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Figure 4.1. Left : Raw MV data Vs. FV data; Right : Table 5.1. Average of normalized RMSE values (in percent)

Spatially and temporally averaged MV data Vs. FV data
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5.1. Mean velocity contours
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Figure 5.2. Comparison of U, V and W profiles at three
locations across the channel
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Figure 3.1. ADCP an hih resolution traversing system
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Figure 5.1. Spatial and temporally averaged MV data for
bin size 8mm x 16mm (looking downstream)

Figure 3.2. Measurement locations: Fixed vessel (blue and black lines);
Moving vessel (grey region)
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