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Abstract: This paper presents a brief history of the hydraulic jump and a literature review on
hydraulic jumps’ experimental and numerical studies. Leonardo da Vinci noticed this phenomenon
early on, but it was only later studied by Bidone in 1820. Since the beginning of the 20th century,
the hydraulic jump has received a lot of attention following the development of energy dissipater
designs and stilling basins. The late 1920s and early 1930s saw many experimental studies researching
the surface roller profile and energy dissipation. The study of internal flow features started in the
late 1950s. Starting in the 70s, it was believed that the flow of a jump must be analyzed in its actual
configuration of air–water mixture, an aspect that cannot be overlooked. Several experimental studies
in the late 1980s and 1990s highlighted the existence of oscillating phenomena under specific flow
conditions and particularly, a cyclic variation of jump types over long-lasting experiments. The early
2000s saw many experimental studies researching the complex structure of the separated region in
very large channels downstream of the lateral shockwaves. Whereas most of the experiments provide
measurements at a point or on a plane, the complete flow field supplied by CFD simulations enables
us to have a deeper understanding of the dynamics of coherent structures that are responsible for free-
surface fluctuations and aeration in hydraulic jumps. Therefore, in recent years, the computational
fluid dynamics (CFD) method, through turbulence models, has become a useful tool to study this
complex environmental fluid mechanic problem.

Keywords: hydraulic jumps; oscillating characteristics; vorticity; pressure; smoothed particle hydro-
dynamics modelling

1. Introduction

The jump of Bidone or hydraulic jump was described by Bidone [1] with the following
words: “If, when a stream has been established in a rectangular channel . . . the flow
of water is totally impeded by lowering a gate in any section of the channel itself, the
waters thus restrained rise immediately up to a certain height against the gate and form an
intumescence”. As an example, Figure 1 shows some pictures of a hydraulic jump in the
channel of the LIC—Coastal Engineering Laboratory of the Polytechnic University of Bari,
Italy, characterized by a large aspect ratio, since it is 15 m long, 4 m large and 0.4 m high.

Although Bidone [1] was the first to experimentally and analytically analyze the hy-
draulic jump experimentally and analytically, Leonardo da Vinci noticed this phenomenon
earlier. In fact, he sketched the streamline distribution in a vortex and the formation of
eddies at an abrupt expansion (Figure 2), which a hydraulic jump resembles.

In 1939, Guglielmini [2] sketched a hydraulic jump in plate 9 (Figure 3) in the book
“DALLA NATURA DE’ FIUMI”, using the following comments: “Let us assume . . . that
the water, running out of B and entering channel BG, less inclined but wider, requires to
discharge a height BI less than CH: in such a case, it is observed that the water descending
through AB does not take its surface CD to join that of DE, but it sinks, as in ED, below level
EF; and the water in ED is left hanging, so that the stream surface is maintained at CDEF.”
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Figure 1. A hydraulic jump in the large channel of the LIC—Coastal Engineering Laboratory of the Polytechnic 
University of Bari, Italy. 

 
Figure 2. A free water jet issuing from a square hole into a pool. 

  

Figure 1. A hydraulic jump in the large channel of the LIC—Coastal Engineering Laboratory of the
Polytechnic University of Bari, Italy. (See Video S1 in Supplementary Material).
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tention with the development of energy dissipater designs and stilling basins [14,15].  

It is well known that one of the objectives of the designer is to ensure that the jump will 
not be swept out of the basin, and the design process would involve the determination of op-
timum basin floor elevation, required tailwater elevation, adequate basin length and desired 
blocks and end sills. A review of different types of basins can be found in Hager [15].  

Figure 3. Hydraulic jump (by Guglielmini [2]).

The hydraulic jump occurs whenever an upstream supercritical flow is forced to
become subcritical. Bidone tested many discharges and understood that the lower upstream
depth d1 was linked to the higher downstream depth d2 with the following equation:

d2 − d1 =
V2

1 − V2
2

2g
(1)

where g is the gravitational acceleration, and V1 and V2 are the upstream and down-stream
velocity, respectively.

About ten years later, Jean Baptiste Bélanger [3] noted that Bidone’s experimental
results did not agree with Equation (1); therefore, starting from the momentum conserva-
tion principle, he discovered the now famous Bélanger equation for undeveloped inflow
(see [4]), which considers the head loss of the flow:

d2

d1
=

1
2

(√
1 + 8Fr2

1 − 1
)

(2)

where Fr1 is the inflow Froude number
(

Fr1 = V1/
√

gd1
)
.

Harleman [5] found discrepancies with respect to Equation (2); in particular, for
high inflow Froude numbers, Harleman [5] showed that the sequent depth-ratio values
were lower.

2. State of the Art

The classic hydraulic jump has been widely studied by Peterka [6], Rajaratnam [7],
Leutheusser and Kartha [8], Hager and Bretz [9], Hager and Bremen [10], Hager [11],
Wu and Rajaratnam [12] and CarolloFerro [13].

Since the beginning of the 20th century, the hydraulic jump has received a lot of
attention with the development of energy dissipater designs and stilling basins [14,15].

It is well known that one of the objectives of the designer is to ensure that the jump
will not be swept out of the basin, and the design process would involve the determination
of optimum basin floor elevation, required tailwater elevation, adequate basin length
and desired blocks and end sills. A review of different types of basins can be found in
Hager [15].

Riegel and Beebe [16] did experiments on the performance of stilling basins with
different sloping bottoms, expansion angles and dimension blocks. The dentated sill was
introduced by Rehbock [17].
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2.1. Experimental Studies on the Internal Flow in Hydraulic Jumps

In the late 1920s and early 1930s, several experimental studies looked into the surface
roller profile and energy dissipation. Safranez [18] credited the energy loss to the rotational
movement in the roller. Bakhmeteff [19] focused on open channel flows and defined the
concept of specific energy. Rouse [20] emphasized the Froude number Fr as an important
parameter useful to characterize a hydraulic jump.

In 1932–1933, the Fluid Mechanics Laboratory of Columbia University, in New York,
N.Y., USA, focused its research on the longitudinal elements of the jump using the principle
of dynamic similarity, and the final data were presented in generalized dimensionless
form. While the dimensionless presentation in terms of dynamic similarity was a matter of
course when it came to flow in closed conduits, its application to open flow was not yet
widespread. Bakhmeteff and Matzke [21] showed general dimensionless characteristics of
the jump in terms of ‘the kinetic flow’ λ:

λ = 2
εk
εp

=
V2

gd
=

q2

gd3 (3)

which is expressed by twice the ratio of the kinetic energy head (εk) to the potential energy
head

(
εp
)

contained in each unit of weight of liquid, flowing at depth d, velocity V and
unit discharge q. In the terms ordinarily used in studies of dynamic similarity, the kinetic
flow factor λ is equivalent to the so-called Froude number.

The late 1950s saw the start of the studies into internal flow features; the first turbu-
lence estimations in hydraulic jumps were studied by Rouse et al. [22]. In their study, the air
interface of a typical hydraulic jump profile was replaced by a solid wall, and air was used
in their model. Through the analysis of turbulence measurements conducted in the air-flow
model of the hydraulic jump under conditions simulating three representative Froude
numbers, Rouse et al. [22] obtained important information on the energy transformation.
Rouse et al. [22] could be included in the group of papers where an analogy of the hydraulic
jump with other flows is used.

On this topic, the study by Rajaratnam [7] was particularly interesting. In particular,
Rajaratnam [6] studied the hydraulic jump, treating it as an example of a plane turbulent
wall jet under adverse pressure gradient. It was found that the pressure distribution is
hydrostatic only in a narrow region near the bed, and that the velocity distribution in the
boundary layer part of the jump follows closely the velocity defect law for two-dimensional
channel flow. Moreover, his experimental results showed a more accurate form of the
momentum equation: (

d2

d1

)3
− d2

d1

(
1 − ε + 2F2

1

)
+ 2F2

1 = 0 (4)

where F1 is the inflow Froude number, and ε is the dimensionless integrated shear force
introduced by the author.

The dimensionless integrated shear force ε, introduced by Rajaratnam [7], was de-
fined as:

ε =
Fτ

0.5γb1d2
1

(5)

where Fτ is the integrated bed shear stress over the hydraulic jump length; γ is the specific
weight of water, and b1 is the width of the stilling basin in upstream.

Later, McCorquodale and Khalifa [23] and Hager [15], studied the internal flow in
hydraulic jumps and in particular the velocity distribution within the roller region.

Considering the studies of Resch et al., [24,25], Resch and Leutheusser [26], Roshko [27],
Babb and Aus [28] and Hoyt and Sellin [29], it is believed that the flow of a jump must
be analyzed in its actual configuration of air–water mixture, an aspect that cannot be
overlooked. Ehrenberger [24] was the first to study the phenomenon of air entrainment in
open channels. Resch and Leutheusser [25] were the first to show that the air entrainment
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process, the transfer of momentum and energy dissipation are strongly affected by the
inflow conditions. Using hot-film anemometry, Resch et al. [26] studied the distributions
of air concentration and air-bubble dimensions in a hydraulic jump. The results of [26]
suggested that a hydraulic jump with both undeveloped and fully developed inflows is
similar to an aerator.

Roshko [27] observed that all shear flows are characterized by identifiable eddy struc-
tures, which are also present in a hydraulic jump and are responsible for the entrainment
phenomenon, in agreement with [26]. Hoyt and Sellin [29] described a hydraulic jump
using a mixing or shear layer model; in their investigation, the authors highlighted that
the air entrainment phenomenon at the water surface of the analyzed hydraulic jump is a
predominant feature and that a hydraulic jump is composed of coherent structures at the
interface between air and water, with a density ratio of about 800.

2.2. Experimental Studies on the Turbulent Features of Hydraulic Jumps

However, the complex nature of the hydraulic jump, involving intense turbulence,
velocity and pressure fluctuations and significant air entrainment, still showed that current
knowledge is far from a full understanding of the phenomenon.

Most detailed air–water flow turbulent features of hydraulic jumps started to be
systematically reported following [30]. However, few of the studies [30–33] reported air–
water flow measurements accurately. The experiments of [30–33] specifically looked at the
air–water properties in partially developed hydraulic jumps, and their results showed a
likeness to plunging jet entrainment.

Mossa and Tolve [34] visualized the turbulent coherent structures in a hydraulic jump
and determined the location of the maximum air concentration. Their results showed the
existence of two regions with the greatest air concentration when the largest vortex of
a hydraulic jump breaks down, causing the water to spill. Other results of their image
analysis showed the presence of one region with a great air concentration when two
neighboring vortices merged into a larger one.

Gualtieri and Chanson [35,36] studied the effect of the Froude number on the basic
air–water flow properties, focusing on the maximum void fraction and bubble count rate
in the shear layer. The air–water flow properties of a hydraulic jump were described in
terms of the time-averaged void fraction, defined as the proportion of time that the probe
tip is in the air, and the bubble count rate, defined as the number of bubbles impacting the
probe tip per second. The void fraction and bubble count rate distributions in a vertical
cross-section of jump rollers were measured in the literature with intrusive phase-detection
techniques [32,34–44].

2.3. Experimental Studies on Oscillating Phenomena of Hydraulic Jumps

Some experimental studies highlighted the existence of oscillating phenomena and
particularly, a cyclic variation of jump types over long-lasting experiments, under specific
flow conditions [45–52]. Figure 4 summarizes the well-acknowledged flow patterns: (a) the
A-jump, (b) the wave jump or W-jump, (c) the wave train, (d) the B-jump (or maximum
plunging condition) characterized by a plunging jet mechanisms, and (e) the minimum
B-jump (or limited jump) with a limited hydraulic jump.

Furthermore, Figure 4 shows pictures of flow conditions during experiments by
Mossa et al. [50].

Experiments by [47] on local scour due to hydraulic jump formed on a sand bed
showed that, for some runs, the hydraulic jump tended to repeat itself in a periodic
form, from clockwise to anti-clockwise rotation of the vortex. Mossa [49,50] analyzed the
oscillating characteristics typical of a hydraulic jump with an abrupt drop.
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Experiments in [49] were carried out in a channel with a non-erodible bottom (Figure 5),
presenting a molded bed profile to investigate the oscillating characteristics of hydraulic
jumps [47].
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Figure 5. Oscillatory flow patterns between B-jumps and wave jumps (configuration B61 in
Mossa et al. [50]); time is expressed in minutes, seconds, and hundredths of seconds from the
start of filming (by Mossa et al. [50]): (a,b,g,h) B-jumps; (c–f) wave jumps. (See Video S2 in Supple-
mentary Material).

This study showed how it is important to design basins considering the cyclic variation
of jump types caused by the upstream and downstream flow conditions. The conclusions
of the experiments in [49] may be summarized as follows:
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oscillations of hydraulic jump types do not depend on whether the bottom is made of
erodible or non-erodible material;
a suitable time scale may be defined both for oscillations of the jump types and for
fluctuations of the jump toes with a flat and outlined bottom;
analysis of the oscillating phenomena indicates a correlation among the surface profile
elevations, velocity components and pressure fluctuations;
analysis of the oscillating phenomena indicates change configurations of the surface
profile of a hydraulic jump, as a function of the air concentration present in the roller.

Successively, the experiments by Mossa et al. [50] considered the previous
studies [47–49] in order to critically assess the basic flow patterns for the transition from
super- to subcritical flows at an abrupt drop (Figure 5) and to propose new compelling
conclusions pertaining to the changes of the different types of hydraulic jumps and the
variation from one type to another. Figure 5 shows the oscillatory flow patterns between B-
jumps (Figure 5a,b,g,h) and wave jumps (Figure 5c–f) (configuration B61 in Mossa et al. [50],
where time is expressed in minutes, seconds and hundredths of seconds). Further details
about the experimental tests can be found in [50].

The experimental observations [50] suggested designing basins and abrupt drops in
order to take into consideration of different flow types, with the precautionary conditions
as regards to the tail-water and pressure fluctuations in the channel.

In fact, experiments by [50] suggested that the relationship between the tail-water
depth ratio and the upstream Froude number is a function of the relative step height.
Furthermore, the experimental investigations by [50] also highlighted that the pressure
fluctuations are quasi-periodic and heavily influenced by the oscillations between the B
and wave jump types.

On this basis, more recently, experimental research was conducted by [53] focused on
the fluctuating characteristics of the free surface and by [54,55] focused on the influence of
velocity and pressure fluctuations on the hydraulic jump.

3. Research Challenges

Since the fluid dynamics problems are usually too complex to be solved by analytical
methods because they involve many different issues due to their nonlinearity, research has
recently focused on computer power and the continuous improvement of numerical codes.
In recent years, the computational fluid dynamics (CFD) method, through turbulence mod-
els, has become a useful tool to study complex environmental fluid-mechanics problems.
The numerical modeling of a hydraulic jump, which involves fluctuating boundaries as
well as a multiphase flow, is still challenging, considering its complexity. Furthermore,
whereas most of the experiments provide measurements at a point or on a plane, the
complete three-dimensional (3D) flow field supplied by a CFD simulation would enable us
to have a deeper understanding of the dynamics of coherent structures that are responsible
for free-surface fluctuations and aeration in hydraulic jumps.

In recent years, hydraulic jumps have been investigated using both Eulerian and
Lagrangian techniques. In general, the Eulerian method discretizes the space into a mesh
and defines the unknown values at the fixed points, while the Lagrangian method tracks
the pathway of each moving mass point. A comprehensive review of the studies, referring
to the numerical simulation of the hydraulic jump was provided by Valero et al. [56] and
Viti et al. [57].

3.1. Numerical Methods with an Eulerian Approach

Early Eulerian numerical studies on hydraulic jumps were carried out by
Longo et al. [58], Chippada et al. [59], Qingchao and Drewes [60] and Cheng et al. [61].

Long et al. [58] simulated a submerged hydraulic jump with Froude numbers in the
range of 3.2 to 8.2 on a smooth riverbed under the steady flow condition using a standard
two-dimensional k- epsilon turbulence model.
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In Chippada et al. [59], a detailed study of the internal and external characteristics
of hydraulic jumps on a straight horizontal channel with supercritical Froude numbers
2 and 4 was numerically carried out by solving the RANS equations and a two-equation
turbulence model. The results highlighted that surface rollers and recirculation zones play
a dominant role in turbulence generation and dissipation.

In Qingchao and Drewes [60], the turbulent structures in the hydraulic jumps with
Froude numbers in the range of 2.1 to 7.6 were investigated by means of the k- epsilon
turbulent model.

Cheng et al. [61] introduced the volume of fluid (VOF) model to trace the free water
surface and simulate the hydraulic jumps on a corrugated riverbed under five different con-
ditions.

However, these simulations of hydraulic jumps were confined to the liquid phase
and ignored the effect of the entrained air; early numerical studies that considered the
air entrainment in the hydraulic jump were carried out by Souders and Hirt [62] and by
Gonzalez and Bombardelli [63]. However, both of these studies provide only qualitative
predictions of two-phase fluid field properties without quantitative comparisons with
experimental ones.

Therefore, the first numerical results to be compared with experimental void fraction
data were supplied by Ma et al. [64], using both RANS (Reynolds-averaged Navier–Stokes)
and DES (detached eddy simulation)-type turbulence models

More recently, Witt et al. [65] used a volume of fluid (VOF) model for free-surface
tracking in conjunction with a RANS model to study air entrainment in a hydraulic jump.

Recently, Bayon et al. [66] studied the air entrainment in a steady hydraulic jump of
a Froude number 6.5 using a RNG- k– epsilon turbulent model and the volume of fluid
(VOF) model. Wei et al. [67] reported numerical results showing that the energy dissipation
rate correlated with the Froude number.

3.2. Numerical Methods with a Lagrangian Approach

Although less widely researched, the Lagrangian meshless method showed interesting
results; in fact, meshless Lagrangian techniques appear, in general, to be more suitable
for capturing the highly unsteady free surface of a hydraulic jump. Smoothed particle
hydrodynamics (SPH), which is one of the most popular mesh-free methods, was intro-
duced by [68,69]. In the SPH technique, materials with different physical properties are
discretized by convenient particle sets, each characterized by specific physical properties
and constitutive laws. This feature allows for the modeling of multi-phase flows [70]. Refer
to [71,72] textbooks and review articles for a general description of SPH.

In SPH simulations by Lopez et al. [73], a mobile hydraulic jump for different Froude
numbers was investigated. Numerical simulations were compared to their own physical
model. The results showed a good agreement for Froude numbers <5 with a Monaghan
artificial viscosity. However, for higher Froude numbers, a k- epsilon turbulent model
was required.

In SPH simulations by Federico et al. [74], by varying the Froude number, several
types of jumps were investigated with specific focus on the velocity field, pressure forces,
water depths and the location of the jump. Results showed good agreement with theory
and experimental data.

In Jonsson et al. [75], the hydraulic jump was investigated with smoothed particle
hydrodynamics, applying a new approach for periodic open boundary conditions. The
jump toe oscillated with a frequency in good agreement with experimental findings found
in the literature, and the oscillation amplitude increased with Froude number.

In Chern and Syamsuri [76] and Gu et al. [77], a smoothed particle hydrodynamics
(SPH) model was applied to investigate the effect of various corrugated beds on the
hydraulic jump.

In De Padova et al. [78], the formation of undular hydraulic jumps for different Froude
numbers in a very large channel was investigated using a weakly compressible smoothed
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particle (WCSPH) scheme with both an algebraic mixing-length model and a two-equation
turbulence model.

Until the end of the 90s, in spite of the many experimental studies on the hydraulic
jump, the complex structure of the separated region in very large channels downstream of
the lateral shockwaves was not yet understood [79]. Consequently, experimental research
was conducted by Ben Meftah et al. [80–82] on hydraulic jumps in a very large channel.

The numerical results [82] showed that the predictions gained by using the SPH
model are in good agreement with experimental ones [80–82] in terms of the time-averaged
water depth (Figure 6b) and longitudinal velocity components (Figure 6c), as well as the
trapezoidal wave pattern and the size and magnitude of the recirculation regions along the
lateral walls (Figure 6a–d). In particular, Figure 6c shows both SPH (black) and experimen-
tal (red) velocity fields superimposed in a vector plot. As experimentally observed, it can
be seen that the wall boundary layer is subjected to a sudden adverse pressure gradient,
causing a sharp deceleration of the flow velocity near the wall; furthermore, recirculation
of the flow immediately behind the lateral shockwaves near the wall is observed. Further
details about the numerical tests can be found in [79].

In De Padova et al. [83,84], a weakly compressible smoothed particle (WCSPH) model
was applied to the modeling of a hydraulic jump at an abrupt drop. The complete spatial
and temporal knowledge of the flow yielded by the SPH simulations improved the under-
standing of the phenomena without resorting to additional extensive experimental activity.Water 2021, x FOR PEER REVIEW  11 of 16 
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A comparison with experimental results by [50] showed that the SPH simulations
were able to reproduce the main characteristics of this phenomenon, which, under the
inflow and tail-water flow conditions, can lead to cyclic oscillations between jump types
and jump vortices.

As shown in Figure 7, the simulated oscillatory flow patterns between A jumps and
wave jumps reproduce what was observed in configuration B39 in Mossa et al. [50].

Vortices are characterized by a clockwise rotation (positive vorticity) when the wave
jump occurs (Figure 7b,c) and by an anti-clockwise one (negative vorticity) for the A jump
(Figure 7a,d), respectively. These numerical results highlight that a strong correlation exists
among the velocity and vorticity fields and the pressure fluctuations, even far downstream
of the jump position.

Further details about the numerical tests can be found in [83,84].
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In the 70s, it was believed that the flow of a jump must be analyzed in its actual con-
figuration of air–water mixture, an aspect that cannot be overlooked. Therefore, several 
experimental studies were conducted to visualize the turbulent coherent structures in a 
hydraulic jump and to determine the location of the maximum air concentration. 

Figure 7. SPH vorticity field; oscillatory flow patterns between A-jumps and wave jumps: (a) t = 2 s;
(b) t = 4 s; (c) t = 8.5 s and (d) t = 11.5 s.

4. Conclusions

The complicated nature of the hydraulic jump has always attracted researchers’ at-
tention. After many years of sustained research and with many of its features now well
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understood, a satisfactory and full comprehension of this complex phenomenon remains
a challenge.

Leonardo da Vinci first noticed this phenomenon, but it was only later in 1820 that
Bidone started to study it scientifically. Since the beginning of the 20th century, the
hydraulic jump has received a lot of attention, following the development of energy
dissipater designs and stilling basins.

Several experimental studies in the late 1920s and early 1930s investigated the surface
roller profile and energy dissipation. Then, in the late 1950s, the study of internal flow
features started, and experimental research activity focused on turbulence estimations in
hydraulic jumps.

In the 70s, it was believed that the flow of a jump must be analyzed in its actual
configuration of air–water mixture, an aspect that cannot be overlooked. Therefore, several
experimental studies were conducted to visualize the turbulent coherent structures in a
hydraulic jump and to determine the location of the maximum air concentration.

The experimental results showed the existence of two regions with the greatest air
concentration when the largest vortex of a hydraulic jump breaks down, causing the water
to spill.

More recently, the effect of the Froude number on the basic air–water flow proper-
ties, focusing on the maximum void fraction and bubble count rate in the shear layer,
was studied.

Several experimental studies in the late 1980s and 1990s highlighted the existence of
oscillating phenomena and particularly, a cyclic variation of jump types over long-lasting
experiments, under specific flow conditions, and investigated the surface roller profile and
energy dissipation. Experimental observations led to the conclusion that the oscillating
phenomena were especially significant for the analysis of turbulence characteristics.

Until the end of the 90s, in spite of the many experimental studies on hydraulic jump,
the complex structure of the separated region in very large channels downstream of the
lateral shockwaves was not yet understood. The first experimental research on hydraulic
jumps in a very large channel suggested that the wall boundary layer is subjected to a
sudden adverse pressure gradient, causing a sharp deceleration of the flow velocity near
the wall; moreover, the experiments showed a recirculation of the flow immediately behind
the lateral shockwaves near the wall.

While most of the experiments provide measurements at a point or on a plane, the
complete three-dimensional (3D) flow field supplied by a CFD simulation enables us to
have a deeper understanding of the dynamics of coherent structures that are responsible
for free-surface fluctuations and aeration in hydraulic jumps.

Therefore, in recent years, the computational fluid dynamics (CFD) method, through
turbulence models, has become a useful tool to study complex environmental fluid-
mechanics problems.

The numerical modeling of a hydraulic jump, which involves fluctuating boundaries,
as well as a multiphase flow, is still challenging, considering its complexity. Hydraulic
jumps have been widely investigated using Eulerian techniques showing satisfactory
results in terms of quantity and quality; Eulerian models, by solving the RANS equations,
and a two-equation turbulence model have yielded accurate results for mean flow variables,
including air concentrations in some cases.

In the last few decades, although less researched, the Lagrangian meshless method
showed interesting results; in fact, meshless Lagrangian techniques appear in general to be
more suitable for capturing the highly unsteady free surface of a hydraulic jump.

Nevertheless, it is evident that the profitable prediction of a numerical model depends
on the calibration made with experimental data.

Therefore, the mean flow variables (sequent depths’ relationship, roller length, jump
length, mean free surface profile, air concentrations, etc.) that have been extensively experi-
mentally studied in the literature should constitute the minimum dataset for numerical
models’ calibration.
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Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.
4423177, Video S1: Oscillations-jump.mp4. The video shows the oscillatory flow patterns between
B-jump and Wave jump (Figure 5), Video S2: Und-jump_large_channel.mp4. The video shows a
hydraulic jump in the large channel of the LIC—Coastal Engineering Laboratory of the Polytechnic
University of Bari, Italy (Figure 1).
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