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On January 15, 2022, at 04:14:45 (UTC), the Hunga Tonga-Funga Ha’apai, a submarine
volcano in the Tongan archipelago in the southern Pacific Ocean, erupted and generated
global seismic, shock, and electromagnetic waves, which also reached Japan, situated
more than 8,000 km away. KAGRA is a gravitational wave telescope located in an
underground facility in Kamioka, Japan. It has a wide variety of auxiliary sensors to
monitor environmental disturbances which obstruct observation of gravitational waves.
The effects of the volcanic eruption were observed by these environmental sensors both
inside and outside of the underground facility. In particular, the shock waves made it
possible to evaluate the transfer functions from the air pressure wave in the atmosphere
to the underground environmental disturbances (air pressure and seismic motion).
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1. The KAGRA gravitational wave observatory and its environmental monitoring
systems

KAGRA [1, 2] is a laser interferometric gravitational wave detector with two arms, 3 km long,

constructed in Kamioka, Japan. In contrast to other gravitational wave detectors, such as

LIGO [3], Virgo [4], and GEO [5], KAGRA has been built in an underground facility to avoid

and filter noise sources caused by human activities, seismic disturbances, and meteorological

phenomena. For example, seismic noise can be reduced by approximately a factor ofO(102) at

underground facilities compared with the surface above 1 Hz [6]. Figure 1 shows a schematic

of the KAGRA experimental site. The X- and Y-arms of KAGRA are rotated −30° in the

east and north directions, respectively. The Z-direction is defined as the vertically upward

direction. The underground depth in vertical is 200 m for the corner station (CS) and 450 m

for the X- and Y-end. One access tunnel connects the entrance in the Atotsu area to the CS

and the other connects the outside in the Mozumi area to the Y-end station. There is no

access tunnel nor ventilation shaft to the X-end and the fresh air is provided through the

X-arm tunnel. The office building is located in the Mozumi area, outside the tunnel.
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X-endY-end
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Fig. 1 An image of the KAGRA experimental site and the names of each location.

As a gravitational wave detector is highly delicate and the targeted signals are very small, it

is extremely important to monitor and study the environmental disturbances quantitatively

and exhaustively, despite the underground facility being quieter and more stable relative

to the surface. Physical environmental monitoring (PEM) for the gravitational wave obser-

vation involves monitoring such noise, utilizing seismometers, accelerometers, microphones,

magnetometers, etc.. Details of the KAGRA PEM are reported in the cited literature [2, 7].

The target frequency of gravitational wave observation is 5–5000 Hz [1], and it is necessary

to mitigate any noise in this range. Although frequencies lower than 1 Hz are not used in
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the current astrophysical analysis, this frequency band is also important for performing the

interferometer operation. This is because the distance between the mirrors of the interferom-

eter must be maintained to an accuracy of a few hundred pico-meters for the resonant state.

Low-frequency vibrations (< 20 Hz) affect the control of the suspensions and interferometer.

The environmental sensors used in this study are summarized in Table 1, and the loca-

tions of the experimental areas are shown in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2, with red markers for the

underground and cyan markers for the outside of the tunnel.

Table 1 List of the environmental sensors used in this study.

Sensor type Product name Catalog f range Location

Seismometer Nanometrics Trillium 120QA 10 mHz–10 Hz CS, X-end, Y-end

Microphone ACO 4152N 20 Hz–20 kHz CS

Infrasound sensor SAYA INF01LE 0.3 mHz–6 Hz Office

Barometer SAYA INF01LE DC–1 Hz Office

Barometer Davis Vantage Pro2 DC (1 min/S) Entrance

Barometer Vaisala BAROCAP PTB110 DC X-arm 500 m

Magnetometer Bartington Mag-13MCL100 DC–3 kHz Y-end
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Fig. 2 Longitude and latitude for each location. The red markers are underground (CS, X-

arm 500 m, X-end, and Y-end) and the cyan markers are outside (office at Mozumi, entrance

at Atotsu).
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2. Environmental signals from the Tonga volcano eruption observed at the
KAGRA observatory

On January 15, 2022, at 04:14:45 (UTC), the undersea volcano of Hunga Tonga-Funga

Ha’apai erupted (lat. 20.546°S, lon. 175.390°W, ±8.1 km, and VEI1 6) [8–11]. The impulsive

shock wave caused by the volcanic eruption transformed into long-period air pressure waves

and were observed worldwide. These waves also reached Japan, travelling more than 8,000 km

from the Tonga volcano, over the Pacific Ocean, and were observed as disturbances in the

air pressure [12–14].

These signals emanating from the volcanic eruption were observed by the environmental

sensors of KAGRA, not only outside the tunnel, but also within the underground facility.

Figure 3 summarizes the eruption signals monitored by the environmental sensors of the

KAGRA. Clear signals were detected by the magnetometer moments after the eruption, by

the seismometers several minutes later, and subsequently in the seismometers, infrasound

sensors, and barometers, approximately 7 h later. The details of each sensor and its detected

signals are presented in this section, and a combined analysis of the sensors is discussed in

the next section.

2.1. Seismic signals

Tri-axial seismometers (Nanometrics Trillium 120QA [15]) monitoring seismic speeds are

located at the CS, X-end, and Y-end inside the tunnel. Their axes are aligned to the coordi-

nates of KAGRA, resulting in a total of nine seismic channels. Figure 4 shows a magnified

view of the time series of the seismometers (average of the three locations for each direc-

tion), with the 20–90 mHz band passed. Regarding the seismic wave signal, motion along

the Z-direction was detected approximately 12 min after the eruption and that along the

X/Y-direction approximately 22 min after the eruption. The arrival times of the P -wave

and the S-wave were expected to be 11 min and 21 min, respectively, as calculated by

Obspy 1.3.0 with the iasp91 model [16]. These values are consistent with the observed

values. The observed S-wave is smaller in vertical compared with horizontal as expected,

because it is a transverse wave and comes from downside to upside. The typical frequency of

the seismic body wave from this eruption is reported to be 30–80 mHz [17], which is much

lower than that of typical earthquakes (order 1 Hz). Thus, it is confirmed that the seismic

signals observed at the KAGRA site originated from the eruption.

The time series of the 10-100 mHz band-limited RMS for every 1min for each channel of

the seismometers is shown in Fig. 5. The top and bottom parts focus on the time windows for

seismic waves and air pressure waves, respectively. t = 0 on the horizontal axis represents the

eruption time. The red, green, and blue colored lines represent the X-, Y-, and Z-directions,

respectively. Regarding the brightness, the deep, intermediate, and light colors represent

the CS, X-end, and Y-end locations, respectively. The seismic wave signals were almost the

same in each direction, independent of the location. The air pressure wave signals exhibited

properties different from those of the seismic waves. They significantly varied among the

locations and were similar in the horizontal directions, X- and Y-, at each location.

1 Volcanic Explosivity Index
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Fig. 3 The summary of the eruption signals monitored by the environmental sensors of

KAGRA. 1st panel: The seismic speed with 10-100 mHz band-pass filter monitored by the

seismometers inside the tunnel. 2nd panel: Infrasound monitored outside and inside of the

tunnel. 3rd panel: Absolute air pressure monitored outside and inside of the tunnel. 4th

panel: 6–9 Hz band limited RMS for the magnetometer at the Y-end.
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channel of the seismometer. Top: the seismic wave, Bottom: the atmospheric wave.
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Figure 6 shows the amplitude spectral densities (ASDs) of the seismometers for three time

windows: pre-eruption (as background data), seismic wave signal, and air pressure wave

signal. The frequency response of this seismometer (see Appendix A.1) has been corrected.

Their UTC times are summarized in Table 2. The conspicuous peak at 0.2 Hz is the micro-

seismic motion induced by the ocean waves, which is independent of the eruption signal. The

seismic signal (soil brown lines) has a peak at approximately 0.05 Hz, and the air pressure

signal (sky blue lines) has a distribution below 0.07 Hz.
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Fig. 6 The ASDs of the seismometers for the background data (gray), the seismic wave

signal (brown), and the air pressure wave signal (sky blue). Dotted lines are Peterson’s

NHNM and NLNM [18].

Table 2 UTC time for calculating the ASDs in Fig. 6.

Timing Start End

pre-Eruption 2022-01-15 00:00:00 2022-01-15 04:14:45

Seismic wave signal 2022-01-15 04:35:00 2022-01-15 06:00:00

Acoustic wave signal 2022-01-15 11:30:00 2022-01-15 13:30:00
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2.2. Air pressure signals

Infrasound includes acoustic waves in the lower frequency range less than 20 Hz, and below

the human hearing range (20 Hz to 20 kHz). It can be used to understand various geophys-

ical phenomena, such as volcanic eruptions, tsunamis, earthquakes, landslides, meteorites

entering the atmosphere, and various man-made noises (wind power generation, explosions,

nuclear tests, etc.). The infrasound sensor (SAYA INF01LE [19, 20]) operates in an office

building on the ground surface. It can monitor the infrasound in the frequency range of

0.3 mHz–6 Hz, and dynamic range of 134.2 dB (±733.4 Pa) with a resolution of 0.19 mPa

and low-noise (7 mPa rms). It also has a barometer for monitoring the absolute pressure.

The band-limited time series of the infrasound sensor (10−1–1 Hz band and 10−2–10−1 Hz

band) and barometer (10−3–10−2 Hz band and 10−4–10−3 Hz band) of the INF01LE located

in the office are shown in Fig. 7. Their spectrogram is shown in Fig. 9. The Lamb waves of

the Earth’s atmosphere were observed around 11:30 UTC, and an atmospheric gravity wave

in the milli-Hz range was observed for a long time. This is consistent with other reports

from Japan [12–14]. The small transient disturbances in the higher frequency bands that

appeared before the arrival of the air pressure wave signal are understood to be caused by

human activities, such as opening/closing doors in the building.
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Fig. 7 The band-limited time series of the infrasound sensor (1st and 2nd panels) and the

barometer (3rd and 4th panels) of the SAYA INF01LE located in the office.

Figure 9 shows the ASDs of the infrasound sensor (solid lines, over 3× 10−3 Hz) and

barometer (dotted lines, below 1× 10−2 Hz) of the INF01LE in the office. Each color cor-

responds to the time of the background (gray) and the eruption’s main signal (blue). For

the infrasound sensor, the eruption signal was detected below 0.5 Hz larger than the back-

ground noise. The ASD of the barometer was limited by the sensor noise at 10 Pa/
√

Hz

for a background signal above 3× 10−3 Hz. However, the eruption signal was larger than

the background signal over 10−4 Hz, which was consistent with the infrasound sensor at

approximately 10−2 Hz. In the following analysis, the infrasound sensor signal used was
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Fig. 8 The spectrogram of the SAYA INF01LE located in the office.

over 1× 10−2 Hz, and the barometer signal, below this frequency, as the air pressure signal

measured in the office.
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Fig. 9 The ASDs of the SAYA INF01LE located in the office. solid lines : infrasound

sensor, dotted lines : barometer. Gray : background, blue : the eruption main signal, black

: sensor noise.

Two other barometers were operating at the entrance of the KAGRA tunnel (1 min sam-

pling) and at the X-arm (1 sec sampling), 500 m from the CS. The time series of these

barometers are plotted in the 3rd panel of Fig. 3. A transient pressure disturbance of 2 Pa was

observed in all barometers, which is consistent with numerous other reports in Japan [12–14].

At the underground experimental site of KAGRA, there are about 20 microphones, which

are sensitive to audible sound (20 Hz–20 kHz). One of them, located in the CS, is connected
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to a low-frequency amplifier and has a sensitivity range down to approximately 10 mHz.

During the gravitational wave observation run of KAGRA, the correlation between the low-

frequency microphone and the gravitational wave channel caused by the infrasound from the

wind excitation and disturbances outside the tunnel has been reported [21]. The frequency

response of this system (microphone and amplifier) applied to the following analysis was

provided by the manufacturing company, as summarized in the appendix. A.2.

Figure 10 shows the time series of the infrasound sensor at the office (blue) and in the

KAGRA CS (purple) with a 0.05–0.5 Hz bandpass filter. The difference was approximately

a factor of 10.
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Fig. 10 The time series of the infrasound sensor in the office (blue, outside of the tunnel)

and in the KAGRA CS (purple, underground) with 0.05–0.5 Hz band pass filter.

The ASDs of the air pressure signal (from 11:00 to 15:00 UTC) are summarized in Fig. 11.

In the following parts of this paper, the same time window is adopted for the analysis of air

pressure signals. They are almost the same level below 10−2 Hz, but reduced in the tunnel

over this frequency.

2.3. Magnetic signals

This volcanic eruption induced multiple lightning strokes, and electromagnetic waves were

emitted [22, 23]. The Schumann resonance, which is a global electromagnetic resonance with

frequencies of 7.8 Hz, 14.1 Hz, 20.3 Hz, and so on, is generated and excited by lightning

discharges in the cavity formed by the Earth’s surface and ionosphere. Although the typical

amplitude of the Schumann resonance is approximately 1 pT/
√

Hz, which is less than the

noise level of the used magnetometer (2 pT/
√

Hz for each channel), it becomes larger inside

the tunnel than outside [24, 25] and is detected by the triaxial magnetometer (Bartington

Mag-13MCL100 [26]) located at the Y-end. The same magnetometers are also located at

the CS and X-end, but they are not sensitive to the Schumann resonance due to the local

magnetic field noise generated by the infrastructure.

Figure 12 depicts the ASDs of the magnetometer at the KAGRA Y-end, just before (gray)

and after (red) the eruption time of 04:14:45 UTC. The ratios are plotted in the bottom panel.
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Fig. 11 The ASDs of the air pressure signal (from 11:00 to 15:00 UTC) for the air pressure

sensors used in this work.

The first mode and third mode of the Schumann resonance increased after the eruption, but

other frequencies originating from the local magnetic noise did not. Figure 13 shows the time

series of the RMS for the frequency bands corresponding to the 1st (red) and the 3rd (green)

modes of the Schumann resonance and out of resonance (gray) for every 1 min. The RMS

at the resonant frequencies increased immediately after the eruption without delay. This

means that the magnetic signal came directly from Tonga and was not induced locally by

the seismic motion (it arrived with a 10 minutes delay and its frequency was below 0.1 Hz).

The same phenomenon was also observed at other locations, for example, New Zealand [27].

3. Evaluation for the transfer functions from the outside air pressure to the
underground environments

When signal y(t) is completely determined by another signal x(t), the linear transfer function

H(f) is defined by its Fourier modes, as follows:

H(f) =
ỹ(f)

x̃(f)
, (1)

where x̃(f) and ỹ(f) are the (discrete) Fourier transformations of x(t) and y(t), respectively.

If y also contains contributions other than x, then the transfer function can be evaluated as:

H(f) =
〈x(t), y(t)〉
〈x(t), x(t)〉

, (2)

where 〈·, ·〉 is the cross spectral density (CSD) of the two time series. By using the trans-

fer function, the contribution of x in y can be derived as y = H ∗ x in the time domain

(convolution) or in the frequency domain (multiplication).

In this section, the transfer functions from the outside air pressure to the underground

environment are evaluated for the air pressure signal (from 11:00 to 15:00 UTC).
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(red) and the 3rd (green) modes of the Schumann resonance and out of resonance (gray),

for every 1 minutes.

3.1. To the underground air pressure

Figure 14 shows the transfer functions from the outside air pressure (in the office) to the

underground air pressure (KAGRA X-arm, CS). In the X-arm, the amplitude is almost

unity and the phase is almost 0° below 7 mHz. An anti-resonance at 28 mHz and resonant

frequency at 57 mHz were observed, and these frequencies were consistent with the expected

12/28



frequencies (f = v/4L or f = v/2L) calculated from the tunnel length (L = 3 km) and sonic

speed (v = 340 m/s).

In the CS, the amplitude is about 1/10 and the phase is almost proportional to the fre-

quency with a time-shift of 14.5 seconds for 40–200 mHz. The phase plot on the linear scale

and its approximation with the time-shift model are shown in Fig. E1.
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Fig. 14 The bode plot of the transfer functions from the outside air pressure measured

in the office to the underground air pressure measured in the X-arm (orange) and in the CS

(purple).

3.2. To the underground seismometers

Figure 15 shows the transfer functions from the outside air pressure (in the office) to seis-

mometers located underground. The red, green, and blue lines represent the X-, Y-, and

Z-directions, respectively, while the deep, intermediate, and light colors represent the CS,

X-end, and Y-end locations, respectively.

The amplitude is the largest at the CS and smallest at the X-end in the horizontal direction

(X- and Y-directions) and at the same level in the vertical direction (Z-direction). The phase

plot suggests that the motions of same direction have similar phases for all places, and the Y-

direction motion is inverted with respect to the X- and Z-motions. The frequency dependence

of the phases can be described using a time-shift model, as shown in Fig. E2 for frequencies

of 10–50 Hz.
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Fig. 15 The bode plot of the transfer functions from the outside air pressure measured in

the office to the underground seismic speeds measured in each stations of KAGRA tunnel.

3.3. Discussion of the phase

To estimate the time shift between the outside air pressure and underground sensors from

the phase of the transfer functions (Fig. E1 and Fig. E2), they are plotted in Fig. 16 as

a function of the distance from the volcano, calculated using GRS80. The values of the time

shift were approximately proportional to the distance from the volcano, with a horizontal

propagation speed of 220m/s. This value is similar to that for acoustic waves turning from the

lower thermosphere (approximately 230 m/s) [12]. This result suggests that the outside air

pressure waves directly affect the underground environment through the mountain ground,

rather than by passing through the tunnel from the entrance. The position dependence of

the amplitude, largest at the CS and smallest at the X-end in the horizontal direction, can be

understood to be caused by the topography of the mountain and the KAGRA experimental

site (Figure 1), as the CS is situated at the edge of the mountain and is easily caused by

the outside air pressure. A valley exists near the Y-end. The mountain continues over the

X-end, where it is more difficult to cause the ground motion.

4. Conclusion and further prospects

In this study, the environmental signals (seismic waves, air-pressure waves, and electro-

magnetic waves) caused by the volcanic eruption of the Hunga Tonga-Funga Ha’apai were

monitored underground and outside of Kamioka on January 15, 2022. The transfer functions

from the outside air pressure to the underground environment were evaluated, and the prop-

agation method was discussed. The air pressure wave was reduced by approximately 1/10

around 0.1 Hz but not below 0.01 Hz in the underground experimental area of KAGRA. It is
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Fig. 16 Relations between the distance from the Hunga Tonga-Funga Ha’apai volcano

to the sensors location and the time-shift from the outside air pressure to the underground

environments. The gray dashed line is corresponding to the horizontal propagation speed of

220 m/s.

suggested that the seismic motion is directly affected by the outside air pressure through the

mountain ground rather than that passing through the tunnel from the entrance, and the

level appears to be dependent on the topography. The position dependence of the seismic

motion at the KAGRA site, which is relatively quiet at the X-end compared with the CS

and Y-end, was also reported in our previous study [28]. This was attributed to the X-end

not having any exit tunnel, but this hypothesis turned out to be unlikely the case.

While an eruption of this magnitude is a rare event (deemed as a ”once in a century occur-

rence”), these results indicate the importance of monitoring the air pressure both inside and

outside the tunnel, not only for transient events such as volcanic eruptions, but also normal

conditions. These frequency regions are much lower than those of the gravitational wave

signals targeted by the KAGRA. However, it is also important to consider them, because

the lower-frequency vibration affects the control of suspensions and the interferometer. The

types of infrasound sensors and barometers used in this study were different from each other,

making it difficult to compare the data fairly, wherein, even cross-calibration (see Appen-

dices A, B, and C) was performed later. For a deeper understanding of the properties of

the KAGRA experimental site against air pressure waves, it is worth adding more sensors,

both inside and outside the tunnel. A geophysical interferometer (GIF) is an asymmetric

Michelson interferometer with a 1.5 km-arm and a 50 cm-arm, which has been specifically

designed to measure the ground displacements (strains) along the KAGRA X-arm [7]. The

analysis of the GIF data for this volcanic eruption event is also ongoing.

This study is of benefit to future ground-based gravitational wave detectors. For example,

third-generation detectors for gravitational waves with 10 km long arms, such as the Einstein

Telescope (ET) [29] in Europe and ZAIGA [30] in China, are being planned for underground

operation, as in KAGRA. An important inference from this study is that for the purpose of
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reducing seismic motions caused by atmospheric phenomena, constructing an experimental

site below level ground might be better alternative to that beneath a mountain. The other

example of further plan is the torsion-bar antenna (TOBA) [31, 32], which is designed to

observe gravitational waves of 10 mHz–1 Hz. The infrasound caused by a volcanic eruption

overlaps with the targeted frequency range of TOBA and can directly contribute to noise.

For these further detectors, it has been pointed out that atmospheric infrasound causes

Newtonian noise and limits the sensitivity of gravitational wave observations [33]. The

development of infrasound monitoring techniques may be a key solution to this issue.
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A. Frequency response of the sensors : Design specification

A.1. Trillium 120 seismometer

The transfer function of an Trillium 120 from 10−3 Hz to 300 Hz is provided by Nanometrics

Inc. as followings:

H(f) = 3.080× 105 ×
5∏

m=1

(s− zm)

/
7∏

n=1

(s− pn), (A1)

s = 2πif,

z1 = z2 = 0,

z3 = −90,

z4 = −160.7,

z5 = −3108,

p1,2 = −0.03852± 0.03658i,

p3 = −178,

p4,5 = −135± 160i,

p6,7 = −671± 1154i,

Figure A1 is the bode-plot.
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Fig. A1 The bore plot of the frequency response of a Trillium120, provided by

Nanometrics Inc.
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A.2. ACO 4152NHA infrasound microphone

The transfer function of an ACO 4152NHA microphone with an amplifier (ACO

TYPE5006/4 low-frequency) over 0.1 Hz is provided by ACO CO., LTD. as followings:

H(f) = 39602018.6s6

/
8∑

n=0

ans
n, (A2)

s = 2πif,

a0 = 2729.8,

a1 = 102858.6,

a2 = 1304001.5,

a3 = 7990949.6,

a4 = 26646639.7,

a5 = 48583966.6,

a6 = 9402975.6,

a7 = 8849.2,

a8 = 1.

Figure A2 is the bode-plot. It is extrapolated below 0.1 Hz with dotted lines.
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Fig. A2 The bore plot of the frequency response of an ACO4152NHA, provided by ACO

CO., LTD. It is extrapolated below 0.1 Hz with dotted lines.
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B. Cross-calibration for the microphones, infrasound sensors, and barometers

To compare the air pressure signals from the eruption observed by the different sensors,

cross-calibration of all the microphones, infrasound sensors, and barometers was done in

the office. Figure B1 shows the ASDs for all sensors that were located close together and

measured simultaneously. The analog signals of ACO 4152NHA, ACO 4152N, SAYA INF03,

and VAISALA PTB110 were recorded using a GRAPHTEC GL980 data logger with 200 Hz

sampling. For ACO 4152NHA (green) and ACO 4152N (purple), the raw ASDs converted

from V to Pa with constant calibration factors (1 mV/Pa and 20 mV/Pa, respectively) are

plotted as dotted lines and the ASDs corrected using Eq. (A2) are plotted as solid lines. In

this section, the frequency response and noise level were evaluated using this dataset.
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Fig. B1 The ASDs for each air pressure sensor (microphones, infrasound sensors, and

barometers) located close and measured simultaneously in the office.

B.1. ACO 4152N microphone

The frequency response of an ACO 4152N microphone, which is used in the KAGRA CS, was

evaluated based on the ACO 4152NHA infrasound microphone, and Eq. (2). Figure B2 shows

a Bode plot, which is almost unity, and Eq. (A2) can be applied to the ACO 4152N. The

structures around 10 Hz, 20–30 Hz, and 50–70 Hz are due to the fact that the signal-to-noise

ratio (SNR) of ACO 4157NHA was not good (see the next section) and was negligible.
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Fig. B2 The bore plot of the frequency response of the ACO 4152N, evaluated based on

the ACO 4152NHA.

B.2. SAYA INF03 infrasoundsensor

SAYA INF03 is an infrasound sensor for 0.1–1000 Hz produced by SAYA Inc. This sensor

was not used for the main part of this study, but was tested for the convenience of further

studies. The frequency response of ACO 4152NHA is shown in Fig. B3.

Fig. B3 The bore plot of the frequency response of the SAYA INF03, evaluated based on

the ACO 4152NHA.
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B.3. SAYA INF01 infrasoundsensor

The frequency response of the SAYA INF01 infrasound sensor was evaluated based on the

ACO 4152NHA over 0.05 Hz and based on the VAISALA PTB110 barometer below 0.1 Hz.

As it becomes unity at 10−2–10−1 Hz when multiplied by a factor of 1.4, this factor is applied

in other sections of this paper.

Fig. B4 The bore plot of the frequency response of the SAYA INF01LE infrasound sensor,

evaluated based on the ACO 4152NHA and the VAISALA PTB110.

C. Noise level of the microphones, infrasound sensors, and barometers

C.1. ACO 4152N microphone

The noise level of ACO 4152N is evaluated using the following procedure: Two sensors of

the same model work in close proximity, and the differential signal of their time series is

recognized as their noise (×2), with the assumption that their individual differences are

small. The orange line in Fig. C1 shows the result, and the black dotted line represents its

approximation.

C.2. ACO 4152NHA and SAYA INF03 infrasound microphones

The PSD of the noise level Py,noise(f) in a sensor y(t) can be evaluated using two reference

sensors x1(t), x2(t) when their SNR are sufficiently good,

Py,noise(f) = Py(f)−
∣∣∣∣〈x1(t), y(t)〉 〈y(t), x2(t)〉

〈x1(t), x2(t)〉

∣∣∣∣ , (C1)

Py(f) = 〈y(t), y(t)〉 . (C2)
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Figure C2 shows the self-noise results of ACO 4152NHA and SAYA INF03 evaluation using

this method and two references (ACO 4152N).
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Fig. C1 The PSDs of the ACO 4152N signal (blue), evaluated self noise (orange), and its

approximation (black) measured in the office.

C.3. SAYA INF01LE infrasound sensor

Because there are no good reference sensors covering the frequency range of the SAYA

INF01 infrasound sensor, the coherence (defined in Eq.(D1)) was used to estimate the self-

noise. In the PSD of the SAYA INF01LE infrasound sensor signal P (f), the components

that are coherent with another sensor can be written as γ2(f) · P (f) and the remaining

components [1− γ2(f)] · P (f) are incoherent. The envelope of the incoherent components

can be understood as self-noise. Figure C3 shows the result of the self-noise estimation for

the SAYA INF01LE infrasound sensor.
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Fig. C2 The PSDs of the ACO 4152NHA (top) and the SAYA INF03 (bottom) signals

(blue), evaluated self noises (orange), and their approximation (black) measured in the office.

D. Coherence

The coherence γ(f) for two time series x(t), y(t) is defined as

γ2x,y(f) =
| 〈x(t), y(t)〉 |2

〈x(t), x(t)〉 〈y(t), y(t)〉
, (D1)

and it shows the ratio of the common signal in x and y.
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Fig. C3 Top: Coherence between the SAYA INF01LE and ACO 4152N or VAISALA

PTB110. Bottom: The PSDs of the SAYA INF01LE signal (blue), evaluated incoherent signal

with ACO 4152N (purple) and with VAISALA PTB110 (orange), and the approximated self
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E. TF phase and Time shift model
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Fig. D1 The coherence of the air pressure between inside and outside of the tunnel for

the eruption signal.
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motions for the eruption signal.
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Fig. E1 The phase of the transfer function of air pressure from the outside to KAGRA

CS in the liner scale.
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Fig. E2 The phase of the transfer function from the outside air pressure to the

underground seismic motions in the liner scale.
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