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The study area Skopje 1963 Earthquake: Scenarios Modeling Scenario Hazard
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Officer’s Hall in the city centre
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The Skopje earthquake of July 26, 1963, was one of the most of Skopje, 1963. Scenario losses
destructive and devastating events, causing significant damage fredit: Lite Magggine. .
and losses to the region's building inventary. 21.20 21.40 21.60 21.80 21.20 21.40 2160 21.80 Each rupture scenario was modelled,
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and its impact on ground shaking was
evaluated in terms of Peak Ground
Acceleration (PGA). The analysis were
conducted using the OpenQuake engine
(Pagani et al., 2014).
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