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Interferometry of ambient noise data.
» 7-months noise data recorded from 7 weak-motion sensors located
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wave tomography analysis.

» Green's functions can be extracted and yield Rayleigh and Love &N
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provided the solution for the velocity ambiguity in the complex
geological structure.

¢ Subsurface projection constructed from these available sources
were good enough for geological interpretation that complementary
the previous findings on the surface outcrop data.

¢ Interpretations on the various wave speed sections within the Malay
Peninsula’s geological belts have confirmed the rock characteristics
of crust and uppermost mantle structure of the region.

(middle) and JRM-KTM (bottom).
*» Using multiple filter technique, group velocity is measured as Iin the
first column, with the corresponding group velocity comparison of

»* Running absolute mean normalization (RAMN) window’s test by
using the input of 24-hours recording with earthquake occurrences
after 5000 samples.
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