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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

We performed hydrodynamic inundation modelling of Porirua and Kapiti Coast for the purpose 
of informing updates to the tsunami evacuation zones in this area. These zones are intended 
to be marked around Porirua and Kapiti Coast as part of WREMO and Wellington City Council’s 
Blue Line Project. 

Tsunami evacuation zones for Porirua and Kapiti Coast are currently based on an empirical 
‘rule-based’ tsunami height attenuation modelling technique. The large coverage generated by 
the conservative nature of this approach may in some situations lead to evacuation of a larger 
area than is necessary in the event of a large earthquake or tsunami warning. 

In areas where high-resolution topographic and bathymetric data is available, it is possible to 
conduct more detailed, numerical computational modelling of water movements to calculate 
the inundation flow depth and velocities if required. With such data the delineation of more 
accurate evacuation zones becomes possible. 

This work provides the underlying modelled data from which GWRC can develop improved 
tsunami evacuation zones. The COMCOT (Cornell Multi-grid Coupled Tsunami model) 
tsunami model (Wang & Power 2011) is the core simulation engine of our assessment. The 
modelling area includes all suburbs of Wellington Region that lie in Porirua and Kapiti Coast 
Territorial Land Authority areas. 

In keeping with national conventions, modelling has been done to support the development of 
new zones consisting of: 

• A Yellow Zone for self-evacuation (along with the orange and red zones) in the event of 
a strongly-felt or long-duration earthquake, or when a forecast of a regional or distant-
source tsunami of above a specific threat level is issued, 

• An Orange Zone to be used (along with the red zone) when a forecast tsunami from a 
regional or distant source is expected to cause some inundation, but not large enough 
to require evacuating the Yellow Zone, and 

• A Red Shore-Exclusion Zone to be used when a tsunami forecast suggests a threat only 
to beaches and shoreline facilities. 

The results that shall serve as a base for the definition of these three zones is presented in 
Chapter 4 of this report: Yellow Zone - Figure 4.4; Orange Zone (3m and 5m alternatives) - 
Figure 4.5 and Figure 4.6, respectively; Red Zone - Figure 4.7. It will be used by the council to 
define the zones at their discretion. 

We consider the evacuation zones derived from the results of this study to be a more precise 
representation of the areas of potential inundation in real events than the previously defined 
zones of Leonard et al. (2008). 

The ‘Directors Guidelines for Tsunami Evacuation’ (MCDEM 2008, 2016) call for the Red Zone 
to be defined – in areas of high quality topographic data – by the area less than 2m above the 
high tide level, i.e. Mean High Water Spring (MHWS). However, this results in an overly large 
Red Zone in some areas, notably within harbours and estuaries (e.g. the Pauatahanui Park). 
Hydrodynamic modelling of distant source scenarios which reach the 1m threat level (as per 
MCDEM, 2017; for which the Red Zone is designed to be evacuated) is provided in this report 
to help the councils delineate a Red Zone for this threat level more accurately in these areas. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report is submitted by the GNS Science to the Wellington Region Emergency 
Management Office (WREMO) and Iain Dawe of Greater Wellington Regional Council (GWRC) 
to document hydrodynamic inundation modelling of Porirua and Kapiti Coast for the purpose 
of updating the tsunami evacuation zones in this area. These zones are intended to be marked 
around Porirua and Kapiti Coast as part of WREMO and Wellington City Council’s Blue Lines 
Project; a public education campaign that shows the anticipated land coverage of evacuation 
zones for the largest credible tsunami events. 

The Blue Line Project was initiated in Island Bay in 2010 to raise public awareness about 
tsunami hazard and clearly show locations where it would be safe to evacuate to in the event 
of a long or strong earthquake that may result in the generation of a large tsunami. The tsunami 
inundation modelling was conducted by GNS Science and Greater Wellington Regional 
Council (Mueller et al., 2015). 

Tsunami evacuation zones for Porirua and Kapiti Coast are currently based on an empirical 
‘rule-based’ tsunami height attenuation modelling technique, which is conservatively designed 
to ensure that everyone who needs to evacuate is covered by the modelled zones. The large 
coverage generated by the conservative nature of this approach, however, results in the 
delineation of extensive evacuation zones, potentially leading to over-evacuation in the event 
of a large earthquake or tsunami warning. Over-evacuation causes practical challenges for 
emergency managers and has the potential for accidental harm or hardship. 

In areas where high-resolution topographic and bathymetric data is available, it is possible to 
conduct more detailed, numerical computational modelling of water movements to calculate 
inundation flow depth and velocities if required. The good quality data available for Porirua and 
Kapiti Coast enables this level of hydrodynamic inundation modelling. With such data the 
delineation of more accurate evacuation zones becomes possible. More accurately delineated 
evacuation zones may help reduce the challenges faced by the public and WREMO during 
potential tsunami-generating events. 

This project leverages work that has previously been done as part of the “It’s Our Fault” 
programme, led by GNS Science. The programme is the most comprehensive study to date of 
Wellington’s earthquake risk, and one component of the study assesses tsunami related 
hazards and impacts. Within the scope of this component, GNS Science has developed and 
is continuing to research new methods that enable us to consider the effects of non-uniform 
distribution of slip on the earthquake fault interface. In naturally occurring earthquakes the slip 
is not uniformly distributed and it is not currently possible to predict how this distribution will 
occur in future earthquakes. Therefore, a representative set of tsunami simulations generated 
with different possible examples of slip distributions has to be investigated to assess the 
potential impact of this uncertainty in the earthquake process. GNS Science has, and currently 
is, investigating the effects of this complexity with regards to tsunami arrival times, inundation 
extent and evacuation procedures. 

The COMCOT tsunami model (Wang & Power 2011) is the core simulation engine of our 
assessment. It is routinely used and constantly improved for tsunami research at 
GNS Science. It has been used previously for tsunami inundation modelling for several 
New Zealand cities exposed to tsunami hazard, including Wellington. 
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In keeping with national conventions, as described in MCDEM (2008, 2016), this study 
produces data for the delineation of new zones consisting of: 

• A Yellow Zone for self-evacuation (along with the orange and red zones) in the event of 
a strongly-felt or long-duration earthquake, or when a forecast of a regional or distant-
source tsunami of above a specific threat level is issued, 

• An Orange Zone to be used (along with the red zone) when a forecast tsunami from a 
regional or distant source is expected to cause some inundation, but not large enough 
to require evacuating the Yellow Zone, and 

• A Red Shore-Exclusion Zone to be used when a tsunami forecast suggests a threat only 
to beaches and shoreline facilities. 

The evacuation zones derived from this work will be a more precise and accurate 
representation of the areas of potential inundation in real events than those currently modelled, 
and it is expected that the extent of the Yellow and Orange Zones will decrease in some areas. 
The threshold for requiring the Yellow Zone to be evacuated in the event of a very large distant-
source tsunami will be set high enough that this will be a very rare situation (i.e., typically 
occurring only once every several hundred years or more). These projected outcomes will 
assist emergency managers in preparing for and executing evacuations by reducing the 
number of people needing to be relocated. 

1.1 PROJECT DESIGN 

This project has been designed to use the following information sources currently available to 
GWRC and Porirua City Council (PCC): 

• The topographic data included LiDAR (Laser light detection and ranging) based Digital 
Elevation Models (DEM) provided by PCC and GWRC. The LINZ NZ 8m Digital Elevation 
Model (2012) was used for the land area not covered by the LiDAR data. 

• The Porirua Harbour bathymetric data consisted of sounding supplied by PCC and for 
Approaches to Porirua Harbour was digitised from the LINZ Nautical Chart NZ 4632, and 
the Coastal Charts. 

Several different criteria were considered when determining the Yellow and Orange zones. 

The data for defining the Yellow Zone will be generated by running a comprehensive set of tsunami 
simulations that have the Hikurangi subduction interface as a source, as well as a set of simulations 
corresponding to tsunamis caused by upper-plate faults offshore of the Kapiti coast. 

To provide data for determining the location of the orange evacuation zone, we will identify 
tsunami simulation scenarios that create a given threat level (offshore tsunami wave height) from 
a previously performed threat level and forecasting study for all New Zealand. Scenarios that 
generate a threat level above a given threshold will be selected for a full inundation simulation. 

The Red Zone is defined by all scenarios that generate a marine threat level. This is generally 
assumed to be the area within a specified elevation or distance from the shore line. This will 
be aligned with the most current MCDEM guidelines. We also provide a set of hydrodynamic 
scenario modelling results that assume distant source tsunami that reach the marine threat 
level in order for GWRC to test the extent of the red zone. 
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2.0 NUMERICAL METHODS 

2.1 TSUNAMI SIMULATION SOFTWARE: COMCOT 

The tsunami model, COMCOT (Cornell Multi-grid Coupled Tsunami model), was originally 
developed at Cornell University, USA in the 1990s (Liu et al. 1995) and since 2009 it has been 
under development at GNS Science, New Zealand (Wang & Power 2011). Using a modified 
staggered finite difference scheme to solve linear/nonlinear shallow water equations, 
COMCOT was developed to investigate the evolution of long waves in the ocean, particularly 
tsunami, including their generation, propagation, run-up and inundation. To account for the 
shallowness of water depth and ensure enough spatial resolution in near-shore regions, a 
nested grid configuration is implemented in COMCOT, through which the model can use a 
relatively large grid resolution to efficiently simulate the propagation of tsunamis in the deep 
ocean and then switch to apply finer grid resolutions in coastal regions. In this approach, the 
computational efficiency and the numerical accuracy can be well balanced. 

This model has become publicly available and has been widely used by researchers to study 
different aspects of tsunami impacts. It has been systematically validated against analytical 
solutions (Cho 1995), experimental studies (Liu et al. 1994a; Liu et al. 1995; Cho 1995) and 
benchmark problems (Wang et al. 2008) and has consistently shown its satisfactory accuracy 
and efficiency. Some of its applications include the study of the 1960 Chilean Tsunami (Liu et 
al. 1994b), the 1986 Taiwan Hualien Tsunami (Liu et al. 1998), the 2003 Algerian Tsunami 
(Wang & Liu 2005), the 2004 Indian Ocean Tsunami (Wang & Liu 2006, 2007), and the 2009 
Samoa tsunami (Beaven et al. 2010). It has also been applied to evaluate the flooding and 
tsunami forces on structures in the coastal areas of Galle, Matara and Hambantota in Sri Lanka 
during the 2004 Indian Ocean (Wijetunge et al. 2008). 

Multiple source mechanisms have been integrated in the tsunami simulation package for this 
project, including subaerial/submarine landslides and earthquakes with transient rupture 
and/or variable slip distributions. The actual surface displacement is calculated using the 
displacement theory documented in Okada (1985). 

2.2 DEM DEVELOPMENT AND MODEL SETUP 

The COMCOT tsunami modelling software (Wang & Power, 2011) uses a series of nested 
‘grids’ constructed from bathymetric and topographic data to account for spatial resolution 
requirements by a tsunami travelling in different regions. In this study, four levels of Digital 
Elevation Model (DEM, a combination of topography and bathymetry) grids at different spatial 
resolutions were used to simulate tsunami generation, propagation and coastal flooding. 

The data for the first level grids, grid layer 01, came from the NGDC ETOPO topographic and 
bathymetric database which covers the whole Pacific to simulate tsunami generations and 
propagations from distant sources at a spatial resolution of 2 arc-minutes (~1.8km on the 
Equator, Figure 2.1). The data for the second level grids, grid layer 02, was derived from LINZ 
Charts, the Seabed Mapping CMAP and GEBCO 08 datasets which covers the whole New 
Zealand and its offshore regions at 30 arc-seconds (~640–740m in New Zealand, Figure 2.2). 
The third level grids, i.e., grid layer 03, derived from the same sources as the second level 
grids, covers the southern end of North Island at a spatial resolution of 6.0 arc-seconds (~135m 
in Wellington Region, Figure 2.3). 

The fourth level grid, grid layer 04, covers Porirua Harbour and Kapiti Coast at a spatial 
resolution of about 25-27 metres (Figure 2.4) and its purpose is for high-resolution inundation 
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modelling. The best available data was used for this high-resolution DEM. The topographic 
data included LiDAR based (DEM) provided by (PCC) and (GWRC). A 1 m resolution DEM 
based on the 2015 LiDAR data covering the Porirua City area was supplied by PCC and was 
considered the most accurate data layer. The remainder of the Wellington Region area was 
covered by the 1 m resolution GWRC DEM based on the 2013 LiDAR data. This model 
included buildings in some areas and it was necessary to remove these before the elevation 
data was used in the final DEM. The LINZ NZ 8m Digital Elevation Model (2012) was used for 
the remaining land area, not covered by the LiDAR data. This model was originally created by 
Geographx and was primarily derived from January 2012 LINZ Topo50 data. The Porirua 
Harbour bathymetric data consisted of sounding data collected during the 2009 hydrographic 
survey of the Porirua Harbour undertaken by Discovery Marine Ltd. and supplied by PCC. The 
bathymetric data for Approaches to Porirua Harbour was digitised from the LINZ Nautical Chart 
NZ 4632, and the Coastal Charts (1:90k – 1:350k) Data, obtained from LINZ in a digital form, 
was used for the remaining offshore area (see Figure 2.5, for data sources). 

 
Figure 2.1 Nested grid setup for tsunami generation and propagation modelling. The outer grid layer 01 spans 
the whole Pacific for tsunamis from distant sources. See Figure 2.2, 2.2 and 2.4 for closer detail of grid layers 02, 
03, 04. Elevation above sea level is colour-coded in metres. 
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Figure 2.2 Nested grid setup for tsunami generation and propagation modelling. This figure shows the nested 
grid layers 02 (full extent of the map) and 03 which both focus on New Zealand and offshore regions at increasing 
levels of detail. Elevation above sea level is colour-coded in metres. 
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Figure 2.3 Nested grid setup for tsunami propagation modelling. This figure shows nested grid layers 03 (full 
extent of the map) and 04 which focus on the Kapiti coast and Porirua region at increasing levels of detail. Elevation 
above sea level is colour-coded in metres. 

 
Figure 2.4 Digital elevation model used for tsunami propagation and inundation modelling in at Kapiti coast and 
Porirua. This figure shows nested grid layer 04 which has the highest level of detail. Elevation above sea level is 
colour-coded in metres. 
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Figure 2.5 Data sources for the grid layer 04 DEM: Polygons outline the areas for different data sources that 
were used to construct the DEM (see legend).Sources 1, 2, and 3 refer to the topographic (land elevation) data and 
sources 4, 5, and 6 to the bathymetric data. 
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3.0 EVACUATION ZONE SIMULATIONS: METHODOLOGY 

In the following section, we will discuss our approach to modelling scenarios relevant to 
defining the individual evacuation zones. This methodology follows the evacuation zone 
definitions/recommendations as described in MCDEM (2008, 2016). 

3.1 YELLOW ZONE DEFINITION AND SOURCES 

It has recently been recognised by the international tsunami science community and through 
research at GNS Science that the extents of tsunami inundation are highly sensitive to the 
specific distribution of establishing slip on the earthquake fault, which is particularly relevant 
when the faults are nearby (Mueller et al. 2015). The distribution of slip across an earthquake 
source (fault) can currently not be predicted and it is therefore necessary to consider the many 
possible ruptures that can occur on a particular fault (ensemble simulations). Ensemble 
simulations with non-uniform slip also make the assessment more conservative. Over the last 
few years, GNS Science has developed a framework for simulating tsunami inundation extent 
and distribution that involves modelling a broad spectrum of possible tsunami-generating 
events, representing the set of possible earthquakes. For this study a set of source scenarios 
was made representing 50 different potential non-uniform slip distributions on the subduction 
interface, and 8 different slip distributions on the Fisherman Fault. 

Under the current guidelines for evacuation zoning the Yellow Zone is expected to at least 
cover the 2500 year inundation extent at the 84% confidence level. The zone can be further 
extended to cover areas with a longer return period, but this should take into account the 
practical implications of the evacuation process. 

To identify the source or sources that could potentially contribute to the yellow zone we simulated 
a set of uniform slip scenarios for known offshore crustal faults (3.1.1) and different subduction 
zone scenarios (3.1.2). The set of sources we investigated were identified in a meeting that was 
held as part of the current It’s Our Fault project tsunami arrival time investigation for Kapiti coast 
on Friday, June 02 at GNS Science. The meeting was attended by seismologists, geologists, 
tsunami scientists and GIS specialists from GNS Science and NIWA. 

After careful consideration and analysis of this initial set of simulations we identified the main 
sources of tsunami hazard at long return periods (> 3,000 year) and high confidence levels 
(e.g., 84%) to stem from earthquakes of ~Mw 9.0 on the Hikurangi subduction interface, and 
from earthquakes on the Fisherman Fault and the Manaota Fault. 

Please refer to Appendix 1 for a discussion on how to relate the set of inundation scenarios to 
the inundation return period and confidence level. 

3.1.1 Local crustal fault sources for Porirua and Kapiti cost region 

Porirua and Kapiti Coast sit above the northwest portion of southern Hikurangi Subduction 
Interface, and are also cut by a number of active crustal faults (Nodder et al. 2007; Stirling et 
al. 2012; Litchfield et al. 2014; Langridge et al. 2016), as shown in Figure 3.1. Among them, 
the Hikurangi Subduction Interface is the major tectonic feature and has the potential to 
generate biggest tsunami in this region (Mueller et al. 2014). The local active crustal faults are 
of three types of faulting: reverse faulting, normal faulting and strike-slip (Stirling et al. 2012). 
This study only considers those crustal faults that can generate tsunamis within one hour travel 
time and with potential of posing a land threat to Porirua and Kapiti Coast. 
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Most of strike-slip faults are not investigated due to their inefficiency of tsunami generation, 
except for Wairau Fault and Ohariu Fault (Figure 3.1). Both extend to seafloor and show 
evidence of co-seismic vertical displacements. For Wairau Fault, a rake angle of 28 degrees 
is used to calculate ground and seafloor displacement with Okada’s method (Okada 1985) and 
match recommended ~5m subsidence-to-uplift displacement (Barnes, per comm. 2017; 
Grapes and Wellman 1986); for Ohariu Fault (OhariuS, OhariuC) a rake angle of -7 degrees is 
used to match the recommended ~1m subsidence-to-uplift displacement (van Dissen, per. 
comm. 2017). The crustal faults investigated in this study are summarized in Table 3.1, with 
fault names, fault types, magnitudes and other fault parameters extracted from National 
Seismic Hazard Model (NSHM) (Stirling et al. 2012). 

 
Figure 3.1 Active crustal faults in Porirua and Kapiti Coast region, reproduced from National Seismic Hazard 
Model (Stirling et al. 2012). 
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Table 3.1 Local active crustal fault sources for evacuation zone modelling in Porirua and Kapiti Coast. The fault 
names, types and parameters are extracted from NSHM (Stirling et al. 2012). 

Label No. Fault Name Type Mw Slip (m) R.I. (years)1 

1 Fisherman  rv 7.5 5.5 5,500 

2 OhariuC ss 7.2 3.1 2,000 

3 OhariuS ss 7.4 3.7 2,500 

4 Okupe rv 7.4 4.3 5,400 

5 Onepoto rv 7.4 4.8 4,800 

6 Manaota rv 7.6 6.3 21,000 

7 Mascarin rv 7.4 4.3 1,400 

8 Rangioffsh rv 7.2 3.1 3,800 

9 Wairau ss 7.8 10.0 2,500 

Note: Abbreviations for fault type: ss – strike slip; rv-reverse fault. 

3.1.2 Subduction zone interface source 

Geometry 

Williams et al. (2013), present a description of the Hikurangi subduction interface geometry, 
making use of datasets that have become available since the original AB1996 model was 
developed (Ansell and Bannister 1996). They provide a parametric surface representation, so 
that the depth and the surface normal at any selected point to the interface can be determined. 
The data that were interpreted and then used to define the interface geometry include: 
earthquake hypocenter locations and tomographic inversion results; active-source seismic-
reflection and refraction results; and the bathymetric expression of the trench. The geometry 
of the interface is shown in Figure 3.2 expressed as a set of depth contours. 

We have used this surface geometry to define the source representing the Mw 9.0 event 
modelled in this study to define the extent of the yellow evacuation zone. 

                                                
1 R.I. – Return Interval 
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Figure 3.2 Revised Hikurangi subduction zone interface model after Williams et al. (2013). The model is 
represented as a depth contour plot in this figure. Each contour is labelled with its depth value (km). The red outline 
describes the validity region of the model. The model was used to generate subduction zone sources for this study. 

Non-uniform slip calculations 

The methodology we used to simulate slip distribution on the rupture interface follows that 
described by Geist (2002), which in turn is based on the method suggested by Herrero and 
Bernard (1994). In scaling the slip to a magnitude of Mw 9.0 a rigidity of 50 GPa has been 
assumed, consistent with Power (2013) and Mueller et al., (2014). Rigidity is an uncertain 
parameter and typical estimates used for tsunami modelling range from 35–50 GPa: if instead 
a rigidity of 35 GPa were to be assumed the magnitude of the earthquake would be Mw 8.9.  

Slip distributions are first calculated on a rectangular grid, and then this grid is projected onto 
the fault surface. We are restricted to using rectangular patches in our projection onto the 
subduction surface due to current limitations in the algorithm that calculates the surface 
deformation resulting from this slip distribution. 

Expert weighting scheme 

Wallace et al. (2012) report a strong potential for the southern part of the Hikurangi 
subduction interface to be locked (see Figure 3.3). This suggests that there is an increased 
chance for slip to establish predominantly in areas where the slip-rate deficit is at a 
maximum (red areas of Figure 3.3). 

We have incorporated this effect of predominant accumulation of slip into our source setup by 
applying a weighting function along the extent of the Hikurangi interface from north to south. 
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Figure 3.3 Subduction interface slip rate deficit for the Hikurangi subduction interface (from Wallace et al. (2012)). 

We have calculated scenarios of stochastic non-uniform slip with this weighting scheme  

It was shown in a previous study that the extent of inundation in Wellington coastal areas is 
larger for scenarios that take this weighting into account. In the current study we have chosen 
the set of scenarios with expert weighting applied as the basis for our zoning recommendations 
to take the most conservative approach. 

• Down dip tapers: In an expert panel workshop it was decided to cut off generation of 
slip in down dip direction starting from two different depths, i.e. 60,000 m and 120,000m 
respectively. We created a taper function that starts to supress slip for depths greater 
than these values. The taper shape is a Hanning window which was arbitrarily chosen. 

• Epicentre locations: We chose two different locations for the epicentre of our base 
scenarios, i.e. (177.34, -40.78) and (176.50, -40.29). The first is close to the subduction 
trench and would represent a scenario similar to those chosen for the Wellington harbour 
blue lines project. The second is generating slip further down dip assuming that this might 
have an influence on the tsunami generation potential of the Hikurangi Interface for Kapiti 
coast and Porirua. 

Figure 3.4 shows the source models for these 4 base scenarios: 

˗ Hikurangi_south_0: Epicentre at (177.34, -40.78), down dip taper with 60,000 m 
taper start depth.  

˗ Hikurangi_south_1: Epicentre at (177.34, -40.78), down dip taper with 120,000 m 
taper start depth.  

˗ Hikurangi_south_2: Epicentre at (176.50, -40.29), down dip taper with 60,000 m 
taper start depth.  

˗ Hikurangi_south_3: Epicentre at (176.50, -40.29), down dip taper with 120,000 m 
taper start depth. 
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Generating the most significant cases from Hikurangi 

Scenario selection for evacuation zoning is a life safety consideration and therefore 
conservative scenarios must be identified. We approached this problem by creating 4 base 
scenarios with uniform slip that already have a strong focus of slip being generated in the 
southern part of the Hikurangi subduction interface. The four base scenarios are a combination 
of two types of down dip tapers and two epicentre locations (Figure 3.4). 

 
 

  

Figure 3.4 Base scenario set with uniform slip and tapers applied. The distribution of slip amplitudes here is 
generated by the expert weighting scheme (rupture focussing in the south of the interface), two different tapers 
applied and two different epicentres assumed. Hikurangi_south_0: Epicentre at (177.34, -40.78), down dip taper 
with 60,000 m taper start depth. Hikurangi_south_1: Epicentre at (177.34, -40.78), down dip taper with 120,000 m 
taper start depth. Hikurangi_south_2: Epicentre at (176.50, -40.29), down dip taper with 60,000 m taper start depth. 
Hikurangi_south_3: Epicentre at (176.50, -40.29), down dip taper with 120,000 m taper start depth. 

In a subsequent selection process, the scenario named Hikurangi_south_2 was ruled out 
because the very concentrated area of maximum slip becomes unrealistic once non-uniform 
slip is introduced. This base scenario did create significant inundation, but we still removed it 
from the final set because it would not make sense scientifically. Inundation simulations of the 
remaining set suggest that non-uniform slip scenarios based on scenarios Hikurangi_south_0 
and Hikurangi_south_3 should produce the most conservative but credible cases. We 
subsequently set up 10 simulations each for these two base scenarios and ran these with non-
uniform slip to further discriminate which base scenarios to include in the final set of 50 
simulations for the yellow zone. We find that base scenario Hikurangi_south_0 creates to 
largest extending inundation scenarios and it was used in the final simulation run to contribute 
to the final Yellow zone extent. Figure 3.5 shows 4 examples from this final set. 
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Figure 3.5 Example source scenarios with non-uniform slip on the Hikurangi subduction interface. These are a 
subset from 50 scenarios used to delineate the yellow zone for this project.  

3.2 ORANGE ZONE: DEFINITIONS AND CALCULATION METHODOLOGY 

The overall methodology for developing the Orange Zone is to model a range of scenarios that 
meet, or slightly exceed, the maximum criteria for the corresponding threat-level (1–3m or 3–
5m), and then to outline the area that is inundated in one or more of these scenarios. The set of 
scenarios should be as broad as practicable, and an allowance is made for the fact that all 
possible scenarios cannot be modelled. An outline of the scheme used (as an example for the 
5m threat level) is shown in Figure 3.6, and individual steps are explained in greater detail below. 

 
Figure 3.6 Outline of scheme for Orange Zone calculation. The scheme shown here is for developing a zone 
capable of encompassing a 5m tsunami. MSL = Mean Sea Level, MHWS = Mean High Water Springs (‘high tide’). 

‘Identify potential source regions’ and ‘Define source models’ 

These steps were performed using data that has been collected for preparing tsunami threat-level 
forecasts. Regions of the Pacific where earthquakes of plausible magnitudes result in 5m (or 3m) 
tsunami were identified, and estimates of the magnitudes required to do this were tabulated.  

The threat-level database for distant tsunami sources includes scenario earthquakes of 
Mw 8.7, 9.0, 9.3; and for regional sources earthquakes of Mw 8.1, 8.4, 8.7, 9.0, 9.3. 
Interpolation and extrapolation, based on Abe (1979), was used to identify earthquake 
magnitudes that would produce tsunamis of the required (3m or 5m) height at the coast. Some 
scenarios exceeded the maximum plausible magnitude for the source location, but were used 
anyway to provide a broad coverage of tsunami sources that approach Porirua and the Kapiti 
coast from different directions. 
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‘Run tsunami models at MSL and wall boundary’ 

Initially scenario models based on the sources in Table 3.2 were modelled as if they occurred 
at a tidal level of Mean Sea Level, and assuming a solid-wall boundary at the coastline. The 
reason for this is to reproduce the approximations under which tsunami-threat level forecasts 
are typically made.  

‘Revise source models’  

Analysis of the results from the previous step identified that in several cases the modelled 
tsunami heights at the Wellington coast differed significantly from the intended height of 5m 
(or 3m). The primary reason for this is thought to be that the Abe (1979) scaling rule may cease 
to hold well for very large earthquakes. 

To correct for this issue the source models were revised according to the scheme shown in 
Figure 3.7. The first step here is to estimate the maximum tsunami height in the models 
developed in the previous step. This was assessed by analysis of maximum tsunami-height 
data; the maximum height was taken to be that exceeded over at least ~1% of the Kapiti and 
Porirua coastline. 

Subsequently a re-scaling of the seismic slip in the earthquake source model was made, with 
the intention of achieving a better agreement with the targeted tsunami height. 

In our analysis, it is only possible to develop a finite set of scenarios, but in reality there are 
many variations on the possible set of earthquakes that could cause a 5m (or 3m) tsunami. 
Examination of modelling results suggests there are many similarities in the patterns of 
tsunami heights that are consistent between different scenarios, but there are also differences 
in detail. To make allowance for the variations in scenarios beyond those included in this study, 
we included an extra 20% ‘safety factor’ (k=1.2 in Figure 3.7). In practice this means that in 
order to develop an evacuation zone for 5m tsunamis we use a set of scenario models that 
aim to produce 5 x 1.2 = 6m tsunamis. 

 
Figure 3.7 Expanded schematic, illustrating the process indicated by ‘Revise source models’. 
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‘Run tsunami models at MHWS with inundation’ 

After revising the source models according to the previous step, the new tsunami source 
models were used as inputs to tsunami inundation models of Porirua and Kapiti Coast. These 
models were run assuming a high tide at MHWS. 

The results of these model runs were then collated and processed. The outline of the areas 
inundated in at least one of the scenarios is taken to be the minimum boundary of the 
Orange Zone. 

Table of scenarios 

The scenarios used for this study are tabulated in Table 3.2. 
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Table 3.2 Source Regions and scenarios, including revised slip estimates used for inundation modelling for the 
Orange Zone. 

 
Modelled with wall 

boundary and at MSL 

Modelled with 
Inundation at 

MHWS 

ID_code 
Location 
Description 

Intended 
height 

(m) 

Slip 
(m) 

Magnitu
de2 

Max 
height 

(m) 

Scaling 
factor 

Modified 
slip (m) 

K3_NH_mw93_1 Solomons  3 61.12 9.3 3.0 1.22 74.6 

K3_MO_mw93_1 Manus 3 55.33 9.5 2.1 1.73 95.7 

KW_PE_mw93_1 Puysegur 3 91.53 9.6 2.9 1.23 112.5 

K3_KT_mw93_6 Tonga 3 33.79 9.4 3.0 1.21 40.9 

K3_PW_mw93_20 Aleutians 3 49.31 9.5 2.4 1.48 73.1 

K3_HT_mw93_1 Hjort T. 3 37.33 9.3 3.0 1.19 44.3 

K3_KT_mw93_1 Kermadec 3 57.86 9.4 3.3 1.10 63.5 

K3_KT_mw93_2 Kermadec 3 23.8 9.3 3.3 1.09 25.9 

K3_KT_mw93_3 Kermadec 3 20.24 9.3 3.1 1.17 23.7 

K3_KT_mw93_4 Kermadec 3 23.16 9.3 3.0 1.20 27.7 

K3_KT_mw93_5 Tonga 3 27.23 9.4 2.9 1.23 33.5 

K3_KT_mw93_7 Tonga 3 37.65 9.5 2.9 1.22 46.1 

K3_KT_mw93_8 Tonga 3 37.33 9.3 2.7 1.31 49.0 

K3_NH_mw90_10 N. Hebrides 3 17.19 9.0 2.7 1.35 23.2 

K3_NH_mw90_3 Solomons 3 20.75 9.1 2.6 1.39 28.8 

K3_NH_mw90_4 Solomons 3 18.63 9.1 3.8 0.95 17.7 

K3_NH_mw90_5 Solomons 3 17.18 9.1 2.7 1.35 23.2 

K3_NH_mw90_9 N. Hebrides 3 16.28 9.1 3.4 1.06 17.3 

K3_NH_mw93_10 N. Hebrides 3 19.15 9.0 2.9 1.22 23.4 

K3_NH_mw93_2 Solomons 3 21.95 9.3 2.9 1.26 27.7 

K3_NH_mw93_3 Solomons 3 14.64 9.2 2.4 1.50 22.0 

K3_NH_mw93_4 Solomons 3 14.64 9.2 3.3 1.08 15.8 

K3_NH_mw93_5 Solomons 3 15.04 9.2 3.9 0.93 14.0 

K3_NH_mw93_6 Vanuatu 3 18.17 9.2 2.7 1.34 24.4 

K3_NH_mw93_7 Vanuatu 3 14.64 9.2 2.4 1.53 22.3 

K3_NH_mw93_8 Vanuatu 3 16.76 9.2 2.9 1.25 20.9 

K3_NH_mw93_9 N. Hebrides 3 13.14 9.1 3.3 1.10 14.4 

K3_PT_mw90_1 Puysegur 3 13.12 9.0 3.0 1.19 15.6 

K3_PT_mw93_1 Puysegur 3 12.1 9.0 2.8 1.31 15.8 

                                                
2  Magnitudes have been estimated assuming a crustal rigidity of 50 GPa. This was done for consistency with 

existing tsunami modelling work done by GNS Science. If instead a rigidity of 35 GPa was assumed, the 
magnitudes would be approximately 0.1 less. 



Confidential 2017 

 

GNS Science Consultancy Report 2017/200 18 
 

 
Modelled with wall 

boundary and at MSL 

Modelled with 
Inundation at 

MHWS 

ID_code Location 
Description 

Intended 
height 

(m) 

Slip 
(m) 

Magnitu
de2 

Max 
height 

(m) 

Scaling 
factor 

Modified 
slip (m) 

K5_NH_mw93_1 Solomon I. 5 130.1 9.5 6.8 0.88 76.3 

K5_NH_mw93_2 Solomon I. 5 47.99 9.5 5.1 1.18 56.7 

K5_HT_mw93_1 Hjort T. 5 79.47 9.5 5.6 1.07 85.2 

K5_KT_mw93_2 Kermadec 5 50.66 9.5 5.7 1.05 53.3 

K5_KT_mw93_3 Kermadec 5 43.08 9.5 5.0 1.20 51.6 

K5_KT_mw93_4 Kermadec 5 49.31 9.5 5.7 1.05 52.0 

K5_KT_mw93_5 Kermadec 5 61.19 9.6 5.7 1.05 64.1 

K5_KT_mw93_8 Tonga 5 81.64 9.5 4.4 1.36 110.8 

K5_NH_mw90_10 N. Hebrides 5 36.6 9.2 5.1 1.17 43.0 

K5_NH_mw90_9 N. Hebrides 5 34.65 9.3 6.2 0.97 33.8 

K5_NH_mw93_10 N. Hebrides 5 40.77 9.2 5.4 1.11 45.2 

K5_NH_mw93_3 Solomon I. 5 31.17 9.4 4.5 1.32 41.2 

K5_NH_mw93_4 Solomon I. 5 31.17 9.4 5.8 1.04 32.3 

K5_NH_mw93_5 Solomon I. 5 32.02 9.4 8.8 0.68 21.8 

K5_NH_mw93_6 Vanuatu 5 38.68 9.5 5.6 1.06 41.1 

K5_NH_mw93_7 Vanuatu 5 31.17 9.4 5.0 1.19 37.2 

K5_NH_mw93_8 Vanuatu 5 35.67 9.4 6.0 1.00 35.7 

K5_NH_mw93_9 N. Hebrides 5 29.53 9.4 5.9 1.01 29.9 

K5_PT_mw90_1 Puysegur 5 27.93 9.2 6.7 0.89 25.0 

K5_PT_mw93_1 Puysegur 5 26.46 9.2 5.4 1.10 29.2 

3.3 RED ZONE 

The Red Zone is intended to be a ‘Marine and Beach’ evacuation zone that is tied to the 0.2m–
1.0m ‘Marine and Beach Threat’ threat-level in MCDEM tsunami forecasts. 

The ‘Directors Guidelines for Tsunami Evacuation’ (MCDEM 2008, 2016) call for the Red Zone 
to be defined – in areas of high quality topographic data – by the area less than 2m above 
MHWS. However, this is acknowledged to be problematic inside harbours and estuaries, in 
which areas exceptions are permissible. An estimation of the areas within Porirua harbour that 
lie less than 2m above high tide clearly illustrate these problems, because they sometimes 
cover almost the full extent of the proposed orange and yellow zones (e.g. in the Pauatahanui 
Park and similar areas of the Porirua Harbour, please see Section 4.2). It is worth noting that 
the orange and the yellow zone also fall very close together in these areas.  

It was proposed to provide data for testing or modifying the Red Zone in these locations with a 
set of scenario models of 1 x 1.2 = 1.2m amplitude tsunami. These scenarios were developed 
using the same methodology as the Orange Zone. These scenarios are intended to test the 
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validity of the zone, rather than to define the Red Zone; this is because the range of possible 
source regions for 1m tsunamis is very great and only a small sample of these can be modelled. 

The set of scenario models is shown in Table 3.3. 

Table 3.3 Source Regions and scenarios, including revised slip estimates used for inundation modelling for the 
Red Zone. 

   Modelled with wall boundary 
and at MSL 

Modelled with 
Inundation at MHWS  

ID_code 
Location 
Description 

Intended 
height 

(m) 
Slip (m) Magnitude 

Actual max 
height (m) 

Scaling 
factor 

Modified 
slip 

MO_mw90_2 Manus 1 16.28 9.1 0.70 1.70 27.74 

NG_mw93_1 N. N. Guinea 1 33.13 9.4 0.98 1.22 40.53 

PE_mw90_5 Puysegur 1 17.18 9.1 1.19 1.01 17.27 

PE_mw93_12 Puysegur 1 27.98 9.4 1.02 1.17 32.83 

PE_mw93_20 Puysegur 1 18.17 9.2 1.08 1.11 20.24 

PE_mw93_28 Puysegur 1 21.36 9.3 0.89 1.35 28.86 

PW_mw90_1 Guam 1 16.28 9.1 0.94 1.27 20.72 

PW_mw90_12 Japan 1 16.28 9.1 0.75 1.60 26.00 

PW_mw90_17 Kuril I. 1 18.13 9.1 0.82 1.46 26.39 

PW_mw90_21 Aleutian I. 1 11.46 9.0 0.72 1.66 18.97 

PW_mw93_31 Cascadia 1 21.95 9.3 0.82 1.46 32.10 

PW_mw93_5 Mariana I. 1 18.67 9.3 1.04 1.16 21.65 

PW_mw93_9 Japan 1 20.24 9.3 0.88 1.36 27.52 

RN_mw93_3 Japan 1 27.23 9.4 1.10 1.09 29.76 

HT_mw87_1 Hjort T. 1 7.25 8.7 0.86 1.39 10.06 

KT_mw87_3 Kermadec 1 6.51 8.7 0.88 1.37 8.93 

KT_mw87_5 Kermadec 1 7.45 8.7 0.97 1.24 9.21 

KT_mw90_1 Kermadec 1 10.57 8.9 1.04 1.15 12.14 

NH_mw84_3 Solomon I. 1 6.12 8.5 0.92 1.30 7.98 

NH_mw84_9 N. Hebrides 1 5.64 8.4 0.94 1.28 7.22 

NH_mw87_6 Tonga 1 6.69 8.7 0.85 1.41 9.45 

PT_mw84_2 Puysegur 1 5.06 8.4 0.89 1.35 6.85 
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4.0 SIMULATION RESULTS 

In this section, we summarize the main findings from this study. We present simulation results 
from individual scenarios and ensembles. As an ‘ensemble’ we define a set of tsunami 
simulations which all have the same parameters characterising the source, but with one 
parameter, i.e., the distribution of slip across the rupture interface randomly varied from 
scenario to scenario. We refer to this variable parameter as the ‘ensemble parameter’. By 
running a few of these scenarios, we can study the effect of uncertainty of the distribution of 
slip. In our simulation studies, for each individual scenario, we record the maximum flow depth 
registered in each grid cell. As flow depth, we define the separation between the surface of the 
digital elevation model and the water surface. Flow velocities have not been recorded. 

4.1 YELLOW ZONE SCENARIOS 

4.1.1 Local crustal fault sources  

Uniform slip simulations for the set of crustal sources considered here show that only the 
Fisherman fault and the Manaota fault generate inundation significant enough to be considered 
for yellow zone delineation. However, since the Manaota fault has a comparably large return 
period of 21,000 years, including it into the set of possible sources is seen as appropriately 
conservative, without considering non-uniform slip. We therefore only ran a scenario with 
uniform slip on the fault. Figure 4.1 shows the areas inundated by this scenario (indicated in 
red) assuming 35 GPa for the rigidity since this is more typical for crustal faults. Reducing the 
shear modulus (or rigidity) of a fault will generate more slip for any fixed magnitude and 
therefore increase tsunami wave heights generated by the fault. 

 
Figure 4.1 Manaota fault scenario inundation extent (35 GPa assumed for rigidity). 
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We selected the Fisherman fault for non-uniform slip simulations to compare it against non-
uniform slip inundation experiments from the subduction zone scenarios. We also reduced the 
shear modulus for this fault from 50 GPa as used for the subduction zone to 35 GPa.. The 
Fisherman fault can create considerable inundation along the Kapiti coast and in Porirua. 
However even with such conservative assumptions, i.e. non-uniform slip and reduced shear 
modulus we find that scenarios that stem from the subduction zone still create larger 
inundations extents in most areas. Figure 4.2 shows the union inundation extent from a set of 
8 non-uniform slip scenarios for the Fisherman fault assuming 35 GPa rigidity for the fault 
mechanism (indicated in red). 

 
Figure 4.2 Union of all non-uniform slip scenarios for Fisherman with 35 GPa rigidity assumed. 

4.1.2 Hikurangi subduction interface sources 

As described in Section 3.1.2 we have simulated 50 potential Hikurangi subduction zone 
events with an assumed Moment Magnitude of Mw 9.0 and an expert weighting scheme 
applied as discussed there as well. The ensemble parameter is the distribution of slip 
establishing for each potential event. We assume that this ensemble of scenarios and its 
respective inundation distribution is representing the breadth of potential worst case scenarios 
for Porirua and Kapiti coast. 
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Figure 4.3 Ensemble assessments for the non-uniform slip scenarios (50) showing how often coastal areas are 
inundated in our study scenarios (inundation occurrence in percent). Moment magnitude assumed to be Mw 9.0, 
rigidity 50 GPa, expert weighting was applied (see Section 3.1.2 for further details). A Google satellite image 
(terraMetrics 2017) is used as a back drop for the figure. 
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This ensemble assessment is summarised using a record of how often each grid cell is flooded for 
all scenarios in the ensemble. When expressed as a percentage we call this count the ‘inundation 
occurrence’. Figure 4.3 shows the inundation occurrence calculated for the ensemble. 

As already mentioned above, most of the crustal sources do not inundate very far compared 
to the majority of the Hikurangi scenarios, except for the Fisherman and the Manaota fault 
(Figure 4.1 and Figure 4.2). After consultation with Greater Wellington Regional Council we 
suggest to construct the yellow zone as the union inundation extents from Hikurangi, 
Fisherman and Manaota. For Hikurangi we will only consider areas that are inundated in 90% 
of all tested non-uniform slip scenarios. Figure 4.4 shows this union to illustrate the extent of 
the proposed yellow zone. 
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Figure 4.4 Suggested extent of the yellow zone, constructed as the union extent of all non-uniform slip 
Fisherman scenarios, the Manaota scenario and the area inundated by 90% of the Hikurangi Scenarios. 
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4.2 ORANGE ZONE SCENARIOS (DISTANT SOURCES, 3M AND 5M THREAT LEVEL) 

As discussed in Section 3.2 we assessed the extent of the Orange Zone by simulating a 
number of scenarios for distant source events assuming to be representative for all potential 
events of this type. Scenarios were chosen to present either a 3m threat level or a 5m threat 
level somewhere within the Porirua and Kapiti offshore coastal region. 

To summarize the simulations, we present the union of all inundation areas observed in these 
simulation runs. Figure 4.5 shows the extent of the potentially flooded area for the scenarios 
presenting a 3m threat level offshore and Figure 4.6 for scenarios presenting a 5m threat level. 

 
Figure 4.5 Union of all areas inundated by the scenarios assumed to reach the 3m threat level in the Kapiti 
offshore region (red). The Digital elevation model is used as a back drop for the figure printed in a logarithmic grey 
scale to emphasis landscape structure on all elevation levels. 
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Figure 4.6 Union of all areas inundated by the scenarios assumed to reach the 5m threat level in the Kapiti 
offshore region (red). The Digital elevation model is used as a back drop for the figure printed in a logarithmic grey 
scale to emphasis landscape structure on all elevation levels. 
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4.3 RED ZONE SCENARIOS (DISTANT SOURCES, 1M THREAT LEVEL) 

As discussed in Section 3.3 the currently recommended definition for the Red Zone can be 
impractical to apply in harbours and estuaries with large areas of low lying land. The 2m above 
high tide elevation contours often extend quite far inland and in some cases cover almost all 
of the proposed areas for the orange and the yellow zones. 

We have run several scenarios that reach the 1m threat level in order to test and refine the 
areas included in the Red Zone, in particular within harbours and estuaries. Figure 4.7 shows 
the union of the areas flooded by the scenario tsunamis. It is anticipated that GWRC will 
compare this data with the existing Red Zone using GIS, and thereby check the validity of the 
existing zone. Outside of problem areas it is suggested that GWRC maintain compatibility with 
the national guidance based on at least 2m above high tide (MHWS), but that the information 
given here may be used to guide and test cautious reduction of the Red zone extent below this 
criterion inside harbours and estuaries and/or to test the validity of the previously established 
Red zone boundaries. 

 
Figure 4.7 Union of all areas inundated by the scenarios assumed to reach the 1m threat level in the Kapiti 
offshore region (red). The Digital elevation model is used as a back drop for the figure printed in a logarithmic grey 
scale to emphasis structure on all elevation levels. 
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5.0 DISCUSSION 

The simulations carry several unknowns which will lead to over- or under-estimation of the 
actual amount of inundation observed for each scenario. These include uncertainties in 
modelled surface roughness, digital elevation and bathymetric models as well as variability of 
the modelled geometry of the rupture surface, the sequence in which slip is triggered on that 
surface and the rake angle of individual slip patches. These effects have not been studied for 
reasons of practicality. We currently assume that the effect of rupture complexity in the form 
of non-uniform slip is one of the most important ones (Geist 2002, Mueller et al., 2015) which 
is supported by our results. Another important factor that is carrying a significant amount of 
uncertainty is the actual rigidity (stiffness) of the subduction interface and the medium 
surrounding it. Our study also does not include an investigation into the effects of this 
uncertainty. However, we considered the effect by modifying the rigidity of some crustal 
sources for yellow zone considerations. For the simulations based on the Hikurangi plate 
interface we have assumed a rigidity of µ = 50 GPa, and for the final inundation simulations of 
the Fisherman and Manaota Faults µ = 35 GPa was assumed. The rigidity value for the 
Hikurangi plate interface has been used for consistency with the National Tsunami Hazard 
Model (Power, 2013) and has been used by GNS Science for tsunami hazard and evacuation 
zoning studies in the recent past. Further investigation of the effect of changes to the assumed 
rigidity (which in reality varies with both depth and distance from the interface) on inundation 
extents is recommended for future research.  

The data provided in this report is intended to form the basis for the council to develop their 
evacuation zones: encompassing the areas indicated as being subject to inundation, but also 
using a conservative approach to simplifying the outlines of the zones e.g. in areas where the 
modelled inundation has an irregular boundary, or to align the evacuation zone boundary with 
clearly identifiable features such as roads. 

The primary focus of this study has been Porirua and Kapiti Coast. Close to the northern 
boundary of the innermost grid the quality of bathymetric data is lower (see section 2.2 and 
Figure 2.5), and here greater conservatism is recommended in developing evacuation zones 
from the inundation results. 
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6.0 DATA PRODUCTS 

This report is accompanied by digital products corresponding to data presented in Figure 4.1 
to Figure 4.7 (see descriptions for the individual data sets in Section 4). 

The digital data are in georeferenced raster format (ArcASCII). They are included, together 
with metadata and projection files, in a ZIP archive as an electronic supplement to this report:  

electronicSupplement_GNS_Science_CR_2017-43.zip 

The data sets are named as follows: 

Data type  Filename (no extension) 

Manaota inundation extent (single scenario, 35 GPa, Fig. 4.0) manaota_indxtnt_35GPa 

Fisherman inundation extent (8 scenarios, 35 GPa, Fig. 4.1) fisherman_ indxtnt_35GPa 

Hikurangi inundation occurrence (50 scenarios, 50 GPa, Fig. 4.2) hikurangi_inocc 

Hikurangi, Fisherman, Manaota union inundation extent (Fig. 4.3) yellow_zone_indxtnt 

Total inundation extent, 3m threat level (Fig. 4.4) orange_zone_3m_ indxtnt 

Total inundation extent, 5m threat level (Fig. 4.5) orange_zone_5m_ indxtnt 

Total inundation extent, 1m threat level (Fig. 4.6) red_zone_1m_ indxtnt 
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7.0 CONCLUSION 

In this study, we have used hydrodynamic modelling to provide a basis for the delineation of 
tsunami evacuation zones for all suburbs of Porirua and Kapiti Coast. 

We chose a set of sources for our study that are in accordance with zoning definitions as 
described in the MCDEM (2008, 2016) guidelines: 

• A Yellow Zone for self-evacuation (along with the orange and red zones) in the event of 
a strongly-felt or long-duration earthquake, or when a forecast of a distant-source 
tsunami of above a specific threat level is issued, 

• An Orange Zone to be used (along with the red zone) when a forecast tsunami from a 
distant source is expected to cause some inundation, but not large enough to require 
evacuating the Yellow Zone, and 

• A Red Shore-Exclusion Zone to be used when a tsunami forecast suggests a threat only 
to beaches and shoreline facilities. 

Uncertainties in establishing slip play an important role for the actual tsunami impact of a local 
subduction zone event, and we considered 50 different distributions of non-uniform slip with a 
focus in the south of the Hikurangi interface. We also modelled 8 different distributions of slip 
on the Fisherman Fault, and 1 example of a Manaota Fault earthquake (Yellow Zone 
scenarios). This final set is the result of a careful selection process based on inundation 
modelling for a much larger set of sources. We consider this subset of sources to cover the 
wider range of possible tsunamigenic faults in the region. For the Orange Zone we considered 
29 scenarios which would reach the 3m threat level and 20 which would reach the 5m threat 
level in the Porirua/Kapiti coastal area. 

We regard the evacuation zones suggested from modelling results in this study as more precise 
representation of the areas of potential inundation in real events than those previously modelled. 

The ‘Directors Guidelines for Tsunami Evacuation’ call for the Red Zone to be defined – in 
areas of high quality topographic data – by the area less than 2m above the high tide level, i.e. 
MHWS. However, this results in on overly large extent of a Red Zone sometimes extending 
beyond the orange, in some harbour and estuary areas. Hydrodynamic modelling of distant 
source scenarios which reach the 1m threat level offshore within the Porirua/Kapiti coastal 
region allows for checking and cautious modification of the existing delineation of the Red Zone 
(22 scenarios in total considered) in these problem areas. 

We find that as an example in the Pauatahanui arm of the Porirua Harbour (e.g. in the 
Pauatahanui Park) the union of all (red zone) inundation scenarios assessed here covers a 
smaller area than the 2m above high tide elevation contour. This also holds for estuaries further 
north along the Kapiti Coast. Therefore, the 2m contour approach is more conservative in such 
cases. However, it seems more consistent to base the zones on multi scenario hydrodynamic 
modelling as the separation between the areas covered by the different zones defined in this 
manner is more systematic, i.e. the red zone is smaller than the orange zone and the orange 
zone is smaller than the red zone. 

It is left to the council to exercises their own conservative assessment for outlining the zones 
based on the data provided with this report. 



Confidential 2017 

 

GNS Science Consultancy Report 2017/200 31 
 

8.0 ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

We also thank Dr David Burbidge and Dr Graham Leonard from GNS Science for reviewing 
this report. 

9.0 REFERENCES 
Abe K. 1975. Reliable estimation of the seismic moment of large earthquakes. Journal of Physics of the 

Earth. 23(4):381–390. 

Abe K. 1979. Size of great earthquakes of 1837–1974 inferred from tsunami data. Journal of 
Geophysical Research: Solid Earth. 84(B4):1561-1568. 

Aki K. 1967. Scaling law of seismic spectrum. Journal of Geophysical Research. 72(4):1217. 
doi:10.1029/JZ072i004p01217. 

Andrews DJ. 1980. A stochastic fault model: 1. Static case. Journal of Geophysical Research. 
85(B7):3867. doi:10.1029/JB085iB07p03867. 

Beavan RJ, Wang X, Holden C, Wilson KJ, Power WL, Prasetya G, Bevis M, Kautoke R. 2010. Near-
simultaneous great earthquakes at Tongan megathrust and outer rise in September 2009. Nature. 
466(7309):959-964. doi:10.1038/nature09292. 

Bernard P, Herrero A, Berge C. 1996. Modeling directivity of heterogeneous earthquake ruptures. 
Bulletin of the Seismological Society of America. 86(4):1149-1160. 

Carne RC, Little TA. 2012. Geometry and scale of fault segmentation and deformational bulging along 
an active oblique-slip fault (Wairarapa fault, New Zealand). Geological Society of America 
Bulletin. 124(7-8):1365-1381. 

Cho YS. 1995. Numerical simulation of tsunami and runup. [PhD thesis]. Ithaca (NY): Cornell University. 

Clark KJ, Hayward BW, Cochran UA, Wallace LM, Power WL, Sabaa AT. 2015. Evidence for past 
subduction earthquakes at a plate boundary with widespread upper plate faulting: Southern 
Hikurangi Margin, New Zealand. Bulletin of the Seismological Society of America. 105(3):1661-
1690. doi:10.1785/0120140291. 

Cousins WJ, Power WL, Destegul UZ, King AB. 2007. Combined earthquake and tsunami losses for 
major earthquake affecting the Wellington Region. Lower Hutt (NZ): GNS Science. (GNS Science 
consultancy report; 2007/280). 

Geist EL. 2002. Complex earthquake rupture and local tsunamis. Journal of Geophysical Research B: 
Solid Earth. 107(B5): ESE 2-1–ESE 2-15. doi:10.1029/2000JB000139. 

Grapes RH, Wellman HW. 1986. The north-east end of the Wairau Fault, Marlborough, New Zealand. 
Journal of the Royal Society of New Zealand. 16(3):245-250. 

Herrero A, Bernard P. 1994. A kinematic self-similar rupture process for earthquakes. Bulletin of the 
Seismological Society of America. 84(4):1216–1228. 

Langridge RM, Ries WF, Litchfield NJ, Villamor P, Van Dissen RJ, Rattenbury MS, Barrell DJA, Heron 
DW, Haubrock S, Townsend DB, Cox SC, et al. 2016. The New Zealand Active Faults Database. 
New Zealand Journal of Geology and Geophysics. 59(1):86-96. 
doi:10.1080/00288306.2015.1112818. 

Leonard GS, Power WL, Lukovic B, Smith W, Johnston DM, Downes G. 2008. Tsunami evacuation 
zones for Wellington and Horizons regions defined by a GIS-calculated attenuation rule. Lower 
Hutt (NZ): GNS Science. 22 p. (GNS Science report; 2008/30). 



Confidential 2017 

 

GNS Science Consultancy Report 2017/200 32 
 

Litchfield NJ, Van Dissen RJ, Sutherland R, Barnes PM, Cox SC, Norris R, Beavan RJ, Langridge RM, 
Villamor P, Berryman KR, et al. 2014. A model of active faulting in New Zealand. New Zealand 
Journal of Geology and Geophysics. 57(1):32-56. doi:10.1080/00288306.2013.854256. 

Liu PLF, Cho YS, Briggs MJ, Synolakis CE, Kanoglu U. 1995. Run-up of solitary waves on circular 
island. Journal of Fluid Mechanics. 302:259–285. 

Liu PLF, Cho YS, Fujima K. 1994a. Numerical solutions of three-dimensional run-up on a circular island. 
In: Isaacson M, Quick M, editors. Proceedings of International Symposium: Waves – Physical and 
Numerical Modelling; 1994 Aug 21-24; Vancouver, Canada. Vancouver (BC): University of British 
Columbia. p. 1031–1040. 

Liu PLF, Cho YS, Yoon SB, Seo SN. 1994b. Numerical simulations of the 1960 Chilean tsunami 
propagation and inundation at Hilo, Hawaii. In: El-Sabh MI, editor. Recent development in tsunami 
research. Dordrecht (NL): Kluwer Academic Publishers. p. 99–115. 

Liu PLF, Woo SB, Cho YS. 1998. Computer programs for tsunami propagation and inundation. Ithaca 
(NY): Cornell University. (Cornell University Technical Report). 

MCDEM. 2008. Tsunami evacuation zones: Director’s guidelines for Civil Defence Emergency 
Management groups. Wellington (NZ): Ministry of Civil Defence & Emergency Management 
(MCDEM). 19 p. (MCDEM Report; DGL 08/08). 

MCDEM. 2016. Tsunami Evacuation Zones: Director’s guidelines for Civil Defence Emergency 
Management groups. Wellington (NZ): Ministry of Civil Defence & Emergency Management 
(MCDEM). 39 p. (MCDEM Report; DGL 08/16). 

MCDEM. 2017. Tsunami advisory and warning. MCDEM Supporting Plan [SP 01/17]. Wellington (NZ): 
Ministry of Civil Deference and Emergency Management; [revised 2017 Apr; accessed 2017 
Apr 5]. http://www.civildefence.govt.nz/cdem-sector/cdem-framework/guidelines/national-
tsunami-advisory-and-warning-plan/ 

Mueller C, Power W, Fraser S, Wang X. 2015. Effects of rupture complexity on local tsunami inundation: 
Implication for probabilistic tsunami hazard assessment by example. Journal of Geophysical 
Research. 120(1):488-502. 

Mueller C, Power WL, Wang X. 2015. Hydrodynamic inundation modelling and delineation of tsunami 
evacuation zones for Wellington Harbour. Lower Hutt (NZ): GNS Science. 30 p. (GNS Science 
consultancy report; 2015/176). 

Mueller C, Wang X, Power WL. 2014. Investigation of the effects of earthquake complexity on tsunami 
inundation hazard in Wellington Harbour. Lower Hutt (NZ): GNS Science. 43 p. (GNS Science 
consultancy report; 2014/198).  

Nodder SD, Lamarche G, Proust JN, Stirling M. 2007. Characterizing earthquake recurrence parameters 
for offshore faults in the low-strain, compressional Kapiti-Manawatu Fault System, New Zealand. 
Journal of Geophysical Research. 112:B12102. doi:10.1029/2007JB005019. 

Okada M. 1985. Surface deformation due to shear and tensile faults in a half space. Bulletin of the 
Seismological Society of America. 75(4):1135–1154. 

Power WL, Reyners ME, Wallace LM. 2008. Tsunami hazard posed by earthquakes on the Hikurangi 
subduction zone interface. Lower Hutt (NZ): GNS Science. 58 p. (GNS Science consultancy 
report; 2008/40). http://www.eqc.govt.nz/sites/public_files/1600-tsunami-hazard-Hikurangi-
subduction-zone-interface.pdf 

Power WL, compiler. 2013. Review of tsunami hazard in New Zealand (2013 update). Lower Hutt 
(NZ): GNS Science. (GNS Science consultancy report; 2013/131). 
http://gns.cri.nz/content/download/9921/53211/file/Tsunami%20Report%202013.pdf 

http://www.civildefence.govt.nz/cdem-sector/cdem-framework/guidelines/national-tsunami-advisory-and-warning-plan/
http://www.civildefence.govt.nz/cdem-sector/cdem-framework/guidelines/national-tsunami-advisory-and-warning-plan/
http://www.eqc.govt.nz/sites/public_files/1600-tsunami-hazard-Hikurangi-subduction-zone-interface.pdf
http://www.eqc.govt.nz/sites/public_files/1600-tsunami-hazard-Hikurangi-subduction-zone-interface.pdf
http://gns.cri.nz/content/download/9921/53211/file/Tsunami%20Report%202013.pdf


Confidential 2017 

 

GNS Science Consultancy Report 2017/200 33 
 

Stirling M, McVerry G, Gerstenberger M, Litchfield N, Van Dissen R, Berryman K, Barnes P, Wallace L, 
Villamor P, Langridge R, et al. 2012. National seismic hazard model for New Zealand: 2010 
update. Bulletin of the Seismological Society of America, 102(4): 1514–1542. 

Wallace LM, Barnes P, Beavan J, Van Dissen R, Litchfield N, Mountjoy J, Langridge R, Lamarche G, 
Pondard N. 2012 The kinematics of a transition from subduction to strike-slip: An example from 
the central New Zealand plate boundary. Journal of Geophysical Research. 117(2):B02405. 

Wang X. 2008. Numerical modelling of surface and internal waves over shallow and intermediate water. 
[PhD thesis]. Ithaca, (NY): Cornell University. 245 p. 

Wang X, Liu PLF. 2005. A numerical investigation of Boumerdes-Zemmouri (Algeria) earthquake and 
tsunami. Computer Modeling in Engineering and Science. 10(2):171–184. 

Wang X, Liu PLF. 2006. An analysis of 2004 Sumatra earthquake fault plane mechanisms and Indian 
Ocean tsunami. Journal of Hydraulic Research. 44(2):147–154. 

Wang X, Liu PLF. 2007. Numerical simulation of the 2004 Indian Ocean tsunami – Coastal Effects. 
Journal of Earthquake and Tsunami. 1(3):273–297. 

Wang X, Orfila A, Liu PLF. 2008. Numerical simulations of tsunami runup onto a three-dimensional 
beach with shallow water equations. ACOE. 10: 249–253. World Scientific Publishing Co. 

Wang X, Power WL. 2011. COMCOT: A tsunami generation propagation and run-up model. Lower Hutt 
(NZ): GNS Science. (GNS Science Report; 2011/43). 

Williams CA, Eberhart-Phillips D, Bannister S, Barker DHN, Henrys S, Reyners M, Sutherland R. 2013. 
Revised interface geometry for the Hikurangi subduction zone, New Zealand. Seismological 
Research Letters. 84(6):1066–1073. doi:10.1785/0220130035.  

Wijetunge JJ, Wang X, Liu PLF. 2008. Indian ocean tsunami on 26 December 2004: Numerical 
modelling of inundation in three cities on the south coast of Sri Lanka. Journal of Earthquake and 
Tsunami. 2(2):133–155. 



Confidential 2017 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

APPENDICES 

 



Confidential 2017 

 

GNS Science Consultancy Report 2015/200 35 
 

A1.0 APPENDIX 1: AVERAGE RETURN PERIOD OF YELLOW ZONE 
SCENARIOS 

Under the current guidelines for evacuation zoning the Yellow Zone is expected to at least cover 
the 2,500-year inundation extent at the 84% confidence level. The zone can be further extended 
to cover areas with a longer return period, but this should take into account the practical 
implications of the evacuation process, for further details please refer to the guidelines (MCDEM, 
2016). 

The data used for the design of the Yellow zone presented here is based on modelling of 
tsunamis from three separate sources: The Hikurangi subduction zone, the Fisherman Fault 
and the Manaota Fault. It is useful to consider the return periods associated with tsunami 
inundation from these sources both individually and in combination, both to check that the 
guidelines are being met, and for comparison to the criteria used for the design of the Yellow 
zone in Wellington Harbour. 

A return period for the Mw 9.0 Hikurangi source, and more specifically the 10% inundation 
occurrence contour used in the construction of the Yellow zone, can be derived using the 
method presented in Mueller et al. (2015). In that report an approximate analysis was made 
that assigned a 3000 year return period (at the 84% level of confidence) to the 50% inundation 
occurrence contour. Tsunamis that reach the 10% inundation occurrence contour would, by 
that method, occur 5 times less often. Correspondingly we associate a 15,000 year return 
period (at the 84% level of confidence) to the set of Hikurangi events used here as part of the 
Yellow line definition. 

Characteristic earthquakes on the Fisherman Fault are assigned a 5,500 year recurrence 
interval in the National Seismic Hazard Model. In the construction of the Yellow zone we use 
the union of inundation from 8 different randomly generated samples of Fisherman Fault 
earthquakes, so to this union we approximately associate an 8 x 5,500 = 44,000 year return 
period. Although a level of confidence has not been systematically assigned, all scenarios were 
modelled at the maximum magnitude assigned to this fault in the national seismic hazard 
model, so the analysis is conservative with respect to this key area of uncertainty. 

Characteristic earthquakes on the Manaota Fault are assigned a 21,000 year recurrence 
interval in the National Seismic Hazard Model. Although a level of confidence has not been 
systematically assigned, the scenarios modelled was at the maximum magnitude assigned to 
this fault in the national seismic hazard model, so the analysis is conservative with respect to 
this key area of uncertainty. 

The return periods for each of these three components are individually well beyond the 2,500 
year guideline. However the extent of inundation from each of these is generally quite similar, 
so we approximately estimate a collective return period for inundation from the three events 
combined of: 

1

� 1
15,000 + 1

44,000 + 1
21,000�

≈ 7,300 𝑦𝑦𝑦𝑦 

We stress the approximate nature of this result, as (a) confidence intervals have not been 
quantitatively assigned to the Fisherman or Manaota Fault, although the modelling of these is 
conservative with regard to magnitude, and (b) there are some areas where the inundation extent 
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does vary considerably between the three fault sources and since we have taken the union of the 
inundations the return period in those areas could be much greater than 7,300 years. 

The purpose of this analysis is to confirm that the guidelines for the Yellow zone have been 
comfortably met, and to demonstrate a degree of consistency with the Wellington Harbour 
Yellow zone definition which was estimated at a 6,000 year return period (at 84% confidence). 

These results should not be used for land-use planning, risk assessment or insurance 
purposes; for which other more suitable methods of probabilistic assessment are available. 

Geological Perspective 

Paleoseismic and paleotsunami investigations have recently confirmed the occurrence of 
Hikurangi subduction interface earthquakes (and associated tsunami) at times earlier than 
recorded in written history (Clark et al. 2015; Figure A1.1). The geological record remains 
incomplete and the task of correlating observations at different sites, in order to establish the 
dimensions of earthquakes, is on-going. At this time the occurrence of large subduction zone 
earthquakes that extend across the Southern and Central regions of the Hikurangi interface is 
regarded as increasingly plausible; but it is not currently possible to reconstruct a magnitude-
frequency distribution directly from the geological record. 
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Figure A1.1 Summarised evidence for Paleotsunami and Paleoearthquakes on the Hikurangi margin. From 
Clark et al. (2015) and references therein. 



1 Fairway Drive

Avalon

PO Box 30368

Lower Hutt

New Zealand

T +64-4-570 1444

F +64-4-570 4600

Dunedin Research Centre

764 Cumberland Street

Private Bag 1930

Dunedin

New Zealand

T +64-3-477 4050

F +64-3-477 5232

Wairakei Research Centre

114 Karetoto Road

Wairakei

Private Bag 2000, Taupo

New Zealand

T +64-7-374 8211

F +64-7-374 8199

National Isotope Centre

30 Gracefield Road

PO Box 31312

Lower Hutt

New Zealand

T +64-4-570 1444

F +64-4-570 4657

Principal Location

www.gns.cri.nz

Other Locations


	CR_2017-200
	Bibliographic Reference
	Contents
	Executive Summary
	1.0 Introduction
	1.1 Project design

	2.0 Numerical methods
	2.1 Tsunami simulation software: COMCOT
	2.2 DEM Development and model setup

	3.0 Evacuation zone Simulations: Methodology
	3.1 Yellow zone definition and sources
	3.1.1 Local crustal fault sources for Porirua and Kapiti cost region
	3.1.2 Subduction zone interface source
	Geometry
	Non-uniform slip calculations
	Expert weighting scheme
	Generating the most significant cases from Hikurangi


	3.2 Orange zone: definitions and calculation methodology
	‘Identify potential source regions’ and ‘Define source models’
	‘Run tsunami models at MSL and wall boundary’
	‘Revise source models’
	‘Run tsunami models at MHWS with inundation’
	Table of scenarios

	3.3 Red zone

	4.0 Simulation Results
	4.1 Yellow zone Scenarios
	4.1.1 Local crustal fault sources
	4.1.2 Hikurangi subduction interface sources

	4.2  Orange zone scenarios (distant sources, 3m and 5m threat level)
	4.3  Red zone scenarios (distant sources, 1m threat level)

	5.0 Discussion
	6.0 Data products
	7.0 Conclusion
	8.0 Acknowledgements
	9.0 References
	Appendices
	A1.0 APPENDIX 1: Average Return Period of Yellow zone scenarios



<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /None

  /Binding /Left

  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)

  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)

  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error

  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4

  /CompressObjects /Tags

  /CompressPages true

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages true

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends true

  /DetectCurves 0.0000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK

  /DoThumbnails false

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions true

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams false

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize true

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true

  /PreserveCopyPage true

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo true

  /PreserveFlatness true

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments true

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts true

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages true

  /ColorImageMinResolution 300

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages true

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 300

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeColorImages true

  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterColorImages true

  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /ColorACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /ColorImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasGrayImages false

  /CropGrayImages true

  /GrayImageMinResolution 300

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages true

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 300

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeGrayImages true

  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterGrayImages true

  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /GrayACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /GrayImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasMonoImages false

  /CropMonoImages true

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages true

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 1200

  /MonoImageDepth -1

  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeMonoImages true

  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode

  /MonoImageDict <<

    /K -1

  >>

  /AllowPSXObjects false

  /CheckCompliance [

    /None

  ]

  /PDFX1aCheck false

  /PDFX3Check false

  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false

  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true

  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true

  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()

  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()

  /PDFXOutputCondition ()

  /PDFXRegistryName ()

  /PDFXTrapped /False



  /CreateJDFFile false

  /Description <<



    /BGR <>

    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>

    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>

    /GRE <>



    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)

    /HUN <>

    /ITA <>

    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>

    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>

    /RUM <>

    /RUS <>

    /SKY <>

    /SLV <>

    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>

    /UKR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)

  >>

  /Namespace [

    (Adobe)

    (Common)

    (1.0)

  ]

  /OtherNamespaces [

    <<

      /AsReaderSpreads false

      /CropImagesToFrames true

      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue

      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false

      /IncludeGuidesGrids false

      /IncludeNonPrinting false

      /IncludeSlug false

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (InDesign)

        (4.0)

      ]

      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false

      /OmitPlacedEPS false

      /OmitPlacedPDF false

      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy

    >>

    <<

      /AddBleedMarks false

      /AddColorBars false

      /AddCropMarks false

      /AddPageInfo false

      /AddRegMarks false

      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK

      /DestinationProfileName ()

      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /Downsample16BitImages true

      /FlattenerPreset <<

        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution

      >>

      /FormElements false

      /GenerateStructure false

      /IncludeBookmarks false

      /IncludeHyperlinks false

      /IncludeInteractive false

      /IncludeLayers false

      /IncludeProfiles false

      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (CreativeSuite)

        (2.0)

      ]

      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /PreserveEditing true

      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged

      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile

      /UseDocumentBleed false

    >>

  ]

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [2400 2400]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice





