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6 Elevation From Various Data
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Conclusions

® Sound is useful to probe what happens up into the crests of
breaking waves.

® Feature-tracking (or “Particle Image Velocimetry, PIV”) gives
reasonable estimates for the vertical velocities. Horizontal
probably limited due to poor spatial resolution here.

® Pressure * velocity estimates of work done during breaking
are in line with the magnitude of breaking as expected from
the visual estimates.

® “Scintillation times” and/or Doppler velocity estimates (&
bandwidth) may lead to dissipation estimates in this hard-to-
probe region.



