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1. #H

#Hol doiAlol P FREHYE HEde ALY MEFET LTEY BERERHS Ausie
=X Laplaced] € #AHE3d SEHE BER ERRS B B 943 REERS 3
A3 Jehgow AU AR BRHEY P A% Yoz grigd

EEY Ry HERY BEN BERRS Fi84Ys 28 HEEHo2 BR BT
& e T 4 Y. 89 i B R BEd e YL naiy ¥
2 r(10Km X 10Km) E#fR&K-< A48 FHRM A4 349 4 519 HF7F 98
¥ Aoz AT (Panchang T, 1991). 3 Ygel ®ol HEste REWRSY AME
12x8 3t BRG] o3 HEF BERERS 225vgHolxn KB 2078 AAHqME o
150u] g2 & o] KEEH KFHES 0vEs} g g R N9 BRETS
faayer 78 o Rale o L2 o=2XEH HMRIAT 177& A (direct
method)22 F 7S YAy BRARE UF AA AREY 9y JAFE=2s ERET
& HEYE & g o)AW L sy 9 WY GURs BhY ERAE 8
BER kS MEHAG

2 BRRAL BEF BERACZYH HEEMN, 1Y HE 2931 y¥yd fPge=
2T 428 HHRE A we dAReE HESE /HoR Be 7Y Ua
A o) Wil LEHS A AT MRl Folel dn] EHIRMB =gy X gL
B HERE(spin-up time) YA E %l EF o] 7[Yo BIKBERGEH HAde e
o]gi g0l & Aoz ¢ At (Panchang &, 1991).

WY EORE RS HAE FAT & e A ALY & dE HEe=
Radder(1979)7} A& #7% ¥ RS W/l YU BR #iT7HA BERFSE7) i
7 BEXAHMmY AAAd v FHE 5 Yt B BENERACRYY WK ELUR
o] =5 EFY #HEHE(marching method)& AME3te WK LRSS vazE YL A
ool N FEkHEES AT3h. Radderd) HiwH ELRL Hiol FA ek 2] u|
2 e oz APd{E A 433 5 HEEESE B #iTA ST E R
£E F7sng g HRE vk olg ZL AP €07 A% ¥ie R H
K WK aiikel Kirby(1986)e] <13 A|I=Ath. Berkhoff 5(1982)¢} #HHE o]
¥ FEAdY dIs WYE EURE AMSdle BESAIY FFd dE AgEH: 9tk
Kirby$} Dalrymple(1984)2 #H #ito] iy BUEKE HEHREE T3 ERY EBE
#o) ¥ oldolg AFsit. ©¥ Iue HWRERE Kirby(1986)8] Hx WY &
R R dEW AYUSE /AT BfET] 41990 ) /Mu=e] RpEE R
FEE S O fad93) swste R WEEE yRsNY. ER AfeRdA
wol AL83t3 3 RCPWAVERTIL v SF F¥ 9 Ebersole(1985)] 93] 7/dd =y
o2 At A FAFEUG. o] Y2 YA BEF HRAL AHSY YAE g BAY
o2 WK EReR SEEY 2¥9 FRHFER A HEdse AHE Az 3l
o] A A3te ol Ho| Uetn E3] HEpENE N BUEERS A4 $
< FH39 HEol #Ewd 9 RHEEE Aede ALY & QL WM 9% HEE
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& A AN KERE SR & 228 uUd WHH G0 A3 HEkHQe 54
7} Ho] XEFEIF A A= AF HE Aol FA 28902 vuA W HAYY ¥
BT HESE o Y migeld.

A2 AFEY HE ttho] BEA 3 798P0 AR wel Aol FHHe) Ue HE
= WEESHA Hol ZBER BRAEL ol 83 BEMT BFY XEHol BRI AR
o BHER ERRE ARESEOLR EATY BAF 1770l FAHEHH olF yrEIIYe=z
FESE A4 ¥ ZBREaEc Yax A " ° 2¥2 gy g% RMHEE ¥
BY + e B BREAT EEEHELS 2Yd gASlE 4 & ozige git
(Panchang %, 1991). Panchang ¥¢ 2Y2A3%E HEY #i# #4448 I vinsy
Bx Wyl AR Adrd 4% AUdxE A o] RYL REHEE
(Preconditioned Conjugate Gradient Method)}-& Al-83t7] wi&o KeEkE7t ®Bmar).

¥ HxolMe ARESEE AHSdta Aoz BwEod BauhERe HE vy
7oz 3= PCOME AH8-3lld. B|EHF HRA dsf PCGME A3 BEHTS
Panchang &(1991)¢] <& A& FHESINIL o] BEKILS BHF ERRE f¥asly
Bayliss 3(1983)9] HWEAFRE Uz AMS-E Aotk BuHAERY BE HEIIYe=z
PCGMel& o2 714 ¥gol €AY + lon #(194)= dA71HEY 4 AHAE 93
T4 A& Ave HRY BITES vastd BEEEE Ao £ HXAE ¢ 7
H& AHg-3 .

2. XMHERT WEHR
21, XFRHER

40 @A WY W & AFE ERIRC) L Ao AFY Aol Y £4 AAEY
AFY} 20 ERRE TANY SER KRR HEEoH(Berkhoff, 1972 Mei, 1989).

V - (CCgV §) + K*CCyh = 0, §))
4714 %k C= o7, Ffa‘sﬁﬁcfﬁ(h—s—.uﬁl—kzh—kﬁ)om ADE AP AFEI= A

B} o(xy)=ov CC& sy Helmholz’—‘](2)°i Bl ol ¥49 71 FolA
HEXEES gSAA Ao
vi%+x% =0, 2
2_,2__VY VCC
714 =k '7-55;"
2(2)f) HRE BREHFS ST g
2 s2ike P (XK i)y, x=0a, 3

igay CC, g 16
4]

AN AHEAD ¢ "= - v ks kyE BB x yESolt

20 _(-2YCC ke, x=Moas, @

e | “"‘/_5_“ +iky)e,  y=0elA, 5)

33 =( amﬂ—:c—' * lky) y=N. (6)
22. WHHR

4Q2)-0= HEHE g FEALAT WUHERL (D9 Yz HRYE & 9.15}
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Ax=Db )]
751 A ¥l dRE F sparse matrix’t HI v]AF (x}= (0)2 AFE BTREY
A4 FL& M+1DX(N+1o] gtk A(7NE PCGME Al4¥ HAERKES AHE3lo A4t
At '

BuEEAe MYguys njdYgegos JYyojdr. BEUKRAHE B BRIHEKE AHE
e Y ERE AMSSIE REEHEC Y 47A EEL uiHA ged. & f7FAE
B Ehe] —EHCE PCGME AlS3l9 Aitd X7 #H4eAan A& uzA] y&Es
o BERSE T 289 FREEELS ALY $EXUAE AHEEtY BRY RIES
T8 ol2RE JERY BERAER(Kirby® Dalrymple, 1986)914 K& 3 PCGM&
ALg3td 309y R#ESE e T F A2 BEE U AT ogEd AFE&
BHEso ALdd Bt FedzEd 3 q7pd REStY BERE T4

3. k&%

B RREEE /13 AA3 Adie RER BRALT FRESELLZ AEHY
PCGM9] HHEBHS ol 4% RESRLE MRSty R Bl DI KEY BECY
2)9) KEREWI LB BESZY] BRe KEXR SR oFF T —HEE By
BEsTle] EF Y HEEE MEIAY.

B BIESAIQ) Panchang $-(1991)¢] A5 Xo)AA BALH} Preconditioner&
BEste 1771 Qdx £RE ERste 7 889 ERe osiid. 53 FRpRl 4
Yol vebd A2E BERE it RELASTE 993 RYAAT WH HES BE FHEA
W FIERE BE A
JEmtEol Ml FRY HEY EHERKY A58 Sietd KEY EHK A%ls 98
Bl g o] EEHS BAANA Aol WA Wit BREe BR A= JFRERR
o] HAYE uFIAAU '

BE IR
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Fig. 1. Comparison of laboratory data and numerical results
for circular shoal: © Data; -~ Linear;, — Nonlinear
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Fig. 2. Comparison of laboratory data and numerical results
for elliptic shoal: © Data; - Linear;, — Nonlinear
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e) Section 5
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Fig. 2. Comparison of laboratory data and numerical results
for elliptic shoal: © Data; - Linear;, — Nonlinear
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