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As we have answered to the previous referee, this work shows a first approach to
calculate the waterfront depth. That’s why we considered that the best option was to
start with the simplest model, since we are dealing with very short distances.

In reference to the difference in relation to the waterfront depth assessment between
the two techniques (Table 3), the results are of great interest, since the average dif-
ference is 2 mm. These differences are very small, considering that the error of the
data acquisition process, when the samples were broken, are at least in this order of
magnitude.

C1

http://www.geosci-instrum-method-data-syst-discuss.net/
http://www.geosci-instrum-method-data-syst-discuss.net/gi-2016-21/gi-2016-21-AC2-print.pdf
http://www.geosci-instrum-method-data-syst-discuss.net/gi-2016-21
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/


GID

Interactive
comment

Printer-friendly version

Discussion paper

Interactive comment on Geosci. Instrum. Method. Data Syst. Discuss., doi:10.5194/gi-2016-
21, 2016.

C2

http://www.geosci-instrum-method-data-syst-discuss.net/
http://www.geosci-instrum-method-data-syst-discuss.net/gi-2016-21/gi-2016-21-AC2-print.pdf
http://www.geosci-instrum-method-data-syst-discuss.net/gi-2016-21
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/

