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Behavior of Overtopping Flow in the leeside of Rubble Mound Breakwater:

Regular Waves
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Fig. 5. Velocity at the rear edge of the
superstructure

Fig. 6. Velocity at the plunging moment
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4.2 B

:TL
Pz
+
A

AF

WEwel Wste BYAAG B
) Ao JAIAE olgatel

P
lo rr e
e
o

e N
tlo
e
2
=
N
)
o
2
B
e

B o2

ot ot o

a0
o
i
X
i
pA
>
_0‘1_1‘
32
£
e
M
Ir
X
o
L
N
i)

- 146 -



deh BYAs fEo) Frhets
Da s19 el WE BYALY

T wual FEdod 4
FARe Fe Oﬂrz,m o3
g =402 3

*.Ello__.
e -
érﬂ‘h‘

Anderson, O.H., Juhl, J. and Sloth, P. (1992) Rear
Side Stability of Berm Breakwaters. Proc. 23rd
Coast. Engrg. Conf., ASCE, 1020-1029.

Kudale, M.D. and Kobayashi, N. (1996) Hydraulic
stability analysis of leeside slope of overtopped
breakwaters. Proc. 25th Coast. Engrg. Conf,
ASCE, 1721-1734.

Ryu, Y., Chang, K.-A. and Lim, H.-J. (2005) Use
of bubble image velocimetry for measurement
of plunging wave impinging on structure and
associated greenwater. Meas. Sci. Tech., 16,
1945-1953.

Van Dijk, B (2001) The Rear Slope Stability of
Rubble Mound Breakwaters. MS thesis, Delft U
of Tech.

Van Gent, R.A. and Pozueta, B. (2004) Rear-side
Stability of Rubble Mound Structures, Proc.
29th Coast. Engrg. Conf., ASCE.3481-3493.

Verhagen, H.J., Van Dijk, B. and Nederpel, A.
(2003) Riprap Stability on the Inner Slopes of
Medium-Height Breakwaters. Proc. Coast.
Struc. 2003, Portland. 213-222.

- 147 -



