1.0 15
25.2
Komar (1978) 3
K
Komar
0.00010 0.00039
25% 231
1
Komar

Komar 0.3% 1.3%

25% 62%

3 CERC K 1978
Del Vae (1993) Schooness Theron (1994)
Van Wellen (2000) K
Komar
251 4 ©)
253
Bagnold (1963)
Bagnold
Thornton (1972)
Dean (1972)
Ks
K.HZ(c
C=—202279% b (Co)o 0sa, 7
A8(s—-Dw,
A Dean

Daly Dean (1984)

Bodge Dean (1987)
Roelvink  Stive (1989)

Bailard



F
B
B Leont’yev (1997)
254
Nicholson (1997) EU 5
5
Ikeno (1998)  Kuroiwa (1999)
Ikeno
Kuroiwa
Leont’yev (1997, 1999)
1999 1 2
1
3.1
252 CERC
Katayama Goda (1999)
Goda Watanabe (1991)
Goda Watanabe
i\/gH,F -B\* -B)*
v=¥9" sinaocos(0.7a0)[—h/H° BJ exp, —[—h/HO BJ ®
C; A A
\' i Ho C (213
h A B k F i o
Ho/Lo
Q (8)
) Clota Q
i =1/10 1/100 Ho/Lo =0.01 0.04 a,=10 40
C cerc Fig. 1 (Katayama Goda, 2000) CERC
CERC

C CERC = 500 l,500ppm
Katayama Goda (2000) 9

Core = CoK (Ho /L) ®® x (1+18i*%) ; C, = 3.25x107 ©)



-2
10 T T T T T T T T T

< i=1/10 A i=1/20
o i=1/30 O  i=1/100
""""""" oKy (HolLo) *#3x(1+18i*)
1 €,=3.25x10™ K,=0.385

§103:
& F
0 — b7 o0 o0r o0
wave steepness Hy/L,
Fig. 1. CERC Goda Watanabe
(Katayama Goda, 2000)
3.2
9 Fig. 1
c(x)
Dean (1973)

dw, = (o, - p)gw,c(x)hax

Bs

= _ ﬂs i 2
)= 8(s-1)w, h ax(H'"‘ch)

CERC (9 Cecere
Katamaya Goda (2000)

w,K . -
B, =0.76x —— (i +18i°)(H,/L,)°*®

1/3
(6) Wk
CERC K ©)]
ws K d 0.1 1.0mm 0.005 0.014m/s
(11)
B (12)
Fig. 2 (12
Nielsen (1984)
Nielsen

W, CT(X)

(10)

(11)

(12)

Bs



3 30

3.3

A, 001 0.1 (11)
1
10 O LIP 11D@995)
¥ O Dette & Uliczka(1986)
A willer1998)
0 0 Shimizu et al.(1996)
—_ 10 V Kajimaetal.(1983)
g’ + SandyDuck
E X X Nielsen(1984)
(= s
7 10" #ty
8 T ARx 7
< -
2
10-2 r‘b‘) 7 VA@
v ~
\\/‘ (%> >
oY
-3 y i
10
10® 10% 10t 10° 10°

Fig. 2.

Katayama Goda (2000)

(Katayama Goda, 2000)

Dette Uliczka (1986) Roelvink Reniers (1995) Shimizu

(1996) Nielsen (1984) Miller (1998) SadyDuck
Goda (1975) (11)
(11) Fig. 3 Dette Uliczka (1986)
Shimizu (1996) Fig. 4
Miller (1998)
10° 10° T y v
/ O  Shimizu et al.(1996)
J/l — calc.
10* =/ 10*{ — calc.(best fitting)
fo e =
€ T €
g 10° //) \%103 |
° / o g
102/ O  Dette & Uliczka(1986) |- 10 o
/. — calc. .
// — calc.(best fitting)
10-140 -30 -20 -10 0 1q1120 100 -80 -60 -40 -20 0
cross shore distance(m) cross shore distance(m)
— 200 —~ 200
5 ~Qui9 5
= e Py = —o—0 Q. Q.
g 100 % 100 Qo Qi
g O Ale °
g ~ ) ¢
- -100 ~ -100
£ i £
T -200 /f"‘ £ -200
% -300 hd - O Dette & Uliczka.(1986) S -300 | o shimizuet al.(1996)
§ // —— calc. 3 |— cale. N
4005 -30 -20 -10 0 %_40_0120 -100  -80 -60 -40 -20 0
cross shore distance(m) cross shore distance(m)
Fig. 3. Dette Uliczka (1986) Shimizu (1996)

10



10° Transect18 10° Transect19
Miller(1998) 1 O Miller(1998) 5
Jd1— calc. i J[1— cale.
10"} — calc.(best fitting) /" 10%f| — calc. (best fitting)
i
2 | = J
3 £ V
810 g1 T .
(5} e} 5 o ] O.--
107 20570099 N 102 007 9.5
10t 10t
600 500 400 -300  -200  -100 0 600  -500 400 -300 -200  -100 0
cross shore distance(m) cross shore distance(m)
. 400 = 400
5 £ ]
E 200 e —e ’E; 200 g
2 2 ]
§ 0 § 0
- 200 . . -200 a
’é\ ‘// ,g g Rl
£ -400 R £ 400 ATy
g (- Miler(1o08) || € ol
S 600 - Mler(1998) | ° 600 o -~ Miler(1998) |-
2 . - g — calc. -
) — | §_ e
: 80000~ 500 400 300 200 -100 o~ % B0 00 w00 200 -100 0
cross shore distance(m) cross shore distance(m)
Fig. 4. Miller (1998)
(12
Goda (1975)
Fig. 4
Fig. 3 Dette Uliczka (1986)
(1996) d=0.3mm
d = 1.0mm
Wi
Fig. 3
3.4
SandyDuck 24.2 Baryam (2000) 6
1997 3 31 1998

Fig. 5

2

Shimizu

(11)

Fig. 4

4



5
(m)
= C
58 0
L5
R}
=
T T -5
s 3
-10
1.0
‘g (m/s)
5
°z
%5 0.5
% 2
j=2)
c
o
0.0
§ o
3 (o)
<2 10
L Q
ge 3
oo 10
Q O
D
33 102
c E
85
E& 10
10
(m*m/hr)
x
=
(]
5 5
<
[%2]
D
c
ks)
0

12

—o-

0~0—6_qa_
__—

PR e R =

| —

= E
"Sandyl:l)uck Transect3(4,Feb,1998)
1 1 1 1

-400

-300 -200 -100 0

O
e oo

o] /ﬂ\

~ o
o

Golda and V\Ilatanabe(|1991)
1 1 1

-300 -200 -100 0

7
e
O~ S (o]

O]

o AN

— 5
(m)
—o0—0—0—00—-000.q
0
L
./‘/-.-- -—’—’ 5
"
'/|SandyDu<|:k Transelct2(31,Ma|1r,1997) ]
i i i i -
-400 -300 -200 -100 0 10
T T T T T T 1.0
(m/s)
Goda and Watanabe(1991) o
0.5
A o
0" "'0//0
o ©Q ,O /
1
-400 -300 -200 -100 0 0.0
10°
(ppm)
10*
<500 O g 10°
(0]
(0]
£ 10?
/ 1
-400 -300 -200 -100 0 10
10
(m*m/hr)
5
T 2
—0] \o 0
-400 -300 -200 -100 0

crossshore distance(m)

Fig. 5. SandyDuck

-400

-300 -200 -100 0
crossshore distance(m)

(Katayama Goda, 2000)

. 2HD
4.1
3 (4 Bailard
1
W, =W, ~W,, W, ==pg(H,..)2 W, =< pg(H._)?
s = Wo =W, 0—§pg( ms)oCq COSQ, b—gpg( ims) b Cy COSCX (13)
Ws Wo Wb
(Hrms)O
(Hrms)b X
a X

(14)

w; C(X)

3.2



