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Numerical Analysis of Nonlinear Shoaling Characteristics over Surf Zone
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Abstract : Nonlinear shoaling characteristics over surf zone are numerically investigated based on spatially
averaged NavierStokes equation. We also test the validity of gradient model for turbulent stresses due to wave
breaking using the data acquainted during SUPERTANK LABORATORY DATA COLLECTION PROJECT
(Krauss et al., 1992). It turns out that the characteristics length scale of breaking induced current is not negligible,
which firmly stands against ever popular gradient model, x—< model, but favors Large Eddy Simulation with
finer grid. Based on these observations, we model the residual stress of spatially averaged NavierStokes equation
after Lagrangian Dynamic Smagorinsky (Meneveau et al., 1996). We numerically integrate newly proposed wave
equations using SPH with Gaussian kernel function. Severely deformed water surface profile, free falling water
particle, queuing splash after landing of water particle on the free surface and wave finger due to structured
vortex on rear side of wave crest (Narayanaswamy and Dalrymple, 2002) are successfully duplicated in the
numerical simulation of wave propagation over uniform slope beach, which so far have been regarded very
difficult features to mimic in the computational fluid mechanics.

Keywords : smooth particle hydrodynamics (SPH), Lagrangian Dynamic Smagronsky model (LDS), plung-
ing type wave breaking, surf similarity parameter, sub particle scale stress, Navier Stokes equation
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Fig. 1. Configuration of fluid particles deployed for Fine and
Coarser Large Eddy Simulation.
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Fig. 5. Sequential snapshots of water surface profile which underwent plunging type wave breaking on a sloping beach.

e. t=2.4sec

Fig. 6. Velocity profile under waves at varying stage of shoaling over a uniform sloping beach.



Lagrangian Dynamic Smagronsky @55,

0.16

0.141

Q.12r

01

z[mj 0.08-

0.06

0.04

0.02

0.16

0.141

0121

01

z[mj 0.08-

0.06-

0.041

0.02

AALF {FHE L= Fig 8ol EAEITH

t=165sec
x'=025m
No.7

u (y) [misec]

t=165sec
x'=0.326m
No. 10

(o]
e}
o
o
O
<

u (y) [misec]

0.4

0.16

0.141

0.12}

01

0.081-

0.06

0.041

0.02+

0.16

0.141

0.12f

01

0.08-

0.06

0.041

0.021

Fig. 7. Horizontal velocity profile across the surf zone at = 1.65 sec.

ojw vhir=

33k SPHE o] &3 dstedol A o] ndy A% At
. T 0.16 - -
t=1.65sec t=1.65sec
x'=0.275m o x'=0.3m o
No.8 5 1 014 No.9 3 |
o o
o o}
[} o
O 4 0.12 ) 4
e} e}
e} o}
¢} o
© B 01t o] g
e} e}
o o
s] ¢}
o) E 0.08f © E
o [}
s} o}
o e
3] E 0.06 O 4
[} e}
o [}
e} e}
e} B 0.041 o E
¢} [}
o ¢}
[} o
e} R 0.02} [} B
o [}
e} o
. . . 0 . : .
0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.2 0 0.2 0.4
u (y) [misec] u (y) [misec]
- . 0.16
£=1.65 sec t=1.65sec
x'=0.35m o x'=0375m o
No. 11 3 ] 014 No. 12 S |
e} 0
s} o
¢} o}
[} E 012} [} g
e} e}
o} o
o ¢}
o 1 01} ¢} R
0 o
o ]
o 0
o B 0.08f © -
¢} [¢)
[} o
o [¢)
e} E 0.06f © b
[} e}
o [}
o ¢}
e} E 0.04 o E
o) o)
0 o
e} e}
o 1 0.02| o B
s} ¢}
¢} ¢}
. . L 0 . . .
02 0 0.2 04 €02 [ 02 04
u (y) [Imisec] u (y) [misec]

89

w AR o 7 F4:3] 7 A go] ok ZITHNO.3, NO4,

= Fig. 9] A%}

B ok

sl 2}

I3 §-5E5)

NO.1 Ao 3o o]Fn] 5} wpf QlFol A= A NO.5). Downrush® 13l AP 7ol M= A=3F &
<>ﬂ A AMBPeEo R 0] EF0] A 3} HAri-ollA %o] A-g k= A2 & 4 ATNO0.7~NO.12).

L glaate] B20] SAsk S ok 4= 9t} oeler & =1.87 secoll M| T8 fE5REE

22 MY keEo] downrushell 71Q18Hs A 0% &3] oo} Ekwor’i.‘TEE ig. 1001 T=A1319IT), 97} %

718}= undertowl] 3l T} T Qlol WA EE HulR452 Aot At v wE o
Ao} A Az FE5EEE vl |2 =l Z7Ve 5S04 m/secollA] 1 AAL o) &), Wl

A QAHEEo 7 NEH o7 Zrgiths 7122 Q1A o B 52 A Q1o Blad o

= AR FEshs 218 #8214 9ITH(NO.1, NO.2). ¥t H(NO.1~NO.6), 152] Z712 Q13 undertowdJo] #5

Aol g dAERoa= 2T Q1M HRE o] F HE ol qgtor AJds] SEEI 1 A

Fell <]



90

0.16 . 0.1 - - .

t=1.65sec ¢=1.65sec :
o o x=065m
o ¢} H
o 014 No-2 o o4 NO-3 o -
¢ o <
[¢] [« e} ;
[¢) 0 o :
0.12 ¢} 0.12 o} 0.12 o} 4
o} © o)
o) o 0 :
O o o :
(513 o 0.1- o 0.1 o 4
¢ ¢} [}
o o o
[« 0 ol ;
z[m] 0.08- e} 0.08 o} 0.08F -
O fe) o) |
[} o e} i
o ¢} o} ;
0.06} o) 0.06 0.06 ¢} 4
o o

G G C !
o) o} ¢} 0
0.04 e} 0.04 ol 0.04 ¢} 4
o o [} ;

¢ 0 [}

o) ¢} e}
0.02r o 0.02 o 0.02 o} b
¢} o] s} !

o o o
0 L . . . ° . . . . 0 . , . . i

605 0 005 01 015 02 005 0 005 01 015 02 ©05 0 005 01 015 02
w (y)} [misec] w (y) [misec] w (y) [misec]

0.16 0.16 0.16 - -
t=1.65sec t=1.65sec £=1.65 sec
x=0.?]5m x=07m x=0725m i

o1alNo-47, E ol No-8 i o1 No-8 -

fe) o o H
e} s} o :
o o <}
a.12} o 0.12 o 1 0.12 o
O tol o]
s} o C :
o [ o :
ot o B 0.1 o B 0.1 s} 4
Q o o i
lel o) <
o c o :
z[m] 0.08- s} b 0.081 o b 0.08 ] -
s} o s}
O e} <
el el O :
Q.06+ o 1 0.06 o} 4 0.06 o -
o] o] o i
s} s} o :
[} o e} ;
0.04 © B 0.04 © 4 004 © -
el (el (sl H
o o c
(o) o} (ol i
002 © 4 0.02f O 1 002t O -
o o ol
s} s} [} ;
0 . . . . ° . . : 0 . : . . :
605 0 005 01 015 02 005 0 005 01 015 02 005 0 005 01 015 02
w {y) misec] w (y) [misec] w (y) Imisec]
0.16 0.18 0.16 - :
t=1.65 sec t=1.65sec £=1.65 sec
x' 0.)25 m x'=03m
0.14 No. 7) b 0140 B 0.14 No. ? -
e} e} ¢}
o ¢} ¢}
o o c i
o2 o 1 0.12F ¢ 1 012t © 4
e) e} © i
o > O :
I} 8} © i
0.1 0 B 01F © 4 01 O k!
o o ©
o O O 1
[ 0 0 :
2z [m] 0.08- o} B 0.08f © 4 0.08 © -
o} Q ¢ ;
o} o} [} H
o ¢} o i
0.06F O B 0.06[0 4 0.06f O <
o o o] i
[} ¢} ¢}
o] 0 ¢}
0.04 e} 0.04 C 004 O
<} o) s}
Q e} e}
e} Is) o ;
0.02- ¢} B 0.2t © 1 0.02 e} 4
[¢) [¢] [}
[} o ¢}
0 s . . I o . . L L . : I ¢ i
005 0 005 01 015 02 0 005 01 015 02 005 0 005 01 015 02
w (y) [misec] w(y) [misec] w (y) [misec]

Fig. 8. Vertical velocity profile

across the surf zone at 7= 1.65 sec.



Lagrangian Dynamic Smagronsky YF7-5 32} SPHE

o

188 Avtelelx o] w Y A5G P

Fig. 9. Horizontal velocity profile across the surf zone at /= 1.87 sec.

0.16 0.16 . - 0.16 - .
t=1.65sec t=1.65sec t=1.65sec
x'=0.325m x'=0.35m x'=0.375m
o.1al No- 70 1 oMol 1 ol Ne-R2 1
o ¢ e}
o o ¢}
[} 0 G
012 © 4 0.12 s} B 0.12 0 q
[¢] o [
&) o o
o 0 o
01t © 4 0.1k o B 01} O 4
¢} o o
o [ <
0 o) o)
zfmj 0.08r O k 0.08¢ - 0.08 -
e} > 3
[}
o ¢}
0.061 O 0.060 0.06| ©
o ¢} s}
0 e} o}
e} o} ¢}
004 O 1 004k © B 04k © 1
s} [¢] o
[} o o
o s} o
0.02 I3 4 0.02F O B 0.02 o 4
o o o
o ¢} o
0 . . . . 0 . . : . . . . . .
005 0 005 01 015 02 605 0 005 01 015 02 005 0 005 01 015 02
w (y) [misec] w (y) [misec] w (y) [misec]
Fig. 8. Continued
0.16 - - 0.16— - 0.1 .
t=1.87 sec t=1.87 sec £=1.87 sec
x'=0.1m - x'=0.125m 5 x'=0.15m o
fe
0.1apNo- 1 o 1 0.4l No-2 o — oaa} NO-3 o -
o o o
s ¢} o
O O sl
0.12F o 4 0.12 S) 1 0.2} o -
o s} S)
(ol (o] ©
Il o o
(313 o q 0.1 o B 0.1 [ 4
o o [}
o < Q
o o s}
z[m] 0.08 o 4 0.08 o 1 0.08 o 4
o [} [}
el (o] o
o (e} O
0.06 o 0.06 o - 0.06} c -
o) o (e}
le} < <
o o o
0.04 o B 0.04 o B 0.04 o 4
o) o o)
o} o ©
o o] <
0.02 o 4 0.02 c 1 0.02 o 4
O O ©
o o o
0 . . ; ol . . N . . :
0.2 o 0.2 0.4 0.2 [ 0.2 0.4 0.2 [} 0.2 04
u (y) Imisec] u (y) fmisec] u (y) Imisec]
0.16 - 0.16 - 0.16 .
t=1.87 sec t=1.87 sec £=1.87 sec
x'=0.175m o x'=02m o x'=0.225m R
0.1 No- 4 o 0.4] NO:5 o A 04| No-6 S
o o ¢}
o} ¢} 0
e} o o}
0.12¢ o) 4 0.12 o 1 0.12 o
0 ¢} 0
e} ¢} ¢}
e} e} [¢)
0.1 o 0.1 o 0.1 o
o 0 o
o} [} o
< o o)
z[m] 0.08- o} B! 0.08 Q 1 0.08 O -
o o o
o o [}
o} 0 e}
0.06- [¢) 4 0.06- s} B 0.08- o 4
0 0 o
[} o} o
o o) o
0.04- o 4 0.04 o) 1 0.04 [ q
C o o
o e} o
o [} o
0.02 o} 4 0.02 o B 0.02 e} 4
o} [} o
¢} [} o
° . . ; bt . . . . :
0.2 [} 0.2 0.4 0.2 ] 0.2 0.4 0.2 [} 0.2 0.4
u (y) Imisec] u (y) [misec] u (y) [misec]

91



92

= -
8% -0 &
0.4 8.16—— - 0.16
t=1.87 sec t=1.87 sec
x'=0.275m x'=0.3m N
014 1 o1g NO-8 o.a) NO-9
0.12 E 0.12 0.12
0.1 011 0.1
z[m] 0.08 k 0.08 ] q 0.08 ¢ =
< s}
o) O
0.06 .06/ 0.06 & -
3
0.04 4 0041 4 0.04 E
0.02 E 0020 2 — 0.02 o 4
O e}
0 . 0lnmat : . Olet
0.2 o 0.2 0.4 0.2 o 0.2 04 0.2 [ 0.2 04
u (y) misecj u (y} [misec} u (y) fmisec]
0.16 : 0.16—— - 0.16—
£=1.87 sec t=1.87 sec 1=1.87 sec
x'=0325m - x'=035m N x'=0.375m
014 No. 10 o 014 No. 11 ! 014 No. 12
0.12 o E 0121 4 012} o -
O o
01} o : 01t o - 0.1
o =
z{mj 0.08 1 0.08 E 0.08F o -
0.06 0.06 0.06 4
(&)
0.04 E 0.04 o g 0.04 s -
> o
o o
0.02} 4 0.0z- Il 4 0.0z e} -
o >
o] [a]
. . : ol . ol . :
0.2 [ 02 0.4 0.2 [} 0.2 04 02 ) 0.2 0.4
u {y) fmisec] u {y) [misec] u {y) fmisec]
Fig. 9. Continued
0.16 - : : : : " - :
t=1.87 sec £=1.87 sec 1.87 sec i
x'=0.175m .2m x'=0.225m j
0aapMO- 4 E 1 5
) !
I}
[¢] [¢) i
0.12F O E o] R 0.12 e] -
) [¢] I} i
¢} ¢} [¢] :
[} [} o :
01 © 0.1f o) 0.1 o i
o e} o
[} ¢ ¢
O O o
z[mj 0.08 o] q 0.08 ¢} k 0.08 o] =
o) o o
el o [¢)
o o e}
0.06 ¢! - 0.06}+ 0 4 0.06 o 4
o [ G
O o [} :
0 c 0 ;
0.04 o) B 0.04} o} 4 0.04 o ]
o o ¢}
o o o
¢} [} ¢} :
0.02 o) - 0.02+ o 4 0.02 o 4
e} e} o)
¢} o [¢]
ot A e - LI U S S L T O TSt i
0.05 0 005 01 015 0.05 0 005 01 015 0.05 0 005 01 015
w (y) [misec] w {y) [misec] w {y) [misec]

Fig. 10. Vertical velocity profile across the surf zone at =1.87 sec.
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