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Figure 2: Time series of physical quantities measured during the RESOLVE-Argentiere project. (a) Median seismic power taken over the
98 nodes. (b) Median seismic power assembled from the 98 nodes as averaged in the [3-10] Hz frequency range (red line) and 200 ¢ 5000
subglacial water discharge (blue line). (c) Surface air temperature (purple line) and precipitations (green line). Numbers refers to Fig. 12 5!
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Figure 3: One-day plots of vertical-component seismograms for May 5™ at nodes 50 (see Figure 1 for location). Note the Figure 5: Example of focal footprint associated with an event of of the beamformer value
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