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The existence ofa slowly always-decreasing probability density for the recurrence tim es ofearth-

quakes im plies that the occurrence ofan event at a given instant becom es m ore unlikely as tim e

since thepreviouseventincreases.Consequently,theexpected waiting tim e to thenextearthquake

increases with the elapsed tim e,that is,the event m oves away to the future fast. W e have found

direct em piricalevidence ofthis counterintuitive behavior in two worldwide catalogs as wellas in

diverse localcatalogs. Furtherm ore,the phenom enon can be welldescribed by universalscaling

functions.

PACS num bers:91.30.D k,05.65.+ b,89.75.D a,64.60.Ht

M any probability distributionshavebeen proposed to

accountforthe recurrence tim e ofearthquakes[1,2,3,4],

which isthetim eintervalbetween successiveearthquakes

in a certain region. W hen aftershocks and m ainshocks

areconsidered togetherasapartofessentiallyoneunique

process[5,6],wehavedeterm ined thatauniversalscaling

law describesthe probability density D (�)ofthe recur-

rencetim e.In thisway,foreventsofm agnitudeM above

acertain threshold M c in agiven spatialarea(whoselim -

itsdo notneed to depend on the tectonic background),

D (�)scaleswith therateofseism icactivity R in thearea

as

D (�)= Rf(R�);

where R is de�ned as the m ean num ber ofearthquakes

(with M � M c)perunittim e and f isa universalscal-

ing function. Thisscaling isin factthe hallm ark ofthe

self-sim ilarity ofseism icity in the space-tim e-m agnitude

dom ain. Am ong severalpossible scaling functions,the

best�tisobtained from a (truncated)gam m a distribu-

tion,

f(�)=
C

a�()

�
a

�

�1�

e
��=a

;

with  the shape param eter,a the scale param eter,C

a correction to norm alization (due to the truncation of

thedistribution closetozero),and �()thegam m afunc-

tion.W hen < 1,f turnsoutto be a decreasing power

law,accelerated byan exponentialfactorin thelong-tim e

lim it.

W e analyze m any regions and M c� values from two

worldwide catalogs(the NEIC-PDE and the Signi�cant

EarthquakeDatabasefrom NOAA atNEIC [7])and from

several regional catalogs (Southern California, Japan,

New Zealand, New M adrid (USA),the Iberian Penin-

sula,and theBritish Islands[8]).Each analyzed region is

delim ited bytwom eridiansand twoparallels[9],with lin-

earsizespanning from 0:16� (about18 km )to thewhole

globe(� 20� 103 km ),coveringa largevariety oftectonic

environm ents,whereasthe considered m agnitudesrange

from largerthan 1.5 to largerthan 7.5 (this is about a

factor109 in the m inim um released energy).

Exceptfora 360� � 180�� region,which coverstheen-

tireglobe,therestoftheregionsarede�ned by awindow

ofL degreesin longitudeand L degreesin latitude.The

coordinates (x;y) ofthe west-south corner ofthese re-

gions can be obtained from the vector (kx;ky) at Fig.

1’s labels as x = xm in + kxL, y = ym in + kyL, with

(xm in;ym in)= (� 180�;� 90�),(� 123�;30�),(127�;27�),

(160�;� 60�), (� 91�;35�), (� 20�;30�), and (� 10�;45�)

for the worldwide, Southern California, Japan, New

Zealand, New M adrid, Iberian Peninsula, and British

Island catalogs,respectively. The periods ofstudy are

(in yearsA.D.including the lastone)1973-2002 forthe

NEIC catalog,1897-1970 forthe NOAA one,1988-1991,

1995-1998,and 1984-2001 for Southern California (de-

noted asSC88,SC95,and SC84),and 1995-1998,1996-

2001,1975-2002,1993-1997,and 1991-2001,forthe rest

ofcatalogs(in thesam eorderasbefore).Theregionsand

tim es ofobservation are selected in orderthata period

ofstationary seism icactivity isincluded,thism eansthat

aftershock sequencesshould nothavetoo m uch weightin

the seism icity ofthe region. W hen this is not the case

(i.e., for very large aftershock activity) our analysis is

stillvalid,butthe scaling with the m ean rate hasto be

replaced by a scaling with the instantaneousrate.

A m axim um -likelihood estim ation ofthe param eters

using the rescaled recurrencetim e R� forallthe regions

and M c’sstudied gives = 0:74� 0:05,and a = 1:23�

0:15,which yields a coe�cient ofvariation C V ’ 1:2.

The constant C is determ ined from the norm alization

condition given them inim um valueforwhich thegam m a

distribution holds;for�> 0:05,C = 1:10� 0:10(seeFig.

1 (a)).

Theresultsofthe�tareshown in Fig.1 (a)using the

survivorfunction,which isde�ned asS(�)� Prob[�0 >

�] =
R1

�
D (�0)d�0 (where �0 is a generic labelfor the

recurrence tim e,while � refers to a particular value of
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the sam equantity).Itisstraightforward to obtain that,

in our case,S(�) should also verify a scaling relation,

S(�)= G (R�),with G (�)= C Q (�=a),and Q (�=a)the

com plem ent ofthe incom plete gam m a function [10,11].

The totalagreem ent between these equations and the

m easured distributions is clear from the data collapse

and the �tting curve in the plot,for interm ediate and

long recurrence tim es. The accuracy ofthe scaling law

and the gam m a �tisguaranteed asthe seism ic activity

is stationary in this range ofrecurrence tim es. O n the

contrary,shorttim esareusually notfreeofdisturbances

ofthe stationariness,due to the triggering ofaftershock

sequences,which destroy the universalscaling behavior.

In ordertotreatallthedistributionsin thesam eway,we

calculatetherateR only foreventsin thescaling region,

i.e.,shortrecurrencetim esarenotconsidered in therate.

The knowledge ofthe probability distribution ofthe

recurrence tim es allows one to answer two im portant

questionsaboutthetem poraloccurrenceofearthquakes.

First,fora certain region and forM � M c,wecan study

theprobabilityperunittim eofan im m ediateearthquake

given thattherehasbeen aperiod � withoutactivity,us-

ing the hazard rate[12],

�(�)�
Prob[� < �0� �+ d�j�0> �]

d�
=
D (�)

S(�)
;

where the sym bol\j" accountsforconditionalprobabil-

ity. From the previousform ulaswe getthat�(�)scales

as�(�)= Rh(R�),with

h(�)=
1

a�()

�
a

�

�1� e��=a

Q (�=a)
:

Thisfunction turnsoutto be m onotonically decreasing,

tending asa powerlaw to the value 1=a as� ! 1 . So,

contrary to com m on belief,thehazard doesnotincrease

with theelapsed tim esincethelastearthquake,butjust

theopposite;thisisprecisely them oredirectcharacteri-

zation oflong-term clustering [13].

Also,onecan wonderabouttheexpected tim etillthe

next earthquake,given that a period �0 without earth-

quakes(in thespatialarea and rangeofm agnitudescon-

sidered)haselapsed,

�(�0)� E [� � �0 j� > �0]=
1

S(�0)

Z 1

�0

(�� �0)D (�)d�:

Thisfunction can bereferred to astheexpected residual

recurrencetim e[12]and again we�nd a scaling form for

it,which is�(�0)= e(R�0)=R,with the scaling function

e(�)= a
Q + 1(�=a)

Q (�=a)
� �:

This is an increasing function of �, which reaches an

asym ptotic value e(�)! a.Therefore,the residualtim e

untilthe nextearthquake should grow with the elapsed

tim e since the lastone. Notice the counterintuitive be-

haviorthat this represents: ifwe decom pose the recur-

rence tim e � as � = �0 + �f,with �f the residualtim e

to thenextearthquake,theincreaseof�0 im pliesthein-

crease ofthe m ean value of�f,butthe m ean value of�

iskept�xed.In fact,thisisjusta m oredram aticversion

ofthe classicalwaiting-tim eparadox [14,15].

Fortheparticularcaseofearthquakesthisiseven m ore

paradoxical,sinceonewould say thatthelongerthetim e

onehasbeen waiting foran earthquake,thecloseritwill

be,dueto thefactthatastim epassesstressincreaseson

thecorrespondingfaultand thenextearthquakebecom es

m ore likely. (Nevertheless,one needs to distinguish be-

tween earthquakeson a given faultand earthquakesover

a certain area.) Thequestion wasoriginally putforward

by Davis et al.[16],who pointed out that ifa lognor-

m aldistribution is a prioriassum ed for the recurrence

tim es,theexpected residualtim eincreaseswith thewait-

ing tim e. (However,the increase here wasassociated to

the update of the distribution param eters as the tim e

since the lastearthquake,which wastaken into account

in theestim ation,increased;wedealwith adi�erentcon-

ceptofincreasing residualtim e.) Sornette and K nopo�

[2]showed thatthe increase (ordecrease)dependscom -

pletelyon theelection ofthedistribution,and studied the

propertiesofa num berofthem .W earegoingto seethat

the observationaldata provide direct evidence against

thesim plepictureofthenextearthquakeapproachingin

tim e.

Indeed, our m athem atical predictions can be con-

trasted with the catalogs;both the hazard rate and the

expected residualrecurrence tim e can be directly m ea-

sured with no assum ption about their functionalform .

Followingtheirde�nitions,thesequantitiesareestim ated

as

�(�)=
n(�;�+ ��)

n(�;1 )��
; �(�0)=

P

ij�i> �0
(�i� �0)

n(�0;1 )
;

wheren(�1;�2)denotesthenum berofquakeswith recur-

rence tim e in the range (�1;�2) and the sum in �(�0) is

com puted only forearthquakesisuch that�i > �0 (and

ofcourseM � M c).From theresultsdisplayed in Figs.1

(b)and 1(c)itisapparentthatthehazard ratedecreases

with tim ewhereastheexpected residualrecurrencetim e

increases, as we predicted. M oreover,both quantities

arewellapproxim ated by the proposed universalscaling

functions.

O n theotherhand,thepartoftherecurrence-tim edis-

tribution thataccountsforshorttim esdisplaysa typical

behaviorf(�)= K 1=�
1�� ,and the corresponding func-

tionsforthesurvivorfunction,hazard rate,and expected

residualreturn tim e turn outto be:

G (�)= K 1(K 2 � �
�
=�); h(�)=

1

K 2�
1�� � �=�

;
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e(�)=
K 3 � �1+ �=(1+ �)

K 2 � ��=�
� �;

wheretheconstantsK 2 and K 3 depend on therestofthe

distribution. An exam ple for these functions with � ’

0:2 isalso represented in Fig.1,showing theappropriate

decreasing orincreasing tendency in each case.

Forthesakeofconcreteness,letusconsiderworldwide

earthquakeswith M � 7:5,which occurata rate R = 6

per year, roughly. In the days im m ediately after one

event of this type, the expected tim e to the next one

(anywhere in the world) is about 2 m onths (for � = 6

days,we have R� = 0:1,and e(0:1)’ 1,see Fig.1 (c)).

Ifafter2 m onthsthe quake hasnotcom e,the expected

residualtim enotonly doesnotdecreasebutincreasesto

2.2 m onths (e(1) ’ 1:1,this would lead to 4:2 m onths

between both events),and ifthe elapsed tim e reached

1 year (which is unlikely but not im possible), the ex-

pected waitingtim ewould furtherincreaseto2.4m onths

(e(6) ’ 1:2). In the sam e way,the hazard rate would

drop from 0.7 to 0.5 and to 0.4 m onth�1 (h(�)’ 1:4;1,

and 0:85),respectively. The sam e processisreproduced

atallm agnitudeand spatialscalesin a self-sim ilarm an-

ner.An intuitiveexplanation ofthisphenom enon isthat

when theelapsed tim esincethelastearthquakeislarge,

the system entersinto a long \droughtperiod" in which

the recurrence tim e is likely to be very large. Notice

howeverthatthereisno fundam entaldi�erencebetween

these drought periods and the rest ofrecurrence tim es,

since allofthem are governed by the sam e sm ooth dis-

tribution.

The universality ofthisbehaviordem andsfurtherex-

planation;nevertheless,itsuggeststheexistenceofasim -

plem echanism in which,astim epasses,thevariablethat

triggers rupture runs away from the rupture threshold

(on average). The \excursions" ofthis variable would

keep the m em ory ofthe lasteventstored in the system

up to very long tim esto generatethe negative aging ob-

served.

Theconsiderationsreported hereshould beatthecore

ofany research regarding earthquake-occurrencem odel-

ing [17,18]and predictability [19,20,21,22]. Finally,in

orderto accountfortheself-sim ilarity oftheseprocesses,

theconceptofself-organized criticality providesthem ost

appealing fram ework up to now [23].
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Nonuniversal-behavior example

Universal scaling function
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FIG .1. Scaling plotsofthe probability distributions,haz-

ard ratefunctions,and expected residualrecurrencetim esfor

allthe catalogs analyzed.The valuesofthe occurrence rates

R arebroadly distributed,ranging roughly from 6 year
�1

to 1

hour
�1
,so one unitin the horizontalaxiscan representfrom

1 hour to 2 m onths. The universalscaling functions �tting

the data are the ones proposed in the text,with the param -

eters obtained from the m axim um -likelihood estim ation;an

exam ple of�t outside the scaling region is also shown. (a)

Rescaled survivor functions. The distributions are norm al-

ized for R � � 0:05,therefore,the left part ofthe distribu-

tionsdoes notrepresenta probability;nevertheless,we have

considered interesting toshow ittoillustratethenonuniversal

behavior.Tim esshorterthan two m inutesarenotshown.(b)

Rescaled hazard rates.Theerrorsatlong tim esarelarge,due

to poor statistics. (c) Rescaled expected residualrecurrence

tim es. O nly m ean valuescalculated with 3 orm ore data are

displayed. At long tim es the errors increase even further in

thiscase,as�(�)isthe di�erence oftwo large num bers;nev-

ertheless,the gaps between the points and the function are

com patible with the errorbars(notshown).
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