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Technique of magnetic survey for UXO discrimination
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Abstract :

The paper presents a method for location of subsurface UXOs. The approach utilities gradient interpretation

techniques (analytic signal, horizontal gradient and Euler methods) to locate the objects. Then, linear least-squares
technique, we obtain the magnetization location of the sources. We demonstrate the practical utility of the method using

marine magnetic field data.
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Fig. 1. The effect of dip on the total magnetic field
anomaly for model.
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Fig. 2. Total magnetic field anomaly for dipole source
model
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Fig. 3. Results of Analytic signal for magnetic field
anomaly.
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Fig. 3. Results of analysis for magnetic field anomaly
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