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ABSTRACT: After using the filtering method, wave

414133}, Probability density #}4%

5=, Extreme analysis =52 84, Joint probability

R Y

parameters are calculated by the spectral analyvsis and wave by wave analysis.

Extreme environments and higher wave characteristics in the Chujeon Sea are analvzed using the observed wave data. Higher wave has

been intensely emphasized as an important environmental force parameter in several recent research works.

The aims of this study are

to swnmarize the distribution of extreme environment for wind waves, and to find occurrence probability of higher wave in Chujeon

Sea. Ocean wave statistics

varving with sea state are found to respond linearly to the spectral peakedness parameter Qp,

mean

run-length and Ursell mmber. Although the spreading of the field results is large, it mav be concluded that the tendency of wave group

formation depends on the spectral peakedness parameter Qp. Extreme wave Is estimated 1o apply various model distribution functions by

using the monthly maximum significant wave parameters which can be used to the design and analysis of coastal structures.
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Fig. 2 Monthly maximum and significant wave parameters
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