operate over length
scales of approximately three fault (or dike) lengths
[King et al., 1994] and timescales that can be quite
long [Freed, 2005]. Dynamic triggering can operate
over longer ranges but on short timescales. Surface
waves from earthquakes located up to several thousand kilometers away have triggered increases in
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local seismicity in volcanic-hydrothermal systems
on land [Hill et al., 1993; Prejean et al., 2004].
[52] On the Endeavour Segment, Bohnenstiehl et al.
[2004] argued that dynamic triggering during volcanic intrusive events plays a role in triggering seismicity at other locations on the ridge. While we
cannot discount this interpretation, we argue that
static triggering could account for all the observations around for the 2005 swarms. To evaluate the
feasibility of static triggering, it is necessary to
know the pattern of deformation to determine
whether regions of increased and decreased seismicity are consistent with the changes in the stress
ﬁeld from earlier events. Unfortunately, we do not
know the detailed strain ﬁeld associated with 2005
swarms, so it is not possible to quantify how static
stresses linked active regions during the 2005
swarms. Bohnenstiehl et al. [2004] showed that
the injection of the 1999 dike on the central
Endeavour generated static stresses that reduced extensional stresses to either side but promoted extensional failure on the ridge axis to the south where
the 2000 swarm occurred. The 1999 dike would
also have generated extensional stresses on the
ridge axis to the north that are consistent with the
deformation inferred for NES in the February
2005 swarm [Hooft et al., 2010].
[53] A variety of post-seismic static stress transfer

mechanisms can potentially explain the delay in
triggered seismicity observed in our dataset. Viscoelastic relaxation involves transfer of elastic strain
from the ductile lower crust and upper mantle to
the brittle seismogenic upper crust. The characteristic timescale for the relaxation of a Maxwell solid is
2m/E where m is the dynamic viscosity and E is
Young’s modulus [e.g., Turcotte and Schubert,
2002]. For an effective m ranging from 1019 to
1021 Pa s and E = 1011 Pa, the characteristic times
are ~ 1 to 100 years. Detailed modeling shows that
the relaxation times are dependent on the vertical
viscosity structure, the depth of brittle-ductile transition, the dip angle of the fault, and the effective
coefﬁcient of fault friction [Freed, 2005; Freed
and Lin, 1998; Nostro et al., 2001]. Freed and
Lin [2001] show that the 7 year delay between the
1992 Landers and 1999 Hector Mine earthquakes
is consistent with lower crustal and upper mantle
viscosities of 1.6  1019 Pa s and 8  1018 Pa s, respectively. Beneath mid-ocean ridges, upper mantle
viscosities are commonly modeled as 1018–1019 Pa
s [Parmentier and Phipps Morgan, 1990] but may
either be higher at shallow depths due to
dewatering [Hirth and Kohlstedt, 1996] or lower
due to the presence of partial melt. The viscosities
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of hot and possibly partially molten lower crustal
rocks are not well known, but experimental constraints suggest values similar to the mantle [Hirth
et al., 1998]. Detailed modeling would be necessary to fully evaluate the timescales of viscoelastic
relaxation in a mid-ocean ridge setting, but it is
clearly a plausible mechanism to explain the time
delay between the 1999–2000 swarms and the
2005 swarms.
[54] Poroelastic rebound occurs when the full static

stress changes are not realized until pore ﬂuids
diffuse out of and into regions that experience
volumetric compression and dilation respectively.
The characteristic timescale for this process is given
by D2/ where D is the length scale and  the diffusion coefﬁcient given by  = k/mS with k the permeability, m the ﬂuid viscosity, and S the uniaxial
storage compressibility [e.g., Crone et al., 2010].
Hooft et al. [2010] model the increase in vent ﬁeld
seismicity observed ~2.5 days following the onset
of the February 2005 swarm on the northern Endeavour in terms of along-axis diffusion of a hydrologic pressure perturbation. Using a characteristic
diffusion length and time of 35 km and 2.5 days,
respectively, they estimate a crustal permeability
~109 m2. This value is high but consistent with
permeability estimates for a sediment-capped
layer 2A off axis [Davis et al., 2000]. Since there
is no sediment cap on the ridge axis, pore ﬂuid
pressure perturbations are more likely to dissipate
by vertical diffusion across the seaﬂoor. The relatively shallow depths observed for the vent ﬁeld
seismicity during the swarms (Figure 9) are
consistent with such an interpretation. Assuming
the model parameters of Crone et al. [2010],
reducing the diffusion length scale to 2 km yields
a permeability of order 1013 m2 to 1012 m2
which matches estimates for ridge-axis hydrothermal ﬁelds [Crone et al., 2011; Lowell and
Germanovich, 1994; Stroup et al., 2009; Wilcock
and McNabb, 1996].
[55] When evaluating whether poroelastic rebound

can account for triggering timescales in our data,
it is important to recognize that the permeability
of ocean crust can vary by many orders of magnitude [e.g., Fisher, 1998] and that the partial
sediment cover in the region may lead to variations in the diffusion length scales. If permeabilities range from 1014 m2 to 1010 m2 and the
diffusion length scale from 2 to 10 km, the timescales obtained from the model of Crone et al.
[2010] will range from ~1 h to ~1 year. Given
the wide range of feasible time scales, poroelastic
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rebound could explain large portion of our triggering observations.
[56] Another mechanism that could account for a

delay in triggering is the time required for pressure perturbations associated with the withdrawal
or supply of magma to diffuse within and between magma systems. Hooft et al. [2010] argue
that the characteristic diffusion timescale for a
pressure perturbation within the axial melt/partial
mush zone would exceed the timescales for
poroelastic diffusion because of the higher viscosity of the magma. However, this inference may be
incorrect because magma may be less compressible than water [e.g., Spera, 2000] and the effective permeability of the melt region is unknown.
Indeed, if magmatic pressure reductions are the
cause of decreased seismicity following the 2005
swarm, the short timescale for the segment-wide
cutoff might be cited as evidence for a magmatic
system that is well connected along axis, either
within the crustal AMC and mush zone or below
the Moho where the melt fractions may be high
[Dunn et al., 2000].

7. Conclusions
[57] In this paper, we have presented a catalog of

seismicity on the Endeavour Segment from 2003 to
2006 that is derived from a local seismic network.
The primary conclusions are as follows:
• Two regional seismic swarms, beginning in
January and February 2005, were observed along
the northern portion of the Endeavour Segment
and within the adjacent Endeavour Valley. While
they appear to have a tectonic component, we infer
that these events were linked to intrusive volcanism, including diking on the Northern Endeavour
during the February swarm and smaller dike intrusions on the propagating tip of the West Valley
segment during both swarms.
• The seismicity associated with the 2005 swarms is
more complex than that of other documented midocean ridge-spreading events. This likely reﬂects
the complicated tectonics of the region and in
particular the partition of magmatic spreading
between two limbs of the Endeavour-West Valley
OSC. The inference of a southward propagating
dike on the northern Endeavour suggests that
magma supply to the Endeavour may not be
limited to the central portion of the segment and
could be associated with the Endeavour seamount
melt source.
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• Following the February 2005 swarm, the average
seismicity rate along the Endeavour Segment decreased substantially with seismicity almost ceasing entirely at the ends of the segment. Seismic
rates on the overlapping portions of the adjacent
segments did not change. We infer that the
swarms of January and February 2005 mark the
termination of a 6 year non-eruptive spreading
event that initiated with the June 1999 swarm
and cumulatively ruptured and relieved stresses
along the whole segment.
• The catalog shows extensive seismic triggering
during the 2005 swarms at length scales of up
to 50 km and timescales ranging from hours to
years. While dynamic triggering may play a role,
we argue that static triggering could account for
all the observations with the timescale of delays
inﬂuenced by the timescales of viscoelastic rebound, hydraulic diffusion, and magma withdrawal and replenishment.
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