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Fig. 1. Comparison of 1-d pure diffusion
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Fig. 3. Comparison of 2-d
advection-diffusion
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Fig. 7. Finite element grid system for

numerical modeling.
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Fig. 11. Flood currents in spring tide

Fig. 13. Observed salinity distribution on
September 3, 2002.
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Fig. 14. Calculated salinity distribution
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