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NUMERICAL EVALUATION OF WAVE ENERGY AT BREAKING

E R @ ingk R R
By Wataru KIOKA and Toshio KATO

Breaking waves were generated numerically within the framework of potential theory
both in constant water depth and on sloping beach. The method used here is based on

the Mixed Eulerian-Lagrangian technique developed by Longuet-Higgins and Cokelet.

The total wave energies and average rates of energy propagation per unit crest width
over one wavelength were evaluated at breaking and plotted against various water depths

and slopes, The total wave energies of progressive two composite waves were also ev-
aluated numerically for the zero-down cross waves at breaking.

Keywords . wave breaking, wave energy,

particle velocity

1. B L®IC

BREFBOFBS T AN F—-2BE LEEBLTEL 2L
W, BREEOREBOTAIFEROBERNLEZ555 2T
LEDEBREME LA ENSEETHHENZ LD,
MEEZETTHHICOVT, BESVIAEOMEBELT F
VX - BREETCRAMEZ & VR RICED - TED
THIEERL, EHITEE - AHOIBEOES T AL
F- @M ITRERICAP> THEMT A EEZRLTY
5. ORI AN - sEEHBL2HE LTI,
Bt O T A X — R BGBE & B U T BVEFER 2 B
WIZRE - BINPOMR, ¥+ v 74 LA-BIREEHC
L BEAHVYOREDE L, BETEL—Y— - Fy
77 —~FEET AWV TREEEZORESIC OV T L FE
ZBREPINZLNTVAE., UL LS, BikEOES
IANE - ERMORFE L bOE LT, RE -1
NO EVERIRBEEZZE L CUBETANVX - ORIE
BT HEBRI ANV AP RINTHEILTER
AR

*E£E8 PhD. ZHBTERENHIE HSBRIFH
(T466 2T ETHRMXMIBHTHT)

*»* FxB I REALE () S—AREAER
(7102 FHHEXHAT 5-4)

dary el t method, horizonial water

BEBITANY—, oS AN X —2EEHEIL T
Pl g Az, —AERE—EEIIOIA&ED
KM FHEERS 251 2 RENHOEEL DT -5 %
BEIHIKRBREHFHZ2ET S, £, BEOFHEET
ERAVWVCEESH T ANF —~NOEFESHEBHTELNEE
Z 5 BWEEHBMEOREOFF A IRETH 5. #2 T,
AT, ATy v VERICESCHEFEIRE-
THREZRESE, —EKETS & ORE O HEHE
DORERICB T 5 —EETHEET AN —-B LT A
WX -RRORFNSFMEITH> & E&T5E. 2517,
—EAKEF TR ABRIIZ >N T AR BUEE %
1TV, HEIT ANVY -0 6 &1 RS SR ORI
KOWTHERAZEMASLDTH 5.

2. MW AHE

(1) —EXRTTORE
BEREFEHABE Fig 1 KRT OIS, 51ER
BREEO - N'"PRBEOBREEHICHNIZ O LR
#% ©, Longuet-Higgins and Cokelet® @ E¥ I $
BT ERE BRAKETORMER R LIZLOTH
5. 3sbb, Bz oh KT CEHRERmOEE)
FHRALRAN (1), (2) EHENERFMX (3)
B XBMEES L T W Mixed Eulerian-



256

/7 4

Fig. 1 Coordinates system and notations.

Lagrangian % L 72,
% zgﬁ+nz gfl .................................. (1)
%_; _nxa¢+nzg£ ............................... (2)
g_?__g +2{(g§) +(g_2>2] ................... (3)

AZRMAE LTIE, WE Ho OMUMRIERD » & ¢ 2
W, BETANVY—FEDEERRIETTNTHLL
WE-2HRETERVEEODREEEX L1050
W ERES S, BEMAT Y 7TORBERLD ¢
L og/onid, 7Y —VvARIKE IS ROERESS H12
RICEOKROEENTE B,

wP=[ [s@2

SFUSRUS ;. G (P Q)
—-G(P, Q)a%—;Q)} AS(Q) - +reeereeeeneens (4)

122U, GARBEREOHES% P=(x, z), source /&
2Q=(£8)&0LT, el PEHTORAETRL, 7Y —

YBEBERATcEx HNnB.
G(P,Q=Inr+In7r
'r=i(x—§)’+(z—§)’}'” ................... ( 5 )
r’=(x—EF+(z+2h+ E)P/?

BHHEX (4) ORI R EERTHRIERBEET>

—RERZAV, RNBEEEHOREER S, S. T
OEMPEIEZRET S LIk VEBETER Sr
kT o¢son, Sscog/on, S.TPTHB.

FHER FOKMARENE, BEROEEOTE
BRICBS BB L VARICRDB I ENTE B,
Frr, NBTANY— E, 3FHEEED p » 5, BT
ANF—-E LT ANVF-HREF ZEhEnX (6),
(7) 8BRS THIEICEVEELT.

E.= 2Lf¢a¢ds ................................... (6)

= L./f u@dzdx .......................... (7)
(2) #lEmEoREE”

B - ik :

Bihd 5 E51, —EKEFCOFEERIE, SHELE
DRPEES & AN TFEESORFE 2 53T 5
DOTIARY. RNELEETUBRRICZESEE2RRET 5
Ba, BREEE U TRREFERET I &LED,
ZRTTERKIENOREERE S I 2L -V g v EA
ErEZ LN, BNSE, 25 ULEEDEVICLY
AREREZHOTRESNIOBIZ > VW TR 52
TWa. UL LEars, BEEH LT oRFEEHAN
12BE, EOFWRGETU & DEAPFREL, PENLE
PRSI s BEFIEEAEA LS WEOREICES B
BCHERESGEEINATREN S 5. 72, BB
SR OBPIZ DD T —KEREZ O T L BIREE E—
BEYETLDAOHAEEVLELIATEYY, EEME
EUTHOEI 10 SR ERA2E TS &
5.

Z£IT, JITRNEERZETUREICEDS % BE
KHROES DT, RO 2 D>DOFEIR &0 AEERE
% #1793 512 ‘depth perturbation’ ASfpbh -1z & & D
RBNSEOEBHEHET A& E L. F—D TR,
New™ & EEBIC, FEEE S, » SRS E COKE
E%%Xﬂﬂﬂf( —h)/ X, PREBE s LB L5
BB helho>h) IZBVT 9 & ¢ %EMRMHE (1=0)
aufﬁxéﬁ&f,nwf@mﬂhkzwtﬁﬁﬁ
FUTALRE U & DELAIND - 12385 O B B)EH) D R
H2E 2850 TH 5. ERNAEAREOREI
&0, FERED oRRICES ETCORBIE—FELT
WO®&kS. BZOAEELTIE, Fig.2 IR L5 I2IE
B L EhicfE < HREMNE EOFHEZREL, chd2
DOWEDFEKBEhIZBID & ¢ % t=0T52x23%
ZEIZEY, >0 TORMBERIZES UL HENSMA
bl E DB EEES 2B 5 FEEHL
2. MAEREZRT SIS - VEKELTIE
G(P,Q)=Inr ZH\, R (4) OBSEEICIIKET
SeEEND. EEAZTy TOXRMEE, ST
o¢/on, Sy(o¢/on=0) T ¢, Wil OREER Sp So
TIREBMNEEEZRETH I LI S T o4/,
S.To¢THB. 12, E;DEFICER (6) OBSH

Fig. 2 Fluid boundary used in the computation,



FPRBRFIE) T 3 )V X — OBUBEAOREET

HICHE EOWEOMIMOBER S, Scsinbs &t
B, 12U, CORETHRAELZEET AHEIEV K
A ODOT s=1/10 OFHEIZ L TIE h/L<0.05 DK
FITEBAT A L TE RV,

NS 2DDHERBI WAL ME L TR, KE
ho 12853 B85 Ho OBEIREIBE O 7 & ¢ % Rienecker
and Fenton®® OFNEKEIC LV EZ .. Z0EE
Ho/ho SRTFHOGERBEATH U, BV 10 kg
EINRTDr — ATWHL 7.

(3) SrEEBOEHE

EROFESEC LT, THREDO H & h 2
AT I>0TD AICB T 5 EMFFEORBMN S ELOB
FTREEL . Fig.3 35 EER0—Fl T, BKE
h/L=0.064 iZ5\F 5 —EKEFOEEER % (a)~(d)
#Z, depth perturbation Z W72 2 DD HEIC & BB
EH%E (e), () IR, #—2 (a), (b) TIEIES
BHLDDREEEABEBEHIFEL, H/hDPKEN
(c), (d) TEEFBEMII jet BTRE S NBESELT
W5, r—2 (c) TO jet i3/MNRE CHEMN LSRG
TEBTEAE) 0 3772721 spilling breaker & & 54 25 D
XU, 5= 2 (d) CREMNEPABEICTIVILS jet
DB H K =\ plunging breaker S A 532 &M TE
5. KOS H X plunging breaker Iz 2\ C i
TEER 2 5 & IEKEE I3 T ORBTEAEHE )0 37
2 & %, spilling breaker IZ5 W T it jet BTBR LA D
HEROEED» 5k 7z. depth perturbation iZ & % &}
HLEOBREEE (e), (f) 1&& % plunging breaker
B, B—0 H/hIZHT 3 —FEKRKETFOREER

257

(¢} LIERE-TVSE. B, TIINEERERER
A3, depth perturbation Z Nz L WBE (T/5b b,
t>0TH he & UIZHE) O—BAHEOFEIIE S HN
BEHEOF 10 RE» O 52 I IRE L —B U, ©F
BRTFEPEEL .

Fig. 4 3BWBE 2 #ET 9 5 12012, Fig.3(c), (d)
KHET2E8BRART Yy 7202 ANF—E, &
HIANF-EBLIONBL ANV —-E, OE%:2 T
Oy bLfzbDT, BF (a) O spilling breaker 2>
W jet AR U 1M % BREAKING, HEDARZ
FE& ko tEm% UNSTABLE <R L, (b) @ plung-
ing breaker I BT E AR BE YV T EKEA%
BREAKING, jet 822 A ¥ % E#i# PLUNGING R
4. PLUNGING % /213 UNSTABLE {558 20 T,
BIANK—E—EHEEZL->TVBHI LA HFEIZAY
FERE, BEAT  THRZEERLEZSOTHHE
Wi k.

—EKEFTH & h2BLIERBEOHERE S
FLHT Fig. 5 IRy . BERROEEAEL H/h i,
h/L /NS O % R & LA - 8BS ORE R OB
MEHERBENIVEEZES> TS, spilling » 5
plunging breaker ~DBBILFY 5 &2 F H/h=0.8
THUTHEY, A7 v THMAE % F O T—BKER TR
e ERERYEERsEREZE LTV S, —7F,
depth perturbation IZ & V318 U 2 &HE_E OB IZ > W)
T, TEOREBERLULEZLDM Fig.6 TH5H. RboE
M EHOREREMRZRL, FFEERO 7y bE
EFhZ2hofmIE s KU THRERR (he—h)/Xs

- - -
Y P
4
=<

(a) Constant depth (H/h=0.15, Hy/ h=0.13)

F4 t = 9.5
1

B

1

(b) Constant depth (H/h=0.29, Hy/ h=0.25)

(c) Constant depth (H/h=0.74, H,/ h=0.53)

(d) Constant depth ( H/h=1.04, H,/h=0.98)

4 t = 5.5 t = 5.7
.2
.1
2 X
[]
/ z AN
-.19
-.2
(e) Depth perturbation (hy—h)(H/h=0.75, Hy/ ho=0.33)
z t =5 t = 6.9
.2
J% Jzﬁﬁﬁi%fﬂ o
X
'] e X \M
-1 I
-2

(f} Depth perturbation (slope)}{H/h=0.75, H,/ho=0. 35)

Fig. 3 Generated spatial wave profiles for A/L=0.064 (g=1, L=2x).



258

BE10 % LHOBETRD ONIr—RIZOVTDH
RUTZ. 88, MEHE Lo SRS S LTHOWIE
ORME» HKoTz. FEERIE, EBREREERICES
2L HODFGHR H N ISRRERERRE & <—BLT
WabEWZ k. spilling 5 5 plunging breaker ~NDE
B, HEER%¥H 9 5 & surf-similarity parameter
&=8/(Ho/ Ly)"/* DEMEIF 0.3 TEL TV 5.

3. EBRERCOHSH
BUEIICRE X 12 5 RERROEsh T A ¥ —

0.04
E/pgh?
0.03 F
2 BREAKING
0.02 B /ogh
0.01 E,/pah? UNSTABLE
0 1 1 ]
2.5 5.0 7.5 ¢ 100
(a) Case(c)
0.15
E/pgh?
0104~ BREAKING
E, /ogh?
0.05
2
Ep/pgh
PLUNGING
0 ] 1 ]
1 2 3 R 4
(b) Case (d)
Fig. 4 Temporal variations of kinetic, potential and total
energies.
H/h | L4 :. @ Plunging B.
° ) O spilling B.
®
A Non-breakin
1.0+ . o’.. 9
S s°%
Q) - »
& O
O
Breaking Inception
A (Yamada.Shiotani)
a & 48
< A
0.5 A
LN
A
0 } + -+ -+

0.01 0.05 0.1 h/L

Fig. 5 Ratios of wave breaking height to water depth as a
function of relative water depth in constant water

depth.

=R - ok

O ERT B0, BEMROZUEZR/A5 -0
B & AR AR TR OSRE SN2 WV TERE S
Hsat Uz, EBRICIEE X 30m, §§0.6m, FHXx 1.2
mOWEAT T ARV O _RITEEAKEZHA WL, B
Bo20mOMEB LY 2m D 1/10 0O—EAEFHHE I
EXsmOKERZERS 2T v TRERERA
HEL, I IONEEE 2R T . KEERETOKE
WHIZ10em & U, BEAEO—KRKERTCOES %
5.6cm~10.5cm, FEH%0.8 1.1BLU12sEE
fbaed LIk VAPREERE TR ERES S
tz. KEHRARFEE IR T (hE1.02, BE
F¥2mm) 2rL—H—-LlLTu—2%Y) - ¥Yrvy-—-x~_
PFrHhAT (60a<,//s) THBEITSHIEICLIVEA
EL.

Fig.7 (a), (b) BWEhEFh AT v THEDOKEER L
IZ B % spilling, plunging breaker Pl s D 2R
T & i D TR T DT A TR E DSBS IS DL
THEHEEREEREZEBRLIZBDTHS. KT
Dean O BIRE (5 XM LB ERBRLRL
THb. WhBBE LHEFEICE, —BEOER:
2058UTANL, BORUVAHERZT> TRAKES
AR FEREOHNEES 1% URE U, HEE
I EBBHTERER EH AR D EBREISRLPERPTH
B85, RN TFEBIZ DV CITIERBREE LK< —HL TV 5.
o —2 (b) OEFEFK TERMEEBBEIEIC L BN
FHEESHRIESER D IZ K> TV 5 DIX plunging
breaker D jet DIEKEFEBAE L TVWEHLDEEXH
ha.

— B 1/10 0 HE L COHER R EBRBER %R
B2 Fig. 8 IKRd. KHPOHEMRD S 5 (slope) & (ke

©® AR Plunging B
O AL spitling Bl

+ @0 I/8-1/m

T AA 118 -1/22

T W /27 - 1733

0 -+ — -+ -
0.005  0.01 0.05 0.1 0.5 1.0

h/Lg

Fig. 6 Ratios of wave breaking height to water depth as a
function of relative water depth on equivalent slope.



Pevi B8 T 30U X — OBUBRIMRES

—h) & depth perturbation IZ X % 57, (slope) &
MEBEREBRLUIBEOREZRL, (he—h) 1T (h
—h)/ Xy B51/101278 B & 5 13 7KEE he THIHISG 2 S

n/h Numerical
~— = — — Stream Function
0.5~ meeeee- Experimental
\\\
\
/ S
0 1 + XL
’/4;' 0.5 \\\ 1.0
- . LT
-0.5 >~
{n+h)/h
1.5~
Numerical
— === — Stream Function
1ol [e] Experimental
0.5~
1
0 0.5 o
(a) Spilling breaker (H/h=0.66)
n/h

/L

-0.5—

(nth)/h

! L
0 0.5 1o TR

(b) Plunging breaker (H/h=0.69)
Fig. 7 Comparison of spatial wave profiles and dis-
tributions of maximum horizontal water veloc-

ity on step beach (h/L,=0.10).

(b)

259

———~— Numerical{slope)

n/h —— - —— Numerical{hy-»h)

——+—— Numerical(flat}
Stream Function

Experimental

*x/L

Numerical(sTope)
——~—— Numerical{h,>h)
—— 4 —= Numerical{flat)
————— Stream Function

Q Experimental

[ 1
0.5 1.0 uHg

(a) Plunging breaker (H/h=0.82; h/Ly=0.049)

n/h

=3

1!0 ugh

Q

Heavy plunging breaker (H/h=1.02; h/L,=0.065)

Fig. 8 Comparison of spatial wave profiles and distributions of

maximum horizontal water velocity on 1/10 sloping
beach.



260

AtBET, (flat) 13 Fig. 7 OFRERARIC—EKET
TOMERZRLTWVWS. SFTEERIST R TEREE S
A2 EEROAMBPERL DI > TN S, KEHRIK
BFEEIZDNTIE, #— 2 (a) @ plunging breaker
TRIRTOHERE LERES B L —KLTW
% 7%, (b) @ heavy plunging breaker }Z 3 )T & (slope)
DBEBEEIED L LTV,

PDlE, CCIRULTVWEWVWT —ALEHTIEOMIET
DRFF R FEEE IZ D WD I BASTERE R & e
Bz k< —HULrz. BRSOV TIIERIEDOAHEE
fHETRETBOERER LS BVHDD, BRIV
F-E, 25tHT 5 L EREEDERIZ6 % LIRTH -
1z,

4. REEREEENT XX —

(1) —EKRTTORE

Fig. 9 13 —EKET T OWBE S KEW H/h (Fig.5)
IHIES 22T A NX— E OfE% pgh® TH - TEIRTT
BRULIZHLOTH D, £z, AINOER, BREELE
AW - RS ORERR H/h IS8T 5 MEROL T
ANF—% Fig.9 > HEH - 12, M/NRIBNER &
O E/pgh’={(H/h)*/8 L LT RO IEA2BBRTHEAR
LDTHB. B—D h/L 123 U Tid plunging breaker
D HHIEIT spilling breaker & VO L FEEO T X —
RS,

Fig. 10 13 ¥ri iy (spilling breaker i22 0T i jet A5
3544 % Epj, plunging breaker {22\ TR RIE D
WEICTVIL 128 &) OEHTANY - E. LET
ANKF—E D E/E 272y bLIzBDTHB.
plunging breaker |25 W\ CIE# 2 EW/Es>1 T, H/h
WREVEE EV/E DEHKREL 3512, —7, spill-
ing breaker {22\ T 138 & plunging breaker £ 0 %

9.10

@ Plunging B.
E/pgh? - i .’ L O spilling 8.
T Seel b A Non-breaking
e _ e
P ;Q.. Linear Theory
e® .
Y ® .\\\./
°
N
0.05
1 [l [l I El
" o 0.05 0.1 . ‘
. . w05 1.0

Fig. 9 Nondimensional total wave energies per unit crest
width as a function of relative water depth.

ERE - gk :
Table1 Numerical results for 4/L,=0.054 (h/L=0.085).
Numerical |Equivalent| Ho/h Type | E/pgh® Ex/En !F/ﬂg“”hsn
Hethod Slope
flat —— 1.06 |[plunging | 0.132 |1.24~1.58 0.141
ho—h 1/10 1.10 |plunging | 0.073 |1.12~1.28 0.080
slope 1/10 1.02 | spilling | 0.068 |1.02~0.99 —
flat _— 0.81 | plunging | 0.058 |1.14~1.35 0.060
ho—h 1/30 0.80 [ spilling | 0.048 |1.08~1.12 0.049
slope 1/30 0.81 |spilling | .0.052 |1.05~1.07 —_—
1.5
@ Plunging 8.
o ® Ospilling B.
E/E
e 8,
® [ J
$ °8, ¢
®
$3% 380 03
o ©® 4
5 ggo g ©
O,
1.0 Co00 o
0% o ©
o]
0.5 } +———++++ -+
0.01 0.05 0.1 hL 0.5 1.0

Fig. 10 Ratios of kinetic energy to potential energy at wave
breaking.

EVE, O3/NE<, 1EXV/PNSVWHEZES T —AbH
Hihb.

(2) $\mLowRk

Table 1 i depth perturbation & &k % (ho— h) &
(slope) DEIBEMERO—FIT, HEDIzHIT—EKE
T (flat) OFEERITLUCHS. BA—ORRER I
LT (he—h) & (slope) iZkBTANF—EHIZIZIE
—ELTHY, EIEFKEWNZE (flat) OFEE
KV/NELIZoTNB. RPIRUT: EvE DH (B
B> & plunging breaker }Z-2 ) T 1 plunging point
BEai¥ ¢, spilling breaker IZ DWW TIZEEMNICAREE
L2 BRRMECOEERY) KoV TIE, (flat) imH~
T (hoe—h), (slope) DAV FAMNIV. 12720,
ZIRPLTWEVT—ALEDT, BREERICED
EVE, OROBHIZT > VT ERO—EKETOKR
LBERETH - 12,
EHOREIBRIC L 5BEE/KEL H/h IZHIET %
2T AN¥ — E/pgh® % Fig.6 IZ 7R L Iz depth per-
turbation EIZ L VEHEBE LG R ORI LD %
Fig. 111289, 722 L, MEAE 1/50 DY — X200
TR—EKETCOHEFREZH 2. BT, H/h»
S RUMRIRE R & 0RO 72 LAV ¥ —EISH S 2 KIE
8 E O y=E/(pgH'/8) &, 1/15 #1T T OFHAIKSRY
(fz12L, —BAMTHOE) bRLTHS. FTYEH



PRI B 4 V¥ — OBUERIBRES

5 o,

:E/pgh?

0.05 —0.5
L 5) N
0, M measured”’(1/15s10pe)
Ol b+ 0
0.005 0.01 0.05 0.1 h/Lo 0.5 1.0
Fig. 11 Nondimensional total wave energies per umit crest

width corresponding to Goda’s breaker index.

0.051

0

{ t +
0.005 0.01 005 0.1 . 0.5 1.0

Fig. 12 Average rates of energy propagation per unit crest
width corresponding to Goda’s breaker index.

KEWIEE, FHLA/LBNE2NEE yDEIZPIEL
ZoTW5b, Fig. 12 12 3REROE % 200 578 L TR
(7)) KORDLE—BERFHOZANF—-T Ty 7 X
F % pgh’/gh CT8lo TERTETR LIRS &b,
FHAME (—EHITE)Y BLU F 2RATERLEBS
OBERHE H*® 2717,

F=,09H*2‘\/g_h/8 ...................................... (8)
BEFEKEL H¥h 33 XTO7 — A THRKIEER
OMEEKENL H/h ERARTHE D,

(3) ZHPEREORH

THAEORFERHESH I L F I >V THEZNA
Bz, —ERKEFTCHASEREZPERGLLTE
ZHRANE S AR BERE T 2. P&t E LT
WEPRAU T, ok 1.2, 1.33, 1.4, 1.5 B &
1.75 0 2 DO EHAKE R, PHALEZIZ0&E L.
Fig. 13 BETEKRO—HIT, LA EOEEHSFIF
FUCTHRIEOEPEOADOWEOETEIPIC jet HBRE

261

AN

Fig. 13 Wave breaking of progressive two composite waves in
constant water depth (k,=1, k,=1.5; H/h=H,/h=

0.35).
H/h L @ Plunging B-
Ospilling 8.
1.07T ANon-breaking

Breaking Inception
(Yamada.Shiotani)

0.5T

Fig. 14 Ratios of wave breaking height to water depth as a
function of relative water depth for zerodown-cross

waves,
0.10
o @ ° @ Plunging B.
£/0gh? o QsSpilling B.
] \~\?. . A Non-breaking
Linear Theory
0.05
o b TR R v
0.0} 0.05 0.1 0.5 1.0

h/L

Fig. 15 Nondimensional total wave energies per unit crest
width as a function of relative water depth for
zerodown-cross waves,

U, spilling breaker &2 5> TWBDHbnb.
RAEHBIIO>WT e - ¥y ro i (LRI
B¥a -7y S uRl) OREROEELEEERD
Jay bLEOKFig. 14 TH 5. 127U, RAIKEOE
BIZBOTRIRTOT — AT ANLIA TR 3E
Lizo & d, 22 TORE, FEREO¥E I FHRM
2B 5 EREEORBNELITHL TT - 12, BrERE
BToWERKEL H/h SR OIER (Fig. 5) &k
NBEEEEHDLBDDORKIINEIL B -THEY, ZHS



262

BRI ERAE R & AR HE B BT L RAI
FORRB LRI WEBEMA >N S, Fig.15ic+Fa - ¥
VY UAEDETRNT— E/pgh’ ODFFEHEER
. MPhOEREHERIIFQIERLULDT, #FhEh
H - A OREIRE H/h IR 5 RO ERE
R, H/h »oW/MRIREER L ORO LEERT. B
BEORERFICBI 22T ANV F -, RAUFEOHERLE
HEFTH2E VW BAKRELESTVLEHOD, WNEIR
B & B RAUNBEORBEREBRRO T AN ~H LY BN
2V, HES AL VO THETIEZWL, TR
AR I DV T H plunging breaker @ 75 A3 spilling
breaker & D H KX EF VAERESH AN -2 E->TV
5. &8, E/ErOHIZOVTE, 1HEIIESD X,
HAIW OFEE L 13277 Y plunging breaker IZ BT B
EvE<]1 &2 5 —ABHbNTz.

5. #& S

KTV VERORATHMBEREIC L0, —FKE
Th LOREEICB G 2 BEREORERO—FREESS
IANF =B LT AN T —FRERORGH 22 51l 2 17 -
7z. BEROEETANY - E, LB ANX— E;
O Ew/Er i3, 8% plunging breaker © i3 Ew/Ep>1
T, spilling breaker Tk Ev/E<1 £ %5545 — A b H
bhtz. ZIROERBIZIOWVWTH—FEKET CHRIE S
FEig s BERE 2T, Yo - ¥y yr7axBiconT
BB OTERLREHBUER, RS BREISHE
BEOBBPELPTVHOD, BERERFOLETF IV
FolZOWTEHRME LV LR REL 2 H5FAHA» S
hitz.

2B, ZOWMREEHRENERABR#EIS (REHHFE
A) IZ&->TITbhizr 2 & 250 T 5.

2 £ XM
1) BEBEE - BNCH - BBEE  FRUEOBREERIC
BS99 3 RROPIFE, $ 27 MR LERERWE, pp.
139~142, 1980.

2)

3)

5)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

ER - bk :

TEREA - EHHEH  HO T AN X —DEEREaE,
55 29 ¥R THBIERRXE, pp.125~129, 1980.
REEF] - E)IIEF - BRI LS 3 X—REBEIC
B3 5015, 520 MEBRIEHBEIRE, pp.150~
154, 1982.
ST - MUE - HEEES BREBEORE T AL
¥F-DEICET 5 EERMPR, §30 DR LEHER
FAOCEE, pp.10~14, 1983
TAIESE - HEE= - HEF—8 - /MUK BRERO
BT AN ¥ -D—MBEREE, LAR¥RE 40 BIFERE
HikESBEMESE, 1, pp.537~538, 1985.
REHHE - WNER  REFCBI 5O ALY 5
BRXOEFY Y7, B30EBrI¥REHLE,
pp. 15~19, 1983.
Kioka, W. : Numerical analysis of breaking waves in a
shallow water, Coastal Engineering in Japan, Vol. 26,
pp.11~18, 1983. ’
Longuet-Higgins, M.S. and Cokelet, E. D, : The de-
formation of steep surface waves on water I-A numerical
method of computation, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A. 350,
pp.1~26, 1976.
ER ¥ nEEsx - GH ©aEEoRk o KEEt
H, TAREXF A EERENBEIBERSE, 1,
pp. 539~540, 1986.
Wl /- 5Ek— - PIIEE  BRERRI L 58
L OB DORBETE & PIEREEB O, 55 30 E¥ER YR
HREE, pp.20~24, 1983,
New, A L., Mciver, P. and Peregrine, D.H. : Com-
putations of overturning waves, J. Fluid Mech., Vol.
150, pp.233~251, 1985.
Rienecker, M. M, and Fenton, J.D. : A Fourier appro-
ximation method for steady water waves, J. Fluid
Mech., Vol.104, pp.119~137, 1981.
#HARk T -HEHEF—H-BE 7 BREROBEOTER
EEELNOZIRITO W T-HR O PSP I BE 3 5 E
MBTFE5E 3 4R, 20 MR TE#AEIHOLE, pp. 565
~570, 1972.
EHEF--B - KA - KBEE | —RABEORERS
KBS 5—&%K, B 2EBREILEREXRE, pp.46
~49, 1985.

(1986.7. 15 « Sfd)




