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Abstract

The flow velocity profiles are investigated on the basis of laboratory and field data
by Bakker & Van Doorn(1978), Grant & Madsen(1979). Investigation of the velocity
profile to connect with the bottom boundary is important because it reveals the
stirring mechanism of the sand in the surf zone and determining the sand
transportation and sedimentation.

In this paper, the governing equation of a horizontally uniform combined wave —
current flow and the equation for the intrusion of the shear stress into the fluid are
used. And the factors of the flow velocity profiles is analyzed, and then compared

with the velocity profiles.
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Lundgen(1972), Bakker(1973), Bakker & Van Doorn(1978) Grant and Madsen(1979),
Myrhaung and Slat(1989), Sleath(1991), Nielsen(1992) You Z.J.(1994)%° 28] ohF3stA
oSl Hh. ASHEETE AAST ABAA ATsE R AAFHNY T f5% F
Aol wAW opel, AAZNM e @ol surf FHAM S HHES ol &, 7o &%
o e AAZo s Bee] B4, W4, HA5 AAA ad e B F 7] HEelth o]
3 ATATE HAE o5y AN L AFTZE FH EALETLR AP tgA A HE
Sd) tiakstA A48 4 ik afY, ASHEEES FHH FAAF S s &% %o 23,
g vigale] BAS qos BREEe dde) FAA FPVeE FERF) AHS X
syl & Brbesin.

2 =2 Prandtl7}4 ¢ mixing lengtho] & o| &3t A2 E wAAS 2] F344
E @47} Grant, Navierge] 4] & EMsld, A4 A5 AT =A% 84 TELE
A A HEA ALLEE 5T AAA MnD TEHP Fre) A A LA
A7 ot AU BT 2d] M o887 A, FEREAA Wsted A& 7H
@2, 5497 840 0@ PSS AEAR, Im o|5te] RSP L} wpYR ] {52
¥ E v w3

2. o] 2

Jo

£2Y 25 A2 43 A% A2 P gL ol gol FoB2 At o FAE
Wo] a5tk AlAbe] ol Wilel o] Aujg e AA Z<<h R oA HAE o
228 g 7S 443 oz, FRFo2 AFAL o A BAA 9T/0Z=
JP/3X(T ; time averaged shear stress, P ; time averaged fluid pressure)& dENE F
Aol thal) Az 7 sted @EsA1Z (1)4 3} shear stress velocityE® &5 o2 B4
& Sv=ksZ(QU/OZ)9] BA X & &2 o] ) AEI (2)2] L A o2 AL S T

o

=Lz @
U=, dz B
T, /p

I

A7) (1)2] 6l A current friction velocity Us (p ; fluid density), time averaged
bed shear stress b To=h(dP/dX), Zo= B B-FE0] 00] HE A= ks7} bed rougnessY
o Zo=k«/302] gt& tlR Rl Aol A AgFct. mhehA (A A & R&EE Ure} oH3
HBAA%E g7t AT 7 2R 5e] 35FL BE7F AL 7He 8T F(1994)= Van Doorn
o] 2193} wave —current 2% B &M A ol AT FAAT &F @G of
(3) o] w2 A A, Von karman AF(=0.40)F « el EFAT AAHE He bdrFEE
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£ Uw, Josson and Carlsen(1976)9] <& # 2" wave boundary layer thickness& &1,
boundary interaction layer thicknessZ §2 v}eby o ] BAVE Zo<Z<&HdY AL
e=kUudl, 5<Z<h B % a=kU.Z, 6<Z<h¥d A $ e=xkU.2 7} stQ .
U _ U~ zh) @)
kA €

(4

AT e AHE (V42 A 2L AH450] Feloel BERSREE Goos
A% Fhgs,

U:%(Q,)lnzlo Z,<Z<8, (@)
(IL) (——+1n—L ) Z,<Z<% )
7 U .2
U—TIHZ SSZSh (6)
\ . ; w
o 714 wave friction velocity Unt 2}3l 427} W, wave friction factor7} £oQ Wl Up= AW

2 FolAn, v AASF 929 At H¥ wave theoryZ e A= H/(2sinhkh) (H ; 331,
ko, hi #A) Aoz Aad 4 Y, AW Iz wrt Ht}. £3 wave friction

factor fw= 19918 Foll 9J3) O} (7)2] o2 § 54 u} g}
fio = 0.1084) "% )

E= ¢ Lundgrent A"} 2] (2)4] & apparent rougnesss} B A|#H &9 §& 2 FALS

A %—?}?%}%(7@1- InZ--9 ®)

871 (8)4 oA, level Z8t= T3 b shear stress velocity9he @43 Aol gl =
HAE o]FH BHE AF L X A friction factor fugho] AR o n]X] = o gko] x| o)
ste2, £33 l BdolA fugke] 218 FoluA & AFolE otef 4 & A StE Aol B R
TR dHA gl

L= kl:(/e1 + kInZ, + kyZy) ©

(94 ol A ky, k2, k3t shear stress, fluid density, shear stfess velocitf®} B d gtolol, 5}
9} 5§ Aol 9| 2} gol] ubel, ki=k: In Zi - ksZi, kz=1~(So/ ), ks=f/ = EHDC} Shear
stress velocity Sve 2| ¥4 (2)2] 22 2 E moderate Z&A §& L 7|9 Ay
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sn%};glggﬁt}:(&((:};;s@n)q IR 2 EA S kAtolol] The T 2 fU7 BA AR ?‘&v}.(lo)

(10)A N A jo, Ju, Jio, jol 42 jo= — 1.092, ji= — 0.3364, j2=0.01876, js= - 4.621x 107*0]
o T Zeot 27| AVLHEE S 0o} 389 Zho] o W T T Zo] FolA I ol B

= f=(S g Sl B A ARG, = 0
: 3’ 1+(m+ncos oY 1+(m +ncos ¢)’
3. 2 4

olZolA AFH 7} Ao EFE BNl B} AEF FEEEHS M7 faA
AuiA T AAE 9450 e B ot gong, AF(Am o sHAM e FEEE

2 2A02 3o F7], 34, ZEASF T e AREN L {FEPEE FEIUCL ANE
2aUL 53 254, JYEELEd B2 3§02 &E U, apparent rougness &= A
Argt A3, A5 54EE AW7} 20.4cm/s, 25.1cty/s, 110.0cm/s of <3 1>3 Zoh <&
1> o] ©]3p'8 apparent rougnesst (4) - (6)2] 3} FAE 24 Z1=281(e81/Zo) V-2 A ArE 73
= AW7F AL o 0.05-0.19] gtoz2A, ANZEASF k/AS] T2 JEHH Z:1=0.0465
Alks/AY 22 AR 73 8-0] 0.02-0.13} H] &3t} 22U ()42 BAE InZe=(H 02 AL

<H1> .
BED ROUGNESS .500 .800 1.000 2.000 3.000
(AW =20.4cm/s)
FRICTION VELOCITY .26095 .26578 .26806 27513 27925
APP ROUGNESS 71 46927 .53935 .57506 .69655 11538
APP ROUGNESS Z: 2.31 1.99 1.85 1.43 1.19
SHEAR STRESS 69.5 72.0 73.3 77.2 79.5
SHEAR STRESS VEVOCITY 957 1.09 1.16 1.44 1.64
(AW =25.1cm/s)
FRICTION VELOCITY .20050 .20638 .20916 21771 .22264
APP ROUGNESS Z: .04655 .06184 07034 .10240 12551
APP ROUGNESS Z2 2.10 1.81 1.67 1.27 1.05
SHEAR STRESS 41.0 43.4 44.6 48.3 50.6
SHEAR STRESS VEVOCITY 957 1.09 1.16 1.44 1.64
(AW =110.0cm/s}
FRICTION VELOCITY .33077 .33915 .35282 .35936 .36550
APP ROUGNESS 7 2.36624 2.74745 3.45265 3.82808 4.20324
APP ROUGNESS Z: 2.46 2.00 1.33 1.05 .813
SHEAR STRESS 112.0 117.0 127.0 132.0 136.0
SHEAR STRESS VEVOCITY 957 1.16 1.64 1.96 2.32
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BED ROUGNESS=.5 BED ROUGNESS=1.0
== 3. 6.0-- -— Ocm/s .0 6.0~
] cm/s % l.é 1 cm/ 3 X ;0
a b a
b a E a
b a a
b a b a
b a b a
b a b a
b b a b b a
il b a 2 ol b a O
< 1>
- -5.0-- ! - 5.0
logcm/a 5.0 e m/s 50 ™ 1080m/s 5, y .
90 a b 9P ba 90 b a
80 a b 80 ba 80 b a
70 a b 70 b 70 b a
60 a b 60 b 60 b a
50 a b 50 b 50 b a
40 a_ b 40 b 40 b a
30 a 30 ba 30 b a
20 a b 20 b 20 b a
100a b 10| ba 10l b a
0 0 0l
A : PERIOD=6.0 B : PERIOD=6.0 C : PERIOD=6.0
<8 2>

€ & 1.0-2.09 e 4FY Aol BT HREERE AWHC] HE ASE 2542
goll mat golstAl vetdth asu S ES T F 3 S AW=110cm/s9] o 9} Zo] 2
EASF7E B A $= v k8 A Jehdd)

213} Zo7} Aol 7k eV e A2 Z29] A4, 2T Ao mA ol 9% e eto 2 Aad uhy
S B8R A0, Z12 )22 AN Yo2M ZEETI 2 ALE 229 gto] APom
M ¥lmA dAste Aoz ¥ & Yok 2B ZEEE/ ME ASE Rashy w2 2
72| apparent rougness B 7} Z1, & o] &4 o] 2§ Wo] Wt} Y Aoz AlgH)
Friction velocity= AW 2 Z T A $gkoll ma} 2}o]l&= UA T 0.1cm/s B Z o] Q38 7ix g
AN AFE FHol 4 WY BF H L5 Aoz B & Ao olgh o] friction
velocity, apparent rougness, A& &5 =7} A & ol g 3te] EXE 7[R A0, 25 A %9}
© BAf0] L BFE vedoh 28U $EEXNME <27 1>94 9} Zo] 1mo]s}
o A ZoA frégk AR E (4) ~(6),4 9 2% agks} (8)24 of] o] & bt =}o] 7} Ut} o] o
ol # &AM o7t Yehvbe AL B, fanFo] Gt ol wra}, o]y § x| 7} A AT of
YFS VA ZHZAIBHER o] 82 E0] AL E4L ot g} gl

<3d™ 2>E Fe) ©E Imoldt AF FEEEE U Ao wgo] 40m, Iz e
F50] 204cm/sd W (4)-(6)2] o) A FSEEL (8)A o] 3 SEEFE <Y 2-b> 9}
ol utg AR T0emF-Eol7A & dX| 5t 42 @42 zto| 7} vhehd). ukdd, 5go] 2
B4 28 2-a)E (8)4 9 943 #4330l ZA Ve L, shgo] FolA W (28 2-c¢) (8)2 9]
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<HE2>
BED ROUGNESS 500 .800 1.000 2.000 3.000
(PERIOD=8.0 AW=4.65cm/s)
FRICTION VELOCITY 22243 .22882 .23185 24123 .24669
APP ROUGNESS Z: 12447 .15999 17934 25084 .30132
APP ROUGNESS Z2 2.69 2.37 2.22 1.78 1.53
SHEAR STRESS 50.50 53.40 54.80 59.40 62.10
SHEAR STRESS VEVOCITY 7990 .9010 L9570 1.160 1.320
{(PERIOD=4.0 AW =9.30cm/s)
FRICTION VELOCITY 44487 45764 46370 48247 49338
APP ROUGNESS Z1 12447 15999 17934 25084 .30132
APP ROUGNESS Z2 2.96 2.63 2.48 2.03 1.77
SHEAR STRESS 202.0 214.0 219.0 237.0 248.0
SHEAR STRESS VEVOCITY 1.60 1.80 1.91 2.33 2.63
A : PERIOD=6.0 B : PERIOD=4.0 C : PERIOD=3.0
~Qcm/s—==————~—=—-- 5.0----—-—- ~Qcm/s ~Qcm/s 5.0
1 b 1 1 a. b
g b aa a 88 a b
80 b a 80 ba 80 a b
70 b a 70 a b
60 b a 60 b 60 ab
50 b a 50 b 50| a b
40 b a 40 b 40 ab
30 b a 30 ba 30 a b
20 b a 20 b 20 a b
10 b a 10} ba 10/a b
0 0l 0l
<18 3>
A : WAVE HEIGHT=5.0 B : WAVE HEIGHT =4.0
=Ocn/s 3.0 6. -Qcm/s ---3.0 -6.0
100 ab 100 b
90 ab 90 b
80 ab 80 b
70 ab 70 b
60 ab 60 b
50 ab 50 ba
40 ab 40 ba
30 ab 30 b
20 ab 20 b
10 ab 10 ba
0 0
<% 4>
ol gt F&:3kol FA vehdtt.

<E2>E<E 1> v APIESEE ol F FA RS o 7712 W3} @& friction
velocity, apparent rougness, shear stress, shear stress velocity?] #4234 Yehd Aot}
Apparent rougnessi Z1°] Z2/10 - Z2/209} 3-& A8, HANBELE 7} 9.3cm/sol A 2]
shear stress 4.65cm/sQ 7 9} vl m & o oF 4u] 2 YEldth ANEE&E7 2L o F7)
d e SEETE <19 3>3 2ok F717H4xd o (4) - (6)A o) A7 FEEX L (8)4 )

¢ #HEEE <29 3-b> 9} Lol SRolM WALk FVI7H A AW 3-a)E XA
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A : WAVE LENGTH =40 B : WAVE LENGTH=40 C : WAVE LENGTH =40
~Qcm/s———=— 1.0-——--—-- 2.0-—-~ _-Qcm/s~~~~1,0---—~~ 2.0—--——- -Oem/s——-1.0--~-—- 20-=——=—-
1 % ab 10. ba 10. b a
8. ab 88 ba 8 b a
8.0 ab 8.0 ba 8.0 b a
7.0 ab 7.0 ba 7.0 b a
6.0 ab 6.0 ba 6.0 b a
50 ab 5.0 ba 50 b a
4.0 ab 4.0 ba 40 b a
3.0 ab 3.0 ba 3.0 b a
2.0 ab 2.0 ba 2.0 b a
1.0 ab 1.0 ba 1.0 b a
Oab Olb a .0lb a
<8 5>
A : PERIOD=12 B : PERIOD=10 C : PERIOD=9
~Ocm/s~———~ 1.0----——= 0——-- -0 1.0 2.0 =QOcm/s 1.0 2.0-—-
1oF™e 0 a 105" b Tl ab
9.0 ba 9.0 ba 9.0 ab
8.0 ba 8.0 ba 8.0 b
7.0 ba 7.0 b 7.0 b
6.0 ba 6.0 b 6.0 b
5.0 ba 5.0 ba 50 b
4.0 ba 4.0 b 4.0 ab
3.0 ba 3.0 ba 30 ab
2.0 ba 2.0 b 2.0 b
10/ ba 1.0 ba 1.0 ab
Ob a 0lb ba Ol b
<3g 6>

Mgt iAo, (8)4el o R&gkol ZA Yz, shato] FolA (Y 3-¢) (8)4]
ol A K&kl A vebd). ol & e (8)4 o] 9§ KL ELE shear stressA| Aboj|
T ogo]l S FE A2 Aradch

B39 YL <A 4>M G Zo] H1rt 4amY AL KSEX A o3 ATs} A 8
A vebdth 373 8 F7)9) ¥iglo) nE Ao Ha) Bnrt sobd ASE <Y 4-a>d)
A A" gt AR BRI BES AP @0 A3 JEhl T, o) R e Bast A=
o stESE FFS A A FSEFG H2Y AL UEYE Ro 2 BajAL),

<I¥ 5>€ utg 359 42X E A3t ol el Aol 1molste] §a2 ¥4
Hlel %go] 359 7 +(2Eb) HlmA dxste AHE el Yo} o] AL ufe AR AL
€ 9] 9EE HA e 2 ol AAo] AT, ga}o] 7 (2a) Aol ¥ &) FHo]
BEFEOH) EF AT R D52 4)-(6)A ol 3 &2k (8)4 o) o3 §23te] =)o) 7}
AA vepdh

<Y 6> utGRe] Frlo ME fEEX A <Y 3>9 et umad =5}
A HojR 102 B (D -(6)2 o] 2 ¥} 8)2]0)] 93 §EBE XL B

6-a> o)A Uehdt uksh o] 7717k A42 5 ol o f43kel 2ol 7k 2A Ve,
<aY 7>E Nnihel BE FERERA 4] u)a) A2o 2 24 E shust ol o
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A : WAVE HEIGHT =4 B : WAVE HEIGHT=2 C : WAVE HEIGHT=1

—Qcm/s—=———- 1.0-———-- 20--- _~Ocm/s 1.0 2.0 - -Ocm/s 1.0- 2.0
100 a b 100" ba 100 b a

9.0 a b 90 b 9.0 b a
8.0 a b 8.0 ba 80 b a
7.0 a b 70 ba 10 b a
6.0 a b 6.0 ba 6.0 b a
5.0 a b 50 ba 50 b a
4.0 a b 4.0 ba 40 b a
3.0 ab 3.0 ba 3.0 b a
2.0 a b 2.0 ba 20 b
1.0 a b 1.0 ba 1.0 b a

Ola b Ol ba o b a

<23 7>

2} (4)-(6), (B4 97 AN TsE A aE A%el Uk 53] Hnr}emd B AL 4A
Se PAS BT E£¢ Furt FolAFE (9- (040 & K57 F¥2 2FE A

IS
[

=2
[

Azg&Pye £ BARAY S 58T vo AFEA, vt BAF N3 234
U, |8 E o] gule] 2HAA L S FTRE IFAH A AT w=A o wEolnh
AEREY FEEE AN §AATFL B 5 Q& T =[; U /e.)dZ S AMEE A2
2% A3 A FAd AR vz FHG Ad] AL B F UAE U=, (P/k2)dZ
AR A 0 2 AR E FE T A Ul HEF AA O 2L AHE LT T AN

(1) 58257} BE ASE TashY =d 73 %9 apparent rougness B7He o184 Z1=

261(e81/Z0) Uol| o} Aol ne} AEsitin ¥ 4 slvh

2) HAEEFE0) 20cm/s AFY A TPl AT RELEE ImolSalA A&

AR 2 g42 Hol7t vehatt
(3) A5 ASE /7t HEFE, A3Y A$E FI7H AFE FH A7 AdAAN

v 33 dA| gt

i

(4) FRgN BE FSEEE Aol vlal AF02 S, it dolel wt AN
B2} AR sHe Aol Aok £F FAs} Fobd A vieT AW FRoIAY B2
7} s 92 W8S Beha
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