e 25290 A3 ., Characterization of subsurface heterogeneity with electrical resistivity tomography:
new insights gained on hydrological functions in the Weierbach catchment (Luxembourg)
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Reference: Audebert et al (2014) Time-lapse ERT interpretation methodology for leachate injection monitoring
based on multiple inversions and a clustering strategy (MICS). Journal of Applied Geophysics
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