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Figure 6. (a) Ratio of average subsurface to maximum surface displacement
versus magnitude. (b) Ratio of average subsurface to average surface displace-
ment versus magnitude. Average subsurface displacement is calculated from the
seismic moment and the rupture area. )
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Figure 7. (a) Histogram of the logarithm of the ratio of average subsurface

to maximum surface displacement. (b) Histogram of the logarithm of the ratio

of average subsurface to average surface displacement. Average subsurface dis-
placement is calculated from the seismic moment and the rupture area.
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