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Fig. 1 Location map of field measurement.

Table 1. Selected wave data for comparisons with numerical calculation.

AH W2 A" W3
o | i 4w (A7 2% A7) (A2 53 A)
) Hs Tp | Dirmean | Spr | Hs T Ratio Hs T, | Ratio
(m) | (sec) | (deg.) [(deg)| (m) | (sec) |(W2/W)| (m) | (sec) |(W3/W)
113/21 0600 090 ] 918 |N32°E | 133 | 0.17 85| 0189 | 020 9.1 1] 0.222
2 13/21 11:001 100 | 917 |N34°E| 149 | 0.18 80| 0180 | 023 91| 0.230
3 13/22 00:00 | 061 816 | N34°E{ 151 | 013 851 0213 | 014 85| 0.230
4 13/26 0400 081 {11.04 |[NAO°E| 145 | 0.15 91 018 | 0.18 9.1 | 0222
51326 1500 152 | 1280 | N37°E| 151 | 025 | 128 | 0.164 046 | 128 | 0.303
6 |3/26 21:00| 156 | 1372 | N36°E| 148 | 032 | 142 | 0205 047 | 142 | 0.301
7 13/27 0300 | 1.87 | 1394 |[N45°E | 154 | 035 | 142 | 0.187 | 049 | 142 | 0262
8 [3/27 10:00| 134 | 1282 | N46°E | 153 | 027 | 116 | 0201 | 044 | 142 ] 0328
9 {3/27 1600 | 0.80 | 1269 | N41"E | 256 | 0.18 | 128 | 0225 | 025 | 128 | 0313
10 [3/28 00:00| 055 [ 1038 | N4O°E | 236 | 013 | 116 | 0236 | 0.16 | 128 | 0.201
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Fig. 2 Variation of significant wave heights at three stations.
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Fig. 3 Variation of peak periods at three stations.
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Fig. 4 Variation of mean wave directions and spreadings at three stations.
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Fig. 5 Variation of normalized wave height ratios at two stations.
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. 6 Comparison of normalized wave height ratios between
measurement and calculation.
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