
II 

FEB-15-2007 10:08 P.02 

REVIEW OF THE APPLICATION OF THE NUMERICAL MODEL 
"ADCmC" FOR STORM SURGE PREDICTIONS IN THE 

NEW ORLEANSt LA VICINITY 

January 31, 2004 

Report Prepared For: 

New Orleans District 
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers 

New Orleans~ LA 

Report Prepared By: 

Technical Review Committee: 1- .5 
".,.('v 

Robert G. Dean 
Mark Powell 

Robert O. Reid 

v(. pl~, ?;~'" .J 
, , f.il <,pc-'" , ! ..,. v- {;I < <..9- J-

iff\-

., 
/j \ J 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

FEB-15-2007 10:08 

REVIEW OF THE APPLICATION OF THE NUMERICAL MODEL 
"ADCmC" FOR STORM SURGE PREDICTIONS IN mE 

NEW ORLEANS, LA VICINITY 

1.0 Introduction 

1.1 Background 

This report presents the results of a four year effort to improve and assess the 
capability of the long wave numerical model "ADvanced CIRCulation" (ADCIRC) 
to predict storm surges in that part of Louisiana and Mississippi south of Baton 
Rouge with a specific focus on stonn surges in Lake Pontchartrain, levees 
surrounding New Orleans, and waterways within its vicinity. This effort was 
sponsored by the New Orleans District of the U. S. Anny Corps of Engineers 
(USACE). The ADCIRC modeling was carried out by Professors Joannes J. 
Westerink of Notre Dame University and Richard A. Luettich, Jr. of the University 
of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, the two developers of the model. Logistics, 
infonnation resources and guidance were provided by Staff of the New Orleans 
District of USACE, notably Mr. Jay Combe, Dr. Harley Winer, Dr. Hasan 
Pourtaheri (now with the Wilmington District of the Corps), Mr. Vann Stutts, Mr. 
Burnell Thibodeaux and many others. Technical oversight was provided by the 
Authors of this report who were appointed by the Corps to serve on this effort as a 
Technical Review Committee (Hereinafter, TRC). 

The motivation for this effort is the question of whether the Lake Pontchartrain and 
other levees are of adequate elevation to protect the City of New Orleans and 
vicinity from stonn surges associated with severe hurricanes, and if not, what 
changes are required. To address this question, the New Orleans District decided in 
Spring of 2000 to carry out investigations of the capabilities of the state-of-the-art 
numerical long wave model ADCIRC (about version 40) by the developers of this 
model with the TRC serving as an independent advisory and evaluation committee. 
The charge to TRC encompassed only a portion of the overall design chain required 
to determine potential storm surge elevations and arrive at a decision as to whether 
or not the Lake Pontchartrain levees and other levees are of sufficient elevation. The 
following paragraphs discuss the overall components leading to such a design 
detennination and delineate the elements on which recommendations by the TRC 
were requested. 

The overall detennination of whether the Lake Pontchartrian and other levees are 
of adequate elevation depends on a number of factors, including: (l) Design storm 
surge calculations (2) Hurricane statistics, (3) Wave runup. (4) Levee crest 
elevations relative to an appropriate datum including effects of regional and local 
subsidence, and (5) Possible non-technical issues. The responsibilities of the TRC 
are limited further to a subset of the issues relating to the design surge calculations 
as discussed below. 
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The overall components which influence the design surge calculations include: (1) 
Accuracy and uncertainty in joint surge and tide calculations for a given hurricane 
structure, intensity. path, and time oflandfall, (2) Accuracy and uncertainty of the 
model used for representing the wind and pressure structure, (3) Statistics of the 
parameters governing the hurricane model, (4) Method of accounting for the 
hurricane statistics [Joint Probability Method (JPM) or Empirical Simulation 
Technique (EST)]. The TRC responsibility is only in the first item although we do 
address Item 2 and include discussion of some of the other items. As will be evident, 
developing an assessment of the accuracy of the ADCIRC model in predicting stonn 
surges involves both evaluation of computation results and judgment. 

To the best of our knowledge, this comprehensive effort to develop/calibrate and 
evaluate a numerical storm surge model is unprecedented in its scope and level of 
effort. 

1.2 The Process 

In general, the process included refmementlcalibrationldevelopment of ADCIRC 
through further consideration of the governing physics and comparison with data 
from two hurricanes, Betsy (l965) and Andrew (1992). This phase was conducted 
using the Planetary Boundary Layer (PBL) model for wind and barometric 
pressure forcing. Following this phase, the model was fixed and production runs 
were conducted with the hurricanes listed in Table 1.1. The production runs also 
included wind and barometric pressure forcing of Hurricanes Betsy, Isidore and Lili 
based on the NOAA Hurricane Research Division (HRD) methodology for 
producing gridded wind and barometric fields from available data for the 
particular hurricane. 

Table 1.1 
Summary of Hurricanes Included in Effort, Their Roles 

(Calibration andlor Production Runs) and Characteristics of Wind Fields 

Hurricane Calibration (C) Wind Fields 
and/or Production (P) Employed 

Unnamed (1947) (P) PBL 
Audrey (1957) (P) PBL 
Hilda (1964) (P) PBL 
Betsy (1965) (C) & (P) PBL&HRD 

Camille (1969) (P) PBL 
Edith (1971) (P) PBL 

Carmen (1974) (P) PBL 
Andrew (1992) (C) & (P) PBL 
Georges (1998) (P) PBL 
Isidore (2002) (P) PBL&HRD 

Lili (2002) (P) PBL&HRD 
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The Modelers produced hydro graphs for locations of standard Corps of Engineers and 
other agencies gages which included measured and calculated surge histories. These were 
inspected to identify significant peak surges which were then subjected to statistical 
analyses to evaluate the ADCIRC model using PBL and HRD forcing and to establish a 
basis for application of ADCIRC predictions for design using PBL forcing. 

1.3 A Look at the Future 

Future modeling improvements will undoubtedly be made to the various elements (wind 
fields, wind stress coefficients, wave setup, etc) on which the surge predictions depend. 
Additionally, with time, the historical hurricane statistical data base will be enhanced and 
subsidence issues will be clarified/updated. At some stage in the future, it would be 
appropriate to repeat the effort here including the follow on design calculations based on 
model and data base improvements. 

1.4 Bibliography 

A bibliography comprising papers and reports related to storm surges is presented as 
Section 8 of this report. Although only a small number of these documents are cited 
directly in this present report, the greater number is included for general background 
purposes. 
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2.0 Capabilities of and Improvements to ADCIRC 

2.1 Background 

When this four year project was initiated, ADCIRC included the capability of wetting and 
drying as the water level rose to exceed or fell to be less than the elevations of the 
adjacent topography. Additionally, at that stage the model had been developed over a 
number of years, was documented extensively in the peer reviewed literature as the 
references to this report will demonstrate and had undergone substantial testing. 
However, the calibration/development phase, which involved further consideration of the 
governing physics and comparisons with the measured storm surges of Hurricanes Betsy 
(1965) and Andrew (1992) established that a nwnber of further modifications could result 
in greater realism in the model predictions. 

This section documents the modifications to ADCIRC that were carried out during the 
calibration phase and attempts to provide, where possible, the motivation for the 
modifications and discussion of improvements achieved. 

2.2 Modifications to ADCIRC During CalibrationlRefinement Phase 

The various modifications that were carried out during the design phase are presented in 
Table 2.1 and are discussed further in the following sections. 

2.2.1 Slip Boundary Condition 

The version of ADCIRC available at the commencement of this project included a "no­
slip" boundary condition at the model lateral boundaries. It was found, in cases where the 
flow being represented was in narrow waterways, that the effect of the no-slip lateral 
boundary condition tended to overly retard the overall flow. Thus, a slip lateral boundary 
condition was introduced which resulted in improved agreement between measured and 
calculated flows as well as producing a more realistic surface slope. 

2.2.2 Upstream Radiation Boundary Condition 

Comparison of measured and calculated storm surges in the Mississippi River during 
Hurricane Betsy established that in the lower reaches, the surges were quite similar; 
however with increasing upriver distances, the shape of the surges differed with the 
calculated surges characterized by a double peak in some cases.'Further examination of 
these calculated surges established that this effect was due to a reflected wave from the 
upstream model boundary. Several approaches were investigated with the final 
modification being the incorporation of a radiation condition at the upstream boundary of 
the ADCIRC model which allowed the upstream propagating surge to continue upstream 
with relatively small reflection. This significantly suppressed the reflection of the surge 
reaching the simulated location of Baton Rouge and produced much more realistic results 
at the downstream locations in the Mississippi River simulations with Hurricane Betsy 
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and Andrew forcing. The effectiveness of this boundary condition was verified further by 
comparison with results from a model domain which extended a great distance upriver. 

Table 2.J 

Summary of Various Modifications Made to ADCIRC During the Calibration Phase 

Modification Motivation for Modification 'Description of Modification 
Slip Initial no~slip lateral boundary Apply no-slip boundary 
Boundary condition tended to overly restrain condition to lateral boundaries 
Condition flow 
Upstream Initial reflection boundary condition at Radiation boundary condition 
Radiation upstream Mississippi River resulted in applied at upstream ADCIRC 
Boundary surges that differed from measured boundary to allow surge to 
Condition farther up river continue upstream through 

boundary 
Wind Stress Recognition that design winds will Adopted the Garratt wind 
Relationship exceed those included in study stress relationship with no 

calibration phase and the large ranges limitation of the maximum 
of stress relationships stress coefficient 

Land Presence of large expanses of open Development of a look-up 
Roughness water, much of which is vegetated and table for incorporation of local 
Coefficients excessive predicted blowdowns in roughness effects. 

Lake Pontchartrain. 
Under Recognition of the large reductions in Set under canopy wind stresses 
Canopy Drag stress applied to water surface for the to zero 

case of vegetation protruding through 
the water surface 

2.2.3 Wind Stress Relationships 

A significant number of wind stress relationships have been proposed and are available in 
the peer reviewed literature. Of particular interest to this effort are the wind stress 
coefficients at high wind speeds. Recent results obtained from GPS drop sondes in 
hurricanes (powell, et al, 2003) suggest that after an initial increase with wind speed to 
hurricane force, the drag coefficient levels off or even decreases with further wind speed 
increase. However, these results are applicable only over the open ocean and the authors 
caution their use near the coast where other studies in non-hurricane conditions (Anctil 
and Donelan. 1996) suggest that breaking and shoaling waves may contribute to larger 
sea surface roughness and accompanying increase in drag coefficients. Based on 
considerable sensitivity testing and evaluation, a decision was made for purposes of this 
study. to use the Garratt wind stress coefficient with no limiting stress coefficient for high 
wind speeds. 
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2.2.4 Land Roughness Coefficients 

Land roughness can be due to vegetation, buildings, levees, etc and, through increasing 
the boundary layer thickness, or through direct transfer to the roughness elements rather 
than to the water, the wind stress applied to the water surface and resulting water surface 
slopes can be reduced considerably. This issue also encompasses wind direction since 
wind directed from a heavily vegetated area will require a transition distance before 
reestablishment of the normal stress transfer mechanisms. 

During the development phase, it was recognized that the winds over land and especially. 
the offshore flow regions were depicting open ocean flow conditions which had the effect 
of much larger than observed draw-downs to the west of New Orleans during Hurricane 
Betsy. It was also recognized that some of the coastal inundation areas comprised forest 
which would impact the drag coefficient. These issues were addressed by applying a 
method in use by HRD to convert marine flow to that over open terrain. The required 
Land UselLand Cover (LULC) data were obtained by a combination of available 
information supplemented by efforts of New Orleans District personnel to improve the 
characterization of the LULC data. This information formed the basis of a look up table 
which allowed the surface roughness to be characterized by wind direction to 20 km 
upwind from each affected grid point. 

2.2.5 Under Canopy Drag 

In forested and heavily vegetated areas that might be flooded, it is recognized that the 
winds are significantly reduced within such regions and thus the wind stress on the water 
beneath such a canopy is likewise significantly reduced. Reid and Whitaker (1976) give 
formulas for the wind reduction factor in terms of the typical dimensions of the 
vegetation and their number per unit horizontal area. Based on a number of sensitivity 
tests and lacking detailed information for the vegetated areas in the study area for this 
project, the production runs set the wind stress equal to zero in vegetated areas. 

7 

P.08 



• • • • • • • • • • • • • 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

FE~-15-2007 10:11 

3.0 Uncertainties in the Process 

3.1 General 

There are uncertainties associated with the process of evaluating the skill of 
ADCIRC in both the calibration and production runs and in the predictions on 
which future decisions regarding levee elevation will be based. Some of the 
uncertainties in the calibration and production runs should be reflected in the later 
design predictions and others should not. This section addresses these issues and 
discusses the appropriateness for inclusion of the various sow-ces in the later 
calculations on which the current levee elevations will be evaluated and, where 
necessary, design modifications based. 

3.2 Uncertainty Sources 

The possible sources of identified uncertainties are presented in Table 3.1. Also 
indicated is the manner in which these sources contribute and whether they should 
be considered as contributing to the design process. Each of these sources is 
discussed below. 

3.2.1 Wind and Pressure Fields 

To provide a basis for estimating the portion of error associated with the PBL winds "" 
and barometric pressure fields used to force the long wave model ADCIRC, the 
Corps requested that NOAA's Hurricane Research Division (HRD) conduct a 
reconstruction of the Hurricane Betsy wind field and to provide additional 
meteorological information. Reconstruction of the Hurricane Lili and Isidore wind 
fields were added after the 2002 hurricane season. These reconstructions are based 
on input from all available sources including anemometers, barometers, research 
aircraft and satellites and the data contributing to the reconstruction are screened 
thoroughly for quality. The methodology has been applied to analyze the landfall 
characteristics of several major hurricanes as documented in peer reviewed 
literature (powell, et. al., 1991, Powell and Houston, 1996, 1998, Powell, et. al. 1998). 
The resulting reconstructed wind fields depict the wind direction and speed over a 
fine resolution Cartesian grid, and depict the radius of maximum wind. The radius 
of maximum wind and the minimum sea-level pressure in the eye of the storm were 
specified every 3 hours for each storm track. The current accuracy to which wind 
centers of tropical cyclones may be located is approximately 1 km. It should be 
noted that the wind, pressure, and geometric eye centers of tropical cyclones do not 
always coincide and may vary be several km. In addition, hurricanes in the process 
of transforming into extratropical systems will frequently have considerable tilt in 
the wind centers of tens of km between the surface and the height where most 
reconnaissance is flown (3 km). The HRD representations should provide the better 
representations for forcing the long wave model. Uncertainties in the Hurricane 
Betsy wind field are considered greater than those for the Lili and Isidore fields 
since Betsy predated the era of high quality aircraft data communications. 
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Table 3.1 

Sources of Uncertainties in the Overall Process and Their Significances 

Should be an 
Uncertainty Origin! Uncertainty 

Uncertainty Source Explanation Source in The Comment 
Design 
Process? 

Wind and Pressure Variability of Inherent in Variability 
Fields, Actual vs Actual Wind Fields Yes Present in Production Runs 
Model 
Any Inaccuracies in Complexities in Inherent in Variability 
ADCIRC Model Hydrodynamics Yes Present in Production Runs 
Inaccuracies in Complexity of Inherent in Variability 
Representing Natural System: Present in Production Runs 
Characteristics of Topography, Yes 
Natural System Vegetation, 

Roughness, etc 
Tracks of No, if the Inherent in Variability 

Inaccuracies in Production Runs Historical Present in Production Runs 
Hurricane Tracks May Contain Hurricane Data 

Inaccuracies Base is .. . 
Accurate 

Canopy Effects, Inherent in Variability 
Wind Stress Coefficients at High Yes Present in Production Runs 
Coefficients Wind Speeds, etc 
Historical Hurricane Limited Number of This Will Be a Factor in the 
DataBase Severe Strength Yes Later Design Calculations 

Storms 
Not Inherent in Variability 
Present in Production Runs. 

Subsidence Effects Will Be a Factor in the Later 
Design Calculations 

Inherent Variability 
in Mean Seasonal Variability Not Present in 

Steric Effects Water Level Yes Production Runs 
Fluctuations 

Wave Setup Not if Explicit Incorporation Would 
Not in ADCIRC Incorporated in Reduce Uncertainty 

ADCIRC 
JPMorEST Method of Consideration Required in 

Representing Stonn Yes Design Calculations 
Statistics 
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Comparisons of the PBL and HRD wind fields have identified several significant and 
systematic differences between these forcings. In particular, the PBL model has a 
tendency to predict too broad a region of strong winds in most storms. Additionally, after 
landfall, the PBL model predicts too much broadening of the wind field. This appears to 
be a result of a built in dependency in the PBL model of the radius to maximum winds 
and the central pressure deficit. Because the PBL model will be used for levee elevation 
evaluation and design, these issues should be addressed in future refinements of the PBL 
model. 

Obviously. the HRD wind fields will not be available for design purposes although it is 
possible that in the future some of the systematic characteristic differences found between 
the HRD and the PBL wind fields (as noted above) could be incorporated in the design 
phase to provide an improved model. At this stage, we consider that the benefits of the 
HRD fields will not be available for design purposes. Rather, these benefits will be 
developed and applied in the future and will provide improved meteorological forcing to 
ADCIRC and thus contribute to reducing the uncertainties in ADCIRC predictions, given 
a particular meteorological forcing. It will be shown later that the HRD wind fields 
generally (2 of 3 areas) produced better agreement than the PBL winds with the measured 
surges allowing for a constant factor difference which is interpreted as due to calibration 
based on PBL rather than HRD wind fields. 

As noted, the PBL model (or a future improved model) will be used in the later design 
calculations. Although some questions remain regarding the appropriateness of the tracks 
and hurricane radii used in the production runs, if those tracks and radii were appropriate, 
the statistical results of the comparisons of the production run surges and the measured 
surges based on the ADCIRC model will incorporate the proper uncertainty to be 
included in the design calculations. 

3.2.2 Inaccuracies in the ADCIRC Model 

Section 2 of this report detailed a number of substantial improvements that were made to 
the ADCIRC model during this four year effort. Undoubtedly other improvements will,. 
follow including some means of incorporating wave setup (discussed in more detail later) 
in the storm surge predictions. Any present inaccuracies in the ADCIRC model would be 
reflected in the statistics of the comparisons of the predicted and measured peak. surges. 

3.2.3 Inaccuracies in Characterizing Natural System 

Efforts were made to characterize the natural system faithfully including the vegetation 
characteristics, relative ground levels at the times of the historical storms included in this 
effort, bathymetry, etc. However, future efforts may establish further improved 
characterizations of the natural system. Regardless. predictions of surges due to future 
hurricanes should include a conscientious effort to consider a range of relative ground 
elevations consistent with known rates of subsidence and ranges of times of storm 
occurrence. If relative sea level continues to rise at present rates and any corrective 
actions are relatively ineffective, future conditions will include more open water and less 
vegetation. Regardless, any inaccuracies in characterization of the present and past 
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systems should be represented appropriately in the statistics of the comparison of the 
predicted and measured peak surges . 

. 3.2.4 Inaccuracies in Hurricane Tracks 

Some uncertainty remains as to whether some of the production runs were conducted 
with the best hurricane track descriptions. Any inaccuracies in the hurricane track should 
have the effect of increasing the differences between the predicted and measured peak 
surges. Thus, this should result in a recommended uncertainty to be considered in design 
which is greater than the actual uncertainty. ie the design calculations would produce 
overly conservative results through incorporation of uncertainties which are too large. 

3.2.5 Wind Stress Coefficients 

The Garratt wind stress coefficients were incorporated into the calculations. There are 
relatively few measurements at the higher severe storm associated wind speeds to be 
considered in design and this is an area of active research. As discussed in Section 2.23, 
recent investigations suggest that wind stress coefficients may level off or decrease at 
very high wind speeds. lfthe wind stress coefficients were constant with increasing wind 
speed, an inappropriate stress coefficient would be offset through calibration (probably 
by adjusting the wind stress coefficient). However, for stress coefficients which vary with 
wind speed, such an adjustment is only appropriate for the wind speeds represented in the 
calibration and the surges in rare hurricanes could tend to be overestimated. For purposes 
here, the Garratt wind stress relationship was adopted without consideration of a limiting 
stress coefficients at high wind speeds. 

3.2.6 Steric Effects 

The steric contributions to mean water level are a result of the seasonally reduced density 
of the water due to thennal and fresh water effects. Thus, the steric contribution can be 
characterized by a monthly average and a statistical distribution about that average. As 
will be evident later, uncertainties in sterle effects were avoided in the evaluation data 
base which compared the differences between the peak surges (measured and computed) 
and their respective mean water levels immediately prior to the hurricane induced water 
levels. In design it will be necessary to include both the mean steric contribution 
(appropriate for the hurricane season months) and an approximation of the contribution 
due to the statistical uncertainty in steric water levels. 

3.2.7 Historical Hurricane Data Base 

The historical hurricane data base statistics will be used later in the surge calculations to 
determine whether or not levee elevations are adequate, and if not, the appropriate 
additional elevations. Although uncertainties in this data base do not affect the results of 
the present study. these uncertainties will contribute to assessment·ofthe return periods of 
the peak surges determined in the design stage. 
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3.2.8 Subsidence 

Past and future subsidence and eustatic sea level rise are of relevance to the later design 
stage. Subsidence includes both regional effects and local effects due to the weight of the 
levees. Considering the high relative sea level rise rates in the general Mississippi River 
delta region (order of 100 cm per century) and somewhat lower rates in the vicinity of 
New Orleans, current eustatic (world wide average) sea level rise rates of approximately 
12 cm per century are relatively small. Any effects of subsidence are not incorporated 
into the uncertainties detennined herein because we base the evaluation on the peak surge 
deviations from the pre hurricane effect water levels and an attempt was made to base the 
relative sea level in the calculations on the relative water levels at the time of hurricane 
occurrence. However, appropriate incorporation of subsidence effects (regional and 
local, present and future) will be critical to the assessment of the adequacy of present 
levee elevations and the design for future levee elevations. 

3.2.9 Wave Setup 

Wave setup is the surge component resulting from the transfer of wave related 
momentum to the water column as a result of wave dissipation. The effect of this transfer 
is in the fonn of a force on the water column much like that due to a wind stress although 
the force due to wave momentum transfer is distributed throughout the vertical dimension 
of the water column rather than at the surface as for wind stress. Although the basic 
physics of wave related setup are well understood, to date explicit incorporation into 
ADCIRC has been precluded by the complexities associated with this incorporation. 
Wave setup was not included explicitly in the calculated results presented herein. 

3.2.10 JPM or EST 

The Joint Probability Method (JPM) and the Empirical Simulation Technique (EST) are 
the two general approaches to incorporating the historical hurricane characteristics into 
the simulation of a series of stonns and the quantification of the return periods of the 
resulting stonn surges. This is not an issue in the present effort and questions regarding 
which of these two methods is more applicable must be addressed during the design 
phase. Since these two methods rely on the same historical hurricane data base, properly 
applied, they should yield the same approximate results. Considering the significance of 
the overall question of adequacy of levee elevations, at this stage, it appears reasonable to 
apply both methods in the design phase. 
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8.0 Bibliography 

8.1 Introduction 

The following bibliography contains reports, journal papers, and other documents 
arranged by categories. Within each category. the entries are arranged chronologically 
with oldest documents first and most recent appearing last. 

8.2 References 

8.2.1 Prior SkiD Assessments of Storm Surge Models 

Committee on Tidal Hydraulics, 1980. Evaluation of numerical storm surge models, 
Tech. Bul. No. 21, Office of Chief of Engineers, U. S. Army, Washington, D. C. 26pp 
with 4 appendices. 

National Research Council, 1983. Evaluation of the FEMA model for estimating 
potential coastal flooding from hurricanes and its application to Lee County, Florida, 
Committee on Coastal Flooding from Hurricanes, Advisory Board on the Built 
Environment, Cotnmission on Engineering and Technical Systems. National Academy 
Press, Washington, D. C., 154pp~ 

8.2.2 Prior Storm Surge Studies for Lake Pontchartrain and Vicinity 

Collins, J. I. and S. Fersht, 1966. Storm surge effects in the lower Mississippi River, 
Study B, NESCO Report No. 'SN-326, report prepared for the U. S. Army Corps of 
Engineers. New Orleans District, September 9, 1966.Contract No. DA-15-047-CIVENG-
66-316, 70 pp, including 19 figures. 

Baehr, J. C., Chief, Engineering Division, 1966-1969. Lake Pontchartrain, Louisiana and 
vicinity, Division Memorandum No.1, Hydrology and Hydraulic Analysis, series of 
memoranda, Part 1- Charlmette 8/66, Part II - Barrier 8/67, Part lIT - Lakeshore 9/69, Part 
IV - Chalmette Extensionl0/67, U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District, 
about 15pp each. 

Wanstrath, J. J., 1976. Storm surge simulation in transformed coordinates, Vois. I and II, 
Tech. Rep. No. 76-3, U. S. Army Coastal Engineering Research Center, Fort Belvoir, 
VA, Vol, I, 166pp. Vol. II. 176pp. 

Butler, H. L, 1978. Coastal flood simulation in stretched coordinates, Proe. 16th Coastal 
Engineering Conference, Amer. Soc. Civil Engineers, Vol. 1.1030. This is the basis of 
the WIFM model used by CERe in many applications for Lake Pontchartrain. 

Wanstrath, J. J., 1978. An open-coast mathematical storm surge model with coastal 
flooding for Louisiana, Misc. paper H~ 78-5, Reports 1 and 2. U. S. Anny Engineer 
Waterways Experiment Station, Vicksburg, Miss. 

36 

P .14 

~.'¥ .• 



FEB-15-2007 10:14 

Bungpapong, M., R. O. Reid, and R. E. Whitaker, 1985. An investigation of hurricane­
induced forenmner surge in the Gulf of Mexico, Tech. Report CERC-85-5, Coastal 
Engineering Research Center, U. S. Anny Engineer Waterways Experiment Station, 
Vicksburg, Miss., 201pp. This paper is relevant to the initial water level for stonn surges 
affecting Lake Pontchartrain and vicinity. 

8.2.3 Recent ADCIRC Development Studies for Lake Pontchartrain and Vicinity 

Westerink, J. J., R. A. Luettich, Jr., and H. Pourtaheri, 2000, updated 2000/8110, 
Hurricane simulations within the Lake Pontchartrain - Gulf of Mexico system: Historical 
hindcasts and design stonns, report prepared for the U. S. Anny Corps of Engineers. New 
Orleans District, Draft Version updated August 10,2000,444 pp including 387 pp of 
figures. (Large spiral binder at first meeting with the Advisory Panel). 

Westerink, J. J.o R. A. Luettich, Jr., and H. Pourtaheri, 2000. Preliminary sensitivity 
studies of tidal response inthe Lake Pontchartrain-Lake Borgne System, report prepared 
for the U. S. Anny Corps of Engineers. New Orleans District. November 12, 2000, 13pp, 
49 figures. 

Westerink, J. J., R. A. Luettich, Jr., and H. Pourtaheri, 2000. Standard Project Hurricane 
sensitivity studies in the Lake Pontchartrain - Gulf of Mexico System, prepared for the U. -~. 
S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District, and December 5, 2000. 12pp, 67 
figures and 177 hydrographs for three conditions. 

Westerink, J. J., 2002. Packet of ADCRC and observed hydrogaphs for Sept 1965 for 
stations 1 through 177 for new and old runs reviewed at March 14-15,2002 meeting. 

8.2.4 Original Development of ADCIRC Circulation and Surge Model 

Luettich, R. A., Jr., J. J. Westerink, and N. W. Schefiher, 1992, ADCIRC: An advanced 
three-dimensional circulation model for shelves, coasts, and estuaries. Report 1 Theory 
and methodology of ADCIRC-2DDI and ADCIRC-3DL, Technical Report DRP-92-6 
prepared for Department of the Army, U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, Washington, DC, 
November 1992. 141pp. 

Luettich, R. A., and J. J. Westerink, 1995. An assessment of flooding and drying 
techniques for use in the ADCIRC hydrodynamic model: Implementation and 
performance in one-dimensional flows, prepared for the Department of the Army, Coastal 
Engineering Research Center, U. S. Anny Engineer Waterways Experiment Station under 
contract DACW 39-94-M-5869, January 1, 1995, 12pp and 5 figs. 

Luettich, R. A., and J. J.Westerink, 1995. Implementation and testing of elemental 
flooding and drying in the ADCIRC hydrodynamic model, Final Contractors Report. 
prepared for the Department of the Army, Coastal Engineering Research Center, U. S. 

37 

P .15 

.:~ 
, , 



FEB-15-2007 10:15 

Anny Engineer Waterways Experiment Station under contract DACW 39-94-M-5869, 
July 4, 1995. 16pp and 12 figures. 

Westerink, J. J., and R. A. Luettich, Jr., 1996. ADCIR - Version 30.02 Methodologies 
and input/output requirements for enhanced provisions for specified non-zero normal 
flow boundaries, external barrier nonnal flow boundaries, and internal barrier nonnal 
flow boundaries, Brief report describing products 1 & 2 with accompanying software 
delivered to the U. S.Army Engineer Waterways Experiment Station under contract 
DACW39-95-M-4242.23pp. 

Luettich, R. A., Jr., and J. J. Westerink, 1999. Elemental wetting and drying in ADCIRC 
hydrodynamic model: upgrades and documentation for ADCIRC version 34.XX, 
prepared for the Department of the Army, Coastal Engineering Research Center, U. S. 
Army Engineer Waterways Experiment Station under contract DACW 39-95-K-0011, 
March 11, 1999, 8pp. 

Westerink, J. J., and R. A. Luettich, Jr., 1999. ADCIRC - Version 40.02m002r, 
Methodologies and input requirements for enhanced provisions for specified leaky 
internal barrier normal flow boundaries, prepared for the Department of the AnDy, 
Coastal and Hydraulic Laboratory, U. S. Army Engineering and Development Center, 
Vicksburg, MS, under contract DACW 39-95-K-0011, 8pp. December 28, 1999, 13pp. 

8.2.5 Background on Storm Surges and Related Studies 

Russell, 1. R., 1971: Probability distributions for hurricane effects. Journal of 
Waterways, Harbors, and Coastal Engineering Division, ASeE, 97, 139-154. 

Jelesnianski, C. P., 1972. SPLASH (Special Programs to List Amplitudes of Surges from 
Hurricanes), Part I. Landfall Storms, NOAA Tech. Memo. NWS TDL-46, National 
Weather Service, Silver Spring, MD. 

Jelesnianski, C. P. and J. Chen, 1981. Sea, Lake, and Overland Surges from Hurricanes 
(SLOSH), Unpublished report of the Techniques Development Laboratory, National 
Weather Service, NOAA, Silver Spring, MD. 

Harris, D. L., 1982. Data requirements for the evaluation of storm surge models, Coastal 
and Oceanographic Engineering Dept., University of Florida. Published by the Division 
of Health, Siting, and Waste Management, U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D. C., (NUREG/CR-2S55), 38pp. 

Dean, R. G., and R. A. Dalrymple, 1984: Water Wave Mechanics for Engineers and 
Scientists, Prentice-Hall, Inc., 353pp. 

Reid, R. 0., 1990. Tides and Storm Surges, Chapter 9 of Handbook of Coastal and Ocean 
Engineering, Vol. I, Wave Phenomena and Coastal Structures, J. R. Herbich Editor, Gulf 
Publishing Company, Chapter 9, 533-590. 

38 

P .16 

i 
'I 
:i 
t. 



F~B-15-2007 10:15 

Luettich, R. A., Jr., and J. J.Westerink, 1991. A solution for the vertical variation of 
stress, rather than velocity, in a three-dimensional circulation model, Int. J. Numer. Meth. 
Fluids, 12,911-928. 

Westerink, J. J. and W. G. Gray, 1991. Progress in surface water modeling, Reviews of 
Geophysics, Suppl., U. S. National Report to International Union of Geodesy and 
Geophysics, April 1991, 210-217. 

Westerink, J. J., R. A. Luettich, A. M. Baptista, N. W. Sheffner, and P. Farrar, 1992. 
Tide and storm surge predictions using finite element model, J. Hydr. Engrg., 118, 19, 
1373-1390. 

Kolar, R. L., J. J. Westerink, M. E. Cantekin, and C. A Blain, 1994. Aspects of nonlinear 
simulations using shallow water models based on the wave continuity equation, 
Computers Fluids, 23, 3, 523-538. 

Kolar, R. L., J. J. Westerink, W. O. Gray, and R. A. Luettich, Jr., 1994. Shallow water 
modeling in spherical coordinates: equation formulation, numerical implementation, and 
application, J. Hydr. Res., 32, 1,3-24. 

Westerink, J. J., R. A. Luettich, Jr., and J. C. Muccino, 1994. Modeling tides in the 
western North Atlantic using unstructured graded grids, Tellus, 46A, 2, 178-199. 

Westerink, J. J, R. A. Luettich, Jr., J. K. Wu, and R. L. Kolar, 1994. The influence of 
nonnal flow boundary conditions spurious modes in finite element solutions to the 
shallow water equations, Int'I. J. Num. Meth.Fluids, 18, 1024-1060. 

Blain, C. A. and J. J. Westerink, 1994. The influence of domain size on the response 
characteristics ofahunicane storm surge model, J. Oeophys. Res., 99, C9, 18,467-
18,479. 

Luettich, R. A., Jr., H. Shending, and J. J. Westerink, 1994. Development of the direct 
stress solution technique for three-dimensional hydrodynamic models using finite 
elements, Int'I. J. Num. Meth. Fluids, 19,295-319. 

Grenier, R. R., Jr., R. A. Luettich, Jr., and J. J. Westerink, 1995, A comparison of the 
nonlinear frictional characteristics of two-dimensional models of a shallow tidal 
embayment, J. Geophys. Res., 100, C7, 13,719-13,735. 

Luettich, R. A., Jr., and J. J. Westerink, 1995. Continental shelf scale convergence studies 
with a barotropic tidal model, in Coastal and Estuarine Studies, 47, D. R. Lynch and A. 
M. Davies, Eds., American Geophysical Union, Washington, DC, 349-371. 

39 

P .17 



FEB-16-2007 10:16 

Westerink, J. J., R.W. Luettich, Jr., and R. L. Kolar, 1996. Advances in fmite element 
modeling of coastal ocean hydrodynamics, Compl Meth. Water Resources, XI, Vol 2, A, 
Adams et al., Eds., CMP, Southhampton, 313-322. 

Westerink, J. J., and P. J. Roache, 1997. Issues in convergence studies in geophysical 
flow computations, in Next Generation Environmental Models and Computational 
Methods, Chp. 10, G. Delci and M. F. Wheeler. Eds. SIAM, Philadelphia, 95-107. 

Blain, C. A., J. J. Westerink, and R. A. Luettich, Jr., 1998. Grid convergence studies for 
the prediction ofhunicane stonn surge, In!'l. J. Num. Meth. Fluids, 26, 369-401. 

Hagen. S. C., J. J. Westerink, R. L. Kolar, and O. Horstmann, 2000. Two dimensional 
unstructured mesh generation for tidal models, Int'I. J. Num. Meth. Fluids, IN PRESS. 

Hagen, S. C., J. J. Westerink, and R. L. Kolar, 2000. One-dimensional finite element 
grids based on a localized truncation error analysis, Int. J. Numer. Meth. Fluids, 32, 241-
261. 

8.2.6 Wind Field Models, Wind Stress and Related Studies 

Charnock, H., 1955. Wind stress on a water surface. Quart. J: Roy. Met. Soc., 81, pp. 
639-640. 

Reid, R. O. and R. E. Whitaker, 1976. Wind-driven flow of water influenced by a 
canopy, Journal of Waterways, Harbors and Coastal Engineering Division, ASCE. vol. 
102, no. WWl, Proc. Paper 11926, pp. 61-77. 

Garratt, J. R., 1977. Review of drag coefficients over oceans and continents, Mon. Wea. 
Rev., 105,915-929. 

Cardone, V. J., C. V. Greenwood, and J. A. Greenwood, 1979. A unified program for the 
specification of hurricane boundary layer winds over surfaces of specified roughness, 
Final Report, Contract No. DACW39-78-V-0100, Department of the Army, Waterways 
Experiment Station, Corps of Engineers, Vicksburg, Miss., 41 pp. 

Holland, G. J., 1980: An analytic model of the wind and pressure profiles in hurricanes, 
Mon. Wea. Rev., 108, 1212-1218. 

Batts, M. E., M. R. Cordes, L. R. Russell, and E. Simiu, 1980: Hurricane wind speeds in 
the United States, National Bureau of Standards, Report No. BSS-124, U. S. Dept. of 
Commerce. 

Amorocho, J. & DeVries, J. J., 1980. A new evaluation of the wind stress coefficient 
over water surfaces . ./. ofGeophys. Res., 85, 433-442. 

40 

P .18 : ~ ".'. ~;.;:~ 
:;-:"; 



FEB-15-2007 10:16 

Large, W. O. & Pond, S., 1981. Open ocean momentum flux measurements in moderate 
to strong winds..!. Phys. Oceanography, 11, 324-336. 

Jarvinen, B. R., C. 1. Neumann, and M. A. S. Davis, 1984: A tropical cyclone data tape 
for the North Atlantic basin, 1886-1963: Contents, Limitations, and Uses. NOAA Tech. 
Memo NWS NHC 22, National Hurricane Center, 22 pp. 

Geemhart, G. L., Katsaros, K. B. & Richter, K., 1986. Variation of the drag coefficient 
and its dependence on sea state. J. Geophys. Res., 91, 7667-7679. 

Neumann, C. 1., 1987: The National Hurricane Center Risk Analysis Program 
(HURRISK), NOAA Tech Memo NWS NHC 38, [Available from NTIS, 5285 Port 
Royal Rd, Springfield VA 22151]. 

Ho, F. P., J. C. Su, K. L. Hanevich, R. J. Smith, and F. P. Richards, 1987: Hurricane 
climatology for the Atlantic and Gulf coasts of the United States. NOAA Tech Memo 
NWS 38, NWS Silver Spring, MD. 

Hsu, S. (1988) Coastal Meteorology, Academic Press, N. Y. 260 pp. 

Smith, S·. D., 1988. Coefficients for sea surface wind stress, heat flux, and wind profiles -. 
as a function of wind speed and temperature. J. Geophys. Res., 93, 15467-15472. 

Powell, M. D., S. H. Houston, L. R. Amat, and N Morisseau-Leroy, 1998: The HRD 
real-time hurricane wind analysis system. J.Wind Engineer. and Indust. Aerodyn. 77&78, 
53-64. 

Jansen, P. A. E. M., 1989. Wave induced stress and the drag of air flow over sea waves. 
J. Phys. Oceanography, 19, 745-754. 

Smith, S. D. et aI., 1992. Sea surface wind stress and drag coefficients: the HEXOS 
results. Bound. Layer Meteoro/., 60, 109-142. 

Cardone, V. J., C. V. Greenwood, and J. A. Greenwood, 1992. Unified program for the 
specification of hurricane boundary layer winds over surfaces of specified roughness, 
Contract report CERC-92-1, prepared for Department of the Anny, U. S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, Washington, DC, September 1992, 85pp, plus 31 figures and 5 p appendix. 

Donelan, M. A., Dobson, F. W., Smith, S. D. & Anderson, R. J., 1993. On the 
dependence of sea surface roughness on wave development. J. Phys. Oceanography, 23, 
2143-2149. 

41 

P .19 

.j 



FEB-15-2007 10:16 

Cardone, V. J., A. T. Cox, Jr., J. A. Greenwood, and E. F. Thompson, 1994. Upgrade of 
Tropical Cyclone Surface Wind Field Model. misc. paper CERC-94-14, U. S. Army 
Corps of Engineers, Waterways Experiment Station, and 101pp incl. figs. 

Thompson, E. F., and V. J. Cardone, 1996. Practical modeling of hurricane wind fields, J. 
Waterway, Port, Coastal and Ocean Engr., ASCE, 195-205. 

Powell, M. D., S. H. Houston, and T. A. Reinhold, 1996: Hurricane Andrews Landfall 
in South Florida. Part I: Standardizing measurements for documentation of surface wind 
fields. Weather Forecast., 11,304-328. 

Powell, M. D., and S. H. Houston, 1996: Hurricane Andrews Landfall in South Florida. 
Part II: Surface Wind Fields and Potential Real-time Applications. Weather. Forecast., 
11,329-349. 

Simiu, E., and R. H. Scanlan, 1996: Wind effects on structures: Fundamentals and 
applications to design. John WIley and Sons, NY, NY. 

Anctil, F. & Donelan, M. A., 1996. Air-water momentum flux observations over shoaling 
waves. J. Phys. Oceanography, 26, 1344-1353. 

Houston, S. H., W. A. Shaffer, M. D. Powell, and J. Chen, 1999: Comparisons ofHRD 
and SLOSH surface wind fields in hurricanes: Implications for storm surge and wave 
modeling. Wea. Forecast., 14,671-686. 

Scheffuer, N. W, J. E. Clausner, A. Militello, L. Borgman, B.Edge, and P. Grace, 1999: 
Use and Application of the Empirical Simulation Technique. U. S. Army Corps of 
Engineers Tech. Rep. CHL-99-IO. 

Vickery, P. J., P. F. Skerjl, A. C. Steckley, and L. A. Twisdale. 2000a: A hurricane wind 
field model for use in simulations. Journal of Structural Engineering 

Vickery, P. J., P. F. Skerjl" and L. A. Twisdale, 2000b: Simulation of hurricane risk in 
the United States using an empirical storm track modeling technique, Journal of 
Structural Engineering. 

Powell, Mark D. and Jason, 2000. March 13-15 meeting in New Orleans, Updated wind 
fields for Hurricane Betsy, 8-11 September 1965, 12 figures. 

Vickery, P. J. & Skerlj, P. F., 2000. Elimination of exposure D along the hurricane 
coastline in ASCE 7. J. Structural Engrg., 126,545-549. 

Taylor, P. K. & Yelland, M. J., 2001. The dependence of sea surface roughness on the 
height and steepness of the waves. J. Phys. Oceanography, 31,572-590. 

42 

P.20 

i 
·1 

I 
I 
.l 

t 

L 
! 
I 



FEB-15-2007 10:17 

Powell, M.D., P.J. Vickery, and T.A. Reinhold, 2003: "Reduced drag coefficient for high 
wind speeds in tropical cyclones" Nature vol 422, March 20 pp.279-283. 
Dunion, J, and M. Powell, 2004: A reconstruction of Hurricane Betsy's wind field. HRD 
Project report to the New Orleans District of the U. S. Anny Corps of Engineers. 

8.2.7 Federal Flood Insurance Studies in the New Orleans Vicinity 

FEMA, 1982/8. Flood Insurance Study, Wave Height Analysis, City of New Orleans and 
Orleans Parish, Louisiana, Federal Emergency Management Agency, August 2, 1982, 
10pp inel. figs and tables. 

FEMA, 1983/9. Flood Insurance Study, City of New Orleans and Orleans Parish, 
Louisiana. Federal Emergency Management Agency, September 1, 1983, 22pp, including 
tables. 

FEMA, 1995/3. Flood Insurance Study, Jefferson Parish, Louisiana and incorporated 
areas, Federal Emergency Management Agency, March 23, 1995, 33pp inel. figs. 

FEMA, 1999/4. Flood Insurance Study, St. Tammany Parish, Louisiana, unincorporated 
areas, Federal Emergency Management Agency, April 21, 1999,38 pp and 33 figs. 

8.2.8 Subsidence and Sea Level Changes 

Chatry. F. M., 1985. Collection of memoranda on the subject of NGS Benchmarks, 
Department of the Anny, New Orleans District, Corps of Engineers, 1 Ipp. 

Nelson, W. S., 1986. Cairo datum and whence it came. Waldemar S. Nelson and 
Company, Inc., Engineers and Architects, vol 29, 6, 1-6. 

Mugnier, C. 1998. Grids and datums, Coordinate systems and surveying customs 
in Louisiana, Photogrammetric Engineering and Remote Sensing, June 1998, 579-580. 

Mugnier, C. 2000. Grids and datums, The basics of classical datums, Photogrammetric 
Engineering and Remote Sensing, April 2000, 367-368. 

USACE-NO, 2000112. Viewgraph presentation on Changing elevations in the distric~: A 
proposed solution. 30 viewgraphs. 

Luettich, Rick and Joannes Westerink, 2002. Datwn issues relevant to the use of the 
ADCIRC hydrodynamic model for determining tidal and stonn surge water levels in 
southern Louisiana. Summary paper prepared for the Lake Pontchartrain and Vicinity 
Design Water Level Project. 5 pp with two references. \ 

43 

P.21 

---:;.:", 



FEB-15-2007 10:17 

8.2.9 General Coastal Engineering References 

Coastal Engineering Research Center, 1973. Shore Protection Manual, Vois.,I, II, and 
III.U. S. Army, Corps of Engineers. 

Office of the Chief of Engineers, 1986. Engineering and Design. Storm Surge Analysis 
and Design Water Level Detenninations, Engineer Manual No. 1110-2-1412, Department 
of the Anny, U. S. Corps of Engineers, Washington, D. C., 4 chapters and 8 appendices. 

Engineering Manual (before 1987). Chapter 3. Standard Project Hurricane (SPH) Model: 
Theory E and Program Documentation, 77 pp incl. tables and figures. 

Cialone, Mary A., 1991. Coastal Modeling System (CMS) user's guide, instruction report 
CERC-91-1, Final Report under work unit 31675, Department of the Army, Coastal 
Engineering Research Center, U. S. Army Engineer Waterways Experiment Station, 
September 1991, 76 pp incl. figs and tables. 

44 

P.22 

'/ 

I 

TOTAL P.22 


