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Fig. 1. Base-line networks in the northeastern part of Izu Peninsula, and the

region of swarm activity in June and July, 1980. X is the epicenter of the
largest shock of June 29th.
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Table 1. Changes in the base-line length at the Higashi-Izu base-line network.

HIGASHI-IZU Base-line

AKANE AQGAHIRA SEIRIGAHARA CHUCHIN ( Shirada)
Date b, 5P b $b4a b, $§ba b $D 4D
1976. 2. 6682.907 '1 2598.945 1 4222.852 1 3771.356 1
w5 » 918 2 11 n -945 1 0 n 863 1 411 »w 357 2 +1
w . S w2911 1 +4 » 8960 1 #1585 « 861 1 +9 » .361 1 +5
1978 1. . 936 2 .287% . 977 24322 . 898 1 4613 561 2.205200
w . 6. w945 1 438 19 972 1 .27 6 " 911 1 .59 _6 575 1¢219_ 8
1979. 1. . 926 3 .19 0 . 98 3 g ¢ 5 4 5370 . 567 3.2117 ¢
1980.10. . 901 6 -6~ W 980 2 4357 . 893 3 W41 7Y . 572 4.216°

gz, SEIOPERI 6 ~T A O—I0 IO R Y & O RERE: LTV 2 D2
TR TCHIc. SEIOED R, HRKTH-706 290 OMIHZB L TITiFE = 5 A 200
ORI h T WS (PR, FEEEE 1980, EEsdtE, 1980). &= Tl —fls LT,
RHEC X 57 A2 AT, AT 2R HT L CaRc. MM 5@ 5 2 —x
LT oMY THS. Jevesi: 34.95°N, 139.22°E, X : 18km (i@ i), WD
ozEE : N&°W,  dip angle: 78°, slip angle: 0°, o k& X : 15kmx8km, < u-
S 2. HRRO EIf v b A B T R, RAN - 4T (1975) 1o X
BT e 77 sk e, FHTREREAIEM 2R L. chbbnb X
Sz, ZoOMEETARRETS LA, G WASE, Ty orilsEc




RGBT 5 ek 1093

HORIZONTAL STRAIN

" 19:/6 | 1977 | 1978 | 1979 L 19§0 L 1981
¢ 4
M3.6 M5.4 M7.0 M67
«10°° M5.7
+1
o O
0 =2 ° —0
AKANE
RIS .//O\o/b_\<J
0
AOGAHIRA
KRS w
0
SEIRIGAHARA
—0
05 -
3 F
- &
a 1
Shirada CHUCHIN
e A

Fig. 2. Cumulative horizontal strains at the Higashi-Izu base-line network.

Table 2. Horizontal strains obtained from geodimeter survey and estimated
from model calculations.
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15, Geodimeter Survey at the Higashi-Izu Baseline Network,
Eastern Part of the Izu Peninsula.

By Shigeo MATSUMOTO, Yasuhiro HIRATA, Teruyuki KATO
and Shigeru WATANABE,

Earthquake Research Institute.

In order to monitor the recent crustal activity at the east of the Izu Peninsula, we
made a revision survey at the Higashi-Izu baseline network, eastern part of the peninsula.

Results obtained show an over-all contraction of the region in the period from
January 1979 to October 1980. Such a contraction could be explained by the co-seismic
movement of the largest earthquake of June 29th, 1980, during the recent swarm ac-
tivity in June and July.



