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2. 3715y nFHe FA-T= HY(Fluid-
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Fig. 2 Finite element modeling for rubber dam
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Fig. 6 Instantaneous water stream at open channel
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Fig. 7 Velocity distribution of center of xy section with free
surface at 15sec of the surrounding rubber dam
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Fig. 8 Total pressure distribution of the surface of rubber dam
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Fig. 11 Velocity distribution of each components and
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Fig. 15 Initial condition for structure analysis of rubber dam
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(a) Stress distribution

(b) Deformation of rubber dam

Fig. 16 Structure deformation of rubber dam for surface
presstire

uFHe] FxUEY S 71]4?'5}71 st Fig. 149 #

2 d9 Fio 13230719 =g AgEe AAE
A8k}, Fig. 16+ Flg 89] wof 43l FAUQYG
HE Fig. 1401 &8k 9ld o2 27847 HA4H&

SHIALE 113, H4S, 2008

E&J'ir_&rﬁmrﬂ
St ot -z o oft

(a) Deformation of rubber dam without inner pressure

L.

(b} Deformation of rubber dam with inner pressure 0.01MPa
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