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Fig. 1 The intensity distribution of the Jingtai My 5.9
earthquake on Jun. 6, 2000.
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Fig. 2 The comparison of observed x channel apparent Fig.3 The comparison of observed x channel apparent
resistivities between six th and fourth. resistivities betw een eighth and fourth.
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Fig. 4 The comparison of observed x channel apparent Fig.5 The comparison of observed x channel apparent

resistivities between tenth and fourth.

resistivities betw een fifteenth and fourth.
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Fig. 6 The comparison of observed x channel apparent Fig. 7 The comparison of obsewed x channel apparent
resistivities between six teenth and fourth. resistivities betw een twenty-first and fourth.
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MAGNETOTELLURIC MONITORING AFTER THE JINGTAI Ms5.9 EARTHQUAKE

WANG Shu-ming', LIN Chang-you’s CHEN Jun-ying’
(1. University of Geology of China, Wuhan 430074, China;
2. Lanzhou Institute of Seismologys CSB, Lanzhou 730000, China)

Abstract: The magnetotelluricCM T) monitoring results for seismicity after the Jingtai Ms 5.9 on
June 6, 2000, Gansu province are introduced. Changes of apparent resistivity with time in the
monitoring period are analyzed. It is believed that it is improbable that stonger earthquakes should
occur after the Jingtai earthquake according to smaller variations and repeated character in range
of error of observed apparent resistivity with time. The judgement result is identical with reality .
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