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Abstract 

The hybrid system consisting of floating breakwater and point absorber wave 

energy converters provides a promising solution for shoreline protection and wave 

power generation. In the hybrid system, the breakwater plays an important role in 

protecting the sheltered area on the lee side and focusing high waves for better energy 

harvesting on the weather side. To improve the wave attenuation and focusing 

performance, a twin-breakwater consisting of a pair of parallel parabolic pontoons is 

proposed. Based on the potential flow theory of linear waves, the influences of gap 

width and connection method applied between the two pontoons are studied in the 

frequency domain, with an emphasis on the so-called critical mode around which both 

wave attenuation and focusing could be improved. Results show that the rigidly 

connected twin-breakwater is superior to the unconnected twin-breakwater with the 

same configuration in both wave attenuation and focusing. A second critical mode with 

lower frequency is also found under particular gap width, providing a potential for the 

defense of long waves. An optimal attenuation could be obtained by applying a proper 

gap width. 

Keywords: parabolic twin-breakwaters; wave energy; wave attenuation; wave focusing 

1. Introduction 

Wave power [1] is one of the most promising marine renewable energy resources 

[2][3] due to its vast capacity, high energy density, and predictability [4][5]. The 

exploitation of wave energy is in an early stage [6]. Commercial use is challenged by 

the high costs in design, installation, operation, and maintenance [7] and the difficulties 

in grid connection [8]. Integrating wave energy converters (WECs) [9]-[11] on a 

breakwater [12] to form a hybrid system has been proposed as a feasible way to help 

reduce the cost [13]. An exemplary commercial project is the Mutriku wave power plant 

[14] in the Bay of Biscay in Basque Country, Spain. 16 air chambers are set up in a 

                                                   

*Corresponding author 

E-mail addresses: jinpeng@scut.edu.cn (P. Jin) 

mailto:jinpeng@scut.edu.cn


 

 

hollowed rubble mound breakwater functioned as oscillating water columns (OWCs) 

[15]-[17] and the plant is sufficient to power 250 households. Besides, in theoretical 

works such as Zheng et al. [18], Zheng et al. [19], Zhang et al. [20], Zhao et al. [21], 

Saeidtehrani et al. [22], and Cheng et al. [23], breakwater-WEC hybrid systems were 

evident to have better efficiency compared to the same WEC operating independently, 

making the use of wave power more cost-effective. 

Among the various breakwater-WEC hybrid systems, one kind [24] consisting of 

point absorber wave energy converters (PAWECs) [25] deployed on the weather side 

of a floating pontoon breakwater has been reported to have several benefits. First, 

PAWECs have high energy conversion efficiency [26] and are easy to be arranged [27]. 

Second, compared with fixed breakwater, floating breakwater can be used in deep water 

regions, where wave energy density is much higher [28]. Third, PAWECs and floating 

breakwater have compatible functions and can benefit each other in a hybrid system. 

The presence of PAWECs blocks the direct wave impact on the floating breakwater and 

slightly reinforces its wave attenuation performance to offer a better shelter for the 

posterior infrastructures to be protected [20]. The presence of the floating breakwater 

influences the surrounding wave field to formulate a better energy harvesting 

environment for the PAWECs by focusing high waves [29][30]. Due to these 

advantages, such a hybrid system has recently become an active research area. Zhang 

et al. [20], Zhao et al. [31], Zhao and Ning [32], Reabroy et al. [33], Chen et al. [34], 

Zhang et al. [35], and Zhao et al. [36] studied hybrid systems containing a breakwater 

and a PAWEC, whereas Ning et al. [37], Zhao et al. [38], Tay [39], Zhang et al. [40]  

and Cheng et al. [41] studied hybrid systems containing a breakwater and an array of 

PAWECs. In most of these works, linear potential flow theory was applied to carry out 

a parametric study. The main concern was the influence of geometric factors such as 

the distance between the PAWECs and the breakwater on the hydrodynamic 

performance, power performance, and attenuation performance of the system. 

In the above floating pontoon breakwater-PAWEC hybrid systems, the 

breakwater’s functions are (1) keeping violent waves from relatively vulnerable 

infrastructures and (2) reflecting and focusing high waves for the PAWECs. In this 

sense, the breakwater is expected to have both good wave attenuation and focusing 

performance [29]. A lot of work has been done on the improvement of wave attenuation 

of a single floating pontoon. These methods could be roughly categorized into two 

groups. The first method is attaching auxiliaries such as trusses [42], porous plates [43], 

and nets [44] to the pontoons to dissipate incident wave energy by creating turbulence 

and vortices. The second method is to change the dimensions of a pontoon. The most 

effective way is enlarging the draft, which is particularly useful in dealing with 

relatively long waves [29]. Some works enlarge the draft of part of the pontoon instead 

of the entire. For instance, Zhang et al. [45] used a triangle-baffle-shaped bottom. 

Enlarging the width of a pontoon is another approach [29], although it is not as effective 

as enlarging the draft in most cases. Studies were working on changing the shape of the 

traditional rectangular pontoon as well, such as in refs. [29][46]-[48]. 

Due to the construction limits of a single large pontoon, a multi-pontoon design is 



 

 

also applied. Dong et al. [49] compared a single-pontoon and a double-pontoon with 

the same width by experiment and showed that the double-pontoon was better in 

reducing wave height. Williams et al. [50] investigated a pair of long floating pontoon 

breakwaters of rectangular section, and found that “the wave reflection properties of 

the structures depend strongly on their width, draft and spacing, and the mooring line 

stiffnesses, while their excess buoyancy is of lesser importance.” Similarly, Ning et al. 

[51] compared the performance of a single-pontoon breakwater and a dual-pontoon 

breakwater. They found that the width of the gap between the pontoons was crucial to 

the performance of the system. And the effective frequency range of the dual-pontoon 

breakwater wherein the transmission coefficient was smaller than 0.5 was wider than 

that of the single-pontoon breakwater. Ji et al. [52] proposed an innovative breakwater 

containing a pair of rectangular pontoons and meshes in between. It was compared with 

three other breakwaters and found to have the best wave attenuation performance. 

Configurations using more than two pontoons were also proposed. Guo et al. [53] found 

that in a triple-pontoon breakwater-WEC system, the width and draft of the front 

pontoon and the distance between the front pontoon and the middle pontoon had quite 

limited effect on the wave attenuation performance. Peng et al. [54] experimentally 

investigated the performance of a hybrid system consisting of a triple-pontoon 

breakwater-WEC and a fixed breakwater. Wave overtopping and breaking were 

observed on the top of the triple-pontoon and the hybrid system was proved effective 

in attenuating moderate and long waves. Zhao et al. [55] studied a multi-pontoon 

system with up to six pontoons and found that the wave attenuation performance in a 

multi-pontoon was superior compared with a single-pontoon. Zhang et al. [56] 

proposed a periodic array of caisson breakwater equipped with WECs and found that 

multiple-order propagating waves play an important role in both wave energy extraction 

and wave attenuation. 

Compared to the rich work on the wave attenuation performance of a floating 

pontoon breakwater, its wave focusing performance is rarely mentioned. Zhang and 

Ning [57] proposed a design of several parabolic walls opening toward the weather side. 

Inspired by Zhang and Ning [30], Ren et al. [29] proposed a parabolic arc breakwater. 

Its superior wave attenuation and focusing performance were demonstrated and a 

critical frequency around which a much better attenuation could be achieved was 

observed. Mayon et al. [58] investigated the influence of a parabolic breakwater on a 

cylindrical OWC. Results show that both the efficiency and wave energy capture 

bandwidth are enhanced. Zhang et al. [40] used a large box-type pontoon to influence 

the wave field on the weather side of the breakwater and deployed WECs at several 

different locations to compare the power performance. The optimal deployment of the 

WEC array was also obtained based on the pattern of the focused wave field. 

Although the wave attenuation performance of a multi-pontoon has been 

demonstrated, little is known about its wave focusing performance, particularly the 

influence of several key factors that are not available in a single-pontoon configuration. 

The novelties of this study are two folded. First, inspired by the work of Ren et al. [29], 

a parabolic pontoon twin-breakwater is proposed. Second, the wave attenuation and 



 

 

focusing performance of the twin-breakwater is investigated, including the influences 

of the gap width and the connection method between the pontoons.  

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the mathematical model 

and a brief description of wave attenuation and focusing criteria are given. In Section 

3, the influence of the gap width between the unconnected pontoons on its performance 

is studied. In Section 4, the influence of the gap width between the rigidly connected 

twin-breakwater on its performance is studied. In Section 5, a comparison between the 

connection methods is carried out. The conclusions are drawn in Section 6. 

2. Methodology 

2.1 Parallel twin-breakwater 

As shown in Fig. 1, two parabolic pontoon breakwaters with the same dimensions 

are parallelly placed, denoted as BW#1 and BW#2. The pontoon geometry is defined 

by the chord length l, the uniform width w, the focal distance f, and the draft d. The 

distance between the two pontoons is denoted as the gap width wgap. Moorings are not 

taken into account for the simplicity of the problem, as in ref. [20]. The water depth is 

denoted as h. Regular waves travel in the positive x-direction with a unit amplitude A 

and an angular frequency ω. In ref. [29], a parabolic pontoon with w=1 m, l=20 m, d=3 

m, and f=10 m proved effective in both wave attenuation and focusing. Thereby in this 

study, the same layout is employed. 

 

(a) 3D sketch 

    
(b) top view                         (c) side view 

Fig. 1 Sketch of the parabolic twin-breakwater 



 

 

2.2 Hydrodynamics 

Interactions between waves and the twin-breakwater are simulated using the open-

source code HAMS developed by Liu [59], incorporating an open-source package of 

free surface Green function [60]. The hydrodynamic fundamentals are similar to that in 

ref. [29]. This code is based on the linear wave theory. The fluid is assumed to be 

incompressible, inviscid, and the flow is irrotational, and the governing equation in the 

entire fluid domain is the Laplace equation: 

 
2 0 =  (1) 

The total velocity potential ϕ satisfies the following boundary conditions on the 

free surface Sf, the wet body surface Sb, and the seabed Sd (Fig. 1a): 
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where Vn is the normal component of the fluid velocity on the wet body surface Sb. The 

total velocity potential can be decomposed into three parts: 

 I D R   = + +  (3) 

where ϕI is the incident velocity potential, ϕD is the diffraction velocity potential, and 

ϕR is the total radiation velocity potential. The problem can be solved in the frequency 

domain numerically by the Boundary Element Method using the open-source code 

HAMS. For a wave propagating in the positive x-direction, the incident potential is [29] 
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where i2=(-1). g is the acceleration of gravity. k is the wave number. ϕR can be written 

as follow: 
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where j is the motion response and Rj is the radiation potential in the jth motion mode 

of the twin-breakwater system oscillating with unit amplitude, respectively. N=1 while 

the two breakwaters are rigidly connected and N=2 while they are not connected. 

The matrix form equation of motion can be written as:  
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where M is the mass matrices, A is the add mass matrices, B is the radiation damping 

matrices, and Ks is the hydrostatic stiffness matrices of the twin-breakwater system. Fe 

is the wave excitation force, and  is the motion response. 

The complex surface elevation η can be obtained by: 
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2.3 Performance criteria 

For short incident waves, since the wave energy mainly concentrates on the water 

surface, it is easy for a floating breakwater to reflect the waves and protect the lee side. 

For incident waves with longer wavelengths, on the one hand, the waves would more 

easily pass through under a floating breakwater compared with the shorter waves. On 

the other hand, a floating breakwater will have a large motion response when it interacts 

with long waves, which may also induce a rise in wave height on the lee side. These are 

the main reasons why it is difficult for floating breakwaters to resist longer waves. 

The wave attenuation and focusing performance criteria that have been established 

in ref [29] and are briefly introduced here for completeness. The deployment zone for 

the PAWECs and the protection zone for the protected infrastructures are shown in Fig. 

2. 4141 (101 × 41) wave gauges are deployed in each zone. The discrete measurements 

by the gauges are fitted as a distribution of wave amplitude. In the deployment zone, 

the wave amplitude distribution illustrates the focal regions of high waves. An 

amplification factor a defined as the ratio of greatest amplitude to incident wave 

amplitude is also used to characterize the maximum wave focusing effect. In the 

protection zone, the average wave amplitude Aa is computed by taking the mean value 

of the wave amplitudes measured by the 4141 wave gauges. For the protection 

performance, the wave amplitude distribution and the average wave amplitude Aa are 

used to characterize both macroscopic and detailed features of the attenuation 

performance. More details about the performance criteria could be referred to ref [29]. 

 

Fig. 2 Deployment zone and protection zone 

3. Influence of gap width: unconnected pontoons 

Here the two pontoons are unconnected and can oscillate in 6-DOF independently. 



 

 

Five twin-breakwaters with wgap=0, 2.0, 4.0, 6.0, 8.0 m are simulated. The water depth 

is h=15 m. The incident waves are from 0.1 rad/s to 3.5 rad/s with an increment of 0.01 

rad/s. Fig. 3(a) shows that the incident waves from 0.1 rad/s to approximately 1.5 rad/s 

almost totally penetrate the twin-breakwaters, revealed by an average wave amplitude 

being around 1. For incident waves from approximately 2 rad/s to 3.5 rad/s, the 

attenuation performance of the twin-breakwaters becomes better as the incident 

frequency increases, and the average wave amplitude shows a general descending trend 

with fluctuations. On the one hand, as the fluctuations for different gap widths are 

different, they are likely caused by the complex diffraction induced by using two 

parallel breakwaters. On the other hand, one can find that the wave amplitude in the 

deployment zone is not uniformly distributed (Fig. 4). While some part in the 

deployment zone has large or small wave amplitudes, the calculated average wave 

amplitude is also influenced by the uneven distribution. 

Similar to the findings in ref. [29], a particular frequency denoted as the critical 

frequency ωc and the corresponding local minimum of wave amplitude denoted as the 

critical amplitude Ac could also be observed. The attenuation performance in the narrow 

band around the critical frequency is significantly improved. Such critical character is 

expected to be detected and applied. The critical frequencies ωc for the unconnected 

twin-breakwaters with wgap=0, 2, 4, 6, and 8 m are 1.68, 1.70, 1.70, 1.70, and 1.72 rad/s, 

respectively. 
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(b) critical frequency and critical amplitude of five unconnected twin-breakwaters 

Fig. 3 Influence of gap width between the unconnected pontoons on wave attenuation 

and focusing performance 



 

 

Results of the critical frequency and critical amplitude of the five unconnected 

twin-breakwaters are displayed in Fig. 3 (b). As the gap width increases from 0 to 8.0 

m, the critical frequency slightly increases from 1.68 rad/s to 1.72 rad/s. On the one 

hand, this trend against the overall width is opposite to the findings in ref [29] that, for 

a single parabolic breakwater, an increase in width slightly decreases the critical 

frequency. The critical frequency is preferred lower for a potential dealing with longer 

waves. However, one cannot reduce the critical frequency of an unconnected twin-

breakwater by increasing the gap width. On the other hand, the small change in the 

critical frequency despite a large difference in the gap width indicates that gap width 

has quite a limited effect on the critical frequency. Fig. 3 (b) also shows that as the gap 

width increases, the critical amplitude first decreases and then increases, and there is a 

minimum. Among the five cases, the minimum (0.301 m) occurs while wgap=4 m, which 

is only 57.4% of that (0.524 m) while wgap=8 m. Such a considerable reduction in the 

critical amplitude makes it worthwhile to search for the minimum by properly tuning 

the gap width. And the trifling variation of the critical frequency prevents an 

undesirable large increase. 

The wave amplitude distributions in the protection zone at the critical frequency 

for each of the five unconnected twin-breakwaters are shown in Fig. 4. For a breakwater 

in 2D, a transmission coefficient of 0.5 is widely used as a criterion for effective 

attenuation. In this study of a breakwater in 3D, a modified version of the criteria is 

applied. The region where the amplitude is less than 0.5 m is regarded as an effective 

attenuation region [61], as shown by the contour lines in Fig. 4. Further, the region 

where the amplitude is less than 0.25 m is regarded as a prominent attenuation region 

and marked in Fig. 4 as well. The effective and prominent attenuation regions are 

preferred to be large with a regular shape for the convenience of placing infrastructures. 

From Fig. 3 (b) and Fig. 4, the area of effective attenuation region could be roughly 

reflected by the critical amplitude, i.e., smaller critical amplitude refers to a larger 

effective attenuation region. While wgap=8.0 m, the effective attenuation region is the 

smallest, corresponding to the largest critical amplitude. The large effective attenuation 

regions for wgap=2.0, 4.0, and 6.0 m are reflected by the corresponding small critical 

amplitude. The above findings indicate that the critical amplitude could be used for a 

primary estimation of attenuation performance. However, the shape of the effective 

attenuation region is not always reflected by the critical amplitude. As in the 

comparison between the wgap=0 and wgap=8.0 m cases, the effective attenuation region 

of the wgap=8.0 m case is smaller but the shape is more regular. Thereby the shape of 

the effective attenuation region has to be examined case by case. The prominent 

attenuation region could also be roughly characterized by the critical amplitude. While 

wgap=2.0, 4.0, 6.0 m, a large prominent attenuation region could be found around the x-

axis. The wgap=4.0 m case has the best attenuation performance among the five. 
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(a) wgap=0, =1.68 rad/s 
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(b) wgap=2.0 m, =1.70 rad/s           (c) wgap=4.0 m, =1.70 rad/s 
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(d) wgap=6.0 m, =1.70 rad/s           (e) wgap=8.0 m, =1.72 rad/s 

Fig. 4 Wave amplitude distribution in the protection zone of the unconnected twin-

breakwaters under the critical frequency 

The wave amplitude distributions in the development zone at the critical frequency 

for each of the five unconnected twin-breakwaters are shown in Fig. 5. The regions 

where the amplitude is greater than 2 m are circled and regarded as the high amplitude 

region as was done in ref [29]. The amplification factor a is also given. The reason for 

the amplification effect shown in Fig. 5 could be that a greater amount of wave energy 

is channeled by the parabolic wall to the centerline of the domain. A high amplitude 

region is preferred to be large with a regular shape to deploy larger or more PAWECs. 

Fig. 5 shows that gap width has a great influence on the wave focusing performance of 

an unconnected twin-breakwater. In general, the increase of gap width first improves 

and then worsens the wave focusing performance. An optimal wave focusing 

performance could be obtained for some gap width. While wgap=0 and 8.0 m, there is 

no high amplitude region. While wgap=2.0 m and wgap=4.0 m, elliptical high amplitude 

regions appear, with an amplification factor up to 2.37. When wgap=6.0 m, the high 

amplitude region shrinks to a small sectorial area. The high amplitude region could also 

be roughly reflected by the critical amplitude. Lower critical amplitude refers to a larger 



 

 

high amplitude region and amplification factor. Note that the location of the high 

amplitude region is closer to the opening wall as the gap width increases, posing an 

advantage while using the breakwater as an installation foundation for the WECs. 

-50 -40 -30 -20 -10 0

-10

-8

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

8

10

Wave amplitude A (m)  wgap=0 m  =1.68 rad/s

y 
(m

)

x (m)

0.00

0.75

1.50

2.25

3.00

 

(a) wgap=0, =1.68 rad/s 
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(b) wgap=2.0 m, =1.70 rad/s          (c) wgap=4.0 m, =1.70 rad/s 
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(d) wgap=6.0 m, =1.70 rad/s          (e) wgap=8.0 m, =1.72 rad/s 

Fig. 5 Wave amplitude distribution in the deployment zone of the unconnected twin-

breakwaters under the critical frequency 

4. Influence of gap width: rigid connection between the pontoons  

Here the two pontoons are rigidly connected. The other parameters are the same 

as those in Section 3. Fig. 6 shows that for a rigidly connected twin-breakwater, the 

critical nature also exists. Besides, while wgap=4.0, 6.0, 8.0 m, a second dramatic drop 

of amplitude appears at an even lower frequency, denoted as the second critical 

frequency ωsc and the second critical amplitude Asc, respectively. In the following 

analysis, the features of the first and the second critical frequency are investigated. 
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Fig. 6 Average amplitude in waves of five rigidly connected twin-breakwaters 

4.1 First critical mode 

Fig. 7(a) compares the first critical frequency and critical amplitude of the five 

rigidly connected twin-breakwaters. The critical frequency fluctuates between 1.58 

rad/s and 1.70 rad/s as the gap width changes, showing no monotonic trend. This is 

mainly due to an extraordinary point that appears while wgap=2.0 m. If it is not 

considered, the critical frequency first decreases and then increases, but the influence 

of gap width is quite small, similar to that in the unconnected twin-breakwaters. A 

minimum of the critical amplitude could be obtained while a proper gap width is chosen. 

In the present cases, the minimum (0.224 m) is obtained while wgap=6.0 m, which is 

41.51% lower than that (0.383 m) in the wgap=0 case. Note that the minimum critical 

frequency and critical amplitude could be obtained for the same gap width, showing an 

advantage in the defense of long waves. 
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Fig. 7 Critical frequency and critical amplitude of five rigidly connected twin-

breakwaters 

The wave amplitude distributions in the protection zone at the first critical 

frequency for each of the five rigidly connected twin-breakwaters are shown in Fig. 8. 

Similar to that of the unconnected twin-breakwater, the areas of the effective attenuation 

region and the prominent attenuation region of a rigidly connected twin-breakwater can 



 

 

be reflected by the critical amplitude, whereas their shapes still need further 

examination. Note that in the comparisons between the wgap=4.0 m and wgap=8.0 m 

cases, the critical amplitudes are approximately equal. The wgap=8.0 m case has larger 

effective attenuation and prominent attenuation regions, but its prominent region is 

separated into two smaller ones, which may limit its use compared with the entire piece 

in the wgap=4.0 m case. While wgap=6.0 m, the protection zone is all an effective 

attenuation region and its prominent attenuation region is a large and entire piece, 

revealing the best attenuation performance in the five cases. 
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(b) wgap=2.0 m, =1.70 rad/s          (c) wgap=4.0 m, =1.69 rad/s 
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(d) wgap=6.0 m, =1.58 rad/s          (e) wgap=8.0 m, =1.59 rad/s 

Fig. 8 Wave amplitude distribution in the protection zone of the rigidly connected 

twin-breakwaters under the critical frequency 

The wave amplitude distributions in the development zone at the first critical 

frequency for each of the five rigidly connected twin-breakwaters are shown in Fig. 9. 

From Fig. 7 to Fig. 9, it is interesting that high wave focusing performance and high 

wave attenuation performance do not completely correspond to a rigidly connected 

twin-breakwater. For example, the wgap=2.0 m case has the worst attenuation 

performance but the largest high amplitude region and amplification factor; the 



 

 

wgap=4.0 m and wgap=8.0 m cases have nearly the same critical amplitude but different 

focusing performance; the wgap=6.0 m case has the best attenuation performance but a 

mediocre focusing performance. Without considering the wgap=2.0 m case, as the gap 

width increases, the area of the high amplitude region shrinks but the amplification 

factor increases. Similar to an unconnected twin-breakwater, a rigidly connected twin-

breakwater with a positive gap width has its high amplitude region adjacent to the 

opening wall. 
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(b) wgap=2.0 m, =1.59 rad/s          (c) wgap=4.0 m, =1.59 rad/s 
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(d) wgap=6.0 m, =1.58 rad/s          (e) wgap=8.0 m, =1.59 rad/s 

Fig. 9 Wave amplitude distribution in the deployment zone of the rigidly connected 

twin-breakwaters under the critical frequency 

4.2 Second critical mode 

The second critical frequency ωsc and critical amplitude Asc of the wgap=4.0, 6.0, 

8.0 m rigidly connected twin-breakwaters are shown in Fig. 10. They both increase as 

the gap width increases. Note that the second critical frequency of the wgap=4.0 m case 

is 0.69 rad/s, indicating that the rigidly connected twin-breakwater has the potential to 



 

 

defend long waves using the second critical mode. 
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Fig. 10 Second critical frequency and critical amplitude of three rigidly connected 

twin-breakwaters 

The wave amplitude distributions in the development zone and protection zone at 

the second critical frequency for the wgap=4.0 m rigidly connected twin-breakwater are 

examined in Fig. 11. In the protection zone, an effective attenuation region could be 

found about 15 m behind the breakwater. This region is quite large and has a regular 

shape. In the deployment zone, no high amplitude region is found. Adjacent to the 

opening wall, a low amplitude region exists. These results show that while using the 

second critical mode for the defense of long waves, the attenuation performance could 

be satisfactory but the focusing performance might be sacrificed. 
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(a) in the deployment zone               (b) in the protection zone 

Fig. 11 Wave amplitude distribution in the deployment zone and protection zone of 

the wgap=4 m rigidly connected twin-breakwater at the second critical frequency 

5. Discussion on the connection method 

In Section 3 and Section 4, the influence of gap width on the performance of 

unconnected and rigidly connected twin-breakwaters are respectively analyzed. In this 

section, a discussion on the connection method is addressed, with an emphasis on the 

performance difference it arouses. The comparative results of average wave amplitude 

for each pair of unconnected and rigidly connected twin-breakwaters with the same gap 

width are presented in Fig. 12. In most frequencies, the rigidly connected twin-

breakwater is better in wave attenuation. 
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(a) wgap=2.0 m and wgap=4.0 m          (b) wgap=6.0 m and wgap=8.0 m 

Fig. 12 Average amplitude Aa in waves of each pair of unconnected and rigidly 

connected twin-breakwaters 

From Fig. 3 (b) and Fig. 7, given a gap width, both the critical frequency and 

critical amplitude of the rigidly connected twin-breakwater are lower. In the 

unconnected twin-breakwaters, the trends of the critical frequency and critical 

amplitude against the gap width do not coordinate. The critical frequency slightly 

increases whereas the critical amplitude first decreases and then increases as the gap 

width increases. In contrast, these trends of the rigidly connected twin-breakwater 

coordinate well if the wgap=2.0 m case is not considered. Such coordination creates an 

advantage that by fine-tuning, the minimum critical frequency and critical amplitude 

could be achieved simultaneously. Comparing Fig. 4 and Fig. 8, given a gap width, the 

areas of the effective and prominent attenuation regions of the rigidly connected twin-

breakwater are both larger. Comparing Fig. 5 and Fig. 9, the area of the high amplitude 

region and the amplification factor of the rigidly connected twin-breakwater are also 

larger. 

According to the above results, from the point of view of either wave attenuation 

or focusing, a rigid connection should be applied. One more thing that should be 

considered is that the wave attenuation and focusing performance of the rigidly 

connected twin-breakwater do not always coordinate, which does not happen to the 

unconnected twin-breakwater. The prominent attenuation region splits under some gap 

width. The high amplitude region gradually shrinks but the amplification factor 

increases as the gap width increases. Such incoordination may bring challenges while 

tuning the breakwater, which needs to be examined case by case. In the present 

configuration, the wgap=6.0 m rigidly connected twin-breakwater has both optimal wave 

attenuation and focusing performance. 

For both kinds of twin-breakwaters, the influence of gap width on the critical 

amplitude is much larger than on the critical frequency. One can focus on finding the 

minimum amplitude by changing the gap width without disturbing the corresponding 

critical frequency seriously. 



 

 

6. Conclusion 

A parabolic pontoon twin-breakwater is presented. The wave and breakwater 

interactions are modeled based on the potential linear theory in the frequency domain. 

The influences of the gap width and connection method between the two pontoons on 

the wave attenuation and focusing performance are investigated. The major conclusions 

are as follows. 

(1) For an unconnected twin-breakwater, as the gap width increases, its critical 

frequency increases. A minimal critical amplitude could be obtained if a proper gap 

width is chosen. The wave focusing performance roughly coordinates with the wave 

attenuation performance, i.e., the best focusing and attenuation could be achieved 

simultaneously. 

(2) For a rigidly connected twin-breakwater, as the gap width increases, if some 

particular value is not considered, both the critical frequency and critical amplitude first 

decrease and then increase. Their trends coordinate well. The minimal critical 

frequency and amplitude could be achieved simultaneously, posing an advantage in 

wave attenuation under proper tuning. The focusing performance does not coordinate 

well with the attenuation performance, but the deviation is not large. 

(3) A second critical frequency occurs for some particular gap width of the rigidly 

connected twin-breakwater, showing potential in the defense of long waves. 

(4) For both the unconnected and rigidly connected twin-breakwaters, the 

influence of gap width on the critical amplitude is much larger than on the critical 

frequency. One can focus on finding the minimum amplitude by changing the gap width 

without disturbing the corresponding critical frequency seriously. And the high 

amplitude region is closer to the opening for a larger gap width, posing an advantage in 

using the breakwater as an installation foundation. 

(5) Under the same layout, a rigidly connected twin-breakwater is superior in both 

wave attenuation and focusing thereby being preferred. 
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