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Figure 3. Age control diagram for paleoseismic sites along the Cascadia subduction zone, organized from north(left) to south (right). Age probabilities for each event identified are part of an in-progess (thus, preliminary) systematic reanalysis of geochronologic control along the margin. Site names are color-coded by the type of evidence present. The outline color of each age pdf (probability distribution function) related to
the age control ranking scheme. The interior fill of each pdf relates to the quality of evidence for megathrust rupture. Since age pdfs are preliminary and may differ from published age information, the labels are color coded to show which overlap with published estimates (blue) and which do not overlap (orange). For historical evidence of megathrust rupture (i.e. 1964 Great Alaska Earthquake) diamonds denote know timing.
These are included to show which sites are susceptible to distal earthquake generated tsunami inundation. Red triangles denote events with no age control, but suggestion of event timing. For marine turbidites, published ages from Goldfinger et al., 2012 are shown next to probability density functions and labeled in black.



