Geomorphic evidence of earthquakes: linking landform degradation,
fragile geologic features, and mapper accuracy.
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- Earthquake hazard
assessments can be informed
by findings from geomorphic
mapping studies and post-
seismic field observations.

- That evidence is incomplete
and uncertain due to surface
processes and interpretation.

» This project tackles three key
factors: preservation, fragile
geologic features, and
human interpretation.
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Case study 3: Fault mapping interpretation
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. | * Fragile features can extend datasets in poorly instrumented regions.
Pacific Gas and - Mapping uncertainty, especially epistemic, must be acknowledged in fault mapping and applied in fault
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