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There are two frameworks to predict the tsunami height from the change of the ocean-bottom pressure. One is
the 2-step approach which estimates the earthquake scenario from the ocean-bottom pressure and then forecasts the
tsunami height from the estimated earthquake scenario. The other is the direct approach which directly forecast
the tsunami height from the ocean-bottom pressure. When constructing the prediction system, it is necessary to
select which of these prediction frameworks adopted. We carried out the verification to forecast the tsunami height
from the pressure gauge data of Dense Ocean-floor Network for Earthquakes Tsunamis (DONET) with the two
prediction frameworks. We found that the direct approach has lower prediction error and higher immediacy than
the 2-step approach.
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