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Fig.2 The spatial distribution of lithosphere magnetic anomaly in Mongolia on 2010. 0 (solid Line

denotes positive value, dashed line denotes negative value)
(a) AD; (l)) Al (G) AF; (d) AH; (e) AX; (f) AY; (g) AZ
(the unit of AF, AH, AX, AY and AZ is nT, the unit of AD and Al is arc minute (') )
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Lithosphere Geomagnetic Anomaly in Mongolia Area in 2010. 0
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Abstract

Using geomagnetic data of 119 measuring points in Mongolia from 2011 to 2012 obtained by geomagnetic

measuring, basing on the geomagnetic data calculated by Spherical Cap Harmonic and Surfaces Spline methods,

we obtained and studied the spatial distribution of the lithosphere geomagnetic anomaly in Mongolia in 2010. 0.

The results show that the lithosphere magnetic anomaly in east Mongolia were different with that in West Mongo-

lia, and the amplitude of anomaly was larger in western and less in eastern. There were 2 obvious structure of a-

nomaly magnetic in Mongolia, one was an arc structure at Southern boundary of western Mongolia and the other

one was a belt structure belong Baikal-Ulaanbaatar.

Key words: lithosphere magnetic field; magnetic anomaly; Mongolia area; Spherical Cap Harmoni; Sur-

faces Spline





