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W B Z4%EANREAARARELMNIGEHFF Abstract Three-dimensional gravity inversion is the
BB ERM T R E R E TR BB A K g4 process of obtaining the location, shape, and physical
. s . . e parameters of underground anomalies using gravity anomaly
AR B A AR B 7 vk 8 R A R L ) data observed at the surface. In recent years, the rapid
(Deep Learning, DL) 77 i A T = 4 & ) RIF P A &% development of data-driven methods has led to widespread
B2 EEFARAT — 2R E. AT U-Net %4 interest in applying Deep Learning ( DL) techniques to
% & /1 4% 42 7 A ( Attention Feature Fusion, AFF) #L gravity inversion problems, yielding certain results.

R . B Research based on the U-Net network that employs an
HARFEN ZHRRAGFL, RGRALFEREA Attention Feature Fusion ( AFF) mechanism for three-
IR ERL MR, ZHhENSTERF L GEA G E dimensional gravity inversion enhances the vertical
HEARM ARG AL EAABET AR resolution of the inversion results. However, the
( Global Receptive Convolution, GRC) % 3 4 4 47 /& % reconstruction effect for deeper models still needs
BB RERBLZAGELBE K GFM,F Receptive Convolution ( GRC) to replace certain standard
EReRFREL HFFEERIN B F LT P, — convolutions aims to ensure that the convolution process
SR RERE AR GERBE D EAES>RENE meets the conditions of spatial position and channel
6. T 2 R 2k Rt A 9 R R B S — indexing. This approach integrates global and local

improvement. Building on this, the wuse of Global

features into a pixel-wise representation, further learning

F W F E A IR T A 25 RAEY], BRI 2 B the original features to improve the reconstruction
WGEWGTRM B AT R EAAEE AR KRB K, % resolution of deeper models. The network’s inversion
RE &b RAE A DA results show  enhanced vertical resolution, and

. _ e L experimental results from the San Nicolas deposit in
EEA ZATARGGREF D ARETER A P P
w\ =7 MyREF A& W R 5 A&

Mexico demonstrate that the inversion network can clearly

Jk AR predict the basic location and approximate shape of the
sulfur deposit, aligning well with known geological data.
FESES P63l Keywords 3D gravity inversion; Deep learning; Global
TEARIEED A receptive convolution; Skin effect
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0 51 &

T PR RE % FH R AT 50 3t J5 4 3 | Pl i
T Al S DR BT A B A A TR R
K R, TLREER ) 9 s o ) ANl R A 3
R ( Nabighian et al., 2005; 3k % 7% 58,2024 ). J{
b, SR B R ) S RO E AR Y B
T SRS AR TR E 2% 2] (Deep Learning,
DL) J7 4938 TR Bl 22 i iz kit B &
% #% ( Convolutional Neural Networks, CNN) & & i 3h
Hi 5 A 8% 45 25 (0] B8 ( Krizhevsky et al.,2017) , 3t
HiF 2 26l &k 3B WAl DLAb BEOA 3 5@ 3 n)
(Huang et al.,2021 ; Lii et al.,2023 ). X & g 5 H i
e Hb Bk B ) LR i T 2 BT i VR 2 B
T3 KA 28 I 45 100 T 3k ) B ) F 5 v

20 22 80 4EAX, 45 A 28 9 4% 1 e 1) 4% 4% 5
B RS, IR ) R JEITEA T BT T,
1.2 DNN 75 My 35k 4y 0 <5 8k (%) o FH 4 4t 1 3 iy SEL it
Oh %5 (2020) #2 1 —Fh 2k T I & DL 1% P [W] Je i3
T AT EARIE E , ok &S5 (2021) 4 M 4 3R 2
FJ I a S ) el S kR TS = 4
B AT e s 1 ) TR B2 2 ~1 B OH Ml 3k ) KL
P 5 2RSS 5 9 Al BEME. Yang 45 (2022) ffi [l 17—
Pl E ) U-Net 1K &R 347 = 4k & J) fe 3. Li 4%
(2023) F BB L W 45 TF & T GV-Net [ T i
Tl 2 T g S b R b R A 3B A R R E
Xu £5(2023) A 42 1 T ResUnet (11~ %5 FF 15
TP oy i o A AR R LA Y I R ) B
FRAS T BCRRE . B0 2 B Bl 8 I 26 A0 RS T 2
A7 L S5 R I L Ak B A A vy 4 590 A AT Y
B, Wang 55 (2024 ) 42 H fili 1] 2 RUE 2 g MS-UNets
PO 2% ok % figk . B0 HE ) = 4E I P AR R 2 A
JE P R R 3X 26 T5 vk 0 R 2 1 B T AR D — b A
A HE N A RE ) AR PR M RE ) A BOR R
F 2 J5 VR TE AR R AT BE IR A% B2 U7 v R Ab FE R AR

AR ILA 1 ) ST R R R L B B
H T 3t R ) B 37 Y AT R BT, R SR S B 3 B R IS A
TEAG —SE[R) L, 0 PR AL, Hy 3 7 ) A 2 B ST A
BT TR A5 1Y B 5T 25 T 00 I TE B K Y T, 24l
FHUI G5 0 A 28 0 28 o8 00 4 2 0 A7 I 3 o, A3 18 X

TR BB BT 7S H B R A AR B L T TR R B G,
R R TR

TE 2 fif Fa JPR 007 ) 80 1, AR SO T 8 ) R AE
B4 (Attention Feature Fusion, AFF) #| ] k #:47 8
D) =4 R R AT I, BE A% S i 4 R B A B Y
o] 73 BF 2, 76 M AR Al B, 42 R #5252 45 L (Global
Receptive Convolution, GRC) #3435 43 b5 U % FH, DA
SRAFH AR B Z BAHESS B, Bz M 45 F5 2 GRC-UNet.
AR T — 44 R Gravinv [ %5 B A5 70 80 4% 45
PR LR 2R A A 20 1 AE K N L S5
w2 R W P 4 JR e 52 A BB B 9 ot 28 I 2% X T
M S A SRS 1) R A B S e ORI

1 fy R R R

1.1 EHNRELEE

FETHEATL RO AR RN By b BT O 0L I T | 5
AL ) S I R 2 M 5T ) A3 o T B iR
G B — 5 TR BN Q(E,m,0) % &
Hp(€,m, ). M FVALEN &L P (x,y,2) Ab 7= 1)
& J13% 0] DL 378 K (Rezaie et al.,2017) :

F =y ptemo) v, (1)

Horpr, VAR B RAR AR r ARRARBUT Q(€,7m,0)
B AL PRy ST A 51 R R 2% 3t 5
PRI g S B O g 9 1 T LT 1) b i, T
AR -

oF

g = o =7ﬂvp(§,n,§)zr_3gdv- (2)

TE S PR B ) S R 0 A R R R S
AL 2 B TR R, AR R T

4 P(x,3,2) . Y Payo)
2 f e o 2
/ il
0 0 e e
x fl: .fz: byox
:/:I
oEns) G- r-
peEng)  Gp------- =3
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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of the underground
section of the model
(a) Arbitrary geological body; (b) Rectangular prism model.
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B — AR T PR BT R AR SRR B A KT
R BT 57 A 18 S5 SRR R Ay 3t 2 25 i) 4 A
A AT W 5 7 25 18 5 24 80 43 i BT RO
g % TR BUR /N, 3R A DL G AT B
AR B 3t B A W) 30 o) A By S E T SR T AR R Ol
(Zhang et al., 2022a) .

d=Gm , (3)
Ao, d S &AWL A ) T SR AR mox 1Y
o] 5 sm hy L STMAS E 23 )5 A B0 B9 R ALY
nx 1 W E;G=[g;],., R BEERE, K+
JUER g, 08 T B IR TS A A R B 0 A A L A
EIWILERiT e
1.2 EARE

Hi g B i ) a] DL BRAR Ay 1 5 R e ) 0 A
B 30 (3) A m g2 R AR, 5 2 © 0 A WL £k
d K [ Ml T A A AR R 2 ] 1Y) % B S 8 m. (B
R TR — A 1) L,y 000 A i e i /D T
J A oy i K, B d 4R T om i 4E 5, U i
g B U I et RISy ik X E R JT R X T R A Y
fifp 2 A I — Ay, BEE g B AR P B 22 A P ] A

e S S I e/ B U A H b ek A
A LA R O (5K A4 ,2021)

¢ =d-Gml,. (4)

ASCHRAE TR AT DL B 9K 3l i S 36 5 vk, H
12 MOULIN T 5 S5 i R0 A1 W b % A TR A T 22 g L
ARBUH R R R . CNN sl i — A~ = 24 1
LR I 45 ok 22 3k DN B30 Al B 0 A AL A B G OG R
(Zhang et al.,2022b) , A LI F IR .

m=F(d) . (5)

AN T6) 7 0E DAk S T oK 00 S 5 00 S
(B 22 [B) A 5 22 Foe /K, T CNIN R Y8 e 0 2% 2 A5
55 PR % RE AR AR 2 ] Y R 22 e /MK

2 WFsEIiik

AR/ #E AFF-UNet [ 4 (1 356l F, i A K
T2 B 1 7 3 B g 2 PR R SO R AR AR Y H Y.
R CFFR A # GRC #3 ( Yu and Koltun,2016) 7E
HRFEALE EMHRTRKER ST EER, A5
SR A SRAEALE, BB B RAR B ™ RS2 B, (i 74
Pl 25 19 26 48 3 B B 22 A R AR A L
2.1 GRC-UNet [ 2& 4514

N T A ) = Y S AT 5 B L o A TR
fr % FEROAY 75 T B 5 1) b3k B & 4 PR . D
U-Net f#i 40 E T SCHY W45 8% 42 RS2 4950 1 A A Y

ST Y& 42 ( Ronneberger et al.,2015) Jfy %t i HE
K EZ BN 3 x3 1Y GRC BEH K g i 2% 5
ik i s 22 71 ) B4 1) R A D 5 R 48 Ol 1 ) AR
FlS R, I ELX Rl S5 8 4R E P U AT R AR SR
h T REMEAT B AT I RRAE RO, Z RIEEEEE T
# H ( Multi-scale Channel Attention Module, MS-
CAM) (Dai et al.,2020) ¥ 2> it — R G 275 /&
FRAE , $5 Jo 4 B IR A [R) ROBE A R AiE 5 A7 7 AIE il 45
Ren 45 (2025) 325K fiff I GRC 5 e A8 A o 5 B Y
R A A AR e B T LUOR A SR R Y
BEGE, B TICRA2R BT SUE B2 A R L
BRI HER ) > B2 R R TERIERE 2 R BT
SCRMIERYFTHR T L O 1 AN 58 00 K 15 Ry TR B AR R
F ORI T AS SCORE 5 25 455 B op DA e B 0 A 1
L 2 — B8 oy GRC AR, 55 — A h i 45 A7
FE A ,GRC-UNet M Z8 45k 40141 2 fr 7.

GRC F P BE 98 {1 15 45 AL b W0 4% R A AL 1 [5] i
S A (1) 24 52 5 0 3 A R Y 7 1%, B TR IR B R
ZH H Y. [ GRC BRSO U8 Ik A $2 4t 4 Jmy 2 52
B, IF HBA S ABAMI S L — m i ST
T A B A [R] 18 38 7 S AR & B A TR Y
A% SR AE L

flanlE 3 i1 x 1 GRC B 7R &L, i i 18
ERERE 1 x 1 BB WA, BIIE 3 26 b AR i 55T
DR 5 AR B 37 7 PR R S 5 R BT R Y
LN rp AR 2R IR AT AR o A B DL R R DA 4 A
5 TR IR R Ay 25065 57 7 AR B Xof 7 Y 2 5 % Bl 1)
fib s (B A7, FT LA AR 42 )R B S0fE R

GRC-UNet |9 2% 45 1 v f ik 1) 5% 22 1 B i ] 4
iR, AFF BEHE AT LR IR A

Z=M(X6Y)®X+ (1 -M(XWY))QY , (6)
Hop,Z e RO R Rl & R AE WS PHR FRIE R 5.
AFF BEHANIE 4 iR R AE X 5 Y AR & W1 IR FRAE
#BEZIG, %0 MS-CAM 13 2| 1 2 ) fil & ALE. 4)
BRAFAE X 5 Y A8 3 5] 5 6 A A AR AH A
FFELGHFHE Z. 76 AFF L Sy 1 fif Bk UL, FRA1T
Ve PR AE T R AR W) I AR HE 5

MS-CAM #5 5 g 55 A i) RUBE H bk 1A i) 252
PR BRSO R E. 45 0E 2 il B 3 G(X)
R IE EF 3 L(X), &5 MS-CAM 7] 4 i 3
WIEEHN C, KN K Hx W HRE X e RO,

X' =XQM(X) =XQo(L(X)D G(X)) , (7)
Horp ,M(X) ) MS-CAM A= Jl 9 T B I AE. @ F£R
ik, @ Fom WL MS-CAM By &5ty &l 6 fiv 7. £
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Fig.2  Schematic diagram of gravity inversion structure based on GRC-UNet network
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MS-CAM R & RS54/ BT XEEMERES, /R
FRIEIE bR 30 LX) 55 ARRE B AT AR 2 AR, )
DLOR B R 98 H NS J2 R ALE v A4 20 4 1
2.2 BMEKEY
TE TR B P 25 19 2% 1 2 i A b, — 808 3 de /)

A R BRBOK Al DR A0 Al 1) 8. %o T (&1 {5 [m] 5 i i 4
[0, L, B L, 305008 5 2 8 SCHR BB B T )
JE i H 2 T B FR AT B E ) = 4 i ()
HAM G (Li et al.,2018) , B ) = 4 ) i ¢ 1
FR 7R 23 e Ml R 25 (] AR /N g — FB 43, 33k i 2 1 k4
ZRAERR LT [ Y 2o B b SR R T B /MEL, B B
28 FU0I 45 2R A 0] T 75 5. T RE 6B I M 0 %)

B AR, S FERE S TE H AR IR 515 RIK R B
T AN I A TH T LAY I 220 i )N © AR A IR 5 47
EAE B9 Dice 512 B EUME Dy S I 2% 1 451 2% R4,
Dice f?éﬁ[ﬁﬁiju%ﬂ“ﬁ(Mﬂletan et al.,2016) .

2Zmﬁ

DiceCoefficient = —; , (8)
Zm m, Zﬁt m,
Horpom, Fom, 530 R 5 > B A
AR N RoR % FE R Y B
AR SCAE W28 1 ik B2 v B P 21 00 451 2% R, B
Dice #1294 T 1 — Dice &34 :

DiceLoss = 1 — DiceCoefficient

ZZm m,
=1- , (9)
Zm m, Zﬁz m,
Dice 5t 2 i BUE YO BBl 7E 0 ~ 1 Z [B] , BB B /N 3R 7 )
1M S 25 RS BSEbR 2 2 TR) 15 22 BN B [
T RE f AT

3 Bl

3.1 FEHEENHE

1€ DL Sy ik B T i i & 38 45, 4 4t
KA I Z2RE 0 05 35 80008 R I 25 190 4 AR A7 2 B2 11
R SOB L R K R 1600 m {1 1E 5 T WL X 38 %) 4y
R 32 x 32 A% SRAE PR 50 m o T 4K TE 43 I R
1600 m, ¥Rk 800 m Ay X I &) % 43 f 16 x 32 x
32 K R, K R 50 m. 1B R A 1 2 B (E R
1 g/em® FF R R 0 g/em’ i = 4 S 35 ) S0 10
FVE =4l Sr AR5y E In) 81, BCKE 1R 23 (B R o b 1 5
X3 (0 g/cm® ) Al T A X I (1 g/em’).

Ip I

g A 5 7S Tl RS A ) i B ROHE A ) B
JE B M BRI 2R, O T R 2% BT — s 2 AR,
i AL E (Huang et al.,2021) ) J7 3 A A Bl AL
HRIRY . A ST 75 ol R ASE T R LA 2R % X
P8 S5 A0 G () g 8 114 1 B30 S X o 2 ) 2% R A 7
gk, Kz K i S fiv 45 0 Graviny Bdi4€. Graviny %
P b iy — N ZR A A — A I 2 R, VIR SR Hh A
Bl AL 2 A1 10000 A~ 0 FL R AU & 2000 4>, G 3
22000 >4 5 %B] AR AL 100 A~ Fifi BILASE B 0
BERIA% 100 4>, 3k 700 ASEEG]. 75 HLAR 70 A
PURE RS B ] 7 Fﬁm.
3.2 RIS

TEVI 25 B B, F AT R 32 A B & O 150 4>
epoch HLK/NEEE Hy 32,24 2 KL E N 3 x 107 R A
Adam BEAL M 4S8 (PC it & :11th Gen Intel (R)
Core(TM) i5-11320H@ 3. 20GHz,RAM; 16GB, T [A]).
3.3 MR

AR SCAE T AR 48 b5 R VA T g = 2 i A R
AL A R AR

MAE:%Z (i) -m(i) |, (10)
_14Hm>—mum

B s 2 w0, ()

g - CUmG) —m) | <t) (12)

q

2<ﬂw—ﬂwﬁ

R* =1 - s (13)
Z(ﬂ)—ﬂ))

Horp i (i) R m () 4 5003 7% 190480 i) e 0 338
R S AN U R p R g 4 I 3R ) i d
m (9 4E . MAE S 3 3 2 % 5% 2 I e 0 g 4580 15
PRS2 [ ) -3 255 B, T AR R IR 2,
F Ly T W B FE R A 2 ] 1
KR 22, E, R K5 05 R XA SRR B, % R
{8, () 40 m (i) 1525 10 240 %1 /N T B AR I, 00 A
Sk U TE B, e P 4 7% T T 9000 4880 4 14, 5 I
T 1 50 Ak DA S A A 43 B L 3 A
. AEARBFFE T (EAEH 0. 01, R® 2 Y& R4, (Ao
T 7 5 B AL B RO I 4 A
TR d (i) 3277 B T 7 5% M, d (i) 365 WL (1
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Fig.7 Gravlnv dataset

(a) Single cube model; (b) Single step model; (¢) Dipping dike model; (d) Double cube model; (e) Cross double step model;

(f) Same-direction double step model; (g) The single random model; (h) Two random model.

PEANAT S 28 50 5 I 2 i f 2 ) 2% T Ay =
Y SRR R 25 I ZRIK B 1S AR, 108 TR E
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Fig.8 Training loss curve of the inversion network

A F U5 SRR RO B AR, BT A Y 3D M
B H R B R A R T 0.3 g/em’ M85, LU
AT DA 3 A v B AL 2 B TLAS B RS AR Ok J TR
—F GRC-UNet [ % = 4t & g 1 ROR

ASCH 4 1 1 GRC-UNet W 4% & #F AFF-UNet
W 2% 1) BL ity b, B TR B B O LR B R
JAZ BF AR 2 AR RRAE A B 0, I BRI ok
B RS L 00 5 R AL IS T S5 R Y T AR
SAFEIAE R B2 T, BF LA FE A SCH K 8 GRC-UNet
W2 5 AFF-UNet I 4% ) 5 3 45 5, B LS UE GRC-
UNet % 4 BE 1 75 — & 2 B b {75 ) 8 25 1L 15 2
Tt

{#i ] Gravinv % 4% % /3 51 %} GRC-UNet ¥ 2% 5
AFF-UNet [ 45 #E 4791 25 5 0058, K5 99l 190 45 1) 2 7
SEIRIEAT HLER. B ALk BRI LA 4 BB AL G X E
9 FIE 10 fis.
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MNIEL9 Hra] LU Y WE%E (b) Fl (e ) BT JE 7R 1Y T
DS 7R %) 3D AL &L, JIr T ) b 5 AR 485 78 T 18 4 B
RIE RN EAE B Y 5B &, IR
b 5T 4 A Y 85CR GE & GRC-UNet [0 26 B fi: — 2%
M Ce) F(E) T AR A W B L 1, AFF-UNet % 2% J2
TE 11 T 9] 167 A 3 22 2% JBT 43 AT TE b S AR R [
BT BRSO RR R B MR L, B
GRC-UNet Tl 45 R AL A7 7R 23 2% It (HL 255 R U I
A RAT AL T AFF-UNet [ 2.

10 Hraf DL, 5 (b) F(e) BT IR 1)
T A AL B 3D AL, WA ) £ R AR B AT DS
R R BOB AR B B 15 B, {52 Bl & TR 09
OB TR 0 (5 B R B XT L (e) F1(E) AT LA
A, AT LA M 5 00 AR R TE IR R A A
A R TR I ) 8 R, L B A A A 4, A R £ 3
SN i A 1 AR A RO, (EX T S R 8 LAY 9
I GRC-UNet T i) 45 5 50 Jows a4 -

A 4.3 R PEr 545 , GRC-UNet 9 2% 5215 1Y
WRZEMZR 1 Frax. N 1 o] DUE A SO fr 2
f) GRC-UNet [ % tH% T AFF-UNet [& 2% |5 4 % o
JIN RSSO 5% 22 , %) T 3 BOHE i 48 G ROCR
{18 4 30T L A B

%1 GRC-UNet 5 AFF-UNet £ K HIZE
Table 1 The average inversion errors between

GRC-UNet and AFF-UNet

GRC-UNet AFF-UNet

MAE 0. 0069 0. 0072
E, 0. 3337 0.3620
R? 0. 9873 0.9813

% 2 GRC-UNet 5 AFF-UNet ¥ KB E E_acc
(4L : %)
Table 2 The average inversion accuracy E_acc between

GRC-UNet and AFF-UNet( unit: %)

i 5 GRC-UNet AFF-UNet
HETE b e T 97. 51 96. 67
AT A} R AR A 96. 50 96. 43
i 1] 4R KA AY 96. 30 94. 35
fi] Ao AR T 96. 57 96. 47
I AT R A A 97. 09 92. 80
W7 )2 5 Y 96. 61 95.70
Bifi B A% 7Y 94,27 92.71

M 2 T Rf LAF i, GRC-UNet 258 76 75 i & #E
BRI LA Ko BB HILBE B Y 7 34 5 TR FE B AE AFF-
UNet [ 45 i) JE iy 1A 45 B S 42 &5, R ml LA
AL i ] GRC B Xt AFF-UNet X 2% iE 17 ) i it
I BB —E R B — PR A R

25 I £ PR GRC-UNet %% 5 AFF-UNet [¥]
28 1Y) S TE 45 R L, G Rl R R 34 R i GRC-UNet
I 2 TC Ve R AE T IR A B A 2 5% (T % 0 A
WL B, i %F H AT LU Y GRC-UNet [6 4% K5 i 2 £
F AFF-UNet 2%, 3 H 3000 3% 22 DL K& 5 07 508 40
BRI T AFF-UNet, A JL 3 (A % & , GRC-UNet
W 2% S REMS AE AFF-UNet i 350l bt — 2 i ph 2
) £ Js TN JE

B X5 BEBLAL AL 3D AR 5] 5 30 T PR R 4K 2% 1 T
A G0 OB BRI AN GRC BEBR A B b2l T 4
AR 2 B RRAE LR X I A 5 2 AT 5 R0 2 A b A
[F) 300 3 R BT AN () A SR A 6 3K S T i A AR
F R R 76 L3R Al b, R R ALY A R
TR RETUAS B 5t HoA A — s W BERLYE 72 — B AL
P 4 B N 5 A5 A 2 T 45 g T 455 SR 7 A B 1
By ARG W0 34 5 R Sk 14T A 0% S 5 i AT AR
342 RRRETEZAMLRK

1 F— /N, A% GRC-UNet [ 4% 5 AFF-
UNet [ 45 B i 1Y 25 AT T B8O BAR B Hh AL, 7 &
07 =4 SO n) b, — By TR R R0
[ 1) L, A SCHE Y GRC-UNet [ 2% B H & £ 02 A
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Fig.9 Comparison of inversion results of GRC-UNet and AFF-UNet
(a)Rule density model; (b) Inversion results by GRC-UNet; (c¢) Inversion results by AFF-UNet; (d) xoz section of the true density model;

(e) xoz section of (b);(f) xoz section of (c).
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Fig. 10 Comparison of inversion results of GRC-UNet and AFF-UNet
(a) Random density model; (b) Inversion results by GRC-UNet; (¢) Inversion results by AFF-UNet; (d) xoz section of the true density model;

(e) xoz section (b) ;(f) xoz section of (c).
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Fig. 11  Comparison of inversion sections of GRC-UNet and AFF-UNet at different depths
(a) True model section at 400 m; (b) GRC-UNet inversion model section at 400 m; (c) AFF-UNet inversion model section at 400 m;

(d) True model section at 600 m;(e) GRC-UNet inversion model section at 600 m; (f) AFF-UNet inversion model section at 600 m.
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Fig. 12 The inversion result of the St. Nicholas
(a) The inversion sections of GRC-UNet; (b) The inversion sections of AFF-UNet. The above line: Fasting= — 1700 m;

The next line; Northng = —400 m. The black line is the actual contour.
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( Vassallo et al.,2015)
Table 3 Physical properties of the main rock units

of the St. Nicholas( Vassallo et al.,2015)
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