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Method: ETAS model (Ogata, 1988)
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S1. 1.0%-6 (bound model) 0.1 with less events and p The ETAS method with a time dependent g Is promising for analyzing

S1, 3.28-5 3 (bound model) value is high compared iInduced seismicity. Results shows that a bias in p value Is introduced If a

g2 3 4e.5 3 (bound model) to usual values subset is used and even if all variations are not reproduced using the whole

33 5> 160 168 2. means no triggering catalogue, tendance are found, and results seems more reliable.

term, all seismicity is To have a more robust result more initial values must be tested.

1 2o 3 (bound mode) explained by background  Nevertheless, the results allows to interpret the seismicity evolution in regard
S2+S3 9.9%-3 1.9 seismicity rate to the injection evolution. The seismicity behavior may be interpreted as the
S1+S2 3.68-5 2.9 seismicity being driven by fluid injection as well as aseismic slip that
S1,+S2 3 8e.§ 3 (bound model) occur In response to injection increase (Calo et al, 2011).
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