Using coupled geo-economic models to explore the interplay

between coastal protection, natural processes and economic

values in developed shorelines
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Effect of groin structures on adjacent communities

Cape May: The Cove
Terminal Groin Effects
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Economic Equations
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Figure 9. Total net benefits plotted against two communities in coordination compared to
benchmark net benefits for no groin. (a1=1000, a2=100).

An integrated model of beach nourishment and cross-shore barrier evolution: beach replenishment or retreat?
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Beach nourishment project, NJ 2007

Nourishment & property loss
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A coastal Geo-Economic Model for Artificial Dune Management in New Jersey
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Economic Equations
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