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High Frequency Bottom Reverberation
Characteristics in Shallow Water
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ABSTRACT

Characteristics of the variability of shallow water reverberation of high frequency (28 32 kHz) sowce are
represented to determine its causes and dependency on the envirenmental parameters, Reverberation data from the
field experiment in Summer were analyzed to consider its characteristics ; these results are as follows,

1) The bottom reverberation is dominant due to the negative sound velocity gradient, 2) The variation of the bot-
tom reverberation levels with azimuthal angle is found to be 10 dB above. 3} The reduced bottom backscattering
strengths are slightly higher than the other published data,
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