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Table 1. Major Hydraulic Variables of Data Used

Q B d Fr
Researcher cm?/s cm mm
Kinoshita 200-700 13.2 0.38, 0.765 1.04-1.98
1.24, 1.70
Fujita 3000-6000 55.0 0.99 0.84-1.39
Tguchi 3.56x10-7.14x10° 400 6.4 0.57-0.97
Yoshino 200-21000 15, 30 0.45, 2.3 0.74~1.50
31 3.55
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Table. 2. Summary of Present Experimental Data

o | sx10%,
in cubic slope of Fr, M i
Run centimerers D, in free Froude XA, in B o
mumber | per second | centimeters | surface | number | centimeters | centimeters
) 2) 3) ) 3 (6) (&)
1 3,110 2.46 4.9 0.80 126 0.65
2 4,140 2.99 4.8 0.80 120 0.95
3 5,240 3.58 4.86 0.77 140 1.00
4 2,720 2.09 6.3% 0.9 190 0.90
5 3,640 2.62 5.54 0.86 124 0.985
6 4,300 2.95 6.15 0.85 122 2.00
7 2,140 1.73 7.73 C.94 312 2.10
B 2,430 1.8% 7.9 0.93 278 1.90
9 3,110 2.20 8.03 0.95 144 1.25
10 1,900 1.5 8.70 1.04 274 2.10
1 2,360 1.75 9.30 1.02 232 2.50
12 2,660 1.90 8.80 1.01 210 1.45
13 1,720 1.43 10.5 1.00 322 2.25
14 2,000 1.58 10.0 1.01 230 2.50
15 2,330 1.72 8.90 1.03 184 1.45
16 2,550 1.8 9.30 1.05 198 1.60
17 1,860 1.40 12.2 1.11 234 2.25
18 2,140 1.64 1e.4 1.03 222 2.25
19 2,590 1.78 10.5 1.10 220 2.40
20 1,500 1.22 11.3 1.11 380 2.80
21 1,910 1.52 11.3 1.02 260 2.70
22 2,270 1.7 10.8 1.00 166 1.90
23 1,400 1.26 131 1.00 302 2.51
24 1,830 1.38 13.6 1.4 262 1.70
25 2,300 1.60 13.7 1.1 196 1.45
26 1,220 1.18 15.1 0.95 310 2.68
27 1,510 1.22 1.3 1.12 242 2.48
28 1,840 1.38 15.4 1.16 268 2.75
29 1,010 0.98 18.6 1.05 272 2.42
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