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ABSTRACT: Electrical resistivity surveys were conducted in the areas between Buji-ri and Seoak-dong,
and between Nawon-1i and Yangdong-ri, Kyongju in order to investigate the geoelectric structure of the
nothren part of the Yangsan Fault. In the area between Buji-ri and Seoak-dong south of Kyongiju, the
fracture zone east of the inferred fault develops more deeply, without significant north-south variation
in depth, than west. In the area between Nawon-ri and Yangdong-ri north of Kyongju, the fault zone
seems to be developed along the Hyungsan-river, and the resistivity structure west of the river is more
affected by the fracture zone than east. Interpreted section of dipole-dipole survey conducted in Homyung-ri
shows vertical contact of the Yangsan Fault. Tt appears that the boundary between the northern and central
segment of the Yangsan Fault is located in the north of study areas since there is no significant variation
in electrical resistivity structure near Kyongju.

Key words: Yangsan Fault, electrical resistivity survey, fracture zone, vertical fault

(Lee, Kiehwa and Han, Won-Seok, Department of Geological Sciences, Seoul National University, San
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