WP 2.1 - Kinematic and Dynamic Earthquake Rupture Modeling
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GIT analysis (Oth et al. 2011) .
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Coda analysis (Barno et al. 2017, Mayeda et al. 2003)
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Comparison of stress drop estimates from both spectral fitting and spectral
ratio approaches, with different assumptions (Calderoni & Abercrombie, 2023)
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