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Fig. 4: Changing process of wave domain n=1 against flow depth changing at different elevation of block 

structures 
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Fig. 5: Changing process domain of wave (n=2) against flow depth changing at different elevation of block 

structures 
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Fig. 6: Changing maximum domain of wave type N=1, against submerging ratio at different elevation of block 

structures 
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Fig. 7: Changing maximum domain of wave type N=2, against submerging ratio at different elevation of block 

structures 
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Fig. 8: Comparison between measured  







2h
A

 and calculating 







2h
A

 for wave 
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Fig. 9: Comparison between measured 







2h
A

 and calculating 







2h
A

 for wave (n=2) 






