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T he existence of a slow Iy alw ays-decreasing probability density for the recurrence tim es of earth—
quakes In plies that the occurrence of an event at a given instant becom es m ore unlkely as tin e
since the previous event increases. C onsequently, the expected waiting tin e to the next earthquake
Increases w ith the elapsed tin e, that is, the event m oves away to the fiture fast. W e have found
direct em pirical evidence of this counterintuitive behavior In two worldw ide catalogs as well as In
diverse local catalogs. Furthem ore, the phenom enon can be well described by universal scaling

fiinctions.

PACS numbers: 91.30Dk, 0565+ b, 89.75D a, 64.60Ht

M any probability distributions have been proposed to
acocount for the recurrence tim e of earthquakes E:;:Z;;’,:ff],
w hich isthe tin e intervalbetw een successive earthquakes
In a certain region. W hen aftershocks and m ainshocks
are considered together as a part ofessentially one unique
process [_5,:§], w e have determ ined that a universalscaling
law describes the probability density D ( ) of the recur-
rence tin e. In thisway, forevents ofm agnitudeM above
a certain threshold M . in a given spatialarea (whose lim —
its do not need to depend on the tectonic background),
D ( ) scalesw ith the rate of seisn icactivity R In the area
as

D()=RER );

where R is de ned as the m ean num ber of earthquakes
(with M M () peruni tin e and f is a universal scal-
Ing function. This scaling is In fact the halim ark of the
selfsin flarity of seisn icity in the spacetin em agnitude
dom ain. Among several possbl scaling finctions, the
best t is obtained from a (truncated) gamm a distribu-
tion,

£()=

a ()

wih  the shape param eter, a the scale param eter, C
a correction to nomn alization (due to the truncation of
the distribbution close to zero),and ( ) thegamm a func-
tion. W hen < 1, f tums out to be a decreasing power
law , accelerated by an exponential factor in the long-tin e
Iim it.

W e analyze m any regions and M . values from two
worldw ide catalogs (the NEIC-PDE and the Signi cant
E arthquakeD atabase from NOAA atNEIC tj]) and from
several regional catalogs (Southem Califormia, Japan,
New Zealand, New M adrid (U SA), the Iberian Penin—
sula, and the B ritish Islands E‘j’]) . Each analyzed region is
delin ired by twom eridiansand tw o paraliels [4], w ith Iin—
ear size spanning from 0:16 (about 18 km ) to the whole
globe ( 20 1dkm ), covering a Jarge variety of tectonic

environm ents, w hereas the considered m agnitudes range
from larger than 1.5 to larger than 7.5 (this is about a
factor 10° in them ininum released energy).

E xcept ora 360 180 region, which coversthe en—
tire globe, the rest ofthe regionsare de ned by a w ndow
of L degrees n longiude and L degrees in latitude. The
coordinates (x;y) of the west-south comer of these re—
gions can be obtained from the vector (ky;ky) at Fig.
1’s labels as X = Xpin + kgL, ¥ = ¥Ymin + kyL, with
&n ini¥min) = ( 180 ; 90 ), ( 123 ;30 ), (127 ;27 ),
160 ; 60), ( 91 ;35), ( 20 ;30 ), and ( 10 ;45)
for the worldw ide, Southem Califomia, Japan, New
Zealand, New M adrid, Iberian Peninsula, and B ritish
Island catalogs, respectively. The periods of study are
(In years A D . including the last one) 19732002 for the
NEIC catalog, 1897-1970 forthe NOAA one, 1988-1991,
1995-1998, and 1984-2001 for Southem Califomia (de-
noted as SC 88, SC 95, and SC 84), and 1995-1998, 1996~
2001, 19752002, 1993-1997, and 19912001, for the rest
ofcatalogs (in the sam e orderasbefore). T he regionsand
tin es of observation are selected In order that a period
of stationary seism ic activiy is inclided, thism eansthat
aftershock sequences should not have too m uch weight in
the seigmn icity of the region. W hen this is not the case
(ie. for very large aftershock activity) our analysis is
still valid, but the scaling w ith the m ean rate has to be
replaced by a scaling w ith the Instantaneous rate.

A m axin um —lkelhood estim ation of the param eters
using the rescaled recurrence tine R for all the regions
and M .’s studied gives = 074 005,anda= 123
0415, which yilds a coe cient of vardation CV / 12.
The constant C is determ ined from the nom alization
condition given them inim um value forwhich thegamm a
distribbution holds; or > 005,C = 110 0:10 (seeFig.
1 (@).

The resultsofthe tareshown n Fig. 1 (@) using the
survivgr finction, which isde ned as S ()  Probl 0>

1= D (%d % where ° is a generic label for the
recurrence tin e, while refers to a particular value of
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the sam e quantity). It is straightforw ard to obtain that,
In our case, S () should also verify a scaling relation,
S()=GR ),withG ()=CQ (=a),andQ (=a)the
com plem ent of the incom plete gamm a function f_l-C_i,:_l-]_;]
T he total agreem ent between these equations and the
m easured distrbutions is clear from the data collapse
and the tting curve In the plot, for intem ediate and
Iong recurrence tin es. The accuracy of the scaling law
and the gamm a t is guaranteed as the seigm ic activity
is stationary in this range of recurrence tines. On the
contrary, short tim es are usually not free of disturbances
of the stationariness, due to the triggering of aftershock
sequences, which destroy the universal scaling behavior.
In order to treat allthe distributions in the sameway, we
calculate the rate R only for events in the scaling region,
ie., short recurrence tim es are not considered in the rate.

T he know ledge of the probability distrioution of the
recurrence tines allows one to answer two im portant
questions about the tem poraloccurrence of earthquakes.
First, ora certain region and forM M ., we can study
the probability perunit tin e ofan in m ediate earthquake
given that there hasbeen a period w ithout activiy, us—
Ing the hazard rate f_l-g‘],

Prob[ < ©

w here the sym bol \J' accounts for conditional probabil-

ity. From the previous form ulas we get that ( ) scales
as ()=RhR ),wih
1 al e
h()= ——— - —_—
a () Q (=a)

T his finction tums out to be m onotonically decreasing,
tending as a power law to the valuel=aas ! 1 . So,
contrary to com m on belief, the hazard does not increase
w ith the elapsed tin e since the last earthquake, but jast
the opposite; this is precisely the m ore direct characteri-
zation of long-term clustering l_l-I_i']

A Iso, one can wonder about the expected tin e till the
next earthquake, given that a period ( without earth-
quakes (in the spatialarea and range ofm agniudes con—
sidered) has elapsed,

(o) EI 0] > ol= ( 0)D ()d :

S(o)
T his finction can be referred to as the expected residual
recurrence tin e {ld] and again we nd a scaling form for
i, which is ()= eR o)=R, wih the scaling function

Q +1(=a)

Ry g

This is an increasing function of , which reaches an
asym ptotic value e( ) ! a. Therefore, the residualtin e
until the next earthquake should grow w ith the elapsed

tin e since the last one. Notice the counterintuitive be-
havior that this represents: if we decom pose the recur—
rence tine as = g+ ¢, wih ¢ the residualtime
to the next earthquake, the increase of ¢ In plies the in-
crease of the m ean value of ¢, but the m ean value of
iskept xed. In fact, this is just a m ore dram atic version
of the classicalw aiting-tin e paradox [[4)15].

Forthe particular case ofearthquakesthis iseven m ore
paradoxical, since one would say that the longerthe tin e
one hasbeen waiting for an earthquake, the closer it w i1l
be, due to the fact that as tin e passes stress Increases on
the corresponding faul and the next earthquake becom es
m ore likely. (Nevertheless, one needs to distinguish be-
tween earthquakeson a given fault and earthquakes over
a certain area.) T he question was originally put forward
by Davis et al. [16], who pointed out that if a Jognor-
m al distrdbution is a priori assum ed for the recurrence
tin es, the expected residualtin e increasesw ith thewait—
Ing tine. (However, the Increase here was associated to
the update of the distrbution param eters as the tine
since the last earthquake, which was taken into account
in the estin ation, Increased; we dealw ith a di erent con—
cept of increasing residual tin e.) Somette and K nopo
'Q] show ed that the increase (or decrease) depends com —
pltely on the election ofthe distribution, and studied the
properties ofa num ber ofthem . W e are going to see that
the observational data provide direct evidence against
the sin ple picture of the next earthquake approaching in
tin e.

Indeed, our m athem atical predictions can be con-
trasted w ith the catalogs; both the hazard rate and the
expected residual recurrence tin e can be directly m ea—
sured with no assum ption about their functional formm .
Follow Ing theirde nitions, these quantities are estim ated
as

P
n(; + )

():7n(;l) i

(O)= ij1>o(i O).
n(o;1l) ’

wheren ( 1; ) denotes the num ber of quakesw ith recur-
rence tine in the range (1; 2) and the sum In () is
com puted only for earthquakes i such that ; > ( (@nd
ofcourseM M ). From the resultsdisplayed n Figs. 1
) and 1 (c) i isapparent that the hazard rate decreases
w ith tin e w hereas the expected residual recurrence tim e
Increases, as we predicted. M oreover, both quantities
are well approxin ated by the proposed universal scaling
functions.

O n the otherhand, the part ofthe recurrence-tin e dis—
tribution that accounts for short tim es displays a typical
behavior f () = K;="! , and the corresponding filnc—
tions for the survivor function, hazard rate, and expected
residual retum tin e tum out to be:

G()=Ki1(K: =);



K2 =

w here the constantsK ; and K 3 depend on the rest ofthe
distrbbution. An exam pl for these fuinctions wih ’
02 isalso represented In F ig. 1, show ing the appropriate
decreasing or increasing tendency in each case.

For the sake of concreteness, Jet us consider w orldw ide
earthquakes w th M 75, which occurata rateR = 6
per year, roughly. In the days inm ediately after one
event of this type, the expected tine to the next one
(@anywhere in the world) is about 2 months (for = 6
days,wehaveR = 0:d,ande(Q:l)’ 1,seeFig. 1 ().
If after 2 m onths the quake has not com e, the expected
residualtin e not only does not decrease but increases to
22 months @) ’ 1:, thiswould lad to 42 m onths
between both events), and if the elapsed tin e reached
1 year (which is unlikely but not impossbl), the ex—

drop from 0.7 to 05and to O4month * G ()’ 1:4;1,
and 0:85), respectively. The sam e process is reproduced
at allm agnitude and spatialscales in a selfsin ilarm an—
ner. An intuiive explanation ofthis phenom enon is that
w hen the elapsed tin e since the last earthquake is large,
the system enters into a long \drought period" in which
the recurrence tine is lkely to be very large. Notice
how ever that there is no fundam entaldi erence between
these drought periods and the rest of recurrence tim es,
since all of them are govemed by the sam e sm ooth dis-
tribution.

T he universality of this behavior dem ands fiirther ex—
planation; nevertheless, i suggeststhe existence ofa sim —
plmechanisn in which, astin e passes, the variable that
triggers rupture runs away from the rupture threshold

(on average). The \excursions" of this variable would
keep the m em ory of the last event stored in the system

up to very long tin es to generate the negative aging ob—
served.

T he considerations reported here should be at the core
of any research regarding earthquake-occurrence m odel-
order to account for the selfsin ilarity of these processes,
the concept of selforganized criticality providesthem ost
appealing fram ew ork up to now I_Z-Z;‘Z]
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FIG .1l. Scaling plots of the probability distributions, haz-
ard rate functions, and expected residual recurrence tin es for
all the catalogs analyzed. T he valies of the occurrence rates
R arebroadly distributed, ranging roughly from 6 year ! to 1
hour !, so one unit in the horizontal axis can represent from
1 hour to 2 months. The universal scaling functions tting
the data are the ones proposed in the text, w ith the param —
eters obtained from the m axin um -likelhood estim ation; an
exam ple of t outside the scaling region is also shown. (@)
Rescaled survivor functions. The distrbutions are nom al-
ized for R 005, therefore, the left part of the distribu-
tions does not represent a probability; nevertheless, we have
considered interesting to show it to illistrate the nonuniversal
behavior. T in es shorter than two m inutes are not shown. (@©)
R escaled hazard rates. T he errors at long tim es are large, due
to poor statistics. (c) Rescaled expected residual recurrence
tin es. Only m ean valies calculated w ith 3 orm ore data are
displayed. At long tim es the errors increase even further in
this case, as () is the di erence of two large num bers; nev—
ertheless, the gaps between the points and the function are
com patible w ith the error bars (not shown).



