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Why‘p - Surface faulting is a threat for infrastructures, both on main/primary and distributed segments
: - Fault Displacement Hazard Analysis is developing (mainly following Probabilistic Approach) for critical facilities
- Needs for reliable and robust databases (displacement attenuation, scaling laws, ec)
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State-of-the-art

- Petersen et al (2011 ) compiled a series of data for 9 large strike-slip
earthquake (M>6.5) and produced regressions for distributed rupture
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With whom?
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1.0 Sand Loose Virgin 77.0 12.44 0.147 INSTITUT DE PHYSIQUE
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Towards A New Model Database for Next-Generation
FDHA, a flexible and relational database that can
accommodate both vintage data and newer datasets
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Potential Interactions with Fault2SHA

SURE contain data for Empirical Scaling Relationship Generation and for Validation of Rupture Modeling Results

Earthquake Rupture Forecast Models can be used in PFDHA (e.g. Biasi, 2016: Performance-Based PFDHA Using the Third Uniform California
Earthquake Rupture Forecast, Menlo Park Workshop)
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