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2 valve-system and 4 valve-system Comparison Test for
Wave Power Generator.

Yoshio Masuda® Takeaki Miyazaki.  Yoshiki l-i.':lgi.’haraf.,i=2
Koichi Nakanishi,  Kenichi Takahashi.” Hiromichi Yokomizo"

Tatunosuke Tuzuku™

z

Valve mechanisms are necessary to get the same rotation by alternative air flow by
wave motion in the KAIMEI {wave power large ships type buoy).

A 2 valve system was used in the first trial test, but a 4 valve system was proposed,
and this tank test was conducted and a 4 valve system is superior in a long wave period
such as those longer than 6 seconds, and the 4 valve system was adopted for the 1979
second trial test.
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Comparision of air power using the fixed air chamber
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Arrangement of valve box on the 1/10 size “KAIMEL”
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Comparison of air power of various valve-box on the

1/10 size "KAIMAIL"
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