I KA A5
42} Stedr T3] W HE =F 7 (1997)

AA7t2 A5 F7 A A% AVO 247
SA 7ol 9% AVO 9% A7

b b
¥ B9, F A, A 485 % =9

‘gl AUBFFFH, " FTAY AT

LA e

AVO e A7tz ¥2o B AMA(ndicato) 2 AFAH WY AF HFEL &
olew E#A AN 1 BEFES Ee Jlgeln AVO ue| g A3 B FFAHQ
FEe ANAA 54 TR AVO B4 BH AN HE 29H 4L o

AVO(Amplitude Versus Offset : AVO) ¥24o] &3t HArtE: H{FF AHH &2 g A
TE gAT FHERE Y AR e FEQ ‘Bright Spot'ell Wi HdY 4 rleo] &
FHEA s A7 &8o] AZE Qth(Ostrander, 1985; Yu, 1985).

ARl RAsks ARSY 4 -8 AAWAA WAT @ QAL TE L2577 Ael
mebA 2 JEFo] WiFdithe AMEES Mf # HAVi: ARFT gXd F23F D7 "o
CDP(Common Depth Point: CDP)¥ ol 9§ @43t WAl 71§ AF We] & WAy el disiA
fold #2Hg-9 Efol2E 7HAH oo thg AVO £42 o] EdfolaE FU-37] A
& AVO E4& At & AERSIE d#std JAd7tE BE 75 BT duky
o2 Harts ;‘12%% 21 Abgtell wla) & Folg HE 71X 5 (Domenico, 1976; Gregory,
1976) ©j2 da SE-FI7] A7t S/l we} HAAS F§ JF9) AWAL FUkste 54
< B ItHOstrander, 1984; Koefoed, 1956 and 1962). |23t AVO EAj9] £ R E HU3
retal7] M e WAMAlS ol9je AFo S Fe Z4F 8. dF BAo] Fasiri(Yy,
1985; Swan, 1991). E3F AVO9] &4 29 ¥ XZE EAC utg} th=7] w& o) (Rutherford,
1989) AFAHA AVO 43 AteidFEo 213 (Allen and Peddy, 1993; Sengupta,
1993; Hall et al., 1995), ©]21§ AVO A& EAse 77 833 A= ld(Backus and
Castagna, 1993).

2 @FdNE G ARY S S U 04 IRo2 Y AWhs FE A
TEs B7] Yt AF IE B AYS HEH & AVO B4 S
4 Y S A8t o ZdzE HAVME AFAAMY 548§ n@IH(Taner, 1979
Mazzotti, 1991).

AVO g4te AVO 49 BA44Q Bg udste dAVtE BE JRE FHE= AVO &

N

v

t
o)
t:l

Noe 28 AVO FHo2RE jAME A4 -3 ASY P-3 £, S-9 &= @ A -3 AF
o d=9 HE ZAFOEN AVO & FAZA HoA st FAVpx

Bt 740]13}- AVO Fd9 ZZFAY )y A
e o] &35} 1 (Demirbag, 1990; Mallick, 1993; Hampson, 1991), o}59 |3 ZAE HH Z
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LEEEEEL
A4} GFEBES BEEEF(1997)

24 Wgo 7o) AAgel] ZAME Zeout SE2 FPdt)h o)l P-mo g FEY ¥
ol gl AVO ZHo2RH 4 -3 AFe P} 4%, S % 2 43 A% UEe)
HS TE EAL FE3s FAE odtde AL 90 :}E}(de Hass and Berkhout, 1988). E3
AVO S¥EA Y BAREE 2 /1584 Fev) % Aol ohd 29 BI WeAA 2

%

713k WY dEH Gageze Y W4 A d4to] o} 2-%-5(Scales, et al, 1992),
WAL -3 AF 8 P-3t £x7F RS MlAe 4ol AX P-7 2§ XA B
A ARE daksles RS AYsn F4F ME IS 4+ {QH(Frazier, 1992; Drufuca and
Mazzotti, 1995).  o|xd ¥ #HFAo] ofd Y e AL 71 FHFF g g4
FAe EHEs AAE "a‘ﬁ%z_ho_i st BAIF Aoz AY9H HE AAHIEE uUdE #
A ¢8}E(Holland, 1975), Simulated Annealing(SA)3} 22 A3 H A3l 7IYe Alege
EN & o AL HFHAZ 3ol 7153 HGoldberg, 1989; Kirkpatrick, 1983; Ingber, 1993).

A3 HH3 7Ye AP AR HEFgozn FHFAHQJ AAM ARE e AF
e 98 FAE g3lH AEH2 gl Dittmerst Szymanski(1995)€ A8 2 uiA 3 @Atz
o FAAHY HHoR bF B9 A2 FHE= SATIEE FHEd EHE AL, Sen
3} Stoffa(1992) 2 Mallick(1995)= A4 9] A3} F4 e 2wsly /igd §AA ¢udE&ES o
&3t AVO |itel] 283t AT Zoeppritz] o] A o] A &3t A - 3} AF o Tolgn)
9] zlolet FAWAAFE F4stE AFE QT E£3F Noltes}d Frazer(1997)& 34 g1z
Z3 SAZI¥E vludte T T3 v4s S AR did AGHA HHs) 7] &84
< #Q Aok

B dfdXE A93 HAH7HA SA 71 A A4S JA AVO 59 dF dis5%
Ztgol H&sted AF E4E HHIL 2 AAE AEIC TS P-7 $E71 EH PS5 1)
Ae G 7103 Bl BAE WA M SN AAZ Y59 A -3 AFY P
-9 £ 8 FREEE QU =
A9 dx9] vvrg PR Eﬂtr'o‘ Atz A&3ste HAstn I AAE vln £43%

l

}_
o}
2. 93 HA3} ol M8

el B2 #EE A= 7T 2dd disto ojgFor ALE R8T o ke
eate) Agez FoHe X E(m)o]l & (minimum)7t HES RIS me 2%k
ol

Aredgase 44 Ae A iyl 2d Axte) wstd wet A9HA Hx
#& e B M(multimodal) FejolAvt, FAFgel Fade]l TP FHe Hvdw
(plateau) == F2 FF FHE Hstrl R SATFE 7% Ye HH 24 24
she ool A @tk SHUSd 2l el F HrE Hdte] L& ZAb=(gradient)o]
o3te] gAY o] ZAYHE Gradientgoluh whEa HazFHz 22 93 HH3 Py

2

P
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LEREEEE S
AR e WES] BF =8 (1997)

EXgS7) Y HAg Bv HA%E 2o 9od degd 2@ ddglel Bd T
9] o= AFAA AFABFEA HAHY HE FHIAW BT 71EHA Her) i’é}o}”‘
27139 YRl wetq FHE3ke 7 2 F, MR Ao AL M2 £HE o d AA
o QAZoA 2 B3I olF Az(step length)E AZY ¥ 22 T U A Ao AAF A
Aol th3k P @A) wfjFo EFHE5 9 Yl (unique solution)d] tidt FH L x7]gk
aA &g

A9Gx HAs} PP 2V F9Y AGFH HHFgL
(unimodal) 3 F99 718I5A o] HEd & FL —3."7"30] obd EAH 5o A
< "Wl ZaRFeltt. aEE g3 A dig §4E TR AR 2713%E A9HY F
A FHY #o2 A9 B AR JHAE 7Y F

AL HAAZY 3= HA3 WHLS Monte Carlo Wy, 3 ¢3e]F(Genetic
Algorithm: GA), Simulated Annealing(SA) S°|9 °]l& W 93 HH3 Uyze g8 =
d TR Y Qe gAY WA Bl I3 oA dIHA HAHFE Ee Jdelth

Monte Carlo W2 AFHoz 2d FHE FA3}L e ZE A 2do did 53
45 AE 2 Hrisld AAH9 38 ZAse dleolth AL AANA fFodler 2 AL dA
2dz A2 Zdhe] “apE A (distinctness)"' S FRAdte APLE g dEItn, B A
A Ajzrel ad ARZAQ Aol E e FEEE wig R

GA: 1960dt) 23} 1970dt) 2o Holland(1975)e] o3jA :<t® }0474194 HESGH A
3 BAE 2yt a9 2Tl o e 2 JgAAUTIE BHe2 HAHNE Fete
7 o) thGoldberg, 1989).

SAY S £53 1A AAox AAsSe A S EA Wy o2 A Kirkpatrick(1983)l] 2]
N 3t olF Fv e IAFFAZ FASGT, AT R 9% 2nYFy 7S 54 ©
oA A3s ABEIE AATHIngber, 1992, 1993, 1995). SAE 24 FU 9 Z7|gdl 771 A
g2 AHYoez olFdHE AN FEZoE Hud WY PO oFsEe FF Abo]
ANA AAAA e G (update)o] o] FAX I, AojURE] gho] RolAHAM Hag HFEZFHY
Ao 23t o Melo] ZEHA AR Y AR A 771 X AHoE FHIE WA o
o} SARl 9] AR FY £ ARE WEH HaAsyHTd gy BAFSY VA ¥
el o} Agd#glo]l o]F Aol(step length)} A|oJAAte) g sle H= st

E A7 AVO 94t 1 A7 OFERA FAT ol HAGE FHol F2 S ¥
ok oj2lg FAle FIFUA Edisd s X TFF BAEE A4te7|7E i@yl |
ol 2d Az tig AREA F 71E&7)F ol&ste 71EY AGFH HAHZ P4 2d I3
We Az HASNE ded ool @& Fytd gith ol AL Hidr] Hitd &
AFdMe 193 HAH3 71U SAEE ol &t AVOH S 9T

%0
°

L

3. Simulated Annealing(SA)9] &4 g
SAE BEATS E(m)e A93] Hdigh v HA23S 27 A% el o2 o]
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Nz 49 g e HAHg ZAd dis) A& 7Hestoh(Kirkpatrick et al, 1983;
Geman and Geman, 1984). A F+E& o= 3 G4ita} v A g A5 Gito] 3oz FHE
= HRothman, 1985 ; Basu and Fraser, 1990; Sen and Stoffa, 1991, 1992, 1995). ¥ |79
AVO 424 o8 Zdrigd i3 B4, Hags 2Q3ie Aot

od £33 A9 ¥ AL £§E 1AV AU ZE YAE] A EAY 4
Yol SYAA U QAW FEE NLNE AR 01F0lF W Yol SA Sge ol
@ BeiH Ao 9ud BN Yol 2l BAY ASH AN A mdws Aol
9 545 FAQRHOE ABdclH o 2/ F29 A9H AR} ohd A =Y
F7He Bl WAHQ A2 FPsks 9ol ch(Kirkpatrick, 1983, Ingber, 1992, 1993). &3

e Y wig m; o 35 E(m) & 7D RR2E3Y 24 8§ P(E(m))e

_ E(m))

P(E(m))) = exp( T ) (1)

Ny

o] t}(Kirkpatrick, 1983).

G718 Ze 7153 BRE 2dAdgo JAPezrM j=1~pn o]I, = A oA A (control
paramete)2H &8 P(E(m))& ol AdAAe wepd 2 gto] Aoldch & Aoldzte 3k
o] & ZA%e EddFo EX gEgo] AANERZ A 2d FHE wWA g4%gE A9HA 9
& 7HA R, AlojAA o] oW Rdyge EX FEIE FHolAA F2 Ed ITE
gasts x93 onlE FX|A "Hrl o]lAL A o]eate] ghol walx HAA md FIH2 g s}
= JEH0 FL& FUUES A= 23 "Hue Rl 5 B A7 e Aozt
T+ 10~20 AE9] gL o) &3t 2dAA m; 9 /AFrt kioln, Bl F+ oA zt
2zt A 7M5E £E wAE Bsd AY Z9o A s 2do FE xf o)
o & A} FoiAW Y Z7ARRY Aol olFIT T Thg VAR WolshA H=
2 SA9) Adde 7 2AAR) &4 F15F & aslel g 2REA Do o) AsE wd
T7re) mv)e) wEld R A e B @ A= 50~1007) AES AEE AT FAFY 53

Bae Aned AR5 E(m)E e 27 240z mlel Ze # (perturbation) e 7}

ste} T 2e BEAYS E(mlthE 2e A2 29 mi''e g3 2ol

miT = mi+ Am, )
"ot Metropolice(1953)€ o+ @49 2d W47 24" tg M2 2do] S o
g 58 23 adstded AT 2l ZAFS Aol JEE

AE= E(m’*™") — E(m’) (3)
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o] 531, o] 2L 2d pmitls welEdE AAA olUXE= AEQ ol oESA Hoh
AE<() old 2L 2d mitle 34 wolsdXA Hu, JE D ( old &&

P=exp( )

of mebd WolEAXA HAY WAAA do. A9 FH FHo st mdo] T £
HAol Azt EA rbed g BEEHEA 7 AojAad e FEgol ZAHA Hoh
AoidAs A AY(AE €8 T=0.5T of¥ v} gtEA A9Ad Zojerhdl mte}t ZH4st
"4 7 Ao Bl H2e FARe D £, AGAAT AL st FHAE Fol
Zatd A AE A HAoe g =83A ©rHGeman and Geman, 1984).

A B PHAME 27 RdN JE<) ol ARe Y A} wolEdic =
2R B4 e AAY Pase Zo Hrh 28y SA JMdAE £3 FRAA B

AN WE 4B 0 ol stds BE mdo] MEZe 2de 8 4 v FES A ¥4
ades A9E HA Pe 27 2dd ol At A9H Argo FEHA FISHA
W SAE A94 HagdH WAEA g1 A Bd FHe g GBS A €
ey Aol tE B UR FEHE BHFGo] FAL ol AA RYFY FAe|
275 Hol A9 Fagioz FASE ol YojuA B oo

4. AVOE X3 SAd] 93 AVOY 4 A=)

% A3 A AVO 4 AR F
B AFeA E43 @S EA) Ase §F dES § AFEH ddvts
& A 9o B Agggi A8 2 A Fig. 12 B43lnA e A5
= 4] Shot Point(SP) 900] HdA7t2r7t AEE AFAHoY. FPEET 49 Al Llsec ~
1.13sec®] WFo] F3A Hole "Bright Spot"o] AVO &4 tj4 x&o|t}
CDP 23 #gd 3] £= £4 ZFAE o &F NMO B3 73 JIZEFE AYE &
i a) SP 85(A13% W& SP 90)ol TiE AVO EA ZAxjoln,
] t=113sec ® F9 AVO AES RoFn, F¥ zde
=1.13sec°ﬂ*H AVO. %d% gz za vebd Zolxn, IR=WE FFei  geld
30ms AE2] Windowi]&] & tg UAE SA-F37] AEE EAIG oot o]& 1
Holl A B0l X 'ﬂz:} ZAE 22 £HQ AVOS) Ao dx e AL B 4 oy o
gL A E6) Frhste RE WAL U7 kst Aoz Kotk Hue AL ordth #
£H9 §A4L 29-537] At FUF Fe g IEFe ARyt Svkste 5A4E Holn o]
E Ad7tE FES ANIG & ok
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Fig. 2. NMO corrected CDP traces(upper), AVO(mid) and Encrgy
curve(lower) at f,=1.13sec for a) SP 85, b) SP 120.
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A4z} sl H 5] HFx=F3F(1997)

Fig. 2 b)e A% WO 2ZHE <F 800m Azl SP 120 ztgoln ZHFUATIMET o] XHES
A Fs] 33 AL Zo] REEW AVO ¥4 AR A AAVLE AFE AR Bt
SP 12051 SP 119 ¥ 123¢] thdt AVO ZAAE F3YH dAZ 3 vAl 1Zo] #A=HT
3 AVO SAE 54-737) A" wet 2 JFo] F7kste FAE Hole Ao g Hol HA
7k2e] BE JhsAo] Aty AZEY.  Zoeppritz ZAMY g HANE AFEAAY
AVO E42 12s| By 93] SP 855 € SP 125 714 & CDP & g4 thik AVO =4

R(O)= Ry+G sin’0 2 A@sted 53 WAAS Rysh 4 - 3 A% Topdule Aol

o

Q dodt BHE BAE e V1€Vl GE BANL olEY F (R, Aol ((Ry—B)/2 =Sy)
2 F ((Ry+B)/2 = Ry—SpE 7ttt Fig 39 a)~e)= 2z} Z ol& AFE UEE Ro]
t B £9 a)E 3 wAASA R, o2 A t=113sec RIZNAM & ()ZS zted b9 ¢
Fe A3 EFAS FFg BHAY. o] EFAHG d4e Fe dFoE AIFHAW
to=1.13sec HF-ZA (-) &S YeEllle Xo] B7] o] M nEFIAYE AVO FHAe 54
I FARE ARE BAFET  oF RGEA o] = GEE EFIAA FFoZ FA] BT
1 to=113sec FZX A7} 2 gEo] ®ol vEtE 54L HAt d)e (R—-06)/2 F
Sul FARAAF Sp 9 #kolT t=1.13sec F-TolA AUX7T & 54 EAth o= (Ry+6)/2
Z Ry—S3e UeHY oAE 9A] t=113sec FZoA A7} A} o4 AEFE F3
g E of AVO AP o3 4 A F Ry, (Ry—G)/2(=Sy), (Ry+G)/2(=Ry—Sp=
Ade A7t FES AASY G 2 RGE BETHSA ¥t Adrt: FE [ ol &
3t7] @3t

B AT 4 o] &¥ FHAE(Fig. 1ol hE & —‘f’c* Az e Fig. 49 a), b), c)ojth.
2 29 a)e AEFEE et Zo|H Fig 19 FAIAEY wl¢ FASH t=1.13sec F-F2
HE7IE AFZA  FAEZ o] A (Bright Spot)o] 7&3}7}] veldd. E3) SP 90 &3 SP 120
F2oA JE B 377} A3tA vehded ol ¢4 AVO ¥4 Zie dig dA)siy
o] Z=9 AV AFFTY HArt: /AT E Uegdle Rez2 FFEY be A4S JE
W Sg7A & W AFS Y ZAQ 2 2 83 2 ) A
Tk ol g A& i ARE AT e ol 45 & T I AFY BAQ

24 48 F4F N30 27 HES FHoE BAY

S 3
Z0] 7t2y 478 530 v AFFTYE AXFGT 2 5 Joh
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g5% As5dd dd AVO 94t dxag
SAZIH-E& W% &4 FA 250 i AVO Agd HEsle 48 s3] B2 3§
FA MAAFE ¢ F e YEARRE 4 EF o2 HUAd FAE FHF g
o2 EE E#ol29 AXL UFAE S YEHARE A3y, 2d HyE A -8 AEY
P-3 £xo S 4% a1 Y9 H (p/p,)0lth
Fig. 2] SP 85¢] Wigt AVOAE 288 AFEARE 4387 A3l 4 -3 AF P-7 &=
a3 Folsu ¥ YUxH|e] Z7|XE Table. 19 initial modelgto 2 7}A 3 F SA-AVOZ o
Ag Axt HelA HBEo] A -3l F Eolgwyl #AZ 038 » 0154, P-3 £xU}
2750m/sec ¥ 2200m/sec , W=7} 1.0532 ZAAE At Table 2= £ BN o3 23" A
3t AF9 P-3 £2 8 ¢uIE FO 2 st QAT Aol FASAE P-t SE9 Folfy
 zol7b AR HEA AREHASS ¢ F Atk 2AFE EA4X ] dd AVO ol&F4dg
A AVO Fig. 50l =AIEo] Q3 21 Ades FEsHA dXgch. r71A 4" Xols
H7} 01524 ARtF oz HAVlE AFFAY Toldy goz ¢ 01Etds AXT I
HhA Abgh B Ao FolpH] l 03~04KTHE R, P-g&:ET AFHO @on UmM(p
1/ p2)7F 1.050]01 A BRALE 3 R-ZFoA w7t ZAshe oudith asuz 9 94 dds A

drhzel BES ANVTL 2 & Aok

Zaje.
L WA Y

Table. 1. Inversion results of AVO curve for SP 85 by Simulated Annealing algorithm.

P-wave velocity Poisson’s ratio Density ratio
Layer (m/ sec) (01/0)

Initial [Inversed | Initial | Inversed Initial | Inversed

model [model model | model model | model
Top layer {2600 2750 0.35 0.385

1.2 1.053

Bottom 2000 2230 0.25 0.154
laver

Table 2. Inversion results of AVO curve SP 85 with known velocity P-wave.

P-wave velocity | Poisson’s ratio Density ratio

Layer (m/sec) ( - ) (e1/e2)

' True Initial | Inversed | Initial | Inversed
. model | model | model| model
Top layer 2864 0.35 0.39

1.0 1.05

Bottom 2293 0.25 0.12
layer

- 78




L Rl e
42} St F s FHE=FF(1997)

—E—  Inversed AVO curve by SA-AVO

@ Rea AvOcurve

0 20 40
Incident angle(degree)

0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50
Offset distance(km)

Normalized Amplitude
I
.?

Fig. 5. AVO curve for SP 85 and its inversed curve by Simulated Annealing algorithm.

5.4 &

A TEAL AFAA AA7tE BE ARE TEsE ALEHHORE AVO A8 EA4
ZAE, AVO ZZHEA 2 AVO 4% E4LEA WHe FY3d g§3 A=d AE3d
I AME ZAE3ST AVO 279 Simulated Annealing”]|¥-8 o] &% HAF 59 IdFE F
3t ohg3 e AES AUTH
1. AA727 A2HYY HEE 243 8 R8F 98 CDP 28 A3e £9-437]
A7t F7 e wet JAF e A7} Frhete Aol Bolm ol X diFF e A
& AFFel AVO 244 g3 g4 2 F ASS AMNTT SAd 4% g4 Aode A
D3 EAS THEAL, 22 4EE 2 FolgHlE W AFol HAVE ARSFIS
Z) Al &)

2. B4 diAgd AlFAA SP 90 £ 2 AlF AT o) Agrt Je SP 120 B2
S Holmg SP 120 2% SP 903 929 AFH

l

O

m[o

AEZZE, £ 942, 2 F35d g 2dxs
4T A7 IEZZFE dERde AF AHY SP 0373 AFAFAM AHrt e SP 120
BIA 2 st QleS B 4 A3, £ A 2REE AVE AFFAA B
dol Btk g Fo5 YHTE HA7t: ARFFTY ofd 5 SP 90 ¥&3 SP 120 ¥
AA gAdste] nFaggiol Ak olydd AL A diAd AFd ddrtart 7
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A4} e BES WE=EF(1997)

2 Ho] o nFW 4R L F5E7] WEY Rolth.
=}

4. AVO ZAHd 3 3 wAASE 9 717 e 9ux AP FE WS
°o]’¢o] SP 90 F3 SP 120 #-ZM #ZHY 7]&7] dEAMe SP 90 23 SP 120
F2oA E 712717 B ole £9-537] A7t St wet JFo] FIEE o)
ok met dgEe B Ade] BHHE AVO Atde g BAg APsd AR

BEXo 794 £ Z Aotk

5. SA¥dl o3 ¥4 A& G A3 T FHH =LA viHds FAE
B 2dt7] fdt SN YsiA 22 P-3 £55 43 v 7}246& FPg Jqhe
Z71g9] ZEglel HAHA =23k dEE AVO REEE  SAH] o3 dA3t A
AREY P-v £x, Fopful, A -3 XF9 Y=o w7} ZzH2230m/sec, 0.154, 1.053 ©]
o2 ol HArt: RES 9uEn.

FaEd

FES, FER, 19%, AVO @ Bx 4o g
ZALdF 3], 33, 340-348.
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