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1. ABSTRACT

The identification of clusters is crucial for the statistical analysis of seismicity and the forecasting

2. MOLISE 2018 SEISMICITY
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anomalous seismic sequences such as the 2018 seismic cluster in Molise. The results also
highlight the influence of fluids on seismicity in the Apennines and call for advanced analytical
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- necessity for ongoing research into characterizing complex seismic sequences.
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Fig.4: Comparison among cluster detection methods
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