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Abstract: The purpose of this study was to allow fish to move upstream past barriers or difficult
sections of passage, even on steep stream-type fishways. Therefore, the authors devised a roughness
arrangement to raise the water depth in the fishway and reduce its flow velocity. Roughness was
used as a group in the arrangement so as to expect afflux effects. Water depth was raised and the
flow velocity was reduced around the roughness groups, which allowed fish to hold position and
move upstream. Although rapid flow was locally formed in some spots in the fishway, its area was
small, enabling the fish to move upstream sufficiently. The experimental results obtained in this study
will be applied as a removable stream-type fishway to small channels, head constructions, and so on
where fishways cannot be installed due to management.

Keywords: fishway; fish passage; fish ladder; fishway design; flow pattern

1. Introduction

Fishways are set in rivers and waterways to help fish and crustaceans move upstream
and expand their habitable ranges. There exist the following several types of fishways: pool
type, stream type, culvert type, and operation type [1]. This study focuses on stream-type
fishways. Nature-friendly landscapes and various flow velocities are obtained by the
stream-type fishway and are therefore suitable for the movement of various types of fish
such as demersal fish, swimming freshwater fish, and fry.

In Japan, the Guideline for environmental works of rivers for fish to move upstream [2]
was issued in 2005 by the River Bureau (current Water and Disaster Management Bureau)
of the Japanese Ministry of Land, Infrastructure, Transport and Tourism. According to the
guide, a longitudinal gradient of a stream-type fishway should be 1/20 or less, and a steep
slope is described as a longitudinal gradient of 1/10 or more.

However, a fishway may not be expanded sufficiently depending on the local site
conditions, and the authors have confirmed the existence of fishways with a longitudinal
gradient of over 1/20 (see Figure 1). According to the survey report published by the Japan
RiverFront Research Center on the Japanese rivers under the direct control of the central
government [3], 80% of the 133 sloped fishways have longitudinal gradients steeper than
1/20. In addition, there are spots where the continuity of the fish’s upstream movement is
interrupted by the head of waterways or rivers (see Figure 2). Installation of a fishway at
the head will allow fish to move upstream as well. In addition, water areas such as rivers,
irrigation channels, drainage channels, and paddy fields will be connected by installing a
fishway, which allows the ecosystem to be conserved.

The authors have been studying a roughness arrangement that allows fish to move
upstream even on steep fishways. Here, “roughness” means the drag of colony of cylinder
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to flow. The previous study [4] revealed, basic characteristics of roughness arrangement.
It is an arrangement with a diameter of 4.8 cm cylinder used as a roughness element and
several of them are installed as a colony with convex surfaces. The percentage of fish
passing upstream has been improved by directing the convex surface of the roughness
group to the downstream direction.
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Figure 1. An example of a fishway with a longitudinal gradient greater than 1/20. 
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In this study, based on the basic roughness arrangement, we examined setting con-
ditions of the roughness group, aiming to furthermore improve the percentage of fish 
passing upstream of fish and achieve an efficient move upstream. Moreover, we simpli-
fied the fishway aiming at developing a fishway so it can be easily installed and re-
moved in small size rivers and waterways. 

2. Experiment Outline 
The authors considered two ways in which fish could more easily move upstream. 

One is to increase the interval between roughness groups, thereby increasing the area to 
which fish can hold a position in the fishway. The other is to diversify the flow in the 
fishway by an alternating arrangement of the roughness groups. Therefore, the authors 
proposed six experimental cases. 

The fishway used in the experiment is shown in Figure 3. The width of the fishway 
is 60 cm, the horizontal length is 500 cm, and the height is 50 cm; therefore, the vertical 
slope of the fishway is as steep as 1/10. The experiment was conducted with a flow 
quantity of 0.024 m3/s. Table 1 shows a list of experimental cases. Case 4 was applied in 
the previous study [4] which is included here for comparison with the results of this 
study. Figure 4 shows the arrangement of the roughness groups in each case of the pre-
vious study [4] and Figure 5 shows that of this study. In Cases 5 and 7, the roughness 
groups were installed alternately with the installation interval of the roughness groups 
set to 0.5 m and 0.75 m, respectively. In Case 6, the roughness groups were installed in 
parallel with the installation interval of the roughness groups set to 0.75 m. Compared to 
the previous study (Case 4) [4], the density of roughness λ of Cases 5–7 is 0.5 times, 0.33 
times, and 0.33 times, respectively. 
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Figure 1. An example of a fishway with a longitudinal gradient greater than 1/20.
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Figure 2. Examples of the places where the continuity of the upstream movement of fish is interrupted
by the head: (a) The head of a waterway that interrupts the upstream movement of fishes; (b) The
head construction of a small size river that interrupts the upstream movement of fishes.

In this study, based on the basic roughness arrangement, we examined setting condi-
tions of the roughness group, aiming to furthermore improve the percentage of fish passing
upstream of fish and achieve an efficient move upstream. Moreover, we simplified the
fishway aiming at developing a fishway so it can be easily installed and removed in small
size rivers and waterways.

2. Experiment Outline

The authors considered two ways in which fish could more easily move upstream.
One is to increase the interval between roughness groups, thereby increasing the area to
which fish can hold a position in the fishway. The other is to diversify the flow in the
fishway by an alternating arrangement of the roughness groups. Therefore, the authors
proposed six experimental cases.

The fishway used in the experiment is shown in Figure 3. The width of the fishway is
60 cm, the horizontal length is 500 cm, and the height is 50 cm; therefore, the vertical slope
of the fishway is as steep as 1/10. The experiment was conducted with a flow quantity of
0.024 m3/s. Table 1 shows a list of experimental cases. Case 4 was applied in the previous
study [4] which is included here for comparison with the results of this study. Figure 4
shows the arrangement of the roughness groups in each case of the previous study [4] and
Figure 5 shows that of this study. In Cases 5 and 7, the roughness groups were installed
alternately with the installation interval of the roughness groups set to 0.5 m and 0.75 m,
respectively. In Case 6, the roughness groups were installed in parallel with the installation
interval of the roughness groups set to 0.75 m. Compared to the previous study (Case 4) [4],
the density of roughness λ of Cases 5–7 is 0.5 times, 0.33 times, and 0.33 times, respectively.
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Figure 3. The fishway used in the experiment: (a) Longitudinal photo of the fishway; (b) The cross 
section plan of the fishway. 
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Figure 3. The fishway used in the experiment: (a) Longitudinal photo of the fishway; (b) The cross
section plan of the fishway.

Table 1. List of the experimental cases.

Case Run
Roughness

Arrangement
Flow

Quantity
Density of

Roughness λ
Fishway

Slope
Interval of
Roughness Note

4
Run4-cu Figure 4a

0.024 m3/s 0.12 1/10 0.25 m previous study [4]
Run4-cd Figure 4b

5
Run5-cu Figure 5a

0.024 m3/s 0.06 1/10 0.50 m this study
Run5-cd Figure 5b

6
Run6-cu Figure 5c

0.024 m3/s 0.04 1/10 0.75 m this study
Run6-cd Figure 5d

7
Run7-cu Figure 5e

0.024 m3/s 0.04 1/10 0.75 m this study
Run7-cd Figure 5f
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Figure 5. Arrangement of roughness groups in each case of this study: (a) Run5-cu in Case 5; (b) Run5-cd
in Case 5; (c) Run6-cu in Case 6; (d) Run6-cd in Case 6; (e) Run7-cu in Case 7; (f) Run7-cd in Case 7.
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2.1. Experiment of Real Fish Behavior

All experiments were performed according to the guideline of ethical animal experi-
ments at Toyo University. We used Tribolodon hakonensis (hereinafter called “Ugui”) with
a standard length (SL) ranging between 7.4 and 10.4 cm (average standard length (SL) is
9.0 cm) (see Figure 6). Ugui is a swimming freshwater fish that lives in various parts of
Japan and uses fishways [5]. In addition, Ugui has a swimming ability that is similar to
same as that of Plecoglossus altivelis altivelis, Salvelinus leucomaenis, and Zacco platypus [6–8].
Therefore, we believe that the results of this experiment with Ugui are applicable to similar
other species of swimming freshwater fish. In the experiments, the downstream x = 500 cm
and x = 550 cm of the fishway were separated by a net and used as an acclimatization
section of Ugui. 10 Uguis were released in this section and left under the experimental
conditions for 5 min to allow them to become familiar with the environment. After that,
only the net with x = 500 cm on the upstream side was opened and the experiment was
started. The experiment time was 30 min, and the behavior of Ugui was photographed
with a high-resolution camera during the experiment. Experiments were performed 3 times
in each case.
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2.2. Hydraulic Experiment

In each case, the water depth and flow velocity were measured. The water depth was
measured with a point gauge. The water depth was measured three times at each station
and the measured values were simply averaged. The flow velocity was measured with a
two-dimensional electromagnetic current meter. The flow velocities in the x and y directions
are indicated as u and v, respectively. For the flow velocities, the authors measured a total
of 25.6 s; 512 data every 0.05 s, and the simple average was used as the temporal mean
velocity. The temporal mean velocities in the x and y directions are indicated as u and v,
respectively. The swimming depth of Ugui was approximately 2 cm above the fishway
bed, which was a phenomenon similar to that seem observed in the previous study [4], and
therefore, the measurement point of the flow velocity was determined as 2 cm above the
fishway-bed.

2.3. Material and Methods

The percentage of fish passing upstream (hereinafter called “Rr”) is defined by the
following formulas [9–12].

Rr =
FC
FT

(1)

Here, Rr is the percentage of fish passing upstream, FC is the total number of Ugui
that completed to move upstream (passing from the most downstream end to the most
upstream end of the fishway), and FT is the total number of Ugui used in the experiment.

3. Results and Discussion

In order to evaluate the functionality of the fishway, the authors focused on the Rr
of Ugui. Moreover, the flow in the fishway and swimming paths of Ugui were compared,
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in consideration of the difference in the arrangement of the roughness groups. Next, we
discussed whether Ugui was able to move upstream efficiently, focusing on the distance
and time that Ugui spent moving upstream in the fishway. Finally, it was determined which
case was preferable for fish to move upstream comprehensively, based on the results of the
flow in the fishway, the Rr, the distance, and the time of Ugui passing upstream.

3.1. The Percentage of Fish Passing Upstream Rr

Figure 7 shows the Rr for each case. The Rr in the cases where the convex end
representing the tip of the arrowhead (Run5-cd, Run6-cd, it can be seen that the Rr of Ugui
in Run7-cd) were higher than those in the cases where the convex side of the inside of the
arrowhead (Run5-cu, Run6-cu, Run7-cu). This result was similar to that of Case 4 in the
previous study [4]. In the case where the convex end represents the tip of the arrowhead, the
average Rr of Ugui was 26.7%. The Rr of Ugui was not improved, compared to the results of
Run4-cd in the previous study [4]. However, Run5-cd, Run6-cd, and Run7-cd have a wider
installation interval of the roughness groups and a smaller density of roughness λ than
that of Run4-cd, suggesting that the fishway functioned even with decreased number of
roughness groups installations. This result is useful information for installing the fishway
in a local waterway and a small size river. For example, the cost of installing the fishway
can be reduced with the small number of roughness groups. In addition, even in the case
that some of the roughness groups are damaged, the fishway’s functions can be maintained
as long as 0.04 and more of the density of roughness λ is satisfied.
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Figure 7. The Rr of Ugui in each case (Run4-cu and Run4-cd are previous study [4]).

However, we should repeat experiment of real fish behavior to accumulate more
verification experimental results because experimental were performed three times.

3.2. Flow Velocity in the Fishway and the Route of Fish Passing Upstream

In this section, we discuss flow velocities in the fishway and the route of Ugui passing
upstream in each case. Figures 8–11 show flow velocity contour diagrams of the fishway
and the route of Ugui passing upstream in each case of the previous study [4] and compared
to this study. First, in Case 4, which is of the previous study [4], the flow velocity between
the roughness groups was 2 SL/s or less. while it was approximately 2 to 6 SL/s in Case 5,
and approximately 3 to 10 SL/s in Cases 6 and 7. In Cases 5–7, Ugui held a position in
the area where the flow velocity was slow and moved upstream. It seems that the held
position of Ugui changes depending on the roughness groups interval. At the 0.50 m
spacing interval, Ugui were held position directly on the downstream side of the roughness
group and directly on the upstream side of the roughness groups at the 0.75 m.
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Here, we focused on water depth in the fishway. Figures 12–14 show the water
surface profile in the fishway in each case. In the areas that are directly upstream or
directly downstream sides of the roughness, water depth was approximately 10 cm or more.
Therefore, the flow velocity was reduced by the afflux effect, and Ugui was able to hold the
position. In addition, although the water depth was low and the flow velocity was high in
the lateral part and the central part of the fishway, which was the route of Ugui passing
upstream, the formation area was limited narrow, which allowed Ugui to move upstream.
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In addition, Figure 15 shows the flow velocities vector diagram in each case. Here,
the authors picked up the midstream area of the fishway with x ranging between 200 and
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300 cm where the flow was relatively stable. When the spacing of the roughness groups
is narrow, the water flow was concentrated in the central part of the fishway. Therefore,
it can be suggested that Ugui are more likely to move upstream in Cases 5–7 than in
Case 4. Moreover, the flow in Case 6 where the roughness groups were installed in parallel
was also similar to in Case 4. On the other hand, the flow in Cases 5 and 7 where the
roughness groups were installed alternately formed a diverse flow. Therefore, it can be
suggested that Ugui are ever more likely to move upstream in Cases 5 and 7 than in Case 6.
Furthermore, focusing on the direction of the roughness group, the flow tended to be more
concentrated and rapidly in Run4-cu, Run5-cu, Run6-cu, and Run7-cu than in Run4-cd,
Run5-cd, Run6-cd, and Run7-cd. In addition, in Run4-cd, Run5-cd, Run6-cd, and Run7-cd
tended to be easier for Ugui to move upstream than in Run4-cu, Run5-cu, Run6-cu, and
Run7-cu. This is because water flows were easier streamed around behind the downstream
of the roughness groups.
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3.3. The Distance and Time of Fish Passing Upstream

In this section, we discuss the distance and time of Ugui passing upstream that
successfully moved upstream in each case. The authors suppose hypothesized that a
fishway with a short distance and time passing upstream is preferable in addition to the
Rr. This is because the longer a fish holds its position in the fishway, the more likely it is
that birds will prey on it. In addition, fish with longer holding times will deplete energy
reserves compared to those that pass through quicker in the fishway. Therefore, we focus
on whether Ugui was able to move upstream efficiently.

Figure 16 shows the average distance of Ugui passing upstream that successfully
moved upstream in each case. The distance of Ugui passing upstream tended to decrease
with wider installation intervals of the roughness groups. Furthermore, regardless of the
installation distance of the roughness groups, the distance of Ugui passing upstream of
Case 7 in which the roughness groups were installed alternately was shorter than that of
Case 6 in which the roughness groups were installed in parallel. This is because more
diverse flows were formed by installing the roughness groups alternately. Therefore, the
installation of the roughness groups should be using an alternate pattern. 
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Figure 16. The average distance of Ugui passing upstream that successfully moved upstream in each
case (Run4-cu and Run4-cd are previous study [4]).

On the other hand, the effect of the direction of the convex surface of the roughness
groups on the move upstream distance of Ugui has not yet been determined. However, the
distance changed only by approximately 1.3 to 1.5 times, which implies that the direction
of the convex surface of the roughness groups does not significantly affect the behavior of
Ugui passing upstream.

Figure 17 shows the average time of Ugui passing upstream that successfully moved
upstream in each case. The time of Ugui passing upstream tended to decrease with wider
installation intervals of the roughness groups. In addition, in the cases where the convex
end represents the tip of the arrowhead the time of Ugui passing upstream tended to be
shorter than that in the cases where the convex side is the inside of the arrowhead. This is
because the former so that the flow was directed toward the held position of Ugui more
easily than the latter, making it easy for Ugui to recognize the upstream side. Phenomena
similar to those seen in this result were observed in the previous study [4]. In Run7-cu
in this experiment, the behavior of Ugui was outlandish, and therefore it is considered a
reference here. Repeating the experiment in Case 7 and collecting more data enables us to
expect that the tendency is similar to that in Cases 4–6.
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From the above, it has been confirmed that Ugui moves upstream more efficiently
in the cases where the convex end represents the tip of the arrowhead than in the cases
where the convex side is the inside of the arrowhead. The authors believe that it might be
similar to other fish species. In addition, even in the case that the installation interval of the
roughness groups on the fishway used in this experiment was 0.75 m, the function of the
fishway did not deteriorate, suggesting that no problems are caused even in the case that
the area ratio of roughness to the fishway area is relatively small. On the other hand, in the
case that the installation distance of roughness is extended beyond the conditions shown in
this study, the afflux effect of the roughness groups may decrease. Therefore, it is necessary
to reconfirm the possibility in the experiment, and design optimum conditions for specific
situations based on the knowledge obtained from this experiment. Moreover, we will
attempt to set up the fishway in the field. In addition, we will continue the experimental
conditions by installing the experimental fishway in a natural setting and observing wild
fish passages.

4. Conclusions

In this study, it has been reconfirmed that turning the convex end representing the tip
of the arrowhead allowed Ugui to easily to moved upstream. In this experimental fishway,
the fishway function did not deteriorate even in the case that the installation distance of
the roughness groups was 0.75 m. Therefore, no problems are caused even in the case
that the area ratio of roughness to the fishway area is relatively small. In the case that the
installation distance of roughness is extended beyond the conditions of this experiment, the
blocking effect of the roughness groups may decrease. In the future, the authors will design
optimum conditions for the situation and set up a fishway on-site based on the knowledge
obtained in this experiment.

In addition, the authors consider the following future issues. We should repeat the
experiment of real fish behavior to accumulate more verification experimental results and
also indicate the statistical analysis results.
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