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Objectives

Brief overview of the theory and practice of 
erosion and sedimentation:

1. Hydrology and Hydraulics; 
2. Sediment Transport Mechanics;
3. Fluvial Geomorphology;
4. River Sedimentation Examples;
5. Reservoir Sedimentation.

Erosion and River Mechanics Textbooks

1.  Hydrology and Hydraulics
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AGU Hydrology days 2005 Flood Damages

2.  Sediment Transport 
Mechanics
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3.  Fluvial Geomorphology
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4.  River Sedimentation 
Examples
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5.  Reservoir Sedimentation
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