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Comparison of wave transformation models incorporating wave breaking
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Fig. 1. Measured and calculated significant wave heights
along the planar slope.

el Bug i FdiiA o 33, STWAVEE
ZY0] 243 A A Z ATH oA At 2
A7t A P2 Q) g A4 29 E AU
J7+g 5 o

2.2 Vincent and Briggs 4 8 tljo|e{e}e] v

Vincent and Briggs(1989)% & 35 m, 4d°] 29 m, &

A 305 mQ B Z2R5ZoA g} g1y YL
A oo ¥ E BT o8] 4E 23 FAA
Table 10 A A& 5 7}A] 3 $-o tisle A H2E
E TS AN 4GY A7 0< 5 < 25 m,
0<y<274melxn F2 13L& 01m At €8
2MeAL AgkFale 25 Hz WA 257 S5
A% 2357 I3 dEoz FHEET MIKE 21
BWolA = 254 2 A4t g9 3 ¢ F AAR
of 307] AR FAHY 2ZEAFE Fo} FAUYAE
FFE9 3, M3 E L2 0.02s% T

Table 1. Incident wave parameters of the selected
test cases (Vincent and Briggs, 1989).
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Fig. 2. Comparison of wave vector plots of Case N4,
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Fig. 3. Comparison of normalized wave heights of Case
N4 along Section 4.
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Fig. 4. Comparison of normalized wave heights of Case
B5 along Section 4.
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Table 2. Incident wave parameters of the selected
test cases (BRIGGS et al.,, 1995).
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Fig. 5. Comparison of contour maps of wave diffraction
coefficients.
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Table 3. Test conditions of the selected cases of
DELILAH experiment.
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Fig. 6. Comparison of significant wave heights.
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