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4. Synthetic study 5. Field data
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The lithologies are replaced by densities analogous to the field petrophysics data. The density models have same drill hole contact points but different structures. well.

® The predicted density model reveals several volcanic intrusions
between 0 and 8000 m, which align well with drillhole observations
7- Resu Its in that region.
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6. Geological hypothesis testing
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® Inversion results from Hypothesis 4 indicate subtle vertical offsets »* "
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® Overall, uncertainty is highest at the center of the syncline. Q1°°°
Acquiring new drillhole data In this area would enhance model ~
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