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Figure 7.3.2  Peak Ground Acceleration Distribution  
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Figure 7.3.3  Seismic Intensity Distribution  
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Figure 7.4.2  Liquefaction Potential Distribution  
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Figure 7.7.3  Heavily Damaged Building Number Distribution  
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Figure 7.7.4  Heavily Damaged Building Ratio Distribution  
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Figure 7.9.3  Death Toll Density Distribution  
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Figure 7.9.4  Total Casualty Density Distribution  
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Figure 7.9.5  Relationship between Building Damaged and Human Casualty 

(retouched to Coburn & Spence, 1992) 
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