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Introduction The method: Model based, optimised AVO
We present an application of model based AVO to a case 1. Define a reflector class model

of thin layer reflections at Sleipner. We apply this method 2. Forward model (realistic) reflection coefficients R(6)

to analyze the top most reflection from a series of 3. Approximate R(6) via singular value decomposition:
reflections that are interpreted to be several thin CO, R(O) ~C, f,(0)+C, f,(0)+C,f,(0)

layers accumulating under Intra-reservoir mudstone
layers; and/or multiples within the layers. The objective is
to estimate the thickness of the CO, layer.

Model building

4. Crossplot coefficients C, and C, of model and real data

1. Definition model geometry at Sleipner: 2. Estimation of seismic properties:
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