22 105 J|Y Y7158 ¥ HBUES

MeAl 2B FHS et X|F=2 AL

A9, 93
g AA Yol F(F) ARLF T
A
FTFdstn A A8 ot

M B

AMAFEA 2 S EARE AeF: 2 g T 4FFA Y P AEsa &
HAoa ol ¢ Ye UEAQ EgANHl & + UAHRess eta al, 1990 ; F
49, 1996 ; A, 1997). 2 FAA 2AY @RFIAE SAAY AT diFH ?
B 2 EA A FRE A&3A AFHS F= FHLE A WA S 2
A AYxAL, AHFTALY 71Z2ZA T €453 JAHFH7IF, 1999)

=3 19809 U F43% ¢A=y Qs nsAdE(high-resolution) WAL ZAPYEL 31
F3 JES 2o L3 AR ZA Y NAFR T& FEssd AEH] dEd FH2,
AAFE FoF 2 #RAFH e ALHx Yok dFEAQ A& AHEE A AE R
A, GA7E A BAZAL A§FE GA, dA FURA Fol A3, 1 e HEFRA
2 $4 AARA Fol EEE v gk =3 99X, WHH Fx F /g 933,
Zz2g §3% A75 oF geEFHozr de AMEHIL JTHA7I99, 1999).

A7 AT gAY A, FF s AVPMAFY FL FTHE EdoHKeller
Frischknecht, 1996). wa}A, A7|v A GALE 8 APAo2 Az FFe FFs7le
u) ¢ oFA T, AZ|uAFY FAAHQ A2 AF{FERE ¢ & Ut dutHoz H4

e gZde AESE 2 A3 39 /A Bol diHol A3, E oJFA EAS
FIEL A2 QA7 £71 dEd AZIE & B3 dAFe AEA 9L o F
wnth ddHoz Ar|uAge] Wrk(Van Nostrand. Cook, 1966). oleld @71% Ao
o] 4H(anomaly) S o] g3ate] A Fo] x&FHo YA 4L g F TdFd FAtl A7HA
3 gAldo] ®o] o]&5m YrHBogoslovsky. Oglivy, 1977; Kim, 1981; Kim, 1982; 7 ¢!
4 - 7% 9, 1983; Olorunfemi et al, 1986, 5 ¥2], 1987; Lee, 1988; A 44, 1989; o4&,
1981). A7IMAE 2 SANEAE Wdstd AXARA F2E FHI}E 7 FEI A
g3 glow, slwtete) zAZ|YPoz wHANY @AY AS AZMIAY |AT #85H)
o] 849 4 SIth(Kim, et al, 1996)

B a7 1982d 2d EAAAZENGA N2OW, NSE B39 AFz7t B33t He
FA AR &AM mAAY GFole AAES s @A FAUZA, HAEEA Z

Mo oft -
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A7IAY GALE §d SN AAEded 1 AR wasd B3id.

ZAA X R XA

MEA FAANG(TE DL A71AA ) BAY &3 Loz MAfrgelr) 5458
EHvl¢H(banded biotite gneiss)@ A 47] FHF 02 o]Folx i), o] Hwi¢te) T
Z(gneissosity) ¥ 55% WA 5FF T34 952 T3 AAZS voln gAu, F3¢
I FEHZO ZINYGA Hnigre ¥R NEFNY FE 5 A @ JAFZE FHo)
Ly ojgg AYojrt WA, AFZE £4& 539 AAFZE ol 4 J&d, 214
2,3 49 A3z dAAHoR FAZY £¥ B} dX3= N20W, NASE ko] S48

Ko 2. P

& 4 1t} Figure 1. Figure 2. Figure 3. Figure 4.

EhAlerY

SEAMYH EFA THEFAL

Aze S¥FLVAx Aol g3 AF ZADAN WAHE GRS AHAA 7153
A4 @4dn dax2NE A, FAH FRE A EYBAEE WY 4
gAtet @ AEujd S A3t @4 des 2 dAxg £59 208 FEHE SFY
9 ¥ ~(acoustic impedance)®] #}o]l7l Ui XA B4 e AR wirlgo] AR
2 FJEole, UnAE ERHo AL Addrt. g AP S B giel
Fole SFYMALT A= W A AAH I & & Qi

B ghalo) A" A 2E Y s YE S 25 AAE 4 9 Smartseis, &9
A& 10Kg sledge @Y, $3712% 28Hz geophoned Al&3tgich Wiy e T4 L9y
(off-end push ;213 502 offset ¥ interval® 27} 2m 2 3t o 12x194 7| £
Ak, mebA, A2 100% FHeEA] 7153 vas 2 w CDP w59 fodse 14
6914 B vt} o] Hd 6712 CDP 7 EAE 600 % otk &, Axd F3IHE £Y
F A3, A S FEIY &xE ALY F o] Bo nd{Ye AFddES ¢S F
AUt £, wiabdo] FALA B 9ol WA o] Eny g £37]9 S0 A &7
HEo HAA AAFzYgdE & REeZ vehd o] Wo] AFA et} Figure. 5 Figure.
6. BT EFolat A3 AL oz B £ Jon AZHAAAY dFEL Ed o
204 FL&E AASGE AReE B F (4349, 1998).

Az RFL 2 79 2L A2 AN @4 AR dutzez e
o] Zte] YA Wk B7F FLL 1¥A gvh F A3E HE EYojz2RE 45
g 4 e A v A4S dE3E ¢ s Aoz Aogdr weA, APE EYolx
2Ry ¥9A4d A3E Aoz ERARAY Z4HA FLES FI3NE F G
Figure. 7 9o 283 JFEL F2 Efol29 gFEo)7] WEA ol 2FHU(first
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break suppression)o]@tiE 3w AxurAlRE AUF 2EFHAEN g APD FEE
AAANTE Aol ZHolth(ANAHS], 1986). $4 HF vy HAAA AEAFH #A T
25827 g4 713 AAS Fog Waez 3 Aol FHoltt(Miller et al, 1989). E¥

AA DA wArE e FoE PAg 719 L ALFAAE FE Ao F AAYFLR
275} a8 =g 2ol A&xe] FEHEe] YetE FAFEE AAMN Folok =
(24, 1996), Edol2goA A AL FEY AEFAE 0L, UviA FEAE 1&
F39 g £¥, NMO A5 339 o gh(stretch)o] A3HA Uetes FE&

= e NMO 23 Aoy Fo A3 AP & JAck(ATFE, 1998). 184 78l €
RN 2volast Yehte F$E A&7 H8 =AY e 0944 12

| Aas AR AA 3 dE A AT,

FAAZARE Sado] RoALE £ 57 AJASFE s, Fd-XE AL
ASE Z7187) 2o $AAZAR EANMO correction)g 3 3tojof dr. watA
Ad FAPAre Z Efolx Ao EEMoZ vehdt WAL oWlES F£3o2 AT
52 A £ S e Aol FARY Fo30h

NMO EAL CMPIA £E84S H&A7]1= Aol 49 interpolationd HEHE 4 o
ZAdAM 7HE A 1ol ot o]AL mAS CMP $8E wEX 97| A&7t
Fo HA AT FLol BAHE FAE B & Atk NMO EAd 93 2 JEE ¥
Ad AzE 2% g3t st Efej2z wi= CDP F¥HA L AA g w7}
A4 BEReA Bol: quAE-ALE A HHYE FH A= (Optimum window)2t #=
=l (Hunter et al, 1984), o] #FBAXNE FHAAHA 37 Fe4E FHA7 obd TR
& AAGL =, AA 2= 2HF AsE F8dA @ AL F/EAT A9Hez g
s Fee Feidd o 2"H7]) o dAs= ddold.

2% 89 at AGC Window”} 100 msecd ™9 @@oltt, 4% 10 msec FZoA et
= B gugdess aagd 29 89 bE 29 50 m ¥24A 80 m Aol event &
o] ¢ 30 msec 27X "olAE AL EF ok EF, o 15 msec F2A 133 2%
o] 77, 30 msec ~ 60msec F2oA 2, 329 AAZ HEtE Ao BAKIH 8, b).
=x9 ¢ 80 mIA 136 m Abel9) 30 ~ 60 msec Atoldl vElE AL AF L ASEM
2 wogd 19 9= A4 I dues oddz #ade XY AUt AL A F

dhE AL B F Yo

Mz

L.
1

L

X

oHl

ZHY EHEIEAL
249 BARSAE= EFAEE 183 geophone interval® 5 m, offset& 25 m 2 A
Rate] & 120 m TN AAEGT 9L AR 28 AW E AHEEAeH, AE
g 737 AFHPE (low—frequency cut filter)s Z+z 250us, 12 Hz2 AA{AT =8
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Az FIHE Eol7] 98 6~ 10 39 FFL AN} Figure. 10
9t 2L shot gather® 53l SIP programdlX Mg dx}, 129 AFE&EE= 400
m/secZ EAMZO AFHT 23 1490 m/secE A, 352 5700 m/secE FAYO B
gdt. a9 1194 2 biel 2e] 139 229 AAE 4 5mZ 62m 224A FYAE
g Holx, 80m F2A ®iZH FAHAE Roltirl tA HEd & BAY ¥ 2 3%
o] BAFE 96 ~ 219 m9 HEWIE Bolm YUt}
™ 7|6| X SHEFAL
A7 A G @3RS AAEA 20 m ol EolA wenner MY, a=4 mZ
F 160m TFZA AAHAG dFAadAgs 29 99 UEhd uis} go] A22e 2y
7] BIAZE, 7t2ES S48 vdeh HF ¢ 1YL 249 2dS RS A4S g
oltt. & AFAGIAME A¥FHo R o 6002me HIAFAE Holthrl SH6m ¥2FH 70 m
F2oAA ANAZAE e, gutFoz 328 A JE BL #49 790 2 X
AFzde ez FHY FHEG MAFHE Holu HA/HEEE EolAE EA
(O1FH 9, 1999)2 <] &3 o] ¥AFE G5 FAL P44 9 Aoz wdy
t}.
A dd ¢ n@
MEA FAT AR oA AT wAY 2 FAY SAREAL AVGA dFdE A
SAATZE FFE F AT dSH 2L 743 AEE AFHAG
L 3539 $E+ 400 m/secE BEAMZole B, dF 5 m WY FAE 2=
22 1490 m/secZ Aol AF3 9 10 ~ 20 me) WEHE Bolm vt} 3%
5700 m/secZ SAY &, o] A9 rlggez wadd
2. 229 9¥AA 29 60 mE AFE 139 FA/F JLAE Holthrt 80 m FI27HA
H2d FAAE Zterh ol vAMY AGCHEHAA AHEW eventEo] 60 m ¥29
A o AFd $A39, real amplitude FHAANE 80 m ¥2EY AERAEE e}
s E F Ut
A AT 19 89 bE HW 50 m % 80 m AN $39 BasAs
g 3o Real amplitude @W Q¢ 2g 94AME o] R RN nFH HAEE Holq
71N AF g e AuAFYGE A} AR Hol deH FHE AAF=
2 B
4. FAAARE E o, A7z Fxdig Aol drE v Z dAHY JAFEHH =
At W TS BEEAGY 7|9t At gAY @A A 2 A7 A FAL
7t 834 o188 F S Aotk

£

flo

L

L
= A

w
Mo %

)

A |
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Figure 1. The location of study area.
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Figure 3. The location map of lineaments by Korea Institute of Energy

and Resources, 1982,
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Figure 2. The geologic map of study area by Kores Institute of Energy and Resources, 1982,
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Figure 5. Source-geophone conﬁgiu'ation used in the acquisition of seismic data.
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Figure 11, Distribution of P wave velocity and the subsurface structural model along the

seismic line.
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