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Abstract – A multifractal methodology was utilized to analyze a set of seismic sequences dis-
tributed along the Pacific Ring of Fire, sourced from the National Earthquake Information Center
(NEIC) catalog. The analysis employed the Multifractal Detrended Moving Average Analysis
(MFDMA) method to characterize the multi-scale behavior using various geometrical parameters
of the multifractal spectrum. The findings of this study can be summarized as follows: firstly,
our research suggests that seismic sequences along the Ring of Fire exhibit distinct dynamics; and
secondly, it indicates that long-range correlations may influence larger magnitude earthquakes, as
demonstrated by the correlation with the bGR index. These results contribute to an enhanced
understanding of the multifractal characteristics of seismic activity and their implications for
earthquake dynamics.

Introduction. – Seismic sequences along Circum-
Pacific subduction zones have been the subject of exten-
sive research. de Freitas et al. [1] analyzed the signa-
tures of long-range persistence in seismic sequences along
these zones, from Chile to Kermadec, using data from the
National Earthquake Information Center (NEIC) catalog.
Lay & Kanamori [2] interpreted the variation in maximum
rupture extent of large shallow earthquakes in circum-
Pacific subduction zones in the context of the asperity
model of stress distribution on the fault plane. Addition-
ally, Tsapanos [3] examined the temporal behavior of af-
tershock sequences distributed on the subduction zones in
the circum-Pacific belt. Moreover, Schwartz & Rokosky
[4] presented a review of slow slip events and related seis-
mic tremors observed at plate boundaries worldwide, with
a focus on circum-Pacific subduction zones. These studies
provide valuable insights into the behavior and character-
istics of seismic sequences along Circum-Pacific subduc-
tion zones.

In the majority of cases, geophysical signals exhibit ir-
regular and complex temporal fluctuations, characterized
by inhomogeneous variations and extreme events, such as
irregular rupture propagation and non-uniform distribu-

tions of rupture velocity, stress drop, and co-seismic slip
[5]. The presence of scaling properties in geophysical data
suggests that the fractal method may offer a viable ap-
proach to investigating the behavior of earthquake mag-
nitude fluctuations [6]. On one hand, terrestrial tectonic
activity arises from highly complex mechanisms involving
numerous variables, including deformation, rupture, re-
leased energy, land features, and heterogeneity in the seis-
mogenic plate interface [7,8]. On the other hand, a variety
of methods and tools are available for a more comprehen-
sive description of the dynamic properties of earthquakes
[9, 10].

In particular, several statistical methods are available
in the scientific literature, which use the concept of
(multi)fractality. Among them, we can find methods
based on self-similar and self-affine fractals such as the box
dimension [11], the detrended fluctuation analysis (DFA)
[12], the detrending moving average analysis (DMA) [13],
the scaled windowed variance analysis (SWVA) [14], and
so on. In general, multifractal analysis and its different
methods and procedures [15–17], which were developed
over more than five decades, are applied in many varied
fields of knowledge as inspired by [18–21]. In several areas,
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such as medicine [22] and geophysics [23,24], multifractal-
ity has already been adopted as a determinant approach
for analyzing the behaviors of time series with nonlinear-
ity, nonstationarity and correlated noise, which are just
a few of the properties that this analysis can describe
[25–29].

In this context, we decided to focus our attention on the
seminal parameter proposed by Hurst [18] to describe the
long-term dependence of water levels in rivers and reser-
voirs [28]. Unlike the current trend that directly applies
the multifractal methods [23, 30, 31], we decided to inves-
tigate the dynamics of earthquakes using a set of five mul-
tifractal indicators, where features as memory and long-
term correlations are investigated by surrogates (shuffled
and randomized data) of time series. As quoted by Telesca
[31] and Telesca et al. [23], a statistical analysis based on
multifractals is featured by power-laws and can be a pow-
erful tool to examine the temporal fluctuations at different
scales when applied to earthquake magnitude time series.

In the present paper, we investigate the long-term per-
sistence signatures present in seismic sequences along
Circum-Pacific subduction zones initially treated by
Scheerer et al. [8]. In this sense, our study applied the
detrending moving average algorithm for one-dimensional
multifractal signals (MFDMA) to seismic data. It is worth
noting the universal character of the R/S method in the
analysis of the behavior of fluctuations. A large number
of studies at different areas of knowledge has shown that
the so-called Hurst exponent extracted from within the
MFDMA analysis provides a robust and powerful statis-
tical method to characterize nonstationary fluctuations at
different timescales [1, 27]. In a previous paper using the
classical fractal R/S method, [32] found that for San An-
dreas fault the Hurst exponent of 0.87, indicated a strong
long-term persistence. Other studies (e.g., [6]) also indi-
cate that the Hurst exponent of seismic data calculated
by R/S method is greater than 0.6.
Our main interest is to examine a possible correla-

tion between the scaling properties of the subduction-zone
earthquakes on the Circum-Pacific controlled by the in-
teraction of asperities [2] and different multifractal indi-
cators estimated from the MFDMA analysis [16, 19]. In
general, we believe that different subduction zones dis-
tributed in major groups can be associated with distinct
scaling laws that relate the dynamics of the earthquakes
and their short- and long-term fluctuations. Moreover,
this procedure could be used to distinguish the zones with
the distribution of stronger stress from the weaker ones.
As mentioned by Lay and Kanamori [2], the interaction
and failure of an asperity can cause an increase in stress
on the adjacent asperities. In addition, they described
the main properties of subduction zones in Table 2 from
the referred paper. Indeed, our theoretical background is
based on this idea of asperity proposed by these authors.
Finally, the authors elaborate a general structure of cat-
egories based on the extreme behavior of dynamics and
strength of the earthquakes as cited in Scheerer et al. [8].

Our paper is organized as follows: in the next section,
we describe the multifractal method used in our study
and a detailed discussion about the set of five multifractal
indicators extracted from the multifractal spectrum. In
Section 3, we present our seismic sample. The main results
and their physical implications are presented in section 4,
and the final remarks are highlighted in the last section.

The multifractal background. – Since 2016, de
Freitas et al. [1,33,34] used multifractal analysis in astro-
physical data that were observed by the Kepler mission, as
well as the Sun in its active phase. de Freitas et al. [33,34]
showed that the multifractal detrending moving average
(MFDMA) algorithm, which was developed by [16]1 and
[17], is a powerful technique that provides invaluable in-
formation on the dynamic structure of a time series.

We summarized the MFDMA algorithm in the following
steps according to [16]:

• Step 1: Calculate the time-series profile over time
t = 1, 2, 3, ..., N :

y(t) =

t∑
i=1

x(i), t = 1, 2, 3, ..., N, (1)

where the above equation is a sequence of cumulative
sums. As introduced by [33, 34], we adopt θ=0 in the
equations below.

• Step 2: Calculate the moving average function of Eq.
(1) in a moving window:

ỹ(t) =
1

s

⌈s−1⌉∑
k=0

y(t− k), (2)

where s is the window size, and ⌈(x)⌉ is the smallest integer
that is not smaller than argument (x).

• Step 3: Detrend the series by removing the mov-
ing average function, ỹ(i), and obtain the residual
sequence, ϵ(i), through:

ϵ(i) = y(i)− ỹ(i). (3)

where s ≤ i ≤ N . The residual series, ϵ(i), is divided into
Ns disjoint segments with the same size of s, where Ns =
⌊N/s− 1⌋. In addition, each segment can be expressed
by ϵν , where ϵν(i) = ϵ(l + i) such that 1 ≤ i ≤ s and
l = (ν − 1)s.

• Step 4: Calculate the root-mean-square (RMS) fluc-
tuation function, Fν(s), for a segment of size s:

Fν(s) =

{
1

s

s∑
i=1

ϵ2ν(i)

} 1
2

. (4)

• Step 5: Generate the function, Fq(s), of the qth order:

1MATLAB codes for MFDMA analysis can be found in the arXiv
version of [16]’s paper: https://arxiv.org/pdf/1005.0877v2.pdf
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Fq(s) =

{
1

Ns

Ns∑
ν=1

F q
ν (s)

} 1
q

, (5)

for all q ̸= 0, where the qth-order function is the statistical
moment (e.g., for q=2, we have the variance), and for
q = 0,

ln [F0(s)] =
1

Ns

Ns∑
ν=1

ln[Fν(s)], (6)

where the scaling behaviour of Fq(s) follows the rela-
tionship that is given by Fq(s) ∼ sh(q), and h(q) denotes
the Holder exponent or generalized Hurst exponent. Each
value of q yields a slope h.

• Step 6: Knowing h(q), the multifractal scaling expo-
nent, τ(q), can be computed:

τ(q) = qh(q)− 1. (7)

Finally, the singularity strength function, α(q), and the
multifractal spectrum, f(α), are obtained via a Legendre
transform:

α(q) =
dτ(q)

dq
(8)

and
f(α) = qα− τ(q). (9)

In addition, for a monofractal signal, h is the same for all
values of q. For a multifractal signal, h(q) is a function
of q, and the multifractal spectrum is parabolic (see [34],
Fig. 2). In particular, for q = 2, we have a specific value
of h denoted by H, where H is the global Hurst exponent.

We use the following model parameters to yield the
multifractal spectrum, as recommended by [16]: N=30;
q ∈ [−5, 5] with a step size of 0.2; θ=0; the lower bound
of segment size s, which is denoted as smin and set to 10;
and the upper bound of segment size s, which is denoted
as smax and is given by N/10.

Multifractal indicators. We tested the set of four mul-
tifractal descriptors that were extracted from the spec-
trum f(α), as proposed by de Freitas et al. [34]. An il-
lustration of indicators used to quantify the multifractal
spectrum in this work is shown in Figure 2 from [34]. In
this paper, the authors have used this same figure to de-
scribe the shape of the multifractal spectrum. Here, it is
listed five indicators, as mentioned by [34]:

1) The parameter α0: The α0 parameter delivers valu-
able information about the structure of the studied pro-
cess, with a high value indicating that it is less correlated
and processes fine structure [35]. In addition, this param-
eter is strongly affected by signal variability. This will
be evidenced when we investigate the different sources of
multifractality that are present in the seismic signal.

2) Degree of asymmetry (A): This index, which also
called the skewness in the shape of the f(α) spectrum, is
expressed as the following ratio:

A =
αmax − α0

α0 − αmin
, (10)

where α0 is the value of α when f(α) is maximal. The
value of this index A indicates one of three shapes: right-
skewed (A > 1), left-skewed (0 < A < 1) or symmetric
(A = 1). The left endpoint αmin and the right endpoint
αmax represent the maximum and minimum values of the
singularity exponent, respectively.

3) Degree of multifractality (∆α): This index represents
the broadness:

∆α = αmax − αmin, (11)

where αmax and αmin are as defined above. A low value
of ∆α indicates that the time series is close to fractal,
and the multifractal strength is higher when ∆α increases
[34,36].

4) Singularity parameter ∆fmin(α): Parameter
∆fmin(α) characterizes the broadness, which is defined as
the difference f(αmax) − f(αmin) of the singularity spec-
trum. If ∆fmin(α) > 1, the left-hand side is less deep,
while if C < 1, this side is deeper, and if ∆fmin(α) = 1,
the depths of the tails are the same on both sides. As
quoted by Ihlen [37], a long left tail implies that the sin-
gularities are stronger, whereas a long right tail indicates
that the singularities are weaker [38].

5) The global Hurst exponent (H): In the multifractal
context, the Hurst exponent H is defined by the second-
order statistical moment (i.e., variance or standard devi-
ation) using eq. (7), which is denoted by q = 2 [18, 37].
A broad explanation of the exponent H can be found in
[34]. According to [24], the exponent H denotes Brownian
motion when H = 1/2, i.e., past and future fluctuations
are uncorrelated. However, if H > 1/2, fluctuations are
linked to the long-term persistence signature, i.e., an in-
crease in values will most likely be followed by another
increase in the short term, and a decrease in values will
most likely be followed by another decrease in the short
term. Already for H < 1/2, the fluctuations tend not to
continue in the same direction, but instead turn back on
themselves, which results in a less-smooth time series [39].

Origin of multifractality. Figure 1 shows two other
types of time series, namely, shuffling (green circles) and
phase randomized (blue circles) data, which are used to
verify the different origins of the multifractality. In all
earthquake magnitude time series of our sample, the anal-
ysis emphasized here indicates that the two types source
of multifractality occur.

In particular, shuffling series destroys the memory but
preserves the distribution of the data with h(q) = 0.5. In
this case, the source of the multifractality in the time se-
ries only presents long-range correlations [34]. However,
the origin of multifractality can also be due to the pres-
ence of non-linearity in the original time series (red circles
in Fig. 1. General speaking, the non-linear effects can
be weakened by creating phase-randomized surrogates,
thereby preserving the amplitudes of the Fourier trans-
form and the linear properties of the original series by
randomizing the Fourier phases [26,34]. In this case, if the
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origin of multifractality is non-linearity that is obtained by
the phase randomized method, the values of h(q) will be
independent of q, and h(q) = 0.5 will not necessarily hold.

These sources can be checked by using generalized Hurst
exponent h(q) from original series with result from corre-
sponding shuffled hshuf(q) and phase randomized hpran(q)
surrogates of time series. Differences between these two
h′s with original one indicate the presence of long-range
correlations or nonlinearity in the original time series, re-
spectively.

The h(q) obtained from MDFMA is related to the Renyi
exponent τ(q) by relationship: τ(q) = qh(q)−1, Where the
differences ∆τshuf(q) = h(q) − hshuf(q), and ∆τpran(q) =
h(q)−hpran(q), directly indicate the presence of long-range
correlations or nonlinearity in the original time series.

If only nonlinearity is responsible for the multifrac-
tality, one should find h(q) = hshuf(q) and, therefore,
∆τshuf(q) = 0. On the other hand, deviations from
∆τshuf(q) = 0 indicates the presence of correlations, and
q dependence of ∆τshuf(q) indicates that multifractality
is due to the long-range correlation. If only correlation
multifractality is present, one finds hshuf(q) = 0.5. If both
nonlinearity and correlation are present, both hshuf(q) and
hpran(q) are a function of q. Absolute values of ∆τpran(q)
is greater than ∆τshuf(q), so multifractality due to corre-
lation is weaker than multifractality due to nonlinearity.
We used the following criteria to define the source of mul-
tifractality: “0”, if the multifractality due to correlation is
weaker than that due to nonlinearity, and “1”, if the mul-
tifractality due to correlation is stronger than that due to
nonlinearity. These criteria are applied in all the sample
and result is summarized in Table 1.

Working sample and data analysis. – Recently
de Freitas et al. [1] published a study about the frac-
tal properties of a set of circum-Pacific subduction zones
distributed along the so-called Ring of Fire. As men-
tioned in referred paper, these data were extracted from
the National Earthquake Information Center (NEIC) cat-
alog and they were selected 12 regions Flinn-Engdhal for
applying our analysis as shown in Table 1 [40]. As re-
ported by Scherrer et al. [8] and [1], the NEIC catalog
offers magnitude time series in different magnitudes types
(Mw,Mb,Ms,Ml,Md) for the same event and, therefore,
we choose to follow NEIC automatic ranking. In addition,
we consider that using this sequence makes no significant
impact on the final result of the present paper because the
differences between magnitudes types are small.

According to Scherrer et al. [8] the data sample is dis-
tributed in four different subduction zones defined by as-
perity and broadness of rupture front. The main structure
of zones is described by these authors and can be found in
Figure 1. In this context, the reader is referred to Scherrer
et al. [8] for instrumental procedure and classification. For
the present analysis, we considered a magnitude greater
than 3, in this case, the only effect from macroearthquakes
is analyzed. We also compared the five multifractal indica-

Fig. 1: Multifractal analysis of magnitude for Aleutians Zone
following steps 5 and 6 present in Section 2. Top panel : The
original (in red), the shuffled (green) and phase randomized
surrogate (blue) data are based on the procedure mentioned
in Section 2 Left middle: the multifractal fluctuation func-
tion Fq(n) obtained from MFDMA method. Each curve cor-
responds to different fixed values of q = −5, ..., 5 (with a step
of 0.2) from top to bottom, where red lines are original data,
green lines are shuffled data and blue lines are surrogate data.
Right middle: q-order Hurst exponent (h(q)) as a function of
q-parameter. This panel shows the truncation originated from
the leveling of the h(q) for positive q’s. Left bottom: compar-
ison of the multifractal scaling exponent τ(q) of the original
(red), shuffled (green) and surrogate (blue) data. In this panel
is possible to identify a crossover in q = 0, a typical feature
of the multifractal signal. Right bottom: multifractal spectrum
f(α) of the original (red), shuffled (green) and surrogate (blue)
time series.

tors and the classical index bGR from Gutenberg-Richter
law [10] by ZMAP software measured by Scherrer et al.
[8].

Results and discussions. – As shown in the top
panels from Fig. 1, the MFDMA method was used to es-
timate the values of five multifractal parameters for a data
set of 12 circum-Pacific subduction zones. As a result, the
values of these indicators were calculated using the mul-
tifractal spectrum for each zone as indicated in the right
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Fig. 2: Matrix of Pearson correlation coefficients showing the
simple linear relationship among all the parameters extracted
from our sample.

bottom panel from Fig. 1.

In order to reduce the number of figures, we made the
decision to display only the results from the Aleutians
Zone (see Fig. 1). Generally speaking, the results are
similar across all subduction zones, with a longer tail on
the right side of the multifractal spectrum observed in the
original time series (depicted in red). It is important to
highlight that the surrogate data exhibits similarity across
the different zones. When it comes to shuffled data, the
α-value for all zones decreased to 0.5, indicating a strong
presence of long-range correlation or memory. Conversely,
the randomized phase data for all zones show a significant
deviation from the original data, suggesting the existence
of non-linear patterns in the time series. This outcome
provides sufficient evidence to infer that distinct physical
processes govern the dynamics of abduction zones. Upon
observing the figure illustrating the behavior of h(q) ver-
sus q, it becomes evident that for q greater than zero (in
modulus), the phase randomized surrogate data (depicted
in blue) differs from the values for the original time series.

Following the methodology outlined in Section 2, a pro-
cedure has been established to determine the dominant
source of multifractality. This involves the segregation of
multifractality sources as a function of q. As indicated
in Table 1, a clear differentiation between multifractality
sources is evident when q is divided into the intervals q > 0
(strong singularity) and q < 0 (weak singularity). Primar-
ily, the source associated with long-range correlation pre-
vails at q > 0, whereas this pattern is reversed at q < 0,
with the regime of nonlinearity assuming prominence. No-
tably, there are only four abduction zones where only one
source of multifractality predominates for both q ranges,
denoted as 1-1 or 0-0. This behavior is particularly promi-
nent in zones 2 and 3, with zone 3 exhibiting a greater
emphasis. Fundamentally, these zones demonstrate the

Table 1: Identifier number of SZ and the number that indicates
the type of multifractality for q < 0 and q > 0.

Area SZ q < 0 q > 0

Alaska 1 0 1
Aleutians 2 1 1
Central America 2-3 0 0
Central Chile 3 1 1
Colombia 2 0 1
Kuriles 3 0 1
Marianas 4 0 1
New Hebrides 2-3 0 1
Peru 3 0 0
Solomon Islands 2 0 1
Tonga & Kermadec 4 0 1

coupling of tectonic plates between zones 1 and 4, repre-
senting the extremes in earthquake rupture length, with 1
denoting the strongest and 4 representing the weakest in
coupling [8]. However, the subtle advantage of zone 3 over
zone 2 may potentially be attributed to the heterogene-
ity of stress distribution in Kuriles-type zones, which are
characterized by smaller ruptures but appear to exhibit
significant mechanical coupling, resulting in a more pro-
nounced formation and consumption of fragments when
considering the entire contact area.

Figure 2 provides a comprehensive overview of the be-
havior of multifractal indicators in comparison with the
classical index bGR derived from the Gutenberg-Richter
law. The figure presents Pearson coefficients, considering
a linear correlation between the parameters as the null hy-
pothesis. It is noteworthy that the subscripts O, S, and P
denote the original series and the surrogate data, respec-
tively. Additionally, it is important to emphasize that only
the parameter α was considered for the different types of
time series, as it serves as a crucial marker for the posi-
tion of the multifractal spectrum, enabling the distinction
between shuffled data and phase-randomized data.

As depicted in Figure 2, all multifractal indicators ex-
hibit anti-correlation with the bGR index, with the high-
est value observed for α0 and H0. Furthermore, a strong
anti-correlation is evident with the value of q (0 or 1).
Specifically, the decrease in bGR values is associated with
fluctuations in the time series attributed to strong long-
range correlations. Similarly, for the indicators α0 and
H0, the anti-correlation arises from the fact that as bGR

decreases, the respective values of these parameters enter
the signal persistence regime, signifying that the fluctua-
tions become less abrupt. Apart from the correlation with
the bGR index, the majority of the other correlations also
demonstrate a strong anti-correlation.

In conclusion, while there are numerous interpretations
of the results depicted in the aforementioned figure regard-
ing the correlations between the multifractal indicators, it
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is impractical to enumerate each one. Nevertheless, the
identified anti-correlations yield substantial information
regarding how fluctuations with weak and strong singular-
ity impact the width and depth of the right tail of the mul-
tifractal spectrum. This is crucial for understanding that
the increase in earthquake intensity may be influenced by
the contribution of a specific source of multifractality. No-
tably, evidence suggests that long-range correlations may
be accountable for larger magnitude earthquakes, as lower
values of bGR correspond to a longer tail in the Gutenberg-
Richter law.

Final remarks. – The study utilized the MFDMA
method to estimate multifractal parameters for a dataset
of 12 circum-Pacific subduction zones. The results indi-
cated similar behavior across all subduction zones, with
distinct physical processes governing the dynamics of ab-
duction zones. The multifractal indicators exhibited anti-
correlation with the classical index bGR, providing insights
into the impact of weak and strong singularity fluctua-
tions on earthquake intensity. The dominant source of
multifractality was determined, revealing the prevalence
of long-range correlation and nonlinearity in different q
ranges. The subtle advantage of certain zones was at-
tributed to the heterogeneity of stress distribution. Over-
all, the findings suggest that long-range correlations may
influence larger magnitude earthquakes, as evidenced by
the correlation with the bGR index. These results con-
tribute to a better understanding of the multifractal char-
acteristics of seismic activity and their implications for
earthquake dynamics.
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