European Geosciences Union P 0
= IR 5 Earthq“ake Hazard Assessment' an Independent ReVIew
Vienna | Austria | 17 — 22 April 2016 P N | .

(1, 2, 3)

MrlTIASASTIENRPA215008.9 26U201 5755 Viadimir G. Kossobokov
(1) Institute of Earthquake Prediction Theory and Mathematical Geophysics, RAS, Moscow, Russian Federation | (2) Institut de Physique du Globe de Paris, Paris, France | (3) International Seismic Safety Organization, ISSO, Arsita, Italy

E-mai Is : VOIOdya@m itpl ru ; VOIOdya&i pg p.fr INSTITUT DE PHYSIQUE

DU GLOBE DE PARIS
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(Japan) (2814 missing)
Yogyakarta (Java, Indonesia) 26.05.2006 6. 5749 0.3
Southern Qinghai (China)  13.04.2010 7. 2698 2.1
Boumerdes (Algeria) 21.05.2003 6. 2266 2.1
Nias (Sumatra, Indonesia) 28.03.2005 8. 1313 33

Padang (Southern Sumatra,
Indonesia)

period used to initially
develop the model and
thus independent data,
we compute the average

A Error Diagram ; daily rate of events _
1% We urge therefore the necessary revision of widespread PSHA maps, resorting to physically sound b 4 60 8 100 120 1ho 160 following an earthquake O —

sectors. Nature turns the wheel.
If seismic roulette is not perfect, one can win systematically. This may require a switch from
the original algorithm that loses systematically to its "antipodal” version (Molchan, 1994; 2003).
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Prediction of time and location of an
earthquake of a certain magnitude range
can be classified into the categories below =
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