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Precur sory Anamalies of Subsurface Fluid before Jingyang
Ear thquake and Baoj i Ear thquake at theL intong Seisn ic Station

WANG Xin', ZHAO Xia-mao*and HE Chong-jun’

(1 EarthquakeA dministration o Shaanxi Province, X ian 710068, China; 2 L intong Seisnic Station,
EarthquakeA dministration o Shaanxi Province, L intong, Shaanxi 710600, China)

Abstract: W ater radon and w ater-disolved gas data are analyzed by the method of first order
difference digital filtering and 5-daysmean values It is thought that data of subsurface fluid hasobvious
precurory anomaliesw ith short tetm and imm inent term before Jingyang earthquake and Baoji earthquake
at thelL intong Seisnic Station Precursory anomalies before the Jingyang earthquake lasted much longer
than that before the Baoji earthquake The ranges of precursory anomalies before the mentioned two
earthquakes are obviously different T he relation betw een range of precursory anomalies and magnitude is
not evident

Key words: Jingyang earthquake Baoji earthquake L intong Seisnic Station; subsurface fluid;
precursory anomaly



