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A fault is an earthquake, or a group of >ingle fault rupture scenario Faults belong to a network: need to allow A fault is a crack in the Earth's
earthquakes clustered in space and time. for multi-fault rupture scenarios crust, resulting in the
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to derive epicentre and a magnitude proxy;

< seismograms to obtain hypocentre, origin
time and magnitude of the nucleation;
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the methods of investigation,
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UCERF3 Fault Model 3.1 sections divided
into an integer number of equal length
subsections (lengths equal to, or just less
than, half the section’s seismogenic
thickness). Subsections are connected each
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others allowing the rupture to jump 5 km
distance between faults. Field, 2014

<> as before, for having some patches of slip mapping of active faults and
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