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W e argue that the recent discovery of the non-P oissonian statistics of the seism ic m ain-shocks is
a specialcase of a m ore general approach to the detection of the distribbution of the tin e increm ents
betw een one crucialbut Invisble event and the next. W e m ake the con cture that the proposed ap—
proach can be applied to the analysis of terrorist netw ork w ith signi cant bene ts for the Inteligence
Comm unity.

I. NTRODUCTION

Them ain ain ofthispaper is to prove the e ciency ofa new m ethod for the detection of crucialevents that m ight
have usefiil applications to the war against terrorian . T his has to do w ith the search for rare but signi cant events, a
them e of research that hasbeen m ade of extrem e In portance by the tragedy of Septem ber ll Thism ethod is applied
here to de ning the statistics of seisn ic m ain-shocks, as done in an earlier publication E.I] H ow ever, the em phasis
here is m ore on the conceptual issues behind the interesting results obtained in Ref. [} than on their geophysical
signi cance. In fact, the discussion of these conogptual issues ain s at supporting the confcture that the m ethod
has a wider range of validity. W e shallhelp the reader to understand this general discussion w ith a dynam ic m odel,
originally proposed In Ref. r_Q]. W e point out that this m odel was proposed for purposes di erent from geophysical
applications. H ow ever, it is a case w here the crucialevents to detect are under our control, thereby m aking it possble
forus to check the accuracy of the m ethod of detection of nvisble and crucialevents that we propose here for a m ore
general purpose, including the war against terrorism . Furthem ore, for this m odel an analytical treatm ent has been
recently found i_'a’], supporting the clain s that wem ake In this paper for the accuracy of the m ethod of detection. For
the reader’s convenience, the results on the seigm ic uctuations are suitably reviewed, and discussed In the light of
the m ore general perspective of this paper. W e also review the m odel for seigm ic uctuations, proposed in the earlier
work of Ref. 'gi]. Thism odel shares w ith the m odel ofRef.ig] the property that the crucial events are In bedded in
a sea of secondary events, but it allow s us to reveal w th accuracy the statistics of the crucial events for di erent
m athem atical reasons.

II. CRUCIALEVENTS,MEM ORY AND PREDICTABILITY

The analysis shown In action on the seigm ic uctuations, should serve the m ore general purpose of detecting the
statistical properties of crucial events that are invisbl. By crucial events we m ean events causing other events,
w hich would be predictable if the tim e occurrence of their causes were known. By nnvisble and crucial events we
m ean crucialeventsem bedded in a sea ofm any other events, either caused by the nvisble events or by environm ental

uctuations. T hese secondary events play a cam ou age action that m akes it di cul to detect the crucialeventsw ith
accuracy. W e discuss rst the property that the crucial events m ust have, regardless of w hether they are visbl or
not. W e want also to address the delicate issue of the extent to w hich the crucialevents are predictable and the extent
to which they are random , this being a problem that has caused much confiision in the past. Let us consider the
follow ing dynam ic m odel. A particle m oves in the intervalT [0;1]. Tts tra ectory x (t) is govemed by the equation:

dx z
— = x“: 1)
dt
The param eter is a positive num ber, which has to be kept much an aller than 1, if the integration tine step is 1.
T his fuindam ental equation serves the purpose of generating non-P oisson statistics. In fact, aswe shallsee, z = 1
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generates P oisson statistics, while the wide dom inion of non-P oisson statistics is given by z > 1. W hen the particle
reaches the borderx = 1 it is Infected back to a new initialcondition x (0) > 0, w th uniform probabiliyy. Now, et us
In agine that the tim es of so pum w ithin the interval are recorded via direct observation. For tutorial purposes, we
assum e these random events to be visble. W e shall get the tim e series
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Let us consider the Initial condition x (0). T he tin e spent by the particle, m oving from this initial condition, w ithin
the Interval I, before reaching the border is

11 x@* )
1 =z 1z

as predicted by the tin e integration of Eq. (:!1') . The connection between the waiing-tin e distrbution and the
Inection process Into the iniial condition is given by

()d =p&0))dx©0): @)

In the case of a uniform inction, px (0)) = 1, Inserting Eq. (:_3) nto Eqg. (:4) yields after som e algebra
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Tt is worth devoting som e com m ents to this result. Let us In agine that we convert the tin e serie £ g into a di usion
processw ith the sam e prescription asthat adopted in the earlierw ork on the seigm ic uctations in Southem C alifomia.
T hism eans that the random walkersm akes a jim p ahead by a given quantity, equalto 1, for instance, at the tim es
tl)= 1,t@)= 1+ ,,tB)= 1+ 2+ 3,and soon.An ensambl ofrandom walkersocbeying the sam e prescription
(see Ref. Ef], for details on how to derive this ensamble from the single sequence £ g) undergoes a di usion process
that in the speci ccase 2 < < 3 yields a di usion process. T he probability distribbution function, p (x;t), for this

process, in the tin e asym ptotic 1im it is expected to obey the scaling condition
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where w is the m ean velocity produced by the waking rule adopted and is the scaling index given by
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F (y) is an asymm etric function of y, whose detailed analytical om is discussed in Ref. [4]. Ref. K] discusses
other walking prescriptions, and physical conditions di erent from 2 < < 3 aswell. For sin plicity, In this paper
we discuss only the earlier walking prescription and the case where < 3, so as to create a strong departure from
ordinary statisticalm echanics, nam ely from the condition where the secondmoment of () is nite. W e also set the
condition > 2 which keeps the system far from the condition of a diverging rst moment. W hy do we assign to
() this condition of strong departure from ordinary statisticalm echanics? W e shallanswer this In portant question
afterm aking the reader fam iliar w ith the intriguing issue ofthe m em ory em erging from the breakdown ofthe P oisson
statistics. This is a poorly understood property, in soite of the fact that 32 years ago Bedeaux, Lindenberg and
Shuler E] w rote a clarifying paper on this sub ct. W e have seen that ourm ethod of analysis rests on tuming a tim e
series into a di usion process. If we In agine the one-din ensional axis on which this di usion process is realized as
a chain of n nite discrete sites, we can denote the state at tim e t of the di using system through the vector p (t),
w ith p; (t) denoting the probability for the random waler to be at the i-th site at tine t. Thus, it is legitin ate to
ask the In portant question of whether the know ledge ofp (t) allow s us to determ ine p t°) with t°> t. In otherwords,



the question is the follow ng: does the nform ation p (t) at a given tin e t allow us to predict the state of the system
at a later tin e? W e want to point out that the question refers to a set of random walkers, not to a single random
walker, whose walk, at a tin e scale lJarger than the st m om ent of the waiing tin e distrdbution (), is certainly
unpredictable.

A careful reading of Ref. E allow s us to answer this question with this apparently striking statem ent: this is
possbl only in the Poisson case [é] In the non-Poisson case an In nitely extended m em ory em erges. T he P oisson
case isthe only one w here the statep (t), wih t> 0, determ ines the tin e evolution ofthe system ofinterest. In allthe
other cases, the future tin e evolution of the system also depends on p ), with t* < t. In other words, the sy stem
tin e evolution retains m em ory of the initial condition p (0) forever. It is evident that the concept of crucial event
Inplies a departure from the Poisson condition. In fact, the probability of occurrence of a m ain-shock is expected
to have m am ory, this corresponds to the fact that the geophysical processes, responsible for the m ain—shocks, do not
generate random uctuations, but long-range correlation.

In the case of the terrorist network, we congcture that the crucial events, having either ideological or religious
origin, and so historical roots, are driven by non-M arkovian m aster equations: T his in plies that the irrelevant degrees
of freedom , playing the rolk of a them albath, are not equivalent to white noise, as it would be in the case ofP oisson
statistics E_E%]. T he choice of the condition 0f2 < < 3 m akes the resulting di usion process depart dram atically from
the G aussian state, thereby assigning to the crucial events, either m ain-shocks or m ain secret events of the terrorist
netw ork, a condition of striking departure from ordinary statisticalm echanics. In other w ords, we con fcture that the
crucial events, which, although nvisble, In uence cascades of secondary events, are located in a basin of attraction
of anom alous rather than nom al statistics, an assum ption that tsthe traditionalw isdom of the researchers In the

eld of com plexity. It has to be pointed out that from a form al point of view a condition of in nite m em ory is
realized by < 1 , without necessarily implying < 3. However, the condition > 3 would not m ake the crucial
event generate a visbly anom alous di usion, and an even m ore sensiive procedure should be planned, to discover
the existence of this kind of crucial events. Thus, the condiion < 3, which, as earlier pointed out, seem s to be a
plausble property of com plex system s, corresoonds to a case w here the procedure illistrated in this paper, is already
adequate, in the present form , to reveal their existence. Before ending this Section, we m ust clarify a problem that
is a frequent source of confiision. The in nite m em ory associated w ith non-P oisson statistics m ight be m istaken as a
way to m ake prediction.

W e have to point out that the In nite mem ory is a conocept referring to probabilities, or to a set of walkers.
T he conoept of G bbs ensamble, although fiindam ental for statistical m echanics, is based on the assum ption that
m any dentical copies of the system are available to us. Actually, we study only single system s. For instance, the
predictability of earthquakes, In plies that know ing that a crucial event occurred at tine t= t;, we can predict that
thenextwilltakeplaceatatinet= tp > ty. Thetinedistancetb, t cannot be predicted, if the events under study
are crucial In the sense earlier de ned. However, ifEq. (1) were a reliable m odel for the process under study, one
m ight concture that a speci ¢ observation of the geophysicalm otion is equivalent to inform ing us about the new
Initial condition, affer the back infction taking place at t = t;. The Instant of the back inection is the genuinely
random event. The lam inar m otion ensuing this random event is detem inistic and, consequently, com patible w ith
predictability, at least n principle. W hy do we leave room for random ness, in the m om ent of selection of the new
Initialcondition? T his is equivalent to associating crucialevents to random ness, and a thorough discussion ofthis issue
beyond the lin is of this paper. Ifwe adopt the usualview that random ness is an expression of our ignorance about
the In nitely m any and irrelevant degrees of freedom in a system , this choice is equivalent to a drastic sin pli cation
of the problem under study. G oing beyond that would be equivalent to predict the occurrence tim e of m ain-shocks,
In the case of seism ic uctuations, and of terrorist actions, in the case of the war to terrorism . For the tim e being,
our purpose ismuch less am bitious.

III. MEM ORY BEYOND M EM ORY

N otice that the title of the paper of Ref. EZ' m em ory beyond m em ory, is probably incom prehensble to all those
who do not know the findam entalwork ofRef. [5 O n the basis ofthe results ofR ef. B:Jz] we can explain them eaning
of this title. The m a prity of events under observation in Ref. B] are not crucial events. T he crucial events, which
are rare, are In bedded In a sea of secondary events, also called pseudo-events. T hese secondary events are in uenced
by the crucial events and play a cam ou age role that m akes the really crucial events invisble. A s a consequence of
being secondary, the pseudo-events have m em ory of the crucial events in uencing them .

Tt is worth rem arking that in the case of seism ic events the crucial events are the m ain shocks and the secondary
events are the Om ord swam s of aftershocks. W e m ake an in portant con cture: the case of the terrorist netw ork
rests on the picture of the passive supporters of terrorist activities. T hese supporters generate events that, although
secondary, are dependent on the m ain terrorist events, ofwhich they bearm em ory. T his is the m em ory ofthe second



kind, the mem ory of rst kind being, as pointed out in the earlier Section, the m em ory corresponding to the non-
P oisson statistics of the crucialevents. T he terrorists trigger events, w ith either religious or ideologicalm em ory, and
these crucial events in uence secondary events, the action ofpassive supporters, which are characterized by m em ory
leyond m em ory. A though, the term m em ory beyond m em ory was orighally coined for the com pletely di erent
purpose of helping the search for the key physiological processes behind heart-beating E_Z], we nd i to be especially
adequate to describe a procedure of statistical analysis ain Ing at helping the Intelligence Comm unity in the war
against terrorism . For all these reasons, it is convenient to review a m odel that was origihally proposed to illistrate
the origin ofm em ory of the second type 1_2]. The m odel consists of two particles. The rst particle is the visble one.
W e m aintain the sam e dynam ic rule as that established by Eq. @'), though now we change the rol of this particle
from the generator of crucial events to the generator of pseudo-events. This m eans that we keep using the visble
particle to generate events, and consequently the tim e serdes to study, w th a di erent back infction rule, though, for
the purpose of generating events that are not random . To do that, ollow ing Ref. E_Z], we Introduce a second particle
ruled by an equation of the sam e kind asEqg. z_i) . However, whike Eq. @') refers to events that we can m onitor, now
the second particle refers to hidden events. T herefore we refer to this particle as the invisble particle. In conclusion,
we describe thism odelby m eans of the ollow ng set of equations:
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W e assum e that the dynam ics of the visble particlke arem uch faster than the dynam ics of the invisble particle. T hus,
the visble particle gets to the border and is in gcted back m any tin es before the occurrence of the keading, or crucial,
event. T he crucialevent occurs when the invisble particle reaches the border and is in ected back random Iy to a new
Initial condition in the interval I. Before the occurrence of this crucial event, the visble particle has been ncted
back follow Ing a very sin ple determ inistic prescription. In the earlier work ofRef. rE:] to check the e ciency of our
m ethod of analysis we have m ade the assum ption that the iniial condition is always the sam e, and it is changed
random Iy only when the invisble particle is injected back.

At this stage, we wonder if it is possible to distinguish the crucial events from the surrounding pseudo events; in
particular we wonder if a statisticalm ethod of analysis exists that detects the waiing tin e distrdbution ofthe crucial
events. The answer is positive, and can be found in the paper ofRef.i?]. First of all, we have to convert the tin e
series into a di usion process. A ccording to the prescriptions of Ref. 5_4], we evaluate the Shannon entropy of this
di usion process. T his is why this technique of analysis is called D i usion Entropy O E) m ethod. A s iswellknown,
the distance x travelled by the walers is related to tin e by the relation x / t ,where istem ed di usion index. If
the di usion process isnot the sum ofuncorrelated uctuations, the scaling param eter departs from the prescription

of ordinary statisticalm echanics, namely, from = 0:5. TheDE method is an e cient way to determ ine [4_].
In the case where the visble events are not correlated, and the walking rule of Section IT is adopted, the scaling
, determ ined by m eans ofthe DE m ethod, and the power index ofthe waiting tim e distrlbbution () ofEqg. (),

are related by means of Eq. (9). The violation of this crucial condition suggests that the events under observation
are not genuine events, but rather psesudo-events, bearing, as a consequence of that, m em ory of the second type.
A ctually, the way to proceed is as follow s. W e evaluate num erically the waiting tin e distrdbution ¢4 ( ), by running
the two-wakersm odel. T he cbservation of visble events determ Ines the waiting tin e distribution

ep ()= (% 1) 12)
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W e do not address here the nteresting problem of establishing ° as a filnction of the param eter of the tw o-w akers
model. This is not crucial for the discussion of this paper. Let us lim it ourselves to noticing that °> . The
num erical results of Ref. r_ﬂ] show that does not have anything to do with 1=( © 1). These num erical results
rather prove the attractive fact that Eq. (4) applies, but wih denoting the power coe cient of ( ™), and !
the tin e distance between two consecutive crucial events (the sub x m here stands form ain events, n analogy w ith
the de nition used in ir}']) . In other words, the scaling coe cient , detected by m eans of the DE m ethod, reveals

an in portant statistical property of crucial and invisble events. Let us summ arize the procedure that we propose
to detect the statistical properties of Invisble and crucial events. First of all, we adopt an experin ental view , and
we derive from the real sequence under study the waiting tin e distribution exp ( ), referring to the tim e distance
between two consecutive events. If we nd that the waiting tim e distrdbution is not exponential, we have a 1rst
indication of com plexity. If the distribution is an inverse power law , we record the power law index, °. Then weuse
the DE m ethod to m easure the scaling param eter . The condition = 1=( ° 1) is a plausble indication that we
are observing a tin e sequence of signi cant events. If signi cantly departs from 1=( ° 1), there are good reasons



to believe that

1
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is a reliable indicator of the com plexity of Invisble and crucial events. It is Im portant to note that this in portant
conclusion is supported by the analytical treatm ent of Ref. E_B:]. T he authors of Ref. E] show s that In the long-tin e
Iim i the m em ory of the pseudo-events is lost, and the process under study becom es equivalent to a Levy ight,
corresponding to the power ndex ofthe crucialevents.

Iv. THE OMORISLAW ASA SOURCE OF PSEUDO-EVENTS

In this and in the next Section we review the work of Ref. il:] for the m ain purpose of proving that the resuls
of this paper are a realization of the m ethod for the search of nvisble and crucial eventes illustrated in Section ITT.
In Fig. -r_]: we report the sketch of the typical earthquakes frequency vs tin e in the catalog that we shall consider in
the next Section. By ;= tit1 t we indicate the tin e intervalbetween an earthquake and the next. Each peak of
frequency (cluster) n gure inclides the tim e Jocation of a m ain-shock. T he tim e intervalbetw een one peak and the
next is reported in gure and is denoted by the symbol iﬁn ], where the superscript m stands for m ain-shock, since
the m ain-shocks are the m ain event in the case of seism ic uctuations. A ccording to the de nition of crucial events
given in Section I, we m ust m ake the assum ption that two di erent Il /s are not correlated, ie. that the correlation
function is:

SR ) (14)
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N ote that w ith the symbol P! we denotes distances betw een tw o consecutive crucialevents. T hus the corresponding
waiting tim e distrbution is equivalent to that distribbution ofEqg. (5).
T he experin entaldetermm nation ofthis distribbution would in ply the adoption ofa way to identify the m ain-shocks.
A Yhough the geologists m ight suggest reliable criteria for their identi cation, for instance through the m agnimde,
w ith the use ofourm ethod we can determ ine their statistical properties w thout identifying them . T hus, the sym bols
B 1 denote distances between consecutive events that are assum ed to be hvisble. O ne of the m odels adopted to
describe the tin e distribution ofearthquakes is the G eneralized Poisson (GP ) m odel fj., 'g,.’_s%, :_L-(_]',:_l-lj]. Basically the GP
m odelassum es that the earthquakes are grouped into tem poralclusters of events and these clusters are not long-range
correlated: in fact the clusters are distributed at random in tin e and therefore the tin e intervals between one clister
and the next one follow a P oisson djsl:_::Ibup'on . O n the otherhand, the iIntra—cluster earthquakes are correlated in tim e
as it is expressed by the Om ord’s law [[4,13], an em piricallaw stating that them ain-shock, ie. the highest m agnimude
earthquake of the cluster, occurring at tin e ty is ollowed by a swam of correlated earthquakes (aftershocks) whose
num ber (or frequency) n (t) decays in tine asa power law, n() / & 1) P, wih the exponent p being very close
to 1. The Omoris law im plies t_l-é_;] that the distrbution of the tim e Intervals between one earthquake and the_next,
denoted by ,isapowerlaw () / P . This property has been recently studied by the authors of Ref. [_lé‘] by
means of a uni ed scaling law for u (), the probability of having a tin e Interval between two seisn ic events
w ith a m agniude largerthan M and occurring w ithin a spatialdistance L . T his has the e ect of taking into account
also space and extending the correlation w ithin a nite time range , beyond which the authors ofRef. [_l-fl] recover
P oisson statistics. Let us discuss the GP m odel in the light of the general rem arks of Sections IT and ITT. T he P oisson
assum ption about the distribution of tim e distances between one m ain-shock and the next is equivalent to assigning
no m em ory to the geophysical process responsible for the m ain-shock. This con icts with our de niion of crucial
events and w ith our conviction that the crucial events, as unpredictable as the tin e duration of a lam inar region is,
cannot be determm ined by erratic bath uctuations. The GP m odel, if supported by the statistical analysis of data,
would in ply that our de nition is not correct, and that crucial events can be generated also from within ordinary
statisticalm echanics. Thiswould con ict also w ith the tenets of com plexiy, which seem to connect cooperation and
nverse power law relaxation. In Section V we shall prove that the GP m odelm ust be dign issed. In fact, using the
m ethod of statistical analysis reviewed in this paper, it is shown @] that the asym ptotic scaling generated by the GP
scalingwould be = 05, which in fact corresponds to the prescription of Section IT, when > 3. Ik isworth recalling
that the P oisson condition sets the exponentialdecay of ( ), and thus = 1 . The statistical analysis of realdata,
discussed In Section V, will prove that = 0:94, that the GP m odel is Incorrect, and that we cannot rule out the
possbility that the m ain—shocks fi1l 11 our de nition of crucial events.
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FIG.1l: W e report a schem atic gure illustrating the typical earthquakes frequency vs tin e. In correspondence to each
m ain-shock we observe a frequency peak determm ined by the aftershock swam . T he peaks decay according to the Om ord’s law,
see text. T he horizontal dotted arrow s indicate the tin e intervals i[m ! between two consecutive m ain-shocks. The D E m ethod

gives inform ation on the distrbution of these tim e Intervals.

V. DATA AND RESULTS

The catalog we have studied covers the period 1976-2002 in the region of Southem Califomia spanning 20° N
~45° N latitude and 100° W 125° W longitude [I5]. This region is crossed by the m ost seism ogenetic part of the
San Andrea fault, which acocom m odates by disolacem ent the pr:m arily strike—slip m otion between the N orth Am erica
and the Paci c plates, producing velocities up to 47m m =yr @6] T he total num ber of recorded earthquakes in the
catalog is 383687 and Inclides the June 28 1992 Landers earthquakes M = 7.3), the January 17 1994 N orthridge
earhquake M = 6.7), and the O ctober 16 1999 Hector M ine earthquake M = 7.1). G eophysical observations point
out that these large earthquakes have triggered a w idespread increase of seisn ic events at rem ote distances in space
and In tine {_l-]', :;L-g]. T he coupling of the sources of stress change (ie. large earthquakes occurrence) and seisn icity
triggering m echanisn s is a prin ary target of geophysical investigations, and, as shown below, is revealed by the
DE analysis. In Fig. :_2 we report the results of the DE method. The analysis was perform ed by setting () = 1
when an earthquake occurs at tin e t (Independently of whether i is a m ain-shock or an aftershock), and () = 0
if no earthquake happens. By m eans of the fiill circles we denote the entropy S (t) as a function of tin e when all
the seigm ic events of the catalog are considered (independently of theirm agnitude M ). A fter a short transient, the
function S (t) is characterized by a linear dependence on Int. A t in the linear region gives a value of the scaling
parameter = 0:94 001 at 95% ofcon dence kevel. W e next consider only the earthquakes w th m agnitude larger
than a xed valuieM = 2;3;4. W e see that, regardless of the value of the threshold M adopted, the function S (t) is
characterized by the sam e long-tin e behavior w ith the sam e slope. T his indicates that we are observing a property
of the tim e Iocation of large earthquakes. T his leads us to conclide that the tin e intervals between two large events

t the distrbution of Eq.(5), with the value of related to through Eg.(9), = 206 0201. Our conclusion is
also supported by other two num erical analyses based on di erent prescriptions to construct the di usion process.
The form er rests on assum ng () equalto the m agnitude M of the earthquake, at each tin e when an earthquake
occurs. The latter setsw ith equalprobability either () = 1 or () = 1 when an earthquake occurs Ef]. Both the
m ethods give the sam e exponent = 2:06 0:01. In conclusion, the statistical analysis of real data rules out the
GP model, which would con ict with our de nition of crucialevents. T hus, there is stillroom for the m ain-shocks to

t our de nition of crucial events. T he authors of Ref. ﬁ_l] prove that, under the stationary condition, they do. Are
these crucial events also invisble? This is a question of findam ental in portance for the war against terroriam . The



answ er is that the m ain-shocks are not quite invisble. For professional geologists it is possible to identify all of them .
H ow ever, our m ethod of analysis works, regardless of w hether the crucial events are invisbl ornot. In fact, Fig. 2
(@) show s that the asym ptotic properties of the entropy indicator are independent of the threshold M adopted. Since
the m agnitude is a distinctive property of the m ain-shocks, we conclude that the results of our analysis do not in ply
that the m ain-shocks are identi ed. This is the reason of our conviction that our m ethod can be successilly used
even when the crucial events are quie invisble.
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FIG.2: (a) W e plt the Shannon entropy S (t) of the di usion process as a function of tin e (in m inutes), in a logarithm ic
tin e scale. From top to bottom , the curves refer to all seism ic events w thout considering the m agnitude M and to eventsw ith
m agnitude greater than M = 2;3;4 respectively. T he straight lines are plotted to guide the eye and have the slope = 0:94.
) W e plot the Shannon entropy S (t) of the di usion process as a function of tim ¢, in a logarithm ic tin e scale for the GP and
ofthe LR model. W e plot also two straight linesw ith slopes = 0:5 and = 0:94, see text for further details.

VI. GENERALIZED POISSON (GP)AND LONG-RANGE (LR)MODEL

W e now ilustrate how the DE m ethod workson two arti cialearthquakestin e series: the rst generated by m eans
of the GP m odel, and the second generated by a new m odel, the Long-Range (LR) model, that we propose as a
better m odel to reproduce the properties of the catolog considered. In the LR m odel the earthquakes are grouped
Into tem poralclusters, and, as in the GP m odel, the_num ber of earthquakes in a cluster follow s the Pareto law, ie. a
power law distribution w ith exponent equalto 2.5 f_l(_i] T he events w thin the sam e cluster are distrbuted according
to the Om ords law : the interval Pllows a power law with exponent p = 1. However, In the LR model the tine
distance P! between one cluster and the next follow s a power law w ith exponent = 2:06, rather than a P oisson
prescription as In the GP. Notice that this value of is close to the border between stationary and non-stationary
condition [4:] T he two sequences have the sam e tin e ]ength W e choose the num ber of clusters in order to have the
sam e totalnum ber of earthquakes as in the realdata [19] The result ofthe DE on the arti cial sequences is reported
In Fig. 2(P). The GP m odel is characterized by a long-tin e behavior that, as expected, tsvery wellthe prescription
of ordinary statisticalm echanics, wih = 0:5. The LR m odel yields the quite di erent scaling = 0:94. Tt is also
clear that the LR m odelyields a behavior qualitatively sin ilar to that produced by the realdata ofFig. 2 (a) aswell
as the sam e scaling param eter = 0:94, whilk the GP fail reproducing both properties. N ote that from the reasons
why the DE m ethod reveals the genuine statistical properties of the crucial events in this case, are di erent from



those justifying the e ciency ofthe m ethod in the case ofthe m odelof Section ITI. In this case, the true reason seem s

to be that for large distances between one m ain—shock and next the pseudo-events tend to concentrate Inm ediately
after the Jast m ain-shock w ith a so low density In m ediately before the occurrence of the next as to create a condition
w here the num ber of pseudo-events is essentially independent of the length of the lam inar region. In the case of the
m odelof Section ITT, on the contrary, the num ber of pseudo-events is proportionalto the length ofthe lam inar region.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

Tt is the tin e for us to balance the detection of crucial and nnvisble events In general, w ith possible applications
to the war against terrorian . O ur de nition of crucial events In plies a strong departure from Poisson statistics.
In the recent literature there is a general agreem ent about the fact that com plex networks, lncliding the terrorist
netw ork, are scale-free system s. The authors of another paper of these P roceedings I_Z-(_]‘] show that there exists a
connection betw een the scale-free condition and non-P oisson statistics. T his seem s to support the de nition of crucial
event adopted in this paper. O n the other hand, there exists an interesting connection w ith the Sm allW ords theory
ilustrated by Latora and M archiori ﬂ2]1 a paper of these P roceedings, explicitly devoted to the war against terrorism .
T his paper, in tum, rests on a perspective that is related to the sociological picture illustrated E lliott and K iel 122
for the sam e purpose. It is worth m entioning that a local version of the DE m ethod can be applied to the tim ely
detection of toxicants 23 In conclusion, the present paper belongs to a set of contributions to these P roceedings
fZO 2]1 :22 -23 which m ight bear bene ts to a program of research to com bat terrordism . As to the detection of
nvisble and crucial events for speci ¢ purpose of the war to terroriam , the procedure to ollow depends on the data
to analyze, and on the form s, under which they willbe m ade available to the investigators. N evertheless, w ith the
present paper, we are convinced that at least the rst few steps of the search for crucial and invisble events, take
a clear shape. It seam s to be evident what the rst step of this procedure w ill be the evaluation of exp ( ), and of
the corresponding pow er index, denoted by the symbol ° in this paper. The second step w ill be the evaluation of

, by means of the DE m ethod, and the com parison of wih 1=( 0 1). If the two values do not coincide, and
the di erence is larger than the statistical error, this has to be thought of as a plausible indication that there are
nvisble and crucialevents involved. T hen, we shallhave to decide w hether or not recourse can be done to the smple
prescription of Eq.(13) to establish the degree of com plexity of the Invisble crucial events. T his w ill require further
research work determm ined by the speci ¢ nature of the data to analyze.
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