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Abstract:

Today, dservations of earthquakeecursors remain widely debated. While precursory slow slip

is an important feature of earthquake nucleation, foreshock sequences are not always observed
and their temporal evolution remainsconstrained-ere, we reporon stickslip experiments
(laboraory earthquakesgjonductedinder seismogenic stressesdry and fluid pressure

conditions. We show that the precursory moment release scales with mainshock magnitude
irrespective of the slip belior (seismic or aseismidhepresence of fluidanthefa ul t 6 s sl i p
history. Importantly,this observatioris supported by earthquake nucleation theory holdgor

natural earthquakes a magnitude range froMw6.0 toMw9.0. Even though a large gap remains
between laboratory and natural observatiomslerate to large earthquakeay beforesighted
through integratedeisnologicalandgeodetic measurements of both seismic and aseismic slip
during earthquake nucleation.

Keywords : Earthquake Nucleation; Laboratory Earthquakes; Fault Coupling; Pregcursor

Moment release.

Significance Statement

Understanding the slow nucleation phase preceding dynamic earthquake ruptures is crucial to
assess seismic hazaktere, we show that the temporal evolutioriadforatoryearthquake
precursorgprecursory slow slip, fault coupling and precursory seismieitgdf little use to

assess seismic hazaMkverthelessyrespective ofault slip behavio(seismic or aseismignd
environmental conditionétress state; fluid pressure and slip higtatyeamount ofimoment

releasd during the precursory phaseales with earthquake magnitudiéis property is

demonstated by laboratory observatiorgrthquake nucleation theory abg natural



observations of earthquakes ranging fidia6.0 toMw9.0. Larger earthquakes mubkerefore

exhibit a larger nucleation phase ammhsequenthare more likely to be detectable.

Main Text:

Understanding earthquake initiation is crucial to assgseismichazard. Theoretical and
numerical models usingjither slipweakening law$1-3) or rate and state friction law4-7)
predict that earthquake rupture is preceded by a nucleation phas& iRP)pture accelerates
over a growing fault patctntil it reaches aharacteristidengthLc, at which dynamic rupture
propagation initiates. While the NP has been studied in the laivpr@ 8-13), natural
observations of sudiP arescace andremain debate(ll4-17). The study of recent well
instrumented moderate and large magnitude earthqhaksbgyhlighted that several ruptures
were preceded by precursory slip, linked or not with foreshock sequ@dte2t). However,
other observationsdicatethat rather than precursory slifmreshocks trigger one another in a
cascaddike manner up to the ain rupture(15). This debate remains unresolvedinly because
the temporal evolution of both slip and seismicity and their intensity compared to the mainshock
remain poorly constrainedheanswergo the above questions might feeindat the laboratory
scale, where rupture propagation and fault conditions arecaeltolled.

Here, we carefully analyzed thd of 150+ laboratory stickslip events (proxies for
earthquakes) conducted under stress conditions representative of the upper seismogenic crust,
under both dry and pressurized fluid conditions. We conducted experiments at confining
pressuresig) ranging betweeb0 to 95 MPa and pore fluid pressurngs from 0 to 60 MPaln
each case, thagplacemenstress curve (Figdlc, Method3 revealed ainitial elastic loading
phase until a stress stadeThen thefault started to slip in a stable manii2y 10,11). When

precursory slippred finishedthef aul t 6 s ma x i muldnwas reaeted andther e n gt h



instability propagated with fast esssmic slip (o and a sudden stress drap sy down to a
final stress valuelf). When ceseismic slip arrested, as constant loading continued, a new elastic
loading phase ensued, repeating the stlgkcycle (Fig.1).

Under dry conditions (Fig.1a,fheNPis characterized by an exponential slip
acceleration followingipredt)=Uo*exp((to-t)/tc) whereto is the time of the mainshock,the
characteristic nucleation tin{8), anduo is fault slip at the beginning of the acceleration phase.
Note that both temporal constants can be estimated only after the mainshock occurrence.
Analysis of acoustic emissions activikEs) in our experimentsMethods$ highlightsthat,
under dry conditionsAEs alsofollowed an exponential increase untd) (Fig.1b insert),
consistent with the exponential acceleratof uprec (13). Subsequent sticklip events led to an
increase of the total AEs (from 31 in cycle #1 to 76yiale #10. With pressurizd fluids
(Fig.1c, d), the NS characterized by two cldw distinguishable slip acceleration stages. The
first oneis described by an exponential acceleration as observed in dry conditions. However, a
transition from an exponential growth to a power law is observed close to dynamic rupture
propagation. This @nge in acceleration ofrecis comparable to the nucleation process
observed through higbpeed phot@lasticity in transparent polyme(®). There, the length of
the ruptured area within the nucleation zone patch grew first exponentially with timenaad
the size of the rupture patch became comparable to that didingcteristiaucleationlength
the growth followedasan inverse power law of time. This second slip acceleration staee
very short during dry experimenpotentially thereasorwhy it was not observedurprisingly,
with pressurized fluidgjprecwas not associated with any AEs. It is unlikely that the absence of
foreshocks in all fluigpressurized conditions resultedlelyfrom increased attenuation of

seismic waves simcthe sensors were located <1 mm away from the fault. Previous experiments



have indeed shown that AEs are systematically observed prior to the failure of intact or thermally
cracked, dry or water saturated granite specint2®)s

To further investigate 81NP of laboratory earthquakébig.2), we computed the temporal
evolution of the f &Q MethodsRemiR)ahafundtienafitimecte upl i ng
mainshock during earthquake sequeneesrded both in dry and watpressurized conditions.

As expected, the fault remained stro@{1) during elastic loading. At the onsettbé

mainshockFC(to) decreased to ~85 0.7 due to initiation of the nucleatigmocessn dry

conditions With subsequent eventsC(to) decreased due tault surfaceevolution (Fig2.

darkest tracedkef.10). With pressurized fluids, when nucleation initiated; consistently

decreased to ~0.5 @t No influence of thesliding history andault surface evolutionvas noted
Thereduced fault couplingndlack of foreshocksgor their size reduction)nderfluid pressure

conditions could be due tlocalincrease of the nucleationlengtt t he scal e of f a
asperitesThe presence of |l ocal fluid overpilieessures
by changing the distribution dfictional heterogeneities which in turn control both fault

coupling and foreshock dynami(&7).

We now estimate the moment release of both the precursorg@seismic stages (Fig.3a,
Methods). While the temporal elation of slip and seismicity during nucleation depends on the
faul t ds s(13afluieépresdure eviedndecansulative fault slipve observe that in our
experimentdMp systematically scales witto (i.e. the magnitude of the instability) (Fig.3a). The
scalingcan be shown combining earthquake nucleation theory with the scaling between
earthquaked f r a ct ur e-sesmieslipglly facgatimental2,24-25), seismological

(26) and theoretidastudies(27) havedemonstrated that the fracture energy of earthquakes

increases as a powaw of their ceseismic slip followingiO ®06 , Wherea is a scaling



pre-factor, andJa given powe(in our experiments a~1.22e10 dnel.783(Fig.S4, Methods.

G can then be used in a smsthleyielding description to estimate an upyerd value of the

nucleation lengtlf1-3) following: 0 ——, withw, t he eart hquakeds dynami

Then, using usual seismological relatiokkethod3, we get the following scaling relation

between precursory and-seismic moments:

GuB 3,

(Eql)
This relationship shows that the larger tekeasegrecursory moment, the langde coseismic
momentof the earthquakd&aking commorstress dropaluesin our experimentsy§, =2 to L
MPa andy, =5t090 MPa, Table51) we observe that threlationquantitativelypredictsthe
precursory moment releasbserved in our experimentsote that sucloy, andw, values are
higher than usual earthquake stress drdps to our finite experimental fault and fixed rupture
arealn laboratory earthquakesostof the elastic energy is accumulatedhieapparatus
column, i.e. within a volume considefplarger than the sampl&he larger theormal stress
(lno) acting on the fault, the larger the elastic energy stored within the sample/apparatus medium
and consequently, the larger the coseismic slip and fracture eheogypared to an infinite
fault. Therefore, increasingvo in our experiments does not necessarily imply a reductidr of
(2,4,6,9,13 because of the largaey, andcw, .In our experimentghe scalingarises from the
relation betweemprecanducos (Fig.$4) and it is noteworthy thatpreg Ucos (3, , andw, evolved
spontaneouslwhen faults reached the conditions for instahilitiiereforethe scaling between
M, andMo resulted from the final value of these four quantjtiesulting in values fadslightly

largerthan those of natural observatiq@%-26). The scaling islsoconfirmedon mechanical



data obtained by previous studies of laboratory earthquakes (FegBs; symbolsMethods),
highlighting the independené®m the experimentadetup.

While the precursory moment release remains undetermined in most natural and
anthropogeniseismicity(28), severakxamples of wellnstrumented earthquakes where [ife
is properly characterizddllow the same scaling relation asr laboratoryearthquakesThis is
especiallyalid when geodetic and/or repeater inferred measurements of precursory moment
release are taken into account (Fig3.b, black squistetsiods Refs17, 1921, Supplementary
References In addition, considerintyl, only fromthe release of seismic moment during
foreshock sequensé.e. only fromseismic slip) results in large undershoot with respect to the
proposed scaling (Fig3redstar(18)). If the proposed scaling property is correct, this
undershootould occur becaegart of the precursory deformation is accommodated by aseismic
slip transientg17, 1922) or by seismic events of magnitude smaller than the magrofude
completenesef the catalogswhile this feature is clearly observed in laboratory experiments
(Fig.1-3, Refs:2, 8-13), natural observations of aseismic slip are still rare and defibteky). In
the light ofour resultsandbecause current geodesy generally lacks the resolution to observe
aseismic slig14, 17, some earthquak&quencemay nevethelespresent a cascadiée
initiation (i.e. small eventsiggerone another until the main ruptukb)). Yet, where transients
of aseismic slip can be resolve#rthquakeseem to nucleate through a slow slip trigde17,
19-21). When considering precursory aseismic stixperimental and seismological observations
suggest thatlp, i.e. the energy released duriNg, increases with the seismic moment of the
mainshockln fact, applyingeql with the scaling propesl by Abercrombierad Rice (Ref:26
(U~1.28and a= 5.256% andusual(29) earthquake stress drofsg, ~0.1-1 MPa andw, =1-10

MPa) our scaling provide conservativeestimates for naturaarthquakes (Fig$ dottedlines).



Our studyhas strong implications faarthquakeaucleation First,because the precursory
moment release systematically follows an exponential growth during the first acceleration phase,
continuously monitoring the time evolution of fault coupling could provide first order
information abouthief a u dtabiltysandthe eventual rupturénitiation. Second the occurrence
of a large earthquak®(,7 or higher) does not necessarily imply that a larger earthquake will not
occur in the days following itf the released seismic moment contributethe precursory
moment for a bigger asperity, a larger earthquake can occur in a close tireseals the case
for the2011Mw9.0 TohokuOki (20), the 2014Mw8.1 Iquique(21) andthe 19® Mw9.4-9.6
Valdivia (30) earthquakesall of which were preceded by lary&, foreshocksThird,and
foremost,ndependent of initial conditions (fluid pressus&ress and slip history), the lardés,
the largeMo (Fig. 3)whether it is released seismically, aseismicatlypy a combination of
both.This confirmsthat both the number of foreshocks and their characteristic acceleration can
differ for a given earthquake magnitude). Moreover fluid pressures are likely to reduce fault
coupling(17,31), compared to dry ealitions and, in light of our experiments, regulate
foreshock sequenceSgnificantly, Mp increases with mainshock magnitude. Therefore, the
larger the fault patch which will rupture, the larieand the higher the possibilibf detecing
and following precursory activityof moderate to large earthquakes by combined dieoaied

seismological methods.

Materials and Methods

Starting samples
Experimental samples consisted of Westerly Granite (WG) cylinders of 40 mm diameter
and 88 mm length. WG is aaterial representative of the upper continental crust and suitable for

laboratory work due to its low alteration, low anisotropy, homogeneity, fine grain size and



simple mineralogy. The cylinders were initially héiagated at 45 in order increase their
permeability by one order of magnitude (22@n?) and consequently, to allow reasonable fluid
diffusion and saturation times. Cylinders were then-satat anangledf of 30U t o t he
long axis to create an artificial elliptical fault (~80 mmlgt h and ~40 mm wi dt h) .
surfaces were grinded to ensure perfect contact and roughened with #240 grit paper in order to
ensure a minimum cohesion along the faultods i
all the specimens.
Triaxial ap paratus and pore fluid system

Experiments were performed on the-miédium, triaxial apparatus of ENS Paris. The
apparatus is able to support 100 MPa in confining pressure and 680 MPa in axial stress for
samples of 40 mm diameter. Both axial and confisingsses were seromntrolled
independently and recorded with 1kPa resolution. Fluid pressures wergegulaied through a
Quizix 20kdouble syringe pump of 120 MPa maximum capacity (1 microliter and 1 kPa volume
and pressure accuracy). Axial displanents (lax) were recorded through three gap sensors
| ocated outside the cell with a resolution of
Acoustic emission monitoring

During experiments, acoustic activity was monitored through 15 qmemmic sensors
which consst of a PZT crystal (Pl ceramic PI2355 mm thick and of diameter 5 mm)
contained in a brass casing. The sensors were glued directly on the samples with cyanoacrylate
adhesivdollowing the sensor map in Fig.SAcoustic waveforms were recorded with two
different techniquegl3). First, each unamplified signal was relayed to a digital oscilloscope
allowing for the recording of macroscopic stslip events within a time window of 6.5 ms at 10

MHz (13). Second, to record low amplitude acoustic emissiotigity, signals were amplified at



45 dB through preamplifiers. Amplified signals were then relayed to a trigger logic box. Using
this second system, AEOs were recorded if at
given threshold, that is sat 0.001 Volts. The complete waveform catalogue was then manually
analyzed to remove possible triggers from background noise.
High frequency stress and strain monitoring

Four strain gauges shownhing.S1.were glued ~1 mm away from the fault and allowed a
local recording of the axial{) and radial (3) strains at 10 MHz sampling frequency. The gauges
were wired in a full (Wheatstone) bridge configuration, allowing the direct measurentgt of
throught he 4* 350 q resistors. To calibrate the ga
of the rock during the elastic loading phase of each event such that we had direct conversion
from the strain recorded at the gauge to the corresponding far field wliféé¢stressd §. This
nearfault sensor allowed recording the dynamic character of eachstipc&vent(32) and

therefore to estimate the fracture energy of the ezt (

Loading procedure
For each test, axial and radial pressures (respectiirglgr{d (is)) were increased up to 10
MPa. Then, in the case of pore fluid experiments, air was cautiously flushed from the sample by
increasing fluid pressurgx] at the lower end of the sample. Once fluid percolated through the
entire sample, fluid presseiwas increased up to 5 MPa at the upper and lower ends until
pressure and volume equilibrium were reached at both ends. Experiments were then conducted at
different effective pressure conditions, whééee - pr accounts for effective stress. Finally, alxi
stress was increased imposing a constant volume rate in the axial piston which resulted in initial

strain ratesranging from ~1.18 s to ~3.10° stwhile (i) and ¢r) were held constant. Under



our experi ment al c o n f ssglandeetfectivemormat tresdgf )a uw et rdes

computed following:

(E)

and

(EdB)

Due to our experimental configuration, shear and normal stresses increased simultaneously
astihd6 i ncreased.

Faultdisplacementuf) was computed from the gap sensors located outside the pressure
vessel by correcting the direct measurement of axial displacemgrtgm the stiffness of the
experimental apparatuByco ~38 GPa) and by projecting the displacementherfault plane

following:

o) Ow 202z 3,
WéE i —

(Eq4)

whereLi s t he s a mp ¢pésdhe delviaonigstress, an d
A summary of the 150+ recorded stiskp events is presented in Supplementary Table 1. In
these experiments, radial stresses ranged from 50 to 95 MPa and pore fluid pressures from 0 to

60 MPa.



Mechanical coupling of experimental faults
To evaluate theafree of mechanical coupling of the experimental fault during-shigk
cycles FC), we first computed the fault slip raté&)(recorded using the external gap sensors

with 1 s centered time windows such that:

00 ™MiI 00 ™I
0 T 0 ™I

(Edd)

Due to the fast strain rates imposed in our experiments compared to tectonic loading rates,
we assumed that all deviations in strain rate from a fully coupled fault resulted from slip along
the fault(10). Then, we defined the mechanicaupbng of the fault as the ratio between the

estimated fault slip rate to the imposed displacement rate when the fault is fully caigpled (
such that’/O6 — . This estimation of the fault coupling is comparable with the one derived

from geodetic masurements along natural faulgs, 33.

Corrections for elastic displacement and calculation of precursory and eseismic moment
in laboratory earthquakes.
In all our experiments (Tablgl), the corrections for elastic displacement of the sample and
apparatus deformation were performed repladiyg in (Eg4). by a new constariiysyseemwhich
was computed individually for each event. In that sense, the change in elasticity was corrected

after each dynamic slip event. For the external points (B4{36 the data was manually



recovered. Then, the data were corrected for elasticity and the sheai Stpessrves were
plotted (examples are shown in 88.). Values of maximum shear stress at the onset of
instability (), shear stress drop(i, precursory slipuered and ceseismic slip @cog Were
recovered from those curvdsi. S2) and reported in Tahl82. From that table, the precursory
and ceseismic moments were computed\s £.A.UprecandMo= €.A.Ucosrespectively taking an

averageock shear modulus @=30 GPaFig. S3)

Precursory and caeseismic moment release: Theory.
From a theoretical viewpoint, assuming that NP ends with a linear slip weakening law similar to

dynamic rupture, the precursory moment can be writtén as * 80 & , whereDc is the
characteristic slip weakening ® stawtlteeg. The
the earthquakeds dynami c st rseakyseldidgdespriptio3o ¢ a n
estimate an upper end valuietlee nucleation lengthl(3) following: 0  —. From these

relationships we get a scaling between the precursory mavhetite stress drop, and the

fracture energy G:

(Ece)

The seismic moment Mo={.UcosL? and the ceseismic static stress dropds 68 8—,

whereC is a geometric factor equal to 7/16 for a circularcrackeench e r ock ds s hear

(37). From these two relationships, we get:

e

t



(Eq7)

Experimental @,24,25, seismologicalZ6) and theoretical studie2q) demonstrated that the
fracture energy of earthquakes increases as a power law of tisgisaac slip, which is a proxy
for the rupture length and can be written as:
"0 wo
(E®)

Wherea is a scaling préactor, andJa given power. In our experiments, we find a~1.22e10
andU ~ 1 . (FiS3.).
Combining equationdHg6)-(Eq8), we get the following scaling relation between precursory and

co-seismic moments:

(EaD)
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Supplementary Methods

Precursory and co-seismicmomentreleasein natural Earthquakes.

To compute the precursory andseismic moment release for natural earthquakes different
methods were used in the literature and are detailed below for each point of Figure.3b. The
values forMp andMo are given in Table® Note that in this analysis, vessume that all the
recorded precursory slow slip contributes to the nucleation of the mainshock, therefore, the
spatiotemporal fnme taken for nucleation the largest possible in all cases.

-2009Mw6 . 3 LOAqQui | a Bbarghret d.(3016y Re€38f r o m

Borghi et al.analyzed continuous GPS stations and detected an SSE (Slow Slip Event) that
started on the 12 February and lasted for almost two weeks prior to thi1¢6093 L O Aqui | a
Earthquake. From their analysis, the authors estimated a totatgmecmagnitude for the SSE

of Mw5.9 which resulted in a precursory moment relellige; 10°(3/2(5.9+6.07)) = 9.02e17

N.m. For this earthquake we hai# ~107(3/2(6.3+6.07)) = 3.59e18 N.m.

- 2011Mw9.0 TohokuOKki Earthquake froniKato et al. (912 Ref20.

In their work, Kato et al. (2012) used a waveform correlation technique on the earthquake
catalog preceding the 20Mw9.0 TohokuOki Earthquake in order to identify migrating

foreshocks towards the epicenter of the mainshock. They inferred the tenyodutiba of quasi

static slip of the plate interface based on small repeating earthquakes. From this analysis, the
authors estimate a total aseismic moment release by slow slip transiekt3 4f over the area
hosting foreshock distributions. This resultdMp~ 107(3/2(7.1+6.07)) = 4.47e19 N.m akid
~107(3/2(9.0+6.07)) = 3.16e22 N.m.

- 2014Mw8.1 Iquique Earthquake froBocquet et al2017) Ref21.

Socquet et al2017) analyzed the accedion recorded at a group of GPS stations located in
Coastal Northern Chile. This acceleration started 8 months prior to thevR@&1% Iquique
Earthquake. They showed that this acceleration corresponded toMwbrSt slow slip event on

the Chilean suttuction interface, which was followed by a lai®6.7 foreshock. That

foreshock further generatedvi 7.0 afterslip event which finally ruptured the area of the Mw8.1
mainshock. From their analysis, we estimate the total precursory moment releaseiasdhe s
these events, resulting My ~ 107(3/2(6.5+6.07)) + 107(3/2(6.7+6.07)) + 10°(3/2(7.0+6.07)) =
7.16e18 + 1.43e19 + 4.03e19 = 6.17e19 N.m. and weMaw&07(3/2(8.1+6.07)) = 1.80e21

N.m.

- 2004Mw6.0 Parkfield Earthquak8helly(2009, Ref39

In hiswork, Shelly (2009) used observations of deep tremors in order to infer slow slip
preceding the 200M16.0 Parkfield Earthquake. The author observed elevated tremor rates in
the 3 months preceding the mainshock ~16km beneath the hypocenter and coheluithed t

deep slip interacted with the mainshock area for that earthquake. From the tremor rate analysis,
the author proposes (under several assumptions) that the slow slip event prior to the mainshock
had aMw4.9. This results iMp ~ 107(3/2(4.9+6.07)) 2.85e16 N.m an¥o

~10"(3/2(6.0+6.07)) = 1.27e18 N.m.

- 2014Mw7.3 Papanoa Earthquake frétadiguet et al(2016, Ref:40.

In the work of Radiguet et 2016, the authors reconstructed the aseismic slip evolution on the
subduction interface of the Guerrero segment through inversion of GPS position time series. The
authors found a slow slip of total moment magnitid&’ .6 that began two months prior to the

2014 Mw7.3 Papanoa earthquake. This slow slip event persisted for ~9 months after the Papanoa



earthquake. The authors studied the temporal evolution of moment release during the slow slip
event and found that, prior to the Papanoa earthquake, around 1584madrtient release
corresponding to thielw7.6 slow slip event had been released at the time of the earthquake.
Using the moment magnitude scale, this results on an estimation for
Mp~0.15*107(3/2(7.6+6.07)) = 7.77.€19 N.m avid~10"(3/2(7.3+6.07)) =8.91.108 N.m.

- 2015Mw8.4 lllapelEarthquake fromHuang and Meng(2018, Ref41

Huang and Men@018, Propose that the 2014 Illapel earthquake was preceded by a
progressively accelerating aseismic slip phase. Such analysis is done through a-fiti@iched
technique which allowed for the identification of repeating earthquakes. Then, from repeating
earthquake analysis, the authors propose that an area of 5G.pkented an average slip of
~30 cm in a time period of several months prior to the mainshoch. &uobservation,
assuming a rockds shear modwMp~-8089. B0e3)B3G GPa, r e
2.25.e19 N.m antflo ~107(3/2(8.4+6.07)) =5.07.10e21 N.m.

-2012 NicoyaVw7.6 earthquak&éom Voss et al(2018, Refl17

Analyzing the slip and seismicity that preceded the 2012 Nibty@a6 Earthquake, Voss et
al. were able to study data from 20+ GPS stations which were located in a peninsular area and
therefore close to the mai ns hthaskh®@msedhptiaBlemnt er .
Slip Event started 6 months prior to the mainshock. They conclude that the coulomb frictional
stress change prior to the mainshock was low and therefore they discard a-tkscade
nucleation process. The authors estimate theupsery moment release to an equivaln6.5
event which results in an estimatég~7.16e18 N.m antflo~ 3.20e19 N.m.

In addition, the authors compile a number of earthquakes where precursory aseismic slip
was observed (their supplementary Table S1) fndnch we have plotted the additional points
in figure 3 fromRefs:21,4244.

-2017Mw6.9 Valparaiso Earthquake froRuiz et al(2018 Ref: 45.

In their work, Ruiz et al. studied the nucleation phase through GPS and repeater type
seismicity of the 201¥w6.9 Valparaiso earthquake. They conclude that most of the precursory
deformation phase was aseismic (80% of the precursory seismic moment) and they estimate the
precursory moment release to an equival.55 event which results in an estimated
Mp~8.51eB N.m andMo~ 2.85€19 N.m.

-2006 BaseMw3.2 Earthquake from SED catalog Rt
Through the precise catalog of the Swiss seismological service (SED) with a magnitude of
completionMw1.4, we identify all seismic events that occurred prior to the Decemt2a0%

Mw3.2 induced earthquakes that occurred in Basel. Because of the low magnitude of completion
and the small spatial distribution of seismic events (Haring et al., 2008), it is reasonable to
assume that all the recorded events can contribute to ¢heatian of the largest event. We
therefore sum up the magnitudes of all recorded events prior to the mainshock and Bgtimate
1.22E+14 N.m anio= 8.04E+13. (SED website reference).

-Coaraze induced earthquakesm Guglielmi et al.(2015, Ref28
In the study byGuglielmi et al., (201p the authors performed senwvntrolled hydraulic
injections into a natur al fault and recorded
From their Figure 1, a precursory aseismic slip event precedes theeoceuof micro seismicity
and a slip acceleration phase. While in this study a mainshock cannot be clearly defined, we
assume that the whole slip event without any seismicity contributes to precursory moment
release and the secondeismie- slip phase catributes to ceseismic moment release. From
their mechanical data and modelling, the authors estimate a 15 m radius for the precursory



slipping zone and a total-spremucsetypsbhpsebp,
estimate a 35 m radidisr thesecond slipping zone and a total slip of 95 cm. From this,

considering the shear modulus of the rock to be 30 GPa, we edtiprale86e12 N.m ani¥p=

2.74e13 N.m.
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Fig. S1.Experimental setup.

a. Triaxial apparatush. Acoustic emission sensor and strain gauge maf‘esterly Granite

sawcut cylinder and stress distributiah.Westerly Granite microstructure under cross
polarized optical microscopy.



Fig. 2. Corrections for elasticity.

a. Red curve, extracted raghata for intact rock from reSummers and Byerlee, 197Blue

curve: same dataset corrected from elastic deformation to get only fault slip-éadt@hear

stress (Methods). Examples are shownopatanduces values in the first everh. Exampleof

dataset from our experiments. Corrections for elasticity account for the change in shear stiffness
for every event.



