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Sonar vs. Geophysical method 

-RESULTS- 



Side Scan Sonar Mosaic                        
semi-buried object sections 



Conclusion 

 SONAR survey results used for data interpretation of semi-buried object 
detection 
 

 

 

 Geophysical survey method was suppose to give more reliable results 
 
 

 Add another survey method in site investigation 

 



Suggestion for next site investigation                                                           
(semi-buried object detection) 

 2D/3D Sub-bottom imager 
 (data quality not influenced 

 by surrounding objects) 

 

 



Thank you! 



Questions? 


