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Recently, the impacts of short-term erosion caused by storm waves on coastal damages
are increasingly recognized as social issues, compared to those of long-term erosion from
climate change or coastal development. The erosion caused by the storm wave has an
episodic characteristic that the shoreline recovers gradually after retreating for a short-
term. Furthermore, if shoreline changes caused by longshore sediment transport are not
taken into consideration, the shoreline position is determined by following two physical
parameters based on the bulk response model. The beach response factor determines
converging ultimate erosion on the assumption that incident waves constantly affects a
beach, which can be estimated according to the concept of Dean’s profile. On the
contrary, the beach recovery factor affects the velocity of the shoreline retreat and
recovery. Therefore, the parameter plays an important role to predict the peak erosion
due to the storms. However, there are still insufficient researches to utilize it as an
engineering design for erosion reduction. In this study, the two methodologies (i.e.,
approximation formula and statistical analysis) that estimates peak erosion width
caused by the storms are compared to extract the beach recovery factor. During the
process, it is confirmed that peak wave height has little impact on the beach recovery
factor. Instead, it is mainly determined by the median grain size. Also, the beach recovery
factor is estimated as a function of median grain size based on the shoreline and sand
survey data conducted over ten years. Among the 41 surveyed sites along the east coast,
11 sites of straight-type shorelines that directly react to the incident waves were applied to
consider only the short-term recovery process. To prove validity, the estimated applied
into the real sea and then the results were compared to the shoreline data extracted from
CCTV images. Using these results, the peak erosion width for a target wave event can be
predicted with only median grain size. These study results are expected to be used as a
concrete and practical means to manage the coast, in preparation for the current and
future shoreline erosion threats.
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1 INTRODUCTION

A beach is formed by accumulating sediments such as sand or
gravel in an environment where waves are continuously
incoming, and erosion and deposition are constantly repeated
due to natural phenomena (typhoon, swell, sea-level rise, etc.)
caused by disturbance of seawater. Among the numerous factors
that induce beach erosion, the behavior of sediments due to wave
dissipation is the most direct factor. Therefore, for the
phenomenon of receding and advancing shorelines due to the
incidence of storm waves, changes in the beach profile due to
cross-shore sediment movement should be identified first.

The equilibrium beach profile is formed by balancing the
shoreward and seaward movements of cross-shore sediment
transport, and Bruun (1954) empirically suggested a
correlation with the median particle size of sand. After that,
Dean (1977) applied constant wave energy dissipation in a unit
volume, and theoretically derived the relational expression
presented by Bruun (1954). In various fields such as beach
nourishment (Dean, 1991), beach management (Park et al,
2019), and sea-level rise (Bruun, 1962; Dubois, 1990), it has
become a means to obtain various engineering solutions to
predict and solve catastrophic problems caused by coastal
erosion. Recently, Kim et al. (2021) expressed the vulnerability
of ultimate erosion in terms of sand grain size by applying the
equilibrium beach profile equation of Dean (1977). In addition,
the empirical formula derived in this way was compared with the
correlation between wave energy and shoreline obtained by Yates
et al. (2009) for 5 years of field observation, and the validity of its
application was verified.

For optimal design of coastal engineering works for erosion
reduction, it is desirable to physically analyze changes in the
beach profile such as prediction of peak erosion width from sand
particle size data, which is the most representative sediment
movement factor. Partheniades (1965) firstly introduced an
erodibility coefficient closely related to the grain size of sand to
estimate the load of suspended sand according to shear stress.
And the value was applied as the main physical coefficient of
numerical modeling for the topographic change of the seabed,
such as the settling velocity of sand. (Hanson, 1990; Hanson and
Cook, 1997; Pritchard and Hogg, 2003; van Ledden et al., 2004;
Stanev et al., 2007; Mathew and Winterwerp, 2017).
Hydrodynamic processes (i.e., waves), erosion processes (i.e.,
critical shear stress and erodibility coefficient and so on), and
deposition processes (i.e., settling velocity, concentration and
beach recovery factor) are significant factors in interpreting
changes in the beach profile (Krone, 1962; Partheniades, 1965).
At the center of this series of physical processes, the seabed sand
plays an important role in the physical process (Aberle et al.,
2004; Ha and Maa, 2009; Jacobs et al., 2011; Forsberg et al.,
2018). Nevertheless, these studies are limited to changes in the
seabed. Therefore, as the utilization of shoreline position change
has not yet materialized enough, clear and detailed research
results are needed.

Beach recovery after storm wave incidence takes over months
to years (Morton et al, 1994; Houser and Hamilton, 2009).

Interpretation of the process of beach recovery is a research
theme that is as essential as the process of erosion. Numerous
bulk response models have been developed to investigate a
shoreline retreat and recovery (Wright et al., 1985; Miller and
Dean, 2004; Yates et al., 2009; Kim et al., 2021). Bulk response
models introduce functions or coefficients that affect shoreline
retreat and recovery. Among them, the coefficient included in the
empirically derived model by Miller and Dean (2004) directly
affects the shoreline response. And to derive a shoreline response
model, Lim et al. (2022) introduced the beach recovery factor,
which plays a role similar to that of the Miller and Dean (2004)’s
model. Ultimate erosion is determined by the coastal
environments and the beach recovery factor affect how
shoreline position responds to the convergence of peak erosion
caused by storm impact. Therefore, estimating the beach
recovery factor plays an important role in predicting the
magnitude of the episodic erosion in coastal engineering.

To predict shoreline evolution, bulk response models
introduced a coefficient or a function to work as the beach
recovery factor in the past, rather than directly introducing the
beach recovery factor. Wright et al. (1985) proposed the beach
recovery factor as the relative size of the incoming wave due to
wave imbalance. Although Miller and Dean (2004) analyzed how
they are affected by the wave characteristics (i.e., wave height,
period) and sand properties (i.e., sedimentation rate) in order to
understand the physical feasibility of the beach recovery factor,
there was a limitation in realizing it by applying it to the real
field. Lesht (1989) reported that the beach recovery factor was
proportional to the settling velocity, median grain size, and
transport coefficient, and was inversely proportional to the
closure depth by applying the cross-shore sediment transport
equation proposed by Hanson and Larson (2000). Kim et al.
(2021) verified the beach recovery factor correlates with the
elapsed time from peak wave height to peak erosion by applying
storm wave scenario to ODE (ordinary differential equation)
model results. Recently, Lim et al. (2022) presented research
results that clarified the specific physical meaning of the beach
recovery factor by introducing the concept of the horizontal
behavior of suspended sediment. However, despite numerous
researches, there are yet difficulties in extracting the beach
recovery factor that is a physical parameter to predict shoreline
changes, and applying them into the real sea.

Recently, Kim et al. (2021) expressed the peak erosion width
due to storm waves as a function of beach response and recovery
factors by applying shoreline survey data and ODE model results.
In addition, Kim et al. (2021) and Lim et al. (2021) verified that
the shoreline survey data collected for many years follows a
Gaussian distribution. Moreover, a method for statistically
estimating the peak erosion width due to storm waves is
proposed. In this study, a methodology to extract the beach
recovery factor will be proposed by comparing two ways in
which. Also, this paper studies how the beach recovery factor
changes according to the wave and sand characteristics. The
variability of the shoreline was analyzed from shoreline survey
data obtained from the east coast of Korea for about 10 years, and
this result was applied to reveal that the beach recovery factor can
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also be a function of the median grain size. Lastly, the
applicability of this approach was verified by using CCTV
monitoring data obtained from Maengbang Beach in East Sea.
Figure 1 shows how the research was conducted to extract the
beach recovery factor. If conditions are not given to carry out
this, the result may be limited to the east coast of Korea, but it
can be a means to estimate from the median grain size
value easily.

2 ESTIMATION OF BEACH
RECOVERY FACTOR

2.1 Beach Recovery Factor in Shoreline
Response Model
Recently, Kim et al. (2021) proposed a bulk response model of
the shoreline by the horizontal behavior of suspended sediment.
The governing equation of their proposed model showed the
type of ODE type similar to that of the shoreline response model
proposed by Miller and Dean (2004). And a correlation of about
74% was obtained by substituting the predicted wave data as the
input data of the model and comparing it with the shoreline
fluctuation data obtained through CCTV analysis conducted by
Montano et al. (2020) at Tairua Beach, New Zealand (Lim et al.,
2022). Recently, Lee et al. (2022) extended this model to a beach
profile convergence model that can be simulated even in the
macro-tidal environment and applied it to Tairua Beach to verify
its applicability to real sea.

The shoreline response model (SLRM) governing the episodic
changes in shoreline position due to storm wave incidence is

given in Eq. (1) below.
E,
T L
(&)

where y is the shoreline erosion width (positive value), k, is a
coefficient related to the recovery rate of the eroded shoreline as
the beach recovery factor, and g, is the beach response factor,

dy_

at (1)

which is a proportional constant between the wave energy at the
breaking point and the equilibrium shoreline position as studied
by Yates et al. (2009). And E,, is the wave energy at the breaking
point defined by Yates et al. (2009) as

E,=H,,’/16 )

Where H;,, is the significant wave height at breaking point.
And the unit of breaking wave energy E, is m’.

If constant wave energy is incoming, the solution of the ODE
model for Eq. (1) is as follows.

E
y="" [1-exp(-k;1)] (3)
After the equilibrium is reached and incident wave energy
suddenly disappears, the shoreline position from that moment
yields as follows.

y= E exp(_krt) (4)
al'

Based on the above equations, the beach recovery factor
directly affects how the shoreline responds. On the other hand,
the beach response factor a, determines the ultimate shoreline
position, which is subject to impacts on the incidence of constant
wave energy. An approximate solution to obtain the beach
response factor a, can be obtained as follows (Kim and Lee,
2018).

H,
\/ ﬁb/ y-f

Here, A is a beach scale factor, y is a breaking index and Hj, is
a representative breaking wave height. According to the study of
Kim and Lee (2018), beach response factor a, is almost the
straight line in the high wave energy zone, not in the zone where
incoming wave energy is low. Supplementary Figure 1 shows an

,YA3/2

a.= 16 (5)
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FIGURE 1 | Process showing how the research is conducted to extract the beach recovery factor.
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equilibrium shoreline position caused by the wave energy and the
beach response factor a, can be estimated from the slope of the
correlation curve. In addition, the slope of the curve is nearly
constant in the high wave energy zone. This means that the beach
response factor a, is nearly constant in the storm wave range.
Kim et al. (2021) applied a representative wave height Hj, of 6m
to the storm wave. However, it is necessary to study whether the
value is representative of storm waves in all regions. And a
proportional constant f = 1.51 m"? was proposed. Kim et al.
(2021) obtained reasonable agreement by comparing the beach
response factor a, obtained from Eq. (5) with that obtained from
the California field observation data of Yates et al. (2009).

Also, Egs. (3)-(4) show that the beach recovery factor k,
directly affects time required to reach the equilibrium when the
shoreline recovers or retreats. However, there seems to be no
doubt that researches on the beach recovery factor k, are
lacking yet.

2.2 Peak Erosion Width

2.2.1 Formula for Peak Erosion Width by Elapsed Time
Kim et al. (2021) presented a method for easily determining the
beach recovery factor k, from the characteristics of the ODE
expression of Eq (1). In Eq (1), dy/dt becomes 0 when the peak
erosion width occurs based on the ODE type. Therefore, when the
elapsed time from peak wave height to peak erosion is T by applying
the storm wave scenario function of Kim et al. (2021) as a storm
wave event, the peak erosion width y,q is expressed as below.

Ey(7)
Ypeak = a, (6)
Kim et al. (2021) found the elapsed time T as a function of
only the beach recovery factor k, independent of the beach
response factor a, through numerical analysis. Kim et al.
(2021) expressed the following equation to calculate the peak
erosion width y,.. as a function of the average annual wave,
H the incident wave conditions
Hg and E;, and the beach characteristic factors a, and k,.

HO (253 k(l3E
Ypeak =0l (ﬁ) - (7)

al'
Here, the three coefficients a;, a,, and a; have values of 1.5,
-0.275, and 0.911, respectively.

2.2.2 Statistical Analysis for Peak Erosion Width
Assuming that the probability distribution of shoreline variation
follows a normal distribution, the relation of the return
frequency F to the seasonal maximum variation

yr is given in terms of the standard deviation G as follows.

1 Vi
F=1 5 {1+erf <6\/§>} (8)

However, since what we want to obtain corresponds to
approximately the maximum fluctuation range y¢ for daily
observed data, an additional conversion factor a given in terms
of return frequency F is required.

(F)=[60F+3.6]'/* ©9)

Therefore, the following relation is applied to obtain the
maximum variation y§ for data observed daily from data
observed once per season.

yi(E)=a(F)yi(F.0) = B(F)o (10)

where B is the total multiplication factor to the standard
deviation and yj is obtained from Eq. (8) according to F and
. Table 1 shows the factors that should be multiplied according
to the return frequency using the standard deviation assuming
that the shoreline observation data follows a normal distribution.

Supplementary Figure 2 is the result of comparing shoreline
evolution data extracted from CCTV almost every day from 1999
to 2017 at Tairua Beach, New Zealand to confirm the validity of
this methodology (Montafio et al.,, 2020). By comparing it with
the results of Eq. (10), almost similar results were obtained.

2.3 Estimation of Beach Recovery Factor
As described in Section 2.2, there are two methods for estimating
the peak erosion width caused by storm waves. The approximate
equation proposed by Kim et al. (2021) requires the extraction of
beach characteristic factors a, and k, to obtain the peak erosion
width. On the other hand, a sufficient number of shoreline survey
data is required for statistical analysis to obtain the peak erosion
width. Therefore, if the shoreline survey data have been
accumulated enough for statistical analysis, the beach recovery
factor can be estimated by comparing the two methods. If we
equalize Egs. (7) and (10), we get the following result for any
return frequency F.

(Fey (B20) "B s 1y
Ypeak {£')=0q H a

If we arrange Eq. (11) for the beach recovery factor k, we want
to obtain, it is as follows.

IR

HO .\ ~%
k% oci <?PF) a,6=8a,6 (12)
1Eb F

where, § is the same as the following equation.

5= 2P (T (13)

T aEyr

TABLE 1 | Conversion rate and daily/seasonal variation extent according to
return period.

frequency return frequency con-  datainterval multiplication
F (1/year) period 1/F version factor conversion factor B
(vear) yi/oa factor y

0.500 2 1.150 2.4076 2.769
0.200 5 1.650 1.9874 3.279
0.100 10 1.960 1.7602 3.450
0.050 20 2.240 1.6028 3.590
0.083 30 2.400 1.5369 3.689
0.020 50 2.580 1.4802 3.819
0.010 100 2.810 1.4316 4.023
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Kim et al. (2021) analyzed the extreme value of wave height by
using 40-year hindercasting data provided by National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) with the application of
the Gumbel method. Figure 2 shows how a coefficient & changes
depending on return frequency F and peak wave height Hyr as a
function of F by applying the result of Kim et al. (2021) into Eq.
(13). Since the standard deviation and the beach response factor a,
are expressed by the beach scale factor A, it is assumed that the
coefficients have no effect on the frequency and the variation of k,
by frequency is shown in Figure 2. Therefore, when the frequency
decreases or the incident wave height increases, the k, value tends
to increase somewhat. However, it can be concluded that it is
possible to apply almost the same value.

3 SHORELINE VARIABILITY AT THE
KOREAN EAST COAST

In the east coast of Korea, littoral cells are classified based on
relatively large-scale rivers, that are sources of incoming
sediments, and the section judged to greatly restrict sediment
movement in the direction of longshores, such as capes, was
defined as the boundary of littoral cells. The littoral cells are
classified into five shoreline types, such as straight, bow, beak,
basket, and pocket-shaped, as shown in Supplementary
Figure 3. Considering the inflow of rivers and longshore
sediment transport, the total coastline of about 110 km from
Myeongpa Beach in Goseong-gun (GWO01) near the DMZ in
Gangwon-do to Wolcheon Beach in Samcheok-si (GW41), the
southern boundary of Gangwon-do is divided into 41 littoral
cells. Most of the coast is made up of pure sandy beaches due to
active littoral drift from the north. For each littoral cell, a
reference line is set at an interval of about 300 m, and a total
of 330 reference points are installed within the 41 field systems
(The province of Gangwon, 2020).

Since 2010, shoreline surveys have been conducted four times
a year in consideration of seasonal effects, and seafloor quality
surveys to analyze the median particle size of sand through

In(F)
-4.5 -4 -3.5 -3 -2.5 -2 -1.5 -1 -0.5 0
2.5 T T 25
—O—x-axis : Hg (m)
2 —O— x-axis : In(F) 2

0.5 0.5

5.5 6 6.5 7 7.5
o
HE (m)

FIGURE 2 | § value according to the peak height of a storm wave event in
the deep sea Hg‘,; nd return frequency F.

sampling have been conducted twice a year in winter and
summer. Table 2 presents the basic information such as the
shoreline type, number of survey data, average standard
deviation of shoreline, and average representative particle
diameter for each geologic system located in Figure 3 (The
province of Gangwon, 2020). Except for 2 rocky shores (GW28
and GW37) and 1 unobservable section (GW35) of the 41 littoral
cells, the shorelines of the remaining 38 littoral cells are classified
into 13 straight, 12 bow, 8 beak, and 5 basket types.

In this study, littoral cells of straight shoreline-type with
minimal wave deformation were used to increase the reliability
in estimating the beach recovery factor k,. Although the beaches
included in the littoral cell of GW14 and GW41 are straight
types, they were excluded from the analysis target due to severe
shoreline deformation caused by indiscriminate construction of
coastal structures. And in order to minimize the effect of
longshore sediment transport, only median grain size data and
shoreline survey data from the central region away from both
ends of the littoral cell were applied. Table 3 shows the
representative littoral cell information used in this study. And
Figure 4 shows the probability distribution of shoreline change
data surveyed on 11 representative beaches of the east coast.
Most of the distributions follow a normal distribution. In
Table 3, A is a factor related to Ds, in swash zone, which was
obtained from the table presented by Dean (1977).

4 EXTRACTION OF BEACH RECOVERY
FACTOR FROM MEDIAN GRAIN SIZE

Figure 5 shows the relationship between the median grain size Dsg
and the shoreline standard deviation G, which indicates shoreline
variability, as presented in Table 3, and the standard deviation
value tends to decrease as the median grain size increases. In other
words, the larger the grain size of the sand, the smaller the erosion
width. The standard deviation shows the correlation as shown in
the following equations according to Ds, and A.

0=-4.04 D5 +11.64 (14a)

0=-42.84 A>?+12.08 (14b)

For the median grain size Ds (i.e., Eq. (14a)), the determination
coefficient (R?) of observed results and trend line is 0.798 (adjusted
R*=0.776; p-value = 2.12 %107 ).And for the beach scale factor A
(i.e., Eq. (14b)), the determination coefficient (R?) of those results is
0.794 (adjusted R* = 0771 ; p-value = 2.34 x10°°). These results
show that the sand grain size plays an important role in short-term
shoreline changes.

Figure 6 shows the trends of median grain size D5, and beach
scale factor A with k,/a,. Since the sand on the east coast is
mainly composed of quartz, the distribution of specific gravity
was found to be in the range of 2.0 to 2.7. And the porosity was
investigated to have 0.4.

Therefore, when Dsj is close to 0, it is expected to react without
resisting even a small shear stress. Thus, although the erodibility is
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TABLE 2 | Basic information of littoral cells in Gangwon-do (The province of Gangwon, 2020 ).

littoral Cell No. beach name shoreline shape
GWO1 Myeongpa ~ Daejin bow type
GW02 Chodo bow type
GWO03 Hwajinpo bow type
GWO04 Geojin/Songpo beak type
GWO05 Banam ~ Gajin straight type
GWO06 Gonghyeonjin beak type
GWOo7 Gonghyeon-2ri ~ Oho pocket type
GWO08 Bongsudae ~ Jajakdo beak type
GWO09 Baekdo bow type
GW10 Gyoam/Ayajin bow type
GW11 Cheonggan bow type
GW12 Cheonijin/Bongpo beak type
GW13 Kensingtonseorak/Yongchon straight type
GW14 Jangsa/Yeongnang/Deungdae straight type
GW15 Cheongho ~ Oeongchi beak type
GW16 Mulchi ~ Seorak beak type
GW17 Naksan/Osan straight type
GW18 Dongho/Hajodae straight type
GW19 Gisamun ~ Dongsan bow type
GW20 Dongsan/Jukdo bow type
GW21 Ingu/Gwangjin bow type
GwW22 keunbadanam-ae ~ Nam-ae-3ri straight type
GW23 Nam-ae-1ri ~ Jigyeong straight type
GwW24 Gyohang/Yeongjin beak type
GW25 Yeongok ~ Sacheonjin straight type
GW26 Sacheon ~ Anmok straight type
Gw27 Namhangjin ~ Yeomjeon straight type
GW29 Deungmyeong ~ Jeongdongjin bow type
GW30 Geumijin/Okgye pocket type
GW31 Dojik ~ Dagjin straight type
GW32 Eodal bow type
GW33 Hapyeong/Hanseom beak type
GW34 Chuam ~ Samcheok bow type
GW36 Hanjaemit ~ Deoksan straight type
GW38 Gungchon ~ Munam pocket type
GW39 Yonghwa/Jangho pocket type
GW40 Imwon pocket type
Gw41 Wolcheon/Gopo straight type

shoreline survey No.

standard deviation ¢ (m) median grain size Dso (mm)

39 6.2448 0.568
39 6.3512 0.722
39 9.4510 0.498
39 6.2787 1. 324
39 5.9544 1.310
39 6.1725 0.803
39 10.9655 0.472
39 8.2409 0.464
39 3.8781 0.788
39 6.8601 0.841

39 1.9532 1.959
39 6.2699 1.095
39 51717 1.538
39 2.9743 1.539
39 7.9838 1.115
39 5.4402 0.751

39 9.7793 0.720
39 10.2293 0.526
39 8.6570 0.498
39 7.8681 0.391

39 3.7839 0.762
39 11.2060 0.440
39 7.0820 0.721

39 10.6729 0.771

39 7.0367 1.211

39 7.4000 1.178
39 9.8556 0.984
39 8.2753 0.763
39 7.2376 0.552
39 8.0342 0.551

39 5.7702 0.359
39 3.8279 0.977
39 9.1413 0.586
39 7.6665 0.721

39 7.8479 0.980
39 4.3826 0.739
39 3.2710 1.039
39 4.2407 1.367

expected to increase considerably, it is expected to have yielding
erodibility rather than infinity. Additionally, as Ds, is large,
erodibility may tend to decrease continuously, so it is expected
to show a high correlation with the exponential function or the
inverse function. Figure 6 shows a correlation between sand
characteristics and two factors (i.e., beach response and recovery
factors) that have impacts on beach erosion. Figure 6A shows a
yielding value of a,/k, from 0.0636 at A = 0 (unit: m-day) and tends
to decrease as Ds, increases. Figure 6B shows a yielding value of
a/k, is 0.0524 at A = 0. It tends to decrease as A increases.
However k,/a, that is the reciprocal of results obtained from
Figure 6 is a function of D5, and A as follows.

k 16
—£=(0.0649D5,+0.0636) '~ ——— (15a)
a, (1+Ds0)

k -1 20

S (0.7329A3/ 2+o.0524) I - (15b)

a, (1+14A%/2)

For the median grain size Ds (i.e., Eq. (15a)), the determination
coefficient (R?) of observed results and trend line is 0.883 (adjusted

R* = 0.854 ; p-value = 1.87 x10°°). And for the beach scale factor A
(ie., Eq. (15b)), the determination coefficient (R?) of those results is
0.980 (adjusted R* = 0.975 ; p-value = 1.87 x10°° ). These results show
that the sand grain size plays an important role in short-term
shoreline changes. It is advantageous to estimate the beach
recovery factor k, using the beach scale factor A rather than the
median grain size Dsy.

In Egs. (15a) and (15b), the beach response factor a, can be
obtained using Eq. (5). And by applying y = 0.55,H,, = 6 m, and
f=1.51, which is usually applied to the representative significant
waves, it has a value of —22-— = 1.84. Therefore, if the beach
response factor a, is exp egge}&_only as a function of the beach
scale factor A, it is as follows.

A3/2

H
a= Yy

16 \/ Hy /y-f

Similarly, the beach recovery factor k, is also approximately
expressed as a function of only the beach scale factor A as
follows.

=0.115A%2 (16)
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FIGURE 3 | Location of littoral cells in Gangwon-do (The province of Gangwon, 2020).

TABLE 3 | Averaged standard deviation of shoreline change and averaged median grain size on the littoral cells of straight shoreline-type.

littoral cell base line standard deviation ¢ (m) median grain size D5 (mm) beach scale factor A (m"’3)
GWO05 10~ 13 6.2927 1.252 0.230
GW13 3-6 5.0177 1.611 0.259
GW17 2~5,8~11 8.9235 0.736 0.188
GwW18 3~18 10.0762 0.538 0.166
Gw22 3~5 10.7536 0.429 0.150
GwW23 7~14 7.5095 0.747 0.189
GW25 3-10 6.8473 1.224 0.228
GW26 3~10,19~27 7.1492 1.175 0.224
Gw27 6~10 8.6255 1.036 0.213
GW31 4 ~11 8.6750 0.582 0.171
GW36 4~10 7.5972 0.719 0.187

3/2 - 32 response factor a, and beach recovery factor k, were obtained

__ 20, 10A YHy __23A according to Dsy, assuming that the sand of the beach in

T (1+14A%2)  8(1+14A%2) /f, fy—£ (1+14A%/2) Gangwon-do, Korea, flows from the watershed through the

17)

The beach response factor a, and beach recovery factor k,
were obtained as a function of D5y and A as given in Eq. (15).
Therefore, sand grain size is the most dominant physical factor in
estimating beach erosion and longshore sediment transport rate
according to storm wave incidence. Table 4 shows the beach

river, and the main component is quartz sand with a specific
gravity of 2.65 and a porosity of 0.4. Using this, the beach
recovery factor k, and the beach response factor a, can be
obtained relatively easily using only the median grain size or
beach scale factor. Lee et al. (2022) extracted the beach recovery
factor from the median grain size using Eq. (17) and simulated
not only the change of the shoreline position but also the change
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TABLE 4 | k, and a, according to the median grain size of sand.

median grain beach scale beach recovery beach response

sizeDso (mm) factor A(m"3a  factor k, (day™) factor a, (m)
0.10 0.063 0.0298 0.00182
0.15 0.084 0.0418 0.00280
0.20 0.100 0.0504 0.00364
0.25 0.115 0.0580 0.00448
0.30 0.125 0.0628 0.00508
0.35 0.135 0.0673 0.00570
0.40 0.145 0.0716 0.00635
0.45 0.153 0.0749 0.00688
0.50 0.161 0.0780 0.00743
0.55 0.167 0.0803 0.00785
0.60 0.173 0.0824 0.00827
0.65 0.179 0.0845 0.00871
0.70 0.185 0.0866 0.00915
0.75 0.190 0.0880 0.00949
0.80 0.194 0.0895 0.00983
0.85 0.198 0.0907 0.01013
0.90 0.202 0.0919 0.01044
0.95 0.206 0.0931 0.01075
1.00 0.210 0.0943 0.01107

of the beach profile using the calculated value at Tairua Beach,
New Zealand.

5 DISCUSSION

In this study, beach response factor was estimated in terms of
sand grain size by equating the statistical characteristics of the
maximum erosion width by frequency obtained from long-term
observation data with the formula of the peak erosion width
obtained through numerical model experiments by applying the
storm wave scenario function. In order to discuss the validity of
this methodology, therefore, the temporal change of shoreline
obtained by applying the beach recovery factor value given from
the grain size of the sand at Maengbang Beach into ODE SLRM
was compared with the shoreline evolution data using closed
circuit television (CCTV).

The study site, Maengbang Beach, Samcheok-si, Gangwon-
do, Republic of Korea is located in littoral cell GW 36 on the
east coast (Figure 7). Maengbang Beach is a straight coast with
a coastline of about 4.6 km in the northwest to southeast (NE-

SE) direction, and has an average beach width of about
48 m (Figure 7).

Since 2010, the median grain size of sand at Maengbang
Beach has been investigated twice a year (Table 5), and as a
result, it is found that the median grain size is 0.69 mm. In
addition, the standard deviation of the observed data is 0.14 mm,
and it can be seen that the median particle size of the sand is at a
99% significance level from 0.33 mm to 1.05 mm. And it means
that the beach recovery factor k, has a value of 0.0862 day' and
the beach response factor a, has a value of 0.00906 m (see
Table 4). As the wave data for SLRM simulation, the NOAA
wave data (37.5°N, 129.5°E; Figure 7B) located closest to
Maengbang Beach was applied. Supplementary Figure 4
shows the wave height and wave energy at the breaking point,
which is data at 3-hour intervals from August 22, 2015 to
September 20, 2015.

Lim et al. (2022) recognized that the location of the shoreline
extracted from CCTV images is affected by wave set-up and
reflected this in the process of simulating SLRM to obtain
numerical model results that are more similar to observations.
In this study, the effect of wave set-up.

N was included in the numerical model results using the
simple formula of Longuet-Higgins and Stewart (1964) as shown
below.

_ 3y/8
= 1+3y2/8

where, L becomes 0.1 for the breaking factor y of 0.55. And the
retreat of the wetting line on the CCTV image due to wave set-up
was also approximated by applying the swash zone slope
equation of Kim et al. (2014).

In addition, the average tidal level of Maengbang Beach is
about 16.9 cm, and although the effect of the tide is not large, the
effect of the tide is included in order to eliminate the discrepancy
caused by the tide. The tide record measured at the Donghae Port
tidal station (37°29° N, 129°8’ E), which is located closest to
Maengbang Beach, was used, and the data was provided by the
Korea Hydrographic and Oceanographic Agency (KHOA).
Supplementary Figure 5 shows the tide fluctuation at 1-hour
interval for the duration for which comparison study is made.
Since the SLRM in this paper did not reflect the effect of wave set-

Hb =qu (18)

Google Earth

enage © 206 hes / Avous

NOAA
(36.5 E°/ 1295 N *)

W A

FIGURE 7 | Location of Maengbang Beach: (A) sand and shoreline data (B) NOAA data (Google Earth Image).
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TABLE 5 | Observation of median grain size at Maengbang Beach (The province
of Gangwon, 2020).

Date (yyyy.mm.dd) median grain size D5, (mm)

Sampling No.1 Sampling No.2
2010.08.04 0.752 0.623
2010.11.08 1.075 0.586
2011.05.24 0.599 0.935
2011.10.17 0.668 0.616
2012.12.14 0.584 0.713
2013.03.28 0.610 0.728
2013.10.05 0.781 0.697
2014.04.16 0.734 0.617
2015.05.18 0.653 0.492
2015.07.31 0.800 0.503
2016.05.21 0.767 0.611
2016.11.03 0.980 0.774
2017.04.15 0.813 0.613
2017.10.27 0.725 0.652
2018.05.27 0.524 0.469
2018.10.23 0.597 0.806

up and tides, the model was simulated by reflecting the change in
sea levels caused by these effects.

To verify the validity of the methodology proposed in this
study, the shoreline evolution data of Maengbang Beach were
extracted using CCTV. Shorelines were extracted from geo-
rectified images following the method of Lippmann and
Holman (1989). Figure 8 shows a geometrically corrected
image of CCTV data on Maengbang Beach. To extract
shoreline data from the CCTYV, it is important to define the
location of the shoreline. Thus, a great number of researches
have been conducted to define it from the past (Lippmann and
Holman, 1989; Plant and Holman, 1997; Boak and Turner
(2005). For the paper, CCTV images were captured
continuously for a certain period of time and then
compounded. On the image, the swash zone is clearly seen in a

white band shape, which makes it possible to extract the
shoreline for the paper (Lippmann and Holman, 1989; Plant
and Holman, 1997). In addition, if the data was taken on a day
with high wave height, it was removed to minimize the effects of
large swash excursion in extracting the shoreline from the image
(Davidson and Turner, 2009).

Figure 9 is a figure comparing the SLRM results to which the
beach recovery factor k7 extracted by Egs. (16)-(17) is applied
with the CCTV Shoreline evolution data. For SLRM, the beach
response factor a; of 0.00906 m and the beach recovery factor k;
of 0.1293 day " obtained for Ds, = 0.69 mm of Maengbang beach
were applied. When these values were applied, a correlation
coefficient (Rxy) of 0.963 and a root mean square error (RMSE)
of 1.484 m were obtained through consistency analysis with the
observed values. In addition, in order to confirm that the beach
recovery factor k7 and the beach response factor a; have optimal
values in a certain range, each parameter was changed and
consistency analysis was performed (Table 6). There is no
problem using the factor of k7 and ay, but if there are factors
that affect the shoreline change, such as the topographic
environment, besides Dsy, it is necessary to reflect the factors.

6 CONCLUSION

The beach recovery factor is a representative physical coefficient
that governs the short-term change of the shoreline position.
This factor governs the characteristic of the sediment being
separated from the beach profile due to the energy dissipation
of the storm wave and then horizontally returning to the original
beach position by the wave force of continuously incoming
normal wave (Kim et al., 2021; Lim et al,, 2022). In this study,
an estimation formula for the beach recovery factor was
presented as a function of the median grain size Ds, (or beach
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FIGURE 8 | Geometry correction of CCTV images at Maengbang Beach.
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TABLE 6 | Results of consistency index based on the response factor and recovery factor of Maengbang Beach.

Consistency analysis a? x 0.50 (m) ay x 0.75 (m)

Rxy

k° x 0.50 (@) 0.731 0.901
k° x 0.75 (d™) 0.825 0.931
k® x1.00 (@) 0.883 0.948
k° x1.25 (™) 0.916 0.958
k° x 1.50 (@) 0.936 0.963
RMSE (m)

K x 0.50 (@) 3.287 1.905
k° x 0.75 (™) 3.823 1.710
k® % 1.00 (@) 4,983 2.373
k° x1.25 (™) 6.450 3.381
Kk x 1.50 (@) 8.011 4.451

scale factor A) almost regardless of the incoming wave
magnitude. The physical parameter was identified when
ignoring the alongshore effect of sediment moving along the
coast, such as longshore sediment transport.

As a methodology to present the beach recovery factor as a
function of beach scale factor A, the maximum erosion width by
return frequency statistically obtained from shoreline survey data
was treated as the same as the formula for peak erosion width
proposed by Kim et al. (2021). Shoreline survey was conducted
over 10 years in Gangwon-do, Korea. Since the beach recovery
factor obtained for each frequency is almost constant, it has little
to do with the magnitude of the incoming wave energy and is
considered to be a function of only the particle size of the sand.
And by applying it to Maengbang Beach in Korea, a satisfactory
simulation was obtained with an error of 1.484m as a result of
applying the tidal and set-up effect into short-term shoreline
change. The east coast of Korea is an environment with little
influence of tides, with a tidal range of only 0.3 m. Therefore, the
beach recovery factor obtained in this way can be applied to
coastal environments with reduced astronomical tidal ranges
such as the east coast, but the results of this study on the response
of high tidal beaches with large tidal influences may be limited.

a? x 1.00 (m) af x 1.25 (m) af x 1.50 (m)

0.953 0.945 0.919
0.959 0.947 0.919
0.963 0.948 0.922
0.965 0.950 0.926
0.965 0.951 0.929
1.685 1.805 1.978
1.200 1.396 1.693
1.484 1.456 1.699
2174 1.840 1.900
2.941 2.341 2.200

By applying the beach recovery factor suggested as a
function of the median grain size in this study, the peak
erosion width of the target wave can be predicted
quantitatively and relatively accurately. Therefore, it is
expected to be utilized as a concrete and practical means for
coastal management in preparation for the current state and
future threats of coastal erosion. The shoreline model
mentioned in this paper deals only with cross-shore sediment
transport. However, if the influence of longshore sediment
transport is reflected together, it is possible to extend the
shoreline change model including episodic erosion. Thus, it is
expected that it will play an important role in improving the
reliability of the shoreline change model in such a case.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

This study’s wave data are available in the WAVEWATCH III®
Hindcast and Reanalysis Archives at the National Weather
Service, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
(https://polar.ncep.noaa.gov/waves/hindcasts; NOAA, 2022).

Frontiers in Marine Science | www.frontiersin.org

July 2022 | Volume 9 | Article 906209


https://polar.ncep.noaa.gov/waves/hindcasts
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/marine-science
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/marine-science#articles

Lim et al.

Influence of Sand Grain Size

Other data sets used in this work can be requested by email
from the first author (art3440@naver.com)

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

CL, conceptualization, acquisition of data, visualization, and writing —
original draft and editing. T-KK, acquisition of data and visualization.
J-BK, acquisition of data. J-LL, conceptualization, supervision,
validation, and writing - editing and review. All authors
contributed to the article and approved the submitted version.

FUNDING

This research was supported by Korea Institute of Marine
Science & Technology Promotion(KIMST) funded by the
Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries, Korea(20180404). This
research was supported by the SungKyunKwan University and
the BK21 FOUR(Graduate School Innovation) funded by the

REFERENCES

Aberle, J., Nikora, V., and Walters, R. (2004). Effects of Bed Material Properties on
Cohesive Sediment Erosion. Mar. Geol. 2071-4, 83-93. doi: 10.1016/
j.margeo.2004.03.012

Boak, E., and Turner, 1. L. (2005). Shoreline Definition and Detection: A Review. J.
Coast. Res. 21, 688-703. doi: 10.2112/03-0071.1

Bruun, P. (1954). Coastal Erosion and the Development of Beach Profiles. Beach
Erosion Board Technical Memo, No. 44, US Army Engineer Waterways
Experiment Station, Vicksburg. http://hdlhandle.net/11681/3426

Bruun, P. (1962). Sea-Level Rise as a Cause of Shore Erosion. J. Waterway. Harbor.
Div. 88. 1, 117-132. doi: 10.1061/JWHEAU.0000252

Davidson, M. A., and Turner, 1. L. (2009). A Behavioral Template Beach Profile
Model for Predicting Seasonal to Interannual Shoreline Evolution. J. Geophys.
Res. 114, F01020. doi: 10.1029/2007JF000888

Dean, R. G. (1991). Equilibrium Beach Profiles: Characteristics and Applications.
J. Coast. Res. 7, 53-84.

Dean, R. G. (1977). “Equilibrium Beach Profiles: U.S. Atlantic and Gulf Coasts,” in
Technical Report No. 12 (Newark, DE: Department of Civil Engineering.
University of Delaware).

Dubois, R. N. (1990). Barrier-Beach Erosion and Rising Sea Level. Geology 1811,
1150-1152. doi: 10.1130/0091-7613(1990)018<1150:BBEARS>2.3.CO;2

Forsberg, P. L., Skinnebach, K. H., Becker, M., Ernstsen, V. B., Kroon, A., and
Andersen, T. J. (2018). The Influence of Aggregation on Cohesive Sediment
Erosion and Settling. Cont. Shelf. Res. 171, 52-62. doi: 10.1016/j.csr.2018.10.005

Ha, H. K., and Maa, J. P.-Y. (2009). Evaluation of Two Conflicting Paradigms for
Cohesive Sediment Deposition. Mar. Geol. 26534, 120-129. doi: 10.1016/
j.margeo.2009.07.001

Hanson, G. J. (1990). Surface Erodibility of Earthern Channels at High Stresses.
Part I - Open Channel Testing. Trans. Am. Soc. Agric. Engineer. 33, 0127-31.
doi: 10.13031/2013.31305

Hanson, G. J., and Cook, K. R. (1997). “Development of Excess Shear Stress
Parameters for Circular Jet Testing,” in Proceedings of American Society of
Agricultural Engineers ASCE, August 10-14 (Minneapolis, USA).

Hanson, H., and Larson, M. (2000). Simulating Coastal Evolution Using a New
Type of N-Line Model. Proceedings of the 27th International Conference on
Coastal Engineering (ICCE), July 16-21 (Sydney, Australia). doi: 10.1061/40549
(276)219

Houser, C., and Hamilton, S. (2009). Sensitivity of Post-Hurricane Beach and
Dune Recovery to Event Frequency. Earth Surf. ProcesS. Landforms. 34613-,
628. doi: 10.1002/esp.1730

Ministry of Education(MOE, Korea) and National Research
Foundation of Korea(NRF).

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found online at:
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fmars.2022.906209/
full#supplementary-material

Supplementary Figure 1 | Estimation of beach response factor a, using
correlation curve between equilibrium shoreline position and breaking wave energy.

Supplementary Figure 2 | Validity of extreme analysis methodology applying
shoreline evolution data at Tairua Beach, New Zealand.

Supplementary Figure 3 | Category of shoreline shape: (a) straight type; (b) bow
type; (c) basket type; (d) beak type; (e) pocket type (Google Earth and Kakao Map
Image).

Supplementary Figure 4 | Temporal series of NOAA wave data at breaking
point: (A) wave height; (B) wave energy.

Supplementary Figure 5 | Temporal series of tide data.

Jacobs, W., Le Hir, P., Van Kesteren, W., and Cann, P. (2011). Erosion Threshold of
Sand-Mud Mixtures. Cont. Shelf. Res. 3110, S14-S25. doi: 10.1016/j.csr.2010.05.012

Kim, H., Hall, K., Jin, J.-Y., Park, G. S., and Lee, J. (2014). Empirical Estimation of Beach-
Face Slope and its Use for Warning of Berm Erosion. J. Measure. Eng. 21, 29-42.

Kim, T. K., and Lee, J. L. (2018). Analysis of Shoreline Response Due to Wave
Energy Incidence Using Equilibrium Beach Profile Concept. J. Ocean. Eng.
Technol. 322, 116-122. doi: 10.26748/KSOE.2018.4.32.2.116

Kim, T.-K.,, Lim, C., and Lee, J. L. (2021). Vulnerability Analysis of Episodic Beach
Erosion by Applying Storm Wave Scenarios to a Shoreline Response Model.
Front. Mar. Sci. 8. doi: 10.3389/fmars.2021.759067

Krone, R. B. (1962). “Flume Studies of the Transport of Sediment in Estuarial Shoaling
Processes,” in Final Report. Hydraulic Engineering and Sanitary Engineering Research
Laboratory (Berkeley, Calif,, USA: University of California).

Lee, S., Lim, C,, and Lee, J. L. (2022). Prediction of Long-Term Beach Profile
Evolution Due to Episodic Wave Incidence Under Tidal Environment. Front.
Mar. Sci. 9. doi: 10.3389/fmars.2022.831262

Lesht, B. M. (1989). Nearshore Dynamics and Coastal Processes: Theory,
Measurement, and Predictive Models. Kiyoshi Horikawa. J. Geol. 97, 650-51.
doi: 10.1086/629346

Lim, C., Kim, T. K., and Lee, J. L. (2022). A Model of Shoreline Evolution for
Sandy, Wave-Dominated Beaches. Geomorphology. Submitted for review.

Lim, C, Kim, T. K, Lee, S., Yeon, Y. J., and Lee, J. L. (2021). Assessment of
Potential Beach Erosion Risk and Impact of Coastal Zone Development: A
Case Study on Bongpo-Cheonjin Beach. Nat. Haz. Earth Syst. Sci. 21, 3827-
3842. doi: 10.5194/nhess-21-3827-2021

Lippmann, T. C., and Holman, R. A. (1989). Quantification of Sand Bar
Morphology: A Video Technique Based on Wave Dissipation. J. Geophys.
Res. 94, 995-1011. doi: 10.1029/JC094iC01p00995

Longuet-Higgins, M. S., and Stewart, R. W. (1964). Radiation Stresses in Water
Waves; a Physical Discussion, With Applications. Deep-Sea. Res. Oceanog.
Abstract. 11, 529-62. doi: 10.1016/0011-7471(64)90001-4

Mathew, R., and Winterwerp, J. C. (2017). Surficial Sediment Erodibility From Time-
Series Measurements of Suspended Sediment Concentrations: Development and
Validation. Ocean. Dynam. 67, 691-712. doi: 10.1007/s10236-017-1055-2

Miller, J. K., and Dean, R. G. (2004). A Simple New Shoreline Change Model.
Coast. Eng. 51, 531-56. doi: 10.1016/j.coastaleng.2004.05.006

Montafio, J., Coco, G., Antolinez, J. A. A, Beuzen, T., Bryan, K. R,, Cagigal, L.,
et al. (2020). Blind Testing of Shoreline Evolution Models. Sci. Rep. 10, 2137.
doi: 10.1038/s41598-020-59018-y

Morton, R. A,, Paine, J. G., and Gibeaut, J. C. (1994). Stages and Durations of Post-Storm
Beach Recovery, Southeastern Texas Coast, USA. J. Coast. Res. 884-908, 884-908.

Frontiers in Marine Science | www.frontiersin.org

July 2022 | Volume 9 | Article 906209


mailto:art3440@naver.com
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fmars.2022.906209/full#supplementary-material
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fmars.2022.906209/full#supplementary-material
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.margeo.2004.03.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.margeo.2004.03.012
https://doi.org/10.2112/03-0071.1
http://hdl.handle.net/11681/3426
https://doi.org/10.1061/JWHEAU.0000252
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JF000888
https://doi.org/10.1130/0091-7613(1990)018%3C1150:BBEARS%3E2.3.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.csr.2018.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.margeo.2009.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.margeo.2009.07.001
https://doi.org/10.13031/2013.31305
https://doi.org/10.1061/40549(276)219
https://doi.org/10.1061/40549(276)219
https://doi.org/10.1002/esp.1730
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.csr.2010.05.012
https://doi.org/10.26748/KSOE.2018.4.32.2.116
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2021.759067
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2022.831262
https://doi.org/10.1086/629346
https://doi.org/10.5194/nhess-21-3827-2021
https://doi.org/10.1029/JC094iC01p00995
https://doi.org/10.1016/0011-7471(64)90001-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10236-017-1055-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coastaleng.2004.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-59018-y
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/marine-science
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/marine-science#articles

Lim et al.

Influence of Sand Grain Size

Park, S. M, Park, S. H,, Lee, J. L., and Kim, T. K. (2019). Erosion Control Line (ECL)
Establishment Using Coastal Erosion Width Prediction Model by High Wave
Height. J. Ocean. Eng. Technol. 33 (6), 526-534. doi: 10.26748/KSOE.2019.110

Partheniades, E. (1965). Erosion and Deposition of Cohesive Soils. J. Hydraul. Div-
ASCE. 911, 105-139. doi: 10.1061/JYCEAJ.0001165

Plant, N. G, and Holman, R. A. (1997). Intertidal Beach Profile Estimation Using
Video Images. Mar. Geol. 1401-2, 1-24. doi: 10.1016/50025-3227(97)00019-4

Pritchard, D., and Hogg, A. J. (2003). Cross-Shore Sediment Transport and the
Equilibrium Morphology of Mudflats Under Tidal Currents. J. Geophys. Res.
418 (C10), 3313. doi: 10.1029/2002JC001570

Stanev, E. V., Brink-Spalink, G., and Wolff, J.-O. (2007). Sediment Dynamics in
Tidally Dominated Environments Controlled by Transport and Turbulence: A
Case Study for the East Frisian Wadden Sea. J. Geophys. Res. 112, C04018.
doi: 10.1029/2005JC003045

The province of Gangwon. (2020) “Research on the Actual Conditions of Coastal
Erosion,” in Report of the Province of Gangwon, Gangwon, South Korea.

van Ledden, M., Wang, Z.-B., Winterwerp, H., and de Vriend, H. (2004). Sand-
mud Morphodynamics in a Short Tidal Basin. Ocean. Dynam. 54, 385-391.
doi: 10.1007/510236-003-0050-y

Wright, L. D., Short, A. D., and Green, M. O. (1985). Short-Term Changes in the
Morphodynamic States of Beaches and Surf Zones: An Empirical Predictive
Model. Mar. Geol. 62, 339-64. doi: 10.1016/0025-3227(85)90123-9

Yates, M. L., Guza, R. T., and O’Reilly, W. C. (2009). Equilibrium Shoreline
Response: Observations and Modeling. J. Geophys. Res.: Oceans. 114, C09014.
doi: 10.1029/2009JC005359

Conflict of Interest: Author J-BK was employed by GeoSystem Research Corporation.

The remaining authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of
any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential
conflict of interest.

Publisher’s Note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or those of
the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in
this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or
endorsed by the publisher.

Copyright © 2022 Lim, Kim, Kim and Lee. This is an open-access article distributed
under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use,
distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s)
and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication in this journal is
cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or
reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Marine Science | www.frontiersin.org

July 2022 | Volume 9 | Article 906209


https://doi.org/10.26748/KSOE.2019.110
https://doi.org/10.1061/JYCEAJ.0001165
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0025-3227(97)00019-4
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002JC001570
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JC003045
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10236-003-0050-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-3227(85)90123-9
https://doi.org/10.1029/2009JC005359
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/marine-science
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/marine-science#articles

	A Study on the Influence of Sand Median Grain Size on the Short-Term Recovery Process of Shorelines
	1 Introduction
	2 Estimation of Beach Recovery Factor
	2.1 Beach Recovery Factor in Shoreline Response Model
	2.2 Peak Erosion Width
	2.2.1 Formula for Peak Erosion Width by Elapsed Time
	2.2.2 Statistical Analysis for Peak Erosion Width

	2.3 Estimation of Beach Recovery Factor

	3 Shoreline Variability at the Korean East Coast
	4 Extraction of Beach Recovery Factor From Median Grain Size
	5 Discussion
	6 Conclusion
	Data Availability Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Supplementary Material
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages false
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 1
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU (T&F settings for black and white printer PDFs 20081208)
  >>
  /ExportLayers /ExportVisibleLayers
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName ([High Resolution])
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


