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Abstract. The altimetric bathymetry model combines depths derived
from satellite gravity data with in-situ data such as soundings and - -
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Our analysis of bathymetry version 12.1 (Panel D) reveals that errors
are not a function of depth. We find that 50% of the depth errors are
less than 50 m (or 1% of depth), and that 90% are less than 220 m (or
less than 5.5% of depth).
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