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Schematic diagram of mathematical model of
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Fig. 1
elevated tank with check valve
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Tab.1 Pipeline parameters
1 /m A HE S /m K /m B 5
1.6 0-+000.0 1100.0 S
1+100.0 5020.0 GRP
1.4 6+120.0 57 100.0 GRP
63+220.0 4 800.0 GRP
1.2 68+020. 0 14 000. 0 GRP
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Fig. 2 Elevation and manometer headline of pipeline
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Fig.3 Pressure envelope curves along pipeline
without protective measures
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Tab.2 Body parameters of elevated tank

WS EA/m® SE/m ERETHA/m KB EE R/ m

11+840.0 78.54 13.0 1.4 1075.3
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Tab.3 Body parameters of air tanks

7 TR KE KB EEE RIS BRR
£ /m* ®E/m  /m  HA/m EHf/m /m’

A 24. 63 3.9 4.4 0.6 1028.5 204. 43
B 18. 10 3.0 3.6 0.5 1028.5 119. 43
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Tab.4 Body parameters of 1 one-way tower

R, MR BE WRK REEE EEE
Yt /m fi/m BE/m o HR/m

Hm 7+620.0 12.57 10.0 1081.0 1072.0 1.4
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Tab.5 Calculation results of two numerical solutions

o iE N /b 5 e LACES
S JEJ1/m JEH/m R ARK/m AR A/ m
A 104. 51 0.87 1028.71

B 104. 51 0.74 1028.66 1074. 64
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Fig.4 Maximum and minimum pressure envelope

curve along pipeline
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Fig.5 Pressure change hydrograph of two nodes
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Tab. 6 Body parameters of 2 one-way tower
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Fig. 6 Pressure envelope curve along pipeline
(add * 2 one-way tower)
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Tab.7 Calculation results of straight line

valve closing schemes

PSS YN b P LK RRKIK T 2 Bk
W/s EJ/m FEJ/m R/ m A FREE/m R/ m

360 146.59 0. 74-+0.61 5.19 8.09 1.91
420 138.30 0. 744-0.61 6. 04 9.06 1.92
480 126.73 0. 74-+0. 60 6. 36 9.90 1.92
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Tab. 8 Calculation results of different valve closing schemes
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Tab.9 Calculation results of different quick close-down times

PRI/ s HAZER/m ESSRIRIE ISR/ m
20 165. 3+(0. 74+5.53) 100 146. 324(0. 74+1.62)
4.70+3.54+0 4.81+5.00+0. 99
10 162. 6+(0. 74+5.53) 120 140. 184-(0. 74+1.09)
4.73+3.83+0 4.81+5.35+1.28
60 159. 254(0. 74+5.53) 160 159. 25+4(0. 74+5.53)
4.75+4. 2140 4.75+4.21+0
80 155. 05+ (0. 74+3. 65) 200 124. 84+ (0. 74+0. 68)
4.8144.60+0. 41 1.8346.90+1. 84

Y PR/ s

TP 350 400 450

0.2 175.594(0, 74+5.53) 165. 34(0. 74+5.53) 161. 56+(0. 74+-5.53)
4,7043.544+0 4,7043.544+0 4.70+3.54+0

0.3 145,830, 74-+5.53) 142, 584-(0. 74+5.53) 139, 660, 74-+5.53)
4.70+3.7740 4,70+4.104+0 4.7144.34+0

0.4 133.24(0.74+5.53) 128, 53-(0. 74+5.53) 124, 3740, 74+5.53)
4, 71445640 4,724-4.974+0 4, 7445,32+0

0.5 118, 384(0.74+5.53) 111. 08+(0. 74-+5. 53) 105, 310, 74-+5. 53)
4.78+5.37+0 4.7845.86+0 4.78+6.38-+0

0.6 113.84+(0.7445.53)  104.51(99.85)+(0.74+5.53)  104.51(94.9D)+(0.74+5.53)
4.8046.30+0 4.804-6.8140 4, 8447.4140

0.7 126.63-+(0.7443.72)
4.82+47.03+0.72

0.8 135.27+(0. 7441.30) 125. 844-(0. 74+-1.25) 114. 88+(0. 74+4-1.22)
41.8547.60+1.55 5.50+8.25+1. 60 5.80+8.94+1.63

114, 12+(0. 74+-3.40)
5.0947.63+0.75

104.51(102. 75)+(0. 74+3. 16)
5.3348.25+0.78
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Fig.7 Pressure envelope curve along pipeline under
broken line value closing scheme
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Tab. 10  Calculation result of broken line valve closing scheme

ek 52N B )3 KA K K
JEJ1/m JEJ1/m TREMH/m L FREME/m
138. 56 0.7445.0 5.07 7.85
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Study on Water Hammer Protection of Long-distance

Pressurized Gravity Flow Water Conveyance Project

WANG Kai-lang, ZHANG Jian, YAO Tian-yu, WANG Yan
(College of Water Conservancy and Hydropower Engineering., Hohai University, Nanjing 210098, China)

Abstract: For the long-distance water supply project where the pump station pressurizes before the high point and
gravity flows after the high point, when the end valve is closed in a straight line in case of power failure in an accident, a
longer valve closing time is required to meet the pressure control standard, which virtually increases the scale of the pro-
tective measures and increases the investment. In order to solve this problem, a broken line valve closing rule is proposed
to reduce the volume of protective measures while optimizing the pressure. The characteristic line method is used to check
each scheme through FORTRAN programming, and the general rule is summarized by analyzing the influencing factors of
the main parameters. The case results show that the broken line valve closing can reduce the volume of protective meas-
ures and reduce the project cost compared with the straight line valve closing within the same valve closing time under the
premise of ensuring that the pressure meets the requirements.

Key words: long distance pressurized gravity flow;air vessel;elevated tank;polyline valve closing
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Inversion of Permeability Coefficient for Concrete Face

Rockfill Dam Based on PSO-GRNN and Its Application

LI Hao-xuan', SHEN Zhen-zhong', ZHANG Wen-bing'*
(1. College of Water Conservancy and Hydropower Engineering, Hohai University, Nanjing 210098, China;
2. College of Ocean Science and Engineering, Shanghai Maritime University, Shanghai 201306, China)

Abstract: Considering the characteristics of inversion problems of concrete face dam, including high dimensionality,
complex calculation and excessive calculation time, the orthogonal experimental design was used to construct the learning
sample composed of the combination of permeability coefficient and the water head of pressure measuring point. The non-
linear mapping relationship between the water head at monitoring points and permeability coefficient was established by
general regression neural network (GRNN), and the particle swarm optimization (PSO) algorithm was used to search for
the smoothing factor ¢ suitable for the specific project to improve the generalization and convergence speed of the model.
The PSO-GRNN model for the inversion of the permeability coefficient of concrete face dam was established, and was ap-
plied on an engineering example. The results show that the value of permeability coefficient obtained by inversion based
on the model is reasonable, and the maximum relative error between the calculated value of water head at monitoring
points obtained by seepage analysis and the measured value is 3. 64% , and the accuracy meets the needs of engineering.

Key words: concrete face dam; permeability coefficient; inversion analysis; GRNN; PSO





