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Table 1. List of parameters of Tokachi-oki events.

mainshock | aftershock 1 | aftershock 2 | aftershock 3
i tim 1968/5/16 1968/5/16 1968/6/12 1968/9/21
origin ime 9-48:53 19.39:01 22:41 43 22:06 00
epicenter (ISC) 40 86°N 41°25'N 39°25'N 41°59'N
(JMA) 143.38°E 142°51'E 143°08'E 142°48'E
magnitude My=79 M;=75 Myg=72 My=6.8
seismic 2 8x 1028 2.2x1027 81026 2X1026
moment dyne cm dyne cm dyne ¢cm dyne em
number.of _ 6 10 o7
summation
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Figure 4. Comparisons of observed velocity response spectrum with thoes calculated
by 2/3 power law and coventional method for the Tokachi-oki earthquake.
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Table 2. List of parameters of Nippon-kai-chubu events.
o 8 # IZSMAC-B(To=0.18,h=1.0)

Hu®wiEL L. B0 L HKIIFT 5 ERS- mainshock ) aftershock1 | aftershock2 | aftershock 3.
COBE*B_hbhdohz, AR-K origin time 1983/5/26 1983/6/9 1983/6/9 1983/6/21

_ 12:00 21:49 22:04 15:25
BOEE% Table2 R T, EHIZ A=p ‘
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Figure 5. Comparisons of observed velocity response spectrum with thoes calculated by
2/3 power law and coventional method for the Nippon-kai-chubu earthquake.



