








Conclusion

As show above, we discussed the difference in data density, horizontal resolution of the central

beams points accuracy and central beam issue. We can draw the following conclusions.

(1) Interferometric multibeam systems have the advantages in data density and horizontal
resolutions over traditional multibeam systems Interferometry technology can help multibeam
systems combine with scan sonar.

(2) Because the limitation of the interferometry technology ,the points data that are obtained under
the central beams have defects. Although the interferometric multibeam systems can add single
beam systems to solve the problem, it also increase cost and make systems more complicated
to operator.

(3) The interferometric multibeam systems need more memory space than the traditional
multibeam systems, it put forward higher requirements on storage device, data processing and
modeling algorithm.
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