Uncertainty Estimation of P Wave Velocity and Layer Boundaries Using
Seismic Refraction with Synthetic Horizontal Layered Geological Models
Including a Blind Layer
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11 Question ! First Arrival Picking From 7 Operators
There are seismic trace, can you guess how many layers in this C aw
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Comparation of First Arrival Picking Result
Synthetic Geological model Model 1 Operator 1

Operator 1
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Quantitative of P wave velocity on First Arrival Picking Processing
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Quantitation of thickness Comparation of Grouping Layer
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Types of Grouping Layer
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Model 2 had high uncertainty compared
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Conclusions
Blind Layer ( Low P wave velocity ) amplifies uncertainty on Seismic refraction

Method
:http://geo.ncu.edu.tw//
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