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Impact of the project for the design of Further developments

educational activities
The test has been proposed as a permanent

observatory to SISTAN - National Statistical

www.terremototest.it

[Hazard, 10 scale]

The seismic risk perception survey began on 22 January 2013 and is still underway. The processing of the data collected on the
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’ ’ represent a medium value between strong-weak marked the value 4 represent a medium value between strong-weak marked the value 4. represent a medium value between strong-weak marked the value 4. . . PR - PRI - i Marche 101
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L 4 2 In the municipalities included in this area quite strong] 0.15<ag<0.25 that science assigns to your local area and obtained according to other consequences as a result of an earthquake, Is composed of two other
earthquakes can occur | | the earthquakes that actually hit it in past centuries and those HEI0FS In Radilieh (& hazard
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CapHaz-Net WP3_Risk-Perception. pdf) FACTORS : : escription core We therefore invite you to pay special attention to your actions and your
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You can contact us by writing to: info@terremototest.it




