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W e argue thatthe recentdiscovery ofthe non-Poissonian statisticsofthe seism ic m ain-shocksis

a specialcaseofa m oregeneralapproach to thedetection ofthedistribution ofthetim eincrem ents

between onecrucialbutinvisibleeventand thenext.W em aketheconjecturethattheproposed ap-

proach can beapplied to theanalysisofterroristnetwork with signi�cantbene�tsfortheInteligence

Com m unity.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Them ain aim ofthispaperisto provethee�ciency ofa new m ethod forthedetection ofcrucialeventsthatm ight

haveusefulapplicationsto thewaragainstterrorism .Thishasto do with thesearch forrarebutsigni�cantevents,a

them eofresearch thathasbeen m adeofextrem eim portanceby thetragedy ofSeptem ber11.Thism ethod isapplied

here to de�ning the statistics ofseism ic m ain-shocks,as done in an earlierpublication [1]. However,the em phasis

here is m ore on the conceptualissues behind the interesting results obtained in Ref. [1]than on their geophysical

signi�cance. In fact,the discussion ofthese conceptualissues aim s at supporting the conjecture that the m ethod

hasa widerrange ofvalidity.W e shallhelp the readerto understand thisgeneraldiscussion with a dynam ic m odel,

originally proposed in Ref. [2]. W e pointoutthatthism odelwasproposed forpurposesdi�erentfrom geophysical

applications.However,itisa casewherethecrucialeventsto detectareunderourcontrol,thereby m aking itpossible

forusto check theaccuracy ofthem ethod ofdetection ofinvisibleand crucialeventsthatweproposeherefora m ore

generalpurpose,including the waragainstterrorism .Furtherm ore,forthism odelan analyticaltreatm enthasbeen

recently found [3],supporting theclaim sthatwem akein thispaperfortheaccuracy ofthem ethod ofdetection.For

the reader’sconvenience,the resultson the seism ic uctuationsare suitably reviewed,and discussed in the lightof

them oregeneralperspectiveofthispaper.W ealso review them odelforseism icuctuations,proposed in theearlier

work ofRef. [1]. Thism odelshareswith the m odelofRef.[2]the property thatthe crucialeventsare im bedded in

a sea ofsecondary events,but it allows us to revealwith accuracy the statistics ofthe crucialevents for di�erent

m athem aticalreasons.

II. C R U C IA L EV EN T S,M EM O R Y A N D P R ED IC TA B ILIT Y

The analysisshown in action on the seism ic uctuations,should serve the m ore generalpurpose ofdetecting the

statisticalproperties ofcrucial events that are invisible. By crucialevents we m ean events causing other events,

which would be predictable ifthe tim e occurrence oftheir causes were known. By invisible and crucialevents we

m ean crucialeventsem bedded in a seaofm any otherevents,eithercaused by theinvisibleeventsorby environm ental

uctuations.Thesesecondary eventsplay a cam ouageaction thatm akesitdi�cultto detectthecrucialeventswith

accuracy. W e discuss�rstthe property thatthe crucialeventsm usthave,regardlessofwhetherthey are visible or

not.W ewantalsoto addressthedelicateissueoftheextentto which thecrucialeventsarepredictableand theextent

to which they are random ,this being a problem that has caused m uch confusion in the past. Let us consider the

following dynam icm odel.A particlem ovesin the intervalI � [0;1].Itstrajectory x(t)isgoverned by the equation:

dx

dt
= �x

z
: (1)

The param eter� isa positive num ber,which hasto be keptm uch sm allerthan 1,ifthe integration tim e step is1.

This fundam entalequation serves the purpose ofgenerating non-Poisson statistics. In fact,as we shallsee,z = 1
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generatesPoisson statistics,while the wide dom inion ofnon-Poisson statisticsisgiven by z > 1. W hen the particle

reachestheborderx = 1 itisinjected back to a new initialcondition x(0)> 0,with uniform probability.Now,letus

im agine thatthe tim esofsojourn within the intervalare recorded via directobservation. Fortutorialpurposes,we

assum ethese random eventsto be visible.W e shallgetthe tim e series

f�g � �(1);�(2);::: (2)

Letusconsiderthe initialcondition x(0).The tim e spentby the particle,m oving from thisinitialcondition,within

the intervalI,beforereaching the borderis

� =
1

�

�
1

1� z
�
x(0)1�z

1� z

�

; (3)

as predicted by the tim e integration ofEq. (1). The connection between the waiting-tim e distribution and the

injection processinto the initialcondition isgiven by

 (�)d� = p(x(0))dx(0): (4)

In the caseofa uniform injection,p(x(0))= 1,inserting Eq.(3)into Eq.(4)yieldsaftersom ealgebra

 (�)= (�� 1)
T ��1

(T + �)�
; (5)

where

��
z

z� 1
(6)

and

T =
1

�(z� 1)
: (7)

Itisworth devoting som ecom m entsto thisresult.Letusim aginethatweconvertthetim eserief�g into a di�usion

processwith thesam eprescription asthatadopted in theearlierworkon theseism icuctationsin Southern California.

Thism eansthatthe random walkersm akesa jum p ahead by a given quantity,equalto 1,forinstance,atthe tim es

t(1)= �1,t(2)= �1+ �2,t(3)= �1+ �2+ �3,and so on.An ensem bleofrandom walkersobeying thesam eprescription

(see Ref. [4],fordetailson how to derive thisensem ble from the single sequence f�g)undergoesa di�usion process

thatin the speci�c case 2 < �< 3 yieldsa di�usion process. The probability distribution function,p(x;t),forthis

process,in the tim e asym ptotic lim itisexpected to obey the scaling condition

p(x;t)=
1

t�
F (

x � wt

t�
); (8)

wherew isthe m ean velocity produced by the walking ruleadopted and � isthe scaling index given by

�=
1

�� 1
: (9)

F (y) is an asym m etric function ofy,whose detailed analyticalform is discussed in Ref. [4]. Ref. [4]discusses

otherwalking prescriptions,and physicalconditionsdi�erentfrom 2 < � < 3 aswell. Forsim plicity,in this paper

we discussonly the earlierwalking prescription and the case where � < 3,so asto create a strong departure from

ordinary statisticalm echanics,nam ely from thecondition wherethesecond m om entof (�)is�nite.W ealso setthe

condition � > 2 which keeps the system far from the condition ofa diverging �rst m om ent. W hy do we assign to

 (�)thiscondition ofstrong departurefrom ordinary statisticalm echanics? W eshallanswerthisim portantquestion

afterm aking thereaderfam iliarwith theintriguing issueofthem em ory em erging from thebreakdown ofthePoisson

statistics. This is a poorly understood property,in spite ofthe fact that 32 years ago Bedeaux,Lindenberg and

Shuler[5]wrotea clarifying paperon thissubject.W ehaveseen thatourm ethod ofanalysisrestson turning a tim e

seriesinto a di�usion process. Ifwe im agine the one-dim ensionalaxison which this di�usion processisrealized as

a chain ofin�nite discrete sites,we can denote the state attim e tofthe di�using system through the vectorp(t),

with pi(t)denoting the probability forthe random walkerto be atthe i-th site attim e t. Thus,itislegitim ate to

ask theim portantquestion ofwhethertheknowledgeofp(t)allowsusto determ inep(t0)with t0> t.In otherwords,
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the question isthe following:doesthe inform ation p(t)ata given tim e tallow usto predictthe state ofthe system

ata latertim e? W e wantto pointoutthatthe question refersto a setofrandom walkers,notto a single random

walker,whose walk,ata tim e scale largerthan the �rstm om entofthe waiting tim e distribution  (�),iscertainly

unpredictable.

A carefulreading ofRef. [5]allows us to answer this question with this apparently striking statem ent: this is

possible only in the Poisson case [6]. In the non-Poisson case an in�nitely extended m em ory em erges. The Poisson

caseistheonly onewherethestatep(t),with t> 0,determ inesthetim eevolution ofthesystem ofinterest.In allthe

othercases,the future tim e evolution ofthe system also dependson p(t00),with t00 < t. In otherwords,the system

tim e evolution retains m em ory ofthe initialcondition p(0) forever. It is evident that the concept ofcrucialevent

im plies a departure from the Poisson condition. In fact,the probability ofoccurrence ofa m ain-shock is expected

to havem em ory,thiscorrespondsto the factthatthe geophysicalprocesses,responsibleforthe m ain-shocks,do not

generaterandom uctuations,butlong-rangecorrelation.

In the case ofthe terrorist network,we conjecture that the crucialevents,having either ideologicalor religious

origin,and sohistoricalroots,aredriven by non-M arkovian m asterequations:Thisim pliesthattheirrelevantdegrees

offreedom ,playing theroleofa therm albath,arenotequivalentto whitenoise,asitwould bein thecaseofPoisson

statistics[5].Thechoiceofthecondition of2< �< 3 m akestheresulting di�usion processdepartdram atically from

the G aussian state,thereby assigning to the crucialevents,eitherm ain-shocksorm ain secreteventsofthe terrorist

network,a condition ofstriking departurefrom ordinary statisticalm echanics.In otherwords,weconjecturethatthe

crucialevents,which,although invisible,inuence cascadesofsecondary events,are located in a basin ofattraction

ofanom alousratherthan norm alstatistics,an assum ption that�tsthe traditionalwisdom ofthe researchersin the

�eld ofcom plexity. It has to be pointed out that from a form alpoint ofview a condition ofin�nite m em ory is

realized by � < 1 ,withoutnecessarily im plying � < 3. However,the condition � > 3 would notm ake the crucial

eventgenerate a visibly anom alousdi�usion,and an even m ore sensitive procedure should be planned,to discover

the existence ofthiskind ofcrucialevents. Thus,the condition �< 3,which,asearlierpointed out,seem sto be a

plausibleproperty ofcom plex system s,correspondsto a casewheretheprocedureillustrated in thispaper,isalready

adequate,in the presentform ,to revealtheirexistence. Before ending thisSection,we m ustclarify a problem that

isa frequentsourceofconfusion.Thein�nite m em ory associated with non-Poisson statisticsm ightbe m istaken asa

way to m akeprediction.

W e have to point out that the in�nite m em ory is a concept referring to probabilities, or to a set of walkers.

The concept ofG ibbs ensem ble,although fundam entalfor statisticalm echanics,is based on the assum ption that

m any identicalcopies ofthe system are available to us. Actually,we study only single system s. For instance,the

predictability ofearthquakes,im pliesthatknowing thata crucialeventoccurred attim e t= t1,we can predictthat

thenextwilltakeplaceata tim et= t2 > t1.Thetim edistancet2� t1 cannotbepredicted,iftheeventsunderstudy

are crucialin the sense earlierde�ned. However,ifEq. (1)were a reliable m odelforthe processunder study,one

m ightconjecture thata speci�c observation ofthe geophysicalm otion isequivalentto inform ing us aboutthe new

initialcondition,after the back injection taking place att= t1. The instantofthe back injection is the genuinely

random event. The lam inar m otion ensuing this random eventis determ inistic and,consequently,com patible with

predictability,at leastin principle. W hy do we leave room for random ness,in the m om entofselection ofthe new

initialcondition? Thisisequivalenttoassociatingcrucialeventstorandom ness,and athorough discussion ofthisissue

beyond the lim itsofthispaper.Ifweadoptthe usualview thatrandom nessisan expression ofourignoranceabout

the in�nitely m any and irrelevantdegreesoffreedom in a system ,thischoiceisequivalentto a drasticsim pli�cation

ofthe problem understudy. G oing beyond thatwould be equivalentto predictthe occurrence tim e ofm ain-shocks,

in the case ofseism ic uctuations,and ofterroristactions,in the case ofthe warto terrorism . Forthe tim e being,

ourpurposeism uch lessam bitious.

III. M EM O R Y B EY O N D M EM O R Y

Notice thatthe title ofthe paperofRef. [2],m em ory beyond m em ory,is probably incom prehensible to allthose

who do notknow thefundam entalwork ofRef.[5].O n thebasisoftheresultsofRef.[5]wecan explain them eaning

ofthistitle. The m ajority ofeventsunderobservation in Ref. [2]are notcrucialevents. The crucialevents,which

arerare,areim bedded in a sea ofsecondary events,also called pseudo-events.Thesesecondary eventsareinuenced

by the crucialeventsand play a cam ouage role thatm akesthe really crucialeventsinvisible. Asa consequence of

being secondary,the pseudo-eventshavem em ory ofthe crucialeventsinuencing them .

Itisworth rem arking thatin the case ofseism ic eventsthe crucialeventsare the m ain shocksand the secondary

events are the O m oriswarm s ofaftershocks. W e m ake an im portant conjecture: the case ofthe terrorist network

restson the picture ofthe passivesupportersofterroristactivities.These supportersgenerateeventsthat,although

secondary,aredependenton them ain terroristevents,ofwhich they bearm em ory.Thisisthem em ory ofthesecond
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kind,the m em ory of�rstkind being,as pointed out in the earlierSection,the m em ory corresponding to the non-

Poisson statisticsofthecrucialevents.Theterroriststriggerevents,with eitherreligiousorideologicalm em ory,and

these crucialeventsinuence secondary events,the action ofpassivesupporters,which arecharacterized by m em ory

beyond m em ory. Although, the term m em ory beyond m em ory was originally coined for the com pletely di�erent

purpose ofhelping the search forthe key physiologicalprocessesbehind heart-beating [2],we �nd itto be especially

adequate to describe a procedure ofstatisticalanalysis aim ing at helping the Intelligence Com m unity in the war

againstterrorism .Forallthese reasons,itisconvenientto review a m odelthatwasoriginally proposed to illustrate

theorigin ofm em ory ofthe second type[2].Them odelconsistsoftwo particles.The�rstparticleisthe visibleone.

W e m aintain the sam e dynam ic rule asthatestablished by Eq. (1),though now we change the role ofthisparticle

from the generatorofcrucialevents to the generator ofpseudo-events. This m eans that we keep using the visible

particleto generateevents,and consequently thetim eseriesto study,with a di�erentback injection rule,though,for

the purpose ofgenerating eventsthatarenotrandom .To do that,following Ref.[2],we introduce a second particle

ruled by an equation ofthe sam e kind asEq.(1).However,while Eq.(1)refersto eventsthatwe can m onitor,now

thesecond particlerefersto hidden events.Thereforewereferto thisparticleastheinvisibleparticle.In conclusion,

wedescribethism odelby m eansofthe following setofequations:

dxvis

dt
= �x

z
vis ; (10)

dxinvis

dt
= �x

�

invis : (11)

W eassum ethatthedynam icsofthevisibleparticlearem uch fasterthan thedynam icsoftheinvisibleparticle.Thus,

thevisibleparticlegetsto theborderand isinjected back m any tim esbeforetheoccurrenceoftheleading,orcrucial,

event.Thecrucialeventoccurswhen theinvisibleparticlereachestheborderand isinjected back random ly to a new

initialcondition in the intervalI. Before the occurrence ofthiscrucialevent,the visible particle hasbeen injected

back following a very sim ple determ inistic prescription. In the earlierwork ofRef. [2]to check the e�ciency ofour

m ethod ofanalysis we have m ade the assum ption that the initialcondition is always the sam e,and it is changed

random ly only when the invisible particleisinjected back.

Atthisstage,we wonderifitispossible to distinguish the crucialeventsfrom the surrounding pseudo events;in

particularwewonderifa statisticalm ethod ofanalysisexiststhatdetectsthewaiting tim edistribution ofthecrucial

events. The answeris positive,and can be found in the paperofRef.[2]. Firstofall,we have to convertthe tim e

seriesinto a di�usion process. According to the prescriptionsofRef. [4],we evaluate the Shannon entropy ofthis

di�usion process.Thisiswhy thistechnique ofanalysisiscalled Di�usion Entropy (DE)m ethod.Asiswellknown,

the distancex travelled by the walkersisrelated to tim e by the relation x / t�,where� isterm ed di�usion index.If

thedi�usion processisnotthesum ofuncorrelated uctuations,thescalingparam eter�departsfrom theprescription

ofordinary statisticalm echanics,nam ely,from �= 0:5.The DE m ethod isan e�cientway to determ ine� [4].

In the case where the visible eventsare notcorrelated,and the walking rule ofSection IIisadopted,the scaling

�,determ ined by m eansofthe DE m ethod,and the powerindex � ofthe waiting tim e distribution  (�)ofEq.(5),

are related by m eansofEq. (9). The violation ofthiscrucialcondition suggeststhatthe eventsunderobservation

are not genuine events,but rather pseudo-events,bearing,as a consequence ofthat,m em ory ofthe second type.

Actually,theway to proceed isasfollows.W eevaluatenum erically thewaiting tim edistribution  exp(�),by running

the two-walkersm odel.The observation ofvisibleeventsdeterm inesthe waiting tim e distribution

 exp(�)= (�
0� 1)

T �
0
�1

(T + �)�
0
: (12)

W e do notaddresshere the interesting problem ofestablishing �0 asa function ofthe param eterofthe two-walkers

m odel. This is not crucialfor the discussion ofthis paper. Let us lim it ourselves to noticing that �0 > �. The

num ericalresults ofRef. [2]show that � does not have anything to do with 1=(�0� 1). These num ericalresults

ratherprove the attractive factthatEq. (9)applies,butwith � denoting the powercoe�cientof (� [m ]),and �[m ]

the tim e distance between two consecutivecrucialevents(the sub�x m here standsform ain events,in analogy with

the de�nition used in [1]). In other words,the scaling coe�cient �,detected by m eans ofthe DE m ethod,reveals

an im portantstatisticalproperty ofcrucialand invisible events. Let us sum m arize the procedure that we propose

to detectthe statisticalpropertiesofinvisible and crucialevents. Firstofall,we adoptan experim entalview,and

we derive from the realsequence under study the waiting tim e distribution  exp(�),referring to the tim e distance

between two consecutive events. Ifwe �nd that the waiting tim e distribution is not exponential,we have a �rst

indication ofcom plexity.Ifthedistribution isan inversepowerlaw,werecord the powerlaw index,�0.Then weuse

the DE m ethod to m easure the scaling param eter�. The condition � = 1=(�0� 1)isa plausible indication thatwe

areobserving a tim e sequence ofsigni�cantevents.If� signi�cantly departsfrom 1=(�0� 1),there aregood reasons
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to believe that

�= 1+
1

�
(13)

is a reliable indicator ofthe com plexity ofinvisible and crucialevents. Itis im portantto note thatthis im portant

conclusion issupported by the analyticaltreatm entofRef. [3]. The authorsofRef. [3]showsthatin the long-tim e

lim it the m em ory ofthe pseudo-events is lost,and the process under study becom es equivalent to a L�evy ight,

corresponding to the powerindex �ofthe crucialevents.

IV . T H E O M O R I’S LAW A S A SO U R C E O F P SEU D O -EV EN T S

In this and in the next Section we review the work ofRef. [1]for the m ain purpose ofproving that the results

ofthispaperare a realization ofthe m ethod forthe search ofinvisible and crucialeventesillustrated in Section III.

In Fig. 1 we reportthe sketch ofthe typicalearthquakesfrequency vs tim e in the catalog thatwe shallconsiderin

the nextSection.By �i = ti+ 1 � ti we indicate the tim e intervalbetween an earthquakeand the next.Each peak of

frequency (cluster)in �gureincludesthetim e location ofa m ain-shock.Thetim e intervalbetween onepeak and the

nextisreported in �gure and isdenoted by the sym bol�
[m ]

i ,where the superscriptm standsform ain-shock,since

the m ain-shocksare the m ain eventin the case ofseism ic uctuations. According to the de�nition ofcrucialevents

given in Section I,wem ustm aketheassum ption thattwo di�erent�[m ]’sarenotcorrelated,i.e.thatthecorrelation

function is:

h�
[m ]

i �
[m ]

j i=

��
�
[m ]

�2
�

�i;j: (14)

Notethatwith thesym bol�[m ]wedenotesdistancesbetween two consecutivecrucialevents.Thusthecorresponding

waiting tim e distribution isequivalentto thatdistribution ofEq.(5).

Theexperim entaldeterm ination ofthisdistribution would im ply theadoption ofa way to identify them ain-shocks.

Although the geologistsm ight suggestreliable criteria for their identi�cation,for instance through the m agnitude,

with theuseofourm ethod wecan determ inetheirstatisticalpropertieswithoutidentifying them .Thus,thesym bols

�[m ] denote distances between consecutive events that are assum ed to be invisible. O ne ofthe m odels adopted to

describethetim edistribution ofearthquakesistheG eneralized Poisson (G P)m odel[7,8,9,10,11].Basically theG P

m odelassum esthattheearthquakesaregrouped into tem poralclustersofeventsand theseclustersarenotlong-range

correlated:in facttheclustersaredistributed atrandom in tim eand thereforethetim eintervalsbetween onecluster

and thenextonefollow a Poisson distribution.O n theotherhand,theintra-clusterearthquakesarecorrelated in tim e

asitisexpressed by theO m ori’slaw [12,13],an em piricallaw statingthatthem ain-shock,i.e.thehighestm agnitude

earthquakeofthecluster,occurring attim e t0 isfollowed by a swarm ofcorrelated earthquakes(after-shocks)whose

num ber(orfrequency)n(t)decaysin tim e asa powerlaw,n(t)/ (t� t0)
�p ,with the exponentp being very close

to 1. The O m ori’slaw im plies[14]thatthe distribution ofthe tim e intervalsbetween one earthquake and the next,

denoted by �,is a powerlaw  (�)/ ��p . This property has been recently studied by the authorsofRef. [14]by

m eans ofa uni�ed scaling law for  L ;M (�),the probability ofhaving a tim e interval� between two seism ic events

with a m agnitudelargerthan M and occurring within a spatialdistanceL.Thishasthee�ectoftaking into account

also spaceand extending the correlation within a �nite tim e range��,beyond which theauthorsofRef.[14]recover

Poisson statistics.LetusdiscusstheG P m odelin thelightofthegeneralrem arksofSectionsIIand III.ThePoisson

assum ption aboutthe distribution oftim e distancesbetween one m ain-shock and the nextisequivalentto assigning

no m em ory to the geophysicalprocess responsible for the m ain-shock. This conicts with our de�nition ofcrucial

eventsand with ourconviction thatthe crucialevents,asunpredictable asthe tim e duration ofa lam inarregion is,

cannotbe determ ined by erratic bath uctuations. The G P m odel,ifsupported by the statisticalanalysisofdata,

would im ply that our de�nition is not correct,and that crucialevents can be generated also from within ordinary

statisticalm echanics.Thiswould conictalso with thetenetsofcom plexity,which seem to connectcooperation and

inverse powerlaw relaxation. In Section V we shallprove thatthe G P m odelm ustbe dism issed. In fact,using the

m ethod ofstatisticalanalysisreviewed in thispaper,itisshown [1]thattheasym ptoticscaling generated by theG P

scaling would be�= 0:5,which in factcorrespondsto theprescription ofSection II,when �> 3.Itisworth recalling

thatthe Poisson condition setsthe exponentialdecay of (�),and thus�= 1 .Thestatisticalanalysisofrealdata,

discussed in Section V,willprove that � = 0:94,that the G P m odelis incorrect,and that we cannotrule out the

possibility thatthe m ain-shocksful�llourde�nition ofcrucialevents.
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FIG .1: W e report a schem atic �gure illustrating the typicalearthquakes frequency vs tim e. In correspondence to each

m ain-shock weobservea frequency peak determ ined by theafter-shock swarm .Thepeaksdecay according to theO m ori’slaw,

see text.The horizontaldotted arrowsindicate the tim e intervals�
[m ]

i
between two consecutive m ain-shocks.The D E m ethod

givesinform ation on the distribution ofthese tim e intervals.

V . D A TA A N D R ESU LT S

The catalog we have studied covers the period 1976-2002 in the region ofSouthern California spanning 200 N

-450 N latitude and 1000 W 1250 W longitude [15]. This region is crossed by the m ost seism ogenetic part ofthe

San Andrea fault,which accom m odatesby displacem enttheprim arily strike-slip m otion between theNorth Am erica

and the Paci�c plates,producing velocities up to 47m m =yr [16]. The totalnum ber ofrecorded earthquakesin the

catalog is 383687 and includes the June 28 1992 Landers earthquakes (M = 7.3),the January 17 1994 Northridge

earhquake(M = 6.7),and the O ctober16 1999 HectorM ine earthquake (M = 7.1).G eophysicalobservationspoint

outthatthese largeearthquakeshave triggered a widespread increase ofseism ic eventsatrem ote distancesin space

and in tim e [17,18]. The coupling ofthe sourcesofstresschange (i.e. large earthquakesoccurrence)and seism icity

triggering m echanism s is a prim ary target ofgeophysicalinvestigations,and,as shown below,is revealed by the

DE analysis. In Fig. 2 we report the results ofthe DE m ethod. The analysis was perform ed by setting �(t) = 1

when an earthquake occursattim e t(independently ofwhetheritisa m ain-shock oran after-shock),and �(t)= 0

ifno earthquake happens. By m eans ofthe fullcircles we denote the entropy S(t) as a function oftim e when all

the seism ic eventsofthe catalog are considered (independently oftheirm agnitude M ). Aftera shorttransient,the

function S(t)is characterized by a lineardependence on lnt. A �tin the linearregion givesa value ofthe scaling

param eter�= 0:94� 0:01 at95% ofcon�dence level.W e nextconsideronly the earthquakeswith m agnitude larger

than a �xed value �M = 2;3;4.W e seethat,regardlessofthe value ofthe threshold �M adopted,the function S(t)is

characterized by the sam e long-tim e behaviorwith the sam e slope. Thisindicatesthatwe are observing a property

ofthe tim e location oflargeearthquakes.Thisleadsusto conclude thatthe tim e intervalsbetween two largeevents

�t the distribution ofEq.(5),with the value of� related to � through Eq.(9),� = 2:06� 0:01. O ur conclusion is

also supported by other two num ericalanalyses based on di�erent prescriptions to construct the di�usion process.

The form errestson assum ing �(t) equalto the m agnitude M ofthe earthquake,ateach tim e when an earthquake

occurs.The lattersetswith equalprobability either�(t)= 1 or�(t)= � 1 when an earthquakeoccurs[4].Both the

m ethods give the sam e exponent � = 2:06� 0:01. In conclusion,the statisticalanalysis ofrealdata rules out the

G P m odel,which would conictwith ourde�nition ofcrucialevents.Thus,thereisstillroom forthem ain-shocksto

�tourde�nition ofcrucialevents. The authorsofRef. [1]prove that,underthe stationary condition,they do. Are

these crucialeventsalso invisible? Thisisa question offundam entalim portance forthe waragainstterrorism .The
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answeristhatthem ain-shocksarenotquiteinvisible.Forprofessionalgeologistsitispossibleto identify allofthem .

However,ourm ethod ofanalysisworks,regardlessofwhetherthe crucialeventsare invisible ornot. In fact,Fig. 2

(a)showsthattheasym ptoticpropertiesoftheentropy indicatorareindependentofthethreshold M adopted.Since

them agnitudeisa distinctiveproperty ofthem ain-shocks,weconcludethattheresultsofouranalysisdo notim ply

that the m ain-shocksare identi�ed. This is the reason ofourconviction thatour m ethod can be successfully used

even when the crucialeventsarequite invisible.
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FIG .2: (a) W e plot the Shannon entropy S(t) ofthe di�usion process as a function oftim e (in m inutes),in a logarithm ic

tim escale.From top to bottom ,thecurvesreferto allseism iceventswithoutconsidering them agnitudeM and to eventswith

m agnitude greaterthan �M = 2;3;4 respectively. The straightlinesare plotted to guide the eye and have the slope � = 0:94.

(b)W eplottheShannon entropy S(t)ofthedi�usion processasa function oftim e,in a logarithm ic tim escale fortheG P and

ofthe LR m odel.W e plotalso two straightlineswith slopes�= 0:5 and �= 0:94,see textforfurtherdetails.

V I. G EN ER A LIZED P O ISSO N (G P ) A N D LO N G -R A N G E (LR ) M O D EL

W enow illustratehow theDE m ethod workson two arti�cialearthquakestim eseries:the�rstgenerated by m eans

ofthe G P m odel,and the second generated by a new m odel,the Long-Range (LR) m odel,that we propose as a

better m odelto reproduce the propertiesofthe catolog considered. In the LR m odelthe earthquakesare grouped

into tem poralclusters,and,asin theG P m odel,thenum berofearthquakesin a clusterfollowsthePareto law,i.e.a

powerlaw distribution with exponentequalto 2.5 [10].Theeventswithin the sam eclusteraredistributed according

to the O m ori’s law: the interval� follows a power law with exponent p = 1. However,in the LR m odelthe tim e

distance �[m ] between one clusterand the nextfollowsa powerlaw with exponent� = 2:06,ratherthan a Poisson

prescription asin the G P.Notice thatthis value of� is close to the borderbetween stationary and non-stationary

condition [4].The two sequenceshave the sam e tim e length.W e choose the num berofclustersin orderto have the

sam etotalnum berofearthquakesasin therealdata [19].TheresultoftheDE on thearti�cialsequencesisreported

in Fig.2(b).TheG P m odelischaracterized by a long-tim ebehaviorthat,asexpected,�tsvery welltheprescription

ofordinary statisticalm echanics,with � = 0:5. The LR m odelyieldsthe quite di�erentscaling � = 0:94. Itisalso

clearthattheLR m odelyieldsa behaviorqualitatively sim ilarto thatproduced by therealdata ofFig.2 (a)aswell

asthe sam e scaling param eter� = 0:94,while the G P failreproducing both properties. Note thatfrom the reasons

why the DE m ethod reveals the genuine statisticalproperties ofthe crucialevents in this case,are di�erent from
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thosejustifying thee�ciency ofthem ethod in thecaseofthem odelofSection III.In thiscase,thetruereason seem s

to be thatforlarge distancesbetween one m ain-shock and nextthe pseudo-eventstend to concentrate im m ediately

afterthelastm ain-shock with a so low density im m ediately beforetheoccurrenceofthenextasto createa condition

where the num berofpseudo-eventsisessentially independentofthe length ofthe lam inarregion.In the case ofthe

m odelofSection III,on thecontrary,thenum berofpseudo-eventsisproportionalto thelength ofthelam inarregion.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

Itisthe tim e forusto balance the detection ofcrucialand invisible eventsin general,with possible applications

to the war against terrorism . O ur de�nition ofcrucialevents im plies a strong departure from Poisson statistics.

In the recent literature there is a generalagreem ent about the fact that com plex networks,including the terrorist

network,are scale-free system s. The authors ofanother paper ofthese Proceedings [20]show that there exists a

connection between thescale-freecondition and non-Poisson statistics.Thisseem sto supportthede�nition ofcrucial

eventadopted in thispaper.O n the otherhand,there existsan interesting connection with the Sm allW ordstheory

illustrated by Latoraand M archiori[21],a paperoftheseProceedings,explicitly devoted to thewaragainstterrorism .

Thispaper,in turn,restson a perspective thatisrelated to the sociologicalpicture illustrated Elliottand K iel[22]

for the sam e purpose. It is worth m entioning that a localversion ofthe DE m ethod can be applied to the tim ely

detection oftoxicants [23]. In conclusion,the presentpaper belongs to a setofcontributions to these Proceedings

[20,21,22,23],which m ight bear bene�ts to a program ofresearch to com bat terrorism . As to the detection of

invisible and crucialeventsforspeci�c purposeofthe warto terrorism ,the procedureto follow dependson the data

to analyze,and on the form s,underwhich they willbe m ade available to the investigators. Nevertheless,with the

presentpaper,we are convinced thatat leastthe �rstfew steps ofthe search for crucialand invisible events,take

a clearshape. Itseem sto be evidentwhatthe �rststep ofthisprocedure willbe the evaluation of exp(�),and of

the corresponding powerindex,denoted by the sym bol�0 in this paper. The second step willbe the evaluation of

�,by m eans ofthe DE m ethod,and the com parison of� with 1=(�0� 1). Ifthe two values do not coincide,and

the di�erence is largerthan the statisticalerror,this has to be thought ofas a plausible indication that there are

invisibleand crucialeventsinvolved.Then,weshallhaveto decidewhetherornotrecoursecan bedoneto thesim ple

prescription ofEq.(13)to establish the degree ofcom plexity ofthe invisible crucialevents.Thiswillrequire further

research work determ ined by the speci�cnature ofthe data to analyze.
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