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claded in the model. Moreover, the results obtained from observed waveform are very similar to those from singlehole logging.
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Abstract In this paper, we introduced common interpretation methods in Rayleigh wave exploration, analysed the primary factors of effecting on

exploration precision, and provided a simple method of interpretation. The computation resulted from theoretical dispersion of two different kinds of
model showed that shear wave structures obtained by this method are also coincident with true values, even if slow velocity layers are obviously in-
Rayleigh wave, exploration, interpretation
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Fig. 1 Relation between affected depth of surface

wave calculated from 1st model and period
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Fig.2 Relation between affected depth of surface

wave calculated from 2nd model and period
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Fig. 3 True profile of shear wave velocity and

inversion values in Ist model
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Fig.4 True profile of shear wave velocity and

inversion values in 2nd model
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Fig. 5 Observed waveform
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Fig. 6 The inversed shear wave velocity profile
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