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Abstract: The V-shaped conjugate strike-slip fault system is defined as strike-slip faults with obtuse conjugate angles, whose
opening side has an acute angle between the V-shaped faults, pointing to the direction of maximum extension. Previous studies on
V-shaped conjugate strike-slip faults mostly focused on their development background and associated dynamic mechanisms.
However, few literatures exist to comprehensively review the geometry and kinematics of V-shaped conjugate strike-slip faults.
Here, we firstly summarize previous findings on the geometry, kinematic characteristics and formation mechanisms of existing V-
shaped conjugate strike-slip faults, and then select the V-shaped conjugate strike-slip faults in the southeastern Tibetan Plateau for
a case analysis. The characteristics of V-shaped conjugate strike-slip faults in the western United States, central and western
Eurasian plate and central Tibet show a negative relation among conjugate angles and corresponding fault slip rates and fault
lengths. The four formation mechanisms of the V-shaped conjugate strike-slip faults are 1) the fault planes experienced rotation
after their formation, 2) the faults were reactivated along preexisting structurally weak zones, 3) the faults followed the paired
general shear model and 4) the fault evolved according to the maximum-effective-moment criterion. Integrating analyses of
geophysical data, elevation difference and geometric characteristics, we infer that the development of V-shaped conjugate strike-
slip faults (Batang-Litang and Derong-Xiangcheng faults) in the Chuan-Dian block in the southeastern Tibetan Plateau, is
consistent with gravitational spreading of the Tibetan lithosphere under the paired general shear model. This provides important
insights for understanding the continuum crustal deformation in the southeastern Tibetan Plateau.

Key words: V-shaped conjugate strike-slip faults; geometry; kinematics; formation mechanism; southeastern Tibetan Plateau;

structural geology.
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Fig.1 Pure shear conjugate model for the formation of
strike-slip faults (modified form Fossen, 2016)
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Fig.3 Sketch map of the San Andreas-Garlock conjugate strike-slip fault system (a) and the conjugate angle (b) (modified from

Hatem and Dolan, 2018)
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a. b2 AT ) W7 2 R 4 9 FE M) S IR 2RSS A R R B B RL I (KO, Y A R R 3 B RO 4 (KB Karliova Basin) . F (477 HE i A G
5B DU 42 ¥ 2y A (mm/a) B2 8 < (1) Kozact ez al. (2009) 5(2) Cetin ez al. (2003) 3b. b — 4% % 48 67 W7 3 90 ¥ 7 24 3L 400 475 O 135° EAF . &R

LN LA B2 NAF U229 TRI e 28 T 328 Ui IX



1426 HERFF=  http://www .earth-science.net

o548 %

2012; Walters et al., 2014). 15 3 ¥ R 2 B ) & i 1
KA a4 8 1939—1967 47 2 [ , 12 Wi 24 (1 1% 2 7=
AT 6 R AL R B R T 3R JK B3R (Erizinean ) |
P4 #5824 %548 (Mudurnu Valley) (39.5°E~31°E) #Y
i 27 b F R L T i W 2 0 R IR PR CER R Ay
Jig & W % (Ketin, 1969; Ambraseys, 1970; Barka
and Kadinsky—Cade, 1988).

IR G AN FE R 0 W 28 3R B0y 22 Tié S T SRR AE B A
T AN FE R B A 5 BT Rz AR AR S B AR Xz Bl L AR
23 (8] b, 3% W 4N R 2K BRB0 IR AT AE i b v
T, 414 400 km, I B — FR A A % 2 0 W 24 Be 20 A
(Khalifa ez al., 2018; Kokim and Inceoz, 2018). Wi
S04 )5 sl E) g o J& 1B i (Arpat and Saroglu,
1972) , BB 78 22~27 km. 4% % 44 F6 7] W0 W7 24 78
T Bl Sy W DY 28 W Bl 20 11 mm/a(Ce-
tin ez al., 2003) , B4 GPS(Global Position System)
J InSAR (Interferometric Synthetic Aperture Radar)
B 43 B T A5 1 3 3 Ry 8~13 mm/a (Walters
et al., 2014; Aktug et al., 2016) . K H I+ 27 1 5
ST AT B 0 R B Bk

At — 7K % 9 F6 R Y 3 B0 Wy 24 AE RS 2 I e AR
T, T AL 2 A FE R W R A R i B R
T KT ARG NFEF W24 . s sh sl R R/, b
YR FE F 0 T 241 K b Bl R 5 b BT Sl R H
A AN —BVE T AR 2 98 FE ) V. Doy 47 33 T ol XL JE 11
T gl R b A — Sk
23 MHUBHEEEVERAR

ET1 R Al e 0 DIV Al B 1) ilf 43 08 T b I b IX
A 0 R A% Ry, IF I W T B T R — R AR
U E W T 2L, DL A B RE Bl B 5 Bz A7 Al e AL 1) Bk
AR R (4 85 A8 I (Shnizai ez al., 2020). Horb, #f
TR A e E 1 W 24 (Herat Fault) 5 2% 8 22 Ji 5k 1 W7 24
(Chaman Fault) 7¢ B & 7 3t 50 21 ok — 2 50 5 K
S (K 5a) , w98 5 B EE — NP Al e 1) ilf 43 52
P Iy MR 5= = VAl 1 B T T R
T ) P B V7 RUEEAE (Yin and Taylor, 2011),
FALHE £ R/ A 130° ([ 5b).

LR BT 20 — A% R R R 48 A 2k R AL
FHXS RS E R TE B BRI R Bl 5 /A 2 28 2 1Y
RSN DI B W E A S [ VRS
2 T L 14 ST S AT R AR G AN ) P S il 2 B 3
St A 730 km, 78 B E VT AR b £ 1) P4 iy A
T2 WP P i 2 A B (Boyd ez al., 2007; Ruleman

etal., 2007). 5347 7€ W 24 J& Sk B K 00 308 T — oo
IR ) 3¢ B T 24 A 3K — B B A7 b 1 3 BR B B o
B DR AT KA B RS 3R B O D
P = i R T N RN EAT R S RS LR T
11576 B i A9 2 B, {2 Tapponnier ez al.(1981)IAH H
HI Y A J0E 62 7% A & AR A b oz 5 DR 24 A6 88 5 =2 A B
AT U K 2L LR T 2R b BT B Ry 2~
3 mm/a(Mohadjer ez al., 2016 ) , F Hi I & ¥ 2)) 4 R
<2 mm/a(Mohadjer ez al., 2010).

A A Wy 4R v I i R B 3 R ) E T T R
— S Hh S G T R RR AR IR T BT R T R
TS 0 3H M X T AR B Rl A S 1R 09 M e AR TR
(Shnizai ez al., 2020). £ 2 Wi 24 4 K 860 km, 3 1]
N10°-35°E, #5 i & R & FL 2% (Katawaz) & b | 0 4
ol W A R M B R B R AR Y 3B A (Shnizai
etal., 2020) . FEM B HOR W, A T AFERE L, Law-
rence ez al.(1992) M 1525 2 Wi 24 H 25~20 Ma H I
T Bl LAk Y Wi 3l 2R O 19~24 mm/a. Shnizai ez al.
(2020) 38 33 A7 55 1 vh B B D 75 A = 0 24 B g T
BV B %k 3.5~4.5 mm/a. LA R JE |, Moh-
adjer et al.(2010) i F§ GPS 1 InSAR 1] 75 M 24 4t B¢
B W Bl RO 181 mm/a. At 2 W7 24 K il & 4 5
T AR b 5T 0 2 R o AR B 25 Rk L HL
W 275 DU 208 3 2l 3 258 D\ VG 7 1) AR b 1) 3 T R AR Y
e ALK A T Sh R BE 2 B T A e ST Vi
B Bl W 24 I S ) TR 2 T 2R AT L X LT A T
Bl F 5 T, A5 2 W A X T R A W A
24 ARPEHESEAVERAR

B A AR LR | B Al e 55 T Al B 1 4 25 il 4
T RT PR R DR Y B TR BT R e R P R R R A
[ PN A8 (‘Tapponnier et al., 1986) . 1£ V5 i 7R 6 , 43
i % — 4~ 98 200~300 km , & 1 500~1 800 km , Jf
— Z 5 L E W 2L A R W7 224 (Yin and Tay-
lor, 2011). i 45 2L B0 Wi 24 VE BE N — RIT 48 Al A 2
A FEBEA — RILEE A L ULt b AR 1) A2 i
A T 2 (A AR W 28 T G R T 2 R A
S4) 20 B AR G LA R B b VS ) A T A e 2
(PLAEE — AR AR AT i A L) 4
i (Taylor ez al., 2003).3f H. ,ixX 2 3L 40 58 15 Wr 3L 5
HAL s g ma b 1 25 A& F ¥ R B
6 1) 2R AN, 6 I8 e KPS g J5 1] o, 7 X3
[F] B AR B4 2R P4 ) e e 0 R I 1) Wi 4 (Taylor ez al.
2003) , 3X L& W 4 i 2 50 K/ FE 125°~15072Z [



55 4 39

TR A VRS N U R R AL A R G T R D AR R G R A AU TR R R 1427

65°

35°N

30°

25°

f ﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%

N WA

’\/-\ T ]

BB 55 DY 203 30 J& 2 (mm/a)

70° T°E

70&

CF: 75 2 Wi HF: jff b 5 7 3¢

H B OEWR

Pl 5 BT AR B i DX S8 i 4] (20 A Shinizai ez al., 2020)
Fig.5 Regional tectonic map of the central Eurasian plate (modified from Shnizai ez al.,2020)
a. TP AR — 2 2 A v 2 R 0 HE R EI N SR DU 28 1 3l 2R (mm /a) {3 < (1) Mohadjer ez al.(2016) ;(2) Shnizai ez al.(2020). b.

P — £ e 3L W 243 0 A

(K16)(Yin and Taylor, 2011).

1E L35 324 b, Taylor et al.(2003) il i 55 =
22390 o e R A A AR — i AR AUE P T Y L 5 L A5
1) 3 4 A1 S e Dy 2B T 2 0 S 2 L RS N
12 km. Eh%i&béﬂri{%%ﬁz\% e L 5 e
i 2445 A i, DL AR Y R G I ) 15~5 Ma (Bian
etal., zozo)ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ%zm%@ﬁﬁﬂa‘@ A
S G 1 AR ek 3 A S Ok W T R AT

ISEL
A ARG — B — g4 2 R L P L TR R
T Y R B DT 2 AR A PG N A A Wy 2EOE 1)

N70°E, by 5058 i Wi 2 R i b 32, 8ot BH 8 42 i
FE W R (Taylor ez al., 2003) , 44 120 km. H #i %

T AT A W 24 0 T e B R Y B Y B = AT R Y
W (Taylor and Peltzer, 2006) . I 4 & W W7 24 R 19 1
SRR — 9 R R IR R, HOE 17 08 NS5'W, B
A7 WE L W B RRAE . 25 ] b RLREE — 9 R T R
W B 20 s b BB K B W 2 E 17 NSO'W L, K 4y
45 km. Fg B 40 2 55 W R E LR I 1 5 il ik
K2 170 km, 55 W 1 75 P4 E [l 19 PR 2 M) (Tay-
lor et al., 2003).InSAR 4l 53§71 15 H Hr A 55 — 94
JZ % W 2400 A7 BE GE W %N 2~4 mm/a(Taylor
and Peltzer, 2006; Wang ez al., 2019).

H A TC A — s A 4 0 T B 24 3R L T 74 5
LT R R N TR FE, H TR
B W7 2 1) B R A b S B A R A e E T R
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a. VU R R A B T AR 5 b IE P R AR I R DA AR RSB O R SE — 2 RS WR © H T BC RS W R O AR BT 2 O R
WS ; © R L . (1) X5 W45 (2022)5(2) Shi ez al. (2014) ;Wang et al. (2021) ;(3) Hollingsworth ez al. (2010);Li et al. (2022) . (4 {57

HE Ay BT I 565 00 208 98 Bl A (mm /) 37 8

BLE T H T IC R W 28 AT 5% IR I 2 B R S,
B 18] N60°=707E , I\ &€ 45 7 [ 3z 17 5 5 4L 04 5% = ]
FE A A5 54 4, 61K 29 360 km (Taylor and Peltzer,
2006 5 X & W45, 2022) . % W B AL B Al T~
14 km(Taylor ez al., 2003). 1 sl % J5 i , H T A
B DT 224 G BECH A U ¥ T R O 0.2~0.3 mm/a( Xl
WA, 2022) , InSAR K Hs I 4558 13 R 2.0~
6.6 mm/a (Taylor and Peltzer, 2006; Wang et al.,
2019) . % 3t P6 Wr 2 R w00, A AT G BT R R 4
250 km, 5E 6] 7 N70°W . 4% 17 55 W7 24 6 55 U 20 5
M E A 2.0~4.5 mm/a ( Shi et al., 2014 ; Wang
et al., 2021) , B4 K MW B K s o 1~4 mm/a
(Wang et al., 2019). H 1 e 5 Wr 24 55 4% 56 W 2472
Wl EHA—EE.

iR — 0 A Ik O T R L R T G g R A
B e T W R AR AR i I 2 T AL B R Ay L
M, 5E 1] NE-SW, B A 7 Jig 56 1 R Ak . 8 5 B 2406
BPER/N  InS AR HHf ) 754 5 W7 224 144 0 2 1R Dy
0.5~2.5 mm/a (Garthwaite ez al., 2013; Li et al.,
2020) . i 5t Wr AL T AL BT R R A 0, A A e

S MR AR . H S U 42 W Bl 320l 4.2~5.4 mm/a
(Hollingsworth ez al., 2010;Li et al., 2022) ,InSAR
B W os WA RN 8 33 1~5 mm/a(Garth-
waite et al., 2013;Li et al., 2020).1951 4 il 1952
AF W A T 2 B 3 0 I AR — o B A A Ol kA
T M,8.0 F1 M, 7.5 KHZ (Li et al., 2020). B ALk
F, V0 0 Dy 24 AR T S DR 4 ) Bl AR A K
TG EB W 2L 4 T B
2.5 “VVEUHIEEBMT R ILAFE RIS I FERHENG
T X B AR 4 A DXl 3 B R AR A B
s IR O SR A S R X eV T R
I 4 7 24 AR I 0 0% S 24 1 Ab AR R TR) 09 R 3
2R/ N = ) L (51 S (5 o] B e O = R 7 N
e LR AV AR IR A E W W R T M TR R
ol 4547, 5 PO g 0 ) 5% AR O, A 455 1 1 3k i
(6 35 B2 1% 7K - 32 3l 3K 3l 5 ek it in 8 30 14 46 )
9K By ) A e B B (E 7 DA 3 LAy B b B v A ) Ak
P #) (Ratschbacher ez al., 1991). % T He ih 4t
4,00 43 A AE WO Al B PE AR < VORISR A R S R
Bt A E B K, B R EE S JF B 5 Pk ik iR
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ey SR bR

AR RENFCR T — I Z IR I R S
T AN FE I B A 6 3 A O, A 2 — R e S A Dy 2
W18 0 5 db B b A k% A & (Ruleman
et al., 2007) ; XF WL, 4340 FE B e 9 i B 24,
VST v S 17 S B T 2 R B 2 (LU A Y LA
I, TE IR M A & A2 6% Y in and Taylor(2011) B
A F 5T 4 I P b O [ B AL 1 RT AR ST M
SEHIESE A G .

i 3k X e R LA 2E 5 58 3 S H0R)
L RV TP I = o TSR B NN B
S8 ) R B OO R (K] Ta) X Fh 56 R U HAE
W7 224 ¥ 2 9 R <75 mm /a i} B B AR I A SR A 0 AR
A BE R 7R B MR K T ~5 mm/af5 , L4 A
1) £ B A8 b R BE /0N L A 3 e BT 7h & B, R B £
H/IN 5 W7 SR A, 52 B0 A OGO R T A A

R W 53 U 2 22 18 B0 40 Wi SR A A 22 0 6 M) I i 3
JHE W 4 A e I B 0 O I R L AT AR AR
2 2 WA A K B 7 A B T RS A 3t R R
SEHE 1 K /I 5 W7 2R Bl R I B SRR 2 ] Y O
o S R W58 T I Y B UL S 0 ok g — AP
o #r

3 VT HEISLHE I 2 al K AL il

KTV RIS P Ky 2R LR BTNAR T
REZW A FEZS R AR SEAL . (1) Wi 2 57 U 1
14 J SR % 5 (2) Wi 208 T e 77 #3554 5 (3)
T 2530 70 X A — B 0 DR 5 (4) Wiy 2458 S e KA
R HEE I
3.1 WREUIERE R
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V / W0 %
8 W2 iy e s (M A Freund, 1970).

Fig.8 The rotation of fault planes (modified form Freund,
1970)

I 2 T A A i e

FA) A b A T BT 2 0 T e T A A R
FE 2 (1) — M BHE — A7 40 78 5 Z B W5
P, e AR FRAR b 5 (2) AR B 2 W 46 5 46 05 U7 10 4)
IR Je ff ol S W W LT HEAT Y 5 (3) Wi 4 — BB AR, Bk
PRI AR T 3 0 W W 0 3 B, 1 TR B 2 1 A4
R BE R T FE B R R AN S 5 (4) He ki 3 0 ) O [n)
50 30N R A T B | o VR 24070 B 1 e R Iy 4
Z90 38 3o JUARY @ 2 2t 5 4 0 1 O 1mp (11 8)

Cloos(1955) 75 Kl - B8 52 6 v A 90, W 20 5
W7 4 4 490 4f L 56 £ Sl 55°~60°. e 41 B — 28 /)N
TR 1 T 457 B8 S A (G B 2 T K, I A e s
A 90° 5 B K AY J& ff . Freund (1970) ik A Cloos
(1955) 4 5 5 Gk B, 2L 8 Ffy 04 388 K2 i T 89 VI il &
A= T e, Ay V1A Y v 5 D) T 9 JiE i S — R LA
REPE BRI LA R R I T BT V5 B bR 4 A B R
P Freund (1970) #& 7 Wi 24 % 5% 1 5 19 JLATT 56 & .
B9 R T HEsE S (r) AR (d) , FHAR T 24 2 18] 1Y 5
JE Cw) AP A () Z Ay G & s

w

b= , (3)
cos s
d sin r
SN (4)
b cos(s+r)
J— wsin r (5)

cos scos(s+r)

A e WU 89 07 10 47 T e KALAR 7 1] 1
JiE e 1) £ JEE A2 T o, A U, LS 1) A R AT RE
KTFBNT rod w Fls+r B K/ANAT DL E 3045 {1
2 TR RS, w AT RER /N TR 1R 96
32 BIRERTAGFHEFRST

JoAF WS A 5 e A W 2O R T R S
R AU A TR R R E 50,
1My EL 5 e i 20 2 i PL ] (BB O 55, 2021) . 78 BF

P9 W7 TE e R 2 Jm i JLATAR Y (0 A Freund, 1970)
Fig.9 A geometrical model of the restoration of the strike-
slip faults (modified from Freund, 1970)
r BERE Ff1 sd SLRS s, AR AR T 2L 2 ) B 8L 5. BT U A

Hb AR YR 2RO AR BT — R 53 A TE A
Bl 5 A A TP AR TR R R OB A A 2 R
FE T A XA B T R A W L PR, 2 5 A BT A
GRS — i) W T RETE e A e s A E
P OGP B A M B o 0 ] DL A, L m) DL B A
(FBA AR, 1981377 K=, 1984).
3.3 HTRBFENE AT IER

W 224 14 T8 RS A e T 1 g AR 3 ke T 3
W B 200 1 R AR R 2 (Yin and Taylor, 2011). 24 i
AR Ry IRl Bl ), 208 AT G 2R A4S 5 D AR 22 v DU
ILHTWT 2L A R b, R AZ R AR B 1)l 2 T
PE 2 N AR RS S AR A, AT RE 2308 B n &2
Z« 1) 55 4 Wr 24 45 X ( Tchalenko , 1970 ; Wilcox
et al., 1973) Naylor et a/.(1986) 3 I H {5 /R 5§ ) v]
LR £ 4 1] BRL 35 ) R0 20 85 U 09 — i 85 U0 2% 4 T B
& XT AE — % 55 U] B AL (Yin and Taylor, 2011) J&
& 0E— ey YR T, 76 WS AH AR AT BB A A R
55U 7 ) 9 5 Y)A H, R E R AL 8T YA i HLAE
IR S UIAR 22, T IE 3R T B T A AV R 3 A
SEW WAL (18 10).Yin and Taylor(2011) 18 i ¥ 46 45
LS R WY A T b e B b 08 A R TS 5T B0 4R ] B
A B E YT AR TR B R] DR RV R 2 B Y
I 284 . 5L RS 5y DA 40 52 50 45 3] 1Y V7 R S Bk i
W 24 B A DLR Re A (1) i SR B8 i 59 1) 3 3 8 i ok
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Fig.10 Paired General Shear deformation model (modified
from Yin and Taylor, 2011)

7 N TS AR IE At 5 (2) B R B ) 2 7 3l i 1Y i1 %
TE R, SR 5 N8, A BB R BT U1 & 2508 i
AT [) 25 J5S 85 U1 1 20 5 ) B9 IE W )2 (3) W S = AR A
TS T8 Bl 5 1) 8 I s e K ) e 2 e/ 5 (4) B 4 At
i Ve 5 5 A L S i 2l J 1) ) T s R B, AR R ) JS A
Ji& 5 (5) e 598 ) H A IR 5 1) ) A1 Jié B 0 A BE A
K5 (6) 7 B T Ve 8 8 Jr ] 52 9l ) e 43 A, e K AL
B iU A LT By K L E O R AR B
V7RSS T W AR R U R R B U) S R R
P A 7 ) (4 £ B DA o (8] 1] 0 28 W RS AR TR R
G155 L )5 5 DA AR J 5 3 0 W SR A L RS I 3l 1)
B ) B S T B, AR UK ] BRI W B i e L ALt 3
B T 4 I B S R 28 JS RO BT LA S VR
0 5 i W 2438 FH T MR AR AL i 6% 0 i A A
34 B REFHEKXKE R AN E (Maximum-
Effective—Moment) ;%

I A0 s 1 B 170 W 2R R B 4 B 0 A 22 )
AR T DX 2 T e K R N 7 T ) W 54 52 AR = A
(3l 5 h 607) , J5 & Bl fA (Gl S 110°). 5 Y14
(White ez al., 1980) . J&& 4 4% B% 1 (Platt and Viss-
ers, 1980) FHL 4747 (Anderson, 1964) J& I 71 1/
T A A R R AR T 25 R e AT 3 [ RRAE R AR TP
T A AF S TR0 TE A 8 M e . E e N ) L BE
K AR T 0 5 ) 5 B DR 00 5 1) AE G BE e L L
Ji &7k, Zheng et al (2011) #8774 XA TE 1Y
e KA 2 4 2 W (Maximum-Effective-Moment
Criterion) , H7E £ B 3R7R N

1
MC;;ZE(al — 03) Lsin 2asina (6)

NIV

N\ -SSR 0.77(0,m0)/2

. i
0" 15°  30°

|
45° 54.7°60° 75 90°

M =0.5(c,~0;)Lsin2asino
P11 A8 o DU dR KA R JE E U (B H Zheng
et al.,2011)
Fig.11 Coulomb criterion and the maximum effective mo-
ment criterion (modified from Zheng ez al.,2011)
0, oy BRI IR 5 o o) RIS D) T2 B] 04 A B S L. AL
AR 8 XA 7R T DA S 6 38 T S L0 0 A5 ) A 5 K A X ek
W5 T Gomez-Rivas and Carreras(2008 ) 5% 5 Hh 42 14 it $lc i 5 4 4~
H At # Kurz and Northrup(2008) £ [ 25 5L b 2 i 4 4~ 3L 58 £

K M JER KA, (67— o) IREM B KA
(4 JE R BE L L R IR o, J5 1] 19 B AR BE o o il
15 o, Z IR HY 28 i1, HEDE o an el 11.Z B 321,
Mo Sk 54T A A B R R X R Y ) B D)
e A R AR TR) IR 3 7R 2 S i DR 2
T 1] o) () 50 47 2 109.4°.

Fe KA M A W B AR () SR
FEAE 22 5 I F) , WA 7 Jie K J3 36 0 1) . — ELR g 25
Ik BB R JE AR5 B BT U0 R 23 AE — AN SO AN T
] L R B TR B . 24 25 5 W S /N T A R R
B I AN T8 B 5 (2) TC e M4 REE 2 5 i i 2 E 1
JOT R, A% Tl [ M ) 3 2 45 1) S 1 0 o AR B 2 AT
LFER B BT U1 (4 75 ) 34 ] TP AT e KA AR
J1HE 7w L I o, GG SR B R 109.4° 5 Bk TE
5, I HAE N A8 38 B ~50% Z /i, A B A 42 Bl v AR
8 18 R 4G R 5 (3) H 7 i KA R i 3k U i R
U AE 107 7~10"m, 109.4° 9 K /N AR 52 ¥ 1 R B 1Y
BRI 5 (4) F T FTAFRLRE , 55 KA %0 6 07 1) 1 A5 %
FU ¥ B8 2 BHIE LB IR — A0 v D R 2 A e v U R

SO 3 U A4 RE 4 R ECER TR RE TR A
AR % 4 32 R 2 (Ranalli, 1995). %4 7 3 3 76 A% & |
AV PRl 0 g 02 A8 2R ) 25 0 T R B ME AT K, i A
o U 1 PR RN N A8 2R 14 45 1 T R B B4 TR
R T A8 — B IR Ml 24 v ), 0 5 D7) A v T 2 )
FUR Aoy e K R ) SR A e I g R R
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R AR AR AR 4 B V) I 28 A9 L6 1 =457 A9 15
Dl B

A A ST R R PV
I 3 7

P F T = B AR B Sk 0 )1 Hb H g2 DL feE oK
T — /N VT W 247 A0 2T 3] — 2 242 L W 24 Ok i A 1
I8 B K (Xu er al., 2003). % #b X H#b 5¢ %2 3] T
W-E [ $F FFE N-S [ i, B2 07 1 580 I N
T 1) AR 50 1 B o 2k a0 R R I A AR R G 1 i
Fs} &1 Jig % ( Tapponnier ez al., 1986) , A It 437 T %
X e REA ZEBILEI (Suetal., 2012).

FENE ML e S, & B P 4L E 1] 3 Bk
W7 284 sk 7 2 T T A B D) O ) AH R, o HE A AR
1Y) 1, BT RN M A AR A O R R U sh Ak A Y U L 41
A A% e G W W2 & (Su et al., 2012). —4H5E 17 K
NE-SW, B A 47 e & W 07 %, (48 Ju e b 24 | e
Wi AR SR W 2L 5 o) — 4156 o NW-SE, B A Z2 i€
WAL AL 5 YR B 2L . S IR 2L b ) BB 24 (Su
etal., 2012). 3% ¥ 5 W Wi 2440 B AH 38, W-E [ ¥ [
1) J& f 72 100°~140°. B 4% — P 3 e 490 5 1 0 24 ()]
R 2005; Zheng et al., 2011) fl & W — 15 5@ 4L
3 i DRI AN )1 T AR 1 s R A, 3 7 4 A B
W 24 AH B AT HES , PR R AR 3 2 I SRR N
AR TV 1 F L 2 B A . AR S A 4 b B 4 — P
0 S 1 B SR S — 45 5% L i T DR Y AR R
REAE  [R) B 285 B 1 SCT R V7 AL B0 5 W 7 24 9 6
LML, > R0 75 7 v I R i 5 1 L A R 38 1 72
JEALH] .
4.1 B IEYELIEE S W RS

[0 33 — 3% L e v T L e — R 5 AT
R (L 12) . FLE K246 ) NW-SE, B A A2 18 W
FRAE 5 U9 T 2458 16 NE-SW, B A 43 i€ & 1 45 1E
(Suetal., 2012).Wilson ez al.(2006) #8 i 5 W J1 5
A d5 R SCEOULER B NW i) 2 JiE S W 7 24 R
NE [1] 47 Ji€ 25 W W7 24 2 40 B, S b 1 U 9% by 284 2
B U7 28 AT i L AT R AT . 2R 424 (2005) 45 A
HER ) B Y7 R IR AL GPS I SRR, b T
EL 39 — L 1T 26 7 TR A M 5% 32 Bl G R S B
BT T B B AR 2 B L 48 1 1989 4 1 U 6.7 R
FERY R, 2 T NNE [a] B3 W7 24 NW i) 2 355 1B
Uk 45 87 ) BT IR A 09 38 EW 1] 1F T 24 4 5Kk B 24 T
S, 46 Hh B I T 2 5 I U S A S A B D) A e Y

EL 3 — 3 e T 2 1w 1) S VR IE Af E R
80°, E-W [ 2 Hi /1 4 100°(Su ez al., 2012).

FE LA 3 Bl 24 J7 T, B 3 T 2 b R 1 g B 5
VG BRFIT, [0] P PG B e 2 00 VR VI3, A K 24 200 km,
1A SE 18] N3O°E, 81 17] NW . 4235 1 LAk, /K SF 1 3)
K 3~4 mm/a(JA R 45, 2005). HLPERT e — 4% 5
i 7K T] Wy 43T TP AT R AT AR Tk T e 24 (R 2
ZEAE | 2005) . /i NG T HL I W 24 A s ) R A B
R B A3 2K B A 165 km 2 400 km A 4§
(Zhang et al., 2015; Chevalier et al., 2016; Zeng
et al., 2020) . 8 3l A 7 T, FYE W 24 06 55 DU 20 1
o R h 2.3~4.0 mm/a (Xu et al., 2005; Zhou
et al., 2007 ; Chevalier et al., 2016). ¥4 GPS | &
JIT A5 3 55 W7 2419 A2 e E T R Ol 4.4+ 1.3 mm/a,
Frok R K 2.7+1.1 mm/a(Wang et al., 2008).
I, T Bl Bk A L W 24 5 3 0 Ty 2 7 e 5
DU 22 4 8 R R AT — Bk
4.2 BR—SHEEE B RIFE

15 9 T 2L 2 39l W 24 A5 TR B9 Ml X A R —
A LB E W2 & (18 13) , H E-W i) JF 1 2R 46 £
KN K 110°(Su et al., 2012) . 155 W % i 3 &K %
SF (1 r 24 21 A%, 5B 17 NE-SW, W 24K 4 100 km.
A by J5T R b 3R AR SR R W 2 LA A TR T R AE
Wi 24 TR Y15 22 il 35 il T A L 27 R E gk
Pk 8 km M1 14 km (Su ez al., 2012). % 3 W 2478 X
RN E M NW-SE, 1& {4 B2 25 ) 170 km, BA 72
JHE S W R S A UL I R T R AR Y S R A e R R
PERRAE V25 W 2, 4 VD VT 0 G 2% S 43 ) ek A e
755 15 km A1 13 km.
4.3 BEE IR R % E R T

Xof b 3R 1] R Ml B P S S 0 T 2 &R A 43 A ET LA
S WIE 5 T R R AR R s s 2 E L R 25 S
GPS 4 W7, 1 5¢ ) 5T DA 75 8 e S 9 8 T 4 [
LRE BRI AE AR M A, 0 AR R I i Bl B S TR AR
B 2K U L8 (Gan et al., 2007). 9K , H#i % T
T AR R Q] 3R Y 0 0T B ORI M 52 AR O AT
FEAE AR L. 3 B0 AR AR A i O Y < I B
R B A R (Tapponnier ef al., 1982) A1« F #i 5%
Wi AR A (Royden et al., 1997; Clark et al., 2005).
PR BB R A DA A KRR Y I B AR T R
TR T T 23 00 [ 5 1 k3, O R BE B 1 B A Y b e
A JE 0T M TR TR ) TA Ay R bl S TR A T
Ii] 55 JAL 00 2% 6 AT 98 PR T 3 B b e B R R % AL
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Fig.12 Sketch map of the Batang-Litang conjugate strike-slip fault system (modified from Su ez al., 2012)
T I — L T 2R A e L AR O 1 5 O 80°, A A /N 100°

28 1) o M P AR AR AR ML T . R BB P
14 T 20 B0 T T DT 2 B O — O L 0 T A
328 — & WAL B E W 2 M B AT R A, A2 B
E-W [a] i) Fe 45 R N-S [0] (9 4 2 V7 F B F F 48 1)
Py T 04 77 1) B 5 KR A T 1), e A 4o A
1 2L B DRy 284 17 S 8 T 2h 7E 3 I AR A5 A, 35 R 5 Y
2035 B E W WE 2 Freund (1970) 75 K 24 35 1] 1 Ji5 1]
E A TR v i M T S 4 7 4 (o) 58 % 1 AR R ()
FIT 24 8] 5 (W) BLAE AH DG . B 3 — B 9% W 24 Fn 15
5 — & ik W 24 2 (8] 8] B AE 80~110 km Z [A] , 2071
JHE 5 5 > 49 km (4 1 S IE R, R H AT 2% 5
1 15 km.Yin and Taylor(2011) £ Hi X} 8 — & 85 1)
BERL, 7E — BT VI T, 5 A A0 48 EL 35 1y 1) A s
14 — M B U1 5 rp TR B i B A R BY 1) Ak — X 3 B
Wi 4 2 . FE VD AR PLAE Y SRR I — i B U0 3 T LA
H 3 5 55 U1 AR ) T R AR T A SR AL, 2 T i g
W S 7 38 38 B B S8 S IROT R X 43 AE JL AT 25 4
b - EIER AR — S WA 5 Yin and
Taylor(2011) 48 H 5« V™ 5 I 4 7 24 — 5, (5 3L
B Ff1 E W /0N S0 LRI R R 27 0 1| TR R A 5 1)
R 75 ) e s (0 BRI He ez al.(2021) 38 1 Lg 3% )2

B AR At IE H R b 72 R A AE TE S ZU Y Lg
U, R R 45 5 i AR 5 A5 380 18 )1l DX o T i 52 IR
QuH , FTAMS o AR 2R R0 3 5 2R, A NI A
HR b 7R A TR AR 0 Bl (Xu et al., 2007 5 Zhou
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Fig.13 Geomorphic displacement along the Derong-Xiangcheng conjugate strike-slip faults (modified from Su ez al.,2012)
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