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SOME UNDERSTANDINGS ABOUT GEOPHYSICAL DATA PROCESSING
AND INTERPRETATION

JIANG Li-li
Liaoning Institute of Geophysical Exploration, Shenyang 112101, China

Abstract: This is a learning note and understanding of the Seminar of Old Mine Prospecting Technology. With study

and exchanges in the lectures on the present situation and application of geophysical exploration technology, the author

summarizes a few issues on geophysical data processing and interpretation.
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Fig. 1 Comparison between the theoretical model of AMT and 2D inversion results for one layer of low resistance body

(From Reference [1])
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Fig. 2 Comparison between the theoretical model of AMT and 2D inversion results for two layers of low resistance body

(From Reference [1])
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Fig. 3 The 3D model by MT method
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Fig. 4 The position of low resistance and survey lines
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Fig. 6 The TM apparent resistivity profile along L15 survey line
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Fig. 7 The TM apparent resistivity profile along L13 survey line
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Fig. 8 The TM apparent resistivity profile along L11 survey line
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