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1. Introduction
1.1 Magnitude—Frequency Distributions (MFDs)
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2. Statistical Methods

We have systematically explored the issues involved in differentiating between GR and TGR
distributions, discussing the necessity, feasibility, and methodologies required. Some of the key
findings are summarized as follows (Li and Avouac, BSSA, in press):

5. Real-Time Monitoring

« Employ both forward and backward expanding windows to obtain the MFD type.
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