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Fig. 1-2 The observed displacement waveforms of the

mainshock and the EGF event at SMNH09.
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Fig, 1-§ Snapshots of the rupture propagation.
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Fig. 2-6 Left: the low- and high-freq of the mainshock at MIE014. Middle: the low- frequency theoretical
Green's function and high-frequency EGF at MIEO4. Right: the low- and high-frequency source time functions at
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Table 2-1 Underground P used
for the clculation of the synthetic Gree's
functions.




