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Abstract. N thod i " iiable for th ing of earthquaked (Mdgi, 1985; Turcotie, 1991; | omnitz,
stract. INo proven method IS currently available for the 1994;| Keilis-Borok, 2002;_Scholz, 2002; Kanamari, 2003).

rehaltarlle shHort time Firgd|ct|orjbloftearthguakez (t)rq!ntgteﬁ tOThese approaches can be divided into two general classes;
months). However, it is possible to make probabilistic 42" the first is based on empirical observations of precursory

ard assessments fOT qarthquake risk. These are prIm"’ml(),(hanges. Examples include precursory seismic activiby, pr
based on the association of small earthquakes with futur ursory ground motions, and many others. The second ap-

large earthquakes. In this paper we discuss a new approa oach is based on statistical patterns of seismicity. Héeit

to ea_lrthquak_e forecasting. This. approac_h_ is based on a pa, pproach has been able to provide reliable short-term fore-
tern informatics (P1) method which quantifies temporal vari

" . ismicity. Th tout | p X ._casts (days to months) on a consistent basis.
ations In seismictty. 1he oulpul S a map of areas In a Seis- Although short-term predictions are not available, long-

mogenic _region (*hotspots”) where earthquakes are fotecagerm seismic-hazard assessments can be made. A large frac-

been s_uccessf_ully applied to California, fo Japan, and on ries, although some do occur in plate interiors. It is also
worldwide basis. These forecasts are binary—an earthqualig

is t ither t i i The standard ossible to assess the long-term probability of having an
IS foreécast either fo occur or to not occur. The standar ap'earthquake of a specified magnitude in a specified region.

proaf:h to the gvaluatlon of a bllnary forecgst Is the use OT thel'hese assessments are primarily based on the hypothdsis tha
relative operating characteristic (ROC) diagram, which is future earthquakes will occur in regions where past earth-

more restrictive test and less subject to bias than maXimun&uakes have occurred (Erankbl 1995- Kossobokov et al
likelihood tests. To test our PI method, we made o typesynn4)  gpecifically, the rate of occurrence of small earth-

of retrospective forecastg for Cahfprnlg. Thg first is tHe P gquakes in a region can be analyzed to assess the probability
method and the second is a relative intensity (RI) forecas%f occurrence of much larger earthquakes

based on the hypothesis that future earthquakes will occur The principal focus of this paper is a new approach to
where earthquakes have occurred in the recent past. Wh”Sarthquake forecasting_(Rundle et 4l 2002; Tiampolet al.,

both retrospective forecasts are for the ten year period Ja 2002ha[ Rundle et AL, 2003). Our method does not predict

uary 2000 to 31 December 2009, we performed an irlterimearthquakes, but it does forecast the regions (hotspotsavh

analysis 5 years into the forecast: The P method out per'earthquakes are most likely to occur in the relatively naear f
forms the RI method under most circumstances.

ture (typically ten years). The objective is to reduce the ar
eas of earthquake risk relative to those given by long-term
hazard assessments. Our approach is based on pattern infor-
1 Introduction matics (PI), a technique that quantifies temporal variation
seismicity patterns. The result is a map of areas in a seismo-
Earthquakes are the mo;t feared of natural hazards becau§gnic region (hotspots) where earthquakes are likely taocc
they occur without warning.  Hurricanes can be tracked,qring a specified period in the future. A forecast for Cadifo
floods develop gradually, and volcanic eruptions are pre+yi was published by our group in 2002 (Rundle &{ al.. P002).
ceded by a variety of precursory phenomena. Earthquakesy hsequently, fifteen of the seventeen California eartkegia
however, _genera_lly occur without any warning. There have,,itn magnitudes M5 occurred in or immediately adjacent
been a wide variety of approaches applied to the forecasty, the resulting hotspots. A forecast for Japan, presented i

Correspondence  to: J. R. Holliday (holli- Tokyo in early October 2004, successfully forecast the-oca
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2 J. R. Hollidayet al.: Earthquake Forecasting

October 2004. A global forecast, presented at the early Debehavior is the continuous level of background seismicity
cember 2004 meeting of the American Geophysical Union,in all seismographic areas. About a million magnitude two
successfully forecast the locations of the 23 December,2004earthquakes occur each year on our planet. In southern Cal-
M=8.1 Macquarie Island earthquake, and the 26 Decembeifornia about a thousand magnitude two earthquakes occur
2004 M=9.0 Sumatra earthquake. Before presenting furthereach year. Except for the aftershocks of large earthquakes,
details of these studies we will give a brief overview of the such as the 1992 M7.3 Landers earthquake, this seismic
current state of earthquake prediction and forecasting. activity is essentially constant over time. If the level ath-
ground seismicity varied systematically with the occucen
of large earthquakes, earthquake forecasting would be rela
tively easy. This, however, is not the case.
. - There is increasing evidence that there are systematic pre-
Empirical approaches to earthquake prediction rely on lo- o . . L
cursory variations in some aspects of regional seismicity.

cal observations of precursory phenomena in the vicinity of . .
i For example, it has been observed that there is a system-
the earthquake to be predicted. It has been suggested thaf. S .

ic variation in the number of magnitude-M and larger

i oo a
one or more of the following phenomena may indicate a fu- . X
ture earthquaké (M 198: Turcofle. 1091 Lotz toe4 C2rnavakes prior (0 at least some magnitudedand
Keilis-Borok,12002| Scholz, 2002; Kananiaori, 2003): 1) pre- 9 . ' y

. : T L ber of magnitude M5 and larger earthquakes prior to some
cursory increase or decrease in seismicity in the vicinfty o

the origin of a future earthquake rupture, 2) precursoritfau magmtude M:7 anq Iarger earthquakes. The spatial re-
slip that leads to surface tilt and/or displacements, 3jtete gions associated with this phenomena tend to be relatively

e i o large, suggesting that an earthquake may resemble a phase
magnetic signals, 4) chemical emissions, and 5) changes in ; : . u . .o
: . change with an increase in the “correlation length” pricao
animal behavior. - Z L
- earthquake (Bowman etlal., 1998; Jaumé and Sykes) 1999).
Examples of successful near-term predictions of future \ :

carthquakes have been rare. A notable exception was th‘léhere have also been reports of anomalous quiescence in the

I ) . source region prior to a large earthquake, a pattern that is
prqdlctlon of the M=7.3 Haicheng earthquake In nqrtheast often called a “Mogi Donut’l(Mogi, 1985%; Kanambri, 20103;
China that occurred on 4 February 1975. This prediction led -

: . . ss and Habermann, 1988; Wyiss, 1997).
to the evacuation of the city which undoubtedly saved many .
Many authors have noted the occurrence of a relatively

lives. The Chinese reported that the successful prediction : ; : :
) large number of intermediate-sized earthquakes prior to a
was based on foreshocks, groundwater anomalies, and an-

imal behavior. Unfortunately, a similar prediction was not great earthquake. A specific example was the sequence
made prior to the magnitude #7.8 Tangshan earthquake of earthquakes _that preced(?d ’the 1906 _San _Franusco
that occurred on 28 July 1976 (Utsu, 2003). Official reportse"’lrthquaIke (Sykes and Jalinie.1990). This seismic ac-

placed the death toll in this earthquake at 242,000, althougtlv‘?ltlo.n.has peen quantified as a power law increase |.n
unofficial reports placed it as high as 655,000. seismicity prior to earthquakes (Bowman €t al., 1998;

. € . 1999; . ; : .
In order to thoroughly test for the occurrence of direct Jaume and Sykes. 1949, Bufe and varaes, 1993, Bufé etal,

. . . .11994; |Brehm and Bralle,| 1998, 1999; _Main,___1999;
precursors the United States Geological Survey (USGS) ImRobinSO’l, 2000;_Bowman and Kind,_2001; _Yang ét al.,

tiated the Parkfield (California) Earthquake Prediction Ex 2001; |King and Bowman,| 2003} Bowman and Sarmmis,

perimentin 1985 (Bakun and Linch, 1985; Kanainori, 2003). ' > ]
Earthquakes on this section of the San Andreas had occurrezooll' Sammis et all._2004). - Unfortunately the success of

in 1857, 1881, 1901, 1922, 1934, and 1966. It was expecteg?]ese studies has depended on knowing the location of the
Subsequent earthquake.

that the next earthquake in this sequence would occur by the . L . . .
. . ) . A series of statistical algorithms to make intermediateter
early 1990’s, and an extensive range of instrumentation was - .
) : : earthquake predictions have been developed by a Russian
installed. The next earthquake in the sequence finally oc- o - .
roup under the direction of V. I. Keilis-Borok using patter
curred on 28 September 2004. No precursory phenomeng " . — .
L recognition techniques (Keilis-Borick, 1990, 1996). Setsm
were observed that were significantly above the backgroundI SO : : .
. - ity in circular regions with diameters of 506m was an-
noise level. Although the use of empirical precursors canno o o .
alyzed. Based primarily on seismic activation, earthquake
be ruled out, the future of those approaches does not appegy : : .
- o alarms were issued for one or more regions, with the alarms
to be promising at this time. ) .
generally lasting for three years. Alarms have been issued
regularly since the mid 1980's and scored two notable suc-
3 Statistical and statistical physics approaches cesses: the prediction of the 1988 Armenian earthquake and
the 1989 Loma Prieta earthquake. While a reasonably high
A variety of studies have utilized variations in seismiatyer ~ success rate has been achieved, there have been some no-
relatively large distances to forecast future earthquakbe  table missesincluding the recent?.0 Sumatra and M8.1
distances are large relative to the rupture dimension of theMlacquerie Island earthquakes.
subsequent earthquake. These approaches are based on thdlore recently, this group has used chains of premonitory

concept that the earth’s crust is an activated thermodymamiearthquakes as the basis for issuing alaims (Shebalii et al.
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J. R. Hollidayet al.: Earthquake Forecasting 3

predicted the M:=6.5, 22 December 2003 San Simeon (Cal-
ifornia) earthquake and the ¥B.1, 25 September 2003
Tokachi-oki, (Japan) earthquake with lead times of six and
seven months respectively. However, an alarm issued fo
southern California, valid during the spring and summer of
2004, was a false alarm.

are most likely to occur during a future time window. At the
Present time, this time window is typically taken to be ten
years, although it appears that it is possible to utilizertgno
time windows.

Our approach divides the seismogenic region to be stud-
ied into a grid of square boxes whose size is related to the
4 Chaos and forecasting magnitude of the earthquakes to be forecast. The rates of

seismicity in each box are studied to quantify anomalous be-
Earthquakes are caused by displacements on preexistingavior. The basic idea is that any seismicity precursors rep
faults. Most earthquakes occur at or near the boundaries baesent changes, either a local increase or decrease oficeism
tween the near-rigid plates of plate tectonics. Earthgsidke — activity, so our method identifies the locations in whichsine
California are associated with the relative motion betweenchanges are most significant during a predefined change in-
the Pacific plate and the North American plate. Much of terval. The subsequent forecast interval is the decadal tim
this motion is taken up by displacements on the San An-window during which the forecast is valid. The box size is se-
dreas fault, but deformation and earthquakes extend frem thlected to be consistent with the correlation length assedia
Rocky Mountains on the east into the Pacific Ocean adjacentith accelerated seismic activity (Bowman et al., 1998} an
to California on the west. Clearly this deformation and the the minimum earthquake magnitude considered is the lower
associated earthquakes are extremely complex. limit of sensitivity and completeness of the network in the

It is now generally accepted that earthquakes are examregion under consideration.
ples of deterministic chaos (Turcotte, 1997). Some au- The detailed utilization of the PI method that we have used
thors [Geller et all, 1997; Geller, 1997) have argued that th for earthquake forecasting is as follows:
chaotic behavior precludes the prediction of earthquakes.

However, weather is also chaotic, but forecasts can be made.1. The region of interest is divided intvz square boxes
Weather forecasts are probabilistic in the sense that weath with linear dimensionAz. Boxes are identified by a
cannot be predicted exactly. One such example is the track ~ subscript and are centered at. For each box, there is

of a hurricane. Probabilistic forecasts of hurricane tsack atime seriesV;(¢), which is the number of earthquakes
are routinely made; sometimes they are extremely accu-  Per unittime attime larger than the lower cut-off mag-
rate while at other times they are not. Another example of ~ nitudeM.. The time series in bokis defined between
weather forecasting is the forecast of El Nifio events. fore a base timé, and the present time

casting techniques based on pattern recognition and princi
ple components of the sea surface temperature fluctuation
time series have been developed that are quite successful in
forecasting future El Nifios, but again they are probabilis
tic in nature (Chen et all, 2004). It has also been argued
(Sykes et gl),_1999) that chaotic behavior does not preclude
the probabilistic forecasting of future earthquakes. Qfer 3. Three time intervals are considered:
past five years our group has developed (Rundlelet al.| 2002;

Tiampo et al.) 2002h,a; Rundle et al., 2003; Holliday &t al., (a) Areference time interval from to ¢;.
2005) a technique for forecasting the locations where earth
quakes will occur based on pattern informatics (PI). Thigty

of approach has close links to principle component anglysis
which has been successfully used for the forecasting of El

2. All earthquakes in the region of interest with magni-
tudes greater than a lower cutoff magnitude are in-
cluded. The lower cutoff magnitud¥. is specified in
order to ensure completeness of the data through time,
from an initial timet, to a final timets.

(b) A second time interval fromy, to to, to > t1. The
change interval over which seismic activity changes
are determined is them — ¢;. The timet, is cho-
sen to lie betweeny and¢;. Typically we take

Nifos. ty = 1932, t; = 1990, andt, = 2000. The ob-
jective is to quantify anomalous seismic activity in

5 The Pl method _the change interval to ¢, relative to the reference
intervalt, to ¢;.

Seismic networks provide the times and locations of earth- (c) The forecast time intervab to ¢3, for which the

quakes over a wide range of scales. One of the most sensitive forecast is valid. We take the change and forecast

networks has been deployed over southern California and the intervals to have the same length. For the above

resulting catalog is readily available. Our objective hasrb examplefs = 2010.

to analyze the historical seismicity for anomalous behavio

that would provide information on the occurrence of future 4. The seismic intensity in bok I;(¢,t), between two
earthquakes. At this point we are not able to forecast the  timest, < t, can then be defined as the average num-
times of future earthquakes with precision. However, our ap ber of earthquakes with magnitudes greater tharthat

AAAAA | R T A [ TR T JR . S JR R 1 PR [ . T T JR PR T AL [ | PR <A [ N



J. R. Hollidayet al.: Earthquake Forecasting

intervalt, to ¢t. Therefore, using discrete notation, we

can write: Hotspots are defined to be the regions where
1 t AP;(to,t1,t2) is positive. In these regions,(to, t1,t2) is

I;(tp, t) = — Z N;(t), 1) larger than the average value for all boxes (the background
T, level). Note that since the intensities are squared in defini

probabilities the hotspots may be due to either increases of
where the sum is performed over increments of the timesejsmic activity during the change time interval (actiogji
series, say days. or due to decreases (quiescence). We hypothesize that
earthquakes with magnitudes larger thiep + 2 will occur

. In order to compare the intensities from different time ) . : . .
P referentially in hotspots during the forecast time in&ty

intervals, we require that they have the same statistica
properties. We therefore normalize the seismic intensi- Ots.

ties by subtracting the mean seismic activity of all boxes

and dividing by the standard deviation of the seismic ac-g  Applications of the PI method

tivity in all boxes. The statistically normalized seismic

intensity of boxi during the time intervad, to ¢ isthen  The Pl method was first applied to seismicity in southern Cal-

defined by ifornia and adjacent region8%° to 37° N lat, 238° to 245° E
long). This region was divided into a grid of 3500 boxes with
i Lty t)— < Li(ty, t) > 5 Az = 0.1° (11km). Consistent with the sensitivity of the
i(tbv t) - ) ( ) . . . . .
o(tp, 1) southern California seismic network, the lower magnitude

cutoff was taken to be M3. The initial time was,=1932,
where< I;(t;,t) > is the mean intensity averaged over the change interval was from=1990 to¢,=2000, and the
all the boxes ana (t,,t) is the standard deviation of forecast interval was from,=2000 tot3=2010. The initial
intensity over all the boxes. studies for California were published in 2002 (Rundle é&t al.
L ) 2002), the results are reproduced in Figire 1. The colored
- Qur measure of anomalous se|sm|C|ty n b@(t_he d'f'_ .__regions are the hotspots defined to be the boxes whétés
ference between the two normalized seismic 'ntens't'espositive. This forecast of where earthquakes would likely
occur was considered to be valid for the forecast interval
from 2000 to 2010 and would be applicable for earthquakes
with M=5 and larger. Since 1 January 2000 seventeen earth-
quakes with M>5 have occurred in the test region. These are
also shown in Figurid 1, and information on these earthquakes
is given in Tabl€ll. We consider the forecast to be successful
if the epicenter of the earthquake lies within a hotspot box o
in one of the eight adjoining boxes (Mabre, 1962). Fifteen of
the seventeen earthquakes were successfully forecast.
AlL(ty, t1,t2), (4) The second area to which the PI method was a_lpplied was
1—to to—to Japan. The forecast hotspots for the Tokyo regigs? to
38° N lat, 136° to 142° W long) are given in FigurEl2. The
where the sum is performed over increments of the timeinitial time wast(=1965, and the change and forecast inter-
series, which here are days. vals were the same as those used for California. Between 1
January 2000 and 14 October 2004, 99 earthquakes occurred
. We define the probability of a future earthquake in box and 91 earthquakes were successfully forecast. This fstreca
i, Pi(to, t1,12,), as the square of the average intensity \yas presented at the International Conference on Geodynam-

AT(ty, tr,t2) = Li(ty, t2) — Ii(ty, t1). (3)

. To reduce the relative importance of random fluctua-
tions (noise) in seismic activity, we compute the aver-
age change in intensity\I;(to,t1,t2) over all possi-
ble pairs of normalized intensity maps having the same.
change interval:

ty

AIi(to, t1,t2) = ;

change: ics, 14-16 October 2004, Tokyo by one of the authors (JBR).
) Subsequently the Niigata earthquake=£B18) occurred on
Pi(to, t1,t2,) = AL(ty, t1,t2) . (5) 23 October 2004. This earthquake and its subsequerti M

aftershocks were successfully forecast.
. To identify anomalous regions, we wish to compute the The Pl method has also been applied on a worldwide ba-
change in the probability; (¢o, t1, t2, ) relative to the  sis. In this casd® x 1° boxes were consideredyz = 1°
background so that we subtract the mean probability(110km). Consistent with the sensitivity of the global seis-
over all boxes. We denote this change in the probabilitymic network the lower magnitude cutoff was taken to be
by M. = 5. The initial time was,=1965; the change and fore-
cast intervals were the same as above. The resulting map
AP;(tg,t1,t2) = Pi(to, t1,t2)— < Pi(to,t1,t2) >, (6) of hotspots was presented by two of the authors (DLT and
JRH) at the Fall Meeting of the American Geophysical Union
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I T T
-4 -3 -2
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Fig. 1. Application of the PI method to southern California. Col-
ored areas are the forecast hotspots for the occurrence>#

-4 -3 -2 -1 0
log (AP / APy )

M Fig. 2. Application of the Pl method to central Japan. Colored ar-

earthquakes during the period 2000-2010 derived using the peas are the forecast hotspots for the occurrence>es arthquakes

method. The color scale gives values of tbg,,(P/Prmaz). Also
shown are the locations of the seventeen earthquakes vuith that
have occurred in the region since 1 January 2000. Fiftedreafév-
enteen earthquakes were successfully forecast. Mordslefdahe

earthquakes are given in Table 1.

Table 1. Earthquakes with M5 that occurred in the California test
region since 1 January 2000. Fifteen of these seventedmeakes
were successfully forecast. The two missed events are chavitk

an asterisk.
Event Magnitude
1 Big Bear | M=5.1
2 Coso M=5.1
3 Anza | M=5.1
4 Baja M=5.7
5 Gilroy M=5.0
6 Big Bear Il M=5.4
7 San Simeoh M=6.5
8 San Clemente Island M=5.2
9 Bodie | M=5.5
10 Bodiell M=5.4
11 Parkfield | M=6.0
12  Parkfield Il M=5.2
13  Arvin M=5.0
14  Parkfield Il M=5.0
15 Wheeler Ridge M5.2
16 Anzall M=5.2
17  Yucaipa M=5.0

Date

10 Feb. 2001
17 July 2001
32 Oct. 2001
22 Feb. 2002
13 May. 2002
22 Feb. 2003
22 Dec. 2003
15 June 2004

18 Sept.
18 Sept.
18 Sept.
18 Sept.
29 Sept.
30 Sept.

2004
2004
2004
2004
2004
2004

16 April 2005
12 June 2005
16 June 2005

during the period 2000-2010 derived using the Pl method.cblar
scale gives values of theg,,(P/Pmaz). Also shown are the lo-
cations of the 99 earthquakes with>N3 that have occurred in the
region since 1 January 2000.

forecast of where earthquakes would occur was considered
to be valid for the period 2000 to 2010 and would be ap-
plicable for earthquakes with magnitudes greater than 7.0.
Between 1 January 2000 and 14 December 2004 there were
63 M>7 earthquakes worldwide; 55 of these earthquakes oc-
curred within a hotspot or adjoining boxes. Subsequent to
the meeting presentation, theA8.1 Macquarie Island earth-
quake occurred on 23 December 2004 and thed\d Suma-

tra earthquake occurred on 26 December 2004. The epicen-
ters of both earthquakes were successfully forecast.

7 Forecast verification

Previous tests of earthquake forecasts have emphasized
the likelihood testl(Kagan and Jackison, 2000; Rundlelet al.,
2002;| Tiampo et al.._2002b; Holliday et al.,_2005). These
tests have the significant disadvantage that they are overly
sensitive to the least probable events. For example, con-
sider two forecasts. The first perfectly forecasts 99 out of
100 events but assigns zero probability to the last everd. Th
second assigns zero probability to all 100 events. Under a
likelihood test, both forecasts will have the same skillreco

of —oco. Furthermore, a naive forecast that assigns uniform
probability to all possible sites will always score highean
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The standard approach to the evaluation of a binary fore-
cast is the use of a relative operating characteristic (RDC)
agram|(Swels, 1973; Masan, 2003). Standard ROC diagrams
consider the fraction of failures-to-predict and the fiagtbf
false alarms. This method evaluates the performance of the
forecast method relative to random chance by constructing
a plot of the fraction of failures to predict against the frac
tion of false alarms for an ensemble of forecasts. _Molchan
(1997) has used a modification of this method to evaluate the
success of intermediate term earthquake forecasts.

4 3 2 4 0 The binary approach has a long history, over 100 years, in

09 (4714 nar) the verification of tornado forecasis_(Masbn, 2003). These
Fig. 3. World-wide application of the PI method. Colored areas are forec_asts takg the_ form of a tornado forecagt for a specific
the forecast hotspots for the occurrence of Klearthquakes during location and time interval, each forecast having a binaty se

the period 2000-2010 derived using the PI method. The colles ~ Of POssible outcomes. For example, during a given time win-
gives values of thaog,,(P/Pmaz). Also shown are the locations dow of several hours duration, a forecast is issued in which

of the sixty three earthquakes with>M that have occurred in the @ list of counties is given with a statement that one or more
region since 1 January 2000. tornadoes will or will not occur. A x 2 contingency ta-
bleis then constructed, the top row contains the counties in
which tornadoes are forecast to occur and the bottom row
perior. For this reason, likelihood tests are more subject t contains counties in which tornadoes are forecast to not oc-
unconscious bias. cur. Similarly, the left column represents counties in vahic
An extensive review on forecast verification in the atmo- tornadoes were actually observed, and the right column rep-
spheric sciences has been giver_ by Joliffee and Stephensqasents counties in which no tornadoes were observed.
(2003). The wide variety of approaches that they consider With respect to earthquakes, our forecasts take exactly thi
are directly applicable to earthquake forecasts as wele Th form. A time window is proposed during which the fore-
earthquake forecasts considered in this paper can be viewqghst of |arge earthquakes having a magnitude above some
as binary forecasts by considering the events (earthquakesninimum threshold is considered valid. An example might
as being forecast either to occur or not to occur in a givenpe a forecast of earthquakes larger tHegh= 5 during a
box. We consider that there are four possible outcomes foperiod of five or ten years duration. A map of the seis-
each box, thus two ways to classify each red, hotspot, boxmically active region is then completely covered (“tiled”)
and two ways to classify each white, non-hotspot, box: with boxes of two types: boxes in which the epicenters of
) o at least one large earthquake are forecast to occur and boxes
1. An event occurs in a hotspot box or within the Moore j, \yhich large earthquakes are forecast to not occur. Irrothe
neighborhood of the box (the Moore neighborhood is s of forecasts, large earthquakes are given some eontin
comprised of the eight boxes surrounding the forecast,q,s probability of occurrence from 0% to 100% in each
box). This is a success. box (Kagan and Jacksdn, 2000). These forecasts can be con-
verted to the binary type by the application othaeshold
value. Boxes having a probability below the threshold are
assigned a forecast rating iodn-occurrence during the time
3. No event occurs in a hotspot box or within the Moore window, while boxes having a probability above the thresh-
neighborhood of the hotspot box. This is a false alarm. old are assigned a forecast rating afcurrence. A high
) ) .. threshold value may lead to mafgiluresto predict (events
4. An event occurs in a white, non-hotspot box. This is @inat occur where no event is forecast), but fiaree alarms
failure to forecast. (an event is forecast at a location but no event occurs). The

We note that these rules tend to give credit, as successfd?vel at which the threshold is set is then a matter of public

forecasts, for events that occur very near hotspot boxes. WQO“Cy specified by emergency plan_ners, represe_ntlng a bal-
X . ance between the prevalence of failures to predict and false

have adopted these rules in part because the grid of boxes |

o Lo o : . alarms.

positioned arbitrarily on the seismically active regiomg

we allow a margin of error oft1 box dimension. In addi-

tion, the events we are forecasting are large enough so tha& Binary earthquake forecast verification

their source dimension approaches, and can even exceed, the

box dimension meaning that an event might have its epicenTo illustrate this approach to earthquake forecast vetifina

ter outside a hotspot box, but the rupture might then propawe have constructed two types of retrospective binary fore-

gate into the box. Other similar rules are possible but wehav casts for California. The first type of forecast utilizes e

2. No event occurs in a white non-hotspot box. This is also
a success.
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California and adjacent region32C to 38.3° N lat, 238° to (A)
245° E long) using a grid of boxes withz = 0.1° and a
lower magnitude cutoff\/, = 3.0. For this retrospective
forecast we take the initial timg = 1932, the change in-
tervalt; = 1989 to to = 2000, and the forecast interval 3’°|
to = 2000 to t3 = 2010 (Rundle et al., 2002; Tiampo etlal., =
2002b). In the analysis given above we considered regions.
with AP positive to be hotspots. The PI forecast under
the above conditions witthP > 0 is given in Figurd¥B. ** NN\
Hotspots include 127 of the 5040 boxes considered. Thiss A\ %
forecast corresponds to that given in Figidre 1. The threshol .} © % 2 I -
for hotspot aCtIVEltIOﬂ Can be Varled by Changlng the th resh_ -123° -122° -121° -120° -119° -118° -117° -116° -115°-123° -122° -121° -120° -119° -118° -117° -116" -115°
old value forAP. A forecast using a higher threshold value

is given in FigurdHA. Hotspots here include only 29 of the (B)

5040 boxes considered.

An alternative approach to earthquake forecasting is to use
the rate of occurrence of earthquakes in the past. We refef
to this type of forecast as i@lative intensity (RI) forecast. s
In such a forecast, the study region is tiled with boxes ofgeal
size0.1° x 0.1°. The number of earthquakes with magnitude
M > 3.0in each box down to a depth of 2 is determined
over the time period fromy = 1932 to to = 2000. The RI 7
score for each box is then computed as the total number of,
earthquakes in the box in the time period divided by the value .
for the box having the largest value. A threshold value in s 2z wor v tis its 27 116 115 125 122 B0 20 1 118 117 116 115
the intervall0, 1] is th‘?” selected._ Large earthquakes h_av'ngFig. 4. Retrospective application of the Pl and RI methods for
M > 5 are then considered possible only in ques having @outhern California as a function of false alarm rate. Rexebo
Rl value larger than the threshold. The remaining boxes withyre the forecast hotspots for the occurrencé/of> 5 earthquakes
RI scores smaller than the threshold represent sites ahwhicquring the period 2000 to 2005. Also shown are the locatiditise
large earthquakes are forecast to not occur. The physial ju A7 > 5 earthquakes that occurred in this region during the fotecas
tification for this type of forecast is that large earthquake period. In Figurd#A, a threshold value was chosen suchFhat
are considered most likely to occur at sites of high seismic0.005. In Figure[3B, a threshold value was chosen such that
activity. 0.021.

In order to make a direct comparison of the RI forecast
with the PI forecast, we select the threshold for the RI fore-
cast to give the same box coverage given for the Pl forecast ir,[1h
Figured2A an@4Bi.e. 29 boxes and 127 boxes respectively. h
Included in all figures are the earthquakes with> 5 that
occurred between 2000 and 2005 in the region under consi
eration.

Pattern Informatics (PI) Relative Intensity (RI)

38"

38"

37"

36"

35°

347

33"

Pattern Informatics (P!1) Relative Intensity (RI)

38"

37

36"

35° 35°

34

33"

>

Verification of the Pl and RI forecasts proceeds in exactly
e same was as for tornado forecasts. For a given number of
otspot boxes, which is controlled by the value of the prob-
bility threshold in each map, the contingency table (see Ta
ble[d) is constructed for both the Pl and RI maps. Values for
the table elements (Forecast=yes, Observed=yds}Fore-
cast=yes, Observed=noy, (Forecast=no, Observed=yes),
9 Contingency tables and ROC diagrams and d (Forecast=no, Observed=no) are obtained for each
map. The fraction of colored boxes, also called pingba-
The first step in our generation of ROC diagrams is the con-ility of forecast of occurrence, isr = (a + b)/N, where the
struction of the2 x 2 contingency table for the Pl and RI total number of boxes i& = a + b + ¢ + d. Thehit rateis
forecast maps given in Figuké 4. The hotspot boxes in eactH = a/(a + ¢) and is the fraction of large earthquakes that
map represent the forecast locations. A hotspot box uporoccur on a hotspot. Thialse alarmrateis F' = b/(b + d)
whichat least one large future earthquake during the forecastand is the fraction of non-observed earthquakes that are in-
period occurs is counted assaccessful forecast. A hotspot  correctly forecast.
box upon whicho large future earthquake occurs duringthe  To analyze the information in the Pl and Rl maps, the stan-
forecast period is counted as amsuccessful forecast, or al- dard procedure is to consider all possible forecasts tegeth
ternately, dalse alarm. A white box upon whiclat leastone  These are obtained by increasiAgfrom 0 (corresponding
large future earthquake during the forecast period ocaurs ito no hotspots on the map) to 1 (all active boxes on the map
counted as &ailure to forecast. A white box upon whicho are identified as hotspots). The plot Bf versusF' is the
large future earthquake occurs during the forecast pesiod irelative operating characteristic (ROC) diagram. Varythng
counted as ansuccessful forecast of non-occurrence. threshold value for both the Pl and RI forecasts, we have ob-
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Table 2. Contingency tables as a function of false alarm rate. In
Table[2A, a threshold value was chosen such fhat 0.005. In 08 -
Table[2B, a threshold value was chosen such fhat 0.021.
(A 12

0.6 -
Pattern informatics (PI) forecast

Forecast Observed z 1@
Yes No Total o4r
Yes (a)4 (b) 25 2 [T Sttt A 1t
No (c) 13 | (d) 4998 | 5011
Total 17 5023 | 5040 .l { os
Relative intensity (RI) forecast
Forecast Observed 0 . . . . . 0
YeS NO Total 0 0.005 0.01 0.(;15 0.02 0.025 0.03
Yes @2 (b) 27 29
No (c) 14 | (d) 4997 | 5011 Fig. 5. Relative operating characteristic (ROC) diagram. Plot of
Total 16 5024 5040 hit rates,H, versus false alarm rates,, for the PI forecast (blue)
and RI forecast (red). Also shown is the gain ratio (greenr) de
fined asHp;(F)/Hr:(F). The filled symbols correspond to the
threshold values used in Figdik 4 and Tdlle 2, solid cirde29
(B) hotspot boxes and solid squares for 127 hotspot boxes. Tiite ho
Pattern informatics (PI) forecast zontal dashed line corresponds to zero gain.
Forecast Observed
Yes No Total .
Yes | (@) 23| (b) 104 | 127 of occurrence of earthquakes are reasonably accurates But i
No )9 | (d)4904 | 4913 it possible to do better? Are there precursory phenomenatha
Total 32 5008 | 5040 will allow earthquakes to be forecast?
Relative intensity (RI) forecast It is actually quite surprising that immediate local precur
Forecast Observed sory phenomena are not seen. Prior to a volcanic eruption,
Yes No Total increases in regional seismicity and surface movements are
Yes (a)20 | (b)107 | 127 generally observed. For a fault system, the stress graduall
No (c) 10 | (d) 4903 | 4913 increases until it reaches the frictional strength of thdtfa
Total 30 5010 | 5040 and a rupture is initiated. It is certainly reasonable to hy-

pothesize that the stress increase would cause increases in
background seismicity and aseismic slip. In order to test

. . - this hypothesis the Parkfield Earthquake Prediction Experi
tained the values aff and " given in Figuréb, blue for the ment was initiated in 1985. The expected Parkfield earth-

Pl forecasts and red for the RI forecasts. The results corre-uake occurred beneath the heavily instrumented reaion on
sponding to the maps given in Figue 4 and the contingenc f y 9

> . . : Y8 September 2004. No local precursory changes were ob-
tables given in TablEl2 are given by the filled symbols. Theserved (Lindh, 2005).

forecast with 29 hotspot boxes (Figf 5A and Tlle 2A) In the absence of local precursory signals, the next ques-

haSFp[ = 0.00498, Hp;y = 0.235 andFRI = 0.00537, . . . . R
Hpar = 0.125. The forecast with 127 hotspot boxes (Fig- tion is whether_broader anomal!es _devel_op, and_ln p_armcula
whether there is anomalous seismic activity. It is this ques
ure[@B and Tabl€l2B) hag8p; = 0.0207, Hp; = 0.719 . . ) ) i X
and Fy = 0.0213, Hpy = 0.666. Also shown in Figuréls tion that is addressed in thl_s paper. Using a '_[echmque 'Fhat
R ' ' o has been successfully applied to the forecasting of El Nifio

'S & gain curve (green) defined by th_e r.at|<.J.RiSﬁ)1(F) o we have developed a systematic pattern informatics (PI) ap-
Hpg(F). Gain values greater than unity indicate better per- . 7 . 7
proach to the identification of regions of anomalous seismic

formance using the Pl map than using the_RI map. The ho”._?ctivity. Applications of this technique to California,phm,
zontal dashed line corresponds to zero gain. From Flgure 5 i . )
. and on a world-wide basis have successfully forecast the lo-
can be seen that the PI approach outperforms (is above) the . :
. cation of future earthquakes. It must be emphasized that thi
Rl under many circumstances and both outperform a random L )
. IS not an earthquake prediction. It is a forecast of where
map, whereld = F', by a large margin. ; ;
future earthquakes are expected to occur during a relgtivel
long time window of ten years. The objective is to reduce the
10 Discussion possible future sites of earthquakes relative to a long term
hazard assessment map.
The fundamental question is whether forecasts of the time Examination of the ROC diagrams indicates that the most

and location of future earthquakes can be accurately made. Important and useful of the suite of forecast maps are those

ic ar~rantad that lanAa tarrmm ha-ard manc nf the avnacrtad rataith thae laact ntimbaoar nf hatennt havee thacoe with emall
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Geller, R. J.: Earthquake prediction: A critical review,dpays. J.

values of the false alarm raté, A relatively high propor-

Int, 131, 425-450, 1997.

tion of these hotspot boxes represent locations of futugela  Geller, R. J., Jackson, D. D., Kagen, Y. Y., and MulargiaHarth-
earthquakes, however these maps also have a larger numberquakes cannot be predicted, Science, 275, 1616-1617, 1997.

of failures-to-forecast. Exactly which forecast map(sp&o
used will be a decision for policy-makers, who will be called

upon to balance the need for few false alarms against the de-

sire for the least number of failures-to-forecast.

Finally, we remark that the methods used to produce the:]

forecast maps described here can be extended and improveaa

We have found modifications to the procedures described in

Holliday, J. R., Rundle, J. B., Tiampo, K. F., Klein, W., andm

nellan, A.: Systematic procedural and sensitivity analysithe
pattern informatics method for forecasting largé ¢ 5) earth-
quake events in southern California, Pure Appl. Geophys., i
press, 2005.

umé, S. C. and Sykes, L. R.: Evolving towards a criticahtpo
"A review of accelerating seismic moment/energy releas® fwi
large and great earthquakes, Pure Appl. Geophys., 1553089—

Section 5 that allow the PI map to substantially outperform 1ggg.

the Rl map as indicated by the respective ROC diagramsjgjiffee, I. T. and Stephenson, D. B.: Forecast Verificatidohn
These methods are based on the approach of: 1) starting with wiley, Chichester, 2003.

the RI map, and introducing improvements using the stepsagan, Y. Y. and Jackson, D. D.: Probabilistic forecastifigarth-
described for the PI method; and 2) introducing an additiona quakes, Geophys. J. Int., 143, 438-453, 2000.

averaging step. This new method and its results will be deKanamori, H.: Earthquake prediction: An overview, in Imational

scribed in a future publication.
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