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The epicenter of the 1906 event was centered offshore near Daly City. The rupture front propagated 150 km south to San Juan _.- } (1] %- 4]
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This is a collaborative effort between the U.S. Geological Survey, Stanford University, URS Corporation, the University of il Sacrémeﬁfb
California at Berkeley, and LLNL. The objectives of this study are: 1) to better understand the 1906 earthquake by simulating ; ' . N
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This study utilizes a 3-D geologic model of northern California recently developed at the U.S. Geologic Survey. The source term 39 N
(slip and rupture mechanism along the San Andreas fault) is constrained by regional measurements of ground shaking, as well i
as geodetic and teleseismic data. This information is used as input into seismic wave propagation codes. In this case, we used 1906 Epicenter -
E3D and CODES3 (a new community-based wave propagation code developed at a number of institutions). The effects of o |
surface topography, attenuation, and water are incorporated into the model. Seismic frequencies up to 1 hz are well modeled. . * / -
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Extreme shaking is shown to have occurred at locations 0 |
within 25-50 km (15-30 miles) of the San Andreas rupture.

We are currently working with hydrologists and engineers
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