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A bstract.

W eproposea new physically-based \m ultifractalstressactivation" m odelofearthquakeinteraction

and triggering based on two sim ple ingredients:(i)a seism ic rupture resultsfrom activated processes

giving an exponentialdependence on the localstress;(ii) the stress relaxation hasa long m em ory.

The com bination ofthese two e�ectspredictsin a rathergeneralway thatseism ic decay ratesafter

m ainshocksfollow the O m orilaw � 1=tp with exponentsp linearly increasing with the m agnitude M L

ofthe m ainshock and the inverse tem perature. W e carefully test the prediction on the m agnitude

dependence ofp by a detailed analysisofearthquakesequencesin the Southern California Earthquake

catalog. W e �nd powerlaw relaxationsofseism ic sequencestriggered by m ainshockswith exponents

p increasing with the m ainshock m agnitude by approxim ately 0:1� 0:15 for each m agnitude unit

increase,from p(M L = 3)� 0:6 to p(M L = 7)� 1:1,in good agreem entwith the prediction ofthe

m ultifractalm odel. The resultsare robustwith respectto di�erenttim e intervals,m agnitude ranges

and declustering m ethods.W hen applied to syntheticcatalogsgenerated by theETAS (Epidem ic-Type

Aftershock Sequence)m odelconstituting a strong nullhypothesiswith built-in m agnitude-independent

p-values,ourprocedurerecoversthecorrectm agnitude-independentp-values.O uranalysisthussuggests

thata new im portantfactofseism icity hasbeen unearthed.W e discussalternative interpretationsof

the data and describeotherpredictionsofthe m odel.
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1. Introduction

There are now m any evidencesthatthe space-tim e organization ofearthquakesisconsistentwith

the idea thata single physicaltriggering m echanism isresponsible forthe occurrence ofaftershocks,

m ainshocks,foreshocks,and m ultiplets,leading to the m ore encom passing concept ofearthquake

triggering (seeforinstance[Lin and Stein,2004;Feltzeretal.,2004;M urru etal.,2004;Huc and M ain,

2003;M arsan,2003;Helm stetterand Sornette,2003;Papazachos etal.,2000]).

Earthquake triggering has been m odeled using a variety ofapproachesincluding,static stress

transfer calculations [King etal.,1994;Stein,2003],dynam ic triggering processes [Voisin,2002;

Perfettinietal.,2003],aswellasm ore phenom enologicalepidem ic-type aftershock sequence (ETAS)

m odels[Kagan and Knopo�,1981;1987;Ogata,1988]which arebased on \m utually self-excited point

processes" introduced by Hawkes [1971](see [Helm stetter and Sornette,2002a]forpropertiesofthe

ETAS m odeland a review ofthe literature).The laterm odeling approach in particularhasbeen able

to rationalize m ostofthe phenom enologicalstatisticalpropertiesofearthquake catalogs,such asthe

largerproportion than norm aloflarge versussm allforeshocks,the powerlaw acceleration ofstacked

seism icity rate asa function oftim e to the m ainshock,the spatialm igration offoreshockstoward the

m ainshock when averaging overm any sequences,the independence offoreshocksprecursory properties

asa function ofthe m ainshock size,the existence ofcorrelationsin seism icity oversurprisingly large

length scales[Helm stetterand Sornette,2003a],B�ath’slaw [Helm stetterand Sornette,2003b]and so on.

Itsappealsdue the sim plicity ofitsprem ise,itspowerofexplanation ofa large setofem pirical

observationsand the relative ease with which itcan be im plem ented forrigorousstatisticaltestshas

m ade the classofETAS m odelsthe naturalnullhypothesisagainstwhich to testany otherm odelof

seism icity. The classofETAS m odelssu�ershoweverfrom a m ajordrawback,thatis,the lack ofa

clearphysicalbasis.The ETAS m odelisa statisticalphenom enologicalconstruction which postulates

a dependence ofthe presentseism ic rate on pastseism ic ratespropagated forward in tim e via a bare

O m oripropagator.

O newould thuslikem odelsin which seism icratesderivefrom theinteraction between and transfer
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ofphysical�elds,such as stress,strain rates and 
uid 
ows. For this purpose,we present here a

generalization which hasa sound physicalbasis,asitrelieson two fundam entalphysicalingredients:

ruptureactivation and stresstransfer.Ruptureactivation isdescribed by thegenerictherm alactivation

processesatthe origin ofthe state-and-velocity dependentfriction laws,stresscorrosion e�ects,and

so on. In the description ofstresstransfer,we take into accountthe long-tim e m em ory e�ectsin the

relaxation ofstress�eldsdue to the visco-elasto-plasticrheology ofthe crustand upperm antle.Using

this m odel,we predicta new phenom enon,the dependence ofthe exponentp ofthe O m orilaw on

the m ainshock m agnitude. Thisprediction istested successfully by a carefulanalysisofthe Southern

California earthquakecatalog.Forthisand forotherreasonsthatwillbecom e clearbelow,wecoin our

m odelthe \m ultifractalstressactivation" m odel.

The organization ofthis paper is the following. In section 2,we �rstdiscuss the fundam ental

physicalingredientsofthe\m ultifractalstressactivation" m odel.Section 3 givesitsdetailed de�nition.

Section 4 shows by analyticalcalculations that the O m orilaw � 1=tp derives naturally from the

m odel,butwith an exponentp which is an increasing linearfunction ofthe m ainshock m agnitude.

Thissurprising prediction resultsfrom the interplay between the exponentialactivation processand

the long-tim e m em ory ofstressrelaxation processes. Section 5 tests this prediction using di�erent

declustering techniquesto identify m ainshocksatm agnitudesranging from 1:5 to 7:5 in the Southern

California catalog and to stack their corresponding aftershock sequences. W e �nd a rem arkable

agreem entwith p(M )increasing from approxim ately p = 0:6 forM = 3 to p = 1:1 forM = 7. W e

also presenttests on synthetic catalogsgenerated with the ETAS m odel. Section 6 presents other

observationsthatcan bereinterpreted within thefram ework ofourm odeland discussotherpredictions.
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2. Fundam entals ofthe \m ultifractalstress activation" m odel

2.1. Earthquakes as therm ally activated processes

W e m odelseism ic activity asthe occurence offrictionalsliding eventsand/orfaultrupturesthat

are therm ally activated processes facilitated by the applied stress �eld. The relevance oftherm al

activation ism ade clearwhen exam ining the underlying physicalprocessesofthe variousproposed

m odelsofearthquakes,which we now brie
y review.

� Therm alactivation isknown to controlcreep rupture (also called static fatigue)(see forinstance

thereview in [Scholz,2002]fortheapplication to rock m echanicsand to earthquakesand [Ciliberto

etal.,2001;Politietal.,2002;Saichev and Sornette,2003]forrecentexperim entaland theoretical

developm ents).

� The use ofthe Eyring rheology and othertherm ally-dependentfriction lawsare ofstandard use

fordescribing creep failure in a variety ofcom pounds[Liu and Ross,1996]aswellasm aterial

interfaces[Vulliet,2000].These lawsconsistin adapting,atthe m icroscopic level,the theory of

reaction ratesdescribing processesactivated by crossing potentialbarriers.

� Stresscorrosion occursin thepresenceofpre-existing cracksin quartz,quartzrocks,calciterocks,

basalticrocks,graniticrocksand m any othergeologicalm aterials[Atkinson etal.,1981;Atkinson,

1984]by the m echanism ofhydrolytic weakening [Griggs etal.,1957;Griggs and Handin,1960]

which isalso therm ally activated (see[Sornette,1999]fora review and referencestherein).

� The Ruina-Dieterich state-and-velocity dependent friction law [Dieterich,1979;Ruina,1983;

Scholz,1998]resultsphysically from creep ofthe surface contactand a consequentincrease in

realcontactarea with tim e ofcontact[Scholz and Engelder,1976;W ang and Scholz,1994].The

logarithm icform lnV ofthe velocity dependence ofthe friction coe�cientin the Ruina-Dieterich

law is usually assum ed to derive from an Arrheniusactivated rate processdescribing creep at

asperity contacts [Stesky,1977;Chester and Higgs,1992;Chester,1994;Heslotetal.,1994;
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Brechetand Estrin,1994;Baum berger,1997;Sleep,1997;Persson,1998;Baum berger etal.,1999;

Lapusta etal.,2000;Nakatani,2001].

2.2. Long-tim e m em ory e�ects in the relaxation ofstress �elds

A recentre-construction ofthe regionalstrain rate m ap in California from G PS recordingsover

a dense network showsthatthe largeststrain ratesare controlled by pastlarge earthquakesand are

found in the regionswhere aftershock activity isstillnoticeable [Jackson etal.,1997]. Thissuggests

the relevance ofa stress-controlled earthquake activation. Post-seism ic slip and strain rate relaxation

following largeearthquakeshavebeen m odeled by visco-elastic
ows,which govern the evolution ofthe

stress�eld and thusthe loading and unloading processesofm ajorearthquakegenerating faults[Deng

etal.,1998]. The sim plestm odels assum e linearvisco-elastic rheologies,which lead to exponential

strain relaxation.These m odelsin generalaccountforthe short-term relaxation processesovera tim e

scaleranging from a few m onthsto oneyear[Pollitz etal.,2000].O verlong tim e scales,itisnecessary

to take into accountthe presence and geom etry oflowercrustaland m antle shearzones,which lead to

m ore com plex and slowerdecaying relaxation rates[Kenner and Segall,1999]. To adequately m odel

long-term postseism icrelaxation (i.e.thatoccurring yearsto decadesafteran earthquake)forinstance

aftertheLandersand HectorM ineearthquakes,itwasfound necessary to add otherslowerdeform ation

processes [Freed and Lin,2000;2001]. Evidence oflarge post-seism ic relaxation tim es have been

found within the crustin the case ofslow-rateintracontinentalevents[Calais etal.,2002].Long-term

stressrelaxation processare also found in em piricallawsofcreep experim entsapplied to m odelthe

brittle creeping faultzone,which can accountforboth the tim e evolution ofafterslip,asm easured

from geodesy,and ofaftershocksdecay.In thisfram ework,aftershock sequencesand deep afterslip,as

constrained from geodetic m easurem ents,follow the sam e tem poralevolution [Perfettiniand Avouac,

2004]. G enerally,slower-than-exponentialrelaxation is found in disordered m aterialswhich can be

characterized by nonlinearrheologies[Klinger,1988;Chung and Stevens,1991;Phillips,1996].
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3. Form ulation ofthe \m ultifractalstress activation" m odel

3.1. G eneralcase

Letusdenote by �(~r;t)the intensity (oraverage conditionalseism icity rate)atposition ~r and

tim et.Putting togetherthetwo physicalingredientsofruptureactivation and stresstransferdiscussed

above,we form ulatethe following m odel.The therm alruptureactivation processisexpressed as

�(~r;t)� exp[� �E (~r;t)]; (1)

where� isthe inversetem perature(speci�cally � = 1=kT wherek isthe Boltzm ann constant)and the

energy barrierE (~r;t)forrupture can be written asthe sum ofa contribution E 0(~r)characterizing the

m aterialand ofa term linearly decreasing with the locally applied stress�(~r;t)[Zhurkov,1965]:

E (~r;t)= E 0(~r)� V �(~r;t): (2)

V isa constantwhich hasthe dim ension ofa volum e and �(~r;t)isthe totalstressatposition ~r and

tim e t. The decrease ofthe energy barrierE (~r;t) as a function ofthe applied stress �(~r;t)in (2)

em bodiesthe variousphysicalprocessesofstresscorrosion,state-and-velocity dependentfriction and

m echano-chem icale�ects,aiding rupture activation understress. The stress�(~r;t)resultsitselffrom

allpasteventsaccording to

�(~r;t)= �far �eld(~r;t)+

Z t

� 1

Z

dN [d~r 0� d�]��(~r0;�)g(~r� ~r
0
;t� �): (3)

Putting allthistogetheryields

�(~r;t)= �tec(~r;t)exp

�

�

Z t

� 1

Z

dN [d~r 0� d�]��(~r0;�)g(~r� ~r
0
;t� �)

�

: (4)

In this expression,the term � now incorporates the volum e term V and the inverse tem perature

(� = V=kT),so that� hasnow the dim ension ofthe inverseofa stress.The double integralgivesthe

stressatposition ~r and tim e tasthe sum ofthe stressload contributionsoverallpastearthquakesat

earliertim es� < tand positions~r0. A given pasteventat~r 0 and tim e � contributesto the stress

at~r and tim e tby itsstressdrop am plitude ��(~r 0;�)which istransfered in space and tim e via the
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stresskernel(orG reen function)g(~r� ~r0;t� �),taking into accountboth tim e relaxation and spatial

geom etricaldecay. The kernelg(~r� ~r0;t� �)describesthe com bined e�ectsofallstressrelaxation

processesin space and tim e,thatdeterm ine the stress�eld in the seism ogenic layer,asdiscussed in

section 2.2.The term dN [d~r 0� d�]isthe num berofeventsin the volum e d~r0 thatoccurred between

� and � + d�. Finally,�tec(~r;t)isthe spontaneousseism icity rate in absence ofstresstriggering by

other earthquakesand accountsfor the tectonic loading (far �eld stress),which m ay in generalbe

non-hom ogeneousand spaceand perhapsdependson tim e.

Itisconvenientto discretize spacein cellsand rewrite(4)as

�i(t)= �tec(t)exp

2

4�
X

j

Z t

� 1

d� ��j(�)gij(t� �)

3

5 ; (5)

where�i(t)isthe averageconditionalseism ic ratein celliattim e t,��j(�)isthe stressdrop in cellj

thatoccurred attim e � due to an earthquake and gij(t� �)m easuresthe fraction ofthe stressdrop

thatoccurred attim e � in cellj which istransfered to cellj attim e t.

O ur m odel(4,5) is rem iniscent ofthe stress release m odel,but there are severalim portant

di�erencesthatare worth noting. The single cellstressrelease m odelwasintroduced by Vere-Jones

[1978]asa stochastic im plem entation ofReid’s theory ofelastic rebound theory [Reid,1910]. The

generalization to accountforlong-rangeelasticstresstransferwasdonein [Zheng and Vere-Jones,1991]

and in [Liu etal.,1998;Shietal.,1998](see [Bebbington and Harte,2003]fora review and references

therein).The m ostgeneralform ofthe stressreleasem odel(SRM )reads

�i(t)= �0 exp

2

4bit� bi

X

j

gijSj(t)

3

5 : (6)

In the SRM ,the tectonic loading increasesthe stressatcellilinearly in tim e according to bitand

earthquakeson thiscelland elsewhere relax (orload)the stressatcelli. Sj(t)=
P

�� t
��j(�)isthe

cum ulative stressrelease overallpastearthquakesthatoccured in thatcellj. Sj(t)im pactsregion i

through the tim e-independentcoupling (orstresstransfer)coe�cientgij. In ourm odel,the tectonic

loading appearsin contrastthrough the rate �tec(~r;t). The SRM viewsthe earthquakesas m ostly

unloading this tectonic stress(ofcourse stressload ispossible)while we view the earthquakesm ore
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sym m etrically asboth prom oting orshadowing the seism ic activity elsewhere around an averagerate

controlled by �tec(~r;t).Finally,them ostim portantdi�erenceliesin thefactthattheSRM assum esan

in�nite tim e m em ory ofpaststressreleasesin the cum ulative stressrelease function Sj(t),while we

view the stresstransferby each pastearthquakeastransientdue to visco-elasticprocessesin the crust

and m antle. Thisin�nite tim e m em ory ofthe SRM ism ade necessary to com pensate forthe tectonic

loading bitin orderto obtain a statistically stationary process.In contrast,ourm odelisbetterdevised

to dealwith transientstressperturbationsinduced by pastearthquakes.Asa consequence,the SRM is

notbuiltto produce aftershocks(see howeverthe two-cellsversion of[Borokov and Bebbington,2003],

which doesproduce �rstgeneration aftershocksobeying the O m orilaw).The �tsofseim ic catalogsto

the SRM indeed use declustered data.Thus,the fundam entaldi�erence between ourm odel(4,5)and

the linked SRM (6)isthatthe laterdoesnotdescribeeitheraftershocksordelayed triggered seism icity

(Im oto etal.[1999]introduced a �xed one-tim edelay in orderto produceperiodic-typebehavior).O ur

m odel(4,5)isan im portantgeneralization to accountforthe delayed triggering processes,which have

been found to explain m any phenom enologicalobservationsofseism icity [Helm stetter and Sornette,

2003a].Actually,allthe resultsthatwederivebelow derivefrom thetim e-dependentm em ory kernelof

ourm odel,which arethusabsentin the SRM .

3.2. R eduction to tim e-only dynam ics

Starting from (4),wewrite the space-tim ekernelg(~r;t)in a separableform

g(~r;t)= f(~r)� h(t): (7)

Thischoiceism adeforthesakeofsim plicity and isin thespiritofthespeci�cation oftheETAS which

also assum esseparability ofthe bare kernelin space and tim e.Helm stetterand Sornette [2002b]have

shown that the cascade oftriggering ofeventswhich are decoupled in tim e and space in their �rst

generation eventually leadsto a coupling in space and tim e corresponding to a sub-di�usion process.

Here,weexpecta sim ilarm echanism to operatewhen taking into accountallgenerationsofearthquake

triggering (a m ainshock generatesaftershocksof�rst-generation,which them selvestriggeraftershocks
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ofsecond-generation and so on).

W ith the separableform (7),expression (4)can be transform ed into

�(~r;t)= �tec(~r;t) exp

�

�

Z t

� 1

d� s(~r;�)h(t� �)

�

; (8)

where

s(~r;�)=

Z

d~r
0 ��(~r 0

;�)f(~r� ~r
0) (9)

isthe e�ective source attim e � atpoint~r resulting from alleventsoccurring in the spatialdom ain at

the sam etim e �.The separableform ofthe kernelg(~r;t)in (7)allowsusto study the tim e-dependent

propertiesofthe m odel,independently ofitsspaceproperties.Sinceexpression (8)isde�ned forany ~r,

ifwe assum e space hom ogeneity,orifwe restrictto a speci�c dom ain,we can drop the reference to ~r

withoutlossofgenerality and get

�(t)= �tec(t) exp

�

�

Z t

� 1

d� s(�)h(t� �)

�

: (10)

In contrastwith the ETAS m odelin which the tim e-only equation ofthe conditionalPoisson rate

describesthe seism icity integrated overallspace,here the tim e-only equation (10)refersto a speci�c

location.Ifspaceishom ogeneous(�tec(~r;t)and s(~r;�)areindependentof~r),then equation (10)gives

the conditionalseism icPoisson intensity atany point.

3.3. T he distribution ofstress source strengths

The fact that the source is given by (9) should allow us to constrain its statistics. Indeed,

K agan [1994]hassuggested using theoreticalcalculations,sim ulationsand m easurem entsofrotation of

earthquakefocalm echanism sthatthe stresschangein earthquakefocalzonesdue to pastearthquakes

should follow the sym m etricCauchy distribution

L1(x)=
1

�

1

1+ x2
; (11)

or perhaps even distributions decaying as power laws with even sm aller exponents. The Cauchy

distribution is a stable L�evy law with powerlaw tailexponent � = 1 and can be shown to be the
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distribution forthestressatany pointdueto a random uniform distribution ofsourcesm ediated to that

pointvia the elastic G reen function [Zolotarev and Strunin,1971;Zolotarev,1986](see also [Sornette,

2004],chap.17,fora generalpresentation).Thephysicalm echanism fortheCauchy distribution isthus

precisely the sum m ation (9)overearthquake sources��(~r 0)with stresstransfergiven by the elastic

G reen function f(~r� ~r0)in the crust. The Cauchy exponent� = 1 isobtained fora uniform spatial

distribution ofsourcesin 3D with the elastic G reen function � 1=r3 in 3D,orfora uniform spatial

distribution ofsourcesin 2D with theelasticG reen function � 1=r2 in 2D.Forsourceson a fractalwith

dim ension D f � 3,� = Df=3 in 3D [Kagan,1994].

However,itm ustbe keptin m ind thatthe large valuesofthe stresssourcess thatcontribute to

the slow powerlaw decay ofthe Cauchy distribution resultfrom the assum ption thatearthquakesare

point-wisesuch thata probe putatrandom in the m edium can com e arbitrarily closeto these sources:

itisthe divergence � 1=r3 (in 3D)ofthe stress�eld close to such a singularsource which isatthe

origin ofthe Cauchy distribution (see Chap.17 of[Sornette,2004]).In reality,such singularpowerlaw

behaviortransform sinto a m uch weaker1=
p
r singularity closeto crack tipsand then crossesoverto a

sm ooth behaviordue to plasticity and dam agethatsm ooth outthe singularity su�ciently close to the

faultedges.

To capture in a phenom enologicalway these features,we willuse a powerlaw distribution ofthe

sourcestrengths

P (s)�
C

(s2 + s2
0
)
1+ �

2

�
C

s1+ �
(12)

wherethe scalefactorC isgiven by C / s
�

0
and s0 isa characteristicscaleproportionalto the average

stressdrop.The value � = 1 recoversthe specialcase ofthe Cauchy distribution advocated by K agan

[1994].Notice thatthe distribution ofthe sourcestrengthsissym m etric,im plying thatthe e�ectofan

earthquakein the pastcan eitherenhance orshadow thepresentseism icity.Thisgeneralizesthe ETAS

m odelasboth stresstriggering and stressshadowing are taken into accountsym m etrically while the

ETAS m odeldescribesonly stresstriggering.
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3.4. T im e-dependent stress relaxation kernel

The lastingredientwe need to specify is the tim e dependence ofthe m em ory kernelh(t). W e

postulate a stressrelaxation function

h(t)=
h0

(t+ c)1+ �
; for0< t� T ; (13)

which isofthe O m oriform with the usualsm alltim e-scale cut-o� c. To ensure convergence ofthe

correlation function ofdeterm inisticprocesseswith m em ory governed by h(t)forany possiblevaluesof

�,we truncate the powerlaw in (13)atsom e largetim e T,which we callthe \integraltim e scale:" it

isthe largesttim e scale up to which the m em ory ofa pasteventsurvives. T can thusbe interpreted

asthe e�ective M axwelltim e ofthe relaxation process.The sharp cut-o� im plied by T isinvoked for

convenienceand can bereplaced by a sm ooth cross-overusing forinstancean exponentialroll-o� ofthe

form

h(t)=
h0

(t+ c)1+ �
e
� t=T

; (14)

withoutchanging ourm ain conclusionsbelow.

Just after an event over a tim e scale slightly larger than the tim e for the propagation and

attenuation ofdynam icalstresswaves,thatwenotet= 0+ forshort,thestressequilibratesto itsstatic

valueand weshould have

h(0+ )=
h0

c1+ �
= 1 ; (15)

to expressthatthe staticstresshasnothad tim e to relax yet.

Expressions(13)or(14)can be rationalized from the tim e dependence ofthe visco-elastic G reen

function in 1D which gives� = � 1=2,in 2D which gives� = 0 orin 3D which gives� = 1=2.In fact,

a betterform ulation willrequire a space-tim e dependence ofthe evolution ofthe stress�eld.Another

argum entisto view to localstressasproportionalto thelocalstrain rate,which isitselfproportionalto

the localm icroscopicseism ic ratewhich obeysthe O m orilaw.From a m icro-m echanicalpointofview,

such slow relaxation process(13)areassociated with dislocation m otion,stresscorrosion and hydrolytic

weakening processes[Sornette,1999]. W e also would like to underline thatexpression (13)im plies
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the absence ofa well-de�ned characteristic tim e scale forc< t< T where c� T,and em bodiesthe

com plex non-M axwellrelaxation processesin the crust,itscoupling with the lowervisco-elasto-plastic

crustand m oreductileupperm antle.Thecoexistenceofm any di�erenttim escalescan becaptured by

such powerlaw decay.

Actually,there isa m oreprofound origin ofthe dependence (13)ofthe stressrelaxation.Assum e

that an earthquake loads a given region according to the elastic stress redistribution that can be

estim ated using standard m ethodsofelasticity [King etal.,1994;Stein,2003].Then,by the activation

processesdiscussed in section 2.1,thisstressredistribution induced by the \m ainshock" willgive rise

to an increaseofseism icity atthatregion.The triggered earthquakeswilllead to new sourcesofstress

redistribution,which them selves m odify the stress �eld,tending to decrease it. This processgives

risesto a slow powerlaw relaxation ofthe stress�eld [Lee and Sornette,2000].The powerlaw decay

em bodied in (13)can thusbe viewed asresulting from the m icroscopicprocessofstressredistribution

and relaxation which occurbelow thescaleofobservation.Thereisno reason forthephysicsto change

and thislaw (13)isan e�ective renorm alization ofm any m icroscopicrelaxation processes.

3.5. Sum m ary ofthe m odelde�nition

Sum m arizing,in a discreteform ,ourm odelreads

�(t)= �tec exp

2

4�
X

i j ti� t

s(ti)h(t� ti)

3

5 ; (16)

where the stressattim e tisthe sum ofthe contributionsoverallpreviousearthquakesthatoccurred

attim es ti � t,with stresssourcesgiven by the powerlaw distribution (12)and with a powerlaw

tim e-dependentstressrelaxation kernel(13).In the sequel,we take a constantseism ic rate�tec in the

absenceofstressperturbation s(ti)= 0.

Itisconvenientto rewrite(16)as

�(t)= �tec e
�!(t)

; (17)
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where

!(t)=
X

i j ti� t

s(ti)h(t� ti): (18)

M odel(16)belongsto the classofnonlinearself-excited point-processes,in which the nonlinear

function isthe exponentialin ourcase[Br�em aud and M assouli�e,1996;Br�em aud etal.,2002].Br�em aud

etal. [2002]have given the generalcondition guaranteeing the existence ofa statistically stationary

solution in the caseofunbounded nonlinearfunction,sub-exponentialdistribution ofthe m arks(stress

changess’s)and long m em ory kernelasisourcase.In ourm odel,the introduction ofthe integraltim e

scale T in (13)ensuresthe existence ofthe correlation function forany processand forany valuesof

the exponent�.

4. D erivation ofthe m agnitude dependence ofO m ori’s law

In thissection,ourgoalisto deriveO m ori’slaw from m odel(16)with (12)and (13).Theproblem

can beform ulated asfollows.O m ori’slaw quantifying thedecay ofseism icactivity aftera \m ainshock"

occurring attheorigin oftim e am ountsto determ ining thetypicaltim e dependenceof�(t)conditioned

on a value �M realized att= 0 which islargerthan average.Thisisdue to the factthata m ainshock

ofm agnitude M induces a localburstofseism ic activity proportionalto K 10�M ,where K and �

are two positive constants[Helm stetter,2003]. W e note howeverthatpreviousdeterm inationsofthe

productivity exponent� have assum ed the constancy ofp with m ainshock m agnitude;in the presence

ofan exponent p(M ) which increases with M as we �nd here,past values of� have probably be

underestim ated.

4.1. T heory ofO m ori’s law by generalization ofconditionalexpectations ofseism ic rates

to pow er law

In the casewhereaveragesexist,the O m orilaw can be expressed in the following generalform :

E[�(t)j�M ]= �tecE[e
�!(t)j!M ]; (19)
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where E[:]denotes the m athem aticalexpectation or average ofensem ble ofequivalent statistical

realizationsofthe process.

In the case where averagesand variancesand covariancesare ill-de�ned m athem atically,asisthe

caseforCauchy distributionsand forpowerlawswith � � 2,a typicalm easureofconditionalseism icity

rate can be de�ned atany quantile levelq by the probability Pr[�(t)> �qj�M ]thatthe rate �(t)be

largerthan thequantile�q conditioned on thefactthattheseism icratewasatsom egiven value�M at

tim e 0:

Pr[�(t)> �qj�M ]= Pr[e�!(t) >
�q

�tec
j!M ]= Pr[!(t)> (1=�)ln

�
�q

�tec

�

j!M ]: (20)

W eareinterested in m onitoring thetim eevolution �q(t)oftheseism icratequantileatsom eprobability

levelq (which can be varied to exploredi�erent
uctuation levels).

Ifthe source term s s(ti) were centered G aussian random variables,! would also be norm ally

distributed.Using (19),thiswould allow usto obtain

E[e�!(t)j!M ]= exp

�

�E[!(t)j!M ]+
�2

2
Var[!(t)j!M ]

�

; (21)

where

E[!(t)j!M ]= !M
Cov[!(t);!M ]

Var[!M ]
: (22)

Using the de�nition (18),thiswould provide a closed form ed expression forthe O m orilaw describing

the relaxation ofthe conditionalrate E[�(t)j�M ].The physicalm eaning of(22)isthatonecan write a

linearregression

!(t)= 
(t)!M + � ; (23)

where 
(t)isa non-random factorand � isa centered G aussian noise with zero correlation with !M .

Equation (23)writesthatthe bestpredictorof! given !M is
!M ,i.e.,E[!(t)j!M ]= 
!M with


 =
Cov[!(t);!M ]

Var[!M ]
; (24)

which retrieves(22).

However,asweexplained above,the sourcesaredistributed according to a distribution (12)which

can be expected to have a heavy tail,such thatboth itsvariance and averageare notm athem atically
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de�ned,orifthey are de�ned convergevery poorly to theirasym ptotic valueseven in largedata sets.

Thus,the standard statisticaltoolsofexpectation,variance and covariance can notbe used and we

need a com pletely novelapproach to tam e m athem atically these wild 
uctuations. Forthis,we use

the insightthatthe naturalgeneralization ofthe variance forpowerlawsp(x)� C=x1+ � with in�nite

variance(i.e.,with � < 2)isthescaleparam eterC ,asitpossessesm ostofthepropertiesofthevariance

forG aussian random variables:itisadditive underconvolution ofthe distribution and itreplacesthe

variance in the expression ofthe characteristic function ofthe distribution (see Chap.4 of[Sornette,

2004]).

In thepowerlaw case,dueto thelinearform of(18),wecan stillwrite(23)butwith !(t);!M and

� being powerlaw distributed random variableswith the sam eexponent� and with scalefactorsequal

respectively to C! (for! and !M )and C�.Thekey idea isthat
 can bedeterm ined by a generalization

of(24),involving generalizationsofthecovarianceand variance.Thisgeneralization consistsin form ing

the random variable de�ned asthe product!!M = 
!2M + �!M . Itisstraightforward to show that

the distribution of!!M consistsoftwo m ain contributions,(i)a dom inantpowerlaw with exponent

�=2 and scale factorC!!M
= 
�=2 C!,and (ii)a sub-dom inantpowerlaw with exponent� (with a

logarithm ic correction)and scale factor C!C�. This has the following practicalim plication: ifone

m easuresorcalculatesthe leading powerlaw decay of! � !M ,the m easure ofits scale factorgives

accessto the param eter
 through the expression


(t)=

�
C!!M

C!

� 2

�

; (25)

wherethe tim e dependence of
(t)com esfrom thatofC!!M
asweshow below.

Thisexpression (25)generalizesthe standard result(24):notice thatthe case � = 2 recovers(24)

with the correspondence C! = Var[!]and C!!M
= Cov[!(t);!M ]. Thisisexpected since,aswe said

above,the scale factorreducesto the variance forthe G aussian distribution and the stable L�evy law

with exponent� = 2 turnsoutto benothing buttheG aussian law!W enotethatthism ethod consisting

ofgeneralizing the covarianceby introducing the conceptof\tail-covariance" hasbeen previously used
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to extend the K alm an �lterofdata assim ilation to powerlaw distributed noise processes[Sornette and

Ide,2001].

Using (18),weform the product

!(t)!M =
X

i j ti� t

X

j j tj� 0

s(ti)s(tj)h(t� ti)h(� tj); (26)

wherethe s’sarerandom variableswith powerlaw tailwith exponent� (speci�cally,in thispaper,the

s’sareCauchy variableswith � = 1 butwegivethederivation forany valueof�).Then,using standard

calculations(see Chap.4 of[Sornette,2004]),the term s in the double sum in (26)that contribute

to the leading asym ptotic powerlaw tailwith exponent�=2 correspond to the diagonalterm si= j,

whilealltheotherterm scontributeto thesub-leading powerlaw tailwith exponent� with logarithm ic

corrections. This givesthe expression ofthe scale factor C
f�=2g
!!M

ofthe dom inating powerlaw with

exponent�=2

C
f�=2g
!!M

= C!

X

i j ti� 0

[h(t� ti)h(� ti)]
�

2 : (27)

Togetherwith (25),thisyields


 =

0

@
X

i j ti� 0

[h(t� ti)h(� ti)]
�

2

1

A

2

�

: (28)

Since h isdim ensionless,
 isalso dim ensionless,asitshould from itsde�nition (23).

In orderto perform a theoreticalanalysisof(28),itisconvenientto transform the discrete sum

into a continuousone.Letusconsiderthe tim esti’sin the sum
P

i j ti� 0
in (28).Ideally,these tim es

ti should them selvesbe determ ined self-consistently and are known to follow on average an inverse

O m orilaw. However,such an inverse O m orilaw is a statisticalproperty observed only for a large

ensem ble ofstacked foreshock sequenceswhile individualsequencesexhibitapproxim ately constant

seism ic rates[Helm stetterand Sornette,2003a].In orderto sim plify the analysis,wethusapproxim ate

the seism icity priorto a m ainshock asbeing approxim ately constantin tim e and uniform in space.

Thisallowsusto introduce the averagetim e interval�tbetween two eventspreceding the m ainshock.

W e expect�tto be ofthe orderofthe sm alltim e-scale cut-o� c in (13). Thisisnaturalifthe stress
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relaxation isin signi�cantpartdueto seism icity itself:then,cisthetim escalebeyond which thestress

relaxation startsto befelt,i.e.,when new earthquakesoccurin thevicinity ofthesource.Then,wecan

approxim atethe discretesum asfollows:

X

i j ti� 0

!

Z 0

� 1

dt

�t
: (29)

Using the form (13)forthe stressrelaxation kernelgivesin continuoustim e aftersom em anipulations


(t)=
h20

�t2=�

 

1

t(1+ �)�� 1

Z (T =t)� 1

0

dx
1

(x + 1+ (c=t))(1+ �)�=2

1

(x + (c=t))(1+ �)�=2

! 2

�

; (30)

whereh0 = c1+ � according to (15).W e verify that
(t)isdim ensionlessasitshould.Underthe change

ofvariablex ! y = x + c

t
,expression (30)can be written


(t)=
h20

�t2=�

 

1

t2m � 1

Z T + c

t
� 1

c=t

dy
1

(y+ 1)m

1

ym

! 2

�

; (31)

wherem = (1+ �)�=2.

W e now haveallthe ingredientsto estim ate(20).W e thusobtain

Pr[!(t)> yj!M ]= Pr[
!M + � > yj!M ]= Pr[� > y� 
!M j!M ]= �F (y� 
(t)!M ); (32)

where �F (�)isthe com plem entary cum ulativedistribution of�.Using (32)in (20),thisleadsto

Pr[�(t)> �qj�M ]= �F

�

(1=�)ln

�
�q

�tec

�

� 
(t)!M

�

: (33)

Thetypicaltim eevolution oftheseism icity rate�(t)conditioned on therate�M attim e0 isthusgiven

by �xing the quantileprobability to som elevelPr[�(t)> �qj�M ]= q,leading to

1

�
ln

�
�q

�tec

�

� 
(t)!M = �F � 1(q); (34)

orequivalently

�q(t)= A q �tec e
�
(t)! M ; (35)

whereA q = exp
�
� �F � 1(q)

�
.Thetim e-dependence ofthe seism ic decay rateisthusdeterm ined by (35),

which requiresthe determ ination ofthe tim e-dependence of
(t)given by (30)(and m ore generally by

(28)).
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In the case where the stressrelaxation isa pure exponentialh(t)� e� t=T ,then using (30),we

�nd 
(t)� e� t=T also and the seism ic rate �q(t)given by (35)also relaxesexponentially to a constant

background.Thenovele�ectthatwedescribebelow com esfrom the interplay between the exponential

therm alactivation processand the long-m em ory processofthe stressrelaxation.

Note thatthisapproach holdsalso for� > 2 forwhich variancesand covariancesexist,which can

allow the application of(24).However,using thispowerapproach providesm ore robustestim atorsof

the typicalvaluesofseism ic rateswhen the convergenceofthe m ean and ofvariancesarevery slow,as

occursforpowerlaws(seeChap.3 of[Sornette,2004]).

4.2. Study ofthe predicted seism icity rate for di�erent values ofthe tw o key exponents �

and �

O urpurpose isto show that,fora ratherbroad range ofvaluesofthe exponents� and � de�ning

the m odel,�q(t)isapproxim ately given by

�q(t)�
1

tp(M )
; (36)

with

p(M )= a�M + b� ; (37)

where a > 0 and M isthe m ainshock m agnitude. In a nutshell,expression (36)with (37)resultfrom

theinterplay between theheavy-tailed distribution ofstressperturbationsand thelong tim em em ory of

the stressrelaxation on the one hand and the exponentialdependence ofthe seism ic rateon the stress

�eld on the otherhand.

4.2.1. C ase � = � 1=2 and � = 2 (or w ith a G aussian distribution ofstress source

strengths)

This interplay between the long tim e m em ory ofthe stress relaxation and the exponential

dependence ofthe seism icrateon the stress�eld isexem pli�ed by the case� = � 1=2 and � = 2,which

haspreviously been shown to give exactm ultifractalpropertiesin the tim e dom ain [M uzy and Bacry,
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2002],and asa consequence continuousdependence ofthe relaxation exponentsp(M )asa function of

shock m agnitudesM .Thiscontinuousdependenceoftheexponentp(M )hasactually been docum ented

em pirically in this case in anothercontextofaftershock decay following shocksin �nancialm arkets

[Sornette etal.,2003].Schm itt[2003]hasstudied in detailsthepropertiesoftheprocess(17)with (18),

when s(t)isa G aussian white noise (corresponding form ally to � = 2),with the m em ory exponent

� = � 1=2.

An intuitive grasp ofthisbehaviorisobtained by exam ining d
=dt:

d


dt
= �

(h20=�t
2=�)

t

�
(T + c)1=2

(T + c� t)1=2
�

c1=2

(t+ c)1=2

�

: (38)

It is easy to see that the �rst (resp. second) term ofthe bracket in the r.h.s. is always larger

(resp. sm aller) than 1,which ensures that
d


dt
is always negative. In addition,for t < T,the

bracket in the r.h.s. is alm ost constant and close to 1,showing that d
=dt � � 1=t and thus


(t)� constant1 � constant2 � ln(t=T). Then expression (35)leads to (36,37)using the fact that

!M / ln(�M )/ ln(K 10�M )= � ln10 M + lnK ,i.e.,!M islinearly related to them agnitudeM .Here,

we haveused the productivity law thatan earthquakeofm agnitude M produceson averagea num ber

ofaftershocksproportionalto the exponentialofitsm agnitude (� isthe productivity exponentoften

reported between 0:5 and 1).

4.2.2. C ondition 2m = �(1+ �)= 1

This case corresponds to taking the exponent m = (1 + �)�=2 de�ned in (31) equalto 1=2.

Then,
d


� =2

dt
has exactly the expression given by the right-hand-side of(38),showing that

d

� =2

dt

is close to � 1=t,and thus 
�=2(t) � constant1 � constant2 ln(t=T) which,for not too sm allnor

too large t’s and for constant1 < constant2,gives 

(t) � constant01 � constant02 � ln(t=T). This

yields (36,37). Typically,the powerlaw behavioris observed overm ore than two decades in tim e,

which is com parable to em piricalobservations. Figure 1 shows the num ericalevaluation of
(t)

as a function ofln(t=T) for severalpairs (�;�) which obey the condition �(1 + �) = 1 exactly:

(� = 3;� = � 2=3);(� = 2;� = � 0:5);(� = 1;� = 0);(� = 2=3;� = 0:5);(� = 0:5;� = 1),using
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c=T = 10� 6. W e verify the existence ofa lineardecay of
(t)in the variable lnt,which quali�esan

O m oripowerlaw (36). The range ofthisO m oripowerlaw regim e dependsrathersensitively on the

tem perature,on the m ainshock m agnitude and on the ratio c=T since the logarithm ofthe seism ic

rate isproportionalto 
 via a coe�cientofproportionality involving the inverse tem perature and the

m ainshock m agnitude,asshown in (35). Then,by the sam e argum entasin section 4.2.1,the linear

dependence of!M on M in expression (35)leadsto (36,37).

The fact that 
(t) is asym ptotically exactly logarithm ic in tim e for 2m = �(1+ �) = 1 and

thusthatthe seism ic rate �(t)isan O m oripowerlaw can be recovered from a di�erentconstruction

m otivated by m ultiplicative cascadesintroduced in turbulence. The discrete m ultiplicative cascade

m odelofhydrodynam ic turbulence can be extended in distribution to the continuouslim it[Schm itt

and M arsan,2001]and shown to take the form (18)expressed with the discrete sum replaced by a

continuousintegral.Then,Schm ittand M arsan [2001]show thatthe only condition forexp[!](in our

case � through (17))to be \logstable m ultifractal" isthatthe exponent� ofthe distribution ofthe

innovationss and the exponent1+ � ofthe m em ory kernelbe related by the condition �(1+ �)= 1

thatwe have derived above through a di�erentroute.In a nutshell,theirargum ent(which appliesin

distribution to one-pointstatisticsbutnotto m ulti-pointstatisticsnorin process)isasfollows. The

logarithm of� isconstructed asan integralin the tim e-scale (t;a)dom ain within a cone with apex

on the tim e axisofidentically independentdistributed innovationsdistributed according to a L�evy

distribution with exponent�. The naturalscale-invariantm easure forthisintegralin thistim e-scale

dom ain isdadt=a2 in the sense thatitis(left-)invariantby the translation-dilation group [M uzy and

Bacri,2002]. The contribution ofa verticalstrip ofwidth dt= ‘ centered attim e t� � (i.e.,ata

distance� from thepresenttim et)within theconeis�1[‘
R+ 1

t� �
da=a2]1=� = �1(‘=(t� �))1=�,where�1 is

a L�evy distributed noise with scale factorunity.The exponent1=� com esfrom the dependence ofthe

scalefactorofsum ofthe‘=(t� �)L�evy variablesthatcontributeto each trip.Now,in distribution,the

totalintegralisthusequalto the sum ofallstripsup to tim e t,which gives
Rt
d� �1(�)(‘=(t� �))1=�.

Thisexpression isexactly ofthe form (18)with 1+ � = 1=�.Q ED.
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4.2.3. C ase 2m = �(1+ �)6= 1

Itisusefulto study the generalization of(38),which reads

d[t2m � 1
�=2]

dt
= �

(h20=�t
2=�)

t2� m

�
(T + c)1� (m =2)

(T + c� t)m =2
�

c1� (m =2)

(t+ c)m =2

�

: (39)

Two casesm ustbe distinguished.

� For2m = �(1+ �)< 1,the �rst(resp.second)term ofthe bracketin the r.h.s.of(39)isalways

larger(resp. sm aller)than 1,which ensuresthat
d[t

2m � 1


� =2

]

dt
isalwaysnegative. In addition,

fort< T,the bracketin the r.h.s. is alm ostconstantand close to (T + c)1� m ,showing that

d[t2m � 1
�=2]=dt� � 1=t2� m and thus
�=2(t)� constant1 � (T=t)2m � 1 + constant2 � (T=t)m .


isthusa convex decreasing function oflnt(with a upward curvature)asshown in �gure 2.The

m athem aticalform ofthe decay ratetendsto slow down com pared with a standard O m oripower

law.Thisconvexity tendsto linearity asm ! 1=2.

� For 2m = �(1 + �) > 1,we have 1 � (m =2) < m =2. As a consequence,for sm allt’s,

(T + c� t)m =2 > (T + c)1� (m =2) whilethereverseinequality holdstrueforlarget’s.Thisreasoning

showsthatthe bracketis negative for sm allt’s and becom es positive forlarge t’s. Therefore,

d[t
2m � 1



� =2

]

dt
ispositive forsm allt’s,vanishesatan interm ediate tim e and becom esnegative for

large t’s. This translates into 
 increasing for sm allt’s,passing through a m axim um before

decreasing forlarge t’s,asshown in �gure 2. In thiscase,we can often observean approxim ate

lineardecay of
(t)asa function oflnt,overtwo to three orderofm agnitudesin tim e in the

decaying partbeyond the m axim um ,allthe m ore so,the closerm isto one.O verthisrange,by

thesam eargum entasin section 4.2.1,thelineardependenceof!M on M in expression (35)leads

to (36,37).
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5. Em piricalinvestigation ofO m ori’s law conditioned on

m ainshock m agnitudes

5.1. D ata selection and analysis ofcom pleteness

W e use the Southern Californian earthquakescatalog with revised m agnitudes (available from

the Southern California Earthquake Center)asitisam ong the bestavailable in term sofquality and

tim e span. M agnitudes M L are given with a resolution of0:1 from 1932 to 2003,in a region from

approxim ately 32� to 37�N in latitude,and from � 114� to � 122� in longitude.

Using allthe data ofthis catalog,we com pute the com plem entary cum ulative m agnitude

distribution foreach yearfrom 1932 to 2003 included. Thisgives72 G utenberg-Richterdistributions

which are shown in Figure 3. The logarithm s ofthe distributions as a function ofm agnitude are

approxim ately linear for the largest m agnitudes and exhibit a cross-over to a plateau at sm all

m agnitudes. In orderforouranalysisto be robust,we need to addressthe question ofcom pleteness

ofthe catalog. The leveloflow-m agnitude plateau increaseswith tim e,which isthe consequence of

the evolution ofthe seism ic network: asm ore stationsare added,the spatialcoverage increases,so

thatthe num berofeventswith �xed m agnitude also increases. O ne can also observe thateventsof

sm allerand sm allerm agnitudesare detected and located when going from 1932 to the present. This

also leadsto an increaseofthenum berofeventsrecorded in the catalog.Asthetypicaltim e scaleover

which weanalyzethe O m orilaw decay isabout1 year,which issm allcom pared with the averagetim e

scale ofthe evolution ofthe network coverage(see Figure 3),we willconsideralleventsin the catalog

thathave a m agnitude thatbelong to the linearpartofthe m agnitude distribution curve. Figure 4)

showsseveralcom plem entary cum ulative distributions ofearthquake m agnitudes forthe fouryears

1932,1975,1992 and 1994. Taking the linearrelationship between the logarithm ofthe distribution

asa function ofm agnitude asthe standard criterion forcom pleteness[Kagan,2003],we inferthatthe

catalog isapproxim ately com plete forM L > 3 in 1932 and lateryears,forM L > 2:5 in 1975 and later

years,forM L > 2 for1992 and lateryears,and forM L > 1:5 in 1994 and lateryears.Since our�tsof
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aftershock decay rateareperform ed typically overa tim erangestarting beyond oneday and extending

to severalhundred days,the short-term lack ofcom pletenessidenti�ed by K agan [2004]isnotan issue

here.Actually,the problem ofthe short-term com pletenessofaftershock cataloguesisthe m ostacute

forlarge m ainshocks[Kagan,2004],which allowsusto extend the study ofthe seism ic decay rate at

shortertim esforthe sm allm ainshock m agnitudes.

In order to m axim ize the size ofthe data used for our analysis (to im prove the statistical

signi�cance)and to testforthe stability ofourinversion,we willconsiderfourdi�erentsub-catalogs:

1. 1932� 2003 forM L > 3 (17;934 events),

2. 1975� 2003 forM L > 2:5 (36;614 events),

3. 1992� 2003 forM L > 2 (54;990 events),and

4. 1994� 2003 forM L > 1:5 (86;228 events).

The factthatthe num berofeventsin these sub-catalogsincreasesastheirtim e-span decreasesisdue

to thelowering ofthem inim um m agnitudeofcom pletenesswhich m orethan com pensatesthe reducing

tim e interval.

5.2. C onstruction ofthe tim e series ofaftershocks

5.2.1. T im e-shifted stacked sequences: generalprinciple

W e now describe the m ethod used to determ ine the validity ofthe O m orilaw and to m easurethe

p-valueasa function ofthe m ainshock m agnitude.

� W e consideralleventsin a given sub-catalog and discrim inatebetween m ainshocksand triggered

events(\aftershocks"). M ainshocksare determ ined by using declustering m ethods which are

described below in sections5.2.2 and 5.2.3:to testforthe robustnessofourresultsand theirlack

ofsensivity with respectto the speci�c choice ofa declustering m ethod,we presenttwo di�erent

im plem entations.
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� O nce the m ainshocks are determ ined,triggered events are de�ned as those events following

a m ainshock,which belong to a certain space-tim e neighborhood ofit. This space-tim e

neighborhood isspeci�ed below. W e thus have asm any triggered (\aftershock")sequencesas

therearem ainshocks.

� In orderto testforthe predicted dependence ofthe p-value asa function ofm agnitude,we need

to bin the m ainshock m agnitudes in intervals [M 1;M 2]. W e have chosen the intervals (when

available)[1:5;2],[2;2:5],[2:5;3],and so on up to [7;7:5].

� In each m ainshock m agnitude interval[M1;M 2],we consideralltriggered sequencesem anating

from m ainshockswith m agnitude in thisinterval[M 1;M 2].W e translateeach triggered sequence

so thattheirorigin oftim e(theirm ainshock tim e)ism oved to thecom m on valuet= 0.Then,we

stack allthese sequencesto obtain a m ega-sequence containing alltriggered eventscom ing from

m ainshocksin the sam em agnitudeinterval[M 1;M 2].

� W e then bin the tim e axisaccording to a geom etricalseries,and estim ate the average rate of

eventswithin each bin.Theresulting function is�tted using the m odi�ed O m orilaw

N (t)= B +
a

(t+ c)p
; (40)

whereB isa positiveparam eterintroduced to accountforthe background seism icity assum ed to

besuperim posed overthegenuinetriggered sequences.Thetim eshiftcensurestheregularization

ofthe seism icrateatt= 0.

Varying [M 1;M 2]allowsusto testfora possibledependenceofp asa function ofthem agnitudeof

the m ainshock.In orderto (i)m axim ize the size ofthe data sets,(ii)avoid biasdue to incom pleteness

ofthe catalogs,and (iii)testthe robustnessofourconclusions,we willuse

1. forM 1 � 3: fourdi�erentsub-catalogs(1932� 2003,1975� 2003,1992� 2003,1994� 2003),

giving fourestim atesforthe p-value;
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2. for[M 1 = 2:5;M 2 = 3]:three sub-catalogscovering 1975� 2003,1992� 2003 and 1994� 2003,

giving three estim atesforthe p-value;

3. For[M 1 = 2;M 2 = 2:5]: two sub-catalogscovering 1992� 2003 and 1994� 2003,giving two

estim atesforthe p-value;

4. For[M 1 = 1:5;M 2 = 2]: one sub-catalog covering 1994� 2003,giving a single estim ate forthe

p-value.

To explore further for the robustness ofour estim ates for p,we willalso im pose c = 0 to test for

the sensitivity with respectto the beginning ofthe stacked tim e series. W e willalso rem ove binsat

random and re-estim ate the p-valuesofthese pruned stacked sequences. Putting allthese estim ates

togetherfor a given m agnitude interval[M 1;M 2]allowsus to obtain a m ean value and a standard

deviation. Note thatforeach m agnitude interval,we have severalthousand eventsin the decay rate

function,ensuring an adequate estim ation ofthe p-value. Forlarge m agnitudes,there are only a few

m ainshockscontributing to the stacked sequence,buteach ofthem have num erousaftershocks. For

sm allm agnitudes,each m ainshock contributesfew triggered events(som e havenone)but,due to their

largenum ber,thestacked sequenceshavealsoa su�ciently largenum berofevents,even forthesm allest

m agnitudeintervals.

W enow presentthetwo declustering m ethodsthatwehaveim plem ented to selectthem ainshocks.

5.2.2. 1st declustering technique

The �rstm ethod isessentially the sam easde�ned in [Helm stetter,2003].First,every eventin the

catalog isde�ned asa m ainshock ifithasnotbeen preceded by an eventwith largerm agnitudewithin

a �xed space-tim ewindow T � d,with T = 1 yearand d = 50 km .Looking foreventstriggered by this

m ainshock,we de�ne anotherspace-tim e window following it. The tim e dim ension ofthe window is

also setto 1 year,whereasthe spacedim ension dependson the rupturelength ofthe m ain event.This
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spatialwindow ischosen asa circleofradiusequalto the m ainshock rupturelength

L = 10� 2:57+ 0:6M L ; (41)

which istheaveragerelationship between L and m agnitudeM L forCalifornia [W ellsand Coppersm ith,

1994].Ifany eventfallswithin thisspace-tim ewindow,itisconsidered astriggered by the m ain event.

Note that,since the reported uncertainty ofeventslocalization isabout5km ,we setthe size ofthe

spatialwindow to 5km ifL < 5km .W e havealso checked the stability ofthe resultsby considering a

spatialneighborhood ofradius2L ratherthan L forthe triggered events.

5.2.3. Second declustering technique

The second declustering technique isthe sam e asthe �rstone,exceptforone elem ent:the space

window used forqualifying a m ainshock isnot�xed to d = 50km butischosen to adaptto the size

ofthe rupture lengthsL(M i)given by (41)ofalleventsofallpossible m agnitudesM L(i)preceding

thispotentialm ainshock.In otherwords,a potentialm ainshock isselected ifthere are notpreceding

eventswithin oneyearin itspast,which areata distancelessthan twicetheirown rupturelength.The

space-tim ewindow forthe selection oftriggered eventsisthe sam easforthe �rstdeclustering m ethod.

Thissecond procedure ofdeclustering isperhapsm ore naturalthan the �rstone,especially for

sm allm agnitude events. To take an extrem e exam ple,in the �rstm ethod,an eventofm agnitude 1:5

can notbeselected asa m ain eventifitfallswithin 50km ofa previouslargerevent,even iftherupture

length ofthelatterism uch sm allerthan 50km .Thisobviously preventsalm ostalleventsofm agnitude

1:5 to be considered as m ainshocks,and thus biases the statistics. M ainshocksoflow m agnitudes

which are selected by the �rstdeclustering m ethod willon average occur within areasofvery low

seism icity rate,so thatthe com posite triggered sequence willbe under-representative. M oreover,all

eventslocated atsay 51km ofan eventofm agnitude M L = 7:5 are de�ned asm ain events,whereas

they probably belong to itstriggered sequence.W e can thusexpectthe �rstdeclustering technique to

penalize heavily the quality ofthe stacked sequence associated with m ainshocksoflow m agnitudes.

The second declustering techniquedo notshow such biases.
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5.3. R esults

5.3.1. Least-square �t ofthe seism ic rate as a function oftim e w ith equation (40)

Figures5-8 show setsoftypicalseism ic decay ratesofstacked sequencesforseveralm agnitude

intervalsofthe m ainshocks.O nly halfofthe individualO m oricurvesaredrawn forthe sakeofclarity,

asin allsim ilar�guresin the rem aining ofthe paper.Figure 5 (respectively Figure 6)correspondsto

the period from 1932 to 2003 when using the �rst(respectively second)declustering technique,with

m ainshock m agnitudes above M L = 3. Figure 7 (respectively Figure 8) correspondsto the period

from 1994 to 2003 when using the �rst(respectively second)declustering technique,with m ainshock

m agnitudesaboveM L = 1:5.Very sim ilarplotsare obtained fordi�erenttim e periodsand by varying

the size from L to 2L ofthe spatialdom ain overwhich the triggered sequencesare selected.Forlarge

m ainshock m agnitudes,the roll-o� atsm alltim esisdue to the observationalsaturation and short-tim e

lack ofcom pletenessoftriggered sequences[Kagan,2004]. In som e cases,one can also observe the

cross-overto the constantbackground atlargetim es.

Figure9 showsthe �tted p-valuesasa function ofthem agnitudeofthem ainshocksforeach ofthe

foursub-catalogs(the abscissa correspondsto the m agnitude (M 1 + M 2)=2 in the m iddle ofthe range

[M 1;M 2]foreach interval).W e use a standard least-square�tofthe seism ic rateasa function oftim e

with a weightproportionalto tforeach bin to balancetheirrelativeim portance.W e takeinto account

the possiblepresenceofa background term asshown in equation (40).

Figure 10 plotsthe averagep-valuesand theirerrorbarsasde�ned above.Both �guresexhibita

very clearincreaseofthe p-valuewith the m ainshock m agnitude.Form agnitudesM L � 3,a linear�t

p(M L)= 0:12M L + 0:28 (42)

is shown as the straightline in Figure 10. The deviation from this linear behavior for the lowest

m agnitudesM L � 2:5 can be attributed to the biasesassociated with the �rstdeclustering technique,

asexplained above,when com paring with the resultsofthe second declustering m ethod.

Figure 11 showsthe p-value and its standard deviation as a function ofm ainshock m agnitude
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obtained with the second declustering m ethod. As with the �rstdeclustering m ethod,this data is

well-�tted by a linearrelationship

p(M L)= 0:10M + 0:37 : (43)

5.4. M axim um Likelihood Estim ation m ethod

In orderto check the reliability ofthe p-valuesobtained in the previousanalysis,we also used

a m axim um likelihood estim ation (M LE).W e obtain the M LE ofthe p-value in a �nite tim e window

from tto tU ,by m axim izing the probability thatthe particulartem poraldistribution ofthe N events

in thatwindow resultsfrom O m ori’slaw with thisparticularp value.The m ostlikely p value isthen

given by the im plicitequation [Huang etal.,2000]

1

p� 1
+
t
p� 1

U
lnt� tp� 1 lntU

t
p� 1

U
� tp� 1

= hlntiN ; (44)

wherethe tn arethetim e occurrencesofthe N eventsbetween tand tU and

hlntiN �
1

N

NX

n= 1

lntn : (45)

W e �xed tU = 1 year,while twasvaried continuously from 10� 4 to 0:5 yearand we solve forp in the

im plicitequation (44).W e could thuscheck both the value and the stability ofp with sam plesize and

to tim e boundary e�ects.

Figure 12 showsp asa function oftforthe post-1932 sub-catalog,using the �rstdeclustering

technique,with R = 2L,fordi�erentm agnitude ranges.This�gure should be com pared with Figure

5.O ne can observethat,for3 < M < 3:5,p variesvery slightly with tim e t,with a value ofabout0:6,

whereasthe least-square �tgave p = 0:67 forthe whole tim e range (corresponding here to t= 10� 4

year).For4 < M < 4:5,p iscloseto 0:9,whiletheleast-square�tgavep = 0:85.Thecase5 < M < 5:5

is di�erent as the m axim um likelihood yields a p-value ofabout 0:85 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 thatthe M LE m ethod doesn’ttake into accountsuch a term ,which leadsto

an underestim ation ofp asthe tim e-distribution is
atteratlargertim es(which isalso expressed by a
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strong drop ofp atlarge tim e t). The case 6 < M < 6:5 yieldsp close to 0:8 whereasthe least-square

�tgave p = 1:29,butthe M LE m ethod also takesaccountofeventsfortim eslargerthan 0:1,where

strong secondary aftershock activity disturbsthe distribution and would tend to de�ne a power-law

with lowerexponent.Considering the 7< M < 7:5 range,whereno such biasoccurs,the M LE m ethod

givesp very closeto 1 for10� 3 < t< 10� 2 whereasp = 0:99 forthe least-square�t.The conclusion is

thusthat,when a background B isabsent,p-valuesobtained with both m ethodsagreevery well,which

strenghtensourbeliefin the reliability ofthe exponents determ ined with the least-square �t. This

least-square �thashere the advantage thatittakesinto accountthe possible existence ofa non-zero

background term B .

Using the sam e data setand the 2nd declustering m ethod,we obtained Figure 13,which can be

com pared to Figure 6. O nce again,exponentsagree very well(exceptforthe 6 < M < 6:5 range,for

reasonsexplained above).

W e also check the consistency ofboth m ethodsforthe post-1994 catalog.The M LE provided us

Figure 14 forthe �rstdeclustering m ethod,which hasto be com pared with Figure 7. W e note that

p-valuesperfectly agreeup to range 3:5 < M < 4.Forthe nextm agnitude range,the M LE providesa

p-value thatiscontinuously decreasing with t. Thiscan be rationalized by a look atthe least-square

�t,which showsthatthe distribution convergestoward a constantbackground rate atlarge tim es,so

thatthe M L inversion issystem atically biased towardslow values. The 5:5 < M < 6 givesp close to

0:9 com pared with 1:07 with the least-square �t. O nce again,the existence ofnon-zero background

term certainly biasesthe M LE.The lastm agnitude range,6:5 < M < 7 o�ersthe largestdiscrepancy

between p-values,butitshould benoted thatfortim eslargerthan 0:01 year,thep-valuevariesbetween

1:15 and 0:8,so thatthe averagem axim um likelihood valueagreeswellwith the least-squareinversion.

Even in the worstcase (t= 10� 2 year),the M LE m ethod even em phasisesthe variation ofp with

m agnitude.

The resultsforthe 2nd declustering technique on the sam esub-catalog aredisplayed in Figure15

(which should be com pared with Figure8).The p-value forthe lowestm agnitude rangesarequite low
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(0:2-0:3)butthisisonce again due to the background rate. The value obtained in the 3:5 < M < 4

range(p around 0:7)isstrongly oscillating.Thisisindeed also thecaseforthe tim edistribution shown

in Figure 8,forwhich p = 0:57.Note thatthe M LE m ethod yieldsp = 0:65 fort= 10� 4,close to the

least-square�tvalue obtained on the sam e data range.W e have the sam e com m entsasabove forthe

4:5< M < 5 which displaysa noticeablebackground term .Thenextm agnituderangegivesa p-valuea

bitlessthan 0:9,whereastheleast-square�tgavep = 0:85.Thesam ecom m entsasaboveapply forthe

6:5< M < 7.

O verall,theconclusion isthat,when thebackground rateisabsentfrom theseism icdecay,p-values

inverted from both m ethods agree very well,and thateven when we observe a discrepancy,the M L

inversion am pli�esthe variation ofp with m agnitude.

5.5. Tests ofour procedure w ith synthetic ETA S catalogs

To testthereliability and robustnessofourresults,wenow analyzesim ulated catalogswith known

statisticalproperties following exactly the sam e procedure as for the realcatalogs. W e generated

synthetic catalogsusing the ETAS m odel,running the code ofK .Feltzer and Y.G u (spring 2001)

m odi�ed by A.Helm stetter(2003).Thism odelhasa �xed m agnitude-independentO m orip-valueasan

input.Thus,by construction,syntheticcatalogsgenerated with the ETAS m odelshould exhibitO m ori

lawswith m agnitude-independentexponents.Applying ourprocedureto such syntheticcatalogs,which

are known to be very sim ilarto realcatalogsin m any oftheirstatisticalproperties[Helm stetter and

Sornette,2003],allowsusto investigate whetherthe m agnitude-dependence ofthe p-value reported

above could resultfrom som e biasintroduced by ouranalysisratherthan being a genuine property of

earthquakecatalogs.

In the ETAS m odel,a m ain eventofm agnitude M triggersitsown prim ary aftershocksaccording

to the following distribution in tim e and space

�m (r;t)dr dt= K 10�(M � M 0)
� c� dt

(t+ c)1+ �

� d� dr

(r+ d)1+ �
; (46)

where r is the spatialdistance 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 kernelin space with

exponent� (thisexponentshould notbeconfused with thatofthedistribution ofthestress
uctuations

de�ned in (12))quanti�esthe factthatthe distribution ofdistancesbetween pairsofeventsis well

described by a power-law [Kagan and Jackson,1998]. In addition,the m agnitude ofthese prim ary

aftershocksisassum ed to be distributed according to the G utenberg-Richterlaw ofparam eterb. The

ETAS m odelassum esthateach prim ary aftershock m ay triggeritsown aftershocks(secondary events)

according to thesam elaw,thesecondary aftershocksthem selvesm ay triggertertiary aftershocksand so

on,creating a cascadeprocess.The exponent1+ � isnotthe observableO m oriexponentp butde�nes

the local(ordirect)O m orilaw [Sornette and Sornette,1999;Helm stterand Sornette,2002a].The two

exponentsband � should notbe confused with those used forthe G reen function ofviscousrelaxation.

UsingtheETAS code,wethusgenerated acatalogofearthquakeslocated within athree-dim ensional

slab ofhorizontaldim ension 500� 500 km2 and thickness20 km .W eadded a noisewith am plitudeof5

km to the position ofeach eventto sim ulate the location uncertainty ofrealcatalogs.The param eters

ofthe ETAS m odelwerechosen asfollows:b= 0:9,� = 1:1,c= 10� 5 day,K = 0:002,and � = b= 0:9.

The characteristicspatialdistance d in the ETAS kernelwastaken equalto the eventrupture length

(which we deduced from itsm agnitude,according to the W ells and Coppersm ith (1994) relationship

(41)),whilethespatialdecay exponent� was�xed to 1:0.Them inim um m agnitudeofgenerated events

wassetto M 0 = 0:5,and weintroduced a truncation oftheG utenberg-Richterdistribution such thatno

eventofm agnitudeM l> 8:0 areallowed.Therateofbackground eventswassetto 50 events/day.The

obtained syntheticcatalog is25 yearslong,and only the10 lastyearsareretained to m inim izetem poral

edge e�ectsatthe beginning ofthe tim e-series.Finally,only eventsofm agnitude largerthan 1:5 were

keptin the catalog,to m im ic the e�ectofa m agnitude detection threshold ofrealseism ic networks.

W e perform ed severalsim ulationsuntilwegenerated a catalog sim ilarto the post-1994 sub-catalog we

previously analyzed:by sim ilar,we m ean thatthe synthetic catalog hasapproxim ately the sam e total

num berofeventsand the sam e num berofeventswith m agnitude M l > 7:0. W ith these param eters,

the branching ratio (m ean num beroftriggered eventspershock)isn = 0:983 and the characteristic
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tim et� below which thebareO m orilaw � 1=t1+ � isrenorm alized into theobservableglobalO m orilaw

� 1=t1� � ist� = 1:1� 1010 years.Thus,the p-valueofany aftershock sequenceisby construction equal

to p= 1� � = 0:9 in thetim einterval[10� 4year;1year]thatweused forouranalysis,which isthesam e

tim e scaleused forouranalysisofaftershock sequencesofrealcatalogs.

The selection ofm ainshocks and aftershocksin oursynthetic catalog was perform ed using the

second declustering algorithm (with R = 2L)described in section 5.2.3,and weused the sam estacking

m ethod to deriveem pirically thep(M l)relationship.Theresultsobtained with the�tsofthelogarithm

ofthestacked seism icratesasa function ofthe logarithm oftim eareshown in Figure16.Thep-values

are found independent ofthe m agnitude ofthe m ainshock and close to the correctvalue. There is

actually a tendency forthe p-value to decrease with the m ainshock m agnitude (which isthe opposite

ofthe e�ectpredicted by ourm odeland reported forthe realcatalogs).The origin ofthise�ectisthe

following:form ainshocksofsm allm agnitudes,there areso m any stacked tim e-seriesthat
uctuations

averageoutallowing to retrieve a precise p-value;in constrast,afterm ainshocksoflarge m agnitudes,

strong secondary aftershock sequencesoften occurwhich introducelarge
uctuations.Asthereareonly

a few stacked aftershock seriesassociated with the relatively rarelargem ainshocks,the 
uctuationsof

the averageseism ic ratesafterthe large m ainshocksdo notaverage out;burstsofstrong aftershocks

tend to biasthe p downward leading to itsunder-estim ation.To m inim ize thise�ectforeventsoflarge

m agnitudes,we �tted the O m orilaw overthe beginning partofthe tim e seriesand rem oved the end of

the tim e-seriesto com pute p (see Figure16).

W e also inverted p on the sam e synthetic data using the m axim um likelihood form ula (44)in a

�nite tim e window from tto tU ,following the sam e m ethod asforthe realcatalogs.W e span tup to

tU =2. Figure 17 plotsthe p-value in di�erentm ainshock m agnitude rangesasa function oft. Since

the M LE m ethod issensitiveto thebackground seism icity,using thelessonsfrom ourpreviousanalysis

on the realcatalogs. we restricted tU to avoid biases due to the background seism icity. Thus,for

m agnitudesup to 3,we did nottake into accountdata fortim es largerthan 0:01 year. Thisupper

cut-o� hasbeen setto 0:1 yearforthe 3:5� 4 m agnitude range,and no cut-o� (thatis,tU = 1 year)
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wasim posed forlargerm agnitude rangessince theirlargertriggered seism icity m akesthe background

negligible up to one yearafterthe m ainshocks. The resultsare notsensitive to these speci�c cut-o�s

as long as they correspond to negligible background seism icities. Figure 17 clearly showsthat the

p-valuesclusteraround p = 0:9 whateverthe m agnitude range. O scillationsoccurring atlarge tim es

correlatewith oscillationsobserved on thebinned data,and betray thein
uenceofsecondary aftershock

sequences.

These resultsand the accuracy ofthe recovered p-valuesin oursynthetic catalog strengthen one’s

con�dence in ourreported resultsthatthe m agnitude dependence ofthe p-value in the realSouthern

California catalogsisa genuinee�ectand notan artifactofourdata analyzing procedure.

6. D iscussion

6.1. Sum m ary

W e have proposed a new physically-based \m ultifractalstressactivation" m odelofearthquake

interaction and triggering based on two sim ple ingredients:(i)seism ic rupturesresultfrom activated

processes giving an exponentialdependence ofthe seism ic rate on the localstress;(ii) the stress

relaxation hasa long m em ory,typically largerthan one year. The com bination ofthese two e�ects

givesrisein a rathergeneralway to seism icdecay ratesfollowing m ainshocksthatcan bewell-described

by apparentO m orilawswith exponents p which are linearly increasing with the m agnitude M L of

the m ainshock.Thisp(M L)dependence can be interpreted asa tem poralm ultifractality,thatis,asa

continuousspectrum ofexponents,each exponentbeing associated with a given singularity strength

(m ainshock m agnitude).

W hile rathergeneral,thesepredictionsrequire,within ourm odel,thatthe two exponents� (stress

relaxation)and � (stressstrength distribution)verify approxim ately the condition �(1+ �)= 1. W e

stressthatthe specialcase (� = 2;� = � 1=2),which has been shown to give an exactm ultifractal

process,obeysthiscondition.Since � and � are two inputs,ourtheory ism ute on the possible origin
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ofthiscondition.The factthatsuch a constraintappearsasthe condition to observean O m oripower

law is a very interesting prediction to test in the future. As a bonus,this condition predicts the

m ultifractality expressed by a dependence ofthe O m oriexponenton the earthquakem agnitude.These

resultscan also be seen to providea generalization to the m ultifractalrandom walk (� = 2;� = � 1=2)

of[M uzy and Bacry,2002;Schm ittand M arsan,2001],by showing thatm ultifractality isnotan isolated

property ata single pointin the plane (�;�)butoccursovera line ofco-dim ension 1. Atthisstage,

we can only conjecture thata broaderm odelem bodying the self-organization ofthe stress�eld and

earthquake space-tim e organization willlead to the prediction thatindeed the two exponent� and �

arenotindependentbutarelinked by the condition �(1+ �)= 1.

These predictionshave been tested by a carefuland detailed analysisofearthquake sequencesin

the Southern California Earthquake catalog. The robustnessofthe resultsobtained with respectto

di�erenttim e intervals,m agnitude ranges,declustering m ethods suggeststhatwe have discovered a

new im portantfactofseism icity: the apparentpowerlaw relaxation ofseism ic sequencestriggered

by m ainshockshasindeed an exponentp increasing with the m ainshock m agnitude by approxim ately

0:1� 0:15 unitforeach m agnitude unitincrease.The �ts(42)and (43)ofthe data are in agreem ent

with the theoreticalprediction (37)ofthe proposed m ultifractalstressactivation m odel.

6.2. Intuitive \proof" that p(M L)increases w ith M L for any m ultifractalgeneralization of

O m ori’s law

Here,we give an heuristic and intuitive reason why,ifp varies with M L,this can only be by

increasing with the m ainshock m agnitude.

Considerthe plate tectonic processwhich continuously producesearthquakes,which triggerother

earthquakesand so on,with a productivity increasing with the earthquake m agnitude. Letusstudy

the tem porelevolution in a �xed spatialdom ain. This tem poralevolution can be viewed to de�ne

a statistically stationary m easure de�ned on the tem poralaxis,the m easure determ ining the rate of

earthquakesatany possible instant.A generalm ethod forquantifying such m easureisto calculate its
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m ultifractalspectrum . Forinstance,ifthe seism ic rate is constant,the m easure isuniform and the

m ultifractalspectrum isreduced to a pointofdim ension f(�)= 1 atthe singularity strength � = 1.

Note thatthisnotation � refersin the presentdiscussion to the exponentofa localsingularity and not

to the exponentofthe productivity law.

An O m orisequence with exponentp correspondsto a singularity (to the right)equalto 1� p (for

p 6= 1).Letuscalculatethe singularity spectrum ofthe seism ic ratem easure.Thisisusually done via

the calculation ofm om entsoforderq,large positive q’scorresponding to sm all�’s,thatis,to strong

singularities(seeforinstanceChapter5.2 in [Sornette,2004]).Now,a largeearthquaketriggersa strong

burstofseism icity,giving riseto a strong singularity.From therelation � = 1� p,to beconsistentwith

the m ultifractaldescription,a large earthquake m ustbe associated with a strong singularity,a sm all

�,hence a large p.Reciprocally,sm allm om entordersq selectweak seism ic sequences,which arethus

associated with sm alllocalm ainshocks.Sm allq’sareassociated with large�’s,hence sm allp’s.Thus,

any generalization thatallowsfora dependence ofp on the m ainshock m agnitude necessarily leadsto

an exponentp increasing with the m agnitude.

By a sim ilarargum entin the space dom ain,the exponentofthe spatialdecay ofthe seism ic rate

induced by a m ainshock ofm agnitude M L should increase with M L. Thus,in this view,the ETAS

m odelisnothing butthe m ono-fractalapproxim ation ofthe m ore generalm ultifractaldescription of

seism icity.

6.3. Self-sim ilarity ofearthquakes

A centralem piricalobservation in seism ology is the unability to discrim inate between rupture

processesoflarge and sm allearthquakes. The signature ofthis self-sim ilarity ofindividualseism ic

eventstranslatesinto the invarianceofthe stressdrop (inverted from seism ic waves)with rupturesize.

Itwould thusseem thatFigure 9 forinstance iscontradicting thisem piricallaw since the statisticsof

the tim e-seriesoftriggered eventsdepend on the m ainshock m agnitude. Thiscould be interpreted as

re
ecting di�erentrupturem echanism s,thusbreaking scaleinvariance.However,such an interpretation
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is incorrect. First,itis now well-understood that m ono-fractality em bodied in a universal(O m ori)

powerlaw isnotthe only signatureofscaleinvariance.Since Parisiand Frisch [1985]and Halsey etal.

[1986],severalcom plex system shavebeen shown to exhibitan extended form ofscaleinvariance,called

m ultifractality.The p(M )dependence docum ented here isan exam ple ofsuch m ultifractality.Second,

the m ain ingredientsofourtheoreticalm odelare scale invariant: (i)the triggering m echanism ofa

single shock isstressactivation,independently ofthe m agnitude ofthe eventto be nucleated;(ii)we

m akeno assum ption thestressdrop during an event;(iii)theCauchy law (11)(exponent� = 1 in (12))

wassuggested by K agan [1994]using theself-sim ilarity argum ent,and ourtheoreticalresultsshow that

even in thatcasep dependson M .O nceagain,thelong m em ory ofthestressrelaxation kernelcoupled

with the exponentialstressactivation are su�cientto predictsuch a m agnitude dependence,which is

thuscom patiblewith the self-sim ilarity hypothesis.

6.4. A lternative m odels

Could these observationsbe interpreted di�erently than with the m ultifractalstressactivation

m odel? Forinstance,a changeofthe apparentO m oriexponentp isconsistentwith the ETAS m odelif

the criticalbranching ratio n (averagenum beroftriggered eventsperm ainshock)islessthan unity:if

n iscloseto itscriticalvalue1,p iscloseto 1� �,whileforn < 1,p goesfrom 1� � atshorttim escale

to 1+ � beyond a characteristictim e scale t� � (1� n)� 1=� [Sornette and Sornette,1999;Helm stetter

and Sornette,2002a].The param eter� isoften found in the range0:2� 0:3 forlargeshocks.Thus,to

explain ourresults(42)and (43),one would need to invokea largervalue for� ofthe orderof0:5 and

to have n depend on m ainshock m agnitudes. O rifthe m easurem entforsm allm ainshock m agnitudes

areperform ed atshortertim esthan forlargerm ainshocks,thiswould lead to an increaseofthep-value

because shorttim esshould be controlled by the exponent1� � while longertim e revealthe exponent

1+ �.However,thislastexplanation isruled outby the factthatourdeterm ination ofthe p-valuesis

perform ed on the sam etim e intervalforallm agnitudes.

O ne could also perhaps argue that sm allearthquakes revealthe criticalstate ofthe crust
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corresponding to n close to 1 while large earthquakesm ove the crustaway from criticality so that

their triggered aftershock sequences correspond to a sm allbranching ratio n < 1,hence the larger

exponent. This picture has been recently advocated under the conceptof\interm ittentcriticality"

(see for instance [Jaum �e and Sykes,1999;Goltz and Bose,2002;Ben-Zion etal.,2003;Bowm an

and Sam m is,2004]). W hile we cannotexclude thatinterm ittentcriticality isthe explanation forour

results,thisinterpretation hasonly qualitative predictive powerand needsm ore �ne-tuning than the

m ultifractalstressactivation m odelsince the laterpredictsprecisely the observed lineardependence

ofp(M ). Forthe ETAS m odelto explain ourresults,we would need a m agnitude dependence ofthe

productivity param eter� which doesnotseem to be observed [Helm stetter,2003](note howeverthat

Helm stetter’sm easure of� are probably underestim ated asthey have relied on the assum ption ofa

constantp-valueand haveused a �xed spacedom ain sizeindependentofm ainshock m agnitudeto select

them ).In addition,the m ultifractalstressactivation m odelisphysically-based while the ETAS m odel

isonly phenom enologicaland lessattractiveasan \explanation."

6.5. O ther predictions ofthe m ultifractalstress activation m odel

6.5.1. Tem perature dependence ofp-values

Another prediction ofthe m ultifractalstress activation m odelis the linear dependence ofthe

p-value / � in (37) as a function ofthe inverse ofthe tem perature. This im plies that the strong

dependence ofthe p-value asa function ofm ainshock m agnitude should be m ore visible with a larger

am plitude forcold regions.Thissuggestsa tantalizing new interpretation ofthe correlationsreported

between the p-value and therm al
ux [Kisslinger and Jones,1991].These authorsobserved a positive

correlation,super�cially in line with the intuitive idea that hotter m aterialrelaxesstress atlarger

rates.W e m ustpointout,however,thatthey did nottake accountofuncertaintieson m easured heat


ow,and thatsuch a correlation wasobtained by inverting p on a few dozensofindividualaftershock

sequencesfollowing m ainshocksofdi�erentm agnitudes(from 5:1 to 7:5). Using a world-wide catalog

ofeventsofm agnitudeslargerthen 5,within 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 exponentp wascom puted

through the estim ation ofthe power-spectrum ofthe tim e-seriesofevents.Their�gure10 showserror

barson both p and heat
ow. Despite the ratherstrong apparentcorrelation,we would like to stress

thatsuch resultsare di�cultto interpretbecause the data points are concentrated around average

heat-
ow values,and there are only a few data forvery large orvery sm allheat-
ow values. Thus,

the dispersion ofdata ishighly inhom ogeneousaround the m ean and such a biased sam pling in heat


ow m ay yield m isleading results. Here,again we propose to reconsidersuch an analysiswith a m ore

uniform sam pling in heat
ow and according to the m agnitudeofm ain events.Indeed,sinceourm odel

predictsthatthe m agnitudeand tem peraturee�ectsareentangled,a carefulanalysisofthe m agnitude

relationship p(M )isneeded beforetesting fora tem peratureorheat-
ow e�ect.

W e predicta negativecorrelation between p and tem peraturewhich seem sat�rstratherpuzzling,

as it predicts that the seism icity rate willrelax m ore slowly at larger tem peratures (every other

param eterbeing keptequal). Thisparadox isresolved by distinguishing between absolute seism icity

rate and relative decay rates. Indeed,expressions (1) and (2) show that the seism ic rate can be

decom posed into the productoftwo exponentialterm s

�(~r;t)� e
� �E 0(~r) e

+ �V �(~r;t)
: (47)

The �rstexponentiale� �E 0(~r) controlsthe absolute seism icity leveland exhibitsthe usuale�ectthat,

the higher the tem perature kT = 1=�,the larger is the seism icity rate. The second exponential

e+ �V �(~r;t) givesthe dependence ofthe seism icity rate asa function oftim e due to stressinteractions,

asdescribed in (3)and following equations. Itexhibitsan inverse tem perature e�ect: the largerthe

tem perature,the sm alleritis;togetherwith the dependence �(~r;t)/ ln(T=t),itis responsible for

the paradoxicaltem perature dependence ofthe p-value. In sum m ary,the largerthe tem perature,the

largeristhe absolute seism icity levelbutthe sm alleristhe p-value ofO m ori’slaw. M ore generally,

distinguishing between absolute and relative levelsisessentialwhen dealing with scale-invariantlaws.

The sam e paradoxicale�ect occurs for instance with fractaldim ensions: a large fractaldim ension
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doesnotnecessarily im ply a largedensity,since the density isthe productofan absolute term setting

the units and a scale-dependentpartfunction ofthe fractaldim ension: the fractaldim ension only

describesthe relative valuesofdensitiesattwo di�erentscales,nottheirabsolute values. Confusing

thesetwo contributionsto thedensity isoften donein thegeophysicalliteraturein which thedim ension

is incorrectly considered as a �rst-orderm easure ofdensity;in reality,itis only a relative m easure

com paring densitiesatdi�erentscales. To com e back to K isslingerand Jones[1991]’sobservations,

ratherthan largep-valuesassociated with largeheat
ows,we suggesta m orecom plicated dependence

involving a higherabsoluteseism icity leveland a weakerdependence ofp on the m ainshock m agnitude

asthe tem perature (heat
ow)increases. Everything being keptequal,asthe tem perature increases,

the p(M ) values are predicted to decrease. This m ay perhaps also explain the carefullaboratory

observationsofCarreker[1950]who showed forPt(platinium )thatthe strain rate exponentin creep

experim entsin the prim ary regim e decreaseswith tem perature. Som e othercom plicationscan occur

ifthe integraltim e scale T also dependson the tem perature,butifitisvery large aswe expect(at

leasta few years),itsvariation with the tem perature 1=� willnothavesigni�cantconsequencesforthe

seism icaftershock decay ratesstudied here.

Thedecreaseofp with increasing tem peraturehasbeen also docum ented in a num ericalsim ulation

ofthe sandpile m odelofChristensen and O lam i[1992]in which elem ents break by static fatigue

according to the rate (1)with (2). Itwasfound [Helm stetter,2002]thatthisdecrease ofp with T is

the opposite ofthe prediction ofthe standard therm alactivation m odelwhen neglecting interactions

between ruptureand thusresultsfundam entally from m ultiple interactionsbetween events.

6.5.2. M agnitude-dependence ofthe p-values in other w orks

The increase ofthe p-value with the m ainshock m agnitude im plies that aftershock sequences

oflarge events decay at a faster rate than aftershock sequences ofsm allevents. Yet,they have a

m uch largernum berofeventsand can thus be observed in generaloverlongertim es. According to

ouranalysis,m ainshocksofm agnitudesgoing from 5 and 7:5 (forwhich the O m orilaw isgenerally
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inverted),the averagep-valueincreasesfrom 0:9 to 1:2.These arethe typicalvaluesgenerally given in

the literature.O urdetection ofa system atic increaseofp(M L )wasonly m ade clearby extending the

rangeofm agnitudesoverwhich the O m orilaw istested.

There hasbeen only few attem ptsto try to correlatep-valuesofindividualaftershock tim e-series

with the m agnitude ofthe m ainshock (see [Kisslinger and Jones,1991],for exam ple,in which no

correlation wasfound which isnotsurprisingasouranalysisshowsthatonehasto stack m any sequences

following sim ilarm agnitude shocksin orderto average
uctuationsout). The only otherwork we are

aware,which usesstacked sequences,isthe one ofBohnenstiehletal. [2003]. These authorsstudied

the tim e-clustering ofeventsofm agnitude M > 3 along the M id-AtlanticRidge,using catalogsderived

from the detection ofT-waves. Each eventis quanti�ed using a source level(SL),expressed in dB

units,which isa logarithm icm easureofitssize.The earthquakecatalog isthen represented asa series

ofpointprocesseventslocated ateach earthquake’soccurrence tim e,whose powerspectrum can be

com puted and �tted with a powerlaw ofexponent�ps (they indeed use an Allan factoranalysisto

determ ine�ps).Tuning thedetection threshold SL0 ofevents,they notea tendency for�ps to decrease

asSL0 increases. Since the p-value isrelated to �ps by p = 1� �ps,then theirobservation con�rm s

thatp decreaseswith M (since,due to the G utenberg-Richterlaw,theirpower-spectrum isdom inated

by the statisticsrelated to the sm allestm agnitude eventsin the catalogue).

M ineso�erm eso-scalecrustallaboratoriesto study super�cialearthquakes.Thesizesofeventsare

m ostoften ofm agnitude 3 and lower. Asstated above,such eventstriggera few aftershocksso that

the recovery ofan O m orilaw requiresstacking m any events. M arsan etal. [1999]studied the tim e

clustering ofeventsin the Creighton m ine (O ntario,Canada),and builta stacked tim e-serieswhich is

equivalentto oursifwe considerthatthe size ofthe aftershock area aftereach eventisthe size ofthe

m ine itself. Despite the factthatthey did notrem ove shocksalready tagged asaftershocksfrom the

m ain eventslist(which isa m inordeparturefrom ourprocedureconsidering thesm allsizeofallevents),

they m easured p = 0:4.They do notm ention the m agnitude range ofeventsthey used in theirpaper,

butsuch a p-valuesuggests(from ourobservations)thatthe m ajority oftheirshockswould roughly be
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ofm agnitude 1� 3,which isa very reasonableprediction forsuch events.According to ourm odel,we

should also take into accountthe di�erence oftem perature to geta reliable quantitative com parison,

butthe low p-valuefound by M arsan etal.[1999]isalready in qualitativeagreem entwith ourm odel.

6.5.3. D ependence ofthe p-value on the shear and norm alstress com ponents

Them ultifractalstressactivation m odelm ay rationalizetheem piricalobservationsofa dependence

ofthep-valueon theshearand norm alstresscom ponents,which suggeststherelevanceof
uid pressure

[Scholz,2002].Thesepropertieswhich cannotbeaccounted forby theDieterich m odel[Dieterich,1994]

can naturally arisefrom the im pactof
uid pression on the stressredistribution.

6.5.4. D istribution ofseism ic rates and ofstress source strengths

O urm ultifractalstressactivation m odelcan be furtherfalsi�ed by com paring itsprediction ofthe

distribution ofseism ic ratesPr(�),once the distribution (12)ofstresssource strengthsand the stress

relaxation m em ory kernel(13)arespeci�ed.AsPr(�)seem sto be a powerlaw with exponent� � 1:5

[W ork in progress],thisseem sto im ply a truncation ofthe distribution ofthe stresssource strengths.

M orework isrequired to clarify thisissue and willbe reported elsewhere.

6.5.5. Im plications for prediction

Iftrue,our discovered m ultifractalO m orilaw has probably m any im portant im plications for

understanding earthquake patternsand forprediction,thatneed to be investigated in details. The

interplay between m agnitudeand decay ratefound hereleadsto new interpretationsofspatio-tem poral

patterns ofseism icity. In particular,this willshed lighton the underlying basis ofvariouspattern

recognition techniquesthattend to sortearthquakesin term softheirm agnitudes: according to our

theory,di�erentm agnitude classeswhich are controlled by the sam e underlying physicsgive rise to

distincttriggering signatures.
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6.5.6. Low er bounds for a m inim um earthquake m agnitude

Thereported dependences(42)and (43)ofp(M L )suggeststheexistenceofa lowerbound M m in for

the m inim um m agnitude ofearthquakeable to triggerotherevents.Indeed,from the condition p � 0,

we obtain M m in > � 2:3 using (42)and M m in > � 3:7 (43).The realuncertainty isdi�cultto estim ate

and isprobably ofthe orderofthe di�erence between these two values.Since there isno way we can

addressallknown and unknown system aticerrorterm sand uncertainties,the bestway to estim ate the

uncertainty isby com parison oftwo di�erentprocedureswith severaldi�erentim plem entation,aswe

havedone.Thisleadsto the estim ate M m in > � 3� 1.Note thatthe existenceofMm in doesnotim ply

thatthere areno earthquakesofsm allerm agnitudes,only thatthose sm allereventsdo notplay a role

in the triggering process(they do nottriggerotherevents).
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Figure 1. Num ericalevaluation ofthe norm alized 
(�)=
(� = c=T)(linearscale)de�ned by (31)asa

function of� = t=T (logarithm ic scale),forseveralpairs(�;�)which obey the condition �(1+ �)= 1

exactly,using c=T = 10� 6. W e verify the existence ofa lineardecay of
(t)in the variable lnt,which

quali�es an O m oripower law (36). Since the logarithm ofthe seism icity rate �(t) is proportionalto


 (with a coe�cient ofproportionality involving the inverse tem perature and the m agnitude ofthe

m ainshock),a linear behavior quali�es a power law decay ofthe seism ic rate,whose range is rather

sensitiveto the tem perature and the ratio c=T.
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Figure 2.Sam e asFig.1 forseveralvaluesof� at�xed � = 2,to show the sensitivity ofthe existence

ofa linear behavior of
(t) as a function oflnt for values of(�;�) which depart from the condition

�(1+ �) = 1. Depending on the tem perature and m ainshock m agnitude,a power law regim e for the

seism ic rate can be observed approxim ately overseveraldecadeseven forvaluesof(�;�)which depart

from the condition �(1+ �)= 1.
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Figure 3.Tim eevolution oftheyearly cum ulativem agnitudedistribution from 1932 to 2003 included,

obtained from theSouthern Californian earthquakescataloguewith revised m agnitudes(availableatthe

Southern California EarthquakeCenter).M agnitudesM L are given with a 0:1 resolution from 1932 to

present,in a zone roughly com prised within 32� to 37�N in latitude,and within � 114� to � 122� in

longitude.
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Figure 4. Cum ulative m agnitude distribution (CM D)fordi�erenttim e spansofthe SCEC catalogue

used tode�netheapproxim atelowestm agnitudeM L ofcom pleteness.TheCM D isapproxim atelylinear

for M L > 3 for the whole lifespan ofthe catalog,while it is linear for allm agnitudes largerthan 2:5

(respectively 2 and 1:5)forshocksafter1975 (respectively after1992 and 1994).
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Figure 9.p-valuesoftheO m orilaw (40)obtained by theproceduredescribed in thetextform ainshocks

(de�ned using the �rst declustering algorithm ) as a function ofthe m ain events’m agnitude,for the

di�erentsub-catalogsoflifespansgiven in the inset.
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Figure 10. Average p-values and error bars obtained from Figure 9 as described in the text. The

straightline isthe linear�twith p(M )= 0:12M L + 0:28.
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Figure 12.M axim um Likelihood Estim ation ofthep-value(form ula (44)with tU = 1 year,whiletwas

varied continuously from 10� 4 to 0:5 year)as a function oftfor the post-1932 sub-catalog,using the

�rstdeclustering technique,with R = 2L,fordi�erentm agnituderanges.
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Figure 13. Sam e asFigure 12 forthe post-1932 sub-catalog,using the second declustering technique,

with R = 2L,fordi�erentm agnitude ranges.
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Figure 14.Sam easFigure12forthepost-1994sub-catalog,using the�rstdeclusteringtechnique,with

R = 2L,fordi�erentm agnituderanges.
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Figure 15. Sam e asFigure 12 forthe post-1994 sub-catalog,using the second declustering technique,

with R = 2L,fordi�erentm agnitude ranges.
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Figure 16. Sam e asFigure 6 forthe synthetic catalog generated with the 3D ETAS m odel,using the

second declustering technique,with R = 2L,fordi�erentm agnituderanges.
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Figure 17.Sam easFigure12 forthesyntheticcatalog generated with the3D ETAS m odel.TheM LE

form ula (44)isapplied in a �nite tim e window from tto tU ,following the sam e m ethod asforthe real

catalogs. The upper value tU is 0:01 yearform agnitudes up to 3,0:1 yearfor the 3:5� 4 m agnitude

range,and 1 yearforlargerm agnituderanges,so asto m inim izebiasdueto the background seism icity.


