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ABSTRACT 

The ray-Born approximation is a very useful tool for forward modeling of scattered 
waves. The fact that ray-Born modeling underlies most seismic migration techniques, and 
therefore shares their assumptions, is a justification in itself to consider it for forward 
modeling. The ray-Born approximation does not make an explicit distinction between 
specular reflections and nonspecular diffractions. It therefore allows the modeling of 
diffractions from structural discontinuities such as edges and tips, as well as caustic 
diffractions. In the simplest implementation ray-Born seismograms are multiple-free. Ray-
Born modeling can be orders of magnitude faster than finite-difference modeling, both in 
two-and three dimensions.  
 

Ke y wo r d s :  computational seismology, seismic migration, diffractions, wave 
propagation 

1. INTRODUCTION 

Most seismic migration techniques are based on inverse scattering theory (Tarantola, 
1984; Beylkin and Burridge, 1990). They assume a smooth and known subsurface 
background, in which wave propagation can be accurately modeled, e.g., by asymptotic 
ray theory. Unknown scatterers or perturbations on the background, causing 
backscattering to the surface in the form of reflections and diffractions observed in the 
seismic data, are the objective of inversion by migration. Forward modeling of the seismic 
response of the scatterers is an essential component of migration. For backscattering this 
is usually done by the first-order term of the Born scattering series (Beydoun and 
Tarantola, 1988).  

The forward modeling by ray-Born modeling is a very useful tool in itself which has 
been studied in many publications (Červený, 2001, and references listed there, see also 
Chapman, 2004). It is closely related to demigration, the process whereby synthetic 
seismic sections are generated from a migrated image (Santos et al., 2000). The fact that 
ray-Born modeling underlies most seismic migration techniques, and therefore shares 
their assumptions, is a justification in itself to consider it for forward modeling. 
Depending on its implementation and the definition of the background model, ray-Born 
modeling has the potential to model the first-order scattering in structural models of 
arbitrary complexity, i.e. there are no restrictions to so-called layer-cake models or 
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raytracing-friendly models. If the scatterers are aligned along smooth horizons, the 
scattering response consists of specular reflections. Additionally, if the scatterers are not 
restricted to smooth horizons and the scattering is not restricted to specular reflection, ray-
Born modeling has the potential to model diffractions from discontinuities and small 
scattering objects.  

There are several key applications of ray-Born modeling. First, it can serve to generate 
synthetic data under controlled and idealized circumstances for the testing of migration 
algorithms - a useful property in this regard is that first-order scattering involves primaries 
only. Second, it can be used to study the effect of small modifications of an existing 
subsurface model (scenario testing). Third, for a given subsurface model it can be used to 
investigate illumination of a migration target and help in acquisition survey design.  

This paper reviews some of the properties of ray-Born modeling and discusses some of 
its benefits, with special attention paid to diffractions from structural edges and small 
scattering objects.  

2. BASIC DERIVATIONS 

This section reviews some well-known material relevant to the following sections. For 
simplicity, it considers only acoustic wave propagation in a three-dimensional isotropic 
inhomogeneous velocity model.  
 

2 . 1 .  B o r n  A p p r o x i m a t i o n  

Consider the scalar wave equation in frequency domain in an isotropic inhomogeneous 
velocity model c(x)c(x):  

 !2c¡2(x)u(x; !) + ¢u(x; !) = s(x; !)!2c¡2(x)u(x; !) + ¢u(x; !) = s(x; !) , (1) 

where u(x; !)u(x; !) is a wave function dependent on the location xx and frequency !!, ¢¢  is the 
Laplace operator and s(x; !)s(x; !) is a source function. Scattering theory assumes that the 
velocity model can be decomposed into a slowly varying background model c0(x)c0(x) and  
a rapidly varying scatterer c1(x)c1(x):  

 c(x) = c0(x) + ²c1(x)c(x) = c0(x) + ²c1(x) , (2) 

where ² > 0² > 0 is a dimensionless parameter. The background Green’s function g0g0 is defined 
by  

 !2c¡2
0 (x)g0(x;y; !) + ¢g0(x;y; !) = ±(x¡ y)!2c¡2
0 (x)g0(x;y; !) + ¢g0(x;y; !) = ±(x¡ y) , (3) 

for a point source at yy . The background wave u0u0, which is the solution to Eq.(1) for 
c1 ´ 0c1 ´ 0, is given in terms of the Green’s function by  

 
u0(x; !) =

Z
g0(x; y; !)s(y; !)dyu0(x; !) =

Z
g0(x; y; !)s(y; !)dy . (4)

 

The integral over yy  extends over the source region, where s(y; !) 6= 0s(y; !) 6= 0. A general solution 
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to Eq.(1) is assumed in the form of a scattering series  

 
u =

1X
k=0

uk²
k = u0 + ²u1 + ²2u2 + O(²3) (²! 0)u =

1X
k=0

uk²
k = u0 + ²u1 + ²2u2 + O(²3) (²! 0) , (5)

 

where u0u0 is the background wave, u1u1 the first-order scattered wave and ukuk (k > 1k > 1) higher-
order scattering terms. Inserting Eqs.(5) and (2) in Eq.(1), using Eq.(4) and collecting 
linear terms in ²² leads to  

 
u1(r; !) = !2

Z
g0(r;x; !)V (x)u0(x; !)dxu1(r; !) = !2

Z
g0(r;x; !)V (x)u0(x; !)dx , (6)

 

where rr is a receiver point. The expression  

 V (x) = 2c1(x)c¡3
0 (x)V (x) = 2c1(x)c¡3
0 (x) (7) 

is referred to as the scattering potential and the integral over xx extends over the support 
of the scatterer, or the region where V (x) 6= 0V (x) 6= 0. Inserting Eq.(4) in Eq.(6) gives an 
expression for u1u1 in terms of the source function ss:  

 
u1(r; !) = !2

Z Z
g0(r;x;y; !)V (x)s(y; !)dxdyu1(r; !) = !2

Z Z
g0(r;x;y; !)V (x)s(y; !)dxdy , (8)

 

where g0(r;x; y; !) = g0(r; x; !)g0(x; y; !)g0(r;x; y; !) = g0(r; x; !)g0(x; y; !). For a point source at ss , so that 
s(y; !) = s(!)±(y ¡ s)s(y; !) = s(!)±(y ¡ s), (8) reads:  

 
u1(r; s; !) = !2s(!)

Z
g0(r;x; s; !)V (x)dxu1(r; s; !) = !2s(!)

Z
g0(r;x; s; !)V (x)dx . (9)

 

Expressions (6), (8) and (9) are the (first-order) Born approximation for the scattered field 
in terms of the general Green’s function g0g0 defined by Eq.(3). It relates a velocity 
perturbation linearly to the observed scattered wave field, and therefore plays a central 
role in imaging and migration. The next section discusses Green’s functions based on 
asymptotic ray theory.  

2 . 2 .  R a y - B o r n  A p p r o x i m a t i o n  

In asymptotic ray theory the high-frequency approximation to the background 
elementary Green’s function (3) has the form  

 g0(x; y; !) = A(x; y) exp[i!T (x; y)] + O(!¡1) (! ! 1)g0(x; y; !) = A(x; y) exp[i!T (x; y)] + O(!¡1) (! ! 1) , (10) 

where T (x; y)T (x; y) and A(x; y)A(x; y) are the ray-based travel-time and amplitude at a point xx for  
a point source at yy . Expressions for T (x; y)T (x; y) and A(x; y)A(x; y) are found by substituting 
Eq.(10) in Eq.(3) and collecting terms with equal power in !!. The two highest order terms 
in !! give the eikonal and transport equations  

 jjrT(x;y)jj2 = c¡2
0 (x)jjrT(x;y)jj2 = c¡2
0 (x) , (11) 
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 2rA(x; y)TrT (x; y) + A(x; y)¢T (x; y) = 02rA(x; y)TrT (x; y) + A(x; y)¢T (x; y) = 0 , (12) 

where the gradient rr and Laplacian ¢¢  are taken with respect to xx. Rays are the 
characteristic curves of the eikonal equation given by kinematic ray equations:  

 dx=ds = c0(x)p(s)dx=ds = c0(x)p(s) ,        dp=ds = ¡1
2rc¡2

0 (x(s))dp=ds = ¡1
2rc¡2

0 (x(s)) , (13) 

for arclength ss and slowness vector pp. The travel time along a ray from yy  to xx is found 
by integrating the inverse velocity c0c0  along it  

 
T =

Z s1

s0

c¡1
0 (x(s))dsT =

Z s1

s0

c¡1
0 (x(s))ds . (14)

 

where x(s0) = yx(s0) = y and x(s1) = xx(s1) = x. At any point along the ray, kinematic ray tracing gives 
rT = prT = p and dynamic ray tracing allows to compute ¢T¢T . The amplitude A(x; y)A(x; y) follows 
then from integrating the transport equation (12) along the ray. In case of multipathing, 
the expression (10) is replaced by  

 
g0(x;y; !) =

X
n

An(x;y) exp[i!Tn(x;y) + ikn(x;y)¼=2] + O(!¡1)g0(x;y; !) =
X

n

An(x;y) exp[i!Tn(x;y) + ikn(x;y)¼=2] + O(!¡1) , (15)
 

where the index nn runs over all rays between xx and yy , TnTn is the travel time along the ray 
nn and AnAn  its amplitude. The KMAH index kn(x; y)kn(x; y) counts the number of caustics along 
ray nn and accounts for the corresponding phase shift. At caustics the amplitude is 
singular. See Červený (2001) for details on kinematic and dynamic ray tracing and many 
references.  

A simple form for the frequency domain ray-Born approximation for acoustic wave 
scattering follows from inserting Eq.(10) in Eq.(9):  

 
u1(r; s; !) = !2s(!)

Z
A(r;x; s)V (x) exp[i!T (r;x; s)]dxu1(r; s; !) = !2s(!)

Z
A(r;x; s)V (x) exp[i!T (r;x; s)]dx , (16)

 

where A(r;x; s) = A(r; x)A(x; s)A(r;x; s) = A(r; x)A(x; s) and T (r;x; s) = T (r; x) + T (x; s)T (r;x; s) = T (r; x) + T (x; s). The time domain 
version of Eq.(16) is:  

 
U(r; s; t) =

Z
A(r;x; s)V (x)S00(t¡ T (r;x; s))dxU(r; s; t) =

Z
A(r;x; s)V (x)S00(t¡ T (r;x; s))dx , (17)

 

where tt is the recording time and S 00(t)S 00(t) the second-order time derivative of the source 
wavelet. Expression (17) is the starting point for subsequent discussions in this paper. 

3. VALIDITY 

The Born approximation (6  9) has a clear physical interpretation in terms of 
scattering. The first-order scattered wave u1u1 consists of two parts: a background wave 
propagating from the source through the background medium c0c0  to the point xx, where it 
interacts with the scatterer c1(x)c1(x), and then propagates from xx through the background 
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medium to the receiver rr. Non-linear scattering is accounted for by higher order terms 
uk (k > 1)uk (k > 1) in the scattering series (5) and includes multiple reflections (Weglein et al., 
2003). Expressions for ukuk follow by recursively applying Eq.(6) for k > 1k > 1:  

 
uk(r; !) = !2

Z
g0(r;x; !)V (x)uk¡1(x; !)dxuk(r; !) = !2

Z
g0(r;x; !)V (x)uk¡1(x; !)dx . (18)

 
The series (5) is convergent if ² < 1² < 1 and the terms ukuk are globally bounded, subject to  
a suitable norm jj:jjjj:jj and independently of kk . These conditions are satisfied if  

 
jj !2

Z
g0(r;x; !)V (x)dxjj · 1jj !2

Z
g0(r;x; !)V (x)dxjj · 1 , (19)

 
so that each term in the scattering series is small compared to its previous term. The (first-
order) Born approximation becomes practical if higher order terms can be ignored (that is, 
when ·· is replaced by ¿¿ in Eq.(19)). For this reason, the Born approximation is called 
a weak-scattering approximation (Keller, 1969; Natterer, 2004).  

Equation (17) for the ray-Born approximation is a simple and pragmatic formula to 
apply, which can be made as general and rigorous as needed. It is approximate for finite 
frequencies and a finite scattering potential, but becomes exact, in asymptotic sense, in the 
high-frequency limit ! ! 1! ! 1 and weak-scattering limit j R V (x)dxj ! 0j R V (x)dxj ! 0. Therefore, in 
asymptotic sense, the ray-Born integral results in correct kinematics, for specular 
reflections as well as (non-specular) diffractions. For correct amplitudes AA  and in 
asymptotic sense, the dynamics are correct as well. For the acoustic case and constant 
density, the scattering potential has the meaning of the perturbation of the quadratic 
slowness: V (x) » ±(c¡2(x))V (x) » ±(c¡2(x)) (where cc is the P-velocity). Equation (17) can be readily 
generalized to elastic (Beydoun and Mendes, 1989; Beylkin and Burridge, 1990) and 
anisotropic (Červený, 2001, Section 2.6.2) cases.  

An important observation is that the ray-Born approximation only requires that the 
integral (17) exists and is bounded, but does not pose any further restriction on the 
smoothness of the scatterer c1(x)c1(x). In particular, there is no distinction between reflections 
and diffractions. This property is further elaborated on in Section 6 on Diffractions. 
Another consequence is that the ray-Born approximation remains valid for scattering 
geometries of considerable complexity. This is further developed in Section 4 on 
Implementation and Section 5 on Properties.  

The weak-scattering approximation is sometimes seen as a limitation in presence of 
a strong model contrasts, and particularly to the use of the Born approximation in seismic 
migration. However, it must be noted that every migration technique based on a model 
decomposition in a smooth background and rapidly varying perturbation (as Eq.(2)) 
requires an accurate background model to obtain a kinematically accurate image, and 
therefore a small perturbation c1c1. The challenge of forward modeling in migration is not 
posed by strong scattering contrast at interfaces separating smooth layers, but by accurate 
kinematics within the layers. An accurate background model therefore implies weak-
scattering and validates the Born approximation.  

An alternative validity criterion of the Born approximation is a low-frequency 
approximation; however, since this conflicts with common high-frequency 
approximations in the Green’s functions (in particular the approximation based on ray 
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theory) as well as in the imaging formulae (in particular the diagonal approximation of the 
Hessian (Tarantola, 1984), the weak-scattering formulation is to be preferred. Either way, 
the ultimate validity criterion for the ray-Born approximation is Eq.(19).  

It follows from Eqs.(6), (8), (9) and (18) that the background Green’s function 
g0(x; y; !)g0(x; y; !) plays an important role in forward modeling (even for higher order scattering) 
and hence in inversion/migration (Nita et al., 2004). On the other hand, the full wave’s 
Green’s function, g(x; y; !)g(x; y; !), which is the solution to Eq.(1) for s(x; !) = ±(x ¡ y)s(x; !) = ±(x ¡ y), 
hardly plays any role in practical algorithms; first because it depends on the scatterer 
c1(x)c1(x), which is unknown and the objective of imaging algorithms, and second, because 
the scatterer itself does not meet the smoothness requirements of several techniques for 
forward modeling. For this reason, the notion of the perturbation of the Green’s function 
(e.g. ±g = g ¡ g0±g = g ¡ g0) appearing in some publications can be misleading. 

4. IMPLEMENTATIONS 

Ray-Born forward modeling (17) consists of two components: the computation of the 
Green’s functions and the evaluation of the scattering integral. The computation of the 
Green’s functions based on ray theory assumes that the background model is suitable for 
ray tracing. Such a background can be characterized as raytracing-friendly.  

A particular example of ray-Born modeling using a raytracing-friendly model is 
presented by Červený and Coppoli (1992). Here, the background consists of laterally 
varying layers with smooth interfaces; the Green’s functions are computed by kinematic 
ray tracing for the travel times and dynamic ray tracing for the geometrical spreading, 
taking into account the necessary interface transforms. The amplitudes are computed 
using the geometrical spreading and the accumulated product of reflection/transmission 
coefficients at the interfaces. Červený and Coppoli (1992) use this design for the modeling 
of diffractions from isolated scattering objects.  

A common raytracing-friendly background, considered in this paper, is a fully smooth 
background in which the scatterers account for any type of discontinuity (reflector or 
diffractor). The scattering then mimics wave propagation as assumed in many migration 
algorithms. The travel time can be computed by wavefront construction (Vinje et al., 
1993; Lambaré et al., 1996), eikonal equation solvers (Sethian, 1996) or shortest path 
techniques (Moser, 1991; see Červený, 2001, Section 3.8, for further references). The 
preferred option depends on the background smoothness and the occurrence of multi-
valued travel time fields. The amplitude can be computed by dynamic ray tracing if true-
amplitude signals are the objective (Červený, 2001) or approximated if mainly kinematical 
properties are studied (Dellinger et al., 2000). However, a strong multivaluedness of the 
ray field in the background model poses difficulties for the ray-tracing component of ray-
Born modeling. In such a case, either more advanced asymptotic modeling techniques 
such as Gaussian beams should be used, the background should be subdivided by 
introducing more scattering elements, or the background should be smoothed.  

The second component of ray-Born modeling is the evaluation of the scattering 
integral (17). In general this is a volume integral over the support of VV  (region where 
V (x) 6= 0V (x) 6= 0). Usually, it must be carried out numerically by decomposing VV  into 
a collection of point scatterers. If the point scatterers are distributed over a volume, 
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a volume integral is necessary. If the point scatterers are confined to horizons, the integral 
reduces to a surface integral which is very similar to the Kirchhoff modeling integral 
(Santos et al., 2000). If the point scatterers are isolated the integral can be replaced by 
a simple summation.  

Fig. 1 shows ray-Born modeling in simple one-dimensional depth profiles and the 
effect of background smoothness on the ray-Born signal, or, equivalently, replacing the 
volume scattering integral by a surface scattering integral. The effect is a small time shift 
towards lower velocity regions and a rotation of the waveform; the frequency spectrum is 
unaffected. If either the velocity contrast is small enough or the background close enough 
to the true velocity, the ray-Born signal is an accurate approximation of the true signal. 
However, for a background very close to the true velocity the validity conditions of ray 
tracing may be violated (Moser, 1997).  

For simplicity, the examples presented in this paper assume scatterers to be small 

 

Fig. 1. Ray-Born modeling in two-layered 1D profiles. Velocity contrast 25%, central frequency 
10 Hz. Left: velocity depth profiles, solid - true model; dashed - background model; dotted -
 scatterer (true minus background c¡2c¡2-model). Right: ray-Born signal for a point source and receiver 
at z = 0z = 0 km. Top to bottom: background very close to true model (localized scattering volume), 
smooth and very smooth version of background (extended scattering volumes). Note that the ray-
Born signals differ by a time shift and phase rotation, depending on the sign and magnitude of the 
velocity contrast. 
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enough and confined to lines (in two dimensions) and surfaces (in three dimensions), so 
that volume integrals can be replaced by surface and line integrals. For completeness it is 
noted that surface and line integrals are to be evaluated with a proper measure relative to 
their parametrization (see textbooks on integration, e.g. Rudin, 1996).  

5. PROPERTIES 

As soon as the travel times and amplitudes are available for the Green’s functions in 
the background model, e.g. in the form of tables, the Born integral (17) is relatively easy 
to implement, in two- as well as three dimensions. Depending on the extent of the 
scattering potential, it can be evaluated efficiently, in most cases faster by orders of 
magnitude than finite-difference modeling. It does not rely on a grid for the propagation of 
waves, and therefore does not suffer from finite-difference artifacts such as grid 
diffractions and grid anisotropy. Moreover, there is no dispersion of the source signal 
(apart from the second time derivative at scattering) and there is full control over the 
amplitude spectrum of the generated data and their wavelet characteristics. In comparison 
to finite-difference modeling, there is no problem with instability of the modeling process. 
Sources and receivers can be located at arbitrary positions. Therefore a general acquisition 
geometry and surface topography can be considered. This contrasts with certain other 
forward modeling techniques that require sources and receivers to be confined to a regular 
grid or to plane surfaces.  

Depending on the implementation and definition of the background, ray-Born 
modeling does not impose smoothness restrictions on the scattering geometry (such as 
ray-tracing modeling) and there are no dip limitations (such as with one-way wave 
equation modeling). The scatterers can be positioned at arbitrary locations in the model, 
so there are no restrictions to model topology (such as with layer-cake models). Also there 
are no over-rigorous consistency constraints, imposed by a model building logic. The 
ability to handle any model topology is a particular attractive property of ray-Born 
modeling, since it allows a considerable reduction in the time spent on laborious model 
building.  

Ray-Born modeling solves the notoriously difficult two-point ray tracing problem on 
the fly, by automatically generating the scattering response at each receiver point for 
a given source point. The ray component of ray-Born (travel times and amplitudes, see 
Eq.(15)) is responsible for multipathing due to variations in the background model, the 
Born scattering naturally accounts for multipathing due to variations in reflector geometry 
(see Fig. 4a later). The physical nature of modeled data can be easily identified and 
scattered data events can be labeled with respect to propagation history.  

Ray-Born modeling based on first-order scattering allows the study of primaries only. 
In many cases, this is an advantage; for instance, when generating synthetic data for the 
testing of migration algorithm, it can be useful to have them multiple-free. Multiple 
scattering (reflection/diffraction) can be included by repeated application of the Born 
integral (18), but this requires travel times and amplitudes from any point in the model to 
any other point and becomes computationally more expensive with an increasing multiple 
order.  
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6. DIFFRACTIONS 

Since Born scattering theory does not make assumptions with respect to scatterer 
geometry other than integrability, the forward modeling includes specular reflections from 
smooth horizons, as well as diffractions from discontinuities (edges, tips) and small 
scattering objects. If the integration is carried out accurately enough, reflections and 
diffractions are modeled with the same reliability. Therefore, various types of diffractions 
can be studied to a certain degree of accuracy using Born scattering. These include edge 
and tip diffractions (Klem-Musatov, 1994) and diffractions into the caustic shadow 
(Kravtsov and Orlov, 1993). One of the objectives of this paper is to demonstrate on 
simple examples that the properties of diffractions, in particular edge and tip diffractions, 
are correctly reproduced by the ray-Born approximation and to demonstrate its application 
to diffraction imaging.  

On a terminological note, diffractions are to be distinguished from scattering: 
diffractions are the response to model discontinuities not modeled by standard ray theory, 
whereas scattering is the response to a perturbation on a background model. These are 
different mathematical descriptions which may, or may not, refer to the same physical 
phenomenon. For instance, reflections can be described by scattering but are different 
from diffractions. The term specularity refers to the validity of Snell’s law for reflection. It 
is recalled that Snell’s law consists of two statements: the incident and reflected slowness 
vectors are coplanar with the reflector normal and their components tangent to the 
reflector are equal. Edge and tip diffractions are scattered waves from (parts of) scattering 
objects which are non-differentiable and hence for which a normal cannot be defined.  

The importance of diffraction analysis, modeling and imaging for seismic 
interpretation has been emphasized in many recent publications (see for instance 
Khaidukov et al., 2004; Moser and Howard, 2008; Pelissier et al., 2011). Conventional 
seismic processing and imaging uses specular reflections exclusively and disregards 
diffractions. On the other hand, diffractions carry valuable information concerning small, 
but significant, subsurface structural details that are lost in the conventional 
processing/imaging sequence. Diffractions permit high-resolution, or even super-
resolution, imaging under favorable circumstances. Moreover, diffractions offer a different 
view on illumination of the imaging target. In particular, where steeply dipping reflectors 
are poorly visible on a standard surface seismic survey, diffractions are scattered in all 
directions and therefore observable irrespective of the acquisition aperture (Moser, 2009). 
The imaging of diffractions can be accomplished in several ways and is closely connected 
to focusing and velocity estimation (Reshef and Landa, 2009). Diffraction imaging 
algorithms which make use of an accurate velocity model have been discussed by Moser 
and Howard (2008).  

Edge and tip diffractions have been introduced by Keller (1962) and studied in 
a number of papers leading up to the book by Klem-Musatov et al. (2008), where many 
references can be found. They have several properties based on the fact that they are 
corrections to reflected waves predicted by standard ray theory, which cast shadow zones 
at the edges and tips of a smooth reflector. First, at the shadow boundary the diffracted 
waveform is identical to the reflected waveform but has half its amplitude; second, the 
diffracted wave has a polarity reversal across the shadow boundary (Trorey, 1970). At 
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tips, or the end points of a diffracting edge, tip diffractions are generated which have the 
same corrective properties to edge diffractions. The superposition of reflections, edge and 
tip diffractions is a smooth wave field, and the edge and tip diffraction coefficients are 
therefore called smearing factors, see Klem-Musatov et al. (2008) for details.  

Furthermore, reflected as well as edge and tip diffracted waves can be characterized in 
a topological way based on their geometrical properties (Keller, 1962; Moser, 2011). The 
reflection on a smooth surface is fully determined by Snell’s law: incident and reflected 
slowness vectors are coplanar with the surface normal, and their components tangent to 
the surface are equal. Therefore the reflected ray is uniquely defined and parametrized by 
a single parameter (e.g. travel time). Edge diffractions obey Snell’s law only in one 
respect, the incident and diffracted slowness vectors have equal components tangent to the 
edge. Therefore the edge diffracted rays lie on a cone with the axis aligned along the edge 
and are parametrized by two parameters (travel time and one take-off angle). Tip 
diffractions do not follow Snell’s law at all and are diffracted in all directions and 
parametrized by three parameters (travel time and two take-off angles). Fig. 2 offers an 
illustration, where the fat ray denotes the specular reflection and the thin rays denote 
diffractions. By considering the surface, edge and tip as two-, one-, and zero-dimensional 
manifolds, respectively, the above rules can be summarized as:  

 dimensionality(diffractor) + dimensionality(diffracted wavefield) = 3 . (20) 

The topology of the diffractor therefore allows a topological classification of the diffracted 
wavefield, which is useful in 3D diffraction imaging and interpretation of 3D diffraction 
images. For 2D models, where only reflected and edge diffracted waves play a role, the 
right hand side of Eq.(20) is 2.  

Diffraction imaging can be implemented by a modification of the weighted Kirchhoff 
migration integral  

 
V (x) =

Z
dt ds dr w(r;x; s) U 00(t; r; s) ±(t¡ T (r;x; s))V (x) =

Z
dt ds dr w(r;x; s) U 00(t; r; s) ±(t¡ T (r;x; s)) , (21)

 

where the symbols have the same meaning as in the ray-Born modeling Eq.(17): 
U 00(t; r; s)U 00(t; r; s) denotes (the second-order time derivative of the) full-wave pre-stack data, 
depending on time tt and shot/receiver position s/rs/r , and ±±  is the Dirac delta function. The 

 

Fig. 2. Surface reflection, edge diffraction and tip diffraction (left, middle, right).
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term ’full-wave’ is here to be understood as referring to the complete observed wave field, 
without separation into reflective and diffractive components. The migrated image is given 
by V (x)V (x), depending on the subsurface image point xx; it is compensated for geometrical 
spreading by a factor depending on xx which is not specified here. T (r; x; s)T (r; x; s) is the travel 
time from ss  to rr via xx computed by ray tracing in a given reference velocity model. The 
extra weighting function w(r; x; s)w(r; x; s) (0 · w · 1)(0 · w · 1) is essential to design the Kirchhoff 
migration integral (21) for specific purposes. For w(r; x; s)w(r; x; s) identical to one we have the 
classical unweighted diffraction stack. Defining specularity SS  by the scalar vector product  

 S (r; x; s) = nT Tx=jjTx jjS (r; x; s) = nT Tx=jjTx jj , (22) 

and w = jSjw = jSj leads to stationary phase migration and w = 1 ¡ jS jw = 1 ¡ jS j to diffraction imaging 
(for details and references see Moser and Howard, 2008). In Eq.(22), TxTx denotes the 
gradient of T (r; x; s)T (r; x; s) with respect to xx. nn  denotes the reflector unit normal, which 
depends on the image point xx.  

A typical procedure for diffraction imaging consists of full-wave pre-stack depth 
migration (Eq.(21) with w ´ 1w ´ 1) with an adequate velocity model to obtain an optimally 
focused full-wave image V (x)V (x). From this image the reflector unit normal n(x)n(x) is obtained 
at each image point xx (Moser, 2010a). The diffraction image V D(x)V D(x) is then obtained by 
migrating using formula (21) with w = 1 ¡ jS jw = 1 ¡ jS j and SS  given by Eq.(22).  

The effect of specularity suppression (w = 1 ¡ jSj)(w = 1 ¡ jSj) in three-dimensional diffraction 
imaging of ray-Born modeled data is shown in the following section. 

7. EXAMPLES 

This section presents some examples of ray-Born modeling in two and three 
dimensions, meant to illustrate the statements made in the previous sections.  

In all examples, the scatterers are assumed to be confined to lines or surfaces, and 
weak enough so that the scattering line integral and surface integral, respectively, provide 
an accurate Born signal (see Fig. 1 and discussion at the end of Section 4). The smooth 
background velocity models (in the examples of Figs. 4b, 5b and 6b later) have been 
chosen arbitrarily and loosely representative for the reflector geometry. Ray tracing in the 
smooth backgrounds was used to produce ray-based Green’s functions in these examples; 
for the other examples analytic expressions have been applied. For the two dimensional 
examples, the source signal has a central frequency of 7 Hz and the acquisition consists of 
451 coincident source-receiver pairs along the surface z = 0z = 0 km; for the three dimensional 
examples relevant details are specified below.  

The first example concerns a very simple horizontal line scatterer (Fig. 3a) at depth 
3 km in a constant background medium with velocity 3 km/s. Two versions of the line 
scatterer are presented: one with a constant scattering potential (Fig. 3b solid line) and one 
with a scattering potential which is tapered towards the right edge point (Fig. 3b dashed 
line). The ray-Born integral (17) has been evaluated for these two scatterers. The zero-
offset section over the constant line scatterer in Fig. 3c illustrates the capability of ray-
Born modeling to generate reflected as well as diffracted wave field components. The two  
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Fig. 3. a) Line scatterer model. b) Line scattering strength. Solid (straight) line: constant strength, 
section shown in Fig. 3c; dashed (curved) line: strength tapered to right, section shown in Fig. 3e.  
c) Line scatterer section. d) Amplitude spectrum line scatterer section (left/right: unbalanced/trace 
balanced). Note unchanged spectrum across shadow boundaries (at 5 and 10 km distance). e) Line 
scatterer section with taper. Note that the right edge diffraction has disappeared. 
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edges of the line scatterer produce edge diffractions, which act as correction factors to the 
reflected wave. They have the smoothing property predicted by edge diffraction theory 
(Trorey, 1970; Klem-Musatov et al., 2008) - without them, the reflected wave component 
would be discontinuous, which is physically impossible. In particular, the properties of 
edge diffractions discussed by Trorey (1970) are distinguishable: the edge diffraction has 
a polarity reversal across the shadow boundary (or reflection tangent point, see arrows), its 
amplitude is half that of the reflection and the diffracted and reflected waveforms are equal 
(see amplitude spectra in Fig. 3d).  

The section over the line scatterer with tapered scattering strength (Fig. 3e) further 
illustrates this smoothing property. At the right edge (at x = 10x = 10 km) the reflectivity is 
tapered to zero by a polynomial function of the distance xx. As a result the reflection 
terminates smoothly there without discontinuity, and no edge diffraction appears to correct 
for discontinuity - there is no need for a correction. Notably, this phenomenon depends on 
the degree of tapering and vanishing of higher order derivatives: to suppress the edge 
diffraction effectively, a taper of higher order than cubic is needed. Nevertheless, a slight 
residual curvature at the end of the reflected event is still visible. In all examples, a higher-
order polynomial taper has been applied at model boundaries in order to suppress 
unwanted model boundary diffractions.  

The next example is a syncline model (see Figs. 4ac), in which a triplication of the 
ray field occurs. The zero-offset section displayed in Fig. 4c shows the first-order Born 
response, computed by Eq.(17) and in a smooth background model; here, regular 
amplitude behaviour at the caustics can be observed, as well as caustic diffractions. 
Standard ray theory would result in a singularity at both caustics, with an infinite 
amplitude at the caustic and no signal beyond it. Arrows in Fig. 4c point to the caustic 
diffraction, which has, again, a smoothing effect on the wave field.  

 
Fig. 4 Syncline model. a) Scatterer model; b) velocity model; c) syncline section - note caustic 
diffractions. 
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The third example is a more complicated model (Fig. 5a). It has a topology which 
would be a challenge for some other forward modeling techniques: terminating reflectors, 
a subvertical fault and isolated scattering bodies. In the zero-offset scattering response 
(Fig. 5c), diffractions from fault edges and small scattering objects are visible. The 
scattered response from a spherical body has been studied by Khaidukov (1982) and the 
exact solutions presented there show close similarity with the ray-Born response from the 
small scattering bodies in Fig. 5c. Note that the sections in Figs. 3c and 4c have been 
displayed without amplitude gain factor, Figs. 5c and 6c have a minor gain to emphasize 
diffraction content.  

The fourth model is a saltdome structure with a near-vertical pinch-out (Fig. 6a). The 
zero-offset scattering response (Fig. 6c) shows that there are no (specular) reflections 
observable from steeply dipping reflectors. The reflections on the two deepest reflectors at 
the right triplicate and disappear into infinity. However, an isolated edge diffraction from 
the pinch-out is visible (note that a minor gain has been applied to enhance its visibility; 
however, this gain also brings forward faint diffractions along the top reflections, caused 
by the discretization of the line scattering integral). The importance of being able to model 
and image diffractions from salt flanks has been pointed out in Moser (2009). Illumination 
problems may result in poorly observable reflection energy from salt flanks on common 
acquisition geometries.  

The line scatterer in three dimensions shown in Fig. 7a illustrates the smoothing 
properties of tip diffractions (although the non-specular diffraction from the line itself is 
not an edge diffraction, but rather a line diffraction). Here a source signal with central 
frequency 10 Hz has been chosen, and a (dense) acquisition consisting of 501 lines with 
1001 common-mid points each. At the tips (or end points) of the line scatterer, tip waves 

 
Fig. 5. Layer-fault model. a) Scatterer model; b) velocity model; c) section - note diffractions 
from scattering objects and fault points (left/right arrows). 
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are generated which act as correctors to line diffraction. This is shown in the (zero-offset) 
time slices of Figs. 7b and 7c. In space (xx, yy , zz for t > 0t > 0) the line diffracted wave has the 
shape of a cylinder with the line as its axis. In time (xx, yy , tt for z > 0z > 0) it has the shape of 
a one-sheeted hyperbolic cylinder. At the time of excitation of the line scatterer (t = 2t = 2 s, 
Fig. 7b) a single line diffraction is visible in the time section. It has a smeared-out 
character because it is a section tangent to the apex of the hyperbolic cylinder. At 
t = 2:1t = 2:1 s (Fig. 7c) the two rectilinear branches of the hyperbolic cylinder of the line 
diffraction are visible, as well as the two tip diffractions. The tip diffractions are spherical 
waves in space so in time domain they are one-sheeted hyperboloids, with circles as time 
sections. As in the case of edge diffraction (Fig. 3e), the tip diffractions have a smoothing 
effect on the line diffractor response. Also they have the same corrective properties: there 
is a polarity reversal across the shadow boundary (arrows in Fig. 7c), the amplitude is half 
that of the line diffraction and the waveforms are equal.  

The final example serves to illustrate the effect discussed in Section 6 and in Moser 
(2010b) on specularity suppression on 3D diffraction imaging. Consider Fig. 8a, 
consisting of a wedge with a tetrahedron-shaped body on top. The tetrahedron is similar to 
the pyramid-model of Klem-Musatov et al. (2008), the wedge is a commonly known 
challenge for seismic imaging (Moser and Howard, 2008). The reference velocity model 
is given by v = 1:5v = 1:5 km/s + 0:1z0:1z. Ray-Born modeling was used to generate 3D zero-offset 
synthetic data, the source signal has a central frequency of 5 Hz and coincident 
source/receiver points cover a regular grid of 201 × 201 points. Fig. 8b on the left shows 
the (zero-offset) data along four representative vertical sections; here reflections, edge and 
tip waves can be identified (note out-of-plane effects). In fact, detailed inspection of 
vertical sections and time slices (not shown here) reveals a rich pattern of edge and tip 

 
Fig. 6. Salt dome model. a) Scatterer model; b) velocity model; c) section - note isolated 
diffraction from pinch-out and triplicated reflections disappearing to infinity (left/right arrows). 
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diffractions, whose interplay confirms the smoothing properties discussed above. The 
middle row of Fig. 8b shows sections of the 3D pre-stack depth migrated volume 
(obtained by applying Eq.(21) with w ´ 1w ´ 1). From this volume, the reflector dips have 
been extracted to produce the 3D diffraction image displayed in right row of Fig. 8b 
(obtained by applying Eq.(21) with w = 1 ¡ jS jw = 1 ¡ jS j and SS  given by Eq.(22)). In the 
diffraction images, the reflectivity is suppressed. Tips from the tetrahedron, the pinch-out 
and the terminations of the model stand out (note that the faint pull-ups in the diffraction 
images are result of the limited zero-offset acquisition). Edges are partly suppressed, as is 
visible in the right row, second and fourth display from top. A 3D display of peak 
diffractivity in Fig. 8c (0.01% of the most energetic image samples) confirms that tips 
stand out.  

 
Fig. 7. a) Three-dimensional line scatterer. b) Three-dimensional line scatterer - time slice at 
t = 2.0 s. c) Three-dimensional line scatterer - time slice at t = 2.1 s. Note polarity reversal of tip 
waves (arrows). 
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8. CONCLUDING REMARKS 

The objective of the review of ray-Born forward modeling presented in this paper is 
multifold. First, it is to reconfirm the role of ray-Born modeling in depth migration. Most 
depth migration algorithms are based on a decomposition of the subsurface into a slowly 
varying background model and a rapidly varying scatterer. The background model is 
assumed to be known and suitable for (efficient and accurate) evaluation of Green’s 
functions; the scatterer is the unknown and the objective of the migration. With some 
provisions, the assumption that the background is slowly varying can be translated into the 
assumption that it is ray-tracing friendly. The common challenge of depth migration is to 
construct a background model that ensures an optimal focusing of the migrated image. An 
accurate background usually implies a weak scatterer and validates the first Born 
approximation for the scattered wave. The application of the ray-Born approximation in 
depth migration, explicit or implicit, is a justification by itself for considering it for 
forward modeling. Its theoretical justification is given by the convergence of the scattering 
series; in asymptotic sense (high-frequency limit for the ray component, weak-scattering 
limit for the scattering component) the ray-Born signal is exact.  

The second objective of the paper is to recapitulate a number of properties of the ray-
Born approximation for forward modeling and discuss implementation details. An 
important property is the fact that there are no assumptions on the smoothness of the 
scatterer, other than integrability. This means that scattering models of considerable 
complexity can be taken into account, in many cases models that pose serious difficulties 
for other forward modeling techniques, such as ray-tracing modeling. As soon as the 
Green’s functions in the background model are known and available, e.g. in the form of 
travel-time and amplitude tables, ray-Born modeling can be implemented as a simple 
volume integral over the scatterer.  

 

 
Fig. 8a. Pinch-out/tetrahedron model.
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Ray-Born modeling in its simplest implementation provides first-order scattering only, 
and therefore modeled data without multiples. In many cases, for instance for the purpose 
of generating test data for depth migration algorithms, this is an advantage. Multiple 
scattering can be included by extra integrations, but is computationally more expensive. 
Ray-Born modeling can be formulated for acoustic (P-wave) scattering; extensions to 
elastic and anisotropic media have been documented in the literature (see Červený, 2001,  
Section 2.6.2 for references).  

The third objective of the paper is to make a case for ray-Born modeling as a simple 
tool for the modeling and analysis of diffractions. The scattering integral does not 
distinguish between specular reflections and non-specular diffractions. Therefore, if the 
integration is carried out accurately enough, reflections and diffractions are modeled with 
the same reliability. Despite its simplicity, this is a very powerful statement: as soon as 
ray-Born is found adequate for reflection modeling, it is, a forteriori, also adequate for 
diffraction modeling.  

Simple examples show that ray-Born modeling generates caustic diffractions when the 
caustic is caused by an undulation of a smooth reflecting interface (Figs. 4c, 5c and 6c). 
Here the scattering integral has a smoothing effect, in contrast to standard ray theory 
which results in a singularity consisting of an infinite amplitude at the caustic and 
a shadow zone beyond it. The same smoothing effect occurs at edges and tips of smooth 
reflecting interfaces. Ray-Born modeling produces edge and tip diffractions with the same 
properties as predicted by edge and tip diffraction theory (Keller, 1962; Trorey, 1970; 
Klem-Musatov et al., 2008). Where an edge causes the reflection to terminate abruptly and 
to cast a shadow, the edge diffraction acts as a correction factor that ensures the 

 
Fig. 8b. Zero-offset section, full-wave image and diffraction image (left, middle, right) over 
pinchout-tetrahedron model. Sections in x- and y-directions as indicated. Note tip diffraction images 
(right top to bottom) and image of the tetrahedron edge (bottom right along y = 3.2 km). 
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smoothness of the total wave field. At the shadow boundary, the edge diffraction has the 
same waveform but half the amplitude of the reflected wave; across the shadow boundary 
its polarity is reversed. At the end point of a diffracting edge, the tip diffraction has similar 
smoothing properties with respect to the edge diffraction.  

The fact that edge and tip diffractions properties are correctly reproduced by ray-Born 
modeling has useful applications for the analysis of diffractions and their relation to 
structural geology. For an important part, the diffraction response of three-dimensional 
structural complexities, such as faults and fractures, is still unexplored terrain and several 
phenomena are not yet fully explained. Pelissier et al. (2011) give some examples of 
three-dimensional diffraction analysis on a Ground Penetrating Radar data set with the 
objective to obtain a character match of diffractions modeled on simple features with 
diffractions observed in the data. If such simple features can be classified into elementary 
building blocks, or templates, of diffractors and their response, more complicated 
responses can be understood in terms of these templates. A next step is the inversion of 
diffraction response, i.e. the extraction of structural parameters from observed 
diffractions. Notably, in the GPR data set studied by Pelissier et al. (2011), reflections and 
reflectivity hardly play any role and the background model is very simple (almost 
constant). Examples pointing to the inversion of diffractions are given by Landa and 
Maximov (1980) and Landa and Gurevich (1998). As suggested by the review and 
examples of this paper, ray-Born modeling can play an important role in the efficient and 
target-oriented generation of diffraction response of trial models. The same considerations 
apply to diffraction imaging. Here the forward modeling of diffractions is crucial for the 
understanding and interpretation of diffraction images. As pointed out in this paper, 
reflections, edge-and tip diffractions can be classified according to topological properties. 
In Moser (2011) it is argued that these properties have their implications on reflection, 
edge-and tip diffraction imaging. The specularity suppression used in diffraction imaging 
(i.e., Eq.(21) with w = 1 ¡ jS jw = 1 ¡ jS j and SS  given by Eq.(22)) has the effect of a full suppression 
of the reflection image, a partial suppression of the edge diffraction image and almost no 

 
Fig. 8c. Diffractivity (maximum diffraction image energy) on pinchout-tetrahedron model. 
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suppression of the tip diffraction image. As a result, edge images constitute the skeleton of 
a structural model and tip images indicate the joints of the skeleton (Figs. 8b,c attempt to 
illustrate this).  

This paper does not pretend to make rigorous claims and several arguments in it can be 
further developed. All presented examples concern acquisitions with coincident source 
and receiver locations. Evidently, offset dependance of ray-Born signals adds another 
dimension to analysis and interpretation, in particular of edge and tip diffractions (offset-
dependent diffractivity), but also of standard offset-dependent reflectivity (Weglein et al. 
2003; Nita et al., 2004). While advocating the advantages of ray-Born modeling, it must 
be kept in mind that there are certain limitations. Most importantly, a multivalued ray field 
in a complicated background poses difficulties. With respect to diffraction modeling, the 
question of whether all types of diffractions can be modeled using the ray-Born 
approximation is beyond the scope of the paper. For instance, surface diffractions (such as 
creeping waves around convex bodies, see Keller, 1962) are not covered by the 
implementations described here.  

 
Acknowledgments: The author thanks Dr Arkady Aizenberg, Reda Baina, Mark Grasmueck, 

Henk Keers, Shmoriahu Keydar, Prof. K. Klem-Musatov, Dirk Kraaijpoel, Evgeny Landa, Dmitri 
Lokshtanov, Jan Pajchel, Michael Pelissier, Gennady Ryzhikov, and Constantine Tsingas for 
discussions (but view points taken in this paper are the responsibility of the author). Doug Angus, 
James Hobro, Ivan Pšenčík, and Colin Thomson are thanked for their review.  

 
 

References 

Beydoun W. and Mendes M., 1989. Elastic Ray-Born l2 migration/inversion. Geophys. J. Int., 97, 
151160. 

Beydoun W. and Tarantola A., 1988. First Born and Rytov approximations: Modeling and inversion 
conditions in a canonical example. J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 83, 10451055.  

Beylkin G. and Burridge R., 1990. Linearized inverse scattering problems in acoustics and 
elasticity. Wave Motion, 12, 1552.  

Červený V., 2001. Seismic Ray Theory. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, U.K.  

Červený V. and Coppoli A.D.M., 1992. Ray-Born synthetic seismograms for complex structures 
containing scatterers. J. Seism. Explor., 1, 191206.  

Chapman C.H., 2004. Fundamentals of Seismic Wave Propagation. Cambridge University Press, 
Cambridge, U.K.  

Dellinger J.A., Gray S.H., Murphy G.E. and Etgen J.T., 2000. Efficient 2.5-D true-amplitude 
migration. Geophysics, 65, 943950.  

Keller J.B., 1962. A geometrical theory of diffraction. J. Opt. Soc. Am., 52, 116130.  

Keller J.B., 1969. Accuracy and validity of the Born and Rytov approximations. J. Opt. Soc. Am., 
59, 10031004.  

Khaidukov V.G., 1982. Calculation of the scalar wave field scattered by a sphere and analysis of the 
images. Geologiya i Geofizika, 23, 104114 (in Russian).  



Ray-Born for migration and diffraction analysis 

Stud. Geophys. Geod., 56 (2012) 431 
 

Khaidukov V., Landa E. and Moser T.J., 2004. Diffraction imaging by focusing-defocusing: An 
outlook on seismic superresolution. Geophysics, 69, 14781490.  

Klem-Musatov K., Aizenberg A., Pajchel J. and Helle H.B., 2008. Edge and Tip Diffractions: 
Theory and Applications in Seismic Prospecting. SEG Geophysical Monograph Series, 14. 
Society of Exploration Geophysicists, Tulsa, OK.  

Kravtsov A. and Orlov Yu.I., 1993. Caustics, Catastrophes and Wave Fields. Springer-Verlag, 
Berlin, Germany.  

Lambaré G., Lucio P.S. and Hanyga A., 1996. Two-dimensional multivalued traveltime and 
amplitude maps by uniform sampling of a ray field. Geophys. J. Int., 125, 584598.  

Landa E. and Maximov A., 1980. Testing of algorithm for low-amplitude fault detection. Geology 
and Geophysics, 12, 108113 (in Russian).  

Landa E. and Gurevich B., 1998. Interference pattern as a means of fault detection. The Leading 
Edge, 17, 752757.  

Moser T.J., 1991. Shortest path calculation of seismic rays. Geophysics, 56, 5967.  

Moser T.J., 1997. Influence of realistic backgrounds on the validity of ray/Born inversion. J. Seism. 
Explor., 6, 239252.  

Moser T.J., 2009. Diffraction imaging in subsalt geometries and a new look at the scope of 
reflectivity. Extended Abstract. EAGE Subsalt Imaging Workshop, European Association of 
Geoscientists & Engineers, Houten, The Netherlands. 

Moser T.J., 2010a. Dip extraction from three-dimensional depth images - algorithms and 
applications. Extended Abstract. EAGE Conference St. Petersburg, European Association of 
Geoscientists & Engineers, Houten, The Netherlands. 

Moser T.J., 2010b. Review of ray-Born forward modeling for migration. Extended Abstract. EAGE 
Conference Barcelona, European Association of Geoscientists & Engineers, Houten, The 
Netherlands.  

Moser T.J., 2011. Edge and tip diffraction imaging in three dimensions. Extended Abstract. EAGE 
Conference Vienna, European Association of Geoscientists & Engineers, Houten, The 
Netherlands.  

Moser T.J. and Howard C.B., 2008. Diffraction imaging in depth. Geophys. Prospect., 56, 627641.  

Natterer F., 2004. Error estimates for the Born approximation. Inverse Probl., 20, 447452.  

Nita B.G., Matson K.N. and Weglein A.B., 2004. Forward scattering series and seismic events: far 
field approximations, critical and postcritical events. SIAM J. Appl. Math., 64, 21672185.  

Pelissier M., Moser T.J., Pajchel J. and Grasmueck M., 2011. Modeling and observation of the 3D 
diffraction response of faults and fractures. Extended Abstract. EAGE Conference Vienna, 
European Association of Geoscientists & Engineers, Houten, The Netherlands.  

Reshef M. and Landa E., 2009. Poststack velocity analysis in the dip-angle domain using 
diffractions. Geophys. Prospect., 57, 811821.  

Rudin W., 1966. Real and Complex Analysis. McGraw-Hill. New York. 

Santos L.T., Schleicher J., Tygel M. and Hubral P., 2000. Seismic modeling by demigration. 
Geophysics, 65, 12811289.  

Sethian J.A., 1996. Level Set Methods. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, U.K.  



T.J. Moser 

432 Stud. Geophys. Geod., 56 (2012) 
 

Tarantola A., 1984. Linearized inversion of seismic reflection data. Geophys. Prospect., 32, 
9981015.  

Trorey A.W., 1970. A simple theory for seismic diffractions. Geophysics, 35, 762784.  

Vinje V., Iversen E. and Gjøystdal H., 1993. Traveltime and amplitude estimation using wavefront 
construction. Geophysics, 58, 11571166.  

Weglein A.B., Arajo F.V., Carvalho P.M., Stolt R.H., Matson K.M., Coates R.T., Corrigan D., 
Foster D.J., Shaw S.A. and Zhang H., 2003. Inverse scattering series and seismic exploration, 
Inverse Probl., 19, R27R83.  

 

 


	Review of ray-Born forward modeling for migration and diffraction analysis
	ABSTRACT
	1. INTRODUCTION
	2. BASIC DERIVATIONS
	2.1. Born Approximation
	2.2. Ray-Born Approximation

	3. VALIDITY
	4. IMPLEMENTATIONS
	5. PROPERTIES
	6. DIFFRACTIONS
	7. EXAMPLES
	8. CONCLUDING REMARKS
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /ACaslonPro-Bold
    /ACaslonPro-BoldItalic
    /ACaslonPro-Italic
    /ACaslonPro-Regular
    /ACaslonPro-Semibold
    /ACaslonPro-SemiboldItalic
    /AdobeArabic-Bold
    /AdobeArabic-BoldItalic
    /AdobeArabic-Italic
    /AdobeArabic-Regular
    /AdobeFangsongStd-Regular
    /AdobeFanHeitiStd-Bold
    /AdobeGothicStd-Bold
    /AdobeHebrew-Bold
    /AdobeHebrew-BoldItalic
    /AdobeHebrew-Italic
    /AdobeHebrew-Regular
    /AdobeHeitiStd-Regular
    /AdobeKaitiStd-Regular
    /AdobeMingStd-Light
    /AdobeMyungjoStd-Medium
    /AdobeSongStd-Light
    /AGaramondPro-Bold
    /AGaramondPro-BoldItalic
    /AGaramondPro-Italic
    /AGaramondPro-Regular
    /AgencyFB-Bold
    /AgencyFB-Reg
    /Albertus-ExtraBold
    /Albertus-Medium
    /AlbertusMT
    /AlbertusMT-Italic
    /AlbertusMT-Light
    /Algerian
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialRoundedMTBold
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-Book
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-BookOblique
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-Demi
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-DemiOblique
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-Medium
    /BaskOldFace
    /Bauhaus93
    /BellGothicStd-Black
    /BellGothicStd-Bold
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BirchStd
    /BlackadderITC-Regular
    /BlackoakStd
    /BodoniBT-Bold
    /BodoniBT-BoldItalic
    /BodoniBT-Book
    /BodoniBT-BookItalic
    /BodoniMT
    /BodoniMTBlack
    /BodoniMTBlack-Italic
    /BodoniMT-Bold
    /BodoniMT-BoldItalic
    /BodoniMTCondensed
    /BodoniMTCondensed-Bold
    /BodoniMTCondensed-BoldItalic
    /BodoniMTCondensed-Italic
    /BodoniMT-Italic
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BradleyHandITC
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrushScriptMT
    /BrushScriptStd
    /Calibri
    /Calibri-Bold
    /Calibri-BoldItalic
    /Calibri-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /CalisMTBol
    /CalistoMT
    /CalistoMT-BoldItalic
    /CalistoMT-Italic
    /Cambria
    /Cambria-Bold
    /Cambria-BoldItalic
    /Cambria-Italic
    /CambriaMath
    /Candara
    /Candara-Bold
    /Candara-BoldItalic
    /Candara-Italic
    /Castellar
    /Centaur
    /Century
    /Century725BT-RomanCondensed
    /Century751BT-BoldB
    /Century751BT-BoldItalicB
    /Century751BT-ItalicB
    /Century751BT-No2ItalicB
    /Century751BT-RomanB
    /Century751BT-RomanNo2B
    /Century751BT-SemiBold
    /Century751BT-SemiBoldItalicB
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchlbkCyrillicBT-Bold
    /CenturySchlbkCyrillicBT-BoldIt
    /CenturySchlbkCyrillicBT-Italic
    /CenturySchlbkCyrillicBT-Roman
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /ClarendonBT-Black
    /ClarendonBT-Bold
    /ClarendonBT-Light
    /ClarendonBT-Roman
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /Consolas
    /Consolas-Bold
    /Consolas-BoldItalic
    /Consolas-Italic
    /Constantia
    /Constantia-Bold
    /Constantia-BoldItalic
    /Constantia-Italic
    /CooperBlack
    /CooperBlackStd
    /CooperBlackStd-Italic
    /CopperplateGothic-Bold
    /CopperplateGothic-Light
    /Corbel
    /Corbel-Bold
    /Corbel-BoldItalic
    /Corbel-Italic
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /CurlzMT
    /DejaVuSans
    /DejaVuSans-Bold
    /DejaVuSans-BoldOblique
    /DejaVuSansCondensed
    /DejaVuSansCondensed-Bold
    /DejaVuSansCondensed-BoldOblique
    /DejaVuSansCondensed-Oblique
    /DejaVuSans-ExtraLight
    /DejaVuSansMono
    /DejaVuSansMono-Bold
    /DejaVuSansMono-BoldOblique
    /DejaVuSansMono-Oblique
    /DejaVuSans-Oblique
    /DejaVuSerif
    /DejaVuSerif-Bold
    /DejaVuSerif-BoldItalic
    /DejaVuSerifCondensed
    /DejaVuSerifCondensed-Bold
    /DejaVuSerifCondensed-BoldItalic
    /DejaVuSerifCondensed-Italic
    /DejaVuSerif-Italic
    /DeVinneBT-Text
    /DFGothic-EB-WIN-RKSJ-H
    /DFKaiSho-SB-WIN-RKSJ-H
    /DFMincho-SU-WIN-RKSJ-H
    /DFMincho-UB-WIN-RKSJ-H
    /DFMincho-W5-WIN-RKSJ-H
    /DFPOP1-W9-WIN-RKSJ-H
    /DSSonOf-Black
    /EccentricStd
    /EdwardianScriptITC
    /Elephant-Italic
    /Elephant-Regular
    /EmbassyBT-Regular
    /English111VivaceBT-Regular
    /EngraversGothicBT-Regular
    /EngraversMT
    /ErasITC-Bold
    /ErasITC-Demi
    /ErasITC-Light
    /ErasITC-Medium
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /Euclid
    /Euclid-Bold
    /Euclid-BoldItalic
    /EuclidExtra
    /EuclidExtra-Bold
    /EuclidFraktur
    /EuclidFraktur-Bold
    /Euclid-Italic
    /EuclidMathOne
    /EuclidMathOne-Bold
    /EuclidMathTwo
    /EuclidMathTwo-Bold
    /EuclidSymbol
    /EuclidSymbol-Bold
    /EuclidSymbol-BoldItalic
    /EuclidSymbol-Italic
    /Exotic350BT-Bold
    /Exotic350BT-DemiBold
    /FelixTitlingMT
    /FencesPlain
    /FootlightMTLight
    /ForteMT
    /FranklinGothic-Book
    /FranklinGothic-BookItalic
    /FranklinGothic-Demi
    /FranklinGothic-DemiCond
    /FranklinGothic-DemiItalic
    /FranklinGothic-Heavy
    /FranklinGothic-HeavyItalic
    /FranklinGothic-Medium
    /FranklinGothic-MediumCond
    /FranklinGothic-MediumItalic
    /Freehand521BT-RegularC
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /FrenchScriptMT
    /FuturaBT-Bold
    /FuturaBT-BoldItalic
    /FuturaBT-Book
    /FuturaBT-BookItalic
    /FuturaBT-Medium
    /FuturaBT-MediumItalic
    /Gabriola
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Gautami
    /Geometric212BT-BookCondensed
    /Geometric212BT-HeavyCondensed
    /Geometric415BT-BlackA
    /Geometric706BT-BlackCondensedB
    /GeometricSlab703BT-Bold
    /GeometricSlab703BT-BoldCond
    /GeometricSlab703BT-BoldItalic
    /GeometricSlab703BT-Medium
    /GeometricSlab703BT-MediumCond
    /GeometricSlab703BT-MediumItalic
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /GiddyupStd
    /Gigi-Regular
    /GillSansMT
    /GillSansMT-Bold
    /GillSansMT-BoldItalic
    /GillSansMT-Condensed
    /GillSansMT-ExtraCondensedBold
    /GillSansMT-Italic
    /GillSans-UltraBold
    /GillSans-UltraBoldCondensed
    /GloucesterMT-ExtraCondensed
    /Gost
    /GoudyOldStyleT-Bold
    /GoudyOldStyleT-Italic
    /GoudyOldStyleT-Regular
    /GoudyStout
    /GSIDefaultSymbols
    /GSIDidger
    /GSIGeologicSymbols
    /GSIMapSymbols
    /GSINorthArrows
    /GSIOilandGas
    /GSIWeatherSymbols
    /GSIWindBarbSymbols
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Narrow
    /Helvetica-Narrow-Bold
    /Helvetica-Narrow-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Narrow-Oblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /HoboStd
    /Humanist521BT-Bold
    /Humanist521BT-BoldItalic
    /Humanist521BT-Italic
    /Humanist521BT-Light
    /Humanist521BT-LightItalic
    /Humanist521BT-Roman
    /Humanist777BT-BlackB
    /Humanist777BT-BlackCondensedB
    /Humanist777BT-BoldCondensedB
    /Humanist777BT-LightB
    /Humanist777BT-RomanB
    /Humanist777BT-RomanCondensedB
    /ChaparralPro-Bold
    /ChaparralPro-BoldIt
    /ChaparralPro-Italic
    /ChaparralPro-Regular
    /CharlemagneStd-Bold
    /Chiller-Regular
    /Impact
    /ImprintMT-Shadow
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /Kartika
    /KaufmannBT-Regular
    /KozGoPr6N-Bold
    /KozGoPr6N-ExtraLight
    /KozGoPr6N-Heavy
    /KozGoPr6N-Light
    /KozGoPr6N-Medium
    /KozGoPr6N-Regular
    /KozGoPro-Bold
    /KozGoPro-ExtraLight
    /KozGoPro-Heavy
    /KozGoPro-Light
    /KozGoPro-Medium
    /KozGoPro-Regular
    /KozMinPr6N-Bold
    /KozMinPr6N-ExtraLight
    /KozMinPr6N-Heavy
    /KozMinPr6N-Light
    /KozMinPr6N-Medium
    /KozMinPr6N-Regular
    /KozMinPro-Bold
    /KozMinPro-ExtraLight
    /KozMinPro-Heavy
    /KozMinPro-Light
    /KozMinPro-Medium
    /KozMinPro-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KunstlerScript
    /Latha
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothicStd
    /LetterGothicStd-Bold
    /LetterGothicStd-BoldSlanted
    /LetterGothicStd-Slanted
    /LithosPro-Black
    /LithosPro-Regular
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSans
    /LucidaSans-Demi
    /LucidaSans-DemiItalic
    /LucidaSans-Italic
    /LucidaSans-Typewriter
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterBold
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterBoldOblique
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterOblique
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaiandraGD-Regular
    /Mangal-Regular
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /Meiryo
    /Meiryo-Bold
    /Meiryo-BoldItalic
    /Meiryo-Italic
    /MeiryoUI
    /MeiryoUI-Bold
    /MeiryoUI-BoldItalic
    /MeiryoUI-Italic
    /MesquiteStd
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /MinionPro-Bold
    /MinionPro-BoldCn
    /MinionPro-BoldCnIt
    /MinionPro-BoldIt
    /MinionPro-It
    /MinionPro-Medium
    /MinionPro-MediumIt
    /MinionPro-Regular
    /MinionPro-Semibold
    /MinionPro-SemiboldIt
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MSOutlook
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /MT-Extra
    /MTExtraTiger
    /MVBoli
    /MyriadPro-Bold
    /MyriadPro-BoldCond
    /MyriadPro-BoldCondIt
    /MyriadPro-BoldIt
    /MyriadPro-Cond
    /MyriadPro-CondIt
    /MyriadPro-It
    /MyriadPro-Regular
    /MyriadPro-Semibold
    /MyriadPro-SemiboldIt
    /News701BT-BoldA
    /News701BT-ItalicA
    /News706BT-BoldC
    /NewsGothicBT-Bold
    /NewsGothicBT-BoldItalic
    /NewsGothicBT-Italic
    /NewsGothicBT-Light
    /NewsGothicBT-Roman
    /NewsGothicBT-RomanCondensed
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NuevaStd-BoldCond
    /NuevaStd-BoldCondItalic
    /NuevaStd-Cond
    /NuevaStd-CondItalic
    /OCRAbyBT-Regular
    /OCRAExtended
    /OCRAStd
    /OCRB10PitchBT-Regular
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /OpenSymbol
    /OratorStd
    /OratorStd-Slanted
    /PalaceScriptMT
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Papyrus-Regular
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Perpetua
    /Perpetua-Bold
    /Perpetua-BoldItalic
    /Perpetua-Italic
    /PerpetuaTitlingMT-Bold
    /PerpetuaTitlingMT-Light
    /Playbill
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /PoplarStd
    /PrestigeEliteStd-Bd
    /Pristina-Regular
    /Raavi
    /RageItalic
    /Ravie
    /Rockwell
    /Rockwell-Bold
    /Rockwell-BoldItalic
    /Rockwell-Condensed
    /Rockwell-CondensedBold
    /Rockwell-ExtraBold
    /Rockwell-Italic
    /RosewoodStd-Regular
    /ScriptMTBold
    /SegoeScript
    /SegoeUI
    /SegoeUI-Bold
    /SegoeUI-BoldItalic
    /SegoeUI-Italic
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /Shruti
    /SchadowBT-Bold
    /SchadowBT-Roman
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /Square721BT-Bold
    /Square721BT-BoldCondensed
    /Square721BT-Roman
    /Square721BT-RomanCondensed
    /Stencil
    /StencilStd
    /Swiss721BT-Black
    /Swiss721BT-BlackCondensed
    /Swiss721BT-Bold
    /Swiss721BT-BoldCondensed
    /Swiss721BT-BoldCondensedItalic
    /Swiss721BT-BoldItalic
    /Swiss721BT-Heavy
    /Swiss721BT-Italic
    /Swiss721BT-ItalicCondensed
    /Swiss721BT-Light
    /Swiss721BT-LightExtended
    /Swiss721BT-LightItalic
    /Swiss721BT-Roman
    /Swiss721BT-RomanCondensed
    /Sylfaen
    /SymbolMT
    /SymbolTiger
    /SymbolTigerExpert
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TektonPro-Bold
    /TektonPro-BoldCond
    /TektonPro-BoldExt
    /TektonPro-BoldObl
    /TempusSansITC
    /Tiger
    /TigerExpert
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /TrajanPro-Bold
    /TrajanPro-Regular
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Tunga-Regular
    /TwCenMT-Bold
    /TwCenMT-BoldItalic
    /TwCenMT-Condensed
    /TwCenMT-CondensedBold
    /TwCenMT-CondensedExtraBold
    /TwCenMT-Italic
    /TwCenMT-Regular
    /TypoUprightBT-Regular
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VinerHandITC
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /Vrinda
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /WP-CyrillicA
    /WP-CyrillicB
    /ZurichCalligraphicItalic
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>



    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>


    /SKY <>

    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>

    /ENU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200039002000280039002e0033002e00310029002e000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
    /CZE <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


