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Figure 1. Detail of the wave generating mechanism.
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Figure 2. Surfing waves generated either side of the surf lagoon pier.
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Figure 3. The wedge object representing the wave foil shown positioned in the simulation domain
(with sloping bottom).
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Figure 4. Density distribution in a vertical plane at the wave foil showing the formation of a 2m high

wave after 1.8s.
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Figure 5. Wave heights (m) after 6.9s.
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