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Abstract: In recent years, Deep Learning has made remarkable strides in various seismological domains, including earthquake
detection and phase picking, event classification, P-wave first-motion polarity determination, and earthquake focal mechanism
inversion. It is increasingly emerging as a key driver in the intelligent transformation of seismic data processing. This paper
systematically reviews the major advancements in the application of deep learning within seismology, with a particular focus on the
development and implementation of large-scale seismological models over the past two years. Furthermore, it summarizes the latest
achievements in scientific discovery enabled by artificial intelligence in seismology. On this basis, the paper identifies current technical
bottlenecks and challenges faced by deep learning in seismological applications, such as data quality, model architecture, evaluation
systems, and the role of Al in facilitating scientific discovery. Finally, it provides an outlook on future trends, aiming to offer
systematic reference and guidance for related research.
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Fig. 4 CNN model architecture for earthquake discrimination
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and Polarity, APP), Hi 4wty . MG #s A28 2l hl,
HARFG & 6a Firzs o 25 R4 5 S50 A 0 550 1
FESTHT R DALE, AL PR 4 s T B A
E, it P Uk BN AR SR PR RER . 7EH AR S
B R e or ey B B v Y R BLOL = (& 6b), f
T T ARSI LU RN B XS A 1 T B M RE

Han et al.(2025) #14 RPNet(Robust P-wave First-
motion Polarity Determination Network)#f& %I , 4% &
Inception B 5 1 2 ML, 80 2 R & B 42
WICANTT, 351 AZERER & Dropout F AR &L E
P, 78 € [E PR A H A Hi-net #(54E P I B B FfAL
W 0.5 s BYIEOL T UESE T H ol S 5 5 A E .
PhaseNet+#5 i (Zhu et al., 2025b) i# it ZAT-45 HELLHL
B AHAA B, WD SR ) 5 R A OCEK, 7E 2019 4F
Ridgecrest J7 81 i A= il i b 7% H 5% AR 48 ik 2 4
W 73%~81% By AT, 456 MBS s 5 S e = IR AL
HIfFECRAETE 2 SCSN H 1 4 fi%5.

R P U B F A A1, TR EE A 2] 7 MR BB
FCE R R B R R VR AL A Y G T 1)
Kuang et al.(2021)4& i i FMNet(Focal Mechanism
Network ) B 751 3 35 #1022 KV 25, kg 1 o b
= R URALH Y S T HESR . Wang et al.(2024)#
Y Z24E 5527 > SR IEHL 9 2% MTFMN (Multi-Task
Focal Mechanism Network )i 373 #4 32 35 FH 1 28 ) 25
(CNN) ., B A BHE 12 M 4% (Bi-LSTM) 5 [ 1 3
JIHL (Self-Attention) Y 52 G284, [ 21 1#EIR G
LA (MMOE ) SE 8l 84T 55 A 43 L, 7E 0% B3 b
R S S I N FRAIL 1) 24 SR R s, 3 e B e AKX B
PEALHR IR A RE 7, 76 T 7% b 2 S0l Jj 9 1S
LN 7o LU, B XL GE A% 8 2 S 8
PR AT B AGE DL RO RCRAE R, Song
et al.(2025 ) Transformer 22445 AGZUEHLH iz 15 12
&, #2H FocoNet 127, 38 8 [ 1 & 1L 2% > A R]
B R G R, Rk TG0 7 BB 6 ST
1R B, DK PRI B AR M . 23 E S/P IRIR LL
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POEAT W L LA S 5 il AR B AR AR 2 T il 20T
= LAY token [ 5 A VERR A E R IR ML SR T 4
T2
24 HIEF KRR A

EN T A 40, KR 191 25 45 78 (Large Pre-
trained Models, LPMs)ifl % 5 %& T 15 i 22 B S 20
Fgd . BB E TR T G2 500 R 2 >
R o X ISR o T W ek B M e o A
F ARG T AR, THRHLAN 8 A5 U B SR K A R
RIS IE RS 22 2 e ) . RAEHGR SO, 34
B — R FNL T TE X R | SOA . MR oo 4
AT RAR TS84, 4045 SeisT, SeisCLIP, SeisLM,
Prime-DP. SeisMoLLM & “ifi I M 7 il S5 A AR A

1R G R B 2 > HEBRAE F A4 3 S RN AR IR AL 2 1
SR AT S5 A5 AU N 2 v TR I o 000 s Sl o DX sl i
Wz kAR )1 Z BRI IR BE (S et al,, 2024), JT4F
o, bR AT o SIS AT RS . AT 55 PRI 2 A
O3 A 2 SRR, &R — R T IRE
2R R AT GRpi iy, B E P T T RS B s 4 PR
e 5T 5 E Bk

SeisT(Li et al., 2024) B RURE T ZAE 55 Bk & 2
220k, i A LSRR PR U U S BT T R, 3
B AR R IR SRR T = KOS
FETINEHLIX 2 000 S HEFRFAFAY SRR 5T R W, 1%
B AR 5 o A (1R 25 FP LB & 2.1 km, RE G TN
Y XTiR2EEHITE 0.3 LA

SeisCLIP(Si et al., 2024 ) A5 7 37 % Ji e filt 45 74
AudioCLIP(Guzhov et al., 2021) 8 %, T EHi=5
55 1 7% AR B P AR A SRR, A A R
B ERAE 5 3R A SR VRS BE T X He I 2k, 4
T A7 Transformer g i 4% 5 £ 2 B AHIHL (MLP)
R A3 S BEA) B S il R 2 A FE SRR
SENE SR IRALE AT ST 55 oh, A AL o O | RF
TEVREE B N SR N2 =T S w4 BUAS I T S A B 1)
PERE, JUHAE AT 55 R I B

SeisLM(Liu et al., 2024)FERIFY #E | M9 43
Bt B W 27 2 HESR, SR A AR 2% (ConvNet) i fith
5. A S Transformer 4 it 85 1952 G 4244,
T LA K bR HE RS A A E AR S I PR AE
2 2] o AR RITE KRR Hb A2 A5 b i Pl 5
B, TES ARSI | AR TR R AH S ) R i -
R AT 55 v AR RLBR, A B R s i 37 5
TFERAE T A MBIy iz A ST, o R T

B PPAG B TR AR A%

Prime-DP (45 75 75 45, 2025 )6 0 A ok e 3k £ b
IR A AR K IR M R A 24 LR,
I TR ) MK L5 B 262 SRR B Se AR R
Ak, SCREE IR BoR, % PR R N 79.4%
FETH 2 94.8%, TEREE AL Ge A A L 545 (STFT)
FRAE TR 73, 88 T T S AU AE 2 e b iR A5 5
SR Bz A RS

SeisMoLLM(Wang et al., 2025)# R A1] T b=
AV 45 3 1) 5 A A 1 A% B 2, SR LoRA(Low-
Rank Adaptation) 50§ %t GPT-2 #7280 (K 7),
1L F 10% B9l %2 %0 AE DiTing 55 STEAD W k%L
P b S PBS B AS FRAIE 2% 2] - 7 DiTing 1 STEAD
B A ) B A T R A5 LT 5 R
3 SOTA (state-of-the-art) £ GE, 43 T PFAkF5 br 36
Wk, DREA S 2] 50 F Iz ALBE 32T 10%~
50%. ZHAIE 4 5K GPU K EilllZk 2 K, B RARLI|
SREETR R B ) AR A28 T AR FEAER 90% LA Lo

T MR I KRR (X E, 2025) R ] MAE
(Masked Auto Encoder )4 RZEH, KT “ 3 0T 7 £ P
VAT, B RO BT i s
T AETRE . BBE T 0.1 B SR A T pl 22
PO 265 5% Ut 1 R S B R A 7 2%, SR T e
AU 5 HR T 5 A Sh Ak B
25 AIEBREZNRIZEEZHN

N T2 REIR & i BL2# 4 5% (Al for Science )i i
A FRIC AR BB A AR 22 S HoR, TE 20
5% BEOHEGE  THRBIL S B 9Kk 2h DU KA Y
JEah By g T ALY RS S IO AE
. (Al4Science) o X — 715 2l 1o kAL A 5 9y B
FMEIEAL, CESRREYEY: . AR
IR 5 A 1 2 Jo , LA b 5 2 S A 07 P B A
AT 2SR

AT IR i 0 HE R R H SRR T T 5 Ak
PROR, AR T A% 50 7 e LU HE A TR 51 ) 2%
FRIE, A MR A9 TRRE TR B R 48 . — 2y
JZ LA T 25 2 i M 2 B (swarm) Bisf 2 3 AL AL i 1) 56
LA, X T 7 RS A B 1 PP A 1 T
P BA EE R L, Ross et al.(2020) R FIRE 27 >
RURA ) 25 70 W3R R H SR Xt 56 B e 3 DU 41 7%
REIE S RGNS AT, W2 X A 2540 | o
FRIE B LTS il 55 — 24 i 22 20 PR R I sl A5 0
ez ORI R . PR — 2R, WiEW B8
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Fig. 7 Archite
P2 KA 1) 235 1 S o e B o 1 Y W 8 35 el AR AR
FEBRAR 5 M A R AL A I 23 A0 AR AL 2R R
iR A 3T FR A LI RE | -8 2 AH B R ML
) i A9 DL R PEAG S AR A DAL ER AL 158 e
DR, [RTEE ™ S 1 A% 29 5 A A A 2 A5 780 A 221 i
AR B I 2 55 Wi 2 B 81 25 56 2R 05 T 9 BE S )R R
Ve, NS SEMFIEHE B T = 4E 25 R I AR RRAE A AR A
T Y OGS
I3 — T TR 2% ) W SRR 5E (Wilding et al.,
2023 )il A AL 20 AR HILRR 1 A R H R,

cture of SeisMoLLM
IR T B R K RS 15 km TREE A9 B HL
ARG (E] 8a) o ZMWFFTIE ST 7K -5 IRVE A
B, A I S R B AR R 2 [ 4 ]
ERAM TS Y BT AETE . X —BUR B UK bR 24T
AR5 25 3K B 1 2R S G, IR A K 5k
BB FR G i PE AL SR T B IR (1] 8b),
PR T N TR BeAE H 45 Fa e s v R N FH A
TE S50 7 NORE A i i 0 4503, N T8 R R A
JEFRH SR J1 . Borate et al.(2023) M EERYYIBR(E
JLPRZE M 4% (Physics-Informed Neural Network, PINN)
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Fig. 8 Cartoon of Hawai’i seismic activity overview and observation conclusions



5 & W, S RES ] AR ERIEA T 0 R 633

HE B3 2ok il BT 2 SR B (Vp/ V) SRR AR S BEIEXT A BK 3 000 IR My>5.5 R S )
W A BN PP R AR RRAE, ST I ) SRR LR SERHE SRR ARG HE R IT RGeS . IR
HERR TN o 2R AT B o R G 07 UM (300 km~ 700 km) 5 & b Z (0~ 60 km) Y
BENIEAMRBOCR, TEBFIEMET SN, PINN iR PR 25 5 S 28y MR A o A TR B AR 3 1k 1 45
AL S5 INDORG B A S AR 3K Bl 7 I T 10%~15%, i, MR Gl A b i fsh & LA 25 57 0 1 X %k
HAERS B RIT 2 ) P I BB P5E 50T, 320w AR AR UL s B A TR EE RS N, b=
SRy S 2 M 1) SE PR TR WO B A A SR A TS RS R RN s N, B SR SR (R 4 ﬁ’ﬁfpjj
Bk, R 2 T i (81 9) o TEN AR FEAE Y BRI HE SR

Cui et al. (2023) BT 23K N ] s (Earth- ] R B b R% A9 1 284 R '3#%’*5%2%%%*@@3@
quake source time functions, STFs) %44, Z5 G WA 7 &R, BRI MBEIEHER HARIPEES SR T SHIE R
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Fig. 9 Systematic variations in earthquake parameters under the constant strain drop hypothesis

TXED(Chen et al., 2024b) #1 CEED(Zhu et al., 2025a)
3 YETHIE PR S RSk & R D)4 v T 5 [ 48 5 = 30 N RO N, i 9 S A Ak L 55
B B (0 T O
3.1 BIRESHSFRER S 3R DS RS A A AR I A b B U
AT R A AR R TR XEE AL, A TR A ) IR AE R PR R H SRR
55, Hoas [ o A VB IUSEAE A6 B RS, ELL RN SOATL o oz i S 40 3 e I R 28 . Ak, B
e SR R RN AN REET R, HARH-  ARIEES 00 S AR, 636 | BRI SE b 50
Net, F-Net fll K-Net #i 525 4 (Okada et al,, 2014) £ 5 s, Hil20 1T 2 ERIEAREBIE A & R Bl
DA % B 5 OB AR, TZ R T P ERIAhE SRFER AR KB A PR ARG —, S
5 (Uchide, 2020) FIFGERE I (Kaneko et al., 2023)  $AHE4E 2 18] @l G40 25 5 BOm 4R A RO & 8 £ 01
GRS, AT T E 2N A TR W SN EARERRE, 5 %8 B RIS g 1 S5 L J2
FEMEE, ¢ "FTﬁ'ﬂﬁ(DiTing)”%ﬂZTE%(Zhao etal.,2023b)  TH Y22 51 )52 ﬂmﬂziﬂﬁ‘?a AT ] 422 5 BURFIE $2 B
F1 ML (CSNCD) " 80984 CLefloa %, 2023) W R £ 22 (Wu et al, 2023; 54k 4%, 2023)
e ] R Bty DX, ek e A R O AR A A TR 2 2 BT H R £ B 2 (8] 43 A5 AN S R TR] L, Rk AT
FEHY YN SR Bt T S S, 17 € 1 e i oM Al 4 1E SeisBench(Woollam et al., 2022) &y 3Eml I, 3
AN B a4 ) 2B H R N SA0mMN b X, —B SIS — oo B R U, B A ARV Y Y R
B2 FH T M S5 G DR Y A T & (Ross et al.,  BRUR W, HESh A ] X 50 8 22 6] A e ‘ﬁ/\ﬁz,
2018a), R4 STEAD(Mousavi et al., 2019) %X 48 £ PETHEAE A FHRCR o RN, M2 2R S e A
W E 2R FE S EOE, (AC PR E 2L BOREER A WL S it gt 7 XA 5 E
HfE SE [ 5 R, B S A AS [8) o A AN B AT %t kb 2% 2] (Contrastive Learning ) 5 s /3 7 il E%EI
fit . INSTANCE(Michelini et al., 2021) 4G4l 42 T2 ShAEMPAFREE, PR 28 LIS ksl /b i N TR 4 ik
K HTERA, G ZBSBIEH TR S BT, 1k, AT i /b x N TARERKE . 76 STEAD
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B e ORI Ty, W g R s e 5
HAMEREAR, SN TARE A G L R Y )
e BT A S KRR R . Ak,
RS A Ry — 1) e B S 0 R R A 2 R, R
AR ER AN [RS8 40038 8 LA 1) TmageNet
(Russakovsky et al., 2015), COCO(Lin et al., 2014)
EhRELSEER R

Wu et al.(2023)7E I8 B # 28 M 4% (Deep Neural
Network, DNN) H15 | A 1l J57 R b 35k 4 211 1) S6 56 20 0
WEBE S T DNN 7EAN AT 2% M K ) 3 5040 1 7 1
RE, 2 WK SR R il AR 204y S5l 2R 72, J2 42
TR AL BE 1 5 P B —BOME 0 IR AR . SR,
WIS T 1 (A A0 v MO T v o i . LA T
ke 3 o SCRI IR B E o i, 75 S il DX Sl
k) i A Mk Y A R DI R B s 4R, JF S
A S U S ) ST RSl £ o B R %) P A
A B FHETAE BRI MR, S bR AT 5 1)
R
3.2 HERIZRABIFT I

TE B& 27 % 43 #1453k, Ronneberger et al.(2015)
2 1) U-Net 1 28 90 28 PRIHAR 5 19 Re RS B0 BT
SCIATRE 7, Sy b R A G AR I T R AR S
& o Zhu and Beroza(2018)J&F U-Net HEZE FH & T
PhaseNet B, F T~ M i I JE O R AR4A UM 55, 3@ 2ok
FIAZ REERHERLG RS SACELR], B E8R=HA T
TR A I ) B bk, e AR AR MR LU R B rh R
M WA H R E T AL P4 Transformer 155 !
(Vaswani et al., 2017) B 2%, Mousavi et al.(2020 ) ¥
HY R ZE iR, 211 T EQTransformer, I H H i
B IHL T b R B (0 B 28 R A T A, S T
3925 DX S 52 P A U A R B B

Jo BERJE 2 X FORTE H AR TR 5 AR B (40 GPT-2.
LLaMA % %1 ) (Radford et al., 2019; Grattafiori et al.,
2024) ., 15 R B (Wav2Vec2) (Baevski et al., 2020;
Hsu et al., 2021) X T8 HLAE 3¢ (Vision Transformer)
(Radford et al., 2021) %5 sl 15 s me e gk e . LA
OpenAl ] GPT Z51 44, M GPT-1(2018 4F, 1.17
{¢ZH0 3] GPT-5(2025 4F, TTILHZH0 kgt
MR T AL B ALY R 5 2 ER RS
B RGNV RE o SR, Y H b = 22 A A7 7R
W B AR AR S LS A B A 2 4k T
1.0 B B, (A4 28 i FH 3 55t vh 647 JRy 38 2 400
(fine-tuning ) , F A 7E 55 X I AT F% W FH I 6 B H 72 1k

[, ff S b R TR R B A R A OIE A SR

B o AT TR B 27 2 A AU T b 752 2 oy T i 1)
BRI B, 7T DA DL WA~ 45 Al i S B8 AR 1
Je, B IX Sl s AL Y Bl A3 BT oK, T BT
BRI 1) RS AL i ——d i B A R AR B
SOULI ASCHI 1A AR B )1 25 5 UAS AR, TR R0
XF 5 BB AR AL, . bR S T TR 1 AR AR
T 434 5 A5 25 o) DXl o R A1 1) 35 1 R ) o R,
7 T Rl G W 2 SR 24T 55 O [ 2 2T HE SR, Ja ik
B A A — X ) 2 RS MR AT 55 (A . B B4
B AR FE AR, dh e R E e S 24T
552 ) SR, B Se B b I AF 2 (AN B 2 M 4 4544 . A
o ) R R A B A (N e sh O e | R IR AL 29
FOA MBI, ST 55 [ R S RRAE
JEFE(Wuetal, 2023), FeZ0 HE 25 W) AT fif Be 1k
RS AT55 UM Rl A 2R 456
33 WNERITEAR R

U E A 2R AR FUAS [R5 AR VI R ) R B
2R T AR A U RN R AR B 45 . PhaseNet £
HUAE 2019 4F Ridgecrest 172 F¥ 51 BUAS AN 55 19 2% R
(Cianetti et al., 2025), {H 7 DU 1| 73 )07 FH s B #A
YA ) S B N il DX 07 FH B SR bR 458 R/
A4,2022), A B, EQTransformer 7£ STEAD (45
B ERIGIROLTE, TEr NN 14 KIELLPIL I
XPAPRAR W LU I 10 s A FASOR R A, A7 v Y
Wk 3R (Xiao et al., 2021), B, A S EHN GE— 1
VDRI, X it B AR B 2 S B HEA VP

JREWT T T 22 100 A SR A AR AL ) DA A
#8 (Cianetti et al., 2021; Jiang et al., 2021; Mousavi
et al., 2020; Miinchmeyer et al., 2022; Yu et al., 2023),
B IA VA 7 AT A AE VRIS 5 1 A TF VA A
B R | DAL AU SZ B T DS o A L PP RIS
INUL B PN 2 B — S )

AR N T RE A HiL R WA g 2 By DI A
RAWRME T EES . L2017 i EE )R
b 3K ) FEBE 5T BT 5 BT L R G R A Y A A A
AL RFE” ] ), B B UOK REEE SR T Bk
FIAR LI U, 38 3 0 1 R 5 5 FE 9 i R=
A SIECE X L, RV THE G N TR
Al FETEAL PR I B R AR R P A I S 26 5 . 36
HPEE S A A, B4k 1143 ZMAS 5, AT
Hu AN 52 B A PRS0 (Fang et al., 2017; Bergen
et al., 2019). 2025 4, H [6 31 7% Jey M 7= 1000 49F 5%



5 %

Wb, S IR ST M E AR AR P 6 5 A 635

iR G b N TR RE 5256 = BT T AR R A
A9 PrismaX Domain Leaderboard (https://prismax.open-
compass.org.cn/domainlb )i i 38 & e BR M R £, 14
AT (6] U R A AL ) R GEPEPPAR A R . 1%
PPANHEGLR I 24 R AR A 2R, TR S A5 BE (Precision) |
#4101 # (Recall) | F1 7340, ¥R 2 () KbrifE 2% (o)
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