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Abstract: Several coastal barriers experienced significant erosion and change in shape throughout the

Mediterranean coasts over the past decades, and the issue has become of increasing concern for scien-

tists and policymakers. With reference to a case study and by meteorological and geomorphological

investigations, this note aims to define the wind–wave conditions, infer the net longshore transport,

and detect the geomorphological processes that shape the landforms of the Cesine Lagoon barrier

(South Italy). Despite the importance of the site in coastal defense and environmental conservation,

there are still no specific studies. A challenge for this research was to obtain significant results from

publicly available sources and simple and inexpensive methods. Geomorphological changes, such as

the retreat of dune toes, accretion of washover fans, and formation of gravel beaches, are related to

the analyzed wind–wave conditions. The net longshore transport is found in accordance with the

direction of the more intense winds. The role of extreme events in the shaping of coastal landforms is

yet to be established, even if they greatly increase the vulnerability to flooding of the study area. The

results achieved so far are starting points for further data collection and analysis in the perspective of

assessing the impact of climate changes and the threatening hazards on the lagoon barrier.

Keywords: wind statistics; wave height; coastal storm; multi-temporal image analysis; geographic

object; longshore transport; shoreline dynamics; washover fan

1. Introduction

Lagoon barriers are highly vulnerable landform systems that change and move land-
wards or seawards at different timescales as a result of coastal hydrodynamics, sea level
change, sediment supply, geological setting, and human intervention. They are ecologically
essential because they act as buffer zones for the nearby wetlands, safeguarding their
ecosystems from coastal winds, waves, and storm surges as well as serving as habitats for
resident and migratory bird populations. Moreover, as for other types of coastal barriers,
their conservation and stabilization are essential for the protection of buildings and roads
in many locations of the world [1–4].

The degrees of change in the coastal geomorphology and shoreline position are crucial
in hazard zoning, hydrodynamics analysis, sediment budgeting, morphodynamics model-
ing, and coastal settlement policy [5,6]. Some coastal landforms, such as beaches, dunes,
and washover fans, are particularly sensitive to the wind–wave conditions. Consequently,
short-term studies can allow to focus on the weather factors that control their change, thus
establishing the basis for subsequent medium–long-term analyses [7–9].

Along the Mediterranean coasts, several barriers experienced significant erosion and
change in shape over the past decades, and the issue has become of increasing concern
for scientists and policymakers [10–13]. With reference to a case study, the beach–dune
barrier of Cesine Lagoon (Apulia region, South Italy), this note aims to (1) define the
wind–wave conditions, in which geomorphological changes occur; (2) infer the direction
of the net longshore transport of sediment; and (3) detect the geomorphological processes
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that shape coastal landforms, suggesting relations with wind and wave parameters. The
study was performed between 2015 and 2021 because of the available field observations
and high-quality satellite images. The choice of the case study is motivated by its strong
geomorphological change and shoreline recession, both of which have occurred at least
since the 1980s [12,14]. A challenge for this research was to obtain significant results from
publicly available sources and simple and inexpensive methods. Actually, the achieved
findings may be considered starting points for further data collection and analysis.

2. Study Area

2.1. Geological–Environmental Setting

The study area is located in the Southeastern Apulia region on the western side of
the Adriatic Sea, the northernmost arm of the Mediterranean Sea (Figure 1). It has the
following oceanographic characteristics: mean tidal range (the difference between the
average high tide level and the average low tide level) of 0.3 m, annual closure depth (the
theoretical depth where sediment transport is negligible in a one year interval) around
5.5 m, and storm–wave base level (the depth beyond which storm wave action ceases to stir
the sediments) between 20 and 25 m [15–17]. The Cesine Lagoon is an ensemble of water
bodies, the greatest and more ecologically important of which is named “Pantano Grande”
(that literally means “large quagmire” in Italian). It has a different protection status, such
as WWF Nature Reserve, Natura 2000 Area, and RAMSAR Site (no. 168), and is also a
regional geosite [18].

Figure 1. Map of the study area (contour lines and isobaths are reported; contour interval 5 m). Wind

direction sectors (see text) are subdivided by crossed red lines (N = North, E = East). (a) Localization

of Monopoli buoy and coastal towns where wind gauge stations are placed (see text).

The water lagoon depth is 0.8 m on average, shoreward reduced up to 0.3 m by silting
processes [19]. Several swamps border the water bodies, forming, as a whole, a large
wetland. Before environmental protection measures were in place, the dune ridges were
exploited for sand mining throughout the southern Apulia coast. The mined sand was
used for ship ballasting from the XIX century; for swamp reclamation in the first half of
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the XX century; and for concrete production up to the 1970s. Such human activities likely
determined a loss of sand comparable to that removed by natural processes, while the
dune morphology was considerably altered [12]. As a matter of fact, the dune vegetation
of the Cesine Lagoon barrier system is currently affected by the loss and fragmentation
of habitat types, and characterized by a pioneer vegetation including sand couch grass
(Elytrigia juncea) [20,21].

The stretch of gently sloping coast facing the Cesine Lagoon belongs to a physiographic
unit that extend for 70 km from Brindisi to Otranto (see panel a of Figure 1) [15,22]. It
is oriented NW-SE and presents a beach–dune barrier formed on the top of a calcareous
bedrock [23]. This latter forms some headlands and outcrops in several points over both the
foreshore and the upper-middle shoreface [12]. The whole physiographic unit is supplied
from three sources: shallow marine carbonate factories produce calcareous biogenic sand;
rivers that flow north-central Apulia transport terrigenous silicate detritus and heavy black
minerals of volcanic origin; coastal cliffs furnish silicate and carbonate clasts [16,24,25].
However, it is affected by erosion and shoreline retreat for almost half a century as a
result of natural processes and human interferences [12,17,24]. The grain size ranges from
fine to very fine for the silicate grains, and from medium to coarse for the carbonate
component [12,25].

A marked shoreline recession trend of the Cesine Lagoon beach was noticed nearly
20 years ago [14,26]. Such a process threatened the ecological balance and biodiversity of
the lagoon, which are both relevant [21,27]. Thus, attached (connected to the shoreline)
and detached low-crested breakwaters were quickly built (Figures 1 and 2) in order to
counteract the shoreline retreat [12]. However, since that time, the barrier system was
affected by a continuous change in morphology. Figure 2 shows the trend in shoreline
change from 1948 to 2010 at the middle sector of the Cesine Lagoon (for details see Delle
Rose 2015 [12]). An apparent recession trend is visible at the central part, with probable
acceleration from 1988 to 1998 (blue, yellow, and green lines in Figure 2). Then, breakwaters
caused the re-shaping of shoreline, tombolos formation, and washover fan accretion (red
line and bodies in Figure 2).

Figure 2. Changes of shoreline position (1948–2010) at the middle sector of the Cesine Lagoon

(after [12], modified). Elaborated from the viewer service of the Italian National Geoportal [28].

Brown lines symbolize the breakwaters that were built in the early 2000s (see text). Large washover

fans developed after the building of breakwaters are painted in red.
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The southeastern Apulian beaches are subjected to an annual progradation/retrogradation
cycle [12,22]. Their emerged sectors are usually wider, higher, and coarser in summer than
in winter, when significant sand volumes are temporarily transported nearshore by storms
to form submerged coastal bars, and meanwhile the dunes are eroded. From spring, the
nearshore sand is transported back to the shoreline to form the onshore beach, and the
finest sand fraction is moved inland by wind.

2.2. Wind and Wave Climates

The two main 6-month climatic seasons of October–March (cold–wet, CW) and April–
September (warm–dry, WD) characterize the Mediterranean climate over the Apulia re-
gion [29,30]. Indeed, the southwards migration of the Atlantic storm track (causing mainly
strong winds from the southern sector over the area) and the descending mid-atmospheric
throughs from Northern Europe (often accompanied by northern cold outbreaks) are typical
of the CW period, while good weather with scarce precipitations prevails in the rest of the
year. The region is characterized by the predominance of northerly winds, although also
winds from southeast are significant for frequency and strength [31]. The wave climate of
the southern Adriatic Sea strictly reflects the above wind climate, being characterized by
highest and longest waves coming from N and SE [32]. The wave climate intensity of the
southern Adriatic moderately increased during the last decades. In fact, statistical trend
analysis of the late 1970s–late 2010s wave time series detected a slight increase in the yearly
mean values of significant wave high, wave power, and energy period [33]. The general
surface current circulation of the Adriatic Sea is cyclonic, including a northwestern flow
along the eastern side and a southeastern flow along the western side. Secondary gyres and
coastal currents can seasonally prevail when the mean eddy kinetic energy is at a maximum
in the southern Adriatic [34,35].

Measuring instruments installed in southeastern Apulia (see panel a in Figure 1) allowed
the production of wave and wind data sets that are publicly available. The Monopoli
buoy (108.5 km NW from the study area; mooring depth 85 m) belonging to the National
Tidegauge Network (Rete Mareografica Nazionale, in Italian) is managed by the Higher
Institute for Environmental Protection and Research (Istituto Superiore per la Protezione
e la Ricerca Ambientale, ISPRA) [36]. It was in operation from 1989 to 2014 with several
breaks due to failure or service intervals [37,38], and it started operating again in 2021.
Fifty (Hs50) and 100 (Hs100) year return heights were estimated in 6.9 ± 0.8 and 7.4 ± 0.9 m,
respectively [39]. The wind gauge stations reported in Figure 1a are the closest to Cesine on
the Adriatic coast and belong to different authorities. The stations placed at Brindisi, Cesine,
and Otranto are managed by the Apulia Civil Protection. The first has been in operation
since 2009, while the second and third only came into operation in July 2020. The station
located at San Cataldo (Figure 1a) is part of the Apulia Meteomarine Network (Sistema
Informativo Meteo Oceanografico delle coste Pugliesi, in Italian) and was in operation from
2007 to 2014 [40]. Finally, in the Otranto harbor, a wind gauge installed at the mareograph
station of the National Tidegauge Network has been in operation since 2010 (hereinafter
referred to as Otranto-ISPRA station) [36].

3. Materials and Methods

Despite the importance in coastal defense and environmental conservation of the
barrier system of the Cesine Lagoon (Section 2), there are still no specific studies on its geo-
morphological dynamics and site-related wind–wave conditions. This makes, on one hand,
hazard zoning unfeasible and, on the other hand, comparative studies (for example with
other Mediterranean barriers) unattainable. The present study was undertaken to address,
at least partially, these knowledge gaps. Materials and methods used for the meteorological
and geomorphological investigations are exposed in Sections 3.1 and 3.2, respectively.
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3.1. Meteorological Investigation

The wind conditions affecting the study area are inferred from data sets reported in
the Annali Idrologici, which are published by the Apulian Civil Protection [41–47]. These
data sets consist of daily averages together with four 30 min averages at four selected hours
of the day (00, 06, 12, 18). Data from the Otranto-ISPRA station [36] are also processed and
consist of 10 minute averaged wind data. The considered data range from 2015 to 2021 is in
accordance with the availability of Google Earth high resolution images and the duration
of geomorphological investigation (see below).

The Weibull distribution is used to approximate the frequency distributions of the
wind speed. It is a widely used distribution, suitable for several environmental variables,
including wind speed [48], for its characteristics of high versatility in shape and the fact
that it allows analytical expressions for almost all of its relevant statistical features. Thus,
the Weibull cumulative distribution W

W = 1 − exp[−(v/s)k] (1)

is used as a regression equation for the cumulative frequency distribution of the measured
wind speed v. The maximum probability wind speed Vm and the percentiles speeds V(p),
where p is the cumulative probability to have v > V(p), are expressed as a function of the
regression parameters s (scale parameter) and k (shape parameter) as

Vm = s[(k − 1)/k]1/k (2)

V(p) = s[ln(1/p)]1/k (3)

A coastal storm is a “meteorologically-induced disturbance to the local maritime condi-
tions (i.e., waves and/or water levels) that has the potential to significantly alter the under-
lying morphology and expose the backshore to waves, currents and/or inundation” [49].
Moreover, in agreement with Boccotti that defines a sea storm “as a succession of sea states
in which the significant wave height exceeds a fixed threshold for a duration of at least
equal to 12 h” [50], this time interval is herein considered.

To obtain a significant value for the expected wave height during the statistically
extreme wind events (coastal storms), the spectral peak offshore wave height H is calculated
from the offshore 10 m height wind speed U of the Bolam–Moloch model maps archive [51],
from which the fetch F and duration of the oversea wind condition are also verified. The
used equation is [52,53]

gH/U2 = 0.0016(gF/U2)1/2 (4)

where g is the gravity acceleration.
The storm surge is a typical increasing of the sea level because of the storm atmospheric

pressure drop and other effects, such as the blocking by the coastal platform of the Ekman
sea current caused by the surface wind stress [52,54]. The coastal surge S in storm conditions
can be estimated from the following empirical equation [52,53]:

S = S0FsFm (5)

where S0 is directly correlated to the pressure drop of the atmospheric pressure minimum
and Fs and Fm are corrections depending, respectively, on the depth of the coastal plat-
form (shoaling factor) and on the atmospheric storm motion (speed and direction of the
pressure minimum with respect to the coastline). They can be calculated by empirical
tables ([52] pp. 212–215) after estimating the pressure drop, speed and direction of the
storm center (minimum sea level pressure center) from the Bolam–Moloch archive [53].
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3.2. Geomorphological Investigation

The study of shoreline mobility and geomorphological processes acting on the beach–
dune barrier of Cesine Lagoon was carried out using field surveys and analysis of high
resolution Landsat 8 satellite images. Preliminary geological investigations began in 2005,
a few years after the construction of the breakwaters [14]. At the end of September 2016,
before the beginning of the autumn–winter erosion (retrogradation phase, see Section 2),
topographic profiling and sediment sampling check of the larger beach facing the Cesine
Lagoon were made according to literature procedures, respectively, based on spirit leveling
along the selected profiles and mechanical sieving of sand and gravel [55,56]. Since that
time, several field observations on the morphological changes affecting the northwest and
central sectors of the barrier system have been made (occasionally coupled with morphol-
ogy measurements), which have been instrumental in the analysis and interpretation of
satellite images. As the southeastern sector (the stretch of the coast southeast of Ponte di
Carlo, see Figure 1) was apparently stable, it has not been investigated so far.

Sets of middle (April 2010, June 2012) and fine spatial resolution images (July 2015,
July 2017, July 2018, June 2020, and September 2021) were acquired from Google Earth Pro.
Then, they were manually digitized in a Geographic Information System (GIS) software
to determine the morphological changes that occurred in the study area. For such an aim,
the use of baselines corresponding to fixed points is crucial. The visual interpretation
was performed according to the rudiments of Geographic Object-Based Image Analysis
(GEOBIA) [57,58]. As a consequence of on-site observations and measurements, dune
ridges, washover fans, and gravel beaches are the geographic objects on which the satellite
imagery interpretation was focused.

Special care was given to shoreline detection and shoreline change interpretation. As
a matter of fact, because of the dynamic nature of the land–water interface, a functional
definition of the “shoreline” was required [59]. Shorelines inferred from satellite images
do not represent normal or average conditions but the land–water interface at one instant
of time. Actually, they are “instantaneous shorelines” [60–63] (see Appendix A). Both
the imagery interpretation and the field observation allowed to obtain insights on the
littoral drift.

The dune vegetation line was used to detect changes in the horizontal position of
the dune toe [64,65], while the corresponding break in slope (local maxima of curvature
at the beach–dune intersection) was identified on the field to verify the reliability of the
image interpretation. Finally, it must be noticed that the resolution of the 2010 Google Earth
image resulted in being sufficient to draw shorelines and vegetation lines in some figures
(see below).

4. Results

The achieved results are exposed in the following sections. The wind–wave condi-
tions defined for the study area are first presented (Section 4.1). Wind speed percentile
values, and minimum 1-year return times wind speeds resulted from statistical analysis.
Significant wave heights and storm surge values for extreme events were obtained using
Equations (4) and (5), respectively. The synoptic description of selected storms concludes
the results of the meteorological investigations. Section 4.2 is focused on barrier profiling
and sediment grain size check, while Section 4.3 faces the comparison among instantaneous
shorelines, obtained from the Landsat 8 imagery, to infer the prevailing direction of the
littoral drift. Finally, geomorphological changes that affected dune toes, washover fans,
and gravel beaches during the considered 7 years are described in Section 4.4.

4.1. Wind–Wave Conditions

4.1.1. Wind Statistics

A wind data set for the considered 7 years in the Southeastern Apulia coast is available
only from the Brindisi station. Cesine and Otranto have only 1 year available data set
in the same period (2021) [41–47]. The Otranto-ISPRA station, despite having a suitable
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position along the shore in the Otranto harbor, has an insufficient cover of about 3 years
(2015, 2020, 2021 and only part of 2016 and 2019) [36]. Thus, for completeness and position,
the choice of the Brindisi data set as a proxy for the Cesine coast was somehow obliged (see
Figure 1a for location). Nevertheless, a detailed analysis was also performed, comparing
the 2021 Brindisi data set with both that available from Cesine and that available from the
Otranto-ISPRA station to evidence the extent and limits of this proxy (Figure A2). This is
briefly discussed in Appendix B.

Figure 3 shows the 7 years total and seasonal wind roses from the Brindisi station, con-
sidering the two main 6-month climatic seasons (i.e., the cold–wet October–March and the
warm–dry April–September) that characterize the Mediterranean climate (see Section 2.2).
A seasonal relative frequency increase from the southern sector is evident in the CW season
because of the increase in the incoming Atlantic storms over the Mediterranean region.

Figure 3. Wind roses for the 7 years data set of the Brindisi station (2015–2021); (a) all data;

(b) warm–dry season; (c) cold–wet season.

A statistical analysis was made over the daily averages of the wind speed because
they should be more relevant for prolonged coastal effects in general and, in particular, for
the fact that a wind–wave intensity relation such as Equation (4) is valid for prolonged
wind action over a long fetch that requires over 12 h of duration time [50,53]. To proceed
with the statistical analysis of the proxy data set, two different 90◦ sectors that cover the
incoming winds from offshore of the Cesine coast (315◦ NW–45◦ NE and 45◦ NE–135◦

SE) were selected (Figure 1). This choice aims to take into account both the statistically
prevailing directions (spread around the N-NW and S-SW axes, with less contribution
from the E direction) and the main axis of the Cesine coast, along the NW-SE direction (see
also the Brindisi and Cesine wind roses in Appendix B). These two sectors select the main
meteorological contributions to strong winds (storms from Mediterranean Lows and Balkan
cold outbreaks from Northeastern Europe throughs: see also Section 4.1.2), with direction
components against (or, at most, parallel to) the coastline. An additional south sector (135◦

SE–225◦ SW) was also selected because of the importance of the Mediterranean storms
associated to S-SW winds, although the effects of winds from this sector are expected to
be quite small on the Cesine coastline. The remaining western sector was disregarded as
being considered irrelevant for the purpose of this work because of the coastal orientation
and also the presence of a pine forest west and northward of the Cesine Lagoon.

The statistical analysis of the 7-year data set of wind speed from the Brindisi station
was performed by both sector and season. The cumulative frequency distribution of the
wind speed was studied by regressions with the Weibull probability cumulative distribution
(Section 3). The regressions were performed for both the whole frequency distributions
to obtain the bulk distribution parameters and the wind speed percentile values, and the
upper tail only (starting from the inflection point of the cumulative frequency distribution,
see also Appendix B) to obtain the minimum 1-year return times wind speeds. The 1-year
return time was selected to characterize the most extreme events recorded with some
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possible periodicity and strong coastal effects in the 7-year data set. The results are shown
in Table 1 for the percentile values of the measured wind speed, and the daily wind
speed interval (minimum–maximum) found in the Brindisi data set for speeds with 1-year
minimum return times. The last two columns also show the maximum–minimum wind
speed interval at 10 m over the sea surface modeled by the Bolam–Moloch model for the
corresponding minimum 1-year return time selected events (daily wind averages), and the
related maximum–minimum range significant offshore wave height for the same events,
calculated by Equation (4).

Table 1. Features of the 7-year probability distributions for the wind speed in the Brindisi station

by period of the year (CW: cold–wet, WD: warm–dry) and direction sector. N: 315◦ N–45◦ NE, E:

45◦ NE–135◦ SE, S: 135◦ SE–225◦ SW. Vm: maximum probability wind speed. V(p): p–percentiles for

v > V(p). 1Y v(min–max): maximum and minimum wind speed in the Brindisi station, found for the

events with minimum 1 year return time. 1Y U(min–max): same as above but for the Bolam model

oversea wind speed. 1Y H(min–max): same as above but for the calculated maximum spectral wave

heights. Speeds in m/s, heights in m.

Season/Sector Vm V(0.25) V(0.50) V(0.75)
1Y v

(min–max)
1Y U

(min–max)
1Y H

(min–max)

CW-N 0.8 3.7 2.1 1.0 9.0–11.6 16–20 3.7–5.6
CW-E 1.6 2.8 2.0 1.2 5.6–6.2 15–17 3.4–4.2
CW-S 2.9 3.8 3.0 2.2 6.0–6.8 16–20 5.8–7.2
WD-N 2.3 3.7 2.7 1.7 7.0–7.7 12–15 3.4–4.8
WD-E 2.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 4.2–4.3 10–10 2.3–3.2
WD-S 3.3 4.0 3.3 2.6 5.0–5.6 8–15 2.4–5.4

Thus, Table 1 shows some main characteristics found for the coastal wind conditions
in the considered 7 years. First, somehow unexpectedly, the WD season appears to be more
‘windy’ than the CW one for what concerns the bulk properties of the statistical distribution
(Vm and percentiles). This is a possible effect of the much more effective coastal breezes
during the WD season. Moreover, examining the N and E sectors that are the most effective
in shaping the barrier system of Cesine Lagoon, it appears that winds from the N sector are
generally more intense. In addition, the N statistics in the CW season shows a very long tail
toward high wind speeds (smaller Vm), suggesting a stronger contribution of local storms.
This is confirmed by the wind speed ranges for the minimum 1 year return time that show
the presence of some very strong events in the CW season from the northern sector. For
these events, the wind speed at 10 m oversea is between 16 and 20 m/s, which cause
the highest waves impinging over the coast (excluding winds from the S sector, possibly
causing offshore waves only). The overall range of significant (offshore) wave height for
the extreme events (minimum 1-year return time) from both the N and E sector is between
2.3 and 5.6 m, with increasing height in the CW season. Higher wave heights are calculated
from the S sector, mainly because of the longer fetch potentially available, but, in spite of
their documented disrupting effect over the Ionian Apulian coast [53], they have minor
effects over this part of the Adriatic coast because of its opposite orientation.

4.1.2. Coastal Storms

This section concerns a brief synoptic description of some significant events selected
from the minimum 1-year return time events found in the Brindisi data set to outline the
synoptic conditions that trigger strong wind events over the considered coastal area. The
number of events were found to be about half-dozen per direction sector, as expected
for 1-year return time in a 7-year data set. Figure 4a,b show the wind field at 10 m and
the geopotential height at 500 hPa for the strongest wind event recorded at the Brindisi
station, in February 2020, with over 11 m/s wind speed from the N sector. As shown in
these figures, this event was triggered by a deep incoming through from the North-Eastern
Europe, intensifying over the Balkan region, a typical condition that advects cold northerly
winds over the Adriatic sea. The significant offshore wave was found to be over 5 m



Climate 2023, 11, 128 9 of 27

height (Equation (4)) and in this case, Equation (5) gives an estimate of about 1.2 m for the
storm surge.

Figure 4. Windfield at 10 m height in m/s (a) and geopotential height in at 500 hPa (b) from the

Bolam–Moloch model archive, for the wind storm of February 2020. White circles mark the Southern

Apulia region.

Figure 5a,b show the wind field and the geopotential height for the Eastern outbreak
of March 2015. The triggering event was a Mediterranean low but still generated by an
incoming through from Northeastern Europe. In this case, however, its intensification
over the central Mediterranean area causes a different position of the low pressure center
and a different condition for the triggered Adriatic winds, that assume a more eastern
direction. The storm surge estimated by Equation (5) is of about 0.4 m height, but the
direction perpendicular to the coastline of easterly sea waves of over 3 m height (Figure 5
and Table 1) can enhance the total flooding effect over the exposed coast in this case.

For completeness, the last event was selected from the southern sector. This very strong
event of October 2018 is well known and studied in the scientific literature, where it was
named the ‘Vaia’ storm for the damage and disruption caused mainly in the Northeastern
Italian regions but also over the Ionian Apulian coast (Delle Rose et al. [53] and cited
bibliography). As Figure 6a,b show, in this case, the strong wind field is southerly oriented
in the Ionian sea, and this is related to the place of pressure minimum, located now in
a more northwestern position as generated from a through located northwestern of the
Mediterranean, over the Atlantic Ocean. This different generation/position of the minimum
is also responsible of the southerly wind speed orientation over the Adriatic sea and Ionian
sea, with a typically longer fetch. The calculated significant wave is about 6 m height, and
the storm surge can be estimated at about 1.2 m in height.

Finally, a diurnal tide contribution of about 0.3 m is also possible to increase the coastal
surge for storms in this site (Section 2). All the above considerations show that an increase
in the sea level of the order of 1 m can be expected along the considered coastline for stormy
events with a return time of about 1 year.
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Figure 5. Windfield at 10 m height in m/s (a) and geopotential height in at 500 hPa (b) from the

Bolam–Moloch model archive, for the eastern outbreak of March 2015. White circles mark the

Southern Apulia region.

Figure 6. Windfield at 10 m height in m/s (a) and geopotential height in at 500 hPa (b) from the

Bolam–Moloch model archive, for the ‘Vaia’ storm of October 2018. Note the long southerly fetch.

White circles mark the Southern Apulia region.

4.2. Barrier Profiling and Sediment Grain Size Check

On 27 September 2016, as a result of the specific field investigation, three cross-
barrier profiles were measured and sampled in the northwest sector of the Cesine Lagoon,
where the barrier system was larger than in the central sector of the study area (Figure 7).
The aims were (1) to sketch the shape of the upper-shoreface/foreshore/backshore and
foredune/backdune; and (2) to check the grain size class distribution.
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Figure 7. Selected profiles for sediment grain size check (see text). Background image is dated 19 July

2015 (40◦21′53.74′′–40◦22′30.29′′ N, 18◦18′45.53′′–18◦19′45.96′′ E; eye elevation of 1.1 km).

The beach was narrower and flatter at the NW side (profile A) than at the SE side
(profiles B, C), thus suggesting the prevalence of southeastern-ward longshore transport.
Well-shaped storm berm over the backshore and break-point step at the base of the foreshore
were observed along the southeastern profiles (Figure 8). The average foreshore slope was
about 1/5.

Differently from the beach, the dune was wider on the NW side. However, on the
SE side, the dune was higher (Figure 8). Such features were not the result of short-term
morphodynamic change but rather of multi-decennial interaction between physical and
vegetation factors. Sparse plants of Elytrigia juncea (L. Nevski) characterize the fore dune
and the crest area, while the more internal zone of the backdune show Spartina versicolor
(E. Fabre) and Mediterranean shrubs. The presence of this vegetation type suggests
a progressing stabilization of the backdune. In the following five years, this environ-
ment/landscape setting will not apparently change, except for a moderate retreat of the
dune toe at the NW side (see Section 4.4.1).

Figure 8. Barrier profiling and sampling (vertical scale is twice the horizontal one).

Grain size decreased both seaward and landward from the base of the swash zone,
changing from very coarse sand (mixed with gravel at profile A) to fine sand. The backshore
and foreshore had a similar grain size (coarse-medium sand), except for profile B with the
finer samples B1 and B2 (medium-fine sand; see Appendix C for details).

4.3. Instantaneous Shorelines Comparison

For 2015–2021, the comparison of instantaneous shorelines digitized from Google Earth
images suggests a net southeastward littoral drift trend. The shoreline retreated at the NW
sides of each sector, and advanced at the SE sides (Figures 9 and 10). This is in agreement
with field observations and measurements (see Figure A6 in Appendix D, an example of a
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beach profile measured on site several times). However, during the CW seasons, temporary
inverse transport was observed on site in conjunction with prevailing southeasterly winds
(cf. Figure 3c). Moreover, although field observations were not systematically carried
out during the 7 years of research, accretion and erosion dynamics were observed at the
updrift and downdrift sides, respectively, of some coastal defense structures (especially
in correspondence of the groyne located at the northwest end of the northwest sector; see
Figure 9 for the location of this structure).

Figure 9. Shoreline position changes at the north-west sector (40◦21′55.68′′–40◦22′31.60′′ N,

18◦18′45.90′′–18◦19′48.29′′ E; eye elevation of 1.14 km). The 2010 shoreline is drawn as a reference.

Dotted red line marks the 2021 dune toe; background image is dated September 2021.

With regard to the cross-shore dynamic, winter storms caused the steepening of the
emerged beach, likely mobilizing significant volumes of sand seaward. Instead, a calmer
summer wave climate pushed sand back onto the shoreline, widening and lowering the
foreshore profile. This process was particularly apparent along the stretches of coast which
are not protected by breakwaters, such as the one named “Foce della Conca della Corva”
(Figure 10).

Figure 10. Shoreline position changes at the central sector (40◦21′05.90′′–40◦21′41.04′′ N, 18◦20′06.04′′–

18◦21′14.75′′ E; eye elevation of 1.28 km). The 2010 shoreline is drawn as a reference. Dotted red line

marks the 2021 dune toe; background image is dated September 2021.
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4.4. Geomorphological Changes

4.4.1. Dune Toe Retreat

Throughout the Cesine barrier system, the dune height rarely exceeds 3 m. At the
northwest sector, the dune ridge is even lower than 1 m (Figures 8 and 11).

Figure 11. Measurements of dune width and height (40◦22′06.85′′ N, 18◦19′30.30′′ E) 27 September

2016; graduated rod, placed at the dune toe, is subdivided in 20 cm-long segments. The height of the

dune ranges here from 0.9 to 1.1 m, the maximum value found in the northwest sector. The distance

between dune toe and vegetation line is 2 m.

As observed on site, since at least the 2019–2020 CW season, this sector has been
affected by dune toe retreat due to the erosion action of the swash (Appendix D, Figures A5
and A6). As a matter of fact, at the end of 2021 WD season, the beach almost completely
disappeared at the northwest side of the northwest sector, and thus the bedrock cropped
out along the land–water interface (Figure 12).

Figure 12. 2015–2021 dune toe retreat at the northwest side of the northwest sector (40◦22′20.84′′–

40◦22′25.14′′ N, 18◦18′57.41′′–18◦19′00.27′′ E; eye elevation of 107 m). Blue dotted line and red dotted

line mark the positions carried out from July 2015 and September 2021 satellite images, respectively;

background image is dated September 2021.
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The retreat of the boundary between the beach and the eolian deposits was also
detected in some places of the central sector. As an example, Figure 13 documented an
about 5 m dune toe retreat along more than 20 m of the barrier system. Despite the short
observation period, it is quite significant. Unlike the case of Figure 12, the one of Figure 13
was likely due to wave run-up during storm events as deduced from field investigations.

Figure 13. 2015–2021 dune toe retreat at the central stretch of the central sector (40◦21′21.03′′–

40◦21′22.94′′ N, 18◦20′37.03′′–18◦20′41.84′′ E; eye elevation of 111 m). Blue dotted line and red dotted

line mark the positions carried out from July 2015 and September 2021 satellite images, respectively;

background image is dated September 2021.

The distance between the dune toe (break in slope) and vegetation on the crest of the
dune was repeatedly measured during the field investigation. It was never greater than
2 m as in the case of Figure 11.

4.4.2. Washover Fan Accretion

The barrier system of the Cesine Lagoon has been affected by overwash events and
accretion of washover fans since at least the building of the breakwaters in the early 2000s
(Section 2). These processes occurred repeatedly during the investigated years as well,
especially throughout the central sector of the barrier. The larger depositional body is
the one named washover fan C in Figure 10. It has accreted since 2015 after the breaking
of the dune ridge and tripled in size between 2018 and 2021, from about 150 to 500 m2

(Figure 14).
In March 2023, the average elevation of washover fan C at low tide was about 0.4 m,

while the length of the axes did not change in comparison with the one of September 2021
(Figure 15). Thus, more than 200 m3 of sand was involved in its accretion, which is a
significant amount for the studied barrier. Additionally, the little smaller washover fan B
(Figure 10) experienced a similar development (Appendix D, Figure A8).

Both the washover fan A (Figure 10) and the washover fans located beyond the
southeast end of the central sector (outside the investigated area, Figure 16) experienced
different evolutionary stages. For these sedimentary bodies, the sand transport processes
across the beach–dune barrier began between 2010 and 2012. The stabilization of the lagoon
shores occurred between 2015 and 2017, while few changes were observed in subsequent
years (see green and red lines in Figure 16).

4.4.3. Gravel Beach Formation

In the last few years, the formation of gravel beaches was observed along the stretch
of coast, where the breakwaters are attached to the shoreline (Figure 1). This is a quite new
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geomorphological process at the barrier system of the Cesine Lagoon. It is particularly
intense in correspondence of the breakwater openings (Figure 17).

Gravels were produced from bedrock surfaces and breakwater stones, likely during
the major storms. The deposits of gravel form foreshores that are steeper than sandy ones
(sloped about 35◦). However, during the WD seasons, they are in large part covered by
eolian fine and very fine sand (Appendix D, Figure A9), to be exposed again during the
CW seasons.

Figure 14. 2015–2021 washover fan C evolution. The 2021 dune toe in marked by red dotted line. Back-

ground image is dated September 2021 (40◦21′20.05′′–40◦21′21.98′′ N, 18◦20′39.13′′–18◦20′43.11′′ E;

eye elevation of 81 m).

Figure 15. Measurement of the size of the washover fan C. A thin eolian deposit of very fine black

sediments covers the seaside of the fan.
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Figure 16. 2012–2020 evolution of the washover fans south of Ponte di Carlo. 2020 dune toe in

marked by red dotted line. Background image is dated June 2020 (40◦21′03.08′′–40◦21′05.70′′ N,

18◦21′02.39′′–18◦21′07.60′′ E; eye elevation of 102 m).

Figure 17. A gravel beach (40◦22′02.90′′ N, 18◦19′37.85′′ E) at the beginning of the 2020–2021 CW season.

5. Discussion and Conclusions

Wind–wave conditions are the main factor controlling the geomorphological shaping
of the studied barrier. The contribution of other natural and anthropic factors is substantially
negligible in the considered short term time. In fact, if on one hand, the tectonic subsidence
and changes in sea level and sediment supply can produce significant effects only on
medium-long terms, then on the other hand, no new human-induced process started after
the building of the breakwaters in the early 2000s [12,17,24]. The definition of the weather
conditions that affect the study area is consequently crucial in a climatological perspective.
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Due to the lack of a wind data set covering 2015–2021 at the Cesine coast, a proxy
was selected among the closest stations to infer the wind conditions of the study area
(Section 4.1.1 and Appendix B). The performed statistical analysis shows that winds from
N are generally more intense than winds from the east. Additionally, the north statistics
in the CW season shows a very long tail toward high wind speeds, suggesting a stronger
contribution of local storms. The overall range of significant wave height for the extreme
events (minimum 1-year return time) from both the north and east sectors is between 2.3
and 5.6 m, with increasing heights in the CW season. Moreover, a storm surge of the order
of 1 m can be expected for events with return times of about 1 year (Section 4.1.2). The above
wind–wave conditions are comparable with the ones reported in previous studies [31,32].
Considering the flat beach profile and the large amount of middle to very fine sands on
the foreshore and backshore (Section 4.2, Appendix C), significant shoreline mobility and
geomorphological change can be expected at the beach–dune barrier of the Cesine Lagoon.
Furthermore, since the dune crest does not exceed 1 m in height for long stretches of
the barrier, vulnerability to flooding can be related to storms of the yearly return time
(Section 4.1.2).

A net longshore transport of the beach sand from the northwest to southeast through-
out the considered 7 years is inferred by satellite images analysis and on-site observations
(Section 4.3). It is consistent with the prevalent northerly winds. Nevertheless, such a result
is in good agreement with previous hydrodynamic conditions reported in the Apulian
coast literature [16,24]. However, it must be noted a possible littoral drift imbalance. In
fact, the output of sand due to littoral drift beyond the southeast end of the central sector
seems to be not compensated by the input of sand through the NW end of the barrier. The
disappearance of the emerged beach and the consequent cropping out of the bedrock at
the NW end of the studied barrier system (Section 4.4.1) may be an evidence of this trend,
which is likely caused by the building of groynes and breakwaters along the northern coast
as previously forecasted by the authors (see [12,24]).

Dune toe retreat has been observed at different stretches of the studied coast. Where
the backshore was eroded, it was due to the swash of the waves over the foreshore (both in
normal and severe wind conditions), while in the presence of the emerged beach, to the
wave run-up during storms, as a significant wave height can reach several meters for yearly
return time events (Section 4.4.1). The largest retreat can be estimated in about 5 m, which is
quite significant considering that it has occurred in few years (see Figures 9 and 10). At least
in the case of the washover fan C (see Figure 14), the dune toe retreat seems to have driven
the breaking of the dune ridge and the consequent development of the sedimentary body.

The study area experienced several episodes of overwash that allowed the accretion of
washover fans during 2015–2021 (Sections 4.3 and 4.4.2). On the other hand, the breaking
of the dune ridge and the consequent lagoon flooding were expected geomorphological
and hydrogeological processes [18]. However, the collected data do not allow to establish
whether the breaking of the dune ridge and the accretion of the washover fan are due to a
major storm or are the result of a gradual process, in which ordinary weather conditions
are decisive. As shown by several studies, washover fans can accrete over multi-year time
scales also in the absence of large storms and with a significant role of the eolian processes
(see, for example, [8,66]). It is apparent that more frequent and detailed field observations
are needed to better investigate the weather conditions that actually drove such a morpho-
sedimentological process. Anyway, their occurrence is essential for sustaining a barrier
system faced with the rising sea level and increasing wave climate intensity (Section 2).
As a matter of fact, by moving sand landward and supplying washover fans, overwash
and eolian processes increase the width of the barrier and, consequently, its resilience to
sea-level rise and resistance to wave erosion [67].

Another geomorphological and sedimentological process detected along the barrier
system of Cesine Lagoon is the development of gravel beaches (Section 4.4.3). It is par-
ticularly active in correspondence of the stretch of the coast protected by the attached
breakwaters (see Figure 1), where coarse clasts are produced by the wave erosion of
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bedrock surfaces and breakwater stones (Figures 17 and A9). As the importance of the
gravel beaches is recognized for shore protection, the interest in quantitative studies on
their geometry and transport rate is increasing [68]. A number of essential parameters will
have to be measured on site to describe the state and development of the gravel beach
as a physical system. They are clast size, shape, and roundness through time and space;
packing, orientation and vertical/horizontal gradation; grain mobility; and roughness to
flow and infiltration [69].

Notwithstanding the effect of extreme events not having yet been determined, the
geomorphological data collected since 2015 as a whole suggest an erosional trend of the
studied dune–beach barrier. This trend is consistent with the multi-decadal one previously
described for the whole physiographic unit, to which the Cesine coast belongs [12,26].
The same trend is also shown by other barriers and beaches in the central Mediterranean,
thus determining that the impact of climate change on this process is a main research
challenge [13,70]. For this purpose, it is essential to calculate the sedimentary budget [1–3].
Coastal geomorphological and sedimentological monitoring, including also the whole
upper shoreface (for the case study the annual closure depth is about 5.5 m, see Section 2)
is the most effective tool to achieve the goal [11,71]. In particular, to have real data on
the geomorphological influence of extreme events, it is necessary to perform barrier pro-
filing and sampling before and after storms. Moreover, for a deeper understanding of
the relationships between geomorphological changes and wind–wave conditions, the dis-
tinction between along-shore and cross-shore processes is crucial in the next stages of
the research [72,73]. In this view, the discussed results may be considered starting points
for further data collection and analysis to assess the impact of climate changes and the
threatening hazards on the lagoon barrier.
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Appendix A. Notes on Images Interpretation

Due to the nature of the coastal land–water interface, the shoreline position continually
changes through time [59]. Based on the guideline of geographic-object analysis [57,58],
time series of instantaneous shoreline extracted from freely available high-resolution (up to
less than 0.5 m) satellite images are increasingly used in the reconstruction of geomorpho-
logical trends [60–63,74,75].

All the 2015–2021 satellite images used in this paper were taken during the WD season
(Section 3) with calm wind–wave conditions and a flat or nearly flat sea surface, thus
allowing easy image interpretations (Figure A1). Moreover, the daily variations of the
shoreline due to the tidal fluctuations (about 1.5 m in plan as inferred from the measured

http://www.pcn.minambiente.it/mattm/en/
https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/annali-e-dati-idrologici-elaborati
https://www.mareografico.it/
https://www.mareografico.it/
http://www.isac.cnr.it/dinamica/projects/forecasts/index.html
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foreshore slope of Figure 8 and on-site observations) are comparable with the resolution
of the images. Considering the scale of the Figures 9 and 10, the daily change of shoreline
position due to the tides is smaller than the thickness of the line symbols. Therefore, the
time at which the satellite images were taken does not affect the result.

A further consideration must be made as regards the digitized instantaneous shore-
lines. Taking into account the annual progradation/retrogradation cycle of the sand
beaches of the study area, the width of the backshore tends to increase during the WD
season (Section 2). Unlike the 2015–2020 satellite images that were taken between June and
July, the 2021 image was taken in September (Section 3). Consequently, for 2021, the actual
effect of the southeastward longshore transport (see Figure A1) may be exaggerated by the
progradation process.

Figure A1. Instantaneous shoreline positioning at the SE side of the central sector (cf. Figure 10).

Note that neither shoaling nor swash make it difficult to recognize the land–water interface

(40◦21′12.30′′–40◦21′14.18′′ N, 18◦20′55.54′′–18◦21′00.22′′ E; eye elevation of 106 m).

To check the overlay of satellite images, some baselines are used. As an example, the
artificial channel crossing the Pantano Grande and other minor water bodies (see Figure 1)
allowed to check the georeferencing accuracy of Google Earth images used to make the
Figures 9 and 10. Again, a fence wall was used for Figure 12 and the high water level in the
lagoon, as marked by vegetation, for Figure 13.

Appendix B. Wind Rose and Speed Distribution

Figure A2a–c show the wind roses for the year 2021 in Brindisi, Cesine and Otranto-
ISPRA stations, respectively. Besides the commonly prevailing northern and southern
directions, local differences are evident, although some of them can be ascribed to the
position of the measurement site, that is semi-urban in Brindisi, on the shoreline, but
sheltered by the port structure in the S-SE direction in Otranto, and behind a pine forest
spreading mainly in the northern direction at Cesine. The sheltering of the Cesine station
could be responsible for the less prevalent winds from the NW direction if compared with
Brindisi and Otranto (Cesine is in between), while the S-SE sheltering of the Otranto station
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could enhance the SW direction in comparison. The Brindisi station should have no evident
prevailing sheltering from the coastal sectors but an almost uniform decrease in the oversea
wind speed because of the urban boundary layer effects. A more enhanced reduction
could be expected from the western sector, which is wholly inland, but this sector is not
considered in this study.

Figure A2. (a) Wind rose for the Brindisi station, year 2021; (b) wind rose for the Cesine station,

year 2021; (c) wind rose for the Otranto-ISPRA station, year 2021.

Figure A3a–c show the 2021 wind speed distribution by direction sector for Brindisi,
Cesine and Otranto. Brindisi and Cesine show good agreement for the wind speed dis-
tribution in the E and S sectors, while Otranto appears to have the maximum speeds in
the N and E sectors but to underestimate in the S sector. In the N sector Cesine appears to
underestimate the wind speed with respect to both Brindisi and Otranto, and the maximum
speed is found in Otranto. These results agree with the hypotheses of sheltering from the
N sector in Cesine, from the S sector in Otranto and a more uniform effect over directions
in the Brindisi station.

Figure A3. (a) Comparison of the cumulative probability (normalized frequency) distribution for

the Brindisi station (triangles), Otranto-ISPRA station (circles) and Cesine station (crosses), N sector,

year 2021; (b) comparison of the cumulative probability (normalized frequency) distribution for

the Brindisi station (triangles), Otranto-ISPRA station (circles) and Cesine station (crosses), E sector,

year 2021; (c) comparison of the cumulative probability (normalized frequency) distribution for

the Brindisi station (triangles), Otranto-ISPRA station (circles) and Cesine station (crosses), S sector,

year 2021.

Appendix C. Grain Size Characterization

Nineteen samples (Figure 8) were collected by grab sampling (about half kilogram
for each sample; thickness of the sampled layers less than 10 cm). Later, their grain size
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distribution was determined by the mechanical method (sieving). In Figure A4, the ϕ scale
was used to characterize the distribution [76–78].

Figure A4. Grain-size distribution of the samples gathered at the profiles A–C, cf. Figures 7 and 8;

(−4 to −3 ϕ, 16–8 mm, medium gravel; −3 to −2 ϕ, 8–4 mm, fine gravel; −2 to −1 ϕ, 4–2 mm, very

fine gravel; −1 to 0 ϕ, 2–1 mm, very coarse sand; 0 to 1 ϕ, 1–0.5 mm, coarse sand; 1 to 2 ϕ, 0.5–0.25 mm,

medium sand; 2 to 3 ϕ, 0.25–0.125 mm, fine sand; 3 to 4 ϕ, 0.125–0.0625 mm, very fine sand).

As reported above (see Section 4), the larger grain size was found at the base of
the foreshore, in correspondence to the break point. Here, the very coarse sand is the
dominant class, even if the break point of the profile A shows a significant amount of gravel
(Figure A4). The grain size decreases both landward and seaward up to the fine sand class
in correspondence to the dune toe and the submerged bar, respectively. The samples B1
and B2 are finer compared with the other samples taken on the backshore. This is probably
the result of the eolian landward transport during the dry/warm season. Finally, it must be
noted that some finer samples are mainly constituted by black minerals of volcanic origin.

Appendix D. Additional Geomorphological Observations

Some geomorphological insights are provided below in the perspective of further data
collection and analysis. With regard to the enhanced beach and dune toe erosion at the
NW side of the northwest sector (Section 4.4.1, Figure 12), it is a process that began at least
20 years ago and which in recent years has been accelerated by swash waves (Figure A5).

Figure A5. Dune toe erosion due to swash action (northwest sector).
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The erosion process of the above-mentioned stretch of beach is documented by profiles
measured in different time (Figure A6).

Figure A6. Time series of beach profiles measured along the profile A of Figure 8 (vertical scale is

twice the horizontal one); dune toe apparently retreated by about 1 m. After 2021, a partial beach

recovery was observed.

The foredune appears more stable in different points of the central sector, especially
where the breakwater were built. Here, as a matter of fact, the dune height exceeds
2 m, and the pioneer vegetation is bushier and wider than in the NW sector (Figure A7).
However, since the central sector is proved to be particularly prone to undergo dune
breaking and washover accretion (Sections 4.4.1 and 4.4.2), detailed field investigations
must be performed especially before and after storms.

Figure A7. Foredune shape at a stretch of coast protected by breakwater (central sector); vertical

wooden rod is about 2.5 m high.

Additionally, the southeastern sector of the lagoon barrier will need to be monitored.
This stretch of coast was considered stable up to some years ago. However, washover fan
accretion has been recognized by satellite image analysis (Figure 16) near Ponte di Carlo,
which delimits the central and southeastern sectors of the Cesine Lagoon (see Figure 10
for location).

Since the water lagoon depth is very shallow (Section 2), the lagoon shoreline can
significantly change position due to tidal oscillations in some points. This is especially
evident along the edges of the washover fans where, between the high and low tide, the
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land–water interface can move even tens of meters. However, the high tide shoreline is al-
ways highlighted by vegetation. Such on-site field observations are randomly documented
by satellite images (Figure A8). As can be observed in Figure A8, the washover fan A
(see Figure 10 for location) started to accrete between 2010 and 2012. In 2017 satellite image,
its lagoon shoreline seems landward progradated in comparison with 2015. However, the
2020 and 2021 boundaries roughly resemble the 2015 one. The washover fan B slowly
accreted between 2015 and 2017, accelerating the landward progradation between 2017
and 2021. Since then, its shape remained almost unchanged as for the washover fan C
(Section 4). The only remarkable process observed on site during 2022 and 2023 is the
deposition of a thin layers (few centimetres) of very fine black volcanic sediments due to
eolian transport (see also Figures 14 and 15).

Figure A8. Formation and accretion of the washover fans A and B (cf. Figure 10). The dot-

ted lines mark the submerged edge during high tide conditions. Note the black sediments that

mark the shape of the backshore and the sea and lagoon shorelines (40◦21′25.14′′–40◦21′29.31′′ N,

18◦20′26.17′′–18◦20′33.10′′ E; eye elevation of 128 m).

Seasonal changes have been observed for the gravel beaches (Section 4.4.3). They form
the interface with the sea during the CW season (Figure 17) but are covered by middle
to very fine sand transported by waves and wind throughout the WD season, thus being
sometimes indistinguishable from the sandy beaches in satellite images (Figure A9).
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Figure A9. Some stages of the gravel beach of Figure 17. Such a deposit is cropped out

in June 2020 (green curve), while it was covered by sand in July 2015 and September 2021

(40◦22′02.28′′–40◦22′04.18′′ N, 18◦19′36.68′′–18◦19′38.19′′ E; eye elevation of 62 m).

References

1. Leatherman, S.P. Barrier dune systems: A re-assessment. Sediment. Geol. 1979, 24, 1–16. [CrossRef]

2. Morton, R.; Sallenger, A.H. Morphological impacts of extreme storms on sandy beaches and barriers. J. Coast. Res. 2003,

19, 560–573.

3. Dillenburg, S.R.; Hesp, P.A. Coastal Barriers—An Introduction. In Geology and Geomorphology of Holocene Coastal Barriers of Brazil.

Lecture Notes in Earth Sciences, Vol 107; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2009; pp. 1–15.

4. Anthony, E.J.; Marriner, N.; Morhange, C. Human influence and the changing geomorphology of Mediterranean deltas and coasts

over the last 6000 years: From progradation to destruction phase? Earth Sci. Rev. 2014, 139, 336–361. [CrossRef]

5. Sherman, D.J.; Bauer, B.O. Coastal geomorphology through the looking glass. Geomorphology 1993, 7, 225–249. [CrossRef]

6. Narayana, A.C. Shoreline Changes. In Encyclopedia of Estuaries. Encyclopedia of Earth Series; Kennish, M.J., Ed.; Springer: Dordrecht,

The Netherlands, 2016; pp. 590–602.

7. Kumar, A.; Jayappa, K.S. Long and short-term shoreline changes along Mangalore coast, India. Int. J. Environ. Res. 2009,

3, 177–188. [CrossRef]

8. Rodriguez, A.B.; Theuerkauf, E.J.; Ridge, J.T.; VanDusen, B.M.; Fegley, S.R. Long-term washover fan accretion on a transgressive

barrier island challenges the assumption that paleotempestites represent individual tropical cyclones. Sci. Rep. 2020, 10, 19755.

[CrossRef]

9. Santos, C.A.G.; do Nascimento, T.V.M.; Mishra, M.; da Silva, R.M. Analysis of long-and short-term shoreline change dynamics: A

study case of Joao Pessoa city in Brazil. Sci. Total Environ. 2021, 769, 144889. [CrossRef]

10. Brunel, C.; Sabatier, F. Potential influence of sea-level rise in controlling shoreline position on the French Mediterranean Coast.

Geomorphology 2009, 107, 47–57. [CrossRef]

11. El-Asmar, H.M.; El-Kafrawy, S.B.; Taha, M.M.N. Monitoring coastal changes along Damietta promontory and the barrier beach

toward Port Said east of the Nile Delta, Egypt. J. Coast. Res. 2014, 30, 993–1005. [CrossRef]

12. Delle Rose, M. Medium-term Erosion Processes of South Adriatic Beaches (Apulia, Italy): A Challenge for an Integrated Coastal

Zone Management. J. Earth Sci. Clim. Chang. 2015, 6, 306. [CrossRef]

13. Poulos, S.E.; Ghionis, G.; Verykiou, E.; Roussakis, G.; Sakellariou, D.; Karditsa, A.; Alexandrakis, G.; Petrakis, S.; Sifnioti, D.;

Panagiotopoulos, I.P.; et al. Hydrodynamic, neotectonic and climatic control of the evolution of a barrier beach in the microtidal

environment of the NE Ionian Sea (eastern Mediterranean). Geo-Mar. Lett. 2015, 35, 37–52. [CrossRef]

14. Delle Rose, M. Studi per la previsione delle dinamiche evolutive della costa adriatica ad est di Lecce. Geol. e Terr. 2007, 4, 181–191.

(In Italian)

15. Lisi, I.; Bruschi, A.; Del Gizzo, M.; Archina, M.; Barbano, A.; Corsini, C. Physiographic units and depths of closure for the Italian

coast. L’Acqua 2010, 2, 35–52. (In Italian)

16. Tropeano, M.; Spalluto, L. Present-day temperate-type carbonate sedimentation on Apulian Shelves (southern Italy). GeoActs

2006, 5, 129–142.

17. Mastronuzzi, G.; Sanso, P. Coastal towers and historical sea level change along the Salento coast (southern Apulia, Italy). Quatern.

Int. 2014, 332, 61–72. [CrossRef]

18. Margiotta, S.; Parise, M. Hydraulic and Geomorphological Hazards at Wetland Geosites Along the Eastern Coast of Salento (SE

Italy). Geoheritage 2019, 11, 1655–1666. [CrossRef]

19. De Giorgio, G.; Chieco, M.; Zuffianò, L.E.; Limoni, P.P.; Sottani, A.; Pedron, R.; Vettorello, L.; Stellato, L.; Di Rienzo, B.; Polemio,

M. The Compatibility of Geothermal Power Plants with Groundwater Dependent Ecosystems: The Case of the Cesine Wetland

(Southern Italy). Sustainability 2018, 10, 303. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/0037-0738(79)90025-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2014.10.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0169-555X(93)90018-W
http://dx.doi.org/10.3126/ije.v3i1.9953
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-76521-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.144889
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2007.05.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.2112/JCOASTRES-D-12-00112.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.4172/2157-7617.1000306
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00367-014-0390-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2014.02.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12371-019-00363-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/su10020303


Climate 2023, 11, 128 25 of 27

20. Medagli, P.; Sciandrello, S.; Mele, C.; Di Pietro, R.; Wagensommer, R.P.; Urbano, M.; Tomaselli, V. Analisi della biodiversità vegetale

e cartografia della vegetazione, degli habitat e dell’uso del suolo della Riserva Naturale Statale “Le Cesine” (Lecce—Puglia). Quat.

Bot. Amb. Appl. 2013, 24, 55–76. (In Italian)

21. Tomaselli, V.; Veronico, G.; Adamo, M. Monitoring and Recording Changes in Natural Landscapes: A Case Study from Two

Coastal Wetlands in SE Italy. Land 2021, 10, 50. [CrossRef]

22. Delle Rose, M.; Beccarisi, L.; Elia, T. Short-medium term assessments of coastal erosion and marine inundation effects on natural

and anthropic environments (Apulia, Southern Italy). In Marine Research at CNR, Coastal and Marine and Spatial Planing; Brugnoli,

E., Cavarretta, G., Mazzola, S., Trincardi, F., Ravaioli, M., Santoleri, R., Eds.; National Research Council: Rome, Italy, 2011;

pp. 1149–1163. Available online: https://dta.cnr.it/category/marine-research-at-cnr/ (accessed on 15 March 2023).

23. Delle Rose, M.; Parise, M. Karst subsidence in South-Central Apulia, Southern Italy. Int. J. Speleol. 2002, 31, 181–199. [CrossRef]

24. Caldara, M.; Centenaro, E.; Mastronuzzi, G.; Sanso P.; Sergio, A. Features and Present Evolution of Apulian Coast (Southern

Italy). In Proceedings of the 5th International Coastal Symposium, Palm Beach, FL, USA, 19–23 May 1998; J. Coast. Res., spec.

issue 26, 1999, pp. 55–64.

25. Dominici, R.; Donato, P.; Basta, P.; Romano, G.; Delle Rose, M.; Tenuta, M.; Vacca, C.; Verrino, M.; De Rosa, R. Mineralogical and

textural characterization of the Alimini beach sands: Implication on their provenance and transport processes. Rend. Online Soc.

Geol. It. 2016, 38, 39–42. [CrossRef]

26. Boenzi, F.; Caldara, M.; Pennetta, L.; Simone, O. Environmental Aspects Related to the Physical Evolution of Some Wetlands

Along the Adriatic Coast of Apulia (Southern Italy): A Review. In Proceedings of the 8th International Coastal Symposium, Itajai,

Brazil, 14–19 March 2004; J. Coast. Res., spec. issue 39, 2006, pp. 170–175.

27. Guglielmino, A.; Buckle, C. Remarks on the composition of the Auchenorrhyncha fauna in some moist areas in Southern Apulia

(Italy). Biodivers. J. 2015, 6, 309–322.

28. National Geoportal. Available online: http://www.pcn.minambiente.it/mattm/en/ (accessed on 13 February 2023).

29. Spano, D.; Snyder, R.L.; Cesaraccio, C. Mediterranean Climates. In Phenology: An Integrative Environmental Science; Schwartz,

M.D., Ed.; Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2003; pp. 139–156.

30. Lionello, P.; Malanotte-Rizzoli, P.; Boscolo, R.; Alpert, P.; Artale, V.; Li, L.; Luterbacher, J.; May, W.; Trigo, R.; Tsimplis, M.; et al.

The Mediterranean Climate: An Overview of the Main Characteristics and Issues. Dev. Earth Environ. Sci. 2006, 4, 1–26.

31. Zito, G.; Ruggiero, L.; Zuanni, F. Aspetti meteorologici e climatici della Puglia. In Proceedings of the First Workshop on “Clima,

Ambiente e Territorio nel Mezzogiorno”, Taormina, Italy, 11–12 December 1989; CNR: Roma, Italy, 1991; pp. 43–73. (In Italian)

32. Ruol, P.; Martinelli, L.; Favaretto, C.; Barbariol, F.; Benetazzo, A. Representative and Morphological Waves along the Adriatic

Italian Coast in a Changing Climate. Water 2022, 14, 2678. [CrossRef]

33. Caloiero, T.; Aristodemo, F. Trend Detection of Wave Parameters along the Italian Seas. Water 2021, 13, 1634. [CrossRef]

34. Poulain, P.M. Adriatic Sea surface circulation as derived from drifter data between 1990 and 1999. J. Mar. Syst. 2001, 29, 3–32.

[CrossRef]

35. Kalimeris, A.; Kassis, D. Sea surface circulation variability in the Ionian-Adriatic Seas. Prog. Oceanogr. 2020, 189, 102454.

[CrossRef]

36. Rete Mareografica Nazionale. Available online: https://www.mareografico.it/ (accessed on 20 February 2023).

37. Benetazzo, A.; Fedele, F.; Carniel, S.; Ricchi, A.; Bucchignani, E.; Sclavo, M. Wave climate of the Adriatic Sea: A future scenario

simulation. Nat. Hazards Earth Syst. Sci. 2012, 12, 2065–2076. [CrossRef]

38. Mikulic, A.; Parunov, J. A Wave Directionality and a Within-Year Wave Climate Variability Effects on the Long-Term Extreme

Significant Wave Heights Prediction in the Adriatic Sea. J. Mar. Sci. Eng. 2023, 11, 42. [CrossRef]

39. Sartini, L.; Cassola, F.; Besio, G. Extreme waves seasonality analysis: An application in the Mediterranean Sea. J. Geophys. Res.

Oceans 2015, 120, 6266–6288. [CrossRef]

40. SIMOP, Sistema Informativo Meteo Oceanografico delle coste Pugliesi, Autorità di Bacino della Puglia. Available online:

http://93.51.158.171/web/simop/home (accessed on 20 January 2023).

41. Regione Puglia. Annali Idrologici. 2015. Available online: https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/

annale2015.pdf/ (accessed on 30 December 2022). (In Italian)

42. Regione Puglia. Annali Idrologici. 2016. Available online: https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/

annale2016.pdf/ (accessed on 30 December 2022). (In Italian)

43. Regione Puglia. Annali Idrologici. 2017. Available online: https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/

annale2017.pdf/ (accessed on 30 December 2022). (In Italian)

44. Regione Puglia. Annali Idrologici. 2018. Available online: https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/

annale2018.pdf/ (accessed on 30 December 2022). (In Italian)

45. Regione Puglia. Annali Idrologici. 2019. Available online: https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/

annale2019.pdf/ (accessed on 30 December 2022). (In Italian)

46. Regione Puglia. Annali Idrologici. 2020. Available online: https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/

annale2020rev2.pdf/ (accessed on 30 December 2022). (In Italian)

47. Regione Puglia. Annali Idrologici. 2021. Available online: https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/

annale2021.pdf/ (accessed on 30 December 2022). (In Italian)

http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/land10010050
https://dta.cnr.it/category/marine-research-at-cnr/ 
http://dx.doi.org/10.5038/1827-806X.31.1.11
http://dx.doi.org/10.3301/ROL.2016.12
http://www.pcn.minambiente.it/mattm/en/
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/w14172678
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/w13121634
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0924-7963(01)00007-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2020.102454
https://www.mareografico.it/
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/nhess-12-2065-2012
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/jmse11010042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2015JC011061
http://93.51.158.171/web/simop/home
https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/annale2015.pdf/
https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/annale2015.pdf/
https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/annale2016.pdf/
https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/annale2016.pdf/
https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/annale2017.pdf/
https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/annale2017.pdf/
https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/annale2018.pdf/
https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/annale2018.pdf/
https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/annale2019.pdf/
https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/annale2019.pdf/
https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/annale2020rev2.pdf/
https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/annale2020rev2.pdf/
https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/annale2021.pdf/
https://protezionecivile.puglia.it/documents/3171874/3243680/annale2021.pdf/


Climate 2023, 11, 128 26 of 27

48. Shu, Z.R.; Jesson, M. Estimation of Weibull parameters for wind energy analysis across the UK. J. Renew. Sustain. Energy 2021,

13, 023303. [CrossRef]

49. Harley, M. Coastal Storm Definition. In Coastal Storms; Ciavola, P., Coco, G., Eds.; John Wiley & Sons: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2017;

pp. 1–21.

50. Boccotti, P. Wave Mechanics for Ocean Engineering; Elsevier Science: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2000; pp. 1–496.

51. BOLAM-MOLOCH Forecasts. Available online: http://www.isac.cnr.it/dinamica/projects/forecasts/index.html (accessed on

28 March 2023).

52. Hsu, S.A. (Ed.) Coastal Meteorology; Academic Press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 1988; 260p.

53. Delle Rose, M.; Martano, P.; Orlanducci, L. Coastal Boulder Dynamics Inferred from Multi-Temporal Satellite Imagery, Geological

and Meteorological Investigations in Southern Apulia, Italy. Water 2021, 13, 2426. [CrossRef]

54. Gill, A. Atmosphere-Ocean Dynamics, 1st ed.; Academic Press: London, UK, 1982; p. 662.

55. Delgado, I.; Lloyd, G. A simple low cost method for one person beach Profiling. J. Coastal. Res. 2004, 20, 1246–1252. [CrossRef]

56. Osborne, P.D. Cross-shore variation of grain size on beaches. In Encyclopedia of Coastal Science: Encyclopedia of Earth Sciences Series;

Finkl, C., Makowski, C., Eds.; Springer: Cham, Switzerland, 2018; pp. 313–319.

57. Blaschke, T.; Hay, G.J.; Kelly, M.; Lang, S.; Hofmann, P.; Addink, E.; Queiroz Feitosa, R.; van der Merr, F.; van der Werff, H.;

van Coillie, F.; et al. Geographic Object-Based Image Analysis—Towards a new paradigm. J. Photogramm. Remote Sens. 2014,

87, 180–191. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

58. Chen, G.; Weng, Q.; Hay, G.J.; He, Y. Geographic object-based image analysis (GEOBIA): Emerging trends and future opportunities.

GIScience Remote Sens. 2018, 55, 159–182. [CrossRef]

59. Boak, E.H.; Turner, I.L. Shoreline Definition and Detection: A Review. J. Coast. Res. 2005, 21, 688–703. [CrossRef]

60. Lee, I.C. Instantaneous shoreline mapping from worldview-2 satellite images by using shadow analysis and spectrum matching

techniques. J. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2016, 24, 1204–1216.

61. Dang, Y.; Zhang, C.; Zhou, X.; Xu, J.; Xue, S. Instantaneous shorelines as an intermediate for island shoreline mapping based on

aerial/satellite stereo images. Mar. Geod. 2018, 41, 219–229. [CrossRef]

62. Vos, K.; Harley, M.D.; Splinter, K.D.; Simmons, J.A.; Turner, I.L. Sub-annual to multi decadal shoreline variability from publicly

available satellite imagery. Coast. Eng. 2019, 150, 160–174. [CrossRef]

63. Jia, P.; Zhang, Y.; Xu, W.; Xia, Z.; Zhong, C.; Yin, Y. Spatio-temporal evolution of coastline of sand-barrier lagoons over 26 years

through historic Landsat imagery in Lingshui County, Hainan Province, China. J. Coast. Conserv. 2019, 23, 817–827. [CrossRef]

64. Splinter, K.D.; Kearney, E.T.; Turner, I.L. Driver of alongshore variable dune erosion during a storm event: Observation and

modelling. Coast. Eng. 2018, 131, 31–41. [CrossRef]

65. Van IJzendoorn, C.O.; de Vries, S.; Hallin, C.; Hesp, P.A. Sea level rise outpaced by vertical dune toe translation on prograding

coasts. Sci. Rep. 2021, 11, 12792. [CrossRef]

66. Kochel, R.C.; Laura, A.W. Relative Role of Overwash and Aeolian Processes on Washover Fans, Assateague Island, Virginia-

Maryland. J. Coast. Res. 1989, 5, 453–475.

67. Lorenzo-Trueba, J.; Ashton, A.D. Rollover, drowning, and discontinuous retreat: Distinct modes of barrier response to sea-level

rise arising from a simple morphodynamic model. J. Geophys. Res. Earth Surf. 2014, 119, 779–801. [CrossRef]

68. Simpson, D.P. Gravel Beaches. In Encyclopedia of Coastal Science. Encyclopedia of Earth Science Series; Schwartz, M.L., Ed.; Springer:

Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2005; pp. 492–494.

69. Buscombe, D.; Masselink, G. Concepts in gravel beach dynamics. Earth Sci. Rev. 2006, 79, 33–52. [CrossRef]

70. Filippaki, E.; Tsakalos, E.; Kazantzaki, M.; Bassiakos, Y. Forecasting Impacts on Vulnerable Shorelines: Vulnerability Assessment

along the Coastal Zone of Messolonghi Area—Western Greece. Climate 2023, 11, 24. [CrossRef]

71. Lapietra, I.; Lisco, S.; Capozzoli, L.; De Giosa, F.; Mastronuzzi, G.; Mele, D.; Milli, S.; Romano, G.; Sabatier, F.; Scardino, G.; et al. A

Potential Beach Monitoring Based on Integrated Methods. J. Mar. Sci. Eng. 2022, 10, 1949. [CrossRef]

72. Gracia, V.; García, M.; Grifoll, M.; Sánchez-Arcilla, A. Breaching of a barrier beach under extreme events. The role of morphody-

namic simulations. In Proceedings of the 12th International Coastal Symposium, Plymouth, UK, 9–13 April 2013; J. Coast. Res.,

spec. issue 65, 2013, pp. 951–956.

73. Gallop, S.L.; Harley, M.D.; Brander, R.W.; Simmons, J.A.; Splinter, K.D.; Turner, I.L. Assessing Cross-Shore and Alongshore

Variation in Beach Morphology Due to Wave Climate: Storms to Decades. Oceanography 2017, 30, 120–125. [CrossRef]

74. Foti, G.; Barbaro, G.; Barilla, G.C.; Mancuso, P.; Puntorieri, P. Shoreline Evolutionary Trends Along Calabrian Coasts: Causes and

Classification. Front. Mar. Sci. 2022, 9, 846914. [CrossRef]

75. Roca, M.; Navarro, G.; García-Sanabria, J.; Caballero, I. Monitoring Sand Spit Variability Using Sentinel-2 and Google Earth

Engine in a Mediterranean Estuary. Remote Sens. 2022, 14, 2345. [CrossRef]

76. Wentworth, C.K. A Scale of Grade and Class Terms for Clastic Sediments. J. Geol. 1922, 30, 377–392. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/5.0038001
http://www.isac.cnr.it/dinamica/projects/forecasts/index.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/w13172426
http://dx.doi.org/10.2112/03-0067R.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.isprsjprs.2013.09.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24623958
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/15481603.2018.1426092
http://dx.doi.org/10.2112/03-0071.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01490419.2017.1397067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coastaleng.2019.04.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11852-018-0664-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coastaleng.2017.10.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-92150-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013JF002941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2006.06.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/cli11010024
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/jmse10121949
http://dx.doi.org/10.5670/oceanog.2017.304
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2022.846914
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/rs14102345
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/622910


Climate 2023, 11, 128 27 of 27

77. Krumbein, W.C. Size frequency distributions of sediments. J. Sediment. Petrol. 1934, 4, 65–77. [CrossRef]

78. Blott, S.J.; Pye, K. Particle size scales and classification of sediment types based on particle size distributions: Review and

recommended procedures. Sedimentology 2012, 59, 2071–2096. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual

author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to

people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1306/D4268EB9-2B26-11D7-8648000102C1865D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3091.2012.01335.x

	Introduction
	Study Area
	Geological–Environmental Setting
	Wind and Wave Climates

	Materials and Methods
	Meteorological Investigation
	Geomorphological Investigation

	Results
	Wind–Wave Conditions
	Wind Statistics
	Coastal Storms

	Barrier Profiling and Sediment Grain Size Check
	Instantaneous Shorelines Comparison
	Geomorphological Changes
	Dune Toe Retreat
	Washover Fan Accretion
	Gravel Beach Formation


	Discussion and Conclusions
	Appendix A
	Appendix B
	Appendix C
	Appendix D
	References

