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Tsunami survey of the 2007 large Solomon earthquake

VT i e R I B A A
(LHEE KT - R - FEEEEINR ST - 772 —IL[H)
Hokkaido University, University of Tokyo,

Geological Survey of Japan, Asia Disaster Reduction Center

s ¢ vl AmEp4H1 Y REVESD

' Poleof rotation HE X Pacific 7L — kD FIZ

PACIFIC PLATE Ridge 23 ILAA ATV 5 IEHIC

oo " BBRABRTRALTVS. B
{ﬁfﬁziRldge DILFIA TN D

FAAIX 4 A 11 B, 13 HIZ
B AV, 19 H £ T4, 22
ERAIES
M, HEE W bR, R
OV TOFEEITH.

1 IR E D T 7 v =2 A (Tregoning et al. JGR 1998)
Fig.1 Tectonic setting near the epicenter.
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Fig.2 Aftershock distributions.
Red and yellow circles show the one-day and three-day aftershocks,
respectively.
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Fig.3  Result of the tsunami run-up survey.
00
.. %}fukundu
Sagheraghi -
heredilye., o :
Vorivart (’?ﬂ Nusambaraku \1\
orivor : '
4’_. K} H\I‘
-, U el Logha ~,
] .;.fg:izo Sirpart "
Pailange Gizg,
Titiana Malalkerads -
Newdhilan rﬂ.eﬂl“‘b
7o
o .
him i ‘
a1 -
0 |
I I
5 hrit
150 A% 10y
4 Gizo J&JH0 OEP b
Fig4 Tsunami run-up around Gizo Island.
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Fig..5 Coseismic crustal deformation. Red and blue circles show the uplift and subsidence, respectively.
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Fig.6 Coseismic crustal deformation estimated from the above fault

model. Red and blue contours show the uplift and subsidence,
respectively.
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Fig.7 Coseismic deformation estimated from the different fault models, (left) with a dip angle of 15 degree
and (right) with the shallowest depth of the fault of 5 km.
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