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Study on hydrodynamic characteristics of high arc dam plunge pool

XU Gen-hai
(College d W ater Resources and A rchitectural Engineering,N orthw est A & F U niversity, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract: Based on the hydraulicmodel test results, some hydrodynan ic characteristicsof plane bottom
board plunge pool and reversed arch bottom board plunge pool, from hydraulics angle, w ere analyzed and
discussed in this paper. The results show that, be it water volume property or hydrodynam ic characteris
tics, the shape of plane bottom board plunge pool is better than that of reversed arch bottom board plunge
pool In agpect of energy dissipation effect, both values of energy dissipation rate of wo kinds of shapes of
plunge pool are large, both approximately 95%.

Key words high arch dan; plunge pool; mpinging pressure; hydrodynam ic characteristic; energy dissi-
pation effect
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Table 1 Comparisn of typical section size betw een plane bottom board plunge pool
and reversed arch bottom board plunge pool m
Section
Type of plunge pool Elevation
0+ 045 50m O+ 077 50m O+ 101 50m 0+ 182 50m 0+ 212 50m O+ 24Q 00m
2215 53 0 60 0 59 5 58 0 56 4 56 4
2227 65 0 72 0 715 70 0 68 4 68 4
Plane bottom board 2235 77. 0 84 0 83 5 820 8Q 4 8Q 4
2255 92 0 109 0 108 5 107. 0 105 4 105 4
2265 95 0 114 0 113 5 112 0 110 9 110 9
2215 Qo Qo Qo Qo Qo Qo
2227 72 0 72 0 72 0 72 0 72 0 72 0
Reversed arch 2235 84 0 84 0 84 0 84 0 84 0 84 0
bottom board 2255 99 0 109 0 109 0 109 0 109 0 109 0
2265 102 0 114 0 114 0 114 0 114 0 114 0
1 , 2227Tm , )
, 2 215m
2227 m 2
, (59 66m)
(36m) , 2221m , 3 1
) 2 ; 2 2
3 2 2
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Table 2 Comparison of pressure in mpact zone betw een plane bottom board plunge pool
and reversedarch bottom board plunge pool kPa
Plane bottom board plunge pool Reversed arch bottom board plunge pool
Na of
Secton ”E)er:;é:ir”eg /m 1 2 3 /m 1 2 3
point o?ﬁ/:st;r:e Conditon 1 Condition 2 Condition 3 o?ﬁ/:st;r:e Conditon 1 Conditon2 ~ Condition 3
measuring point measuring point
22 2215 00 292 3 286 4 293 3 2219 77 252 4 2357 249 5
23 2215 00 284 5 276 6 291 4 2215 47 284 8 275 0 294 6
0+ 130m
24 2215 00 286 4 2815 296 3 2215 47 289 7 279 9 291 7
25 2215 00 306 6 285 5 296 3 2219 77 250 4 2317 249 5
26 2215 00 279 6 284 5 296 3 2224 18 199 3 194 4 209 1
27 2215 00 294 3 3453 286 5 297 3 2216 90 2757 3590 263 9 280 6
0+ 140m 28 2215 00 316 4 285 5 294 3 2215 00 299 2 282 5 304 1
29 2215 00 288 4 289 4 294 3 2216 90 265 9 263 9 285 5
30 2215 00 286 9 292 3 296 3 2224 18 199 3 189 5 2101
31 2215 00 282 0 289 4 299 2 2219 77 231 7 2317 254 4
32 2215 00 282 0 294 3 299 2 2215 47 279 9 279 9 299 5
0+ 150m
33 2215 00 284 5 293 3 301 2 2215 47 284 8 279 9 2975
34 2215 00 286 9 289 4 298 2 2219 77 2317 2357 252 4
2 , , )
) K )
[10] ,
A:Ka= (Pi+ P2+ P3)/(Q1+ Q2), ,
B: Kv= P1/(Q1+ Q2 P2- P3), ) (0]
C:Ke= (Put P3)/(Q1+ AP) : :
yP1 y P2 ) )
Ps ‘01 [10-14] '
Q2 ; Pw )
; AP (
: ) :
B ) 3
P2 , 3 ) )
(

) 19 23 66 32 kPa,
32% 33 8% ,



226 ( ) 35

3
Table 3 Comparisn of characteristic value of pressure and mpact pressure in impact zone betw een plane bottom
board plunge pool and reversed arch bottom board plunge pool

/kPa /kPa
Na of Pressure pact pressure Effectiva
Condition Type of plunge pool nﬁ’é:;i'ifg . . w ater
- Nomal M ean M axmum Nomal M ean M axmum depth
point value value value value value value
1 Plane bottom 27 294 30 319 80 345 30 8 24 3375 59 25 29 16
Reversed arch bottom 27 294 30 336 00 37770 294 44 64 78 48 29 70
2 Plane bottom 52 264 90 277 60 290 40 - 588 6 87 19 62 27 60
Reversed arch bottom 52 279 60 3275 363 00 255 44 24 85 94 28 24
3 Plane bottom 60 323 70 353 20 382 60 Q 00 29 43 58 86 33 00
Reversed arch bottom 51 313 90 365 40 416 90 11 77 63 27 114 80 30 80
01 = ( - 2215 00)x 9 81kPg 2 = - 2215 0G; 3 = -
x 9 81 kPa

Note 1 Pressure= (M ean elevation of water column in piezometer tube- 2 215 00) x 9 81 kPa 2 Effectivew ater depth= M ean elevation of w ater surface in

measuring section- 2 215 00; 3 mpact pressure= Pressure- effectivew ater depthx 9 81 kPa

4 )
H + £
: P(
vl ) ( )o
) ( ) CV Pmax
, 4 5
( ) [16]
4
Table 4 Representative valuesof turbulent pressure in mpact zone of plane bottom board plunge pool
Mz
Condion M earsuring P/kPa a/kPa Cv Pmax/kPa Yh /kPa APma/kPa M ain
point frequency
1 311 7 26 30 8 44 390 6 304 70 85 90 Q5
2 314 0 23 20 7 39 383 6 304 70 78 95 17
1 3 287 9 15 3 531 333 8 283 88 49 92 (V3]
4 294 0 14 00 4 76 336 0 283 88 52 12 Q2
5 296 5 17. 60 5 94 349 3 300 84 48 46 Q2
6 296 2 11 60 392 3310 308 31 22 69 29
1 287 3 6 80 2 37 307. 7 287 63 20 07 Q2
2 291 2 6 60 227 311 0 287 63 23 37 Q1
3 287. 6 6 80 2 36 308 0 291 60 16 40 Q2
2 4 289 7 8 00 2 76 313 7 291 60 22 10 Q1
5 275 0 17. 30 6 29 326 9 279 09 47 81 Q2
6 272 6 15 40 5 65 318 8 270 10 48 70 Q4
1 302 0 4 41 1 46 315 2 295 67 19 53 Q4
2 306 6 520 170 322 2 295 67 26 53 Q4
3 304 4 4 12 135 316 8 299 45 17 35 Q4
3 4 304 4 5 00 164 319 4 299 45 19 95 Q4
5 315 8 25 20 7. 98 391 4 300 38 91 02 a1
6 304 4 13 30 4 37 344 3 291 85 52 45 Q1
4, 5 , ,
( ), : ,
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Amx= 30 (Nﬁna)yh (m)
APmax = (P + 30) - }h
5
Table 5 Representative valuesof turbulent pressure in mpact zone of reversed arch bottom board plunge pool
Mz
Condion M earsuring p/kPa a/kPa Cv Pmax/kPa ¥ /kPa APmax/kPa M ain
point frequency
1 33 5 130 387 374 5 290 1 84 4 Q2
2 286 0 250 8 74 361 0 286 7 74 3 a1
1 3 144 5 200 13 84 204 5 280 8 - 76 3 a5
4 300 5 24 0 7 98 372 5 308 7 63 8 13
5 3305 190 575 3875 290 1 97 4 Qa6
6 326 5 15 0 4 59 371 5 295 0 76 5 Q4
1 334 5 70 2 09 355 5 278 4 771 Q2
2 281 0 80 285 305 0 263 4 41 6 Q2
) 3 206 5 19 0 9 20 263 5 279 1 - 156 Q1
4 275 5 22 0 7. 98 341 5 291 1 50 4 Q4
5 33 5 300 8 94 425 5 272 4 153 1 Q4
6 304 5 18 0 591 358 5 280 3 78 2 12
1 322 3 70 217 343 3 292 1 51 2 a1
2 290 5 80 275 314 5 282 4 321 Q1
3 3 247 8 210 8 47 310 8 296 7 141 Q7
4 345 8 40 0 11 57 465 8 3210 144 8 15
5 305 3 340 11 14 407 3 302 3 105 0 Q1
6 314 8 21 0 6 67 377.8 326 8 510 18
4, 5 ) Q1 18Hz
91 02 kPa,
5 56%; 85 90 kPa 50 100 kPa
27. 78%, ,
73% 50 kPa
153 1 kPa, [17—18]'
144 8 kPa, 100 kPa 3 .,
16 66%; 50 100 kPa ,
72 22%, 0 50 kPa 16 66%, ,
11 11% +
68 2%:; )
56 34% ) )
+
4, 5 , : (D)
Cv 10; ; (2)
10 3, 11 14,11 57 ; (3)
13 84, 16 66%
«C ) .3
21 8%,1 5% 71 55%

Q1 29Hz

3
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70%:; (
), 70% 9504 11! H - E
6: 1
H
: H
' ’ m); E= h+V2>2g,  h
(m),v (m/9
+ 1
, , (0+ 240 6
6

Table 6 Comparison of energy dissipation rates betw een plane

bottom board plunge pool and

reversed arch bottom board plunge pool

0+ 240m Secondary dam

0+ 300m End of protection-gpron

. / /% / /%
Type of plunge pool Condion Dept%r? (- s Energyof IZrE]l:g(;f Dep{fr? (- s Energyof Rer?:g(;/f
V elocity sction disspation V elocity section disspation
1 8 50 6 19 10 45 94 99 25 17 293 25 61 88 96
Plane bottom board 2 8 60 5 62 10 21 95 10 22 67 226 22 93 90 12
3 12 00 355 12 64 93 22 25 50 2 48 25 81 87 71
1 127 6 50 9 42 95 48 24 47 252 24 79 89 31
Reversed arch bottom hoard 2 8 77 4 89 9 99 95 21 24 60 207 24 82 89 30
3 11 27 5 82 13 00 93 03 25 20 2 90 25 63 87 80
6 (0+ 240m) , )
+ ’ ’
; 2) : ( )
(0+ 300m) )
, 3)
: (0+ 240m) ,
) , 19 23
94 44%, 94 57%, 66 3 kPa, 32%
; , [10] 33 8%; )
95% Cv 135 8 44,
Cv 2 09 13 84, Cv
6 10 3 16 67%
: 4) :
1) + , 95%, ,
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