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A bstract.

W e propose a new physicallybased \m ultifractal stress activation" m odel of earthquake interaction
and triggering based on two sin ple ingredients: (i) a seign ic rupture results from activated processes
giving an exponential dependence on the local stress; (ii) the stress relaxation has a long m em ory.

T he com bination of these two e ects predicts in a rather generalway that seism ic decay rates after
m ainshocks follow the Om ori law 1=P w ith exponents p linearly increasing w ith the m agnitude M ,
of the m ainshock and the inverse tem perature. W e carefully test the prediction on the m agniude
dependence of p by a detailed analysis of earthquake sequences In the Southem C alifomia E arthquake
catalog. W e nd power law relaxations of seigm ic sequences triggered by m ainshocks w ith exponents
p increasing with the m ainshock m agnide by approxim ately 0:1 0:15 for each m agniude unit
ncrease, from pM™M = 3) 06 topM™My = 7) 1:1, in good agreem ent w ith the prediction of the
multifractalm odel. The results are robust w th respect to di erent tin e Intervals, m agniude ranges
and declustering m ethods. W hen applied to synthetic catalogs generated by the ETA S Epidem icT ype
A ftershock Sequence) m odel constituting a strong null hypothesis w ith built=in m agnitude-independent
pvalues, our procedure recovers the correct m agn tude-independent p-values. O ur analysis thus suggests
that a new Im portant fact of seism icity has been unearthed. W e discuss altermative interpretations of

the data and describe other predictions of the m odel.



1. Introduction

T here are now m any evidences that the space-tim e organization of earthquakes is consistent w ith
the idea that a single physical triggering m echanisn is responsble for the occurrence of aftershocks,
m ainshocks, foreshocks, and m ultiplets, leading to the m ore encom passing conoept of earthquake
triggering (see for instance [Lin and Stein, 2004; Felzer et al, 2004; M urru et al, 2004; Huc and M ain,
2003; M arsan, 2003; H eln stetter and Somette, 2003; P apazachos et al, 2000]).

E arthquake triggering has been m odeled using a variety of approaches incliding, static stress
transfer calculations K ing et al, 1994; Stein, 2003], dynam ic triggering processes [Voisin, 2002;
Perfettini et al,, 2003], as well as m ore phenom enological epidem ictype aftershock sequence ETAS)
m odels K agan and Knopo , 1981; 1987; O gata, 1988] which are based on \m utually selfexcited point
processes" ntroduced by Hawkes [1971] (see Heln stetter and Somette, 2002a] for properties of the
ETAS modeland a review of the literature). T he later m odeling approach in particular hasbeen ablk
to rationalize m ost of the phenom enological statistical properties of earthquake catalogs, such as the
larger proportion than nom alof Jarge versus sm all foreshocks, the power law acceleration of stacked
seism icity rate as a function of tim e to the m ainshocdk, the spatialm igration of foreshocks toward the
m ainshock when averaging overm any sequences, the independence of foreshocks precursory properties
as a function of the m ainshock size, the existence of correlations in seism icity over surprisingly large
length scales Heln stetter and Somette, 2003a], Bath’s law H eln stetter and Somette, 2003b] and so on.

Tts appeals due the sin plicity of its prem ise, its power of explanation of a lJarge set of em pirical
observations and the relative ease w ith which it can be in plem ented for rigorous statistical tests has
m ade the class of ETA S m odels the natural null hypothesis against which to test any other m odel of
seism icity. The class of ETA S models su ers however from a m a pr drawback, that is, the lack ofa
clear physicalbasis. The ETA S m odel is a statistical phenom enological construction which postulates
a dependence of the present seigm ic rate on past seign ic rates propagated forward in tim e via a bare
Om oripropagator.

O ne would thus like m odels In which seism ic rates derive from the interaction betw een and transfer



of physical elds, such as stress, straln rates and uid ows. For this purpose, we present here a
generalization which has a sound physicalbasis, as it relies on two fiindam ental physical ingredients:
rupture activation and stress transfer. R upture activation is describbed by the generic them alactivation
processes at the origin of the state-and-velocity dependent friction law s, stress corrosion e ects, and
so on. In the description of stress transfer, we take into account the long-tin e m em ory e ects in the
relaxation of stress elds due to the visco-elasto-plastic rheology of the crust and upper m antle. U sing
this m odel, we predict a new phenom enon, the dependence of the exponent p of the Om ordi law on
the m ainshock m agnitude. T his prediction is tested successfully by a carefiill analysis of the Southem
C alifomia earthquake catalog. For this and for other reasons that w illbecom e clear below , we coin our
m odel the \m ultifractal stress activation" m odel

T he organization of this paper is the follow ng. In section 2, we rst discuss the fundam ental
physical ingredients of the \m ultifractal stress activation" m odel. Section 3 gives its detailed de nition.
Section 4 show s by analytical calculations that the Om ordi law 1=F derives naturally from the
m odel, but w ith an exponent p which is an increasing linear function of the m ainshock m agniude.
T his surprising prediction results from the interplay between the exponential activation process and
the long-tin e m em ory of stress relaxation processes. Section 5 tests this prediction using di erent
declustering techniques to identify m ainshocks at m agnitudes ranging from 135 to 75 in the Southem
Califomia catalog and to stack their corresponding aftershock sequences. W e nd a ram arkable
agreem ent with pM ) Increasing from approximately p= 06 forM = 3top= 11 forM = 7.We
also present tests on synthetic catalogs generated w ith the ETA S m odel. Section 6 presents other

observations that can be reinterpreted w thin the fram ew ork of ourm odel and discuss other predictions.



2. Fundam entals of the \m ultifractal stress activation" m odel

2.1. Earthquakes as them ally activated processes

W e m odel seigm ic activity as the occurence of frictional sliding events and/or faul ruptures that
are them ally activated processes facilitated by the applied stress eld. The relevance of them al
activation ism ade clar when exam ining the underlying physical processes of the various proposed

m odels of earthquakes, which we now brie y review .

T hem al activation is known to control creep rupture (also called static fatigue) (see for nstance
the review in [Scholz, 2002] for the application to rock m echanics and to earthquakesand [C iliberto
et al, 2001; Politi et al, 2002; Saichev and Somette, 2003] for recent experin entaland theoretical

developm ents).

T he use of the E yring rheology and other them ally-dependent friction law s are of standard use
for describing creep ailure in a vardety of com pounds [Li1 and Ross, 1996] as wellasm aterial
Interfaces Vulliet, 2000]. T hese law s consist in adapting, at the m icroscopic level, the theory of

reaction rates describing processes activated by crossing potential barriers.

Stress corrosion occurs In the presence of preexisting cracks in quartz, quartz rocks, calcite rocks,
basaltic rocks, granitic rocks and m any other geologicalm aterials [Atkinson et al., 1981; Atkinson,
1984] by the m echanian of hydrolytic weakening [G riggs et al, 1957; G riggs and H andin, 1960]

w hich is also them ally activated (see [Somette, 1999] for a review and references therein).

The Ruina-D iterich state-and-velocity dependent friction law D ieterich, 1979; Ruina, 1983;
Scholz, 1998] results physically from creep of the surface contact and a consequent Increase in
real contact area w ith tin e of contact [Scholz and Engelder, 1976; W ang and Scholz, 1994]. The
logarithm ic form InV of the velocity dependence of the friction coe cient in the Ruina-D leterich
law is usually assum ed to derive from an A rrhenius activated rate process describing creep at

asperiy contacts [Stesky, 1977; Chester and H iggs, 1992; Chester, 1994; Hesbt et al, 1994;



B rechet and E strin, 1994; B aum berger, 1997; Skep, 1997; Persson, 1998; Baum berger et al, 1999;

Lapusta et al,, 2000; N akatani, 2001].

2.2. Long-tim e m em ory e ects in the relaxation of stress elds

A recent re-construction of the regional strain rate m ap in C alifomia from GP S recordings over
a dense netw ork show s that the largest strain rates are controlled by past large earthquakes and are
found in the regions where aftershock activity is still noticeable [Jackson et al, 1997]. T his suggests
the relevance of a stresscontrolled earthquake activation. P ost—seigm ic slip and strain rate relaxation
follow ing large earthquakes have been m odeled by viscoelastic ow s, which govem the evolution of the
stress eld and thus the lbading and unloading processes of m a pr earthquake generating faults D eng
et al, 1998]. The sin plest m odels assum e linear visco-elastic rheologies, which lead to exponential
strain relaxation. These m odels in general account for the shorttem relaxation processes over a tin e
scale ranging from a few m onths to one year P ollitz et al, 2000]. O ver long tim e scales, it is necessary
to take Into account the presence and geom etry of lower crustal and m antle shear zones, which lad to
m ore com plex and slower decaying relaxation rates K enner and Segall, 1999]. To adequately m odel
Iong-temm postseism ic relaxation (ie. that occurring years to decades after an earthquake) for instance
after the Landers and H ectorM ine earthquakes, it w as found necessary to add other slow er deform ation
processes Freed and Lin, 2000; 2001]. Evidence of large post—seisn ic relaxation tin es have been
found w ithin the crust In the case of slow rate intracontinental events [Calkis et al, 2002]. Long-tem
stress relaxation process are also found in em pirical law s of creep experin ents applied to m odel the
brittle creeping fault zone, which can account for both the tim e evolution of afterslip, as m easured
from geodesy, and of aftershocks decay. In this fram ew ork, aftershock sequences and deep afterslip, as
constrained from geodetic m easurem ents, ollow the sam e tem poral evolution P erfettini and A vouac,
2004]. G enerally, slower-than-exponential relaxation is found in disordered m aterials which can be

characterized by nonlinear rheologies K linger, 1988; Chung and Stevens, 1991; P hillips, 1996].



3. Form ulation of the \m ultifractal stress activation" m odel

3.1. G eneral case

Let us denote by (¢;t) the intensity (or average conditional seisn icity rate) at position ¥ and
tin e t. P utting together the tw o physical ingredients of rupture activation and stress transfer discussed

above, we formm ulate the follow ng m odel. T he themm al rupture activation process is expressed as

®it) expl E @Y]; @)

where isthe inverse tem perature (speci cally = 1=kT where k is the Boltzm ann constant) and the
energy barrier E (¢;t) for rupture can be w ritten as the sum ofa contrdbution E (¢) characterizing the

m aterialand of a term linearly decreasing w ith the locally applied stress (¢;t) [Zhurkov, 1965]:

E@t=Eq@® V @t : 2)

V is a constant which has the dim ension of a volum e and  (¢;t) is the total stress at position ¥ and
tin e t. The decrease of the energy barrier E (¢;t) as a function of the applied stress (£;t) In )

em bodies the various physical processes of stress corrosion, state-and-velocity dependent friction and
m echano-chem icale ects, alding rupture activation under stress. The stress (¢;t) resuls itself from

all past events according to

Z, Z
®t) = mr em @b+ N e’ d1 & g LKt ) 3)
1
Putting all this together yields
Z, Z
@) = tec (7t) exp N ge® d1 & )ge LKt @)

In this expression, the tem now Incorporates the volime term V and the inverse tem perature

( = V=kT), so that hasnow the din ension of the Inverse of a stress. T he doubl integral gives the
stress at position # and tin e t as the sum of the stress load contributions over all past earthquakes at
earlier tines < t and positions % A given past event at ¥ ° and tine  contrbutes to the stress

at ¥ and tin e t by is stress drop am plitude ® % ) which is transfered in space and tin e via the



stress kemel (or G reen fiunction) g  #;t ), taking into account both tim e relaxation and spatial
geom etrical decay. The kemelg@® %t ) describes the combined e ects of all stress relaxation
processes In goace and tim e, that determm ine the stress eld In the seism ogenic layer, as discussed in
section 22. Theterm dN [de ® d ] is the number of events in the volum e d¥” that occurred between

and + d . Finally, o @®;t) is the spontaneous seign icity rate n absence of stress triggering by
other earthquakes and acocounts for the tectonic loading (ar eld stress), which m ay in generalbe
non-hom ogeneous and space and perhaps depends on tin e.

Tt is convenient to discretize space in cells and rew rite (4) as

2 3
x %t
1) = tec®expd d  s()ase P ®)
3 1
where ;(t) is the average conditional seism ic rate In celliat tine t, 5( ) isthe stressdrop in cell j
that occurred at tine  due to an earthquake and g (t ) m easures the fraction of the stress drop

that occurred at tine  In cell j which is transfered to cell j at tim e t.

Ourmodel (4,5) is rem Iniscent of the stress release m odel, but there are several in portant
di erences that are worth noting. The single cell stress release m odel was Introduced by Vere-Jones
[1978] as a stochastic In plem entation of Reid’s theory of elastic rebound theory Reid, 1910]. The
generalization to account for long-range elastic stress transferwas done in Zheng and Vere-Jones, 1991]
and in [Liu et al, 1998; Shiet al, 1998] (see Bedbington and Harte, 2003] for a review and references

therein). The m ost general form of the stress release m odel (SRM ) reads
2 3

X
1= oexpidbt b gyS;M° : 6)
J

In the SRM , the tectonic lbading increases the stress at cell i linearly in tin e according to byt and
earthquakes on this cell and elsew here relax (or load) the stress at celli. S5 (t) = F ¢+ 3( ) isthe
cum ulative stress release over all past earthquakes that occured in that cell j. Sy () im pacts region i
through the tim e-independent coupling (or stress transfer) coe cient g;5. In our m odel, the tectonic
loading appears In contrast through the rate . @;t). The SRM view s the earthquakes as m ostly

unloading this tectonic stress (of course stress load is possible) whilk we view the earthquakesm ore



symm etrically as both prom oting or shadow ing the seisn ic activity elsew here around an average rate
controlled by  tec (€;t) . Finally, the m ost In portant di erence lies In the fact that the SRM assum es an
In nite tim e m em ory of past stress releases in the cum ulative stress release function S (t), while we
view the stress transfer by each past earthquake as transient due to visco-elastic processes in the crust
and m antle. Thisin nite tin e m em ory of the SRM ism ade necessary to com pensate for the tectonic
loading byt In order to obtain a statistically stationary process. In contrast, ourm odel is better devised
to dealw ith transient stress perturbations induced by past earthquakes. A s a consequence, the SRM is
not built to produce aftershocks (see how ever the tw o-cells version of B orokov and B ebbington, 2003],
which does produce 1rst generation aftershocks cbeying the Om orilaw). The tsof seim ic catalogs to
the SRM indeed use declustered data. T hus, the fiindam ental di erence between ourm odel 4,5) and
the linked SRM (6) is that the later does not describe either aftershocks or delayed triggered seism icity
(Im oto et al. [1999] introduced a xed one-tim e delay in order to produce periodictype behavior). O ur
m odel (4,5) is an In portant generalization to account for the delayed triggering processes, w hich have
been found to explain m any phenom enological observations of seigm icity Heln stetter and Somette,
2003a]. A ctually, all the resuls that we derive below derive from the tin edependent m em ory kemel of

ourm odel, which are thus absent In the SRM .

3.2. Reduction to tim e-only dynam ics

Starting from (4), we w rite the spacetin e kemelg (¥;t) In a separable form

g;)=£f® h@: 7

T his choice ism ade for the sake of sim plicity and is in the spirit of the speci cation ofthe ETA S which
also assum es separability of the bare kemel in space and tim e. H elm stetter and Somette R002b] have
shown that the cascade of triggering of events which are decoupled In tim e and space in their rst
generation eventually leads to a coupling In space and tin e corresponding to a sub-di usion process.
Here, we expect a sin ilarm echanian to operate when taking into account all generations of earthquake

triggering (@ m ainshock generates aftershocks of rst-generation, which them selves trigger aftershocks
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of second-generation and so on).

W ih the separable form (7), expression (4) can be transfom ed into

Z t
@Eit) =  tec ;D) exp d sk )hi )7 8)

w here
Z

s )= d&° @% )fe 2 )

isthe e ective source at tine  at point ¥ resulting from all events occurring in the spatialdom ain at
the sasmetine . The ssparable orm ofthe kemel g (x;t) in (7) allow s us to study the tin edependent
properties of the m odel, Independently of its space properties. Since expression (8) isde ned for any =z,
ifwe assum e space hom ogeneity, or if we restrict to a speci ¢ dom ain, we can drop the reference to

w ithout loss of generality and get
Z t
0 = tec®) exp d s()ht ) : 10)
In contrast with the ETAS model In which the tim eonly equation of the conditional P oisson rate
describes the seign icity integrated over all space, here the tin eonly equation (10) refers to a speci ¢
Jocation. If space is hom ogeneous ( tec (#;t) and s(®; ) are Independent of ¥), then equation (10) gives

the conditional seism ic P oisson intensity at any point.

3.3. The distribution of stress source strengths

The fact that the source is given by (9) should allow us to constrain is statistics. Indeed,
Kagan [1994] has suggested using theoretical calculations, sin ulations and m easurem ents of rotation of
earthquake focalm echanian s that the stress change in earthquake focal zones due to past earthquakes

should ollow the symm etric C auchy distribution

1 1
Lix)= — T2’ 11)

or perhaps even distrbutions decaying as power law s w ith even an aller exponents. The Cauchy

distrbbution is a stable L evy law with power law tail exponent = 1 and can be shown to be the
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distrdbution for the stress at any point due to a random uniform distrdbution of sourcesm ediated to that
point via the elastic G reen function [Zoltarev and Strunin, 1971; Zobtarev, 1986] (see also [Somette,
2004], chap. 17, for a generalpresentation). T he physicalm echanism for the C auchy distrbution is thus
precisely the summ ation (9) over earthquake sources @ %) with stress transfer given by the elastic
Green finction f & =% in the crust. The Cauchy exponent = 1 is obtaied ©r a uniform spatial
distridbution of sources n 3D with the elastic G reen function 1=F in 3D , or for a uniform spatial
distrbution of sources in 2D w ith the elastic G reen finction  1=F in 2D .For sources on a fractalw ith
dinensionD¢ 3, = Df=3in 3D Kagan, 19%4].

However, i must be kept In m Ind that the large values of the stress sources s that contrdbute to
the slow power law decay of the C auchy distrbution resul from the assum ption that earthquakes are
point-w ise such that a probe put at random in the m ediim can com e arbitrarily close to these sources:
it is the divergence 1= (in 3D) ofthe stress el close to such a shgular source which is at the
origin of the C auchy distrbution (see Chap. 17 of [Somette, 2004]). In reality, such sihgular power law
behavior transform s into a m uch weaker l=p T sihgularity close to crack tips and then crosses over to a
an ooth behavior due to plasticity and dam age that an ooth out the singularity su ciently close to the
fault edges.

To capture In a phenom enologicalway these features, we willuse a power law distribution of the
source strengths

¢} ¢}
P (s)

@+ ) s -
where the scale factor C isgiven by C / s, and sy Is a characteristic scale proportionalto the average
stress drop. The value = 1 recovers the special case of the Cauchy distrdbution advocated by K agan

[L994]. N otice that the distrdbbution of the source strengths is sym m etric, In plying that the e ect ofan
earthquake in the past can either enhance or shadow the present seigm icity. T his generalizes the ETA S

m odel as both stress triggering and stress shadow ing are taken Into account sym m etrically while the

ETA S m odeldescribes only stress triggering.
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3.4. Tin edependent stress relaxation kernel

T he last ingredient we need to specify is the tim e dependence of the m em ory kemelh (t). W e

postulate a stress relaxation function

ho
hi)= —2 <t T; 1
0= o oro< t 13)

which is of the Om ori form with the usual an all tin escale cuto c. To ensure convergence of the
correlation fiinction of determm inistic processes w ith m em ory govermed by h (t) for any possible valies of

, we truncate the power law In (13) at som e large tine T, which we call the \Integraltim e scale:" it
is the lJargest tin e scale up to which the m em ory of a past event survives. T can thus be interpreted
as the e ective M axwell tin e of the relaxation process. The sharp cut-o Inplied by T is invoked for
convenience and can be replaced by a an ooth crossover using for instance an exponentialrolto ofthe
form

htp= ——— e ; 14)

w ithout changing ourm ain conclusions below .

Just after an event over a tin e scale slightly larger than the tin e for the propagation and
attenuation of dynam ical stress waves, that we note t= 0 for short, the stress equilbrates to its static
value and we should have

hQ")= —=1; (15)

to express that the static stress has not had tin e to relax yet.

E xpressions (13) or (14) can be rationalized from the tin e dependence of the visco-elastic G reen
function in 1D which gives =  1=2,1in 2D which gives = 0 orin 3D which gives = 1=2. In fact,
a better form ulation w ill require a gpacetin e degpendence of the evolution of the stress eld. Another
argum ent is to view to localstress as proportionalto the local strain rate, which is itself proportionalto
the Iocalm icroscopic seisn ic rate which obeys the Om ord law . From a m icro-m echanicalpoint of view,
such slow relaxation process (13) are associated w ith dislocation m otion, stress corrosion and hydroltic

weakening processes [Somette, 1999]. W e also would like to underline that expression (13) in plies
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the absence of a wellkde ned characteristic tine scale forc< t< T where c T, and em bodies the
com plex non-M axw ell relaxation processes in the crust, its coupling w ith the low er visco-elasto-plastic
crust and m ore ductile upperm antle. T he coexistence ofm any di erent tim e scales can be captured by
such power law decay.

A ctually, there is a m ore profound origin of the dependence (13) of the stress relaxation. A ssum e
that an earthquake loads a given region according to the elastic stress redistribution that can be
estin ated using standard m ethods of elasticity K ing et al, 1994; Stein, 2003]. T hen, by the activation
processes discussed In section 2.1, this stress redistribution induced by the \m ainshock" w ill give rise
to an increase of seign icity at that region. T he triggered earthquakes w ill lead to new sources of stress
redistrbution, which them selves m odify the stress eld, tending to decrease it. This process gives
rises to a slow power law relaxation of the stress eld [Lee and Somette, 2000]. The power law decay
embodied in (13) can thus be viewed as resulting from the m icroscopic process of stress redistribution
and relaxation which occur below the scale of observation. T here is no reason for the physics to change

and this law (13) isan e ective renom alization ofm any m icroscopic relaxation processes.

3.5. Summ ary ofthe m odelde nition

Summ arizing, In a discrete om , ourm odel reads
2 3

) = tec exp? o the ©3; (16)
i3t t
w here the stress at tim e t is the sum of the contributions over all previous earthquakes that occurred
attines ty t, with stress sources given by the power law distrbution (12) and with a power law
tin edependent stress relaxation kemel (13). In the sequel, we take a constant seigm ic rate o In the

absence of stress perturbation s(t) = 0.

It is convenient to rew rite (16) as
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w here

X
Y= st ht ¢t): 1s)

ijt ot

M odel (16) belongs to the class of nonlinear selfexcited point-processes, In which the nonlinear
function is the exponential In our case B rem aud and M assoulie, 1996; B rem aud et al, 2002]. Brem aud
et al. R002] have given the general condition guaranteeing the existence of a statistically stationary
solution In the case of unbounded nonlinear fiinction, sub-exponential distribution of the m arks (stress
changes s’s) and long m em ory kemelas is our case. In ourm odel, the Introduction of the integraltin e
scale T in (13) ensures the existence of the correlation function for any process and for any values of

the exponent

4. D erivation of the m agnitude dependence of Om ori’s law

In this section, our goalis to derive Om ori’s Jaw from m odel (16) with (12) and (13). T he problm
can be form ulated as follow s. Om ord’s law quantifying the decay of seisn ic activity after a \m ainshock"
occurring at the origin oftim e am ounts to determ ining the typical tin e dependence of (t) conditioned
on a valie y realized at t= 0 which is lJarger than average. T his is due to the fact that a m ainshock
ofm agnitude M induces a localburst of seism ic activity proportionalto K 10" , where K and
are two positive constants H el stetter, 2003]. W e note however that previous determ inations of the
productivity exponent have assum ed the constancy of p w ith m ainshock m agnitude; in the presence
of an exponent pM ) which increaseswih M aswe nd here, past values of have probably be

underestin ated.

4.1. Theory ofOm ori’s law by generalization of conditional expectations of seism ic rates

to power law

In the case where averages exist, the Om ori law can be expressed in the ©llow Ing general form :

El ©ju 1= wEl' P3ul; a9)
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where E [:] denotes the m athem atical expectation or average of ensem ble of equivalent statistical
realizations of the process.

In the case where averages and variances and covariances are ilkde ned m athem atically, as is the
case for C auchy distrbutions and for power law s w ith 2, a typicalm easure of condiional seigm iciy
rate can be de ned at any quantile levelq by the probability Pr[ (t) > 4Jju ]that the rate (t) be
larger than the quantile ¢ conditioned on the fact that the seisn ic rate was at som e given value y at

tine 0:

Pr[ ©> qjul=Pre ' ®> L9, 1=Prl ©®> (=) —= iy ]: 20)

tec tec

W e are interested in m onitoring the tin e evolution 4 (t) ofthe seism ic rate quantile at som e probability
¥velqg (which can be varied to explore di erent uctuation levels).
If the source temm s s(t) were centered G aussian random variables, ! would also be nom ally

distributed. Using (19), thiswould allow us to obtain

2
Ee' @ful=exp E[ ©Fu I+ —Varl ©3u 1 @1)

w here

EIl ®3m 1= !u %TZ!]M] : @2)
U sing the de nition (18), this would provide a closed fom ed expression for the Om ori law describing
the relaxation of the conditionalrate E [ (t)ju ]. The physicalm eaning of (22) is that one can write a
linear regression
o= O+ @3)
where (t) is a nonrandom factorand is a centered G aussian noise w ith zero correlation wih Y .

Equation (23) writes that the best predictorof ! given !y is !y ,ie,E[l ©Fv 1= v wih

Cov[ ©);!
_ Covl @ity ] ”
Var[!M ]
w hich retrieves (22).
However, as we explained above, the sources are distributed according to a distribution (12) which

can be expected to have a heavy tail, such that both its variance and average are not m athem atically
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de ned, or if they are de ned converge very poorly to their asym ptotic values even In large data sets.
T hus, the standard statistical tools of expectation, variance and covariance can not be used and we
need a com pletely novel approach to tam e m athem atically these wild uctuations. For this, we use
the Insight that the natural generalization of the variance for power law s p (x) C=+%* wih i nie
variance (ie., wih < 2) isthe scaleparam eterC, as it possessesm ost of the properties of the variance
for G aussian random variables: it is additive under convolution of the distribution and it replaces the
variance in the expression of the characteristic fiinction of the distrdbbution (see Chap. 4 of Somette,
2004)).
In the power law case, due to the linear form of (18), we can stillwrite 23) butwih ! (t);!ny and

being power law distributed random variablesw ith the sam e exponent and w ith scale factors equal
regoectively toC, (for! and !y ) and C . Thekey idea isthat can be detem ined by a generalization
of (24), nvolving generalizations of the covariance and variance. T his generalization consists in form ing
the random variable de ned as the product ! !y = !DZ,I + !y . It is straightforward to show that
the distribbution of ! !y consists of two m ain contrbutions, (i) a dom inant power law w ith exponent

=2 and scale factorC,,, = =2 c,,and (i) a sub-dom nant power law wih exponent (Wwih a
logarithm ic correction) and scale factor C, C . This has the ollow ing practical In plication: if one
m easures or calculates the leading power law decay of ! v , the m easure of its scale factor gives

access to the param eter  through the expression

= o, 25)
C, !

w here the tin e dependence of (t) com es from that ofC,,, aswe show below .

This expression (25) generalizes the standard result (24): notice that the case = 2 recovers (24)
w ith the correspondence C, = Var[! Jand C,,, = Cov[! (©);!v ]. This is expected sihce, aswe said
above, the scale factor reduces to the variance or the G aussian distrbution and the stabl L evy law
w ith exponent = 2 tumsout to be nothing but the G aussian law ! W e note that thism ethod consisting

of generalizing the covariance by introducing the concept of \tailcovariance" has been previously used
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to extend the Kalman lter ofdata assin ilation to power law distrbuted noise processes [Somette and
Ide, 2001].
Usihg (18), we form the product
X X
PO = s) s he ® h( g); (@6)
it tj ity O

w here the s’s are random variables w ith power law tailw ith exponent (speci cally, in this paper, the
s’sare Cauchy variablesw ith = 1butwe give the derivation forany valie of ). T hen, using standard
calculations (see Chap. 4 of [Somette, 2004]), the term s in the doubl sum in (26) that contrbute
to the leading asym ptotic power law tailw ith exponent =2 correspond to the diagonaltem si= 7,

while all the other term s contribute to the sub-leading power law tailw ith exponent w ith logarithm ic

corrections. This gives the expression of the scale factor C fz?zg of the dom inating power law w ith

exponent =2
X
ci™ =, ht ®th( §7° @7)
ijty 0
Togetherw ith 25), this yields
0 1z
X —
=@ hc th( ®)FA ©8)

it 0
Since h isdin ensionless, is also dim ensionless, as it should from itsde nition (23).
In order to perform a theoretical analysis of (28), it is convenient to transform the discrete sum

into a continuous one. Let us consider the tim es t;’s in the sum o In 28). Ideally, these tin es

it
t; should them selves be detem ined selfconsistently and are known to follow on average an Inverse
Omori law . However, such an inverse Om ori law is a statistical property observed only for a large
ensam ble of stacked foreshock sequences whilk individual sequences exhibit approxin ately constant
seism ic rates H el stetter and Somette, 2003a]. In order to sin plify the analysis, we thus approxin ate
the seign icity prior to a m ainshock as being approxim ately constant in tim e and uniform in space.

T his allow s us to Introduce the average tin e Interval tbetween two events preceding the m ainshock.

W e expect tto be ofthe order ofthe smalltin escale cut-o ¢ in (13). This is natural if the stress
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relaxation is in signi cant part due to seign icity itself: then, ¢ is the tin e scale beyond which the stress
relaxation starts to be £l, ie., when new earthquakesoccur in the vicinity ofthe source. Then, we can

approxin ate the discrete sum as follow s:

X dt

! _t : 29)
i3t 0 1

U sing the form (13) for the stress relaxation kemel gives in continuous tin e affer som e m anipulations

2 Z @=t 1 He
hj 1 i 1 1
2= g1 ®+ 1+ ()3 ) =2 &+ (o=t) I ) =2

t) = ; (30)

wherehy = c*  according to (15). W e verify that (t) is din ensionless as it should. Under the change

ofvariablex ! y= x+ f,expressjon (30) can be w ritten

! 2
7 T+c - =

h? 1 e 1 1 1 .

2= 2Zm 1 dy (y+ 1)m yT 4 @1)

c=t

© =

wherem = 1+ ) =2.

W e now have all the Ingredients to estin ate (20). W e thus obtain

Prl! ®©> yjm 1=Pr[ !y + > yjul=Pr[ >y v 1I=F © M) (32)

where F ( ) is the com plem entary cum ulative distrbbution of .Ushg (32) n (20), this leads to

Pr[ ©> ¢jul=F (@=)h —2 Oy (33)

tec
T he typicaltin e evolution of the seism icity rate (t) conditioned on the rate y at tim e 0 is thus given

by xing the quantile probability to som e levelPr[ (£) > 4ju 1= g, leading to

1
“;n 2 Oy =F '@ ; (34)

tec
or equivalently
) =Ag tce v (35)
whereAy=exp F (@) . The tin edependence of the seism ic decay rate is thus detem ined by (35),
w hich requires the determ ination of the tim edependence of (t) given by (30) (@and m ore generally by

@8)).
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Tn the case where the stress relaxation is a pure exponentialh ) e 7, then using (30), we
nd () e"T alo and the seismic rate 4 () given by (35) also relaxes exponentially to a constant
background. The novele ect that we describe below com es from the Interplay between the exponential

them al activation process and the long-m em ory process of the stress relaxation.

N ote that this approach holds also for > 2 for which variances and covariances exist, which can
allow the application of (24). H ow ever, using this power approach provides m ore robust estin ators of
the typical values of seigm ic rates when the convergence of the m ean and of variances are very slow , as

occurs forpower law s (see Chap. 3 of [Somette, 2004]).

4 2. Study ofthe predicted seism icity rate for di erent values of the two key exponents

and

O ur purpose is to show that, for a rather broad range of values of the exponents and de ning

them odel, 4 (t) is approxin ately given by

q © ; (36)

™)
w ith

pM)=a M +b ; (37)

wherea > 0 and M is the m ainshock m agniude. In a nutshell, expression (36) wih (37) result from
the interplay between the heavy-tailed distribution of stress perturbations and the long tin e m em ory of
the stress relaxation on the one hand and the exponential degpendence of the seiam ic rate on the stress

eld on the other hand.

421. Case = 1=2 and = 2 (orwith a G aussian distribution of stress source

strengths)

T his interplay between the long tin e m em ory of the stress relaxation and the exponential
dependence of the seisn ic rate on the stress eld isexempli ed by thecase = 1=2and = 2,which

has previously been shown to give exact m ultifractal properties In the tin e dom ain M uzy and Bacry,
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2002], and as a consequence continuous dependence of the relaxation exponentsp M ) as a function of
shock m agniudesM . T his continuous dependence of the exponent p ™ ) has actually been docum ented
em pirically in this case In another context of aftershock decay follow ing shocks in  nancialm arkets
[Somette et al,, 2003]. Schm it R003]has studied In details the properties of the process (17) with (18),
when s () is a G aussian white noise (corresponding form ally to = 2), with the m em ory exponent
= 1=2.
An intuitive grasp of this behavior is obtained by exam ining d =dt:

d hi= 7 ) T+ o)'? c'?
de t T+c t2 &+ o)l

It is easy to see that the st (resp. second) tem of the bracket in the rhs. is always larger
(reso. am aller) than 1, which ensures that i—t is always negative. In addition, for t < T, the
bracket In the rh.s. is alm ost constant and close to 1, show ing that d =dt 1=t and thus

(€) constant constant In =T ). Then expression (35) lads to (36,37) using the fact that
'v / n(y)/ h® 10™ )= M10OM + InK,ie., !y islinearly related to them agnitudeM . Here,
we have used the productivity law that an earthquake ofm agnitude M produces on average a num ber
of aftershocks proportional to the exponential of ts m agnitude ( is the productivity exponent often

reported between 05 and 1).

42.2. Condition 2m = @1+ )= 1

T his case corresponds to taking the exponentm = (1+ ) =2 de ned in (31) equal to 1=2.

2

d da -
dt

Then, T:Z has exactly the expression given by the right-hand-side of (38), show ing that
is close to  1=t, and thus =2 @) constant constant In (=T ) which, for not too sm all nor
too large t's and for constant; < constant,, gives ‘t) constanf  constan I (=T). This
yields (36,37). Typically, the power law behavior is observed over m ore than two decades in tin e,
which is com parable to em pirical ocbservations. Figure 1 show s the num erical evalnation of (t)

as a function of n (=T ) for severalpairs ( ; ) which obey the condition @1+ ) = 1 exactly:

(=3 = 2=3);( =2; = 05);;(=1; =0);( =2=3; = 05);( = 05; = 1), using
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=T = 10 °. W e verify the existence of a linear decay of (t) in the variable Int, which quali esan
Omoripower law (36). The range of this Om ori power law regin e depends rather sensitively on the
tem perature, on the m ainshock m agniude and on the ratio =T since the logarithm of the seisn ic
rate is proportionalto via a coe cient of proportionality involving the inverse tem perature and the
m ainshock m agniude, as shown In (35). Then, by the sam e argum ent as In section 42.1, the linear
dependence of 'y on M In expression (35) leadsto (36,37).

The fact that (t) is asym ptotically exactly logarithm ic in tine or2m = 1+ )= 1 and
thus that the seism ic rate (t) isan Om oripower law can be recovered from a di erent construction
m otivated by m ultiplicative cascades Introduced In turbulence. The discrete m ultiplicative cascade
m odel of hydrodynam ic turbulence can be extended in distrbution to the continuous lin it [Schm it
and M arsan, 2001] and shown to take the form (18) expressed w ith the discrete sum replaced by a
continuous integral. Then, Schm it and M arsan R001] show that the only condition forexpl[! ] (in our
case through (17)) to be \logstable m ultifractal" is that the exponent of the distribbution of the
Innovations s and the exponent 1 + of the m em ory kemelbe related by the condition @1+ )= 1
that we have derived above through a di erent route. In a nutshell, their argum ent Wwhich applies in
distrbbution to onepoint statistics but not to m ultipoint statistics nor In process) is as follows. The
logarithm of is constructed as an integral in the tin escale (t;a) dom ain within a cone w ith apex
on the tim e axis of identically independent distrbuted innovations distributed according to a L evy
distrbbution w ith exponent . The natural scale-invariant m easure for this Integral in this tim e-scale

dom ain is dadt=a? in the sense that i is (left-)nvarant by the transhation-dilation group M uzy and

Bacri, 2002]. The contrbution of a vertical strip of width dt = ‘ centered at time t (ie., at a
R
distance from the present tin e t) within the cone is 1 [ :1 da=a’1~ = (= Y= ,where ; is

a L evy distributed noise w ith scale factor unity. T he exponent 1= com es from the dependence of the

scale factor of sum ofthe =(t ) L evy variables that contribute to each trip. Now , In distribution, the
R

total integral is thus equalto the sum of all strips up to tin e t, which gives “d 1 () (= 3N

T his expression is exactly ofthe form (18) with 1+ = 1= .QED.
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423. Case2m = @1+ )61

Tt isusefulto study the generalization of (38), which reads

apn 1 -2 2= =) @+l ™2 o m=2)
= 39
dt gm T+c th=2 t+ om =2 69
Two casesm ust be distinguished.
For2m = @1+ )< 1,the rst (resp. second) temm of the bracket in the rhs. of (39) is always

mn 1 =2
]

2
larger (resp. smaller) than 1, which ensures that ac ]

I is always negative. In addition,

rt< T, the bracket in the rh.s. is alm ost constant and close to (T + o)t ™, show ing that
dE™ ' PRt 1t ™ andthus ~2() oconstant (IT=t/" '+ constant, (T=tf".
is thus a convex decreasing function of nt W ih a upward curvature) as shown In gure 2. The
m athem atical form of the decay rate tends to slow down com pared w ith a standard O m oripower

law . This convexiy tends to linearity asm ! 1=2.

For 2m = @+ )> 1,wehavel m=2) < m=2. As a consequence, or an all t's,
T+c tF=2> T+ ! ®2) ywhile the reverse nequality holds true Hr large t’s. T his reasoning

show s that the bracket is negative for sn all t's and becom es positive or large t's. T herefore,

dn:2m 1 :2]

TS is positive for sm allt’s, vanishes at an interm ediate tin e and becom es negative for

large t’s. This translates into  Increasing for an all t's, passing through a m axinum before
decreasing for large t's, as shown iIn  gure 2. In this case, we can offen observe an approxim ate
linear decay of (t) as a function of Int, over two to three order of m agniudes In time In the
decaying part beyond the m axin um , all the m ore so, the closerm is to one. O ver this range, by
the sam e argum ent as in section 4 2.1, the Iineardependence of 'y on M in expression (35) leads

to (36,37).
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5. Em pirical investigation of Om ori’s law conditioned on

m ainshock m agnitudes
5.1. D ata selection and analysis of com pleteness

W e use the Southem C aliformian earthquakes catalog w ith revised m agnitudes (available from
the Southem C aliformia E arthquake C enter) as it is am ong the best available in temm s of quality and
tin e span. M agnitudes M ;, are given with a resolution of 0 from 1932 to 2003, in a region from
approxin ately 32 to 37 N in latitude, and from 114 to 122 in longiude.

U sing all the data of this catalog, we com pute the com plem entary cum ulative m agnitude
distrbution for each year from 1932 to 2003 included. T his gives 72 G utenberg-R ichter distribbutions
which are shown in Figure 3. The logarithm s of the distrbutions as a function of m agnitude are
approxin ately linear for the largest m agnitudes and exhibit a crossover to a plateau at an all
m agnitudes. In order for our analysis to be robust, we need to address the question of com pleteness
of the catalog. The lvel of low -m agnitude plateau increases w ith tin e, which is the consequence of
the evolution of the seigm ic network: as m ore stations are added, the spatial coverage increases, so
that the num ber of events wth xed m agniude also Increases. O ne can also observe that events of
an aller and am aller m agnitudes are detected and located when going from 1932 to the present. This
also kads to an increase of the num ber of events recorded in the catalog. A s the typicaltin e scale over
w hich we analyze the Om orilaw decay is about 1 year, which is an all com pared w ith the average tim e
scale of the evolution of the netw ork coverage (see F igure 3), we w ill consider all events in the catalog
that have a m agnitude that belong to the linear part of the m agniude distrdbution curve. Figure 4)
show s several com plem entary cum ulative distributions of earthquake m agniudes for the four years
1932, 1975, 1992 and 1994. Taking the linear relationship between the logarithm of the distribution
as a function ofm agnitude as the standard criterion for com pleteness K agan, 2003], we Infer that the
catalog is approxin ately complete forM ;, > 3 In 1932 and later years, orM ; > 25 in 1975 and later

years, orM 1 > 2 ©r 1992 and later years, and forM ; > 1:5 in 1994 and later years. Since our tsof
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aftershock decay rate are perfom ed typically over a tin e range starting beyond one day and extending
to several hundred days, the short-term lack of com pleteness identi ed by Kagan R004] is not an issue
here. A ctually, the problem of the short-term com pleteness of aftershock catalogues is the m ost acute
for large m ainshocks K agan, 2004], which allow s us to extend the study of the seisn ic decay rate at
shorter tin es for the sm allm ainshock m agniudes.

In order to m axin ize the size of the data used for our analysis (to in prove the statistical

signi cance) and to test for the stability of our inversion, we w ill consider four di erent sub-catalogs:

1.1932 2003 orMy > 3 (17;934 events),

2.1975 2003 forM; > 25 (36;614 events),

3.1992 2003 orMy > 2 (54;990 events), and

4.1994 2003 orMy > 135 (86;228 events).

T he fact that the num ber of events in these sub-catalogs increases as their tin e-span decreases is due
to the lowering of the m inim um m agniude of com pleteness which m ore than com pensates the reducing

tim e Interval.

5.2. Construction of the tim e series of aftershocks

52.1. Tin e-shifted stacked sequences: general principle

W e now describe the m ethod used to detem ine the validity ofthe Om ori law and to m easure the

pvalie as a function of the m ainshock m agnitude.

W e consider all events In a given sub-catalog and discrin inate between m ainshocks and triggered
events (\aftershocks"). M ainshocks are determ ined by using declustering m ethods which are
described below in sections 522 and 52 .3: to test for the robustness of our results and their lack
of sensivity w ith respect to the soeci ¢ choice of a declustering m ethod, we present two di erent

In plem entations.
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O nce the m ainshocks are detem ined, triggered events are de ned as those events follow ing
a m ainshock, which belong to a certain space-tin e neighborhood of it. This spacetine
neighborhood is speci ed below . W e thus have asm any triggered (\aftershock") sequences as

there are m ainshocdks.

In order to test for the predicted dependence of the pvalue as a function ofm agnitude, we need
to bin the m ainshock m agniudes In intervals M 1;M 2]. W e have chosen the intervals when

available) [1:5;2], 2;2:5], 25;3], and so on up to [/;75].

In each m ainshock m agnitude interval M; ;M , ], we consider all triggered sequences em anating
from m ainshocksw ih m agniude In this Interval M 1;M ;1. W e translte each triggered sequence
so that their origin oftim e (theirm ainshock tin e) ism oved to the comm on value t= 0. Then,we
stack all these sequences to obtain a m ega-sequence containing all triggered events com ing from

m ainshocks In the sam e m agniude interval M ;M 5 1.

W e then bin the tin e axis according to a geom etrical series, and estin ate the average rate of

eventsw ithin each bin. The resulting function is tted using them odi ed Om ordi law

a
N(t)=B+m; (40)

where B is a positive param eter introduced to acocount for the background seism icity assum ed to

be superin posed over the genuine triggered sequences. T he tin e shift c ensures the regularization

ofthe seign ic rate at t= 0.

Varying M ;;M ,]allow s us to test for a possble dependence ofp as a function of the m agniude of
the m ainshock. In order to (i) m axin ize the size of the data sets, (i) avoid bias due to Incom pleteness

of the catalogs, and (iii) test the robustness of our conclusions, we w ill use

1. orM; 3: urdi erent sub-catalogs (1932 2003, 1975 2003, 1992 2003, 1994  2003),

giving four estin ates for the pvalue;
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2. or M1 = 25;M ; = 3]: three sub-catalogs covering 1975 2003, 1992 2003 and 1994 2003,

giving three estim ates for the pwvalie;

3.For M1 = 2;M , = 25]: two sub-catalogs covering 1992 2003 and 1994 2003, giving two

estin ates for the pvalue;

4. For M1 = 15;M , = 2]: one sub-catalog covering 1994 2003, giving a single estim ate for the

pvalie.

To explore further for the robustness of our estin ates for p, we will also Inpose ¢ = 0 to test for
the sensitivity w ith respect to the begihning of the stacked tin e serdes. W e w ill also rem ove bins at
random and re-estim ate the p-values of these pruned stacked sequences. P utting all these estim ates
together for a given m agniude interval M 1;M ;] allow s us to obtain a m ean valie and a standard
deviation. Note that for each m agniude Interval, we have several thousand events In the decay rate
function, ensuring an adequate estim ation of the p+wvalue. For lJarge m agnitudes, there are only a few
m ainshocks contributing to the stacked sequence, but each of them have num erous aftershocks. For
an allm agnitudes, each m ainshock contrbutes few triggered events (som e have none) but, due to their
large num ber, the stacked sequences have also a su ciently large num ber of events, even for the sn allest
m agnitude intervals.

W e now present the two declustering m ethods that we have In plem ented to select the m ainshocks.

5.2.2. lst declustering technique

The rstmethod isessentially the sam e asde ned In Heln stetter, 2003]. F irst, every event In the
catalog is de ned as am ainshock if i has not been preceded by an event w ith larger m agniude w ithin
a xed spacetinewindow T d,with T = 1 yearand d= 50 km . Looking for events triggered by this
m ainshock, we de ne another space-tim e w indow follow ing it. The tim e dim ension of the w indow is

also set to 1 year, w hereas the space dim ension depends on the rupture length ofthe m ain event. This
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spatialw ndow is chosen as a circle of radius equal to the m ainshock rupture length

L =10 2:57+ 0:6M 1, ; (41)

which is the average relationship between L and m agniude M ; for Califomia W ells and C opperan ith,
1994]. If any event falls w thin this spacetin e w indow , it is considered as triggered by the m ain event.
N ote that, since the reported uncertainty of events localization is about 5km , we set the size of the
spatialw Indow to S5km if L < Skm . W e have also checked the stability of the results by considering a

spatial neighborhood of radiis 2L rather than L for the triggered events.

5.2.3. Second declustering technique

T he second declustering technique is the sam e as the rst one, except or one elem ent: the space
window used for qualifying a m ainshock isnot xed to d = 50km but is chosen to adapt to the size
of the rupture lengths L M ;) given by (41) of all events of all possible m agniudes M 1, (1) preceding
this potentialm ainshock. In other words, a potentialm ainshock is selected if there are not preceding
events w thin one year in itspast, which are at a distance less than tw ice their own rupture length. The
space-tin e w Indow for the selection of triggered events is the sam e as for the rst declustering m ethod.

T his second procedure of declistering is perhaps m ore natural than the rst one, esgpecially or
an allm agnitude events. To take an extrem e exam ple, In the st method, an event of m agniude 1:5
can not be selected asam ain event if  2llswithin 50km ofa previous larger event, even if the rupture
length ofthe latter ismuch sm aller than 50km . T his obviously prevents aln ost all events ofm agnitude
15 to be considered as m ainshocks, and thus biases the statistics. M ainshocks of low m agnitudes
which are selected by the rst declistering m ethod w ill on average occur w ithin areas of very low
seism icity rate, so that the com posite triggered sequence w ill be underrepresentative. M oreover, all
events located at say 51km ofan event ofm agnitude M ;, = 75 are de ned asm ain events, w hereas
they probably belong to is triggered sequence. W e can thus expect the st declustering technigque to
penalize heavily the quality of the stacked sequence associated w ith m ainshocks of low m agnitudes.

T he second declustering technigue do not show such biases.
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5.3. Results

53.1. Leastsquare t ofthe seism ic rate as a function of tim e w ith equation (40)

Figures 58 show sets of typical seisn ic decay rates of stacked sequences for severalm agnitude
Intervals of the m ainshocks. O nly half of the individual O m ori curves are drawn for the sake of clarity,
as in allsim ilar gures In the rem aining of the paper. Figure 5 (respectively F igure 6) corresoonds to
the period from 1932 to 2003 when using the st (regpectively second) declustering technique, w ith
m ainshock m agniudes above M ;; = 3. Figure 7 (respectively Figure 8) corresponds to the period
from 1994 to 2003 when using the st (respectively second) declustering technique, w ith m ainshock
m agniudes above M 1 = 15. Very sin ilar plots are obtained for di erent tim e periods and by varying
the size from L to 2L ofthe spatialdom ain over w hich the triggered sequences are selected. For large
m ainshock m agniudes, the rolko at an all tin es is due to the observational saturation and short-tin e
lack of com pleteness of triggered sequences K agan, 2004]. In som e cases, one can also observe the
cross-over to the constant background at large tim es.

Figure 9 showsthe tted pvaluesasa function of the m agniude of the m ainshocks for each of the
four sub-catalogs (the abscissa corresponds to the m agniude M 1 + M »)=2 iIn the m iddl of the range
M 1;M ;] for each interval). W e use a standard least-square t ofthe seism ic rate asa function oftime
w ith a weight proportionalto t for each bin to balance their relative In portance. W e take into account
the possible presence of a background temm as shown in equation (40).

Figure 10 plots the average p-valies and their error bars as de ned above. Both gures exhbit a

very clear increase of the pvalue w ith the m ainshock m agniuide. Form agniudes M 1, 3,a linear t

pM )= 0:12M 1 + 028 @2)

is shown as the straight line In Figure 10. The deviation from this linear behavior for the lowest
m agniudes M 1, 25 can be attributed to the biases associated w ith the rst declustering technique,
as explained above, when com paring w ith the resuls of the second declustering m ethod.

Figure 11 show s the pvalue and is standard deviation as a function of m ainshock m agnitude
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obtained w ith the second declustering m ethod. A s wih the st declustering m ethod, this data is
well- tted by a linear relationship

pMy)= 010M + 037 : 43)

54. M axim um Likelihood E stim ation m ethod

In order to check the reliability of the pvalies cbtained In the previous analysis, we also used
amaxinum lkelhood estin ation M LE).W e obtain the M LE ofthe pvalie n a nite tin e w ndow
from tto ty, by maxin iIzing the probability that the particular tem poraldistribution of the N events
In that window results from Om ori’s law w ith this particular p valie. The m ost lkely p value is then

given by the In plicit equation Huang et al, 2000]

1 +t81]nt £ Ihty
p 1 £ e!

= hintiy ; (44)

where the t;, are the tim e occurrences ofthe N eventsbetween t and ty and

1 ¥
N

n=1

hin tiy Int, : 45)

We xedf = 1 year, whilk twas varied continuously from 10 ? to 0:5 year and we solve orp in the
In plicit equation (44). W e could thus check both the value and the stability ofp w ith sam ple size and
to tin e boundary e ects.

Figure 12 show s p as a function of t for the post-1932 sub-catalog, using the st declustering
technique, wih R = 2L, for di erent m agniude ranges. This gure should be com pared w ith F igure
5. O0ne can observe that, or3 < M < 335, p varies very slightly with tim e t, w ith a value of about 06,
whereas the last-square t gavep = 0:67 fr the whole tin e range (corresponding here to t= 10 4
year). Ford < M < 435,pisclose to 09, whik the leastsquare tgavep= 085.Thecase5< M < 55
is di erent as the m axinum lkelhood yields a pvalue of about 085 whereas the least-square t
gave p = 0:96. It should be noted here that the least-square t detected a signi cant non-zero
background value B , and that the M LE m ethod doesn’t take Into account such a tem , which leads to

an underestin ation ofp as the tin edistrdbution is atter at larger tin es which is also expressed by a
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strong drop ofp at hrgetine t). Thecase 6 < M < 65 yields p close to 08 whereas the last-square
tgave p= 129, but the M LE m ethod also takes account of events for tin es lJarger than 0:1, where
strong secondary aftershock activity disturbs the distribbution and would tend to de ne a power-law
w ith lower exponent. C onsidering the 7< M < 7:5 range, where no such bias occurs, the M LE m ethod
givesp very closeto 1 ©r10 3 < t< 10 ? whereasp = 0:99 for the least-square t. The conclusion is
thus that, when a background B is absent, p-values obtained w ith both m ethods agree very well, which
strenghtens our belief in the reliability of the exponents determ ined w ith the least-square t. This
least-square t has here the advantage that it takes into account the possible existence of a non—zero
background term B .

U sing the sam e data set and the 2nd declistering m ethod, we obtained Figure 13, which can be
com pared to Figure 6. O nce again, exponents agree very well (except forthe 6 < M < 635 range, for
reasons explained above).

W e also check the consistency of both m ethods for the post-1994 catalog. The M LE provided us
Figure 14 for the st declustering m ethod, which has to be com pared w ith Figure 7. W e note that
pvalues perfectly agree up to range 35 < M < 4. For the next m agnitude range, the M LE provides a
p~value that is continuously decreasing w ith t. T his can be rationalized by a look at the least-square

t, which show s that the distrdbbution converges toward a constant background rate at large tin es, so
that the M L inversion is system atically biased towards low values. The 55 < M < 6 gives p close to
09 com pared wih 1:07 w ith the last-square t. Once again, the existence of non-zero background
tem certainly biasesthe M LE . The last m agnitude range, 655< M < 7 o ers the largest discrepancy
betw een pvalues, but it should be noted that for tin es Jarger than 0:01 year, the pvalue varies between
115 and 0:8, so that the average m axim um lkelthhood value agrees wellw ith the least-square Inversion.
Even in the worst case (t= 10 2 year), the M LE m ethod even em phasises the variation of p w ith
m agnitude.

T he results for the 2nd declustering technique on the sam e sub—catalog are displayed in Figure 15

(W hich should be com pared w ith F igure 8). T he pvalie for the lowest m agniude ranges are quite low
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(02-0:3) but this is once again due to the background rate. The valie obtained In the 35< M < 4
range (p around 0:7) is strongly oscillating. T his is indeed also the case for the tim e distrbution shown
in Figure 8, ®rwhich p= 057. Note that the M LE m ethod yieldsp= 065 fort= 10 ¢, close to the
least-square t value obtained on the sam e data range. W e have the sam e com m ents as above for the
45< M < 5which digplays a noticeable background tem . T he next m agnitude range gives a pvalue a
bit lessthan 09, whereas the least-square tgavep = 0:85. The sam e com m ents as above apply for the
65< M < 7.

O verall, the conclusion is that, when the background rate is absent from the seign ic decay, pvalues
nverted from both m ethods agree very well, and that even when we observe a discrepancy, the M L

Inversion am pli es the varation ofp w ith m agniude.

5.5. Tests ofour procedure w ith synthetic ETA S catalogs

To test the reliability and robustness of our resuls, we now analyze sim ulated catalogsw ith known
statistical properties follow Ing exactly the sam e procedure as for the real catalogs. W e generated
synthetic catalogs using the ETA S m odel, running the code ofK . Feltzer and Y . Gu (spring 2001)
modi ed by A .Heln stetter (2003). Thism odelhasa xed m agniude-independent Om orip-value as an
nput. Thus, by construction, synthetic catalogs generated w ith the ETA S m odel should exhibi Om ori
law s w ith m agnitude-independent exponents. A pplying our procedure to such synthetic catalogs, which
are known to be very sin ilar to real catalogs In m any of their statistical properties H e stetter and
Somette, 2003], allow s us to investigate whether the m agniude-dependence of the pvalue reported
above could result from som e bias introduced by our analysis rather than being a genuine property of
earthquake catalogs.

In the ETAS model, amain event ofm agnitude M triggers its own prin ary aftershocks according
to the llow ing distribbution In tim e and space

c dt d dr
t+ ot @+

n Gtydrde=K 10 ™ Mo ; (46)

where r is the spatial distance to the m ain event (considered as a point process). The spatial
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regularization distance d accounts for the nite rupture size. The power law kemel n space w ith
exponent  (this exponent should not be confiised w ith that of the distrdbution ofthe stress uctuations
de ned in (12)) quanti es the fact that the distrbution of distances betw een pairs of events is well
descrbed by a power-law K agan and Jackson, 1998]. In addition, the m agniude of these prim ary
aftershocks is assum ed to be distributed according to the G utenbergR ichter law of param eter b. T he
ETA S m odel assum es that each prin ary aftershock m ay trigger its own aftershocks (secondary events)
according to the sam e law , the secondary aftershocks them selvesm ay trigger tertiary aftershocks and so
on, creating a cascade process. The exponent 1 +  is not the observable O m oriexponent p but de nes
the local (or direct) Om ori law [Somette and Somette, 1999; Heln stter and Somette, 2002a]. The two
exponentsb and should not be confiised w ith those used for the G reen fiinction of viscous relaxation.
U sing the ETA S code, w e thus generated a catalog ofearthquakes located w ithin a three-din ensional
slab ofhorizontaldin ension 500 500 km? and thickness 20 km . W e added a noise w ith am plitude of 5
km to the position of each event to sin ulate the location uncertainty of real catalogs. T he param eters
ofthe ETA S m odelwere chosen as ©lows: b= 09, = 1:d,c= 10° day,K = 0:002,and = b= 09.
T he characteristic spatial distance d in the ETA S kemel w as taken equal to the event rmupture length
Wwhich we deduced from ism agnitude, according to the W ells and C oppersm ith (1994) relationship
(41)), while the spatialdecay exponent was xedto1:0.Them ininum m agniude of generated events
wasssttoM o = 05, and we introduced a truncation of the G utenberg-R ichter distrbution such that no
event ofm agnitude M ; > 80 are allowed. T he rate of background events was set to 50 events/day. T he
obtained synthetic catalog is 25 years long, and only the 10 last years are retained to m Inim ize tem poral
edge e ects at the beginning of the tin eserdes. F inally, only events ofm agniude larger than 15 were
kept In the catalog, to m in ic the e ect of a m agnitude detection threshold of real seism ic netw orks.
W e perform ed several sin ulations until we generated a catalog sin ilar to the post-1994 sub-catalog we
previously analyzed: by sin ilar, we m ean that the synthetic catalog has approxin ately the sam e total
num ber of events and the sam e num ber of events w ith m agnitude M ; > 7:0. W ith these param eters,

the branching ratio m ean num ber of triggered events per shock) isn = 0:983 and the characteristic
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tinet below which the bare Om ori law 1=t* is renom alized into the cbservable globalO m ori law

1=t ist = 11 10 years. Thus, the pvalue of any aftershock sequence is by construction equal
top=1 = 09 in the tin e Interval [10 4year;lyear] that we used for our analysis, which is the sam e
tin e scale used for our analysis of aftershock sequences of real catalogs.

T he selection of m ainshocks and aftershocks in our synthetic catalog was perform ed using the
second declustering algorithm (wih R = 2L) described in section 52 3, and we used the sam e stacking
m ethod to derive em pirically the p M ;) relationship. T he resuls obtained w ith the ts ofthe logarithm
of the stacked seism ic rates as a function of the logarithm oftin e are shown in Figure 16. T he pvalues
are found independent of the m agnitude of the m ainshock and close to the correct value. There is
actually a tendency for the pvalie to decrease w ith the m ainshock m agniude which is the opposie
ofthe e ect predicted by ourm odel and reported for the realcatalogs). T he origin ofthise ect is the
follow ing: for m ainshocks of an allm agnitudes, there are so m any stacked tin eserdes that uctuations
average out allow ing to retrieve a precise p-value; in constrast, after m ainshocks of large m agniudes,
strong secondary affershock sequences often occur which introduce lJarge uctuations. A s there are only
a few stacked aftershock series associated w ith the relatively rare lJarge m ainshocks, the uctuations of
the average seigm ic rates after the large m ainshocks do not average out; bursts of strong aftershocks
tend to bias the p downward lading to its underestin ation. To m inin ize thise ect for events of lJarge
m agnitudes, we tted the Om ordilaw over the beginning part of the tin e serdes and rem oved the end of
the tin e-serdes to com pute p (see F igure 16).

W e also nverted p on the sam e synthetic data using the m axim um lkelhood formula (44) in a

nite tin e w ndow from t to f§, llow ing the sam e m ethod as for the real catalogs. W e span t up to
ty =2. Figure 17 plots the pwvalue n di erent m ainshock m agnitude ranges as a function oft. Since
the M LE m ethod is sensitive to the background seian icity, using the lessons from our previous analysis
on the real catalogs. we restricted ty to avoid biases due to the background seigm icity. T hus, for
m agnitudes up to 3, we did not take into account data for tin es larger than 0:01 year. This upper

cut-o hasbeen set to 03 year orthe 355 4 magniude range, and no cut-o (that is, it = 1 year)
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was In posed for larger m agnitude ranges since their Jarger triggered seism icity m akes the background
negligble up to one year affer the m ainshocks. T he results are not sensitive to these speci ccuto s
as long as they corresoond to negligble background seigm icities. Figure 17 clearly show s that the
pvalues cluster around p = 0:9 whatever the m agniude range. O scillations occurring at large tin es
correlate w ith oscillations observed on the binned data, and betray the In uence of secondary aftershock
sequences.

T hese results and the accuracy of the recovered p-values in our synthetic catalog strengthen one'’s
con dence in our reported resuls that the m agnitude dependence of the pvalie in the real Southem

Califormia catalogs is a genuine e ect and not an artifact of our data analyzing procedure.

6. D iscussion

6.1. Summ ary

W e have proposed a new physically-based \m ulifractal stress activation™ m odel of earthquake
Interaction and triggering based on two sin ple ngredients: (1) seism ic ruptures resul from activated
processes giving an exponential dependence of the seign ic rate on the local stress; (ii) the stress
relaxation has a long m em ory, typically larger than one year. The combination of these two e ects
gives rise In a rather generalway to seign ic decay rates follow Ing m ainshocks that can be welldescribed
by apparent Om ori law s w ith exponents p which are linearly Increasing w ith the m agnitude M ;, of
the m alnshock. Thisp M 1, ) dependence can be Interpreted as a tem poralm ultifractality, that is, asa
continuous spectrum of exponents, each exponent being associated w ith a given singularity strength
(m ainshock m agnitude).

W hile rather general, these predictions require, w ithin ourm odel, that the two exponents  (stress
relaxation) and  (stress strength distribution) verify approxin ately the condition @1+ )= 1.We
stress that the specialcase ( = 2; = 1=2), which has been shown to give an exact m ultifractal

process, obeys this condiion. Since and are two inputs, our theory ism ute on the possble origin
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of this condition. T he fact that such a constraint appears as the condition to observe an Om oripower
law is a very interesting prediction to test in the future. A s a bonus, this condition predicts the

m ultifractality expressed by a dependence of the O m oriexponent on the earthquake m agniude. T hese
results can also be seen to provide a generalization to the m ultifractal random wak ( = 2; = 1=2)
of M uzy and Bacry, 2002; Schm itt and M arsan, 2001], by show iIng that m ultifractality isnot an isolated
property at a singlke point in the plane ( ; ) but occurs over a line of co-dim ension 1. At this stage,
we can only concture that a broader m odel em bodying the selfforganization of the stress eld and
earthquake space-tin e organization w ill lead to the prediction that indeed the two exponent and
are not Independent but are linked by the condition @1+ )= 1.

T hese predictions have been tested by a carefiill and detailed analysis of earthquake sequences in
the Southem C alifomia E arthquake catalog. T he robustness of the results obtained w ith respect to
di erent tin e intervals, m agnitude ranges, declistering m ethods suggests that we have discovered a
new In portant fact of seigm icity: the apparent power law relaxation of seigm ic sequences triggered
by m ainshodks has indeed an exponent p increasing w ith the m ainshock m agnitude by approxin ately
041  0:d15 unit Preach m agnitude unit ncrease. The ts (42) and (43) of the data are in agreem ent

w ith the theoretical prediction (37) of the proposed m ultifractal stress activation m odel.

6.2. Intuitive \proof" that pM 1) increases w ith M ; for any m ultifractal generalization of

Om ori’s law

Here, we give an heuristic and intuitive reason why, if p varies wih M 1, this can only be by
Increasing w ith the m ainshock m agnitude.

C onsider the plate tectonic process which continuously produces earthquakes, which trigger other
earthquakes and so on, w ith a productivity increasing w ith the earthquake m agnitude. Let us study
the tem porel evolution in a xed spatialdom ain. This tem poral evolution can be viewed to de ne
a statistically stationary m easure de ned on the tem poral axis, the m easure determ ining the rate of

earthquakes at any possibl Instant. A generalm ethod for quantifying such m easure is to calculate its
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m ultifractal spectrum . For Instance, if the seian ic rate is constant, the m easure is uniform and the

m ultifractal spectrum is reduced to a point ofdimension £ ( ) = 1 at the singularity strength = 1.
N ote that this notation refers in the present discussion to the exponent of a local singularity and not
to the exponent of the productivity law .

An Om orisequence w ith exponent p corresoonds to a singularity (to the right) equalto 1l p (for
p#® 1). Let us calculate the sihqularity spectrum of the seigm ic rate m easure. T his is usually done via
the calculation ofm om ents of order g, large positive g's corresoonding to am all ’s, that is, to strong
sihhgularities (see for instance Chapter 52 in [Somette, 2004]). Now , a large earthquake triggers a strong
burst of seian icity, giving rise to a strong shgularity. From the relation = 1 p,to be consistent with
the m ultifractal description, a large earthquake m ust be associated w ith a strong singularity, a small

, hence a large p. Reciprocally, sm allm om ent orders g select weak seisn ic sequences, w hich are thus
associated w ith an all localm ainshocks. Sm allg's are associated w ith large ’s, hence smallp’s. Thus,
any generalization that allow s for a dependence of p on the m ainshock m agnitude necessarily leads to
an exponent p increasing w ith the m agniude.

By a sin ilar argum ent In the space dom aln, the exponent of the spatial decay of the seiam ic rate
Induced by a m ainshock ofm agnitude M ;, should Increase with M ;. Thus, in this view, the ETAS
m odel is nothing but the m ono-fractal approxin ation of the m ore generalm ultifractal description of

seism icity.

6.3. Selfsim ilarity of earthquakes

A central em pirical observation in seism ology is the unability to discrim inate between rupture
processes of large and am all earthquakes. T he signature of this selfsin ilarity of individual seism ic
events translates into the invariance of the stress drop (inverted from seism ic waves) w ith rupture size.
Tt would thus seam that Figure 9 for Instance is contradicting this em pirical law since the statistics of
the tin e—serdes of triggered events depend on the m ainshock m agniude. This could be Interpreted as

re ecting di erent rupture m echanian s, thus breaking scale invariance. H ow ever, such an interpretation
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is incorrect. First, it is now wellunderstood that m ono-fractality embodied In a universal (O m ord)
power law is not the only signature of scale Invariance. Since Pardisi and Frisch [L985] and Halsey et al.
[1986], several com plex system s have been shown to exhibit an extended form of scale nvariance, called
multifractality. The pM ) dependence docum ented here is an exam ple of such m ultifractality. Second,
the m ain Ingredients of our theoreticalm odel are scale Invariant: (i) the triggering m echanism of a
single shock is stress activation, independently of the m agniude of the event to be nucleated; (i) we
m ake no assum ption the stress drop during an event; (iii) the Cauchy law (11) (exponent = 1in (12))
w as suggested by K agan [1994] using the selfsin ilarity argum ent, and our theoretical results show that
even in that case p dependson M . O nce again, the long m em ory of the stress relaxation kemel coupled
w ith the exponential stress activation are su cient to predict such a m agniude dependence, which is

thus com patible w ith the selfsin ilarity hypothesis.

6.4. A lfernative m odels

Could these observations be interpreted di erently than wih the multifractal stress activation
m odel? For instance, a change of the apparent O m oriexponent p is consistent w ith the ETA S m odel if
the criticalbranching ratio n (@average num ber of triggered events per m ainshock) is less than unity: if
n isclose to s criticalvalie 1, p isclose to 1 ,while orn < 1, p goes from 1 at short tim e scale
to 1+ Dbeyond a characteristic tim e scale t (U8 n) ™ Bomette and Somette, 1999; H eln stetter
and Somette, 2002a]. The param eter is often found in the range 02 03 for lJarge shocks. T hus, to
explain our results (42) and (43), one would need to invoke a larger value for ofthe order of 0:5 and
to have n depend on m ainshock m agnitudes. O r if the m easurem ent for sm allm ainshock m agnitudes
are perform ed at shorter tim es than for largerm ainshocks, this would lead to an increase of the pvalue
because short tin es should be controlled by the exponent 1 while longer tin e reveal the exponent
1+ . However, this last explanation is ruled out by the fact that our determ ination of the pvalues is
perform ed on the sam e tim e interval for allm agnitudes.

One could also perhaps argue that am all earthquakes reveal the critical state of the crust
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corresponding to n close to 1 whik large earthquakes m ove the crust away from criticality so that
their triggered aftershock sequences correspond to a sn all branching ratio n < 1, hence the larger
exponent. T his picture has been recently advocated under the concept of \intem ittent criticality"
(see or instance [Jaum e and Sykes, 1999; G olz and Bose, 2002; Ben-Zion et al, 2003; Bowm an
and Samm is, 2004]). W hile we cannot exclide that intemm ittent criticality is the explanation for our
resuls, this nterpretation has only qualitative predictive power and needsm ore ne-tuning than the
m ultifractal stress activation m odel since the later predicts precisely the observed linear dependence
ofpM™ ). Forthe ETA S m odel to explain our results, we would need a m agnitude dependence of the
productivity param eter which does not seem to be observed Heln stetter, 2003] (note how ever that
Heln stetter'sm easure of are probably underestin ated as they have relied on the assum ption of a
constant pvalue and have used a xed space dom ain size Independent ofm ainshock m agnitude to select
them ). In addition, the m ultifractal stress activation m odel is physically-based while the ETA S m odel

is only phenom enologicaland less attractive as an \explanation."

6.5. O ther predictions of the m ultifractal stress activation m odel

6.5.1. Tem perature dependence of pvalues

Another prediction of the m ultifractal stress activation m odel is the linear dependence of the
pvalue / In (37) as a function of the Inverse of the tem perature. This in plies that the strong
dependence of the pvalie as a function ofm ainshock m agniude should be m ore visble w ith a larger
am plitude or cold regions. This suggests a tantalizing new interpretation of the correlations reported
between the p+valuie and them al ux [K isslinger and Jones, 1991]. T hese authors observed a positive
correlation, super cially n line w ith the intuiive idea that hotter m aterial relaxes stress at larger
rates. W e m ust point out, however, that they did not take account of uncertainties on m easured heat

ow , and that such a correlation was obtained by inverting p on a few dozens of ndiridual aftershock
sequences follow ing m ainshocks of di erent m agnitudes (from 5: to 7:5). U sing a world-w ide catalog

of events of m agnitudes larger then 5, w thin which they selected nine subregions, M arsan and Bean
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[2003] also observed a positive correlation between p and heat—- ow . The exponent p was com puted
through the estim ation of the power-spectrum of the tin eseries of events. Their gure 10 show s error
bars on both p and heat ow . D egpite the rather strong apparent correlation, we would like to stress
that such results are di cult to Interpret because the data points are concentrated around average
heat- ow values, and there are only a few data for very large or very am all heat— ow values. Thus,
the dispersion of data is highly inhom ogeneous around the m ean and such a biased sam pling in heat

ow m ay yield m iskading results. Here, again we propose to reconsider such an analysis w ith a m ore
uniform sam pling in heat ow and according to the m agnitude ofm ain events. Indeed, since ourm odel
predicts that the m agniude and tem perature e ects are entangled, a carefiil analysis of the m agniude
relationship pM ) is needed before testing for a tem perature or heat- ow e ect.

W e predict a negative correlation between p and tem perature which seem sat rst rather puzzling,
as i predicts that the seign icity rate will relax m ore slow Iy at larger tem peratures (every other
param eter being kept equal). T his paradox is resolred by distinguishing between absolute seism icity
rate and relative decay rates. Indeed, expressions (1) and (2) show that the seisn ic rate can be

decom posed into the product of two exponential term s

Eo(®) + V (1) . @7

(r;t) e e

The rst exponentiale E°®) controlsthe absolute seism icity Jevel and exhibits the usuale ect that,
the higher the tem perature kT = 1= , the larger is the seisn icity rate. The second exponential

e" V &P gives the dependence of the seism icity rate as a fiilnction of tin e due to stress Interactions,
as descrbed In (3) and Pllow ng equations. &t exhibis an nverse tem perature e ect: the larger the
tem perature, the an aller it is; together w ith the dependence (¢;t) / In (T=t), it is regponsble for
the paradoxical tem perature dependence of the pvalue. In sum m ary, the larger the tem perature, the
larger is the absolute seism icity level but the sn aller is the pvalue of Om ords law . M ore generally,
distinguishing between absolute and relative levels is essentialwhen dealing w ith scale-invariant law s.

The sam e paradoxicale ect occurs for instance w ith fractal dim ensions: a large fractal dim ension
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does not necessarily In ply a large density, since the density is the product of an absolute term setting
the unis and a scale-dependent part fiinction of the fractal din ension: the fractal din ension only
describes the relative values of densities at two di erent scales, not their absolute values. C onfusing
these tw o contributions to the density is often done In the geophysical literature in which the din ension
is Incorrectly considered as a rstorder m easure of density; In reality, i is only a relative m easure
com paring densities at di erent scales. To com e back to K isslinger and Jones [1991]'s cbservations,
rather than large pvalies associated w ith large heat ow s, we suggest a m ore com plicated dependence
nvolving a higher absolute seigm icity level and a weaker dependence of p on the m ainshock m agniude
as the tem perature heat ow) Increases. Everything being kept equal, as the tem perature increases,
the pM ) values are predicted to decrease. Thism ay perhaps also explain the carefil laboratory
observations of C arreker [L1950] who showed for Pt (platinium ) that the strain rate exponent In creep
experim ents in the prin ary regin e decreases w ith tem perature. Som e other com plications can occur
if the Integraltim e scale T also depends on the tem perature, but if it is very lJarge as we expect (@t
least a few years), is variation w ith the tem perature 1= w illnot have signi cant consequences for the
seism ic aftershock decay rates studied here.

T he decrease ofp w ith increasing tem perature hasbeen also docum ented in a num erical sim ulation
of the sandpile m odel of Christensen and O lam i [1992] In which elem ents break by static fatigue
according to the rate (1) with ). It was found Heln stetter, 2002] that this decrease ofpwith T is
the opposite of the prediction of the standard them al activation m odel when neglecting interactions

betw een rupture and thus results findam entally from m ultiple Interactionsbetween events.

6.5.2. M agnitude-dependence of the pwvalues in other works

T he increase of the pwvalue w ith the m ainshock m agnitude in plies that aftershock sequences
of large events decay at a faster rate than aftershock sequences of am all events. Yet, they have a
much larger num ber of events and can thus be observed in general over longer tim es. A ccording to

our analysis, m ainshocks of m agniudes going from 5 and 7:5 (for which the Om ori law is generally
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nverted), the average pvalue increases from 0:9 to 12. T hese are the typical values generally given In
the literature. O ur detection of a system atic increase of pM 1, ) was only m ade clear by extending the
range ofm agnitudes over which the Om ori law is tested.

There hasbeen only faw attem pts to try to correlate p-values of ndividual aftershock tin e-serdes
w ith the m agnitude of the m ainshock (see K isslinger and Jones, 1991], for exam ple, in which no
correlation was found which isnot surprising as our analysis show s that one has to stack m any sequences
follow ing sim ilar m agnitude shocks In order to average uctuations out). The only other work we are
aw are, which uses stacked sequences, is the one of Bohnenstiehlet al. R003]. T hese authors studied
the tin eclustering of events ofm agnitude M > 3 along the M id-A tlantic R idge, using catalogs derived
from the detection of T -waves. Each event is quanti ed using a source level (SL), expressed in dB
units, which is a logarithm ic m easure of its size. T he earthquake catalog is then represented as a series
of point process events located at each earthquake’s occurrence tin e, whose power spectrum can be
com puted and tted with a power law of exponent ¢ (they indeed use an A llan factor analysis to
determ Ine ,5). Tuning the detection threshold SL, ofevents, they note a tendency for s to decrease
as SLg Increases. Since the pvalue isrelated to s by p=1 pss then their cbservation con m s
that p decreaseswith M (since, due to the G utenberg-R ichter law , their pow erspectrum is dom inated
by the statistics related to the an allest m agniude events In the catalogue).

M Ineso erm eso-scal crustal aboratories to study super cialearthquakes. T he sizes of events are
m ost offten of m agniude 3 and lower. A s stated above, such events trigger a few aftershocks so that
the recovery of an Om ori law requires stacking m any events. M arsan et al. [1999] studied the tin e
clustering of events In the C reighton m ine (O ntario, C anada), and built a stacked tin e-series which is
equivalent to ours if we consider that the size of the aftershock area after each event is the size of the
m Ine itself. D espite the fact that they did not rem ove shocks already tagged as aftershocks from the
m ain events list which isa m inor departure from our procedure considering the an all size ofallevents),
they m easured p= 0:#4. They do not m ention the m agniude range of events they used in their paper,

but such a pvalue suggests (from our observations) that the m a prity of their shocks would roughly be
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ofmagnitude 1 3, which is a very reasonable prediction for such events. A coording to ourm odel, we
should also take Into acocount the di erence of tem perature to get a reliable quantitative com parison,

but the low pwvalue found by M arsan et al. [1999] is already in qualitative agreem ent w ith our m odel.

6.5.3. D ependence of the pwvalue on the shear and nomm al stress com ponents

T he m ultifractal stress activation m odelm ay rationalize the em pirical observations ofa dependence
of the pvalue on the shear and nom al stress com ponents, which suggests the relevance of uid pressure
[Scholz, 2002]. T hese properties which cannot be accounted for by the D deterich m odel D ieterich, 1994]

can naturally arise from the in pact of uid pression on the stress redistribution.

6.5.4. D istribution of seism ic rates and of stress source strengths

O urm ulifractal stress activation m odel can be further falsi ed by com paring its prediction of the
distrbbution of seigm ic rates Pr( ), once the distrlbution (12) of stress source strengths and the stress
relaxation m em ory kemel (13) are speci ed. AsPr( ) sean sto be a power law w ith exponent 15
W ork in progress], this seem s to In ply a truncation of the distrbution of the stress source strengths.

M ore work is required to clarify this issue and w ill be reported elsew here.

6.5.5. Im plications for prediction

If true, our discovered m ultifractal Om ori lJaw has probably m any in portant in plications for
understanding earthquake pattems and for prediction, that need to be Investigated in details. The
Interplay between m agniude and decay rate found here leads to new interpretations of spatio-tem poral
pattems of seign icity. In particular, this w il shed light on the underlying basis of various pattem
recognition technigques that tend to sort earthquakes in tem s of their m agnitudes: according to our
theory, di erent m agnitude classes which are controlled by the sam e underlying physics give rise to

distinct triggering signatures.
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6.5.6. Lower bounds for am inim um earthquake m agnitude

T he reported dependences (42) and (43) ofp M 1, ) suggests the existence ofa owerbound M , i, or
the m nin um m agnitude of earthquake able to trigger other events. Indeed, from the condition p 0,
weobtain M i > 23 using (42) and My, 1, > 377 43). The realuncertainty isdi cul to estim ate
and is probably of the order of the di erence between these two values. Since there isno way we can
address allknown and unknown system atic error term s and uncertainties, the best way to estin ate the
uncertainty is by com parison oftwo di erent procedures w ith severaldi erent im plem entation, aswe
have done. This leads to the estinate M , i > 3 1. Note that the existence of M, i, does not In ply
that there are no earthquakes of an aller m agnitudes, only that those an aller events do not play a rok

In the triggering process (they do not trigger other events).

A cknow ledgm ents. W e are gratefulto K .Felzer, Y Y .Kagan, J-F .M uzy and J.V dal
for stin ulating discussions. This work was partially supported by N SF-EAR 02-30429 and by

the Southem C aliformia E arthquake Center (SCEC).



44

R eferences

Atkinson, B K .et al,, M echanian s of fracture and friction of crustal rock in sin ulated geologic
environm ents, supported by the E arthquake H azards R eduction P rogram , M enlo P ark,
Calif.] : U S.G eolgical Survey, 81277, 1981.

Atkinson, B K ., Subcritical crack growth In geological m aterials, J.G eophysRes., 89,
4077-4114, 1984.

Baumberger, T ., Contact dynam ics and friction at a solid-solid interface: m aterial versus
statistical agpects, Solid State Commun., 102, 175-185, 1997.

Baumberger, T ., P.Berthoud, C . C aroli, P hysical analysis of the state- and rate-dependent
friction law, II.D ynam ic friction, Phys. Rev. B ,60, 3928-3939, 1999.
Bebbington, M . and Harte, D ., T he linked stress release m odel for spatio-tem poral seism icity:
form ulations, procedures and applications, G eophys. J. Int., 154, 925-946, 2003.
Ben—Zion,Y ., Eneva,M .and L1, Y F ., Large earthquake cycles and interm ittent criticality on
heterogeneous fauls due to evolring stress and seign icity, J. G eophys. Res., 108 B6),
2307, 2003.

Bohnenstieh], D R ., Tolstoy, M ., Sm ith, D K ., Fox, C G . and D ziak, R P., T in eclustering
behavior of spreading-center seigm icity between 15 and 35 N on the M id-A tlantic
R idge: cbservations from hydroacoustic m onitoring, Phys. Earth P lanet. Inter., 138,
1474161, 2003.

Borovkov, K . and Bebbington, M S., A sin ple twonode stress transfer m odel reproducing
Om ori’s Jaw , Pure Appl. G eophys. 160, 14291445, 2003.

Bowman, D D. and Samm is, SG ., Intemm ittent C rticality and the G utenbergR ichter

D istrdboution, in press In Pure & Applied G eophys., 2004.



45

Brechet, Y. Y .Estrin, The e ect of strain rate sensitivity on dynam ic friction of m etals,
Scripta M et. M at., 30, 1449-1445, 1994.

Brem aud, P. and M assoulie, L., Stability of nonlinear H aw kes processes, The Annals of
P rokability, 24, 1563-1588, 1996.

Brem aud, P., Nappo, G . and Torrisi, G L., Rate of convergence to equillbbrium of m arked
H aw kes processes, J. Appl P rob.39, 123-136, 2002.

Calais, E ., Vergnolke, M ., D everchere, J., San’kov, V ., Lukhnev, A .and Am arprgalS., Are
post-seiam ic e ects of the M =84 Bohay earthquake (1905 July 23) still in uencing
G P S velocities in the M ongolia-Baikal area? G eophys. J. Int., 149, 157-168, 2002.

Carreker, R P.Jr., J. Appl Phys.21, 1289-1296. 1950.

Chester, F.M ., E ects of tem perature on friction: Constitutive equations and experin ents
w ith faul gouge, J. G eophys. Res., 99, 7247-7261, 1994.

Chester, F .M . and Higgs, N ., M ultim echanisn friction constitutive m odel for ultra ne quartz
gouge at hypocentral conditions, J. G eophys. Res., 97, 18591870. 1992.

Christensen, K . and Z .0 lam i, Varation of the G utenbergR ichter bvalues and non-trivial
tem poral correlation In a springblodk m odel for earthquakes, J. G eophys. Res. 97,
87298735, 1992.

Chung, SH .,and JR ., Stevens, T In edependent correlation and the evaluation ofthe stretched
exponential or K ochlrausch-W illiam sW atts function, Am . J. Phys.,59, 1024-1030, 1991.

C ilberto, S., A . Guarino and R . Scorretti, The e ect of disorder on the fracture nuclation
process, Physica D, 158, 83-104, 2001.

Deng, J,M .Gumis, H .K anam oriand E . H auksson, V iscoelastic ow In the lower crust after

the 1992 Landers, C alifomia, earthquake, Science,282, 1689-1692, 1998.



46

D jeterich, J., M odelling of rock friction: 1. Experim ental resuls and constitutive equations.
J. G eophys. Res.,84, 21612168, 1979.

D jeterich, J., A constitutive law for rate of earthquake production and is application to
earthquake clustering, J. G eophys. Res.,99 B2), 26012618, 1994.

Felzer, K R .,Abercrombig, R E .and Ekstrom ,G ., A comm on origin for aftershocks, foreshocks,
and m ultiplets, Bull Seisn . Soc. Am .,94 (1), 88-98, 2004.

Freed,A .M .and J.Lin, D elayed triggering of the 1999 Hector M ine, C alifomia quake by the
1992 Landers quake due to Iower crustal ow : in plications for loading of the southem
San AndreasFaul, EOS Trans. AGU Fall 2000 M eeting A bstracts 48, suppl), 81, p.
F 860, 2000.

Freed,A .M .and Lin, J.,D elyed triggering ofthe 1999 H ector M ine earthquake by viscoelastic
stress transfer, N ature,411, 180-183, 2001.

Golz, C.and Bose, M ., Con gurational entropy of critical earthquake populations, G eophys.
Res. Lett.,29 (20),1990, 2002.

Griggs,D T ., F J.Tumer and H C .Heard, D eform ation of rocksat 500 C and 800 C,Geol
Soc. Am . M em oir, 79, 39104, 1957.

G riggs, D T ., and J. Handin, editors, Rodk deform ation @A sym posium ), Geol Soc. Am .
M em oir, 79, 381 pages, 1960.

Halsey, T C . Jensen,M H . Kadano ,L P. Procaccia, I, Shraim an, B I, Fractalm easures and
their sihgularities: the characterization of strange sets, Phys. Rev. A 33, 11411151,
1986.

Hawkes, A G ., PoInt spectra of som e m ututally exciting point processes. Joumal of Royal

Statistical Society, series B, 33, 438443, 1971.



47

Heln stetter, A ., Ruptures et Instabilites: sign icite et m ouvem ents gravitaires, PhD thesis,
Univ. G renobl, unpublished, 2002.

Helm stetter, A ., Is E arthquake T riggering D riven by Sm allE arthquakes? P hys. Rev. Lett.,91,
058501, 2003.

Heln stetter, A . and D . Somette, Sub-critical and supercritical regin es In epidem ic m odels
of earthquake aftershocks, J. G eophys. Res., 107, 2237, doi:10.1029/2001JB 001580,
2002a.

Helm stetter, A . and D . Somette, D i usion of epicenters of earthquake aftershocks, Om ori’s
law , and generalized continuoustin e random walk m odels, Phys. Rev. E .6606,
061104, 2002b.

Heln stetter, A . and D . Somette, Foreshocks explained by cascades of triggered seism icity, J.
G eophys. Res., 108 B10), 2457 10.1029/2003JB 002409 01, 2003a.

Heln stetter, A .and D . Somette, Bath’s Jaw D erived from the G utenbergR ichter law and from
A ftershock P roperties, G eophys. Res. Lett., 30, 2069, 10.1029/2003G L.018186, 2003.

Heslot, F., T .Baumberger, B . Perrin, B . Caroli, and C . Caroli, C reep, stick-slip, and dry
friction dynam ics: experim ents and a heuristic m odel, Phys. Rev. E ,49, 49734988,
1994.

Huang, Y ., A .Johansen, M .W .Lee, H.Sakur and D . Somette, A rtifactual Log-P eriodicity
In FiniteSize D ata: Relvance for E arthquake A ftershocks, J. G eophys. Res. 105,
2545125471, 2000.

Huc, M .and M ain, IG ., Anom alous stress di usion in earthquake triggering: Correlation
length, tin e dependence, and directionality, J. G eophys. Res., 108 B7), 2324, 2003.

Im oto,M ., M aeda, K .and Yoshia, A ., U se of statistical m odels to analyze periodic seign icity



48

observed for clusters in the K anto region, central Japan, Pure Appl. Geophys., 155,
609-624, 1999.

Jackson, D D ., Shen, ZK . Potter, D. Ge, X B. and Sung, LY ., Southem C alifomia
deformm ation, Science,277, 16211622, 1997.

Jaum e, SC . and Sykes, L R ., Evolving towards a critical point: A review of accelerating
seism ic m om ent/energy release prior to large and great earthquakes, Pure & A pplied
G eophys., 155 (24), 279305, 1999.

Kagan, Y Y ., D istrbution of increm ental static stress caused by earthquakes, N onlinear
P rocesses in G eophysics,1, 171-181, 1994.

Kagan, Y XY ., Accuracy of m odem global earthquake catalogs, Phys. Earth & P lan.
Int., 135 2-3), 173-209, 2003.

Kagan, Y XY ., Shortterm properties of earthquake catalogs and m odels of earthquake source,
Bull. Seism . Soc. Am ., In press, 2004.

Kagan, Y Y .and D D . Jackson, Spatial aftershock distrbution: E ect of nom al stress, J.
G eophys. Res., 103, 2445324467, 1998.

Kagan, Y Y .and L.Knopo , Stochastic synthesis of earthquake catalogs, J. G eophys. Res.,
86, 28532862, 1981.

Kagan, Y Y .and L. Knopo , Statistical short-term earthquake prediction, Science, 236,
1563-1467, 1987.

Kenner, SJ., and P. Segall, T in e D ependence of the Stress Shadow ng E ect and Its R elation
to the Structure of the Lower C rust, Geology, 27, 119-122, 1999.

King,G C P, Stein, R S.and Lin, J., Static stress changers and the triggering of earthquakes,

Bull Seismn . Soc. Am .84 (3), 935-953, 1994.



49

K isslinger, C . and Jones, L M ., P roperties of aftershodk sequences in southem C alifomia, J.
G eophys. Res., 96 B7), 11947-11958, 1991.

K linger, M .I., G lassy disordered system s: topology, atom ic dynam ics and localized electron
states, Phys. Rep., 165, 275{397, 1988.

Lapusta,N. J.R.Rice, Y .BenZion and G . Zheng, E Jastodynam ic analysis for slow tectonic
loading w ith spontaneous rupture episodes on faults w ith rate— and state-dependent
friction, J. G eophys. Res., 105, 23,765-23,789, 2000.

Lee,M W .and D .Somette, Novelm echanisn for discrete scale Invariance in sandpile m odels,
European Physical JoumalB,15, 193-197, 2000.

Lin, J.and Stein, R S., Stress triggering In thrust and subduction earthquakes and stress
iInteraction between the southem San A ndreas and nearby thrust and strike-slip fauls,
J. Geophys. Res.109 B2), 2303, 2004.

L, JY ., Ross, R J., Energy criterion for fatigue strength of wood structural m em bers,
Joumal of E ngineering M aterials and Technology 118 (3), 375378, 1996.

L, J., Veredones, D ., M a, L., Shi, Y .and Zhuang, JC ., T he principal of coupled stress
release m odel and its application, Acta Seisn olgica Sinica, 11, 273281, 1998.

M arsan, D ., Triggering of seigm icity at short tin escales follow ing C aliformian earthquakes, J.
G eophys. Res., 108 B5), 2266, 2003.

M arsan,D .and Bean, C ., Seian icity response to stress perturbations, analysed fora world-w ide
catalogue, G eophys. J. Int., 154, 179-195, 2003.

Murru, M ., Consok, R . and Lisi, A ., Seign icity and m ean m agniude variations correlated
to the strongest earthquakes of the 1997 Um bria-M arche sequence (central taly), J.

G eophys. Res., 109 B1), 1304, 2004.



50

M uzy, J-F .and E . Bacri, M ulifractal stationary random m easures and m ultifractal random
wakswih log n nitely divisble scaling law s, Phys. Rev. E, 66, 056121, 2002.

N akataniM ., Conceptual and physical clari cation of rate and state-dependent friction law :
T hem ally activated rheology of frictional sliding, J. G eophys. Res., 106, 13347-13380,
2001.

Ogata, Y ., Statistical m odels for earthquake occurrence and residual analysis for point
processes, J. Am . stat. A ssoc., 83, 927, 1988.

Papazachos, B C ., K arakaisis, G F ., Papazachos, C B . and Scordilis, E M ., Earthquake
triggering In the north and east A egean plate boundaries due to the A natolia westward
m otion, G eophys. Res. Lett.,27 23), 39573960, 2000.

Parisi, G . and Frisch, U. On the shgulariy structure of fullydeveloped turbulence,
in Turbulence and P redictability In G eophysical Fluid D ynam ics, P roceedings
Intemational School Enrico Fermm i, 1983, Varenna, taly, eds. Ghil, M ., Benzi, R . and
Parisi, G . North Holland, Am sterdam , 1985).

Perfettini, H . and J-P ., Avouac, Postseian ic relaxation driven by brittle cresp: A possble
m echanisn to reconcile geodetic m easuram ents and the decay rate of aftershocks,
application to the Chi€hi earthquake, Taiwan, J. G eophys. Res. 109, B02304,
doi10.1029/2003JB 002488, 2004.

Perfettini, H ., Schm itbuhl, J. and Cochard, A ., Shear and nom al load perturbations on a
tw o-din ensional continuous faul: 2. D ynam ic triggering, J. G eophys. Res., 108 B9),
2409, 2003.

Persson, B.N . J., Sliding Friction: Physical principlkes and applications (Springer, H eidebery,

2000).



51

Phillips, JC ., Stretched exponential relaxation in m olecular and electronic glasses, Rep. P rog.
Phys.59, 1133-1208, 1996.

Politi, A ., S. C ilberto and R . Scorretti, Failure tin e in the berbundle m odelw ith them al
noise and disorder, Phys. Rev. E 66, 026107, 2002.

Pollitz, F F ., Peltzer, G . and Buergm ann, R ., M obility of continentalm antle; evidence from
postseian ic geodetic observations ollow Ing the 1992 Landers earthquake, J. G eophys.
Res. B, 105, 8035-8054, 2000.

Ruina, A L., Slp instability and state variable friction law s, J. G eophys. Res.,88, 1035910370,
1983.

Saichev, A . and D . Somette, Andrade, Om oriand T In eto-failire Law s from Them alN oise
n M aterial Rupture, subm ited to Phys. Rev. Lett. http://arX v org/abs/cond—
m at/0311493), 2003.

Schm itt, F G ., A causalm ultifractal stochastic equation and its statistical properties, Eur.
Phys. J.B, 34 (1), 8598, 2003.

Schm itt, F. and M arsan, D ., Stochastic equations generating continuous m ultiplicative
cascades, Eur. Phys. J.B, 20 (1), 3-6, 2001.

Scholz, C H ., Earthquakes and friction law s, N ature, 391, 3742, 1998.

Scholz, C H ., Them echanics ofearthquakes and faulting (C am bridge, UK New York € am bridge
University P ress, 2nd ed.2002).

Scholz, C .H . and Engelder, T ., Rolk of asperity indentation and ploughing in rock frdiction,
Int. J.Rock M ech. M in. Sci., 13, 149154, 1976.

Shi, Y., Li, Y. Veredones, D ., Zhuang, J. and M a, I.,, Application of m echanical and

statisticalm odels to the study of seism icity of synthetic earthquakes and the prediction



52

of natural ones, Acta Seisn olgica Sinica, 11, 421430, 1998.

Sleep, N .H ., Application of a uni ed rate and state friction theory to the m echanics of faul
zones w ith strain localization, J. G eophys. Res., 102, 28752895, 1997.

Somette, A . and D . Somette, Renom alization of earthquake aftershocks, G eophys. Res.
Lett.,6, 1981-1984, 1999.

Somette, D ., Earthquakes: from cheanm ical alteration to m echanical rupture, P hysics Reports,
313 (5), 238292, 1999.

Somette, D ., C ritical Phenom ena in N atural Sciences, C haos, Fractals, Selforganization and
D isorder: Conocepts and Tools, 2nd ed. (Springer Serdes in Synergetics, H eidelbery,
2004).

Somette, D .and K . Ide, The Kalm an-L.evy ler, Physica D ,151, 142174, 2001.

Somette, D ., Y .M alkevergne and J-F .M uzy, W hat causes crashes? Risk,16 (2), 67-/1, 2003.

Stein, R S., E arthquake conversations, Scienti ¢ Am erican,288 (1), 72-79, 2003.

Stesky, R .M ., M echanisn s of high tem perature frictional sliding in westely granite, Can. J.
Earth Sci., 15, 361375, 1977.

VereJones, D ., E arthquake prediction: a statistician’s view , J. Phys. Earth,26, 129-146, 1978.

Voisin, C ., D ynam ic triggering of earthquakes: T he nonlinear slip-dependent friction case, J.
G eophys. Res., 107 B12), 2356, 2002.

Vulliet, L., Natural slopes in slow m ovem ent, In M odeling in geom echanics, edited by M .
Zam an, G .G loda, and J.Booker (John W iky, Chichester, U K ., 2000) pp. 654676.

W ang, W .and Scholz, C .H ., M icrom echanics of the velocity and nom al stress dependence of
rock friction,Pure Appl Geophys., 143, 303316, 1994.

W ells, D L. and Copperan ith, K J., New em pirical relationships am ong m agniude, rupture



53

length, rupture width, rupture area, and surface displacem ent, Bull. Seisn . Scc.
Am .84 (4), 974-1002, 1994.

Zheng, X . and Vere-Jones, D ., A pplications of stress release m odels to earthquakes from N orth
China, Pure and A pplied G eophysics,135, 559576, 1991.

Zhurkov, SN ., K inetic conospt of the strength of solids, Int. J. Fract. M ech.,1, 311323, 1965.

Zolotarev, V .M ., O nedin ensional Stable D istributions, Am er. M ath. Soc. P rovidence R I.,
1986.

Zolotarev, V .M . and Strunin, B M ., Intemal=stress distrbution for a random distribution of

point defects, Soviet P hys. Solid State, 13, 481482, 1971.

Guy Ouillon, D epartm ent of Earth and Space Sciences and Institute of G eophysics and P lanetary
P hysics, University of C alifomia, Los Angels, C alifomia and Laboratoire de Physique de 1a M atiere
Condensee, CNRS UM R 6622 and Universit e de N ice-Sophia A ntipolis, Parc Valrose, 06108 N ice,

France (em ail: ouillon@ aolcom )

D idier Somette, D gpartm ent of E arth and Space Sciences and Institute of G eophysics and P lanetary
P hysics, University of C alifomia, Los Angels, C alifomia and Laboratoire de Physique de 1a M atiere
Condensee, CNRS UM R 6622 and Universit e de N ice-Sophia A ntipolis, Parc Valrose, 06108 N ice,
France (em ail: somette@ m oho essaucla.edu)

R eceived




54

y(1) / y(X)

o
~

o
o))

o
4]

— 0=1.0 p=05
o2H == 6=1/2 p=2/3
-= 9=0.0 p=1.0
0.1H = 8==1/2 pu=2.0
o B==2/3 u=3.0

0 S R T a2t
10° 107 10 10°° 10°° 10" 10°

Figure 1. Num erical evaluation of the nomalized ( )= ( = cT) (lnear scak) de ned by (31) asa
function of = =T (logarithm ic scal), or severalpairs ( ; ) which ocbey the condition @1+ )= 1
exactly, using =T = 10 °. W e verify the existence of a linear decay of (t) in the variable Int, which
quali esan Omoripower law (36). Since the logarithm of the seign icity rate (t) is proportional to
Wwih a coe cient of proportionality involving the inverse tem perature and the m agniude of the

m ainshock), a linear behavior quali es a power law decay of the seimn ic rate, whose range is rather

sensitive to the tem perature and the ratio =T .
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Figure 2. Same asFig.1l Por severalvaluesof at xed = 2,to show the sensitivity of the existence
of a linear behavior of (t) as a function of Int for values of ( ; ) which depart from the condition

1+ )= 1. Depending on the tem perature and m ainshock m agnitude, a power law regin e for the
seigm ic rate can be observed approxin ately over several decades even for values of ( ; ) which depart

from the condition @+ )= 1.
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Time evolution of the cumulative magnitude distribution
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Figure 3. T In e evolution of the yearly cum ulative m agnitude distrbution from 1932 to 2003 included,
obtained from the Southem C aliformian earthquakes catalogue w ith revised m agnitudes (available at the
Southem C alifomia E arthquake Center). M agnitudes M ; are given wih a 0:1 resolution from 1932 to
present, n a zone roughly com prised wihin 32 to 37 N in ltiude, and wihin 114 to 122 in

longitude.
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Cumulative magnitude distribution for various years
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Figure 4. Cum ulative m agnitude distrbbution CM D) for di erent tin e spans of the SCEC catalogue
used to de ne the approxin ate lowestm agniude M ofcom pleteness. TheCM D is approxin ately linear
forM ; > 3 for the whole lifespan of the catalog, whik it is linear for all m agnitudes larger than 2:5

(respectively 2 and 15) for shocks after 1975 (respectively after 1992 and 1994).
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Omori laws for shocks occurring after 1932 — 1st declustering technique
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Figure 5. Seign ic decay rates of stacked sequences for severalm agnitude intervals of the m ainshocks,

for the perdod from 1932 to 2003 when using the rst declustering technique.
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Omori laws for shocks occurring after 1932 — 2nd declustering technique
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Figure 6. Seign ic decay rates of stacked sequences for severalm agnitude intervals of the m ainshocks,

for the perdod from 1932 to 2003 when using the second declistering technique.
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" Omori laws for shocks occurring after 1994 — 1st declustering technique
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Figure 7. Seign ic decay rates of stacked sequences for severalm agnitude intervals of the m ainshocks,

for the perdod from 1994 to 2003 when using the st declustering technique.
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, Omori laws for shocks occurring after 1994 — 2nd declustering technique
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Figure 8. Seign ic decay rates of stacked sequences for severalm agnitude intervals of the m ainshocks,

for the period from 1994 to 2003 when using the second declustering technique.
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p-value as a function of magnitude for the various sub—catalogs
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Figure 9. pvalulesoftheOm orilaw (40) obtained by the procedure described in the text form ainshocks
(de ned using the st declustering algorithm ) as a function of the m ain events’ m agniude, for the

di erent sub-catalogs of lifespans given in the inset.
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Linear fit of p(M)
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Figure 10. Average p+values and error bars obtained from Figure 9 as describbed in the text. The

straight line is the linear twih p™ )= 0:d12M + 028.
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p(M) obtained with 2nd declustering method
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Figure 11. Average pvalies and error bars obtained as described in the text using the second declis—

tering technique. T he straight line isthe linear twihp®™ )= 010M + 0:37.
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Figure 12. M axinum Likelhood E stin ation ofthe p+value (fomula 44) wih ty = 1 year,whiketwas
varied continuously from 10 ? to 0:5 year) as a function of t for the post-1932 sub-catalog, using the

rst declustering technique, wih R = 2L, fordi erent m agnitude ranges.
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Figure 13. Same asFigure 12 for the post-1932 sub-catalog, using the second declustering technique,

wih R = 2L, fordi erent m agniude ranges.
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Figure 14. Sam e asF igure 12 forthe post-1994 sub-catalog, using the rst declistering technique, w ith

R = 2L, ordi erent m agnitude ranges.
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Figure 15. Same asFigure 12 for the post-1994 sub-catalog, using the second declustering technique,

wih R = 2L, fordi erent m agniude ranges.
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Figure 16. Same as Figure 6 for the synthetic catalog generated w ith the 3D ETA S m odel, using the

second declustering technique, wih R = 2L, fordi erent m agnitude ranges.
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Figure 17. Sam e asF igure 12 for the synthetic catalog generated w ith the 3D ETAS model. TheM LE

formula (44) is applied n a nite tim e window from t to f§ , ©llow Ing the sam e m ethod as for the real

catalogs. T he upper value ty is 001 year for m agnitudes up to 3, 0:1 year for the 35

4 m agniude

range, and 1 year for largerm agnitude ranges, so as to m Inin ize bias due to the background seian icity.



