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Estimation of the Inflow Rate of Wave Chamber Installed Rubble Mound
Seawater Exchange Breakwater with a Seawall
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Fig. 1. Schematic layout of seawater
exchange structure.
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Fig. 2. Plan and elevation views of experimental facilities and model setup.
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Table 1. Wave conditions for experiment on
flow velocity
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Fig. 3. An example of the cross-section of
seawall.
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Fig. 4. Cross-section of wave chamber installed
rubble mound seawater exchange breakwater.
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Table 2. Result of stability tests of seawall
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Table 3. Total cross-section area of inlets and
conduit pipes per breakwater length
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Fig. 5. Variation of non-dimensional mean flow velocity
in the pipe vs. S/Hs(f7).
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Fig. 6. Relation formula between normalized
mean flow velocity and S/Hs.
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