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ABSTRACT FREQUENCY DOMAIN ADAPTIVE WAVEFORM INVERSION EXAMPLE 2: GAUSSIAN ANOMALY

= Classic full waveform inversion (FWI) suffers from a problem related to In the frequency domain the filter and source take the form,
local optimization known as cycle skipping.
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where U is a forward propagated wavefield that is correlated with the

FIG. 5. Inversion results using 1 band, 25 iterations per band of
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where T is a weighting matrix that forces w towards a delta spike by - - '™ = FWI is particularly sensitive to cycle skipped data.
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