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Improving the inversion accuracy of shallow shear wave velocity structure based on microtremor

method: A case study of Haikou Jiangdong New District

Abstract: [Objective] The microtremor survey method is not limited by the spatiotemporal distribution of seismic
sources and has become an effective method for observing the structure of shallow shear wave velocity. An experiment to
compare microtremor, drilling, and shear wave logging was conducted in Jiangdong New District. The experiment showed
that the microtremor inversion results were consistent with the logging curve shape, and the shear wave velocities of the
strata and the corresponding depths were basically in agreement. Thus, good application results can be achieved. However,
it was found that the microtremor inversion strata and the drilled strata did not completely correspond. In terms of wave
velocity, the microtremor results could not reveal an interface with a small difference in wave velocity, while the drilling
data did not distinguish an interface with a large difference in wave velocity. The study of the influence mechanism of the
two factors on the microtremor inversion results is helpful to improve the understanding of the microtremor inversion
model and to obtain more reasonable inversion results. [Methods] On the basis of a small or a large wave velocity
difference, a physical stratification model, a geological stratification model, and a combined model are designed. The
factors and rules affecting the inversion results are discussed by dispersion curves, low-velocity layers, layer variations, and
inversion method. [Results] The inversion results of the physical property stratification model can better reflect the
location of a weak layer. Changing the interface mainly affects the adjacent layers. Adding interfaces with small and large
differences in wave velocity increases and decreases the wave velocity errors of the adjacent layers, respectively. The
interface with a large velocity difference has less influence on the velocity of the adjacent layers than an interface with a
small velocity difference. A large error change is mainly caused by an interface with a small velocity difference, and the
inversion is more sensitive to an interface with a small velocity difference. [Conclusion] The practical application of the

microtremor method in Jiangdong New District of Haikou shows that it is helpful to improve the inversion accuracy of the

EEWEB: BrEAEEniEiESFEESLEE A EHE (22-HNHYDZZYHIKF023, HNHYDZZYHIZZ003 )
This research is financially supported by Key Laboratory of Marine Geological Resources and Environment of Hainan Province (Grants No. 22-HNHYDZZ-
YHJKF023 and HNHYDZZYHJZZ003).

E—1EEH: Kar (1982—) , B, B THEM, EENFHLEESWIEN AT . Email: 251254900@qq.com
BEEEH: R/ (1983—) , @, MATEMN, FENFLEEYHEN AP . Email: 12738455@qq.com

Wi HER: 2024-05-20; f&E HEI: 2024-11-01; FRABH: 2024-11-12; MEERBEH: 2025-0120; [IEHE:

pt
o


https://doi.org/10.12090/j.issn.1006-6616.2024055
https://doi.org/10.12090/j.issn.1006-6616.2024055
https://doi.org/10.12090/j.issn.1006-6616.2024055
https://doi.org/10.12090/j.issn.1006-6616.2024055
https://doi.org/10.12090/j.issn.1006-6616.2024055
https://doi.org/10.12090/j.issn.1006-6616.2024055
mailto:251254900@qq.com
mailto:12738455@qq.com

110 ¥R 55 54 https://journal.geomech.ac.cn 2025

wave velocity by merging the interfaces with smaller wave velocity differences or adding interfaces with larger wave
velocity differences, without changing the local trend of the layer velocity. [Significance] The 2D microtremor shear wave
velocity section was obtained by inverting the measured data. Combined with the depth and undulation information of the
bedrock surface provided by drilling, it provides a reliable basis for the site condition evaluation and the underground space
utilization planning of Haikou Jiangdong New District.

Keywords: shear wave velocity structure; wave velocity difference interface; inversion model; microtremor method
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Location and distribution map of the bore holes collected in Haikou Jiangdong New District

(a) Location of Haikou Jiangdong New District; (b) Position of the bore holes and the microtremor profile line
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Fig.2 Shear wave logging results in bore holes in Jiangdong New District

(a) JDSKO005 shear wave logging curve; (b) JDSK008 shear wave logging curve; (c) JDSK006 shear wave logging curve
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(a) Microtremor data; (b) Dispersion curve extraction; (c¢) Hierarchical inversion
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(a) Microtremor dispersion curve; (b) JDSKO006 shear wave logging curve
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Table 2 Results and error analysis of microtremor inversion in models 1-3

; . AL HARI2 A3

24 *‘?@?f fgffff) SRR R AR YRR RV X YRR REGE i
m (m/s) (m/s) m (m/s) (m/s) m (m/s) (m/s)

1 15.35 163.00 15.60 183.89 20.89 15.60 184.69 21.69 15.60 182.61 19.61
2 23.70 375.00 2230 391.58 16.58 2230 381.00 6.00 2230 403.77 28.77
3 47.00 646.00 48.20 695.34 49.34 48.20 735.18 89.18 48.20 664.50 18.50
4 52.70 675.00 — — — 52.65 461.90 213.10 52.65 451.50 223.50

5 — 666.00 60.20 620.23 45.77 60.20 558.77 107.23 — — —
6 77.70 714.00 75.00 711.01 2.99 75.00 724.49 10.49 75.00 768.07 54.07
7 94.00 736.00 92.50 769.67 33.67 92.60 783.18 47.18 92.40 752.54 16.54
8 109.30 793.00 114.00 811.26 18.26 114.00 817.55 2455 114.00 809.50 16.50

9 133.80 — 133.80 767.25 — 133.20 763.26 — 133.20 766.27 —

10 169.13 — 162.00 816.04 — 162.00 817.78 — 162.00 827.15 —

11 200.17 — 216.00 962.73 — 216.00 958.50 — 216.00 972.89 —
By tastiR2 4.58% Byt 11.42% By tstiR2 11.43%
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Table 3 Results and error analysis of microtremor inversion in models 4-6

T4 S iT6
o REOVE MR . — - - o -
S Ll e OVEWIE RBOGE AOIRE SVRWE UG ARE VRRE REOLE 4R
m (m/s) (m/s) m (m/s) (m/s) m (m/s) (m/s)
1 15.35 163.00 15.36 180.05 17.05 15.36 181.40 18.40 15.36 180.90 17.90
2 23.70 375.00 23.70 461.45 86.45 23.70 446.18 71.18 23.70 45421 79.21
3 47.00 646.00 47.00 634.36 11.64 47.00 707.92 61.92 47.00 662.98 16.98
4 52.70 675.00 52.65 480.12 194.88 52.65 495.54 179.46 — — —
5 — 666.00 — — — 60.20 565.78 100.22 60.20 637.67 28.33
6 77.70 714.00 77.60 804.12 90.12 77.60 774.15 60.15 77.60 757.40 43.40
7 94.00 736.00 94.00 746.26 10.26 94.00 773.53 37.53 94.00 761.50 25.50
8 109.30 793.00 109.25 735.83 57.17 109.25 745.37 47.63 109.25 739.47 53.53
9 133.80 — 133.80 825.48 — 133.80 822.23 — 133.80 821.04 —
10 169.13 — 169.20 867.89 — 169.20 854.44 — 169.20 858.23 —
11 200.17 — 200.00 921.52 — 200.00 902.97 — 200.00 909.55 —
Y kxR 2E 11.55% Yo X iR 10.70% Y5 AR 2 6.51%
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Fig. 8 Results of shear wave velocity inversion in models 1-6

(a) Model 1; (b) Model 2; (c) Model 3; (d) Model 4; (¢) Model 5; (f) Model 6
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Fig. 9 Comparison of wave velocity inversion for models 1-6
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Fig. 12 Comprehensive interpretation profile of the microtremor survey

(a) 2D microtremor shear wave velocity; (b) Geological interpretation
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