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Histograms of the non-zero log-transformed wet weight of fouling biomass by location
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Q-Q plots of the non-zero log transformed wet weight of fouling biomass by location
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Vessel id: 34

EXAMPLES OF UNDARIA HULL FOULING
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Vessel id: 51
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Vessel id: 38

Empirical validation: Stage Il
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APPENDIX 10 ZERO DATA RELATIONSHIPS

Relationship between proportion of zero-samples and days since vessel last used
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Relationship between proportion of zero-samples and days since vessel last cleaned
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Relationship between proportion of zero-samples and median trips per annum
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