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Comparison of the Flow Conditions of the Water Cushion between Fluid Analysis by
MPS and the Hydraulic Model Test in 90 degrees V-shaped Energy Dissipator
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Water surface profile at 0=22.8L/s by
Experiment and Analysis
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Overall view of experiment apparatus
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Overall view of analysis model
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Water surface profile at 0=22.8L/s
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Water surface profile at 0=22.8L/s
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Water surface profile at 0=22.8L/s
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