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How: We take the Data Sum (integrated number of the green lines, Figure 2, illustrates that the system is in ergodic equilibrium
events for each timestep) and the Ensemble Average meaning the events are consistent spatially and temporally despite the
(mean of the Data Sum over a sample size based on  disturbances from large events in the catalog. This increases our confidence

ERGODICITY DIFFUSION PARAMETER +— ) in the region. These findings will help to provide a scientific basis for guiding

injection operation in a way that reduces earthquake occurrence.
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average have been changing with time (Tiampo et al., FUTURE WORK
2007). Meaning that the other statistical analysis will be  We plan to perform further statistical analysis by employing:
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