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Slab Models
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3D Effects on the Surface
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Fig. S2: The spherical section for the slab background models. Here: Slab including a LVL. Blue numbers on the surface indicate W
epicentral distances of receivers, vertically the major discontinuities of PREM (without crust). The maximal positive y
perturbation in the center of the slab is +8%, the maximal negative perturbation inside the LVL is -4% Tmets 220 240 260 2:3 300 320
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Wavefield Visualization
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Low Velocity Layer - Guided Energy
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