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Varying source interval plus noise

Introduction

IMMI stands for iterative modeling migration inversion. It was introduced
by Margrave et al. (2012), and was thought as an alternative to
accomplish full wave form inversion (FWI) by using standard processing
tools. The core of FWI is summarized in Equation 1.

Data analysis and results

We used four different source intervals for this experiment:
250, 100, 50 and 20 m. The total fold varies as shown in
Table 2. The maximum offset was kept at 2000 m and
random noise was added (S/N=6).

Varying maximum offset

We compare the result of the inversion by using four different
maximum offsets: 500, 1000, 1500 and 2000 m (Table 1).
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