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Abstract

The dam break flood has a major impact on the safety of downstream bridges. This paper takes actual engi-
neering design as a case, uses dam-break empirical formula, Manning’s formula, and water level-discharge
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relationship curve as tools, and calculates the dam-break discharge by analyzing and calibrating the rele-
vant parameters and boundary conditions of the empirical formula. According to the law of flood evolution,
two methods are used to calculate the highest flood level and peak propagation time of the downstream
bridge site section, and provide an important basis for the design of bridge flood control safety. This study
has reference value for the calculation of dam-break flood in areas lacking hydrological data.
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1. 518

MRAE SNy I BRI 2 Bk Vi, T 2 B BU I N K R 740 m il i 2ok Sk B
R, T LR, K EAT IR E 5 XS IEK B b, RIERR R SR A UK
SRR SR . SRR 240 2 1 CRSORRMITHERD Il 25 2 3[1], TR oK -5 M bk W i
BRI R o T2 DX IS S AR AR W i <5 Bk} SR 2 7 A s [2JHESR MR kK A7 3 0k A 26
THSEEINH AR IE A S R A, ISR BRI KA 2% B3 2 S R MR ST S B O 2236 (B 5 1999 Al (Bl TR K
SCERINBEHEYED (TB 10017-99) [3IA KA HTIRIE, AN R mAEBIHE S H .

2. EAER
2.1. mBE#R

WL R AR T 2 B B R BB 2 T T VT X . BB M EE A T . R X . 2RI TP 5]
ViFd, BEUE, SJRATEEEM, ESUEHE, T RIEAMIT R GBS, S PR AT, TNV RS S SR B
EE EAbul, HEE TR 2 X KRR T, R E RS, IFZRAK 78.475 km. H AR 49 ), MKE
48.496 km; [%iE 19 Ji, SKJFE 15.878 km; Mrf&Lt 82.03%.

2.2. TIEWR

] 7K BEA T A6 BB 7 4 BH T SRR, A/ () BUKEE, 7K FE S AR K R N 3, PITEETRT R A D BT
TLYR] 7K B R INEE R 2R g O, R R 16.0 m, WUHEES IR AR O km?, T EFEy 285 m. Dhiif7K
FE itk 283.9 m, DL 100 HE—B U AKAE A THARE s RAZHKAI A 284.49 m, LA 300 4E—iB /K IE A BT
bt ThiR[ KRS ZEZE 337 Ji m?, UL 50.2 I m?, MAIFEZE 272 Jim?, FUEZ 13.8 i m? . K ET
1990 4FEE R, il H AR N 30 45, BLLLIA PR KA 4R .

VT e AR I 1) 25 0 B BT ST /K 2 37 740 m AR (40 + 64 + 40) m 3ZE4R 22 Ty s /il B ] /K 2 Tt
MR 2,

2.3. TizRr#thng
P S IOoN | %, AR (BhuthrrE) (GB 50201-2014). (kg TR /K SCBIINEHHTE) (TB
10017-99)F1 (BkESMRIR 1T 3EAMIEY (TB 10002.1-2005)25 MIVE AR, 45 KM AT RHFI% R 100 F—i8 K br
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#HEWTE. 300 A — i@ U KR ER A -

L] 7K PE LTt /K A 283.9 m (100 4F—38), Kek%ut/KA7 )y 284.49 m (300 4F—i&), Bjthriy 300 4 —id
kK o
2.4, IKICHE

L ya] 7K P BT AR 9 3, AR A RK R0, e TARIL i B B AL R K R . F R
WK 63.7 km, HEKTHF 776 km?, HEEIEFE 2.1%0, FIRT R 140 m, T H R 1.3, WIMEE 0.4, %
TR N To/K St . R R, KU BHBOABLZ .

3. R E
3.1 Pt & AFNREITE

S RE AT 7 W I ist, #r BEURIR M A it =l PRGN R AR 24t T FLamBE, M
TSI AR I 18225 P& S AN S A R I R JE SR, BRI, R =Mt 07 5 J5 SR ™ R 435t 2, AE

BRI BT TGRSR, ASCE R AR ORSOKFIHED (38 2 i) — B g 2 20k
THEBIU WL AL K B KR, TR A HDS:

1 L
Q, =027.g (%)“’ (ET b(H - K™)z M
e Qu BRILAL I E AR, m*/s; B ZRIIEA T FERE, my H RoRIETKIR, my LRREXK
B, ms h FoRist AR AR P R, my T %8, JERh=0; b RpBtHKTH%EE, m; K
PSESL RS S RN I

(B
K _1.4(BHJ @)

R, I K E KR V > 100 77 m3it, b RAT R AR5
11 1
b=kV4B7H2 ©)
At kg RRIURIIM B RE, ASCHUACHF 08, L kg B 1.19;
BEAh, TR K PR Y B /KB V < 100 75 mei, b SRAI R AR5

b=k, (VH )% Q)

e ko RAFIAHE TR AR RS, e TR B R AP I ko Y 6.6, 22 A IIJEY 9.1,

SIS R FEX KR T FAS AL e e, BI L >5B J5, HmiAEn, #eat&Ed LB KT 5
i, 4 L/B=5;

St s L, Dy K LT AR 285 m, MUK 158 m, MUAT/KIR 14 m, EXKE 1500 m, HF 24
g, AR IA ) h =0, HIMEALRI R %ERE B = 158 m, £iH5HAR, HiH-FI%)E b =42.16 m,
kb B G B Q,, = 3407.411m° s .

3.2, HULBINEKRETE
BAIUR, SUESUKZ ISR, (i B, BOKIREZ R IIE T & 1 AL 722, K EEIEAL )
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Phige SHFhE AR RS FFAS— S, AT IR R 8 ST S Ak i R K R
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Qu. =V 1 (5)

Qm kV V

A Q, RRUIHEA RIS K&, m*/s; Q, FARMrIAL R K&, m*/s; V RoRBIIN KA R E KB,
m*; T ZeHE, AR ERTHE, v ZoRTIEN R AFERE, mis; k RBREE R kv RRit
IKAERETEFE o MR BRI KR 22 D3 2 BT KRB 2 T Be TP AR R B0 A8, kv AEAS A R Aol O [RIBE : 101X
FIE 7.15 mfs, - 1LXJH[IE 4.76 m/s, “FJEIATE 3.13 m/s.

Mk AL BE Syl K PESUHE AR TE FE 528 740 m, A Bk A S H RSB bbb i K &, A, Mrhk
ReERHEA Q,, =308461m°/s .
3.3. FRMBIKFFUL A RS KA R SHIE

1) 275K

B N AETHEL XA, JCHERAE T AR UL b Ui — e Y0 TRl P 9 L (%) Ly DX AT 3 R 7K A
RKEAMEGH AR . 2T AR EALWF:

N

QzéR%
n
b Q MG E, m/s; n ONERR; | AUKIE M A NE R KRR, m® R AKIIER, m.

U] B T L X VR R SRATIE TR TE AL T IO ACIRAS, Toi 3RBOZIT 8 /K T LG BRI, A T K
T L 3R AT T 3 B, A 1998 4RI 48 7K SOK BE U JRi 2 5 1) CGBTALTRNAR £ ) [4]— P b EE AR TR IE 3 FE A 2.1%o0.
RIS 2 BE TINE, FsA T, KR, WRECPIR, WRA A E RS, &5
1999 FEELTE I = Bl ¥ TH B AR rh A N RN EAT AR (kg TR K SCHIIA THE) (TB 10017-99)H
Bt D RARTE KRS REGR, F%ERE% N 0.02.

WREEESH, H27 AR E KA =R R WE 1. KAy S5HE x X RATEURR Ny =
0.0021x + 248.72. MR SCHE AT, B ARIE A KR BN Q,,, = 3084.61m°/s , ARAKALT &% RARE
. KA 255.36 m.

2) B KRIZR 2 ST KR RL A 50 B I 46 30

LhyR] 7K e R T TE 2R A J T Ll XD, ARYE TSR, AR SCHL v = 7.15 mis. (B Bk Ad oK B R AR
i, bbbt KW AR 43141 mP. ] 2 JE o ARl Ayl T bR AT A R v PR AR T IR PR SR BK A -
Wit AR - MEKRE, Wk 1R,

IeAh, SZKNSRERZBAEE, MH—RilENG1ZeR, F2WE 1 fosthdk, Kby S5HE x
IR R ATIEALF RN y = 0.0019x + 248.88 -

AR T ST ST 0, MU AR LA B R B Q,, = 3084.61m* /s, FI AN kit Ab e w2k 319 254.9 m.

BT, Mk mra KA R R AR B A O, DRI AR SR FH BT K R 2% R 2 AT K R R A A o (1)
ZIGEN 2 T AGEATIRUE, PRl 7745 FA 2 0.46 m.

RZEGIHT: B A TR SE RS 22 DA 22 4 1) A B 28 B8R FH B R AL, LA BT T 7K T L o 2 ke AT 3 3 P A
P R R A JE R K T 2 A 35 B KR 2% R 2 3 KRR B A 3 A R B R — e iR 2.

I 2 AT E AR B R K AL 265.3 m,  AHERF I v = 7.35 m/s. A (] 1999 AR BRI A = hil
THBE AR e N RIEFNEAT Ak AR e (RIS TREAKSCEIIBTHRE) (TB 10017-99) 4 k v fH>N 3.3 m/s~7.5 m/s

(6)
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Figure 1. Water level-flow relationship curve
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Figure 2. Cross-sectional view from the bridge site
2. Hrut & B E
Table 1. Relationship between water level-section area-flow rate at the bridge site
Fe 1. AFUEALOKAL - BREER - MEXRFE
KA (m) W T T A () it i (m3fs)
249.36 54.06 386.52
250.60 117.69 841.48
253.24 295.07 2109.75
254.10 360.25 2575.78
256.08 536.91 3838.90

3.4. IR AR EDIEFUA FRAEEERNITE

BUE, REFOKBITT T, SOKRR L — @ SR A S BAMAEAL, BTG, BRI
BFi € MR VI TR] 5 22 R R 20O 9% o AR ST F ST KR 22 03 2 B R R AT Fe Be i e 0 A ST H5E, - A4
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BT EELE A RN
s
r=K, ——57 7
h

1
2

EENES

VSH

Kb 7 FORBEINECE N IAE BN IEAL FIAL 3R 5] b ZRORMRAEALIA B BRI 1P 2Kk AR

AL BUAVEHE — BT 0.8 & 1.2 Z 8], KHEPRBUME, KRINFBUKE, 5h 258EIEMK, 4 3.3 TH5EAN
WAL KM IE b B KK IR 8.9 m, Bk, =1.0 5 H RS 1I3LAT KR

RS RAR RN by HARNA () T A SIS PR O BRI AR T 75 16 18] 7 980,53 5.

4, g5ig

TEK R RKIURUHT Bk B A R [5], 8 5 S 2% FE /K R IR D7 AR SR o v 2 75 7 2 2% P LR S IR s i),
TK PR 7 AR v 5 A7 2 B v b v A () B T A R B kA v, DU 7525 REK R ) NI E A R s 5 W R 5 5 e
K PEISAIUE M bk T T AL It 2 U v ki Y 7K PRI S0 T S5 9RT /K 2 Ui 740 m,  EH T 3R] 7K A FH AR
PRy 30 45, Bl AT HAERR, HARER RS MR A E, TR %, 0 S K Bt
KBTS0, PASREfEMF R BT S48 A AR, k5o &8 3407.411 m3s,
ik W T 3 R LA Bl 3084.61 m3fs, Mk R it /K A7 255.3 m.

T I By ] K RIS K A v SR A, SR K S I T KA B K B AN B AR O vkl
T AL K 5 RN RO B T T T A . 7K P R A Ik &5 KL R B 25 o B M ke
T B KI5 e g KA T A S, wT o s U AW MR S 52, e e e B R R BE L 7K & R MR 35 AT
PR 2 2 P S AR RS . A R B ER A7, T2l =2 7k S BRI R SR il 1Lt /K
HESHMESE.
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