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A Time-Dependent Numerical WaveDeformation Model Around Coastal Sea
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Table 1. Experiment conditions of the numerical model

Experiment 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Case
Previous - Watanabe
AL RS . .
Physical Analytic f % 97;: A Bflrg;;ff — Analytic | Maruyama (I fg:g)
Model (1986)

Model Rectangular |  Circular Elliptic Square Uniform Detached Model
Configuration Basin Shoal Shoal Basin Slope Breakwater | Harbour
D‘zz‘;““ 30x120 | 32x24 UX | 400x400 6x3 8X5 9x9

Depth 12m 5~15cm 0~dbcm 15m 0~12cm 0~10cm 0~40cm
Grid 50m 5cm 10cm 5m 5cm 5cm 5cm
H(Height) 2.0m 1.0cm 4.64cm 1.0m 2.0cm 2.0cm 91cm
T(Period) 10.0sec 0.51095sec 1.0sec 10.0sec 1.2sec 1.2sec 0.33sec
6 (Direction) 0.0° 0.0° 00 450 60.0° 0.0 180°
At{sec) 05 0.01 0.04 0.1 0.02 0.02 0.01
Reflection
Coefficient 0.0, 05, 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0, 10 0.0 01,10 01,10
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Fig. 6 Model configuration and wave height for Case 6
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Fig. 7 Model configuration and wave height ratio for Case 7
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