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We analyse the effect ofQuaternaryglaciations on the complex tectonic patternwithin the southwesternBaltic Sea, a
sectorof the transition zone from the East EuropeanCraton to theWest EuropeanPlatform. This area comprises the
Caledonian Trans–European Suture Zone in the south and the Tornquist Zone in the north. Multiple fault zones in
between, with different strike and dip angles, and characters (normal, thrust/reverse, strike-slip), document like scars
the alternately transpressional and transtensional stress activities since the Palaeozoic. We determine the strike
directions and dip angles of more than 40 potential glacially reactivated faults identified in 2D marine reflection
seismic data. Finite element simulations of different glacial isostatic adjustment models provide glacially induced
Coulomb failure stress changes (ΔCFS) at the faults over time, starting 200 000 years ago (200 ka, Saalian phase) up
to 1000 years into the future. Assuming strike-slip or thrust/reverse background stresses, a potential reactivation of
each fault is analysed. The detected reactivation phases are related to thewaxing andwaning icemasses (Late Saalian
ice advances: c. 170–135 ka ago;Weichselian ice advances: 70–60, 45–38, 26–14 ka ago) and point to an activation in
front of the icemargin. Comparing theΔCFS results of the individual faults laterally andover time,we found that the
location of the fault, depending on its position during a glacial maximum, has an important effect on its reactivation
potential.The closer a faultwas located to the former icemargin, the higherwas theglacially induced stress during the
ice retreat. Based on earlier findings inGermany andDenmark, glacially triggered faults are a typical consequence of
the Fennoscandian glaciation throughout northern central Europe, and this also applies to future glaciation phases.
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Faulting canbe inducedbyboth endogenetic forces, such
as tectonic stress within the lithosphere from plate
motion, and exogenetic forces, including glacial move-
ments, landslides, and human activities. In northern
Europe, the stress field is dominated by a combination of
exogenetic glacial isostatic adjustment (GIA) and
endogenetic lithostatic and tectonic stress regimes. GIA
is a process where the Earth adjusts its shape in response
to the waxing and waning of ice sheets. The large (some
10MPa) glacially induced stress changes within the
Earth’s crust can potentially trigger the reactivation of
faults, leading to enhanced seismic activity and thus an
earthquake hazard. Moreover, due to the propensity
for fault reactivation over new fault generation, even
minor stress changes, in the order of a few kPa, can lead
to the reactivation of faults, whether optimally or
non-optimally orientated within a stress field (King
et al. 1994; Steffen et al. 2021a, b).

Glacially induced faults (GIF) have been studied in
northern and northern central Europe (e.g. Müller
et al. 2020, 2021; Olesen et al. 2021; Pisarska-Jamroży
et al. 2021; Sandersen et al. 2021; Smith et al. 2021; Suti-
nen et al. 2021), Canada (e.g. Adams 1989; Brooks &
Adams 2020), Alaska (Sauber et al. 2021) and the polar
region (Steffenet al. 2020;Steffen&Steffen 2021a).These

studies focused dominantly on the mainland (onshore)
and used several approaches to date fault reactivation. In
addition to the standard stratigraphical approach (a fault
has the same age or younger as the youngest succession
that it is displacing and wherein it terminates), optically
stimulated luminescence (OSL) dating and model simu-
lations of theCoulomb failure stress change (ΔCFS)were
used toestimate theeffectofglacially inducedstressonthe
reactivation potential of individual faults and the time
whenreactivationwaspossibleornot (Brandeset al. 2012,
2018; Steffen et al. 2014, 2019; Pisarska-Jamroży
et al. 2019, 2022; Štěpančı́ková et al. 2022).

In northern Germany, which is also affected by GIA,
Quaternary fault activation and reactivation have been
studied since the early 20th century (e.g. Philippi 1906;
Keilhack 1912; Steinich 1972). During recent years, there
has been a resurgence of interest in this topic, driven by
the search for tectonically quiet sites for underground
storage or offshore wind farm constructions. The
investigation of GIF or soft-sediment deformation
structures focused mainly on an area between the
northern border of the Tornquist Zone to the Low
Mountain range in central Germany (HarzMountains;
e.g. Brandes et al. 2012, 2018, 2022; Pisarska-Jamroży
et al. 2019, 2022; Grube 2019a, b; Müller et al. 2020).
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In this study, we focus on the southwestern Baltic Sea,
which can be seen as the marine gap area between the
Tornquist Zone and the onshore Danish and German
GIF studies. The southwestern Baltic Sea comprises
geographically theareabetween theBayofKiel in thewest
and thePomeranianBay in theeast.Ourunderstandingof
its regional tectonics is well established: the continental
crust comprises amultitude of faults that weremapped in
detail by numerous offshore seismic campaigns (e.g.
Krzywiec et al. 2003; Hübscher et al. 2004, 2010; Hansen
et al. 2005, 2007; Zöllner et al. 2008; Al Hseinat
et al. 2016;Kammann et al. 2016;AlHseinat&Hübscher
2017; Seidel et al. 2018; Ahlrichs et al. 2020, 2021, 2023a,
b; Huster et al. 2020; Pan et al. 2022). The big advantage
of thesenon-invasiveoffshoreseismicmeasurements is the
free profile orientation, so that e.g. faults can be crossed
perpendicularly, without having to consider infrastruc-
ture or morphology.

The complex fault pattern within the southwestern
Baltic Sea includes avarietyof tectonic features differing
in age, strike direction, and vertical or lateral extension.
In a regional tectonic sense, the area is located above the
northern marginal part of the Trans–European Suture
Zone (e.g. Guterch et al. 2010). This area acted like a
hinge between the stable part of Baltica (East European
Craton) and theWest European Platform, and compen-
sated the alternating tectonic stresses. The Baltic Sea
region is also located at the northern border of the
intracontinental North German Basin (NGB) that
formed during the Palaeozoic toMesozoic (e.g. Guterch
et al. 2010). Intense salt tectonics and Cretaceous to
Palaeogene inversion processes complete the complex
structural-geological situation (e.g. Warsitzka et al.
2019; Pan et al. 2022).

DuringtheQuaternary,at least threemajorglaciations
modified the relief of the later Baltic Sea: the Elsterian,
the Saalian and predominately the Weichselian glacia-
tions.Thephasesof iceadvanceandretreatareknownfor
fault reactivation, which lasts until todaydue to ongoing
isostatic adjustments (e.g. Brandes et al. 2012, 2018;
Pisarska-Jamroży et al. 2019, 2022; Steffen et al. 2019,
2021a). An effect of ice loading on the reactivation of
supra-salt has been conceptually described by Sirocko
et al. (2008) and further analysed by Lang et al. (2014)
and Lang & Hampel (2023).

In this study, we use known faults from previous
seismic studies in the Baltic Sea, identify which of these
faults dissect the base of the Quaternary or the sea floor,
andthushavebeenpotentially reactivated inglacial times
(focusing on the last 200 000 years (200 ka)). Using the
seismic data, we estimate fault properties and analyse
them regarding their potential glacial reactivation by
combining themwith glacially induced Coulomb failure
stress changes (ΔCFS) calculated with a set of GIA
models. This method, providing stress changes at the
faults over time, has previously mostly been used for
onshore data and single faults mapped at outcrops. We

adapt thismethod forouroffshore data set withmultiple
optimally and non-optimally orientated faults, addres-
sing the following questions: (i) Did the Saalian and
Weichselian glaciation lead to fault reactivation in the
southwestern Baltic Sea? (ii) Why are some faults in the
southwestern Baltic Sea prone to potential glacially
induced reactivation and some not? (iii) How do the
dimension and shape of the ice sheet affect glacially
reactivated faulting? (iv) Is there a certain stress andGIA
model combination for which many faults indicate
potential glacially induced fault reactivation in the
southwestern Baltic Sea? (v) Do the results correlate
with other glacially induced fault reactivations discussed
in Germany and Denmark? (vi) How does a possible
reactivation of thismultitude of faults fit into the picture
of the palaeoseismicity and the present seismicity of the
area?

Answering these questions is not only important from
ascientificpointof viewbutalso fromasocietal one since
Denmark and Germany are in the search process for
potential areas for long-term disposal of radioactive
waste, for which the integrity of the host rock must be
guaranteed for a period of up to 1millionyears (a period
that will probably include future ice ages; BGE 2024).
Moreover, the results can be used for risk assessment for
CO2 storage, geothermal energy, and windfarm con-
struction sites. Ultimately, the results can be applied to
regions that are currently covered by ice sheets but
experiencing rapid climatic change, such as the polar
regions (Steffen & Steffen 2021a and references therein).

Geological overview

Ordovician to Tertiary evolution and structural features

The Caledonian Trans–European Suture Zone (TESZ)
represents the transition from the Precambrian East
European Craton (EEC) in the northeast to the West
European Platform (WEP, with Palaeozoic lithosphere)
in the southwest (Guterch et al. 2010). The suture strikes
northwest–southeast and contains the area between the
Caledonian Deformation Front (CDF, northernmost
front of theCaledonian accretionarywedge) in the north
and the Elbe Line in the south (summarized e.g. by
Guterch et al. 2010). The Tornquist Zone (Fig. 1) com-
prises the Sorgenfrei–Tornquist Zone (STZ), trending
from the North Sea southeastward until Bornholm
Island, and the Teisseyre–Tornquist Zone (TTZ), trend-
ing from Bornholm Island until the Black Sea (e.g.
Erlström et al. 1997; Ponikowska et al. 2024). Both
branchesarehorizontallydisplacedat theRønneGraben
(Fig. 1). The TESZ and the Tornquist Zone approach
each other in Poland and continue their strike towards
the southeast almost parallel to each other (Fig. 1).
Therefore, the general nature of the Tornquist Zone and
of the TTZ in particular has been widely discussed in
recent years (e.g. Znosko 1979; Erlström et al. 1997;

BOREAS Glacially induced fault reactivation in the Baltic Sea sector of the Tornquist Fan 221

 15023885, 2025, 2, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/bor.12689, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [10/04/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense



Thybo 2000; Krzywiec 2009; Mazur et al. 2015, 2018;
Narkiewicz et al. 2015; Ponikowska et al. 2024). Espe-
cially the STZ but also the TTZ were attributed to the
deep fracture zone (e.g. Erlström et al. 1997). However,
otherpublicationsdiscussed theTTZas the southeastern
border of the EEC (e.g. Narkiewicz et al. 2015). Most
recently Ponikowska et al. (2024) defined the Tornquist
Zone as an intra-cratonic feature of crustal thickening.
The northwestward widening area comprising the
Tornquist Zone in the north and the northwestern part
of the TESZ in the south is known as the Tornquist Fan
(Thybo 1997, 2000, 2001; cf. Fig. 1).

The collapse of the German-Polish Caledonides was
followed by post-Caledonian extension, Variscan com-
pression, Permian volcanism and thermal subsidence,
break-up of Pangaea and transtension from Permian to
Early Cretaceous times (e.g. Pharaoh et al. 2010). Some
faults of the northwest-trending fracture zone (e.g.
GryficeGraben,RønneGraben, Colonus Shale Trough)
formed during the Permo-Carboniferous (Erlström
et al. 1997; Thybo 2000, 2001). Especially the Late
Palaeozoic and Mesozoic were characterized by the
formation and differentiation of the intracontinental
Central European Basin System and in particular of the

Fig. 1. Structural overview of our study areawith theWeichselian ice margin 23 000–21 000 years BP (Houmark-Nielsen et al. 2005), isobases of
landuplift (0 and 1mma�1,modelNKG2016LU_abs;Vestøl et al. 2019), the locationof recent earthquakes (DeutscherErdbebenkatalog,©BGR,
Hannover 2012), and structural units are redrawn andmodified according toVejbæk&Britze (1994), Schlüter et al. (1997),Krzywiec et al. (2003),
Nielsen (2003), Krauss andMayer (2004), Seidel et al. (2018), Warsitzka et al. (2019), and Ahlrichs et al. (2021, 2023b and citations therein). The
Tornquist Zone (grey polygon) and the horst-and-graben zone of Cretaceous to Palaeogene inversion (yellow) are differentiated and slightly
modifiedaccording toPonikowska et al. (2024).Thebathymetry is basedon theBaltic SeaHydrographicCommission (2013).Theoverviewmap in
the upper left is based on Thybo (2000),Meschede andWarr (2019) and Ponikowska et al. (2024), visualizing the location of: 1 –Trans–European
Suture Zone, 2 – Sorgenfrei–Tornquist Zone, 3 –Teisseyre–Tornquist Zone, 4 –Tornquist Fan. Red rectangle shows the location of the study area
(ADF=AlpineDeformationFront; CDF=CaledonianDeformation Front; VDF=VariscanDeformation Front). Abbreviations inmainmap:
AB=Arnager Block; AF=Arkona Fault; AFS=Agricola Fault System; AKFZ=Adler-Kamień Fault Zone; BB= Bornholm Block; ChB=
ChristiansøBlock;CT=Colonus ShaleTrough;DB=DarłowoBlock; EHMB=Eastholstein–Mecklenburg; EHT=EastholsteinTrough; FF=
FalsterFault;FyF=FyledalenFault;GF=GatFault;GFZ=GryficeFaultZone;GG=GlückstadtGraben;HB=HanöBlock;HF=Hiddensee
Fault; HG=HöllvikenGraben;KF=Koszalin Fault;KRAF=Kullen-Ringsjön-AndrarumFault; LFZ=LangelandFault Zone;MPA=Mid-
PolishAnticlinorium;NJF=NordJasmundFault;PaF=ParchimFault;PeF=PernilleFault;PF=PlantagenetFault;PFZ=PrerowFaultZone;
RF=RønneFault;RG=RønneGraben;RoF=RomeleåsenFault; SF=SkurupFault; SvF=SvedalaFault; STZ=Sorgenfrei–TornquistZone;
SvT= Svaneke Trough; TFZ=TrzebiatówFault Zone; TTZ=Teisseyre–Tornquist Zone;WB=Wolin Block;WF=WiekFault;WFZ=Werre
Fault Zone; WPFS=Western Pomeranian Fault System; VT= Vomb Trough.

222 Elisabeth Seidel et al. BOREAS

 15023885, 2025, 2, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/bor.12689, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [10/04/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense



deepening North German Basin (NGB), Mid-Polish
Trough and Rønne Graben (Scheck-Wenderoth
et al. 2008; Pharaoh et al. 2010). East–west extension
forced the formation of the Glückstadt Graben (west of
the study area; Warsitzka et al. 2019). Contemporane-
ously, the crustal scale inherited fault and graben zone in
the northern extension of the Polish Trough formed in
the eastern study area (we will focus on the Vomb
Trough, the Colonus Shale Trough, the Christiansø
Block, the Rønne Graben, the Gryfice Graben and the
Kołobrzeg Graben; Pharaoh et al. 2010). Due to the
remaining stress system in theMesozoic, transtensional
faults formed along the northern NGBmargin, such as
the northwest–southeast trendingWesternPomeranian
Fault System (Krauss &Mayer 2004). Salt tectonics of
the Zechstein salt successions were triggered by the
regional extension within the NGB (Warsitzka et al.
2019). Different salt pillows with crestal grabens above
are known in the bays of Kiel and Mecklenburg (cf.
Fig. 1; for more information see e.g. Warsitzka et al.
2019; Huster et al. 2020; Ahlrichs et al. 2021). Further
south and southwest, bigger salt walls strike parallel to
faults, such as along the north–south trending faults
of the Glückstadt Graben (e.g. Scheck-Wenderoth
et al. 2008).

During the Late Cretaceous and Palaeogene,
northeast–southwest to north–south orientated com-

pression affected northern Europe originating from the
Africa-Iberia-Europe Convergence (Kley & Voigt 2008;
Kley 2018). According to Ponikowska et al. (2024) the
Tornquist Zone formed a mechanical buffer and com-
pressional stresses led to inversion of several basin and
graben structures in the upper crust. The resulting horst-
and-graben structure, close to the strike of the Tornquist
Zone, isknownasoneof thenorthernmoststructures that
document reverse fault reactivation, e.g. at the
Kullen-Ringsjön-Andrarum Fault (Al Hseinat &
Hübscher 2017;Panet al. 2022).Majoranticlines formed
also due to graben inversions within the Rønne Graben
(e.g. Graversen 2004), along the northwest-trending
Adler-Kamień Fault Zone, and the Trzebiatów Fault
(Ponikowska et al. 2024 and citations therein). This Late
Cretaceous to Palaeogene inversion zone is highlighted
yellow inFig. 1.TheGryficeandKołobrzeganticlinesare
assigned to the Mid-Polish Anticlinorium (Krzywiec
et al. 2022; Ponikowska et al. 2024).

Quaternary evolution of the southern Baltic Sea

During the Quaternary, at least three major glaciations
modified the relief of the later Baltic Sea, namely the
Elsterian, the Saalian and the Weichselian glaciations.
Thereby at least two ice sheets, which can be separated
based on their origin, have to be considered: (i) The

Fig. 2. Stratigraphical table of the past 200 000 years. The stratigraphy and climatic phases are based on the German Stratigraphic
Commission (2016), the marine isotope stages (MIS) on Cohen & Gibbard (2012 and references therein), and bold times on the German
Stratigraphic Commission (2016). Warm stages are green, cold ones are blue. The informations on ‘Lithostratigraphy and ice advances’ are
summarized according to Müller (2007), Anjar et al. (2010, 2014), Houmark-Nielsen (2010, 2011), Böse et al. (2012), Stephan (2014), Börner
et al. (2019).Theages givenaremostlyapproximatevalues.D=Denmark;G=Germany; ka= 1000 years;LGM=LastGlacialMaximum;MV=
MecklenburgVorpommern/engl.MecklenburgWesternPomerania;P=Poland;S=Sweden;SH=Schleswig-Holstein;UpperS.=UpperSaalian;
W.=Weichselian.Phases of this study: 1=LateSaalian; 2=MIS4; 3=MIS3; 4=MainWeichselianglaciation1 (MWG1); 5=MainWeichselian
glaciation 2 (MWG 2).
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Scandinavian Ice Sheet (SIS) with individual ice streams
via the Bothnian/Baltic depression, following the former
Eridanos River, which has drained the Baltic depression
since the late Cenozoic in a southwest direction
(Overeem et al. 2001), and via the Skagerrak-Kattegat
trough, streaming southward towards Denmark
(Houmark-Nielsen 2011). Thus, we differentiate
between a southeastward and a southward advancing
ice stream. (ii) The British–Irish Ice Sheet (Hughes
et al. 2016) covered the southwestern part of the North
Sea but did not reach the Baltic Sea and is not further
considered here.

We limit our study to the glacial history between the
late Middle and Late Pleistocene (lasting 200 ka, cf.
Fig. 2), thus between the late Marine Isotope Stages
(MIS) 6 and 2 (Cohen & Gibbard 2012). This choice is
based on the ice model by Lambeck et al. (2010) used in
our modelling, which covers this time-span. According
to Lambeck et al. (2010), ‘the compilation of the ice
margins was completed in 2004’. Of course, the timing
and classificationof individual ice advances, particularly
thosepredating theLastGlacialMaximum(LGM),have
been refined since then, and thus especially regarding
interpretation of our results for older glaciation phases
we advise caution. We summarize the glacial history in
Fig. 2, supplementedbytheglacial stagesandsubunitsof
more recent publications with the corresponding MIS.

In northern Germany and Denmark, the Late Saalian
is subdivided into the Drenthe and Warthe phases
(e.g. Houmark-Nielsen 2011). The Drenthe ice advance
(c. 160 ka ago) was formed by an ice stream that
moved through Denmark from the northeast
(Houmark-Nielsen 2004, 2011; Houmark-Nielsen et al.
2005). During theWarthe Stadium (150–130 ka ago; Litt
et al. 2007), an ice stream transgressed the southernBaltic
Sea area from the east. Later, this ice stream extended
across Denmark from the east to east-southeast
(Houmark-Nielsen 2004, 2011). Also, the ice model
always shows two maxima that might correspond with
the so far not precisely dated Drenthe (based on the ice
model estimated as 170–150 ka) and theWarthe stadiums
(based on the ice model estimated as 150–135 ka).
According to the ice model the ice stream advanced from
the northeast, through the Baltic channel and retreated in
a north-northeast direction (170–135 ka ago; Fig. S1A).
A very short third ice advance from the north-northeast
might have collapsed north of Rügen Island between
137–135 ka ago.

The Eemian Interglacial and the Early Weichselian
occupied the MIS 5, a global warm phase with marine
conditions (cf. Fig. 2; Larsen et al. 2009; Cohen &
Gibbard 2012; German Stratigraphic Commission 2016;
Menning 2018). The following Middle Weichselian
included the global cold MIS 4 and global warmMIS 3.
Lambeck et al. (2010 and citations therein) correlated the
Old Baltic Ice Advance in Denmark with the MIS 4
(Fig. 2). Moreover, the Danish Ristinge and the Swedish

Göteborg I advances appeared contemporaneous, peak-
ing at about 64 ka ago. Later publications (after 2004; e.g.
Houmark-Nielsen 2011) referred to the Sundsøre ice
advance that extended across northern Denmark
from the north between 65–60 ka ago. Thereby the SIS
also filled the Norwegian Channel and the
Skagerrak-Kattegat depression (Larsen et al. 2009;
Houmark-Nielsen 2011). The ice model also shows an
MIS 4 advance between 70 and 60 ka ago (Fig. S1B) that
proceeded from the northeast/east-northeast.

In Germany, the Warnow advance is attributed to the
MIS 4 (German Stratigraphic Commission 2016).
According to Müller (2007 and citations therein), the
Warnow formation could be in genetic correlation with
the Ellund advance in Schleswig-Holstein (northwest
Germany; Stephan 2014) and the PolishMalbork Phase.
In Denmark, however, three Middle Weichselian ice
advances are distinguished: Sundsøre (MIS 4), Ristinge
and Klintholm (both MIS 3; Houmark-Nielsen 2011).
Houmark-Nielsen (2010) summarised a stratigraphical
correspondenceof theWarnowandEllundadvanceswith
the Baltic Ristinge advance during the MIS 3. However,
according to Börner et al. (2019) and Kenzler
et al. (2018), glacial deposits of a Middle Weichselian ice
advance are missing in northeast Germany and even
absolute ages couldnotbemeasuredso far.Therefore, the
stratigraphical position of the Warnow Phase is still not
proven.According to the icemodel theMIS3 ice advance
passed through the study area from the northeast to east
(45–38 ka; Fig. S1C), reached the Tornquist Zone and
proceeded in awesterly direction.

Lambeck et al. (2010) differentiated an older MIS 3
interstadial in their ice model, with e.g. the Swedish
Tärandö and Danish Glinde phases, peaking around
49 kaago.Thiswas followedbyaMIS3stadial (39 kaago,
with theDanishKlintholmandtheSwedishGöteborg II),
andayoungerMIS3 interstadialknownastheNorwegian
Ålesund, theDanishMønor theSwedishGärdslövphase,
culminating around 35 ka ago (Lambeck et al. 2010).
However, due to the uncertainties, wewill stick to ‘MIS4’
and ‘MIS 3’ advances in the following.

Following the late MIS 3 the Kattegat ice stream
prograded from the north across the Kattegat ice lake
until central Denmark and further east across southern
Sweden (Larsen et al. 2009;Houmark-Nielsen 2011), but
not in the recent Baltic Sea area. Therefore, it is not
consideredasa separatephase forGIFreactivation in this
study. Lambeck et al. (2010) described this first Late
Weichselian stadial as theNorske Is orNorwegian phase.
The recent area of the southern Baltic Sea region
remained ice free. Houmark-Nielsen (2011) categorised
theKattegat advance for the same time period (30–27 ka
ago). During the following short interstadial, the ice also
retreated from northern Denmark and southern
Sweden (Houmark-Nielsen 2011).ThemainWeichselian
(Vistulian) glaciation took place during the global
cooling during the MIS 2. It is characterized by an
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oscillating ice stream from the northeast, reaching a first
maximum extent between 25–20 ka ago that corresponds
with the Brandenburg and Frankfurt ice margin in
Germany, and the Leszno and Poznań ice margins in
Poland (Böse et al. 2012; Börner et al. 2019 and citations
therein). In Denmark, the main ice advance reached its
maximumextent22–20 kaago (Houmark-Nielsen 2011).

During the following 10 000 years, the extent of the
Scandinavian Ice Sheet varied dramatically, and local ice
advancesdiffered in timeandextent. In southernSweden
andDenmark, the main ice advancewas followed by the
YoungBaltic Ice Stream (Houmark-Nielsen 2011;Anjar
et al. 2014). The latter is further subdivided into the East
Jylland and Bælthav phases. In Denmark, a third phase,
known as the Møn phase, is additionally attributed to
this phase. Concurrently, the �resund advance is
recognized in the Baltic depression, east of Denmark
(Houmark-Nielsen 2011; Anjar et al. 2014). Further
south in Germany and Poland, the ice sheet extended
aswell and formedalmostat the same timethe ice lobesof
the Pomeranian phase (17–16 ka ago; Germany and
Poland) and the Mecklenburg phase (Germany, known
inPolandasGardnophase;Böse et al. 2012andcitations
therein).

The ice model by Lambeck et al. (2010) represents the
LGM slightly different. The Brandenburg/Leszno phase
(peaking at 25 ka ago) advanced from the
north-northeast to northeast. The alternating icemargin
advanced again during the Frankfurt/Poznań (21.5 ka
ago) and Pomeranian phases (16.5 ka ago) from the
northeast and then turned again to follow a westerly
direction (Fig. S1D–F). Due to the ice retreat at c. 23 ka
ago,we see a clear difference in the icemodel between the
Brandenburg/Leszno phase (hereafter referred to as
Main Weichselian Glaciation – MWG 1), and the
Frankfurt, Pomeranian andMecklenburg phases (here-
after referred to as Main Weichselian Glaciation 2 –
MWG2). According to the ice model, the study area has
remained ice free since 14 ka ago.

The present-day stress pattern and recent earthquakes

In northern Europe,major tectonic stresses result from
the Alpine-Carpathian Orogeny and the North Atlan-
tic ridge push, which are assumed to be constant over
time periods of up to 200 ka (Pharaoh et al. 2010 and
citations therein). Ahlers et al. (2021, 2022) estimated
the prevailing stress field in central Europe by fitting
results from finite element simulation to data from the
World StressMap project (Heidbach et al. 2018). They
found a north–south directed maximum stress direc-
tion (SHmax ) for northern Germany with a strike-slip
faulting stress regime in the upper 1500 mand a normal
faulting stress regime below this depth. The stress
direction is subject to minor uncertainties for the
southern Baltic Sea, but these uncertainties increase
towards the north (Kattegat). Fault plane solutions of

earthquakes in southern Sweden, which were not
included in the model of Ahlers et al. (2021), revealed
a north-northwest to south-southeast directed com-
pressional stress field (Voss et al. 2009).

Northern Germany and the southwestern Baltic Sea
region are tectonically and seismically quiet, compared
to other regions of theworld (Fig. 1). Earthquakeswith
a maximummagnitude not exceeding 5.5 tend to occur
in the Swedish part of the STZ, or further northwest in
the Kattegat and the Danish region between the STZ
and the Ringkøbing-Fyn High (Voss et al. 2009, 2017).
The Tornquist Zone is seen as a boundary that
separates ‘Younger Europe’ with earthquakes, from
‘Older Europe’with no significant earthquake activity
(Gregersen et al. 1995).

Material and methods

Seismic data

During theRV ‘MariaS.Merian’ cruiseMSM52 in2016,
the BalTec survey was conducted by the University of
Hamburg, in cooperation with the Federal Institute for
Geosciences and Natural Resources (BGR), University
of Greifswald, Polish Academy of Sciences, Uppsala
University and the German Research Centre for
Geosciences Potsdam (Hübscher et al. 2016; Fig. 3).
Due to the special survey setup and the customized
processing workflow, the seismic sections have a contin-
uous high resolution from the sea floor until the base of
the Zechstein (see Ahlrichs et al. 2020, for a detailed
description of survey setup and processing flow).
Moreover, this data set of 3500 km of high-resolution
multichannel seismic data covers the entire southern
Baltic Sea, from the western Bay of Kiel until Bornholm
and the Polish territorial waters in the east.

These seismic sections link the different pre-existing
surveys, all time-migrated 2D reflection seismic profiles
and acquired within the last 40 years, horizontally and
evenvertically (Seidelet al. 2018;Ahlrichs et al. 2021and
citations therein). The Petrobaltic data set is a reflection
seismic survey focussing on the deeper subsurface with a
penetration depth in two-way travel time (TWT) of up to
4000 ms (e.g.Rempel 1992). The upper 500 ms (TWT) of
these sections are of low resolution. Additional seismic
data, focussing on the upper 1500 ms (TWT), were
acquired during the BaltSeis and NeoBaltic projects
from 1998 to 2004, a collaboration between the
Universities of Aarhus and Hamburg (Hübscher
et al. 2004). Moreover, since 2005 annual student expe-
ditions of the University of Hamburg provided further
data sets, which closed data gaps in the southern Baltic
Sea systematically (e.g. Hansen et al. 2007; Al Hseinat &
Hübscher 2014, 2017; Hübscher et al. 2019; Ahlrichs
et al. 2020, 2023a, b).

The stratigraphical and tectonic interpretation in this
study follows the previous studies in the southern Baltic
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Sea (bays of Kiel and Mecklenburg, west of Rügen
Island: Al Hseinat and Hübscher 2017; Ahlrichs
et al. 2020, 2021, 2023a, b; offshoreRügen Island: Seidel
et al. 2018; Bornholm Gat area: Pan et al. 2022).

Preparatory work and structural analysis

Wediscovered 76 locations of 44Quaternary reactivated
faults, related to different tectonic units, which we used
for strike and dip determination (Fig. 3). Indications for
Quaternary reactivation were found along Cretaceous
inverted anticlines, which are dominantly related to
basement block faulting (e.g. at the Mid-Polish Anticli-
norium and northern inversion zone; cf. Fig. 1). Fur-
thermore, the Mesozoic transtensional fault zones, like
the Western Pomeranian Fault System, or the crestal
grabens, relating to salt structures in theNGB, havebeen
reactivated during the Quaternary. In many cases, these
faults displace the base of the Quaternary. A few faults
also reach very close to the sea floor, some even seem to
displace it (Fig. 4D). However, the resolution is not high
enough to make reliable statements in these cases.
Figure 4 shows a 317-km-long profile, crossing the
southern Baltic Sea from southwest to northeast, west
of Rügen Island. It crosses all these different tectonic
features.

Table 1 summarizes all measured and calculated
parameters (fault trend, dip direction, dip angle and
dedicated fault zone/system), according to their serial
numbers (FIDs). In addition to the FID, each fault has
a number and in each case, the fault was measured at
several locations (by several profiles, crossing that
fault); these locations were labelled by an additional
vertex number (cf. Table 1). At each FID we noted the
coordinates and the strike and dip directions as well as
the dip angles of the faults. The orientation of the
faults varies between 0°/360° representing north and
measured in a clockwise direction (90° = east, 180° =
south, 270° = west). For the ΔCFS analysis, the strike
direction was converted to a half-circle domain
(0–180°) because the distance between the midpoints
of both possible fault surfaces is very small compared
to the resolution of the finite element model. Moreover,
to ease and speed up the ΔCFS analysis, the strike
directions and dip angles were grouped into 15°
intervals between 0°–90° for the dip angles and 0°–
180° for the strike direction, resulting in a maximum
deviation of 7.5°, which is still acceptable for a
thorough interpretation of potential fault reactivation
(Steffen & Steffen 2021b). Table 1 also contains the
measured angles. Angles are calculated assuming an
average velocity of 2000 ms�1. For some faults we

Fig. 3. Location of theMSM52 seismic sections and faultmeasuring sites 1–76 (black dots). For abbreviations and references see Fig. 1. The thick
blue line shows the location of the seismic profile presented in Fig. 4.
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tested different dip angles either due to a change in the
angle with increasing depth, measured in the seismic
section, or because the dip angle was not clearly

identifiable. If the faults were not crossed perpendicu-
larly by the seismic section, the real dip was calculated
using:

Fig. 4. Seismic section (in two-way travel time), crossing theNorthGermanBasin and thehorst-and-graben zone (above theSTZ) fromSWtoNE,
whichshowstheprominentdisplacementof thebaseof theQuaternaryandthesea floorat itsnorthernborder.VE=vertical exaggerationassuming
an average velocity of 3000 m s�1. For location of the seismic section see Fig. 3.
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γ= arctan
tan α
sin ϕ

� �
(1)

with γ as the actual dip angle, α the apparent dip angle,
and φ the crossing direction relative to the fault’s strike
direction. The number of combinations that point to a
potential fault reactivation (NCFR; between 0–34) as
obtainedby theΔCFSanalysis is shown inTable 1aswell.

Calculation of the change inCoulomb failure stress and the
numberofparametercombinations thatpoint toapotential
fault reactivation

CFS is thedistancebetween theMohrcircle (describedby
the three principal stress magnitudes) and the failure
envelope in a Mohr diagram (Steffen et al. 2021b). The
change in CFS (ΔCFS) refers to the difference between a
CFS at one time point and a CFS at another time point.
We estimate ΔCFS by combining glacially induced
stresses with lithospheric and tectonic background
stresses. The latter are assumed to create a state that is
critically stressedat a timepoint before glaciation started;
thus, any additional stress increase would lead to a
stabilization or destabilization of the fault. The glacially
induced stresses are a combination of three different
causes: (i) vertical stresses due to the load itself, (ii)
flexural stressesdue to thebendingof the lithosphere, and
(iii)migrating stresses due to theviscoelastic behaviourof
the mantle during a glaciation (Steffen et al. 2021b). The
first stress exists only in regions that are coveredby the ice
sheet and is zero once the ice is gone. The other two stress
components act in the horizontal direction and lead to
increased compressional stresses beneath the ice sheet
and increased extensional stresses behind the ice margin
during the glaciation. Within the bending zone of the
crust, in front of the ice margin, the extension is the
strongest. Below the neutral line, the character of
horizontal stresses is reversed.The third causeof glacially
induced stresses arises from the different responses of the
lithospheric crust and mantle (upper part of the upper

mantle) compared to the viscoelastic upper and lower
mantle. The former reacts elastically on GIA time scales
(thousands of years), responding instantaneously to ice
loading and unloading through the flexing of the
lithosphere (Steffen et al. 2021b).However, theviscoelas-
tic upper and lower mantle behaves elastically at the
beginning of the loading andviscously after theMaxwell
time, i.e. the ratio betweenviscosityand shearmodulus, is
reached. Stresses that were induced during the early
stages of the loading process, when the mantle reacted
elastically, migrate to the lithosphere, which reacts
elastically during the entire glacial loading process, with
continued loading (Steffen et al. 2021b). Once the ice
sheet is shrinking in size, the horizontal stresses decrease
slowly back to zero, which is obtained once the
lithosphere has reached isostatic equilibrium. The stress
difference (horizontal minus vertical stress) however
increases during themelting phase as the vertical stresses
have been decreased to zero in regions that were covered
by the ice sheet and horizontal stresses still exist. In
regions around the ice margin at maximum glaciation,
stresses can even change signs several times during the
glacial cycle (Steffen & Steffen 2021b). Thus, every
potential glacially induced fault must be analysed
individually by looking at the change in CFS to study
the stress conditions during a glacial cycle.

We estimate the three principal stresses (S1, S2, S3)
following Steffen and Steffen (2021b), which requires
knowledge about the density of the overlying rocks,
gravity, and the stress ratio R (Etchecopar et al. 1981).
The stress ratioRvaries between 0 and 1 but is unknown
in our study area (Heidbach et al. 2018). We test three
values here (0.05, 0.5, 0.95) to cover a wide range of
possibilities. Inaddition to this, theorientationofSHmax is
applied to estimate the principal stresses. Based on
Ahlers et al. (2021, 2022), the stress in the study region is
north–south to northwest–southeast directed: thus, we
test 60°, 75° and 90° for the orientation of SHmax (degree
values measured from east in clockwise orientation).
Moreover, a strike-slip and a thrust/reverse faulting
tectonic background stress regime are considered.

Table 1. Measurement points and the estimated properties for identified faults that are discussed in the main text and shown in Fig. 6. For the
complete list see Table S1. Each fault has its own number and vertex IDs, for cases in which several measurementswith different coordinateswere
taken along one fault track (EPSG: 25833, ETRS89/UTM zone 33N). Measured strike and dip angles were grouped in 15°multiples (see text).
NCFR= number of combinations with potential reactivation for the tested dip angles (values in bold are used for Fig. 6).

FID Fault
ID

Vertex
ID

x
coord.

y
coord.

Fault name Strike
(°)

Dip
angle
(°)

App.
dip
angle
range
(°)

NCFR per dip angle group

0° 15° 30° 45° 60° 75° 90°

2 2 1 190 426 6 104 434 328 53 24
6 6 1 244 905 6 115 235 Langeland F. 120 56 49–67 0 15
13 12 2 197 034 6 066 992 Kieler Bucht-Schönberg VG 14 60 19
35 22 2 325 292 6 047 261 Werre FZ 132 54 15
65 32 9 467 659 5 995 975 Adler Kamień FZ 327 60 34–90 0 0 16 24
66 38 1 472 144 6 153 781 Kullen-Ringsjön-Andrarum F. 125 70 60–90 0 21 24
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Stresses induced by the last glaciation are calculated
with a finite element simulation using the commercial
software Abaqus (Dassault Systemes 2021). Here, we
follow the method by Wu (2004) for a Cartesian earth
model (see Steffen et al. 2019, for a detailed explanation
of the model setup). We use the ice model by Lambeck
et al. (2010; ANU-ICE) and eight different earthmodels
(cf. Table 2), all with a horizontal resolution of 50 km.
The ANU-ICE model is chosen because it includes the
two last glacial cycles. Four of the eight earth models are
so-called one-dimensional (1D) earth models where
material parameter changes with depth only are consid-
ered. In contrast, the other four earthmodels use a three-
dimensional (3D) variation of the lithosphere (based on
Wang & Wu 2006) or viscosity variations in the upper
and lower mantle based on the 2016 updated version of

the seismic tomographymodel SMEAN2 by Becker and
Boschi (2002). The 3D lithosphere model is character-
ized by a large lithospheric thickness contrast along the
TornquistZone (seeFig.8 inBrandeset al. 2018).Details
about the earth models are listed in Table 2.

Glacially induced stresses are calculated for the eight
different GIAmodels over a time range from 200 ka ago
until today (i.e. 1950; following Stuiver & Polach 1977)
with timesteps ranging from 3 to 45 000 years. The
obtained stresses are combined with 18 background
stress states (three SHmax orientations times three stress
ratios R times two stress regimes). Thus, in total 144
different model–stress combinations (72 for each tested
background stress regime) are used to investigate the
potential reactivation of the 76 locations distributed
across the southernBaltic Sea using the fault parameters
listed in Tables 1 and 2. Positive ΔCFS values point to a
destabilization of the fault/area (earthquakes are possi-
ble), while negative values indicate stable conditions
(earthquakes are not likely). We calculate the number of
combinations that result in positive ΔCFS values, thus
indicating fault reactivation, at some point during the
glacial cycles (numberof combinations indicating a fault
reactivation –NCFR).For each location, the calculation
considers the fault strike and dip angles at the location
and the 144 model–stress parameter combinations,
which represent the uncertainty in our understanding
of the subsurface structure and the tectonic background
stress situation.The larger theNCFRis, the greater is the
potential for fault reactivation at a certain location,
because more models and background stress states
would result in positive ΔCFS. The NCFR can thus be
seen as a measure of how close to optimal orientation a
specific fault’s strike and dip angle are in relation to the
tectonic background stress regime, so that reactivation
would be possible when glacially induced stresses are
added.

Results

The total NCFR is visualized in Fig. 5. The dominant
trend of the faults runs in a northwestern direction, see
e.g. the block-terminating faults close to the STZ or the
WesternPomeranianFaultSystem(cf.Fig. 5A,B). Single
faults, suchas theGatFault (westernborderof theRønne
Graben), the Hiddensee Fault or faults in the northern
extension of the Glückstadt Graben trend north-
northeast. The dip angle varies (Table 1, Fig. 5A).While
faults of the inversionzone in the eastern studyarea show
a very steep dip angle of up to 75°–90°, the Mesozoic,
polyphase reactivated structural features in the western
working area appear to have flatter dip angles between
45° and 75°.

Twodifferent tectonic background stress regimeswere
tested: a thrust/reverse-faulting anda strike-slip-faulting
one. Assuming a thrust/reverse-faulting background
stress fieldwe observed no activation across the working

Table 2. Parameter combinations used for the finite element simula-
tions (*= extra dip angles were tested for some faults).

Parameters Variables #

Models
Ice model ANU-ICE (RSES5, Lambeck

et al. 2010)
1

Earth model 4× 1D Earth models:
(L090_U520_L221,
L090_U520_L222,
L140_U520_L221,
L140_U520_L222)
• Lithospheric thickness (LT): 90,

140 km
• Upper mantle viscosity (UMV):

5 × 1020 Pa s
• Lower mantle viscosity (LMV):

2 × 1021, 2 × 1022 Pa s
4× 3D Earth models with either 3D
lithosphere or 3Dmantle
(Llat_U520_L221,
Llat_U520_L222,
L120_SMEAN2,
L160_SMEAN2)
• 3D lithosphere, UMV 5 ×

1020 Pa s and LMV 2 × 1021 Pa s
• 3D lithosphere, UMV 5 ×

1020 Pa s and LMV 2 × 1022 Pa s
• LT 120 km, 3D viscosity based

on updated SMEAN2
• LT 160 km, 3D viscosity based

on updated SMEAN2

8

Stress and fault parameters in non-optimal cases
Stress regime TF/SSF 2
Background stress
orientation
(SHmax�angle)

60°/75°/90° 3

Stress ratio R 0.05/0.5/0.95 3
Fault strike 0°/15°/30°/45°/90°/105°/120°/135°/

150°/165°
1*

Fault dip 15°/30°/45°/60°/75°/90° 1*
Fault depth 2.5 km 1
Coefficient of friction (μ) 0.6 (standard) 1
Cohesion 0MPa (not necessary) 1
CFS before glaciation 0MPa (not necessary) 1
Pore-fluid factor 0 (not tested here) 1
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Fig. 5. A. The numberof combinations that point to potential fault reactivation (NCFR) in relation to the strike and dip angles at the 76 different
measuring sites, assuming a strike-slip background stress. B. The rose diagram represents the dominant northwest–southeast orientated strike
direction, the correspondingdip direction trends 90° clockwise (plottedwithOpenStereo;Grohmann&Campanha 2010). C.MaximumNCFRat
the differentmeasuring sites, assuming a strike-slip background stress (cf. Table S1). For abbreviations and references seeFig. 1. SeeFigs S3–S5 for
close-ups.
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area, and only at site 73 (FID) ΔCFS values reach
between �2 and 0MPa (cf. Fig. S2). Thus, in the
following, we concentrate on the results concerning a
strike-slip-faulting background stress regime, which was
also preferred for this region by Ahlers et al. (2021).

The highest NCFRwas determined for FID 18 in the
MecklenburgBaywith34of72combinations resulting in
positiveΔCFS at some point in time (cf. Table S1). Note
that ΔCFS for some stress–model combinations is
positive several times, which points to several phases of
potential fault reactivation (cf. Fig. 6). The NCFR is
larger than 0 for most of the FIDs indicating that they
were prone to glacially triggered faulting at least once in
the last 200 ka (Fig. 5C; Table S1). The northwest to
north-northwest trending faults of the Romeleåsen,
Fyledalen and Kullen-Ringsjön-Andrarum Faults
(FIDs 40, 66, 67), the Adler-Kamień Fault Zone (FIDs
46,47,62–65), theNordJasmundFault (FIDs68,69,70),
theWerre&Falster Fault Zones (FIDs 19–39), aswell as
Mesozoic faults in theBayofKiel (FIDs1–5)andalso the
north-northeast to south-southwest trendingHiddensee
Fault (FID 50), and crestal faults in the extension of the
Glückstadt Graben (FIDs 16, 17), have NCFRs larger

than 10, indicating a moderate to high potential for
reactivation (Fig. 5C).

The northwestward-trending segments of the Adler-
Kamień Fault Zone (FID 59), the Koszalin Fault (FIDs
53, 54) and the northeast-trending Rønne Fault (FIDs
42, 58) show minor activations. Northwest–southeast
trending faults east ofLangeland (FIDs6–8)havenoora
lowpotential for reactivation as indicated bynooronly a
very few combinations resulting in positiveΔCFS.A few
faults, like the east–west trending Arkona Fault (FIDs
48–49), the northern transition from the Adler-Kamień
Fault Zone into the Skurup Fault (FID 60, 61), and the
northeast–southwest trending Gat Fault (FIDs 41, 56,
57), show no potential for reactivation. In total, 16 sites
(FIDs in the table) would have never been reactivated
during the glacial cycles.

Figure 6 shows the ΔCFS over the past 200 ka and
across theworkingarea.The figure represents exemplary
theΔCFS-time diagrams for six locations (see areamap)
of different tectonic units, crossing the area fromwest to
northeast. EachΔCFS diagram shows the individual ice
thickness directly above each FID location in the upper
panel. The ΔCFS is plotted in the lower panel.

Fig. 6. Comparisonof the numberof combinations that point to potential fault reactivation (NCFR) across the studyarea (map in the centre) and
over time, starting 200 ka (Late Saalian phase;ΔCFS diagrams). The upper panel in the individualΔCFS diagrams shows the corresponding ice
thickness variation at the location. In the lower panel, the ΔCFS curves are plotted of all combinations that result in an instability or potential
reactivation of the fault (ΔCFS> 0MPa) at somepoint in timeduring the last 200 ka.Negative values ofΔCFSpoint to stable conditions, positive
values indicate potential fault instability, especially if a curve rises steeply and reaches values above 2MPa. Vertical dotted lines are timemarkers,
highlighting the moment of potential reactivation (zero-crossing). Colours of curves are chosen in order of the analysis of the combinations. Any
apparent colour groupings are coincidental and should not be further interpreted. For abbreviations within the map and references see Fig. 1.
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The general ice thicknesses vary at the different FID
locations, and we see the highest values in the northeast
(e.g. atFID66during theMWG2with1200 m).Towards
the southwest, or parallel to the ice-flow direction, the
ice-sheet thickness is reduced. Thus, the Glückstadt
Graben (FID 13) is covered by a thinner ice sheet (400 m
during the MWG 2). The differences in ice-sheet
thickness and the geographical position also lead to
differences during the interstadials. Comparing the plots
in Fig. 6 during the LGM and especially between the
MWG 1 and MWG 2 advances, it is obvious that a
complete ice retreat occurred west of Rügen Island (cf.
FIDs 2, 6, 13, 35 in Fig. 6), while at the Adler-Kamień
Fault Zone (FID 65) a 300 m, and further north, at the
Kullen-Ringsjön-AndrarumFault (FID 66), even a 650-
m-thick ice capremained. In the following,wepresent the
results for specific regions (according to Fig. 6).

North German Basin (NGB, FID 2)

At the northern border of the NGB, 24 (out of 72 for a
strike-slip-faulting background stress regime) different
combinations point to a reactivation. The measured
strike direction and dip angle are 328°/53°.ΔCFS curves
for FID 2 in Fig. 6 that become positive are based on a
stress ratioRof 0.05 and cover SHmax orientations of 60°,
75° and 90°.ΔCFS is negative before the ice advances as
the used fault parameters are not optimal in the assumed
stress field (optimal faultparameterswouldbe0°/90°and
120°/90°, 15°/90° and135°/90°, and 30°/90° and150°/90°
for SHmax of 60°, 75° and 90°, respectively). A ΔCFS of
0MPaat theonsetofglaciationwouldonlybepresent for
optimally orientated faults in a critically stressed crust
(see Steffen & Steffen 2021b).

The course of the curves points to at least four phases
of fault instability. SomeΔCFS curves cross the zero line
at 160 ka for the first time. This concerns mainly curves
with 60° and 75° SHmax . These curves peak, with a
maximum value of 2MPa, at 137 ka ago. At the same
time, the ice model shows an ice retreat of the Late
Saalianadvancebetween145and137 kaago.The second
phase of potential reactivation starts at 68 ka ago and
reaches its peakof slightlymore than2MPaat 60 ka ago.
Thisconcerns thesamecurvesasduring the firstphase. In
comparison with the ice thickness, the moment of zero-
crossing correlates with the ice advance of the MIS 4
phase, while theΔCFS reaches its maximumafter the ice
retreat. A third phase of fault reactivation is indicated by
a very steep increase at around 40 ka ago. Here, more
ΔCFS curves cross the zero line, now even containing
some combinationswith 90°SHmax . All curves reach their
maximumof up to 3.8MPaat 38 ka ago. The third phase
takes place during the ice advance of MIS 3 and again,
ΔCFS reaches its maximum at the end of the ice retreat.
The fourth phase starts c. 30 ka ago and is the most
remarkable one as all curves cross the zero line at some
point in time. All curves peak at 22 ka ago with ΔCFS

values reaching up to 7.5MPa. After this point, six
curves indicate a potential fifth phase of fault instability
peaking at 16 ka. These six curves are based on twoGIA
models with 3D viscosity structure, on a stress ratioRof
0.05andSHmax of60°, 75°and90°. Incomparisonwith the
ice model, the fourth phase between 30–22 ka ago
correlates with the start of the ice advance and the final
ice retreat of the MWG 1. Probably, the Norske Is
advance also had a far-field effect here. The potential
fifthphase is related to the final ice retreat of theMWG2.

Glückstadt Graben (FID 13)

At the Glückstadt Graben, 19 different combinations
point to a reactivation of this fault (orientation of
014°/60°) at least onceduring the last 200 ka.Thegeneral
trend of the curves is similar to FID 2 (NGB; Fig. 6).
There are four main phases of fault instability, although
the first phase can be subdivided into two for some
curves. Contemporaneously to the Late Saalian ice
advance, some curves indicate a stress built-up, which
peaks at about 138 ka ago (moment of final ice
regression). A second strong increase of the ΔCFS
curves took place at 68 ka ago, at the same timewhen the
MIS 4 ice proceeded. The peak was reached a bit earlier
thanatFID2,at62 kaago.The thirdphaseat45 kaago is
contemporaneous with the MIS 3 ice advance. The
fourthphase,during theLGM,canbe subdivided intoup
to three peaks. The first one, at 26 ka ago, correlates
temporallywith the startingMWG1 ice advance.After a
minor decrease, all ΔCFS curves cross the zero line and
reach their maximum between 24–20 ka ago with values
of up to 4.2MPa, thus much less than at FID 2. Some
ΔCFS curves also indicate a third increase between
20–15 ka ago (end of MWG 2).

Langeland Faults (FID 6)

At the Langeland Faults, 15 different combinations
point to a reactivation. We note that we have three
locations in the vicinity of Langeland for which we
investigated apotential fault reactivation, but only FIDs
6 and 8 indicate a reactivation under a strike-slip
background stress regime. FID 6 has an orientation of
120°/56° and shows a potential reactivation for all tested
R ratios and SHmax of 60°.

The general course of the ΔCFS curves represents
again the different glaciation phases but only the last
three are accompanied by (some) curves that reach
positive values (Fig. 6). The ice advance during the Late
Saalian does not initiate fault reactivation. The first
crossing of the zero line of four different curves at 63 ka
ago is associated with the MIS 4 ice retreat. The second
phase peaks c. 38 ka ago, which corresponds to the ice
retreat of MIS 3. By careful inspection, the third phase
during the LGM can be separated into three peaks: the
first zero line crossing and minor peak is visible at 28 ka
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ago, before the MWG 1 phase. The following maximum
at 23 ka ago (between the two last advances) comes with
the largestΔCFS values for most of the curves, reaching
values of up to 4.8MPa and thus comparable in
magnitude with those at the Glückstadt Graben (FID
13, Fig. 6). A final peak can be found for five curves,
which fits in time to the final MWG 2 ice retreat.

Werre Fault Zone (FID 35)

The Werre Fault Zone consists of several northwest-
trending faults dipping towards the northeast or
southwest. Seventeen locations on the seismic lines,
which we used for strike and dip measurements, indicate
fault reactivation during the Quaternary, and only FID
21 has zero NCFR. As an example, we present FID 35
(Fig. 6) with measured strike direction and dip angle of
132°/54°. Here, 15 different combinations point to an
activation, restricted toaR ratioof0.05andaSHmax of60°
or 75°. The course of the curves is similar to FID 6
(Langeland Faults) but the magnitudes are a bit larger.
The first phase of potential fault reactivation is indicated
during the Late Saalian. After a minor ΔCFS peak that
fits with the ice reduction (Drenthe) around 150 ka ago
where only two curves reach positive values, the final ice
retreat at 138 ka ago caused a strong ΔCFS increase so
that around half of the curves exhibit positive ΔCFS
values. The second and third phases of potential fault
reactivations are related to theMIS 4 ice retreat at 62 ka
ago and the MIS 3 termination at 38 ka ago. Similar to
the Langeland Faults (FID 6) or the Glückstadt Graben
(FID13), theLGMis accompaniedbyΔCFScurves that
showup to three distinct peaks (Fig. 6). The ice retreat at
23 ka ago is again accompanied by the largest ΔCFS
values of up to 5.5MPa.

Adler-Kamień FaultZone (FID65)andKullen-Ringsjön-
Andrarum Fault Zone (FID 66)

Our selected FID 65 (strike/dip= 327°/90°) represents
the Adler-Kamień Fault Zone and lies close to the
intersection with the Nord Jasmund Fault. The Δ
CFS/time plot of FID 65 (Fig. 6) comprises 24 different
combinations (with all three R ratio values and SHmax of
90°) that point to potential fault reactivation.

The Kullen-Ringsjön-Andrarum Fault Zone repre-
sents the northern border of the Colonus Shale Trough.
The selected FID 66 (strike/dip 125°/90°) plot comprises
24 different combinations that point to potential fault
reactivation (Fig. 6).Again,allR ratiovaluesarepossible
but in this case for a SHmax of 60°.

Both plots (FIDs 65, 66; Fig. 6) have a similar
behaviour of the curves until c. 62 ka ago. During that
time, there are three phases with positive ΔCFS values.
The first phase is represented by some combinations that
show positive ΔCFS values (�0.5MPa) c. 200–170 ka
ago, thusbefore theLateSaalian iceadvance.After stable

conditions during the Late Saalian FID 66 also shows a
slight indication of unstable conditions during ice
retreat. Until the advancing MIS 4 ice shield, the ΔCFS
curves vary between�0.5 and +0.5MPa. A third phase
of distinct potential reactivation corresponds to the time
between MIS 4 and MIS 3, starting with the MIS 4 ice
retreat at 60 ka ago. Reactivation at FID 66 is also
possible for some combinations during the MIS 4 ice
advance c. 72 ka ago. A fourth phase of reactivation is
feasible at the endofMIS3at c. 38 kaago.However, only
the curves at FID 66 reach positive values of up to
1.2MPa.After that phase, the curves of FID65 andFID
66 showa last activation at 28 ka ago, with the beginning
of the LGM. After a small peak that correlates with the
ones found at the western FIDs, the ice shield grew
enormously, reachingathicknessof up to1000 m(MWG
1) at the northernmost site (FID 66) and of 600 matFID
65 (Fig. 6). During the MWG 2 an ice thickness of even
850 m (FID 65) to 1200 m (FID 66) was possible. The
final MWG 2 retreat was not accompanied by fault
reactivation at the Adler-Kamień Fault Zone (FID 65),
or in the northern part (FID 66).

Summary of modelling results

The high data coverage across the broad study area and
the expanded fault zones allows an investigation of
spatio-temporal development of the glacially induced
stresses (see Movie S1; based on the ice model by
Lambecket al. 2010).During theLateSaalian ice retreat,
fault reactivation is possible in the northwest part of the
Werre Fault Zone, which then may have affected the
locations in the southeast until almost all sites couldhave
been reactivated. Then, stable conditions are first
indicated in the north, which eventually spread south
until the last few sites in the southeast reached stable
conditions c. 120 ka ago. During the Eemian and Lower
Weichselian, all measuring sites are subject to stable
conditions, until the next potential phase of fault
reactivation starts in the southeast at c. 65 ka ago.
Unstable conditions spread towards the northwest until
c. 55 ka ago. Since then, repeated phases of potential
reactivationaffect the entireWerreFaultZone.Similarly,
this can be observed across the prominent horst-and-
graben zone (east of the study area) governed by the
preceding or retreating ice-sheet margin.

Discussion

Why are some faults in the southwestern Baltic Sea prone
to potential glacially induced reactivation and some not?

The reactivation potential of a fault is especially
influenced by its orientation (strike and dip) within the
stress field (here, tectonic, lithostatic, and glacially
induced stresses; Steffen & Steffen 2021b). In a strike-
slip-faulting stress regime with SHmax being between 60°
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and 90° as used in here, faults that are critically stressed
(optimally orientated faults, ΔCFS= 0MPa) would
have a strike angle between 120° and 210° or 300° and
30°, and a dip angle of 90°. When several angles were
tested for one FID location, the number of NCFR
increasedwith the steepness of the dip angle.

A change of the dipdirection (75° vs. 90°; tested for the
Nord Jasmund Fault – FIDs 69 and 70, or the
Christiansö Block – FIDs 74 and 75) has no impact.
Only at the northeastern border of the Bornholm Block
(FIDs 72 and 73) did we find a different NCFR, but in
this case angles below 60°were used in the stress analysis
for FID 73 (cf. Table S1). These dip angles are further
away from optimal orientation in a strike-slip faulting
stress regime and thus glacially induced stresses are not
large enough to reactive the low-angle dipping faults
(Steffen & Steffen 2021b).

Considering a critically stressed crust where optimally
orientated faults have a ΔCFS of 0MPa (yellow stars in
Fig. 7), even other fault orientations can be close to
instability (black symbols, Fig. 7) and can thus be
reactivated once additional stresses (e.g. glacially
induced stresses) are added. Major faults in the
southwestern Baltic Sea area are close to the critically
stressed state (instability) when a strike-slip-faulting
stress regime, a stress ratio Rof 0.05 and an orientation
for SHmax of northwest–southeast are used. Almost all
faults have ΔCFS values between �5 and 0MPa before
glaciation (Fig. 7). Only the Arkona Fault (striking 270°
and dipping 80°) and the Gat Fault (striking 38° and
dipping 75°) are further away from a critically stressed
state (CFS < �10MPa). Glacially induced stresses are
not large enough to reactivate these faults, which is also
visible in their ΔCFS plots over time (see Fig. S7).

Our analysis favours a strike-slip-faulting tectonic
background stress regime, which is in line with the
findings of Ahlers et al. (2021) and supported by the
World Stress Map (Heidbach et al. 2018). ΔCFS values
in a thrust-faulting stress regime do not cross the zero
line, but for some faults, only 1–2MPa more would be
needed to reach this line. We note that such stress
differences could be overcome with additional stress
changes due to pore-fluid pressure changes, which can
reach 7MPa in a thrust-faulting stress regime (Peikert
et al. 2022). Hence, future modelling investigations
should consider tests with pore-fluid pressure changes
to estimate ifmore faults couldhavebeen reactivateddue
to an interplayof glacially induced stresses and increased
pore-fluid pressure, for example, due to meltwater input
from the waning ice sheet.

How do the dimension and shape of the ice sheet affect
glacially reactivated faulting?

Comparing the results, summarized by Fig. 6, we
observed relationships between the NCFR and the
location of the fault with respect to the ice-sheet margin.

Even in such a small region with an extension of around
300 km, the differences in the ice-sheet model have
different effects on the studied faults.

The glacially induced stresses vary depending on the
location with respect to the ice-sheet centre. Compres-
sional stresses are induced near the surface beneath the
ice sheet, while extensional stresses can be found near the
surface between the ice-sheet margin and the peripheral
bulge, which develops around an area of subsidence
during loading and collapses during unloading. The
compressional stresses increase the overall compres-
sional stress setting in the crust, while the extensional
stresses decrease the crustal stresses. Thus, depending on
which side of the icemargin the fault is located, the effect
of the glacially induced stresses canbeverydifferent.The
southern Baltic Sea was located in the peripheral bulge
during ice advances of all glaciation phases, partly at the
ice margin during the Weichselian glaciation at glacial
maximum (thuswithmainly extensional stresses prevail-
ing), and completely covered by several hundred metres
of ice during the glacial maximum of the Saalian
glaciation (thus with mainly compressional stresses
being induced). The response of the faults is different
depending onwhere the fault was locatedwith respect to
the ice-sheet margin, which is visualized in Fig. 8 for two
locations.

During the ice advance (Fig. 8B), the bending of the
lithosphere leads to an internal horizontal extension in
front of the ice that decreases the horizontal stresses for
the two locations as shown in Fig. 8.However, location 2
(red) lies closer to the advancing ice margin, where the
crustal bending and horizontal extension are stronger,
compared to location 1 (purple). Thus, the Mohr circle
moves towards the line of failure, indicating fault
instability. When the area is covered by the ice sheet,
glacially induced horizontal stresses become compres-
sional, which increases the total stresses again, resulting
in fault stability (both locations in Fig. 8C). As the
distance from the fault to the ice-sheet margin increases
and the fault is located beneath the ice (e.g. during ice
advance), the vertical and horizontal compressional
stresses increase, leading to more stable conditions.
During ice retreat (Fig. 8D), location 1 (purple) is free of
ice earlier than location 2 (red), which leads to a faster
decrease of the horizontal stresses. At some point during
ice retreat, theminimumhorizontal stresses (S3) become
extensional again, which results in an increase of the
Mohr circle and thus positiveΔCFS values are possible.
This change from compressional to extensional stresses
happens first for the areathatwas closer to the icemargin
during theglacialmaximum,and thus location1 (purple)
is represented by a larger Mohr circle compared to
location 2 (red). In addition, the change from compres-
sional to extensional stresses for the minimum principal
stress occurs only for regions close to the former ice
margin. Nowadays, compressional stresses are prevail-
ing,which leads to stable conditions. Please note that this
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is only valid for a strike-slip faulting stress regime and
other results can be expected for a normal- and
thrust/reverse-faulting stress regime.

Relating the above toour study region,we find that the
western region of the southern Baltic Seawas covered by

a thick ice sheet during the Late Saalian advances,
inducing increased compressional stresses,which led to a
small increase in ΔCFS when the ice retreated – thus
being equivalent to location 2 (red) in Fig. 8. In contrast,
the same regionwasat the edge of the ice sheet during the

Fig. 7. Polar plotswith CFS variations for a critically stressed crust depending on the strike direction and dip angle of optimal (yellow stars) and
non-optimal faults. Strike-slip (upper panel) and thrust/reverse (lower panel) faulting background stress regimes are differentiated, aswell as three
stress ratios (column-wise), illustratedwith the correspondingMohrdiagrams (modified after Steffen&Steffen 2021b). The strike direction canbe
measured at the outer circlewith 0° at the top and increasing angle in a clockwise direction. The dip angle increases from the outer part of the circle
(0°) towards the centre (90°).Faults arepresented inFig. 6. Symbolswithablack fill arepotentially reactivated faults,white filled symbols represent
faultswith nopotential for fault reactivation according to our calculations. Faultswithin the reddish area have a high chance of reactivation due to
GIA stress changes.
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Weichselian glaciation and thus was equivalent to
location 1 (purple) in Fig. 8. At this location dominantly
extensional stresseswere induced, leading to largeΔCFS
values during both ice advance and retreat. Similarly,
fault locations FID 2 and FID 66 can be correlatedwith
locations 1 (purple) and 2 (red) (Fig. 8), respectively, for
all glaciations. The eastern region of the southern Baltic
Sea was covered by a thick ice sheet during the Saalian
and Weichselian glaciations leading to very low ΔCFS
during these glaciations.Onlyduring theMIS 4 andMIS

3 ice advanceswas the eastern part of the southernBaltic
Sea close to the ice margin, leading to more unstable
conditions during and after ice retreat. The western
region of the southern Baltic Sea had only avery thin ice
cover during these advances, which also becomes visible
in increased ΔCFS values during ice advance and
maximum glaciation as dominantly extensional stresses
prevailed at these times.

Differences in the ΔCFS curves for the Late Saalian
advances with respect to the more recent ice advances

Fig. 8. Conceptual sketchof therelationshipofglacially inducedstresses inastrike-slip-faultingstressregimeat two locationswithrespect to the ice
margin (A–E).Wediscuss two scenarios in the text.The first scenariomimics stresses in the southwestern (purple) and southeastern (red)Baltic Sea
during theWeichselianglaciation. In the secondscenario,only stresses in the southwesternBalticSeaare comparedbutduring theSaalian (red) and
Weichselian (purple) glaciations. The Mohr diagram illustrates the induced stresses.
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also stem from the fact that the latter are better known
and have a much finer spatial as well as temporal
resolution in the ice model ANU-ICE by Lambeck
et al. (2010) than the former. To summarize, the location
of the fault with respect to the ice sheet is very important
to consider when analysing glacially induced stresses,
and this study shows the importance of detailed ice
models to understand their potential to reactivate pre-
existing faults. It is expected that ice models of the next
generation that are constrained with more and better
input datawill provide more accurate results.

The earth models considered in this study cover
different aspects of horizontal and vertical subsurface
variations that are discussed in the GIA-related litera-
ture; thus, the resulting curves of temporal stress
behaviour can be considered to roughly envelop results
from other earth model variations not addressed here.
However, theusedearthmodelsarestill rathercoarseand
omit interesting details; for example, our models do not
include a layer of salt or any other sedimentary and
tectonic structures (e.g. layers or graben).

Additional uncertainties for the glacially induced
stresses stem from the estimation of the background
stresses. The ΔCFS is obtained under the assumption
that the crust is critically stressed before glaciation
started (CFSbefore glacation = 0MPa). While this is
observed for various regions in the world (e.g. Okla-
homa; Walsh & Zoback 2015), this might have not been
the case for the study region prior to the Saalian
glaciation. However, stresses must have been close to a
critical state in northernEurope before the glaciations as
otherwise earthquakes during the Holocene (e.g. Bran-
des et al. 2012, 2015, 2018; Pisarska-Jamroży et al. 2019,
2022; Grube 2019a, b; Müller et al. 2020) could not be
explained.Asmalldeviation fromthisassumptionwould
lead toa shift of all curves,but reactivationswould still be
happening due to the high glacially induced stresses
modelled here (up to 7.5MPa in positive ΔCFS). The
pore-fluid pressure was also not considered in the stress
calculation as it has several uncertainties. The variation
in this pressure over time, especially in areas that have
undergone ice-sheet growths and shrinking, is unknown
to date. Thus, only a constant pore-fluid pressure could
be used, which would has, due to its physical definition,
no effect on the ΔCFS (Wu 2021).

Is there a certain stress and GIA model combination for
whichmany faults indicate potential glacially induced fault
reactivation in the southwestern Baltic Sea?

Various parameters (earth model, stress parameters)
were tested here to analyse the stress changes for the
southern Baltic Sea. Considering that the studied region
is relatively small, measuring 375 km (east–west)
by 175 km (north–south), the earth model as well as the
stress parameters (R ratio and direction of themaximum
horizontal stress SHmax ) are not expected to vary

significantly within this region. Thus, we can assume
that one combination (of all model–stress parameters)
gives a positive ΔCFS for all the faults in the study area
that show a displacement in the Quaternary. From the
144 different model–stress combinations of all input
parameters tested for each measuring point, we identi-
fied certain parameter combinations that could have led
to many fault reactivations. Figure 9 summarizes exem-
plarily the NCFR for each model–stress combination at
20 ka ago.

The highest number of fault locations that have
positive ΔCFS values at 20 ka ago can be found for a
strike-slip background stress regime with a SHmax

orientation of 60° (northwest–southeast,measured from
east in a clockwise direction) and a R ratio of 0.05. The
latter means that the magnitude of the vertical stress is
almost the same as the magnitude of the maximum
horizontal stress and thus, sufficiently large stress
changes (e.g. due to ice advances) could lead to a fault
reactivation with normal faulting. A northwest–
southeast orientation of SHmax in northern Germany
was also obtained by Ahlers et al. (2021). They found a
change in the stress regime from strike-slip-faulting near
the surface to normal-faulting for depths below 1500 m.
This could be explained by a lowR ratiowhere the stress
regime can change even with small stress undulations.

Analysing all results over all timesteps, the highest
number of potentially reactivated faults is achievedwith
the earth model Llat_520_L222, a 3D earth model that
considers the rheological variability along the suture
zone. This suggests that GIA models with a 3D

Fig. 9. Number of faults that show positive ΔCFS at 20 ka ago, based
on the stress ratio R, the orientation of SHmax (measured from east in
clockwise direction) and the earth model in a strike-slip background
stress regime. A black symbol means no fault has been reactivated.
Earth model code: 1 = L090_U520_L221; 2 = L090_U520_L222;
3= 140_U520_L221;4=L140_U520_L222;5=Llat_U520_L221;6=
Llat_U520_L222; 7 = L120_SMEAN2; 8 = L160_SMEAN2 (see
Table 2 for explanation of the earth model parameters).

BOREAS Glacially induced fault reactivation in the Baltic Sea sector of the Tornquist Fan 237

 15023885, 2025, 2, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/bor.12689, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [10/04/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense



lithosphere structure should be preferred in glacially
induced stress analyses, especially if the potential
Quaternary activity of the faults as indicated by this
model can be independently confirmed.

Do the results correlate with other glacially induced
reactivations discussed in Germany and Denmark?

Most faults inour studyareawerevery likely reactivated at
least once during the glaciations of the last 200 ka.
However, this requires a strike-slip background stress
regime with SHmax orientated northwest–southeast (SHmax

60°, or to a lesser extent, even 75°) and a R ratio of 0.05.
Glacially triggered earthquakes were also suggested for
the Jasmund Peninsula (Rügen Island, Dwasieden) and
the Gnitz Peninsula (Usedom Island), which are located
onshore in the southernBaltic Sea area (Pisarska-Jamroży
et al. 2019, 2022).A reactivation between 24.5 and 23.5 ka
for Rügen Island and between 23.6 and 21.5 ka for
Usedom Island was obtained with OSL dating of soft-
sediment deformation structures andΔCFS changes from
GIA modelling in combination with the same stress field
parameters. According to Kenzler et al. (2017), the
Jasmund Peninsula (Rügen Island) was reached by the
first late Weichselian ice advance at 22�2 ka. Hence, the
fault reactivation as dated by Pisarska-Jamroży
et al. (2019, 2022) presumably took place during the ice
advance, in front of the ice margin. Also, our results, e.g.
for theNord JasmundFault (Fig. S7), the southernpartof
the Adler-Kamień Fault and west of Rügen Island at the
Werre Fault Zone, indicate a reactivation before and after
theMWG1 (Brandenburg advance), and thus support the
onshore findings.

Moreover, Pisarska-Jamroży et al. (2022) tested fur-
ther input parameters during their GIA modelling.
Similar to our results, the authors inferred a R ratio of
0.05 and a north-northwest to south-southeast orienta-
tion of SHmax with the highest probability for Usedom
Island. Furthermore, northwest–southeast trending
faults with a dip angle between 60°–75° (cf. polar plots
in Fig. 7) showed the most convincing results (Pisarska-
Jamroży et al. 2022).

Brandes et al. (2018, 2022) dated the fault reactivation
at the Børglum Fault (Denmark, northern boundary of
STZ) pointing to an activity between 14.5–12.0 ka ago
(decay of the ice sheet), which agrees with modelling
results based on a strike-slip-faulting background stress
regime. According to Brandes et al. (2022) faults within
the STZ show repeated fault activation. Our results
support a polyphase glacially induced fault reactivation
at the STZ.

Al Hseinat et al. (2016) and Huster et al. (2020) inves-
tigated the2-km-widevertexgrabensabove theWaabssalt
wall (Eckernförde Bay). Both studies revealed a Pleisto-
cene fault reactivationdue to theadvancingandretreating
glaciers. Al Hseinat et al. (2016) and Huster et al. (2020)
also suggested that this Pleistocene fault reactivation was

accompaniedbyverticalmovementsof the saltwall due to
ice loading. This idea is supported by other methodolog-
ical studies, e.g. by Lang and Hampel (2023). Our earth
models do not include local crustal differences, for
example salt structures. Therefore, we cannot make any
statements about glacially induced salt tectonics. How-
ever, the crestal graben-terminating faults are represented
by our FIDs 16 and 17 (cf. Fig. 5). The ΔCFS/time
diagram (Fig. S7) showed clear indicators of an activa-
tion, after the Late Saalian advance, in front of the
advancingMIS 4 andMIS 3 (both showonly a minor ice
cover, thus the faults were located within the peripheral
bulge), during the advancing MWG 1 and some curves
also show a fifth peak during the MWG 2. Thus, our
results support a polyphase reactivation of these crestal
faults during the Pleistocene and especially during the
Late Saalian andWeichselian ice advances as well.

Faults at a greater distance from the former icemargin
are in the peripheral bulge and showanactivationduring
the ice retreat and after the deglaciation (HarzBoundary
Fault: Müller et al. 2020; Osning Thrust: Brandes
et al. 2012).However, bothpreviouslymentioned studies
assumed a thrust/reverse faulting background stress
regime and optimally orientated faults, which differs
from our parameters.

Howdoes a possible reactivation of this multitude of faults
fit into the picture of the palaeoseismicity of the area and
the present seismicity?

To illuminate this question, we use our best model–stress
combination to investigate the ΔCFS development in the
next 1000 years (strike-slip background stress regime with
SHmax orientation of 60°,R ratio of 0.05, and the 3D earth
model Llat_520_L222). The ice repeatedly advanced and
retreated over the area during the last 200 ka. This affected
theperipheralbulge,whichmigratedat somedistance from
the icemargin.Hence, the individual faultswere exposed to
all stress scenarios (Fig. 8A–E) at some point in time.
During the last glaciation stage, all were situated in the
peripheral bulge, which explains their recent potential for
fault reactivation (cf. Fig. 2.7D3 in Steffen et al. 2021b).A
remaining positive ΔCFS and thus a potential for fault
reactivation is indicated for the dominantly northwest–-
southeast–striking inversion zone (northwest and south-
east of Bornholm Island), the Nord Jasmund Fault, some
localities of theWerre andFalsterFaultZones, and further
measuring points in the northwestern part of the Bay of
Kiel (Fig. 10). Interestingly, within the Baltic region this
pattern agrees with some recent earthquakes (since AD
800;DeutscherErdbebenkatalog,©BGR,Hannover 2012,
e.g. in the Werre Fault Zone and along the Colonus Shale
Trough. The reader should be aware that the plotted
earthquake localities in Fig. 10 differ in depth and are of
tectonic origin in general. Hence, the present and near
futureseismicity inthesouthwesternBalticSeamightbe, to
some extent, related to the last glaciation and the ongoing

238 Elisabeth Seidel et al. BOREAS

 15023885, 2025, 2, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/bor.12689, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [10/04/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense



GIA processes. Of course, there are many other processes
that can also affect seismicity, but, at least according toour
calculations, GIA cannot be fully excluded as one of the
potential trigger mechanisms.

Conclusions

In this study, we determined the strike and dip properties
of 44 faults at 76 localities from seismic reflection data
collected within the southwestern Baltic Sea and
investigated theirpotential glacially inducedreactivation
in the last 200 ka. For certain locations, we tested
different dip angle values as no precise angle could be
determined from the seismic data or the dip angle of a
fault changed with increasing depth. The closer the dip
angle gets toward the optimum orientation (resulting
from the background and glacially induced stresses), the
higher the number of combinations that point to
potential fault reactivation (NCFR). The maximum
NCFR are shown in Fig. 5C. However, the actual angle
could deviate from themeasured value (within the range
shown in Table S1) and thus also the NCFR. This study
focusses on comparing and studying the interactions
between fault orientation and position, as well as GIA-
influenced background stress laterally and temporally.

Using the recommended strike-slip tectonic back-
ground stress regime,most of the faults in our study area
show a reactivation due to glacial isostatic adjustments
(GIA), such as the deep-rooted horst-and-graben
structure, close to the Tornquist Zone and the Western
Pomeranian Fault System, faults east of Langeland
Island, and crestal faults above salt structures, related to
the Glückstadt Graben. The strike of these faults differs
between northwest and north-northeast, and their dip is
steeper than 45°. However, the northeast-trending Gat
Fault (west of the Rønne Graben), and the east–west
trending Arkona Fault show no activation. As the
orientation of SHmax of the tectonic stress field varies
between 60° and 90°, optimally orientated faults in a
strike-slip-faulting stress regime would have a strike
angle of 120°–210° or 300°–30°, and a dip angle of 90°
(Fig. 7).

Besides the strike and dip parameters, there are other
factors to be considered in the calculation of the ΔCFS.
The highest potential for fault reactivation occurs when
we consider a strike-slip background stress regime with
a SHmax orientation of 60° (northwest–southeast), a R
ratio of 0.05 and a 3D earth model with a varying
lithospheric thickness especially over the Tornquist
Zone (Fig. 9).

Fig. 10. Locationswhere fault reactivationsarepossiblewithin thenext1000 years, calculatedwithourbestmodel–stress combinations.Dots show
theNCFR– reddots represent unstable fault conditions.Only earthquakesof tectonicoriginare shown, according toDeutscherErdbebenkatalog,
©BGR, Hannover (2012). For abbreviations and references see Fig. 1, and Fig. S6 for close-ups.
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The ΔCFS/time diagrams indicated four to five
different reactivation phases in the working area
(Fig. 6): Late Saalian phase (170–135 ka), MIS 4 and
MIS 3 (70–60 ka, 45–38 ka) and LGM (26–14 ka), all
Weichselian advances. However, due to the reduced ice
thickness in the southern working area, the LGM is
divided into several ice advances (in this study summa-
rized as MWG 1 and 2; with complete ice retreat in
between in the south of the study area). Thus, a fifth
phase affecting the northern mainland of Germany
(south of the working area) is indicated by the diagrams
and conceivable. Our results indicate that the activation
of faults takes place in front of the ice margin andwithin
the peripheral bulge, primarily during ice retreat, and
only secondly during the ice advance.

The highest GIA-induced stress changes occur in the
western part of the southern Baltic Sea, during the
Weichselian and especially during theMWG1glaciation
(ΔCFSup to 7.5MPa). In the northeast, during the Late
Saalian advance and the LGMwe find a reducedΔCFS,
which is increased in the MIS 4 phase (ΔCFS up to
2MPa). The number of combinations indicating a fault
reactivation varies across the whole area with no clear
tendency. However, e.g. the Werre Fault Zone, and the
crestal grabens above salt structures show the highest
NCFR.

A potential fault reactivation is influenced by an
interplay of fault orientation, their location with respect
to the ice margin and the type of background stress
regime (Fig. 8). The direction of ice advance is also
decisive. As the Quaternary ice sheets iteratively
advanced from the north and northeast through the
Baltic depression, most of the on-average northwest–
southeast orientated faults were prone to reactivation.

Furthermore, glacially induced faulting is not (intu-
itively) predictable (Fig. 10). Detailed earth and ice
models, as well as stress parameters, are necessary. We
tested several reasonable model–stress combinations,
and our results clearly show that a glacially induced
influence on the current seismicity pattern in the
southwestern Baltic Sea cannot be excluded. A fault
reactivation during future glaciations, however, is still
only imperfectlypredictabledue toknowledgegaps in the
potential ice distribution and large uncertainties regard-
ing background stress parameters used here (e.g. stress
direction and ratio) and beyond (e.g. pore-fluid
pressure).

The fault systems studied here could be examined in
detail thanks to the high seismic data density that can be
achieved at sea. As the fault systems continue into the
hinterland ofDenmark,Germany, Poland, and Sweden,
a reactivation of the faults in the hinterland and during
the coming ice ages by GIA can also not be excluded.
Moreover, one may even argue that it is highly likely. It
will have to be examinedwhether apotential reactivation
of the faults couldhavean influenceon long-termstorage
facilities for highly radioactive waste if they are planned

to be set up at locations that will be coveredwith several
hundred metres of ice again in the future.
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U. 2016: Triassic to recent tectonic evolution of a crestal collapse
graben above a salt-cored anticline in the Glückstadt Graben/North
German Basin. Tectonophysics 680, 50–66.

Anjar, J., Adrielsson, L., Larsen, N. K., Möller, P. & Barth, K. 2014:
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Fig. S1. A. Glacially induced fault reactivation in the
southern Baltic Sea, due to ice advances 140 ka ago
(Warthe glaciation). The two scales below represent
the ice thickness inmetres (based on the icemodel by
Lambeck et al. 2010) and the number of combina-
tionswithpotential reactivation (NCFR)for the sites.
Black dots indicate stable conditions at the fault
locations. B. Glacially induced fault reactivation in
the southernBaltic Sea,due to iceadvances62 kaago
(MIS 4). The two scales below represent the ice
thickness in metres (based on the ice model by
Lambeck et al. 2010) and the number of combina-
tionswithpotential reactivation (NCFR)for the sites.
Black dots indicate stable conditions at the fault
locations. C. Glacially induced fault reactivation in
the southern Baltic Sea, due to ice advances 38.5 ka
ago (MIS 3). The two scales below represent the ice
thickness in metres (based on the ice model by
Lambeck et al. 2010) and the number of combina-
tionswithpotential reactivation (NCFR)for the sites.
Black dots indicate stable conditions at the fault
locations. D. Glacially induced fault reactivation in
the southernBaltic Sea,due to iceadvances25 kaago
(MainWeichselianglaciation1).Thetwoscalesbelow
represent the ice thickness inmetres (based on the ice
model by Lambeck et al. 2010) and the number of
combinationswithpotentialreactivation(NCFR)for
the sites. Black dots indicate stable conditions at the
fault locations.E.Glacially inducedfault reactivation
in the southern Baltic Sea, due to ice advances 20 ka
ago (Main Weichselian glaciation 2). The two scales
below represent the ice thickness in metres (based on
the icemodelbyLambecket al. 2010)andthenumber
of combinationswith potential reactivation (NCFR)
for the sites. Black dots indicate stable conditions at
the fault locations.F.Glacially inducedfault reactiva-
tion in the southern Baltic Sea, due to Main
Weichselian glaciation 2 ice retreat (13 ka ago last
ice retreat). The two scales below represent the ice

thickness in metres (based on the ice model by
Lambeck et al. 2010) and the number of combina-
tionswithpotential reactivation (NCFR)for the sites.
Black dots indicate stable conditions at the fault
locations.

Fig. S2. Comparison between the results for a change in
Coulomb failure stress (ΔCFS) during the last
200 ka assuming a strike-slip faulting (left) and
thrust/reverse faulting tectonic background stress
regime (right) for three different examples of fault
locations. The fault number is labelled in the figure,
for location see Fig. 3. Strike and dip angles are
given as measured value and in parentheses the
grouped value for calculation.

Fig. S3. Close-ups of themeasurement sites according to
Fig. 3. Structural units are redrawn according to
Vejbæk & Britze (1994), Schlüter et al. (1997),
Krzywiec et al. (2003), Nielsen (2003), Krauss &
Mayer (2004), Seidel et al. (2018), Warsitzka et al.
(2019), Ahlrichs et al. (2021, 2023b and citations
therein), and Ponikowska et al. (2024). AB =
Arnager Block; AF = Arkona Fault; AFS =
Agricola Fault System; AKFZ = Adler-Kamień
Fault Zone; BB = Bornholm Block; ChB =
Christiansø Block; CT = Colonus Shale Trough;
DB = Darłowo Block; EHMB = Eastholstein–
Mecklenburg; EHT = Eastholstein Trough; FF =
Falster Fault; FyF = Fyledalen Fault; GF = Gat
Fault; GFZ = Gryfice Fault Zone; GG =
Glückstadt Graben; HB = Hanö Block; HF =
Hiddensee Fault; HG = Höllviken Graben; KF =
Koszalin Fault; KRAF = Kullen-Ringsjön-
Andrarum Fault; LFZ = Langeland Fault Zone;
MPA = Mid-Polish Anticlinorium; NJF = Nord
Jasmund Fault; PaF = Parchim Fault; PeF =
Pernille Fault; PF = Plantagenet Fault; PFZ =
Prerow Fault Zone; RF = Rønne Fault; RG =
Rønne Graben; RoF = Romeleåsen Fault; SF =
Skurup Fault; SvF = Svedala Fault; STZ =
Sorgenfrei–Tornquist Zone; SvT = Svaneke
Trough; TFZ = Trzebiatów Fault Zone; TTZ =
Teisseyre–Tornquist Zone;WB=Wolin Block;WF
=Wiek Fault; WFZ=Werre Fault Zone; WPFS=
Western Pomeranian Fault System; VT = Vomb
Trough.

Fig. S4. Close-ups of the number of combinations that
point to potential fault reactivation (NCFR) in
relation to the strike and dip angles assuming a
strike-slipbackgroundstress (according toFig. 5A).
For abbreviations and references see Fig. S3.

Fig. S5. Close-ups of the maximum number of combi-
nations that point to potential fault reactivation
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(NCFR)at thedifferentmeasuring sites, assuminga
strike-slipbackground stress (according toFig. 5C).
For abbreviations and references see Fig. S3.

Fig. S6. Close-ups of locations where potential fault
reactivation could be possible within the next
1000 years, calculated with our best model–stress
combinations, according to Fig. 10. Dots show the
number of combinations that point to potential
fault reactivation (NCFR) – red dots represent
unstable fault conditions. Only earthquakes of
tectonic origin are shown, according to Deutscher
Erdbebenkatalog,©BGR, Hannover 2012. For
abbreviations and references see Fig. S3.

Fig. S7. Further examples of fault reactivation (for
location see Fig. 5). For explanations on how to
interpret thesediagramsseeFig. 6andtheaccording
chapter ("Results").

Table S1. Measurement points and the estimated
properties for identified faults sorted according to

their serial number (FID). Each fault has its own
number and vertex IDs, in case there had been
several measurements at different locations along
one fault track (EPSG: 25833, ETRS89/UTM zone
33 N).Measured strike anddip angleswere grouped
in 15°multiples (seemain text). Blue dip angles have
been calculated (cf. Eq. 1). NCFR = number of
combinations with potential reactivation for the
tested dip angles.

Movie S1. Icemotionvs. fault reactivation during the past
200 ka. Panel A represents the advancing and
retreating Scandinavian and British–Irish Ice sheets.
Panel B shows the close up of the study area. The ice
thickness is given in metres, black dots show stable
conditions at the fault locations, red dots indicate a
positive Coulomb failure stress change and the
potential for fault reactivation. The results are based
on a strike-slip background stress regime with SHmax

orientation of 60°, R ratio of 0.05, the 3D earth
model Llat_520_L222, and the ice model by
Lambeck et al. (2010).
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