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The ebb tide transect shows strongest flow in the
channel (-85.8 cm/s) with weaker flow over the shoal | Although averaging the tide cycle transects
(-33.9 cm/s) and slope (-56.1 cm/s). 100 E: approximates the net velocity, the next step is
E i 8 to quantify the net flow through the inlet by a
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A 14-hour survey was conducted during a new moon flow over the slope (120.6 cm/s) than over the shoal wl. . . o ® Data from this study will become part of a
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along set transects over a semidiurnal tide cycle, inlet experiencing rapid shoreline change.
following the methods of Chant (2001) and Kincaid et al.
(2003).
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A 2-dimensional median filter was applied to screen
outliers, and any gaps were filled by interpolation. A
linear curve was assumed to extrapolate velocity to zero
at the bottom to account for friction. A constant velocity
was assumed to extrapolate from the shallowest
measured bin (1.17m) to the surface.
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Taking CTD casts

Velocity data were separated into three sections along

the outer inlet transect: shoal, slope, and channel, then
averaged by distance to determine the net velocity for

that section.
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