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L AT GEH 475 # 5 023g 4 R ERR S B A4 25 S0 EhA RIS L RATRE S
(exceeding probability) % 4z & 10 % » EAZAX P F 02 %
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42 # i 47 (stationary Poisson process )

rE R Y PB4 (stationary Poisson process) A ¥ B 2B 4 5N B
(Cornell, 1968; Cornell, 1988)
P(kt)
_exp(-2t) (A1)"
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S EPRREES R S

P=exp(—4)

—EPIG - S R DS
P=1-exp(—}\)
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RP=1/A
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1 —exp(-At)=0.1
exp(-At)=0.9
In(exp(-At))=1n(0.9)
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2=0.0021
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Intensity map of Chi-Chi Eqgk.
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Taipei, 2 sigma use new attenuation SOIL
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