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8310 km?, 6660 km? and 5263 km? with a maximum thickness of 3.3 km, 4.2 km and
42 km respectively. Further, average thickness and total sediment volume of
sedimentary basins are 2.95 km, 3.73 km & 3.80 km and 14986 km?, 14103 km® &

13678 km? respectively.

Two dimensional and two and half dimensional interpretation of gravity anomalies and
two dimensional interpretation of magnetic anomalies have been carried out using the
conventional trial and error method. Interpretation of satellite gravity anomalies in
three dimension has been carried using an iterative technique. Development of software
needed for gravity and magnetic anomalies is an important part of the study in view of
the very high cost of commercially available geophysical software. All the software
used in the interpretation of gravity anomalies in two and three dimension have been
developed as an integral part of the study using the Mathematica computer algebra

package.
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