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Abstract Real Data Analysis

When velocity contrasts at the base of the near-surface layer are small, or when it shows some degree of structural
complexity, delay times of wavefronts transmitted through this layer may become raypath dependent. In order to remove
this effect we transform the data to a domain in which amplitudes are a function of the raypath angle. Processing the
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 RT and Snell solutions provided better resolution in the shallower part of the section. 7-p solution shows higher
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