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Earthquake Predictability Experiment based on CSEP Project
- Trial of forecast experiments in Japan -
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Fig.l Tllustration of CSEP evaluation procedure.

13 2016/02/01-2016/05/01 DT A b5
Table 1 Test results of 2016/02/01-2016/05/01

model L-LL L- N-

gamma Deltal,
delta2

-6 -5 -4

LL/Nobs

M-

kappa

%23 2016/05/01-2016/08/01 DT A b iEHE
Table 2 Test results of 2016/05/01-2016/08/01

L-LL L- B
gamma Deltal,
delta2
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Table 3  Test results of 2016/08/01-2016/11/01

L- N-
gamma Deltal,
delta2

43 2016/11/01-2017/02/01 DT A b5
Table 4 Test results of 2016/11/01-2017/02/01

L- N-
gamma Deltal,

f_26_r10.0
Magnitude  Log10 Rate
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Fig.2 Evaluation results for Kanto test region 2016/02/01-2016/05/01 round.
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Fig.3 Evaluation results for Kanto test region 2016/05/01-2016/08/01 round.
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Fig.4 Evaluation results for Kanto test region 2016/08/01-2016/11/01 round.

— 463 —



r_29_r10.0
Magnitude  Log10 Rate A

%5 BT A IS 2016/11/01-2017/02/01 7 77 >~ R OFFAffif 5.
Fig.5 Evaluation results for Kanto test region 2016/11/01-2017/02/01 round.
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Fig.6 Information gain values for each round.
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