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Abstract [] This paper is concerned with the analysis of wave reflection and transmission from multiple
floating breakwaters. Linear potential theory was used for modeling wave field, and the behaviors of the floating
breakwaters was represented as linearized equation of motions. The boundary value problem for the wave field
was discretized by Galerkin technique. The radiation condition at infinity was modeled as infinite elements
developed by Park ef al.(1991). The validation of the developed model was given through the comparison with
hydraulic experimental data conducted by Park e al.(2000). The possibility for the application of multiple
floating breakwaters was also discussed based on the numerical experiments.
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Fig. 1. Definition sketch for the interaction analysis of wave and floating breakwaters.
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