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Motivation

Catalogues are a fundamental dataset for PSHA

- Need reliable catalogues capturing rates o1 earthquakes

- Requires combining multiple catalogt es info single ‘homogenised’
catalogue with single magnituae wvoe (Mw)

- Global ‘backbone’ for develcping regional catalogues

- ISC-GEM for onshore, but we wanted to extend to smaller magnitudes
and enhance offshore coverage
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Merging and homogenisation process

- Merge three global catalogues: ISC-
GEM, Global centroid moment
tensor (GCMT), comcat (from USGS,
M4+)

magAgency
® ISCGEM

- GCMT provides newer events (not
yet reviewed by ISC)

- comcat provides smaller and recet .
events with varying magnitude tpes

- Use tools in the OQ-MBTK 1o ¢ccld 1904 1914 1824 1934 1944 1954 1964 1974 1984 1994 2004 2014 2024
unigue events

- prioritise ISC-GEM > GCMT > comcat
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Event locations and duplications

gcmt locations

- GCMT inversion results in fime and locations
reflecting the ‘centre’ of rupture, compared to
locations reported in traditional catalogues

- forlarge earthquakes this can be up to
~100km (and several minutes!) difference

Location differences between catalogues, and
between catalogue revisions

- for events <1960 sometimes > 1CL“m between
catalogues

- Improved locations in revised catalogues can
lead to duplications - som< of these will be
removed in declustering
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Merging and homogenisation process
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comcat events require
homogenization for mb, ms
and varous Mw magnitfudes -
need o determine suitable
CONVErsions

‘"o magnitude conversions
are challenging

.= Even conversions that seem
= sensible can lead fo issues in

the final catalogue!



Magnitude homogenisation and uncertainties

- 2016 homogenisation equations for mb —

2016 equations
results in spikes in higher magnitude bins, 800001 | Mw homogenised
reduction in ~M5 events (orange) reported Mw

- used a back-projection method to test £ o0
impact of homogenisation choices R l
- Global catalogue between 5.5 -7 is \
~stable GR, so how do different 20000 g
magnitude choices affect the b-valuz? L.
an Asspmes GR scaling at M<5.5, does not «orsiaer 0-—== E : : . :
variable completeness magnitude
- Propagated uncertainty frcri ariginal Comcat mw: 0.111 + 0.9806*m
catalogue + uncertainty fron Comcat mww: 0.134 + 0.975%m

Comcat mwb: 0.373 + 0.935*m
Comcat mwr: 1.504 + 0.725*m
Comcat mwc: 0.099 + 0.985*m
Comcat ms: 0.902 + 0.874*m
Comcat mb: 1.091 + 0.809*m where m < 6.5

homogenisation included

e\ \ \couaumerons



Global magnitude-frequency distribution
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Towards global completeness
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Planned improvements: Classification

60°N § €252
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crustal deep int sla’ *.Known

Preliminary global classification for \Mo.5
events, from GEESE
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Next step for the global catalogue: global

classification v tectonic region
Subductinr rnodels require classification

of event, inito crustal, interface and slab

| components.

Airn o compile 3D subduction geometries

tC ¢cllow global event classification

Topography

| wmmmmwwmwwwm

Sea level

LBathymetry g
hl

crustal

h2

h1,h2 interface locking depths
— buffer extents

,,,,, projection of Moho,
e } interface, and slab-

top buffer limits
<+ additional reference surface

From Pagani et al., 2020



Future plans

ISC-GEM l
Global base ~a

catalogue

GEM Global
Updated yearly with Catalogue
new GCMT/comcat
events + any updates in *
ISC-GEM |

Review

agencies

Existing homogenised
sl [ catalogues ‘] {Catalogues

|

Updated regional

catalogue
Any additional focal
mechanism
information Reglonal
additions

Improved regional
|\  catalogues merged
\ into Global

~— o __| Regional classified

'Checks for  «plosi ns!
i and nu” <2are 2nts
' 1

wlic tion/suspicious)

-iustering

E Classify events by :

tectonic region

catalogue

Zm\ \ \ cencumenont

Catalogue
checks and
post-
processing

By-project during
preparation phase

homogenisation
choices i
from local i

Upda ~d u ~ a by-project basis

Global catalogue to be
updated regularly
(~once/year)

Higher resolution local
catalogues to be
merged into global as
far as possible
Improved tools for
merging homogenised
catalogues, keepin
track of sources an
uncertainties as far as
possible

Possible further
improvements,
including more focal
mechanism data and
more tools for checking
for spurious
events/duplications



¢
o

- 4 Global catalogue of ~495000 events
homogenised 1o Mw

- Metadata including original catalogue
information and uncertainties where

available
- Now available on the geoviewer d71d 10
download 3

Q



Thank you!

Please attribute to the GEM Foundation with a link to:
hitps://www.globalguakemodel.org

SJolele

BY NC ND

Except where otherwise noted, this work is licensed under a
Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivatives 4.0
International License (CC BY-NC-ND 4.0)
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
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GEM Global Block Model
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Use of faults in PSH(R)A

Most hazardous earthquakes occur on mapped (or racopable) faults

«  Fault sources in PSHA provide much more accu e rupture location, geometry,
and kinematics compared to distributed seinnmic sources

« Fault slip rates provide budget for earinguake occurrence

« Fault catalogs have different limitations than earthquake catalogs




GEM Global Active Faults Database (GEM GAF-DB), 2020 release

First known global comgilzrion

Mosaic of ~20 regional or thematic databases
Some for PSHA, some not

Styron and Pagani, 2020



GEM Global Active Faults Database (GEM GAF-DB), 2020 release

GEM GAF-DB Fault Sourc~s —— GEM N. Africa —— SHARE

—— Active Tectonics of the Andes GEM N.E. Asia ~——— Shyu Taiwan

—— Bird Plate Boundaries —— HimaTibetMap ——— USGS Hazfaults 2014
EMME — Litchfield NZ 2013 — Villegas Mexico

—— EOS SE Asia Macgregor AfricaFaults — AUS_FSD

—— GEM Faulted Earth PHIVOLCS e JCERF3

~——— GEM Carib Central Am ——— SARA Styron and Pagani, 2020



GEM Global Active Faults Database (GEM GAF-DB), 2020 release

No slip rates
Fault geometries not always best for PSHA

Styron and Pagani, 2020



Improving fault data to advance PSHRA

Accuracy
* Improve map resolution of traces
« Traces represent seismic sources, not surface deiormation

*  More accurate slip rate estimates (no more guessiimates)

Precision

«  Lower slip rate uncertainties

«  Correlated slip rate uncertainties

«  Fewer branches/samples to evoiCcre parameter space

Clarity
« Clearer links between model parameters and data
- Simpler models with fewer logic free branches

How?e Remap everything and link all available data and theory (systematize it)!



Block models: systematization of Earth deformation data

- Based on plate tectonic theory and
math

«  Blocks are spatial polygons bounded
by faults (and off-fault boundaries)

*  Block motion completely described
by 3 numbers (3-vector, Euler pd.'le)

*  Any combination of geozei.~ data
(block motion compared 1c reference
frame) and geologic slip rate data
(relative motion of adjacent blocks)
can solve system



Block models and fault slip rates

- All fault slip rates determined by
relative block motions

*  Precision of fault slip rate estimates
greatly increased by integration of
many data + constraints

« Accuracy probably is as well

- Slip rate variance and covaricince
from data variance and biock
geometry




Block model data and inversion

« ~50,000 GNSS + InSAR velocities

« 100s geologic slip rates

+ Weighted least squares inversion
(finds global optimum)

» Regularization and/or priors for
subduction zone locking, blocks with
no data

- Uncertainties (+covariance) from
Monte Carlo perturbations of data




Fault and block mapping

« Almost all faults remapped
* Mapping from tectonic geomorphology, seismic and gecJctic datq, previous mapping

«  Some faults (mid-ocean ridges, challenging areas such s Japan) based more directly on
existing fault data

- Faults and blocks mapped together
« Necessary for high-quality models
« As many faults as deformation data ciow

- Fault mapping target 1:100,0C2 rmap resolution
- Higher where datasets allow
*  Lower offshore
«  Each fault should be independent seismic source
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Total model geometry

7,500 faults, 2000 blocks




More model geometry




Old vs. New: Kenya and Tanzania
Block model o L
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Old vs. New: Sulawesi
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Subduction

Spatially-variable coupling rate
calculated simultaneously with 50°N
block motions

Mathematically underdetermined;
options for regularization and priors

Geometries for nearly all
subduction zones

« Most based on Slab 2.0
* Only upper ~60 km

Results can be used for PSHA (with 4™
Fermi)

135°W 130°W 125°W 120°W

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 3 -
Locking Rate
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Slip rate results

C
0 0.1
- Slip rates have log-normal ‘g
distribution, mode at ~3 = 00
mm/yr ' i a
* Ridges and Transforms 10- e transform
SOx faster 1001 o -ridge \ulomans sgnatens s
- OthQ" 2" ':‘ b ': : .:o ¥
| | 3 e R
*  Median uncertainty (std) is = 4-. NS N .
€ 10: " ASTRBRRS e g ST :
60% of rate (mean) e e “ h
v P
= TN
° _ R % ﬂ: i A ‘P.‘?M A
Lengths also log-normal, & S e K
mode around 50 km = s i 3
&
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0.01- .
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Usage to date in GEM models

Used in current or in-progress GEM model




Slip rate (co)variance and model complexity

* Increased data precision requires less
sampling for single component

Fault 1

T

Fault 2

Two faults with the
same slip-rate
uncertainty

« Correlated uncertainties reduce
parameter space

- Systematization of faults can grea v
increase model precision and
decrease model complexity

Scenario A: uncorrelated uncertainties
Fault 1

Fault 2

Independent sampling: 3 + 3 = 6 branches

* Very important as comp'exiy of other
components increases exponentially

Scenario B: negatively correlated uncertainties

|

Paired Slip-rate
Outcomes

J

|

Fault 1 High/
Fault 2 Low

Fault 1 Medium /
Fault 2 Medium

Fault 1 Low/
Fault 2 High

J

Linked sampling: only 3 branches needed




Data sources and availability

*  Many data sources used, but most
mapping original linework

«  Contributions from other scientists
primarily geodetic data (thank you
alll)

* Mapping will be complete July 2076
block model modifications thro':gh
Dec 2026 (initial version!)

- Data and models will be available on
Github, GEM products page



Thank you!

Please attribute to the GEM Foundation with a link to:
hitps://www.globalguakemodel.org
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BY NC ND

Except where otherwise noted, this work is licensed under a
Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivatives 4.0
International License (CC BY-NC-ND 4.0)
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
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GEM Global Flatfile

A global ground-motion hoemagenisation effort

Christopher Brooks
GEAHazard Team

June M 2026

Univer‘si?y of Za , Croatia
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Flatfiles and the Lack of Homogeneity

Flatfiles are generally defined as a collection of metadata from processed ground-
motion recordings, usually represented as one record per row

The primary purposes of such datasets are ground-motion n oc.el (GMM) development
and selection

Larger datasets and those for previously less well-recordled regions are being published
more frequently

But the lack of homogeneity among these catasets makes them difficult to use

Ideally, a significant time investment s~ould not be required by the user to parse the
dataset into their workflow

It is also common for flatfiles coveriryg overlapping regions to contain metadata from
the processing of recordings rorr. only a specific seismic network (or subset of them)

We are frying to resolve these issues with the GEM Global Flatfile

— ~——TET
G EM|C ONEERENCE[20260E b E ot 10 FLtie{SCEnaT o8 B=Universitybi Zagreb Crostia




In the 2018 Mosaic Release We Had Only a Few Flatfiles

Publicly Available Flatfiles During 2018 Mosaic Release
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Now We Have Many More...

Latitude

(GEM|CONFERENCEF202FIomFRultayTo FuturelScenarios U unel231525

GEM Global Flatfile — coverage by dataset
767,761 unique records | 42,100 unique events | 23,198 unique stations | 22 datasets

80

40 A

20 1

—20 1

—40 4

o ©

3’0

-150

T T

-50 0 50
Longitude

-100 100

20_26.—,Uiversi
"'

00000000 COCOOOOCOOOOOOS

NGAWest3 (Buckreis et al., 2025)

NGASUB (Mazzoni et al., 2021)

NGAEast v2023 (Ramos-Sepulveda et al., 2023)
ESM (Lanzano et al., 2019)

NZL 2023 GMDB (Hutchinson et al., 2024)
Australia 2025 GMDB (Ghasemi et al., 2026)
Turkiye 2023 SMD (Sandikkaya et al., 2023)
Hellenic 2021 (Margaris et al., 2021)

Iran Ground Motion Databank (Shokouhirad et al., 2025)
India IGM 2025 (Sharma et al., 2025)

NIED K-NET/KiK-net (Morikawa et al., 2024)
Puerto Rico & U.S. VI (Aagaard et al., 2025)
SGC (Colombia) (Arteta et al., 2021, 2023)
Chile 2025 (Bastias et al., 2026)

Costa Rica (Moya-Fernandez et al., 2020)

Peru (CISMID records processed by GEM)
Groningen 2022 (Ntinalexis et al., 2022)
Belshake (Belgium) (Vanneste & Onvani, 2025)
Oklahoma & Kansas 2017 (Rennolet et al., 2018)
Eastern Canada 2022 (Palmer, 2022)

UK 2019 (Villani et al., 2019)

SEARS 2023 (Holmgren et al., 2023)

Stations



The GEM Global Flatfile

(28,100 events / 551,517 records) (4,457 events / 79,016 records)
. Fully homogenised = consistent event/station info
over different datasets and duplicate records
removed
1800
. We supplement the metadata in the incorporated
datasets through: 1600
- 1) Checking the GEM Global Catalogue for 1400
missing event information (e.g. nodal plane
solutions) 1200
- 2) Performing tectonic region classification N\ straslab other (including unknown) - 1000
of the events using the OQ-MBTK's classifier ) (f,-? e ~ts /111,805 records) (2,595 events / 25,423 records)
tool ¢ ] I - 800
8.
- 3) Recomputing rupture distances following - 600
homogenisation of event and station info (¢ N
if missing) ° 400
£ 51
. The flatfile is readily usable in the OQ-MBTFK s Stou.7, 41 200
Motion Tools (SMT) for residual analysis (Gl M 3-
selection) (as used in the Mosaic) 5] |
. Each incorporated flatfile's license is fully S B
10! 10° 10' 102 10® 10° 10! 10° 10' 102 10® 10*

respected, and the data from each incorporated

; rup_dist (km) rup_dist (km)
dataset is acknowledged/tracked

W B

Zagreb, Croatia

I CENEREICEARE R e Seamyies |Jums te A s

Vs30 (m/s)
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Max Horizontal PGA per H3 Cell of Resolution 2 (Mw > 5 events only)
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Homogenisation Process

Dataset 1 records

Dataset 2 records

|dentify records for the

same event in different | __

datasets, with different
EQ parameters |

If an event’s
parameters are
updated, we must
recompute the rupture
distances too

— — A

l _—

Use event intc nom the

A

We classify the events using
the classification tools
available in the OQ-MBTK

When event info is updated
we log this in the flatfile

highorariked DB

|

Onc the event information has

We can use the
OpenQuake Engine to
construct the finite ruptures

CEMICONFERENC EJ2 025 FTOMESultsyIo|FutarelScenaros| [ anel23 2542026 UniversitylofiZagreb, Croatia

|

We also check for missing
event information in the
GEM Global Earthquake

Catalogue

becii homogenised, we perform a
similar process for the stations and
then remove (most) duplicate

records

e —

A fully
homogenised
global
coverage
flatfile




Incorporated Information

Event Info
Event date/time and
ISC event ID
Hypocentre Location
Magnitudes (Mw, ML,
Ms, Md and mb)
Nodal plane solutions
Rupture dimensions
Tectonic region type
(GEM + original dataset)
Event homogenisation

info

Station Info
Station location
Station code
Network code
Vs30 and Vs30
measurement type
Depths to ref vaiezities
e.g., z1ptC {1000 m/s),
z2pt5 (2500 m/s)
Volear.ic backarc flag
Starion homogenisation

info

Record Metadata
Finite rupture distances (e.g., Rrup, Rjb,
R 2y Q)
~calar ground-motion intensity values
(PGA, PGV, PGD, CAV, IA, SA(T) for T
up to 10 sec)
Values are provided for H1, H2, vertical
RotD50, RotD0O, RotD100
Shortest and longest usable periods
Record homogenisation info including
flag informing if distances were

(re)computed using OQ Engine

S — U
(GEMICONEERENCEf20268From|EaultsilojFuturelScenarios||unef23E325} 2026.-‘Unjvqrsiof Z%iféb'.'roatia

e




Using the Flatfile to Reconstruct Ground-Shaking Scenarios

The site in the
context of the
flatfile is each

station recording > Site |

the given event \ I
Ground
surface

The flatfile contains
the information
required to (best as
possible) reconstruct
a finite rupture

B

B IGEMICONEERENCEF2 02 ETomiEsultsjTo FuturelScenarios [ unel2 8192552026 Universityof Zagreb, C
R — p— =3

B ——

roatia



Usable in the OQ-MBTK’s Strong Motion Tools for Residual Analysis

Provide a dataset
of processed
ground-motion
recordings

Z

normalised

[LanzanoEtAlI2019_RJB_OMO] - Total Res. (Mean = -0.462, ~.* Dev -

Parse the dataset intfo
SMT metadata (a
database of records
including event and
statfion info)

=(In(observed |—In | predicted )/ GMM sigma

1.368)

Frequency
o o o
N w =Y

o
—

©
o

=== “mpirical
= Standard. Norm. Dist.

I

For each re=crd, construct
the corresnonding ground-
shaking scenario within the
OceariQuake Engine and
~ompute the expected
ground-motions

~ » \_‘w"" ;fg‘
(GEMICONEERENCE2026RErom|EaultsilojFuturelScenarios]|lune}23E325! 2026;-_3Unive;rsiof Zagreb) Croatia
R e — ~]

-2

0 2 4 6 8
Z (PGA)

i — —

Compute the
distributions of
residuals (one
per GMM and
per IMT)

https://github.com/GEMScienceTools/og-mbtk




Fully Supported in the OQ-MBTK’s Strong Motion Tools Module

[BooreEtAl2020] - Total Res.
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- H doi:10.26443/seismica.v4i2.1654 I C A
Use Case: Validation of the Global SEIS

Risk Model with GEESE

Global EarthquakE ScEnarios (GEESE): An OpenQuake
Engine-Based Ruptu-e Matching Algorithmand
The Global EarthquakeE ScEnarios (GEESE) rupture Scenarios Databz=se for Seismic Source Model Testing
) ) : , and Rapid Post-Svi:nt Response Analysis
matching algorithm can retrieve an appropriate

fIﬂITe I’UpTUI’e fOI’ an Odmlﬂ-ed evenT Christopher Brroks © *', ‘arco Pagani (92, Manuela Villani (%3, Kendra Johnson (!, Richard Styron (!,
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It can also check the GEM Global Flaffile for N NS o United ingdom
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GEESE converts it to OQ format for use in the
conditioning of ground-motion fields (GMFs)

This capability is being used to support the -i- — —
Team’s validation of the Global Risk Mc Azl SL000 E o Matched Rupture Centroid | [31:0%0
Fault generating bst\’/\ ® ShakeMap Hypocenter
matching rupture D Matched Rupture
Leveraging the flatfile as a supplem =ntary input o [0 ShakeMap Rupture
for GEESE is therefore providing a capability to R Wi rk e
. . . . N .o w ep rike | Dip | Rake
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Conditioning of GMFs for a GEESE Rupture for the 1994 Northridge EQ
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Use Case: Developing Hybrid Backbone GMCs for Central America

le.'dual-based scaling factors for inslab
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Use Case: Partially Non-Ergodic GMM for next South America (SAM) model

dL2L for PGA

Work is currently being undertaken for a partially non-ergodic
GMM for each TRT in our next South America (SAM) model i
Given this is a continent-spanning PSHA model, the GEM Global

Flatfile is being leveraged extensively

I
=
o

1

Precomputing residuals using the SMT
)
Jointly solving for source, site and path corrections using a E —207 L 0.0
constrained least-squared approach b= "
© _301
The non-ergodic adjustments are allocated to ¢ densfying H3 grid 40 r—0.5
Enough data points above a given thre.r,ald = move to a I—l.O
finer resolution with a more robust ¢ rre.ction —50 -
Cannot always densify for all ce Is i, parent H3 cell, so retain 60

parent cell even if densification czzurs

And then use the parent cells only for events/sites which o0 780 ~7o P00 40
RN . : Longitude

don't lie in the finer resolution cells
Location-based source effect (locality-to-locality)

adjustment for active crustal events
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Future Plans for the GEM Global Flatfile

. The flatfile will be available soon
(this fall) on GEM's Zenodo page

80 oG

. We plan to document the dataset
in a journal article

60 -

. We are always interested in 40
improving the database

20 1

Latitude

. Suggestions on additional
information to include, or datasets o
to be incorporated are always

welcome
. Werecommend using the OG- ~0
MBTK’s SMT module to fully
leverage the benefits of this D oo 5o ; % 150 150
do.l.ase_l_ Longitude

2552026 UniversitylofiZagreb, Croatia)
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Thank you!

Please attribute to the GEM Foundation with a link to:
hitps://www.globalguakemodel.org
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Stochastic EVEnt Sets At Woriowide Scale
(SEESAWS)
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The project

Aim: creating a global dataset of ruptures that could be
used in hazard and risk calculations to generate groun<i
motion fields (GMFs) at a global scale.

[
2024

start if the project

April 2026

og-engine v.25: Increase of
efficiency

correction of a few budis

June 2025

first release of the dataset

June 2026

® New release

100,000 years and Mmin = 5 All 2026 inland models

100,000 years and Mpyin =5

rA“ GLOBAL QUAKE MODEL .ORG

Define a global
mosaic of
models

Compute the
ruptures

Get hazard and
risk results



The mosaic of models

* How we choose the ruptures

rA“ GLOBAL QUAKE MODEL .ORG

Define a global
mosaic of
models

Compute the
ruptures

Get hazard and
risk results



SEESAWS Inland - June 2025
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SEESAWS Global - June 2026

GLOBAL QUAKE MODEL .ORG
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SEESAWS - June 2025 vs. June 2026
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The dataset of ruptures

rA“ GLOBAL QUAKE MODEL .ORG

Define a global
mosaic of
models

Compute the
ruptures

Get hazard and
risk results



Ruptures dataset v2026 (M., =5 - 100,000 years)

Number of events per h3 cell

>500

rA“ GLOBAL QUAKE MODEL .ORG
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Ruptures dataset v2026 (M., =5 - 100,000 years)
Activity rate per h3 cell

!

< 0.000001
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Global dataset of ruptures (M,,,;, = 4 - 100,000 years)

Magnitude Frequency Distribution
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Define a global
mosaic of
models

Applications

Compute the
ruptures

« Sites from multiple models
* Global seismic hazard map
» Global seismic risk map

Get hazard and
risk results

rA“ GLOBAL QUAKE MODEL .ORG



Run sites from multiple models

A key advantage of the SEESAWS dataset is its ability to support the computation of the
hazard (and consequently risk) in a single hazard calculation for sites distributed globally or
for sites belonging to different hazard models.
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Verification
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SEESAWS in the global seismic hazard map
SEA CHN

PGA resulting from SEESAWS

SEESWAS computations account for
ruptures from different models providing
harmonized hazard results.

5 ﬁ
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SEESAWS in the global seismic hazard map
IND

PGA resulting from SEESAWS

The oceans models were built, along the coast,
to complement the inland models. SEESWAS
computations allow to include all contributions in
the transition between offshore and inland




SEESAWS in the global seismic hazard map

SEESAWS was adopted for “tricky” offshore areas and all offshore

sites between 300-500 km
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SEESAWS in the global seismic hazard map

"~ e Tl -
e -

SEESAWS was adopted for all “tricky” areas and all offshore sites between 300-500 km
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SEESAWS in the global seismic risk map

SEESAWS was adopted to run risk using regions, disentangling the process from any specific model.

e

- Exposure Mosaic Regions
© [ Africa %

[ Caribbean Central America

[ Central Asia

[ | EastAsia

[ Europe

[ | Middle East

[1 North Asia

[ North America

[ Oceania

[] South America

[1 South Asia

[ | Southeast Asia
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Available now

* New ruptures dataset for all inland models fully consistent with the 2026 release

* global_ses.py: creation of a ruptures dataset with ccrnmand:

oq shell openquake.engine.global_ses --number-of-logic-tree-samples N --ses-per-lu ric-‘ree-path S --minimum-magnitude M mosaic_dir
ses.hdf5

* Post processing tools (jupyter notebooks): crcate a geojson file, filter and
analyse the ruptures dataset, analyse a Lvent-based datastore created with
SEESAWS.

* Run an event based calculatior with input the ruptures dataset through the

oqg engine --run job.ini --hc="ruptures_dataset.hd’o"

What’s next?

* Improve the generation of ruptures along the border between models (e.g., buffer within
which ruptures from models are considered)
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Thank you!

Please attribute to the GEM Foundation with a link to:
hitps://www.globalguakemodel.org
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