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Seismic First Break Picking in a Higher Dimension
Using Deep Graph Learning

Hongtao Wang, Li Long, Jiangshe Zhang, Xiaoli Wei, Chunxia Zhang, Zhenbo Guo.

Abstract—Contemporary automatic first break (FB) picking
methods typically analyze 1D signals, 2D source gathers, or
3D source-receiver gathers. Utilizing higher-dimensional data,
such as 2D or 3D, incorporates global features, improving the
stability of local picking. Despite the benefits, high-dimensional
data requires structured input and increases computational
demands. Addressing this, we propose a novel approach using
deep graph learning called DGL-FB, constructing a large graph
to efficiently extract information. In this graph, each seismic
trace is represented as a node, connected by edges that reflect
similarities. To manage the size of the graph, we develop a
subgraph sampling technique to streamline model training and
inference. Our proposed framework, DGL-FB, leverages deep
graph learning for FB picking. It encodes subgraphs into global
features using a deep graph encoder. Subsequently, the encoded
global features are combined with local node signals and fed
into a ResUNet-based 1D segmentation network for FB detection.
Field survey evaluations of DGL-FB show superior accuracy and
stability compared to a 2D U-Net-based benchmark method.

Index Terms—First break picking, Seismic data processing,
Graph neural network

I. INTRODUCTION

F IRST break (FB) picking, pivotal for statics corrections
in seismic data processing [1], has seen various automatic

methods like STA/LTA [2], CNN [3], and U-Net architectures
[4], [5]. These techniques, analyzing seismic data samples
across 1D, 2D, and 3D formats, leverage data arrangement
to enhance analytic similarity. For instance, U-Net capitalizes
on the continuous texture of first arrivals in 2D images
for efficient picking. However, limiting data to 2D or 3D
underutilizes the potential of computers for higher-dimensional
observation.

To model seismic data in higher dimensions, we introduce
a novel modeling approach to analyze seismic data on a
graph. Each seismic trace is treated as a node, and edges
are established between nodes based on the near midpoints
of corresponding sources and receivers. From a graph per-
spective, a 2D shot gather is identified as a specific in-
stance of graph sampling, where signals originating from the
same source point and receiver lines constitute a subgraph.
Consequently, graph analysis provides a more generalized
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methodology. While graph neural networks have been applied
in geophysics for tasks like seismic event classification [6]
and attribute regression [7], these models often oversimplify
graph construction, limiting applicability for FB picking and
neglecting global information integration.

Consequently, graph analysis provides a more generalized
methodology. The application of graph neural network theory
in geophysics has gained traction. Researchers have endeav-
ored to construct graphs using the coordinates of source and
receiver points for addressing tasks such as seismic event
classification [6] and seismic attribute regression [7]. In these
approaches, traces are considered as nodes, and edges are
formed among nodes associated with the same source and
adjacent receiver points. Subsequently, graph neural networks
are employed to encode interrelated seismic traces, with the
encoded features directed to a downstream task decoder.
However, the graph construction rules in these methods are
overly simplistic, focusing solely on adjacent picking points
corresponding to the same shot gather. Consequently, these
methods are not directly applicable to the first break picking
task. Notably, when compared to 2D image-based first break
picking methods, the constructed graph lacks the incorporation
of global information to enhance the accuracy of picking
individual traces.

To address this issue, we propose a novel picking framework
using the deep graph learning technique. Specifically, we first
build a huge graph for the whole survey. Second, to boost the
training and inference processes, the subgraphs are sampled
from the huge graph. Third, a graph neural network is built
to encode the global information of the subgraph. Finally,
the combined information of global information and local
information is fed to a ResUNet to obtain the FB. To estimate
the performance, we compared our automatic picking results
with manual picking results and a 2D benchmark method on
a field dataset.

II. METHOD

To tackle the challenge of picking the first break in a higher
dimension, we propose a deep graph learning-based automatic
picking method called DGL-FB. This method incorporates two
techniques: a deep graph convolution encoder and the Re-
sUNet picking header. Specifically, a huge graph is generated
from survey data, with each node representing a trace and
the edges connecting traces with strong correlations. Then,
we sample a series of subgraphs as the input for DGL-FB.
In DGL-FB, the subgraph is initially encoded into a global
feature and then concatenated with the signal of the central

ar
X

iv
:2

40
4.

08
40

8v
1 

 [
cs

.L
G

] 
 1

2 
A

pr
 2

02
4



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2015 2

SAGEConv

Tanh
x3

Global Feature

Deep Graph Encoder ResUNet Picking HeaderSampling Subgraphs to
Boost Training & inference

GNN

A Subgraph

N1 N2 N3 N4 N5 N6 N7 N8

Local Feature:
Traces

Traces

Nodes

Receivers
R2

R3 R1 R5

R4 R6

Sources
S2

S3 S1 S5
S4 S6

Building a Graph on
Seismic Data

Edges
connect nodes with

near midpoints1

ResUNet-1D

Concat

K+1 Nodes K Edges

(K+1) x L
(K+1) x L

(K+1) x 2 x L

Output Vectors
(K+1) x L

Auto-picking FB
K+1

Weighted      Loss

Manual-picking FB

Select a trace (node) Nn

Find K 1-nearest2
traces (nodes) K

Repeat for Each Node

The Subgraph Set

Graph Data Preparation Deep Graph Learning First Break Picking Method
Notes: 1 Midpoints represent the middle points between sources and receivers.
            2 1-nearest nodes are the nodes with the direct connection with the current node.

Fig. 1. A showcase of the FB picking task. The left subfigure shows the FB of a single trace. The right subfigure indicates a high correlation among the FBs
of the adjacent traces. The red dotted box indicates the location of the single-trace signal in the left subfigure.

node. This concatenated feature is then fed into the ResUNet
to produce the final first break picking of the central node.

A. Graph Data Preparation

In mathematics and computer science, an undirected graph
(G) is a collection of nodes (V ) and edges (E) that connect
pairs of nodes: G = (V,E). In the seismic data, we assume
that each trace is a node, and the edges connect the pairs
of the nodes with high correlations. We establish connections
between the traces with nearby midpoints [8]. The ith trace
connects with the traces whose midpoints are the k-nearest
neighbors of the midpoint of the ith trace. Since the trace
number is the million level, the built graph is too huge and
cannot be fed into the memory of the computer to process.
Thus, we have to sample a few subgraphs as the input. In this
study, we sample a node and its K 1-nearest neighbor nodes in
the huge graph as a sample point (or a subgraph). Therefore,
there is K + 1 nodes and K edges in the sampled subgraph.
We repeat this opearation for each node and obtain a subgraph
set.

B. DGL-FB

To process the graph data, we utilize deep graph learning
and propose a novel first break picking framework named
DGL-FB. There are two steps in DGL-FB as shown in
Figure 1. First, a subgraph is encoded as global features.
Second, DGL-FB combines the global features with the local
features (trace signals of the subgraph nodes) and segments
the combined features to first break times.

In the deep graph encoder, we adapt GraphSAGE (SAmple
and aggreGatE) method [9]. Concretely, we choose SAGE-
Conv layer with LSTM aggregator as the basic layer. We
denote hl

v as the representation of node v at the lth layer
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Fig. 2. ResUNet-1D Network Structure

and define h
(0)
v as the trace signal corresponding to the node

v. There are two steps in a SAGEConv layer. First, the
information of adjacent nodes is aggregated using LSTM layer
[10].

h
(l+1)
N (v) ← LSTMl({wuvh

(l)
u ,∀u ∈ N (v)}), (1)

where N (v) represents the set of adjacent nodes of node v,
and wuv denotes the weight of the edge between the node u
and the node v. In this study, we compute the weights based
the midpoint distances:

wuv =
3

4
×
(
1− d2uv

maxu{duv}2

)
, (2)

where we adapt Epanechnikov quadratic kernel method, and
duv is the distance between the midpoints of the node u and the
node v. Second, the aggregated features of adjacent nodes are
combined with the current node v, and fed to a full-connection
layer:

h(l+1)
v ← σ

(
Wl+1 · CONCAT(h(l)

v ,h
(l+1)
N (v) )

)
. (3)
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Fig. 3. Two picking cases of a common shot gather from the test survey Lalor using DGL-FB.

Additionally, since the input signals are time series with
both positive and negative amplitudes, we adapt TanH activa-
tion function to map the feature to range of [-1, 1]:

TanH(z) =
ez − e−z

ez + e−z
. (4)

We repeat the combination of the SAGEConv layer and the
TanH activation layer three times to create the deep graph en-
coder as shown in Figure 1. Ultimately, the encoder produces
comprehensive features for each node, with the length of the
output feature matching the signal of the node.

To integrate global and local features and pick FB, we draw
inspiration from the 2D ResUNet method [11] and introduce
the 1D ResUNet for addressing segmentation problems in
time series data. The combined features (shape = 2 × L) are
first generated by concatenating the global features and the
local features. Then, a 1-D Convolutional layer with kernel
size = 1 maps the features to a tensor with channel = 32.
Subsequently, there are three combination of ResBlock and
the downsampling layer, in which the feature length output
for each combination is reduced by half, while the number
of channels is doubled. In the encoder of ResUNet-1D, there
are three combinations of ResBlocks and upsampling layers,
where the feature length output for each combination is
doubled, while the number of channels is reduced by half.
The upsampled features from the decoder are concatenated
with the features output by the resblock in the encoder, based
on the channels, to enhance the perception of high-frequency
information. Finally, the segmentation of FB (length=L) is
output by a output layer. To supervise the output segmentation,
we adapt the mask of each trace by assigning a value of
0 to pixels occurring before the FB time, and a value of 1
to the remaining pixels. Additionally, we design a weighted
binary cross-entropy (BCE) loss function on a subgraph (K+1
nodes), comprising a primary loss (first item) and an auxiliary
loss (second item):

L(ŷ,y) = (1−λ)·LBCE(ŷ1, y1)+λ·

(
K∑

k=1

wk · LBCE(ŷk, yk)

)
,

(5)
where λ is the weight between the main loss and the auxiliary
loss (0.5 in our study), and wk is the weight of the edge
between the current predicted trace and the kth node used in
Eq. 1.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

We evaluate DGL-FB on a open-source dataset [12], which
includes four field surveys, named Halfmile, Brunswick, Sud-
bury, and Lalor, respectively. In this study, Brunswick and
Sudbury are the training sets, Halfmile is the validation set,
and Lalor is the test set. To maintain consistent input length,
we first apply linear moveout (LMO) correction to trim the
trace to a length of 128. Then, we normalize the cropped
trace to the range of [-1, 1] by dividing it by the absolute
value of the maximum. In the training process, we utilize
the AdamW optimizator [13] with decay rate 1e-4, the initial
learning rate of 1e-2, and a training minibatch size of 256.
We compared our method with the latest 2D U-Net-based
benchmark methods [14]. Compared to the benchmark method
with an accuracy of 76.3%, DGL-FB achieves an accuracy of
81.8%, showing a 7.2% improvement. Additionally, root mean
square error (RMSE) serves as a good measure of picking
stability, and DGL-FB (RMSE=3.24) reduces the RMSE by
99.3% compared to the benchmark method (RMSE=460.0).
We also visualize the picking results of DGL-FB on a common
shot gather as shown in Figure 3. Figure 3 indicates that the
DGL-FB method incorporates global information encoded by
deep graph encoder, resulting in robust picking results that
are nearly identical to manual picking results (Figure 3a),
with some areas even outperforming manual picking results
(Figure 3b).

IV. CONCLUSION

This study introduces a novel picking framework called
DGL-FB. We evaluate the effectiveness of DGL-FB using
field survey datasets and draw the following conclusions. 1)
Seismic data can be considered as graph data, and it can be
encoded using graph neural network methods to capture the
shared global information of subgraphs. 2) The ResUNet-1D
technique in DGL-FB effectively integrates global and local
features, providing robust FB picking values. 3) The experi-
mental results demonstrate that our method achieves a higher
picking accuracy compared to the current 2D benchmark
picking method. Furthermore, DGL-FB maintains a higher
picking rate while ensuring accuracy.
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AI Institute for providing the open datasets.

REFERENCES
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