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Fig. 1 Time variations of the lowest elevation of each section
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Fig.2 The scouring and silting depth under different
flood discharge of Fuchun River
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Fig. 3 Comparisions of the riverbed change before

and after flood in 2011 and 2017
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Fig. 5 The modelling water elevation and flow velocity

during 2011 flood
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Scour Characteristics at the Toe of Xijiangtang

Seawall in Qiantang Estuary
ZHANG Zhi-yong'?* ,CHEN Fu-yuan'*,ZENG Jian'*, YANG Yuan-ping'”*,HE Kun'*
(1. Zhejiang Institute of Hydraulics and Estuary, Hangzhou 310020, China;
2. Key Laboratory of Estuary and Coast of Zhejiang Province, Hangzhou 310020, China)

Abstract: The scour of seawall toe is the one of the main factors for influencing structural stability of seawall estuar-
y. The study of the scour characteristics at seawall toe under complex hydrodynamics and prediction method is of great
significance for the seawall stability. Based on the field monthly measured topographic data since 2010, the time evolution
of toe scour at Xijiangtang Seawall in Qiantang Estuary was discussed and the influence of flood was identified. The re-
search results show that the seawall toe is eroded during flood, while there is silting during tide, and the critical flood dis-
charge for scouring is about 5 000 m’/s. Based on the theory of sediment carrying capacity and riverbed deformation, a
new scour prediction method is developed and the relative error is significantly improved within 20%.

Key words: estuary; seawall toe scour; sediment carrying capacity; prediction method
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Improvement of Flow Pattern in Tailrace Conduit of

Deneng Xiangjiang Hydropower Station
TANG Ren-hu', ZHENG Ji-si’
(1. Hunan Deneng Xiangjiang Hydropower Co. » LTD. , Yongzhou 425917, China;
2. Shenzhen Energy Science and Technology Co. » LTD. , Shenzhen 518133, China)

Abstract: In response to the evident phenomena of flow separation and backflow, low efficiency, and increased cavi-
tation in the tailrace conduit of the Deneng Xiangjiang Hydropower Station after expansion, computational fluid dynamics
(CFD) analysis was employed. Two methods, namely, modifying the shape of the tailrace conduit or replacing the run-
ner, were proposed to improve the flow pattern within the tailrace conduit. Research has demonstrated the effectiveness
of both methods, which can provide reference for similar projects.

Key words: draft tube; water flow pattern; CFD; blade setting angle





