Imaging the Himalayan megathrust in northwest India:
wave equation migration and receiver function CCP-stacking compared
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\ shows a dipping Moho (arrows), while back-scattered PS (below right) captures energy from crustal features
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(possibly the Main Himalayan Thrust, circled). Forward-scattered modes (PS, below left) have poorer resolution,
illustrating the improvement obtained by including free-surface reflections in imaging.
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