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The seismically active Atalanti fault in Central Greece: A steeply dipping fault zone
imaged from magnetotelluric data
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The WNW–ESE striking Atalanti fault is one of the large fault segments of the ca. 110-km-long WNW–ESE
trending Sperchios–Chalkis Fault System that subsided along the NE slopes of the Kalidromon and Chlomo
Mts. in Central Greece forming an extensive graben similar to the Corinthiakos Gulf. Although, the fault is
characterized by recent seismic activity, it has up to now not been investigated by means of geophysical
methods that could define the geometrical features of the structure in depth.
Magnetotelluric measurements performed along three 14-km-long profiles A, B, and C and across the fault
with a total of 28 stations indicate that its geoelectric strike is WNW–ESE. Two-dimensional bimodal and
the determinant of the impedance tensor inversions were applied to the data. The best data fit was achieved
using the determinant data. The resulting 2Dmodelswere further interpreted both separately and all together in
order to define the geometry of the structure down to a depth of several kilometers.
The derived resistivity model defines that the Atalanti fault strikes WNW–ESE and forms a damage zone that
contains two high-angle fault branches that dip at angles of 60° and 80° respectively. Thus, the interpreted ge-
ometry of the Atalanti fault and consequently the Sperchios–Chalkis Fault System differs from previous inter-
pretation of a low-angle extensional crustal structure. In addition, the electrical resistivity model indicates the
subsidence of the overthrust of the Internal Hellenides over the Parnassos zone toward the NNE from a depth
of 2 km to deeper crustal levels due to the Atalanti fault.

© 2012 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

The Hellenic peninsula exhibiting high seismic activity is intensely
stretched along the N–S to NNE–SSW trend above the Hellenic Sub-
duction Zone through the activation of large zones of weakness that
accommodate large amount of the contemporary crustal deformation
(Fig. 1a), especially in the inner or along theHellenic orogen as the latter
is defined by its backbone, the Pindos Mountain Range (PMR), Fig. 1(a).
This conclusion is supported by the fact that their activation has been
associated with very big and disastrous historical and instrumental
earthquakes (Papazachos et al., 2001). Among these fault zones, the
most prevalent ones are exposed in Central Greece, where they transect

obliquely the NNW–SSE orogenic fabric forming km-long segmented
fault zones such as the Corinth Gulf Fault System (C FS), the Sperchios–
Chalkis Fault System (S–C FS) and the Kremasta–Sperchios Fault System
(K–S FS) (Fig. 1a, b).

During the last two decades, several fault zones have been intensely
investigated in Greece, especially in cases when they were associated
with strong earthquakes. These investigations were based mainly on
the methods and approaches of neotectonics and seismology. An inter-
esting issue arising from this research concerns the dip angle of the
faults activatedwithin these fault systems since the Late Tertiary. In par-
ticular, Kranis and Papanikolaou (2001) and Papanikolaou and Royden
(2007) suggest that the NE-dipping Parnassos Fault Zone (or Boetikos–
Kifissos detachment), that bounds the NE slopes of the Parnassos Mt.,
dips to the NE at angles of ~30°. According to the same authors, the
Sperchios–Chalkis Fault System (or Ag. Konstantinos detachment) dips
northeast at angles between 20° and 45°. Karastathis et al. (2007) stud-
ied the shallow part of the seismically active Atalanti fault, a fault seg-
ment of the Sperchios–Chalkis Fault System, and estimated dip angles
of ~45°–49° for it. On the other hand, Sakellariou et al. (2007) suggested
that the NW–SE striking faults that bound the Central Basin of North
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Evoikos Gulf are high-angle ones. The extensional faults that crop out
south of the Corinth Gulf, in northern Peloponnesus, dip at angles
45°–55° (Armijo et al., 1996) or 40°–50° Sorel (2000). Although,
among the low-angle faults few have been documented as active ones
(see Collettini, 2011 and reference therein), the association between
the low-angle normal faults, ductile shear zones, and the exhumation
of metamorphic rocks as metamorphic core complexes has revolution-
ized the concepts of lithospheric extension over the past decade (Axen
et al., 1999 and references there in). As a result, based on the dip angle
of the faults, different modes of faulting have been proposed for the
large fault systems exposed in Central Greece. For example, Sorel
(2000) suggested that the steeper faults of the Corinth Gulf Fault Sys-
tem branch into the northern Peloponnesus detachment that is still
active under the gulf. In contrast, Armijo et al. (1996) proposed a me-
chanical model of the lithosphere in which the steep faults of the Cor-
inth Gulf Fault System played the major role in the formation of the rift.

The seismically active fault zones in Central Greece are very crucial to
define either the low-angle or high-angle geometry of the corresponding
zones and consequently to better understand the Late Tertiary–
Quaternary faulting that gave rise to the stretching of the Aegean plate.

It is noteworthy to mention that though the geophysical methods
can contribute to the visualization of the large scale crustal structures
at depth, they have hardly been used as an exploratory tool in Greece.
Only recently, a geophysical study was undertaken along the Atalanti
fault segment (Karastathis et al., 2007), but only the upper few hun-
dred meters were imaged.

The magnetotelluric (MT) method has been applied recently in
the study of large fault zones because it is sensitive to vertical/
subvertical structures characterizing many fault systems. Furthermore,

the fault zones are often associated with well conducting geoelectrical
structures (Ritter et al., 2005) like the San Andreas Fault in the USA
(Becken, 2010; Becken et al., 2008a, 2011; Bedrosian et al., 2002;
Unsworth and Bedrosian, 2004; Unsworth et al., 1997), the Snowbird
Tectonic Zone and the Tintina Fault in Canada (Jones et al., 2002; Ledo
and Jones, 2002) and the Dead Sea Transform Fault in Jordan (Maercklin
et al., 2005; Ritter et al., 2003; Weber et al., 2009). All these studies
were successful in revealing new important information about the geom-
etry of the fault zones.

Therefore, our objective is to image in depth the geometry of the
seismically active Atalanti fault, a fault segment of the Sperchios–Chalkis
Fault System, by using the magnetotelluric method and thus to under-
stand the geometry of the large seismically active Sperchios–Chalkis
Fault System.

Additionally, we try to interrelate the geometry of the MT model of
this fault system in Central Greece with available seismological and
neotectonic information in order to better understand the crustal pro-
cesses that formed the transect in the orogenic fabric.

2. Geological and seismotectonic setting

The Greek mainland is a rapidly extending region with normal-
faulting earthquakes as large as Mw=6.5 corresponding to slip on ap-
proximately 10–30 km long faults (Mountrakis et al., 2006; Papazachos
et al., 2001). However, these faults are parts of much larger fault zones
or fault systems in Central Greece such as the 80-km-long Southern
Thessaly Fault Zone (Mountrakis et al., 1993), the 100-km-long
Kremasta–Sperchios Fault System (Kilias et al., 2008), the ca. 110-
km-long Sperchios–Chalkis Fault System and the 120-km-long

Fig. 1. (a) Digital relief of broader Aegean area showing the main geotectonic setting (C FS: Corinth Fault System; KF: Kefalonia transform Fault, K–S FS: Kremasta–Sperchios Fault
System; NAF: North Anatolian Fault, NAT: North Aegean Trough; P-FZ: Parnassos Fault Zone, PMR: Pindos Mountain Range, S–C FS: Sperchios–Chalkis Fault System). (b) Simplified
geological map showing the geotectonic zones and structures of the broader study area. Study area shown in 1c is marked with a frame, whereas dashed lines are height contour
lines (KAM-FZ: Kalidromon–Atalanti–Martino Fault Zone; N–Q: Neogene–Quaternary sediments; P: Parnassos Zone; P-FZ: Parnassos Fault Zone; R: alpine rocks; SP-EG: Sub-
Pelagonian or zone of Eastern Greece). (c) Geological map of the study area showing the Atalanti fault. The position of the MT sites is given with dots and labeled A1–12, B1–9
and C1–7 corresponding to profiles A, B, and C respectively.
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Corinthiakos Fault System (Papanikolaou and Royden, 2007; Roberts,
1996; Roberts and Jackson, 1991). Another feature of these zones is
that they interrupt the basin-and-range topography resulted by the
Late Tertiary activation of the orogen-parallel NW–SE striking exten-
sional faults.

More precisely, in Central Greece, between 38°N and 40°N, the
large normal faults occur with a general WNW–ESE or E–W strike and
approximately N–S trending slip vectors (Hatzfeld, 1999; Kilias et al.,
2008; Mountrakis et al., 1993; Papazachos et al., 1998; Roberts and
Jackson, 1991). The Sperchios–Chalkis graben is a major half-graben,
submarine in larger parts, which has been formed by the activation of
km-long fault segments of the homonymous fault system.

The region of Central Greece, as a part of the Hellenic orogen, is
dominated by the Tertiary alpine nappe tectonics due to the collision
between Apulia and Eurasia plates (Mountrakis, 2010). In particular,
the broader study area is built up by the sheets of the Inner Hellenides
(SubPelagonian or zone of EasternGreece (SP-EG) and Pelagonian zones)
over the external Hellenides (Parnassos zone, P) (Fig. 1b).More precisely,
the Pelagonian zone represents a Cimmerian continental block consisting
of Paleozoic or older crystalline rocks onto which Neo-Paleozoic meta-
volcanosedimentary rocks have been deposited. The latter, indicating
continental rifting was followed by Triassic–Jurassic carbonate rocks.
These rocks represent either a carbonate-platform sedimentation (in Pel-
agonian zone) or pelagic sedimentation (in SubPelagonian zone) toward
the oceanic crust. In the Late Jurassic–Early Cretaceous times due to the
Cimmerian orogeny, a large ophiolite sheet has been emplaced onto the
continent indicating a destruction and obduction of the oceanic crust
(Mountrakis, 1986). The ophiolites were unconformably overlaid by
post-Cimmerian Cretaceous limestones and flysch rocks. All the above
described rocks have eventually been evolved in the Tertiary alpine
orogeny that formed the Hellenic orogen (Mountrakis et al., 2006).
The Parnassos zone consists of Mesozoic carbonate-platform sequence
succeeded by a Paleocene to Eocene flysch sediments. A characteristic
feature of the zone is the three main bauxite horizons that have been
recognized within the carbonate sequence with the most recent one
that formed in the Late Cretaceous.

The NW–SE trending Parnassos Fault Zone (P FZ) consisting of NW–

SE striking faults lower the NE slopes of the ParnassosMt. forming small
basins easterly of the Parnassos Mt. (Rondogianni-Tsiambaou, 1984).
These faults, revealing stepping geometry, could be also considered as
a part of the Sperchios–Chalkis Fault System, but seems to be related
to the earlier stages of the fault system.

The WNW–ESE striking Kalidromon–Atalanti–Martino Fault Zone
(KAM FZ) comprising the Kalidromon, Atalanti and Martino fault seg-
ments is the longest and most rectilinear fault line of the Chalkis–
Sperchios Fault System (Fig. 1b). These, approximately 30-km-long
fault segments, cut through the Neo-Paleozoic and Mesozoic rocks and
mostly the extensive outcrops of the Mesozoic carbonates of the Sub-
Pelagonian zone. The escarpments formed in these rocks are more de-
graded in comparison to those of the Sperchios–Arkitsa Fault Zone
(Goldsworthy and Jackson, 2001). Two earthquake events that occurred
in 1894, on the 20th and the 27th of April have been related to the
Atalanti fault segment (Ambraseys and Jackson, 1990; Papazachos and
Papazachou, 2003; Skouphos, 1894). More than 250 people were killed
and thousands of houses in the broader area collapsed (Mitsopoulos,
1895). Although no high seismicity was recorded after these events,
there is a big interest in the scientific community to work in this area
in order to understand the rupture conditions of this seismically active
region.

Because of these disastrous earthquake events, the Kalidromon–
Atalanti–Martino Fault Zone (KAM FZ) has attracted the interest of
several researchers. Poulimenos and Doutsos (1996) suggest that the
fault zone is characterized by significant bends at an angle of N125°E,
from which new ruptures could be developed with a main strike of
N115°E. However, they suggest that the main segments of the fault
zone strike N130°E and subsidiary N75°E. Similar WNW–ESE strikes

are given by Ganas et al. (1998) who used satellite images in their inter-
pretation, and by Pantosti et al. (2001, 2004) who used aerial photo-
graphs, surface ruptures and paleoseismological criteria. Papazachos et
al. (2001) using seismological information propose that the fault zone
strikes N114°E and dips to NE at an angle of 50°, whereas Pavlides et al.
(2004) give strikes for the Atalanti fault ranging from N109°E to N138°E
and dip angles of 60–72° toward the NNE–NE.

The faults in the broader area are characterized by normal-type acti-
vations as indicated by several neotectonic studies (Ganas et al., 1998;
Jackson and Mckenzie, 1999; Kilias et al., 2008; Kranis, 1999; Pavlides
et al., 2004; Rondogianni-Tsiambaou, 1984) and seismological ones
(Kemetzetzidou, 1996; Louvari, 2000; Papazachos et al., 2001). These
activations have been driven by an extensional stress regime with the
least principal stress axis (σ3) oriented NNE–SSW to N–S.

The exposed rocks in the study area, following the main geological
investigation (Maratos, 1965), belong to the SubPelagonian zone (or
zone of Eastern Greece) and from bottom to top can be briefly described
as follows (Fig. 1c):

(a) Neo-Paleozoic low-grade metamorphic basement that crops out
in the mountainous area south of Atalanti village. It consists of
Permo-Carboniferous metaclastic rocks, i.e., phyllites, quartzites,
etc. that unconformably overlie Pre-Paleozoic to Paleozoic highly
metamorphosed crystalline rocks such as gneisses, amphibolites
and orthogneisses.

(b) Triassic–Jurassic carbonate rocks that are transgressively depos-
ited onto the meta-clastic rocks,

(c) Ophiolite rocks that includemainly serpentinites, peridotites and
dunites of Jurassic age of emplacement intermixed with deep-
sea sediments,

(d) Upper Cretaceous rocks thatwere deposited transgressively onto
(b) and (c) rocks. They include basal conglomerates and carbon-
ates, the thickness of which does not exceed 300 m, which were
overlain by Upper Cretaceous flysch-type sediments.

(e) Onto these alpine rocks that constitute the pre-Neogene basement
in the area, Neogene, mostly Pliocene coal-bearing continental
sediments and Quaternary sediments have been deposited.

3. Magnetotelluric data

Magnetotelluric soundings were acquired in 2002 along three pro-
files that cover the Atalanti fault along its full length (Fig. 1c). Profile A
strikes NNE–SSW and crosses the central part of the fault zone, nearly
perpendicular to the strike of the fault as defined from the seismological
and geological data. Profile B striking almost N–Swas positioned on that
part of the fault zone, where a well established bend has been defined
both from field (Poulimenos and Doutsos, 1996) and satellite data
(Ganas et al., 1998). This location was selected in order to visualize in
depth the possible geometrical deflections arising from this bending.
The last profile C striking NE–SW is located close to the western tip of
the Atalanti fault, i.e., toward the Kalidromon fault. That was done in
order to understandbetter the 3Dgeometry of theKalidromon–Atalanti
fault. The strike of the profile has been chosen such as to be close to or-
thogonal to both NW–SE and WNW–ESE fault orientations in order to
define better the 3D effect caused by them.

Three instruments were operating simultaneously in order to em-
ploy the remote reference technique. During the measurements at
least one station was kept as far as possible from densely populated
areas to reduce the influence of cultural noise. The station was later
used as a remote reference site. The minimum distance betweenmea-
surement sites and reference station was 5 km. All together data from
28 sites were acquired in the period range of 0.003–1000 s. Induction
coils (Metronix MFS05) and non-polarized Pb/PbCl telluric electrodes
were employed tomeasure two components of magnetic and two com-
ponents of electric field respectively. Dipole lengths varied between 50
and 100 m. At each site overnight recordings were performed with
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two sample rates, 1000 Hz and 20 Hz. Only the 1000 Hz sampled
data from 00:00 to 02:00 local time (GMT+3)were used to estimate
magnetotelluric transfer functions for the higher frequencies. Industrial
noise is less during the night and the signal from equatorial thunder-
storm activity is high, therefore providing better data quality All 20 Hz
data files were merged together to form one day continuous recording.
All data were processed with a robust remote reference code (Smirnov,
2003). Almost for all sites both the single station and remote reference
magnetotelluric transfer functions were estimated. After the first set of
recordings along the profile A, we decreased the site spacing from 2 km
to 1 km when the results indicated that we are close to a geoelectrical
discontinuity.

The level of industrial EM noise in the area was generally low. In
the frequency range of 300 Hz–5 Hz, the single site (SS) estimates co-
incide very well with the remote reference (RR) estimates. Certain im-
provement was achieved in the period range of 0.1–20 s (dead band).
Therefore we have used RR estimates to derive the final results.

The quality of the transfer functionswas controlled by the 1-D inver-
sion of the individual off-diagonal elements of the impedance tensor as
well as of the determinant average. Thus the consistency between ap-
parent resistivity and impedance phase estimates, which are related
via dispersion relations (Fischer† and Schnegg†, 2007) were checked
for all data. If no obvious problems were found, data were accepted
for the further interpretation.

4. Strike and dimensionality analysis

In our analysis we rely upon the application of a routine 2-D inver-
sion of MT data collected along profiles. Before inverting the data, it is
necessary to get information about the dimensionality of the underly-
ing structure in order to understand the deviation from the assumed
2D model. Moreover in order to interpret the magnetotelluric data
with 2-D models, it is important to find a correct strike for every geo-
electrical structure under examination. Standard bimodal 2-D inversion
requires decomposition of impedance tensor into E andH polarizations.
However, in practice, due to 3-D effects in the data, the decomposition is
not perfect which may lead to data that are impossible to fit as well as
may produce spurious models (Becken et al., 2008b).

Determination of the correct strike is still of importance even for the
determinant inversion. Awrong strike causes themodel (distances along
the selected profile) to be expanded relative to the ‘true’ 2D model by a
factor of Xs=1/cos(a), where a is the angle between true and selected
strikes. This results in a wrong geometry of the model and also distorted
resistivities.

To obtain quantitative estimate of the deviation from two-
dimensionality as well as strike direction we applied Q-function analy-
sis of Zhang et al. (1987) further explored by Smirnov and Pedersen
(2008). The analysis involves least squares (LS) minimization of a qua-
dratic objective function (Q), constructed within selected frequency
range and selected sites:

Q ¼ ∑∑Qij

Q ij ¼ Zxx−βZyx

�
�
�

�
�
�

2 þ Zyy−γZxy

�
�
�

�
�
�

2 ð1Þ

where index i refers to the stations and index j to theperiods overwhich
the averaging is done, β and γ parameters are real galvanic distortion
parameters, which in the case of a regional 2-D structure with strike
direction along the x-axis have the following simple physical interpre-
tation: β is the ratio between the electric field along strike to the hori-
zontal electric field perpendicular to strike (B polarization) and γ is
the ratio between the horizontal electric field perpendicular to strike to
the electric field along strike (E polarization). Objective function (1) at-
tains its minima in the regional strike direction. The quality of the 2-D
assumption for the chosen strike is given by the normalized Q-function.

In our analysis we selected to minimize the Q function over one de-
cade separately for each site, which is a reasonable assumption for a
given site distances for each profile A, B and C (Fig. 2). Due to the 90°
ambiguities a priori geological information concerning the geoelectric
strike is required. Therefore, for profile A, a preferred geoelectric strike
of N130°E is selected for the Atalanti fault. From theMT data, a constant
geoelectric strike is defined for profile B, which equals to N120°E. On the
other hand, the data analysis for the profile C shows N90°E geoelectric
strike. The latter significantly deviates from the WNW–ESE strike
found along the two other profiles possibly due to the existence of an
ENE–WSW or NE–SW cross fault that affects the Atalanti fault in the
NW part.

Additionally, we calculated the normalized √Qij function for the se-
lected strike with a 5% error for the impedance tensor elements (Fig. 3).
For most periods/sites√Qij is less than 2, meaning that data satisfy nec-
essary 2-D conditions within 10% error. In conclusion, the dimensional-
ity and strike analysis show a determinable geoelectric strike for all the
profiles allowing further 2-D data interpretation.

However, one should keep inmind, as the strike analysis shows that
there are some distortion effects in some specific frequencies and sites.
Especially in profile C, where √Qij values are high for low frequencies,
suggesting the existence of 3-D effects (Fig. 3).

5. 2-D inversion

In the present study, we based our interpretation on the determi-
nant average data. The reason for this choice is that the strike direction
is not fully stable from site to site and has a dependence on period in
some sites. The determinant average is free from this uncertainty be-
cause it is invariant under rotation. Galvanic distortions just shift the
amplitude of the determinant and leave the phase unchanged, i.e. the
determinant phase is free of galvanic distortions.

However, the bimodal inversion was applied in order to see the
differenceswith the determinant average data. The direction of the pro-
files was chosen to be N40°E for A and N30°E for B as defined from the
strike analysis. A more complicated situation is at profile C, where the
strike estimates seems to be determined by different structures, al-
though the distortion analysis does not indicate strong 3D effects. The
direction of the profile C was selected to coincide with measured sites,
taking into account that it is close to the end of the fault and 3D effects
prohibits a stable strike estimate as also denoted from the Q analysis.
For this reason, the model for this profile should be interpreted with
caution.

Two codes where applied to perform 2D inversion: (a) the Rodi and
Mackie code (Rodi and Mackie, 2001) and (b) the Rebocc code by
Siriponvaraporn and Egbert (2000) including the modifications made
by Pedersen and Engels (2005) to allow for the inversion of the deter-
minant of the impedance tensor. We used error floors of 5% for the im-
pedance phase and 50% for the apparent resistivity in all variants of
inversions. The higher error floor for the resistivity is chosen to allow
the inversion procedure to compensate for the static shifts, since there
was no other information in order to constrain the static shift and site
spacing is relatively small. Bimodal inversion gave quite similar results
for both codes and the final relative RMS (root mean square) reached
was 3.1 for profile A. From the other hand the determinant data were
fitted to RMS 1 for all profiles. Hence, based on the fact that we could
not fit E and B polarizations, but determinant data, we based our inter-
pretation on the results of the determinant inversion. Moreover, the
general results of both inversions and the results of different codes do
not contradict, but the results of the determinant inversion produced
smoothermodel having smallermodel norm. Also the problem of strike
determination on C profile is not as critical for the determinant inver-
sion as for the bimodal inversion.

As described above, profile A had a trend of N40°E onto which the
12 MT stations were projected. The inversion started with a homoge-
neous half space of 50 Ωm. The same procedure was followed for the

108 A. Savvaidis et al. / Tectonophysics 554-557 (2012) 105–113



Author's personal copy

other profiles B and C that cover the northern part of the study area.
Profiles B and C comprises of nine sites and eight sites, respectively.
The data misfits as well as observed and modeled transfer functions
for all profiles are shown in Fig. 4. The resulting geoelectrical models
are presented in Fig. 5.

6. Sensitivity tests and interpretational model

In order to better understand how observed anomalies are reliable
and especially the geometrical characteristics, we performed a resolu-
tion test for the profiles A and B similar to what was adopted in
Schwalenberg et al. (2002) and Smirnov and Pedersen (2008). The
test included the setup of a priori models, where the resulted geo-
electrical boundaries were altered. More precisely, in these models,
the boundaries have been shifted laterally. Then we run the inversion
to see whether such changes are in contradiction with measured data
by comparing RMS misfit of initial iteration and the final iteration
with final result of inversion without a priori models.

From this process, the resulted boundaries were juxtaposed with
the initial ones. The RMS values of the inversion results with different
a priori modelswere then compared. Themain geoelectrical boundaries
that are described below are well defined and especially the top of the
conductive region, that is natural for EMmethods. However, the follow-
ing important features are somewhat less stable but are still required by
the data: (a) the width of the transition zone between the conductor
and the resistors in profile A, (b) the NNE part of the profile B is not

well defined due to insufficient coverage of magnetotelluric stations,
i.e. only one station, B9, exists.

Since at the profile C we have observed 3-D effects we have skipped
the sensitivity tests for this profile. The results for this profile should
therefore be interpreted with care.

Based on the sensitivity tests we derived the geometrical charac-
teristics defined for each profile as follows:

Profile A
In this profile (Fig. 5a) the geoelectric stratigraphy can be derived
from three distinct anomalies based on their resistivity, varying
from less than 10Ωm as highly conductive areas and more than
few hundreds of Ωm as resistive areas. In particular, a low resistive
body (B1) is overlaid by a high resistive body (B2) and the latter is
followed upwards by amedium resistive body (B3). This geoelectrical
stratigraphy is affected by two high-angle structures (F1, F2) dipping
toward the NE that subdivide the region, from SW to NE, into three
different domains, namely D1, D2 and D3. Due to these structures,
the geoelectrical boundaries between B1 and B2, and B2 and B3 pre-
sent an apparent subsidence toward the NE of a step-like geometry.
This subsidence is more pronounced in the case of the boundary
B1–B2 which presents a composite dip angle of about 30° toward
the NE.
F1 structure is located beneath station 4 and F2 beneath stations 9–10
with dip angles at 60° and 76°, respectively, toward the NE. These

Fig. 2. Cumulative rose diagrams of strike directions from Q-function analysis from all sites in the period range of 0.01–100 s for all profiles. The resolution of rose diagrams is 10°. Q
functions wereminimized over one decade of periods for each site independently. An arrow for each profile indicates the selected strike direction. Dashed circles indicate the number
of counts normalized.

Fig. 3. √Q plots for the measured impedance tensor for N130°E, N120°E, and N0°E strike directions for (a) profile A, (b) profile B, and (c) profile B, respectively. The √Q-function
represents a quantitative measure of the deviation of the impedance tensor from 2D conditions. Unity means that the impedance tensor elements satisfy 2D assumptions subject to
the given error floor of 5%.
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structures are well traced to the depth of 4–5 km, whereas their in-
ferred extension shows that they merge into a single structure at the
depth of 10–12 km.
Profile B
The geoelectrical model NNE of station 8 is not robust due to the
aforementioned deviations from two-dimensionality. However, a
similar geoelectric stratigraphy containing B1, B2 and B3 bodies is
recognized. Also, high-angle structures, similar to F1 and F2 of pro-
file A, dipping at 60° and 80° toward the NNE, respectively are also
detected. As profile A, the region is subdivided into three domains
D1, D2 and D3 from SSW to NNE. In particular, F1 is located beneath
stations 3–4 and F2 beneath station 6. Due to F1 structure, the B1–B2
geoelectrical boundary presents a peculiar, but similar subsidence
toward the NNE, whereas the boundary B2–B3 is clearly traced
only in domain D3. However, in domain D1 the boundary B1–B2 re-
veals similar dip angle with that of profile A.
In addition, F1 and F2 structures are well traced down to the depth
of 5–6 km, where they merge into a single structure.
Profile C
In this profile, B1 and B2 bodies dominate the geoelectrical stratigra-
phy, whereas the overlying B3 body is traced at very surficial depths.
The boundary B1–B2 is down to the depths of 2–3 km and only one
fault structure can be defined in the geoelectrical section of profile
C (Fig. 5). This implies that the F1 and F2 structures defined in profiles
A and B should have been merged in a single structure at this part of
the region. Consequently, this single structure F1-2 dips toward the
NE at an angle of about 60° and it can be traced down to the depth
of about 4 km.
As it is mentioned above, the geoelectrical strike for the stations on
this profile is defined to be N90°E (Fig. 2). Because of this and the

fact that the trend of the profile is N60°E, scaling effects in the inver-
sion result exist. Indeed, based on the trigonometric equation

tan αð Þ ¼ tan δð Þ � sin βð Þ ð2Þ

where α is the resulting dipping angle due to the scaling effect, δ is
the original dipping angle (i.e. 76° as calculated for profile A), and
β is the angle between the trend of the profile used and the defined
geophysical strike (i.e., 90°−60°=30°), we calculate an apparent
dipping angle, α=63.5°. This angle is similar with that shown in
Fig. 5c. However, this result should be interpreted cautiously.
An explanation for the geoelectrical strike deviation of this profile
could be a NE–SW striking cross fault that disrupts the continuation
between the Kalidromon and Atalanti fault segments of the KAM FZ
(Fig. 1b).

7. Interpretation

Since our effort is to relate the geoelectrical models with the geol-
ogy of the region, our interpretation is accomplished for each profile
described above as follows:

Profile A
The F1 and F2 structures represent two distinct high-angle branches
of the already known seismically active Atalanti fault joining each
other at the depth of about 10–12 km. The B1 body that is character-
ized by low resistivity values should correspond to the carbonate se-
quence of the Parnassos zone or to the External Hellenides sensu
lato that the carbonate rocks dominate their stratigraphy. However
since the carbonate rocks do not reveal such low resistivity values,
the conductance of B1 could be less probably due to the bauxite

Fig. 4. Pseudo-sections of observed and model impedance determinant and their misfits (observed-model): (a) observed and (b) model apparent resistivities and (c) their
corresponding misfits. (d) Observed and (e) model impedance phases and (f) their corresponding misfits.
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horizons of the Parnassos zone but most probably due to the fact
that this body is a hydrothermal reservoir. The presence of the re-
cent Plio-Quaternary volcanic activity and hydrothermal activity
along the Sperchios–Arkitsa Fault Zone facilitates the latter men-
tioned interpretation (Andritsos et al., 2010; Apostolopoulos, 2005;
Pe-Piper and Piper, 2002). The B2 body, which is characterized by
high resistivity, corresponds to the ophiolite rocks and its underly-
ing crystalline rocks of the Pelagonian and SubPelagonian zone.
The B3 body represents the Neogene–Quaternary sedimentary
cover resting onto the rocks of the Pelagonian and SubPelagonian
zones, the thickness of which is varying between the different do-
mains D2 and D3 where they expose.
An important issue of the interpretation of this profile is that the geo-
electrical boundary B1–B2 is interpreted to be a low-angle overthrust
between the underlying External Hellenides (Parnassos zone) and the
overlying Internal Hellenides (Pelagonian and SubPelagonian zones)

dipping at about 10°–20° toward the NE. This overthrust is detected
at a depth of 2 km to the SW down to the depth of approximately
6 km to the NE as it is displaced by the Atalanti normal fault.
Profile B
In this profile, F1 and F2 structures also represent two high-
angle fault branches of the Atalanti fault, dipping respectively
at 60° and 80°, respectively to the NNE. These branches merge
at the depth of approximately 5–6 km. Due to this, a displace-
ment of about 4 km occurred along the Internal Hellenides
overthrust.
Profile C
The interpretation of this profile is not as robust as the previous
ones. However, the Atalanti fault could be traced as a single fault
surface that dips at about 60° toward the NE. The boundary B1–
B2 which corresponds to the Internal Hellenides overthrust is
not accurately defined as it is in the previous profiles.

Fig. 5. Final resistivity models along the profiles A, B and C. The interpreted geoelectrical bodies are labeled with B1, B2, and B3 and the distinguished domains are labeled with D1,
D2 and D3. The continuous lines correspond to defined faults and the dashed lines to their possible extension at depth. The dip angle of the faults is also shown. Interpreted geo-
logical boundaries are shown with dotted lines.
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8. Discussion and conclusions

The application of the magnetotelluric method in a tectonically active
region,where seismically active faults are exposed at the surface, revealed
remarkable features related to the fault geometry. The method presents
several advantages such as the direct and robust determination of the
fault strike and the estimation of the fault dip angle.

As a result, the Atalanti fault that belongs to the Sperchios–Chalkis
Fault System comprises two fault branches that both dip toward the NE
with slightly different dip angles. The SW-most branch dips at about 60°
and the NE-most branch dips at about 80°. These branches join each
other below the depth of 5 km forming a single fault. A single fault is
also formed along the strike of the fault and toward the NW direction
as shown on the profile C. Although, the Atalanti fault at the surface dis-
places rocks belonging to the Internal Hellenides forming to theNE a sed-
imentary basin filled up by Neogene–Quaternary sediments, in depth, it
laterally separates rocks (B1–D1) that belong to the External Hellenides
(footwall) from rocks (B2–D2) that belong to the Internal Hellenides
(hanging wall). More precisely, the Atalanti fault is a high-angle rupture
zone that displaces in depth the Internal Hellenides overthrust that
carries the rocks of the SubPelagonian and Pelagonian zones over the Par-
nassos zone. The subsidence of this overthrust due to the Atalanti fault is
toward the NE and it is estimated as high as 4 km since its depth in the
footwall is about 2 km, and in the hanging wall is about 6 km.

The interpretation presented herein suggests that the footwall of the
Atalanti fault is the Parnassos zone of External Hellenides, a part of the
External Hellenides that consists of a large hydrothermal reservoir.

Our suggestion that the Atalanti fault is a high-angle rupture zone is
in accordance with the field observations of its exposure at the surface
(Pavlides et al., 2004) and similar surface recordings made along the
Kalidromon fault segment (Kranis, 2007).

The high-angle fault geometry imaged by themagnetotelluricmeth-
od advocates that the Sperchios–Chalkis Fault System is a fault segment,
which was originated as a high-angle fault zone and not as a low-angle
extensional fault. Therefore, it is in agreementwith the faulting process-
es proposed for the Corinth Gulf by Armijo et al. (1996) who also sug-
gest that the Corinth Gulf Fault System was originated as a high-angle
fault. It also contributes to the general view that the large NW–SE strik-
ing basins that were developed in the inner part of the Hellenic orogen
since the LateMiocene should be attributed to the activation of similarly
striking high-angle faults as already suggested for otherNW–SE striking
faults in that region (see for example Tranos, 2011).

The geophysicalmodel proposed here is important, since it is the only
model that provides information about the Atalanti fault at depth. In-
deed, the available seismological data derived from different local exper-
iments (Burton et al., 1991; Karamanos et al., 2010; Kemetzetzidou,
1996) were based on small earthquakes that occurred far away from
the fault zone. It also defines the existence of the Parnassos zone in the
footwall part of the Atalanti fault at a depth of 2 km and localizes the Al-
pine nappe tectonics in the wider region.

The existence of the two fault branches in the profiles A and B sug-
gests that the Kalidromon–Atalanti–Martino Fault Zone is not a simple
fault line as shown on maps (Fig. 1b) but consists of different fault seg-
ments and branches that in several places form wider damage zones
such as the case of Atalanti fault.
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