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Methods

Geophysics: » Freqguency domain electromagnetics
» Electrical resistivity tomography
» Continuous resistivity profiling

—> electrical conductivity/resistivity ~ water quality

— Fast mapping fresh-/salt water interface
— Relatively large spatial coverage
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FDEM IN HIGHLY CONDUCTIVE ENVIRONMENT Conductivity
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FDEM IN HIGHLY CONDUCTIVE ENVIRONMENT
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ERT ON LAND
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Conductivity
(MS/m)
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Conclusions

ERT/ CRP/FDEM:
— Qualitative interpretation
— Spatial variation

“De Westhoek”
» Freshwater discharge

> Saltwater lens
> Shift zone SGD
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