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M any naturalphenom ena exhibit power law behaviour in the distribution ofevent size. This

scaling issuccessfully reproduced by SelfO rganized Criticality (SO C).O n theotherhand,tem poral

occurrence in SO C m odels has a Poisson-like statistics, i.e. exponentialbehaviour in the inter-

eventtim e distribution,in contrastwith experim entalobservations.W e presenta SO C m odelwith

m em ory:eventsarenucleated notonly asa consequenceoftheinstantaneousvalueofthelocal�eld

with respectto the�ring threshold,buton thebasisofthewhole history ofthesystem .Them odel

isable to reproduce the com plex behaviourofinter-eventtim e distribution,in excellentagreem ent

with experim entalseism ic data.

After the pioneering work ofBak,Tang and W iesenfeld [1],SelfO rganized Criticality (SO C) has been proposed

as a successfulapproach to the understanding ofscaling behaviour in m any naturalphenom ena. The term SO C

usually refersto a m echanism ofslow energy accum ulation and fastenergy redistribution driving the system toward

a criticalstate. The prototype ofSO C system sis the sand-pile m odelin which particlesare random ly added on a

two dim ensionallattice. W hen the num ber ofparticles�i in the i-th site exceeds a threshold value �c,this site is

considered unstableand particlesareredistributed to nearestneighborsites.Ifin any ofthesesites�i > �c,a further

redistribution takes place propagating the avalanche. Border sites are dissipatives and discharge particles outside.

The system evolvestoward a criticalstate where the distribution ofavalanchesizesisa powerlaw obtained without

�ne tuning:no tunable param eterispresentin the m odel.The sim plicity ofthe m echanism atthe basisofSO C has

suggested thatm any physicaland biologicalphenom enacharacterized by powerlawsin thesizedistribution,represent

naturalrealizationsoftheSO C idea.Forinstance,SO C hasbeen proposed to m odelearthquakes[2,3],theevolution

ofbiologicalsystem s[4],solar
are occurrence [5],
uctuations in con�ned plasm a [6]snow avalanches[7]and rain

fall[8].

M oreover,SO C m odelscan be also considered ascellularautom ata generating stochastic sequencesofevents.An

im portantquantity showing evidence oftim e correlationsin a sequence isthe distribution oftim e intervalsbetween

successiveevents.De�ning �tasthetim e elapsed between theend ofan avalancheand thestarting ofthenextone,

for the sand-pile m odelone obtainsthat �tis exponentially distributed [9]. This behaviourrevealsthe absence of

correlationsbetween events typicalofa Poissonian process. Conversely the inter-eventtim e distribution N (�t) of

m any physicalphenom ena hasa non-exponentialshape,as for instance in the case ofearthquakes[10],solar
ares

[9]and con�ned plasm a [11]. The failure in the description oftem poraloccurrence isgenerally considered the m ain

restriction forthe applicability ofSO C ideasto the description ofthe abovephenom ena.

In this letter we address the problem ofintroducing tim e correlations within SO C and,in order to validate our

m odel,we com pare our results with experim entalrecordsfrom seism ic catalogs. Seism icity is considered here as a

typicalphysicalprocesswith powerlaw in the size distribution butalso strong correlationsbetween events. In this

case,thesand pilem odelcan bedirectly m apped [12{14]in theBurridge-K nopo� m odel,proposed forthedescription

ofearthquake occurrence. In thism odela continentalplate isrepresented asa seriesofblocksinterconnected with

each otherand with a rigid driverplateby springs,then thequantity �i representstheglobalforceacting on thei-th

block and �c thethreshold forslippage.W eintroducem em ory within theSO C context:thelocalinstability depends

notonly on the instantaneousvalue �i buton the whole history ofenergy accum ulation. O urm em ory ingredientis

analogousto recentideas[15]introduced forthe understanding ofearthquakeinteractions.

The�rstobservation ofcorrelationsbetween earthquakes,datesback to O m ori[16]who suggested thatearthquakes

tend to occur in clusters tem porally located after m ain events: the num ber ofaftershocks following a m ain event

after a tim e t,r(t),decays as a power law r(t) � 1=t. Furtherm ore,a large earthquake produces also an abrupt

m odi�cation in seism icactivity acrossa widespread area[17].A strikingexam pleofthisrem otetriggeringm echanism

is the Landers earthquake ofm agnitude 7.3 occurred in 1992,which triggered three hours later the 6.5 m agnitude

event in the town ofBig Bear on a di�erent fault,together with a generalincrease in activity across m uch ofthe

W estern United States.A clearunderstanding ofthephysicalprocessesresponsibleforthisbehaviourisstilllacking:

the non-localtriggering m echanism cannotbe explained in term sofstatic stresschangesresponsible foraftershocks

and one m ustinvokenon linearinteractionsto m odify the friction law on rem otefaults[17,19,18,15].

The inter-tim e distribution com binesboth the e�ectofthe localclustering ofthe aftershockssequence described

by the O m orilaw,with the rem ote triggering m echanism involving largerdistances. The presence ofboth features
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giveriseto an intertim edistribution N (�t)thatisnota powerlaw buthasa m orecom plex shape[20].Nevertheless,

Corralhasshown thatthisshapeisquiteindependenton thegeographicalregion and them agnituderangeconsidered

[10]. Thisobservation indicatesthatN (�t)isa fundam entalquantity to characterize the tem poraldistributionsof

earthquakes.

Hereweintroducewithin SO C anon localm echanism foreventnucleation.In ourapproach seism icfracturedepends

on a collective behaviourofthe earth crust: the triggering ofa new eventis determ ined by the com bined e�ect of

theincreasein thestaticstresstogetherwith thelocalweakening in a faultdueto theloading globalhistory.To this

extent,weconsidera squarelatticeofsizeL,each sitebeing characterized notonly by thevalueofthelocalstress�i

butalso by a site-counterci thatrepresentsthelocalm em ory.Att= 0 localstressesareassigned atrandom between

�c � z and �c,where z isthe lattice coordination num berand �c > z,whereasci israndom ly setbetween zero and

one. The sim ulation proceeds asfollows. At each tim e tallsites are loaded with an uniform ly increasing external

stress,by adding oneunitto all�i’s,and the localvariablepi isde�ned as

pi =
(�i� �c + z)

z
if �c � z � �i � �c (1)

whereas pi = 1 if�i > �c and pi = 0 if�i < �c � z. Then at each site the quantity �i =
(1� ci)
pi

is evaluated,

m easuring the localinstability with respectto slippage,and itsm inim um value in the system ,�m in,isfound. This

valueindicatesthesitem ostsusceptibleto seism icfailurebecauseofboth thehigh localstressatthatinstantoftim e

and the cum ulated history ofloadssaved into the countersci.If�m in islargerthan a criticalvalue �c,allcounters

areupdated as

c
new
i = c

old
i + �m inpi (2)

Then the externalstressisuniform ly loaded atconstantrate and ateach step the new value of�m in in the system

isevaluated and Eq.(2)applied. Assoon as�m in < �c,the site iwith �i = �m in becom esthe epicenterwhere the

earthquake nucleates and its counter is set to zero. O ther sites with �m in < �i < �c are considered stable unless

involved in the fracture propagation. This choice is expression offracture being a phenom enon controlled by the

extrem evalue statistics.

W hen a site nucleatesan earthquake,itdischargeselastic energy uniform ly by the transferofa unitstressto all

nearestneighbours,asin the sand pile m odel. The processgoeson letting unstable sites,characterized by �i < �c,

dischargeenergy and in thisway propagating the seism ic eventfartherand fartherfrom the epicenter.Thecounters

ofalldischarging sitesaresetto zero during theevolution,whereascountersofallothersitesareupdated attheend

according to Eq.(2)with the actualvalue of�m in.Energy back-
ow allowsto activate sitesfound stable during the

forward propagation triggeringfurtherenergy redistributions.Attheend oftheprocesstheexternalload isincreased

again atconstantrateuntilanothereventtakesplace.

The updating rule (2) is equivalent to consider a tim e dependent friction law [19],whose evolution is controlled

notonly by the localstate atprevioustim esbutalso by the instability condition forthe whole system .Eq.(2)then

introduces long range interactions and rem ote triggering by m eans of�m in,since allsites in the system ,even far

from theepicenter,sharethiscom m on inform ation.Them orea siteisstressed (high pi),thestrongeritwillreactto

thisinform ation.W e havechecked thatourresultsaresubstantially unchanged ifEq.(2)isapplied to a �nite region

ofsize l< L centered in the site with �i = �m in,for large enough l. A breaking rule sim ilarto Eq. (2)has been

successfulin providing a good description ofthe propagation ofstresscorrosion cracks[21],a fractureprocesswhere

localm echanicalresistanceofm aterialsisweakened in tim e by chem icalagents.

It is possible to calculate in a m ean �eld approxim ation the fraction ofactive sites as function oftim e. This

approxim ation is based on the assum ption that the externalstress is kept �xed and therefore can describe the

behaviourofthe system only atshorttim e scales.Asa consequence ofthishypothesis,the fraction ofactivesitesis

related to the rateofoccurrenceofaftershocks,r(t),happening overtim e scalesshorterthan the characteristictim e

oftheloading m echanism .Letusconsiderateach tim etand each sitethequantity qi(t)= 1� �i for0 � �i � 1 and

qi(t)= 0 for�i > 1.According to Eq.(2)onehas,atconstantload condition,thatthevalueofqi(t)atthenexttim e

step isgiven by qi(t+ 1)= qi(t)+ �m in,ifthei-th sitedoesnotdischargeenergy and qi(t+ 1)= 0 otherwise.Hence,

the statisticalaverageis

hqi(t+ 1)i=
�

hqi(t)i+ h�m ini

�

P
s
i(t) (3)

with P s
i(t)the probability forthe site ito be stable attim e t.Since,the spatialaverage,q(t)=

1

L 2

P L
2

i= 1
qi(t),isan

estim ate ofthe fraction ofsitesthatcould becom e active atthe nexttim e step,q(t)isthe probability fora generic

site to be unstable at tim e tand then q(t)’ 1� Psi(t). In the hypothesis �m in � �i,valid for a system close to
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triggeran event,one can neglect�m in in Eq.(3). Finally,supposing that qi(t) is a self-averaging quantity one has

q(t+ 1)’ q(t)
�

1� q(t)
�

,which givesthe O m orilaw q(t)� t� 1.

In orderto evaluatethecom pleteinter-tim edistribution N (�t),wenum erically generatea largestatisticsofevents

and calculate the tim e distance between every couple ofsuccessive eventsinvolving m ore than one single site. Fig.1

shows,the experim entaland the num ericaldata for �c = 0:9 and L = 500. By re-scaling the num ericalwaiting

tim ewith an appropriateconstantvalue,ourdata providea very good agreem entwith theexperim entaldistribution

from the Southern California Catalogue [22],whereasthe originalSO C m odelexhibitsexponentialdecay. W e have

m onitored the behaviourofthe distribution fordi�erentvaluesof�c (Fig.2):For�c � 0:3,an exponentialdecay is

observed whereasforinterm ediate valuesof�c a com plex behaviourstartsto setin. For�c � 0:7 the data follow a

unique universalcurve.

In orderto fully validate the theoreticalideasofourm odel,we have also analyzed otherstatisticalpropertiesof

seism iccatalogues:energy and epicentersdistancedistributions.The energy releasein an earthquakeisexpressed in

term softhe m agnitude,which isproportionalto the logarithm ofthe fractured area A

M = kLog(A)+ M m in (4)

where M m in isa constantdepending on the area units.The G utenberg-Richterlaw im pliesthatN (M ),the num ber

ofearthquakeswith m agnitude M ,followsan exponentiallaw [23]

N (M )� 10
� bM

(5)

wherebisan experim entalconstantgenerallyclosetoone.In ordertocom pareournum ericalresultswith experim ental

data,weevaluatethem agnitudeofan eventusing Eq.(4)with A being thenum berofdischarging sitesand k ’ 0:65

asfortheSouthern California Catalogue.Thechoiceofthem inim um m agnitudeM m in isarbitrary sinceitisrelated

to the unit cellarea,and in our case we set M m in = 2. The m agnitude distribution,after an initialtransient at

sm allm agnitudes(M < 3),followsthe expected exponentialbehaviourofthe G utenberg-Richterlaw (Fig.3)overa

m agnitude range increasing with the system size L. Strong 
uctuationsobserved atlarge M forsm allsystem sizes

are �nite size e�ects. The value ofthe best �t exponent b depends on the param eter �c and becom es param eter

independent for �c � 0:7, where b � 0:84 (inset Fig.3). Com paring our num ericalresults with the data from

the California Catalogue (Fig.4)good agreem entis found between the experim entalbest �t value bexp � 0:86 and

num ericalprediction. In the non conservative case,SO C also provides good agreem entwith the experim entalsize

distribution [14].

Seism ic cataloguesalso record the spatialcoordinatesofearthquake epicentres. W e num erically evaluate the cu-

m ulativedistribution ofdistancebetween allpossiblecoupleofeventsata distancesm allerthan d,N (d).W e obtain

a power law behaviour with an exponent equalto 1.84. Agreem ent with experim entaldata is observed for sm all

distances.N (d)calculated forthe originalSO C m odelprovidessim ilarresults.

It is worth noticing that the behaviour ofallexperim entaldistributions is reproduced by num ericalsim ulations

withoutany �ne tuning,i.e.num ericalresultsareparam eterindependentfor�c > 0:7.

The com plex seism ic activity over large regions of the world is controlled by both localstress redistributions,

generating aftershocks,and long range load transfer in the surrounding crust. In our approach these m echanism s

are sim ply im plem ented in self-consistentlocallawscontaining long range m em ory ofstress history. A large event

could then increasethe seism icactivity by inducing globalweakening in the system ,orelsecould even inhibitfuture

earthquakesby resetting the localm em ory.Thisglobalm em ory ingredientcould correspond to a variety ofphysical

m echanism sinducing weakening in tim e forrealfaults[24],asstresscorrosion [21],faultgauge deterioration [25]or

porepressurevariation [26].

W e have considered earthquake triggering asan exam ple ofphysicalproblem sin which tim e correlationsare ex-

trem ely im portant. W e suggestthat this SO C m odelwith m em ory m ay be relevantfor other physicalphenom ena

described by a SO C approach and exhibiting a non-exponentialdecay in the inter-tim e distribution [9].
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FIG .1. (Color online) The norm alized waiting tim e distribution N (�t) between successive events for experim entaland

num ericaldata forourm odeland theoriginalSO C m odel.D ata forourm odelcorrespond to 2500 eventsin 3000 con�gurations

ofsystem sizeL = 500 with �c = 0:9.Tim eism easured in secondsand allnum ericalwaiting tim esarerescaled by theconstant

factor190.
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FIG .2. (Color online) Inter-event tim e distribution for 2500 events in 1000 con�gurations of system size L = 100 and

di�erentvaluesof�c.
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G utenberg-Richterlaw,Eq.(5),asa function of�c.
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