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), b fE AR X AUIK (Kisslinger et al, 1991) o S8 Kz BB 5T & W (4 B 4%, 1998) , b fH - 32
LA RAB SV N RS A Ko KT RER M5 Bl KEAR n () =K+
) "IN AR RE T B I () RFAE B 4 (0 e v R b p b R A SR B Utsu (1995) 1R 40 &
KRN AR 100 i 45 1 538 SCF P, X 1962 ~ 1995 4[] 4 BR ALK 1 200 24> p (i vF 5 45
BT T B R pEAN0.6 ~2.5, ¥ N 1. 1. TS SIS Ustu (1995) ¥ ik
INHAH — 35 (Rabinowitz et al, 1998 ; Ozttirk et al, 2008 ; % i B 2%,2008) « ok KA X+
¢ KL WA IET 0N R ¢ B T ORIEE SR R AR A X5 BEA A 0 (Kagan, 2004 ; Kagan
et al, 2005; Lolli et al, 2006) T HIBF 3TN 4> c BEWE O T2 75 Jo 6 I TR N ) 4% 7 Bk 3 35 00
% 42 4t PR R B¢ (Lindman et al, 2005 ; Peng et al, 2006 ; Enescu et al,2007) o M4b,c it 5 3
S REPEML A O (Clement,2009) 5 X KA R 78 Ik 2 4% TV 1 IRE .
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b RE B N g ik 7 2 AR R R AR I b RE LRI 9 IR AR R ) AR AR K RIF AT X R R Hh
T5 20 (1 0L 2E s 304 B (Harris, 1998) o pH 10 RE 77 A2 19 N J 28 46 mT DU b 7 6 il 84 N g A%
WHEAT 58 ST o TN T T R 7 AR A R g 5 A B R B P DG I I ) TR B Uy ) L
2 J8AE N 7 FL AL A s g 0 B 4 2R A0S T 5 0, 43 30 BT G H bR T2 AR 4R W B U7 ) B
PE A BN T3 AR A o AEABE A BT TR PR I A I A A TR A O Y ) AR Ak il R B
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o A7~ Ao, 2390 R 45 fi i b 72 7 0BT 2 T 30 7 1) b TR i 2 B D) Y 0 AR Ak R A IE Y )
AN s B A PR R B AR B AL EE T AL B U AR R W )2 T b ) A R R R R, — R EUAE 0. 4
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AR ) A RS 3 AR AR R IE S T ) AR Ak 25 AR ASE H bR W2 12 3l B4R W] R A ik A 25 A7
V1 25 A A 284 I8 g 72 A ) 2 0 161 B8 J22 38 By 5 T Ml e 4% R 1K 0T B 1 B AIK (King et al, 1994 Lin
et al,2004 ; Harris, 1998 ; Han, 2003) . [ {if % i 1A >4 B8 9% fith & i 7% (19 3 ) 40 BIH 4 1 x
10 7 ~ 10 "' MPa (Reasenberg et al,1992; King et al, 1994 ; Hardebeck et al, 1998 ; Harris, 1998 ;
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Hardebeck 25 (1998) & & i1 T 1992 4 Landers7. 3 2% 1 1994 4F Northridge6. 7 2 b 7% %} 42
e 1) “fil s A AW BE B Landers 15 T2 W 2 5 ~ 75km (TG I A,85% M REHME
S A I 7 i R R R T U AR — 8. MeClousky 45 (2005) W 5T 2004 4F 12 JJ 26 HE1JE 9
P2 J5 N, “2004 A B JE W b R AT A3 I ST LG S0km Al AR b Ay L K By 58 1
5Pa, LLEg 300km 75 18 i Wi 2 B A N 8800 1 9Pa, IX — My i X &R 11K 7.0 ~7.5 Zidth
e IR S o PR AL Al 55l 7o sk B,2005 4F 3 ] 29 HAE McClousky 45 (2005) Jir fi [X 45k [ff
TR 8.5 g . A LA (2009) (WA T 7R, W1 8. 0 L FE K7y M, =5.0 5%
O3 A AE PG B E Y ) AR A O T AR DX, 3K 8 X R RN ) AR A KT 0. 05MPa. HL K
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J R T AR 2 T T 2 R N T RS 5 ) C A W SR D 4R B BE (Dieterich, 1994) .

75 52 5 Je FEAB WF A [ 3 Atk B (Dieterich, 19791987 ; Ruina, 1983) , Wi )2 W &) i 338 10F (¥
JEE SRS A R #5258 45 4 (Dieterich, 1994)

5 6 (7
T =0, +A1n((§) B InCD) 4 BIn(2) o (2)

K AU I W 2N S g5 B UIN D) o A T W T IE Y ), N EE R
6 AR AB AW E A BHGE <0, R4 AL A H B 8 SR vk 5 B R
R T 0, H T8 2 RIWT 2 BT 52 16 N ) /8 F 77 585 w) 3 3A Jy (Dieterich, 1994)
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P D GRS a R B HIE IEN S 0,2 M KRS H.

HWE KW TREN HHERZ T (720,00 =0) , WEN K IRE TRE N Z G, 7
) e R S N = O R =l [ O (B N EE e e B8 (Y a e L = I VAP B 1 = S S VA N (e
— RN Sk, BT S BN Z I S R B AR RS R R
% /NN ) 58 Bk A AN i S (0 N S AR R (720, 0 =0) BTk, B4 e 3 n A &=k
Z4TH 1) 1 Bl % Ay (Dieterich, 1994)
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Hoy exp(iﬂ) -1

Forbor, 1S SN T NG R Sy AL BN R AR ) AR BIR S 2 A ) R W R
HEG o HIEN ) sn 292 bR R AR RFERG r AT SRS % W8 H = (B/D,) - (k/
o) 5 kW 2ORG U AR AT RN R Ao A5 — S 2 BT R AR AL IR 2% 1 A A B A
fij B R UF BRIVt R AL B 2 IR U Bl KR I fE

A SRR RGETT AN L T AN ARG ) 5 B (4) oy AN WA AR (Dieterich,
1994)
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W B F r (R AR S TR 1), b Y O Bl SR B B e B AR R Bl R R, 0 TR A
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FL K 73 (Dieterich, 1994) o 45 86 w] JF J& 4% 78 % 2l FF 2 10 18] (8 0F 5, Wi 48 4 (1996) 1%
S8 ML (] 52 F) 390 PN U5 KT = T I g 28 A AE I JR) B AN 3 A, LB ST A5 R o R R
T Bl R S ) A RN B RIE b AR AR S (2012) T R IR U5k, R T 1976 4E L
iy 52 1R A% 0 B 4 R I 8] 45 L R AR A R 0 TR S A A R R L b XA RR S B AT HE AR 70 ~
140 4.

VFZ W FIE W K W AR TGS I — L R E R F . JE T U Dieterich (1994) 4 H 1 21
W7 ik, Coceo 45 (2010) AEALLRY J) A2 46 5| 3 52 3% 50 () I 22 36 A4 » 30 ol 0t T 3 4 AR 2
P10 JBE 8 5 A 5 K i VR I T TG B M % A% iR o BRI 2 L R R RS B R I AR A R T
I 3 B 2y s B C— e LA 1 ) A8 A i B 3R 0 ) < WK J2 B AR ) BRI (H 280 Ao RoR) WV
T3 I B AT I X T SRR S R A

2 AR W B Ao I — A T 0. 0012 ~ 0. 6000MPa (Harris, 1998.2003 ; Toda et
al, 1998 ; Stein, 1999 ; Guatteri et al,2001 ; Belardinelli et al, 1999 ; Console et al,2006) . Catalli
&5 (2008) J T Dieterich (1994) £t 11 0 52 % 3 % R 193k 507 2 (X(6) ), B T R AEAE
Apennines [ Umbria-Marche M1 [X §]— 2 %1 /1 45 5 B 15 Wr 784 3 7= 10 B 28 90 A SR B K B8R
245 B 5 WG IX 52 S B o W) S K Ao {64 0. 04MPa. Hainzl 45 (2008a) M iR 7 = 4 4K
MEEE s VST 1992 4F Landers7. 3 2 1 52 10 4% 52 05 2 %, Al o (1) I )23 ) B4R P Ao =
0.017MPa. 4k b, IEA Coceo 5 (2010) AIBT ST i KB HE Ao 5200 45 M2 05 80 % R 1Y
W% 1) 14 00 o 3K R R A AE A B I ) RURE TR Aor AN 5 Wi 5300 e e 80 100 o 5505 T 6 IS ) RUBBE R
DS v B S5 R AT S

BEET— M IA A 1 St R NS B K r JE L 2238 51 1) (Gomberg et al, 2005b; Toda et al,
2003) o Toda 5 (2005) £t , 15 54 572 1% B & & 55 75 W AT AT AT I 7 SR B0 G B0 F 1) M 52 0% 2
AR B 5 I ) TG AR AE 2 ) AN A IR RAE T B B R AR E . KT R
MR T B 2 1 U5 Frankel (1995) 45 H— P38 b 752 35 20 (09 738 5507 RIE 3 7 99 55 € i
2 DX ) P ) MR 9 2 5 A3 2073 1 St R T 2 % o Hainzl 45 (2005) 764 5T 2000 4 Vogtland
e FRE PRV A ik 5 i) WU R 5 LU ETAS (Epidemic Type Aftershock Sequences) #5482 Bt filf, %
2 WA 757 (Zhuang et al,2002) 73 ) 15 5t 52 36 2 o X — B4R SE 601 55, 8 5c =
AN AT R TGS 0. 8% +0. 1% o 3X — 15 50 b 52 0 30 1 ok 577 Wk Bk 2 A AE ST
{# A (Marsan, 2003 ; Marsan et al,2005 ; Lombardietal et al,2006.2007 ; % & JE%£,2010) . X I
T B E AR G TR T R MR I 3K, Cocco 25 (2010) 42t T 2 % Mg i 8 R &
BS@ i Frankel (1995) 1) 75 2% 1 50 X8 A I T B Py b 7 0% 2l %, 49 31 55 I i) 6 6 V(H A
5 7 A5 3 58 W 1)V A BE ST I T A R P B S AR 2 i) K 2 2 MR B T
e G B %N T Landers7. 3 23 58 17 41 A1 AR 30U X M0 58 S B A 2 ST I AR, 43 B
AN MBI 225 SR R B 20 ) N 0. 176,0. 086 A /K. AT WLAE HAl 2 BN AR 1
DU > B34 25 2 MR s s R 0 54T 2 ) R A A B P B SR R IS B RO AR 2
i hihio
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W T IA » H 2S E A IN  A Ak B AT B (¥ g 2 SC R A8 58 U A R b RE Ml R B AR R S AT
i) 50, AL GT b 7% 6 20 T 6 A A R RE I 1) 3 9 DA B A 7R i ol e R BT 2 0 a0 A [R] 11 78 Ak
TE S5 H1JC v 4 AT (R R o T2 TR SRS KN I R TS s B AL, R R A 2 1) &
RIERSy AHSEBr bR @ r e 2 R B T4 2 K (Toda et al,2003) o [ 4k, H 0F 50 # IF
SRR W9 3 1) 4545 10 |1, 101 Toda 25 (2005) L 1992 4 Landers7. 3 25 1 57% 4 th 0y, 75 300km x
310km 5 [ A, T 3T 45 1981 ~ 1986 4[] [ b 7% 3% 30 1 4 15 5 MLm= 35 80 3R, 8 i & 1 S Y
JIARAAE by 1A SRR N ) Al 2 4, F gt T 1986 ~ 2003 4F 1] () 3 4% 5% 75 Al )
Jii 30 Ml R By 0 4 A R K 2 Bl R R AR AE UL A R A I CSE S T DX o R A LA
T AR A N Sy A4 Ry FE R S AR B s R, B — S H I T SN i EA G B A
fify 52 7 (Hainzl et al,2008a.2008b) , X Bl AN 5 1 & B2 4T i & N ) A0 v S s vh 52
W7 2 AN [ 5l A TR 5 0 o S 3 ECAN [) £ 2 B0 SR A N ) A8 Ak, Hainzl 55 (2008a) X 4%
S B) 2 () 4y A TR AN T 45 B RN Rl R DO R T R S S BR R R A oY)
Hro (A 4 B 52 W 2 2 HOE 1a) 56T 1) DL 0 20 A bR 0% AT RIE, DU IR Z 2 A
[Fi] 73 A7 R AR B AN 5 1k 0T 5 SR 1) 56 ) 5 A5 4 O B DR e A7 AR TR — S8 N ) 52 X0 2K AT ORAM T
75 M 5% 0 HCR B b RE S 2 0 S B8t (Hainzl et al,2008b) .

U4 >R, Hainzl 45 (2010) JE T Hb 78 kT FE 2R 1A 18 4 (3 5 MR8 7% 3l) DL R M 78 Y )
TR PR A E A R Ot R ik ) 3 — R AU A0, 4t — Pl 5 T P B ) A A o A AR R A
75k HAku T

TR PN LA N ACFS [ FES N S 284 o #e— AN 8, 453X —
WA Ak CRARBUE S5 T ACFS) H RES2 (S 50N g 51k, )BT 7 22 1)

At = ACFS/r, (7)
AP 7, T BN N B0
€ 1 SRRV B % o W) Ac PN ER T RR 2 10 R 3 0 28 7 AR TR 1 B R AR

N = _ rACFS (8)

Tr
HI ARV T 5N ol 2 7, 51 SUHUE IR B 2 r Z I E R K (Kostrov, 1974)
o= M) % (9)

Aorpr (M) R~ M S A, A7 NemoJil ik GR OG5 el Fr i 55 1) b 732 )7 21 040 v 49 H b =
(Hainzl et al,2010)
b 10 (1.5-b) (M0 =M i)

_ 9. 1+1.5M ;1
M,) =10 15 =5 1 =10 e ) "
My M 5 50 P59 F ALK SRS 2,0 00 GR KR MBI R AL
£ (0) AR (8) 18
N =V _AcFs (1

M)
eAb N T RS S RIS I FEARRY VN A ACFS RN J7 38 0, T BT 5 30
) M = B0 H B ke g sk (7) TR At
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HSEAL, [R]85 5 1 4 10 i 1B AT 8 Ll (&1 2 Ca) rpo 8 0 7 ALl A58 28 T 13
T AR 2 () o3 AT 5 SE B DL RE 06 AR A M & (8T 2 (a) ) o [) IR, AR 0S4 7 50 Bl i 3=
Fe T 28 P ) 86 T T 2 ] S g A 5 00N st B 2 0E (1&1 2 (b))
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ﬂﬁiﬁfﬁlﬁ(ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ(km)
D

K2 Landers 7.3 2 5 4% 5% B0 25 10 40 A1 B 28 P ZE ek A 40l 45 3 (51 B Hainzl 25 (2010) C#R)
(a) Landers 7.3 24t 5% 3 4L LA L0 4 5 B A5 ) 0 A (PR R B e = 0.5, 5 B HEA 2R KUK ) » IR 8 150 Ky 52
B R0 B 119 55 1 4F 3 2R LL L A& 7243 A (Shearer et al,2005) ; (b) SZ ik 4 7 b 2 55 32 7 Wy 29 5 5 B 9 100 28 1 58 U
(IR ) BAS R A 5 L (LT 5“2k )3 7 O BE 19 5 7 T 2 9 07 JE 28 1 19 4% 7 3

T W 0 Bk — 20 2 18 B AR R e v AL 5 N ) AR A (N ) fid ) Z T 0% & o Bach
2:(2012) BL#F 0] JE 319 ETAS #2 (Ogata, 1998 ; Zhuang et al,2002) Sy JEfil, 4 51 DL 25 g
£ W 325 4k, «ShakeMap - GMM ( Ground Motion Model) K Wi 2 23 41 2543 il 5 ¥ ETAS 2% 6] & 2,
) — AR 52 43 A1 T, £33 Landers7. 3 2% 4% 7% 2% (] 43 A (AL 25 1 (] 3) 5 3L ShakeMap
GMM FH i 1y 55280 T B A5 FE G WY J) I 52 o ml W AEDG 1 A A7) B 24 3R, 0 245 2 1Y ) AR Ak 7
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A review of aftershock forecasting research based on the
stress changes

Jia Ruo" Jiang Haikun®
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Abstract Research of the aftershock activity base on static stress triggering has two main aims:
to discuss about how mainshock triggers aftershocks, and to find the qualitative relationship
between coulomb stress distribution and the actual spatial distribution of aftershocks. Tt is
generally believed that aftershocks occur in the area in which the coulomb stress change is right.
This is an important evidence of the relationship between the stress changes and aftershock
activity. In the research of aftershock prediction based on the stress change, one important
method is the rate—and state-dependent friction law. It regards the aftershock activity as a series

of separate “earthquake nucleation”

events, and based on the theory of fault slip triggering
earthquakes, it gets the aftershock activity rate from static stress change, and the number of
aftershocks as a result. Aftershock activity is associated with shear stress change on the faults,
and seismicity rate changes depend on the amplitude of stress disturbance, the stressing rate, the
physical constitutive properties of faults (represented by the parameter Ag) , and the background
seismicity rate of the study area. The statistical self-similar characteristics of aftershocks in ETAS
model may provide an approach to describe the aftershock activity more precisely using both
statistical and physical (stress change) method.

Key words: Aftershocks Rate—and state-dependent friction law Static stress changes

Aftershock activity rate Background seismicity rate





