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Fig. 1. A common shot gather obtained by a finite-difference method.
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Fig. 2. (a) The filtered residual seismogram without truncation. (b) The pre—
processed residual wavefields with the values less than 90th percentile truncated,
(c) with the values less than 90th percentile truncated from the residual wavefields
consisting of the values less than its median and (d) with the values larger than 90th

percentile from the residual wavefields consisting of the values less than its median.
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Fig. 3. (a) The SEG/EAGE salt-dome velocity model. (b) The inverted velocity
models obtained by using the residual wavefields modified with signum function but
without truncation, (c) by using the residual wavefields modified with signum
function and truncation and (d) by using the conventional gradient-based

frequency—-domain waveform inversion algorithm.
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