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Abstract ; Different definitions of apparent resistivity can educe dissimilar inversion results in elec-
trical exploration. A finer definition can improve the inversion accuracy. The traditional Cagniar
apparent resistivity which was defined by Cagniar in 1953 only make use of modulus values of
wave impedance, but Basokur defined the apparent resistivity in 1994 including real part and i-
maginary parts of wave impedance. In this paper the forward and inversion based on the Basokur

definition for four different models are done. The results show that new resistivity can imagine

different models with thin layers, and also with common layers in model.
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Fig. 1 Forward and inversion of model .
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Fig. 2 Forward and inversion of model I.
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Fig.3 Forward and inversion of model [l and IV.
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