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Shallow Water High—frequency Reverberation Model
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High—frequency monostatic reverberation model (HYREV: HanYang Univ, REVerberation model) suitable
for shallow—water environment is presented, It is difficult to predict reverberation signals in shallow water
due to scattering from sea surface and seafloor, The arrival times and trasmission losses from the source
to scatterers are obtained from the eigenrays, The composite roughness theory is used to predict the
boundary scattering, The signals generated by the HYREV and the GSM were compared with the observed
gignals and it is showed that the HYREV model provided a closer fit to the observed signals than those

obtained using the GSM,
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