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1. Introduction 3. ldentified Creep Events 5. Discussion

» Creep events on the IF overlap each other, suggesting that

» The Imperial Fault (IF) is one of the 17 newly identified creep events from this study!
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1 Do creep events correlate in space or time with each » Run models for the remaining creep events

» We need a rupture process that moves slowly up and down the

, , fault, starts spontaneously, propagates spontaneously, and yet
What is the depth and slip of each creep event and
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other? How frequent is dip-slip creep in this area?

2. Data and Methods 4. Modeling
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