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e Hajos (1904) was the first to use floats.
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opportunities of modern photogrammetric tech-
niques to make the Rising Bubble Technique a rela- I
tively cheap and easy-to-apply alternative in many S8
situations. They came to interesting results: S
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Automating the appointment of the
air bubbles in a picture reduces the
time required to analyze a picture
and helps automating the entire
method. First results show that this
iSs possible, but that it is hard to cre-

The dependency of the rising velocity on wa-
ter contamination and temperature requires
an on-site determination of the rising velocity.
The best way is using an underwater camera.
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