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Khoa Vit ly - Vit ly K¥ thuat, Truong DPH KHTN, PHQG-HCM

Tém tit

Tinh da nghiém ctia bai toan nguoc ludn gy rat nhicu khé khin cho cac nha dia vat 1y khi tién hanh
giai doan tai li¢u. Dé khic phuc han ché trén, trong nhiéu truong hop, nha minh giai sé dwa vao cac mo hinh
dugc x4y dung sin dé x4c dinh nhitng di thudng xudt hién trong mit cit GPR. Bai bao nay s& gi6i thiéu mot sb
mo hinh 1y thuyét va thyc té lién quan dén cac vat thé ngam, tir d6 so sanh va dua ra nhitng nhan dinh, giai thich
vé nhing diém khac biét giita hai mo hinh. Muc dich 13 lam giam dén muc ti thiéu sy nham 1an trong qua trinh

minh giai s6 liéu GPR.

COMPARISON BETWEEN THEORETICAL AND PRACTICAL MODELS OF
UNDERGROUND OBJECTS IN GROUND PENETRATING RADAR
AND ELECTRICAL PROSPECTING
Abstract

Multi-solution characteristic of an inverse problem has always caused many difficulties to geophysicists
in interpreting materials. To overcome this weakness, in many cases, they will rely on built models to identify
abnormalities in GPR sections. This article will introduce some theoretical and practical models relating to

underground objects and these results will be compared in order to give judgments and explanations about the

differences between the two models. The purpose is to minimize the errors in the process of GPR interpretation.
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