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it " Management of uncertainty associated with the scope of evaluation
1rems * Relationship between scope of evaluation and evaluation scheme of the ground motion
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evaluation GMPE * The difference of geometric attenuation characteristics in the selection of GMPE
schemes of the * Uncertainties about the correction using each evaluation technique of the ground motion transmission to the hazard definition point
ground motion
Fault ©
¢ * Comparison with the evaluation by SCEC BBP
rupture * Management of various proposed models (Empirical, Statistical or Hybrid model)
model . E
Management of uncertainties about fault rupture model

Source/ propagation / site
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* Consideration of site correction ( Site amplification characteristics based on a subsurface structure, Single station o)

characteristics " Management of correction performed by arrival direction of seismic wave
* Difference of evaluation of the ground motion and observation records in the site
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/The hazard evaluation of the inland earthquake on minor faults and inland earthquake whose
seismic source is difficult to identify is going to be assumed an evaluation by GMPE basically. We are
going to adopt the evaluation by GMPE after having confirmed that an influence on the whole
hazard is not dominant, although some seismic source is located near the site.
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/0On the other hand, an evaluation example of the Headquarters for Earthquake Research Promotion

is fixed the earthquake focal depth to 3km to calculate the large domain easily. But there is not the
plan to handle the special calculation at the evaluation in this SSHAC.
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/We are going to carry out a hazard evaluation by GMPE in the future, receiving the result from the

SSC team about the maintenance of the earthquake catalogue, the region division and the
occurrence probability.






