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Fig.1

Residual field of model which is derived by reduction of
calculated anomaly from observed one. Contor interval is
100 nT. Positive residual zone over caldera floor is
separated into two parts by lineated depression just
over B—crater (shown by thick dotted line), which may
imply thermal demagnetization beneath it.
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Fig.2 Residual profile along N—S in figure 1, dot line is
assumed smoothed magnetic residual before demagneti-

zation.
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Fig.3 Calculated anomaly by two-dimensional model along
N-S profile, where magnetization contrast for each
body and magnetization direction are 'as follows ;
A : central cone, |J|=09A/m, B : B—crater,
4J3=-120A/m, C: caldera floor, 4J=5.0 A/m,
direction of magnetization is assumed to be inc=60°.
Magnetization of body B and C may be obtained by
summation with it of somma edifice D, |Jpi=12.4A/m.

— 39 —



