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ABSTRACT

The proportion of using concrete to construct drainage facilities should be reduced for ecological
system protection. Some secondary drainage facilities could be replaced with grassed channels for
reducing the use of concrete. This experiment was conducted with three kinds of grass and two kinds
of soil to analyze the grassed channel design for proper evaluation and to seek the best one. The
results show that the velocity estimated by Manning’s formula is always over-evaluated and larger
than the measured one regardless of types of channel bottom and the vegetation. The degree of over
estimation is about 1.2 to 3 times for Centipede grass (Eremochloa ophiuroides), and about 1.2 to 4
times for the other ones of Bermuda grass (Cynodon dactylon) and Carpet grass (Axonopus affinis).

In the application, the estimated discharge by Manning’s formula is over-evaluated most significantly

(1) Rz® @48 k3 mES ) pl s
(2) Mz @8 k3 REg lemg 4

371



ot (SR 39 (4) 371 - 385 (2007)

Journal of Soil and Water Conservation , 39 (4)

be up to 44%.
(Keywords :

'é'fl

o}

F WP o RS R o T
ijy[;ﬂanﬁ  EES EIHHS*U‘}&% &
fl lpqﬁ%?:%ﬂﬂ’g*%*?\ | R Ay AT H R
»/f%wfg;iﬁmil?m\ U RL (SR 5
ER N ARENE 1H’?‘/[E¥' b i Eﬂlfﬁﬁﬁ]{ ”TFJ
o [RIF= [ T BB AL B R L
I‘Pf VERIERRVAR] ‘JF IEEFE ,nF”TEH ’
AP PR e | 2 Fﬂ“ﬁ
GRS St ﬁimf, p PRI
st (BRI APRD PPl 2
AT PTG S ﬁﬁllaﬂ’iﬁw*\
SR Y SE IR > XD BEE
BRSPS LA o YT o BT wﬁﬁﬂ
ﬁpjﬁlrégw RS E U 2 2 [
u;jjﬁ%’#gﬁ ERYR DGR T 1k BRI pO ES
B USRI S R N i B
G R R D R foE A
J,F AR I/FEF%FEI i

FORLE Pyl F:y%rﬁv & Hfsﬁ =31 %Z’ﬁﬂ#l%ﬁ
’: 546 E‘L(:r:f FIJ]E[H 5 [+|[ IP:[H E,J.
it PR A o ““*?’H“ =

T P PR R (R oV
R 0 PR S (THEE & R
s Jﬁlﬁfﬁj Ipir EARH G > AR
i+ o BRI R D
FAPHERR £k =008 (i
) ‘F'?}'V E W HEES SR T 5 4 O
ST ) S @*q & i gl

: 371 - 385 (2007)

372

Flume Test, Grassed Channel, Coefficient of Manning’s Roughness)

(L 2SR AR ) 47
PG > 1) PSS e sp e R -

# Ay

1. 8T A2 Manning (1891) Frflify
%87 2% (Manning’s formula) - £ #{6F
FRE 2 ﬁjﬂﬂfjj A s

y =L p2/3g1/2 1
n

v ELT SRl m/sec ) o n KLENET
i B (coefficient
REVFTHF & (m)
= Lﬁﬁhf;‘b?ﬁdﬁ\ﬂjﬂ/ T (i 1

il v

B %

roughness) >

of Manning’s
0 S E

Fll* N
FIIET Bl O £
0=L 4g2/351/2 .
n
A O ELREN (ems) » A FLRIAET
i o(m?) o

2. Kaviany (1991) $H{1WEF 1 B985 (780

(specific permeability ) Fi* fHiA % 15
A VIR 22
-_k .

3 2
ny 3
S
Peg0(l—ny 2 \2°°

FH kpp FURE VAR (m®)
nzt )ITFJ:E NP de E’ﬂﬁgi’ N CE



(m) -

- ZYBA R 2004)dE - g
*E'FE?'I?:EI V4 S8 > SUE O iF‘J
EV DA RS [ b“é%% ) % fiz
FEI g e P IR SR
1030 961 P R R 13
m/sec Eﬁﬁ%f Hl JFEF“?'I?F ri%:fﬁ &
A PHECE ‘/%Eﬁr*r VIR T B
R IR 5 R F' DR Poprisa) g
%WF AN Sl e AR F'H 3
FRT IR LA« B PR
ﬁlg,ig\ [',F’?éf: [/"‘TPI‘& | F‘n‘_?'fr’ﬁ 1%
(it s ITE!rn Cp U =
BUFIFENED 0.067 » THIHE £ 0.055 ~ K7k
SN 0.05) > PN N RS @R
i
b2d
. 1.5b% + 4d2 @

O REEDA Em)> b ER{(m)

d L (m) -

B R ST sl H
ETEN T By e PR 3
e s AFR R

Q:AV:%de (5)
Hilr> Qe (m'sec) > A EVET A

(m) >V ELT Efle (m/sec) -

PR B B TS E ﬁ.}ﬁlgﬁwﬁj{?
UIESFAIE TS Gulla| ﬁﬁlt'ﬂ“’]&“ﬁ?f&
L B R RCR R
P PP ALY LTS

373

1 YL AR ¢ BT 5 A R

R AR LY AR [y < R
Eh fzg'ﬁ@wﬁ@gﬁg@m@?:ﬂ + Ry
AT AR ) - B
B e AR T Y S )
= A l”ﬁ'lﬁwﬁj’_p'lﬁﬂilﬁ e 7
E’WEF'J VI -

?Jﬁfij et Vo) EEE PILELA M Darcy
CECRE S PIE Z PEFTRLE (2001)
e D S (D - R
H gV A RE 4 e ) R

AP TR R
uk
kp3 =— (6)
P>y

U kp3 R Y A (m?)
p SV B R (Nesec/n®) o+ y
ERSEIV PR (N /') o ks e
Vo EEEE (mfsec) o

YR S B R

ﬁ'%%ﬁmﬁﬂ D CIERarR £ =)V I ’Jiiﬁ
w#mﬁﬁﬁﬁwgﬁ%f:ﬂ#%ﬁﬁ
[ TR~ SR S i R R
gﬁ J[1 Chow (1959) #F’[H ,ﬁﬁ;j/fggj
PEIIER 53 fﬁjﬁj%ﬂ‘ﬁ%@i@f‘dﬁ?ﬁ
=0 fifi 5 Adrian and Martel (1989)
PIT ot AL & A s 35250
SRR (L W H R
Y-

BRSNS

- P (2003) 5 LS (WIS



Aot B 39 (4)

2371 -385(2007)

Journal of Soil and Water Conservation , 39 (4)

uy =

@‘/E [ —kp3]+fq[mAzA3 s [ﬁf%}
) 3 ‘P2 p3

i - Hlfﬂrf[i‘d@f‘rﬁlﬁa (rpw ﬁﬁ?ﬁfﬁf
) o B SRETEE ST (1) i
ELEE) o BT P A e ()
A R ) ’ifﬁ‘ﬁlq%ﬁ'ﬂﬂﬁ' > “q‘éﬂ' 3
B> 30T Ejéﬁrmigjgwm? il e g
/IR i)

pgsin@

[ 1. 2
P {—Ey +(h1+h2)y—5h2 —hhy +kp)

uz =

4
. {nzhl +(kpa —k, )/kz AI}A3 ” k3k3A2
p3 cosh{ "3

|2 Akt |y
kp2 kp3

for hp <y<h+hy,(7)

P L e e e

u

o

hin3Az - [ kp2 — p3)A4 +kp3 ]Az
kp2 ny
cosh| |[—=—y
kpz

na
{n3 7A|A3 +ny 7A2A4}

for 0<y<hy,(8)

gy + kg~ 3 ) 22 = g | 2 gy
pgsind p2 . n3
sinl
7
n3 A1A3 +ny —A Ay

113
n3 —A1A3 +ny —A2A4

for —-H<y<0,09)
il

N

: 371 - 385 (2007)

A =sinh| [2-n, |,
ko

A, =cosh n—2h2 ’
ko

Ay =sinh By ,
kp3

n :COSh[ :—SHJ o By et ol

p3
(m/s) > up EREVE VR (m/s) » uz b
gl (m/s ) 0 np BVETE Y TR
n3 Fh 3 WV TR o kpp HREVEY 9%
BT (m°) > kp3 B @ EIBA
(m®)> H 54 6 VEA (m).
R A Manning (1891) Frf iy
£48 > 7% (Manning’s formula ) f\l_ﬁf’g' [y
SRR P2 2 PR B
RN AR D RGP T AR
FIH R -

. j?fﬁmi"[*‘l[;kﬁ‘g%lfp -l I/EHHK‘L’ j\\fi EJ SPyEl
DI NI R R b TS T

[l I M= RN e T U
O e b SRR A R 13
R B T
TS IR 3'“[55@631“ 2 Fe»*ré' E R
BV g g HERED K B B
PO A gV E'ﬁﬂf‘ﬁrpﬁ‘sﬁ itk o
RIERSN = N (R
V=0/blhyxny)|-k3 2 %%, (10)
V=0/bh +hyxny)|- kB EFF, (1)
SO VO EVET T Ehgl (misec) 0 O B



PR BNV RED (m/sec) > b EVEER
iﬁfﬁ?@ (m) > b E5AgE (m)
2 BRI (m) o g KEYE

NER =

LR /1A
¢?W@HU?*$*4@ﬁ%‘W
FTIFPARETR AP 29
P30 255 0 LR 4 IR S) o ﬁ:i‘&Ayp H
B AT R R IV VA« VPR

B 60 2155~ P30 25~ P30 5T s

Pu AT P AL AR s
2. HERAER
OF tt SECEE St E R SRR

o hHERD 4 J:FE' e A o
é:;\—‘[‘_F @g{jf‘:( JEEI ”ﬁ@;‘ 7J\ JI?{;E:I_@
(k) -

(3) éﬁ%i?llq{j 1 EU = f‘:iﬁﬁﬁ i
JEIE gk ("2)

g gy (o)

(5) 7BV > RYTREIREE - R B
BRI St - SR B R o
73 Bl AR (AR )
> BT BRI EE
CA 'J‘J'J‘?‘E'IF,J,IJ) R R
iﬁtl °
VS R B A ek R TR D

‘f BT g~ LU -

(8) & LA PRIREY ks =2 -

2

(4) TR 2T

(6)

(M

375

1 YL AR ¢ BT 5 A R

(9) "R FESE VAP > EIHER (3)
= (8) o
(10)—& l'éfﬁl‘u: ;g,;ﬁg‘[&k EARNgEH ) FJ“ ﬁ'%jq

U B A A PR
H'é‘:éﬁ&?.& LAy A B o

(DR FIS 8 — B e Al 2
i g

()FFHHER (2) = (10) -

(I3)EHI 74 B (OpF s i) =g
ﬁ%@ﬁﬁ@%?%éﬁb@ﬂmﬂ
T IFIPeEE FE.E‘%@\E I
3R TE
(1) PR BN T i
IE[LI NlVllS B F[JF%:{-L['F[ Jfrn {‘IE'[J[’%‘
% (flow monitoring system) 7+ % &
PCMS3 & IS b VS
PR REORSE TN PN BRAR A APV
il + S E R R VR -
B I8 e 4 T e T BHRTRGE
ke T QR ARSI I %7[“@%
(] P B g~ ) SR I RS
PP PR T ENELY T SRR e
T i o T2 $p Y
TSR -

@) AE T
PUGEI AU E R T R =
VR g R BN et S > P
FHERDI) PRI R o R R EIFET)
%KI,[E{?J}WS&E]?F%?TFIE ) %E[[l%ij?h |:[ EJ
by AR e T I
A AR &) A S
S P SR NS



ot (SR 39 (4) 1 371 - 385 (2007)
Journal of Soil and Water Conservation , 39 (4)

(3) BVl TR (n ) W EBE Uk )
PO VR B
AR (np ) o RN R SR T
B (de) S do Wy 25 2R
[OREE Y PR TR (kpo)

(4) 2 TtV s EGEE (k)W PR A T
Be( kp3 )

ff] Eijkelkamp * Fi/f<4s Darcy A
FERPVE T EN BREN i E % Y Brochure
10.4/09.02.01.05 » ENFIAEA - e, »
IR AR ENQ) ~ PH= (AH) » =2 A
aléppgqj E@l}[%ﬁ(A) - Eﬁl@(L)ﬁ 3o
FOA o A R (k>
m/day) °

= % (12)
Ul O ERHWAEN (mY/day) o L EL+ AR
(m) > A KL+ FEEP A (m?) » AH PR
(m) °

BE AR

RS Bl NS R
+ Fé*tr"il[ﬁﬁf [g Vﬁ ,E{E‘Liﬁlﬂ:
mﬁrghqgﬁli/ 6 E[]%Ig’/@%l&{ﬂ FESEF
o DRSS T B R ]
FIfGEE s [BRE R o PREET
W sl 35 fek (o BRI SRR 'ﬁ\[\[%ﬁl
PP R AR ¢ R
#J?:j IFl ’E\ﬁ_jfﬁ‘yl ST USRS

AR 4 ﬁt»i’,,ﬁgﬁﬂj SR ekl

"
&

1 371 -385(2007)

376

ﬁ%ﬁ@?%ﬁ?@%ﬁ%’W%mﬁ%,
SRR ST 7 2 e R I A
[ RS 122 156 Fqﬁ\g_ﬂ[
[ i A RS R 0 RRR13 % 161
TRIES B o PR o] 2 59122 20

N

(1) B b il ) U adiil o5 A

A IR R R
FBE RS 0.055 ¢?ﬁfﬁbﬁ1£{ T
gt P%é&%#nﬁbﬂ%&%
R/ UMY CaER Hit 7 e Eres Al = ol IR A
£ @P?ﬂgl ATV ] DG il )
/”EFT £ ) f{“ﬁﬁ& ﬁﬁﬁggﬁffx I/b%llju
T | o iﬁ%ﬁéﬁﬁﬂb%w%%
'?F ST PG Eif =g e r XL RN I
[~ ﬁ?ﬁ' 8 Fr=- > éﬁfﬁj Wuﬂégl%dﬁ@g&i’
%ﬁﬂYW%E*@ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁm%@@ww
Serop > VIR SO i'TUEJZi?F’T
L (RS T s
eI SIS A B[
IF‘IJ/?F‘%J

(2) B EE p%mﬂ b5 55

[ U PR P LT
FOE Y R R P
FEORE S n R 0.04 = 0.06 {54
’FJszg;{;jﬁ}fg* BV on ffl fﬁg%ﬂ H I il
0.05 » <A Fy i ;.H;;,sf L
i‘ﬁ%f%’?ﬁﬁbﬂ BB A 9
B o GRS ﬁl%iwﬁu;l/%w&’*ﬂr%ﬂ?ﬁ i
LRI ﬁﬁ‘ﬂ%‘ AT U R g T
/”EFT £ ) f{“ﬁ@& ﬁﬁﬁ%@%lﬁ l/b%llju
TR | o PSR R fﬁﬁb%wﬁjﬁ’ﬁ



e sl IR AR RS AN UL 10
R JRE F?ﬁéﬁlﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁw
ORI Ejﬁrj Iﬁ[fﬁ%é ) Tuﬁf ﬁﬁﬁlﬁ]
(3) B et BRI ECE 1 SN 55
s+ l’%};ﬁ{ﬁl [[tf,l al_‘;fg#!j:a;?’[ N TR
PR 0.05 - AP HFR T - 7]
PIRASY O R ﬁuﬁ‘?ﬁ'ﬁ S
HIEE 11T SRS
SR ]+ H R
T T ﬁ;@ﬁ{ PR VR
FFUEET’T s MRt ST T Jﬁib%ﬁu i
i T IR )RR R E R
o YPg 12 B o LSS e
FELPSIARIRL > (R o Bl ) 7=

% o

2. Tk 4 1RSIV SRR

PIFS BRENR L S D 2 B 0 R
4%mwﬁﬁ"ﬁ??Vﬁﬁ%@@ﬁ@
F“E!ilfjﬂl',?i AEN IR et e TR
WRSIUEIES > R IS R o s
Pyfif 1.3 = 1.6 fF - p%hﬂ'lﬁﬂj )

PeED 6 595 12 % 16 fif o [fRESSE
o fy R A=A 16 = 18 (R %

P AR BV S YA 3 B
Ffl i1 > AR IO T
LI SRR 2 = 3 6
PRSI * PiRensisi - 5 24
Ao Z‘ﬁﬁ”?lﬁf il R ] 25
26 =46 ljft[ IV 4

RS IR T AP AR
B AT A i D1 13 - 5 [
AR R IR TR

377

ESTENEE T SR T
R B R ) KRS T o R
?ﬁtﬁ*wi—ﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁ AT o e
A AT o R A e R R s
R B R R RS R
@ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%@@ﬂ’mﬁﬁﬁ%Tww
PN AP IR F 4 Tt 7 [l R
Nz U

(1) BV LI e I Al 55 A

FAIUR H B R EH%FP”
e ~ ol B AR R R ] 8RR
PUECARLZ DR PR DL 14 B o 3R
BALCE 1hI5(h = ﬁﬁ%iwﬁﬂ e
ooz [ﬁfuﬁjﬁﬁ’fﬁ? | I AR
RO [ o Al T,Elﬂ‘ IR R
?%@’:.F:' Ej’ﬁr’?’fﬂﬁfﬁ €5 SURLD SLVE BT g
W%M%Vﬁﬁwmwiw@mmévﬂ
FREEC SEUPE 15 5 o SRR AR
S SR AR R Sep T SeTap o [EIZRD
%Eﬂff’?ﬂ%’” el i ﬂﬂﬁ% PR 17
RUUIERRRE T b N i L T
0.7 > ’f"FF b5 l/%l_r,uﬁbﬁkulg[gl”{%n 1.0 -
E Y EI%\[J\_—J NETEARIE

TS~ b fpUf = U e 30 P g
ﬁ&ii_ﬁ'l VSRR BERIP T
P D n [T 0.04 0,06 5k
’F‘JIJU;H I?}lj\_—ﬂ[l IV n ];gj I@%}*tn F 1“:1['@
0.05 - i’pjl?’ U R E ﬁ*ﬂ“i‘ AT 1 3
ERENL ~ MpjE ERRIDY H E@@%ﬂ‘ﬁﬂi
A OE 16 B o SRR B T ApR B
L BRI R R S e
e VS B [T B B e
e i‘ﬁﬁfﬁf’?’zﬁ DOUSRR 51 1= R e 2 o B
Lo AR ERER R ) o s g



ot (SR 39 (4) 1 371 - 385 (2007)
Journal of Soil and Water Conservation , 39 (4)

%‘ﬁa’ﬁﬁj’iﬁ’fﬁy TS I gl B B AR
VUTRIE AR 17 B
SR AT Y L PR
ST o £ T ek BRI 2y
BT 0 PR B R Ly
RIS ) B
(3) BV EL R R VAN T A
o P TS g
PRI 0.05 » AR 8
R JEJ_E'”%' AT ~ g B AR
S P 18
B o LR T ISR SRR | ARl
B Ef’ﬁ"%ﬁ%@fﬁ}*ﬁ IR T e AR
i ﬁhﬁbﬂ AR U S T gl R
IEHJ/EU%%H% FTEE g = ) O 19
B o SEEE AL A
Serop T %'gﬁgj%ﬁ g liﬁjjﬁ@ﬁ
giﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁos’ﬁﬁﬁ
BN AT 1.2 -

3. AR 1 ]

IR HEPIPIREIE R > g 1S 13
RS 1 A PR S B
TE o B R >tk e .
P 2.5 253 - GEFRIHCIEASES 10 205
ﬁ’ﬁﬁiﬁg ST

(D) MR i) SRBi bRl s - Bl

25/ _ o
i= 10—0.4

(@) I 14 11 FSRERE - AHE SRR
R SR 53 R S

V =-0.6757 xi +0.5697 (73 &)

: 371 - 385 (2007)

V =-0.4173xi+0.3517 (ktaiz)
(242 )
U VORI (m/sec) o i BRAFISERA

A

V' =-0.5532xi+0.4452

(3) K i=04 87 587 F0 0 STIHE]S
g
Vs = 0.4(m/sec) N

Vi =0.247(m/sec) =

Vi gz =0. 307(m/sec) °

@ 2 (4 G o
R=0.065(m) -
(5) M= (1) - FHETE
Vi 322 =0.443(m/sec)

(6) =% (5) SIWIFHETHEEP IR A

O i = 0.0267(m3 /sec) ’
Oy =00165[m3sec)
O in = 0.0205(m3/sec)§3

Oy 4 2 =0.0295[m%sec)

(7) P BISHN SR Aepriise A AR
g R B IR AR e T R
BN AR e Ay ﬁ'J'E'J"/ EhEy YL
FITo <Apjis bl (54406 » [kl 5
BNV R EI75{59.596 » et 1 &1 |
F3{%30.59% -



1 YL AR ¢ BT 5 A R

P et i) SR ARG S R
T IIBEA R - sy 7y e -
L. A (2) PN G PR - A
(1) i LT VSR i » PSS VB A R
LT S54.706 1 KBS > K 4 PRSP 3 S L AT
P85, 396/ F IBLLE > 10 TR B o R AR s
463,206 IR 5 Hit et AT IS - ERNM G pae T g LR

Vi s f g 4 L R4 88.396
FIRREAD » B B R60.206. 1 Kk
“”?'I » [EHE T A IRER TR R £R65.1 %

(3) F P VR L E L P
FEPIE RAFPL GRS e
o fE IS A R 4

1 Aen
I 15 e R Tl
) ﬁ + RS ER45 96k > B FE RSk
63.296 . En B8 O EE R & AR . ‘
= AT : E ! 42 %k
A2 LSH - ST

85.39%: [/Fg lﬁl%gmpﬁt}gﬂ » SHER1 .3
16[*{, [ &R K8 54.796 1 iy (P
E[]JJFE?J ExSIWES 2[%[

1. 31/['@1‘ b= > 2001 F’EF'J e (-
TS FURF AT 3‘1249

250 Fl o
3) ,5[4 10 U BRI I R B LY il 2. E{%rg 12004 T TR 0 S
I (20 et AU (132 1.6 BB P14 B
(- P el iy (PR e e 3. #2003 Fﬂaﬁaaﬁﬁﬁ Py s
?\2‘%1221.6[’% RIS Fé”,‘;[/ﬁq ]’ﬁ[ SR e F4 pI A S 4 [J;k}?lf
A EJlJiéTip%%l.@l.sfﬁ o I'JfApjik S RS " flie
EHHIE - 1 e e s i (2 4. Adraian, D.D., and C.J. Martel, (1989)
Z 3|3FFI F[}?\[,\_ ko I/F lﬁl%gﬁr P T L “Determination of Manning’s n and
F o 5uE 24?4'?! T KR 22 “[/F'IJ Friction'Factor in Vegetated \.Vaterwjays,”
I,FLI%:EE] i, BT 1% 592,62 4'6% i zroceedmgs of thf: mternatTon?l
onference for Centennial of Manning’s
(4) FEER IR B o Sl g lﬁ,ﬁ Formula and Kuichling’s Rational Formula,
ST -l 3 I 112 AR URTS A0 pp.579-588.
4496 » SR BRENIV B 59(59.59% » iy 5. Chow, V.T., (1959) “Open-Channel

Hydraulics,” McGraw-Hill.

e 1 Bl FIR9(830.596
6. Darcy, H., (1854) “Sur des recherches

2. HE expérimentales relatives au mouvement des
(1) i@[‘a [,El %l‘-ﬁj‘?ﬂ# iﬁt@ N %4% s :/F _\F eaux dans les tuyaux (Experimental

researches on the flow of water in pipes),”

379



o S 39 (4) 1371 -385(2007)
Journal of Soil and Water Conservation , 39 (4) : 371 - 385 (2007)

Comp’fes rendus des séances de 1’Académic 96 F 10 F] 23 [ Hﬁﬁj
des Sciences, Vol. 38, pp.1109-1121.

2 E fixdls

7. Kaviany, M., (1991) “Principles of heat 96 = 11 7] 24 |1 {5

transfer in porous media,” Springer-Verlag. 96 F 12 E| 2 [ g

8. Manning, R., (1891) “On the flow of
water in open channels and pipes,”
Transactions, Institution of Civil Engineers
of Ireland, Vol.20, pp.161-207.

380



HKE | . I
- b 4 2 1/\ L qx |
W

Figure 1. sChemlc agroag ’ ’ ndapolymorihicd chanmel.

H%ﬂ 7 F ﬁ%

L
/////////%/////




o S 39 (4) 1371 -385(2007)
Journal of Soil and Water Conservation , 39 (4) : 371 - 385 (2007)

o

3m
y Y
0.29m I KRS
Ty
v

O R

A4, T

Figure 4. Top view of the experimental flume.

1
1
o £
| L )
I . i o
ok ] | J\\Ju\ /
: R Y A
= ¥
o v
\ O
Rk 2w
s
0.9m
ki
2

il 5. AR R R

Figure 5. Side view of the experimental flume.

382




WTER SHNGGE - A

0.35
0.30 \
A n

_0.25 | \
> e
20.20 B %
=z ST ERY
2015 | . e
¢ B WX

0.10 I

0.05 I

0.00

0.40  0.42  0.44  0.46  0.48
TR A (X8 /kR)

FEEY
0.45
04 T
20.35 . nd Rk
- " E R
Ho.s0 1 « 3% (2003)
0.25 _\\‘
0. 20 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

0.40  0.41 0.42 0.43 0.44  0.45
EFER (X% ki)

Q%ﬁ' 6.

4 B R - S AR

TR

Figure 6. Relationship between velocity and relative

depth with three kinds of grass.(yellow loam bottom)

Bk Y

0.40

0.35

0.30
D025 t \ .
=
=020 T/ —— g
Fos * 3+ (2003)

0.10

0.05 |

0.00 : : :

0.44  0.45  0.46  0.47  0.48
APEFR (X R/ LF)

7. SRR AR A
(Fi8)
Figure 7. Relationship between relative depth and three
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bottom)
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Figure 15. Relationship between relative depth and ratio

of velocity with Centipede grass.(red loam bottom)
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384

i Gt
Figure 17. Relationship between relative depth and ratio
of velocity with Bermuda grass.(red loam bottom)
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Figure 11. Relationship between relative depth and four

kinds of velocities with Carpet grass.(red loam bottom)
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of velocity with Carpet grass.(red loam bottom)
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Table 1. Relationship between velocity and relative
depth with three kinds of grass.(yellow loam bottom)

15 Flﬁfﬁiﬁ'l FEPI=EE]
IS | | S| | s | R
we | reim | opew | e | oo | e
0.442 1.265 0.404 1.277 0.423 1.214
0.449 1.282 0.411 1.307 0.407 1.261
0.474 1.510 0.448 1.633 0.439 2.079

385

WTER SHNGGE - A

Ho2 RN - S A AP R
s Cpah REtRD
Table 2. Relationship between velocity and relative
depth with three kinds of grass by flow meter.(red loam

bottom)
[Eiecy I sl Ry R
L EES I BV W 2 5 2 R 3
| | e | P | e | e
0.459 | 1.296 | 0.395 | 1.254 | 0.473 | 1.609
0.471 | 1.421 | 0.405 | 1.255 | 0.477 | 1.603
0.500 | 1.431 | 0.413 | 1.211 | 0.492 | 1.602
0.539 | 1.557 | 0.432 | 1.646 | 0.524 | 1.805

3. SR R AT R
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Table 3. Relationship between velocity and relative
depth with three kinds of grass by tank method.(red loam
bottom)

B | pfem | e
L T I 1 O 57 I O RV 5
por || | e | owen | e
0.445 | 2.014 | 0.445 | 2.496 | 0.487 | 2.614
0.470 | 1.944 | 0.449 | 2.424 | 0.476 | 2.867
0.483 | 2.022 | 0.459 | 2.564 | 0.505 | 2.965
0.511 | 2.352 | 0.476 | 4.045 | 0.529 | 3.270
0.584 | 3.007 | 0.530 | 3.970 | 0.614 | 4.078
0.649 | 3.036 | 0.540 | 3.881 | 0.633 | 4.601




