
 
 

Delft University of Technology

Non-hydrostatic modeling of drag, inertia and porous effects in wave propagation over
dense vegetation fields

Suzuki, Tomohiro; Hu, Zhan; Kumada, Kenji; Phan Khanh, Linh; Zijlema, Marcel

DOI
10.1016/j.coastaleng.2019.03.011
Publication date
2019
Document Version
Final published version
Published in
Coastal Engineering

Citation (APA)
Suzuki, T., Hu, Z., Kumada, K., Phan Khanh, L., & Zijlema, M. (2019). Non-hydrostatic modeling of drag,
inertia and porous effects in wave propagation over dense vegetation fields. Coastal Engineering, 149, 49-
64. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coastaleng.2019.03.011

Important note
To cite this publication, please use the final published version (if applicable).
Please check the document version above.

Copyright
Other than for strictly personal use, it is not permitted to download, forward or distribute the text or part of it, without the consent
of the author(s) and/or copyright holder(s), unless the work is under an open content license such as Creative Commons.

Takedown policy
Please contact us and provide details if you believe this document breaches copyrights.
We will remove access to the work immediately and investigate your claim.

This work is downloaded from Delft University of Technology.
For technical reasons the number of authors shown on this cover page is limited to a maximum of 10.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coastaleng.2019.03.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coastaleng.2019.03.011


Green Open Access added to TU Delft Institutional Repository 

‘You share, we take care!’ – Taverne project 

https://www.openaccess.nl/en/you-share-we-take-care 

Otherwise as indicated in the copyright section: the publisher 
is the copyright holder of this work and the author uses the 
Dutch legislation to make this work public.

https://www.openaccess.nl/en/you-share-we-take-care


Contents lists available at ScienceDirect

Coastal Engineering

journal homepage: www.elsevier.com/locate/coastaleng

Non-hydrostatic modeling of drag, inertia and porous effects in wave
propagation over dense vegetation fields

Tomohiro Suzukia,b, Zhan Huc,d,e,∗, Kenji Kumadaf, L.K. Phanb, Marcel Zijlemab

a Flanders Hydraulics Research, Berchemlei 115, 2140, Antwerp, Belgium
b Faculty of Civil Engineering and Geosciences, Delft University of Technology, Stevinweg 1, 2628, CN Delft, the Netherlands
c School of Marine Science, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou, 510275, China
d Southern Laboratory of Ocean Science and Engineering (Guangdong, Zhuhai), Zhuhai, 519000, China
eGuangdong Provincial Key Laboratory of Marine Resources and Coastal Engineering, Guangzhou 510275, China
f Faculty Engineering Science, Katholieke Universiteit Leuven, Belgium
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A B S T R A C T

A new wave-vegetation model is implemented in an open-source code, SWASH (Simulating WAves till SHore).
The governing equations are the nonlinear shallow water equations, including non-hydrostatic pressure. Besides
the commonly considered drag force induced by vertical vegetation cylinders, drag force induced by horizontal
vegetation cylinders in complex mangrove root systems, as well as porosity and inertia effects, are included in
the vegetation model, providing a logical supplement to the existing models. The vegetation model is tested
against lab measurements and existing models. Good model performance is found in simulating wave height
distribution and maximum water level in vegetation fields. The relevance of including the additional effects is
demonstrated by illustrative model runs. We show that the difference between vertical and horizontal vegetation
cylinders in wave dissipation is larger when exposed to shorter waves, because in these wave conditions the
vertical component of orbital velocity is more prominent. Both porosity and inertia effects are more pronounced
with higher vegetation density. Porosity effects can cause wave reflection and lead to reduced wave height in
and behind vegetation fields, while inertia force leads to negative energy dissipation that reduces the wave-
damping capacity of vegetation. Overall, the inclusion of both effects leads to greater wave reduction compared
to common modeling practice that ignores these effects, but the maximum water level is increased due to
porosity. With good model performance and extended functions, the new vegetation model in SWASH code is a
solid advancement toward refined simulation of wave propagation over vegetation fields.

1. Introduction

Coastal wetlands, such as mangroves, saltmarshes and seagrasses,
are now widely recognized as effective buffers to incident wave energy,
even during storm conditions (Asano et al., 1988; Arkema et al., 2013;
Möller et al., 2014). Initiatives have now been taken to integrate these
natural or constructed wetlands into overall coastal-protection schemes
to mitigate wave impacts and associated erosion (Borsje et al., 2011;
Temmerman et al., 2013). One example is the “Building with Nature”
approach originated in the Netherlands, which includes natural wet-
lands in the infrastructure designs for improved flexibility and eco-
system services (Borsje et al., 2011; Cuc et al., 2015; de Vriend et al.,
2015).

To design the required wetland space for wave dampening, quan-
titative assessment of the efficiency of wave damping by vegetation is

needed (Bouma et al., 2014). Furthermore, besides wave energy dis-
sipation, other wave propagation processes in vegetation wetlands,
such as wave reflection and diffraction, should be properly quantified,
since wave fields as a whole may have important impacts on an eco-
system's initial establishment and long-term health (Mariotti and
Fagherazzi, 2010; Balke et al., 2011; Hu et al., 2015).

With continuous development, numerical models are becoming
valuable tools to estimate wave propagation over coastal wetlands
under various scenarios (Borsje et al., 2011; Mei et al., 2011; Suzuki
et al., 2012; Liu et al., 2015; van Loon-Steensma et al., 2016). Several
models that quantify the effect and process of wave propagation
through vegetation fields are listed in Table 1. These models are cate-
gorized into two groups based on their controlling physical equations:
energy-conservation models and momentum-conservation models. In
the first group, wave dissipation by vegetation was initially modeled as

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coastaleng.2019.03.011
Received 8 August 2017; Received in revised form 31 January 2019; Accepted 26 March 2019

∗ Corresponding author. No. 135, Xingang Xi Road, Guangzhou, 510275, China.
E-mail address: huzh9@mail.sysu.edu.cn (Z. Hu).

Coastal Engineering 149 (2019) 49–64

Available online 29 March 2019
0378-3839/ © 2019 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

T

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/03783839
https://www.elsevier.com/locate/coastaleng
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coastaleng.2019.03.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coastaleng.2019.03.011
mailto:huzh9@mail.sysu.edu.cn
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coastaleng.2019.03.011
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1016/j.coastaleng.2019.03.011&domain=pdf


Ta
bl
e
1

A
re
vi
ew

of
w
av

e-
ve

ge
ta
ti
on

in
te
ra
ct
io
n
m
od

el
s.

So
ur
ce

C
on

tr
ol

eq
ua

ti
on

V
eg

et
at
io
n

sc
he

m
at
iz
at
io
n

Te
m
po

ra
l
re
so
lu
ti
on

In
ci
de

nt
w
av

e
co

nd
it
io
n

D
ra
g
by

ho
ri
zo

nt
al

ve
ge

ta
ti
on

cy
lin

de
rs

Po
ro
si
ty

In
er
ti
a

fo
rc
e

C
om

pu
ta
ti
on

co
st

H
as
se
lm

an
n
an

d
C
ol
lin

s
(1
96

8)
;M

öl
le
r

et
al
.(
19

99
)

En
er
gy

co
ns
er
va

ti
on

eq
ua

ti
on

Bo
tt
om

fr
ic
ti
on

Ph
as
e-
av

er
ag

in
g

R
eg

ul
ar

w
av

es
N
o

N
o

N
o

Lo
w

D
al
ry
m
pl
e
et

al
.(
19

84
);
Lo

sa
da

et
al
.

(2
01

6)
;M

én
de

z
an

d
Lo

sa
da

(2
00

4)
;

En
er
gy

fl
ux

co
ns
er
va

ti
on

eq
ua

ti
on

R
ig
id
/fi

xa
bl
e

cy
lin

de
rs

Ph
as
e-
av

er
ag

in
g

R
eg

ul
ar
/

ir
re
gu

la
r

w
av

es

N
o

N
o

N
o

Lo
w

Su
zu

ki
et

al
.(
20

12
)

Sp
ec
tr
al

ac
ti
on

ba
la
nc

e
eq

ua
ti
on

R
ig
id

cy
lin

de
rs

Ph
as
e-
av

er
ag

in
g

R
eg

ul
ar
/

ir
re
gu

la
r

w
av

es

N
o

N
o

N
o

Lo
w

C
ao

et
al
.(
20

15
);
Ta

ng
et

al
.(
20

15
)

M
ild

-s
lo
pe

eq
ua

ti
on

R
ig
id

cy
lin

de
rs

Ph
as
e-
av

er
ag

in
g/

ph
as
e-
re
so
lv
in
g

R
eg

ul
ar
/

ir
re
gu

la
r

w
av

es

N
o

N
o

N
o

Lo
w

K
ob

ay
as
hi

et
al
.(
19

93
);
M
én

de
z
et

al
.

(1
99

9)
;M

ei
et

al
.(
20

11
);
Li
u
et

al
.

(2
01

5)

Sh
al
lo
w

w
at
er

eq
ua

ti
on

s
R
ig
id
/fi

xa
bl
e

cy
lin

de
rs

Ph
as
e-
av

er
ag

in
g/

ph
as
e-
re
so
lv
in
g

R
eg

ul
ar
/

ir
re
gu

la
r

w
av

es

N
o

N
o

N
o

Lo
w

A
ug

us
ti
n
et

al
.(
20

09
);
H
ua

ng
et

al
.(
20

11
);

Ii
m
ur
a
an

d
Ta

na
ka

(2
01

2)
;K

ar
am

ba
s

et
al
.(
20

16
);
Y
an

g
et

al
.(
20

18
)

Bo
us
si
ne

sq
eq

ua
ti
on

s
R
ig
id

cy
lin

de
rs

Ph
as
e-
re
so
lv
in
g

R
eg

ul
ar
/

ir
re
gu

la
r

w
av

es

N
o

N
o/

Y
es

N
o/

Y
es

M
ed

iu
m

Li
an

d
Y
an

(2
00

7)
;M

a
et

al
.(
20

13
);
M
az
a

et
al
.(
20

13
);
C
he

n
et

al
.(
20

16
);
M
az
a

et
al
.(
20

15
,2

01
6)

R
A
N
S
eq

ua
ti
on

s
R
ig
id
/fi

xa
bl
e

cy
lin

de
rs

Ph
as
e-
re
so
lv
in
g

R
eg

ul
ar
/

ir
re
gu

la
r

w
av

es

N
o

N
o

N
o

H
ig
h

va
n
R
oo

ije
n
et

al
.(
20

16
)

W
av

e
ac
ti
on

ba
la
nc

e
eq

ua
ti
on

(f
or

sh
or
t

w
av

es
)
+

no
nl
in
ea
r
sh
al
lo
w

w
at
er

eq
ua

ti
on

s
(f
or

lo
ng

w
av

es
)

R
ig
id

cy
lin

de
rs

En
ve

lo
p-
re
so
lv
in
g
+

ph
as
e-
re
so
lv
in
g

Ir
re
gu

la
r

w
av

es
N
o

N
o

N
o

Lo
w

Pr
es
en

t
st
ud

y
N
on

lin
ea
r
sh
al
lo
w

w
at
er

eq
ua

ti
on

s
R
ig
id

cy
lin

de
rs

Ph
as
e-
re
so
lv
in
g

R
eg

ul
ar
/

ir
re
gu

la
r

w
av

es

Y
es

Y
es

Y
es

M
ed

iu
m

T. Suzuki, et al. Coastal Engineering 149 (2019) 49–64

50



added bottom friction (Hasselmann and Collins, 1968; Möller et al.,
1999). Dalrymple et al. (1984) introduced a theoretical model that
accounts for wave dissipation by vertical vegetation cylinders over the
water column following linear wave theory. In this model, the wave
dissipation in vegetation canopies is attributed to the drag force exerted
by vegetation stems expressed by Morison equations (Morison et al.,
1950). Several parameters describing vegetation canopies, such as
number of vegetation stems in a unit area, stem diameter, and vege-
tation height, can be accounted for explicitly. Thus, the process of wave
dissipation by vegetation can be quantified in detail. More recent work
has modified the original model of Dalrymple et al. (1984) to in-
corporate the effect of wave breaking, wave irregularity and wave-
current interaction (Méndez and Losada, 2004; Losada et al., 2016).
Among energy-conservation models, the effect of wave dissipation by
vegetation has also been introduced to a spectral-action balance equa-
tion model (Suzuki et al., 2012) and mild-slope equation models (Tang
et al., 2015; Cao et al., 2015).

Momentum-conservation models seek to simulate wave propagation
through vegetation by quantifying vegetation-induced momentum lost.
The applied equations in these models include shallow water equations,
Boussinesq-type equations, and Reynolds-averaged Navier-Stokes
(RANS) equations (Table 1). As these equations are all based on mo-
mentum conservation, these models can provide not only wave-field
information but also velocity structures with intra-wave (phase-resol-
ving) resolutions, which is important for interpreting both wave pro-
pagation and sediment transport processes in coastal wetlands. Because
of the increased scope and resolutions, these models are generally ex-
pensive in terms of computation time comparing to wave-energy con-
servation models.

Reviewing the previous work listed in Table 1, it becomes clear that
drag force induced by horizontal vegetation stems/roots, inertia force,
and porosity are often neglected in numerical models. Existing models
often only consider vegetation structures as vertical cylinders, but
natural vegetation systems such as mangroves have complex root sys-
tems composed of both vertical and horizontal roots (Ohira et al., 2013;
Kamal et al., 2014) (Fig. 1a and b). Additionally, horizontal vegetation
stems are seen in recent innovative coastal-protection projects that
apply porous brushwood groins for wave damping and mangrove nur-
series, e.g., in “Build with Nature, Indonesia” (Lucas, 2017). The force
acting on horizontal vegetation cylinders has both horizontal and ver-
tical components, whereas the latter is generally neglected in existing
models that deal with only vertical vegetation cylinders (Fig. 2). The
force on the horizontal vegetation stems/roots and the associated wave-
energy dissipation need to be further investigated both theoretically
and numerically.

Besides drag force, inertia force is the other component in the total

force that acts on vegetation (Morison et al., 1950; Chen et al., 2018;
Yao et al., 2018). Inertia force is commonly ignored in wave-vegetation
modeling because the work done by the theoretical inertia force over
one wave cycle is zero if linear wave theory is applied. However, coastal
wetlands are normally located in shallow intertidal areas, where wave
nonlinearity exists. For nonlinear waves, the work done by inertia force
is nonzero. The effect of inertia on wave dissipation can be of greater
importance in the case of dense vegetation with lower porosities, as
inertia force is proportional to the spatial occupation of vegetation per
unit volume (i.e., =ϕ N π b( /4) ,v v

2 where Nv and bv are the number of
plants per square meter and the stem diameter, respectively). The value
of ϕ can be as high as 0.45 in natural mangroves and even 0.65 in
constructed coastal wetlands (Furukawa et al., 1997; Mazda et al.,
1997; Serra et al., 2004). Thus, the inertia effect in these high-density
conditions is potentially important in wave-propagation modeling, and
is worthy of detailed investigation.

Also commonly ignored is the porosity effect, which is induced by
the existence of vegetation in the water column that can “squeeze” the
flow passing through it, leading to higher in-canopy velocity and in-
fluencing wave propagation through the vegetation field (Mei et al.,
2011; Liu et al., 2015). The inclusion of the porosity effect can lead to
possible reflection in wave-vegetation models ((Arnaud et al., 2017)),
which contributes to wave-height reduction behind the vegetation. The
porosity effect is relevant in dense mangrove fields (e.g., Fig. 1a), and
also in porous brushwood groins made up of dense wooden sticks
(Lucas, 2017). Vegetation density can be expressed by the frontal ve-
getation area per canopy volume (i.e., ∗N bv v) or by canopy porosity
(n= 1-ϕ) (Nepf, 2011). However, with the same value of ∗N bv v,
porosity can be different, which may considerably influence wave
propagation through vegetation fields.

In this paper, a new vegetation model is developed in the time-do-
main wave-modeling code SWASH (Zijlema et al., 2011). Besides the
commonly considered drag force induced by vertical vegetation cylin-
ders, the vegetation model also includes horizontal vegetation cylinders
and the effects of porosity and inertia, providing a logical supplement to
existing studies (see Table 1). SWASH is a general-purpose numerical
tool for simulating unsteady, non-hydrostatic, and free-surface flow
phenomena in coastal waters. It is chosen to implement a vegetation
model because of its open-source nature and its efficiency in handling
large 2D computational domains. In section 2, we introduce the vege-
tation model and implementation in SWASH. In addition, we present a
theoretical model that handles wave damping by horizontal vegetation
cylinders. In section 3, we focus on testing the implementation of drag
force induced by both vertical and horizontal vegetation cylinders.
Modeled wave dissipation by vertical vegetation cylinders is evaluated
against measurements and existing models. The difference between

Fig. 1. (a) An example of a mangrove forest with complex, high-density roots, which is a mixture of h4orizontal and vertical cylinders. The scale in the photo shows a
standing person; (b) wave propagation through horizontal and vertical mangrove roots; (c) permeable brushwood groin with horizontal wooden sticks for wave
dampening, and a mangrove nursery.
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vertical and horizontal vegetation cylinders in wave dissipation is
identified by modeling. In section 4, we test the inclusion of the por-
osity effect against lab experimental data, and explore how porosity and
inertia effects can affect wave transmission over vegetation patches.
Finally, in section 5, we discuss the overall model performance, the
influence of the included effects, and potential coastal-management
implications and applications.

2. Model

2.1. Governing equations

The SWASH model is a time-domain model for simulating non-hy-
drostatic, free-surface, and rotational flow. The governing equations are
the shallow water equations, including a non-hydrostatic pressure term.
We consider a two-dimensional domain that is bounded vertically by a
free surface z= ζ(x,t) and a fixed bed z=−d(x) (see Fig. 1). Here t is
time, x and z are the Cartesian coordinates, and z=0 is the still-water
level. The governing equations are:

∂
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+ ∂
∂
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where u(x, z, t) is the velocity in the x direction, w(x, z, t) is the velocity
in the z direction, g is the gravitational acceleration, ρ is the water
density, q(x, z, t) is the non-hydrostatic pressure (normalized by density
ρ), and Fx and Fz represent body and surface forces in the x and z di-
rection, respectively, e.g., Coriolis force, atmospheric and baroclinic

pressure gradients, and gradients of turbulent stresses. We will not
consider these forces. Instead, we will consider forces acting on vege-
tation cylinders; see Section 2.2.

At the free surface and bottom levels, the following kinematic
boundary conditions apply:

=
∂
∂

+
∂
∂=w
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u
ζ
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|z ζ (4)

= − ∂
∂=−w u d

x
|z d (5)

To close the set of equations, we derive an extra equation to de-
termine the free surface elevation ζ. Integrating the continuity equation
(1) from the bottom to the free surface and applying the relevant ki-
nematic boundary conditions (4) and (5) yield the following global
continuity equation:

∂
∂

+ ∂
∂

=
ζ
t

hu
x

0
(6)

where h= ζ + d is the water depth (see Fig. 3).
A full description of the numerical model, boundary conditions,

numerical approach, and applications is given in Zijlema et al. (2011).

2.2. Vegetation model

Form drag and inertia force in the Morison equation are among the
key elements in the modeling of vegetation. The horizontal component
of the form drag and inertia force acting on the vegetation per unit
volume can be described as follows:

= + +F ρC h b N u u ρ C h A N du
dt

1
2

(1 )x D v v v m v v v (7)

where CD is a bulk drag coefficient, hv is the cylinder height, bv is the
stem diameter of the cylinder (plant), Nv is the number of plants per
square meter, u is the horizontal velocity due to wave motion, Cm is the
added-mass coefficient, and Av is the area of a single cylinder, i.e.,

=A π b
4v v

2
(8)

In this study, stiff vegetation is modeled as a group of rigid circular
cylinders for simplicity. When cylinders are vertical, only the drag force
in the horizontal direction (Fx) is considered (Fig. 2). When cylinders
are horizontal (e.g., box filled with branches), the forces in both the
horizontal and vertical directions (Fx and Fz) are considered. The ver-
tical drag force is:

=F ρC h b N w w1
2z D v v v (9)

Vertical inertia force and vegetation surface friction are neglected,
seeing that form drag is dominant in the tested cases. Swaying motion

Fig. 2. (a) Schematization of the force acting on vertical vegetation cylinders; (b) Schematization of the force acting on horizontal vegetation cylinders, which has
both horizontal and vertical components.

Fig. 3. Water area with bottom and free surface.
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and vibration due to vortices are also neglected, as these cylinders are
assumed to be rigid.

In addition to the drag and inertia terms, porosity is considered in
the vegetation model in this work. The interface of the vegetation
would influence the wave propagation, especially in a densely popu-
lated vegetated area. The porosity effect is modeled by considering the
pore velocity as the characteristic velocity instead of the mean flow
(Burcharth and Andersen, 1995; Jensen et al., 2014). The pore velocity
is defined as

=u u
np (10)

where n is porosity, which is the ratio of the fluid volume to the total
volume. In this context, u is the filter (or spatially-averaged) velocity
(for details, see Jensen et al. (2014)).

2.3. Implementation of vegetation model in SWASH

Drag and inertia force, as represented in Eq. (7), are implemented in
Eq. (2) as follows:
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Note that the first term in the left-hand side of Eq. (11) is considered
as the inertia term acting onto the clear fluid, whereas the last term is
the inertia force associated with the displaced volume of water due to
vegetation. Substituting − =n b N(1 ) h
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v v4
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To include porosity effects the ambient flow in porous media is
characterized by the pore velocity (Burcharth and Andersen, 1995). In
addition, both advection and pressure gradient are acting onto the clear
fluid (Jensen et al., 2014). The momentum equation for the porous
media is obtained as follows:
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This momentum equation and the continuity equation, given by Eq.
(6), are the governing equations for the vegetation flow modeling to be
applied in this study. Note that velocity u in Eq. (6) is the filter velocity
(Jensen et al., 2014).

3. Validation of drag force implementation of vertical and
horizontal vegetation cylinders

As drag force contributes the bulk of wave dissipation, we first
tested the drag force-oriented wave dissipation. Cases with vertical
(sections 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3) and horizontal (section 3.4) vegetation cy-
linders were both explored. The tests with vertical cylinders included
comparisons against classic analytical models as well as lab measure-
ments. To obtain a comprehensive validation, both flat and sloping beds
as well as 1D and 2D modeling runs are presented. The SWASH model
tests in this paper were ran with more than 200 waves to obtain con-
stant wave fields suggested by Goda (2010).

3.1. One-dimensional wave propagation over vertical vegetation on a flat
bottom

Comparison with existing theoretical models can be a good bench-
mark for the new model. In this section, the present model was

compared with the model of Méndez and Losada (2004) for validation.
The latter is a classic analytical model that deals with wave dissipation
over vertical vegetation, and is included in the appendix. The model
runs were taken in 1DH. The total length of the computational grid was
set as 150m, with a grid size of 0.5m. The test waves were unidirec-
tional non-breaking random waves, with significant wave height at the
boundary being 0.2m. For all runs, the JONSWAP spectrum was used
with the peak enhancement factor γ=3.3. The tested peak wave period
(Tp) was 4 s, 6 s, 10 s, and 20 s, and the water depth was 3.0m. Thus, the
kh values of these tests were 0.99, 0.61, 0.35, and 0.17, respectively,
where k is the wave number. Both the initial water level and velocity
components were set to zero, and the bottom friction was neglected.
The vegetation parameters b C,v D, and Nv were 0.01m, 1.0, and 100,
respectively. The CD value is chosen to simplify model comparison. Both
emerged and submerged vegetation conditions were included. The ve-
getation height was 5m for the emergent-vegetation case and 1m for
submerged vegetation.

3.1.1. Emergent vegetation
We first compared the vegetation model in SWASH and the Méndez

and Losada (2004) model in the case of emergent vegetation. For such
cases, only one vertical layer was used in SWASH. For all tested periods,
the wave period reduced gradually in the vegetation field (x= 0–150,
Fig. 4). Good agreement was found between these two models in terms
of wave dissipation. Thus, the same wave attenuation as in the random
wave transformation model can be obtained using the vegetation model
in SWASH.

3.1.2. Submerged vegetation
We further tested the vegetation model in SWASH against the model

of Méndez and Losada (2004) under the condition of submerged ve-
getation. To test the effect of including more vertical layers in SWASH
simulation, the model runs were conducted using both one and two
vertical layers. As can be seen from Fig. 5, all the cases with one vertical
layer, except for Tp =4 s, show good agreement with the analytic
model. When the wave is short (i.e., large kh), the one-layer model is
not suitable in simulating wave transformation over a submerged ve-
getation field. This is because the horizontal velocity profile is not
uniform in cases of short waves, the one-layer model can only provide a
uniform velocity profile, and it uses this depth-averaged velocity in the
calculation of wave dissipation. This leads to overestimation of the
velocity acting on submerged vegetation, since submerged vegetation is
close to the bed with lower velocity than the depth-averaged velocity.
The overestimation of velocity leads to magnified wave attenuation
(Fig. 5). When waves are longer, velocity profiles become more uni-
form. The difference between the actual and modeled velocity profiles
is reduced, which leads to more accurate wave-height calculation. To
overcome the limitation with one-layer modeling, two or more vertical
layers can be used in SWASH, which shows a better fit to the theoretical
value in the case of short waves.

3.2. One-dimensional wave propagation over vertical vegetation on a slope

The new model was further validated against the data from the
physical model reported by Wu et al. (2011). In their physical model,
the vegetation patch was placed on a sloping bed (lower panel of
Fig. 6). The tested CD, bv, Nv, hv, and water depth were 1.7, 0.0032,
3182, 0.2, and 0.69 respectively. The CD was determined by calibration.
Its value is reasonable as it is in the common range reported in the
literature (Nepf, 2011). The tested vegetation mimics are rigid. The
tested waves were random, unidirectional waves. The incident sig-
nificant wave height was 0.06m, with a peak wave period of 2.4 s. For
better demonstration, both cases with and without vegetation were
included in the tests. In the case without vegetation, the modeled wave
was almost uniform in space until x= 13m, where waves started to
break on the slope until the wave height went to zero (Fig. 6a). This
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result agrees well with the physical model. For the case with vegetation,
the gentle wave breaking on the slope was replaced by a rapid wave-
height reduction induced by vegetation. It is also apparent that the
SWASH model agrees very well with the physical model. Specifically,
the small increase of wave height near the vegetation front
(x= 11.7 m) is well captured by the SWASH model, which shows that
the model can provide detailed and accurate wave-height simulation.

3.3. Two-dimensional wave propagation over patchy vertical vegetation on
a slope

In this section, we examine the performance of the SWASH vege-
tation model in 2DH. The model was compared to the SWAN model
results reported in Cao et al. (2015). The model configuration re-
presented a coastline with patchy vegetation clumps (Fig. 7a). The
tested CD, bv, Nv, and hv were 0.5, 0.01m, 100 stems/m2, and 3m,
respectively. The CD value is chosen to follow the original model setup

Fig. 4. Modeled spatial distribution of Hs in emergent vegetation field. The vegetation field is from x=0–150m. Tp of the incident wave period is 4–20 s. Only one
vertical layer is applied in the SWASH model. A sponge layer is applied at the end of the domain (x= 150–200) to avoid wave reflection.

Fig. 5. Modeled spatial distribution of Hs in submerged vegetation field. The vegetation field is from x=0–150m. Tp of the incident wave period is 4–20s. One and
two vertical layers are applied in the SWASH model. A sponge layer is applied at the end of the domain (x=150–200) to avoid wave reflection.
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in Cao et al. (2015). The computation domain was a slope on which the
water depth was in the range of 0–5m, and the vegetation was always
emergent (Fig. 7a). The tested Hs was 1m, and Tp was 3.5 s. The tested
waves were unidirectional random waves, which were perpendicular to
the x-direction. To facilitate the 2DH model comparison, six transects
were marked in the model domain, along which the simulated wave
height could be compared. These transects were either long-shore or
cross-shore, and they were placed inside as well as between vegetation
patches to insure a comprehensive representation of the wave field.

Based on the wave-height comparison along each transect, the
SWASH model results are qualitatively similar to the results generated
by the SWAN model (Figs. 7 and 8). The overall agreement between
these two models is good, except for some small differences between
and behind vegetation patches. It is likely because phase-resolving
models like SWASH handle diffraction effects better than phase-aver-
aged models like SWAN (Cao et al., 2015).

3.4. One-dimensional wave propagation over horizontal cylinders

To compare wave dissipation by vertical and horizontal vegetation
cylinders, both theoretical and SWASH modeling are presented. For the
tests with vertical vegetation cylinders, the classic theoretical model in
Méndez and Losada (2004) was applied. For the case with horizontal
vegetation, the theoretical wave dissipation model was extended to
include the vertical drag force (Fz) on vegetation:
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H
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Details of the theoretical models for vertical and horizontal vege-
tation cylinders are included in the appendix.

For the hydrodynamic conditions, the tested Hs, h, and Tp were
0.2 m, 3m, and 3–10 s, respectively. The tested vegetation parameters
CD, bv, and Nv (in this case density per unit vertical area) were 1.0,
0.01m, and 100 stems/m2, respectively. This CD value is chosen to
facilitate simple model comparison. The height of the vertical vegeta-
tion cylinders or the wall of horizontal vegetation cylinders was 5.0m
to ensure vegetation-emergent conditions in all cases. Good agreement
can be found between the SWASH model and the theoretical models
(Fig. 9). It shows the competence of SWASH in modeling both vertical
and horizontal vegetation cylinders. Furthermore, it is noticed that the
difference in the Hs distribution between vertical and horizontal vege-
tation cylinders is more apparent in cases with shorter wave periods
(e.g., Tp=3 s), and the difference becomes smaller as the wave period
increases. This is logical, as in shorter waves the ratio between the
vertical orbital velocity (and vertical force Fz) to the horizontal orbital
velocity (and horizontal force Fx) is larger, in which case the difference
of including vertical force (Fz) is greater.

Fig. 6. Comparison between the modeled and measured wave-height distribution without and with a vegetation patch (panels a and b). The experiment setup is
shown in panel c with a vegetation patch on a sloping bed at x= 11.7m–15m.
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4. Porosity and inertia effects

4.1. Porosity and inertia effects in a solitary wave

In this section, we focus on validating the implementation of the
porosity effect in the SWASH model. The solitary wave propagation in
the physical model of Iimura and Tanaka (2012) is reproduced
(Fig. 10d). The modeled maximum water level was compared against
their measurement. In their physical model, the tested vegetation was
always emergent. Three different stem densities were included: =Nv
462, 1283 and 11,547 stems/m2 in cases 1 to 3, respectively. As the

tested bv was 0.005m, spatial occupation of vegetation per unit volume
ϕ was 0.009, 0.025, and 0.226 in these cases. With the increase of stem
density, the length of the vegetation patch in the wave-propagation
direction was reduced from 1m to 0.04m (Fig. 10a–c). To better cap-
ture wave transmission two layers were employed for case 3. The other
two cases were ran with one layer. The tested waves were solitary
waves. The CD used in the simulation were 0.71, 0.66 and 1.73, re-
spectively as given by Iimura and Tanaka (2012).

For cases 1 and 2 with relatively high porosity (i.e., low ϕ), the
results with or without the porosity effect are very similar, and both
agreed well with the measurement (Fig. 10a and b). In case 3, however,

Fig. 7. Wave propagation over patchy vegetation. The tested waves are unidirectional random waves in the y direction. (a) Patchy vegetation on a slope. The
elevation of the slope ranges from −5m to 0m, as indicated by the numbers near the contours. Six transects (S1eS6) are denoted by the dashed lines. Panels b–g
show the modeling results along these transects obtained by both SWASH and SWAN models.
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the low porosity (i.e., high ϕ) led to large local increases of maximum
water level at the vegetation front due to wave reflection (Fig. 10c).
This sharp increase was better captured by the runs with the porosity
effect. It implies that in a dense vegetation field with low porosity, the
maximum water level can be underestimated if the porosity effect is
excluded. It is noted that the influence of inertia effect is limited when
Cm=1 is applied.

4.2. Porosity and inertia effects in regular and irregular waves

In this section, we demonstrate the effects of porosity and inertia in
wave transformation by SWASH modeling, which were generally ne-
glected in previous numerical investigations. We firstly compare the
SWASH model with a flume experiment conducted in the Fluid

Mechanics Laboratory at Delft University of Technology. Subsequently,
we use the SWASH model to explore the porosity and inertia effects on
wave transformation in vegetation canopies.

The setup of the flume experiment is shown in Fig. 11c. The mi-
micked vegetation canopy was constructed by wooden sticks with a
diameter of 0.012m. The first 0.5m of the canopy has a higher density
(porosity= 0.83) and the rest of the canopy has a lower density (por-
osity= 0.96). The tested water depth in the vegetation area was 0.3 m.
The regular wave case has a wave height of 12 cm and a wave period of
2 s. CD is calibrated as 1.7 for regular waves and 1.0 for irregular waves.
These CD values are calibrated based on the simulation without either
porosity or inertia effect. They are subsequently applied to all the si-
mulation cases. These values are reasonable since they are in the order
of 1 as commonly reported in the literature (Nepf, 2011). The results

Fig. 8. Spatial distribution of Hs modeled by SWASH and SWAN in 2D. The setup of the computation domain is shown in Fig. 7a. The vegetation patch is indicated by
a green rectangle. (For interpretation of the references to colour in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the Web version of this article.)

Fig. 9. Spatial distribution of Hs in a vegetation field with vertical or horizontal vegetation cylinders. The vegetation field is from x=0–150m. Tp of the incident
wave period is 3–10s. Both theoretical and SWASH model results are included. For tests with vertical vegetation cylinders, the classic theoretical model in Méndez
and Losada (2004) is applied. For tests with horizontal vegetation cylinders, an extended theoretical model is applied. Details of both models are included in
Appendix. A sponge layer is applied at the end of the domain (x= 150–200) to avoid wave reflection.
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show that the run with both porosity and inertia effects fits better with
the measurements. The gradual reduction of the wave height inside the
vegetation canopy as well as the reflection at the canopy edge are well
reproduced by such run. The run without either effect leads to over-
estimation of wave height inside the vegetation field. The run with
porosity but no inertia effect has lower wave height at the vegetation
edge and inside of the vegetation field. The reasons of the different
model performances can be better explored in the following numerical
experiment using the SWASH vegetation model in the next section.

The importance of porous and inertia effects relies on canopy por-
osity. Even with the same value of frontal vegetation area per canopy
volume ( ∗N bi.e. , v v), the canopy porosity (n=1-ϕ) and associated
porosity (and inertia) effects are different. Thus, we conduct a numer-
ical experiment to test three canopies with identical ∗N bv v but dif-
ferent porosities (Table 2). The case “poro049” with lowest canopy
porosity (0.49) is relevant in reality, as porosity can be as low as 0.35 in
constructed coastal wetlands (Serra et al., 2004). Low porosity may also
be found in recent projects using porous brushwood groin for wave
dissipation and creation of mangrove nurseries (Lucas, 2017) (Fig. 1c).
The tested vegetation was placed on a slope at x= 11.5–15m and was
always emergent, as shown in Fig. 12 (bottom panel). The added-mass
coefficient =C 1m was applied (Nepf, 2011).

The modeling results show that as the porosity decreased (increased
ϕ) the difference induced by porosity and inertia effects became more
apparent (Fig. 12). Overall, when both porosity and inertia effects are
included, the wave dissipation is higher than in cases without either of
these effects. These results also demonstrated that even with the same
value of ∗N bv v, the porosity can still be different and its effect on wave

transmission can be substantial.
When the porosity effect is included, wave reflection can be ob-

served, similar to Arnaud et al. (2017). Because of the reflection (en-
ergy being reflected back in the opposite direction of the incident
wave), wave-energy transmission through the vegetation field is re-
duced, i.e., there is reduced wave height within and behind the vege-
tation patches. This shows that the wave-reduction capacity of a low-
porosity vegetation field (high ϕ) can be underestimated if the porosity
effect is neglected.

When the inertia effect is included, the wave height within and
behind the vegetation patch increases, i.e., there is reduced wave dis-
sipation (Fig. 12). Such a reduction becomes more obvious with re-
duced porosity (increased ϕ). In previous theoretical (e.g., Méndez and
Losada (2004)) and spectral domain models (e.g., Suzuki et al. (2012)),
inertia force-oriented wave dissipation was zero, since the time in-
tegration of the work done by the inertia force was zero. Note that these
previous models are based on first-order wave theory (i.e., there is no
mass transport velocity). In a time-domain model (e.g., this study), we
can calculate inertia force-oriented wave dissipation more accurately
using time-dependent ζ and velocity. Eventually, the integration be-
comes non-zero.

Wave dissipation related to the inertia term over one wave period is
expressed as

∫ ∫ ∫= =
− −

ε F u dz
T

F u dzdt_ _
1

_x inertia
d
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x inertia

T

d

ζ

x inertia
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Assuming that vegetation is emergent, the wave dissipation is

Fig. 10. SWASH modeling results and physical model data from Iimura and Tanaka (2012). The shaded area in each subplot indicates the vegetation patches. For
cases 1 to 3, the tested =Nv 462, 1283 and 11,547 stems/m2, respectively.
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In the above Eq. (16), the time-varying term ∂
∂h t u t( ) ( )u t

t
( ) is the key

component, which may lead to non-zero wave energy dissipation under
realistic conditions when water level, velocity, and acceleration are
influenced by vegetation. The constant term ρC b NM

π
v v4
2 is clearly re-

lated to the porosity. The inertia effect can be expected to be more
apparent with lower porosity (denser vegetation).

To find the reason for reduced wave dissipation with an inertia ef-
fect, modeled ζ , u, a ( ∂

∂i.e. , u t
t
( ) ), and wave dissipation due to inertia

force were investigated over time (Fig. 13). Due to the asymmetric time
series of ζ , u, and a, the wave dissipation was negative for most of the
modeling period. This explains the reduced wave dissipation when an
inertia effect is included. According to Eq. (16), this reduction can be
more important with lower porosity (greater ϕ), which is confirmed by
our modeling results (Fig. 13).

5. Discussion and conclusions

In the present study, we represent a new wave-vegetation model
implemented in SWASH. The implementation of the drag force (induced
by vertical cylinders) is validated against established analytical and

numerical models (Cao et al., 2015; Méndez and Losada, 2004) and
laboratory measurements (Wu et al., 2011). It has been shown that the
modeled wave reduction is in good agreement with existing models and
measurements. Even in the submerged-vegetation condition, wave
dissipation is reproduced well by means of multi-layer calculation,
which is not included in depth-integrated models. Additionally, the
implementation of the porosity effect is also validated against physical
model data in terms of the maximum water level in and around vege-
tation areas (Iimura and Tanaka, 2012). The newly-developed vegeta-
tion model in SWASH can properly simulate these important processes
in wave propagation over a vegetation field.

Extended from existing models, the vegetation model in SWASH can
simulate horizontal vegetation cylinders as well as porosity and inertia
effects. Our modeling results show that these three newly-included ef-
fects can play important roles in wave propagation over vegetation
fields, especially when the vegetation density (i.e., ϕ) is high.
Horizontal vegetation cylinders are relevant in cases with dense, com-
plex mangrove roots (Ohira et al., 2013; Kamal et al., 2014) and
permeable groins constructed from horizontal brushwood (Lucas, 2017)
(Fig. 1). The additional vertical drag force (Fz) acting on horizontal
cylinders can be important when the waves are short (Fig. 9). For
simplicity, the tested vegetation cylinders were either vertical or hor-
izontal. However, in nature, mangroves are composed of both vertical
and horizontal roots with complex patterns (Ohira et al., 2013; Kamal
et al., 2014). For a better schematization of natural vegetation struc-
tures in numerical models, new image-processing techniques can au-
tomatically determine forest architecture (Kamal et al., 2014), which is
worthy of future exploration. Nonetheless, the current vegetation
model in SWASH is capable of describing non-isotropic feature of ve-
getation canopies, which has paved the way toward refined simulation
of real mangrove root systems. It is noted that using the porous media
approach with suitable tuning of empirical porous media coefficients
(i.e. laminar friction loss and turbulent friction loss), similar wave

Fig. 11. SWASH modeling results of regular (plane a) and irregular (plane b) wave cases in comparison with the physical model data conducted in the Fluid
Mechanics Laboratory at Delft University of Technology. The physical model setup is shown in panel c with a vegetation patch at x= 17.5m–26.15m.

Table 2
SWASH model runs with the same value of ∗N bv v, but different canopy por-
osity.

Case name h (m) bv (m) Nv (stems/m2) ∗N bv v CD Porosity ϕ

No veg 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
poro097 1 0.0032 3182 10.18 1.7 0.97 0.03
poro074 1 0.032 318 10.18 1.7 0.74 0.26
poro049 1 0.064 159 10.18 1.7 0.49 0.51
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dissipation pattern can be obtained as the current implementation.
However, the new model can facilitate the assessment of wave dis-
sipation in real vegetation fields, which appears to be a more
straightforward approach.

Our modeling results have also highlighted the relevance of porosity
effects in flood-risk assessment. Essentially, flooding risks are related to
both maximum water level and incident wave height. Our modeling
results show that both are influenced by vegetation porosity, especially
when vegetation density (ϕ) is high. Interestingly, there seems to be a
trade-off related to the construction of dense vegetation fields for
nature-based coastal defense. On one hand, the low porosity (high ϕ)
induces wave reflection. Thus, it reduces the wave energy flux passing a
vegetation field, and indirectly promotes its wave-reduction efficiency.
On the other hand, the low porosity may cause local increases of the
maximum water level due to wave run-up, which is highly undesirable
for flood defense. A general management implication that can be de-
rived from these results is that it is important to include the vegetation-

porosity effect when designing nature-based coastal-defense projects,
and well-defined design conditions should be regarded as a prerequisite
to optimize the wave-damping capacity of vegetation without causing
large increases of the maximum water level.

Our results further show that inertia force can be important when
wave nonlinearity is high in dense vegetation field (high ϕ) (Figs. 11
and 12). Due to the asymmetric wave orbital velocity in shallow coastal
vegetation areas, inertial force leads to negative energy dissipation that
reduces the wave-damping capacity of vegetation. The effect of inertia
force is small when the vegetation is not dense enough (say ϕ < 0.2),
and it increases gradually with vegetation density as indicated by
Fig. 12. This probably explains why the effect of inertia force is often
regarded negligible in previous studies (Maza et al., 2015). Our results
show that neglecting the inertia effect may lead to overestimation of the
wave-damping capacity of high-density vegetation fields. However, due
to the reduced wave-energy transmission in vegetation areas, porosity
effects can compensate for the negative energy dissipation induced by

Fig. 12. Spatial distribution of Hs in tests that include or exclude porosity and/or inertia effects. The top three panels show tests with different porosity. The bottom
panel shows the model setup with tested vegetation located on a slope at x= 11.5 to 15. The still wave level is at y= 0.
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inertia effects. The overall wave damping is enhanced when both in-
ertia and porosity effects are considered, as compared to common si-
mulations in previous modeling studies with neither effect.

Besides the inclusion of the additional inertia and porosity effects in
the SWASH model, the strengths of the vegetation model in SWASH also
lie in its computational efficiency, open-source nature, and capacity to
model a variety of other processes like wave breaking, infragravity
waves, suspended sediment transport, overtopping (Rijnsdorp et al.,
2014; Suzuki et al., 2017; Zijlema et al., 2011). These processes ensure
good representation of waves over vegetation fields and possibilities of
conducting more comprehensive modeling studies including, e.g., nu-
trient loading and sediment dynamics. Compared to the SWAN vege-
tation module that can only handle narrow-banded random waves
(Suzuki et al., 2012), the current model does not depend on the wave
spectrum shape, as it is a time-domain model and wave dissipation is
calculated at each time step. Therefore, the current model can calculate
wave dissipation under any wave spectrum shape. Additionally, as
mentioned above, this model automatically accounts for nonlinear ef-
fects, which is regarded as an advantage, as coastal wetlands are nor-
mally located in shallow zones with relatively strong nonlinear effects.

A few aspects of the SWASH wave-vegetation model require further
study. For example, vegetation flexibility is not included. Flexibility has
been noted as an important quality in a number of modeling studies
(Dijkstra and Uittenbogaard, 2010; Maza et al., 2013). To accurately
account for it, the model must specify the relative velocity between the
vegetation stems and water motion (Dijkstra and Uittenbogaard, 2010),
or specify the effective blade length (Luhar and Nepf, 2016). De-
termining which approach is more suitable for the SWASH model re-
quires further investigation and validation with experiments (Sanchez-
Gonzalez et al., 2011; Koftis et al., 2013). Additionally, recent studies
have shown that current-wave interaction can influence the wave-

dissipation rate in vegetation fields (Hu et al., 2014; Losada et al.,
2016). As the SWASH model is based on nonlinear shallow-water
equations, it can directly account for current-wave interactions, but
proper simulations require more measuring data of the in-canopy flow
field and insights on the vegetation drag coefficient in combined wave-
current conditions. Finally, one should be cautious about the number of
vertical layers applied in a simulation. A one-layer application may lead
to large errors in cases with submerged vegetation and short waves. In
these cases, multiple vertical layers should be applied. As the SWASH
model can specify a non-equidistant layer distribution, users can define
the layer thickness according to the ratio between the vegetation height
and the water depth for efficient and accurate modeling.

In summary, we have developed a vegetation model within the
structure of SWASH, which is an open-source non-hydrostatic wave-
flow model (http://swash.sourceforge.net/). The effects of drag force
by both vertical and horizontal vegetation cylinders, as well as inertia
force and porosity, are explicitly included in the model. This new model
is in good agreement with existing models, and it is also well validated
against experimental data. The three new aspects we have identified
have been demonstrated to be important, especially in dense vegetation
fields. Thus, this new model offers an efficient and robust tool to
quantify wave propagation and maximum water levels in coastal wet-
lands, and has great potential to serve nature-based coastal-defense
projects, e.g., “Building with Nature” (Borsje et al., 2011; de Vriend
et al., 2015; Vuik et al., 2016). Further research is needed to improve
this model. Yet, the current model represents a solid advance toward
refined simulation of wave propagation in vegetation fields.
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Appendix. Theoretical model on wave dissipation by horizontal vegetation cylinders in shallow water

The random wave transformation model in vertical cylinders for a flat bottom by Mendez and Losada (2004) is expressed as
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where Hrms,o is the root mean square wave height at the wave boundary, x= 0.
Wave dissipation by horizontal vegetation cylinders (transverse direction to the waves), which is contributed by the work done by the drag force

acting in both the horizontal and vertical directions (Fig. 2). Thus, the time-averaged rate of energy dissipation per unit area over the entire height of
vegetation or brushwood groins in shallow water is
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where u is the horizontal wave orbital velocity,
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and w is the vertical wave orbital velocity,
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The total time-averaged rate of energy dissipation per unit area εv in regular waves is
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Using the above equation, the conservation of energy equation can be rewritten as
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Solving the linear differential equation and assuming that the wave height at the seaward edge of the vegetation field is H0, we obtain
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where Kv is defined as the damping coefficient (Méndez and Losada, 2004) and β is:
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Following Mendez and Losada (2004), when encountering random waves with a Rayleigh distribution, the total time-averaged rate of energy
dissipation per unit area< >εv is

< > = ⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

+ + − +ε
π
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(A.11)

Finally, β̃ for the horizontal vegetation cylinders is expressed as

= + + − +
+

β
π

C b N H k kαd kαd kαd kαd
kd kd kd

˜ 1
3

sinh ( ) 3 sinh( ) cosh ( ) 3 cosh( ) 2
{sinh(2 ) 2 } sinh( )D v v rms o,

3 3

(A.12)

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coastaleng.2019.03.011.
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