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Countermeasures for Beach Erosion around Fishing Port in East Sea of Korea

SRR
Kyu Han Kim* and Jong Dai Back*

EOE 5ol 93 tRRe Fholge T2 WA Felo] Ausleld Qou, oy o PEES
oz WARge] Al FaF B 7IASK. olsh DL TAE AFsl] e S, AR 9 sier
Neyel 489 ABE B 2 9L el A Bart Aok oked dlsieel FuE A4 Buz
e BTajelcl Bk, B ATolE AR S Mtslel Food Fusiel] AAHoz HeW £ 3
£ s oA 5283, 20 g PAENE FAANEANAE T AESITE

ﬂ
HARO| : S0, WAL, AP APPAY D, XA F ol

Abstract [ Most of fishing ports on the east coast of Korea have constructed around sand beach. Such fishing
port structure had caused important effect in erosion of neighborhood sand beach. In order to solve the problems,
we have to understand the mechanism through estimations and accurate reproduction beach erosion. Simulata-
neously, we have to devise a suitable countermeasure for beach erosion to the object coast. This study suggests
economically substantial countermeasure for beach erosion around the fishing port and investigates, the preventive

effects using a numerical simulation technique.
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Fig. 2. Flow chart of the numerical model.
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Fig. 7. Field investigation point.
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Table 1. Cases of the countermeasures
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