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298 2. ldentification of RMR values at borehole
position x=4610 (fig.3) using resistivity from MT data
by simple regression and nonlinear transform method.

The resistivity value depends on right axis.
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1% 3. The schematics of joint interpretation of resistivity data and borehole RMR
information. Nonlinear transform or simple regression is applied to get trend
component of RMR at unsampled position, then the simple kriging estimation for the

residual values are added to the trend obtained by geostatistical modeling.
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