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Farthquakes of inland active faults that magnitudes are smaller than characteristic magnitudes of each segment

GMC Hazard Significant Issues ¥ k'UJw O XF&x EDMIE
Data Matrix Table of GMC HSI versus issues
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evaluation GMPE * The difference of geometric attenuation characteristics in the selection of GMPE
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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
E- (E)-(2) (E)-3) (E)-(4) (E)-) E)-®)

* Application | * Application of GMPE to | * Applicability to the fault | * Applicability to the Consideration of GMPE to * Applicability to the
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Q ﬁ*ﬁ Background

EEETERESNSAMECDOVWTI(E, MRMEBOREREFCEDSREMBREZHE L. BEREMREDH
ENEETDELT/\T—RFHImZEITOTLD,
/About earthquakes in active faults, we evaluate the seismic hazard based on an assumption that the

occurrence probability is estimated by the geological survey at the fault and earthquakes will occur at the
characteristic magnitude.
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/0On the other hand, the earthquakes occur at not only characteristic magnitude but also smaller than the

characteristic magnitude that was difficult to recognize a trace in reality. It is necessary to consider those
both for the hazard evaluation, but there are few examination examples to consider both in domestic.
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/Based on it, in the WS1, RE reported information as follows

[ [TEarthquake that does not show signs on the surfacel and [Inland earthquake whose seismic source
is difficult to identify] by Earthquake Research Promotion (HERP)
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HERP’s Modeling for earthquakes that do not show signs on the surface
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OE*E_\ Eﬁﬁi‘\ Current 1ssues
- BBFIRLK D/NSWIED) \B — REEl_E DEERLNC DT

/The handling in the hazard evaluation of earthquakes of inland active faults that magnitudes are
smaller than characteristic ones

<> 1RSI DHE FENE Approach
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/We evaluate the influence about the earthquakes of inland active faults that magnitudes are smaller
than characteristic ones, narrowed it down to MTL which is dominant to the hazard of the Ikata.
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/We argue and decide about an adoption technique to refer to examination example by the
Headquarters for Earthquake Research Promotion.






