Scour below pipelines and around vertical piles in random waves plus current
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Stochastic method:
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Fig. 7 Scour depth versus slope length  Fig. 8 Scour depth versus Ucwrms=Uc/(Uc+Urms)
»  Battjes and Groenendijk. (2000) Coastal

Eng. 40, 161-182. » The effect of slopes increases scours.
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The effect of current increases scours compared with that for waves

»  Sumer and Fredsge. (2002) World
alone.

Scientific, Singapore.
» The results are important for the assessment of scour and in scour
protection work.



