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Abstract

The paper introduces a straightforward method aimed at determining the depth of penetration into the seabed during
marine seismic exploration through bottom sounding. This technique was developed to support the establishment of tech-
nical specifications for the components of an underwater robotic complex intended for seismic surveys beneath ice forma-
tions. These components include a suite of autonomous underwater vehicles (AUVs) outfitted with either geophones or
short streamers equipped with hydrophone sensors, alongside high-precision positioning systems. The complex comprises
an underwater docking station responsible for deploying AUVs to the designated work area, managing their operations,
and towing low-frequency sound emitters. Moreover, it encompasses coastal infrastructure dedicated to the maintenance
of AUVs and the support of the docking station. The developed method considers various factors including the pressure
exerted by the sound emitter and the energy dissipation of the probing signal due to wave front expansion, signal transmis-
sion into and back from the ground, spatial damping during signal propagation in water and soil, and reflection from oil
or gas-containing lenses. Illustrative examples demonstrate the computation of ground penetration depth in shallow and
deep waters, contingent upon the pressure exerted by the sound emitter towed at a depth of 100 meters. It also assesses the
method’s reliability by comparing the computed outcomes against existing experimental data.

Keywords: marine seismic exploration, bottom sounding, sound emitter
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METOJIUKA PACYETA INTYBUHBI IPOHUKHOBEHUA
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AHHOTAIMA

IIpuBeneHa yrpolin€éHHas MeToAMKa pacyéTa NIyOMHBI IMPOHUKHOBEHUS B TPYHT IIPU MOPCKOM ceiicMopa3Benke,
pa3paboTaHHasi B MHTepecax 000OCHOBAHUS TEXHUYECKUX XapaKTePUCTUK JIEMEHTOB MOJBOIHOTO POOOTOTEXHUYECKOTO
KOMILIeKca, MpeaHa3HaYeHHOTO /ISl MPOBENCHUS CeficMOpa3BeIKH MO0 JIbAOM M BKIIOYAIOIIEr0: KOMIUIEKT aBTOHOMHBIX
HeoOuTaeMbIX MoABONHBIX arnnapatoB (AHIIA), ocHalleHHbIX TeooHaMM JTUOO0 KOPOTKUMM CelicMOKOcaMu (CTpUMe-
paMu) ¢ TaTYUKaMU-TUAPOGOHAMHU, a TAKXKE CPENCTBAMU BHICOKOTOUHOTO TTO3UIIMOHUPOBAHMS; TIOABOIHYIO TOK-CTaH-
1uto, obecrneunBaolyto foctaBky AHITA B paiioH mpoBeneHus paboT, yrpaBjieHUEe UMHU, a TAaKKe OYKCUPOBKY HU3KO-
YaCTOTHBIX TUAPOAKyCTUYECKUX U3TydaTeseii; 6eperoByto nHGPacTpyKTypy st oociayxkuBanus AHIIA 1 nok-craHuuu.

Ccbuika uist uutupoBanust: Mawowun A.U., Ileemkoe A.B. Metonuka pacyera riiyOMHbI IPOHUKHOBEHUSI B TPYHT TPU MOP-
cKoii ceiicmopa3sBenke // OyHmameHTanbHas U npuKiIaaHas ruapodusuka. 2024. T. 17, Ne 1. C. 95—-103.
doi:10.59887/2073-6673.2024.17(1)-8

For citation: Mashoshin A.1., Tsvetkov A.V. Method for Determining Seabed Penetration Depth in Marine Seismic Exploration.
Fundamental and Applied Hydrophysics. 2024, 17, 1, 95—103. doi:10.59887/2073-6673.2024.17(1)-8
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Pa3paboTtaHHasi MeToaMKa YYMTHIBAET JaBJeHUE, CO3AaBaeMOe THAPOAKYCTUUECKUM M3JIydyaTesieM, a Takke MOTepu
SHEPrUU 30HAMPYIONIETO CUTHAIA BCISACTBUE PaCIIMPeHUsT (DpOHTA BOJHBI, TIPOXOKIECHMS CUTHAJIA B TPYHT U 00paTHO,
MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOTI'O 3aTyXaHUsI IPU pacpOCTPaHEHUU CUTHAJIA B BOJIE U B TPYHTE, OTPaKEHMUSI OT JIMH3bI, coepxalieit
HedTb 60 Ta3. [TpuBeneHbI MpUMepbl pacyéTa ITyOMHBI MPOHUKHOBEHUS B TPYHT JUIST YCIOBUIT MEJTKOTO 1 TITyOOKOTO
Mopeil B 3aBUCMMOCTH OT IaBJeHUsI, CO31aBaeMOT0 U3jiyyaTeseM, OyKcupyeMbiM Ha miyouHe 100 M, Tpu UCITOIb30BAHUM
IpUEMHOM aHTEHHBI 13 TUAPOGOHOB, chopMUpoBaHHOM Ha IyouHe 100 M, a TakKe MPUEMHON aHTEHHEI 13 Te0()OHOB,
Jnexaineit Ha qHe. KauecTBeHHO olieHeHa afeKBaTHOCTb pa3paboTaHHO METONUKHU MYTEM CpaBHEHUsI PE3YJIbTaTOB pac-
9ETa C UMEIOIIMMUCS SKCITIEPUMEHTATbHBIMU TaHHBIMU.

KimoueBbie cioBa: MopcKasi celicMopasBenKa, JOHHOe 30HIUpOBaHKe, THAPOAKYCTUIeCKUI N3ITydaTelb

1. Introduction

Apparently, a significant volume of hydrocarbon deposits within the Russian Federation lies within the
Arctic region. The exploration and subsequent extraction of these resources are deemed a national strategic
priority [1—3]. The primary method for addressing this challenge is through seismic exploration. This method
involves emitting powerful low-frequency acoustic signals into the water, which penetrate the seabed and reflect
off various subsurface heterogeneities, including cavities containing hydrocarbon deposits. The reflected signals
are recorded by arrays of bottom stations equipped with geophones or extended linear multi-element antennas
(seismic streamers) towed behind vessels, or by seabed-mounted seismic streamers. Captured signals undergo
processing using specialized programs on powerful computers in coastal facilities, enabling the interpretation
of the recorded data.

Currently, for conducting seismic exploration, specially equipped hydrophysical vessels are utilized, which
are capable of towing an array of acoustic emitters and a seismic streamer, as well as deploying and subsequently
retrieving bottom stations on board [1—6].

A downside of using hydrophysical vessels for seismic exploration is their heavy reliance on sea surface
conditions. Naturally, such a method is unsuitable in ice-covered regions. Proposals to utilize icebreakers for
seismic exploration are economically impractical [7]. Moreover, seismic exploration faces difficulties during
stormy weather. In the seas of the Russian Arctic, favorable weather conditions for seismic exploration occur for
only 3—4 months per year, making vessel-based seismic exploration economically ineffective.

The solution to the situation is the creation of underwater robotic complexes (URCs) for hydrocarbon
exploration on the continental shelf. The idea of creating such URCs is not new [8]. However, due to the ex-
ceptional complexity of their development, efforts in this direction worldwide are in the stage of exploratory
research and preparatory procedures.

The most well-known foreign research project is the Widely Scalable Mobile Underwater Sonar Tech-
nology (WiMUST) project [9, 10]. It is dedicated to the development of technology for creating underwater
URCs based on the joint operation of a large number of autonomous unmanned underwater vehicles (AU Vs),
serving as receivers of reflected seismic signals. The project was carried out from 2015 to 2018 under the
auspices of the European Union and was considered a continuation of a series of projects completed over
the past 10 years. To implement the project, a consortium consisting of four research organizations and five
industrial partners with practical experience in marine seismic exploration was established. The goal of the
WiMUST project was the development of methodology, technology, and procedures for creating a robotic
system based on autonomous unmanned underwater vehicles (AUVs) for conducting seismic exploration on
the continental shelf, aiming to:

— enhance the efficiency of seismic exploration by increasing the informativeness of the obtained data
through the formation of an optimal (in terms of the task at hand) adaptive receiving dynamic spatial 3D anten-
na array, where the sensors are short-aperture seismic streamers towed by AU Vs;

— simplify and reduce the cost of the seismic exploration process.

The task of ensuring seismic exploration under ice was not set or addressed in the project.

To achieve the stated goal in the WiMUST project, the following technologies were developed:

— calculation of the optimal spatial 3D antenna array formed by the group of AUVs for receiving signals
reflected from subsurface heterogeneities;

— dynamic formation and stabilization of this array;

— cooperative control of the group of AUVs;

— mutual positioning and navigation of the group of AUVs;
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— creation of a streamer towed by AUVs, including vector-scalar receivers;

— underwater acoustic communication between AUVs and the control vessel.

The project concluded with demonstration tests of the developed URC and was deemed successful in terms
of developing the listed technologies. Decisions were made by relevant European Union bodies to continue the
project as industrial development.

Similar research in Russia is conducted by JSC “Central Design Bureau for Marine Engineering “Rubin” [11].

According to the concept, the underwater robotic complex for seismic exploration should include:

— a set of AUVs (estimated to be several hundred to several thousand), equipped with geophones or short
seismic streamers (seismic streamers) with hydrophone sensors, as well as high-precision positioning tools;

— an underwater docking station (i. e., a specialized submarine), providing the delivery of AUVs to the work
area, their management, and towing of low-frequency hydroacoustic emitters;

— coastal infrastructure for servicing the AUVs and the docking station.

The creation of such a robotic complex is associated with solving a set of complex technical problems and
should begin with substantiating the technical characteristics of each element of the robotic complex. At the
core of this substantiation lies the determination of the maximum penetration depth into the seabed required by
geophysicists in each specific sea area during seismic exploration, which can reach up to 10 kilometers or more.

Advantages of the underwater robotic complex compared to traditional seismic exploration methods in-
clude:

— the ability to tow the hydroacoustic emitter away from the sea surface, increasing the energy efficiency of
the probing signal emission;

— improved reception quality of echo signals on geophones when using AUVs capable of burying geophones
into the seabed, which is challenging with bottom stations [1];

— operational efficiency of seabed seismic exploration, based on the AUVs’ capability to rapidly change
their position.

However, the application of the underwater robotic complex has its limitations, the main one of which (be-
sides the difficulty of managing a large number of AUVs) is the inability to use airguns, which are the primary
type of hydroacoustic emitter in traditional seismic exploration. When using other types of emitters that can
be towed behind the underwater carrier (in particular, electrodynamic ones), it will be necessary to settle for a
significantly lower (less than 1 MPa) pressure of the emitted probing signal.

The aim of the proposed study was to develop a methodology intended for substantiating the technical
characteristics of elements of the robotic complex. The methodology enables the linking of physicochemical
parameters of water and sediment, technical characteristics of elements of the robotic complex with the depth
of penetration into the sediment during marine seismic exploration.

2. Justification of the Methodology

The geometry of seabed probing concerning the underwater robotic complex is illustrated in Fig. 1.

The probing signal (PS), emitted by the hydroacoustic transmitter (HT) located within the water column
at a distance H,,; from the seabed, traverses the water layer, penetrates the sediment, reflects off the upper
boundary of the lens within the sediment, filled with oil or gas, and returns to the receiver along the same path.
The receiver considered is a multi-element antenna, comprising hydrophones, positioned within the water col-
umn at a distance H,,, from the seabed, or an antenna consisting of geophones, in contact with the sediment.

Since it was not possible to find an example of a quantitative description of the seabed structure in the avail-
able literature sufficient for modeling, based on the existing data [4, 6, 12, 14—16], it is assumed that the seabed
has a thin-layered structure with layer thickness uniformly distributed in the range of 20—50 m, layer density
uniformly distributed in the range of 1240—2210 kg/m3, sound velocity in each layer uniformly distributed in
the range of 1650—1800 m/s, and spatial attenuation coefficient at a frequency of 50 Hz uniformly distributed
in the range of 5—10 dB/km. As a result, during propagation in the sediment, the PS loses energy in each layer
first due to crossing the layer boundary, and then due to sound attenuation in the layer.

In the calculations, the following factors will not be taken into account:

— the vertical distribution of sound velocity in the water column, as it does not significantly affect the signal
intensity during vertical sounding;

— the influence of the sea surface on the PS, as it is assumed that PS emission will occur away from the sea
surface in the case of the underwater robotic complex.
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Fig. 1. Geometry of seismic exploration

The depth of penetration into the sediment will be considered as the distance from the seabed to the upper
boundary of the lens filled with oil or gas Hj;,,, at which the ratio of echo signal (ES) power to sea noise power
at the input of a single antenna receiver equals the specified threshold value Q.

ﬁ:Qtr’ (1)

where Pe? is the square of the pressure of the ES at the receiver input in the frequency band Af; P,,2 is the square
of the pressure of sea noise at the receiver input in the PS band Af, computed using the equation [12]:

PI=P;. A )

shm

P

snm 1S the sea noise level at the receiver input in the 1 Hz band at the average PS frequency f;.

The square of the pressure of the ES in the frequency band Afat the receiver input is computed using the equation:
P2=P2.L 3)

sum >

where 1’52s isthe square of the PS pressure in the frequency band Af, normalized to a distance of 1 m from the HT;
L, is the relative magnitude of the total energy losses of the PS during propagation along the route “HT —
lens — receiver”, calculated using the equation:

Lsum = Lsph/emitilinz ’ vao ’ Lz/emilibot ’ Kpr/wfg ' Lz/botilinz ’ Kreﬂ/linz x
X Lz/linszot 'Lsph/linzfrec 'Kpr/g—w 'Lz/botfrecﬁ (4)

where:

Leyp semir_1ing is the relative magnitude of the energy losses of the probing signal (PS) due to spherical wavefront

expansion during propagation from the HT to the lens filled with oil or gas:

2
1
Lo roms i :(—j . 5)
Jemit _l
wnemt " Hemit + Hlinz
L,,, s the relative magnitude of the energy losses of the PS due to refraction of acoustic rays according to Snell’s

law at the water-soil interface. Since the sound velocity in the soil ¢, is greater than the sound velocity in water
¢,,» only the energy within the critical angle Ay passes from water into the soil, calculated by the equation:
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.c
Ay =2-arcsin 2 (6)
c
g
The relative magnitude of energy losses due to the refraction of acoustic rays amounts to:

2
A
L, :(—"’j | ™)

T

L /emit por 1 the magnitude of energy losses of the PS due to spatial signal attenuation during propagation in
water from the HT to the seafloor:

L _ 10*0,1'Bw'Hem[/ , (8)

'z /emit _bot —

where f3,, is the spatial attenuation coefficient in water at the mean frequency of the PS;

K, /v—g> Ky /ey 18 the relative magnitude of energy losses of the PS when the signal passes from water into the soil
and from the soil into the water, respectively, calculated by the equation: [13]:
4.7 -Z
Kprpwog =Kprjgy=—""—5, ©)
(ZW +Z, )

where Z,, = p,, - ¢, is water’s acoustic impedance; Z, = p, * ¢, is the acoustic impedance of the upper layer of soil;
Py» P are the density of water and the upper layer of soil, respectively. c,, ¢, are the speed of sound in water and in
the upper layer of soil, respectively;

Lot ting> Ljiing_por are relative energy loss values of the seismic signal due to signal attenuation during propagation
in the soil from the seabed to the lens and back. Taking into account the adopted model of thin-layered soil with
random values of layer thickness, their acoustic stiffness, and attenuation coefficient:

N

Lz/bot_lz‘nz = Lo /ling_bot = HKpr,. -10 0P My s (10)
i

where N is a random number of soil layers from the seabed to the lens, corresponding to a given distribution of
layer thickness probabilities; K o is the relative energy loss value of the seismic signal when passing from the
i — 1 to the i-th soil layer at the mean frequency of the seismic signal:

4-Z. -7,
Kpr[ 21—12’ (]])
(2.+2 )

Z;=p; " ¢;is the random acoustic stiffness of the i-th soil layer, distributed within specified limits; B g is the random
spatial attenuation coefficient of sound in the i-th soil layer at the mean frequency of the seismic signal, distributed
within specified limits; AH; is the random thickness of the i-th soil layer, distributed within specified limits;

K eifiin 1s the relative energy loss when the seismic signal is reflected from the upper boundary of the lens filled

with oil, with area S,, 4, calculated by the formula:
Kreﬂ/linz :kreﬂ 'Sre s (12)

where k4 is the coefficient of signal reflection from a unit area of the interface between the soil and the lens

calculated by the formula:
2
Z,,, —2Z
kre = [%J . (13)
linz T4y
Ziinz = Plinz " Clinp Ly = Pn * €y are the acoustic stiffness of the lens filled with oil, and the bottom layer of the

soil, respectively: S,, 4 is the area of the upper boundary of the lens, from which the signal is reflected over the
duration interval of the seismic signal t (Fig. 1), calculated by the formula:

2
t + Hlinz

Cg"t
+Hlinz+

emi

Spep =T (Heml-t+Hh-nz)-tg arccos

F

(14)
H

emit
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Ly /iing rec 18 the relative loss of energy magnitude of the seismic signal due to the spherical expansion of the
wavefront during propagation in the ground from the lens to the receiving antenna:

2
1
Lsph/linz_rec = ([IITJ 5 (15)
inz rec

L, /por rec 18 the relative magnitude of energy loss of the seismic signal due to signal attenuation during propaga-
tion from the seabed to the receiving antenna.

_0:1‘Bg'Hrec . (16)

When receiving the echo signal on geophones in equation (4), the last two factors are absent, and the pen-
ultimate one takes the form:

Lz/botirec =10

2
1

Lsph/linz_bot = (H_] . (17)
linz

As a result, the methodology involves solving equation (1) for the depth of the lens H;,, , substituting for-
mulas (2) to (17) into it.

3. Examples of Calculation

Let’s calculate the penetration depth into the ground for conditions of shallow (depth of 300 m) and deep
(depth of 4000 m) seas.

The HT in both cases is towed by a docking station at a depth of 100 m. The reception of the echo signal
is carried out by an antenna formed from autonomous unmanned underwater vehicles (AUVs), using hydro-
phones or geophones as receivers. In the first case, the antenna is formed from AUVs positioned 20 m above the
seafloor, while in the second case, the AUVs forming the antenna are located on the seafloor with geophones
embedded in the ground.

Calculation will be performed using the following initial data:

— frequency band of the acoustic signal from 10 to 90 Hz with a mean frequency of 50 Hz;

— duration of the probing signal is 12.5 ms;

— the pressure of the probing signal ranges from 0.2 to 2.5 MPaxm;

— the signal-to-noise ratio at the input of one receiver is 6 dB;

— the spatial attenuation coefficient at a frequency of 50 Hz in water is4 x 10~*dB/km [12, 14, 15];

— the level of sea noise at the input of the receiver at a frequency of 50 Hz in a 1 Hz band under moderate
navigation conditions is 6.3 mPa (50 dB). [12];

— the density of water is 1030 kg/m?3, while that of oil is 835 kg/m? [4];

— the speed of sound in water is 1490 m/s, and in the oil-filled lens, it is 1290 m/s. [14].

The estimation of sound propagation in the ground is carried out by modeling random thin layers with the
probability distributions of their characteristics mentioned above.

The results of solving equation (1) regarding the depth of the lens H;,, by substituting formulas (2)...(17) for
shallow (depth 300 m) and deep (depth 4000 m) conditions are presented in Fig. 2.

3.5
3 =
E
= 25 /
g
g 2 / — 300m
[}
5 1s / — 4000 m
=
g 1 Fig. 2. Dependences for shallow (depth 300 m)
A 0.5 / and deep (depth 4000 m) seas of penetration
/ depth into the ground as a function of the pressure
0 w w w w generated by the hydroacoustic transmitter located
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 at a depth of 100 m when receiving echo signals on

Pressure, MPa a single geophone
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From Fig. 2, it can be inferred that:

— at pressures generated by the probing signal ranging from 0.2 to 2.5 MPaxm, the penetration depth into
the ground varies from 0.25 to 3.2 km;

— the penetration depths of the probing signal into the ground in shallow and deep seas differ insig-
nificantly for two reasons: firstly, the magnitude of spatial attenuation of low-frequency probing signals
in water is negligible, and secondly, energy losses due to the larger wavefront expansion in deep seas are
compensated by the expansion of the lens area from which the probing signal is reflected within its duration
interval;

— for the same reasons, the penetration depths into the ground are practically indistinguishable when using
hydrophones and geophones.

The dependence of the number of layers in the upper soil layer when modeling a thin-layered soil structure
with layer thicknesses uniformly distributed in the range of 50—100 m is shown in Fig. 3.

Figure 4 depicts the dependencies of penetration depth into the soil as a function of the probing signal pres-
sure, calculated for different intervals of soil layer thickness distribution.

100
80

60 /
40 /'J/

20 /

O T T T T T T
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5

Average layer thicknesses, km

Number of layers

Fig. 3. Dependence of the number of layers in the upper layer of the soil when model-
ing the thin-layered structure of the soil
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Fig. 4. The dependence of the depth of penetration into the ground as a function of
the pressure of the probing signal. The colored lines represent intervals of random
thickness for the soil layers
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From the analysis of Fig. 4, it can be inferred that as the thickness of the soil layers increases and, conse-
quently, the number of layers decreases, the depth of penetration into the soil increases. This is explained by
the fact that with a decrease in the number of soil layers, the energy losses of the probing signal decrease, which
occur when crossing the boundaries of each layer.

Obtaining sufficient experimental data from specialized organizations to evaluate the adequacy of the de-
veloped methodology proved to be unattainable. In one of such organizations, it was informally reported that
using a set of pneumatic guns generating a total pressure of about 2.5 MPa, the depth of penetration into the
soil is approximately 3 km. These data align with the calculation results shown in Fig. 2, as well as in Fig. 4 for
soil layer thicknesses in the range of 20—50 m. Hence, it can be inferred that the thicknesses of soil layers with
different physical and chemical parameters lie precisely within this interval.

4. Conclusions

The development of an underwater URC for seismic exploration beneath the ice is a promising direction in
the search for hydrocarbon deposits in the Arctic seas.

Since the creation of such a RC is associated with solving a complex set of technical problems and should
begin with justifying the technical characteristics of each RC element, based on the required depth of pene-
tration into the soil in the working area. To assist in conducting such justification, a methodology has been
developed in the study that allows linking the physico-chemical parameters of seawater and soil in a specific sea
area and the technical characteristics of URC elements with the depth of penetration into the soil during marine
seismic exploration.

It is worth noting that, as the methodology hasn’t undergone testing through comparison with reliable ex-
perimental data, the results obtained using it are indicative.
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