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summary Site effects across a local scale (25 km x 32 km) Obtaining the velocity structure using ambient noise Linking shear-wave velocity to site effects

* The basin environment and the glacial-related shallow depOSitS In the Cen-  The ground motions vary a lot across the small region (with a range of 2 -- 3 times the array median; Figure 5). * We investigate the shear-wave velocity (Vs) beneath LASSO to further link the structure to the observed site ef- « The shear-wave velocity reveals two trends (Figure 13):
tral United States (US) can cause site effects that + The site amplification patterns correspond to the Quaternary formations (Chang et al., 2023). fects. The analysis includes 3 steps:
Trend 1 (depth 350 m): Trend 2 (depth 78 m):
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