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Abstract : In this study, deepwater design waves were estimated for 16 wave directions and various return periods based on statistical analysis of
extreme waves observed for more than 20 years at three stations (Chilbal-do, Geomun-do, Donghae). These values were compared with design waves
estimated based on the omni-directional wave data. The Weibull distribution was used as the probability distribution function whose parameters were
determined by the least square method. The Kolmogorov-Smirnov test was applied for the goodness of fit test. Notably, the directional design waves
were smaller than the omni-directional design wave for every wave direction. The maximum 50-year wave heights for directional sectors were 7.46 m
(NNE), 12.05 m (S), and 9,59 m (SSW) at Chilbal-do, Geomun-do and Donghae whereas those for uni-directional wave data were 7.91 m, 13.82 m
and 10.38 m, respectively. This implied possible under-estimation of the deepwater design waves for 16 wave directions being currently used in the

design of offshore and coastal structures.
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Fig. 1. Locations of Ocean Meteorological Buoys (KMA).

Table 1. Locations and Observation start dates

Location Latitude Longitude Oslz:;rv;:tzn

Chilbal-do 34°47°36" N 125°46’37" E 1996.07

Geomun-do ~ 34°00°05" N 127°30°05" E 1997.05

Donghae 37°28’50" N 129°57°00" E 2001.04
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Table 2. Parameters and appearance ratio at Chilbal-do buoy

Dir Parameters D Appe_arance
’ A B k " Ratio(%)

N 1.98 2.83 2.0 0.179 87
NNE 1.34 2.85 1.1 0.202 6.4
NE 2.02 1.94 2.0 0.187 5.0
ENE 2.64 0.86 1.9 0.212 32
E 2.24 1.20 1.6 0.185 31
ESE 2.47 0.79 2.0 0.205 2.0
SE 1.99 1.07 2.0 0.178 2.6
SSE 2.43 1.01 2.0 0.206 2.9
S 2.28 2.09 2.0 0.193 6.2
SSW 2.63 2.13 2.0 0.262 11.6
SW 2.38 2.33 2.0 0.223 7.4
WSW 1.60 2.71 2.0 0.218 6.3
W 1.52 2.84 1.7 0.186 10.2
WNW 1.07 3.26 1.2 0.170 6.5
NW 1.64 2.88 2.0 0.255 83
NNW 1.52 3.02 2.0 0.194 9.6
TOT 1.68 4.16 1.7 0.156 100

Table 3. Design waveheight for return periods at Chilbal-do buoy

H, for return periods (m)

Dir.
5 10 20 30 50
N 5.34 5.84 6.26 6.48 6.74
NNE 491 5.70 6.47 6.91 7.46
NE 4.50 5.00 5.43 5.66 5.93
ENE 4.26 4.96 5.57 5.90 6.28
E 421 4.97 5.64 6.01 6.45
ESE 3.92 4.54 5.07 5.35 5.68
SE 3.59 4.08 4.51 4.73 5.00
SSE 4.10 4.70 5.22 5.5 5.82
S 498 5.55 6.03 6.29 6.60
SSW 5.47 6.12 6.68 6.98 7.33
SW 5.35 5.94 6.45 6.72 7.04
WSW 4.74 5.14 5.48 5.66 5.87
w 4.84 5.31 5.73 5.95 6.22
WNW 4.85 5.40 5.93 6.23 6.60
NW 4.96 5.36 5.71 5.90 6.12
NNW 4.94 5.32 5.64 5.82 6.02
TOT 6.39 6.91 7.37 7.62 791
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Fig. 2. Fitting of the wave data to the Weibull distribution at
Chilbal-do buoy.
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Table 4. Parameters and appearance ratio at Geomun-do buoy

Dic Parameters D Appearance
’ A B k " Ratio(%o)
N 1.63 1.57 1.0 0.069 4.7
NNE 1.52 1.42 1.1 0.100 4.0
NE 1.66 1.23 1.1 0.110 4.2
ENE 1.49 1.77 0.9 0.178 53
E 1.68 1.85 1.0 0.247 8.0
Reduced Variate y,,,
ESE 247 1.02 2.0 0.211 75
SE 304 0.59 18 0.175 7.1 (a) Omni-direction
SSE 331 031 20 019 6.7 207
S 2.64 1.95 0.75  0.144 7.9 216 —
SSW 415 0.31 1.8 0.187 9.9 £ 45 | .
D
SW 3.78 0.80 13 0.147 10.1 2
WSW 277 118 L1 0097 7.1 >
W 2.64 1.13 1.0 0.119 4.4 =
WNW  1.68 1.54 0.75  0.170 3.7
NW 1.81 1.31 1.0 0.148 4.7 Reduced Variate
NNW  3.03 0.59 1.4 0.132 4.6
TOT 5.79 0.91 1.7 0.153 100.0 ® S
20
Table 5. Design waveheight for return periods at Geomun-do buoy ><iEI16 B
- £ 12
H, for return periods (m) D i
Dir. T 8 —
5 10 20 30 50 o i
[y}
N 4.20 533 6.47 7.13 7.96 = 4+
NNE 3.77 4.67 5.55 6.05 6.68 0 — : |
NE 3.78 476 572 6.27 6.95 0 1 2 3 4 5
ENE 43 5.54 6.83 7.59 8.57 Reduced Variate y,»,
E 4.56 5.73 6.90 7.58 8.44 (c) W
ESE 4.16 4.77 5.30 5.58 5.91 20
SE 456 5.43 6.19 6.60 7.09 £16 -
>
SSE 451 5.33 6.04 6.41 6.85 £ 49
o
S 5.04 6.93 9.02 10.33 12.05 2 8
8 —]
SSW 5.71 6.90 7.94 8.50 9.16 % i
SW 6.25 7.98 9.59 10.50 11.60 = 47
WSW 545 7.09 8.69 9.61 10.75 0 . | | —
W 5.38 7.21 9.04 10.11 11.46 0 1 2 3 4 5
Reduced Variate y,,
WNW 470 6.64 8.78 10.11 11.87
NW 423 548 6.74 7.48 8.40 (d) SW
NNW 4.85 6.10 7.23 7.86 8.63 Fig. 3. Fitting of the wave data to the Weibull distribution at
TOT 8.56 10.36 11.94 12.80 13.82 Geomun-do buoy.
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K e
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W osod AT A AASE BEmoA A st N 3.08 1.64 20 0257 75
WA LG FAR AR S FFT WNW o] 7z NE 381160166 70
1, 229 Hu) AASRTE B ueiA BEAR oA 3 NE 2.69 2.18 2.0 0.193 7.3
AR W RS sw o EgR T 23 e 1146me] 50 ENE 254 206 20 0188 48
AN T AATTR AEE ) E 2.94 1.65 2.0 0.206 3.9
Wl 28-S AWRy AX g sl FAE S, WNW, ESE 3.55 1.13 2.0 0210 44
W gk ZdEo] 717 93 %, 4.6 %, 43 %A, 359 SE 2.91 1.49 1.8 0.170 63
50 AAR = AAIE AlLkE SW BERe] EAES 74% SSE 2.9 1.52 2.0 0.187 7.0
2 HS FUES BT AR Folo Ao A S 3.25 1.25 1.9 0.176 9.3
Holof w7 A 2 EdEo] w2 9o A9 #5H H SSW 1.58 2.51 0.9 0.122 8.8
stary 2 vt stejete Ao o & Adn=d SW 15 268 L1 0093 74
AASZE A= AeTh sles o 5 sl WSW 244 131 20 0236 48
Aokel S 95k, W kg, SW 3HaFe] Weibull -3 9F 3% W 14 )53 12 0115 43
BAE] YT Fig 30 JERIAGE S SRS TR gy o4 150 200 020 46
. gko A3 &= I gko
jij;i »}e‘f 1121 ?jj %M; l] 94; ;:;;Ofi; ;9:]1? NW 2.49 1.7 1.8 0176 6.2
. ’ T NNW 333 1.29 20 0195 6.6
2 oukoky] wiiel] AEue] HlEA e s0d AN
TOT 3.38 2.45 1.6 0167 100.0

AATRE Btk TeoR, BEAmelA 3 &9 Huls

a7k BE5E W g sod AR AA TN 3 =92
AAE sw ahake v st w SHako A= A ubamygr  Table 7. Design waveheight for return periods at Donghae buoy

ol 1L1m, 8.6m, 65m =0]0oH, SW Haell = ) ¥} H, for return periods (m)
Fke] 9.8m, 9.5m, 89m =oAL 5, SW B A&l Dir. 5 0 ” ” 0
7(;4%& %7] L?H?)ﬂ A ghe] 227 %%“O‘E] w s N 5.55 6.31 6.98 7.33 7.74
2 HE Hugtagto] 1Ll mzE AN E3E0] 43 %2
W7 Wl ol w910) Shagrel AulHom el sod w0 698 78T 83889
ARANE A5 7h sw skaRch WA e 2l NE- 560 627685 TS 7S
ENE 5.28 591 6.45 6.74 7.08
3.3 =3 Ho| E 5.38 6.11 6.74 7.07 7.46
Z3 HoloA B=¢ B g = Ay Sgas ESE 5.63 6.51 7.27 7.67 8.15
uek 2 Aol dte] 2= Table A3 AElslt) o] = 2y SE 5.28 6.12 6.85 7.24 7.70
B #A57]7F Fo] HA = 2020830 SSW F89] 9.6 m= SSE 52 5.92 6.54 6.87 7.25
el 2 thgolEs 2011 d0] NNE 3+39] 8.7m, 20123 S 543 6.3 7.04 7.45 7.92
ESE 73] 7.8 m= YERRth $HA] e Foje} 7%* SSW 5.19 6.5 7.85 8.66 9.69
ol e mpbrhA 2 04524&4?1 7h BAY G A ghgko] RF ThE SW 5.00 5.89 6.76 7.26 7.88
SFFAE S8 3 WSW 441 5.02 5.54 5.82 6.14
=3 Ho]o] ‘L]-__.X}.Eoﬂ A HSe @ ey Zu)she} w 4.37 5.01 5.62 5.96 6.39
A A SAedee AadedeR T waw a3 s34 587 615 648
Mot ks AAEAL, A8 Tble 60 FHAC ' sor ses 628 sl 700
o, dEd AR el A AAAS Table 7l B 55 634 705 743 77
Wl 2= 9 gel A K-S HASAHED,)0l 02981 22> TOT 7.00 8.14 9.16 9.71 10.38
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Fig. 4. Fitting of the wave data to the Weibull distribution at
Donghae buoy.
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Appendix

Table A-1. Annual maximum waveheights from Chilbal-do buoy for 16 directions and omni-direction.

Year N NNE NE ENE E ESE SE SSE S SSW_SW_ WSW W WNW_ NW NNW_  Tot

1997 6.2 4.7 43 35 34 2.1 1.3 1.7 1.3 1.2 25 2.4 3.6 42 3 5.6 6.2
1998 4.2 4.5 3.7 25 2.1 1.3 1.4 1.9 2.6 2.7 3 3.6 3.6 3.8 39 4.1 45
1999 32 2.7 3.8 3.8 35 2.5 2.1 2.8 4.1 3.8 5 4.6 38 3.8 42 54 54
2000 5.1 7.8 5.8 1.8 2.4 1.2 L.5 4.1 4.8 6.8 38 33 4 3.7 3.6 4 7.8
2001 3.5 3.1 29 1.2 2.1 33 22 38 3.6 42 4.6 4.1 3.6 4.1 42 44 4.6
2002 54 34 3.1 3.1 2 25 3.1 42 6.1 5.6 4.1 3.6 38 4.7 4.7 43 6.1
2003 4.4 34 2 22 45 32 2.9 4.6 45 3 4.1 4 44 4.5 49 5.2 5.2
2004 52 3.8 42 2.6 2.6 2.6 2.7 54 4.7 53 5.8 39 5.7 4.6 45 42 5.8
2005 5 4.5 4 4.1 39 4 3.1 25 25 6.1 5.5 5.2 5.9 5.5 5.2 53 6.1
2006 3.2 2.9 32 29 3.6 1.8 1.8 1.7 3.1 4.1 4.6 43 4 4 39 3.7 4.6
2007 4.8 4 4.7 4.7 4 4.7 3.6 1.9 4.7 4.8 5.1 4.7 49 3.8 5 4.7 5.1
2008 5 4.1 3.6 2.8 2.4 2.6 2.4 23 3.1 4 3.6 3.7 32 32 44 44 5
2009 4 4.1 33 2.6 34 2.9 2.6 2.4 33 32 3 3.1 49 33 4 38 49
2010 55 43 49 39 34 2.9 32 2.7 44 45 5.9 4.9 4.7 6.5 34 34 6.5
2011 39 3.7 38 45 7.2 42 3 3.7 3.7 43 4.7 53 5.6 3.8 4.8 38 7.2
2012 6.7 2.7 2.6 7.1 5.1 3.8 4.1 4 5 6.6 5.9 4.7 42 5.5 42 33 7.1
2013 3.8 4.7 5.1 4.1 2.7 43 35 4.6 5 5.6 5.9 5.2 43 43 2.6 3.1 5.9
2014 4 2.8 43 2.7 25 23 2.9 2.5 3.7 42 53 4.6 38 5.1 6.1 45 6.1
2015 49 4.6 3.6 38 33 45 3.8 34 43 39 39 39 49 33 4.1 4.7 49
2016 4.7 42 4.1 33 35 4.6 4.5 4.6 4.6 4.6 39 43 33 3.7 42 4.7 4.7
2017 52 3.7 42 3.7 3.7 4.1 4 4.1 43 4.6 5.8 4.4 3 4 5.2 49 5.8
2018 3.8 4 35 34 34 35 39 33 44 44 49 4.5 35 3.8 4.1 4 49
2019 3.6 6 2.1 1.1 0.9 0.8 2.6 1.9 5.7 4.7 33 2.9 35 3.8 4.6 39 6
2020 4.7 5.5 2.7 1.6 1.3 1.8 1.7 1.9 5.1 4.9 2.3 3.9 4.3 5.3 5.1 5.3 5.5

Table A-2. Annual maximum waveheights from Geomun-do buoy for 16 directions and omni-direction.

Year N NNE NE ENE E ESE SE SSE S SSW__SW_ WSW W WNW_ NW NNW_  Tot

1998 23 35 1.6 3.1 2.6 2.4 1.9 22 23 2.4 2.6 2.7 2 L5 1.7 1.4 35
1999 24 4.7 2 22 4.8 5.1 5.6 2.7 2.8 1.9 1.9 1.2 1.6 1.4 1.2 1.8 5.6
2000 1.8 1.7 1.4 1.7 1.7 1.3 1.3 1.4 22 1.4 1.6 1.8 2 1.7 22 22 22
2001 1.6 1.6 1.6 2.6 23 1.7 1.9 1.9 2 2 1.7 1.4 1.2 1.7 1.2 1.3 2.6
2002 4.2 2.1 22 2.6 42 33 6.1 22 2 1.8 1.6 1.4 1.2 1.7 1.6 1.4 6.1
2003 1.3 1.7 1.2 1.4 1.6 25 2.1 1.6 1.4 1.5 1.8 1.2 1.2 1.4 1.5 0.8 25
2004 3.7 35 33 33 1.9 2.7 1.7 3.7 33 34 2.8 4 54 2.9 25 5.1 54
2005 2.6 2.7 22 23 2.1 1.9 1.7 1.8 1.7 1.9 2.6 2.1 2.4 22 2.4 23 2.7
2006 2 23 34 4 33 2.5 1.8 1.9 2.4 2.4 2.5 2.8 2.6 2.4 29 2.1 4

2007 33 2.7 2.6 33 4.1 35 2.9 34 7.9 6.5 9.8 43 34 2.5 2.6 22 9.8
2008 2 2.5 2.8 3.1 34 2.9 2.7 35 3 3.6 29 2.5 2.8 2.5 2.4 25 3.6
2009 4.1 34 2.7 32 34 32 35 4.1 44 4.7 33 33 34 2.4 2.4 3.6 4.7
2010 25 2.1 25 3.6 3.6 39 3.8 5.2 4.7 6 83 6.8 6.5 34 2.6 43 83
2011 2.4 1.6 2 2.6 2.6 3.8 4.5 33 5.7 8.1 6.8 8.4 8.6 83 49 4.1 8.6
2012 28 2.4 2.6 1.8 3.7 4.7 39 49 5.1 6.6 9.5 10.7  11.1 5.5 7.6 8.1 11.1
2013 33 43 5.8 4.1 4.1 3.6 34 3.1 3 3 2.6 2.9 34 32 2.8 32 5.8
2014 5.7 6.9 6.7 7.1 44 3.7 3.8 32 32 35 39 4.8 6.5 7.2 6.5 6.9 7.2
2015 29 2.5 2.6 2.8 33 3.1 2.7 32 4 49 5.1 4.4 4.7 32 3.8 35 5.1
2016 8.1 22 23 8.5 42 3.7 4.1 4.6 45 4.7 43 4.5 2.6 112 24 2.5 11.2
2017 35 33 34 3.1 33 29 34 3.6 3 39 43 3.6 25 2.7 2.4 3.6 43
2018 49 43 42 34 9.1 49 5.1 5.9 124 6.8 6.2 5.6 5.5 6 6.7 6 12.4
2019 44 32 4.6 5.2 5.9 53 6.5 6.6 5.8 7.7 8.9 4 2.6 2.8 35 8.9
2020 1.8 1.2 1.2 1.7 1.6 1.3 1.4 0.6 2.6 3.2 3.6 4 3.3 3.3 3.9 2.2 4
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Table A-3. Annual maximum waveheights from Donghae buoy for 16 directions and omni-direction.

Year N NNE NE ENE E ESE SE SSE S SSW__SW_ WSW W WNW_ NW NNW_  Tot

2001 2.1 2.5 2.6 1.9 2.8 32 3.1 32 2.7 3 3.1 3.1 3 3 2.6 1.9 32
2002 3.1 2.7 3.1 2.8 2.6 2.7 3.6 34 32 3 3.1 32 3 2.6 3.1 2.7 3.6
2003 3 2.6 35 33 2.7 2.7 2.9 3 2.4 25 2.7 2.7 32 3.1 3.1 2.4 35
2004 32 34 33 3.7 3.6 33 22 2.7 23 2.7 29 2.7 3.1 3.4 22 2.8 3.7
2005 3.4 2.8 3.1 39 2.4 23 2.1 2 1.9 2.4 29 2.5 2.6 2.6 2.7 33 39
2006 3.2 2.7 4.6 4.1 35 4.1 39 34 3 3.6 35 2.8 34 32 29 29 4.6
2007 3 3.1 2.8 29 29 22 2.6 25 2.8 2.8 3.1 2.5 32 2.6 3.6 34 3.6
2008 3.3 3 39 32 2.8 2.4 2.5 2.7 34 3.1 35 2.5 3 2 2.4 33 39
2009 32 3.7 43 3.7 3.1 23 2.8 2.8 32 34 35 3.6 2.7 2.5 2.9 2.9 43
2010 4.1 42 4 42 5 42 4.1 45 49 3.6 35 3.7 45 4.1 42 42 5
2011 7.2 8.7 5 4.8 6.3 5.1 4.8 4.1 45 45 45 42 45 4.5 42 6.5 8.7

2012 58 5.1 5.8 5.5 5.7 4.8 39 5.2 7 6 6 5.5 38 4.4 54 5.8 7
2013 6.1 7.3 6.2 5.7 6.2 6.8 53 5.8 6.8 6.9 6.2 5.2 53 6.1 5 6.1 7.3
2014 43 53 5.9 54 42 44 43 45 43 42 4.8 4 4 42 3.6 44 5.9

2015 49 5.4 6.6 54 5.9 7.8 7.3 6.6 49 5.1 45 5 6.1 6.1 6.8 6.8 7.8
2016 6.2 53 5.5 4.7 53 5.8 4.9 5.8 5.1 4.1 4.7 4.7 4.8 4.7 53 4.8 6.2
2017 5 5.9 4.8 5.1 5 5 53 43 44 39 44 35 35 4.5 5.2 53 5.9
2018 5.1 5 4.8 4.1 53 54 4.8 5 49 45 43 4.5 3.8 4 4 4.6 54
2019 5.1 5.4 5.8 6.5 5.8 54 42 4.6 39 44 39 1.9 2.8 3.7 3.7 42 6.5
2020 6.1 6.2 5.8 5.2 4 5.5 7 5.7 7.1 9.6 7.5 1.7 3.5 4.3 5.3 6.5 9.6

- 711 -



