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Hydraulic Model Test for Armor Stability of Rubble-Mound Breakwaters
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Abstract [J In this study, the stability of armor blocks of rubble-mound breakwaters is investigated based on the
2-dimensional hydraulic model test with irregular waves. Armor blocks were used the three types; rock, cube and
tetrapod. And Hudson formula and van der Meer formula which are used for calculating the weight of armor
blocks are considered. Hudson formula was developed from regular wave tests, while van der Meer formula was
developed from irregular wave tests. The purpose of this paper is to compare and test two selected stability

formulas using the experimental data.

Keywords : stability, rubble-mound breakwater, hydraulic model test, Hudson formula, van der Meer formula

LA B

et E A4 A o] g g FFE )
8 AXHe EFY FREEE HIAE S F A
on, AE BTl MY 54 22 s A
9 $ == A7 9 BAd=]ojeo} gt WA A 7S
< Yt M2 O 71ES e e, a2 2
g o|FE 7IES FE viF FANA ARSI e
Shore protection manual(SPM, 1984)# §3-& FAo=Z
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APZ3AIA ] BlEA AN YE AREHE A2 2
Al Hudson? 3} van der Meerd] 0.2 T8 4 9lon],
Hudson?](1974)°1 2J3t AT A-g4& o) 2t}

N, = (K cot o)'? )

714, Ne H8AF, K,E U8 dafASF, o
AR A He] o)f= Ziolot, H AL, K& o
B9 F7o wEt M2 24 HEHH, FoI3] 39
oA 7<= W9 (zero damage), & H3E0] 0%~5%
Aoz s EE9] 53 33 Hudson?9
Ag=oltt.

van der Meer(1988a, 1988b)= 71& G725 <4
2] APL 3 A (rock)¥ 8 EB-E-(cube, tetrapod,
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A= (damage level), N2 23 (number of waves),
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(significant wave)?] S} B F7]o|c},

AP 5= A @) 2ol A=, 5.0 HE83A

o]
R

Table 1. Damage level by S, for two-layer armor

5= 7)e) ey SR=S
e AL s T #a

rock 1:1.5 2 3~5 8
rock 122 2 4~6 8
rock 1:3 2 6~9 12
rock 1:4~1:6 3 8~12 17

£ F2 AAAel 25T 4889 Table 19 A
ARSI

S,=A,/DX, (3)

A7, A= AH(still water level, S.W.L.) F9] 3
219 AFol1, p & AM ] FA A7 (nominal diameter)
O 2, D =(Wip' oI, Wi AR T3, v AR
whejzakol}, 27198 (initial damage)y= Hudsond]ollA]
0%~5%2] &g e 759t 2on, 33 (failure)= &
B39 =22 Ao, 544 PE 0.1, 04, 0.5, 06
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N, = 8.7PO (50N g0
for plunging waves: & <& (6a)

N, = 14P*(S5/N* Y (cote) €,
for surging waves: & > (6b)

2 (6y2 Hmtzo A8 = e AR, CIRIA/
CUR(1991 0= HAE 9% gk HIReE 4 @)
o] Hg-8 FHsta Y.

3L Iribarrens &, Aol Ba g P AAL S,
ARKA] et B oA 1ZE(199900E Frelst FUT )Pl
FF3he Aol S HEIEF J|eH] o,
CEM(2002)°ll = Hd=7](mean wave period, Tm)°“ 3|
e Aolg e H 8RS Hol e A= s
9] Zpolxdo|tt.

I3 van der Meer(1988b)= AF E 33 2o] HA Al
g ef7hAE] 7123l ETEES g AT
Q) AFE =3930, cube, tetrapod Z accropode®]
gk QEGAIS A AlE ARtEIATE. 22 2 BB Ao
sl shute] wedel xRt a3l 7] wiEol) AbE
ALe} AuiAlge FAe] s} QA] gtk Al
Z8-5 v BEAlG PE 0.49]3, AFEZEARE cube®)
tetrapod= 1:1.5, accropode= 1:1.330]H, 3|A73A}
1:30%1 279 BE Aol FP= At

T EEE] QP Hg 34 Tz N,
B N, FHHAL 5, HeE 285y dLa
Edy=y

N, = (6.IN%/N*?+1.0)S5" for cube @
N, = (3.75N%/N"% +0.85)5,% for tetrapod ®)

a7} gl ASW, =0, F o2 As7t Jde A4S
T o AE ARSI

N,=1.0S5>" for cube ©)
N, =0.855,," for tetrapod (10)

Accropode= TZF0| ¢ AA W RS B

o] BATE gTset e} Frle A 2

Table 2. Valid range of stability number for concrete armor
blocks

AEA] 55

R AR
o wj&o] Aol Hzto g YPABRE AL
o Hlglghzz1e] Eyfauiel 39
cube o AFAZALY 1:1.50]1, 25 G e g vB
H A5
osurf similarity parameter 'H9): 3< £ <6
osjgjo] Aol Z|Ztog YA B¢

tetrapod  © HSTEAS] BE9RI ¢
o AFAZIALZ} 1:1.5013L, 2% HEE AH¢-
osurf similarity parameter 'H9] : 3.5<€, <6
S Sl AP 7ro = SRR A5
accropode

onHutz e BRI A5
o AFAZARPY 1:1.330|12, 13 T|BE AL

Table 3. Damage level by N, for concrete armor blocks

HEAe 5 AWAAG Zod9s 0 o4
cube 1:15 N,,=0 N,,=2
tetrapod 1:15 N =0 N,=15
accropode 1:133 N,,=0 N, ;>05

A G BAA W, 15 HEEEE £ gie
S} T2k Aot W) JlEe Al Hkstl, gy
& test 2o F ) Bed ooz ndud

N,=3.7 (&71&% N,,=0) (11a)
N=41 3 N_,>05) (11b)

Zt ZIYEESFY] HgH9] 2 AT N, o e
o= 72} Table 29} Table 39 YR QAT Cubest
tetrapod®] SHFEAIF 2PGAE AHEE, N =031 75l
=4 9 2 A 107 Z2o] AT AFAANTE &
71 Dot wEhA, gt HAET TP A &
of Al A Hg3}7lolE ofEgo] WA Hrt
CEMQ002)91& N, @k A2l HAIF 2344 (4)9]
Y= S B (Table 1 F2y QAT ched 2 28
ARFski A,

N_,=(S,—0.4)/1.8, for cube, slope = 1:1.5
N, ,=(S,—1.0)/2.0, for tetrapod, slope = 1:1.5 (12)
N,;=(5;—1.0)/2.0, for accropode, slope =1:1.33

A 12F 283 BH, ARe] AS Aol =
7198} §=20 PsF= N, 5 tetrapod?] Aol 0.5
olty. T2t ol sfgsle S,~88 HIYNEE N, =
3524 Table 39 AAE 3t LARA dom, F2b
o] Hafel] aFste §,=3~5] A$7} tetrapode] T}
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HzAe) P N, =1.59 @l et wakAl 4
AAl 2 8P N, =028 HE3R= ARIZE G- glot, o
o g ZAE WA gt
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Ao AHSE BESRE £ 12m, 0] 15m, B
°] 50 me} 29} A7IMEALES Zupr|2 T4 50
ow, A3 2 EFARE 208 ¢ ot FEuUl
A BAEhE dAEE a0 Z Alofetr] Y8l & 12 m
9] 2= 0.8 m9} 0.4 me] Fo2 EgEo] glon 4
AL = 08 m] FEANA FE). 28] AE 30 m
T el R Aesle] AW T SoBeE
5o} Jlom, ujy HH] A s uAY} FabEo] gl
o] RuAN SHE ASE ulo g dilg} F544)
o7} FFssla 2 Yol o8 Fe o3y 722 ¥
AR &7 AR Ho] AchFig. 1 A=), FaAZol
ALeE gdaAlE 8490 (Ed% CHT4-60)EA 2
o]7} 60 cm©) 32, QWY+ 0~£30 cm®] T},

B ARLe A7) dig FEA] A HAES
At AoZA Aol AHEH TP By zoln,
Bretschneider-Mitsuyasu 2~ E 8 & AME-ste] 2] H315 ).
AYute) fojutne} foFr)e] Y og 2l

50m

2l

oo g3l(H,,): 10 cm~20 cm (1 cm ZFEH 2.2 AA)
o-FQFIN(T, ) 1.4 sec~2.2 sec (0.2 sec THALE A7)

E AL Fig 19] EA1E @AFENA & 0.8 me]
2o RPF2ES Ao, ¥ £ 04 m
9] FRolX ARF HxIBHE ol HAE wixISk o -
HAREE] 71 & A3t g8t 18l Al F
23 Agv= A7 AR EA] ggke Aol A=t
WASHA] e oM, A MAF FE o] 2§ ¥
s 24 & Aok

Ao HEHE TGHL Fig 29} Z2oH pE Ao
A 50 cmE HEIYL, he ATV ERE FXTA
ZYE 7R Y EOl2A 30 cmE A-8-319 T} kA
AA Y wole AWOZRE 80 cmo|th. 1E]3 Wt W,
© 47t 9185w 0983l H89 HEAle] T, T,
o 12 A% SESZH F9ESY] 7, BT HEF
o] vlEZolt}. =3 o AAXAHY] HALEA AMSE H
Bl Rl BAR0] & AFoME 1:15 BAE F
JatA F-gskact. 283 AXEITES] Z& 20 cm]
I 0] 15 cmO|th. Table 42 £ 23] ZgH o)
el 5% 2 Fig. 20 ZAIE T AYS 99k A
olt}.
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Fig. 1. A schematic sketch of wave flume.
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Fig. 2. Typical cross-section of breakwater.
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Table 4. Test conditions of model structures

Al w, W, T, T, B, cotal h h, core g
HEA (gea)  (glea) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) (mm)
tetrapod 258 30 10 3 115 1.5 50 30 @8-@12
cube 276 30 10 3 115 L5 50 30 o8-P12
rock 252 30 9 3 15 15 50 30 P8-P12

e A Fa&e olgd BB £5 BF
RS A AEAS] F2 Pl gsiRen, 49
Al AR eA ol AEAle Fahg gl Eket
7| ggsrct. wae el A81 FFFHe F5Hg 7]
FOE 115H,,9 F902 st AJoMe F
HE A O d9 IEAE A5t olgH HEA
7} o= RN olgd RAUA S Aeko] Y= ujH]
skt

4. A EHAD
41 MHA 2N
£ gy s d HEA LIRSS HiEe
2 Hudson?] (1), &7+ &L oA 7| Fel 51 Ay

Table 5. Results of stability test for rock

o] th3F van der Meerd] (2) ¥ EIFEEE W%t
van der Meer?) (7)3} (8)2 &3t HEA] 7o o
2 QA S| HelE vl B34t

B Ao T2 Azt E4d0w HEAY d9F
20 tetrapod$} cube?! 79Ol y=2.35 ton/m’, T
Q) S0l E ¥ =26 tom*S A L3P oH, FLAS
P=0455 AHE-312ct. Hudson?]ol] o138 FEAIFE K,
g A3 & 4 (HE ALY S.H, van der Meer?)
o 9J&k FFAIG~= Hudson? ] K3k AHgel 2E44 1}
1x270E F&3td 2 (2), 4 (1) € 4 ®)F ALtsto
B W3QJTE. 23 van der Meerdjoll A 243l 500
5 A8t

Table 55 AMIE AfH SjE31] AR Aol dfgt
HPASTE 2§ Aolx, Fig. 3& Hudsond (1)3 A}

EIAITHN) Hudson van der Meer?], 21 (2) sl
F7T ) 2 max(N» N.) N, N,
14 sec 2.11 1.92 1.92 1.37
1.6 sec 1.84 1.74 174 1.50
1.8 sec 1.70 1.61 1.61 1.61
2.0 sec 1.70 1.68 1.53 1.68
2.2 sec 1.84 1.73 1.43 1.73
30
28 —a— Hudson, eq (1)
- vander Meer, eq.(3), Sd=2
26
24
2.2
N, 20
18
16
14
1.2
1.0
12 14 16 18 20 2.2 24
sigrificart wave period (sec)

Fig. 3. Results of stability number for rock.
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o] tg van der Meer?) (2)9] 25 vl EAIF A
olt}. ¥ A¥PelM A HAXAL 5, =0.01~0.06°12
E van der Meer® (2)2] A-8@A< 0.005<S5,,<0.06
of X3t} 28] van der Meerd] ()2 B4 v &
|E AR E 500t E4ZE3) 25hd A
N, & Hudson?]] %7} 1.7~2.11, van der Meer]
9] B97t 1.61~1.922 Jehgt. HAIST} € 249
Hal o2 A AHE T, =14 sec®] APEHE
A £J51H, Hudson?] 9] 7-9-9= N=1.7~1.84, van der Meer
29) Ao N=1.61~1.749 HWS7L 1A Row 4
Z}50 | van der Meer2]oll 23+ Q¥4 A14=7} Hudson2]ol
2% T ot A A HEZ AP Y] FHEL tha
7k Zlo& Yehth F AR 93 N3k
A <k 6.4% Rpol7t LSRR, bR o2 AR el 7
Solle F AFg Aol ot ARyt AR & ¢ ik
Table 6 cube® Abdel 3 B3] P Ajo] of
g dRAFE YT |, Fig. 4= Hudson? (1),
ARo] t3E van der Meerd] (2) 2 cubedl] TIZF van der
Meer?] (7)¢] Z2FE vln TAIS ot} 2 ARo)A 4

Table 6. Results of stability test for cube

=
°

ad

A WA AYERAL £ =2.7~6.7°1 AT, FFAF 24
& & =3~4.79 o] HEHUSEZ van der Meer]
(MY ALGAR 3<¢ <60l TR E4A3ho] o5}
A AT N Hudsondle] 797} 2.23~2.39, AR
of tH3} van der Meer?d) (2)9] 73-$7} 1.63~1.928 }E}
sk, Eu ARl gk A dRe) riR AR QA
7} AA R A ARE T, ,=1.4 sec®] AFHLE
A 2319, Hudson? ] A-¢-ollE N=223, AHAe] tidh
van der Meer?] (2)¢] A9l N=1.63~1.77¢] HY=
Uelsich. dAA ez F 24 23 Ave et 2}
olF Hol|i 3lom, N3kE Hh o 37%2] xjol7} A
gt o]2§ AlolE cubed] SHAIG AHgel AR b
BAF AL 4 (9F AL8I7] HELE At
van der Meer®] cubeol] thgt SERAIS= 4210 2 ()&
H83 235 AW EH e N o uhet HE e
GAS 282 HRAT} van der Meerd] (7)914E N, =0
ol 7397} Hudson?) (1)2] 0%~5% 38)|-&9)) 33} e},
T A2 3 FAITE Ao oF 60%2] AHolE B
ol gtk A (N A&Z2AANAN A= N @S 0

Ll
L
oy

®

SHFAGE(N,) Hudson] van der Meer%}
A (1) 2@ A (7). Noa Hja1
F7UT,) 0 0.1 0.2 03 04 05
1.4 sec 2.39 1.92 135 1.90 2.08 221 232 241
1.6 sec 223 1.77 1.39 1.97 2.15 229 240 2.49
1.8 sec 223 1.67 143 2.02 220 2.34 245 2.55
2.0 sec 223 1.63 1.46 2.06 2.25 2.39 2.51 2.60
2.2 sec 223 1.70 1.48 2.10 229 244 2.55 2.65
40
—m— Hudson, eq.41)
—e— vanderM eer, eq.®),5d=2
35 | B vanderM eer, eq.{7),Nod=0 0
-0+ vanderM eer; eq.[7),Nod=01
-ty vanderM eer, eq.(7), Nod=0 2
-+ vanderM eer, eqg.(7),Nod=023
30 b o vanderM eer,eq.0), Nod=04
-t vanderM eer, eq.(7),Nod=0 5
Ng 25

20

15

10

12 14 156

18

20 22 24

sigrificant wave period (sec)

Fig. 4. Results of stability number for cube.
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Table 7. Results of stability test for tetrapod
LR A2 van der Meer?)
\_7§74]T(Ns) Hudson/—‘—] ~
F7N(T3) 0 0.1 0.2 03 04 05
1.4 sec 244 1.92 1.54 2.00 219 2.33 245 2.56
1.6 sec 244 1.80 1.63 211 231 2.46 2.59 2.70
1.8 sec 2.28 1.67 1.73 224 245 2.61 275 2.87
2.0 sec 2.28 1.63 1.80 234 2.56 273 2.87 2.99
2.2 sec 2.28 1.70 1.87 243 2.66 2.83 2.98 311
40
—m— Hudson, eq.41)
—e— vanderM eer, eq.Q),5d=2
- & vanderM eer,eq.8),Nod=00
35 .0~ vanderM eer, eq.8),Nod=01
---&-- vanderM eer,eq.8),Nod=02
---X%-- vanderM eer, eq.8), Nod=03
10 ---0-- venderM eer, eq.8),Nod=04
ao4--+ vanGexM eer, eq.8),Nod=0 5
N 25

20

15

10

12 14 16

18

20 22 24

sigrificant wave period (sec)

Fig. 5. Results of stability number for tetrapod.

E&7198) = 2@yl o1& 288 Z-9-oll= Hudson
2o g AT w9 2 Ao|E HolA HH,
N, =0%] 7A-g-oll= AM 2] QA A4t 4 (2) gk
B} Zolg e & = vtk 283 A (Dl N g
0.1 992 HSATIH AR A9E 4HEE N =02
1 %7} Hudson?ol| &g ¢HAIS~9} o) oF 499
ao|2 ZHES &+ AUt

Table 72 tetrapodS AP0l &3} A3 g Aol
e FFATE ) )1, Fig. 55 Hudson?] (1),
Aol et van der Meer®d (2) 2 tetrapodoll T3} van
der Meer?] (8)2] A& vl TAIRE Aot} B 230
A A8 A APRALE € =2.7~6.70|1, A B
Aol & =3~4.7¢] 3to] AEEHAo, AR} 3
Zog A 2P8E T ,=1.4 sec®} 1.6 sec?] ZHE A9
& B9l & =3.9~47°] B2 o). waA,
van der Meer?] (8)2] Z-8-3HAIQ] 3.5<¢ <69 TEH
oh 227 9atH ek Algr N4k Hudson?] Q] 7
7} 228~244, ARl TEE van der Meerd] (2] 97}
1.63~1.928 Yttt & A3A T=1.4 sec®} 1.6 sec

o] H¥d7h= B 2300 Hs] JA o= AT =2
HERE 2 o]& A|23HH, Hudson2]e] Z$-ollE N=2.28,
AbAdoll ThEE van der Meer®] (2)9] 7390l N=1.63~1.709]
HHAZ Uehdth. CubeE H88 759} mR7HAZ A
AHer F g4l o3 A= 42 ZolE Ko
I A, NS AUl 9F 40%9] Ao}z WhAEt | o]
g AolE cube® HEEHAL B4t Y} Aoz A
Z+EIT}, van der Meer?| tetrapodol] thh <HEAIS A%
A2 4 (B AT 2RE AuRE W= N, G
gt MZ g8 A ol AFEE € 4 dth van
der Meer?] (8)91A N, =021 %7} Hudson?] (1)9)
0%~5% 3l&oll sidatAlnt, 7 Ag 2o gt QA A|
T Al F 32%9] xpolE Holx Ut} 4] (8)) A&
Z20M TR N g o0& 98] B 1.5 )l
o, o|& 283 9ol Hudsond]ol 23 ¢HFEAS}
€ w5 & ztolE BolA) "ok aa]ar 2@l N kS
0.1 292 HsiA7| 243 AAe AWEE N =01
21 7397} Hudson®| ol 213 M AIG=9} Hol) oF 799
ApolZ THEE & 5 AUk
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o
e

34
—&— cube, Hudson eq.(1)
—e— tetrapod, Hudson, e (1)
30 | —a— rock, Hubson, eq.(1)
---E}-- cube, vander Meer, eq.(2), Sd=2
---@ - tetrapod, vender Meer, eq.(2), Sd=2
»6 -t rock, vander Meer, eq.(3), Sd=2
- % - ctbe, vander Meer, eq.(7), Nod=0
;\_ D
Ny 22 -
18 |
14
10
12 14 16 18 20 22 24
sigricart wave period (sec)

Fig. 6. Comparisons of stability number for armor.

Fig. 6& Hudson}9] #&& 0%~5%° 38k <3
AFE & ATolA 4343 FHEAYAM, cube Z tetrapod)
Z5E2 Hudson?! (1), A}4dell digh van der Meerd] (2),
cube®l] THE} van der Meer?) (7) 2 tetrapod®l] TtH3} van der
Meerd! (8)9] ATE Bl EAIF Aot} ARl H9E
A 2B} cubes} tetrapod®] SHAlIGFE A 4]¢ wiegh
- & X7 FE & Ak mEbd Azt S
Aald de} M= o gE5A FFo] A4HE Aeoj, #
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Fig. 7. Comparisons of Hudson formula and van der Meer formula with damage level.
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Fig. 8. Comparisons of Hudson formula and van der Meer formula with number of waves.
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