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Fig.1. Model Domain and Bottom Topography
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Table 1. Harmonic constants of M; constituent for open boundaries
Cell No.!| Amplitude (cm) Cell No. | Amplitude (cm)

(x,y) | Phase lag (° ) (x,y) | Phase lag (° )

(1,1) 104.0, 6.0 (121,111){ 153.0, 43.0
(79,1) 110.0, 5.0 (80,111)| 153.0, 43.0
(116,1) 154.0, 309.0 (69,111)| 156.0, 40.0
(134,1) 154.0, 309.0 (1,111)| 145.0, 38.0
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Table 2. Comparison of observed and calculated amplitude
and phase for the M; tide

Observed Calculated Difference

No. | Locality 1=ty [k )] A (cm) | k (" )| A (cm) [k (° )
1 | Chaundo 145.1 34 143.4 34 -1.7 0
2 | Mokpo 122.6 60 122.9 62 0.3 2
3 | Sihado 129.2 29 127.8 27 -1.4 -2
4 | Pigumdo 124.0 20 125.2 19 1.2 -1
5 | Hauido 110.6 14 113.8 13 3.2 -1
6 | Hataedo 109.0 5 109.2 6 0.2 1
7 | Usuyong 116.0 15 109.5 8 -6.5 -7
8 | Pyukpajin | 131.6 324 130.4 323 -1.2 -1
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Fig.7. Tidal Flow Pattern at lunar O hr of 135 °E
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