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Induced seismicity, is it only Dp? Benchmarking of dynamic geomechanical model This research has been carried out in the context of the CATO-2-program
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tential to cause seismic events. Although dlfferent. physical mechanlsms Southern California Earthqua.ke C.enter/ U..S. Geological Survey (SCEC/USGS) Dynamic supported by the Dutch government (Ministry of Economic Affairs) and
have been proposed and proven possible, nucleation of a seismic event Earthquake Rupture Code Verification Exercise. the CATO-2 consortium parties.
and how the magnitude of the rupture evolves presents still many open The problem shown here is the so-called Problem Version 10-2D & 11-2D : )
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