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ABSTRACT

The turbulent boundary-layer flow over flat rough beds due to a wave or a
combined wave-current interaction is studied by using a simplified numerical
second-order turbulence model. The model results are compared with many sets
of experimental data. Excellent predictions for ensemble-averaged velocities and
favourable predictions for turbulence quantities are obtained. Variations of
kinematic and dynamic characteristics of boundary-layer flow with wave, current
and bed roughness parameters are determined. The model is also modified to
simulate the oscillatory turbulent flow over rippled beds. The mean velocity
field and the distribution of time-averaged turbulence quantities are calculated.
The validity of the model is verified through comparison with experimental
results. The performance and the limitation of the model are discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

A knowledge of the boundary layer flow in the vicinity of the sea bed is
important for problems of coastal engineering, in particular for investigations of
coastal erosion, sediment transport and the transport of pollutants.

Bodies of water that are subjected to currents and waves, according to their
characteristics, produce a flat, generally rough bed, or a rippled bed. In order to
quantify sediment transport, the amplitude and direction of the velocities and shear
stresses in the boundary layer close to these different shapes of bed must be known.

Enquiries into the turbulent boundary layer generated by a sinusoidal wave are
not recent. The experiments of Jonsson (1963), Horikawa and Watanabe (1968),
Kamphuis (19735), Jonsson and Carlsen (1976) are noteworthy. Recently,
experiments have been performed using laser velocimetry, e.g. the experiments of
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Sumer et al. (1986), Sleath (1987) and Jensen et al. (1989). Theoretically, numerous
investigations exist : from the analytical models of Kajiura (1968), Brevik (1981),
Myrhaug (1982), Trowbridge and Madsen (1984) to the numerical models of Bakker
(1974), Johns (1975), Sheng (1984), Fredsoe (1984), Asano and Iwagaki (1986),
Blondeaux (1986), Justesen (1988), Sheng and Villaret (1989). Also to be
mentioned is the semi-empirical model of Jonsson (1980), which proposed a
universal distribution law for the velocity in the boundary layer.

As far as the boundary layer due to the interaction between a current and a wave
is concerned, few experiments are available, among which only those of Van Doorn
(1979), Simon et al. (1988) pertain to the turbulent and hydraulically rough case that
is of interest to us. After the analytical model of mixing length due to Bijker (1967),
other analytical models are based on the time-invariant turbulent viscosity, as in the
case of a wave : Lundgren (1973), Smith (1977), Grant and Madsen (1979), Tanaka
and Shuto (1984), Myrhaug (1984), Asano and Iwagaki (1984). For numerical
models, that of the mixing length due to Bakker and Van Doorn (1978), Van
Kerstern and Bakker (1984) as well as that of Fredsoe (1984), which assumes a
logarithmic velocity distribution. Models with more or less complicated turbulent
closure are also applied to this problem : Sheng (1984), and Davies et al. (1988).

To investigate the effect of wave and current on the boundary layer, we have
selected the second order turbulence model that was originally suggested by
Lewellen (1977) and simplified by Sheng (1984), Sheng and Villaret (1989) for the
one dimensional flows. A simplified three dimensional version of the model is
actually developed for the case of a wave without and with current. The numerical
results are compared with experimental results in order to verify the validity of the
model. In the last section, the model is written in orthogonal curvilinear coordinates
in order to investigate oscillatory turbulent flow over a rippled bed. The results
obtained are also compared with the experimental results for the case of symmetric
and asymmetric ripples.

IL. BOUNDARY LAYER ABOVE A FLAT BED

11-1. Egquations of the model

The problem is treated in cartesian coordinates (x,y,z) with the z axis directed
upwards (Fig. 1). The flat horizontal bottom is fixed at z = zg = kn/30, where kn
represents the equivalent Nikuradse roughness.

The system of equations is established with the following assumptions: (@) the
thickness of the boundary layer is much smaller than the wavelength of the wave;

(b) the amplitude of the wave velocity ﬁh is much smaller than the wave celerity C.
In these conditions, the momentum equations for the two horizontal components
of velocity (u,v) along x and y can be written:
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where the Reynolds stresses - uw and - vw can be modelled in the form :
U - d

3) -uw = v,—i , VW = vt—v

oz dz
where v, represents the turbulent viscosity.
The pressure gradients are expressed as follows :
@ 19 _ %Um 3P 3P _ Uy ;3P

P ox ot P oox P oy a P oy

where (Upx, Uny) are the two horizontal components of the wave velocity and P
represents the pressure due to the current.

Turbulent closure is performed by means of two equations for the turbulent
kinetic energy K and for the length scale L of the turbulence (Lewellen, 1977) :
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The assumption of local equilibrium of the turbulence made by Sheng (1984)
allows v to be put in the form :
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Fig. 1 Outline of physical system and reference system of axes (flat bed)
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At the bottom (z = zp) the boundary conditions in all cases are the following :

8) u=v=0 ; JdKz=0 ; L=az witha =0.67,
where the von Karman constant is taken as k = 0.4.

The conditions at the upper limit of the boundary layer depend on the particular
case studied, and will be described later.

The set of equations (1) to (8) is discretised using the implicit finite control
volume method (Patankar, 1980) on a grid whose step size increases exponentially
from bottom to top, thus giving good resolution near the bed where gradients are
important. The time step is constant over the whole period of the wave. Each
discretised equation corresponds to a tridiagonal matrix which can be solved by
means of Thomas's algorithm (Roache, 1976).

I1-2. Case of the wave

In the case of a unidirectional wave, the above set of equations is solved by
taking v = 0. The pressure gradient is given by :

oP ouU

© A2 T
P ax ot
where Uy, = ﬁh sin t is the wave velocity at the upper limit of the boundary layer
defined by z, = 8k, Ok corresponds to the thickness beyond which K is zero. The
following approximation was obtained :

(10) LS =0.246{ﬂ}0'81 with 3 = Ob
kn kn 0
For z = zy, the boundary conditions are :
(11) K=L=0 and U=Uy

* Comparison with experimental results : The model results were compared
with the experiment of Sumer et al. (1986). The lower boundary is at zg = kn/30 =
0.0133 cm, and the upper boundary is taken to be at z, = 20 cm. The magnitude of

the wave velocity is ﬁh = 210 cm/s and the period T = 2n/w = 8.1 5. Good
agreement can be seen in Figure 2 for the velocities, except at z = 0.1 cm. The values

of the friction velocity us = sign (—I]TV_') u'w'| are slightly lower than found
experimentally (Fig. 3). In Figure 4 the profiles of the fluctuating velocities m
and V‘w_-i are compared. It can be seen that there is agreement for 1/57 for phases
between 30° and 120°, and for V‘w_-i for the other phases.

* Wave friction coefficient:  In investigations of the wave boundary layer,

the friction coefficient f}, introduced by Jonsson (1963) is often used : —g— = %fh fJ;z,

where T is the amplitude of the shear stress at the bed. The formula for fj, that arises
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from the present model as follows :
A 1.022
(12) fn =0.00278 exp [4.65 (Eﬂ ]
N

For comparison, Figure 5 shows the curves obtained from the formulae of
Kajiura (1968), Kamphuis (1975), Jonsson and Carsen (1976). The curve given by
(12) is close to the results of Kamphuis.
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Fig.2  Comparison between the calculated velocity profiles (—) and
those measured by Sumer et al (1986) (symbols) for the different phases.
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Fig.3  Comparison between the shear velocity calculated by the present
model (—__) and that obtained experimentally by Sumer et al (1986) (e)
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Fig.4  Comparison between the fluctuating velocity profiles calculated by
the present model and and those obtained experimentally by Sumer et al.
(1986) for the different phases.
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Fig.5  Variation of the friction coefficient fx as a function of an lkn
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11-3. Case of wave and current interaction

The investigation of the wave-current interaction is performed using equations
(1)+(8). The wave propagates in a direction at an angle ¢y, to the current, which is
parallel to the direction x (Fig. 1). The upper boundary conditions apply at z = zg
located in the inertial layer of the current and which is taken to be at (0.10+0.15) z,
where z is the total height. The two components of the velocity at z.g are assumed
to be known :
(13) U= U+ Upy= Us+Upcosdp, : V =Upy=Uysindy
where U, is the current velocity.

In addition, the following boundary conditions are applied:
(14) u=U;v=V,;0K0z=0; L =o0z; oPJox = dP/ody = 0

* Comparison with experimental results : The resuits of the model are
compared with the experiments of Van Doorn (1981) for the case of colinear wave-
current interaction (¢, = 0°). We selected the test V20RA, for which the upper limit
Z¢co 1s equal to 4.5 cm. In Figure 6 is shown the mean velocity profile. Good
agreement is found with the experiment. The upper limit can be also treated at the
surface libre z. = 30 cm (Huynh Thanh and Temperville, 1989).

z (cm)

19309

T

0_18

0.808 le‘.l 26.6 . 30‘.8

T (cm/s)
Fig.6 Comparison between the mean velocity profiles calculated with the
present model ( ) and those measured by Van Doorn (1981). Test
V20RA.

* Friction coefficients : The friction coefficients fc), and f. are defined as
follows :

>

15 Th - le, 2 . %= Lg 2
(15) 0 5 fnUn o =2 fc Un
where T.;/p and T/p are the maximum and mean shear stresses respectively.
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Figures 7 and 8 show the variation of f., and f. as a function of ap/ky for
different values of z.p/kn, UJU;,, and ¢y,. From these curves, it can be noted that for
fixed z.o/kn and Oy, for, and f; increase for increasing UJﬁh. The change in f; with
Oy, is substantial only for Uolﬁh < 1. When the current is stronger than the wave
(UJG;, 2 1.5+2), the influence of ¢y, on f, is not marked, which means that in this
case the mean characteristics of the current practically do not change under the action
of the wave,
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Fig.7 . Variation of the friction coefficient f.;, as a function of ay /ky,
2eo/kn , UdUp and ¢y zcokn =100  én=0°
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Fig.8 Variation of the friction coefficient f. as a function ofay /ky,

zcolkn U,,/(?,, and ¢y. Parameters and notations as in Fig.7.
e =0 -~ — p=A5% ..o o =90°
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III.BOUNDARY LAYER ON A RIPPLED BED
Hi-1,Formulation of the model
The physical problem is outlined in Figure 9 : under the action of a wave of

wavelength L3, maximum velocity ﬁh and period T, two-dimensional vortex ripples
are assumed to be present on the bed. Laboratory and in situ measurements have
shown that L >> L. This allows us to restrict the zone of the calculation : rather
than investigating the problem over the whole of the wavelength Ly, we shall only
consider the wavelength L, as shown in Figure 9. Moreover, to simplify the
description of the boundary conditions at the surface of the ripple and also to
climinate the unknown pressure gradient due to the bed form, it is convenient in this
case to transform the cartesian coordinates (x,z) into orthogonal curvilinear

coordinates (X,Z), and to use the variables ¥ (stream function) and & (vorticity)
instead of the velocities u and w.

z
' Free surface

Potential flow

il /77 B
o N\ N ™~ [ .
NS VN U Y

Fig.9 Scheme of the physical system (rippled bed).

In general, the coordinate transformation is given by :

N
(16) X=x+ 3 anexp(-nkZ).sin(nkX - 6,)
n=1
N
Z=1z - Z an.exp(-nk;Z).cos(nk; X - 6,)
n=1

where a, and 0, are the amplitude and phase difference of the nth harmonic
describing the ripple, and k; = 2n/L, is the wave number associated with L.

The stream function W and the vorticity & are defined by :
m e AN

y W= o-— s

- Jz ox dz 0dx
In coordinates (X,Z), the set of equations to be solved is :
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(18) IVy = &
O 9 (v,
19 %,_5 oW Vi) - JL
o 090X 2)
0 LK AWK _ 1,2_6_(“315 122 [, &
J ot 92 ox\ ox o0z\ oz
vl [
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The length scale L is assumed to vary as follows :

(1) L = ozz,/l-zzh

and the turbulent viscosity v, is determined by (7).
In the previous set of equations, { and K are terms pertaining to the partial

derivatives of y and vy; J is the jacobian of the coordinate transformation ; V2 is the
laplacian operator. The following boundary conditions are applied :

- At the lower limit of the boundary layer (Z = Zy = kn/30)

oy oy oK 2Ty
22 = Tz = Y==0 = ——
22) zZ-xX YT x&Z % Z1- Z0)?
where  is the stream function at height Z; on the second node of the grid (Roache,
1976).
- At the upper limit of the boundary layer (Z = Zj)
(23) Vv=2ZU® ; K=§E=0

- At the lateral boundaries (X = 0 and X = L,), we assume spatially periodic
conditions for , § and K.

The above set of equations is discretized using implicit finite difference schemes
(centred in space and forward in time). The alternating direction implicit (A. D. 1)
method is used to solve the equations for £ and K. The Poisson equation for ¥ is
solved by the bloc-cyclic reduction method (Roache, 1976) which allows a huge
saving in calculation time compared with the Gauss-Seidel iteration method. The
spatial grid contains MxN nodes with step AX = const, and AZ varying exponentially
from the bottom upwards. The time step is At =T/360 s. In all the test cases,
convergence is obtained after 20 calculation periods.

I11-2.Comparison with the experimental results of Du Toit and
Sleath (1981)
The dimensional parameters in the test for comparison are the following :
- Symmetric ripple with L; = 17.2 ¢cm, h, = 2.9 cm, d = 0.04 cm
- Cosinusoidal wave : Uy, = Up cos @t, where U, = 14.3 cnyfs, T = 2w/ =
5.37s
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For the numerical calculation, & 17x25 node grid was chosen with AX = 1.0625
cm and AZ varying from 0.056 cm to 0.5 cm. The equivalent Nikuradse roughness
is kN =2.5d = 0.1 cm. The upper limit is chosen to be equal to Z, = 5 cm.

]

1,0

A

. 800 108, 208. 380, o
wt

Fig. 10 Comparison between the results of present model (——) and those
of the measurements of Du Toit and Sleath (1981) for the time variation of

the horizontal velocity u and of the horizontal fluctuating velocity Yu '2.
Measurements at height z = 1,65 cm above the crest

hd
v
*

SRy
[}

1
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[X]

.00 1.0 ;.0
Bz
Fig. 11 Vertical variation of the amplitude of the velocity u calculated (= )

and measured ( -—s) by Du Toit and Sleath (1981) above the crest.

At height z = 1.65 cm above the crest (Fig. 10), good agreement can be seen
between the amplitude of the calculated and measured horizontal velocities u, as well

as for the fluctuating horizontal velocity Yu'2. There is, however, a discrepancy of
25° between the measured local peak (wt = 140°) and that calculated (cwt = 165°).
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The vertical variation of the amplitude of the velocity u, designated by u,
obtained from the model coincides with that measured above the crest (Fig. 11).

Note that the z axis is normalized by the parameter B =¥ ay2v = 7.2 cm’! and z, is
measured from the ripple crest.

111-3.Comparison with the experimental results of Sato et al.
(1987)

The test parameters are the following:

- The ripple is asymmetric with Ly = 12 cm, hy =2 cm, d = 0.02 cm.

- The potential flow is a third-order Stokes wave (T =2n/w =4 s) :

Up = -29,5 (cos wt + 0,258 cos 20t + 0,048 cos 3wt ) (cm/s)

For the modelling, after determining the amplitudes a, and the phase shifts 0, of
the simulated ripple, we choosed a grid of 13x25 nodes with AX = 1 cm, and AZ
varying from 0.06 cm to 0.6 cm. The time step is At = 0.011 s. The upper limit is
choosen at Zp = 6.5 cm.

Figure 12 shows the comparison between the results of the model and those of
the measurement for the velocity field and the turbulent kinetic energy K for phase wt
= 54°. It can be seen that the vortex obtained with the model on the right hand leeside
of the ripple is weaker than that measured, and the calculated intensity K is smaller in
the model than found experimentally.

I1V.DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We have examined the problem of the oscillatory turbulent boundary layer on a
rough sea bed using different versions of a turbulent closure model with two
equations, one for the turbulent kinetic energy K and the other for the length scale L.

* Performance of the model : For a flat bed, a simplified three dimensional
model was used to investigate the hydrodynamic characteristics of the flow in the
boundary layer as a function of the different wave, current, angle of interaction and
bed parameters. For the oblique wave-current interaction, the model requires further
experimental verifications.

For a rippled bed, we have used a two-dimensional model that can reproduce the
velocity and the vorticity fields as well as other turbulent quantities. Comparison
with the experimental results shows that this model is able to predict quite well the
complex flow properties over a rippled bed. Before applying the model to general
cases, it would be necessary to confirm the numerical results by conducting further
tests, particularly for the Reynolds stresses and the turbulent quantities.

¥ Limitation of the model : As for all models of turbulent closure (Rodi, 1980),
the present model was originally designed for permanent flows in the fully developed
turbulent regime at high Reynolds numbers. When the flow is oscillatory, the
condition of local equilibrium of the turbulence, which is valid for a permanent flow,
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Present model

z (cm)

:E: Present model

(em?/s?) = Z wt=3n/10
9 2 1 L) 9 10,12
Z (em)

0.900 3.0 10.0

Fig. 12 Comparison between the results of the present model and the
measurements of Sato et al. (1987) at phase ax = 54°.
(a) velocity field; (b) turbulent kinetic energy field

is no longer completely satisfied, particularly at the times when the velocity of the
potential flow is small. Consequently there is a time variation of the friction in the
oscillatory boundary layer, which induces the change of flow regime in the course of
a period. No such change was included in the model. Thus, to obtain more precise
results, it is necessary to improve the model not only for high Reynolds numbers but
also for moderaie Reynolds numbers.

In paralle]l with investigations into improvements, we shall apply the model to
the prediction of certain important parameters of the natural boundary layer, together
with analysis of sea measurements in the framework of the GDR Manche project.
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