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Abstract{ JA wave prediction model of DP type with shallow water effects is composed. An inter-
comparison study of the deep water wave models has been made to clarify the capacity of this
model which has source functions by Inoue and propagation scheme by Gadd. It is shown
that the growth rate of wave energy is rapid and. for asymmetrical wind fields. this model behaves
well. In spite of various response pattern for the wind fields the energy distribution gives reasona-

ble agreements with those of other models.
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Table 2. Ratios of the wind sea energies in the case of 4-3 to the pure fetch-limited development in the case of
4-1 for the points A and B
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T Y*=040X107 T Y*=1.01X107
Model En/Epm Ei/Epm Ew/E, Ev/Epm E/Epm Ew/E
MRI 0.39 042 0.93 0.51 0.58 0.88
VENICE 045 0.54 0.83 0.66 0.76 0.87
NOWAMO 0.37 0.38 0.97 1.00 1.21 0.83
GONO 047 047 1.00 0.67 0.68 0.99
TOHOKU 0.35 0.35 1.00 0.63 0.63 1.00
HYPA 0.39 0.39 1.00 0.98 0.98 1.00
BMO 046 0.49 0.94 0.90 0.92 098
SAIL 0.42 0.76 0.55 099 1.00 0.99
DNS 0.37 043 0.86 0.57 0.73 0.78
DWAM 0.69 0.79 0.87 0.83 0.99 0.84
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Fig. 21. Wind field geometry for the diagonal front
(SWAMP, 1985).
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DWAM model.
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