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In this study, the authors experimentally investigated the formation of cuspate topography and the effect of the initial
topographic perturbation on the alongshore uniform barred beach with a 1/20 slope.The cuspate topographies appeared
only in the cases which we generate the accretion-type waves.The perturbation added in the initial topography
disappeared gradually and the positive-feedback mechanism was not observed in this study.This result indicates that
the formation of cusp with positive feedback mechanism may need other certain wave condition.
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