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Abstract J A solution method is developed for computing the bed shear stress driven by combined
wave and current flow on a natural mobile coastal beach. An empirical equation is introduced to
determine the shape of ripples formed on the natural sandy beach. The model being based on
the Prandtl’s mixing length theory, the effect of arbitrarily-angled interaction is included in the estima-
tion of current velocity reduction and all numerical integrations are expressed by explicit approximate
equations to improve the computation speed. In addition the computed sediment transport rates
were compared with the measured values.reported in literature, using the refined bottom friction

model considering the ripple formation.
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Fig. 1. Comparison of o values against v between nume-
rical solution and explicit approximation with va-
rious values of { for 8=0.
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Fig. 2. Comparison of a values against  between nume-
rical solution and explicit approximation with va-
rious values of § for 8=n/6.
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Fig. 3. Comparison of a values against n between nume-
rical solution and explicit approximation with va-
rious values of § for 6=n/4.
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Fig. 4. Comparison of a values against n between nume-
rical solution and explicit approximation with va-
rdous values of € for 6=n/3.
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Fig. 5. Comparison of a values against 1 between nume-
rical solution and explicit approximation with va-
rious values of § for 6=n/2.
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Table 1. Comparison of computed bed shear stress against Bijker laboratory data(B,=15.0)

o d U 0 H | T @, A R | pedi @
) m m/s degr m s mm mm mm N/m? N/m?
312 0.20 0.13 00 0,037 1.57 0.23 6.8 182 0.14 0.07
314 021 028 00 0043 1.57 023 74 197 045 032
315 021 040 00 0.043 1.57 023 74 193 1.09 095
316 0.30 0.12 0.0 0.058 1.57 023 18 210 0.11 0.06
317 0.30 021 0.0 0.056 1.57 023 76 203 024 0.18
318 0.30 0.30 00 0.055 1.57 023 7.5 199 049 037
319 0.30 040 00 0064 1.57 023 84 218 1.07 091
320 0.38 0.15 00 0073 1.57 023 82 218 0.14 008
322 0.38 031 00 0.075 1.57 023 83 220 0.55 044
300 020 0.13 00 0.025 1.57 023 48 13.1 0.08 007
302 0.20 0.30 00 0022 1.57 023 43 115 034 0.30
303 0.20 0.37 00 0.023 1.57 023 45 118 090 0.82
304 0.30 0.13 00 0.026 1.57 023 39 107 0.06 0.05
306 0.30 033 00 0.028 1.57 0.23 42 112 027 023
307 0.30 039 0.0 0.034 1.57 023 50 132 0.79 0.68
310 038 0.32 00 0.045 1.57 023 55 147 032 021
357 0.12 029 00 0.030 0.68 023 23 6.1 0.82 0.78
358 0.14 032 00 0.034 0.68 023 22 59 134 137
362 020 0.39 00 0.047 0.68 023 19 50 145 129
365 0.30 0.30 00 0.065 0.68 023 12 33 045 040
356 0.12 021 00 0040 068 023 30 7.8 0.18 0.16
355 0.12 0.10 00 0.038 0.68 023 28 76 0.05 004
360 0.20 022 00 0052 0.68 023 2.1 57 0.17 0.12
359 020 0.12 00 0054 0.68 0.23 22 59 0.06 0.04
340 0.20 0.14 150 0.058 0.68 0.23 2.6 69 0.14 0.10
341 0.20 025 150 0.056 0.68 0.23 27 7.0 0.50 046
343 027 0.16 150 0.065 0.68 0.23 18 48 012 0.08
342 020 035 150 0.052 0.68 023 26 69 1.12 1.03
349 0.13 0.10 150 0038 0.68 023 28 7.5 0.08 007
350 020 0.11 150 0.062 068 023 2.7 71 005 0.06
351 0.27 0.11 150 0.063 0.68 023 17 45 0.06 005
343 0.27 0.16 150 0.065 068 023 18 4.8 0.12 0.12
344 0.27 025 150 0.063 0.68 023 19 50 0.34 029
340 020 0.14 150 0058 0.68 023 26 69 0.15 Q.15
341 020 025 150 0.055 0.68 0.23 26 69 0.36 031
342 0.20 033 150 0.052 0.68 023 26 6.8 0.71 0.59
323 028 022 150 0.088 200 023 149 379 0.35 025
324 0.29 035 150 0.087 2.00 023 150 370 0.51 0.38
325 020 022 150 0.080 200 0.23 158 394 045 0.32
326 0.20 0.30 150 0.094 2.00 0.23 172 400 0.89 097
327 030 0.2 150 0.071 2.00 023 12.5 330 0.22 0.10
329 030 025 150 0.064 200 023 119 311 044 026
331 0.20 0.10 150 0.047 2.00 0.23 110 294 0.06 0.04
1333 034 0.11 150 0.067 200 0.23 11.3 30.1 0.24 0.11
334 034 022 150 0071 200 023 120 316 0.67 0.26
335 0.34 0.34 150 0073 200 0.23 125 321 0.84 0.70
332 021 0.37 150 0.055 2.00 0.23 127 322 1.08 111
334 0.34 022 150 0.067 200 023 115 304 0.36 022

average deviation=21.19%
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Table 2. Results of computed sediment transport rate by
combined wave-current flow in comparison bet-
ween various methods against the Bijker’s labo-
ratory data(1967)

T pgdi |t S (10°° m¥sec)
No.
N/m? | N/m? | Lab. |eq 12 | eq. 13 ] eq 14
314 | 045 0.32 6.886| 4.286 | 34.818| 43470
316 | 0.11 0.06 2833 0.000 0800 0694
318 | 049 037 11.895] 4908 | 40.528 | 48314
319 | 107 091 39.127 | 47.040 | 212.895 | 303.268

320y 014 | 008 3913 0.000 1848 | 1.683

302 | 034 | 030 | 1659| 9316 | 22326 21203
303 | 090 | 082 | 38032( 41839 | 69.778| 78.159
307 | 079 | 068 | 7982| 41852 | 80.145| 87.081
310 | 032 | 021 | 2019| 4414 | 29838 | 28545
357 | 082 | 078 | 20816| 8329 | 19767 19021
358 | 134 | 137 | 53526| 14509 | 27873 | 2669
362 | 145 | 129 |382820| 48237 | 49698 | 45055
365 | 045 | 040 | 2504| 3920 | 6175| 3487
356 | 0.8 | 016 | 0360 058 | 6285 6022
360 | 017 | 012 | 0188] 0224 | 3642| 2595
340 | 014 | 010 | 0360 0000 | 0732| 0488
341 | 050 | 046 | 3287| 0901 | 7.583| 6055
344 | 034 | 029 | 1784| 0314 | 4089| 2533
340 [ 015 | 015 | 0360| 0000 | 0732| 0488

341 | 036 | 031 3287} 0883 74171 5871

342 | 071 | 059 | 27076 | 10612 | 27733 | 25135
323 | 035 | 025 | 53213| 0304 | 18538 | 24989
324 | 051 | 038 |197201 | 24.596 |182.125 | 294.178
325 | 045 | 032 | 94844| 0678 | 23540 35258
326 | 089 | 097 | 98600 15345 | 113.656 | 208.676
327 | 022 | 010 | 14555 0000 | 0802| 069
329 | 044 | 026 | 28172| 0715 | 23213 | 28.569
331 | 006 | 004 | 16903| 0000 | 0439 0373
333 | 024 | 011 5634| 0000 | 0535| 0428
334 | 067 | 026 | 11738 0107 | 12045 13.609
3321 108 | 111 | 77972| 42904 | 221.657 | 385811
34| 036 | 022 | 11738 0096 | 11236 12351

Note: error more or less than 10%

error more or less than 30%
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