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Target Areas 1 to 3

LaX

After Dorling Kindersley Multimedia (1995)

Figure la. Location map for Saarland.
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Figure 1b. Location map for Target Areas 1 to 3.
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Figure 2.

Location map for Test Sites 1.1 to 1.6.
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Figure 3. Location map for Test Sites 2.1 to 2.5.



Figure 4.

Location map for Test Sites 3.1 to 3.2 and 3.2 (Ext).
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Figure 1 res. Electrode arrays used for the resistivity surveys.




Half Schlumberger is split into four measurement styles

A,B and C,D.
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Figure 2 rsc.

Schlumberger' mapping technique.

The 2D electrode grid used for RESCAN surveys, and the definition of the ‘half
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Figure 3 vif. Synthetic VLF model for non-dipping target.
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Figure 4 vif. Synthetic VLF model for dipping target.



k is the direction of propagation of the VLF E field
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Figure 5 vif. Principal components of the VLF field.
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Figure 6 vif. VLF modelling. Model 1: apparent resistivity and phase.
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Figure 7 vif. VLF modelling. Model 1: Z field ratios.
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Figure 8 vif.

VLF modelling. Model 2: apparent resistivity and phase, E, polarisation.
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Figure 9 vif.

VLF modelling. Model 2: Z field ratios, E, polarisation.
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Figure 10 vif. VLF modelling. Model 2: apparent resistivity and phase. E, polarisation.
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Figure 11 vif. VLF modelling. Model 3: Z field ratios, E, polarisation.
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Figure 12 vlf. VLF modelling. Model 3: apparent resistivity and phase, E, polarisation.
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Figure 13 vif. VLF modelling. Model 3: Z field ratios, E, polarisation.
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Figure 14 vif. VLF modelling. Model 3: apparent resistivity and phase, E, polarisation.
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Test Site 2.3. Interpretation of VES 1, and 2.
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Figure 25 gpr. Test Site 3.1. GPR profile for line 80W. 50 MHz antennae,
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Test Site 3.1. Interpretation of VES 1, 2, 3, and 4.
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Figure 24 vif. Test Site 3.1. VLF-R and VLF-Z field data for 16 kHz transmitter.
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Figure 25 vif. Test Site 3.1. VLF-R and VLF-Z field data for 24 kHz transmitter.
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Figure 26 vif. Test Site 3.1. Invariant mapping: 16 kHz and 24 kHz transmitters.
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Figure 27 vif. Test Site 3.1. VLF-Z field data using banded contour scale.
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Test Site 3.2. Interpretation of VES 1, 2, 3, and 4.
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Test Site 3.2. Line 0. Dipole-dipole resistivity data.
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Figure 28 vif. Test Site 3.2. VLF-R and VLF-Z field data for 16 kHz transmitter.
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Figure 29 vif. Test Site 3.2. VLF-R and VLF-Z field data for 24 kHz transmitter.
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Figure 27 gpr. Test Site 3.2 (Ext). GPR profile for line S0EX. 50 MHz antennae.
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Figure 15 rsc.  Focussed currents over a conductive/resistive boundary (schematic).
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Figure 16 rsc. Electrode conﬁguration (schematic) for a 'double laterolog' focussed array
proposed by Jackson (1981).
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