
    
      Figure 3 
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(a) Compressional and (b) shear wave speed values for a slice of the computed tomography scan in a water background.



    

  
    
      Figure 5 
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Simulation configuration. The solid curve marks the range of elevation of the sources. From each elevation, a plane wave is emitted.



    

  
    
      Figure 7 
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Comparison of the acceleration signals recorded in the experiment (black) and the simulation (blue) for a source elevation of 25° (a) with the normalized amplitude and (b) with the scaled normalized amplitude. Dashed and solid arrows mark the direct arrival and coda windows, respectively.



    

  
    
      Figure 10 
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Correlation maps obtained from correlating only the direct arrivals for the (a) left and (b) right receivers vs the maps obtained from correlating the full-time waveforms for the (c) left and (d) right receivers for the input signal shown in Figure 4. Colorbar denotes the values of correlation coefficient.



    

  
    
      Figure 11 

      
        [image: thumbnail]
      

      
Signal (“linear chirp”) emitted by sources in numerical simulations.



    

  
    
      Figure 12 
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−3dB width of the focusing functions for the direct and full-time correlations and left (L) and right (R) receivers when the input signal is a linear chirp as in Figure 11 for simulations and a narrower-band linear chirp for experimental case.



    

  
    
      Figure A.1 
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Configuration of 2D tests for investigating the effect of downsampling.



    

  
    
      Figure A.2 
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Comparison of the signals for a slice with 3 different resolutions: 0.22 mm (red), 1.1 mm (black), 2.2 mm (red).



    

  
    
      Figure B.1 
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Comparison between experimental data (black) and simulated data (blue) for different angles at (a) left and (b) right receivers. The correlation coefficients between the two signals for both the direct (r

d
) and coda (r

c
) parts of the signals are indicated in the bottom left of each panel.
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