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Geoelectric potential changes in Kozu-shima after the 2011 M9.0 off the Pacific coast of
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Abstract
We investigate the variation of geoelectric potential difference with kilometer-scale long dipoles
installed at Kozu-shima island, Japan, attributed to the 2011 M9.0 off the Pacific Coast of Tohoku
Earthquake. The variations caused by not only seismic wave but also tsunami and ionospheric

disturbance were found.

1. 1ITHIC

RHUT— I BEER L B S dn, EREEHBPELZ 28k ThHY, 20 Lh
5 DO BN EN PN TRAL TV 5  (Rikitake and Honkura, 1985), % M%<
ITHIBE R A TN L 5 F S EIRSCERE CRET XA TEBRERICL 2D TH DL, £
DIEDNT S HIL /K23 B 72 MO MBI, Tl Rk 72 E DA A2 2 2 < G Ltk 0B E)
DR HENER R 2 A SE BN ZE2E LS I5E8030 5, BN EITEARE 2 Az Hh
HICHER L, 200 2 SEOEMAELZRETHZ L THOLNDN, —BKICKERFBRATH
I 1kmH4720 100 mV A —&—, I FKOBENTIEE+ mV 2.5 (Uyeshima, 2007),
FTo, WHOEWGET TR 02k E2 L 6252 L TE D,

MBI D BN 28 B X R BIZ5 K242 U % (Nagao et al., 2000), & DOZ AL it ES)
&L BB T DI DITERNIC X DB & R OB ENL OFF & & BT FE O Tk
DN L 2R HEBEBEAZERICEL 2D LEX LD, FRCHITKIZ X 2 RimE BTG
LK O BN 28 B I FHIEE B 12 10 23200 5 1 IR E OFEFREE] 2 & > TE(LT 5 H D
% d %, Nagao et al. (2000)(Z JAviE, HIEEBIRG D HIFBEN 7B LEMRFE S m 2> 55+ m
DOFFERBINC X < Ao, BB E km OEBRBRICB N TURZE A E RO E
LTWa,

KBS N FAE L, TOERBEOGIRICE > TH A FEB/BAEAREL, BEAR2VWL
ITEOEBMKIBIN NG DELE L DX D2 LT BTV S (Sugioka et al,
2014), THUTIMA T, KEENP KK OFW « RAENBZRE L, TOFR - RKxET
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WNEREEICEZE L O LT 7 AL b EBZ 720 LEMBEEILZBEIELIZ L L
<HEHHIRTWD (Leonard et al.,1965; Davies and Baker, 1965), %72 2011 4% 3 J] 11 HI{ZH4E
U 7o AL H G A EEE R HIEE (MO.0) (23 \W\ CHERBIRIC X 5 7 1 T EE il It k28 &
L TR b R OMEIE TR &7z (Utada et al., 2011; Ichihara et al., 2013), % % A £ Eif
DOEAbIE, WEFITIZI T DB O H 70 O THEBIE RN b AR I D, [Fkk
(RSS2 LA U —IRIT & o Thbl S 4728 - R ) IR o FEBE B[ EL 7% GPS
72 E ORI R T — & 2 TS b v 7= EREE 2728l (Liuetal., 2011)  HpE S AELH]
(Kamogawa et al., 2015) . HF K "7 —#1Jll (Ogawa et al., 2012) , 1 4/ ¥ 7 (Maruyama
and Shinagawa, 2014) THRENSILTWD, MBI OZEE) T, ik 7&K - KKES
W3 E SEIIZEIE L E fEI Y A FEERAEAESE, RIS FHENS L TSNS,
- T, @&%ﬁ?k% XS S ERMBKERKHERNZAECSEDL T ER3DN D,
MK DMEENC & 5358 BN CEMAITTHEAET S (Larsen, 1968) 73, VFMICITVHIE
AL AEBLRCI, BT D2 b D% < B ORI & —8T 25 Z Lo T
VW5 (Ozima et al., 1989; Takayama and Mori, 1990; Mori, 1991), D2 kiIF o A —
MA—F—DORIEFBIHITL Y ABRICHEZRE CE 5, o, FEREK IiE. &I
BWTE Z b o A 2R EHRBLHICOEEMIT b M2 &K & T DY &
DRy 3R S 7= (Kudo and Nagao, 2000), L7-28-> T, IS ZETHEIKICE D
WK OIEE TA CT-FEENITMATE 5 & TRIND,

ARFFE TR, FRES O R IEHEN ZZBIH 7 — & 7> b BUCH G RS R 2B 1T 5
R, EREE A E), EmmRe R T D IS N IRIC K 5288 K2 HiE A 228 8) 4 il
ML, ZNENOBRRORAERK Z#Hiw7 5.

2. BT —%

PR (RREE 139.15 f&FE 34.20) 1 XHURORICALE T B EEE RO OE D T(Fig. 1),
H-Ab 7 (2382 m) . it;ﬁ-ﬂ’?]ﬁ (2137 m) ([ZEIEBEE STV 5 (Fig. 2), 7EMIE PbCl,
BT, RS 5m OEICHFR SN TS, BT 7 7L 1 Hz Tr—/ "R 7
A4 NEEB LT — &wﬁﬁéMTwé ARFFE CTIIHITBENLZEDIE NI BB T —
bWz, HIBR T — Z I3 oI1EIFAE 61 km ISZET AP EREBD 3RS 7T v 7 %
T— MEFHBIT —% Qs> 7V ) #HW(Fig. 1), BT — 2 133 ERZTTIC
Ko TR SN TV A MEE O 30s AT — 2 2 H\\Wie (Fig. 2), £7-, HiEArZE & HEH)
D HEED T2 01T, A B O AR R MRS (F-net) & =B OMEERTEEG (K-net)
OF =4 &RV (Fig. 2), =8 & ITERE JOEEIR O OBEHIE & A SFER
RNZ LD, HERRBEIERMIZFEC b0 L L TEmT 2.
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Fig. 1 Observation map. (a) Epicenters of the main shock and the largest aftershock. (b) Location of

Oshima, Nii-jima, and Kozu-shima Islands.
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Fig. 2 Configuration of long dipoles installed at Kozu-shima. Data of tidal gauge and seismometer

were also used.

3. TRRBLUEBE

2011 45 3 A 11 H 14:46 (LT) 12 M9.0 OHEA FALH 5 K FEEIC A L, BRE b BBt
42 545 km, HERRS AR © 5552042 570 km B ICALE LT A 0GR I S #FE I 3 L O
WRBEEL-, TOROMBENZEE Z A R—IVETE =P ES 2 KoxHWTELEL
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T (Y) gy EREAL (X)) gy, MBSO HE (Y) psr AL (X)) Ry, B X ONINE
DRERFN% Fig. 31T Lo, $£7o, M Y, HBKDOENEINA SR T 4 L% (HPF) &
Ny RRATZ 4V ZBPRAZME LT — % ZFTICH V., S BT, MBI RIE R D%
BN O THRIEL S O B OE FE R B 3 & =2 B o ERREHT — & & O il % Fig. 4
:%Lko%?~&@&m-ﬁﬁ%w@#ék 12, AT NOVERET OFE R % Fig5 12~ L
Too WM ERoToT — 21T, REBEROLENE DD 1449 LT~1452LT O R
%%ﬁﬁﬁi@@%m%t%é%&wﬁﬁﬁﬂ%%ﬂ7~&ﬁﬁ%io%%mﬂ\Wkﬁ
%ﬂ$%®%@kA%M61m7u~5mLT@%E%%¢$%ﬁE%;U$t%Akw¢
o IO FE R IR B H 7 — & P 36 L OV bRl IR BIE A 8 2070 & DA E) Td 5 1456
LPA&&T@W&%%¢%fﬁﬁ%i@ﬁ%%‘kk%%&ﬂﬁ@ki@@%ﬁ”'mm
1IxZENFNOEEHO M O v — 7 %7~ L=, Fig. 6 X 1456 LT~1515 LT T Particle Motion
Diagram (PMD) Of5R AR L T\ 5,

~120 Seismic wave arrival 11 March 2011
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Fig. 3 Time-series of two components of geoelectric field at Kozu-shima, two components of
geomagnetic field at Oshima, and tidal height at Kozu-shima before and after the main shock. Solid

red lines and light green lines denote raw and HPF (less than 300 s) data, respectively.

3.1 MBI
B BERF IR P ESGAHN R o (Fig. 4), KEEREL LI, IEER
WERT — 4 TIRBI A 5 TH b B THEC AN ORISR b s E TAETHR
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XZ 45, RETIBLZIpoERA LN (Fig. 4), ZORFMZZEIZOWTIIP L S
WOHEDENTHHATE 2, 612, EEAMOEELIME B M OREN N4 b i,
X NRETORER D & ATARE THIhES & NIRRT — 2 T 13 B 18 B
JEHI O TIF A~ MR B (Fig. 5 (a), ()3 LU Table 1),
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Fig. 4 Comparison between time-series of geoelectric fields and seismic waves (velocity and

acceleration) before and after the arrival time of seismic waves. (a) Main shock. (b) The largest
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Fig. 5 Spectrum analysis for geoelectric field, geomagnetic field, and seismic wave. (a) After the
main shock. (b) After the largest aftershock. (c) Eight minutes after the seismic wave arrival, i. e. the

time of ionospheric disturbance.

44



Table 1 Dominant periods from spectrum analysis.

Period [s]
(The second peak and the third peak)
Main shock EW(Y) NS(X)
Geoelectric field HPF (<300 s) 18 18 (13.5)
Strong motion 18 (24.5) 16.5 (13.5,22.5)
Aftershock EW(Y) NS(X)
Geoelectric field HPF (<300 s) 20 (16) 17 (15,14)
Strong motion 16 (22) 14 (21-24)
Ionospheric disturbances EW(Y) NS(X)
Geoelectric field HPF (<300 s) 190 210
Geomagnetic field HPF (<300 s) 210 190

3.2 EHEEEEL

I AR O MIBR R E TN L, B X A T & BEEEILIC L 28803 H 5 B 2
bNb, EHEEEILEROETICOWTIE, HEBHREIES O/ 6 kICHIBEEN, &
BEPE 27BN K o T, EERAEEN O OEREIC X - THZDRR LN, KADE
W DT — ROE T K 0 JHIIAE X% 150, 180, 220 F2O W72y LIS o & 1
NEFEN TS (Kamogawa et al., 2015), 7=, FERA O TS & il (rdbJ7ra)
2L Dm— LY I Ko TR AN R ESS 2 F8 42 U AVE 7 AN AL 2 s, E el b

(B o T BTN ERUREE O @ OB IR 9 2 & Crdb T ML 5 EH o 2 J1n
@Hﬁ%@ﬁef@é%&@ﬁé B & o T HURR BN C I3 E FE AR I > 5 600 km LI T
I3 PMD A3 & #i <,

HEDR L 10 p%ICHEROAM L b EEMOEEN AL (Fig. 3), A< k
JURRRT OFER DG . HIFR BB BPE il sy & #ilsE g b pk sy Tk 190 #p, Hirp &G g LAy &
G SR A R 7 Tl 210 B CEATT 2 B (2 CJE I3 A H 7z (Fig. 5 (c)3 L Uf Table 1),
5 O FEMITSETAFSE (Kamogawa et al., 2015) T Lz E# & —1 2, &5
EATT 5 A RIS CEA R S 7z 2 LI OW T BEERE & B OFE#S &
FOWGEFTHIET X 9 ICEITHIL 5 EIT O EA BRI HETE T X 5, PMD fi#HT OFE RN G
ARSI A & 2208 5 I ARTE A A& A < IREVS A B AL, HIBESUIF 2 HiVW T D 75)#%*
TEDI7I0) % 0 < RENTI A SN2 o 7= (Fig. 6), HHPESICE LT, Bk & mdbsksy
ITHI O PR E IC K > THRE SN 2 EIRDREICENE L D720, CF%;‘EOD?E@JJWQ%
M2 ERBILND,
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Fig. 6 PMD for BPF (20 — 300 s) data of geoelectric field and geomagnetic field during the period of
1456 — 1515 LT.

3.3 B

WINLEH CTH b D HE BRI - E S A# 3 bz (Fig. 3), LarL, RIKZNCH L
KB O MBI IR AL IE D AR A3 Lo B &N A bz, 2 OB LEEE IR
RPEHEEP DS BN EROHBEKIC A LND Z &b, B & IFBEROLR VR
REICLDEEBIZ L EZ DAL D, HALHT R HUE THRAE U 7o I T B ISk LT
WNBWHICEDR L7 Z E R R FHEM T DI L 2@ EYy I a2 — g
(http://outreach.eri.u-tokyo.ac.jp/eqvolc/201103_tohoku/) 75 70> T\ 5, BICHEE 23T
WTNWD & ZIHE S M OWR O & bk S IS BEL N EAE L, BEri@ihds e &
TR OEB CHFEINTA A VBB I ETHRZOBEBL N BAET LI ENEZ AL
b, LEDZ Enn | BERBGERICA DL D i FE 2 B) O B sl 1 3R O 28
EDHDTHY | FALITHIEIC L 2ETTH D LHEE I D,

4. £¢®

AL AV MR I F O HIBRFERL QL BNIZ DWW T, MPEE IS 1) 2 RN Z2 8L T
— Z DT AT o T R, (D)HUERE) O B2 AR o U HIRR T 65 13 B
18 BEAMIDOZENIALIT 288, Q)EEARWVUITL A Y —IC K-> T SN2 & - X
SR FEREECENET D Z LIk o TR & 72 E fHl Y o S EEREROLE), ()mt
PRI I THEEE B R U2 VG K 2 Z 8 24§75 2 LR TE 7,

5. HfEE

AWFFRITHBE R T — & ORALRS X OFRTRE B DB S % B K MUERFFE AT O /INAT i S A4
X0, WWT — 2 O A FRZT R0 IREHER T — 2 OFRHEE B KRR SR T
X0 IEERRERT — ¥ O E B EBEFIEAT L0 Wi,
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