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A Geophysical Study of Subsurface Structure at Reung-chi area in Gongju
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Fig. 1. Resistivity contour map of the study area using wenner array.
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Fig. 2. Resistivity data for Line 5; (A) Profile distribution for the electrode spacing of a=1,2,3,4,5
m in wenner array, (B) Field data apparent resistivity, (C) Synthetic apparent
resistivity, (D) Model apparent resistivity.
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Fig. 3. Distribution of P wave velocity for the SLine 2.
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Fig. 4. SLine 2 (15 ~ 40 m) Trace-max seismic section.
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Fig. 5. Magnetic anomaly contour map of the study area.
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Fig. 6. Elevation and Free-air anomaly along Gline 2.
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