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Geophysical survey measurements
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Fig. 1.1: Bouguer anomaly profiles Mun-GP1 and Mun-GP2 calculated for reduction density 2.3 g/cm®.
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Fig. 1.2: Residual anomaly profiles Mun-GP1 and Mun-GP2. Regional field was approximated by 3" order polynom.
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Fig. 1.5: Multielectrode resistivity profile Mun-P1. Wenner-Schlumberger configuration, electrode spacing2 m. The 0 m
position corresponds to 222 m position on Mun-3 profile.
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Fig. 1.8: Munice - VES 1 to 7, apparent resistivity pseudosection. The x-positions correspond to those of Mun-P3 profile.
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Fig. 1.9: Multielectrode resistivity profile Mun-P3. Wenner-Schlumberger configuration, electrode spacing 2 m. The x-positions correspond to those
of VES profile.
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Fig. 1.10: Multielectrode resistivity profile Mun-P4. Wenner-Schlumberger configuration, electrode spacing 2 m.
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Fig. 1.11: Multielectrode resistivity profile Mun-P5. Wenner-Schlumberger and dipole-dipole configurations, electrode spacing 4 m.
Joint inversion of both datasets is shown. The x-positions correspond to those of Mun-P4 profile.
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Fig. 2.1: Hluboka nad Vltavou-weir (floodplain). Multielectrode resistivity profiles Hlub-P1 to Hlub-P5. Wenner-Schlumberger

configuration. Apparent resistivities.



z[m.asl]

0 20 40 &0 BO 100 120 140 160 180 200 220
180 PN AT B B B B O O B .
] —’r:
] 1 F
o E L
£ ] L
= 340 g
1 Profile 5 [
B B o o o o o B o o B o I M I B e e
120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260 280 300
_Tm PO | il T | Ll Ll il il il
@ ] ; r
© 4 QW -
E 3607 Profile 11
N L B B N I B N A B water
conduit

80 100 4120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260 280 300 360 380 400 420 0 480
480 I T T T T T T O T T N O T T TN O T O T T T T T O O O I O R I T T N O T 1 s s 1 13
]l ug [
3807 o 5
_ 3407 -
W] E
L] - =
Em: B
~ - L
300 -
280 -
3 Profile 3 [
BB B e L B e o A B e B LRt ST O
water conduit
80 100 120 140 160 180 2
= =
o [
E 2
~N L
Profile 4 ©
320 -
x [m]
40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260 280
— 380 P I | I T T I T T A S T T 11 11y i 't
s P s 5 2 w ] L bend in the profile,
ol R R A IR L RN g 2607 " artificial conductor witleir
= — Profile 2 {according to the DEMP}  conduit
% [m] L L I B B I B i S e
- ] 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260 280 300 320 1] B0 100 120 140 180 180 240 220 240 280 300 320
T A A T S S T L T e T AR S O S S SR S SRS | sl vhaoat E T o i I A S O T A S B S S S S | M A
360 - 360 -
] K E ] L
340+ r T 340 o
] F E 3 o
3207 - ™ 2203 o
] C 1 Profile 2b NE [
300+ g 300
1 Proﬁle:a LI W e R T TTTTF T BN T I S R [ I N T T T

L0 L B B B e

Fig. 2.2: Hlubokd nad Vltavou-weir (floodplain). Multielectrode resistivity profiles Hlub-P1 to Hlub-P5. Wenner-Schlumberger
configuration. Inverted data.
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Fig. 2.3: Multielectrode resistivity profile Opat-P1. Wenner-Schlumberger configuration, electrode spacing 2 m.
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Fig. 2.4: Shallow refraction seismic profile Opat-P2. Top - boundary velocity profile. Bottom - refracting boundary solved by to method.
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Fig. 3.1: Multielectrode resistivity profile Hrd-P1. Wenner-Schlumberger configuration, electrode spacing 2 m.
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Fig. 4.1: Multielectrode resistivity profile Nem-P1. Wenner-Schlumberger configuration, electrode spacing 4 m.
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Fig. 4.6: Multielectrode resistivity profiles Usil-P4 a Usil-P5. Apparent resistivity. Wenner-Schlumberger configuration, electrode spacing 5 m.
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Fig. 4.7: Multielectrode resistivity profiles Usil-P4 a Usil-P5. Inverted data. Wenner-Schlumberger configuration, electrode spacing 5 m.
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Fig. 4.8: Multielectrode resistivity profile CV-2. Wenner-Schlumberger configuration, electrode spacing 5 m.
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