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Verification of Load Acting on Agricultural Reservoir due to Flowed Sediment
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Schematic view of experimental anparatus

Table 1 ZEE 7 — =
Experiment case

MER | T R BARACE kg
&5 (m?) (FHE F 2> 5)  (em)
Case 1 0.065 +30cm 25
Case 2 0.0325 +30cm 25
Case 3 0.065 +60cm 25
Case 4 0.065 +30cm 37.5
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Result of laser displacement meter No. 2
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Calculation result of velocity and density

P

B T | |
il % (s) ((mm)

Case 1 (3)Z 70 mlml) 2.7 9.25

Case 2 ;(5) (63 mlm2) 2.5 7.12

Case 3 gg (73 mlm2) 2.4 9.98

Case 4 gg (77 m1m2) 3.2 6.79
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Relationshin between load and time on each case

Table 3 41 ¥t fit 1K ) D B A5 R
Result of Fluid force and maximum load
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