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W e investigate a recent suggestion that the spatialdistribution ofearthquake

hypocentersm akesa fractalsetwith a structure and fractaldim ensionality close to

thoseofthebackboneofcriticalpercolation clusters,by analyzing fourdi�erentsets

ofdata forthe hypocenterdistributionsand calculating the dynam icalpropertiesof

thegeom etricaldistribution such asthespectraldim ension ds.W e�nd thatthevalue

ofds isconsistentwith thatofthebackbone,thussupportingfurthertheidenti�cation

ofthehypocenterdistribution ashaving thestructureofthepercolation backbone.
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Twoim portantandrelated phenom enainnaturalrockm assesareearthquakesand

thenucleation and propagation offractures.Earthquakesaretheresultofa seriesof

com plex phenom ena involving theinteraction between stressconcentration and 
uid


ow,and havebeen thesubjectofconsiderablerecentinterest[1{7].They havebeen

proposed [3{5]to be related to self-organized criticalphenom ena (SOCP),in that

they are the productofa dynam icalm any-body system thatreachesa criticalstate

without �ne-tuning its param eters. Such system s reach a stationary criticalstate

which is characterized by spatialand tem poralcorrelations that follow power-laws

withoutany intrinsiclength ortim escales.Although theconnection between earth-

quakes and SOCP has led to a deeper understanding ofearthquake phenom enon,

a clear geom etricalinterpretation ofthe spatialdistribution ofearthquakes,which

is essentialfor constructing realistic spatialand tem poralcorrelation functions for

earthquakes,waslackinguntilrecently.On theotherhand,m ostnaturalrock m asses

contain largefractures,in theform ofa com plex and interconnected network [8],the

presence ofwhich iscrucialto the higherproduction ofoilfrom underground reser-

voirs,generation ofheatand vaporfrom geotherm alreservoirs,and thedevelopm ent

ofgroundwater resources. It had been argued [1]that the spatialdistribution of

earthquakesisclosely related tothestructureoffracturenetworksin rocks.However,

thisconnection had notbeen quantitatively established.

In arecentpaper[9]aquantitativeconnection wasproposed between thestructure

offracturenetworksand thespatialdistribution ofearthquakes.Analyzing extensive

geologicaldataand usingcom putersim ulation m odelsoffracture[10],itwasproposed

that large scale fracture networks (order ofkilom eters) ofheterogeneous rocks are

fractalsetswhosestructuresaresim ilarto criticalpercolation clusterswith a fractal

dim ensionality [11]df ’ 2:5. M oreover,since earthquake hypocenters are usually

on fracture and fault networks ofrocks,they have to belong to the active part of

the networkswhere largescale deform ationsand stresstransm ission take place,i.e.,

earthquakehypocentershaveto belong to thebackboneoffracturenetworks.Indeed,

theanalysis[9]offourdi�erentsetsofdata forthespatialdistribution ofearthquake

hypocentersindicated thatthecentersareonafractalsetwithafractaldim ensionality

df ’ 1:8,close to thatofthe backbone [12]ofthree-dim ensionalcriticalpercolation

cluster.

2



Although theclosenessofthefractaldim ensionalitiessuggeststheconnection be-

tween theearthquakehypocenterdistribution and thepercolation backbone,itisnot

entirely conclusive,since two fractalsetsm ay have the sam e fractaldim ensionality

but rather di�erent structures. In this article we further explore this connection

by calculating som e dynam icalpropertiesofthe fractalstructuresofthe earthquake

hypocenterdistribution and by com paring them with those ofthe percolation back-

bone.

W ehavetaken fourseism icdata setsfrom fourdi�erentregionsin Southern Cali-

fornia,nam ely,San Andreas{Elsinore(SA{EL),Park�eld,W hittier,and Upland (see

Table1).Two ofthesearethesam eonesasanalyzed in [9]forthefractaldim ension-

ality df and theothertwoarealsoessentially thesam eexceptforthem inoradditions

ofdata points. In orderto testthe hypothesis thatthe distribution ofhypocenters

form sa structuresim ilarto thatof,say,thelatticenodescontained in a percolation

backbonecreated on thatlattice,whatweneed to do �rstisto placetheearthquake

centerson a �ctitiouslattice network. Then we can investigate the dynam ical(and

static)propertiesofthisconnected network,the nodesofwhich are the earthquake

hypocenters. Physically,we would expect this �ctitious network to correspond in

som eway to theactualfracturenetwork on which theearthquakelocationsm ustlie;

however,for the present analysis,it is im m aterialwhether there is a direct corre-

spondence between the supposed connected network and the actualfracturesin the

rocks.

Thus,we �rst transform the hypocenter distribution data by a form ofcoarse

graining;i.e.,the data points expressed in (x;y;z) coordinates in integer units of

100m arelinearly scaled to bring theoutlying pointscloserand in theprocessthose

points that fallwithin a given distance from each other are replaced by a single

point. Arriving at integer coordinates in units ofarbitrary lattice constant (in all

caseswithin thevolum eof50� 50� 50),wethen overlay theconnectivity ofasim ple

cubic lattice,either only to the �rst neighbors or up to further neighbors. W hen

thisisdone,thenetwork oflatticenodestypically breaksup into m any disconnected

clusters,m ost ofwhich are tiny but there is always one cluster which is com posed

ofthe bulk ofthe nodesin the network. W e focuson thislargestconnected cluster

in allcasesand study itsdynam icaland static properties.Ofcourse,we m ustm ake
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surethatthistransform ation oftheoriginaldata hasnotdistorted theirgeom etrical

characteristics;wewilldiscusssom echeckson thispointlateron.Theparam etersof

thistransform ation arealso given in Table1.

By thedynam icalproperties,wem ean thepropertiesassociated with di�usion on

theconnected clusteriftheclusterwereused asthechannelfordi�usion (orrandom

walk). By the m apping between di�usion and vibration [13],we m ay equivalently

characterize this work as studying the vibrationalspectrum ofan elastic network

having the sam e geom etric structure asourcluster. Thus,e.g.,the probability P(t)

ofa random walk on thisclusterto return to itsstarting pointaftertstepsisrelated

to thevibrationaldensity ofstatesofthecorresponding elasticnetwork by a Laplace

transform [13]. (However,itisim portantto keep in m ind thatallofthisissim ply

a toolin thiscaseto characterizethegeom etricalstructureofthedistribution ofthe

earthquakehypocentersand hasnothingtodowith thevibration oftherocksperse.)

In term softherandom walk problem ,thespectraldim ension ds and therandom

walk dim ension dw [11,12]can bede�ned by therelations:

P(t) � t
� ds=2 (1)

R(t) � t
1=dw ; (2)

whereR(t)istheroot-m ean-squaredisplacem entoftherandom walk in tim et.How-

ever,ratherthan sim ulating random walksto calculateds and dw,itisin m any ways

sim plerto perform thespectralanalysisassuggested by thevibration{di�usion m ap-

ping. W e do this following the m ethod ofRef. [14,15]by �rst constructing the

hopping probability m atrix W where W ij istheprobability fortherandom walkerto

hop from sitej to ipertim estep and then diagonalizing W to obtain eigenvalues�

and eigenvectorsnearthem axim um eigenvaluewith high accuracy.Tobespeci�c,we

usetheso-called blind antm odeloftherandom walk [16],forwhich W issym m etric

and thediagonalterm saregenerally non-zero,butthespeci�c choiceoftherandom

walk kinetics is irrelevant for our purposes. Once the diagonalization is done,we

com pute two quantities,the density ofeigenvaluesn(�)and a certain function �(�)

(which isthe productofn(�)and som e coe�cient determ ined when the stationary

initialstate distribution isexpanded in term softhe eigenvectorsofW [17]).These
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functionsareexpected to behave,asym ptotically near� = 1 [15],as

n(�) � jln�jds=2� 1 (3)

�(�) � jln�j1� 2=dw : (4)

The resultsof�tting the transform ed data to Eq.(3)fords are shown in Fig.1,

where n(�)from two ofthe fourdata sets(SA{EL and W hittier)isplotted against

jln�jin a doublelogarithm icplotand therespectivelinearleastsquares�tsarealso

drawn. Clearly the data scatter fairly widely and the exponent estim ates are not

expected to be very accurate. (The rem aining two data sets have slightly greater

data scatterbutwith com parable slopes.) Nonetheless,the centralestim atesofthe

slopes from the four sets (only two are shown for clarity) point to a value in the

rangeofds ’ 1:18 to 1:29 with the�tto thelargestdata setby far(SA{EL)yielding

ds ’ 1:19� 0:13. On the otherhand,estim ating dw from these data ism uch m ore

di�cult because ofthe m uch greater data scatter for �(�). Consequently, we do

notm ake num ericalestim atesofdw butratheronly state the resultthatthe widely

scattered data arenonethelessconsistentwith thebackbonevaluesofdw in thesense

thatsim ilar�ttingprocedureyieldsexponentrangeswellencom passing thebackbone

value. W e sum m arize the exponent estim ates in Table 2 where the errorestim ates

aresim ply from theleastsquares�tting and do nottakeinto accountany �nitesize

e�ectsorothersystem atic errorsthatm ay bepresent.

These estim ates are clearly consistent with the corresponding exponent dBs for

the backbone ofthe three dim ensionalcriticalpercolation cluster:the lattercan be

obtained from thescaling relation [16]

d
B
s =

2dBf

dBw
=

2dBf

2+ dBf � d+ �=�
(5)

’ 1:16� 0:02: (6)

HerethesuperscriptB denotesthebackbone,� and � aretheDC conductivity and

correlation length exponents,respectively,and the error in the num ericalvalue is

from the uncertainty in �=� (’ 2:27 � 0:03 [18]) and in dBf (’ 1:75 � 0:04 [21]).

Although there are m ore recent estim ates of�=�,e.g.,by com bining the results of

Duering and Rom an [19]and ofGrassberger[20],thiswould give�=� ’ 2:34� 0:08,

consistentwith butlessaccuratethan theresultweuse.Also a m orerecentestim ate
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ofdBf [22]leadsto a slightly higherdBs butstillclearly distinguishable from the full

percolation clustervalueofdPs ’ 1:328� 0:006 [23].(Unfortunately,wedo notknow

ofany direct calculations ofdBs ,and as is often the case with quantities obtained

through com plicated scaling relations, the error given above m ay be signi�cantly

underestim ated.)

The transform ed data form relatively sm allconnected clusters and thus it m ay

beprudenttocom paretheseresultswith sim ilarly sized singlepercolation backbones

obtained by direct sim ulation on a sim ple cubic lattice. In Fig.2,the density of

statesn(�)from three data setsare plotted for:(a)a backbone clusterof287 sites,

(b)aclusterof270sitesobtained by scaling by afactorof0:5from alargerbackbone

clusterof619sites,and (c)afullpercolation clusterof344sites(allatthepercolation

threshold pc). It can be seen that in both cases (a) and (b),the scatter ofdata

are com parable to the transform ed earthquake data in Fig.1 and the slopes are

also very sim ilar. M oreover,the data (c) hassigni�cantly less scatter and shows a

clearly di�erentslope,corresponding to thefullpercolation clustervalueofds.This

�gurethusshowsthatourtransform ed earthquakedata havea very sim ilarbehavior

characteristic ofa sm allbackbone cluster and thatthe scaling transform ation used

to transform the data apparently doesnota�ectthe characteristic power-law ofthe

density ofstates.

As a further check ofthe possible e�ects ofthe transform ation applied to the

earthquake data,we have m easured thefractaldim ension df oftheearthquake data

beforeandafterthetransform ation.Forthispurpose,weusetheboxcountingm ethod

[11,24]where the m inim um num berN (L)ofcubes ofside L required to cover the

data points com pletely are m easured. W e then obtain an estim ate ofdf from the

relation N (L)� L� df.Thenum ericalestim atesofdf aregiven in Table2,wherethe

�tting regionsroughly correspond to thoseused in Ref.[9]fortheoriginaldata and

the lowercuto�sin the transform ed data are obtained by using the scale factorsof

Table1.From these,wecan seeclearly thatthefractaldim ension oftheearthquake

dataisnotsigni�cantly a�ected by thescalingand identi�cation ofasingleconnected

clusterfrom am ong thedata pointsbased on im posed connectivity to eitherthe�rst

(fortheSA{EL data)orthesecond neighbordistances(fortherem aining data).

Itwould be interesting,asa com plem entary task,to look forthe dependence of

6



the behaviorofn(�)on the clustersize forthe sm allcriticalbackbone clusters. For

an asym ptotically largebackbone,weobviously expectresultsconsistentwith Eq.(6).

However,system atic tendency in �nite size e�ectsisusually observable only when a

large num berofrealizationsofthe �nite size system sare averaged. Thus,forsingle

sm allclusters,theclustertocluster
uctuationsarevery largeand m oreovern(�)for

an individualclusterisnota very sm ooth function ofjln�j,so thatitisdi�cultto

analyzeforany system atic�nitesizee�ects.Indeed,twoparticularbackboneclusters

of287 and 297 sites(on 243 grids)gave theslopeof�0:39� 0:06 and �0:43� 0:03,

respectively,in a plotlikeFig.2,whilethoseof619 and 588 sites(on 363 grids)gave

theslopeof�0:39� 0:03and �0:43� 0:03,respectively.Forlargerclustersof1018and

1005sites(on 483 grids),and taking therangeto includethem axim um � afterunity,

thecorresponding slopeswere�0:45� 0:05 and �0:43� 0:04,respectively.Sincethe

purpose ofthe presentwork isto dem onstrate the sim ilarity ofthe earthquake data

and single backbone clustersofcorresponding size,we deferthe system atic study of

such �nitesizee�ectsto a futurework.

In sum m ary,wehavepresented theanalysisofthedynam icalpropertiesofthegeo-

m etricnetwork represented by thefourearthquakehypocenterdistributionsin South-

ern California.M ainly based on thegood agreem entbetween them easured spectral

dim ension ds and fractaldim ension df and thoseofthecriticalpercolation backbone

in three dim ensions,we believe the case supporting the idea thatthese earthquake

distributions lie on the percolation backbone has been strengthened. Clearly,it is

desirable to establish that the physicalnetwork ofactive fractures is properly rep-

resented by the connectivity we im posed in thiscalculation. Although we have not

donethis,webelievethatthisidea hassu�cientsupporting evidencenow to deserve

furtherattention.
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FIG U R ES

Fig. 1: Density ofeigenvaluesn(�)from thedatasetsderived from SA{EL (
)and

W hittier(2)regionsare shown in double logarithm ic plotagainstjln�j. The

leastsquare�tted lineshaveslopesof�0:41� 0:07and�0:37� 0:09,respectively.

Fig. 2: Density ofeigenvaluesnB (�)from com parably sized backbone and fullper-

colation clusters atpc. The sym bols 
,2,and � correspond to a backbone

clusterof287sites,aclusterof270sitesobtained by linearscalingfrom alarger

backbone cluster,and a fullpercolation clusterof344 sites,respectively. The

linearleastsquares�tting yieldslineswith slopesof�0:39� 0:06 (solid linefor


),�0:40� 0:11 (dash-dotted line for2),and �0:36� 0:03 (dashed line for

�).
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TA B LES

Table 1: Briefdescriptionsofthe fourearthquake hypocenterdistributionsand the

transform ations used to obtain the connected lattice clusters used in the analysis.

The lastcolum n indicatestheconnectivity im posed up to theindicated neighboring

distance.Each eventrepresentsan earthquake with m agnitudegreaterthan unity.

Region Range(100m ) Events ScaleFactors Sites Connectivity

SA{EL 934� 1823� 210 2004 0:025� 0:025� 0:025 419 1

Park�eld 145� 168� 154 885 0:25� 0:25� 0:25 326 2

W hittier 129� 145� 210 224 0:125� 0:125� 0:075 140 2

Upland 139� 156� 182 291 0:125� 0:125� 0:1 129 2

Table 2: Num ericalestim ates ofthe exponents df for the earthquake data before

and afterthe scaling/connection transform ation,and thatofds forthe transform ed

cluster.Errorestim atesareonly theleastsquares�tting errors.

Region df (original) df (transform ed) ds

SA{EL 1:72� 0:03 1:75� 0:04 1:19� 0:13

Park�eld 1:76� 0:03 1:69� 0:08 1:29� 0:20

W hittier 1:73� 0:03 1:92� 0:16 1:26� 0:17

Upland 1:79� 0:02 1:72� 0:11 1:18� 0:37
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