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* What macroscopic parameters could be markers of the earthquake radiation efficiency?
* Is the specific slip mode at a particular location an inherent property of the fault, or
determined by transient conditions?

o Is EQ efficiency the same in all magnitude ranges or there is some scaling law?
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CONCLUSION:

*Fault shear stiffness is the key macroscopic parameter that controls EQ radiation efficiency.

*The value of fault zone stiffness can be estimated in situ.

*The mode of sliding (normal EQ, low frequency EQ, very low frequency event, etc. is determined
by the current fault zone mechanical properties rather than transient conditions.

*Fault shear stiffness scaling law set the tendency of increasing EQ radiation efficiency with

— the scale of events.
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