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Run—-up and Overtopping of Waves on Slopes of Rubble-Mound Breakwaters
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Abstract

In this study, laboratory measurements are presented for run-up heights and overtopping of water
waves on slopes of rubble-mound breakwaters armored with tetrapods. The effects of wave steepness,
surf similarity and wave period on the run-up height and overtopping are investigated in detail. A
series of numerical experiments is also carried out to verify the accuracy of the laboratory
measurements. A very reasonable agreement is observed. As slopes of breakwaters become milder,
run-up heights become smaller. The overtopping rate also is considerably affected by wave steepness
and period.
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