Tsunami Hazard Mitigation Products
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Potential impact of a M, 9.2 earthquake to Dutch Harbor
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Courtesy of P. Lynett, 2017; Funded by USGS
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FIGURE 6B in (Nicolsky and other, 2017) Courtesy of P. Lynett, 2017; Funded by USGS
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Maximum
tsunami
currents and
expected port
damage for the
DISTANT source
tsunami

Results are based on
modeling a maximum-
considered DISTANT
tsunami (Cascadia M,
9.0 Scenario & Kuril-
Kamchatka)

FIGURE 2A in (Nicolsky
and other, 2017)
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‘Maximum-Considered
Distant Tsunami Current Velocities (knots)
and Expected Port Damage Levels
| 3-6 (minor to moderate damage)
|| 6-9 (moderate to major damage)

a% || >9 (major to complete destruction)
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