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Computation of Hypothetical Tsunamis on the East Coast in Korea
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ABSTRACT

Prognostic characteristics of hypothetical tsunamis in the Fast Sea are discussed based on numerical mode! simulations of linecr long wave theory
and wave ray for 28 source zones of tsunamigenic earthquake selected by the seismic gap theory. As a result, the propagation patterns of tsunamis
due fo hypothetical earthquake are presented and analyses also lead to selection of the geographical zones with low risk of tsunamis.

Key words : tsunami, numerical model, ray tracing model. risk zoning.
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Fig. 1 Locations of the tsunamigenic earthquakes used for numerical
experiment(28 cases)
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Table 1 Fault parameters for the hypothetical earthquakes.

Case Lon(" E) Lat(° N) Hkm) o) 8(°) A°) | L) | wikm) | wulom) M, @
1-1 (1) 1382 M7 3 110 45 100 45 25 230 587 325
1-2 (2) 139.2 417 3 110 45 100 45 25 230 587 3.25
1-3 (3) 139.3 417 3 110 45 100 45 25 230 587 3.25
2-1 (4) 1375 38.3 1 23 35 90 140 50 500 13.1 370
2-2 {5 1385 383 1 23 35 90 140 50 500 13.1 3.70
2-3 6) 1387 383 1 23 35 90 140 50 500 13.1 3.70
3-1 (7 1382 394 1 105 45 Q0 100 50 410 792 385
32 ©® 139.2 304 1 105 45 90 100 50 410 792 3.85
33 9 1303 304 1 105 45 0 100 50 410 792 385
4-1 (10) 1384 393 1 23 45 75 100 50 200 117 425
4-2 (11) 138.9 39.3 1 23 45 75 100 50 200 1.17 425
5-1 (12) 136.9 379 1 15 20 90 70 40 320 3.12 3.70
5-2 (13) 1379 379 1 15 20 90 70 40 320 3.12 370
5-3 (14) 1384 379 1 15 20 90 70 40 320 3.12 3.70
6-1 (15) 1378 378 1 190 55 90 60 20 190 093 400
6-2 (16) 138.8 378 1 190 55 90 60 20 190 0.93 4,00
7~-1 {17) 138.53 4373 1 347 40 80 100 35 535 240 450
7-2 (18) 139.53 43.73 1 347 40 90 100 35 535 240 450
7-3 (19) 140.53 43.73 1 347 40 Q0 100 35 535 240 450
8-1 (20) 138.42 38.74 1 189 56 0 80 30 781 4.20 4.00
8-2 (21) 139.42 38.74 1 189 56 90 80 30 781 4.20 400
8-3 (22) 139.60 38.74 1 189 56 0 80 30 781 420 4.00
o1 (8) 137.84 40.21 1 22 40 90 40 30 760 360 4.00

138.02 4054 1 355 25 80 60 30 305 220 4,00
9-2 (24) 138.84 40.21 1 2 40 90 40 30 760 3.60 4.00
139.02 4054 1 355 25 80 60 30 305 220 400
9-3 (25) 139.13 40.21 1 2 40 0 40 30 760 360 4.00
130.32 4054 1 355 25 80 60 30 305 220 4.00
138.30 4210 5 163 60 105 245 25 1200 034 0.46
10-1 (26) 138.25 4234 5 175 60 105 30 25 250 0.46 245
13840 43.13 10 188 35 80 0 25 571 239 1.86
139.30 4210 5 163 60 105 245 25 1200 0.34 046
10~2 (27) 139.25 4234 5 175 60 105 30 25 250 046 245
139.40 4313 10 188 35 80 90 25 571 239 1.86
139.40 4210 5 163 60 105 245 25 1200 034 0.46
10-3 (28) 139.35 4234 5 175 60 105 30 25 250 0.46 2.45
139.50 43.13 10 188 35 80 0 25 571 2.39 1.86

H : focal depthtkm), L : lengthtkm), W : widthtkm), « : dislocation{cm), 8 : strike angle

moment{ X 107 dyne.cm), « : rigidity ratio{ X 10" dyne/cm?)
Case 7-2(18) is the Shakotan-oki earthquake in August 2, 1940.
Case 8-2(21) is the Niigata earthquake in June 16, 1964.

8

Case 9-2(24) is the East Sea central region earthquake in May 26, 1983.
Case 10-2(27) is the Southwest off Hokkaido earthquake in July 12, 1993,
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(a) Wave ray diagrams for case 2-1, 3-1, 4-1 and 5-1
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(b) Wave ray diagrams for case 6-1, 7-3, 92 and 10 2
Fig. 2 Wave ray diagrams
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{b) Maximum height distributions for case 6-1, 7-3, 9-2 and 10-2
Fig. 3 Maximum height distributions
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(a) Maximum heights along coast for case 2-1, 3-1, 4-1 and 5-1
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(b) Maximum heights along coast for case 6-1, 7-3, 9-2 and 10~2

Fig. 4 Maximum heights along coast
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Fig. 5 Observed tsunami runup height along Japan coast for the
1983 tsunami (unit © meter, 22| ghxfod LA®)
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Fig. 6 Observed tsunami runup height along East Korean coast for the 1983 tsunami(= &) 2haf o1 24

TROEAAY 253

smansea P
et Al ) VT3
B 0121 ER 090 ~ 149

SEE(AIHER S T3~ 183

o

Fig. 7 Cbservation of tsunami height for the 1993 Southwest Hokkaido
earthquake(unit : meter, =& gz i 242

TIAEA G 3¢ Aoz AR} vl z
Holx gloy, = Falte AU dn At
mo|4e] Ha9l ¥ W suFE7} o]F1 9]
2ol 3 4 gk 2, A HQ AA AT} uhak
B E7} v B el S 830 8 + A
. Table 2& 7PFA1A1 28709] 7o tig F5E4
3} 9N F A2 A (ray tracing) 23 ol ©]F AFE o

g A F3

oﬂ!.ﬂLﬂJ[OEOL to
= o
& odo aft el

Em;sa

(21))

¢ AoR T nyo] Ao N2 se 2AgE 4
FIQG T, Fig 9% A2 AR 4 R
FH WA (ray tracing) R} Z3E o] g3l oAz
UBE BEAD 2GR AIAUL B 100
Hae) 9Pol F HFUAAY, B3 FaAL] 3L o
A AL 92 % owwi 4e 598 5 9
ik

4.2 ei=&slete] X[XsY oo 22X

A E 2870 APe] Adisda &= Fig 109 A
Aol glom, Aisida gk FIHEE7} Fig 119 A4
Folslth. Fig 11& BY X7 o] %fz A (=D Az}
A 71%F 150200, YE=7)F 39° TN - 39°50N)S 71502

FEELE UFo itk AU FHEXE FAA
Z}zke] AZSYLY AuA Z7)e= t27] g B 9
AR LS TFA7)= Ao] Fa3TE AW LA o
YAl 2719 Aolgs sjastr] Aste, 4 AV Aozt
(AUl da)s st 2 ol digte ZE A XY
AR ddns A3 (FAAFE Dol o3k FHE
F =7} Fig. 12 AAIEO] ok q7|A Btshs 2 AR
HE F29 48119 dataFolA Holghe 4Hska, 43170
o] TS AR AP E Yre AL Loy, olF T3
7} APdel HEL BT 0914 1AlolY) @& 7HAA HEE,
XL IR Z7)F HEH S AT & ok Fig 128
B A7) 3EY FHEE w3 Fig 110 AAE F
aldue 22 FNETELE 7HES ¢ Utk o] &
oA Fuo] EAgte AL F 3

2 dzay 9 vy gels At

BogA AR Aoyt sarvt gAEE, £7]50 HapE

x|
=

™
i
Mo

78 srEx|zIZs

HeH M3z (S H25%) 20026



t}. o] &7+ Fig. 139 AAE F 7he] 73R 7 A9
FHEXE B A 27] 482 T AY9L
solA EAshs BE AL dsiA g JApLEF

128 APE 125 O0'E 129 30 (307 00'E 130 SYE 131 0DE Tsuami Heights
. i : : — Name of points Height(meter)
iy : 1 1. Geojin Port 081
3Ny L : 2. Ayajin Port 139
o * 3. Sajin Port 220
X * N 4. Sockeho 091
i“ * N * 5. Daepo Port 1.63
35 oo 4 6’;. . : * & 6. Osan Port 1.26
1 9‘?‘* ‘ e 7. Susan Port 185
s * * 8. Gisamun 2.26
ey " * 9. Namae Port 126
N ; 155 - - * 10. Jumunjin Port 146
A7 30N o, e e & d
Uy : * 11. Sachunjin Port 146
9 e : 12. Gangmun 187
gﬂ Z S ;o 13. Jungdongjin 201
ENT P 14 Gumin Por 117
A7 OON ! ‘ :
: 15. Mukho Port 1.99
b . : 16. Donghae Port 1.76
J : : 17. Chuam Beach 177
{ ﬁ ; 18, Samchuk Port 186
AN ’. o 1.0 _v,b EYH 19. Jangho Port 141
! ) 20. Imwon Port 2.39
i 21. Hosan Port 1.38
L 2. Bugu 257
367 00N i 23, Junkbyun Port 143

Fig. 8 Observed tsunami runup height along East Korean coast for the 1993 tsunami(AALtD|Z=AFEHY)

P8 1307 L3R ik s’k DWE MUE 142 1050 1L TAYh tM e i

112 [BE 5 3 205 PO FEN S T S K S O S § Y

il Mvpothetical Casel 2

Pt Fotrst 10 1 2E 417%
T AR d e |10 b daderd |

4 Hypothetical Casel 1 .~
P#

Teumaml Fotat 3. 13820, 4N
T \tm-thn(wnnnmwm

“Tstrmatos Kbt 17 193K 200N
T Afmer & few i Lh b b

WN i '

1L i A875 M REET 4. 0L FELA T % ) E 188 Ik

"l Hypothetical Case2_1 UL oI Bvpothetical Case2 2 L 01 Y Bypothetical Casez 3

“Peaparss Poist 13 LR, S8 ; i rsmmm Pulng 13 L3950 SRS H / ; s Pabot 10 FRETE, A48
T ALt A e (10 3 ateryal) ; After § xlﬂmh ntﬂuh ! 7 P - Afwer 3 hrs (40 ey dntereals

ek

Fig. 9 Directivity of tsunami energy for hypothetical tsunamis from wave ray tracing model( cases){continue)

Hed M3z (87 HM25%) 20026 sEX|FZEts =27 79



Be JLE LT b ek

12%s (30L stk IME Mex

.

: P——i O -
N s ¢ : 3 % -

. |4 Hypothetical Cased_} ) i Hypothetical Cased 2 Hypothetical Cased 3 .~
SN ~ . } 5N 3 NN ) - #
Twumem: ot 10 18P R4S l . “Potienrst Puirst 1: 139 IE PEEN “Prmsares Pulre 10 (3030 3048
'l' Weﬂhndﬂ!ll&skln!hul\ . o T After 4hmlum:«mnd» Afber 4 fies (10 saka drteresd

=N
427
N
N
mwN
o o
BYE MR kb & Wl P28 130E Qe ML b: 1L Mol I
iy ,
s { | Hiypothetical Cased 2
‘Pt Poirt L0 13891 30N
'F - Abter 4 hes (10 ania nterati
19N
48N
X
.1
N
N
AN
WN
13 ok B8 Dk sy e 30a 2 139E L'k LA'L MUE 14 1%k 1B30H 12k T MBS R MOE M2
— . h / 3 .. . 33 ; : e e
: : , % < z 5 , / : .
s Hypolhelical Case5_1 k p .} 4 Hypothetical CaxeS 2 |-~ o Y Hypothetical CaseS_3
Trunare Poird 13 [369F 37.9% P z = : ] Teaomni Peing 1 AFT0F, 3T9% : i MW 1 l\!ii e
T After 4 by (10 min laterval) [ * ¢ , T ,\ﬂxrlbn'lﬁnﬂnmm 19 suln bwervakl
N { N
il wN
N 4N
]
4N AN
AN N
N WN
N
uN wN
3L 130 I IME )L 1A MRE 2k 128k HAFn 13 1WR O RE K MUl MR
S I £ .
{ t‘f f%
s | 1 Hypothetical Case6_t " Hypothetical Case6 2 ooy
Traoamt Poirt_ 1+ LSTAF, 378N ; Tyumand Boint §- LIKEE, 375N i’ ;
T Afer 2 Bes (10 o Intersal) T tﬂlrlhn(lﬂmml‘muul\ ;"
Bl ] F

=R ZIZEE =2 e M35 (83 M25%) 20026



AW

AN

Ftey

TN

4N

18N

N

4%

AN

WN

N

urn

HEN

N

IR UM YR L LME R MR D) DB BTR O IML UL L8R ML I35 e TR LML E FE MR e
- o st i, s ————

| Hypothetical Case7_1

Tumems Puipe 3 (PRIIE, 43 73N
T After 34y 39 e Iedern st

1N

o

N

HN

1N

4 Hypothetical Case7_2

‘Temramt bute 13 13963 1728
T Afver 4 I i Tbandis dupbervady

Hypothetical Case? 3

Torumara Peiot 1 HE2EHE, BTN
Istrevas

Tnnmmt b 1 DRAN, 2 AN
l’ Wr Ahes 29 anln I:,'m‘f\&

AN

T
WK

AN

1IN

N

W

AN

Yl Hypolhetical Casc8_2

‘Peunams Paftt L 13903 W7
After e (10 4o artey s ul)

WL Lapy s LA P27 3L AL TME b SR MOE tilk Ik WE oL 1AL iME a8 M0k M2:
i E g 4 # - -
. R— st m—————— b = 3
, ¢

N

Y Hypothetical Case8_}

“Pernmmi Patre § LPAaE, 38T
T ARes 4 0 mmlmmm
- b

1287 13071

L3878 fdn 1A% 3L 3E WL M2

Y Hypothetical Case9_1
T Pdng 1 | 3THAF, 8. N
Tuatmed Peslod 2 1302, 854N
i Wrdhu\‘ﬂnﬁnmﬁ:

SN

Hy poﬂwhcal Case9 2
Tttt Foird 17 (ARS4E. 401 ‘S‘»
Tl Folpst 2 L39O2F. WY
T After 4 bea (10 i datersad

HIN

vaolhetical Case9 3
Termunnd Pt 1+ 12046, 2 HN
Taprared Polnt 3 I3030F, 4034
T AfRer 4 dies (10 sty Dvtrrvad]

1357 150k ML o lEsn b

PR

152 S CU 1 2

EE L AR O 3

H)polhehcal Caselo 1
“Taunard Poiest |2 36T, 42.
Tattiend Poliag 2 LAIPF, 4.m
Tsunass Fulea_ 3 LIABE. 43,105
T aferd b

Tustownst Pairt

Bive
sgn 4 LT Afrdbe

N

AN

HIN

N

proﬂu-nml Caseld_2

[E 3T T
Tnatnb Puled 2 LWL 420N
Faiuirial Pulisd 3 EY940F, 43434

snberelt

hoa]

AN

N

WN

AN

N T

Hypolhelxca! Casel0
ot Peder. £: LIRANE, A2 40N
Trouami Faint 2. {39ISY, L HN
Tsmnami Pedot X 139.50€, D3N

Fig. 9 D|recnv1ty of tsunami

HeH mM3Z (8

T M25%) 2002.6

81



2uHod x| Zlof| o

Table 2 Comparison of results between hydraulic tsunami mode! and ray tracing model(continue)

Case Tsunami model Ray tracing model Comparison
ARERI7L dUEe 2 & S | duX|=50| Sl TEEHR| ket (v|xF Zagte tech
otate] Hajy} Ao o|xl= Yol

ol @zt 2A EX o)

0 2

1-2 ” ” ”
1-3 ” " "
BtEel 27|17t MEHe2 34 Sofoiolix| S8lo] thatE|e] HEk ofsl & |ujxEh HRTS JIXIoY, S| ool Afe
2-1 el AZ|Zt 21D tistEe] JEe2 |kl HEEE AE el 01||-17<| &840 Tsunami modeloll M =
SsictoliA 2 5t £ Z Eesld ok
cHEol 9lA7t SalekiM Jiotel oot _
2o |olA LLZH ;,‘TS:{ -(})”wr f QI(JE.HOF hstElel PEe 3 WAD ofux| | Ssiet 2R ojux HEHAOI
_ A ot 2 up4! é- o r _ _ -
o) i e SE0| Ssfor MY syokoll S Tsunami modelll M= & ZH=E1 Uct
—_ 1
EhEol f(x7t 42 odotnt ZHsIUe | Skl I/ HE=Hs olUXIES0| |l ZBS I, Sl ctof el
23 |4 PE|L2} Ssidctol= tEtEel o | M= flLAX| &8 40| Tsunami modelo A =
e g olaf imolatel mturt AHLk=(]drt 2 EEs ok
CI&E 9| = L. x™Me AL
o & ae o amons 2| Sditoel oluxl =80l M= o|Sae PENN olxTSH|
of 1 [ = 5 A — - - . - ._
31| jonas 2tmxioio] A = zimap XNE ONUTIL SEHAE BN |tsunami modelIME B Easls 2g
v = "oz amsE %s ae stolg # glck,
=o
SofetollM 2 wnE UFE = UAC | oA s B0l Seet MAo| HEE F Ray tracing LEOIM AMEE Esf otol| A
32 AEh 2| ol X|FH S & 40l tsunami modeloil A
= tHEEX| Yot F 28o| Ao|sh 23t
e MESIUCE
3-3 " " ”
] Hl2E ZRZES X0 Esfololl A
i |EHEOIM 0F 2 mas assm ggas dgez 2 dursse m| Tt SHEE TP SHEd A
gout thHZ 2 ot £ (2 1m) | B0l Sof ofot wWEelolM pE | oL 5SSOl Tsunami modelol =
= _1‘_,"‘_9_45'; UL
SofielollM 2 mtaot SFEX] gk |iaEle] daeR ol4X|sEo| HalsEof | ojx|HEs A0l sl  Eolu}
4-2 Solledeloll ofAx|7t EEEE AE &2l |tsunami modeloilAlel 2 mes HNtE
x| uCt
=2 L{X|SE ESH =3} ok CCHSIX
o1 ] 2 oluixsE Eo seleol S|, o0 g
Ak
5o Ssiet SExWE HLXITF0l|Saet BRx|del ol X HEE o]
- "
0| F0iH tsunami modeIOIIHE LHERLER] ebRte
53 : olL{Rl BE B0l OIFOXIK g |BIxE RS HECH
6-1 " " "
6-2 ” " "

chEo fIX|7t ZtoIZ A Foll HAZ|SH OlHX|SES| tF 20| 2{Aloteiokat ¢ | BAloledelolAe] of|LiX|IRIEEA0| tsunami

|
0f Aot ¢ighiM= 2 HEg ol e | 2otz HEEUeH 2L 2 S8l |modelol A & & S otofAef of
7-1 L 22|utet Sl E 2 imel Tt ookl EEsleE duXie Ssiedel T HXIES Al ESE tsunami modelol A
n7F ZEskdct BX (A 28l HE=AJCE & 2 ozt é’gﬂoi H| =5t BOlgtE
Zh=ch
7-2 ’ "
CHS0[ Y& oloto] 2X5l0y YEoioh Ray tracing R&ollA= Safjodetoll A of
ojMet Z mol 53 HX|ZE0| EH=RU2L} tsunami modglol]
7-3 " Me Y23t e{Alotedetol 2 Bt =
HE|HEg # SsedotoMe 2 Tt
EM =X otk
ettt Ssie @YoM 2 oot B olUXISE0| Yoty Saeiet B8 | SsfotMolM 2 uvt SHEUon,
81 E=dch (=) 2m, 2%, Hal) X, ':'XI‘”OH HE(271, "a). ray tracing modeldl M= Al S5 S8
ookl o XTI S At0| EF L
%EF.
SsgclolM 2 maot BEEX| Uk | Salictez e oUX|EF0| HE(S, | SsictolM o iXEFZEA0 Holu)
8-2 224 tsunami modelol M= &2 =7l EHE

x| gkekct

82 =RX[SEE =2 Hed Hcs (S F25%) 20026




ZOHK
o=

o X|Zlof| 2ofst Saiote] X|Tishe

Table 2 Comparison of results between hydraulic tsunami model and ray tracing model
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