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Abstract:
Although the sequential tsunami scenario detection

framework was validated in our previous work, sev-
eral tasks remain to be resolved from a practical point
of view. This study aims to evaluate the performance
of the previous tsunami scenario detection frame-
work using a diverse database consisting of complex
fault rupture patterns with heterogeneous slip distri-
butions. Specifically, we compare the effectiveness of
scenario superposition to that of the previous most
likely scenario detection method. Additionally, how
the length of the observation time window influences
the accuracy of both methods is analyzed. We utilize
an existing database comprising 1771 tsunami scenar-
ios targeting the city Westport (WA, U.S.), which in-
cludes synthetic wave height records and inundation
distributions as the result of fault rupture in the Cas-
cadia subduction zone. The heterogeneous patterns of
slips used in the database increase the diversity of the
scenarios and thus make it a proper database for eval-
uating the performance of scenario superposition. To
assess the performance, we consider various observa-
tion time windows shorter than 15 minutes and divide
the database into five testing and learning sets. The
evaluation accuracy of the maximum offshore wave,
inundation depth, and its distribution is analyzed to
examine the advantages of the scenario superposition
method over the previous method. We introduce the
dynamic time warping (DTW) method as an addi-
tional benchmark and compare its results to that of
the Bayesian scenario detection method.

Keywords: Tsunami scenario detection, Synthetic
database, Bayesian update

1. Introduction

Among the various types of natural disasters,
earthquake-induced tsunamis are a common type [1] and
are particularly devastating to human society. For in-
stance, the 1960 Chilean earthquake generated waves
ranging from 2 to 11 meters that hit the local community

and propagated to Hawaii and Japan, reaching heights of
over 5 meters [2]. The recurrence of an Mw 8.8 earth-
quake in 2010 also resulted in over 500 casualties due
to the tsunami in Chile [3]. The 2004 Great Sumatra-
Andaman Earthquake resulted in fatalities across 14 coun-
tries, with an estimated 70,000 casualties locally, ulti-
mately reaching a total of 250,000 victims worldwide
[4][5].

In recent decades, researchers have been increasingly
drawn to the installed ocean network of observational
gauges to mitigate such earthquake-induced tsunamis
[6][7][8]. In countries situated around the Pacific Rim
and Indian Ocean regions, sensors such as DART (deep-
ocean assessment and reporting of tsunamis) buoys [9]
have been deployed in near-shore and offshore areas. The
in-situ data provided by these sensors offer a more ac-
curate reflection of tsunami characteristics than do seis-
mic measurements (Bernard, 2005 [10]). Furthermore,
they are highly compatible with the “database-type eval-
uation” technique. That is, in-situ data play a key role
in searching for and detecting scenarios from a database
when a tsunami occurs. This enables us to complete time-
consuming tsunami simulations prior to real events, with
the only task remaining being to select the appropriate
scenario for risk evaluation. For instance, Titov et al. [11]
proposed an early tsunami warning system that employs
a precomputed tsunami catalog. With the recent focus
on machine learning techniques (e.g., Fauzi and Mizutani
2019 [12], Liu et al., 2021 [13]; Mulia et al., 2022 [14],
Kamiya et al. 2022 [15]), database-type evaluations have
emerged as a frontier topic.

In line with this context, we have developed a frame-
work for sequential scenario detection based on unsu-
pervised learning and Bayesian theory [16]. In a previ-
ous study, we successfully detected scenarios with wave
records very similar to those occurring within a seven-
minute observation time window. However, several prac-
tical issues still need to be addressed.

One critical aspect is the necessity of examining our
method with a database consisting of diverse and com-
plex fault rupture source patterns. Geist (2022) [17] noted
that heterogeneous slip pattern variations can significantly
impact the ultimate tsunami simulation results in terms
of wave amplitude, even when the earthquake moment,
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location, and geometry are identical. Despite validating
our framework with over six hundred tsunami synthetic
scenarios propagated from various fault rupture locations
[18], we acknowledge that simple rectangular fault and
homogeneous slip modeling can lead to each scenario
being very similar. Consequently, the database actually
comprises a limited number of scenario clusters, where
scenarios within each cluster share close information. In
such cases, the most likely scenario may indeed resemble
the occurring event, as verified in the paper. However, in
the case of a diverse scenario database, the detected sce-
nario may not necessarily exhibit similar tsunami charac-
teristics, even if they are judged to be close according to
Bayes’ theorem.

To address this issue, synthesizing scenarios is a key
concept. In the previous paper, the potential of scenario
superposition was not thoroughly addressed, but a brief
report was provided. In situations where a tsunami event
is not closely aligned with any single scenario in the
database, synthesizing candidate scenarios based on prob-
ability could be a feasible solution. Additionally, explor-
ing the balance between accuracy and observation time
window length is essential for providing sufficient evacu-
ation lead time. Even though seven minutes was sufficient
for selecting the proper scenario in the previous work, su-
perposition techniques could achieve accurate risk predic-
tion much faster.

With these remaining tasks in mind, this study aims to
elucidate the performance of the previous framework of
sequential Bayesian updates for tsunami scenario detec-
tion in a more practical context. Specifically, in terms of
the performance of probability-based scenario superposi-
tion, “weighted mean averaging” type detection is inves-
tigated with a tsunami scenario database that comprises
diverse fault rupture patterns. First, the developed frame-
work for tsunami scenario detection is briefly introduced.
After introducing the proper orthogonal decomposition
and sequential Bayesian update techniques, we also in-
troduce weighted mean averaging scenario detection and
the previous most likely tsunami scenario detection meth-
ods. The well-known dynamic time warping (DTW) dis-
tance measure is used as the benchmark that assesses the
advantages of these two Bayesian update-based evalua-
tion methods. Subsequently, we introduce a tsunami sce-
nario database focusing on the city of Westport in Wash-
ington (U.S.) [19]. By investigating the arrival time and
maximum height trends at a nearshore gauge in differ-
ent scenarios, we establish various observation time win-
dow conditions and split the data into 5 different sets of
testing/training data for cross-validation. Based on the 5-
fold cross-validation results for each method, we discuss
the most reasonable observation time windows for various
cases. In addition to the questions regarding the observa-
tion window size, we explore the possibility of improving
predictions based on weighted mean averaging. For both
scenario detection and weighted mean averaging, we in-
vestigate the accuracy of maximum offshore wave height,
maximum offshore inundation depth, and inundation zone
area predictions.

The Westport Peninsula is used as a test case due to the
availability of good training and testing data from previ-
ous studies and because it is a challenging test case for
real-time forecasting, due to the short time between the
earthquake and the tsunami arrival. But we note that in
practice the ground motion itself would be the primary
warning for a CSZ tsunami in this particular community,
and public education of tsunami hazards is a critical com-
ponent for life safety.

2. Sequential tsunami scenario detection

This section briefly introduces the tsunami scenario de-
tection framework based on both proper orthogonal de-
composition (POD) and sequential Bayesian updating.
The framework used in this study consists of two steps:
a preprocessing step, which involves constructing the
database, and a real-time step, where scenarios most sim-
ilar to the occurring event are identified.

In the following section, we briefly remind readers of
the POD method for extracting characteristics of each
tsunami scenario, as well as the Bayesian update process
that utilizes the extracted POD features to evaluate the
scenario probability from the in situ observational data.

We do not delve into the details of each process in this
section. For a comprehensive explanation of the entire
process, readers are referred to Nomura et al. [16] or Fu-
jita et al. [20]. For further information on POD, please
refer to Liang et al. [21] or Kerschen et al. [22].

2.1. POD for extracting the tsunami characteristics
First, we assume that we have Ns tsunami scenario

databases consisting of the wave data at all Ng gauges for
Nt time steps (with a total data size of Ns ×Nt ×Ng). Ac-
cording to the rule introduced in a previous paper [16],
we can establish the data matrix XXX ∈ IRNg×(Nt×Ns) by
combining all the wave history data ηηη

(tm)
j ( j = 1, . . .Ns,

m= 1, . . .Nt). Here, the data matrix XXX can be alternatively
expressed as a reduced order data matrix X̃XX ∈ IRNg×(Nt×Ns)

as follows:
XXX ≈ X̃XX = ΦΦΦrAAA, (1)

where the low-rank mode matrix ΦΦΦr ∈ IRNg×r and the co-
efficient matrix AAA ∈ IRr×(Nt×Ns) are rewritten as

AAA =
[
ααα1 ααα2 . . . ααα j . . . αααNs

]
,

with ααα j =

ααα
(t1)
j ααα

(t2)
j . . . ααα

(tm)
j

 , (2)

Here, ααα
(t)
j ∈ IRr×Nt contains a series of coefficients corre-

sponding to scenario j at time t and is used in the subse-
quent Bayesian update steps.

To make X̃XX a good approximation of the original data
XXX (∥XXX − X̃XX∥ < ε), the following cumulative contribution
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ratio is employed to determine the number of required
modes r in (1):

c(r) =
∑

r
j=1 λ j

∑
Ng
j=1 λ j

. (3)

2.2. Bayesian update
Assuming that an unknown tsunami event occurs and

that its propagating waves are sequentially observed as
ηηη t

χ , the current tsunami event-specific feature α̃αα
t
χ can be

extracted by the inverse formula of (1) as

α̃αα
(t)
χ = ΦΦΦ

†
r ηηη

(t)
χ , (4)

where ΦΦΦ
†
r is a pseudoinverse of ΦΦΦr. We use the Moore–

Penrose inverse for the actual calculation as well as in the
early study. We use the current scenario specific data
ααα

(tm)
χ as the “key” and the coefficient matrix AAA as the

“database”. In the following, we evaluate the similarity
of the current event to the j-th scenario in the database:

∆∆∆
(t)
j =

{(
ααα

(t)
j − α̃αα

(t)
χ

)T
PPPt−1

(
ααα

(t)
j − α̃αα

(t)
χ

)}1/2

, (5)

where ∆∆∆
t
j is the Mahalanobis distance, which reflects the

similarity between two events ααα
(tm)
j and α̃αα

(tm)
χ based on the

results of POD, and PPPt is the covariance matrix, which is
defined as PPPt = 0.1ΣΣΣ

1/2, where ΣΣΣ is the degree of contri-
bution of each spatial mode.

The defined Mahalanobis distance (5) is then used as
the measure of similarity in the Bayesian formulation:

P
(

Etm
j | ε

tm
)
=

L(E j)

∑
Ns
i=1 L(Ei)

(
Etm−1

i

)P
(

Etm−1
j | ε

tm−1
)
,

(6)

L(E j) =
1√

(2π)r | PPPt |
exp

(
−1

2
(
∆∆∆

t
j
)2
)
, (7)

where L(E j) is the likelihood of the j-th scenario, denoted
by Etm

j ( j = 1,2, . . .Ns), being selected at the current time
t, which is updated at each time step with the observa-
tional measure ε tm .

2.3. Tsunami scenario detection
We first define the tsunami risk indices that we finally

want to obtain as the results of the scenario detection. As
mentioned in Sec. 2.1, we have wave history data ηηη

(tm)
j for

all the simulation times (t = [t0, tNt ]); thus, we can evaluate
the following maximum wave height ηmax

n′, j as the index for
determining the tsunami risk:

η
max
n′, j = max

t
η

t
n′, j (8)

where n′ is the number of targeted gauges. In addition,
we assume that we have the inundation risk indices hhhmax
and Hmax as a result of the precomputed tsunami scenario
simulation. The former index hhh j

max represents the nx ×ny

matrix for storing the maximum inundation depth distri-
bution during event j:

hhh j
max =


h j

max(x1,y1) . . . h j
max(x1,yny)

h j
max(x2,y1) . . . h j

max(x2,yny)
...

. . .
...

h j
max(xnx ,y1) . . . h j

max(xnx ,yny)

 (9)

The latter index H j
max is a scalar value that represents the

maximum inundation depth among all the targeted do-
mains:

H j
max = maxhhh j

max. (10)

When an unknown tsunami event χ occurs, we can pre-
dict the offshore wave height ηmax

n′,χ , maximum inundation
distribution hhhχ

max and maximum inundation depth Hχ
max by

utilizing the results of Bayesian updating. In other words,
we can either select the scenario with the highest condi-
tional probability as the “most probable scenario” or ob-
tain a “weighted mean average” by synthesizing scenarios
based on their probabilities. The former method has been
presented in a previous paper; therefore, the main focus
of this study is to examine the advantages of the latter
method over the former.

In addition to comparing the two methods, we also need
to address the primary question of whether they both per-
form effectively on a scenario database comprising di-
verse fault rupture patterns. For this purpose, a nonproba-
bilistic measure that can quantitatively evaluate the simi-
larity of wave history data is also needed. Although there
are several indices available for judging the matching of
two sets of time series data (e.g., Yamamoto et al., 2016
[23]), this study employs dynamic time warping (DTW)
[24] for the benchmark. As mentioned in Senin 2008 [25],
DTW is a method designed to detect similar time series
data while minimizing the effects of shifting and distor-
tion. It can measure the closeness of the time series with
similar waveforms and amplitudes but different phases,
making it generally more robust than general Euclidean
distance-based comparison [26] [27].

2.3.1. Most probable scenario

As introduced in our earlier work [16], the scenarios
with the highest probabilities J are identified as the sce-
narios most similar to the occurring event,

J = argmax
j

P(Etobs
j | ε

tobs). (11)

Thus, we can use the data from scenario J in our predic-
tions as follows:

η
max
n′,χ = η

max
n′,J , (12)

hhhχ
max = hhhJ

max, (13)

Hχ
max = HJ

max. (14)
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2.3.2. Weighted mean scenario
In this case, predictions are obtained based on the su-

perposition of data from every scenario considering the
conditional probability, as follows:

η
max
n′,χ =

Ns

∑
j=1

P(Etobs
j | ε

tobs) ·ηmax
n′, j , (15)

hhhχ
max =

Ns

∑
j=1

P(Etobs
j | ε

tobs) ·hhh j
max, (16)

Hχ
max =

Ns

∑
j=1

P(Etobs
j | ε

tobs) ·H j
max. (17)

2.3.3. Shortest DTW distance scenario
Similar to the most likely scenario detection method, in

other words, selecting the scenario with the shortest Ma-
halanobis distance, as described in Equation 11, we can
detect the scenario j∗ that has the shortest DTW distance
as follows:

j∗ = argmin
j∈1,2,...Ns

d[t0,tm]
χ, j (18)

where d[t0,tm]
χ, j represents the DTW distance set calculated

from the wave history data for scenarios j and χ within
the time window [t0, tm]. Here, the risk prediction can be
performed as follows:

η
max
n′,χ = η

max
n′, j∗ , (19)

hhhχ
max = hhh j∗

max, (20)

Hχ
max = H j∗

max. (21)

3. Diverse tsunami scenario database

3.1. Synthetic tsunami scenario database compris-
ing diverse and complex fault rupture patterns

As introduced in the first section, a scenario database
consisting of diverse fault rupture patterns is required to
determine the robustness of the framework. For this,
an established tsunami scenario database for Westport,
which is located in Washington state, U.S., as illustrated
in Fig.1a, b, and c, was employed. Westport is a coastal
city exposed to tsunami risk caused by earthquakes aris-
ing from the Cascadia subduction zone (CSZ). The CSZ
is known to generate earthquakes with magnitudes larger
than Mw8.0 at a return period of approximately 500 years
[28]. The last event was the 1700 Cascadia earthquake,
which was an M8.7 ∼ 9.2 earthquake that induced a
tsunami [29]. The CSZ can generate major earthquakes
that threaten communities along the northwestern coast
of North America [30].

We used the same database as that generated in
Williamson et al. 2022[19]. They first prepared 2000
slip distributions with defined earthquake magnitudes of
M7.5, M8.0, M8.5 and M9.0. With the Karhunen-
Loéve (KL) expansion [31] with triangular subfaults im-
plemented in the fakequake [32] module of the MudPy

software package [33], various random lognormal slip
distributions were statistically generated. Here, Fig.2a
shows one of the fault rupture realizations generated by
Williamson [19]. Comparing the rectangular fault model,
illustrated in Fig.2b, with the uniform slip distribution
model (e.g., [18], [34]), each slip distribution is heteroge-
neous in the current database, as represented by the con-
tour colors in Fig.2b. Thus, the resultant tsunami scenar-
ios should be more diverse than those of rectangular fault
slip models.

For the tsunami simulation results, the 4-hour wave
height data sampled at 76 synthetic gauges located along
the coast, as illustrated in Fig.1b, were stored. Here, the
nearest gauge, “Gauge 130”, which is illustrated as a red
triangle in Fig.1c, is approximately 30 km away from
the coast. The time between each wave snapshot varies
since GeoClaw [35–37], a tsunami simulation tool, uses
an adaptive mesh refinement method. Therefore, the wave
history data were interpolated to 0.2 Hz, i.e., 5-second in-
crement data in this study. Thus, {t1, t2, · · · tNt} is equal to
{5.0,10.0, · · ·(60[sec/min] · 60[min/hr] · 2[hr])}; see [19]
for more details.

In addition to the offshore tsunami wave data, the on-
shore inundation depth distribution hhh j

max of each scenario
was obtained at 216 × 180 locations in the Westport
area (hhhmax ∈ IR216×180), as shown in Fig.1e. The south-
west and northeast edge points of this area are (x1, y1)
= (W124◦4′48.50”, N46◦52′12.50”) and (x216, y180) =
(W124◦8′23.50”, N46◦55′11.50”), with a 1 second inter-
val. In addition, the maximum h j

max(x,y) values among all
the 216 × 180 = 3880 observation points are also defined
according to Eqn. (10).

To confirm the diversity of the scenario database, we
examined the number of modes r in Eqn. (1) and (3).
Here, a small number of modes r implies that the database
can be represented by low-rank information, indicating
that each scenario can be almost entirely expressed by
common information shared across other scenarios in the
database. Therefore, a diverse scenario database would
require more modes to reconstruct the original data with
minimal information loss. Fig.2c illustrates the relation-
ship between r and c(r) resulting from POD analysis of
the wave history data η

(tm)
j . The pink bar indicates that

43 modes, which is more than half of the total number
of modes (43/76), are necessary to reconstruct 90% of
the original data matrix XXX . This suggests that the cur-
rent database exhibits a very complex structure due to the
intricate pattern of fault slip.

3.2. Observation time window setup
To identify a reasonable observation time window

length tobs in relation to the prediction accuracy, we first
analyzed each scenario in the database in terms of the off-
shore maximum wave heights ηmax

n′, j , maximum inunda-

tion depth H j
max and wave arrival time tarrv. The tsunami

arrival time tarrv and maximum wave height were both de-
fined at the gauge nearest to the coast of Westport, namely,
Gauge 130. As illustrated in Fig.3a as a red point, the time
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Gauge130

b

c

a

d

Fig. 1. Location of the city of Westport and the observation gauges. (a-c) Westport is a coastal city located in Washington state,
approximately 100 km from the Cascadia subduction zone. (d) Topography elevation on the Westport Peninsula.

b

a

Fig. 2. a The CSZ fault region with a sample heterogeneous slip distribution (from the open repository [38] that summarizes the
data used in Williamson et al. 2020 [19]), b The cumulative contribution c(r) defined in Eqn. (3).

of the first wave peak was recorded as the arrival time tarrv.
The maximum wave height ηmax

n′, j was recorded at the first
wave arrival time tarrv in this case. All tarrv were identified
using the find peaks package of the scipy python
library.

We first eliminated the scenarios with only small wave
amplitudes at Gauge 130. As a result of rejecting scenar-
ios with threshold values ηmax

n′, j < 0.01, the total number
of scenarios Ns we used in this study was 1771, as sum-
marized in Table 1.

Fig.3b shows a histogram summarizing the number of

scenarios classified according to the wave arrival time
tarrv. The red and gray zones represent the scenarios with
relatively high inundation risks of 2.0 ≤ H j

max < 6.0 and
6.0 ≤ H j

max, respectively. As depicted in the histograms,
scenarios classified as being of high inundation risk are
those with tsunamis arriving within an hour. Specif-
ically, the greatest total amount of inundated water in
the high-inundation-risk scenarios occurs within the in-
terval of 15min ≤ tarrv < 30min. Assuming that waves
need several tens of minutes to reach the coast of West-
port after passing through Gauge 130, we set up 10 dif-
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ferent tobs conditions shorter than 15 minutes, namely,
tobs = 1 min,2 min, . . . ,15 min, as candidates for reason-
able observation time windows. Table 1 summarizes these
conditions as well as other specific information about the
database.

Based on the general concept of k-fold cross-validation,
we first generated 5 pairs of 1417 learning scenarios and
354 test scenarios, accounting for 80% and 20%, respec-
tively, of the whole dataset to avoid data sampling bias.
Each scenario in the test data group was treated as a real-
time event χ . Additionally, the wave history data for
the 1417 learning scenarios were used in POD and the
Bayesian updating process. Therefore, Ns was equal to
1417. With POD, we extracted 71 coefficient matrices
ααα

(tm)
j ( j = 1,2, . . .1417,m = 1,2, . . .2880) at each time

step. From the wave data for each test scenario, we evalu-
ated the coefficient matrices α̃αα

(tm)
χ via an inverse calcula-

tion approach.

4. Results of scenario detection with various
observation time windows

As mentioned in the previous section, fivefold cross-
validation was carried out. In each fold, i.e., for each pair
of test/training scenarios, both scenario detection meth-
ods introduced in Sec.2.3, namely, most probable and
weighted mean, were applied. The accuracy of the pre-
dicted risk indices, namely, the maximum wave height
ηmax

n′,χ , maximum inundation distribution hhhχ
max and max-

imum inundation depth Hχ
max, were then investigated to

evaluate the advantage of weighted mean averaging-type
scenario detection over the previous most likely scenario
detection. DTW distance-based predictions were supple-
mentary used to evaluate the prediction performance at
each observation time window.

The performance of weighted mean scenario detection
in each observation time window was evaluated according
to the prediction accuracy of each of the three indices, as
described in the following.

4.1. Wave history data ηmax
n′,χ

The scatter plots in Fig.4 show the relationship between
the forecasted η

χ

n′,max and ground-truth values at Gauge
130 (Fig.1c). Fig.4(a)-(c) shows the prediction based
on the detected most likely scenario (Eqn. (12)), and
Fig.4(d)-(f) shows the prediction based on the weighted
mean of all the learned scenarios (Eqn. (15)). There are
1770 (354 ×5) circles plotted in each panel, reflecting the
evaluations for Gauge 130 (shown in Fig.1) based on 5-
fold cross-validation. The color and size of each circle
indicate the magnitude of the wave arrival time tarrv.

In panels (b) and (e), which represent tobs = 8 min in
the middle column, the numbers of circles plotted outside
the gray zone, corresponding to 50 or 10% error in ref-
erence to the ground truth, are smaller than those in pan-
els (a) and (d). However, the accuracies do not seem to

change drastically for tobs = 15 min. We focus on these
errors in terms of the relation with the wave arrival time
tarrv. The fast-arriving waves, which usually correspond
to large wave heights, are more drastically over- or un-
derestimated than the late-arriving waves, represented by
white/pale circles. Many of these trends are unresolved,
even if the observation time window tobs is extended to 15
min.

Additionally, these results suggest that scenario estima-
tion based on the weighted mean does not necessarily im-
prove accuracy. As shown in Fig.4(f), the ηmax

n′,χ values es-
timated from the weighted mean operations are not very
different from those plotted in panel (c), which illustrates
the results of scenario detection. Moreover, the weighted
mean operation can easily result in the significant under-
estimation of wave heights if the observation time window
tobs is too short, as shown in Fig.4(d).

These tendencies are further summarized in the box
plots shown in Fig.5. The two box plots illustrate the vari-
ance in the absolute error e of (a) ηmax

n′,χ based on most
likely scenario detection with (12) and (b) ηmax

n′,χ based
on weighted mean estimation with (15). The diamond
plot, horizontal line inside the box, and edge lines of the
whiskers represent the mean, median, and min/max val-
ues, respectively. In both panels, the worst prediction ac-
curacy is observed for the shortest observation time win-
dow tobs = 1 min based on both the mean values (diamond
plots) and the upper whiskers. As the length of the ob-
servation time window increases to tobs = 2 min,3 min,
the absolute error decreases. However, the improvements
generally stabilize after eight minutes. This tendency is
common for both prediction methods, and the error vari-
ances are comparable between them.

To determine whether these absolute errors are accept-
able, we compare the scenario detection results based on
DTW distance measures. The leftmost boxes in panels
Fig.5 (a) and (b) represent the ηmax

χ predictions based
on the shortest DTW distance scenario j∗, as defined
based on Eqn. (18). The DTW distances are all calcu-
lated by the fastdtw module provided in the scripting
language Python. Focusing on the interquartile range
(IQR), which is equivalent to the vertical length of the
box, the predictions based on both the most likely sce-
nario and the weighted mean scenario are comparable or
superior to those based on the DTW method if we set tobs
to a value longer than several minutes.

4.2. Maximum inundation depth Hmax

The same tendencies as those of the wave height predic-
tions were observed in the evaluation of Hχ

max, as shown
in Fig.6. The upper row shows the results based on most
likely scenario detection (Eqn. (13)), and the lower row
shows the results based on the weighted mean scenario
(Eqn. (16)). The circles are not close to the centerline,
which would be indicative of perfect accuracy. In partic-
ular, significant under/overestimations occur in the rapid-
arrival tsunami cases regardless of the inundation depth.
This must be because the Bayesian updates are based
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ba

Fig. 3. a Wave history data and its wave arrival time tarrv. b Histograms of the scenarios based on the first wave arrival time. The
colors and hatching denote the magnitude of the local maximum inundation depth. Hmax.

Table 1. Conditions of 5-fold cross validation

Total number of scenarios 1771
(Ratio of the numbers of training/testing scenarios) 1417 : 354
Number of gauges Ng 76
Observation time window tobs 1 min, 2 min, 3 min, 4 min, 5 min, 6 min,

8 min, 10 min, 12 min, 15 min

(c)(b)(a)

(d) (e) (f)

Fig. 4. The results of maximum wave height ηmax
n′,χ detection. (a), (b), and (c) show the predictions based on the most likely scenario

(12) for observation time windows of tobs =1 min, 8 min, and 15 min, respectively. (d), (e), and (f) show the predictions based on
the weighted mean scenario (15) for observation time windows of tobs =1 min, 8 min, and 15 min, respectively.

on the modes and coefficient matrices extracted from the
propagated wave information. Thus, the inundation depth,
which is not directly used in probability evaluations, is
slightly harder to precisely predict than the wave height.

Regarding the two methods of prediction defined in
Eqn. (13) and Eqn. (16), most likely scenario detection
has advantages in all tobs cases compared to the weighted

mean scenario method, as summarized in Fig.7. Further-
more, the weighted mean method does not provide results
superior to those of the DTW-based scenario method,
even when tobs is set to 15 minutes. In contrast, the most
likely scenario method provides more accurate predic-
tions since its IQRs are smaller than those of the DTW
method for the tobs > 4 min condition.

Journal of Disaster Research Vol.19 No.6, 2024 7



R. Nomura, L. A. Hirao V., S. Fujita, D. Rim, S. Moriguchi, R. J. LeVeque and K.
Terada

Fig. 5. The variance in the maximum wave height prediction error at Gauge 130 during each observation period tobs. (a) Results
based on most likely scenario detection, and (b) results based on the weighted mean scenario. The diamond plot, horizontal line
inside the box, and edge lines of the whiskers represent the mean, median, and min/max values, respectively.

4.3. Inundation distribution hhhmax

Fig.8 shows the results of inundation prediction based
on both methods. Here, the upper eight panels show
the results based on the most likely scenario detection
method, and the lower eight panels show those based
on the weighted mean scenario method. The longer the
length of the time window is, the closer the inundation
distribution is to the true distribution for both methods
(Fig.8 (a)-(d), (i)-(l)). The absolute errors in Fig.8 (a)-(h)
and (m)-(p) decrease in this test case.

To comprehensively evaluate the performance in inun-
dation prediction, we introduce binary evaluation indices.
That is, to confirm the accuracy of the inundation distri-
bution trends, we employ the true-positive rate (TPR) and
the false-positive rate (FPR) as evaluation indices:

FPRtobs
χ =

ntobs
FP

ntobs
FP +ntobs

TN
(22)

TPRtobs
χ =

ntobs
TP

ntobs
TP +ntobs

FN
(23)

Here, ntobs
TP , ntobs

FN , ntobs
FP and nTN indicate

ntobs
TP : The number of true-positive predicted grid points

at tobs(inundated/properly predicted)

ntobs
TN : The number of true-negative predicted grid points

at tobs(not inundated/properly predicted)

ntobs
FP : The number of false-positive predicted grid points

at tobs(not inundated/incorrectly predicted)

ntobs
FN : The number of false-negative predicted grid points

at tobs(inundated/incorrectly predicted)

Fig.9 shows an example of a false-negative/positive area.
Panels (a)-(e) and (i)-(l) show the predicted inunda-
tion zones for each observation time window of tobs =
1, 4, 8, 10 min.

In panels (e)-(h) and (m)-(p), the broader yellow zones
indicate unpredictable inundation (false-negative predic-
tion). The points in the violet zones are dry but judged

as inundated (false-positive prediction). The FPR calcu-
lated from Eqn. (22) represents the ratio of the violet zone
size to the total number of false predictions and should
be close to 0.0 for a good prediction of safe regions. On
the other hand, TPR is expected to be close to 1.0 if the
method can predict the actual inundated areas, i.e., the ac-
tual hazardous zones. Specifically, as the ratio of yellow
zones in Fig.9 decreases, TPR approaches 1.0.

Here, Fig.10 summarizes the TPR and FPR values in
all test cases depending on the length of the observation
window tobs. Similar to the other figures, this figure pro-
vides the results based on the most likely scenario de-
tection method in the upper row and those based on the
weighted mean method in the lower row.

For most likely scenario detection, predicting truly
inundated zones is somewhat difficult, as shown in
Fig.10(a). The prediction accuracy is not comparable to
that of DTW-based scenario detection (rightmost sidebar
in (a)) if the longest observation time window tobs is ap-
plied. In contrast, false-negative predictions are avoided
in the very early stages of an event, namely, when tobs = 1
min, as shown in Fig.10(b). Note that the vertical axis in
(b) shows very narrow range (from 0.0 to 0.06) compared
to those of the other panels. According to Fig.10(b), the
FPR does not display a large variance and is even superior
to the prediction based on the DTW distance (the right-
most sidebar). The IQRs are all within 0.03 regardless of
the length of the observation time window tobs.

In contrast, the weighted mean scenario detection
method shows its advantages in true inundation zone de-
tection, as shown in Fig.10(c). However, a longer tobs
appears to correspond to increased uncertainty in true-
positive prediction. This finding implies that the number
of false-negative predictions nFN in (23), that is, overes-
timations, increases as the amount of observational data
increases. Another aspect of the weighted mean method
is that the FPR variance is greatly reduced if we set tobs ≥
4.0, as shown in Fig.10(d), although forecasts that are too
early result in erroneous estimates compared to those ob-
tained via the most likely scenario detection method (b).
Another aspect of the weighted mean method is that it
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(c)(b)(a) Most probable, Most probable Most probable,

(d) (e) (f)Weighted mean, Weighted mean, Weighted mean,

Fig. 6. The maximum inundation depth Hχ
max. (a), (b), and (c) show the predictions based on the most likely scenario method (13)

for observation time windows of tobs =1 min, 8 min, and 15 min, respectively. (d), (e), and (f) show the predictions based on the
weighted mean scenario method (16) for observation time windows of tobs =1 min, 8 min, and 15 min, respectively.

(a) Most probable (b) Weighted mean

Fig. 7. The variance in the inundation errors during each observation period tobs. (a) Results based on most likely scenario detection,
and (b) results based on the weighted mean scenario method. The diamond plot, horizontal line inside the box, and edge lines of the
whiskers represent the mean, median, and min/max values, respectively.

cannot provide improved accuracy compared to the short-
est DTW distance scenario method. Based on a compari-
son of the most likely scenario detection method (14) and
the weighted mean scenario method (17), the weighted
mean scenario approach is more appropriate for disaster
mitigation purposes.

5. Discussion

Thus far, prediction results have been provided and
compared in terms of the difference in the scenario cho-
sen or the length of the observation time window. We now
summarize and further discuss the results.

Regarding the evaluation of the maximum wave height,

the two methods, namely, the most likely scenario detec-
tion method and the weighted mean scenario method, are
comparable. They both predict the maximum wave height
with an observation time window tobs of 3-4 minutes.
However, the prediction accuracy tends to not improve
after the observation time window reaches such threshold
values.

For predicting the maximum onshore inundation depth
Hχ

max, weighted mean scenario detection is outperformed
by the most likely scenario detection and DTW-based sce-
nario detection methods, although its performance im-
proves as the observation time window increases.

With respect to the trends in inundation detection,
weighted mean scenario detection is a better choice due
to its balanced ability. Even though the FPR is larger
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Fig. 8. The results of inundation depth prediction. (a)-(d) show the inundation depth predictions based on the most likely scenario
detection method for observation time windows of tobs = 1, 4, 8,and15 min, and (e)-(h) show the absolute error values. (i)-
(l) show the inundation depth predictions based on the weighted mean scenario method for observation time windows of tobs =
1, 4, 8,and15 min, and (e)-(h) show the absolute error values. The areas with false-negative and false-positive results are illustrated
in orange and violet, respectively, and the ground-truth labels are provided in the rightmost panel.

than that obtained using the most likely scenario detec-
tion method, overestimations are acceptable compared to
underestimations in emergencies, and acquiring accurate
TPR values should be prioritized.

In summary, weighted mean scenario detection has ad-
vantages over most likely scenario detection when the pre-
diction objective is to determine the inundation trends. In
contrast, most likely scenario detection is preferable if the
quantitative amounts or inundation heights of the waves
are required. These findings also suggest that the previ-
ously developed framework, namely, most likely scenario
detection, is still feasible for a scenario database consist-
ing of diverse fault rupture patterns. A time window of
3-4 minutes provides acceptable predictions for any pur-
pose with either scenario detection method. Furthermore,
longer observation time windows do not necessarily im-

prove the accuracy in all cases.
Now, we also discuss the reason why the weighted

mean method does not provide a significant improvement
in prediction. This limitation may arise from the assump-
tion made in the Bayesian updates Eqn. (6)-(5). Using
these equations, we assume that each scenario is consid-
ered an independent event. Consequently, the likelihood
function L(E j) is calculated as the finite product:

L(E j)≈
r

∏
l=1

N (α̃
(t)
l,χ | α

(t)
l, j ,σl), (24)

where N (•|µ,σ) expresses the probabilistic density at
point • represented by a Gaussian distribution with mean
value µ and standard deviation σ . However, when we
expect scenario superposition to yield better predictions,
Eqn. (24) is not valid because each scenario should not be
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Inundation zone, False Negative prediction, False Positive prediction

Fig. 9. The results of inundation area prediction. (a)-(d) show the inundation area (blue) predictions based on the most likely
scenario detection method for observation time windows of tobs = 1, 4, 8,and15 min, and (e)-(h) show the areas with erroneous
inundation judgments. (i)-(l) show the inundation area predictions based on the weighted mean scenario method for observation
time windows of tobs = 1, 4, 8,and15 min, and (m)-(p) show the areas with erroneous inundation judgments. The areas with false-
negative and false-positive results are illustrated in orange and violet, respectively, and the ground-truth labels are provided in the
rightmost panel.

considered independent. Instead, scenarios are assumed
to occur simultaneously. In such scenarios, the prob-
ability values obtained from sequential updates become
“weights”, characterizing the effectiveness of each sce-
nario in explaining the current event.

6. Conclusions

This study aimed to elucidate the performance of a pre-
vious tsunami scenario detection framework with diverse
tsunami scenario databases consisting of complex fault
ruptures with heterogeneous slip distributions. Specifi-
cally, the effectiveness of scenario superposition was in-
vestigated in terms of its advantages over the previous

most likely scenario detection method. Additionally, how
the length of the observation time window affects the ac-
curacy of both methods was determined. An existing
1771 tsunami scenario database, which comprises syn-
thetic wave height records and inundation distributions,
was used for this purpose. The complex structure of the
database, which was assumed to be due to the heteroge-
neous patterns of slips, was identified, and the scenario
diversities were inferred. From the perspectives of the
tsunami arrival time and the maximum inundation depth,
we established several candidates for observational time
windows shorter than 15 minutes and split the database
into five testing and training sets.

From the results, we draw the following conclusions:

• The weighted mean scenario method does not
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Fig. 10. The variance in the inundation errors in each observation period tobs. (a), (b) Results based on most likely scenario
detection, and (c), (d) results based on the weighted mean scenario method. The diamond plot, horizontal line inside the box, and
edge lines of the whiskers represent the mean, median, and min/max values, respectively.

necessarily provide improved accuracy compared to
the most probable scenario detection method.

• The weighted mean scenario method slightly better
predicted the inundation distribution compared to
the most probable scenario detection method.

• The length of the observation time window does
not strongly influence the prediction accuracy if the
window length is more than 3-4 minutes.

• The abovementioned tendency was common be-
tween the two methods.

• The sequential probability update process should be
reformulated for the purpose of scenario superposi-
tion.

From these findings, we conclude that the current
framework performs well for a scenario database com-
prising diverse fault rupture patterns to a certain extent,
but there is room for improvement in achieving better pre-
diction results through scenario superposition. To do so, a
new formulation for the probability update process should
be established. Additionally, addressing challenges as-
sociated with shorter observation time windows, partic-

ularly those within 3 minutes, could enhance the effec-
tiveness of tsunami evacuation efforts.
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Appendix A. Appendix: Evaluation based on
the shortest DTW distance sce-
nario method

As we reported in Section. 2.3, 4, we employed the
DTW method as the benchmark for validating the reason-
ability of Bayesian scenario detection method. As in the
other two methods, we established 10 different observa-
tion time windows, tobs = 1,2,3,4,5,8,10,12,15 min and
4hr.

In each observation time window, we calculated the
DTW distance based on wave height data.

Here, Fig.11 shows the maximum wave heights ob-
tained based on the shortest DTW distances. Although
good prediction results are obtained if we use the entire
wave history dataset, as shown in Fig.11(d), the shortest
DTW distance scenario method does not provide a good
prediction if the observation time window tobs is less than
15 minutes, as shown in panels (a)-(c).

This tendency is also confirmed by the box plot in
Fig.12, which summarizes the absolute errors of the max-
imum wave heights. These results and comparisons with
those of the other two methods are presented in Section.
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4. Bayesian update-based probabilistic evaluation has an
advantage over methods that use standard time-series fea-
tures.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) 4 hr

Fig. 11. The results of maximum wave height ηmax
n′,χ detection based on dynamic time warping (DTW). (a), (b), and (c) show the

predictions based on the shortest DTW distance scenario method for observation time windows of tobs =1 min, 8 min, and 15 min,
respectively. (d) shows the results obtained with all the wave history data (tobs=4 hr) corresponding to the rightmost box in Fig.5, 7,
10.

Fig. 12. The variance in the inundation errors in each obser-
vation period tobs based on the shortest DTW distance sce-
nario method. The rightmost box shows the results obtained
with all the wave history data (tobs=4 hr) and corresponds to
the rightmost box in Fig.5, 7, and 10.
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