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JL-61 Grain Size Distribution | Mean Grain Size: 9.53

H Sand: 2.74%
e Silt: 33.30%
B Clay: 63.96%
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Modeled Seabed Backscatter
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Density Gradient Heatmap (95% CI)

0.00

(=)
N
1)

0.05

N
o
o

0.10

0.15

(3)]
o
o

(3]
=
modeled data percentile (%)

E
=
d
Q.
Q
o
e
c
Q
£
L®]
()]
(7p)

N
(3]

1.050 1.075 1.100 1.125 1.150 1.175 1.200

Sediment Density (g/cm3)

82 84 86 88 90
Porosity (%)




-3.4 -3.2 -3.0 -2.8 -2.6
log_spectral_strength Value

Of interest to those studying bioturbation from
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The Possibilities

Opportunity to characterize sediments at regional scale
* More information to those who use it
* Need porosity ground truth for better benchmarking

Compare characterization across time

Can find new relationships

* Between surface/volume heterogeneity and habitat
monitoring metrics
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