Utilizing Ground Motion in the Traffic Light System to Better Estimate Potential
Damages Caused by Induced Seismic Events
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Results of SPECFEM 3D modelling demonstrating the ground acceleration of first arrival received at seismic station TD002 with duration of 40 sec. Left: Laske, G., Masters., G., Ma, Z. and Pasyanos, M., Update on CRUST1.0 - A 1-degree Global Model of Earth's Crust, Geophys. Res. Abstracts, 15, Abstract EGU2013-2658, 2013.
Seismic wave at TD002 without surficial sediments. Right: Seismic wave at TD002 with surficial sediments.
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