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Experimental Study on the Hydraulic Performance of
Concrete Block Substitutes for Rock Armor
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Fig. 1. Shape of blocks.

Table 1. Values of model section

TE | FA Aen | 228 | 43X

3 (m) (m) H(m) | (m)

1/ | ¥ALE 0.23 0.15 0.07 0.07
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Fig. 2. Comparison of reflection coefficients
(Expected blocks to use in revetment,

S=1: 1.5, H/d=0.47).
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Fig. 3. Comparison of reflection coefficients
(Expected blocks to use in sea wall,
S=1: 1.5, H/d=0.40).
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Fig. 4. Comparison of reflection coefficients
(Expected blocks to use in sea wall,
S=1: 1.0, H/d=0.40).
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Fig. 5. Comparison of reflection coefficients
(Expected blocks to use in sea wall,
S=1:0.5, H/d=0.34).
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Fig. 6. Comparison of overtopping rates
(Expected blocks to use in revetment,
S=1:1.5, H/d=0.34).
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7. Compérison of overtopping rates ((Expected blo-

cks to use in sea wall, S=1

0.03

. 1.5, H/d=0.34).

0.02 —

0.01 —

0.00

&t
&0 b

i OK >

¢.0

T T T T T
0.2 0.3

0.4

8. Comparison of overtopping rates ((Expected blo-

cks to use in sea wall, S=1 :

0.03

1.0, H/d=0.40).
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