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1. @FUBIC

WRAIBTLHHEBETVE L TRORELAONTVEH DD 1 213 Ogata (1988)
12 £ % epidemic-type aftershock sequence (ETAS)ETF NV TH 5. ZNIZHEDFERH
t, = {ti,ta,...,tn} EBB(F 7 =F 22— F)m,, = {mi,mao,...,m,} THEINLE~—7
A & BRI L, Wit OERI E TOMBEFRAERINE ~— 7 DR (H, TRTIL LT 5)N
5.2 5 N7 T TOSRMT S REERE (LI, i b7 D HAIZTREE AR L ITR) &

(1.1) MHH) = p+ Y ¢mi)g(t — t:)
ity <t

ETHIDTHD. B, TITEY—2 (X7 =F 22— F) OMEICET BHERSAG R b 7%
WHoELTWwa., ZhidHOBEEE (self-exciting process) T % Hawkes 185 (Hawkes,
1971) % — 7 £ & ROBFICIER L7z b 0 (B 21 - B9A), 2019, 6.3 ) IS4 T 5. & B,
HEFTEIBEIZT M) AY) U 7R [FERIEPRZ %L, RETHLEIID L TIORK
HEHw5.

%4 OWENG| & T HE RE) OBBRAEE L IGEREZ M ENIIOWT, ETAS €7
WZBWTIIEEBRANCE DO X

(1.2) b(m) = &
(1.3) g(t) = K/(t+c)*

VRS IR BRF KREHEEBRL Y & — T 723-0023 & B E T GIHNT 5562
2HETEORTZERT ZH ¢ T 190-8562 HEHBALJITHARNT 10-3
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L35, BEBEIHEZTIIIRE - EAR] (Utsu, 1961) L IFFIEN S D TH 5 (ETAS £F
WVOFEIZDWTIE, BPIZIEERFES O F - B, 2021 2SI h72wv).

ETAS EFVIZEBROMBEEEIC L CHEALTEY, BERAIEERLZDH O (Ogata, 1998)
EEDRIRILCIIFETH LN, BHENGHMBEREITETVEEZON TS, HL, Mk
BRI SE PN HDTHE720, EFVICEINTVENRIA—FDfEZ DL HIZLTHE
ERWHEWMA LB UDF B 0%, WIS rOWBENREREZETFVICE ) LI E L0 E
W TICHHEA R TV 5.

ETAS EFNV LT, HIEZIIBWTILMONMHVENS D O L LT Dieterich (1994) 12
X BRI T TNV D 5 (DR, #ESETUIELIElibRI b L4 FRICHEV [ Dieterich E7 )V | &
R)., SHIZERICBY 50T EBE» S5SNI BEEOEEZ2 XL L 72T BRI
HI % 5Ci2, IS HEBOfE & MEREIEOEL 2 BRI L0 TH L. EBREE LTES
NI IIRERM 22 D D TH 525, Z 20 BB 72 BEERE BN D W Tt 2 0 My B
DIRHD D HREAD 5N TE D, Dieterich EFNWVIIREEF IV EWHEF VORGSO
EEZ L.

LA D Dieterich EFNVIEL ETAS EF NV EFRBN A EAD Y, COEFTLVERMNTS
ZENAROBENTDH S, 5B, FEIZLIET Dieterich €7V & ETAS EFIVICET A3 (&
[, 2009) 2F L2225, AREONEO—FIZFNERBLLENHLI R, HO1LD
BED 35,

2. EEERERANCED  EEE T 7/ (Dieterich E7 /L)

2.1 Dieterich EFILOHE
Dieterich 7 IV IEMEE KT DL, HE - IREBAKGFEEREH] (Dieterich, 1979, 1986, 1987,
1992) b5 2 N5 kONTH 5.

2.1) dqz—i-a-er+7(1—a)mﬁ
Ao o

T, y EIRBEHI IR, #Hald 580 HEGEE, AL EERBIEI O v o
BT A, 1L old, TNEFNHEILH EERSNTH S (K1), A & o 1ZIITHE - IREBIK
FEEREAICBIND N T A =5 Th b, ARREEE y OBERIET) 0 ~ORFMEZ E R
KITDICEASNZDDOTH AL, o ZHWELRI T W W) OREZ KLz 0
YR IIER SN A,
KEDICEDSVWTIRBEROEMEE v(t) 2RO D, EFVOMBELDZD, FhA L O
TR BT, () R —EDTIRIE 2L D - 72356 & Gi) B 1Y 7 (step 1Y 72) SY BTG
HOEAD 2 ODRWDAEEZ 5 (K 2). HEIEXLIRELZERD 1217V — T oEE)
WCEDAECLZRNOEALEEN THS., 7L— M MIEIIEF-EOHETBELTED, Tt
I IS JIEENN (tectonic loading) BT —E L EZ LGN TWAE. DIZZNITHIETSHDTH
% (4 2 @ “secular stress rate”). (i) ldd % HEEHHE X 720, ZOWEEE)IC L Y BT RIT
FIS AL YT 5 (XD “Sudden Stress Increase/Decrease”). fENZHIERI T LI &
FHEOWEERICE T A, FOHMBEOT I =F 22— F () IEGFET 5. DME, flziE
m D3 3BED D O THE 1 HRE (B 2 13T, 2001, 10.5 i), 2011 4 HAGHL 7 AP0
BOE) em 39 A LBERMETORIMETDH ) UK, 20120 L E2—IZ5HSh
TWhmX SR, MERSFNTICBWTIZBRERZ S 0 & R L CTREZR V.
NQUPLEINDL BN LREZ, T3 O OEHAIIODVTORT. F3HREM—EOTIRIC T
L% t(=dr/dt) LR T I LT 5. ToOK, FHROMEILD7ZOERINT] o 1ZZILL &,



HFEFIT BT B IEMIE Hawkes A2 | BEHERR AN 35 < BTGB € 7V

(a) (b)
T (Shear stress) l o (Normal stress)
_
x
. BYWNST) & BRUE ) OB, (a) SRS O, SERSARTRISR I 7 A2 A 2% >
TVBIICTRELELERD I RIENTHY, (b)EHSTEHEEZM Lo 5 (B
2WVIE5oiks) &) RIETITH 5.
Schematic diagram showing shear stress and normal stress. (a) Shear stress causes
dislocation along a fault (bold line), which is stretched along the direction perpen-
dicular to the sheet of paper. (b) Normal stress is compressive (or extensional)
stress acting on the fault.
FAILURE fime Advence ° FAILURE Time Delay
~ smess - stRess  _.”
-g Sudden Stress ’,»” /'/
CRA lerease Sudden Stress
g g © I Decrease
S
on ‘5‘@55 ‘5“65
seﬂ")\‘a seo\’\a

2. MM b SNz OB 2L OB & X . K — % O 5F W7 It 71 Z 1t (“secular stress

rate”) &, & B MR X 72 Z OWIREEB) I & Y A RIT T IS 2L (“Sudden
Stress Increase/Decrease”) ® 2 2 DERIZ & 1) JEJ) (“Coulomb Stress”) A3 2L
L, €hdH 24l (“FAILURE STRESS”) ICE T 2 L MR RBAET L. ZOKTIED
5 1 OOWBEORLEDAEFZZ T AE 70D, BEMZISHEND 2 VZBAICL ) 2
DHBOFENRE 572D i#L %5720 5% (“Time Advance/Delay”). Th%%¥
DHBITH L TEZ DI ET, BEMBOMEMD 5V IZHRAAE»N S (Toda et al.,
1998 £ H51H).

Schematic diagram showing the simplified temporal evolution of shear stress
(“Coulomb Stress”). Two factors are considered: the one is stress change of which
rate is constant in time (“secular stress rate”), and the other is static stress change
In this
figure, only the occurrence of a particular earthquake is considered and it is ad-

caused by co-seismic dislocations (“Sudden Stress Increase/Decrease”).

vanced or delayed by “Sudden Stress Increase/Decrease.” The increase or decrease
of an intensity function is derived from the application of this concept to a set of
many earthquakes. This figure is taken from Toda et al. (1998) and is produced
with the permission of American Geophysical Union. Copyright 1998 American
Geophysical Union.

Wb do/dt=0%EbETRET S E, X(@1DIF

(2.2)
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(23) 10 = (10 — 3 ) e [t —t0)] + 3

1D, TIT, g Tt =t 2B Dy DMEEIDL y(t) TH 5.

RIZGEIZPWTTH D, ZTITIE, t=t, ICERHW LIS OZAL Ar 35728 T 5.
(BRG] THZ2OTAd=0THY, MATHOHAELEA, ZOBHEDERET] o TEL
BWwEET A, $5E0QDIF

1

THhbh, Zhih
+ AT
(25) A(EF) = (1) exp (—E)

b, ZTTHE) IZRHR ¢ = ¢, ISR E 725INS N ZELDBERIZE T S v DIETH 5.

1 HiCEE L7z ETAS €7V ORE & FEk, HWEOFRAERI t, = {ti,t2,...,t,} &L, ¥7
=F 2 — NI THEIEG| SR THIS DAL A, = (A1, A, ..., AT} X — 7
ETHr~v— M ENBREEZE LS. 72, MTRRUIEE (5,7 & L, fiifELD7z0 S = t0,
T=tw1 £55.

R@23)EHRQHEFLDLIETH 1 <t<t; (1=1,2,...,n+1)ITRLT

T

(2.6) ~(t) = {7(t¢1)exp (A‘Zyl) - 1} exp [fAiJ(t —ti—1)| + %

ELT, NI AEmICEDS y(t) 215 2 LA HKS.
CD () I LT, S &SRR R

(2.7) A(t|H:) = r/(t)

ELTH2oNS., 22 TridEBRBOMBENEE (RNICESHENE O, HALKH D7
DO LB TH 5.

%GB, hTlEl~—27 & LTHBENELE2ME) JEZRL LA, Lal, HEOHERS %
FHETA2D0 L LTS & ERISNEZHAGDE 7 — 0 Y H3EEE (Coulomb failure
stress; CFS) (fl 2. 1E Jeager et al., 2007) 2% 5. F#IZ King et al. (1994) LLFE, AREIZ X 5 CFS
DEALED R 545 & REDOZER 54T & DHBEPEAIL LR ENEL L) Hho722L b H T,
Dieterich €7V & F\ 2 B S SIWTIS 12 2 C CFS # WV 2 2 L MEMMICAT b Tw 3

ML:fLKiBZ,mmmm%?wrbﬁéﬂix FII S DO EN TR Ko 72
bDOTHY, ETAS ETNVOEFEICHN, BO5N723F A =5 DEOHBMEIT 25w, F 77,
~—2 L THWONS DI i%Lﬁﬂ:ﬁﬂ[ﬁT% D, 20X HEENZYIRELETIVITH
DAL ZEDPUERTH L. TH) Vo MEEEN LT, WHELED SRS L HEEE) &
EBEO L0 LOERNILEKR, SICHEEED SIS ELE % T T 5 - A0% 1990 £ HE Y
XD BEAAT DN T WS (Dieterich, 2015 DL ¥ 2 —IZFEL W),

SHICATICADEE G2 5 2 L CIADNE] (M2b)ZR)ZHELIELILOHELTH
D, EBRICKHEORA R, HENEIHIH ERMM) SN -FHUANOFFIRALN TV S
(#1213 Toda et al., 2012). ETAS EFIVIZBWTHADFFREZ/EY 42 L IZFBIZIZT
RETH 205, HIRDODDEIIRT 2LENH S Bz I1EK(1.3) D8F7 A—% K 2O LA
a)bﬁﬂﬁjb VELBATHADMEET5). F72, MERBOMEIAILE S WX ) M5 2]
HWEL52Z50LELDHY, HENLBITICBWTIME Cld LW,
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2.2 Hawkes 8%2 & L T®D Dieterich €7/
&) —# b S N7z Hawkes ##81E, BEBABIBRO L) 2NTERINLLDOTHSL Bz,
Daley and Vere-Jones, 2003, Section 7.3).

(2.8) At|Hy) =@ (M +/ h(t — s)N(ds))
s

=& <M+Zh(tt¢)>
t; <t
CZTo() IZFADMHEERLEETH L. T2, o() BIERIETH 58, ThzE BEO%E
EXBT % 72012) BRI Hawkes B LRI LD 5.
T, X(2.6)TlE, FMIICHVS Z LI2X D Dieterich €7 NV DIREER ~(t) £ L 7.
SRMET(E) =y(t) ELT, UTOL) ICEXHE L LHHEKS.

(2.9) () = Z [exp(—AT;) — 1] exp < Z ATk) exp ( t ; t,)

=0 =i+1

ZIZTjldt<t; 27T RO OETH 5.
TR QDD S Nt H) =r7/T(t) TH5D. UExEFEz 5L, ZomERHIIX(28)I1CB
g

O(AT;) = [exp(—AT;) — 1] exp( Z A’Tk)

(2.10) h(t) = exp(—t/ta)
D(z) =r7/z

& L7248 OIERIE Hawkes A2 o T D, THICKH L ETAS E7NVIE &(z) =2 TH D,
MY Hawkes B2 TH 5. BlL, FEHIE HE L V9 HTH ETAS E7 )V & Dieterich €7 V1
BRI 72 BIARIC B 5

2.3 Dieterich TFJ/LDMEIEA

K- FEAKXGUABITIR L@, REGEE O, KRBT 25 XFRANHE
I EMREBMIZAMSNT WS, ZORITBIT 5 XFEE p (3 1 ETHROM, BAKIZIZ 0.9 2
515 REERERINICL o TERTH S (FH, 1999, 7.3.2 ).

—7J7, X (2.3) %R L7 Dieterich € 7V X 2 MERIGB O, WM - 5984
RIZBUIT L p=1DHEIZOANIE L TWSE I EWRGhoTnb (X 3). Alh, Dieterich EF°
wup¢1®%éuuﬁmtfﬁ%f,%%ﬁ%@%ﬁ@%%ﬁb%n&wawBWHﬁﬁé

Z OREIL Dieterich (1994) B &2 EEICHRW L TB Y, FHmLTE 1 2Dk L THED
step WZRIDIELICE D FVUFT) Y ZHBIZED, pDfEZ AT E1UNOL D GFIZp > 1
OHE)E LD Z L 2L TV 5 (M 4). fi2iC Dieterich (1994) 133 (2.3) DE R IARE &
NTWLIRH—ED + TR CTIRHMZLT 2 72 RET LI ETp#£1 LR 2HEHEHO
ﬁﬁ%ﬁb%%:k%ﬁ&fwé(’h’omfu4%f&w1mhé) & B ITHERIE AR D
ISZAL (R (25) 128 % Ar) OB LAHEEZERT 5 L B L TV, 0¥
HFldp<1 ERBWEIIEDHEE—T, p>1 &% BEMEIIEIHIGH R V. Borovkov and
Bebbington (2003) %°> Helmstetter and Shaw (2009) % i% U & 3% Dieterich € 7 WV LER D A
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o

Normalized seismicity rate

o
o
o

Ti:’ne 10 100

3. H(2.3) 258 512 Dieterich EFNVIZHBIT 5 REIEH ORFRIBEORT. WHIEOR
BEB BT D 7/Ac DIEEZ BN OWTORT. 2B, HlidEiGeg Grg
BI%D) % WIRIE O HRIEEIEE r TR0 DTH 5.
Decays of aftershock activity derived from eq. (2.3) of the Dieterich model. Decay
patterns with various values of 7/Ac, which dominates the pattern, are shown.
The vertical axis indicates the seismicity rate (intensity function) normalized by
the steady (reference) seismicity rate r.

10 T
At/Ac=3.0
—
10°
At/Ac=15
s, Yy
< 10
g 0.80
e -1.00
£ 1.25
g 10'
3
w
10°
Stress step at t=0,
At/Ag=10.
107" g
10° 102 10" 10° 10’ 10?
Time, t/t,

4. Dieterich ETIWIZBWT, step WRIBDEENCE L MY A Y 7R ICED, K-

FHAXD p OHEZL S T LHT 2R TSN, WEREB 2T 2 & T step 19
RISHEEHD 2o 7256 B p= 1ITHM T3 L, & T step RIS EBH
B2 EHETEp OERE S HKD (Y. Dieterich (1994) (ZHIEE.
A schematic diagram showing that the triggering effect caused by stepwise stress
change makes the value of p of the Omori-Utsu formula variable. Without any
stepwise stress change, the decay of the seismic activity (earthquake rate) approx-
imately follows the Omori-Utsu formula with p = 1 (dashed line). Contrastively,
several stepwise stress changes can produce the decay with p > 1 (solid line). This
figure is modified from Dieterich (1994) and is produced with the permission of
American Geophysical Union. Copyright 1994 American Geophysical Union.

LRBROMEZIEZ TV,
F72, TZFTIRLAEY, ETAS EFN EE U L 9 12 Dieterich EFIVIZBWTH[AT
OHEFHCOHE GER) RN ZHOJEINEEINTWS, ZLTC, 21 &I LE91L, &4
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OWEOHCEIREIES, HERABEZIISECTHNIOLEY ERbT BN b~ —7
12, ETAS EF NV~ =F 22— FEHWSLDIZx L, Dieterich & 7 WIS MRS PHIC S 2
LB S N EREZHC TV, COHBPHEZEZERDADLEWIFIELE RS
— T, BEF—FIEHATABICIIMEE 5. SHIZLUTICBERE#EY), ZOHE{LED
FHEDSHUERT R R L O EBR L SIIKGF LB TH 5720, BHTIEILWRrLTHA.

WRETEFHCONLBOEDOHPANT, WEESZ SIS B HENEEZHET LA 7
075 AMILLHTA S L (Okada, 1992), FHEZO I DIIIWETH S, HLEHIZ 2BO T
VINTH DD, FORGE MUNBEEEHST 5 2 & THENIGTELRE &) FFEDIRTIK
GERDDLZENHEL. ZOREABROBIZE, REZFISEZIMISHELS Z5MH) - 5]
ERISNLH SN 25 2 51 5H) B O ERBHOHNY RAE L mE, &L CHER
WCAELZTRY)DIMENRLEL 25, AL, TSR THIVUISIWIGHZELROMEZ KD
AT ENRHER V.

CHVS ERIIHBELAOROOSNB[ A A XLHEILVELZ MRS, HL, HE
BRI EAEICRBEINTOVBLITEATIZH > T, SRR LTI, BERL XH=X
L RDD I EEFLTLIAESTIE RV (B 21X Yukutake et al., 2020). 9 o 7B
£ D, Dieterich E7 NV & EBOHBEHEIET T 28121, A& - KERIVITHIUIAREICH
BT DLIRKDO m ZFOMEDA, HLVIEIAEBLUOABLABREOREZ m THHHROHN
RBOMEBIZLZICNEALDOEELZ T EEZRLTETY 735 (HlZ1E Toda and Stein,
2003) Z EHEEfT DN TE . Wb, ETOMBICIZFERMEZEZETEY, BENLE
T Y ZDET ETAS EFNVICE LD E 7o Tz,

3. Dieterich EFILDETFT —2ADEAF : Iwata (2016)

Z 2Tl 2.3 fiiT/R L 72 Dieterich & 7V O RE IR 5 805 % ik A, FEBE O HEE TG E)~H
HLUZ—#lE LT, Iwata (2016) Z#N3 5.

MED 1 DR SN HERE - RERNTHNERE) O M) FY Y 7R LI A
ENTWARVE W) BHIZH o7, THITKH LT, Iwata (2016) T, »BHEIZ L ZI6HZEAL
EZOMBED m & ORI A, = aexp(dm;) L LTRENLLEWVWIHIIRELZEE, ETAS ET
VDX HIZETOHBIZEE V) FY Y IR OEELZIN) AL TREH L.

Iwata (2016) TH- 727 — ¥ 1% 2004 FEFER L HBRMEE & 1995 4F I IR B SRR O, ARFEH
B 05 HPS 4ETTORBRINITH S, ABREEBOT—F 2RV THHDIE, —fik
FIC AR RIS B OMERAMEN L, F— 7 OBICHERH 5720 TH S (6213 Nanjo
et al., 2007; Iwata, 2008). CNHDOTF—FIIx L, ETOHMED MY H) ¥ IR oBEZ A
NIZETFV(EFNVA)ERBOAD N ) V IRBEOEEL ANTZEFTV(EFTIVB) D 2D
WAL, BETFNRNT A= FIIRAFEICL YRS, FRiiFHEBE (AIC) (Akaike, 1974) 12
LBETNVHKET -T2, RIIRTHY), TNV A D AIC DEIZET VB OB DITHR
THED D VIS, KEZTTHLETOMBEO V)T Y 7HE2H) AnbZ E
TETNRRELUBEN 2 ED5H 5.

FREET N OESNMBENEE X 5 1R, FRICIEARTENE) O KR 2 R4 8)
ERTIZORE - FREARKEOAD M) ¥ 7R ZE LGEICHS T 5) 12X 55
EEBLELETRLTHL. KF - FERARONFRE p o LHEEMEIX, 2004 EHEE T
M & 1995 AE LI R R Z N ENICH LT 1.35 £ 1.22 TH 5.

L, EF)VB OBENBIES AR THY ¢t LTI THDL. 223
HilZ/R L7281, Dieterich ETIVIC X ZMEIEHOMEHN KR - FTEHARNICB TS p=1 D%
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% 1. BH®D 5 1 7D Dieterich €7V (7 )V A-C) BL U ETAS E7 V% 2 DORERS]
(28 T TH B M 72kt BLEE (AIC) O .
Akaike’s Information Criterion (AIC) values of the several types of the Dieterich
model and ETAS model applied to the two aftershock sequences.

T ETINVA EFIVB EFINLC ETAS
2004 FEFIBEPBIME 3755  -193.9  —260.3 —446.7
1995 4 S IR F s AR —50.9 -20.7 -59.2  —80.0

10 T r :
—_ Omori-Utsu: p=1.35 s
. 10° with secondary (model A) ——
Ea ithout spcondary (model B) - - -
S, logdrithmical (model C) -~
. 10° |
T f1°
S10'F
2
S ol
£ 10
(72} ~
@10 -
(%) (a) Mid-Niigata
] —— L 1 h
1 10 100 1000
10% T T T
- Omori-Utsu: p=1.22 s
‘> 102 with secondary (model A) —— 4
g without secondary (model B) - - -
=o'l logarithmical (model C) wwww &
2
© ol
5710
Sk
£ 0
.%10-2 [
3 (b) Kobe
10

I1 1‘0 1.00 10‘00
Time elapsed since the mainshock [day]
5. BB D% 4 7O Dieterich 7V & RKF - FHANITH L THEE S W72 5REERIRL.

(a) 2004 4EHT R I P LEE B X OF (b) 1995 4RI B BB IR IS5 2 b . Twata
(2016) % B,

Estimated intensity functions of the several types of the Dieterich model and
Omori-Utsu formula for (a) the 2004 Mid-Niigata (Chuuetsu) earthquake and
(b) the 1995 Kobe earthquake. This figure is modified from Iwata (2016).

BFRXOAMIGELTWAZ LKL DOTH Y, EEOKBREEOREHFEISHIG LY Tni
WERT AR LTV A,

—7, EFI)V A Tld Dieterich (1994) AVRBLTW/2EY) (M 4), ETORBIZIB M
VU TEIRERD ANSLZET, (AR p DEEZEILEEEIEFHRL LIk,
DT EHAICHERRESEL—RE LTS, HL, FEEPBBZEICOWTIX, EF
VA OWMREBBIEAR - FERARDODDICEM L TWwa—J, LEREHBEICOVWTIZLL
R% & 10~100 H BUHIE, €7V A OMEREITIAE - TEARO D O X ) &IEH /N
L, ENVUBIIMEIKREL ZoTwAD, ML, M50 X)) RWixEs s 7 T3 2 Eehii
HEDPFERPICHR>TEY, pOEI1LDIFIKREVDLOORSE - FHRANICL L p=1.2213
EETICRRESH RGP0 EZRBLTVWS.

PR B OSBRI BT, BT T, REBOm L 01 DTOMEN3 D
HETWS (REDOm =688 L, SELRIEICES, 6.1, 5.9). Wiz 5L, {RERYIE
HROTTRBDHNOHEIC X o THEEEN B LD DE G E Y. kL, &
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FERFE MBI B VT, KBOm =731, BT CORREEm=51&, m®
ZF2ULETHD. 20D, KBIZLLZFROBENKRE V. TOEWD, K4ITRLZL
I IR OEB LY SICHR, HiEERBETII T p 2 RELT L2 kT,
LHEEETHETII OPE p 2 RECHELZDOO T3 EET 2B LIRS R o7k
EZoNb.

F72, SO LU ERTRoTHRIIVELITREN TV A, Dieterich EF VOB
X, ETAS EFVDHDITHRTER L >TWDE. SO LI, BEREICRM) KF - 5
HARD LB SN p DMEITHIE LY T e v i R B 120 LTl SROFE R L S 2
L. LLl, FELTWA(LHIZRZ %) FiBRpstEICd LChRETH D, ZhiZidhl
DEREZZZBLENHLH. ZOFERD 1L LTI, Dieterich EF IV & ETAS EFVIZBIT
LRADHBIZESL N HY YV OMBEOBNT DECDBEITSNS.

KADIWRLZZ@ED, ETAS EFVIZBWTIZZK 4 OMFEIZL B MU A Y ¥ 7% AF1,
EI S IEMICEN S, ZHIZH LT, Dieterich EFMIZBWTIER (2.5) H 5% (2.9) AR
XK ADHBEN) A ¥ 7RI, AIHRERENICHENLS., Z0ENIE 2.2 BTt
WETFTNVOIHE MEETVOENTLEDH 5.

EC, MENEHEICEEL, 20)b0RMD 1 DHPRBICHLETEEII R KE L m
EROYEEHEZ THA. ETAS ETNVICBWTIE—FRMOMEIZ X D EmERE % 412K
XL LTHMEDZ ., —, Dieterich EFNIZBWTIX, —FRIOOMECHEEKZ KE
CLTLEI L, FENTHIDDICZDORICHEHED MY FY ¥ ZFRIRTE S IZHRER
BrBEELFRCLET->T0E, WMEMBOMEPIEREICE Y BETCLE)I LIRS,
INZMTB720, EBOMITICBW T, RYOBBEZOBERKZIHIL, ZoBkol
BON)IW) VIR CHEEMBERLSTAZILICR L. S0z 5L, Dieterich EF VI
BAOHRFEEDNS, WL OPENTHRERBSRKMEEZINSGZ L2k A, —F, ETAS €7
MZBW TR OMBEOERZIC, MERKOMEIRKICESZEXNETH L. HEOME
WEICRON MBI AR - RERIVNICBVWTL, RPUOHENAKETHY, ZARAD
mEWAEZEPFRAETHSD. Z LT, TOAREREERICROMBHEHILMLL 2D, HE
Hawkes MM TH 5 ETAS EFNVOMBEHIZ I ICHEI L BEREE a5 —7, JE#
% Hawkes & 7 )V CTd 5 Dieterich EF N OFOFEMIIFIFE L mEMAKE 2> TLES. 2
DT LB AGEIFE IR LT Dieterich EFIVOBEAMATETAS EFIVOZFNIIE - 72
RELENTH 5.

4. Dieterich EFIICET 35 EDERM

23R L7z, Ki%F - FHEARKCBI 2T p # 1 0BEITHIE LY TnZzwn
MEWET S 2 &1, Dieterich EFIVIZBITAKELFETH S, TNIZDWTIE, Dieterich
(1994) BRI L, F723MTET—IHNOFERIRLAELHIICMIFY VIR eERQLED
¥ LT, HHREIMIL SN, HL, LERMREORERINIHN T 2 TR EI7R
FTEICTHFERIEZLVWEELDY, SORIZTRIVLETHS.

2.3 BICHjHICAIAL722%, Dieterich (1994) IZREHMIZ LT I NELEBAT LI L Tp#£1
LA EE ML TCWS, BAAIZIE,

(4.1) T =70+ uln(wt + 1)

EVIHIDDEEZR, TNIZEDVRIZp>1 L2 EGEORTEEZ/EY T I LAk 8
ZAR L7z, RWBOFEMTEIRNET | LIFITh 5, KERLEOR, RIMIZESTY®-<
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NDELETRD (A=Y v 7)o HRBBIN S TS (B 2 1F Heki et al., 1997). [
EBNBL LY, FABHEEOZAT -2 v THED% > TEY (Obara and Kato, 2016 @
LE 2= L), 2V ZBRICE > CHEEHMWRICTIENIWE T A UMD 5.
EBIZ LR r oz, [ IEL 7 B—E & o REIiz TN @D A LT
& R@pHEFLEDDE, tini<t<t; (i=1,2,....,n+ 1) ITHLT

(4.2) 7@)2{VUFJNXP(—AXZI)——Aawén+1ﬂ[w@—%p&)+lrm

1

+Aaw(m+l)
& 7% (Dieterich, 1994 @3 (B21) # &), HlH, ThzX26) X2 THWAZ LT, 20
BaOMBEREERSZ LK.

RUDDRTEZAR, —m>1Hbm< -1 08, F1HEISTEMELRY, ELHIC
Yt) o (t—tic) " THHIETHD. MEMBIIRQNITRLZZEY y(t) OB TH LW
Z, SNt —ti)" TRETLII LIRS, THLT, KF - - FEHARD p#£10%6%,
u & Ac DL %S 5 Z LT, Dieterich EF VO H/EY BT 2 &K 5.

TiE, R@DWCED CEEREE AV, BICETFUPREEESNSL725 ) D Iwata (2010)
WZHEDOE, AL LT3H TR 22 200RBERINC, ZOEFNVLTF, EFVCO) 2@ L
AR ERT. T4 &, THERETMBEICH L TIE AIC DEAIVNEL b —TF, HiBdubi
BICHLTIEREL o7 (K D).

BHhETHREBRBRED I ) I o2 RTHaBE, K512H58EY), HBEAERMBTEIC
L CTIIIRAEDMMAHEBL, SLRONAZDDIZED MYV FOEENRLNLIET
ThHb. F-Z20RBLITLbTHTHS. BHEEFMTHEICE> T, GRERHOEEKN
GRBEZREARLEABIZIAZLOZBVT)EL NI AY) U ORENBNL TV W,

ZDEITHhoHEE, ORI B THo A ERNUDDEL) B DTH o7
WEORENBOFBOENICH L. X6 IHEDITIZEILIC 2 MO step BRI IZLE M
A7 EOMBETREIE GRERE) OWRMEOB 2R $. KIIZAHET step WRIEHIEAL
L2 oA R, 2RO DO 1 NEZFESZHEAEOLOLRLTH L. [HE—E]
DT step WRISHEACOFEIIHD S FREICIEF CRENERE-> T, —F, R

[w(t —ti—1) + 1] (fHL m = u/Ao0)

T-dot = constant T = Tyt+uln(wt+1)
[}
s
2
3 N
(7]
(@) (b) NN
Time Time

6. BED step B RIENIEALD B o 7256 (REM) & 2eh o 7284 OB & Tl
BB ORHZALRED LI IR L 202 R THER. (BN ELL—E0HEB LV
(b)) K@D IHE D LI DS A,
A schematic diagram showing the temporal evolution of the intensity function
(seismicity rate) with multiple stepwise stress changes (solid black curves) and
with none of one stepwise stress change (dotted gray curves) for (a) constant
stress rate and (b) stress change as shown in eq. (4.1).
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41D &) BISHEALDEGE, step WRISHDEATHRERFEHEIBRR ELS->TLE) L2
DEBHIKREINIIRY , step MRS HEALD B d o IRBICIZE S v, THE[& 4 DORE
HENI WO L2 EFENREEICKAATIN (DR LB R2AT DR T ZIEwH)IInET
OBIMFEFE (B 2 1F Ogata and Shimazaki, 1984) L FHEL TW5b. FD 7z, REDNOHE
WCEBNIT) U TOMBEBAMZ L) E L, FRAED B \VIE4E MM O RV igEE AR
Ehaztbhosz, 20 VUFY Y IRHEITRA LM Z SNIAER, FrE IR AR b E I

LTt AIC DIEDSTEL o7z, M)y, JCA4 YT Y ZTRHRF ST ERE S B LKRFE - FHA
KO p=121CHETETCVLEPrs 2 RERMEIHMEICO VTR, XU DT E/LEEA
T5HIET, ZOpDEICIEINIETE S X )% o7 (FEB, MEMBITARE - FEARIC X
L5HDEFHRAE—HLTBYHD ETIIRGTI»Mf %), ThICXBEFTVEEIKE L,
AICOMHIZ L o/ EZOLNS,

VL EOFERIRT Z 13, OB T2 L) I L THRBEEOBMEDOL L,
ETOWED N FY) ¥ IR OEE % Dieterich EFINV T S8 52 EIXfHE Tl L,
HY R EREPLETH DL LW HTHAH. /2, T2 T Dieterich (1994) DILEIZIHD &
R4 DISHEALZ - 7205, TOWTEt — co THIHEMIZ 01285 720, MERITHED
01ERH (6 (b)ZH). ZHIZOWTIER @A T, FlAIE T =70+ uln(wt + 1) + ¢t
(CREBEDEIRLDZEZNTI VA, MIF) VIR OBEILIVEMEE LD, ik
DERLICBIFBMEPOTRBLELLLTHA .

T 3HORBIIH LMY, FRITKRE - HERHNC Dieterich EF NV A2 BH L6, &d
HWRBIGEHIEA TH 2 EOREREEZRITHEEABPRRICE S ZEFHREVEV I HED
H5H. I Dieterich &7 NVIERIE Hawkes FETH B & W) REW 4 SISERTAHHDT
HLY, ELONBEOHBFH L &) BESLLID, SHOBEHICHTICEETH 5.

O, 2.1 EIICRELZEY, ToAx OBBREITEZ SN TV b DESIHISI Th - 72
DIZ, EBOEFT) Y ZIZBWTIIREICESTCFS Z2HWTED, EFVOKELIZBWY
TRIDHIZODOVWTOREOLENRDH A ). 251T, (2.3) % (2.5) OBEH OB X RIS T
o WALV EVHIREVPEINTVED, EBEOLZAHRIERENLZLOTHSL.
ZHFIWIRTT (B B\ id CFS) HEDORBEIEE 2 i d L K AT 200 A L W) BED H
% (DeVries et al., 2018). Bl %, BEERERIIOI Y e, BEERERIITA L Sha i
B2 FOFFTHEOMBEISEHIIZEH LTV ONE W) HIZOoWT, FRAFEERTLLER
HbHEERD.

BHHIORR28 Y, BENTIE ETAS TR VIHEOHERIGHICRD X GEATHETFLT
HbH. LTz, ETASETFNVETHOW L MENEICEEIZAI D DL W) Z & TIERL,
ETAS EFNVICH R4 RWEORIDH A H. 2 F TR TE /L 9T Dieterich EFIWVIdFE4
ZMEZHRZT I TH LD, ETAS EFIVENBHLEMZHOLOTH L. T ) volxnf
BMRETNERSD &, T—FAROBERMEE (2 I TRIBERAD X I = X L)~ Hf#
BEDDDITED L, &%, ETAS EF )R Dieterich & 7 )V % 8 2 % G E) € 7 )L DL
OB NLETHA).

B, RRTIEAMN R o 72A ETAS T IVHRFZEEAN LR &Nz X 912 (Ogata, 1998),
Dieterich € 7V O ZEHRANDILIR D TR bIDDH 5 (Cattania et al., 2015, 2018; Mancini
et al., 2019). fHL, IGHEHOL- 2 HIZEBEN R ZREZET L UENEL L7290, BRI
LIDBMRETFT) V7 h, TNEEIGZENICELTIED T Y BARRAA BN T2
bhTwinid, TOHFMmMIIOWTHSHEORENHEENS.
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AT ZE T O R IRICIE, AREF BRI L TT S 5 2312, P Hawkes
BRICHET AiEma LCHHE E L. FUEoRIERZRICIE, IR OMFHICET 5 15k
AR LCHE F L2, ®ILKEOREME XK, Temblor #:0 Ross S. Stein K7 5 1 X o 5
FIMLLCHEHXF L. BROKREH» O IIH 0B 2 SEBE2ES, 2L ) &RIZK
ElWEBEEINT L2, ABOMEICH 2o TIE, KNEHEBAY & 7 SilREE F - KFsE
By 43 & OV H REAMIRIL S - BHADFe B wiBh 4 GLENIge (B), REE 5 21H01191) 2 L
Tl SSWKRLTHEEZELE Y.
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A Nonlinear Hawkes Process in Seismology: A Seismicity Model Based on
Rate- and State-dependent Friction Law

Takaki Iwatal?

LComprehensive Education Center, Prefectural University of Hiroshima
2The Institute of Statistical Mathematics

This review introduces the Dieterich model, which is a seismicity model based on
rate- and state-dependent friction law. Herein the Dieterich model is compared to the
epidemic-type aftershock sequence (ETAS) model, which is the best-known model for
seismicity analysis. The Dieterich model is a nonlinear Hawkes process, while ETAS is a
linear Hawkes process. This review also presents other contrastive characteristics between
the two models. Additionally, the advantages and disadvantages of the Dieterich model
along with future directions are discussed.

Key words: Seismicity, nonlinear Hawkes process, rate- and state-dependent friction law, point-process anal-
ysis, stress, Dieterich model.



