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OEF WP i SRR B 3 e B B G045 “ B3 38 437 76 N IO SR BEBOR (A OEF AR &8 i) o ) 468
TUSERE L) Sz OEF f W U A5 R AT 1 LB, - 1o 180 45 & o [l b 7 S0 BF 52 119 22 3 A7 0 2
WS, LA [ 110 7 T 00 B4 B 5 4 Bk 2 5 i 4

1 OFEF x££ E X

i OEF ({5 & Ji% , 32 S 04 0 A T[] 2t 5% Y90 D00 14 552 s 1 T 5 90 R 5 Ak 2 28 AR R THT
If] PSR PR A I (B0 2 2% (5 B 5 J7 T, B 4

(—) “MEFHE 45" (Probability Gain) ZE & A 51 A N 52 B OEF (1 5 B4 AR SL Ak, 1
D PE N AR R s 7 A A T REAE A A% B R TR — Al DO 3l A Y 3t 7 5 Bl R MR
A SRR S R AEL R AT BE 7 AR R R T R R TR Sl Y AR Y R AR AR (A AR
i " B s MR R AR A BCRE R AR A, SE AT A T S M AR U Y el AR . N, A
AL BRI AR )7 (ETAS) # A ( Ogata, 1988 1989 ,2001 ; Zhuang,2011) X hr 45 Fr M 6.3 Hh
ARG F B AR R AR 1 R KRG FE Y (3600km” ) 1 “ SR 18 25 7 T 3k 5~ 25, [ 48
L M 6.3 3075 Az i n] RE R 2 LG A H A9 2 25 AL T A4 4% R 5 ~ 25 A (Marzocchi et al,
2009) . 3 [ 5 A Ry (USGS) 75 finJH #th X i ml 48 VF 3 52 35000 v, 0 R 19 b 7% 9 0
( Short-Term Earthquake Probability , STEP ) ## %I ( Gerstenberger et al,2005) i #F 5% % W, #H tb
T I Y R RS, /N R F A (M =3~ 4) 52 rh BT B BE AR AR B R AT 3k G =10~
100( Gerstenberger et al,2007) , | F] ETAS #5254 Xf 3 [ i1 M s DX A1 R A1 Y 3 72 e 51 14 [m]
PIPERT ST R, MR 25" B 4 G =10~ 100( Helmstetter et al, 2006 ; Console et al,2010)
PRI, 33K o 8 A ) 4 75 6 B PR R B2 10 M3 2 ™ A 5 1At 75 D R R BEE A R 1 2R
KZHEER

(=) Bk HuZ n] WA S5 1EWTSE” ( Collaboratory for the Study of Earthquake Predictability,
CSEP) 3% (http :// www.cseptesting.org ) XJ iy 52 FU A Y (1) RGEAG I IEAL Ry OEF Sk 1 o B2 1Y
IAERYEER . 2006 4F iy 5& g i 52 hoc (SCEC) A2 i CSEP 4] (Jordan,2006) , Z85 T 10
SRR AN SEG , TR 1 R AN [F] I ] RUBE 1 b R S A A - CSEP 3141k HIGE — BT IX.
B Nt 5% H S RS I R GE TGN vk KA A 17 b R T AR AR A T S R 2 S [l P
DNAG G , LA 8t D0 A5 S AT RS PR A 5000, etk , CSEP SRA% A 2 0d RGEK 50 5 PEAh Y
TR AR, Sy B B8 K SR OEF RSB iy i R 32 (it 1 T M . 72 CSEP Rk i b,
T B B — ISR B B i) JRy R, 2R T 47 4 i ™ 1 D e PR 5 1A [ 1) IR ™ A 5 1 B
— WA BEA TRl A TR IR G AAL” IR T O RCREAS I . TR BB E 4R v b 52 T BB ) Y
[, EZ Wl OEF RS- 32 24

(=) EAL S PR BB FIN 2 E A5 & AL T (0] S B BT Y OEF R &8, O 52 B 7=
A EL AR, OETF (g B2 Hi M H A 1 52 10 20 g FECRI 70 7 1 B 0L A ¥ A o E i, PR B2y
TERE TR b R TN DA K AR B Yk T R Y M RE fE IS M 22 BT 7 (Probabilistic: Seismic
Hazard Analysis, PSHA ) , 3 DLt di 3 Bl 1 50 09 BT IEYE PO 500t 5 o AR IR o 4 200 3t 72 131
I /470 R VBl 45 5K, OEF Bk 3 52 £ 6 1 M 38 LA B AH L A JRCAR 24 4 70 7 7 ( Cost-Benefit
Analysis, CBA ) 75 A AR Y A9 80 TR 3 o A 552 B AT 45 4 1) e 7 T, — 260 5% & T B 4y 2
A OEF RS8R 38 1 4k 2 [ AR BUR 2R 338 1 D i 95 BAJE , 1ol 36 ] 22 0 (B W]l
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14 Ee 4 4 ATHRE R M SZ T ( OEF) [ BRIF Y 3 5 45 54 3

S TR 9 7 ] &% € (Marzocchi et al ,2014) o HRj, € [ B8RRI AT P6 22 45 [H X C i or i
OEF R4, I LB 117> A i1k (Jordan et al,2011) .

2 HERiEE

21 “WIEREBHEXERT
“HE S 257 (Probability Gain) Z F A7E OEF #F5% th 9k 51 A, — > 55 22 Ji PR 2 0 fif o b
T AR A A 238, DX ) b 52 s 6 R DA [, X MR 45 7, b 7R T AR R 45 A A TR
AFMT RAEME B B &3 P(BIA)
P(A|B)
P(B\A)_[ L)
oo, A0 J5 455 g B B 25 7 (Aki, 1981 ; McGuire et al,2005) . A1, B T 3F 4
2 T AL BE Y Molchan [#] 3% (Molchan, 1991) , i W] K 331 5 7 HAK R IR hy
P(B|A) 1 -v
G = = (2)
P(B) T
L 7 S By e 2s A 20 B3 ; G 24 Molchan R 211 (0,1) 5 (7,v) LR

it

P(B) (1)

550, WESERE 26 TR c-test(Student's) K% . £ D<) AU RE) A A 6270 B
H1Z (Z B 1 25 (the Information Gain Per Earthquake,IGPE) 3 3 /R (Imoto,2007)
InL, - InL,

IGPE(A,B)=T (3)

Ao, N Ry BAR R I B E, IGPE X LR sRB0rT B F =035

1nL=Zln/\(im) - Z/\(i) (4)

b, n BSOS (] RUAS S B s m SRR AR 55 A () SR EE S RO B T MR A
B, R EN ( Akaike Information Criteria, fij 5 & AIC) A] 15 ( Akaike,1974)
AIC =- 2InL + 2k (5)
Ak B E LS S O B s ATC [ 48 7 il A 50 0 0 552 B 8040 1 3 P, O S, 3%
7N id PP PR A B TIGPE A 3678 O
AAIC AIC, - AIC,

IGPE(A,B) = = 6
(4,B) =— N (6)

i, R 227
G =exp[ AAIC/2N] (7)
“Fa A ¥ A1 A7 (Stationary Uniform Poisson, SUP ) 5 U Fl1 “ 45 %f 58 BF ” ( Relative
Intensity , RT) FA4 J2 75 b 52 5000 5 10 228 B0 A0, 2 5 JFCAth FoT 0 A5 AR ) ABE 44 484 25 119
Ao YO PARE T B R R A FR R RO R
Asor (0, M) = () Be # (8)
Horb ,B=0In10;u, S5 5EHLZ 1Y & A2 58 MO M 52 5 1R I 52 90 M, S 1530 o 1D 10 o & M 2
o T RT3 78 K AR AR08
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Console Z£(2010) | F ETAS 5 5 [a] 38 t4: #th A 5% 7 72 K F] # X 1990 ~ 2006 4= 33 4~ 5.0
UL R R S5 0, S5 R R B, ETAS TR X 110 A4 A Y 1 ME 32 1 45 " YU L O 0.93 ~
32000.00, XfF H A M X, ETAS #5 AU XS TIHAM A (9 “ B34 55 7 24 973 (Zhuang,2011) ,
Lombardi 45 (2009 ) ¥4 X 43 32 #% %I ( Double Branching Model, DBM ) ( Marzocchi et al,2008) Jij
FHFRRAN 5.5 G L b b 7= 0 [0 98 P F50 00 0 4z 36 o, 390 EC AR T T 9 P A 7R ) MBE R 3 257
A 1.54, Rhoades %5 (2009) Xf Jill#H #i X 1984 ~ 2004 4F & A= 1Y 5.0 2% L) b #1732 ) 81 390 4 BT 5%
ZEW,“PPE” ( Proximity to Past Earthquakes) f& %  “EEPAS” ( Every Earthquake a Precursor
According to Scale) f&%1 STEP % B AH % F SUP #5814 “ HE 2 48 25 7 4K ¥k hy 5.31.8.76.,10.13,
e 95% 1) B 5 /KFF , Geodetic #L A Neokinema # %!  “PI1” ( Pattern Informatics) £ %  Kagan
F B eeodetic8.1 fE Y  geodetic8.5 & KU #H X} T “ HKJ” ( Helmstetter-Kagan-Jackson ) 15 %Y | Xt Jiil
P b X5 AR RUBE (9 1] 399 1 A 3 A R 1 457 (6) MRk o 1,77 ,1.35,1.30,1.22,1.20,1.22
(Rhoades et al,2014) , )i Jj B J5ORE B AH XS T IHAS AL B 1 “HE 18 257 O 1.11 ~ 1.22 ( Zheng
et al,1994) , b, —LEHF5EIA R, PPE BEALXE SUP B AL i “ BE A1 25 " 7E B 74 == H A A
JiE 35 BN 43 3 29 4.5.1.6 (1.6 3.4 , EEPAS BAYUAI XS T+ SUP 45 A1 i) “ M 248 25 " 76 H A |
v e L 3& & g 43 591 A 1.82,3.65,7.69 ( Rhoades et al, 2005 ; Console et al, 2006; Rhoades,
2007)

Shebalin % (2014) | ] “ EAST * EEPAS” %] EEPAS 57 & EAST, 5% %F 3 [ b H
DXCHEAT T I A 36 4 B, “ EAST + EEPAS” BERUAI XS T EEPAS BERYf) “ B A48 457 O 1.65,
FHXS T EAST, B “ M1 457 0 1.05, 25 (6] “ 50 45 7 O 1.28, B0 B X i iR 5 15 20 HL AT B o
M5 M BE J7. Rhoades 4§ (2014 ) #f 58 A b, 1R & £ & “ HKJ&Neokinema&PT” F
“HKJ&Geodetic&PT” A X%} T HKJ #5875 36 [# /i JH $tb DX /Y “ B 3239 457 70 il o4 1.42,2.20,
Rhoades(2013) \Rhoades 45 (20152016 ) i X} 2 FiE 5 A6 8L A4 “ 3 18 25 " HEAT T ISR

Helmstetter 55 (2006 ) 71 ] ETES 45 84 gE 47 % 8 BUN A 58, 2% 08 1 S /)N i@ 2008 7000 25
RUH X WA ()W, 2 M, =20, 6=11.13; M, =3 I1f,6=11.94; M, =4
W ,G=8.46;M,, =5 If,G=441;M,, =6 I, G=246, H] T [ mf ] REE Y« 5 8 A 147
(Renewal Model) (Daley et al,2004 ) , 75 I 8] i) B [& & (5 00T, 280 « 972846 5 58
2 RIEERIRT N R R k=020 ,6=1.9;k=5 B},G=0.4; k=25 i}, G=1.2( Harte et al,
2005) .

3 HMRWNESRE

TEAHE OEF MBI AR RGT b, H Al — MR JH 0 28 B0 A RE * d 00 ™ 14y B0 A6 284, 4] A [
I [ R BE SR ) N Jf) ROBE 2 IR — 5 A R B A7 “ IR 67, % e @ LA B e 15 2 Xt
PhAg IR A A7 (Hybrid Models) o
3.1 “STEP&EEPAS&NSHMBG&PPE” jE &1 H

T 2011 4R 74 22 ONS Blheg b it 2 B KA 250 545, McVerry (2012) & X T —Fli A
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iy “Expert Elicitation” (EE) iR G 88 . EE 1RG5 15 8 & 3 T 22 1i 19 — M ) By JE = Y
“Average-Maximum” (AVMAX ) 1B & B A & MK 19, 35 B2 b i ZR R A 43 | A < 10 T i) 4 75
Sy 1 ( Gerstenberger et al,2014) . 4, Rhoades % (2016) Jt T “EE” 451 5 £ 22 38 #4) 13
T A B AL LT_TV_OPT” R A A, 1245 71 32 2 ) HI 4G 30 548 4R n B LT % 18 1 i

HALE S
VL& R W R B, “EE” [ AVMAX” YR 4 455 700 75 g gt v o fif P %) 5 780 4 it R ER

Fe A5
AVMAX =p,STEP_TV+p, EEPAS_OF_TV+¢PPE (10)
EE =m,STEP_TV +m,ETAS_TV +m, EEPAS_OF_TV +m, EEPAS_IF_TV +

n, NSHMBG_B_POLY +n,PPE+n,PPE_FROM_1840+n,PPE_DECLUS (11)
Horb, poom, AR 3 5 g, o, IR} 65 p, op, 2300100 0.5.0.559 K 1smy om, omy

m, 539149 0.36.0.19 .0.24 .0.215n, \n, g on, 43514 0.58 .0.13.0.16.0.12, S Y “LT_TV_

OPT” # B ) LT( Long-Term ) A1 TV ( Time-Varying) 4312 4
LT=a,PPE+a,PPE_DECLUS+a, NSHMBG_B_POLY +a,SUP+a,PPE_1950 (12)
TV =06, STEP_TV+b,ETAS_TV+b, EEPAS_OF_TV+b, EEPAS_1F_TV (13)

5 4
Hrp Z a, =1, Z b, =1, F]H“Downhill Simplex” J5 1 ( Nelder et al, 1965 ) 45 | A] [H] B} {# 2
=1 i=1

A3 B 0 1 B AR SR AR, L T 0T I 14 AN i 2 B3 D e ] A R g e

Rhoades 45 (2016) %R A% (“AVMAX” “EE” “LT_TV_OPT” ) L) Jz B —#L & 43 31 %
774 2% CSEP 33 i [X (New Zealand Testing Region) #E47 1 [ml 3] 14 (¥ Xof LA 560, &5 R R 9T
SR FIR SRR L A RLR B AL
3.2 SMA RAH#E

Marzocchi 2¢ (2014 ) ¥ ETAS #i % ( Lombardi et al, 2010) . ETES % %! ( Falcone et al,
2010) FiI STEP #5254 (Woessner et al ,2010) 555 A [a] i A 20 5, 44 1 2 A 3t DXt 52 190300
[ OEF £ R & 4t . Marzocchi 55 (2012) K 3 Fift 68 B 2 45 J5 B 4L B FR Oy - 2 15 7 45 A4
(Score Model Averaging,SMA ) , FLAH N # #h 7= & A4 % )\L.].%j

3

A= > A w, (14)

n=1

For, @ % A AS A RAK 57 N e j AR T s n UK T8 n MR 0, AU, AT i F U3
CREE
w, =1/L, (15)

Forb L, DR n AN RSB TREIN I (5] e 2 Wi ) 3R AR A 8] 5 I A] 68 %0 B AR 520

FAT, SMA JR &8I C T B KA X ) OEF £ER R G0, Woo 55 (2013 ) . xf SMA #
RURY N EAT T 3R
3.3 “WGCEP-UCERF2&ETAS” B &= 8!

SEE N H E AR T fE4H” ( Working Group on California Earthquake Probabilities,
WGCEP) 2014 4F % J§ 1 “ 98— B i JH Hb 5% 5 2 $UI (5% 3 i) ™ (the Uniform California
Earthquake Rupture Forecast, UCERF 3) 8 % | HoRf < 8 i il 4% Y WGCEP-UCERF2 5 %5 1] #i
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DIRIRY ETAS SEATRLA i 0 T b B ) RUBE 19 AN [) BT 3 B A9 % 1 7% & AE 238 T 79 AN — 3]
85 B A AR () UCERF3 #5570 (Field et al,2014) 5 3 FH7E T USGS % #i i 2014 4F “ 6 % #u
R SE R PES3A E” (Petersen et al ,2014) rpr o [] i, 56 501 [ ik 29 194 < 109 RUBE B[] AR 1Y
b 75 S I AR AR 0,75 3 & g (Field et al ,2015)
3.4 “EAST&EEPAS”E& &5l

Shebalin 4 (2014 ) 44— Fh F 1] 43 52 B0 48 71 R AR (9 b 52 20 45 20 9] B ( EAST) A5 Y
( Shebalin et al,2011) 5 3L F 7 JK 115 zh P 384 58 (19 v 1A b 22 30 90 452 ) EEPAS ( Rhoades et al,
2004 .2005 ,2006 ,2011 ; Console et al,2006; Rhoades, 2007 ) # 1Rt &, 5 2] 2 friR S A, B
“EAST * EEPAS” f1“EAST,+EEPAS” , Jrt EAST, i EAST f570 5 R 71 3% 4818 4 T B,
“EAST * EEPAS” }i %1 g1 EAST %1 5 EEPAS %1 3% {8 V8 4 i i, “ EAST, +EEPAS” 1 %4 thy
EAST, {7 f1 EEPAS i % 5 55 4 i i . UL 4k, i EAST EEPAS . “ EAST % EEPAS” A
“EAST,+EEPAS” & 4 Fp 5 I X 3¢ B M X E 47 17 X U A 36, 25 SR B IR & AL B “ EAST
#* EEPAS” f FIR A #E7 “ EAST, +EEPAS” | Sk I, 238 (1R A B B B i F P A3 i) B — 48
Al
3.5 “STEP&EEPAS&PPE”;E & &5l

Rhoades %5 (2009 ) i &% o K 1 KBS 100 ) EEPAS %% F1 PPE £ % ( Jackson et al,
1999 ; Rhoades et al 2004 ) fit 5 %] STEP Ji # 15 JU A5 5 e o AR 4% AS [ 1 il & J7 5, STEP £ 7Y
5 EEPAS %140 & i, SE1.SE2 SE3 28 3 R 4451 17 STEP #4571 5 PPE #7141 & i, SP1
1 SP2 PR A RRL o A5 AL 1) b 7R & 2R SR T R BRI

Asrep (8, M 2, y) = max[ A psr(E,M,%,%) ,Agrep (L, M ,x,7) ] (16)
Asir (8, M yx,y) = Aouse (8, M x,y) + WA g (8, M5, y) (17)
A (0, Myx,y) = (1 = 1) Agup (8, M, ,7) + 1A pppas (6, M, x,y) (18)
Aot (8, M, x,y) = Acusr (8, M, x,y) + udppp (£, M, %,y) (19)
Ao (0, M x,y) = (1 = 0) Agrep (6, M x,y) + tAppp (8, M,x,y) (20)

Hrp, (w,r,u,t) e [0,1),
Aaps (8, M, x,y) = Agpuse (8, M, x,y) + POM) A ppas (2, M ,x,y) (21)

Horp  P(M) RGNy M 3 58 Jir X 1oz 14 48 58

Rhoades % (2009) | fl SE1.SE2 .SE3 SP1.SP2 J§ & #i% 1} J SUP .STEP _EEPAS PPE
S5 A4 S LAY X SE [N Hh X 1984 ~ 2004 4F A A= 19 5.0 ZL L b b 52 AT T 1] M S
BEREW] AN S ARG BRI 0 T B — AR, - 2 R AR 4R 7 v Hh B — AR 0.2, X iR
HEALZ [ ) LR s, SEL T SP1,SE2 flL T SP2,SEL fl SE3 M2 A%, HiAT, IR G
% SE1.SE2.SP1.SP2 @ ¢ #2232 45 CSEP 1% i% 3 [E in M )3z X ( SCEC Testing Center) , F F
AR TR 3 A RUEE A 4 0 v S A 56
3.6 “Janus” B EHEE

Rhoades (2013) ¥ ETAS( Ogata, 1988 ,1989 ,2001 ; Zhuang,2011) .EEPAS  PPE 4§ 3 /-4
R B — 3 19 LU O R AT R G IR G, IR AR Z R Janus " AL, “ Janus” £ 8Y H {ij © 7E CSEP
T3 TR AR PG 22 S i P X AT AR 36 RN

Xf T Janus” B RY v ) ETAS BEAY I e Az 8 1 5 R BT 7R
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Apnas (B M x,y) = v (8, M x,y) + A (2,M,x,y) (22)
Horp, v EEL0<v < 13,00 PPE BRI R ARG ; A HARFE ST L. 1 EEPAS BiAY
1) & A5 2R 8 ] R Ky
Apppas(CE M x,y) = udppp (8, M x,y) + A, (8,M,x,y) (23)
H, w WO <sp < 1);x, WEERIEEAS 43 (Evison et al,2002.,2004) , ., “ Janus”
AR TR (1) Hb R AR R Y R R R AR

q
A janus =ﬁ)ﬂs + (1 = q) Agppas (24)

Hob g MEALR B HEL, 0 < g < 1. #530(23) ((24) AT

q
A janus :ﬁ/\f\s + (1= q@uAp + (1 —g)A, (25)

AT L3 ASEER ETAS PPE Rl EEPAS (19 2 5040 51 ﬁ\(l (1 -q), Bl

AR DA GRS BB Y AL B R 5. Rhoades (2013 ) WA 5T B, © Janus ™ #45 5Y [Y 3% B iR 4 1)
BB Y b R AR B4 25 (IGPE) /& 0.2~0.5,
3.7 “STEP&C-RS”EAHEE

Steacy 45 (2013) 3 T R AR B F F) % 11 W # “ STEP” # AU ( Gerstenberger et al,
2005) 5 5 F ERE G PE S RS2 4k 19 < C-RS™ 4 H 2% # B ( Dieterich, 1994 Parsons et al,
2000 ; Toda et al,2005) G4, 3421 7 STEPC1 1 STEPC2 P Ffr 1R A& 485 10 3 47 4 7% 4 3 T i
2k, X B 2 FR A ECAL, AT 2010 ~2011 45587 74 2% Canterbury 1 X 4 U< Hh 52 1 R 5%
JFF A HT 10 K A 8080 S0 K O 100 K M =4 #h 78 1Y A A= 58, 5 0P H 04T 1 [0 3 e DA R PR i s
P£” (pseudo-prospective ) K % . 455 2 WY f W) B 29 A 2 2 B ) 1Y 22 A 25 Bk L, Se it
U ASE A Y S B K A 20 52 T ] I e SRR O 7 M A S A AR i B R
WAER ., X5 2ZATIRSH A “ Coulomb&ETAS” (Bach et al,2012) i i F il 1992 4F Landers
Hi17Z 1999 4E Hector Mine i1 75% .2004 4F Parkfield 17275 21| i 4% 22 15 51) ) T5000 28 S — %
3.8 “Multiplicative” ;E & = 8!

Rhoades 45 (2014) Xf 2 AR Jz 3 S BERS A AR & 34T TAF9E. 2 MR-A BRI
HK]J 45 % ( Helmstetter et al, 2007 ) i E Al , 23 5 5 “ ALM” ( Asperity-based Likelihood Model )
( Wiemer et al,2007) PI %% ( Holliday et al,2007) . “ K Hu il 4 %" ( Geodetic Model) ( Shen
et al,2007) .Neokinema #& % ( Bird et al,2007) Ward 32 i 5 DA [A] 185 E ( Ward , 2007 ) DA
S Ebel 4 (2007 ) $2 i) 2 MEERIBEATIR & AW E G E 1 £ otiR 4 B AL, Rhoades 4§
(2014) F| ] HKJ #E R Neokinema BEAY LA K PT AR 20 IR 5 4 AL 1 1T 58 [ Jm ) s I, )
FHOHK ASERY ) A A LA K PTSE HY 20 iR 5 A6 B W T 26 IR R s X, 45 R
N R A R A ) M AR B AR B RO TR R

K FUI B[] RUBE 19 /A Sy AR 52 B K 4, Rhoades 45 (2015) L HBG ( National
Seismic Hazard Model Background) ,PPE  PMF ( Proximity to Mapped Faults) .PPI( Proximity to
Plate Interface) .FLT( Fault in cell) 28 5 PMERI G b 47 IR G, 15 3] 26 MRS A,
FHIR A BB S H 5 A B — A 435 % 1987 ~ 2006 ,2007 ~ 2014 4 () 5 o&U\J:ﬂﬁ}-E AT T Il
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T A6 6, 2 SR S R AT D T 38 A [ 1) RS 9 4 7 R
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A review on the international research of the Operational Earth-
quake Forecasting( OEF)

Bi Jinmeng Jiang Changsheng
Institute of Geophysics, China Earthquake Administration, Beijing 100081, China

Abstract In this paper,the research progress of the Operational Earthquake Forecasting( OEF) is
introduced from the major areas of probability gain, hybrid model development,and application in
earthquake disaster reduction. Because the OEF is developed on the basis of the global
Collaboratory for the Study of Earthquake Predictability ( CSEP ) project, it has very important
technical foundation for earthquake forecast modeling and the practical foundation for solving the
actual problems in earthquake preparedness and disaster mitigation. The related research and its
technical connotation have important inspirational and referential significance for earthquake
forecasting/ prediction.
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