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Fig.1l. Diagrammatic summary of the major factors that control
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i LAND SITE

Fig.2. Schematic diagram of the measurement of propagation
loss using low-frequency source maker.

£o7 k. SPoME $408 RPUIE H492 BHste g3
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¥R, AFo FY21Y SRHE 99 Z Fuey 2HR9E
Table 13 Zrh, =@ $W7|2% % 3n Alo] Hydrophoned 43| 8od
A4 RLENY KA ARE AANUL.

Table 1. Source levels of each frequency.

Freq.(Hz} Source Level Freq.(Hz) Source Level
(dB re 1 uPa/m) (dB re 1 uPa/m)
100 166.74 320 162.11
130 169,45 405 157.49
165 168 .54 505 153,06
205 159.54 635 156.23
255 157.76 805 144,06
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Fig.3. Block diagram of the measured acoustic signal flow,
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Fig.5. Relative propagation loss vs time for the frequerﬂ:y
of 505 Hz at site (D).
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Fig,7. Optimum frequency as a function of water depth.
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