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SPATIAL DISTRIBUTION OF THE SEISMIC HAZARD PARAMETERS
IN THE SEISMOGENIC SOURCES OF JAPAN
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ABSTRACT

The seismicity parameters in the seismogenic zones of Japan are estimated by the application of two differ-
ent approaches. These are the maximum likelihood method as well as the Bayesian estimator is invoked in order
to check the validity of the results. Both methods allow us to estimate the maximum regional (possible) earth-

quake M max > the well known value B (b=ploge) which is the slope of the magnitude-frequency relation and

the mean activity rate ,{ of the seismic events. The present study is focused in the first two parameters search-

ing for any pattern on their geographical distribution through the sources of Japan. Two are the main assump-
tions adopted for both methods: 1) the seismic events are of Poissonian character and 2) the magnitude-fre-
quency law is governed by Gutenberg-Richter type. The methods allow to account the influence of uncertainties

of the earthquakes magnitude. Taking into account these properties we found that the values of M max ar¢

different and bigger than the observed M ;’;i . The estimated b-values show very low values in the seismogenic

sources 2 and 7. In comparison with other measurements from other authors these two sources suggested to be
areas with very high probability for an large earthquake occurrence.

IZYNOWH

Me mv gpappoyr] 800 dLagpopeTtnv TEOOEYYIOEWY EYLVE M EXTIUNON TOV TAQOUETOWY OELOUHOTNTOS OTLS
oelopoyeveis mnyég me Ianwviag. Ou uéBodor avtég eivar a)n péyiom mbovopdveia xon f) n otatiotxii Bayes.

AnpdStepec oL pEBodoL PToQovV va. EXTIMHoOVY To HéYLoTo duvaté uéyeBog Tov oswopod M mv oodtTa

max ’
oV B elvar ) ®xAion ™G xapmUAng TGS OXEONS TG CUCMEEVTIXIIG RATAVOUG TWV OELOUMY KoL TOV PECo Quiud

i TWV CELOUAY. TNV ToQOVOC EQYOOI0 ETUKEVIQWVOUNE TO EVOLAPEQOV OGS OTNV EXTIUNOT TV V0 TOWTOV

TOQAUETQWV EQEVVAVTAS YLOL TNV UTAEEN TLOAVOU ROVTEAOU TG YEWYQUPLXI|G TOUG RATAVOUTIG OTIG OELOUOYEVELG
meLoYEs T Ianmviag. Avo glval oL facinég vmoBéoels yio v omodoyri Twv pedddwv mov epapustovron: 1) 6t
oL oelopoi axorovBotv xatavoprj Poisson xau 2) 6t woxver o vopog Gutenber-Richter. O ué6odol emitpémovy

A

TOV UTOAOYLOPG TOU OQAARATOC Yio T HEYEDN Twv oelopdv. Tevind delxOnxne 6t ov tuéc M L Evan

ma:

¢ % ¢ ‘ P obs P ‘
S10poQETIXES HOo neYOAITEQES ATO TIS TOQOTNENUEVES TLIUES Mmax . Ov Tipég g TOQOUETQOV  TOV
vroroyioTNRaY PEEOMHRAY GTL elvan TOMS YOUNAES YL TLG OELOROYEVES Taveg 2 xaw 7. AuTO 08 GUVAUAOUS pE TG
TOQOTNONOELS GAWV EQEVVNTAV pag 0dNYOUV OTO OUPUTEQUONO OTL OTLS TEQLOXES QWTES eival TBavy 1) yéveon
UeYAAOU OELOUOU.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND DATA USED

The available catalogues usually contain two different types of information. These consist of: a) the long
period (historical) earthquake that is the occurrence over a period of decades or hundreds of years and b) the
complete instrumental data for the seismicity of the present century. If we only use the complete (instrumental)
data which are available for relatively short periods of time it is difficult to describe a complete seismic active
cycle in the seismic hazard analysis.

In order to raise the reliability of the seismic hazard analysis, Kijko and Sellevoll (1989) introduced an
alternative method of maximum likelihood, which combines data with different precision (incomplete +complete).
The complete data allows the possibility to divide the catalogue into different time intervals of different time
lengths, each assume complete above a specific threshold magnitude. The computations of the method are

based on assumptions of the Poisson occurrence of main shocks in time with a mean activity rate 4 and the

doubly truncated Gutenberg-Richter distribution of earthquake magnitude.

Later Pisarenko and Lyubushin(1999) considered of a Bayesian estimator in order to estimate the seismic
hazard parameters in California and Italy. This is a straightforward procedure of estimating the maximum pos-
sible magnitude and the related parameters. In order to check the validity of the results obtained by the ap-
proach of Kijko and Sellevoll (1989), the Bayesian estimator of Pisarenko and Lyubushin (1998) applied.

The catalogue constructed by Tsapanos et al. (1990) spanning the time-period 1897-1985. This catalogue is
updated by taking into account the information up to 1996 from 1.S.C. bulletins. This original catalogue is modi-
fied in term of magnitudes by considering the magnitudes given by Pacheco and Sykes (1992). Data from 1894 to
1899 are extracted from Abe (1994) as well as from Abe and Noguchi (1983). So the time period covered in the
present study is 1894-1996. The time sub-periods for which the catalogue is complete and the corresponding
lower threshold magnitudes are: 1894-1996 with M>7.0; 1930-1996 with M>6.5; 19953-1996 with M>6.0; and
1966-1996 with M>5.5. These are derived on the basis of the cumulative time distribution of the number of
earthquakes with magnitudes larger than a certain value. In Figure (1) the data used for the present study, as
well as the 11 seimogenic sources in which Japan and the adjacent area is divided by Matsuda (1990), and
Papazachos et al. (1997).
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Fig.1. Geographical distribution of the epicenters of the shallow earthquakes and the examined seismogenic
sources for the broad area of Japan (modified by Papazachos et. al., 1997).
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2. THE METHOD APPLIED

Some basic theoretical considerations are given bellow. We assume the Poisson occurrence of earthquakes
with the activity rate 1 and the doubly truncated Gutenberg-Richter distribution F(x) of earthquake magnitude x.
The doubly truncated exponential distribution derived from Page (1968) can be written as:

w’ m,, <x<m_ a)

F(x)=Pr(X <x)=
() ( ) A]—Az min

where
A =exp(-Pm,,), A, =exp(-Pm,,, and A(x)=exp(—pBx)

while m__ is the maximum regional (possible) magnitude, m___is the threshold magnitude and f is a param-
eter which is related with b-parameter with b=floge. As we referred above we involved only with the instrumen-
tal (complete) part of the catalogue. So we can divided the complete catalogue into subcatalogues. Each one has
its own time period Ti and its completeness starting from a known threshold mi (i=1,2,...,s). The values

x; i",x,;' * ,j=12,..,n denote the lower and the upper bounds of the magnitudes. The symbols s and n, are

defined as the number of complete subcatalogues and the number of the events in each subcatalogue, respec-
tively. The likelihood function of q for each subcatalogue can be written as a product of two functions:

L(O/x)=Ly X L, (2)

where x, denotes the (n, X 2) matrix of magnitude values contained in subcatalogue i(i=1,2,...,s).
From the assumption that the earthquake magnitude x is a random variable distributed according to the
doubly truncated Gutenberg-Richter distribution (eqn. 1)it follows that the probability of an earthquake having

its magnitude between x™" and ™ is:

p(xmin’xmax) - (Amm _Amax)/(A" _Az) (3)
where

A™ =exp(Bx™), A™ =exp(—x"™), A, =exp(—Pm,,,),and A, =exp(—fm,) for 1=1,...,s
Relation (3) makes L, of the form:

L= constn pOg™, x;™) )
Jj=l
where const is a normalization factor independent of 6. The assumption that the number of earthquakes per
unit time is a Poisson random variable, provides:

L, =constexp(-v,T,)(v.T,)" 5)
where const is the normalizing factor:
v, =All-F(m,)] (6)

and A is the activity rate corresponding to the threshold magnitude m . <min(mi), i=0,...,s. This is the math-
ematical model of the two adopted methods and the equations describe above define the likelihood function of
parameters for each complete subcatalogue (see for details in Kijko and Sellevoll, 1989,1992; Pisarenko and
Lyubushin, 1999)

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

According to Reiter (1990) the maximum regional earthquake magnitude which is the maximum possible
earthquake that could occur in a given time interval and tectonic regime and defines an upper bound to earth-
quake size determined by earthquake processes. This is primarily used in probabilistic analyses.

An effort is made to see if these maximum regional magnitudes are related with the observed ones. In Figure
(2) we plotted with black circles the M, _obtained by the method of Kijko and Sellevoll (1989), while open
circles represents the maximum regional magnitude deduced from Pisarenko and Lyubushin (1999). The line of
the best fit for the Kijko and Sellevoll (solid line) is of the same slope, as the same line of Pisarenko and Lyubushin
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(dashed line) with equations:

MES =0.1141.03M 2 (7)
and
MIE=0.05+1.03M 2 6))

where the correlation coefficient for these equations are R=0.92 and 0.97, respectively. This means that
the maximum observed and the maximum regional magnitudes are in close correlation, although both
maximum regional magnitudes are higher that the observed ones. The mean error of Kijko-Sellevoll’s
stimates is 0.212+0.07, while for Pisarenko-Lyubushin’s magnitudes the mean error is 0.178+0.05.
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Fig. 2. The maximum regional (possible) magnitude for the eleven seismogenic sources of Japan as it is obtained
Jrom Kijko and Sellevoll (1989)- black circles, and by Pisarenko and Lyubushin (1999)- open cicles.

In Figure (3) we have plotted all the available maximum magnitudes along the 11 seismogenic zones in
which the area of Japan is divided. Black circles and solid line represent the maximum observed magnitude,
while triangles and continues dashed line refer to Kijko-Sellevol results and rhombus and dot-dashed line depict
Pisareno-Lyubushin estimates. The first look on this plot shows that the conclusion previously derived, that the
maximum regional magnitudes are higher than the observed, is very clear here. Also the magnitudes obtained
from Kijko-Sellevoll’s method are higher even from those resulted by Pisarenko-Lyubushin’s approach. The
spatial distribution of all kinds of maximum magnitudes adopted in the present work illustrate low values in the
first source but in the next two sources the values are higher with the first minimum in source 4. Then the
magnitude values are higher in source 5,6,7, while we observed the second minimum in source 8. In source 9 we
obtained a maximum value and in 10 we see the last (third) minimum. In the last source (11)high values of
maximum regional magnitudes demonstrated. We want to notice here that the seismicity of source 4 for the
present century is one of the lowers in the examined area But if we took into account the large shock with

magnitude M gf;i =8.0 (Usami, 1996) which occurred in 1677 the maximum regional magnitude changed in:

M, =8.28+0.26 (kijko-Sellevoll) and M =8.12+0.13 (Pisarenko-Lyubushin. The advantage of the methods
used is revealed clearly in this example, otherwise this information will be lost and the seismicity estimation may
be underestimated.
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Fig. 3. The maximum magnitude for the 11 seismogenic sources of Japan: observed is represented by black
circles; regional (possible) is depicted by triangles (Kijko-Sellevoll’s approach), while by open circles this
magnitude obtained by Pisarenko-Lyubushin’s method is illustrated.

Tsapanos (2000) applied Kijko-Sellevoll’s approach and found for the whole Japan that M__ =8.69+0.60,
while the estimated b-value=0.92+0,02. Interesting illustration is observed in the spatial distribution of the b-
values (fig. 4) of Gutenberg-Richter relation, along the 11 seismogenic sources of Japan. These values are calcu-
lated from the estimated values of the seismic hazard parameter f. In this figure we defined by dark circle the b-
value derived from Kijko-Sellevoll’s method and with open triangle we present the b-values obtained by Pisarenko-
Lyubushin’s approach. Anomalously low b-values observed in sources 2 and 7 and this is inspected in the results
deduced by both methods applied. The value for source 2 of b=0.51+0.14 (Kijko-Sellevoll) and b=0.53+0.11
(Pisarenko-Lyubushin). The estimated b-value=0.58+0.13 for source 7(Kijko-Sellevoll) and b-value=0.5040.12
(Pisarenko-Lyubushin). Results deduced from inversion analysis of GPS data for northeast Japan (Miyazaki et
al ., 1998) show that the subducting velocity of the Pacific plate off Hokkaido deduced from the plate motion
model is 7.8 cm/yr. Based on these measurements and on the results derived by his team Ito et al. (2000) sug-
gested a strong interplate coupling which indicates strain accumulation for the next great interplate earthquake.
This place is coincide with the source 2. The low b-values found in the present study support the previous results,
for the next great interplate earthquake, obtained by different methods and different authors. Also Papazachos
et al. (1994) defined for this zone high probability for an earthquake occurrence with magnitude M>7.5 during
the period 1993-2002.
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Fig. 4. The b-values for the 11 seismogenic sources of Japan: black circles represent the values obtained by Kijko-
Sellevoll’s method, while the open triangles depict the values taken from Pisarenko-Lyubushin’s approach.
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The next very low b-values are observed in source 7. The coupling in this region is estimated (El-Fiky et al.,
1999)as a very strong (95%)one. The distribution of interseismic slip rate on the plate boundary between the
subducting Philippine sea plate and the continental plate in the southwest Japan is computed (Ito et al., 1999)
based on the displacement rates obtained from the an inversion analysis for continuous GPS data. The obtained
results from this research suggested that the deformation of this area does not behave like an elastic body but a
rigid body. Large crustal deformation in the area of source 7, were also estimated by Hashimoto and Jackson
(1993). All these measurements with the very low b-values estimated can lead us to the conclusion that this
source is of high risk for a large earthquake occurrence. Papazachos et al. (1994) estimated for this zone a
probability of 0.46 for an earthquake occurrence with magnitude M=7.8 during the period 1993-2002.

4. CONCLUSIONS

In the present study we apply two approaches in order to estimate the seismic hazard parameters in 11
seismogenic sources of Japan. The estimated parameters are the M, __which is the maximum regional (possible)
magnitude and the b-value obtained through the relationship b=ploge. The magnitudes M__ obtained through
Kijko and Sellevoll (1989) and Pisarenko and Lyubushin (1999) compared with the corresponding observed
M, and both found to be larger that the observed ones. The largest is the one obtained by Kijko and Sellevoll’s
approach. Special interest is given to the spatial distribution of the b-values. Significantly low b-values are
estimated for the seismogenic sources 2 and 7 which in comparison with other measurements from different
authors are suggested as zones of high risk and is concluded that both are places for the next large interplate
earthquake.
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