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Abstract

The necessity of development of the Nearshore zone greatly emphasis in recent years. In
the wave deformation model, we can get the wave height and wave direction using the
hyperbolic mild slope equation considered the reflection wave.

Radiation Stress the driving force of flow was calculated by the Watanabe and
Maruyama who proposed on the partial standing wave.

In the surf zone, applying the Izumiya and Horikawa’s turbulent model considered the
bottom friction and energy dissipation, we compared and examined with the Numerical
model and Hydraulic test result of Watanabe and Maruyama.

This model results obtained for Jin-ha Beach agreed well with the Numerical results.
This model is expected so helpful to solve the prediction of the wave deformation problems
in the development of the Nearshore zone in the future.
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Fig. 5-2 Distribution of Wave angles and Heights
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