
franc
Nota
this period is quite difficult to follow, I suggest to simplify it

franc
Nota
is there a specific reason for the uneven distribution of monitoring efforts? 
Are the geological data better distributed?

franc
Nota
at what kind of geophysical data are you referring?



franc
Nota
As above, what are the geophysical data available? only geodetic observations?



franc
Nota
are these episodic or continuous records?

franc
Nota
perhaps better to elaborate why the large difference reflects high confidence?

franc
Nota
I think you should explain what you mean with qualitative analysis. What data you looked at? which criteria did you use?

franc
Nota
how did you use this information then? I do not clearly understand the point to this. If the confidence levels are high, it strenghtens your zoning, if it is low then it tells you that something is off?

franc
Nota
You should describe here also your unified zoning model, it is in the results



franc
Nota
same as above



franc
Nota
latter

franc
Nota
You should explain what is the seismogenic potential index and how it is calculated. It is likely all defined in Mowbray et al 2025, but you should say something here. 

I see thaf faults with Seismogenic Potential Index between 20-40 were not included in b), yet I see some with index 0-20 being included in b) (for instance, Li). You should explain the criteria adopted for defining the fault-based source model.

franc
Nota
a 2022 paper after a 2024 paper? Sounds odd

franc
Nota
Sorry, I do not understand this passage very well. 

You adopted a isovelocity of 4.2 km/s based on Nouibat et al. Then you say that the different moho domains require two different velocities. 
So why did you decide on using only one? could you not adapt your model with the two different velocities?

franc
Nota
I saw in appendix that this is classified as high, mean, low. What does this refer to? what is high, what is low? 
Usually these information are not reported on geological maps, nor in maps of active faults. What is the source?





franc
Nota
how is the coarse grid defined? I did not find mention of this in the text



franc
Nota
As above, it is not clear how you move from the fine analysis to the coars one. I assume you make a buffer area and collect the most representative datum within it. 

But here, I see area with mulitple blu points in the fine analysis turning green in the coarse analysis. How does this happen? I mean this for instance in the top-right corner of the figure and slightly below

franc
Nota
how did you manage the difference in uncertainties?
I see you maintained the three catalogs separate, but how you deal with overlapping areas of the database?



franc
Nota
typo



franc
Nota
I assume still displacement rates?

franc
Nota
not sure if this is admitted by the journal



franc
Nota
on the right hand column, I see that many data are lost and you have data only on the eastern part of the map. Why does it happen?





franc
Nota
For F1 you adopted a qualitative analysis. I think you should explain how these have converted this into a numerical value to then do the sum of differences.

franc
Nota
the confidence levels of the limits are still not clear to me

franc
Nota
how are these confidence levels determined?







franc
Nota
So if I understood correctly, you overimposed limits from the three zone, when these matched, you kept them. when they did not, you adopted those with larger CLZL?

franc
Nota
this is not mentioned in the methods, it should be



franc
Nota
this green scale is very difficult to understand. I suggest to modify it

franc
Nota
why the spread of values is so unbalanced?



franc
Nota
I think that section 5.1 should be before the Unified model, or the unified model being placed here. To give some consistency

franc
Nota
Is this already comparison between older and new zonation models?






































