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Abstract The RAYINVR software, which is widely used in academia for 2-D velocity structure model from four-
component OBS (ocean bottom seismometer) data, is unable to invert for the converted S-wave automatically,
resulting in the low-efficiency of modeling process. Using MATLAB’s genetic algorithm, the RAYINVR software
is improved and able to automatically and synchronously invert for Poisson’s ratios of each layer with all sub-
blocks for the S-wave velocity structure model, and thus can provide Young’s modulus, Poisson’s ratio and other
important mechanical information for gas hydrate survey. This method is applied to process the OBS data collected
at the Slipstream submarine slide, and a fine P- and S-wave velocity structure model is obtained, which is
comparable to the logging data of nearby borehole U1326. Therefore, the validity of the auto-synchronous
inversion method is verified for the S-wave velocity structure modeling. The optimal velocity model reveals two
structural interfaces with large Poisson’s ratio contrast. One is BSR (bottom simulating reflector) at 230+10 mbsf
(meter beneath sea floor), which represents the bottom boundary of the gas hydrate stability zone, and the other is
the basal boundary of a shallow abnormal high-speed body (possibly a sand body enriched with high saturation gas
hydrate) at 75-100 mbsf. The latter agrees roughly with the glide plane of Slipstream submarine slide, indicating
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that the hydrate is related to the formation of submarine landslide.

Key words synchronous inversion; S-wave velocity structure; Slipstream submarine slide; gas hydrate; ray

tracing

b 5 480 PR Vi S8 K SR ROK B W T A ) T R
U2 RAAAT DA KA At 2 A T AR 2 T, 3R ]
DA ST o FE G AR NI AT R DAk 7K 5 4 9 U
i, RS TT R B S K R A VA T 4 )
TRALBE 7 A= AU — N5 =, R AL
Tt A R R SR R R, D R S AORE T R 1
R 4 N D% 18 e e 0 A R AR, Sk A4
2 A UG RCR R AR R B2 A SR B . X R B A
Y Rk & W e e XIS S 7 Y 1 7 8L IS S 5 2
(bottom simulating reflector, BSR) [ (R ¥ A A4l
5ER S S ) A5 Al R U R ) L s e 1 ¥ SR T (R
A 1)) PR (B R £t thzs Do e

B 3 2 T IR SR AR HE, LT AR ZALER
TR B, Wk, 7R UK A Y E SR IX,
38 [ PO 4 1 VRS i A2 {3 (Ocean Bottom Seismo-
meter, OBS)K 1T 5% FH 2\ i 76 b 2 AL 1 b 3 48 i R 1)
B A5 5107, DA 8 ST R 2 Y R 0 e 4
PR, DIEARECE NS5 . e KA ) i
EEE .

N K VG 7 I EF A B AR L R BRI (Casca-
dia) fifi 2% 3G A5 A8 32 28 AR B e AR e m R SR
TR AL DU HE RN R, B R KARAK
BRI 20 42 80 4ER LI R — H IR K S
AT 98 B S DI, N H B T2 Y BRI 1R (single
channel seismic, SCS). Z i HifE 1 OBS % HiBkY)
PG, i B LT TE R KA R KPR
i1 (Ocean Drilling Program, ODP) 146 fiig 7k F11
ZEA KRR (Integrated Ocean Drilling Program,
10DP) X311 itk I s 48 o ol 2 b S, 7
IZIG A AT S RBTEE LR T — RN 5
3 . Lopez Z:U8IH Yelisetti %1153 5132 i OBS %t
$5 A RAYINVR H 040, fF 5% H v B 45 K 14 Orea
H1 Slipstream ¥ JiC ¥ 5 09 Hb 5% 3 4549, I HIE
WERKGYERZNALEAR L, SR, ZIR T
R Dl b B 4 A 2% ME R RAYINVR BR8]
ST T B T A A AR, il > A g R R A
B, TCRAR A SR A 3 7 2 4 T R B A TR
THFA LS 280

7V 8 R B RAYINVR 802 SR8 i 7 1

436

Xof 2 AR R AT AE LA, H P O BELE F
I (damped least squares)JZ i 55 15 BE A% 7 (i h 7
ST YN O ) Dl B S A AR . {H, XF T OBS i sk
1) e R e B S =, A I A e N T e AR A
RIS LS B, B NIk 8 32 A At S 4 7 114 8 5
JE, JFH, —BAFTERE s S A IS, 16
T BB AR SR T — 2 R 4y X B, BEAY 25 AR A5 T
SR PIL, AR A T B A 9% S ) R A S
FWFhL, BOeRSAR, Y E Y5 OBS B k{5 5
AL

BEXF IR R, ABFSETE RAYINVR #7F f J
fili I, #K+E MATLAB i 5 @ 57 OBS #f i1 A5 784 (14 35
R RO i, SEIRAS S5 R R 2 R KRS E A i
L)Y R 20 ST o I FH 2 07 0 28 37 B 350KS 4 1 Slips-
tream J JIS T BN A I P A5 A B, FE R R
1R R (U IS 2 75~100 m) FIE 3 BSR (35 JiE
Z T 23010 m) P />4 1T A R 7 4 Vi I TS B o

1 RAYINVR &4

X OBS %) ff Hb AR E s, 38 5 SR FH O 4k A28
R 0 L AT B S R 2 AT R, R P I T R U
B SR EXIR S R TR ) R
THA RE I B0 SRR S e i 2 iR 2 2
B/ XFF 4l A5 AR AY, H A i Zelt
2120231 B 1 RAYINVR B, HS 700 A 2 5% A
FUOU DU T WA, ik R b s R A B B YT
SRR B, (A5 R J2 AL 1 5 R R
O —2, BERSAER KRR bkt id S50k 51k K
S ARG VL B R S EAG T R i A 45 4 2k ), A
RURT DAy R TSR U %, fide e A1
TE R IO R B, SR 5 R PO PE N A i, TOUA
A B DU Y N, DR AR DO T N Y
B B AERRNTIR o R T DA S . R
W FUEIMATIE A A U AN (] SR A AT S 2k
BERTHR, BAA S R AR .

VAT I, RAYINVR 84 ] D4 E
Hr Y B JE f5e /N 3 I i T H (DMPLSTSQR 2 J5),
PN AT 380 2 X A TR T S R () J2 TR B S
HEAT B Bl A TR i 16 AR R, g — 2 1 2 B 4



"
i 0 5

SRAKE WIAE DC Y Slipstream Y IS 18 34 14 34 J35 45 #9450 B 2 58

AU AR LB 1, DA ST DN o R S5 A AR R ],
S RAYINVR 8 1E 78 1580 2 Y 5 4R i 4% i
B, T E A v.in, tx.in Al rin X 3304, HA,
SO v.in A E AR R — 2 IR BE AR B, SO
tx.in J& D\ Ml % AR B A i B L S b AR R R
S rin UL OG5 SR8 5 00 Bk A o DA S 2 S
FH S 5% B . RAYINVR IE 38 2 i H 588 i
A 5 52 B b 5% 35 14 A B 5k 25 19 38 77 AR (root mean
squares, RMS) bR J5 {H (normalized %), J&# )
HHEALH

v (T -1)

=

= 2
i=1 O-i

o, N oA SEBREE B RS e B, TR AR i
B 46 RS b 2 2B B, o SRy A N 1 5 208 A 31 1)
BN, o N iR E R R EUR 22 . EIS R
WK E G, 8k AHLAE BRI 7 g2 75 0 e R
M P<U I, 1 B E I 5 25 3K 1) b 7 S R BUR 22K
S, ATLAZE RO AR 2 R T 1, MR (E
A DMPLSTSQR ¥, [R]Fsf i A Sz i 2 8045 il SCAF
doin (7E1Z SO R B 75 B S i i B AR AT ), 8
P53 77 3K BB S B00R A ) ik, e TR R A
SCHF v.in T RS AN (SO VR E S, A0 R IR
FR i L A8, B ARAF A e L A (DR A AE B )5 —
AR S vin ),

Al L, DMPLSTSQR 2 J¥ &1 i et 22 SC 4 v.in

N,

SHERIBER
P A

r.in

pud i)
SR
IS4

v.in

SHERIBER
(RAYINVREAF)

REZH
i A
d.in

FELJE: 5 /> — T S I
(DMPLSTSQRFEF)

1 RAYINVR #HER &EEERE R
(1& 3 B 3T #k[20])
Fig. 1 Flow chart of iterative velocity model inversion by
RAYINVR software (modified from Ref. [20])

HH A R R M A T R R S O S Bk AR S 1
SR, YN G 0 R g A7 5 B R, N e 4 hy
T A 2 S A T 2 B (AN s e A B J2 5 RITIAL R L
VA AR S rin P, ¥k B DMPLSTSQR )%
HahEH, REETFahieue. Rk, i R i
YA S AR AR FRERS, JFH, YAFSE X T
R A e, TR H AR E S Ak o e, L
ZARAMET SRR S R0 B A N R R
2 BEERY RER X

HRAE R I 3K, 77K b 7% U 4 A 1A Ipt R T 35
e A oy R R o S Bk — A S
FHHTEE, RS AL A, I A
o BRI (P 2) 0 PR T IR T R VR R K T s R 0 A T
K HREAE RN, PR I B AR I Y OBS iC 5% 1)
F B R R (R B, T AU A R NI A
R e A . K, RAYINVR X OBS £
W BHERIA B, A2 BT E R R B, AR LA
E B NI 45 R A (b )2 B T A A A
B REARFEE ) B mh b, F 3L )2 AR .
FE 38 i RAYINVR #0F 45 B R A A v 2 5,
BRI Vs )y X R Ve B AR 47 3]

Vsz\/mVPo
2(1-v)

USRS DX I 14 il R s A e o, nT A o
FIE I, ARG R CEINR LS. B
S, Y ML TR I LR AT 2, bR IR R A TE
Yhi) b AT REAFTE 22 5%, FER ) ] REAFTE BRI

DR GBS

AP
R

R AP

-

bR 12

61 P IAE R ST BIAGTA, 0, PRI A,
¢ NG S BN ST A, ¢ MHEH S BT IS M

B2 HNEEEERELERHNTHREE
Fig. 2 Reflection and refraction diagram of P wave
incident on an elastic interface

437



JERRZZ(ARBIEI) %578 H3W 202145 A

25, WEAERENIE—LR5 XK, srf, HAT
W SHE L SRR, BTG E A —&
RENE LR 7 SC B 1 2l [m) 25 o 3 1T 45 381 e £ i 1) A
ik

A R AL A AR A, X RS (]
AT R, 1482 Rmiiff, E2—FMHTERR
GARACI B 2 . A SOR RAYINVR 8004 19 5 2858 ¢
;5 MATLAB 8 iy st e B kA 45 6, I MATLAB
S E —EHE g 52 B OBS Ml i 7 Ji 45 A4 5 50 75
2 )2 UL K2 TR [R] DX R) 25 0 ) 5 i, AT 9 44
N TAES S B IR AR, 52305 44 Hb AL 3 R 5%
R BB SR B sh k. % R A RO
FEAGREILE 3,

1) 25 8 AR 4% 2 2 o KB 00 BR A A Ee 2
B (RAFAE S rin H)

2) WA it A% 31 1 S R AR N R AR ) P e £
M, JE B A B R

3) RAYINVR F 32 A ST 238 B 42 i S rin

BT

\ 4

BESHNIM

SHEREER
A

r.in

HEEMEZ
SR BE
il A

v.in

SHERBER
(RAYINVRE )

\ 4

L BRI EN
CIZE

3 OBS #iREEERBEREYRERE
Fig. 3 Flow chart of S-wave velocity modeling for OBS
records by synchronous inversion method

438

B b 52 5 I S txin DA R R 2 2 SR T O 4
SO v.in, 38 A IE T LR AR LA 15

4) % A 2 IR LI 7 s B TR AR
TR BT A R RELN, B0 <1 (R I
TR LA 2 R e i), B2 ik, WS seAg ik 3 1
WHER BN, IFH 2>, IBABFESE N —d
BIARA LA S, JF B 9% 45 RAYINVR 34,
Fir—4 1T

5) EE LR R, ER R R A, 4
S S B IRt AW R AEAE SO rin

3 Slipstream #FK/BFX RS =

TE-RIT-RIRIG sk, #1485 R(Juan de Fuca)
Mk L2y 46 mm/a (YRR op B AL BRI Z T, Ok
SRESE A PN TR L7 R U I E- A= L N
HERUE 3 A s bl AR IRV 3 — B R IR
TRV ST o T2 & A B R AN 4E A, M B
T A i 335 30 (A T 1 %) TE 1 — FR 41 5 Al B i 7t
UL PAT IR SOR T AL, AR SCRY B 42 Slip-
stream [ 362 Hp 2 —(E 4) . R -RIK IS s bl
G — HIERIREOK AW R X, oy KE
bR A UL I 3] DA A2 i 2 3] i 3 rh S A R K T
T I AFAEAE KA P Fe s IX IR S M RE FR i 1)
BSR, 2 T BYTREE 254 200~300 m, /R KiE R
SRR AW 4252202 11455 ODP 146 fil TODP
X311 RFERARA R B UESE .

VAR, T i 3 P 22 IR i b A i) 3 £ v
R, IR RS RNIE E&W K EF RN
. ff4n, TODP X311 U1326uif R7EM I & E
— N R H K 1 Orea 15 IS T 158 (181 4),  JFC 3 ot 1o O
RGP HGGA BSR, PR HCHE 0 32 3 40 44 36 9 TR B 5K
BYEA XM VERXT G, HAHSRHY Slipstream 1 15
(U1326 3 v 7 /77 01 29 15 k) BRABE TR G, 40 FL TR
B 5K A WA o, (EE T () TR A A 100 m
e,

R 45 5 [ AR i K2 TN 175 iR £E (19 EM300
LW A EBRE, Slipstream ¥ JFE T AR Y K 24
h 3.3 km, FEREEL R 2.5 km, W AERK(AH
25°), N EE TR A BERE S B AT AA R 100 m. XTI
K ERE—FRINEWNZ, HH5 B2 TR,
PR bt P S A AE 3 2 2 A HES N 38 55 B TR A
AR TR BRI W S AR o A AEBE B L 1~2



WA RARSK G WY Slipstream ¥ i 35 1< 7 J8 25 ) A58 2 2

—132°

—130° -128° —126° -—124° -122° -120°

—127°04' —127°00'

—126°56'

JESehir

—126°52'

ok B SCRK[27]. £ (0 HE 4R HE Jy Slipstream 76k IS T J X 48k, 21 (6 = #4J% 0 OBS il 5 30, 31, 33 134 A9 (i
B 4 SR AT st ad Slipstream I, HP4kk b OBS #isEfii vk, B4kl SCSMUK; rtatifig
S TODP X311 Mk it U1326 3507 ; 22 5 oI s 500 11 28 m Ay 45 IR 2K 1] B ol 25 m

B 4 Slipstream {§KBFH X MEE S EREEMIR

Fig. 4 Tectonic background and multibeam bathymetry of Slipstream submarine slide

km B IR IR TTRZE Z b, —SOORL BE A/ 1 1 3
PRTT R U A1 3 5 5 ) L X (P 4) o AR5 R
Y SCS F1OBS ##i& >k H Sealade (Seafloor Earthquake
Array — Japan Canada Cascadia Experiment)3i [ .

4 YNR I L5 H i A

HH T OBS it 5% A A I 2 Fh D\ D A b 22 5L i |
e gemiok, R IGRE EEE ST Slipstream Y IS I 3% X 35,
PN I T B A5 R B A

1R G 1 T 4548 SC'S B8 B 5 AR 47 b &1 X1 IK
DURRZ S5 R0 R S EA T AR, (H 52 BR T 05 5 2l
7 2 [8] W) £ 1E (source-receiver offset) 7E IR i H K
AN, TC A B ERR A AR AR B . A TR

[ OBS R AR MYJ2 T A (KA B0 ) Bcdls, RRASAR 4 ith
X YR JEC TORR 2 Y 3 FE A B A T 0 A, ELR X HL 45 1
TR ARG BT R, P, e R AR TR
NI B ZE B, FRATT IR AR OBS )™ #1854l
FIT SCS H 4k > S 80T b )23 T8 B IR BE (1) [ 20 20 3
T B, RAYINVR 54 5 ) 52 K b 8
PO, BT 2 PR AR RO I 22 A FE W, TV Y
i A% SR ) 2 B OBS T s 24N M 5, TR e 7
ST AU, T B OBS AR Jg 528 & 59 55, B o o5
VE R W

FT A 5 30715 RS 448 A o Xl ) e 1 A 9 A A —
MRy 5~7 2102 W IX 7 2 ML 43 B G A
FERNE . FRATT 1 40 B OBS A1 SCS Ay S 5

439



A RFER(ARBIFR) £ 578 H 3 202145 H

BE B /km
5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
S S S S
29 @ ' —SE
3.0 4
3.1 glinc4A : N
53 linedA_r7— TN T
géi © 7 line4A_r18 \_,_——\
3. o
linedA 19—
line4A_rl 0 ;\-—\

(a) 7E 4 5 HUFZ LR (4 SCS Fd A BUW 3L 10 NI ST F 1 (line4A_r1~lined A _r10), Hov vl XF RiHEIE, v2 A1 v3 40 B %F Rz 7435 =i
HZMTI . AT, oS X BSR; (b) 7E OBS M 45 33 (A Hh 48 B 1 A b 7% S 5 (RL) AN 4T 53 5 #4F(RF), HH RLO, RL1 Al
RL2 43515 VI o 3 J2 THUAB AN BSR, RF1XF 7 i 3 2 AL 1T, RF2~RF5 o BSR Z T ARBIG AT S, TR, draEm=E

I — O RS B AT A BB, AR SCHT A 2 4000 m/s

5 Slipstream &3 X & BXHI 2N i 5 51 70 I 5247 St B SR 44

Fig. 5 Reflection and critical refraction (h

VAL TV AT U S (8D 5), AE SCS Bl Fh A B 10 4
WP T F A (line4A_rl~line4A_rl0), {E OBS % #
AR BT A YN S S 7 (RLO~RL6) F1 54~ A i Il
YT (AT F M (RFI~RFS)

Zi4 SCS H OBS 4l (45 U 14, 5 24% Slip-
stream T JFE T 3 Y 4500 28 7 1) 1) L 50 T 49 A 14
RO EIE K)o ST A 5] A 5 2 S 48 A% 3 B 46
FULIE 6(a), A 15 200 E B 5 50 BR 45 B AE B AH
(K 6(b)), KRR AR Y RMS E I3 2% 4 15 ms, /)

440

ead wave) events of P wave for Slipstream slide

T EGR 2220 ms), ¥*=0.901, 35T TR,

i 4 Ak B DN o 8 R S AR S X e/ SRR E Ry
25 m A2 A 2 AU (B 7(a)), b L1 5K %
Fefuh, X BE A 1.51 km/s, ARFAEH A BLAY I
TR, L2 (TR R AR IR Z N 2975 m, B
29425 m, YPGH S IRIGIN 2R 2 2.0 km/s, HEN AT
REE A = A KRR SR B s S IRMA, L3~Ls,
UL B 1.7 km/s ZABIE N2 2.1 km/s, FRFET
(B D) KA I RIS LS MR



WA RARS KA WA Y Slipstream 6 JiE W B A4 1 5 235 A4 B R 7 3

1.5
(@) ——RFI
——RLI
—— RL2 (BSR)
RL3
2.0 ——RL4
RF2
——RL5
g —RL6
=
pid ~_
%2s- o SssI-CC3
=====z=Z=:Z BSR_~====1
304----ZZ>- =TT
—----Z=="~
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
E B /km
—SE
1.4
(b) == RF]
164 === RLI
: === RL.2 (BSR)
==RL3
1.8 === R[4
=== RF2
© = RS
.;ﬁ; 2.0 \ = R[] 6
0
4,3,52.2— N
2.4- ' N3
2.6 \\
28 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
BB /km

(a) DAL BE LS BIRL IS I SRR AL, 4 AR 1E S OBS M i (28 2 i (T [il); (b) DA o 2 45 R AR 1 7 I 405 0 2R
6 OBS E47E Slipstream B 1% X il ST LB IR R

Fig. 6 Ray tracing and travel-time fit results of OBS P-wave events for Slipstream slide

X W BSR, R AFEMEZ T 230m; BSRZ F Y
L6 A B s A Wk, AR 3R B SR AEE; 25,
DY\ 3 P 184 0 PR [ e S R AR [

5 iR A f A

UL FR W LB i B SRR, ANE U}
SCS S 51 48 Al OBS e EL 73 it (19 UG, 3 08™
i A 2 AR R A 1, K B b AR T 2 D
B, SN KA YA B SR, R DAL RE R
ZALBR AR W, AT LA B S X (1 BSR Z T
WU B S)2 ) N R A5 A . JF H, 8 U 5 B 7E BSR
2 1 AR K 4 AT i Sk s AR KSR SR A A
e BEAk, BT OBS ic 5% 1B I S 1h 90 ik &% 46 i

VAN = 1A
2

e, AR SRR R], 580 R T (R o 4l K SR
SOKE W E 29 1890 m/s, TEA S K WY
TR I LR Hh A 3 EE A 100~600 m/s)>*, R Ik
P AT, DT AT LA AT B AN Ik SRS Al (4 TR 45 4

=3
H /oo

1E b IR G R S A AT i S L, PREESS 2
TOU 0 S THT R U B ORI o B Y AN AR, SE i
MATLAB 1 3t % 5512 X B D 5 80 (9 YA 8 B 247 [
W . BRI GG S AR L BUE (18] 8(c))il it
15 km Z 4N TIODP U1326D 45FLAZA . A Ik ) 45
R

VZ(K/%Y—2O
207, V) =1

441



R MARBIE) £ 5786 H3W 2021451

2.0

(a)

R /km

2.0

—SE 229

14 16 18 20

(b)

R /km

6 8 10 12

PE B9 /km

14 16 18 20

(a) DA A5 AT, 12 Ay i 22 (NI T 350 B 24 O 2.0 km/s), LS JRGHE AL I oA BSR; (b) A ipf ik 13 45 F s 784
7 Slipstream 83 X J\ 18 i i B 45 # 4R BY

Fig. 7 P- and S-wave velocity models of Slipstream slide

T EAE A, T AR LM AL A R AR B Y
TR A VAR LU G 0 2 R i LA o VE X L,
RAYINVR fJ DMPLSTSQR #2 & &£k Pk, 1E4)
6 255055 A AR e 2 {1 Ml 2 258 K B8 Ml I A 15 5 2 T
B oy Wk R AR 0 B B, U A R AN, T
FH TR TR IR SR K9 IR
1) 555 28 38 5 B A R0 B LA 25 R, A5 ) RMS &
AF % 22 27 ms, /N TR U S A9 40 BUER 22 (30 ms),
x?=0.903, ik T ER

Vo g T 48 A AR (15T 7(b)) 5 A 5 A
BEHY (] 7(a))FEATXT B, T U 8 1) o ol 5 o 1k L2
FIR R 538 2 8 00 W B (14.3%) W2/ TN (24.5%),
FHEDNIZ 2% 1) w8 AR R B DR AR SR A AR v BB D ] 44 31
By IR 2 4, XU B 4L 1 A e B s

442

B & QAP b 5 HE B e K ) L1 AT ). BSRZ
B LS A8 ik B2 AR X T H T U R A2 00 1 e B
(14.0%) W 5. K F 9N (5.3%), i BN ik ok i =2 3] i
BRI TR, B WoR S KA YR B s ARE
& 8(a)Fil(b)LA OBS M 15, 34 JIF 7507 B (1Y — 4 IR i — ok
FERNE R O b B R i R Y AR A, &
8(c) TR L ) Jeb 7% 8 38 ve 122 (L 1) 55 BSR Z T if
BRJZHLL, AR I R, 88X B AR A
TSGR . L2 A L R Tl <2, vl
Slipstream H B IAWTEHIXT B RS HZIEALT
B IR . AE X, Orca 3B 1R 551 i U1326D il
TR 0735 VR T 1Y 1 R S A s RTE WIS Z T 60~
90 m 4k, M Slipstream ¥ % ¥ 3 X i /& 22 J2 7 16
JEZ T 75~100 m, X Al fE/& U1326D 5 Slipstream



WA RARSK G WY Slipstream ¥ i 35 1< 7 J8 25 ) A58 2 2

PP EE/ (kms™) R B/ (km-s™) AR
14 16 18 20 22 24 26 0 0.2 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50
0 | 1 1 1 | 1 | | | |
—— UI326DWH —— UI326DWH —— UI326DW I
—— U1326DJ6 1 A FE —— U1326DJ6 I AbFE —— U1326DJ6 g AbFE
—— Slipstream &7 —— Slipstream &7 —— Slipstream &%
50 - . 1
N =
—
R e
| Slipstream =33 |2
100 | 1
B
E
)
=)
£ 150 1
=
S
200 1
250 T 7
Orca BSR |
WESE ‘% — =
(@) (b) (©
300

8 Slipstream 5 [F i3 37 [X A48 R FE £ M8 B 5 U1326D T #0383 L

Fig. 8 Comparison of inverted P- and S-wave velocity models of Slipstream slide with IODP X311 U1326D well loggings
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