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W e Investigate a recent suggestion that the spatial distribbution of earthquake
hypocenters m akes a fractal set w ith a structure and fractal din ensionality close to
those of the badkbone of critical percolation clusters, by analyzing four di erent sets
of data for the hypocenter distributions and calculating the dynam ical properties of
the geom etricaldistrioution such asthe spectraldin ension ds. W e nd that the value
ofdy is consistent w ith that ofthe badckbone, thus supporting further the identi cation

of the hypocenter distribution as having the structure of the percolation badkbone.
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T wo In portant and related phenom ena In natural rock m asses are earthquakes and
the nucleation and propagation of fractures. E arthquakes are the result of a serdes of
com plex phenom ena nvolving the interaction between stress concentration and uid

ow , and have been the sub Ect of considerable recent Interest [L{7]. T hey have been
proposed [B{5] to be related to selforganized critical phenomena (SOCP), in that
they are the product of a dynam icalm any-body system that reaches a critical state
without netuning is param eters. Such system s reach a stationary critical state
which is characterized by spatial and tem poral correlations that follow powerdaw s
w ithout any Intrinsic length or tin e scales. A though the connection between earth—
quakes and SOCP has ld to a desper understanding of earthquake phencm enon,
a clear geom etrical Interpretation of the spatial distrbution of earthquakes, which
is essential for constructing realistic spatial and tem poral correlation fiinctions for
earthquakes, was Jacking until recently. O n the other hand, m ost natural rodk m asses
contain Jarge fractures, in the orm ofa com plex and interconnected network [B], the
presence of which is crucial to the higher production of oil from underground reser—
voirs, generation ofheat and vapor from geothemm al reservoirs, and the developm ent
of groundwater resources. It had been argued [[] that the spatial distrbution of
earthquakes is closely related to the structure of fracture netw orks In rocks. H owever,
this connection had not been quantitatively established.

In a recent paper [§] a quantitative connection was proposad betw een the structure
of fracture netw orks and the spatial distribution of earthquakes. A nalyzing extensive
geologicaldata and using com puter sin ulation m odels of fracture [LQ], it wasproposed
that bhrge s;ak fracture networks (order of kilom eters) of heterogeneous rocks are
fractal sets whose structures are sim ilar to critical percolation clusters w ith a fractal
dim ensionality f[]11ds * 2:5. M oreover, since earthquake hypocenters are usually
on fracture and fault networks of rocks, they have to belong to the active part of
the netw orks where large scale defom ations and stress tranam ission take place, ie.,
earthquake hypocenters have to belong to the backlbone of fracture netw orks. ITndeed,
the analysis [§] of four di erent sets of data for the spatialdistroution of earthquake
hypocenters indicated that the centersare on a fractalset w ith a fractaldin ensionality
de ' 18, close to that of the backbone [[3] of three-din ensional critical percolation

cluster.



A Though the closeness of the fractal din ensionalities suggests the connection be-
tween the earthquake hypocenter distribbution and the percolation backbone, it isnot
entirely conclusive, since two fractal sets m ay have the sam e fractal din ensionality
but rather di erent structures. In this article we further explore this connection
by caloulating som e dynam ical properties of the fractal structures of the earthquake
hypocenter distribution and by com paring them w ith those of the percolation back—
bone.

W e have taken four seign ic data sets from four di erent regions in Southem Cali-
fomia, nam ely, San A ndreas{E Isihore (SA {EL), Park eld, W hittier, and Upland (see
Tabkfl) . Two of these are the sam e ones as analyzed In [§] for the fractaldin ension-
ality de and the othertwo are also essentially the sam e exospt forthem inor additions
of data points. In order to test the hypothesis that the distrbution of hypocenters
form s a structure sim ilar to that of, say, the lattioce nodes contained In a percolation
badkbone created on that lattics, what we need to do rst is to place the earthquake
centers on a ctitious lattice network. Then we can investigate the dynam ical (@nd
static) properties of this connected network, the nodes of which are the earthquake
hypocenters. Physically, we would expect this ctitious network to correspond in
som e way to the actual fracture netw ork on which the earthquake locationsm ust lie;
however, for the present analysis, it is inm aterial whether there is a direct corre-
soondence between the supposed connected network and the actual fractures in the
rocks.

Thus, we st transform the hypocenter distribution data by a form of coarse
gralning; ie., the data points expressed In (X;y;z) coordinates In integer units of
100m are lnearly scaled to bring the outlying points closer and In the process those
points that &1l wihin a given distance from eadh other are replaced by a singlke
point. A rmiving at integer coordinates in units of arbitrary lattice constant (in all
casesw ithin the volum e 0of 50 50 50), we then overlay the connectivity ofa sin ple
cubic lattice, either only to the rst neighbors or up to further neighbors. W hen
this is done, the network of lattice nodes typically breaks up into m any disconnected
clusters, m ost of which are tiny but there is always one cluster which is com posad
of the buk of the nodes in the network. W e focus on this Jargest connected cluster

In all cases and study its dynam ical and static properties. O f coursse, we must m ake



sure that this transform ation of the original data has not distorted their geom etrical
characteristics; we w ill discuss som e checks on this point later on. T he param eters of
this transform ation are also given .n Tablk[l.

By the dynam ical properties, we m ean the properties associated w ith di usion on
the connected cluster if the cluster were used as the channel for di usion (or random
wak). By the m apping between di usion and vibration [[J], we m ay equivalently
characterize this work as studying the vibrational spectrum of an elastic network
having the sam e geom etric structure as our cluster. Thus, eg., the probability P (t)
ofa random walk on this cluster to retum to its starting point after t steps is related
to the vibrational density of states of the corresponding elastic network by a Laplace
transorm [[3]. However, it is inportant to keep In m ind that all of this is sin ply
a toolin this case to characterize the geom etrical structure of the distribution of the
earthquake hypocenters and has nothing to do w ith the vibration ofthe rocksper s=.)

In tem s of the random walk problem , the spectral dim ension ds and the random

wak dim ension d, [[1, [3] can be de ned by the relations:

P () t =2 1)
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where R (t) is the root-m ean-square digplacem ent of the random walk in tinet. How—
ever, rather than sin ulating random walks to calculate dg and d,, , i is in m any ways
sin pler to perform the spectral analysis as suggested by the vibbration {di usion m ap—
ping. W e do this ©llow ing the method of Ref. [[4, [[§] by rst constructing the
hopping prokability m atrix W where W ;5 is the probability for the random walker to
hop from site j to iper tim e step and then diagonalizihg W to obtain eigenvalues
and eigenvectors near them axin um eigenvalue w ith high accuracy. To be speci ¢, we
use the socalled blind antm odel of the random walk @], forwhich W is symm etric
and the diagonal temm s are generally non—zero, but the speci ¢ choice of the random
walk kinetics is irrelevant for our purposes. Once the diagonalization is done, we
com pute two quantities, the density of eigenvalues n ( ) and a certain function ()
(Which is the product of n ( ) and som e coe cient determ ined when the stationary

initial state distrbution is expanded in tem s of the eigenvectors of W [L7]). These



functions are expected to behave, asym ptotically near = 1 [[§], as

n() in f 1 3)
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The results of tting the transform ed data to Eq.@) ord, are shown .n Fig. 1,
where n () from two of the four data sets (SA {EL and W hittier) is plotted aganst
jIn jin a doublk logarithm ic plot and the respective linear least squares tsare also
drawn. Clearly the data scatter fairly widely and the exponent estin ates are not
expected to be very accurate. (The ram aining two data sets have slightly greater
data scatter but with com parable slopes.) Nonetheless, the central estin ates of the
slopes from the four sets (only two are shown for clarty) point to a value in the
rangeofds /' 148 to 129 wih the tto the largest data sst by far (SA {EL) yielding
ds ” 1419 0:43. On the other hand, estin ating d, from these data ismuch m ore
di cul because of the much greater data scatter for (). Consequently, we do
not m ake num erical estin ates of d, but rather only state the result that the w idely
scatterad data are nonetheless consistent w ith the backbone values ofd,, in the sense
that sin ilar ttihg procedure yields exponent ranges w ell encom passing the badkbone
value. W e summ arize the exponent estin ates in Table [ where the error estin ates
are sin ply from the least squares tting and do not take into acoount any nite size
e ects or other system atic errors that m ay be present.

These estin ates are clearly consistent with the corresponding exponent d for
the backbone of the three din ensional critical percolation cluster: the latter can be
obtained from the scaling relation [L§]

s 2k ok ;
S @ 2+& d+ = ©)
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Here the superscript B denotes the backbone, and aretheDC conductivity and
correlation length exponents, respectively, and the error In the num erical value is
from the uncertainty in = (¢ 227 003 [§) and n & ¢ 175 004 BI)).
A though there are m ore recent estin ates of = , eg., by combining the results of
D uering and Rom an [[9] and of G rassoerger PJ], thiswould give = ’ 2:34 0408,

consistent w ith but less accurate than the result we use. A 1so a m ore recent estin ate



of & P3] kads to a slightly higher & but still clearly distihguishabl from the full
percolation cluster value ofdi r 1328 0006 @]. (U nfortunately, we do not know
of any direct calculations of &2, and as is often the case with quantities cbtained
through oom plicated scaling relations, the error given above may be signi cantly
underestin ated.)

T he transform ed data form relatively sm all connected clusters and thus i m ay
be prudent to com pare these results w ith sin ilarly sized single percolation badkbones
obtained by direct smulation on a simpl cubic hattice. In Fig. 2, the density of
statesn () from three data sets are plotted for: (@) a backbone cluster of 287 sites,
(o) a cluster of 270 sites obtained by scaling by a factor of 05 from a larger backbone
cluster o£ 619 sites, and (c) a fullpercolation cluster of 344 sites (allat the percolation
threshold p.). It can be seen that In both cases (@) and (), the scatter of data
are com parablk to the transfom ed earthquake data in Fig. 1 and the slopes are
also very sin ilar. M oreover, the data (c) has signi cantly less scatter and shows a
clearly di erent slope, corresponding to the full percolation cluster value ofdg. This

gure thus show s that our transform ed earthquake data have a very sin ilar behavior
characteristic of a am all backbone cluster and that the scaling transfomm ation used
to transform the data apparently does not a ect the characteristic powerJdaw of the
density of states.

As a further check of the possbl e ects of the transform ation applied to the
earthquake data, we have m easured the fractal din ension d¢ of the earthquake data
before and afterthe transform ation . Forthispurpose, we use the box countingm ethod
@, @] where the m ninum number N (L) of cubes of side L. required to cover the
data points com pltely are m easured. W e then obtain an estin ate of df from the
relation N (L) L % . The num erical estin ates ofd; are given in Tab]eE, where the

ttihg regions roughly correspond to those used in Ref. Q] for the orighaldata and
the Iower cuto s in the transform ed data are obtained by using the scale factors of
Tabk[]. From these, we can see clearly that the fractaldin ension of the earthquake
data isnot signi cantly a ected by the scaling and identi cation ofa single connected
cluster from am ong the data points based on im posed connectivity to either the rst
(for the SA {EL data) or the second neighbor distances (for the ram aining data).

Tt would be interesting, as a com plam entary task, to look for the dependence of



the behavior of n ( ) on the cluster size for the an all critical backbone clusters. For
an asym ptotically Jarge backbone, we cbviously expect results consistent w ith Eq.(§) .
However, systam atic tendency In nite size e ects is usually observable only when a
large num ber of realizations of the nite size system s are averaged. T hus, for singke
an all clusters, the cluster to cluster uctuations are very large and m oreovern ( ) for
an individual cluster is not a very am ooth function of jin Jj so that it isdi cult to
analyze forany system atic nite size e ects. Indeed, tw o particularbadckbone clusters
of 287 and 297 sites (on 24° grids) gave the slope of 0:39 006 and 043 003,
respectively, in a plot like Fig. 2, while those of 619 and 588 sites (on 36° grids) gave
theslopeof 039 003 and 043 003, regpectively. For larger clustersof1018 and
1005 sites (on 48° grids), and taking the range to include them axinum  after unity,
the corresponding slopeswere 045 005and 043 004, respectively. Since the
purpose of the present work is to dem onstrate the sin ilarity of the earthquake data
and singk badkbone clusters of corresponding size, we defer the systam atic study of
such nite size e ects to a future work.

In summ ary, we have presented the analysis of the dynam icalproperties ofthe geo—
m etric netw ork represented by the four earthquake hypocenter distributions in South-
em Califomia. M ainly based on the good agreem ent between the m easured spectral
din ension dg and fractaldim ension de and those of the critical percolation backbone
in three dim ensions, we believe the case supporting the idea that these earthquake
distributions lie on the percolation badkbone has been strengthened. Clarly, it is
desirable to establish that the physical network of active fractures is properly rep—
resented by the connectivity we im posed in this calculation. A though we have not
done this, we believe that this idea has su cient supporting evidence now to deserve

further attention.
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FIGURES

Fig. 1: Density ofeigenvaluesn ( ) from the data setsderived from SA {EL ( ) and
W hittier 2 ) regions are shown in doubl logarithm ic plot against jIn j. The
least square tted lneshave slopesof 041 0:07and 037 009, respectively.

Fig. 2: Density of eigenvalues ng ( ) from com parably sized badckbone and fiill per-
colation clusters at p.. The symbols , 2, and oorresoond to a badkbone
clister of 287 sites, a cluster 0of 270 sites obtained by linear scaling from a larger
badkbone cluster, and a full percolation cluster of 344 sites, regoectively. The
linear keast squares tting yields lnesw ith slopesof 039 0:06 (solid line for

), 040 011 dash-dotted lne or2),and 036 0:03 (dashed line for
).
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TABLES

Tabl 1: Bref descriptions of the four earthquake hypocenter distributions and the
transform ations used to obtain the connected lattice clusters used in the analysis.
T he last colum n indicates the connectivity In posed up to the Indicated neighboring

distance. Each event represents an earthquake w ith m agnitude greater than unity.

R egion Range (100m ) Events Scal Factors Sies Connectivity
SA{EL 934 1823 210 2004 0025 0025 0025 419 1
Park ed 145 168 154 885 025 025 025 326 2
W hitier 129 145 210 224 0:125 0425 0075 140 2
Upland 139 156 182 291 0:125 0425 02 129 2

Tabl 2: Num erical estin ates of the exponents dr for the earthquake data before
and after the scaling/oconnection transform ation, and that of dg for the transform ed

cluster. E rror estim ates are only the least squares tting errors.

Region dr (orgihal) df (transform ed) ds

SA{EL 172 003 175 004 119 013
Park ed 1776 003 169 0208 129 020
W hitier 1:73 003 192 0116 126 017
Upland 1:79 002 172 011 118 037

11



