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Finite Element Model for Analysis of Multiple Floating Breakwaters
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Fig. 1. Definition sketch for the interaction analysis
of wave and floating breakwaters.
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Fig. 2. Definition of motions of the k-th floating

Breakwater.
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Fig. 6. Comparison of transmission coefficients for
a double array typed floating breakwater
with draft of 0.1m and spacing of 1.6m.
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Fig. 7. Comparison of transmission coefficients for
a double array typed floating breakwater
with draft of 0.15m and spacing of 1.6m.
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Fig. 8. Comparison of transmission coefficients for
a double array typed floating breakwater
with draft of 0.2m and spacing of 1.6m.
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Fig. 9. Comparison of transmission coefficients for
single and double array typed floating
breakwaters with draft of 0.1m.
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Fig. 10. Comparison of transmission coefficients for
single and double array typed floating
breakwaters with draft of 0.15m.
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Fig. 11. Comparison of transmission coefficients for
single and double array typed floating
breakwaters with draft of 0.2m.
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