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Data Gathering & Selection (Acceleration)

E

Windowing of time Series (S — wave energy)
.

Signal/Noise Analysis for Data Control

Cosine Tapering (tailing 5%)
- ;

Calculation of Vector Sum of Fourier Spectrum of NS & EW Comp

-

Conversion from velocity to acceleration

-

Noise Elimination in Frequent Domain
-

inverse Calculation of Qo , Kappa, stress drop, etc.

Comparison of Values to EUS, WUS & Domestic Results
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Fig. 1. Comparison of the least—squares method and the maximum likelihood
method.
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Fig. 2. Effect of incomplete earthquake data — missing small earthquakes.
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