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Fig. 1 2D model examined in this study. S1, S2, S3 and §4
indicate centers of Schlumberger sounding.
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Fig. 2. Schlumberger sounding data for the model Fig. 3. Gradient profiling data for the model shown in Fig. 1.

shown in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 4. Smoothest model with 39 blocks for Schlumberger
sounding and Gradient profiling data shown in Fig. 2
and Fig. 3.

Schlumberger BCH & Gradient BEFI 2 BA L THE L ZEROFREAHME T4 /-010, 2RTHBEVFEETLI(H
5 #1% Dipole-dipole BLFI TE S N7 R & BT 3, Fig. 513 Fig. 4 L R L 70 v 7 414 T Dipole-dipole B2F1 ¢ 12
DVTHEFRAERTH LD, Fig s DFREFEUOREN AN, BEBEFMO10Q mOBFELHBED
500 -mOREFIIOVTIRICKGTELY, BRO3000 -m BERICOVTRICESTE RV, RERE
1202216 T, Schiumberger 27! & Gradient BEFIDRA L /2B & O ERERZEO0.1599) & D&V,

4. &8

A7 T, BEfED 1 KTTHEAED Schlumberger BEFI TR LN T ¥ 2 +5I0EBE T80, TO7— 528
YHREHEEE 2 Gradient BLFI THS 727 — § # A T 2 KTHHE % A7, Schlumberger BE5| & Gradient BE5| DR
BrofBon/ -k E#EEs, —RICHREETL (AV 5TV 5 Dipoledpole BFITH & h 7z IWEHME
HELWETS L, MEOBFTHENRV I EFS o7, L7 5T, Schlumberger BL5 & Gradient B2 7Y % B A
HFRETINHENLBIFELEIONS,

SEYR

1)Shettigara, V. K., and Adams, W.,199, Detection of lateral variations in geological structures using electrical resistivity gradient
profiling, Geophysical prospecting, 37, 293-310.

2)Sasaki, Y.,1%1,Automatic interpretation of resistivity sounding data over two-dimensional structures(l), PFE¥R#L, 34 5,34135.

3)Sasaki, Y.,188,Improved two-dimensional resistivity inversion, #JEIEE, 41, 2, 111-115 .

HFWIER, 1983, BATHE, WEIEL, 6,2, 72-86.

5)Okabe, M.,182, Reciprocal averaging techniques in the geoelectrical boundary element approach, GophysialPospatng,3063-672.

6)Kim, H.J., 1990, Two-dimensional resistivity inversion with smoothness constraint, Jour. Geol. Soc. Korea, 26, 1, 12-17.

Fig. 5. Dipole-dipole apparent resistivity pseudosection
for the model shown in Fig. 1.
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