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Fig. 1. The projected width at angle of attack(B)
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Table 1 The pier factors used for experiment

Openning Ratio Pier Length(L) Pier width(b) |Shape facter Ratio
Remarks
(%) (cm) {cm) (L/b)
90.0 10.5 4.0 2.625
925 8.0 3.0 2.667
938 6.75 25 2.700
95.0 55 20 2.750
975 25 . 1.0 2.500 |
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Fig. 2. Result of Sieve Analysis of Sand Used for Experiment
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Adock angle = 7.5 degrow
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~ Fig. 3. Relationship of maximum scour depth with same flume slope
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Fig. 4. Relationship of maximum scour depth with same openning ratio
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Slope = 0.01%, Openning rotic = 90% Slope = 0.03%, Openning rotio = 90%
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