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24,388.6m3 1.333m2
10m/s 13.333m3/s 1829.19 s

15m/s 20m3/s 1219.43 s

1 12,513.7m3 0.667m2
10m/s 6.667m3/s 1876.96 s

15m/s 10m3/s 1251.37 s

2 11,874.9m3 0.667m2
10m/s 6.667m3/s 1781.15 s

15m/s 10m3/s 1187.49 s
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(a) Case1 1 (b) Case1 2

(c) Case2 1 (d) Case2 2

Fig. 3 Case 1, 2 
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(a) Case5 1 (b) Case5 2

(c) Case6 1 (d) Case6 2

Fig. 5 Case 5,6 
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