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Location of survey nets.
Arrow indicates azimuth
of the maximum down
tilting during Feb. 1985
and Feb. 1986.
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Fig. 2 Configuration of survey net D and E.
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Fig. 3 Tilt (down tilt) vs. azimuth and
best fit sinusoidal curve at net A
through D.
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Fig.4 Tilt (down tilt) vs. azimuth and
best fit sinusoidal curve at net

E.There are two ‘possibule solutions
( see text) .
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Vector diagrams of tilt at net A, B andC.
Field survey have been carrying on annually

in each February and additional one in Sep
—tember of 1984
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Vector diagram
of net D and E.




