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Selsmicity and F_cal Mechanisms for the Southern Great Basin
of Nevada and California: 1987 through 1989

Abstract

For the calendar year 1987, the southern Great Basin seismic network (SGBSN) recorded about
820 earthquakes in the southern Great Basin (SGB). Local magnitudes ranged from 0.2 to 4.2
(December 30, 1987, 22'.50:42 UTC at Hot Creek Valley). Five earthquakes epicenters in 1987
within the detection threshhold of the seismic network are at Yucca Mountain, the site of a potential
national, high-level nuclear waste repository. The maximum magnitude of thorpe five earthquakes
is 1.1, and their estimated depths of focus ranged from 3.1 to 7.6 km below sea level. For the
calendar year 1988, about 1280 SGB earthquakes were catalogued, with maximum magnitude 4.4 for
an Owens Valley, California, earthquake on July 5, 1988. Eight earthquake epicenters in 1988 are at
Yucca Mountain, with depths ranging from three to 12 km below sea level, and maximum magnitude
2.1. For the calendar year 1989, about 1190 SGB earthquakes were located and catalogued, with
maximum magnitude equal to 3.5 for an earthquake about ten miles north of Las Vegas, Nevada,
on "January 9. No Yucca Mountain earthquakes were recorded in 1989. An earthquake having a
well-constrained depth of about 30 km below sea level was observed on A.ugust 21, 19_9, in eastern
Nevada Test Site (NTS).

The greatest concentration of SGB earthquakes in a small area during the three years 1987

through 1989 occurred at the Reveille Range (Reveille Peak quadrangle), about 115 km north of
Yucca Mountain. Other concentrations of seismicity were observed at Rock Valley (southern Nevada
Test Site), Pahran_gat Shear Zone, Sarcobatus Flat, Gold Flat, and in the Grapevine Mountains.
Seismicity near Boulder City, Nevada and Lake Mead produced very modest structural damage at
Boulder City. The magnitude 3.5 earthquake in January, 1989, near Las Vegas, Nevada, resulted in
a few cracked windows at Las Vegas, the only other case of damage being reported from earthquakes
in the southern Great Basin for that three-year period.

Focal mechanisms from thirty-one SGB earthquakes are presented in this report. The solutions
range from normal slip or oblique slip to strike slip, with a few having sub-horizontal nodal planes.

Tension axes for most SGB earthquake focal mechanisms cluster in the northwest-southeast direc-
tion, and tend to display sub-horizontal angles of inclination. Alternate focal mechanism solutions

resulting from different assumed hypocenters demonstrate that, in some instances, the current seis-
mographic network cannot provide unambiguous focal mechanism solutions, even for some of the
magnitude > 3 earthquakes. This is because the focal mechanism is dependent on depth of focus,
which is often a poorly resolved parameter.

Examination of travel-time delays for P waves from NTS nuclear tests indicates a strong 1800
azimuthal pattern, especially for data from Rainier Mesa and western Yucca Flat tests. This pattern
could be the signature of stress-induced and/or crack-induced azimuthal velocity anisotropy, or
alternatively, of a high-speed body having a longitudinal axis oriented approximately north 10°
east to south 10° west, possibly the lower carbonate aquifer. Whatever the source, delays have no
significant correlation with distance, probably indicating the presence of localized tectonic or geologic
anomalies (radius < 50 km) rather than a regiolnal feature.

Introduction

The SGBSN, one of several regional seismographic networks operating in the Great Basin, has
monitored local seismicity and has recorded arrivals from regional and teleseismic earthquakes con-
tinuously since August, 1978. 54 permanent stations were in place by mid-1981, including a dense
sub-array at Yucca Mountain, Nevada. Preliminary hypocenter listings and seismicity data anal-
ysis from data collected by the SGBSN for the period August, 1978 through December, 1986, are

presented in Rogers and others (1987) and Harmsen and Rogers (1987). This report is an adden-
dum/update to those reports. A broad-scope review of the seismotectonics of Nevada is available in



Rogers and others (1991), where contemporary SGB and other seismicity data are discussed in the
context of the Cenozoic deformation of the Great Basin.

The SGBSN was initially composed entirely of vertical-component seismographic stations. Eight
horizontal-component seismographs were added in 1984, and a vertica!-component seismograph south
of Boulder City, Nevada, was added in August, 1988. Figure 1 shows the seismic station locations and
major physiographic structures discussed below. Appendix E lists station parameters. References to
individualstationsinthetextbelowwillbe inbold font.

The primarypurposeof thenetworkisto investigatetheseismotectonicenvironmentin the
immediatevicinityofYucca Mountain,Nevada,thepotentialsiteofa high-level,nationalnuclear
wasterepository.Also,thenetworkprovidesinformationon seismicityatgreaterdistances,out to
about160km radialdistanceofYuccaMountain.Seismicsignalsfromthenetworkarecontinuously
telemeteredtotheUSGS dataprocessingcenterinGolden,Colorado,wherepreliminaryhypocenter
determinationisperformed,alongwithresearchon focalmechanismsand faulting,on fluid-induced
seismicity,on attenuationofseismicwaves,on velocitystructure,on crustalstraininthesouthern

GreatBasin,and othertopicshavingrelevanceto theYucca MountainProject.
Operationoftheseismicnetworkisfundedunderan interagencyagreementwiththeDepartment

ofEnergy,whichprovidesQualityAssurmaceregulationsforthecollection,analysis,interpretation,
reportingand archivingofdata. Digital,event-orientedSGBSN data (seismograms,stationdata,
and so on)arepermanentlyarchivedon magnetictapes,and a nearlycontinuousrecordofanalog
SGBSN dataisalsomaintainedon 16 mm develocorderfilm.BecauseseismicdataintheSGB come

from sourcesand crustalpathsthatexhibitlargedegreesofgeologicvariability,with many details
thataresimplyunknown, thehypocentersand analysesthatarepresentedinopen-fileformatmust
be consideredpreliminary.Uncertaintyinmany reportedparameters,suchas thoseassociatedwith
earthquakelocationand focalmechanism,isin most casessubstantialand dimcultto completely
quantify.In thisreport,consequencesofuncertaintyareexplicitlyaddressedby offeringalternate
hypocentersand focalmechanismsthataxeofcomparable"goodness-of-fit"withinthecontextofthe
simplified geologic models invoked to parametrize the earth. Since a possible consequence of this high
level of ambiguity is that permissable licensing uncertainties about the seismotectonic component of
the geologic system may be exceeded, as stipulated in 40 CFR Part 191, the U.S.G.S. response is to
Jnc:ease the density of seismic station coverage of southwestern Nevada during the next few years,
with the expectation of reducing parameter estimate uncertainties for much of the r,_corded local
seismicity.
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ispresentedintheQualityAssurancedocument,YMP-USGS SeismicProcedure11.Seismometers



Figure 1.- Map of SGBSN seismograph station locations, cities and towns, _nd some major phys-
iographic features of the southern Great Basin.



are visited and calibrated every six months, or as needed. A station calibration is deemed acceptable
when the amplitude response of a seismographic system lies within a i30% range of a nominal
response, in the frequency band 2 < f < 10 Hz. In practice, seismographs with Teledyne-Geotech

S13 seismometers generally display responses within 5:10% of their nominal (theoretical) values
in the frequency band 0.1 < f < 20 Hz during field calibrations. Seismographs with Mark L4C
seismometers generally display responses within -t-20% of their nominal values in the frequency band
1 < f < 10 Hz. Whenever measured responses deviate beyond the prescribed limits, a notation is
made in a log of station calibrations, the field technicians are informed, and maintenence is performed

on the defective component(s). The system is then recalibrated until its amplitude response falls
within the prescribed limits. Calibration results are not currently used to correct or modify amplitude
data scaled from SGBSN seismograms in order to estimate SGB earthquake magnitudes.

An upgrade seismic network, composed primarily of three-component S13 seismographs with
much wider dynamic range than the current network, and digital satellite telemetry, is currently
being deployed in the SGB. This network is expected to provide a more accurate measure of ground
vibrations than the current network.

Preliminary hypocenter determination for SGB earthquakes and explosions

Earthquakes, explosions, and low-coda-frequency seismic phenomena (e.g., some cavity collapses
and some nuclear detonation aftershocks) occurring in the southern Great Basin are located with
HYPO71, and listed in Appendices A, B, and C, respectively. The SGB velocity models and other
pertinent parameter information are listed in Appendix F. HYPO71 (Lee and Lahr, 1975) employs
several iterative algorithms, some of which perform forward modelling; i.e., ray tracing in a simplified
geologic medium to determine To, the computed source-to-station travel time. Others perform inverse
modelling, in which a trial hypocenter is assumed at some position, and new solutions are found that
move the trial hypocenter in a direction that reduces the root-mean-square travel-time residual,
RMS. The definition of RMS is,

RMS = sqrt( 1__ w,(To - To) 2),f_
i

where n is the number of phase arrival time readings used in the determination (as discussed below,
approximately 20_ of the arrival time picks are not used in the final, location), To is the "observed"
source-to-station travel _ime (scaled arrival time - computed origin time) and w_ is the computed

weight for the ith reading, with _-_ w_ = n. Ideally, iterations towards a final solution continue until
no significant reductions in RMS can be achieved by further adjustments. The directions/amplitudes
of adjustments are determined by a Newton-Raphson scheme, known to seismologists as Geiger's
method. In the absence of "noise" or errors in the velocity model, or in the data, the method is
both fast and accurate. Even in the presence of moderate Gaussian-distributed noise in the data,
the method continues to perform satisfactorily. In the real world, howevci', pitfalls of the method
are known to exist. One shortcoming of the iterative scheme is that it is apt to converge to a local
minimum of the RMS function, rather than the global minimum, depending on the initial trial
hypocenter, (x0, yo, z0). To partly ameliorate this problem, hypocenters for all earthquakes reported
in Appendix A were relocated using different values of z0 = 0.0, 7.0, and 12.0 km below sea level,
respectively, selecting for reporting here the final iterate (Xf, yf, Zr) having the minimum RMS
residual. In the catalog, immediately following the two letter grades, the hypocenter is tagged with
the letter "Z," "S," or "T," depending on whether the solution having the minimum RMS was
derived from iterations having starting depth of zero km, seven km, or twelve km below sea level,
respectively.

If different final iterates yield the same RMS residual (5:0.005 see), the hypocenter corresponding
to the initial z0 - 7.0 starting depth is selected for publication. This selection process may appear



arbitrary, but statistically, has little effect on the overall depth-of-focus distribution. We define
RMS(k) = RMSIzo - k km, and similarly, depth estimate, z(k), and standard error in depth
estimate, stz(k). We investigated the percentage of hypocenters listed in Appendix A, below, that
were derived from z0 = 7 or 12 km iterations, but which also have competing solutions within _ 10%
of the sampled travel time residual minimum, RMS(O) - RMS(k) < max(0.01, 0.1 min(RMS(k)))
sec, k = 7 or 12 km. For the hypocenters of 1987, 570 hypocenters met this criterion. However, all

but 92 of those 570 had the property that the depth estimate, z(0), was within one standard error
in depth of the repmted depth estimate, Iz(k) - z(O)l <_ stz(k). Of the remaining 92, 49 competing
depths were within two standard errors, Iz(k)-z(O)l <_2stz(k) (case A). The remaining 43 competing
depths were greater than two standard errors from the reported depth of focus, iz(k)- z(O)l > 2stz(k)
(_ 5% of the catalog, case B). In Appendix A, hypocenters having misleadingly low stz estimates
are flagged by a -I-sign to the right of stz for case A, or by q--f for case B. This procedure conforms
to the tradition of providing point estimates for hypocenters in preliminary seismicity catalogs,
but explicitly acknowledges cases where depth-of-focus uncertainty is clearly underestimated by
HYPO71's standard error statistics.

A more comprehensive solution than that outlined above would describe the volume where the
RMS function (or a similar function) approximately attains its minimum.' In general, it is emphat-
ically not the case that the point estimate =t=one standard deviation is a reliable estimate of that

volume, whether using HYPO71 or any similar least-squares software for hypocenter determination.
I ,

One source of "undeserved optimism" regarding error estimates is that their statistical determination
is based on the local behavior of RMS, which in some instances may display a steep-flanked trough
at a depth corresponding to a local minimum, but which may display a broad, featureless minimum
at another competing depth. In other instances the standard error estimate for focal depth may be
unrealistically large, as occurs when the hypocenter locates in the immediate vicinity of the deepest
sampled layer interface in the earth model.

The RMS travel time residual function is multivariate, and algorithmic attempts to minimize

RMS are necessarily performed in lower-dimensional subspaces than its true domain. As a practical
matter, hypocenter determination is performed by fixing many of these variables at "plausible"
values, rather than routinely exploring all "equally likely" alternate values. In particular, RMS is
obviously sensitive to weighting schemes, w_, as well as to velocity model, T_. Weighting of data has

four components, (1) the analyst's subjective weight assignment at the time of phase data collection,
which is based on the impulsiveness of the arrival, (2) the source-station distance, (3) the azimuthal
quadrant which the source-station ray samples, and (4) the "feedback" residual weight. Weighs
assigned by the analyst are discussed further in YMP-USGS Technical Procedure SP-01, "Procedure
for the preliminary determination of the earthquake hypocenter." We note here that an S-arrival
weight at a given station is always downweighted relative to the corresponding P-arrival weight,
since the S-wave slowness is greater and would increase its relative influence on the location process
if such downweighting were not performed (see Gomberg and others, 1990, eq. 6). Distance weights,
Wd, depend on the model. For all earthquakes that are located using the Yucca Mountain velocity
model, shown in Appendix F, Wd -- 1 for d < 5. km, and wd linearly decreases with d in the range
5 < d < 90 km. Station arrival time data for stations greater than 90 km from Yucca Mountain
epicenters are automatically zero-weighted. For all other earthquakes in the SGB, wd - 1 for d < 10
km, and Wd decreases linearly with d in the range 10 < d < 220 km, and w_ - 0 for d > 220 km.
Azimuthal weights attempt to balance the sum of arrival time data weights in each 900 quadrant,
or in each 120° sector if station coverage is very poor. The azimuthal weight algorithm is discussed
in greater detail in Lee and Lahr (1975).

The last weight factor is computed from each station's travel time residual, (To - To)_. After
each iteration after the second, the station residual is examined by the algorithm, and if its amplitude
is relatively large, the ith weight is reduced, sometimes to zero. The computed travel time to each



station, To, is the minimum travel time for the direct ray and each of the possible refracted rays, for
the given velocity model, plus any a priori delay that has been detined for the station.

Therefore, for a given set of arrival time data, there are infinitely many computable RMS
functions, and the determination of the "quality" of a hypocenter is necessarily colored by the
analyst's choice of station delays, weighting functions, and velocity model (earth paraznetrization).
For the hypocenters of this report, HYPO71 assigns two grades to the hypocenter (A through D, never
Ft), but neither grade fully accounts for uncertainties in the velocity model or in the station delays,
or for the effects of information censoring performed by the weighting functions. The first grade
focusses on the quality of the hypocenter (low RMS residaal, small standard errors of the epicenter
and depth), and the second on the station distribution (number of phases, station azimuthal g_p,
distance from source to nearest station). Lee and Lahr (1975) discuss HYPO71's grading criteria in
detail.

Where crustal velocities are not well known (for example, where velocities differ from the model
velocities by more than 2 percent), primary and secondary wave arrival time data are usually insuf-
ficient to constrain the depth of fi)cus estimate for local earthquakes to lie within approximately one
standard-error-of-depth (as reported in Appendix A) of the true hypocenter (Gomberg and others,
1990). To some extent, this uncertainty is reduced by insuring that accurate P azld S arrivals from
a station within one focal depth _picentral distance are available - a condition which is absent for
most data of this report, but which is driving the site selection for the upgrade seismic network,
the deployment of which is presently under way. Although we routinely assign HYPO71's depth of
focus estimate, z, to earthquake hypocenters discussed in this report , the true depth should not be
considered known to within one standard error of z unless "DMIN," the source-to-nearest-station

distance, is less than about 1.4 × z.
Estimated hypocenters for chemical explosions are reported in Appendix B. Many known chem-

ical explosions are located treating depth a free parameter, and the results of some of those experi-
ments are listed in Appendix B. If a blast's depth is constrained during iteration for its epicenter, the
depth is generally fixed at -1.0 (one km above sea level). The fact that unconstrained depth estimates
for known blasts can exceed ten km below sea level is an indication of poor station coverage and

of problems with the velocity model, especially in the source zone (SGB mining detonations often
occur in low-velocity alluvium, with Vv _<2 km/see, while Vv = 3.8 km/see in the shallow layer of
the standard SGB velocity model). The fact that earthquake data usually include several secondary
wave arrivals that constrain the depth estimate whereas chemical explosion data usually lack such
arrivals, as well as the probability that the earthquake source zone is better modelled by the simple
layered velocity structure used in hypocenter determination than explosion source zones, imply that
earthquake location accuracy is be'tter than would be indicated by blast location errors reported in
thechemicalexplosioncatalog.

Alternativestotheforward-inverseapproachto hypocenterdeterminationhavebeen suggested
invariousseismologicalresearcharticles.A maximum-likelihoodapproachyieldinga more compre-
hensivedescriptionofthehypocenterisexploredby Gomberg and others(1990).In thatapproach,
theinverseproblemisavoidedby computingRMS or an equivalentmeasureofgoodness-of-fitat
allpointson a gridthatsurroundsthetruesource.The resultinghypocenteristhen a "probability
cloud"whose dimensionsaredeterminedby requirementsof Gaussiandistributionoi_the station
traveltimeerrors.In the interestsofconciseness,thatapproachhas not been adoptedfordata

analysis in this report, although the variation of RMS with constrained depth is examined for a few
hypocenters discussed below.

Can localized velocity anisotropy be inferred from 1NTS nuclear tests?

Whereas the comparison of true location with the estimated hypocenter of blasts (either chemical
or nuclear device) provides, at best, indirect information about earthquake mislocation in a highly
heterogeneous crust- unless they occur in the same place - the examination of station residuals
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when using the true source location, and tracing rays using HYPO71 and the standard velocity
model, provides useful, direct information about crustal rock velocities at shallow depths. This topic
has been investigated for SGBSN P-wave arrival time data from several dozen nuclear device tests

detonated at Pahute Mesa, Rainier Mesa, and Yucca Flat (manuscript in preparation). Although
a complete description of the findings of this investigation is beyond the scope of this data report,
some observations and speculations about their significance both to earth structure and to earthquake
hypocenter determination are discussed below. '

Arrival times of compressional waves at southern Great Basin seismic stations from nuclear
device tests at NTS consistently display delay patterns with a strong directional signature or trend.
Here, delay is defined as the difference between the observed arrival time and the theoretical time,

when computed using the standard SGBSN velocity model, which is azimuthally h_otropic. This
apparent azimuthal anisotropy is observed to varying degrees in data from all testing regions, Yucca
Flat, Rainier Mesa, and Pahute Mesa. Because seismic network station separation is on the order of
20-30 km, and the distribu_:_on of sources is limited, no detailed "tomographic analysis n of the upper
crust is possible; however, the delay patterns are grisly related to known geology and to regional
structural grain (orientation of microfractures, cracks, joints and faults), and to tectonic stresses.

Perhaps the most striking feature of the P. arrival delays for Rainier Mesa (southern Belted

Range) nuclear device test data is their 180°-period azimuthal variation, which has peak-to-peak
amplitude of one second, and appears to be near.ly distance-independent for SGBSN station distances,
ranging from 12 to 200 km. Figures 2a and 2b show the delays for Rainier Mesa tests Disko Elm and
Mission Cybar, respectively, plotted as a function of azimuth. Figure 2c shows the "reduced" delays
for the test detonation Disko Elm, plotted against source-to-station distance, where the 180°-period
azimuthal effect, as defined in the next sentence, has been removed. Fitting the Disko Elm delays,
Tj, with the function,

T,CO)= 0,- OH)+ b+
where 0i is the source-station azimuth for the ith datum, 0H is the "high-speed" azimuth, and ed is
the unmodeled component of the ith delay (l 2 norm), yields a = -0.741, b -- -.133, and a correlation
coefficient, p, of 0.80 between the data and the function values. The angle 0H _ 10° maximizes p
for the P-arrival data of Disko Elm, and lies in the range 10° _< 0x <_ 15° for the other Rainier
Mesa tests of Table 1. Furthermore, because P-delays show very weak distance dependence, it is
reasonable to hypothesize that the azimuthal variations are generated in the inner 30 to 50 km of

the source hypocenters (working points), or in a combination of the initial down-going and the final
up-going portions of the raypaths.

Possible physical explanations for these anomalous travel time delays include the presence in
the vicinity of Rainier Mesa of a high-speed body at shallow depth having longitudinal axis trend-
ing at _ 0H, or stress-induced velocity anisotropy in much of the rock surrounding Rainier Mesa.
The relevance of the stress-induced velocity anisotropy model (Nut, 1971) comes from the obser-
vation that 0H is approximately perpendicular to the direction of average tension of SGBSN focal
mechanism solutions, presented in previous SGB seismicity reports, and below, and to the direc-
tion of leas_ compressive principal stress in the earth's shallow crust, as determined from a series
of Yucca Mountain hydrofrac experiments (Stock and others, 1985 and 1986). It is possible that
P-wave velocities are being strongly influenced by aligned, propped open, cracks and microcracks in
rock at shallow depths, according to the "extensive dilatancy anisotropy (EDA)" model (see Leary
and others, 1990, for a review of recent seismological investigations on this topic). The possibility
that seismic anisotropy results in significant P-wave velocity variations in the shallow crust of the
southern Great Basin of Nevada is a current area of research.

If EDA is the primary source of the observed travel-time delay patterns from many NTS nuclear

detonations, an 180° P-wave amplitude modulation effect (not necessarily sinusoidal) should also be
observable in local station seismograms. This potentially diagnostic effect cannot be verified by





the current SGBSN, since initial P-wave energy from most nuclear tests overdrives the telemetry
electronics. Teleseismic P-wave amplitude modulations with period 180 ° have been observed from

NTS explosions (Lay and others, 1984), but they were interpreted as radiation from strike slip
tectonic release triggered by the tests. Although investigators are apt to model the propagation

medium as isotropic, "one of the most powerful factors modifying radiation patterns of body waves
in anisotropic media is focusing of energy near velocity maxima and defocusing near velocity minima.
These effects are pronounced even for small anisotropy" (Tsvankin and Chesnokov, 1990, p. 11,330).

Large-scale heterogeneities in rock properties at NTS may also be the primary source of the
strong variation in P_delay with azimuth. Measurements of some dolomite rock velocities from core
samples taken from Rainier Mesa and northern Yucca Flat, NTS, indicate P-velocities approaching

seven km/sec (Carroll and Magner, 1988). Much of the lower carbonate aquifer that extends through
eastern and central NTS is comprised of dolomites and quartzites (Winograd and Thorardson, 1975).
A :> 0.6 km thick dolomite section was encountered below a depth of 1.2 km at a borehole near Yucca

Mountain, Nevada (Cart and others, 1986). The geographic extent of the lower carbonate _'quifer is
not precisely known. If it is terminated by the volcanic calderas of western NTS, and by an unknown
relatively slow structure east of NTS, the lower carbonate aquifer may act as a high-speed corridor
for seismic rays from Rainier Mesa and western Yucca Flat nuclear deyJce source zones to mazly
_¢,GBSNstations that lie in sectors at azimuths 15° ± 15° or 195° ± 15° from those sources. The fact

that the P-wave delays from sources at Pahute Mesa, for example, Alamo delays, plotted in Figure
2d, do not display the same high-speed phase angle, 0g, as those from Rainier Mesa tests, sugge13ts

that (1), directions of horizontal principal stresses within Silent Canyon Caldera may be rot.tted
50 ° to 60° from those at Rainier Mesa, or (2), structural heterogeneity is the primary source of l_he
azimuthal variations in travel-time delays.

Table 1. Sumr_:ary of PDE location parameters for selected nuclear device tests at Rainier Mesa,
1985-1989, having strong azimuthal P-wave delay pattern. Drain is t],_ approximate epicentral
distance to the nearest reporting SGBSN station, ML is the Berkeley observatory magnitude.

DATE TIME LATITUDE, LONGITUDE, Depth Name ML Dmin

(UTC) N. W. (km) (km)
850406 23:15:0.09 37012.05 ' 116012.43 _ -1.85 iVIisty "Rain 4.8 11
851009 23:20:0.09 37°12.581 116°12.61 ' -1.85 Diamond Beech 4.0 10.1
870318 18:28:0.09 37°12.611 116°12.52 _ -1.85 Middle Note 4.4 10.2
870620 16:00:0.10 37°13.20 ' 116°10.67 ' -1.74 Mission Ghost 3.5 12.9

871202 16:30:0.08 37o14.08 ' 11609.80 _ -1.65 Mission Cybar 3.5 14
881210 20:30:0.06 37°11.94 _ 116012.57 _ -1.86 Misty Echo 5.0 17
890914 15:00:0.10 37°14.15 _ 11609.771 -1.60 Disko Elm 4.0 13.6

Contour maps of percent horizontal velocity variation from the underlying azimuthaUy isotropic

model of Figure Fl(a) are shown in Appenclix C,'figures C2, C3, and C4, for SGBSN station P-arrival
delays computed for the NTS tests Alamo (a Silent Canyon Caldera test), Disko Elm, and Kawich

(a Yucca Flat test), respectively. These contour maps show a similar high-speed corridor (the lower
carbonate aquifer?) east of the caldera region of the western NTS, extendL_g north and south of
the NTS. The values of the velocity variation function, AV(x,y), are arrived at by the following
reasoning. Let ti be the ith source to station travel time (sec), Ai the source to station distance

(km), v_ the ith apparent observed horizontal velocity, and ui the ith apparent horizontal velocity
computed by HYPO71 (u_ is a function of distance and station elevation). If we assume that the ith
station residual computed by HYPO71, D_, is the result of unmodeled horizontal velocity variations,

then t_ = A_/v_ = A_/u_ + D_, whence u_ = A_v_/(A_- D_v_). The percent velocity variation,

i



computed at the ith station's location, is then

vi - ui - Di
±vi(%)= i00x = 100x --.

u_ t_

AV(z,y) is then computed by interpolation/extrapolation of AV_ onto a (constant-elevation) grid
over the SGB, and is plotted. Common features in the contour plots of data from different source
regions (Figures C2, C3, and C4) 3uggest that crustal heterogeneity rather than azimuthal anisotropy
may have a dominant role in the production of observed P-wave delays.

It is difficult to determine the extent of azimuthal velocity anisotropy at shallow to mid-crustal
seismogenic depths because earthquake locations are uncertain, and typical hypocenter algorithms

adjust available free parameters to reduce data/model misfit, thereby obscuring unmodeled proper-
ties of the earth. A theoretical study (Rothman and others, 1974) on the sensitivity of hypocenters
to unmodeled transverse isotropy showed that epicenters will be consistently biased, regardless of
assumed isotropic velocity used, and that depth estimate error varies linearly with fractional error
in average velocity. Using actual SGBSN data, relocating Disko Elm as a hypothetical earthquake,
allowing latitude, longitude, depth of focus, and origin time to readjust freely, HYPO71's final solu-
tion using the standard SGBSN velocity model converges to a depth aboat three km below sea level,
indicating a low model velocity. The station residuals for the free hypocenter continue to show a
faint azimuthal periodicity, but the correlation of delays with T(8) drops to p = 0.51, from p = 0.80
when fixing the hypocenter at the true working point. It is easy to imagine that if the anisotropy
imprint on arrival time data is not very clear to begin with, what signal there is will be lost by the
typical hypocenter-determining algorithm which uses an azimuthally isotropic velocity model. How-

I ever, routinely invoking an azimuthally anisotropic velocity model when determining hypocenters is
not justified until alternate explanations (crustal heterogeneity) for the seismic travel time delays
from NTS nuclear device tests have been fully discounted. One investigation having relevance to
the question of how seismic anisotropy varies with crustal depth concludes that there is no evidence
of shear-wave polarization at depths greater than three to five km (Kaneshima, 1990). Although
that investigation analysed seismograms from events in the Japan volcanic arc, the underlying rock
physics is similar for the SGB, and may imply that EDA effects may be confined to the final -pgoing
portions of most source-to-station raypaths for most SGB earthquakes.

Earthquake magnitudes and detection threshold

The SGBSN routinely detects earthquakes having ML >_ 1.5 throughout the southern Great
Basin. This size threshold drops to ML _ 1.0 in the southern NTS and to ML _ 0.0 at Yucca Moun-
tain. For the SGB earthquake data listed in Appendix 1, 90% of the hypocenters have ML _<2.2, and
95% have ML <_2.4. Size estimation is done using one or more of the following methods, discussed
in greater detain in YMP-USGS SP-04, "Preliminary determination of earthquake magnitude," (1),
ML from horizontal-component amplitude/period data, (2), ML-equivalent from vertical-component

amplitude/period data (vertical component amplitudes are multiplied by 1.75 to convert them to
horizontal), (3), M0a from fitting an envelope over the decaying S-coda in series of 5-second "win-
dows" that do not contain overdriven amplitudes, (4), MD from total coda duration, and (5), a ML
"lower bound" from clipped amplitude/period data. Measures (1) through (4) have been discu._sed
in previous SGB data reports (Rogers and others, 1987). In previous reports, ML was reported as
the average of vertical-component and horizontal-component magnitude estimates; here, the two are
reported separately. Figure 3 is a scattergram of the horizontal-component ML estimates (scaled to
the horizontal axis) versus the vertical-comp onent estimates (scaled to the vertical axis) for about 800
randomly selected SGB earthquakes that occurred in the period 1987 through 1989. Least-squares
regression of the y-values on the x-values for the data in Figure 3, constrained to pass through the
origin,
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yields a slope a = !.00, indicating that the 1.75 factor that is routinely used to convert vertical
amplitudes to "equivalent" horizontal amplitudes is reasonable for SGBSN data, in the sense that,
on average, no bias is thereby introduced.

The fifth magnitude, ML from clipped or overdriven data, is theoretically a lower bound on
magnitude because the clipped amplitude is, by definition, less than the actual amplitude. However,
in practice, this magnitude is not necessarily a lower bound when compared to other ML estimates,
because the clipped ML is defined as the maximum of ML(j), where j is an index over ali clipped,
scaled, post-S wa _elets, whereas the other ML estimates are averages of all unclipped scaled data.
Because the earthq'lake radiation pattern, site conditions, and other geologic variability ali contribute
to a large range in reported station magnitudes, we frequently observe that the averages of on-scale
station magnitude estimates are lower than the maximum of the off-scale estimates. Magnitudes
derived from clipped records are provided as a check on ML computed from on-scale records. The
seismic network upgrade will alleviate many of the problems associated with the current network's
high-gain, limited dynamic range design, including that of most stations' amplifiers going off-scale
for input signals from SGB earthquakes having ML > 3.0.

We are often faced with the apparent paradox of reporting ML from 38-dB horizontal-component
station data that is on the order of one unit higher than ML from 84-dB, vertical-component station

data, for a given earthquake. Examples of this discrepency are magnitudes for an earthquake on June
17, 1987, 0:00:50 UTC having M_ = 4.18 and M_ = 2.8 and an earthquake on October 28, 1988,
20:02:50 in Gold Flat (Mellan quadrangle) having M_ - 3.40 and M_ -- 2.78 (the superscripts refer
to horizontal-component and vertical-component, respectively). Tentatively, the primary reason for
these discrepencies is that the network provides a severely biased sample of on-scale station data from
earthquakes having ML > 3.0. In other words, for larger microearthquakes in the SGB, an unbiased
sample of the actual distribution of peak amplitudes of ground motion is not currently available;
only thoue high-gain stations that sample the relatively low-amplitude tail of the distribution remain
on-scale. Various calibration tests at the low-gain station at Little Skull Mountain and a_ high-

gain stations run near the amplifier/VCO band edge have revealed no system non-linearity that
might provide au alternate explanation. For a few earthquakes having ML :> 3.5, only low-gain
horizontal-component station magnitudes are reported, since virtually all of the vertical-component
station amplifiers are overdriven. Examples of such earthquakes are May 26, 1988, 03'.56 UTC , for

which M H = 4.2, M BRK = 3.9, and M PAs = 3.4, in the Dry Mountain, California, quadrangle, and
January 9, 1989, 05:08 UTC, for which M H = 3.5, M_ EIa - 3.5, and M_ EN° -- 3.6, 10 miles north
of Las Vegas, Nevada (Gass Peak SW quadrangle). The May 26, 1988 Dry Mountain magnitude
discrepency may be the result of only one SGBSN station, LSM:N, providing an on-scale amplitude
for magnitude determination, which is too few for a robust estimate. Also, LS:M:N generally provides
a magnitude estimate several tenths above that of any other SGBSN station for a given earthquake,
suggesting a local site amplification effect. If so, it is peculiar that the high-gain vertical component
station, LSM, does not display a systematic magnitude bias relative to other vertical-component
SGBSN stations.

The magnitude determination procedure for the SGBSN, in summary, is internally consistent for
earthquakes having ML < 3.0. For larger earthquakes, we have to rely on meager on-scale amplitude
data from the SGBSN, which are difficult to calibrate due to the relative rarity of such events, or
on estimates from adjoining seismic networks. For earthquakes having ML > 3.9 :_, the SGBSN

has <_ 1 on-scale station, and that station displays hints of overestimating magnitude by 0.3 - 0.5
units. Furthermore, the M_a estimate has been calibrated against ML for smaller earthquakes,

having ML < 3 (Rogers and others, 1987), but tends to underestimate larger earthquakes. Thus, the
SGBSN magnitude estimates for earthquakes having ML >_3 are preliminary and subject to revision
as more data become available. For example, the upgrade seismic network, now being installed in
the SGB, will have sufficient dynamic range to allow us to calibrate the current network's horizontal-
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component data against the upgrade network magnitudes.

Overview of local SGB seismlcity_ 1987 through 1989

In order to distinguish "local" scismicity from "regional" seismicity in this report, the southern
Great Basin is defined as the interior of the region bounded by parallels 35.60 North and 38'.5° North,

and meridians 114.5 ° West and 118.0 ° West, respectively (definition 1). A more tectonically inspired
definition would place the Sierra Nevada frontal fault as a western boundary, and the Garlock Fault

a_ a southern boundary of the province (definition 2; see Cart, 1984); a few SGB earthquakes that
are "regional" by definition 1 and local by definition 2 are discussed in this report. The SGBSN

(Figure 1) does not extend to either the tectonic boundaries or to the above map boundaries, and
no claims are advanced as to the completeness of the catalog outside the convex polyhedron with
verteces at the outermost SGBSN stations. In particular, seismic activity in and southwest of the
Panamint Mountains, California, is not routinely located, because the southern California seismic

network covers that region. Also, north of 38.0 ° North, only one SGBSN station exists (HCR), and
south of 36° North, only two SGBSN stations exist (QSM and E1VI1N), not enough to constrain
locations effectively in their vicinity. Station coverage east of the NTS, from Nellis Air Force Range
to Alamo, Nevada, is also net sufficient to capture low-magnitude earthq'uakes in that area. With
these limitations, the 1987 through 1989 catalog should be complete to a lower ML bound of 1.5.

Data from "regional" earthquakes that are detected by the SGBSN's computer are permanently
archived onto magnetic tapes, usually without analysis. These tapes include data from California
earthquakes, including the seismically active Long Valley Caldera and the less-active southern Death
Valley, from central Nevada earthquakes, and from earthquakes in eastern Nevada, western Utah,
and northwestern Arizona. Regional earthquake data are available to and are frequently provided
to seismologists investigating those regions.

SGB seismicity for 1987 is shown in Figure 4. Concentrations of southern Nevada earthquakes
occur at the southern end of the Reveille ]_'ange, in the Pahroc Range, in the Pahraxiagat Shear Zone,
in the Spotted Range (northwest of Indian Springs, Nevada), in the southern NTS (Rock Valley fault
zone, Mercury Valley, Mine Mountain) in the central NTS (Eleana Range), in the northern NTS
(Silent Canyon caldera), at Gold Flat, at Gold Mountain, Slate Ridge, and Mt. Dunfee, and in
the Sylvania Mountains. A concentration of earthquakes near Mina, Nevada, occurred during July
and August, 1987, with mainshock on July 28, at 18:55 UTC, having ML = 4.7 (BRK), coordinates
38,383 0 North, 118.117 ° West, 14 km depth (not shown). Concentrations of California earthquakes
occur in the Inyo Mountains, Eureka Valley, Last Chance Range, Grapevine Mountains, and in the
Panamint Range. More diffuse activity occurs in Death Valley. All of these areas were active or

moderately active in previous years (Rogers and others, 1987). Four earthquakes at Yucca Mountain,
Nevada, are discussed in the next section.

SGB seismicity for 1988 is shown in Figure 5. The regions of concentrated seismicity for 1987
mentioned above continued to be active in 1988. Also, a second swarm area 10 km east of the first at
the southern Reveille Range, Nevada, began to show activity in 1988. At Gold Flat, the seismicity
level increased. A north-south trending concent_ration of microearthquakes in southwest Amargosa
Desert, California, occurred in 1988 and 1989. Strongly felt earthquakes at Boulder City, Nevada,
during the early part of 1988 (discussed below) prompted the. installation of a permanent seismic
station, E:MN, in the Eldorado Mountains, south of Lake Mead, in August of 1988. Seismicity in the
Eldorado Valley and in southern Lake Mead has been catalogued since that time by the SGBSN. The
largest SGB earthquake for 1988 was a ML -- 4.4 earthquake in Owens Valley, California, on July 5,
at 18:18 UTC. Although west of the SGBSN, the earthquake is within the physiographic province_
and is of interest because a magnitude 7.5 +, MMI=X, earthquake occurred in Owens Valley in 1872

(Beanland and Clark, 1987). A normal-slip focal mechanism for the 1988 Owens Valley earthquake is
shown in Appendix D, Figure D23. At Yucca Mountain, an isolated earthquake occurred on October
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5, 1988 and a small swarm of earthquakes occurred on November 18. Yucca Mountain seismicity is
discussed insections below.

SGB seismicity for 1989 is shown in Figure 6. Areas of concentrated seismicity for 1987 and
1988 continued to be active in 1989, although Yucca Mountain was seismically quiet. Sarcobatus

Flat, noted for several seismicity swarms in previous years (Rogers and others, 1987), showed renewed
activity in 1989, after being quiet in 1987 and 1988. Bare Mountain, Nevada, had several earthquakes
in 1989. Yucca Flat, NTS, was seismically active, moreso ;han in the previous two years. Although
the Oasis Valley, ¢,hewestern boundary of volcanic calderas that comprise most of the western NTS,
was not particularly active in any one calendar year, it does show a north-south trend of epicenters
for the ll-year monitoring period, 1979 through 1989. Figure 7 shows epicenters in the vicinity

of the Oasis LiValley for that period, along with the westermost boundaries of major local volcanic
caldera compl_xes (Christiansen and others, 1977; W. C. Carr, written communication, 1990). An
earthquake qn January 9, 1989, 10 miles north of Lab Vegas, Nevada, was energetic enough to crack
a few windows in Lab Vegas, the only cultural damage reported to the NEIC from SGB earthquakes
during the three-year period, 1987 to 1989. Its focal mechanism is discussed in a section below.

In an attempt to discern whether rates of seismicity are changiL_g significantly with time in
different parts of the SGB, we count the number of earthquakes recorded by the SGBSN in each of

the 384 7_ × 7_ minute quadrangles contained in the region 114.875°W to 117.875°W, and 36.125_N
to 38.125°N. (To increase legibility in the following figures, data for the outermost subregions of
Figures 8 and 9, for example, those having longitude 117.875°W to llg°W, are not included _in
this compilation.) In each such quadrangle, two numbers are printed, the top being the number
of earthquakes recorded in that quadrangle during the period 1987 through 1989, and the bottom
being the number recordad during the previous three-year period, 1984 ghrough 1986 (Harmsen
and Rogers, 1987). A similar map shown in Figure 9 compares those same numbers of recorded
earthquakes in 1987 through 1989 (top number) with those recorded in the period August, 1978
through December, 1983 (bottom number, Rogers and others, 1987). The two periods of seismic
monitoring for which the data of Figure 8 are compared have the same station coverage, detection
threshold, and instrumentation, whereas significant variations in station coverage, etc., occurred
between the two periods compared in Figure 9. Therefore, caution needs to be exercised when
comparing rates of observed seismicity in a given subregion. Also, significant spatial variation in
detectionthresholdexistsoverthe SGB, as notedearlier,so that comparisonsof seismicityrates in
differentparts of the SGBshouldbe madewithcaution.

Someofthe most obvioustemporalvariationsinseismicityrates forthe data ofFigure8 occur
at the PahranagatShearZone,Nevada(roughly37.25° North, 115.0° West), in the ReveilleRange
(roughly37.8° North,116.2° West), in thesouthernMonte_,maRange(roughly37.6° North,117.40
West),at GoldMountain(roughly37.250North,117.25° West], ..t _ariouslocaleswithinSarcobatus
Flat, in theAmargosaDesertsouthofNTS,andat TimberMountain,whichstraddlesthewestern
NTSboundary(seefigure1 forlocationsof physiographicfeatures} In theseandother subregions,
clear increasesor decreasesin rates are evident,suggestingthat s_ablepatterns of seismicityor
aseismicitycannotnecessarilybe determinedfroma fewyearsofseismicmonitoring.Thisconclusion
is reinforcedby comparingthetemporalvariationsevid,_ntwhencomparingtheperiod1987throuzh
1989 with 1978 through 1983. The Pahranagat Shear Zone was active during both of the periods,
whereas the Reveille Range was seismically quiet during the earlier period. This quiescence is
not the result of insufficient station coverage, as the SGBSN had a station, RVE, in the Reveille
Range through July, 1981 (Rogers and others, 1987), which was then moved north to HCR, so that
detection threshold in that subregion was comparable for ali three periods.

While several zones having large temporal seismicity rate variations may be discerned, the ma-
l I

jority of 7-_ x 7i quadrangles show relative rate stability. For example, within a 50-km radius of
station YMT4, on Yucca Mountain (that station's location is shown in Figures 8 and 9), temporal

16



117 116 115
I I o i 3B,5

0

o 8
0 0

0

V o et} o
o o

TONOP_I'!
o [] _ o

+ + v -_
o

°I_ °o eo VoOo 0 0 00_

V V m V %° "5 o
V • V o OALp_

V _' 37.6
_ ,,_o0 , 0 o e 0 ° 0 o

oo o _ • HIXOoo o_
Q _L,TDA o o o @ _ o o o 0 _ o ° 0

, o q_o o o o o o_ _,., V o° ° :
"0 _ _ __ o o"I:] • 0.

. _ o o _-if__ "h " v ,.,... _,oO _,oo% o_ o o o
o_oov m V _o_O I_ o OO_o_ oo oo

.,o o_O'*_;_o o v "-V °°, oo _ I o o0_oo o
Oor -o '_. 0 6o oOI°''°°N'_ oi oo o o o_, o

o: %Oooo o • oO °o o+ o
o _ o- _ \ e _ J,_ %, Vo I o o

t_-_'o % _o o o oo

0 0 o -,,,,-,._ o _ 8 INDL&H SPRIHOS V o 0

, o _o_O ° o V\ ° V o , e °

o o . o o° _'_ _ V C_ °°

0 DkRW]N o _ _ Op._{RUMP o oo [],-,\
o V _ LAg Y_O_ oo

_o Oo o; +o o o+_, _o _ o oOOO

o ° ° o o" °oo o_' o" "_ o o o-
I I oO -_ I 35,0

11B 114.5
V BEISMOORAPHIC STATION I-ICITYOR TOWN

0 25 50 i00 km
I 1 I ) o mail < 1,0 o 2,0 1; mmi_ < 3,0

o 1,0 :_ ma_ < 2,0 0 3,0 < mag

Figure 6.- Earthquake epicenters in the SOB and SGBSN stations for the year 1989,

]7



37.5
0 0

OlD
cP

o 0
0 0

o
0 0

, '8 oi

o oo o ..o_____,,._

o o°ou ° __

_:,., \/,'"
oo o=,,-Z o° \_o

o ,,,k_ I ',',',
o oo_2,. \"
o OoO

0'._...."("
0 6D _ ', "_.

OnB-_.TTYO_6E A \,Q 'o I%
o 0 mO / _o

"6 / _ V l
0 oo C_b

Q.--_f_','_°°° _t-_"..........

\co°_ o _' 4
o_o°',,o /I

%%_o ° ".... //
'%% /

,,,_. 4, %oo
o

V \ ,,,.. o
o, o%,'\_%.o°%

0"' O0__O '_o C
o %

116.925 _t 16.5 36.5

0 2 5 i0 km_ SEISMOGRAPHIC STATION [3 CITY OR TOWN

I I I I o mag < 1,0 0 2,0 _ mag < 3,0

0 1.0 _ mag < 2.0 0 3,0 _ mag
BMC-Blaok Mtn. Caldera
TMC-TImber Mln. Caldera

Figure 7.- Earthquake epicenters in the Oasis Valley region west of the Black Mountain and Timber
Mountain calderas and east of Sarcobatus Flat, for the period 1979 through 1989. Caldera boundaries
are shown as solid curves or dashed curves (written communication, Will Cart, 1990). An inner limit
and an outer limit for the resurgent dome of Timber Mountain are partially shown as dashed rings.

18



84-86 compared to 87-89

117.75117.5 117,25 117 118,75 118.5 118.25 118 I15.75li15.5 115,25 115 It4.75

_" ' I I 1 i I i I 19 i- I I II I I Ill 38,25

- 0 0 2 t 0 0 0--1 b 0 I 0 0 32 27_i i 0 0 i 2 1 0-0 -38
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 q 1 0 _ 0 0 0 t t 1

0 2 0 1 ! 2 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 l 0 0 0 0 0 7 38 13
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 l 0 0 0 1 2 LI 8q 1I_

- 37.5
,2 9 52 5 2 3 Lt 5' 1 0 15, 2 2 1 5 3 8 ,6 19 17 6

7 2 0 3 I 3 3 LI 3 3 B 0 3 [ 0 0 13 7 20 2 26 8

- 37,25
3 1

16 5 1t3 qO 1 9 76 14 3 ql 36 7 9 0 0 1 8 1 3 96 52

- 37
10 30 iq 19 0 3 16 11 7 0 1 1 1 3 1 3

5 1 6 5 1 0 1 S q 0 1 10 20 10 I 1 0 0 0 0 3 q 0

- 3_.750 0 2 2 3 3 1 1 3 2 1! 100 35 21 16 7 10 10 2 1 0 l
0 0 1 t 4 5 2 1 q 3 3_

- 30,5
0 3 3 0 2 9 16 l 7 9 0 0 ,6 7 0 1 1 l 2 2

6. 0 1 0 l 2 9 8 3 0 7 4 12 0 I l 1 0 3 0 q 2 2

- 38.25
B 2 l i i 0 I 1 i 2,.., 2 2 0 1 0 0 0 2 7 2 0 2 5
_, 2 2 2 i 3 0 0 3 _" 0 i 0 0 _ 0 _ 0 0 3 5

:1 J L I .... I , , I -- • 36
118 ' 114,75

: V SEISMOGRAPHIC STATION
0 25 50 100 km
i.......,..... _L_ I I
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1 1

Figure 9.- Map of SGB region showing, on a 7_ quadrangle scale, the number of earthquakes

recorded by the SGBSN in 1987 through 1989 (top number in each 7½_ quadrangle) compared to
number of earthquakes recorded by the SGBSN in the period, August, 1978 through December,

1983 (bottom number in each quadrangle), Alternate rows are shaded to aid in visual separation of
information in adjacent quadrangles,
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fluctuations in seismicity rates detected by the SGBSN appear to be relatively modest when com-
paring time periods of at least three years. These observations are purely statistical in nature. If the
region surrounding Yucca Mountain, Nevada, indeed exhibits a more uniform rate of seismic energy
release than many other subregions of the southern Great Basin, a physical mechanism should be
found that explains this phenomenon. In particular, an improved understanding of zones where
distortional strain is accumulating without displaying concomitant rates of microseismicity is needed
to predict where future potentially hazardous earthquakes may occur.

Yucca Mountain seismicity_ 1987 through 1989

The SGBSN operates six vertical-component S13 seismometers and two horizontal-component
L4C seismometers at Yucca Mountain, so that microearthquake detection capability is at its max-

imum sensitivity there. Four small earthquakes were detected at Yucca Mountain in 1987, and of
these, two were further analysed to obtain focal mechanisms (data quality was inadequate in the
other cases). Eight earthquakes at Yucca Mountain were recorded in 1988, seven of which were
members of a swarm having total duration 10 minutes; of these, one was large enough to provide a
well-constrained focal mechanism. No Yucca Mountain earthquakes were recorded by the SGBSN in
1989. For the purpose of this catagorization, Yucca Mountain is the interior of the region bounded
by parallels at 36.75 ° N and 36.93 ° N, and meridians 116.375 ° W, and 116.56 ° W, respectively_ This
definition is somewhat arbitrary; the northwest end of Yucca Mountain blends topographically into
the Timber Mountain Caldera, and the rest of Yucca Mountain rises from alluvial flats and washes.

This region includes the Yucca Mountain area geologically mapped by Scott and Bonk (1984).

A Yucca Mountain velocity model, based on interpretations of Hoffmann and Mooney (1984),
and shown in Appendix F, Figure Fl(b), is input to HYPO71 for Yucca Mountain hypocenter de-
termination. The effect of inputting the Yucca Mountain velocity versus inputting the standard

SGB velocity model (shown in Figure Fl(a)) on Yucca Mountain hypocenters is small. Figure 10(a)
shows the effect that varying the assumed focal depth has on epicenter (left side) and on RMS (right
side) when HYPO71 invokes the standard SGB velocity model for the Yucca Mountain earthquake
of June 1, 1987 (Mn : 0.1). Figure 10(b) shows the same effects when the Yucca Mountain velocity
model is invoked. For this arrival time data set, the minimum RMS occurs for hypocenters in

the 5-6 km below sea level range, with min(RMS) = 0.04 sec when using the standard model and
min(RMS) = 0.08 sec when using the Yucca Mountain model. The epicenters at a given depth
derived from the two velocity models differ by about 0.2-0.3 km, which is a reasonable epicentral un-
certainty estimate for Yucca Mountain earthquakes located using SGBSN station data, in agreement
with HYPO71's standard error estimates. The fact that, in some cases, the Yucca Mountain velocity
model fails to fit Yucca Mountain earthquake arrival time data better than the regional velocity model
suggests that "fine-tuning" of the Yucca Mountain velocity model (for example, determining station
corrections appropriate for that model and for 'local earthquake sources) may improve hypocenter
estimates (or RMS). Table 2 summarizes Yucca Mounta2n earthquake location parameters for the
period 1987 through 1989.

Table 2. Summary of preliminary location parameters for earthquakes located at or near Yucca
Mountain, Nevada, for the years 1987 and 1988. "Distance to site" represents the epicentral distance
to the point 36°51_N., 116°27.5_W., near the center of a potential national nuclear waste repository.

Depth is relative to sea-level (0.0 km). Sdx, sdy, and sdz are HYPO71 standard errors in estimates
of hypocentral longitude, latitude, and depth of focus, respectively.
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Figure 10.-(a) Left side, the distribution of epicenters for various fixed-depth hypocenter solutions for
the Yucca Mountain earthquake of June 1, 1987, 11:03:35 UTC, where all hypocenters are determined
using the standard SGB velocity model (Appendix F, Figure Fl(a)). The epicenter symbols are
M, 0, 1, 2, ..., A, B, C, D, E, F, corresponding to depth-constrained hypocenters having z =
-1,0, 1,2,... ,10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15 km, respectively. The open square symbol at (0,0) is for a free-
depth solution, with starting iterate depth 7 km, and the symbol "Z" is for a free-depth solution
with starting iterate depth 0 km (at sea level). Right side, the variation in RMS travel time residual
for various fixed-depth _and free-depth hypocenters for that earthquake and velocity model. (b) The
same distribution of epicenters (left side) and variation in RMS travel time residua.l (right side) as
in Figure 10(a), except that here, the Yucca Mountain velocity model (Appendix F, Figure FI(b))
is used in hypocenter determinations.
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....DATE TIME LAT., LONG., N-S sdy E-W sdx Depth:t=sdz ML Dist. to

(UTC) o N. o W. (km) (km) (km) .... site (km)
870207 16:04:53 36.895 116.450 0.2 0.2 7.6-4-0.3 1.11 5.0
870310 12'.51:02 36.840 116.511 0.1 0.3 3.3:i:0.4 0.52 4.8
870601 11:03:35 36.894 116.469 0.1 0.1 5.3=i=0.3 0.10 5.0
871031 23:06'.59 36.755 116.532 0.3 0.4 3.6-4-1.2 1.14 12.4
881005 14:14:36 36.811 116.458 0.2 0.4 2.3-4-0.4 -0.16 4.3
881118 20:29:36 36.924 116.558 0.1 0.1 10.7:i:0.6 1.28 12.4
881118 20:29:48 36.930 116.555 0.1 0.1 11.0:i:0.4 1.87 12.4
881118 20'.31:26 361925 116.547 0.2 0.2 11.2=t=0.3 1.21 11.5
881118 20:32:24 36.926 116.550 0.1 0.1 12.2:t:0.5 2.08 11.7
881118 20:33:46 36.927 116.556 0.1 0.1 11.9=i=0.5 1.40 12.2
881118 20:35:53 36.931 116.558 0.1 0.1 10.5-t-0.5 1.85 12.6
881118 20:39:35 36.928 116.555 0.1 0.1 11.8=t=0.4 1.30 12.2

Earthquake data gathered by the SGBSN to the present time indicates that Yucca Mountain
is relatively inactive when compared to other nearby subregions, such as Rock. Valley, southern
NTS, Sarcobatus Flat, Oasis Valley, Timber Mountain, and parts of the Amargosa Desert. Bare
Mountain is slightly more active, seismically, than Yucca Mountain. Crater Flat, separating those
two mountains, is seismically quiet. A seismicity map of Yucca Mountain and the surrounding areas
showing ali catalogued earthquakes for the period 1979 through 1989 is shown in Figure 11.

Sometimes seismic hazard is estimated by considering the largest magnitude earthquake recorded
in each subzone during a monitoring period. We present preliminary magnitude data to support this

kind of analysis in Appendix A, Figure A5. In that figure a regional map, with Yucca Mountain
at its center, shows the maximum earthquake magnitude (ML where available, otherwise MD or

Mca) recorded by the SGBSN in each 71' quadrangle for two periods, (1) August, 1978 through
December, 1986, and (2) 1987 through 1989. (Appendix A, Figure A5). (The location of station
YMT4 near Yucca Crest is shown in Figure A5.) No earthquakes having magnitude _> 1.0 have
been detected in the quadrangle containing Yucca Crest, although magnitude 3.0 + earthquakes have
been monitored within 50 km of Yucca Crest at Silent Canyon Caldera and at Yucca Flat, NTS,

in the Amargosa Desert, Nevada, and at Sarcobatus Flat, Nevada, during the monitoring period
August, 1978, through December, 1989 (Figure A5).

1988 Boulder City_ Nevada swarm

An extended swarm of small earthquakes occurred near Boulder City, Nevada, in 1988. The
largest of the earthquakes felt in the Boulder City area were magnitude (ML, USGS NEIC) 3.7,
on February 23 00:48 UTC (February 22, George Washington 's birthday, local time) and on July 4
10:56 UTC (Independence Day). Minor damage to some roof structures at Boulder City was locally
reported following the February 23, 1988, earthquake, with epicenter in the Eldorado Valley (Boulder
City News, July 7, 1988).

Historically, the Boulder City area has been seismically active since the construction of Hoover
Dam and impoundment of Lake Mead in 1935-36 (Carder, 1970). The largest earthquakes (ML 4.9
to 5.0) occurred between 1939 and 1963. Although there have been several temporary networks
c.perated at Lake Mead over the years, no permanent network exists.

In order to better evaluate the significance of the 1988 swarm and its relation, if any, to seismicity
induced by the impoundment of Lake Mead, a permanent station, EMN, was installed in the
Eldorado Mountains south of Lake Mead on August 11, 1988, and a temporary network of portable
seismographs was deployed around the Eldorado Valley and at southern Lake Mead during August
and September. Preliminary results from the analysis of data from this network (M. Meremonte
and C. Langer, written communication) show two areas of microearthquakes, one in the Eldorado
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Valleysouth of Boulder City and the other northeast of Boulder City in the vicinity of Hoover Dam

(see Figure 12). The earthquakes are relatively shallow (z < 10 km), and focal mechanisms are
consistent with minimum stress (T axis) oriented between east-west and northwest-southeast, with
maximum stress (P axis) ranging from north to northeast for the strike-slip mechanisms to vertical
for the normal faulting events, These mechanisms are similar to those observed elsewhere in the
SGB. Earthquake locations and focal mechanisms are also consistent with the observations of Rogers
and Lee (1976) for the seismic network operated around Lake Mead during 1972-73, who proposed
a physical model for impoundment-induced seismicity based on lower effective normal stresses on
faults resulting from higher fluid pressure. If such a mechanism is still operating more than 50
years since the impoundment of Lake Mead, the recent seismicity may be a response to diffusion of

water pressure into rock containing highly stressed faults. However, the pattern of occasional felt
earthquakes followed by years of relative aseismicity in a locale is commonly observed in much of
the Great Basin, and is not generally associated with reservoirs or with hydrologic cycles. In the
vicinity of Lake Mean, stick-slip behavior may be operating much as it does elsewhere, but at lower
stress levels. Expansion of the SGBSN into the Lake Mean region would provide nn answer to the
question of whether the vicinity of Lake Mean continues to be a region of elevated microearthquake
activity.

Earthquake focal mechanisms

For the three year period 1987 through 1989, double-couple focal mechanisms obtained from
thirty SGB earthquakes are discussed. Also, a previously unpublished focal mechanism for a Furnace
Creek/north Tucki Mtn. (Pananfint Range, California) earthquake that occurred on March 16,
1982, is included here. Most of the earthquakes are considered because of their relatively large size
(maximum magnitude = 4.4); however, magnitude 0_- earthquakes at Yucca Mountain are analysed
for their possible relevance to site characterization. For most of the focal mechanisms presented,
the strike, dip, and rake of nodal planes are adequately constrained by P-wave polarities alone. For
eight of the mechanisrrm, including those for three earthquakes at Yucca Mountain, first motions
do not provide sufficient constraint, so vertical-component SV-to-P amplitude ratios, corrected for
path and free-surface effects, are also used to constrain the range of focal mechanism solutions

(Kisslinger and others, 1981 and 1982). The amplitude ratios and P-wave polarities are input into
the computer program focmec.for (Snoke and others, 1984), along with instructions on how densely
to sample the range of possible solutions, and how much data misfit to allow. The program outputs
the set of solutions that satisfy the input criteria and data, and, if the range is sufficiently limited
to be of practical use, the solutions are reported and plotted on an equal-area, lower hemisphere
projection. The plotted subset always includes a solid-line solution (which may be unique, or, if not,

has representative (average) strike and/or dip), and, optionally, one or two dashed-line solutions,
which are shown to indicate the range of strike, dip, and/or rake angles that are consistent with
the input data. The solid-line solution is designated as the primary solution, and the dashed-line
solutions are designated as alternate solutions. Focal mechanism parameters are listed in Table 3,

with indexes from 0 to 30, corresponding to the numbering in the epicenter/focal mechanism plot
of Figure 13. To avoid crowding, Timber Mottntain caldera focal mechanisms are plotted at the
bottom of Figure 13. Individual focal mechanisms, showing the primary solutions of Table 3, and
various alternates, are shown in Appendix D, Figures D1 through D37. The magnitude, ML, that
is reported for ea£h earthquake is the average of the horizontal-component and vertical-component
magnitudes, where each of those is the average of ali on-scale horizontal-component magnitudes
and vertical-component magnitudes, respectively, scaled at SGBSN stations, unless otherwise noted.
"DMIN" is the minimum source to station distance. (Hypocenter parameters reported in Appendix
D may not correspond exactly to those reported in Appendix A. Appendix D hypocenters often are
the product of a more careful analysis of seismic wave arrival times, residuals, and polarities, than
the routine data analysis that results in Appendix A hypocenters. Ali reported hypocenters and
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focal mechanism solutions are preliminary,)

Effects of modeling on focal mechanisms

The SGBSN has very sparse station coverage away from Yucca Mountain, with average station
spacing of 20 to 30 km. The main consequence of the limited station coverage is poor resolution of
most earthquakes' depth-of-focus, when using the standard velocity model and first-arriving P and
S waves to determine the hypocenter. For example, many earthquake arrival time data sets display
nearly equal local RMS travel time residual minima for z _ 2 km below sea level and z _ 7 km
below sea level. The effect of varying depth-of-focus on the eaa.thquake focal mechanism is explicitly
examined for many of the data presented here. When deriving focal mechanisms from various
hypocenter sol_,tions, we invoke the same velocity model for ray tracing; therefore, the observed
variations in rr echanism for a given earthquake are a consequence only of ray parameters varying
due to different source depths and not to different velocity models. In some instances, the P-wave
polarity data help to prescribe which velocity model is used in hypocenter determination (a good
example is shown in Appendix D, Figure D20; also, see the following paragraph), lt should be
noted that changing the velocity model may change the solution set of focal mechanisrrm, even if
the hypocenter remains the same, For example, ray tracing from a crustal model in which seismic
velocities increase linearly with depth may yield different focal mechanisms than those from data
derived from models in which seismic velocities are fixed within a series of layers with velocity

discontinuities at the interfaces, as we presently use in preliminary hypocenter determination for
SGB earthquakes. This report does not systematically investigate the effect on focal mechanism
parameters of changing the seismic velocity model.

Experience computing earthquake focal mechanisms from SGBSN dat_ indicates that adding
an interface (sometimes referred to as the Conrad discontinuity) somewhere between 12 and 15 km
below sea level, below which Vp = 6,5 km/see, often improves the fit of P-wave polarity data to
focal mechanism nodal plane solutions. This interface has been used for determining hypocenters
and raypaths for many of the earthquakes for which focal mechanisms are presented in this report.
Examples of focal mechanisms which require this interface are shown in Appendix D, Figures D4,
D14, and D20,

In previous SGBSN data reports, the 15 km interface is absent, although another interface,

located 24 km below sea level, below which Vp = 6,9 km/ssc, is present in all reports, and may also
be identified as the Conrad discontinuity. RMS for the vast majority of SGB earthquake hypocenters
is not significantly affected by the presence/absence of the 15 km interface, and therefore cannot be
invoked to justify its inclusion/exclusion. For a very small subclass of hypocenters, namely, those
having depths near the 15 km interface, RMS is sensitive to its presence/absence; an example is
discussed in the section entitled "depth-of-focus distribution and deep-crust intraplate earthquakes."

Whereas the RMS travel time residual from local earthquake data is not a very sensitive teel
for ascertaining the presence of mid-crustal to deep-crustal layer interfaces, the earthquake focal
mechanism often is, as long as we consider only those mechanisms that arise from pure shear defor-
mation. Unless an active magmatic process or other high-fluid-pressure phenomenon is present, there
is probably no compelling reason to doubt that _he microearthquake source can be represented by a
double-couple. Thus, this report takes the position that if quadrantal partitioning of unarnbiguous
P-wave polarity data from SGB microearthquakes requires the modification of the velocity model,
a_d if such modification does not degrade RMS, and does not contradict established models, then

it is more scientifically justifiable to modify the velocity model than to argue that the polarity data
imply other than pure shear source properties.

Independent confirmation of the presence of a strong P-wave velocity gradient or a velocity
discontinuity at some depth between 12 and 15 km below sea level would be helpful. Seismic
refraction is the natural teel for searching for such a discontinuity. Pakiser's review (1985) of
papers written in the previous three decades that deal with interpretations of seismic refraction



t 0

data in the Basin and Range province suggests that refraction seismologists have divided opinions
on the visibility of P* phase(s) that should arrive from such mid-crustal reflectors, both province- ,
wide, and more specifically, at NTS, Hoffman and Mooney (1984) observe evidence for a 15 km
interface in an east-west profile across Yucca Mountain, but not in an unreversed profile from a
nuclear device detonation at Pahute Mesa. Ismail and Priestley (1986) also argue that a told-crustal

layer boundary (12 to 16 km) is present in the vicinity of Yucca Mountain, Nevada, based on their
interpretations of P-arrivals from east-west and north-south profiles, Serpa and others (1988) note "a
prominent zone of reflections at a traveltime of 5 + 1.5 sec (15 km)" in the central Death Valley and
surrounding mountain ranges (p, 1446), which they interpret as either a deep detachment, a zone of
transition between the brittle upper crustal rocks and a ductile lower crust, or as an uplifted rock
horizon originally formed at the base of the crust. In a recent interpretation of combined refraction,
reflection, and gravity data in northwest to central Nevada (about 40 north of the SGB), Catchings
and Mooney (1991) found mid-crustal reflectors at depths ranging from 12 to 18 km, below which
V_ - 6.3 km/sec. These reflectors, which they interpreted as a possible brltfle-ductile transition zone
boundary, extended over the length of their survey, 200 to 300 km. In summary, available evidence
appears to either support or not reject the existence of mid-crustal reflector(s) in the SGB.

Representativeness of focal mechanisms in the SGB catalog

Because the focal mechanism solutions presented in Appendix D of this report include data from
only about one percent of the local earthquakes located and catalogued in the period 1987 through
1989, it is difficult to argue that they represent an unbiased and adequate sample of earthquake
sources sufficient to characterize seismic deformation of shallow crust in the SGB. However, insofar
as polarities can be determined for P-arrivals of smaller earthquakes for which focal mechanisms were
not computed, there is a remarkable consistency of azimuthal partitioning of polarities for the vast
majority of SGB earthquakes. For most earthquake source regions in the SGB, first motions of P
rays travelling from the source into the northwest and southeast quadrants are compressional. First
motions of P rays travelling in the interior of the northeast and southwest quadrants are usually
dilatational. Near the edges of these quadrants, the first motions may be compressional or dilata-
tional, depending on whether the seismic slip is predominantly normal or strike slip, respectively. A
significant counterclockwise rotation of this first motion pattern is observed for many earthquakes
in the westernmost part of the southern Great Basin, as is evident from several focal mechanisms
presented in Appendix D, the most pronounced case being for the Owens Valley earthquake of July
5, 1988 (Figure D23). The rotation of the average strain field from the center of the SGB to its
western boundary is further discussed in Rogers and others (1989) and below, in the section "average
directions of/_ and _ and tectonic strain,"

The bulk of SGB earthquake P-arrival data, whether from earthquakes having well-constrained
focal mechanisms, or from smaller earthquakes, tend to support the model of earthquake gener-
ation from uniform regional stresses and deformation processes more than it supports the model
of microearthquakes being a nearly chaotic accomodation to local perturbations of the stress field.
Conceptual models of the strain field in the shallow to mid-crustal rock of the SGB should account
for the consistent patterns of P-wave first motions that are generally observed by the SGBSN for
most SGB earthquakes.

Untypical focal mechanisms and source zones in the SGB

While the azimuthal distribution of P-wave first motions discussed above is likely to be observed
for most SGB shallow-crustal to mid-crustal earthquakes, a few earthquake data sets do not conform
to that pattern. An example of a data set having first motions that are 180 ° out of phase from the
norm is that of an earthquake on May 30, 1985, at northern NTS (Tippipah Spring quadrangle),
shown in Figure 13 of Harmsen and Rogers (1987). Two focal mechanisms from earthquakes in the
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eplcentralvicinityofthatMay, 1985,earthquake,which occurredin July,1984,MBe reportedin

Harrrmenand Rogers(1987),displaytypicalP-waveazimuthaldistributions,
For sourceswithinthe SilentCanyon Caldera,in the vicinityof Pahute Mesa underground

nuclearexplosions(UNEs),earthquakeseismozrarnsfrom SGBSN stationsoftenexhibiteitherdi-
latationalorindeterminatefirstmotions_eveninthenorthwestand southeastquadrantsofthefocal
hemisphere,indicatingthepossibilitythattheseinitiatepredominantlyasisotropic,volume-reduclng
eventsratherthanasdouble-coupleevents.BecauseofthesparsltyofU.S,G.S,seismicstationcov-
eragein thevicinityof theSilentCanyon Caldera,the proportion,r :0 < r _<1,ofdeformation
at theseismicsourcethatisdeviatoric(double-couple)ratherthan isotropic(spherical)cannotbe
determinedusingP-wave polarityinformationonly;ifwe assume r "- 1,the mechanismsexhibit
approximate900 rotationofpressureand tensionaxesfrom the regionalaverages.Two examples

, of double-coupleinterpretationsforthesepeculiarSilentCanyon Calderaeventsaxeincludedin
Appendix D_ FiguresD21 and D31. Another good example ofa SCC earthquakehavingalmost
exclusivelydilatationalfirstmotionsisthatofSeptember26,1987,22:52:31_listedinAppendix A_
which occurredabout 56 hoursaftertherelativelylargeUNE, Lockney (Mb = 5.7).A possible
explanationofsucheventsatSCC isthattheyareseismicreleasefrom theclosingoftensioncracks
formedduringnucleardevicetests_or from partialimplosionofthecavity.Ifthisisthecase,itis
probablytruethatr < < 1 fortheseSCC events_inwhichcaqethedouble-coupleinterpretationsare
invalid.

Yet anotherclassofeventsfollowinzUNEs (whichprobablyoverlapstheclassof "dilatational
sources"discussedabove)isthatofthe "low-frequencyevents,"Seismogramdominantfrequencies
forboth P-codaand S-codaaresignificantlylowerfortheseeventsthan thoseobservedin "natu-
ral"earthquakeseismogramsat comparablesource-to-stationdistances.The remarksabouttypical
distributionsofP-wave firstmotionsand focalmechanism propertiesthereforedo not applyto the

eventsthataremost closelyassociated,both temporallyand spatially,withUNEs. Such post-test
phenomena areprobablyinducedby thetests,and need tobe separatedbothfrom theearthquake
hypocentercatalogwhen we estimateratesofregionalnaturalseismicstrain_and from thefocal
mechanism catalog,when we compute theaveragedirectionofextensionorotherstrainparameters.
Most hypocentersofeventsduringtheperiod1987through1989havingcodawithlower-than-average
frequencycontent,whetherintheSilentCanyon calderaorelsewhereintheSGB, have been sepa-
ratelytagged and listed in Appendix C of this report. In general, because of the large number of such
phenomena, and the noisy, emergent nature of first motions at many stations, no attempt is made
to routinely determine hypocenters for the vast majority of these low-frequency events. However,
their seismograms are ali archived onto magnetic tapes to provide a permanent data base for future
researchl Of the three NTS nuclear device testing regions, Pahute Mesa, Rainier Mesa, and Yucca
Flat, the most active region with respect to quantity of potentially induced seismicity per test of a
given reported magnitude is Pahute Mesa, and the least-active region is Rainier Mesa.

Inasmuch as low-coda-frequency events have been occasionally recorded in the SGB away from
the NTS, we cannot rule out the possibility that some are not induced by nuclear device tests.
One class of low-coda-frequency seismicity that is definitely natural is that of relatively deep-focus
earthquakes, at the crust-mantle interface, examples of which are discussed in the section, "depth-of-
focus distribution and deep-crust intraplate earthquakes." If the event's hypocenter and origin time
strongly suggest that it is not induced by cultural activity, it is included in the earthquake catalog

: and listed in Appendix A, regardless of the frequency content of SGBSN seismograms.

Evidence of seismically active detachment faults?

The possibility that detachment faults are seismically active in parts of the SGB has not been
previously documented to the authors' knowledge. Much of the lm'ge-scale extensional tectonics of
the southern Great Basin during the Neogene period is now understood to require a m_jor component

of block movement along gently dipping faults (Wernicke and others, 1988). Therefore, it should
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not be surprising if some of that movement is sufficiently "catastrophic" to result in earthquakes

detectable by the SGBSN. However, under Hamilton's (1988) model for detachment faulting in the
Death Valley region, detachment faults would originate as moderately-dipping or steeply-dipping
normal fault segments. Fault dips b_come more gentle through unloading and ductile deformation
of the lower plate, and fault segments may be inactivated as their dip becomes too gentle to permit
further slip. Such fault segments would not be expected to be seismogenic.

All double-couple focal mechanisms have two orthogonal nodal planes. If the inclination or dip
of one of those planes is _ 200 or less, that focal mechanism solution provides evidence of a possible
seismically active detachment fault. Without further geological or geophysical information about
deformation in the vicinity of that hypocenter, detachment is one of two possible interpretations,
and not the most likely unless movement on the near-vertical auxiliary plane can be discounted.
No instance; are given in this report where we wish to imply that the probability of slip on the
near-vertical auxiliary plane is significantly less than 0.5, However, in addition to the major, if not
dominant, role that shallow.dipping faults must play in the large-scale Neogene extension of the

i

southern Great Basin, shallow-dipping nodal planes of focal mechanisms are sometimes unavoidably
present in SGBSN data sets. If these shallow dipping nodal planes are not the fault planes, we are
left with vertical slip on very steeply-dipping faults, implied by the auxiliary nodal plane of such
focal mechanisms. Such deformation yields almost no net crustal extension, and provides as many
obstacles to plausibility from a rock-mechanics perspective as does seismic slip on gently dipping
faults.

The first example of a shallow-dipping nodal plane for the focal mechanism solutions computed
for this report is for an earthquake of April 20, 1987, in the Specter Range SW quadrangle (Appendix
D, Figures D5 and D6). This shallow-dipping nodal plane is somewhat "robust," in the sense that,
for two very different assumed hypocenters, the dip of the plane remains sub-horizontal, although

the angle of slip changes from -90 ° (normal slip) for the surface focus hypocenter, to 0° (strike
slip) for the six km below sea level hypocenter. Several focal mechanisms presented in this report
have primary or alternate solutions with a nodal plaue whose dip is less than 20° (Appendix D,
Figures D7, Dll, D17, D19, D20, D33, and D34). For some station geometries relative to SGB
sources, the shallow dipping nodal plane "goes away" by changing the assumed hypocentral depth
(compare Figures D18 and D19, for example). Other cases in which the focal mechanism primary
solution contains a nodal plane whose dip is strongly dependent on the assumed hypocenter depth
are discussed below. These observations are intended to emphasize that for the current SGBSN and
probably for many regional seismographic networks, uncertainties in source properties inferred from
their focal mechanism solutions are frequently substantial.

One possibly important example of a focal mechanism having a shallow-dipping nodal plane
that does not "go away" by depth-of-focus manipulation is that for an earthquake in the Grapevine
Mountains, California (Dry Mountain quadrangle), on May 26, 1988, 03'.56'.49 UTC. This earthquake
is among the largest of SGB earthquakes recorded by the SGBSN in 1988. Because of its magnitude,
this earthquake's P-wave polaritie_ are exceptionally clear. The quadrantal distribution of first-
motion P-polarities for SGBSN data does not occur for assumed hypocenters less than about 6-7
km below sea level, i.e., for shallower focus hypocenters, dilatations are hopelessly intermixed with
compressions when plotted on the lower (equivalently, upper) hemisphere around the assumed source.
The distribution of first motions does partition into quadrants of like polarity without significant

inconsistencies for a source with assumed 7 km depth (Appendix D, figure D20), when source-to-
station rays are computed using the velocity model of Appendix F, containing a velocity discontinuity
at 15 km. Supplementary data from the southern California and central California seismic networks
(PAS and MNLO, respectively) were included to help constrain the focal mechanism, which has
a nodal plane dipping 21°. Slip is normal. This example may be among the strongest evidence
yet collected by the SGBSN for possible seismic slip on a shallow-dipping surface, ttowever, this
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plane, if the fault plane, is perhaps too steeply dipping to imply seismic activity on a detachment
surface, Other examples presented in this report have more shallow-dipping nodal plane_, but these
are generally less well-constrained than the May 26, 1988 earthquake's focal mechanism,

Yucca Mountain earthquake focal mechanisms !

Three earthquakes at Yucca Mountain are examined to see if it is possible to derive focal
mechamsms; a magnitude 0.4 on March 10, 1987, a magnitude 0.1 on June 1, 1987, and a magnitude
2.1 on November 18, 1988. For each of these, hypocenters were relocated using a flat layer velocity
model having P-wave velocities and layer interfaces that approximately correspond to those found

by Hoffman and Mooney (1984) in a refraction survey of Yucca Mountain. These velocities are
lower near-surface than those of the standard SGB model, with the consequence that seismic rays
traveling to Yucca Mountain stations suffer more refraction towards the vertical than in standard

model paths. The two models' P and S velocities are plotted as a function of crustal depth in
Appendix F, Figure F1. Because none of the Yucca Mountain earthquakes was large enough to be
adequately constrained by P-wave first motions, SV and P vertical ground vibration amplitude data
were gathered, and had to be corrected for propagation effects to provide SV-to-P amplitude ratios
representative of the source only. These path corrections are dependent on the earthquake's depth-
of-focus, with greater amplitude corrections necessary for deeper focus hypocenters. The Yucca
Mountain velocity model differs from the "standard" SGB velocity model in the important detail

that ali source-to-station rays from SGB crustal earthquakes arriving at Yucca Mountain stations
are incoming at ¢ < ¢_, where ¢ is the free-surface angle of incidence, and ¢0 is the critical angle.
When ray tracing is performed using the standard SGB velocity model the opposite case is true,
¢ > ¢0. Although this modeling consideration may appear to be of only academic interest, the use
of slow surf, s-layer velocities results in different focal mechanism interpretations for the extremely
small _/ucca Mountain earthquakes than would result when using the standard SGB crustal model
for ray tracing and propagation effect corrections.

The largest recorded Yucca Mountain earthquake (ML = 2.1) from the inception of the SGBSN
in 1978-1979 through 1989 occurred on November 18, 1988, 20:32:24 UTC, at 36.925 ° North latitude,
116.5530 West longitude, and 11 km below sea level depth. The epicenter is about 12 km northwest
of the site of a potential national high-level nuclear waste repository (shown in Figure 11). Focal
mechanism solutions for this earthquake are not sufficiently well constrained from SGBSN P-wave

first motion polarities; thus, (SV/P),5 amplitude ratios are used to limit the range of solutions.
Seismic energy of the S-coda of the mainshock overdrove the telemetry electronics of ali Yucca
Mountain stations. Yucca Mountain station seismograms from a small foreshock, which preceeded

the mainshock by a minute, were scaled to provide amplitude and period data for (SV/P),, ra_oios(this
procedure assumes that the hypocenters and elastic energy radiation patterns of the two em'thquakes
are nearly identical). Path corrections having amplitudes several times those of the (SV/P),, ratios
were added to remove propagation and free-surface effects (these corrections arc sensitive to assumed
incident angle of P and S waves at the free surface, thus to velocity model). If we accept the validity
of these modelling assumptions, the resulting focal mechanism solutions are well-constrained. The
azimuth of T is 276 ± 3°, its plunge is 18 =1=5°; the azimuth of P is 178 =k3°, its plunge is 28 ± 9°. All
solutions are predominantly strike slip, with some alternate solutions having a component of reverse
slip. Two representative solutions are shown in Appendix D, Figure D28, with the "observed" and

theoretical (SV/P)., ratio data for each solution. The tension axes for these solutions trend west,
and are therefore rotated counterclockwise from the average direction of T for SGB focal mechanisms

(see the section, "average directions of/_ and f and tectonic strain" below). The southwest-trending
nodal plane of the primary solution, if imagined to project to the earth's surface as a planar fault,

would crop out 3½ km southeast of the hypocenter, or 8 km northwest of the potential repository 's
location On the crest of Yucca Mountain. Slip on that plane is oblique left-lateral strike slip with
a substantial normal component. No Quaternary faults or lineaments have been mapped in the
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vicinity of that plane's surface projection (Reheis and Noller, 1990), The northwest-trending nodal
plane has predominantly right-lateral strike-slip motion. If projected to the surface, it would crop
out at Bare Mountain, cutting the trace of the Bare Mountain fault.

Selection of the fault plane for this Yucca Mountain earthquake from the two (solid-line) nodal
planes of Figure D28 is possible based on plausibility arguments taken from rock physics. If the

'c' 'tdirection of minimum horizontal compressive stress in the vi ml y of the hypocenter of November
18, 1988, is approximately the same as that inferred by Stock and others (1985 and 1986) from
hydraulic fracturing measurements at various Yucca Mountain drillholes, azi(as) = N60 ° -65°W,
then application of the Coulomb-Mohr failure criterion to the two nodal planes of the primary
solution of Figure D28 selects the northeast- southwest trending plane as the fault plane. In other
words, when considering the ratio of applied shear stress, r,v, to effective normal stress, an, on each
nodal plane, the condition

It, vi :> 0.7a_

occurs when the fault normal direction, g = ]7, where ]7 is the normal to the northeast-southwest
trending nodal plane, but not when g = _, where ._ is the normal to the other nodal plane
(see Figure D28). Here, in order to satisfy the Coulomb-Mohr criterion using a plausible friction
coefficient, # = 0.7, it is assumed that the ratio of effective maximum principal compressive stress,
to effective minimum principal compressive stress, _ is approximately four in the vicinity ofas-Pp

the hypocenter. Pp is the local fluid pore pressure. To satisfy another plausibility criterion, that
the direction of slip on the fault plane equals the direction of maximum shear stress on that plane,
the amplitude of the intermediate principal compressive stress, _2, is considered a free parameter
(in the range as < a2 < _1). This Coulomb-Mohr analysis also suggests that al is oriented sub-
horizontally at the hypocenter, a conclusion that would also be valid if the alternate (dashed-line)
nodal planes of Figure D28 had been considered. (Harmsen and Rogers (1986) discuss this process of
fault plane selection from rock physics considerations in greater detail.) The dip of the inferred fault
plane of the primary solution, 74 °, is probably too great for that plane _to correspond to Quaternary
faults on Yucca Mountain having similar tread, mapped by Scott and Bonk (1984), who state that
faults at Yucca Mountain that dip approximately 70 ° at the surface and display a "m_or dip slip
displacement" tend to flatten somewhat with depth, with 60 ° dip at depth > one km.

The other two focal mechanisms for Yucca Mountain earthquakes occurring in 1987 were for

earthquakes that, anywhere else in the SGB, would have been considered far too small to investigate
(ML = 0.4 on March 10, 1987, and ML = 0.1 on June 1, 1987). The March 10 earthquake, with a
focal depth of 3.1 km below sea level, has a well-constrained focal mechanism from six polarities and
four ratios, if we require a very close fit between all theoretical and "observed" ratios (maximum
difference between logrithms = 0.15). The resulting mechanism is predominantly strike slip, with
substantial normal component, on either a north-northwest trending nodal plane or on a west-
southwest trending nodal plane. The north-northwest striking nodal plane dips east at about 66° ,
and the west-southwest striking nodal plane dips northwest at about 55°. Mapped Quaternary faults
in the vicinity of the epicenter, such as the Solitario Canyon fault and the Windy Wash fault, trend
north, with gentle undulations. Most of the mapped faults on the west side of Yucca Mountain dip

to the west, perhaps forming a headwall complex for the Bare Mountain detachment fault, most
active 12.5 million years BP (Scott and Whitney, 1987). Because of its dip, the focal mechanism's
north-south nodal plane does not appear to be related to remanent activity of that system. The
auxiliary nodal plane's strike does not correspond to any mapped fault orientations in the vicinity
of the epicenter, The orientation of the tension axis, with azimuth N68°W, approximately coincides
with the direction of inferred minimum horizontal compressive stress at Yucca Mountain (Stock and

others, 1985 and 1986). Because constraint on the range of focal mechanism solutions is achieved
by closely fitting four (SV/P)j amplitude ratios (implying that many assumptions about the earth
model are valid for this data set), our confidence in these focal mechanism parameters is relatively
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"low:"

The set of plausible focal mechanisms for the M/, = 0.1 earthquake of June 1, 1987, with depth
of 5.9 km belew sea level, is not well constrained even when four amplitude ratio data supplement the

five unambiguous P-wave polarities. A strike-slip focal mechanism solution, shown in Appendix D,
Figure D7, has only marginally better amplitude ratio fit than an alternate normal-slip mechanism

(RMS ratio error = 0.180 versus 0.197) when all "observed" ratios are required to have amplitudes
within a factor of two of theoretical values. One of the nodal planes of the normal-slip mechanism dips
about 10 degrees to the east, which, if the fault plane, is an example of a possible active detachment
fault at Yucca Mountain. If the strike-slip solution is correct, the north-northwest trending nodal

plane agrees in strike and dip with the Solitario Crmyon fault, but not with mapped sense of slip.
The T-axis for the strike slip solution also trends parallel to the direction of minimum horizontal
compressive stress as determined from hydrofrac measurenmnts at Yucca Mountain drillholes (Stock
and others, 1985 and 1986).

In summary, focal mechanism solutions for Yucca Mountain, Nevada, earthquakes detected
through 1989 are poorly to, at best, 'moderately well constrained when only P-wave polarities are
used in their determination. This lack of constraint is the direct result of the inability of most SGBSN

sensors to detect first motions, due to the very small size of Yucca Mountain earthquakes recorded
through 1989. While supplementing polarity data with (SV/P),, amplitude ratios is sometimes, but
not always, able to constrain the solution set to a narrow, geologically plausible, range, the ratio
method borrows heavily on hard-to-validate assumptions. A better understanding of seismic slip at
Yucca Mountain and vicinity requires that we improve seismographic coverage there, a project that
is currently underway by YMP-USGS.

While we have attempted to relate the microseismicity at Yucca Mountain to relatively major
mapped Quaternary faults there, it is probable that much of the SGBSN's monitoring is recording
activity on secondary structures, such as Riedel shears; thus, correlation of focal mechanism param-
eters with major faults may be expected to be low. A second caveat may be in order. The shallow

(_< 1.5 km below surface) hydrofrac determinations of minimum compressive stress that were invoked
to determine the fault plane for the Yucca Mountain earthquake of November 18, 1988 (Appendix
D, figure D28) may not be appropriate for seismogenic depths. Such factors as topographic influ-
ence on the crustal stress field (Swolfs and others, 1988) or a detachment surface may not justify
extrapolation of those hydrofrac measurements to depths corresponding to earthquake hypocenters
considered in this section.

Reverse-slip focal mechanisms and compressional tectonism in the SGB

Thcki Mountain and the Panamint Range, California, may have moved _ 125 :t: 7 km in the
direction N65 :i: 7°W from the Nopah block during the Neogene period (Wernicke and others, 1988),

: and may therefore be expected to display significant seismicity if this extensional process is still
active. Prominent reverse-slip faults have been observed at Tacki Mountain (Wernicke and others,

1988). The mainshock of a short-lived "l_cki Mountain series of earthquakes in March, 1982, reported
in Rogers and others (1987), provides sufficient P-wave polarity data from the SGBSN and from the
southern California seismic network (PAS) to yield a well-constrained focal mechanism (Appendix

D, Figure D1). The focal mechanism of the earthquake (M PAs -- 3.4) has east,-west trending and
northwest-southeast trending nodal planes, each with oblique reverse slip. The mainshock's epicenter
is at the northernmost end of Tucki Mountain (Panamint Range), about 25 km northwest of the
northern end of the north-trending, right-lateral strike-slip Death Valley fault, and about 12 km

southwest of the northwest-trending right-lateral Furnace Creek fault zone.

Although well-constrained oblique-reverse-slip focal mechanisms are extremely uncommon in
the southern Great Basin, "most 'strike-skip' faults ... are associated with an assemblage of related
structures including both normal and reverse faults" (Christie-Blick and Biddle, 1985, p. 1). The
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deformationimpliedby theMarch, 1982,TuckiMountainmainshockmay be theresultofcompres-
sionalstrainwestofthejunctionoftheDeath Valleyand FurnaceCreekfaultzonesinthemanner

predictedby laboratory-scalephotoelasticmodelsofsegmentedfaults(seeFreund,1974,hisfigure
27).

Compressionaltectonismisofsome interesttositecharacterization,becauseofitspotentiMto
interactwiththehydrologicsubsystem.No unequivocal,predominantlyreverse-slipfocalmechanism
solutionshavebeendeterminedfromSGBSN dataforearthquakeswithin70km ofYuccaMountain
to the presentdate. One obliquereverse-slipmechanism fora smallearthquake(ML -" 1.7)in
the TippipahSpringquadrangle,alsomentionedabove inthesection"unusualmechanisms,"has

epicenter35km northeastofa centralpoint(coordinates36°51_N_-116°27.5_W)on YuccaMountain
(Harmsenand Rogers,1987).That solutionhasoneglaringpolarityinconsistency,soourconfidence
inthesolutionislow.

Focal mechanisms of other notable SGB earthquakes_1987 to 1989

The October2,1987,11:11UTC, magnitude3.4earthquakeinthePapooseLakeSE quadrangle

(Table3,Index9)yieldsfocalmechanismsthatvarysignificantlyasa functionofassumeddepth-of-
focus.The neareststationisover27 km from theepicenter,sodepthresolutionisnecessarilypoor.
In Appendix D, two mechanismsarepresented,one foran assumed fivekm belowsealevelfocus
shown in FigureDll, and theotherforan assumed 11 km belowsealevelfocusshown inFigure
D12. RMS traveltimeresidualsareoflittlehelpinnarrowingdown thehypocenter_being0.19ssc
fortheshallower-focussolutionand 0.20secforthedeeper-focussolutionwhen usingthestandard
SGB crustalmodel.Both hypocenters'focalmechanismspossessa northwest-dippingand southeast-
dippingnodalplane.The southeast-dippingnodalplanefortheshallower-focushypocenterdipsat
about14 degrees,providinganotherexampleofa possibleseismicallyactivedetachmentfault.The

northwest-dippingnodalplanesforbothsolutionsdipsteeply,and areorientedfavorablyfornormal
slipiftheextensionaldirectionisnorth-northwestinthevicinityofthehypocenter.The earthquake
was somewhat unusualinthatonlytwo otherhypocenterswereobservedinitsvicinityoverthenext

, month,an unusuallylow levelofconcomitantseismicityforan earthquakeofitsmagnitude.
Focalmechanismsfora ML --2.0Yucca Flatearthquakeon February7,1988,(Table3,Index

14)show strongdependenceofstrike,dip,and rakeon assumed depthoffocus.When treatedas
a surface-focusevent,thefocalmechanism indicatesobliqueslipon a steeply-dippingnorth-south
fault(YuccaFault?),or strikeslipon an east-westorientedfault(FigureD18). When treatedas
a deeper-focusevent,fivekm belowsealevel,thefocalmechanismincludesa 5° northwestdipping

nodalplane,with strike-slipmotion,and a northwest-orientedverticalnodalplanewith vertical
motion (FigureD19). The possibilityofa seismicdetachmentfaultthusreappears,althoughthis
examplesuffersfrom a poorerdatafittothevelocitymodel,withRMS traveltimeresidual--0.20
secondsforthe deeperhypocenter_versus0.14secondsforthesurface-focushypocenter.A graph
ofhow theRMS traveltimeresidualvariesasa functionofdepth-of-focuswhen usingHYPO71 to
determinethe hypocenterofthisYucca Flatearthquakeisshown inFigure14. The surface-focus
solutionisnotparticularlysatisfyingtomany seismologists,who believethatultra-shallowrockis
generallynotstrongenoughtostoresufficientdistortionalstrainenergyformagnitude2 earthquake
generation.Thus,therelativelylargetraveltimeresidualforthedeeperfocussolutionmay be more
the resultof an inadequatevelocitymodel forthisearthquake'sarrivaltimedata setthan of an
intrinsicallypoorerdepth-of-focusestimate.

The ReveillePeak quadrangleearthquakeofOctober28,1987,17:25UTC (Table3,Index10),
isone of thelarger(ML --2.8)ofa few hundredearthquakesobservedina few km zone at the
southernend ofthe ReveilleRange from 1986through1989. The nearestseismicstationto this
series,QCS, isabout21 km east,so depth offocusispoorlyresolvedfortheseearthquakes.A
rangefrontfaulton thewestsideoftheReveilleRange may be activeintheQuaternary,and may be
associatedwiththislong-runningseries.Focalmechanismswerecomputed [ora nearsealevelfocus,
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Figure 14.- Left side: epicentral scatter for various fixed depth and free depth HYPOT1 hypocenters
for a Yucca Flat earthquake of February 7, 1988, 16:47 UTC. The symbols correspond to the fixed
depth hypocenters: M,0,1,2,..., A_B,C,D,E, and F for depths = -1,0,1,2,...,10,11,12,13,14, and 15
km below sea level. The open square is for the free depth solution, with starting iterate depth 7
km, and the Z is for the free depth solution with starting iterate depth 0 km (at sea level). Right
side: The RMS travel time residual for the various fixed depth and free depth solutions for the same
event. The letters above the fixed depth solutions, and below the free depth solutions, are HYPO71
"grades" assigned during the process of hypocenter determination. This plot shows a small variation
in RMS for many shallow depth estimates, a pattern that is often present for SGB data sets where
the nearest station is relatively distant from the epicenter.

37

=



and for a 5.7 km below sea level focus. The shallower-focus focal mechanism solutions, shown in
Figure D13, indicate right-lateral strike slip on a steeply dipping north-trending fault, or left-lateral
strike slip on a steeply dipping west-trending fault. The deeper-focus focal mechanisms shown in
Figure D14, are less well constrained, but ali solutions have a significant component of reverse slip
on northwest-trending nodal planes, and a steeply plunging tension axis. Another earthquake in the
southern Reveille Range series, occurring on August 30, 1988, at 2:30 UTC, has an oblique normal-
slip strike-slip solution for a fixed-depth hypocenter at five km below sea-level, shown in Figure D36
(Table 3, Index 20). The near-surface layer velocities used for hypocenter determination were two
to 25_ faster than those of the standard model, based on observed negative travel-time residuals for
stations north of Yucca Flat and Rainier Mesa nuclear device tests, relative to the standard velocity
model.

A strike-slip earthquake occurred on January 9, 1989, 05:08 UTC, with epicenter about 10 .
miles (17 km) north of Las Vegas, Nevada (Valley quadrangle), where it was strongly felt (M_ --
3.5; A_ EIc -- 3.5; l_tMI-- V to VI, Carl Stover, written communication). This is the only SGB
earthquake during the 1987-1989 period for which property damage was reported to the National
Earthquake Information Center (NEIC), although damage was slight (cracked windows). The focal
mechanism solutions shown in Appendix D, Figure D29 and D30, indicate right-lateral strike slip
on a steeply dipping north-trending fault, or left-lateral strike slip on a west-trending fault. The
epicenter is in an alluvial valley at the base of the south flank of Gass Peak, with no immediately
obvious fault to identify as the source. The inferred Las Vegas Valley fault strikes west_northwest
in the vicinity of the epicenter, but SGBSN first-motion data do not fit the local trend of that
fault. Variations in assumed focal depth for this earthquake have little effect on the focal mechanism

solutions. For example, the angle of slip on the east-west nodal plane is 0° ± 15° for a seven km below
sea level hypocenter; it is 7° ± 8° for the four km below sea level hypocenter shown in Figure D29; it
is -5 ° -J:3° for solutions derived from a hypocenter at sea level, shown in Figure D30 (0° represents
horizontal block movement). This earthquake is one of the few observed for the 1987 through 1989
period for which the regional SGBSN network P-wave polarities provide a fairly well-constrained set
of focal mechanisms, relativel_y independent of assumed hypocentral depth.

In this section, focal mechanism solutions for four SGB earthquakes that occurred between
1987 and 1989, all having magnitude > 2.0, have been discussed, with emphasis on the variety of
solutions that result by changing the assumed hypocentral depth. In only one case, that of the
January, 1989, earthquake north of Las Vegas, Nevada, was the focal mechanism solution set not
strongly affected by changing the assumed earthquake depth of focus by a few km. In some cases,
depth uncertainty translates primarily to nodal plane dip-angle uncertainty, and seismically active
detachment faults become possible source interpretations. In some cases, predominantly strike slip
solutions change to predominantly reverse slip solutions by increasing the assumed depth of focus.
Although the earthquakes for which these ambiguous source interpretations are > 50 km distant
from Yucca Mountain, they are often the mainshocks of relatively important earthquake clusters.
These observations point to the need to put temporary portable networks over seismically active
spots in the SGB if we wish to better understand seismotectonic processes in the region surrounding
a potential national nuclear waste repository at the Yucca Mountain site.

Average directions of 15 and _ and tectonic strain

When considered collectively, the focal mechanisms for SGB earthquakes provide a fairly consis-
tent descriptor of certain components of the regional tectonic strain tensor at shallow to mid-crustal
depths. Figure 15 is a plot of the thirty pressure axes (P or P) and tension axes (T or T) for the
1987-1989 mechanism prhnary solutions listed in Table 3. The pressure axes form a girdle or belt
through the hemisphere, and the tension axes cluster in the northwest and southeast quadrants, with
relatively small plunge angles. When using Watson's eigenvalue//eigenvector analysis of directional
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data on the sphere (Schuenemeyer and others, 1972), we obtain an average tension direction, azi(_),
of N59°W, with plunge 2.8 °, for the data of Table 2. (Each datum was weighed equally, regardless
of earthquake magnitude or degree of constraint on mechanism parameters.) When excluding the
Silent Canyon caldera focal mechanisms, whose sources may be induced by nuclear device tests, the
azimuth of avg(T)= N55°W, with plunge 2.8 °. Figure 16 is a plot of the pressure and tension axes
for previously published SGB earthquake fbcal mechanism data for the period 1979-1986 (Rogers and

others, 1987, and Harmsen and Rogers, 1987). For these earlier data, azi(_) =N57°W, with plunge
= 2.0 °. The distributions are very comparable. The average T-axis is the seismically determined
direction of average minimum principal compressional strain within the seismogenic crust, and is
sometimes taken as an approximation to the direction of minimum principal compressional tectonic

stress. Furthermore, the avg(T) azimuth corresponds remarkably well with the direction of net Great
Basin extension as determined from space geodesy and neotectonic constraints, N56:h 10°W (Minster
and Jordan, 1987).

The focal mechanism avg(_) is rotated about 15° clockwise from the direction of net Neogene
extension from the Las Vegas fault system to the Death Valley fault system, as geologically deter-

mined, N73 :h 12°W (Wernicke and others, 1988), although the significance of this observation is not
known.

Focal mechanisms provide relatively cheap indicators of tectonic stress parameters, but because
of the multiple uncertainties in depth of focus, focal mechanism strike, dip, and slip, the particular
mechanics of each fault (strength, friction, fluid pore pressures in fault zone, fault interactions), and
the variability of the stress tensor with position due to crustal heter Jgeneity, there is no mathe-
matically well-defined mapping between focal mechanism data and the crustal stress tensor. The
majority of SGB focal mechanism solutions computed to the present date certainly conform to the
model of a highly stressed shallow crust (earthquakes are triggered by many NTS nuclear device
tests) in which the horizontal stress in the northwest to west-northwest direction is substantially
reduced, releasing gravitational energy through normal faulting events on northeast trending faults
and releasing horizontal strain energy through strike slip motion on steeply dipping, generally north-
trending, faults. The mechanics permitting seismic slip on sub-horizontal (detachn.ent) faults does
not fit this conventional model.

Some of the earthquake focal mechanisms whose _ axes differs markedly from the average
may be called "outliers." Outliers include (1), events with oblique to near-vertical _ plunge

angle, and (2), events with _'s azimuth rotated significantly from the northwest-southeast direction.
An example of an event having a 50°-plunging tension axis is the Furnace Creek eathquake of

March 16, 1982,_discussed briefly in an earlier section. Examples of events with obliquely inclined
(i.e., plunge(T) _ 45°) are discussed in the section on possible active detachment faults, above.

Examples of events having rotated azi(_) include the Yucca Mountain mechanism for earthquakes
on October 18, 1988, two Silent Canyon Caldera earthquakes discussed above, and the composite
Timber Mountain mechanism for earthquakes on July 3, 1988 and July 24, 1988 shown in Appendix
D, Figure D24. The focal mechanism for the Owens Valley earthquake of July 5, 1988, shown in
Figure D23, has azi(T)= N105°W (longitude 118.05 ° W), and that of the Dry Mountain quadrangle

earthquake of May 26, 1988, shown in Figure D20, has azi(T)= N83°W (longitude 117.71 ° W),
providing evidence for the possible counterclockwise rotation of the direction of minimum crustal
compression at the western edge of the SGB, in the vicinity of the Sierra Nevada block boundary,
relative to the central SGB. Another southwest SGB hypocenter with a focal mechanism having

azi(_) _ east-west is that for the Stovepipe Wells quadrangle earthquake of July 8, 1986, 03:02
UTC (Harmsen and Rogers, 1987). The northwest-southeast orientation of the Furnace Creek fault,
northern Death Valley, California, may be favor'_ble for right-lateral strike slip if the extensional
direction is more east-west than would be suggested by the average strain tensor for SGB earthquakes,
and if north-south crustal compression is sufficiently great in its vicinity. Very extensive sets of focal
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focal mechanism primary solutions presented in this report for data in the period 1987 through
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projections of average values of P and T, computed from Watson statistics, are plotted as tabs.
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mechanism solutions (hundreds) have been determined for the seismically active Mammoth Lakes,
Round Valley, Chalfant Valley, and Mono-Walker Lake regions, as well as for central Nevada, and
are used to infer crustal stress tensor rotation from central Nevada (_ 39.50 N, 118° W) to the Sierra
Nevada rangefront (_ 37.5 ° N, 118.80 W) (Vetter, 1990), A clear counterclockwise rotation of as,
the minimum principal compressive stress, is evident from the Central Nevada Seismic Zone, where
the inferred _rs azimuth is approximately N50°W (plunge negligible), to Mammoth Lakes, where the
inferred _s azimuth is approximately N100°W (plunge negligible) (Verier, 1990).

Depth-of-focus distribution and deep-crust tntraplate earthquakes

A widely-held view on the depth distribution of earthquakes in the Great Basin is that depths
should be confined to the upper 15 km or so of crustal rock, with local variations based on higher-
than-average or lower-than-average heat flow, different lithologies, and strain rates (Smith and
Bruhn, 1984). The vicinity of 15 km depth is frequently termed the brittle-ductile transition zone.
The SGBSN hypocenter catalog generally conforms to this model, in that le_s than two percent of the
reported earthquake hypocenters for the 1987-1989 period have estimated depths, z, greater than 15
km below sea level. This property generally holds for depth distributions in other parts of the Great
Basin where hypocenter data are available, with the exception of the Truckee, California, region,
where depths of focus often lie between 15 and 20 km (Rogers and others, 1989). Figure 17 shows the
frequency distribution of depth-of-focus of a subset of earthquake hypocenters from Appendix A of
this report having the properties that the minimum source to station distance < 10 km, the standard
error in depth, err, < 5 km, and the HYPO71 average grade (Avg(Q1,Q2) in Appendix A listing) is
C or better. Although these restrictions are not enough to insure well-constrained hypocenters, they
reduce the population from N _ 3300 to N = 851, and therefore result in a sample of what may
be the best-constrained quartile of the population of 1987 through 1989 SGB hypocenters. Figure
17(a) shows a bargraph of the counts of such events in each 1-km interval, from one km above sea
level to 20 km below sea level. Figure 17(b) shows the probability distribution of depth of focus for
that sample, where cumulative probability within each interval is assigned by assuming that "depth"
for the ith hypocenter is a normally and independently distributed random varible, with mean z_

and standard deviation errs, respectively. The values z_ and err_ are the depth and standard error
in depth, as reported in Appendix A. Also, the tails of the normal distributions are truncated at
one km above sea level and 20 km below sea level, and any remaining area under the probability

curves beyond those limits is accumulated into those extreme intervals. (A more realistic probability
density function would, of course, have finite tails, with limits corresponding to the bounds of the
seismogenic crust.) The distributions of Figure 17 are comparable to those reported in previous
SGBSN data reports (Rogers and others, 1987, and Harmsen and Rogers, 1987). Although the "fine
structure" of the distributions may be more a function of the location algorithm and velocity model
than of any fundamental property of the earth's seismogenic crust, the main feature, a rapid tapering
off of seismic activity at depth > 12 km, is probably real.

Of the relatively deep-focus hypocenter solutions for earthquakes in the SGB, very few depths are
in the relatively well-constrained upper quartile as defined in the preceeding paragraph, the typical
deep hypocenter being from a data set having a source-station gap > 180° and the nearest station
> 25 km from the source. A very small subset of the deep-crust hypocenters is well-located, having
both primary and secondary arrivals available at a station within 15 km of the epicenter, relatively

low RMS residual, reasonable Vp/Vs ratio, and _< 180° gap in station azimuthal coverage. The
Vp/Vs ratio is the ratio of primary to secondary wave velocity, as inferred from P-wave and S-wave
arrival times at recording stations. For the period 1987 to 1989, the deepest hypocenter meeting
all of these criteria is that of a magnitude one earthquake on August 21, 19_9_ 16:17:45 UTC, in
the Halfpint Range, eastern NTS (Paiute Ridge quadrangle). The hypocenter is about 30 km below
sea level, at a depth corresponding to the crust-mantle interface. Seismograms from the 12 nearest
SGBSN stations that recorded this earthquake are displayed in Figure 18, with their corresponding P

42



80-

70-
.13
E 60-

Z 50-

4O

3O

10-

O.
-2 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

(B).18
71

.16 //
//

/ /

.14 //
//
//

,12 //
//108

._ ,//7-7-'1
'_ .1 / //A

. / / .081.13
o ,08 / / lA 77
13. / ///1 .071 771 / / --,-

/ ///1 / li -7-7/",4 ////
.06 / //A / AT--Al//,_//1////-'-",055

/ //,4/-7//_/ ///,4////_

//''/,/ ////1////'% ,
.04 / ///// ////////

// //// ////1////

.02 ////// ///////// / / / / / //////////]//J//,I.011
////// ////////WV,/]//_

0.0 ,,xi//// ////////--- V'.W/V_. " iI

-2 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 i0

Depth (km)

Figure 17,- Depth of focus distribution of the best-constrained upper quartile of SGBSN hypocenters
for the period 1987 through 1989 (see text for definition of "best-constrained"), (a) Graph of counts
of events versus focal depth, in one km intervals, (b) Graph of probability that an event occurs
within a given one-km interval in the depth range -1 < z < 20 km, where negative depths are
understood to be above sea level (see text for discussion of how probabilities are determined),

43



44



C _ ,_ "_ ,,I D ,,_ -7

1.2_ PAIUTE RIDGE _-<_C" Ga_ 6B Drain-l-., km.
-- 8g0821 i0 17 44 8 d c

\ [3

- u3 d k._' _

ro - F rr ,O--C] E
--_ -- Z 5- B'_ ' ' B B,'," oD - O C 3 2@M .

- B _ 5 o

- 7
-I,3 1 I t I I I"f I I'1 I I I I I I-'1_1' I I , 0 ......I' 1 - I I I I 1 I

-0._ 2,0 15 t7 Ig 21 23 25 27 2,g 31

Del'c_ X[km] Fixed H [km]

Figure 19.- Left side, epicentral scatter, and right side, behavior of RMS function, _m a function
of assumed depth of focus for ttYPO71 hypocenters for an eastern NTS deep-crttstal earthquake
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an earthquake no_'th of Las Vegas, Nevada, on December 31, 1987 8:12 UTC having probable depth

of focus near the brittle-ductile transition, (a) Hypocenters derived using a model with no interface

at 15 km below sea level, Vp = 6,15 km/see between 3 and 24 km below sea level) (b) Hypocenters

derived using a model with an interface at 15 km below sea level, V_, = 6,5 km/soc below that

interface (see Figure Fl(a) for the velocity model), This figure shows that in some instances, the

15 km interface, or the relatively high velocity below that interface, is not well supported by arrival
time data,

46



i:

!

In summary, deep crustal earthquakes iri the SGB are both rare and small (maximum magni-

tude = 1), Data quality of those earthquakes' seismograms is poor, probably due in part to peculiar
source properties and to relatively high P-wave and S-wave attenuation (low Q) of rock at mid-

crustal to deep-crustal depths, To depths of about 15 km below sea level, SGB microearthquakes
yield seismograms that contain relatively high energy content in the 5-10 Hz range, whereas seis-
mograms of microearthquakes originating at greater depths are depleted in those frequencies, Focal
mechanism solutions have not been attempted for the data of deep-crustal SGB earthquakes, due to
the ambiguity of P-wave onsets at SGBSN stations,

Conclusions

• Although epicentral constraint on most SGB earthquake locations is fairly good (probable epi-

central error <: 1 km), hypocenter (depth-of-focus) constraint is often poor (uncertainty in depth
frequently on the order of 5 km), A more accurate velocity model could reduce depth uncertainty, but
in its absence, and given the high degree of structural variability of SGB rock, a denser seismographic
network is necessary.

• An important consequence of depth-of-focus uncertainty is that focal mechanism solutions, even
if well-constrained for a given assumed depth, sometimes vary significantly with changes in depth,
However, some SGB focal Inechanism parameters, especially the azimuth of the tension axis, are
relatively stable or "robust" for those different solutions,

• Deep-crustal earthquakes in the SGB are rare (less than 2% of the total hypocenters) but not non-
existent. Their presence at the crust-mantle interface (_ 32 km) provides an intriguing geophysical
problem in a high heat-flow region.

• SGB earthquake focal mechanism solutions are generally strike-slip, oblique slip, or normal-slip,
in roughly equal proportions, with tension axes clustering in the northwest-southeast quadrants,
with relatively small plunge angles, and pressure axes fo_ming a girdle or belt through the focal
hemisphere. These solutions suggest a uniform crustal stress pattern in which compressional stress
in the northwest-southeast direction is substantially lower than in other directions. Gravitational

energy is released through normal faulting events on north-northeast to northeast trending faults
and horizontal strain energy is released through dextral motion on steeply dipping, north trending
faults and through sinistral motion on east-northeast trending faults. The mechanics permitting
seismic slip on sub-horizontal (detachment) faults does not fit this conventional model.

• Exceptional focal mechanism solutions, including solutions having a nodal plane with dip< 20°,
strongly rotated tension axis direction, or reverse slip are encountered in the 1987-1989 SGB data.
They do not conform to the regional pattern, and some may indicate local anomalous tectonic
features. No unequivocal, predominantly compressional focal mechanism solutions have been deter-
mined from SGBSN data for earthquakes within 70 km of Yucca Mountain through 1989.

• SGB focal mechanism data are consistent with crustal stress models which display regional counter'
clockwise rotation of principal horizontal stress directions from the California-Nevada stateline at
36°N to 37_N, and _ l16°W to l17°W to the eastern Sierra Nevada block boundary at about
l18.1°W.

• Yucca Mountain, Nevada, is a seismically quiet site relative to surrounding areas. Focal mechanisms
for Yucca Mountain earthquakes are difficult to constrain, because no Yucca Mountain earthquakes
yet recorded have size greater than ML -" 2.1, and most have ML < 1.0.

• Rock at shallow depths in the vicinity of Rainier Mesa displays a strong directional anisotropy for
P-wave velocities; whether this apparent anisotropy is the result of aligned cracks and stresses or of

the presence of crustal heterogeneity, i.e., a high-speed ridge under Rainier Mesa, is not determinable
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from P-wave arrival data alone, The ability to distinguish among competing explanations could be
achieved by an analysis of shear wave splitting from on-scale, three-component recordings of nuclear
device detonations which release tectonic strain over a range of azimuths; such data are not available
from the current SGBSN,
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Appendix A

Earthquake locations for the years 1987, 1988 and 1989
and quadrangle map names to which locations are keyed

Ali earthquake hypocenters reported in Appendix A are preliminary. The local hypocenter sum-
mary column headings are for the most part self-explanatory. UTC is Universal Coordinated Time.
Horizontal error equals v/sdz2+ sdy 2, where sdz and sdy refer to the HYPO71 standard errors in
longitude and latitude, respectively. Vertical error is the HYPO71 standard error in depth (sdz). "AZI
GAP" is the azimuthal gap, that is, the largest angle subtended by the epicenter and any two circu-
larly adjacent stations with positive phase weight. "QI" and "Q2" represent two HYPO71 hypocenter
quality estimates as defined by Lee and I,ahr (1975). "DS" is a code for data source: A for analog
seismograms, (data scaled from develocorder films, starting depth, z0, at 7 km for iterations), all other
letters are for data scaled from digital seismograms. Five digital data letters are defined: Z, S, and
T are for minimum RMS travel time residual solution having z0 -- 0, 7, or 12 km below sea level,
respectively, using the standard SGB crustal velocity model, modified to include a layer interface at

15 km, below which Vp = 6.5 km/sec; I is a solution using the standard SGB model without the
15 km interface, and Y is a solution using the Yucca Mountain velocity model. In each of the latter
cases, z0 = 7 km. for the initial hypocenter guess, x0 and Y0 are always taken to be near the earliest-
reporting station. When equal final RMS values occur for solutions having different z0, the priority
for reporting is I, S, Z, and T. A and Y solutions were not extensively redetermined using different
values of z0.

Mca is the coda-average magnitude, Md is the duration magnitude estimate, MLh is local mag-
nitude from horizontal-component instruments, MLv is local magnitude from vertical-component in-
struments, MLc is the maximum of station magnitudes from overdriven (clipped) records. Amplitudes
recovered from vertical-component data are multiplied by 1.75 to provide an approximate horizontal-
equivalent amplitude. Mca is computed from the post-S coda by fitting the envelope function,

A(t)=A0(t-

to a sequence of 5.12-second windows of peak amplitude data in the unclipped portion of the seis-
mogram. In this formula, Ao is statistically determined, and is transformed into Mca. The modeled
time rate of decay is governed by the exponent 1.8, which lumps geometric spreading, scattering, and
anelastic attenuation. Mca appears to underestimate the true event magnitude when M > 2.7.

Depth estimates may be followed by one or two stars. One star means that the depth-of-focus
standard error estimate was very large (> half crustal thickness). Two stars imply that the depth was
fixed by HYPO71 during the last several iterations for hypocenter, because the data lacked resolving
power for that parameter. In some instances, the standard depth error estimate, sdz is followed by one
or two +s. These cases, discussed in greater detail in the section, Preliminary hypocenter determination
for SGB earthquakes and explosions, are, for hypocenters whose depth-of-focus uncertainty is greater
than would be suggested by sdz.

DELMIN is the minimum source to station distance in km, and RMS RES. is the root-mean-

square travel time residual, defined in the text of this report. #N PH. is the number of (P+S) phases
having positive weight in the solution. Finally, U.S.G.S. quadrangle is the name of 7½ or 15 minute
topographic quadrangle in which the epicenter lies. Regional events are not assigned quadrangle names.
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Appendix B

Chemical explosion location data for the years 1987, 1988, and 1989

The southern Great Basin of Nevada is seismically active from both natural and man-made
sources. Chemical explosion seismic data acquired by the SGBSN have been scaled to provideL

information on the accuracy of the crustal models and the validity of the location algorithm used by
the SGBSN. These data should also be helpful in future research such as tomographic inversion of
P-arrivals to determine crustal structure.

Employees from the following organizations have been contacted and have provided helpful
information on source locations, times, and in some cases, TNT-equivalent source size:

(I)Bond InternationalGold,Denver,Colorado.Blastingat Ladd Mountain,Nev. (BullfrogHills
quadrangle),approximatelydaily(weekdays,4 PM to 5 PM).

(2)Chemstar,Inc.,Las Vegas,Nevada. Blastingat two limestonequarries,one inthe Dry Lake,
Nevada,quadrangle,and oneintheSloan,Nevada,quadrangle.

(3)CyprusTonopah Mining,Tonopah,Nevada.BlastingintheSanAntoniaMountains(SanAntonia
Ranch quadrangle),usuallyintheAM.

(4)FrehnerConstruction,North LasVegas,Nevada.BlastingatlimestonequarryinSloan,Nevada,
quadrangle.

(5)Saga ExplorationCo.,Beatty,Nevada.BlastingatBareMountain,Nevada usuallyearlytolate
afternoon.

(6)U. S.GeologicalSurvey,Menlo Park,California.ChemicalexplosionsduringJanuary,1988,in
Amargosa Desert,Nevada,forseismicreflectionfeasibilitysurvey.See Brocherand others,Table3
(1990),forshotinformation.

A number ofotherorganizationsarealsoknown to be engagedin blastinginthe southernGreat
BasinofNevada,but havenotbeencontacted.

Colunm headingsforthisAppendixareidenticaltothoseforAppendixA. The depthofallblastsis
atthesurface(plus< 100feet,usually),but inmany instances,hypocentershavebeen locatedwith
depthasa freeparameter,toexaminethelocationalgorithmand velocitymodel.Ifthehypocenter
depthisreportedas -1.00,itwas fixedat thatvalueduringhypocenterdetermination.Aliother
depthsarefreelydetermined.Iftheletters"PB" followthedepthestimate,theeventisa probable
blast,butjustenough ambiguitywas presentin the seismogramsto preventa certainjudgment.
Farmore hypocentraldatafrom chemicalexplosionsthanarepresentedinthisAppendix havebeen
detectedand archivedby theSGBSN, especiallyforyearspreceeding1989.The decisionwas made
in late1988to scalearrivaltimeand amplitudedata and to includeallresultinghypocentersfor

known and probableblastsintothecatalog,but toflagthem asblasts(orprobableblasts).
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Appendix C

Nuclear device tests and low-frequency shallow seismicity in the SGB, 1987 through 1989

Hypocenter data for announced Nevada Test Site nuclear device tests occurring in 1987, 1988,

and 1989 are listed in Table C1 and corresponding epicenters are shown in map view in Figure C1.
Hypocenter parameters are listed as they are reported to the National Earthquake Information Center
(NEIC) by the Department of Energy. Magnitude estimates are provided by Berkeley Seismographic
Laboratory or by the NEIC. SGBSN stations generally record nuclear detonation ground motions
well beyond their dynamic range; thus, only initial P-wave arrival times can be reliably scaled from
SGBSN seismograms of nuclem tests.

When observed travel times (OTi) are compared with theoretical va!ues (TTI, corresponding to
source to station rays computed from the standard velocity model used to locate SGB earthquakes,

shown in Appendix E), the resulting residuals or "delays" (Di = OT_ - TTi) provide insight into
the P-wave velocity structure of shallow crust. Figures C2, C3, and C4 are contour maps of percent
velocity variation from the standard model, as implied by the delays observed for tests "Alamo,"

"Disko Elm," and "Kawich," respectively. The contour levels are interpolations/extrapolations onto
the entire SGB of AV(%) = -IOOD_/OT_, i = 1,55, where Di is the ith delay (sec). for SGBSN
station recordings of primary waves from a given nuclear device test. The reader is cautioned that the
mapped patterns of velocity variation result from "heavy-handed" interpolation and extrapolation
from a very limited station data base. Station coverage within the Nevada Test Site and at Yucca
Mountain is many times better than elsewhere in the southern Great Basin with the consequence
that patterns in the variation of shallow crustal velocity in the immediate vicinity of NTS are more
reliable than those away from NTS.

RelatJ,vely high levels of ultra-shallow seismicity are regularly recorded bySGBSN stations for
periods ranging from hours to days following NTS nuclear device tests. The seismicity listed in
Appendix C consists of such events, which have characteristically lower-frequency seismic P coda
and S coda than the vast majority of earthquakes in the SGB, and are designated "LFEs." Most of
the LFEs can be associated with nuclear device testing at Pahute Mesa, Yucca Flat, and in a few
instances, at Rainier Mesa. S_me of these events may be identified as the collapse of a given test.
The heightened level of post-test LFl_ seismicity often continues for days, with no single event having
clearly greater magnitude, as determined from SGBSN seismograms, than many others in its vicinity.
Data from the majority of these LFEs are archived onto magnetic tapes without being analysed by
SGBSN staff. An unexamined assumption about the nature of these low-frequency northern NTS
events is that all of them are ultra-shallow aftershocks resulting from anomalous local conditions
generated during nuclear device tests.

Apart from the LFE seismicity, it is possibly true that the natural seismicity rate in the SGB
also increases for several days following some NTS tests, especially if the time interval between NTS
tests is several months. That NTS tests might trigger earthquakes for several days at distances on
the order of 50 to 100 km is a hypothesis that the current catalog should be able to address. This
topic is an area of current research.

A few low-frequency events that do not locate at NTS are included in Appendix C, because
their seismic coda appears more similar to post-test, collapse-like seismicity than to earthquake
coda. Many of these are undoubtedly blasts in unconsolidated alluvium or intensely fractured tuff.
The verification that other explanations of these phenomena are invalid is left to future investigation.
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Figure C1. Map of announced NTS nuclear device detonation epicenters for the period 1987 through

1989 (test epicenters are octogons), and of epicenters of a small subset of the low-coda frequency

activity (aftershocks?, collapses?) that followed those UNEs (designated by "L" symbols).
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Figure C2. Contour map of percent P-wave horizontal velocity variation, AV, from velocities obtained
from the standard mode] shown in Figure Fl(a) for arrival time delays from the test "Alamo,"
detonated on July 7, 1988, 15:05:30.07 UTC, in the Silent Canyon Caldera. AVs from stations
nearest the four corners of the map have been inserted at the maR corners to suppress the formation of
spurious contours near the edges of the map, (Interpolation of the AVs computed at SGBSN station
locations to a 42 × 42 grid over the entire SGB is performed using the International Mathematical
and StatisticM Library routine "IQHSCV,")
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Figure C3, Contour map of percent P-wave velocity variation from tile standard model shown in

Figure Fl(a) for SGBSN station data from the tunnel test "Disko Elm_" detonated on September
14, 1989, 15:00:00.10 UTC, at Rainier Mesa, The same data reduction was performed as in Figure
C2,
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Figure C4. Contour map of percent P-wave velocity variation from tile standard model shown in

Figure Fl(a) for SGBSN station data from the test "Kawich," detonated on February 24, 1989,
16:15:00,08 UTC, at western Yucca Flat. The same data reduction was performed as in Figure C2.
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Table C1, Announaed NTS Nuolear Dsvloe Test Information for 1987, 1988_ and 1989

YEAR.OAHRMNSECNDMLSRCLATI',UDELONOXTUDEDEPTHDOETESTNAME
(UTC) DEG, N, DEG, W, (KM)

b

19878283 15 28 80,08 2,2NEIC 37,1811 -118 8484 -1,02 HAZEBROOK
19878211 18 45 08,87 4,2BRK 37,0187 -116 8447 -0,91 TORNERO
19878318 18 28 00,09 4,4BRK 37,2102 -116 2086 -1,8C MIDDLE NOTE
19878418 13 40 08,60 5,3BRK 37,2479 -1165091 -1,48 DELAMAR
19879422 22 00 80,09 3,9BRK 36,9831 -1180046 -0,90 PRESIDIO
19878438 13 30 88,89 5,3BRK 37,2330 -118 4231 -1,37 HARDIN
19879618 15 20 0,08 4,1BRK 37,1936 -1168358 -1,14 BRIE
19878620 16 00 88,89 3 5NEIC 37,2208 -116 1778 -1,74 MISSION GHOST
19878639 16 85 80 10 4 OBRK 36,9986 -1160431 -0,90 PANOHUELA
19879716 19 00 00 88 4 7BRK 37,1836 -116 0234 -8,81 MIDLAND
19878813 14 00 80 09 5 5BRK 37,0610 -118 0453 -8,64 TAHOKA
19878924 15 00 00 05 5 4BRK 37,2288 -116 3747 -1,47 LOCKNEY
19871823 16 00 00 09 5 OBRK 37,1419 -116 8787 -0,82 BORATE
19871281 16 38 00 09 4 eBRK 38.9984 -116,0045 -0,90 WACO
19871282 16 38 88.864 3,5NEIC 37,2347 -116,1634 -1,45 MISSION CYBAR

19888215 18 18 80,09 5,3BRK 37,3144 -116,4715 -1 43 KERNVILLE
19880487 17 15 00,08 4,0NEIO 37,0132 -116,0443 -1 02 ABILENE
19888513 15 _5 8,18 4,9BRK 37,1244 -116,0721 -0 80 SCHELLBOURNE
19888521 22 30 8,14 4,2BRK 37,6325 -115,9873 -0 85 LAREDO
19888602 13 0 0,09 5,3BRK 37,2601 -116,4411 -1 39 COMSTOCK
19888622 14 0 8,88 3,1NEIC 37,1662 -116,0722 -1 14 RHYOLITE-NIGHTENGALE
19888797 15 5 38,87 5,4BRK 37,2524 -116,3767 -1 39 ALAMO
19888817 17 80 8,895 5,4BRK 37,2972 -116,3065 -1 53 KEARSARGE
19880830 18 80 8,89 4,SBRK 37,0859 -116,8685 --0 78 BULLFROG
19881813 14 88 8,89 5,6BRK 37.8898 -116,8493 -0 66 DALHART
19881210 28 38 8.86 5,0BRK 37,1990 -116,2094 -1 86 MISTY ECHO

19898218 20 86 0.06 5,2BRK 37,0768 -116,8806 -879 TEXARKANA
19898224 16 15 8,88 4.SBRK 37,1285 -116,1220 -0 97 KAWICH
19899389 14 85 0,10 4.8BRK 37,1428 -116,8669 -0 8 INGOT
19899515 13 18 0,89 4,4BRK 37,0176 -116 1209 -8 96 PALISADE
19898526 18 87 8.02 3,TNEIC 37.0859 -118 0551 -0 86 TULIA
19899622 21 15 8,89 5,2BRK 37,2829 -116 4123 -1 58 CONTACT
19898627 15 38 8,.82 4,SBRK 37,2754 -116 3536 -1 4 AMARXLLO
19898914 15 08 8,10 4,SBRK 37,2359 -116 1629 -1 6 DISKO ELM
19891831 15 38 8,89 5,3BRK 37,2631 -116 4907 -1 27 HORNITOS
19891115 28 28 8,11 3,4NEIC 37,1065 -116 8134 -1 13 MULESHOE
19891288 15 08 8,89 5,2BRK 37,2311 -116 4094 -1 48 BARNWELL

NOTES_ Coordinates of announosd testa are puppIled to the National Earthquake
Information Center, Golden, Colorado (NEIC), by the Department of Energy,
These coordlnatee have been rounded to the nearest 8,8881 degree in Table C1,
The ML estimates (Iooal magnitude) are provided by the Berkeley Selemographlo
Laboratory (BRK) or by the NEIC, Depth la the reported working polnt depth,
relative to sea level (negative z above sea level),





1987 SGB LOW-FREQUENCYEVENTS WITHOUT HYPOCENTERDETERMINATIONS

MONTH OA HR:MN DA HR:MN DA HR:MN DA HR:MN DA HR:MN DA HR:MN DA HR:MN (UTC)

JANUARY 28 21:34

FEBRUARY 64 25:58 06 00:27 12 23:00 17 20:26 23 23:13

MARCH 03 19:55 09 06:16 11 22:46 14 02:33 14 08:46 17 23:33 18 18:53
23 19:36

APRIL 06 18:39 09 17:08 10 04.:43 10 10:47 14. 01:34 14. 16:07 15 20:41
17 12:01 18 14:03 18 14:05 18 14:30 18 17:64 21 08:27 22 23:43
24 14:43

MAY 69 07:36 15 18:16 30 06:29

JUNE 08 12:26 10 16:43 11 12:31 12 06:18 22 18:13 22 22:13 23 00:18
23 04:12

JULY 16 17:29 16 19:05 16 19:09 16 19:18 16 19:22 28 05:37 28 06:09
30 17:02 30 22:27

AUGUST 22 20:31 24 17:13 30 17:59

SEPTEMBER 01 09:58 09 00:48 09 16:30 10 04:44. 11 03:10 12 10:53 12 11:43
13 20:37 16 03:46 24 15:09 24 15:1,6 24 15:46 24 15:54. 24 16:28
24 16:38 24. 16:46 27 01:15 27 02:48 27 18:04 28 00:44

OCTOBER 01 00:33 e5 15:53 09 12:53 12 01:19 15 20:03 15 23:56 18 08:29
23 16:53 23 16:56

NOVEMBER 19 16:21 29 01:35

DECEMBER 11 1:29 15 26:39 21 22:45



1988 SGB LOW-FREQUENCYEVENTS WITHOUT HYPOCENTERDETERMINATIONS

JANUARY 14 21:43 16 21:48

FEBRUARY 15 21:44 16 gg:12 16 el:ee 16 g1:53 16 g3:g9 16 g4:35 16 05:38
26 15:42

MARCH 4 21:ee 8 22:47 9 ee:4e 9 22148 11 19:59, 12 ee116 13 22:18
29 23:22 36 16:35 36 2g:46

APRIL 1 le:29 7 17:19 7 17:27 7 17:29

MAY 21 22:35 21 22:55

JUNE 2 le:31 2 15:g5 3 23:23 13 11:22 15 1914g

JULY 6 23:18 7 15:11 _7 15:2e 7 16:e2 7 16:1g 7 171el 7 17:32
7 17:37 7 17:44 7 17:52 7 18:e5 7 18:15 7 19:g8 7 19:11
7 2e:1g 7 2e:14 7 2e:21 7 2g:29 7 2e:35 7 26:40 7 26:42
7 26:55 7 21:61 7 21:66 ,7 21:16 7 21:16 7 21:17 7 21:2e
7 21:25 7 21:27 7 21:33 7 21:41 7 21:45 7 21:49 7 21:52
7 21:57 7 21:58 7 22:,g7 7 22:11 7 22:12 7 22:13 7 22:15
7 22:17 7 22:19 7 22:23 , 7 22:27 7 22:36 7 22:35 7 22:44
7 22:47 7 22:49 7 22:51 7 23:64 8 1:67 8 9:37 9 2:18

11 7:26 11 8:47 11 23:56 13 18:66 14 14:43 18 1:16 18 6:39
18 18:44 19 21:69 22 6:47 25 26:53 29 15:15 29 21:26

AUGUST 1 18:52 3 _21:17 15 22:23 15 23:68 16 23:28 17 18:14 17 18:26
17 18:47 17 19:68 17 19:46 17 19:48 17 26:19 17 26:32 17 26:49
17 21:66 17 21:18 17 21:19 17 21:46 17 21:53 17 22:66 17 22:21
23 18:66 23 21:62 23 22:51 24 9:2g 27 23:38 29 23:41 36 18:16
36 18:25 36 18136 36 18:44 36 18:46 36 18:48 36 18:56 36 18:57
36 19:83 31 23:16

SEPTEMBER 16 23:43 16 23:45 11 66:46 11 6:55 26 26:43 26 18:34

OCTOBER 13 14:42 13 15:8 13 15:15 13 15:19 13 15:28 13 15:56 13 15:52
13 15:58

NOVEMBER 9 23:63

DECEMBER 16 21:11 18 18:46 26 8:56



1989 SGB LOW-FREQUENCYEVENTS WITHOUT HYPOCENTERDETERMINATIONS

FEBRUARY le 26:12 10 28:13 le 26:15 18 26:23 24 17:81 24 17:11 24 17:16

JUNE 22 21:26 22 21:23 22 21:26 22 21:29 22 21:32 22 21:36 22 21:38
22 21:53 22 21:58 22 22:67 22 22:26 22 22:22 22 22:26 22 22:36
22 22:51 22 22:57 22 23:89 22 23:15 22 23:28 22 23:35 22 23:48
22 23:48 22 23:52 22 23:54 22 23:59 23 8:53 27 15:49 27 16:24
27 18:66 28 4:53 28 9:14 28 9:58 28 18:52 28 11:27 28 11:37
28 14:64 29 4:29

JULY 1 18:27 1 11:19

OCTOBER 31 16:47 31 17:65 ,31 17:87 31 17:11 31 17:16 31 17:27 31 17:38
31 17:43 31 18:63 31 18:86 31 18:88 31 18:34 31 18:48 31 19:16
31 19:19 31 19:21 31 19:26 31 19:36 31 28:29 31 28:31 31 26:37
31 28:58 31 28:52 31 26:58 31 21:87 31 21:14 31 21:26 31 21:28
31 21:34 31 21:39 _1 22:65 31 22:89 31 22:11 31 22:28 31 22:31
31 22:47 31 22:56 31 23:64 31 23:22 31 23:23 31 23:26 31 23:28
31 23:36 31 23:43 31 23:49 31 23:59

NOVEMBER 1 8:12 1 6:23 1 8:26 1 e:36 14 22:32 17 17:56 23 4:33
24 8:48 24 15:29

DECEMBER 8 15:67 8 15:16 8 15:13 8 15:16 8 15:18 8 15:27 8 15:31
8 15:32 8 15:34 8 15:39 8 15:43 8 15:45 8 15:47 8 15:56
8 15:53 8 16:66 8 16:61 8 16:83 8 16:65 8 16:18 8 16:14
8 16:21 8 16:38 8 16:48 8 16:56
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Appendix D

Earthquake focal mechanisms 1982 and 1987 through 1989

The focal mechanisms of Appendix D were obtained by selecting the best-fitting solution(s)
from the application of the computer program "FOCMEC" (Snoke and others, 1984) to the ray
data generated by HYPOT1, and in some instances, to amplitude data. We plot data on the lower
focal hemisphere using the equal-area projection (Lee and Stewart, 1979): The symbols represent
first-motion P-polarities, and their positions represent the points where the HYPO71-determined

raypaths intersect the focal hemisphere. The darkened circles represent impulsive compressional
arrivals, the + symbols represent emergent compressionals, the open circles represent impulsive dili-
tationals, the - symbols represent emergent dilitationals, and the x symbols represent indeterminate
or nodal readings. The _- symbol at the center of each mechanism is not a compression; it is a point
of reference for readers who may wish to search for alternative solutions using a Schmidt net. SGBSN
station names are printed adjacent to the first-motion symbol for many of the solutions presented in
Appendix D. In the following figures the P and T symbols represent the pressure and tension axes,
respectively. The X and Y symbols represent slip vectors for each nodal plane, and B is the null
axis. Primed P and T symbols are the respective vectors for alternate (dashed) solutions when they
are presented. Some mechanisms are composited using data from several events that are clustered in
time and space. Composite solutions are noted in each figure. Several examples of focal mechanism
solutions for relocated hypocenters at substantially different depths-of-focus are presented to indicate
the effect these changes have on strike, dip, and rake.

For several mechanisms, the information contained in P-wave polarities was not adequate to
effectively constrain the nodal planes. In these instances, first motion P- and SV- amplitude data
were gathered at selected stations, indicated by a large square around the polarity symbol. The
observed and theoretical loglo(SV/P)j ratios and the difference between the logarithms of observed
and theoretical ratios are computed for hundreds of potential solutions whose nodal planes conform
to P-wave first-motion polarities. The theoretical values shown in each figure are for the "optimum'!
solution shown, having the lowest rms error and fewest polarity inconsistencies. If the difference
between observed and theoretical values is greater than a specified limit, errma_, that station's
amplitude data are not used in the solution and an asterisk is placed by its name in the solution
table. We always set err_ax <_ 0.3, corresponding to a maximum factor between theoretical and
observed amplitude ratios of 2.0.

Kisslinger and others (1981 and 1982) and Rogers and others (1987) discuss several assumptions
that must be satisfied for the (SV./P)_ amplitude ratio method to be valid. Their comments and
observations are included herein by reference.
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0 azi plunge
P a_s 11.78 16.31

STOVEPIPE WELLS T axis 122.41 50.28
B axis 269.94 35.02

DATE&TIME: 820316 8 47 0.90 X axis 50.93 47.95
LAT: 36.583 LONG: 117.075 Y axis 165.00 20.20
DEPTH, km: 5.21 +/- 0.7 ML: 3.4

shrike dip rake
DI_N (bn)= 19.5 3oL,'1.1 255,00 69.80 52.:30

This earthquake's F'oool_eoh_nlsM
lm oonstral'r_d bH several P-wave
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Figure D1. Oblique reverse-slip focal mechanism solution for an earthquake of March 16, 1982, with
epicenter west of the northern end of the Death Valley fault.
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Figure D2, Oblique normal-slip focal mechanism solutions for an earthquake of January 13, 1987,
in the Pahranagat Shear Zone, that was felt at Alamo, Nevada,
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Thl s Yuooo Hountoln hypooentsr was determined Fro_
a Yuooo Moun_oln lel_lo veloolty _del. The SV-to-P
ground oMpI I_u_ rat I ou have been oorreoted f'or path
ano surrooe erreoTa auool =ted u I th that Model. to

eld "8o41jPOlZO_" .o_pI Ituds r,otlos. Than ore shown
low For the sol ld-I Ins nodol pions solution, olon¢1

u I th the theoret I ooI rot Ioa F'ro_ that so lut Ion"u --
radiation pattorn [RHS o_i_l Itude lrrOr "B.IM).

Ioq|B [SV/PI z --
ObBsrveE Thooret I oa I 01 f'reronoe stor Ion

I. 3283 t. 2788 B.Bqg5 YMTq
B.BB7S e.BS93 B. 1183 YMT2
B.$285 B.BBq6 B.BI59 YMT5
_. 6758 m.B296 -B. 1538 YMT6

Figure D3. Predominantly strike-slip focal mechanism for a very small earthquake of March 10,
1987, at Yucca Mountain, Nevada, constrained by several SV/P_, amplitude ratios.
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Figure D4. A composite, oblique, normal-slip set of focal mechanism solutions for earthquakes of

April 8, 1987, in the Grapevine Mountains, California.
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DATE&TIME: 870420 11 24 33.47 X axis 215.00 5.00
LAT: 86.588 LONG: 116.242 Y axis 35.00 85.00

DEPTH, km: -1.19 +/- 0.5 ML: 1.9 sLrike dip rake
DMIN (km)=10.7 Soln 1 125.00 5.00 -90.00

ThIs PooaI _ohan IB_ lM IoQtea that the
SGBSNboll reoordod _tloroearthcluQke
P-wavl Plrmt Motlona that
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thll l_Pth(:lUakO_u bo ovldonol rap o
uelsMIoa I I_j oat IveTy near-lluPPaoe ¢kltaohMentPauIf.

Figure D5. A normal-slip focal mechanism solution having one sub-horizontal nodal plane for an
earthquake of April 20, 1987, in the northern Amargosa Valley, Nevada (Specter Range SW quad-
rangle). The RMS-minimizing depth of focus is at the earth's surface.
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SPECTER RANGE SW T axis 35.02 44.78B axis 180,00 5.00
DATE&TItrE: 870420 11 24 33.97 X axle 310.00 85.00
LAT: 38.588 LONG: 116.239 Y axis 40.00 0.00
DEPTH, km: 6.65 +/- 1,8 HL: 1.8

strike dip rakeD_IN
(krn_,__,=ll.l Soln 1 130.00 90.00 85.00

Var 2' 126.50 90.00 89,00
ALTERNATEHYPOCENTER-> ALTERNATEMECHRN[SM
The SI0eOter Ran_s h_Jl_ooenter oP Rpt II 2B. 1987.
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the pose I bi I I t q of' oR oof i va detoo_nt PouI t re_o Ins,
albeit ulth hoFIzontal sl lp here. versus norMol ml lp
In the pr'evloue solution.

Figure D6, A strike-slip focal mechanism solution on a sub-horizontal nodal plane for the same
earthquake as in Figure D5, in which the focal depth is changed from surface to 6,65 km below sea
level.

]68



P
x

azi plunge
P axis 208.28 12.69

TOPOPAH SPRING NW T axis 301,76 15.16
B axis ?9.99 70.03

DATE&TIME: 870601 11 3 34.76 X axis 254.68 19.69
LAT: 36.896 LONG: 116.462 Y axis 345,30 1,70
DEPTH, km: 5.94 +/- 0.5 ML: 0.1

strike dip rake
DMIN (km)= 0.8 3oln 1 75.30 88.30 19.90

Var 2' 185.40 85.00 -85.00
ampIItude Ratio Data

Loq10(SV/P)z F'or Normal SI lp Solut Ion (dashed)
ObuePvs_ TheoPetlasl OIPf'ePenoe Stot Ion
1.78q8 [ .7863 -0.0815 YMT5
0. q3qI 0.3706 0.0635 YMTq
0.q805 0.2188 0.2675 YHT6
0.7285 0.9980 -0.2695 YHT3

RMSRatio art,or f'or above data Is 0.197.

Lo_Ie[sv/P)z PoPStrike Slip Solution (nal ld}Observe_! Theoret lasl DIPf'erenoe Stsf Ion
1.7_q8 t.53q9 0. 1699 YHT5
0.q3q[ 0.3667 0.OG7q YHTq
0. q805 0.1890 0.2915 YMT6
0.7285 0.6206 O.1080 Ykfl'3

Avg_ errorIs 0.180

Figure D7. A very different pair of focal mechanism solutions for a very srnall earthquake of June
1, 1987, at Yucca Mountain, Nevada, both of which are constrained by several SV/P, amplitude
rat,ios.
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LAT: 37.097 LONG: 115.273 Y axis 0.20 30.00
DEPI_I, km: 7.41 +/- 1.3 ML: 3.5

strike dip rake
DMIN (km)= 11.0 Soln 1 90.20 60.00 -35.26

Var 2' 95.28 54.60 -29.84
This hypooentmr I= the _lnshook or Var 2" 84.32 47.85 -39.32
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The ep loenter ro l Is'at the mast end of" o mapped
northeoet-trendlncj lePt-lot_ol etrlke-al lp Pault.

Figure D8. An oblique strike-slip focal mechanism solution for an earthquake of June 17, 1987,

0:00:51, in the Pahranagat Shear Zone.
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T axis 150,45 17.55

STONEWALL PASS B axis 278,97 62.01
DATE&TIME: 870713 20 l0 15.14 X axis 108,64 27.87
LAT: 37,385 LONG: 117,133 Y axis 11.40 8.35

DEPTH, km: -0.07 +/- 0.3 ML: 2.5 strike dip rake
DMIN (km)=14.5 Soln 1 101,40 87.65 -27.90

The earthcluoke la the Malnahook oF a _r !e6
oP obout 34 reoor,ded eorthquokemFrom
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Figure D9, A predominantly strike-slip focal mechanism solution for an earthquake of July 13, 1987,
20:10:15, northwest of Scottys Junction, Nevada,



X I /X _I

lk"l_/ ®

._t o ,,oela,I_,

® o0
X

/I '0

--+ -_

0

I \

\ \ r,
\

- \ \
\ \ azl plunge

P axis 49.89 3.83
BUCKBOARDMESA T axis 140,11 3.21
DATE&_'IME:870813 11 48 9.37 B axis 269.94 85.00
LAT: 37.012 LONG: 116.359 X axis 95.02 4.98
DEPTH, km: 8.99 +/- 0.4 _ 1.5 Y axis 4.98 0.44
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Figure D10. A strike-slip set of focal mechanism solutions for an earthquake of August; 13, 1987,
11'.46'.09 UTC at the southeast edge of the Timber Mountain Caldera, Nevada.
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P ems 168.92 58.78

PAPOOSE LAKE SE T axis828.06 34.39B axis 65.00 10.00
DATE&TI_: 871002 11 11 55.21 X axis 290.45 75.89
LAT: 37.072 LONG: 115.753 Y axis 156.75 9.85
DEPTH, km: 5.18 +/- 8.5 u].: 8.4

strike dip rake
DI_rN (km)= 29.1 Soln 1 246.75 80.1.5 -79.85

Beoousm the d le?onoe befueen the
neoreet station [GMR] and the epIoent_
i= 29 kM. the depth or Poous F'or thlm
earthquoke I_ very unoe_taln. The
aub-I_rlzontol dip oF"the eoutheomt-
Cipp inq nodeI plane I a dependent on the
oorreoYneu oF"the depth estl_ote, end.
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,u:MoI" If' the ....• hNpooenter I= oorroot, the F'oooI
MeohonIEw i m ueT'l-oonmfro inad, hovin9 emsen$io I I y
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Figure Dll. A peculiar normal-slip focal mechanism solution for an earthquake of October 2, 1987,
11:11:55 UTC, at Yucca Flat, Nevada Te_t Site, in which one nodal plane is sub-horizontal when the
depth of focus is assumed to be about 5 km below sea level.
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FLTERNRTEHYPOCENTER-> _.TERNRTEMECHRNISH
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Figure D12. An alternate predominantly normal-slip focal mechanism solution for the same earth-
quake as in Figure Dll, in which the previously shallow-dipping nodal plane now dips at about 30
degrees, when the depth of focus is assumed to be 11 km below sea level.
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P axis 45.20 1.33
T axis 314.85 14.87

REVEILLE PEAK B axis 140.15 75.07
DATE&TI_E: 871028 17 25 8.57 X axis 269.06 9.51
LAT: 37.870 LONG: 116.132 Y axis 1.00 11.40

DEPTH, km: 0.65 +/- 0.5 _L: 2.8 strike dip rake
D_IN _'_n)= 20.9 Soln 1 91.00 78.60 9.70

Var 2° 86.70 77.30 15.60
The velooltH _odel ueed to obtoin thle

data eet hae"a retreater Interraoe at 12 k_
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Figure D13. A strike-slip focal mechanism for an earthquake of October 28, 1987, in the southwest

Reveille Range, Nevada, in which the depth of focus is assumed to be 0.65 km below sea level. ,.
A velocity discontinuity at 12 km below sea level was used for ray tracing when computing this

preliminary hypocenter.
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strike dip rake
This roool Meol_nlsM oomes From Soln 1 107.10 50.10 56.60
o HYP07I hNpooenter that uos obtolned Var 2' 106.30 63.10 81.70
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Figure D14. An oblique reverse-slip focal mechanism solution for the same earthquake as in Figure
D13, in which the depth of focus is assumed to be 5.7 km below sea level. A velocity discontinuity
at 15 km below sea level (shifted from the 12 km discontinuity in the model used in Figure DI3) was
used for ray traci'ng when computing this preliminary hypocenter.
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Var 2' 288.00 88.00 34.00
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Figure D15. A set of predominantly strike-slip focal mechanism solutions for an earthquake of
December 10, 1987, 2:35:17 UTC, in the Specter Range, southern Nevada Test Site.
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DEPTH, km: 10.11 +/- 0,8 ML:2.3 strike dip rake
DMIN (km)=4.1 Soln 1 55.501 44.80 -44.80
ComposiUe with 880114 07:35 Var 2' 80.90 41..40 -40.90

This abl lquenormal-el lp strike-sl lp VI_Lr 2" 51.60 5_{_.50 --50.80
oompoeIte-_eahon le_ I• bonetra Ined b_the _alnshook's Plrst motions; other-
earthquakes' data have been Inoludecl beoauee
of' the Ir oonsIstenoy, rather than bH an_l
neoeaslty to adcl tl_M For oonstralnT.

Figure DI& A composite oblique normal-slip set of focal mechanism solutions for a pair of earth-
quakes on January 14, 1988, in the Striped Hills, about 20 km south of Yucca Mountain, Nevada.
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Figure D17. Predomir antly normal-slip focal mechanism solutions for an earthquake of January 26,
1988, 18:17:22 UTC, Ja the Oasis Valley, Nevada (Thirsty Canyon NW quadrangle), one of which
has a shallow-dipping :nodal plane.
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Figure D18. Set of strike-slip focal mechanism solutions for an earthquake on February 7, 1988
16:47:42 UTC at Yucca Flat, Nevada Test Site, in which the depth of focus is assumed to be 0.21
km above sea level.
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Figure D19. Alternate focal mechanism solutions for the same earthquake as in Figure D18, in which
one set of nodal pl.anes dips sub-horizontally, For these solutions, the depth of focus is assumed to
be 5.03 km below sea level.
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DATE&:TIME:880528 3 56 49.62 X axis 288.45 69.43
LAT: 36.997 LONG: 117.709 Y axis 93.20 19.90
DEPTH, km: 7.00 +/- 1,7 ML:4,2

strike dip rake
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the di Iofotlons t_roM the ooMpr'enslons.

Figure D20. Normal-_lip focal mechanism solutions for an earthquake of May 26, 1988, 3:56:50 UTC,
in the Fish Lake Valley, California (Dry Mountain quadrangle).
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azt plunge
P axis 341,68 64.54

AMMONIATANKS T axis 242,08 4.58
DATE&TIME: 880615 6 23 40.25 B axis 149.97 25.00
LAT: 37,232 LONG: 116,364 X axis 40.44 35.63
DEPTH, km: 0.12 +/- 0.3 ML: 1,8 Y axis 266,70 43 )7

SIIent CanLlon oa Idera eVent hav Inq ' strike dip rake
r_omfly dll_tlonal Plr, la'f _oflonla, - Sol]IlL1 856,70 46.03 -54.04
Nearea't PM nuolaor" avent nr,aoedln_ 'thla

eq ooauPnad on 8806_2 at _q:OR UTC, Sols 2 310,00 35.00 --90.00

The Bhal Iou-PDoue phenomenon Penalne uhen
ali stations havln 9 spIoantral dla_onoe
9r'_'l'sr 'than6i_k_ are not used,

Figure D21. Oblique normal-slip and predominantly normal.slip focal mechanism solutions for an
earthquake of June 15, 1088, 6:23:40 UTC, at Silent Canyon Caldera, N_vada Test Site. For this
en .thquake, ali SGBSN stations recorded dilatational P-wave first motions, as if the source were an
in plosion, a possibility which cannot be ruled out by seismic network data. A Pahute Mesa nuclear
de 1ice test was detonated on June 2, 1088, about 10 km from the epicenter.

J

183



/ /
/ / _o_o_1o_o

/ /
/ P'

I i - _ P
I Cb p"

+ /
+ /

+ /

×
I

O_ I ,

-\ j"
\\. +

, \ T,T,
\ \

\ \
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P axis 45.79 16.89
THIRSTY CANYON SW T axis 143.78 24.45
DATE&TIME: 880702 10 40 IS.88 B axis284.58 59.82
LAT: 87.105 LONG: 116.788 X axis 98.18 29.87
DEPTH, km: 1.72 +/-- 0.2 ML: 2.2 Y axis 186.00 5.00

, strike dip rake
UslnQ Ho?fmonn-MoonyYuooa Moun,oln Soln I 276.00 85.00 30.00
vilo_l'l'_ _od,I " Improve,theRMS Var 8' 27_.00 80.20 28.50
,ravol ¥1_eerror Psr this quaka.
whonao_paradto stnd. SGBModal. Var 2" 281.00 86.00 25.00

Figure D22. Strike-slip focal mechanism solutions for an Oasis Valley earthquake on July 2, 1988,
10:40:1_I UTC, located using the velocity model shown in Figure Fl(b). Tlm source-to-statlon rays
shown in this figure come from that hypocenter.
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azt plunge
P axis 165,06 75,04

DATE&TIM_:8B0705 18 18 47.53 T axis 75.03 0,01
LAT: 36,417 LONG:118,049 B axis 345,02 14.96
DEPTH, kzn: 0,00 +/- 1,1 ML:4.4 X axis 240,58 43,08

Ou=n=Vmi Imu =Qr,fhquake pr,mll_Inor'u Y axis 89.50 43.10
_aohont=_s u_lnq aodtharn CmlI_'ornl_ B_r;Lke dip rake
network and gGB_N data. Soln '1 179,50 46.90 -69.30
Thl salutlon ¢axss depth of" roous Soln 2 175,40 26.80 -87.40
at _ bslowk_ sea level! also. a
reF'rootor at 15 k_ balou mea-level
not U=L_I I_ present In our, SGB_odel
le nou beln9 used. qlvln 9 a r,ln9 of,
or,rivals at ¢_bout 7B ds9rmea.

I0ig_,ce D23, Predominant, ly normal-slip focal mechanism solutions for a magnitude 4,4 earthquake
in the Owens Valley, California, possibly on tile Independence Fault, on July 5, 1.988, 18:18:48

UTC (fixed-depth hypocenter 6 km below'sea level), Additional first motions and arrival times
were provided by the Southern California Seismic Network (Pasadena) and by the seismographic
laboratory of the University of Nevada (Rene),
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azi plunge
P axis 186,02 32.59

TIMBER MTN T axis 283,39 11.34
DATE&TIME: 88070:] Irl 13 33.59 B axis 30.03 55.01
LAT: 37.036 LONG: 116.:]79 X axis 239,63 31,33
DEPTH, km: 8.3g +/- 0.7 ML: 0.5 Y axis 140,90 14.00

CO)_POSITE _FITH 880724 5 39 7.57 sLrike dip rake
880724 6 12 26,71 M_-I,_ Soln 1 230,90 76.00 -32.40
These three even'ta ore with lh I kM Soln 2 229,50 88.40 -28.20
of" el"oi'IonTHBRIf'or the oo_posl'l'e
_eohonlee. onIy Pour (very uIe I Ior)
moluflo_e from FOCMEC(at 5 degreeIno_ememts)uere obtained.

Figure D24, Oblique strike-slip focal mechanism solut,ions for a composit, e Timber Mounl_ttin Caldera
earthquake series on July 3 and July 24, 1988,

i

1.86



/
/ B

/ /
/, /

/
/

/ P' rs,7 / _ /
/ / //
/ / P" /
I / //

+ / / _.i /
SRal I / /

/ /

s_ ,I I z / /I z
.Ma_ ....4- "z ,//

i I /
/T'

N \ HCR\

azt plunge
P axis 25.49 58.78
T axis 129.79 8._2

REVEILLEPEAK B axis 224.70 29.78
DATE&TIME:880830 2 30 32.92 X axis 99.53 45.19
LAT: 3?.855 LONG: 116.132 Y axis 334.00 30.00
DEPTH, km: 5.00 +/- 3.8 ML: 2.6

strike dip rake
DMIN (km)=19.5 Soln 1 64.00 60.00 -55.00

Var 2' 59.00 76.00 -74.00
The hNpooenter Is derived Prom o veloolty Var 2" 62.00 35.00 -42.00
_del-ln whloh the P-wove velooltlee
In ml_l Ic_ rook ore q.8 kM/sea rrom
the earth's eurf'ao© to I KM below eea level.
6._ kM/mm to 3 k_ below sea level, and
6.15 km/sao below the 3 km InterFooe. The
hl qher velooltN f'or ultru-shol low nook. uhen
oo_pored to thi standard _odel. lm mUpl:orted
I_ NT9 rue Ieor clevI oe P-orr Iva I rea IclubI• at
n_thern SGBSNstar Ions. The depth of' f'ooum
Pc_, thls molutlon woe f'Ixed at 5 kM below sea level.

Figure D25. Oblique normal-slip focal mechanism solutions for a southwest Reveille Range, Nevada,
earthquake of August 30, 1988, 2:30:33 UTC, in which the hypocenter was derived using a velocity
model having higher-than-usual velocitien for rock at shallow depths.
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HCR
-= azi plunge

P axis 30.10 60.04

ME_ T axis 305.05 0.02B axis 215.04 29.96
DATE&TIME: 881028 20 2 41t._6 X axis 98.52 37.76
LAT: 37.515 LONG: 116.527 Y axis 831.60 37.80
DEPTH, km: 10.86 +/- 0.8 ML: 3.1

strike dip rake
DMIN (km),- 23.6 Soln 1 61.60 52.20 -50.80

Var 2° 52.90 50.10 -56.60
ThIIIhNpooentmr,Im the _ InmhookeP o
m_ll i'(ltPIomOIP oorthc_om In CootusFlat.
noPfh oP Pahu_mHe=so.that _u-m roooeded

the _.=SSNrr,o_ Oof 2B. 1988 to Nov16, 1988.I lqul nor_l =.lip to BtPIke slip le Indlooted
on Iooh nodaI pione oF'_he FoooI MiohonIlm.

Figure D26. Oblique normal-slip focal mechanism solutions for a ML = 3.1 earthquake at Cactus
Flat, Nevada (Mellan quadrangle) on October 28, 198_, 20:02'.50 UTC, That earthquake was the
mainshock of a series that lasted nearly one month.
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azi plunge
P axis 45.76 43.08

MELLAN T axis 305.73 10.54
DATE&TIME:881029 6 37 17.64 B axis 205.01 45.00
LAT: 37.518 LONG:116.527 X axis 92.80 20.71
DEPTH,km: 10.15 +/- 1.0 ZLL:2.3 Y axis 345.77 37.78

strike dip rake
S_or_ oreo In Gold Flot north Soln 1 75.77 52.24 -26.57
or SI I amt Conyon ool dero.

Figure D27. Oblique strike-slip & normal-slip focal mechanism solutions for one of the l:_rgest

aftershocks in the Cactus Flat, Nevada series on t3ctober 29, 1988, 6:37:18 UTC.
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I P axis 174.64 37.22

BARE MTN T axis 274.49 12.70
B axis 20.03 49.94

DATE&TIME: 881118 20 32 24.74 X axis 231.42 35.67
LAT: 36.925 LONG: 116.553 Y axis 129.70 15.80
DEPTH, km: 11.25 +/- 0.4 ML: 2.1

strike dip rake
DMIN (km)=8.2 Soln 1 219.70 74.20 -37.30

Var 2' 50.70 87.50 29.90
LoqlOCSV/P)zSol ,d-I gne solutoon

Obaerve_ TheoretIool OifTerenoe Stor Ion
B.635q 0. qq69 0.1885 YMTI
0.3q07 0.7596 -0.4189 mYMT5
0.3779 0.2966 8.8813 YHT6
0.3780 0.222q B.1556 SPRG

Loq10(SV/P)z Doahed-IIne =olut Ion
Obsorvei_ Theorof io_I Oif'reronoo Sfaf Ion
0.635q 0.7095 -0.0741 YMTI
B.3q07 0. qq32 -B.1025 YMT5
8.3779 -0.2333 0.61J2 mYHT6
0.3780 8.3q13 0.0367 SPRG

Figure D28. Predominantly strike-slip focal mechanism solutions for the ML = 2.1 mainshock of a
short-lived series of microearthquakes at a northwest boundary of Yucca Mountain, Nevada (Bare
Mountaiu quadrangle) on November 18, 1988, 20:32'.25 UTC. To provide additional constraint on the
focal mechanisms, SV/P, amplitude ratios were include_J from a foreshock (the mainshock clipped
nearby station seismograms).
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azi plunge
--_-- P axis 225.44 7.05

V_ T axis 134.56 7.05
B axis 0.00 80.00

DATE&TIU'R.: 890109 5 8 21.84 X axis 90_0 0.00

LAT: 36.330 LONG: 115.112 Y axis 180.00 10.00
DEPTH, km: 4.00 +/- 1.2 MI,: 3.5

strike dip rake
DI//N (km)= 19.9 Soln 1 270.00 80.00 0.00

Var P/ 270.00 70.00 0.00
The oar,thcluako tor"uhloh thio ¢ooaI Var 2" 270.00 85.00 0.00
_eohonIa_ so Iut Ion aet uo,,tdeter',_Inod
hale el:)loentor, |6 to J! ml lee (16 to
17 kM) north oF' Lo,, Vegas. Nevada.
SI Iqht do.Maqeof /ale Ve_ale
waa-raporfa8 fo the NEIC. Golden.
CoIoracle. I noIud I.n9 one or MoPe
Inletanoele oF' or'aoked window 91au.

The t Ixed-depfh h_pooenfar tor whIoh
dQto wlePouleed PoP fheae Pooal _eohonla_a
lm o_ 'the mlnlRu_t RHG _roveJ fire nelelduol
us ln9 SGBSNP and S oPPival time do_a
(RiISoB.17 eco tor z-q km below sea level).

Figure D29. Strike-slip focal mechani0m solutions for a ML = 3.5 earthquake in the southern flank

of Gass Peak, Nevada, about 10 miles north of Las Vegas. This earthquake caused slight damage
at Las Vegas, Nevada (at least one instance of cracked windows). Focal mechanism solutions are

derived from a fixed-depth hypocenter at 4 km below sea level, a minimum RMS-hypocenter.
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azi plunge
P axis 220.05 4.66
T axis 129.91 1.70

GASS PEAK SW B axis 19.95 85.04
DATE&TIME: 890109 5 8 21.46 X axis 265.06 2.09
IAT: 36.380 LONG: 115.125 Y axis 174.90 4.50
DEPTH, km: 0.00 +/- 4.0 ML: 3.5

strike dip rake
DMIN (km)= 19.8 Soln 1 264.90 85.50 -2.10

Var 2' 95.00 89.10 -4.90
The _rthquake f'cx,uhloh thls f'ooel Var 2" 254.10 77.80 -8.70
mmohonllmsoluTion set t_ll determined
hoe eploenter 1OIto 11 ml lee {16 to
17 k._) north oCLpm V.egos. Nevada.
_1 I¢1h_do_Cle ax LOll VtKlOII
_e-reRorte8 $0 the NEIC, G_lden,
Coloroi:lo, Inoludlnq one or i_Pe
Irmtonomsof' oraokiid wlnck)u91au.

lhT PIxed-d_'l'h hN.pgoentmr_rot, uhIoh
o warm usmd PoF these tooou mmohonIm_s

le not at the minimumRttS travel fl_e residual

uslnq SGBSNP and Sz arrival tim dataCRHS=B.23=moPot- at =ma IeveI ].

Figure D30. Alternate, strike-slip focal mechanism solutions for the same earthquake as in Fig-
ure D29. Focal mechanism solutions are derived from a fixed-depth hypocenter at sea level, not a
minimum RMS-hypocenter. The uncertainty or range in plausible strike of the nodal planes at-
tains its maximum when computing focal mechanisms from this shallow-focus hypocenter. Initial P
waves from this earthquake at ali SGBSN stations except SHRG, the nearest station to the epi-
center, display parabolic starts, characteristic of refracted arrivals, suggesting a very shallow source,
notwithstanding RM S.
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azi plunge
P axis 0.00 89.98
T axis 51.00 0.00

DEAD HORSE FLAT B axis 141.00 0.00
DATE&T]M_: 890131 16 7 17.43 X axis 51.00 45.00
LAT: 37.253 LONG: 116.364 Y axis 231.00 45.00
DEPTH, km: 0.00 +/- 0.3 ML: 2.3

strike dip rake
Soln 1 321.00 45.00 -90.00

Th Is S IIant Con qon oa Iclaraearthquake
1.8. ano?h_ 9xa._p-la oF" on a I _ont ox 91ulm! va ! 9
dI I?_at IOnaI .pheno_gnon:.,v.,2ry,._I?..IIa,_,Jo T_a
earThquaKe or June Lo, l:_u. wb:lo u/L,. wnose
_ooal'_eohon!e_ 18 alma s.hol_rl In thl,s report.
nan_,, possl?/y _O_,T,oF'.tl_ eorthquaK,e_,,or the.
northern naJr' or Tna _I IanT_on_on_alaera tu_J
have 11_I I or wavef`orMi, Thele oFa lha I Iau
earthquakel, probabI_ Induoedb_ nuoIear dayioe
tests at Pahu_eMesa.Thesenor1'hernSCCevents
shou I d not be oona I dared when Ul i nq
f`ooa I Meohon I l_a to i nf`er propart i ii of'
the natural rlglonal teotonlo-lfrlla f`iald
In obe I I ew SGB orulfa I rook

Figure D31. Normal-slip focal mechanism solution for a Silent Canyon Caldera, Nevada Test Site,

earthquake on January 31, 1989, 16:07:17 UTC. The consistently dilatational first motions from
SGBSN stations for this earthquake suggest that it may be an implosion rather than the double-
couple event shown in this figure. The nearest-in-time nuclear device test in the vicinity was the
December 10, 1988, detonation of "Misty Echo" at Rainier Mesa.
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azi plunge
P axis 201.32 54.69
T axis 297.13 4.10

TIMBERMTN B axis 30.00 35.00
DATE&TIME:890305 22 31 12.90 X axis 265.64 38.87
LAT: 37.014 LONG:116.881 Y axis 145.70 31.77
DEPTH, km: 8.29 +/- 0.3 ul.: 1.4
DM]N (km)= 2.5 strike dip rake
COMPOSITE WITH 890306 2 40 55,89Soln 1235.70 58.23 -47.57
890306 3 11 24.57 890306 3 27 59.45
890306 3 39 18.96

This oo_p_. Its rossi M_nlmuq
!,o!.ud___torr_,_f iva..oPt,x_k,..
U_ Y_l 63 P-wove p oloeltlel used,
5 ope Inoel11 m$1m_. The ro q p4_O_i#er|
_Or *bR InOO,mIstemt itot I_r_. YhT3,
YEFq. YMT5. o,4 YHT6, aps ali vn_y

o no(_ I pi one. h(x_ver.

Figure D32. Oblique normal-slip focal mechanism solution for a series of Timber Mountain, Nevada

Test Site, earthquakes on March 5 and March 6, 1989. The polarity inconsistencies may come from

slight variations in the source parameters for the component earthquakes whose data are composited
here.
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P axis 2803.41 69.41

UBEHEBE CRATER T axis 1.08.17 19.92B axis 1L99.98 4.99
DATE&TIU_.: 890412 20 24 55.05 X axis 99,.42 64.54
LAT: 37.214 LONG: 117.295 Y axi_ 29_,30 24.90
DEPTH, km: 7.91 +/- 0.4 _I_ 3.0

strike dip rake
D)/IN (km)=lO.2 Soln 1 2_;.30 65.10 -84.50

Var 2' 2_.30 75.10 -84.80
This hqpooenter" Io derived Pro_ o VIM" 2" 190.00 20.00 -90.00
SGB veTbo I t_ _odel hey Inter, Pooes
at or_ and Three k_ bel_ lea level,
ae unual, and on Inte,f'ooe at 15 k,
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Figure D33. Normal-slip focal mechanism solution, for a Gold Mountain, Nevada (Ubehebe Crater

quadrangle) earthquake of April 12, 1989, 20:24:55 UTC. Some of the west-dipping nodal planes have

20:i: degree dip, but the depth of focus is probably too great to allow the selection of the west-dipping
nodal Flane as the fault plane due to high confining stress.
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SHRG azi plunge
P a_s 218.23 89.80

ALAMO SE T axis 13.82 48.96B axis 114.96 9.96
DATE&TIME: 890419 22 39 28.95 X axis 268.25 78.87
LAT: 87.251 LONG: 115.025 Y axis 24.10 4,90
DEPTH, km: 3.22 +/- 1.0 ML: 8.6

strike dip rake
DMIN (km)=17.0 Soln I 114.10 85.10 80.00

Var 2' 113.70 85.20 74.95
ThJl eart_ke es the _aJnohook
oF'a I_-runn Inel oer Iml of' earthquoku
southeaeY oF' the'tau, oP flla_o. Nevada.
Thio f'oool eeohonl8_ aolutlon Is

ondont on depth oP Poous, In part Ioul or.
lout lWolt_-'dIpp In.clnodoI pIone ham

(:lreoTIr dip For 0 dl|l_lr hLl[?oolmtlr. Stor Ion
.flRUTpo!gr ! t_l ,o?d,?rr!v 91Y IM data. wore u.uppI Iod by
UnIVlrll Ty ¢,tUTah • _e11_09rOphIo kaborator_l.

FigureD34. Peculiarreverse-sliporstrike-slipfocalmechanismsolutionsfora ML = 3,6earthquake

inthe PahranagatShearZone, Nevada (Alamo SE quadrangle),havingone sub-horizontalnodal
plane.Constrainton thesetoffocalmechanismsconsistentwithfirst-motiondataisincreasedby

theinclusionofthedatafrom ARUT, a stationoperatedby theUniversityofUtah Seismographic

Laboratory,Thesesolutionsassumesa hypocenterdepth3.2km belowsealevel,Ifthe modeling
assumptionsarecorrect,thisisanothercandidateforseismicallyactivedetachmentfaulting.
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azi plunge

P axis 229.29 29.78
T axis 854.47 45.19

LOWERPAHRANAGATLAKE B axis 120.00 30.00
DATE&TIME: 890419 22 39 28.58 X axis 280.57 58.58
LAT: 87.248 LONG: 115.013 Y axis 24.96 8.65
DEPTH, km: 7.00 +/- 0.7 KL: 8.6 strike dip rake
DMIN (km)- 17.7 Soln 1 114.98 81.35 59.62

Var 8° 118.50 85.87 59.90
PJ_TERNRTEHYPOCENTER-> RLTERNRTEHECI-P,NISH Var 2" 117.40 77.,10 59.10
Usln 9 a Plxed-depth hypooenter, with .de.pth at
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RRUTaolarlf.q and arrival time data wapa =uppl led bN
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Figure D35, Oblique reverse-slip focal mechanism solutions for the same Pahranagat Shear Zone

earthquake as discussed in Figure D33, where the hypocenter is now fixed at a depth of seven km
below sea level, The arrival time data do not provide an well-constrained estimate of the hypocentral

depth for this earthquake,
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azl plunge
P axis 22.58 35.74

JACKASSFLATS T axis 136.47 29.37
DATE&TI_: 890721 23 1 39.93 B axis 254.97 40.29
LAT: 36.776 LONG: 116.252 X axis 82.65 49.45
DEPTH, km: 2.75 '+/- 0.4 1/I,: 2.4 Y axis 348.20 3.90

strike dip rake
Soln 1 78.20 88.20 -49.60

Thlm morth(E_km I1 the Molt Var 2' 77.50 85.70 -59.90
northerlN oP o NNE-trendlnq
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In Jul ttNlJ.lhe trend es rl_.t
under _totlon LSII (LlttlPSkull Iltn),

Figure D36. Oblique normal-slip or strike-skip focal mechanism solutions for an earthquake at; Little
Skull Mountain, Nevada Test Site, on July 21, 1989, 23'.01',40 UTC.
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SCOTTYS JUNCTION SW B axis210.00 25.00
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strike dip rake
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Figure D37. Predominantly normal-slip focal mechanism solutions for a Mt. Dunfee, Nevada (Scottys
Junction SW quadrangle) earthquake on August 28, 1989, constrained by SV/P_ amplitude ratios
as well as P-wave first motions.
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Appendix E

Station codes, locations, and instrumentation

Appendix E contains a list of SGBSN station names, coordinates, and other descriptive infor-
mation. Instrument codes refer to the seismometer_ amplifier/VCO, and discriminator packages
for each station..For the current network, codes 1 through 7 are validl Any other codes are for
systems having unknown frequency response, which are no longer operating in the SGBSN. The
following table shows the major components comprising the seven current seismographic systems.

TableEl. Major componentsinseismographicsystemscomprisingtheSGBSN intheperiod1987

through1989.Allseismometershavenaturalfrequency,fn = 1.0Hz. The (analog)outputofthe
discriminatorsisdigitizedon a PDP 11/34computer,withsamplingrate= 104.167sps/channel.

KIND SEISMOMETER Motioa Amplifier/vCo Discriminator
I Mark L4C vertical Tricom649 Tricom 642

2 Teledyne$13 vertical '_icom649 Tricom 642

3 Teledyne$13 vert.,]1oriz. TeledyneGeotech42.50 Teledyne4612
4 Mark L4C vertical Teledyne Geotech 42.50 Tricom 642
5 Mark L4C horizcntal Teledyne Geotech 42.50 Teledyne 4612
6 Teledyne S13 vertical Teledyne Geotech 42.50 Tricom 642
7 Ranger RR-1 vertical Teledyne Geotech 42.50 Teledyne 4612,

Figure E1 shows the amplification curves (theoretical frequency response) for typical vertical-
component (KIND=3) and horizontal-component(KIND=5) stationson Yucca Mountain,Nevada,
with data telemeteredto a PDP 11/34computer in Golden,Colorado,thathas 12-bitA-to-D
converterswith digitalgain_2048 countsper5 voltsinput.
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Figure El. Upper curve, magnification (displacement response) for a typical seismographic system
on Yucca Mountain, Nevada, with a vertical-component Teledyne-Geotech $13 seismometer and as-

sociated electronics (type = 3, amplifier gain = 84 dB), and digital-cornputer recording. Lower curve
(dashed), magnification for north-south and east-west component seismographic systems on Yucca
Mountain, Nevada, with horizontal-component Mark L4C seismometers and a._sociated electronics

(type = 5, amplifier gain = 60 dB), and digital-computer recording.
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Appendix F

Input parameters to HYPO71

HYPO71.FOR, version 1.001, was baselined for use by the Yucca Mountain Project, with CID
YMP-USGS/GDD0001.02, on October 22, 1990. This version of HYPO71 requires a minimum

of three input files, (1), a header file, containing crustal velocity information, weighting scheme
information, iteration-controlling parameters, and I/O-controlling parameters, (2), a station file,
containing most of the information shown in Appendix E, above, and (3), a phase file, containing
P and S phase arrival times and information for determining earthquake magnitude. The data of
item (1) are presented in Appendix E, and will not be repeated here. The data of item (3) are too
bulky for inclusion in this report, but are available on request.

One of two header files is used, depending on the source zone. For most earthquakes occurring

in the SGB, the file nvhead.dat, having the velocity model shown in Figure F1 (a) is input. For
earthquakes occu,'ring in the immediate vicinity of Yucca Mountain, the file nvhead.ymt, having

the velocity model shown in Figure F1 (b), is input. Copies of these two files are shown on the
next page. For meanings of the "Control Card" parameters, the reader should consult Lee and
Lahr (1975).

//!/'
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The below llnes ore o lletlng of nvheod.dat, used as an input file to HYP071,

HEAD

RESET TEST( 1)- 0.5500

RESET TEST; 2)=' 20,0000
RESET TEST 1 3 )- 0,5000
RESET TEST > 4)" 0.0500RESETTEST_5)- 5.0000
RESETTEST! 6_- 1.0000
RESETTEST1 7_- -1,27600
RESET TEST I 8_- 1.66600
RESET TEST I 9_,, 0.00227
RESET TEST I10_- 100.0000
RESET TESTI11_- 12.0000 Imox _1 of lterotlone/eolutlon
RESET TEST 112_- 0.5000
RESET TEST 113_- 1.0000
RESET TEST 114_- -2.0500
RESET TEST 115_'- 0. 0000

R SETT ST e,852
RESET TEST _17)- -1. 766

.38000000E+01 00000000E+00

.59000000E+01 10000000E+01
• 61500000E+01 30000000E+01
. 65000000E+01 15000000E+02
. 69000000E+01 24000000E+02
• 78000000E+01 32000000E+02
. 00000000E+00 00000000E+00
7. 10. 220. 1.7 3 0 0 0 7 0 1 1111 0 0.00 0 0.00

The below lines ore a I letlng of nvheod.ymt, used as on Input flle to HYP071.

HEAD
RESET TEST lP= 0.1000
RESET TEST 2 i" 30.0000
RESET TEST 3 " 0. 5000
RESET TESTi 4 " 0.0500
RESET TEST( 5 " 5.0000
RESET TESTq 6 - 1.0000
RESET TEST( 7 I- -1 •27600
RESET TEST( 8 t- 1.66600
RESET TEST( 91- 0. 00227
RESET TEST 10 t- 100.0000
RESET TEST 11 i- 8.0000
RESET TEST 12 i- 0.5000
RESET TEST 13 I- 1.0000
RESET TEST 14P- -1.2000
RESET TEST 15 i- 0.0000
RESET TEST 16 I- 0. 852
RESET TEST 17 t-- -1.766

,32000000E+01 .00000000E+00
• 460eooooE+01 .05000000E+01
,57000000E+01 .25000000E+01
.62000000E+01 .40000000E+01
.65000000E+01 .15000000E+02
• 78000000E+01 .32000000E+02
.00000000E+00 .00000000E+00
7. 5. 90. 1.71 3 0 0 0 7 0 1 1111 0 0.00 0 0.00

In thl= file, a slightly different weighting scheme with reepeot to
dlstanoe te Invoked than In nvhead.dat, above• In the former file, weights
toper from I. to 0. In a linear manner for eploentral dletanoee between
10 and 220 km. In the latter file, welghtm taper from I. to 0. for dlstanoe=
between 5 and 90 km.
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Figure F1. (a)' Primary (P) and secondary (S) wave velocities as a function of depth (0.0 = sea level)
for the standard model used to locate southern Great Basin earthquakes. The interface at 15 km is
optional. (b) P and S wave velocities as a function of depth for the Yucca Mountain region, being
an idealization of the model proposed by Hoffman and Mt, oney (1984),
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