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280 161 15. 14 13. 13 284 210 24. 86 19. 71 165
290 168 15. 71 13. 78 260 206 23. 23 17. 87 196
300 174 13. 14 10. 76 457 204 24. 29 18. 99 172
310 174 13. 21 10. 85 450 195 20. 29 13. 50 325
320 173 11. 86 9. 16 627 192 18. 58 10. 76 505
330 180 12. 14 9. 52 604 189 20. 86 14. 34 280
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380 195 12. 00 9. 34 680 172 17. 73 9. 02 643
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STUDY ABOUT INFLUENCE OF FAULT ON SEISMIC WAVELET FORM

Fan Yaoxin

(Seismological Bureau of Yunnan Province,Kunming 650041)

Abstract
In this paper, on the basis of theory of seismic wavelet, regulations of wavelet form vari—

ation have been studied in typical fault.- It is proved from theory that when seismic waves

pass through faults, wavelet form variations are more sensitive than travel time on faults.

The results from observation data demonstrate that it is practicable to judge fault properties
by seismic wavelet theory.
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