Seismic evidence contradicting the hypothesis of inner core differential rotation
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Background Four new lines of seismic evidence contradicting the inner core differential rotation hypothesis
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Two mechanisms have been proposed to explain the temporal changes of the inner core
seismic phases between repeating earthquakes. The inner core phases show evident waveform changes at the two arrays after 2009 in Wang Based on the proposed inner core differential rotation model (the two gradient dashed lines
Inner core differential rotation Temporal changes at inner core surface et al. (2024), contradicting the report of “the differential inner-core rotation has recently and the shaded regions), one could predict the waveform recovery time of doublets.
paused" in Yang & Song (2023). However, the observed recovery times of doublets are random and persist after the
presumed backtracking has recovered the inner core to its original positions, inconsistent
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Based on a large collection of doublet data, Wang et al. (2024) and Yang & Song (2023) Contradictory observations for differential rotation Opposite differential rotations based on different datasets
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