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Geographical location and land use types of

new and old urban areas in Zhengzhou City
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Fig. 2 Index system of urban rainstorm waterlogging

disaster risk assessment
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Fig.3 Schematic diagram of sub-regional division of
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Gaoxin District and Jinshui District
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Tab.1 Summary of weight values of each evaluation indexes
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Tab.2 Risk classification
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Tab.3 Model evaluation parameters
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Fig. 4 Importance of indicators of new and old urban areas
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Fig.5 Comparison of index importance between

new and old urban areas
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Importance Analysis of Disaster Risk Indicators for Storm Flooding in

New and Old Urban Areas of Zhengzhou City
ZHANG Jin-ping””,CHEN Wei*,FANG Hong-yuan',ZHANG Hao-rui’

(a. School of Water Conservancy and Civil Engineering; b. Yellow River Institute for Ecological Protection &.
Regional Coordinated Development, Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou 450001, China)

Abstract: The Gaoxin District and Jinshui District were selected as the representatives of the new and old urban areas
of Zhengzhou to explore the evaluation indexes that affect the risk of rainstorm waterlogging in cities and the importance
of each index, and a risk index evaluation system covering natural and social factors was established. The importance of
each evaluation index in new and old urban areas was determined by using random forest model. The results show that for
both new and old urban areas, the sensitivity of disaster-inducing environment is the most important first-level indicator.
Among them, imperviousness and pipe density are the most important tertiary indicators for surface and subsurface disas-
ter-preventing environments, respectively. The risk of disaster-causing factors is the least important for Jinshui District
and Gaoxin District, and the importance of rainfall is much greater than that of rain type. The difference between the old
and new urban areas is mainly reflected in the stability of disaster-bearing body. whose importance is 0. 23 and 0. 09 for
Jinshui District and Gaoxin District. The conclusion can provide some reference for the prevention and control of rain-
storm waterlogging disaster in Zhengzhou.

Key words: urban rainstorm waterlogging disaster; risk evaluation system; new and old urban areas; random forest;
importance of indicators
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Application of Energy Dissipation Piers in Segmented Pier

Type Step Energy Dissipator
WANG Lei*, TIAN Yu",FENG Zi-wei’, LI Qian"

(a. Architectural Design and Research Institute; b. College of Water Resources Science and Engineering.,
Taiyuan University of Technology, Taiyuan 030024, China)

Abstract: In order to improve the aerated concentration of the stepped energy dissipator, mitigate the damage of cavi-
tation and cavitation erosion, and improve the energy dissipation rate, the stepped energy dissipator with segmented piers
was proposed. The influence of the arrangement of the front pier and the reverse pier of the energy dissipator on the hy-
draulic characteristics of the stepped energy dissipator with segmented piers was studied by numerical simulation. The re-
sults show that the stepped energy dissipators with segmented piers generate hydraulic jump near the energy dissipators in
the flat and straight section of the terrace. The arrangement of the main pier has better effect of hydraulic jump aeration,
higher concentration of aeration along the way, and better effect of cavitation erosion mitigation; The flow velocity along
each stage increases gradually, and the arrangement of the main pier has lower flow velocity and better energy dissipation
effect; A large range of positive pressure is formed on the upstream area and the upstream area of the energy dissipation
pier, and negative pressure is generated on the top and back surface of the energy dissipation pier. The arrangement of the
positive pier has a high blocking effect on the water flow, and the arrangement of the reverse pier has a large negative
pressure; Under each flow condition, the energy dissipation rate of the two arrangement forms is higher, and the energy
dissipation rate of the positive pier arrangement form is higher when the flow is larger, which has better energy dissipa-
tion effect. The arrangement of the main pier has better effect in reducing the cavitation damage of the step and improving
the energy dissipation rate, which can provide a reference for the structural design of the stepped energy dissipator with
segmented piers.

Key words: step energy dissipator; trapezoidal energy dissipation pier; velocity characteristics; pressure characteris-
tics; energy dissipation characteristics





