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Abstract: One of the most prominent tourist destinations in the Adriatic coast, the city of Opatija, is
facing a problem concerning seasonal drinking water shortages. The existing water resources are
no longer sufficient, and attention is being given to alternative resources such as the underlying
karstic aquifer and several coastal springs in the city itself. However, the water potential of the area
still cannot be estimated due to the insufficient hydrological data. The goal of this research was
to evaluate the use of thermal infrared (TIR) remote sensing as the source of valuable information
that will improve our understanding of the groundwater discharge dynamics. Ten Landsat ETM+
(enhanced thematic mapper plus) and two Landsat TM (thematic mapper) images of the north
Adriatic, recorded during 1999–2004 at the same time as the field discharge measurements, were
used to derive sea surface temperature (SST) and to analyze freshwater outflows seen as the thermal
anomaly in the TIR images. The approach is based on finding the functional relationship between the
size of the freshwater thermal signatures and the measured discharge data, and to estimate the water
potential of the underlying aquifer. It also involved analyzing the possible connection between the
adjusted size of the spring’s thermal signatures and groundwater level fluctuations in the deeper
karst hinterland. The proposed methodology resulted in realistic discharge estimates, as well as a
good fit between thermal anomalies with measured discharges and the groundwater level. It should
be emphasized that the results are site specific and based on a limited data set. However, they confirm
that the proposed method can provide additional information on groundwater outflow dynamics
and coastal springs’ freshwater quantification.

Keywords: karst aquifer; water potential; coastal spring; thermal infrared remote sensing;
Landsat; SST

1. Introduction

The increase in frequency and intensity of extreme hydrological events (e.g., droughts
as well as floods) over the past few decades has emphasized the lack of freshwater avail-
ability throughout the world [1–4]. Pressure on water resources in terms of water quality
and water demand is tremendous. The limitations of existing water resources encouraged
researchers to turn their attention to new, unconventional water resources such as coastal
and submarine springs. Investigations conducted over the last decades emphasized the
importance of coastal and submarine springs worldwide (e.g., [5–9]), not only in terms
of their availability to meet the freshwater demand but also for their importance for the
coastal ecology. Coastal and submarine springs are common along the Mediterranean
coastline [10], including the Adriatic Sea (e.g., [11]).

Discharge processes of the coastal and submarine springs are complex. Assessing
the discharged quantities by means of direct measurements is often not possible, so find-
ing an adequate approach to estimate water availability in dynamic contact conditions
between fresh water and sea water is a challenging task. Various methods have been
proposed to quantify coastal and submarine springs including techniques based on the
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natural or artificial tracers, water balance and hydrogeological modelling, direct mea-
surements via the seepage meters, and eddy correlation approaches [7,12]. Develop-
ment of thermal infrared (TIR) remote sensing (aerial high resolution [13–17] and satellite
mid-resolution based [18,19]) enabled the detection of the springs, rather than estimating
outflow quantities.

The research presented in this paper is a step forward in attempting to estimate
outflows of the non-monitored springs using the size of the thermal anomalies created on
the sea surface caused by the springs’ water and the measured discharge data. Discharge
and groundwater level data that was used was collected twenty years ago since the
measurements were drastically reduced over the last two decades. Hydrological indicators
for the springs’ outflow regimes were monitored only during short term water exploration
works twenty years ago, albeit without adequate continuity and processing results. Limited
information on outflow characteristics imposed rough approximations, which increased
the uncertainty of these estimations. However, the intention of the paper was not to reliably
quantify the springs’ outflows, but to explore the possibility of using remotely sensed TIR
data in estimating a region’s water potential.

With the goal of providing the hydrological data needed to estimate a region’s water
potential, continuous monitoring is planned to be restored by mid-2021. Apart from
systematic hydrometric measurements conducted on the coastal springs, monitoring should
also utilize the information derived from the TIR images.

Research Area and Environmental Settings

The city of Opatija, situated in the northern part of the Adriatic Sea, experiences
a significant seasonal rise in water demand. As the number of inhabitants increases
considerably during summer, water supply authorities are facing the difficult task of
overcoming unfavorable hydrological conditions and insuring a continuous water supply.

Numerous coastal and submarine springs (vruljas) surround the city of Opatija
(Figure 1). The influence of the sea on the springs’ water salinity is significant and the
springs have not been seriously considered in the past as an alternative water source until
recently. The considerable size of the contributing area (several hundreds of square kilo-
meters), large potential storage capacity of the karst aquifer, and high amounts of rainfall
(annual averages vary from 1500 to 2000 mm) triggered the attention of the researcher and
water authorities to consider the springs as a possible alternative for meeting the increasing
water demand.

Continuous hydrological monitoring on springs was never fully established. Sporadic
measurements and analyses of the outflow regime in the springs’ zone were conducted
in the past as part of the occasional water exploration works. They focused primarily
on mitigating adverse consequences of flooding rather than exploring the possibility of
using the springs’ water for water supply purposes and resulted only in rough estimations
of the capacity of larger springs. Establishing sustainable management of freshwater
resources and finding the right measure of using the water from coastal springs requires
primarily a good understanding of the water quantities available for our use. In that
respect, with the goal of providing the hydrological data needed to estimate region’s water
potential, continuous monitoring is planned to be restored by mid-2021. It will also utilize
historic hydrological data and emphasize finding new approaches (e.g., methods based on
integrating remote sensing and field measurements) to fill the data gaps.

Kristal and nearby coastal springs drain the catchment area of 365.80 km2 (Figure 1).
More than 80% of the catchment (~300 km2) is located on the Croatian territory while the
rest is in Slovenia. With altitudes up to 1396 m a.s.l., it stretches in the northwest-southeast
direction from the Croatian–Slovenian border across the Ćićarija and Učka mountain ranges
to the coast and has a dominant influence on the climate of the region. The average annual
rainfall varies from 1500 mm on the coast to 2500 mm in higher altitudes [20], while the
average annual air temperatures reach 15 ◦C on the coast and decreases as the altitude is
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increasing down to of 6 ◦C [21]. The minimum rainfall is recorded in summer, especially
July, and the maximum rainfall is usually reached in autumn (i.e., November).
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Hydrographic network is limited to several short and steep torrential watercourses.
Most of the precipitation infiltrates directly into the karstic aquifer and flows into the
sea through several coastal and submarine springs. Due to immediate contact with sea,
the salinity of the springs is rather high: the chloride concentration varies from 570 to
11,000 mg L–1. Previously mentioned sporadic hydrological measurements in the Opatija’s
springs zone were conducted over the last two decades, from 1983 to 2004, mostly during
dry periods. The springs’ low flows varied between 0.4 and 1.0 m3 s−1 [22].

Apart from the Opatija region, groundwater outflows are also evident in the City
of Rijeka and in the nearby Rječina River catchment area. Zvir Spring located in the
downstream section of the Rječina River is the most significant one not influenced by the
sea salinity and is therefore crucial to the city of Rijeka’s water supply.

2. Materials and Methods

Having temperature lower than the surrounding sea, the springs’ outflows create a
thermal anomaly on the sea surface that can be spotted on the TIR imagery, depending on
the size of the springs’ outflow and the spatial resolution of the TIR sensor. The goal of
the research was to analyze the possible relationship between the extent of the thermal
anomaly created by the springs’ outflows and the discharge quantities, based on the
existing hydrological data, and to use that relationship in estimating outflows at the non-
monitored locations. Apart from the occasional measurements on larger springs (Kristal
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Spring has constant outflow throughout the year while the springs Admiral and Slatina dry
out during dry season), hydrological monitoring is established only on watercourses such
as the Rječina River (Figure 1). Hydrological conditions in the Rječina River catchment
area are similar to those of the catchment drained through the springs in the Opatija’s
discharge zone. The dominant input into the Rječina’s water balance are numerous karstic
springs within the catchment. The minimum water temperature recorded in the river was
6 ◦C in the Rječina’s spring located at the altitude of 325.24 m a.s.l. and the maximum did
not exceed 10 ◦C [23,24]. This indicates that water remains in the karst aquifer for a long
time and is not influenced by highly variable air temperature. Groundwater temperatures
are almost the same at both analyzed locations; the Rječina River is fed by the numerous
springs within the catchment and, even though the river upstream of spring Zvir often
dries out during dry season, overflow from the spring continue to feed the river’s discharge.
The length of the river is 18.63 km [25] and the most downstream gauging station, Sušak
tvornica, is located ~450 m upstream from the river mouth. Most recent research shows
that the Rječina River’s catchment area is 381 km2 [26]. The Kristal Spring and the Rječina
River are geographically relatively close hence similar mixing conditions can be assumed,
based on the existing knowledge of the surface conditions (waves and wind).

The approach to estimating the non-monitored coastal spring discharges assumes that
the size of the thermal anomaly created by the spring’s outflow on the sea surface is closely
related to the outflow quantities. Detection and delineation of the anomalies is based on
the sea surface temperature (SST) maps derived from the Landsat TM (Thematic Mapper)
and ETM+ (Enhanced Thematic Mapper Plus) images. Conversion of a digital number to
spectral radiance and then to at-satellite temperatures followed the standard procedure
explained in detail in [27].

With surface temperatures lower than the surrounding sea, springs’ outflows are easy
to detect on the SST maps. The boundary of the area of freshwater influence is defined as
the greatest change in temperature, relative to the distance as proposed by Johnson [16].
SST distribution on the maps varies. Instead of selecting single SST, for each outflow point
a unique SST is defined to account for the differences in surrounding SST values. The
greatest influence of the freshwater is at the outlet point where SST is equal to the freshwater
temperature. As the distance from the outlet point increases, the freshwater mixes with
the sea and the SST increases. The mixing process between the two fluids of different
temperatures and densities is complex [28] as well as the heat transfer between them. Heat
transfer occurs through processes of convection and radiation, whereas oceanographic
elements (e.g., thermal stratification, currents) have a great influence. However, the data
needed to thoroughly analyze the mixing process between colder groundwater and warmer
sea water was not available. Instead, an adjustment was made by introducing the adjusted
area of influence (i.e., the area that is somewhat smaller than the area delineated) on the
SST maps:

Aadjusted = ∑n
i=1 Aiwi, (1)

where Aadjusted is the adjusted area of influence (m2) and Ai is the size of a pixel in SST
map (m2). Weighting coefficients wi in the Equation (1) are used to compensate for the
decreasing influence of fresh water as the distance from the outflow increases. In such a
formulation, estimation of the weighting coefficients wi depends on the remotely sensed
SST. Fuzziness in this definition was dealt with using a linear fuzzy membership function:
weighting coefficients are expressed on a continuous scale [29] from 1 (full membership)
to 0 (no membership). A suitable fuzzy membership function, µA was then defined for
each fuzzy set (each location), depending on the boundary conditions, i.e., minimum, and
maximum SST [30]:

wi = µA(SST) =


0 SST < SSTMIN

SSTMAX−SST
SSTMAX−SSTMIN

SSTMIN ≤ SST ≤ SSTMAX

1 SST > SSTMAX

, (2)
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where SST is the sea surface temperature (K) of the pixel and SSTMAX and SSTMIN are the
maximum and minimum SST at the observed outlet point.

Adjusted area of influence was then compared to the observed discharges to analyse
relationship between the two parameters.

2.1. Hydrological Data

Discharges of the coastal springs are significant, but the measurements are scarce. The
available data are principally recorded at the most downstream gauging station Sušak
tvornica (Figure 1). Since 1999, the gauging station is recording only discharges and not
water temperatures. However, water temperature measurements were conducted during
the individual water quality samplings in the Rječina River and several coastal springs
including Kristal (database of the Croatian water management legal entity Hrvatske vode).

Apart from the several discharge measurements in the past two decades (usually
during the dry periods), the coastal springs in the Opatija region are not monitored. The
most frequent measurements were conducted at the Kristal Spring: depending on the
hydrological conditions in dry seasons, measured discharges vary up to 1.0 m3 s−1. In wet
season discharges from the Kristal Spring as well as the other springs in the vicinity are far
greater (few tens of cubic meters per second).

With insufficient hydrological data but with available measurements of the meteoro-
logical parameters [20] as well as the geological structure and the catchment boundaries
that resulted from numerous hydrogeological tracings [22], Horvat and Rubinić [31] esti-
mated water potential of the catchment (Table 1) analyzing the size of the catchment and the
average annual surface runoff derived from the spatial distribution of the average annual
rainfall and air temperatures. The average annual runoff was estimated to be 13.6 m3 s−1.

Table 1. Water balancing results in the Opatija springs catchment area.

Parameter Unit Time Period
1961–2002

Characteristic Year

1994
(Very Dry)

1995
(Average)

1998
(Dry)

PAVG
1 mm 1790 1360 1842 1573

TAVG
2 ◦C 9.6 10.6 9.5 10.0

qAVG
3 l s−1 km−2 33.2 19.6 35.1 26.1

QAVG
4 m3 s−1 12.7 7.5 13.4 10.0

CO
5 - 0.56 0.45 0.60 0.52

1 Average annual rainfall. 2 Average annual air temperatures. 3 Average annual specific discharge. 4 Average
annual discharge. 5 Average annual runoff coefficients.

When compared to the results of the previous research (e.g., [32]) estimated discharges
fit into the hydrological characteristics of wider coastal area of the Dinaric karst as well as
the Aegean karst [33]. The water potential is high, approximately 10.0 m3 s−1 or higher,
apart from several recorded droughts (such as the one in 1994). High salinity of the
coastal and submarine spring water, however, makes this resource difficult to use for water
supply. With few water intakes located in higher altitudes on Učka mountain (above
700 m a.s.l.), only part of this water potential is being used. Average intake is estimated to
be 0.070 m3 s−1 [34], which is less than 0.1% of the total potential.

Several deep boreholes (deeper than the sea level) that were drilled on Učka mountain,
in Opatija’s hinterland for the purposes of the coal exploitation long time ago, have been
restored and repurposed to monitor groundwater levels [35], including the piezometer Tu
43/83 (Figure 1) drilled at 157 m a.s.l. During 1998–2005 measured groundwater levels
varied from 8.56 to 74.58 m a.s.l., (the average is estimated to be 15.52 m a.s.l.).

2.2. Landsat Images

Coastal springs and the plume from the river Rječina outflow have temperatures
lower than the sea and they are usually visible in the TIR images as they appear darker
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than the surrounding sea. To be detectable on images, the size of the plume, in general,
must be equal to or larger than the spatial resolution of the TIR images analyzed, in this
case 1200 m2 for the images recorded with the ETM+ sensor and 14,400 m2 for the images
recorded with the TM sensor. Smaller plumes may also be detected if their reflectance
dominates in the cell. Furthermore, if the data derived from the images is to be used for
estimating outflow quantities, it is necessary that the images are recorded at the time of the
field discharge measurements. In that respect, twelve images were chosen (Table 2): two
were recorded with TM sensor at 120 m spatial resolution of the TIR band and ten with
ETM+ sensor with 60 m spatial resolution.

Table 2. Landsat images considered in this study.

Sensor Spatial Resolution of the TIR 1 Band (m) Date of Acquisition

Landsat ETM+ 60

7 August 1999
15 September 1999

22 June 2000
16 August 2000

10 September 2000
11 July 2001

12 August 2001
12 June 2002
21 July 2002

27 March 2003

Landsat TM 120 27 September 2003
29 September 2004

1 Thermal infrared.

3. Results

SST maps were created for each Landsat image (Figure 2). Twelve images showing the
spatial distribution of SST indicate variation of the SST depending on the season. Lower
SST values occur in March and September, while the maximum SST values are related
to the summer months (i.e., June to August). Depending on the difference between the
surrounding SST and the temperature at the outlet, freshwater plumes are visible on the
images. Freshwater plumes smaller than the spatial resolution of the images could not be
detected. In that respect, thermal anomaly of the Kristal Spring was too small to be detected
by the TIR sensor in five images: 15 September 1999; 10 September 2000, 12 August 2001,
27 March 2003, and 27 September 2003. Similarly, Rječina River outflow is not visible in
three images: 10 September 2000, 12 August 2001, 27 March 2003, and 27 September 2003.
Even though the plumes are not visible in the image, the discharges may still be present,
but the size of the anomaly is too small to be detected by the sensor’s resolution. Such is
the case with the image recorded on 27 September 2003: the plume is not visible but the
discharge, although small, was measured. To avoid misinterpretation, only the images
with visible anomalies were used to estimate the adjusted area of influence. For each of
them, minimum SST was derived overlying the SST map with the outlet points (Table 3).
To estimate maximum SST a curve was fitted through the scatter plot SST data vs. distance
from the outlet (Figure 3) and SSTMAX was set at the curve’s inflection point [16].
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Table 3. Minimum and maximum SST at the outlet locations.

Date
Kristal Rječina

SSTMIN (K) SSTMAX (K) SSTMIN (K) SSTMAX (K)

7 August 1999 296.89 300.21 294.36 300.38
22 June 2000 299.84 303.21 300.55 303.62

16 August 2000 300.42 303.91 297.66 303.62
11 July 2001 296.99 299.69 294.93 299.78
12 June 2002 292.32 295.95 287.26 295.19
21 July 2002 297.51 301.48 294.97 301.81

29 September 2004 287.32 287.45 284.49 287.60

With boundary conditions known, fuzzy membership functions (weighted coeffi-
cients) were calculated separately for both locations using Equation (2). Area of each pixel
influenced by the freshwater was then multiplied with the corresponding weighting coeffi-
cient, resulting in the spatial distribution of the weighted pixel areas (Figure 4). Adjusted
area of influence was then calculated using Equation (1) (Table 4).
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Table 4. Adjusted area of influence and corresponding discharges measured in Rječina River.

Date
AADJUSTED (m2)

QR
1 (m3 s−1)

Kristal Rječina

7 August 1999 107,965.47 120,552.61 1.67
22 June 2000 96,213.25 27,471.56 0.906

16 August 2000 99,130.35 34,245.10 1.255
11 July 2001 103,227.04 103,168.45 1.26
12 June 2002 244,690.78 701,582.50 14.5
21 July 2002 118,771.01 114,240.81 4.22

29 September 2004 14,841.23 120,793.26 not available
1 Discharge measured in the Rječina River.
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4. Discussion

With determination coefficient R2 = 0.9647, correlation between the size of the adjusted
area of the thermal anomaly at the location of the Rječina River’s outflow and the measured
discharges are very high (Figure 5).
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This relationship, assuming the same temperature of groundwater outflows and
temperature conditions in the sea at the location of the Opatija’s springs, is used to estimate
the springs discharges (Table 5). Kristal Spring’s outflow is separated into two branches.
Measurements showed that the main branch provides in average 70% of the total spring’s
discharge. In summer 2004 region experienced very dry and stable recessive hydrological
conditions, causing the surrounding springs Slatina and Admiral to dry out.

Table 5. Measured and estimated hydrological parameters in the Opatija region springs zone.

Date QO
1 (m3 s−1) H43/83

2 (m) QM
3 (m3 s−1)

7 August 1999 2.143 12.50 -
22 June 2000 2.178 11.11 -

16 August 2000 2.236 11.28 -
11 July 2001 2.318 12.80 -
12 June 2002 5.148 19.87 -
21 July 2002 2.629 12.50 -

29 September 2004 0.551 9.30 0.504
1 Estimated springs discharge in the Opatija region. 2 Groundwater level measured in the piezometer Tu 43/83.
3 Measured discharges at the Kristal Spring.

Discharge estimated on 29 September 2004 (0.551 m3 s−1) is ~10% higher than the
measured discharge (0.504 m3 s−1) [36]. The estimation is realistic since the discharge was
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measured at the location where outflow from the Kristal Spring is the most concentrated
while the anomaly registered on the TIR image also includes the outflows from the nearby
springs Admiral and Slatina (Figure 1). Surface runoff at those two springs and in ~350 m
length of the Opatija’s coastline was not visible during the measurements. Additionally,
measurements are under the influence of the diurnal sea level dynamics, which has the
great impact on the diurnal outflow regime and hence diurnal exchange of the coastal
springs’ discharges.

Reliability of estimates was tested with relative absolute error (RAE) and relative
standard error (RSE):

RAE =
∑n

i=1|p1 − a1|
∑n

i=1|a1 − a| , (3)

RSE =
∑n

i=1(pi − ai)
2

∑n
i=1(ai − a)2 , (4)

where ai denotes the areas of influence derived from the TIR images at the Rječina’s outlet
and pi values are the predicted discharges. Average discharges calculated from the existing
data are denoted with ā, while n is the number of samples. As shown in the Table 6, low
RAE and RSE values suggest good prediction, but reliability of the results should still be
taken with caution due to low number of samples.

Table 6. Reliability of the estimates.

Location Measured Variable Predicted Variable RAE 1 RSE 2

Rječina Area of influence Discharge 0.22 0.04
Kristal Groundwater level Area of influence 0.27 0.04

1 Relative absolute error. 2 Relative standard error.

To further examine the results, discharges were correlated with the measured ground-
water levels (Figure 6), and high determination coefficient (R2 = 0.9601) proved the strong
connection between the two parameters. Extrapolation of the groundwater levels to dry
periods when thermal anomalies could not be detected by the sensor’s spatial resolution
resulted in small but present outflow. That was the case with the image recorded on
27 September 2003. Coarse spatial resolution (120 m) could not detect presence of the
spring’s outflows, but extrapolated groundwater level indicated discharge ~0.138 m3 s−1.
It is possible that with higher resolution (e.g., aerial high resolution TIR sensor) thermal
anomalies will be present in the image.

The relationship between the measured groundwater levels and area of influence at
the Kristal Spring outlet was tested with RAE and RSE as the measure of reliability, using
the Equations (3) and (4). Here, also, the RAE and RSE values are small (Table 6) suggesting
the strong relationship between the two variables. However, this too should be taken with
caution considering the small number of samples.

Limitations of the Proposed Method

Even though the RAE and RSE suggest reliable results of the presented research, the
proposed method faces several limitations that should be taken into consideration when
analyzing the results. The research relies greatly on the accuracy of the delineation of the
thermal anomalies created by the freshwater outflow on the sea surface. To overcome the
fuzziness in estimating the boundary and the size of the area of influence, an approach
involving the fuzzy membership function definition was applied. Such an approach
depends greatly on the researcher’s knowledge and skills in choosing the appropriate
function and defining the boundary conditions (i.e., minimum, and maximum SST).
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The accuracy of the proposed method depends greatly on the differences between the
freshwater temperature and the temperature of the surrounding sea. Smaller difference
affects the precision of defining the boundary of the thermal anomalies and estimating the
area of influence. In the frame of the proposed method, it is a fortunate circumstance that
low flows occur at the end of the dry period when the temperatures differences are the
most significant, which is in favor of detecting the size of temperature anomalies.

An analysis of the relationship between the discharges with the size of the thermal
anomaly, derived from the TIR images, must be based on temporal alignment of the dis-
charge measurement and the satellite overpass. It cannot always be the case, since the
visibility of the surface scanned by the sensor depends greatly on the weather conditions
(i.e., passive sensors cannot penetrate clouds). Without sufficient number of discharge mea-
surements that coincide with the satellite images, it is difficult to derive satisfactory results.

5. Conclusions

Coastal and submarine springs have been analyzed as valuable water resources for
decades using different methods and approaches, but they still represent an unknown
as a potential resource to meet the continuously growing demand for fresh water. Based
on the research that has been conducted so far on Opatija’s springs, we can assume that
underlying karst aquifers can provide enough water to meet those demands. However,
further analyses based on more detailed data will give better insight into the water potential
of the area.

Differences in water temperature between freshwater outflows and the surrounding
sea enabled the use of TIR images to estimate outflow quantities of the coastal water
resources. Coastal and submarine springs are phenomenon easy to detect in TIR image
but the accuracy of the estimated size of their thermal signature depends greatly on the
ratio of the discharge and the spatial resolution of the sensor. Thematic mapper’s spatial
resolution of 120 m can comply with the accuracy requirements in case of larger outflows,
but when the discharges are low, as was the case with the image recorded on 27 September
2003, the anomaly cannot be detected by the sensor.

The first step was to analyze relationship between the size of the River Rječina’s
thermal anomalies and the discharges measured at the time of the satellite overpass. This
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relationship was then used to estimate outflows of the springs in Opatija. Unfortunately,
apart for the image recorded on 29 September 2004 when the measured discharge was
0.504 m3 s−1, for the rest of the images the time of the discharge measurements did not
coincide with the satellite overpass. As the additional control of the outflow characteris-
tics and the size of the thermal anomalies, thermal anomalies were correlated with the
groundwater levels. Undoubtfully, the size of the thermal anomalies is influenced by
the connection between the groundwater and the sea, their mixing process as well as the
temperature changes.

Described approach could not be based on a thorough deterministic analysis of mixing
process of fresh and sea water (i.e., two fluids with different temperatures and their thermal
signatures) since it would require detailed input data which, in this case, was not available.
However, despite simplifications, the proposed method provided realistic estimation of the
discharges. Further development should put an emphasis on planned field measurements
aligned with satellite overpasses. That will certainly improve understanding of the coastal
springs’ outflow regime, the physics of the mixing process, and the heat transfer, as well
as the method’s accuracy. The estimation of the discharges at the non-monitored springs
gives a rough approximation of the water potential in the area, but it is a good starting
point for further investigations of the non-monitored coastal springs.
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36. Rubinić, J.; Horvat, B.; Kuhta, M.; Stroj, A. Analiza Izdašnosti Priobalnih Izvora Na Području Opatije Korištenjem Termalnih
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