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Fig.5 Flow field structure characteristics of various sand fixation barrier models under different wind speeds
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1 BEXET 7 #HAREEDEE 0—60 cm B 2P EXTEE
Table 1 Comparison of total sediment transport of seven sand fixation

barrier models at 0— 60 cm under different wind speeds
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Fig.6 Variation characteristics of sediment discharge in various sand fixation barrier models under different wind speeds
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