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FRXTIE, BEHTORETOREIE (ZORERE L AN L LREMERT 2 HAMISHDOBER) 2RIEL
EREEENERR L, ARRTHVEZMEL R UHE» DI L ERREOENMRBEEROBRETL, BE
E1TH. BAEEANERR T, THREOKIOEEXRLEREELEZT, LORBEEICHTIMLIOTERES
BEOCEELH LML, BEMERIZE2BEEZZITIE, TOELTORMRICIL > TRENELDHAICITRE
FRACEREE (REOETERE) TREMBOEREEEIIHAYT 5. REOHKRAEER T, BHKOHNIR

RPL L 2D RIMZBVTREDRELER SET-.

FREBROKERNGIT, RENET T 2HEIRAOEENEARNS
BONTREMEOBEERE LIZEF—HT DI LBBIDONT. ZOFBRIZEY,

RSB OREFEDEE S L

i, REFAEARREIMERT2RANIE N Z REED 5 2 LT, Hiitlc L 2R EEAOEREE-CMREZIZE 5 RH 2 H

ET&HZ LERLE.
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1. IZL®IZ

T4, BESCETRERFFCEHKCRIKE BRY L T 21285
RSO T HEEDNRBIZELIBEFANZIHEINT
W3B., TOXERFREE L THEARET N, Zidirk
MR OVIIAALAMEE & EEY , ARABBNHTIRE 2Bk
T 5. EBEIC 2004 4F (FERL 16 4E) IZIZRE 23 Bk v &
FERKRKEIZENT 181 @HO7=dAREIZED, 20
ZTMRBREAThH -7 (FL 16 FRRA 23 5T X D8
7= HEETI AR, 2005). F-REICIIEFREFTHIC
BOWTHEPZERICL Y BPIOEHI-IAKIZ L VR L
7~ (B 16 48 7 ABHZEMIC L 2K EOREREM,
2005). UL TIE 2009 4F 8 BIZHA 9 FO@BBIZFEVY, K
JBE R PEHRBE ik DR 3 % < D EFT CREKARIRIZE - 7272
Y, EROBKEEITMEAIZFEE L TV 5. Foster et al.
(2000) IFBEICHE T RFH D7 4 NV F LOREZFATH
IO LI2iE R, 20K 48% 258K, #946% 5331 B
TN EDBRETH-T-Z L ZHELTWA.

Zok oz, B, T4V F A, HOMEOLTELN
ToIKFIHEEMIC & > THUKITRRICE B ATREME OB W B
ThHDH. FNbOEEMNEKEWES LREZERT 2L
BEEFRKIZE > TREEZIT, LRITFHARE T2 & T
BICE D, BIE TR D MOBR EAED bk
5L LTWABERBICH BN, Wi EHEoME R ZT
LT, BREEIZ OV TONRMLEXREE LD PNE
ERBEEEIOND.
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KEO LR FIIKRNOOBERN%%I1T5Z LT, KH
IRV IAENRET S, BAEEH-VICERT2EBES
XA EMRITH, BENE UIRD B8 ABIS TR
REAMISHEFING. ZORFAEAISH L HDHEA
WSO T TORBEER2MD Z LR LOBRERKEOIRE L
75 (RRXTIHEEEE X /KREZIT VD TOBMR
HEHZY L BEMRHOBICBREINS LOFEL ER
+5). MEMEEE XD LT, BEMEORAEE#ITE
T5Z LIFEROI OEELFABRETH L0, RIEDL
IABR LRI T 2 HETIIUTOMER & 5.
1. TOBAEFEREQAEITITN 200ORBE (eg.,

Sargunam et al., 1973 ; Shaikh et al., 1988 ; Briaud et al.,
2001) AHFTEL, TOBRERBEENHEILL TWH2RWV.
72, Wi FOIEBEHEOMENILAT, MRS %S
DHENEZETAMEOREICET IHEIL 20
(Briaud et al., 2001).

2. BEBUSEEM TH I E AW BRI ERITZ
NETITON TRV, Z07-0, BEEMIREHREIZS
WTREABEORIEMEL I L ERAFIENEA T
BHT, MEORARRME L HEFIC X 2RAEBREOBRE
PEDSER & M2 o TUVRLY.

BRI O ITHIRI Y & 15~50% R E & A TZHB VK&
HEETHMERLS Ao s. RIEOHANKEZE X
BIZhl-oTE, ZOL) MBI ORERE & EY 223
FEZROWTRERITY, F0/EZEFEEICE T4
ERHD. UEOBADL, RHXOBRITIUTO 2 &I
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I HEEZETIMBOREFELIERT 20ICE L
REFREAEELZREL, BI2RE LEDORAR
HERET 2.

2. RERFMZIEELEBVEENZET2HEZHNT
BFBBEER TV, RIKOMFEBIERZIZOWT,
REOBRNOERNLEREIT).

AL TEET, LORBEEZRET 2 HEIZONT
BEOHEL LB L TR %17 5. BREEOBEIE T,
MR EREAERT 2 EANIE ) B & TH 5+
BOREEE L OBRERD D ZENBHTHY, REE
Lo THEAMGA L REBEORESENELRD. KR
XTI EZRA LD E A, THREEZ AR LT
Tol-REEERAERR (Uk, BERB LIS) off
RErT. ZORRICEVE - BERAMEORAERES
ETD. 2ok, BEWBRLEF U LHECER LRI

(a) Upright view
Upstream 3,500 mm Downstream
tank L 1 tank
500 mm 130 mm
(b) Side view

Open channel

Pitot tube
Sﬂ

Upstream E | sample Downstream
tank i 11
Uy

f 1 tank
Flowmeter Pump Valve

Fig.l RERBREEOHME
Schematic diagram of experimental apparatus with an open
channel for measuring erosion rates

Acrylic channel

Acrylic
cylinder

Pushing
. rod

Displacement

gauge Rotation

knob
-

Fig2 +HHEKORERR

The soil sample attached beneath the test channel
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BEZ R - BN ESR (L%, [BROBRRARE
Bl LIES) ZIToTRRICOVWTHRERITY. TOFT
X, TEMEORERFENDBRBIEREEERL, B
REOEREEZHES 2 HFELRETD.

2. RREEMNESR

2.1 BEREBLHFOREEERRE

TOREFEEORETCIIEREIEAT I EAMSS &
HBELRDZLTEMBOREEECEFZEHLNITS. &
B CIIKIRIC K 28 ABTS s BRI R m o LT —4#
IR L L &, H—IZBBEIND LoRELFHEIT 5.
Figl IEEHBREBOMEL Y. X 10mm OFBHT 7
YWEESTRE 3,500mm, 18 130mm OBAKEEZ/ER L
To. KBEOETFWIZETKY 7 #3807, Rk Tk
BIZ 7 0b b 7~ KEK) 2RBLETS
T ETRERIZKEBR S S, ARBER IR TR
37 H 500mm _E i O /K B JE T 0 2 EAZ 50mm D A0 R %
B, ZoOENIBRESND THRELRE Lz, ik
DOREZBFTIIAKBAANCHSTRENZS D7-0, 2%
WAL DKFNLITITEFRORENER T 2. BRk+5 X512,
HREEFZORENmE Y b—F2AVTHREL, Fhiz
L O HRGEREIANERAT 2 EAMIGHZHE L. 0%
AWIIS ST OB EFE1T Shaikh et al. (1988), Briaud et al.
(2001), BA#RS (2001) CREDOFETHD. KBZiKEN
LiE L KBORNEEFE TS 2 LT, HEREREICIER
THEAMEA 2B, KRBRICAWER S FI3E
K 4000/min OFEEFFHTZ L NARETHY, ¥ F—%Ick
S THRBEMUAETED L SITHEDEVEAS TS 3~4cm
BEOKEEZHEELE.

BEFEOMZETIE, KE—EICEHIH S0 2B xn 3
AER 5L (Partheniades, 1965 ; Murray, 1977) <ot AMTIS
NEFEDSTD SHEET DO Tk < BEHEMICEHIIT 25
BR 51 (Sargunam et al.,, 1973) L 7FEFES 5. Partheniades
(1965) < Murray (1977) 2RO EBERIZH T2 B x 5%
=%, KBEIKEZRL COKEERSO L2 E2R2SE, &
NHIZITWENLGREEEZRD TS, LirL,
Partheniades (1965) DWREIZH 5 L H 12, KEEB@EIZE
EEDOONTER—FIZBRINR. ZO7, KFED
TRUF—HE OKEEER) BrEEICTTEEICE S
TRNAF—BRLINC G, RE—RERIZX > THERSN
T MAREEBRIZE D= F VT —BRE2EATVS
B, TANVFXF—AENLIERLEABNICAZEET S &
VHEETH 2. Sargunametal. (1973) T LE S L LT,
AR VA OFET CHEEREZHE P LB LT
EissH 52 & THRAKERRZBRSYE, BEERIZSLHER b
Vb EEEREEEICMD A EAWSAZRIE L. &
b ORBIEITEENICCAMISWEZAE TE 2 A TELT
WAR, HREEZ KT TEEGEIE-OBSE2EL STM
BHZIZEANEE L.

ULoBEhE» G, AR TIIKBERO—EOIRIC Tt
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Fig.3 REAFUEORIEINGE thiff

Particle distribution curves of test materials

0.02
0018 o

— Fitted curve

Measured data
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0.011
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Figd BRERRIERERO—H

An example of measured flow velocities

RELREL, TAMGHIIRES AN OHEET D HEL
A Lz, Fig2 \[ZIZBREOEEHICRE Sk BHEE
OBEFEZTT. AR T OB AT EIE < 1T
L, BREOERIZL > CHERAKERR & KRETDRIZEE
ENETD. HREOTHIZIZH L BT » FBERDY
fFIFonTEY, vy FFROOEAEET Z & THRE
Z FHMICBEIAIRE L L7z, Briaud et al. (2001) HWE L
DEAEEREXRET D FELE L THRAERTHROEAR
BEELERL, 2RV TIToEARBERERE
LTW5.

2.2 RE&FHE

HEAMBHZ T BB LR T OREEEA VL. BHY
I IEHIRIAR 0.2mm, TR FHE 2.62g/em® ORIEDOEE S -8
Thy, MBIy EEERV. RBRICHAWHRL LT (kL5
SHE 100%) ITIEHERF 35%, BPERRAR 25%, HEMERREX
10% DY AT —%F L, TRTFEE 2.69gcm’ DK
EHRAROMETH D, AABRTIHREEE & LTEHD

RERMNIZREMNE 273 (79-3)

LR OEEREMN T3 L 6: 40 2BEEORBEAELE.
Fig3 |ZIBA T OREN M Z R T. FEDRBROME RN D,
WEHEORALN 73 ORBIOKEEKHIT 123%, &
RECIREEE X 1.86g/cm’, {BAD 6 : 4 OREIOFEHE K
FRIE 12.9%, BREBEZEIT 1.88gem’ LR bz, B&
HBRICHEARAEAKRIKRERICRBEINDT 7 Y VAR
N (Fig2 28) TEEERICL > TSR % EH
FTAHRZETERLE. 727 U /VHEIZNE S0mm, SEF
60mm, & & 130mm THY, TORNETTEEIZL Y ERE
NAHERMEITER 50mm, & SI30 90mm & 72-o7-. J[EE
X AHREOEMEEZRET 5 2 & TIRE S D #EEIE
D RERELR TR L.

2.3 REAE

BERBRTIREY, HHREOA-7T 7 VLA ZH
ARREERIZ Fig2 (7T X D ICRET 5. KEBER & #R
FEotEIZR UG SICAbE, HREREIERTEA
W KRB0, KEERNDKOMELRET D.
FOEREDCEIIERAERRRREIND Z LDV S, Z0
EEEE=— LT 4 VA TE- . FOEOHIEM IR
EKo$ < EFE#ATH Y, 130mm OIEZFFOKEEDOF R
BWCOKESFORESTRZE b—8& (BR6mm) 2LV
BIE L7=. Figd I[CHE SN E-RESHO—FEZTT. 77
VUK Z RN D AKOFET, KEEERE T T oxt
HAINKIIT D (ilE - BK, 2000).

u _lm(ﬂ)JrA 1)

U. « v

- > )
— —

widinE, U 3EEEE, y I KEER»LO
B, VIIKOERSERE, i~ U ER (=041), 4
WEBREH (=5.29) ThD. BIE LIZAKEFROFRSSHA
AR IZAEETD LY, RAZREICL o TEEREE U,
FREL, X Q) IRTEREEOFERNN HKBERIZ
ERTHRAMIG N T ZHELE.

U.=4tlp (2)

ZZIT, plIKOEBETHS.

FORBIE 2R 2%, THREOBERECRIEEITS.
PORBIEOBRICHRA LR 2B E=— VT 4 LA TR
WEDZ L THREEROBARZLE L. BERKHANT
AREREFRLUES ThHomHHREo LRI, BARIZK
STERT LGS S, ARBRCIIAKBER & #HRE Emics
BRENELDZEDRVEDIZ, DEHEFETHTZL
THEHEICHREEZFLLEY, TOEMEEMENI Lo TR
BIL7- (Fig2, 52M). Z0OE, L ETEENEL, fit
R LEINKRERIT LY K< 725 L, Fig6 () 17T
IO ICHRAREREO TRIANCE L EAEB A L —HR2E
ANERINRZ. —ETARBAEED L, HREOTH
it 4em BBIBY T oD, 2, L ETFEENEVG
AIZiX Fig6 (b) IR T LI ICKIPEET D Licd»
THERELEIE, FTHRACESTERRO S TEE Hll
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v Table 1 {RARERERSR
Results of measured erosion rates and shear stresses
RELT BIREE 7KIR TABISH  REEE
(%) (g/em®) (°C) (Pa) (mmy/s)
1.580 9.1 1.93 0.083
Acrylic channel
1.580 9.1 1.93 0.082
Pushing at the rate of 1.580 8.0 0.84 0.012
A/t 70/30
1.580 8.7 1.51 0.035
---------- O :
, 1.580 8.7 3.26 0317
[
Pus/’hing 1.582 9.1 4.54 0.549
1578 9.3 2.81 0.189
Fig.5 +tOREBHEIEDHEXN 1.686 13.0 1.68 0.031
Schematic diagram of the measurement of erosion rates 1.696 12.9 228 0.062
1.683 11.8 0.87 0.003
~  Water f ~ Water flow
ater Hlow o S o 1.691 10.8 4.55 0.258
N 1 MINNNNNNNNN
— g\\\\w i 4 \Q\\\\}:\\Q\ Tim— o) 1.681 10.5 6.19 0.623
%\&&%\ "y *§§\§\§ 1.686 10.5 5.59 0.488
Soil NI 0l
specimen \\\\\§§§ specimen %z\\é\\xg 1.686 10.5 559 ° 0.509
1.683 10.5 3.64 0.211
(@ O (b) U ‘
- . - - 1.691 10.1 1.86 0.053
Fig6 #RAEOWL BFEEDENC X 2EEORET 1.587 9.0 5.66 0.255
Erosion profiles dependant on the pushing rate 1.587 9.9 4.19 0.138
1.586 9.7 3.03 0.078
60 : : : : : 60/40
1.586 10.0 2.03 0.029
O Measured data (@)
2 1 1.584 11.2 0.90 0.010
g 1.587 9.7 7.28 0.458
= 40 1
5 1.588 9.7 7.16 0.504
G
° 30t _
) Approximated line pclAs 1.678 9.1 2.73 0.016
=
2 20} 1 1.678 9.1 2.73 0.024
i)
- | 1.682 9.1 4.12 0.037
tor 60/40
1.686 93 5.73 0.077
0 & ! ) L L 1 ! (v)
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 1.693 8.6 7.30 0.091
Time (s)
} 1.676 8.8 7.36 0.128
Fig7 BR&IC X 3RS S ORRZE L
Temporal alteration of the height of a soil specimen 1.684 o3 940 0245
1.783 103 7.25 0.100
L, R EREATHFR2ERITIECRV. Zozw, #R 1.784 10.9 8.30 0.143
D CTEEIZITOLENS S, BERMIZIIKRER & #33
s l» \fj B a9 \k%rﬁ‘ Bt (m) 1.780 11.4 5.90 0.084
FREN/ALE SRS L 03~04mm IFE (N R 12
EEERRE) £FLLY, RRICLY SEREREISKBER L3 493 008
ETETT DL ERRICEREORL LT 2T % 1.782 119 2.97 0.024
ﬁ@i&bf: —‘Tﬁfcﬁ@ﬁiﬁ%fﬁéﬂfﬁﬁlﬁfl%é‘ii%ﬁgﬁ% 0/100
- = . 1.667 9.1 9.41 0.015
kg sz L b L. REREIRIRE Ar ORIZIR L B b iz fit (x)

ABRORNME Az L35 L, REFEEEFUTORX 3) T
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Bz bhd (Figs&R).
Az

E:———l— :‘1— 3
At( n) =z(1-n) 3)

- - )
— ey

nIZEHREOMBETHD.

Fig.7 \ZHERE O L LB & IR O BE 6% D — 51
2R, X Q) HB 2L FigT onT ey hoHEET
Exzond. RECRTRIET — ¥ 2B/N_RIEIZE-T
CEBFEIL, FofExzzofll, X Q) zAVTRA
HEZRE L.

2.4 BREFEBOBRLEE
HERICHWAMENT, Bl ek EEIIZLTT 3
L6:4DEETRALEZ2EHEORABTHS. BEFEED
BIEICY - TiE, ekt %E 7:3 TRA LERKEHZIOW
TR O E BB EN B L £ 1.58 glom® & 1.68g/em® & 72
HLOIZHRE L, BAEEN 6:4 ORBHZOWTCITRIBEE
NI LF 1.58, 1.68, 1.78g/cm® DHLRMEZ(ER L TiHER %
Tolz. TN OREBOREFEDRIFEFRRE Table1 IZF &
D%, BEEOHEN LT OESEENEEIKRET DD
ERmbh TS (BRD, 2001). ARBRIILFIZEFH
ZATH 2 TIREORERB/NBIZI 2 7= (Table 1 12
X oz, BRBRPOKERRIZEALEORBRIZB VT 9~12C
THD). Table 1 DR FTICIIW 2L EE L TRV
BOBREEE*ZEDTORLTND. FEOHOHERIK
DBAIE, 9.41Pa OHAWISHPMERALTH, ZOREE
B RE SNIHMEOZIZ TR T/hE W,
Fig.8 IIRBN OB ON-BEREE L EAMSHIOEGRE
TLEBDTHD. ARTORRT —F O~—7—I3EA
b & ARG U CHEE L= Table 1 O 15 BIZRT~
— B —IZRE LT3, Table 1 3L Fig8 » b, ¥it%
ELMEOEREEREIZODWTUTOEENRTEND.
1. ERFEERRUHRETHE, BEoFEENKRE
WIEEEEEREN/NSLK 2D,
2. KEToOEFERPFEUCHEICIIHBEENRELRDIC
SNTREEENNS L RBHEAIZHD. LnL, *h

0.7

o Clay 30%,
Dry density 1.58g/cm3 v
[ ¢ Clay 30%,
Dry density 1.68g/cm3 o
Clay 40% ,
Dry density 1.5 8g/cm3
Cla % s
]CDry denosity 1 .68g/cm3

ay 407 ,
Dry density 1.7 8g/cm3
| x Clay 100% o

o
o

o
¥
<
[ ]

Erosion rate (mm/s)
IS) o
[9%) N

o

R

o
4

(=]

—

T
(o]

!

o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Shear stress (Pa)
Fig8 #ifkic L2 HAMIES L BREEOBGK

The relationship between shear stress and erosion rates

RERNISRMNE 273 (79-3)

TEBERN 0% OHEREORERLLAND LT, 5
BEFENKERDLE, BREEEOETITIZEALER
<725,

3. BEVBBT A EAMICSH SRREAWIE) OE{L
N EW, ekt 73 TRE LEEMEHIRB WX
PaBETHY, WEELMN 6: 4 OMEFTIT 1~2.5Pa
BELRL (BB, Bt 6: 4 OMEITIIEEN
KEBE 1Pa BEORAMIGATIIIZLEALRER
IIFEAE LR,

BT EARMCRIC SR TEEEREN/DNEWV. Lizdi-o
T, MBHZE TN DM ETOENREZL RIVTBEEE R /NE
B, Fi-, HIREEOBMIE-S TRRTED O
RO R0, HticXoTHRTRNEINDG =D, &
Eo#Eme L bICBREE IR TAEMIZHDLEXD
na.

3. BERAKZAV-ENBRERRER

ZITIE, MECHELEEERBRTHW LD LFEL
ThHBREmETE 7:3 TRALEMENOER LR
FOBFKRAEEROBREZWRETD. £0%, BEEEIC
B3 allET—F 2 £l T, B#EOHRERIZOWVWTE
BEEDD.

3.1 RIADBFBEIZDONT

BEZ RN D EAAKIIRE CRATE 220, THMlAE
TIIFEZEMLAR LR E 2> TR TS 2 (Fig9 &
fR). BEFC D ORENERIC L 2EREEZZITIE

Upstream

Critical flow

I”<I

(@

Critical shear stress

Headcut migration

Critical flow Upstream

(b) e / Critical shear stress
]

Critical flow

SN

Downward
erosion

Fig9 BEEOEABRE ((a) HitEOALTEERELDHE, (b)
ERBETHBRENELDIHAR)

Erosion processes of embankments: (a) Erosion starts at the downstream

slope in the supercritical region, (b) Erosion occurs in the subcritical

region as well as the supercritical region

199



50 BEENTEEmXEE 23S E19EE3ID)

Inflow pipe ——_|

Upright view Reservoir —_|
20cm

10.3cm Diffuser/v
Side view _<— Inflow

10c

50cm| []

T
Outlet 150cm 20cm

Fig.10 ZEBUKFE & R E OB X
Schematic diagram of the experimental aquarium and the model
embankment for the overflow erosion test

0.8 ; ‘ ; ; —
/7
0.7 )/oo/(
e}
9,/6
0.67 e~ O =

0.5
0.4r

0.3 o Measured data
Fitted curve: Equation(6)

----- Averaged curve: Equation(5) ]

Critical flow velocity (v,) (m/s)

0.2r)"

0.1

0 0.0‘05 0.(I)1 0.615 0.62 0.025
Discharge per unit width (Q/B) (m3/(s- m))
Fig.11 [BRFEAIERE R

The measured critical flow velocities and the fitted curve

TOREBBIIREL 2 2IX0EEIND. 1 DB, HE
PREL 22 TRAMEOERBI SRENIAE S I —2R
Ths (Fig9 (a) 2M). ik, THRAIRREIZ THFA
2 LIREREIIER T 5 BB BB AMIIECET S
HEHIETD. ZoHE, BRIIFRECEL 5 0IE
FEROEIT ERICEEE T, BARICE > TTFiRAIRHE
O—EMTIFIREREICET D, ZOHERITEOESR
BETMIZLZ2BEREZZT DL TLAM~EERLTY
{Z & THREEIZES (e.g., Hanson et al., 2005 ; Hanson et al.,
2001 ; Bennett et al., 2000). Z DIFE, BIKOIENKXIT
Wi, BRI > TEASNEHERD ERAREIzRE
TODIHMEET 5720, FEFEITERBICEASH
5. ZOREBRERIE, ML ELZEARRICKT BN
2B THMECE LN REDBR 25 80, #ikE
BLRWESIZR LS. 2 DBIX, FTHRAEES T o
CRIETHREVELD T —RTHD (Fig9 (b) BR).
ZhiE, RBFFRICBWTHREENFEAEL, FES LAY/
SR FE R TRIRIC K 2 BB AN ERE ABEICEL
TWABEICKIST 5. ZoHAE, FTiRAAE iR

200

727 TR R (R +RAN) THLRENEL B0,
BIEOIARIZEECELTD. BRRICLZBRIZITS
~EETT DL TERAENED L, REICED. 20720,
BRIZET AREIIERICER SRS, ZOERIBREITH
WEORENEGIZE LD CRAFABISHI/NE 72
B TTERERENMKEE DR, BAKENSVEE
IR 5415 (eg, Colemanetal., 2002).

A ORRBE CIMAEE O ESIZERAT 2 AMGH
ZRELDIENE LD, SREREOEITEE 2 R4
LTENRHETHD. BEOHAIIEEIERINDM,
BEOTEETIIEIZBRRAELTEY, BEMET LE
5. Lo T, BAMICBIT2ERAEELRELD
L TRERROEITEE (BRAOKTEE) 2HETSHZ
ENARETHD. LUTIZRAR 2 RIEOHRIERERTIX
BREHREOCHEMEZFIAL, LR LA-BEORABRIZE
LTREREOETEEOHEZIT S

3.2 EBRAR

Fig.10 |[ZIRADOMIRE R ERICHA V- EBREE O %
Y. BE 15em OFRLRT 7 ) LEANT, RRICREYT
£ 57218 150cm, &S 50cm, BITE 10.3cm OEBRKIE L
{ESL L 72, KA BRIz i3 B Z N L CIE 20cm, & &
50cm, BATX 20cm ORFAKME & AT5E L7z, (ER4 2HHELE
EDORE ZITE S 30em (BT X 1IKMEE & R U 10.3cm),

ETHRICI: 20EABLEETDI DL L.

AR BRI 2 DIV -4 EHT, Sl Lt
HEHIZLTT: 3 TRALELOTHY, BIECEERR
THRWEMEERIUTHD. EBERITERAKEOT T 6 BIC
ST TCEREEDEITV, Fig8 ITRITEAMIG S & EAHE
OEGEFIRT 2 BN CTHBBENB I Logem’ 1225
LOICFREI L. WEOREOEKITR L Z 11%ICHEL
c. RRO RGBT EITHE D ORI Lo BRI E
BLHEAREDPLEB L. EFEDBO EERITTHICHA~
TEBENKEL RDEMIZHD. LT ORAMEHIET
BEORBENOEMND IO, EREENBREEIZAEL
HETDL., 0D, | BREICHEDED LHERY R
RNROHEEDEEDD I L TRINL Y —REELE O
BRI ZER L7, BREOBREBREERZITHEIT, R
FIZE VIR~ BEKL, ERPIIEKEZIZIE-EIC
LN L, ZOREOCHEIIRESFTZAVT 0.5 BREET
TOINT—FZELTCaryta—FIZRYALE. -

ERFTORKOBEBBIIT VI NVET I I AT EHNT
kL7,

3.3 BRAFE

AREBRTIE, Fig9 (b) {ORT X D ITREDTEETORRR
MICBWCREREZEL SE, ZOETEELZBETS.
REBREOETEEICOVWTERZIT YT, BRAKICE
WTEALTWDEAMIE A% REBEL 2 LENDD. £E
B CITRR DM E L SRR EEFEO R FEE AV, 17
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FREIERT O2EAWSNIOHELIT . RIFAKEIZ
B DBRAKER TUTONX 4) THExLND (M-
Bk, 2000).
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h, =3 0 (4)

- )
— e ey

0, B, g RENTHIE, AKIE EAMEE
DRESTHD. & (4) »LRAFEY, 2KD5 &

-2 % (5)

¢ Br, \B

B L, R G6) HETEFMIZH, KEFAIZH
E S NERAFE TH 5. BFADKKIBITERKE
DBEATX 103cm &RV 28, AREOEEOFEN L (5)
TR O =7 2 K KR P AT s B 1T 2 B iR E R
DOFEXERICEEL D ZENTER. 22T, BAR
TOMEZIERT D0, REICHRBMEZ R D 1772
REMEORBAT o — VIR EZERAKBIZREL, B h—
& (FR6emm) AW TEORIRKIZISW TIRFFEDOHE
Zi{Tol. ZORFREREERICAWV-RBERAFr—L
RAORE L Figl0 1R TH O LRA—ThD. RFAE
OHEEZANIKENRK @) TEXONDBRAKELE —FT
5L2ATHY, ERAEORITE FRENCITHRIE L.
Fig.11 (23 & & RFUKIBIZRBIT 2 EOBR 2 RT. &
BB KEEICRERAOLEZ EANICITo 128, TS
FENIFEE 2 ZET 2 <, RRICITRIREE O FEiE %
RLTCW3. Figl 25 38IE S BAmREITN (5) &
DHRELRBIENHMNS. ZhiT, ERARORAET
IERIER /NS W ew, KB RECIIMRTRIC RN K &
{25720 Thsd. BONERET —F 2B/ _FIEIZX
S>TEREREZRDTHK 5) 2WETD L

vc=a13f% , a=125 (6)

L5, K (6) M HAKREIEFRIEILTIIR (5) IZH~T25%
BERIRMENELTWEZ ERONE. KERTIIK
(6) ZHWTCHENORAMEZRDLZ & & L.

3.4 ERFERLEER
3.4.1 RAOREETE

ZITIE, ETREOHMREREEROEREZ®RET 5.
EBRITIZIERFEDO LM T 2 BlIfT > 7-. Table 2 [ZZNEND
ERTOERREN (BEOHBEE, MFUKOKIE, Bt
B) ¥ L% 5. Figl2, 131213 2 EOHKEEERIZE
T AEARBTE OEEIRT. 2 BOER L HIEREOETE
FARIZZIERBEOLE(LEZTIZENRTENRD. FAROT
IR T RANE O RECKIIRE LT U2 VER Y
FL—XLTER LI b D TH D, HROIENIIE T Al
HORENEM LN, RELEREZZITCEEIID L
FoOET2tsH 5 (Figd2, 0~1min ; Fig.13, 0~2min).

BERMIZRRNE 7S (79-3)

Table2 EAOHTERERIZBIT 2 EBRSMF

Experimental conditions of embankment erosion tests

5% No. HIREE  glom’ HfiE m's kiR °C
1 1.597 2.14x10° 11.1
2 1.656 2.13x10° 12.1

1 min after overflow

8 min after overflow

0 min 5 min

~ 40 . \
=] 1 min :
3 30 7 min .
= 9 min
b 20
[}
T 10

0 I 1 | 1 |

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
Length (cm)

Fig.12 #HEAIC X2 EEEEOLE L (EBK 1)
The alteration of the embankment profile due to overflow erosion
(Experiment 1)

Bz L ABENEDICONT, THRAMEIXIZIZRER
Uk & 725 (Figd2, 3min ; Fig.13, 4min). Z DXL 5 7221Z
FERERBRBIEIZ A~y K7 > b (Headcut) & PRI, BE
FOREBEOHREEER THLEZIREINLTND (eg,

Fujisawa et al., 2009 ; Hanson et al., 2005 ; Zhu, 2006). %
D%, BETEEEPEEIN, BEEED T L TREZ
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£% (Fig.12, 3~9min ; Fig.13, 4~12min). = DREDE
BIBEIE, REORFMBIZE VN THERENE LD Figy
(b) IR LI-ERBRICKIEL, BEOKTE & bIERE
WEOEEITRMICHL T 5. Z0RABRE CITERDTE
EMTAELIBRIRIZE > TRIEEBEDE LTV ST
O, BEIETLETS. LEX-T, BEOETHEEL
RAFIZEIT 2REM B ORREEIIEANCRAED L D
Th5.

3.4.2 RADETEE L EAMHOBREEE

FrIFIRE Ar ORIZ, RIERBREZZITTMEITERTL
72358, X QB) #28BIZ L TRARIIKIT AEREE
EJIUTOXTHESNS.

_ AW(1-n)
Ee=—x ™
22T, ni3REOEBMETHD. BIEHEOE AN

FMOBET, RAMIZBIT 2 HAMEANNCBEEEE,
FEHHL, X () 2 AMIZOWTHES ZECEENAMIET
TEODIZKERMEMERD D ZENTES. BIXITEEH
DIREPBWHEBRIZE > TRENN 2L 2D (RRITREEIC
ED) DIZ»05REET 13X (D 1BV T A —H, At—
T edprZ¢LT
H(-n)
Ec
LB, TR, BRAERIZRIT A ARSI EREER L
R 25252 LT, BAFEY, b

_1
T"SMC (9)

LHETD. AER CER I N BEORIREEIT Table 1
R TREABRICAWERAEROZN L IBETRERS. #
ZT, X (7D RUK (8) »6EBLNIBRAICKITEE
BHE L AWE N OBMEN Fig8 Lo X ZIZfBT 30
ERND LT, BREREOEREE (BEOKTHEE)
EREMBIORAEECBGEEEETS.

RAFMICBIT D2REOBREEEICONTEZD &, £B
FE 1 OBMMEREER CIF, £ 1 LR TIEES
300mm DIREFRZ 1T T 566 BT 50mm & 72 -7,
AR RDOBREIL 0395 THY, ZoEREER (7) 121t
AT DT L TRIRICHIT 2EREEIT 0.267Tmm/s & HE
Shd. EREF2OHFKEAER LT, E8B2 LR
TiE, BAEOMEIL 0373 THY, BEIL 685 BT
300mm 225 50mm & 727z, HIE ERERERICRK (7)) R
RRIZB T 2 EREEIT 0229 mm/s L HEE S /-,

RFEGIZIBT D RABIS TR EEROMES S 252
DI LT, REMEOHMASMENOCHET 5. BIEDE
BUZRAWZ R ORIERITH 02mm & o TWAR, FEED
DEIZNNKS 2 & MRy DTFFFEIZ & - CTHK{LT 5 . Fig.14
IR AR D LB O BEE & /7T, RIS 51 Imm 52
DHRIASFETDIZENRRTEND. — &2, BRI
EHEINDBERMBOSMHAER S, ZoOMEORRE X
Db R&EL 42 (eg, Yen, 2002; Julien, 1998). Yen (2002)

T= (8)
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9 min after overflow

0 min 7 min

N W S
(= -

Height (cm)

—_
(=

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
Length (cm)
Fig13 HREAIC L2 R2EMEOE(L (£ 2)

The alteration of the embankment profile due to overflow erosion
(Experiment 2)

Fig.14 #E DRI ERE U7m 82 R ORE

Aggregate structure of embankment material during compaction
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The rate of decrease of the embankment height and erosion rates of the
embankment material
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Abstract

This paper presents a series of erosion tests of sand-clay mixtures, which investigated the relationship between
erosion rates of the soils and shear stress exerted onto the soil surface, and laboratory experiments of embankment
erosion due to overflow, where the same sand-clay mixture was used as the embankment material. The effects of the
dry density and the clay content on the erosion rates of the soils were investigated in the erosion tests. When an
embankment is subjected to overflow, the height of the embankment decreases while the erosion occurs at the crest,
where the water flow is Froude-critical. The experiments of embankment erosion have revealed that the decrease
rates of embankment height corresponded to the erosion rate of the embankment material under the critical flow. This
fact has shown that the estimation of the shear stress under the critical flow enables the temporal development of
embankment erosion to be predicted with erosion rates of the embankment material.

Key words : Embankment, Overflow, Erosion, Erosion rate, Laboratory test
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