ERCEI N ] e o R % i Vol. 19 No.2
1997 46 NORTHW ESTERN SEISMOLOGICAL JOURNAL June 197

BB E= A0 T4 s
EEERIIE

T3 7K 2
(AR HE BGREARS FE A4 L7HE & 101601)
2]

(AR ERZ MAE AT, 2 M 730000)
ZmdE TEE
(B R X E 7y $osk 3 A5 B, AL% 100081)

?Eﬁ% BT R A ik e = A 3 QAP A IR A E 6 5F S5 5
B R T = ARE R QAP AR e K AR I i Bk ey R AR, R
Btk EAR I BOR B KA A E R m R G B BU G SRR R, R
T A Hk P A FER AR M6k 300 XoF L 347 T o7 8 R A, |
EROR B4 BT T TR AR FRARATF R A S b, o BLRCEAF 2] 09 E R Az B 89 86
shA B 2R KR AL B8 B )

ERE. WMEEM EE Y M BEE RREE

1 515

YRS R VR L B ERT FUH RS SR R M RS VR B R I A 6 R LUK, TR M 5 i) R g
i, T S R 507 T X I P v A 0 T PR TR K R o 11 R VBT V.

KE B S0 T 351, Moy VA o S A P i AR R SR e T B&ﬁtﬁfp i
— AR AR T S AR YR 4 i I S S R VT ) AR R IS 2 4 SE I
IR T LAAER B A3 7. (24940 SRR 572 R N, E%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ@mﬂ%ﬁ%f%mr
ORI E I T AR AR YA B8R AT LS (I B . 78 = S 15 AR 2950 v S bt S M 7R
IR S TR AL SO 55 A 7 1R 0 1 e R {8 AR 0 T AR A, AT 7
B IR T SRR A

A TR FA5 B0 e AL B T DL S R PR . Sambridge 55 (1986) & H 11X FhET ik,
AT A 43 BT (D 243 ] A b 35— 8 B A4 2T S 3 5 TR A0 L AR TG, b THF 22 il R
FFRTHE PRI T O B IO 2508 B0 . 9T DA, 24 T B = Ak 10 S 349 50 Ao o 1 7 I, 3
Py 0 AszA

B BV T T ()5 A AR R 4R v, SR 7E N T REATUS N 155 Y2 . e

AR SRR R ST
Wk H #1: 1996-06-02
HAEF WA K 5. 1967 4 2 H A B, 3 B 35 5 45 M AR VA B R BT 9T



8 wode i ®o2 R #19%

ERYEE b CUR R T VPR E AL AL R Y A AR AR AR, AR S5 MK
T AT AR B ) G, 7 I FH T8 AR I R AR SO, AT IR T AT g SR A 4
R IR ANES S0 BT gk AT e R R M RE SE AL, I RT I A BRI B AIEAT WL AT T8 o DA
F3E s N R EB IRARL (I RE 04 Frcle 25, WS i A7 B 5
2 MR AL i)

A e I 2 to, 1E Cxos yos zo) AR AET —IRHLEE, IR AES W U B 22— 23 . F
X HHE SR HORE R RN 200 R AL B (205 X 00 yos 20D

NTHEBHME N (6 yoz0) & = 1,2, - m) —HBIN o /EHE @067, AVE E—
HsERE A, FE R R T (X T, Y L Z ) BN R ER G s B N Ty, 8
U558 R I ZURN VR A B 2 AR B DU L LA s 1] R 2R R X

Y =¢LxLy"NzH (1
X B k& ISR ¢ RBSER T 520X RENZ ¢ 28, B,
X)) = TW(X )+t k=12 -»m 2)

FERS MG, T AIRT ¢ AHN T FR T, 3B T TR 6 (L ).
Bk Buh BRI ZE r AR S S R 2 2, B,
LD =1t5— LD k=1,2 -m 3)
AT E 2 VA 2R i X % 25 A SR 2 0 s/ BN /N, Sl SR R A
A5 727 7 R /N B AR S B 2N ek
A ZRBH T A5
D) = 2 (obji— cal)? oy
A POm) Nk ANMEGE BIRALE MR LG 2, sta AR Gl 5L obji N 4G w1 W
TERT, cal; NHERE IR E TFHE R | Nl Bt SR,

3 T =R A S R BOE R T 5

DRI BA TTF TR DX 30 s BT T ALLHIoH AT 7 DXt 3R MU 11T . R R AN 65 3 DA 3t
RS LA AEWT T XA N
MR BAES AN 6 b s e AT SRR s

ti= JFS(X, Y. Z)dl (5)
]

SCxsys2) NCxsys 2) NS LONER j R4 IER 42,
3.1 TR EHiRR

1976 SR 3t DL, AATINGE T %k Jb Hb DX 358 R 38 HORIE 7T . 4 0 2 45 1 5 0 He it
R ACH J7 V2 3 1 AL X ) = 4l FE S 4, AT 145 H T R L e X3l A1 G b o DX
EI R T RIS B STRT J7 925 35 1 RO M [XF) S FEE 540, A DK w3t X (1 7
439 1~10 km, 10 ~20 km 120 ~35 km = )2, & JZ XN 13X 13 [P HAR, HARR) o) 42 16 12k
KEH Ik < Ay J7 5 B0, H— BRI SR . M ER AT 2444 iE 17 45 54
HUIX FRAE) S 2R — B ARATTAS HE A4E Ft . 76 1 5 (0 ~ 10 km), JHFE ARML AR B (] 15 #E
FHLFE (10 ~20 km), 523 H T~ J5E i D AR 17 e St [X 0 B2 i 3 72 T b 52 (20 ~ 35



%2 T3 K B 30 A B0 e = AR 1 AN S A o R R RRUR AL B 9

km), AT BTG 2 8 — B S A X, FLl 2008 5.5 km/s, (RIEX [ R 2974 100
k! @ FRATR T B0 45\ 1S I E AR 23 By 325 B AR s dnlE 2 .
FATSRHFE I AL o 1 R 2. 1526 10 FH RR IR A & i A48 B BT 1 1) ST T AR ) 2% J2 1
FEAE, RIKG =4 N5 S0 e A B4k Sy — 4 s AR, 422 2R A AR B T SR 2R B 200k %
12, T A — )2 A FEUR M RE 0 22 AN 0K, FRATTAT LA fUR 2R A ot 5 Zeik A2 B =
YR RIS 50 I R R B AR, 4% B AR TH R ERT .
3.2 ME4EREERE BERNFRERNEE
R RRIRFT E R BAR NS e 1756 je FIEE ke EHRAR, G 3l T AEHAARE is 1T js 15 ks
2, W & E P8 12 Rt T S e
G Sijk
LRl = O yr——
Hod S« k ZRFIRE, Sy NEIATE A k EH R
3.3 BRNFER b 5% BRE
X1 R T e SR 4 ml EJ7 M Jes @ AR A E, B AR Wil 3 A s,
BB VT A2 NS k2, SR D7 ) 510 _EJ7 1A e s o 0, FRIR 555 k J2 THES I oA €,
T HH 5 A SRR R K SRR B e R X T B

k:1927 e N (6)
JE.

XED

d= (§42z.) tanb Y k=1 D
* . 6
g — Iz fksme + Stan k=2 (8)
8k sinl,
S (—S1 )
2 h;iSisin0 (hy1+z4)° Sisin0
d= 3 e | Gan 0+ ) 9)
Flel Sisin0 , Ssin0
Si — (5 ) S — (e )
Si Sl

Kz, AWK R, Si NSRBI 1 ONER R MR
Irih PR AR T S AT B, b TR PR A 3 S B R A, BRATT A S R I R B AT
S AT BOE R SR T 1 S 3R ELIA RS 1A AR O TH Snell JEfRE

S1sind; = Sasinly= - = Sisin0= = Smohosin(%) —p 10)

K15, B O = arcsin(S;Eho
HHEE ] 0, TEi8 A LA BOE R AT e, ST AE S 2 R R AT 1 N B e . FRATT WA 91 )tk B ek
ik B —E e
3.4 ERKITE

Toil X T BLIA POE 2T S, 35 TR 5 A U o R — 2 R I T BRI,
Ain) EAERE 78R 52 BIIE Gl XTI Sl T AR R % SRR IA S, A S IR S E T
€AT, fiJa Ir) b ALHE 2 Gl N gk e s — JZ b (R = B

WAERE — 2 RS Ah m ) AR N (X1, Y1, Z0), KSR ARRR N (X2, Yo, Z2). B 56 BiE
JEC P FNZE SRR YR 5, BEES S T AEERAR YT 11, 10 ko RO, & ST ESRARTT B o, o, ko ROR.

WHBHXL Y LZD B(Xa Yo Zo) B TR R

Xo— Xy

X = 12>
J X=X+ (Y,— Y1)+ (20— 2, P

) ap




10 wode i ®o2 R #19%

Yo— Y,
Y= (13)
XKoo= X))+ (Ya— Y+ (Z,— 2))°
G3B& x J7 TR A ST CEAT Ty 3l 252 PR BE B BTxsd ) 328 4K .
in_ X1
X

bXi NE T AN FHE K x ABER, rXi 9 SE BIETAT T y B EE L A0 TG 2K .
GrRE y 731 g S CFAT T x i 272 5 BEE ITGS REFR SR2R ACRE D

bY,— Y
Yi= T =it Lo (15)

Y j AL j AN T y ARHR, r X S ERBETAT T x BEIES § Ao SR

KITE 14873 S 252 YR B TR AR S 8, AN SR HY | 2057 T P B 0 R R
SR B SRR A RE SfeiZ AR 1 12 B8 A R iz ek (A IR o 28 B P ) 7 16 2R,
BT B R AR 1X— JZH (RE I

114" 116° 118° 120

rXi: i:ila i1+19 "'9i2 (14)

Vs, Soso m{%\\

38°

/“Oc’,a @; = B2 R RIS AR D

@lﬂ Fig.2 The division and number of gnds.

5,
P32
6.0 /‘//;L§
.
. . . R . ]

18
114 116 118 120 LG AR
o P=d+ /8 I
ERE 6.2 N (e) —
’ ﬁv()\g.O’/f’?\_/ " *n‘ﬁﬂfﬁ%n
w 6o o ( \7 4t 405 6 AU
Jb YA /
N
g
/f*f "l
38°
B TR 994) RE a3k B3 KRAZAHET@EE L
R LEAH e kA PayALFIRAZ
Fig. 1 The crustal velocity structure inversed Fig. 3 Flow chart for evaluating the included
by Ding Zhifeng et al. in 1994. angle P of direct waves ray direction

(a) FHbFE; (b 7, (o FHbE with upward direction.



e T3 K B 30 A B0 e = AR 1 AN S A o R R RRUR AL B 11

4 BAEFIRAE =Y b R e A A

4.1 FERHER

T SRR TR BRY) B S H0 5 TV e R RN bR BOE U8 5%, R I AT DATE S A i
A TG Hh eI AR AR S 2 18 5 7 2. FRATT A ATLIE B 1 AR AE b i Sl P RS ) — b R
A, HE TG 0 RRIEE R 00 3000 4% 45 (AR AR OUL IR £ ) 28 R R Z I % 1994 48 9 A
21 H 21 B 57 43 16.1 B, BN Mi=1.8, M,=2.0. — &R, BN B3 B0 & FL R
P At ™ DR At A 3 AT e AT R A K M 2 B R ), BT 3 R A K ) PR
Tt H AT 73 500N P45 2% 8] B, 2 0070 B 2 OO 18] Bt a2e UL R 1. R FH e AR AF 22 (Q=32)
BB AT 2. FEE 18 ISR BN 50 7K. Pe= 0. 9, HAE 22 3 22 Vit Bk 01, A bR IEAS
A FEAERIE B

4.2 BHIBEEEWER PRS2 &1 EREEERTIHR 2

A BRI B S5 B R SR U HSHERERELD BIRA
AT LR ST R E A BH wE 4R BRAW
SUERAER 4 R HA@GH T RN K% ns-n7 o 0007843

& 2B IR E A, B 4O T L 39 ~4r 28 0. 007843

TR AL RV IS W 520k 2 0.1IS10kn
PR S 1B SEAS A AL . 1] 4 () M —5~5s 2 0. 039216s

o, Monte Carlo J7VAIE4K 50 ¥R 15 3 ()

RULY R A8A% SV ARAAT 500 49 31 HOR YR 4005 22 # K, B 4 (b) HY, Moonte Carlo # & ZE#E—
FAEM A R, A P A 22 52 s gD T Pe=0. 1 (/N A ZE 00 Skt £k 55
U, (B H AP E 2 USSR B 28 #1 L Monte Carlo 7 VEUFA T 2 /0. B L] LB H7E Monte
Carlo 77 L AE b, X 4liBE MU RE (0 0% R . P =0. 001 HIi /M2 U St b L &2 T
e, (MR T = 2R EA R A 7, BT 5 24 (premature conver-

# L
g ‘ﬂ ° 1 %‘f 1000
= _—— '
5 ’ R
h 3
_ X 4
1 { 1003
10
_QE 107
10 20 30 40 30 60 0 10 20 30 20 S0 60
) AT (b) B

B4 HFQR I Fe £ () F-F s £ (b) R ROR AT MR FR Ay 384 47)
Fig. 4 Variation curves of minimum fitting difference (a) and average fitting difference (b) with times of iteration.
1 BEEARRMSO. 1 L5 2 B 0. 01 M4 5Hik;

3 [ 0. 001 IEESE; 4 Monte Carlo 7%



12 wode i ®o2 R #19%

gence). f£ P,=0.01 ML T, JEWRXT T 900 & 22 3002 /I UL 22 AR MRS J8e . (H I T3k
FUTKAE— GG (B A AR R )
4.3 IHEERFE AT R R T

HI_E TR AT AT DA Y, A S (8 5 R R i B AR i S DL — S R AR
1T 225 RO AR SR S A R (0 — /N EBh, Sambridge 5 (1993) 37 Y 1 £E3E A B4 fir
S HCAS R A2 5 R, e A A2 P EUBOR I S0 b, B 73 B /Iy 1 A2 57 3, IR Az il
73 BB K AR M 2. AT 23-5) SR O s €2 i R 5 et A P AN 5048 AL Al 155 00 %o it
PSR SIS 45 A2 2 NAB R ).

FAT SRR AL TR RI4a B B S K 2 K ia) A 2R, DRLE mT 2 DU 1) 42 St
2R, AR AL SVA R e BB Ok 24 SRR il BOZ AR R AERLDUARRR 3/ Vi A8 2R3k
Bl Jm m U, PRIE s DB AR St . ST I A JE I, A4S 1 H0 AURE R 1 R R
HAZ R, JRAER 5 b a1 /MU B ZE AU E 2B B RIAR . 4K 50 R, 1R
YR RE A RE LR VEAR AL A2 5 ME R AT 2 (0 foe /DU 2208 5. 81172, TR 46 B8 — 33E ] 2 A 37 £k
PEARAK 172 SR 56159 B0 /N UL 2200 5. 81192 Bl nT LA H, Aite Bl 24X U H02k 1 A5 1K
(AR SR 2 25 B0 /N PO 22 1 BRI 26 EE Sambridge 55 A SR FH 4% R 28 1478 14, A 53 4 %6 By
PR AUBE RS, B 7931 AR TR ST FEh s 2 AR AU 1R St < T 19 28] A 7,

1000

RAMIEE
|
THRAE

100

T T T T 10
) 10 20 30 40 50 o0 Y

(- AR

HS5 shMbsZE@AFHMEE G ER RN PR A H A AR
Fig.5 Changes of minimum fitting difference (a) and mean fitting difference () with times of iteration.
1 A SRR AR IR AR B AR R 0. 1 B2 0. 01 (R ARId A2
2 AR ARG AR g D AL L TE AR R 0. 1 B2 0. 001 (RS AR 2
Ak AL AR e MR A& USSR D B Al B @ e i X A5 VE 5 H 8 AR BRI

SIE LI e St SR i SO s SN T4 B B (KR A R B T IX R R, AR
BARAR AR AR 7R SR 2, foe /I PULE 22 AP ES 0 A 22 (A ST L B 6. RO, d/IN AU
B2 AETT BEK B AN THIH) B B A5 21 (85 i #8EE Sambridge 55 A K F ¥ 65 Fid5 HO8 40 A8 748
FA PTCE . VI G ZE AR AT B TR BEAS And i AL R ECRAG AR R R, (HAE B m BB B
TEAEHE HL AR S 22 R WSS IR 10 20T, AR 50 IR, $ABALF8 BB 1k 1) A8 S 22 45 31 (185
UG ZE Y 5.92312, FEEAR BRI B3 ML AT B0 s/ S 2204 5. 7881 1.
4.4 HEERRMASENZES %



o : 13

T N T

s UAE

10

I 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
(=) HHE (b BRI

B o6 mAMEE@Af-FHIEZE (b)RERK HK T (L IRR ARALAR)
Fig. 6 Change curves of minimum fitting difference (a) and average fitting difference (b) with times of iteration.
1 AR RORA R B th 0.1 &9 0. 001 HYIE R 785
2 ARG R g D AL IR HOR AL R 0. 1 55 0. 001 RS AR
FATT FIREIE AR Hods B A A8 5 MR THSR T L IRRR B, A2 586/75 L A A THE
BIE] 2y 22. 468, IEARIFRAH T 6.97s, 5 VIR 251 LR BITE R 2 .
R2 CREEEEMGERS WNREMISERLER

53 I K& Jbsh R (km) R BN EHERE RERE &=
WA 116.100 39. 870° 7. 00 57min16. 1000s 0. 7693 0. 4203 9.22255
oA B 116.112° 39. 875 12. 68 57minl3. 2549s 0. 5587 0. 4126 5.78811

ZH 0. 012° 0. 005" 5.68 —2.8451s —0.2106  —0.0077  —3.43444

R PR ZE B A 08
h— *‘E“ obs; — cal;

_ (16)
=1 sta

s ta — J— 2

s 3 ( obs; — cal; ) an
=1 sta
cobsi w1 N UMM ERS, cal; » % i ANE IEII TR ERT, sta S G35 2L
@ .
2 ATLLE H, .
5

, Monte Carlo J77E SIS PL.



14 19 %

Sambridge %5 A 2 H 1) 3205 (37 28 PEAR (b A0 FE R0 1R SRR (1 il b= 5N T 4%
A IRELMEAZ AN TR FAE S 2,

1 . . : , 1988.

2 Sambridge M S, Drijkoningen G G. Genetic algorithms in seismic waveform inversion. Geophys. J. Int., 1992, 109: 323 ~ 342.

3 , 1992, 35C ). 367~ 371.

4 s . , 1995, 38(2). 189~ 198.

5 , . . P BE S . . 1980, 23; 172~ 182.

6 s . . » 1994, 12(2). 14~ 20.

7 Anderson K R. Epicentral location using arrival time order. Bull. Seism. Soc. Am., 1981, 171: 541 ~ 545.

8 Sambridge M S, Kennett B L N. A novel method of hypocentre location. Geophys. J. R. Astr.Soc., 1986 87. 679 ~ 697.

9 Sambridge M S, Gallagher K L. Earthquake hypocentre location using genetic algorithms. Bull. Seis.Soc. Am, 1993, 83(5). 1467
~ 1491

10 s . . , 1995, 16(6): 1~ 7.

11 s . . , 1996, 17(3). 57 ~ 66.

12 Kennett B L N, Sambridge M S. Earthquake bcation— genetic algorithms for teleseisms, Phys. Earth and Planet Int., 1992,
75: 103~ 110.

HYPOCENTRAL ILOCATIONS OF THE NEAR EARTHQUAKES IN 3-D LATERAL
HETEROGENEOUS MEDIUM DETERMINED BY USING THE GENETIC ALGORITHMS

WAN Yongge
(College of Disaster Prevevtion Technics, SSB)
LI Qinghe
(Earthquake Research Institute of Lanzhou, SSB)
LI Hongji DING Zhifeng
(Institute of Geophysics, SSB, Beijing 100081)

Abstract

The calculation of the travel time in 3-D velocity structure has been given in this paper. In
the process of the genetic algorithms, considering large parameter space in the initial iterations and
small parameter space in the final iterations authors give mutation probability which is a large val-
ue in the initial iterations and small value in the final iterations. The formation of the mutation
probability is linear and exponential with iteration. It is found that the exponential function is a
more effective method. Using the exponentially reduced mutation probability, the hypocenter is
obtained through genetic algorithms. The residual of the hypocenter is very small.

Key words: Seismic location, Lateral heterogeneity, Genetic algorithm, Mutation probability



