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MOTIVATION RAY TRACING IMPLEMENTATION IN 3D COVERAGE AND MISFIT MAPS
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b) S-wave arrival points to the station at the surface before correction.
¢) Example of a correct shooting. v
d) S-wave arrival to the station after 2"¢ shooting.

» || Combining the information on the nodes of our parameterization and the distribution of
. || plercing points, we can compute at each node a misfit using a weighted mean (Fig. 11).
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