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Table 1. Recommended range for negligible impact of the Weber Number and Reynolds Number
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Table 2. Range of effective parameters in the present study

n H/D b/D

h/D F;

0-3-4-6 | 0/106-0/622

0/083-0/208

0/068-0/170 | 1/8 -3/4
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Fig. 2. Plan of physical model in the experimental setup

pole axly oDl of5T olKisls g paue ofiolej] jo ¥ JSs
0aeld 5o b oy S0 lo )T slawi g ol 13U (ol 45 Slados
cope p (Gl Ll ) &g, Sy Sl s (i g (ompe
2 oilesl Yo slaw 5 285 18 wyp 0p9e Sy @0
YVIP 5l 2l ooy o £yl 5 asli s 52 VI8 JIOID 5 oo
S Jela Jao (IS ekl plonil e (Lee V00 U e (e
Jol2) pgo pold (s Bski 5oy JolD) gl psld el (35
Fore (s> Ghy) @ (29 65 ol GFe So (e e
e ol JEl Sl do qeoy (i ) w50k
S 5 50 b (S Olo)S g (55 o3l Dl (ol g L
S Ve wm Y an Gl (b e 5l R e o
We oy e (sila 7 eliylay (M oSy iz 5 sl ol

slacl oals deogi oogame (wlol 5 aiil co ply 2l cacld o
poriee (20 kg (V Jsoz) (eime lawgd jalsh; g g
Jig b g il d OIVYYE ply s ol (Q)eallaulesl]
4 5sh;y 5 g ohel 5l el AID il () (5 8sks o
la i ooguze ¥ Joazr ol Jladro O 0 oS 36 Jo
ol aes o Glas 1) Gragh opl e NS ,50 aKales]

) ®

bl Jos -Y-¥

Gllae 6585l 5)pm (S5 Joe CSlo b Gl nl o

Vel



VWA Y -AY doxio VYRR Jlo 0yl DY 093 €308 paol () yos (it &y pui

0B SLESNS 5 (owaie o gl )y Y Jgusr
Table 3. Geometric parameters of pyramidal vortex breakers

coluw G!a.w LSl S 3
X 8 o> I - wD | WD t=b h = e
(mm) | (mm?) , o i (mm) | (mm) R
(mm”) (mm”)
20 | 9411 | 692 17312 w 2ln | A
00083 | 0068 | 20 | 163 |1 & < :
21/6 | 2173/3 | 1164/9 | 76419 Jol £95 smy0 Bii
30 | 318212 | 15588 | 3897 ; am | A
0125 | 0102 | 30 | 245 |2 ’
32/4 | 7350 | 2623/6 | 17236 o35 e | B
40 | 75517 | 27736 | 69258 S ke | A
0167 | 01136 | a9 | 3277 LS
4312 | 17440 | 4666/5 | 3066/5 oo £ e | Bo
50 | 14722/4 | 4328/4 | 108255 e e | A
0208 | 0170 | 50 | 408 PKFE :
54 34021 | 7285/1 | 4785/1 ole> g9 uye | Bis

B 45 1 ey St o gy 41 23 (505 o3 e 3
oo gl gl 50 S jgmins Slaial 4y jgunins poo S 5l O
s IS o s Skl b Sy ey 5] e o
G sbl (g5, Liel o3, 8 b s L CTS 65-1P4 uSigl Jaw
(23 03 ol o) g gt 93 (o> 392 polee Lok 2813
oL Y Gl b 6,5 ojlail cds 58, YU sl el Conss o>
T 185 ) (50l e 5,5l 51 g kol e
alog 41 o) &6 59y 2 £, Jsl a5l )0 85k 250 55
Oleyed 5 655 o)Wl o (o o/ ) B0 b Jlioms miw Gos
49 9B dnlone (o 5y a4 e B9 5l (295 20
(M) salss 639k 52y 8l =03 (e ) o Sy oo 5 0
sl 0, a0 sl ()95 3l p90 5 Ul psld ) 0405 arlne
s oolal oausS al)T lgre
3 Apailie xcb U op S5 LS (g ol 2
(76) 5,5 3 (=) b ez =) b s el 5 (B s
Sy90 ilizee slo oo sl (71 2 3 d) Dglais olayl ez 4o
Jgoz 5o o (S8 Cla S cwain slo el aiz S 15 ales]
Joe el sais ools Lias F Jgaz jo oliole;l slows o ¥ JSKo o ¥
USBR Lo 45 151> (slo s 5 Ly bl 2 5 85k 2,
o= SRS e Joe Cole sl ol ol il suls &l
5 b o)y Catia 8l e 5 0 5y (xie Slaise ()b |
Jowe g il Jasl CNC oKiws Jows b6 sl B @ e

S35k sy 0yt Sl ¥ SE o el Cnsy (5,895 5 e

Yy

oW (oS izl pg0 pold e (Sl VY- oo g e il
Fo Flo VA Jsbo g e (G0l B0 (250 e (Bl 7 gl o
4 oW (Sh izl o gy & (23 65 o3l e
SenBye g Jol psld 250 9 Job s S Slast m FF e g
@ 69555 Ol Suz 5 pold sl o)lns A o 585k e
69935 Olz Coz 9 bojles e Sl as wl (b gl aisS
99 5ol iy lp LY g Y] 0o 8 Gis S b
aS ol oolaiwl agds VYV B YO 00 eogaome b ey
Pl 4 xSl i 5l ol JESl 6l 4385 ey ol 4 S
ol a8 alss ey ol ay (6,500 5 b ooliul g0 pold 5 sl
e 65T H35e & g0 sy @ 0 55 o3l e
b lp 035 Gy 5l (0 A5 el Sl 350 (o
S 2 S 9 Jol psld ol JEl Ayl 6,500 (28 U
P9o p3ld & (6999 yed Il aislo pgo psld DT Jlasl oyl
4 (20 55 ol Pre alewg 4 (e oy 05 g 05 5L
e Sliglosl Gl oIS 51y 5 00,8 ool (o (3,
@ 95k Jol psld (63959 5 s ile s 295 5l (5399
Vo il ) (i oy by 655 n) e Sy 5l 292
0,dS ol il (6,5 ol (az o P L3I gl by e il
Gh9) & (20 65 o3l e s ojlems 4 (ke o o903
gl J5uS (Seig sl oliiiws 4 Jate a5 ol jgucis ¢ o>
3 aekass BB cosles L LLC-110X oSos ,Se Joo Slasls
&) 510 sl ypacis 5 ooliiul b .y 5 ae alslS Y+ I



VA BY QY doxiis AYAR Sl ) 0)leud DY 055 ¢3S ol (o suobito 4yl

(Bij) 2 0 5 (Al]) Gbio 0B b (o030 slo b Gl ,5 ¥ S
Fig. 3. Schematic of pyramidal vortex breakers with triangular (Aij) and square (Bij) bases
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Table 4. Definition and number of experimental tests
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Fig. 5. Observations by installing pyramidal vortex breakers in different groups
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Fig. 10. Variation of discharge coefficient versus
submergence depth for 4 pyramidal vortex breakers
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submergence depth for 6 pyramidal vortex breakers
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Table 5. Range of discharge coefficient for selected

pyramidal vortex breakers
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Table 6. Errors analysis of the developed equations for triangular and square pyramidal vortex breaker
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Table 7. Comparing discharge coefficient of the present study in group of six with previous researches
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Table 8. Sensitive analysis of the developed equations of discharge coefficient (7 & 8) for triangular and square pyramidal

vortex breaker
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Fig. 20. Comparing head discharge rating variations of the
present study in group of six with previous researches
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