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(semi-enclosed basins, estuaries or channels), where vertical shear is relatively weak and
thus, surface and sub-surface current tidal parameters (amplitude and phase) differ to
a small extent [1-5]. In most of the comparisons between radar current estimates and
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Fig. 1. – Study area. Positions of radar sites are shown by squares, while the ADCP moor-
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cluded. Bins near the sea surface were excluded because of potential contamination from
the surface echo. A magnetic variation correction of 1.53◦ East of North was applied
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Fig. 5. – Frequency distribution of angles between Codar and ADCP measured currents at four
different depths: a) 2.37 m; b) 5.87 m; c) 9.37 m; d) 16.37 m.
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Fig. 6. – Rotary spectrum of wind stress (a), Codar surface currents (b) and ADCP currents
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Table III. –
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Table IV. – Mean kinetic energy per unit mass for radar-derived currents (a) and its distribution
over depth for ADCP current time series. Three depths are considered: (b) subsurface 2
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