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1. At high latitudes both methods yield excellent results; 

2. At low latitudes  some instabilities  show up: 

i. Artifacts and striations appear in the direction of  declination; 

ii. Synthetic tests and real dataset application shows that the 

equivalent layer technique is more stable. 

3. The transformed amplitude of the magnetic anomaly vector 

indicates a possible correspondence with the local geology; 

4. The inversion and qualitative interpretations of the amplitude of 

the magnetic anomaly vector (computed by the equivalent layer) 

can be used as an alternative to the traditional methods.  
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