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Fig. 3.

Fig. 4.
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obtained
benefits

quantitative justification of
associated trench log 34

accurate digital version
of the exposure (122, 2b)

visualisation of subtle or
invisible features 3

additional information on
the spatial extent of
palaeoseismic features

in the hanging-wall (204

fair estimates ofpalaeo-
magnitudes (20 3.4

unbiased input for future
(re-)investigations (2 20)
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Fig. 9.
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