2004 LYBIA P &EC/ 88 SR ECIEAEE B&E2E0/3
L R

FATSS FAS SRRV FAGUL o1§F F4EA
Ade) AZst J% WE F= AT

& A *,0] 7] 3=

*AEUSE AT AR
1. A&

gtz AAEF S AFEL A dAUEE w359 AJAYIEE #EHo2 |
71871 MM E AT A L 45 989 Ay £EFx7F Ak gk

AA7A FRE AR EEF2 B AFE F2 AAG (- 2 S FYAL A
28 0439 $9500(KimS. J. and S. G. Kim, 1983; Song and Lee, 2001), °] 9] E w5}
9 S AAE JiHAAH, 1995) 2 FA @< (receiver function)(0] &7t - 2T, 1998; Kim
S. G. and S. K. Lee, 2001) ¥ Fo] Aol AM&® w7l Qo). o] & EHEHAE 0|88 T2
AL Ao Z F3%F(resolution)o] HolA o= FE YW XY FAHA FX4
de F e v don, FAFLE ol &3 YL By AT TRE EE& F UL
U #li(solution)] Y4 (uniqueness)o] FE§ A o] Utk

olo] E dAFoAE Az Hu & FRE 7IHoY d9 Hslso] ol EWHH
B A5 B o4 s fdAo]l 53 £Algs AEE o835 A2 dF
€ 3R 4L A4F2E d& & d= TAH4Goint inversion) FHE WA=
AREET2 B4 ALgshe] Bkt

2. A8

20041 59 AA $2 YA LdHE Y AFLE JIFHAA AA, #Ystn
£ 12704, FFAARQAT NN 44, 29 3 13742, RISHAA BAE ARINCN)®
F2(7133 #8), 2 vET 7129 AHAFTACQ)HA TAMY EXog MX§ KSRS #
ST AALATYE #E) T F 27047 E¥ Ao wjay a2 EEH 3T
AToME o] T HA AAEFo] E¥sin H2 Yt G5 Y =de= BHo F
B AARA Ao HAQ 67420 FY BFHAE o2 HEI S= B4 £A

oo
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42t

40€

38E -

36E

34E -

32E l T T
1226 124€ 126E 128E 130E

a9 1 B B0 A B3 B
d) FiY BE49 BIE

4 AN e Hesto] BT (29 1), 29 1.9 9% agPelH v U0z ¥
A BELE WA £ 2 BELE, BY AAYe B2 BX) ojHoz WY BE
A% 27 onan

258 dAZ A A(teleseismic event) HOJEE FA X Y(source), T A=
(ray path), 12|31 #H=4 3139 $£A1x 2 3 H(receiver structure impulse response)®] 3§t
i & F Y (Langston, 1979). °|& A} FEFA
(convolution) 2.2 YelW¥ oS3 i,
Dy zr(0)=1(@)*S@E)*E, 4 (2)
ANM, D, xr ()= BFHA 715 € vertical, radial, tangential " 9] AR, I = AR
A SR F(instrument reponse), S(f) & FY FF(source time function), T3l

Eyar(DE 2 29 ARl AFHE £AA4 59, F 4 $5E Yehdoh gekA, 2
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a9 2. 2085 Adkl A8E AARE A)T rayleigh-t SEZN A5 45
o AbgE X129 A AR

" A dHolHa Ry A &5E AXtets BA L AAA 3" 4 I g§5E o
£ Fd(deconvolution)dt& EA2t & 4 Ut AEFH PHo2E HIZ7HA] Fo5
g Holl A water-level-stabilized*} " (e.g., Clayton and Wiggins, 1976)°] F& AM&-E ot
2 29 A5 93] Adgolxe G dAEFAH Wi(eg., Gurrola et al, 1995;
Sheehan et al., 1995; Ligbrria etal, 1999)°] 7ig= o} AlREolA i g}

ol¥l AFXE Ligorria et al,(1999)0] 23} sidd W& ALGY oA EFH(terative
time domain deconvolution) ¥¢38&& Alg3a}e] 44 & Ak

. #BE2dMe  FAEF AL Y8 India(West), Indonesia(Southwest),
Alaska(Northeast) 204 LAg & 427] o|HlE A2 E Algsiglon 1Y 2.0 2e
2oz BEASHH. ¥ 3.2 GKP1 #ZAoA AMd FAFFE T Zh(back
azimuth) 2 Z=AIF afoltt. a¥ 3.3 Zo] & #5549 BE =9 WF FAYFE
T3 o ol T (stacking)dt FF FAFFE AMdst] Gk AR (29 4)

=
=
gl

b
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5.00 T T TTTTT] T T TTTIT]

4.50

4.00

C&U (km/sec)

3.50

3.00

1]1|Ii|ll|l|ll]1|ll||lll
NN AT T TN S SN S T T U YOOt W AN N S S U NS S T

-

2.50 Lot ttrrl Lo vl
10 102
Period (sec)

a9 5. Jite] AMEE A5 rayleigh-#t 44T A5(2¥ FHL )9 Harvard9
rayleigh-% 45 A8(d™ Ze d) € A¥4E: A5(EY A49) adn
LLNLY &= 523 2 9).

-
o
(-4

22 EU% £=843

AQto] ALgE EWFG S84 dlolEle A&xs ¥w olyz} Harvard University
(Larson and Ekstrém, 2001) 2 LLNL(Lawrence Livemore National Laboratory) (Stevens et al,,

2001)¢] global tomography E.9 6o ¥ (Raylelgh-ﬁ} A4 2 7 &5 BAza)E ¥W
3 Eatdolgel EFAA A& PGk dFAsE raylelgh—-u}-—] 91444 = (phase
veloc1ty) HE o] &3 on, o]y it AXE EE FUd #Fid J15E AN HolE

T S5 o] F3¢ olE (2Y 3.9 & d BY)E Ao HA Fdg #5LE
sl array2 718¢ ¥ p—w ¥ (McMechan and Yedlin, 1981)2.2 7§ Zolt}. 1
g 5004 e 93 9L AZH rayleigh-3t YFEE B4 dolE, Fe I 9L
Harvard9] rayleigh-3 & & E(group velocity) ©l©]H, @4 AzHde Harvard® rayleigh-
5 A4EE B uolH, & 28 9¢ LLNL rayleigh-3 & £5 o8& 2zt Uehdoh.

3. 91 9 2

GA AT uke} o] FAPFE BEL R £ BASH g A B (S
% &% AR)E TFstn Y v BASHA Y o9 1 Atole] BFEEY tradeoff
BAZ A8 sle) FUAYol Wojath EF, 272D a priori FHol Bol JEsE Y
ol glol A} sj4jo] BTt F@o] YUY 7540l Atk (Ammon et al, 1990). TH, &
Wi $EEALS % 2 BASW noE 1 Alole PEEEE-T £E) WA
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3R A7) fFAH FATEE et 85

oeid ¥ HolE T YERAH A& FAGNE Fa A9 MFAYE 2T,
Qg AHselu, HF Rdo 7] Bdo] Y JREE wdFo] Frht Aol A2 A

-

8 4 o
r

T3 FAHAG (Ozalaybey et al., 1997; Du and Foulger, 1999; Juli4 et al., 2000).
o 28s S22 dolEe Zh & B8 949 & vz SHAHY doy &
g ) 7] 2d2E A9 akid3s-F 29 (Kennett et. Al, 1995)% AM8-3t3 o,
X59 FAE 4% 50km 7HAE 2km @9, 50-100km 74X £ 5km, 223l 100-200km 7}
(group)olth. WetA, ¥ (5 E FAIHA A AHEEL7] AsiA e 2 dlolH 9 o £ @
?(physical unit)g 1|4 HAHE FYslojof gt} o] & 93 joint prediction errorg °F
Wt Zol At o8 HAZ e AZTFR ZEE ol ke dngEFe s
(Juli4 et al., 2000; Herrmann and Ammon, 2002).

>

,where

Or,. : Observed receiver function at time ¢ ;

R,i : Predicted receiver function at time ¢,
O, : Standard error of observation at f;

Os, : Observed receiver function at time ¢;

st : Predicted receiver function at time ¢;
o, Standard error of observation at 7;

N, : Total number of receiver function points
N, :Total number of surface-wave dispersion points

P :Influence factor, 0< p<1.

1 po gholl wel F dlojg] Fol JA A vA = A=
7} abolzt Bt &, p=0t FAFFE o] &3 A ARE v p=1& EUFL £
=8 A8 RS o] 843 gat AdE VERdT
AE 10km @H2 Y& F 948 FPsHch =8, 94 £8 A 50km olst2E HAb 2
& weighting factor® 93}l 100km ©]3l2 & £58 1A JEHZ Ji4E FIPsA0.
a% 6. GKP1 #5545 ddog 3¢ FATT Y rayleigh-7 iAo FA G
Aol FAF 3 A BE #Z2oA FAlgsel £3E 1F I FHgo) Ak A )
Ae 4FE #H43 87] Y8 influence A2 k& 015 TFEATE THNA BE Hat
A7 $AFT 9 rayleigh-7 £EEAS) AF glo] Ay 292 R E ANE #EF 2 43

G4t 38 A influence A
L
T

iu)
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29 6. FAYSS rayleigh-sh SRS FAAL o

sle e & 4 Aok ‘
¥ 7.2 BBEAd AANFEE AXNAY) F 67 BEFL2A FAFF ) rayleigh-
SEAY FAG4 2FHE YL #FL Y AZALEEFRE BAFEC Fdd R

&% g AQdtie EE BFA0A vkd g8 Az AL YedY. Az
—rvﬂ B #54 A Yol ¢ 28km AEE BHAXH 1 9 #AFAoAME 9 33-3dkm F
== L}E}kb:}.

4. 48 9 E9|

TAEF 9 rayleigh- $EEA 289 AFL ZHze] HolHE wWE HAld A}%ﬂ%
W B2o G A & A7z EAHE dIFE flo 7 & UEF ok F dolH
T FAGA HHE e SR Ao HEAA B di dabo] xR 9 &EH
gon QA=A 'I"bﬂ S ¢ 4 A}t F4 A F& 7 AARA A Gl AATE &5
A& 89 AZ+3E HDB &:‘5: (¢ 28 km EZ ZHo\)E ALsti ZE FHAA oF
33-3¢ km¢] 23 z:!ol-a Bole vlxd YA YedY

ol AT Al8-¥ rayleigh-7e] £ & EA A8 E 39 X7 A859 RFo= A F
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