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Abstract; Observations from regional seismic network are used in studying devi-
atoric moment tensor for the My5. 4 earthquake of 26 Febuary 2010 in Taiwan
adjacent area. The smallest rotation angle defined by Kagan (1991) between our
result and the Havard GCMT solution is 9. 5°, and the focal depth we deter-
mined is 41 km, which is close to USGS location result and possibly closer to
the real source. The paper also discusses the effect of station distribution on de-
viatoric moment tensor inversion by selecting different station combinations.
The result shows that, for the data sets from three 3-component stations, the
solutions are mostly accurate. The better station coverage, the less departure
from real solutions. In appropriate case, the data set from two 3-components

stations may result in relatively reliable solution.
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XF AR BRE R B AR CHRR L My =5. 5) , W b K27 19 42 BRAEO 4 5K 3 (Global Centroid
Moment Tensor, fij 5 GCMT) I H 21 fif F & Bk 52 & B0 s 89 KT 45 s 89K & W9 3+
SR O K i (Dziewonski et al s 1981), 32 [H 3 5t 8 28 J&y (USGS) JE T T=15 s {4k
P o3 A 5K £ (Sipkin, 19825 Sipkin, Needham. 1989) . 7R 5t K7 M 52 0 55 Br £ il A 390 1
45—100 s Z 8] B9 P W 7 ALY 20 A . JF HL92 3 1 #E 52 19 B 3 Ak B (Kawakatsu,
1995). XEEHFFEARE LR BIE . I H R ATEILT ToRAMRE ™ 4 B R 5 5 AR R A
REREAT 23T

IR DX AT B R 1 P A A DX R B Y G b B 17—107) Sz 38 50/ L 7R 1Y
gk i i 8 1] B8 (Dreger, Helmberger, 1993; Retsima, Lay, 1993; Romanowicz et al,
1993; Braunmiller et al, 1995; Ndabélek, Xia, 1995; Randall ez al, 1995; Thio, Kanamo-
ri, 19955 Ammon ez al, 1998). SImEAH L, DX I b 5% Al Hh J7 52 10 R 5K 8 S i 5y 52 4%
TEBGE MR EEN . BOE & A F&EM&SHUE S . W T3 4 ik (i Lg O T RETEIC
s E AL, JF B R SRON AT REAE R 9. R R W b Oy 1R A U AR T T SR A 1Y
SPERBNBTTE 5 . ARSI B8 T IR AN 1) A MO8 T B AR

20 t22 90 AEAR LA IX U 3K B S i 7 iR B T AR K A& J&. Patton Hl Zandt(1991)
TS T R Y T S U G R AT B 2 0k T X R 5 Dreger F1 Helmberger
(1993) 4 Hy 1 DX I bt 52 1 3t J7 722 1749 B[] Jaf 66 9K o S 38 935 5 Randall 45 (1995) & T Lang-
ston(1981) 4 H 14 isf 1] I8 Sz 3 77 42+ fif ] Kennett(1983) i 52 546 [ v M bR R 5. o IX
B3 o3 B WAL AL I RIS e i A 5K i 5 Cameron 85 (2006) X% 7 ¥k 3647 1 8GE% . JE A T0F
G B 1 X T2 ] f31 s Romanowicz 85 (1993) L & Thio 1 Kanamori(1995) 4§ Xt
5 ] G 0 by IXC 1 v 28 b 7R T R TR R % DX BB 5K B 43T 5 Ritsema B Lay (1995) i 1 & ]
KT 3550 s {Y XA J] 1 L 310 S S i 1 56 [ PG 8 My =>4, 5 By R 4 7K & 5 Pasyanos
S5(1996) e 1 DX Il T 3B Sz 15 A0 EF ) Jo 6 KKk S 08y 1 I A SR . IR EAT T v A R A vk
itk 14 Y 52 I b B 2250, Braunmiller 2 (2002) 8 J X I & PBEORE, 315 7 WM — 3 b i
DX ) A5 5 7 1) L i B iR . RN R 1) T R MR HEAT T8, Kubo 48 (2002) KA 1 H A B K
Bl 23 R WF 58 B (National research Institute for Earth science and Disaster prevention, fa]
5y NIED) ) DX U 5K H St 0 B (5 BB AR 30 1 DU oK e A i RS v I3
W7 O MR P DA B R 9 ) R 2 v 7 Y 158 25 X A 1 B2 . Tchinose 85 (2003) f AN ] /)
HREE LSRR L XoF 5 [ IR A e AR E A A AR A N TG AR A My =4, 0 Hi R R AT 1 vk it it
B IEREGEIN N DT BL A I o3 A BN B SIS LT . 2D 3 A B el T LA BB L B 5K
. H P AT 875w 9 22 rTAE 10° LA, Zahradnik 55 (2008) fiff FH 42 P 808l S it 1 A
B X 6 R M 4. O 26 47 18 v 45 1l 7% 1) A K B O A0 30 = A 1 AR M IR) RELE AT T
118, Scognamiglio 5 (2009) & J&€ T B i) 1ol i 752 5K 5t f2 38 1 A 80 i 2 FE IE 7 ik, 9F
X R KR M X MZ=3. 5 (14 30 7% 55 DX 38 1 b 7% 5 R AT T 6 o o 4 AT

X T X R L 22 H AT R B 1 — A B iy TR A Ll A R A5 TR R 3 R AT
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BB, Dreger il Helmberger(1993) % [THFFE T i 5 &5 P & DX 38 4 5 05 5K 4 19 S 35
Jrik s Walter(1993) i FHJRU] 1550 s By #6343 1) KPR ML AR A9 30 sk BT » WFSE T A 4E
B — my5. 5 MR B RRIEHLE] 3 Godano 2 (2009) i I i 15 I A9 I i 2040 A 26 1 S 15
R EHLE RO SR, X R 2R3 A 3 b G AL G Al A IR Bl A9 I HAR AL
T O3 g s X i B 2 SO R

i rh E AR B WIE . 2010 4 2 26 H 01 B 07 43 58. 7 #b (Pt Ay, UTO), 1
G LRI T M5, 1 #5,  EHIRE & P 25 iR P OB 0 T 230 87N, 122, 8°E.
XX YCHLRE » T T b 22 A SC R BT ST HLAG AR N7 4 1 AR DT R ok e, xR
8] 2 /DA e — 2822 5, PRANELAR LR 1. ARSCRUK IR 0l #EAT 1 X0 ok i S 3 I
SR _F R A R 6 3 2 A TR IR B 90 R 5K AR AR Ak A S .

H1 ARGS9 2010 45 2 71 26 H G RUAHESR M5. 4 M 724 9K LR L B

Table 1 Moment tensor solutions for the 26 Febuary 2010 M5, 4 earthquake in

Taiwan adjacent area by different institutions

FE LR 15 1 197 2
SE/SE S4E/SN OWE/km BRSO WA/ WEm/S BRSO A/ wEim/s
GCMT 122. 80 23.67 30.8 182 39 84 9 52 95
NIED 122. 81 23.67 29.0 176 39 81 8 52 97
CWBSN_BB  122.84 23.60 41.1 186 24 84 12 66 93
FEOR A Sr /10" Nem
L L M,, T ) M, My DC CLVD
GCMT 1.41 0.22 —1.63 0.12 0.35 —0.1 5.4 74.1%  25.9%
NIED 1.23 0.12 —1.35 0.13 0.30 —0.05 5.4 84.2%  15.8%
CWBSN_BB  0.52 0.17 —0. 69 0.12 0.53 —0.15 5.2 57.3%  42.7%

1 DC sk AU 734, CLVD Jg b4 vk Rt il 70 4

N T oA AR SO S A 9 A AR AR L, e IO 0 KA e BR OO 9K i H o (GCMT) 25
MR RHLH A2 % M, Kagan (1991) 5& SCAYAS [R] 52 P HIL il 1] 1) 5 /N i 4% #f1 (Kagan
), HREASCR B MR EILH 45 R 5 CCMT 2% Z i1 Kagan ffi . T LAFT & ff 1056 E
FEE.

1 HESFE

1.1 #HiE

XU MR R AEAE TR ER B M, BE RS B B Bl 29 120 k. FATE AR B T IRIS [
wh O B s . AR B STYE N A B 1 9 M52 B B (Broadband Array in Tai-
wan for Seismology, &H N BATS 7 6, A EHZENIEM, UK HARIZTHES
% (Japan Meteor-ological Agency Seismic Network) ff] YOJ &, {ii THiZdbMl. HE K&
Bl oA WK 1.

JEAG O B s, TR B rh i AT AR A I, SRS TE 0. 01—0. 1 Hz iy
Yo AT AT YR B . N S MR SEI . B 2 3 T NAC G113 4313 5% A R UE I F L Je
MIPETE . ¥ B L SR B e i i B . X RS AT RO, B H KMN &l Fid a5
IR, B LA i & BT RL.

GCMTE T X WM R2 IR IR ML LI 1. H AR Bl 9} 2 B R BF 58 BT (NTED) fif ] H
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Fig. 1 Stations (triagles) used in this study and the My5. 4 earthquake. Beach ball
represents the focal mechanism retrieved by Harvard GCMT
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Fig. 2 Seismograms of NAC station (a), the signals filtered between 0. 01—0.1 Hz (b),

and the integrated displacement seismograms (c)

http://www.dizhenxb.org.cn



13 K 24 - BT 17 ) 5 T X3 7 v e R KA AR 1) A2 E R 35

A b X TE AT M AR 5 R 45 H B U R Y R IR AL SR R g AR IR, K2
[ Kagan Mk 3.43°, Mk EMPISHILE 1. @MW P RLKL)R/” (Central Weather
Bureau, fij5 5 CWB) MR & V45 ) 5 45 Hh 5% I (CWBSN_BB) i F Kao 1 Jian(2001) & Ji
) SO0 1 9 R VA LA S M UMb AR K R . 3X 3 S HILAE 15 B Y 5= U AL A 0 %) L
15002 1.

XX WHLER . BIER“ R RIR)R7(CWBY G T & W E (AL & . 23. 69°N, 122, 87°E,
REVRVREE 52. 1 km, YN M 5. 8. 5z AL A5 5K & S T8 75 21 /9 5 O A B AF AE — 8 1Y 22
S, S E T A R (USGS) 45 H i s2 R A7 B . 23. 79°N, 122, 85°E, % 39. 3 km, (A%
P omp5. 5, SHERKEMERMEE K. HASLT (Japan Meteorological Agency. fij 5
S IMA) R H SR 25 A ek M AR AR A B . 23, 7°N, 122, 8°E, WRJE 50 km, BH N
M,5.7.

Y AT UL s AN [RIBILAS) 45 S 033 O b 58 1) R v 67 B A AR R 25 57+ AN SR AE /KK D ) 1 A
ZILHTHROKEJrm B EME 2 RMELSE ), WEEZRE TP E. GCMT Al
NIED % H (R FE#BTE 30 km £ 47, USGS Hil CWBSN_BB %5 i B % FE 76 40 km A2 47 1)
JMA F1 CWB 1) &5 W2 7 45 25 th TR BE#RAE 50 k. H T IR Hb & & A AE BREK & 0 Fh
N, A o 3t I 5 I YRR Y TR BE KRR IR AL . A B TR AN TR AR AT I DX Y R A
. EUCFRATE A 1 BT R 0 7 A~ & 04 5 A ERE SR A Sk K b R Y AR 5K . Kubo 4§
(2002) fff 45 A S MR 35 R W1 o AE KT J ) b B o7 2 22 8 5k 0. 1°, DX U0 5K o fif
PSR AH MR . BEBHAE K B2 A B LT, 4 5K i 0 58 v 7 B I ARG i AS UER. X EB L
AP E ] A Bk GCMT M NIED fif f 7 A [6] 38 Bl 4 & 3l RS (5] 430 %6 X [0] (1) 35
W B FHR/R R A EAEE R, FRATEN T GCMT SR A . RIERE
J7 ] BT R,

1.2 REBEKRKEHWTHZE

bR R AT B AR IR T LA IR Oy 6 AT i B R SR B I 5K B AT LA A3 i Sy R A
(double couple, f#%E 2 DC) 4yt fildE DC 434, 4E DC 43 5 43 6 45 1] [a] # (K F 43 4 (iso-
tropic, 815 K 1SO) FlAMELR M & & (1A% T /7 & (compensated linear vector dipole, f&j’5 N
CLVD). XUy A8 3 et 4 34 B 2 45 1ol ]k A J5 v %) 3 T J2 T 4 2 i 3 03 3l ol i gl 2
P R I R IR L. 7R — BB F 00T . AR UL AT BB A B O AR AL, TR K R
4k DC sy B4y A S5 il 29 9O 5K i o 1) 1SO 435 o %, (4 T 90 56 i 1) S T

Kikuchi Fl Kanamori(1991) 48 Hy 1 2% A SR8 By ok 11550 72 09 4 ok = . Ut A1)
(07 s AT HE X Al 52 1 4 5K 2 S, {8 ] Bouchon (198 1) fy #5508 B50Ek 113 A% MR R
B XTSRS . B TR IR S Ak . AT DL 2K $L 5E-0 oK ERR 2R 72 U B[R] pR
B I ELAFIEF B, A o e S o A v R R R [ R R K B R ) b e b R 1 )N
(Cesca et al, 2006). TEXFFALT A B H 2 L H 6 B BEAS 5= AL 6T 1 1 5 A b 7%
K 2H & K iE 8l (Kikuchi, Kanamori, 1991);

S(t) = D> la; * E/(D)] (D
i=1
Ay Ei(o s i=1, 2, . 6. 9 6 FOEEAMAZ . o R TR IR AL
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R a, SHEERE M, A%, FEHIAAS GRILNIE, §9IARMIE, §1 EAIE) T
M, =—a, + as
M,, = ds +a6

2y

M. = a, +as + a;
2)
M, =M, =a

M. =M., = a,

Myz = M:y = as

kA M 1 RRAE S5 S SR AL T T Z LA ) L A L WSl A RRAE (A AR AL T bR A AR
i IR R R LR R 3 AR . DCHCLVDAISO. 78 i 2 ik it OB S 00 T, 445 1] [1)
PR %, BIREL as=0.

i FH e /> 30 125 5K A BB 1 8, e AR R I T 5 5 B D T 22 ) 1 A A R B /DN, A TR
PRIEIE LANF

2 | obs, — syn, |
L <~ max(| obs; syn; |)
misfit = = | - [+ | syn, | (3)

s, obs, KWL« syn, WA BTG - i=1. 20 <. o n= G UEOAH FEO< R AL,
32 FH 190 950 14 S U6 1 1 2% Bl
Y RS L A R 0
3 A B A/ e v R 25 RN A B
I 5 L T A TR
1.3 HhEsimEn
BT U % A SR 5 90 AL T
22 e 1 R o 1 D B 5 W AT 19 J5E (25 35
&5, 2007). 2% Rao fl Wu(1995), Ma ¢
A (1996) . LI K Kim %5 (2005) Xf 4 75 # [X 3 72
EEE s as s nn ns GEHIMOBEIERUR . A SCRE N 3 R
' Gikid)ig Xl
Fs AU e R A 1.4 WAHIBE R 8RN HE S 5 (Kagan

Fig. 3 Velocity structure used in this study )

FH TR B IR 32 I3 16 DL BB RRIERE ALY T, P, B I IE RS MR T LA IR i
RO ZHEAR AR R AR LR Al T PR U A BT . Kagan (1991) F Y 1F 28 %6 B #1 /Y J0 4%
A2 AT B R 5 8 22 (8] %) = 48 2 (8] e /N 5% A 38k o TR IRk
PN AN (] 2 YR AL ) 22 8] 6 O % R 32 B O Kagan 5 (130, X W] — B )2 o Ze i 58 1 A0 A e
E T PR ALE Z BB Kagan M2 90°). X —HE& T @ B 17 A R IEALH 580 TAE
F1(Kubo, Fukuyama, 2002; Okal, 2005; Pondrelli et al, 2006). £ % Kagan ff #ES
SRR FE W, Kagan(1991, 2007) B4 %18 3.
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2 #ERESH

2.1 AEBUEREES 1 LKMEERERNE

HHAEE MM 6 ~4F (YHN, NAC, SSL, YUL, TPU, TWG) A H A1) YOI &
PO TR BEAT 1 AR 9K B Sl 18 T B 30 T8 B Dy 0. 01—0. 1 Hz. & 3l J7 i /A 1 6k 1y
227.49°. BRI EEH GCMT HR 4G Mg R, E3WE W B TR, BHEEEN 5 km,
HKH 2 km, k24 ANRFE, HBFEF] 51 km.

HHEAAE AR R 9. 327X 10" Nem, MY FHBH My5. 45 BIEHLE M. i
A WFE I 1927, Mifh 377, Wahff 100°; 5 1E B (EM 0°, Wif 53°, W3l 83°.

Bl A 25 T AR SO FX 7 A 6 1 GERHS 20 55K i A . DL RS ) % B 98 R 15 31 1 f
I AE T Al 28, FRATE RIS 5 S GCMT H &4 W0 T 8#:30, W4 2 AL
fift 2 18] 1Y) Kagan 1 9. 46°.

BTG R R
0.45 0.5 0.55 0.6  0.65 0.
‘ ‘ T ‘ ‘

7 075 0.8
0 ; ‘
15F @@@t

E UL
<
530
%
150
(2) eol )

4 RSO 7 A Al BCE AT B0 00 5 5K AR Ca) B R [R) IR B dr A1 AR 1 4 1 AR AR G 18 (b)
Fig. 4 Moment tensor solution retrieved from 7 stations (a) and

misfit variation with searching depth (b)
LI PTE 5 A BB B LA 45 R UL 5. i B 5 AT UL, P A E 2 Bl A ROR BT
T T BT B — 4R BRI, 5P B R A IS LA 2E.
2.2 3NEMASs
WEFE T 3 DB AR R K . S5 R LR 2 K 6.
HE 2, B3 NEuiAG, A LIS BB Rk g, Hd, 635
A1 78 w5 15 LA R A BN (30O B BB REALE S GCMT 45 13 1Y % 1) Kagan ffi 78
20° U LA 5 T ol 2 1 O AL A IR A LR (=300 AL A . 19 2 AR 5 GCMT fig 1Y
# 2 NG A A R AR A

Table 2 Summary of inversion results using different station combination

Kagan ffj/°
=2 SRR BUKM/T 5 GCMT  H5AL 7446 WE/km Mw De
A W45 5 H A
1 SSL, YUL, NAC 33.91 12. 89 11.32 41 5.2 91.3%
2 SSL., YUL, TPU 15. 50 19.99 12.62 41 5.3 99.7%
3 YUL, TPU, TWG 17. 39 19. 40 12.11 41 5.3 95.7%
4 NAC, SSL, TWG 49.13 10.98 14.53 41 5.3 93.1%
5 YHN, SSL, TWG 63.75 14. 31 11.43 41 5.3 95.3%
6 YHN, SSL, YUL 44,19 12. 38 14. 25 41 5.3 95.6%
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Fig.5 Comparison of the synthetic waveforms (red) computed from optimized moment

tensor solution with the observed waveforms (black)
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Fig. 6 Moment tensor solutions corresponding to station combination listed in Table 2

Kagan 75 150 DL, FERRETRMNZERATE 0. 1 HUUN. FIIN N, i Jm88r i 3 4>
B AT LA 23 Ay 1 A DX I b 72 1) 6 5K A

5w 7 B MRS B 45 RA L, X LA 3 4B R AH G4 R Kagan f#7E 15°
PFEE N, B 3 B IA G/ B8 RN RE.
2.3 AARHWAR

TEFR ) 7 4> 6 hBEALE N A & 1 SRR T ROBOR i sk &, 3R 3 4t T Gk
HAMTEO . DA A B B RO TRE , oK 5 GCMT 45 51 i
ANTREE A, BT 45 T IX 21 R A A5 B A AR 5K R
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# 3 ARABUWAASR M KR RS

Table 3 Parameters and results of moment tensor inversion using different station combination

5 B G BuiskMm/  IAMAEA/ Kagan fi/° HHE/km DC CLVD My
1 YOJ, TWG 132.51 227. 49 12.55 41 96.5% 3.5% 5.6
2 YOJ, YUL 117. 29 242,71 28. 62 35 94.6% 5.4% 5.2
3 YOJ, TPU 115.12 244, 88 26. 37 35 96.0% 4.0% 5.2
4 YOJ, SSL 101. 79 258. 21 32.28 33 94.1% 5.9% 5.1
5 YOJ, NAC 83.38 276. 62 28. 50 41 99.3% 0.7% 5.3
6 YOJ. YHN 68.76 291. 24 11.63 41 90. 4% 9.6% 5.4
7 YHN, TWG 63.75 296. 25 26.18 43 99.1% 0.9% 5.6
8 NAC, TWG 49.13 310. 87 12. 39 45 95.3% 4.7% 5.5
9 YHN. YUL 48.52 311. 48 46. 81 41 99.8% 0.2% 5.3
10 YHN, TPU 46. 36 313. 64 67.60 31 93.7% 6.3% 5.2
11 NAC., YUL 33.91 326. 09 25. 85 45 90.1% 9.9% 5.3
12 YHN. SSL 33.03 326.97 35.94 39 97.0% 3.0% 5.3
13 NAC, TPU 31. 74 328. 26 16.13 45 96.8% 3.2% 5.3
14 SSL, TWG 30. 72 329. 28 12.82 41 95.1% 4.9% 5.5
15 NAC, SSL 18. 41 341.59 21. 36 43 95. 9% 4.1% 5.3
16 TPU., TWG 17.39 342,61 28.54 47 94.9% 5.1% 5.6
17 SSL, YUL 15.49 344,51 15.00 41 94.7% 5.3% 5.3
18 YUL, TWG 15. 22 344,78 22. 96 43 93.5% 6.5% 5.5
19 YHN, NAC 14. 62 345. 38 73.33 41 94.8% 5.2% 5.5
20 SSL, TPU 13.33 346, 67 21.32 37 90.1% 9.9% 5.2
21 YUL, TPU 2.17 357.83 25. 30 41 90.7% 9.3% 5.3

YOI, TWG YOJ, YUL YOI, TPU YOI, SSL YOJ, NAC YOJ, YHN YHN, TWG

200200

NAC, TWG YHN, YUL YHN, TPU NAC, YUL YHN, SSL NAC, TPU SSL, TWG

{20 RO RN )

NAC, SSL TPU, TWG SSL, YUL YUL, TWG YHN, NAC SSL, TPU YUL, TPU

K7 AFEWHAEGREIN 2010 4£ 2 H 26 H & LR 5E 1Y 5 5K 7 f
Fig. 7 Focal mechanisms obtained from various two station data combined

for the 26 Febuary 2010 earthquake in Taiwan adjacent area

&8 FIE 9 4334 T YUL, NAC &M YHN, NAC & 15 5] il 58 7% &+ 1 B2 204
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Table 4  Average Kagan angle for individual stations used

Gl YOJ YHN NAC SSL TPU YUL TWG
-5 Kagan ff/° 23.33 43.58 29.59 23.12 30. 88 27.42 19. 24
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