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II.

SUMMARY

Title
A study on the numerical modelling of harbour sedimentation

and shoreline changes.
Significance and objectives of the studies

1, On the rapid growth of Korean ecdnomy it is needed the
coastal zone development such as construction of harbours
and land reclamation for industrial sites. fhese will sub-
sequently change the natural conditions, and as a result,
the environment will be significantly affected. Therefore,
for the optimization of the development plan the changes

of currents, waves and topography and their possible ef-
fects should be predicted using proper numerical and phy-
sical models.,

2. The objective of this study is to set up a comprehensive
numerical model for the computation of the coastal sediment
transport caused by combined wave-current action. As a
first phase, 2-D flow induced sediment transport model, wave

and beach evolution models will be 'set up.



III. Scope of the studies

IV.

1. Literature survey of the numerical models for the com-
putation of tidal flow, wave transformation and sediment
transport,

2, Collection and analysis of the data about the shoreline
changes in the East coast of Korea.

3. Set-up of flow-induced sediment transport and beach evol-

ution models, and their applications to case studies.
Results of the studies and suggestions
Three numerical models were set up for the prediction of

1. flow-induced sediment transport,
2, regular and irregular wave transformation,

3. n-line beach evolution.,

These models were used for case studies and their applica-

bility was demonstrated.
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F2E AR #EYEEH 24

BRI A S BEMRDES MWL (Clay) oA A27x 2 BRAF7E o
el ROl BB WAKY WBol Sstd 44 WA BBHAL S9,%e
et 7 - EEET 2ol WWBSel AT EWEeAE KE, HE, Wl §4
Bolz BESERYS H77 AE40] gone oAyl Bas: kEw BH
RAS MEMCZ ER(Lsto EmsA Mo le Rugsich  webA, HEY
BHRSY BHS ABENER Tt BE Z9¥ S Eitd FUMe D BEY
4 gl itk ohSol WEMEY BBBESY Simulationg Ad A FEHE
R BiE Te gkel Hel e

% 1%j Potential load model

Potential load model & Z9 ZEo] 34 #Hy=z Xslxl e (F 2E9
=2

KBS BTN ERY & 95 BAURy B2 )5 BEsty 0%
MRE ohest ol EAHe

am

0
a—t+ a—s‘(Ts)=0 (2.1.1)

A7l m I REESY BVEEE #8EY EE (k)

T ety BBE (kg sec/m )
t o e

s : BB HR

Yy BBHE T, - RFY By BHE BEX (suspended load + bed load

- 17—



& total load)F EET e AYsted g (F.j2A) g 2l
A gslel mET 1Y EEAE 2e REY) %Ny BBHE Hed LEY
AEE, Vo, WoE, BEEE S WAKH Tde RSt HEYC

S5 HFm MMENS WHC) Y BEST (RE dEe) 4R LA,
fiol Zrlshul semmy EMEEo| ISl WEmS BMS L dEe Zast
o WEE £ #Ro| Yoldth  webd, MEEEHS SRE 3 55l
4 WEME WY £ AT TT mE KEpe x5 Sk Ax WK

%

A4E 9% + dok

Olr
oft

of o] Zalg AHEspd

rlo

#m 2 i Suspended sand transport model

Potential load model & % FHiio] 4o EZol st HMpol 94
odufuigl Bol $EA Y4 goBz mad AN EEHEHE A ol g
Qe HF WEANA BSol W ASHA gEwe Tol o FolAF 9
= Ao E 2 AAE Jde] oAk w0y Asele EERF
o EES WASH] #FwS BRI #Epe) BEZA Asts 2l A
stojof ot WEMEYC L2 PDEEEWE o Told e AL MM =
B HESE 329 EPpBMEs SWRE (steady, uniform current) Foj A
o 2o ERHEMBES HEstd A4S, 529 tubulence (fE ¥ MK
ol A Bt ) & T4

Suspended sand transport model & AKX oS3} Zo] ZT A=

ac

dc 3¢ ac
0z

-+

dc
7t ua-}-vay—k(w——ws)

_ 0 ac 9 ac 9 dc
= (D« )+ (D,ay )+az(D,az)+s (2.2.D
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A71A, u,v,wiHES x,y,z 8L (ze AHEF)
D.,Dy,D, : &Ik HEERE
ws ORLT U R B
S : sink/source H( EHS B =& #HE)

1. 1R EORE

A7 RO BE K3 YA R A AS F, 1399 steady uniform
% RS AAs

. ac 0 dc _
W, = + 5, (D, az) =0 (2.2.2)

o ®e KT W AR U Aol 9% @mp) FEe  ehdd g
RS EASE Mp e

ac

c 5. =0 (2.2.3)

w, c+D

714 D, 7} FojAw col Hal EF ek

Unsteady uniform3} Ale] T steady non uniform3l RELHE obS

dc _ 9, dc ac (2.2.4)
—t—az(D‘az)+ s 9z

e _ 0 p dey . e

wl o Bep, 84y, & (2.2.5)

d9 FAL wt YAY A FHHo2 Fshe R (2.2.4)E uniform
flowe] Alztel @& mEBiLol 9% BPBWES BEE Jelz R(Q2.5)E
ARl @& HT WSS vebich  A714 HES HESHHE logarithmic

o2 7}Ast: eddy viscosity & L EAF o2 FHile D, 7t A FAHA UA



stibz st std (FABFH ),
=1/6 k u, d (k& Von Karman A4, d 44)

R (2.2.0)¢ 8% T35 Hoto] FA2AL KREANE A% w8 EPBHE
o] 0olztatd

ac

2 5, =0 at z=d(KEH) @.2.7

wgec + D

WEE A FEREHS AN 559 ER@ES 529 RiE(BE) Bt
ol wet Fpgel Bictm sHA e,

c(o,t) =c;(o,t) = B cs(t) (2.2.8)

A71A, ¢ (o,t) ;AAANA Y FAFE
¢ (z,t); 580 HAZ Eslse] 9z
BH2 ol 8 ARG FERE(2=0 :5A")

cs(t)ico(z,t)9 A% 7K
Bs 3 profile factor (¢, (o0,t ) ¢ (t)

471 2 ol g3l TARE Feied

€(,2) =4, T, e + 2 B, (G, =T, ) Cerfc(oa+b)
+ e erfc (ga—b)) (2.2.9)
o 7|4, R=w, d/D,
a=z/d
b=(w,/4D,)¥2 t¥/2 (b{(1)
0=(d*/4 D)V ¢ V2

Co s t=00]A9 FAHFEE



2. 2—D numerical sand transport model

CgelA makRUlS Hol WY BBHEST HMLANE BES $o2H
P@E Folel BRI BAMHOl 75T 43E Yot Al

A BEEDE
steady 5t7]\t wiform3d}z] ¢for WEMEREWA SAREL B
st —&fl BRES 3717 Tabsteh. wetA, FRESE = FRERES

st MUERS ¢ FURstd R&e THshe Aol whax e

0. S Eo

74 EH sl ERBE BEEDL x,.y HAY 2 HERZEA KX @Q.2.1)
< KEFHSIS o3 2ol FAdic)
9 (<d )+a(— (dT ) + £ (dcv))— ——(dD acy
at S gs
+ 2(dD, 35 + fw, (T, —T) @.2.10)
o714, D ;fieey EEHES 48RE (dispersion coefficient)
D, s s Ee EAKE BLIEHESRRE
a,B, ;R 2 BESY #HEHA profile factor

. “=—1"I gcd, (q=(T+7VH?)

el ol ol FH = WEMEBKNTY KEHH BESAvc KENA BERS
2 745 ARG w2t A, KEFHEH RS FiBEstald profile factor & =2
g o gteh,
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# 34 2 -D mud transport model

WAl Bl oA BREE ERNTI GEHTY A o8 B4
& BoRfcshan] BERKTS $o4 Mg Yolob g0t ERMTE &P
ol = BB ¥, 45AYE) F522ME $4 (flocculation) 5o
gole) (floc) & H4sio2 wMmmEr Axch WMEEE ERmBE-T 8
magel weh A=A ST BESL o= FAAE AVl oA Ha
o ole HFRels A A o= BRel o2 olFFEE weld 4
Bzl A%g s W Eelth WMMEE WA EHEIE 93¢ LE
o UdAoR KRS MR TRk 5800l A E WEEE S KR
#Este AE ohed Ao

w,(m/s) =K c (mg/¢) ; K= 0.001 ~0.002 @.3.1)

WEE Slo% WEe fFAste BBRAY EOStd =2 mEd #EHCl
U o] YojUE R olo] o g BERRE M AstA AHLsoF gt

WIEEY (ERstE Mg el MBRAEN (r) Bt 24 BEEC < K
F7h 2457 ¥z BHMBAESN () Ee Fod &fo] dojuA &eoh
Krone (1962) ol o3} WEEC fFAstes 4 $Hol A3 $3uct 2
29 ALY dAHAe HAHE ¥ Sa&

Sa=w,c (l—7y/74), {14 (2.3.2)
A7 A, 1y s BEREN FEie
T4 ; HEBBRES



HEBRES ros 22 A dAHAZS BRREZ A HE
oa AAsok gk 7,7t BMRRES (rH R W REEHA k] o
v BfsElE Be tn—rt.ol A vlAsE AeE dHA ok AAEA
sde HAHHEY] FHUs web Wsste Ao AP IHY=IH A
A AR Aol B2 (Aol A= wbel ) AF Aol wheh wshdch =
A A7k AN HE FL o3 o] IAF & Aok

Se =M(1p/7e—1), 7Tp)7e (2.3.3)

d714 Mg FA g vdeple 7. 9 A APAARE FEH dojAop ¥ Aol

Mud transport model off ] o] &5 = 7] 222 suspended sand transport mod-
el oA 9] 71324 (2.2.1) 3 Y3l sink, sourced A Sy EE S. 2
o 2] 3 o Zhet |

rwke BiEkREye] mud B BMHTIN TS 5 R 8= A
Ztell @& WEst E Gl KEHES BESMAE FolH SR BT
o et Fol A7kl weh FA3 wstgch  wetbA, wioe #AAT 9
ol &

& mud creame 9| A4S0 Fog FAZ ALIE ASE FAY F5E

g
o
2

el da 1349 Bde FUsn £AUTL Bl Foz Fred A4
s 1—D multilayer model & o] &% & 3ok zeiuh,olm o] o sk
#gKkel Bl o3 Wubdel EAE ol FUYAE FHstedle SR T 2
A9 B A4stE g0l sbE madelt oA ol &HE EAFRAL

9(cd) . 8 - 9 o D 13
Tr = T gy (Cudd+ 5o (evd) = F0(dD; 52
3 13
+5.,(dD, Z=)+ S (2.3.4)

3714 S+ sink,/ source o]},



EAE 229 HEYBED e B

WERRAA Y Ry BB HEM KBl Ze RdAr F2 KA K
B 3, @i wiiel osted WA slel RIS BEBAAE WHd ¥ BE
HeHyol BAELS O B =T BEMe od BBHYE o

71N E WATEOl o & R BB #Esh] 98 wHoR Bk
MR H9e B ddeos EAEE KEFHLY 24 HEHED
zdo @RAEA Y @itz 2 BEAE ®rdoh |

olW MEHSWEC ERHEH UL EHLY ANAE ANEHEA &
HEBel Ao K, FE, HEe Bl w2 Bitfel KEHEI WA FA—#&
FHBO MAMS 28-S BES 2 HES FANok sk HkmpyBEH =
o #E WwEEE Fig.2.4.13 o}

1. 2X3 BAKs =2

7b. EAHRRK
EdY EAHBAL KEFHLE ERI/ERY EBHHRER 2 o33 3ol
FE A= o

¢ |, d 0 =
-5—t+a—x[(h+C)u]+-a—y[(h+C)v]-—0 (2.4.D
du du du ¢ 9%u uyui4v:
at+uax+vay—fv—i—gax D’3x2+c Ch+0) =0 (2.4.2)
ov v ov ¢ 9%v wuitv?

TR RS TR +gay Dyay2+c(h+c) =0 (2.4.3)
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h o K& (FEREEE )

C tiKAL(C " )
u,v i KEFEEE x,y9E
f #ENEE (=20sing)
o HEREEAEE

b

¢ :ARE

Dy.Dy: Rl S8 ARH (D, = |uld, D, = |vid)
g TENMEE
¢ ERMRE

LR AREAL WHEY SHEFHE FM7 BEEELES SR E (boundary layer) V
< AYstny ZAA Yoo AAZE FAs okF FHk: 7}A o] Navier Stokes
9 HBRAET KEFHET Aolch 714 wLEEA 2§ wind stress, KRE
ik, BESL 5 FAIUY. 2de SREACZE s AAdAE B
WEHZEE dojal KM WMol wHE WL == WES WLEES Fu
2 dquie] fJile] Eg=EY JewE KE#( EE WES BREHSE T
T BRI AL W BEAA WK % 2 g

ro
L
lo

v R HE

BEgaak ¥ EBHERL B (explicit method) o] oa] 245{ts =
advection 9] FEolL angled derivative schemeo] Rz  EBHHER
o] FERs BfEFR 2= (numerical error ) o AHBZEUYE 95l Double sweep
scheme (up sweep ¢t down sweep ] w2 )L ALt F A 4ElE time
stepo] UM E BFFR UEI Foiste WFoR u,vEoER ALE  HT
St ATdwie BFR HEs Folrte UFoE v,ugo R A4S #TIC
ERL, WKERE Lol wHE @WTHS] BHMEES Aelsr] Astd & BT s
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&2

A4 & A et

Q [2ale}

drying test & A A5t AA4rt =58 Foolle o

4

=}
FHEERo] Byl Y X4HkEHPE wul A ZEE (stability) 7} =

# 5 ojof &}, W24 Courant -Friedrichs-Lewy o] A= 271 5 At {As/
V28 haa (At A RAZLRA, As B FEEHE, b - BTEA TRKED

2. 2XE #WmpoH 22

7}, ERFER
o] EAFBERL KEFHLE BERERSEA o273 7o) T A
—(%(dc)—i— %(udc)+%(vdc)=£—{[d(D“g—%-l—nyg—;)]
a dc ac
+*a';[d(ny8—x+Dyy a—y)] +S (2.4.9)

714, ¢ KBEFE #RY BE
u,v I KEFH HE A
d @ fRKHE
Dyxs Days Dyy @ BLIT HEHEL 58 AREK
S : sink /source I§
BT e S BAEE EFY BR - 8BRS FIEstY ogs 2] Aelgo

Dxx =V +Ds'u2/q2 (24.5)
Dy =D,cu-v/q® (2.4.6)
(2.4.7)

Dyy =vr + D;- v2 q?

d71A4, q% : u? + v?



vr * KFEFHE BLUEHE & ARE (0.07 dus )
uy - SOETHEE
D, it SE5HEY 7EFRE(5.86 dua)

v FEAE

EAHERY BEMRc BARSE T 2ol FRESBAE (finite dif-
ference explicit method) & FifAsle] K3}= advection terme] & ol
second upwind scheme o] Fi| F= o},

WAKE ZoiolAote el mEme] EEENS B (us o #b) S HBEY
BE vAE Aol ZBZ £ BRI KEE BEEN) § HERKEEK
BEobot o233t 7ol A=

2.51y

l

A7l A f 1 RE BRI
ko mEE HERR (BEERY ZAY 3+ BERY BR
3 [ A=)
v 1 lKS Bt ARE

W = BHiES JellE sink/source /L EiES, BMBRESN (r.),
BRBAES (ra), RTUEEE (w) 2 BRE (o9 BHEZ ZASHY BEREO]
BWEY 7 ST total load &S FIAS #EY B8HE HeX (SUEEE X K
Fruel g ol FEAE

3. ERH

WHEHERS M3 BEZY SAERS FHEES ERsc ZdaBd AR

EATEES) Wobdst Relo]l AN E EAEMS Emtels HAA &3, B
— 928 —



B Ry B L 2ol BRSNS Mol EEstn, #EEHS BH
d3e F= odertx HEE BEE HAMCR (FRste Afdlt EZRANE
ko] et o Fol web BELER G#ttel A HA$SIZE EREY EXE
ko) Aol LAol

Fig.2.4.2 2 2.4.3.2 {)li# SURBIBAAG B (1985, MBI DS T
FEEze] Ao ) BEmEel EAY 2%kt BARD X EFWBD
mulo) gRZA MBEHE £1%] BHY FS BESE WESA (KB AR
W BAR) 2 OBER St (EUEEE FHSERE) S JdERc KRS

ol
o
]

m/sec
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t a2l 2 -
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2 o B,
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Fig. 2.4.2, Computed flow field in a spring tide,
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Fig. 2.4.3. Computed annual sea bed changes.,
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Ede )l¥ SEEC o3 WEMMEL BWERd wAE 99
Hol A mists] skl =A Féem —mE BRo2 st FURER (& TR
Lokn) g H&stz o RRE FlAstd il BasRe] Hal BEBF =
(BT 500m e A&sioet HEy BHEL S BEETI BK ABHE
W3 F— #FES ZEE Hislel RAKD Rdo RS FE, sl 3
Hgith Ey T AR BES st WY, @, BEERY Sl o
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B3 BEEY Y
g Epan 58 Y BEEDRSS FASH

G sl F2 s del daA wAstE BERRRL A 2 FlA o
of gegret Qoh Selviels) Sa 2 dH YR dckld A¥Aes  veht
BAEAE A8 B4 E FAANE ADEAY HE R ol AR
J sz Azg AYAdel DAL ol ¥ 5 vk fkel A
24, pEdckl $FAAE s P AL oM HAAY ¢ wats
52 4gE Hel stn EAY gAe WokdA AHdon F7 e D 4
kel HH - WA S 474 TAL oAk ol HEAQ dE £, F
22, F4, LY SolAd FohE & sk
wAd w3 2 FAAE} S48 FEY(Figs. 1D da) 3
Q7Y HE3} Fualote EARAS A EAEE o) & AFH o AL

rlr

o

P
i
2
2
fr
=
3

QlF Qe ol 7 Heigmt nAZoE g K& - -PEo=E FA 3l
oo FTE AYshd AAL 2 A=) o] sk I ¥ AAH Hn
Ak (AM R, 1972). &l P4 ZEHulez HH WLBrE ki
slo] & 4 &g vz Tk

Z9Q ERJES Table 3.1.1 3 o (AAAF4, 1975).

ol o] Wik LES A THTOR o] Foi WEE FE°E T0~80
kmoll 23te] Al Aol wa} wetE BRS el FEoz Eejsh #okg =t o
et
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Fig. 3.1.1. Map showing the locations of Hupo harbour and
major streams affecting the harbour sedimen-

tation.
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Table 3.1.1. Major streams affecting Hupo harbour sedimentation.

Name of Distance Drainage Remark

Stream from harbour (kn) | area A (ki) (dsg)
Namdae Chon © 7.0 143 0.48 mm
Whangbo Chon ;‘% 14.0 33 0.80
Wangpi Chon § 34.0 521

Samyul Chon ° 1.2 11.4 0.73
Kumgdk Chon % 6.0 20.0 0.50
Song Chon 3 13.3 218.8 0.98

gota el Sg & fAA-L vy FEAC1L20~1740) 5 ol Fx AbA
23 ety HAFE 1IL/UOAEZE vwd dubsict, HARAY BgUdFL o
A A o2 dgp= 0.30 ~0.35mo]| 51, WAR] FZo]HE 0.35 ~ 0.40 mmo] T},

sheto] wepd 2@ g EH@el 50.2%% 7td Em 2 oge SE HA
2 18.2%°1 k(o] &L dklA #E3 ABe|ER vlaA F4Ao] L Ak
A9 stgst i2o). st 2 s e Fd &L Fig.3.1.29%

lo

s | numerals are
3 4 14 frequ_ency occurrence
30 b in 10 percentoge
9 24 17 1 | (1980 -1984 )
25 t
29 54 39 | 5
20
E 88 95 259 12 2f
- 15 F
= 149 329 855 92 99 |
T
1.0 |
| 205 423 1699 39 574 9
05 I
I 106 275 2K0 BI7 1120 29 |
Q.0 - A 1 ' 1 n 1 N

N NNE NE ENE E ESE SE SSE S sSsSw

Wave  direciion

Fig.3.1.2. Directional wave height distribution at Hupo waters.
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HZ357] (Tws) 9 F8 &2 Table(3.1.2) o i,

Table 3.1.2. Frequency occurrence of T,.

Range (s) Frequency Occurrence ()
0 ~ 5 49.8
5 ~ 6 16.4
6 ~ 1 17.8
7T ~ 8 9.9
8 ~ 6.1

N.B. Ty is the wave period averaged over the periods of waves for Hy;

BAY o] Buere ulzd 2 shatel way 2Y ¢ LLENH GRS B

o

2. PR B ME H#O0EY U FH ERS B

B $TAH HRe webd 1031 m, WA 523 m, SobA| d82m, Bo
57Tmol s FulFH AL 516,000 m*|ct, 53] () LoA 9 Zol= 1974
d 7hx] 335 mo]
2o gAY ARAS A9 wAstz ek

#A 19273 % 19859 AAY F4RAEE AdAoz FEsd e R
o} (Fig.3.1.3. &%z ).

W& AH R QAN Aol e Eale YoblE @l B ¥poR
A3} ol%dl s A¥ol Fig.3.1.40] Falo] dept glonf oln] AFH T3

oAN Aol FL &

de P o=AE WA mge bz Uk 2

o 0~ 60mo WdxlHel AlFoR el 1031 moj] o]

L



~

1981

Fig. 3.1.3. Location map of sand bars according to the pro-
longation of the breakwaters at Hupo hargour
(1927-1981).
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d4 5 | WA Ao 7 E g <+
(m)

1964 urobA] fRimoll A AkeAl o o s Bt 2kel B}
e,

1974 335 LIS S SN 4 R T Pl ST

1978 | 617 whabA]l fRiel B Lt £4 —3.0m AE®2
o 2.

1979 687 FF7t Hutd o2 ol B9,

1981 822 Bt dsbd EREA wabA Y ¢E LA
Ze sl st AEdo] T AFE 2.

1985 1,031 PAF FA6~10m, FAFH 2 WA dF(F
A lam )ol wet FlF = EH Qo] F3hd.

b, wsbAle) @METe WA Sl AN NE~EHES SR Wel M
of ol ERol sl HeBtol WA Aol FAo] obxm, AF B o
e i Hol 7Y ol EE zaath dshl FHRERS K HARAe
2 g3t F3, =3 FHkEe wel Wil 5E (circular current) &8
3 FfE AP W o] Fodol HAH}  Fig3.1.5% guidAel o
As)d A ALF sHEldl ol ¥ FAREAY o FHAE KT 4
st FEFY oA ARTAe] HE AAAGY FrA Wi R
fl(Fig.3.1.6) o] f3a 29 Ja&o2e) A%a wohdl dge FFAE
of 2A datd 2 o=, 231d webd A FAM Y HFG $de Ed)
2 Aol ch

A2 39z wokd A%l WE A A WHE $As B (Fig.3.1.4
*z),

1) oAl Al Mmol e 5 TAAel daFoz A& sta gl
— 37 —
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Fig. 3.1.5. A typical longshore current pattern around a
harbour.

KASHIWAZAKI N
Harbour Mar. 1973

Nov. 1971

Fig. 3.1.6. Topographic changes after the prolongation of
breakwaters (Tanaka and Sawamoto, 1974).
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ol BRI BRL bl TRl A wabshol o Kol oa 4
£ AN 2YEe g g
2) I FolAe SFAM 6mE FAFYN Wb YFEASY PaZ <

3 HZos FTEgoy 10mAL 2388 ssEos AN

o

bar & F4stm e o T e WS THUAU 3FE A wE
Folul AFUs A4 ol g B,
9 SFAdeme HAS} AE) wAH] 4EAY $EelH BAUL, o
o gl WHFH R WA A F sk ARG = &L
o AE 2 HATE] W

53, dorae] A4 % SHo| Haj ML Tankash Sato(1976) 7 EiEHS]
Aok EUL A2 BT A7 FASTARS TAGA e A 3

&& Fxz &std okl Z = (Fig.3.1.7. 32 ).

N

rir

2

PREDOMINANT

------ NOV. 1947
MAY . 1967
o) 500 1000 m
L | J

Fig. 3.1.7. Example of the coastal change at the downdrift
side of a harbour (Tanaka and Sato, 1976).
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1) ol 2 wrsdA Y BolA WAME AFstd st mAstes A

2) FY4d ¢ 0, = 20°~ 30°

3) HuslA : g, = 40°~50°

F2o A, U3A AFTAE AF7IZel FHn 3z FAHAE te
A7 89 Wase g 25l FEY se gdov Aoz |mUd B3
ol =2 Zelztx o 5% F Ut

AEHor, FIFFH(CEH, #oA 2 dh) oA BEAR AL stk 47
dokfoll o) s, 7 L o] oS3 WAl Al EEE S ¥
shAl ol o8 siEREe 2 e ol P Tl DA ol WHAR s
5145 sho] 98 circular current 7} 4Ho F2 AHA FFHEA F
JF 2 wiFE Ao A=

ol

O\v
oft i
v

-~

BE BRSEY ZHE

BRE7H ARE A5 2 A 4 2 AP vk Bol gl TH, @k
@, WE 2 VIE BBEA 5o o Ko 54l MysE o oF sl
golzk goh B3], Hshdl HolHo) stFHPL drFel w4 % s okEA of

3y AL A A A3 FREDL gdss 247 (a linear wave
refraction model) ¥ BF% s} ¥ & Rul (a irregular wave refraction x a

a—

wave spectrum transformation model ) 2 F8#% 4 glitd o] &L o] &, g}

o

S4AF(F, 3z, F71, 9%, 29EH )& A s
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1. BMi F3Y

Wel AL WMol AAAPel web FHAAL AA0E o] & WHEA F
Aol whet Waly] WTolth e BHAMET A4Y Aol: FPawe ol &s
£ Aol Ay HPHe SEAs FHoloh WHE S FEAAY BA4
(3.2.0) 22 AA e,

1 . aC aC
C (sin a i cos a _6_37) @Ga.2.1)
A71A, st FEFEAAY FHAHE(As=CAt ), at FFAF xFo] o] FE=

7, 283 CE dEEER 4 (3.2.2) & 2o,

_ 8T 2rh
C= 5 tanh ( CT ) (3.2.2)

474, T& #7, he $4 223 gk FH7tEsoln,

g4 fEEE Foli QA Fo19 Dol ) AWl A F4L A
EE ol% 9 AR FAABZRE TY %L, AEECE A dstd A G,
210 ol Jgdy I ALAA 42 AL BEh oA =IF
& Adstel B AL %3 MzAA Aol o= YAG A gl £AYA
7R ol AR st Sy FHd U o AL sy ALY
Syl W 4Eote Raddel He FFAES 22 4 Aok LA
AHA FnHE AW FAY Feg Aelol mEd we] qiAE 2a
Aot A BeT o] A 4w

H=H,K,K,K¢ (3.2.3)
A714, H, : dsistz
K, t 35A5 (= (Co/COY? ; A shst Aaisbe] FEmu])
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K, : B4AF (= oo /b)Y ;AR E FohgaAe 4s) 2 Aol
SCND
Ke s shAob2 2 7ok G %o 9@ she) oA BAS
2444 K, & Dobson(1967) 0] A A% Wy ol &stel A gsisich 5,

d’g
dt?

+Pdﬁ+ ah=0 (3.2.4)

714, B=(K,)7?,
— aC . oC
P=—2 (cos aﬂ+ sina a—y),

2

9*C . 0°C 2, 0°
axz axay+ cos‘a 9y’ )

q=C(sin®

479 23 ol wAAL By PHAE, 2AzAcEA Bagdy Y S
AAA %9 F7, stk snsh Aoslelot siel 2 AAHe| FAFEE Y
Ak ol shd A YoM FAL Fg 1289 Sl a3

2 A (least square surface fitting method) -2 o] &3t smoothing | 3k

< HYoh ootz FARW L o] §3tod A R Fxd o] TAHE 7}
Fig.3.2.1 ~2 o] A A= Ar},
of wile sto AL A THE F U FAH dou H=y A
Aol et F,
— A He] ¢ EFAS Al E e E2RATIE A, AAH AF
2 ko) Frlo| = § =l zsien
— wztA gAY JAXE 24 F gk
— #AA Y (54 )& smoothinggrozx AFAAY WaEFE €Y
b ol &ote Fmage 4del Fasich

% Zo| = mild slope equation ( Berkhoff, 1972) o] 7| 2% F3 o ZA -

>

N

32
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84 AL S JEe zad <ev o] Autsle] A ddde] ¥my FHe
ol A stol HEFE 43 shetsieE ol S=oh o] whE.e A 4AZe]l el
E7] A Fol Edadel WL Ao A7k AFEA LA o] EeprlelE F
A gatet,

2. MU~HEY MY

s Ede BAg dF(HRIY 54E 2HT e MR FL %
HEY stol R, FAe] By stn Ee AW A vl g Fug 77
of FEstE EA ) (seas) o WYL 53y Ads 2% EYJ Y (spectral
method ) & o] &gtet.  A7lol 27k wie]l ed 2 e KHES o
WAzt A2 Aste) e T4 fFos Tl EEdvan st oY
2| ®.ZuAA (Longuet-Higgins and Stewart, 1960) 2 o] &at& #ols, o}
E o 9|3l wave rays (o] wave orthogonal 3} thE ) Ajo]e] wave act-

ion (E/w)o] H&5Ex Ao 7125 F wave action conservation ¥}A4]

(Bretherton and Garret, 1969) -2 o] &3tc}, o5 RF 7| EuAH A4S g
4B ZAAEg S(f,0) =v E(ky, ko] &3t 2wl o Ziggel o
8 ARty E4ATE AAFoEA o Helq AP g} For—
F 2AEHS FY}, g EYAF(F, gz, FFF ) o] £"EHZR
2H A AN F A

& BEBdAE Addd S 2l Fh st A AA e HFAEE
Aldstedl A HolA wEY PEE olLoe EFASEY FARYL F
ARt o9 ARWAN S FAHAHY L ALl L3} P,



7h 71E wAA
1) 534 BEA
a—)
ot Vn =0

4714 K& BEAE, ne AEANE R, ABAE xF-dUs BT 3T

yE—a g A Fo A8 g

1A shad A (3.2

vVn=0

ofsf, ol AFTAEne] —EFE vl

S+

n=o(k;h)+ K-u

g7l A we Y HEFEE (relative angular frequency), Y

59 £xd glo] o},
2) FErd el o JEFEEM (irrotationality of wave number vector)

V Xk =

( kinematical

conservation equation )

(3.2.5)

’

I Belet. 7t EERRE(steady state) 2tz

oy

3) Shadolufx] EEA

9dE(k) | 3

ot

0x,

0x

R R

. radiation stress

source ¢} sink

=
=

d(kcos ) a(ksin8) _

{dE(k) Cua+(Cy, 00} +8

b4

0

aUﬂ —
af axa

C RS BEE EE (relative group velocity)
EESERE

(3.2.6)

(3.2.8)

(3.2.9)



2o RAAE A A4 2 ABado] Sk ololmz L=0 27

= Q=002 A5 A (3.2.9)E e ol s Zgsch

a
ax,

{dE(k) (uy +(Ce)al } + S‘.ﬂ—g-;’—(-‘- =0 (3.2.10)

o] A g oA UES} KHAE Fuiol A EEYS ou|aint  wheA
dEC(k;0) & Fopr— ko] Hul oz #4s S(n0)E Fa7l HsidE phi-
11ips(1966) 7} A A& BAA L ol &t &,

_ (kdECK; 8)Jk=6wm
S(n’a)— EkodEo(k;elS]?(od}(n) S°(n’0) (3.2.11)

4) o Wy EE (absolute wave group velocity)

Coo =Cor + 0 (3.2.12)

o B AWFEE Codt Wudl A TAL guiste sablize Ak
52 oulaitt. o714 wave ray 9 s}84 (wave orthogonal) & Fig.3.2.3 3%
o] FEsich

BRol 1A o) WIBEE C,o o AALS wave rayet R2m Kt

4= tan™ (%%%‘:;;_jzg_) (3.2.13)

2 Aot 97, u,vE v x,yAEEToln §& PEH (wave orth-
ogonal) C, o HAQHE u= 0= p=¢0]}

EiEe &(3.2.7), (3.2.8) & FAlo] UEAIE WE T o,k,09 o]

Folx 7 o] & o] &3t AATHEC, F Cp & THEFH ol A e
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Ca
Wave orthogonal

X

Wave front

Fig.3.2.3. Definition of wave orthogonal and ray.

— 2 ’
o _(E tark kh)Y? , 3.2.14)
1
C,,=§C,( 14+G), (3.2.15)
G = 2kh//sinh 2kh, (3.2.16)
C. =C,+ucos @ +v sin é. (3.2.17)

3, 4 (3.2.3) oA wave ray o Wy & Faio)

29 A5 AAPANA S, (n,0,) 7k AoA=lm & AxAH| 44 hst
uvZh dHsE 99 S 24 ol Lale e BEAASE Al etz ol & 4 (3.
2.10% B.2.1D¢) Helste] Bx 2ol e ~4EX S(n,0) =<
S(H.0)F 78 & Ak 4714 (FAF) 2dE] S(f)&

S(f) = fS(f.,8)4ds, ' (3.2.18)

olty, B



S(f) =22S(n,8) , (3.2.19)
S(6) = fS(f,6)df, (3.2.20)
g7l A, n=2=f.

545z 9 F7 5& S(HE¥H A g o

i
win
2: 1

Hys=4.0/m, (3.2.21)

T=vm,/m, , (3.2.22)
A7l 4, m, = [f*Yf)df,

Ty = 0.95/1, , (3.2.23)

f, : peak spectral denmsity o] Fu}4

olm, stFo A 7k A% Z e S(0) zkol A foln W He HE
A A9 HeHds) FEYEe S()rh AN polsh

v BIEMT 2
12 $ANE hyperbolic Hejoln] ol9 iF AR 7 AAHelA F
87 YaslA = wWAAL 1st upwind differencing method & o] & AHR=ES1Ls}
o] explicit scheme 3} HbEA] 4 -g = &3t}
zd ol AA 4 AdzrABAE
dal & HAH  FoFr—FaAEH S, (f,60)
Wals AA- s A
*3 AA™E  : X(.1) =X(i.2),
XCis jmex) =XC i jmax-t)
#A=H A4: |[Aah | kh,
ot 8 1 DAY | KKy
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F9 A 434 Fig.3.2.49 Zch

Input
S(f,8),h,u

Compute

w, k, 0

using Egs. (3.2.7)
and (3.2.8)

Compute

dE(k) and S(f,0)

using Eqs. (3.2.10)
(3.2.11) and (3.2.18)

Compute
Characteristic wave
height and period,
direction

( stop )

Fig.3.2.4. Flow chart of the spectral transformation model.

T2 o] A skl 4 Scheme o] A A H Ao A o] AH
A %7] (plane sloped sea bottom) #} uniform current Ae]oj] A1 2] & A4l

o} A X7 Ao AXso2A 9 Zahul 9lth(Chae and Song, 1986 ).

o sl 48 4l
Aolsh 29 =Y w AW AL g4 FAYE Al

A

.g_‘_i‘

9



# dAREAZ (A 2 AA AR )7 YE LS FHIE AFAA
sS3d FA (HPATF4, 1982) o Hal H&esct. FAAEE dEE &
AZ EFsgon B S5+ ALY (28 ) 0.5 m/sec, ¥F NNEEZ —
gototz A ek A& AA=del A S,(f,6)E Datawell waverider
buoy & o] £5te] 44 T8m, stol A fdkm H oA FHEF S(f)eh oA

o] wraky B ¥ 34 G(F) (Mitsuyasu and Mizuno, 1976) 2 R 3t 5,

S, (£,8) =S,(f) G(6) (3.2.24)
2
4714, G(6) = 1(2)* L-$EE8 cosm( ), (3.2.25)

[ : Gamma function ,
Smax (£/f5)7%% for f21,,
S ={sz(f/fp)5 for f ¢ £, ,
f,r 2 E8 S(f)e) HFFAF(= 1.(1)_5’1‘5)
Smax * 11.5 (27 f,Uno./8)7%°

Goda (1977) £ smx® WU E ATFH o2 o3 o] Attt
Smax = 10 1 X9 Foll &) bl F2 AsfA B BT,
Smex = 25 1 FaiA 7 FH3 FB3Fels 2 A4,

= :1ge A5

smx

2elged (8.75 X 11.25kt )& ALY Az (Ax=250m, Ay= T0m)
o2 TAsAEd & AANHY FE 526/ (=35x15)or =i, Af=
0.0195 H, , A6 =10°2 xyelsld AEFo4s 1470, share 1302 %182
Mol RHW SC(f:,60,) 0 s Rdal g ZETFRA 7128449 #E A

gaieh, ol 2RE 9@ pold 2¥EZ S,(f,0), S,(fx), S;@)2dx
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on, B3] fo WRAsel Ha dFE Fileol vdebd & Uk wetA Fig.
3.2.6 ol 4 B ule} o] Eule Aol FIHzm FI1 9} At E

Fg S AT £ gorg, o] ZHE & w4 wave orbital velocity,

ook

radiation stress 5 Fate] Ao} ol FH4L ElYstedl YAAEE AT
@t

2 Edd e A dol A% B TA, AT, s @ave zEsde
b oz A wpdEel o oux Pash T2E FHclA AW o
& 9% F/4¢ Bevt A =%, $P2AEYS) B35 A o) AaE
o83 2ue AT HFel Yasteh

# 38 N-line EMEY =24

ul (g i) ol Fub g siTFzEe] MASW Ad®EAL ol FV Tl W
3h7h Y7z ol Zla ZEaule Bt AAAA Aok et Faich
of A" FLIFT FZollA BAHE AMEAL o] Fol wWE HEEKT BE
Beh - #RBgol A TAAE 2 AL WMEAA olv] FERE = A

oleigt WAL Al EHoldsr] G FARDEAME dubAl EHAEol T 2
( general sediment transport model ) 3 N— line &jul¥ & 5@01 ok, FiE
o A%v e A, 3E, AUF, AT B € BEERYS BHA L
T A%, FEHRE E oA EE WAL ol &t AMsn AARAY Wk
£ Algge o] whye vad 73," g Alg FIY F e FHol deou
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e}, H, #EFL B A2 AAALE s e € ERe AN
oS BEEDE 2 54 F— (onshore -offshore ) ¥4 Al 44ste] FA}
olF & AFUYAN =T H AAAY P Hulo] HstE ol Gk o] FHre Al
A=t el vlmA itz A gol folslw A AkAzlo] Hrl wWHFol AV &)
R E o &l AFstet,  zev, e o EH A4S A Este Afele wE
7 A gsier,

E@E 479 Add 2 FHA9Y ZAelgd Aol A3 ol B4 #4%
AR Y Ase Fge o 2strl Ya) N—line sjuifsd 2o = Lsidc
E welo] a4 E o} 249 wl AL Perlin and Dean(1985) o], EE#E 3] Hlo
o A &fl= ek B (1985) 0] AlA=gch  webd, B EaMoAdE olo

st A o} A LA dEnt 2od '

1. 7|2 W34

B Bl et 7l EWAAL 4 (3.2.10) 0] u,=0g i3 A& o] &&
o, dsz7e

H,=0.78h (3.3.D

& 4%
Wmiel ol F 2 A9 Azl ®E WHE A L) A% AEPANL de
s gesl, Bulel #IA 2 sulstdo] Fig.3.3.10] AAsgieh

g’t’ +1¢ aq* + aq,) (3.3.2)

A71A, ay t x5S &9 BRE (h/m s ),
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q, : YRS 2 ERE(n/m/s ),
m : EER

g, Q& doHEel 9% MEPRR (3.3.4)3 ALEABY FEY (3.3.5)

Q& =aq Ay (3.3.3)
d714, ¢ =Q fa,ly)dy/ Ay,
Q=C, (Hy)%*? sin (2a,) (3.3.4)
o [ Kp (8)'/? . >
Ci R (‘ T6Co, —p ) T—D) CkD 7 ) »

K=0.77 (Komar and Inman 1970 ),

Ps zj&ﬁ%‘o’] %gr
e =WKe BE,
p =ZfE,

k, =0.78 (BEEIEED ,
a, =HPERF M TR (=0—x ).

. bk Abake] A (Fulford, 1982)

Q. (y)=1.536 ;% (y +a)? exp(—(y+a)/(1.25y,)°] (3.3.5)
a.(y) : FHEKE(MW.L.) S 7IFoE QY yHA HAE,
Ve : xSolA BEEAAY A,

a THE(=H,/ID.

t}. Onshore-offshore X A}k ( Bakker, 1968 )

— 57 —



(Qy)i,; =Ax(ay)
= (G Lyi;—vyi,; +(Wea);] (3.3.6)
o 7|4 C, : activity factor

= 0.3048 X 10®°m/s for h< h,

4 o
58 (0.78)%(gB)¥? h

S : S P -5
(sin h(kh)) x 10 for h)hy

(Weq)i,; © Equilibrium beach profile distance

(Yi,j — ¥Yii-1 )

2. HiEEtw

240 93 gz, &9 gEHe Ade 4 (3.2.6), (3.2.8)F (3.2.12) &
RS> dissipative interface Biygng o] & ARES(LAZ ohg ubEA 4
He AL Radge 24 ARHeA sl & A 4t}

P H) :
1
Hl = {m L 0.25(CH?C, cos 6);-y, 541 (3.3.7)
+ 0.5 (H2C, cos 6); ;41
+0.25 (H?C, cos 6) ;41,561 — 2)}:
V2
( (H?C, sin 6);4,; —(HC, sin 6) i—l,j)]}
TE(©) :
7+ = sin™! {%—(0.25@ $in 6oy, a1 (3.3.8)
i,j

+0.5CK sin 6);01
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Ay

+ 0-25(k sin 0)i+l,j+1+ m‘

((k cos 0)i+l,j — (k cos 0)1-1'5)]}

)
lo

o st E ZAZ % q, F AN 4 3.3.2D o AYF kS BE
B ol & HARESAAL, EZRAA 24 AAANH o] AL FA AF
A e 8 Tl 94 e 2ol AYWAH(3.3.9 & F3 &k

(14A +A, +A; +A) y‘i':g‘—(Al) y{‘f},,- (3.3.9)
— Ayl — (A v — (AD yi = (As) s,
o 71 A
A=At R ;(Ss)ig
A; =A t Ry ;(S3) i41,5s
Ay =(At/2) Ry; (Cdij
A=A 2 Ry (G
Ri; =1/(2 AxAh),
As, S3 & G & n*h time stepol A Al A=l EL&EK olTk

A (3.3.9) = s Ed 28l 2 FrE™ (4] (3.3.10)), =3+ banded matrix ¢

ER e 7lx)m2 IMSL routine - o]&, AAH o2 A4y F Uch
(Al (Y) = (B} (3.3.10)

- o7j4 [A) £ Weighting factors 24 KIRNRRE, WEEEH 2 78 AD&EH
of wet grEss, (Bl& (As)i;°lth
2ol o] EREFS 33 2o
gE G : 7l (berm) 3 beach face & RS AR FHo| ol 5T

HEER ¢ ¥ mexs, = constant.



MAE : FAKERS LB BE ,
ZRHIR ¢ NEKME ZEHIE (impermeable barrier).
BEREAA Y BEFES N BEE BHESEST ol &3t rh

2 2ug o) 8% dudydse ASEE Fig.3.3.29 2o

Begin N- year
Beach Evolution
Simulation

I
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Characteristics

Time Series
Wave Data
H,T,é

Wave RefractionDiffraction
Analysis

Calculate Nearshore Sediment
Transport based on Equilibrium
Beach Profile Concept

Adjustment of Bottom Contours
using Sediment Repose Angles

Is
N-year Simulation
Completed ?

Fig.3.3.2. Flow chart of n- line beach evolution model 1ing.
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3. 28 EH

Ewe 39,9 JLE 9 9T NEUAE A Aokl 43T
b AAFleh olel g AsEAs A edel AMAL mEe] ANA N-
lie Ay 20 g ol g, o) 6A7vtch e WBRES AAFAL FAol
ze sl AT A Ao

7b. BERle] 27 g AAzA
B &) 7 EHo2 o] &H JHARE S P}
ARNZECAL) 216002 ( =6 A7)
AAZA (Ax ) : 50m
55449 AF(N) ¢ 117 (0.1, 2,3,4,5,6,8,10,15,20,25 m )
3 w7 AHm) : 0.025
el o] HWE (p,) ¢ 2.52 §/cht
HNEUE(p): 1.025 ¢ ch
T3&{p) : 0.40

Ha)ului(B) : 0.13 (h=By??)

A4 ZH(B) : 23.64°

e Feol i 1m

EZA19 Zo|: 350m, 905m (sl Az Az ), 400m
EEA 9 Y=(i): 7,22,37

HE&Bol A& sFz7] (Fig.A3.3.1 %=2), H&7|7k50] Table 3.3.1 6] AlA)
Aot EE FHY FFAA 2 SshA o whabA o) 6 x] (198413 129 @A )

o} mrle] A xzjgto] Fig.3.3.3¢] A A},
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Table 3.3.1. Data sets for beach evolution modelling on Hupo harbour

sedimentation.
Run Groin Wave Duration
Remarks
No. | Position (i) | H(m) | T(s) 6 ( days )
1 22 3* 8 W 164°E 12 Test run
2 | 22 3 8 | W67.5°S 12 | Test run
3 7, 22, 37 3 8 W 164° E 12 Test run
4 7, 22, 37 3 8 W67.5° S 12 Test run
5 22 measured observed 92 summer
( Jul.— Sep.)
6 22 measured " observed 92 winter
(Nov.— Jan.)
7 7, 22, 37 | measured observed 92 summer
8 7, 22, 37 measur ed observed 92 - winter
9 22 meas ured obser ved 184 six months
(summer +
10 7, 22, 37 ‘| measured | observed 184 winter )

* : the deep-water wave.

. A 4

Run 1& 2

Eiel dests P gRe 248 sl NErF SAlsiAT AL #
B AgolE FEAY, dSolE HNN EEALY wHFo] F2 Wsha Lot
webal, Ral ol o] EUAL oledd WEsHT el weh dAA et

(1) Run 1 (Fig.3.3.4) & ESEwo)d sz3m, 7] 829 A7t W
8 S e AAR FustzA, Pl s Fol e B Falo] vt
Uz pwmel G (oAl BE AEoz stgA s sotdel shiE ) &
WA Aol Fsch, Ed, BADIAL AP vehdet  Z, wepA A
the AL BhE w40 10~ 15m Aol HAsm WA $E4m 54
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Ade ge ERBses S4d4Le B

(2) Run 2 (Fig.3.3.5) & SSWwakA Fdg Asisrt W5tz 7H4
stod A de AAR Y A2A B S AT (A Warel et
2, A $EANe HARA] Tk vehdoh, B8, SHA4 3~5
m7t g %oz HAAAL ol@ HFzAL vy T BEMC PeD
2 fEmAZl W% 12U70] E3sht 2 A e FHaoh

doirle] BE daZow oz FRAADEA EEKY ZAE ALHolE
AGote] o] FEEE Solz, ATHolE ATHAAOZ H9) o] B 4T A
A7 e EHE & F YL o Test runs o) AHE Eof EEY + Avh

Run 3 & 4

ot A TestrmozH wokdl @ WA $Za bl EA (groin)E A
Agozn FAol B AAlste] FYTF HET GAZ ot AT (L)L
Ast7] gk AZAl woleh RaA gAY W vlad FohH( A Y
) Zvbsle] A EAE F0m FEe AGeim At} HAA
d EZste) Lo og Bl Eol Wal olEe EIE EAsc.

(1) Run 39 2}(Fig.3.3.6)% Run 1o] ¥]a} @bl & SA19 Ffo]
Gzt AlEHm FATFY S0l Gzt Ao AH, AE WA S AT Aol
tmERo A AASA Yehdoh  @E o) AHAEA FHdE R B
o] A rEhtEdl, ok ArHA Held FATF HBwA o AFY A

3% Aoz Bardch Ea, 7 E WA Fee EARAE FdFn @
A WA E RS GAZ sotoz o) EAR oM A2 (A4 o] dlagE
s ekl HA@AE obr] A7k,

(2) Rw 4 8 25 (Fig.3.3.7) & o] 28 EAbo|T %A #4357 98 2
o2, Ft STl WEdchn AT 399 B Sol dar S

dFe FHo Ul Fn et F, B S EAY 5 R, oAl

o
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o) FHEe g, 2oz J1E PG $EHL MR, BAD 94 Rl Yoy
2, Aot AAEASY HEe B, $ES #EC) BAFoEH B m)
3 3o,

ol ATZEE N—line sjul¥ld Rlo] SAIA el &l AY F4
(trend) & ¥d ABeA ABFo 2N ZaAT ] g AYAE oA
UEY F o+

Run 5 & 6

ot 427 AgAe) EAllE AU L ¥y 9 Aol wWad,4E
€4 3MY7Y AA #2225 (1982 T ¥svadE4 25 )E o] £5o] 1984
91299 FAAE 9 wekal w2 st o) 6 Al7ivkeke) o ebae) 2 2
o 6A7ketcke] ) AA W WsE Al 4o |

Fig.3.3.82 7,89 8¢ stataelol 93 SN wWsloler o714, st
Ao AEe %7te] HAYPAG Holu METTL EAFTAM duder £
S Qe 4%y ATIAE dehdth 2o ALFdE HAPol SAlT
(Fig.3.3.9). @3, ¢ Fol o Eol @rARY HFHgoz. HHFP L] A
gH ot $A3th, o]k Figs.A3.3.29 A3.3.404 HHAoz 4=y £ 9
om, Eq Wby 4e $3ste olFH e Ralx F4e e R(h=15
m Yol #eREsel %o A% e AA ot ARz HA o]
Hshe Aol wolAEZ o ¥ wol A L EESE olFsA T A
olch.

o|N

Run 7 & 8
olx EAl 2AE AR A st A& ALH A2} 3AYRY s
Fagol FE AU ES A 4G Aolth(Fig.3.3.10, 3.3.11). @A F9)

o APWste A2 vlLste %7he E A" ol vehdo  zuIIE WA
Al FE8cke AFHste FHE AolE Holy dl, ol Aol FH5~15m
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Run 9 & 10

ot 6AULH(ATIAY+ALINY)DY %A shagd 9F 1984

I

[o]

129 "AY A AANGAe Y oo AAEAE 2] HAPAn Y

S 499 HAANY HaE A 4g Aol (Fig.3.3.12, 3.3.13). usdA|o] A
A5 A9 52 Wt Aot detved F40.1~3maA e Wt 2
ool FoiAd =t Tulx ZAd FYTE A AA A F45~8
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Wave field after 12 days bathymetric changes (Run 1).

Fig. A3.3.3.
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Initial wave field (Run 2).

Fig. A3.3.4.
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Fig. A3.3.5.
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