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Fig.l Schematic diagram of hydraulic jump experiment
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3. ﬁ‘% ;fi Table 1: Hydréulic parameters
. = 240 f12 g ox 3 Do Mean velocity U[cm/s] 162.11
#* i rTx cm”’%ﬂr' L 3k 3"1 N Boroaghx N Mean water depth d[cm] 2.13
.. . . . i Froude No. F_=U/vgd 3.55

VA W R T b THENK . - R AT e Bh it Reynolds No.rRe=Ud/u 3.57x10"
. Flume bed slopé a 3/1000
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Fig.2:Mean velocity vs.normalized

Jov R e s WA I ER . cKFE %'ﬁ 3 . vertical co-ordinate z/d

WL Fnd- - AA7 v Flg.5 12 dKF 2/a=0.77 12 & vt - . @

S xovz 2 ABEAS 8,9, 0 DEENA - paTr LR 7

LedF v, cades GazgphAe 2R r g N

ARG e ppian s hL K- 2245, RAhthabaveh, 2 \ '//"*\\-\‘
i N -

B REOY: SOP. U AN IS R . 2 SO G . SO S —

0.0 o

Fig.3:Turbulent intensity vs.normalized
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