Rupture models of the 2019 M6.4-7.1 Ridgecrest earthquakes constrained
by space geodetic data and aftershock locations
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Abstract Complex fault geometry

The July 2019 Ridgecrest earthquake sequence includes two major events, the M6.4 fore- constrained by aftershock locations
shock and M7.1 main shock that ruptured the nearly orthogonal intersecting strike-slip faults
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Figure 1: Surface mapping rupture of 2019 Ridgecrest Earthquake Sequences (contributed by USGS).
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