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Abstract

In this paper, MapGIS K9 is applied to 3D modeling of geophysical data, and 3 types of geophysical
data models are established, which are applied to interpretation of geophysical data with re-
markable results.
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Figure 1. Flow chart of modeling technology
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Figure 2. Longitudinal cutting of Model
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Figure 3. Filterting of model
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Figure 4. Lateral cutting of model
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Figure 5. Lateral cutting of CSAMT data model of a lead zinc mine
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Figure 6. CSAMT apparent resistive it inversion data model (with drill location)
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Figure 7. 3D model of sounding profile
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Figure 8. Geophysical inference model of Taipinggou molybdenum mining area
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Figure 9. 3D Sketch map of the relation between high resistivity rock mass and ore body
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Figure 10. 3D sketch map of the relation between low re-
sistance body and drill inferred by composite profiling me-
thod
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