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Table 1 Prediction result variation for each region obtained by adding latest one year data.
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Fig. 1 Prediction results for target mainshocks in each region where foreshock candidates or target mainshocks occurred after
last year’s report”.
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Fig. 2 Prediction result variation for each region since the prediction test began.
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Fig. 3 Comparison of the occurrence probability values of a mainshock proposed by the present model (red bars) with the
distribution of equivalent values by the stationary time-ETAS model (blue bars).
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Fig. 4 Prediction result distribution derived from applying the present model to the synthetic 1000 catalogs made by the
stationary space-time ETAS model, and comparison with the results (red values) for the real data.
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Fig. 5 Cumulative number of foreshocks per mainshock obtained by stacking method for synthetic 1000 catalogs (black or
blue lines) and its comparison with that for the real data (red line).
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