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Red lines show synthetic seismograms; Black lines show data; Red contours show the fault slip in meter. - R m o 22— ~ A A
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Can we get a better estimation to the fault rupture in downdip direction? o o NUUOY 7 R J-w\/\,xw-m quake (Kuril06).The centroid depths of all of them are about

Basic information U 2 N Ao 5 5 2 AN A oo 15 km, Harvard CMT (Dziewonski &Woodhouse,1983)
= SOARRRRRRY RRRRRRAC” ™= QMM Strike 310.0 deg. Al ; |

_|
>
<
>
.
P S
=un
ST
QIN
00 j 00
- @On -
o
: o
S
Depth km

| Love wave 16,/AAK JLLHT.qmxd.soc - 15/AAK ILLHZ qmxd.soc
| Depth: 5km — [ Vertical component 1

I - dip 11.5 deg. 85 SUDWY PR Y P
I | 15 km 7 Rake (ave.) 97.9 deg.

Rupture velocity (ave.) 1.1 km/sec

o:‘,\J\/vVV ,\/\w o;__ww/\/vv f ' Seismic moment 6.1x102° Nm

N

Conclusions

We have analyzed the rupture processes of 2006 Java earthquake as well as 1992 Nicaragua, 1994 Java,
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Figure 1. Comparison of normal modes synthetic seismograms at station AAK for point sources at distributions are generally consistent with previous results, e.g., (Kikuchi & Kanamori, 1995; Aber-
depth of 5 km (red) and 15 km (green).The CMT solution of the 2006 JAVA earthquake was used. Note 1994 Java Earthquake 2006 Java Earthquake

crombie et al, 2001)
the obvious difference between long period Love and Rayleigh waves.

2.In many aspects, the 2006 Java and 1992 Nicaragua earthquakes are belong to the same category
Example: 2006 Kuril island Earthquake ssso7s - Basic information 1994 Java Eq. 2006 Java Eq. though their centroid depths are quite different.In contrast, the 1994 Java earthquake, which had
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