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Study on riverbank damage and nature-oriented river works
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In many cases Nature-oriented river works are accomplished by using multiple
materials for bank-protection structures. Because of this variation in materials,
design methods also differ. Many aspects of these methods and their durability
remain unclear, and there is a need to start accumulating extensive knowledge in
this field.

This paper draws on the results of such resources as a survey on damage and
nature-oriented river works. It also uses the findings of implementation and follow-
up studies in fiscal 1998 (the year ended March 1999) to ascertain conditions related
to the works of such rivers. Information on damage, causes, and other points was
collected and then analyzed. This paper describes the outcome of this process.

Key words : nature-oriented river works, flood-control functions, soil capping, disasters,

flooding, follow-up studies
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Fig.1 Cases of Damage Classified by Method
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Fig.7 The Relationship Between the Riverbed Slope, the Velocity at Peak Times and Damage
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Fig.9 The Relationship Between Elapsed Years, the Velocity at Peak Times and Damage
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